MR EEQ MAHEE st HEMEDH: mother EXZHY HEP

B
—E—**

Kén*

g ]
ol ofn rly

B A7e A2 Aol EAele A4S AvAk] AX Ad9EAE o V& TARES AXt FAMS
A 7] dEel FARE MEAE AlFse HELY AAMAE FY3] sty 71 ¢l £ dFdAde )
2] 2A 8l diizte] I Hcross-effect) S EHFoZH AADAE HAAY 4 9+ mother ZALHE &
S35t 239 oJ¥AEe ARAES 2 APAAES AMSsle] 7Y AGAES sk XS A
sl FAsigch. A4 AR MY @ NG AFREI} A AAE B3-S AT mother 2ARHE
ol-g3le] Am|AleY siAEFra dulafe)s FAEcl B4 A2 A foF Aoz veh} TA7HA
< 714523 mother 2AEHE o &Ho] TARY R} £ A2 eyt & A7elA AAgt mother ZAE
4 [AY dAAE F8E 4 qloks AA 8o ezt cannibalizationd3}-& ghetdt = 9l7] wjfol] HE
A 2 ofe} YR AR EHANE F-8381A o148 5 9l& Holrh

----------------------------------------

.M 2 ARAE M AN AFE R

ol &85t £ =iede Anjate] HE A

Al 24& 239k S4 o] AFHE

an|ate] Aol #E FA= 1970d9H s} Aglske ASels HE7e] AABAE 1
FubRE vhAE okl lolA F2¥ ATF sl MTAss]E B slojol AIFHEY]
F 3z F55 olsieh vbAlE FobllAl agAQ AYAS $=o] F $7} Qlh 5
S 7 e avlate] A e AR g2 AFHEY Ay A" A" A
HEAYOR vro] & o qlnk &wlzk AEE Al AT BAE setste] ATFA
£ ¥Ase A"EH(choice model)< A1z AT Fysledoliic) o] <3lo
AfE AFsA Axze] 2 Fxe A Az A9 Al ol njate] HEAE

T

o

D ¥ A7 BK2 A79F A9 s A7,
P ELER UL 2
o pAtEE Aodety st

we SAITSE A 2
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PAE HAgA oz EAE 4 glofo} e}

HIAE FA oA F2 A8HE 23
& MNLE#(Multinomial Logit Model)X1%
Luce®] Al=8%2](choice axiom)e] 7]¥}gt =3
Ead, o] ®3FEL I[IA(Independence of
Irrelevant Alternatives)gl= 7FAol] 7]&sla
ek TAZFAE ofd A<433he Adistst B
diqkell i3t &Mzl A=EES]  u]E(odds
ratio)& YA AL Eafo] o] #A
Slo] dAdlthe Aotk & A2$ digte] Ald
et Aol F7HEAY 7]@e 54 digte] A
et AjtelM AYd=tiete s2e] Addxlgt
o] A¢l Bel] djgt Aeu]-&(odds ratio)
dglol dAsiche Aeld NAVME HEAY
P9l Agspd AFHEI B Aol A9l
e AT Al AEY AFES J|&HEe)e
E3A g o]Fo] At

olgldt AL AnAYEHANA 2 o nd
ARolct. AFAEs} A4 Aol &4 A
¥9} fFAH(similarity), & 44 (substituta-
bility)elv} ®.$tXo](complementarity)e] &tk
A ATEEY ARELS o)Al o) de
7] dEole}. webd noh dAH Akt
Ao 2vRte] AZANGES o33t FAs)
7] S8Me HERY FAAEE zF Adde
g, o|24} non-NARHE o3+ o] nldt
As}et,

A9 wjgAAde]  Al7](Debreu, 1960;
Rummelhart and Greeno 1971; Green and
Srinivasan, 1978)€ ©]¥& ¢}o}3t non-IIAR
HEo]l A&z spdEe] Hx AYEA
S4EH e} AT FUje] A o] FA)
£ vhlE Fobe] ofE FAlo] uls] AldlHog
Aol AW Aol AMdeld, Hx Az} 3

