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Abstract

Background  This study empirically investigates how the logo size and layout configuration of corporate
identity (CI) on tire sidewalls, key components of Brand Visual Identity (BVI), influence CI visibility,
premium brand image, and ultimately brand preference, within the context of intensified competition in
the rapidly growing electric vehicle (EV) market.

Methods Kumbho Tire was selected as the focal case, and experimental stimuli were developed based
on two CI logo size conditions (large, small) and three layout configurations (2-part, 3-part, and 4-part).
A total of 300 domestic car owners and vehicle managers participated in an online survey in which they
evaluated CI visibility, premium brand image, and brand preference based on the presented design
stimuli.

Results Larger logo sizes significantly enhanced CI visibility and CI visibility positively influenced
brand preference via the mediation of premium brand image. However, differences in layout configuration
did not produce statistically significant effects on brand image or brand preference.

Conclusions  This study, grounded in Keller’s (1993) Brand Knowledge Structure Model, empirically
confirms that CI visibility and logo size in tire sidewall design significantly influence brand preference,
even in visually constrained product categories. These findings highlight the strategic value of CI-focused
design in high-involvement markets such as EV tires.
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1.1. 97 38 2 5
2 AFE 715 P40 vl B, BAHE 7 BT AR HAE S g AFHOR AH|A)
AAA-HAA Tox7t 22 AF LR AAH= BrolojolA HZ H7| A (Electric Vehicle, EV) A9
FAFCE Qe BHHE Ao Faio] ZFRE= wiA o F5erHGlobal Market Insights, 2025).

A el 2] 7] H(International Energy Agency, [EA)9] B iAo k2, 203097k A AA BV 55 ti4=
oF 191 4,500 diefl o]& Zo& AYH, of= AA & &3 AeF] o 7%E AR5k FRO|THIEA,

2020).

At # 3} EV AP At BV A8 Elolole ¥2 3%, SAAY BA W, 25 A4 5 57l
THOR =951 glovt, HAE 7t Aol Asigte] wet AlE A ofyet HHE A7 A4 (Brand
Visual Identlty, BVDO| 2pEsi7} daAolth, BRES AZA7]= Al 848 FAE BVIE &HA9
HAE A4} o] HHA gFE vA= HY 240 t(Wheeler & Meyerson, 2024). 53] oo
SHQ Al =g B FH, o WA, 29 Ao o] 59 29 SO s HAE 7 A1 Ao

-

ol# ¢ Bo|A|uh AA|Z &= thfel BVI 848 HAEshe 543 HAE ARYA A Wix2 7t s
Eof, ZFA gpolo] 7|4 mjFA(Michelin)> "#8l A3 (Velvet Knurling) 71&& 53l -2 vk oA CI
MRS ol BAE EA4E 28T 9lom(Michelin, n.d.) #5-e] Faetolo] o] Afol=d BT
ofo| A E]e] A|AFE HHPH AP HAHE ofn| 2] 75k F71 Folth(JoongAng Ilbo, 2022).

o4 Eholo] Aol =RE T3] 715 HANeHE o TAA b BVIE ATehs AAA vRR 53T
qlovt, 71 BVI A A2k Alopo] gl ANt 28] AE FHOR thRE o]Fol7 W, Eolo]H e
A7} o] AR AZOIA BV 847} AvlA 43 AEEe] s G AFHoR BAG A7

A= 1=

olef & A= Eholof

Apol=8 TlAelol A BVL 84 % CI 27]9 ookl AL oju]x] 3 BA=
HEE WAL 9T 4F 5
Jo 2

S Ao BAGtuA Pk 58] HIAE o|mA S w/fs) HAE A3 Tdshe
Fxo| FEslo], o]2H oL 2 eu HAE A4 72 RES Sty AR oL BV golo] A% )
A BAC ARl A FFA Yol 7oistast k. AT FIElo] AE FHOR APH ol
sl A7 9lout, EV $4] E}o1o1 AFA B Haiele] Hekd /g AxEE S g AR

7|t

1.2, 97 21 2 97 BE

# A7 cholo] Afol= 9 t4hele] ERHE BV 947} CI7HAI A3} HAE ofu| A2 v/ Bals A
HA aEe AFH 02 FHsA Bk ol 919 210 Aloloht-e FAOR BBV FA R4S RS
gAshe, Al hA) A7 AR Agshent,

L. CI 2319 27149 vs 28)7h eololol 2o 99 2 9 thul7h e A|zF @4l CL /A4
Folule e v

2. A7 AR A o2 229, 32, 42D 5 TRt ook F o' 4 1§40l CI 7FA1 3%

B olu|x] FA o] 34171
3. Efolo] AlFol A o] CI7HA/d o] BRAE ofu] 2] @/dofl 544 Fd=& vIA=71?
4,374 BAE olu|A)7} HAE AT Eo] 494l JoFS vl A=A
5. CI7HAA o] BHRE Aol mAs 244 9T 2of, HAE on|X & = st= 7+ a3t
A=A

