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Abstract description: As technology and social media continue to further integrate themselves
into everyday life, incredible platforms are dedicated to marketing to our rising generations
(Spotswood and Nairn 2016). Inspired by these advancements, Influencer Marketing arose as
a uniquely customer-centric approach (Bang and Lee 2016). Despite this approach’s growing
popularity in today’s consumers (Sledgianowski and Kulviwat 2009), there is scarce research
regarding how influencers as endorsers can cultivate levels of trust with online consumers.
This research question emphasized finding literature exclusive to the significance of follower
count as a quantitative social status, influencers as endorsers, and the relationships offered by
different types of influencers. Inspired by the research question and enforced by previous
literature, the study hypothesized high trust and favorability to influencers with a large
following, less endorsements, and a socialite image. An electronically distributed survey,
dedicated to testing the study’s hypotheses, randomly assigned subjects to one of eight
scenarios presented as an influencer profile with varying titles, followers, and endorsements.
By conducting ANOVA tests, the data was analyzed to determine relationships
between the varying interactions and output trust levels. Data analysis found insignificance in
follower count and endorsement levels; however, significance was found within influencer
type. The implications of this research go beyond academic contribution and can be observed

from multiple perceptions. For both rising influencers and brands seeking to improve or begin



strategies in influencer marketing, it is important to recognize factors that contribute to the
perception of the consumer; these implications and opportunities for future research remain
endless.

Keywords: Brand Deals, Endorsements, Influencer Marketing, Influencer, Purchase

Intentions, Reciprocity, Skepticism, Trust
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Introduction

Traditional Marketing, as it relies on offline strategies, uses traditional and tangible
platforms to promote products and spread a brand’s message (Safco and Brake 2009).
Longevity is the main reason people are so accustomed to traditional marketing (Safco and
Brake 2009). Reading advertisements in daily newspapers, watching commercials on the
television, reading billboards advertisements— these are all traditional marketing experiences
the overwhelming majority of society participates in consistently. However, as society has
quickly come to know it, the world is constantly changing. With these changes come new
practices, trends, and technological advancements that transform our daily activities. For
example, the creation and integration of social media created a new public platform that
ultimately blurred the lines between friend, follower, and consumer (Halligan 2009).

As opportunities arose with these advancements, Digital Marketing automated and
digitized the practices of Traditional Marketing- creating a customer-centric approach that the
marketing industry had yet to explore (Bang and Lee 2016). This approach combined with
social media’s design for creating online relationships generated levels of engagement and
empowerment in individuals, specifically in their role as a consumer. Researchers and analysts
argue as digital marketing is booming throughout our digital age, traditional marketing
practices are beginning to lose their effectiveness and importance (Hu, Zhang, and Wang
2019). Despite the debate that Digital Marketing is overpowering and surpassing traditional
practices, there is no denying the constant changes in technology force new and creative
approaches which allow the incumbents to evolve (Stewart 2003). Amongst these strategies

lies what we have come to know as Influencer Marketing.



Referred to in previous literature as the next logical step in digital marketing
(Dholakia and Kshetri 2004), Influencer Marketing has created an entirely new level of
intimacy to a customer-centric approach. Influencers can be academically defined as
individuals perceived as influential and trusted in one or several niche markets (Holt 2016);
ultimately, these individuals are accompanied by a significant social media following.
Influencer Marketing focuses on and exploits these influencers and their following to drive
a brand’s message to a specific target market (Hanna et al., 2011). Considered the future
of digital marketing, influencer marketing already shows signs of promising and profitable
potential (Sledgianowski and Kulviwat 2009). Analysts and professionals argue this
growth potential lies in the industry’s audience (Martin et al., 2000).

Minors show strong engagement with social media (Spotswood and Nairn 2016).
These young consumers have not only spending power but a direct influence on the
purchases and preferences of their surrounding peers, making them the perfect target group
as these preferences reflect into habits in their adult life (Spotswood and Nairn 2016). The
consistent exposure young consumers experience with marketing tactics results in a
generation that values and prioritizes their personal relationships with brands (Ringold
2005). Discouraged by its transactional and shallow nature, traditional marketing practices
have less efficiency with young consumers. This psychological need for trust (Kennedy,
Jones, and Williams 2019) places pressure on brands to mask, or at least soften, the sterile
and commercial nature of their messages. Instead, brands have begun cultivating genuine,
yet synthetic, relationships (Bannigan and Shane 2020) between consumers and a

personified extension of the brand to trust- i.e. the influencer.



Significance and Objectives of Research

In the early phase of research, it seemed more literature sparked more ideologies
and, ultimately, an array of questions. Only then was it clear how little was known about
the online strategies and practices that are actively influencing the very behaviors of our
future consumers. This gap in current marketing research, desperate for contribution to a
discussion that was barely scratching the surface, created the study’s purpose. As an
amateur study, the main goal was to focus the research and ultimately experiment on a
fundamental level that surrounded trust. Specifically resulting in what quickly became the
study’s main research question: what factors help influencers create such high levels of
synthetic trust on an online platform that they have the capacity to not only encourage

followers to not only accept but recommendations but alter behaviors entirely?

