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¥ AT AR HERAN] o] ofE 88| $RAL W, F $HETN 2UEE, $REAY 9YL vHEA
Tstn gith. & Aol $Ale] uhgo] 9%E A Aoz Y 8AER A, 2R 44, $2A)
W B, AR 34, AEY, F5UAY A4 dlolrt. 43 4 A 7S B AEE A8 oY A
AEE UdeE H4¥E ANdEn. olF Hdd HARH AR A4ANE B $I" 17480%& R4
(randomization) el wie} 647h9] d@zcrel vigsle] Azt g SPAT Fol =FAIIEE dlo] g w
8 BT AU e F MY AYHUeH, 1 A3 F 652790 SHEk] & SHEL 3.73%F 71539
BUEH(ANOVA) T FlolAF A% & o488 AaEY 23 ARdde AT oMl 7l 9889, AL zApig
B4, SHAEY, A, $HUA UFe HaP FERoRdgx /MR Pk SR HEole) dEE Eg
ot S5 W 5 SHER] tHAE oA 71 89 o= Ak sHdel AAJEE Pl #AEA oht
FAAHeE B, 7Wdol AANG ANY Adske $HE £ S9FAA did Bl J¥2 vXe Aok e
281 2AP1RE GRR she A £P 752 3he 9 visle SHEN 3REAC Fead EFE v A
2 eyt 3 2eRpE e $HES SRR telx G vIAA Rehe Aoz JEgAY, $9Edd bl
AE 2 FA7F FEAel7le s Hds 2 E329] 998 RYnk 28n ARYe M shiRI2 $5E8
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Bl o] fE(15M o4 F7E)L 20018 T
Al 51%2 =24°]1(63%), Avta(62%), MY
th(60%), "IF(57%), MIEBE(52%)4 °olo] 6

AEEANY Eobd AAAI ANFzAPIRY
IDC(2001)& 2005%] oj2d A MA U749
15%(109)7F AEdlE o 83lA @ Reg 4%
st gtk feluete] Afo= AEUS o] &2
o] #5% =2 = k. fuvete <

Holl o]2d, ofioldlME Y7IE2(48%), L&
(33%) 2ot 2 A2 Yehgrh(F I E 2001).
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o231 UTHEAA 2001). ® PCEAlOY UH
dE AHE 4 e Aot B4 M (ISDN,
ADSL &) FU%4 Hfrgo] 67.8%9 °l2H,
238 Mu|2BFEo] AAHRLY FEd
ol2x e Aoz HrE T UARFAA 2000).
Oy 2o 71E ZaEAe 7lgrd ¢ e
o "2ldtn wE AN EHEFH] B
I Ao, Ve B4 QlExels) g oA o
A Aoz dyEn JA(AANE 2002).
Al E o] 88 & e B9 Wsie A
olgAtre Frhe A EANSE AlRzALY FaY
AETAPHLE AT e AERAY 53
WAL 43e vz o vaF AXNTE F
Moz QAdeHlE FF HEZAL NEE ¥EH9
88 Mulo] Wler FELT Sle Aol 2 o
FEAQ Atgloldt. viFel 34 AEERAE G
WARAA FHzALY Az FPso] ot
708058 AgA g9 Aspxolr} @45
7] AFsHen, 80ddde HFEH ol & A3
ZAHCATI: Computer Assisted Telephone
Interviewing) ¥ #H#FH |4 HABH(CAPL:
Computer Assisted Personal Interviewing)¥
ol AMEY] AR E (Taylor 1999), #HIole
QelE o] 85 owd Aufo]3l EMS(electronic
mail survey)7} 2& Yo B8 €A
AQefdlgeld Al AHeAlES didee § &
€ A LE o] &3te] o] ol AE Yl Auo|
€ 1980¥d 2 EFdE ddoR JEHE
o] &% AU ZALE B3 1 88 steAol |
FH7] AT, a8zt 19949 o] F WWW
(World Wide Web) AFgol FulsiwA U=
oAt §r1Fer Fobatn AU JEk F
A3 deste] Aeul Aujojel FAo] AN
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e, Ayt A& $HE 4€ ¢ de ¢
Byl Awe)7t 27 FE84 ® Aot}

Feluvtetel A4 Qe Muolzt ALEE AL
A&} 71RO E-ALO]E(portal site)E ©
£dle WHoR 1997d 3¢ KIS- SNETE At
&3 Flo] EAeH, HA 27 d8Ale WAL 2
22 EZABA ojn] FE3tn YA BF
AQ FHE &a givh. feivel Qe 2AMNE
TE7E 2001de) 704 4 A=E FHHAND(o)
973A 2000), 9EA ALUAFE 70% FEA
g el E o] 88 Aty 1 AANE A8
28 Q3 Z@de zApbgo] E Aojgle AE
7tel F4 (e 2000 e A€ AU w
Feivtete] e A de] 8L o Ax 1 9
Aol A&Ho Ae Folrt.

Al Aol o3 HAE Y & U 2
% 7P dEAQ AL olvld Aulojoltt. olulYd
Aulele uif d&dn AFste FHE Zn
dow, gt oMy Ag]lFe Al o)
& At o a3 AsePdesse o1 3
AR 7HA)7F dgsict, IDCE A AA ojvd A
A7k 20009 59 5008491 2005360«
129 Az 3¢ ZHelgtn A%sa UAHIDC
2001). @9 fedetel A= 2000d 12¥
Al el o] &At9] 85.0%7) olWYE B
3 3lol Y o] &xtel A9 ditkert oldidg
AHEER e FHo|tH(Eyeclick 2001).

8o B ojdd Aujole] FF RE
ZNERTEL FHZA HaE T3 olvd A
Hjole} FiAd HEE&A Fe EAHE BHAFEH
#4€ $%Uvh(e.g., Bachmann, Elfrink, and
Vazzana 1996: Kiesler and Sproull 1986
Tse, Tse, Yin, Ting, Yi, Yee, and Hong 1995).
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@# Zukerberg, Nichols, and Tedesco(1999)
% A3, 1714(1999), 28z A714(2000)
€ fAulolz HEYY A wet ving AR
23 &9 (scroll-bar) A &g wel €A
' ANY %Y 479 Algo] FHEH §H
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Fz). 283 o] dgalldl bt ¥yd & gl
T $HA wgde $HE, FHEH 3UEE
7t 23},

