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HAEL Tk adld o8] 25w el

Aol urg w17 A, oleld 25
T 2MASE FelF F/H9 Puw
kS

aBakEe] geld J tetde S Hal 5
)

‘jé o= %:rL skal &2l e R (rational

choice model) & AH|z}e] =L FgH 0]
AeRggoln, ARAtEL 2t YtES &4

O 1H B oox ¢
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Yool
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0

o

it}
E olr i
2 oo 2

= 9 a2 s 476401]7\1 ’\H]X S0l A
ﬁ“g = YA A S ZA o ZRI7t
gk EAl= o] A5 B8l AAEHAR L
U A= rrER qrE o] e} 73

ARGl mEE Al =l 2l
o] &3] A7l itk (Beach and
Mitchell 1978, Bettman et al 1990, Johnson
and Payne 1985, Payne et al 1988)

=
= T

b 2 Aol Al TEHd
S7do] BrA= DA L] 2719 7ol 43}
He A5 SR ert oW ﬁ}
1=, Hle oo uzt o
fete] gapt EAeeAE E}Tﬂ 237l
& El detstaar it V1] A=
F= 209 dickel el £473E Eel
ARAF 1S E shetsiu anlAte] g RA
WA Sge wsA oo SEFE
AASHs Bl A7t olFoA &%
ol Wekom AM|Al o} Thae]
rol EAshs B, &RlAF ARAR] &
A £973t 8RlE mefste] &w|zte]
dobrl izl gt

0\1 o
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&,'\lmlmﬂl-

Y
ofN
fu)
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2
)
1o
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1. o=

HA =2 ALS] A gHERE o} 4
HIZHEA S Tt oA = theFstAl Al
£ro] A el 2 MEH s T3
sl B BT Aslo)] A3 28|27} A
& == 7‘1317‘3}*‘ gl tiste] dmpt
2 AL Jgol= 12 AFAE A=
2 “%753 BEAA AFEE A
o o& fLE Anzke] FAloly A
soAe Z71"ga & 4 Avh(Engel et
al. 1995) ol&g HAAxe gt 7|EAT=
< A HEYA Robertson(1976)2 S ¢33

o] FALPEL o ) °‘(comm1ttment)
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z219 ASeE dxs Sdste 497t

Aol BAskA] e A

Assael(1980) 2 A #oo] vzt &
S

5
= Suiskety] el tikse] $45 vl
ForA TS TP FFAEF e o
ke ezt FAstqlt g w9
A7 803 Fgol el oo 274 a9l
QA 2]l AlF 2%l 484 allo]
AAE O] A&H Folel A ol
Fe2 YehiH, o|& "o r AH|Ate
ool 23 Aves F4= o
(Peter H. B et al. 1983) ©]|% A #oixe
eyt ol izt ool 7 vkt &
o= S ihHol AA|= =4l Laurent and
Kapferer (1985) = ¢4 Ay T84, +
w7b ARE =, et AhA], A b
210l 471 Akl we SAsi
Zaichkowsky(1994) & #9= 555 A7
3l =), Laurent and Kapferere] %=
270] 11X Agoz TAE AT ¥lwel
of T2 AFY] F84 AdE S35k
oh z2e]a At d-841(1997) & do =
S A BARY 75H BoxR
TEote] SHeta =T, ole 71EY A
T=(Park and Young 1986, Maclnnis and
Jaworski 1989, Mittal 1989)¢] o= +3
o gk 7ol EHE Fa dvkal A
a9tk HREES(2003) 9] TR HA®
AEA Hojot A Bolm St
<l A-83 ool g Hof o
7F AR R FoloA] e ZHAC
Agte 235 AAst ATt

olegt HA et A8Al, BEe] o
T R e FoESYe sHat HH

e 2 ¥o ok

gl wE gikds
AAeteE vpb Ao sdkEnh ofukshd
Mittal(1989) = A&l tigh #dAET} =&
T5 G A= FHO| o] FTIET=
71E9 o] 2o g Al7Isl

