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Abstract

Along with the rapid expansion of the mobile environment, the mobile banner advertising market is also
expanding. However, most of the banner ads are not indiscriminately exposed, except for keyword
advertisements, so their efficiency is also very low. The purpose of this study is to provide basic data that

can construct more efficient mobile banner advertisement by simulating the advertisement effect according to
banner image area using actual data.

Keyword: Ads, Ads efficient, Banner image area, Simulation Ads

1 Dept. of Information and Media Technology, Graduate School Dankook University
e-mail: bloodeos@naver.com

Received(April 30.2016), Review (June 11.2016), Accepted(June 30.2016)

ISSN: 2508—9099 JDAEM
© 2016 NCISS 21



The Influence of Mobile Banner Image Area on Advertisement Selection

1. ME

2012'F 8E XY CHSIRI=mC| ADIEE 7KL == 3,300TF HES HO{A, =2 108 & 63
L2 ADEEZ ARSID Qon, 6% W 1010580l Ho| ANEZE JIIX7L 715t

E310f| 39.3%, ZXHHA|X[Of 18.3%, ZMOIE{L 3 A

LT

Ik ADIEE 0[8F 52 84

#e
o2
_?_

o o
01801 424%2| AlZts oot U= A2 LIEHL, S3tLt MAIX] 7|SECH QHSOLE A

=
0|82l HIEO| H Att= Ag & & UCH1L
OM| AOLEE O[&At 40008E CHELZ oF ZAO|A, A0

FROl o2 # Z&0tks A0l Xl 78%0 =ot, 2

P

20124 HESAM|Z|7F o

U"I

12~
EZoz QIHUZE O|83t= AfR

of
o
Sl

Bl O|&Xt2| 67.6%7t SIF0f 1A[Zh Ol QIEHO| HE3t= A= LIEFRICE Eol AOEE
0l8Atel 91.1%7F & Tot ZH0| A20, F= HA[X] 1 (64.7%) L= HiHEL (62.6%)

£ Tot Aoz LiEtHel, 18 ot ZeXtol 60%0|40] s &Yt = 82 =olst 8
]

& (69.5%) = HEOILE MH|IAE FOiSH FE (623%)0] U A2E ZALE|RUCH2).
(Click Through Ratio, CTR)2 FX} WOIX|1 QUCh EC T28MQ ZHIY HiLH Z1E liME
HiH 280 OfL|2t, Hil M2 TEAOAM Q] HMEF ot HRSHA &

= HT0M = 2HHY Hi 2002 Bl O[ojX| HAO| & {MEH0f| O[X|= S0 CHoY

AFoIAL SHCE O|F I3l &A B &1 T HO[HE 7|8tez S4S fREY AOCh 1

ot

S4E AlE0[4 t0] 2l2fQ| H|o|E{Qt H|usl = ZO|Ct.
2. HjL{&ne| #Hgt
21 4 &1
Hilq(Bannen= &2 H=+L2 LIEH = ZO|X|TH QHUMOA= SHOX[OA &1
£ S50 U] 20| HLUMY M7l 0jUXE BABHE HS TICL 22jole S5t He

=
o o 2YS HOLY, “YARZIY HEL =2t FAHE Zi2ls 2 37]2 1 O[0jX|= {2t

21 Ck

22 © 2016 NCISS



Journal of Digital Art Engineering & Multimedia
Vol.3, No1, June (2016)

QIEHIOf Q| HiL] &= 1994 10€ 3t A0|0{E (Hot Wired) AFOIEO| XS ZHAHZ[RALCE

Z7|0f= O|o|X|Lt 2+ fIFe| CIRIQI0] & O|R UKL, diils S, 8¢ 5= =M A
ot= ZEIOICIY g 2oFn ol Hygez FNg M F= ILoM BHOfLY, A

