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This study explores the dynamic interplay among digital literacy, online social participation, and
political orientation among older adults in a rapidly aging Korean context. Drawing on data collected
from 2020 to 2023 by the Korea Media Panel Survey (KMPS) and the Korea Press Foundation
Audience Survey (KPFAS), this research employs statistical matching to examine evolving digital
literacy among individuals aged 55 and older relative to those aged 25-54, and how these shifts
relate to online social engagement and political preferences. The findings indicate that older adults
are enhancing their digital competencies, narrowing the gap with younger cohorts. Participants aged
55-64 demonstrated improvements in smartphone usage, online information searches, and interactive
platform engagement. This increase in digital literacy among older adults has been accompanied by a
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rise in online social participation, which encompasses activities such as posting on forums, sharing
information through social media, and engaging in virtual communities. These changes suggest that
older adults are moving beyond passive media consumption toward more active content creation and
communication in digital spaces.

A salient outcome of the analyses is the gradual shift in political orientation among older groups,
commonly regarded as conservative. Enhanced digital literacy and higher levels of online participation
appear to foster exposure to diverse perspectives, prompting a more moderate or even progressive
stance over time. This pattern supports theories positing that technological adaptation can modify
long-standing political leanings by increasing access to multiple viewpoints and stimulating critical
reflection. However, for individuals aged 75 and above, the digital divide remains pronounced. Many
in this age bracket face barriers to fully utilizing information and communication technologies,
underscoring the need for policy interventions and targeted education programs that address their
specific learning processes and possible limitations in mobility.

Theoretically, this study challenges the notion that older adults are a monolithic conservative bloc by
demonstrating that greater digital literacy and online civic engagement can reshape their political
attitudes and behaviors. Practically, the findings underscore the need for tailored digital-literacy
programs for distinct older cohorts, ensuring that the oldest adults are not left behind. Despite using a
single-item measure of political orientation and a short four-year window, this research highlights the
need for continued, long-term examinations of how digital adaptation influences sociopalitical change
among older adults. By providing empirical evidence on how digital literacy shapes political behaviors,
this study contributes meaningfully to ongoing discussions on intergenerational integration, informed
citizenship, and policies crucial for a super-aged future in Korea.
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56,0887H, 20234 4,8517l)& E8&-slo] nETy} vjaEZo] FA]4 A3 WskE A8t
KPFAS 3+ 33} 245 H]E| 35 Waks 28slo] -5 46, AL 3] A-<d9-A

of 22 viegslo] 95 49l 917e] S Shesla ek

-

XK ABEAZAD o] ﬂh} AMAAR ARE AT, AEA R FAT A A &
A7E EANICL webr o] tolxE - dlolEe] 3 ATHEAl WA A
& 7iko R A vl (statistical matching)S Fasle], a#Fe] QX]EQ ZlEiAlek A
| 233k 2ke] IAIE Bk S BAskaA) st ek, o] % B4 AoA I eks
o], AE Ae] 2 B40) G843 v 98 7 o Aus golEasl] &
&tk 2 vl Gk J 25 34(25~344), J 35 44(35~44A), J_45_54(45~54A)
S 55_64(55~64A1)), S 65 T4(65~T4A), S_T5(754] o) = FH-3lick

o) ) ofF WE A 23}, E, TYeN FLsh gk

2) QEAEA 2A A 2022 3 712 L 191 09 2k Aol 17K HA7HE 8D ek o
Ao 2ASKE WA o2 WA, g dwsl E 2% 2 Bl

CIx|g Fgh Al T2ix} Hx| Mg sl 121



2) T G0IE] 2+ SHI 0H

1 A4 KMPSSH KPFAS Hlolele Agtalol #48 astsict. 1ot 3 dofe] Al
FUT SYAE A i dolet oplme, iole] 42 4 WsE HyHoe %3_44@
% gl WA TRIT meb o] Q7 A SHRle] WshE Fjahs o] o, A, o
W, S, A5 WRE FA0R A A8 B4e] ke dek vl tAE el o

