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Conjoint Analysis for Optimal Product Design
: Methods and Case Study
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23}
1.4 &
0. AZAE 249 oojsh $H AR
M AZAE B4 P83t A4
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1.4 &

AZAE EM(conjoint analysis)olH conjoint@ Consider$t Jointly7} T
224, g4 APt e gujoltt. mo] AGEE HYRATGE A ES] £4E &
AL A, ... AEE %A oA AUV ABEE YA HAJeTtE BAS
E Wie] vz A2QAQE ENeln €& 4 Ut &, "W AF/Au2v) 23 e &4
(attribute) 3tsito] nAo] st AE S FHFEN, 21 nfo] MY AF/
AU 28 d &7 AT Yol (3 1994). A7IA £Adol@ Au|Ate] M€d
dgE e EYATES LY ARJE B9 7|8 clojtolx od AFo|E
R 79 8% $HES A3 den, Z £4& g R Jle FEoY AgET MR

» AZYET AAUYL FYARYY RIS
o AZVYUYT ANAGE T BN
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E £49 Zq& 14 R0l ME 49 Z $£5d e
o duitFe] H3IE & REIIA (part-worth) & 2 & Astey gtk = Az
JE BML 7z} £459 RENANE oldo] od &4o] ZYaA dg& ulA 0 o
" FE(level)E 7H of Avjzle] Aol /1 Mdse EM7HoltH(Green &
Srinivasan 1990). ' ‘

g M2 o] 3 HQA AFAF/H2)0] FAARA ¢ 4 g0, 283 & 4F&
Aol g Ao A3I=E vt & At ARAQA AFAERASY ZEANZNAY
A3 EAMYAHE FHo2 £YPY 4 UL Aolv}. olHF BN L GAsley A=
JE E4o] 880} AZJAE AL |2 A ufd 40097 o]4 =3 9oy,
AGE AA, EAMY, AYEY, 71F34% . ARAES, B KEAS 59 njAYA
g €853 U (Chintagunta 2000). W71 9A] 1980ddl 3k o] %o A
ZRJAE A& @83 83 UG (43RS 1994). E A7 E oY Ay R4
BY=TY Ul AZRAE BA9 oojg} BNEAE Avidn, ALE HAd HED Al
€ a7lsted 2 3] 3ot

% Athe Aol Az
L}

I. AZAE BANo| olejo} A}

1. AXAE ¥4

o
Lo

ol XAle] o5td, EAF BEBHEE Bol Al vZ REF9 £E o)z AW
29 ATFAH Bl 4UA% H2YdRE AF B JMe AILEY ATEAH =Y
dA¢Tn @}, vk o2 Y AFFAA S sxse £E oo HAL 2H
T A2Hd 458 4% £ 3t o] AldE AZARHY JFo2A ATEAH
EdEge &7 F3se WYo] By FaddE AL dEET. =, AR}
I "ol 243 JYQ2E grouping® ¥ TSl Z ARAAY ATEAY &
4& Hetdte ol AlFAELe gutE £A49 Aol AMAs} 27sE WY 9
T AZALEE A8 7 EEA AHEE F Ye 2o AZRUE Mo

EY FZUE ¥ML 3B F(aggregate level) 2 ofulagl 7142 (individual
leve) M= Z2ujzte] AFEA] e AR L FHY & Utte AL AdY. 437
o, &FAFAAN 2¥a7t A d2EESFS} 3 SIALESFE AL HIde LuAER
TAH dva e BAb ek o] A go] AMANAE AR dRg T4 o
¥ AIEE 3FPOY UL €38 55U 5 ¢3L 54534 AHAEL BaE
Aoz JehdA "o

Y A2 zte] Y dHE T Y HITE FHSE ARUE BN ¢
3R LFA ] T Ale Fol@ HMEAZCT TAH ULE Yold £ U} o
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2ol AZAE BN AFEAA B4 5o W4 E 27l Z ARA D] ojui g
(o o], 2542, FolZAeld $) ZEAE Fotd 4 Aot el ANE
(27 e 2e FTE £48 Hse o4 2349 £& YL E4E NIshe
34 g3l dg 43EE Yz g

N

(28 1) AEARE 282 A3 (&FAR9 o)

AN AME 8 HIBXNO AE A
r' 3 »
as 58
o p&F . o 2%
v, t."
ol T & e OIXH
we 2 ] =2
IS QI TS LIBTS ¢IBES

2. AXQNE 49 AA

1) AXQAE B9 71 A
AZAE BN 718 olojtjole old AFolE R /MY F8¥ £HEE M2 3l
on, 7t £4& gA B 79 FFold #EE /HA F ddE AoH. AXJE £Y
o 2xE 24 /AAQS] AE 49 7 FFo it ArpRFe] HI=E FH3te
Ag 23 ed Ug. ARYE 2Hde AE 497 F& FoHe HixE ¥
#7122 n ¥ed.
2} 4o 34 RENANES BAFo A, $AE 2 2] A J9 dLE F
A o= RE 71 AxaA EXE 458 F . &,
AEo] @ AMAQ MEE = AFE A HA $Ao] 7t £ AY FEIA
+ AE T A £40] /A el AP FEIIA
+ AEe A AR &40 A S AP FEIA
+ een

