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The Analysis of The Effects of Marketing Variables of
Market Share, Brand Loyalty, and Market Structure
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AR AHFE L] 8 FREA S A G ETE gt 2R EAA 9 Fash
ALEE aAHA FPE& AF 7127 et o] wa} wpA W3}
Ao A& nHA &
logit model) & oJ&{7}A] viA| G HEFE S E4E AAFH R
oA de] ol &Hojxe RIFFe| shteltt. #uje] A
nel) 257 F3 o B2 AFol dsll d57bsal Ml @e}, 535 v d&F(fre-
quently purchased products} 2] 7ol o] Ad|zte] FufdEo]| F&S v &= HF-E
o] gtz g S S Qs 23 o] 9 o] BHA L Stk 23l mE Y o]EH uF
2 olu] 7]&Ee] B Aol Ao FAE] o] FolHon (¢HFF, MY 1993, McFadden
1973, Flath ¢} Leonard 1979, Gensch ¢} Recker 1979, Malhortra 1984, Ben-Akiva <}
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Lerman 1985), Guadagni®} Little2 1983132} A1& 3] nlAlg HEEQ Hulo) v X &=
BE EA st A8H AYE Festdrh. 23 23 lojA FAIVE H e ARk o]
2 A (heterogeneity) ¥4 = At¥ o &% (Guadagni and Little 1983, Gupta 1988, Kalwani
9] 1990) 2t 7RQ o AojA o] M4E 24, By v gto 2 A s AstTh

sy 2ARE S o] &3 npA B Y AW ES] EREALE F2 olE HFE I YRE
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714 e AR EE A Y] JAANA A= E & Al vAEESEE] a9} 3}
AL o] o2t BAGREE 0w FE vX e Ax 93] gefsioof givke
Aolth, deid oz AAFEE AASAAM A GEA Ao a3 AT = vHAH

TE °]&F F ojot &, 3 Gl ¢ Yoyt RAMGR 7 2 FFE v e AR
®of AR AR HEFARNE Fohlie A BT BAC td A77) o] F

ol 3t Aoltd, EE 0|23 £4S Guadagni 9} Little(1983) ¢ <72l Appendixol A
BoFE uio} o] 2ARYPME o= Fr Mol 7153ty vl B33 ANA S AR

2ARFP ] & g FAFS E4E 93 AR g7t §olskA ke et F, =2
A mEo] fdAREE o] 87 B AEFY A ol &HARAIRY, AuA Wl (con-
sumer durable products) Y 2+ Al (industrial products) &} £Ad] glelME A 1 &84}
47t gle 24olth E8 I olf & o8 d AFE Ao e ZUIde A= 1 7o)
M7} o vton, oo A3 AE7F 25 RYP A o] §rtEd FHE AAHLZ He
HolA UAA 7] WFolch E3 e Auinl=2 s, d8FE Ao oM 71 F 8
g Wrolm 4njate] o] A A4 (heterogeneity) A& 31237 A g MY 2
oMol FHEAZ | et QA FHo] o & detolth. Lu|RY] o)A o] mF o

1

g = %] ¢k ek-& 7% Chamberlain(1980) 3 Horowitz(1981) = A5 2] FA X0 #A)7}
ASS XA vk Yk, B AP Pl JEe} 22 FHFT ol U AFE Hu}
ol 8" Fx o 23 2y FAYE 2RH o2 HAso FA e £

o] ol A =o]E uie} go] 2ARF L wAYIYAAFE] ANFH{FEN WA= 4TS
AAHoZ gt sted FAAT B 713 BRE 275 Vg9 sAREGEAE

PGl A o] &3t e FAHEES Bola ), ol £ A4+ 23 2y g npA"HHS
THEA o] gjido] ©A AIFHF-&¥No] olYzt FHEE F AR e FA TR
AARE 75 3t T+ del-2 2 2E 2 3 (The Beta— Logistic Model)-& 27}
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fo} ey e pHolAE Are) Fehe) dolHE 24 28T 92 QnE 7123 (de-
scriptive) Q] Aol A iR A8 E IR o] 88 4 ok FUEL A Bk
2

og Bol RUDAREANE 28 AY 282 o] §F FEAN TR Ao} AP
YTz R /)12 ATEL 193] 1S F 2 A7) ol HE WEh sy

Fol £2 BYS AN, A N FAME 454 A2 ol8std 2 wFe) 4834y e
gasta, AN gol A dztel st /9o R AEelA S o & Avnrlz do.
Ao 2 A Vg N AR S #72 Pr,

