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H3a: SNS H 229 21334 3¢ AT E ¢ AA
=9 2134 2kl ARG A

H3b: SNS B2 A3 A 219 ArE =9 =
o et 2= Alo)E 2] A421H 4l
FEEY At

3.5 SNS AlElH

=
[—)an]

oizaol Exln Si=29| =

Garrett(2009b)> A& & =& o] Zo|A] #}4l]
AL AslalFe JRE e A, Al
oo =M= HHE 3|95}
A Aztslof 3l HEHE He %
7HAQ1 FAl 2%10] e A 9]
g Yeid ¢ doa stk 5
SNS S EF9] EHo] F7H4Q BA| 2Qlo=z

=] [}

&oto] £219) o dAsh= HH e} dA|eHA|

l‘-.J HE

o

T S5S AAkeh SNSOH/H Vel
At fﬂﬁ} A% T o] dge o
1 A o|th(Schmidt et al., 2017).
Ao A= SNS 0] H3l =714 AR 3
O Z SNSOIA HES 225 Algo] X 2H
419} A} 402 A451o] 517 SNS %28

Noo B
off
VRN
-

}‘

N ko
o ri

=~
oL

A

2 B3 2%0] /45 gl FEHA. £24
o gele RFe ARAOE ToY YA &
Fahaud gl Uge)s] o) ol5e] oz
e Fe e BB oue Tkt Qe U
& 2E 5719 W) 7 A F Qe s
U A BESDA S A BAY At
Q28 4 doie 4 =3 1 71E F4
SNAE ANZE AR DT L) Fol T

5 gZ 9] o] FolA ALY wigto] Yolxith=
S A I (Ksiazek, 2018), 58 HL3=
go] gz Yo A 93-S v cKStroud
et al.,, 20153 3t 7] WEoll, 2 ZHgAFe] HAag
7} 2 AA 9] WE & FU1E dE9d 4 3l
AE2S 2 o7} o] AR3|F o R AdE 37

o] PZe =E wiakyl ALof| gtE vE Ao

2o oy

2 ngith B ApalA o 92 % wge
SNS E2:8 AANAT} AAo] & 2L ANT B

oAl e FHA WHoE T3 19
Fe A9 $HA WO FEY Rolga 1
Steh. o)z} o] GhaFA|el Ble] sNsel

Hda: SNS X8 2 dzke} L8 ol AlAH
AAZE) 247 LS 35 SNS A=
o] ZHA ZZ Hro] S wATh
H4b: SNS E28) Aol I2E] ol AAE
AXZe] 237t EdsA Fe B
SNS A2 #AA SF A= FF=
kil
V. a5 ubd

4.1 X2 LIS 2 Atelo] MIEHE
(Sentiment) MA

29 Ug- BA3] 14 7 A9 a0l
AEA PRE ATATE T WS AL Ao

He A

o] 2 gE s =& EFske A
olth(dl: Ziegele et al, 2020). L&} ©]
Abgrol AA 25 Ho] Adsfof st= J
3 4 B2 dolgd FEstrldd= A7
weba] o] GAR theke AA, Y =

slate] 2 4 = AMEWE £ (sentiment

14
it

o 32 2
o S o

HJIO—#EE
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SNS Si29| HE ZX fedof gt AT

analysis)©] =] W& Fot-S 95 A= & 240
AThl: Geng er al, 2020). TWetA 2 Ao A
ek MEMES T 5 Y AR 7] 2
S ARl 1A, ZNA, A8 A Al
EH HEZS B i 4—,5].1;]. Et—o‘]. E‘r/\ﬂ;ﬂ

RUNe |
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rr

AR A, A A, AL A 2Hd S 3 ste AlE
HWEZ = 712} 1A 4 A Zh(cognitive thinking), 73
A (affect), AF3] & (social) ME|HNE S o]-&-3lt}
7IE A 2o M= 2ol B Akt Eebg
SRR FYEE 2R YA E olop7|E &
T e AEHESR] T4 (certainty) S, HA1A

