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A study on the Users’ Awareness of Waterfront
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regional surveys conducted by selecting a feel for the waterfront area was investigated. As a result, only 66% of Haeundae,
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ABSTRACT : This study’s leading tourist destination in Busan Haeundae, Gwangalli, APEC Naru Park, including seven
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Fig. 1 Destination survey
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Fig.2 Graph waterfront ceremony
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Fig. 3 Graph of waterfront issues
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