Literature Review and Hypotheses

Follower Count

As previously discussed, a key attribute to the role of an influencer is their follower
count- a quantitative measurement of communal support (Awobamise and Jarrar 2018).
As discovered, research suggests follower count has a significant relationship with
perception of influencers. So much so that developing and maintaining a large following
is one of the primary goals of influencer marketing (Bannigan and Shane 2020). These
influencers have the ability to build a large and loyal social media following and are now
leveraging their platforms to promote brands, causes and ideologies to their hundreds,

thousands and even millions of dedicated followers.



Often a quantitative symbol, follower count reflects both an influencer’s activity
levels as well as their social acceptance (Hu, Zhang, and Wang, 2019). In addition to this,
follower count can reflect monetary value as well. Influencers are financially compensated
relative to the size of their following; the transparency of this directly displays how much
a certain influencer is likely worth (Bannigan and Shane, 2020). Contradicting research
additionally suggests an opposite school of thought- the potential power in influencers with
low followers. The lack of frame contributes to their perceived sincerity and, as quoted by
literature, “almost as if their word seemed as genuine as advice from a friend”
(Maheshwari, 2018). While this opposing thought cannot be ignored, there remains an
overwhelming amount of literature suggesting a high following’s contribution to the trust
and ultimate success of an influencer. It is with this ideology that the first hypothesis of

this study is created:

H1: Scenarios with a higher number of followers will generate higher levels of

general trust.

Brand Disclosure

Due to their large following, influencers are viewed as thought-leaders in their
specific niche and, consequently, often receive offers from companies to endorse their
brand or goods in their posts (Almeida et al., 2018; Silva et al., 2020). This endorsement is
recognized as a form of advertising that allows for an intimate and unique relationship
between endorser (celebrity) and brand (Temperley & Tangen, 2006; Till, 1998). Social

media influencers, in their role as endorsers, are sponsored to represent brands and products



in a way that purposefully displays the quality and benefits of the brand spontaneously and
organically (Centeno & Wang, 2017; Jin & Phua, 2014). In doing so, previous literature
suggests their followers are more likely to succumb to the endorsement; recognizing it as
a sincere recommendation, the ultimate consumers (i.e. followers) believe the message to
be more trustworthy and attractive (Lim et al., 2017). Sponsored to represent brands and
products, influencers act as bridges between product and consumers as they bring their
audience closer to specific and carefully chosen goods and services (Silva et al., 2020).
They aim to convey a positive perception to their followers. In doing so, the products
become a reflection and extension of the influencers personal characteristics and beliefs
placing a lot of pressure on the brands and products they choose to endorse (Belk 2014).
The levels of intricacy and disclosure for these endorsements remain powerful as
they can affect the initial perception of an influencer (Bannigan and Shane 2020). With
excessive amounts of disclosure argued to ruin the organic and spontaneous nature of
influencer marketing, previous research argues excessive endorsing can negatively impact
the endorser (i.e. the influencer) as they appear too commercial (Silva et al., 2020).
Maintaining this ideal organic nature is so important to brands, that legal actions have been
put in place to avoid malicious concealment of disclosure (Bannigan and Shane 2020).
Brand authenticity plays a key role in personal branding as Allison et al. (2020) found
personal brand concept belief and personal brand management efficacy impacted personal
brand authenticity which impacted an individual's self-actualization. These results suggest
the level of authenticity influencers use can impact their reaching a self-actualization stage

of developing their brand online. The significance of influencers as public and intimately



unique endorsers is clear in previous literature, strengthening the creation of the following

hypothesis:

H2: Scenarios with less brand deals will generate higher levels of purchase

intentions.

Public Figure v. Industry Expert

As previous research suggests, levels of trust do not simply stem from an
influencer’s quantitative attributes. The concept of both source trustworthiness and
expertise remain as critical dimensions of the source credibility model (Hovland and Weiss
1951). This particular piece of literature introduces the idea of source expertise as “the
extent to which a communicator is perceived to be a source of valid assertions” (Hovland
and Weiss 1951). The source attractiveness model (McGuire 1985) also goes on to define
attractiveness as the consumer’s perceived and reflected likability, familiarity, and
similarity with the brand or its endorser.

