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Abstract

Self-presentation on social media refers to the behavior that individuals intentionally or uninten-
tionally change others’ views on themselves by posting status and sharing mood on social media.
The purpose of it is to establish or maintain their own image. It is a major form of online self-identity
exploration for college students. The researchers found that college students would present mul-
tiple different selves when using different social media, even if the same social media will be used
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to present different selves. The reason is that in the face of different strong and weak ties, they will
have different social motives and can obtain different social support and social resources. In fu-
ture studies, tracking design can be adopted to investigate the development trend of social media
self-presentation and explore the role of strong and weak ties in different stages of development,
or using experiment to verify the impact of strong and weak ties on college students’ social media
self-presentation.
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1. 5|8

RE I 7E s BRI — P —AMA T D B R B 55 (% o < R vk, 1968), {HAF Tt kK HE L
BHIRZFAA AT R — My BRI SRS CEM T, 2007; FhfEHE, 2022), FHIIED N KER 2 JGHRE
B R[R — PEATR R ABA T FEEAE 5 . BRI b = & I 4 T IR B T B3R A — PR R4t T 5
ZRERIE SORINL 2, AE A G4 0 HE B AL AT TR 2% 1) 2 SO0 M PR 2 I S 1 1) DA A8 S R I B 28 1
KR A A AR R AIOE TSRS P AR, RN SR R ZIRRRIC R T 7] fg
(Chen, 2013). K24 T 875 L6 32 U AT IR 75 AN W7 In 53 (Hampton et al., 2011), FF HAF #3284k B R 2
N T HAT4ED 5 R8T 77 :0(Wellman et al., 2003). 4 38 SEAA 2 BAHEDE SR B A28 X 28 FoAth 1, i3 A2 7%
AR, IXESATR LU N S 4ERr K3 (Burke & Kraut, 2014). It4h, BT8R IARTE B S K
TR FE A B ORI BRI AT 2 e A, 2 IR B 2 (Guadagno, Okdie, & Kruse, 2012), H
2 0] DI AS [ (P 4 A2 AR AT DCFEAS R BRI R M2 o Vriens Al van Ingen (2018) I8 KL, AN
A FIAE A A4 A P OAZ O 1 18 P 4% (Core Discussion Networks, CDNs) EGANTE A F 4122 844 A3 - O AZ 0
PR 2% B HAZN AN, MATEANHR AR RN K R

Broadbent (201 1) ita t “BafAtE. #LA e itk RAGRIPE. SRR R, &2
W E” R ERH P AT A B IE R OCER R DRI R 2 A W DUAR R AS () DR 3 e 13 A [ 4 28 A
HATRAAZERMUEREI. SR, RPAEANRAEH AR b 7S 53R E IR 2w TR B 3R
SIGARELR, 2018)0 AHXT T HARMIAAZHBAAT T, ¥ LIHFQ016)ER 7T KL K ZE AR “dE
KB BEATENGAE BRI, SEMA TAE RS A ACHE R AT EEEBAR M AR M BRI BASD(2019)
B FLAE H, MAE “fid” L EREIE ESEMAEME B EREMERN. RIEE AR
(Media Richness Theory, MRT), X ] & K AN [ AL 4158 A4 P L 15 5 MHRE S &R EEGE
BEOMAER KM ZE 5, HEM S EBUMA R B3R E IS A E(Daft & Lengel, 1986). IbAh, AMEESEE M
FORE A At N ST 5% R T B A R ZIHLE] (Moffett, 2018), XS/ MAIE I R LA FIR RN TR
IH SR BE BAL T XOKE A A AE 5 XT Facebook Al Twitter 1X PR ANA [F] 4 52 BEEAAIR 745 B BT A 90 A 3 =
BRI R TE Facebook 3R H B A 2 KIVAIIE, 1958 R AE Twitter b U ZRINIF B 4 (Valenzuela, Correa, & de
Zuiiiga, 2018; Valenzuela, Correa, & Gilde, 2018). [Fit, TEMFFR2ZFAMAZERE R 2T E HAhAD &2 (4]
KERN, ALEFEERIGRREIL PR IER.
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2. HEFEFEREN

