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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to analyse the effects of social network service on the collaborative
learning. Four groups were categorized depending on the use of different types of the social
network services - Kakao Talk, Facebook, both Kakao Talk and Facebook, and unused group. A
preliminary test revealed that there was no difference in mobile efficacy, career decision making
self-efficacy, course interest among the four groups. In the post test, the groups that used either
Kakao Talk group or the group that used both Kakao Talk and Facebook retained significantly
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higher average score in team collaboration scale than Facebook group and unused group. The

analysis of the messages in Facebook exhibited that the group used both Kakao Talk and Facebook

generated larger number of messages, read, replies, clicks of “good” than the groups used only

Facebook. These results strongly support the statistical significance.
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