A8A Hojel A HolR FESkAL o
2let B e we HEEA] FFo]

g
Bae Asdow ANsad 2%, &
Tl E Ap| 5] FuAe HYelA §
HAom ek $47 o Falehe
S4e] BAo] A AwlAwlt thE Aol
P H9S T 5 glol, Belme e
AR TR SeATlER TRl

48 Blojth

2 AR A A4 2 e
AR & sk A AEAAE
o] Ab&oh= 1Al A oW ARITtel o
gt A= A AFE Sl AAEHAA
U A= rrER qrE o] e} 73
Abgol] M2 AH g gtk 74
o] #E3] Al7]=o] Ai th.(Beach and
Mitchell 1978, Bettman et al 1990, Johnson
and Payne 1985, Payne et al 1988)
Einhorn®} Horgath(1981)+& tigte] thab
S S 283 e A5 tE digkdd o4
Zlu] ¥ ti<t(dominated alternative)-2 © ©]
72e] aelglo] WEA AAE T Bk,
AR A ES A9 ae] ZTEA <A
oJAtAR & Bk fA at7] fls] AujE o
HS A AAZ7] W Zel] HEde2 X]ujE
tieto] B A A" AEellA o] Fo|xItka
745t th.(Hauser and Gaskin 1984,
Shugan 1987, Klein and Yadav 1989, Huber
and Klein 1991) 53} Klein and Yadav(1939)
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v AEHAl = PHEPAR sldg 22
A7t sd EAE AT W] A
g2 HrtskA] stes vher dguete]
H7be AUaAF7lolA AlFetA o] Fof
T TR v A=l P =B e R A |
71 A A AediRbeES Bt H A5 3
7V HlBE Adeaele. o] wA|of| A e
DEFe T717F AR aH|REe] AdeeA
Z71eA] A ejE tiekE mlg] A AAT= ol
= MR QAR el Hg/He] 1
(cost/benefit consideration) W& A o]t} H]
|3 9]o] 7Id4 +d (conceptual framework)
o ofst Am|Ate] el L gk o
2= FEe AR E sl &7k o
2o RE wEHs Hagst e &9
Ao 93] o] FoixIt}.(Payne  and
Bettman 1992, Johnson and Payne 1985) 1
A AP T o A A ik mlE
AAANT = AL AbaR o] A T3
o s FAl AT oY T3t
Al H B2 o]H g fFel 28 FHAE AR
SHAl == Aeolth

oJata o] g wet FAALE] mEE
AAA =8 F o zkde] ¥ FosH =
< FAA R 3 E =Tl el ZHd
o

o J

A% TrEo] dAR] e g A9
o] &E ] &= Aoz Vet & 9xpA
2 73 AAo] FEwo) Hla] AA =g
od AA JFE e oz HuF
t}.(Payne et al 1988, Thorngate 1980) &&=
gk AR TtE] Aol BAHA ) H]
A 3ol oju gt B AX =71
el = T8 dslvt gick 239 3%
= Bl ox AR TtEe] ARk o

o

723} Beach and Mitchell 1978)<} A&
g2l A2 I (Christensen-Szalenski
1978, 1980)E°] &t ok a2y
Christensen-Szalenski(1978, 1980) = 2JAH2
BArEC] R A ol BAAA ALES
B ol e @A AL o] 53 HE
5 gado g yee sttt ST
AN A g orb2d Tt AR
o] ol &= = A = HAVE S8 &
ot A& AlQslaes she] oAMEH
ko] ARRE|O] kil H7|= ojHTh
shte] AR TG & TSt B9t oY
Y AbEH Tt o] ARREC] A=
Payne(1976) < SRR AE &5k A
of thet EAleld oA 27|l £
Fholl ofgt Aje] T HEAFA gt o] A&
Hol A& desteta Add diehEd
el = A tEe ARS-gtha Bkt
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ARAAE A A S48 s
e AP e & NP} BE 59
she 19 44 P o2 FYHT 1

gla AlFE AEe AdIAE Dot

L=
2 999 3 APAE Kool Yejere] 2

AT E T THTS Al 200 2
2 FEAT A4EAE F SHEel B4
AsA o] Foxl A= A A ALY
3, IAEAE For HolaFd e
HTES 93] B AP M= Zaichkowsky 2l
7NQ1 o] &3 (Personal Involvement