2Rl ghgo] A A% Wslel vl JFE Ak WA oR s &’iﬂ}.

o

How Akl 98] EAZ wid 719 (Conti et al., 2017: DOrazio et al., 2006:

Rodgers, 1984)< #1-galiom, Aw odd 5, AW 38 IF, 45 259 22 35 W

58 71zoE dolEPt 48] URsks P5E WA S o] A ofefd el
Aol 49, A% APs A 1592 ) BESo, Rk P20 gl A% T

(Rubin, 1986)9] A7 Fsle] 713 fARE 543 7M1 Hole| (@) 458 nhshe
WAL AR oleld e Hole] 48 Axsjla 410 QS ol vl 7lele)

ATk

Sh= Hl B9l R R delA gl o] Al 1008] W v aslsion, ©

& 7o AiE kgl F4E sRhE o) SR sklele] sRhE 9] obde AT

3) A2 A% A} A 2FS ARSI % TE2 2541 o3 3441 mIRHJ_25.34), 354 o1 4441 mRt
(J_35.44), 454 old 544 WIRKJ 45 54), oJ7174A] wlaredz} A%, 55 o3 644 WIRKS 55 64), 6541 o3 74
Al IRHS_65_74), T12]aL T5A] oPH(S_Th)2 nA} AlgomA TR, 88 IS T ole), 1E, iy o]
] 31 0R 5L 0¥ellA 1007H 91 Blo] 8007H o7k 97l 1o Bhar T v HERgkS: tiSERL
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3) 7R W4 MF U EIZEo} MRIT AE Wy

o] Aellde tAE gEPAl, 221 AR Fo, AR S 8 B4 W Ak
KMP) ¢k KPFAS®] ZwaHs 28ate] SA46isirt. 714 0% vAE g8l 7ikle] o
A 71719k 221 M dvig sseb]] SEskeAE Wrkshe Hd R, o] AtlMe
KMPSelA Algsh= 2vtE 717] 26 gl 140 73

& ZHERE 71 7T ARS(EAF WAA] 2 Bk, A vIESIAL 2R, QIEl 2E(EE
A, makd W), oiEEAlold A B ulolE, Bk v Zs (2 Ak A i Q1)
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FAACE FOIFAE RIS i) el - A7ker) Sl 2 Bl
ES aElilrt. Ml HiAEs 55 Mg S5 W] wixls 2] avjel vl wa(Eeel
ARl el g AR 2R Zat frelde A A Aol kst A
(Baron & Kenny, 1986)2] 7|58 A83)0] 7 7t0] +1.96S 238t 72 ul7l] §3p7} 59
shriar gheksisict.
ofefeh B4 HAE B3 o] A v 2lEEAl A el Al ARA 9%

whopel, el ARl HedE Sk A A

SA v el wiR} ek ke el slerm e Nk viE efeio] date] vy
Ik Bl Ske U olERt w4 VNS selsle] vAE

ARE Hep AEsA 248k 1B8se] AR e GAdell ot 219l ALS] Fele] Hde
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e

1) #h0] 7]% S U A2|s Elgls 24
ST+

A o Aol ARG S L] A} BHEEE grkel] flel AR A 263

[e)
EAA g ol BA (Exploratory Factor Analysis (EFA))# AE| % AZS =aaisict. #49
Az}, tAE 2lEeire} 2891 AR ol 77 v golo g FEHQlon, F BAl ArgE

& 27} 76.43%°} 67.25% = VR, A2nks 4ot A= YxE 2lE2iAzE0.976, 22t
2l AL3] o7} 0.877% A7} 8 45298 Eelslsi.
TAE 0 (Table 1)3% 2] HAE lEjeie BRSA7]E(CT) 28 59S H7lst
T do®, o] Aol A vAA R JIAHIE vldA] 2 I EA A, T6 7]
;oM 2 gkl #e, ofZeiAlold A, ] B QA 5 T2 23’ B 1471 w3
& AH8ste] %@ﬂi’iﬁ}. Ho] BRA] Q1 A4S 18l 4+ 141 (Principal Component
Analysis [PCA))S a19lom, 821 34
Ak A A3 vAE ] e dl glow FEElen
76.43%= eht s 8.9le] Stz she JidS Fs] A
3 gHo] 291 AAfzk(factor loading) 0.2334~0.28072] H$lel Uehic). A1)
< 98 22015 U3 Cronbach's Alpha) AlFE 21&st A7) 0.97602 2 AFEE 1
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ERit}. o=

o] dollM AR YA ElEfA] At WA dide

& vt R Ve B A3 Wik 2.9086~4.28092] Mol

HAR= 1.12530014 1.6109% reRsit.

