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(choice axiom) (1959, 1977) ¢t Thurston®] #& % &-&o]& (random utility theory)(1927.,
1927s)olth. Lucew 7 A €itiet A, BS & M@l Ae] §80] tb& il Be] g4uy) &
A5, di]t Aol digh delggo] digt Bo widt Xestg
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7)ol H,  Pr =743l i s} Meltiol j* & Melg &5

U= 70 i 7} Aot j* o tigh &8
J =781 7t mejats e ik & &
Thurstone2  BluldAtdo]BelA] 71l HeHAE  Aulshs 7P Ale]apasl
discriminal process7} Eaj¢ttliar B 31 7918 zF Medtqte] discriminal process: B]ula}
o 5 gickS HdelstA "ok sy o). dYiete] zh= discriminal processi zb Qb
o] 807 MY 4 Art. Thurstoned 7} vete] discriminal processt ¥ it 2] 9} ¢ &
AHEEE 7HAE Ape.g o] FofA, 5§ tiehE 9] discriminal process?] o)k 9] 4]
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AAl kRt eiMe & A 8524 (random utility model) o2} 2] o0 EA HzIS 0
e} 4| & probiti-Aole} Ealg-rh

Luce®} Thurstone®] dl-2 212191 % (unidimensional) ¢l B34S 513 Qo] thxpgd o]
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3.2 MNL 222} (A7 S

MNL= Y 9 Luce choice axiom?| 7} 3 F a3 E4o] [IA({Independence of Irrelevant
Alternatives) 7} 2.2 A1, o] 7bgol] et F e dijkze] A= gEite] Hl&(odds
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3.3 2 Ele] FX (Model Estimation)

MNL nd o] r4e #9324 (maximum likelihood estimation method)ol] 23] F4
gt} MNL #-93# g (maximum likelihood estimator)& 2o thall A= FHe|w Hxd
TFREEE 7MY 2 24— FEA PP LS —E(@LenL / apop’) olck. MNL mde] 2
a9 wdeE AR Q B3l (globally concave)o|= 2 gher WRE LA (interative pro-
cedure) ol 9J&] A AHH (stationary point)oll £28 5 Johd 219 =gl M H Y
3 2t (global maximumn)d] 22 5 QA Ft). 22¢E857F 2ol i) L5k, &
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Multionmial Logit . & o83 XM A ) 42 A7 109

7b sl "ol A dolxich McFadden(1973) & 245345 ™ o] =710 =24 24 ¥ 5 (nega-
tive definite) ®} ¥] 5|8 & (nonsingular matrix) & 713 =o 3t MNL mdoA »
ol theh #9473 A+ Newton—Raphson method, Quadratic hill —climbing method,
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MNL mde] tfgt =34 b33 2o},

o T

A714 Y, ge wrer A i7h A theke

2
g
o
v
)

=1 23X Fdd Y, = 0.
PRI 228 FHsh,

n ]
Qan_EZYij 2n P,

1

i
i

BSR4 28 5E oS3 2

59,1’1 L / aﬂ]k = gnl (Yu - Pi])Xllk

A9293S 7o) 9% 20

oenL / o, = )f( — P)Xy =0

P7b poll gt vid g gharolng, 9 WA E g ths) nidgdoln)
atebA, wkEapg el ofsf A X7} ez
27l =8e =8 ok 3 o] Pz}

#enl /aB.dp. =% P, (1-P,) X2,

1=1

et MNL 29 9f 274 =84 3 334 (negative definite)o] 1, Tl Zgjx|7} =




110 & & B8 W %

Astmm, wEugel olsl Fuje] =RE 4 Atk ndddsel dw Sua Mo
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4.1 Z A (Study Design)

A B3 4s $ALeluE H¥e] 4} A et EAS] 4249 dee T
%e Aoz BUHLh AT ol udE, @) 97, IF, TP, A
AEb MEEE 7Y AR ol gshe Mebde Heshl s, Wshy olnKo] U &40

thal zh vistdd 2 GohabA s Qdoh olelst &l gk ok SEAte] A A 3
i)

wEo M AFE-E 67he] e waby e At Rl 2 YA 9o

MNLz® & #3957 sfa) nae] dEade] 932 vt $08 25450 24
olok ghch Huff(1962, 1963, 1964) t= &wi 4718 dl&st7] 3, X o] Avlet dx7tx)e
APA L Aol o] EYHF, e 27T ApAte] of T wsE B4 A4 A
FARE AZmdo] A 4F A7z
A)o) AFAFES 43 A AEF 4 A Ao WHALY 4N Wl AR
otk mAel ofa A9 L ML el ZsdE @
1971). ol2l¥ Hufffe] wde] @ARS Ads] slaf HEo

W

719} of A 7E W 429,
Hxolu Ao vHE FHF HGE& Frigoez mdlel oFgo] s MA=E U
(Stanley and Sewall, 1976 ; Gentry and Burns, 1977—78). A Zolujx]d)] 2835 x4

X
& HxEeol F3of uet ZEfd s AKX Lindquist(1974) 2] HZEolu]xlol] thgh & 7ol

O] U] Z‘ —i‘—-zé Oﬂ K}— /\]—%5‘% zi_q_i 5111_?—54 ;}al:}_.
EE Qo] HHO 12] A}A Surveyol °l&] A/S(o]ZE] Aul~), 41 AHe 2RS
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HEL PP S ol etion, WEe] wEAe A Hirodal Aol ola) X
=),
webd B @Pol e Huff mdold 4S8 F a4 9 A olnjx % £458 @

nHsiinh. 2l 3 o] 8 dFTA A

b
dpr
2L

A - oAz, AbEe thedAd, FE A, vt
A, Hhe] My L, oz AMHI A, {1 FES FH o g 29 A eae 7H 9va)
Bt e g ARt ZAHEAUT. ujapEs A= HEESA ) et o] v §o|s)
W, ojz] H¥olujz] Ao & AA-E 7Ixlx= Ao 2 ¥E H cH(Dickson and Albaum,
1977 ; Menezes and Elbert, 1979).