LRESAEHEFE (HFEEETREREN) Pl “HREIL 7, Ktk 2 Bom 8 i N b B30 EAE
REESEE LIRS My MAEA TG B b 2 R EU SRR B O R E AUk B H O
AN NIESR, FERA M AR IE T PPN, IR MAMER TG SO AZERR A\ X B SRR BN SR gk
ITEHREIEFBIT N NS, Schlenker et al. (1980) W44 Hah 155 M K B R E B & A=
MEFEAZ HAN R H R E B H O BIEE R . IRIERT S B33 18 (Symbolic Interactionism),
LRSI SR, ANTEA W BB A2 th SR AR & AL IR AR, Il /75 BEh s |
M KM RSN A AR, Bk, BREMIREFE PN —A KRR E IS HESL
KR M IMATAEH ISR 2 E O, DLANEMES—MHEE S A .

FEAZ LA B 3R I AR AR ZE AR R ED S B N 4 IR 1 AR, SR dR AR A A dE AR
R, MR T @B B B SRR, BERAARE 220 RARASEERK TN, ARG
SRR H CENR, DM N IZ R E CREE G E AT AW =, 2019; X85, IMETAE,
2019). Walther S5/ 704 (2008)¥ H 2 I G A B L M- &, 1R A FEHAZ A H R EDSe 4t 758
IR ZE A ], MRS TEAR I B IR BT, AR AP RIRAMEIRER T RS TR, FERE,
2008), MAEILSLAETEF “ IR LA MRS “ B 2 MEMMA R EREI T K. *h72
HEHREIEEM L “ I RIS IR EM, M2 IR BRI “ I RIS
HAREAERIAF A Mok, RESHER . MBS S8 PER N R S5 JE T ik B 3
S ILHI4TN(Zhao et al., 2008; FEMZL, 2017).

FEACEEAAR H R E IR A DL RE A B, ARYEE PR B3 (Hyper-Personal Interaction Model), £
FBEREINIFARL T HREIMFE R “BH” , TS EARERD [F PRI AT R, MR DOk
HIREISHITHA . B, 28 1 E R 2T BA EFE SRS 4 (Guadagno, Okdie, & Kruse, 2012). F
R, IR AT AR IR e 44 PERE s AT DM T B B H R, R EAASE 2R T T R RM AL,
2 EANG NI KT AR GRS R EI NIRRT It A AR B RS B A R R A
P(Toma & Hancock, 2013). fJ&, FREARMEHEEMEG ZHME, B “2 ARENEE” (Multiple
Self-Presentation Framework), MESFEL 2 BRI ZDAFE T, A FF) 2R SRR T Mk
AEP AR RS . — ek, AR AR EWRHAEN BIRA —5. e, Mz
M) FERR ) B3R E IR BN B AN AL T AN ) & fé 2 H (Michikyan et al., 2015),

3. BEEXR

Granovetter (19738 5¢ R IR & XN “MEZ [AITER 8] & B EGR TR . SRR B AR AH
B FHEAMERE AR RN T ARR RMIT R R 3R RAAAE T RREE . AR A 2 8] (K
A~ SEERIA). MHEZT, RALEREHE N2 RN 8] DB 1) 423 56 R AR EE ) B30 0] 2 55
KAWL, A& RHET “ImIGRR" —MEELA 2K R AR FEA R E X (Ellison et al.,
2007; Wilcox &Stephen, 2013),

3.1. SEXRRMASE

HABRKRMNITEE R LR, WAL MSEANEM(Lin & Utz, 2015), NiEAFTEE
SR, FAATEREESF S H B (Chung & Tsai, 2009). Wilcox Fl Stephen (2013) I 715 H
T 5555 R A E S, MK 5585 R I8 A B3 vh 3R 15 58 s 2 1 ORI O B SO RE, RIS
AP BESERR RS A, 5EOC RIETR ALK (1B B IE AR SR A AR EE R 14t 22 P:47 J9(Centola, 2011,
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Bond et al., 2012), #1MATLERI Y Facebook Fif, 235 Sy 355 RAUM A, MR 5 i i H K F(Wilcox
& Stephen, 2013).

