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Based on the social capital theory and the spiral of silence theory, this study suggested the process of
SNS users public opinion expression on social issues. Based on the construal level theory, we examined
how the opinion expression process specifically changes according to the individuals’ social distance. The
motivational factors of willingness to speak out were presented as SNS social capital, current opinion
congruency, and attitude certainty. SNS social capital positively affected current opinion congruency,
attitude certainty, and willingness to speak out. Current opinion congruency did not significantly affect
the willingness to speak out and positively influenced attitude certainty. Attitude certainty had a positive
effect on the willingness to speak out. The social distance positively moderated the effects of SNS social
capital on current opinion congruency, SNS social capital on attitude certainty. Also, the moderated
mediating effect of social distance was found to be significant. This study proposed a new framework of
the public opinion expression process that complements the spiral of silence theory through social capital
theory. Moreover, this study detailed and concretely demonstrated the process of expressing opinions of
SNS users from construal level theory.
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oz 7% 4 Jth(Putnam, 2000; Williams,
2006). 2&A ARS|AHES 7} e Ag 2T 3
Ao} 2ol Zet A4 (strong ties)< HFEFCZ 7)<l
5o A& Pt AlFote Aol AY 244 24
(support)& 53, oleldt F39 A LS AFat
© AEA HEYAE A&A ARBIAE R g
tH(Williams, 2006). 244 A A2 Al 33t
= MRIEY S ANEY, o5& AR FHE
A A & 3 A=
Aot 1A °fH7L_i A4
(Williams, 2006).
A Fap Auitk ‘3}—: LlReRss
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tH(Ellison et al., 2014: Gil de Zafiiga et al.,
2012; Su and Chan, 2017). &4n|t]o] & o] &
ok AL3 A e T2 EL A tolA] 7494
£ Aol BAMA AFERE ofyg}t ket 39
AR wFe FE FAARE FAgch SNS &4
Aol v AZu] L (low transaction cost) Af
2 UEHT e Apda ZAAA A3 AR
Fole] o, AWEY JFY T 245 &olst
Al ke 84elth, 53] SNS& /M9l 24 A3
A 3A FHA7I=H, ol2d ESA A4
o] 71etg 44 7k M ESAsE &4 Alg&
(networked social citizen)olghs MZE Al¥l
MdE A (Sinclair, 2012). 248n|to]
M9 A A A7 AEA ASIAHE S o] F& 7t
Zoly 71914 Fe} 2 7k AT ohg

gelo] zom st A4 e M2 R 9
Hogn AFdtta Bokth(Granovetter, 1973).
et A4 FA U AFRE Aboldll= HEI}
Aoz AHor TR e 4 Jden FH
o] gite] FiF oz golgitt. 59| AAn|tol=
olgf gt okgt AZo] A Fid 4 9, AAH AL
AL FHistE Fote] 2 FEEC] GA

= A2 vdo] g7tk (Lee et al.,
2017). =W 9173 Shin and Lee(2012)+& 3=
o] EQIH Y} Flo] A& o] &atEe] dAste AEA
AR o] Ao mA= dFS AFH L
AP}, EAAT ] a2y TSNS 25 A4H

Korean Management Review Vol.50 Issue.2, April 2021

ARSI AR AAA Aol EA A E ol 1Y
U EQEZL dlo]~fHT A4 ASAES T &
A FAske AR Yekon, of2g Aol 2 E
A ZAA Y] A2 A AR S B A 3
AR P o] Foj=F 2UEG FHAL AL
= UET

olg|gh =& FAslste] adn|t)ol it Akl A
AL ggo] FANARI AR vA = ks A
FHLR BofF A7Ee] EAATHChoi and Shin,
2017, Lee et al., 2017; Warren et al., 2015).
T 9+ F Lee and Lee(2013)+ SNS o] &4}
9 2 A Bl nAE dF ANUA 5
A, SNS 54, ti91A 98, AA A2S FA4lL
2 AAsAT. AT wad iy, A,
TR 9, AEA AR, 123 2E5H A}
Aol 2l FHYFE TUAAH, AZA A}
AR daFEo] Ad & AR YEHT HE
o] Hlo] AR A o], ESHAAN = 924
ARSI AHE0] SNS 74 el & dF= A= A
o2 yeht SNS ol mhE ARl 229 Aol
7b FEEA 201499 & A AHE AL
2 Lee et al.(2017)& tHAYEY Al A%
I A9 ek 2] PF S AR o] &
SHdA AFH o7 AuEsItt A4, 24v
tlo] o] &/l AHE A AR P =
929 gl #AY 413 (interpersonal trust)
o} o8 el G5t (efficacy) o] Bl= dA3 oA
Fo tAY Fol, A Al Fel o
s M= A& YERTE Warren et al.(2015)
< AL A AR B sto] go] A5 A ] &t
A AN PFo nA e AYPUFES T2
2 AN G EAAR, ASE AsAg o

