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I. Mo $2ie =l piRiel Hin

51 R (attraction effect) & & 3 &ol 453 (e e s LRcE tigh =&

SO 2 HHT D) S 271 A9, olnch 948 T Yt AU SRS T
= %% e fgfoletn @ 5 Aok

o]

olX

)

O},

fr

el Z3H(choice set)ol] 3 EF

-

T uiQtel 28 o 7 delnt o)) Mel Avte) W
-2 B A I s Holl A iR#gsE ] shveltn £ 4 sl (Chakravarti and Lynch 1983

: Payne 1982), #5l%R el 503 Bfe o P9 ddrdEo] et Qe ds

Lot

€9 Luceo] #3iZ2/238 (Luce Choice Axiom 1939), ARl e oot 2 RE o) BTk

4 (independence from irrelevant alternatives condition)& &% sttt Holt}, &b I%E

fr

M Rd 5] ZEMES ZaAT]7] diEo o]j8Foz F2ad ¥ ole} AlFoA(H
ZRIEEM) oW IAMY S MeEFd o &85 5 A= 7ide] 7] o) 1982 o] % =)
10850 2] AFE o) chFolz oh(e - #1713, 715 1992 : Huber, Payne, and
Puto 1982 : Huber and Puto 1983 : Ratneshwar, Shocker, and Stewart 1987 : Tversky
1988 : Payne, Bettman, and Simonson 1988 : Simonson 1989 : Simonson and Tversky
1992).

Huber, Payne¥ Puto(1982) = A€l 3I3te] JEfBmy o2 HELE thoto] 718 s A
o dol deale HrrHEE ARREY] Wi HSlMEC 24T 5 dvta FAFon,
Huber} Puto(1983) & fHEICE 4% T tite] F7HE A9 FoIgR7 F2 eI
BiEkeol EESE Aoz Btk 9, Ratneshwar®}l 712 £ 5 5(1987)S #HE o2
HESt ibg o] 83 APoA FEIFRTE RE(FE 54509 Eekdgrin(lack of
meaningfulness) 2} A F 7o g akan(lack of familiarity) wlFof) WAy a #ojgtal o A
Aot A2, Aol Emst ALY S4gko] ImstA AEEUS e FolmRI &

3 A ARAE FAAT A9 fr5ik(attribute elaboration)ol o)l 5l E 7 24"

-1©

T 9lgo] vy Ak 18]Y Payne, Bettman®} Simonson(1988)-& =8t (gamble)& o] &%
A& A AP drtEel A muto] v|E #wstn £A5F0] oudd 22EA-E A

FHIR EA YT AE AR O 7Y 58 WA Tuhs dHE e g 1 &5] SRk




Q5 ojere] A METF FART) v A& el wat A7 203

w7 Holde Al E HolgEyE 24k FER

o]utol] Simonson(1989) AM|AME o] 2h4lo) Ml AAE Aol Al EEfLste ol &x”
o) ol 712 H&'g §7] W&o FAaT/F LAsE ol HE e, Simonsondt
Tversky(1992) = Au 27 &4 FES #H# (trade-off) Fo 2 M S & A MK #
% (trade-off contrast effect)oll o)Al FsixR 7 2 doh T4 shth,

ol 43} e AFEo] HIRR i o} LN RHES AR FolRA AT
Al A o Eo] 283 olsfE AL o thwt #vkA] £ AME FIKRTE AR
Q) 28 Ao mskolt ikl 8 Holehr] Bote AAE EAE & dvke Aolvt wet
A g EE AH e g S Fe &R shitz Al B 8s] olsojor & 2
27k Aok

FaAREE olalE st AL olok & F 23 MR HEEE FolRyE JA IR %
=) thoke) frE o sHEES] J TS Wl B3 Aol ol thate] Huber et al.(1982) 3t
Hubers} Puto(1983) & A& 23} #5IRE7T £% 3 It fr@ ok gl S e & &¥e
Tt ZEL Ut o5 o] o] %M HFRES %S dijke] rEV HER e UE HE
sy (ol - RSk ol EekiE, BRES)EM FIIHEY 2718 dusE R sk, IR
= Huber et al. (1982) ¥ Huber$} Puto(1983) 9] 2&& x|t e A H Bt}

g FIAEs £ES Oty B s o8 dFE vA Gk BmEe R
So] %3 Uty mEV BES 2O REEHES A dFA 237 Wi ol
&k 742 vl EEeE 5 ERyOl et & 7 2

web A A e 28 grys A AR A HHE gt frE et HE wE FE5IK
go] W3lE FAERo 24 Parducci®] W IWIE o] E(1965) o AT Fae] dHE 3
FH oz AZsals Aol ES FHolkEe et LEy A S RES S Wk
of th 3t MEE 7} FI IR v A e TS &) Lot At skl

& et A A shE HEk R fAEm RS MESEEER (Parduccl 1965 : 1968) 1 71
z35l3 Qlom e, thEs) e whak 41EE K% (perceptual view) 9| Foletn & 4 9l
=uk(Payne 1982), Melo] ¢ #AFAES #EE F&aL vk £33 dFHe=EE
Huber et al. (1982) 2 Huber ¢} Puto(1983) 7} .ol A yd A4z A= gatol 3lof
A @EHEY 2 Ay 8 ke FRES € 5 Tt

4
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. g51% 3o e R it

vz Eol] gloj A FH5 IR 732 Huber et al. (1982) ¢ olaf M &o=2 L7iHRA

|

ol (¥ 1>} & MRS AA st A FHS IR i Lo {R&(perceptual bias)
of oaf wAg £ Aty ddagdrh (28 DolM Bt R, R*& 2% 258 dikbedl
o5& FA Ut At el Jetigay o2 AujE o H(asymmetrically do
alternative — LI T ADAZ # &) olatn Bl &} Huber et el (1982) & & Hgtol] tf g R
olu} R*E Z7HA1Z ZA-¢ ARty kgt At BHERE (S F254)E A
oM EASAA N EAstE RHNS Y AAdIe Afoj7h HejFos gad -
thi =43 E3] gier R*E et RET F2EAUAE o] HA &FA 7122 1 3ol7}
2% 4 ey ole g S FEKE (range effect) 2t B Ech oleig M ko] &
(&8-S Parducci (1965) 9] &8 48 % B 3% (range — frequency theory)ell 7] 23t Zolth

