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<Abstract>

[, oizo] WRN U =X
2ULEE AIEe] A o] ' X Ga)A A
ANz mde] wx F717F H3 goAlaL %
a1, olo) i} B2 ARSAES ARe] YAkt
FIRlo] NZ EAIE 2RfEES] 78 o5 E
Fsof sh= JAPAA Aol A =2
ghof Al FATH (Lee, 2012; Lee and Park,
L ZFEEES THE oW A FRTE A}
oy 71 E= A HollA Ealo] Ynksls]
o] 9t} T8o] B AntEZ JAEL o|u)
FE3hE Aol A A2 1A ghFo|u T
BE ~ntEE AREALE A1) BllE® A

M7= v mEo] A dstei(o]3,

ul
ZE, 2014). WEbA A2 AF] SAlE O

8] =2 AlF 8] ozt 7]E) ARgS)
1YY HIAEE vHrE Bl Akl #gh

AR E 23 = Qi
SHAIRE B AHLEE ARBAES 0]
E Aol 20 = FA4E & Biles A
S1A] AL 7]Eol| ARESlaL I BAEE A
7FA 2 )tiLee and
Park, 2016). o] 73S B2 ARFEC]
2| 3Kstatus quo bias) =, BA Aeiut F3HE
AL FABEL Ao sk £ 7L 7]
mfj#o]THKim and Kankahhalli, 2009). ©-%-7]
ol2]gk A= AR FA d-2 v
< W o W2 digkely A BT} )l
ET8kaL 7€ T ddol] gk ojzhs 2k
o)

A &EE s BA(inertia) 0= AT 4= Q)

S

o

* o] =22 tirtistal afATHle] Ade wo FRE A7IUTH2012-0483).

** o) thska, woong3041@empal.com(FA1<h
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(Polites and Karahanna, 2013). &/ ko]
U #EE ARI)E ARgelA A B EET
2mpEZ ] Z-9-ol= o]yd o] thE o'
AEOE FEAA UYeRa gtk 71,
FH T oH At oJshA oflF9] ofo]E ~WlE
T9| &frslaL = ARARES] 83% ol de] Al
B2 2ntEES Fujfol Tk Al ofo]E
<= AR Alolar AHde] A 64% B=TH
Al AHEE Ao Frsith §HE A A
|7k 10%, oFo]E AREALS] 4%Tre] Bale
A%S & Zo " Fal3itth (Epstein, 2015).

B o] Bzle AnfeE Fujolro] A
oA Bel 24 %(brand loyalty)7} 7]X]= <
&S ke Zlolth Bile ST 5Y
BASE ARES T ASHOE AMERO R
A PYAE I B Oigk E9o] AEE 9

H) S Assael, 1998; A7~ £, 2010). &, &

o) APL TS| TP Yk FY

A= AFS AT ke Hwshs 7]
zo] vpAY o)ge] wher] Wit 137)
wel oleldt e thre Tl igol
t srlEED BAS FHES Bl FUS
BT 71, @A AL i 54 Bals
o] 2l Agel WE) wRel s Bl
Eofl tha A=} FobAA S HAse] 2

MEZS AL ARIITE =g thLee
2015).
A B Al A 7 thdst SAEEE]

ol

ol

ZmEZS| HYle S5} 2 Halle

o) 2rkEE Trlo|Ee] #AC] FEH 7))

Hopd HlE SAEE §4 HIAEE vhEst
o ARgste] FAE Aol7] wiol A7) 71<
(long term memory)2] 202 A= Jctr}
Mz BAES] ~tEE F8oAE 24T
] 2F17](working memory) 2.2 ZHA =] o]
A AEA Aol FEFS PIXITHKIm, 2009).
wEA BAE SRS AntEE i A
AATET Frjo o] BAlol IS v
< Zlojt}. 7|& Aol mEd AlZ2& 2}
EZ S vXE 8<12 -8 (utilitarian)
ZEAel BEE 813 2] FHA (self-
expression) 7Fx|ell AEE &<l 5o Utk
-8-4(usefulness)olt 714 71(price value)7}
ZAApol| gt 4w/ (aesthetics) Akl

