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Abstract: Cyberspace is a collection of all information systems, which refers to the information environment for
human survival. Cyberspace security has expanded from physical and information domain security to human-
centered social and cognitive domain security. The research on human security has become an inevitable trend
of Cyberspace security. The characteristics of human are complex and changeable. The personality, as a stable
psychological characteristic, is an appropriate breakthrough point for human security research. This paper
investigates and untangles relevant personality research in Cyberspace security. The concepts of Cyberspace
security and personality are introduced concisely. A research framework of personality in Cyberspace security is
proposed, including theoretical research, technological research and technological application. The technological
research mainly includes three parts: personality measurement, personality vulnerability and protection
methods in Cyber security. Additionally, this paper discusses the current research status and problems of
personality in Cyber security in detail. Finally, the future research directions and development trends of
personality in Cyber security are explored.

Key words: Personality; Cyberspace security; Personality measurement; Personality vulnerability; Safety

protection

Vol. 42No. 12
Dec. 2020

515
o £ 2 [ U ) el 7 BRI A5 R AR
AL I M2 2 6] 2 A A R, B

Wk H: 2019-10-18; Bl HY: 2020-00-12; PG HIR: 2020-09-22
MEMEES: AR zkf bupt@163.com

FEEWH: FHEKE AP TRI(2017YFB0802803)

Foundation Item: The National Key Research and Development
Program of China (2017YFB0802803)

AN SR B SGE DAE BRI O A I 28 il 3¢
it 22 4 S 28 A5 I AE 22 A, TR A 2 B
FRAUE AN A0 R SCAL S s A J= i A KA NS
AR I A E . DIEE G RIE B 2 e
ZHEEG B RR MY 2 2 MER 24, BTN
SRUEWEIBAE I, X RIS T I 4 2 1 Ak 1
CNT SRZAHMIEAL. WS, AECRBIN e
BefET, A80% 2 M A NRERSIEM . SKETHHENL
LM AR SR & F R R, Mg 2 eH


http://radars.ie.ac.cn/CN/10.11999/JEIT190806

2828 B 7 5 F

2 %

42 %

o, NARE G 252%, FARERI G 210%.
e RS, eI L FZAEEIL 28
SHE RGBT A B TR I E A
HEHARTF BARBE N 2% 25 (8] 22 4x, IR BN PUE R IR
HHEHM . mHL L, HAERREARAS NES
E—HHERE, AR A R 2 R R .

NAEM 28 B R AT Rt B IR 2 FER), 32 3)%©
AR ZAERNEACERIET, ZREYE. H%
SOEEBI S, WAz, N A EM
VoM AT R IR AT 2 [ R 3R R BN
Fehly FREMRERRIRN . BREARAT M. 151
ZDHEFE, AR AR M. HXRRER
ghf2Hel, HARARERN A, XR e E AR A B
AR O BRARFIEAAT A . — DN NI AISTEA
[FIFHA . ASFEE ST BA X — 80, BRI sR
2 S B T AR E — AN BB PO BRRRAE, TN
R T5NE KT

K] 2% 2% ] 22 4= A0k PR i 9 3 DR A A 5 IR 4%
GRATRERRE K. BT NP E 44%, A3
WHIHE AR Gt — b e, X SRS W22
AT AW R R B IR KRIIABE . A, A%
W22 247 2 M FIEH R R Z B 2 F R R
m, FEAREMASH B EANEREREA, Xl
IR T NG AE W 28 23 8] 22 4 ik FU RO MERE o 4 | A
FH N T RRIX L] B, R TV 2 ] DUE ST
W, BN, g ELAR A SR NS BE AR T R A
F, KRAEHIAEREP T EEGEH R RS X7
TEARANWTHETE 1 0 25 2% (1] 22 4 F AR R A DG I L
9 28 73 8] 22 A\ I T i R A T EOR DTk

AT NT WX 4% 7 [) ‘22 4 B NS SR 34T R 4
(EAPSELN
2 WETERE5 ABELE

DX 286 =[] H NP R 25 AR 52 B0 BT 32 [ 9%
o MTARE] N7 22 RHPIEEmR. My
F—3, BEARTREERIRIE . 24 SR 1 18 <
IR, A g R R . — ST
FA Rz HOEZENER TSk RZY “N7 1
1M, Hod NS 2 — A8 52 0T O BE AR AE
AT E A H ML A 8] e 4 e AR BIRES:,  FF Ho
WX 2% 2% (] 2 A o N ORI 98 i L 1T ER A, 2 I
2% 7% [A) 22 A [P NS I FTAESE
2.1 METELE

FE19MH 20804, Gibson!7E HJi F BHZI /Nt
(B HiE T Cyberspace—i], =AdH 1T
SEHLON R MG B 23 H] . 20084F, 3 [H #5545
4t 4 %f Cyberspacei#f47 1 7€ X: Cyberspacesefs 5

IREE A () — AN BRI, e B B AR R R
SR AN 2 LK. RS LR . A S, THE
HLARS . AR F A6 28 K417 Ottisfl
Lorents® 1 Hi X 25 2 [A] & B I [RIAT AR 0 . BRI
BRGENIIAE. ol E 5 N R 2% 23 a] &
SRR VA E RS, 2EEER
GUNES, NEH A 5E BAHEAE M LR,

M TGS B Mg, 2% 28 6] 50 o8 i
CNT IR, MK SRR, WEEE
N4, NRZERARPEEN—H, — AN
HEINEBA R, BT EGHANITERS. ML
IRV R, — BARAIFI A B & &k S 0 H
SR ARG E BN, 528 LA v
PR, S TS SR, AR FER
B RAE G K. NER R FED T THEAA
REHRAEI . PRI, AUNOGE DME BH AN =4
. FEEZECENENETERRMER, F
BN A2k 2 A in LA A

AR, Dipbe TR SRR M, i “N”
MXBCH A . HETRE¥PHREA, HATCE
BEEBIEEMN . BB CERE, 257 R
TR A ] 22 A, R I 2 % () v ) B e A
v B, X 4% 2 ) 22 A P A 2 TRE S 1 i A
LS KRB R (R ZARY U—Fh e
P ARE PRI, TR S A ] R R T
T2 gl B BRI A2 A iR
7, RN BEES 5 (A N IR BE SN U A
O (515 7028) DL B B, e
HR B E 2 @RI RR, REEMER
5, AT LUERE R L P R AR U ) s
FRUBE I RN B RA K BT, A 4 TR 2% 2 B AR F) ] i)
NN E R A S 3 ) B 2, AT DA R 78
28 23 (A A JKIHBURN A 2 5k 22 4 1 9 1
2.2 AIBIBILHLA

NIEAE N NFEE D ERAFE, D8 BN
2873 [ ATE N IR AR 2 AU 5 N RIF AL DN
Ro NTIBHAMEEIL, A0 AEHERHE T —
N RGN o

Burger ™ A4 2 SCORFRE 14T R R R A
TEANR G ERNFRIERE . S2HIS DO o A A2 ) i
— M ANBEAR L B AT AR A R G, X
AR A S T — N AX AT e g —
OB . B e XATUUEH, A HARE
PE, AT DAE 9 4% =5[] 22 4 vp N IR 98 1 — /> 22
o HATIE B, 5wl fidk A& 1 4584 1)
] KI5 T 6 AN RIR, 3 S ik 7R A [ FR 2R R A 3
KARFENNG , XM TLIRD AERE A HTIRIR . HF



12

R M WS R 2 A P I RS B TUERid 2829

BRI AV FRIR . AARE SRR 47 83 SR
YR A S AN AR o

TERGH B IR I B AR I RZ O — A
NSk i o B & Fob A (BP0 S 4F S intrapsychic
event), XEHMRAETHKEIN. EEHLT
Ml IRBX L, R, FEEFhildar=4
FEAERRJZ I RS H 2 A FER 1) Q6 N FRIE& B s
Ny BT AT NER S AL . RSt B gy
BRIy AT BRI AR IR
AIIWIER, AT R AR RN, B8R ED I
WK, A SIS A AT IR T AR
A EEM S, ERN KRS — AN
EWE L@, BRMARE FEFEMNR,
ATABMPUR B, TR RN S S, B
THATEFETISL, WA B IR R Z 18]
UREIEA

R BLRIR R F R IO NS HEAT A, ZEANRIRR
i EXAME AT E RV E o FRITS RFE AN i 5T Bk
fE, XL 5T BURFAE S AMALE & MG LT AT N R
A3k — SR HR SRR 51 AT 9
Je iR kA, AR S INER ST R BIR S AR R B A A
IRPERER, DAONE R TR BSR4 T
FkE FERRIRIM A IS 2, Hp&d 7
T S BRI IE (1) ELFE SR T AN R AL R AFR
L6 ZR A AL . A IR 73 SR T R 3R A A

