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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to sugsgest
the marketing strategies of Jeju citrus
through the analysis and behavior of
retailers and consumers for citrus and
orange. For this purpose, the study has
surveyed retailers and consumers to find
out their correct awareness about citrus
and orange. For the survey, first of all, it
has extracted major attributes influencing
on the purchase of citrus and orange
through the Focus Group Interview(FGI)
to importers and wholesalers. With major
thirteen attributes, it has mapped the
structure of purchasing citrus and orange
for retailers Further,
induced useful marketing strategies of

and consumers.

Jeju citrus from the statistical conclusion.

1. M &8

$9lealz]e] Z71 ¥ AAe] HE 7let AU
9] z7l2 AF 7FEe dod A ™3tz g}
o} Z71e] 44 A AR PFAu|Ake YelA
He FAREC dIF QA ZFEeHEE] o3
daizka gtk 200549 79% A ALY S
$13t DDA¥dAe] Auulald AHE 7HsAdel
2 oz ARsy gl FdE My-UYe] g
i, A2 FAFY Mz 23l A =HP FF
AFRY 7HEel & 9717 23 Az e

44 A7} AFFFFARIC vlxE 9% ol
g 2k 2XE gy A=sh oo 2y
5425 RSl FledA e} AT
& oj9A A YeA], 2o A FAAL 2
AL nlelgk A Ak v1F] 4 AM|AEE) AT
Zol g AP} vl WLl odepd ® dFe
$EUAR YA, E=dAESE] AZUEF
(FGI: Focus Group Interview)& Al x3ti =
3 AviAta 2uAHER AEda BAH ¥HE §

B EEE 20019 ZEF #7300 A7 ARFAFY.
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&l o} E5-E dolwx} g}

AR, FEARETH MAEE HAEstd 559
Foj A A Amgt &4 (attributes)Sol F8
AR oA o dlx|e) HEE FAHLZ v
Zic}h HEEe} T2 F Sy =3 79}
dA L apo]lE BASte oW £A]elA o o)
713 & Aol (gap) & Jehli=rlel sl A
o}

A, AF 2ol a9l edlR|e} Alstel s o
2A M= el Bl 23} (product
positioning). ¥ Y 2ex A3 FHrlste] 3
712 #Hele] QIAlS vl EA Joh

AR, AF st ez 29 7HARgE
(price sensitivity of demand)& AE& £%
AZH Wil o2 (empirically) dolic} % 7]
Ze] wisyl Awlxpe] diAld Ald (alternative
choice)® v} < (purchase quantity)el] @
BUE FeIE MR AEE B3] @)

UA, 28RS eqledlx] @ g oigt m)
A oA @ 2F9 2w (buying
behavior)& AFHo2 Al A}, o]E 9
atod APHA S, U4 AR, FHLTFY]
A}, FoAau|aE, F]]A 5§ AEsld FAR

AR, eIz =gt A3H JERE
3l 280] M 7RI $qledAE viAE &
el A EAjc), FAE AHLsr)dle 71 Hom
2 FGIE 5319 Med #4& A=

vpRlge g £ dye| BMANS sty AHAE
€ AFI}=E ZFHE4gde] wHY Zdez dAs
oob & Aol 7|xAgE AFIc}h A g9
AEE =3 A wHE(methodology) &
Awggic, olslE §7] Sl EAAAE TS
E¥ & ARSR

2. YWHE (Methodology)

2.1. 53 (measurement)} M2X| H&t

3L g3l ol EAHL 2 o
xe ¥l HAFE F HAA (concept)E F
|2} (operationalization) 3h= FHFEL& ¥},

BEs 3FHE ddMe= 95 AHE  (nominal
scale), ¥4 AXx (ordinal scale), 5% AHX
(interval scale). ¥]& H=(ratio scale)% 47}
A ubgo] ARgHc} WEHE F o F ez
uhE W) 2= Holx, #4 WS 5% (ranking).
M2 54 B2 7TH Hx u|§ HE o] 5 5
2 (number) & AHEsio}E o A3l S
olt}, o] ZAME #1¥ A-EA AzHE ¢siA] o] 4
7HAI7F o ARE %A

53] o] XAl SPSS  (Statistical
Package for Social Science) £7 AT Ego]
€ AH83ld MCA (Multiple Correspondence
Analysis) & AHg-slo} 322 EAd F& s
ofat Fc},

