SNS AMES4e] WE Ad el HAE 9k
AtiE v R FAAE3e 2HEaHE FAHLE
The Effect of NS Usage Characteristics on the Diversity of Visiting

Commercial Areas: Focusing on the Adjustment Effect of Generation—Based

Comparison and Place Selection Preference

FAMD AA2 gFEgd)

Cl
Saebae Ryu  Saehim Kim Hwang Joonwon

I
2.9

A we NS0l 9 Ho)M SNSE AHgdtn k. 53] EAMES SNSE 4 o
gzl thd e Ang S5at 5 SNS Bgald] Adle] MBS 442 A4 ¢ &
A Hlgieh, olef @ Wak AlgE Beld BBol 92 mA 5 AW obx74 SNSTH
EARe) o543} Bl SRR v 9P AFHoE BA AT P Aol
.

B QTR SNS BEAE} AFERAT e AR SolAe] SNS ALE Sl WEAT T
Pol v GFS Avine AL BHO Frk vl SNS BEYES: P 4 TR
Apolol A FH91e] Faegge] 2AEE A n g Stk olF 915 A& 20~50¢) A
ole] SNS AMEAES thker APEAIE Adaigdth BT SNS S5 WE 4
CRpgl frolnlek G AT TRIZHE AR mase B9l SNS AHEAol
W Tlebel frelvla Age WA SNS ALSEA F folahl et daagle
A 9gth A gade g 2aam wi 3ol & 5 ATk ST A
weh 2AEs W] Yebart

7|9E : SNS, &, YELAUNYY, =2, ZotS3HEA
Keyword : SNS, commercial district, visiting commercial district diversity, control effect, Poisson
regression analysis

[. A&

DstFga =AY A X7 g stat WAlg (5= AAL ¢ toqo333@hanyang.ac.kr)
2) st EAIHER A XA d g st vRAlg (52 A|A) - kshim9146@hanyang.ac.kr)
3)eedstn TA NS ARG R g sk} vA A (S AA) 0 jwh9479@hanyang.ac.kr)



ICT A2 21A47] o]% H&5E= dHslglon, ojggh 7|=e] W AME
o] oA AlEl] 2 WslE Hagr) =

Technologies)AFd ] W= 23] SNS(Social Network Service)+ EA&7H
g A2E AAS 7YKL Yin et al., 2011, Yin, Shaw, and Yu, 2011).
SNS+& =AHIES] |28 &1t digh ARE 3/ + Ade A=Y &3 &
of WHEgk Al AR, A AN ES JEESEE slo] she] of7kEstE Abe]H)
Q2= SNS o] 8= HHES] ozt she] Ed=R whdeigit
g HEAE ol A= old g el FEaly] AlAkslalal, SNSeF AEd
A7 AAEJATHE Tranos and YM Ioannides, 2020, J Gaspar and EL
Glaeser, 1998, J Sohn et al., 2003). AA|= SNS+= A2 &Alslel 34 #Ad
o] &= AR Uepstom A5 WA SARAA Bl A SNSollA] EfSlo]
S ARIoY 54 5] AlAEe] A AR e RS GRIE  AATHE
Zkd 9], 2014, 7AL" 2] 2019, A Tham et al, 2013).

SEAIRE SNS7F AAl A7 2ol M Al S aEol mxl @] g
A= o] FARA] ko™, SNS7}F 7HR1e] FEdidel P P AR
tEA A ¢ vk 7] FHoR dHe Ud w SNSEEE ARle
FTasH AZtske ARE 5 ¢ e A9 R ARile]l dske JRE
SNSEHE A= X3 49 SNS¢| &84 =) :

upeba] 2 Aol A= 'SNS € *}9”—5‘ go] W o] vhbdel ojwgk Ja ks
7R, AdEel]l il Anjate] Adgko] ek A vhAdel SNS &8

’

3o 2ASLAIE AT ARE AFE T8 0 A% Ao FHoR e,

£35], ICT(Information and Communication

o o

[I.o% 3 A4+ HE

1. SNS <3l &3k A+

SNS9] ARE-E7d0] Q1o Fa @ el A= dake 7]l o]HAYHE ICT 7]
= % SNS7F Q1Y Eel mR s A AFE S F5T 5 vk A9
TE AE 2 AR JIHY A

2 QUEY ARE A =of| whel GEbA| Al S EAe] wpeba] SNSo| Qo] b
T QTN Z Xiang, U Gretzel, 2010, H Shah, AL Carrel, HTK Le, 2021).
gRRlox o] JHE FAlsh= 97t o7t Bl WIes S/ AL, 22kl 8s
af ozelel wige] o]§o] FhaEE Zo] opd e H A Al d5S &
Adek(e)A & 2], 2020, S Farag, KJ Krizek, M Dijst, 2006, A Edrisi, H

