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Abstract: The ultimate aim of this study is to explore factors affecting the intention to block friends
on mobile messengers. To archieve this purpose, we suggest the proposed model consisting of privacy
concerns, lack of social skills, loneliness, and messenger usefulness affecting intention to block
messenger friends. To test hypotheses, 140 data were used to identify relationships among latent
variables mentioned above. For the empirical analysis, a generalized structured component analysis
(GSCA) under variance-based structural equation modeling (VB-SEM) was used. We found that
privacy concerns and loneliness have a statistically significant effect on the intention to block mobile
messenger friends. On the other hand, lack of social skills and messenger usefulness do not have a
significant influence on intention to block friends. However, the lack of social skills has a statistically
significant effect on loneliness. This result manifests that users with high privacy concerns are possible
to block unintimate mobile messenger friends. In addition, it can be shown that people who feel a lot
of loneliness are more likely to block friends. This result shows that mobile users who feel more
lonely want to focus on the quality of a social relationship rather than the quantity of it.
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An Exploratory Study on Factors Affecting the Intention to Block Friends on Mobile Messengers

1 A&
AP Yolet= &8 3AES CMC 7]=9] ez QIzte] As#g wWid WIkE
f-2kgltl,  CMC(Computer-Mediated Communication)® HAFEH 7]&] 7|Hbs & HEE

oaE AESs ek, oiF i ¥ AR E Ties XTSI
Sheldon(2008)> CMC7} ElQlZ} #AE FAE 4 d&= A2 713 E
b QAT v 7)ak Al E 7o AEA AAE FsiAIH v

AEl A A ATl mEWE, AU 7€ #A §A, 2" #AA P4, Al
<okl A FAAS fE AREEO]  SITHB]. Birnholtz(2010)= AW Eo] HAIA
ARESEAL, ARES AEEE olf e 2El A AR FE vha, aEd

Ol

Aozrgetar, 7o YAE AMSA #AAE FAEh7] Hsteldta FEdY. Egh
A i AT AszE whdo] ofuls A9o HAAR AMEEH7|E FH4].
StAIRE, JIE Y Aol A FA = #AE 5ol th3]. =2kl e 42 SNSs(Social
Networking Services)oll A A7 % A RF S| A(iH)= 71 % s3], LeiA, HTF

2FA)*(unfriend or unfollow)= SNSsollA 9] ALEH+= 7] 5 3Fueltl. Anderson and
Jiang[5]2] ZAtel wEwW, HAd] 4%7F 24 o] Ao wuz ez g
24 7158 AFESE Ao R UER T Madden(2012)2] FAFI A=, Meta AFEAF Soll
63% 2011 & 3 Tk AR HFEFoA HFE AAlE 2 A3 A= A=
e 0™ (2009 BTt 9%p 571, S HA T 58% % AH4le] SNSsoll A XG-E AbdE] E
Ado] 9l Ao R UETH6E]. Madden et al.(2013)¢] Aol HAd(W 12-174) =
T4%T Ale] AFEFAA ATFE Ads] 2 Aol v FHoRE YEIRTHT]. olAHH
bRl B A A FAd AR F dEs v #AY FRLE AT AT &
Bata 2okl wA slael di@ A SRS s BE, 7P ¥kl A sNss
AREAEO] ZIFAMAl Qe ek A= HARIH o R Frhetar AR vHE], Eukd el A
A= A FAt

. ol Ao Yol 2-22gkel HA B}

' S®3t« 2&THE]. 7 2tAl P> SNSs Aol A
WA HAstE AFEAE oo Estal o] des AWs & ¢ AdE olEH
A7} F-=slr) 53], Sibona[9]9] A 9-¢F v AR 22kl Tt Abdel AR AdTE
SNSsoll A|gtH oz o]FofH S ¥, Eujd wWA FAHAA WG A Pes A

ol XI™FE AAE Twtew AT aAd FE S olsfs)

A, AT aqa AT e 2wl FolA U9 BARY ANxE AFehs
wrkl ol AtelEel A ThRE AFSHT 7] WEel, Sl A el wt
AFE ARA AL FRe miebd, B oATE 2wl B i Rope] o&F
wAs AFH 2AS ATAnA muid WAA4 gL ATE Avete 048
sl % 4 Qe 20 gasun g
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2. AT 2 JH4
2.1 FF2pd

