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Based on the article, Social Media Brand Engagement in the Context of Collaborative Consumption: The Case
of AIRBNB (2020), Schivinsku, Langaro, Fernandes & Guzman, answer the following questions.

You are not required to read the whole paper during the exam hours. The purpose of the exam is to test (1)
your ability of rephrasing others’ ideas. (2) Your ability to connect the theoretical concepts in journals with
your pragmatic local experience to develop a model. (3) Your ability to apply theory to managerial strategy
and the real world.

(1) Your ability of paraphrasing others’ ideas. (40%)
Please Note: Do not copy the original content. If you do so, it will be considered as
plagiarism and your will fail the exam.
Paraphrasing “The Effect of Brand Image on Consumers’ Online Brand-Related Activities (COBRAs).” Use
your own words to describe the main content and hypotheses development arguments of H1and H2.

(2) Your ability to connect the theoretical concepts in journals with your pragmatic local experience to
develop a model. (30%) '
In the above “The Effect of Brand Image on Consumers’ Online Brand-Related Activities (COBRAs)"
section, what are the dependent variables in H1 and H2? What are the independent variables?
Based on your personal experience or your observation/understanding of related shared
accommadations in tourism in Taiwan, what other factors that might influence collaborative brand
engagement can be modeled?

(3) Your ability to apply theory to managerial strategy and the real world. (30%)
Referring to “Managerial Implications,” what would you do as a business owner in tourism in Taiwan?

What would you do as a consumers of tourism?




" BTLAREAES 110 B4R PR A S R
S BT - BB T AT

EZEBE - ShRETHAE

E2H #1838 H

S EHT 0203 0 IR 1 3

Journal of Brand Management (2020) 27:645-661
httpsy/doi.org/10.1057/541262-020-00207-5

ORIGINAL ARTICLE

5

Social media brand engagement in the context of collaborative
consumption: the case of AIRBNB

Bruno Schivinski' & - Daniela Langaro? - Teresa Fernandes® - Francisco Guzman®

Reviset:; 19 June 2019 / Published online: 5 September 2020
© Springer Nature Limitad 2020

Abstract
This study focuses on social media brand engagement in the context of shared and collaborative consumption businesses,
a novel trend in the hospitality industry. By drawing on the concept of brands being defined collectively through an assem-
blaﬂe of hetemgnnous human and nonhuman actors, and focusing on the brand Airbnb—a peer-to-peer online platform for
pping, and lending accommodations—the current study examines how consumers’ perceptions of Airbnb brand
equity med.latr. the reiauonshlp between functional and hedonic brand image and social media behavioral engagement in
terms of consumption, contribution, and creation of brand-relatéd content (COBRAs). Results discriminate between direct
and indirect effects. Findings reveal that hedonic brand image directly influences behavioral engagement on social media,
whereas brand equity fully mediates the relationship between functional brand image and COBRAs. Implications for theory
and practice related to shared or collaborative consumption platforms in the hospitality industry are discussed and sugges-
tions for future studies are presented. This research paper provides conceptual and theoretical clarity on issues such as how
consumers’ brand perceptions influence their behavioral engagement on social media.

Keywords Functional brand image - Hedonic brand image - Overall brand equity - Consumer brand engagement -

COBRAs - AIRBNB

Introduction

The rise of social media and mobile apps, as well as the increased
reliance on e-commerce systems, has facilitated the sharing of
goods and services (Lu and Kandampully 2016), privileging
access over ownership (Hamari et al. 2016). As a consequence,
during the past decade, shared or collaborative consumption
practices have gained widespread popularity, with more than
two-thirds of consumers worldwide willing to engage in such
activities (Lin and Mattila 2017) and revenues being expected to
reach $335 billion by 2025 (PwC Global 2015). The concept of
shared or collaborative consumption implies that access to goods
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and services is among peers, with exchanges being coordinated
through community-based online services (Hamari et al. 2016).
Just as Uber has shaken up the traditional taxi industry (Varma
etal. 2016), the enthusiasm with this business format has strongly
influenced the hospitality industry, with a growing number of
peer-to-peer renting, swapping, lending and accommodation ser-
vices such as Airbnb, VRBO, HomeAway, Flipkey, Homestay,
among numerous other startups, revolutionizing the traditional
accommodation sector (Sigala 2017, Guitentag et al. 2018; Lee
and Kim 2018a). Among these, Airbnb is the most salient brand
and the benchmark company in its particular domain (Tussyadiah
and Pesonen 2016; Chen and Xie 2017; Moon et al. 2019), gen-
erating a revenue of more than $25 billion yearly, baving over 6
million users, and exceeding the yearly revenue of hotel chains,
such as Marriott and Hilton (Lalicic and Weismayer 2018). Dif-
ferently from the traditional accommodation sector, peer-to-peer’
accommodation brands rely heavily on the engagement of users
on social media in their marketing and branding strategies (Moon
et al. 2019). This study thus explores, in the context of shared and
collaborative consumption businesses, how core impressions and
perceptions of brands influence consumers” behavior regarding
brand engagement on social media.
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Brands are defined collectively through an assemblage of

s hrnan and nonk actors (Price and Coulrer
20199, as individuals expect to highly engage and interact with
the brands they consume (Veloutsou and Black 2019; Harmel-
ing et al. 2017}, Brand-consumer interactions are essential 1o
the consumer experience (Brakus et al. 2008}, and consumer
experience is critical in the assemblage of brand meanings
(Price and Coulter 2019). The co-creation of brand experiences
is particularly relevant in the tourism industry (Fan et al. 2020)
and it is facilitated by social media (Ramaswamy and Ozcan
2016). Social media also plays a significant role in the develop-
ment and growth of shared and collaborative consumption busi-
ness models, allowing the co-creation of tourism experiences
(Ha and Lee 2018, Filieri et al. 2019) through peer-to-peer com-
munications, campaigns around storytelling, and brand narra-
tives based on people’s real stories and testimonials (Liu and
Mattila 2017; Lu and Kandampully 2016). These experiences
connect individuals to the brand and to other consumers who
engage with the brand online (Harrigan et al. 2018). Recently,
scholars have outlined an excellent opportunity for develop-
ing new research on how brand co-creation occurs in shared
and eollaborative ption t models (S
2019; Swaminathan et al. 2020; Lee and Kim 20182). This is of
eritical relevance for the hospitality industey in general and for
Airbob type of platforms in particular, as these rely on premises
of trust among strangers with brand robustness being socially
co-creaied (Lee and Kim 2018b; 2018a), In cther words, con-
sumers’ previous anitudes about peer-to-pesr accommeodation
services and similar type platforms are being evermore sccially
co-created.

Given that there is a range of open questicns raised by
the growth of the sharing economy (Sundararajan 2019) and
that the academic literature related to social media in tour-
ism is still in its infancy (Fernandes and Fernandes 2018;
Garrido-Moreno et al. 2018; Filieri et al. 2019), hospitality
managers have received little scholarly guidance on how to
incorporate social media in their brand strategies (Hudson
et al. 2015; Moon et al. 2019), with the effects of brand-
ing on markating variables related to social media, such as
CBE, remaining largely unexplored (Liu and Mattila 2017).
Although an increasing number of travel organizations are
embracing social media, and its role in developing CBE in
a tourism context is recognized, there is still a dearth of
research on the topic, particularly when it comes 10 the lim-
ited, mainly qualitative studies, on shared and collaborative
consumption business models (Liang et al. 2018). A few,
notable exceptions include Harrigan et al.’s (2017, 2018)
studies on engagement with tourism social media sites such
as TripAdvisor, Expedia, and Priceline, where the authors
validate previous multidimensional CBE scales (So et al.
2014) in an online tourism context. Regarding technological
advances, the new business model of peer-to-peer renting,

and that brands are shifting away from firm ownership to
shared pwnership, scholars have recently requested branding
research from the shared economy perspective for a mors
holistic understanding of the phenomenon (Sundararajan
2019; Swaminathan et al. 2020; Lee and Kim 2018a).

The current study contributes to the litsrature in the field of
hospitality branding in terms of shared or collaborative con-
sumption and its relationship with branding and social media.
A topic of high importance to drive knowledge and guide
informed ial practices (Sundararajan 2019; Swami-

" nathan et al, 2020}, since the presence of brands on social

media are increasingly becoming a complex phenomenon
in which value, image, and equity are co-created in through
relationships and interactions among all stakeholders, includ-
ing eonsumers (Hutter et 2. 2013; Ind et 2l. 2020, Price and
Coulter 2019; Kennedy and Guzmén 2016). More specifi-
cally, the current study draws on the concept of brands being
shaped collectively through heterogonous human and nonhu-
man actors to explore the ecosystem within which CBE takes
place on social media, by means of investigating the influence
of brand image (both functional and hedonic) and the medi-
ating role of brand equity on metivating users to consume,
contribute and create brand-related content on social media
{Muntinga et al. 201 1: Schivinski and Dabrowski 2016).

Literature reviaw

Businesses in general and tourism service providers in par-
ticular, are currently exploring how to manage social media
to engage their customers (Litvin et al. 2018), due to its posi-
tive effects on customer relationships and branding, combined
with the scarce amount of existing research (Schivinski 2019).
The following sections review the studies on CBE, presenting
its behavioral component and nomological structure.

Social madia ©
a behavioral approach

brand engag t

Many different definitions and conceptualizations of con-
sumer brand engagement have been published in the
scholarly literature. While certain conceptualizations of
engagement focus on its multidimensional nature (Obilo
et al. 2020), others have defined it with reference to spe-
cific activities or behavioral patterns (Schivinski
eral. 2016; Muntinga et al, 2011). As such, van Doorn et al.
(2010} define engagement as “customers’ behavioral mani-
festations toward a brand or firm, beyond purchase, resniting
from motivational drivers” (p. 254).

The behavioral interpretation of CBE is used as a basis
for the analysis presented further in this paper, with the
pattern and type of brand-related activities that users get
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involved within social media (e.g., liking, commenting, post-
ing media) being used as a proxy for engagement (Barger
et al. 2016; Schivinski 2019). While exploring the behav-
ioral perspective of CBE in social media, Muntinga et al
(2011) introduced the concept of COBRAs (Consumers’
Online Brand-Related Activities), which classifies social
media behaviors into three usage types, reflecting “a set of
brand-related online activities on the part of the consumer
that vary in the degree to which the consumer interacts with
social media and engages in the consumption, contribution,
and creation of media content” (Schivinski et al 2016, p.
66). COBRAs consist of hierarchical dimensions hence,
consumption, contribution, and creation. The three dimen-
sions relate to consumers gradually interacting with brands
on social media, from lower levels (passive interaction) to
higher levels (active interaction) of engagement (Schivinski
et al 2016; Muntinga et al 2011).

