P 6524% 437 (1995 118)
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2 d7de T 4T £ 710 Faeee] MES 49y % ¥ w¥e
Mgstn o] ngel Uy} &g 71&EY Fuds 23 vusdrt, 2 2374 4F
15378 714 ¢] H2 692 AAEY D ARE o) g5ld BN A, B =FolA sitd =2y
€ BaFez 75 HAES] WES Yoz HIo| /e Balasubramanian and Kumar
(1990) 8] 23§ IR & 71€9] R¥ERY AR ¢ 2 498S 21 g LH3Y) &
3 o] Y2 37 Tl dFAA Fdxe FuYGer o dxdE adE A2 98-S
BoFuct. a2, oA & AHE S vl By o2 L XT3 ded 5id HF =Y
(&F, #A 5479 FRASGEE HF$H A)H A9 AJol7} 91&-S BAsA

x @zolojuistn Rt zas
= Do) ol 8 oh et MR
2 =Rl tstel RS #98 AN s34 T Bo) A REA A=A

- 71—



2 REBRWR

1980t o} F $-ejuta} 7Y ol X&d vl ZA FrEie ek 198190 -2
2t & F3H)= 31839 dolA 2, 1990 A& dolxl i, 1993 19813 2] 10H4
ol 3% 22879 ¢dl] etk (37]1A “Fan"e= A FAu e g Aot 1 HF
ol A= Fomz Aoy olstl e Favleh BoiEN G FREA] B L5 FAHR
rzylz gt} ) oldd FA PPol, 19908 & 7IEe 2 fejvteke AA 13919 B3
o) =2o] ¢l S

AAHoz FuvlE o|FA FEeL AATW, BE ATl HAM N=A T BP0
el Js RAe obdel F2& dart vk &, Favt 7199 niA 8 EFAM AR S
Zza% = FuFE (advertising to sales ratio, ASR)E JF < EA uat & 71E8
Rolx o} (Farris and Buzzell 1979: $413], A& 1994). o1& &0, H2 6d T4 &
glubgle] AAFAE S HFH o g MEd 7k 12.15%E Fad 59 i, NS
& B3 0.07%%g BiauE AZdHn vs SR AL, U ATl £ 7St
oz FuFepwel zolrt Arke Holrh (¥ 1> 19879 A 1992 Atelell A 8h¢d Zol
&3k 6o 71959 BuHAEE T, FutErt /Mg w2 V1 HE e 71
7l Al 3w 2holr} ATk X, T MY Fuokrk AREE HA gL VRS B
I AT

% e Aol Y 4FU 19T Fuekre] MES AARIseH L A
sl9ct (e. g., Ailawadi, Farris, and Parry 1994; Balasubramanian and Kumar 1990;

W

i
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Farris and Buzzell 1979, Quelch, Marshall, and Chang 1984). 3tz el »FS 3]
z@sleld A JA S 2L ARG FHAT F Q7] wEolth AM, Fel T
AH Fapol] B AelvlA SEELS AEFE £ de EdE AFAF + Jdo (Lambin
1976). A& o], Fugetwet ARERFEL Ho| BAE Z3= o]&EF (Comanor
and Wilson 1974; Rothschild 1987) 2 #AE <lZ3te ol&% (Albion and Farris
1981: Lambin 1976; Rundfelt 1973) 8] e} 34 71gel Fare

mlo
ot
fat
sk
4
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FUANE 2 AEY ) ofado] g A2 A7 3

e AR Aol AAH ARE AFE 5 Aok Bndakg 2As)
7194 E°l 71 ol AMgEe vl 71EH| & (percent of sales method) 9] WHde 2
doidie) FaHlES 24T F de A7 guside Holoh a8y, e ¢4F e #41
T AT £ 7IHdEY FuAxE F AT ALY MtdnH, ol 1 S
el /17 v dF 9 collective wisdome T e Folug, 71do] Fuaite AR5}
=t 783 A o] & Roith. AlA, BAALY FunH] FRE oA Fsl=d ol &8 5 Uk 3
AFEel F2 A vk AF (o Ad)dME Bar)t T8 AYSFTo) Hug,
BRAZE &l AEE FaB 72E st Ao BYAGFHY S T3 870
R2h=

1A Fugogre] HEE diste ARFEE L] A 3 Ares Ay #AS
Fouhl zels 1970l olF Hzkx| o) ApEo] HEHUL o] sheH E3)
Balasubramanian and Kumar (1990, ©]3} BKZ <43l 9] d3& FEIgtsit}, 7]&9)

ArolM e el dHHsE 22ae Fugee] dEstEd 50% =l A9 Ea) g
Al ®lstd, BKolAME 3070 4F 19170 71dell thd 1088 AlAlgdvizts
(time-series cross-sectional data)oll A Al 7] (NAR S, AZARE, 2812 45
ZRg)te g ool ded AARY S HEAA AT wet HA 71%904 H1 86%
o] HES A8 e ¥ & A oA destiMe dude] 5 2L By
ofipol #H Aol FAZ WHE vl AoR v

2y, 2 Ailawadi, Farris, and Parry (1994, ©|3t AFP2 243 & BKe] A2 3}
g F3e d7EAE 2R o]52 BKIF AFEE A A9 YT AR FYT 2

rir

n’.
:EE
lo
o

&
X
ot

N

P& WEAA FYL PHOE FYAUNE B75, BRI BuF 33} g B A
A2 gdud ARgoss, BKe 9747 Qw754 (generalizability) ol 2@ o2

Fugekrd it sl A7 A FAsid e AMd 3, H2 AFPl 93 A7l BK =

1) Az R E 198090 olFol AR UFE - BTHAE -0l &) WAS AZEAG T A7Fo] Yem
2} (el: ol kel 1981; o] 44 1986: HHE 1986). 22} o] A %%%1 Hokee M 1Q5FoIM B4
# o] ohel, Agaaeld BasATE #AHE 21 Ao,



