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[Abstract]

As the risk of privacy invasion due to self-disclosure increases in SNS environment, many studies
have tried to discover the influencing factors of self-disclosure. This study is an extension of this
research stream and pays attention to the role of interaction privacy controls(friend list and privacy
settings) as a new influencing factor. Specifically, the study theorizes and test the logic that the ability
to effectively control interactions between individuals using IPC(called IPC usefulness) satisfies the three
psychological needs(autonomy, relationship, and competency needs) suggested by the Self-Determination
Theory, and in turmn increase the amount of self-disclosure. As a result of data analysis, it was found
that IPC usefulness has a very strong influence on the satisfaction of psychological needs and is a
major factor in increasing the degree of self-disclosure by users. Based on these findings, the study

discusses the theoretical and practical implications as well as future research directions.
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I. Introduction
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II. Literature and Hypotheses

1. Privacy Space and Interaction Privacy Controls
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2. Self-determination Theory
SDT+ Deci®t Ryan®] A-to]] 7|&ste] A|d 300d
2 wREjole Alajs} Bofe] o202 FjelSo] e



Exploring the Impact of Interaction Privacy Controls on Self-disclosure 173

B 9EEo| 9lojx] 159] dFFo] ofEA, of FEE=
AlE Aok o]o|tH9]. SDT+= A Alglufel vt
o] 8|1 QloL}, HEAAR Fofolli= TR o= AF
/\6} o]io]q

SDT+ 3719] He|d 8453 Aldetth: Akg8+t,
AL, GFEA9]. AHeE-Hautonomy needs)= 7H
QIE0] AZsAY dEsh=tl oA A7l FeAol2}

£ w7e Wl st ule R, BE Jjlse
R0z A1gAlo)s|2 ek, A4lo] A Ajolo]
wet 4551712 Ugict weby ALgRTE Jjelsol &b

FAAl Be SO o ot e A AdEY)
ARt Alofoly e S ol Akgofl tieh WS e
o RREEch

HA S (relatedness needs)= O Ald=2 A2
51 e ARSRTE ojsi L2 WA st vt
&S 712J71cH9]. Baumeister and Leary[10]:= 24|
12 sl 872 vl v 2 ApAlse
o} ARSI Asha, olsiet wARLS WA} st
dleloe vlalugit weha WS TLE Ajaiso] ARl
At WAz AR TevSate] Asarg
Sl AUR 2472 20 of T
2.7 competence needs)= 7iUE0] &7, Ato},
o) Slold ARIS0] we2lo] avtslo]w, U
o 5elo] ke (RS W
L,}E}Lﬁq[g] Qubdog odeFe 17} ul
1— Ei xp]_g_hﬂ-o] lr_o}xll;}% 7}—\]
e A MWL we 0 3

Jo

o
=

o
=

[ATe)
it

o filo o
u

u)

]
rlr

ol
on

Ir
i)
i
ne,
rr

ol r
—
fr
£
o
o

>~
>
c
o
rr
P
rlo
l?_;

un wjo P

=)
ol
on
rr
)
>
o
un @
r

Lop

£
X
S
l-El
B
)
o
Ir
)
o

3. Hypotheses
3.1 IPC Usefulness and Psychological Needs
Satisfaction

SDT= 7H1=°] A &5 WEAZIEH AoiA]

ABR #739] Aol Fasiths A BEICHIL o
oAl MstgiSol, AR Pt AR AR &7
S2 AEA7)] YohA AR A B7MS Ba 2 3

o}, ol Aol AV Bk IPCE 83le] T2 At
Sito] ¥oAgo] Y=g URPORH PEEL 94
2 2 oH1). Tebd IPCE Tlol A% AHgARSo] AR
he welg 4 o FoEw 159 Md 872
PEAYIET £92 Rt £, 5 834 A9 4y

- O

A}
o

>
>,

(e}
%
)
ru
o)
o
ujn
=
15
&
l—\l
X
o
<=
o2
o2
o,
zQ,
rr

EhS olujgict. giof ojEl Wol A% AHEA} Clost o
g IS, B2, 7R)E 2 24 425015,
AT ) THSH 9 AP F7He edstn ook,
J9) Wola FEES A2 e A% Jlgite 2t
A4 AFEREE BAGE WA, A, AL W &
£ ] £ Zolti1l]. A= erEs A4 42
S Aololl 272 A U SAIFORA A VLSS
Tejsti ARRA AFEAS BT 4 A st Ul &
84 molck waty olajdt £70] Slo] ojst 7%t
Weg - AGAIUSE et AFAY B8-S E5f At
2875 £5417 71540 £8 o= 5w

PPAIHI): PC R84 AH88T 9o el
e )3 ol

WASTE 2477 AUP AL FAFO=H
GEgC). o/0melel B3 2R, A4 AY
ol et 2L IS0l et AR 2 S0 Al]
goei A¥d 4 Uoil2). E7 Tejd Lae g
AFSol Wil he ABY W b e BHE 4
Qe o o ek 4 9k o Sof, mAE ejrE
£ 2gslo] 48 HISL PRSI e 4 48 N2
2 QAR B0, 0], WHE 2 AYSE At} 2
44 A2 U] U JERGS AT, AnHoz
2577 NALL ot £8o] U}, EFF HALS
= A17-82] el o] ot ZARIAel 42 9l 37
e, 48 Eo] eliEn A

