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A Exploratory Study on Risk Perception and Communication through Social Media
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Abstract

This paper aims to explore if several prominent media theories are appropriate to explain the
public’s risk perception and risk communication via social media. It is found that the existing
theories, no withstanding their strengths, have failed in one way or the other to provide an
integrated framework that is comprehensive in explaining the effect of social media on the
public’s risk perception and communication. In this milieu, the paper aspires to bridge the gap
in knowledge based on the third person effect theory, the first person effect theory, and the
ipresumed media influence model, with a view to providing more comprehensive scholarly lens
for explaining the idiosyncrasies of risk perception and communication via social media.
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FEgASES £9ot= otLte SgeE 2HAES MIotkes RS € = AULL = d3= JIE 0t
O &1 OI20 AZ0ILNHE Se A ASLS safs ABote AN==2AM, &% A20[00
£ JIBICR Gtz fIgAS M JIZENEZ2M BE2EIIE JIUEH

TR0 RAFA, IEAS, AE01C0, OICIH &2 012

. ME

2EE SEvete] S AgE F9] Al olaL, gHAl IHinterdisciplinary) 77 mlEsithE
A A o] @kt o] Foke] A7t JAPE &L Ak AolAARE Foph 4 WiE) AAA ATE
7] wEol 7] shrk olefgt Aol A 2 A= AP A ] ALEEsHA] ekt

AFAFe] WAE AVEY] SJal ‘wrole] JEF el =S Ak 1 o= Yo7t Ada

==
99 el Anel o B B oheh AgSe] GR4F) 1 uA AL A7 Q4 P4

Kim, 2008; Hae Ryong Song, 2012). AAn|tjol:= 20024 Friendster.com AROIEE AlZfo
Myspace(2003%1), Facebook(2004d), Twitter(2006K)2 713 o]All= A2 #A] 2 713 317t
7S = QA A% Aldo] HAth Bk ofe} H AldS S HIRE d#e] Aidbd AbaL
oA HFrglizo] A o B AERAY A JA] FEaL Q.

ATE ARz /\}% 3 aAw|tjo] el vt 1Az 984T 54S gRlstaat
st} 3| A32 &3KThe third person effect theory) @ A|1x} &3HThe first person effect
theory), 4% wtjo] 93] 9 = (The influence of presumed influence model) & 71 H|t]
o] &3} o]Eo] AAntolE B3 A PG Aol A EEEAE HAEt At gt o}
<ol wjzrrejel AAnte]o] AFuAleld WA Ao 7t 8o Rl ofH WsE 7hAgk

A= gelstarat gk

e

A isk)olst Aust AxpAde] Azzale] I&)E EHdoed 4 v 7Fsd(Ji-Bum Chung,
2009 S)o] EAeAY == 13k AFel(Ministry of Security and Public Administration, 2010)¢]tk
A3E vletRE Az = 98 A ZHrisk perception)o]g ‘FH¢lo] A Q] Alrlo] dojd sl o



3 7HA= FHE Q1 A (Slovie, 1992)5 55dth olegh A4S vt s e S=AEA A4
(ontological) oA A F 7o) Ho= didd 4= Qe AAEH A7 452904 AlZto] itk
(Taylor-Gooby & Zinn, 2006; Ji-Bum Chung-Hyeon-Suk Lyu, 2009 recited). $18< vlgfi:= 1%
Al AZFE diAl = AR s "ok o] #HE S WAl FHA AR Q1]
ol 9138 f4Ee] VEHom F43 Alte] Jhsdta e R oFrbseitial vk vt
Arjrtslel A ] 9182 AAA] Aol SEAQ] FAETE RS viekE e AFEEY] Blee) <l
2 W] ofgh 9ol o 2 FES WL AAE AlEEe] ARtk A Avdow 349 9Y
23 77} QkFischhoff et al., 1978; Slovic, 1987, Young Wook Kim, 2008 70; Ji-Bum Chun
g-Hyeon-Suk Lyu, 2009 #|¢1-8). =, 9192 ‘BdZow s Wolsols 82k Az 3|
TR FH2e 12 olg} & = 2dvKSlovie 1934; Young Wook Kim, 2008 69 recited). ©]%%
AA AP Aol ik ARES] QA 3 Aoyt IAsk=d], AlelSA sl vkl (psychometric
paradigm) ¥} F3}o]E(cultural theory)& 1 921S AWsl= i3