1 BERWR

Foll gk 7ol £ Ao AFHR] 718 AF3Adh 2 7Y £HLS 53 2

7bAolth, AA, FW Fgd thasiM = BK 23do] gdstA E& Augds e o

A%stazl §cF, Hubbard and Armstrong (1994)¢] &3l 5%0], ojd AFATE

Adrsirbade #8ha 2o B F A=y g=uE heste AlgAelth &4, Fanek
3

=2 4ES AT AR 28 MEste] o] =¥ 9 BK =¥ d

ERECEN
wataa @ e FniGE RPE0] AYHolw £HL BEOEN S 1T
3 ThRol e Zo] Moy, 2 AvelM 2 BHSE Ae Andt ol @ £

At

2, BKE ¥ % 492 ¢ vudch ASEAAE of M =¥ BK 239 52¢ vlus) B
1, A 68T ATARE aokstn ool ATTHAES AA e,

BFuFetre] HES Mty ¢ 719 AFE (Ailawadi, Farris, and Parry 1994.
Balasubramanian and Kumar 1990; Farris and Buzzell 1979; Quelch, Marshall, and
Chang 1984)& 289} & wat 7], AR, AR FE22 /T 5 33, £ A
E o] wa} 3ehd (cross-sectional), AlAIFA YW (time-series cross-sectional) A& 2 &
& & Aok FA ol Fe] Al BAsE 7YY FuISes 2457 dMe 7Y
FE A Bohe AR Y AE FEo AEE o &3k ol uhgAsith ey, AR ®
' AR FF9 ARE 53017 Bobed A9t B2 g, 7Y FEY Al 7 Bd
Holth, FnPAEE 7PN E 2ol7t AW, (28 DA} o] 22 7igolgtx Azt
of we} Fagekee 4IF 718-g Bole F4r Bk wEbA, dF AlFA o2l 719



FngokE 28 49 2] A3 438 A7 5

BrotEs EAsks YW EANTE ofe AlFAA o 719 FnPteE 25
= AALYR B0 vigds 8 AALYUY RS o §3E HAALE FAE

o 22 #EHXE o] 8T F Yvke Aol Aok

Farris and Buzzell (1979)& PIMS doJel, & AR (strategic business unit) 45 2]
I 2AEE o] f3led FRYAIEE BAEIATE oS FuYUEE THAUSFE st v
S 2o 11709 H4E B9S2 e JAREYE S A3 AFY 2Es A, HF
Abgbe] 2, ol WMx, Fei g, FoiAu ] Fay, APA e BF, A ARE, ddt
A, QAR vy, fFAblTRE, AAF deuE olEe AR S FHE7] A
PIMS d]o]epuo] 2of A 1072702 Abg 2ol thgt 419 (1974-1977) B A8 E AH&3t3, ]
74&d 791709 AFYRE AdAZ EF3LE, UulA] 28108 LHAE BHTE o, A
Az 2 RA G Zhzdel diste 3AEA S st 1 2AE F9EhY, tad 2
Ao Fugekert Folde & & AUrh: AEol EFIEFE, AFavAY 5
2 pageirt Ao Pl Ert 28 £, U ME2o F28FE, S-S B i

Fol ¥e4%, WA P REAS) FEYSE, AV vhle] ¥&5F, AFUREO W

I RFATEY) E4E, 282 AAF] BEFe] 558 Gt wopite
Zolth, ol59] A7e 71 FEol ohet Bk AEstE AN w5 AEE olgs At

4=
o] AR, 4d FHAAE ol &goa@M, At e FuFFre] WES FAISA
1, T4 AuE4s ¥FNAEUE 239 dyHo] 40-60% ol 1AL e, dF
Y5 AEehA godthe dEe <G o,
Quelch, Marshall, and Chang (1984) %= ARI% & YW 28 (5, PIMS tlol&ts]
4 H#3))E o83 Mol A= Farris and Buzzell (1979) 3 $Q3kx %, B3 ok s} gl

ir

o vAE WEE, PSPt GFS v E WEEC) FUHA) S AT
dg =u, v A9 AU F7t Bold4E FnGeE Yobde i, wilE

AAFEE o}F FYPw WA Ykrh. ole

AA FelEw g Fadle] 2AA “FaAA



6 REBRHR

Bl"2RF B aska QlojA], Fngoke et Sl F A HREE oA BAE) 7t o] PRk, o
22 gAY @i Eu)7r FanE 57kl =9, Quelch, Marshall, and Chang (1984)
ol A=d AAY Fnotest AiEHFPotrol W3 AR L w2 Mt EAsof
& Aol

BK (Balasubramanian and Kumar 1990) & 719 &9 AAQ3vd B8 S35
o ol 71EY A7rt g AEUS olfgoeN FuPtre At e WES

T A AP, B Fo AHUSE TP OZH Dot 2H S AT Ram 3
=

ASR: = {(MGu, MS:, MC:, PM:) (1
o714,
ASR: = AJH toll A 719 i9] FaF k% (advertising to sales ratio)
(i=1,2 ,N) (714 N& 4% joll £3 71959 F)
(t==1,2,T)
MG: = AlH toll A 7194 i7} &3 AEo ANFHEE
MS: = AlA toll A 719 i AR E/-&
MC: = A1 toll A 7190 i7} &3 459 ANERFE
PM: = AA tollA 7194 18] v} (profit margin).
71&2] o]8E2 o] ¥FEe] Fudmd 4Fg vARc)Ee ol&H 2AE AlFsn
= AN 2w Ee —)ol daiM e o3t 2o] FY &g sha gl dA

AR Bl AHER, AT R A ee Ro] obF AFyart &9 odAr 2
e A2e

A= ¥ (Farris and Buzzell 1979), AIAFE7F AR e o] AF4a0) o8k Ro] ofua}
grErufo] o3k FolupH, whE-Lul 52 Fuuthe 241 AFEE Yol o] Bo] o &5}