3.2. EXAMBKE

BARAE /BRI N BR DG R B AR R %, (H B 25 128 JE 85 A 386 0 N B O 3 1 5 B T 22 R % o
Granovetter (1973)#&H, MEAMZHOCRA RIS, MM BB B EM. “F50RBE” HIBIAA,
AT 55 00 RAERE IS BT LA 2 0 N BRI DL R 5 R KA PR B, A B TS BN — AR AL 3R 2
A — /B (Brown & Reingen, 1987). Lee fil Kim (2017)I#F &, $955 2 AN AMME BIREBUR ML T %
SHINLSE, 30T AR TEREOHE B IR . Mot R A A A AL DS, POV B,
AT 22 A% 3 4 BAE AR R TUAR I (Kenny, 1994). R, 7EHEAS 2% 5555 £ L o¢ RS AL TR
B % (Carpenter et al., 2003), 55K R/RIRDIMEE SEA ST ARIMAL . £ TAET T, AR
T HRENKELEKR, MK RPRGE 2 A XL RE S R C RAB R 200
BH LT N, BRIIE RS B IS K (Zhang et al., 2022); HRAELIARITREY, MES
550 RILEK ARG I RE B8 £ At A 0 A BT S 5 45 B (Chen et al., 2016). Oishi (2014)%% “3RIHR R
FRHIIN TR APER ARSI BT B B DL RO RS RAR, AR R PRI C R E R
HIEBEA R . M, J9R RN S mim stk RAEE, AR DABE &5 A AE 56 1 B 2R N AT
Lo HANBFBE—BRA.

33. BXAR vs X R

SRS, AMEIE 585 RE IR R 2 (De et al., 2014). {H Chen (2013)IHFREY], Mk 558
RERMRER R IZ B, X FEAZ BT E IR AR o5 F 7 A4 T Ae i L2, AT S8 At 2= B s,
T2 550 RIBETHUR T 3K R o A IR S 9% R I 4% 2 52 B4 A AR K M FR 2 M (U gander et al.,
2011), FHHEFGRFAMEL, RV T EE L MR RIAR 7). B, AADSF R EK R B
5 R RATEUR, XRFNFEE — NN ST RRBRZ , S —AN RO R 1 G B 2 /b (Parigi
& Henson, 2014),

4. BREXAMNKEEAXREFERENNEN

Rozzell %5 N(2014)TERF 50 H A 22 BER FR IR0 00 R 8 SO RS 5 ] 7 72 O 3R ANE B B3R % - B
SEHBNFR, WINMRER A FEER K. LT, 558 R/ O 5 B B 12117 Rk
%, WAL )P EHAR L K (Burke & Kraut, 2016).

4.1. M BRI KR

LS R R ISR NS 5 AU TR 5 IS R AR TE A A S A B R S IR 5 R T R R A SR
HAE AR EIRTEMEN A NG BAERGEEM, PR A KR HE (Yang, 2014), R AR Z 2
FeAMEA W B A S IR E T 9N S B(Kim & Lee, 2011). Michikyan % A(2015) KB, 4T BAEH]
BRI AL AT A - R 2 | [ R S R B F IR AR 3R . X FUNARA T N R 2R
e (4t 2 sz — bR SRS N CR, FUBATET X R Pl e A KRR B 2 MRz A 3K
FE, BaRRESLMBERES, MR RER - MRAESR, R/, FR, #32
OEAA FAG I B M R R P R S R A, DR G A AT E 55 00 R L) IR £ AL S BB b, AT SE 21 3R
JE R B Z R ) E 345 B (Schouten et al., 2007). 117 24 A0A T7E SR8 I I — BEF [R] H 3. — @ SRR R Z S
A RE R BRAMAZIERIE O, WATEERNREARIE RN, (BT TR X R g 3R
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JEIRIRAE, AR 5T B IRE S, EAER AT RARFE MR L B R EM(Yang & Bradford,
2016)s