AZE EHE o] ol AFL AAY AAANE dF3l7] AY FE°]7] H]

gedoz o849 4 Utk Wk AZUE BAE £4% BolE e M B 7
A o4 B 45 FE Ro| BEolT.
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- AAFo] Y5 F e FAAY AFHRFE o2

- AAF] 5 £ e FAAQA B F A

- A Fol TPAIAL & $HEY 5 EA

- 714 43

- AAEN

- N AR}, 53] Uol @ AME}(benefit segmentation)

2) Aa+y Uy

g 8 2R3 A8 e $4 20 (population) & AF ot k. Bz
E 249 2de 1 AE WF(product category)ol &3l EEE 717+ Al <
of Tt AYste AREZ TAE Aol wEAs. Y ol AL E o
W 2UE FFAE AFFES 27171 o3& 47 U, ool HI3 1 A
Fol £@ F5E 7Y AFEST TR E oo itk a8 Y oL RANEY T
W WEE f dtele APl A7) HEo, ARUYE BN Aid] ®7)(bias)E 23
A 7HeAdol .

EAEE B, o] ZAGNN 2BAEL 2284 "ol BZQAE BEMde HA
¥ 1009 o3 §©AEC] IHRSHE Aol HEo|n, JolH ARAE BME &8
¥ foe o2t o B F9 $HAEL T AU, $9A9 47 BE4E, S
23} (standard error)7t Zagtie o|de] gomz, dito] HFse WS WolM
HAY B £9 $FAEL TP A} Fig}.

A71N 2 A& ol&so] SFAY F7t HELA v JYL AP J}
. 2PDANN S&F29)%2(simple random sampling)® 4009 $YAESL o
Bo2 FXAE ¥ANL @ 47 23T 20%7t oJd ATL YUY Aoz oY
O3 3A, ol§ ulgos FFOAE AAsH,

®EEea=(p(1-p)/N)°®
=(0.2(1-0.2)/400)%%
= 0.02

wetr 95% A FHE FIA, 0.2+(2+0.02)=0.2t0.04=(0.16,0.24), 2A1&
Dol wreh AA At o] &L 16%clA 24% 2 HEZo] AXN. YA 4009
°lv He vE EEoAst 493 Atk A ¢ £ AUtk 2HY AA AANE @
TR Y Aol #3132 (stratified sampling) & AMEPo =N EZOAE

4 F Atk " HolM AN BEoAe ke B4ENQA 2 A (conservative
estimate)2tz & 4 Ut}
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SHAEL HE2sE WidEe A O e A A

(1) 71’8 B4 (In-Person Interviews)

ol ZAIA 2HAE A thiAM dHolHE +£3de A& iy, gutyoz
AH)Ao] B AZAE BEAME dte ZFfoe £JAEH FAAAM Avste AgEAA
Hastd SHAE S R Wl (mall, intercepts)ol dE 2elx Um, AR
ASde AFdoN, 2l FEY FfolE grlsol Bol Role M &3}
B¢ 2o "ol Wol 2oln Y. _

(2) A2}-9¥-A2}(Telephone-Mail-Telephone Method)

ol H|zA Hool /ML Yoz, $AH G Site AFEdA A%E 3
SHAES SR, JEH AR(HEA, =, € F)EL TEAAA +48 oL,
dolHE oA H2E B3t £Pse ol oYY FHo2e FEEEFSY
¥ (probability sampling method) & A14¥ 4 Uthe A, ¥ &9V &8y
o Qg H ¥E&(interview completion rate)ol W$ EHEE 60~70)& A, 2
3 B4AY volE (missing data) & WA ¢ ke 4 §& € F Ao

(3) ¥ =AH(Mail Survey)

AzZQQE BAL $gA oA B&aA %L YL 27 g $¥U ZAle £
ALEA @1 U, 22U $9ASe] FAtAY dXUEY Fiele, AHFH AR
& FAFY Yadd dolx g@AA 45, FEAI AL PAFHA H2AE
AN 23d0] AANFE Y2 ARAE FYE FYPte PEE ¥4 ALz 3
o}

dol8H & +A3AM 8% Re T2H Hlojoj~(nonresponse bias)e] EAHF&
gosE Aotk DS AEL THE o FaANdE AF $4€ %47 49
A 2% 6% WA 109 A= $HASE W42z e 2¥FEEH (focus group
interview) & o8 ¥ AA A "rh. oW &40 ARJYE M XHs7) AN E
23 e M 7HA ZUo| FFs oo ¥,

- e AME A9y §Ao] e 4L XA Polop Yot

- 71N AEE AEsE dAUEe] I AF FHE TN AHA T7A
A Y5 AW 4 g ASolE 2 £ TP Yolop Wo(d: HA=
ov]z}).