AEZAD} f84 8 R3] d8Me A48
SHEEs AYY v & 283 o9 HEe] e
SHED 52 ¥HEH] M Faddn B 4
itk olud Aujele] lojrM FREC] F8F ©]
e $REC] Ze HEEN ZHEY ohe 7
SH2ate FAEH F84 Wt =F ¢
B4EL v EaD 95 3 s Qe A
A8 w30l AA Lule] diF PRE A
Atez deht A& dE & lest e 29
ol vf ¢ Fasch 23 $HFFL A A
37 AZAE7 PRl Fasith AR A}
olF-2 vl g Aol HE W& 5 & A8
W o] &7kt A& Aeldt,

2.1 7holst

AEZA ol 7§38 (personalization) & &
ALl o AL 39 (attention) & §
8 ZAtddzte) A8 (belief) & WHES e 34
olgtx A2¥ 4 AUrHDillman and Frey 1974).
AEAY FURAY A Qs B R¥E
Add 9A FL A7A AYATe] ALY el
U F5U2) Ee 48R AHEHE Ao A
o dEH Yejolrt ojg} ¥]kEA ojud Mujo]
dAe AUAEA o]Folu} ID, ovid F4 ¥
£ o]43tq "000 { AN AFsE N3
7} FFe st

olg] & 7Nk personalization) & THAE F
834 Agste =AE AFFoEA AR
o A8 (belieN)E %43, MAA AYFL A
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o2M 99 7HeAdE B oM, $¥EE
o FHEANE IHAL 9YE vlA syl
A, g7u AYsrE oA ofsld Auo]
7 AR A sheAdol wold Aejmz
ALY Whgo Y FFH A 24E A
ojtt,

W 1-10 AdEE odd AMulole $HES
AnAZ,

7H 1-2: Az oY Mulele) gHEE
& 93700

7H 1-3: Ak oldd AMuiele $HEA
FEE U

2.2 =AM 4

oljgd MulojelA ZAZ o] Wugl A% o
g Z2AAd vd RETY $EEE, $HEL
3R e tedel A o ofe
927189 7ML 1S SR Rt o)
§ 43l Ast g7) gRo). dE Eo o
&e] ojgoz U4 oMY dubiglo] E$E
ojjdrtt AWrdR Y Ao A =
W FEAEC] 33 v IHoE Y] AT
g @SAH A O HES A7) o] g
A5 d27} 7F5E Aoltk(Dillman 1978).

7Hd 2-1: 247180 %2 A$ 7R o
i Muole) g5hge] &,

7Hd 2-2: AR Hud A 71gR o
Y Aujole) $E&=rt Wad,

7Hd 2-30 ZAPIRe] dudd A$ V1R o
Y Aulold] g4EY ] ¥t
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2.3 SEXo| thet 2o

SeAtd g BAE Feate) v FHA
F3E £ 7bedel ad. dvsy dEA3s 2
£ THAEAL AEAH @ (social exchange)
o 2 dog AUE FAr wWEeld
(Dillman 1978). t7u &9AE2Y 71 &
& §9AE0] BRG] FoF xFo 7]
7kek Zel7b Aol 7] W] ol diE) APE
wettn AZgeza el wobd 7heAol
At} (Singer, Hoewyk, and Maher 1998).

7Hd 3-10 &R qg B
+HES Az

7Hd 3-2: SRl g BAL olujdM o]
9 ¢HEEE EEAU.

7Hd 3-3: &R dF 2L ojudA ol
9 £HEY 7EE UG

oje|eA Ho]<]

2.4 4EEA

EHAte ¥k AEAY F4d giME 4
£ Wg & Qi AEYYo] g9t kgl o
g2 A 7ted e v ZIAR F2H B 4 Ut

AA, o8] HelA2 7AH¥ 2AW(screen) ¥
AL $EAR s F ol el R YrEE
g7 o olEF WARE] $HEY FHE
A a3 $RERd $ARYA 98¢ & /Me
o] glt}. Zukerberg, Nichols, and Tedesco
(1999)F 4§, A714(1999) A7 wew
9 FEHA g3 shte) 7lcdt html o))
2 FA4He] 23E ul(scroll-bar)& o8& F
A= HelQl 232 Euk(scroll-bar) 49 A% 3
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£9 MM (sections) ¢ ©1%F& Hypertext 7|
%9 M+ (menu)E FAM 2L o)lFdle ¥
e 23 (screen) HART $HE o ¥
ek EX, $RAY Sdel wE 230 A%
3 HEE e Qs wEY AEEYe g9
AHE o1, §EES U &Y M54l dd
(Dillman, Carley-Baxter, and Jackson 1999;
714 2000). A, V¥ A ©)d (navigation) 7
% AfAdRE Y AFH Zlgwddl ot
2 482 £ Aoz Fddd vA, AR
2o wel ko] A eld 4 glon, HE9
£%o] W AFAZe] § AR ST F
BAHQ ¥l vele 4 Ack(Dillman, Tortora,
and Bowker 1998).

7Hd 4-1: ojWig Aulole] HEAY Y] e}
SHEA Aol7t TP,

ojf|d Aujole] MEAE e wfe}
SdETo] zpojrt HA L,
ojld Aulo|e} HEAF ) wa}
EHEA Aol7t LT,

M 4-2:

M 4-3:

2.5 ARdeY

A 944 (prenotification) & HEAE E$317]
Ao HEXNE Bt vg geiFe Ao
A oolg e ARHERE SHAA 4% wet
e 28 & vk BT AYEE AR
9 Bie fidtqd T42 WEA R2E H e
w$31 YA wY Hede] ad. ® AAY
& ANE FEAEC] 2WWAR HFEH] A
A 7H54el Fo1E AolvH{Metha and Sivadas
1995).

479



Rus - Y3

FUEAA APAgRol $9ES T A
€ 948 AN 4FHUHFord 1967: Kanuk
and Berenson 1975: Scott 1961). Fox,
Crask, and Kim(1988)2] $HzZAle] oigh uj
BN Abdgde Ade $9E89 9% #
288 47.4%%712 Jehd $9ES7 /9§
AH7t e Aeg JENY. ® Metha and
Sivadas(1995)« EY AjuolelA 7jiste} &
Aol AAREEE Ao EN $980) 20% F
tee Ag B

EF AHEHLE SHERE E9F Mol B
t}(Kanuk and Berenson 1975: Parsons and
Medford 1972). z8la SHEIHAME on
g MujololM ALALEE dAIEHA o Awn)
dg 5" shsdol wolA7] Wi FEEH
ol (outliers)= B4 1] go}d Zojmnz AMA
YL FHEH FHAY 4¥E F Ao
(MacElroy 1998).