4.2. FERETRARHXE

Cutrona Fil Russell (1990)7ERF 7t H AR I, N NTELZR T 5806 RN 45 P LU ES 50 3R N 2644 3 B8 22 (g R AT N
SR FERMGIRE R BRI, Lu A1 Liu (2022)78 215008 (AT R, AMK S £ Ul S T
COVID-19 ({115 B2 A 58 e RS BHA T . Baym 25 A\ (2004) (I 58 KR BULE LR AT AL R AR 2 18] 47
FE—MAH LRI R, 9 AN IHEALACEEAA oy 2 USRI, 23 A B 459 3158 ¢ R AP AR 55 9% R AT K1)
Y FF(Vitak & Ellison, 2013), {HAATEF EK H 5K R G AL FR(Krimer et al., 2021). h4h, MESTE
FEASIE A 1 TR 580G ZR v 5 B 22 1000 75 DA oR0 B 22 B DL K #E 45 S FF(Van Ingen & Wright, 2016). K24
BT BRFE—MS B0k M E R, MRS F A A X — A AT B IRIR R . BRI, AT
TN IC RIS, 28 2 RAH K E S LA R IR RO R I 2, XAERE AT LAY Ik B 6% R 1)
SR SCRE SR LLGERE AU . MITETHIXT 59Kk R SR A HE L L RARNEL, XM ERRKIEXR
VERNR KR BN R ARG “H 7, RASIZFZRN TR “AFAEE” , By b #1555 R K jE]

5. BEXRAMAFEMZEARBRZTRWHE FHLH
5.1. MAEESE X RXRPREFRNLR

RIEEEARE & i (Media Richness Theory, MRT), #AZEAMGER RIFA 2 — N HERHE, X
FeRURAETR IR R, AMA 8] 75 ZE R W I E ik, R85 R AEIX 2 Wik G 45 % #2411 FH (Laurenceau et al.,
1998). (HAEL AR ARZN A KA, HTERZAE T LB S LEEE, AN ERE, kR
1K R AL BR 2 B &A% (Stern, 2008) PRI, AMAFE XA F B8RSSR HR, HIKE I H 2R IR H ™
T ER

5.2. MEEBEXAPHRIRNAE

f 431 (Role Theory)iA Ay, MARN T BAFIIBINAL 2230 5S, STEARFIIHEAS &9 A 8] 1 £
KELAEABAEIAL, AT B 265 (1) B 44 VRN S 8 P i S s PR A R] PR 2 2 T) ) ER D)4 AN TR 1 A
BRI S, TESROC R T AT AT O BSE M B3R, IMAE S5 ¢ R T AT s g s R B A B 3.,
N FRFEEN RIS 2B, MATEAL A A R B CESS 8 756 B BiE i shds. B2
W RFNFHIM T B CERE S, W2 2 T 2028 Bl 1 AT — SeRe e eos B SRR M B 1)
3% . Ellison F1 Steinfield %5 A (2007) B8 ¢ tHAIESE K 2 EAMAETH Facebook #& 4 1 S5 ARATTILA ) 9¢ R Bk
A FE 5] B 4 B BN HEAT 2SI, RIS ARAT THE 3808 R A A Hp 3 SR AR O B 5 (1036 A2 o

5.3. MEEXEBFXRAFIRNER B

Valenzuela %5 A\ (2018)¥8 Hi, 2T #1321 Facebook 7E #3758 % & /7 I RCRAR =, 1M 24 T D4R [1) Twitter
TEFE L F5 R R HIIRCR T . Kk, AMAEH Facebook 47 F Fe 2 IR AN T 4ERF i % 5 KU 55
KAWL, TR Twitter WZ Y T REBIREEZHER . BB KQO2)BFFIAIN, FEALZEA
IS AR R o R AN R IR I 2 FUS R IERS, mERFE RS EE LT R —HE. X2HEN
P R ) [R) 22 2 I TR AR AL, AT R O 58 DX 28 328 Ab T AE N R B B, TR AT T R A Bl 28 1 A 8 A,
HHT R, FRBAETE S GFRWIE SR8 S(Yang & Bradford, 2016). FEINZ H SRR RE S
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h ARG, B RS AN R B AR A R, XA AR A A S A B R R B LR
YE A R R TR B AN T REWSAE 59Kk R TP PR SR 58 & T AR B 2 B ARIRE R 8045
IR LR R e AT T nsssg @ Sr (58 R AR e v, MIFFE R T2 LA RIE S