Mo, BLYFEE REE o m@HaE

oulahe, FEIAEES wol7] A FUYAEE £U Fast Arke Fgo|

A% 9t (Kamakura and

N

58 £YoRA AYPRANE 2] Wpel, FnYFEs AFARE e +o] FD



Fuots vae] QYA Aol B FH AT 7

= ¥ (Comanor and Wilson 1974), Al &80 & 7|9 7
e & AAE, Faro] et ;r2e] ZA &3 (Rundfelt 1973), 7}43 (threshold) &
¥} (Lambin 1976) 522 &te] Al FHERF&ol & 71l sl BFugotwr} Rolx|A
o AdE Ao AuAR, AFIEES Fngdse #e 9 UREe Jdeiddes

%4 (Greer 1971), & Faytx e FF 390N 71 231, FAFYoY S 7179}
A o] whe o|5o] Hox]7) uiel FueFrrt Ropdch: Asirt AS o] YA,

AZH AFEo| o8 WAl WWAFAL BT Aok vpon wun FuyE

E
e i
A
N
o
5
w0

O

&
o] #A= Dorfman and Steiner (1954)7} o|23Q] R 8L Esta] ZHalgso] Ho] 7
€ ZAE Jog dFH, AR 7]E dFATER dRE o] JM S shurHET 9l
BKE o) M4 28& e 22 A5 daz A seiso
ASRy = B + £ MG + 8: MS: + 8 MC: + 8« PM: + &, (2)
714 g B8 2328 (random error term)-& Ve C}

£

°]£2 COMPUSTAT dlojepdlo]2ol 3070 dE 17170 7199 1089%] =&
(1975-1984) & F23td zZ} ATHE2 2] (2)& FHIHD. FY9 AT7E0) 7IgFE E=
AlGR FES ARE LR o8 ATHE AEIESA 2u, BPA /AwA (Farris and
‘Buzzell 1979) =& 74 /974 (Quelch, Marshall, and Chang 1984) 2 K480l
H]ate], BK7} JFE 2 SFAATE AT AL AF0 o]AAS FAF oz 74eHe ol
A #E—43 Aot

O A3 AT ET AT ES FTuFdee F% BAE BYAT, YA F He
23 4A (multicollinearity) & RE7) gl #)9]
Mz 2 g, AR EES AFEREY 4EAEE (F, MG ¥ MS)& #71AAM o

s
o

X,
o}
o
Y,
>
0}‘4_‘
o
Jo
o
i)
i
rlo
£

ASR: = ﬁo + BL MG: + ,82 MS: + /93 MG: MS: + Ex, (3)
714 gEAgae]l Fuiotre] ofm J3g n AU taMe F31F ol&o) it
2y, BCG shEZ 2ol oatd, AR EET ARgol BF 58 A% (F star)dE A

FH T2 (Fanx X E stoiof ata, wlE AIFEAES HARE] BF ¥ A¢



QS A Aoz 7Pt (Ailawadi, Farris, and Parry 1994). BK7} 2] (3)& 3070 ¢
92 A3 A8 Mg oz Jed (F D3 g

(E 1) BKE 3HEMHEZP

Ao MG MS MG xMS
ZElA(12E) - + -
A (9NEE) + + -
SEIESCHE-ES) + - +

©anlA Aol £33 3 JE L AE T, BE HAAASLE a= 0.105FNA F3 FHE HAXE
z23 % R’ (adjusted R) &= HA 0.71904 H1 0.86%.

PavAE BRE 120 4FEE 4 (3)S 338 A, MG FAASE 1270 25 (~) ¥3E, MS
o AFE 127 25 (+)%3 2, 12]3 MG MSE 127 2% (~) 232 Asiie.

<A Gl 28 B I Zo M o) oz 4F g ate] Al 49l

o)

Ko Ao thg A7HA dolM Zahe o= wol

~N

HE
¢

9 ©&d mEQo R B slil, RE JFdA] dggo] ¢ =} (2™ R7}0.719)

A

2

0.80)2. 24, A BE AAALEC FANLE Folsth AR, HAATE] At
B7h 2nlA, A, e A 2240t me S5 HH g woln slEd

JEEL MANTE ARY & gt FolF Ant

o

i)

A%e dFeed AdsA. AR, By Yol
¥ R7F A4 —165014 A 0.800] Galdir. HAAFS Felie
7870 (2670 A% * 3) 9 HAASF 187400] 10% FFNA Frolshaach

2) BK7} AH8-8 A3 22 AAEYGAREE o] oM ALY S FH 8ol OLS (ordinary least squares)
th4 GLS (generalized least squares) & AF&-3H=t], GLSZRE 2ol Ris —xolA] 1744 9] k& gt
(Judge et al, 1980). wHebA, OLS2H-E ol R'st A% vln g +& o}, 19 7h7tg £8 d3edo] 100%
o 7t7tekdithe HE Yol



FuPos wye) 4y o So] B AEH A

-l

9

S P3E AL UEhA LUt} (F 2)= AFPS] A2 BKS} uAA Rz

AFP= BKY| Bolg A Az E449 e Fol 71938 Ao 51, AAAAET A
FRTENCEZ = 71T FuPekwe HEs & Ay F iy 22X Y
(E 2) BKS} AFP2| S A HIT
dE 23 (+) BAP Fa3 (—) oA
MG MS MG xMS MG MS MG xMS
2l Ay
BK 12 0/12° 12/12 0/12 11/12 0/12 12/12
AFP 12 1/12 2/12 “0/12 0/12 5/12 2/12
AR A
BK 9 9/9 9/9 1/9 0/9 0/9 8/9
AFP 5 0/5 1/5 0/5 1/5 2/5 0/5
An) 2 Akg]
BK 9 9/9 0/9 9/9 0/9 9/9 0/9
AFP 9 0/9 0/9 0/9 0/9 4/9 0/9

o= 010 FENH F1%.
CravlARdeE $RE 124 ARMEH AYFE AST 0nTh fo5 2 4EL ShE gl
e ong.

