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2 A= TV Batel] sk 8l el thsl AmjakEe] Zk= Aleld <kt
AR FAFE] A g Z A& (parasocial interaction)Vol] FEJIT FH TAHoR B
= Ato] SAIEN Ui SAR]A B AeS TV atd 578k

2dd] H8AA FA3A A28 F2 X (identification), TAIE (interest)
L gare] oigk g 3ho] 3k dAlE Belllaat ot

ofd 2 IaHol= Tl TVelld TARIELS v-$- Fasith AlE2 ARilo] £
ofh= TV ZRIYS A4S wf I Z2 e ek lees wedh ¢
Uo7t APdAE2 TV Z2a9e] Sk disl 2 - 14 35S VERlZ 1=
gt ofd QlEo] Tkl whet eIl AREe] ek |E slaL, 1 57
IES] el i g ML F3S AEs]E ShoHERE7], 2003a). AR}
EX TVl T8h= =5 R s 55 et Ala SRIES 5
3lidentification) A7) 2}219] & Rd(role-model) 2 4] ki Hoffner & Cantor,

1991). B3k TVl shs £k =g vix| A7)e] 218k 217 71547 of7)
HA AR Hsl, olvjdS Hu|% slal AES Uk 3 T XA, A,
F52 2ol 25} TP Iw gt A o5 TVel S QlEEL e

511V 5l ool ofgtolet vig) ek shl o HAvlel AREES) dislstar
WF3FY Aot {alE FEstal Fxshs T A3 RS A,
2005).

o2 mtjolol] Tsh= =l tiall F8AlE0] 2 A RS 5E
I} Y(Horton & Wohl, 1956)2 £AFS]A 235 28(parasocial interaction)o]2kal 7l
33} Aok oAl G AR e Ag2 mldo] SARlElAN el B =

Zk= QRIAA =AM MH o2 e AAIE n|dt. FABA deAee &
=3 41950)°ll oJsfl A= /WdskE F TV 572 BAEGE, 1999 AT, 1998;
Houlberg, 1984; Levy, 1979), &R =2} 57321E(Perse & Rubin, 1990; Rubin

1) g2k el X (parasocial interaction)& ol 4182 A5 2-8(0)1 S, 1986; HUZ, 1999), oA}
ALE1A @2 (ERg7], 2003b), YARIFAAIEAZ], 2005) & ThFEHAl A= glovt & Aelre FAK]
4 g3agor Bl Agshudt g,

ol

8 S=ENEEHSE K4S



& Person, 1987), B3 #}t] @ F8AH(Rubin & Step, 2000), A|EF &A= Auter
& Palmgreen, 2000; Babb & Brown, 1994; Schiappa, Gregg, & Hewes, 2005), 18]

I f8 2F = AR (Brown & Basil, 1995) & AAFEo] wigA oo wile] 7=
TV SIEETS] 972 whdelM EAjdiths Ao dFsHer vreixlth
A e AE-S ASH R BAgE AP ATEL vltold] S8k &l

gk 82k A QAT AfFUA el A HAelA] WAk HAZX] &2
olm] mtjoje} FgAate] FAAAE olafshs tl T3 FHEdlor & a4ls
HAFATHAA 7], 2005).

T of2igt mito] FARIENA Yehe FASA dEkge] el TV
Fare) Tk el REAME FdaA Yeh b =At S5 5 |l
ot e TjelE wEskal Farelx] 8l (celebrity) Rdlol] gt o]EEE wie-
=t} vlseldE A TV Fare] 25% F=rt 0 BEE ARSSRL glon
(Erdogan, Baker, & Tagg, 2001), 3=ro] 749 TV Zalod fgel mdleo] 53
Hl&o] -2 60%e] o2 AR AR JTHAZE, 2004). 53] gh= TV FaL
o] A= AF Fel BAgle] Ao BE FarolA F B FH s
ARt Qe Ao g Jehta Qukeks - A99R], 2004; o] - Mg - 712,
2004).