5 Zbck(unfriend)o] 2= ©o]= 20091 New Oxford American Dictionary®l =-3j
Go] = AREATHIL AFA Felo wE™, A5 A2 Meta®t #> SNSsol 5=
A5 AAS S P55 Eate sA| 9]

MPAFo A A e - 2kA|(Delete), xFeH(Block(ing)), -3l #l (Unfriend(ing)),
A FH(end friendships), ¥7 w2 (dysconnectivity), 717l 12| (broken ties), ¥4
&l 2 (dissolving), ¥HA S th(terminated) 5¢] 8o} FAFE Yu|E AL H o] gt}

AT AAs 9 @, Al ware] slgtn Fagivhe. E£F, Aol
PR ATk MR SuE wH er=rhg)

ATabge oge ol f=2 HAST10]. <dE B, el ¢le oY A4S

e Lo

o

834 gAY FAHS Fu=xg Xyt Ao A1) & AP Ao
m2W, FEAke 55%7F EfQlel X ~® % ulie G AHAE 3 Aol vt
SHATHI. olAH, #A ddl g A ATte A EEo] fANE Eupd walA
A A A BEes AYalTE Adts FAS
2.2 ZZto|HjA] A4

K Zelo| ¥ Al(information privacy)$ 7HQ1, Rk Z1e]a 7]#o] zpale] w3k of g3
A, dupg 2o AEE AA, 2 o9A FE AFHEAE AAT ¢ UE
A e WSoH11]. & Agert vig- A#AAola ] Bk AAZA O AAE
ARste A g4 o, v B A5 & adslof st

axetol Al I (privacy  concerns) AR Zgto]HAl A3 A ==

4

T4 S (faimess)oll et AMele] FHA #HHS Lehri[1l].
Zefolw Al o] TS AR FTE = _

%aﬂ% T’ﬂ] Xa”ﬂéla]‘é% H&—Qﬂjo]ﬂ_{_ HEO g 7H?_] =i /\o];]]jﬂ_o/] EHEI]]:&]I *Zl‘ﬁ\_g}

A A8 <UH o

Q1o Eerolm ATk el STl ek WRald] Zefolm Al ANE AeA FE
F g9tk oSk tEd WA B70A ZeholuA Fae 4ol v gHow
A% meolwAl et AAAUTHA WA A LetolmA Hae Aol
Agoltt. Aale] AH EEd ANE LAY WRsm, AAH HAAE A
gAel ols] J1SH BE A o AARE Flen SE Zerena s
27 glolAE AL ol UE of= mFsh ul Al WEE ¥ 5 g o
oE M @ otk 55 AT A gold Baol de AFEA GPAL
A 5 Agd we A Addns} wEEE AL A9+ A w9,
]

BIhusl] 2t AFRAE FAEF @ A9 WE T2 gl
APE BoA A REE= 5
S ole WA nn weEe Agne AT S5
o) o
XA =

7 S & 7hsAdel vk wEbAd, teel 7 o o
H1. Zeholu Al w4l xpdeled #of7h &= v & Ao
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23 287 7% BE

YOI SARE EVlE muY E AS wEel 4 99e vtz £,
JAAE FEAES A/ AAH A ES AGHIE dr1z] kel Ao
FAHE wAE B 5L AT 5 Qy) gFel g HEo2 A AHFH Aol

It =

XA Ft}2]. Scealy et al.(2002)e] Aol uw} , O A A7 de AlgEL
CMCE &% YA oA = & odws AA &v ASE YEWH13]. 159 A7
wEd, W A% 33 S 7R AFREES CMCE o Bo] ARgdte o=
VRS TH13], whebA, AFS A 37 A FEles e Abgrolu ARSI A A 7)o
F58k AR A4l Y FEoR 3] HAY ¢ e AMEA A 918 S F§)]
A&l oA HA=HoZ 2FS TheAo] =TH2] AN ARSI A 7] FFoly
=kl #AY] FHFol MY ARA Tes FHAIAE Aoldta BT ¢ gl
o 22l Ao FFshE Avto R A ZA 43S 9] AT + vt B
ot 53], Hl‘iﬂ‘ﬂ gso]l gHEdze] g diA| A= oYt} Corona Blue®= At 21
4 oW A FAE A3 B dixFd Fgolth mekA, AE A ] BEL
RS %7}/\] Z 4? At} Wittenberg and Reis(1986)= 71912l A13]% 7]&3} A4l
< N1 Y E Rl S wHokar =3 tH14]. Jin and Park(2012)<]

