BRI $25% 23R (1996 5R)

Bl A EL] A]-B7HE 2Rkl B3 AZAF

Ho
a

§Il

=EEed 105 8
ARG : 95, 12

x =2

£ dvdMe AZHE, Add, vl AAFe &g E 29 Assd, 1, 7H4,
e AlE] Aol A9 XlA A, 7o AFe AFAE ke ¥R Fund S Atetn
ol AFEASEE 299 g AFPE Wt ol AIFA]] 27el rdrsrt 3] Ad
T e THAET BEHAEE o2 AEANTY. 4FATE 93t 198932 & HFAZUA
7b ARl 2218 AAEFES ATdes AEsgen, AAFE EAF MY FL P
L Pl AE, YR R E BEARE AMIACT

ARrde F5 T AR HHEE B9 FALH, 53] WFEAH 2ART 4FAFH 8] A
AE Faago] WA A e v e o2 Jegt, B dFEgdE S Adx
9L 28 79 BFE 7 7HA iy dErdrc £ Aoz Yeikt B E 2 A
A& 7H4u] 8 (Indirect Nonlinear Least Square, INLS) Bt} ¢43 A3E B 32 &
B AT, A7 - H% =432 (time-varying parameter estimation)-& $1%§ Kalman filtering

8 g a/dol AAHAUH.

*

Assistant Professor of Marketing, Dept. of Business Administration, Taegu University

o 2 =E 8¢ XA g A 99 T AAAYAA =G
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AAFL A Gt 7199 By PSS 95t BFHo|7] R ool Ui M
TS 2 oj=dEg ZxH ok £ St SHoA s, At s 17k
g A7 gugol vpA R 9] 11 o= BopEtr F4E A AE 7R Y

FE e Al 23, 7P gt gt olsiE o] gtk A& Eo], Mansfield
(1961) & AAE 783 8T &7 AP S Fx3AA, 4 A=E JAF BAH F
4, 78 H2e 52, BddAde] T2 A8k 3, Brown (1981), Griliches
(1957), Robinson & Lakhani (1975)+ 89 ¥8 =g& #4h& d9ystHd. Casetti
(1972), Casetti & Jones (1987), Casetti & Semple (1969), Sahal (1981)& EHitujel-&
A 3lr] Yt Sglde =939l Hagerstrand (1967), Bernhardt & MacKenzie
(1972) & #4848 PBolA (information transfer) ZWolA d33}% o0, Blackman
(1974), Fisher & Pry (1971), Sharif & Haq (1979), Sharif & Islam (1980), Sharif &
Kabir (1976)& 71&€ti#d /Mde =48ty 28] Rogers (1976, 1983) & AFUA A
o]&& F3le] thste] B4 A4S A

A g okl Ao AAEF Aol digh 244 dFE Bass (1969)7F th3t 22 E¥%
g gAtw 9l (mixed-influence diffusion model) & A7f3HA] F -z o2 Zosl Y.

SN(t)

n(t)= 5t

= (x+ £ nw) W-n, (LD
o714 : n(t) = oN(t) /6t = tiiE<te] UAF +&U4

N(t)= tHi7t=] 9] 34804

« = FBUAS (Fe Sngae)

po=mpds (B drgge)

~

M = A3
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Bass(1969) mdo]ef, &4itofi i3t uiAI" A7 e A 23 AAF 52 Aulie
MER2E 7%, dF, AY - FAE7] A G mdS /iEsiyt ol rddre o

TEA D A}3H mdpyd Ao me} olgd - MeF 1Y, 45H - dF2d, A - A
2#Ha md $o0F FEIH B F Udh 94, oA - MeF FArdS g g T
olgfo] AFEAE T3 Krt A& Maed A £2H& Fe vy, vHA" Beate] oAt
A3 =eldle & #4E 224 &1 vt (Mahajan & Peterson, 1978; Midgley, 1976,
1984). E4, AFH - & 2d2 3PS £ 4 2 AAFe v AR E A
35t} ghok, bkt Al FE, 38, gl 2A By E &5 e 29 g 9
slod, Bass2d o] GA /M A8}, 43t dHd ¥ 58 ot AvtdE st
22} Y. & =FEAN 2l ¢FHE dFexte] Ar|e tdE dEFTE e vaE
Bate] Hrtdh A, 1 - A mde A 299 dEFrdoel AlFste FLED
otz A npAg 2 S A ARE B AodA AFT F9 - AHH 29 L v
g A2 Aol Al A1 £F AW FRE AFste v, 3o a9t H 59, AR
Ao oAtZ2A 3 5 X887 W ] vl TBEH o B33 wdojt