FAF7E TV BaelA] 4789 Bds wol AMgshe olf= WEsitt, 14
st nitE Fal 3t w5 Zlolgke A uliZoltt, & fel Bl &
ol i3l TS Alshe AT AAEE JATHCTE R - ©1F3], 1999; Fd=E -
ZHAY, 2004; 313P=F, 2004; Till & Shimp, 1998), thFEe] FHZ AFEL HHel
wdlo] 5743 Far} 18R] ¢k Faro] njg] axFolel= d oS ol )
(Agrawal & Kamakura, 1995; Frieden, 1984; Atkin & Block, 1983; %A - 71A47],

=

2004; 773, 2001; o|EHl - AolTt, 1997). FHel mdlo] SAsh= Fart FHA
9] o] ofE] 717 891E0] U 5 Ao I FoAw E3| 22| S (credibility)
9} wjE S (attractiveness)’} FLQlo2 AHEI JQuHIFA - HA7], 2004;
Ohanian, 1991; Baker & Churchill, 1977; Berscheid & Walster, 1974). 1 27} £
ol mdlef Agt W MAATERE FrEle] AFEe) mjEzel o] giFolA]
ALt

TV ZooMe] SRl DE N} FASIA ASZE(parasocial interaction)of] 2+t EfARM 1EF 9
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ool wie} Fareld] fel o] XpAJgl= HlFo] A& om el Qa1 jle
™, el B Far Gl At A E AEH SR o]Fojx] o1 9tk Ay
ATES B, FatelM frgel Ble] ok T wdlo] 71Xl Al vz o

2004). 212]4de el mdle] Aol dis A=}
E0] Arit A olal L EA Akt = =, i d(expertise) I X143
(trustworthiness)ol] W8t AB|x}Ee] Azt =S oJn|dlcH(Dholakia & Sternthal,
1977; McCracken, 1989, McGuire, 1973; Triandis, 1971; Belch & Belch, 2001), $F#H
wjEAde wulEo] XA A(familiarity), S7H/3(likability), A3 (similarity)-& X 3§k
H(Baker & Churchill, 1977; Debevec & Kernan, 1984; Joseph, 1982; Kahle &
Homer, 1985; McCracken, 1989; McGuire, 1973; Triandis, 1971).

AT o] ATAIAE FEehH gl Bdo] S Fart a4 ek Fal
of Bla| EHolgk= 7 X]HHE.O]EF. Zejevkd Zejerk(Friedman & Friedman,
1979y H27P7F ut &njapt S3ehe Fatkivs #rgle] S8k Fart ¥
AlEdo] Qlar AlE % Fatel] theid e ¥ o]l H7HE &b, FaL wixA| 31
o Qo= AR FFS nivh= 2 welwlrh. okEZ BE-S(Atkin & Block,
1983) 5= W= FaE tdoR £9 Rl 95 2ARICE, 11E%e RU=
ARl Fare] thell Bk 50291 HrPL vEhaL Aol Al thelir =
5841 FPt vehdths Zs Wtk Zdlo]dl(Freiden, 1984)2 <

:

p

CEO, H27}, Gt &n|#} & 4744 ol FaL 2l nlugh A frgel o]
g ZdSol njs) AR, A5E, 3% Sl A ke it Ae=
et 7FA(Kamins, 1990)% Q] o] a7 Bal MAAE 4
Ao olgol7 afa Biled thel 5742l BeE 2| et 2SS A5l
T}, olffelle el 2Hle] Bl G3E AXE & ATERe FEY 2]
garellx] Fraz vAAE AR A9 Farel] gk AlEwr) zobA] duiele] 57