Aol M= Eutd Aol ARSA Ve A g2y dudve As o TH15).
3 U

¢

l

Tk, ezl ARG E 2l #AC AUXA FASe AlEES #AAY Ay
zolol TaAdel Wk 14 FFEo] ve Qv 44 FAE WA= JA ddE
U= Folth webA, 5o 7HEE AAE F

H2. AL3] 4 719 §-52 Aol kol #9o%h Oé?‘ék% ulz =

H3. AF3] % 7] H5E =R 7ot 9ads 72 5
24 2%

Leung(2002)¢] Ao wzw, PC WAIA 9 ALg =& 9] Z-2(loneliness)¥} ¥H&d o]

o, HAA ALE —’F%E A}7] % = (self-disclosure)2] %191, WHekA](valence, positive-
negative), A& #Ho] e AoE Yewt =, wAAY AR AT|EEY] ok
2 Zloje} A AdEATH16]. A7 BES ARl gk RS Bl A Al (s )=
& Letrh17]. A3 A F5F o] &(SPT, Social Penetration Theory)oll w2, )l A=
A3 A&9s PN FE HY A7 BERES 8 AT T18]. webA,
271 =8 BAE M 2 FAEE o A il g AT 3 P Ej o] tH17].

R Ha BWol =7w AR HAIA AellA A7) mEel iAo AFA A Kehal,
7daFol Qltiie]. WHE, fE2ES &
7= AMES AAD], BAGHA, sAR8ASRE, AgsA AAes ZESE o=
e T16]. Wb, QRS 7le AlgER Al R R =EHE e
Hasgtslr] fallA BEutd AelA HE AAE FASHA ko & 4 k. Eg
71Ee] #A QoA ARlE AT BEFSE Ao AFRAESE =2 Aok wepA
&9 7HE S AAE 5 At

H4. =32 2ol folgh g3ks vz 5 gt

int
4
o
X
o

i
24
>
to |
DX
g H
»r
o
LU
=5
i o
ol
rir
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25 WAA 7874

A B A AFELS ARl &35 FHA717] f8A midolE A8 so19].
UGT (uses and gratifications theory)ol] W= oAl A% &= Als] 2 Te|a Ag]s ol
2% #-g-3hH1].  Papacharissi  and  Rubin(2000)2 thW o] AMA S (FtF, Face-to-Face
Communication)¥} HI W oJAAE-S WEs| FRETUY T vldH A 4RSS
Al HE =47 ZQstv1]. Eukd WAl A= o] 7bFsata, A
wgko] golatH, AHsti, ZPEA AMEE 9 T-o]tH4]. B dh
AL FE AFEAFAl AdIE AR LS AFSCHL] HdH AFC]E)S T
A AR O8a Asgg S5 5T F Ade A RS UEHaE 4
ATH].

Zukd wAAE dAAd AR wEka Izt #AE
sAlolth4]. 3k, Bl IHEZE =9
g 2o QIE Ul ARES 7S A (HY] W YAARTE RIEES AT, AL A

=

YEAIS F2A7]L, 2833 92aS

fr o> K
>
)
>
fol
Ny
ki oo

5 7] %o (motivation) THHoR A7k &5 <] 29 (energization) 2}
ek diretion) o2 o TH21]. 71 W dqES A S A Ao <3|
571, 7HAE, BAY A4stE xFste], @4std w7, A, Al AR
WS ek B, A3, HE GHE fFegri21]