254 Archives of Design Research 2025. 08. vol 38. no 3



1.3, A3 D4, e, W

Efo]o] Afo]E4 tjR}elof| A CI 219 7FA|AJ T} F|o]opS- -7-’“01 BAiE ojmz] 9 AH|ZF AZEof m]X]
ogoFS A=A o7 BASILH Al BHEL ZAF BAE = Zoju|9] o|u|x| e} ALA olu|z|9 &
Aol $1Ag FZ ol & AAstgion, 211 37](311/ )Q‘r gloop(2-3- 413 whE AR} ¥
A A=E 7 AERARE Sl S5 2AR 20249 10 2197 H 23°‘77}1] AEAE BE
T 25~59415 W o R AAEY e, ) Ade] gle $H 52 A HF SEA 3007
tlolel & &40l ARg-otsiT. S EAE AATE AL AlQte]] i CI 7HAA, B e 01 Vl BAE A
Brlslh 4L gSRE - A%, vHEEA BAHEL A (One-way repeated measures ANOVA), 3] 924,
i BA, T3 LR A P (SEM) 718 =1 8 A (CFA)S Soll #3=9lom, o]F 3l CI
7HA o] BRIE o|w| |9} M B o] m| A= 1A JFF 25 HESIIT

1o o o & rlf

=
=

i}
of .1

2.0|2X HiF
2. 1. E}O]0] ALO|EE C|XIQI Hole} &t
eto]o] TjA}el1L EF =(Tread), €9 (Shoulder), Ato] =¥ (Sidewall), B]=(Bead), 717~ (Carcass),

HE (Belt) 59| 124 QA2 FAHL 7F @ 40] Holoh I5ke (3 1)T} ZrHContinental Tires, n.d.).

Table 1 Key Structural Elements of Tire Design

24 Ho of 5t
£21E (Tread) < RIPiT N g e .72, M52, AR Y 0/RS MBS0, TSt e}
o= £2 5o 33 oPYATL 80! b AS XIZ

S0 (Shoulder) - EASY AOISH AJOIS] A7« XIZ| T M5 KB, T3 Al WG SIS BS 24t
) . EBCOIHIES GIZisls 208 27 5401 QOIN XX X|X| M2, 2= 21(C|
AOIEH (Sidewall) ISt HISE ol BR9 - 52 509 QoY 7EH UK X3, nI()
QU 37 5 HE Y2 MY
HIE (Bead) <Ef0[0}Z B 20| THGI= BE . 2H 20[0{9} S4 D22 HEE(0] E0|0] OHHA RK|
« EFO|He| U S{AS _ _ _
742 (Carcass) SHOIOR T g 8 . 315 574 AC|T, Elojoje] e RX/0] 7]0f
FXote MR = =}
YE (Belt) . E¥|E 50| Zats . E¥So| ATHY B3 NS 0 T o HB

U 9] grojo] 7|52 Ate| =Y HAlE BRHE LS AnlAelA A Agdhs A4 A4 847
43 FAF BAC ou|A S FAst, EtaAtete] AEst M-S Asfehs o AT Ho|tt AAte] HAT
AT 714 AEEE AAA R FA5] §I5) Erolo] Ao|=d HARlef] dFFA o FAlshal gl
(G 2yl A|AE HEe o], Z 71 4B Ato| 2ol CI 23, HAEY, 7[& AR ofo]Z W RT3, e 5
thofsk BV 842 B9ty 0 2 LA5te] it o] A|ZHA A AL F=5F Q)

Z29 BAE oL EV A4 efolo] ‘mrA R AX = EV(Pilot Sport EV)' 9] Alo] =] ‘& E(Formula
B #ojdoA 42 7|4 A¥S wrgsta ot A (Pirell)e =3 HAE 208 £Ho02 HY
vl 28] Ak AR QAR Jdr) 3 9low, #eke](Ferrari), EE4(Porsche) 5 15 AZ =7} A|ZAL9}L]

A2 Sl ZEu| 9 olu A9 1T AlFE BAS Aol Aekttk(SimpleTire, n.d.).

