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An BEpirical Study on Factors that Influence Social Acceptability of Nuclear
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Abstract

This paper empirically analyzes the effect of understanding necessity, safety, economic benefits of
nuclear energy and ROK-US Atomic Energy Agreement on degree of support on nuclear power
generation, building on survey results from 313 college students in Republic of Korea. As a result, we
have found that understanding necessity, safety, economic benefits of nuclear energy have a positive
effect on degree of support on nuclear power generation, and level of knowledge about ROK-US Atomic
Energy Agreement plays crucial intermediary role in raising support. In order to increase people’s
acceptability of nuclear energy, we have proposed to provide transparent and sufficient information,
accurate estimate of economic benefits establishment of economic rewards system and a resolution for
spent nuclear fuel reprocessing.
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<Table 1> Empirical Studies on Social Acceptance of Nuclear Energy
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NQlol M N Y wek AastA Agsks] iAol ma BES A E 27k
A7t nesoof s, ¢4 SPUSTE FoHsl vAE 4P A JFS HES ok 3
3(<Fig 1>), 02 SPUG7t M sE Bl SHuse P v 42E 4
BE= Aol tH(<Fig 2>).
Oj 74 1 4=
a b
saEsX of BxEsy
o
SRS X , Zady
Y=i,+cX +e-—————- (D c
M=i;+aX + eg=————- 2
Y=iy,+ X +bM+ ey—————~ 3)
<Fig 1> Direct Impact <Fig 2> Indirect Impact
<Figure 1> 3AAF cE & EF(total effect)o] ™, Wi/ HFZS 18 31A] &2 el A
=Pus X7 F40% Yol vAE 9FE ehih <Figure 2>& SHWS X9 FHUS
YZre] #AE Mol wisteE A ofn] gttt o]wf <Figure 2>°lA 9 SHHF] 3| AASF &
MRS BAS F R gadted, o)A MANSE BAS T EYEST F5u5

3
AgHoz vAE GE oujdth =@ axbi Mol <@ v/lm o]k
= Y2 o

WA Mol SPHS Xob FEMS YE iASEAS setsly] sl A5 4Rz d
o 2aEE P 37014 AAE 48] et $4 (1), (2, B) Al el BHARNS
T A ¢, a b7F ¥ Fon g FEo R YEhaL o7 cBu ol v ol o 2
b om wAMe: Me SURS Xob FH85 YE vljdcts B 5 gk o] WEe 7
Hoz Awny g 2e 49AE A

AA, SHUFE FHEEFA FovE gFS v Aok Fhc=0).

=4, e s fFor e GFS v Aok gtk a=0).

A, w7 SEE Folr g GFS v Aok Frhbh=0).

A, AR BAG Fol, SPRFIF FHFe] v A= JFS FolEAGCEEA)
2) AFA EAS A WEAE ASFEA D BN ARSE S, F & BAE AT 5 oyl A, §9

o A% T =4 ofake] AFAR TR
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FolmalA grofoR(@xm 7)) Frke>e or ¢'=0).

AR TE FAG o]l F FHHFY] E A ()7F AT, SHHETE FEHAF] nA = o

uj ZpA =MD o] <] s A vk kA 3] A== 7 v 7l (complete mediation model) & 37}

| = SgHe a7t 2o=E A9, v se FEHL
e (partial mediation) & 37} Ft}.

714 cc'v F EdolA AHadE WM HH & (indirect effect)o] 2= w7} &2 axbe}

z e AT BAHES zo)tH38]. ©] 35S Sobel testz} &}

FedAE 44 s, s,).

AR 7ML AR A R sk Ao 74 7o 2 e AT EE e

<Table 2> Set up of Research Hypothesis

ot & NS

b4 QNI LWOA, OFFA AMA Hol) (st 01AI0] =242 X $240] =2 A0ICH

JHE 11 | ZQAN T§Et Q1A10] =242 X3 2840 2 20IC

JbE 12 | OFEAN C§EE Q1AI0] =242 2Nt 2240 =2 20IC

JHE 1-3 | ZHE B0 e 01A10] =S42 AX& +8240] == 240IC.

S 9 QN LWOA, OFEA AR HolY (st 01AI0] s242 80| AR 0 (s XIA0] =2
= 20ILH.