Qad FoIHRS AN LY

£ A 2194 (best =100)

\\\\
2B Yt A
70 == *
! \\E%}E}]Q}B * . Qe M= g
50 |--—-——t———— =% & Ao E AuE
; AN
0 p-—-==-—"R® /5 Tl 2H ADA)
30 ~————%——*R"% SN
; // ©: gUHos 25
) / ~
. (I IB Anaznea  HLRIA)
2.6% 18 $

Huber et al.(1982)2 %05 o] REFA % b1 2 2v)A5 9] 734 (evaluation
process) W&o FHalFRst AT £ vty FFAG AA, J A gl A P At
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ADA?9] vl 7} #A o] FolW oz FAugle] Al A I olo ubet ® A it Ml sHg o]
e 7hsAdol lon EA, deE o] WE ke ME H]
71E A5 Ao dijke] £48 o7l 3aE oM olfold A AUt HA
etrct felstez EHREY] A s Eo] 718 4 dem, AAE 3Gty ADAYL
B 3% 79 BE#HMH(cost of thinking) o] T2 ## v o] BEH AR} 372, 4]
2ke] Melo] At ADAAFOlA Ml o] Fold Thg Aol Erhe ol

243, ADAE Aeldgel F7iA1d A8 E¥dicte] delgtgo] H 13% 8% F71
gl ou tigk RS 7S 259 g R*E F7RAH S 2ol #sliRe] 3717} v
%31 7] i &l Huber et al. & &ECRS SAE @shA] 2Rt watd o] &2 G e &
EigEL POl HolR s 2Ysted 28R Zsid tE e a7 EAE Aolgta st A M
& 1o wfFFRmS s A A oh

Huber$} Puto(1983)+ Huber et al.(1982)9] d+& & ¢ &7, dd 1ol Ao s

El
o
N
2
ol
o
2
o
o
=2
r o
o
L

4% 31 o) ok (relatively inferior alternative — LU F RIAZ AdH & 71212 ZH o= F5l
R 2 B9k RIAE @ 40 disted ZA b 5 53t & & &
Aol e FHUIgte] aRE o F7F 4ste] TA IR A 8] SZERLE A e tige
(2 o) g ZAE fkol SASE Rzt & 5+ Ut
o] &dto) 4 Huber9} Puto RIAE AE ol F7HAZ 2= @EZCR 7 YEEA]
retha s ol B2 #EME JERA] 92 At tE did A dEoRN
v RISl £MARE FIEFE vie BHMLERE (simplifying strategy) & AHE-8&
A AAgeH FiiREs YF e Mk (trade-off rule) ] fHH 0T Bt E (rela-
tive attribute comparison)el osf A& 5= vk FastA

Huber et al. (1982) 2] <179} Huber 9} Puto(1983) 2] A4+ &5 1RHE7F Tversky(1977)
o] MR oblel v Mendgo] st = Luceo| A9 &2 (IRR con-
dition) & #¥F Ik AHLS B FRou} @EFRE TAESA G olfE B 2
2] Zgon o]Eo] AAE FHilE ] SAH TSN = B2 ket A7k Ao

7 2] Huber et al.(1982)0] A A1 & H7lapy dw& ohg3 gof W& 7 Ark AA, A
2 u)<23 giotrjel vlwstE Aol ©l i #BShy] wjEoll(Tversky 1972, 1977 ; Shugan
1980) E ATz ADAQ] vy} WA olfE ssAol Eom, B4, ddd tigs 7HE

fu

o
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o] o7l dibe AuEhe FE2EES MH|EEc] AMSSHA We Ut SV AEERR
(Ratneshwar et al. 1987 : Simonson 1989) | M AR AL, A, AH| 2R 2 Emay)
FAlol Mele] FiEi (optimality) & Sk Elo] 7] W&ol (Payne 1982) BEHREWS 1A
A1717] 918 EA QM ADA Atolo| rt el g sz A ae] Stk e Fe
& Huber$} Puto(1983) & 44l 2k7h A A ehtolvt RIAC] 1174 & o (anchored) &%
Hate o E EWA tEEE BHERETT BIHRRE TN F At FEIoy
Qo] A= o) fE¥EY BILEE St B9 238 ARt 4 Aoz X7hs
A TRV, ES fAteY BiEEiT WGy HAQ v £4H RS FINE
o FfER BAlC R 7] oy 7] miFol] FFIER e HEe] I

4
30 3 e
o=
fr
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Ratneshwar®} 1°] FmE° A+(1987)9F Simonsone] A-(1989)& 1UHRMEIR 57
(verbal protocol analysis)& Faf d o) FEe] F2 ey B}t 2 WM KA
& AHESthe WS HEA ol 23 Ho] FESIMRE AT T el E F gl
T F3h 53] Simonson(1989) 2 74 o] &4y # (trade-off analysis)o] §&tieto 2

B TS FESHA] EE BEE 4o A ADAY EAVE ol & kEcEe A
o] Hels IEEAAI 2N FolRR 7 g Ao & EA b At
BE7F BEE 25 olFolA v 27 - S AEa7) dsiA e ols EELE ¢
HE7F dolok st ADAS EA7E 1 Bl E A2 dvks Aol

whek Simonson®l FFHE ADAZE ZHu)oly} AAdiobte] IBEHKS arIe o
&l (tie-breaking role)-& +33&thA Huber et al. o] 9A-1(1982)0 A & E %7 YeELR
o e AEE F US Aok dvistH ADAVY oleigt A%E T A FolmR e
ADAS} 91X Btk EAod ol WshAl 57) Wielch vivlo] o] e HFEE RIAS F7}

1) APEWB=9] 7120 1,98 "ol f0o)n, THHEM=] £40 218 7001, RIAS] £4& 258 80|zt
& o}, Huber ¢} Puto(1983) %= <l & 7o) S48 oh-g- i} 3 ] .
72 B el o)) ﬂﬁﬂ(anchored v} RS S D A BN ER ] BRS 3
- .