Ao Ae W&o &1 7H8o] TAHAUA A
ARIA olob7|ll& + Ae TH 2 7 (positive
emotion), F-42] 7+ (negative emotion)=-, A}3] %]
Ao M 2ol drht 21313 B9 &S H
I J=AE o]ok7|sl= T 2(assent) A EHEES

F7}st )
4.2 CHA SNS MA: H0|AS(Facebook)

B AFE SNS SUFY] TS Fetstr)
3] SNS Z A Zo] ol m Y AXZT HFo
Ask= EAFHY] Bzt asith weba
22 Ate|E g} SNSOl| Fd3HA AAEE 25
Wl Fh solaBe BAAH o2 309
o] @& AMEAE B fr(Facebook, 2020)3}1 )<
T 7Hg tEA Q) SNSolH, o] & thre] A
A7} Ho|aE A F2E Xdﬂﬁm Hed 3
T2 F29 f%o0] g3k SNSo|th(Holcomb er
al, 2013). 22| B2 7 ZUF 7] gig$ Hl
waher AT SNS TYPFOoE HoAug
o] &3ttt

RS

oR = 4 i

4.3 HOIE =&

w A7) M AS 8] el e HA s
Ato]ES} SNSel T8 Al H= AXEH ©]
= gk 2 FhF] HFS T8kl oF At

o] w} SNS ZAE ZAx}e} T AE FEE A A
= 2% 93 ax7 das) A A
geS n A S Jris HS A= } GE

Y25 Afo]ES} SNS RIFo] ZAES A4
Ag WA Aea o5 E28S ko

A o
she Aol Baskgleh WA 1) 72 Aol
2 41,2 dolzd AA A AFS BAS
T gEE 3 ov], 3) F2 AbolEe] 4™
28 dol2y E2ge) ANSHE 7u4E ot
shck. o W, 2 AplEEE BEAY AolE
58 PO 85 o= 57 Al 43
A4 G 24, Bol, 9, BA, A%,
ANE WFOE ST 0T £4L WEAY)
& Hols ZAEE ozhdr

FIo1E] e D Hlole] EA=) sfol%
283t 9 57, ol E2EolA AN 2
AOIE AN 9F 51 £oz AR
o) By e et gk

A python?] selenium libraryS ©]-8-3}o] 2H4
¢ scraping ZEIHOZ o] 59| FHo|AE AA
of AXNE 3do] E7F] AA /) 22H% A2
S FASAY. 1 AR F 45476709 E2E T
322,11470 9] 2S5 8 o] T & A7
B2ol| gr5o], 1) Hlo]aE F28 A7} AA
227 obd A, 2) Slell BAIRE Bl A
T ARIEZ AAEE AUt obd A, 3) 3
=°] IAY ldE= 270 o]akdl Ho| Ak E
B3 w2 AAEE Adsith 2 A3 237870
o] Flo]AB FAE] ZyF2 AAS, 26312(FE2

3) Hol2ge] E2gol Jra AolEe] ANZE T
S B9, EARE o ANZI Ea8 el
o= offolxs) He, webr) & Aol
AOIE AN AN, £2H A4

“sloja¥ a8 Zm o] A

24 ey oﬂ )
[‘-{II
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rlo
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ol x| of

— - O

g o P 11.065)70 2] o] 2% N 74,7300
AlZ 2 B 314260709 F /\]—O]E Qo] B
Aol AREE AT

4.4 HOIE] MAl2|

olg ] 3= do|g oA MEIHNE EA(senti-
ment analysis) 2ZE & F3 2+ L2283} 9l
=9 AHHEE gotslit). g AEWE &4
& A5o] AFE 83 AZE 07} jlo] o]
S flal 1A =S oz WISt & FF
AEHNE 4 AZE oS Agateok grts)
S o Hksy] 93l =S 2o
2 Qi HYsttta 4231 Naver Papago 119 A
H] 2(Lee et al., 2016)5 AM8-319oH, & Al