AESAga el Ao sk Q1A H= EBRS i) thekst AE A A4 Edos Ads)
2= o]2elh &&28)(Slovic, 1978 1987, 2001) ol & @& Alesiase 454
Aol o] ogA =re=rkE AL o
(Slovic, 1987)2 AA7H == 1 adlel ek AbFEe] AZbe] “Folw A (dread risk)'$} ‘&
Al % Ak (unknown risk)'®] F A o® ARl FAg

314 o] E(cultural theory)S ‘1ol tigk A2k AlgEo] &3 54 &stel 7o 93
ety o E3loj2o] 3 F4AC] Douglas & Wildavsky(1982)0l] wpzw &k 7jjelo] 7j¢l
o) ZK(individualists), #HsF2|AHegalitarians), A5 X hierarchists), <™8F2]AHfatalists) & ©]
fraell Sap=ife] wet 7iQle] iR Ze] dekxivkal gt ey AltEe] AlAIRHA s o
3] olglgk B 7HA] ol 3T AL Feleks HlFke] JrHGeun Lee et al, 2013 recited). 5
& Altiel] Wt freAor WlshE w3k 3o A SA4S =oAska, AltEe] sk A
S AUA A 54, 2g¥ o2 vl H|3E It Young Wook Kim, 2008).

gh, f1@do] 71Ee] AdAolal AFFo ARl HolA Hoju FEA AU ES] disl &,
HE2ol o5l FAEEThE ARSTAT A o] WA S AT deinkile] w4 s Wslekal
Atk ol& Qlal] f1FATet A FH Aol AU NN fFATOE FAXA Erk(Jin Chul
Rho, 2009: 9). Young Wook Kim(2008)ell oJshd ‘9132 A= <12]¢] FAl o, 3ol thgh 2142
ARBIA O & AT EE A vl AFUACIAE T3 FeE SIAT F S s ARFolEaAL 1A
gt} = 9182 Q1o oJs] HolEan 914 e AFERS] 'ATS F

ATl dxpHom AN, AE7E dvt tisd A 5 olsiwAAE 7o f1dy) ved
kel Jrel o]de] wgtoz HoJdk 4= 9ltiHae Ryong Song, 2012). 53] 918iE2 dvb#<l
AfFUAel A vud w, A5d3 A, 2 gLAAte] gF wskE dovle H 2Hs v
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= AollA Z Aol7k k. el Ab3] AlEstell Arele e A7 o) 54 JR
ZEAY S9jstal XA g ofsfiste] diwsls Wlo] F Afy Aol A E
ojdttar & 4= K Schaumberger, 2008 43)

198k S AEol ek B2 Apdzd mivjofe] G&del digh o= ojojX] = 1 off= 9
3wkl s AR FHAPAY, eX 7t FA, 2% Eo] AGEE TV, gL, A, el

FAEE T ouHo] 2ES FE 7] wiEoltiHae Ryong Song, 2012 35).

o
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K
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o

ol not
o 2
)

2. ojcjol £t O|&

ntjol7h =8ake] Blst Q1o FES Mtk AEdelEe A F U s5oR Yw F
52 HjFo]E(cultural cultivation theory), Z#o]*d ©]Z(framing theory), X~}
o]y o]F(priming theory) &, Wlt|ole] 73t mHE Sivbilel= o]EEo|tHMee Sung Kim,
1991). £3], 1980 FHHLE] & el2lel] nx]= @915 tigh walo] SujEda 9816l njx|=
njtjoje] g8k o] ®dlo] HAS E7] AlFEITE Al o]E2 |~ S(Kasperson et al,
1988)¢] ‘918 ] A3z ghak ®El(Social Amplification of Risk Framework: SARF) o]t} o]#]3t 7}&
Ho| 252 A4 mrols dFe] ‘Bala(black box)® ZHFEkaL Qe mTIolRRE AYE s
£ FEAoR Wolgole ERjolm, o] WolE]l mtlo] AR o3 AvitiFe] $1712 o]
AA4¥ L F4%cH]i-Bum Chung [freon-Suk Lyu, 2009).
T A 552wl Ak S AR mtolE B3 ARE HAMIHsE PAE
% TS T, A9 vvo] AR F8e] gl Ao HEs

s
= I p=!
W ol A% Bausv} ohn, Webd AlEe Fa3

rl

i
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2
-
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9
=

oI5 el 3k 41zket olsrEel)
sl il AAY ARe] Tis) SelS 98 wd mr) gskElan A S Qs 54 vjels A
& Aejgittn F490H(Ji-Bum Chung [freon-Suk Lyu, 2000: 36). =3+ Algtso awigoz 22
So] &a g vl Wi vl dXshs WEke R BE AL &4, Wl A, 24, Adss 99
AR ER1HEE (confirmation bias)S 7Hdell FEgth 187] wjife] wtjoje ofn] EAEtal QU=