REEE £4 108 27
Al 200 E o] ~as = R RIAZ S B2 60NEE 298t 2208 Y=g onlsiA g 14
A HAHOR wol AHTh EF &M 17} RIA Dgsof Heig A FIolx o9} po gaow
ERBIST) ZYB A= vls) S48 ol Brks golth S1efi o}7)4) Lu) ot KR BAEe] 14

Ho} HAWRS TS HES S, JYNA SRl wENRES £ 100 AL 2005 9ol ¥

2 RIAZS Wife 100SE 37hustol EH108 Dol Ak weba o 25 9519 2 Yu=sh g
mao; THEE AoZ A2 £ Yon, 20k FHBAT| ] FYHUED HEARS © PEHE 2

Al ¥ +=dl, Huber ¢ Puto(1983) & olei g 3 & hatgt 2 grh,
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o olg #3lHRe] WAL HEY F gl Aolth 2 ol %t RIAZ MHAOR 553
EH kol LR E dike] ohrz EATY AN EELAD BE
A Fshal F 5] ol

I

o

B

i

o)z A & uw, RIAS} ADAE M2 oh& LE BES AX FHrIHRes T8AZE AL
o gk, F oigte] £ ol 4L A, ADAE EH U A S| ZEHOEZN B
_]

Mfote] MelS E#EILAIZ F U v, RIAE 293 £3lcts doln 5, ADA7F A
%

fu

0\4

2wtk RIAZF #7151 7490 21 2he] BEgMo] o Hohe Hol
o ole g Aol e vzt NelAAo] FoF YL vl o2 o 4E AT o}F A=
ol% nele AT A8 Uk E3 wEKR 90T Egee B HRS ) 49l 3
2 EEREY FiEYe] BAE Fyety = dv 2 ettt skl

WRE B HESH vlatd 0w gL ol AFTL ¥ 4 A

A, BEFF B S0l ADAYRIA, olx shnrg sl #3 MRS A7 vl & 5
R 5 O nade] 4% tiore] MM (ADA, RIA)Y ©he H3lusel Hste setan
zzto) A e Aeld ol e e Aue A g,

S, du Ao BB ohel fetE o] ST s Fo IR VA E S o

M. #EzmAy %5 2 RERE

3.1 S 4EE I (range-frequency theory)

ol 7+e) M-S Aol & 4 Uk o) Flsk(stimuli) ol i & pEo] BHE RIE A
Aol o] B olgl Hi#s(context) S HASE OE #igol= o&dvde oln
(Parducci 1965 : 1968 : Tversky 1977 : Mellers and Birnbaum 1982 : Gescheider :
1088). WM T ol 2o fHE ey VIETEG S ShiE A 53] #ike] e SEY -2 IRik
mgrsol Bl njaE QS AR Ee BRoldt & & ok

HEREERKZY AR e HERie] HErel TR datel FEl, 5 #EREL
(range principle) 2} #fRE B HI(frequency principle) 2] #®oll ol olFojZrtE Zolt
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(Parducci 1965 : 1968). #EFE Aol #ak o) @EE 553 MRSl TiE4EE (subrange) 2
ol AR Myl degol 3171 = Aol SIERAICIT A RE ] HHES
Tl s Arestal s 7 3olth(Parducci and Wedell 1986). 28302 ofefe] Az 2
o] CHrAs Toll A #isk 1o it HEFRE C.= F EH2] mEFHE o] Hoh

C. = W*R, + (1-W)*F. (Parducct and Wedell 1986)

&, R, RIS Ao ofg Col&stol U= A= 19 HFRE gk

F.:Hl

i
o

2oj ol g Caleaiol Ui A il WF Aok

W el gz el Beke] ol 4ol a o G (7HEA)

2 fEE We §EEE2IYH BEENOR #HRE AT o gEmEe std o
38 2] -2 0.590 717t Aoz AR 31 )tk (Parducci, Calfee, Marshall, and Davidson
1960 : Parducci and Perrett 1971 : Riskey. Parducci and Beauchamp 1979). o2} 3 #i[H
SEEGS 2o as piEA g4 olaiE U

A5zk Aol Aul(Eld F A )+ 10m /€ o]la 2AE3 BY A%+ Mim /e &
uf, A8 27 KT S RiEWol g FUHRA] HEEZ A KN S il s ote A8
A I
o] A% &EF A = Av| 7t 12km / ¢ (H Y A : range limen) LI ER) 2528 8K
ggolela FGstA Hil, F7HA MFE 553 WEZE AMRFTE RlsdHo mEy fi

1
oy
)
\Q
AN
rD’.

94 : frequency limen) 9l %2 BE KiERo|gtn dstA gl HEZ

T A7 o] ol WA Hed, 25 Al A A B AAHR] AL
2, 252 BE ZA A Aoz AdsA "

A7} 20km / € Q1 AR AR CoF mdisgol MEo] & drhd, Fisk
o] BE#E = 2.51F SvstAl B zlolth, 22| HAHAE 15k / L2 viH A B2 &F
FHo) whEwW Av7) 15km / € LL kRl 2E At Cubg &iFayolet i AdstAl k. g3, Wl
=X E A8 7t 14km /291 A5 AF Boll A 22 Ao w2 2hF 2 Cu #i%
ggolgtal dharstAl A 2FaF Be A%, & v ZA Holet st drh whehb A
SRR HHELS 1dkm / L (NEHX]) S 15k / € (H 3 A]) 2] Alolof HiETe] 2 %] (empiri-
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I

cal limen) & dAsl=E WET I H3 AFa BE g B 28 EREMQ] FoZ
Feks A "ol
e} 2o e #akol &E7F FUHE HS- Avrte o] ofE A Y

= =] A
E F AEe 5 3

ox

H i Walert

ol
rr

EEEEERS Mgl BYo] R g YTtk Aolug A kel a7t
ojmiol] wle} Fcto] FEG Withn Fgsitt F fe] sV el BEes 7EUE BF

(&, 2 Brzke ze fie] gt 2 3 2 kEgEc o 3& 3% positively
skewed) L wije] Z9RTh #lES ol & EEEHEE ¥ Aolch(Parducci 1968 :
Mellers and Birnbaum 1982 : Parducci and Wedell 1986). olei3t dA2 5 -9l ol #
g0l FEE prigte dEsREE ) a7 thE7] dE el Y= X9 2ol & go} LAY EE Holtt,

ol A e MR EE —de FEE o8 1 FE7E 4F5H ottt (Parducc 1965 ¢
1968 : Parducci and Wedell 1986 : Birnbaum 1974 : Mellers and Birnbaum 1982 :
Hutchinson 1983 : Lynch, Chakravarti and Mitra 1991)