S BEo] 4, Gaetolol A FHo| AT A7 AolF Tl AY1A /)& HAT BAE
ol o

Mg gt 9 e LE CELERIERESE R
Aetele] 53 A5 A0l BAE olaAE TR ek ol Ba] el Ale) 2 2AIskel B4
fTi2 Aststels Ao 2 S48 4 ek,
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Table 2 Analysis of Key Design Elements in Tire Sidewall
i ojojx|

Cl&BI

- BRE 27(C)), 2UY, 72 S HT Y2 T2 HAIS

Layout o|0|5tH, EO|0 HYO SHE 7IE22 FEIt oA
= YR = A= K0 2} niZ 0] FaKEIC.
« SAME(C), EME E(BI) S0 F2 FEE 7H 3|
Cl & BI -
BRI =T
Pattern - MZ2| 7I5& HEoictks WE HXilo] 22lez B E.

Sealant Tire

@ Kesitent
EY

Info:lcon & Pictogram

< HMEE, 010|2 H HEIYM =7 MAM, MR HEE
HIS ST,
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Table 3 Analysis and Common Features of Key Design Elements in Tire Sidewalls

Product Product
Brand Logo Layout Segmentation Segmentation Visual
8 (ZHBYE £—1) (Higher- (Lower- Hierarchy
performance) performance)
L s M@ty ) ZhEst ds
Hankook WHBI!I{OQI{ 288) 428 T @ 2|A 5 o 5o miE o ClyBI ) Info
— FI7R2 ME QA FIVIEHE QA
Nexen Tire NN 228y 428 [HEAZIOES  /FE 2470 C)BI)Info
NEXEN TIRE (GEL S2 0
> ) Hal =2 525 QA EETETX-3
Michelin ﬁ(@f 228 S =<, Al 1 Bl = Info
MICHELIN el st st
2y 4 . SELE
Continental 3eey4Re WD TE dgy e CIYY BIY Info
RET
- wers s HEC/CBI HE2C/C B,
Pirelli IIREI.I.I 31‘5)41‘3} %w_t InfoOiI %7_!_ Inf001| %Z‘F BI)CI)Info
) ) o oS &My QA O M2 HME QA
Goodyear 428t) 388 82 8= 1 o= Cl =Bl > Info
4 HfX| HfX|
Mo gaommge S 240 oy
Bridgestone  ZBRIDGESTONE 42228 oo SR TEES o vxoome  a)Bi)info

e
o =2 =2(Z2|0Y)
OEX = =5} 52 =i ol = Z=Al
S| FR2ABEER  on onm w04 7o 25 asy

(@& 3ol e vheh 2ol, Fjel 28 BASEL 28T, 38T, 48T 5 I Jolobp T2F
B4t7 900, AF el tet el st A2 P AR ek B9, L 20 JuE
g FAE A2 A TS B IS BET A4S RESHE o] FEH0R B,

213 gojo] Afol=d AL LA A oY BET 24 B 1 A4 QS AgEn
glom, Gdt Ju A dol HAC 7158, A=y, eyl oju4E Agshe Heka AUl
S0 Az Gt olo] £ A7 eolo] Ao|=4 tAelo] BVI L4F Fa 2ol B
olu g FHHOE HLT & ol A S AR, Aol= 0] tiatel T4 Lk F CIo] 2719 4R

dloforxof Eao] Aute] HHE 143} oju] 2], A2 kof v = & AFE 2= BAstaLA g

[R:t]

2.2, BHHE XA 2x nH
A g9l Ae(Kevin Lane Keller, 1993)7F AJ¢tet Bt x]4] 32 R (Brand Knowledge Structure
Model)2 B = XS % (Brand Preference)’} 48| A9l B E QX & (Brand Awareness)et Bl =
oJu]Z|(Brand Image)& TAXNLE AR AR Aty Ageict. g RdoA BAE QAT Av|x7}
EA HAHCE dupt A 7196t 1A 4 Q=AE UEhe, BE o|n|x|&= Hasot d 73t

oJn], 2 B3 A4K(Brand Association)®] 230 &2 F o€,

AU Bolo]H Qxatel $410) AES G /& BACSE A% v AR ARE B Rk
0] FAE A Aol 7lelo] ozt Aol rkSaaksjarvi, 2011). oA BAE9} A
71l BAE Ado) Ay B 7oz ¥ 2 A oju Ao eI S AR

ofo
i)
=
i
i)
12
o
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= HA4(Brand ldentity) 7 BsH] A2Ht BAS FAHL 7)ol 28124
3 402 AT doiq A4 A el FeA|eIthAaker, 1996). ©17]eli BA=H
227, WAA £ 50| Qo het 23, M4, el e, 31714 tA9l 59 A% 247t B
14 & 591 Holota, QR P02 Al H0] b A BAE] e e
o

