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#(e.g., Greenwald 1968 : Fishbein 1963 : Fishbein and Ajzen 1975 : Wright 1973) &}
{Rfs Pk (e.g., Krugman 1965 : Ray et al. 1973)°] &=, 1980 Aol o] Ze] ol
3} Av) 2} o] HERE (attitude toward the ad: ad attitude) 7} A Eej = dl o] A A
&4 v Hthe Asl(e.g., Mitchell and Olson 1981: Shimp 1981) 7} i F5 .25 o]
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. SCRk %S
1. FERE AL AROl St KRy 7o 2t EERERIER

AE Ao vzt A F9 £ 3 54 Z2 B4 (beliefs or cognition) ol 2]3&}
o] fEfE (attitude) & B Adst, SFH Q=2 o]of W& 47Ei(behavior) & stAIE & Hog
AT JIA A Wl ot B ddE AYstel s Fawd e A A pxrol&

7} Q128 whgol 2ol Yk,

¢

ANy 5% (cognitive structure theory)2 Av|[Ale] = A 21 XA Lx2] §
ol 2 Aoz A distst, A FRERES XA TR g ele) #AE A
B3l7] A3 2@ 29 (multiattribute attitude model)olel dA A& 42

il

2 o

vk &} ¢ th(Fishbein 1963: Fishbein and Ajzen 1975: Rosenberg 1956). o &
Fishbein(1963)2 7Rl o] 54 tid<] 2t &0 gisl] 2+ Fa(71d) o 2+ £4 9]
A1 FEE(ZERD O o3t 1A A F 27 FAAH A ojojA] Blert AT s d 3ls)

o] constructs?te] A aaA A o2 mule APstgcl A2 rxe wEd o

LA s WA
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A%l Fishbein®] 7] eie €l 2% FFoe(Bl) w2 2H= o BIrde] 32

o
G

fn{cognition), ¥ &= (affect), 1T8& B (behavioral intention) 72} <1 #4|&= Lutzol] ¢
ahed A 2] =] Ko},

SREIY K MEREZ (cognitive response theory: Greenwald 1968; Wright 1973) ¢l o] &}
A A F3 i AAE olsiE F A A W g FF F Fx A A GE R
A= oleh g Avate] wA A g mEA ] wkg-ol ot AFite] g et &
AE st F v abs 2ol wEE e S A Ao 37 AR E AejstiA 1

1. O

1o

85 AAF Be FRHos LIS AU (support arguments), REFER S 24
(counterarguments), &2 E4&iFER ol st FFELY T E =1l (source derogations), ©]
) F3 Jgol tiE] AR E 45 Bare] BIGHMEE o9, v E AU Fardd Yy
Brrdetrl & 5 Fae A5 ol e vy Zlojth
A H e olgte] iR F A S HAHste F7HA A7t Mg AAlE o] F HalE
b

Agtslel = A% 2 4] Lutz and Swasy(1977) &= A o] th3t <124 ¥r-3-&
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AR oAl 7Y 71EY A ate] JEabgd ot &) Q1A F pxo) JEFS
AR A A EE o]Fo] HEd FAEA Fohe He BaaE /RanEE v
(Combined cognitive structure /cognitive response model)”& A A&t t}, 3 Olso
n, Toy, and Dover(1978) ¢} Toy(1982) 52 Q1A A wrg¥l+rt Ay, HE, 7idx 5
AAH TxUs,e} #do] dokes RS BHsAG.

ol¢} o] MFA FrAolE L KR AXHN L) Y FAY TL Wy} HES ¢
EA A ke AAste] ANE A= whsl, Krugman(1965)& TVA 3 1152 th7) 9]
3% B a9A FAHE 2R ol AxH o2 PR A g sAgon

2 A2 =2HY B AAAE A A AAH 22 F2HA o2 o FHfilter
through) @ohx F3g3stddch 22iy o] B% 552 AR A7} st A= gome 33
LAl M FREE AE £ 29 AAF FRAAA Fe) 2 A (salient) T 4
;9 2 o] (differentiated) ¥ A ¢k ow, @2 FHo|Bol} AEME o] F=e=]A
i B = Ziolrh o] wio] A& 1 pgiEol ¥ M (FIEEE)E AT %3 747
o7l goug Sd AF TrlAl AvAE AT TR o FIEEEE M (brand saliency)
Wgol 2 4EE s sjof o, 2l ol Avla AEAAVE Bol U2 m
EE gAste Aor gdEdn. AR X el AT o9t 2o As): (KB HEEE S
ddof Ao, o]o wial MF A Wale SR WHREES 920 Ak 2% Ray et al.
(1973)& AH)A}e] FR#E BoRERY (hierarchy of communication effects) & 31 7+ed 9]
74 % & (cognition) —> & (affect) — 1T &) @ (conation) &, A ¥ o] A-$ 2241 — 7
BEE > EE S o2 constructs?re] BAE o|2H o g AA sl on, oe e
A #of o] 2 Rothschild and Ray(1974) ¢} Swinyard and Coney(1978)9) 2} sle] ol &
o2 oS AAs HYoh