Aol e FE0f WE 4

of

XIS OHEH5H0] AFEAIRL =485 dlV| & it
HiL &= TVLE & 52| 7|E DICIoo|A ARl &iet DRHZIRZ AREALS] o =ef
= J2Rlol 2o XA Elcks H2 ZRITL 7|E O|C|of7h Ehdek HIAX] MO THSHCHE

|_

=
CIEH0lEtE ¢=2XE0| kst D|CI0E A8t EOIA 2 Xto|7t Lt

2.2 BHHY HjL{ &3

BUl AFEO| 7hs¢et ZHIY C|HIO|A (Device)OM QB A Al =

= U HiH 1S O ZHHY C|Eo|Ao] S RHFY Hide 2R 2IHH Hiek=

AW, A2 A3 HEO| B2l 27| Eot B2 Ms g =AY GEY 2ot g=Hel
=Tt ABEIN, FRE7F &2 CIAQI0| 2+ &/Ch 0|3 RS S=0b7| 2f8l, B 2841 2
A&l MO|EZ O|F5t0 24 8118 REdh=s EME ARSE[ ATt

=M, &2 232 ME0| HiH2| X7 MSHHOICE QIEU Bl X|of Cigh A+ Jof
OA[ZE Tste| CHetAYSO| sAet Z2ME QStH *EZR A3 FH FO| XS HiH7
228% H =2 CTRE =LA oICf3]. O|ME Hl23F &tEel 2 ZLHME Theet X0

HIHE HiXIZ & AR, 22 AFRIOME AOFS YsHSHA| 7] ffof =tH &T £ 5

AN
AW, B2 AR SZH0| QAB S EALO|E #T OfL[2}, AOEES| OIEZ|H0[M (App, )2
2 SYEUC FER HiZEE Ao 2 +YR0| ZHY HH F17t E =2 B2 Yo

U[E

D7b AFBEID 9o ¢ ol Hiuf YN HEHoR st 729l g, g9l of

g =
Bt 22 ZHY B 0 HE2 ANt SSUCEL 2HY 0 M| BZ0| (Tapjoy)dfl T2,
2012 SARY oF 20H2| Hof ZBHY HHE EXSIAC STOIX|OfM g5 ACE

=
SR, Olsg0l F1 =SEF0| 0| ChE D|C[0{2b= CHEA| A2 S740] o &HA| =k

O> |_
ﬂ'
Hr O
il
rIr

et ez =7t 40| en, v EIfeMY &Y Fi4-§ SEoAU

ISSN: 2508—9099 JDAEM
© 2016 NCISS 23



The Influence of Mobile Banner Image Area on Advertisement Selection

HAME 53 HOXIE SHSH| 7| WEo| dti¥ez F87F MEsits Ae 30,

N
w
[= =
——
o
=
oz
rek

fot

AlF3t MEHOl2ts BAME &
8ff Xl Ol= ZHHY AR 149 50702 E2f (F 1= 574022 20100 sl 2u)
TEE 505D, 2o 2HHY FAIES 26922 (Y 2X 82104 E O M= X|tsiof HisH
79%- S0iE A2 Ot 1 FAg=s AMIATL 20129 7|ELE 129 EHE {2

2 EHY F0AIZe 7Y 2 RS Aot A4, CIASY0] F1 RY0[ 1YY 2=

HiH 215 3= YA Uttt 2FAXO0| i 00| a8dE s YA wet ChEA &
CPM ZEOM= =M 1,000TH2I0Mt 252 SHA =22 20t ol Y= g
t

oo tizel ¢ HES 2/AER A

2 0
rir
d
d
A4
bl
N
HA
oS
il
il
°© N
Q
[Va]
H
MU
=2
>
rir
oK
[
Hu
O
O

2017l 242 FE op Ech Pl RHOAE BT Q) of
Z2A0INE AOILE BRIYEXT FROIOR MK U2 FHS oPA EC CPA UK
AFERIO| Ciofst NS SO} SHET|, S% BAO|EC] B2t YLl OME Hoj S

L CPC DAL B BTE B S22 ZS P Bk SAof Lt
2US MBI BE YTHM CjH FHLLES LELOR uEs

HZE BEHE BAF £ UCL CPM ZEL2 T 32 FASICL 2 AF0ME CPC ZEES

e}

=
0z
|0
HU
Ot
N
Ao
2
oo
[l
i)
rz
=
=
0
_|
)
Il
fot
=
rlo J#
oz
10
N
M
|0
Hu
o>
$9
n

=0lLts ZHIY 4 Ao B3 HiH 2892 A oK1 ACk= ARO[ 02 BN

£ o LML 72005 HiHE LS| Fa CTRO| 0.2%0] 1X|1 e, Ol HiHE

24 © 2016 NCISS



Journal of Digital Art Engineering & Multimedia
Vol.3, No1, June (2016)

of ZAIIHH 1995110 W@ 2%0 HISh T B JK OlSH +X2kR SHYCHS]. ADTECHS
2009 EDAOIN FA} B 30| CTRO| LAt

THRel M FEel 1009 7N Hi Z20f Chet &

UCHD HESHY=0|, 2004H5E 2008
b ZACH6).