W, BT oju| A= AHRE 7oA A ZHet B E OJw|(Brand Meaning) 2, HAHE A 4Jo] 4|9
HE AP B7HE Fof WHstE dapEoelrh olgd BAE ojujx = BHEO] A4 (Credibility),
AA(Character), A8t €] Z(Overall Attitude), 742} ¥H-&-(Emotional Response) 5 thFst 5-¢] AFgd o2
TJE} Keller(1993)9] Rdo] @EW, AR HHE QX EeF HIE ojn]x] GAE AN 7 ofF
HA = it A2 25 detshA Hrt

P3|
2
H

2.3, HHE A[Zh HAldat AH[X}EHE
BT A7 AAA(Brand Visual Identity, BVD-S 4&HA7F HATE Q1450 HeS FASH: d 9o
% A SN R Agedh 231, A4, Bo] 2], Fojobit 22 BVI 84 HAHES] AAYE
AAH o2 A5k, Lu|Ap7E B E tigh Q1A] 50 A=A 422 hrh(Wheeler, A., & Meyerson,
R., 2024).0123 AZH aas 2HAS] ARA H4e dedbetil, HAE d4 888 =olH,
Ao Hilsof et = ot 7l o] o] FFa WA THMenguyao Yu, 2024).

E5] BHE 239 37]9 7R Av|Re] FEEL 7], gl 2 Al JFE nA e HoA
o] A 47t FE3) Yot AulA(Kim, 2012)2 2HA AZA 23 377 S42 HA = gigd
FEEO} Fulj o] Tyt obdhs AFA ZAIE AASh B Cai(2019)= BAlE ZZA3} 211 37 7He]
AEAES BAT AFE B, ‘TR BAHE AL Ad AFlA 27 AW BRHE gz FFE<
kS WAt Bustdeh I8y oA YEd a3t 21 ko] AFS]F o7 | o] FojR]= FF]
2H] 4 o] ZotA @ = gl7] ol Al et AHg gt whet 2po] 7k WS &= e AlAFSEAL Yt

olelg ABATES BV 227} 2l 4e] BRAE Q183 HE PAof vl

s = 9ol HAE 9 AE §7o
wet gebd 4 girke A4S Motk 58] ololt &2 /1% 919, AR S 7, BAE 7 Au
SAlo] By SO ola) YA Take] AFol APATh EFF AE FRA Aol =L AT WHo]
HAE 2ok Aust e FREs WAH] g, A2 48 A SUcAE Auk selAo Fag
Aol BQIT), whebq vrolo] AES) W4T BAL Telstel 2H4 HEE GHHOR 5T & G

RO Ak Sk el o] 22 Amsletelt ool R A7 W AR AUl BF a7t
3. 45 A7
3.1.93 2
£ AT eolo] Atol=4 HAele] AZHy 8441 CI 23 27](H/2)9 dolob(2:3-483ho] CI
AT el BAC ol wAfste] 2ulAke] AT M) AL foluld G AFHoE

EREE o}u} o1 918 WA AT mHe <1fﬂ D3} 2 A RIE Kellr(19939] BIE 4

© A7E o1 232 54 eolol MAL w@ﬂ Aol A9l ke Sgele o BaT 45
DAZ AT AL FIHY BH o= T,

2
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A%t ——— anuy M eme H4 mac
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Figure 1 Research Model
2,97 7H4
o7

HRO R thgat 28 thil ) A Hae
49 oIt $9T 4 A= 59 97

o w

3

e
A
3u!

i

Agekgon, olo ueh A2 e Tt
E A5(1=0% 194 g}, 5=0)¢ 18tz

%

SHA.

rlo

-

Ay
oX,

-

HI1: gto]o] Ato] = 9] CT A7|(2 B vs Z2 21)= CI 7HNA B7tofl B(+)9] gk v A,
H2: etojo] Ato| =g 9] glojoby FAET, 38T, 48239 Aol An|Ate] HAME o|u]z] FA ol A=
2 JFS A
H3: etojo] Ato| = 9| CI 7HAA H7he Zaju|g] HAE ojmlz]of A(+)9] Y& n|xit,
H4: Z2jujg] HA = ojn|| &= Hal= AT Eof A(+)9 ¢ n|Act,
H5: Efo]o] Aol = 9] CI 7M1 B7he Zeju|gd BHE o[u|A & mf7/f R st BHE A3 T (+)<]
S A

3 ZE
2 s F2E0lolE AT LR, Bolof Atol=d fARle] tiet F 714 22F W4, 5 CI
o7 Ay = P, &

=
Y Qo= Hojoly

o2t dA= Keller(1993)9] BRE 24| 2 o] 2] 7]dsto], BVI 841
7ol &S BRE A, ojulA], A= v 344 I AL

Figure 2 Cl Evaluation Visuals
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Cl & Info