1. 2EH AEl B3 (Stochastic Model) S 0|8 AT ET o HAF

2EALE 23 g o] &3 FHN S x| g A+ Behavioral Approacho) A 7155 =
MAA el Aol dpnche A 2va e AadEW] e A ayddsFzdale] A
T FHol HFo] FHow F=2 FujdES K E(the distribution of purchase
probabilities) & o] &3} A o]F ) Stewart(1979)+ o3t X & =i ¥ (The
Loyalty Distribution)2} stlem, B8 S/ 2na sl FAAEe] 49 U g7} 7}
Z gol] Bag o] gt 39t Fo 1+ W ElR 4 (the beta parameters) 5& o] £-3}<d
U dene) 7ol S8R F ) 218 AA 817 % st th

Sabavala®} Morrison(1977)& dau)d T2 g 5o o3t Lvjzte] of Zx(loyalty) &
=23 3}7] 98l =344 (The Polarization Index) ¢& AAlstgGtt 15L& ojdgo] v}k
Fejo FERTE el £ Je WegE¥E wEada 7133 &, F Y WE RS o
¢} BE ©] &3t 95 ¢=(1/(atp+1)) 2 B3t} ©] A5 0FE 141019 gke s}
o ohZ o ¥ 1o AlAlE vhe} Zo] au|Ape ARl FujdE e ABNIE AAF
¥ i3S HstA gk
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(ED FEX| = g2 B
(a) (b) (c)
: K ‘ M

1

0 p 1 0 p 10 p 1 0 p 1 0 p 1 1
a, e a,f—> 0 o, f>1 a=p=1 0<a<1 0<a, f<1 a=p=0
I

g>1
PERE $=0 0<p<Lt =1 0<g<s  t<y< =1
v 3 3 2 3

2. NEZAHYT=EM0 thgt O3

ol sheiel holM FEES BATIE W Fe] Fotdte AL vABEZ A oA
o FRE Yolrd o % A AR AN E B ATE Faked skrh. oi| Ao
ARAo g AL sl FEE] 2o A o5 = partitiond Fretd o2 A AAFY =
°] = cannibalizationd £33+ YA | ZE& A $H S Zo]7] 9T NEAZ AEA L
Wt 2 npA g o 4l F oatd A o] T Aol

AAY o] AMTZE Hotalr] 9 AFErE S AREre] wbe# A (the cross—
elasticity) & o] &3 7|2 A Q) AATF %

Qo & tieket 7S B3 A7) o] 2ol ATt o] A1 HEAH WwHogE xgel 9F
7} golsitie AR oz A8 miAF Rl 7MY AFHoZ o] fHo FEAHYR
(the brand switching matrix) & ©] 8% Ad7+E5& & 4 2.2n (Kalwani ¢ Morrison 1977,
Urban, Johnson ¥+ Hauser 1984), =1 $]oll 5 7l % 7] (inter —purchase time)\} A H] 2]
AFeAFe) o) 4 (in-use substitution) A48 E o] 88 ALEL = 4 gt} (Fraser 9} Bradford

1983, Day, Shocker ¢} Srivastava 1979).
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3. HIE} - 2X|AEl B3(The Beta—Logistic Model)

MlEb—2x) 28 wae] WA upA YR} oh, o] 43 A (discrete choice)o] A

7h He g st ok A o] otk Heckmany}t Willis(1977)-& =2l 9] 7}9] -4 2

i

q3t7] §18l, Davis(1984) = #F2] o] Fo] et £4E2 BA317] 98] o] 23S Hes
AT £ Dunna} Wrigley(1984) & £ 2&& thiake] 73 9 (the multivariate case) & 8
Aot LB aA] JH Ao HLeATh 12y vpA ol oM, B mE 9] o) gt
T M FEEANA e Adeolth olslo e M B nEo o) &Y

3
e dgetr2 ok

-

-

3.1 2% 28(The Logit Model)

23 wgo] glojA], o ;e Mug
variables) 9] 42 ez d &
# 19 A &8 P2 vS3 o] EAEH

< sl oo o)l 4=(exogenous

B
, g ol #F(bivariate) o] EAol o] 4

)

B exp(xp)
l 1+exp(xp)

A 71M x& W HFE 2 HEH(vector) ol g 3%

mdoA FALE P9 onl= H43 GHvalue) S 2t
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olt}, oldlel M= B RF o =& FAS dHsVIE o