4 ABIReE BRI wdHe W AP 4 A F247 4 don 2oii-Bum

o

Chung-Hyeon-Suk Lyu, 2009: 37). 4 o]2o 2= 52 YA o]&(spiral of silence theory), A
32 5 7Kthe third person effect))7} Atk 18]3 2154 ARI} gl 8% ntjoj7t of & 3
Aol 23 8kS 3= Gunther & Storey(2003)¢] FA % wit]o] od3ke] ¢33k R el(the influence
of presumed media influence model)©] $ith

L Aol T4 oA AFT 71 mto] Bdo]RE X

==
=l

AstaL glek. ol el e,

D &, AT = AR ade FEAE SR B AlZbelgta ErHEun-Kyoung,

2014).
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Qrks olEd FEATE @A eAEE 2AvHelE Ba) exerel A okl o3l el

ste] APA WEE sbsel] Wi Advidel 4] S84 HBLEL AR Hele o)

e Zloleh AZI. W, vitle] G AuAs) Ssiaeln nlte] AR WolEol: A

FE WS TRk vtle] Zaselge B s At ek B ATE 2ol Fa

AGH FEAOE ABANT ABLE AR G T RolNHom Holdku Y= AFES
5 :

A AR
o a17] witolth ®3 i ntjo] 84L& FAEH R FA5 AEla BEsHs Al2H
o wujzutiolel Adulr|ele] oA zte|7} =EH, wt]o] FH7F Sjgel whet 54 wt]ofel A
QS wvha B ofg® Addelth webs] E A vitle] ARE welEol: ‘gxte] &
o] MY I} mtjo] Fgate] TEAel FEsh= A3A &3 2 AR &3, ‘FAE ntjo] ik
Aow Adnre] Fo] /A AFS wstaat g

ol

1) ®3At Zatet MK &2}

A32F ¥ The third person effect)= ‘AFgE°] 27| AR HUE= ERIEC] vl wlt]oje] Jks

vt =ZA) dk=thar 9128k A(Davison, 1983 Park, 2005)-S watth A3k &xle] elon} 21413
71 A0l = zpalel] tjs] & oln|RE FAEHE U e optimistic bias B biased optimism),
Alo] e AbgtETE O $-dsithal Azsks ASAA A3, Ale] Al o] 2 v Gunther

& Mundy, 1993; Perloff, 1989; Jaemin Jung, 2007 5).

AR 2= F A FAALARE FEETHJong-Min Park-Myung-Hee Shin, 2004). A&+ |32}
3 7] AAARI @R, wto] HAX|ZE ARl ETE e ARl Al o] & JEs vtk <l
213= ‘Al3AF A ZH(third—person perceptions) ©|th. &4 ‘A|3%} 35 (third—person behavior) .=,
AR} Az o w Qlel Abgol] AT 8 ApAle] B s s WskE thEth 29 A3A; A7

3 A3A FE 7F BAlCl i3k e ATES I Ay did) duE @S =& A Eeka ok
Seungchan Yang(1999)ell W= $=8-2ke] -5 Wste] A& Q212 witjo] J&g=o| st

A 2H4 dldgo] opdet Bijlo] W wtjo] Fte] gk wAleltkIrkwon Jong: Youngseok Kim, 2006)

2) $A4, “wdy] F4SA EQEE 2wth(2011.07.03)7.
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O