(]

=

Ay ot tlo p2 o rﬁ



E dA3dyE gelst = Yt Emma Juaneda—Ayensa et al., 2016, ©]
AT 2017). o)9} e APATE BEfZ AFELS SNSeF 22 ICTE 83}
o] ApAlo] A
Els

U= A

o

SNS7} 7o) nx&= ek
S AG7F FE o] FYTE SNSAA EA
A =

& =l Zhes s Al A v SR Ak &
T ler, SNSE Fdll AHE FAEE A 2R JAEAS At
SHESAY dEvs As #@1E 5 AATEA 9, 2014, kim. et al,

AnlA] ANH JFFE Al AuAgel el a4 B 4T FAAE 4
! e PR

2A ggo R AoE = glom, sl A whet thksiAl &k
glo] odtol] Eg-ak RS BRI 5= UK Sproles, G, B, Kendall, E, 1996, A.
Keinan, R. Kivetz, 2011, VH Pardeshi, B Khanna, 2021, RK Rajamma et al,
2007, P Loketkrawee, V Bhatiasevi, 2018, Gehrt, 2007). A&3+s Aes}
= 2HAE] A AGEtllA AlEEE AR AH|A 7HE 2 EE Ha2A 5o
84 F F8A o7 Ao RS 5 glon, Fae f N2 S T
A o7 Agore] PR JFsEtH(RR Currie, F Wesley, P Sutherland,
2008, A Tham, et al., 2013, RA Pop, et al., 2022).
710 752 ICT &% T 2eklolA o] &do 238 FaL A2, SNS
52 Tl Jfele] A 2 Ay HHEeRE ortEEgte] Bkl %
H-53E Ao}, oo oAt SNS &8 EAJol 24
A Bl AHHoR vA= JEFS AFHor FA g
oj 3l zjo] o] WAYE=X] A B ghtl, B ol o] PHA]L Jf2le] Al of
ko] SNS &g Ame} o] Tt Alolel ojugt 2da s 7L

A=A At Ao

I HUooft
<

M. Ao 89l 2 24w

1. A9l W)



| AEZARE bl

o

o B4E 9

1o, 2022

9

=
=l

;_’L

=

=

oz oy

=
e 2 wr%mo%ﬂ%%ﬂﬁiﬂ
0 r o o
B 0 SRRz IRZTLET
X Sﬂ X T ~
2 ) PaBaRBayawn
" Sl2|2S|x2 |36 O o N o
o SEHEEEEHEEEEEE R S
ey MEEEEIEEIEIRIRIEE N =z AR
. S A A A A R A S R R %Mo;o%{mwvrﬂxmw
o Slaln|a|S| 238|858 I A S - N
£ T BT R
Qmm HO.TLE Nj.ﬁoiﬂA
o 1 oﬂr%WmM%S_ﬂJwrouf
_,Tﬁo ﬂ_l,ols,q ol B -
o Zom oW mw My
it mﬂES]SATﬂM,ﬂ <
= Fr oK oz By R
o = o, P PR g Y
° ah Wk &) =y B o
= o 9% mE = B~
oy W o Mmoo M _®E T g
gy O ETT T
M = Rl Rl R R R iy o
== =5 LR E R 2 2|52 Pl BE o B e
w U [ e | | 7| F| T 8|55 B T I S
HOUT ﬂo_iﬁﬂ?uus_zﬁﬁﬂeqeﬂ_ﬁul,ﬂlﬂq_o”&.o
wr i Z. * o o
e R Mo o 5 B m g BT o
L o 3 oo o e T
7m0 in %%Adnutﬂ?ﬂmﬂ;ﬂwwﬁ
oo Fomp BTNt g e
o 3 TPy T LRy
= I ,LIHEXE.# HOLﬁJ;OﬂiL.O
~ o X um._o&o ol T X°
E oy Cwoow ™A AR
o R 5 ™ w0 Tow g TrozwT 2
| i} ) o A —
e2 || E x|z | & o2Biziiiive
Jﬂlﬁ]ﬂl . ﬂ ,._j.__;lo,m._l;o,mﬂ_/#ﬂju Jlo_el_lﬂl
T o - 5 - m X wﬁ Ao N B
A= H o~ TR e M I R Y
%0 ZO ut@.b R N~ odo }ON dm ®o
BN T oo T < ~ F oo Nr



