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Abstract This paper was intended to identify the knowledge structure of youth-related research by
looking at the research trends of research papers published in Korean Journal of Youth Studies from
2010 to 2018. Using keywords extracted from the papers, the Centrality and Cohesion analysis of the
keyword network analysis of the NetMiner program were used. In the analysis of degree centrality, the
"relationship"” was the highest, followed by schools and youth, and high in the order of parents and
violence. In the analysis of betweenness centrality, the "relationship" was also the highest, followed by
youth, school, need, education, parents, children, abuse/emotion(the same level), institutions, regions,
cell phones/prevention/welfare(the same level), elementary, attachment, suicide, addiction, society,
violence, children, services, support, policy/teachers(the same level). According to the cohesion
analysis, school life and policy, addiction, parent & peer relations, civic education & welfare support,

sentiment and thinking, college, abuse & suicide were divided into a total of seven sub-topic subjects.

Key Words : Youth, Trend Analysis, Keyword Network Analysis, Youth Welfare, NetMiner

*Corresponding Author : Won-lJie Lee(wonjie98@hanmail.net)
Received September 18, 2019 Revised  November 8, 2019
Accepted December 20, 2019 Published December 28, 2019



308 st=gstetel=2X| HM103 H125
1. M2 SH= ATtE SRR Rt
2 AL 7129 HaE AFE AR, AR
Syt A Hadof digh AS]A TS T2 Kol sto] I SEI WIS TstaAt 7Y HEYA

719 A% ool Hlgf tha HEolrh= Zo] F4d
< A7oke SS9 URHAQl Adfott. o] FEof o
A= Tt 8210l AU 4= o, 7MY Aol 9l
£ 8R1o 2= FRdEY B gt AlRlA FAHY A
e 7P WA FE 4 ok 12]ar oiE) Zlstolnt
Zg B FWog olslo] F FAU o] Aro] wERL
£ ot &etH1-3). ol BAY $4E e
5171 Qi) AH= AP EA S S Fsto] &
AWl ol 9 A S, F4d Fr9| S5 &4,
ad A 9 2o s HAE HY 2744 g
Al 55 BRE Ot FAS 716kl glov opF] 1
k= wlulgt Holoh4]. F3h FAWUS SR IS
g, A}sﬂiﬂ B! ﬁﬂ& 9] theFet SHEolA AtE
I QLESETE oflEt WS, HARA|NE 9 o 75
A ohket Jo R HAaAe] AJA S waL k.
SR, o3| Fade] gt B2 FAEe EA
=5k Aol 1, 159 42 Yool itk B

ot

o] AN Hade HPOR T T Be AT
Se Asue AL Hade SR AR s
e BASIL GF ZAE

=l _?,]—5]] u}al-xlﬁ} Z%i_l]jﬂ-
A=e uleel] gg Wake 44k siA 98
A&7t g Aotk

2. O|=H HZ

I8 Fads tgo= SHS ATEY,
19984 o]-§19o] FAHEA ] tfgt FFATE AlFS
2, 20164 A4, He9 Fadst AT 5T
A & H P o] ARo|tH5-6]. 5% BFAT

olie Hado] " B AHdS FHoE TS
AWEAY, o4t FA4 D A7 WPEE EF7Ste] AT
o ¥IEE AWEE ¥ I3k 1 2o Had EeE
A7-8], Aad JAdmz 7W[o-10], A= T A2
[11-12], A o]& T AF[13], T8 &5 Hh
doli} Zof zéiLd Soll gk &40 d4-El14-15]0]
=FAQl 53 AEolth 181 YA dink9] 4

| I AFE2 9 99 aRIES R F
2 AFH AFo] A o] gt A AAE =Y

oF AF

ol& fgt ArEAYHo= ‘i‘:’}o]
78S %}%ﬁ}ﬁ‘:} . 2ol S0 SRS AR E
5 FH Ao EA 7I9E HE 43- L
E%Qi Atk o] A2 YENAY E4S
oFst7] Yo 3R, A, sHY E8lA
EAXEE A7) o] A2
&}, 419j5t 5 ofg] SHE HofollA 2=
%}3"}[7 16-18] olof] ¥afj ALB|EA] Fofol| A= Hi-¢-
Folth19]. Fol|l H7HE e BAE
(NDSL.Namonal Digital Science Library)lAl+& H
HolEE 7Fte g ‘HAW'E 7|¥ER AT B2
IE AlFstal Qo £ Aol £ YvtolE g
ATE 7MY YEYT B4 B35t 92 vk ¢ A9
FHEES Tol= Hi= AgHEol
oA & dAys F oW U7k FAdEs| Ao
VHQ JAE B Seed £ 1,527HY =52 o4
o= sto] AFAL AAIGE 4,119709] 71=E Bst
ot ol A7t A3 4| B ATy %
< mofotal 2RO 24 o|A7HA] = E|o] gH
| B ATEE AEtta o R SgEojol & H4
W A+ W3 AAStLA otk o] & fiste] 7
A7E9] 7IEE Fol ATt W, B 52 4
shal, 4, S84, 281AH & T2 AAIst]
gttt A#E FAHRE dYstart gt

g3},

A

Zi'

|.