In terms of passive interaction, the consumption dimen-
sion covers brand-related activities such as viewing/watch-
ing posts, clicking on content, or reading content other con-
sumers post, without active participation (Schivinski et al
2016). The contribution dimension is the mid-level behavio-
ral engagement, which encomp i ions with other
consumers or the brand. Such activities include liking and
endorsing brand-related content, commenting, sharing, and
reposting content (Schivinski et al 2016). Finally, the crea-
tion dimension, covers a higher level of behavioral activities
such as co-developing, producing and publishing new brand-
related content on social media. Creation activities include
writing and posting reviews, uploading photos/selfies using
the brand, and initiating hashtags (Schivinski et al 2016;
Stathopoulou et al 2017). COBRAs importance is height-
ened when consumers expect to engage and interact with
the brands they consume (Harmeling et al 2017; Veloutsou
and Black 2019) and in a time that brands are defined col-
lectively (Price and Coulter 2019).

In the context of the tourism industry and, within that, in the
perspective of shared or collaborative consumption, COBRAs
occupy a strategic role as social media has changed not only
how organizations communicate with customers (Michopou-
lou and Moisa 2019), but also how customers organize their
decisions while planning their trips. In that sense, social media
has become one of the main credible sources of information for
tourists, who prefer to collect information about their destina-
tions from their online peers instead of traditional sources (¢.g.,
travel agents or mass media advertising), given peer-to-peer
independency, relevance and credibility (Lu and Stepchenk

sites such as TripAdvisor represent an important part of peer
consumer opinions available online and became the ultimate
source, where information can be gathered, reviews posted,
and complaints heard (Fernandes and Fernandes 2018) to
be later broadcast for the benefit of other consumers (Lu
and Stepchenkova 2015). The advantage, or disadvantage,
these social media platforms provide is the existence, or
lack, of trust consumers place on the information they con-
tain (Reimer and Benkenstein 2016; Ruiz-Mafe et al. 2018).
Ultimately, trust between consumers and brands is essential
for consumers to be willing to engage and co-create (Ken-
nedy and Guzmdn 2016) and for long-term partnerships to
form (Fournier 1998).

Driving social media engagement: the role
of branding

Although the research on the topic of consumer engagement
has grown, the paucity of studies continues to represent an
important oversight of the literature (Schivinski 2019).
Therefore, many research gaps remain, namely regarding
the nomological network of the construct (Carvalho and Fer-
nandes 2018; Schivinski 2019), which has its exploration
limited to customer-led drivers. Among those are drivers
related to involvement [e.g., Hollebeek et al. (2014) and later
on Harrigan et al. (2017) on their study on tourism social
media brands], personality traits (Marbach et al. 2016), users
benefits and gratifications (Dolan et al. 2016}, customer par-
ticipation, interactivity and flow experience (Carvalho and
Fernandes 2018), and individual predispositions such as
online interaction propensity (Stokburger-Saver and Wiertz
2015). These studies mainly highlight the importance of
individual factors in driving social media engagement, to
the expense of firm-led factors such as branding, which seem
to have been neglected by the broad empirical research on
CEBE (France et al. 2016).

Yet, early engagement studies (e.g., van Doorn et al.
2010) emphasized branding, as well as brand characteristics,
as some of the most important firm-based factors influencing
engagement behavicrs. In one of the few studies on brand-
related drivers developed in & social media environment,
De Vries and Carlson (2014) claim that brand strength (i.e.,
the strength of the relationship with a particular brand), or
brand equity, leads to higher levels of brand engagement.
Later on, Schivinski et al. (2016) validated the nomological
dependencies of brand equity and COBRAs. Both studies

2015), In other words, social media is helping socially shape
and co-create consumers' previous attitudes about shared and
collaborative consumption business models,

Social media platforms provide consumers a wide variety
of ways to be involved in COBRAs (Harrigan et al. 2018;
Schivinski 2019). Notably, Facebook, Twitter, and review

were ct d with brands not related to hospitality brand-
ing, hence demanding for further validation.

Outside the context of social media, the situation stands
with few studies exploring branding related aspects, Among
them, France et al. (2016) developed one of the first studies
to empirically measure both customer-centered and firm-
led antecedents of CBE in a comprehensive model across
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product and service brands. The authors consider brand
quality (i.e., the cognitive and emotional evaluations of a
brand) and brand interactivity (i.e., the brand’s willingness
and desire for integration with consumers) as brand-related
drivers and empirically demonstrate their role as “a plat-
form from which brand management may influence the cus-
tomer’s level of brand engagement” (France et al 2016, p.
132). Few other studies have also contributed to validating
the influence of branding on CEB (Islam and Rahman 2016;
Merz et al 2018), with their findings helping to support the
hypotheses proposed in the current study, as presented next.

Theoretical model

The effect of brand image on consumers’ online
brand-related activities (COBRAs)

Brand image, “the understanding consumers derive from
the total set of brand-related activities engaged by the firm”
(Park et al 1986, p. 135), relates to the associations attached
to the brand in the mind of the consumer, reflecting the way
that brands are perceived (Keller 1993; Dobni and Zinkhan
1990). The associations combine attributes, benefits, and
attitudes. These are related with each other while constitut-
ing the brand image, with attributes representing the descrip-
tive characteristics that define the brand name, benefits rep-
resenting the value associated to the attributes and, finally,
attitudes representing the evaluative perceptions regarding
the benefits and attributes, being often acknowledged as the
component of brand image which is most strongly capable
of energizing behaviors (Langaro et al 2018).

Research on social media captures brand image accord-
ing to two main associations, hedonic or functional (e.g.,
Bruhn et al. 2012). Functional associations are related to
utilitarian, economic, and rational aspects of the brand
regarding, for example, reliability, competence, skillful-
ness, usefulness, and quality (Keller 2013). As such, they
give objective meaning to the brand. Hedonic brand asso-
ciations, on the other hand, provide subjective meaning to
the brand, encompassing emotional and affective image and
being linked to non-product-related aspects, such as self-
concept connections, emotions, fun, attachment and symbol-
ism (Aaker 1996; Batra and Homer 2004; Batra and Ahtola
1991). Online peer-to-peer accommodation services convey
both functional and hedonic associations. Platforms such
as Airbnb are likely to be perceived as more affordable and
accessible when compared to traditional lodging options,
which contributes to its utilitarian or functional image (Lee
and Kim 2018a; Prebensen and Rosengren 2016). Moreover,
great care is taken in construing an image of efficiency and
professionalism (Liu and Mattila 2017). Yet, Airbnb has also
emphasized an enjoyable and entertaining image through

diverse visual stimuli, interactions with locals, and unique
travel experiences (Miao et al. 2014). It can thus be expected
that both hedonic and functional aspects play a role with
regard to the Airbnb brand (Lee and Kim 2018b), though
opinions regarding their relative importance vary (Lee and
Kim 2018a).

Though few studies have assessed the differential effects
of functional and hedonic associations (Delgado-Ballester
and Sabiote 2015; Mohan et al 2017), previous research
reveals that when consumers hold a favorable, unique, and
strong brand image they behave favorably toward the brand
(Esch et al 2006), with positive effects validated in the
context of hospitality (Serié et al 2018) and social media
(Schivinski and Dabrowski 2016). Regarding differential
effects, Lee and Kim (2018a) examine the impact of hedonic
and utilitarian values on satisfaction and loyalty of Airbnb
customers, while Prebensen and Rosengren (2016) and Ryn
et al (2010) examine how the impact of these two aspects on
satisfaction differ in tourism and hospitality settings.

However, concerning the body of literature on CBE, the
effects of brand image on consumers' responses have thus
far been poorly investigated. Despite brand image being pro-
posed as one of the most important antecedents of behav-
ioral engagement and suggested to be further investigated
(Schivinski 2019), so far the only study that validates this
relationship was conducted outside the context of social
media, with findings capturing positive effects of brand
image on CBE resulting from consumers’ willingness to
engage with brands that are accepted for their positive image
(Islam and Rahman 2016). In their study, the authors sug-
gest that brand image reflects the personification of a brand,
which if congruent with a consumers self-concepts (Aaker
1996) may influence consumers’ self-brand identification
and brand love (Batra et al 2012). Likewise, a recent study
shows that regardless of favoring functional or hedonic asso-
ciations in a brand s with predomi
nantly analytic versus intuitive cognitive style thinking, what
truly helps consumers favor a brand over another is the align-
ment between a brand’s image and their values and beliefs
(Alvarado-Karste and Guzmén 2020).

In the context of shared and collaborative consumption,
and in line with research that suggests that brands (a) try to

ge with o by aligning with causes that they
care about (Shepherd et al 2015) and (b) engage consumers
in the co-creation of brand identities (Iglesias et al 2018; Ind
et 2l 2020; Kennedy and Guzmén 2016), it is proposed that:
the stronger and more favorable is the perceived hedonic
and functional brand image of Airbnb, the more consumers
will be willing to express their self-brand identification by
means of engaging with the brand in social media. Namely
by consuming content (e.g., reading posts about Airbnb
and others reviews), contributing with their perspective and
opinions (e.g., liking or commenting news about the brand),

ging to ¢
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and creating content to be shared with their own networks
(e.g., posting photos of their own experiences in Airbob
locations). The following hypotheses capture this effect:

H1 Airbnb functional brand image positively influences
(Hla) consumption, (H1b) contribution, and (H/¢) creation
of social media brand-related content.

H2 Airbnb hedoric brand image positively influences (H2a)
consumption, (H2b) contribution, and (H2¢) creation of
social media brand-related content.