gy, A 30d3e) Ak FAE S ETSt v 2 Fobl disiMe
ot g A7E a2 b A, A @42 A0 3o A A 2A
Ao}, kA, gRE vHAlE A7 ol 8 FE3] FA ¥dE BAR AAFe =dA B
o] AGA FoAE st gtk AAE & AH|AE ofrjolA kA ARV e &
el ARE AA EAE FAQ0 ste A e 28 0E 235t Mahajan, Muller,
& Bass (1990)2 it A g+ EWo] AAste FaAH old tig Bt #AHY A7
o] BaAE th3t ol A

“H1E A1 F7 S e Ay Ful2g FAQAE ol #F
o] A, #H7HE A% HAEAME LA a3ttt Bassed o] 3454
AAFo] o= oA ojFA o} & shedA ARIE AF AR viAE FFE Hrlsked
B =¢8] g Aoltt” (p.21)

2
5
o%
rO
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A4, e AgATE A iR WEAE AdLE & Qloh gkE e, vl g
iR o] B A= B e EA#S 4ol (Dolan & Jeuland, 1981; Dodson &
Muller, 1978; Jeuland & Dolan, 1982; Lilien, Rao, & Kalish, 1981; Kalish, 1983, 1985;
Mahajan, Wind, & Sharma, 1983: Rao & Yamada, 1988), ©] H3F t}ekgh A A F 1}k Ay]
2o AA o]FojA A Rttt 53], wEFY indn A YREY AFETE F
A3k AFE, = foF JoES o= 33 ¢}y, Kalish & Lilien (1986) ¢ &4,
AT e g vl FRAE e davt vk MA, BassEd o F F¥RFE FT
a]ld) 93ty FFE Hg F Jv v, Ind o B48 XBF, FANH LR vy}
A o] XEg Aotk &, FaArd 9 7o o] AT I RaFTHE FAlA 2
A3le F43 £ (global analysis) o] B asich vla, Fande] F8 Lo 27] 9
Z2ARE T3l v WEE dSsof 3le A" A AA Ao Bls FL3 olE 9
sto] iR A A7 Asd & g Eurde ztg HFxddrt 84S JHA gt
gy 0l B FRX s a0 27 AEE AMRS FHol7] fEd AN} EHEd
ol olla} 24wy (OLS, MLE, NLS) =3 m 49 A7} - B A (time-invariant)-& A
A2 st A7) gEo] v olch £ NAFY 270 AW vel Ao Ay 7
B3} 2 B EE (nonsample) ARt A A A HFH A X e Aol

B dFoME o]de EAE B H3] AEFo RN it diE ANS Fdstua
o &, vt uluae) gate) I ek, epARE A, AGAL EAE S wiE, A

AES] A 54 5o AT FFL Wi noh A HAudS AL, olo o

e

0

B A7 At 2d & W4 w4 ZH A ¥4 (nonlinear) o] 7] Wi B 3L
7Ha4) 438 24 W (Indirect Nonlinear Least Square, INLS)-& A}&-3tch, 53], =54 FH)
Ae FaA o2 w3zt Bayes Theoremol] 7]%3F Kalman state-space filteringg &
£ N2 87 F71HE o)l EdE R4S AFA (reestimate) 3t o] & €} ol SHY
vl - HEZT

a7y nA " gatrdo e 37HE 848 A U X odtd wid, FasE &4
oo X3t AL g BAVE opldh ¥k w¥le X, A, W, 73 - EEA



HIWA AAEFS A - 338 Gidel] g dFA+ 285

9 Wel 2 = B sl BE & A7) @), AAEY BN S WAL F
zrel A Fehs TS FHA VY F Qe BHIE T HES ARG o) o
Aok wel ¥ Qe 341714 (spatial-temporal) BAEEE 918 HPATA
F2 SR A2 ALE FA 248 2N A W52 sk AP Ade
B ue £4¢ Tt HHE £ QAT DB A FUYRE AFeohe A
oA elul sl Wset & 4 gleh

