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Abstract

Facebook, a fast-developing social network
site, has gradually become the major medium by
which individuals develop their personal network
virtually. Based on the Technology Acceptance

Model (TAM), this research takes into
consideration of self-disclosure and social
cohesion to explore behavioral intention of

Facebook users. A total of 137 valid returns were

analyzed. Research findings indicated that
perceived ease of use and perceived usefulness
have  positive  influence on  attitude.
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Self-disclosure has influence on social cohesion
toward the use of Facebook. Besides, attitude has
positive influence on behavioral intention of
using Facebook. Accordingly, the practical
implications of these findings are discussed.

Keywords: Facebook, social network site,
Technology Acceptance Model, self-disclosure,

social cohesion
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