The mediating effects of overall brand equity (OBE)

Yoo and Donthu's (2001) single-dimensional measurement
of overall brand equity is introduced to the literature of con-
sumer-based brand equity (CBBE) with the intent to cap-
ture the value, utility, and transactional attitudinal loyalty,
which result from the set of perceptions, attitudes, knowl-
edge, and behavior on the part of consumers, associated to
the brand name (Christodoulides and de Chernatony 2010).
As a conceptual framework, CBBE is a key marketing and
business asset, which creates a connection that distinguishes
the bonds between a company and its target audience, while
fostering behaviors (Keller and Lehmann 2006), The man-
agement of CBBE and its growth increases competitive
advantage and drives brand wealth (Yoo and Donthu 2001).

Although a large body of studies focus on understanding
the mechanisms behind the creation of CBBE, the literature
is highly fragmented and inconclusive (Chatzipanagiotou
et al. 2016; Baalbaki and Guzmén 2016). This situation
results from a lack of scholarly agreement on the conceptu-
alization of CBBE (Christodoulides et al. 2015). Among the
numerous methods to capture CBBE, two of the most usu-
ally adopted conceptualizations in the literature are Aaker's
(1991) four-dimensional framework and Yoo and Donthu's
(2001) single-dimensional construct, measuring overall
brand equity (OBE). Both approaches tend to privilege
capturing attitudinal loyalty related to core brand transac-
tions. In Aaker’s CBBE framework consumers’ transactional
intentions regarding brand loyalty are captured together with
aother three dimensions: brand awareness, brand associa-
tions, and perceived quality. Aakers’ framework is typically
employed in research to understand the internzl nuances of
CBBE (Christodoulides and de Chernatony 2010), which
goes beyond the scope of this paper. On the other hand,
Yoo and Donthu’s single-dimensional OBE is often used
forits simplicity and accuracy, justifying its adoption in the
current study, where specific nuances are not intended to
be captured (Schivinski et al. 2019), but the overall mediat-
ing effect of brand equity in the relationship between brand
image and CBE.

Despite the previously hypothesized link between
brand image and CBE, the mechanism underlying this
complex relationship is yet not well known. For propos-
ing the mediational role of OBE, the authors build on the
concept of brands being defined collectively through an
assemblage of heterogonous human and nonhuman actors
(Price and Coulter 2019). Given consumers' expectations
to highly engage and interact with the brands they con-
sume and value (Veloutsou and Black 2019; Harmeling
et al. 2017) within a collaborative consumption context,
sccial media belps to socially shape and co-create consum-
ers’ attitudes (France et al. 2020).

‘When using the peer-to-peer accommodation services,
consumers have direct contact with the functional aspects
of the website, and/or online application. Consumers,
therefore, develop functional brand associations related
to aspects such as practicality, usefulness, quality, reli-
ability, and economic value of the service. This in turn
gives objective meaning to the hospitality brand. Subjec-
tive meaning, related to hedonic brand associations, on
the other hand, is reinforced when consuming firm-cre-
ated emotional and affective content portraying tourism,
holidays, and other positive experiences. Together, both
functional and hedonic brand associations regarding the
hospitality service (in this particular case, Airbnb), may
result in higher social media CBE behaviors (brand-related
behaviors) when a positive impact on OBE occurs (brand-
related intentions). This idea is supported in the literature,

- which suggests that strong equity generates strong brand

commitment and attachment, thus providing additional
drivers for consumers to partake in all ranges of behav-
iors from developing their knowledge about the brand to
sharing their brand experiences with family and friends
(Schivinski 2019; Schivinski et al 2019).

In summary, given that consumer attitudes are being
socially co-created (France et al 2020), the authors sug-
gest that consumers primarily foster positive hedonic and
functional perceptions for a hospitality brand, which in
turn enhances their social media brand-related behavior as
they engender higher perceived brand equity. These effects
are summarized in the following hypotheses:

H3 OBE mediates the positive relationship between Airbnb
functional brand image and (H3a) consumption, (H3¥) con-
tribution, and (H3c) creation of social media brand-related
content.

H4 OBE mediates the positive relationship between Airbnb
hedonic brand image and (H4a) consumption, (H4b) contri-
bution, and (H4¢) creation of social brand-related content.
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Controlling variables

The conceptual model testing the role of OBE between the
consumers’ perceptions of brand image and COBRAs in
the context of shared or collaborative consumption is con-
trolled for relevant variables to predict CBE. Research has
evidenced that consumers engagement with brands on social
media is predicted by sociodemographic factors and usage
patterns (Harmeling et al 2017; Schivinski 2019). Those are
specified in the conceptual model in terms of consumers’
gender, age, and use of social media. Figure 1 depicts the
conceptual model.

Method
Participants and procedures

A heterogeneous sample of social media users was recruited
in Poland. Airbnb was chosen to be investigated as previ-
ously stated in this article, this platform is the leading peer-
to-peer online platform for renting, swapping, and lending
accommodations, which is (1) used as the benchmark for

other hospitality companies and (2) other peer-to-peer plat-
forms, as well as (3) is the top reference for consumers using
this type of service (Mintel 2017).

Users of Airbnb were contacted during the sample
recruitment process on different secial media channels (e.g.,
Facebook, Instagram, YouTube, Twitter) and specialized
forums for travelers in Poland. Data collection was carried
out by publishing a link to 2n online survey. The survey
containing the study’s psychometric instruments was pre-
pared and hosted on Qualtrics. During the data collection,
the online link was distributed on a weekly basis, for a total
of 2 weeks using the social media platforms where respond-
ents can engage with Airbnb brand.

After clicking on the survey link, the respondents had
access to an introductory text explaining the context of the
research and addressing confidentiality and data related
issues. To conficm the participants' eligibility, they were
initially asked if they had accessed and used social media
in the past 6 months. Those who answered 'no’ were not
allowed to proceed in the survey. Additionally, participants
were asked to declare whether they actively (1) follow (yes/
no) and (2) interact with Airbnb in social media platforms
(yes/no), as well as (3) specify in which platform(s) they do

Fig.1 The mediating role of
brand equity on the relationship
between the consumer's percep-
tions of Airbnb brand image
and COBRAs. Note: simple
arrows a denote the direct paths
from independent variables to
mediator; & denotes the dirsct
paths from mediator to depend-
ent variables; ¢ denotes the

Functional

Consumption

theorized direct path from inde-
pendent to dependet variables,
Dashed arrow represents the
indirect (¢": mediating) effect
of CBBE on the relationship
berween Airbob brand image
and COBRAs

brand image

Hedonic brand

Overall brand

equity Contribution

image

cFi2 ) "‘"-T-----T---......____

Control variables:
Gender
Age
Social media usage
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if s0. Ounly respondents that followed, interacted with the
brand, and were able to determine the social media platform
where that behavior occurred were eligible to partake the
study. Additionally, respondents were asked if they had ever
used the service Airbnb at least once to lease or rent short-
term lodging (yes/no).

Upon completion of the online recruitment process,
an overall sample of 530 respondents was successfully
recroited. The mean age of the sample was 29 years
(8D=5.66 years, range 18-52 years) and females repre-
sented 47% (n=293) of the total sample.

Measures

Sociodemographic questions included the respondents’
gender, age, education level, and household income. The
respondents’ frequency of traveling was controlled with a
question regarding how often they travelled within the last
6-12 months. Social media behavior was assessed by asking
the respondents’ average time spent on social media dur-
ing weekdays (Monday/Friday), weekends (Saturday/Sun-
day), and the average time spent on social media channels.
Respondents were also asked to declare whether they use
smart devices to access social media content.

To capture the consumers’ perceptions of Airbnb brand
equity, Yoo and Donthu's (2001) 4-item OBE scale was
used. To measure functional and hedonic brand image,
Bruhn et al.’s (2012) 7-item scale was adopted. The items
of those scales were answered using a 7-point scale rang-
ing from 1 'Completely disagree’ to 7 *Completely agree’.
Finally, the 17 items of Schivinski et al.’s (2016) Consum-
er's Engag it with Brand-Related Social Media Content
scale (CEBSC) were implemented to assess the consumers’
behavioral engagement with Airbnb on social media. The
CESBC scales were anchored from 1 ‘Never' to 7 ‘Very
often’.

The survey was carried out in Polish. We adopted stand-
ardized practices for cross-cultural adaptation of self-report
measures (Beaton et al. 2000). The process of forward-trans-
lation of the survey was conducted by two independent bilin-
gual translators whose mother tongue was Polish. Inconsist-
encies across the translations were solved in discussions by
the research team members fluent in Polish. The translations
of the survey were then merged by the research team and the
two translators. The final version of the survey was piloted
with 49 potential respondents (43% female, Mean,, =27.6,
SD=6.6 years). The respondents did not detect any language
or structural issues in the instrument.

Data management and analytic strategy

Data management involved three steps: (1) inspecting for
missing values, (2) assessing for univariate normality, (3)

screening for univariate and multivariate outliers. Little's
missing completely at random (MCAR) was used to test the
structure of the missing data. The test yielded a Chi-square
value of 284,66, DF =233, p value=.17. The results indicate
that the hypothesis of MCAR is rejected at a .05 significance
level, suggesting that the data is missing at random. Follow-
ing, 78 (12.5%) cases were excluded from the analyses due
to showing severe missing values (=5 items of the survey).
The skewness and kurtosis for the items of the survey was
computed to assess for univariate normality. No item had
absolute values of kurtosis > 8 or skewness >3 (Kline 2011;
see “Appendix” section).

To inspect for univariate outliers, standardized compos-
ite sum scores were calculated for all the constructs in the
survey. Respe Were ¢ dered univariate outliers if
scored+3,29 standard deviations from a construct z-score.
The adopted threshold includes around 99.9% of the nor-
mally distributed construct’s z-scores (Field 2013),

Lastly, Mahalanobis' distances and the eritical value for
each case (based on the Chi-square distribution values) we
implemented to assess the data for multivariate outliers,
which resulted in the exclusion of 15 participants. The clean-
ing procedures yielded a final sample size of 449 (84.7%)
respondents, which were eligible for the following analyses.

Statistical analyses

The statistical analyses included: (1) descriptive analysis
of the structure of the sample; (2) construct validity and
dimensionality of the ptual model using
confirmatory factor analysis (CFA); (3) reliability analysis
of the Jatent variables using the following coefficients of
internal consistency: Cronbach’s alpha, composite reliabil-
ity (CR), and factor determinacy (FD); and (4) the test of
the postulated hypothesis via structural equation modeling
(SEM). The statistical analyses outlined above were con-
ducted using IBM SPSS Version 24 and Mplus 7.2.