Figure 3 Layout Evaluation Visuals

304 A7 Y M YH L SH =S
2 Q= Epolo] Aol=d HARqle] CI 231 F7]¢} dlojobs: 4o
Aol vlAlE 9FE 4

21958 239714 FPH Gl om,

5~59A419 AR BfA 9 #E] A 3007 &
S84 Cl 23 27|(HF, 232k dolobx #4(2-3-42D)e= 49 F 5719 47
Hrstion, zr 230 disf CI 7HAA, Zejm] g oju|#], B= AT EE 55 2AE A&
AA 8elE

we] 24 77 ol24 S A48 WA AF5] 91
A
=

st 97 M A%S 919 The st 28 B B4 8RS Sgstelnh

Al H1 A55 9l di-e22 -34S LAISHAAL, H
ANOVA)& F3f Flojop 740l mhE Ahol & 245K
ojulx], HHE ATk 7he] g5 A7 AIotien
7HAAgo] Zejw] ¢ om| A& Wi e HAE AR =l u|A]E H avks gelsti)
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Table 4 Survey Questionnaire Composition Elements

f
to
e
Ao
o9
1>

2
H-|

emsAyy sy LS TR : 8 CERI
Efo'“(f;"i;” X Lo ms o)g Has 2 =EElS
(égfijg) « CI 7RAIA(2), Z2I0| O[0X|(2), HAE SZHE(2) 6 likert 58 Hg
(o o)+ C17HI2), D209 0[0IX(2), BAE SUE() 6 likert 58 Mg
E"O('g_%?j b LK), man ojojx|(2), BEE 52 (2) 6 likert 58 M
E“O(';)_%@ b L CoA(), a0 onix(2), BEE SZIE(2) 6 likert 58 Hg
E*'O(f*;e? b C7A), T20ie oloIX|(2), BEE S 2E(2) 6 likert 58 HE
HY 28 4 40

4.1, B2 utx £y

£ Q7 gholo] Aol tiAele] that Q14 2AE 918 % 3009 EEOE ASHEOH, (& 5HolA
se1g 4 gk,

Table 5 General Characteristics of the Sample

CE BI=(H) HI2(%)
g 2R g4 151 50.3
oy 149 49.7
HH(TH HIE(H) H|2(%)
25~29M| 60 20.0
k= 30~39A| 73 24.3
40~49M| 81 27.0
50~59A 86 28.7
A HI=(H) H|2(%)
M2 143 47.7
Y =22
47| 120 40.0
QI 37 12.3
R i HI=(H) HI2(%)
XER Has 104 174 58.0
2cH 109 36.3
304 014 17 5.7
User 88 BI=(H) HI2(%)
BHO{X} EFQY Heavy User 261 87.0
Light User 39 13.0
HHE BI=(H) HIE(%)
SH=EH0|of 112 37.3
0| E0[0] EHE SZEH0[0] 85 28.3
HMIELO] O 59 19.7
7|Et ERE 44 14.7
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]

A7 BEL BE FEANL A7) AFAR FHALOH, AT 254~594) 5
AT 50.3%, 914 49.7%)°] D2A BEFo] gIek, 53], Eolo] ol @ A welo] HFA el whol
HlAH(Heavy User)7h 9] 87%% AHA3H0.0, $97ke] 80% ol4fe] Fol & Efololz 4t eholo]

AE(GHErolo, Fxetolo], WMetolo)E Foreh, olefd HE FAL SHol A4 7o Aol
71U S oflstel, & A7 Avte] A wot A Sl

[E B ox rl'ﬂ:

E-Ro| Lot EFF Wt

2 At E 24 54 23] dld +AMNEE BeotA Adst=AE HFs7] 918 Amos 21.0
Arg-sto] g9l Qi A (Confirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA)S AA|st Tt Q04 Q&Y

TFERAFARGSEM)S 7IHto g2 SR 9] AT +470d etd4d(Construct Validity)S 55k
ol AHEE= B4 71WolthHu & Bentler, 1999). 239 A3tk B7H5 9o ohgdt A7t &85,

E3] TLI(Tucker-Lewis Index), CFI(Comparative Fit Index), RMSEA(Root Mean Square Error of

Approximation), SRMR(Standardized Root Mean Square Residual)2 & 37]9} 2320 G FI7sto]

r]o m{o

rir

| AH-Ech(Hair, Black, Babin, & Anderson, 2010). 45H& 22 TLI® CFI7} 0.90 o4 A B0l
$% 07 FFM, RMSEA9F SRMRE 0.08 H|The of 94, 0.10 n]Td H$ F3d Hgog