There are, however, varying opinions in research regarding the ideal mixture of
credibility and attractiveness. One side of the discussion argues that figureheads with an
extensive background and expertise in a subject-matter offer the highest levels of
trustworthiness, thus creating positive consumer behavior and increased purchase
intentions (Ohanian 1990; Biswas, Biswas, and Das 2006; Trivedi and Sama 2020).
However, the opposite end of the argument exists that an attractive figurehead, a
concentrated socialite of some kind (e.g. public figure), offers a more significant impact on

the trust levels between brand and consumer (McGuire 1985; Trivedi 2018). These



different levels of interaction resulted in varying levels of trust and repaid trust- also
referred to as reciprocity (Rietz 2018). It is incredibly noteworthy, however, that these
opposing opinions fall short of recognizing the unique persona that social media
influencers can provide (Trivedi 2018). The ability for these unique third-party endorsers
to alter consumer behaviors directly make them fascinating and under-researched
figureheads for brands to reach consumers in a way that matches the technological growth
society faces (Trivedi and Sama 2020). Thus, it is both the opposing opinions present in
current research as well as the obvious gap that led to the formation of the study’s final

hypotheses:

H3: Scenarios including an industry expert will generate lower levels of skepticism.

H4: Scenarios including a public figure will generate higher levels of reciprocity.

Research Method

Survey Procedure

An electronically distributed survey was conducted to examine the proposed
hypotheses reflecting trust levels in influencers. The survey consisted of eight scenarios,
all differing slightly, representing specific characteristics in numerous hypothetical
influencers in order to determine what contributes to varying levels of trust. Of these eight
scenarios, presented as simulated profiles of an influencer, one was randomly assigned to
each subject. After being presented with the scenario, respondents were asked a series of

varying questions regarding their personal opinions on their assigned influencer’s profile.



The survey concluded by asking a series of demographic questions to recognize any
potential trends between respondents.

The experiment was implemented and data was collected using various online
survey tools including both Qualtrics and Amazon Mechanical Turk (mTurk). The use of
these platforms helped to contribute to the research’s validity by allowing respondents to
be randomized and outsourced; subjects were recruited via their membership of mTurk.
After omitting 53 responses due to incompletion and 76 responses due to failing an
attention check, the data comprised 403 final responses. The final respondents were
primarily middle-aged Caucasian men with 67.33% of subjects identifying as male and
88.12% of subjects selecting their race as Caucasian. The ages of the subject averaged at
35 years old with a minimum of 22 and a maximum of 70. It was also found that 86.14%
of respondents received an annual salary that was below $75,000.

In addition to demographics, there was also a question in the study inquiring about
the subjects’ estimated weekly average of social media usage. This was included as a
judgment of relevancy. As depicted in Figure 1, there was a fair distribution of responses
ranging from two hours per week to seven; however, the average time respondents felt they

spend on social media every week was approximately four to five hours.



Figure 1: Respondents’ Frequency of Social Media Usage [Hours per Week]

0-1 Hours
10+ Hours 1.7%
14.1%

2-3 Hours
22.5%

8-9 Hours
T.7%

6-7 Hours
19.1%

4-5 Hours
34.9%

Manipulations and Measurement

The manipulations for all eight scenarios were completed by altering a combination
of three separate variables: follower count, number of disclosed brand deals, and the type
of influencer. Follower count and disclosure of brand deals were altered on scales of either
High or Low while each profile was simultaneously assigned as either an “Industry Expert"
or “Public Figure”. The goal of these different levels of interaction was to output varying
levels of trust. Contribution to these varying levels of trust consisted of an array of
dependent variables.

The study drew upon previous literatures’ scales to assess mainly four dependent
variables: Yamagishi’s (1986) General Trust scale, Lee and Shin’s (2014) Purchase
Intentions scale, Obermiller and Spangenberg’s (2008) Ad Skepticism scale, and Pope’s
(etal., 2015) Social Reciprocity scale. In spirit of the amateurism of the study, other scales

were also utilized for any opportunity of external patterns or significant findings. Among
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these, the study drew upon scales such as Jonason’s (2010) Dark Triad Dirty Dozen scale

and Wang, Sun, and Hou’s (2021) Emotional Interaction scale.

Data Analysis

Manipulation Checks

To ensure the manipulations maintained some sort of relation to the measures of
latent independent variables, manipulation checks were included throughout the beginning
of the survey. Initially, subjects were asked to summarize any information obtained from
the presented profile. Proceeding this, manipulation checks for all three independent
variables were also included. Regarding follower count, subjects were asked, “on the scale
below, how many followers does the influencer's profile have?” with the scale ranging
from Very Few to Very Many. The manipulation check for levels of brand deal disclosure
was similar as subjects were also asked, “on the scale below, how many brand deals does
the influencer's profile have?”, again, with the scale ranging from Very Few to Very Many.
Finally, a manipulation check for the type of influencer was included as subjects were
asked which type of influencer did the profile belong to with options being the following:
Industry Expert, Public Figure, Both Industry Expert and Public Figure, Neither Industry
Expert Nor Public Figure. A trial was initially run, and all manipulation checks were found
to be successful; the study was then able to be completed in its entirety.
Testing Hypotheses

In order to assess the hypotheses corresponding with the objectives of this research,
it was first necessary to determine the relationship between the recognizable number of

followers and the subjects’ general level of trust. When testing H1, a one-way ANOVA
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test was conducted which allowed for a comparison between general trust levels and the
manipulated follower count; the results of this one-way ANOVA proved to be insignificant
(F (1,402) = .00, p = .96). These findings resulted in being unsupportive of H1 which
suggested manipulated follower count has a significant effect on general trust levels. This
was not an incredible surprise to the research seeing as there were a multitude of other
factors that could contribute to a general lack or surplus of trust in the synthetic influencers’
profiles.