Results
Descriptive statistics

Females consisted of 55.90% of the sample (n=251). The
structure of the respondents’ age was as follows: 24.28%
(n=109) were 18-24 years old, 33.63% (n=151) were
25-30 years old, 32.29% (n=145) were 31-37 years old,
9.13% (n=41) were 38-46 years old, and the remainder were
older than 46 years old (67%; n=3). In terms of the levels
of education, 51.44% (n=321) the respondents had com-
pleted at least some college education, 26.94% (n=121) had
received a high school diploma, and the remainder declared
to have obtained a secondary school certificate.
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As per traveling behavior, 82% of the respondents
(=397 declared to have travelled within the last 6 months;
all the sample declared to have travelled with the past year
prior to taking the survey. The average time spent on social
media was 7.5 h on weekdays (SD=2.23 h) and 6.31 hon
weekends (SD=2.21 h), with an average of about 16 min per
browsing session (SD=11.66 min). Furthermore, 98.44%
(n=442) of respondents reported using smart devices to
access social content. Facebook and Instagram were the
most used social media channels. Finally, 79.51% (n=357)
of the sample had declared to use Airbnb at least once to
lease or rent short-term lodging.

Construct validity and dimensionality

A CFA with robust maximum likelihood estimation method
(MLR) was computed to assess the construct validity and
dimensionality of the conceptual model. To determine the
goodness of fit (GOF) for the model, a conventional fit
indices and thresholds was used (i.e., the root mean square
error of approximation (RMSEA) [.05;.08], RMSEA 90%
confidence interval (CI) with the lower limit close to 0 and
the upper limit below or equal .08; standardized root mean
square residual (SRMR) [.05;.08]; comparative fit index
(CFI); and Tucker-Lewis fit index (TLI) [.90;.95] (Kline
2011).

The GOF indices for the CFA model indicate a very good
fit: MLRy 35, =836.55, RMSEA = .06 (90%Cl=.05-.06),
SRMR =.06, CF1=.93, and TLI=.93. Additionally, the
CFA model yields standardized item loads above the accept-
able threshold of ;=70 (Kline 2011), with the exception
of [CONS4] “I follow blogs related to Airbnb™ (Agyp.s =69,
pvalue <.001) (see “Appendix” section). The item was not
removed from further analysis due to its borderline score
near A;=.70 and the indication of its removal not leading to
significant improvement in the overall model. Finally, there
was no evidence of cross-loading through the items. The
tests provide evidence of convergent validity of the con-
structs used (Kline 2011).

In terms of discriminant validity, the average variance
extracted (AVE) was calculated for all latent variables. AVE
values are well above the acceptable threshold of .50 (Kline
2011), ranging from .66 to .87, Finally, AVE square roots are
higher than the correlations across factors. Altogether, the
tests indicate discriminant validity (Kline 2011).

Reliability analysis

The reliability coefficients (i.e., Cronbach's 2lpha and com-
posite reliability (CR)) are well above the recommended .70
threshold, providing evidence of strong internal consistency
of all the scales used in this study (Fornell and Larcker 1981;
Hair et al, 2014). Finally, the factor determinacy scores are
also above the desired threshold of .80 (Muthén and Muthén
2012), giving further evidence of internal consistency of the
scales used. Table 1 summarizes the reliability, validity, and
CFA outputs.

Structural equation model

To verify the directional hypotheses, the six latent variables
were specified in a single structural equation model (SEM).
The control variables (i.e., age, gender, and social media
usage) were regressed on the COBRAs dimensions. The cal-
culations were based on the MLR estimator. The results of
the SEM indicate a good fit to the data as indicated by the
following GOF values: MLRy%5=972.08, RMSEA =.05
(90%CT=.05-.06), SRMR =.06; CFI=.93, and TLI=.92.

Airbnb functional brand image has no influence on the
consumption, contribution, and creation of brand-related
content, leading to the rejection of hypotheses Hla (p
value=.25), HIb (p value=.56), and Hl¢ (p value=23). On
the other hand, consumers’ perceptions of Airbnb hedonic
brand image positively influence the three dimensions of
COBRAs, providing support for H2a (fonmmpricn=-31:
t value =3.51; p value<.001), H2b (F.omribuion=-32: I
value=3.32; p value <.001), and H2e (B payen=-33: 1
value=3.19; p value <.001).

Table 1 Construct relisbility

CR FD AVE 1 2 3 4 5 6

and validity outputs - Cpnsjeticr i
1. Consumption 00
2. Contribution 92
3. Creation 93
4. Overall brand equity 89

5. Functional brand image .95
6. Hedonie brand image 94

90 96 .66 A1

92 97 68 g2 82

95 &7 6 S9 98 &7

90 96 49 38 24 19 .83

95 .98 BT 360 .19 13 69 .93

84 57 BOD 41 26 22 a1 63 89

a=Cronbach's alpha, CR=composite relisbility, FD=factor d

AVE
extracted; The square root of the AVE values is marked in italic, }-\l‘L‘Rx,:,mz 836.55, RMSEA= 06
(90%C1=.05-.06), SRMR = .06, CFI=_93, TLI=.93; n=449
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As per the direct effects of Airbnb brand image on
overall brand equity (a paths), the calculations indicate a
positive effect from both functional brand image (f=.67;
¢ value=10.17; p value <.001) and hedonic brand image
(f=.15; t value=2.11; p value .03) on overall brand
equity. The calculations also demonstrate that overall brand
equity influences COBR.As (b paths) in terms of consump-
tion (§=.22; ¢ value=2.43; p value <.001), contribution
(f=.19; 1 value=2.04; p value=.04), and creation (§=.18;
t value= 1.89; p value =.05) of brand-related content on
social media.

Regarding the control variables, consumers’ gender had
no influence on their consumption (p value=.13), contri-
bution (p value=.99), and creation (p value=>53) of social
media brand-related content. Consumers’ age infiuenced
both contribution (f=.11; ¢ value=1.93; p value=.05)
and creation (§=.12; ¢ value=1.93; p value=.05) of
social media brand-related content. No effect was detected
for consumption COBRASs type (p value=.19). Finally,
social media usage influenced the consumption (f=.11;
t value=2.41; p value =.01), contribution (f=.08;
t value=1.75; p value=.07), and creation (f=.09; ¢
value = 1.67; p value =.09) of social media brand-related
content.

Finally, for robustness a post hoc model was estimated
with a split sample, using only the consumers who declared
to use the service Airbnb at least once to lease or rent short
term lodging. The results do not differ from the preceding
model and align with the literature on CBBE and CEB,
which explains that those constructs are not constrained to
the perceptions consumers build after using or purchasi

brand image and consumption (fndf=.26; ¢ value =6.64;
p value <.001), contribution (indf=.16; ¢ value=4.65; p
value <.001), and creation (indf=.13; 7 value=4.04; p
value <.001) of social media brand-related content.
Hypothesis H4 tested the mediztional role of overall
brand equity on the positive relationship between hedonic
Airbnb brand image and COBRAs (H2). Statistically sig-
nificant indirect effects were detected supporting H4, hence
overall brand equity partially mediates hedonic Airbnb
brand image and consumption (indf=.06; r value=2.14;
p value=.03), contribution (indf=.04; ¢ value=1.93;
p value=.05), and creation (indf=.03; r value=1.78; p
value=.07) of social media brand-related content. The main
results regarding hypott testing are p d in Table 2.

Discussion and conclusion

The trend of shared or collaborative consumption has
strongly impacted the hospitality industry, with a growing
number of peer-to-peer accommodation services, such as
Airbnb, shaking up the traditional business models (Sigala
2017; Guttentag et al. 2018). In this context, social media
plays a significant role by allowing consumers to socially
shape attitudes (France et al. 2020) and co-create the brand
(Varma et al. 2016; Fan et al. 2020) by means of collaborat-
ing in peer-to-peer brand-related communications (Lu and
Kandampully 2016) and sharing their travel experiences
(Filieri et al 2019; Guttentag et al 2018; Ha and Lee 2018)
while dering on brand (CBE).
This et ication flow is especially helpful in the con-

but also apply for prospect consumers (Sé.nchez-CasndT:
et al. 2018; Pansari and Kumar 2017).

Mediation analysis

For the mediation analysis, the same model specification
was used: (1) computed with the maximum likelihood (ML)
estimation method (Muthén and Muthén 2012) and (2) per-
formed with 5000 bootstrap draws. The GOF values indicate
a good fit to the data: MLy} 5 =1216.32, RMSEA =.06
(90%CI=.06-.07), SEMR =06, CFI= 93, TLI=.92.
Hypothesis H3 verified the mediational role of overall
brand equity on the relationship betwesn functional Airbnb
brand image and COBRAs. Although the directional hypoth-
esis indicated no statistically significance from functional
Airbnb brand image on COBRAs (vide H1), the calcula-
tions indicate statistically significant indirect effects through
OBE, therefore supporting H3. Hence overall brand equity
Sully mediates the relationship between functional Airbnb

text of shared or collaborative consumption, in particular
for new hospitality business models, where the premise of
trust among strangers stands and building a socially robust
and trustable brand becomes a prerequisite (Lee and Kim
2018b).