Ot 2-1 | LA st 0140 =242 50| AX FR (I8t XAl =2 20ICH

Ot 2-2 | OLEAN Bt Q140 =242 50| A RO B XAl =2 2H0ICH

OHE 2-3 | ZHIE B0l §Et Q1Al0] =242 -0 X2 SF0l tat XIA0| &2 20ICt,

It 3 5h0| X BHO| 3 XA S242 X2 28450] =2 0ICH

S 4 QITto] WA, oA AHA Bl [H3H Q1AI0] AXE +2A0 0IXs Hate 50| X
= EEO 8t KA 2Z0 Ol6H 0HHE 2401Ck

S 4oy | 2200 Bt GI40] BT 240l DTS FHES B-01 BXH S U8 A +E00 A
= OHOHE! 240ICH

S 4p | TS0 DB GIN0] BT B0 DTS FHES B0 BAH S B A +Z00 A
= OHOHE! 240ICH

i 4g | ZHIE0I TSt OIM0] BT B0l DTS S 201 BRI ST U8 NN 200 A

O§OHE! 240ICH
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<Fig 3> Empirical Model

2. Xtz 3 #E

2 ATE 8 A 9 A7AGY] g ES e R 20139 59 159 F-E 649 1499
g 3F A QAo gk HEXALE AT EAks AFTE 5o WS Agst
Hom, F 40055 wiEste] 32055 3| Fesivh B AT 242 918 34d 3209 AEA
TolA AEAT gho] B ger 789 AEA = AL Un A 313709 AEA TS Aol A
gaton, #18 AzE SPSS Win 120§ o] &3ke] #435kolth

AT tdAte] dubA 54 ol <Table 3> Ztuh ZAF dAte] AEE ozt

217(69.3%)%, F A7 95(30.4%) o & YERG T AFA 93 B ste] EA AFAE 1979
(62.9%), T2Z=A AFAF 86(275%)%, v+ AFAF 27(86%) o2 eyt Tt #d
st FuE FA A e Ab=H(Fa)o] 190(60.7%) W, 7)1 S a7t 75(24.0%) 8, Bl 7} 22(7.0%)

o, AT 20064%)H o2 A e] Fuk 4= o] o] FTuE JFAIA] k& Aoz e

<Table 3> Composition of Samples

&= \ EE ARlI=(%)
Z 313(100.0)
N 95(30.4)
He O Xt 217(69.3)
o 1(0.3)
so 27(8.6)
HE T ZACA 86(27.5)
b Al 197(62.9)
o 3(1.0)
£ 22(7.0)
JI=D 75(24.0)
z1 HED 20(6.4)
21 190(60.7)
ot 6(1.9)
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3k 7|4 EAEA A= otg] <Table 4>¢ 2t} Likert 53 2= 7|Fo0 82

o] 3.323, A A Aol 3k 2A2]o] 3.0030.% HEF o)A FFo 8 FAESY
528% 7H BrAl vElytow, Ha ol oigh Q12412 2620, g7
68152 HE olgte] FFoF ZAME QT

N o

<Table 4> Descriptive Statistics

(N=313)

T = HEEI ESESYs B3P &S

i AN HHEE 3.323 0.808 1.00 5.00

ey 2.620 0.878 1.00 5.00

Sgpe i 2.528 0.855 1.00 5.00

ZRE HY 3.003 1.070 1.00 5.00

s S0l 2N B3
OHOHEH == [t olAl 2.681 1.071 1.00 5.00
nf7HH S| 2o1EAR)

® oA A FARYES A% 98 BAH 2Bae AN A 29

A4S grsly] f18ke] wgl W2 3] A1 W (Varimax rotation model) S 4 -8-3} 91
=t

UE = KMO(Kaiser-Meyer—-Olkin) 2 0.856¢] 2 +9] &2 0.0002

H
2 Yehy dAA o2 et =Tt =g}, } Cronbach’s Alphazt& 0.877% el wj7j
of tigt AT MFE A FE3] dREHAGYL = 9lt}4
5709 &l thate] 29 HAYANE &S] PA= —L/\]?S]— A= <Table 5> zom A