=, BRIl oigh mtjo] &ake] 2P AR SA ARl igh mit]o] &ate] ARl S §lolw Ef
Qlell gk wtje] &3t ATk FFE) wheba] 3R} 2] 2P olgk vl tigk mitio] F3}
= IAIgle] el digh mtjo] B3E A4 F des A AdolA] A3 Ry HE e
W32 Qdoy|= FQaxAo] ollele= AHo|tIrkwon Jong: Youngseok Kim, 2006). ¥FA, Tewksbury
et al. (20042 Y2Keol #3k A5 F3l 52 8A7F A3 &3 Mds Aiehr] flg s
7hAgh Fatoletal Fsit) o]59] ATelA= A3 A2 o] HE&FE APilo] Y2Ke| tiv]sh= o
=8 wol 3= Aoz UeR)
ABAE Zake] Aol wsix s, wAAIZE ALEA o FAAR] FEFHd: FA &) A
W 2 ZE AR AL, AR Aol AvkE wi(of: g A
QEtHIrkwon Jong: Youngseok Kim, 2006; Jae-Yung Park & Sae-Eun Kim, 2004; Kyoung Hee
Song, Soo-Young Lee, 1998, Perloff, 2002, Banning, 2001, Dong-Pil Cha-Kyun-Tae Han, 2003;
Rojas et al.,, 1996, Chapin, 2000 5). ©]¢} ##sle] o2 AlgE; ZAloA 6L gaks n)z Z o]
tfar AZbel= 222 Hekel ‘9 A3% &3 the reversed third—person effect), = ‘AllAF &3 %= 3F
7 AT AHDuck et al., 1995; Hoorens & Ruiter, 1996 5). o|&9] 4= Uﬂ/\]XV} Als| Koz B
3k S mRvka A4 Aol A3A St YERARE wAX|7F AR A 0 82 vhekAl sl
AZyeh= Agoe Al &37F Yepdva ARt dE 5o 393 5 AH R vishA e
HAA = AR} E37F GERA R 3 s
= AR g vJehbes AEdT A9E g1 4 At Chung-Min Joo, 2005, Jaemin Jung,
2007; Dong-Pil Cha-Kyun—-Tae Han, 2003, Mie-Jeong Han, Jong-FEun Kim, 2004; In-Sook Kim,
2011 recited).
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2rwrEs), oY B3 5 ARRIHoR vk a e A

AA} Z3kel A B2 A= 1"1 A2} T3 Az BE5] A GBAATE ek ARt
tE dlMe e8lE FAARD AdArE seivA A3aE Eake] QS A4E HFke] opd
ERQlel] gk mt]o] &3t —rﬁoﬂfﬂ Fe A2 A97F S A4 13 e
oI Aztrr} glele] tigk vtjo] g3} A|zte] & Aow veh} Axz gt sl 9%
S A2 k= ARde] S E A tKIrkwon Jong - Youngseok Kim, 2006).

Gunther & Storey(2003)= vlt]ole] 35 S 4 e AFA ARIF FAS A3olA AlE
< AR mtol7) o & A0 Fas FFS BAKE Ao, A ow A9 HE 2
Fes WA= AEe]l dvke ‘F8E mvle] JaFe] 9FF E&(Influence of Presumed Media
Influence Model)& A¢r&ItHJi Eun HanSe Hoon Jeong, 2012). =, AF2lo] EA wA| Ao A =
=55 A3Ae] mro] wAA] = Ao} A3 vHe] dFES = Hrkekay oligk Q12 o]

T
M
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A3 sl gk FAS doA Al @we] JEFS k= AothGunter et al, 2006; Paek
& Gunther 2007; Sungeun Chung et al., 2014 recited). A4} 2E#Ho)l= A 7AH IS Het A
do] zRplieh AaRlel] =&F v sl o FAA HEE 7 2 Blojet 2
of tisl #44 dds HAsHl dvkar FE9tE & gRTAES e R 3 wsg 2o A9
& A ® duielEo] AFRIY F8 i mTAAES Auj=t idE Aol wal AAlw
H wrjo] 338 (presumed media influence) 0.2 218 2%
Aol FEE Huy FAZKoR HrlsH HAtE AFEHRE =EFHGunther & Storey, 2003,
Eun-Ju Lee-Yoon Jae Jang, 2009 recited). ©] 22 ¥zl thiHtarget) +8x7F obd thE 4=gx}o]
A QS vA A 2 Gt EEHAN, 1 gt SAAY S-S HolgE ddga &
% 9tiHye-Jin Paek-Hey Gyu Lee, 2013).
o] ®ulo] o] Wile vsdt S AR A" Oviardoie] digh #alat Fo

R
_>,i
B
!
= U‘-lol’
r o

(attention)sh 1 vl8l tiF QKoM W4, @54 el B EA S4L F4, @A )
8ol WA WXk 4, @2 Ulge] olEu} the Al Hmel 9% F Aolehs 4, Go}
2o, AR GBS F Zojehs 54, @ANA LR, vrjolE B AW Art 187}

o $199143} e Bl A WA Zlolek= FMlolthPark, 2006). % wirlo] BT} Elele] &)
% WsE Qo golela diehs AdEe ol diE X7k u}%g; Axle] BEL WA