Inventory: PII)E o]&3dl] g F+E3}
At doAAFEd E YT ae e}
A2 st Y] A5 AY
o A= Sdiststr] 98l
sttt

AR sl A8 AF2 HFE (A==
§ 3 AR FAEJT AFe] A
12 dAgelA Zlseldt deAQl SHel
ZAZ% e AZ(utilitarian product) @ 71%
W A sithe gdzholu Alobsidle] FA
=& A& (hedonic product) 8.2 E7F3F 7]
=& $AHoz uedth(Laurent and
Kapferer 1985, Mittal 1989, Vaughn 1980,
Zaichkowsky 1987) ol&|dt EF7IES &
AR ARE7EE B8l 7154 45 o

Bol] 2AE AP AFor HFEHE

N

rE N

o

o
o T

N

o S

JE titel] tiek FtR o] FojRiTt 29
oME 27| gAEE Addos Fas)
tha Frhet S99 el 3 dAE st
(7] T8549 Asids A7 1030
H e gk el ik deshe W
o7 o]FojH ) 3eAlE T EAE=
S o A A7) 49 s
AAIZE 1050] | ZE)) g AdEfelA] ik
Aefsts Aoz P= et ol st A
A¥s 7b FAAAEY] YAl FrIL

S = e IHEHRES =ol7] dla A
ZRERA A3} dijt $4743}

AR S St BAIA S SEAZ.



2. ZAZCIE RAS Bl Al¥s 7, A SEA] wSA AlA] Aol AR
A9 37 SO 7 o]FojH ) 3 AR E 43}
%E‘ A E=Q v Alo 0, 3z
B ApoE AE S5 B &3l Iuls 8=k A 70%He
Ity AR E = BLAE = 294
_ _ _ — - = o u]l_ —1077]'12»1—7]0"1:!—|]1_ A=
sy Qe AFe e v AlES How ARaT
- [e)
e 77t AxQEEAE S, C 0 T
a8y A ZTEAe] EAjo g oldle] HAA _ _
o e drtel e o ame D AFEIAE HE AzE
EAS Zte 449 A9 BF H s} € H/“]ﬁﬂ]-
T AEF AER JERS AEAT. e
EdE o A3 g A £ A AFE AFo e AXJAE AL 4
S, AWbAEQl Fejel ket AtS Al Al Ag Ay 3o ea A do] fete] &4
7] B} A AR A7 AzEs At o S AR FoE 9 AFFHAXNE (R
3 ATAHAEE Hea AA|go 2 3 A DI 2ol Yl AFHE Foljsk=d
ol &Aooz WIe syt ol d 2zl o] nTIFITte] A= AdiE oz 714,
e $A5TY Zes dalde F84A SHAZZA (CPU)EA tgt F240]
Ao el dddoR vlg- oy grr i O Ul Re 7|E vRd it &
s S 58 SHAETS 28 e FasHA Hrlsta JE AowE YE
o 1 9% Atk A7 AS RS A s} Ut AR Ae FIADEA
=t ol FE7HEA T BP0 2 o] Fojd (CPU), 284, JNZEAMH|~(A/S)E T2
F Y9 Ues "ergoz Asksigrt st Hdor yrista ok YA EFA
AFE < Auprlo] ek &2 AR AR (CPU) £49] A% F AN 254
272 B 7 AELYA Fasb Mzt oR Feg H4oR HFyhim glth ol
st A4S AFEEl e, AFHY e 3 AFE SAEC o] nTHTEI A
714, F4AH2 3 (CPU), 7182, 3t oA A7) Apol= 7H4, 7R R, &
TU) A3 (HDD), °fZEIAB]~(A/S), 53+ oA Fel3k 2polE Hola da 7]E}
4, dadel= Sola AHupx|e] A= 7t A M= Aol & HolA] a1 Yt
(E 1) ATEol st SHS-FY AN ZF U ASFH=|
ECEE S, xto|AH
&N Al S Al Joi :
x83 | Zec | &Hx | zes | FValue | Sie
714 0.007 41 0.072 38.2% 9.265** 0.003
F YA (CPU) 0.041 20.1% 0.062 32.8% 0.936 0.336
7] W g -0.016 10.4% 0.025 13.2% 7 .824** 0.007
sl=t]A~=(HDD) 0.004 29% 0.014 73% 0.399 0.530
A/S 0.032 20.4% 0.007 4.0% 2.186 0.144
o3 0.038 24.5% 0.006 34% 4.152* 0.045
Aagele 0.018 11.7% 0.002 1.3% 1.120 0.294
ALPHA 0.9381