FPgict. Bl SHEE o9 e ~ntEE

l‘

ao] HEE ZHAFAY A B

& Aolt). HA) Be MU= FHEE 2nkE

FA A 2 H(moderating variables)e] &
&S & Aok

[ofstd B ATelis LrfEE o
AR A 784, A7, e T
ujo] FAlA BRES] 2HFHNE o]EF o
2 st Asste Aol 53t o)E ¢
3 2PtEE 4-8o|4 HIE SR gt
gk 71E A5 2E3kL Norman®] AeH
#2]o]&(2004)7 |53} ©]&(dual process
theory) (Bazerman and Moore, 2013; Stanovich,
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2010)< o]24 wH o= slo] HAE FA= I. 2= o3 px=t
o gl tigk 7Hds AgkstaL ool gt

2SS A% AFEHS ANE ASH A4S HAlS 2459 ~nlEZ 284 3t A7
= S oeS thg o= AR EA B = omma o) WaEe) o3 glnk B v}
ZPHEE T ARl Tt ARZARE Sl ol g mopoy MASw dE ol2A B WA
= AR AR R E AT AlEshe oz oj=oigth Hoo) o]R0in 2 AT
AARE A S =l o <E 1>l BE nlel g,

<E 1> AOIEE FE0|M BHESHE 243 A7
o7 SEEE Fous SHoEeE

Filieri®} Lin ZUEE HIS Aol G | OARl, F4, BAE V=, F93 N
(2016) MAE 89 A7 e, 2o 9% o

BAS TUES o AR | nac us nas o, g

.
Lo SNk | ol Aeiel f5t ZleAn) | L 54

(2014) o zAEI BA (@A A2 53, 71EA)
az= punt |
e AERFTE ARTEsA }
S e ;\T]-%7}~Mo] Gy | TR AERRA ASFH, A
Lee 5 (2015) AbeA} o 2.’-_0 BT A3 W HAT 2} B, BHIE AlF] HAe 34 B
<] U= ——— l— =
FA=o| vjxE ogfat 2y
23 owlEE AR mae = | T87FSE 7HA, A, F4, ol
Sun 5 @2019) | e gy T A, e, BAE A | 5%
3= 25t o

5% oled ARRADE ol

Lin 5 (2015) | el o3 IT Al (20h=) $4 | L o N
=& AAske 88l 79 e
A5 ol@el SRl ABE SR | Lo o o g g
ﬁx—]g HEHE ;(]7_1-] E‘Il-,(:_'L_—Y o]_—z’;_ —*}H—H EE ,Z‘IT)\ o],sa o, ‘m e
= o=
Noh & (2016) 2o) Helto] T2 AnlE 77| T 3;, HilE 9= AnlE 7)7] 3 hal
w) Aol mxE E3h B -
H =] = - ] 3
A TP B RS S R fem i, 198 A, A8
= ZJo]]A«] ZPEE BIE SAEC x] Hale A dHIce i’k]l: o8] =4
Yeh 5 (2016) AQQel 79 o A Awel = i},tﬂ——‘_—— =, ERE 585, 9%, &5
255t 24 o
e ot | BAE OFIATE SATES SAE | /15A olulA, 3 ofulA, Y
DEEOWIE | o) w9 sl 9 A A | A oA, wANE, FAEEEY, | 54
@oi4) o] ¥4 A5)
A, AT | oAl B49 Al B4, w84, | OARl B4, BAewd, 184, .
(2012) 3493} 17—‘1%‘—*35 4711 9 34, A= o
Az ZIEES Fofshed] o]
ohg, MAE | A4 RENESE A Slgstel © | AU, kA, A o), Tl =7
(2016) AM BAS FHE AW | o%, M3, BAs= FHE -
4% 79
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o
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o
bt

T 5 9 Byt AR 050 A7 7
slel=s} Fulel o] A 7he) AL of
ek Agas 7ke shtel doha sk 4
B4 7o) WAlol FEATkE MM A}
QI Tl e BAE FHEs) Fulel= 2k
of A VARG WA BAE A

Ak

II. o|l2X uiE # 714
3.1 ADIEE Fofols AFHS

ZHEEL AF9 22 e 0]7] wjizol
o] ARtEE FH)| = ol B3 AT
+ AT AR = 782 & QA o]Fo]
AT}, Davis(1989)<} Davis 5(1989)¢] AIgtst
719858 (technology acceptance model,
TAM)°]u Venkatesh 5(2003)°] |9+t 7)<
T8 D AR g 53 o] E(unified theory
of acceptance and use of technology, UTAUT)
o] I H¥ARI ot} (oll: Chen &, 2009; <.
FE<7, 2015; Kim 2008). ©] £l 2~nlEZ
o] 782 Folzl ZnfEZ ] tisf f-8Adolvt
7+ 71X 9} 2 0] A3A e B8-411 et
o|3) AAHTHLee, 2014). F-84L TAMOIA
7Pt 583 o83 MFEA Fo7l ~ntEE
o] Ap4le) dtarat = ol X7 vkal #
9= A5E ov|$tDavis, 1989; Davis 5,
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1989). 7FA7A= AufEEO| AlFgd T83
2O EES FuiE v AQEE F34 7EX] 9]

