rSI=AEIEh H60R AM2E (2026'), pp. 119~158  https://doi.org/10.21562/kjs.2026.05.60.2.119
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. A&

Aol ofolzo] 22 F3} HAEE tistsh= A2 SAZ el ne,
oS EuA AR =a JA Tedk AdlA ol E do] AR FE9] Tl
i ok k=52 AR](2024) ] A WER, Ad]le] AE F HE S HlaE
2l YFo A9 & Aelthe S5l 70% oY AEE =do] HE olfl 3
o] €] “Jré]&:— =tk oJE R YT ofo|ES e 2oy {39 AlFAL of
e} 4783 53] tHI?:]l:ﬂ]— TY3 77t RaE e SARE QMshes FEke Btk
TR 5 Aolloh 22 AR d9ut AR dEl] tieiAE W BE-S sl
THKang and Park, 2022). o}o]& ## =2 AAn|to|e} 221 AFUEE 7
FrobH whEA] ke o, GARzte] gk vlaat Hk s aqtek 25, A|A| 23
ZE WS BRIt o]X Y ololE =k B AR tigk thEe] IAF
Hhgoll 12718, A 7ol &4 B7PF 221 3Rl oA 22
SEEFE =S RoF= AlElr & 4 Ati(Aitchison and Meckled-Garcia, 2021;
Forestal, 2024; Hier, 2008; Ivaturi and Chua, 2019; Rost, Stahel, and Frey, 2016;
Williams, 2007).
7|E ATEL YT =7 S AHshe AR A ot 2EL] A, =3
A= T = U= MR A 2 53] YTHAhn and Lin,
2019; Lee, Chang, and Einwiller, 2020; Rifon, Jiang, and Wu, 2023). ©|#gF A
< ojd tido] § HIFY] 424, 52 oW &Rt ¥ e vkeseAlE
Ash= o &8ttt ey 2 ofolE =] 8 FEAC] 28kl IR

olBST Qg 2utel FYPFS] TR £Ho] ol whe FT £94E
of gl Bel MEEAE FE3 AP R Lol FUH =T FES

FUR AIoleh SEPE WEA B ne P v
I A, dspAte] Ad7EsAdoll whet AdolsiAl 221E 4 B (Cho and Kwon,
2015; Friedman and Resnick, 2001; Moore, Fredheim, Wyss, and Beste, 2021). t}
A DAY ExrelA YERRE v ko] 7 wheL Ajele] dvn 2
golv 54 ARe] A mRt Sedsr|R, EFHE 3 ofgfollA o] FoA=
A3A Fagge] 4HEZ oldd Havl IthRosner and Krimer, 2016;
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lo
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Vilanova, Beria, Costa, and Koller, 2017).

B AT olHe EAIY A FHEted, Alo|H ofolE:e] ARSIF E=ghol
%E}C’J HEgo] U] Ak Tl wet ol9A DeAEAE AFHCE
A% o7)A AE7Fe S Ted] AT HRE Sk Zlo] ofdE, TS
A WHEH o2 QA E I W] 7|Eo] rAE JFeAdS Eshs Jidolt
o] THNA HH, 2Rl = FE| A WS AR Aol iRl
A SJaiATt A= E, EEC] AFshs AHrFsAE Aoloks A AA
o= AAd F ok

ol 93l £ AFe Il HAdl 22l AFUE sk syl HARlAbel=
(DCinside)®] oolE ¥4 AejglE £49] Fo= A=tk HARIAIEY] olol&
A= ofolE =Tl ik 2Rl Hkgo] FYFHOoE HEHT IR TAl,
189 fEHelghe AR TE o] o] FETE oA AErbsA e A
ol& ?ﬁﬁi H] m}ﬂ o Agsitt. 1HYL FLE JulYH ARS 7Rl R
WHEA O 2 A¥E ThsAdo] 2 B, e 2
o] OIA]ZJQE 7‘:1—0:]—3].._ H]—/\lo]o]/q %g]__,] }(]d\_/ﬂjl,]_ _il_x% 7]#_/%10] /x]-]:ﬂx—l
th 2 d7e 189S freHs ©egk o8t Ao Apolrt opuzy, s}
& 3 3‘5‘1]' Aol A=y} GeAlE A AL Ato|& ols|git.
A Aol mEH ARSAE A &Fo] FAEHIL FHE & e 209 1
3H F2 o] 013% 204 MZ T8 gx8 P55 B 7FsAol EthE<E
A% 2018; 3 3Fol LTt 2025). 1Y HolA YAt =] 1Y/ HEY
v FREY AE7FsA Aok ek 7 T2k DA £ FE o9A
AafetAY Aekeh=AlE B0l Asieh (53], 2023; A, 2014;
78, 2005; FAA, 2020; FE3E-ol 2, 2025). F, HARIMCIES LT
FUE WiellA A87bsge] 2polzt 243 39 JA3 9ol o' zfolE 7k
EEAE v F A Aotk
TAZH R B AF= Aolge] A5 T80l adno], 271l

UEE TACE AZAE7] AZRE A, E}L B4 ools =
FTEIE = ol Boh s Uehbs 24 o] F Alo]R olo]EE TR
A4S g3t o] & ffsf HAQIALel= 577) AejelddlA Pa=HES Tl
gk 714,77871] ANES 4] SR okth WA KcELECTRA 74k
Y H2E £77|8 283t AEA =23 R AAE 122,277 A
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ol HFT 4 HolHAMoRE FEIIth S siE V‘]Eoﬂ KOTE(Korean
Online That-gul Emotions)& 2-83td 7+ AAI &S] A5 7+ 55 4HEshal, o
= H].El_i 71—x—1 u]—zﬂ: er 7}_17___2_ g_gh‘;} 71] ;\] _c‘q 7111-/\ V3l :‘F_é_ :[L/H O]—ﬁEHJeon
Lee, and Kim, 2022). ©]& AAE 2421 o 2(2AGY/F5Y), S 287}

LA ez A EYWss AAsly, 3w EAHSE 2l g ARAL
3l AP Aot ANE B4 Heof ol AE AR @56—}91

1314 %E%H l E}E} oletA Ueh =A% %771] Abw Et.