*p €005 ** 1 p 001
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2) AHuiAAlF i3t A=JE E e A Fo] et AXRE EMATNE
A A3} (& 2)9} 2t}
(F 2) FHIXIO] Bt SASEE AN SRE U ASEYA
AEOIRIE Do xo121
DA A A
o ;g;l }igg ;?lé;;| gg;‘j F-Value Sig.
74 0.015 8.2% -0.011 11.1% 1.883 0174
A 0.078 42.5% 0.023 23.8% 7.536** 0.008
454 0.015 8.1% 0.031 31.6% 0.651 0.422
g 0.013 70% 0.012 12.1% 0.004 0.952
A&4 0.003 1.6% -0.002 2.1% 0.067 0.797
o] 0.013 72% 0.012 12.6% 0.002 0.966
NE 0.047 25.4% 0.007 6.8% 4.064* 0.048
ALPHA 0.9129
* 1 p <005 * :p <001
o mHelPwe] A9 B A 2 folth o2 98l AFEL FulAld o
olg Adon Fag 4o Prlekm @ Boifzo] Aold dumz AzE
glom, Adclge] Ase A4 AR 5 BAAT W A5dsl A4 we 9
2 308 329 &40z Prletn Aok Hel H44Ee ¥@dn sl Ut~
AWt Aol2 BNF AT A4 AHd B Uge AFER ANGAS A HE
N ol 69l Aol2 wolm grh, ot Melo] o€ welA Esle EAskm
2} g,
3. 7F4d 1, 29 AR
1) 473 wE HEt A
AFE < bR Al Fell ek el &4 w3 (ATE] Fule] AS
SEE BRRE WEeR MY coera ans B AFE g9
LA 2 BANE O T geiera we gen 4w asas
) 7}el7}p zhzt o

9
=

HFAE] =S4 it
4 .

a}

[e] i <. - -3 -
Felel AEEY FES T OISl o
A% 498 Ao A9e o)y o
]_/\

3 3 o] o] Folxlth

joq fde Diof T xfiof Fet
7 v 21(58.3%) 18(52.9%)
H] -uj 15(41.7%) 16(47.1%)
3 A 36 34




AF SR Zstel] we 2 gietdd Wl w9y 111

ol# gt P ErF 27154 Aetel 71 A& dobrr] S 7M1, 7k 29 AA
73 7dske] 27bA] Aol slol A HF: 2 AAsiSith M 1o Wik B4dd=

=
ot Aele] Walrl golskA Aol7t = GE 49 2t)
(E 4) 7154 Lslol| ME z|Soiet MEtHSH(AFE)
i - - Chi-Square
2 EERE R
T2 PSEEIRS| | Value Prob
EEuRS 7 of 21(58.3%) 31(86.1%) 69231 0.0085
A H] Fu 15(41.7%) 5(13.9%) o '
A ol 7 of 18(52.9%) 28(82.4%) 67101 0,005
A H] o] 16(47.1%) 6(17.6%) ' '
AFEY $45 27&5 S et A9 o] Fth.
ARG} AP T BT o5t AFEE Folsket ol 7P A seke
Al e el ®sr} o] FoH T (1 a0.05) Fejo] dicte] tisl] 27158S AT
5, 27154 Zrslel ddAe ade 79 SI1&8E ksl 9o Addy= (7
SHAl HFulqh Ao g3kE nX]a ) 5 2t
Ao AE Fuledl o] 7 1= XHFJ‘H
(E b)) FI|H tof| 2 | BCHoE MEHHSH(ZFFE)
= - — Chi-Square
15 X Al&] S
DX-IEI i Enx‘lal—r Value Prob
e 7 of 21(58.3%) 30(83.3%) - 0.0196
A H] -of 15(41.7%) 6(16.7%) ' '
A ol 7 of 18(52.9%) 27(794%) 5 3017 00211
A H] Luj 16(47.1%) 7(20.6%) N '
AFE S Fojeted o] Asse P A& =] o H Tk
o] tictel] tigt F7|&AS skt A9 a7 - .
Eay s x| Z o A
oebl detdee] Wa) olsoiAn g 2) FEASkell W HFuik A

