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—. 3%

BB UE S AU S UE 2 il B4R S0 Bl v A T b RO B IR SR W (Zebregs et
al. ,2015) . BEAEWFSR 22 WK 2240 LA b T ol 356 6 1940 300 A AR 0 v oA 38 At iR
(Allen & Preiss.1997;Han & Fink,2012;Zebregs et al. ,2015), #F5% W~ , XF
FOR A SR () U AR AR Can a5 & 25 B AN 2 1D LA B AS [ 4t ¢ 32 A8 CAn i hE W% 1
FERD WIS AU IE 5 BRI Y R M AFAE B 22 5+ (Nan et al. , 2015;
Shen et al. ,2015; Xu,2023), Bt4b . A S4B R BEUE S P13 75 A 0 L A7
76 5 2 X (Limon &. Kazoleas,2004; Winterbottom et al. ,2008), iX—4+i{
R B UE S BRI UE B A R8CHE T BE 52 29 78 R T S RS2

SRR B ST AE L {5 BHESR (Ma & Nan,2019; Vafeiadis & Shen,2022) .
5 BHFE (Han & Fink,2012) , 2 1 J5 20 (Shen et al. , 2015; de Graaf et al. ,
2016) LA K 2 A1 (X, 2023) 45 [ 2R BT BRI 55 15 Tk 5w i UL AR BOCR . SR,

T AR - U0 i R~ (1) A 16 2 e 3%
2. X s GRIGIEE) & BRI 2B 2k
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CEEAR 1 R BB 5 4 i B AIF 5 45 SR 2 1A 19 R — B (Braddock & Dillard,
2016;de Graaf et al. ,2016) . X FH] 76 C MM IR AS i Z 50, T GE A A AE 1 A&
BRGSO ) K 2

T fie A% 45 015, it B S A A P S P R0 P 9 1) A SRR AR 2 — L B R
o TE A Bl 2 A 60 mOHE DA F00RE 9 95 72 K i VR IT RIOCR RS 45 R S BURETE
ARG B 15 B3 SR AW A8 1k (Attfield et al. ,2006) . 7E4E 38 AR A BE
AR A S AN B E MR B — 2P R (Liu et al. . 20200 , R BLEE DL F =40
. LR BORIET 5 . 52 AR 5 Ll B2 i ml LUTE 4 S AR & K A 45 B it
T RE 7 A AR L W 5 A PN 2 o A [) — B 7 it B S0 5t IR 22 R, L A B4
WP J 9 W A (Carpenter et al. . 20105 R L%, 2021, FEFEMNE L, HEL
By {5 B i 2 2 K 5% (Benigeri & Pluye,2003) @ B 5 B % E WAL TR iR S
e 2 AF A AE 2R AR B8 09 15 S AL 45 7] A (Liu & Zhang,2025) . s BA%
RIS P ARRAE T 5 AL S I (g B 5 B AL 46 i 72 5 05 48 B ORI 15 B 4 M AL
F AR, 2B R A 4EAE (Chen et al. ,2018) . i 15 FH 77 X 7 £k {8 B A5
B TE PR W 22 (Monsted & Lehmann,2022) ,

AT, AW R T E &M F H 8 (Conviction Narrative Theory,
CNT) , BRI FREAR B AN B 2 M Ao 381 755 AN [] 35 1E 58 W X 76 4 i B o 3 1) 138 IR
ROR . IR N TR A A B0 5 R A% 5 b s AT M LAAR R A 3% a3 4 o A7 ke
R Bl AR U Ok BR AR B, VB AR & I 8K 3474 (Johnson et al. ,2023), iX
R A BT VR IR 5 AU I8 IR AE S RS B i PR KT i OR 28 S R T e A
. BTG A T T B AR A R G Y S A E MK A A
[Fi) 156 % SR W %ok 2 5 28 4t T 100 I 25 B2 A S . AT 9 B A TR AR TR e g AR S
TR REAILT 0 BRAR L O 28 3 T A LAY A BR A5 B A% 38 & TETE LR B R s rh i i+ 78
AR I T8 R s AR B 5 SR AR