V. Az7Aze) 24y

MNL 249 245 Green® LIMDEPE o] &3t #9ZA W (maximum likelihood
method) ol ol&l] 2AEAL, ¥ 18 24 A9 @ BA X9 gekgolr)

CE ) 2o F¥EN

FEAEEA FA AT ®EL A} gk
ol § A TH —.818749 1239 —6.611
2o 2 471977 1190 3.967
o] Mu .158345 1148 1.379
EL G4 .162384 1144 1,419
of ZE AH]L .020498 1110 185
A GEEF .043658 .1220 .358
7t 2 —.338925 .1418 —2.389
Log —likelihood —180.74
Log—likehood at zero —246.24
Likelihood ratio test statistic 131.01
Rho —squared(p?) .27
Adjusted rho—squared(p?) .24
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5.1 29 Msteof st HE

HEE Avjxte] wigd Helgelo iz MNLed o =g HEst7l & FHe 2
% EA % —Likelihood ratio statistic3} Rho squared statistic(p®) —©] AFEEHUTH HH
Likelihood ratio statistic —2(L(0) —L(M))oll 2l&f) Alxtgc}h 3714 LIM)L 778¢] 3
Z&4e 1Y 2499 249 MNLL 299 log likelihood #tel®, L(0)& 7709 HES
2 FRAAFE 0.2 ALl =d log — likelihood ket likelihood ratio statistic-S-
7708 A8-% (drgree of freedom)E 7}% chi squared ¥ Z 714t} 8 Rho squared
statistics 3] HAE A2 R—squared statistice} B]5:3tA| sj4j €t} webr R —squared
statistic®} #o] Rho—squared statistice 0|4 17k2]9] g2 7FXu, 54 0.20014 0.44}
el9] & 7AW whE 2 £FE] AP E /HAe A eg ErH(McFadden, 1980). like-
lihood ratio test statistic®} Rho-—squared statistic®] z< # 13 o adjusted
rho—squared statistics2 rho—squared statisticsol]A] FH w42 8 1#3F BAH o]
t}, ¥ 1914 likelihood ratio test statistic® P=0.001FF4 2], Rho—squared
statistic?} adjusted rho—squared= 0.2914 0.4 ¥ lol $Asln oz MNLrY L T
ol may Helge & dgs Fude AR sAen, 3 [IAZME = & EAVL
Aes HoFE Ao,

238 YEEYASE AZE AL FYAEY FRE Astit P=005 £EA
EARR felg sor etk FESHFAN HEAAY QAL R A, 7
A WAE Aoz WA WA o w5y

J]N

delvhs - @2 JEt %, wsigel ad fAde wmapgAxel Ae Ex g
s owelale] @A) Al el sk Huffwdo] tigt A5A7 sl 94 sz ok,

A ool 1A Wl dele] Fa8 $402 AuaEe] Asn Jouz Wed B
AAEe A7bA daw AA4ES ALste 439 A6 ATFoLA sHAe NP

g fAslok & Aotk WAL, FHA Bl olFel A, WA Muls, FES bRy
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AEEAAN WA o oA ZET AFAAC] Wakd Hele) 2EH 402 veh
o], olejat ARk Wby 7] wAPA] Fad A AFstn A dgHes

Mg Ao AAARE EAFEE THOR olFojH o} 80dd Futol & At ¥

ot AdY e o) waldsel Ageel tel, A5 ANEe) AR el A
sHse Asad Fgou, aASY U4 SBHAZL oY YEMYT R W
et ook, weba AE7bel of@Alzie] Waky Hee] Fed AP o® sy 9l

on, B Q7o Avke Huff 28 T o2) 4 4 mo
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e} dxjsta gk AB|AHEo] AFA A QI A AMsldE Hoh AEgdths AMd S R
7NHoZ TA4E A3 qFEwmsldol Al 2 Aol F Blolth, F wwEHEe] A
Aulsldy ¥ U 2B AAL AgstA devd, AvRES Bo /b HES o &
Rolch, mAlwmslyo] FAL-AE 27| Yair, FEAE o HxoluA] %}, vk o
& AELAN D A AL AES Algeol 5o, o] RP Y AEFN ¥R thEH 4%
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{APPENDIX)
MNL @30 T&

MNLE#9 &2 ¢354 317 al, 78 i7} A7 Aiers velsh
gk}, zh digke] E8L thewt go] ¥ 9 4 ok

= a2 Ada 7}

U. =V, +eg

oftf 741 iz} Helthet j & M9l &&2 &3 gk

PH - P(yl )7 17 2) 3
grop Alisl Aeitiehe Meltigo 2 neam 2ok, of vige] e MeHE L thew
ol EAE = Uk

P(Y1=3) = P(U; > U, U;:s)u)

- P(£3 + V, _V2>€2, & + V, — Vl > 51)
+ V3 -V 3+ V-V

= ji ff(é‘g) {[i —L f(&s)dez 3 JI f(€3)d63 }des

&+ double exponential distribution§& 7}A = %, cumulative distribution function-&

F(g) = exp(—exp(—g)), density function f(g) = exp(—¢) exp {—exp(—¢)}2 FTA
o},
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2}

P(y=3)
— ~iexp( —&)exp {—exp(—e)}exp {—exp(—&+V,—V,}exp {—exp(—&+V,—V))} de,
= iexp( —e.y) exp[ —exp(—e&) {l+exp(V,—V,)+exp(V,— V)] de,
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