3) 291 ¥4 (factor alnalysis)& 2o 24 WRE T5F ﬁ‘i&i Fol Ah5e E@"é% O]J_’— =
&

oo o
e M
T
¥

offf &,
0%
o I
N
o2l
ol
o
rir

e
Jo o g
NA
2,
=N
N
o

%“éo J‘r‘”o} 1 <13l :

o] ZAH LAl gt 41F] 01 HesHo ok gtk ’Lfo]/“(rehablhty)o v 7hset Syl
B, ARE viszsAl v As omgith sdg sidel o8 &

S AE 7FeAE Wahs Ao® ofwl AR HisiA 1 AL Anpt %

13 11;73_5_1 Zo| ofel= Aatell tigk GAlEe = 5 vkl 2 9Jo)7t lvka shalck WA

TFAAQ el WY, AZnlse] AuiAS, NEFE- AT Hit, 5

| 9o}, 1 EoA 71 BHEAH o7 AlEsl= A2uE9] 2 (Chronbach’s @) Aol 28] A1

Aty AEnkae] 4yl (Chronbach’s a7k 03 1A]9] 3k 7AW, 7] %A (basis research)®oF

M= 080 ol/del L, duba o Als|asta A= 060 odeld HlaA] Awrh mrha & 5 gl

4)

-
1o
o A

=2
E X
o
o
oo
ol
ol
N
fo
r°*‘

o ofh L kI Ho @ > N
Hoox
off
o

5) 8AA A X (factor loading)= ZF W9} 291 3+ Ad#Ae] HEE YelE Zolth A8 A A9 7|Ee o
Ao 2 Azl 05 o]Atolt)

=
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<Table 5> Matrix Structure of Factors After Rotation

a2 /g1¢

LiE DIl ol o) 90, 0.833

LI= AIBSS#OIB0 Cat 2D Tk 0.860

Lic 8-0I2X=8Y 20l SelLiet ABSHARS et EJKS0ithe 2101 ol 22 SICk 0.850

LIc BH0I2NZET] HES S5 NERHT WH2I0H HHEI00F 4HCH 23 WLl JtS3ith= 0,840

20 Chtl 220 IC '

H0IANSE HPS Soll Pelliebt 4N BN JHLE &~ Y= GHot Sith 0651
V. &S24 2%

& A AAE e, A A, AAA melel digt QAo AxE 8l WA=
DEFs A H I, ol wA gle] Fewl AA A WiF A4 Fiel mAs dgE
e S Sl Al stk ol F fls) Al W e kA, A Ay
& SHMFR ARl on, WAy F8Ae SHUTR AFESglth w2 g
A= gl i A Ak on, A, AFA Y, Fas FAMsE Ak AT v
Awse] aakE AFetr] e 74 Sywed 3] BdR TRt F45 AAESI of
Holr= 2 Bl dSaA dyis dures g
1. #Xie| Heydnt 849 HAPIM Tho| X &Y X4l ofzjEnt

AAE ol dayg A3 849 7&741011*1 Citl I P ?éﬂoﬂ gk A2 e wifEHE
[371ll A1 Aokl el o &) 3] 724 S %
(372 Dol A L=l gk DAL 2 84 ] i3
o2 F2o]n 83 th(B=0.190, p<0.01). (3] A2 2)ol A= Aol digt ool wizj<l
sk Azr=E FAo gk Aol A(+)e] dFS eI lom TAAL =5

=0.383, p<0.01). PFA (8] 7] 2] 3)ell A& SRS Ao deAo] FAH
Mgl gn AxpE FAgo oig A 2eo] oHs] Fond ARghs WERa o (B
=0.135, p<0.05), ¥#+8 HaAdo] Axg FE&A o = FTF A 3] fFojn g Azt

rie m
N

].E':l =g Ao A(+)e] o3te

I

< JER 2 9o vH(B=0.138, p<oo5> (31A 2 2)el vl&) 1 271 7F ZA YEpd BEus) 53
E JHA= Ao 2 ey 3 Sobel(1982)2] i &3 oA HS A 2=2.145(p<0.05) =
sh-nl Az Ao e wisladrt BAHeRE foldt ez FelFEY

ol s A%E FA 2 ul, Aol Wastthy A BFE AR e AYHE F
44 4L A A4S ¢ F dom, 948 Aaye @l A4 Aol oI A4S
Fotol 9AY £84e) HHACEE T4 92 vAy B & Yok
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<Table 6> Result of Regression Analysis for Verifying Mediated Effect of ROK-US Atomic Energy Agreement’s
Mediated Effect: Necessity