7Hd 5-1: AMALE L oY Aujold §2E
< Az

7Hd 5-2: AMRL™ L ol Aujole] gu
=& @HAUG

7Hd 5-3: ARREE R oMY AwWole gRE
A& Az

2.6 FHHX|

F&UA (follow-ups/reminder) & 443 A F
Ao §7elA] Fe BE ZAMNAAEGA WA
Aol EAE EHslg oy §H8A &sklel o
Al g Bdsgydele WeeR HER ¢4
of thal thAl ¥ A7IANAFH FA £2E 84
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dhe Wge HAE BT $HZAL Qo 34
HA IFe dRE $EELS FMNE Ao
¢elftH(Etzel and Walker 1974: Hinrichs
1975; Kanuk and Berenson 1975 Peterson
1975: Wiseman 1973). Fox, Crask, and
Kim(1988)¢] $#xAle] dig w24 e
FEUAE A ¢HE] 11%72%Y 35%37}
B vehten, 9§ 70 #9% B3} dle
Aog eyt B¢ HIde ojdd Auo] A
TN FHAUA PFo] TRES F/MAYE @
FAAE YeEbETHSmith 1997: Schaeffer and
Dillman 1998).

FEHUA7 HEE FMTE olfE A F
YAE € 4 AH(Dillman 1978). shie &
HAo 27 ZAIEAZE 2o Hee 248 5
A, F HAe FEHAL $HE 92 AEE
BNNAFE 4EE Y57 giolth, aRiE
FEHAE 7 A3 E ol $EAlA &7
& 7158 o Bo] Holapy] qid] $EE 34
A 4% njAds ¥ £ o

ey FEUA)S EE3Fr SN 2RS
E9 $9#A L UnE JMsAel ad. aRe v
BHoE F71HQ FEUAE ZAlRAEC] HA
{A =74 8 7hsde] F718k7] W ol

7Hd 6-1: F&UA EFAFTL BEFE ol
d AMulolel 3RHES wI

7Hd 6-20 482 d$357t AEFE oy
Y AHjole] gR&EE TFAIL

M 6-30 F&HWA EFAFTE HEFE oM
¥ Aujole) E2ERE Ut
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3.1 E2FEn Nesl

ojulg o4z} FAl el ig AEH TUL
Al Mu] 2412 H (Internet Service Providers:
ISPs) ol&A Feld Yz AFE Audl A
2 BEogA 1 oY FiE AALH AE
AMelAQ http://people.yahoo.com® &8 &
18 Aol $ejuztel AFHe ISP 10749 =
mlx 128709 A(last name) BAEE FAG
A% % 33,5919 #2E7 AAHYLH, 2
T THE ARE AT HF P2E 17.480749
olfjd FA7} AHEHRITH HYE A¥UEE F
2t¢] 3H(randomization) Azt wel 64749 4
Yider ¥R 4 2§E EEY e
272~2157 12 HEAHY.

ZAHE 20019 11€ 2099 AAYE d45E
AlZs e, AEA] E4e 20019 11€ 27¢
ddEo] Aa A8A $£3710E 119 27Y9RH
20021 1€ 3971A #F 3793 o|FojzeH o
AT F 17,4807 S2EQA % 34W HEAE
652784t

32&%

(1) AP zAL

ZAFAZE U3 25 9ol ¥ oMY
Awlolg] §egolvt 2de Mg AL Hot

A 7HsAol sl7l WEd € d7e UHEA e
WE-& dE2AL] FAZ Y. & d79 oY

AYHAT H329 M2 20084 4%

4 Mol AEHe) o) fdeie AaPFARS o]
4o A& AT g A7) 47 Ao
Mol ES NEer) $jsted AAdAY e ol
T HzzAlolng AAIAN s o] 83 %]
She AR o] 874 ¥el fle AR, ez 204
30t 4000 7 A8 = AJde 2TuF FAE
249 & U4 AEHAY NUAAHZAE A4l
3] TAE HF 72890 HERE o] 88te.
T2 H2Ex A8, AHYY, F483,
SHA g B4, 2ApE a28ln 484
Feol wet ¥ 647 IAER AR RALE AAE
o AgE ZzayPe] APHeAE APty
a2 A AEEYe] FREE Aol Z2aYe]
HAHA ol Al ZAAE Fol /A

(2) F&us

E delA AMgdhe 595 EHES &1
&k, SHEAY 2WHe d+Anit Ay
Zol7t gle Ao Jetwrt, wetd EdEd o
3 o2 He Fo Schaefer and Dillman
(1998)2] §2& 2AWHY 43§ F 4EX
Z 98E AEA $9 %2 olf3Hd, ¢HE
EE Tse(1998)%F Schaefer and Dillman(1998)
o &R FPWHEY o4 e A& o
WY EEAILFH YFE AAele 712H(time
lag) g o) &8t $EEAE FHsh= Wi
Z2e Had H@Feln, FF & & W7 BE
o o Agsittn BLHE FEHE FES, § O
& 7ted HEA F 9USA @2 ¥HF AE
4"(Tse 1998 Schaefer and Dillman 1998)
& o] &8
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(3) &% 9%E A& dgus

WAz AAMMYHE Houston and Jefferson
(1975)9] 7HQ3HdA] wis U WY& AL
AT A AL A Al A o)
dEA T3AFEA B Hog ZAAARY o
& dFdz, WA A tee fooodA, et
e 2 AAE AR gu 262 sy
77,8k AAEE A1,

AR e gast 7M7IQIAE ol88ide
B, a2 F Ffde "xxdttn Fgety v
AR Ans e WilR, AR o§% &
FelAx AT, EF FeHo AN o]d)
Y Flde JHUE o)4dte Algelgd ¢ £
& ackrolehe dw =€ AAEAG, M
ZI4AE § Aol AR (F)dole] 24
of HHARZAE Aas Bt dFEHR, FoF
d AAE oY FARE ginagina@orgio.net
£ ANIRY. a2n ZE ZARAAEC] B
T UdE B UEF o] F udFie i
AL B A7 o] & AHga

A Y B BAEA 24 Wiy o
R on, W reea ey 308E 33
3o E3HEA(10,0008 A4S 2= azt
dtem B A7zt EuojAie] AT FAldl
BHARE ojvlda g8 =gdAFdth e
AT T BAE A L34 g A FdlE
o] @&t old AU 2Eln SHARGE
gt A ASde AALPR BHEA,
122 ¥R 2% &Aooz FdsA A
it g