In order to assess the next hypothesis pertaining to the research, it was then
necessary to determine the relationship between the recognizable amount of brand deal
disclosures on the profiles and the subjects’ level of purchase intentions. When testing H2,
a one-way ANOVA test was conducted in order to compare the effects manipulated
disclosure levels had on purchase intentions. The results of this ANOVA test were also
found to be statistically insignificant (F (1,402) = 2.16, p = .14). Therefore, these results
do not support H2 in suggesting scenarios with a lower number of brand deal disclosures
will generate higher levels of purchase intentions. The results of this one-way ANOVA
test were profound as previous literature suggested high levels of disclosure could possibly
lead to lower levels of intentions to purchase.

Testing the next hypothesis, H3, was critical in determining the effects
manipulating the type of influencer had on the levels of trust subjects felt towards their
provided profile. Specifically, H3 focused on consumers’ conveyed levels of skepticism—
an adverse variable of trust. This testing was completed by conducting a one-way ANOVA
test which offered insight into the relationship between different types of influencers and

consumers’ conveyed levels of relevant skepticism. The effects manipulating influencer
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type had on consumers’ levels of skepticism were found to be insignificant (F (1,402) =
.01, p = .94). Manipulating the type of presented influencer had no effect on the
consumers’ perceived levels of skepticism. As a result, the proposed hypothesis, H3, was
not supported by the results of this study.

In testing the final hypothesis, it was, again, critical to determine the relationship
between the type of influencer and the levels of trust the subjects felt towards their
profile. However, H4 focused specifically on the subjects’ displayed levels of
reciprocity. This testing was completed by conducting a one-way ANOVA test. This test
allowed comparison between the effects manipulated influencer type hand on consumers’
conveyed levels of reciprocity; these effects were found to be statistically significant (F
(1,402) = 2.16, p=.14). Therefore, the results of this study were able to support H4, stating
that scenarios including an industry expert will generate higher levels of reciprocity. The
results of this one-way ANOVA were incredibly profound as there has been limited
previous literature suggesting a relationship between differing influencer background/types

and conveyed levels of reciprocity.

Discussion and Conclusion
Empirical Findings and Managerial Implications
In terms of the study’s significant findings which lies in the relationship between
reciprocity and classification of influencer, respondents felt an incredibly mutual sense of
benefit, value, and trust with influencers that identified as Public Figures. The lack of
significant findings continues to prove significance to this research. From this, it is

reasonable to suggest decreasing focus on both their number of followers as well as brand
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deal disclosures. Rather, there should be an emphasis on the positioning of the influencer
and the level of mutual benefit, value, and trust (reciprocity) between influencer and
follower. Moving forward, these findings may reflect a sense of need for more
transparency between influencer and consumer- an idea that previous literature already
debates.

The implications of this study could prove to be beneficial for a variety of groups.
For brands seeking to either begin or strengthen their marketing strategies via influencer
marketing, it is important to recognize attributes to look for in endorsers. Ensuring a
genuine mix of different levels of followers and different levels of brand deal disclosures
is important; however, identifying influencers that create a more socialite persona (e.g.
public figure) could allow for a greater sense of relationship, trust, and reciprocity.
Contrastingly, the implications of this study could prove to be beneficial to individuals
attempting to pave their way as a social media influencer. Understanding followers’ needs
for organic, genuine, and social relationships in an endorser and influencer gives potential
influencers an advantage in successfully creating their online persona.
Limitations and Future Research

The current study possesses several limitations that provide significant avenues for
continued research in the future. The first limitation lies in the study’s external validity.
While the manipulation checks suggested the varying influencer profiles were relevant,
there was low significance. This can be attributed to the study's lack of “relationship” when
examining this relationship-selling scenario. Realistically, followers not only get to choose
who they follow, but also their level of interaction and commitment to the influencer grows

and the relationship grows (i.e. the length of time as a follower). As an amateur study, only
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quick, synthetic, and surface-level relationships were examined which, ultimately is not
realistic in this scenario. Another potential limitation to this study is the exclusion of
minors. As previously mentioned, minors remain the largest consumers on any social
media platform. Their generational familiarity and adaptability with technology makes
minors ideal subjects concerning relationship-selling with social media influencers. The
implications of this constant exposure to these synthetic relationships could be an
incredible path for future research, specifically paired with the research field of
psychology.