o —
: = = 3 3 2
i i = = = =
< o o
T ol N = T Hp Bl ! X J K % . Lxﬁ mr
—_— | N — ) . ) Jl o o % = | e
S S |z |RE| R - A 5E e
O T 0 B S O A MEIEAEEE X,
| — o N B X NN ol il oF dr A =) | o
o = - R o & i R} of — M| Mol ~
T of = Al = | & N 4 N ¥ K X s = N o
U R - R - T T e A C I I ; T I e s
N | e | Ew |k R R N A o S A
il X X ol) k o | < o ~
— H gy o~ —_ R wn K N b I
o = n Hia BN | e ) ~ —~ ol gy
< |2 |F ey | E G S O 7B B R S T e
N R kxR R | & = = la | ® oz W H
: = |B | wglT |2 .| K s T ol | W M
= = T | o T < Ellne - - - ~ i Ao | o7 o
Al 17 - = ey = = o =3 ) o | fn o | =
w F O |\E |Fo|Ee|F |EW R n 5 | |BO|2|E|9 |w|2EX|2
st s o [ - s ) T Jls =1 )
. oy E Xy E_ Mm mm op J = As_ Mm =T = = i 1ﬂr WA o = |~
T R . BT T N T L mla s | | N
U ) e | do g | qu g N | e N oy il SR A T T o =
T Ho mﬁ o | Ho up ~ N ro 5 el Mo ~ | O G o B r o | °
o7 o7 T lewmE | = ° ®_ |5 za 1o o W E M= | Yo o | AF
S R A T e % |m | % S = L
el W TE|RE | %o T | MT wrw & ) xo o w]r < mw o <
oF —_ - st ! o
L % |z=F wf E % ZE|Z |2 || Fle Rz |®z
3 = i <1 s | F oyl R ¥ = |
o8 |2 g e 2] AT (eelz e |e5|T|w|* |= & [N
R | R S w o | N qdom s E | X M WL | M| N e I v | 2 2 %
Fo|d |gX|E5 |2 |a| £2 |25 (25| (225|358 |w|s|Z8
T T | mw 5 Mo | %@ ww TE |Bx|TF | TH|T M mw ng oF im M ] c%_
PR i) Lum P | Lum o Lum Pl e | Lum
IR FET | | Fa|Fe|fe| T5 [T (5% |Fe|Fa|F| T |5 |5 |5
s ) ) 760 o0
100 o' o — o 2
s Tz R s g w3
NICS ~ T =
- o o o o < N




AT SNS ARE EAo] W Aol tdel vAs FuAE AR
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Variable Mean(%) Std. Dev. Min Max
HHEARE U (no./month) 4.353 3.522 1 26
A W Al SNS 2-8-3197(no./month) 4.583 4,501 0 30
3 Hat SNS AMEAIZE 98.158 109.798 3 1202
SNS AIAZ ¢gEE ®¥%(no./month) 4.666 7.687 0 70
AR ZT SNS AH8-57) 3.748 0.866 1 5
ZAFTF SNS A5 7] 3.365 0.992 1 5
A7) HHFT- SNS AL8-57] 3.036 1.113 1 5
VA F A A ek 3.540 0.640 1 5
FATANAE 3.811 0.610 1 5
HEATAAEF 3.594 0.691 1 5
A3 3.328 0.780 1 5
A ZFFT 3.608 0.710 1 5
! 0.502 0.500 0 1
A 39.517 10.933 20 59
A2 0.558 -
3t 0.088 0.283
214 A%k, A 2=2] 0.136 0.343 0 1
73 0.085 0.279
7€} 0.133 0.340
AT Z2Y F 2.697 0.813 1 4
M5 4.490 2.597 1 11
AEo R 0.504 0.500 0 1
A7NE o] b 0.626 0.484 0 1
T2 174 3.341 0.760 1 5
% o) 3} 0.083 -
B et A g 0.124 0.330 1 3
ik EFeld 0.793 0.405
=2t 0.142 -
- 9l 0.230 0.421
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H 4 MOE 2 42 O

HESE 994 (no.

HARH(N=1,050)

20,30tH(N=516)

40,50t (N=534)