A 571 344 A3 #dE d5s 24935 e PSS ATITH21) 22
71k 71 HE A &4 T dFoR EFAL O dri22]. W4, 39 5=
FAA A5 #Ady P W 5 4sE g2 I9 571 999
AvE A gRled oa] @AsET22]. 3¥] FUIe TEL FEwolA dAA
ks 3w QAWEL o] E3E o] $hri22]

o)1 7} % " (desire to approach)@} FAHx Az 3|7

o Fse TA/E Al AL & S
E)(desire to avoid) 5 T+ 7HA 22F |2 FA4EY23]. A 57|(approach
motivation):= 17}, wlghA sk T A 284S 9 719 HRE HIT24]. 39
5 7|(avoidance motivation)= H®, U] &= HFT A 2HE 9E TV HAE
A
7

v

e el AEH A AEA ARe
Aol ojg zAsEA olslas H AR #ed 4 ol o F N ErlE
97+ Eahels Aameete] Mol LIETH23]

=

AYAT BAE Ay ATE A ¥ APe F] ZeAss wud
RN FEwx EACH28]. Gable00®)E MAATOIAN 37 ook ZEs} it
A7h wha, debd Astel AF dpEtis A9E AAsa drka Fga. gl
WAE 2 AFel BA ABHA wEel, A AU A UL FA
AASE Qe A5 Brhdsithal SAW, B ASd wd #BE AFE wPS
el wedss AUe sves ZeAss A AgedE A7 Auw
T A ZTH24]. <& E°1, Elliot et al.(2006)2> 4 F* HE7F 2ol FAH
Gepe v whde] ¥ wEHol FAH P vk AL ANT AN W,
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s
=
N

g
o
i
1

sk Aol 9l T s BAY EAE e A=
AR SAE B FAR AAG7] wFolvH24]. webA, AR A
e mHAelH, 7 7] w79 F@d o 1zt o] WA= RS Aok
$+TH24]. Jakubiak et al.(2021)%= F 7FA] B717F A5 Wil o] ofym, o7+ F J}A
715 Al F o F45iv26].

Howard(2019)&= < 719 39 7|7 25 45 47 499 < (well-being)
o &S m vk T3 H27]. Gable and Impett(2012)= 17He A3 AAE F4- AL
fFA A e F717F Aeol®E Eetar 714 #HeA AEAH #BAE HAEst
ATe g FHavta AHeuA, 190 AAE By HE 98 IuE B
aHdoF olafet 4= vk F3UTH28]. Trew(2011)= A B719 339 E717F FAl
el s AT s A 23]

shAIE, AT 3|94 AR A F717F oA9A 2%, AREA T, AR A Ao
st 212, AEHA ARS|A @A Gl A A dH 2 il A A Finterpersonal
outcomes)ol ojw st J&S wHX =A== wol LHA|A FUrH29]. wid A A=

4 3y Hae 2wy #A el feofd JIdFE vAA XIdvs 23E
Al

i o

FAA A &S

719 #AHA AYsta olF [19 1% E2 AFEFe A L5
MePAele] Aol He A 5719 gy T BT e B4 2yS AA T
A HS FEED e ANA #BAle] FAA AR AT EE 45T F U
APHAFE GAasgE= Holth, o714 89 ¢ X (behavioral intention) )
q5S T Y] (readiness) 7t o= AEIYE Wt

rsa
5
=
o
2

A4

EL

3] 9] 4
A

w214
784

[23 1] 97 =¥
[Fig. 1] Research Model
3. dolE 1 2 £4
31 AE /N E Holy 3

Auter(2007)°l] W=, FAZF i 3 A ARTS 9
ARg-3HUH12]. wElA, ! By
oz At o

Qo T
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At A7) witel thE didro 2 A sy g9 SEAieka guE
A Ak o= Verswijvel et al.(2019)9] AtollA 6709 &
Zalolu Al #AS Malhotra et al.(2004)2] Aol A 470¢] =S 2183
7] F-%-2 Wittenberg and Reis(1986)2] AollA] 3709 &S A-&rH14]. Q=g
Russell(1996)°] 1ol A 2709 @& X&AUTH31]. v
Davis(1989)2] A-ollM 6709 @55 AEATH 2E 5
oA e & el 2FE AT

At Felel A AeAde =17l flsiM Naver form ZiwE 2El A
AARE & 5/ BHRE FASE S B dEe] HAe ddsta A
S BR AR Fole % 3
1403 €] SHAJo] - AEo] Sutdrh MRS FB $R(p T4 FE o} F¢
AN A v FoAR Hol7kA &= dAste] FEHe] jlEs ok HAE &
9eiA Likert 7 point-scales AHEFTE 17 HE FolsA FES dERM, 7H
Ao FogS HeERT.

