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2 = 2T 29 A9 SRR HelE 2 HEYA AH|A(social
network services: SNSs) 0| 4] ufo]| AR EZ 7] AJH]|2AQ] ELJE] Q] A H A o]
A ol & AL Stk WA EQJEZE A 0 = HirE o o8] mi7lE el
E 7]9ke] el AguAleldolehs FellA Au7bAl e wizl ARuA el
A(computer-mediated communication: CMC) A5 FE3HH 71X] g 249]
ol 24 WSS 1IEs] 27T thEo2 A g7k Eed ELJE 2 Al 7HA]
£73- BA 0 v, AR & S, )] AR YA o] w2 A7y A o]
8] EFd-of A8k, &l 7189 eMC & o] 2 B A AT ELE o #
A AL oHRAE FAH ez =95k vRTez ARUA A &
Fo2A EQEE Hot & olsfisty] flal) @ AfruAlAd SAEe] e
Tt At wAlolls ofd AEo] YeAl, Bhdo] AlAt ARy Aol d Rl
TRHAEEES TR E 7] AR AA R
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20109 gt 8ff, 718 FF(ER) ol ZkaL sl AUR|A] ke e 24
Y E Q|3 AH]A(social network services: SNSs)+= W= &2 Q8] A}
3]8] A2 - HFA A AFYA ol FAlS HHR] F3ITE SNSE F
off -2 A= WA Fehe 29 dieks Ut ek 714 o
SR A B A HEshA] F5t s AAREC 2 SRelstal, £ ¢ld]l
Qo] 4k A Sl T, 7100 bl ol o] elay]
ik olu|lo] QlEule] oj% SHhe =Y ol &k A2 Wkiller
application)”0] $IEHE, SNS= 1 ¥ o]o] SlE|dle] ©JARS th] 211
Uthe WIS ukS Hm g AAAH 07 AFgA} 4o o] AITH 85
w= WA G & SOl T APl SRS Ao SR A
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ARUAIM S5l Trge) 7]
HEH o 2= IAY B4 (network
analysis), 27| #AgUAoAeHe] thik2] A 5 sl AHof gkt
(information flow) ¥} =-8-¢f o gt AL (Lazarsfeld, Berelson & Gaudet,
1944), AFUAOIA 3Fe] Aol } SefE ol 3 4 ol o
A AFUA AT v 2 AU A oA 0] WAIE o GA| Holok g Al
7o) A -2 5NS S| T4 SAL S ChAlF ATAES FES B
AL QU ofef] Eatof A= YRk O = SNSE-FA E = vkt AR U A
ol Au|AE FollA 53] mlo]ARE= 7] (microblogging) A]H|2]
i zole} 2 4 Gl Eflelo] 2E Wol, o2 ARUA @
ko) A\ZFollA] Of A BleR 4= 91871l ol =elal A st
=2 EQHe} Z2 thE4 Z3E(multi-purpose platform) 2] 73
S ARUACIH ATFAE Afolol 4= 2] ofH 44 52 7]350] %
e Beofof sh=7tof| tigt 3 Zpo7h EA gt ol el A
Aol e] A RAelA EIEE Ul stof o] Haf T2 WA o
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A(Computer-Mediated Communication: ©|3} CMC) 33 0|23} A+
S0l HIF=0] ESIEE AIStALAL St o= ESE HA| oY,
N, 22p] AT B2 53 v 2 e E vl = sto] Ay
Sz ARUACI Wgle] dFO2, 1072 vhol] T EAER of
FOo 2= NRAE7HY 523 A EO = k= HoflA], Wl A&
YAl dxt PE e = A} 719Ee] Z YA o] o] Ay A9t 7hs
e FHHoR o oue T ol2Bale) WYL Az 4 9]
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webH EReIAE WA AT CMC ATES T & A
¢l o] 24 S5 H7HA| 7EFSHA| a9l Aofet thao 2 o 7] 4]
S &olE= Bkl o5 o] &0] YA, WAIA o2 PPl Q= A
FruAlel el £4d -2 A A 57| =t E9E Ay A0l
£ Afolol] ZAY5H= Zolo]| 2, 9] 7] CMC FLATE] E o]
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H(Cues-filtered-out perspective)

CMC T 27] A5 F=E 8 ofyeh A7 &= B2 cMC A+
e Alsshs o84 & 8 tlaRAQl Aoz oA e
A4S -2 4 th(Walther, 2009; Walther & Parks, 2002), -4 & S &2
AR A A7} 0] 2(social presence theory; Short, Williams & Christie,
1976) o|2F=7} ulj A F5HA] o] 2(media richness theory; Daft & Lengel,
1984) 50| o]of| G ==t ol& o]&2 7|24 o= vl A] k-
tfH(face-to-face) AFUA0]AT}L] B]uLE F3l CMCE| E44& <]
shiL, Ade] 4402 Q18] e 4 Sl ARUA 34 Fe
afo gloHe] Afolo] FEeke, TAHER, F2 HAE F]ute] 27]
CMC 43S ol S, W ARUA O FolA] o) 2
blojiE o 2 HErE njelold TS - 9w, B, £AH,
o] Aj7H4 ghajol o) 41, G410 frvol, AE 5o 2 o
Eghat— o] AE A%, ARUACIA FARFSIA olmjgt 21z
A, g W} wastrle] BAlo] Astelar ok
o] F A2 A AAgF o] E(Short et al., 1976)- =2 7]=4]
i ARUA 019 vt Q1A (impersonal) Aol 23S Y5
o} ARSA AR =2)& A (physical presence) 2} GHEE]=
oz, A= AFyAleld BARREC] A o2 A7 Sh= 1), duphut:
Aoe mESkal(warm), 7P o|H(personal),  ¢flRlskaL
(sensitive), AknLA] @1(sociable),”(p. 66) A O &2 =7 =7}2 A o=},
cuCe] 79 AREeks B AR 7144 2oz ols) thake
e AR EARto] ofatE AL, AR A ARfto] W Afoll A Al
5ol DAl tia} Aol 21-8-5= ARRlE] qtilolu o d = Bl
2 24828 A (disinhibition) & A& slal, 71 A3} 84 QlAlEA, A
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(aming)o] YsHA Brke ol of ol2e] SHole & 4 et
(Joinson, 1998).