22 Al A2 3|43
=4
[=1an]
A axE A4 EEINERRS 2 84
= A !
=g = Te Chgt XI4! (DK SH)
t
H‘E} 5z g9l H‘E} 5z g9l H‘E} 5z g9l
Z3 - B 7 Z3 - B 7 Z3 - B 7
=)y £ =)y £ =)y £
Az * = Az * = Az * =
(A=) 2.880 0.157 0.000# -1.162 0.185 0.000#* 3.003 0.166 0.000#*x
=R 0.218 0.098 0.124 0.027% 0.220 0.116 0.100 0.059* 0.206 0.098 0.117 0.037*
=1l -0.309 0.163 -0.108 0.059% -0.289 0.189 -0.082 0.128 -0.278 0.163 -0.097 | 0.088
SAEA -0.155 0.101 -0.086 0.127 -0.140 0.120 -0.063 0.244 -0.152 0.101 -0.084 | 0.135
=1 -0.482 0.175 -0.156 0.006#** 0.105 0.206 0.027 0.609 -0.490 0.174 -0.158 | 0.005%*
IS 0.122 0.107 0.065 0.255 0.014 0.127 0.006 0.911 0.135 0.107 0.072 0.208
FSEST -0.083 0.182 -0.026 0.649 0.237 0.215 0.059 0.270 -0.104 0.181 -0.032 | 0.565
oA 0.173 0.052 0.190 0.001#xx 0.434 0.061 0.383 0.000#* 0.126 0.056 0.138 0.024#
30
FaPNE 0.109 0.045 0.135 0.028%
EE
R? 0.103 0.191 0.121
Adusted 0.082 0.172 0.097
R? ' : :
F 4.839 9.903 0.76691

¥ kp<0.01, ##p<0.05, *p<0.1

2. eixizle| QAT $-8Mo| TAOIA $ho| XK B X|Ale| oi7izz}

T oA o= Axe b 8] AAllA dHu] U P wiERE =
Akt (A4 Dol Al AAE kg2 A F&4dd A+ d&FE A glom &
AA o2 fon sk th(B=0.318, p<0.01). o] A (Ex 9d) a<le] A FE&A T
Moz fojust JFS nAtkE 7]Ee A<l [5I[156][211[22][35] 9 d |5t A o]t

(3] A2 2)ol - LAk ebdo] wiAE kv b FAo| ik x| Ao AH(+)e] J&F
< Yeda glew FAAS R Fonat A thH(B=0.097, p<0.1). #FA 2 (3] 72 A= 59
Wl YAt ool FAE el wisHE Al gh-n] Ak A tigk A A o] fojn|
3 Aghs vERa 91em(B=0.163, p<0.01), LA ¢tdo] 9x2 F&Add v I
Al FroluE Aabghs el 9o u(B=0.302, p<0.01), (3]74] 2)o] u3] 2HA e A
HA By} o] FEuj/] &35 7HA = o2 JEetdth i ad g dE5s A
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A7} 2=1.992(p<0.05) = VER k1] A3t FAol digk A Ao wiEsrr FAHCR 9

sk Aoz ﬂOJEIO*D}

SO &
_%

4
3 74

<Table 7> Result of Regression Analysis for Verifying Mediated Effect of ROK-US Atomic Energy Agreement’s
Mediated Effect: Safety