Despite its relevance, few studies so far have helped to
understand what are the firm-led, brand-related aspects that
may influence users in adopting CBE behaviors on social
media, with the few exceptions taking place outside the con-
text of the hospitality industry. In view of this, the current
study contributes to the body of literature by drawing on
the concept of brands being defined collectively through an
assemblage of heterogonous human and nonhuman actors
(Price and Coulter 2019) to explore the ecosystem within
which CBE takes place on social media. Specifically, by
investigating the influence of Airbnb brand image (both
functional and hedonic) and the mediating role of Airbnb's
OBE in motivating users to engage in CBE behaviors by
means of consumption, contribution, and creation of Airbnb-
related content (Schivinski 2019).
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Table2 Structural results -

Hypothesis Beta +value pvaloe
Direcr effecis
Hla. Functional brand image- ption .10 113 25
H1b, Functional brand image — contribution -05 - 57 ) 56
Hlc. F | brand image i —.12 =119 23
H2a. Hedonic brand imag i 31 351 001
H2b. Hedonic brand image— contribution 32 332 001
H2e. Hedonic brand image—creation 33 3.19 001
pard Functional brand image — OBE 67 10,17 ool
aN,*Z. Hedonic brand image— OBE A3 211 03
Byand. OBE — consumption 22 243 001
Bpan2. OBE—+ contribution .19 2.04 04
b!!! 3. OBE —+creation A8 1.89 05
Indirect effects Indirect beta tvalue P value
¢' H3a. Functional brand image — OBE —+consumption .26 6.64 001
¢' Hib, Functional brand image — OBE —contribution 16 4.65 001
¢* H3c. Functional brand image — OBE —s creation W3 4.04 001
¢' Héa, Hedonic brand image— OBE— consumption 06 214 03
¢" H4b. Hedonic brand image — OBE — contribution 04 . 193 05
& Hé4c. Hedonic brand image — OBE— creation .03 1.78 07
Control variables Beta tvalue p value
Gender — consumption 05 1.49 A3
Gender — contribution 00 00 .59
Gander — creation -.03 —.61 53
Age— consumption .06 1.30 19
Age—+ contribution .11 1.93 05
Age—+creation 12 1.93 as
Social media usage —+ consumption a1 241 01
Social media usage— contribution .08 L.75 07
Social media usage— creation 09 L67 09

GOF values for the directional SEM: MLRy 5, =972.08, RMSEA = .03 (S0%CI= 05-06), SRMR = .06; CFI=.93, and TLI=.92; GOF for the
mediational model: MLy}, 5, =121632, RMSEA =06 (30%CI= 06-.07), SRMR =.06, CFI=.93, TLI=.52; Bootstrap sampling =5000; Gen-

der reference: | =female; OBE=Overall brand equity; a,,, =direct structural path from independ
tural path from mediator o dependent variable, ¢'=indirect effect; n=449

Overall, the findings indicate that brand image infiu-
ences CBE behaviors on social media, with hedonic asso-
ciations playing overall a more relevant role than functional
aspects in the consumption, contribution, and creation of
brand-related content. While evaluating the mediating
role of OBE, it is possible to conclude that the paths of
effects vary according to the type of brand image associa-
tions. Though hedonic brand image positively influences
COBRAs both directly and indirectly, functional brand
image impacts COBRAs only through the mediating role
of OBE, while direct effects are non-significant. Moreover,
functional associations not only play a less important role
overall, but 2lso mainly influence the lowest passive form

variable to

di; b,y =direct struc-

of CBE, consuming, while having rather neglectable effects
on contribution and creation. These findings are in line with
Alvarado-Karste and Guzmén (2020), who find that con-
sumers will favor hedonic elements of a marketing offering
when making decisions driven by intuitive analytic thinking
and have implications for theory and practice in the field of
hospitality branding.

Theoretical implications
Theoretically, the current study contributes to revealing

that brand image operates in different manners depending
on its content type (hedonic or functional). This finding
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extends previous studies where the effects of brand image
on engagement were not distinguished (Islam and Rahman
2016). Findings support the dominant role of hedonic moti-
vations on CBE, which are in line with Delgado-Ballester
and Sabiote (2015) who claim that functional aspects are
less important in driving consumers’ response to the pres-
ence of the brand than non-functional associations. Since
the latter are more difficult to imitate, less vulnerable to
product-related changes represent a more “unique value
endowed by the brand” (p. 1861). This line of reasoning
can also be applied to shared or collaborative hospitality
businesses, since the competitive efforts of hotels (e.g.,
throngh price matching strategies) may dilute a brand's
utilitarian value to consumers as a more affordable alterna-
tive (Lee and Kim 2018a). However, regarding Airbnb, the
literature presents conflicting perspectives considering how
these two value systems influence consumers and, to the
best of our knowledge, only Lee and Kim (2018a) examine
its differential effects on outcomes such as satisfaction and
loyalty. This study thus extends previous findings while fur-
ther testing and comparing Airbnb’s hedonic and functional
brand image influence on other meaningful, brand-related
variables, namely Airbnb's online CBE, and provides addi-
tional evidence of the hedonic values’ stronger impact in
this particular setting.

Results further indicate that functional brand image
impacts COBRAs only when mediated by OBE. This
implies that Airbnb associations, like being a credible,
reliable, and trustful platform, operate as a trigger to CBE
only if these aspects have a positive impact on consum-
ers’ overall perceptions of Airbab brand equity. More
specifically, the functional aspects of Airbnb brand image
mainly benefit transactional attitudinal loyalty, as captured
in OBE. Given that engagement refers to behaviors beyond
mere transactions (van Doorn et al. 2010), and functional
brand associations are more performance or transaction-
driven (regarding for instance reliability or competence),
this lack of direct effects and the mediating role of OBE
were to be expected.

This result, although in line with the basic premise of
perceptions related to trust being critical for consumers to
be willing to engage and co-create (Kennedy and Guzmén
2016) and for long-term partnerships to form (Fournier
1998), is at odds with previous studies on the impact of
brand association types in the field of hospitality (Ryu et al.
2010; Prebensen and Rosengren 2016) that find a direct and
prevalent effect of functional values on satisfaction. This,
however, might be explained by the fact that satisfaction,
unlike CBE, relates to a transaction-specific evaluation (Hol-
lebeek et al. 2014).

Conversely, hedonic brand image behaves in a different
manner, with the mediation of OBE playing a role in driving
the effects, yet, less prominent. As such, the results indi-
cate that being attractive, desirable, and strong in character
and personality directly motivates CBE behaviors toward
Airbnb, with users expressing themselves and helping to
co-create the brand by means of consumption, contribution,
and creation of brand-related content. This finding is in line
with Kennedy and Guzmén's (2016) finding that fun is one
of the main consumer motivators to co-create, and thus,
being a hedonic activity, consumers will place more trust
on the information that has been co-created and is found
on social media (Reimer and Benkenstein 2016; Ruiz-Mafe
et al. 2018). Airbnb serves a prominent example of how
shared or collaborative consumption practices interact with
user-generated branding (Varma et al. 2016; Liu and Mat-
tila 2017), where user eng; and co ion of value
through social media and online communities are central for
brand meaning and identity creation.

The findings presented in this paper also contribute to
the overall literature on engagement in terms of clarifica-
tion of the nomological network of CBE. In their seminal
work, van Doorn et al. (2010) defined CBE as “customers’
behavioral manifestation toward a brand or firm, beyond
purchase, resulting from motivational drivers” (p. 253).
While discussing this definition the authors suggest the
notion of transactional attitudinal Joyalty as an important
antecedent to CBE. The current study builds on this general
notion as both functional and hedonic brand image effects
are mediated by OBE. Moreover, the findings also con-
tribute to expanding this conceptual definition, as results
indicate that hedonic brand image operates as a direct trig-
ger for consumers to engage in COBRASs even when the
indirect effects on OBE are considered. Based on this, the
results might suggest that despite that attitudinal loyalty is
an important antecedent to CBE behaviors, it is not crucial
or indispensable.

Managerial implications

The findings also suggest various implications for practice.
Among them is the practical understanding that fostering
a positive brand image has positive effects on CBE with
travelers consuming, contributing, and creating content on
social media for Airbnb. The differences between functional
and hedonic brand image imply that despite both being rel-
evant, hedonic brand image as a motivational trigger has
stronger direct effects on CBE. Therefore, consumers’
engagement with the Airbnb brand in social media is more
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of an intrinsically enjoyable activity than an instrumental
one. Functional associations mainly lead to passive forms
of CBE such as reading posts, while main effects on more
active forms such as contributing and creating are achieved
through hedonic aspects. So, in line with Kennedy and
Guzmén’s findings (2016), if consumers find Airbnb attrac-
tive or desirable, they will engage with the brand on social
media, actively contributing and helping to co-create Airbnb
brand meanings, even if their intentions toward sustaining
core transactions are only low influenced. This suggests that
collaborative hospitality businesses like Airbnb aiming to
engage their customer base in social media should focus on
having their brands mirroring their targets on the aspects
that may drive pecceptions toward the brand being attractive,
desirable, and strong in personality and character,
Following suggestions from Delgado-Ballester and Sabi-
ote (2015), in order to generate a hedonic brand image, man-
agers should associate brands with other entities (such as
people, events and places), which can be achieved through
an enhanced social media platform that enables guests to
share their experiences through creative used-generated
content (Lee and Kim 2018z), thus enabling them to get
involved in creating emotional value, Yet, though functional
associations proved to be less relevant in this study, its role
in building OBE should not be overlooked, particularly con-
sidering the need to build a trustful Airbnb brand and ensure
that guests will revisit Airbnb in the future (Fournier 1998).
Social media may be helpful also in this regard (Reimer and
Benkenstein 2016; Ruiz-Mafe et al. 2018), whereas infor-
mation provided and interaction with users contributes to
enhanced reliability and trust between the parties. Therefore,
the utilitarian and hedonic aspects of brand image comple-
ment each other and should be kept in mind by collabora-
tive hospitality businesses wishing to enhance both guests’
engagement and attitudinal loyalty as captured in OBE.

Limitations and future research

The findings discussed in the current study need to be
acknowledged within certain limitations related to the
sample characteristics (e.g., respondents were from a sin-
gle country), theoretical model (e.g., OBE was accessed as
the only mediator), and the fact that findings are limited
to only one specific shared and collaborative consumption

brand—Airbnb. The study captures a Western perspective
on consumers' brand associations, and so generalizations to
non-Western, developing nations, should be handled with
care. Moreover, given that culture is expected to play a sig-
nificant role in adopting distinctive CBE styles and behav-
iors (Hollebeek 2018; Czarnecka and Schivinski 2019),
future research is advised to replicate this study in differ-
ent countries and cultures. Regardless of the relevance of
OBE in mediating the effects of hedonic brand image on
CBE behaviors, other mechanisms compete for explaining .
the effects. Previous studies have suggested that self-brand
identification and brand love (Islam and Rahman 2016; Batra
et al. 2012) might play an important role, with consumers
engaging in COBRAS as a way to express themselves. Future
studies could further elaborate on understanding behavio-
ral CBE related to the expectations and opinions of refer-
ence groups (such as family members, peers and friends), .
and the consumer’s motivation to comply. Moreover, future
studies could extend the findings by means of incorporating
additional potential mediating and/or moderating constructs
already suggested in the literature but not yet validated for
their effects on COBRAs (e.g., brand love and self-brand
identification), and further exploring specific nuances con-
cerning the constituents of brand image (e.g., brand attitude)
(Schivinski 2019).

