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Influencing Factors Drving Consumers to Publish Online Visual Reviews
Liu Jiamin', Fang Jiaming!

(1. School of Management and Economics, University of Electronic Science and Technology of China, Chengdu 611731, China)
Abstract Online visual reviews (online reviews with pictures or videos) have an important impact on consumers' purchase
decisions. However, there is a lack of research on the influencing factors of online visual reviews. In view of this, this paper uses
empirical methods to study the factors affecting consumers' online visual reviews from two aspects of information sources and
information. The Python crawler collects user comments data from two major domestic e-commerce websites, carries out text
processing and text sentiment analysis, and constructs an econometric regression model. The results show that the number of
pictures or videos of visual reviews is directly proportional to the membership level of consumers, the depth of reviews, the polarity
of reviews and the emotional intensity of reviews.
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b ELIEC XA LT R 55 R R s AATTRR A 35 AT FL 1 25 AR TG R B I 5%« 47l B B e 2k B ke = i
A ATTAT DA B K Bk [ A 2 (R R, IXEEPPIR S SE0T B R B, DA BV 2
Ve SEIRSR . BRI, SEVEER PSS BT DL BRI 22 R BRn AN T8 PRGN XU, R Kk 5
R EHEE/EA (Reimer M1 Benkenstein, 2016). fEZETFiH HIME B S 0TH 97 38 0 S 2 8 A B35 520
(Erkan Hl Evans, 2016). fEZITFRAN I 238 r= AR oW, T oo bt R B2, A5 BT i 2K St
T ARIF SR P AR AN (Abrahams 45, 2012), I H S N ELSERIFE ST IR AT LS B R 2K FEAIK
FEE IR B (Sahoo %5, 2018).
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AL 2017). BAN, WIEERFEEHY (Daft Ml Lengel, 1986), 15 B HFE FERIEE BAE— & H
O B N R B AR RE 7D, AR B A E S E R EEE . — RN AR, FEFEEERR
R PRAILE BRI EA (Maity 55, 2018). HIT- B v AIRRATAR AL T 307 AT B8 B EE BAR I RE i, A
SR A B R SRR S SRR AT IS . PTG PRIR R0 5 45 S5 RT DA BV TR B PRI Rk
A, PRI STEREE R AT ENE, XXV, RSO R B R B L

AR, KT TR S M EE SR A 52 3] T A Z 2 E O, HIA B I 32 28 th e U5
W b BARA RN AEE T E AR, (2 VPS5 B T B RS R
WM (Schindler Al Bickart, 2012; Karimi #1 Wang, 2017; VEJEREFIAZE, 2018), #EshtEAE Air
WINRHIEZ —, BE SR 7T PEIRRRAE 0] ) S He 5% ss - F PRI o AR A 0F 7048 F R YRR AR i 7L
F= RERAI TV B 0 B B PFARAT R DLR I PRIV 9 3 RN AL ) e . B & R M, FEZRVTIR
H 0y RLARUG B RE o a0 U R P 3 R PRl R T e ] LUK I A IR 208 B R R B
FHOA, B 52 MM SRR MR UE s R R AT IEIS B &R AT N, (HIAA S
ik S 2 6 AT ARG VTES I AH S 7L

AHIETEIT 2SI o RRAE L T PR 2 BN 25, R O T Al AR B T A A . AR A
PRSP G IR PR EdE, DORAVHE I A AU B A AR, S AT IR R R Oy R
A ORI o 35 R 3 AT IR PR ) el BR R A RS R ANE B A2 PRRE AR R (S RAED M
PERAHIRIN 2 (PPBUREE, PRRRME, TEEGRED . NIz ffafd:, R G, /A5 — W
W3k R AH S PR H i A B R BEAT R 56