 AEA 2% A AEA YYo2E HoAE
TE3 Holx olEIE olfdhe 2AUYH
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(screen form)Q A%e A 67) R¥og 72
SR, &% ARGY, EHEA, F&EA9
W&ol wel 10-14 KbE A3}, Hojx) 78
#iol shiel 7In@ go|xo dEge] AL
Efvbe A3EwH(scroll bar) 849 &3e AlHg
. BAEA, $4UAY gl atgl 140-150
Kb& 2A|sict. & QX e AHLEE ¢4
H 4ERAE 98] geva 4L F dax
€ Adg 2E€ AR A 24sded, 9
o) 48342 A4He Fdo wet BARx) ¢
34 123 FEUA @F A 25 FYE 34
& LA e g H48gc),

AAgEW el e & dA7Ale 253 ojuy
€ EFAE #AA, 283 284 HELo]
% zAMAALY] IDE A5E A2 52 9339
o EF AR AdH ol b dF AL £
371 98 HEAE dastast s, 48 E 2
718 934 gethd $AARY YEe e
HAeg et W4 ool Had dapg
7 PAXE AAHA,

FE&UA] EEL F oA AAsged, 14 ¥
£WA e & 48A i34 15Y T 4839 AR
GArE Jerd g AEd FoAE sEAES
A zAFAE A 324 Fdd B3
o oeel 23 F5UAE 13 FEUAE 2
¢ 159 Fo HEFS ARAE FHE A
B AEd ST SHAE A A F 32
Y2E dEdEe] EF5 WHIAT iyt
FEUAE A Aol AvAEe dEY o84
et Feig gl #E AFE A AEAE A
Aot R g0l =2 fotA oA i B
geglnz 4E4E o Bl=yvd e
§o8 Hiew, 1-23 FEUA] BF g2 W
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HASHE 018 MEZAAN BEHE, BEET, NEL Hol YR olXiE 2R i AP

Hoz AYa.
3.3 Alag 27

£ A7E 7] A8M M o] 4% PC 87
2 2% HDD 20GB, CPUE #HEIYN, 1.50GHz,
RAME 256MBE #& AFHE AHgaiien,
0/S¥ Window 2000 Advance Server& o|%
gt} 1IS 5.02 ASP 3.0°lghs 23 YE 19
7t WAse] $8aE ASPHCINE BA HH, o
A& htmlolghe gyt guo]#le] DBl o€
& B e AV $9xle $%& DB ARsA @&
v} =23¥L MS SQL Server 2000 Alx#le]
SAE Ao QU E o] &8l7] AEM A7ATt
2&% dgtae 13 IPFAE ALY B¢
fdg4E A A4 E(tood) L Windows 2000
AHel 718 7159 SMTP MW & AHgsln, 22
oW WREHozE SMTPE 44 A48 4+ 3l
A #F+ CDONTS Component$t vjFduje]
2 (Visual Basic) 6.02.2 243stglc}.

Hadsd Z2aPe Agusy 29 A =
AidAbg #efsta WY &8 (templet) & &
s, FERE vde FARAY deE AF
e 489 2AAAEY $9HEE DB A
Aste 4%E A dd. 4843+ DB Zga
A& F38A SQLY d2€ ODBC DB Hol&&
EHE9 {84 dojg d3E ¥ + U
b dE¢de ASPE B8 SEAEY W
o] AAIZF AR FAE gHe] AP F U=
E 24N 7 FEHES it

AT H32N H2% 20034 49

V. B

4.1 #29| &Y

€ dA7da 2AMEEA 65279 dE ATFEA
A EAE AvEd o 2((E D 3F2). ¢
A A ARG E 20019 FEFaeHAE3
M AA g KNP(Korea Netizen Profile) Bi
N A 56.8%: o 43.2%) 2t FAst o &
1(69.4%), 4%¥ F4MEe KNPZZH(1940]
8 30.7%: 40dio]d 13.7%)ET 194 old=
o A3(11.1%) 400 o4& thd A Jepsto
(15.6%). SHEZE ugagoldo] KNPAH
(62.9%) 20 A48 ¥3(75.7%), 2549 A9
ME 1008t r)gte] KNP(31.1%) v ¥4 3
AcH19.1%). & AFAHE W KNP EuME
9 T, AE, AEAge HlEo] bda @A Ug
o v Ag, A, A7 FREAYY v gl
KNPEIMED g4 Jeyth. £3 3285333
Hola Fu o] 4AE REE HA ST BF
s 2 478 f4AFAR 1.7%(11%) & U
Ebgir},

FE9 F-gA A8 #¥s] HAdAM A
o} $HAIe wE & AEAS 1A ¥5UA o
g3 23 ¥&UA gF ¥ R /e ¢
TEARE BAE vasd 2v. o A 349
Z gl zteold] mel JATFEFALH EJYR oRE
o1zt UAAT T T BE o
g A wiAE ¢ ge Aoz ASHAG((E
D &2,
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#us - ZEE

NN

(E 1) 88A70 0E T8N 84

92 9 &(%)
¥ % 2 |1 2} R df | p-value
Ax &y =3
- ¢ 2 69.0 69.0 73.8 040 ) 0,810
o 31.0 31.0 26.2 '
20thu] % 11.0 10.1 15.9
4 20 o 43.8 41.9 40.9
3 30 o 30.2 31.8 22.7 5.00 8 0.758
40 o 11.4 14.7 15.9
50ujo) 4 3.6 16 4.5
RESE] 20.3 14.5 38.1
% et g 17.9 12.2 16.7
werEe 44.9 55.0 35.7 19.91 8 0.011
g g ol 13.6 13.0 2.4
7 g 3.3 5.3 7.1
X 50m] g 10.7 10.8 16.3
50-99 8.9 10.0 7.0
E 100-199 33.4 35.4 27.9
6.57 10 0.766
/ 200-299 25.8 20.8 30.2
ks 300-399 10.7 15.4 11.6
4 400919 105 71 70
%‘ z & 80.2 77.1 72.7
3 1.74 2 0.419
< A% 19.8 22.9 27.3
A N & 31.8 38.5 37.5
F F4 29.2 23.0 18.8 4.78 4 0.310
A a9 39.0 38.5 43.8
4.2 A o dEwsg, aelu ARG Y B 48 2]

2 47 2ARERARYEH $3d 928 (raw
data)elle €AY &3 8 HFexE
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23F FEYAZL E5d AL SRAE $HT A
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UXNFHE OIBY HEZA BEME, BEAE, X2 ol GUR olXE 2910 it 97

AEE HsA BAPEE WEEND 3TE, &
HEE, ¥HERE FHUSE Ba 6714 AYe
A LS, 2R, SEARY, AEYY, A
48, F58A 453 sHEeE ARG
olAF HA)H FIEH(ANOVA)E AHgatact

(1) 4%

AAHQA SHES AWEYN AN YAE 17,480
HE ALY B ¥ HERY ARG TR
Bo/Z2ay A% ¢ dohie 219E A9
17,4599 4 BAEAE E¥atn 124 43 2
Z FEUAE B A 6529¢] e
&2 3.73%2 Ut ol 7)&e] dFER
ot olg A2 SHEER ol dEMe o8 /A
21e FAE ¢ Utk AR 2 olfEe A
o] dulglo]7] w o] SHEel & Futol ¢l
te AMdelth. 1 tgoge 2P F B A4
A W% F 3Y9ARE 39119309 6:00
p.m.~12¥92¢ 11:30 p.m.) AW Feo] §HE

AR R AR R R B

of 5 & 9%E WAL Jhsdel UL & F
AR DF=).