Eglo]=Q Z(trade-off)CHDodd 5, 1991;
Venkatesh -, 2012). 7+247kx1¢] 7
QA HARI|ETE o|2oAMe 1HFHA ZUd
o Xk HZe] ATl frolgh ¥
< e WHFE dHA AtHVenkatesh 5,
2012).

ZRFEEL FOIRITE APAlo] starat sh= o
o =85 W] fJsiA ARSI = SRR T
3] A7|EH (self-expression) == A =7
o3-S 3P| = 3T} (Lee, 2014). AFRES F
2 71solv s dglo] o oleth
ojgfA| AHIEES B3kl Qg0 RA =
7 4% Wl 2rEES E 5 A
ok AW o]ef Zho] Foix] AnpEZ T
&l 7154 &8 AHglo] 7RSIl ol st
o} EARE T AEE Yk Ao 1|
220 (beauty) XA Z4(pleasure)2] el
A FAEtHLee, 2014; Tzou and Lu, 2009).

2 dAFolMe 184, 7HFA7EA, mFAlA]

, TEAANA S NS WTE ANEE
:rLUH«l‘:A @%tﬂ¢ e gt ‘:‘d‘\r@r T-u
=9 IA A BAE SRS o
sl7] el ﬁx*‘?i“rﬂ THje| = 2He| HAE
=3 o] 7HEE A|AZ Trgjéolb} 7FA7}
A= TAMO|LE UTAUT 55 7HES 2 3= o
FeE 2UEE F8 Zzixél?ﬁé ANA ouSle &
Qo= 1553 JtiAldhanban et al., 2015).
A e] 7B9% A7) 3 o] Eolut 3 o] &
5= B3l ARI|E 58§ o|ElA oln] Fagt
AHaglex JFEo] Ak (oll; Lee, 2014;
Tzou and Lu, 2009). wehA] o] 7PdEol tigk

-{o

O l:‘}\-]

mOl
F

:L

(3

iy, o

2nlEE oo AgelN HAE FAEe] JF

ol22]el =0l o]n] 7]E Aol o]Fol
AT E B ATe] FEAo] oh]7] W] o]
24 HH%‘ o AL ARsES B,

freae 2ntEE Fulelse] Aol

N
~
&
S
N
X
N
B
il
[>

PHEE Fojolse] A

3.2 Hilic SMQ Foiox

2nfEES] |, 53] A2 Halzo] A
XFE ] Q= 2REES] FulE AT
da = s oApAR GOl B4 HAE
o gt FAET} F2 AMEARE 7]E BHAlEE
15 750l 7] W] &

FE AT =e AEos ve Aotk

o

]

it

/\]-_Tl 82 & Fo
F 580 AH8RER ol At
2 3t Axdl we} mX= G Bxol At
o7t & F U Aotk
ofdl thitel] thal At o AmAd 2
747 ajloly fr8Adolu 7R 322 o)A
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2 a9lo] v Brke B o4 He) 3y
2 AR el gl 2PHEES] S@o] o
o] QAgk 7]of e

) g AH ol ol

Ho
D)
£

T
rir
LN
ox.
=2
rJ

T Atk 7EAH o= olgtgoly 4% &
< AlmAgdel] tigk W7k 8ol 7HEel H
ff 0|44 AHHT= 2 Ho] o|ES 7l ol
=1} Norman(2004) 9] o] &of mETH A&
S A 2HLEES] FoH S W B £
(visceral level)ollA] M2 B =] An[EZ
o] &S HrFeHA Hth o] W7} AL 92
Q1 FA ofs) o]FoAx]= Aol ofet 24
o] FAXHE A2 o2 AFE7] ol 22
2 FAel o3 z--He Felidolvt ol T=
Tt Bigz oA ] ke o]Fof o
Au= 353 4~F(behavioral level)olu &L
2 S=Z(reflective level)oll A 2] o]Ad7 Fcho
% Y9&S v ZItNorman, 2004). 71, 2
FOA = Z2rtEE] tigh o5t tigk &