/month) Coef. zZ Coef. zZ Coef. z
4E(e=1) 0.009 0.27 —0.003 | —0.07 0.023 0.43
A7 _2;209 —4.46 | —0.008 | —1.42 | —0.007% | —1.79
St -0.035 | —0.46 | 0.012 0.14
G RN LE]
21 (ref g —0.079 | —-1.59 | —0.085 | —-1.26 | —0.089 | -1.17
AR =
-2 0.037 0.51 —0.395% | —2.07 0.060 0.69
7| e} —0121% | —2.38 | —0.120% | —1.83 | —0.115 | —1.40
AFAHF A5 0.024 0.96 0.026 0.77 0.029 0.81
NAALE 0.04 45 6.45 0.059s% 5.80 0.028x 3.04
AEAR(7]E=1) _2'*126 —2.89 | —0137% | —2.29 | —0.048 | —0.74
A7V 2mfro] B (afr=1) | 0.120% 2.96 0.159x 3.02 0.065 0.96
27373 0.034 1.74 0.005 0.18 0.067*% 2.14
o) 3k
sey Ak 0.109 1.26 0.214% 1.90 0.057 0.34
(ref. a1Z0]3}) gt
E 0.157xx 2.33 0.27 3 2.78 0.082 0.86
o]7} el % el 0.128#x 2.43 0.276%x 4.18 —0.186% | —1.84
kel %) 91 0.056 1.09 0.169%x 2.48 —0.076 | —0.95
(ref. &2}) 75 —0.028 | —-0.50 | —0.002 | —0.02 | —0.124 | —1.54
SNSE 283t
o1 ArAl AAaHE 0.048##x | 17.34 | 0.048=x | 13.11 | 0.049#= | 10.99
;"i Y1 % (no./month)
= AL X 7F
SNS SNS 812 0.001 5 4.63 308—F04+ 1.86 0.001 5 5.63
e (minutes/day)
A SNS A2
° JrRE 5 0.004x 2.13 0.009s% 3.37 0.001 0.31
(no./month)
AR =
°f‘;;;7S]NS 0.083x 4.36 0.085% 3.41 0.063xx 2.04
SNS —
jq_ ==_1
AHE- "ﬁ]f; NS | 0079w | 410 | 0004w | 359 | 0.060% | 2.08
= AH-8-57]
571 oo
ANERFET 0.014 0.77 0.009 0.39 0.023 0.82
SNS A}-8-57]
_cons 0.277 1.72 0.020 0.08 0.418 1.45
LR
chi2(22) 901 540.85 333.92
Prob >
Model chi2 0.000 0.000 0.000
Statistics Pseudo 0.1581 0.1789 0.129
R2
Log _ _ _
likelihood 2398.2632 1241.4337 1127.3621

wkk p<(.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.10
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N=1,050

WE A TR (no. /month) Model A Model B

Coef. z Coef. z
(4 =1) —-0.011 —-0.32 —0.024 —-0.70
A9 —0.008+# | —3.80 | —0.007=x | —3.60
A 0.003 0.04 0.021 0.27
A5k

29 (ref.=A1E-4]) AH A2 -0.067 -1.33 -0.058 -1.16
52 0.043 0.60 0.061 0.84
71 E} —0.106%x | —2.08 —0.084 —1.64
AdFAdG L2 U 0.026 1.07 0.028 1.13
URES= 0.04 0% 5.86 0.04 Tk 5.90
AZAR(7]E=1) —0.117#=x | —2.67 | —0.097*x | —2.21
A7HE Ao i (af=1) 0.105%x 2.58 0.105%x 2.58
7173748 0.020 1.00 0.028 1.39
st A8} 0.103 1.19 0.106 1.22
ks EHg‘L;]ﬂ%ﬁc"j 0.146% 2.15 0.136% 2.01
419l 0.116% 2.18 0.1245x 2.34
Skl (ref.=&2}) =2l 0.044 0.85 0.029 0.56
7= —-0.042 —-0.76 -0.071 -1.27
SNSAFE-AZFH(minutes /day) 0.001 s 5.07 0.00 15 5.45
SNSE 83 AT W% (no./month) 0.199xx 15.33 | 0.210%#x 15.23
SNS AANZ 92 4 ((no./month) 0.005%x* 2.36 0.005%x* 2.34
ARZFT SNS AHE-E7) 0.056%sx 2.75 0.060sx 2.92
AAFT SNS A% 7] 0.07 6% 3.90 0.07 73 3.90
A7 Z@FF SNS A5 —0.001 —-0.04 0.004 0.20
TVATANARE FTAETE —0.088xxx | —5.31 | —0.099sxx | —5.70
7V AZF A EXSNS &8 "% (no./month) - 0.029x* 1.94
HEATAETF —0.027+ | —1.66 | —0.009 | —0.55
A4S A XSNS -8 H % (no./month) - —0.048xx | —3.42
FATANAE 0.007 | 0.38 0.018 0.91
FAZ AN A EFXSNS -8 W% (no./month) - —0.009 —0.64
TS 0.039+ | 1.92 0.026 1.27
T3S A A XSNS 28 W% (no./month) - 0.027x 1.76
MEZEFTA T 0.087+ | 3.93 | 0.102%% | 449
A 22F*SNS &8 Y%= (no./month) - —0.066%x | —3.42
_cons 0.669%x | 3.84 0.597xx 3.41

LR chi2(27) 974.78 1011.72

Model Statistics Prob > chi2 0.0000 0.0000

Pseudo R2 0.1711 0.1776

#ek p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.10
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