A A 7R E ANE F Atk AR, AolF o}o
S RIS I #EEo] o} 22l FEANA = 9EY
A wgo] 2AEE JHo= AT X, aAYY fsYe Aol U
gk o] g2} Adelo] ofe} FYETo] A=t AHrFsA] Aol Fpotgho 24

oo L
filo rlr
et

rr

e

2

Welol] kel W w1 g AY Pk Lokl gy EHo| MXE 3T 3
Moz HEFTE A, thFR G2E ARt deld )N BHELE AFs] of
oF 7 ATE T AAH AU A= gelA g
I AY9T HE
1. HORY Olo}S =2i0|] =S J|chet 3% Tt
A2l = o] U A A 272 el B A ABEsal

g4 39 A+ ol J’W = /‘}3@]@/\1 10*]‘9}9] BRE =H HE EBQh )

= dral] $kom(Cohen, 2019; Critcher, 2008; 2009), < A7
E2 vhgo] 22l S dig, S, A, AfEst 22 A A2
<= &9 ™ ““}Eﬂ] b F Id5S HoFETHHaugh, 2022; Lageson and
Maruna, 2018). 3 E83 de-S AHAE ARl thaf b= An|Ap7} KHol=
v} 2|2 A3 gL A 77t AA &nlel g7t Ao e dsiAl 2
53S AlARIHKang and Park, 2022; Lee and Abidin, 2024).
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FE

Aol olol B 3 Adjel WF WAAE B3] Be £
A Belel ool Hol Sk o) 5e @A Al TR 0 AEAS ol A
AA, T8, 4] J0E Ralus 24 Aue gom(eAA, 2012), ol
S| Yoy} mwke ARl Afey| R Fue] AW ALY B oful
£ Aoz 98l ATHDGA- 150, 2015). EF ol EL 7j2l
Aol EgRto R anlEE EA R, FE8 A7Ive, 993, Dol
A& 2%, FA oluA|e] KA fAY) WA aTEE BEE AEoR 74
o] gt} o] wRol ololEL ST BHe HFol} HER L] FEoT HE

A e A4 sk A 9, Al el WA, W chel Bl Aoz

9% 7ltjs} o)

(]

o

mlm

b

-
rlr
AN [‘_‘r]‘.
HU

el Qlo] lt7l<>l~— ol tiFo] oA Wh-gsh=Aet Bdste, 71E
OFE|2ES AW, 4, AL B2 =do) whgsle AnR|Rke] &40
$THAIn and Lin, 2019; Lee et al., 2020; Rifon et al., 2023). °]2]3F H
el B naer] A4, &2 o 24 tiFe] Hkge] Al

o= d f8sith 18y =do] AAE 2 SibEe 28]l 33t
83 11 QbollA BEgo] ofd 7HAA FAom FEEHEA| tsiAe
8] AdietA] Zoh 28Rl FXolA ofolE =k 3, WA
2, HEE S TR A AR gE ARI6AM s 3ee A
Hr, 7 vk GA] g o s FHsA] et
= WY A7 T8 AKE AT 2] EHE SA00A
o] Bl L3tEEA, QA ARAARE ofzt WA W, BAL
HaAl 5 TR 92t U3 ool #edstAl H3U7] ol thAbd-Rahim,
2019; Duffett, 2013; King-O’Riain, 2021; Lee, Tak, Kwak, and Lim, 2020). 53|
=8 A A A, 25, v, dW 87 AR AfEe 2 BAA Ho o
o] Askd 4 glom, ol v Ay EE EHEE =ofdkke HHE 7RG
(Aburime, 2022; Click, 2019; Gray, 2003; 2007; Wang and Ge, 2023). ©]&|3F 9
2ol A Aol ofo]E = TUe e whgolgr|Hth ARE TE 93X
ARl A thed BE FUOE olsF 4 Utk

ST AolF ofolE =Te B THA S|t YFHE A S, Bt
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Hlgl, TAel QrElo] 3 Ajslahe elel BEe] Aolth of mjRe] =g
g w2 54 Anel S0 AIole] 4Pk s Ayslsle ot 239
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SERIGINY g Y, BF, WA, AFEE AR B2A Sass o]

ok w3 WA AW FQ =g ofg BAY Aol E2u ARE Fa) AE

Al EHUAY, BB AW o7t T 2BEE @k o] BgelA] 2R

Bk WEAo R S 54 A tid S5 gl FuHow s
=

2 g Atk F AT olEid el 2ERl XY w2 S 7)E T
oA FA Hde] FuE WA F JS5S AHE hth(Favarel-Garrigues,
Tanner, and Trottier, 2020; Haugh, 2022; Trottier, 2017).