Aedo] &L Lz ArAA AR oY R A Ao A d S wH =), B
E=7b v R F Aol AHE R construct A EYE o] F B2 5o st Bz
g eny €7 FH A o] FEe A2 BEEHEMA) H (process —oriented,
e.g., Ray et al. 1973 Krugman 1965, 1967; Petty and Cacioppo 1981) 2} ik #ef5may
]l A (state —oriented, e.g., Day 1970; Houston and Rothschild 1978: Mitchell 1979:
Rothschild 1984) 2. 2 F##& 4= 2t} &3] Houston and Rothschild(1978) = #ax =
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Argla #o] (situational involvement), X423 #of(enduring involvement), 18] 1 3t
4-¥ed (response involvement) & - 3FSith, ey BRELE 7RQ1 ) 7] A) Ao} HEs =
2 7gla o] dojue A&tel 71E A (preexisting relatlonshlp)Ql AL
o} 5}=d), Sherif and Cantril(1947) ¢} zfo}atod (ego involvement) o} 3t F3H 0 & -
AT} HkIRGY BIH = B Ee] /Ao st A1) lEel ik ¥4 (concern)& 4
TE 3tE 58S ovsle Ao g sl uel Box o] HErt Wk Aolnk. R
StA B w9} A& Poiro] ofsted AR E =], AulRte] u A et A A
o} E.z-A) (complexity) o]t X #4 (extensiveness) 2] HE 2 A velhdch
B w9l HRABAE goetd, 2ulair) ofd AFo) hste] dte] gejold T Al
E AR Folg 7gola, AFH, TEHE FEAYES R AAHeE YA}
o] & o} #u o]of ola] 7t FAH o vsl, A Fejold £FF, FEHA HEA
27} o] Fo] Amg A Ao o3 BErt AR ¢ @A) MR =EFE T o

L gEol A7} FAE, U
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2. ROl CHE mrseEe] A

o

st PES HEH FrA

AC)

o] &3} A o] A Aol = &l 1980\ dthel Eof At
Al e E ) 2 PESFAELS SR B 1 S AAHeE AR o
Hate 49 F UASS F2stn 78 Sl 2AE AAEAT Zajonce o ¥oF A
ol B3] & 4FS v P, 18 ofwl S oA KR A Te ARk
2% 1 bl e 2od Bed d4AZ S 1o vi(Zajonc 1968), BElEHY HIET (af-
fective judgment)< 4089 fEF = A3 F2Y F A2n 2 3o mebs fies
Aldo] MalE 5 ok FAsErHZajone 1980). E& Zajonc and Markus(1982) =
;3247 (preference) &= 3250y EH ot By BEHR Y A ozt AR dd FFstATh
ol Ao 2754 ¥ Hl=HEAS Aete E UE A2 B KEHEt(classical
conditioning) 7} 21 th(Allen and Madden 1985: Gorn 1982: McSweeney and Bierley
1984 : Stuart, Shimp, and Engel 1987). 232 zz7i3to] w2 7ol Al s o] 2 (52



92 BE22HE
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elements : F271 AF)o] et A o] YaFS wo Hoz B & 9

agjate], GRAYATIIEL B e E Au RS ARET BA o) Ul b A
#(mediating variable) 24 BfE{E4 (21 %)) 2} 3] 4o %3} 8 (attitude toward

ad: ol 3} iR a1 3t7] Al zbsts el o] Hote] £7] ¢t Mitchell and Olson
(1981) 0l oJste] o] Fof M), 259 AE AF (AR T2z 24%)0] ghrsl Ay

o] F A3t v 7H S2t = Fishbeind] Bl £ o] &of )3l o) F o 2 R 2wy oot ook
Fishbein o] o] &o] A gatctd F v Al =2l 2dol] thsh g8 %4 A o 2 (statisti
cally) Al Ashd oAl 2o el & Aol o & g3t L3 A) A 5)olo & oju} 1}
whek ofw st 8o FEAE F5 3 o d(parallel effects)o] glo] AT EZ &4

— el Al g et g A FAR A" 5
Ak 7HES A AT 25 AdA el oste AR wE Aldo T ojg A5 n
% el oated A o A Mol g, 53] ARehwo)] o gk el o)
o Ay HEY Ak A8 B astdot 18 8o Fishbein®] Bl o) & i
R Aol ch g Aldvho] e = E A o) vl N oY ofu) o1 REsRERE IS pRiERERE S]] U)

1

Frbw, 1 Aake B A A > 2

AW S IR R RN RS BE e TR
3=

T s ulate] YA 57}

dﬂl

& Eelnor sk she guolm FAL Ll ol o] e s W g

Absl Al st M oo I E Atv 428 ¥ 2=, Petty and Cacioppo(1981)% A
?1 ELM (Elaboration Likelihood Model) o st 4] e} £y 3}o] S71=] 4 &2 & A ekslelv),
ELMel olsta e e istabyd 2 du el 2t g & xalsteds e 9] A (elaboration
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likelihood) ol w&} thE2d, w&e Ywrl %2 A% ledlsds 2 L8 (central
route)oll 23t Bl Aw vt e ARl T2 FE&&E (peripheral route)ol ol
Zolth, o] 2 oo} WAAlY wf wdolgEo] & A Avate FRAYE St 4
Gk g 718Y Aolal w2 vt o] vk A9 HuA el nithA] =& 7]Eo|
7 oS Aow s =), o9 B st Petty, Cacioppo, and Shumann(1983)-& #

ghel pulAE e g BEE FR FUdel ostel Y4ty nue st £2
2

71kt frge] A A, Titheke el Fas e
(Ehig) Aok ohue} snkinak /& EEE Yool A
N5 G i vl £ Adake W AR E AR Hrlahis ANtk AL
A BueieE ok A s A i Hoh 2 mEo g 4] iR Rolghal &
zstgc) A aeiEe] kol 8k o u] g W& 47k elabd et & kA (hierarchy of
effects) 2918 8] 13} MacKenzie and Lutz(1983) 9} Mackenzie, Lutz, and Belch
(1986) 2] Aol ofstod v gharstAl A== Ark.