TN e AE P 2 £49 £330 AR FYE Ao 2 £4L IEHA

ofolol BTt AMEO £4o] AAHA, Z &40 AT F Ye FEEEL B
o} §tt}h,
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3) A=QAE R

AZAE 4 & A AEAE TE7 ddMe 94 $4H4ES HUstn A3 74
3}5t7) AR $49 +EE gUdool Jo. AN SHYFFOF S4B 8 34
¥ #&E Agrigg. o84 ZWolM BY, £AEL AvzlY HiTe MY dge
nAle WEEelth. A AFE da 8, AzxIAe} 714, A8, AN T &4
o MFdct. 2z it 7lol 2Ym ¢ 5 HALHs AH 223 LPG 5
74zt A& HBEY. ol £ SHFLFL FF9BAANEHS] EEoY AR
7l A zA}, 22 R ZAL, AR T B3 FAY 4+ UG

AZRJAE EHd X8E AF $AHETY 1 £F5E0 HAARY, oA doldE A3
€ Y& Ak . drldle A 25Y AAY(Full Profile Method)d} E#
ol=9 X AAY(Trade-off Method & Two-Factor-At-A-Time Method)& %
F8)9 F 7HA 3ol o A Z2od AAYeld RE SHSEE AR o83 T
Z2HJEE UEON SRAEER dodF 4 ZEnde £HE =S e AL 2
o, Eol=e X AAYold@ gEAVl & o F $E nAN & £49 +3
22 o|Foj7 Aol 717 A3 ARH /M doldte AAR A€ FoAse Iy
olt}. o] WAL EEAA HI o o2 EE Yol F3 Hrie] WP FRAFL
29 F & oM REF Ol gdoe FHel Ak 2y o] Wi dHL EEAA
2 o] W7ol ¥ 4 Ucke Aotk Al digte § W F XY Hrise
5 AANHA gert. B¢ opvgl $HAIZ s F 29 HolEolA e guiE 91X
SAY, v $RAV} X 2 9 BriA7] A 93 YN HEL Mgt
A7t A E o]ALE FHAER ST Be ATE 288 stn 4FUdE Lol

oA s

X 29 24 (full-profile approach)® ZE £4& $Ald st 1&g 3t
€ BHoz2A (29 2)d veld e vist Zo] Fl=g @A A A A Bl matRA
ANI=d] AP AZEHE BAISA o). o] 39 5 7bA] wWgo] ALYy NE 71A &
I UAT FAHZL AT A ALY & AT EZ2HY F2YL gedeiey
AT 7t B Aele, & £4 £32E 3o FEHLL AN 3o ay
A9 +8 THA $8% £ de £E2EAA o7l 98 A mvid (orthogonal
arrays)& °|€37 ®d(Moore and Holbrook 1990).
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(29 2) A5 FATEY F /A A

1. 289 H249 2. Ex2 0y H2H

Az o zﬂl&mﬂ:}‘g T AZ3A Y : do
T .
wes | 8 | 4 | A
A% | 12 | 9 5 @ & AR
LPG 11 7 3 d H E I AkkKk
A7) 10 6 2
(+: 7bE MESE 2H) w7 en 7]

zxang 2 W49 8 AGELe $9AV} AU o) FRE FAA AASHA
Sgg selol 3, RE SAE oA F83A 4vn 4FHe 848 YA
A Wz 8% R A £4TE n2Ee Basy] doke FAoln. WA FXL2
B HoUe £H35 BY ol SUAS o) o g Bt she it wAM &4
o] 27} M1 £HET 5L BAY 2 X2 FSPel BT dAFEHEAol
=3 vz £49 £71 B1 A5RAV Fod 289 F2YPel B} el e ¥
Wo] ®r}(Green 1984).

zdaMdyd HE2]d A (Fractional Factorial Design)® % EZ2od9
£ 2RY dE O A nsel ¥ A, TEode F7t UF o EA
A B2¢ 29E AFA S EZ(information overload), WEYE £H9 4%
Bgado] Astd o7 Aok WA st @ Z2RdEd 7 A gAdE HY
stojol @}, oju] ZAH(pretest)® AAlste] FFAol o= F=AANE FHetste Aol
A, SA4, T2HYEY Fo v UF e F9 AFEE 3 IR
E BAeo Aol Assnz, REda TaRde] £/ AL UALLE d49¢
27 9o, gtAos, Z2dEe 471 AFEY £9 F ¥ ol¥] He el He
Aol v sy, Tagdse] $7 AFES 9 1.5W o3t HA o 2e}FAdel ¥
A8 Astde Ros A Yok AA, TN HEHD tAll FolA 4, AL
7] Ao wEA 3 T2Rdg A4 AHE gast gt 2 olkE FEHe I=2
Bdo] 9& 7HsAel n, £ AW WP Z2gde] UL HEEE U7 o) £o]
o 748 Qu), £33z, F97 25 golun sHde 3 AP AFAAT FEHA
U wjedA"e Zagdo] AL dolE o]& AMARAY oUH £4E9 %He I 7
Ao A28 £ Utk olAF ZdMd HEY dAYE adE Atg3tA g3 o
c xzaue @ e AASAY 489, $4ERY FBAF 0B AAA 5 A
o 7 Z7E oinsch, £4E%Y ABAS 0BT Acka A AZJE 49 7]

_|59_



8 oMM W2212

€ 7o AuiEe AL olUd, @x AF5EY 239 F/18 Boltk. maly 7}
TE W SHET] AAATE HAL(EF 0.3 oJW)EE Ro] ulFAGFAT, B (o]
HA 9§ g8 gld.