B7HEtHHu & Bentler, 1999; Hair et al., 2010). ¥ 72| AP digt B2 Q84 A= (&
6yoll AAIE o] Qlek, B4 A} TLI = 981, CFI = .992, RMSEA = .070, SRMR = .016°.2 el on,
A57h GutE 0 2 AN H = 71EE S50AU o & Aottt ol & dAFolA AME SHEFEC]
HASE et **fﬂo} o, SR HAH ?L ES P E Ame dief SAH R A3t
ofulgith, wpgbA] £ A SARYLS AN WH F2E AR A wrgsta §lom, o4& xR
4o &8 7hset %—E—’B‘P EtfFAdo] S H 9SS %ﬂa}ﬁt}.
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jim}
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_‘\1_‘
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r'l
023
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o i o

W O rht o
OE
b1

Ad o, sllg alE0] SHE
‘E}(Fornell & Larcker, 1981). (& 7>«] BA A9E Aurd, B d9

fo 2o M O oft rlz
Jhli o
rOt (
TR
s
e,
(L ot
mSE !
—',J
é ~

-+ e

oo lo e
R
3
i
rlo
n r

ST 7SS %ﬁi—o}‘”‘t} Eh ZF W40 @9l HoleF(Factor Loading) 44<]
793004 8672, BF 0.5 ol49] 7|&& FE3t9tt. o8t Aite & Aol A AHEH WSO
FEE T80 GRS At

Table 7 Convergent Validity Analysis Results

ol 23 0155y AVE R

A PINESH 846 "

[NFS AL 66 733 8
== 0|O|X| olal1 793 668 801
T olojx|2 841 : )
e e MBE1 867 ) a3
e MEZ2 831 7 83
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opRato 2 AHetG =S gelsty] Yal, 2 2219 AVEGHS H <l 7he] AuAS AEghyt vlwskyct
Fornell & Larcker(1981)0ll =¥, £4 413} o} 92l 7F ABAIS2 Al Fgke] sid 8219 AVE Frect
25 o, BHetg R Ry ZoF k= Tk (E 8)9] FAE AuHH, % %01 7F Ah)rﬁ]_,-
A&7kl sl Welo] AVE ghich WA uhekyt
A B BHE5Hgo] FRIE Yt

Table 8 Discriminant Validity Analysis Results

Ha Cl 7HA1d HEE o|o|x| By Msz
Cl 7N 733
HE 0|OIX| .500 .668
HHE MSE 454 .590 721
2 7122l 72 SM= AVEZL. 2 Ofi= A2t Mt

Eg B AT A8 SR AA4S B 99 AR B4S sasn AE AL
SAET Quit AT QA WSS SHFEAS Bedsts oW HHoR, SATEE0) FAT
Ma& duit & wtedstal A5 Bk & AFolAs SPSS 22.0% *}%5}01 Cronbach’s a A4S
AM&sth. Cronbach’s e BFE 7H9] W3 434S Yehfle ARE, 5493 S A5 o
BgS0] Juhh Aol =AE Brleks Arolth, Nunnally(1994)0] T, 0.6 ool Z4we]
A FAo] AAsicka HrEt (F 9)9] A B4 A7E A5 H, Cronbach’s agf> 7HAA .845,
HAlE ofw]x] 800, HHE AT ™ 8388 W& WA 7IEAE A3ste], S =T AR Ee F&9]
SR EUZE gelstint
Table 9 Reliability Analysis Results
Ha =28 Cronbach’s
Cl 71 2 .845
HHE 00X 2 .800
HHE MSE 2 .838

4, 3. ClG@7tof k2 JHAM, HEHE O|O|X|, BEHE MS =

2 A7 A AR B2 C Brtol| whet HAlE AA gixof folgt Zo|7t EAEH=AE A
FAHo R 2319 A7)0 wE CI F7p7F BHE 7HAA, HAE oju|z], HAE 4T

Wtz stk ol fle FES WA ‘E 2R 2AI} 22 23 24 BE|
Ao g S HE t-7AA(Paired Samples t-test)S AAsHh SRR -7 A= <J‘L 10>} 2t
WA, 7FAAe 9lo] ‘23 2AM = 3.727, SD = .695)°] 2> 23" ZAM = 2.928, SD = .837)E.c}
o8t Eokew, oo st Aol FAH R GOttt = 14.237, p € .001). Eeﬂz NEEE
gt 7t A= CI B7te] wheh §-ofn|et Zol7t Yepyith ‘2 237 22M = 3.632, SD = .66D)olA =
22 23 2AM = 3.260, SD = .776)E T HIE ojuAE £ FristA o, of Aol EAHCR
GOSFATHt = 7.226, p € .001). HiA|gte g HHE ATE @,

e 23 2AM = 3.227, SD = .7798ET 254 &%
.001). wh2tA, o] Axh= Cl 21 A7]7F 2H]Rke] Bill= J A 9 o] 4 nlgt %%h% oAt A
Holgn oo ute} 7H4d 12 A== gl
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Table 10 T-test Results according to Cl Evaluation

SEH CIE7t Yz BEHAL t p
== 3.727 .695
Cl 7LAIS 142377 .000
M2 20 2.928 .837
Z =21 3.632 .661
S#E o[O|x| 7.226%** .000
H2 24 3.260 776
HEE MST 221 3.500 704 5 4150t 000
HH#E MS . .
224 3.227 779

*p.05, **p<.01, ***pd.001.