K51 A ol 2ol He ARUAL S obEdead) AR
Alo] A Ao 2 Z1Estal o] A4 7|zof| &t nl*|= eMce] I
A(inferiority) 2-& LE 2 A (inherent deficiency)2 A8} QIThH,
oA 5 o2 Ay Aol e] B (efficiency) o] 232 HH,
1] 49k ATFLIA o] o] B FAlo] Teftehs HolA] cha: 4
QT ZTS HOITk 3 5 9lrk. o] ol e 27 WolH el
o] ufA| A& P o= Arstr] ffet A o', ARt o AxyAle|
0] B2} o A| 9] /A5 FAlof AL 0}01(t45k media fit) B&4E =
Wske] e e A9E Rtk AL 712 4o Sk
& Lengel, 1984). 2, CMC7} AL3] WEhd] thA S8 A A 3o 24 HH
ARUA AN FH-eHrich) AEE HDHA] Lgtchs oA A
312 AARE o2t AIE ZolstAuh, il AU Aol gl A9
H2o] weh 5] CMCT7H A o= o a4l miAd 4= e o
gk oM Aol melrk 3t 5 9ick

AR o] B ot S50l TS A 4 ol
A'd o] 82K channel capacity), £2V2] g =9 o5 7918 (personal)

HA|R] 2] 75, H]3-A1 A (informal) €1019] 3-8 o ¥(Daft, Lengel

& Trevino, 1987) 5ol 28] A7 ==d|, wjA| o] T do] =rhal 4 vt

Rek 22 ok o) Foi21 AR} ElerelA A 4 gl o

] 7} = 7 equivocal) o= Hok R HEES Hsh= Al S A
e o] MaPal AR, 194 o
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2) Al2|™ HHE X 2| 0|2(Social information processing theory)

B A2 )] Yl-g-oll A= 2fe| & Hof ARk, ARe] A A o] 23} i A]

T o] B2 HAq BAAZEA ArUAlold e oA HHE A5
UAlol ] -dAde Rt At miAlS] S8 ek Awu Al

o) dAo] Ikl A sk A A4 Al Heltke Foll
Al AL & = Qe ofof] Hsl ARSlA] AH 2] o] &(Walther,
1996)2 719 CMC A-50] =2 A Aol A A7 A|of o}
Pl glS= A AshaA] Wi AryA el A CMC= thist Aol
351 A H(social information) 7} AY &= £ 0] Qo] 2jo]7} Q17] o
woll WA B/ 270ll= AR} B -3t A o= Holx|ut Al7to]
Ages Lol FEA A= 44| Ade Fof B el &
|9] /o= A A1 Aol 7} Qitkar g7ttt &, A, ¢ju, <l

2% o} whe W@ glo] KRk shH oF 4= Q= HREEAE OMC

L

Ao As o] 22 FAE|ojof slaL, o] ZHT} WE7| ufo]
28 A7bol| AdE= AHo) oke cMCT7F ARl o2 A x|t ZEat
AlZE AL AT AES Pe o o] & QIFE Xpol= AF S| ARMAA |
Th= Zlojth. o] apof A AU Aol WAL w9 /ol ofsl
WA o2 A= Ao l OME} oA o] gHAE =E517] g ARy
ol Fox=2] A=A g (accommodation)-of At O] R E]ZS
=] 744 *oPEll%E AV ST ARSS AT HIAIR] 2Hd AIZE
= AoRIAY, -2 HH s o AE = AehE o83t
+ ool "k FepRith= Ao o] o] 29| a4l 4ot

3) sto|mmAL HFRLIAHOIM EtE(Hyperpersonal communication

perspective)

CMCe} HHE 7 FuAo]d o) &4 2ol FAgshe dlolM & 2=
] Lol7l dA(1996)= CMCE 1ot &Ado] e.8]8 ZguAlold
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AR} 7ol| Z1WEt WAIE o W, o A ThEs b 713 4= gl
Hel o A 3kxbe] QAo A= xpAlo] eba] 1 Alx] 9ke HE o o)
YR gt g 2 A7} dobEg] 0 Sk A2 H i F A
7]+ A& 27| & (selective self-presentation) ©] E.C} -80]3}c}, E

A YOI BT 4007} A 2 A st

o2 AXR EAS we TR FEAIA iAo =M
(overattribution), AltidElo]l sl AlA] ooz FAZFSl 2lA+
(idealized perception)& 28| 7] it} 7112 A1 Hek B A1

3
% ol ol WAlS F=uke] Apol= AIRE CMC Aol W 9= =
El013} Jatof] sk AFS] A AA|A Bdl (social identity model of de-
individuation effects: SIDE) 9JA| o] IF 2] AALAATO| A 3|4 7155t
tll, AgHE TATko] Hol Qli= CMC 2ol A 559 Atk Aol F
ZE Qe o, AAlE 22 ko] HAYE Tl EAfshs 8] B
Aol S0l = oAl o2 Aol = THbE A - A Aol
A% AR o] AR EA4H(Postmes, Spears, Lea, 1999; o253
2008)= =2]2] A o= 43l Qlth= ol A Z12sit