Oft

sk Farch AlFol ek =l Tl omel Jo] FHHAES
(Kamins, 1989)9] A7} A o] AJo] -9 fr<lo] 573 B} Bar
o tigh 7t Qlo] Fell digh vhed 48 Ko} avdo g AAekal S
WA £94(1990)2] o Bol
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= Barel gk BiEE FgA 02 wgths A7 AAESE ItKTripp, Jensen, &
Carlson, 1994), Hgt 7821 ®dlo] Faro] T3S of 780 = A7} Far
BHA=E gsly] wlize] f820 Rele 7| q=Rvt A=} Farex] 7] =jojof &
ARG BlEE 7]EA] Faf vl EdH ol F% A71EAL drkBelch &
Belch, 2001). ¥y}t ofufg} {82l REEL 250 44 Ao =24 7k
o] o o]59 2SI RN ARIL eE A FALadRs B2 YAl

olm|AmA] F&e 27} lvhs F% JUKTill & Shimp, 1998),
2) ZAIEH ST

n)=e] FAEMEA $ET} Y(Horton & Wohl, 1956)2 A2 $x1=9] nt]
o] o] & Ao A} FA S 9o 50| 24187 FeRe-g Fiths
APE BT AR A2 8(parasocial interaction) “AFgAFE ] A7
o = rite] SARIEEN WA%3 WS FAslaL ok Adehs Fow
o= Utk ARFES Al ALS] s atgolA] el sl vhgshe Wt
FARstE 2o 2 b JEES skl ©k &, FAR]A AEEg- vz
o7} SASh= thdRt 7Aool 83l & = itk ==#=(Nordlund,
1978) 8] HHA AAS ke 8 571 T shies ikl WA 87-&
SV HaiAlEka et &, ke Ay B AEjHogs 5E
olx] QA AlejH o 2= FUA B F Sl tiRIFAIRA 212E & ks Fleltk

SE o] 7S Aso = ARA HE5ES 3 71! S (Rubin, Perse, & Powell,
1985)¢] 22 TV Fr2= B7 <dtell oJabd daud AL 318 278 A=
I Ak A 0% TV B719] eJR, A=A Fof HddolH Ayl st
5 doH AFuAleld a1ES #EEhks IS B3 TV PA} H&EiAA




Hohs AR BAskSr. B3, TV 7 B7e FARIA deske-S A7)
ofal A og wid TV Fhele} el AgAES Fete] I7A19 tgsiA st
£ R EES Hthal it &, TV Qe A&H o= AAEY e AAS
3 ATAE S F A= vHEA JER A HUA FARSH s Aol
FrA ok Aotk

thkeh mlt]o] 2o AXA FARSA e Ate-s ARk ATAR ) Y
Jt}h. FHl S(Rubin, Perse, & Powell, 1985)2] AT-ollx]E ALS|1%] A5 2kgo]
TV 72 S, TV 772 S84, TV 7 AR, 5% J2ja Wil 59 wds
I ol FaaArt e Aew vk gk $913 28l(Rubin & Step,
20000¢] ATellME B g e FHARE] HH 5719 vige T FAH 3
283} Aol e AR veRdth %ol TV =2k} ‘Hum Ing’% Mg o] %

a8 AT SRR EA MR AAEe] Zebnt SARIEET FAIA S
285 skal Qlvke W89 2E0] EHJTKSood & Rogers, 2000).

53], theFe A2o] TV Eel #dk FASA deAhs w3 A, 24
e F2dA Aok AE = A7 FEERIh 2 ol m=
TV 24 720 NEF Y AP AIRARER steta Atz ARyl ol
AR 20 2 TV QIS 3153t WIS F/detes Sefaby] whzelvt HIXid,

2

p

22 772 "R 87, oAz} 87, 7V AEE, 2= S wAE s
oA 22} o5 (E, HlE] TS F2HA AHAES] HolE fEdith AESE
o]-Zellx] &3] UE s JIEES FRIETO0E AAste] A= 5744<)
=5 WAE AEH R FAIBHA it