= 3lAH AN 3|# A2 3|FAIB
EXS
o™
A AT A4 SHOIRAEE Ho 1" =84
TAI|™ TS _
= CHEt 14! (OHE SH)
&
_ e _ e _ e
HIE = 20| HIE = = HIE = o0
e = 9 e = 9| e = 9
T'_—E} B = T'_—E} B = T'__EI’ B =
2 2 2 g5 2 e
H= - H= - H= N
X X X
(At) 2.624 | 0.142 0.000%x | -0.269 | 0.186 0.150 2658 | 0.141 0.000%%%
=9\ 0.193 | 0.094 | 0.110 0.042%% 0.267 | 0.125 | 0.122 0.034#% 0.170 | 0.094 | 0.097 0.073+
sS4 -0.468 | 0.157 | -0.163 | 0.003+ | -0.473 | 0.204 | -0.135 | 0.021% | -0.406 | 0.156 | -0.142 | 0.010%
SAE
A -0.229 | 0.098 | -0.127 | 0.020% | -0.206 | 0.130 | -0.092 0.114 -0.213 | 0.098 | -0.118 | 0.030
=mi -0.328 | 0.169 | -0.106 | 0.053+ 0.267 | 0.222 | 0.070 0.231 -0.359 | 0.167 | -0.116 | 0.032
JIEw 0.023 | 0103 | 0.012 0.824 -0.114 | 0.137 | -0.049 0.407 0.053 | 0.103 | 0.028 0.608
FSEST) -0.070 | 0.175 | -0.022 0.690 0256 | 0.231 | 0.064 0.269 -0.099 | 0.173 | -0.031 0.567
OtM M 0.301 | 0.051 | 0.318 | 0.000x | 0.113 | 0.053 | 0.097 0.096%* 0285 | 0.051 | 0.302 | 0.000%%
S0l
HAX 0.131 0.044 | 0163 | 0.003%
AHX
[=Ne)
R? 0.167 0.059 0.195
Adjuste
9 0.147 0.036 0.173
dR
F 8.409 2.621 8.807

¥ kp<0.01, ##p<0.05, *p<0.1

3. ZHIM B2t 84| TAOIM B0l R BY XAlel oz}

A A A R A A 84 AN Fvl A4 B WAEAE
a5 3 (2 HM DM BAH A e A ?%@ oA A9 FFE v m Yor 5
Adez §eln et rh(B=0342, p<O0L). ol A2tH oo (FAA olo)o] Ax 84

Xq(+)4 %% Xt 71Ee] A A A<l [5][15][21][22][34]9} Oe‘i]
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o mleh ] g7l Lhebsteh(E=0.009, p>0.1). whA g (3]
AR AN E AR Fhr] A4 BAol
910,01 (B=0.185, p<0.01), AA A Aejo] A2l +§ @
e QITH(B=0340, p<0.0D). % AAA B3} AR gl B o]

Aol e AN AR} ohe] ZAA Belw g FHYWFE AEPHE AS @

<Table 8> Result of Regression Analysis for Verifying Mediated Effect of ROK-US Atomic Energy
Agreement’s Mediated Effect: Economic Benefits

T 3|AHAN 3| HAl2 3| HA3
=4
o™
B AT A2 SR = E Ao = =2
e - -
= = Te CHEt 14! (OHE SH)
.
_ H _ H — H
5| = o0 HIE = o0 BIE = o0
== — — == — — == — -
T'__EI' B = T'__EI' B = T'__EI' B =
? 2 ? g5 ? e
H== - Hl=z= - Hi== N
Xt Xt Xt
(A=) 2.571 0.140 0.000%+x | -0.031 | 0.187 0.869 2574 | 0.137 0.000%
=\ 0.185 | 0.093 | 0.105 | 0.049+ | 0293 | 0.126 | 0.134 | 0.020= | 0.153 | 0.093 | 0.087 | 0.102
=1l -0.309 | 0.155 | -0.108 | 0.047+ | -0.439 | 0.204 | -0.125 | 0.032% | -0.244 | 0.153 | -0.085 | 0.112
EAE
Al -0.171 | 0.097 | -0.095 | 0.077+ -0.204 | 0.130 | -0.091 | 0.117 -0.153 | 0.096 | -0.085 | 0.110
= -0.342 | 0.167 | -0.110 | 0.041%= | 0240 | 0.223 | 0.063 | 0.282 -0.374 | 0.164 | -0.121 | 0.023+
JISW | 0069 | 0102 | 0037 | 0.49 -0.083 | 0.137 | -0.085 | 0.545 0.095 | 0.100 | 0.050 | 0.346
A=W | -0046 | 0174 | -0.014 | 0.791 0265 | 0.232 | 0.066 | 0.256 -0.081 | 0.171 | -0.025 | 0.637
D:ix-”u#
ol 0259 | 0.040 | 0.342 | 0.000%+ | 0,008 | 0.054 | 0.009 | 0.876 0257 | 0.040 | 0.340 | 0.000x**
ol
sh-0l
2= 0.149 | 0.043 | 0.185 | 0.001xx
X
[=Ne)
R? 0.183 0.051 0.218
Adjuste
9 0.163 0.029 0.197
dR
F 9.413 2.277 10.179

¥ ekp<0.01, ##p<0.05, *p<0.1
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