3. EfIE: £910|, o{EA C}E71?

ool AE7H] CMC 70| o] 24 B AlTHY A BHES
Zkeks] Abmmgiet. Sk o] 5 o] RES ofdfel 2 W 714 &
E9Je}2 BA5H ARSRe o] o] FE A A dck s

1) A2 BB Y

o
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WAE FEI], Uo7} ofelg A} of A e xeleloz o)
L7l EHHOR o, o) Qe 7]u AR Aol e o]
8] =elgt vls, WAL, WEARR0] Al7Bargh, McKenna &
Fitzsimons, 2002)<= dlo|3H{ AY AU o] A 2 1} A= S] 2
o2 o]5L oyl AR oMo AFRFER dto]F ‘HHoF (real me,
true self) S Ho} 417 =2 & Q= 28-S Al gthal =47tk A
Al s HEs W AR CMCE S8l tiokE Y 7-9-oF vl
O 2 YokE v A5 Bl w, dARe] B9 A o
&AM B RS Ik, FH ARSOl B BEs ALl
S delAl 8 & Efudls A2 YeRHh vt woflA, <
29 o] AU onely) AFEA A3Fo| A 717 (social anxiety)
o 7 RIS U 2kl AR AR AR A A
AL, 1 A A
Jl o0& exEeloy
& Gleason, 2002), 2+
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4= (online-then-offline) 7} =2 o|n] @ xz}elS Ea) &l AL

(offline-then-online) £ 1¥Z] gtz AA|Ado] <95 48R
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E‘i@.E = ‘%7} oA A G %’i }‘3}57}4 *}Ol‘ﬂ P0ﬂ/\1
o] ke o] EQE] ARE-2] A& (prototype)S ofU]gh= Fof 4] oA ¢
(2 nkE)& AARE 7]1E9] o] 252 tha: Aol WolA= A
o7 Helrh,

J_

2) HIA|X]2] 27 (publicness)

o1 Slof ] A Y0 AR Yt EOE 54
Aol Fla/dolct. & o the] AUtz LA vkQl, ol=] A
A9l ©3221) AT Tl Aol FHE TS s
APAREZE] =%k Z(dyadic boundary)©]7] 4431, whebA] mhz] 7] 2}o]
A 9-A5] AR of] 22 Al A| 7hE ol A= HolsA] Fohe HIY A
4 ol 7] 9 ojE=(strangers-on-a-train phenomenon), 1E{Hlof| A Tt
W ERRIOAl= SA] o] A7 AejshA] 9oL HekA A1 e SiE 1
il o ke ®m dts Ak A5 Atk Aot
(McKenna et al,, 2002),
ol2fgt ¥ o] that AR HIAIA &) AR (FAY) nLghe 7t
© 2 3= g8}y 2 l(conversation model)S AT U= |
3l EQE = W< 2 d(broadcast model)of 7P4Tia & 4= Q)
2219 R S e AR o2 dojof Sh= o] Aot UVEEﬂO]
0] ofe} sNse} ), ESJE|S] A9 Holo] FojE Tl W
ARgle] B ) A o] el SAE AARE HUE
= Gl TR HAA 7 A= Ao = (e Aol wel 1z
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3} 0t 4 G175 Sheh 7} Sl AR ESiSo] Y et 1 g
ZhlA S7HE . AR W7F A3 TEsHA] ke

=9 Frol FAE ol duh=A] WSl thde] ESE w24 0]
2] o1 AAR % glek. whebA] Bhake] Aol Al B ), HAlA

o] L} 9IS =T 4 ek, Ths) vl AR A0
7HRItHEE A< Bz &FstA, the AFRrelA &2
514 g Z1Q119] olob| & BT} LT 08 1) AL 5
7501 9421 Al o] A ESlele] A4l o3 WAlole)
7 oh. A= EQJE = oY AAIE sNs o] o
A 3740l 275D Uhie 29 hgo] B4} Hlol BES Fel
22 wLjof R B Qlefole] ALK HE Lol T %om 2
7S PARD, FHo] A A HARE HIdRIThH= o]
3F AF2re] /\}E:]]t(%— |91, 2010.11.11), AF& QI ﬂvuﬂlow 3
A AFyAleld Fe7te] BAZE R e HolTe WA
13k 2= 9t}

QA A A AR o) 28 Aol B4 F412] cverh
s o ok DA S 3L S e, 3
SHU7F AR A2k oA o) El=dy}; YA|(Tidwell & Walther,
2002) 9| U]-f:'tﬂ E3HA Ao E(uncertainty  reduction  theory;
Berger & Calabrese, 1975) |4 AJAIgE v}, AJtido] m=1= Adefjof A
2o = %] 9A| BWE-E E3l|(unobtrusive observation) AES 43 5=
&4 AR 7 A2 (passive information-seeking strategy)-< t| 3}
Hdlofl= A857] oHaL, AALA A Aol tiet FRE ol

2 A B 7L Z2Hactive information-seeking strategy) SA| &

Z

9] AHE 37 0134$ °1EW g Al A= &8/do] Hofxih
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wepA] CMC gl A= A28 Hei(interactive strategy) & == At
&5HA H=dl, o171 'E A AEshr|eh AAIA A7] esself-dis-

closure)& 3| AAtHFe] A4 w28 G- o= o] sigE ) =,
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 ARkelzhd A oA £7] o2t Al 13
oA & o AaaA 92 5= )L o] & S8l wheE AR uiol Ay
o tigk olalE = 5= Atk Aolt. AAIR o] &< A2}, cMC