AR R R IRV PR 2 52 M) N B N A 52 D )
PIAEAE B ER 2102 ARSI YR A AR ) 2 Atk 5 N #
Siak, EVFRIRS AL 5 AR
#, BlnEER sz Ak, DUKAERR RS, i
K B2 R G WA S M ABATTIE 23 UK IR 3L
BEA IR D EER, AF TS B REAR I AL

ANAE SCRIRMNEBES MR NG IRE
06 S KT R ) A P ER AN, oAz O R TR R
SIS 7). BETS R R4 T B IRSEEIIX — A
T, MR SR E R N R TR SR MBI &R 5y
AMHTRE, 2eRE, HEHFE, SEFEANFRL
S fES NS SR, AR T BRI
FR &7V

17 N SORIRE AASEER TAT R, WA A
—N NI SR 256 BT 2B A5 R . A fE201H:
LRIAGINATAFE N, FiROE SR AT N EE
RH. e IR NOWAT N OB AT T 4b
78, PRSI NIAE IR R TINAT A,  PEAL R UEE
AMAERIZR AT N AER B =3 4 B 52 2% 1K BB
R, MIRHAT AR ZRIRE . W, ZATH 5
22 iy LA R RS R IT SE e s 4T AT UG 36

B AER], RIS Ak rh LS B R ) 32 B IR A
17 N RGIRE I o

WEIRIRIA Y, ME N A [F 2 i AATE B
I 7 AR GIR A . AKEO B 52 FB R A
FKFEE AT MY, BB KSER AN, RIXHE
W B LS BN fs S MRk iE, 7R K-
B, MIERRHFBEERKEAR, XLEAF
H5EHMANBAEERAHERR . B2DKFZ M
B, BIZEATE TP B MR T2 MO S
PER R 4R s A . B3N AR F 2 SR E
b, BIAMARTE SO 1E Al B oAb A B FRE

AU B 27 (1) 6 i R B A NS 1 A B B AN
], A H AR AR R I HLARAE 7 AR A —
ANEEITH, BN AA T SR A ENLH] 2 it
TXNRHIfRE, HNBA XA AT AT IO, AT
9 = SCIN i A0 S R 458 %68 2R SR AT Dy TN (7 = A
RE TR M A EEAS NSRRI AE % Tl 25 FE A%
R SR RS LU 2 AL B b, NS A
E&, FRTRIRIE A A 45 i 22 1) TR A
BE, MR NARAR ML 7 — o0 L2 T SE i 2 Fr A
AT RE

TE W 2% 3 () 22 A HORE o rp, E 2R 2R o
TIREINAG G, JF HARHT 50 A BBl 2 R R
IR H IR O WK TL AR B (big five factors
model) 1190, B MAHIZ T (neuroticism) AR A] T
(extraversion). FFJi1% (openness). H A (agree-
ableness) fllL 7 1% (conscientiousness) 5> J7 I ik
N o IXBANRE I A ARSI AR 1R
2.3 WEZEREFHIABIHR

ATTRESE A T R 2% 7 (] 22 4 A AT
FAEL, WELFR. BFFAESR) 7 T 46 45 ) 22
P AT R R, BREERHTT . BORDT A

R 1 KEASBER

BRER HSIE
A X
R A2z 4 Jont 22 4

1 i
A R A A B
Shiant S AT
B 0 A
T AR 55k
Tt FARAE (A )
1T
LR T
HAM AR A5
FFBAM R A
BRI
Rt AN XTI K
I R




LIS

5 & 8

e
HE

i

42 %

PSRN SS

|
|
\ M%é@ﬁ%ﬁ%l |
|
|

HBHF | HARBI | BRI
| |
G IEPN S | N30 | RARIILT
| He G 71 |
I:‘> R HHE I:‘> ARG I 5
17095 bk
R 22147 K
| iy | A A
- BRI HE
Py M 5

BRI

|
|
R ||
|
|

P 1 P2 2 ] 22 2 v B ARSI S AE S

RN ER . 2. 275 prk, Ak RIS IETT
KRBT A7 gk 1 AR PR BT FERHE T-47 0 0T T2
Fofr, I e X 2 2 ) r R NAR IR 7 — SRR 2 P 4
AT 9H) . BEAh, SR 048 23 8] 22 4 A% BRR T
TR I NLAE W 28 23 18] o 5 2 AR AT N2 B
0 £ 23 1] 2 4 o NS AR 5C (IR BRI 78 3 ST A AR F
FOHIBEAL I, MAAR IR ZeMfegsthizii s 24
Biir BRSNS, R ICK S TR X — R
o P28 2% ) 22 A v NASHIE FE IR BOAR L — A 3
FE 24 RO TT . 22 A SRR ) 58 A1 22 A L g 2
3J51H,  H HRARTH M 4% 2 455 S

ASCHE GIRVT T ORI — R0, AR 2%
() 22 G0, X T NS I BORBIE 7E £ ZA 5 A
== N7 o8 o B G 0K ) VNI e o U B 0 L R
Mo A AU AR S BEAT HAl A AR R AT T
(RRE, 22 A 55 Mk 1 F2 9 /2 £ 57 A A 5 W 2% 2]
LRI TR, R SRR REAT M 2% 4
[ %2 4 NAS AT TR L ARt o X345 1
BORWF SO B 5%, SRR T Mg 2 ah A
IR FC A AR LA o

A B B AT NAS AT T Akt AR5 L
Ui S NEIN NS C R RS EE ST 3N
B, W HEEHT — RN, RIS S .
KR ER IR ERORE N LS, AR
P RBUBL R A . BRtE, — S84k T H S AU it 7
RPN € DRSS BUN =R & AU €
ML ERAT A SOAR AR SEAE B0 S gl
FUNAE S IR BIBERBOEA BT H 1, SEBgE Tt
Rk

N5 24 e g9 1 R FU 2 P 48 5 1R] 22 4 A
IRBT TR Lo 3K — 83 IBIE TE B AE 1 R 10 2% 2 1)
LA NAFIEIS LR E 2RI, DA% A 6] 2 44T
NN, IR R EsatE. B8O T

T, AT LA I 55 14 VA g Py 0 e 55 e A ke 3 M 55 12
JrTH o PN 55 14 2 BEATE 5T 2 23 9N SR I AR
520 F 22 AT s PSR a5 1 32 BT 7 A AE 2 3
Fo TR, AAK 2 ane] 52 ) A A T ff vk
A, B2 BRI IR e

XTSRRI e S Mag5 1, 7525t AH M
22 AP sking . — 7, EARYE ek RPARFA
PINFEZES, MTEST R 2 2 IRE L, Ash, Xt
T NG A 55 10 TR A S AR it
3 ANE

AR I B A B T A SR O A N B H 1
% EEMAMPTFLSRET, RYE L& RAR,
TR IE M NI & 77, DR X HEf 1
NKEHE . ge & 7 AR ER . B
&, BRONEEH TARMSL . HAh, B8
SRA K= AR KB 7770 A A K, X SE )T
FIRE SN CARNE . PIRIT N LR, ik
SIVEEEHE 5 A Z BRI, AT 22 57 S 25 A
TR A B T
3.1 fRGMER .
3.1.1 BFEEXR

F R 0202 — R WA 56, Bl il T
FIEANFEER TS H ST B2 XA KM
— R, X ] U DR A TR RS
R TV B 5 5 PR A2 B AR A AR
FE o B R R A HE A 45 R A 56 A0 25 A4 AL 5

AR5 R AN 38 R AR VR GRS I G . — A
BB N DU 56 A o P TR 2 e I R 24 G 1) 9 20 150
NG DR, 12200 56 LR A 4220 DL “ Bt
Tk )T, X 20 BRI A 5E O E B 14
W B, —ANANARES MO XA R IR
20%; WR—NFE; WE—MHNTN; BEK



12

R M WS R 2 A P I RS B TUERid 2831

HR-MNEREL: F%, —KmE, KR
FRAE R IR A R — R A e S A i T T8 e
%, JF BB B 50 B s, WA LA —
BB LLAT o 071, DB TR i [ 2 sk
B 5 )

SR AN 58 ) B8 gt ik o 5 TS B8 A R 1
R, BRI 2R ) B LIz LA A [ 7 ). H
FR 25 R A N DU i 2 97 SRR o A 5] 38 (EPQ)
B JE 753k 22 ARSI 56 (MMPT) A -R R 2R 16K 26\
M5 (16PF), LA HATE NRAT IR AR B R
(BFIMINEO). f£#% HBFI-44 K I A#& & E T,
R H # S — AR NSRRI Rk A, a0 5
L “Hog — MR o #OE FHEH1~50
v B S 52BN EBRE, fFafeE
1~51ZWE N, VRRAFFEALER, sARRARH .