=
r <
i
d
et
lo
2
=y

2.1 HILH7AY it

v 7l o] BakA| 2"l 9lo] ukE- ol el (repurchase state) & &3 AlE 8-3H
B} A2 F2rt 21, §3) HEFu e o] £8-2 Z3} ole AAF HAAE
ARste 8% aholth WFA Fiwde v48448 (nonadoption state) ol A &
A}el (adoption state) 2 A5 = 33 2744 8 (two-state, binomial state) 2 A g
o}, wiebA 371A] Ae) (81823, 83, ukE e de) o wiE o 48 WTAHE W
Aoz she ol Rd2ME AR dEd 4 qich. A2, vHE A distd &4
o] Zulgtoll whe} wrE-Ful kAl 2" thE AEH mdFAo] LA o]FAA L U
(Dolan & Jeuland 1981; Dodson & Muller 1978; Jeuland & Dolan 1982; Lilien, Rao, &
Kalish 1981: Mahajan, Wind, & Sharma 1983; Rao & Yamada 1988). &3], vl 7=} A
AES ez e g nde 2~4719] Fe (state) 9} o|& AlolE AZste &
(flow) 2.2 745 U}

Dodson & Muller (1978) (°]&} DM)2 atal2dlg 374 e — 7R3 (unawar-

]

eness state), ¢1x] Zz) A e) (awared potential state), 48 (adoption state) -2 T
At DM s WRgdest Rgdsf a4 2 wr|de} MAES A& QA A
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o}, wHE e V)E FEFEAA g8 AER AU AY AEFS B TuRES
Aoz w&dtdrt. &, DMEYAA FHERG vHAE =82 JAFE A A &
3 Je 2HIAE 1A G2 AEA T, 71 AR =g AAFe dAlsgo 4F
< n XA P}k AAES A sl= A 2 (potential customers) & EFAIHOZH Al
o] 24| (current customers)Z¢] #YH+ & (inflow)3} o= FEEE (out-
flow) & th& md R}t FHHo 2 33t

Lilien, Rao, & Kalish (1981) (]38} LRK)+& HUlFA] AAF] S AHE 4714 A
e) —v]=8 248 (nonadoption state), A& Fol A} (trier state), ®E- Fulz}b (repeat
purchaser state), #7# A}&2} (past user state) —2 FA3IGth DMEd ) g2 LRK=
8 An|zpe) AlA)Eo) g QAR AAE (awareness) S 31 8HA] P whd, wHERu & 24A
Tl o} AP pujol] QAAA R poe] F2E sebstuzt gk, LRKRH w2d, &
A oJeFEe] A% AAFE FHFYe Zrlde vFE dHdA AFT dE (F2 HE
A Aol At wrE-Fujde)) 29| HFko] F2 dojuhn, Azt Ao met A F R
el A AAFEAL R Abo] i wrE-pel Adej o} HAARE A e Abo] 9] ofFo] &Sl
o]Zo] At} 471x] A2 TAE LRKR YL mdo] Ao w E73tl B84 255
A3 A0 At 2712 Al (B8 dH, #89E) o] Y= destdn. ¥ =
24 29 WRA Fate] /2R3 go] ol e 2 Exd: SN o] AYe
Fre] RES wgstn ok YR ave} FHaRNE HFEAHE FEYHE o FA7)
o L vHE v, YA VAE AHEE (detailing) & FEAENAAM Y oS
zA8c pAHeR, REAY AFE AP 71gole AAF 28] FrPEE g}

WhE

st o, £gate] £ - HRTNAY ASE RGN AFLF e FH2 07 9

A2l F& Frhe ALY FEE sHEEATE 3 () TAEAE B
HE dd, Zae $3F(-) FHEASRE uiste A2E ol £8& AHAIIA ok
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Rao & Yamada (1988) (°]3l RY)+ LRKY &axndd] HEn g Aehste AR
F2 gdnds 753t ole dFEME ste - AIAE Feo &84 oFE AR
: ARESEATH B3], AAF dE S84 A2 48 o QAo FaA s
o} 4w Az} Alelo] BAIE AESNUTH 22 T AIH 4 AHY oldFolE nE e
A F4RdY S5 4HE BT FASSAT. F, RYEZDeN e A% 2713 dA 4
Bl UlF 52 dE) Alolo] EAE & Ue 47HA g we} Avjat Jee EF3d
Mahajan, Wind, & Sharma (1983)¢] wF&E-7ojx2dl (Non-Uniform Influence Repeat,
NUIR)& 13 7o} W& des sie Easingwood, Mahajan, & Muller (1983) 9}
NUI (Non-Uniform Influence) = dol W& o] 8-S F713 Ao}, 3714 A& FAE
NUIRE YA g g Azt - dFAres Wi 9389 Fuade Favtd 24 333
e B2AA Fa g gty £33 8ldg 9335 (nonuniform influence scale) &
2R ERE 26 g 2del 712 72 NUIR2Y L LRKe 93} oete] vl 7 =)