3.2 Hi|E} — 0| & 2 8 ( The Beta —Binomial Model)

W El— o] g & gdolx ofHl AE ] AHEEL Fr)e| w4 (parameter)Q) « & 8, 1
2] 12 7ol 3] 4=¢1 ne] &2 YERUA "

f(p) = f(p:x,B,n)
I(atp) =i(1—p)*", wh B>0and0<p<1 (1)
- - 7 - , Where a, an
rrg ¢ ’ ’
o] 7]+ WlEH2 E(The Beta Distribution) ®] % & (mean)#} ¥4H(variance) & th& 7 2ol

vrehd,

E(p) =

(2)

a+p

Var(p) = id (3)
(a+p+1) (atp)?

a2 & nfe] Pl F o FRE kW Ale SELS & 2ol EA

[(oa+p) I (at+k)T(f+n—k)

f(kio,fn) = )
i) = () o r T W

3.3 HiE} — 2X| A E! 28 (The Beta—Logistic Model)

HEl—2x 28 282 vel—o|Prg e £ w4 o9 #E AR HETY JATFA T
2= (demographic variables)E & Vel & Rolth, F, vlel—olg 2y T RFES v}
A" W5 AH|AE A ue WEsleE = Fojth
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a = exp(xr,)

B = exp(x7,)

A7 r=(r, r)E ZFE HElolr x&= vpA RS JIFEAISH 4 A E
(exogenous variables) o]tk 4] (5)oll 4 #|+=(exponential) el & g olfr+= o1& &3l
el wel =450 4t F(positive) 2] #Hg 2 5, L 2ARE
o] 3tA| &71 $geltt.

ggoz 2 (5)8 4 (2)o] dsresy, tew 22 we-2A2E 283 4 HE
Zolct,

s

exp(x(7,—7.))
E(p) = (6)
14+exp(x(r,—7,))

2] ()& wadlele] Hewg AQstae 23 2y $YS Fejolc) o] 2y A A
WS o] AR 5 o] &t zF anlAyel] o Hit FelFE(H (2) 8 F3h)ol |4
Ao A Hm, £ T HELFES o835t Jud A &g Exx A"
ro] 24 e MLE(Maximum Likelihood Estimation)-& %38} o] % o124 = Likelihood
4 A (5)E 4 (W ddgezA doxA o, FHH2Z A (7)o AAIH] A

I'(exp(xr,)+exp(xr,) )T (exp(xr,) +k)I(exp(xr,)+n—k)
Litk;r,n,x) = (7)

I'(exp(xr,) )T (exp(xr,) )T (exp(x7r,) +exp(xr,) +n)

3.4 Cj2|Z2) - 2X| AEl 2&(The Dirichlet— Logistic Model)

ool N Boizl wiekEx 28 e g7 chdF(multivariate) o] 3-¢2 &F=old 5
ook mAe] ARz FAE NS 7Psha, ofE 28RVt F ndle] el 7 R

it
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Kk, Koo, ko FElETT ZFRsAE 28 o] & st 2EQ) thd 2 ¥ (The Multi-
nomial Model)& t}-&-3} zro] UeltA Erh
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f(K|P,n) = —————P/...P " (8)
kteeky!

4714 n =Yk,

K= (K, K,,---,K.),

P = (P, P,--,P,).
q714 el 27t A &E o] HERI P g, a, -, au(w ) §S 2)9 REFES 2 0]
Z2l ¥ (The Dirichlet Distribution) & w&cia 714 3s1d, zt A
TS O3 #Zol Yehdrh
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o (o —o)
Var(p) = ——— (10)
(1) (a)?

o Ug 283 oyde £xE 4%s ogd-deZdd 23 (The Multionomial —

Dirichlet Model) & £Z#) e th8-3 200, ol WEl—o| R T 4 (4 thiary
A2 H39 Puont.

L T (ta))
f(Klan) = —— - (1)
%%l L (o) T ()

0:17]}‘1 o= (ocx,ag,“',ocm).
oA 71 A kA A gl uhe} o] alA B AW Ry T EA S =4 2

W Ay 4=
2 ]2l Z 3 24 (Dirichlet Parameters) &S Ueld the-3} 244 "},

flo
i

a = exp(xr,),

a0, = exp(x7,),
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(12)
on = exp(x7,).
ANV 7, 7, v AAE S xO U1 FA 2] ey "o A (9) 9} (12) 8 o) &31H A
Eio] Hi A SEL oh3 9 go] A E T
B(p) = X007 (13)

JE A (13)0) bz 23 28 (Multivariate Logit Model) 2} £ 3+ dejel <
AA et Zo] MLEE o] &34 v, 2z} 4nxbvirte] Likeli-

I‘(Zexp(xr,))ﬁ(l"exp(xr.)-i—k,)
L(KIN,7,x) = =
gr(exp(xr,))F(N+Zexp(xr,))