ZERYEE 7t=9] Yeut OE ojd Y2 SHANA AAY o, g7 AY A
A e &4 dedMe WA ddHes 8 2858 RosiE Aol U}, B3 o
d d4e g9t AERA Yol ¥ 9o 2AF ot} o] gL FAL WA,
FFR 0149 = RSEL UEOA 4Z gdE 42 £A4SL vdsiool #i}.

ASE $EANA AAe WYPe2e T4 E¥(verbal description), AHE FH
(paragraph description), 13 Z¥ (pictorical representation)°] o5 o]& =%
o] AANYE = UG,

289 HIWPANE T4 BT AHHY 718 2 BAUE o] 4HWY, o wie &
5€ 94 FHE F Jeu ATl AANHE €A% 49 LMol E HHy)
(biases)7t 2 $27t Ut ol2j g EAE @37 A8AH SHASNA wjdo] 27
A2 g ook v HrMde EFL ] AN $Y $BA dAME £49 wg
€ FY&A ste Hol F.

AE EY 4L d4dzel U B A AL FE Wao|T), o] wale] Ba
e Frldte AT $£71 25 ATt 71587 g2 MY FRM o] ol E
g 3340 ATt "olA A ddE Helt).

3 ¥ ANA4HY ARE e, A39 Yrlo] F83 EAY o] Wyl gE I
e d23 2. (1) NFE B8t Ao $480) e HRE Hote 4 Qlojy 74
B v SEAA FR BFE dolFr}, (2) $HAE o] Ao W@ AR}
"% FdHoIth. (3) W7t A7 FulE Foy YA Yr}b. (4) A2o] YARE 2t}

Y EYS 2HL AL 98 v 83} Ato] Be] B0 A7Ale] o9} tha
EJHAY A7 $2AEC] T2 9AY ¢ UvkE Holg, WM 1Y FHe B
Ztadel §A4(elulA, NAH &3)3 v &e mste] o]gstadol & Ho|tHGreen
and Srinivasan 1990).

H & AR AAATI A48 4E EHE ALEStn Qo 2y EWE AEstE Ao
F7heta Sitt. =¥ AELAE 71 A BalA AEL Ao ANNE A} &
T At oY ETEL ZARYTE 27 ¢ $YASA Fo|§A BEY, FrAYG
S F 0l 41 @ 233 oA Exand BN THE £49 28 o
Fol ZAE £ Sl @k 27 R AALYL o]8Y EF AR I AZUE BY
9 ¥4 t5d d9E A} UYL 2UA932 U (Green, Krieger, and
Agarwal 1991). '

A Z2gd ANYE AHgste AYAA ARUE AL e e &4z Agy
ot
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(1) A lA A FFF(product category). AEEHA, 22l1n £49 $25& 4
L Lia=

(2) €227t ARUE Mo 483 & UAEE, dF9 AdFo24, S =2
HAEE AN o= AE HIFEAE BIEE .

(3) $EAA Jl= FE€ 2 M55 g2 £AY H4+E Wr=E ¥,

(4) €229 EF4(d: AFFAR Aol #F vo|HE $AF )

(5) &dAA = e Fl= FS(EE 47904 6719 7l==2 =Hol Y& =2

(3)ol A s} ol &Y HSE 7|2 E @,

(5)llX #3318 tolHe VRJAE BMH9 A 8134 (cross-validity) & Bl AES}
7] 1% Aolg. &, (3)lA +3E HolHZ AXAE RYo] AFE 2P o, o
€ o] &3 (5)oM AIEE Z2oUdEe MELE "d&"sln 1 ZAFE (5)d4M €9
A7t F4 @ €A (Fe )8 vizde Aot wald (5)dAM 438 HolHE A=x
QE 2o A4 E FH3ed AHSdME ¢ 9o (3)dA AHeEHE Z2HUYESE F
z2%Yd(Main Profiles)ol&tz #2231, (5)M Al4HE ZT2AYEL REZZ Y
(Hold-out Profiles)olgln # &0 RFEZZNIEL FLZRUYEHRE B AN
d HEDE HAQe2RE Follof 3, a8ln w3l e}l HAEE B 433
2y, FEZEHUYE Fo ok v Unix] Zzadg Ho ZE AN $U3
A FEF oo o}

()X g BHYEL FZUE ¥4 ZAg ol&3ldd AlF Mg € 9, &
MEANZS DATHYE stetdis o o880, £, RFEZENY F7] Hd HEZAIE
doza, 28 vyddd A Sle (3)d U 7dES tavn AgdEe
A Ag F Ao 28z (DA (5)74x 9 A 3 & vtAsd 308 o]de] &%
HE 2d3eg, 249 SEAEST YR duIEALE AdAISo A S8 Mo}
of &t}

4) AXQE vy 33

UZXRAE Y& Y2 Y (vector model), 1’373 =¥ (ideal-point model), ¥¥
7tX 842 ¥ (part-worth function model), 28|32 °o]&& E¥H TH =Y (hybrid
model)°] A™H(Green and Krieger 1990).