AEA] e 1A 3AHAE (measurement
o 7 A= $)E AL F SAHIE
(measurement items)& F&Esof 3} o] &
AAES FE37] $gtq A, LAk 10d
o SR bl ol o Bl Ft o L] Pt O SR P B d
2& HE d FasA Agse Aol Feldx
%844 (important attributes)g ohleu)
FHstgct A4EHRS FGI (Focus Group
Interview)& %3t 1371 F5& =Z3igdh
ot A, Rk, A7z, ALY, G 3], B
=, f5ddAtely] A, =71, A, ekl Aw|A)
39 FGIE 53k 13714 F8448 =23
b7 S| I A < I 74 B -1 4 S I b B 7
= AT FAdHGod oo F8 &4
 FEAY A, rAlFe e FE3Te
s, Bl A, TG WHAEREY okHoe]
Fo&Ao g A=),

A3t an|RbelA] 3 eallA]el g b7 of
2 1385 T8 F8=9 VST E Bo] g}
(58 M= ¥ AH). a2z 7B Fasicia
AZEes 3371 459 &£48 Be xsd
(ordinal scale). &3 2alzjo] g Uy A%
EE 53 Ax F7Hez (5-point interval
scale)dE&d 2 #3 a9 slAALS A &
H2le %A dH & AR s =3y
(nominal scale)& AM-3le FAFsgc) I3 2
Az Q] AL FRER, F8 AAE D=

ol i

scale:
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Wog ATy vl oL Fhier AL
o). 23 QAR S LuAEe] %Al UM EETt
(product positioning)& ¥¢7] $lsled A& A
7}s}ed =29 (nominal scale)22 AEFIIHUL
o] WiAle& MCA (Multiple Correspondence
Analysis) AH-2 7Fs8HA ek AR EFE A

2}3} (demographic items)¥ HEHeZ EAULS

o AeoAe AR 5 J=E THE AT
t}.
2.2.. E2%EH (sampling)

LA e} 7HFE FEsln vl ARHESE A
2 o} Qe H3he AL Brbssich detbA 2ES
2 (sampling)& AE3lslct ZEFEY WS
AHLEE E853E Y § 99 E# (judgement
sampling) ¥ £¥¥¥ (quota sampling) F 7}
A& AHS-3t ot

QA mRupye 53 FEY (probability
sampling)® v|#&E3 #£4Y (nonprobability
sampling) ¥ 7HA7} qled o] &4 &Ed Eey
o] wigHgx meyrr I 2 HEH
Feye =Ad AA wde 2Ad ®ZE £
(sampling frame)°] lelo} sh=dl ]84 oA
& wrbsdi 2dAXe F 454 42vAME
AAGGE FoiA 71 el A3l E71s3t
o}z ot mebx B AP 2T A
ko] We gle wigEd Tewhy F wHEn
a5 JHAE Addgd #d He ¥4 2
2 AErste] wke A2 ) o] A7 =4}
ikl $eleial, FE5UA AnlAES AUy
ATsted AEshe walelt), o] WS B3] 5
dsiA 39, =4t 39, AvidiAl 169, AF &
u|x} 46%& F&3 HEAG.

£9]97} 39L& MgelM &, =oi4 39 7L
2E ARARLNA F2 2uigdAl 1692 AL
A7 =M F2, Avizke AL ArIzdA 2
sqck. AnR} 4679 F A7} 347 (73.9%). &
A7 129 (26.1%) oid, Jojz2& 2047} 199
(41.3%), 30dH7} 149 (30.4%). 40497} 10
(21.7%). z2=l2 509 o]4e] 39 (6.5%)°%

74 Ak, AE ¥ 71Ee] 319 (67.4%).
ul&o] 159 (32.6%) °lxch. 7HE HETUE
24qk 91 viwte] 9% (19.6%), 3T € vluto]
119 (23.9%). 432 « viwte] 16% (34.6%).
aEla 48T 9 ol4de] 5% (10.9%). ¥ Wl
59 (10.9%) oItk (Fx: (& 1) 94 §4).