HWE B4 A£ZEY o= LIWC(Linguistic Inquiry
and Word Count) 2015(Pennebaker et al., 2015)=
AHESEA T LIWCE 71 d8] g 2ol
EAYHE B4 LZE )R To] ALAd|
Hhgk theketal AlE] Ao E ofu| gle AlEWE
o] 753t ‘r«]«] 2, 82 BA, AL
2 A, AL 78, R Aol AT 5 Thde
ofoll A} 1 EH7F YF =] JTH(Tausczik and
Pennebaker, 2010). LIWCE 34 32 o7 79
TS 49 ©92 wol 1 g @]9 FA} HI
golu A, FAEE 5 o] doF, A A
ol Fst ST okt AERMES $X4]3} 5t
9ot SNSE2HE S/AAEY] Fole 2
AN Z SHE LIWC] J&sto] flolA

ol

EO] =

AIgE 7S AERIE 5 FE3ith Ha9
Aol da AzoA o] 7719 AEWES F
29 ¥ EAUANZ B2 el TaE)
SECEE! aﬂlu HERE 74E 212t B
(aggregated average)3l AT 9l & £ 3119 SNS

Y28 dZo] 10747} @8 ohd A8 Z

4 229 AEUES 43k Lusdol2 e
K-LIWC7F 9o @7) 48 22 Ego} 37 &
W27} FAFH o AMS B

AAE LIWCel| d3E3te] &3 7719 AERE
HAFE 28| B3 AEHE dHolHg 4t
A2 107) 22E LIweel] deste] 3531 7709

AERES ALUE B2 BFeko] hZe] A
WE doE2 2hakt) Heb A2l SNSEZ~
9 Z/ANZSNSESE AZANZ A2 2
Hole} 4 BF T2 Hloe) 49} 2L 2378

7ol

V. 4+ 23
WA SNS 2ol g AANZE FrfsheA] el
3L, 72 AfolEo] giFt ulwaly] 913k £

S A BT ofel whet o3 EE -7 (paired
ttes) S o]l 1) AAZH 1 2o g T
ALO|E giZ vla, 2) AlAEH 1 2ol g Ho]
28 9F 8w, 3) 5YE AAZ I F2
ALO|E Hig} Hjo| a8 gF HluE fd A%
709 AMEHES dis) AAEHT 1 de
<3 >3 2o

O A, AXNZY 9F29 HadAs 7Hd
Hla, H2a, H3a0l| A o A3th 2 wo]2~E gig o
AEREZ} AA 2 AERERT A2 249
M A A4, AEAE ZY BRA At A&
gele 4= It WA Hla, H2a, H3a E5 A
A= ATk F7IE 2= AR E] HF T3 o] A
7HA A B AAZ AEWERT 2

AL FAY + YTk

So) Wlmel A wo]2% wZe] AEw
£} s Aol o] AT A7 3}
Ao 750 Vebsith. mebA 744 Hibe A7)
HR A4 26l oA E Hols® e
AERET] 22 Afol& UiZe] MEERY 2
A Yepd, oA A AtE Az
{19 fsfelck @A Rivt 712asick 3493
Agle] Aol 3Ash 347 214 AEEE
2 AlOlE BERT 2 A T 5 A0