4] 5(Rubin, Perse, & Powell, 1985)-& 27 TV 72 AT-ollA Alg)de]eh=]
el=3 (loneliness) |RIT}F =72 TV A olM 71Q1F AKS]A] o285 43t
A}, A AE QM| EA B 38 AR oA "Rl e AR
AIAIN B 15 arcfekar Qloks ARSIt H29] Alol(gay) ¥ 9
(Schiappa, Gregg, & Hewes, 2005)9x&= FALSA 45 FHE 71 (parasocial
contact hypothesis)-& 53], A18]2] v/l Alo|7} &Hsl= A EF A
Aol Qo] BHOT BARST A ARAEE] A F3H80] 21k
on, o Yozt Alolol] tigk 7| A AE%E FHaidchs dA7AdE Btk

rr

ﬂilﬂl e
+
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3) SAlet 2

AT AR Ads2gS olERlolehe e A ATl v dSEAL
At} FH1 5(Rubin, Perse, & Powell, 1985)2 72247 2] AlAAle}e] FUA] A=
7h ARSI e A gell JEE mIRIvkaL HEieh W9k Beke(Babb & Brown, 1994)
2 Aad ANEF dolr TRIES] FUA FARSA s frofnst A
WAZE EAgcRs s eIt Folzlewis, 200005 A|EF dRollx] wiQl
APIARES W] Al EF SAIET HISsEivaL AZbetar, 91 AAES 39l &
e visssiaL Aziske A B, WidlEe WlEe] SdAT =71
uiZol] 21 SARIER TR Wl FARIET FAKSA ekl O Bol veRd
HhA, 391 AR 591 TRlET FARSIA e85 wol sk Alo= v
U A FAlel FAREA deakg 3l AT as Wedith s =
A} FAREE A 7] AAAVE EAEE A e AT AN
=], ¥H71(2003a)= TV S7d8l=o] F4Y 74 ol SIErT FAS1A
deAtgol o = vehdths AS gl

H el mdlo) thek AAEE FARS]R s a8a) Fated] tigk o] F8
gk olSmHelolnt. T FUAlele D] diEe} FARS|E Adsatee] dAE o]
BHOR Ao & Abol7t oGA 2H83h= Aol theh A= 9] o] FolAIA
ookt aAle ot WAE S A FAKA Adeakge] 4 dS st
Al T3] ofelsly] Wi o g Hol Xt} AAE FAPGoR B e} AL
2 g AgL v AR 7ol e o] FHEsbE BT old ti gl
sl mkZe] Eelo] T Teols Ao, AR s A8 mYolel 57
sz ol el 8AlE0] 2k A XA oo}, HAlEel FAKEA st
g AAE Hx2 AT =2 —Er"oli\—(Lewis, 2000)9] AEF ot Folx
= TVAEZ dAFolA] ZAIE(interest in favorite character)E ‘A|EZof S4s1=

ABE Fo Folshs Qi viat Bhle] Juehn z4Ko 2 Felsielt. =,

eS| S shEEe] Ahdel thel BAE 71 %ol AEE BilEE 155l
A8 45 o] AR B A% AHow felHel WAL Qi Aow



B Al el o] Farast Bl FARSE e Akl A% Ay dTE
< At ez /o) A7rbdE ARSI &, L HAEE FAEE et
Bl A2l FEe R Aoz A5FaL, FARIF deaks-2 Fatel tigh ezl
A2l e A Aoz E 3 Ul WAl Farel thk Blell=

o] FFE A Aoz A5 /e e v 2o

« TP 1 EAAE SAEA Aol el A dde mIE ol
« 7HE 2 FAEE FARRE eagell frefvldh (o] Jde vE Aol

« 7Hd 3 AR Admakge Barel] e eiel] Fomid Ao 9 vH

7Hd 4 @ TAAE Farol] gk gl Fondk F+)o] Jdee A

=
o =
7R 5 il arel] tid Bl frefmidk (el dde A

59

otk
olth.
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ol A7rds m¥stehd okl (™ 1) Zrh

(O 1) 2 79 =Y
SYUAl H4
(identification)
‘{
ENBMEEE H3 ZD0l O3t BN

y (parasocial interaction) "| (attitude toward ad)

Al H5

(interest)
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B TS SR A8 2R B 2lshs 8 SHieh ShsS did
o= ANk ARUAIN FPPHES FY5H= SHIE0] oF 588 ARAS
WiESHa Sk, MEAIS WESIL AR Sl Abdel A% W8S
AN S AEAE TS e U, SR, A Bl veS BE 5 Qg
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32,
A

