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=ABSTRACT=

Regression analysis has become a standard statistical tool in the behavioral science. Be-
cause of its widespread popularity, regression has been often misused. Such is the case
when the dependent variable is a qualitative measure rather than a continuous, interval
measure. Regression estimates with a qualitative dependent variable does not meet the assu-
mptions underlying regression. It can lead to serious errors in the standard statistical infere-
nce.

Logit model is recommended as alternatives to the regression model for qualitative depen-
dent variables. Researchers can employ this model to measure the relationship between
independent variables and qualitative dependent variables without assuming that logit model
was derived from probabilistic choice theory.

Coefficients in logit model are typically estimated by the method of Maximum Likelihood
Estimation in contrast to ordinary regression model which estimated by the method of
Least Squares Estimation.

Goodness of fit in logit model is based on the likelihood ratio statistics and the t-statistics
is used for testing the null hypothesis.
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83 448 71A AT 544 A
7oty HIWYE ol &3te EoldlMe AF ¥
F3d M3 HSE dFA "o ¥4 £4e
H o] 2 5Fo) B30 EM 7ol R Ho|o
oz A3 dye] Edole 9EAH MEH
T E BAM3EE 2 ¢, T, Kendall's Tau-a, b, Gamma
Sol o|8¥dth

gy @432 i dFaMe B9
8 FAO B ALY F A o] dzte A4l
Zeo] iy Mg e g sog, 99 By
HEol 21 A& AF F9 Agol} 4
AY To FAE FHY] st W &3
FEE WA B g2 #E59 BEAWHS
Hg3= 347t g

SUHL o)ty A& Ee] BAE BAse
E7ta] BA7IY FolA sAEAHL 7P
2& A3g, AX3, AAY 5 AW YT
TR Bololl A 718 g AHgE e 4710l
3 AL o] AF ol & olfE AN HFE
A BEAE 4 i, AYEo] Fa, 4]
$ol8 Wutoh g}l FFEHE o8¢ FAAE
ol 447] W&ojc}t olgF olFE ATFHEL
A5 7t AAEA e 714 (assumption) # 2R %S
dx BF3 FEA=Y NIHE AF Hy
S FHHREY IARNE Az
AAEH9 oW JHA e 27lo] uHUE W
A8 2FE XS Ayt F=3He=d, F5E
F7F 443 Stuien A3 Wed 9 13
347t goh

et B dpeiAe ol L/FE BAL
AEF 2NEANE FPEF A=E A, F59
F7F 43 ¥4 ZAS JAEHE FL9e
ob71He BAE AAE, €4, 2F HLE ¥
Agle diAlE 7Yl =AY JE &S
1EEA 7135 Hololq 2ARY ] S-S
ZA R gt

II. 32N HE2| Xl

2ET W AT Foke} Aol dFE §
Waol Wshe Tl olde ¥FER FE FA
Y3g @A o ARN L FUARE FAE
T olgel WS E e BAEALE Fohll7] A8
F&uae UE SYNSY d¥xYPoERH
ALE FAse hAFEA /Yol

AARYL ST X FEUSF Y Atold
AFAA7t AEPd 7Pgsleg WS4E 79
BAE & Zo] verd & ok

Yi=a+bXi seeerecerererrsiiiiinnninane, (4 2.1)

o} Ao o3tH EA Xt ¥H3le Yke
273 shiieltt v AAZ #Fsl BY
AA BEZAETF o)L 2AZ =& F FHALo]
de #x7t SAgct o)A g A= A
Egs]ojol & Hvt AYE AU AHEES
BAHA Pe, 2¥ £33 Feof o &
SR Y Foll 71ATH(FAA, 1989). o1y T
Azt F, Yig a+bXi9) zo]E A3ty H8l 3
ol 2 318 (error term % stochastic term)o] 2}
Eole $E8UF of WHEoEZH YARYL
o3 2 $EgFH 2¥o) "ok

Yi=a+bXitel seoreeccerrrrececccsennenns (4] 2.2)

aHEE Yig] HES dPE s XidA 7|
Adte HEF HYAdE HEY FEY i 9
A 713 RE o) A€

ARG L ol 22 o7 M E 71x3n
ATH Y&, 1991)

A. B33 RAA QA (specification error)7}
gt & Xig vio) @Ale d¥oln FEWsE
dgsted HAAE SYdsre 27 AN 2
g5 3l

B. 274 9 z}(measurement error) 7} §Jth. & W4
Xi¢} Yie &3 &PHA

C. 2% eid] g 714

1) 928 eid) HF L 00]t}. F, E(ei) =Zei/n=0

2) 2A% ei9] B4 BE Xi 3ol s 43
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3}t}(homoscedasticity). 2, E(ei)=g?