Park and Young (1983 /1986) & st 2 4y REEL, iFRy BEL, 2 (KBBE Ly

JE = 3 Ao thal wejreo] Ag-g Apsided, QIAH R vod Aol dee
Buefso JaH ot Airglx e JFee] ] Axn, A H e oy deiE R o
o amjzte] 9= AR AEG Fueee] daHo]l ¢ & Aow Aupvh yEbu.
Gardner(1985) & #itel =& & v ko] 5 Ao uhe} stk (brand set) ¥} JEEGHE
fkif (nonbrand set) &2 F¥-38k] A Alda Fane el viNges A-peti=, it
ol thdh A Aol a2 Park and Young(1983) ©|u Petty, Cacioppo, and
Schumann(1983) & 7ol 5 v]gm datnct diadadstld 0E & Ao vest

o}, 1oy el e i= Lutz, MacKenzie, and Belch(1983) 2] 91719} 7o) Al Akstal v
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ARG FAb] ol A e A2 AR CE visEe Aol AUt Batra
and Ray(1985) & X el == BHEH.0 BHAE 3% (attribute —based utilitarian compo
nent) &} BEERITH L Hegery 2% (ad execution—based hedonic component) @ LA

1. BRELEE 2} TR RITHRE

QoM HEF upe} o], AR A7E Fao] =EE o)F FREHT P TS viAE
A A 44788 (immediate antecedent variables) 24 FatEzRme} & EEY ot #
15 AR7F £3F 85 E(product class)oll Wia] Av|x7} A &5H 5o AgtHo g
Hd o] JYSFE v e Fur AR E F] AA B A Y (watch) Eol4 (listen) 22
g gl et @ Ao dEH, w2 WA BAHD JSFE vjate F1
A Ao hate] HE FoF 7] golA ¥y FIE dhte] 2B R A H A (see) EO
A (hear) ZA A ARAY7} Bate) & Roz 7lhEn) oled TPolA & ) &u]z}e
A F£Fo] A3 wow FRHE I disl Fnaizrct AEIA L el 2
A Aed Ao g 7igEc

o9} o] Park and Young(1986) 2| “s24nt) BIS LM "ol A= MitEiime] gFeo) 4
Ho 2 A #8359 3L, Petty, Cacioppo, and Schumann(1983) ] =i #E 34
252 F2 FOER st AREHEE dAdste ez el 18y Lute,
Mackenzie, and Belch(1983) 2] “EMm# /EEEN” Ao G rer o] Jado] 4
ER o FgHET 2 Ao Ve on, T3 Gardner(1985) 2] 1ol A Faref 9]
ke "Rk JYTI IR RN JET TN Ao 2& ' eyt o

o} 7+& BA Aol tF 7P s ol K= Bolwe] fEolet AU How &



HA n@e] o} 9lAl g & e sl
ae 4PAeE BAE S 0 1 /42 FEad 4 AuolA ofn W)

go) 2 AAbE wlaste Auch AEAAS} FIUE 2Hzo] FEUE] WAL FF
=

g o 59 A4 Juztd vlasks 2ol e ourl Y& Heg Azt o)
3t ARl A B AT H1S “BEEE I 3t Lirgesols miElmel 4382
HAbe] WEHMAE FEo] Ve ul vt 2 W o] A3, EEEEY] IFH S L)

2ol BABMAE FEol 2E W HEte & v O 21, EEES] dFH2 LHAY
MEHMAE TFo] £ 9 vaty ¥E W o € Reld e 4P,

2. RSB EHR BRI

SEE AN g oA At HiERES FAsteAE v g
ok ofe} FEEHSQ B 1 A @ Ut 28 B2 FHREELRK (IS

T4 F)E A7) el e B Sk e 5 Ao Fae
ATubH o] = AR Bk J5 3 (rational approach) 3} %6y FRek Ak (emotional appeal
s)ol Ed), Az AFEel 543 9 (specific benefits) & W&o 2 st JuE Al
sto 2 4uAE HE5AIA S MiEgES J9A7]1L3 sk el
of &5 E Avz7t fFASAYG EAE =4S HAE AER 3ol paE
£ she i (Essy L) olth

A2v) 27} FaE = gEE FEe] sl IXHor JRAEE stuz & v 1

b HEE Pug Awsin QA YAt sk, Yk AeH ) ke miE

SR A
FEREE

s %=

o

T

Bigm EEY =E2HW OAFH AR At AM Y BVt AREH = HAdEHA A
U e drsttals ol Baefrol F s Wk y #iweY 152 (inferential beliefs)
o o4 3o F2¥h(Edell and Burke 1987). “12] =2 A= Aol 3k A

7o) gk & Aol Al =& ¥ T BALvE EREFE RN REY o 2ol HEEitiEm &
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H#A w ¥ 2 Ao E @ 3, Batra and Ray(1986), Burke and Edell(1989),
Edell and Burke(1987), -12] 12 Holbrook and Batra(1987)% F 3o w23 A 29
A% 69 I HE (emotional responses) o] EERERE O] A2 e QL njRchE AL w7

BTl ol 2 RRAEHY K HE > ISR > PR o R B FxF% (hierarchy of

causal effects) K-8, 73 244 A wb-$-8 Fuksls Falof &g Aulxle] A3 P

(X

—/dEe =g} @A) v ek Al veht i IS Aol AR o Feld st 3

ol =& Aav Y] A ¢ A

(proposition) & =& 4 ATk 0|9} 22 FHolA H2e H1E sl “AE A9 s

7h S avlAe] A AR Aol e miEame]l @ EE e A At BE AR
#rol 2 E w2 ol HEEMIERN EEY =39 o 08 Bty AEFRAdLT e

2Bl ztke) e AR e Aol i e e] o 2 AR R E ol

wEE w 2o REFEEm K =3 o

3. SRS UOITEH FERY LB

MEa kel o] au|Rp Foll A5k constructstel HERRE A5 3 PMHES
S AEJA > FEHE > P2 Beken Faere] d38e FAe APAE 4}
3RO /AR E - AEHE - vl o] w8 shebslgdth MacKenzie, Lutz, and Belch
(1986) v Fua#e} BH P o constructs7hel A sp Ao A Fire) = o] #EAray E)
(mediating role)-& ZAsH7] 913te] vh& )l 8 474A] A0%ay BRE 59 (alternative
hypothetical models) & 4 A 3l 3 ¢} : affect transfer hypothesis(ATH), dual me-
diation hypothesis(DMH), reciprocal mediation hypothesis(RMH), independent
influences hypothesis(ITH). th& wdlof H] gl DMH wdle] 8 B3 2
A Ae FEE v HoE AAE HAAS A1, A2z DMH wlo] 471 o]
23 mdFoA 7 e Ao Vet o] ApdAE 2w 18 A s sl

sl oF e ps iE A AE o] AslE HEslel MacKenzie, Lutz, and Belch(1986) 2]