HIRERIL S SR SR, ATERAETESR, M
BN 2 . e T30 A] Re sk = #ERI Y 5 38
IR, B R T DR T R A 2, i
BB PR E R R, B I, BERERTIA
Fe NA% I b 5 FH R 7
3.1.2 35T

P55 DN 56 22 0 — S R B A B SRR . e
RIS, B8 o 2 Bl S it — Fhir AL
(2 ORI, ERAATTRE R N Rk 3 & 2 1 A
Sy T RN TRV, At A Fe AR I TR HEAT
RHMEE, FEESEE CRAELNES. &
FE. FE Fl. WA LIEESIRIH K.

— AN A4 B I 6 2 19214 % 5 o K W 1Y
FIEMEE Y, FESRPEMIG T, W E ARG A
kSR Fr, SRR E R E R T4, H
AR T H 4. iAFSEAZ R KA
EAF AT F RIS BRI R, BT 7T AR A X L
JSRE 25 R A R ) N AR

Ty A A G DR P20 5 2 2 [ O B 2 5K
Murray fMorgenE 19354 Z il (1) 3= 44 45 o I 56
H 30K AL P T I B Fl— sk S A B v 4l . B
WNEZ AN, WA S, HEEKE 2D
=M. BREPREM—KE v, k3R
BB N Bl F o IR ER 2 2T [0 253X K
AR (1) BIRRAETHAE? (2) 9t A Bl
XMEEE? (3) BT I A IEEARA A7 (4) 5K
SR ERE? B R AL T, AR
MIRIEE, A2 H CROERHER 2, X Ff
LRIRZ RO o 383 53 B e 0 K 2 %o 2K A
BHEIfRRE, ] DLER 78 H A O UR AL 1) O BRARFAE

P55 0 R AE T AL B B R A6 1

OHFFFERIL R, BhSE TIPS Bk Z 2 W bR
TR, 58 1) 45 SR e DAAARE
3.2 KEIEMEE

& 40 N KD & 7 7% B SR B AE T RE AR R /S,
M LS GE v R RT3 A3 A R O s
EHT K o X TR B AT VAR L P
HOMEERIRIA N B, [F R A
X U Do 2% B A R ¢ v 1 5 B PR AR I S B S AR
R, BRI R OB A O 7 L P g i S
F P A CE R B AT ORI, R I, ST T
B AR FH P R B R IE AN, E R 730N
BT CRNEE . TR PI4s . T A B as MR
T NAERIE F 4R NHE 38 51
3.2.1 ETXAABTWAE TG E

VinciarellifiiMohammadi®#§ i, 7EiE 5 O
R, — DA TE S FiaE fE R AU
R THEARG S, FFFH2EgE . UK
NP ORI . K, S8 HaEs
RSO HTHA, I SCA A HEBT AR RR 5 )
INEWR R T AT RE.

FIHSCAR N ZE 5B A& I FRAE ZAERTR O &
TERE, X —J7 g B — AN T 2 FE 20054,
Argamon®E NPV H 4L 712004 224 Fridb 47 I s2 56 .
ZSEIRUAR T IR S R P S 12263/ 1800, K IX L
W SCHAE 73 AN B O R SRR, I
T EARASZERTE BRA,  DAR S e A R
TEERHE, B SR SCRE R E L S TR, 72
A1 e PR A 22 5 I PR AR AT 3RS R 2958 % 1)
#i% . Mairesse5F NP 78 1 bk S50 i) Hidhs 4
FF HAH 5 A v & T A LIWC(Linguistic Inquiry
and Word Count)®, ZEf% T 88/ MAlVLF4¢4iE,
FA SRR m) B LI 25049 21 B TR0 A5 B 7E 54 A& 4 o
o BIATIE E50% ~ 62% HIHER % .

MICAE AR Rk B, FIRIE 70 A8 5T
AR IR CEE — AR R E, X —RAR
7 T BEARIIAE AR B SR KR b T ) SOA
P T I FU B TR AN AR5 300 T 2 Y 286 4R
AL, RESCAREFEEAMEI 7 5/ERE, mHS
RPN N5 K& i vIsEoc, FILEE S
Ha] R B S 2 5 ARA KI1E B

Mo BE, — o E 0 SR AR RIS
WO THE TR, i E R, oA
HIRNC ST 2 geit, DGt B4R N SR .
LIWC @& AHs 3t v fe o i A R Gl oF & T R PT,
BT DL SCA AR 0 B, R O B AR
FIRE AT S0, PRSI 1B KRR S 1]



2832 B 7 5 F

2 %

42 %

RIEBAN AT PEHE . Ao, AR
W AfiE R LB, SchwartzZ NPSGk B E T
AF R HAE . n-gramfEiE . FEUE N SCARFHIE,
HHAPH 71X L SCARRE 5 A 2 8] A S FE B
AT T AT R

3.2.2 ETHRZMEHAZ ST E

FEAE 25 NI T 26 L E A E BIRE,
AT BIRER I EEIRAP, R A AR 4
AT NI AT — AN ERAR S &, R AR N 4%
3T NHE IR 5T A 22100421 H i 58 X 28 H A ] 28
B s, o LA RSB RE, HT o8
NS

FEAZ X 28 B e v s 2 FH T 0 A AR O B
B o N ) 22 2 5 R A A8 T 4% 1 e
H, WFRE — e g NS S MG HAT N2
IS FR, R 458 X 4% A B L ds i3 A7 42
i, IR X LG AR R, AL A AT AR
. Ross% NI F0 2 i R B A 22 45 33E 4T N
A AT BB T, AR 14 1 J7 AR B a3
facebook [ ff F & L& HE , 191 4o K A8 FH facebook
IR RATIVERESE, R S e A s
fiE, A TEATS KBNS Z B HIAE . BT
MEsr e AT R 2, HHS AN Z R
H, mMERANESEE 2 W AR5
by mR T E AN S FEA A & AR 9 D I
], IXSELERLE— R FUER 7 OANASARR 2 e
FEH P AEAZ 28 A8 S . Amichaifll Vinitzky
S NMEE T Ross 230747 7 ofilt, AERH MG
77 W B facebook 48 FH K4, T A2 HIUHL L 52 1Y
facebook# s, 192 7 5RossHIHEFCAH A )25 R,
It HAF B FIAH S TE IR 35 . Ligs NI A f fef
AR, T B SAEPREHE, FSREA
FHARKPERE. BAKREREES: I8 TS
I E) 3 51 5%, LG — BN 8] P 58 3 19 ) A 2R
S ES . FIHXBHRRHE, 455 SVMAIPace
BUAEVENZR NS TR . B Fe sl R, BT
AT A B A& TH R BRI R 52 s
FESVMAL R, TR AT XS 85 N 4 FE = (kA5 45
R K 2 RS B X 384 % ~92% ;s i fEPace H]
VAR R, S T RO AT N B NS TN &5 R 5 2 T
SR EESIPN SR ol GNP S e
0.48~0.54,

FIA, AT 2 I 25 R RO A T R A b
PIRETE . AAG 2 e — D A E RN
B, B2 kR0 RMAHME, 1,
Swickert %5 NSRRI 5 HR 3t 48 A A 4R 2 S5

WX 2% B AR 5 IEAH S . Friggeri®e N8P 21 b i B
T EIRA O AT S [ PR S A 5 A ) P T
KER, WHBABEESMARER D, (HE5-HE
IR TEAR; A R AT S A E
% SEMBONIAEL. MBI A A, FEH 2
RN A SRR Z A I B AW

HAF—1EMAE, A T HHATHEAS 2% () K 2
7, Kosinski® 42237 7 44 AmyPersonality!*
FITUH , FFszili4E T facebook H 7 M5 B LA KL A
MR, ZIUH 300 H AT BT 7 E8 o HE,
B % N A I # 3E T myPersonality £
85051
3.2.3 ETRmEEHENGE

FHZ M2 —FE, HEEFHL. TEREECE
ERABNATH S ARES, AMTH ST A2
B i A AN R 7 Sl sk Tk, 15 2w ik 4%
WAE AT A2 BT 1 B B R . Olguin il Gloor
LENPIRIH T F B SWE T 672 S 55 RIG. B
3. HWERA B SERHIE, @l gt A R A S
IXBCHEAE 2 [A] )R &R« Chittaranjan flBlom%§
NBSHUPUEREF AN X R, W T 1174 8K
F1TNH T HIE S, BF X e 5ix gl
B A Z AR R . StaianoflPianesiE AP
L B BETF LA B FEHCH F A A S REAE,
FH XSG REAEHE KT A
3.24 ETFAKEBSHAHAGE

ODHEZH AR, NMEES, SEEF BTN,
WARIA R K . Biel ¥ NPREE T Youtube
2 e s N TR S e S S R T S S i S -
SHIE, R T XEEE S5 AR KR,
SkowronZ NPT EL T Twitter fllInstagram i /1
N BT BRGNS R RS RFE, BFFT 7 I SRR AiE
AKX FR . Ferwerda® NP A 252
W PR AP RERE AT, B E T
112% Instagram 7 [ -, $2EL 7 HAHRGBH)
BUE S STHRE . MBS R, b T
X LLREAEFN N 2 [H] R OE R o
4 ABE5ZR£MRHEMN