1. XEkFid
1.1 EZIEREE TS

T o RBRMAEL IR N2 D BRI B i 7 L (Chen F1 Xie, 2008). fEf&4iTi
VR ER R G R ke, RS2 S K BhE R s, R AT S DRSE v 5, SRS
1F, {808 DR A S e sk B S5 . Arndt (1967) B RsE B E 7 DR, A TR PLEELE
XAEETEE, B EREREAE BRICE 2 BBA =0, SRS NN, HRMANAN, HETIE
p o SR T AL RR R 1Sk 07 AR L H R RE AL FE BRI VR S o R S Bk
Bz —,

FEHRTRES ST, DR RE 7 U4 TRk, BT & FIVTE IR P il P 34t 17 R A = i iF
WIALAE T OIS, BT DR CLE T/ GBE N 1 3 5 BORTF G P 5 e i B L
7, B, A, DURSHB ARSI R, A FFHWSRAELE BT U i N 0T ATEAE T 938 B s . it 3
WA BIIPR N A T AR BATATH 7 BT — AN, AR R T B 2B A K. Hennig-Thura Al
Walsh (2003) 58 3L T {ELL LR, FEIATELR DR A 25 ARGV 2 5 72 S AR IR (R 20 o 7= i AR A AR PP A
DA SO e A HAMARFAE A VPAN, 1235 ] DLEEAE LR VPN RGUE B FCSE T S o & WL, [ B o v [m] 2 5
f NI, SR RS RIS B . R B EIN ERTERE B REER, WAz, SR A
B G b A HE T S kR B B BN AE BoRIE 2 — (Dellarocas, 2003; Miao 2%, 2010). R1MBEETEFLEL
FIORR, B RS e R A A R BT 54k, ZARM AR B A H G Bt A RAE
Gyo TRAGHET SR 7 %P2 A I s B, R IR R S S e, B
IV 2o AR R A, SR YALS . FF B CA M DG SCHRIE B T IXFhoG M A48 SEAE S 0 P 1R D S vk
FrhiiRE B EMMER (Ghose Al Ipeirotis, 2011; Korfiatis 2¢, 2012). Ft, I ARAE L0 1) BN
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A7 PR (s R R — 300+ SRR L AR
1.2 WL AR RE R

PEIR A 4R — 2R VPR s IR A 8L, IR 2 1 V8 2 X TR 117 (Mudambi F Schuff,
2010). PP PRI I T TR 1 9 8 06— 2 VPR ISR AN K ST SR B 2 12 26 VE VR 0 I K W 5 I ST FE S (Cheung
&, 2008; Racherla Al Friske, 2012). T&H AL FH R PARA AR R AT 7. XEHEEA
FE—HARARHEVEIR B, LV FIRtt, PRRUREE, PRt DLAE RIS RERIE R 1 E M,
WIeER S ikes, FE, TlHRe, QEFTPERTHEE ML BRG] S50 /) (Baek 55, 2012; Ngo-Ye
A Sinha, 2014; Qazi %5, 2016). JEIIAREE SCHR AT DA ILIX LLmF 78 T REAIAS S 0946 FH PRI SCRR R 5R 1 1
& EAE B IR R
(D 13 B RERT PP AN YRR o FH P RPN A VI 52 209845 B B 5 BRI B2, 41l
PR, PRI R PRI VP R AR S . AT AR LB T B T E P E IR i@ W g R B R FEE M, H
VA FE B (Forman 5, 2008). JUAKI 78 5 2R 0 VF IR AT LUK AS 0, BRI R A 3
Bhi) (Metzger, 2007).

(2) 15 BVR IR VIR IR AN FVE R REM o AE 9 PR B IS EORIE, IR XA 1358 5 1R
A PP A 5 K52 BF 723 B B R e SR IVE IR 32 38 I PR AR AR A 9 & I ) (Wathen #1 Burkell,
2002). #A)iEul, PPeA A SRR E A ZIEM S (Chua A Banerjee, 2015). Bb4h, PFEE AARHK
IAH R S S B 23 TR PR A A (Smith, 2005).