10k

]

Jb

3txiwd (Dolan & Jeuland 1981, Jeuland & Dolan 1982) & #Atsith, &9k NUIR®Y
L MAFE FAHE FRE7) Y vAE 8-S XA 2 7] dF o) Basszdol &
Ag Ferdd sl weiM niAEy, F AF g (d, AFHR AlTxeH)rt R

ENE B3t AAES WEAF nAe dFE B A3A 2 F LRK, DME o B3
o, & dEZEldAdE B3 upA R B A AdE FP RS ATk

L F°i'

2.2 BT gt

ol

Zb 84t (spatial diffusion)o]@ oj@ @Ato] Agd NN S8t U7 HAE
Ao g AlZha F7to] AR WA rte A4S 43kt (Brown, 1981 Hagerstrand, 1967:
Morrill, Gaile, & Thrall, 1988; Morrill & Manninen, 1975). &3t #he 2 thido] /3
2 To DAY £ glony ojd H 7S (transfer mechanism) o]y} vl 7§#] (agent), 1
o EHAA (target place) & T vk £ SR Y HA2e A2 B4 1
&, "o uig, F ot Ao d4 5ol wet vskd F Qo

3 gk glo] F8 AFEAE 1) FNHFH FIE dodle FholgG Bae 54, 2)

p
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FE 8BS FF 7RI G4t vAle 9%, 3) &t AR E =& AU
S 725 T3 F4 (local place) o] B4 Abolo] F8 Solt},

gutdoz I+ S 7HA] R FEE 7 Utk F, o] XEH (neighborhood ef-
fect) EAS Ad AQGA - 223 B2 (contagious /wave diffusion), EHAAA (cen-
tral place system)stell A 2] A&7 &b (hierarchical diffusion), Z12]31 A|7H2 &xbol] A
&3 2 £ U G849 &% #$4Hrandom-mixing diffusion)& ¥ 4 Ut} (d], Brown
& Cox, 1971; Hudson, 1969a, 1969b, 1972; Morrill, Gaile, & Thrall, 1988).

AGAY - 227 4E 93HAAM 94 Wike B2 FH 2 Agdsd 5 U ol B¢ F
R A L QAo A HY I o4 2 AL, 7P @52 W) gxe &
2 nYAE dForRE vbg e g Hx Uztth webd 49y E EFAYE | HA
BohE ¢4 ke YXIRE FERely] did olxa et Bele A7) (distance-bias)
7 s A ®ok (Morrill, 1970). ¥+, a8 E& Alojste A3 247t SAUA AF
(central place hierarchy)/del =3A] fxy =7} € @, &2 AFH dd& HA €
o o]E & Afele ke AdE AN AUE AHeg MNP A k. AFH Gt
A HALe FAA A wet ol 2 HA v Hedl, 2 olfe "2 A9LTFE A
A, PS5 AFEo] gon olge 45F8e 7hegAdol ¥V WEeld. #EH £
3 shke Agu st ArHAD Fel24 (Kendall, 1965), TY AT 2 7AAS A
2 o2 H299 (contact field) & 7HA3 Y& Ao 7Pk £ 24 709 HEFISF
o s d4o) oel @Ekd = Aok o] Fejel ke Fe] T34 (homogeneity)
71-¢ AAZ she Al g F2 #-do] it

e} o]43e] 37kA) Fele T2y ikl g o] @A FEd Bdsiy, dA9 ¥t
AL o]5 o|2F eyt AfE o A= Bl US FolFok gt} (Brown 1981:
Hagerstrand 1952: Hudson 1969b). H|& o2& 2e ¥4 e 78 & AT of
By oz A Auz HAstA "ot £3 Hagerstrand (19567a) # Brown (1981) 9
wa2d Ag4. 248 39 AEF gag FEY e O IS EHeFe
oA g s ojo} g,

A g7AA e A i F7HH BNl AR - dE £2 Ao e o]F4
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ol AAF £ 7hsd R 5F vIAE ¥ F2 APHAY. o)y THH Av=
AREH FaAdpehe o1 AAZAL Jhetm Uk A Satede Qo) BgA &3
(random-mixed population)$ HAZAS g st w273 ArAM e Algel Axsl
=2 A2vk# - 2] (dinstance friction /dacay) $} tj2o] u| 853 (nonrandom), 23}
H AENE S Foto] TATS AA= @}, (Cliff & Ord, 1975; Hudson, 1972).