21 FxelA FAZA FHlo] Ashe e thEd 89l ket shies Aol
A o e et Aoyt A&A A EelE AdejollA o
S g Q7] wiEell, Aphle] Hlo] o] A Hol v FEFS Ao E d
IS A EIA-ol=7]- 149, 2009; Kim, Ellithorpe, and Burt, 2023;
Zimmerman and Ybarra, 2016). ©]213F A o] vl =& &3} e

1% F38E Boh A 83t BE 22k g A (online disinhibition) =
o9l% gketol QITHChristopherson, 2007; Lapidot-Lefler and Barak, 2012; Suler,
2004). =211 294 == YAY A o]gak=e] o o fA HuiH vk
& HolAY vty S4S FEe=AE AWk ol f&sith

Ty Al a3E TRl AAY ofsiv 344 SVEERE olslise A

A L A LIt Thssithe oA JiQle] MY
of 2 45282 8l ARrUEY S9EF LY R
o7 % Bttt wEbA 28]l FEHE BAY o 8%
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o] ol st 543 1A E?ﬂ% HHESH= *}9‘4;‘* fﬁﬁi olafsh=
B AT Ao o A8 o] RobdsE Folapt o 7 &
of © sl ALE 1, 1 A Jd el tid w27 AskE = 9
CHAIA - 2747814, 2011; Postmes, Spears, Sakhel, and de Groot, 2001;

oo o
au)
ol
il—'t_,
o,

Mo r
f
2
AN

Reicher, Spears, and Postmes, 1995).
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rlr

B ATe 28Rl =9 A G4k AHshr] flal, B dukEg SE3E
o] Algsh= AH7FsA L Aolol] FHITE W 22l AFUEE o] &xke]
3Pt A 71553, WA o R QIAEHM, A SEd AAE F USAE AR
th2A] AAg) o]Hd LR WA} Aale] wlo] o]F ;A LoflA] oA
71951 A4k ¢ JeEA, 2 O ) o' B HlE-S Frdlok she
A5 FAsh= o] Y& FHGillespie, 2010; Treem and Leonardi, 2013). &7}
S0l =2 SA0lAME Wt 71855 F2E ThsAde] A7) wiEel Aol
=57 i) ok wha AEvEsAdo] W Sl A= EEke] ALS]A W)
go] iAo m FolE0], =1 FHoA FfEE o] o A Aol A3 3
B2 222 7IsAo] AtkFriedman and Resnick, 2001; Moore et al., 2021). &
ATE FYI m=eolgks o] Ao mEt AlAEY] A ol 2Rk 4 vk
Aol 5311, o]F dARIAtel=e] 1Y/ fEY T2E 53 HEIT

3. CIAIRIAOIES| 0f et ABIFsE9| 2{0]

b wolE FE, Lelel = 9ol A e olala] et 5
U AOlE offl AWIFsH T ool A W} o] TN AT RET

U= TAA Aol Fasith HAQIAle|Ex o7t AT F2ld Fitsh= Akl
ok gARIKelEE FEE AFUE Wil ‘A4 I feY olgke AR bE
o BAS FASIAL o, F A2 wskate] AdrbsAdd 715 A A
oA ZpolE HIITE 1YL 3 7 & 2RSS F& 54 Jude ASH
° 7 ARSI ZE 7]Fo] FAEE otk W fede 291 AA} glo]
ANECIY dES sk WAl oE, A Aol met "o o’ B did 2
oAl Abdoel] A% 718 Yugdog FAE) <Figure 1> HAJIAR| = 72
ol AXE 2EAe] ID7} oA BAHEAE HeAEth a8Ye] A5 5
g JulYds Bl AdAe] EES vEAHORE QAT ¢ e B, f59e] 4
T FYS F77F A o] &AlA T2 7] wiEel NE AdAte] wlkE
A&Hog Ads) Hetshr] ol o]lAY FLE ARUE ollA A= & F
o] AdrbsAdo]l MEITHE A2, HARIKCIES o] W29 zjo7} T &
ol mxE Faks AR AHg o= v
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<Figure 1> The Example of Fixed/Ephemeral Case

s s 220 4y z3
“uz @ =THE 2EHE O[0|X] M5 AT ofjZ2F 5t ZEOY 27 A%t 26/01/26

o () [HIALAEIR) 2ol 2EHE B0l B2 Re w22, o)EL 24 26401/27

() 2E3uT T =3 eax 280123

27 @ EEEEDC EXE 22| 710|C mmEE DCEAZE 16.05.08 34405 127
27 @ 22E A Zejg o] oy 29t 150602 23217 S0
345011 CaZH3I? oo 10:14 23 0
345010 S70|2F OtE AlH? 22y 01.28 655 0
345007 OfF ¥ ztojg 22y 01.27 43 4
345006 (3 ST OX|Of BAS HmD co 01.27 516 19
345002 oforeh o0 01.26 451 1
345001 LEHE 302 ENE 01.26 439 1
345000 WED X ID7 co 01.26 7 0
344099 ) LESE =30 oo 01.26 433 10
344998 ZIXE HTNY SOHZAT 222 RE 3
344997 2C| X3 #=g co 01.25 468 0
344006 () 27|= YorM JHSE of7| ot5t=o| Sy 01.24 684 16
344994 OE =0 2Tl 00 0124 638 3
344903 () B0 HSE0|M FRZOIY = AHEIH0F 00 01.23 937 19
344992 QIEFSHY =FFEA|ID| co 01.23 34 3

Source: Dcinside MONSTA X Gallery

OAIQIALe| = 9] o]2]3t 2= TAIQIAL| =R o 2] 291 fdelehr| i, &
2l AFUEZF A 3 Bejgkes 7 878 AT
=2 R oled 4 Utk oo el FHES B S Fal
2 FAE sl&sh= 3, BHE Fojztel] gk #ejet 34 Ths AR A FAIR
ok AgAT JA] o7t A e AErbsAde] alo|rt WY, AEAE
2L, AFUE HE fiAleL 8 A S = T Ao AL ehAAR:
A8, 2014; 234, 2009; &3} o]29F, 2025; Treem and Leonardi, 2013). &
] AR 0|23} 725 T dT752 g9 759 Aol oo s} A
F32HE RS 28] e § e HoF(EER- 743 2018; Friedman
and Resnick, 2001).