Additionally, not only do celebrities such as social media influencers, politicians,
athletes, musicians, artists and movie stars have personal brands, but so do everyday
people. Business educators are now focusing on skills to develop the personal brands of
students (Allison and Blair 2021). This includes getting them to create a positive image
online through different social media platforms, posting content signaling to potential
employers their interests as well as skill sets, and networking with professionals (Fore,
Blair, and Allison 2021). Future research exploring effectiveness of personal branding
strategies on employers and other professionals would be beneficial in addition to
determining the effectiveness of different personal branding classroom assignments.

Finally, as consumers face increasing accessibility to technology and information,
some have started terming them fluid consumers (Correia 2016). These individuals have
access to significant information through smart devices like phones, tablets, and laptops
allowing them to conduct multiple product searches simultaneously. This technology is
shifting the way these fluid consumers live their daily lives (Blair 2019). With all of this

access to information, and rapid consumption of content it would be interesting for future
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research to explore how these consumers perceive influencers. Additionally, being able to
identify what information they search for about these influencers now that they can readily
access and search for this through the internet would be beneficial so these influencers can
place that information online and in the correct locations to better engage with their
audiences. As society’s consumers continue to get younger and platforms continue to
digitize, further research is bountiful and endless. After all, no one truly knows what lies
ahead of society as consumers of all ages embark on this next logical step in digital

marketing and are left with no other choice than to embrace this age of the influencer.
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Appendices

Appendix A: Survey

Introd uetion

Thank you for parficipaling in this siudy, 11 will lake approximaialy ten minutes o complele,

First you will answar a few gquestions aboul a scenaria, Please read this scenario carefully and answer these questions as if the
decision ware real, After thal, you will answer some more genaeral questions about yoursalf,

In return for your thoughtful responses, you will be paid §1 through Amazon Mechanical Turk, Eastern Kentucky University will not
be funding this payment.

Consent

CONSENT FORM FOR PARTICIPATING IN RESEARCH
The purpose of this research is to investigate how you evaluate alternatives and make decisions,

Information on Research

You have beeninvited to participate in scademic research invelving eitber an in-persen or online suvey that will ke approximately 1o
mimutes to complete, This research is sponsored by Dr, James Blair of Eastern Kentucky University, This form will give you some
information about the s‘t:lly. Please read this form and feel free to ask any questions about the purpese of the research, what vou will be asked
tior dhos, Ve prossible involved risks and benefits, vour rights as a research volunteer, and anything else about the research that i not clear from
i form, 7 you lave any questions, please feel free to contact D, James Blair at james blirareke edue,

Please note that this research study is only open to individuals who are 18 years of age or older, If you

o ot et this minimum age requirement, vou may not participate in this study, [Tyouare

et pating online, you mest be logeed in from the United States, Resporses to these items will be anomymous, You will not be asked to
pranvide any information that cowld identify you,

Ly decide to ke part in this study, vour partielpation will invelve meading short seenarios and illing out o survey pertaining to your beliefs
anl preferences,

There ave vo koown risks or diseomderts Do pacticipating in this study, You have the right te withdmw your consent or discontinue
participation at any time iT you feel that your physical comfort, salety, or privacy is net Tully safeguarded,

Bepefits of the studv, There are ne direet benefits tat will come to you for participating in this serey. However, your participation in this
study will be of sclentific value by comributing 1o our wnderstanding of people’s belavior,

Your paurt inthis stdy s anemomews, Your name will not be attacked to vour answers, Ay reports devived from the data will not pesenally
ldentify participants, The consent forms willbe kept in separate keeations from the data, and the data will be kept on secure servers or
password protected computers as requined by journals,

The declsion te particlpate o this sesearch prolectls uptovow Particpationin this study s completely voluntary and noncoercive with no
negative consequences for efusal to participate, You may choose to laave the study ot any peint ifyouw experience discomfon o find that there
aveany parts of this study that vou do net wish to complete, Furthermaore, vou may e fuse to participate or withd o fiom the study at any
e without penalty or kes of benefits to which youare otherwise entithed. Finally, vou may mefuse to comphete any of te questionnaires or
refisse to partake in any of the tasks witheut penalty or negative consequences,

This atudy has been reviewed and approved for examption by the Instituticnal Review Board at Eastern Kentucky University as research

protocol mumber oooooo L, I you kaveany questions about e study, plense contact D, James Blair ot james blainiekoedu, IF vou lave

quastions alsut vour rights o a research volunteer, please contact the Division of Sponsored Programs at Eastern Kentucky Ullh'l’.'lil?' Iy
e

calling Byo-6z2-3 636, By completing the activity that begins on the next screen, you agree that you (1) are at least 18 years of age; {2) b
readd and unders tand e informat on above; and (1) voleantarily agree to participate inthis study,