(E 1) 8EX 84

o= Awgs SEUGY) | K@%

AHIR | 4% Gxt A 73.9
2 12 %.1

uol 20CH 13 41.3

300H 14 04

400K 10 217

S0CH 018 3 65

uaos pJ}-] 31 67.4

plf-] 15 26

JiE ol M4y | MO 01 9 19.6
2XDIR~3HAUR 11 29

SHOIR~4MOIR 16 348

AMOIR 018 5 109

8¢ 5 109

008 | I 4 25.0
Lt #~H 12 75.0

2.3. X238 (data collection)

g LAA[A AR R FolA 2AE 73}
of A 99 $qldztet Al 59 TuiiAES a0
uto} 74zt 1-3A7kel ZA AFAHHE A=34
o} $IAES $£UAES AHFAdA UEHH
#9n =gAEL Z1gE AAAF Ade 2F
o) FHAlelA 2Be] &M dE A AHFE
A xslg ot

avjake Arixel Agd sl AdAE HIA
Z 4993 JukrdAF 129, =3 16%9¢ A #
Aok, AEHE Astd HEAE TS 299 F
H} A7l o 5deo HFAH ¢E AEAGEGFE:
(E 2) A} ). AEL 19% 3T o 30%]
2859

Zna A2 ujdEA ¥ (nonprobability
sampling) & AHsiglow JHAWES APYES
wiuky 3= ¥ (judgmental sampling)®
AHe-stch. Aojakat 4w F3 100%9] $9E
< 71839
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2u)A= 92 129 (26.1%), oA 347
(73.9%). =% 467¢ AE3igcd T8 23y
(quota sampling)€ ARS8}t 22X 9} 72
ABAF A BE AR sl o= B
stk AMAE 4 AERAE Pt By
Ad#4 (administered survey method)%< 3}
vl =F23A (drop-off method)& AH-3H%t).
o] WAL AEd4}e] = AlFE(respondents)el
A AEAE FHA4 9L 3 F AN Foll &
A& 7k WAoln plStolx] &3] AHEEE AF3E
T #Ao|c},

$2E (response rate)$ ol AF3Ed
A S48 §7] 98k AvlAl SHAEAA 23
282 E AT AFE FHdo] HAFE S
v o] HA| GEFE HAE @ Fo A4S
Jasigct. o] v A2 A e
o8- syt d7UES] AW Uz - A
o2 78 glo] A4 ¢e] (bias) AP
o} 5.0009 A= I3} LAXE T3 LT3
2ug AvjdEe] vhgo]l $33olgld). o]FA F
d€ 3 3dxle AWARHEHAES ¥ AE
(incentive) & AME-E ).

(H2) AL YY

L) us w3

1 EN U 2004 169, 2HIX 489

2 | B=sayy quota g. Conveni 11

3 s 39y O 2ER N dopolf @EAH

4 AN 2001.7.16.~7. 21.

5 na Mo g &N Package Spas for Windowsll OIS & 332 &4

3. ¥4 (Analysis)

4¢ 84 SPSS-PCE AH83tga £40
- AR FAl= Wx#4 (frequencies), FFAY
(descriptive), 443 (quadrant analysis),
MCA (Multiple Correspondence Analysis)
az|x A3EA (correlation analysis)® AR
ok Aviabs Aol FAC AlgEUT

A ¥ =ojdESY AdEF A 571 A
7] Aol 715" JelF LS AEste] s
At

HE A S B3l AHAE) 5o EAE =23
RE HFA BAE B89 FoE UFHE 58
A4t} Quadrant #4& F3lod “FR3AA
E wEsla] 2x e HE edxe) 4wzt
A48 &3l AL 4 9 (strategic
priority) & =3l MCAE o|83lo 7=,
22017, Al AF XA (product positioning)
<+ A3t o] /WL F}E F9 $EAISY
AgzZez AsfA] 2ujapt zAMsgc). o] d
W2 ZHdol "LAllx| 9} AlFtel] wlEte]” A}l
A ARA d2A AAHT =AE AEASZ
T2 B § JESE UE oz 443 A
ojc}, ¥ AFFEA (correlation analysis)&
2¥|2HES] A 79194} (repurchase inte-ntion)
o} ofd FojfA &A (o 5t 7))o A &
AFTAE 72 A7 FAALE Lot

3.1. Quadrant Analysis

Quadrant Analysise $4 (vertical line)
< #£%, 34 (horizontal line)& $8 %2 3
o A 148 Fo3HA UFHde 2u|EA ¥F
E(consumption attribute items), 24 F
831 ey wEFFe= SAYFE (d: =Y,
B =27] §), AR F831R] gowA B¢
ST JES, 448 F88A E3A] g 3
58 583 gely 44306 Belsle BT
ol A¥Aor s Fo3cty FAY £ 9}, o]
H Z2AERE 29 (3E: (2¥ 1) Quadrant
analysis(&¥])2})) AwM|zbe] A9 "o, WA
FEl9] FAHA" (L31R])o] 443t Eojemz F
83 gEFo2 Yepdoh, W, AFL 443 E
oo 3Fo] ATl