-1t Hagerstrand (1967) & W13 238} mdAToME A7k 2A™s A =1
e i, A galede Fhe AgeiA AFsA £k gink olf§ BA2 §de
XTEAS 2L N SR NHFAE DG4 Sudo)Me] HusEo) 3
B 545 QAR FAH A7} GaalA ol RolX T YU}, ¢ E So], x|e) o] Al
Morrill (1970)2 ®]&&2 FuRAdRIN ZAH G52 FHo] oJAs| ZAFS =2a
I low, Agyetel M Kendall (1965)& &ilmde) 2214 948 THAZT, Yndo
2 A FR_AE ste] Fandd Tl 28T u A $HEEdE 2712 Aol
g Hogol AR Sk AME 27hE Azag vy (spatial interaction model)oll
13848 F7bsted A17-3743 (temporal-spatial) Rde F&st= wWyoy (Berry,
1972: Morrill, Gaile, & Thrall, 1988: Pederson, 1970; Webber, 1972), S& w32 |7t

2 2x28 =Y (temporal logistic model)o] ¥7t £ Az A 2 27)3e ol&ul F

>

)

-A1ZH (spatial-temporal) =@ o]t} (Casetti, 1972; Casetti & Jones, 1987; Casetti &
Semple, 1969; Cliff & Ord, 1975: Haining, 1983; Kendall 1965).

3, wpAE oA 9] A] - F21A kA TFE Allaway, Mason, & Black (1988), Mahajan
& Peterson (1979)¢)] B3}3l9, o]5 APoM e B3t 3243 Pito] 9x), Az, wat
7 22 T FHol ostd JFE B ofRg FESAT. Mahajan & Peterson
(1979) & s04Fee] AF5H FAAD o] avo) 7]2ste UnBSA o] A] - 279 Bag
W& ARIstAt 53] o] 52 Blackman (1972) 9 7|t ede] tidt A] - 2718 wug
TSI olE T3 WlF 257 FolMel EUE £439L WS HYsH mAFSIAL
Allaway, Mason, & Black (1988)2 =AIA oM MM A 2ojHze) 4839 7
B3Rt ol 7N E HIE &abe] £ (aggregate) A7t el e Bassm 3} o X3}
 A%E 2o FAAT, o) uXE g7 Ao B ARE 2Rax Eagoh 1y
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NG5S 2 Mol Aoz FAstY B WFEA (disageregate) <H&ol i3k partial
hazard® 3¢ 48319 o, Gaapge] fo18 U FFPol EAFEL FAT & AAh

M. w52 Al o] Aot

3.0 43 A7 EMH

A o] whE el atw g ARber] A, fEle AL ATl 2 7HA
BEARE #8 & F Ut AR, viAE $inde] wjd g o7 A5H AAe dg ol
v A gste] 1 eE T 7] dEA, dRE dEae S3d7E AL SEMT HE
HRon Fe S A FAF gtk &4dgo] AIRE Eat opug} g7t HA ¥
st g, ST IRd S FF F9E netodof doh Ty At $ F
shte] mdo] Bst e 28 A 4ol otk I FHE 2l 2=
shaiwde "y o B3 Ao 23 ddHes #5635 FAVIe R U)o}
AFol gt mE A &ade ZAE7] W ¥ 499 Fo4L2 FHEA REGY 2
Hol= B7sta, gitede] 3 FRE FAGGE ole AR =& 7HA & 7ol
Er}h T8 oA " Aol FHAE Fef - ulA], H e, Ak Foll vhe- W ¢ gE AAFY
Mu|25o] 2T 4 Utk 21 AAF odejvie} Ao g, M2 el Ad,

32 AAE i Aol T EA S FUd 2471 E Ao

EA, ol5 wrEpvl Zamde Bass $tRdS $FAHAT ST vhAE 2 Aol A
e AFHA #EATE AT Aot o) RN E S A3 N R 9
obsta glow, Habgdel] S mA & Qe V19 v =Holy vluiA Y 81E
stz 2234 nsiA g ok LRK, RYRd-2 @4 sl vpA RS, 5 AFHY
5 (detailing) T 12)3tx 7] ol ntAE YL S & o, #2]d ddS 74

s o @Yo vPAAE e B ede ozl TR oA kol

d



HIU A AAES] A3 &4k 83 dFdAT 291

ol3le] o] Fojx L St} o] g FHAA B o, AFHE EFY FEH EF dE S0 F
119} e o} npA Y W] gt wet 2FE 4 Aok wE e FArdS FEFA
EAC g vl T H QEE F3td dEH 84S FUHAZ 287t ok