Iyt

_

g FUATFEY el HEAYE AAs
SQAEE Y AU Az A9 YrpiE
S dolie Aotk HEAYRYH Fd
A7E obE - A Y(1993)ell4  MNLEZ3o]
4709 ol¥F MNLEHE #4843 9% 4wt
ANAR, non-NARHE #4843 AFE BA
ok b33 - A9(1996)9 Nested ZAZY
of = A7l Qo ol AE Addd 2
A&+ A7

ole] ¥ =M FEZY FAKE 2
g Aval HIAY myg o4t AFAHE
o Ao F4dh= whE AAsua &
of AxaeR A AFHEY A A
71E Axoe] AAIAEZ zsle] nlE A
dAHE FHFol ) o] YaAMe
non-HAR¥E AH&-3to 71E2g 29} AFHES
AL BE BT et ol & AF
dAe A& & Y Nz HrEFcH
o] Z4iske AAANEE At 2wzl A
FAGYHE A8l AFHEe] AgiAY ¢
ol g3l ulbE oAt 53], Azxq
E9 & AYHAE o] sl inlate] ezt
2% T8 non-IARY F 3h1l mother
EARYE  o)&3d  FAG ofed
mother 2ARHH} AFH ZARY(F A B
&) A58 vl aslgic

¥ =5 3 422 FAEY9 gk 188
MELZA FAY A|, A9 4 4 =79
Aol diste] dFate} 248 HEAY 23y
3 HA7HY, non-TAR o)) oigt W48 233
Boprl 3EHdlde B =E9 FAe He
mother ZA R3] sle] 243 AFstede.
43¢ mother EARY L A48 Al g4 AA
Hael A4, A A M, A4,
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B2A A % ARSH, 2R AT HE
& 92 ol T AddE ® ERE &
o Aelskz 99 0 PARE AN w3keh

Il. non-1lA MEMENDH

HIAHEA o]gHe Wi =¥
EARoR Y Aelep|Hrke AM|A}
AE A& A% 2yEe] 49 A
2 4 9ltiMcFadden 1974, 1981). AAZ A
ZAY mys EAY 2R FAY Hee
424 wyes mauch woy ATAY
ol-45+ non-NMAERHe] HEAHE EH3hH=
dx 22 ARE 4 qloh & AdA A
non-lIAR¥E HEAES FAE AY3lge
o gAY 4% myx adE AN
of A4 4 Qe HE FUst] AR
FAY VA TE FxapolsS weE

ad|Ate] AxAdds Ad9sb] ds A4%
zyo Lt 2378 (gravity-type model)(Huff
1963), MCl(multiplicative competitive inter-
action) 2¥(Ghosh®} Craig 1983: Ghosh%}
McLafferty 1982), MNLEH z& o]ik4ld
(discrete choice) E3-E°](Gensch®l Recker
1979, MAFet gu] 1998), 18]z AXRQE
WS AR AT Rge]l olgEHe Yo
(Timmermans 1982; Moore, 1988). % XAI=l &
A F2 o]&sx oA 47HA9 BHLE A
2 o A dgelg, Ax A, #4
719l 2A% . YA FEHe] e, vz
IAZFA o] QlZ}él 3 glche Ao )

HAZMEE =Y F4& $olsHA 3= o]Ao]

B

e

o

o s dAAel "ol HAsA E3 7}
Aol AoA dFsct wety AP 2T
9] FAME 28¥ 4 Q)& non-TARHo] I
231t} non-NIARES MAMAE $H3% &
vzl P& Adrstele 23elttk non-lIIA
23S Avny] dMe HAVMKE FARL
2 dolry o] NATKES oAgA A3}
non-NIAR¥e] /PE==AE Asirat A9
7L JEAezE gd PAE Edd 2
F olek

O E4349 2A8Herror terms)< iid(in-
dependently and identically distributed) &4
£ 7P

@ & Adddicre] 542 1 didky] A4S
o g2 vepdth & A94 g o g
9 $453= dA7T Sk

@ 7Helel AN HA SAEL
EAdl|(simultaneously) 283t} & &4

(sequential)] A} A% (hierarchical)e] eht}.

non-IIAE Y& 19 JA] 714 Fo e
st3lslo] duisigl m¥Solct A WA A
& 3lele myoz a4¥ee oA¥e] &
HAolzl= 7S slele FE54S H83le
Helth. o] Afolle A FEAIHY v
g4 824SR BERE FAste] diee] 4
TEAHE AopA "Heh  GEVEY
(McFadden, 1980)3} generalized probit®3
(Daganzo, 1979; Currim, 1982)0] oizlel]| &%
g},