Table 1. Basic Statistics of Analysis Variables

Fu3) dskn e
wEsigon] g

Variables Measurement Items M SD Fac19 '
Loading
Ability to compose and send text messages via mobile 4.9809 11253 0.2334
phone
Ability to compose and send instant messages 4.1681 1.2555 0.2459
Ability tp send photos/documents via instant 4.0268 13008 0.2584
messaging
Ability to configure wireless network settings 3.8064 1.4267 0.2735
Ability to search for information using search engines 3.8100 1.4198 0.2706
Digital Ability to pen‘orm fmanmal transactions 3.4030 16109 0.2669
Literacy (e.g., mobile banking)
Ability to mqke reservations/bookings 33195 16016 0.2752
Variance (e.g., shopping, events)
= 76.43%, | Ability to open and check received emails 3.4301 1.5949 0.2807
Cronbach’s a
= 976 | Ability to compose and send emails 3.3497 1.6090 0.2784
Ability t.o adjust device settmgs . 3.4893 15052 0.2760
(e.g., display, sound, security, alarms, input methods)
Ability to transfer files to a computer 3.1197 1.5909 0.2740
Abl|l.t\/ tp install/uninstall/update necessary 32297 15686 0.2780
applications
Ability to create documents or materials 2.9590 1.5729 0.2661
Awareness of methods to identify and block harmful 2 9086 15370 0.2602
messages
Frequency of posting comments in online 13213 0.9084 13213
Online Social | ClUbs/aroups/forums
Participation Freguency of writing posts in online 12450 0.7668 1.2450
clubs/groups/forums
Variance Frequency of writing comments/posts on online news 11806 0.6406 11806
— 67.25%, ’c:>r dlscussnor; bqards : = .
Cronbachs a requency of using online recommen ation or rating 12417 0.7127 12417
- 577 functions
Frequency of contributing useful information online 1.1468 0.5882 1.1468
Political . . . .
Orientation Political orientation (ideology) 3.0753 0.8102 -

Note. Digital Literacy(CIXIE 2Ef4A]), Online Social Participation(22121 Ale] &04), Political Orientation (RX| &J&h

126 SH=E0IEEE 697 2% (20254 43)



221 A ol QY 5531 % 7l B, LK) AN 92 A D 2], £
2] 20 % WA 7P B, G855 8% SO AR delh. o] avelis &
57) B2 ALgate] LE1 A1) olg SYsIon, e AR TR BA(PCAE &
Wahgict, 4 23t Wl aolo] FEHglon], F WA AL 67.25%2 ek A

o}, FEAks vt Al 0.8772 veh A2t 5 e SRIsII:

= B A

e )4 BA B wezto] 1.1468~1.3213 Atoldl] B¥Elon & Ha=

0.5882~0.90849] W91= Bt A=A AJeK political orientation)S o\W4 AJekS H7}
o

371 Slsl el ke $83jo] ST, Brge 3.0753, H T 0.81022 Ut

ZHCIXIE 2[EHA|, At2] &304, EX| 88 BE =Y

A A EAks i 4970 Ak Fee] tAE 2ER AL 22k AR e, o A
A 7% WiE FAE Rl Ak Aes vl 24sks H Sl ofE flsl WA tAE 2lER A
A3ES B3 BT PR 7] olsleot 2 s He] WalE dviHal, 2eljl AR o] A%
& wAslo] aakse) HAE Sl ook AlelA e 280 WElkE vjeliitt. ofojA
A AT A RS Fl BT TR Walek AL Q1A9] JskE Skt g