g 547 el A9
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SNS &2

(E 1) HAAZD 22te] 92 28, W2 BUE 7 HERIE o|D(HF (EFHA
AAA A 3194 A4 REEIEE
AAH 47| w8 34 [544 28[58 23| A9 59
ANZ 8.009 0.761 4514 2.489 1.978 7.646 0.075
(2.379) (0.469) (1.597) (1.206) (1.081) (2.936) (0.179)
A = 9.400 1.077 5.947 3.214 2.694 9.934 0.176
(2.761) (0.784) (2.896) (2.560) (1.582) (3.012) (0.748)
t-value -20.488 -17.249 -22.147 -13.278 -19.860 -31.735 -6.588
p-value 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
AN 8.009 0.761 4.514 2.489 1.978 7.646 0.075
(2.379) (0.469) (1.597) (1.206) (1.081) (2.936) (0.179)
Ho|~m gz 9.715 1.218 10.032 7.607 2.385 10.759 0.750
(4.726) (1.803) (6.801) (6.849) (2.789) (6.392) (2.310)
t-value -16.340 -12.116 -39.467 -36.273 -6.824 -22.404 -14.166
p-value 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
R 9.400 1.077 5.947 3.214 2.694 9.934 0.176
(2.761) (0.784) (2.896) (2.560) (1.582) (3.012) (0.748)
ALt 22| g | sy | esoh | e | e | @ | e
t-value -2.913 -3.515 -27.162 -29.847 4912 -5.821 -11.508
p-value 0.004 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
PFRG 0|8 Y AEUE 277 e oA M2 ddFe] gom WS s glE
Ao et wehd 74 Hibe FEAoR  AEUMES JIF0R oo sed U AN
AA A A, RZe] o] ddH ] Jrta deiA UAI(Liv
+o2 7 H4E AFe] st dge et al, 2013), T74H, 342 WS 7L lom
2o #4e AT ) WA 4 AN 0F 2 IHA, BHH Y AEHEES VEo §
BAE A FF WIS B, ) 59¢ Aok
) AN F72: AL E D29 FF 43t AN A AR dACNNE $4 Fol 34, ¥ F
250123 929 3% WSl Y RS 1) L 2o 71&o)d 3RS wu Qe Bad
A FLY BE, Z NS BUFOIANE 7 Abe] 7] gl3tel 342 44 AEMEdA 27 34
Eo] 9P AT I W= AE FA R AUNES wA AT I APNES A2
o2 3ha, FUSA @ AT F NS FUE Atk F ol glol | g /W 3R, &
o GFol Fro: AllEY FFH th2A vehke o @8 /Y RAoR BRIA o] A
Ao MAT ooz FEgon, 3 ol 2 A AME el 00]ol4 3 T2 A9 o=
Aol7k AXZ WEelA 71984 gghtke 2 @%oE BRHA gE B 166108 A9t
& A3, 4) TF LY B2 TF AEE F 2212709 HoOIE o]F BAA AEHY
ARG 7, 5) M HaolA o] FF A=l 4% thogoR A ANSH 929 BAE 49 9
MIAE 20 AFE NS X8 Zu ANZ 2ol 9 ANZo] BRE TR EF 2
A §Y AR7 FIAE GFS AuEgT. 08 ERHEARA) FL& OE fow EF
FE e A AN ANZH FF EXARDY) AT o] FRAN 4 AN
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A2 A= vl 7K fFEoZ FEEHAY S,
Y A Zo] FAHoE BRH YF S T3l
Aoz gE AL “FAH FAE, ¥ AAZF
o] FHo 7 EREYN JF Tg E3 FPog
FEEOE 52 52, & Ar S FAoly
dF o] Aol “FF M3k, A AAF
o] Fgolu}t g Bgo] FAolghd “HA [k
o7 BFRFUT

olFA A T ASH AASF-FAIE

2, AAZ-go| 25 g2 &3 7]%Zq EA

© <X 2>9 2t} ko] 4] Aol ElE uf

S} ARSI Wl HA) A B oAl 9
u} slolsn ugol 9 AN ¥
E 37un 2 37 g RAZFT w3 39

A 29 Aske) A% 2

L
u
i
gl
[
>
ES
1m

Qﬂ%‘ # S’lu}.