AN, AE §F 771 F 128%o2 48X A
o7t dRdTE Hd v d3ve Ak e ¥
@& f9doz AgRE 7Hedel A HEE
HHEHE 2Y Part VHE A F850| 37}
31, T28% ¥ 238YFEH FEwol Fvshs
A8 Motk o] 754 & ARY & + St

SHEAN AT FHEH(ANOVA) B FlolAF
A4 23 d7rdd 2gE A4 Y 9889
T N, 2A1R, 4EEA, £45UA 258
F7b SHE Fol dFE v, SHARY
ARG E 9FE vAA Rde Aoz vg
HH(E 20F2). 22 Ag3eH §A3C
SHEY AolE T 48y 9% A7
vladE o, FAIR(2.52), F5VA(1.63),
AEE4(1.24), HYBH.98)9] &4 2 vyttt

FHAUE FAH WL B 4 oA
AN AXY AQshe $HEA o2 9¥%S
PAle ALg Jebdd HASE A& T

(J8 2) +3 SEE 28z

804
604
404

209

Curdative Percert

0

wwwwwww

--------

1.3 & 7 9 1118 15 17 19 21 28 28 30 32 34 36

EHARIIZHE)

ZE BT M32d M2E 20034 48
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Bast - UER

(B 2) S8EH8Bol chft BMB4(ANOVAIH 7l0|HBEY F2t

, 1 FAEH(ANOVA) ol 324
a4 | 8880 | E2UR| P&k | df [pvalue] SRE®) | 2% | df |p-value
4 A[8749| 4.22 | 0.20 4.22
ez 1179 | 1 | 0.001 >1.0 | 11.60| 1 | 0.001
waa [8731] 3.24 | 0.18 3.24
8 m|8744| 4.99 | 022 4.99
2R B e 77.42 | 1 | 0.000 >2.5(76.90| 1 | 0.000
71 o |8736| 247 | 0.16 2.47
A A |878] 371 | 019 3.71
gan |4 A |87 002 | 1| 0.880 >-01] 002 | 1|0878
w4 [waA | 8742| 375 | 0.19 3.75
2 #8741 311 | 0.17 3.11
PECE 18.75 | 1 | 0.000 >1.2 1861 1| 0.000
w7 8739 | 4.35 | 0.20 4.35
4 Al8735] 3.84 | 0.19 | 3.84
AR 055 | 1 | 0.460 >0.2 | 054 | 1| 0.463
BlUA | 8745| 3.62 | 0.19 3.62
F&HA| 032 (8734 3.02 0.17 3,02 5
13 |4361] 4.22 | 020 | 12.83] 2 | 0.000 | 4.22 ;; 25.46 | 2 | 0.000
BERF | 28 |4385| 465 | 0.21 4.65
AN SR} 373 | 019 | - | -] - 3.73 I I

$5E0] 4.22%8 /NUEE HEsA Fe Jde
$9HE 3.24%87h & & JeRIthF=11.79,
df.=1, p=.001: 2°=11.60, d.f.=1, p=.001).

a8ln ZAP|#Ee RSz Hdel AAE A
A, B8 AR e Ao $HE
Z 29 9F& e Aoz Jegn. ga
£ ZAPIBOE d9 HEANE B Jde &
GEL 4.99%8 7IgHNE 2APIRORE PE
o} $%E 2.47%80 Filo] ¥ $EE Y
tHF=77.42, d.f.=1, p<.0005: x°=76.90,
df.=1, p<.0005).

8 7Hdo] AAE SHAEAL0] FHE vIA
93 A4 f94€ JehlA R, &
HABAL ANG A4ek AR e A9

486

98 47 3.71%, 3.75%% oFF v
YEPtHF=.02, d.f.=1, p=.880: x%=.02,
d.f.=1, p=.878).

a8 M el e dRE4L HE
dgg v Aoz Jeyd. & 9gE T
Balx e A3BdE AMRY A9 &HE
(4.35%)°] @& TEF 23U Yo g
£(3.11%)8% ¥4 A JYelg(F=18.75,
a.f.=1, p<.0005: x*=18.61, d.f.=1, p<.0005).

AALEL Mol AANF Ane g EHE
g3rg uixz] FilE Aoz Jeit & AR
¢dg ALY A9 SHEL 3.84%2 AP
He AEsA B Ao $HE 3.62%8c} o
T EAE 2 Aoy FAH fejdol Add Ao

HABAT y32A M2 20034 48



URPHE OISt 4Bz SEHE, UKL, T Yo FUR nixlE RUEO O 27

2 JUetHF=55, d.f.=1, p=.460: r’=.54,
d.f.=1, p=.463).

I FEUR Y B4 7MY W4 A g
SHEES F/ME A% B2 FEuAE
itz e e $9EL 3.02%%UH, ¥4
HAE 13 258 Do $HEL 4.22%, 3%
HAE 23] B4 P $HELS 4.65%2 3V}
o] FEHHA Y SHE P EYHA ZHS U
EPth(F=12.83, d.f.=1, p<.0005: %2=25.46,
d.f.=1, p<.0005).

a2l MR AAE AL ohyxIg, BARY
A7 98] i AHEEE Y Ayde
F&EUA) dpe $HE F7MEFI} vlnlshg AL
ddE HAAEA ¥ e F5uA G4
SHE SV} FHEA FaEEo) e AL
2 YEPtHF=8.765, d.f.=1, p=0.003).

(2) $9&=

THEEE A2 HAEA EAHAIM $2E

@78 28/ e 2N SHA8AIZES] Ao
g A 292 65249 ¥4 gHEL Hd
(18 3)3 gt} o] ©EE By Hxo HEX
BEH 13 F5UA] 9 23 FEUA] dEAH o)
S8 F&8tA keS¢ F ded, 7l
e Ed Al MES 24 T8 oy
o FE 4T U HAx AEAE B4R
1A o] &2 Abgte] 287 (4.3%) 014 =il
I, 24N gE@ Abghel 3369 (51.5%)°]
Aem, 846A12H364Y)0] AUM FHE AlE
A%,

a8 ez A BAEH(ANOVA) 2
3 AgHE AN Y Mol AAEe Ade @
2 A, ZAIR, SRR, AEYY, AR
4, FEUA) GFA o} F Ax SHER F
B Y8 vAA Rl Aoz JEd((E
3 #Hx).

