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Abstract

In recent years, we begin to disclosure information about ourselves in the social network

sites (SNSs). This study wants to understand the self-disclosure behaviors of users in social

network sites, and we use network questionnaire from Facebook users in Taiwan. We

classified different motivations by the function theory and how to affect self-disclosure,

intimacy and psychological well-being and understand different types of audiences in social

networking sites, whether it will affect the self-disclosure and motivations. The final results

showed that the constructs of self-disclosure are affected by different motivations, and

intimacy is affected by the overall self-disclosure, and psychological well-being is limited by

breadth of self-disclosure.

Keywords: Social network sites, Self-disclosure, Motivation, Intimacy, Psychological
well-being