Ao R ro F4L FA 2| AHE] ¥ Log —Likelihood$H+9] && Fdislgto s




NARHE, ABNBE % ATzl A e G 2 Ee B 29]

M. 2%4 24

2 el A [ 34 ALE 2850 24 ESE ol okl ¥4S ANs 1 3
dZE BRI} o8 g8l PN FHE LVASY AFY A2 Y Dot

rzdo A g3tgon 1 AR A AT

£ o8
=
r T
P
>
fu
]
e

L1 T AYXt=E

2 Ao o] &8 A E 358 Y 2 LB ABANAA S AFL AEF 7ol
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o) A 57724 L .62 NFE AEFE T T A2 YebHT

ZAFGA SaluEte] AFE ARF AL A 20 AR AE GRS AFES BRE
2 7lel ABRER P AT 4 FHEY A HRHES AGETE53.6%, BAE7}
1%2 Vet on 71el 4 487 WA A3 233%E AAse 222 UEEH.

TR FHE 8 WL 7 2uAe] AF Fole da) g3 2L AR E FH
st ch.

D Bade =& A=(6F =R 53)

2) 7Y AxF Fojol] lelA oA, Hetsh 714 9] At 284

3) &HlRHE ] 7 ARl U o]l B 7HA o Hot

4) JATZAETH A

AH AHEE OA 28L& Foll7] 93 calibration 2 239 o &% (predictive
ability) 2 233}7) 98 7= (validation) F2 02 FE3IH ) Calibration B E-2 F 436
Ay ol AFY ALFE Foi e 2687 o) AWASE TAHYSH, AFTEELS F 14128 9

lu
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Aol ol &8 E shte] ARE AEA G AFHE ATE S YRR
oa el 263717 1981004 1988:dAkol o] et wu A Fof hgo) ),
=N

735
¥ RE/TEL 3680 EE b Lavie) Zetda A Polstgon B a2 7
sinhch 7 A EE A%, TARlL, AAR(EE A48 3Y4) AN 1 $AS dEE
MNEEE ST £ 4 7 25 5FT h7e) o 2 ATEANH WEEE 23
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9 AR 47HA FEE F4H 0 3o F 7ItE
ok 50%9] A AHFEE 2E AR e A, AR GE, -7t 247} 28.3%, 14.4%, 2 7.3%
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okxo} npazlR| 2 AA JFEE vhA] 238 Fol 7] ¢ 8 calibration 23 28 9 o
zdg =437 Y& dEERow ¥Rt CalibrationE -2 F 2880 o] Zrahell & v
Ag P 1997t TE 2 FAHNLY, ASEES F 30HE T 647t EE THEHMU

olstoll e AAH AFEE o] &3 We2x2g 9 tedyd -2A LY 2y 384
3 A2 vddFEg. 2543EAS 9824 = Kalwani @k Morrison(1980) ©] B.oF Wl el £ ¢}
t]2) Z 8l & ¥ 9} likelihood 845 o] &3l on, w34 S 218 program e 2 Powello] 2|
A3+ 2 A 3} (optimization) 71 & o] &34 tHKuester 9} Mize 1973 #3). ©] kel 4
A 4 vEk A2 23S ol&ste wdo AEAAN Hy-H &§ e BAF

o, ThS HA Al AFholMe] A& st teldd -2 A2 2¥ 9] H g glojie 2
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A H&eut ol & A ¢ dA AAE BE niA Y
zxe A3E B9l Ao el st RS nestd FAHA mde HLe uf
Al dolM 71 2 g (significant) W4E Zollle BA H (stepwise) 24 & A =519
o Hz: mdo A& JoAMe 7 FErtct 4E 9 dummy W<l 434 (constant) RHS
2ol fol wolen, oz o dAlntt g {98 M8 Foh) 719 @ likelihood A

AAlsknh o) AR FAAA AApe 2 DAwT null 28 3 she) War) Fo18
A 5% 9 likelihood & Wl 3}, th&3} & BAXE Abs| WA €t

Z_Q_
=1

4 = —2(log —likelihood (null =& ) — log—likelihood (A & &)).