A ?JEL 4R AR 7&%@; UAE 2lEeA] =] WskE (Figure 1)3 (Table 2)& Sl
A SIS = ek Al o= B AR el Alzte] Agel] weh T efejeAlzE 34

o Fk= 7ol EESIt 53], d 2(J 25 34, J 35 44, J 45 54) ] HAE 2H
2] o] A=A LERker, Aol S7FERS HAE 2lERA] rEe] SolAl= 7
e Bk o]eigh Aol 45~54419} 55~644 AEF AlolellA] 7 FEEKloH, o=
g AR vAE Ve At 343 Wk ThsAde AR Wb, 754 o
(S.75) ABT2] vAE gEleis 7P vk s skl 9lom, ARbe] Auke vE A

BEate] Axprh F8] slaviA e AoR YEeRth
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Figure 1. Trends in average digital literacy by age group

Table 2. Trends in Average Digital Literacy by Age Group

Age Group Year 2020 2021 2022 2023
J 2534 2.6009 2.5361 2.8001 2.7482
J3544 2.0574 2.0727 2.3432 2.2885
J 4554 1.2143 1.3502 1.6100 1.6702
S 55 64 -0.8284 -0.5346 -0.0716 0.2065
S 65 74 -3.7427 -3.3647 -2.7479 -2.4207

S 75 57385 5.4512 -5.3077 -5.1189

TR0 Ve 12 K5k T Wi} ol o] Aol o] wislE A 27} (Figwre 2
9} (Table 3)ell AAIFIo] glck % T 2lejeile] it Aol Qe vl Ase, 11
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Figure 2. Changes in average digital literacy differences between age groups

Table 3. Changes in Average Digital Literacy Differences Between Age Groups

Age Group Year 2020 2021 2022 2023
S 55 64 vs J_ 25 34 -3.4293 -3.0707 28716 -2.5417
S 55 64 vs J_35 44 -2.8858 -2.6073 24148 -2.0820
S 55 64 vs J 45 54 -2.0427 -1.8348 -1.6815 ~1.4637
S 65 74 vs J_25 34 -6.3436 -5.9008 -5.5480 -5.1690
S 65 74 vs J_35 44 -5.8001 -5.4374 -5.0911 -4.7093
S 65 74 vs J 45 54 -4.9569 -4.7149 -4.3579 -4.0909

S 75 vs J 2534 -8.3394 -7.9873 -8.1078 -7.8671

S 75 vs J.35 44 ~7.7959 -7.5239 ~7.6509 -7.4074

S 75 vs J 45 54 -6.9528 -6.8014 69177 -6.7890
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Table 4. Results of Linear Regression Analysis on Digital Literacy Between Age Groups

Comparison | Sample Size | Sample Size ]
Group (Elderly) | (Non-elderly) Bo By B B F-value
561V | g 4208 | 24924 | -36917""| 0.0719* | 0.2851"" | 2057.38""
J.25.34

SHevs | 73 4470 | 1.9458™ | -3.1451"""| 0.0980**" | 0.2590""" | 1414.64°"
J.35.44

5961V | g 7816 | 1.0827° | -2.2519"| 0.1636"" | 0.1935"" | 963.87°"
J.45 54

S VS| 413 4208 | 24924 | -6.7065™| 0.0719** | 0.3863"" | 6941.99""
J.25 34

SE s |y 3 4470 | 1.9458™ | -6.1509""| 0.0980*" | 0.3602"" | 543152
J.35.44

SE TS|y 73 7816 | 1.0527° | -5.2667"*| 0.1636"" | 0.2946™"" | 477153
J.45 54
7 4208 | 24924 | -8.3041"| 0.0719*" | 0.1273"" | 24771.90°"
J.25 34
STV 4 4470 | 1.9458™ | -7.8476™| 0.0980*" | 0.1012""" | 18576.34""
J.35.44
SPL | am 7816 | 1.0827° | -6.9543"| 0.1636™" | 0.0356 | 14762.28""