‘:ﬂ H3L(dnkA] el el 7Z-5)

th(a0.05) &, AR o]} AT

B A o] BE}E Azt x} sl FUAlE Fefele A7l o] HoAaE
B4 7ele] Ad e BHs gojAo of w2 Jhd Hdushe 48 3
2 HFoRt Aol dEF= vx lE} 2 Qholl dhigh b dikbde S <& 6)3 &2

HFE Fullel lo] 7 2& el s o] o]Fof At
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SEeE
joq e ko] Fe xfiof ZlcH
7 o 14(42.4%) 16(48.5%)
H] o 19(57.6%) 17(51.5%)
A 33 34
AZXRNE B4y i g 7Pg d5s) A& golE 7] gk 71 1, 7 290 digh
= tigtel] dig HFAE 2 GE DI 2ol AS A Y WA 271454 st
UElstom, o] & vlgte g 7 e 2 w2 ke WS} el oz o] FofA]
7144 2 3UEAE A3k Ao HF =419 dig 7 19 A A g= G D
it tigk el felstAl Atol7) &= 2t
(E 7) 7154 Zsloll e z|Schet Melsst(AHIX|)
= - — Chi-Square
SR ER SEREE
2| He|& Value Prob
kU T o 14(42.4%) 23(69.7%)
49823 0.0256
A H] o] 19(57.6%) 10(30.3%)
Ao T v 16(48.5%) 23(69.7%)
30712 0.0797
A H] v 17(51.5%) 10(30.3%)

ZAF AT, gelaAe 2 Ans wolw dtk(a
o 05 A% Ao ol 51 o 18

qu aBlAUANE Ade] HYoLt Al

a3 Qelde Adel 54 ga gk

%91 owﬂ AZoer Aee] GFE v1A RupE Frhsked 9o) b dashe

= %‘—7}6}9121% 1 37 B

= = - Chi-Square
Agx2|H 2%
2| He|& Value Prob
13 ] 14(42.4%) 20(60.6%)
\ 2.1838 0.1395
A H] o] 19(57.6%) 13(39.4%)
2] o] Ll 16(48.5%) 21(63.6%) L5377 09150
A H] Tuj 17(51.5%) 12(36.4%) - '
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o $UIEAS Ak A9 Jd 7RGl Azl oS A7 Tujals Ao
BT vk Ele] Wstrt folsiA o] FolA| Hojzzo] W2 AWz 1 HEsle
A 2T (a0.05) F, mBAFTCIY gloto) miE] 21T TS e

!
oW 715G sl HE s qarte) wat frelshl Abolst o)
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27154 733} Al el Al 712}
F71%4 733 Al Al 712} 712}

AREE Fohsked 9ol 270 BA5 4. 744 39] 74

B TAARE e W RETE ) shge ane AedR(RFE

B Fes gt e AR JERs B el A9

o 53] AFEE Tojehs A% 37154 °r

o e AeEHE GoletA ek AFEe] 27] B UE8E s 4

S mA 3 9= Aoz ettt 7, HFoRke Addst=d dol &3] At
AU 2 Tl A% 2r)ege ol 5 27ISA dstadst 7154 At