T WA 7S SshEle A= o Uty
£ F43gd] TP RoE £ =%
o4l ©]8& mother ZAZ¥ol} BatsellF}
Polking =3 (1985)¢] Qlcl. Eo2 NAZ RS Al
Wa HAE $Ase] vt AddatAs A
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34 Ze £HAHE FHIe Afde
Tversky(1972)8] EBAR3 3} o] 232 Tree

74l Tversky$} Sattath(1979)9] 23 Z&
Nested MNL R2¥HE& A + ok
Fotheringham 1988, <+%3 - g9 199%). 7
2o g AAFE g2 B0 =78 F=xs
2 oy Hellde & =l A mother
EZ o) thzte] zlA|F] AwRal

Il. mother X2

mother 2A2.3-& McFadden(1975)o ¢}s}
o AR 2oz NATMHY AYFAFFE Ha
Este AAoel AL myelgdxwt Ay
Aol HulA wiAE Rold) H43)r) Folnl
2golg} 34t mother EARYL Ansly)
At AEA ZARYRE Fibstoiolgic)
Aediel 27 T3 APAE A7} Foi AS
of A¥Z7} digt z& A& g5 ok (1)
Alz} Zrc(McFadden, 1974).

exp{ V,
-4 exp[ V,]

P(z]A) =

q71A ie AE 7Hs3 dgES Jehia,
Vie digt i9 24-& U a8z MNL 2
oA 7b diqte] E43s Vie og9 (2)4)
3 o] M & 7} ke B8-S 1 ool
3 Al43H(alternative specific constant), ai
£A4E9 d¥goZ FAHE Aol o)A

r

ME ot i7h M S48 $4, Xike B i

&4 kel e 52 e, fike ot

i) 44 kel E3HE ehhe Adole). e

H5Ge 2yl 239 S4E o199 9%,

3 dide] Ad 34 EIE ehitkn
% 9lek

lo

nQL -!1)1 e

Vi = a; <+ gl Bikak ......... (2)

mother 2A T3 Yojja] AHE Y2 [IA
7V F F iA 7S 43’ Aol & AlY
tiete] 542 1 ks &AERT ohg
AR o2 digte] EajeiRel oigke
S5 daA ke werz sMAska 9
ot wleb] A4j Viel Xikelel® et j
o] AYAME ol EAjfe} o} ARE &
A XiheE TFAT)E Aok = FLe ] A
Achtel] @ AEE Frlsle] A B|FAA

d HE FEFEE & 7o mother EAZFY
°]‘4

24 Al (3)A1& o]gated 7t ‘H° 94
E%‘i} T5 74 F— oltth. IA9 L&A ¥
£ol A4 F71d 5ot}

Vi=a;+ gl B X

+ ]Z, Yj(d,',"f‘ ; Li th) ......... (3)

QAelA, 7jE AANE 7t A9
geAEse od¥s dehle felugol,
Xjhe A J.,] ZA holl Wigt $=2& et

L 3Alel F712 diqkzt -2 £A37ke] AbEatS(interaction) 3}, 23t 3Hquadratic term), 3%F &Hcubic term)e &7}

st vy nygo guist & 5 9ok



45 YRS +ED N2Y EF0l 2TARIO| ojXE YY 5]

U #golt) dij¢} gijht mother 22230
o3le] iz FA=HE 242 Aze A4
ok 7} digk idl = A%E Jehle Fal=
74t 9] 4 hel di’t il F& G U
eRdich dij¢t  gijhd XA cross-effect) 2
dA e AHAle AAdte] 2AEH} (avail-
ability cross effect), $2= $A49 waas}
(attribute cross effect)2t 742t d7d=tHLazan
¢} Anderson 1994).
mother EARHL o]t wAFEINcross
effects) 55 712 FAsted A5d 23wy
of o3 &H ALAES BAS: Aotk =
g, aae] foAdE AHAFste AnAl A€
P97} TA7MAE 2] o3E AgE 4
ort, zEjz ZAFEIAE AFAA FHEQ
AEE AFs Fed, 7 209 ZAAA e
iz dAAE veplin], of(+)9 wAfE
£ 1AL Jellda sch RS Ax
A P9+ 4 (agglomeration)o)ghs 4
o2 g ol ME FARE HE) A3
A sel B g 348 Begole IS
dAert. oA IAAINE Frlsle] dieirre
TS TEske Aol tE AHE AddryE
I} 25 mother 2A 2] F23 EAolcl
mother EARYH L HEA =ARYA i
RS JellEe 248 1R Adelet & 4
olth. mother EARF ] AL m4B 243
€ 7Z°] MNLEZS] 249+ a2 A2
4 dtke AHeoloh dubd ez MNL e =
T5 F4ske wide A 7 7 e
(Flath®} Leonard 1979). shi+ FHd$234
H(maximum likelihood)o] 3. t}& shle 715
F AR (WLS: weighted least squares) 2.2