ojg|gt =7} AAtslE e 2ERICA AREE 24 9 AtolE TH]Y
AR FALOE s R, SEEe] AlEete AHrFs A 1ol mE AL
2 H-g 29| zto|l2 Adwd vt vk Aotk HAIRIAbe B0l 1YL
WA Feagat FAE gio] EAsteg, FUT =] tejA s L} o
A Hol mA FFE 12T o] AHHoE Atk v fsde Al
o] A&Ao] vkl AH7FsAdo] ofstR®E, el FHlEE 3 &Holuy BA

olr

™

-]

d

o

o



BYF PSS =2 B 24 127

2 AAE iR es d Fatity mabs A3 =wolgte fsY AlAlECdA
+ 4 ®do] B} AxZ ol A3 FHE YR 7sAdol Aok

ot o]2fdk A3t BE =elA Y3 A2 vehdtal BY)e ok
&e] A wet s W AErbsAol O AetAl Asdte 210] Us
7] wZoltk. oAt HAIALSZA LAA Y 1 sajo] gA dels ARbelA=
AR o Fo] BatET T 9 E S siA Aol WA EAE] gk o] A
oA e ot ~E Q] Wlolut d97F B4 AAF JF e Al 119G FA o
2 Y, 23R ARrUEAA wEA AskE A 3 =4 AstE 7sA
o] Ati(Park, Lee, Ryu, and Hahn, 2015; Samosir and Wee, 2023). =3+ T}
TEEE 7IWe 2 s Aol 1w SN, 54 WY = B3 ARl
gk FA7E g ARSlel] tigh FEolv A, 2 APEA EEE siME Ths
4% ZARITHAhn and Lin, 2019). o3+ F3 9] =dholA= dste] AQla) i
H-go] e 5y SN O AF2Q 24 Fdo] yehd =

A Aol AHstE = = FolAx AH7Fsdo Atol= o 5'-71] s
& Ak W Abele] B, F2 AAghE ofo]EY AR 4AE S

A Al R otk 7ﬂ7417} Nl EEE AR AR Bk

rr

F}f

_I
\

(¢

o} ‘ol FHol| A A7 WA 232%7] i Abd-Rahim, 2019). ©] ¢ ¥
27Fsd-E Q1A A s %T—: A, o] Ffahes S A

bg
o e Ao} Hwe] Baro] Aridow 2] W, Ay A}
213 a4 Mo} 28, B4 74 REL N AHH e =ed A
o) Qlek. olelF wolF nlgoR B AT gow) 2o e AN

H1 7349 AAE2 28 ANzl Bl =2 H20iM o $2 244 §
=l Zio|ct,

H2. 7SE ANES| 2 E 5l k= w1 oiiAdo|ut EE FRlgo| MHst
&= =2 RYM o A HEl

i

Zio|ct.
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I A&} HHe

Ak gAlRIALel == 2023 71 =HI] EHE &9 49, oF 29 34115 &
< 71ES0 A, YT WEA S 3,031,113, 3HE HE AAE S 882,2607
o ol2& Ao R AHA JTHEANZ, 2023). T L8 AO|EE A|95tH =+
WolA 7 & R 221l ARUE 7kt sholth HAljlAtel Bl £
FAG S AR 49 A g sl AFUEZE EAlsH, FeAte
A7 AR Ff, A, AA, v, 2% 5 USS §39 dslE ALt A4
2 HARIAtelE Aejels o] 8AE Atolo] 443k froiihs dAshs 3R &
Ao, Ahdolu Adke atolof whet 9A AT ZE, TEO| RIS Y=
Aog 715 FThES3], 2023; ¥ HPEE, 2006, F7EA, 2005, A,
2020; 1A, 2016).

B AFoA i ofolEY AE =g g ofolEo] =Tke| slsAto| A
L, A4 =T SUAY e AR A EEE ARIoR AT T
Al g, GARE @A) AL i JER AFEE A9, 2% 87 2810 os)
sA 02 AFH AR, e AR 3R] A= B4 tidelA AlLEa

~

A72025)¢F F==AESAFIATHY 713L3(2003) FHaLst ooz AltE
SAATE 3k 24T o] % Alo]F ofo]ERHE A tiFo R ATk Aol
F A FEE FAH A= BREIEG o9 A7), vde] {5 37, d 23
W2 e WE P 5 THHOE WS i HE A TR gTh £ A
T A 24t o] F olo|lE& HF 7|FEOE AL ol o] AZIRE Aol o}l
5 S dFd Hao] 22l ARUE e FRE o]8AE] A&A AN,
A=, T Al AAS Fl wEA SE 7R AREY] delth
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1, o] &AF=S] Hrlel A whgo] 2Ej] FECE FAHH, A A8 HEu
ZYE PSS 53 FEHE S HQltNakamura, Nishimoto, Sakata, and
Asatani, 2025). WEHA 24t o] % ofo]EL 28Rl AFUE Wk o8 FAH 13

2 kel 725 EAskEe 2 A7 2419l A3 tidelztar & 4 9L
TAZHCE AolF AtjEelA === mvo] 75 S8, WY 23] 4, <]
e FF 55 7 st 24, 2,54, 34T, 44t 2 F28kdet 2,54t
= 241t ok 3AIT) Abolo] 7| ko 2, 2010 2uke Asto] 24T ] A
2kl F2E st E SNSeF 2211 AU E IRk Y ko] HASHH
AHIE 23 4Ad= 2018 o]F 22 ZHE dagE 7N F4kh N’\]
A%, 2=A WY SAIA0] BS sk A7) Hee 2 Aottt
ol2]gt 7|zl wt XA Aol ofelE Td 737 Aele] 7hH 2A41th ]—?— ofo]
| 5770 B E HF A tdes AASATHFE9 <Appendix 1>

ool Tl et oA o|e @ §7 Solq B4 Aol iak Auy} w2 «3s)

FFI

\_
1_.

