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A Study on The Social Network Characteristics of Gwangju Dae-in Art
Market's Artists and Merchants.

HEZE . JRpE
Park, Ju-Young - Koo, Ja-Hoon

Abstract

Today, since positive aspects of urban regeneration by utilizing cultural art is highly rated,
artists' creative capabilities and creation space are considered important. Although it passed
almost 10 years since the concept of creation space imposed is lack of study of maintenance
control after business process. On the maintenance phase, we'd like to look at artists and
network traits of main sources in this study. Gwangju Dae-In Art market became the one
co-exist with cultural art since 2008 as a domestic market activation plan. But now, 8years
later, market is undergoing many changes like decreasing artists. Then we analyzed artists
and main subject's network via social network analysis program. It showed artists' network
has been weakening than the beginning and the density has been off. Whereas, cooperatives
from artists and merchants becomes a link for them. Also planned stores had negative
impacts on network and young merchant put vital power into the market and was in charge
of information delivery function. Thus, Programs should be introduced which can be enhanced
artist's network and promoted interchange for them. Also, it has to make an effort to vitalize
market by a flood of young merchant.
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Fig 1. (left)Spring type map, (right) Circular type



=
of

4
B)
Fot

Table 1. Survey and interview items of artists
and merchants

Table 2. The network characteristics of artists
in 2016

Division List Measures Value
Social In-Degree Out-degree
network An intimate artist, An intimate merchant Node 39 39
analysis Link 127 127
Mean 3.26 3.26
Social  The number of artists who know, Std.Dev. 3.79 202
network The number of merchants who know, Min. 0 0
awareness Number of exchanges with artists, Max. 20 5
within the Number of exchanges with merchants, Of Isolate 0 0
market  Program understanding and satisfaction Of Pendent 3 3
Name, Gender, Ages, Centgﬁggiign(%) 45.2 47
Time to occupancy, Density 0.086
Artist Fln.al. education, F!eld of .
activity, A career in artistic A& 9] 4019 oI te} HlmEle] Alu R,
Personal activities in Daein market,
characteris Type of residence 2011 2] F 32709] =l 184709 WA
" Business name, Gender, Ages, A UK. o= 20119 =]l Wt .
Merchant Business period in Daein =5

market, Final education,
Type of store ownership
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Table 3. The network characteristics of artists
in 2011(EkM|Z 2| 491, 2011)

M Value
easures T Degree ST
Node 32 32

Link 184 184
Mean 5.75 5.75
Std.Dev. 271 733
Min. 2 0
Max. 12 31
Of Isolate 0 0
Degree
Centraligation(%) 215 86.9
Density 0.185
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Fig 2. Degree centrality network Spring type of
artists

[*]
o [¢]
o s PH nsown) @

A35(0.000)
20(0.000)

A38(0.000)

© 120019
A10(0.000)

o

A04(0.000)
0000 0015 0020 0.0
o

A32(0.000)

o
A31(0.000) o
A11(0.016)
o

A15(0.000)
A16(0.006)

A0 @
A24(0.000)

A13(0.024)
A25(0.031)
A02(0,053)
A22(0,072)
A06(0,083)

A03(0.097)

o
0107 0122 R95(0.152)

A19(0.066)

o
A07(Q.019)

) a14(0.000)

A23(0.015)

A39(0.000)

A09(0.000)

R210021) @
A01(0.000)

o
‘A08(0.010)
o
'A18(0.000)

o
© A37(0.000)
A17(0.022)
o
A27(0.005)
A34(0.009)

o  As0.00)

A30(0.010)

Fig 3. Betweenness centrality network Circular
type of artists

UESA & Oﬂ M=

TR A

FaagiRte] 542 v

7] $18) AAFAA B4} Aol FHA BA)

Journal of Korea Planning Association Vol.52 No.3 (2017) | 11



=
of

. FRHE

FRYAAE BES, 1 5SS A

A A7} e B9 VIEZe) 7
SARIYE A0l Aol

2= ?%2}%}% Aﬂlﬁiu}.

J 2 AbolFAA Bk E el el ol
o] =33+ A} A05, A03, A06, A19, A224]|<%:2lo]
SAYAAE JEFTHE 4).

I FolAE A0SHES AT X
(0.526)¢} AtelsAlAd +21(0.152) 5 7FE =4
YERTE o= A0Sl ol UIESA Uld
A 7P SAlel = BeiAtelal, BRE gl
SR A3t ek 7P Bl s RIS on|
gt} =, A0Sl dlle] UIE A4 4

BA9) ol A1 2 AR B 5 U,

U202 AQ3d&le S 42%](0.158)0l)
A HA EH 2 YElgi o, Aol FA

(0.097)l1A 7 HA == ERT o219 UE
A=A W 7 A Fa Rl Ao R EAEH I
A06, A19, A22 ¢fl&=91& Al HA) FQ s}z -
ﬁuﬂ/\/\‘:}.

717ko] wEy Fa a9t §A4S AuiE 24
¥}, @ o] 7P E A05lER1S ofA el A vt
WA@Yy Fo JE 9

B dlzRlo] Qa7hk= Aol A05°ﬂ§°19] 7H]
Kiatae il 91912111, o2 <13 A0selER1e] il
Azle] witeh ARFUE Fart i it

AT IEHoI A5l T A
3} A& S ol L. A O BE o
o] a7k Yol Aol el A viA
R e ERC TR o)

%JMX}E Chebd ALY, A2zel<919] 4
33} s ek S 2 A
29813 1 £ A0 esch, A0S

E

al,

F2EAZ, X524 33 (2017)

A06 efl=<19] -5

o gk ol A

-, 2008 d5E tiQledl<A1g Ul
102 UERgT

Table 4. Results of network centrality analysis
and actor ranking of artists

(In)Degree (Node)Betweenness
Rank centrality centrality
1D Figure ID Figure
1 AQ5 0.526 AO5 0.152
2 Al19 0.289 AO3 0.097
3 A22 0.263 AO6 0.083
AO3,
4 AOG, A8 0.158 A22 0.072
A02, AQ7,
5 A0S, A23, 0.132 Al9 0.066
A25, A26
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Table 5. The network characteristics of artists
and merchants in 2016

Measures Value
In-Degree Out-degree
Node 158 158
Link 100 100
Mean 0.633 0.633
Std.Dev. 1.361 142
Min. 0 0
Max. 9 5
Of Isolate 95 95
Of Pendent 29 29
Degree
Centraligation(%) 5.363 2.799
Density 0.004
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Table 6. Results of network centrality analysis
and actor ranking of artists and merchants
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Table 8. Results of network centrality analysis and
actor ranking of merchants

: (Node)Betweenness
Rank (In)Degree centrality centrality
ID Figure ID Figure
1 BO1, BO4 0.054 BO1 0.072
B10, B34,
2 B38. BS54 0.045 B06 0.067
BOS5, BO6,
3 B15, B36, 0.036 B34 0.056
B56
B12, B13,
B19, B24,
4 B40, B41 0.018 BO3 0.051
B42, B53,
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