EN]
q I-J
pol
rlo
(@]
o
Hi
=

(& 1] 78 #iH 329 Ed (R
[Table 1] Average CTR of European banner ads

il CTR
20044 11 0.33%
20054 114 0.23%
20064 12 0.22%
20074 12 0.17%
20084 12 0.19%

EESE Webtrends2| 20113 EIA0f| EX, HO|AS(Facebook)2| B &1 CTR2 2009
0.063%01A 20104 0.051%2 O CH7]. Comscoredi [I2MH HO|AEL O FH| HijH A|E
9| 312%E AHX|st YoM, Ol tHEoZ2E 71y 2 AIFO|2tn SIFCHS). 7| MEo| O]

-

oF Z2 Hi{el CTR 8 FAl= §Al o 24 x| QACtn Bt= Fg Zo|ct,
CTRe| Z20 Ozt Feifi= 2005° EAMOIM ChZab 20| FYRUCEL AR, OHES2H
(Ad Clutter) [MZOICL OK=Z2{HE AfRE 5, HEIES0| o BHOIX[0| H&5
Z-

i
M
=~

||

W7F HF EOA 27l o] YRS 2E=H HEES2 0l QdE EAOIt 54 oY

S
HAIOIEY Chet 2t A5 OISSHAL ARMO| QIEUE ofA & o=l SXs MEAH =
Ch. QIES2 OfEfe] MEH &1 OjC|ofel Tv, 4E SO Hlof &S| =2 OHEEHEHE RE
ot= A2=2 &M RUCE =W, 2EU O|Cjoe] 23 442 'S Xjehd Mot HEZE
=2 gt 45 20 QARUo HES| L2 AMHN MU A=2 MEASE dtolg

x
>
rx
fjo
N
In
rr
N
40
=
i
i
fuf}
ro
|n
IF -
(s
Q
=}
>S5
3
o)
5
[oR
>
[0)
&
o
>
S

LS ElCHS).

ISSN:: 2508—9099 JDAEM
© 2016 NCISS 25



The Influence of Mobile Banner Image Area on Advertisement Selection

25 B S4o £R0| 43 MY A7

BjLdo] SA0) chet 2
R 9 CIXtRl, EH) CSE B2 M3 R Iom, of F ol S4 2R he 97

Off CHol ORERACE.

£ Floll HiHel S8 A dd AE BESIAULL HiH 19

4

O|2Y, 2}7|(1999)2 AZ|0f|O|E|E (Creative) 224, HiLAZDO| $[X|, 27|, ATo[X|Q| &

7b QUCHD SIRACE. J2|0f0|E|E 240 CigiAl= OfL B0l (Animation), 2=t HIAIX], 28%,

WESEAE FE N3P MZ 71ZHCZE ME3t SIACE G0l ZEO2E ZF £/40f| CHsHA
ZNQK| 64.09%, A2|00|E|E 20.69%, A7| 13.58%, HIZ 1.64%°2] EQEE Zt1 QICtD Tt
SHHCH3).

018220052 HoM| 2t HHZNE <3t Fugut £ I CIXpel 24 A70M, O
Xl Y eAZ=M Bl K|, AA 0]0|X|(Image), 7Hl(Copy), SF42z EFSIICE 0|0|
X|off CHeiME L2{AERO|M(lllustration)at EFO|ZEI2{L|(Typography), AIEIC 2 ME3} SHIACH
[9]. ¢7o| 422 31t ZCk

(1) d1o] 20t HEZ ?PiMeE F5E, 7H58, 7HAIE, F=hd0] Z BHL|0f0F ot
(2 HiHge| CIRiQlof QUof FRE Fgot=s xR & SHYM 717t FHEH 7+