Note. ***p (.001

QoRk UHgo] (Table 4yl AxlE]o]

& 5 2 27] vAE gEYA 2] (B) 7} AL

2 froffsAl VR oM (p € .01), ol 183 tAE A o] F FHT o

A viths e o] Foh wgh ARE EHB) 94 BE aEellA o) s B

], Alzto] A|el] whz} BE AuFelx] T gEeAT Sk Ade] ERIEICh 53,
5

[Si A R =y i e e B 7 I(J—E *ﬂ})
Byt AlFtell w2 oA e ElEAL Wskehe AR(ARE &7
DA S E 7 AR Wskehs AR(ARx 1 A 28 59
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Table 5. Results of Kruskal-Wallis Test Analysis on Digital Literacy Between Age Groups

Comparison Group 2020 2021 2022 2023
S 55 64vsd 25 34 1196.80*** 1112.68*** 1079.77*** 926.72***
S 55 64vsd 3644 1031.90*** 878.73** 756.67*** 583.61***
S b5 64 vs J 45 b4 670.65*"* 616.21** 516.47** 42117
S 65 74 vsJ 25 34 1516.07*** 1512.69*** 1523.34*** 1403.23***
S 65 74vsJ 3644 1621.93*** 1489.44*** 1365.62** 1192.00%**
S 65 74 vs J 45 b4 1728.12*** 1637.83*** 1508.93*** 1347.09***
S75vsJ 25 34 1603.654*** 1669.83*** 1752.10%** 1701.23***
S75vsJ 36 44 1779.33*** 1725.17*** 1678.41%** 1575.01%**
S75vsJ 45 b4 2098.32"** 2128.80"* 2160.29** 2108.50**

Note. ***p (.001

3] Ao HAE e

& e M EHR) 54 B vl S 7HE The Aol ArtaL ddslo] HlRa Al A

il
rO
Ipr
'
&
it
)
o
QL
fl
[gus
_I_u
of
ﬂ?’
rl]:
I
o
rO
>
rir
a
B

o791 S FhR SR, o] AL N Ameld] wEE He % 2 39
Aot BAHOR ROIBAT B/ISHe A0 AT T, AFeT-tels YL
B 235} o] Qe ARMe) A A SE A RAPE S glon, Qi v

8 78} U8 F 7 H)ESE A" AR (Table 5ydll Ax]Eo] ot} A4 o=

B Aol Bla T 7 H Sl AR R from]gh AlolE vEhh e (p € .01,

DRI Xeh Alch XL HR| o #ist 131



(2) 22 A=) Adofe] A Axk 7k o] g}

A% T 2R AR Aol Aixe] vt ke B4R 297t (Figure 3)3% (Table 6)0)
ARIEle] it oS Awinm 317 el ARl Aol mhet 22191 AR ol7t AR1A
o T7¥R= gl WARARE WA TRl 20220 R AYTo] wed ¥
202310Ii= Fhaxdh= FElo] Sielsnh IRk, Hlatg T55(J 25 34, J 35 44, J 45 54)
o] 2RI AR Fof o] AEeiA A LpErton], ARo] S7RE SRkl AR o]
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Figure 3 Trends in average online social participation by age group

Table 6. Trendss in Average Online Social Participation by Age Group

Age Group Year 2020 2021 2022 2023
J.25 34 0.5934 0.6383 1.0168 0.4525
J.35 44 0.4861 0.4066 0.7904 0.4587
J.45 54 0.2054 0.2038 0.2923 0.0415
S 55 64 0.2715 -0.2677 -0.1671 -0.2166
S 6574 -0.6009 -0.5902 -0.4830 05212
S 75 -0.6736 -0.6653 -0.6671 -0.6511
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Figure 4. Changes in average online social participation differences between age groups