Nz 2 ssvE AR IUAE AN, — 7T
TR IR IEIT N S BEIRNA—B0E R % 2
Megsth, 2ICEMBIRN IR E, MOy B
BT R BT NARLESG A, SERNEER
EEhBdr, iR B S TRPEBGEE, Joidkii ik
FARIORGE o« AR 2 X IX PRI TR IR . T FTRY)
RS S RTINS B 4



12

RS Mg A A NS A Sk 2833

4.1 ABERERAESSHE

T AR 2 aT AR B SRR Seid & 4t
RIS R S AL, BRI — B R P R Gk
EARY, BURBISEN I A, B vl Reid
FCCL VAT BOR B NG G GG, T A T B et
SR B KB . NZREI RS RIS LS
LA WIS B ATCRE 9 . XK R T
RIBIEGEARFE AN, EEH RN LA ST
ISR awslin)- Al TN k2 SO PN ke ]
P, ANMETZH P EAEN B &1 EZE R
#, HA S AL 2R R R JUE N2 4
TR, DRI 1) R A O A 5 22 A R TR ) 5%
o (HWHHFARINLZ 2T NS BIRZ AfFAEA—
;i FbE A EHE T 2R ST 8 — Rt
Frhk.
411 Z£EIR

N TG AE BN U, TER R BT AR
by ATAIZHANURI S B, e — S22 AU 1
T, #HATHEAN B2 eI EM . T
Zi AR, R IR S E— DA
SEHE AT NI E B, NS AZ B ERIR
EER, MOoMAHERBERIIAE S LZERTIRLZ
[ETk:R)i A

Warkentin flMcBridel F| H K AR BL S R
R NN RAE 22 2 SRR I S EAAEN R IR E R,
R T — VPR, 2R R . g
T PR R B R S AL B R — MR EE 1R, A
24 SRS T ST IR R NATTAR Y UM PE A (threat
apprasial), FX PPl (coping apprasial), &1 PF
ffi (sanction perspectives)iX 3477 11 £ [F] /E H 11 %

BRSO PP AG 2 48 AT BB IR, Bl
2NRRIINE, 73 AN B ™ B (threat severity)
I 573 1A% (threat vunlnerability). B ™ 5V
e NATTRE BB 7™ E A R T, 4 g ™ A R 22 5%
PRI 25000 s B 5 B AT T | 2
24 N B T A2 MU AT RE R PR 3 WA I T K
M EEES, BN B BE AR . N
XFVPAR 2 VAN A B AT A S B R B 77, = AT
XF B AR BERE B, B A 3 R R A )
ol BIRWRE (self-efficacy) MR RE
(response efficacy ) flx SAHT (response costs). H
AL BE TR AT B ORI A LR 3712 5E 71 0 J0
W, BIAMRFESAT I — AT A ERAE AT X B SRS AT
2K ESERAZAT S S B A& A A
M ELESZ, RSB RZ O E 7S ROMAL
REFR AT B R HF) A CR 3P PR AT 2 154 H 0
. — MR, ATREC— RT3 B A (E A
¥ NX—478h gk ek, M HIX Rl s b A AN
e AR, FRRRBEE R R PEAT BT AT
H PR AL 2 Bl e B T AR, R — B TR
BUCREA AT O B BReRS BB R 3P AT 9 A E T 0 3%
T PPAS B 45 785 1 ™ EL % (sanction severity ) R E 14
(sanction certainty) 771, #R &5 ATHANA
SRR 9 T A S5 B 0 25 17 1K) 7™ B P AR 0 38 P T o
P o 2R B R F 0 A B B F T T REVE ORI
sl TR BOE RN 22 AT NE R PEAT A o

ZHF TR R TS FR I B RR AT
FENFE RS I 3AN 77 T IRl T = AL S, AT 45
E PN S0 RN S S =R AR TP AESE S
R mEAVENRR B AR R, Bl

KENKE
| mAE | Rtk shite || wgm || TRt ]
JB VAl
Jal oy 7 A
b 5
37 %t 1A
H Rk VK] 26 222 4 e ik
% R RE TESFRA N ZE S

AL
| 5 |
| TE e |

| R | ///////;L/a

CPEZS U



2834 B 7 5

o

=]

2 %

42 %

INAR A IR <y 22 4 & . R ST M A B TR
IENEE, BTV TR, R sy 22 4
TS = RS Bk 1T A BT S i T O N B2
5y AT SRR, BIGREST 22 4 SR iS40 L Ak 2
BT, B TG NBE, 3857 224 5%
RS

FEH AR —LeRE T, Korzaan¥s NSO 2T
Fo A W2 A B FA R AR, R B
NAENFEXS T Ba AL ORI AR By o Uffen !
Breitner ™ i 7 1 88944 A I AR HE, Rt
i) 5 T PP R AL IR 22 el il g e )
TEH NG S 22BN MR, MR EE
NPEANBE 2 2B IR S . Brecht 58 A92@ g e 4k
2444 F PR B 44 W 28 R4 T s, Bk e A A A4
B A DRI R IR RE e, 15 3 & ph 22 BT N RS R OR3P
IR

XLERE LA R R 2 B RAA A MAE R
WHEE AET: e RIRMEIN SR80 FRA
2, B ANE RS B9 AT AT BE N s & )
ZAR)ITR] . Hl i WarkentinFlMcBride& A P9
I T AR 7 — AN AR 2 R (1) 2 A 5 IHE
28, SRS [R] B RS R PUE S RFDIIE . AN H
BT, B ISR AV 2 e RS IHE S A T R & i
B, AW IH]E VR BAR N 2
4.1.2 BRETA-HM

Shropshirefl Warkentin% A S 75 48 H
BB 4 B iR 5 22 g, SR
AR RIS IR, BRI E ST N S
AT R EA — B . EETXFEML AL, A
A B A& B R AR 22 2 IR 5 AT NAFE R A
—HURR, RS T A SRR AT SREBARY,
MBI . AATIAE 28 T BOR B 2 B A5 4,
IR FN A FE (perceived usefulness) FHJk
515 H M (perceived ease of use) LA K 20 23 57 F J&%
(perceived organization)54MA 22 4 E iR L A AAAE

EUNEINS

ATy

H4
H5

INVREIN

IEAH DG, DRI 22 4 B R PEAl o] DLIE i ax 347 (A
E NGl N R NN E A U2 i RN i s - A |
BRSO —BUE, NI R T — AN TR
i ARG L EERRAE, PPEEE4AE A AN
i ) 22 A S5 2, DA B 3 1 2 AT AT O
flie WAL RERY, ZeBHEREPIANRF, SR
T NBER S B AT NS BRI —EL

MABRG I sk, PN AR 24 B iR g s
BT R AL N RE S ML 24, HEL BB
AR, RIS RMZEE RS, HEHTA
MmN ST R —8E, R E SR
08 G 4 AU
4.2 NBSREHESEME

X T N5 22 A e 55 14 1) 53 — A B BRI Ui 2
NS HRFENEIFTERI R R 1X BL AP SR G 55 1 2 4
At TRZEREEY, B BbRA S BA BRIz

B, RS TAREIMATRSA AT DRI H AR OEELSS A,

b H bR — SR AT A RS 1 B2 Bk
Ho BB TARFIEER, M IER RS Ae
FEEAMEZE T, —Seit A Bl i AR B IR G =
HRZES, FERASFEIANMATR AR 22 B3 it

TENFE S R EMETI MR 7S, — &84 78 LA
to TREZ SO A B T, — R
FHPINFEEAE, FEH gl E IR s, Mg
PHATT B S At 17 100 (R SGE BEARAS o n oy BB ) 42
B RGO I I e R R T A
W B0 B R R B, N T A 2 52 e A AT T A HS ) B
T. PattinsonflJerram! 5 it 7 X Fhtt 2 TR
EESELG, ORI TR X — A 2 5 AN AT
B I s, PSRy, AR S MG
PR . IX— BT A A5 AT B AE
TR A — L F 3, R A a1 v o R
T A G AR AN, PR G AT R4 4 f AR
VEIE B o 5T N 003X — 25 SR8 PR AR A2
P E AR 22 S BE TR, S FINA BRI

PSRRI

A I

I8 oy

CEPN To7 SN torE S et



12

RS Mg A A NS A Sk 2835

EHERA AR AR . FAh, Darwish®s AO6%
TF T RS TR, RIE s AR E
KoM EH AR, SRTEAF—RASHEY
e, R E N NI S & B AN 5 5
AN~ T ER B AR IR AR S E R Enos%s
NS S A S Fn 5256 B 1126 4F T 1110044 #1k
FORIEAE G B AEIREE, it TR
SO, R I AR 2 5 I Lo B 2 ) A A Y fa
-, BIFFEN SR I (P AR A o P 28 T ) e P N R
ey 3 SRR, B TG LA
WA RIEE ). 2 )5, HaleviflMemon%i A%
SRR T AR S50 v, HAR B R RS 45 55
B 5K e T T AR A P 2, SR SO A
i, Blhn, R R ST 51 3 SR R I A
DU E 25 1) B A TR0 ABAT T A s g B i 12, SR AT TR
PURS R GERRY, RITMS 8 fln 4
FEIX 47 N2 [AAFAE IEAR 2R