AAE A E wRow 2} ololE Aol EE 13 BeE ae] BAYs

TS AR H, A ARE 1271 F3oE Rtk =g Agglnitt xfol=
Ao, A= =who] TG AHFE oF 15Y 5% #H ool tiFk AFol
A&EE s gRlsta sF 71k AXE T HAUE AR AXE
F& Python®| BeautifulSoup®} Selenium o] BEg]E &85l A2t ¢ I &
HE B o)FojFon, 57/ AHYNA F 714,77872] HAEE FR3I9T
A o]F TFBARY AN otelE ] MTE FAsk] 28l 48, &5

@, Al T2, AFAF A A5 T V1R ARE HERE £t B dolEuo]

\

AT

oft

28 75

WA TEY T 2E =A T AYS FAHOE 9F V7 ANES TRHO
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{Table 1> The Variable Lists

Panel A. mean std min max
Sex(d) (male=0, female=1) 0.3 0.46 0 1
Foreigner (%) 0.04 0.13 0 1
Type(d) (solo=0, group=1) 0.72 0.45 0 1
Stock market(d) (listed=1, not-listed=0) 0.38 0.49 0 1
Anonymous(d) (fixed=0, ephemeral=1) 0.7 04 0 1
Panel B. Idol Generation n %

2" Generation 15,505  12.68

2.5"™ Generation 25,016  20.46

3" Generation 59,925 49.01

4™ Generation 21,831  17.85

STk 5770 Aol A £33 714,778719] AAES BT Aol 2F BRI
e BUHOE ofy, o} 2 Mol Hr] Mol MMF ARUE YrES

AA=A BAz= dod= SAE 7] szl deld 76 A B/ 7THES A8
STk

s B EPEE KCELECTRAS AHESIIATHAIM 24173, 2024; o] 9+t
1. 735-2], 2023; Clark, Luong, Le, and Manning, 2020; Yoo, Lee, Song, and
Jeong, 2023). £ A7} KcELECTRA 7|9t A =35 /7S AHSS olfis =
o /g o] e A AL ofdel, thf R S¥ 2~of WHE A 85 =
HHA Y o]z &7 FHAo7] WZolth o]HF A= o] 2E]l g B
2ol 71gel Shsd 7 Edo] o5 AT At A& STl AT e,
R HE- &0l 37] WFo] WM AFUE H2ES A ow AEske to
St i

BER71E A4 23 2~0 H8317]el A, £ AFE YAt EollA A9 &
F=3 9 2-E dlold 102170 tial] 798¢] Zu7} =9 BeEmdE oqRs 34
g FHIY ARE FEIAATE AA BEE S8 BES Tl A AE 70%(715
), AZE AE 15%(15371), B7F AE 15%(1537) 2 Utk FHEd 71& =
& HH AAES 28571TE EH MEE B g, AF AEE Ss
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83159y HrE AE 71E AE S+ 0.778, macro F1-2 0.732, weighted F1-&
0.7812 YEephgton, =2 #H F 29| precision 0.596, recall 0.651, F1-
0.622%thD o] % S58 B/R7IE A 714,77879] AAEel A8 Ay}, HF
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o= 122,27771(17.4%)°] =& #A AAEZE AEEHJTE HAIRIA|E 7T
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{Table 2)> Statistics of Sentiment Analysis Depending on Controversies

Fixed  Ephemeral Mean Mean Mean Diff.
Type Accounts  Accounts Coc) ([Bhsis) (Ephemeral t-value
(N) (N) p Fixed)
Fandom Conflict
- = 131  -0.12 -0.4 -0.370%** 15,
@Y 2 730 513 0.125 0.495 0.370 5.859
Political/
Social Statements 800 5435 -0.207 -0.458  -0.251%*%*% 12.144
(BAARA WD)
Attitude
(A% =ah 5001 11231  -0.14 -0.376  -0.235%*%* 24.604
Agency/
Member Conflict 2906 25227 -0.159 -0.391 -0.232%*%*  20.168
(&SAh B3
Intellectual Property
(A2 A 3002 7421  -0.142 -0.358 -0.217%%*  17.543
School Violence/
Assault 1788 1185 -0.055 -0.272  -0.216*** 10.083
(GaZEy)
Dating/Romance ) ) ) -
(Golold 2A) 5178 23991 0.17 0.327 0.158 18.345
Sexual Misconduct
(4 B A7) 1904 6363 -0.208 -0.306 -0.098%%** 6.44
Military Service 592 8441 -0.388 20464 -0.077%F*  3.484
F 59
Traffic Offenses
(E2aE U 1719 2102 -0.362 -0.423  -0.061***  3.899
Public Order
(ZEAA S 308 1043 -0.355 -0.345 0.01 -0.285
Drugs/Gambling
L 362 367 -0.128 -0.067 0.062 -1.399
(SIas)

do= Fysy|En s|sish 714 AH|o] o= Ajuetstd 4 Qlti(Phillips,
2015; Sykes and Matza, 2017). etx 54 Aol dup Foigybee, 1410
ZAFUE WielA ofd 2o g siME i LHE=rE AAl AlXEe] 2 W
S 7lEE F8%F 2o @ 4 9t
IAYR fF5Y 1P Ht Zport AAoE A vEpd HE= Y s, A
AN A B, B =, A5V B3) AN, S E/E e ol
olF WFoME EF 1AHAYEY a4 A A7t FolshAl WA vt
g 25, AAARRE B, &SR ESls ALY AR AR ofuzt
7A] dolu Fek Ao o] 3 AHstE7] Atk HollA AEr7sA el
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g zpolE dMeks vl Fostth AAARE A B B A wHo] SR
THA ALY EAZ AgEr] ga, AY D52 g W] BAel A
A77F AR R o2 F2HE dYolH, A5 B3k WEo] Zdis) & '
Aoy F&A AARE ETe ARIORE glolsald 4= Qlth o] 48 =g 3ol
upe} APe) ARSlA o7} thE2 A 73] Wil Fe] WA xto] QA BE
oA FYsAl UdehtA] il 54 F3elA B ZA =dd 5 Aok
<Table 2>°ll4 ERlE= A H9 Aol Al AAEol s E3te] o=
HIFe] A3, e AAS] 74 o] Aol= vehdth 53] FAAKSA T,
WY 25, 25 B3l 14YH f599] B Apol7t iAo g A v
it HFE, ofgf AlElE oldd ztolrt Al HEA Audt WA o seue
A& BoFETh WA XS A T £ ddoly o)yt ZukE A A
2] BAE A7) 4L WMFoltk o] g 1YL LI} FHEIL F4E
7FedE st B8-S 2ET f<lo] A s <>
HlE ofgfollA H}p HAolx AR Hrls w2
Resnick, 2001; Reicher et al., 1995). 24| AlEdHE #-5
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S35 (A7) vl o] 7AA ekett & olsvist &3