4. 4. B|0[O}Z Ity 2 7HIo, HEZHE O|O|X|, HHE HMSE

oz, #olob FHQES, 38T, 4880 wret Aujzte] 7hA4, HAE ojujx] HAE ’ﬂ§__'u:_°ﬂ
Frojulgt Zol7t JEAE AE517] -‘H’O‘H HHE 22 BAE A (Repeated Measures ANOVA)S A AJ519] ).
RS2 BARLAL SAg Z7pArL ol ZAG AT e Al 7HA] Flojol)el BE k& E o] ZF 270

A 7F Bt Zol7t BAH LR foletA g Hriste d A Wyeltt. B4 A
7FANAL Folotgof wtet EAF o7 Gon|gt Zfol7} 9l AR YERGTHE = 10.864, p € .001). AFE
A% A7 38T Folob(M = 3.315, SD = .737)2 2823 FoJobx(M = 3. 578 SD = .74H) 5t} F2l5HA
W2 7 W7kE w2 A0 R et T 9 glojohxe] 7 45 Zhelle fofne 2fol 7t YA
okofeh. whA, BT o|u]R|(F = 1.308, p ) .05)9 BAE HIE(F = 1.697, p ) .05)= #lojolo] what
H-oJul gt 54013 Ho|z] ot} o] it Folohzo] dEtAE HofAEe] HAME ofn|z|2 HAHE AT Lo
gt Brle FARRE 20| 9S-S o)ttt whebA] 7H 2+ 71 E 9

;

Table 11 Repeated Measures ANOVA Results by Layout Evaluation

S5 glojorz g BEMAL F p AMEHH
=g 3.578 744
Cl7tA =g 3.315 737 10.864*** .000 3)2
42 3.447 .848
22e 3.453 .805
EHE 0|OlX| 32 3.367 .769 1.308 271 -
4EY 3.388 .842
2= 3.402 795
BHE MSE 32 3.308 722 1.697 184 -
4 3.367 .806

*p¢.05, **p<.01, **pd.001.

4.5 7128 H g
AFollME F8 S FASH] sl A7 tdAEe ANA S 2, T4 B, 1 |
glsts 71& le BAE AT AR C R, 7 W0 Fat i REEAE AFESEH
H rEe efstien, e HeE T 4 W #4 AEE 7MY $5 0N E

EE ¢l Kline(2005)9] 7|&& #atstal o, HE=o] Foligto] 3 olstd 44 At 2
12 o= olom, HEof duigho] 10 oI5t Wi At EA7F 24 Getal dde & ot 2=y M=o
Aigho] 20 o3 Y A5 AR A4 EAVF TAD < ek (& 12014 vEhd vhef o], & AtollA
ZF Hpo] s A 136904 T 3200%, HEE A& 026904 o 3768 et webA 2

AT AR BE WAES A AL FEstch

n\i oo Mo rfz
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Table 12 Descriptive Statistical Analysis Results

g 223t 258t B BE Bt T HE

[@PAONES 1.000 5.000 3.399 .820 -.326 -.376
S™E 00| 1.000 5.000 3.420 782 -.240 .026
HHE s 1.000 5.000 3.361 767 -.136 -.064

gelatoirt. <E 13>9] ST £4A9E AHEYH, BT olu|A &= 7HAAA G = 707, p < OOI)JJr
A=A T AZEL 7IA W(r— .674,p <.001)
]“lxl(r =.768, p < .001) B5oF ool ()] A7 Q= AL R e