1.3 IHBREAREZITLHIEN

T EZE PR NE 2, LM S BA B s, WHFTX IR TR, Wius P &
TP BT EE. R IR SRR PRS2 4 . Dichter (1966) &2 5 —fit#fiE
= HE T DA BB 38 2 — o AV B 8 7= AR VB B BB LA LU R DU Rl 5 N (product-
involvement); H ¥ A\ (self-involvement); ftf \ ¥ A\ (other involvement); {5 % A (message involvement) .

PR E ) 2, 2 WA R SSIER AR TiZ#e . JF H Hennig-Thurau %<F
T 2B R RAEL BT AR | Dichter T4 G SZ A SHHLENE RIS TAEL IR, [R5
Ft— RN )\ I EE B 6 BRI IE 25 L SoO b P . B B R ieE L AR
LU, AT FoREINE  (Hennig-Thurau %, 2004).

1.4 FEZARHITFIL

(EF WU EOR B RRIBLE, A NABRERONT, T LI 0T, (ERHE R S S I
PSR A3 P . ARV IO 2K AR 00 RIS B SO FE RO, 2 A8 M D
BT RN LI . L R R TS FL R, 4 R SR B (LA B R Z XK
FFERSIFR T IT, A7 (AU, A A I s LB PR SN T AL i

2. ARERS

R AL UURI IRV ANTITAEE B RA =2 [ EUE (source/contributor), {5 &
(information/content) FIEZYNFE (receiver) (Hovland %5, 1953). fEARSCHIWISL IR, PFIEHE M HAHIE
JETE B, PFRFAERTFRE B A= H 25 BT R N 5= A4 BRI . fEZTFIL 3
FHERTEE R, RN, HREEuyrdfEd, RSCR Az ©F BE A S 1T RE B 456
HBEATIG L3R (Biehal A Chakravarti, 1982; Biehal # Chakravarti, 1983), 47 23 7 Hi R Pk e #57



A, T E B U R i RS B AR A PE RS B B VPR BB, STRVFIRIN A,
R AL, LA 0 RSCAS PPV A 2 FT RE 200 AT ML PR IR A R I DU A R . TR ARV 2238 R 1105
BRI EEE” . BT ERNCE A TE BRI T, HOR RN, AHTFA G B IHEGE S AR AT ML T
WM, 20 TC 5 B AF SR S8 AR ATV IS . 534h, I8 EIH P H TR
PR NS G I S PR R o IR 55 B AT B WAL PR = AR S0, ASHIT 0K 3 i A R B R R A il AL &
PR AT UG VH 2 3 AR P PR IR IR 3R 70 =268 PFIRE AR (& 550, fELIFIRMRH
= F7r, PRRIREZ, TERGRED MR RAAHKER OB ).

2.1 PR ERXEZSARMHITL

VERTESAVTFN E B, TFRE RPN R EAT N A F B2 TPIRE MR s TR Z D5, 1
W, R, X, ZEEKT, MRS, EARRRETHETFER, FEEPeEERE T 6 b
A RRE . T B IR E R R A T AT SR 2 BUIRSS, A0 g ¥ prime 23 1, HUZRIY PLUS 2
R, R 88 x5, 75T W) SUPER 2 %%, B 1A 2RIGSL M2 BUIRSSAb, AN A R L AR FH P 1)
WAL ERI DA FE 2 1252, SRR AR SRR . B, T 2 38 E AN T 3 4 ) S VR B v o 4
FERKR, o RSO . A5 22 BT I8 2 DR TE 28 38 R 2R 0 S IR B 2 B AR Ja 22 T
s RAEZT &AW AR RKHE R, 4 RBERSEE %6, BIH R E N SR
AT CAE T o 2 S 2 AR B B T G .