3) A% eiv FE=YHFHolth & E(eie)) =0,
(i)

4) QA% cis} EPASF Xivc JIEEHHoI
Z E(Xiel) =0.

5) 3% eie Y HERXE ofETh

7H8 AdlA C7HA] 2% WA gv B ¥
BAAASF (b ZYAAF@B)Y HAe-EHE
A A (best unbiased estimates) 7} E1] C2} 1)0] ¢
vg 3¢ 18 & EAv gloy YEY av B
HEA A7} olUth CH 2)7} Sivtd H¢ HAA
sy ¥ FAXNE H3 BHFAHA AN
A BA N AHATE BE = gA B Cy
3)E W A$, W3] BHFHX AT M4
ARG A e M3 A gor HARY L
AARG 6L F4 JYehdd. Co HE g
A%, Hiaxlgyed 9% FPX= BHFFAL
oiuin] Qo] Fite AA K} A vhehdth Co
5)8 v 3¢ FAF34 2l (central limit theo-
rem)E o] £317] 93 BE9 £ =W "t

ARY L SPHFTL A2 FEF JPAATL
obd A o)Qoll= 1 el Wld Ajo] flond
F&HLE AS5USFE VMRS Yie —wodA
+oo 4R 9] gg AFE et 2 F5A5)
B4 4= (discrete variable) 2 0 22 1 38 2=
ol R3l¥ Wo| A WE3te W4 AEA
< #L de A9 /A 2A g U2 e
2471 WA sc}(Aldrich & Nelson, 1984).

AA, d5H57) obd AR Wee 2 7|dA7L
0 1xpololmz BHYo)7] AeH] HFE AR
A He Ae ALAE BAE 38 AAH
A7 gt

A, A4 334 ol &2 heteroscedasticity) &
A7E dAZ (4 22904 Yirt (1,009 F g,
Z AWUA digte] AdE F$ 1012, FHA o
Qto] Meldg ZA$ 09 F #wt JHRgH
Pi=Prob(Yi=1), 1—Pi=Prob(Yi=0)0] HEZ Yi
o rdzke e 2
E(Yi)=1 -« Pi+0 - (1—Pi)=Pi ccoreeereeee (3 2.8)

w2ty AL Yizl 0~1Atol2 AgHe &

EE2 AAHAAY. o]gdF ol{E F&UF 0
Teo 190 MYNARY L MY EX Y (linear pro-
bability model)olg} Ealgc}. (4 2.2)¢f =9
Yio] gtol @ QX eie Yi=1 YW 1—a—bXij,
Yi=0 g = —a—bXi7} "o} welr ¢ a1t
g Ao ojshd

E(ei)=(1—a—bXi)Pi+ (—a—bXi)(1 —Pi)=00] 5
o

o]& Pio] @ W  Pi=a+bXi
1—Pi=1—a-bXio|ng

ei] LS E(ei) =(1—a—bXi)Pi+ (—a—bXi)

(1—Pi)
=(1—a—DbXi)(a+bXi)
=Pi (1—Pi)
=E(YD)[1-E(Yi)]o] €}

wtelx] Pizt 00U} 16 7i7bg BEXEL A
Aoz g g 7HA1 Pzt 059 JbAE &
ZAEL AFoz T BAE 7HAA Hol o
EAe BA47F 2y ot

AR, (28 1-DX X>X7olH egt& H-(nega-
tive) o] ¥ X2] F7Hgarol i, XX o] egt & A
(positive)o] 2.2 et @} Xt Ztoll A@A@AI7L k.
wzld 713 Ceo] 9§ Hutdc)

T3 X9 ko] a3 ANAY FAe A d
Z¥ FEdtol 129 AXAY 08 FopA
e olgA HY 438 8ol 0<Pi<19
HEE Yol HEz2 F4d F5A57 &8
AA g7HolAE HEE BHEAE F gtk

oligoll A AME uie} o] A FLHAUSFE
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qgo g 714sle HARYo 2 235 YL de
A7 BHFERFX) 7} opviy 7Hd Aot 4]