3) DhA F{FL A0 M} Che! 7L A 0| M| =54

Hpx[eko 2 7]E CMC A2 2 WA9 4, WA, fAlgs oY
A o] FA S AAISHAL Uk whebA] st Aol dniu 24 =
7l+=7HMcKenna et al,,2002), A 2o thal] Gufrt 2 dA] =] qlctar Ay
Z¥st=7Hattributional confidence; Tidwell & Walther, 2002), Ay
9] AL dupt Akt mhetglli=7HRouse & Hass, 2003), gt
S 74| o] BtEURE ThA] AEiE o]gFo] QJ=7KTanis & Postmes,

2003), 22kl TAZ} @ Te}elo @7k B, WA S KMcKenna
etal,, 2002) & AAFUA A URHE BT 2AH 0T ol

22X 35 Ao eh= E Y oA A4 o] aeA sl =S = A
FE 1j7l E H(computer-supported cooperative work: CSCW) H=15
2} )25 o] 291ch

o)z 5F2- SNS U A= =3ju=d|, Z<21<&(Joinson,

flo
o
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2008) H|o| A5 o]-8- 5718 WA e A AAEAY, Aol &
7190 2175 3 WA A9 Fol BAS 945 912 Alolek &
oFth. TRIZIAIR A2} $RE9] Fo]AE AH2008, 2009) HA|
Hlo] Ak R 5 o] EX AHE} ARlof whel s ol 2ol ofl oigh
W77} of WA FebA| =), EeT o] 27| Avfol THE AgHE'e] Sl
7]— F2F o @A g 2AEof T3t Q1A & A (impression formation) of]

o A EAE HE22H CMC A+-9] 8| S44& o ds] =iyl
o 1 e S sl 554 P e 37 9 2 o
2 Bh Al3) ol Hole} o] g WA, A ]S Bk R o] 28
- EP%WP o1& 7€ ok EP~(’E- AL - B4, 2010a) FHollA o]

flr

N A S £ Ak 9 0 37E AEdE 4
1 eh) Ao A3F s ASLAOL A shel T 715 1
Elo] $-2 11T w(Rubin, 1983) EQJE= THE IEU 7|8 AH]A
Sol 7 1efakE el HAS W A Adolet g 4 ik, BE
AFUAe|AL 2tA &5 Z¥(two-step flow of communication
model; Lazarsfeld et al,, 1944) o)A F345H= AAH il #HFUA 0]
A A B Thoke E50] PR HE S 9T, AR A
o el Az w2 ulEjo] F ol g Fo) HEkE MG of Al
Shovbe] BAlL dste] s AT 2] % shbekn & 4 ot
(Chafee, 1986). SHAITF o] 79 217ke] AL AbE B H0 2 245
AL, Q1A A2 ARSI A ol A - e AR IR | Hr=
i vt ol 5 Fofl Hx e Hiew JHE St Ash=vi7) 7]s
= GGt AR ofsfHrh= HollA, 25d EQIE AolA ZESS
%g—ﬁ oy 7Ho o] 27 ;@137]. xﬂ/\].g;d og 7~71—;<4 og g}/\]-gll— a-u]/kh_}

ks,
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AE, o9 Aved 24201

:
olu] Wil sIx50] 2|1 HFIaL YT, AE-3 - ¥FL, 2010), EQJE
of thet sk A5 wiA| A2 ‘2"%}7} Q) 3} Bhol| o}2] Tk

Bo] 24 =jo] 9l otk AF7HA) Wi 3 8 F ARUALIA

4017\]?40} T AS S22} npo|amERT] AH|A7E 54 ARt
et 3714 B2l it P 9fe T2 ATIES] FA] rojof o g
g5 =7lo] Tt A(ifukor, 2010), 3| E]A¢] & HiaF A AsHLt
Hlg 5o2 Qg w714 S AsellA &4 nltfo]d] gk =25
A5H(Palen, Vieweg, Liu, Hughes, 2009) 5] o]of sig=c} tf= gt
WO R HAE F45 T8l EQIE AolA F-5 5= HAIRE] dof4]
Sgol 279L BE ATEE AR, SUZT 31 (Honeyeut &
Herring, 2009)-2- E9|E] 0|82} 50] @7]5 0] M2k ALL-S Eoﬂ o
L HRACIA 401 58 15112 2 il 21 147924

AehS B, 719 41(2010)-2> ELJE Aol A Adat d=E 5 iﬂ%ﬁ

% A AU Ao AT of | 2jol =

A& ST —'uj—oii FEHR AL o] & 55 ]%Oﬂ 1_742
, AFFEo] of® F7]0lA ESIEE o] &5t=Al(43
AL, 2010a), THA o]-8skaL QLA Qhrhd ELE i8S v A e 4

g2 wET 00, o8 719}%1%01%1
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oj g A ZEbA]:=A](Chen, 2011) %Oﬂtﬁ ‘54—— 22 o Stk



Ho|xqt thA| 2 A28 A}l tist 7|<(description) of] 23S Ukl
ULk oJalgh Bl glo] o]efgt A2 oA B G SRU7] AlARRE

- /ol theh Hok ekt IS T1e7] I8l HE=A] B ashA|TE
Q1E7He] WAl tigt dHe Algsh | ks WA AHAE e =
245 7|Zshe o] vRE A Helth e Baoldi dad
(Lasswell, 1948) 2] AFUAlo]Ad mdl, Z "7} Lol 7| ojH A d-& &
3| o HARE AP, ojE F1E 7= K*Who says what to
whom through what channel with what effect?)’ &= A2 EU|& o}
e} 2 H 7] SHofA ESIE i S o5 IAIE A S| Kl

1) 77}, =7olA EXE=T1?