T WA gAR, TA Jey HEAS
7] {8l AxET glo) 8 dae] #
o] AXZH 2 HZ] 44741 3 YT
2SI AXEH Flo| A5 HEe] AAT} A

AT} 722 AIE Yg #A19 T FA1H
= AFe 126270, SLEA FAEHA =
£ 95071 = vhEbstTh

=
i
4

92
Z
=2 «1 o

Hordh nlg
1[11 O‘r‘

A debve A9, 7HERE 3,
FFNA ] HFo] 72 /\}01‘—:—91 &“:L
o2 UehtA] ot SNS &

ol Y2 vIzle Aol -"F%—
ko] Apol7h AXZ 2] Al E
Aol =AE Fdetart 2ALY 3 AEA

(logistic regression)S 2 A)SFH T THeF F4) Ay}

L

>
o

o
fr ==

_l1m [ = R <A | \reC=
o

froje st 2o 54 a7k
AT Aol TEEE o= AXE AA9 AlE
RE Jolgh= Zo] Hil SNS TYE E1E Fo

E Ao A OL%@E}E 23} 01%‘7*1 |t

<3 3> Fx),
EX o] zo]E A
HatA Xk 18 EZ T JTe] 2po]t AA
= AA A Afdtia Br) ofHe-n, gk
SNS ZHFol| AAE = X228 Fd0|A] 27] 93]
7 AT FdeA o] A4S 3T
vl AR dAdAME S5 J=E ALeATh
o] TE A= AAZ] At A AEWE
A dZe] AlLtd FE AEWES W $ 1 Ay
we AHgstg e “ArZH dFe] FHA AlE
HE 7HA 02 #7) %}‘*‘EHJX %219} 573 %Xl

X o
r,
o,
=,
fm o
i
o

>
>,
op
oL
HE
m&

10 iy

=g %‘E}) 01 TX]Q,]- Jﬂoli EAH %91
Al

Al WA DA R, o]FA Ve B4 A4, = SNS AERIES dist 71& 5AIE A3t AlX =3
ZYFNA 9 dF o] 72 A|ES HE W o] A8 UZF T FHEE <k 4>l AN STk
(E 2) AAZz} ciZe] oA 7o mE AlXtE 25 HEHE J|& SA(HE(EZHAD)

34 #A 34 A% 34 4 374 A%
FrAlE| sloj2g |FamolE] Hoj2g [FaAlE] dojak [F2atele | so)xR
m=872) |(m=1,129) | n=325) | m=592) | n=473) | m=206) | (n=542) | (n=285)

AN 1.584 1.486 -0.973 -1.086 -1.222 -1.219 1.309 1.450

= (1.227) (1.184) (0.863) (0.934) (1.034) (1.080) (1.072) (1.153)

gz 2.310 7.784 2.063 7.815 -1.575 -3.559 -1.381 -2.989

= (3.006) (6.958) (3.289) (7.216) (1.431) (3.632) (1.765) (3.948)
174 Information Systems Review, Vol.22, No.4