Finally, despite some positive early signals in terms of
recovery of the collaborative consumption masket after the
disruption caused by the COVID-19 pandemic—in particu-
lar of Airbnb (Carey 2020)—researchers may extend this
topic and contrast the findings in the context of the effects
of isolation, social distancing, and restrictive guidelines
affecting the hospitality collaborative service industry and
beyond. . '
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Table3 Descriptive factor loading; pletel: dardized lambda X (AJ". and explained variance on each item (Y
(4 B> tvalue Mean SD  Skew. Kurt
Overall brand eguity
Tt makes scnse to use Airbob instead of any other brand, even if they are the same B85 72 5658 504 18 -4 =350
Even if another brand has the same features as Airbob, I would prefer to use Airbnb g2 052 2948 441 204 -4 -]21
If there is another brand as good as Airbnb, I prefer to use Airbnb B8 77 6781 521 192 -39 =32
1f another brand is not different from Airbnb in any way, it seems smarter touse Airbnb .86 74 6042 531 178 -L04 A5
Functional brand image
Airbnb is relizble 02 85 10755 5.1 1.50 -134 129
Airbob is credible 093 87 12452 577 150 140 144
1 trust Airbnb 94 89 14279 569 LS55 -137 1.28
Hedonic brand image
Airbnb is attractive 90 .82 3471 567 155 -128 1.05
Adrbob is desirable B4 71 5419 523 178 -B6 -—.28
Airbnb is strong in character 92 .86 102.09 548 161 -1.04 32
Airbnb is strong in personaity 50 .81 8100 541 162 -97 23
COERAs framework
Consumption COBRAs type
1 read posts related to Airbnb on social media 86 73 3729 380 204 05 =125
[ read fan page(s) related to Airbab on social networking sites 86 .74 5616 379 211 45 -139
Twatch pictures/graphies related to Airbnb J7 59 3475 399 198 -—02 -114
I follow blogs related to Airbrb 69 47 2474 276 197 82 -85
I follow Adrbob on social networking sites 87 .76 6032 360 203 A7 =125
Contribution COBRAs type v
I comment on videos related to Airbnb B2 68 4804 254 192 97 =35
1 comment on posts related to Airbnb 89 B0 T77.64 244 185 L7 —07
I comment on pictures/graphics related to Airbnb 8BS .72 5642 262 196 97 =35
1 share Airbnb-related posts 89 79 7447 336 215 40 -1.26
1 “Like" pictures/graphics related to Airbnb g1 50 2756 334 2.09 40 -L18
1 “Like" posts related to Airbnb J5 57 3339 221 L.77 134 66
Creation COBRAS type
Tinitiate posts related to Airbnb on blogs .82 68 4899 2321 177 134 .66
T initiate posts related to Airbnb on social networking sites 88 78 7503 234 LE3 120 19
T post pictures/graphics related to Airbob B8 78 T4l 229 181 125 32
I post videos that show Airbnb 85 .73 5903 228 LBO0 124 31
T write posts related to Airbnb on forums 90 .81 8533 229 119 122 28
T write reviews related to Airbob 87 75 6518 2105 LT74 140 81

References

Aaker, D.A. 1996, Measuring brand equity across products and mar-
ets. Calffornia Management Review 38 (3): 102-120,

Alvarado-Karste, D., and F. Guzmén, 2020. The effect of brand iden-
tity-cognitive style fit and sociel influence on consumer-based
brand equity. Journal of Product & Brand Management, https://
doi.org/10.11085pbm-06-2019-2419.

Baalbaki, 8., and F. Guzmin. 2016. A consumer-perceived consumer-
based brand equity scale, Journal of Brand Management 23 (3):
229251, hitpsz/doi.org/10.1057/bm.2016.11.

Barger, V.A., I. Peltier, and D, Schultz. 2016, Social media and con-
sumer engagement: A review and research agenda, Journal of
R hin 1 ive Marketing 10 (4): 268-287. heps://doi.
org/10.1 108/ JRIM-06-2016-0065. -

Batra, R., and O.T. Ahtola. 1991, Measuring the hedonic and utilitarian
sources of consumer attitudes, Marketing Letters 2 (2): 159-170.
hatps:/fdoi.org/10.1007/BFOD436035.

Batre, R., A. Ahuvia, and R.P. Bagozzi. 2012, Brand love, Journal
aof Marketing 76 (2): 1-16. i.org/10.1509/m.09.0335.

Batra, R., and P.M. Homer. 2004, The situational impact of brand
image beliefs. Jowrnal of Consuner Psychology 14 (3): 318-330,
hrips:/idoi.org/10.1207/515327663jcp1403_12.

Beaton, D.E., C. Bombardier, F. Guillemin, and M. Bosi Ferraz,
2000. Guidelines for the process of cross-cultural adaptation
of self-report measures, Spine 25 (24): 3186-3191, hups://doi.
0rg/10.1097/00007632-200012150-00014.

Brakus, JJ., B.H. Schmitt, and L. Zarantonello. 2009. Brand expe-
rience: What is it? How is it measured? Does it affect loyalty?
Journal of Marketing 73 (3): 52-68. hutps:/fdoi.org/10.1508/
jmkg 73.3.052.




g

E

FEFE
E1sH

BN RREAER 110 BUE RS- IR A S

Fit | BB ERRETHAZAT
D EORRBH T
t18 H

ZELEHRE 0203 BI 2 3

658 '

+ B.Schivinski etal.

Bruhn, M., V. Schoenmueller, and D.B. Schiifer. 2012, Are social
media replacing traditional media in terms of brand equity crea-
ton? Management Research Review 35 (9): 770-790. hups://doi.
org/10.1108/01409171211255948.

Carey, M. 2020. A::bnh bookings arechmbmg agtin. CcmdeNm bitps
e, i L

. Accessed 10 June 2020,

Carvalho, A., and T. Fernandes. 2018. Understanding customer
brand engagement with virtual social communities: A compre-
hensive model of drivers, outcomes and moderators. Journal
of Marketing Theory and Practice 26 (1-2). 23-37, hups://doi.
arg}'lﬂ 1080/ 10696673.2017.1389241.

Ch giotou, K., C. Vel and G. Christodoulides. 2016,

ity of the based brand equity

y/zirbnt Agan

Dr.cod.mg the
process. Journal of Business Research 69 (11): 5479-5486, https
+fidoi.org/10.1016/).jbusres.2016.04.159.

Chen, Y., and K.L. Xie. 2017. Consumer valuation of Airbnb listings:

A hedonie pricing approach. Inrernational Journal of Contem-

porary Hospitality Management 29 (9): 2405-2424, hups://doi.
org/10.1108/IJCHM-10-2016-0606.
Christodoulides, G., and L. de Chernatony. 2010, Ci

hased

Filieri, R., E. Raguseo, and C. Vitari. 2019. What moderates the
influence of extremely negative ratings? The role of review
and reviewer characteristics. International Journal of Hos-
pitality Management 7T: 333341, hitps://doi.org/10.10164.
ijhm.2018.07.013.

Fornell, C., and D.F. Larcker, 1981. Evaluating structural equation
models with unobservable variables and measurement error.
Journal of Marketing Research 18 (1): 39-50. hups://dei.
org/10.2307/3151312.

Fournier, S. 1998. Consumers and their brands: Developing relation-
ship theory in consumer research. Jowrnal of Consumer Research
24 (4); 343-373. hutps://doi.org/10,1086/209515.

Fran:e,c D anc J. Lo Iacono, and J. Carlini. 2020, Explering the

ived brand value and customer
brand eo-creation bchavmur dimensions. Journal of Brand Man-
agement. hitps://doi.org/10.1057/541262-020-00154-7.

France, C., B. Memlees and D. Miller, 2016. An integrated model of

| Drivers and 1! Journal
omendManagmwn: 23 (2): 119-136. hups:/dei.org/10.1057/
bm.2016.4.

brand equity conceptualisation and measurement. fnterna-
tional Journal of Marke: Research 52 (1): 43-56. hups://doi,
orgf10.2501/51470785310201053.

Christodoulides, G., I.W. Cadogan, and C. Veloutsou. 2015. Con-
sumer-based brand equity measurement: Lessons learned from
an international study, International Marketing Review 32 (3/4):
307-328. hitps:/fdoi.org/10.1108/IMR-10-2013-0242.

Czarnecka, B., and B. Schivinski. 2019. Do consumers accultur-
ated to global consumer culture buy more impulsively? The
moderating role of attitudes towards and beliefs about advertis-
ing. Journal of Global Markering 32 (4): 219238, hutps://doi.
org/10.1080/08911762.2019.1600094.

De Vries, N.J., and J. Cerlson. 2014, Examining the drivers and
brand performance implications of customer engagement with
brands in the social media environment. Journal of Brand Man-
agement 21 (6): 495-5135, hteps:/fdei.org/10.1057/bm.2014.18.

Delgado-Ballester, E., and EF. Sabiote. 2015. Brand experimental
value versus brand functional value: Which matters more for the
brand? European Journal of Marketing 49 (11/12): 1857-1879,
hitps:/doi.org/10.1108/EIM-02-2014-0129.

Dobni, D, and G.M. Zinkhan. 1990, In search of brand image: A
foundation analysis. In Advances in consumer research, vol, 17,
ed. MLE. Goldberg, G. Gorn, and R.W. Pollay, 110-119. Prova,
UT: A for Ci

Dolan, R., I. Conduit, I. Fahy, and 8. Goor.lman "016 Social mcdla

Garrido-M: , A, VI. Garcfa-Morales, N. Lockett, and 8. King.
2018. The mlssj.ng link: Creating vniu: wnh soc:al media use
in hotels. Inte I Journal of He T4:
94104, hitps://doi.org/10.1016f ijhm. 2018.03.008.

Guntentag, D., S. Smith, L. Potwarka, and M. Havitz. 2018. Why
tourists chonse. Airbnb: A motivation-based segmentation
study. Journal of Travel Research 57 (3): 342-359. hups://doi.
org/10.1177/0047287517696980.

Ha, E.Y., and H. Lee. 2018. Projecting service quality: The effects
of social media reviews on service perception. International
Journal of Hospitaliry Management 69: 132-141. https:/fdoi.
arg/10.1016/}.ijhm.2017.09.006.