III. BK =3 e] A%

3..28 3 Xz

BK 2% (F, 4 (3))°] 3w Aaol sldE & 4982 2exg 49ur) s,
232 2457 A% ARE Be3 2ol FYSATh S4, BKAA A48 4FSH /4

AFSE L FZTHFAYEF (KSIC, Korean Standard Industrial Classification) & &

rok
o



10 §ERWAR

2 2370 AARFE, “F=7IFAFEFGAA A4 ATl £ F2 PSS I 19873
Bl 1992@7tx)9] A=Y xE5E A 74 dFHAA iEedo] 7V w2 TIdES 2
A71zE Betedl F2E AErE fle 7IdES TR A3, 2370 dFe 2AHA F 153749
7190l ztgo] ALY o]FA M Auo 2FE 7I9ES F e AT
& 7t Hi 53%E AAEAG SHE ARE o83 RF Y] Myss ved 2
o] Jelatr
ASR = 7139l €A F G gEYo] wjEder ARete FAAEA, F (F
13 744] /e &) %100,
MG = % 4% F d2de] Halg, & (Fds g -—ddx r&d) /(Hdx o
Z 94))*¥100
MS = 7199 W&ol aF dF F WEAA AAste AMEA, & (7199 W&
M) /(H F F EN))*100 (G714 H4F F HEqole A0l TFHA g
714E] W&t 234).

3. 2. EMEX

NAGIDH (2 ol&aty 3ARYY AFES FHE de A7 e
b, ©)E7te zold e F2 BF o339 Y E ofFA skl Aok (AT R
Kmenta 1986, pp. 616-635 #%). BK9 AFPE 28 ¢x1ae] Jerl 222 R ¥ (error
component model) & W&t 7HF8tal, B AAFES FHIAL o] LAaJARIHS A
Ao g gE WS H|Ete] $datxnt, &8 o xgEo] o]E4Hd (heteroskedasticity)
<z 13} =b7) 4k (first-order autocorrelation) & 2tE 7-¢ol & # A #sitte 9dS

o 2

2 A A SR AEE B4 A, Be dFA ol e 1A AV

3) 19921 S EZAAEE7L AR P wel s7dAA g1 d 79 E 9} PRz el AgAlolo] ERAe] BUA}
Ltelt o BE7Fo] vty 9290 AR E FRFEVIRY 22N AR dBYE FHEAY.

1) A Qge upe} o, FolA e B/eiEFMrL RAl Rl A XA FE B Fo] Foeng, AEHAVE
o] ZHA|A “FIARY"2 2AAN HuatT itk BKY AFPe] el M, Faty|e} shul £31u]4
ZEEla] o3 ot olg TREIAM EAE A2 Quelch, Marshall, and Chang (1984) o] ik,

U oft



FnFte vgo] A9y S AT HAFH A+ I

go] A7) Ao, LHAAREF ThAlo] “FHR g o R ALY A/ 4E w7

¢

(cross-sectionally heteroskedastic and timewise autoregressive model) (Kmenta 1986,

pp. 618622) & AP St of ¥ e A= tie s19Y BEeAFe N2 e Bag 2
T E, e vIgle] BELAROE 1A A4V BEThL TS one, Ay

B3} o] RS A AEY] YsA o]FH 3 (double transformation)-& Al3§§ thg OLS
(Ordinary Least Squares)ol 93l 3|AAFE A3 (oA ¥EH AR
OLSE H&AIlE AL #&5H GLS (Generalized Least Squares)& H&A71= A7
Fdsit) AN A (B8 FE)

3.3.8%

22 Avbe BK (199009 Aot A9 XA gsieh (F 3-1D, (& 32, 23
(F 3-3) Foix HALA A2y U3 & Y5 ¢ F Utk
A7), BK 289 49de BKolAe} o] U3 && 3o] opet, el @} & 7)
2e wolw gtk (2FE R7F -0.156914 0.9697hx19] 3-8 #3h 3l5). BKelA= 3074
239 R7 0.702t 39 Rl vlgts, £ Aol e 2340 dF7H-d 70 o
Z (4% 1 (HEF), 2 (FR/FF), 5 (A, 6 (3FF/AA), 8 (Ma}), 14 (B7), 19
g ZAE R7E 0, 7020 B%th A, 3AASFES] Fo4d= BKe Anet

= polg wolm gl BKelME 90719l SAASFE 7hed, 1/HE A9 velx7t
10% FZ)A frolgtd vlatd, 2 Ao NE 69709 AAAFE 7hed], 1770e] st
o}, o] 1770 7k ul 1170 A ZE el Algelx, 4717 A1 388, el 27ide] dazt
gato] AfQe nANY, 53 ALY JEAEge] A9 fadstA] Ratvke Hol

BKe] Azele] 2 ztolgolth AA, Fold sAAFEC] Hole * 3% BK AAAHY ¥
o GHEAL BolXE &1 Utk (& £ F=F).



L2 BE2HR

{H 3-1) DY AZE 0|25 BK D& 5|24 A} (AR AH)

| = MG MS MG % MS Adj. R? N
1 0.017 0.184 -0.002 0.798 54

e E (0.312)° (0.822) (-0.138)
2 -0.015 -0.110* 0.002 0.717 54

SR /FF {-0.936) (-1.924) (1.141)
3 0.005 -0.120 -0.001 0.464 42

A + (0.852) (-1.499) (-0.747)
4 0.025 0.973* -0.004 0.657 36

9] = (0.653) (2.486) (-0.327)
5 -0.034 -0.674* 0.009 0.969 48

i of (-1.151) (-4.359) (1.330)
6 -0.009 -0.718* 0.001 0.924 54

SHAE /M)A (-0.506) (-2.497) (1.588)
7 -0.023* -0.034* 0.000 0.350 36

74 717] (-1.971) (-2.402) (0.607)
8 -0.008 -0.699* 0.001 0.930 36

A 3} (-0.687) (-2.910) (0.181)
9 -0.000 -0.001 -0.000 0.400 30

2l & =} (-0.050) (-0.330) (-0.501)

“ t-values,

*10% &AM feldh

= 5% FEdM feld

1% Tl A Folih




FnYohs nyel 4P So] e AZH A7 I3

(¥ 3-2) I XAZE 0|88 BK 28 3| SA H} (AFAXRY AN

e Es MG MS MG ¥ MS Adj. R? N

10 0.006 -0.197* -0.002 0.591 30
A 2} (0.318) (-2.392) (-0.428)