SNS S0 M2 ZZ oflof st 7
(Z 3) ZX|AE 3|7EN Ao} HE Zqbol] AHEEP Bz A LS. 4
ABRFOINZ ) Beta sig.  |odds ratio Ej J\—j-%ﬁ}%;% iﬁ]—ig} P%f% ;J\—JL: 5>9/]F\ Z"_:l- i
AE M E) o TR T4 A& gl HolaE ¥
AA A A7} -0.017 | 0437 | 0983 28 2 AR AAE A 59 B
©g A4 0013 | 0902 | 1.013 AXEZ A2 FFF AEUE 7HA A<
A 0424 | 0371 | 0.654 F S v]x 71 Hdae AAEHAL F, Ho]x
334 3 0338 | 0477 | 1.402 5 X228 g7t Blo] A 25 AAE
237 7Hy 0616 | 0.197 | 1852 drole d=e 544 AEHET Srtske F
213 -0.020 | 0.181 | 0.980 o] AX 1 B3] FA H3ke] HLd= o]7o] A
=9 0466 | 0055 | 1.593 AlEo AR S FAds AR ST
<F) Hosmer and Lemeshow Test, Chi-square = 10.382, = A& ¢ 4 Aok a8y 7P H4be A, F
df = 8, p = 0239. A frAe Agole A dPUE sojak E2H
232 el AN S A2 FLEE Aol AAEH
wpx|eto| 2} ol WA DA R 7 HeE HF A2 FEH AEWE 7144 Fo] g3S n|
3t7] Y3t 3 ARAS AT 714 Haol A &, Ho|2& I2E 27} Eelo] A4
Ae AXNZZ Foj2af da9 T4 AEHAE Sk 2S5 AANT Ao AXNEY H29 7F
T, & SF A5 9FS A 8%l F) A AEWE A o] HAagith= S ¢ 4 Ut
olaf I 2E I AR} AAE A7 Y FEH AL} Aoritax & 4 Qlok ey F
o F-5 ARbsta Utk & A AFee & AT A A% Aol go|ag T2 F A%
o] B4 A 4 Alddle o] ®ig ¥ olz} oA o AN A2 Y AFTE AXSH HEe
S o] 25 IO tekst AlHUESS 3 TFA AERE HF o] J3FS vAA Fe A
SHWTE gYyste] gRlstAth=8A A, o2 yesith wepA 7 Hébe FEAHOE
FA3A R TEATE AEste 3 5FA AlE A A = At
(E 4) AAZ-Ho|AE 2 Y ¥ Ho|aAs ZAE Zo| ME|HE 7|5 S
AXNZ-72& ALOlE Hg 34 f33 AAZS-HolaE dg 34 3] TY3A &L BF0HE 2F JD)
I8 FAMm=401) | A AZm=331) | 23 FAM0=65) | A A3n=153)
W | EEUA| ¥ | EEUA| ¥d |EFUA| 37 | F2ER
g‘;]f; gﬂj‘é;zﬁ) 6496 | 7.173 | 8480 | 7312 | 2909 | 3924 | 4934 | 5.070
1 Azt | 8900 | 6.852 | 9.425 | 7.404 | 8500 | 6.122 | 9234 | 7.539
944 1.084 | 2600 | 0963 | 2011 | 0925 | 1376 | 0.860 | 1.894
;ﬂ ﬂfj; A 4801 | 5269 | 5336 | 5708 | 5473 | 5479 | 5530 | 6.412
*ALTE]C’JE AF3] ] 6.587 | 6.019 | 6.643 | 5991 | 7.016 | 5858 | 7202 | 6.768
=) 0.101 | 0526 | 0.154 | 1461 | 0035 | 0200 | 0243 | 1.208
A FYQR| 0481 | 0500 | 0565 | 0497 | 0354 | 0482 | 0248 | 0433
F) 444 TR D=1, B1EL -0,
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(E b) =27 78l wat AAZD 29 F2H MEHE 7t4E S5us2 o 372M 21}
AN Z-2= ACIE Bia B4 133 AAE-sol 25 da 34 F3o] 5934 ¥ B0 A5 D)
=S 4 A A As 4 FA g A%
Ho|28 ¥ 28 Z9 | F31H ! xF3tE ! xFstd I R A !
AEHE AgAs | PV | AgAs | PV | aege | PYEY | ag s | PYVAME
AR A Az} -0.102 0.070 -0.089 0.123 0.122 0.447 -0.085 0.376
S A -0.027 0.610 | -0.082 0.161 | -0.179 0.254 0.049 | 0.609
A A -0.077 0.115 0.014 0.800 | -0.138 0.309 0.012 | 0.887
AF3] A 0.104" | 0.045 0.002 0976 | -0.121 0.371 -0.001 0.991
=9 0.074 0.127 0.004 0.937 | -0.072 0.580 -0.038 | 0.643
F2E Z A4zt
ANE A Y g3 023477 0.000 0257""| 0.000 | -0274" | 0.039 0.134 | 0.114
(T¢=1,H%5Y=0
R-square 0.093 0.090 0.106 0.023
F) p<0.05, "p<001, “p<0.001.
VI. q-j:,!— A]Apg ‘;.g %;}7:]]}51 A2 @A AHEEE Aolgta FS5EH X F
2h o] 749 Aot FHA 7ol A= SNS H=
6.1 o174} =9 o] 72 AOlE HigHt 2 AW EE HolX
o B4 A 388 & A|E YiE
AXNZY A2 AEHE v E 3 7= Bt} 2z AEWEES Bo H2be FEHoZT
A|E S gz} glo|A&e] glg F VA B AR HA. o] 3 Ho|2E dZFe ¢ AA
A A AAZY] AEHETL F3tE s &0 29 ARE 3st= Adko] YA T Fa Abo)
T AU o= A5 A Z AdNkE AEHERZ B E =7 vugds e $424Q0 AAHEY 34
ol A PA-FAGH A= g o] Al 2ol 7+ S Ffjsl= £ 02 7]20# rial o]