Table 7. Changes in Average Digital Literacy Differences Between Age Groups

Age Group Year 2020 2021 2022 2023
S 55 64 vs J_ 25 34 -0.8648 -0.9059 ~1.1840 -0.6690
S 55 64 vs J 35 44 -0.7576 -0.6743 -0.9576 -0.6753
S 55 64 vs J 45 54 -0.4769 -0.4715 -0.4594 -0.2581
S 65 74 vs J_25 34 -1.1942 -1.2285 ~1.4999 -0.9737
S 6574 vs J 35 44 ~1.0870 -0.9968 -1.2735 -0.9799
S 6574 vs J 45 54 -0.8063 -0.7940 -0.7753 -0.5627

S 75 vs J 25 34 ~1.2669 -1.3036 ~1.6839 -1.1035
S 75 vs J.35 44 -1.1597 -1.0720 -1.4575 -1.1097
S 75 vs J 45 54 -0.8790 -0.8692 -0.9594 -0.6925
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Table 8. Results of Linear Regression Analysis on Online Social Participation Between Age Groups

Comparison | Sample Size | Sample Size g
Group (Elderly) | (Non-elderly) Bo B ke Bs Fvalue
S5564vs | 543 4208 | 0.6887"" | -0.9855* | -0.0028 | 00294 | 202.46**
J2534
SE6Avs | 543 4470 | 0.4469"* | -0.7438"*| 00358 | -0.0092 | 15711
J 3544
S5564vs | 543 7816 | 02814 | -05783"* | -0.0380"* | 0.0645% | 69,37
J 4554
SETAvs |93 4208 | 0.6887"* | -13237"*| 0.0028 | 00373 | 351.35"
J2534
SE7Avs | 903 4470 | 0.4469** | -1.0820"*| 0.0358 |-00012 | 306.61°*
J 3544
SE.74vs |y 903 7816 | 02814 | -0.9165"* | -0.0380" | 0.0725"* | 188.29***
J 4554
STBvs 1 47 4208 | 0.6887** | -1.3695™* | 0.0028 | 00094 | 471.90"*
J2534 ' : : : : : :
STovs 1 g7 4470 | 0.4469** | 1.1278"*| 0.0358° | -00291 | 424.26"
J3544 : : : : : : :
STBvs 7 7816 | 02814 | -0.9623" | -0.0380"* | 0.0446" | 275.13"*
J 4554 ' : : : : : :
Note. *p (.05, **p ( 01, **p( 001
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Table 9. Resullts of Linear Regression Analysis on Online Sodial Participation Between Age Groups (After 2022)

Comparison | Sample Size | Sample Size .
Group (Elderly) | (Non-elderly) Bo B ke b Fvalue

SE6Avs | 55 2144 | 15812% | -1.6989"*| -0.5644** | 05149 | 120,01
425 34

8755764 VS sk — sk | sk sk sk
Tonar | 378 1994 | 11222 | -1.2399"| -0.3318"*| 0.2823**| €9.16

S5564vs | 4qg 3764 | 05430° | -0.6607*| -0.2508"*| 0.2013* | 3155
J 45 54

SETAvs | ) a5 2144 | 185812"* | -2.0260°"| -0.5644*" | 05262°*| 190.21°**
425 3

8765774 VS sk — sk | sk sk sk
Tora | 238 1994 | 11222 | -1.5670"| -0.3318"*| 0.2036**| 161.22

SE574vs | ) ag 3764 | 05430 | -0.9879°| -0.2508"*| 02126 | 85.15**
J 45 54
STBVS | 4g 2144 | 18812% | 22644 | -05644** | 05804* | 287.18"
A , , . . . . .
STBvs | g 1994 | 11222 | -1.8084™| -0.3318"*| 0.3478"| 258.20"*
S , , . . . . .
57255 Lol 24 3764 | 05430 | -1.2262"*| -0.2508" | 0.2668**| 149.62"*

Note. **p (.01, *™*p (.00

(Table 9= 2022 ©]$-(202213~20231) ] 37 ¥4 A= HEg AA3F Ao}

B s}, 2022 o) Felli= AR 1 1k 22l AR e AR ek sfeke wel], ¢
5 A F3HEB)7) ol e 2k vl 1) T8I ol 2022% Fojsgie 317
T3 e 3 2 LRl A BF AR olF fashe 3PS BYee drdt 53,