G*Power v3.1.9.7 for WindowsE &34 £ <
T5 AEdnh A% gy T84, 54

Z|Eo 2 FHA 897 ol dEol Hadk Aow e 2 Ao A = 140719
s ARSI AL RES HAsted 28¥ Ha RES FEiva & F
Atk
72 A BA, AR gl BA =8 &4 Jamovi for Windows v2.3.18& AF&-3@lT)
Aot ®& o] FA1S GSCA Pro 1.1 for Windows v1.1.82 A}8-3ith 9z EAS Aglstd
[ 1139 £4
[ 1] S84 54 &4
[Table 1] Demographic Information of Respondents
T AT ElR= H|-&
e 61 43.57%
4 o] 79 56.43%
A 140 100%
A5 1t 1k 21.34] 4 vk 174, Hd: v 274
Ha A T5E A5 3t 3599 #2439, Hd] 3,2007
=4 AT ot 28.4™ 207, 65478
2t - ot 25.39 #2407, #t]: 50078

32 24 99 B4

B AT dold S HA7 FAA 99 FEE AEs] A4 29 BAS
T3 git}t. EFA(Exploratory Factor Analysis, ©21% Q921 #4)= Q9 7 A¥gHdo=
AuEA ge  Adelslel AR Fel  uAsel gt @AEA  sdg

&4 (exploratory) 37| 913l A1 AF-&-ghTH33].

ATAE= EFAE sl el ¥ AmvE Z A4S Sl AjskA
gelsfof  grh[34]. dHeol" AFAHS  Qleke WHOE KMO MSA%H BTSE
A}4-3H34]. KMOE 06 ©l4e e 7} ¢ EFAE 9% A dolEu
et BTSE SAACZ 93 49-(p<0.05) =¥ HolE7} EFAS F33}7]0l
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39

s =
p<0.001°]7] wiito] +=H¥ A= =Z EF

T ATellA

. KMO*E

Faetr]el A et

EFAS 9alx 1% dole e AtAl ofFoA AH=e PAF(PrlncipaI Axis Factoring)
al al

0.764°],
T STk

BTS+

FEUe SR, 29 4 AAEd 7Y Fol a9 o] gRwAE e
A= AHAEH 7R Fell Oblimins AH&-Zth
9l ol AA 7| b4 sttt BdE = PA(Parallel Analysis)S AFE-FaL,
SRAAANGL 7152 0501, wak8l AAghe 040)8t= A} EFA A3+ [3E 2]
@ol 5719 frad alg mEd
[E 2] 944 29 B4 A%
[Table 2] Results of Exploratory Factor Analysis
= . Factor
J ) H 2= =) SpE
2 ZH T = Z060 = 1 2 3 4 5 MSA
a3 0.148 0.533 0.145 -0.218 -0.227 0.710
a6 0.088 0.589 -0.067 -0.021 0.124 0.733
| A1 A] a8 0.064 0.753 -0.119 0.064 0.041 0.847
84 al0 -0.018 0.796 0.153 -0.103 -0.043 0.629
all -0.081 0.848 -0.071 0.060 -0.039 0.638
al2 -0.063 0.667 -0.027 0.089 0.106 0.741
RO al3 -0.011 -0.071 0.019 0.035 0.601 0.666
N2 . al4 -0.010 -0.064 0.011 -0.061 0.768 0.575
=T al5 0.046 0.099 0.064 0.003 0.779 0.694
a34 0.037 -0.051 0.576 0.107 -0.008 0.845
3z Elo]H A a35 0.019 0.095 0.779 0.166 0.081 0.871
A a36 -0.030 -0.064 0.934 -0.026 -0.030 0.800
a37 0.065 0.000 0.854 0.000 0.067 0.814
BEE a40 -0.007 0.036 0.053 0.899 0.013 0.709
N a4l 0.083 -0.039 0.079 0.788 -0.031 0.784
a42 0.655 -0.030 0.104 0.166 -0.039 0.864
ad7? 0.869 0.025 0.066 -0.144 0.031 0.741
Ao o w a48 0.796 -0.052 -0.011 -0.055 -0.005 0.697
a49 0.570 -0.027 0.041 0.127 0.000 0.88
as0 0.654 -0.024 0.049 0.164 0.033 0.876
a51 0.684 0.058 -0.186 0.137 0.025 0.780
SS Loadings 3.22 3.05 2.83 1.81 1.7
% of Variance 15.33 145 13.48 8.63 8.1
Cumulative % 15.3 29.8 43.3 51.9 60
KMO(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) Measure of Sampling Adequacy(MSA) 0.764
5 1655
Bartlett's Test of Sphericity (BTS) degree of freedom 210
p value <.001
33 S4EY ¥4
Ao E A Y-S HAAs] s 7F2UAA RIS AR AT 719l
gk A9 Anderson and Gerbing(1988)c] A Algt 2HA] HHES AREFATH33].
SARZ SAHEY 22 (measurement model)ol A A A} ElFAS Hrrglow, T WA
Ao A= 2R (structural model) S E3 7HE S AAF.
331 A=A 4
X 03'7_01]}‘1% Egﬂ xLzHBﬂ/\g] /\]ﬂ}dﬁ. ﬁi7].z‘slh:]. /\]gﬂ 317]-.‘:

F A e
14]751 ozL],/\ x|

186

o2 A4S H7sH= Cronbach’s alpha®}t Dillon-Goldstein’s rho(2

SR
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o] 2 A gk (outer loadings) 2] W&o 3-8)S AT dAATol wad F g 25 07

ol Abwlojol AFAo] EAZF ¢tk EUH35]. [ 3] ®W HA Cronbach’s alpha:

0.759% UEF O, rho= 0.862%= WEFRL7] wiitol Al el &A17F glckar & 4
[ 3] A w4 A9

[Table 3] Results of Correlation Analysis with Reliabilities

3T 5] A

gAus ¢ e 24 | aees | AL e | P
A 0.780 0.441 0.235 0.413 0.039
oAl A 0.403 0.872 0.369 0.513 0.068
R 0.196 0.309 0.822 0.221 0.068
BEE 0.368 0.452 0.180 0.942 0.027
873 0.025 -0.061 -0.049 -0.019 0.757
R? 0.212 - - 0.033 -
VIF(Variance Inflation Factor) - 1.350 1.109 1.260 1.005
AVE(Average Variance
Ext ré cted) g 0.609 0.760 0.676 0.888 0.573
Cronbach’s Alpha 0.871 0.892 0.759 0.874 0.848
Dillon-Goldstein’s rho 0.903 0.926 0.862 0.941 0.888

Note. thZ-A 3t AVES] A&t #<S w3 / gz 919 3k HTMT ratio of correlationsE U} ERY

332 El3A E4
e34d-e d% el (convergent validity) @} 8 E}FAd (discriminant validity)S 2] 1o},
[4 317 #o] AVEZLe] 05ET 5 A5 HE E} /do] Ukl ErH36].
B2 7 7HA S FE A8 AR, AVERL S AW 7he] Ak
H] Wl T37]. & Wl wEW, 7} AVERLS ARG ko] A
7o W Yol EAgttar EUH37]. [ 3ol WA @
o|th Wk zbd ofefe] 2 FAHG 2he] Al Aoty 4] A
AVE®] A<t gto]l A Alerog A vetwoh i gHYAdS Hokske ®
7] .2 HTMT (heterotrait-monotrait) & 2] I TH38]. ¥ 7|W -2 Fornell and Larcker2]
o dAsitta FrkEn [ 319 didad He 2 HTMT glolvh. A3
wEm Bogke 0.85 u|vkolojop FTH[39]. [E 3] KW FHYZko] 051307

_

ol oZ:

o

o~

g
i

o

PR

B

NN E o2 o
PN EN et A rli

34 & B8 AA

BoAFE FREY 248 el SEM(Structural Equation Modelling) 7] H <
AHEEITE SEMO] B4 ol HA, i, 508 LA tH33]. o] o]l T a3k olfe
SEM ARg HA o] webx F4 ) V)4 Ry e Zpojrp AT £ LY