< 2e 7P & 5717 AN A Adolge T)E
A A3 (Wu and Atkin, 2017)7} SNS2] A}3] %
Aozt SNS 54 dtollA & HEe Ao
A ofldst A

2 Helth JAH Aol M= Hibel

T

I gEA 74 A|E dEhng 2 AEMES
Hledl, SNS HZo] oo Het PN
71R1g Zlolgly] Hupe e =Fo] o]Fold
moll = IA]F 2H-le} A7} 7 Ale] Eo] Bl

[SRe Rt g = A 0’8‘ ﬂ

2 ARG 34 A4, 34 A% 3 NET}
H 'L, #4 A4, 74 A 9 Nert o A
< ANE AT 5 Aok

F712 A" AEUE 4RSS AR
A AdE AEY 3 fAE B Holak
F2g 29 ASA AERET S8 e A=
TH AERE 2H4 0] Srkshe 2ls = 4 3l
o =, E2E AGATE ARSA ol fE AR
= AAE 3H Aol d2NE S5
= Aelth 2y 34 Mgke] B o At
S5 AHHE a%E s 5 §la 2280 44
AZE ER10) A3 AN ZE AN Bl
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Fola QgL v, = A 714o) A
HlZel 3¢ ANATI A 1 Fe) 44R7)
92 Aol A AT dAEe ki 34
Aol 91 9FS 9 o|F AXFke Aol
A7 5 Tk WHE 2R o] A
9l 22 ANRS W $H dFo] B
B9E T8 AT Bo] AHINA ge ¥
BH PR FL ANDS B2 BT o
mhs 92e) digel A AR A4 AAE A4
A} 19] Zo] ol)7] w o] FgHel 74e)
922 971 W FARA Qe Aole A2
2 % 9Tk o7)A F2E A 94 Sz
sols% 9Ee B4 Aol Yol 297 33
urhs 344 248 Sshs 2] an, of
9 AR TaE 2 AL R 22
AN g 4 ok Aol of

et AN A TY o
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The Amplifying Aspects of SNS Comments:
An Exploratory Study through the Sentiment Comparison
between News Site Comments and SNS Comments

Jinyoung Min"

Abstract

The information on SNS, which is created by the forms of postings and comments, is being magnified
and redistributed to news media expanding its impacts on real words. This amplifying effects of SNS
comments have been increasingly discussed but there still lacks the answers for which dimensions of
information is magnified, and what affects the direction and the degree of the amplification. This study,
therefore, explores the detailed dimensions that are magnified by SNS comments and how SNS posting
structure and social network characteristics affect them by using sentiment analysis. By analyzing 2,378
Facebook postings and news articles and their 26,312 SNS and 74,730 news site comments, this study
shows that SNS comments magnify the sentiments of the posting articles they are attached to. In comparison
to news site comments, SNS comments magnify the cognitive and social dimensions more than the news
site comments. In the affective dimension, they tend to magnify only the positive emotion more than
news site comments. Also, the findings reveal that whether the article in the posting is written by the
posting owner affects the degree of amplification when the comments are remained positive or switched
positive, while the opposite determines the amplification when comments remain negatively, suggesting
that the user relationship in social network is the important factor that affects the direction and the degree
of the information amplification in SNS.
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