Table 13 Correlation Analysis Results

Ha Cl 7HA1d B&E o[o|X| HH#E M3
Cl7tA 1
EE 00X 7077 1
BEHE MSE 6747 768%** 1

*p(.05, *pC.01, ***p(.001.
= ]U]X]oﬂ ] ]—‘E 0”3(}, 7]—*]*3]} ]U]X]7]- BT A

o

PROCESS Macro(Model 4)3 &8st %‘Eﬁ-ié A A5kt Eol ufj 7 f.2}2] %4 *;‘; Azt S8l
FELE#H P (Bootstrapping) 71¥E& A-&stglon, o= 7Hairt + 74]#«1 wog 49 A 22
FHE 7R B2, AEA<] Baron & Kenny(1986)2] AL oL} Sobel AA K o AFA d= %
F 20| 7hsslth= AHo] 9lok(Preacher et al., 2007) REAEH YL o
avte] BxE A4 3W A ZTFTH95% CD& AAETO 2N oA ghgsict, ofu, Ah&H A7k
00] ZFEA| & A9, wifaTE FALCR %JUIOJ A0 R tFHT REAEHEL F 5,0003]
HhESto] S35kgict.
AREA A= (E 14 2t "A 7HAAB = 673, p .00 BAE oju]z]o] {25k

HAE A0 R Uebdt), o] ik CI M4 $E0] 845 BAE ofu]x] f:Eo] ol
ofmjgitt, &, CI 7FAA4o] BHAE on|A g S/ FH o0 g 71 32 XA =9}, thgo
245, p €.00DF} BHE o] A|B = 572, p (.00DE BF BHHE AT T Fogt H(+)F
Ao Ueytth o] A 7T HAE oju|x|7l BE EYHoR HAC A3
ofm|gie}, wheta] 74 4= A A= Qi

o
gl

rlr f

mlm = I-FU

Table 14 Path Analysis Results

Az B SE t p
Cl 7HA1 ) S o]0|X| 673 017 38.654 .000
Cl 74 ) BB MaE 2455 021 11.678 .000
HEHC 0|0jX| ) HME MET 572R 022 26.033 .000

CLAA 0] BAE OlUlAE fetel 2= el ol ALsHE 436 Slotel, yesedd
1S BT R BAL AN BA A3k (E 1550 AA ]

oA = 385, 95% HEIE (348, 423102 ek, 417 00 wua
oA g Fit 2P AIE FANCR FouE A

ool whet, E&
o7 =2
F7M711, Yol BRE AZEE FI7MASS 9l

HE o AE

s %@3}‘5 HIHE oJu]A7} CI
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7ENAT e AS s 7F IAE FEu/(partial mediation)$HE oJu|gtc}. C
AT =E F7HA7IANE BAHE oju]2§ Foto] A err BAE AT

95% =77t
Feta st
7t E0|0JX] ) EHE M= .385 .019 348 423

48 B SE

on
£

5.1, @7 21 29
B A7 cholo] Afol= 9 41e] B4 449l CI 231 F719 dlojols: F4o] CI7HAIA, Zeju]gf Hale
olulx, BAE ATEe] AL G AFAo BASATT BY B4 A, et 2L Fa 2}

EEH A

HI: Efojo] Abo|=9e] €I A7](2 231 vs &L 2= CI 7HAIA B7lol A(#)9] JgL vl — e
2 2AYFF CL 7l £k ot em(p .05), ol 219 A4 A7]7F BiE
A Aol A A o7 e Atk Fe BRIkt

H2: Bolo] ol =] dlojobs: FAQRE, 388, 4839 Foli= ulAe] BAL o]u]x] G4
Je )t - 712

dlolob T4 WA 348 CL Aol FEA Hol2 RO ( 2), BAE ofn]x] %

AZ Tl § olulat 2ol S 2olA) gholet,

H3: Efo]o] Ato] =4 9] CI 7HAIA H7h= Zejn| g BE ou]x|of (+)9] FaF& v At — A=
Cl 7HNA0] &48 majulgl BAE o|u| X7} ZatA FAHY2H(p € .001), o= Az AR 9]
BEAo] oln|R] FA ol FadhE HolErh

H4: Teju]of BRE oju] A He e ulAic}, — A
mejulg] BAE oJn|A7 £ L4E BAE ATEE 51 RGO (p € .001), 2
ol )7} 2l el A4 02 Ahgohe Ay W1 St

H5: etolo] Afel=2e] CI M4 ke Zejulel BAC ofulA| vifste] BAE Az we] J(+)
dake vk — e
CI 7HA Aol Zelulg BAE ofuAE MAA2 BAE Axre] dF2 nA: 24 At

SAALE oA vetethp <.0D.
olg]st ATt AT X|ZF FAA QA(CI 7HAIA, 271, dloofe 5)7F HAE o]z & A3 % FAof glo]

AR 02 FaT WS HoIET B, ol A2 Aofo] ERJHE Bholo] ABFIAE BVIZ L8
oiAbel Ak 4-3o] FaTHE AR,
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5.2, AJAMH
2 AFE Keller(1993)2] BE XA 3 RS 7juto g2 (] 7FAA ] 43S F= BVI
QAo A (AP —-ATER o]oJA = 12H ART}L 9
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