14%e] Solee 5L F83HA WS
FESol) ez A o AAF, o] o
Stz g, ALY, 9t FACE 2EEA
o} 53] =t AAgS edx|g g F3I] F8
FHME HELrl ¥ Roe F FEIM) 2
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3 222 2] ok Fol¥ e “wokst WY
Az REle] o] e Ay #VE g2
Sol9} gz AEE ASE VEoE Toigd qf
A obsh HAAZYES AHE A FaY

LILEAX ¥ AHIXIS HEHZA ¥ BA0 28 AL

Frztart € & 34 Aol
2] AL Yo" APt mF "2 HAY

-
=<

. 22 A%

o2 g3 BEse £S5l

odx9} 7HF T3] BAce FRTE AdAL
2 gon oo A4 zFNc o wE3z 9l

o, 222 FYY 5 F9 A=l gasiths

R EERLS

zassl AdAes gowd BEHT 3l
£ R F8E5k Aoid

¢ 28 1 ) Quadrant analysis (&HIX})

2ux|

0o

50 1

00 1 * 3
WH o oy}
g w0 it . o MRt

34 40 g2 H7uR
@0 bt TS L]
* 50 J
50 1
D0 bso— o
S0 60 60 A0 750 0 860 90 %0 00
-1
# &
0.0 I
i iy
750 o 2ivg
Ny ¢ gept
00 P o |  FLUSHZ |
=] d

" @y cac PIH oy { ORI
Wreso| * &F287AF
ol Py AR

a0

5.0

00 2

%0 €0 60 N0 750 &0 86O PO %O 0O

22T

45

Avjare] 7S edixe}l 7HEE @R BA 4%
Zoja 2Hsqacd (2 (2¥ 2) Quadrant
analysis(2Fl4D). "=, 7pA"] 443 EF
5o AviAtEe] Foshl AzsldA iEix
ol =olth. Avulake] WAl fAet JASH
gle-g WA Hoh. AL wem A Ak
259 oheg oS 4 ok W, V47 A
g Rl ST & 14Tl T F23EA
Qa1 9 Aol £ANE v AAY, 4
7 olxle] Aelz FsH w73 R olF AA
. A gz UFsAT okl o gl
Aoz vehdr} Zulatel wlsd A AL 4
g Yol zBsh= Hojdt,

=3 =277 "R} e F_A0] AR
golx 1 HEEE EA el EHAE 20y
EoA Bz F8vE 71 3 &40l =g
o] “§54AIele] #AVE BAzwd o FRIH
vepyict.

{ 2% 2 ) Quadrant analysis (&0id)

&0
00
L ]
750 Yy o
* 37} L 1]
H o A2} o M
¥r 20 ) ) ) e
ol gg
¢ HYUCS
&0 -
o FRuRile B
|
[ +10 R P |
o oz
&0 2
Q0 60 X0 70 MO 80 WO %O W00
=343

3.2. EQ%/NRT &Y

zg9v 9 wEx EHE Y} SPSSY
descriptive$AIE AH&3tgch FEFARAE ¥
#7 (mean score)& AW &3 <
r &o] AuiAz 2m|AECA AR P} F8
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W 2e weld. W¢x ®F (numeric
value comparisons)® EAA $Auz
(statistical value compari-sons)2] ¥ 714
o] aledl ol zAlelME #BAE (confidence
level)®} 94 (significance)¥ 38sx] 9=
e HE AMSSlYd. EAA SAuize A
o 712 zlo]E HMEd) gol ARREIA|W oW FA}
9 A4 44 (o ot A YFA] AolE B
+ Zol=2 t-testt} ANOVA (Analysis of
Variance)3-& AHS-3}A] ¢¥gtr}.