Seenario

Please carelully re ad the Ivionm ation aboul this nluences that ks provided on e profile screen located balow,

hgs Sekuco | ouahnies com QU R Section Mlock s’ Aj e GetSurvey PrintPreview Tme s Survey ID=8Y _exhOarf KNT02 & Conex il ray ID=LR_cY IKHxMEey,.. 110
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137 972k 21K

Brand

."._""_ - A Deals

Please carefully re ad the Information about this influencer that is provided on hewr profile screen located below,

137 972k 21k

Brand

YO I

Please carelully read the mlormation about his influancer that is provided on herr proflle screen located balow

137 19k 21k

Brand

e e 9 Doals

heps Yekaco Lguaknes comd QB Section/Block s Ajav/GetSurvey PrntPreview Nantex Survey ID=SV_exOadKinTu2&Contexdibray ID=UR_cYIKHxMKey.,, 210




Pleass carafully read the infcrmation aboul Tis indlu encer thal i3 providad on hear profile screan |ocated below,

137 19k 21Kk

Beand Darals

Adpiay Epeslon ine Crrasga

Infhsence O

Moy Bt LL X G
Pru lota LL LarucinCi

Bla=ta

Please canelully read the nlonm alon about his nfluencer that s provided on Tee profile soreen | ocated Delow.

137 972k 21k

Adpha Epsdon s Oy e

Flaass carafully re ad tha information &Boul Tis indluencer thal i providad on heer profile screan |ocated balow,

137 972k 21K

Tolowers

Brand

B Deais.

hagm Sekuca | gqualrics comy' QVEd it Section/Black o' Ajax/ GetSurvey PrintPreview Wm s Survey [D=8Y _exhDarf KihT 2 &Canex il bray ID=LUR_cY IKHsMKey, .
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Please carelully re ad the information aboul his influencer that s provided on Teir profile soreen | soated below,

137 19k 21K

Pt
Lamcia
Ay E pradion b

Please canefully read 1he inform ation aboul his nluences 1hat 1S provided on Tl profile screen |ocated bekow,

137 19k 21k

FORCWErS

Brand

Mease summarize the information from the account pofile,

O the seale below, low many followers does the influencer’s profile have?

Wery Faw Faw Samewhatl Few  Meither Few Nar Mary  Somewhat Many Many Viery Mary
O Q Q o O ] ]

O the seale below, how many brand deals does the infleencer’s pufile have?

Wery Few Few Somewhal Few Meither Few Mar Many Lomewhat Many Many Wery Mary
Q Q Q o Q ] (8]
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Which of the following is the influencer’s profile?
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Heither Industry Expert Nor Public

Inclustry Espert Pubilic Figure Bath Industry Expart and Pubilic Figure
o o O

Figure

Flease mte how much you agree or disagree with the following statements about the influencer,

platfarms,

Somewhat Meither Agree Somewhat

Dhsagree Disagree Dusagres Mor Disagree Agree Agree Strongly Agres
The influ would be a good ral
modeh L 0 o) 0 0 0 0 o
The influ h
et |9 o o o o o o
'I:;::Thlmr i Aclive an gocial o o o 0o o o o)
The influencer is successful (] o] 8] o Q ] @]

Stranghy Samwhat Melthar Agree Samawhat

[Hsagres Disagree [Niagres Mor Disagres Agres Agree Strongly Agres
The influ riariti th
appariam, | e s 0 0 o 0 0 0
The influencer has a valuable apinian, (] [a] Q O (8] O a
The influencer is well-supparted, 0 (] (8] O Q 0 (8]
I trust the influsncer's advice abaut
m:umd:ﬂnl l‘h‘l‘;“ﬂ':ll‘llll‘-' 0 o Q o a o Q
How satisfied are you with products advertised by this influencer?

Swranghy SomEwhat Meither Agree Somewhat

Disagres Disagree Dusagres Mer Disagres Agree Agres Strengly Agres
If | needed ta, | beleve | would be
satisfied with purchasing products ] O 0 ] (8] 8] &}
advertised by this influencer,
| baligve | wauld be complataly
satished purchasing products (8] O (8] 0 0 0 (8]
advertised by this influencer,
Oreerall, Im purchasing the products, |
believe that | would be pleased with (8] o] 0 O Q 8] (9]
thase advertised by this influsncer.

Wang Sun Hou
These next few questions are about you, Please mie how much you agree with each statement,
Maither