HE 2P A AT @ MEE(S)E A2 JegA €

Si= B, WY, 1

Q714 pe AAFE t/le] £4FFolY Y, j¥iA AJA piA &£49 F&oIY
W, pHHA &4 A Z Aol ¥Ade 7HFX ot uets HERYPe] F Lo
W3E 7 £HEE Yrstn 2 FrpkAlel g Foq3te 71FAE 1 dtd s
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€.
o) FHURYL Zt HYEE MAo] AZsE oA FE(Xp)ol EAYE 7HE Bl

A 0137 £Eate Holo) A% ()l e 71FA( Wp) € n2ldt] dd & HrsA
sSe w7t A&HY ol 42)2 EEY + AT

¢
df= ;:1 W, (Y, — Xp)? (2)

g2t oA H AN 7L AFLFE Bt F HrME A €9
FEAGSRYE £og YA 4(3)7} 2.
S,= pZL:lF,( Y,) (3
A7 §& F,& pdA £ A di Y,o FEI/IAE Udehlle ol A4
Hgo glod F(Y)#e R M (% 3-4/M4) Yol dslixe $35y 1 Aleolg)
FE7H & A ¥ 23 (linear interpolation)dl Sj8jA FH A, ueby REAA G
€ A d¥Ese ¥ E WA €. Y7t 23EH ol EAge REAS e F
BEtF Aol 45 A] g=vH(Green and Srinivasan 1990).
FE/NAET Y] 71 5 A0 L vtdd Y YL 13 FEA deon 413
Ed QoM E ols}t Autdioltt, 22y o ZEIFA ] UM o= BYo] i $LFAE
434 gt AFAE old By MAEE Ho| By £49 B BeslE B
ool 8], olrf &40 BYo] s1F F8F njAgo|Tt. AU, £49 FFo] WFY
A8 Afole FE/HATSF2Y o] udA s th(Green, Tull, and Albaum 1988).
FZJAE Y& 23Y oo $EA /AUl et MdHoz FHs}odo} P},
&, €¥AVE 100%0ln AAEHE o] &3td, AARNEL 74 HAEE £Ysiaio}
dE2 25 10099 HAAEME e Aot AXUE 2Y9 AFLEE FRHsE W
PEL 2A L9 e F JE& Yo,
(1) Nonmetric Procedure: $¥A7} d&xd] njg} 2 Z2vdd £ & 2o
B4l Ao dEHQA WHoe=E LINMAP, PREFMAP , MONANOVA
%ol U

(2) Metric Procedure: $8A7} A3 %o ulel z Tevdo F+-E 248 FS
o A3iny, AN EHotE, a2 AEHAE o8 o3 A7FHY
o @aW, F&ASF] FH @AGlC o= WS AgdHAE dZElFA
€ A9 Aol7t gle Aoz WYHT. Nonmetric Procedure® 7HHolA &
LINMAP°| & Wige vlga o8 71A vga ¢ §4& 7/ sk, &
4. LINMAPS A¥AY Y (linear programming) & AH433n 7] W, o
T8 J&E&n e vde YHEFdE g8, A4S F3E o AN HH (global
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optimum)& SAY & Utt. EF LINMAPE AH4388 R EIAYSo B2
A FzU (constraint) E& ¥ A3t YEHEYPo|Y o] FHRYo2 vy Foay,
FAHEe AFY F£8 94 o4F HBAEAES 42U £ e wd, ge Y
EE A8 o] e AGRASET st o BT, B3
MONANOVAE A}43d FE/NMA#SF RPN FHE 4 ke o
o},

=

AZAE BA ] AR A gA

Mg AP ARE FH7 HAME 9A £493 S5 A8 &
o, ﬁ’é*} 23522 Adate PHE AA, ZAAE] AR/ BuFSAA JA
8% £40] -'?—91?111% 2E Wyol st &4, 2FJAIBHIY A3HAH (depth
interview) 5 2H|AEE2RE FA¢ £4& Gohle o] A, S44EE BF
e NAL AA, 71AF gL v g Ay Afde &4 £F Alold dA= AEE
v Axe AL FAdok Fob. EA, §4] HE A9 Beode HPE 5ol
#axt YA A8 stsslor & SAL dEY WF FE3 AdHolop g

Adtd 43 £AFEY A7 BolASE $RAES] S 7stgsH oz Frhsl
A €@, ogol AAE 2AFF AR Ao, AZYAH(ER, A5, 71oh), 7HF (2000
whel, 2200%H9), 24007 4Y), Z1E(3LH. AH). ABSHF (RS, IS), ¢A=(E 4
A, 8 5o £33 £5& AFE Ao $HEAA AN F e Jt=9 £
7274(3-3-2-2-2)7 . €9A9 F2& dolF7] H# Fractional Factorial
Design°] AF8€t}l. Fractional Factorial Design AMEAd A€ AFEH LZES]](q:
SPSS )& #4834 4A %3 ¥ + Ud.