DMH 2923 thgat e =e 433 4 aluh
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Hiol A AlAlskol 5ol 4R A7 dReeol A= e ot #5545, 31
=7 izl vAle 9FEL doxrt SesE F A2 Zidid. @3, A4

2] &t o] #)#5 3 3 (balance theory, Heider 1958) ¢} —#(FE & (congruity theory, Osgood

and Tannenbaum 1955)& 1 o]&3 AR st A — <0 A dx 23 (affective —cog-

il

nitive consistency, Freedman, Sears, and Carlsmith 1978)¢l w&m AlRE L 15 9]

L =3

1

AAE B AA7IH = BEFol Ut ol & ol =& H Lulxle] W f-38 &2
w, Fae] thd LvjRte] S0l F2 nlEelA vhge 11 FaAF £ Ui Ald
Bk A F& FHHCR Y& v A Ao F AE o)y T vzl v]s}
o e A aE A QR BAx)7) obriAlZ 4 U 223 dissonance) & 3
15 A7l = AEol ¥ & Aoz 7|uiHY, webr] AiEA A7}

L=<}
FuE2 e v g £ U 2 Aos A4 aeng ol g ghtete RiGE

o
l.r-
N
do
ol
o
A
o
oX
r o
N

FE — PERERRA — BURRERE o] FURBIMR 5 g2 Ao ’)‘oLJ-‘{?lX]Q’] AL JAE 5
o] &2 Z ol A e proposition) ¥ 4= 2t} &-H, Petty, Cacioppo, and
Schumann(1983) & ke o} 11dr7r 2] 2 %) A = (correspondence ) &= 4B 2be] Tejr 7} vt
S uf visled & o ¢ & Ao g Brth(postulate). Pettty, Cacioppo, and Schum—
o] F4ol vl HEHE — Pl ojx e Wile DAL #EFE F Ao,
wEbA] FEJA — el ol eol ol Faei o] gAey E T3 eyt ¥ E&4E I
| 283k Zolata ARt 4~ Quh. a8 g H3& F71A] Al ¢k propositions) & A gt
of “HEHREE - IR S EERE > BHEER S s #ddr FFe] e W
& W o A Aot ek A3t
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4. EARERANV | WARREEON DIX|= R3AH) HW

2B A7 AR A wEEE B AR 53 AET st 2A BeiE o] o
I SHHOR HHKREE g Av] 29 ;®iEey 55 (selective perception) & ;&
#1) FE & (selective attention) — #iZay HE#E (selective comprehension) — ##El) £
(selective retention) & #H-& A XA Hrh(Assael 1987). 2} 2l zte] FoAdn +3F
o] Yow sy B (perceptual vigilance) 8l W7 Zo) 2)ale] F9o] L ojsle) AL

7bokn gugEel Jusk Ael Fods A GAG T @A Dot ool nED Hol
oh 29, s A Fol Y 2012 JEAAL FEAEE A2 F3tel ne &

HECR (forgetting) o @late] oj= A 747} AR dej} Av)xe) BejEs} e
Agole e Aol vls) BnAES} DAY BEw vt e PR P48
olmg g B & A (retrieval) g FHojul, Ml FuxFE: 2AF 9 FHJAAE A
B FEAES LS v ROE F2Ech ol 2 o] 8H TANM Hak “B
Tied A% migaiyt QA7 e el mAE JHEe Aol A E ol
Weh Boiwr) Fe Asurh $& 450 o 2 Zolg dn 4RI

2

oft

1. MERAR &S

4g8 FuRA 3o Ax=2A A3 FrHA] FRES FEI A o8 st Az
At A9 E¥ol wet 1 F 7R = MEEAES o8 Ay =2 U o
72 BRE de 7o 224 Y e oY RS ARE 3RS oX
. g riAle BEAT A EEFES SR FY MHPANEE el
of 2¥2AAE Al FF(RE) e AFelrd ARS g AHsidct. e #
TES FEtolug Azste 5 7] ols) FAA AL AAEANA FLE =

Al
‘-40
o
—_
4t
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2. HMERE 2} MERETR

HgA el 2Aehe et A 14092 AEAZ AASAE oI5 F 79
2 4E 70900 A E WHRIEGEA KE S, THE 708000 & BRSRER RES 22 30
2 B AN 5 UARAS AYREE G0k 24 159 ALLAEES 20-259 ) 31

of APol FIES HYLh EF BBl F AY7IZ Fo| FEYEE 24
1

2 A9 A7 (construct) 7} == RRERER, miER M, MR, BEEE, £ M
BEE HEAE o] &3t F3AUTh K&K = Edell and Burke(1987) o what 4712
THR=E(UE 2 FAE olF gojdiht} — ofF Folgith, vz 2 Fare) disl ol $ ZojA
o2 gt — v HlE Ao w vt e 1 31 g W FHHoE =7}
- RE{oR 70, 1 FnE e i - v 9 Fo})ol ot =)
FatZHeRE £t Edell and Burkeol] mel 4789] 78 A2 (U 1 A E L o} #olslc) —
ol Folgith vz 2 Al Fo da) AHoE FAFAo — A or RYHot}, 1 AE
& i v —- i Foh be 2 Al Fo] obF mkgel Evt — A mlgel £ gedh)
of oatd FAHsA e, F1eZ AT 1FUF BF TUT SAHIE S o431t B
HEE & fsid e UVHY 73 ¥ e (chgoll 2x 22248 o sictd e 1 AlF
Hre Al ARTH - A2 AR A TH & o] g8kt