FAE wje] g3k FF Bde v AR Bk B dls Azbel] whet AjQle] Bjiee} 5ol
FEE etk o)) wiitel JHR1e) Biet fEel tigk AF3% S T skl Atk wet

| AR A3A Zateks e b rite] s o WA disids #ale] glrk il
Q1o Ei=o} s W= 01]%?5‘]{— Rdlo]7] wiiel mAAZF ofH 2FE F8l ASNe] ef=e} @)
ZtHHye-Jin Paek-Hey Gyu Lee, 2013).
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B A vgojel EAZ D g aFo] w3 gE A o]2el A3AL &3 L AllA &3} o]
(The third person effect theory & The first person effect), AE w|t]o] J3fo] I3 nd
(Influence of Presumed Media Influence Model)©] 2Ar|t]o]E 53 U9 h%E AlgoE A&

S



100 s=fDI2el=¢& 112 H8s 2015. 8
Ae] AGAAo] ofw MBS ZPAEAE vinad .
1. 7hdel HF

1) ®M3x &3k & H1X} &3 0|2

[7H 2] 28 1 e(&e, =4k A3, 2ol gigk mitjole] FF(7IE mile], 2eRIAlo]E,

7)
ZAdn|ge])= Ahld Bjle] A7l 93-S & Aotk

b 3] 7t S1Rac1(s], B AEa, Aol ulsk A7ke Aol Aale] BEA ai(AbA,
249 A3 B oA, cloldE AR, AMRE ARLPe e A Aol

[PHE 4] 2+ A a(H3, 24k A5, A vto] HEg QI3 BlQle] fEwstol] tigh <14
o] ARle] FEUMSHAAYY], FEA 719 = ST, ololdlls A, AERE ARl IF

< " Aotk

1) AHalel & X|2tnt Efele| & X2}

I

BoAgola A3zke} AllAd Z3bel #Ed AR Dong-Pil Cha-Kyun-Tae Han(2003:43)9] <1
T7Md 1, Hong-Sik. Yu(2010: 1247-248)2] 17714 1-1, 1-2, 1-3, Dae-Kyung Kim(2013: 7)2] 1+
W1 5S Fuda, AR g3e] AL A T ABA A zF #ES dolry) 9Jd) vtels
HEEE a5, Bk A%, 2pxhel digk 21z elkle] 98A7t Aeg SAsch A}
ae) QPR L mtojol|x] Hgte] Smuk(Eak AEE, by REE HEE H3 F e AIY
S =AY e AEEES B SAsIh BRI A ‘wtjojo A Eeke] dmuk(EA A
g 3 F Ue v AREC] Afeld TS =4S ol Ay

=
Aok 7 e AF 1A bRy WS a8g 58 JER S99

W
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First Person Effect 5 Self Risk Perception

North Korea
Nuclear Test Third Person Effect - Others' Risk Perception

First Person Effect FofF e Teremeion

Sex Crime

Third Person Effect 2 Others' Risk Perception

First Person Effect e e——

Suicide

Third Person Effect - Others’ Risk Perception

First Person Effect [ S

Hydrofluoric acid
Gas Leak Third Person Effect Others' Risk Perception

<Figure 1> The Third—Person Effect & The First-Person Effect Models
2) Aol Agriu| WS} Elelel ABnjs| WS

A3A Zte] TR T ABA Ao Qe Aol A =8} Al He = e Wl
5 ABA e WEbE SAs] flsiA ARlel fduy] Al iR diAke skl
(Hong-Sik. Yu, 2010: 253)9] 774 2-1, 2-2 5 3x). 53 Alele] 49, ‘mrjofoA] Hke] dw
Wb AEF RS I F vk A on(AEE e, tieA SR Stk AR
Zdatsinh. AEAbEe]l A winolel M AdRiF e i Hies HI v B W) ok
7}771~r ARES 9 AFETE A, we A7k BE gH 7)) WEkE ST, A Al

v ofol A A} A Hies HI § s X}” HJEE AAE 97 AR Sl F3Fst
7 Ur et Avks Aze ddkE, =3t 3
U 2ile) des MK EWEE, 2t TE A9 gy, S 9)e AREdeR 7AE
ot