11 0.006* 0.003* -0.000 0.272 30
A-FA A (1.903) (1.763) (-1.371)

12 -0.001 0.025" -0.000 0.211 30
E} o] of (-0.371) (2.291) (-0.618)

13 0.000 0.007 -0.000 -0.156 42
Al bl E (0.314) (1'.357) : (-0.415)

14 0.000 0.001* -0.000* 0.802 42
x| A (0.508) (1.765) (-1.943)

15 -0.023* -0.031 0.001 0.436 36
AH.717] (-1.845) (-0.626) (0.619)

16 0.000 0.006 -0.000 0.420 30
'f"r g (0.046) (0.887) (-0.724)

17 0.001 -0.058 -0.001 0.049 48
A7 (0.396) (-1.449) (-0.893)

‘ t-values,

*10% FEANAM f-2l3h
= 5% FENA FF
% &AM Feldh



i £ERHRE

(E 3-3) = XAEE 0S8t BK 28 3|7 EM HI} (Mu|adte)

Se| = MG MS MG % MS Adj. R? N
18 0.002 0.045* -0.000 0.630 36

KA =] (0.954)? (2.285) (-0.962)
19 -0.014 -0.072 0.002 0.847 48

w3} H (-1.472) (-1.641) (1.428)
20 -0.001 0.001 0.000 0.456 42

3] < (-1.175) (0.844) (0.976)
21 -0.005 0.04_1 0.000 0.316 48

3 aL (-0.655) (1.295) (0.062)
22 -0.002 -0.013 0.000 0.325 30

HAFEI A 2 (-0.861) (-1.118) (0.781)
23 -0.003* -0.003 0.000* 0.220 36

it L1 (-2.156) (-0.501) (2.145)

* t-values.

*10% FEANA Feol3h
= 5% FFA o

= 1% A Feidh




FuYotw 2y 4RYSH A5Ho] B UFH A7 15

(E 4) BK AFP, % & 2i72| 3|7+ H|

dE5 Frolg (+) BA? Folg () B
MG MS  MGxMS MG MS  MGxMS

AulA] Ak

BK 12 0/12° 12/12 0/12 11/12  0/12 12/12

AFP 12 1/12 2/12 0/12 0/12 5/12 2/12

247 10 0/9 1/9 0/9 1/9  5/9 0/9
A 2

BK 9 9/9  9/9 1/9 0/9 0/9 8/9

AFP 5 0/5 1/5 0/5 1/5 2/5 0/5

2ar 7 1/8 3/8 - 0/8 1/8 1/8 1/8
Ajal 2 4y

BK 9 9/9  0/9 9/9 0/9 9/9 0/9

AFP 9 0/9  0/9 0/9 0/9 4/9 0/9

a7 6 0/6 1/6 1/6 1/6  0/6 0/6

"a =010 #F4 1%
PeamANge $RE 1270 9FHe AF4FEe ASstont felsAl 2 dFe s 9
g dng.

olg]gk Aot BK RS A9 $UT At U HPes A Ailawadi, Farris,
and Parry (1994) o] A9} vldict. o] wFo] £, B & GFoll 2HA ddsA 52
A9 g 717 Ao 2 ¥ug BKe d7dste dutsisr] ojg g e nlo.
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BK =39} dwao] aohx 7 e Aoz Eegorns, o WoNe A2e Faget
= 2Eg AL, o] Al mYe] 4P Annsl dh,

4. 1. olgxi =7
B =R AAE 2382 distributed lag =& 2] Y%<] habit persistence 2 &%) 7]

%33 Qo tAl - A oJH 71]ie] HFE FuFtx (ASRY 7 bS53 2L 52 FolX
1= ST & R S

ASR* = 8 + g X. (4)
2] (4)olX ASR*9] e A #|AT F glod, 7IdeM e Fadis HHEw A
ASRo] ASR*) 7HA HEE =t 713zt B8 A7bA] o (d: gAEA ¢
AR, AF 1E F) g ol =y 2EHoZ AFE AFA € Aeolt}, weiA 4
A ASR#} ASR* Ale]9] #Ale v & 2oz EAE F U

(ASR: — ASR~) = (1—y) (ASR* — ASR) + &. (5)

714 0<y<1 o, (1) & ZHAFAT 22k oA 4 () 4 (5)°] hYshe, g
3} e g 9A gk

ASR = B (1—y) + 8 (1—y) X. + yASR- + . (6)

5) habit persistence Z&oll th& 14§ 492 Kmenta (1986, pp. 527--536) &



FnYore 2y 49 2ol DY AFH A7 ¥

2 (6)2 habit persistence 2.8 2] 71 ¢redk deoln, &7)o] HYWM4EL 215t
A Al F ok 28olAM AFE vie} o] Fu YRR E HHEE 4 s Wi 5
= UFstARt, 2 =2oMe A ddg ZAsked s 8ol AMsHE HhE]l Ber) &

H g FAAE FEHE 948  Ae AFES AYusE 37 0% g R
A, ofd 7ldo] dAsHA A 1FEH &S B2 Yo, t7]9] 2 719 FuFkre
(t-1)719 Fuyekeet X Bolrh 4] (6)dE olv] ASRw-0] AHWSFz ¥3ts)e] ¢
ok, o]# 7l lagged dependent variableS ZHHTE TFAT|E AL A AGEAN A Qg
2eol= R, oA B ARFNA whx WrEe] ane IEE FojYe 5 Qv
H&oll, X2 A7t #e] (bias)E zte AL £Y & Athe FYE AUt (Jacobson and
Aaker 1985). 4, o149 7Ilo] AAAMNY] Y-S wa2n opd, ALY Fugols
(ASRC ol met zHAbe] Fuyeke s WA otk a2ud], Fugddee e 3
§- Azhol wet A HMESA gorng, AYALe Fuydre] A HQ FERTUE H
#it Fuzgze] o] o] 8% Zojvl. wEbr, (ASRC: — ASRC1) & dow49] 3}
YUz A7z ek 4714 ASRCE ZAAMEY t7] FnFgxe HF (Ce FRA
(competitor) & et}
Y =9 7122 4 (6)& tha 3 go] uhito] & F Qo)

