143 -115 2016 1 13

*k *

394
(YouTube) 2013
(Google Plus)
(Instagram) (Twitter)

(Facebook)

.2016

115

*

*%x



1-1

350 2014
284
300 (Socialbaker, website, 2014)
.(Statista, 2014, website) 343
(Iternet world Stats, 2014 30 (%438,3)
302,064 81 .website, 2014)
797,500 2014 .2014
.(Arab Social Media Report, website, 2014)
%62 2014 840
7 800 80 }
.(Arab Social Media Report, 2014: 23-42) 2014 440
(Web 2.0)
MySpace 2004
-YouTube Twitter Facebook

116



.(Baracken & Lombard, 2001: 103)

Katz, )

(Blumler & Gurevitch, 1974: 510
(5) 4) 3) (2) (1)

Katz, Haas & Gurevitch, 1973: 148-147 :2010 )
(9 :2009 166
1-2

(2013)
860
(2012)
( 19 — 13)
125

100

117



(2012)
377
(2012)

352

(2012)

200

(2011) Hart
(The mid-Atlantic States)

(2011) Chen
(twitter)
Tweeting )
(and Retweeting

118



(2010) Quan-Haase and Young -

77

(2010) Borbey
(
18
University of 25 -18
)
(2009) Young
65-15 752

119

(2011) Langstedt

21

.Ottawa



3-2

120



Q@ T a4

6-2

7-2

121



20 20

( )
! 14185

6994

.(280 :2011 )
394

8-2

( )
99,4
9-2
2013 ( )
%649,3 .9
7191 %50,7
%3 425

(303 :1995 )

%92.7 425

122



Statistical ) SPSS

.(Package of Social Sciences

4)
394 (1-1)
%52.8 208
. %472
%49,3 %50,7
( )
%
472 186
52,8 208
100 394
%
15,5 61 19-17
70,8 279 22 - 20
12,4 49 25-23
1,3 5 26
100 394
22 =20 (1-1)
25-23 (%15,5)  19-17
(%1,3) 26

123

3-1

186

(%70,8)
(%12,4)



(%0,1)

(%16,5)

(%16,5) (%16,8)
(%10,9) (%11,7)
(%7,1) (%9.,4)
.(%05,3)
(2-1)
(%73,1)
( )
(%23,9) (%32,7)
(%5,6) (%6,3) (%9,4)
(%2)
( )
%

9,4 37 1
3,3 13 2
6,3 25 3
16,5 65 4
32,7 129 5
23,9 94 6
5,6 22 7
2,0 8 8
0,3 1 9
100 394

124

(%16,2)

,(%3,3)



(%91,8) YouTube

(%57,1) Twitter

(%70,6) Facebook

()

2-3

(%73,7) Google+
.(%54,1) Instagram

.(2014, website

%

91,8 362 1
73,7 290 2
70,6 278 3
57,1 225 4
54,1 213 5
6,6 26 6
5,9 23 7
5,6 22 8
4.4 17 9
4,1 16 10
2,1 11
0,8 12

,2013

Alexa, ) 31

%100 -(394)

125



%8,9

%434 (3)

%27,9 3
5 3 %12,9
%6,9 5
%22
3
3
%
43,4 171 3 1
27,9 110 2
12,9 51 3 3
8,9 35 51 4
6,9 27 5
100 394
4)
%68,2
(%17,3)
(%6,6) (%7,9)
4
%

68,2 268 1

17,3 68 2

7,9 31 3

6,6 26 4

0,3 1 5

100 394

126



(5)

(%75,6)
(%4,6) (%7.,4) (%41,4)
5
%
75,6 298 1
41,4 163 2
7,4 29 3
4,6 18 4
(6)
(%52,3) :
(%46,2) (%48,7) (%50,5)
(%30,2) (%31,2) (%39,8)
(%4.,8) (%21,1) (25.,4)
6
% %
47,7 188 52,3 206 1
49,5 195 50,5 199 () 2
51,3 202 48,7 192 3
53,8 212 46,2 182 4
60,2 237 39,8 157 5
68,8 271 31,2 123 6
69,8 275 30,2 119 ( + ) 7
74,6 294 25,4 100 8
78,9 311 21,1 83 9
.(394) -3

127



% %
82,0 323 18,0 71 10
86,8 342 13,2 52 11
95,2 375 4,8 19 12
(7
(%41,9) (%67,2)
(%41,4) (%59,7) (%22,6)
(%32,2) (%33,3)
(%4,8) (%2,4)
.(18,3) (%22,1)
: 7
% %
53,8 112 50,5 94
42,3 88 59,7 111 ()
32,2 67 67,2 125
51,4 107 40,3 75
433 90 36,0 67
22,1 46 41,4 77
26,4 55 34,4 64 ( + )
18,3 38 33,3 62
2,4 5 41,9 78
21,6 45 14,0 26
4,8 10 22,6 42
6,7 14 2,7 5
(8)
(1,815) (1,434)
«( 7)) *