O] TH40]. &% 8¢ E=(common factor model)?} A¥E &d Ax FA AW (full-
information estimation approach)> o292 FAAI JEe oz FHE 7HA
UTHBZL. = 7IHE ol& AW, BAH FAA FFH FHow HIks
FASTH33]. Wi, AR ¥t A3wE PLS(Partial Least Squares) 5749
&0 A A AHel UATHBZ 2 Ve ol8A AT 53 sl A

AIAg-d 5 £4S FTAIGTH33]. 2+ A+ Eukd wA A ARERFe] 4 % =
Hsk7] 918 AlAE AT 2 ATt #wek AT, 53] m2utd A HF A

O:
@
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AR 5 Qe APATFE o]BA AV FEHT ol AHEAE0] ol A
AT AR olme PAE Agets AL AR AT BE FAE 2gL vow
ArmPor AQA A4 A= okl [E 419 2t
[& 4] 724 A3
[Table 4] Results of Hypotheses Test
M= F42 EF2X 95% A&7k t &t p #k
H1. ZolBjA] A A= 0.28 0.092 0.106 0.466 3.043 0.002
H2. A8 E 7]& BSoaiden 0.07 0.083 -0.095 0.225 0.843 0.399
H3. AL3]% 7]& B _,9=2S 0.18 0.089 0.019 0.349 2.022 0.043
H4, 928 L aldox 0.23 0.103 0.016 0.418 2.233 0.026
H5. WAlA 8-t = 0.05 0.089 -0.128 0.215 0.562 0.574
H6. WA 842 -0.011 0.095 -0.203 0.174 -0.116 0.908

7Hd AR AYNE AEstd thed 2k oAl e T Apd o) Eo] {9
qgS m A= Aow  EFTH(estimate=0.28, t=3.043, p=0.002). w&lA], 7} 1
A=t olejst A= mutd Al oA Rl A A4l =FEHE A
Eds0 L AT e AREAbE ARRle] RAXE Fol EHSMA AZEE dal
AFE Ads 7bsAdel Avdes AS gujsith. B8, dEYzZEd V)R HWilA
AFuith g2 229 AR "EV Bl & JdEs AT S gloy, Al
Hojx&= 1 Ao dig Fias =AY, Z=2E AAE 924 HoFE Fl
AA27) HE e BEd AFE Adste Aol ¢ Attt wdshr]  wiitol

e AvtE mejzic

9, rlo o

1

>
2

th5og AR T)e F5e T Ad ok f{olg JFS mAA| RXehes FoR
el Sk Ch(estimate=0.07, t=0.843, p=0.399). w&bA], 7Hd 2= 7174 ESG AR A V)&
F-FHo] A At oo JEFS v AA e e F AR ST = k. AA,
AL Tlmo] FEalr] wiie] Add e FR AUHoR AHolA T abd
Flol FFAT sheAdo] Fobd yehd ATE B S Qrh thE SHAE sa=
AL A 7lszo] FEsithal QIASHA] Zastal @Al FwRIQle]l zpxle] THAY ¥ &
s Wolgtar AZeteE AUt ddEn § AlE FEe] FRANEES R
Qi L3 AAES FAEL Y] Wil Ao AeAME =7x EsA el

AE A 7] BEE QEFo] fod dEFs "AE AoE e ThH(estimate=0.18,
: o A3 A el g 7ot HA
7hegk AFSI A HAlC gk Q1A RS HAS 52 diste d =] HrH35]
T3k ASA AFE EFS FAAAT|7|E SUH[35]. WHHE, AMSA] AFI 7|0
53 A #AE #Ydte e¥o] FFsly] uitel Hik, A9, AR3S|F o=
Al =S s ¢ 9t
QEFS T Ad Y=o FoF FIFS H|XE= ASE e TH(estimate=0.23,
t=2.233, p=0.026). m&}A], 7} 4% A B = I} Haugen et al.(2013)2 9] 2 5-0] A A AL 4
ALY H(F)eF #A-EY] B #AAY d3 dAY A" ou|et ¥ #o] ztha
T e, JEFS 27e AN #AY F Hoe dd g Bwe s
7FA AL A7) wiiEel] A&ge] Abgtel Al FHFSskAl =W, o] AtEERe] #Ae] o] 217
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o] abgel digel Aol EAEA @ 4 gtk WAA fede AT A
O] &= (estimate=0.05, t=0.562, p=0.574)9} <] =3 (estimate=-0.011, t=-0.116, p=0.908)°]l

