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Table 1 The average forwarding rate under different information and hit probability

. BT 40 YK J5 40 ¥k B80Tk Hii 40- 5 40

SR SD M SD M SD M SD
F—EE%  0.876 0.220 0.956 0.071 0.916 0.125 -0.080 0.212
E—&#%  0.600 0.178 0.604 0.213 0.602 0.132 -0.004 0.290
f—EEE 0.648 0.389 0.736 0.383 0.692 0.375 -0.088 0.181
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p=0.05, 7,=0.151; FPEERERN B, F (1, 29) =80.476, p<0.001, 7,=0.731; {FRMFH S5
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Figure 1 The reaction time under different information and hit probability
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Table 2 The average forwarding rate under different information and hit probability

- . . IEHEE (g = e ()
FEEM LR W D m D
EHER (50% ) 0.653 0.2389 0.570 0.2466
KIEE (66.7% ) 0.660 0.2039 0.560 0.1720
JIVIER (33.3% ) 0.615 0.2162 0.500 0.1612

Xof SIS PR AN R A B RE SR /M R 1% R - BE AR FC R REAS ¢ Ry, 255 R M. 7
IEHEERAMT, SOR7E K/IMER T 5 R MR E R R, 1(29) =1.394, p>0.05; TERMEGEEAFT,
BORTE IR (5 KRR 22 57 3, TR RMER A T M5 A% i TAE/ MR A B 105 R
1 (29) =3.507, p<0.001,

o PR SEER (50% ) I, BOREIEAMEGER LA MR 2E R AN WE, 1 (29) =1.852,
p>0.05, M ER R KSR (66.7% ) Si/MER (33.3%) B, #HAfEERMEGR L2 B, XIiE
PEG BIEE K Z TR G B %, 1 (29) =2.281, p=0.05; ¢ (29) =3.344, p<0.01.
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FEIEMEAR BRI, BRI ORI BALE 5 404k, FHORJE 20 434, FRICUCR 40 43 F0 45 J34b s 76T
FRAMT, BKMFERF NI 25 434k, HUOR 10 404k, FRHUOR 5 704b . ERFMERAMT, X4
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PR PR AR B 5% R A B B K AB T i TR SR 50 A A EPE(S B K 280, A S BatxT i
GRNEE R FR KT AMER . D RF RN RN 3 ([FRMENIHER: 33.3%. 50%. 66.6%) x2
(fFRMERT: E—%J) . A—E5) x 10 (RIEIME: 555, 200, 50 47) WYI5 2200t (W4 5) 45
T, HEMERRGERYBE, F (1, 29) =15.524, p<0.001, 75,=0.345; RAESME R FR0 B3,
F (1, 29) =7.484, p=0.024, 7 ,’=0.845, HAlhF50 FAZH NI B
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Figure 2 The average forwarding rate under different information and reward
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The Separation of the Interest Characteristics of the

Interpersonal Information Game in the Virtual Community

Yan Shu

Department of Psychology, Wuhan University, Wuhan

Abstract: This study uses the “information game” paradigm to explore the influence of information
characteristics on users’ information dissemination behavior in online social media. Experiments 1 and
2 investigated the tendency of individuals to make information dissemination decisions in terms of the
valence characteristics of information and the degree of profit loss, respectively. The higher the probability
of information being true, the more obvious the separation effect of trust and forwarding probability
between gain and loss conditions; (4) Individuals have the strongest tendency to trust the lowest profit
gain when faced with profit information, and the strongest tendency to trust a medium-sized loss when
faced with loss information.

Key words: Decision making; Inductive reasoning; Social media; Evolutionary psychology; Information
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