(2 1) SEA 54

g0l gl HIE(%) H(SD)
A 188 483
A
oy 201 517
20A| 0|3t 169 434
ol 21~25A| 200 514 21.35(2,15)
25M oA 20 51
1804 65 16.7
28t 141 362
Bl
354 110 283
43t 73 188
QIEAISA Y 139 357
oAz eA g 77 198
HMI2ot ox|5tH & 13 33
Q=0 - Al - AAAL 103 265
ofjHSAL 57 146




SHA] 545 Aurd, gl loixdes Erdol 1887(48.3%), of/de] 2011
(51.79%) 02 BluA 18 BEXE Borh ko] e 18415 284714 =]
o] glom o]5¢] HF IHL 21.354|(SD=2.15)= VERITH U TA|F o2 Ak
B, 204 o]a7F 169%8(43.4%), 21~25417F 200%(51.4%), 254 oo 209
(5.1%) Solc}, shdd == 13hdo] 657(16.7%), 28hdo] 141%(36.2%), 381do]
11078(28.3%), 431do] 739(18.8%) 2.2 281 A7} 38hde] nlgo] ezt 2 Ho|c},
AFEors AR AFZAE] A Dol 1399 (35.7%), AAAFSHA o] 7778(19.8%),
oxsHA|He] 13%(3.3%), el - AR - 7737 dol 10378(26.5%), IAls A Lol
578(14.6%) 22 YERTE

(1) EMEH 4SEE
ZHIAPE TV Far Bl tiete] 27j= AR JITEAIRA o] FAA s
2A8-o 24s7] Yaid FHF HARubin & Perse, 1987)7F AEE 74
PI(parasocial interaction) HEE & -l 57| 48| AR&s3ich. 2l FrHle
20789 PIHEE JPg ot S| Hols atefste] & dTelxds= 107 o=
=30k 2 Aol AREEE 10709] FAKEE de A Hes ZT 22 o,
=3

ArY AT, AF HE BIH 29, 0 B vt A e 12

o 1o

J

2711
THE 42l Som f7haele, Ahzol Aol vhom Bl ol W, TV Fant

TRl vex ow Hu Aol ‘ele] o 8 Flshd A4S 2
=

T3] itk o] 107 e B 53 HEG: v 2T olX 1 e a3
et 7R SA =N, Aljke A= el tigh £ FARSH Jeakg A5

2 243 1] PEE| Pt -
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2 AT FAND SRS TV a5 7o) Aot o7, i ol
=R

BTk 2l R oljdh, B ATl BUA Hel Hr Fols(Lews,

TV ZIolMe| Rl 2Hn FAEH &%)
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S

2000)9] AEEF ATl AR (o] HEE B 7ol el WFstel ) 3
o= A ) FHe U A vk
391, WS 7ol BEE /T e, BAAe] wZE

o8 T/dHo] e ol

Aol B, 2 XA 4 = 3%,

7 B A 45 AR B 54 A
(5 kg a3 o 12 A8 22 gk AR SHEon, A B
Fahe] AehAITHM=2.32, SD=091, a = 7).

(3) A=
E AFolA] #AE SHEHATE TV 3331 2dle] o)ifolu} Al Fof| #osh=

A= 9 A T Eel B 8 5L g} B ATl MRS Folx

= 1 U v H =7 O o= yul pid QEAS = So s T
(Lewis, 2000)9] AEF AF-olA] AREEE S7H9] HEE o]&3te] ZAJt. of 57N
FEe WEeA] B S22, A v A, Sl ZROE wEA] AP

3, el sl Balo] B, SR o] i AEiglon ¥ Sow pAse] otk
o] 57} B FAIEH 5L v AR B 5 A6 w28 ol
11 @3] 2R o )R SAEeler], $ WRAE Tkl A%skact
(M=3,92, SD=0.73, a =.79).