55~6441 AEFo] - 20230l &S S Lukl & X}OV} A Ao,
ofiz WHY o5 2R 2F o] jEdo] ALl wet vhE=A Wskelal 95 Kol &
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Table 10. Results of Kruskal-Wallis Test Analysis on Online Sodial Participation Between Age Groups

Comparison Group 2020 2021 2022 2023
S 55 64vsd 25 34 203.04*** 241.85%** 333.30"* 186.68*"*
S 55 64vsd 3644 195.49** 1656.54** 222.32%** 170.38**
S b5 64 vs J 45 b4 100.78*** 88.95™* 97.90** B54.04**
S 65 74 vsJ 25 34 368.51** 41418 487.42% 34219
S 65 74 vsJ 3644 356.62*"* 336.16*"* 379.90** 322.14*
S 65 74 vs J 45 b4 249.02** 242.33*** 245.60*** 181.94*
S75vsJ 25 34 433.65*"* 514.25*** 661.42** 49617
S75vsJ 35 44 41816 429.68** 543.65*** 473.10%
S75vsJ 45 b4 306.84** 324.26% 386.25%"* 303.06**

Note. ***p (.001
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Figure 5. Trends in average political orientation by age group

Table 11. Trendss in Average Online Social Participation by Age Group

Age Grous Year 2020 2021 2022 2023
J.25 34 2.5807 2.6538 2.7364 2.6843
J.35 44 2.7091 2.7338 2.8194 2.7355
J.45 54 2.9714 2.9433 2.9884 2.8734
S 55 64 3.3345 3.2930 3.1926 3.1274
S 6574 3.6327 3.6309 3.3640 3.3852
S 75 3.6295 3.6637 3.4800 3.2737
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Figure 6. Changes in average political orientation differences between age groups

Table 12. Changes in Average Political Orientation Differences Between Age Groups

Age Grous Year 2020 2021 2022 2023

S 55 64 vs J 25 34 0.7538 0.6392 0.4562 0.4430
S 55 64 vs J 35 44 0.6254 0.5592 0.3733 0.3919
S 55 64 vs J 45 54 0.3631 0.3497 0.2042 0.2540
S 65 74 vs J 25 34 1.0620 0.9772 0.6276 0.7008
S 65 74 vs J 35 44 0.9236 0.8971 0.5447 0.6496
S 65 74 vs J 45 54 0.6613 0.6876 0.3756 0.5118

S 75vs J 25 34 1.0488 1.0100 0.7436 0.5893

S 75vs J 35 44 0.9204 0.9299 0.6606 0.5382

S 75 vs J 45 54 0.6580 0.7204 0.4915 0.4003
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Table 13. Results of Linear Regression Analysis on Poljtical Orientation Between Age Groups

Comparison | Sample Size | Sample Size

Group (Elderly) | (Non-elderly) Bo B B Bs Fvalue
SE6Avs | yg e 9648 | 25656™ | 0.8501** | 0.0516™* | -0.1252** | 887.12**
J25 34

S5564vs | ygugs | q1881 | 27026° | 07131 | 00342 | 0.1079" | 688.64°*
J 35 44

SEoBAvs | 4 ues | 12280 | 30017 | 0.4140™* | 00089 | -0.0848"* | 244.37***
J 45 54

SE574vs | 4y 66 9648 | 25656™ | 11933 | 0.0516™* | -0.1766"* | 1412.16"*
J25 34

SETAvs | y1es | 11881 | 27026% | 1.0563™ | 0.0342"* | -0.1593*"" | 1212.10"**
J 3544

SETAvs | 11966 | 14280 | 30017 | 07572 |-0.0089 | -0.1162°"* | 635.11**
J 45 54

5758 5,788 9,648 | 2.5656* | 1.2524*** | 0.0515" | -0.1652"** | 1289.84**
J25 34

STBvs | 5 11,881 | 27026 | 1.1155"* | 0.0342"* | -0.1480** | 1106.01"**
Ta i , , . . . . .
57255‘5’2 5788 14280 | 3.0017°* | 0.8163"* |-0.0089 | -0.1049** | 60436