B M2 AAHAE FAg, B4Ry A
# ARGl SHEEY GHE vjAA] FajA
FEAEG] glE e AREEE 43k R0

(T8 3) 8ELe7RZHYY FABEE

Cumuiative Percent

-----------

BEH2R12HE)

$UEE(Y) | $9A) | BRE%) | FAE%)
19 336 51.5 51.5
24 79 12.1 63.6
3-69 23 3.5 67.1
74 52 8.0 75.1
8 39 6.0 81.1
9-13 50 7.8 88.8
149 16 2.5 91.3
159 16 2.5 93.7
16-20% 22 3.5 97.1
21-279 7 1.2 98.2
2804 12 2.1 100
3% 652 100 100

AT M32W 2T 20039 4Y
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fos - 4sE

(R 3) SE&Tol st BAMEY 2N

Q4 BEEQ) | EREAQ) P df | pvalue
A Al 2.67 4.37
7913 0.874 1 .
Hl4 Al 2.40 361 0.350
L1 ] 2.56 3.99
2Ap18 0.001 1 .
14 2.55 4.19 0.976
AA] 2.49 3.92
$EA R 0.146 1 i
w2 2.60 419 0.702
R 2.68 4.23
478y 0.659 .
L1 2.47 3.93 ! 0.417
A A 2.52 4.08
AR 0.062 .
re a1AA 2.60 4.04 ! 0.804
roun 0 2.78 4.49
=3 pd
weEns 13 2.68 4.22 1.599 2 0.203
2 3 2.15 3.23
AN DA 2.56 4.06 - - -

SHERE WMEA s FzRio] gle Ao
eI THF=5.228, d.f.=1, p=0.02).

(3) e9E4

2 47 e SR EA0] F3d YEFE 23
H3ich. AaAe An F49 Y55 BE &9
A £EE (28 0% 2

a AN WES B AX 39 6524 &
F&¢ 980 AY e 9 71 50082
2 76.7% g9on, F8% $ES7 14U 7
71 609 (9.2%), 270 16%(2.5%)e2 F&¢
eI} 671 o]l $9At BF 588HoR A
Aol 90.2%E AAF oz eyt

&5 BEF o BAHEA(ANOVA) 2,

488

RAstet 2A @Y 4AL AAE 7MY &
iR 2 ERER 9¥E X e AR e
Wk (B o FeE AHH AAsE AL A
9] 284 $E¢ FFE 3.0602 A3} A
SEA e A4 5138 72 2SI F
& Aoz Uygyth(F=4.25, d.f.=1, p=.040).
T 2AP|HE Sug ¥ A9 P8 $ES
T& 29608 ZAP|EE 7o & A%9
5984t} 8¢ #EF7E ¥4 2 Aoz g
WoH(F=8.87, d.f.=1, p=.003).

add), (29 oA BRo| F3g FE4o
¥ F3o] FFERAAM "ol 7] wEo)
AHEA (ANOVA) 299 7hgo] flul=ln gld
AHdE o Y

fr e e

HHBT M32A H2E 20034 48



HAFUR OIBE YEZAA BCHE, BEURS, NRY Nol YUE nixlE Relgol ot 97

S E RN S z

(T8 4) WHBHEXIS| REE YBS

40 4

0

:

...........................

012345 61114151817181920222337 36304041 424344535850 628465

FEL UES

(R 4) 98 9350l it BUEMN 28F 0% 7l0IMEEA

R e o
o [HROn| | | PR | dfY prvalue | e BRSE | 2%k | dffp-value
. = (N o 4 |ARARm) |
4 A| 3.06 | 11.22 369 | 78(21.1)
7Heis 425 | 11 0.040 2.25 | 1] 0.134
HlAAl | 5.13 | 14.48 283 | 74(26.1) >
2718 & m| 296 | 11.00 s87 | 11 0.003 436 | 89(20.4) 619 | 110013
71 | 598 | 1558 | ) 216 | 63(29.2) ) |
A4 A 361 | 1311 324 | 63(19.4)
SA A 067 |1 0415 539 | 1] 0.
o HlAAl | 4.30 | 12.44 328 | 89(27.1) 0.020
T+ ¥ 49 | 14.39 272 | 68(25.0)
AEYY 242 |11 0.120 0.74 | 1] 0.389
B2 | 328 | 11.44 380 | 84(22.1)
4 A | 353 | 1245 335 | 75(22.4)
Ay 0.52 | 1| 0472 0.33 | 1| 0.566
HlaAl | 441 | 13.11 317 77(24.3)
08 | 329 | 11.17 264 | 64(24.2)
F&H7|
.| 18 | 438 | 1335 | 060 | 2| 0.549 184 | 42(22.8) | 0.22 | 2| 0.896
Wi
23 | 445 | 14.13 204 | 46(22.5)
AALEA 3.96 | 12.79 - |- - 652 | 152(23.3) - -1 -

AYT M32H 2% 20034 48 489



Rust- U3y

et BEE T $8o] e A4 B2
o g5 gle A2 78 729 ¥E 24 o
Fok i3t 5 SHA WE F38gl Alold] A
AL EAsleA FlolAF AAE Folo ARE
AT, 1 A JfQlse A 9%e
FTEY Woz Jehgon] Ot AR
A UEA gt SRR SHEL o
Eel2 A7 EAdte A2 JENT((E 4)
Fx). &, B3] sle 349 F8H P50 &4
s HlEo] 19.4%2 BAl Y& A$Y 27.1%
Brp @ Aoz uyebgrh(r2=5.39, d.f.=1,
p=.020).