%

9, 4% ol el 9P wUe] HeolRs @] 98, Ji Eun HanSe Hoon
Jeong(2012: 66)2] A9} Park(2005: 603)2] Aitwd-S argic 53], Park(2006)2] A<l wij2=m]
tojolA] Wiahe ul$ wle muolu} clujs-e) ojmx7l T ojxe] Aztals ‘oA AA(the
female body ideal) o] AP} S v]A=A, E ANl A v]HE G, o o} 2L wle= &7
2 ololAAel] gt AEEGS Aus] F48 viciele] o] zejshs thele] BBl U el
BEWsE B ATERe AAA0 $4 vdel nws) ‘Bele] f@y @Ed WaE oz
Aoleba dlakaleA 2 2AII. Bel Aol A9, mriololx] Hae] Amuw) Bad neg g

B F U v Alekse] A oul(ARE 79, dislA B 5)8 Roln AzE, ANE

s}

gl
Aol A% Tl AHsl BRE HES P43 F U O ARse AREns 144, w

L

3
2
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2 77k wE gu) Pl Wabh 4 Rolekun AR E MEEFoR TN Ao A

widelel A A BAT HES AT T ke TE Al A48 AYuE o

ERT Aol AZS AFE, B4 Ae] A5 wloll A By B HEE PR F e o

ARES] BBo] MSHEULE, B E Aty ST 9 Rolet BLAFE AE
A 1

oz TNt 72 38w Q8 2wA Qv o a8t 58 Aws S5k

r{m

Risk

Risk Report Perception

Behavior Change

«N.Korea Nuclear Others’ Risk . Others’ Risk Prevention

Test Perception ' Behaviors
* Sex Crime . :
*Suicide ] v
* Hydrofluoric Self Risk Self Risk Prevention
acid Gas Leak . Perception g Behaviors Panic buying etc)

<Figure 2> Influence of Presumed Media Influence Model

3) oltlolel B/

7 g Rel(el, Bk 4Ea, Aol tg REE Hahs Az 7w vjavltl, Seela)
o, Aol ERAG. 7] Barlelzi AL TV, rle. g, Lol A}
olER: Y EEAolEsh Auerd AN7)H AelEE, sdr|elnt Holak, E9H Ho
AolEE Atk Seel AllEgh 2AolE PRI o fi Lol AlEE FHom she
9 L0oIA] AAPIEelE o Frrow s 9 2002 sHeiriele] Wakly] wiEelth ¢ 202 7]
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194 o) Ae mATS dde R 167 A= 1A A F8E, 2
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1. MI3A} X[2+ HEF

A e} #Ag vtjo] Brh 27| ARilETE BRR1e] Q1el] B & Jaks mA Holgke [7H
11& A7) 918l ‘Ao 1A wiget ‘BlRle] 918A1Z W 3 S3EE ttestE AAIEA
CH<Table 1>). AHF(t=-6.818, p<.001), AHHt=-9.549, p<.001), &4Ht=-11.116, p<.001) Aldle] 4
SHAES AR ERRlo] # w|tjo] Ritel| & S wh=thal A ZEhs Zo® Yehgon B
T eAMeR Fognk 1y 53] A, APilo] BRlET H3) mitjo] Bico] o & JEFs W

okl Adee AoR FHsislon, SAX SR FonEk AolE BATHt=6832, p<00l). 5 t&
AtEETE 2Rl A B dEgs vE 2 O]F/}El AZysh= A 7H HER1 ‘A A3x; 27K the reversed
third-person effect), < ‘A1x} €37} 53 w|tjo] Bio] Z9-olvt vepdrial & 4= it

<Table 1 > Media Coverage of Risks and Perceptions of Bias

SO - R vibee
N Toot  Omes  oes g 0% o0 -
SKOMe  Gnes an e o818 0w e
hyd;?fi'go”c O?ﬁgrs 52; :giﬁ -11.116 .000 2400

% Perceived Bias Score(Average)=Others' Risk Perception-Self Risk Perception

2. ojclofe EFe} X 3RF X2t

3) 50tHe] A9 /AU o] &Eo] Hit 60.1%(2013\d 7|H)E FHUFEAT vl &R 9 24,
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F(TV, 2%, e 57
CERRE ‘E}OJQA ABAZ, 221 A
7N AN WA, B8] Al

=EEE AYAFE

2o 7)E wzme], 29l Aol

1=
2} HAEH(A3AF ® 2ol GEkS n|

il

[}

gk AN <Table 2>), Hve] &
Aale] 919142} =
8 2= 9)olt}. ~1Elal 7)E ulauriolu) eale] Alo]E o4

= A3 Az RFe] Erhs Aol SA4

£, 2Avte])sl Al
914

)

7}6}% A% #el

=

o2 fojulalAl YERITHB=124, p<00D.