122 thd Huber et al. (1982) @ Huber ¢ Puto(1983) 2] Ffzeol A #iiExR 7F Ve HA] &
& o]lgE RolVP A e old i fFEe AHEIA BRS AT Aolw, H volrt
%5 Rl thated RlekorAm ol o &kl et M2 & B AAIstaLr}; Fheh

3.2 BRBRE B2 (decision process)

Parducci®l &EMMERR S Aol &9l W Fi IR Ag ol et ziol7] mEo
FHINEE mEEERROEA Agsty] dade dAER AR W uHvt Lastth
AwiH o g svlzte] Melzge © 718, @ F, @ FEAS 2 F7h D AAEPAA,
G Anlg d&ol 592 FAF ] duii e (Bettman 1979) HEMHEERERS 7ol 9t
AR AEY @riddd BEEUS B Ui GAES THskA deth 2y ARE S
w g ot AR A e E 77t REsta] ek vla, A A & A RS AH 1Y
S sA Juz A AR RR S Fi KR ol E A Fad FEGDL & 4 Utk 53
FESK RS wAo BEte oArAA A o] F % ol R Anl At BEREMM] ADAE
o] A7 A AP A7t w3 gEEEC] 2Pl gl Al AZbE A Rate] BEYRTHE
ABakA) k& 7HEAdel 27l W ol

o

—_
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Einhorn® Horgath(1981) &= ti¢te) £ ik T @

tilo
N
M
f
2

b1 S B ohE diqtel] ols) Ay
Aglo]l wEA AAREGL stg o,
Hauser ¢} Gaskin(1984), Shugan(1987), Klein¥} Yadav(1989), Huber2} Klein(1991) & &=

T A g o] JEiEzRE ol A ol A 2 S A A sh] 918 A ulE tlbS Al AAIF] 7] o o
JHE A digre] BF A A defo A ol o] Fthi sk ok

@£ ¢ Klein? Yadav(1980) & S RES 1A 42 sl 3 A42lo] Bebvbedt 542

. [CR

¥ theH(dominated alternative)& t©] o] A}2)

R

BH&T A7) ERBIRES H71EHA] R EE e EIZRE S H e SRR % o)
A A s ol Rojtta Stttk & JAE A A EBER LA HAE HYdedss
B0t A8 Gk 5 B2 8RR o] GAlol A Melo) J3ks 7] doe Aol
Zev| 25 o] EEBERE MO A AulE tietE viE]l A AA T = ol f utE At E o] %
/&2l Z/(cost /benefit consideration) | Zolv} HMEZ S M0y A (con-
ceptual framework)oll ¢ja}d Anv|zte] HeldadR L stHo T = HIsl FWpES 3}

PlE &eh e dHeRE we

B

Zshatel = &) Rl 98] o] F o) W} (Payne
and Bettman 1992 : Johnson and Payne 1985). 13t & Bau @] A 2 g tiets v
g AAANTIE A ERRE] EMMTARC] w8 g 433 AAIF = ol teslng
M| AHE S ol g FE A8 AMR A HE Blolth

T2l 2 2 Huber et al. (1982) 9] A& A= ADAZF H A dighel ola) A3 Aujs g
ERREMIEE Ol ADAZE Al A8 2 2% Huber et al. o] 9= #HERE7 L4431
F g Aolat= #mol 7hHestth L 4l 2 A A ighete] ADAS tis) 23l ¢-Hlshtt
e AMdol REBEES MAAA T olf7t Hol FIJIHEES LAANASE 7 :
2 WEERES] ADAZF A AS o] AnR7t ADAE Metiete g e guigts 3
t} FAYIRbALolo A o) Mefo] w9 ojH LR AnAE O EEEES S AAT 7] 9

2

|22 o2 ADAS| EAAME S F8stA E Aol ozl

x;O

clr

‘,_.
olr
2
L
°
=

g2 58 dadis
b Aol Al IEELAE B9 B ZA LAYk} (Simonson 1989).

olz| g ol w= Huber$}t Puto®] d+4(1983)o M= &EGR 7T S Qolol gt
shvistd ADASL @el RIAE F AN Al == =) 7] wj &ofl FE e MR A A
A=A g FEo]l E1 1 A GEIEES kiso] HET JaatgoA] delo] 43¢s F7]
7] gEolt}, w3 Ae Ao ADAR T RIAE F7HA14 of 447 0 2 g gaw
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A7k 28 slm2 4827 ADART RIAE A AA 71717 o @& 2t (Huber and
Klein 1991).

olol thaled Huber®t Puto(1983) & #EMR7} itk F33tn AA|w B &3 s
A A g AL ol o] 52 BIt&E ) A7]ol we} RIAZE F7HEUS 2%

1)
nx
_?l_’
)
N
52
22

of MAE AFE EAEAAE 2 A7 gl 570 s A5 aiek ALY 4 vl 2o
Aol @EME PSS & 4 A (Huber and Puto 1983 p.42). wheta] A=) = gtoj
RIAZ} 7bE 3% @R SA4sts A& o] & A3 & Zart doa & 4 ok

o] 3ol =g vteto R FF3 tiete] MAo] FEEIMR v A= G B 7S A
A&t o5 2o

7HE 1@ A9 3o ADAZE 712 3¢ #EMR = TAA & Aot

, ARl ADAZE 712 B¢ BHEEES 27 H5IRY 270 9%
& FA %< Aot

7Hd 2 A9 J el RIA7Z 3712 25 #EZR7F 28T Rolth
%, d9 30 RIAZ 3712 49 BHEE7 289 =5 #F51%RY 27

o]de] 7Hd & (¥ 2- DY ER LA st 7t 18 Ao it D1o] F7t

2 79sh g Dovt 2748 Ao HilERS 2o 2rhe Ao, 714 2k Bt Rle)