—

HE A77F TR € W, A ARFE2 G XEXLE 27 o o|F Faf ojd Wy}
Felg A& e ol

GFe (B 8 5oz PAE H2xo vy oz dAHoR s folg w
A3t HF wdd o2& S BAFET

(B DNA B uis} go] ¢4 18 WFEF FFTH o2 3 /e MW7)t Log—likeli-
hood Test 23 FroldtA et HF mgel A=A S BdF 1 vt 1 F Fao
o 223 =7 7 dnidle W4 BE o, L6RE e AFE gARln 714 W o
g H7te o9 fog Ao v At v Adw pejAlEor 249 4RI AF
e a%A F838HA] S Ao YEldErl ol AF S AFE AA I Yol wet w
2] Asketal anlabe] AF A o] AF Y 22 & viA Y HErE g W o)
AE vt F317) wREo|vl 3 A EF 1Y Z7)(inter-purchase time) 7} Z o] A] Xk A
Fol FFol dRFFH gol W3] FulE = AFo] vlE B i) FHNIT R e
RGN E FFE AL YA e

4 4 =
Aoz BT O AFEANY WEES P (sex) VL Hx W5 WM 10%5F

il
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(E 2 HIEl - ZX|AE 8o M2 HIHIHFY MUXIR)

Log— LR N
likelihood Test?

=3 BpFx

o
=

1. A5 o] 84 log(a,)=—.644 —317.34 192
log (2y) =+.554

2. 29 Farol 9 loglay,)=—.9922+.8625% ad —304.98 24.72 223
=EAT log {a;,) =+.5998+.3826% ad

349, 3 g log(a,) =—1.09+.473% ad+1.18% des —300.76  8.56 .234
o] Z4Q] log (o) =+1.138+.238 % ad+.486* des

4. FERY log(ay,)=—2.20+.321 % ad+1.05% des+.64 * eco —297.18 7.04 .243
(%347, o, log (as)="41.23+.148 % ad+.406% des+.173 % eco

Harel, A1)

' ¥.05(2) = 5.99, ¥%.01(2) = 9.21

© des & 1, &H A7} B d Aol 7 Frha Hrbed of
0, 18 A & F+

@ eco & 1, 28| A7L B 9| 74 0] 7HE AR sttt Hotge o
0, 1= 82 4%

© vad & 0, T 2H|A7F BARS Faol] A3 mEHofAA gL A
5, 2B A7 BAR S| Fare] 7Hd wol =38 B¢

J‘f‘i
N

e}

i
3L

oA oml QA vrebkom, el B¢ o] 43l the MY
o,

WEt- =AY Ry Hg Ao JRHAOR LNl AINE = ohA G A

@ &g e 22 Aete] A (eve) oA o] Tl Bek, % 9 (E Dl A% w83}

S N A& T e vie}

259 as} f5 ol Bote] Awd MABEY FxE TelUA HE Zoln 1 Ay} Az

(GE3p# [z2”d 1] vt 2ot

gol & & Ao

-

o

cho] Wi A skg
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(E 3) 2HIR ZIEH S W TOHE 2O SHONFY AURE)
N RS « 8 B LR v g
1 .252 4.067 .058 .0103 4.0%
2 .99 8.004 .110 .010 18.3%
3 1.252 8.525 128 .012 7.2%
4 1.887 10.76 149 .0093 5.4%
S 12.87 18.08 .416 .0076 1.8%
© oz 2wR S8 B4 (29 16 veht de.
(28 1) AHIR DO POSE BEC(HFY MNURE)
0.8 1
qw
W 1 2 3 4 5
Faole =% 5K F2 e " £e
A48 S 22 e e =3
ERE N S %3 X e =2

A vt o] 2ulAEE B
ﬁ X1 €l

e (B 3D [ 1] AA
o zpl 2 7hA ol hE Brhrt oA 5,
&2 A FrhH oA

5%, E AR

AEe) F1o) o Bo| =29
£2 Yehte A% A
gom, dUgEe] Bxe o -] e F(Bel)Fel2
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et ol 7bg wol ol A3 ¥ AF h Hob} 949

.2 =
e AFRHEL o E FNAAT SEE T Fub ok uFH D JPe e

alol A A ok FEANBE ZWe) YoM E thh BAT 2SS HAFT Y}
geont And ARl A 4 AR ta) Mel- 22 98 S kA U e

(& & AL HO| CHEH HIE} -2 X|AE! 2ol HE At

B3 A% 23

log(ay,) = .885 -+ 1.1254 com
log{ay,) = 1.392 — .754 com

A

© com & 1, T &v A7 AGE S HAES b wA B A9
0, 232 &2 3¢

2.1.2 ZetdyH|MA Rz EN

depdanaxE) 29 $4 Aol AR FATVE te 24 4459
A7) BAAFET R4 AFE FAY ATFEAGH AFE(L55F 2 Ahrde §)
2 AW ) Tl YRS ol &3] BAsh e WA H (stepwise) 24 ASA 6
Mol WMEE ANl B E el fole Ro WA Ad W 2ol gEst ATE