&

ASR: = B (1—y) + B (1—7) (ASRC: — ASRC:\) + yASR: + &. (7)

4. 2. E|HEME R

BK 233} v}z7tA 2 A (7)) = 2219 A7 date] 938 &2 4= Aok 23 4 (7))
£ lagged dependent variableo] A H42 ¥35 o] le 22 Durbin-Watson test® =}
7148 ARE 3, (3 O # 2L PReE A3Es AAY F= g
(Kmenta 1986, p. 536). o1& ZA$-ol+ HA Durbin®l m testE A}&3lo] 7)Aol &)
q5-E HEES o5, A71dde] EAste 4ole ¢33 (maximum likelihood es-

timation) & A8t AAFE FAH3dob sta, ArIGHe] EAEA BE Aeds
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OLSE A8& 4 v} (Kmenta 1986). 2378 ¢J=8 2 Durbin® m testE #&A|71 A3} 1
7} 4F (2Q1=3F3)d At F& ArdHe AT = AN 2HEE o] GF diEA
e HSFANOR IAAASTE 73 g ol (F-F)9 @<} gol ¥Este o3& AlA
5 o2 A OLSE FAAFE Fatdh 182 U A 2278 45l disiAie ¢4 OLS
& 3 AAFE 7T thE o] (FB)9] @9} ol wEsto oA E AANE b thAl
CLSZ I AAFTE FH Ak

olgA A (7)& A3 Ax, BK 23} dX ¢ 52 4¥=e Bt 23/ dE 2
2 249 R9 Hagto] BK 28] A% 055880 ulstel, 2 (7)9] male] A$ 0.750]
gtk =, 2370 4dF 3 670 (5=A}, 6=31FF /MAl, 8=A3}, 14=27%, 15=F17]
71, 19— 5) & AAF tel2) 170 dFo14 BK madol viste] 298 RV} Ech &
BK =309} 7% 67 dFA 249 RV 0.72.0 2330 vlata, o971 140 4F
A Z2AE R7E0.7 o]l (K& 5-D), <& 52, 2 <(E 53 FF).
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(E5-1) Mz 2aftr 28 F3 4o (AH|RHAY)
= ASRCt — ASRt-1 Adj. R? N
ASRCi—1
1 -0.263 0.878** 0.905 45
A8 X (-0.931)® (12.609)
2 -0.406* 0.862* 0.870 45
2R /FF (-1.692) (12.556)
3 -0.069 1.034* 0.899 35
| + (-0.979) (31.943)
4 0.417* 0.798™ 0.727 30
<] B (2.060) (6.618)
5 -0.528 0.944= 0.954 40
A oF (-1.396) (16.779)
6 0.139 0.824™ 0.810 45
3AE /A (0.482) (15.193)
7 0.126 0.862* 0.737 30
7}¥A 717 (0.610) (12.911)
8 -0.556 0.754™ 0.711 30
A 3} (-1.296) (6.778)
9 0.480™* 1.089 0.926 25
=z} & A (3.802) (12.481)
 t-values.

“10% +ENH 2%,
5% +2NA #1¥.
~ 1% 5204 %99,
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(H# 5-2) Mz2

d = ASRC: — ASRt-1 Adj, R® N
ASRCi—1

10 0.022 1.025™ 0.950 25

) A (0.154)° (30.576)
11 0.019 0.605*** 0.707 25

A 3A A (0.086) (4.192)
12 -0.058 0.915"* 0.962 25

E} o] o (-0.452) (12.341)
13 -0.064 0.980* 0.680 35

Ald E (-0.609) (12.506)
14 -1.090™ 0.868™* 0.430 35

3 A (-2.592) (6.466)
15 0.075 0.714™ 0.362 30

AR 77 (0.415) (5.055)
16 -0.809* 0.885™* ‘ 0.673 25

i = (-1.790) (9.514)
17 0.285* 0.871* 0.661 40

A 717 (2.291) (13.658)

* t-values,

* 10% FEAA FA3
= 5% FEAM FeF

1% FEoNA #FoF.
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(E5-3) M=22

DR 33 £ Ao (Myase)

3 = ASRC: — ASRt-1 Adj. R? N
ASRCt—~;

18 -0.099 0.951** 0.942 36

3. €) (-0.670)® (29.999)
19 0.749™ 0.791* 0.830 40

LU (5.549) (9.062)
20 -0.191 0.949™ 0.651 35

E + (-1.012) (12.250)
21 0.077 0. 272” 0.620 40

3 1A (0.876) (2.212)
22 -0.105 0.704* 0.457 25

HAFE A~ (-0.420) (6.794)
23 0.130 0.285 0.483 30

v k] Fa (0.926) (1.313)

“ t-values.

" 10% &N {9,
= 5% S 2N AT,

1% &AM feldh

9lo] Anlsg Ry Uon gL IS
ZIAH| )& ALl

%e A drke AL gL

714

5% TFoll A

58 ¢ 4 Ak A, ASR.9] AF7 1] 4 (
Fo985, Fo8 ATEe
5o Buyeke} Asue

A& Jeh 2}k, 53] ASR- 9 AlFr $AF R 139 SYsities 7

107 |F (3=4+,

~ ASRC.) 8 A%E TA 4FAA Fesged (10%

—Al}, 9=}, 10=A%, 12=¢}o]o], 13=4]
$2], 18=5d, 20=a&)oH AFIILe| 7125 A Yk, ol AL ol F
5o BnYehest the ARelE Ao AHoE FAHT

F95%),

33o] 10] 7h7ke

Z H3E HolA ¥ete

le-& Al ETH E4), (ASRC.
o] F 4/ dF
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(4=2 %, 9=34F}, 17=22717], 19=u3t) oA ()75 E, 34 HdF 2=F8 /FF
14=37%, 16=F2) A (—)F5& HFHUhY 9714 ASRCE A ZBAARIA S A2E
7] A 3 AAL o)) BhE EE VIFES] HagrE deHTd sAHge FAHS <