— 5, WA DS HLELS 3 ¥ “helping the company” ZIHL,7H 9% FHOA AT Z AL, BRIEET Bk, K
AT PR, NIz ARFFEUR RN E L. 55— 07, 2 FHEIRIN, MEBELA TS AR
e, M RE LT GRS TR ALK S 208l S & i E PR SR B A LIRS AP RIER H
B H1:

HIl: 2055 H S PE BUEF R R
2.2 VMEHEXERSAILITL
2. 2.1 RIS ERHIKITL

DB VEAR R T FILP 4 7 RS 10 B A . AL B VP BT B A D — 1B
RAH S (R Bt I R FE S A, A T IOV L) SR M T 007 B R o
17 = G IVP LN S T — R RO . PSR G T SR B RO RO . Bt DA i
[FESHIFEEE (Krosnick %, 1993). AR IR HLERIGHP i AZDHL, 400 902 60 5 17 B U
FHR RO YNT , TR FERBI0 7 NPT LAfE g SR BOR I AR B 2, BR B B T 2
5 I . A SCUIE B8 M 7 I PR A R 3 BT T e R T A Vi

H2: PGSRBS e A T A R R PTG
2.2.2 L RE SEHILIFL

TERVRFE T8 P S PR WA R ANE, BIFIRVF MARBEMULE] . A AR LTI
IR B RT3 BN e 8 18 545 212 T e 71 (Johnson #1 Payne, 1985), $& @i 1A M G 845, 2012),
TERREE W] LHPFE N AR FHORIE . TFHER 7, 18 B0 T 345 530 2 10 00 i Bl
55 i DL B A FH RS2 25 R 2k, ] DA AE VY 2 X T 7 i IR 5 45 I ANRfsE M, AT BB A% 165
TR T . PERTREEBIR R WY o 3B R R = E e N2, BRI R AN 22 A1 PR I 3R ot 77 i Al
FZWEEMAE, O mEERGEAMMARYT IR N A . BRI, il DU Rk
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H3: PEIGVRIE S TR IR I R AT M RERI A
2.2.3 TSIEBIERE SARLITL

PELRVPIC A 94 1T 1 SR AR P BT 2 — MR, 2011, I ERFFIRNT
R MO, SRR % IREIRRL, TRTE BRI, SRR RIS, MR
REVEIOM RIS IR, T8 A2 IE IS A S MG, A AR R S i B R B R o 0 e
L PR T I RE 05 B30 VR IG S0 TR, S SO AT . A SC A S B
e R Y 2 RO TR ) 2 0 LR L, R THUA IR

Ha: (SRR, PR R R R AT

2.3 BamtEXERSATRLNIE

57 T DI R R 2R L O 7 SR AT B R A% o 7 R R A R LR 2R R AN B R
FIRE . R4 Nelson HUE S, 192 i HTH 938 1 0 SEHTA BE TR it BT AR 207 i, T A2 o U2
5 L0 77 S HEAT AR EOR I A BEVEA FLBTE K 7 i (Nelson, 1970; Nelson, 1974). 2 IIILAAE T 7]
PR 5y AT PRA AT EL, IF ELURT DL L5 2, AN 5 A s S s 170 A6 ot P A1 A0 L 2
SN AT PR R o PRI 7 it PR o 2 T RE 22 ST 3 A R AT VAR (E7 B PEAS & T AT T A 2
PRI A Do ) A o A2 ot AL A B T B8 200 ¥ 28 2 AR FTAAL PR AT = 255, R REAE D%
A2 5

3. gt
3.1 HiEeE

AT TR SAEWT FT 0 T3 E T FURE M 9 R P AL PP IR A PR 3R DL 2R B RS o AR ST P
I B R IR TR AR (BRSE 1D, DAIGUERT 7R, FRAFH 55— Fh a0 sl 14D 355 P8
Hm (Hdade 2) R AR T BEAT R 26 .

