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Empirical study on the Effect of Interaction Attributes on User Experience

ZA
olstd At s a T A& w|t]o] i

Kim Youngmi

Ewha Womans University, Division of Digital Media

%9

olglei At o Tl x|gw]t] o] SR

Ryoo Han Young

Ewha Womans University, Division of Digital Media



1.4 &

2. 433484 A4d 35284

3.AZ A+
31 A+ 71

32 54 =79
33. &4 Wi =

34. B4 o

35 AFAg B4

3-6. A4 A=
4. 2 &

Y
kK
f
ot

=2go

2 B3 AH8A 7

a}
% stiolth. "xg v
;_q—
]

_\;_: og Spt ook
i F}E Oolr

—_ 2

fo re 2

N

&N

i,

oy

2,

5, A AR
4, S, 4,

52 Aolty ol

84 2% ALl v

S

7Hd 19 HF

Ae w22 Aol
g2 @ & Qgied A
Ao glo} AgAV} L o

N
fo 0 op
E
o)
o
=
>
o
N

o et

4 %

o> “_JEIZ fr
mrﬁ
O[A‘LI
£l fr
O
A
by o

fol
)
op
i)
>,
op
R
o,
i)
lo

‘Z24, 2R AZE 45AE 2k e
EAT} N G

ot
)
L,
32,
o
tlo
do
r O
ol
o
38
o

F4 91
AeR AY AL, A5G £, 43AT

Abstract

Recently discussed the concept of user experience,
as well as the academia and industry are dealt with
significantly. ~ People interact with  digital media
environment, gain experience, which allows users to
interact and interact with changes in form and diverse
environment, but is formed through the interaction of the
user experience on the difficult to find.

The purpose of this study is to empirically
demonstrate  the  relationships  between interaction
aftributes and user experience in order to practically
approach interaction design and user experience forecasts
for digital medial interface user experience design.

First, he results of investigating the effects of
interaction as perceived by users on the perspectives
among the various user experience perspectives upon
using digital media interface showed that two-way
communication and control has a significant effect on
manipulation, followed by effects on immediacy, aesthetic,
and pleasure.

Second, the results of investigating the effect of
perceived interaction on each user experience perspective
showed that among  two-way  communication,
responsiveness, and control within pleasure, anticipation,
aesthetic, immediacy, and manipulation, control was
shown to have the most significant effect. The fact that
control, which allows user to select the time, conte nts
and sequence of communication, has the most significant
effect on user experience implies that the degree and
scope of manipulation and control of users has a bigger
effect on user emotions and attitudes compared to the
degree of communication interaction or response time.

Keyword
User Experience  Dimension, Interactiion
Attributes, Empirical Study
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