£ dAFolMe HadskaTol A =59 259
A FE3t 719EF ARESHe] YlFto]H(NetMiner) X2
J39] 71¥= Y EYT E4(Semantic Network
Analysis)g— AAEIHTE F2o] HAE wlo]Y(text
mining)e &3t KoNLPE} tmi|7]1A] 59 &4 71¥
= &8&sto ﬁ:rl ol tish 2t A7t 2PE

Qi B ATAE HAE Basks glo] YED

1) o] yge 7= @4—4 719EE BYste] 719lE YEYA
o F44, Sx4e EEsidct. J2u olet AREL 1
Qoa A 1 uﬂ.am TAGE mlotehs o ST 57
71l



02

2

[

Aol S8 1 20108 ~2018H2] Y

B>
i
o
re
+
>
oy
o
0z
|0
hu

A3k A5} YIEQF Y EA4S T metstr|of &
gt Yutoly Z2 518 &-851qith. Ymloly Zg7
2 AJdE YIEQT EA)(Semantic network analysis)
5ol HI9E "HAE folg 40| 7hssitt. AlWHE
HEQA £42 doj7t W=ty Sl 9rig o9 o
£ dol=3 YEQAE 34T o, 11 YEYIE B3t
A, F, A 5= Tt 5 A= AIAEE AlsET
[20]. o] 2AHE E8sto] It F4ad ¥ dA4=E

iy o op Az

3.2 A7 Oy 3 At 'y

KISSEHshad H)olA] Had' o Ak st
A 7heH HAATgATe] 20109RE 2018E7HA|
9] & 1,52749] sh&AA F 4,119719] 719=8 &=
st dydEz AwEd, 2018W(1694), 2017
H(198%), 201649(240H), 2015W(210%H), 20144
(2119), 201341(1484), 20124(163H), 2011177
H), 20109(132H)0] A=t o] A4A= A, &
A 9 WS 59 theFet Hokg Aole TEAEA
Ay gt A+9] R efstrlol 7Y Adtsitta
st A1 g 4ttt

Hlolg 82 201085 2018W7kA] 2EE
TEERS AOE F 1,5648H9] =E 7ot 22
o] Gl =8 At F 1,527HY] =EolA 4,119
Y 719ES FE09TE FET 7I19E 7R fAlo],
o], AlQJe] 52 "EPst] AL, 2-mode
MEZAE 1-mode MEZAR 7|YE 54 &3 W|E
YAE HBslo] g B0 A8ttt Eg 703](F1
= 291 Sl STt 7INEETE FESIRAL, B
FZHCosine Similarity)e] 0.25014%1 FIATS £4
o A&ttt ol2fgt P AX & HolHAA
HEHor YELI F4/d(Centrality)E47 -S4

(Cohesion)E-4< A X619},

2) 44 (Centrality) 42 YEIT(Network)S 7435M= =
E(node)et 1 =t HY 2" ¢ LtEI9 9F
(edge)BEE EHcI] 449 LEEo] HEYA] drpt
FAlol fXste] oulE FEshe A& Tetoles H 583 7
Holrh, F4A4 B4 7ked d28 Ax F4H(Degree
Centrality)#42 HEYIAA 7P 2 V=
(degree)?] ==& wolsto] 1 ofnje} A5 ahg-g melet 4=
At E3h w7 F4/d(Betweenness Centrality)4-2 o

4.1 HESRZ SAM(Centrality) 24 Zut
HA2AE 719ER HEYR S48 245 AA

23, d4 Ax F44([Degree Centrality)d} iz &

A (Betweenness Centrality)2 th22] Table 19} 2t}

<t

Table 1. Network Centrality of Youth Research

Degree Centrality Betweenness Centrality
1 relationship 0.054140 1 relationship 0.036018
school 2 youth 0.032492
2 youth 0.031847 3 school 0.021396
3 parents 0.019108 | 4 need 0.018070
4 violence 0.015924 | 5 education 0.017480
student 6 parents 0.011932
damage 7 child 0.009978
CAreer g | —dhuse 0.008323
region emotion
preparation 9 institution 0.008242
.0127.
emotion 0.012739 10 region 0.008136
child cell phone
society 1" prevention 0.005067
university student welfare
education 12| elementary 0.004429
emotion 13| attachment 0.003480
efficacy 14 suicide 0.003439
academic studies 15 addiction 0.003419
learning 16 society 0.003405
elementary 17 violence 0.002640
6 school year 0.009554 | 18 children 0.002564
need 19 service 0.002503
elementary support
i -
ot year 20 P 14001730
support in school
middle school teacher
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4.2. HEYT SFM(Cohesion) 24
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(modularity)Zto] 13.872=2 7]&91 35Kt &4 et
Sk 7744 519 FAE Ul AA ARYE= Fig. 13
2tt.

Table 2. Seven Groups of the Youth Research

Group Keywords
schools, students, elementary school
students, high school students, teachers,
violence, experience, abuse, schools,
interventions, policies, regions, children,

Group1
School Life and Policy

centers, etc.
Group2 Internet, games, cell phones, addiction,
Addiction dependency.
Group3 parent, child, parenting attitude,
Parent & Peer communication, interpersonal relationships,
Relationship peer attachment, stability, adult, depression
Group4

education, civic, welfare, volunteer work,

Citizen Education& busi A
usiness, service

welfare support

Group5 cognition, emotion, expression, fear,
Emotions and Accidents affirmation, negation, thinking

Group6 . )

University university

Group?7 abuse, neglect, prevention, suicide, thought,

Abuse & Suicide attempt
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Fig. 2. “Group 1” of the Youth Research
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