(1) BAREE 1. FURRWR B LRI 7 i 5 Wb MR, (E AT LRE W EIYIRTIR, #5855
WOEECT, BAENT 2 AR, EREEA ARG, THUER. RERD . frdh b e m s, 2 EE 5
2 PRSI & o BURBEICAPIEA TN L 3C VIR, BLEE R A ER . RERURR
WRILAE Q28N T 5 =5 355, EARLNEENE, ZFE B2C i LK 3C M BT 6. %
JE BUAHIE 7E 75 ZAE AL R S A S B M R 22 3C 77, KRR M EE R, R EE 558 =
T3 M ZE SR AW TR A S, AR SCERFERUR T I H A AT R R . LR R R AT TAL,
HODARNLEE, ASCERUEUR BE T gRa HER T PR s, 121 python JEHUBEATINEL (A
e il B 2 AESRAX 1000 2R Ed ), FE3RAT 9999 6P HdE . MRS i A (i, & RS, ASCRAUR
R EE R SRS HER AT fPFR, [FIREIZ A python TEHRBEATHIEL, JEIRAT 8628 245 PFiL KR -
it 18627 skIFIRHUE, MBS 1, HI TR, AR N AR T R TS
R ER, TR, 7 i DR AR R B, PRIA S ) Bt 7 BUL R 1.

(2) BHE%E 2: N AT LR MR, ASCEFE A RS GRS 0D MEERETH R
BE. T SRR EE KM L6, mailsEsce. T i, . s R, '
B WEANEAE RIS MURURRIEAL, 757 B0 HE MR Z AR e AHR A TR, &
I FORR 5 1 AR b N CUCECAR R FR) B 8 A b AT Bl . o5 7 5 M R B 48 1 (8 0 i



mnECAS R HE R, B SR BESREAT S0 TLAEUE (500 48U ), A SCERAINEL R LS R 5,
4780 Z£IFREE: )\ FMALG 5, 3330 2 FieEUE, et 8110 e EuE, MREHELE 2.

3.2 BEERSEE
3.2.1 AT

N T IRITFEMA 9 # K E TP IR R, A SRR AR & Y TR TEIR I R RGO, H AT AL
AE DU =G0 REERMFE, BREERN 129, RSWMETEe, MmECch 1; RS E A
AR VELe, B AR S B R i 2 9 9. H e B R R B R B IR R A&, HiFerh s
B 8RR, NZ 2RV N AT RGP, FCPTRAGITIR = 17RE R, SN AITie =07, IXFERRALE
RAR Ry oA s, (HIXFEAH 2R T EE, B A NS ERER. FIHEE S —MI7, KRR
ARSI E =AM E N R &, B4 “VisualReview”, {H4 0 2 10 5. “VisualReview =0"F /N % IR

NAC AL, “VisualReview =n” (n=1, 2, 3, ...... » 9 RRIZFRER o MRS (RE2E&—%
A o

3.2.2 £RER

4 RARICR ] SR T I IE 18 TUTH HY “userLevelld”ARa8 k38R, 43 AR MRS =70 700 9 i 2% 537
CHpRZ DL AR 01 BRI “Bifia BOAPLUS &= 017, XEMIIECTEEH N 500 564 61, 62,
90. 105,

3.2.3 TSRt

PP TE o AR o A2 B PV AR I SRR aR o VEVE IR I Y 2% 38 6 7 i B 55 B VP20 SR bk g o AR T
miE N (1, 2, 3, 4, 5) PAE. | PUERRIHERESHZE R R AR, 5 PUE N R8I JE w5
o VERIIMPESE VR B A () (A R AL, mT DA (BE4r-Hrla] 43 ) BFI ki, YRerI a4 3
re A AR (rating-3) 215 FVES AR E .

3.2.4 iFRE

B SCRVFR I FEAE NS IR S, 78 SPSS Hilid iHH A% & Char.Length(content)fF HH PG HIRE . H
HEB VRS A AN P RIES R, R AR A S LR N AR A P RS BRI N, (H
IR P ATRE R R T — 2 A, B T AT G Rk, ARSCE<tb P RIHS e B o s
FE, HHTUPFRIRE .

