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Abstract
With the evolution of information technology and increase in bandwidth, the content and
method of online games increasingly diverse and rich. We can find that online-game has
become a popular recreational activity from the analysis of the relevant research and survey
reports. Even Facebook and smart phone have also developed the online-game, so the

industry is growing very fast. It has become the most important leisure activity in Taiwan.

Online-game industry brings many social phenomena and inspiration and expansion of
academic research with development of industry. However, online game emphasized extrinsic
motivation more than intrinsic motivation in the past. The research having influence on

online-game player’s attitude is short of discussion on personality traits and user perception.

So this research use the view of the scientific and technological motive of information to
revise science and technology accept model by considering personality traits, perceived
playfulness, and perceived behavioral control to discuss online-game player’ s attitude. We
make up more online-game player’ s intrinsic motivation to inspire more kind of studies
among online-game research.

Keywords: Personality traits, technology accept model(TAM), Perceived playfulness,
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