A FEAFE logE AT ol Ha SHds

& digke] $4 RS A8 "o AxA
& A AFAR] 2y rg AL 9
Hagrsl  PiHaggregate) AEAZE A
(individual) zFZ17}el] uwle} depric) d¥by
o2 N ARE AHEH HAEFAHes
245 FA%e §4 AEE AFgsH WLSH
W& Al43kc}h mother 2R v4E 34
k= dhez B =%dAe  Louvierest
Woodworth(1983), 222 Louviere(1986)7} A}
43 WLSHHH S u}shel.

MejAlsimtol Zgt: o4k Wl (discrete  choice)
2YE LAl AdAPAE Arsia o Fsay
4 2o} o]F FE3)ey = 5l
£ ARFAo| £oldA ¢t 22l AxE
o 28 APHA whia At fA sS4
Aol 7Fsste AvjAte A9 E Ho A
oz FA¥ £ slthLouviere, 1984, 1986,
1988; Louviere®} Woodworth 1983). mother
ERARYHL panelAtRE AMA ™S #43%
o AREEIAT e} o]Abd =l (discrete choice)
283 oprixE AY AdAMbE Aol 7]
8tk mother EARY S 93 AgAA= A
4 2ARYE AHse Aee 2o 3x
Ay} FAEEE slofolgict

2 AFealE Louviere(1984), Louvieres}
Woodworth(1983)7F AH&-gF A@AANH ] <]
3] AdAEE FASACL ol 7 diake] &
A Zao]¥-(present/absent) S 29102 3l
NXM (N: A9 djgke] 4, M: 44 ) 89
A FeolA FaIN L A3AGEN} FHol
¥ =2 (orthogonal) F&3te 434 d4-E
Egsioict. E£A4A-e wAiAE A5 4
g AYPAMAE Lazari®t Anderson (1994)] wh
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e A F 9o oje £740] shtojejo}
sk Alkagle] sleh oldtelx, Kuhfeld,
Tobis®} Garratt(1994)€ nonorthogonal’d e}
AME Hoghe REAS AlFshe AHHAE
Aotalger. £ EEolME olvl o] el gl
3 Zgspr)7}h foldicke AA dEe 2NXM
LAAAE AHE-skTt

mother EARYL Ald AgMdA <} ZAgs}
o] Aual A= PEo] wE FEAHY A}
2 FHA|(substitution or complementarity)&
gdel & % 9lzm, AT vWHx(attrac-
tiveness)& HAAI7I7] A AER wbAE
Hefo|u} AAGE vlAE AL ASY
aleh. o8 AHelle ol AtellAl AW mother &
A2yE o]dsled AFHIEs Adske A4
AnlAl A AP E EAse FAE G

B2

V. X 2 AL &

AFREE A Adste] aHAt 718
zob A Ezle Addste Aol A
AP AeodA daddz IAZ/Pe
etz geejety FE8 & 4 glok o] A
Ae A Et Addshe 7HA A A4
g ¥, 2n|Ake] AA A985-S mother 2
2YE ARt AR Rokt o) HEE W
+ ARl olgst AmsAlel o)t
EF=AS AAsgd

| ZWHEol 2t MEo| Mol 55

Aok A& 44§ AdE mdR g
of HrEFcr AFGi=ded AHE 73
2 3xdsrt A2 Aok JHA A
ARstdeh @4 2 A gex AAsL gle A
2EFE H¥E Fdelel, sjr]s, KFC 2 3
AHEo] glid, E dFdAe FdEe}, i,
KFC, Wxdeel 4o dxE AAHE A#
o2 A& 712d AAsta de A A
A (Fdgo}, slt]a, KFC)e A #7de]
% p]%slo] Ao (accessability) ol A L
oz zelz} U] fetiy & 4 3ok Al X
2% HE 4AAx2el H3lw gled, FHY
FoAEREHAEY, 34 2 g2 Fel o
g A=A vlesict” aiaby anjake A
dase 7 Ay} Ad S5 F3¥H $4
(273, 47], dHEe, deolg, A4, 44 F)
Y By £4(8A %, olvlA], Auja Bl
o 2A F9HAcdz £ 5 9ok