2749 Aeudhe et R37F 70 Ao #315E ) 2717 o Acke e ofH @t
7 mEEEERY G2 WEade] 43 ol 4L ety ¥ F donz

MEl 3ol RIAS) 7} 2718024 430 54i7F Mg A5 2u A5 o] ¥ Fado] o

gg WA 2 Rolebe e ¥ 4 Atk

gror (1@ 2-2)9h o] e gl 3749l RIA7F Z7beiche JAtire] Zdiehuch
A5 £4(S4 Dol wE7 Bol 23 B o ATl g} F
4 1LEoA AT e el BEes 9 o
R3% 2748 2w MEA7t o el HBE £4 1o de TAUte] WERD

&
:

A3 240l @ Aol o F B B
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& el o
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3.3 A= (familiarity)

e

o] Aol A RIAZF ARG A Foll A A7 FE7] &9 RIAVE F71E 39 4B
R AT Folete 7Hdo] AEHAAIR o] ] 3 MRIKE T B AR U Mgl o
3l =34 7tsAdel ok

HERCERA 2l FF IRV AT AL 25 S &EMRe] A EY L8y &
% (mental representation), & 3889 FN1% (subjective impression)o]] W3lE do 7 ==
o} foboll 9&S Frhes AL ovldicH(Lynch et al, 1991). o123 S £ %8y K& (rep-
resentative effect) 2t P2 dHo ATEL £REY TV FEE A4 5Eo] HE &
v2Hs 2 R e wAlsl7] 4oty FAst Utk (Hutchinson 1983 : Chakravarti and Lynch
1983 : Lynch et al. 1991). o]&9] 42 A AN5Eo] W LvjatEe] $49 g4d
HAW A zp=-0] $RE & HER] Zah7] wiol] HMETL 58 v Rl v]s) RRE HRE
vER) 7] foe Zolt}, Park ¥ Lessig(1981) & g7 Row 2 Sy MaiEEv) o7 o
ol Alghdoe] ol e, AL o Aol AR 449 7 3ol thate] ¥
MRS YA g FEHn &, gt 2o S48 dal g 888 AW
=) 7] ) 5ol £49] fEV] sl E £58y MR e FETE A

o2 g welol w2 RIA ofs £A4¢] &RV S48 2% BHHEI 2 vt 8
A7 28 AvxtEY 0 B2 F5IRRE TAAZ Aolztn 8 5 vk 2y 9l 9
ATEol 25 dFdigelr @2t (judgment task) g FHHAU7] o] JH
(choice task)o] 275 & HoIHRY ArolMm olei g #AZE YebE A= &t ¢
vhshd sta g o el o] LB Bfge] ME T E7V] wiid Al e gl 73
29t th2 Feje] AR, Fel2EY AHE-S UYEW 7] mi oo (Payne 1982 : Tversky,
Slovic, and Sattath 1988 : Schkade and Johnson 1989).

[«0

¢

Bettman® Park(1980), Johnson® Russo(1984) 5 < 43 o) Aol
A gaEed drdeldcE AFRE U 348 2teda #4380 5 s
FES A NZ UIFRAS W ST A gHaEs Ad A8RELS v PR i M
o d ol&aln] FoljF ARE AFeA nste v, BHREY B8 2HAE S HHRER
fE S ot BHEEET doigol Fo7 FRE T S8R Fon, BaErr ¥
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A ZHE2 BEAF S HEER R FEohe] MEEERE 0] flom old uEl BHREEEKE
Zosog Fojd YR E F BEHA] dethe Holoh

webA MM SAY 22 AnAES U £E0 AvlgRc ded FelAE(d
EBA, Lexicographic rule) & AH8& 7HsAol vt & + vk o582 HR A F7
FHEo] R£35H7] t & AqAIEAY RY FA M RIAE AAA 7| AY, Fosttdn 425 e &
AHoT Fol8 mEANHoEM BERAS S71E A7) A& Foly, A o]8jdt &
A2 Fo R LA g dA eglew &3 Aojrh,

o] Fe] w=ojol &l g 2 HE S AAE Utk

v

p

ilu|

74 4 A Aol RIAZH 3718 45 Sashe #IMRE 271: Mae i3 an
ol olal 24Q Aotk %, METH F £EY LuAE ) A9 wHET)
S B AuAEY FeRt 2 HIKRES Yebd ol

N. e hiE

4.1 MEAEISto|

4.1.1 RSB EE
A e 158 FTYHEAZ 16VE AT AAdPFH, ZENEG Ao TUH
L 7HR 8 FARE7], AHE a3 Egolo], vt FhellebE o4 Trle] MaEES Y
AR T FIUER] B BHE FEES AEA, TV, 9, A 289, oA

2% WEREA BBl 1 BAT AFS APAFLE AR K iR HIIX
Fot g BAE £A35H7] et 9o gol A Fnioh MERE S Mg 2elv}
S o fE e AFES BEstArh detA R REE BREH O ZA K£4985
Q HER HERHME J4ddn & 5 U
olel g WAMES AU R EYolut Abg A Al AF B A2 & P

Hem A PrEsl A st Mg el Wi ERSH H T 2 4 AT

S

.

i

Aol of

ir
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4.1.2 B Btek eS| RE
B A7E R 'Eol A7) ol A72d Fd gl AeEel g g st d Ay 258 S HE

z}ell o} s} o] Fof Hrt.

HA £ FFo] ReSMHED M=) K=& 7 faid B AMFae} vzt
AT (91 1¥83-92 9935 )0l 3 HBREREEE T2 Wil A & RV #
Fdoll ofzf el B 2 (pareto-oputimal) o]2}il AR = F 7hel diets #EE
B EEE T 0] tito]l FrhA] Ao oJs MEETT ]S
LEEmE) FARA SFAEANA $43 55 7M1 H7HEd (matching task) & #3441
o2 £ dete] MEEE 53 e A EE iRt

&4 7 F57HA 3712 (matching task) -2 #EH O Al g tigtel] disiM = F7HA] £4
HARE 2% AA s, Yoz & dighel] s shtel S4B A H HBREE St