|
(social interaction ties)2 213 (trust), &4

(o}

>

475



Dong-In Shin - Kee-Young Kwahk

o1efo} H]H (shared languages and vision), Al
314 olqpe] #gh Ho|AEFY ¥ P (civic
publication)dll B¢ F&E n|Ath Algle T8
ol ol FakE nA|a, AR BF(civie actions)
A= g & -Zr‘?i o, AA BdoA Az
Sok W EH7E F1E QAT Valenzuela et al.
(2018)& Fo|2~57 EYEIY Afo]H S F53ta,
Zyzke] AAdm|tjo] ALgo] 74 AA okgk A&
nj7jste] Al o] mXe EAHE A

A8t B AT mEd Ho| Ak A}
7}'37 8l &l (protest) el 7N
,]daﬁ-mﬁq mmq]E
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flo o w
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[e)

Yoz wnghe tokdt Al A A% 9 g HEY
U, JAdg AR Fo] 20119 o]FHES] U
59 a2y Fhlgae] gE o)Ea oJE g
< ABAAH S AABFAT
2.3 siMsZ0|2T} ojAMEXE| oY

oflfrElelo] A|7te] RA G garo 7 o]gatgl o

AZERE B3] AUA S el AL HetA A

Aozw del delA ok ZEHQl A A
A FeAEtE AFHES AEH o7 niA] Al7to]
vz Erke AAYE wle 4980 Y. &
N 28 45 A5t 8w Ajzte] waA A
Uzt A w1t whio] A2 AU WA &
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< Xﬂ Al 3l D}(Trope and leerman 2010) 511’51
Frol &2 54 el Akzdo] Jilo Al "o

A 31%73: e W AIZbE V1o’ ke Al
Ag 7 (temporal distance)ell wehA Abae} )
o] & & Us= AAIG ARl A 0] & (temporal
construal theory: Liberman and Trope, 1998)
A ettt agu o2 o2 Aal FAtsldd
3 e A4S 71Fo 2 M Al (spatial
AR R AATS 7o R ASA
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7].6]—

2 A% AeEoE e
ol

A%
P5A9 JRE FHUOR A95E

(low level construal)< 4=&3s}aL, HhHo| c’ﬂz-‘

Aot M= 7414

BN
o
X
e}

B3

1o

Gt vebAA (desirability) € 7%
olZ & & 4 ok B oo
A& 78 7Phe A2 el AHEE ejgl

L ﬂ
g
it

>0

ARAE BA wrle e dalde F4E0 F 0 = AR 540 Ui Algd Agjztel 7MAA 3
gol BEE FAORE AAFE s (high level A2 F Aok 28 A= AEe FA4Y
construal) & & &tk (Trope and Liberman,  SAEY A3 714, £ &0l 5o 284S
2010). thAely Abdel] digte] AZete AlZH2 sEo] ASshd o g3t A ¢ i Wi A
Az, 38 Aejat, AR Az sptn W Mo R W njEe AlFe FajstE e Avew T
AEo] Aol whet U M FEe AAY 2 wirb FAete FHo 7HA], uiEAAY 2e S
gtk (Table 1)< BalA A4 Aas aide AAQ AEE @458 o A5 g3t A4 5 3
F9o A 2 EHJES FeeHH (Trope and  th Fujita et al.(2008)2 d|¥¢F2 A5

Liberman, 2003).

ol gt gl FFo] Aol £F Ul Adt
TaA dutE kel A A S
At (Fujita and Han, 2009). =3

Hu} WA =] o]
o7 %
g4 A i eFe < A
To] ®igle] F83 Jg&S vF F AU
of, 4585 A= o 31947
Wl slgste Ad 7HeA (feasibility) &

