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            초록
          
        

        
          This study was conducted by applying the UTAUT2 model to analyze the intention to use shared bicycles for leisure purposes for shared bicycle users. Data was sampled online and offline using purposive selection, and 476 questionnaires were used after data cleaning. SPSS 24 and AMOS 22 were used as statistical processing programs. Among the components of UTAUT2, it was found that performance expectancy, effort expectancy, facilitating conditions, price value, hedonic motivation, and habit influence intention to use. Social influence did not affect intention to use, and facilitating conditions did not affect Leisure purpose usage. Finally, it was confirmed that intention to use affects leisure purpose usage. These results proved that performance expectancy, effort expectancy, facilitating conditions, price value, hedonic motivation, and habit are the main factors in using shared bicycles. In addition, it is significant that it has proved that habit is the factor that has the greatest influence on allowing shared bicycles to be used for leisure purposes. 
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