I Jeug Ao FolE g%t (ASRC: — ASRC:-1) 9] A7t fol8kA] e A4+ 4

Aol BazokErt AwME Aol WEsA AL Bt WERT SeE 7)gEo

5]

olgbi SME 4 Qut. = AN FnPteE 277

A
te 719e #3 o)9)e) £ (o ANt FERFS 4808 thesa 1 A Fu

6) A (N B ASR19] A7 EAF e 13 2] gohd ASRC: — ASRCr-19] AlF= #28 4 glAE =
o] 9182 & 4 Uk el I 4F (9=2F3 U=HZ, 16=F2) M= ASR 1] A7t AR Z 17
ttE2x] o EAlo] ASRC: — ASRC:-19] AlF% Sositt aelnz, 493 @atabd habit persistence
modelo] ©] 374 dF2 FuPdre WL Jehed AFsA) gt & 5 U



Bayets vyl 4w o2gd B3 A2H A7 23

2 =g A% RRAAE AdFsgRel, BnYte wyel B £ s1ed shie
A4t FnPAEE st o fate Aol 48N Sl A (7)0] Buerz

HEE 71 RYERY B F AT dSE Hueng, o Mg 282 Hrt

2 dAfdMe AAE 239 AT 3 %ol o]&x&= Wil one-step
ahead forecast® %3l 2] (7)9 283 BK 239 |82 ¥ r}stgr}. one-step ahead
forecast@t T#iol 23 RE7F A&, o] 5 M3 (T-1)#o) g ABWHE o] &3t =3 o)
ATE FHE oS, o€ FHE n¥o YS9 3he tidste] THe F4H5:0 gt
& AdFsta, o] HEX 9} AAXTY QAE Aitslye Folgh, 7AIFHow, BK 233 2]
(7)2 ol &3t 93] 2 7198 BRUFTE =31, o) =X 9} AR H|7te] 2315 7)
A Th? I 4 (7) 2 BK 80| X33 g3l o 2o v)std dnlg o] sk

©ak7] fleted, B Aol A vlae] thad (benchmark) o2 “57ild HARd"S £33}
Aot & 88doM 92 d7bA] 5\dzke] FuFekw o] JHAE 7HA L 93 de] FRFAEE o

i
o
o
N
N
o
fr
=

dl& QAE HAIEhE Wlole o87ixr) Jed, B d7dME be o] Ha Ay
2.2} (mean absolute deviation, MAD) ¢} B o) H{AE]A] 23} (mean absolute per-
centage deviation, MAPD) 2] 57}x] vhH o 2 o & 28 FA|37|2 g},

7) B dFelde Z71gwa ol RS AASY] falA HrES oSBT Tl Ass FEsHeng (B

) #2), d55 ¢d dsie d9¥s gx “‘%% k& AHgEteor st 0 AFHE Ve w dFE g
HEE golnt. §, 3PGE A9 A e Y vad = glrk gabd, dE S 4o G2 AHEH
thEoll HA x| 9} vlarste] &0 2pE Astct
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153

1
MAD = 153 %, | ASRis — ASRus |, (8)

15| ASR 93 ASR, a |

Ad714 MAD = 1537] 7149 A Hdl 23},
MAPD = 1537} 7199 ®H# Ao F4AEA 23},
ASR.» = 719 io) BYE FuRekE o2,
ASR.w = 714 i8] 93¥% Fueke A A,

fiEe d2oAe] 44 2718 welEthe FHel AW, 27 AR vstel Aoht
WolkeEAS YA o o] dew, HEE oF AT AAX S} vmalA ol
£ 2718 gAFE 3ol QAW B2 (5, AAR)7 0o sPhsdel e d5e3E T
slA BB Baol Utk Mebd o $7hx) W e JERHOR Abgstelol Bt of
zo HEYEL EASE E shte wiog, 4 (7), BK 2%, 221 54d J@e ol 7
7 15370 7190 & 2 Aol tiatel 7bg AHS A2 HYEAE AT £ Ae Rolnh

44

[¢]

5. 2. 0| &3

MADS} MAPDE 71&o2 &, 2] (7), BK 2%, 2213 57id FFRF el 4539

Aol sl e HlZA A& FEErt 2 W
o] e rp @S ovlgth. BK 2o 4w o] F mFe Fibel fxsth MAD
9} MAPDo] thaiA t testE AAE AAE H7IR Y ST {28 xol7} gl Ko+
Ak 15370 7IgEE guuw, 4 (7)o 283 570d Bred ol 247t 5371 719l s A
grdze] FuFded PR EsHA d&sdn, BK 28L& 4770 71del tisiA 71 g &



oot mye] Auds qxo] Bt 45 A7 25

a4 23 Aoz eyl

o] F3td 4 (7)9] m3o] BK R¥utie o &80 ik w1 T # A& Hojuh
a#yg ek AL 7180 FuLE BYE FoA /M £ AEE S M A (N =
g5 T3] e 5 BeRF e oS HE & Hol gtk Aol oA
o] BoFE AL FuAdL g dEshe Aol frdst EFelg, A (7) Bk zgle] 33
SGed 570d B 28-S A48 Aol 23]8 cost-benefit A Ug o)t o),

ol2ist Ayt Mugo] & o] eA] o E2H 1 £ AL oljhs Hagerty (1986)
2 Hagerty and Srinivasan (1991) 2] A3}e} A x| &= Ho|th,

(E6) A (7),BK2E 3 574 Wi 232l 0&2 H|ul (one-step ahead forecast)

2 (7)e] =¥ BK =3 570d HFRE
MAD? 0.476 0.500 0.568
MAPD® 0.600 0.406 0.466
7hd &3
29| 4 53/15%° 47 /153 53/153

* Mean Absolute Deviation (4] (8) #&).