5
&AM, Al Mo

97 5

E
o
ftl
o 3

2
x e
N ot & > mg

O\I

/\1-34 o] 7].;] oﬂ

=

ol

ARV Aelgel 3EAg) e 54 AF U
g=e) Aol dzoz ANKYG. oY AT
e 43 bl e AFAN A e
w9} Zol ¥ Flg) 22s] DVD Edlelo] 7
neehs AL PIHET fESGD 2

1%01] T&?‘f& 0431 7W A

e I R

=2 71

ol
-

Ag4 Ag et £4
A4 (concrete)
2248 (complex)
W 723t W d#H r red, i
e A o2z s |7z3ke, ¥ 439 (unstructured, incoherent)

w2k 9] (contextualized)
21491 (secondary, surface)
391 9] (subordinate)

e

A BT @A

34 (abstract)

(
2l (primary, core)
29 9] (superordinate)
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ojzRel7] A E

371E

o AEelx]

(Figure 1) 724

dewa) dAws = wwOu A 9%
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A9l % «1 Aol o]z JH?’“OM UH7H£J+
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EAE 24 N ES £42 59

o=
A A Q_xu;o] z7}et52 v}

22 A Fe oud AABE A=A
e 7187k Bk, olAe FEOE M%E A4
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= g7 FotE F Slon, o|ERY] F5aFol
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W3 g5E A= WA oR 2FsA gt
Moy et al.(2001)% Oshagan(1996)2 714
A JHEH A IS F= 8900 Qo] &
AU 2&4S wie ARGY d¥¢HE 5
sttt 74 182 &9 e A %"ﬂﬂl A3
Aol tiek FE, e B=et A, P59 HA
g3 vpghA gl g 7|EA = Xﬂ%‘% T Ut
(Deutsch and Gerard, 1955). A 259 ¥4
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o 9 BEL FAY. o2l
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A7F oS g AT l.:E‘ﬁH‘_"/H\hsser
and Mirabile, 2004). o]ZA-& 7l¢lo] #pal =

7}' o'l'l‘e '1" MJ— Z]X]\:g ‘/F == Z]“‘le

2Ha1e] ol #et AFS A Aol Jhssithe At
< @ < 7] WEoltH(Fazio, 1979). AH8A #}
2ol g2 Foto] oS FHe FA 9 Hel

Xl

AR AAY AAAA 2AE 2L 5 Jn, A=
- THYERY 2%H wRHIF S v
(Williams, 2006). ©%o] AFs]A ApEo] fri7d
T 35 ot Ay AgH £5% uRY T
diel A 7HQle SHe] e EUE & la, o

A& Hee gA4& FhHAIZIHH(Tormala and
Rucker, 2007). 53] SNS& 73 45 223}
1 kgt AA] SHstE ot AREH AR g
gol uj-- golg F7tolt}y, SNSE Fall /i §
A wAl #ek theke AHgEY] Ao HeE A
AlZte g gelata 2ple] Asfet vlud 4 9l
olgigt HES wlste] SNS ARl AR F7b
7t =] FAAE VRIS ddE A F
AR FEAR A A ey Ao o
3k Q1214 A w8} (cognitive elaboration)”} o}
AFE Yo FAl4do] FetH(Smith et al.,
2008). AA Hustd Q=S JAstke tidel
ek JHA oA ofn] HrkE AFsH 78
ata Aztshe g2 oulgitt, A H R P HA
2| she A olA Akl A A3t B=e gl
AHAR 9 WAE Arlste dFES Ade
2 =gk ovh BEe AdaA i1 H EAE
ol FEsh= APAT+EZH(Barden and Petty,
2008; Smith et al., 2008), At5]4 A2 Fat
of 29 53 7ted 2 Aust rhsds FE9
= APA+E(Cao et al., 2015; Lee and Choi,
2017)9 AHE St T WFY WAE FET
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A7 e 4= 9It}h. Smith et al.(2008)& Elx=2] &
NS ZUATE MR gre #dE 29 o
(amount of attitude relevant knowledge), 14|
A Fwake] 9Famount of cognitive elaboration),
28 A7 (structural consistency), AZE 2|4
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thought) 12|31 A2} 254 (perceived ambivalence)
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39 th. Cao et al.(2015)& 24T H ol E S84
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%9 (social agreement)E E3}¢]
o] ez ek Ade g o

(Tormala and Rucker, 2007). A&
.z%x%oi A3 A elo]l wlH S At AL3lA dAt
o 3t B S et T3 ol2|gh oo ¥