AR =42 o9 XA A& AX= A

=
A2 el thk shto] g o=
g 2= Qe Ao 7ML E5 4
FolAe] AR Hedah= Fash A5
TE B 3ad el ol Ao A
7FsAde] w0 2nEZS A A 4
T e ol Ee AviEEo] ]I THA oA
Bl ZA] 52 25 % Hrke A9
o

T=olA 2f2je] FA sloll o)4d2 7= s

o

71 Zlolth. mEA 8ol 7HE & Al
dol] mlaf &t o]dA sdhol RIZFd &= Stk

o|& o]ZF3}o] Z(dual process theory)ell 23
Ar3thd Al 2l ofsf AujEE Al
28 1 Abare|A 7R AR 3 o417 |
A B7YE = A" 2 Abarel] ofs) AthE | TE
fr8Aolu 7] AT Ao Mo E A~
el 2 Abarol] o]&3sht(Stanovich 2011). whehA]
Norman2] o] 2ol A9} nixb7 A2 4] Ao
b The Al 2El 1 Afazel] 2J3F rtel kS
W= W {8401 7HE 2 Al 2=H) 10 o7t
2|2 Aho] ot AJZE] 20] ofF o)) 3]
ol os] Hr1ET (Bazerman and Moore,
2013).

ShH Al2El 2 AR A XS BA
st A8 sk= ¢xElEA vle(algorithmic
mind)3} 8]3114 vl3{(reflective mind)Z ©]50]
A Aok el vhEol oW tide] 1A
Hg-& SAB L Aefshs 98-S by 3
A -2 A71719(long term memory)<] &4
o2 AR = ALl "-S(beliefs) oLt
=35 (goals) B YHHARI X 2]o) o) darg]
4 S 8 Y akolu Mgk Al
k= 752 $FtK(Stanovich 2010; Stanovich
and Evans, 2013).

K

weka 47171999] PAlo ' ARE] =
18- 7] SRl Halls SAEE o] vt
hol] FEE 1) g Aok BAlE SAH5EE V)
Lo BAEE A& ARgst e Ue s HARE
7VgZod fZ2E HAEE Aestx] ko
+ A% Joh &, 313 nlgellA A2 B
A=) Aol el R B3-S 7EA|AL Q7]
el dag]EA rhsolAle] o443 dAths
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2l zHENE Zka 9t
71d8) 710l ARE- Tl 2PtEE] tigk B
Ne FAEE F3AANAE 2ntEEZ Fje
SZte] FAo| FAH] FEFE vHk &, F
A 2HaNE Zka 9k

- 131 -



FARAZEAT, A264d ALE, 20173 3€

A7NA G57F EA1E7] o]Hol7] wiwel] BE
ANASL G5l i3k AFL 7R YA &
< B ot A AR eME
T LG HElzo] ~AnlEZ U3l AL 714
A ST SHANE BE S-S Bk
3 mjA S E3) G5l Uigk ojv AEQ] 2)Ale
7HA AL Q= eSS S 2R
T <3 2>0 B npel

AR A AR FR 2REE TR

G5 & A HSES 22 th= AHoA

=E0]aL o]

=

A\

AT LG BAEE AFuPdoR 3 olfe= At ZAE T wAlol] AA A o] f
o Folt A4 ol vlal AAf-Eo] 27] o = SYuPET o) (common method bias) S 4
ol B ARRAES| Qlo] Hele ZMzo] of  3Fek7] fIsiAiti(Podsakoff, 1986). 7%, Al
go| Ao Q2o smjEZo R oA ey ARIC] AT Sl AEeks dRigle] Hal
o] E3k7] mjEoltt. &, ofZelu A4 BIlE T ZAHES G5 8 T WS 1o 4
o] tiet ZHTT} o AR mEoA nmA = RISk ARl dofd 7 9l vt §d
AEA e Bace BHg)7] wEoloh AFellA ZAFE AAE 739 o] Hor} o
ZAF A77} G598 AL W HodAw of 2 7Fe8E T ok sloltt.
<¥E 2> FEo =Z=zufy
S & v e
G 149 70 %
48 SPY 63 0 %
A 212 100 %
a3 2426 40 19 %
27~ 12 6 %
A 212 100%
131 48 23 %
28] 86 40 %
ZOEE Foj3S 39 e o
43 ol 33 16 %
A 212 100 %
kS 144 68 %
A4 0 52 20jEE BAE i 48 23 %
1= 20 9 %
A 212 100 %
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2 dreks
st 2RI
T ¥R 2AR= G5 gl A