128



.(2,239) (2,109) (2,061)
(2,693)
8
2
1,434 1
1,815 2
2,061 3
2,109 4
2,239 5
2,269 6
2,310 7
2,317 8
2,348 9
2,386 10
2,432 11
2,470 12
2,472 13
2,498 14
2,525 15
2,693 16
(1,650) (1,645) (1,637)
(2,000) (1,937) (1,855) (1,779)
.(2,104) (2,086)
(2,439) (2,442)
.(2,249)
=3 =2 =1/ .3-1 -4

129



(1,797)

(2,305)
(2,457)

©)

" (1,815)
(1,878)
(1,975)
(2,272)
(2,396)
.(2,703)

(1,871)
(1,911)
(2,036)

1,797

1,815

1,871

1,878

1,911

1,975

2,036

2,272

2,305

O 0| Q[ | | K| WD —

2,396

—
S

2,457

—_
—_

2,703

—
[\

2013

=2 =1/.3-1
130



| (1,532)

(3,122)

(1,967)
.(3,233)

(10)

(1,926)

(3,202)

1,532

1,926

1,967

3,122

3,202

3,233

N | | W[ —

=1/.5-1

131

110




(11)

.(%27.,4)

(%10,4) (%12,9) (%15)

(%5,8) (%7.,4)

111
)

27,4 108 1
15,0 59 2
12,9 51 3
10,4 41 4
7,4 29 5
5,8 23 6
3,8 15 7
3,8 15 8
2,8 11 9
1,3 5 10
1,0 4 11
0,5 2 12
0,5 2 13
0,3 1 14
0 0 15
7,1 28 16
100 394

(394)
132




-(12)

(%16,8) (%21,4) (%26,2)
(%13,2) (%12,6)
.(%14,7)
112
%
26,2 34,5 60,7 1
21,4 42,6 64,0 2
16,8 60,9 77,7 3
14,7 45,2 59,9 4
13,2 38,3 51,5 5
12,6 60,2 72,8 6
7,3 48,0 55,3 7
6,3 39,1 45,4 8
5,8 41,9 47,7 9
5,6 36,3 41,9 10
4,0 35,3 39,3 11
3,1 11,4 14,5 12
2,6 22,3 249 13
0,2 23,9 24,1 14

133




%13

%06
3-3
(13)
(1.736) (1.495)
(1,774)
(1,937) (1,926) (1,896)
(1,965)
(3.553)
3,018)
13
1,495 1
1,736 2
1,774 3

134



1,896 4
1,926 5
1,937 6
1,965 7
1,990 8
1,998 9
2,103 10
2,058 11
2,122 12
2,162 13
2,206 14
2,206 15
2,206 16
2,231 17
2,465 18
2,495 19
2,503 20
2,629 21
2,657 22
2,792 23
2,921 24
3,018 25
3,381 26
3,553 27

135




4-3
(14)

(1,863) (1,840) (1,741)
(1,911) (1,888)
(2,046) (2,018) (1,970)
.(2,058) (2,051)

‘14

1,741
1,840
1,863
1,888
1,911
1,970
2,018
2,046
2,051

O 0 Q[ | N[ K| W N —

=4 =3 =2 =1/.5-1 *

136



2,058 10
2,145 11
2,147 12
2,208 13
2,320 14
2,330 15
2,335 16
2,340 17
2,475 18
2,477 19
2,558 20
2,589 21
2,871 22
3,120 23
3,297 24
3,312 25
3,581 26

(14)

137




YouTube
Twitter Facebook Google+

.Instagram

138



139



Uses and Gratifications of Online Social Networks by the
Sultan Qaboos University Students: Analytical Study

Abdullah K. Al-Kindi, journalism Department, College of Arts and Scocial
Sciences, Sultan Qaboos University, Oman.

Hilal A. Al-Rashiedi, Reseracher in journalism and electronic publishing,
Sultan Qaboos University, Oman.

Abstract

This study aimes to describe and interpret the uses and gratifications of online
social networks (OSN) by the Sultan Qaboos University's students, using a questionnaire
of a quota sample of 394 volunteer of undergraduate students, during spring 2013. The
study concluded that YouTube is the most network used by the respondents, followed by
Google Plus, Facebook, Twitter and Instagram. The study indicated that subjects
recreational, cultural and social issues are most preferred topics. The results showed that
students depends on OSN to communicate, access news and information, and to exercise
the freedom of expression.

The study revealed that most of the male respondents present their real names on
OSN. The results showed that the use of these networks does not exceed three hours per
day for most respondents, and the use of on OSN reduced the use of other media. The
study results indicated that the most important uses of OSN are: curiosity, search for
news and information, and the most important gratifications are: access to news and
information, communicate with friends, and entertainment.

Key Words: Uses, Gratifications, and Online Social Networks.
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