HiEa2 40 Fishbein Bl=Rd o] 74227} ¥ Shieid] 95t} 24 stg =0, 7+ A%
2 Azl o] @rtol i3t FRFERY MM (evaluative aspects) & 8712 A (BEA, ] 29), 71
2, 8k, R, 1 F, B FUIANER 7H H5(-3~43) 2 o] 83ld Tolal= A

E2A FQsAT( o] Hetol ofF U — ol Fg) Fn YR 40 ust

T F g
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{Ga(beliefs) = 78 Hx(—3~+3) & o] &tad ZHFATH ) ol SY 2 — Xahe &5
o] Hatrk M3 1H A A vk — HA R 1™ A g},

2 =Rl MaEE SHAe) Ha Axzape iy R g 2 AR IS
feiag ol A FEEYR) B e st AP AEe] Ax 2 W o=
A3t 7] 28t Zaichkowsky(1985) ] PII(Personal Involvement Inventory) & o] &3}
Ao Ao 207 FEF Fol2e o dojolut SRR HAES] thEA WAE F gl

3

I
ox
o1,
rir

N

= 5o A2l ol o5 2ol ThE FET A 7 st 12718 W eds)
At e 2d: Fasit — 2807 @), Fatelty — o] A, vy} ac) -

ojul 7} Ak, {§-838H4] vk — fr&aich, 71V A0 - 77 A, SEE st — S
g lojth, frofsict — fJakAl vk, wile] glvt —walo] W, wid Al Ao
wje] 2l Fojrh, At — AskA] eh=rh, b A sHA] obvh — wbg A Ehet, EashA] Y
— A asir) o9k 3H 12709] o] o) x}e] A K (semantic differential scales) & 78 HE =2
vhgo] AP AE ] Ax Al i el g FAH A

N T 2 g2 o] RHisBIa & (criterion—related validity) 2 #HZ317] 913t $-
sixbe] “ax 2ol ol Ek Kk S TS ST A /AN FES FA S
Qlste] "AFZZAA L APAY lo] B Hol k" "AX = S AP 9fo] E AL gl
ol 1 EAL HARZ € U "aEx = LG ARG do] 232 glen
=2 RED AJT” F 3Nl Al F el vEAIE SHEE sha A1) FE /A

A G Y e wet 3, 2, & 1Mo sk

V. et fR

of Aol ube i AW JP o] oY A BehAE

=
e e folne BARE 4Hs HPsk: 23 NUANES HRRESH ML



2812 R Ao og #ddqret
ot &4 G E 2 varimax ro
Ao 2 Y

eSS
B #7he] 2Qlol fHE
o] 2ol o9& HHEE AoB

(reliability) 7}

, =
qat At 12700) RS 2

rr

)

],

[]
T (unidimensionality)
(convergent validity)eo] 2t}
A

CE
kel et

st

= o
A

95812 4] 127 &
tationol] 93l @
Bl &=t eigen valueE 8.292 4] A A 2 4+9] 69,
Aol A o] &3 12709 FEE
7hA W BAEE £FHYE7) glete] o] P EpRE
Z A7) heh e ot g /el 5
183 foje Sy Eo] LM &

57kl AlE
ol1o o
MM 2

E ol

i)

HU
z
o 12

)y
¥
-

B A4 SHase s

oL

iat
VR

ki
ach
2

ek aeE 2
gatel 2x
o A o

=l
rlo

o)

i
=y
£ K

Q.
< O

rir

|

2~ o)
AA

U1
4464(p.<001) BZA] B A

s
fita)
e
o
by
-
e
o
N
S
o e
_R' .
ro
i =
) L
gQ
o,

CIA
D@ o
3 7

HeE (1

A

60

¢~ Edell and Burke(1987)7} A}
TR AEH=(RF), @ 3
2 EZAeE ] Ao
23 (convergent validity) ¥} ¥ el 34} (discriminant val
~ o] pignEEo) B3
3%

ol FHfRRERE, 17
g vehje Ao
wE

Eis
of ot HFET
D EERE, =545
varimax rotationol] 2] &F ERsr#r 2 1
Axjo] E—porttS YeER A Aot &=
He W
- J g5

2 oAt A
Cronbach’s alphae Z+z} .9062, .8220, .88932.
SEe] HBIRE

R
btk (i

gk 9
dity) S 3
FESo B dEs
T 7h7y 170e) aclell EA 2
R SAYEE Y BERE SH TS
25 9] gHE S varimax rotationol] €18 @& A Ax}
ZHYEEL 7tz & gl A AAMHJG (G 28 %), o9 22 2
Bl JRH=(AFe 157Y )9 S5-I ES EhREtd KR ESES
171tk & 4 o
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E D ATNERT, T EXFo| MHEEIT, 1TYUF| MAHEET| ROIFA
FuE = FRE () AR (1F:YF)
Var Communality Var Communality | Var Communality
AAl .8108 AB1 .6988 AB1 7439
AA2 .8503 AB2 .6491 AB?2 7567
AA3 .7892 AB3 .6290 AB3 .7300
AA4 .6816 AB4 .6659 AB4 .7803
Eigenvalue
3.1321 2.6429 3.0110
Cum Pct
78.3 66.1 75.3
E 2 LTENE W ABEHE ZHYSE 20084
Factor 1 Factor 2 Communality
AAY .8756 .2148 .8128
AA2 .8654 .3066 .8430
AA3 .8535 .2537 7929
AA4 .7510 .3442 .6824
AB2 1699 .8249 7094
AB3 L2017 .7823 .6528
AB4 .3748 .7165 .6539
AB1 .4922 .6753 .6983
Eigenvalue 4.7814 1.064
Pct of Var 59.8 13.3
3. BRER iR