Mz Wi A7} 535 Wi o gl Ewol 77k ol 542
2 o5 wj A S o]-&-sh=7 et} ojuf =7 of ek H 7 M 7124l
FolAl A, A, A, o 59 T A (demographic) £
Aog Folz £x Qi A dA(life circumstances) 22 A4
(personality) BRI} ZHS A15]A | Alg|&] EAJO R AOlE7| %= i)
SALo] 739 mhA| 9] o] & F7| 9t A A E = Awolehs HollA s T
SEAFH —r7]' 3}7]EE}~ el OH‘:} Sh= Ftolehile & 4 QLo

X]'—J Ao St ‘iﬂ‘?i e -/F Uz

AlF7HA] 22kl Ay Aol el et A2 7= o8 F5
©]£(Rubin, 2002)°] <A}, oH offroll A= @z}l QIZFEA
A S AR F8hs Aol B2 (compensatory) 570141 T
A AFUAClAS] 71sF tigkez CMCE AERhh= AlZH9,
Caplan, 2003; Papacharissi & Rubin, 2000)2 83} It} SFA|9F QFA]
x]ﬂ@,{% o]t AlZkE: 22kl AruA ol o] Lzeiel Aol &
SHA] 982 ARSI AboloflA] dojdths S oAl o= HAlsk
U= Xéoﬂ’ﬂ ELH ol 8A=olAl A A&HA] o= 4= Ak AA

B
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2 SNS U 3F AL =(Wilson, Fornasier & White, 2010) ©]9}-= Hit]]
& JgF2]o]al(extraverted) WHEbA] @ TefQlof|A] FE2- QIZHAAIE A}
o= AFEE©] SNSE HEFH(complementary) #HFUA0]A Ad=2
o]-&3Ith= A Hol7| &= Frh

A EQTE o]go] BAARIZE HFARIZEE =317]o] ShA A2t
Sfof & EAl= == ofH F7]oA o] 8AHE0] EQIEE ol-&st=710]
t}, o] o] CMC A, Hrt ZLofli= SNs dg-50] L3, =3, A
3]& 71%H(social anx1ety) £ (self-esteem) = AF3) A AFS 2231}
%2 S5 o) o 9] o2 Welo. el ol fiz o]
o2 sjol3yy] uhizolc), SiAle ESJES
A o7 o]gsl= AlghEel SlolA= 23]

T2 mjr]o] o] 8-t T thE FF9 AL
9] o] gofl FoFe = adlez 2Agd 3l
o, ol oA A avke] =8 T4 ez ARl HFE-Hneed
for orientation)= FRA ASH= Abdo] el FA|F o= 2k
(monitoring) 3} += —Q—?L-E—' A A5l=g|(Weaver, 1980), o] 817}
e ARUSE SIS MOk s AR B o] ol 83 Roleh
s 5 B, ve el 714 s ool the W,
A2 = Fof met EQIE o]-8of Zfo|7F UehbA] o] A= Eelsl =
o= W3,

SHH F7F o EQEE ol &sheriet RV = Sa%t AES
71 M EFIE o8-S THsh=7E Aot ot o] Aol gt 7t
& A T ARAE U Y BF 52 €A 2w, ==
H|E o] &-8o] thE tiehsel Hlsl A es "}7] w2 Zlofet.
= olgy == ]E./] -9—01 = ‘317\]—11] F8F ZE2(gratifications
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-5 IWE F o ofd A= o]5s P~7l~— *U% H= A
& 7154 SHolA mltie] A (media landscape)/d ELIEI7} o]H 9]
AR[BR=A1E Hefshz ] Slof Fa7t T2E Al Aol

A 7E Rl Al HIAAIE Hullerre] A WA, 434
AUl S 7Pk ke Blthe okt SHAIRE EL{E ol A]
Wk Z2shs Aol 49 UE B=2shs Ao 4= Aelofl EAsk=
¥ (BT T )R AAE WO R AR FekE RS A
&, o2t ol weEh AR ohE TR ESE o8 571, o8 "
woprt o]-g a7t HaE 4= loks HolA FulEth FAldes A
A7} T Q55| W 49 o5 2 Badt JRE AY] Y5
THE AFEEY] ESlS 508l 5 EEHE @Y AR 2P 9=
ol §sh= AFEY s ol =2 v, FAF A EC e ARFES
ohubiz @ seplofA] 2 defxl AbH(celebrities) o] AL ob T 2}7]
AA] o] A o= a1, AbelA] s gl 5el] flel ESEE
ARgShs R AeE 3z 4= qloh ol e, Al g
(2010) 171 o)/Fe] ZzolS 7l ELfE o84S o= diF
2] A et ES] o] mf A T3] o AA| AR SRSkl S A A=
A U 5HF b EIE o] & Him(Estd, WA/ EE, BlES)7Y

il

)
il
B
AN
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2

o] L heA| S A gkt Z—i_‘iﬂr, 21| o] ofgt oA =A}
Sol(e QA% + H of5t £3) Ameo] ofat oK mAkL 2l
x15+ Bt ol ES)U B OJAAEACEE AXE + B o4

UGS I3 S JEHA S 0} G I, ol ool
Folo|wlA] ES AT} e AlgEo] dig Agho 2 Btk
Aol oA greist Autet sk
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A} 2F-8-(parasocial interaction; Horton & Wohl, 1956) -2 QJA} 7|+
YA o] A (paracommunication; Hartmann, 2008) 8] 7FsAdS oj& 2
271 ek AF7HA 9] 952 SNSE S8l B4 == HAIE vlsA4]
Q1 7HQL o 7HQIZHE] A= 7N 7 )= el sd=dl, BRI 22
AJEAE tsolA & A =50l EXEHE AMSlA A4S

AR A 22 WET AR AF 8 =(S-2 O<d] 1efgt oA E W
of &) Al=E Holal Qa2 4] 2] AR otk o] Ao}, 2010.7.11).