=, X#RE&R R 5 AR R
(=) B F kil 5 R F T

Epstein(2003) &t . A58 5 5 F AN 7 UG B . — R ERKR RS
(experiential system) , H:Ab 375 = 10 901k I8 AL K R AE 3 B4
TS5 IEEA G B Y RS (rational system) , H AL BE 5 5
i 1) 322 AL Al g AL L S P T LA 2 R T L AR RO R AR L AE B T
F G416 N A PSS B R () 38 ik 5 2K AR IR IE (narrative evidence) 58U F I8
E (numerical evidence) , 7& gt 5 1 455 v, P AR 150 il 56w 9l vz i T 2 S fedt



K3 o 2 FEIEAE G O A SRR TR 3

FEAL &SP, 035 BE 97 5 3R 4 Bl (Winterbottom et al. , 2008) |3 75 $: # (Betsch
et al. ,2011) fAFEFEA (Perrier et al. ,2017) 25 £ 355 (Zebregs et al. .2015),

BOF IS TESE 15 Bh 807 B ok 4 2508 s 8O0 R AT & 5 1 AL R R
(Church & Wilbanks.1986; Wojcieszak & Kim,2016), 3% 215 I 5 s i iof 42
At B B M AR VE A 55 R0OH I L R A R Y R B BT R IR ROR . KR
28 MR IR, A A TE D SR o A b R S ARE 3 R XU L R R AT U KO T
B IR I B B UL AT A (Johnson et al. .2023) . BUF{5 B AR & W o] 51k
M4 5 (Baesler & Burgoon,1994; Hong & Park, 2012; Wojcieszak & Kim,
2016) , RE A% Sy X SR I 11 R (AL RS | W 1) B A AR 2 177 98 2 32 00 Al 2% , 1%
SRR RIAE BE . AN e XURS P S b, A A T BE 8 A S50 A% 0 XURS: AR AT
gy, AT 3 {5 A (Joslyn & Demnitz,2019),

SUERCT Ve UEAE A UL P 3 B A 3 (de Wit et al. . 2008) o {H X 3 i
ZART T BT SR B 4 A ELXE P f# (Baesler & Burgoon,1994;
Wojcieszak & Kim,2016) . M Z T AUS IS UER I BCF LRk T R
A T N T A R g DR B B T e 2 AR R 0 5 A TR] DT 4 5 13 R
BR (de Graaf et al. ,2016; Ji et al. ,20253),

BUF S UE A U6 IR AL 32 AR BAE DO AS 5 . AR 4 Johnson %F A (Johnson
et al. ,2023) A WL AT, BUFAE S — P 4544 1k B .0 BRRAE , e 8 % & R (Causal) |
Ff 18] ( Temporal) 28 H (Analogical) FIZL M (Valence) 5 B, , M LI BT 3% 5 /)
A MRAR B I S e, HAKTN = . AUF BE S 14 5 2 e i 2R B O
Bk kb Al R SR AE B OB an, IEF i UE) 3 38 IR ) (Niederdeppe
et al. ,2014), © A SLIUEN], & A R EE 5% 09 R0 R 06 1 20 I 35 u 4, AT
i I 9E S 16 IR AR (Dahlstrom, 2012) . 2 =, 4 & i (] 0 119 4% 2K BE % 15 1
ANRXE A 2% o FE SR AT 4 B Al 21, AT B 5 90 12 RN B fif (Zacks & Tversky,
2001) . BB =, RUEE B A5 (5 B 28 Lb WA AR 52 A it B 15 2 0 BULAR X0 B2 . A BIF SR
BH 2 LU BB A% 15 B LG (32 25 35 10 A O el R £ 42 2% 1 £ 3 LRSS £ U8, (Gaalesic &-
Garcia-Retamero,2013) . 55 PO , AU 23 X0 45 LK T 4/ 3R 7 (0 280t PEAS 5 DA TG 52
M) 32 AR 1)1 26 B L 547 sl e Te) . A3 Wi 5338 5 55 55 & 3 (Hamby & Brinberg,
2016) TR R M S5 A, 1F M 45 /5 (Happy Ending) He 11 1] 45 J&) (Sad Ending) 5
FE AV ol 52 AR 0T £t BRE 75 J2L 18 S JEL o DA T 48 5 A [) SR,