H1& mmasnst Ram ZHzto) mimeigo] v X dgd e Fwst
Fol wat e AQA o o] #e Zolth HIg &

+
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ofl

A7 RS g o] AR R 2] A9 Ao Febel A 2bzh 6400(pd,
001) % .2977 (p{.01) 2 VEb O™, Eirnk o MR o) MMBEE 2o a4
g ol A zbzh 5472(p<l001) B .7341(p<.001) & EbCH((E 3) B x). Ml
o BitZHEEE O AU VAV 2 JEH A g Feztol] f-22 Q) Aol YEAE B
Aot 53 22 Z—-test& AA S A0 FEMOE eI THZ=243, pl 0l &&=

Z)
% In{(1+Vm) / (1-Vm) } ~ % In{(1+Vf) / 1-Vf)}
Z —
v 1/(Nm=3)+1/(Nf-3)
Note : Vma}t Vix 7t dete] 49458, 18) 3 Nm3} Nf= 7}
Yol ¥RA7)S UepdT
LI EEEES HEEEY A3AAE F JAE FENQ xlol7t Ade Ao et

WTHZ= —1.74, p.05 @& 7F). F EMFA o) v=2d mmeEfad o3 sl
BEFH S A AnAET v vt A JojA o Aa, e ke 1w
of AB[bE T A o] SH[Rb Al floid o & A& UEh H1-S A X H At

H2e /A o] 2+2ve] Fehol| M fHiEae ek ol ST} iaiEm ol v = 93
ol Byl uhel R AJAA o oo #g Aot} (F 4ol B = o] maiE
FEmet EmmEEe Jadde A TAFE Fuo wEE udo Adga5e 3
.6736(p<.001) 01 ZHA e AF F ol ed e ko] JAPRE ] A9 .6035(p.001) =
el e, 7Hde] waH o 2 X x5 o) @ v (directionally supported) T Fgzhe] xjo)
oA Hatey HEMEL HAF A Fohoh 3 Eanerr ol miZngE el AuAAE AEAF
A8k sae w29 Ao gAY AE] H9- 7598(p.001) ol A FEbA gk Bl N
Z9 Avo fddAE] A8 .7271(9(.001)2*1 H2& A== =] gatet.

H3& BERE >HER2M>EEEE >BHEEE 5 J2ade A8 AHFE
HRRGe BE7t o /A #hed v} o)l pol7k lER]el @3t A2 w&F Fie]
FEAT Aol v Hed Ao JT APAERREY 4 BHHS

1
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(H 3) AEQIX] — AHEN T, ZTEHT — APFERTO| ARt
) o SBiEi — Ab Aad — Ab
a1y 64007 F ¥ (n=60) 5472%¥* (n=60)
7 o] 2977**  (n=R3) 7431% % ¥ (n=63)
Z 2.4393% % —1.7473%
**% p 001
** o pd0l
* p<.05
{H &) ZOREY Mty — APHE T AMRIEEA|
D03 >BiEi — Ab Aad — Ab
AR A F .6736* (n=31) .7598* (n=31)
Fa gl .6035% (n=29) .7271%(n=32)
* pd.ool

OLS m&gsr#ro] oste] 24 5= path ZHES vw o 24
7hers] nd oS at vl XoF Zol g akS vl E o lol A Yo 488 (mediating vari-
able) 2 #zg-3tla 37) A M = the9 471 A =08 FFA| Ao S,

L AHaAR A Yol ek Xof ddedo] fo/5d 4.
CGERAE A Zoll @ Yo G o] FoHd AL

2
3. ANRAE N A Zol gk Xof ek
4

7+ (diminution) € A,
G X—Z9 fFofHd dAVE AN e, 38
Zol) st 3 A AR
X-=>Y—=Zax Y7} X—>2Z9 3HAlE sk 4082 Be 3

LA e u X—2Zo wAZE AbebA] At

1ol A Xot Y& daHsz 5
At X—>Z9] frojdo] oldr @4 vrotAH X —Z7} o]}
oJtt,
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BAol R dAEM @ ¢ e HE 74Ag U2 BRERPL), mizek
(Ab), FEEHEE (Aad), TGHEZRM(SBIE) S Al e ARAARNS AA1g A3 (B 5)
oA B 5 o] Ao Fgtol A SBE — Plo] F#a3AE Ao BE B HFE 2
of AuAAL ¢ FEeE Jebwth GE 63 GE T2 A7 e fd s A ao
Aol ol A BaEl ¥ F 58 7 (predictor variables) 9F 3 i % 7 (criterion
variables) & A4 sto] Mg Auhs ebdch EEEE — BEEE T i RiE
A pgiEiRa e Agto] Boxo upg} 2polrt deAle AHRUsETY Mg 25 beta
frgrel HEMS Budoen & 5 vk aad FJuke] A GE 6ol A JERE vhet
o] H o] A=l (.5472, p{.0000), FE

paA
—_

|

o] FUENE(Aad) — AEEHE(AL) & FA= vl &
Q12| (SBIEi) 7} B il#gr = F71E A obd] FoAe wAN 1 e FAEH = HEi(
3896, p{.0001), A #ad Fke] A9 (E TyollA & + Uxol FiL

B — Eei =] ¥
7F v 9 fre] F ol =d] (.7341, pd.000), FEJAA7} A FWFE FIEE o fre]do] A9
2}o) 7} LA TH(.7088, p<.oooo>. wat el Rk 904, AHEEe BArE

ko] osled M sl RH(R2=.2094) Bl Fanef o} FiAA| oJate] dgs e &
(R2=5475) & F 9% o2 Z1 o (Faad =31.20), A3} kol A= ol9} ko] YEhtz]
orotth(R2== 5389, R2= 5452, Fadd= .83). 18i2 & Fnelx — AHe Tt i
2] A Y] G nya] avAbe] B o Bk, FEAEG G R e

o

of A1 e Aol el Al o} ol Fehcki SHAch

(E 5 FOel|E, AFENE, ZHOENE, AHFIXel ABFREA
n¥ked ek (n=60) e Ak (n=63)