AuAEe] $9§ 27 A%t AgHE WEe d2F 2o AA, EFo2 e
£ o] Utk &4, Z £49 £3& sl=2 AAsE Yol AT AA, 2"
NEZ AAHE Bgo] Ut “FEW 2 P HIx P 2HoU HEE A
Aste ol Bgoz AAIstE AR uigda & oo, B AP Fe 24
Aol Aol AAHE AL 4oz AMAse Re] viFAY ot AFLY A%
T8 233E dE €935, A, v EAE Fo] EE F U
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2. d34E4 9 viAY Ag5H

(18 3) AXJAE 4 & AT 4&A A9 4

1 2000919 2 220094 3 2400%H9) 4 24007

A 253 a5 7 ) 9-2H5 2} 7)o}

R Igts A oLkIets A

ABS: No ABS: Yes ABS: Yes ABS: No

AT kkhk QAT kkk* UAE: Akkhk AT xkhhk
(4%1) 15 (3% 16 (1691) 3 (15¢) 4

5 22007+ 6 24007+ 7 20007k 8 220074

A5 2t Aol 252t t)-$-2}+5 2} 2452}

g A A5 B

ABS: No ABS: No ABS: No ABS: No

QAE: akdhk AT Akkkn AT Ahk*k AHT: Ankhnh
(591) 14 (69) 13 (12¢4) 7 178) 2

9 24009ty 10 20009 11 2200%H4 12 24009t

A zHE =} o $-2H-5 =} o -2} A 425 2}

AdH Hf il ALH

ABS: No ABS: No ABS: Yes ABS: No

QHAE: kkh sk QAL Akhk SHAE: akAhhk AAE: Ahkhk*k
( 9%1) 10 (14%)) 5 (1091) 9 (189) 1

13 20009t 14 22007t 15 2000%t¢d 16 20009y

7)o} 7o} A=} 710}

A b Yt 3%

ABS: Yes ABS: No ABS: Yes ABS: No

QAT kkkkk AAE: Akkhk HHE: kkkkk UAE: Akhhk
(2% 17 (8%) 11 (1%1) 18 (7¢1) 12

17 220094 18 24009t

7)o} 7)o}

k) He

ABS: No ABS: Yes

AT Ahhk SHAE: Ahkn
(13¢1) 6 (11%)) 8

GEE AT AF P 1879 HRJE sl=9 $HFARE uwges AXQJE
THAFE ANGT. (2 e 18749 ARJAE Jt=o] di@ avAe e
EHEAS olg HIER utE £X7} vt do AAHo] e,

AZJAE §A9 1dAde 4 $49 HF 24 && 78U, 20002 olgde &4
of @ BEELUE FEY, WA RAE JI= FolAM 20000l AANR 7=
W 4zt AE=g 2R O¢ Hol 2000%de] MAE 7= $£2 UYHFA €

o 2000% o] AAE =Mz (AIE)E 1U(15), TH(T), 10M(5), 13817,
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15¥1(18), 16M(12)°lct. F 2000te] HFELFL(156+7+5+17+18+12)/6
= 12.33°]t}, 20009 S AT tE ST WS BT AEFE F34A oL
g

20009t : (15+7+5+17+18+12)/6 = 74/6 = 12.33
22009 : (16+14+2+9+11+6)/6 = 58/6 = 9.67
240094l : (3+4+13+10+1+8)/6 = 39/6 = 6.50

#d: (15+16+14+13+10+18)/6 = 86/6 = 14.33
e (3+7+2+5+9+1)/6 = 27/6 = 4.50
7lob: (4+17+11+12+6+8)/6 = 58/6 = 9.67

ALH: (15+3+14+2+10+5+1+17+11+18+6+8)/12 = 110/12 = 9.17
Af: (16+4+13+7+9+12)/6 = 61/6 = 10.17 '
ABS No: (15+4+14+13+7+2+10+5+1+11+12+6)/12 = 100/12 = 8.33

‘ABS Yes: (16+3+9+17+18+8)/6 = 71/6 = 11.83

GAE 471: (16+7+10+5+6+8)/6 = 52/6 = 8.67
AT 570: (15+3+4+14+13+2+9+1+17+11+18+12)/12 = 119/12 = 9.92

o4z ge BMAAE T o aMAGIA JHF oBAA AFAE "WAHAEA,
"20002", A/, “ABS U&7, WA= #WsAYE & T A+t

AA AZZAA AE ANAEg 2 £3530 @ HFELEE FUHE AL
e 2azle AYolrd, oYy BUFE Hidry AH CuiHAEY(dummy
regression analysis)& €834 44 ¥F A4@T 7¢ + Aok