3.2.5 TRIERERE

H T 15 R B R B B E VPR AR Y, AR EEREAL, AN TR GE T 2. P A SR A 2
TR IR SRS B T 7 R AR R IR . B VE IR S T — RS, A TR A
M) A TR S EAERG PR RO E, U Se i ve R0 7 (I R . )7 1 %
o & ) A R E R B, B 2 A4S 1A (cut words), 75 € Ti)(deny words), F£ /% 17 (degree words) 1
J8% ] (sentiment words) . 157 FH 1R8] V& SRR & S, FE AL IR SCACH AT LS 22 B DAFRE &1 i 2 SCAR R ER 8068, Wi
HOF—LERF 5 GRS APIE: BRI GRE. RO, BAEE) AERE O, 3%, KES. H)
T T (R AR M SCA B M B Al . DL S e 1A Ty <AET CANRVEE, BT IR T B A i
RE08 SR I IR I B 1 o 2 FEE ] S B 155 2] T RE A% AN [ R B b 3 o Bl 55 1 SRR (R B BE, Bt E " fg
IR, T AR U R I S5 IR DRIk ) R SRR R A ) 3 2 BB S A ) - R B A (1
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SRR, SR R 17 JE A T T 14 75 5 T AR P A S 2 i TR

3.2.6 THITE

FE AR I FEREEE PRI (0, 1) 43R E“ProductType” REKR, FIE“ProductType =1"FK N Z%
s AT R b, “ProductType =0"3R 75 1% 7 it ARG o
kSR FH AT A B B 7S A AN A% I BOE 3K, In(price) -

3.3 [E)FHRAY

VisualReview =  f3, + B * UserLevel + B, * (rating — 3)? + 35 x depth + B, * sentiment
+y;1 * ProductType + vy, * In(price) + ¢ (D

RIS AR I DUAMER R, IR FUSEIRTE e RER AT RGIFR R &, AsF R A= (1) Klel
AR . Hort VisualReview AT AL TR K FAEDL, {64 0 2 9 KI#EEL, UserLevel N4z 01554k, rating
NIV, (rating-3) 2 RONVERBINYE, depth NVFRTIREE, sentiment JRiE I SCANE B4 5 HA )
TEIKGRIE, ProductType N @1, MR MEUKRIE N, price R ST

4. HiRoth

4.1 {8 R 53 4R

a4 1 A R EA AN 18627, Tolik I AH « A 71 1) K128 f“VisualReview ™ fH K T 0 [ 16303
5%, 1 87.5%, Wit RH 87.5%MPEIRJE T Rl WAL, TS5k 12.5% P Fe AN a2 B R 8. A Ad
F I EEE S R i 5 EE 53.7%. PFIRFE 2 IO 0 At DL 46.7% MR PLUS 2% 03, 1Mt RANES A
SRS HEVES AR 979, VRIRER/NA 0, KN 670, “FHIMEN 65598, 1HIEGREM 0 F|
932, ¥IME N 10.023. PFRHRIEM 0 F 4, 0 REIFLEIZ 3, WFRHE WS RLEANN; 4 TR0 N 5 5
1, WHEESEREL. AR EON 3.04 3] 9.21, HMEN 6.084.

f#FH IBM SPSS Statistics # M FIABAOSHARAE 1 HHATEIE 8T, BIHGR IR 1. EE -3 {Umn
NFEHIAS &, B3 P AR &, JF B TR . iRIEJ7 Z KR 7 VIF ({8 ) LS
AR & 2 (B AFAE LA R R (VIF<10), 1™ @ PEAMN A% 2 [BAF A SL A [/ U (VIF>10), X 2R
R RS (FHD s EE, — BNV, wmR s (&%) IR EAR, AWM. N
FIALERKE, FraZEmf B St/ 0.001, SRR ES, HMBTERBN T MBS, H
AR ¥ H1,H2, H3, H4 Bor (R 6 R4 AR IIE BB . Bk, ATRMR g, HRHEmS R
Sk T, AOEREE 2 I R BT AT B AR T PR B A RSP RO, A S R R R AL
Wik, BRESREFRNENH T BEERKRITMAIE. B 9E T S IR a2, hi1Es
AIRE R E AL .