3to] (social consensus)$} A3 A
AR WS 7S

o
A& 71
=o

Pl SR
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@ Az Asdil Be AR TS A2 §
A HEE AUAY 4T USS FHoHE A
2 A% 2 AA g g AZe A9

AA 29 HE7t o= FER AR A o' ol
A3 EHFEA] (correct) ol T+ HHE A3}
AMNEES T AN HEY gAY B &

Hole oL AFS] ¥lw Z2A| 2 (social comparison
process: Fazio, 1979)& 8t} o] FA oA
hele] Ao BETt ARl St S ol A wha
ot AFEEY FHETe As BdE A5 A4
o] HE=E t% glehs ek lth(Fazio, 1979).
Tormala and DeSensi(2009)& FAH4 22 & 2
o] #ate] trrt A|RsheA] a7t AR SheAl]
gk 8ol A (source) 18]al =7<] 4 (argument
quality) | 45285t Bl2e] gilie] =t 2
7&9_0_ Niﬁgi ;(ﬂ/\]z;s&r/} :erﬂxq oz Nz‘g;‘g.ﬂ.
A7} g AR A4 wAAE g A5 @l vl
AR ZEe =A7 @A e 2R ok |
&ol @A e 2dA 7L Ad Bxe] 2
Aol & 0 Ueyth ¥ 7t o
T AR FAY Z2HAA HAAAE S S e
=7 mAIAL 230l ok =79 2HEY BE=9
SaAdo] =A Jelhgtr. FHAd @l Zhko A ok
7t AABb=A] 257 AA A E UYE = 4
Hep vAA| 9] F4o] FdE 2
Z1 et Bee] S dA
et olE gk LA €]
o tdsiz o ]%f %

SFAA A AL dAke

& 4 9tk Tormala et al.
(2009)& wIAA] SHe] AV A frAtet Bzl
A% Aelel 4520 wet Blmel Ga4o] 37}
e ASHoE AT, wAA] o #e Bl
S whEo] B9 v st B Al HE
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H5: 2Anto] AMgale] &) o 2297 43X
e A gAzgAd F(+)9 o
& mE Aol

i’%“1ﬂ°1 ‘i‘l QeI X o] A A AR
°© & AAg Hampton et al.
(2017) 2 D}Ook?fl FA—dol a5, 7155 AY
xR, AFEHY] A, A% 2 AwUE
Bol—ellxe] EE 3o oJz|o] gk AP aglo
2 Y=o S AAEh A2, HEd
e & - exeRl s wEsta ALE A o
Troll ok B2l Fofstant ab= oA o A2 2
2 g F(+)9 4= vzt APgATd
29 gz o] =& A5 gE AEES A
Salel= @5 (Visser et al., 2003)3 A1A (city
hall) 2 FMNAQ FaolMe AM(Akhtar et
. 2013)3 7L tjekal deje el 3
(advocacy 45 o 717°] Fdste /\ii u
et Akhtar and Wheeler(2016)2] S5
To] FhlAo] moldaE EE A5stast she
=7t TS AEH o HFH Tormala
and Rucker(2018)= HE9 A53 e A
EollA Fo5H dEA B =9 &35 (attitudinal
advocacy) & ool #3 A|x] ¢} vijo] PO =
A8ttt oA ol Halle 52 Aoy
TAQ FEA tigk AA] ¢ g T T2
gtal | Tormala and Rucker(2018)& H=
S5 4FY dHEH R AT W
#e MR Aol g ¥ HEY o AF
A5 Yol 2ol A AA e A HEH
Ao} Z2A 0 2t g A 0 7 FeE] frAbsitt,

el r_\L olo n

(]

Krosnick et al.(1993)2 ol & AFg] &<l T4 o
w3t 2] galio] mold S5 AlgEo] aF o
ot #HE 259 g date] B2t} sl
A7} F7kske ACZ UENTH Visser et al.
(2003)° w29 =9 FAPf ST AR A<
TAS Bdste] o], FFAAA HAAE 2
71, Ak3 AR A EAd gt 18 EE ZFAE)
9 dFe ST Ao Uett, olgd o

T 255 T v 2L 7H S AN g

3.7 MEIH Helze| =E=1

o

oo T R Ry

Ledgerwood and Callahan(2012)2 &
3|4 o]qpo] Tt Jlle] AElH Azlgte] Eo
E A9 JrAD S AdsA Fa,
Qato] Hekel FHA HHo} 2 ALS A J3
(social influence)e] ©< kS
o] Melo|| Bt IS AIATE
Aoz AT, A WA A oA

]
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Ledgerwood and Callahan(2012)& o]zl 4
A0 s el Azt wet TG A
T Aolg Hokow olE T FAHHCE FH
At T A AEE st F HA Ag
A @At Aeld ZeE FAERA e 44
o1 el = A4 H8H(mind-set prime) st L.