BAMCR Fo% 9F& vHA K Ao dewth HWAAE dAsia f9%
#A ] Gl Efol drh4]l AT, Azt dE FEAEe HHE AT £ A=
HAAE 2 gtk 2k o AeAes o Adssy] did waAst A3k
Hd Feaee dAg v As oS ohdnh4] webA, mutd WA E EEiA
G LTS P SE UY aFoR AT F e BAIY =Ae 23 dda)s
FEh & Bol, AN W Addel w4 P aela DRI BE FHAA
FARE A, mukdl WA e v o wER, Z2 9 s, 18 S5Ea)
o #4e AL £ Ak weEhd, Hd| &% @A Q7] wEel vaAe]
%ol AT Ak JEuh g2 ge FUsAE dtha S,

SNSs ZdellA FT2kAl HES FEs AL
A3EY =% QJtH41]. Bevan et al.(2014)2 3
g Fereta 4ol zhu and Skoric(2021)S A
HAE grHoz ddste= Podtar Gt =, SNSsol
Abst A ApgS HAT TheAo] EwAIRE oJEAo=m A
HALE 7o) @ T Al E 28l BAlC oA Fas o3

=gl = e
S (refriending)et= 53 FdHE A7l sHHNE HA= A= @A
well, A oA FAH FHE = T8tk shARE, A Aol A=
Al FAH fFA FER O OANES FASs B 9o aga o9wA AT
GHEFNH=A ol telM = AT FSer42]. dAd #gE Ao ATES
ERQlFte]l A4S FAsHA %7 AT ZAAE EFtelr] wdel dF A
GAS sy stuH42]. whEbA, 28l #AE ofEA EdAC BAS Foof

T4 A4d = i 49 s
AAE <o mAQl 2El B TR
dotar o= HAd

FTEHor ATE
= A=

SR
R

o,

Jo
=2

o
=
Atk EE

moe
ol
S
K
N
i
i)
lo
w
e
X
fr
i
—r
2
iz
do =)

Ar42]. A, TAE A wdel B A7 o sl 27w mEe rhsr]
BT mu #0A WA AgAe wA wd @siel AT A olwo
Qe WAL eQe YANC. B As, el Paleh smgel AT
Aolmel fold G MAL Ao vrhgrh Sold Fe fmge] AP A
oo PAH GPe vHE Aol ofue FHH FF2 mATE Holth g
Lol Abgeleha wEA] AFe] F7b Ada B 4 grh F, A7 fo) Fo Fria
2 e gtk edld, A7e 4 wWelm Fa Lo WEe 49T 4+ v
ZeAEY Fold, nelu 3 ¥/ F oW AREd AT #AS 22 5b
otk 71 ol x Al AAS WEn vhgS Ui b ATE BEAA e
=7 &gtk mebd, AT w6l Qold FRmths @A A gEs] AN
A7 ARe AR 5 9] wEel vt Ane dae 5+ o
s, ATAE GEE AN ZefolmAst FAHL drkm =AY S
Gelm Ae ge ugel e A9 WAL & Ak E=9, 9Res Lt Aldol
Brle] Aol WA & W AT Ad PE A 5 Ak A4S L 5 A
BoQpels feh e ARd el oo Thed g @Ael AW A,
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A

Uebd & sl Aot FF ATolA =
A, A%, 29a A ol wheEl o dh Aolrt yEheA AuEs AR ofnrt
A& AeR HY E4, & dve disATE R EA3 mEd, et
HAel AAZE AR Y gEgetA] @tk =& olEnlolES T FAEA BAE
gdstal vkar s AR #@Ale] Fol Wi W] wiel, AEIAH #Ae FEel
g A A7 Aael AolE B g v Aol RigEA &gt &%
Aol M= 71, A, A FRel we zpolrt A skEA] AR s X o7t e
o
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