% (OE DM BEW 23 §EF 1779 3
T 7 A7) 3718 AE B 4 e, olRe
AEA Part IVRE T80 ST 2571 Bt

7] WFolh o] ALAE Atsle] BEE T
789 FEL7} 1670 olatel e 177 o4
A8 FEEY Feg $ES7 177 oA B
2] Hlgo] Mol HAE dgecld we gz
A Jehdea] solAF HAE Bt BN
((E 5) #2), 1 A3 o] ¥MdNE A3}, =
ATlge 44, SRR Zds AEEgle
o, bt 48P ¢REAY IS N
Aoz et}

%, AEX dB& PEEA gL 840 Aed
Agol B8 2471 177 ool B9 ulg
(7.1%)°] @e7¥e] % ¥&(11.8%)80 @

Al debdth(1%=4.18, d.f.=1, p=.041),

1 F FEY GESIL 2070 o)A ALE 44

(6.7%)2.8 vehdtt. agn sMdE AAER

(% 5 élﬁﬁ‘?-ﬂll TE FEH Y+ TR W lolHF 24

T T e e

44 A4 93.0 7.0

7l 4.14 1 0.042
s B4 88.3 11.7
i 93.3 6.7

ENPE:! 4 = 9.19 1 0.002
71 9 86.1 13.9
A A 92.9 7.1

Satu A T v, _ 2.98 1 0.084
7 8 88.2 11.8

0.8 A

PEL e o5 - 4.18 1 0.041
A A 92.2 7.8

Abigd 1.39 1 0.239
w4l 4] 89.6 10.4
. 02 91.7 83

Al

4inn 18 89.7 10.3 0.54 2 0.763

2 3] 91.2 8.8
A&z} 91.0 9.0 - - -
490 AT M323 22 20031 4%



HATUR OIBT WEZAA BEE, SYRE, MY Fof FUR olale 22Aw0l S 7

E 9T, BAEY A3 s $HARY
Aol daABoz A B B fe
Brole AU HEol F&H FEF dFLE
a2 %813

% EHAEAC §lE e AU A8 mat F
TH 57} Hadhe @Al Jeldt(F=5.059,
d.f.=1, p=0.025).

€ 47dM 438 JHdEd UE FFEHe
(R 6)3 o] sodtt, 4 2 WgE FAH2

S

2 AU AdddE A O A 938
A, AL, 2R 47, $RARY, 4884,
F5UA d4E Hay FEHozgr M §
Ashe A WEoley 9% At g 8%
g 3 EEE daMe 94 7 8
o Ak 7Hdeo] ANste o] BHHA ok
hirt.

7Hdel AAR M AUdste $HECHM
1-1) % EHFACH 1-3)9 8 E2l2e 4

(E 6) 7HIHHUL R%4F
7 4 q % 7\th%-8.a) AR A
M 1-1 NS} $GE ¥ A%
M4 1-2 Nz 2dSE + Az
M 1-3 AAse 353 + A=)
A 21 2D\ (8E) 3 $9E + A7)
4 2-2 AR ()T $REE + 2|79k
M 2-3 ZA|R(2)T $HED + A7
744 31 SHARYT SHE + A2k
M 3-2 SHARAT SHEE + A7 gH
7Hd 3-3 SHARAN $HEY + 22737
A 4-1 42y 298 +/- A7
M 4-2 HEY4Y $7EE +/- AR
7H 4-3 HBYAT 29Ed +/— BEAA
M 51 ARGYH 98 + A=A ekg
7H 5-2 ALY SREE + A7\gkg
7Hd 5-3 ALY SHE + Ak
A4 61 FEHA WS SRE + A
M 6-2 FEUA $HA5G LYEE -~ 2|79
7Hd 6-3 F&uA E8ss 29EA - A\ A2k

a) +: 2A4Q EHz 5& SUE He SULE we $9EA

— BRAY AT B SRE, 2 SUEE. Be 29EA
+/- 2R EE RRH 998 BF ¥Y
AT H328 M22 20030 48 491



Rust-UEE

RS R

2 A AR eyt a2a 2Apag
GRZ dhe 2 EF VYR sl 7 fo wElo
FHECM 2-1)% $FEACI 2-3)d EY&
o) A7E JMAE Aoz vehy

FH B AT e $HECH
313 $EEE(H 3-2)d diEM 9¢E ulA
A R ez JeEgA, SHEECM
3-3)ell dalMe 1 FAZ REANE v 7]
A3 2 B2 9% BiYh asn 48y
AL MO 4-1D)F sBAR 98 9%
< WX e AoE Jeen, 1 A7 $EH )
Zle A% SHEACM 4-3)0E d%E e
Ao JEst ofgd] F&UA9] W A
(VM 6-1)% Zo] SHES FMIle AHem
vebgn, $HEE(M 6-2)8 SREACM
6-3)el diANE 9F& nAA Rl Aoz
Ebstet.

v. =2 3 g8

5.1 ¢7@It =9

E 79 olvjd Mujo] §HEL 3.73%2 vl
¥ 9 vttt 88 39§49 Mgl 9
F& A A= AT 2 FE AMEdgE o
SHES QU 2APPY R 37 Re §HE
Zu dedn. a2y $REEe WE 2,569
Yehd e HE2A iR 3EEEst g
waEtn & £ 30 9 SUEde Few %
57 WT 3.967M2 S Eel T 94.5%
of g8 12 YA ge FE& Jehdt

492

—

€ g7e oY Auolel ggAtd A
B, ZA189 47, SRR O B3 HEY
Y, AAREH. FEEAY B5A 47 oBA 9%
€ nAert gl 458N 243 AAE @
7o AdH ER FMEe] 49E dEHoz 9
TR AREH Y SEREALE AYsn 7}
Ao AAE ANE NASAA, 24, HEY
A, FEUA] d43A5E $HEY 9L viHE
Rog veigt. agn Adsket zA@e A4
AL SREAAE ¥93 dgE nHe Ao
WeEbton, AR g HdEYAE SHEA
FHE Fe A% o= Az HEHYY, gut
AL FEUA] Do) SHEAA g
ERz #2EA opaigtt EF FH&md o
gxe As, AR AF, SRR, A
TAYY, ALY, FEUA 435 oA 7R
84e] 7Hdze e o} FH 4L YA o}
Yo,

FHE A FTHAET AALGH dPo] B
A 2@ Ao d#ide B 712 dHe] 153
o A4 FHARAT $HE Aol #A7 Vet
WA @2 die $EARAY Peo H4A179
Bl QA @2vh Azt $EARAY] e
7t g0l ohd Aol §HEC FUEA @
& 4789 H$A¥(e.g.. Mizes, Fleece, and
Roos 1984) @ge] obd F33EHE F& BY
WHE FEAA Y E fder H4eiA o
ke ZHsAel A HAAATFAN HEol(eg.,
Brennan, Rae, and Parackal 1999. James
and Bolstein 1992: McDaniel and Jackson
1984: Virtualsurveys 2000), & &%zl
BAE AR g1 $EAF 458 FHEA
BAE AFehe Aol guAty F2

i

e

0.0
T =

U 32 M2 2003 43



HXFHE OIBE JREEAM SHE, BEKET, XA ol U Al ool g 97

shedl 44 ARFolx Ree 7HedE ot

9 AALHe SHEC A Il YehiA
%e AL APedH e 9%8e FEze
A QoI THeAol it £ A7 AR
¢dol e B FEUA gF9 $€HE MR
#7} wimsh AR Ldo] e Ade $494
o) SHE AW FAY AR ey

a7 AXNE AR 7P dFLUE]
THEESGE ofFd WAE vehiA e Foe
A AeFR 27 3d B AHe FdEo] AR
2 ofd Aes FPEY. E UE JREE ¥
H2Hel olvd EF HFFAH B e Aol
obdsl AZEr} YwkHog AgEe] ovd 4
2 YAY F7I2 o] FjA7] fel FHEA
F5E 71822 AYE EREEe AFE 39S
=& UehiF2 2¥ 7hgdel aq.