@ ot 2 ekeA] whieteA] o] A Hoel| whebAd
s @xte] 2k B G5 o=t WglsleAlE A
gtk Agdn, FAAQ AgA e 218G
FRAAQ AleA e AgelA 9@t e
THA FH o G WIT} o] & FalA AR
5o Abs FAd #g AgA AYs
AR O] A AL GEFS TS Bol BE
= & F otk oAl A4 (flexibility) o ¥4
= RrgetH, AR el AleA A whet
Q19 BErt BQle] Jaks wol Wisld 4 9l
AlAFeRT} Ledgerwood(2014)E e the
A Ee FE 52 HE BRI} A
stetete A #Hst], A4 Agte
Edste] HEA S FAHCRE
Xﬂ’\] sttt A F R Al
ol Blre] Wisht 59
= 7H& 4 ok Shin
Aelzto] Hold 45 oA}
lo] Fetie] ks o wol

J

We) 545
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FEOM o N of

Sob o Lo o A
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>,
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—
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W T

&

W3 AR Yo Uehge A3dow ¥
sdith. Ao B A AL E WA Lk A
FAUE GUT A0S 3 A A5
% Qe ANERE e A T RO AAH
& ] U HEE 4 0k Aol SR
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ArE A o)frot Bt AAHS AlEA o B A 7HA
o7 IR A wASE NS SdMa 9
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mlefo] dojd dolu} ko] Al 4
© T7H A4 Ao A AbR S
o] F4Aol B Ao Weks nE st 34%
T AUtk S A o] g HEA ZRA S 2
AR ALSA ek o] Agete oAe AN A
a]x4 ﬂﬂﬂ-o] ZANSZ o odgs g e oLQ._O_ aﬂx}
& 4= 9ltH(Trope and Liberman, 2010). ©] 31??}
HES wnEdte] SNS ARSA AEI dA o2

7] GA &, SNS A4 A3t Bee] A4 ’\M
o] o3k PG AHE A gzt 24 EaE 9o
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THoR 24S Atk A% 249 WHol

A4 BEow aad AAYF 94 BAS

S e

o

AFEAA g AL A olrES EFOR
gitt, o & 50, =] FUEES &

(Stoycheff, 2016), d¥-<] 4z
(Miyata et al., 2015), 4} &4 (Gearhart
and Zhang, 2013), §%z 224E & o]4p
(Kim et al., 2014) °] vt &4 A57}F 8¢
AT =7, theFer AbSA mlete] FQ kol whe
M olgpEo] AdE) B AFfE Algd g2 A
gt B oA 2718 FHACZ 18T
AR, & A= d=9 Ak EAl 9 #-Esie] A4
ntjo] e Aol Hek =3t 7ks4 (Oh, 2011) 2
ol7r9] K &Ao] JHEH VA E JFES

&
AD FAY & Qe AH FES Agetar o

[
I
e
[
o
S

o,
o
il
%,

jul

A skglet.

SNS AHg]A 2L SNS 242 A}8| 223} SNS
A A AR R FAETE SNS A&5A ARl
ZAngol el YHdeM A4S AW Aol
o 924 B AL § e B, 48

+7 A9 Hez HoHH Hle] JRoT &

St tH(Williams, 2006). SNS 42 AR3|#
£ Adngode UideAM 7] e A&
Ad 7jQlEe] AE 7] A4S B 4L F e
o W& Rz A4 713, B, F5AH 71,

AABE Eodste AAH Ade H=S r|sh

w o

o K1 i riz 2
=

486

5ol GEoa 24a9A0. A A2 QA%
£ A8 ged 2 A et AAle A

T e o|nAE o] &dlo] T
AH Moy et al., 2001: Joireman et al., 2015).
B dAqs vHAE FofollA on|AE &8st 71|

of &t A= M-S S4 3 Joireman et al.