A ohA] mEehA E W o] [CTIA7] I A= 2 EXO, fra4,
Blofs =] 23 A -0.86
E3],
7he}, 149,

4 A4~ -0.08

¢

“seo] 7R SR Tt vl Ak A4 ol
olife] Aol ) HRS Eo)E ] 2

olAE AR T M= A dde] HHAel, WY deolMe A
Z3Ae AREL S BdtilAe ) AL Ao xEo] e
2 FEHAA el th T 23l <Table 2>9M UYehde= Alols Bedt w314
o] Apololl IAA il LI =& Feld Hre} vjdo] Ayl wet
MZ e A4 ooz 24d o ee HoEth

<Figure 2>+ ©|2|’t Hvt A Haeo] Apol7h Al 278 WMo FAolM %
Al Heh=A1E HolEt KOTES 2 AlAlEdl sl &2 2 57} E/\l°ﬂ
AT F e AAE ZHE FES SRR, <Figure 2>+ 1Y #

Y AAEe Aol7} ©<es] Ao Fal vl AR @Al of| 7 el }\o]'
A BE 2|2 FAHHSAE I sierh 24 23, e AXEelAs
G E YA)ELY Ay S/HL A /et 22 B A o
Zd%e] FAHAT. ol frsd AAEol A Al
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<Figure 2> Heatmap of Differences in Sentiment Distributions Across Controversy
Categories(Fixed vs. Ephemeral)
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= RIS FEES HHA v 2
8 Lo, TAUE W ALt AN AT o PhE Y THE 0 4
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of Q&g AT

2. 22101 AIRIISA0| T2 2y 40| 1t

<Table 3> ANEe] 24 W5E SHUFR slo] o] PAHEY LAY,
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Solth, £ AT (1) ololE B4 Fol P4 T /1R B, Q) = F9
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IAFEINE IR B, (3) Fof WAH =T 739 dEAsYde 29T Y,
4) ololE TAHEHNE ZIF =

Model 4= ZA#g] £9)7], A
7] ol e 0|84 BATOEA, %%‘ ool = IHTOM Yep = 744
lol& Bt By o 347 Zlo|v) w3k 7

£ AR A8l YAXE 055 AES tiet @#9} UA ‘l—EE— @%6‘}74
A FES Akl AT dikk Al disii s FYe £48 s}
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{Table 3> Regression of Sentiment Scores in Controversy-Related Discussions

@ (©) 3) (G)
Coef SE Coef S.E Coef S.E Coef S.E
Sex(d) 0.002 0.034 0.024 0.039 0.022 0.037 0.004 0.013
Type(d) -0.080* 0.035 -0.056 0.039 -0.063 0.036 -0.122%** (0.008
Foreigner(d) 0.111 0.106 0.124 0.121 0.117 0.123  -0.068* 0.031

Stock market(d) 0.105*** 0.024 0.084** 0.027 0.090** 0.028 0.061*** 0.010
Generation(ref. 2"

2.5™ generation 0.059 0.035 0.124* 0.049 0.120** 0.046 0.011 0.016

3" generation -0.056 0.045 -0.022 0.055 -0.023 0.053 -0.053*** 0.014

4™ generation -0.054 0.047 -0.036 0.053 -0.040 0.053 0.017 0.013
Anonymous(d) -0.184*** (0.028-0.162*** 0.028 -0.133** 0.047 -0.127* 0.054
Controversy FE No Yes Yes Yes
anonymxControversy No No Yes Yes
Artist FE No No No Yes
Constant -0.152%** -0.173%** -0.192%** 0.046
Log likelihood -95884 -95247 -95090 -93360
Adjusted R? 0.03 0.04 0.05 0.07

N=122,277, (d): dummy variable
Note: *p<.01, **p<.05, ***p<.001; Models 1 and 2 estimate the average association between
anonymity and sentiment, whereas Models 3 and 4 examine whether this association varies

across controversy categories through interaction terms.

B4 A3 2 2goA Fo] ¥4 M4 (Anonymous)= o) AFE R
BARCE ol ol HREoRE {54 AXrlEe] 1AY H]A]EEE]’ =]
3 el B e ovgth o Model 13 Model 29| Al
= I FEAe-S TFSHA] B BEA FEE olBE, feydd 7

A Abole] Htz JAE BHAF= 202 4T 5 Utk v Model 334
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Model 4= o] WA =8 F39] HJoae3ds TISIEE, o] RFA
Anonymous®] T AlFE 71E WA AHE o3t meba] FoAE B
o] A A = 3 TaHAE AT <Figure 3> THOE o] Fojd
a7} AUk

SARSele] BAE AvEd, J4Pe Avkzon folskA] U, £2/IF

AR, o)) Mg, A ol% Al WA AR 2Rl AT folaiA Yeptt. of
= ojolEel S Bo] 4 Beh URE BAL A 5 UL AN,
[e)

1 mHE QAR Uee BelEth B3 Al Wt walo) whe) W)
frelAde] Debaid, ol Al AAle) TAE Efer)nck 2 Arjel A ofd A}
o] WEALR EABHAEAT 24 Aol WAl O a3 JP MHe