Hair Ir., J.F,, W.C. Black, B.1. Babin, and R.E. Anderson. 2014. Multi-
variate data analysis, Tth ed. Harlow: Pearson Education Limited.

Hamari, J., M. Sjéklint, and A. Uldmne.n 2016 The sharing economy:
‘Why people participate in coll ion. Journal of
the Association for Information Science and Techalogy 67 (9%
2047-2059. hutps:/fdoi.org/10.1002/2si.23552.

Harmeling, C.M., J.W. Moffett, M.J. Arocld, and B.D. Casrison. 2017.
Toward a theory of customer engagement marketing. Jowrnal
of the Academy of Marketing Science 45: 312335, https://doi.
org/10.1007/511747-016-0509-2.

Harrigan, ., U. Evers, M.P. Miles, and T. Daly. 2017. Customer
engagement with tourism social media brands. Tourism Manage-
ment 59; 597-609. hrips:/fdoi.org/10.1016/.tourman. 2016.09.015.

Harrigan, P., U. Evers, M.P. Miles, and T. Daly. 2018. Customer

engagement behaviour: A uses
Journal of Strategic Marketing 24 (3—4). 261< "‘.‘7 hups.ﬂdol
org/10.1080/0965254X,2015.1095222.

Esch, F.-R., T. Langner, B.H. Schmitt, and P. Geus. 2006. Are brands
forever? How brand knowledge and relationships affect current
and future purchases. Journal of Produet & Brand Management
15 (2): 98105, hitps://doi.org/10.1108/106104206 10658938,

Fan, D.X.F., CH.C. Hsu, and B. Lin. 2020. Tourists’ experiential
value co-creation through online social contacts: Customer-
dominant logic perspective. Journal of Business Research 108:
163-173. https:#/doi.org/10.1016/ jbusres.2019.11.008.

Fernandes, T., and F. Fernandes, 2018, Sharing dissatisfaction
online: Analyzing the nature and predictors of hotel guests neg-
ative reviews. Journal of Hospitality Marketing & Management
27 (2): 127-150. hups:/fdoi.org/10.1080/19368623.2017.13375
40,

Field, A. 2013, Discovering statistics using SP5S: And sex and drugs
and rock “n” roll. Thousand Oaks: SAGE Publications. htips:/
dof.org/10.1111/.1365-2648.2007.04270_1.x.

gag and the relationship between i engage-
ment, self-brand connection and brand usage intent, Journal of
Business Research 88: 388-396. https://dot.org/10.1016/].jbusr
e£.2017.11.046.

a"“LD.OlB"‘ -1 gag
styles: C Interna-
tional Mcr}mmg Review 35 (1) 42-71. hrrps.ﬂ'da: crgf10.1108/
IMR-07-2016-0140,

Hollebeek, L.D., M.S. Glynn, and R.J. Brodie. 2014. Consumer brand
engagement in social media: C ion, scale devel
ment and validation. Jowurnal of!memcnw Marketing 28 (”)
149-165. https:/idoi.org/10.1016/ intmar.2013,12.002.

Hudsen, $., M.S. Rath, T.J. Madden, and R. Hudson. 2015, The effects
of sacial media on emotions, brand relationship quality, and word
of mouth: An empirical study of music festival attendees. Tour-
iz Management 47: 68-76. hups://doi.org/10.1016/j .tourm
an.2014.09.001.

Hutter, K., J. Hautz, S. Dennhardr, and J. Filller, 2013. The impact of
user interactions in social media on brand awareness and purchase
intention: The case of MINI on Facebook. Journal of Product &

1 cultuml




et

£

2 BT RREAER 110 B AR BE 4 3

Fft © AIEESERTIRZAT

EHFE DR THAE
F16H JL18H

HHEHE 0203 0 B0 3

Soclal media brand engagement in the context of collaborative consumption: the case of AIRBNE 659

Brand Management 22 (5/6): 342-351. hups:/idoi.org/10,1108/
JPBM-05-2013-0255.

Iglesias, 0., 5. Merkovic, M. Bagherzadeh, and J.1. Singh. 2018, Co-
creation: A key link between corporate social responsibility, cus-
tomer trust, and customer loyalty. Journal of Business Ethics 163:
151-166, hitps:/idoi.org/10.1007/510551-018-4015-y.

Ind, N., N. Coates, and K. Lerman. 2020. The gift of co-creation:
‘What motivates customers to participate. Journal of Brand Man-
agement 27 (2): 181-194, hutps:/fdoi.org(10.1057/s41262-019-
00173-7.

Islam, J.U,, and Z. Rahman. 2016. Examining the effects of brand
love and brand image on customer engagement: An empiri-
cal study of fashion apparel brands. Journal of Global Fashion
Marketing T (1): 45-59. hups:/idoi.org/10.1080/20932685.2015.
1110041,

Keller, K.L. 1993, C lizi i cns-

Management 24 (2): 119-154. https://dei.org/10.1080/19368
623.2014.907758.

Marbach, J., C.R. Lages, and D, Nupan. 2016. Who are you and
what do you value? Investigating the role of personality traits
and customer-perceived value in online customer engagement.
Journal of Marketing Management 32 (5-6): 502-525. https:/f
doi.org/10.1080/0267257X.2015.1128472.

Merz, M.AL, L. Zarantonello, and S, Grappi. 2018, How valuable are your
customers in the erand value co-creation process? The development
of a customer co-creation value (CCCV) scale, Journal of Business
Research 82: 79-89, https//doi.org/10. 1016/ jbusres.2017,08.018,

Miao, L., X. Lehto, and W, Wei. 2014, The hedonic value of hospitality
ms’umpum Ev1d.c.||oc fmm Spnug Break expene.noes. Journal
of Hi 23 (2): 99-121. htwps:A/
dn: m'g(lD 10801193686‘232013 T66582.

E., and D.G. Moisa. 2019. Hotel social media metrics:

tomer-based brand equity. Journal ana{kexmg 57(1): 1-2
hutps//doi.org/10.2307/1252054.

Keller, K.L. 2013, Srrategic brand management. London: Pearson
Education Limited.

Keller, K.L., and D.R. Lehmann. 2006. Brands and branding: Ri h

Thr. ROI dilemma. International Journal of Hospitality Manage-

ment 76: 308-315. hups:/doi.org/10.1016/.ijhm.2018.05.019.
Mmlcl 2017. Marriott partners with hus!mnkc: to challenge Airbnb's
h g model. hittps:/i: ic.mintel fdisplay/79390

5L A ‘lﬂ]u.ne‘—'n‘m.

finginds an furure priorities. Marketing Science 23 (6): 740-759.
https:/fdoi.org/10.1287/mksc. 1050.0153.

Kennedy, E., and F. Guzmén. 2016, Co-creation of brand identities:
Consumer and industry influence and motivations, Journal of
Consumer Marketing 33 (5): 313-323. https://doi.org/10.1 108/
JCM-07-2015-1500.

Kline, R.B. 2011, Principles and practice of structural equation mod-
eling, 3rd ed. New York: The Guilford Press.

Lalicie, L., and C. Weismayer. 2018. A model of tourists’ Joyalty: The
case of Airbnb, Sournal of Hospitality and Tourism Technology 9
(1): 80-93. hrps://doi.org/10. 1108/HTT-02-2017-0020.

Langaro, D,, P. Rita, and M. Salgueiro. 2018. Do social networking
sites onmrlbum for buﬂdmg brands? Evalvating the impact of
users” p ipation on brand and brand atitude, Jour-
nal Q'Ma.n('ﬂing Communications 24 (2): 146-168. https2/fdoi.
org/10.1080/13527266.2015.1036100.

Lee, 8., and D.Y. Kim. 2018a. The effect of hedonic and utilitarian
vnlues on satisfaction and onalry anubnb users. [mternational
Jouwrnal of C 30(3): 1332~
1351, hups://doi. crg.l’lﬂ IIOSJ’I.TCI-M-GD 2016-0504.

Lee, 5., and D.Y. Kim. 2018b. Brand personality of Airbab: Appli-
cation of user involvement and gender differences. Journal
of Travel and Taurism Markering 35 (1): 3245, hups:/idoi.
org/10.1080/10543408.2017.1284030.

Mohan, M., ER. Jiménez, B.P. Brown, and C. Cantrell, 2017. Brand
skill: Linking brand f ionality with ‘based brand
equity. Journal of Product & Brand Management 26 (5): 477-491.
hitps:/fdoi.org/10.1108/JPEM-06-2016-1247.

Moon, H., L. Miao, L. Hanks, and N.D. Line. 2019, Peer-to-peer inter-
actions: Perspectives of Airbnb guests and hosts. International
Journal of Hespitality Management 77: 405-414. hups://doi.
org/10.1016/.ijm.2018.08.004,

Muntinga, D.G., M. Moorman, and E.G. Smit. 2011. Introducing
COBRAs: Exploring motivations for brand-related social media
use. | iomal Journal of Ad: g 30 (1): 1346, hitps:/
doi.org/10.2501/ITA-30-1-013-046.

Muthén, LK. and Muthén, B.O. 2012. Statistical analysis with latent
variables: Mplus user's guide, 7th edn, Los Angeles, CA.

Obilo, 0.0., E. Chefor, and A. Saleh. 2020, Revisiting the consumer
brand engagement concept. Journal of Business Research. htps
:fdoi.org/10.1016/.jbusres.2019.12.023,

Pansari, A., and V, Komar. 2017, Customer eagagement: The con-
struct, antecedents, and consequences. Journal of the Academy
of Marketing Science 45 (3): 294-311. hups://del.org/10.1007/
511747-016-0485-6.

Park, C.W,, B.J. Jaworski, and D 1. Maclnnis. 1986. Strategic brand
concept-image management. Journal af Marketing 50 (4): 135-
145, htipsi/fdoi.org/10.2307/1251291.