£ 79 x4= Louviere(1984)4}, Timmerman
3} Borgers(1991)¢} Ze] HE FHejat uHAIE
Azt At e wEo|y AL
Z+ Az 44 (attributes) &2 AHS-ElTh o]
£ HA(FE ATY A b2 A vk
< Agozn AT HAzhd vHAE AUz}
A dHE 4 9le 2o f-88t2 A
A ARE AFE 5 URE 7] fgold.
gt olMe AR AR E)7) Al
L Age AdAsigong AFHEe &t
Y AR A EdHd d$¥ EHEE

—

1) Azlel dg & meske 5ol Fothering(198)9] 23-& AH-& & stk



TZI xj2E EFo| LFARI ojx= FE 53

(sjtl~, KFC, %dlglohe] uh3-Aze] Ao
gasich oArlde HA2EF=AHY Hrir|EH
#H9 ] AdddFzA 2 HEHeAed o
7%‘—54«1 Je#E F3l] LA
FHRANNES 1995 HAE 1994, FA"
1992 5)9F EAAD e AAZ depd
AFRES S8 2oE o, dAEFEAY &
H)2} Ad(EE w25 )d 93ke F= g95S
el (HE #4701, A, S49 %, 714,
HxwAe gof, FA-37 g, A, AA
7] HelA, A2 $A] o' 8okF 3
o 22E2 2 dFode olF 8UES EY
2 7R AtE s, 2 s
ts9 <% >3} At
<E 1>E R, drdce A2 fHEs Aol
7] Wel Bok AAAQ] #E ofo|r]ol 52 A
A, KFCe Az 23, FHEAS
e 1ol HHE fgo] 7HE wel AAE
7] wgel ol W ARES AAs e} R
dgjeles AMHAEFE Ediz & dA7Apt A
i vlnA A2 ooltolES Aer A
Aal Bt sirje] A FAE7 HdAd
Fit drdcoo of3d 7HAE AR AA
soich o)s} 32 AL 7 ¥ Eo] AAME
of 3F HEE = B detstxn Ytke 7t
A 3t AN

BIME 7ME 2I8t £
AHAE 748 93 AgAAAe = o8 7}
A wEe] Al e 9lov(Batsell
Louviere 1991), oj® AAMFALE A €sier}d
ute}l Aol G3E uH7] did] s F8
3l ofeE Aoty & 4 Qlch £ A7
AfdAle e Addds(Riede, s,

gA-I}”

-*%%—17#011}11 e-mails % ‘LRFE
A1)

ool - HIO)E B2E Welw, wot Bk 34
FEh o 2 Taa)
gy 2715 Ald $elFm ke
2 LI E %))

< FAF7HE A Y (HD
<7 E A4 (H2)

ClgRAE gt F45E B9
KFC (K1)
- eleelE weh 291712 wE (K2)

74482 44 (M)
WEYE | FEA ZHFHE 5
& -—)Zﬂ—'—(MZ)

2= e

AEEAL, TA

Fdlelo}, KFC)# 9709 &4 (Fdlelok: 3719
A, Uizl 742 270) 22 A gleH,
7t &ML ZA) f/5-(absent/present)ol] w2} 2
e 58 7HA "ok detd Ay dAe
20(= 23x2x21x3) QalAdA A ARFE &
A AAZL = o7 AsAtg AHAE &85
£ AREAE Add 29 <F 2>9 o] 16
e AHAER FASAHAILAE $8A
+ Hahn®}  Shapiro(1966)v}  McLean¥}
Anderson(1984)& #x3le}).