AR (X S SRR 5 R AT LB Y, AAR S TE
— SRR AN AR B4 f R A A S sk, (HIX R Y
Wi PEAS [R) (P 98 R A R e 4 — . B T SEIR A
SRR A, — 75 T B BR R 2 AR — N A
WA HNRERE T VF 2 HEARARAE, AR R AR SR T

AR R IE A Lo o (R AR S R SR, AL
T2 35 BN HE ) B SR A o 8] v T TP T4
ARG E G, ATRES R EMAT AT AN LR
PREER:, (EAA I T AL SIS e
WA THER R AT o BeAh, BB P A 2=
S 2 RN AR AN F OB, R TR
HEINEE, METHORER AT REE S S #
P fler, (HRER DT AN IR
WA AT Re e i SR B PR TR . R, R
Fhgr TRE A S0 I TTVEIR I M 5 DS 55 PR 1R 5%
RHPRRHTEH, 2 I — AP R BT T4 R

AN, HLeR s S A O SOk, AR
MY T et AR . SCRR[69) ket DAAT £ £
MRS B0 R FE il il T g, Rt T —ANBAREA
B EAR N0 I G BT FUHESE, an &4 P
Ne BR—HERTHEHNMARR. 2BHER. KAA
R WG54T mAR, Kb ARER,
flinten] . RS, EANSEERBNE, ke
ANRIZKEER, MARRSLRFE R X R
PR BT ™= A M, T N 2 5 0 A A4 4 1
HS A PR S 152 e SCHR [70]48 Hi 4k 2 T2 2 = Bl i AL
i (authority). 7&K# 55— (commitmnet &

5 R
‘ - P % 4 THR
e T AIES e 2 {3 B 5 B PET4
P 2R T
| F 2 )
P51
R¥%
| Tz
— — S5
i P S
ShE I & S £
PN L i 2 O 13 0
Wl BB
B
— R
- EM
1 iz
e Pyt S
WL
HARZ R i 57 B ]
T AR KA
I
L e
- B — — AR
5 R A%
GR %

B 4 BURTUAKS B A% Lo 1 84 £ 5 SR PERIT FERE S0



2836 B 7 5 F

2 %

42 %

consistency). H 2 (reciprocity). #f(liking).
2:1\[Fl (social proof) A K H 6 (scarcity) 6™ J&5 M %
TEFIATHM. HHBY T KBNS W/ JR
W2 W RIHR R, TER T — e TR - A HE
28, wEbsHR. HhSELFoRE-RER & A
T 525 5y 52 B i Sk A8 1) 1 J LSS g S5 i A
FAB, RELRRIRIX — 4L L i 70 NREAS 5 52 156
R 0 JE U A A

M—esgIGrp ] LA, AR AT e 33
NFEZ BM o TREA YR, Mt REEE, sz
AR R . — BRI H W UK B AR A
1%, FIB RS A SR, EEXNTREAN
SNSRI & T I RN e A DO G A R R eyl
i, TR S T % . B 1 DASESS R Al oF
Rk, FAHRE WL 75 M RS T
PEARITTEAELY, A B R Y ARS S 0 o SROME 55 1R BE A
JoT B B Al

5 ARSREMHF

MEEATT I T LR H, A — e
BB NR 2 AR TR PARIR Bt
IS IE R R SR A RE 1T, — B NREFT R B 1
AN IS PERE Bt BRI, e BOE R 2 A
B . TEVHS NS A Mg SRy, iFRE
T2 AR R R E P T X
ANFE AR E AR R 22Nt R, o 2ETA
B 2 T E R B it
5.1 REEIRIIZ

HTARAEPANSEZ 2R R EAEER,

Wit #
BRI
BUR Wt
_$\\\\\\_ KENK
rre s p— @

I~ —

\/
e O
i /;
| wow ]®
U /
©
o O

Nd
Je

«-

\

B 5 g TR ARHEZE™

Rl 2 4 BRI R E e 4y B e BN 5 N Z 8] )
#Z5M . Warkentinfll Uebelacker®s A\ PY{#fF 5 A
IR BIEAF R TAES ST, nl DU A H% i e
AR 24 R B DownsZE N PRANAEST
MATEAT S BRI, B SR B R AT TR
H SRR B AR AT N R S, an S AATTRE
HIE R AR FE T B O s ik gy,
QI ASF N B 2 AR5 R A gE 8 3k — 2P 1 sE
i HAE, IXEEHH T A A AR B W] 2 1 e 2
R, XA R — P RIR .
5.2 FARRHH

bR 7R AE SN ZERIRZAIN, BEARTFEM
B dPATh AR R A B o TEXTHR TR, RS 785
NI ZER, BRKUOHEARMRAH. #linHalevid
NTOE R AEALAS P 2, AR P I NHE, HEEEAS
FRIBEFARE, BEORH P BaRL, BRxs -~ 44
B SR T R e o AE RN R SR A 1 B
9 A] DL AR T B R R A O B 55 5008 R 22 42
TR . fE4.27 T G 2582, By mMBAE I A 0T RE
SR NSRRI 2 g te, wanx s R otk
ANBERIE—NZI BB E S ORI, AR
ZUw. PRk, BEFCHEIF AR T — AT LAPEAS P A
IR AR AT I TR, ARYE P BN, R H R
WS G ok FH O BR 55 SRR . — HUOR B A
W, BRI A, RSN LS S R 4
S, B ERER T O TE E B R 2 AT,
WNZE ZHEEATE R, BEANEGNZFE
(1) 22 0T B 478 R R e, AT 3 = B AR B 47 1)
6 LRI

ARTTNF N A 100 2% 225 ) 22 4 UK AH R F T A
TS, B T NS ] 7 e MRS AR
M, SR T g A A 2 A ARSI FERIHESE, B
JER AR NS 2 fgrt. NM&E%epi
3T B AW T 7 A LA

B RAAEH AR ETT %, AMUEHESHAZ
W%, LT B S8 M 5 S (0 BN ROt R AT AL &
b, PRITIRST R, WmAEWwHES LB THENL
PHAEZ AR B E/ERE T, MH AT R 452
A AR R EGE HE AR (B R AE50% ~T0% 2
6], JF BB x 4 @ Hn R I ROR, 1B KR
B AL BE £ 90, 2 5 IS AT DLZk St
TR HER A ST . —J7 i, W AR
BRARNT, PlandoEplas I 50k, @arikdhaR
B ERRMERRA, ST, NGRE P
GRS, IRYE S ANSA R AL



12

R M WS R 2 A P I RS B TUERid

2837

WFIHLEIAAT L], SECEE TR AT AL, R
B SN RO A I TV

FAFERL, HETAAGR AN E T,
R I AR 7735 7T LAAE R 2 T AN s 1
B SRICHE AARAE o T IEAA SO iR 2, A M
AT RAME A —A> 22 4 i 95 1k 1) B 3R e el 3 B A A
ATt AR AR AL O — 1> E A REOR J M PA AR 97
AT~ A 2 B AT RIS AL, R EHEA
) — AN R

ARG SCERRBE, X AR 22 4l 95 1k f T
FKIAT TG BT, AT LR
b T A 4 2 ) 22 A ARG S PR 2RI, X
TSI VET =, FTRL T AR A AAR S 20T 24
EIREEE, B 2R IR 5T A8, X T
AIIAERSPE N TSt s, o
LY A N AR 53 e [0 25 T RR 2 Bk N o
HE, NTTE AT PR X PR = BV =R, B SR
E5 % NI/ B2 7 XA ) il DS o R e
WEFE R, T H AT 2 A g9 v RO R T 32 2
i R DA — L/ R (R SEUE AT 7T 9 JE il 3B —
A BT TR REGR IR HESE, X AR ORAH AT
R — A EET ]

WA £ 2% ) 22 4 vp B9 NS AT 5 B B8 I 8 D7
LA TEZ IR BT O7 VA BT T R,
EARIFAEZ MR, At — PR B, W
2% 25 ) 22 4 NAS T FT IR RN, Y [ R, 24 T 7T
P R A% G0 PR 20 B 5 15 A ST A AR Y
Bl SR BAT IR, XA )z A RE ) —
L TE B IR IE T RIS FG) 19X 245 2% 1) 152 3
St AL, — BT R SR A ) 22 4 rh ARSI FAE
SEIREE T IR, BR ) BOR VRl A AR KAk
file Bl ARAAT R GRS SC R BT RS B B AL 1R
TR ARG 73 BT R, 57 56 38 B VRO Fi hr ik
B, SEBL RS BRI 4 A A 24, R ET A
FRAIE 5 v 75 AR R SR A ] R

& E x|
[1] GIBSON W. Burning Chrome[M].