o e o) (5 7t gd e WSl A48 HEe AN T3 Ao,
2 ATAR) e AAe el AFY ALARE AT vpAAAZ (E 5ol AAE 2
228 ol g5l SMsle] e LA BN Fato] ol Foi R B}, F T

o] (& 6yl MAIE vk} o] AA 2B AF 51.8%w o= & HAAME FAAF] ¢+
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st Qoha B e o o5 AuAdwe] olN FAAES 4 &

olrel B4R NBHFEL F N%FEE WA Uehtan Aok £9 oS ve] 4E
NEme (27 2)o] AAE sheh ol A—JHEUZ WS Fee F 5 vk T GE 6
B [2% 2] Ao u| B YTe) B ot BolASE FULEL 30%A A
100%2 A2 1S ¢ & 9om JEAEEE Uehle Poistge] ¥ £d o]
Hejol A JHE 2 Wk o] FEAZEI Bold S RAF T ek,

{ES HIE}—2X|AE D80l M A (2N TVAIR)
N 21 Log— LR )
=3 =rTEA likelihood Test*
1. Aat o] &4 log (x) =+.995 —-257.3 .002
log (o) =-+.1004
2. e} AE log (o,) =—.2998+.999 % Q —-237.97 386 .077
25 o184 log (o) =+.1026—.206 % Q
3. 47 MEARYS,  loglay)=—.4263+.830%*Q+1.11 %D —-229.46 17.0 .110
T Ag1 o] &4 log (o) =~+.2418—.296 * Q—.639 * D
4, 2Ry log (o) = —.4509-+1.21 * Q+.76 *D+1.87 *E —224.24 106 .131
(345, 4%, log (o, ) =+.3956—.124 *Q— .84 *xD— 012 *E

oA, ZAA)

* x%.05(2) = 5.99, ¥%.01(2) = 9.21

©Q 1, M7 349 450l ) 3EF HE Fohn $9E
0 13A Y BS

©D £ 1, £uAt 349 UAle] 47 4EF 7HY T S9E o
0, 1A e AL

O E &1, 2947 34 A4l 44 4EF 713 Fhn $HY o

0 2gA) e A5

952 PSS ¥ 7o ANHNA Atk AAHom AF Aol A
| s Ron) test oA TV Feole A4 EE
44 FolshA e RO uehyth mebd ofF T AFel AoAE, 53 o

STV ASolE ABE 1AL 22 Aol ARPHE VAol 27 28 72 £
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fo
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CET TVALE SO0l CHSt HEt—2X|AE D#Ho| H2dnt
A = H F = ¥
2+ e log(a) = 1.073 + 1.660 #*Q + 1.831 *D + 2.817 *E

log(ay) = .440 — .186%Q — .531%D + .629 *E

o IS log(a,) = —2.241 + 1.709 *Q + 2.817 #D
loglay) = 777 — .752%Q — 1.636 %D
o A log(m,) = —1.498 + 1.580%Q + 1.899 *D
loglog) = .951 — .006%Q — .324%D

©QEt1, W AV 2 ARE AHAAM 7HE STt Bre B
0, 182 &< 3¢

@D &1, B £8A7 3 ARE UARABAA 7 $FETL B B8
0, 1% A &2 35

©E &1, 9 2HArt I ARE AAAHAA M ST B B
0, 18A % 3¢

22 Cl2| ~2X|AE & HE

2 aAqe oy nyel 3o ol G AE uiet o] B4 FHE EA X
g jo) vae] Tt WA AEE o] &3 A&F] A glojN 23 =¥ LAY Wy
so) g2 & dEsFe Ao vehy gou sejueket go] A FEel sloiM e
2 A7t 2AA A WA 2 AGA} 2ol AB7E FEINA &2 Aol 23
280 Aol @AV e Re 2 G A 2 4ol A A e duolnh whEhA
2 A M olel g AE Agol] thel tlBe -2 28 2y 2ARFE T A&
dled T 23S vlasin, ol& F3) didal-2AaY nie JuiE $74E 2o F
g} o2 Sl BA ¥A 5 mye ¥ue vunyF Ae IR Bl HEE DA A
AEtE g o] HEES o] &5td T RS v Pk
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221 MEH3 H I E St HE

5 239 Ji}(performance) & Hlasl7] 28] E A7 e 3 70 HEE o] &3t h
o] AL FHY HAxe =¥ HFx(goodness-of-fit)E vl watA Hoy, YA shvte
5.8 9] o 2 (predictive ability) & ¥ w3t 22 3t Frh