Pic: 7} £ QL vl el F iE A-E
18-
Vit 7R e QA 1] A3 AA A 54 gk

FUE BFEiA gong FFANE KFAEAAHS
AdsA drt

. 2X2%e &AM

ARYo] e TAE HEAYE + Ue LA
BAgugoe FHLGEEIE o[ 8T =2
2 % (probit model) ¥} Z A ¥ ¥ (logit model)o] ¥
A g8 3n9lct(Hanushek & jackson, 1977). &
232 vf S FALSl AFEe Aae O Apol7)
0.02 dld] Z2Yleye Fidted olzigol
AR GA duisiAlgd # glo] HFAFeAMe
2Ango] o go] o]dHE 1-2).

ZARYL ARFUslo|E FA AT 0| &
oAste ARG E FEFH WPeR F F
A3 4 Jok F Luce(1959)0] of&] A gte
Z McFadden(1973)0] o] 7% & ME 1970d
o FNHEE ldo] E£F3tE FEHEo|EA
fFrE(2ARY0] fFEHE AT FHL F
¢, 2473, 71443, 1983 : Shin, 1985; oA &,
19902 %) o Ze g2 AR ¥ (multno-
mial logit model) 9] Awraloz AejdY.

. eVi( .
Pit=—; (,:1,2‘,.11) ............... (4 3.1)
ze\'it
=1
P(Y) 10

0.5

0.0

(=]

oft
o
<r
i
He
H

18 1-2. 233 =2 »

ie] 54 9¢
Vit . 7 e QL 9] AL EA A S gt
9 54 499

23ARYL Heu¢t 4579 54 (indepen-
dence from irrelevant alternatives : ©] 3} IIA)o] g}
F&(axiom)of] 7|2 E T3 U} o]AL F HdY
digh i, j&] HHEE H &S

_1_;.]!%. = %".:_ = Vit—Vjt seeereneeeeeees (A 3.2)
s} e Aot F, oj" 53 JideA F A
gt Me FEvje Mg Aguete] e
3g Aoz ¥zl glrk(rato constant) Ao
th(Yu, 1978).

o] IA A= 2ARYe Ao A
T3EY Yo & ddaugE Freidx A
3% "8t A Hez, 2Ide ez
3d 22 oz 3d F3 AA7t FYs)
g2 A5 vEE 2Y ¢ o A3 &
3 (fe, 243, A4F, 1983). 2y o F
gde 289 &g A}e 8.90] H7IE ot
Z dguite] At N s ol ARt A)
FAFHA Q1248 wie digte] e {E0|7 HaA
Hog A FEd A 2ARYE HEsY
F3437t A FA doh

Ao g oitEe] fAME £4E L 3o
594 7H3o] EgEdva udE e =3F
231 2 ¥ (conditional logit model &2 nested logit
model) & ©}] 88 + Ut olAe JYZARY S
o] g3ta] GAIFo g Mg FH3e Yook
d8 BY nEFdez 7183 w29 &3
Z9] 3htE MYste FAdA o] digt Al7ER7}
SA3] SYPHolX Fun AEUG o] {7} AT
1A A s At gez F33n
AN E o] B HFALFLE FAA A7
o) HeATEE 2Hsh 30| ch(Sobel, 1980).

ZARY L vjdYolng HAASHY o A
Py FAHOZE FEY A4AFE I #
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FER -1 KIEAREE o]8 IH FHNS £Y

gloog H93EAY (maximum likelihood estima-
ton)o.2 FAH H9FYYPold 24E A
37) Y5t #AE FEREC U & W olF
SR dojF £ e 7HeAe] M w2
29 g 08 3o} o] B4 FAFLR e
Yot R 7%, 1984). BFHE A% Ay
AL uAgoz B Y3l Ae wEFES P
< o] 83t wrE-dAAi}(iterative algorithms)3}e]
AL H93:AHY ME & 2HE FEA
Wyof o] &3}17] W&ol ALl 8-o] gol A FHE
Aotk a3 H¢FH P g FHEAE o
#4ol A1, EEAV| wiet 7Hed HA
AXE F£ A A