(E 202 gA AAS 18719 ARJQE sl=o] i@ o] SP¥Fd FHAFA A
57 AAHY Uth. EYWSzte] tFFAA (multicollinearity)el EA& 2337
8 2 4420t 14 £4452E AAs%] Y& (input data)2 4tolol ot

(E 2)0] 7128to] WujgALN LS 4G Fde (E 3HF Foh. (F 3)1A4 2000
agle] e A4 gol 58322, 2eln 22008 W AF @l 3.172 Yl
o, 2, 240090 |3} 2000%Y & 5.839 EEZUHE A LD, 220084 3.17
o 82718 JHALE RAE guidd AF gA ANT HF A& 3k BdHe Ao
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( 2) Ao AEH S 68 YRUYE £4

wmaA= [ 1 oo 1]| 0] o 1 0 {1001 |o0a]?
249 | o |1l o] 1ol o0 0 1o 1|10 o]
A= [ o [o | 1[0 ]| o] 1 1 0 lo] 1o | 1]
e Lo |o] 1] o] 1 0 0 1 1 0] 0|1 |15]| M
547z | 0 | 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1|05 | 14
ez [ o (ol 1|1] 0] 0 0 111 ]0flo] 1|0 13
A= |1 loflofo] o] 1 0 1|1 |o0o]1]of{n]|o
sasl= [ 0|10 fo0]| 0] 1 1 o100 |1 {17]|o0
A= 0o fo | 1[1] 0] 0 1 0101|0010
s | 1 [ofo o) ol 1 1 0ol 1]|of 1o | 14]o05
mds= (o100 o] 1 0 10| 1fo]|1]|10]o0
s | o o1 ]|o0fo0 | 1 1 o l1|oflo]|1]|18]m
Basl= |1 (o]l o]o] 1] o0 1 ool 1|o|1]0]|1
ase | o 1| o0flol] 1] o0 1 0|10 |o]|1[e]|qny
A= |1 oo | 1] 01} 0 1 01 of1fo0o]1|0m]|qg
7= | 1ol oo 1] o0 0 Tl1]o0ojo0of1]|o]q
79s= | o |10 | 0] 1] o0 1 0Ol 1o |1 ]0] B3]
BdsA= | 0 Jof 10| 1] o0 1 0| 0| 1|1 [0 |11]g

%) a: GARHN GFRUAE sm 7 A, aBA7H lE F2L QAN AA s
HALNE QAo B, b : HBEHA7} ofd REE FSWS2 Yojof .

(B 3) HALYE 5 2228 3347

200094 5.83 1.04 53 5.597 .0002
220094 3.17 1.04 .29 3.039 0125
Y252 9.83 1.04 89 9.435 .0000
252 5.17 1.04 47 4.958 0006
73+ 1.00 .90 09 1.108 .2938
ABS & 3.50 90 32 3.878 0031
AdAE 54 1.25 90 11 1.385 1962
e -.83 1.20 -.692 5044

AZUE £49 20AE (& DA o] £49 4ol 2258 785 £49
FREE A PRGN A2 ¥R We2 Fodg. 2 AHa4e Fas
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£ 2000%tge] oig RE7ER] 12.33904 2400896 did REILA 6.509 o)<l
5.830|t}. o]s} o] 7§ I &£Ae FATE A XA A $o] 983, 7189 A$q
1.0, ABS #5329 A% 3.5 A=) 7 $ol 1.259 Zo| veyr,

Zt £49] AUA FAEE AT $49 FEVAS HAE 4 £49 RENXY ¥
A& 2% ¢ ez Urd "o, ol 2ol A& FdA FLEE 27% 2
g3 AZAEAHY] AUA FREE 46% F22 YT,

(E 4) FZJE B4 & 58 $49 44 Fox= ¥4 2+

46%

5%

16%

6%

9.92

7149 AdA F8%: 583/(5.83+9.83+1.0+3.5+1.25) = 27%
Az ALe] Add 8% 9.83/(5.83+9.83+1.0+3.5+1.25) = 46%
71ge AA 28%: 1.0/(5.83+9.83+1.0+3.5+1.25) = 5%
ABSe 4dH $8%: 3.5/(5.83+9.83+1.0+3.5+1.25) = 16%
dATe] A F8%E: 1.25/(5.83+9.83+1.0+3.5+1.25) = 6%

AZQE BEMe) uAE ARAREZ £49 Ad3d Fa=d A AAE 8% 3
glate magch HA gelA AAF RAAY, 7 SAFFT AP AE2u A BEE
AZE BAE 53 7} I tgde & SHFTCl A ¥isd HEE Hole
2B AEZ 23 (cluster analysis)& AA@Th olst o] $23 &78 A A
2oz FEF thgole BEEM(discriminant analysis)olvt ZARAEH (Logit
analysis) € AAlsta] zt AEAGE ATEAR 54 T A AFE vt oA
AgE S
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(B 5) AENZE $49 4d4 Fax EA¥E9

