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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to examine the causal relationships among self-efficacy,
perceived usefulness, perceived ease of use, perceived playfulness, and reuse intention
of SNS. The results of data analysis by structured equation model (SEM) indicate that
self-efficacy significantly influences individual’s perceived ease of use, perceived usefulness
and perceived playfulness. Both perceived playfulness and perceived ease of use affects
perceived usefulness on SNS. Individual’s self-efficacy, perceived playfulness and perceived
usefulness affect reuse intention of SNS. Based on the results, the theoretical and practical
implications of this study are discussed.
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A7 2. U= SNS 7155 &43=d Aol ok )
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2 UERITE ¢ 2 AHER WE R
ol GFI 0913, AGFI= 0879, RMR

21 Qe 1663,

< 0.028, RMSEA & 0.052 UepoH, 53

o
=

R
o
N,
ko
flo ro

7u 474]01] EHGP 71 %
AAE AL Bol 3 -84, 1T
Frofuet H(+) 9] G2 A= AL
Gk FAFHC R A7) a5t QX
So)A 7o) ARAGE 0482(t=7.434) 0

i

,Xi

)

N
ﬂllN fol

ofr

A
=

Mr o
1

LU

] A

¢

Moo

ob

d

o] pd0.01 & Oﬂﬁ FAHSE fojug A
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CE 5 7443 Axt

72 g vy | I S s | ¢ | se | B2
7l | A1 ETTE - AR AR £o)4 + | 482 546 065 | 7434 | 000 | Ae
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