B2 58 o] Log—likelihood
A (null) 2.8 9] Log—likelihood
A28 9] Log—likelihood — 249
AF(null) =3 9] Log —likelihood
3) Hit Ratio : o] & calibration Z &) 2j3) =& 8 =¥ & o] &3td 5 (validation) &

oA 71 & A

1) pr=1-

2) Adjusted p' =1 —

=
So

&< 7H ZEE H4AE 2uATE Fojsts v oy ole

Kalwani, Meyer2} Morrison9] 19911d A0l A o] 88 Hx &} A3 Holc}

222 Cj2|Ea —2X| A8 D8 HE(HFY MUAR)

v "ol e $4 7Y AR calibration 27 PN AW WFES o $319
24 Atk e de - 2228 539 240 ol ek 2A2Y 2y} vhz
AR 2k @AvG b ol @ WEE S AWste] rhs BAA (stepwise) #4& 4415

Aon Hzel AT (nul)wy 7 HF 2Yo| E 79) Ao gk,

5 70e) nhAlY W4Tt Fel @ Ros Jeht AFuPel wdHien, oFe 2 4Ee
U217} Hkgtol o g vl Aol H7hel, A E(product) Aol AoiA el A FREol
. AFEASE WEe FEAEEE B4 AFE ol FE Akl & AFFIME Fol5
A e Aoz vent myoA A (E o) Jehd RrEg A0 st A F 3

ol A4Sl Fawst Tole] m7h JEED Vet JAES TRAE P Wee

=
o] AAH JEdH APE 2 &Y 2% 53 Aoz vept 9t
o2 o] ¥y 23nFo] o=
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7} (FE ol AAIHAA ok
(& 8) Clz|gde —-2X|AE REo| M AN(IFY MUXIE)
23 B4R Log—
likelihood
1. A4 log(ay,) = +.974 —441.13
o182l log(a,) = —.0907
log () = +.9999
2. AERE logla,) = —1.72+ .90%cco+.267 *id+2.04 *¥ic—1.11 *yd—.13 * yc
log(as) = —3.27+ .90%cco—.140 *id+1.56 %ic— .18 %*yd—.90 % yc
log(as,) = +5.14—4.06 % cco—.406 *id+2.15 *ic — .66 * yd+.42 *yc
g 524
Adjusted p* : 474
Hit Ratio : 70.2%
© yd =1, 24 %7} BAE AEE9] dARle] 7} ¢-43lttn Jrte o
0, 184 F& A
© yc & 1, &8]27F BAE AEE9 Hetgdo| 713 -4tvkn Frhe u
0, 187 ¥ E+F
© 1d & 1, 2817 AR E AFE S tallel 713 5 HrHe
0, 18R & A
© lc =1, 2427 AR AFE9 g o] 713 ettty F7E o
0, 18 &L B¢
© ecox= 0, &H AV} A FE A Ze 7ol 2lo] BAde] 71 FaT Hyetr 9 S
1, 287 %2 4%
(F oA AAE ulol ol AEF2] t)xQle AGgle] Fas Aoz Yegoy, 23
o] Hggx ot g =Ho) o= HER-Z A AE R F ) H|3] W& b& Ao
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) 23 2Eo| Mg AT MUXR)
v 2 RyFFAHR
34 < & 0.897 (0.148)
=] 22 0.302 (0.123)
2oRsore] Ay FAHE 249 HF 2 2H(standard error) ¢,
b g = 0lgFol A felst

Log —likelihood (Full model) :

Log ~likelihood (Null model)

Pt 045
Adujsted p* : .041
Hit Ratio : 58.2%

223 0i2|H A -2 X| A E
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(H 10> 2| —2X|AE 8o Mg Z(H2tdHu|HMAIR)
& % 7 %) Log—
AS R ERAR
° T likelihood
1. eyt log(a,) = + .590 —332.1
o] Al log(say) = +1.105
log(ay) = — .616
loglay) = — .171
2. A28 loglay) = +.10—1.24%d3—.042%q2—.523 %d4+1.70 *ql+2.61 % el —272.4
log(ay) = +.98—2.09% d3+1.06 *q2+ 92%d4+ .11 %ql— .19%el
log(ag) = —.78+2.82%d3— .13%q2—1.53%d4+ .10 *ql— .69 *el
log(oy,) = —.06+ .10%d3+.089 *q2+1.75% d4+ .10 *ql— .65 xel
gt 1.307
o245
Hit ratio : 60%
©qle 1, 9 A7 AATVE WlAES S8 712 Foha 713 49
0, 282 ¥ A%
© q22 1, Y ABiA FATVE HARSE E20] 718 02 #7135 4%
0, 182 ¥ AS
© d3<& 1, 7Y AH AT S TVE VAR S tAdel 78 9 H73t 3§
0, 1A WL A
© d4& 1, v Al JATVE UARS g Ale] 713 91 #Hrke 74-¢-
0, 1382 ¥ 3¢
©ele 1, W A8z AATVE YIRS A 7 2o H71s 3%
0, 287 &2 H$
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E ) 2N 2o HE HH(Fietedy bRt Z)
N = FEA