= gg2 =

(3) BiLEL CIXIRIO| RN 7 g1 7t5dE =0l= = B4 Myl SX0IC

E
S
=
=
I

y

[
n
>
ro
2

20
S
>
og
Jtot
0%
mjo
Hir
o)
rir
N
o2
fO
>
Hu
k=)
=]
>
Io
0R
s
S
N

o
Lu
o

QoA BYSREr IS SHOISIR0(0F Bk
AE=2001)= BAOIENAMQ] BiZ ROl TIXQl SHO|M2| 2HES mefstl JHEetS
HMAlSh= STtolA B2 EXtel S422 37| ZHe|, Efo[Zem, He{AE o[, 20|
OFR(Layout), B340 2 EFSIRICH10. AT &S TSIt 2Tt
) BiL{e] EHO| 25 CTRO| ERACE

(2) HHS Mo| Hj{Z = CTRO| =Lt

26 © 2016 NCISS



Journal of Digital Art Engineering & Multimedia
Vol.3, No1, June (2016)

(3) Free =& Gift HAIX|Q] =& A| CTRO| 10~35% ™M AHSPICE

@) %S Z7Y TS WB ARY HAIK|Y B DE CTRO| 15% HE S22,

G
o
I
=2
IS
X
S}
>
0
n
C
==
i

19| CTR2 25% H ZIMXO|CE

HO|HL} =2kM0l 7+Est HH0| 18% H= O CTRO| &=L}

7) ol=2Y HfH&109| CTRO| 16% BE =Lt
=

270 ol HAEZ Q& HA|X]

=
[y
=
I
0

Ol it H2om HUHOl HLBDE YshM WAIO|EQ| REIXet Hj{ZTO| HEMS
203, AFBAI7} EfSTargeting) E|00F SHCFD ZRIBIACH

FRIL012)= 2HE E HiEEDo| AlZ B0 MHE M=k E4F5 o SF0M, HiH

o £8 =R oiet dAAS0| 3A O|0|X|, EfO|EIRKT], &= (Symbol), 21(Logo), Z
Z ZROIQCID 2ten, Aol ZE2 B3t ZLH11)
(1) AH8Ats 2ot & BiHgd Cixtelo] Ao FHHo|n 88X 70| 7hsth HAE
o|dE 7+E M=ot
(2) Efo[Z2{m|of CHsiAl= B7IHE Ol82t Bl &1 CIXRI0] =X O[RULt,
(3) CIXtelof| AMEElE EAte| FF= 274] Ofot7t = abHOlCt,
(4) JEOILt 27 B CIAIRI2 HEHEQ| QIX|=E 0|1 ME2HE &Y + UL

(5) M& HiA2 37kK| Otz K[$ts F= A0l JCh

Ao AFEE ME2 MA AtH7F ofH MEES Soff ALY HES Soff T™lE 42
HiH7F 25 BEE20| Cisf Z& =]
100%7} =ICHe B2 12{sHX| X5

Q12 M(2004)2 2|X|0|C|0f HiL{ 7t 2EIB0| D)X= FSkof| CHSH ATO|A, HiL ZDo|

ISSN:: 2508—9099 JDAEM
© 2016 NCISS 27



The Influence of Mobile Banner Image Area on Advertisement Selection

g ol 205 CR= EM0IM J2[00EE 24 L& I, AAXE HMABHCH12). &
2

(3) 718 A= OIOIC|E ArESHO] MO|E LA ol

o, ZE|DICI0] 245 fleh MEH|IES| 37t HiH d1 &¥e| St

4=

ol
ol
18
oM
N
Hu
ro
o
Hu

g Al 7t 58 EMB2E XML

o= ™

w
A%

Yol
ok
¥

31 84 Bajol 5 gy

HiL E39| 2its CTRZE £8Y + el 3=82 382 2 (RS 2E3k= HOICh
= FFoME i 2 @A & 2 HIoHE HE2z2 MEES Aot o|ojx| HAE
2 JFSKIE Folotl JHEA7E diHez =2 O|0|X| BHAS XOpHIY,