BT BRI E SE I BRI 5 AU IR UETE AR 5 A b £ R
VR IR . 5% Graaf 5% (de Graaf et al. ,2016) 5 X, £ B 5 3% 1 19 v IR 3L
R R NE B EGRREL K ZNTEE & S E AT ER ST ERESER
WA — S BUE . RS R A BB R T B R AR AL, (R SRS
JIE B SR e 22 A 3 (Ajzen & Fishbein, 2008) , 1 25 B 75 b — Bl PF A 1 5 1)



4 A7)

(Osgood et al. ,1957) , WU J& I 47 Ay 1) 5 5 [ B (Zebregs et al. ,2015),
I A AR AR ST R WU IR AR, . 7E IR 2 T A B A AL A AR PR B rh
HL& W E R ml W £ #5 . O'Reilly %8 A (O'Reilly et al. ,2024) 48 H L #1528 i {&
H A LR RRE TN RHE P R ATE R 0 8 e R A L Rk
BB, A Z TR AT SAE S 8 B A R0 DL 2 B S B At R AT o B
170 B EIAEA S AR A B A XS B =2 . 4 I AR SOK 2 B A S A7 e R G
RS SRR 26 . AU 5 RO I8 UE AT B O b AR R [ B AR R ) ft B L
RS S B8 i, A B 524 DL B SRR K

Hl: 5ERFLiEHML. RELIERSR S HLMAR,

H2: H5aEHFHiEMmbt, K FRIERBR SIIRAR,

WA AT UE VR V0TI 9 o SR 1) VR S (o PT R E B T A U IR 28R
IR EAE . Allen %8 A (Allen et al. ,2000) 48 1, BEA BIF 5% 75 4565 P
WIETE X AH TR, 200 7 W JF AT e R i 28 5 DL 35, I S ik o 7E fit
FREAL 35 15 55 rh B0 E T 3% — ] BB . Hopfer(2011) B9 4 1 BF 58 ) 878, ¥ HPV
RE A B B USSR 5 R TP 20 2 B, 2R R LT 8iA% . A, Nan 45 A (Nan
et al. ,2015) & W, [A] 4 &5 U A5 B R0 (E B A %, BT 0, A 5T #2
WA B

H3: RERIESHFRIEAERIHN, —F LR ARG —F
MRRR .

#

I

(Z) FAREE. @FE ST HTENRETFER

WEALWF 90 LU T AU IR IE 5 BT IR T B IR AR AR 25 R R — B (Allen &
Preiss,1997; Zebregs et al. ,2015) . —#F /5% i P AUF AL 35, il 40 Kreuter
& (Kreuter et al. , 2007) & M AUHERIE EE B P R FRASE S Z M,
Murphy % (Murphy et al. ,2013) 3 B 803 76 A1 AR B 245 5 ol 3% A8 F 3B 4L
HEL ., —TF AR5 & B, B0 PR UE 3 HE BT E 4 O AT UL R 1 (Baesler &
Burgoon,1994) , A , 55— 3 20 BF 5 58 P8 B0 738 UE (0 vl {5 8, — T 25 A5 4 by
KINEF S E B A R S (Allen & Preiss, 1997), Hong Fil Park (Hong &
Park,2012) &3, B TG 1H V0 09 % 00 P 0 a] S0, 48 1F 9F 38 B ok o L A 1
WS A E U H X T ARG L . AUy, bl Wbk IR 5 g 25OR A —
B TR AR AR RN TR SR T E B AT EE R A B EE R

T BB A L F B AN E P A5 B B BE A9 R B (Klir & Smith, 2001,
BDA: fr 1] 2 ik 155 5 b i 6 R AR S i 1 L BT 2 ol T B S A R B AR RS
BB FE (Klir, 2006) . 55T 3208 S, AR 2 09 AN 5 7 e ) ol 380 R < 7 fd B
PR L B oh M OCAE BB A RS2 AR B Ak AT AR A SRR IR Bl 2
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I AH 7 i SRR

FAaMNFEMIE ARG MR TEABATEIEE T WUIREISCREZE R, &%
FHE i Johnson, Bilovich Al Tuckett T 2023 4E RS 42 i , B 76 F4 B — N8 A%
48 IPE e BRI R R JOR BB AE R . X BB 1RO I8 U TE SR AR AR B 2
P (radical uncertainty) A9 B0 S H B M JE BAR AL B B0 = R b, AR R IR R
M T AT 3T 5 O SR KA TR AR T AU (Narratives) B #E #E L 1E 4% 5 1%
AN