a22]3 Louviere(1983)ollA d1g iz 7]E)
¢Hbase alternative)& 1671<] z+ A&l A3l
25 A AgzAE e sAEe o] 4-F
o] 7F ol o]& 7|5 E(base store)Z A
L0+ o e O e g 2 L ] P R i
HAAES 022 39S et nase AdA
Ego|t} 7|EHE} o AAR AHA Ed]
A717F whge 2 A7) gedE A9s
o2y auzte] $& dFAA At 9l
Futh Z¥e4 2L FAAE S o] 49



54 Q¥IT M4 MR

A ZEAE FE o o] LA JEHE
g A Z24A7 Huch A8 S olF
A #A 9L Wxdse 871 1028 A4t
H4ckd ole HAEe uls 247} 10%F
Ak 9wzt fet

3. 42X 34 % MBS

ZAFE 93 AEAE <E 2> 3 74
2 16709 AHAE o 270 AHAES} A

<E 2> 2 ®Eo| Mol chat AN

1{A|A|A|A|A|A|A|AJA] P
2(P|P|A|JP|P|P|A|AJA| P
3|P{A|P|A|{P|{P|P|A|A| P
AfA[P|P|P|AJA|P|A|A| P
5{A|PIA|A|P|{P{P|A|P]| P
6f{P|AJA|(P|A|AI/P|A|P| P
7T4P|{P|PILAJAJAJAJA{P] P
8i{A|A|P|P|P|P|A|A|P} P
9)PIP|AJAP|A\P|P|]A| P
I0fA|A|A|P|A|P|P|P|A} P
MNM|A}{P|P|A|A|P|A|P|A| P
R2fPIA|P|P|P|A|A|P|A| P
BIPIA{AJA|JA/P|A|P|P|] P
M4|{A|P{A|PIPIA|A|P|P| P
5{A|A|PIA|PIA|[P|P|P| P
6{P|P|P|P|A|P|P|P|P| P

(A : Absent, P : present )

202 y3telo] & 187 AES} AU 2
AEE HxdskFd2e} 3]s, KFC, 9
Edx)3} Basethgral ‘Al Ad 2dE Qe

o2 AAA (RS S FAE T
Z 5709 Ad€dge] A=A it weby &
dabe FAb olE Sl sE AdEA H
o] olct. AEAA AAE AHAE F E
QA3 <E 3> e}

<E 3> MM E2] ofAl

FEA SR T AEEA

T-R2z Z)42
71 &1(15%) AA]

fA3-e gzt el s Aoy
2|2 npg

® 2ejeer) 12 W 2218 A ¥3 =

He Aulx

® e H2E F=A(A7} F)

® Wsds
@ soa
® KFC

olAtollA gl AHAGFAdA N 3 Lu)z}
o] AlAl $HRIEE €7] HEA AgAEz A
AE A A8E sk A e
EFcAe o]4HlE'E Yol AFE FallA
WYAEFSAHE AY o434 Y ol 84xHe
SH2 wlAE = UEE sk 281 Hed
co} srjx, Fdlglel, KFCE 242 #(pair) 2
2 e F4C2 = o), AR M vk
A AAxE & AHIEE o, ALY
of g ARE N odnt dxa} slch

aelm A AFIRe] 16708 AFAA A
gle 2709 ds4 A=NAEFH ¢ 1842 Al
Ao, Seale 74 AdAg(z 2y A
Zo) Alg/mAdsge] 2o o]Fofzl Ao
A shie) HEbs Aldse® sioch A=A
E7} A= e eA A7 H7)(bias)st A4
EUj9] Aeoke] AlAEA ] dg H7)(bias)E
Z0]7] S84, AALAE rotatedtsich E=F
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SZo X2 gFo| £ZAMZol ojx= & 55

¥ 7oA AR P AR olag §
%lEi At A S AEA A TFAF

¥ AERARE 19999 99 d7AIGelA HA
E¥ze F3A4q 109, 2045 sz 44
ek i AdudgA ez Adgsgion
F 2007°] el stttk °1F BT &
#2b 2 AieFey olfllert AL A
€ Addg 1834 AEAE 2HF BN A
k3.

4
L
o
e
r—lu

AgE AH8-3lo] mother ZAR
o] 248 FAsigt. 23 7153
AL ARl $489 Yaie In(fai)olch.
°l—t— SAEo) 2 AEAg Y dgt iE Ald
Hleso] 23t Al 2aE 3 gho] Pt
Z HAHaggregate)d 287} B Aok
VI AEANY] NEARE 7 dehd wESq
faiz} AHg-®ch?

