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Analysis on the Characteristics of the Space by Factors Affcting the
Proportion of High-Tech Business in Seoul Digital Industrial Complex
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Abstract
This study analyzes on the result of plan of structural enhancement and the factors affecting
the proportion of High-tech business to prepare applicable policy for urban revitalization of
outdated industrial complex. The proportion of securing the infrastructural factors such as floor
area ratio, number of enterprises, number of employees, and width of pedestrian passage is
analyzed. The result of the study is as below:
First, The proportions of high-tech business are 84% for block 1, 76% for block 3 and 72% for
block 2. Block 1, which has higher occupancy of high-tech business, secures more adjacency to
the road, larger area of neighborhood facility, parking space and landscape area. It is also close
to KICOX and it gives convenience and activity. It has bigger number of enterprises, employees
and higher appraised value of land.
Second, It is analyzed that the higher the floor ratio, the more landscape area was secured,
which indicates the overpopulation is not for this case.
Third, It is analyzed that reconfiguration from high-tech manufacturing to high-tech service is
under progress in Seoul Digital Industrial Complex.
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