4.2 RERE

N TR EIRERAIE IR, AR T A A R R R (SR 20, AR, W
SRR T Rty A DU BUARATT ) 2 SALERIAN AR LIS B AN IR, DAL A SCHTR e Bl A A7 B A A

HERZ RERRENAF . 75T WSS 5009 04 13 24 3 4 4, WRRIEN S ELED I,
FIHMIATBITIE A SUPER 2 . H§2 G188t T ity Wil = RSFS09 0 3 4, SUPER = 504 5.

ST 5 WS FORF PR IR BT AR, 7575 7 3RS BEET M ANE R IR I bRZE . thin
PEAT LR, “MOEL, “PRibgy A AR TR PP IR FEAN IS BRI 7 2O Ar 25 5 8 AE N . B &



HAFF R SRR SIS &, MBR AP S U H P A ES I WA, Mo, 957 5B i vre
SRR AR, T2 v KA 5 ik .

HARBEFBIEE 1, MBI 2 MGHESRaTAL H 46.9%1VFR R T TR, BE/ N TR
IR 87.5%. TR IS Z TR R, A2 IS IL S sURREISR L, TV At 2 22 5
BUFVE. WRIRE /NN 0, BN 572, “FIME N 27.922, 1EEGREEM 0 F 141.4, ¥IEN 1.739. PR
PEMO, 2|4, HMEN 3.91. MR 2.82 2 8.97, ¥IEHN 6.162.

ISR NAE 1, RARER T Z KB T VIF /N 10, AMEEILGIERE. 2 0%%, HRIRER
RECNIERF AT HAER B3, BESRENARYCNIE, SREE, RN RBENIEEERAEE. B

4R 2 MIRIAZ R S H R4 1 A5 RIEA B, BRUASCIIWE T as R A —E AR .
#* 1 REEEER

B 1 i gE 2
A Y B itk vEH VIF ZH B it BEM VIF
IR P {H VRIE LR
==y 0.744™ 0.161 0.000 -0.402" 0.170 0.018
ProductType 1.985* 0.105 0.000 17.312 -0.869"* 0.161 0.000 21.777
Ln(price) -0.177"* 0.023 0.000 16.947 0271 0.033 0.000 21.846
UserLevel 0.007"* 0.001 0.000 1.009 0.150"* 0.010 0.000 1.047
(rating-3)? 0.186™ 0.032 0.000 1.025 0.028 0.032 0.382 1.009
depth 0.004"* 0.000 0.000 1.308 0.009"** 0.001 0.000 1.156
sentiment 0.002"** 0.001 0.000 1.071 0.014™ 0.004 0.002 1.134
R? 0.172 0.112

¥E: "p<0.05, "p<0.01, *p<0.001

5. &ic5RtE
6.1 FELP

AT FOERELAR G SCHR, 456 O IR FUSR, SEH 1520 2 5 R R A 2 ml LA 8 (1 DY M
B, I A VPR BRI AR, BB, ORI TR B 04, SRR E58: T 23 E T
e PR 2 B3 S OB TT BE AR S 2 10 T B A% T2 T A48 o TP X T o R A P 28 BT RN i 3 A A
ROTMACIFE R B SRR WA I IR 9 (A 5 B AU R T AL PRig . IF HL
A B4R Rt R 55 A1 A 5 RN BE A T BE AR TR A AT AL

6.2 FiL5EWN

AT FEAE — B R L _EIFAN T I A P PR T ISR, 3878 1 PR ERAE, PReHFIE S %
BRBRAEL TP Z BRI OC R . ARAERIASEIR, 28 2 3 G0 b ol RE A R WAL VRIS, il
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