Zf O|O|X| BHe| 7FSX|E FHol7| fl8l HSES OlEoIRAL). B &0l 22 olditat o
HMgtol 2ot ol XOIE A EEXIE UHEIHE A=A, oyt 2Nt & 2 +8 &
B2 71, A2 5 A2 50 HES AlULtol 72 - oh ME HOE oz ST,
o| MZ0| EE A0t O ¢5tRAS W, AX 10717t Ha2|H HSE2 100%7+ ElCh A 874
7t EE|E 8/100] O 80%2 HSE= Z2O0[A =t 2= 20747F EEICHEH 10/200] (0]
50%2 HEES 20 =Ch e, LMoz HNg/AdaUcz Ats A =H 20/100]
E[0] 200%2 MEEOIZ= ZuE A H=H, Ol Ods EXet A07| HEo HEEO|
ZOMMCHD Y25t @RS HolA 2. oz HFE2 100%E Xl =ttt

FARGH O|OJX] M-S 71T CIO|HQ| JH& i2t 3t CTRe| BwatS mv, EHIES vigt 3t

o 3T o] MFE hiot BOHFE mhe Ch2ah 20| 78t 4= Qlct

28 © 2016 NCISS



Journal of Digital Art Engineering & Multimedia
Vol.3, No1, June (2016)

v)
h=—— 100 ()

O7[0flA 2= O|0|X| BHC| IS w2l g2 10[Ct olde| &S =Ast otH [Ag 1)at

7I-|:|-.

=

HAZHCTR) #517|

OOt ERESER 7 EA 7517

[AE 14] B4 =1to] 58 YH

[Fig. 11 How to measure the banner effect

4.1 Ho|H 7L

= @75 P31 22X ZHIEY B 1 HO[HE EMoIRACE 240 ARE B 1o =
A2 Chaat 20 Bides 25 M YEl2 712 M2 HIE 8 712 M=Z2| 37|= H|=o| H
He 2% 22 =MOM M5t S20| B0, ke 2% Z2 7tH12|e] MFo gt
Z0ICL &1 B 5P| #[5td CPC 5 ZHO0| HEE Hif it MYSHACL HOIH

of thet 7Hes (& 2J0| RUACE

ISSN: 2508—9099 JDAEM
© 2016 NCISS 29



The Influence of Mobile Banner Image Area on Advertisement Selection

(E 2] FH G0l 742

[Table 2] Overview of all data

HH BjH Zn 267

% Impression 789,845,894 3|
% Click 4,907,933 3|

M3 Impression 2,958,224 3|
Ha Click 18,382 3|
= CTR 0.62%

HHl 267719| HiH 1 YAE CIOIHE 248 21 & 72sioHTt 3jof Yz o] AY
=
=

2l0| 0|20 EHI 0.62%2| CTRS 7|ESIRUCt 2005E THA| HYL

1O @ CTRO| 02%2 FFE AlZH0| X|E=+5 Ea CTRO| &=t QU= Aof| HIF0f
HH O w2 $XE 2 = AUCE SFX|R, B E29| JHNEl= fIX[Lt &1 MZ2| 7t

42 HjLf ojo|x| MY ZR®

x3 O THIHOID AL XER BHE7| sk BiLHOIM O|DIXI7H Kix|ohs BXOR A2
R
IRl Gk Webh 2 A0l 2&oks ojn|x B

O - —

SFSIACEL HMZ HiH= BAOIE E= & 40| 20l ArZfd ] 22| 0[o|X|o|
of et 2Fo Che & Xto[7h 2y

w3 ATl 2REAM DS 71

OF

oIS o= ML

4>
s

HiZ OO|X| EHHOf Ciet 2ROA= B THO|A O|O[X|7} XtX|sl= BHC| HE=2 &/t

39
_ITl_
o

fot
St
4
>+
u
h
fu
ngt
4
N
£Q

7| M=o TA CHE[SIY ZAKIZ 2FoIRA20 O[0|X|7¢

Bl= BFE 022 o1, 1/2, 1/3, 1/4. 1/52 ZROIUCL 2tef O|0|X|7F 1220 W2 BY

mjo

XpX|St Qo™ 1/52 228ACt 0

>t
Pl
Ot
o K
30
o
re
IS
Hu
Ar
3
Ot
30
K
.
(Oa]
Hr
n
1A
rlo
re
ikl
mjo

30 © 2016 NCISS



(£ 3] O|OJX| HHof Chet

Journal of Digital Art Engineering & Multimedia

==
=TT

[Table 3] Classification of image area
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