Z e 8 (von Neumann & Morgenstern, 1944) ¥ 4 % 1 Sy B 4k 11
“IE BT AR RS AE B A 4 SR AR A LR T AR, O 38 i SR AU
ORI B PEFE . X — (R IAEJe 220y DLt i e vh 45 21 i 2, B i e e 5
TEHE B 25 6 ok 1T 45 A A A 2, DT 52 B B M 2% % (Tenenbaum et al. ,2011),
SR . Johnson %8 A (Johnson et al. ,2023) 38 Hi , X Fi J& F KUK 7 = A4 45 A4 7 B
SRR 2R SR IR AAE . B R s e — A A BUR
A NBO K e —— AR AL TARAR & P =2 HARRETE T2 (1D &5 R T AL
26 PR TR 5 IR T AT RE I R SRR S s (O BER AN T IRAE, fh T Bk Z R 1Y
BHE A AL B SAEPEAR TR ) R AT AT 5 (3) B AU B 5 L X T ] Aol PR 2R AR A
RE f% 1 4 A e SCT00I 19 B2 L A7 7E AR AP 8 73 B

JIT LAY A5 B v AN 2 B 2R SRR S A bR 25 0 0 LA 3 b A S R
R L AR A A T s e A b i 3 B 8 (Lehner . 2002) . 76X A G 5, 2
VR TR Y A 7 B Bk = I S AR R Ll PR T X DA S A5 A2 AR RS A T
W5 AR TE  Fe i RIS TE CUn e BRI B AR & A 28 E0ORT &A% G 1Y
FOEAO AL T 3 2 T8 B B, AR Y 0L 5 T S IR 2 B El S . 2
A B FEAE S S BN 55 G805 I AR AR (A% e 32 BB R 1A BAE OE 23 H
5528 A BCHE A B 199 15 A, DA T B3 AR 8% (R B 2% A5 B A% B8 09 T M5 B (Kreps &
Kriner,2020) . PR AN 5 R 3 £ 1 805 18 IR S35 B DR Y 4 A I 34
MELLFE 43 AAR DN ITTSE R 52 A0 20715 B Y B 5 B2 PR

AL Z T TEAR AN 8 P B B T L AU Uk 09 VR T L T8 ot
HRAEAF AU G, YA 5 AT AS B3 FH B, AT 23 % 1) A= AR Sy SR 4 1 - 5
FBEM”. BUERE NS AL RO RAE, 256 T AL (B[] R R 5 8.
TR 25 R G RR T U R DT A2 T TR S A E T Y B
iR —— U I B S X AT s R, CA SRR R A E BT
RUR BB S TR 2 L 98 /0 R, 4 5 R o 4 AP Y BE IR 7 (Huang, 2025) . AL,
SN M T g I 32 AR AU I B 4 A 0 SORE R G AR T RE 4 0

AT A BIE ST HE I N AT TE R S E R PR BT T AR ) T AR I AR A
AR A IR DT BRI
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H4: ERGEFRHZHERRATRFLIELSHLMRARG X Z, RATH
FEAL T  AF R0 AR AT,

H5: #RZERAZTER AT RFRIELLIRARG X R, RA LT
FAE MFRIEGHRAEZ,

ﬂmﬁam@tﬁ\
‘ A %
H5(-)
HI(+)
\ Byt } P
H2(+)
\ B ARG E H3(+)

B1 HFRERXE

(—) HFERE L %

BT IR SE A F- 78 AL 4 4540 B S P 5 0E TR 9L Bk B R g 22
S A RS B RISy A IR ACR B A S RO, AT R R
AT 0T 45 5 R 7 6 A 8 T Bl 2 B8 i ) D — et R L AT I 58 BT 9 45 08
FIAMERRE o B T, AT 50 2 UL (Weibo) 55 /NEL 45 (RedNote) 75 0 £ 48
KR AR LM PR THE IR IR S IR BCR Z MR . ZH R T
FEASHEARS & T PIRR N R A9 AL 1 22 4 . B S i T 5 S0 i A SR BRR L i
HAR B A PR Y B S A I BOE A e s AN R T oA XA E T O R
PUETG 730 A iR 2250 o E B AR GRE M P F P, 2025) , 500 8 T 3 1 40
PR TR LBl S5 AL R S o A i B OB 38 5 1 I e A A AN TR ) L B
JZ .

