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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to examine the effect of geographical distance, involvement, emotion to earth-
quake on risk perception among Korean people, Total of 309. For the purpose of this study, Risk perception
levels were compared between participants in Seoul and Gyeongju for geographical distance, between high
and low involvement groups, and between high and low emotion groups. The results revealed that participants
in Gyeongju showed a higher risk perception than those in Seoul. Also, those with high involvement in
and high emotion to earthquake had a higher risk perception than those with low involvement and low emotion,
respectively. Lastly, involvement in and emotion to earthquake exerted interaction effects on risk perception,
highlighting that both high involvement and high emotion had a joint effect on risk perception.
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Table 2. Interactions between distance and involvement

F Partial Eta’ Observed Power
Geographical Distance 8. 141 .036 811
Involvement 251,298 .538 1,000
Geographical Distance x Involvement 279 .001 .082
<001
Table 3. Descriptive statistics
Level Mean Std,
Low Involvement 2.014 461
Seoul High Involvement 2.785 270
Total 2.439 532
Low Involvement 2.173 .385
Gyeongju High Involvement 2.895 .196
Total 2,662 433
Low Involvement 2.069 440
Total High Involvement 2.837 243
Total 2.533 504
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Geographical Distance 13,6847 .060 1958
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001
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Table 5. Descriptive statistics

Level Mean Std,

Low Emotion 2.086 492

Seoul High Emotion 2.725 312
Total 2.435 514

Low Emotion 2.337 394

Gyeongju High Emotion 2.853 229
Total 2.673 385

Low Emotion 2.175 473

Total High Emotion 2.784 1283
Total 2.535 478

Table 6. Interactions between involvement and emotion

F Partial Eta’ Observed Power
Involvement 60,449 278 1.000
Emotion 98.398"" 153 1.000
Involvement x Emotion 9.863" .059 877

“pC.01 " p¢ 00t
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Table 7. Descriptive statistics
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Figure 1. Interactions between involvement and emotion

Level Mean Std,

Low Emotion 1,929 435

Low Involvement High Emotion 2.527 .360
Total 2.040 .481

Low Emotion 2.700 244

High Involvement High Emotion 2.854 242
Total 2.833 247

Low Emotion 2.103 514

Total High Emotion 2.818 275

Total 2.542 518
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