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Abstract The purpose of this study was to compare and analyze before and after Living Lab (LL) activities
through cases to determine their effect and to make suggestions for improvement. The analysis of the
evaluation of the LL Hackathon found that the score increased by 15.8 points or 26%. The calculation
on the LL Hackathon activity index (tentative name), based on the first evaluation index before LL
activities being taken as score 100p, showed that the 4th revaluation index increased 25p to 125p,
indicating that the various LL programs had positive effects. In addition, the questionnaire on
satisfaction level by process supported this result. The analysis on the contribution rate of each of the
detailed evaluation items found ambiguity in some evaluation criteria, requiring the development and
application of evaluation indicators suitable to the purpose of the project. The survey on overall
satisfaction showed that the LL theme, urban regeneration, led to the promotion of interest in the region,
and above all, high satisfaction was indicated in the relevant competencies (problem-solving, and
communication) of the participating students. This phenomenon may bring about regional development
by enhancing the sustainability of local LL activities. It is anticipated that various studies on LL's would

propose a new model tailored to the local community to accelerate innovation.
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Table 1. Program schedule

Contents Remark

Business Briefing Session/Reception

of Documents Online Parallel

Issuance of Participation
Certificate

Preliminary Participation Teams (40
Teams) Selected

Living Lab Hackathon Preliminary

. Co-Learning Networking
Presentation

Hackathon Preliminary Competition

(40 teams) 22 Teams Selected

Application and Realization Working Workshop

Final Contest (22 Teams) and

Creation of Social Value
Awards

Expanded Application of

Follow-up Support (Asan City) Pilot Commercialization

Table 13} 2o] AHg] Al Tl B3 ARAL
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i 408e LS.

Table 2. Judging Criteria

Evaluation item points
Applicant's Competency of Participants in
Competence and Social Problem Solving 20
Originality of the Originality of Life Problem
Idea Solving Items
The Concreteness of SPeCiHCiW of Goal
Achievement (Prototype 10
the Idea -
Application)
Applicability of Practical Implementation 20
Realization Model Possibilities
Expected Effects and Ripple
Effects in Local Communities
Marketability Sustainability (patent, start-up, 50
follow-up business linkage,
etc.)
Sum 100
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Table 3. Evaluation Results
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Derivation of Implications

Comparative Analysis
Before and After
Living Lab Activities

Lving Lab Survey
Actlvmes Analysis
1st Document 2nd Prellmlnary 3rd Final 4th
Evaluation Evaluation i R i
(64 Teams) (40 Teams) (22 Teams) (22 Teams)
Fig. 1. Analysis Model
T A2 1= FEsAE S S F7F
A% 37 RS BAs) Hud Sk 299 25 A
13 W47t eE 259 oR 2209 292
59 99 BF T A W B EE DABE
717 ehe RHolth e A% WigEEE BoHe

. L Evaluation .
Judging Criteria Results Analysis
Item(points) Detailed Evaluation Items Points | st 4th | Increase Comimwiiima
Rate(%)
Competency of Participants in Social Problem
Applicant's Competence and Solving 10 6.8 7.9 1.2 73
Originality of the Idea(20) -
Originality of Life Problem Solving Items 10 6.0 7.7 1.8 11.1
The Concreteness of the Idea(10) Specificity of Goal A.chi.evement (Prototype 10 6.5 8.2 1.8 11.1
Application)
Applicability of Realization . - e
Model(20) Practical Implementation Possibilities 20 12.6 14.9 2.3 14.3
Expected Effects 10 6.5 6.7 0.2 1.2
Marketability(50) Ripple Effects in Local Communities 20 12.2 16.3 4.1 25.9
Sustainability (pateqt. start-up, follow-up business 20 114 | 160 46 20.1
linkage, etc.)
Sum 100 61.9 77.7 15.8 100.0
(Tentative name) Living Lab Hackathon Activity Index 100 125 25
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Table 4. Appropriateness of Contents by Step

content for each step points
Step 1: Recruitment of Participating Teams 4.5
Step 2: Business Presentation 4.0
Step 3-1: 1st Preliminary Briefing Session 4.0
Step 3-2: 2nd Preliminary Briefing Session 4.0
Step 4: Hackathon Preliminary Competition 4.0
Step 5: Working Workshop (interim presentation) 4.0
Step 6: Final Competition 3.9
Step 7: Expanded Application to Pilot Commercialization 4.1
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Table 5. Overall Satisfaction

Comprehensive Opinion Points
1. Selection of Living Lab Theme (urban regeneration) | 4.4
2. Increased Interest in the Region 4.4
3. Reinforcement of Related Competencies (Problem 45
Solving, Communication) i
4. Recommended to Participate in the Surroundings 4.5
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