TER R e A B S 1 2 AR A A% AL (X DA AR, 2015) , felt B WL
A TR 5T BE S B MR K AR T IR e R T Tl e e A B A, X DA S
PEAT SCRF OB R FE . T AE /DL A A BRI S R T R 2B (R B 51K
AT X, JEH AT 15 M A 2 6] A X 38 B 2k b . P s i 2 2R
[l 5 A g R IR Y . NI, SE B 18 TR 5w — Ul IR ROCR” B8 55 o o A
A FEAE (Rl 1 15 0 T ™ e T 4 SO 307 S R X 8 W S 4 S0 A g
R B 3 AT 0 G T A SC R U A T BB s A /NEL A5 O 7 WA A AP — 1O
W7 REAN L LUACPFIE AR 918 RS W (9 23 7 0 R, A8 P8 Hh Ik 52 A 9 2552 B
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I o DA T35 SO A [ F- 3 £ 0 50 3 i A £ 0 A 4 19 — B0k S5 A 2
L% &

ST BA D 2023—2024 4F [a] (9 o 1 248 op SR 1D Bl AL 1l 45 3k DO 92 4F B
12000 R8I 45, Bl 5k N T0f 8 , BUBI 84 4% 55 il B AH O i A% .0 1) 2%
B an, “FH T REANREMSIMINME” J“ anfal E F XBB RIIFERR” ., FE B & ST A
A A% 6 N ) AE B B B P A AE S, R 103323 % 4 S e iR R SCIN AR (r
weibo_content) \## & HE S ID(r_weibo_id) . ¥ 3L N %5 (weibo_content) | #E 3
IDGd) PA R 58 & (like) 4 5687 BE

hy e DR ASCHE B AR TR TR a0 R A7 708 Uk 5 R A A - S R A A
I W /PRI SO ELAS B S BT N S AR A S F R A AT S L S (H B S PR i L
B SC 5 I 8 4 SCBCE 3 0 (D F 20 5% B9 fa ARG ) % B L TR RS
18200 X A R 14 “ e Mg i SC— g M 307 56 % AR R ST & (9 40 BT AR A

2 B

F 5T JE T RO B 0 32 1 84 S a R A% O i) 2%, SRR D 43 A0 fd R O
IR (AN 22 BE OP SLER G AR WG BE T 2574 . i TG IR 51 R L TE/NVAL A
VB KR I A HEY R 21752 SRM R ZEIE . MBI PRREAR A R
HLE) FE RIS A, W5 e T R S R I 9 28 10 4R A TR BUHE 4 i 50
MIZEIC, TR HEAT NN A%, B BR B4 T & B S N AT R R AT 695 2R
AW RARMERZEIL .

Bifi Je5 » WF 2 UL T 3k S8 28 50 19 I A3 P71 B0 (3Lt 318789 4%), R EF B
WL ID(notelD) . 38 ID (commentID) . PFi8 N 2 (comment Text) | A B
& ID(targetID) A K s B it (like) 5 . BIFFE0E — A2l o PFIE AR A2 22 1] f) 5 5
RAMWHE T “LXWIe-F IR R RZX . ERIRE RS B d, LB T 275 = E
Kot 3G CFEUNTEF HMITR., R R RM T 51895 XA R M “ LTt~
FIFR7 R FREN . K 2 BoR T ER I E R,

(Z) T EMNE

BEMRASCR . A SCRARS B2 — oM A o e e B IR SR i B AR b8 b . LAKE R
XiF R A3 AT BTG 25 8% 5 2 SCAR (HE SC/ 7 I8 AH X T H i 5 SCA il B & 4 S/
ACVFIR) IS BE W) . 24 05 2 SCAR WA 3 3K S HF | R 2 sl 8 i), e o A8 —
B Y H AR IR RO BT BE AT BT AR AR T8 TR 1A BB A A R ) Ry
BEA—F,

A58 EF BERT (Bidirectional Encoder Representations from Transformers)
TR BE 2 > BRI 5 25 B — 3ot . o 0 B A BEHLIE L 1000 25 P18 6
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BT A MR S5 NIHT A RIRE S Tk
T EF