Sguse A9 oupdeEs A9ty
e 7+ Jxe] Azpis At Asas
A3} cross-effect® &A sl WHLEE FAE
Qom A5 FHL matrix FeHE 4 SYPW
-r°ﬂ o] o] Fojdt HEE Jehhe dn)

W Az E, s, Rdzjel, KFC, o
2 AE:yzE), AHAEE Jehe dud
& 1570, 4 AxAZES R(HEdE, sidx,

r.‘:L

KFC 7+ 27K, Ed2lo} 3AW), As2r4a3 wHe
N(H=de Ay A2, Fd=lo} A 13
Ak 27 18709 cross-effect® FA3l= 24
2 FAH Ak At dx e ZE THed
cross-effect M55 FAA 93, Axd=
7t Azo] MAse ASe|lnE Wxde HE
of 24& 2ol Axd=e g} X7 w3
ANE FALE BAsY A, HFEH
= e Fuwlesl Y SYPws ¥
intercept7} Eg= it}

443 A" 239 R2e 09502
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v, ot 2] 78 4 sk

2.090 +4.179(M0=1)+1.017(M1=1)

+0.546(M2=1)-0.508(M1*M2=1)-1.360
= 5.964

Vo

Al el 13602 Fejeiob}t HmdEe
B|X| &= cross effect® % °JE}-— Ao Hdjg
o7} fjA1Zehd Wrdee] F4Xd FAAQ
G3re FAE) o9} & wioR 7 x|
2835 AAE 4 Stk

<E 4> mother 232

2ol TAZF ) dig AFolch ol o
F3HE mother EA XL MNLEH w7t
A7} 2719 m¥olr). welA mother AL

L 253 w o] £4R¥Ho] H¥E MNL
23 & 2489 R A ZrtEdEA
Asinel A7 g3 A5E & otk

T 238 A3l vlws] £ A 0.15FNA4
ZAEI} F7FE 2¥o] {3 Aoz el
et ole <E4>oAe ZEo]l 4749 cross-

intercept 2.090 *
sl (HO) 1753 * 4116
Az 1(HL) : F2F2 s 0.0008 0.007
A 2(H2) : /HAEE 0.952 * 7.333
Zd)ge} (LO) 2.264 * 4.980
A2 1 (LD : FE(e-mail) 0.208 *xx 1722
A 2 (L2) : Hol /34 0.075 0619
Ak 3 (L3) @ Aula 0.050 0478
Li1x12 (A2t 4 &3 - 0.021 - 0.172
KFC (KO0) 2091 * 3873
A 1 (K1) @ ojAgdg (0,238 #xx 1.808
A 2 (K2) : elg]e] WA 0.334 ** 2.336
M (MD0) 4179 * 8136
A1 MDD : 7HAEQ 1.017 * 6.067
Az 2 (M2) : AF E434 0546 * 3.240
MI1*M2 (A}32r4 53) - 0.508 *x - 2549
Zdl2lol (L) —» Hrde’ - 1.360 ** - 2256
Aede A (M) - s’ ~ 0525 *x - 2913
wedc Az AM2) — At - 0431 ** - 2298
KFC A% 2AK2) — EHgo}p - 0441 ** - 3192

R =09 (Adjusted R° = 0.866)

F- value = 11.10 Sig. F = .0000

* p<00l, =00l <p<005, = 005<p<0l
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REGRESSION

/MISSING LISTWISE
/REGWGT=freq
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A Store Choice Model for an Entry Strategy of New Stores :
An Application of the Mother Logit Model

Kunbae, Kim
Dongjun, Park
Bongchul, Seo

Abstract

This study introduces the mother logit model to predict consumer’s store choices. The
model is not based on the IIA assumptions and thus accounts for substitution among similar
alternatives. The choice data as an input to the model is obtained through the conjoint-type
choice experiment. The model is applied to consumer’s choice of fastfood stores in the context
where new store enters the market. The analysis shows that the substitution effects are
significant and therefore the mother logit model predicts better than the IIA model. The
mother logit model will be useful as well for the market structure analysis in capturing
cannibalization among several brands.