754 AlARREE 289 adjusted R*E Model 19] 0.03914 Model 42] 0.07%
ettt ol 37 Wt 1 aRE X33 myo] 4 Mol dF WES
O 23kl e BAFAT, & A7 siae AW 7] ARG f5Y
A W = 38 2R a9 2HE Fo
O50H = §30 mEt e 83te] JdF] 719 R ofgA GEiA|
=712 <Figure 3>& olol& TAEAE EFZF Model 45 7|02, = 32
59 EAE 95% A= 7R3 IA AlAERE Aot} &, FEAE By 4

A5 v R 7 =3 foA 54
4 olH zlo]E Hol=AE xH 3% Aojth
B4 A3, f5Y 8 =9 73
A, Ay 45, 5:#*}/”“31 gﬁ}oﬂﬁ %%‘4 ANES 1-Y ANERT T
W A ATE B, T Aok A A et
A= FAASA B -0.246, WY 252 -0.239, 25AYHH E3= -0.209
2 Ueht, o] Al ¥FelA fsd 237t 7P IA #EEATh v 3 B =
2WE StwEe/E TEZAA Yuk Y HFE Fvle] WEke S()o=
UERSAAITE SAIZ o0& frofakA] sttt ol 59 A3 dE4% Zo] ofY
g, = fF3d wet A719 frode] deie 20 HHs Hel
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o] A¥= oA <Table 2>014 ERIgH {3 Het zfole} HAZ 22 WE
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<Figure 3> Ephemeral Effects by Controversy Type(Based on Model 4; 95% Cls)
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of, A¥7FsAe] F7 3t A es A el 7hsol Stk

270 <Figure 3>9] A= e IS Ao As2 2H= ofsfstr|n
o}, 5] AR e fAus A=t A¢d W I P Y A e =4
Havz s 2art e HAEth ole 2ol =dol the wkeo] 7l
of Aot Abde] SAdntem AiErEY, T FUE URelM Ax=ska 4
W7hsd el Apolek At ME OE A o= 2AE T dee AR

(Cho and Kwon, 2015; Haugh, 2022; Trottier, 2017).
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Ao E A et v
A T B nje] o] nlw] AstA rd MEdlXe 29y fsd
o] frAkgE 7 BEog FHste, AErlsA e 7 A3t AA o2 AR
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= s e, =do] BASEAY HdstEr] 42 Waloz FAE of 4
7FsAe] 23 ¥ A veld & A58 AJARSHFC(Haugh, 2022; Postmes et al.,
2001; Reicher et al., 1995; Trottier, 2017). &, &9 &= Al A4 2
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<{Appendix 1> Descriptive Statistics of K-Pop Idol Galleries
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<{Appendix 2> List of Emotion Categories in KOTE Classification

Valence Interpretation Example words in the cluster
dissatisfaction (&%3/257h dissatisfied, oppose, criticize, complaint
embarrassment (F3/HA]) embarrassed, disconcerted, awkward, untoward
irritation (%) irritated, pissedoff, ridiculous
sadness (£32) sad, miss, lonely, tear
despair (2 frustrated, joys&sorrows, hurt, grief, letdown
shame (F-113]%) ashamed, humiliated
boredom (A7 %) bored, tedium, trite, dull
disappointment (QYE}/12/4") disappointed, sorry, upset, deplorable, regretful
disgust (GA/A1HE) disgusted, repulsive, dirty
shock (72} shocked, flabbergasted, passout, freakedout
reluctant (F2/%+ WZ) unwilling, denial, pressure, giveup
fear (FE/FA) fear, anxious, tense, pressed

Negative contempt (52/3.2) contempt, hatred, scorn, vilifying
guilt (FA7hH guilt, blamed, repentance, remorse
anxiety (2V4%) apprehensive, worry, threatened
distrust (&A/E4)) suspicious, doubtful, lie
anger (3Peh) anger, rage, obsessed, fury
gessepany (IHI/A71E Q) failure, miserably, extorted
laziness (F1&2) bothered, dawdling
sorrow (A1) sorrowful, mirthless, weary, sobbing, upset
fed up (AZAF) fedup, struggle, arduous, sickandtired
preposterous (10|15 dumbfounded, stunned, sttufy, enervated, WTF
compassion (&A1) pity, sadly, chockedup, heartrending
pathetic (¥H43h pathetic, belittled, stupid, impudence
exhaustion (F&/A1%) tired, peak, exhausted
admiration (Z&/4EH admiring, great, praise, compliment
happiness (35 happy, affection, valuable, hope, luck
joy (71% delight, ecstasy, love
gratitude (227} praiseworthy, commendable, favor, blessing
excitement (E71-27/21H) excited, funny
care (°PAFE caring, adore, dear

.. expectancy (71TH7) new, achieve, together, harmonious, vitality

Positive
comfort (HLFHA) comfortable, ease, cozy, cool, warm
welcome (3%9/5.9)) welcome, approval, kindness, enthusiastic
interest (A171%/84)) interested, curious
relief (QF4)/A1E) relief, trust, intimate, close
respect (£7) respect, loyal, veneration, follow, obedience
attracted (EXEHFA2/41%)) handsome, pretty, sweet, thrilled, cute, aegyo

pride (353D successful, victory, worthwhile, accomplish
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arrogance (-Z9/5A13H

arrogance, pompous, ignore, bragging, boast

surprise (E9)

astonished, startled

Neutral
realization (71E+

realize, enlightened, wakened, conviction, belief

resolute (R17&43H

resolute, determination

Note: The emotion categories were translated into Korean from the English classifications
reported in Jeon, Lee, and Kim (2022).