<Table 2> Media Type, Media Coverage and Risk Perception Bias: North Korea Nuclear Test

Variable

Conventional Media Use

Mrjglea On!ine Sitg Use
Social Media Use
Sex(male=1)
Control Age
Variable Education Level
No. of Child

*p<.05, **p<. 01, **xp<.001
Each column is standardized
regression coefficient

Self Risk

Perception
.074x
243*xx
.074x
.029
.015
-.028
.031

Re=110

modified R*=.105

Others' Risk

Perception

.090*

A 76xxx
.208x*x

—.098*x
-.037
-.024
-.016

Re=.150,

modified R?=.145

Third Person

Effect
.016
-.056
A 24xxx
—.115%x%
-.048
.003
-.042

Re=.032,

modified R*=.026

ARiE AbElel tigk 242 3H<Table 3>), Mtjo]o] o] &A=} A3A} A 2b4) HF b AL
&

Foluld WAL RS 5 otk T, olgel A5 Ae] 9EAZHB=-34, p<00)t EHele] 9
AZH(B=-216, p<0De] RT3 vehgeh Teln GHASE A3 AZugel e Aow

1w o oH(B=-.154, p<0l).

<Table 3> Media Type, Media Coverage and Risk Perception Bias: Sex Crime

. . . Others' Risk Third Person
Variable Self Risk Perception .
Perception Effect
Media Conventional Media Use .074x .090*=* .016
Type Online Site Use 243x*x A76%* -.056
Social Media Use .074x .208*** A245x%x
Sex(male=1) .029 —.098*** —.115%%*
Control Age .015 -.037 -.048
Variable Education Level -.028 -.024 .003
No. of Child .031 -.016 -.042
#p<.05, ##p<.01, *++xp<.001 Re=.110 Re=.150, modified  Re=.032, modified

Each column is standardized
regression coefficient

modified R?=.105

Re=.145

Re=.026




Ak Abglol]l tiet B4 AIN<Table 4>)9 A%, n|tjo] ZHe} sl nt]e] Bz WlWskA A
SH= AL TS A2l AdAZ ERlS] EAE B =
g mitjo] FReb A3 x4 Hdkake] fejn 2 3t
o] A, ool FARTE A3A} A 7HA Hako] merom(B=-.118 p<00l), S1Ho] == A3A}

A2 Aol e S0 LrERTHB=-107, p<.00D).

<Table 4> Media Type, Media Coverage and Risk Perception Bias: Suicide

. Self Risk Others' Risk Third Person
Variable . .
Perception Perception Effect
Media Convent.ionaI.Media Use .220%** A54%%x -.063
Type Online Site Use A75%% 221 %% .033
Social Media Use .081*x .094%x .008
Sex(male=1) .009 —.118**x = 107%x*
Control Age .000 099 x* .084*x
Variable Education Level -.022 .015 .032
No. of Child .022 -.015 -.032
E;’;hofolum‘):I?Smnd?d?g ) Re=.152, modified  R*=.173, modified  Re=.020, modified
Re=.147 R?=.169 R2=.015

regression coefficient

E4F Akl ok B A3 <Table 5>)ol A% SA] wlt]o] F7e} F3351A vt]o]
T7F 2 AL FE ARl SR Zb) Rl 18RS =

it 2 Aok e, J)E ulavtel o] §AEA WesE A3 A7 Mol A Lehute.

N

R

H(B=—157, p<001), 2T}Q] APl E o] RIL7} =575 A3A A7) #gFo] w2 Zo= UEthB
=.166, p<.001).