M S8 AE
A= Kl’ﬂﬂ% ﬁ% 1%491 7?_‘%‘7&" L
&2 4 2ok M2t IPCE ARgste ROigel o2t &
A M252 Fuldoz ExE 4 Qlof mleo siu
AFEATEAE [PCO| AIAQl g
Z&A7] 7FsA0] =r}

7Pd2(H2): IPC 3-84S BAST WEol A
IS U] Zlojct.

A7 B3 (self-presentation)2 AojA E= H|o|A
AW%E = ARgsto] O A0l AHof tish &/dst
+ S EAlBHAY fEsii e Alez AoHni13].
(’—“‘.%ﬁ < OIE1°J Al=o] dish &2 AFREY 37AQl
vhg-=0l 9JshiA F&5H Ho] AR AREAREO] AP
RES B3 A0 Alolo] TEt QAFS AebroR Ual

b 5 Ql= o]AAQl ArAo|tH14]. AX]|Z2 Ho|AE A}
o

ANE, ARE, vltle, ARl 52 28] A}



174  Journal of The Korea Society of Computer and Information

RS %%Kl% ot AHgnise
ANE, ARE, Hlcle, Aol @ “Foe” Bt 2
Aol ANES S A7|EAC] It LSS W

YR oS o] e LGRS A oS

Fo gl &L AELL L,
slo|2% AHgrtSe] Qlitiel IPCO) goz Y

AEZ=
—=

o] g7] mizolct. ol S0,
23 M2 75t AjAlY H

S|
O v
39HQ Mo 9 e

e 7lfﬂ7}0ﬂ o} 4~ *1—2*% apRoez Fefolt=
ok

[¢)

VA BC S94E GRaR Bl 39AY
FF= 0]A ook

3.2 Psychological Needs Satisfaction and
Self-disclosure
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III. Method and Analysis

1. Study Variables
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Table 1. Measures
Construct Item Standardized Standard
(Source) Coefficient Error
Self-disclosure I have put a lot of information about myself in my Facebook profile. 0.872 0.014
[18] I often talk about myself on Facebook 0.893 0.012
I keep my friends updated about what is going on in my life 0.909 0.012
through Facebook.
I usually talk about myself on Facebook for fairly long periods of time. 0.927 0.007
Autonomy When I use Facebook, I feel free to be who I am. 0.812 0.020
[12] When 1 use Facebook, I feel that I have a say in what happens
) N 0.914 0.013
and can voice my opinion.
When I.use Facebook, I do not feel controlled and pressured to 0.753 0.026
be certain ways.
Relatedness When I use Facebook, I feel loved and cared about from others. 0.919 0.008
[12] When I use Facebook, I feel intimate and close to others. 0.944 0.008
On Facebook, I have a feeling of being connected to others. 0.876 0.012
Competence When I use Facebook, I feel competent. 0.897 0.011
[12] When I use Facebook, I feel very effective. 0.928 0.011
When I use Facebook, I feel very capable. 0.915 0.009
Usefulness of IPC The use of the feature to control who can view my profile 0.848 0.014
[3] The use of the feature to control who can send a friend request 0.849 0.014
The use of the feature to control who can view my friend lists 0.877 0.013
How effective-—~is | The use of the feature to control who can view my posts 0.885 0.010
in achieving the The use of the feature to control who can be on my newsfeeds 0.852 0.014
desired level of
: The gse of the feature to control who can post messages on my 0.890 0.009
privacy. timeline
The use. of Fhe feature to control who can view posts from others 0.885 0.012
on my timeline
The usg of the feature to block specific users as unwanted for 0.880 0011
interaction
The use of the feature to control who can search information on me 0.887 0.010
Table 2. Means, Reliability, and Average Variance Extracted
Standard , Composite Average Variance
Construct Mean Deviation Cronbach’s Alpha Reliability Extracted
Self-disclosure 3.09 1.41 0.94 0.94 0.81
Autonomy 3.98 1.24 0.86 0.87 0.69
Relatedness 4.06 1.24 0.94 0.94 0.83
Competence 4.06 1.14 0.94 0.94 0.83
Usefulness of IPC 417 1.12 0.96 0.96 0.76
Table 3. The Result of Discriminant Validity Test
Variables 1 2 3 4 5
1. Self-disclosure 0.90
2. Autonomy 0.53 0.83
3. Relatedness 0.60 0.67 0.91
4. Competence 0.60 0.60 0.81 0.91
5. Usefulness of IPC 0.41 0.43 0.43 0.39 0.87
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(11.75)

0.39%%%
(10.31)

*p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001
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Fig. 1. Analysis Results

4. Hypothesis Test and Interpretations
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IV. Discussion
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