Stronghy Somewhat Disagres Nar Somewhat

Disagres Disagree Dusagres Agree Agree Agree Strengly Agree
Friends' recommendaticns and
Tylaws are vary Ipartant to my (] o] Q O Q O Q
consumplion.
| hpe to kesp a long-tenm
relationship with my friends an sacial (] O [&] ] (@] [ ]
media platforms.
The infarmatian | gat fram
imeractions on social media 0 O Q @] Q (0] O
platfarms is updated timely.
In social commerce, | want strangly to
buy the produet if it was (8] 8] Q o Q o Q
recommancled by a friend.
| aften want 16 by something
because of the ianal i
witlh ﬂ:‘hl‘l on nn:mmfil':I'wulll;"m“t o o o o o Q o a

b ke | qualirics com (Y Ed i Sectian Black v/ Ajay GetSurvey PrintPreview Cantes Survey [D=8Y_ex ar® KjHTi2 &Contexil. ivrary [D=UR_c¥ IKHxMKey. .
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Stranghy Samewhat Disagres Nor Samewhal
Disagres Disagree [Hsagres Agres Agres Strengly Agres
Keither
Stranghy Sarmiwhat Disagres Nor Samiwhal
DHsagres Digagree [Hsagres Agres Agres Strengly Agres
1 will buy samething because af
pradudt recormmendations and 0 O (] ] 8] ] Q
reviews from my friends,
The ImMeractians on sacial media
patfarms enable me to make 0 (8] 0 (o] 0 ] Q
purchase decisions faster.
| kneny my friends on social media
pl.llfnrm:hp sharing phatos, o o o Q ] Q
1 enery my friends on social media o o
platlarms thiough sacial exchange,
My friends on social media are very
singare, and | believe them o Qo o Q o Q
Neither
Stranghy Somewhat Disagree Nor Somewhat
Disagres Digagrie [Haagres Agrie Agres Strengly Agres
limteract with friends freguently an
sacial media plaferms, o o Q o Q o Q
el discuss personal Lopics with a o a o a o a
friends an socal media sites,
The Ineractians on sacial media
mMatlarms allow me Lo beiter 8] O [n] (] (] o] ]
understand purchase geals,
The infarmation | get fram
ineractians on sacial media (@] [#] () ) () [ (]
platfarms are wieful.
Mediators /Moderators: Dark Trind
These pext few questions are about you, Please mie how much you agree with each statement,
Naither
Strarghy Somewhat Disagree Har Somewhat
Disagree Disagres [isagres Agies Apres Agres Strengly Agres
I tend to want athers to admire me, (8] O 8] o] 1 o] 1
Itend to be cynical (] O [a] (] [a] (] e
Itend te expect special favors fram
SVaryone. O o 8] o a ] a
| have used flattery 1o get my way. 8] O @] ] @] ] @]
Heither
Stranghy Samiwhat Disagres Haor Samiwhat
DHsagres Diisagres [Hsagres Agres Agree Agres Stronaly Aqres
I have used deceit ar lied (o get my
way. @] o 0 o Q o a
Itend to wani athers to pay attenton
. §] e} S o o o e
I tend Lo be uncanderned with the
miorality ef £ ;tl:::, 0 (o] (] ] 1 o] 1
| tand o SRk prestige oF STatds, (8] O 1 =) 1 (] e
Neithes
Strarghy Somewhat Disagres Har Somewhat
Disagres Disagres [sagres Agies Aree Agres strengly Agres
I uend o manipalane others 1o ger my
e (8] (] (8] o Q o Q
1 tend te lack remorse, 0 O 8] o] 1 o]
I tand to axplalt athers towards my
oW end, 8] o o] o 8] o a
Itend to be callous or insensitive. (] O [a] (] [a] (] 0

Mediators /Moderators: General Trust

hapsekucn | ouairics com/ QT rSection Block ' Ajay GetSurvey PrinPreview Fomiex Survey ID=5V _exhDarf Kjh T2 &Caniex il ihray ID=1R_cY IKHxMKEey. .,
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These next few questions are about you. Please mte how much you agree or disagree with the following statements about you.
Strongly Somewhat Neither Agree Somewhat
Disagree Disagree (esagree Nor Disagree Agree Agree Strongly Agree
Most people are basically honest, O O (e} 0 Q 0 Q
Most people kindly whe
they are wu::;:":mn , o o ) o o o Q
Most people are trustful of athers. (o) (o) (o] (o] Q (0] Q
Strongly Somewhat Neither Agree Somewhat
Disagree Disagree Desagree Nor Disagree Agree Agree Strongly Agree
Most people are trustworthy. (o] (o] Q o] Q o] Q
L am trustful, o (o] (o} o} Q O Q
M bas nd
o 0 o) 0 0 o} o o
Reciprocity
Please mte how likely would you be there for one or mo e members of your social group...
Neither
Somewhat Unlikely Noe Samewhat
Very Unlikely Unlikety Unlikely Likely Ukely Likely Very Likely
:o et wr':qh @ defficult time 0 o o o) o 0o
Iritiaal e
:,m spiritual suppol . pray 0 O 0 O o O O
share {1 and
S 0 o o o} o o} a
Neithes
Somewhat Unlikely Noe Somewhat
Very Unlikely Unlikey Unlikely Likely Likely Likety Very Likedy
da something enjayable with (8] O (o) (@) Q 0 (o]
1o take x meal If they were 1k, Q O Q Q Q o] Q

Please mte how likely would one or more members of your social group be there for you..,