A = 1.360(0.131)"
4 A A 2.591(0.489)
= Z 2 2.020(0.340)

By ore] £xlE 2AYE 249 FE 9 A} (standaed error) Y

Pa= 015 FNA foF

Log —likelihood(Full model) : —289.34

Log —likelihood(Null model) : —399.25

pz 1,275

#1268

Hit ratio : 60%
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2t
aeiu 2 2y AeARE AGHA B EARE AN FIL A, o S W)
5 AE/ B AR AREH HENSEES FASRT AT, BA AU AT 2L i

955 A e Bl e R o yeshy $F AWAS A% He &
W= 9 Aot welFm ek

1.2 ZEteH|M Xz

50%91 Al 1"3%%% e AFAEZER] S48 F 5 ol 3R vHAE AFEd A
3t an|ztE e FAH Hrlo ulel Lu|xEe] PFAAe 28 (the average purchase prob-
ability) & F718tA 59 ol 23 EAM 9 Aot d¥d Aolrk. ey WE -2 A2 =
HE 53 7149 ARG AES] FrHEoR IS F Y ARE §Y 25 B S

B ANTERE L ABEANEZ=A v e FE FAl AT £k Aol

Aot mEATMA R 7 B A ONEE B4
50%2] WA/} AZHFEES Ze AT oL vpA R AN E o] A Fo] 45
ok HrbekA g glen o] ZuAkzl gloid |4 TV el Al 3 %8 (penetration)
& v e Hojrh, B FEe A71F AIAHREY FHE fetode ol Ho it A
FAE7 FAFIH o] A8 & 5ol AAE 2oe FAEFI /M EAHYE AR
I otk BAZEA v AALE B2 BE L BuHTFE FYUTLEA o] AaUES]
RS Qi AFATE FHAIIES stodol & Aol

A 34.6%9 AHAELS FATV/E oS Fou Ol 9 AAGAA BAGEE
v)& dAMsict grheka Aok olg &BlAd oM e FgyuiEdE e AR
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H

2.Cl2|gdd —-2X[AE ¥ M dy

A ARE o] & v T g 23 Y] BHL gL ATE T3 ¢ £
Ro 2 #95 gtvh. 28y Wi AEFSE BT o 23 ¥ gL &
& =&A71 A

A&F2 EA A Mg eyt Qe Aoz wEA ln £ A vy 238
A Had FHEANZE FH0] olg & W3t 7HeA Rtk Aoy o] o)) =
3 23 o] FAHQ &v]zte] o] AA (heterogeneity) EA7t A A A Al HE Ao
o},

EE 23 2yoA FEoihe] dummydSFE o) &3 AED HFolE oJ=Ax FHn
UAT, NNEH R 23 RFPANE o|2fg viAlE AF AUt BE A ds) 5Y3)
o ZHg S @k vk B Aol A AAST Je WE BEe YRR -22Y 2y
AoiM e 2 A" M5 98 FHUR FHFoEN 23 2y & )y FA4H
Q) A&7t o] A A (heterogeneity) & s} 23] =3 o}

AAZ B AT F M9 28 & A 83U S B9 289 A= (goodness—of —fit) &}
o] =3 (predictive ability) ZFoA 23 23 v3) e dA-242E 28 o] 53 A
o2 Yebstth =3 AT FH oA, 23 2P A dutH o g AAHE wiA Y E
FE9 gufjo] v]A & JFolddddx (F 8)9] Ao IFLA ALFAFo] o}R A TE (par-
tition) 5o} A&7t B ARA FA X7 FAH AertE FrHH o2 gotA s
F, (& 8)°f vtehd uig} zo] fviete) sIFE Mg 2709 nF 4R el FRER
AEHS A3, FAM e e -= X2 2o A Lo v ule} o] HlE dA) A FH
Fr&ol B2 AGE R4 v ESEC] B FEA A= G ol WS mv S ]l
Fa Yok

EF OFT FRE d LS EFE FPse 2ARY D 2 AR dpEE
Mo RyE FATCEMN FRETY FAE YNNI & AFES 20 B 83 w4 3t
o Fo2A 7199 AFAEAA Bt Avjdle A8 E AAstE F= Aot
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