7 E AUEE JB7F FojAA] & 400 tief AP ke 2%

= = 5L A
sttha EE g glenR &

i
2
r [o4
2
offt
olft
ro

e Folth & T 25W o HEE S AT SAHERE T H HA RS Tk
&4¢ #&& AHAUH
U A5 Uit SAFEL HREV BE 4T A AHA A AHHAY

i
Qo] WelolAsl 2AY MPAANT 4EF A5 U] SHFEL AYAAYS
o, 2 BEGENGEYD 23 TAUN 457 MAGANDG 25 E A5 et
o £4%52< APt

by
[o

O
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ol g HAEM S H

(E4-D Mesggo| of
H &L 441 & A2 ey gt
1651 EAT #HFE e E 7F A 0 1 2
it A 26MHz 6517 X X
ek B 21MHz 559k X X
et DI1C 16MHz 551t x
ot D2 11MHz 559 %
zgdH SEJINEE 7v AR 1 2
et A 2707} 547t X
i3t B 2202} 434t X
tjet DIO 170=} 437+ X
¢t D2O 1202} 437+ X
169 EAT 73 3+¥ FEH &= 7 A(Y) 0 1 2 3
tier A 26MHz 654 X X X X
i<t B 21MHz 554k X X
ot R1¢ 16MHz 521t X X
et R2@ 13MHz 509t X
¢t R3¢ 11MHz 49gt X x
= 4 g &L 7 A 0 1 2 3
ok A 2704} 547 X x
i<k B 2202} 43%¢ X % X x
¢t R1® 170%}F 407+ X X
ek R2@ 1402+ 387 x
et R3¢ 1207}k 373 X X
< o ADA & : RIA
) 4-19 F AF ol8le) B v AE, TAAR), HUEY 2aZdolo], vjtiestatg d¥AFon
B RO e AT THO A AR QoA A UEA A PGl T4 MRS 2

A Apg
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42 FREBRE| RE L WERINET

A BFRE A9 AT MWL B avlE o] dulo] oj@ A WalsEAE B2 9
s REMESHT HiEe ASSHAoH, EEe AU 298 golr4olE 193} njots)
5 g

Yol & 29re £73tE tety 1438 &

£ skl 1% 1992 1149 49 -5 23 2k BB S 3ok

"ol 9o 2ol 4lo] & 1y} clolH Blo] & 2uhe 7tz shlbe] KR ER O
AEAE, BiEE 2989 HE Qe RIAZ 2718 s Q9o 2 A gEEEe) 3w (o
g e of RIA®) Wiwo] wet oha) 4l Aere 2 AXEYD, #%E ADAZ 27hs s 49

o2 A EHEKES REFE, ) wel A SHTo s RS aeia] dE A
d5 3 diete] #R(ADA, RIA), &@EKESY A= 2 thete] siEs £ 2K (be-
tween factor) & 2, G 3 PHj¥E = EHER ER (within factor) 2.2 =Y}

rr

4.3 MEREI R

7Y SYA TS o) §3te] oF 15¥ 7o) AH AW KRS VA wHmEol N WRED
2Nsn ol HE GHE T H ARAE MR FoRM o) Fo) Ak KR HAEIES 9
s g g shold A S Sula 4H e HEAe] FIYAES 2 THYoT RE AR A

4.4 BROAIE

g E N3 #HEBREE] HAEE BESH $8) Park ¥ Lessig(1981) 2] 3wl -

o]

o




X X

218

K o W W 5 o B AT

oo 2XoE D" B X F&

e S ST Hia ol ! ~ R

_o MoE m 3 r o < ok Hin

T = b Zo i N 5% = o bR =R

mw o W o e N Ed T = = =
- — ' o

I TR - A AT

g # o ‘% X m — K o#H B T

ool 2o 1A o T O o v ¥

T o= Lo o ¥ 4 >4 — ~
H " P
TR8Tif ¥ I 2rL 5
B 0 o) do 3 ] w o) = ™
N " o = = o
A Ay T G g
< J r s mM ) 55 B ‘.19.0 o i) i =0
Weogro %0 < K up A £
e . T = g ]

L A EOE O oo o= T

A TN Pow oz
O L 5 o T B¢ ' gy N o o U
2o serw ERRY 1 ®oolow o34
S Y a T — ! o= L
cr3fzy =202 8 TEI L E
—_— wm - = ru Yo o ~ a_% m T ] Wm A L
~ .«m | pild ~ %o & i i % oF i = W »er
g - ' I — = ~
ol 25 ouox g T T g ' ro¥ BN
LT I T d ® K oo > N N
oy v Y = B qﬂ. ' I e 2 ey
0 B o= T = T Moo T o 5 T Ty ol
® R o ow O = % & & = o & om0
A A oy K %l TORCARE B S
= wum A W . ~ = . ww 5 3 u.L A 0 oA =
S B N s B = & %@ g
Ty = & iy O“ = o) == " Mo r
= X T & T o® a B o B s Mﬂx w.m oF ;My i
2T oslk TR E fwu 3wk

o o iy o N [ o S <
WW o =~ X o 7 & — %T g o R O o= < A o
P Ly R woan * IIrTaLg
= T ®T 4P o ol N L
° % & % do ' ow B & 2y oo o o T
- T R B~ % ®E B = & T SR T Ay s
py )

OW 0 ._1_ o [\ ~ \
dM "¢ ‘.* Lo»ﬁ s #ﬁ wul ‘_mw‘_ E) 4};‘_ = ﬁ W nK o E#a o N Yo
woow B Mo oH R R F ok wm s o®om g W
o ) B T i w0 = o

vreh i o

=2

=2

54.82 A1 %

TA7F ALY w4t 2y o] Hde] BHEEE =

3

vz

50.7, 51.1,

AHE Atolo] M QRIS BEE7} o]

o]

o

L

-

2t Fche] BEET Y
o RIAS] #rE7}H mmsl & Yol

ste] RIA7} 3715

V&

=]
L

o} ol
(p<0.05).

x
=
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24 ERBHEEY KEBEMES T30 D 8= oB g K MErt AR Bt
& M2 A vikgt Ao EEES AU 48 5 S Zoth
7o+ BREC U3 HREE =737 98l Park 3 Lesssig(1981) @) &880y HIEFH
- Altle 2AReAE ol 3 gylew

*
&

e AT 0B F Seo
FEAQ) FEo 2 G5 el HEBIERES 9 ets
SIATAE R, F7HA i o2 SHE Haggaleld MRS 0.84128 4 FAEH LR f

o] 5} tH(p<0.001).
5.2 {RER &8
521714 12| A3

o Mel el ADAE 74 A9 @EMRL HAsA okethe goldh (&
5—1>2 ADAS] Hel R 912el) uhe tEel deBeusts tehin o