gaor 4t

gl glo] ARl Bmr} vhrol A Aukt 214
fole =g ovjste], 6749
Ak AL JHEHIAE &

5
L

1
Eo| oAd uf Y B2 FNHoZ ARl
A S Wol At ote F e Foun, 571 =
o7 239 (Hampton et al., 2014). A3 A
AelZEE ALK &3 A4l 7he) Aksl A A o]
dupt de] gojA] ok =71 d gk 229
AEE el 3709 o2 S HUATH Trope
and Liberman, 2010). (Table 2)& %3l W<

244 492 AN
4.2 MEAE o B

2 QP A% A% A4 92del SNSE
g Aol 49 doz 20184 39 159

odlA 202704 L1 HE2ARE s AA

400%-9] $H= Lk BT S Al 362
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Lto| 243 o= 29l

A O O q.lo °'X|O}Ki o_sn_
B O O 4es| gRo| Yeot

== AR =0

D @ == EASn

HBsl A

G O < Yx|BHCH

(Figure 2) &xlf 0{E2E¢7| LA FYof &z o|o|x|

2= 228 %9 3 23]
- aAn|tjo]de] UdgdA A4S Ad AUE 7t
}\%ﬁx}é_ AAS B A F e A A44A =83 A
g9 =
;\MS;ESZ}H aAntjolite] Tl 27 & wAdS Ad Williams, 2006
B Add | AMAS0] A o] AAL B3 4L £ e d W
AREIAHE | & 9REe] dF V)8, R, FEAA ], A
#HE ke AAA A A=
A o 713 ; q :
A4 2oy 9K Akg] A n_%i’ﬂ:&??} Qe Aall7l AnkAl o2 B Moy et al., 2001:
A719F dAshE A= Joireman et al., 2015
A g ek Ao Ao glo] Al EHE | Petrocelli et al., 2007:
Bl =o] &A1 7} vkE &oAl duhg st HERiA & A 7tst Nekmat and
= 4% Gonzenbach, 2013
Arsl A Azt AR g e ARl ke *}ﬂ@“%x‘/‘éo] duht | Trope and Liberman,
2] "ojA glthn wrl=x]d g A7) = 2010
ozl EE SNSAA 5% HEd g ke
FMAQ JARH YA EZo] datd o) dld E2dA Z/lFez 2419 | Hampton et al., 2014
A E vl un she A=
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Soate] Al Aol 1869 (51%), 9lAol 176
™ (49%)°lt}. ol 20th7} 939 (25.7%) . 30T
7} 897(24.6%), 40t17F 547 (14.9%) 22 et
ot SRRl g2 15 dtw Yol 961 (26.5%),
et 2ol 2359 (64.9%), thehd o)/do] 319
(8.6%) 2.2 Vet $HAe] 292 A4 31
(8.6%), 35 124(3.3%), BN 163%(45.0%),
HE4] 35%(9.7%), A9S] 36%(9.9%), AAFH
469 (12.7%) 2.2 kst Uepstt, (Table 3)
S B3] RE Cﬂ?—%ﬂli g *é < A

factor analysis)< AAEF4
< 435t SPSS PROCESS macro(Hayes,
sto] AZEA w7l EE B

=) [
"‘}‘\jla‘[‘

20175 2&
a3 24, 249 vl ay

=
MHI

5.1 T7ide| Eigd

d
=~

35+

Yotk AN Atele] AHAY % > ﬂ“V] HEH = @ToA AAGE S =FEe] Ao hdE
A BAE TR, 3 BT BEA 2 FEEES Ao S eieAE detetuat &
A& AFe] Y8l A 8QlE M (explanatory A4 SQEA S k. 891 FEIHE F599

(Table 3) ol7* EAIM &4

=5 T e

A At 186 51%
o2} 176 49%

20t 93 25.7%

30th 89 24.6%

Lol 40 54 14.9%
50th 37 10.2%

60th ©14 89 24.6%

158w ¢ 96 26.5%

P a4 235 64.9%
et o) 31 8.6%

84 31 8.6%

=54 12 3.3%

sjAke 163 45.0%

HAE2 35 9.7%

4% A9 36 9.9%
Ad T 46 12.7%

737 37 10.2%

71ek 2 0.6%

& 362 100%

488

Korean Management Review Vol.50 Issue.2, April 2021




Impact of SNS Social Capital on the Public Opinion Formation Process: Focused on the Moderating Effect and the Moderated Mediation Effect of Social Distance