22x)¢} 7FFe] ¥lAEE t-testd AHI £
AR FAu| 27 FHER T & A= Y
A folqhe st FAA wlZE skA] Y3t
o FAA ¥2E 5% YAE 594 A sl
A19] 2alxle} zHEe] A7k o] E M| Ui
A8E A B 5 Qi

olu] ¥hilu} gl DepAulE HFH] whgo] 9
& eallAe} ZHFE Am|AEo] FujsiaA F8
Al Az 35He $AL VA s
WA 2RES) HAT ol (F=: (2¥ 3) F&
&) AwbHo 2= oA 729 F8E ol
A vA] @on, e “Fof WA ZRE
Nl M i o4 M- RO RN G [d o OO ) S S
A3 A FAE R HeE Fo4] oris Ao
2 ey}

(3% 3) B2 (X vs 242)
2T (Rivs B

o tk‘.!l"’..ﬁ’éhﬂ P M = | WIFRAREbR e
2 A

A muz i

5 6 BREB8EE S &S

ek o g “37]"E A Aol A £A32 o)A
ZHae] L3xxc o 22 Hoz Jehyt
(FHzx: (a¥ 4) BFE). 53], S} yyAgze

B A" "FA A A= bRl iy 2
Fx7b A vls ¥AE) FA ehd ok
Quadrant #AeM = RAFTo] E3] “gof
WEAZYE Q] kA g MRS $eis
oE oW SAERT gz A} 3hFe] 24
Aol wis v]w$-¢] (comparative superiority)
7} o] ¥-EollA Eagict,

(38 4 ) AET (K] vs B)

MR (QBIX 2 A= N
50 I
I
0 '\'\i\
35 ., P

ot . [ - [N
ot alif Hepl AT FAM 2y oM A 7| W) SIS KT Do
AR AR

3.3. MCA (Multiple Correspondence
Analysis): EX|MY

o] AW o BHoe 9 (H)7re A=
7t VRS E AE o)vX7) ZshEA SN B
AFE ¥Ajeltk. MCAE HEE AEEo] AAoiA
ZH|ARE ] R A v AT Qe 7S BAF
+ ZAMY 9 (positioning map)e] FH& 7o)
o, &vlAHER] ARl AR Hol dAY A e
A#E Jepdich. Quadrant Mapd} ool 4]
78] vhEE RAdFE F8% 2ulAt AlY #Held
(radar)7} "t}

o] 4L izt AmAEA HER 13742 &
A3 A, ZFFeld) AlRE T3l 371A FHY
€ Add. =35 Auwed @z (a¥g 5
MCA) 231A], 712, Al F92 ofg] &ijo] A
A Bofgle 2o Holgledl 37k U EA)
3he vl2REAI9} slrte] BAYE $4HEL F9 2
A AsE a7} ok $5 3 2ol ol 2R
o 71 2T 4L )b FoF weide) A4
geholn Algle "moF Y “oodrl A T
oAfeA ek ¥E FFe ‘=Yh Mg}
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“pof wpA 2 HE] b} & olu]A|r} o] A o]
t} o] £4 sox F Ay 7HEFE THHe] 4
t}'o} 7zt “mlgwbgk val=sl oy ol ARzt
o) =}

7Hg9) AZ £2149 (market positioning)
Tt ofd Ao g Fojof F}? F& £AL BE
slodof Fo AYHE Tol &Y F AT o

( 28 5 ) MCA(2X|, 2, Alah)

Z2g AT U AR FEVART) Fuls
2 Felsiol & $res woh “yob WEA <
A= ) R elelE 43 Sh
YA opld WA R A (A1),
ze ) R AL 2907} el A
alol € ANV BE HF BARNEY o}
A AAe F28 A7 G Hez Ardrh

MCA
o 50 m  G2wda=d
Ak R .ﬂﬁ stch o S ol Fct
- Yoot
. ¥R UTIARAEIY Hojuict * ugoRsAciRG
U WA R
e oHy -
ms * %0l §oi
* 371214 Gsict ool AR B2Aux
* 7120l Mch st * #171§ch

3.4. 71414 = (Price Sensitivity) ZAl

AR EE 7o) wEtd 820 oY F%L
Z A7} g AP ot o]ZE 89 714
124 (price elasticity of demand)ztz F2
1= gt 2339 A& wa2d sHAo]
229 $£87) A2 FoEct 23H 7HHe] &
2ha] ZolE REuc 7149 Aol 2 AA
Zo] Lojufl= A4S wEA 42 (inelastic
demand)zt 3tz 2 WASE HHAH 487
(elastic demand) =tz ¥-2r}. 7Ao] Al
“h A A}E" (alternative products)e] @2od <
SE BE 934 (elastic)o]l Hel & AFES 714
o] g1t gl YA A AA#fEe] AY
ot 237] dfd “wEAeed A AL
227 42 Wae $3Yel »idk. 4L U
2wtz dAERsE doivt Mg Wil AEE

w2o] A dFelc & FAe 34
(mathematical formula)® AM8-31A] 9 A¥E
A] (survey method) 7HA=IZ=E ZARBIEH.
weld 71 #Es woe JHEASE M
2u]AHES] T, oA A3 ¥ 371
A g Bl el