232 Y9 AY=HAPL $=4] A (likelihood
ratio test)g 3l %8 AFFAFE UdSH
o] Hodr}

C=—2log(—£‘%) = —2(log L(B)—log L(0))
........................... (’—‘«] 3.3)

o7|A L(0)e EL ALY 2E A5t 0
qe $x¥¢59 Hugola, LB 38 =¥
9 $E3 gtoltt. olm SEHARFAFL 3
HE AJF ZE AF7} oolgke ARIHA] AL
A9 9 A{E7t K(AF7HAANAM 002 Fojxle
A% A5) RETE Frhe Aol FAA Uk
ol st ANY CEAB| (KXt} 29
239 28e #9947 adA AFRNMEE 712
A Hmz 28¢ f94o] dFE

¥ pPERYY AF=PH ol g€}

pr= 1-11:1(8% HE 1 2.2 JRITIIRIIeS (4] 3.4)

pre AR AY=HAAA o)l gH= 2A
A4 R A9 fAEH RPE AfEr) £& 3¢
19] 74791t p2e] A9+ 02~03 FEo|OE ¢
4 2.3 ol 2} ¥ch(Demencich & McFadden 1975).

49 f94L AFse gL dvrEgd
AYuygel 7o go] AL W)

o]4¢] 237 HYEAYE T8 SHy
F Xi7t 43y F29S Yio) v JPol §
Aoz FoHUNE 4A 2HE & Aok 2

At Xio] &9 A7] & A 4dte AL AR
Edso AYEAAYAA Xi & 29 g9 o
2 A9 71&71% LA v ¥ B¢
Xig] @ 999 Wl vieh nXE YL Xghol
ojridl A=upell utet dAcH( Y 31 F=).
u2b Sydse] doid gYuk(Adrch & Nel-
son, 1984)& UvtHo 2 HrY & U}

$H FHALY SHHFVE € (4 3.5)
A GRS A3 238 AW vig)
W7 0~12 ABEHEe BAZE AAH mu
HHFH o8 £ Ak

pim_l 1
1+e=Vi 14+e—(a+bXi)
o2} Pi(l+ea+bXi)=1,

ea+bXi = lfﬁ o] gt}
Fdol =18 AW
PL_ LB e
% =a+bXi (4 3.5)

7} 5] Xell g #5202 i A7l F
EHFE AA UrE Hddte §E8F £4 Ui
AdE g§§vle 2agte] €t kA Pig) gL
03} 12] Alo]oji} Pi/(1—Pi)+ 0~ 7} H9, Pi=0
d o 22884 (log odds)E —oo, Pi=0.5 Y
2I8EY= 0, Pi=1dn 2a38gYe +wo7}
g4 o)g} go] 3t 2ARFPL (0,1) FHANA
& dSEA A A5 FLNAMY v &S E
A2 A WYY THUFE X9 AP+
2o 7HE & Uk

2Ia%gv)el g WYL

In(odds) =a+b;X;+boXg+ -+ +bpXp

..................... (1_~] 3.6)

2 A9 ALY Feolt). o7 o] /K2
222 & 2A2H 32 (logistc regres-
sion)olg} gt 2A2E HAEMAA 7R FHQ
7 2884 (log odds)7t SYHTY MY
fAEte Zeoln, XS Xo dajAe o4 7}t
Ax ot by SPds Xe BdSdFoAY
Ao At dito] glon WA Afe
AASFAY Y E & AHARS & Clark, 1984).

E2ARYL FERYo|7] YEo] SYHEFY F
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#I7hPE A

s BAIE AFE 4+ UdS $olE digh
i9] Me-g dgste ¢ SHAFIL 1% ¥
webA SFoire] Heltgo] Yo} W3ste=o)
£ Jeille 98 A (elasicity) & o]-83ta] dgte)
EAdolvt 7t &4 ¥t g #HF digte
M ES 78 F oA AAH ol Fof] o] 28
% et

ZARFEE FA3Y] A€ HFH Z2aPe
da] gty o] dAe ot SAse| WFY o
ole} B (33, 1989)L 93] /MgHo] oy
I ydtel QUALL, CHOMP, LIMDEPe] o] v
Edg A9 o] MR T2 WS o] B3I E
g}