Note. ***p (.001
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Table 14. Results of Kruskal-Wallis Test Analysis on Political Orientation Between Age Groups

Comparison Group 2020 2021 2022 2023

S b5 64vsd 25 34 41897 288.99*** 1612.51*** 165.88*"*
S b5 64vsd 3644 311.46* 236.72*** 1339.16*** 121.66**
S 55 64 vs J 45 b4 131.85%* 110.79* 438.89*"* 58.90***
S 65 74 vsJ 25 34 4856.74* 493.25** 2380.16*** 273.49%**
S 65 74 vsJ 3644 406.98*"* 444.68** 2171.41 226.96***
S 65 74 vs J 45 b4 254,34 320.12* 1133.28*** 163.20%*

S75vsJ 25 34 277.12%** 246.67*** 2363.98™* 83.23"*

S75vsJ 36 44 231.44*** 221.14*** 2183. 71 68.76**

S75vsJ 45 b4 136.86*"* 150.00*** 1306.99*** 42,00

Note. ***p (.001
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A= S BAhE ) v ofE flal 371 24 sl o] Aol 20201
2023 7174]9] HolEtE ARgsto], HAE elEfeiAlE el]l 2l MRl adke 7 % 1
T ARt B4 Bl A, (e A5 1), 251005k @], 0114 800
oV, SH(TE ols), E, thek ASt o), T1E]ar 20213 20237k4]] A= (4]
b B3 A AR wiegsiglnt. ofs el 7t A Wl A, Yo, 8, &5, AR A
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Table 15. Comparative Analysis of the Impact of Digital Literacy on Online Social Particjpation by Age

Group
. Estimated
Age Group Variable Coefficient T-value F-value
J 2534 0.1287 46437 10.3632***
J 3644 0.1268 5.9618** 9.8806***
J 45 54 0.1503 11.9877* 30.6440***
— 1 Digital Literacy

S 565 64 0.1040 12.2468** 38.2990***
S 65 74 0.0480 8.8553*** 25.4293**

S75 0.0181 6.0765*** 11.9334***

Note. Digital Literacy(CIX[E 2[E=4A]), **p ( .001.

T 22 (Table 15)9] A% A tAE glEzire] 22l)l o] Jake w43 3
71 24 AiE By BE A9 IsellA e gEEArE 2kl gl SAA R frefv]
g 34 Qe MAE AR Rt 53] 45~544( 45 54) ¢} 55~6441(S_55 64)
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TelMe vAE 2lE e @aFe] 55~6441(S 55 64) ol Blsl A o= A7 vet
with o= 747} 0.04802F 0.01819] ARrgks B o). olefgh Avk= 1339|745 vAE
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Table 16. Comparative Analysis of the Impact of Online Social Particijpation on Political Orientation by

Age Group
Age Group Variable CEz:‘:‘?;?;‘::ﬂ T-value F-value

J 2534 -1.7208 -26.4610*** 63.7719***
J 3544 0.9631 12.9604*** 40.8978***
J 4554 Online Social -0.8621 ~16.1149" 50,1365
S 5564 Participation -0.3616 -9.4150** 52.5978%**
S 6574 -0.4443 -12.2077** 19.4113*

S 75 -0.4060 -19.0692*** 27.6178**

Note. Online Social Participation(22[21 Alg| &04), ***p ( .001.

7) EAA viFe] randomness7t B8 374 Azfel] mA= G mielslr] S8l 1003] wHESte] v dHlolElE 5
stal RS AFAsision, mi3l EA14 ?Xéxﬁﬂr TeAB FaARe] frolds SRIsiolet. TeAB FarAzke
A fro) BE 0.1 mivke R folaislal, FAAGe] Hiy FF A 247 dEoER (J_25 34, -1.72, 0.07),
(J_ 3544, 1.07, 0.09), (J45.54, -0.87, 0.07), (S 55 64, -0.35, 0.06), (S 65 74, -0.37, 0.11), (S 75,
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