(ES5—-1) ADAS| fIX|off M2 CiotE2| MEHEFEME;
AR HLHA) HHHHB) ADA(DI)
53.9% 46.1%
49.4% 48.7% 1.9%
A HA) FHRHB) ADA(D2)
61.3% 33.7%
41.2 _ 58.0% 0.8%

01) A&7 At &

(2, E3ucte] deistg S8 7t thackes 38 & F s (2.6%25=>19.3%), ol= Wit

D27} 27 o EATte] Heigge] o &

rg
)
iy
ani
g
X
9
o
>
Ny
uld

]
£
rO

D1E o} &AW
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74 Aolu g wEME AL 7teAdol V5S¢ UTh
olgj gt A4S RO R wEsty] A ¢ TR E AR e (E5-2>9 &
AEMNAE B il D19 F7hA] R UPo 2 o] EF#RS 6% (27—21) 3
ek D29 F7hA]l EAUIQte 2 o] EiEMMR L 239 (28—5) o2 Fvlste AL & 4 ol
E 3 olef gk zhol = 0.018] F Tl A zolE e ATH'=7.34, p=.007).
(E5-2) ADA2| 2IX|0f| [}2 5%iBMIRO| TR FIFR
FEAUbA FAdte R ARt A FA o2
Mel g A Ao 5 Nelg A ae 2he] 5
ADADI®) Z7b 2113 271
ADA D29} 7} 54 2873
Frol A & (%) 1 7.338 AHE 1 fol% 1 0.00675

—0.2512U + —1.45%6 R (x = 78.982)
(0.2696) (0.5687)

E&WFY BAAFE FANHLE Fo5A Gt (Wald FAZF = 0.86, p0.1)
ADAe] A RiFel s A= Fold A folstAth(Wald &A1 % = 6.55, p<0.05). 7
H M) ‘indicator-variable coding scheme’& AM&-317] W&ol A A7 SFete AL

ik D20l visiA] dict D1¢] F747F ¥ dictel e g Es garvtte AL ok

S

[

N

3) Uit E8L 400 T FRES HANMNE AF UL EHAI F 24U FEHY Faxot 4
ANAE BT HH oBN 7HE S EsoI
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e A& ¢

K@zl o137}

ubehr] S
Fenzg A5 7hd 12 714 A

E#mR7E 2T =

Aojth, (£ 5-3H<

5.2.2 7t 22| BB
7t 2% ME Q3o RIAS F7HA1E A$ giEs
RIA2] el AW Y=ol & thetE 9] Meistg s s vehlz gloh
E5-3) RIA2| MEHTIBILY 2|X|0f HE CHOMS S| MEdEigtH S}
A A) FAYHB RIA(R])
61.9% 38.1%
42.3% 48.7% 9.0%
73 A) £ UHB) RIA(R3)
64.3% 35.7%
45.1% 47.3% 7.6%
et Rio) Mel gl 718 4% 7IHdd =2 §93 A7 fdazzh 24
& 4 AAH10.6% : x=20.61, p<0.001). Zeiv} (L 532 HW dgvhs @2 HigE
o] 7|7} RIAS 9 x]ofl F&& B2 Fevhe AE ¢ 7 A 10.6% = 11.6%).
b 19 AZ 3 sYstA RIAQ 9lAlo) whe AU ASAEE uxp2Ag o} Fyazt
Aoz Foahx] Ut (x=0.196, p>0.1)
2, Bty §8w49 RIASY ¢

Z5

FolFRA Y Aol B
FAYQe Meiglg e

o BaAnE
Quisz st 27

42§ ol

SR RN

A5 (R)E 5
(¥ = 124.267)

0.389 U + —0.198 R

(0.4496)
(Wald &A% =

(0.2186)
w7z 58S Us HAASE date F5oldA fojsiae
W4 Rel 87 of5h4] QARETH(Wald £ 1% = 0,19, p)0.1). ek

3.16, p<0.1), $1X

It O o
Bl I S
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X RIA7} 37b2 o) BAR7 $ g8t gt ¢ & lenz b4 2% 77ty 2o,

5.2.3 74d 31t 7t 42| AE

7hd 32 AR Pl RIAS W=7t F7hsd A 499071 el 39 449499 sy
2 olE ARG FIIRT SUHOE Rela, 7h4d 48 RIAYE 271 7S S ase 5
5IRiEe] A

AlF ol theh Aol gt A oighe] del S ¥sts Jehf o gl

r1r
o
A
bt
2
1o
9
P
kﬂ
ol
o
fr
50
3
N
=<1
U‘I
,r_.
~
fr
o
o
1o,
L
ﬁ
=
L_:
n
=

{E5-4) RIAS| 2AX|2} Bl R of THEH EXLHQe| MEN SR H S|
thet R19] 3717 | oiqtR39l 7P | tiek R1, R2 R39] &7 A
. P 17% 11.4% 27.7% 18.7%
& | 20 1.6% 20.0% 12.5% 22.8%
= = 16.7% 13.2% 22.3% 17.4%
R 10.6% %7} 11.6% %7} 26.7% %7}
a:o¥s 4wy b e Susiet
c: b} B ele o RIAS RIE 7 F7h%

(£ 5-4% ww 2o 2719 £4uelehe RIAS W57t o 2 del Txuere] d
BEE F7tste e o F AtH1L.6% = 26.7%). F I MW AREg s @At S
e w frol FF 0.100M 2ol s e tHx’ = 3.37, p<0.1)

& We9) FHMR(B.%, 17.4%) 00 o Arte R & 4+ Atk B3l AEE7} 53 4
Fol 4B AEL HATL TR A9 ALY F7HE RA0R (4.6% = 20%), RIA

o] M7t Fvhete 7S BATIQEe] dalsge 425% 1 VA AL
A&=rt 3 £F9) 26AY Aol GEAR7E Qe A ol 17 18 RIAY] 914
of & o5} MeMBANZTE WAL MG A, Fo 52 0.1904) FilrrRel 2717} 2o]

Yok & £ A4 =3.06, p=0.08). Zeit} & Tl ulet HaeiEEAzg s waE A3




A ARG =gEsE RIA9 99 HIEE Yehds W4 RF, 54
OFAM, ZAdicte] &&%4 U, 18] RFY OFAM @] 35 2850t
W4 RFE ¥ 38 W2 A, tiek Rle] F7bH T 19 28, it R37} F7hsw 29 g,