SEAIRE ARkl o] 7 e-ef g 77 QIARe] ESLE T84 (reciprocal)
A= W] 918 Aol M, 2 viclole] Ad AE] s 7
£ 717 33 ApALS] T A0 2 Rl M e TS £

Ast7] iRt i o= ofsf e 4= Qlrt. ol E-5taL, M=

_l

re

A3 whd 4= gl frgelo] obxlefl Zobx]ef ARt A, Al AAL |
roll gk &9 52 A|58] gt ddoj= "ol 2 uf, o] & S AR
S U] E ok= Z1AEe] el tisl A4 o7& B AT S AR
S 3 @] B2} ETNHartmann, 2008)2 017242 FARS 712

A A F YA o)A (paracommunication) 0|2} A Q| g=d|, 1= 7]E
o] SJAIALE| A AFEZRR A o] Al R HREElA] oFS A E A
Ao A tElo] 87 So] FBA 0T AR ultlo] gl gt
A|ZH(character perception)2 A Ash= A1} LHs}te], H|E A= Q]
I 23] wAAE FaL s Fdelo] glEehs Eel o R WolA Gl
AR ] Alo] %L 4] WAl

o
e o xoorf

I

sk 7 ARy Aol ok (as
if)” 7ol o] Lo A 2 22 SAA7E A= = <fnjo
Aol 2707t Ay Aol doleta F27]= of Hrkal FRIth ol=jt
ol A Thel ARMIST v ashA 7152 ESI HAA]7} ofl & 9
ERHui 2 diFEahe] A2)A A 53] AL AUE ol AvE

oA, of =gt avtE ]|
ok

)

].
7P 9427, wh) 1814 efehE of | &

o 4= iAol et AW AFo| a7
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2) 2oig ERst=71?

Ho| A5 ARAES o= o 229 7t A+F A¥HMehdizadeh,
2010), A7) E A8 narcissism) 0] =24E AlFES0| 7] THA Y

8-St Yol A G L, AFEZKself-esteem) ©] WS AlHE-2 (ot 2}
Z71S 10FA7]7] 913t o] Al o] -l o] elg}o &) 2}Alo] el
A7) TEA YL-S o Aoz A 7= Zo = et a2}
o EOlE o]0 QJojAx o]e} ufxlzA & Ff|0l2] ko] mA| X qp;
of o Ao X wiedE 7] 0 & o AFSF 4= Qirt o A RE7to] W

ARFES] 79 2909 oS YU AR S XﬂAlEMEE}t
ChE AFEe] ESIE T3] S ESISL, ofU &9 S HAAE
AAgshz AFol woA HEth T A =GP E2 AFE AL
214 olsput 372 T QEE = Apqlo Aol A AR E T2
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AR 7|9k} CMC Zgoll Al BRQle] Ao et T2 T1thA] A 2tstA]
oFobth= 2he-29} 3l (Rouse & Hass, 2003)2] dI7-A7R= EQJEE

o1A} HAjo] AT} S~ 9)-o-2 A|AsIT) sR|ul AT o] A
+ WHZ, EQE AolM Alge] & &R 38k Alsol digh wd
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3) o x2S Sl ENSI=T1?

Qe E9JEjo] TeF Aok shel ek AU W) o Al%el A
oleh AZs17] 4k S sNs7F 9] AlslE wski 7 B )
Sk olshElEA] fr wlRlel A 24 Qle-Ho) ez §3le] E9
88 HEshe A A141A] 937 Btol 5= gl elAn) A A4 A}

Aol WA 1 o]} T2l of HH\<lo] EfEleIA Sk ek
2}, 3o ojH Ad|2lo] EQJEE Eaf _1,:‘ POARI IS Ee g Ry
o 747k 1Atole), ofu) AL 714} -2 ESTE 8-S Ty uf &
Ao Bk, ESAEE Bl A7 A A5l £ Wa A9t
H] w3l 2 2o 7fj(re-mediation) ] A4 2=t} CMC, E3] 74 &

e Ae] A A F sl AR H(presence) ©] uEX] Bl 7R =] Z]
-2 A -2 7(a sense of non-mediation; Lombard, Reich, Grabe,
Bracken & Ditton, 2000) 21 719131 o, WA 412] V8.2 5 oIste] b
B8 1 68 4 I DA TR G A A
AR Aol 1l Ao]w ol e it 2127 2 B

= 2 ES
= € Aol ST = k. ol 7S et ﬂfl? Hlee &
o

Jang, 2011)9] A4, 75 3} v 9-0] ESIE] SAS - Yeke o]
8- TR BEg Qe IS 9 o] uls) S B X
A SkE Ui A 2 SAE1E AR S | sk S, S

Qo] Bt g2 $70] 24 BAYE oy, i oeol BA
Y Folghar AFT Yoke BaA sk

oJAH HAIA ] Y-S FAIRE AEel A wAA7E AEE s S=
Felsie o 7fruAlold 2y 2 Astoll A et Wshs F4sks
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HE

1

iih3

2 AR T BYH o EAshs E9lEeh oA AR
avtol thak ofahE A 4= ek
FARE Eto] ) ESIE S oA AHgH B0t mukel /17|
Bo) ok 292 wlms) 2 4 Ak oS B9, AAEE J15u
ol 4 Afol7h gl olw £k A Egto] T ARHETH 343
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2, HAR] 2ol QlojM = 2t 7)7] = 4 A9 AR 370
dofl tigt Qlajo] ofshg o whet Hof AQ1A, AAA]

H(informal) o5 ARE-SHo] WL h= A a0l Fobd Aoleh= Aol
7Fs3itt.