Aol A

A ZA A=

AL 7B A
AFg3HL Q= 2HEE BASO] e
2 ARSI, o] 24 At Fs)
nA 9 A2 9 &, 5
DPHA S AhE 2] U A IR
G5 B EAHE e FeA) wgka
MEo] e 97 A Ao

T84, 7H, oFethe, 71 18 A8

52 2ASAT. R AR B 2AF B
A FyEe) JFe Foly] Slal A WA =

ZULEE Fujo)t AAoA HAE HAL]

AL 27 Fo AABIATE BE A 7ANE
o] G5oll #3F o= HEo] A AL 7EA I YA
A9 7] 3521 A As EHE] 2
37] QA BE A J7AREIA G499
BT, 715 vIES 8BS oF 308
Az 27kt

B AFeA A S8R

=

ox
o
ins
o|N
y

PO
tlo
2
A
re
re
-
g

we | a= He Hnes
BLL | U= &4 AFEEQ BAEd ~nlEZS Thor 4 Zo|th
Do BL2 | U= EA AREESI BAlme AnEES A& Fuid o] Q) Chaudhuri
2= | BL3 | Y @A AM8ER) 2rlERe) Bilse] daFeln & (';gg;ok
BLa U= g2 Bal=rRg Uy} AFS0] AnfEZ] Bl
o we e AR gl Atk
BAL | U ‘G59] TARIo] ofjmirtal A§zhgicy,
;ﬁq BA2 | L= ‘G5 tiARle] Hojuirka Azt
BA3 | Y& ‘G59] tiARRIe] migHoleta Azttt Tzou & Lu
PLL | Yh= ‘G5E AMSdhe Zlo] UE w511 & gnia Azttt (2009)
gji PL2 | LK= ‘G5E AMBSHE Zlo] UkE 2904 @ Zlolet Az,
PL3 | k= ‘GEE AMERE Zlo] U @8skAl & Zlolg Azttt
PV1 U= ‘Gh9] 7HAo] Feldoleta Azttt
j{j PV2 U= ‘Go7F 70 vlsl] £ 7S AU A Doc(jfggit) al.
PV3 | k= “GE7} golA7t itk Az,
USL | 84 A% 2nlEERT) ‘G35 AMRSHE Zo] oA &3EY Zol.
A | US2 | @A A8EY 2PhEER G58 AHgShe 2ol Ul A Felek | Lo
us3 A AHEFR] 2HIEZERD ‘GhE AREShE Ao YAl 788 Zolth | Kanahanna
2op | INTL | VR vleel] ‘G58 ARGl 2 <13l gtk (2012)
A% LINT2 | U= gl ‘G5 AMES) B Aol ok
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V. Xl2EA A 2ke] Wl £4E 98 RRHLAS
H(partial least square, PLS)S &8s}l
Aol BAL o) A A/AE Hals = smartPLS(http://mww.smartpls.com) S  E4%
N Ao PR 7|F0T ko T T2 AAgsteth. F-2E 3 (structural model)<
K ARHLG)T e F4EE sk g ATl A AR SHmTel et B
P(LLG) o2 BRE3Ith T o 2k vl e AF3IPe), <F 559} <E 6>04 BE
= <E 459 2} 04 AA BAE 2o FFh el T AW BE RE pdase] 53
B 3.8738 o)1 Eake 22609tk HLGY] A Z) % (composite  reliability)= Bearden %
749 11390] 7|9 sidsla H-S 5.0132, (1993)°] AAIGE YAR] 0.7-2 G+ 0.9 °]32]
AR 07096011, LLGE & 99olx gy AkE B Tl T & RE pake] g
BALS 717} 257329 0.85110]Th & Zthe] 4 HZ4k(average variance extracted) Al
H Zjolo] THEH t B 200051 2 p ke 000 A HHE TERLske] ARGk Bt 28 ghS
o2 % Yok ol BF Aolg sAm  H T U
2ick
<E¥ 4> Bt FMTo| wE [ Hn
e HLG LLG
Bt 3.8738 5.0132 2.5732
ik 2.2609 0.7096 0.8511
it #pol9 t gk 20.0051
p & 6.45E-50
<E 5 SEEIE MEEA 2 HaEMFEUC ME2 (BAE =2 &k HLG)
=23 X~ =P
apie | Tokels N J 7124743 TEW
THY= 0.954 0.955
R 0.959 0.462 0.941
31 A AW A 0.960 0.622 0.650 0.942
7HAZHA] 0.920 0.520 0.429 0572 0.891
84 0.971 0.608 0.440 0.555 0.319 0.958
*Zhie] FeAls AVES AFE
<E 6> SEEE AEIA 2 HAEMFEA a2 (BAE 2 Rk LLG)
235} o|x 5|5 . oo
e TFoie| = e Aol 71247t se
T = 0.960 0.961
v 24w A 0.971 0.500 0.957
31 A AW A 0.966 0.676 0.532 0.950
VA7 0.949 0.294 0.160 0.330 0.929
84 0.970 0.569 0.377 0.552 0.409 0.956