<Table 5> Media Type, Media Coverage and Risk Perception Bias: Hydrofluoric Acid Gas Leak Accident

. Self Risk Others' Risk Third Person
Variable . .
Perception Perception Effect
Media Conventional Media Use 331 xxx 181xxx =157 %x*
Type Online Site Use .097** 2A4Qx %% 166%x*
Social Media Use A 75%x% 128xx* -.047
Sex(male=1) =025 —.116#%** —.100#%**
Control Age .086*** .053+* -.034
Variable Education Level -.002 .041 .047
No. of Child .008 -.009 -.019
*p<.05, *#*p<.01, ***p<.001 Re=.295, Re=.245, Re=.032,

Each column is standardized

regression coefficient modified R?=.291 modified R?=.240  modified R*=.027




106 &t=foi2el=& H112& XS 2015. 8

3. MI3A} X|Zt=t M| 3K S Zhe| A, FHE ojC|o] Jgko| g =2d HEN R
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o Aol ERlel 919 il E T Ael 919 dinlaE e woE dlsto M 4), F4H
nejo] arel G mulo] Aeeh=AS SISk

38wl Uld BAAICE 6>), ABA vlel X7 Aakwh AWE 4, vjuA ) 5 A
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<Table 6 > Regression Analysis of Risk Prevention Behaviors Responding to North Korea Nuclear Test

model 1 model 2
Self Risk Perception A49%%x
Others' Risk Perception A64%*x
The Third Person Risk
. . -.027
Perception Bias
Others Person's Risk Prevention
AT 4% .632%x*
Behavior
Sex(male=1) -.010 -.013
Age .099**x .098***
Education Level .042x 043
No. of Child .034 .040
*p<.05, #*p< .01, *#**p<.001
. . R2=.454, R2=.409,
Each column is standardized . .
modified R2=.451 modified R?=.406

regression coefficient

oA vt AHE 4 qdvh 29 BRI ] dlso] Bs o JIAEFE Al 9
o] AES S7HATIE Ao® YEtHEE 10 =367, p<001; 23 20 B=831, p<00l). &, A%

) RIS B F49 videl gge] 9 wde] AgHE AL AW = ek BAMFe 7

=
3, A9 919 Tl AE] folrE e Fi ofE WEE A1 5 glgle), 94 <Table 3>
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<Table 7> Regression Analysis of Risk Prevention Behaviors Responding to Sex Crime

model 1 model 2
Self Risk Perception A75%%x
Others' Risk Perception A26%*x
The Third Person Risk
. . -.042
Perception Bias
Others Person's Risk Prevention
367 **x .881x*x
Behavior
Sex(male=1) .005 -.024
Age .006 .008
Education Level -.017 -.026
No. of Child -.034 -.049
o ot stmines =831, =765,
modified R?=.825 modified R?=.780

regression coefficient

AP Bz tfet B AIN<Table 8>), #3#F vlt]o] A2k A Aer) =855 2l ¢ o
H P 5S S7M7IE Ao® YEPgtHES 20 B=.044, p<.0b).

<Table 8> Regression Analysis of Risk Prevention Behaviors Responding to Suicide

model 1 model 2
Self Risk Perception 103**x
Others' Risk Perception .233**x
The Third Person Risk
. ) .044x
Perception Bias
Others Person's Risk Prevention
AB3**x .638***
Behavior
Sex(male=1) .020 -.002
Age -.004 .009
Education Level .032 .027
No. of Child .021 .021
*p<.05, #*p<.01, ***p<.001
. ) R2=.473, Re=.421,
Each column is standardized . .
modified R2=.470 modified R?=.418

regression coefficient

% AW W% B A3 A7e] A3 WEOR ololde Ml F Tk Eak AUNE A

L)

g 913 A BRI 5 ERle] AIH0z A oulAES & Aole ANBEF, A9 9
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135S Z7A7]E Ao et RS 20 B=-122, p<001). °]= Tewksbury, et. al.(2004)¢] <1
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<Table 9> Regression Analysis of Risk Prevention Behaviors Responding to Hydrofluoric Acid Media News

model 1 model 2
Self Risk Perception 346%*x
Other Person’s Risk Perception ARELL
The Third Person Risk
— . 122%x%
Perception Bias
Others Person's Risk Prevention
315%%x .684%xx
Behavior
Sex .002 -.007
Age .030 .057**
Education Level .014 .025
No. of Child .003 .004
*p<.05, **p<.01, **xp<.001
) L Re=577, R2=.469,
Each item indicates . o
modified R?=.575 modified R?=.467

Standardized Coefficients

V. =9

ARz} A3k A, B AEa, AAbeelA B vele] REE e fele vtle] Bt 2
Anck wele] @A el o & g v goleka Azshs A TIE LERdTh 2, Al
g S o] TRl Aold, vk, Bale ] 7 A9 F /Mg Soldk 29E nyr) %
8 Al A3A Eshut) AR G} o 2 Aom vehdth e daelvel waw WXz A}
gx0 ngAE B9oe Al Tk etk Qe v ek B9 Akl Ul A ) 7)
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