EfEe= AxuAleld wiAle] AHEl(adoption) S A1EY
(choice)of] Rt ZA| GA] AFARS0] 2hile 71 Thet Fgolr}, oFA
AT miA] S8 o] B2 22 WollA HelAkEo] ofE AR Al
oL ofe] 7R A d Foll A 54 g AEish=A]of TRl o] 2o)A]
g, @ AR o] aaAdovt S YA 17 AruA ol 3
9] 71A el FsA o= 2 = S il BA FAlgs =7t
A Adejof mx|= Y Rtk H, @ 7WE Ay Aol viA|
off it 214, B = ¥ o] sfjelo] 7|4 £ ofsf w|e] AE == A
of ofye} 54 wig} Lol A ARl A o & TS0 A= A Y-S FE5] ALY
SHA] iSthe A G2 sl Bl RSIth o] T ARk e, AR
yAlolAd 71&9] AFSlA FLA(social construction of communication
technology; Fulk, Schmitz & Steinfield, 1990) #dof Wt2H, E3] E
AE|A Y tpefet B o R ARE 4= Qs EE] A9 olof gk &
& A W9 3-5F(converged) Q14 F-2 o whek 7lQle] E9IH
of that F7ht o]-& A= E3F Eepd Flow o e 4= Qi o,

A WpA19) AbB)Esocialization) & GEEe] AL, o] 2 A9le] el
Hom FolAshe, tha BEE A4S 4 244 TEARE o
A M3 4 QEkT Bk H ARARE $AIsk] B BA1E0l
=952 maket sNs ARgol g vl A0S WEek A4 1 UE



ofjA| o] & EBHE S Q5= A 7HE WA A (overt) FE|E AL
2 g&Fg(social influence) ©] SYAFE= Afglekar & 4= QI 3FA|RE
olsr} o] Tl AL A el oA UolLh 2|z o))
“ESHassimilation to perceived norms) 2}l AJZ e =4, oA T=
52 21T5o|(peers) EIIEIE AL} A2, ol ML 2 AFg=7}
of| thgt 212} X ZH(perception) o] whe} 219] EQJE] o]-§- o F 9l o]
| W=, EQIE Y] [-8/d0l thet B7E AA 2Hdske ESLY W8 5ol
A 3o)7} el 4 91| whEzol,

4) E9IE| 018 B 2

59
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N
3

wiAlko 2 E9JE) ol o] Azt wAs 4 gl ©1%), )4 )
= 4z w3, o of AP A AFE1E A
(social capital) ©] S7H5 32 4= Qo). QIEUe] &4k 8] sNse A%
I EEo] AFR]A] AR 7iE 2 AlE A led], AR AwY
Alo)d eAE2 T2 4ol digh WS, thE AR Hddsel digh A
v A1E], 354 T E5(community engagement) I} A 2] ko] 5
< ZAsh= o= AR A ARE-E A OJsh= t HIsf(all, shah, Kwak
& Holbert, 2001), 919l ARUAO1 4 SIEL Aagh v § - 2ol
S W e XY AR o] 5 sA Sk AdE ATk,
Ellison, Steinfield &, Lampe, 2007), W $2}-9] oJu|zpd 34| & Adxk
FA1Z B0 2 SR SN ol o] ABIA AHRe] F71E 9 Holeks
A& oW x]53] Fedsitt. AR Aeld) FEE2(Ellison et
al., 2007)= ARRlA AdE A Al T, S wFH AbelA AR
(bridging social capital, 383t ARE F37 98 = Ql o} T4 W
2 U YR Al RS T, 248 AFS 2Hbonding so-
cial capital, 4B 710] EET S AL 715 2 AT AT B
A, A &2A A& Z}E(maintained social capital, tjgF 218k & Q13|
=P o® Foj7l Foke fA| = sl 2 wAAE Aol A
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e
=
o
r)v
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A8 BHAO A TPA TR AGE 1ol A& HE BA)E
TSI U] TEHE O] Ho] sk ARgo] 2zl tlAls RS Al
WOk} 71 A} ol Ak A AET} ol s WA AFE|H AR
o] Z7hg L o] efgt Fike AEgto] WALt Aol that B e}
-%i@~ﬂﬂﬁw —%Vﬂ%ﬁ”@‘%ﬁﬂHEé%%ﬁ 3941

ey ) AR A Al 5 AR e Sek 2
5 B3}k v} 9ir}, o] rLH WEFA ZHEL “E 9|2 E) tloksl A Ro}
oAS WeksTL ek, " ESIE S Fo) 98] A5)e] e BAI7L 19
Q1A] 9 % GleF | BP0 R, AdA AL “EGlH oA T2 AL
oAl vha= dA & = Ak ‘/M WAL YAsh= F2o] T

5o £9] SEO] S BoskA vkt
= Aol A7 Sl Aoz Bk &, 13 A of| et A AR=9]
A= A, EQE oA 783 AEE S5 - L HE
Al S A digkE U o okl AZshe AFEEol ESEE T
2z 0 7 ARt A oA 715)7] wjito]c).