EOS/HarperCollins Publishers, 2003: 1-5.

o HMRIE, SO, KRR, . R S AR, R

= EARLE, 2015, 58(1): 1-43.

ZHANG Huanguo, HAN Wenbao, LAI Xuejia, et al. Survey

New York:

on cyberspace security[J]. Science China Information
Sciences, 2015, 58(1): 1-43.

[3] OTTIS R and LORENTS P. Cyberspace: Definition and
implications[C]. The 5th International Conference on
Information Warfare and Security, Dayton, 2010: 267.

4]  MITNICK K D and SIMON W L. The Art of Deception:

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[16]

[17]

Controlling the Human Element of Security[M].
Indianapolis: John Wiley & Sons, 2002: 1-10.

STEWART JR J H. Social engineering deception
susceptibility: Modification of personality traits susceptible
to social engineering manipulation to acquire information
through attack and exploitation[D]. [Ph. D. dissertation],
Colorado Technical University, 2015.

BULLER D B, BURGOON J K, BUSLIG A, et al. Testing
interpersonal deception theory: The Language of
interpersonal deception[J]. Communication Theory, 1996,
6(3): 268-289. doi: 10.1111/j.1468-2885.1996.tb00129.x.
DEPAULO B M, LINDSAY J J, MALONE B E, et al. Cues
to deception[J]. Psychological Bulletin, 2003, 129(1): 74-118.
doi: 10.1037/0033-2909.129.1.74.

IRANI D, BALDUZZI M, BALZAROTTI D, et al. Reverse
Social engineering attacks in online social networks[C]. The
8th International Conference on Detection of Intrusions and
Malware, and Vulnerability Assessment, Amsterdam, The
Netherlands, 2011: 55-74.

BURGER J M. Personality[M]. California: Thomson
Learning, 2007: 5-7.

P, om0 M) dbat LU RS R, 2012:
203-210.

PENG Danling. Common Psychology[M]. Beijing: Beijing
Normal University Press, 2012: 203-210.

ALMLUND M, DUCKWORTH A L, HECKMAN 1], et al
Personality psychology and economics[J]. Handbook of the
Economics of Education, 2011, 4: 1-181.

HOGAN R, JOHNSON J, and BRIGGS S R. Handbook of
Personality Psychology[M]. San Diego: Academic Press,
1997: 750-751.

GERRIG R J and ZIMBARDO P G. Psychology and
Life[M]. New York: Pearson, 2012.

GOLDBERG L R, JOHNSON J A, Eber H W, et al. The
international personality item pool and the future of public-
domain personality measures[J]. Journal of Research in
Personality, 2006, 40(1): 84-96. doi: 10.1016/j.jrp.2005.
08.007.

R, SRR, MR, S5 BT 2RSS ST ROR IR BT,
rp [ R 22 B K 22 24, 2018, 35(4): 550-560. doi: 10.7523/
j-1ssn.2095-6134.2018.04.019.

ZHENG Jinghua, GUO Shize, GAO Liang, et al. Microblog
users’ Big-Five personality prediction based on multi-task
learning[J]. Journal of University of Chinese Academy of
Sciences, 2018, 35(4): 550-560. doi: 10.7523/j.issn.2095-
6134.2018.04.019.

KOSINSKI M, BACHRACH Y, KOHLI P, et al.
Manifestations of user personality in website choice and
behaviour on online social networks[J]. Machine Learning,
2014, 95(3): 357-380. doi: 10.1007/s10994-013-5415-y.

HU Jian, ZENG Huajun, LI Hua, et al. Demographic


http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2885.1996.tb00129.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2885.1996.tb00129.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.129.1.74
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.129.1.74
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2005.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2005.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2005.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.7523/j.issn.2095-6134.2018.04.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.7523/j.issn.2095-6134.2018.04.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.7523/j.issn.2095-6134.2018.04.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.7523/j.issn.2095-6134.2018.04.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.7523/j.issn.2095-6134.2018.04.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10994-013-5415-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10994-013-5415-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2885.1996.tb00129.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2885.1996.tb00129.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.129.1.74
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.129.1.74
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2005.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2005.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jrp.2005.08.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.7523/j.issn.2095-6134.2018.04.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.7523/j.issn.2095-6134.2018.04.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.7523/j.issn.2095-6134.2018.04.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.7523/j.issn.2095-6134.2018.04.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.7523/j.issn.2095-6134.2018.04.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10994-013-5415-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10994-013-5415-y

2838 B 7 5 F

S 1 Ha2t

prediction based on user’s browsing behavior[C]. The 16th
International Conference on World Wide Web, Banff,
Canada, 2007: 151-160. doi: 10.1145/1242572.1242594.

[18] RENTFROW P J and GOSLING S D. The do re mi’s of
everyday life: The structure and personality correlates of
music preferences[J]. Journal of Personality and Social
Psychology, 2003, 84(6): 1236-1256. doi: 10.1037/0022-
3514.84.6.1236.

[19] XMHE, ZKa, Fait. OEMEEM]. dbat: NREE HR
£, 1999: 155-170.

ZHENG Richang, CAI Yonghong, and ZHOU Yiqun.
Psychological Testing[M]. Beijing: People Education Press,
1999: 155-170.

[20] GREGORY R J. Psychological Testing: History, Principles,
and Applications[M]. Beijing: Peking University Press, 2013:
25.

[21] KUHN M H and MCPARTLAND T S. An empirical
investigation of self-attitudes[J]. American Sociological
Review, 1954, 19(1): 68-76. doi: 10.2307/2088175.

[22] RAERD, ZRE, T, B PZE AL S AN NRERHE S AT R R [J).
ZEPR AR A2 BEERR, 2011, 39(5): 44-51.

ZHU Tingshao, LI Ang, NING Yue, et al. Individual
personality and its behavior in the cyber society[J]. Journal
of Lanzhou University: Social Sciences, 2011, 39(5): 44-51.

[23] WEINER I B. The Corsini Encyclopedia of Psychology[M].
4th ed. Hoboken: John Wiley & Sons, 2010.

[24) MORGAN C D and MURRAY H A. A method for
investigating fantasies: The thematic apperception test[J].
Archives of Neurology & Psychiatry, 1935, 34(2): 289-306.
doi: 10.1001/archneurpsyc.1935.02250200049005.

[25] MURRAY H A and DAN M A. Explorations in
personality[J]. Journal of Projective Techniques &
Personality Assessment, 1938(2): 283-285.

[26) MURRAY H A. Explorations in personality: A clinical and
experimental study of fifty men of college age[J]. American
Journal of Sociology, 1938, 4(4): 576-583.

[27] MCCRAE R R and WEISS A. Observer Ratings of
Personality[M]. ROBINS R W, FRALEY R C, and
KRUEGER R F. Handbook of Research Methods in
Personality Psychology. New York: The Guilford Press,
2007: 259-272.

[28] VINCIARELLI A and MOHAMMADI G. A survey of
personality computing[J]. IEEE Transactions on Affective
Computing, 2014, 5(3): 273-291. doi: 10.1109/TAFFC.
2014.2330816.

[29] ARGAMON S, DHAWLE S, KOPPEL M, et al. Lexical
predictors of personality type[C]. 2005 Joint Annual
Meeting of the Interface and the Classification Society of
North America, 2005.

[30] MAIRESSE F, WALKER M A, MEHL M R, et al. Using

31]

[32]

33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

linguistic cues for the automatic recognition of personality
in conversation and text[J]. Journal of Artificial Intelligence
Research, 2007, 30(1): 457-500. doi: 10.1613/jair.2349.
TAUSCZIK Y R and PENNEBAKER J W. The
psychological meaning of words: LIWC and computerized
text analysis methods[J]. Journal of Language and Social
Psychology, 2010, 29(1): 24-54. doi: 10.1177/0261927
x09351676.

OBERLANDER J and NOWSON S. Whose thumb is it
anyway?: Classifying author personality from weblog
text[C]. The COLING/ACL on Main Conference Poster
Sessions, Sydney, Australia, 2006: 627-634.

NOWSON S and OBERLANDER J. Identifying more
bloggers: Towards large scale personality classification of
personal weblogs[C]. The International Conference on
Weblogs and Social Media, Boulder, USA, 2007: 115-127.
MINAMIKAWA A and YOKOYAMA H. Blog tells what
kind of personality you have: Egogram estimation from
Japanese weblog[C]. 2011 ACM Conference on Computer
Supported Cooperative Work, Hangzhou, China, 2011:
217-220. doi: 10.1145/1958824.1958856.

MINAMIKAWA A and YOKOYAMA H. Personality
estimation based on Weblog text classification[C]. The 24th
International Conference on Industrial Engineering and
other Applications of Applied Intelligent Systems
Conference on Modern Approaches in Applied Intelligence,
Syracuse, USA, 2011: 89-97.