*) Ao FAE AVES] AFEE
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<¥ 7>3} <% 8>l HE nje} o] nE validity)= Z-=T}.

T

SAFTEL o|EH O F ARG Q%1 0.7 o] THHEFGA S 2 S ST s A
o] & AASlaL Atk 71, HLGS] B¢ B FREFS PLS B4 A= <Oy 2>9}
ZAgkol 0.799 ©)dS Hola 3 LLGE <I9 3>4 B bk} gk LLGS] 735 7t
0.861 ©]’e] #k& Holal gtk &= F o = A7 e} Tl o] BAE AL tiFEe
7 o] 88l AAlE BE SAET #E 7ol BAIFR AAE §9kal, HLGE F A
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<E 7> WA (BHE =2 FEE HLG)

Fojels N J 224713 784
INT1 0.963 0.492 0.647 0.515 0.642
INT2 0.946 0.379 0.530 0.473 0.506
BA1 0.415 0.922 0.586 0.419 0.399
BA2 0.432 0.950 0.648 0.412 0.441
BA3 0.455 0.951 0.599 0.381 0.402
PL1 0.658 0.629 0.928 0.535 0.559
PL2 0.526 0.618 0.953 0.546 0.482
PL3 0.564 0.587 0.946 0.534 0.522
PV1 0.284 0.170 0.293 0.799 0.140
PV2 0.465 0.401 0.529 0.931 0.285
PV3 0.563 0.481 0.614 0.935 0.362
US1 0.607 0.419 0.515 0.328 0.959
US2 0.531 0.396 0.540 0.266 0.948
US3 0.603 0.448 0.543 0.319 0.968

e 5[] i

Tojels Aol Aol 712471 CEW

INT1 0.963 0.500 0.671 0.288 0.540
INT2 0.959 0.459 0.628 0.276 0.554
BA1l 0.428 0.942 0.452 0.061 0.331
BA2 0.503 0.962 0.531 0.197 0.377
BA3 0.498 0.968 0.537 0.189 0.372
PL1 0.674 0.566 0.944 0.321 0.518
PL2 0.629 0.483 0.968 0.298 0.552
PL3 0.621 0.459 0.939 0.321 0.504
PV1 0.154 0.051 0.115 0.861 0.273
PV2 0.242 0.134 0.318 0.962 0.352
PV3 0.364 0.214 0.406 0.959 0.464
US1 0.552 0.317 0.531 0.382 0.957
uSs2 0.551 0.433 0.525 0.413 0.952
US3 0.529 0.330 0.527 0.378 0.960
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0.261
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<Abstract>

Roles of Brand Loyalty in Determination of Smartphone
Purchasing Intention

Lee, Woong-kyu - Jin-Hoon Park

This study aims to identify and analyze the roles of incumbent smartphone’s brand loyalty in
smartphone adoption considering rational judgments and aesthetics evaluation. For this purpose, two
hypotheses are developed based on dual process theory. For the validation of these hypotheses,
G4, a smartphone brand from LG, was adopted as the target smartphone. The participants were
university students in Korea, non-LG smartphones. In result, two hypotheses were statistically
supported. This study showed that users with higher brand loyalty toward incumbent smartphone
would be more sensitive to rational judgment while lower brand loyalty more sensitive to aesthetic
evaluation.

Keyword: Brand Loyalty, Smartphone Adoption, Dual Process Theory, Rational Judgment, Aesthetic
Evaluation
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