2023 — 20044 HLAFE(120005) HEAR 43
AT Sk ST

B 1 (846 &L P IR0

e BT 2 (103323 58) SRR R T
BIREIC (69555

IR % BB /A0 55 e G 0

S b et (182001 HEBR ST B 2 AU I

PR "B SHESCHESCT XARABN0K) ||y 0 ipip—F i XA (51895%)

2 HIEWERER

AXATNTARE ER RS QA NEE -0 hA—%0 ., HE. X
Bert-base-chinese Fil Il 255 78 0F 47 S0 . 3% 455 700 o 00304 I 80 A o A 3R 5K 3
79.29% . Sy it — 20 Bon AR U S BEOR — B0 RS B R 3k 88 %6, 1
PO — 20 A 30k 8100, RWIHBEA I/ R, B 4%
FEER N T 2 REA JEREHLAM L 100 4545 5 TG 56 70 2 ERf %

W/ HAERFIRUE, RS LB DS — 6 AN S I & T i — A
7 (de Graaf et al. ,2016,pp. 90), FEE A& H 80 51E BAE KSR P, 3UF
HRMNPFRE R (narrative fragments) , B i3 X H A& 55 4 K = 45 5 i) 1y
SR BT 2 AT I A AU 45 M (Johnson et al. ,2023) ., [K i, B 76 5 iR
Z IR A HE AL AR PRI T ISR R GAAT AT 5| S A PO SR A PR AR AE S . BT B
R AE L BIFFE R I 5 AR BN S AR S B 00 Bl A SO/ AL PRI AT H 8
A G B K H A 43 S U IR TR A R R IR IR PSR . BAR R U S A
D EEST G B R, W A A & — A NWTR— Ak, (2 N TARTE,
BEHLAHI 500 253738 . B P A2 BT AL 85 27 Ll F 5 N AR 8 bk g SOt S i 4T
PRy IF A 50 g it 47 18] — 2tk . () A sh kgt . ] 2 A KR ATE 5 B (G 45
GPT-40 5 ChatGLMA4. 5-Ain)/ER H sh 4328 T H, 18 1 /4 8 R G2 7R (system
prompt) i AL E 5 FIWi AR HE  BEE temperature=0 LA4E ] A2 iUES E
R 0 B S PR EAT 000 26 (1 SRR TE, 0 AR AUEIEIE) . (4) — B
PERI S . X R A A R 5 O TobR W 45 58, 70 3k 5 — 20E 4 b (43 1k 3
93.2% 5 92. 8% . NN S AL A sl R 5 5 ik 1 AT S 1 DR B IS 22 43 BT (9 5
PE. (5 NTBEPLINAS . 724 B A 3 Ak 45 5 b JTF e R BEALAM AR (100 %), th &
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SALhREE R, BN 91%,
RGN .
RAE—AE LW FEIIBF, RGES LI B —F
FRAELLZGT LS REFLIE”,
4 FE #9E (Narrative Evidence) # & U2 . #F 4 X 3 L i@
SHREV LS — MDA Fo— A FH G BCF RLIERE .,
HEE . R IPFARBEIARR A ZE R AR F 4
XA FRKFERERL, N RETHREFLIE,
Blde “RBEHFRET AL AT TS,
TR T X LR EE S FAMAANLZET R R RIE
B HE R 9 xS M S AL B O AUE B E
AL T P AR (U R 0/1) .
HEHIE, [1/0]

Bev /AR BCRIE . BUP IR SO A BT ORI R e Uk . AR
S IE 2 1K 2 0 6 HH P A 6 5 0 R v SO0 B B4 A ik S/ S0
W X— LG EMPITA ] BEA R UE 1 ¥ A B AL R HE SO/ SCPRIE . Bl
Jai o R 33 6 A0 B B0 B W R A SO/ SR HEAT T AR B N AR R S HRRR L LA
RS IBTE HAYAROC . ELR A HEBR BN 40 R« () MW BR 3 18 b 2 A & 0 it H
b ST B O X PRI T H A B A IS IR I AE . (2) HEBRIE AN 417 23R8 [
MIAF5 DL RN 25 A0 0 B0 2R 18 (13337, 3 B8 1F 5 R 4% 35 52 T 1 19 38 TIF