fo
rO
it
2
=,
=]
Q.
LS}
®,
Q
.
w2
o
o
a
(@}
=.
=]
@
o
>~
>
oo
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23}, KMO @01 0.5% o 1o] /bhke lom veh @ 27 =0 2ulE v
2ol 434 JEsh 449 Aoz gelln, % o FALI A & (Table 4)
BE 9919 ool g 15 A3aia, A4 o o A ST
(Table 4) &8 7| Bt EAMZn}
_g_o
g4 =~
1 2 3 4 5
SNS AFgl4 AHE2 0.852 0.111 0.208 0.047 -0.145
SNS AFgl4 AHE1 0.828 0.128 0.210 0.028 -0.135
SNS A3l 4 #4423 0.826 0.094 0.213 0.133 0.036
SNS A4 AFE4 0.791 0.076 0.224 0.127 0.003
SNS A4 AFE5 0.787 0.097 0.265 0.038 -0.088
SNS A8l 4 AH26 0.750 0.011 0.149 -0.036 0.307
SNS AFgld AFET 0.742 0.019 0.082 -0.027 0.322
SNS Abgl4 AH28 0.692 0.008 0.002 0.058 0.445
SNS A4 2429 0.646 0.029 0.124 0.153 0.492
SNS A4 AHE10 0.637 0.047 0.108 0.113 0.461
Bl o] £4143 0.013 0.852 0.170 0.056 -0.087
el =o] 441 -0.037 0.805 0.205 -0.009 -0.027
Bl zo] 244 0.030 0.800 0.196 0.068 0.034
B zo] 2146 0.113 0.726 0.210 0.060 0.029
B o] G412 0.045 0.645 0.130 0.018 0.064
el Eo] &414d5 0.209 0.484 0.203 -0.045 0.164
FINAQ JAEH A4 0.282 0.241 0.818 0.047 0.064
INAQ AEHE A5 0.240 0.229 0.814 0.047 0.089
FNAQA AR A2 0.239 0.227 0.790 0.052 0.099
TNAQA AR A3 0.227 0.324 0.731 0.104 0.005
NN JAZEIA 1 0.130 0.343 0.623 0.035 0.010
A8 A A2 0.045 0.095 -0.005 0.880 -0.051
A8 A A4k -0.004 0.103 0.061 0.821 -0.028
AFEA At 0.211 -0.081 0.097 0.453 0.077
dAA 28907 dA = 0.079 0.190 0.164 -0.115 0.230
ofo] 7l gk 6.129 3.695 3.438 1.779 1.024
TEEH%) 24.516 14.778 13.753 7.118 4.096
TR %) 24.516 39.294 53.047 60.165 64.261
KMO = .912, Bartlett's (p<.000)
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5.2 ATiEA U 4
2 AN AN MFES PHHE 24 3
g Alolel WA ABYE &
4% ALz, B el FUE dda
2 3

rO
_0|L
s
4o
2
>
)
Il
fr Jf

\

<
o
<

5.3 7M8AA

B A3 M AAE 364 SPSS PROCESS
macro(Hayes, 2017)& o] &slo] Az=EA 2 =
Agy B4 249 vpjan 248 At
(bootstrapping 50003]). 24 A% ol <A S4
WA, Yol g /\Mﬂ 2 i 3k

AL TAE SANA, TP FAHENS
B AR 2ERF A AL D) Dol
43

it $418H(mean centering) ZHg-S Ak A
ATRY EAd A AREIA AGE AT Fo
A Atolo] #A B il EHE Model 65 53

Assnh. i) Z3 #4237, e 7
@ SNS At A 2 — g=e] SlA — FAA

JAEA, @ SNS A8 A A — @A o g2

7] DA - Bme] A4 - FAHY 91 E
oA -9 PEXENY A7) 242 (0.0014,
0.1055], [0.0005, 0.0210)2.=2 3}ggkat At
& Aol 0% TP FoBE WAUFE F

HEHIL 95% AE Gl FAHCRE fog

<F1gure 3ol ‘Jr‘:/}”l"/} SNS A8 2 AHE-E 30
ARl JAEH A (3=0.396, t-value=7.966)
A(+)9 dg= vzlon, dA o297 LA
(B=0.169, t-value=2.641)°l (+)2] 4
R, = 24 (8=0.093, t-value=2.117)
o F(+)9 &= iz 7H HI, H2, H3& A
et} AR AR YA Ee HEY &
(B=0.097, t-value=2.677)°1 H(+)2 4

e Aow glgloyt, F/AQ AR A
(B=0.060, t-value=1.477)° f2l3 s +
A Fatdnh, WA 7 Has AlgEded HS
= 7174 e B gl FHAQL A E
A (B=0.510, t-value=8.517)° BAXHCZ &
93 A (+)9 JaS nHorE HeL A YT}