GILL A J, NOWSON S, and OBERLANDER J. What are
they blogging about? Personality, topic and motivation in
Blogs[C]. The 3rd International AAAI Conference on
Weblogs and Social Media, San Jose, USA, 2009: 18-25.
HAMBURGER Y A and BEN-ARTZI E. The relationship
between extraversion and neuroticism and the different uses
of the Internet[J]. Computers in Human Behavior, 2000,
16(4): 441-449. doi: 10.1016/S0747-5632(00)00017-0.

PARK G, SCHWARTZ H A, EICHSTAEDT J C, et al
Automatic personality assessment through social media
language[J]. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,
2015, 108(6): 934-952. doi: 10.1037/pspp0000020.

WEI Xiangyu, XU Guangquan, WANG Hao, et al. Sensing
users’ emotional intelligence in social networks[J]. IEEE
Transactions on Computational Social Systems, 2020, 7(1):
103-112. doi: 10.1109/TCSS.2019.2944687.

LUYCKX K and DAELEMANS W. Using syntactic
features to predict author personality from text[C]. Digital
Humanities 2008, Oulu, Finland, 2008: 146-149.

MAO Yu, ZHANG Dongmei, WU Chunhua, et al. Feature
analysis and optimisation for computational personality
recognition[C]. The IEEE 4th International Conference on
Computer and Communications (ICCC), Chengdu, China,


10.1145/1242572.1242594
10.1145/1242572.1242594
10.1145/1242572.1242594
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.84.6.1236
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.84.6.1236
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.84.6.1236
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2088175
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2088175
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archneurpsyc.1935.02250200049005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archneurpsyc.1935.02250200049005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAFFC.2014.2330816
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAFFC.2014.2330816
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAFFC.2014.2330816
http://dx.doi.org/10.1613/jair.2349
http://dx.doi.org/10.1613/jair.2349
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0261927x09351676
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0261927x09351676
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0261927x09351676
10.1145/1958824.1958856
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0747-5632(00)00017-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0747-5632(00)00017-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/pspp0000020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/pspp0000020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TCSS.2019.2944687
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TCSS.2019.2944687
10.1145/1242572.1242594
10.1145/1242572.1242594
10.1145/1242572.1242594
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.84.6.1236
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.84.6.1236
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.84.6.1236
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2088175
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2088175
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archneurpsyc.1935.02250200049005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archneurpsyc.1935.02250200049005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAFFC.2014.2330816
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAFFC.2014.2330816
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TAFFC.2014.2330816
http://dx.doi.org/10.1613/jair.2349
http://dx.doi.org/10.1613/jair.2349
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0261927x09351676
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0261927x09351676
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0261927x09351676
10.1145/1958824.1958856
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0747-5632(00)00017-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0747-5632(00)00017-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/pspp0000020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/pspp0000020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TCSS.2019.2944687
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TCSS.2019.2944687

12

R M WS R 2 A P I RS B TUERid

2839

[42]

(43]

[44]

(45]

[46]

[47]

(48]

(49]

[50]

[51]

[53]

2018: 2410-2414, doi: 10.1109/CompComm.2018.8780801.
WOLFRADT U and DOLL J. Motives of adolescents to use
the Internet as a function of personality traits, personal and
social factors[J]. Journal of Educational Computing
Research, 2001, 24(1): 13-27. doi: 10.2190/ANPM-LN97-
AUT2-D2EJ.

ROSS C, ORR E S, SISIC M, et al. Personality and
motivations associated with Facebook use[J]. Computers in
Human Behavior, 2009, 25(2): 578-586. doi: 10.1016/j.chb.
2008.12.024.

AMICHAI-HAMBURGER Y and VINITZKY G. Social
network use and personality[J]. Computers in Human
Behavior, 2010, 26(6): 1289-1295. doi: 10.1016/j.chb.
2010.03.018.

LI Lin, LI Ang, HAO Bibo, et al. Predicting active users’
personality based on micro-Blogging behaviors[J]. PLoS
One, 2014, 9(1): €84997. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0084997.
SWICKERT R J, ROSENTRETER C J, HITTNER J B, et
al. Extraversion, social support processes, and stress[J].
Personality and Individual Differences, 2002, 32(5):
877-891. doi: 10.1016/s0191-8869(01)00093-9.

FRIGGERI A, LAMBIOTTE R, KOSINSKI M, et al
Psychological aspects of social communities[C]. 2012
International Conference on Privacy, Security, Risk and
Trust and 2012 International Conference on Social
Computing, Amsterdam, Netherlands, 2012: 195-202. doi:
10.1109/Social Com-PASSAT.2012.104.

LAMBIOTTE R and KOSINSKI M. Tracking the digital
footprints of personality[J]. Proceedings of the IEEE, 2014,
102(12): 1934-1939. doi: 10.1109/JPROC.2014.2359054.
University of Cambridge. MyPersonality project{EB/OL].
http://mypersonality.org/wiki/doku.php, 2010.

RIFE S C, CATE K L, KOSINSKI M, et al. Participant
recruitment and data collection through Facebook: The role
of personality factors[J]. International Journal of Social
Research Methodology, 2016, 19(1): 69-83. doi: 10.1080/
13645579.2014.957069.

KOSINSKI M, STILLWELL D, and GRAEPEL T. Private
traits and attributes are predictable from digital records of
human behavior[J]. Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences of the United States of America, 2013, 110(15):
5802-5805. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1218772110.

OLGUIN D O, GLOOR P A, and PENTLAND A.
Capturing individual and group behavior with wearable
sensors[C].
Behavior Modeling, Stanford, USA, 2009: 68-74.
CHITTARANJAN G, BLOM J, and GATICA-PEREZ D.
Who’s who with big-five: Analyzing and classifying

2009 AAAI Spring Symposium on Human

personality traits with smartphones[C]. The 15th Annual

International Symposium on Wearable Computers, San

[54]

[55]

[57]

[58]

[59]

[60]

[61]

[62]

[63]

[64]

Francisco, USA, 2011: 29-36. doi: 10.1109/ISWC.2011.29.
CHITTARANJAN G, BLOOM J, and GATICA-PEREZ D.
Mining large-scale smartphone data for personality
studies[J]. Personal and Ubiquitous Computing, 2013, 17(3):
433-450. doi: 10.1007/s00779-011-0490-1.

STAIANO J, LEPRI B, AHARONY N, et al. Friends don’t
lie: Inferring personality traits from social network
structure[C]. 2012 ACM Conference on Ubiquitous
Computing, Pennsylvania, USA, 2012: 321-330. doi:
10.1145/2370216.2370266.

BIEL J I, TEIJEIRO-MOSQUERA L, and GATICA-
PEREZ D. FaceTube: Predicting personality from facial
expressions of emotion in online conversational video[C].
The 14th ACM international conference on Multimodal
Interaction, Santa Monica, USA, 2012: 53-56. doi: 10.1145/
2388676.2388689.

SKOWRON M, TKALCIC M, FERWERDA B, et al.
Fusing social media cues: Personality prediction from
twitter and instagram[C]. The 25th International
Conference Companion on World Wide Web, Montréal
Québec, Canada, 2016: 107-108. doi: 10.1145/2872518.
2889368.

FERWERDA B, SCHEDL M, and TKALCIC M. Using
instagram picture features to predict users’ personality[C].
The 22nd International Conference on Multimedia
Modeling, Miami, USA, 2016: 850-861. doi: 10.1007/978-3-
319-27671-7_T71.

WARKENTIN M, MCBRIDE M, CARTER L, et al. The
role of individual characteristics on insider abuse
intentions[C]. The 18th Americas Conference on Information
Systems, Seattle, USA, 2012: 4833-4842.

KORZAAN M L and BOSWELL K T. The influence of
personality traits and information privacy concerns on
behavioral intentions[J]. Journal of Computer Information
Systems, 2008, 48(4): 15-24.

UFFEN J and BREITNER M H. Management of technical
security measures: An empirical examination of personality
traits and behavioral intentions[C]. The 46th Hawaii
International Conference on System Sciences, Wailea, USA,
2013: 4551-4560. doi: 10.1109/HICSS.2013.388.

BRECHT F, FABIAN B, KUNZ S, et al. Communication
anonymizers: Personality, internet privacy literacy and their
influence on technology acceptance[C]. The 20th European
Conference on Information Systems, Barcelona, Spain, 2012:
214.

