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ABSTRACT

This study used text mining methodology to focus on the perceptions of the landscape embedded in text that users
spontaneously uploaded to the “Taean Travel”blogpost. The study area is the Taecan Coast National Park.

Most of the places that are searched by 'Taean Travel’ on the blog were located in the Taean Coast National Park.
We conducted a network analysis on the top three places and extracted keywords related to the landscape. Finally, using
a centrality and cohesion analysis, we derived landscape perceptions and the major characteristics of those landscapes.

As a result of the study, it was possible to identify the main tourist places in Taean, the individual landscape experience,
and the landscape perception in specific places. There were three different types of landscape -characteristics:
atmosphere-related keywords, which appeared in Kkotji Beach, symbolic image-related keywords appeared in Sinduri Coastal
Sand Dune, and landscape objects-related appeared in Manlipo Beach. It can be inferred that the characteristics of these
three places are perceived differently. Kkotji Beach is recognized as a place to appreciate a view the sunset and is a base
for the Taean Coast National Park’s trekking course. Sinduri Coastal Sand Dune is recognized as a place with unusual
scenery, and is an ecologically valuable space. Finally, Manlipo Beach is adjacent to the Chunlipo Arboretum, which is
often visited by tourists, and the beach itself is recognized as a place with an impressive appearance.

Social media data is very useful because it can enable analysis of various types of contents that are not from an expert’s
point of view. In this study, we used social media data to analyze various aspects of how people perceive and enjoy landscapes
by integrating various content, such as landscape objects, images, and activities. However, because social media data may

be amplified or distorted by users’ memories and perceptions, field surveys are needed to verify the results of this study.
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— Using ‘Textom’
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— Stemming analysis
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Keyword analysis

— Frequency analysis through TF-IDF
— Key place extraction of Taean
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— Keyword classification
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Figure 1. Study process
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Table 2. The main places of Taean appeared in blog data

Kownd | s | Kewn | pin ] Kened | uin | Rewed | nn
Kkotji beach 66 Nangsae island 8 Youngmok port 4 Anheung outer port 2
Si:illjg gzizm 57 Yeonpo beach 8 Yongnan cave 4 Yeonpo port 2
Manlipo beach 34 Mohang port 7 Taeulam 4 Gamabong 1
Nature world R Baekhwa mountain 7 Ganwoldo 3 Gomseom camping site 1
Chunlipo arboretum 32 Sinduri sand dune center 7 Duyeo observatory 3 Guryepo 1
Sinduri beach 28 Anmyeondo jurassic museum 7 Batgae beach 3 Mohang reservoir 1
Baeksajang port 27 Gijipo beach 6 Baeklipo beach 3 Samok beach 1
Kkot])gzee}rlzrna;i—ridge A Mongsanpo port 6 Sogeunjinseong 3 Shinjindo port 1
Mongsanpo beach 22 Aeundol beach 6 Anmyeondo arboretum 3 Anheung inner port 1
Chunlipo beach 17 Mandae port 6 Anheung port 3 Unnyeo beach 1
Farm kamille 17 Bangpo beach 5 Unnyeo beach pine island 3 Uihang beach 1
Deureuni port 16 Kkot bridge 5 Uihang port 3 Jangsampo beach 1
Hakampo beach 11 Duyeo beach 4 Taebae observatory 3 Taehwa salt pond 1
Aiggﬁ fr;fiztral 10 Duung wetland 4 Padori beach 3 ﬁﬁ?ﬁoﬁaﬁzj 1
Cheongpodae beach 10 Bangpo port 4 M;ﬁiﬁ?;zm 2 ijfpnoff C‘gfllttel?g 1
Ganwolam 9 Baeksajang beach 4 Balamalae beach 2 Hwangdo port 1
Kkujinamugol beach Sambong beach 4 Anheung castle 2
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Table 5. Keywords related to Manlipo beach
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centrality | Place | Image | Activity | Object Etc
Manlipo beach 1 o
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