5.4. MEALUAESE X RDIRGA R HFF

MTEARFNAERE R b 22 i 5 RORE, BT 0 7R (Cutrona & Russell, 1990). E4R& Lu A1 Liu
25 N (2022) [IRF T R B 1472 55 % R 4% HR 40 2 COVID-19 15 B LN X T 545, B E TR BL, 53
KR T AR B FAE N I E 2 200 32 FF(Carr et al., 2016; Gee et al., 2017) £E— T4 IR 8] 514
Firp, BEFEEEE T 352 LA KT R R, PEXRRBER KRS, SHREH, AMTEFHEM
TR e 2 TP ER1R A & Rl R R S 3 (Krdmer et al., 2021). Blight 25 A (2015)8F 50 &I, EMERN T TR
SCRRMAEA A I R AT RS, REEIPHRRARK R, RA 32%K A TR AR, Panovich 55 A (2012)
12 5HEH TR TFFRPRE RIS VRS, 45 R RIANTIONIRIE R PEFE A ] Bt T
FONFANE L. Bk, KRFEETERX R R EAT AR EDN, SEZHREQ CHEIDR
BE B LARGE 2 3CFE: M7E B 55 9% RAR A A B, AR TR T A [F] (1) B AR B R s R e
1) S I N 25 ASRAS R 8 BRI SCHE

5.5. MERTRAN RS X RPRGFRH SR

AMATT DL I 55 55 B 2R A AN 5] 1 B U5 (Coleman, 1988). AR4E Lin (1999) ML &, 555 RIRHEHIE R
RN, SREIEEMmsl, 2 MG s 45 R (Correa, Pavez, & Contreras, 2017). 111K H
SRR R I IR AT BE R MR B BT AT 1, AMARTE 2B IR A 3R AR 10 B8 R B B SR — RN g,
BRI IERIUR . MhAh, MR MA R 5855 5¢ RIRE 15 BRI AR R ZRE . /R R,
MESEWEITE 2 KB S ISAEEREE, XEE B A TS = A BRI . fodk, Mk
W2 20 B RELIAAL KIS B4k, 0, Lu Al Liu (2022)ZE 2515 AR BT ST 268, AMATE 2
W RAFIA ST COVID-19 M5 B2 F1E SR K R BAL RS I8 o T 7E 55 96 R 2H BRI AL 22 X 2
IR RAMEIG, B HE 5 5 BE B RAO ANA (152 0 156 I Wl S Bt v, /M1 380 1) FH
fZRWE D, X 5EMATEIE S (Fishbein & Ajzen, 2011)—3, BI 3L 45 B FIMRAZ S B5) 1 985 R M 4%
s Bt B, BRI A CRARSISERCRTE—MEERNGEE, HMIN7%RS
RATE Z M SIS A SIS
6. BEERE

AR AR B IR E IR T B AT AR 2, Z2HF TR AL A B R EIE N B SR AR
AMEAT NIIRE, f0: AR ERDE, 2018) FEACIEE 75 HH R (FVAFHE, 2022). #1758 H FALAL (5 4
L 2020)FIES RBR(T, 2020)%; DR EWIRA THLEAREREIEMAE, W BHEE
AMAR (G, 2022), AL UM (TIE, 2022). MBI AL, 2016)4% . (HEAH X
WF TSR GS 5K ZR I A LR FUAN R PR O AL A AR B3R IR M . R, ARSRAIBI 7T LM BL R =4
JTHNTF:

6.1. MAFRAREE

BB KB RTT, KA A S AN K, S AR AN . (H H TS
RERSREC A IR, il e AL AS AR LA A SRR R AN GS R R, AT REAE A At I AE e 30
ARATN AT SEANETE AL, “RA” B BN k. DAL, RORWIEFERT DR AT SR 2R (A A 4 4
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B SRRER v SRR vs SRR R BRI B THR FEAN R S50 70 2H 1) K 2 AR A TN AN [R] B 47 A o0 Z 2L R
FREBAFAE LR TR, IFNIRES I R A P 2R R AE AL S AR A Pl A o L IR B R ) R A