Neithes
Somewhat Unlikely Noe Somewhat

| Very Unbikely Unlikety Unlikely Likely Lkely Likely Very Likely
da something enjoyable wah, (@] (¢} O () (@] 0 Q
:u et mr::qh & difficult tme o fo) o 0 o o) o
e s W o o 0 o 0 O Q
Neithes
Somewhat Unlikely Noe Somewhat
Vary Uniikely Unlikety Unlikaly Likely Lkuly Likely Vary Likely
::' mldu spiritual support (i.e. pray o o o o) o 0 o
10 Bring you A meal If you ware sick, (o] (o] (o} e} Q 0 o]
Skepticksm

These pext few questions are about you. Please mte how much you agree or disagree with the following statements about you,

Strongly Somewhat Naither Agree Somewhat
! ny«_ B Dlugna Desagiree Not Disagree Awu Apu ;tnn_o’v ona
Aoy M) 18 generally truthful o o] Q o] Q o] Q

haps Jekuca | quaknes comy QEd i Secuon/Mock s Ajav GetSurvey PrintPrev ew 'Consex Survey ID=SY _exOar®KinTu2&Contexdl brary ID= UR Y IKHxMKey. .,
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Strangly Semewhat Melther Agree Somewhat
Disagree Disagree Disagree Mor Dishgres Agree Agres Strongly Agree
W can depend an getting the truth in
maost advertising. o o 8] (8] 0 o 8]
| blieve advertising |s infermatve, (8] O 1 (] 1 (] 1
Advartising i trugh well told, 8] O 8] o] o] 0 o]
Mgt advartising provides censemers
with essential imlarmation, o o Q o Q o a
Stranghy Somirwhat Meither Agree Samewhat
MHsagree Disagree DHsagree MNor Dishgres Agrie Agres Strongly Agres
| feel |'ve been accurately informed
after viewing moest advertisenments, o o Q o Q o Q
In general, advertising presents a e
pecture of the product being ] [s] o] o 8] 8] 8]
adwertised.
Advertising i 8 reliable source of
infarmation abaut the quality and (] O 0 o =] ] =]
perlarmance al products.
Advertising's aim s ta inform the
e — [®] o Q o Q o] Q
Falrness
Please answer (e following questions about vour pereeived fairmess of e influencer,
The treatment given to me by the influencer was;
Samewhat Unfair Te Melther Unfale Mar Fair
Wery Unfair To Me Unfair Ta Me hie To Me Somewhat Fair Ta Me Fair To Me Wery Fair To Me
Q Q Q o Q o [
The treatment given te me by the inMeencer was;
Vary Misch Less Than | Sarmewhat Lass Than | Melther Less Nor Mare Sarmewhat Mare Than | wery Much Mers Than |
Deeserved Leds Than | Dedesved Dieserved Than | Deseryved Dieserved Mare Thar | Desended Dieserved
Q Q Q o 0 o [
Thee treatment gven to me by the influencer was:
Very Unequitalle To Samewhat Uneguitable Meither Unequitable  Samewhat Equitable
80 Unequitable Ta Mi Ta Me Har Equitalde To Me Ta Me Equitalsle To Me  Wery Equitable To Me
Q Q Q o Q o o
Demographlcs

Thiz question confirms that vou amwe paving attention and carefully read ing the text we are presenting to vou. It s important that you igneme
the instruction below and instead wiite "Reader.” Az vou know, some portion of the people who complete surveys are not carefully following
Instructions - so we ame forced to interpret all incorrect responses to this question as evidence that the question text was not read carefully, But
ginee you amwe obvicwsly reading this earefully, please carefully answer this writing prompt as described in this paragmph,

What Is yvour overall trust Jevel for this influencer?

I J

b Seknen | qualinics comd O Fd it Section Mlock s’ Ajav/ TedSurey PrintPreview Womiex Survey 10=5Y _exbOari KjhTU 28 Conexil. hrary ID=UR_cY TKHxMEey, ..
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Approximately how many hours per week do you spend o n social media?
0 01
01
O 45
0 &7
0 B=9
O 1w+

‘What is your gender?
0 Male

) Female

(T Prafar Mot te Say

‘What is your age, in years?

Please describe your martal status,
[ Marned

[ Widowed

] Dsarced

[ Separated

[ Single

[ Cohabitation/Living with a Partner

Please specify your ethnicity frace.
03 Aslan/Pacific [slander

O Black /African American

() Hispanic/Lating

D) Maniwe Amarican/Amerscan Indian
03 White /Caucasian

0 Ouher

Please specily your anmual ineome,
0 $0-324,998

O $25,000-549,999

) $50,000-574,099

) $75,000-559,995

) $100,000+

b eku.ca | qualiics comy QVBd it Section/Blocksf Ajax Cearvey PrintPreview aniex Survey [D=8Y _exh0ari KiNTi2 &Contex il drary 0= UR_c ¥ IKHxMKey...
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