THEZA dAME AR AELES
FERA BFo] obFd AFAE A X e
vebstct, AlAEde] SHEEd A 9%l 2
oA Aoz vehd AL AREEA bE 9%8
A Aol 52 EA AEIAS 7H5A U
o & ojrd Moy AR Ue T
Fole A7t FHFL dF%E IAA #HA
T EHAEY] Sl Ade SHELY HA
d 9FE Fe Aoz veigd.

283 AuEAEIR F5UA] o] §HED
o 9%E vlAA Eehe JeE veid AL 7H
9 g1gAdd g AHEE FasA ¥ otz
F&UA EFEe 3HE F e 71¥E o P
o wat SREde AU 9%E FAAL ¥
HFEdole olfd 9%E FA 2¥ M= o)
A 4 gl

AABHT Ha2H H2Z 20034 4%

5.2 ¢7e 8| o g% A7YY

82Z% old AMule], gAulo] F el A
ole dig #4lel AA Fristn AT o]d] B
A A7 olA7A] FAY oty o2 ¢
ARt} o2 BHAM & dA7e FEHez
AR =89 Axelw, Fo A &EH
ool thgd o] Ad + 9o}

A, B d7e oA A1 aQle £9Ale W
ol g FE& FHE7] A8 AAHQ d¥9d
Tehe oA 9ort ok 4, & 47 o
d Aulolel SEAIEE SHEY SHEE, ¥
HEAY A REE FESA A7 A AR
183Uk A, DIFe A Sole AEF2A Y
£Fo] EHEY FYLT Fo] £330 HE HE
o} g9l o #A Yelte{e.g.. Diliman,
Tortora, and Bowker 1998), $aluvietel ¢
de &30 & 48X 9 HFEYA $HE
o] A uehd HAAE HAFozAN HEHAH
LSS Alelel @A Uig JRE 49 A
283 girt.

2 d7e UEH 2 ¥ R gAE #a 9
ok A, & 947 REFE 29 22 sampling
frame error)¢ 2 FEFEAY TH 24E
23 Sl O dEAQ dE EEdAM Ao
gl el oY FAE /AL Ye BF & A
ol o ¥ ZAGe R AYHT & FEE
of wAE sl g, E olvd FaE W
RHEol oW 1 Abgge] o o4 ARgEkA| ¥AY
Alzjo} Abggt Aok o]& ¥ & fleBg on
d FhE A% Bojuritt & B AAHAY glo
e Y2EE fiths Aol &4¢n, & deld
AHEE oY F4 Bl2EdE 28T A7 &
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Hxiet -

Y&

T Y S e

ANE 7Hsdol Aot

e E 979 dM 2 AR 24 39
T 2.59 < Mzt sdso] Bz wAEg
o metd dgegl F 88 F45uA 34y @
dE d3E dusleprlel ok FEvt glew, A%
T4 7Hd gl AAHA R A3} olE deE
A o) Fto] BAZ 244 E 7hsAe] Ao

AR, oY Mujo] gie] HEA] AL &
A% vjd 7hsAe] deH £ AFE oFF AY
A BT Agstn dd & 4EAY s
22 294, #34, 42, 29 B9 ¥4
A FHE AT wiAE Ut

A, & d7dM AAET e dE8AE A
ole] 4xA{EAHN EAF el sk a¥
o & d7dA e olg HEALaT] dF AA
Al =97t Adz ZHA YA gt

OAlA, & A79) 7ol AR HA R UA&
FE7] HAME 9A AU ol ¢ AU
of d§ HEJ asltn & ¢ Ytk ¥ A7
M AHRSY FHETD $EEE, $HEAY o
3 2] did g EANE HESIR
fob 4 Euyies Hasgd 2% AR
Al(Factorial Design)% 7tolAld EAWRe] u}
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A Study on the Factors Influencing the Response Rate,
Speed, and Quality of E-mail Survey

Jin-Hwa Ryu* + Jonghoon Kim**

Abstract

This study investigates what factors affect the response rate, speed, and quality of
e~mail survey. It is suggested that the influencing elements include six factors such as
personalization, sponsorship, incentives, prenotification, and follow-ups, To verify the
validity of six sets of research hypotheses s developed in the study, an experiment with
e-mail users was performed. The 17,480 wusers identified with e-mail address
search-engines were allocated to sixty-four experimental groups through a randomization
process. Then, the experimental units of each group were exposed to a unique set of
values of independent variables, and their responses to e-mail survey were observed. The
652 experimental units responded to the survey, and the response rate turned out to be
3.73%.

Data analysis with the ANOVA and Chi-square Test methods showed that five factors
except prenotification(personalization, sponsorship, incentives, questionnaire format, and
follow-ups) had the impacts on the respondents’ responses corresponding to the
hypotheses, at least to some extent. Yet, with respect to the response speed among the
three response dimensions, non of six factors showed any impact corresponding to the
hypotheses.

Specifically, it was shown that personalization had a positive impact on the response
rate and quality as the hypotheses suggest. Using the university sponsorship affected the
response rate and quality positively as compared to the use of private company sponsorship.

* Lecturer, Dept. of Business Administration, University of Incheon.
** Professor of Marketing, Dept. of Business Administration. University of Incheon.
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In contrast, providing incentives to the test units showed no significant impact on the
response rate and speed. But, some partial evidences for the hypothesis were observed
with respect to the impact of incentives on the response quality. Questionnaire format
seemed to affect the response rate to a significant degree as hypothesized, and it was
partly demonstrated that the factor affected the response quality. In addition, sending
follow-ups increased the response rate as hypothesized, but the factor showed no
significant impact on the response speed and quality.

Key Words: e-mail survey, follow-ups, incentive, internet survey, on-line survey,

personalization, prenotification, questionnaires format, response quality,
response rate, response speed, sponsorship,
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