BEAN, ARG OC RVE N B AR AR SR RSB A A A A B R BRI sE ), Bl AR ey
B ERFTEAFRITI R T AL E Z XL B AR 5 R EIAIF0 . Parigi A1 Henson (2014)3gH, KR
B HE T 0 RBUR, AR SRAR W] 2 BB A28 I il [ 5 S AL B 7] 80 P K Je e 4 DA 5 55 6 SR TE AR Ak P 1)
P 2IHIE H 2 B WAFAE B S &AL .

6.2. wEFHNARIA

Jones Al Pittman (1982) RZEELS T BLSE K TR B R EIUHNG: WHF. BEIIRTH. 789, BEFFRTE
ANBIE; Lee S N(199OMRIESIHITEH K2, FEMEERBIEL T 12 FEARKFNG: (1) BIETEGH
Wepizl): O GEA. RITFEY . FBRAG . B Q) RATEEIR TS W B, Rgs. AL
RS W AR BAEEI:  H TR T R B 2 2 Kim A1 Lee (201 1) 7 il FRIA:AZ 0wl |5 3 5 30 1) 60
MR B A B R ED, ZE AR ED T H L2 PP RO AN EE . (HIX L] B A
ARG R AR BB EMERR AR EIL

UARTSOTIE,  ANFIRT U BT AR IR A A DL A AR B £ A AR SS AR AN AL, BIAER A A )
Ml G A R 2R AR . D BRI S,  RORWE T WA A B 5 B R 25 16 () I 00 ik
M AT, FRAERE— 2D A ERAE R 3 55 0% RAE UM R ARSI, SRR “5mE5c R BB LK
BT B ER LG ] R 55 5 R/ T AR BB, T E DA F 5855 58 R0 1 B R E
PSR

6.3. RAFHNMRIEIT

HRITT P2 1 S VRS e, AMAE B R BB 5 AT CLRE IS RS 2R B AR 58 58 % & 1R 15t B
FRY, M AREIFWEI BRI TR ERERA RN EZSHRE, MEERERE KA
SRR AR, HSR U A R R0 2 B I (8] A HERS AN B o AL, i 22 DA i) 2 10 3 2 s 5t
XA AZ AR B 3R E IR RORT T R B2 A 2R I HLIZXeR 70 5 R S 0t R RIS (58 5%
A J9RRP)ATIX P, XA MRS [ B H 5 8 B9k R A R 558 R AR B L, AR
WRE RRRIRAZRNEIR, I HABIRAER 4518 N B AR S F . Lutz AT Schneider (2021)1
FEZHEFr TR (Ostracism Online Tool)J#R 7T 1 REAE L S IR S A5 858 I P94 S4B 48 (e b B ise A5 BRI S 15%)
AR B8 e SRR AT NP ARG RO R 2] T R B RER . RRA RAE S
B BRI TR DU S AR L RS S st Wit 2 (R AR J9RA) x 2 (B KRB IR
B BEHR TUAE H AN R] 5 55 5% 28 4L A A 52 8 A AR B B30 AR ) B2

S 3k

PEL - BT AR(1968). [Fl—M: FHAEEBEHIINEZ 1%, 1998). HUM: WITLEE HRA:.
https://book.douban.com/subject/1660682/

FA0h B.(2020). #E s PEAEAS RISk M8 F St & B RBGEES: BRI RABEL, DR LGH, 8(5), 291-297.
TENLQ2018). ALIIIZ% e RIS F P MR TR R, TR, BN TLIRIE K%
ZEER(2020). 213 PHTE R IR T 7622 HIXT ] 8T 1 7138 P (6T 9580, WA 3C, JFd: T Rg oK%
ZE3C(2022). KA BV BT AN ST WS 3 2RI IR R, BEZ LRI &7, (11), 69-71.

XIEY 2, IMET, &E2019). ML R EMSHF DEMBRUMAT N PGSR EEME BIER. O#L
JEGHE 35(5), 530-539
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