72alet Ay n@Ad AT E 1 G} I3 Zol7b JEAE Lolrr] s

H
arAlsla 9ot ABedRke] 2 7HE 39 AR Ade de Atk

s}
frefsiA &
= diekdE W} folH o o] fol] A, A A e $49 T8
A o gleh 371464 sel Age A BO SAUE WD g Fshw g
W pHolo] RE oolals dordy wWe  AIE SHWF(score) 2 AT S A
7]_ o]_?«o];q;q 01%—;1—7_ glq_ §]—_§_IL]-—§— E}% %%%‘{l\‘i /g;g?l' :‘15:0" T’H
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(F 9) =BCHet MEH 2X|AE 57| (ZFE)
Parameter DF Estimate Stgprc(i)arrd —Sggzljre Cka)irS>q
score 1 -0.00615 0.00160 14.8299 0.0001
13 27147 73} 1 0.7785 0.3040 6.5586 0.0104
e score 1 -0.00551 0.00151 13.3729 0.0003
7147 73t 1 0.6601 0.2871 5.2860 0.0215
score 1 -0.00495 0.00148 11.2314 0.0008
A B 27147 73} 1 0.7623 0.2973 6.5747 0.0103
e score 1 -0.00449 0.00141 10.0944 0.0015
7147 73t 1 0.6570 0.2850 5.3265 0.0210
a2 ol ’t AskaAztel] felsiAl A FAIE v (R 1003 2
o7} AeAE Lotry] 9 7Hd 39 A
(& 10) dgX2| =22t Xo| A (HFE)
Parameter DF Estimate Stgndard B chi Pr > ChiSq
rror Square
BT R A S A i o O 1 0.0556 0.2358 0.0555 0.8137
A | A3t Z3Ate] 1 0.0588 0.2426 0.0588 0.8084
AFE S Flsted glol AN 53 & Aesked Qo] make) Fol, & 2714
(7] 3 571 #Hﬂﬁb% el 728l A Adstadel 1S4 At EJPPOH s
o AFuUt Aol BF foIg JFL v @ Aolt YeAdl g s 3¢ A
A3 ek A ol @ IRt Afel= A e vt 2
SR SAHCR foskA] €2 Ao= olE sl A ArpA| £49 Far
deideh & 271 44 Ze mgek 1% o 290 Bk @ Fotw ol @it
4 Astaatel awe] Aot vzA o @ Aue 4 Aans 47 =yus
oha @ 4 ok 2% AFE el slol 2 ARE Fol nigdy 2RE FHas
M 3e A7 m, AFUS Al slo] = B 2A2E AARNL AAF Az
27 9 3] 4743 Zvhe BUsdn & (& 1DF 2ok
2FE 5 gl 2R 28 B AENAY 1] Feke] 7
2y caer dapel Relmmoge | VFE AREE AT ddd
I Bene FoHer d¥FE AL UTh(«0.05)
A el A T3 wae] vk glo] 144 43
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. Standard Chi Pro
Parameter DF Estimate Error -Square Chisq
score 1 -0.00206 0.00151 1.8584 0.1728
13 27147 73t 1 0.5770 0.2609 4.8922 0.0270
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&S AR Fote Ao veyth At 97 M 39 AR AE ds (E 1299

A Fufjof] glo] o]l g 7] 9l 7] Fdy=g
A3k fel@d Aol7t EAE Fohrr]
(E 12) 8Nz 2ot Xto|AH (HHfX|)
Parameter DF Estimate StEndard Chi Pr > ChiSqg
rror -Square
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AFAHE | 7F3} gHAfo] 1 01212 0.2466 0.2415 0.6231
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Abstract

The Final Alternative Choice According to the Change of
Product Attribute Information

Kim, Sang-cheol®

This study is composed of analyses about whether intensifying the attribute level of
alternatives presented to consumers makes the effect of intensifying attributes and there is
any significant difference among effects of the intensified attributes. For this, the most
favorite alternative is extracted from each group of computers and jeans through conjoint
analysis, which is used as a standard alternative during the process of experimentation.

In conclusion, this research suggests that in terms of business, by intensifying the
latter attribute of products rather than the early attribute, an enterprise acquire distinct and
competitive superiority over similar competing products (esp. functional products), and
theoretically, by expanding and analyzing decision models it can predict consumers’

behaviors more correctly.

Keywords : attribute intensifying, alternative choice, attribute information,

involvement level
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