{Appendix 3> Regression Analysis Based on a 0.5 Threshold for Sentiment Scores

M @ &) 4
Coef SE Coef SE Coef SE Coef SE
Sex(d) 0.000 0.036 0.026 0.041 0.025 0.040 0.004 0.014
Type(d) -0.088* 0.039 -0.062 0.042  -0.070 0.039 -0.062 0.009
Foreigner(d) 0.124 0.114 0.136 0.130 0.128 0.132  -0.075* 0.035
Stock market(d) 0.114*** 0.026 0.092** 0.029 0.098** 0.030 0.067*** 0.011
Generation(ref. 2"
2.5™ generation 0.064 0.038 0.134** 0.052 0.129*%* 0.049 0.011 0.017
3 generation -0.060 0.048 -0.023 0.059  -0.025 0.057 -0.058*** 0.015
4™ generation -0.060 0.051 -0.038 0.056  -0.043 0.057 0.016 0.015
Anonymous(d) -0.197*** 0.031 -0.173*** 0.031 -0.140** 0.052 -0.135* 0.060
Controversy FE No Yes Yes Yes
AnonymxControversy No No Yes Yes
Artist FE No No No Yes
Constant -0.167%** -0.192%%* -0.214%** 0.045
Log likelihood -106940 -106323 -106167 -104506
Adjusted R? 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.07

N=122,277, (d): dummy variable

Note: *p<.01, **p<.05, ***p<001; Models 1 and 2 estimate the average association between

anonymity and sentiment, whereas Models 3 and 4 examine whether this association varies

across controversy categories through interaction terms.
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<{Appendix 4> Regression Analysis Based on Non Threshold for Sentiment Scores

M @ (€) “4)
Coef SE Coef S.E Coef SE Coef S.E
Sex(d) 0.001 0.019 0.014 0.021  0.013 0.020 0.003 0.007
Type(d) -0.042* 0.019  -0.031 0.020 -0.034 0.018 -0.066*** 0.005
Foreigner(d) 0.059 0.057 0.058 0.066 0.054 0.067 -0.042* 0.019
Stock market(d) 0.055*%*%* 0.012 0.047** 0.015 0.050** 0.016 0.041%** 0.005
Generation(ref. 2"
2.5™ generation 0.032 0.020 0.068** 0.025 0.066** 0.024 0.012 0.009
3 generation -0.023 0.025  -0.005 0.030 -0.005 0.029  -0.017* 0.008
4™ generation -0.030 0.026  -0.016 0.028 -0.017 0.028 0.013 0.008
Anonymous(d)
Controversy FE No Yes Yes Yes
AnonymxControversy No No Yes Yes
Artist FE No No No Yes
Constant -0.012 -0.029 -0.036 0.084#**
Log likelihood -13417 -12671 -12504 -10561
Adjusted R? 0.04 0.05 0.05 0.08

N=122,277, (d): dummy variable

Note: *p<.01, **p<05, ***p<001; Models 1 and 2 estimate the average association
between anonymity and sentiment, whereas Models 3 and 4 examine whether this
association varies across controversy categories through interaction terms.
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<{Appendix 5> External Robustness Check

O @
Coef S.E Coef S.E

Sex(d) -0.023 0.013 0.002 0.015
Type(d) -0.122%%* 0.010 -0.138%** 0.010
Foreigner(d) -0.152%** 0.024 -0.098* 0.038
Stock market(d) 0.096*** 0.009 0.081#** 0.012
Generation(ref. 2"

2.5™ generation -0.014 0.015 0.027 0.019

3" generation 0.061*** 0.016 -0.040%* 0.013

4™ generation 0.061*** 0.016 0.027 0.014
Anonymous(d) -0.093** 0.032 -0.173%%* 0.034
Controversy FE Yes Yes
AnonymousxControversy Yes Yes
Artist FE Yes Yes
Constant -0.486%** 0.3227%%*
Log likelihood -135652 -141746
Adjusted R? 0.03 0.03

N=122,277, (d): dummy variable
Note: For both Models 1 and 2, only the full specifications including controversy fixed
effects, AnonymousxControversy interaction terms, and artist fixed effects are reported.
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Platform Identifiability and the Sentiment of Controversy
Discourse: An Analysis of K-Pop Idol Galleries on DClnside

Seong-Gwon Cho
Sungkyunkwan University
Min-seok Gim
Sungkyunkwan University
Jae-hoon Kim
Hanyang University
Jeong-woo Koo
Sungkyunkwan University

As K-pop idols have emerged as symbolic representatives of global cultural brands,
controversies surrounding them have increasingly moved beyond entertainment news to
become objects of rapid circulation and public evaluation in online communities. In South
Korea, idols are often subject to high normative expectations, and controversies involving
them tend to generate strong sentiment-driven responses among fans and broader publics.
This study examines how platform-based differences in participation modes shape the
sentiment of controversy discourse. Focusing on DClnside, one of South Korea’s largest
online communities, this study analyzes its distinctive structure in which registered users
with persistent “fixed nicknames” and unregistered users with temporary “ephemeral
nicknames” coexist. This structure makes it possible to examine whether differences in user
identifiability are associated with the direction and intensity of sentiment in
controversy-related posts. The study collected 714,778 posts from 57 K-pop idol galleries
covering second-generation and later idols. A KcELECTRA-based classifier identified
122,277 posts directly related to social controversies, and the KOTE model was used to
construct post-level sentiment scores from fine-grained emotion probabilities. Regression
analyses controlling for idol characteristics, controversy types, and idol fixed effects show
that posts written under lower identifiability conditions have significantly lower sentiment
scores. This pattern is especially pronounced in controversies involving political or social
statements, fandom conflicts, and agency/member disputes. These findings suggest that
online controversy responses are shaped not only by event characteristics but also by
platform identifiability structures and reputational costs.

Keywords: K-pop idols, social controversy, platform identifiability, DClnside, sentiment
analysis
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