==
1.5 o

AR BB EPE, AR5 2% Son % A (Son et al. »2020) [ J7 1518 0
FERAH T, HRYE Son S M S A5 B BYAS B E M B T 3 R0 A
{E Centropy) . {5 BN AL T A Bl — 8 mf, 328000 A A 25 50, i (48
G, FAEH5 e B0 7 1 5 T 24 1 JEL PN 250 2 22 A T2 A L 23 A A X i I 0 4
o RAEBGR AT EVE bt A B A e 5 RS W P R AR R
REA% 2 WA B P9 25 10 52 2 M 5 MMM 1 R 1

BT WF 5T R T AE 2K A 5w 75 43 A (LDA) 3 #8507 125, DAl i) 2%
SN AL R BT AT AT B A R — R AT AR S — A R AR R
Bt A7 2% 8¢ BRI P Ak B 4 E BB TE S . TERC AN ZR b, JE i T A A A
ERHE b EF7 I 2 (Perplexity) W3, 7R 45 & N T AW, & B @5 & 10
I RE 08 A6 W SCI%E DT L 300 1T b A 3280, I Ab T S RS AT A LA [R]
SR S5 1B R PR FUAE 25 S T 7 AR 0 SRR R Ak B AR T R A B I — B

5 AR AR 8028 10 R BAAL , THI  A WURe RHE SC/ATTIR FE & R AR
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RO R X Lo A K | AR £ B0 2 2 50 2 W 4 SC PR 9 AN
EMEREE R AN

10
H :*ZP;/ng(P;)
i=1

Horr, p, FORZCATES ¢ A F B ER9BESR . (5 8, 130 B 3 R 43 A1 B4 1
15 B A A 2% AN A T B e 5 B (B IR ) R IR B rh T — 2
AN PR,

B, £ GRS S BRI A s D U SR AR 2R AR
S NAR ) 08 G IR SR 25 15 L BRI e e oo PRS2 1 it 75 A R 52 S B, A O
W 2GS A A H A6 S 0. 002500203, 0. 0025000698 0. 0025002086
0. 0025001504, 0.0025000551, 0.97749835, 0.0025004228, 0.0025001233,
0. 0025002554 ,0. 0025002342 ], H: i1 25 98 %0 MM R F I8 T4 6 4> E . 5 B
0. 17, B N A i E P

MM BTG e LR A e RRFT B IR, 45 5% m
BT E @ 4 45 [0.008333343, 0.6657029, 0.00833434, 0.008333361,
0. 008333542, 0. 26762316, 0. 008333673, 0. 008337717, 0. 008334597, 0. 008333343 ], H:
BRI (R PR 2 M5 6 8D EN 1. 36, RUF BRI,

(Z) BPARE —% E& 3 E 3247

R R 5 8 IR A5 A AT 37 B AN [R] 8 UE 5 W S A5 BN i 2 1 1 2L [R) 5 i, A
R R £ 2 K2 %8 [ )3 (Multilevel Logistic Regression) , & HE % & & 4b 3
B T AT B JZ R S S A4 TR s A A A [ 358 )2 T 1Y) A8 8 X6 PR AR 5 Y 52 )
It H e il B th T 548 20 J2 5 SO AR S M R) R
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Hard Evidence and Soft Narratives:

A Study of Online Health Persuasion Strategies

Lun Zhang', Jinzhuo Liu’
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Abstract Grounded in Conviction Narrative Theory, this study examines how
information uncertainty moderates the persuasive effects of different forms of
argumentation—narrative evidence and numerical evidence—in online health
discussions. Using a cross-platform (Weibo and Xiaohongshu [ Known as RedNote])
and cross-topic comparative design, the study finds that both narrative and numerical
evidence enhance attitudinal consistency in health persuasion, and that their effects
are mutually reinforcing. Further analysis reveals a significant moderating role of
information uncertainty: heightened uncertainty amplifies the persuasive impact of
narrative evidence but weakens that of numerical evidence. These findings advance
our understanding of how individuals process and evaluate health information under
uncertain conditions, extending Conviction Narrative Theory to the context of digital
health communication. The study offers theoretical and practical implications for
designing effective public health messaging strategies in environments characterized

by ambiguity and information volatility.
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