R
18} ok R1, R2, R37F 25 F7b59 39 3 ZErh A% Ews OFAME 73

w2, AHE) FAY 5 4919 e, AFE7F T FEY AoE 29 @ pET

(F 5-5) H3IMPEO CHE RIA2| IR, Bl o} Rz ol HEto| CHEH 2XAE] 3| HFMA Y
AT (7Ll A F 1 A7) = 477.471, £ 4+F = 0.3958
=Yy 37 A Fzeoxt Wald 4 & foz
B E7}
St 25 @© —1.6509 0.5164 10.2188 0.0014
RF 9.9692 0.0068
R19 71 @ —1.7388 0.5860 8.9691 0.0027
R32 371 ® —1.6185 0.5753 7.9140 0.0049
A 7.8252 0.0200
OB RS, 1.7561 0.6387 7.5603 0.0060
DxQ 1.3897 0.6284 4.8909 0.0270
EHget
°] 38U 0.1214 0.0741 2.6814 0.1015
S| E) 1.8128 0.4843 14.0104 0.0002

* . indicatior-variable coding schemeo) @& 37 A4

2473, W4 RFY 5 AAAS7 2F SFoldA fola] fuol S4veags @
42(2, thet R1, R2, R3& BAlo) 37kA171%E 2917 tg Rl
ARtk 2

o(N
mlo

R
U igt R38 £7hA71E ZSuo ZAgte] A E8e frolshA




w3 sy OFAMS] SHAAISE &40l A f28h7] wfFoll (31144 1 —1.6500.
p0.0D) M&EE7F F 53 49 V527 S 2o Aewc RHUe] Mg
frelshAl FrhA7ickn & 5 Adth 2Rielx B8l (F 5—4>o] thehviio] et R1S
F7IAE ol Udd el s 2ds 7] W&o 714 48 968 A5 dekar w7

ubebA hd 32 @ g AR EH ARG vHE 45 FEHOE AU A, o Bt ¢

= . O™

=
ﬂis i
%uu

6.1 & CHetel friE et 513 R0M CHE Fam

MEAFZAT, & R e w2 ADAVE F7ME A9 SRR S Y, RIA
7 F7hE Aol = #SEMR 7 LA A Ftch ol# 3 A7 A 2= Huber et al. o 974
H(1982) ¢k ur= x| uk Huber$} Puto®] -2 7H(1983) b= A x|ete Ao w A M=z
ol ADAS ¢ x]ofl what FlzRel A717F 2abd & loke A4S 9vsidg, elw ¢f o
g Fdol WA =T A RS 1 olfE the ol FUkA) steA e g dusich

A, 28|27 ADAS e EE 24 o& gigtsa 4 nejsttiaels BEg o) 27
F7tekAl 947) Wiiol ERICEMMER o) Al HE X X EEORBHE A nHgozy
HERRE LIS 7IsAdol Ak F, ADAE EHUISHY & Bk Folld 1 7hx7 2
slog BEHEC A F7FehA] 7] dFo HEANGA7R walg F gk Aol
olH 3 HE T FERENHEMN £%5T ddS AAHAIE d2bo) 9818 RIAS F71A)

71e 490 2] g A a0, ADAE S 3] 3447 ASd® Ne g}
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99k 2o vk Aol sl E 5 27}
#9 APPel RIAZ 378 Aol D557} 57 £52 20452 2 olog

WEHRS 247 2AALLY, AE5E7 R e AMAEL S99 W
£% 0 He HIKRE UElY) B WAH FEol e REMRT 2 ok
U ST 200 FUhE s 90 kel WiEs) Sokehe Al A4 57 4
FQ1 2 A F3MRTH MR e RS DEES AuAY e WAL ARz U
o)

He Blths 71 759 738 ¥EAee A Aoz et po] 4
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E BEAYF7I7E HF87] E FolX SAPRE FE5] B43A ¥ @sE F

Bl S AFE R Vb Aol Eo B R MMV U FEQ ANRE g 2 A9 HIINRE

UEH S Zolnh v Bt S0 FEQ HBREES WHRERENHE oV HHRERS)

#®E 2 doeng Fof JHE FH8] E&ain, 2 HHAX S99 g W] o
=

2719 FEIBRE Ve Zlor ARG

|

Fapbell UztE o] i = A 7] w&ef ol o)
s B Ayt dgsirkt e B A7 MEBES AFE BETOEZN F5IURE
uk Al A1 7] 7] wl#ol] Rao and Monroe(1988). Rao and Sieben(1992)0] 333t ute} o]
HlAbgo] AR B B S AN AN BHBEHERE 155 B
B EE 71 2 2719 FIIHREE JEE S 7heAE Ao gt vHEEA S A F=
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MBI AU 22 2042 BHEET RS 9 #5lxRe F4E Y
€ ol9h 22 dd2 kol 533 uhe} o] o] o] It R3S FRIE R MELRE ol A A
ANTlE ol Ak A %Ml shi gith. ADAsH= @2 RIAE 2 £4 570 AU
o) BitAk# ol shiotm $UsHA Q7] Yo RIAS melste] Hele A 49 ADA

et BEgmol wol FrhaA Bk 1dd AHEs B Ee 2 REe Py
He)E7]7h &m0l Fusly] st RIAS HAMMCR A A7) AT} 56
thet R3& et R1E T E5317) wiEol ERREM A A &Eo] of 4 HEz o
2t R37F A& el 715 9l T olEe] Bt H& #FIHRE Hehd Aolete F &0
7} 3o

mlo

6.2 %3 horel S et H5 IR0 LHE 5l

A e 7 MRS 2ae @EigE] RIAY HES7 tEo] o]Fo 4L ul #ik

feoll TAIgle] FoIHR7E 2738 SUHthe Abdolth oy & F5I R FUHA LS E3]
B 30 FEQ #HBREZEE Fs #EHAed(20% = 42.5%) 2L ol f, Hg o]

Eo| WHEHEAEN I HRERSRI) S5 HEY 2oE AAF

o]9} @& WL Parducci®| #EHERER(1965)] s BE] Jety € &
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