BAARE v (AR (¥ 6)~(ad 8) A
iAo g 7Hge x4 uld s OE T
Ao W3y} da sHERAe] 3 o v
ol &, sHAe] 2=l QA 4wzl wld zHE
A¥|A7E o o33 e ALoE Jepych

dAUe vd el e A4 7HHol &
29 AE A SERd (WA 25.6%:
7HE 40.9%). LA 7HAe] 227 FEE 7H
the Hlg0] 18.6%d W A shide W
So] 25.6%7F Rk, HEY A5 F9 A0 &
29 oAz 2 sPichke $5ol 9.1%Ad Hl# A}
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32 sllcke Weo] 40.9% RoE Hel @
o) AAHYe] Aol xr} ATAST} gL
BefZch £3 "ol WEel ZE A} ¢ @
£ ooloble AR UMY A £ wU4
E QIeke oloplolch ol At} 3¢ 7
FA77E A FEHn gles, 2alAls A$
F2sH9 24717 F8EE A7) @] o
Ao AzErh aei Aol ok
34 2ol Ros o,

e

N

( 38 6 ) Qx| 22| 71 &5 Al 7 off

% I &= Al 1Y ol

100 913

a0 oWk @ ;2
3

® = W oas

29

2}

0 ;

s el CHERIRI2 CiM

7zt Folske] wgE A, 7pHe)
10%04=" 2l 2m]zke] 13.6%7F A3 <t
Adtete dgit wkd HEe ¢ Atk A9 4)
Hel AFsidc (0%). 2394 7HAE 20%&=)
oA Flave A 23X 31.8%, 3
< 6.8%7F “AHAl dAt etz ddsidct. 50%

(2% 8 ) 714 Qlatdol g ofd Tzt

7H A Al LdllA = 59.1%, HEE 34.1%7F o
Atz 3 100% A4 34 A= 84.1%.
HE 54.1%7F A & Adm dgyd. F
AlFrct 7HAo] 28] B 74 zHErc) 2alx]e] &
SEpAo] Yl ARche o]opre|ct,

(3" 7)) oA Dol EF
20x|e| A 34y

E0jE

=
100%
wn
b 50,8
ol
g o 6.8 250
10% EX] 136 2.5
0.0 10.0 2.0 0.0 40.0 0.0 60.0 70.0 80.0 90.0 100.0
T
B XM chiict W 25%0tAlCt OFyrekict 0 75%2 Ak} W 100%AtC}
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3.5. Xi 2] 2JA}l (Repurchase Intention)

AL doz A 9l A e A
ol $HAE0] 53 A== gt
A 4] A= 7HE(4.26)°0] 23A=](3.48)8c} x
S Aoz Jephgd (xR (¥ 9 A 7Y o
AD. “BE FAo] A T4t s E ARTA
£ JRAE71Y AR @3] fdd Al
95%lx] A#B/A (correlation analysis)E X2
st ealx]e] Aol A FLJatet $AE0]
folsiAl ARBAE ISz HEFY el
ABABAE A Zaidcl Ax9 A Gt
(0.434), wH-#ek4dA (0.366). BA= (0.306),
AlAFE (0.305) 47FA171F F2l38ltt (significant)
= wgEde (Fx: (B 3) LA} A 79 9
Atele] AbaAl).

B3 ke Fx& AFAST  (correlation
coefficient) 24 F 712 W4 (variable)®] 4
FBA 2] kg (direction)® =71 (magnitude)
2 Jehiz 13 -1 Alole] 27]2 A€ AR
A7t 19 A F 7 d47t 598 AS Ye
W 04 A% Aol A3 glde ZAE Jehih
ABATE B2 4 (sample size)dt= 33
F8o] B& ws AAHAL] 240] A3}FH T TR
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3.6. 7O HEl (Purchase Behavior)
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4. 221} HE (Summary and Conclusion)
4.1. Quadrant Analysis
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}.
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4.2. SRF/M8x
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4.3. MCA: Z& EXIMY
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4.4. JI4BIAS (Price Sensitivity)
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