(4)

ic)
[

ofl et Ef=
off tigh Bi=s= A AAH A, 28H A, AFH AP oR oIk,
A= of=rf mEfe] ahelo]ar, 8L o] 2H, P52 oA Aklo
OFETHE| R, 2004). et £ AFtellx] Fatel] tist el=e Q1AA 27
AAA abdolwt ZekAZICE diveld 352 Ak IAA Hek 1A HEo
Al T E o R E ofsld = Ql7] witolrt, Farel] ik el 7 e
& Feay g2y = (Muehling & Laczniak, 1992)¢] A7-ollx] AL&H HE=E vl
o= AAH A4 28, TA A 33 T 2F 7 FEoZ 73 sAh

re

oY
i

298 12 2 AAF, FAF FNES T,
o Ae), Zoldt Y= AAF Fo Pl k. Paol g

k=2
B o] AQke Amel tiEk B4 gl 7] RS Fatel 2 Hirake 73



B AFelrE o] =olE ule R gl AN ARRES 53] st
7R RAS B O, LISREL 8.53 2 1#l(Joreskog & Sorbom, 2002)S o]
o B3I ByFde HUle e A (Maximum-likelihood estimates)& %
2AZEEde), Fowt A3 SR A7 (listwise deletion) HH-S o]83F¢0 ), Tk

Z34 4 (multicollinearity) o JU 5123 (normality) 2} &3t 714 sl = A9+

ZF 2 IE 7he] vzl A A (bivariate correlations)E AHHE A} (F
2) o} o] YElith FAA dEahge #AEr=.09, p{.01) | Tk =
(=56, p{.0D9k & Ho] QlaL, FLAI(=11, p{.05)%h= JHH o2 vhe 4o

=)
WAZY = AR Yeisit) §H, diles Fared] tigk Bxee) 2
(r=.64, p{.OD7} Y= Aoz vepdth Ajte H=Rde ¥3}H §(saturated
model)o]B 2 BEl AT = o8 (perfect)al ATt 7F S50 AHE S Aujn 7|
8l A (Squared Multiple Correlations; SMC) 36 A A3} £A13] 4]
e arg-o] 48%, FaLEEe 41%F 247 AWl AR YETh

(E 2) &% Hols 7ho| Maa
ZALEY MTAE SLA el U B
TAEY MTERE 1.00
Z2A| 0117 1,00
ZHAE 0.69* 0.05 1.00
e an == 0,56 0.05 0.64* 1.00
*p¢.08, *p( 01

TV ZIoiMel ROl 2t FAEIY AEEtR(parasocial interaction)of| 25t EHAHE mE 19



nE Ao g o&sar girk (IE 2) of] YR viel o] FUARE FARRA szt
go] A o=melel Aog VEPHH(B=.08, t=2.05, p(.05). &, SHAEL TV
it Tgshe Al mdo] AR FUAPE kAL 7R gafFos Uy
gt FA)A dsaRgo] o A vehdthie Zlo] WAaEY weba P 1)
A = At

UK 2) &= AT} AR daabeol A2 Q3 mAE Zlo R d&53=
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Abstract

An Exploratory Study on Parasocial Interaction with
TV Commercial Characters

Choi, Yang Ho
Department of Journalism and Communications
Chosun University

Kim, Bong Chul
Department of Journalism and Communications
Chosun University

This study attempts to find out whether or not parasocial interaction concept
found in media personality studies could be applied to Television commercial
character, In specific, the study examines the relationships between parasocial in-
teraction and identification with favorite TV commercial character and interest in
favorite TV commercial character, The survey was conducted on 389 college stu-
dents for testing the parasocial interaction with TV commercial character and other
related variables, Parasocial interaction was significantly correlated with both iden-
tification and interest in favorite TV commercial character,

Both parasocial interaction and interest in favorite TV commercial character
had significantly positive correlations with advertising attitude. In addition, para-
social interaction had a mediator role between identification with favorite TV com-
mercial character and advertising attitude, The parasocial interaction findings imply
that interest rather than identification with favorite character could be more effec-

tive variable in television commercial character study.

key words : parasocial interaction, celebrity, identification, interest, attitude
toward ad
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