PI Ab Aad SBiEi PI Ab Aad =BiEi

PI 1.000 1.000

Ab 700%* 1.000 S519%% 1,000

Aad 549% % 547%% 0 1.000 521%* 7347 ¥ 1.000

SBiEi  .430%%  640%*  .301%  1.000 205%%  2g97% X J301%  1.000
** pd.001

* pd.o1



106 & & 2w %

PARERRA — HEE T HAREEA HIEBEY JE 3 Y8 ol os) B4
& 5 Atk (FE 6ol M B 4 dRo] o] el A9 AEAA — 7ol 21 =(.4304, pl.
0006) o+ A E el = — ol © £ (.7002, p<{.0000) BAE= W9 fojHoReul, F g2y
g Aol ol ool thal @S A3 AREs - Polexe BAE olHE W &
of o] 2 21} (.7193, p<.0000), FEJA — Tl A% #AA Y Fo4dL HH ol —.
0299, p{.8085). &, Trlelrel Bk Ax A o) oste] HsE 28 (R2= 4908)&
FH o2 Zh(Fadd =34.20). o]& e} Lnatol Al QoA R =7 FEARA}
oo = 3tell e wh M FRE 8-S ojusith A Hve] A (F DA B

AE-o] GEIAARY 2HE B o FEIRA — Pl BAAE FolFHolx Fuoenz(,
2053, p».10), MR - EEEE > B EHEE S RRMEE vy sttt & 4 ok
AR F74A] ol E-S A B o EEEE > i > EELE > BEE
Eeol QAL Ao Ao vlste] m3te] Fde] oM Bl & Bslz g H3L AAH
ATk 3 4 ik

rlr‘

{F 6) Ao B 324 B(n=60)
CENE
71294 | SBiEi Aad Ab R?’ R%(adj) F P
Ab 6399 .4095 3993 | 40.229 | .0000
(.0000) .
Ab 5472 .2994 2874 | 24.795 | .0000
(.0000)
Ab 5223 .3896 5475 5316 | 34.486 | .0000
(.0000) (.0001)
PI 4304 .1852 1712 | 13.188 | 0006
(.0006)
PI 7002 .4903 4815 | 55.794 | .0000
(.0000)
Pl —.0299 7193 .4908 4729 | 27.474 .0000
(.8085) (.0000)
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E T ' o T 372 Ao (n=63)
Az ] N
712dS= | SBiE Aad Ab R? R2(adj) F P
Ab .2976 .0886 0736 5.930 0178
(.0178)
Ab 7341 .5389 .5313 71.299 .0000
(.0000) '
Ab .0836 I .7088 .5452 5301 | 35.794. | .0000
(.3634) (.0000)
PI .2053 .0421 .0264 2.684 .1065
(.1065)
PI 5192 .2696 .2576 22.520 .0000
(.0000)
Pl .0556 5027 2724 .2482 11.235 .0001
(.6311) (.0001)

Note : < 6> (E 7ol £2e AFsHE 3AA+E Y2 3t £ae FA4E Jehd.

H4e #31xF 2150 maiZilmet U710 3o gk el o7 Anlzke] B
&l wet 2]z} A ool I Aotk FikdE: AT mERMY IFY F
o) mREERE 7ho] BAlE o] Fdol A 5692(pd.001) AT Frol M 2167(p).01) &
Uelwton], T 43dA ke ool i st HE A Z 2.30(p<.02)9_i)\1 frelHoz
EhcH(R 8) #2). debA 31 wE AR FEJAAZE 7Moo FRe o mAE
AL 2R AEFLHARY RS BTG 52 W OS A3 AR B 7 o

H4E A AF A

(E 8) SEXE MEQIX - YFUE MEE T ABA|
@] A .5692% % (n=60)
Ao Jd 2167 (n=63)
*
2.30 B
*% p<.001

* p0o2
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GE oM B o] migilayt BEREs 47 mEEER R 4938 9L v ide
ol AL, Bl FBe =P Aol the
g ARAstE Aotk (e.g., Petty, Cacloppo, and Schumann 1983 : Lutz,
MacKenzie, and Belch 1983: Mitchell and Olson 1981). & Hlol A & A 8t W 2 7
FERE T Ak ol St piEER el e S o] Aol A, el s e o e ¥
ol Gl M oA o g A vEldked ol IS Ak E Ao EEiEEE da
o2 FE3e A Gardner(1985) Q) 4 o} A x13kA ¢kl Gardnerd) 29 o

A s AA A2 E S il FE(set) S Z & (manipulate) 3193 =Hl 22+
Alu st 2o 2 A vebd Ao g Fguu, Hoh Jug A-poyziglel] 9§ ol
of o|ated olef e E-AX7t qtEE AL 7o) et
HoE aybe] Anaof Al Qlol A e s — iy SA = HElisatiem gho w3
o), 2] i A dke] ANzl Al QoA BEEEE — EIEEE DA RIBH RSN EE
eFE W ol kA vebd 1o s Agstded, A Aae) ofshd g Al
A - AR s, T FugE — Aei el labitAle] 24 (moderating) &2 3l
Aoz et gt Bu FAl Ao R B nate] Aulabe A RA A e v E
H 08w Bk olyet HHE A rsbA] e P AEAE Fad &S woll e,
sl of R =] ABBA Y Fe] Al VERETHL6035, pl.001). o9t k& AN

o aryke] 2vte Ao R Fuo M Ause YRE 2o AT i

-

¢

o] parEIgrEol 3 2, ZF Hawny 152 (inferential beliefs)oll 218l ARel & 4
shiz Ao A7tE oledh F52 FYg Fare] wFH A ybe] AvAbe] miEalh —
pgimRepy o] Akt A 7 el H o)A ek HS W W (.0592, pr.05) 2 EhEAde] 3] S
ERE ek ol gt &0 Aot AF-e] vk Aol A Hhe A Zloz vy s}, gl