V. EX2go N

aES T 2ARYo] LYW AFE
HE4 2 ¥4 (Watson, 1974 ; Demenish & Mcfad-
den, 1975), 5948 ¥4 (Friedman, 1975; Ler-
man, 1975 ; Boehm, 1982 ; Shin, 1985 ), 4
o}l X A (Cho & Morris, 1986 ; Cho, 1987 ; Kim,
1987 5), tigr @ HF e (Miller & Radner, 19
75 Kim, 1985 5), A g ed(Boskin, 1974)F 7
A #YG BoloA F2 o]FojF )

Ul 2AEYol AL E AL 1970d0]
B2 EHMYo| (R, 1979)0] A7HEF 1980
gy xo) 22 25599 A4 9FE nAE
Helg EMaed HLHJo (R E, 1981
ud-e 1981; ZB35, 1982 ZAA, 2473,
7245, 1983 ZAUlFE, 1987 F) 1 o1 F AA%F
SAAE Fotel SRS o FHEL(AFSF,
1984 ; ZE/NLATY, 1986; TFEF2, 1987;
el FAL 1988)2] 2R Bz o] 8H
Act.

7443 Bolode AnHAY Bolsl FAY
HololH 2AZ Yol LA u} Ut A7 (Kim,
1985) 1960 ) Toll A 1970t B7A] o4z}
etz G izt s AFAde] Aj W3}
Zo] R A(Gsex) zolE EAM3=d 2ARYE
ALYt o] AToA FHHFE PEUL

A7EA AFEoL (1) d8AYo] 60% ol o
Ao o ¥-o}(female dominated fields), (2) o3}l o)

35~60% 2 2R3k F7H o Bok(balanced fie-

Ids), (8) X8tA¥o] 35% w gkl FA g G E-of(male
dominated fields)o]t}. HFEobE e sh=ul 9
gg nA Aoz JiddHe SYHTFE 35471
HAE o FUE & AU} FEAH, 24AF
g4} 22 A 7MY o v ¥ XRof BAEHE
Hel ojnjue &, A, AF, ZFuF PA}
Faul e, 89 AT 2L AJAFA F4H+7}
AHEEATY. 4585 SYPdASFe dAe (D
AFEoLE G AP vl &(percen) S
a2A5He g AFE FASAo, (2) B35
(nominal type) 2320 2= A AFEof Ag
dFL v WFES FPNY, B) HTE
ofe] AEAe Axo] W Age P XEY
(ordinal type) 2R EYPo 2 FA3Fch

Z A3 Morris(Cho & Morris, 1986) = Fe 4
f 9 FHFHe] M3}, HA AEPFI ol
4L vAc AT dyge AAE
Faled 2229 AREE Fgdt F5
Al FHLFIHgE 279 g9F €2 YA
on, FHRY A GSFHIY JAFHYolgde
F71A 9E3 dez ywdoh A F&,
T84H, 7HEe +8, 2E3H, P 9%,
e AEFE, 7HTLF, AF 79 EHHESTL
&g vjXe 9%E MEFez 2X2HG
LI AENSA 4 S YT e} Feo
gt A37F FAREAY Aozt A BY F
A}t Holo] 72 @A} (event history data)
g olg3ly }gog ARF7t 2 $ES A3
29¢ £4% AF(Cho, 1987)ol & A9 oy
FEMA t Yolrl pAFEANE T3 59
AEE(RS7), AEWE, ZEDAEH, 497,
V&g, A, AF71E5) 0l FEA(YA 71
Qrel A%F7F B 1, 285F7F HARH 0o
ue 4%E £4s9c

o] 4¢(1990)L Fd9 A {¥H, FH/Y, F
el Fd9 EA4L Addie P5& £4
shed 2AR2%E ALY FHo] o]FAA 9
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T4, 7139 9%, 71 {5 F9714,
W, YR, olMARYH T FHAAYS
o] aith.

olde] 2ARYE HEF AFEC YRR &
Mg olge] 2AF AL 2ARY =g}
A glel 7128 F3 A7) ol 1
o] o]&d ZAV 2AREYE A L=l YU
ZAol HeAL opug o), HE, His 2L
Qzte] YF L BN ALl BE A
=3} w89 BAE A AQFAGEIANE
A& F3de TAF R o) 4¥ 7 At
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FAFEC] FA4E dAET
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¢ 338 + U dFE A IT7AE /8
st 2 v AR YA AN E +3E
EPHso A5t HYRYAAY AFAH 43

@ 71&71E vEtA gfen SYAETY A7
e} @A m g Mol Fosfol ot 2AR Y
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