* Mean Absolute Percentage Deviation (2] (9) &%),

CHA (7)) 9 BEL F 15370 719F 5370 71 ot E BK R¥olv 5rid HaedEoh o A
g3t o &3S v

v 7o) 2L BY QU] £3 7190 Bugokeel WSS ¥ 49 F & e
57 28g AL o] mAe] A 28 HIo] AN%E FutE 239 BK B

3 (Balasubramanian and Kumar 1990) 3 ¥l &l=d] AAch 2 =& A F13

2
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oFE 2EE B JIGEC] Boh 10N S olgale BT e AYehn ek Ao

Aetste] HEe) FnFeg HPUFE 7hed s TR Ro] EFolut. o)

=

2370 4% 15370 71l A2 69 AALYYE NEE olfsld ¥ nye 24 A,
BK 28& B 55 A5 ¥ES 49a e, B =8e) vy W7 75 4B wE

.q:
dyea ZoRSE ek, B =Rl ANE 28e A2AH wuy Buger
3

FolM 7h B 4BEE e Rl ¥ + UL Aol F o] nyL 4
i

5
o =2k 23 Fuds 23 ql%‘%‘—‘—;}% Hluge dolHch FuHAdE =9
FAH &5 7hed stue FAAY] FRYSEE 2t o, B =Ry F4
¥ 23 BK 29 21 vl ded 50 B 28 (F, 27 59709 Fugdteg ¥
3 A) o] A|Z5H & one-step-ahead forecastE 34 vlm3dt Ao|t} o= AP= =
75%° AR S Ad R¥E I3 @ 5 H7 m¥ o] vlate o 29| Hsmmo)a
= HE2 U4S Zo] glude Ag BdFnh
Fuotre] MES m¥sslE e Alwrt Zd e 70d0 Fulo]F FE31A) o] FolA]
ey, sldlME Ao gAcks ol B A7l duig e 5 9} 281, 7]&9
T (Ailawadi, Farris, and Parry 1994; Balasubramanian and Kumar 1990: Farris and
Buzzell 1979: Quelch, Marshall, and Chang 1984)Ec] R & o] Mg vrS 723t o=
Qe £ HFW WA, ¥ APNAE Yo AUPe BE RS AAHOE 7
Fotithe Helx o9& & ok
A7 dAdeEE S 22 HES E F Uk 3A, BnSwd] e 7|Ee
ERES] A9Hs Zhedde “AE7 WHE o9 A Folshi=rltol wet 1 ghe] Mg w7t
A Wgtste AEo] Btk olE 5o, oW 7ide] Mg AAAIFo) Folstn glohy,
7l AgRgE ARIY FEolU AR FF9] AEE ol&ste Aol B} BEE
Zolth, Iy, ddHog olgA MESE AEE FHs77 oJdie EAlHo] A
2, §o2 o] Fote] A7t 844315 7] AN s =@ PIMS doleho] 277} F3 5 o]

of,
=]

\

o
hai



FnYFE Yo A el 2o] Be AZH A7 27

v

~1
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10.

11.

g Aolch. 24, Y FAATIM AFsAEe] o2 BohZ0u]e v]Fo] A
FRAAUA A Bl EA0E Befste] Bagorms) Bl S Yeo] et ¥ w2

getodor & Aot} (Quelch, Marshall, and Chang (1984) =),

FnFd

ol Y (1981), “Fr=mAzd el AR TR-VF-A o] FHeAEA,” KDL
o1 (1986), “AAZAAAA ] nxstel FHAWNAA,” KDL,
- A E (1986), "Bt A FAA ] AGZAA B4, FA AN AL, 5.

e8], Foid (199), FuEFE, sHaAL
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225 134 A7 AR o] R4S AlABT] % o] T

o] FHES 3l7] AsIA, 4 (3)& th53 o] uHite] 2712 i,

Yi=f Koo+ B Xer + B2 Ko + 85 Xus + & (A1)
AN Xiw = 1 (ZF 19} toll thalA])

X.1 = MG

Xi2 = MS.

Xis = MG« MS..

@AV e AA
HA A7143-E AAS] A3 4 (Al S O3 2o] Hadt

Yi= ,BoXi'Zo + ﬂan.x + ,32 Xt + ﬂ:«XEa + u.?, (AZ)

A7) Y= 1— Ve (t=19d)
Y= Yir_/p\x Yi, -1 (t=2, 3, 4, 5, 60"—1[‘:“)

a3 X = V17l X (t=1 )
X = Xia—p Xeorme (t==2, 3, 4, 5, 64 ™)
k=0, 1, 2, 3,
i=1, 2, 3, -, N,
Y68, 11

HER P = e

A7) A e A (A1) OLSE FAH A AoA= FAH(residual).

(t=2, 3, 4, 5, 64)
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r1-

@ °]

ol 1M & A sl S A (A2)F

T

g ol W

,r—ﬁoX“a'f‘ﬁl it,1+,82 i:.z‘i‘ﬂaX'ifa‘i’u'fz

*
it

A7 Y= ——,

5 (k=0, 1,2, 3)

Xt =

t=1, 2, 3,4, 5, 6,
i=1, 2, 3, -, N,

&7 A s = \/-5:4—1 ur.

olAl wwolA A7} ol R Aol

22

AARG e, 4 (A3)E

2

(A3)

oLsd] olatel FHE & 9l
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An Empirical Assessment of Explanatory and Predictive Power

of an Advertising-to-Sales Ratio Model

Chan Su Park*- Jae Sang Ahn**

ABSTRACT

This paper develops a regression model to explain wvariations in the
advertising-to-sales ratios across firms and compares the model with existing models
in terms of explanatory and predictive power. Our model uses the previous year’s ad-
vertising-to-sales ratio of the firm and the average adversing-to-sales ratio of
cornpetitors as explanatory variables, Analyses on firm-level cross-sectional time-series
data pooled at the industry level showed that our model had very good explanatory
power, indicating that in many industries the advertising-to-sales ratios tend to persist
from year to year. However, the predictive power of our model was not any better

than that of a naive model based on a 5-year average.

* Hankuk University of Foreign Studies
% Hankuk University of Foreign Studies