Liang, L.J., H.S.C. Choi, and M. Joppe. 2018. Uad ling repur-  Prel MN.K,, and §. Rosengren. 2016. Experience valucas afu.uc—
chase ion of Airbab Perceived authenticity, elec- tion of hedonic and uttlusmn i services,
tronie word-of-mouth, and price sensitivity. Jowrnal of Travel & Journal of Ce M 28 (1): 113-

Tourizm Marketing 35 (1): 73-89. https:/fdoi.org/10. 1080/ 10548
408.2016.1224750.
Litvin, 5.W., R.E. Goldsmith, and B. Pan. 2018. A retrospective view of
clncuou-uc word-of-mouth in hospua].uy and :wnsm mu@;m
I Journal af C
30 (1) 313-325. hupsﬂdm.orgflo.l IDS.I'IJC‘IM—O@ -2016-0461.
Lie, $.Q, 2nd A.S. Mattla. 2017. Airbob: Online targeted advertising,
sense of power, and h ional Journal
of Hespitality Managemenr 60; 33—41, hitps://doi.org/10.1016/.
ijhm.2016.09.012.
Lu, C., and J. Kandampully, 2016. What drives customers to use
access-based shanng options in the hospitality industry?
h in He M. 6 (2): 119-126. hups://doi.
org/10. 1080/22243534,2016.,1253276.
Lu, W., and §. Stepchenkova. 2015, User-generated content as a
researr.h mcd.e in tourism and hmpuahly app].i:auous 'l‘npics
hods, and soft Journal af H ¥ &

135, htlszFdnlmg,Flﬁ l]ﬂSﬂJﬂ{M{E 2014-0073.

Price, L.L., and R.A. Coulter. 2019, Crossing bridges: Assembling cul-
ture into brands and brands into consumers' global local culteral
lives. Journal of Consiner Psychology 29 (3): 547-554. hups:/f
doi.org/10.1002epy. 1121,

PwC Global. 2015. The sharing a:o?wmy Consumer intelligence
sene.r llrrszM DWE.COm/: y/entertai media/

intelligence-series!
eonncmy.pdf. Accessed 10 June 2020.

Ramaswamy, V., and K. Ozean. 2016. Brand value co-creation in a
digitalized world: An integrative framework and research impli-
cations. ional Journal of R h in Marketing 33 (1):
93-106. 1.0rg/10.10164.if 2015.07.00L

Reimer, T., and M. Benkenstein. 2016, When good WOM hurts and
bad WOM gains: The effect of untrustworthy online reviews.
Journal of Business Research 69 (12): 59936001, bups:/fidei.
org/10.1016/j jbusres.2016.05.014.

is-sharing-




fRYE

EHFE ¢

BITTRIAR 110 B4 L IR A2 5
N B BTSEE s R e TIETRT

AahE BT IS E]

FU7H H18H

ZEEHT 0203 0 BT 3

650 1

i 8. Schivinski et al.

Ruiz-Mafe, C., K. Charzipanagioton, and R. Curras-Perez, 2018, Tiu:

Tussyadiah, LB, and J. Pesonen. 2016. Impacts of peer-to-peer

role of emotions and conflicting online reviews on
i ions. Jowrnal of Busi R h 89: 336-344.
hups_fldm .org/10.1016/].jbusres.2018.01.027.
Ryu, K., H. Han, and 8.8, Jang. 20!0‘ Relnnunshlps mong hl:domc
and utilitarian values, satisf: and b
the fast-casual

industry. I ! Journal of Can-
porary Hospirali g 22 (3): 416432, hups:/fdoi.

org/10.1108/0959611101 1035981.

Sinchez-Casado, N., L Confente, E. Tnmasedé:o]a.nn, and F Bm-

jation use on travel patterns. Journal of Travel
Research 55 (8): 1022-1040. hitps://doi.org/10.1177/00472
87515608505,
ven Doarn, 1., K.N. Lemon, V. Mittal, 5. Nass.D Plck,l’ Pirner, lnﬁ
PC Veﬂ:oef 2010, Customer : Th
dations and h di Journal of Service Research
13 (3): 253-266. https://doi.org/10.1177/1094670510375599.
Varma, A., N. Jukic, A, Pestek, C.J. Shultz, and S. Nestorov. 2016.
Alrbnb: E.xc:ung innovation or passing fad? Tourism Man-

netti. 2018. Th: role of online brand on

brand equity and loyalty through relational benefits. Journal of
Marketing Theory and Pracitice 26 (3): 289-308. hups://dei.
org/10.1080/10696679.2018.1451256.

Schivinski, B 20[9 Eliciting brand-related social media engagement:
A ] inf tree k. Journal of Busii
Research. hups://doi.org/10.1016/ jbusres.2019.08.045.

Schivinski, B andD Dabrowski. 2016, The effect of social media

on ions of brands. Journal
of Marketing Commumm:mru 22 [2): 189-214. https:/fdoi.
org/10.1080/13527266.2013.871323.

20: 228-237. hups://doi.org/10.1016/.
nnp.20]6,fb9.002.

Veloutsou, C., and 1. Black. 2019. Creating and managing par-
ticipative brand ities: The roles bers perform.
Jowrnal of Business Research. https://doi.org/10.1016/j jbusr
©$.2019.06.032.

Yoo, B., and N. Donthu. 2001, Developing and validating a multi-
dimensional consumer-based brand equity scale. Journal of
Business Research 52 (1): 1-14. hitps://doi.org/10.1016/50148
-2963(99)00098-3.

Schivinski, B., G. Christodoulides, and D, Dal ki, 2016, Measur- Publisher’s Note Springer Mature remains neutral with regard 1o
ing with brand-related social-media con- jurisdictional claims in published maps and i l affiliations.
tent: Dr.velopmcnl and. validation of a scale that identifies levels
of social-media engagement with brands. Journal of Advertising
Research 56 (1): 64-80, bttps:¥doi.org/10.2501JAR-2016-004.

Schivinski, B., D.G. Muntinga, H.M. Pontes, and P. Lukasik. 2019, Dr. Bruno Schivinski is a sociol hehavioral her, and Senior

Influencing COBRAs: The effects of brand equity on the con-
sumer's propensity to engage with brand-related content on
social media. Journal of Strategic Marketing. https:/fdoi.
org/10.1080/0965254x.2019.1572641.

Lecturer in Advertising at RMIT University, Melbourne. He consults

for online service providers, websites, and scientific institutions such

25 the Polish Ministry of Science and Higher Education (MNiSW) and

the Nauonal Science Centre (NCN), Schivinski specializes in online
v o

Zerié, M., I. Mikuli¢, and 1. Gil-Saura. 2018. Exploring relationshi
between customer-besed brand equity and its drivers and con-
sequences in the hotel context: An impact-asymmetry assess-
ment. Current Issues in Tourism 21 (14): 1621-1643, htips:/fdoi.
arg/10.1080/13683500.2016.1209163.

Skepherd, 8., T.L. Chartrand, and GJ. Fitzsimons, 2015. When brands
reflect our ideal world: The values and brand preferences of
consumers who Support versus reject society’s d ideol-

. soctal media engagement, online branding, and
user-generated content. His research has received international cover-
age on Forbes Magazine and Google News. His latest work can be
found in such academic journals as the Journal of Business Research,
Journal of Advertising Research, Industrial Marketing Management,

Jowrnal of S ic Marketing, Journal of Marketing C ication
lnd..i':mrnat ofCIf.m:a!'Mgdecme His personal website: ‘htps:/ibruno

ogy. Journal of Consumer Research 42 (1): 76=92. hups://doi.
org/10.1093jerfucv005.

Sigala, M. 2017. Callaborati in tourism: I for
research and industry. C;rrmnlfs.me.r in Tourism 20 (4): 346-355.
Ittps:/fdoi.org/10.1080/13683500.2014.982522.

8o, K.K.F, C. King, and B, Sparks. 2014. Customer engagement with
tourism brands. Journal of Hospitality & Tourism Research 38
(3): 304-329. hitpsy//doi.org/10.1177/1096348012451456.

Stthopoulou, A., L. Borel, G. Christodoulides, and D. West. 2017,

Dr. Daniela Langaro s a Leeturer in Marketing at ISCTE-IUL (Port-
gal), Catéilica Lishon Business School (Portugal), and Vierick Business
School (Belgium). Following her 15 years of experience in Consumer-
Packaged Goods and OTC industry, Dr. Langaro moved to academia
in 2012. Her general research interests involve issues in Internet mar-
keting, social media, brand communications, and brand management.

She has published her h in scientific journals such &s Jourmnal of
Busmﬂs Research, Journal of Markering Communications, and Event

C branded #hash gag Can creativity in TV
dvertising infl hashtag engag ? Psychology & Marker-
ing 34 (4) 448-462. htps:/fdei.org/10.1002/mar.20999.

Stokburger-Sauer, N.E., and C. Wiertz. 2015, Online consumption
communities: An introduction. Psychology & Markerting 32 (2):
235-239, https://doi.org/10.1002/mar.20776.

Sundararajan, A. 2019, Commentary: The twilight of brand and con-
sumerism? Digital trust, cultural meaning, and the quest for con-

Dr. Teresa Fernandes is an Assistant Professor at the University of
Porto, where she is the director of the MSc in Services Management
and lectures in the area of Services and Social Media Marketing. Her
research focuses on Customer Services, Relationships, Engagement and
Experience. Her research has been published in the Jowrnal of Services
Marketing, Journal of Retailing and Consumer Services, Joumm' of

nection in the sharing Journal of B3 (3):
32-35. hitps:/fdoi.ore/10.1177/0022242919868965.

Swaminathan, V., A. Sorescu, JB.EM. Steenkamp, T.C. Gibson
0’Guinn, and B. Schritt. 2020, Branding in a hyperconnected
world: Refocusing theories and rethinking boundaries. Journal
of Markering 84 (2): 24-46. hups://doi.org/10.1 177/0022242919
899905,

Marieti Jeurnal of B and Ind: !
Journal of Product & Brand Managenent, among others.




w2 TRRTHACER 110 SHERERE- I E AR

% BT AUEEEERETIIEERT

EERELE ¢ ShEEEITHME SEEM 0203 & 3
E1sH 18 H

Social media brand engagement In the context of collaborative consumption: the case of AIRBNB . 661
Dr, Franciseo Guzman is a Professor of Marketing at the G. Brint Ryan Marketing, Journal of Business Ru h, Ei Journal of Marker-
College of Business at the University of North Texas. His h ing, Industrial Market T Journal of Markering Manag

focuses on branding and social transformation, particularly on brand ment, Journal of Brand Management, and Harvard Business Review
co-creation, brand equity, branding and sustainability, corporate social América Latina, among others, Francisco is currently the co-editor in
responsibility, public—private collaborations, and political brand-  chief of the Journal of Product & Brand Management.

ing. His research has been published in the Journal of International