ELE O] A5 ol A BT 74 2ol FE - 2 HupE

o2 R o o

o ARR olg FeA7h =1 o]8 B T slE=(HEA - &
A, 20100) ZRIFHCHY, ThHes] WA T UL AL 4 Q= k)
AlS] e S B obiet ARSI AR, 7] o] SolA] et
St TS 7hAE Tttt AR AP A A edgo] 154

ol HAE 71 Zak1 B8] 20300 2L 20 Ho] ZrP EEeF
AL ESJE 58 BT R 5] 52 stoleks HAjo] to] djF
WAIE S8l Eiew vf ek, g, 2010.6.3). SPAIRE o] 22 5
A2 A5 dlolgof 7uiet et weka 249 Auprt obd, =
AstA ZA(anecdotal evidence)ZHE] E=F  QASESA
(impressionistic) =21 7397} Wol, 1} E$JE] o]&o] oJE} Q21
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SAISE Ao A e AA| T3k Y 9ol] G vl =R ol et 23] 4
Zo] dasir} volrh vk T3k olefgh dito] A A3l AR
o M= AR, ofH o] AL B8l AlUIES] A2 a5l
S7F8IL o] & 7|Hhe & K} A2 2| Frolrt S5t = A
Q1 kS 714 ARIA AFH o= RIE vt oAt

=4, ESIE o]-&o] 714 o2 ARgAL 7RIS AFU Aol A 5
(competence) o] oJH FEFS w2 ARIA| BZal & o= ek A8 A+
SolA= AruAleld s olu AR 52 221 AwuA ol
gt A Sof FFS X ZHQIA Q1o R F& thFto] ghrt alA|Th
o] & HHE ARl ES AHJS Bl thE ofefe] ThA| 7} A|ghe Aol 4]
ApAlo] MstalA} sh= HhE 22 YR &= 5 (verbal artic-

ulation) 0] FAE 7RsAE EAstct ojuf, AojZ(verbal), H|¢1014]
(nonverbal) A FUAo|A 58 -5t EQJE o]-8-of upa} kA
St o] WAsAY kel ol tigt aref = g sirhar Eof, AR
4
[e}

vl 7 8-S ol2|obA 2kl o] 5 25| Aok T2
HHEEARl HAl| el &S SolAl SheElE AolEe
(Allport, 1924) HH AF AZo A SRIE v} Ql=tl, o) A13]4
5 Ag-0] 71315 o wol ZHA ukR] L3RRI AR U4 E A
o] H|o]A AFUA ol DA E o FesHA sfAsh= 2 ® ekt
tHAtkert & Panter, 1988). WabA] EQJE 7} 7)¢12] tfel AR A o]

iy

G Aol A 2HABh= AH A HFo] ol Bdoj 4 ThA & F5f
2 4 SEAEA) gk 4] oL st olsfshe

FolS 7, upebA] u]elo] 2] Thale] a4zt BelE S Ml AR Ao]
A 52o] A 4= 9l of A7} Tashs 28 ofdx) Azte) 3
7k Slek. Shgel 1ok Sehe Amtebiis o % gAT NS
Qlo.@E| W w= o] 2L R o] uket A7t @A)
FORRAY okt A AT E(Valkenburg, Peter & Schouten,
2000) AT o, HRO|ZRE ofH RES-S Wek=7lof whet 2k o
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2 24 s ARYALH e S A8 Belo] Lyl 2}
AZke: 93512 Hobd 4= 98-8 Aol Fojof & Zlolck

RpR|ERo 2 AA)E] ok ESIHE ke 191 mltlojo] Shat
o] A7 H 0.8 W)/ 247 elol et Ael 4] Thilel= HelE 7
o427 o}A] g g BAlolet ofu] E$1e] o] Helw SlEjule] 54t
© & U AR ‘Bt o] § F4H| 3L o] & B3] AHAlY] IR 7
@, 9, 4 5L wAst] 4 S A Hgla, AAE old S
o olefat 71312 A Ao m B3] FHU=A, 5] B2A)Y A
912 55 ek vh) o] dol RS thAFOR 3 b A AE
=Iglo] Q171 Bl vkl BahaE e el mAlo] Uk S

g

welo] Plelo] Sebizicks SA7IKE ofUEete 3=
2 A= ol TiEt Al Tl 1

SHAIet Wl elel] oiet vt 7

Q150] A AfRREo] ‘2 EH ekEl AL BT 9l Held
=, SNS 9] AX) A BHEE A8 2] FBEA] 2] Qb chik TR el
A

glo] e7|A7|= BIE 7PASIT 719 BE o ZokollA &
HAFE =L, dANAM = oI5 83 A 7191E 2] Hfsl FEA]
o1, A Hol| A= SehFo] sNs AP whEo] 714 thie wi Aol 9
sl ARIA| o2 Arle] A& AlRlEoAl 213 stz g

ol AR, A Aol ditt SHCR, HaloMs vt
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TSNS Tol| A EQIE O] A& BHo] ZlwuAloldete] A, =
3] CMC A7 AE2] ABANA o] B2 oBA vlekE 27l
sl =23t o] IFgellA ZZF CMC AFARE ] AIA S A=
o2 AW ARyl Lda EQEHE 51 7wy Alold 1
Aol& FAAFET, o= 71E Aete] BEe s f1%t A
ofet Add o] 9 A+-e] 712 7Pl digk A1} ofshel 24
o] frulA o2 F9] o] 24 55 A E 7Y M2 /S Al
8}ti=(new wine in old bottles) A= A =E A 517 o] dlct.
wfebd ESIE B2 o2 ek snsel B 7H ARUACLH AT
S0 S0l A1 B} E9IEle] B, AR B ohel ol
CMC AF04 TS HAHE ] A, FAPIOIE IS 71 Aol
S Aol 22 Heol 4, 3 918 Aol pistol ANE A7 &
A5 S1A] 707 012 H] AR§0] AHEOI2l| HEbE CMC QT2 Al A
A U] L BAIS whle hdol walet Ao, A4 AR
P2 WA} ] SR ol Bt A 08 AmsA thee 7ol
@, vpsho R B aolA At elagle] e ARl
T AEE TRER 7 S8 Wekl Bl B MASS o
e TS AT, Thel AU AoIM
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