ABAZ 1] 27% 46% 5% 16% 6% 100%
AENZ 21 66% 0% 24% % 3% 100%

OG5E 5 79 HEAGY A A2UE ENARE AR, (E 5)8} Zo] MY
Aol EAske Ao AEAIZ1IL AZHAYH ABS #3271 229 AFa Mg
A 8 YL vAE e AREAY 2& AZIAYL TagsA T s1d S ghY
of Wzt wgde Aoz yeiy

H2AE 49 48AE ZAAS A2 YoM o £48 Mdstn pesol &
A& stetdo. T (E 6)3 Zol Aol AF 1(HA), AFE 2(AL), AFE 3(70})
°of ZA@TAA, o 2HzE AF 3(71ohol WP HEE 7HF 2A =AJd AF 3
(Z1oh& A9 Aol 239 AdAFAS} o 2uRelA gL Wy AMME
ARA slok @742 Agate] AL 2400%elN 22008802 stAARE FAY
ABSE F3stAY AAEE golW € Aot AFA slAHE A 1A ddy
< FolAN 7% Hgo] AA EWN UFoZ AL L Z Zo ZAIE Yot A
H3d o,

(£ 6) Al EAste A Fo| AP 2¥|xe) AE3H 3

QoAER 20028 | F4 |ABS glg
B4A52 20099 | NeH |ABS U
719b2H5 3} 2000241 | 4 |ABS 91

UZAE $49 58A = ANBAREE 238 Aol A g AZAE 87
29 At b Azste AFHE AE 3(7Iob)olt}. WA of ANRE AE 3
A9 Aolgta 7138 & Aok, o] o] ARseE AL “HAM ol Y7 (most
preferred rule)ola ¥},

PRAZIA S oz Y AvABERE P $49 SRS AN 3 Auz
7h ol AFAE HEYA & stpdict 2T SREEAMN 2oA 2 A5 BE
°l 7H¢ 2 Av|AIL AAsE v go] B dxE APFRLoT oS} o] % $uA
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g A& JFstd ANE £ An T 4 $HA P FEAE Fie M5
Foz NAAREE 3T & Ud. EE FA9 o] w3,

olg} e FAAQ AFHAFE A& AFR ALAlel7l AE ZAE E AFol 4
Agecn 713dte Ao, a3y AFEHY AEre 2 WFAe 28] AFLE
2& v FA A AvRle] Meo] EHOR o|Fo|AE Fole HEAHY HERY
< 53 AFARES FHE Aol AEY UG

AR, Ad &7 A el AF dal (2, 3, 5)9 ALE Zedn
2, “AQA3oet AdFE o FA, o] FHAE 100%9 HEZ A WA AMFL
Mgty &gt a2y oAY GEH 42y 3 LuceZ¥ol oA A
s AEe] MAYEL 2/(2 + 3 + 5) = 20%. 5 HAA AFL 3/(2 + 3 + 5)
= 30%. A HA AFEL 5/(2 + 3 + 5) = 50%E A%},

8 F o S8F ARy HuUAd Logit2¥ol std A UAA Age HeYg
B& exp(2)/lexp(2) + exp(3) + exp(5)) = 4%, F ¥HA AFL
exp(3)/(exp(2) + exp(3) + exp(5)] = 11%, A VA AFL exp(5)/(exp(2)
+ exp(3) + exp(5)) = 85%=% AT,

N.4d &

AZQQE BN §4A4& e 2o A, YFse AN RAGEF ZRLE
o W MEEE FtPgozm AFAHQ Fue AZAYELE £IY & U, €/, 24|
A7t 288 mSE £497 £443¢ ooz APAHET £ + Ud. A
A, oA Aol A} & AT ojde] ojm G AL X HE dFed =S
A2 ¥t} (Aaker and Day 1986). 19709 ] it o] ¥, FZJE £ & Ful9 &A%
AANA 714 el 2ol ulsY ZAIYE 7Hed vz e Fxn Ao TEA A
A 5007198 2E9 A9 12570 719 FoA 58719 71gel WZUE £4& ¥83tn
g Hez ZALE ¥k JdtH(Chintagunta 2000).

B A7E olg go] FAs QA BEF F83A 41 de VRAE E49 dAs
28g A7sted 2 230 YUT. FZAE EAL AAE MEHF e 271GA7} o}
J TG EEHE oY ZAY $9] duolt. &ulE niAEold L¥AY &
78 A3 getatd AAH AE, 712, 23, 5 gAE Aeolgde A& 2AE
nisl oA AZUE Mo 284L oFa ZXIE Aol g Aolth. ol & &
T AZAE B9 743, A4, ANE Aa$5H da, 283 24 H 85
2 e e 2o B Aot 2% dFde AZUE BN I 2Y3H ¥
29 875 AT AZEFY S vimdte A7Vt Y8dH
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