SHROPSHIRE J, WARKENTIN M, and SHARMA S.
Personality, attitudes, and intentions: Predicting initial
adoption of information security behavior[J]. Computers &
Security, 2015, 49: 177-191. doi: 10.1016/j.cose.2015.01.002.
MODIC D and LEA S E G. How neurotic are scam victims,


10.1109/CompComm.2018.8780801
10.1109/CompComm.2018.8780801
10.1109/CompComm.2018.8780801
http://dx.doi.org/10.2190/ANPM-LN97-AUT2-D2EJ
http://dx.doi.org/10.2190/ANPM-LN97-AUT2-D2EJ
http://dx.doi.org/10.2190/ANPM-LN97-AUT2-D2EJ
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2008.12.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2008.12.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2008.12.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2010.03.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2010.03.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2010.03.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0084997
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0084997
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0191-8869(01)00093-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0191-8869(01)00093-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JPROC.2014.2359054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JPROC.2014.2359054
http://mypersonality.org/wiki/doku.php
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13645579.2014.957069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13645579.2014.957069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13645579.2014.957069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1218772110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1218772110
10.1109/ISWC.2011.29
10.1109/ISWC.2011.29
10.1109/ISWC.2011.29
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00779-011-0490-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00779-011-0490-1
10.1145/2370216.2370266
10.1145/2388676.2388689
10.1145/2388676.2388689
10.1145/2872518.2889368
10.1145/2872518.2889368
10.1007/978-3-319-27671-7_71
10.1007/978-3-319-27671-7_71
10.1109/HICSS.2013.388
10.1109/HICSS.2013.388
10.1109/HICSS.2013.388
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cose.2015.01.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cose.2015.01.002
10.1109/CompComm.2018.8780801
10.1109/CompComm.2018.8780801
10.1109/CompComm.2018.8780801
http://dx.doi.org/10.2190/ANPM-LN97-AUT2-D2EJ
http://dx.doi.org/10.2190/ANPM-LN97-AUT2-D2EJ
http://dx.doi.org/10.2190/ANPM-LN97-AUT2-D2EJ
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2008.12.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2008.12.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2008.12.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2010.03.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2010.03.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chb.2010.03.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0084997
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0084997
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0191-8869(01)00093-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0191-8869(01)00093-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JPROC.2014.2359054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/JPROC.2014.2359054
http://mypersonality.org/wiki/doku.php
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13645579.2014.957069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13645579.2014.957069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13645579.2014.957069
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1218772110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1218772110
10.1109/ISWC.2011.29
10.1109/ISWC.2011.29
10.1109/ISWC.2011.29
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00779-011-0490-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00779-011-0490-1
10.1145/2370216.2370266
10.1145/2388676.2388689
10.1145/2388676.2388689
10.1145/2872518.2889368
10.1145/2872518.2889368
10.1007/978-3-319-27671-7_71
10.1007/978-3-319-27671-7_71
10.1109/HICSS.2013.388
10.1109/HICSS.2013.388
10.1109/HICSS.2013.388
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cose.2015.01.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cose.2015.01.002

2840 B 7 5 F

S 1 Ha2t

really? The Big Five and internet scams[EB/OL].
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract id=2448
130, 2014.

[65] PATTINSON M, JERRAM C, PARSONS K, et al. Why do
some people manage phishing e-mails better than others?[J].
Information Management & Computer Security, 2012, 20(1):
18-28. doi: 10.1108/09685221211219173.

[66) DARWISH A, EL ZARKA A, and ALOUL F. Towards
understanding phishing victims’ profile[C]. 2012
International Conference on Computer Systems and
Industrial Informatics, Sharjah, United Arab Emirates,
2012: 1-5. doi: 10.1109/ICCSIIL.2012.6454454.

[67] ENOS F, BENUS S, CAUTIN R L, et al. Personality
factors in human deception detection: Comparing human to
machine performance[C]. The 9th International Conference
on Spoken Language Processing, Pittsburgh, USA, 2006:
813-816.

[68] HALEVI T, LEWIS J, and MEMON N. Phishing,
personality traits and facebook[J]. 2013, arXiv: 1301.7643.

[69] PARRISH JR J L, BAILEY J L, and COURTNEY J F. A
personality based model for determining susceptibility to
phishing attacks[R]. University of Arkansas at Little Rock
Technique Report, Arkansas, USA, 2009: 285-296.

[70] CHO J H, CAM H, and OLTRAMARI A. Effect of
personality traits on trust and risk to phishing vulnerability:
Modeling and analysis[C]. 2016 IEEE International Multi-
disciplinary Conference on Cognitive Methods in Situation
Awareness and Decision Support (CogSIMA), San Diego,
USA, 2016: 7-13. doi: 10.1109/COGSIMA.2016.7497779.

[71] JENSEN-CAMPBELL L A, KNACK J M, and GOMEZ H
L. The psychology of nice people[J]. Social and Personality
Psychology Compass, 2010, 4(11): 1042-1056. doi: 10.1111/
j.1751-9004.2010.00307 .x.

[72] JOHN O P, NAUMANN L P, and Soto C J. Paradigm Shift
to the Integrative Big Five Trait Taxonomy: History,
Measurement and Conceptual Issues[M]. JOHN O P,

(73]

[74]

[75]

[76]

[77]

=1

R

A
R
FIRCAESH
FF548:
AR

ROBINS R W, and PERVIN L A. Handbook of Personality:
Theory and Research. 3rd ed. New York, NY: Guilford,
2008.

CROSSLER R E, JOHNSTON A C, LOWRY P B, et al.
Future directions for behavioral information security
research[J]. Computers & Security, 2013, 32: 90-101. doi:
10.1016/j.cose.2012.09.010.

PFLEEGER S L, PREDD J B, HUNKER J, et al. Insiders
behaving badly: Addressing bad actors and their actions[J].
IEEE Transactions on Information Forensics and Security,
2010, 5(1): 169-179. doi: 10.1109/TTFS.2009.2039591.
DOWNS J S, HOLBROOK M, and CRANOR L F.
Behavioral response to phishing risk[C]. The Anti-Phishing
Working Groups 2nd annual eCrime Researchers Summit,
Pittsburgh, USA, 2007: 37-44. doi: 10.1145/1299015.
1299019.

HALEVI T, LEWIS J, and MEMON N. A pilot study of
cyber security and privacy related behavior and personality
traits[C]. The 22nd International Conference on World
Wide Web, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, 2013: 737-744. doi:
10.1145/2487788.2488034.

TER I, SRR, e F T2 0 R AR Y ) o B B R AT R
F[J]. BT 5{E R, 2020, 42(1): 74-88. doi: 10.11999/
JEIT190632.

FENG Dengguo, ZHANG Min, and YE Yutong. Research
on differentially private trajectory data publishing[J].
Journal of Electronics & Information Technology, 2020,
42(1): 74-88. doi: 10.11999/JEIT190632.

s 199264, TliAE, WRRITm M A, e TR
. 19754EA, %, WLASIE, BT oML g4
19794, YHM, BRI AT R, M2 4.
s 1979, YHIm, BRI AN TR e M2k 4.
, 199544, BILAR, WL N4 4.

o % e

TS &K


https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2448130
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2448130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/09685221211219173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/09685221211219173
10.1109/ICCSII.2012.6454454
10.1109/COGSIMA.2016.7497779
10.1109/COGSIMA.2016.7497779
10.1109/COGSIMA.2016.7497779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-9004.2010.00307.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-9004.2010.00307.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-9004.2010.00307.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cose.2012.09.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TIFS.2009.2039591
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TIFS.2009.2039591
10.1145/1299015.1299019
10.1145/1299015.1299019
10.1145/2487788.2488034
http://dx.doi.org/10.11999/JEIT190632
http://dx.doi.org/10.11999/JEIT190632
http://dx.doi.org/10.11999/JEIT190632
http://dx.doi.org/10.11999/JEIT190632
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2448130
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2448130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/09685221211219173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/09685221211219173
10.1109/ICCSII.2012.6454454
10.1109/COGSIMA.2016.7497779
10.1109/COGSIMA.2016.7497779
10.1109/COGSIMA.2016.7497779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-9004.2010.00307.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-9004.2010.00307.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-9004.2010.00307.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cose.2012.09.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TIFS.2009.2039591
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TIFS.2009.2039591
10.1145/1299015.1299019
10.1145/1299015.1299019
10.1145/2487788.2488034
http://dx.doi.org/10.11999/JEIT190632
http://dx.doi.org/10.11999/JEIT190632
http://dx.doi.org/10.11999/JEIT190632
http://dx.doi.org/10.11999/JEIT190632
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2448130
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=2448130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/09685221211219173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/09685221211219173
10.1109/ICCSII.2012.6454454
10.1109/COGSIMA.2016.7497779
10.1109/COGSIMA.2016.7497779
10.1109/COGSIMA.2016.7497779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-9004.2010.00307.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-9004.2010.00307.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1751-9004.2010.00307.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cose.2012.09.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TIFS.2009.2039591
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TIFS.2009.2039591
10.1145/1299015.1299019
10.1145/1299015.1299019
10.1145/2487788.2488034
http://dx.doi.org/10.11999/JEIT190632
http://dx.doi.org/10.11999/JEIT190632
http://dx.doi.org/10.11999/JEIT190632
http://dx.doi.org/10.11999/JEIT190632