24
%

(Table by atmbaA ¥ A2z A0}

1 2 3 4 cronbach’s a M SD
1. @A J&E97] dA = 4.390 1.325
2. SNS AS| A 2 0.159** 0.942 4.203 1.103
3. Bz gl 0.230"* | 0.204** 0.872 5.279 0.955
4. FNAQ Az A 0.227** | 0.448" | 0.511** 0.921 4.626 1.278
5. AKElA ARt -0.071 0.183** | 0.091 0.154** 0.747 4.595 1.371
*p<0.05, *p<0.01, **p(0.001.
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R? = 0.093

R? =0.196

27
ojzuels] IR

0.169
(2.641++)

0.097
(2.677xx)

B =0] =414

0.510
(8.517+x%)

- 0.060
S« (1.477ns)

371H%1

oA xFolA|

0.396
0.077 (7.966++)
(2.784x%)
0.132
(3.291++)
+p<0.05, ++p<0.01, +++p<0.001
(Figure 3) 9722 ZAMzn}
160 550 b A 723k
,.-"';; - — -12
" LT 4 e 0.07
) — e . e 141
= 140 e P 540 g
e e Lo z L L
— e - = - s
T i - = G
-;"LJ 120 P o 5% /’/.-/"
P el i
100 - 520 /_./" P
3.80 510 ,’
-1.00 -.50 .00 50 1.00 1.00 50 .00 50 1.00
SNS RS A At SNS AR#] % A
(Figure 4) =¥ &1t FMZ1}

AFEA AR)ghe SNS AR A AR AR o B3
7] A= Afole] 7=} SNS AFS]A A7) E
%9 gl Abolo] AEAgN FAHCE frofe
A(+)9 anz 288t HT, H8E A7 S
g 248y B443E (Figure 4)° ZA8FTH

jero] AW el 247

(Figure 4) %= 7 s
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(Table 6) =HE o7f 0 #Z Zt
249
. 2AWS o7 &3}
R A T
daases GERERY B 8B LECL T ULCE ) ey
ULCI)
NS A8 AR Low | -1.2615 | -0.0019 | 0.0350 | -0.0634 | 0.0747 -
Bl g44 — Mean | 0.0718 | 0.0502 | 0.0263 | 0.0030 | 0.1069 P
Z)A 9 o AFEH A 0.0714)
o/ Fiat e High 1.4052 | 0.1023 | 0.0351 | 0.0375 | 0.1755
SNS AHgl# AR — Low | -1.2615 | 0.0002 | 0.0048 | -0.0091 | 0.0110
A7 2R IAE — (0.0004,
Bre] 844 — Mean 0.0718 0.0088 0.0054 0.0005 0.0216 0.0150)
27l 9 ATHYA High | 1.4052 | 0.0174 | 0.0093 | 0.0025 | 0.0379
A JERS7] A= B GF WA A= A V| E 9
o2 g, BH, 24US go| FNA4E, &
HAAAT QA A s A Azgte de
w73 274 2o EAR o442 SNS AL 2 A7 AAutolite] ALsAE ApEo] ALgH
A 2ol BEo G T A4 2TV YAE FE S QLY A JHAEE A el v]H]
of WX Gl F(+)9 Wz FrletAh E9gS A5 Yo7, AlgE Aol & &A
ALEA ARzte] 2 EdE AA Bdo v/l FFo|EE HlEe R MEA ANEtn AFHoR
WM M 98-S sl or (Table 6)2  AESTh. A4 oJ2&97] =9 g4 9
F3te] AT (Table 6) £A247 AElA A AxHA| Aol #AE el H5E Al
gl7te] 244 v gay }Eﬁlﬂ o2 folsta, Ab B 7Mdo] A=At B4 SNS AFElH A
314 Agjzto| %—3— ZA% Aol Arrde v ALE ASA FE2o B TR iR

ME7L EAA L
ol Ale] &2 1

7VA

Rl Bek, AA9E 2
A2 1) SNS A

A4 e 5 VIR et 9
EHI:/] E}/\]H =3 E ].oq —:—7]]7&0] ,]73_,__]1__ ]

vAE AL FREA 2o,
7] ABSE A AR 2717} AR

o2 Yeind
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