ool Ak B B uE APstt ue] wdE AARAES U He FuE A

w5
Sahe o] e )4 ATl vlsle] A — AEEE el Aol eiAl 1

L

- SEL
vb e AEE

[o2

fl

i
o
z
32
A
=
O)
\]
[@%)]
(@)
o
=
uJ
Cﬂ

vkl ao A A gt Jrel gol was
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2 JEA — ARAEY] ABBAIL B AANAE o] AP A 7 ojok & Ao

s, Aged Lvjte] B9 AT - FHNE] QFAA ] At Bng | we}
g Aoz Vs o Ut E el sk, ol AYE Wl KE 7}
B4 t# (peripheral cue) 24 4 70] Sl2i¥t £¥ 2 AAS YL wdo] BElrtel 2
B}l 2l wi3S Ha o, dart A5 K (feelings, emotion)ol 433
S Ul F 7] WEo] ofdrt Azt oejng B A7 H2F o] i 7433 wes
SHAl frdtete Bao =28 AP JI A A wkgo] Ao fiER GEE HW
AeHow Agdte T =Ed FJdo UM Fues - FREN =] FABA
H w3 B Bok sty AddaRlg 3t A5 0] 7158 slolnh
H3& BERBE ->mERa > EEEE ~REEE Y BRERGE doderdds By,
w3 AR, FHIA > FHEE - Pl o =98] TAZL A The] A zlo]| WG] o] &
i zloll Al 2 HEd S ¢ 4 doh =3 (F 6ollA 8 4= A%o] RZ7F Av-PI Aol A
490301021 Av+3BiEi— PI#tAlOl A 490824 A9] F716kA] ¥dthe AML S MEEE
gl zto Al 24 HE&H S & F AUk B3 (F 6o B 4 d%o] R27F Ab—-PlL #Al0) A |
490301 2t} Av+3BEi > PI#AIA 490824 A2l F7hstA] ddtie AL MEEE
of thet mEmaae) AFE Aol BmEEEel ostel ks A om @t ey s
BiEi — Ab ZHAl o] 4 R2E 409501 1 2t} SBiEi+ Aad — Ab#A| ol 4 R2= 54752 4 R27F
ol o g Z7Far U vHFaad=17.36). o]« MIZEEY g EEgE e 385 miEsla
of o]k A A G ol AEe] A, mepA nde] hvlxte] H e EEEE Y
pErerg o] A HA 0 g AR o aks v T AL 9ud 18R e B - FES
2] = A F el 2 9] A3 A = path analysis 235 2 o Ao v ARG 23] L8R}
o Al oA vl A ZetAl Vel st et E FEIA] = FRHE - 7o o ko] 9l

AN FeaAE 28 Ao Aznen

KX
=

&
ooy o

o
il

z

Hix F3x2 230 migEart w& olF 4o Al Hd YoM pgrEfgrd] n =
ko] Bk Ao Jiyte] g Ao ZH2ho] Fddo glojA] “wF AT o] pEiEila — 1
FU Fo pEiEeE k] AvtAA ] Aol FoFH oz Vel AR AR EAY e

G2 el Abnoz el BudEael e avldel telmr) Ress P of
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elele] Aldol QlojA] Anlzte] AHEE7t P A3o 4
] Bt} 22 Folatw Auralsl7]= ojd) o] F 9sAE,

AHZ VE W G

e} Aol AA e
e Lot A

B o

(o]

o}
ol mim — 7t AR ol FHRIEE T e) a7l sl = 7
gl vlaste BUstE A77t FaHolor & Helch

ot

_4

I. % &

B A7e a8zt w8 G EFarol oS Frey BRI o T o] S A 1EEL

pEFol QoM el FWikay 1% #l(moderating roles) & &Ashe Aol 71E ] Wi ¥-& 2
ATAEe] FndE FFo HEEE /METES 4 v 2ds =45 B

ofuzt A7 F o EiEEE S ST o 24 Hilrny 7 (a longitudinal study) &
Z4¥ Hoxe AAHA Fed, ol f#ol A dsistaRel # Aol
A ARE Adggue] @A g Aow AlEE, 2% o JAdd dydaet 4
2elof) ojste] o] ZFHES AAFE & F A& ol w3 HI, 3% 47F AAH 7= 5
o1} o] AP ANTIS Z = BIEMIES (issues) & Yutslsl )= o8] ¢ RIEAFFE (repli-
cation studies) 7} 7]t ¥},
G B ATNE RBREESHSOE EM s (a fictitious new product)-& At
gatgd oy, @A AACNA avAg A wEHE AFRnT AAEFET 2818 v
o] MRS} PSS ou Hx FAISIA Sl EEfF Y] BA] W Aol ¢ Wy -
Hura 7129 AF e Fug ol &FozM Ao oste] BHE = HE(findings)
B} dukald = 9l Aotk Bog, 1980 Zvbol e — pgameng o] yHA 7}
AN A% AR5 FoF B vt R diFE ol 1930 Y ol Fell =
Faedol whE v Ak il
w2} AHEE s v X ekl et Al @] s vk (e.g., Burke and Edell
1939; Batra and Ray 1986; Edell and Burke 1987; Holbrook and Batra 1987: Mad-
den, Allen, Twible 1988: Stayman and Aaker 1988). o1} 7r& FHE ¥ A-te] £3
b R A9 v o) s G REEELEE o} SN, £ Ve vt

— FEAHET

o

g i FE(affective responses, emotion)©] A8} z}e] 341LE)

Q1% o] BFH ILIE
— R R e R o] BAo] o ale gy EE & ARJNAE Apham o] Fof

EF >
1
pol AYE FAL ¥ & A Ao weth
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