AR, 28 wkEpe) mdo glo] iRl FEAE(F, HlFEAS FEA Alole] 7
ARUAIA)ol XU, ole 22¥ i o] HFgAt AAEFE FEHES st
o gFgol 7] foirt vt o Nixgul ied ) g, DMEYL 829} ¥
487} Atolo] thQlzt &8-S neishA gu Jdon, 238 FREAYNEs AAFS REX
PE FAAL AASEE sted TS vXE Aoz #HL Aot o9 B YA
A Ful g = Al E i3 AuH AE, HAEAGR Y odte] S L AR v
Bl EAH A W¥stn vk DME 9o k23 v|Q1A] 4#) (uninforned state))&
2 Abe) (informed potential) & HFate=dl 2714 84, FHAAASY Favt ALt 28
HhE B A A AAE dF BAA JHE AAGHE AGAZL ThsAol 3l
o}, zeiu QA Fest vQIx FHd Alolol] tiqlzt AfF ol o] AR s e AR
= 3upsith, B)E gojur) @Aaw 1 e AA 58237 (actual adoption group)
7} v)elx} %+ (uninformed group) Ate] & AA #&x3A¢ (actual adoption group) 3%
H) 48232 (nonadoption group) AtelellA] olfefxle a3zt vlshd WA wnat Ao
t}, ol¢} e 2k A &= Kalish (1985) 9 AR rmdofA ofn) g &stA] Y= A
t}. DM=rdo] AUz Y = & ZAE mde] 73 #F ook It A pHEE
23l Aol AZo tidt QA (awareness) = UAFH 834 (cognitive adoption
process) S Bt} A H oz Aws) Fo} AT )2 wnlgtel o F4& 7] AAFHR
AAS A stoz wEpr) gnd S BE9d Are HAsA HEY. 2dn 458 &
ol A ol9} e A RdS 2 QAL BEY tYF 23xHnoise) 2 2HE 7HsAol
et} B3 AR AE, gAEARGRY Aol 2abE, S 3 oHEE L7 oY o
& 2o & dztel] AA AAZ i LA} QA E G838 nHEA g U FA
olt}. o] & Sol, Narasimhan & Sen (1983)°] ZE AAF=U #AF 974l HEEA
#(test-market) 293 4/ mdvto] Wxol X GAE e, £ Mahajan,
Muller, & Sharma (1984), Wind & Cardozo (1981)7} ZHEZ 1374 HA2EAR vdF 4
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grojate] mdgto] QIAGAE XAt o2l olfruel A5 FrlsE vlulTAl ] &
Aol Ao} WF A= AAIF Q| vleg At} A7z}, 53] whE-puz} Alel e} Tl 2] s}
o g o= o F4g 5 o

A, g s Aol o], wEpel ginde] 24 9 &S A% 27) ARE
883 ARk - 23 (time-invariant) WY o2 a1 o}, o]2 ulgo} EeHYE
FHA G BEAEH 4F AAE $A HA, viAE B A A A FRE A
7Hs/del w6 53] viAIR YA sy $ 8050 $irdd SEHl uet 24 S
T 3712 Zoin o2 wmgtol & B ARV o F Zlo|y] i, &R vigE A
Bt md SR ¥ ojxel g} diAte] W FE 2 n fA AES A AT
2o HERARE 27 B AAstn 2480 $EEd o] 2% (update) 3h=
Bayesian 733 o] utg3 g Fo|t},

3.2 #HitdEe0l

UM AFEARC], BEAHY FArd 2 9FY ZFE AURA FodFH o2 st o
th LRK249# RYRE 2 24E AF g o} Lv|xe] Ajztd AFEA e S 22t d
atal ok 2y 22 gk ) §Ard e B £A48 A FE3H Q14 EA
3t loh. AAo], LRKEE 3 RYRAAMZAE 2t B8 w2 179 v SHoA
Agstn ot 2 Ao Eitrde] 248 ded da(constant) 2 #HF A 94,
23] g g2 ojste] JgS v shbe] Y P (composite) 2 1A g} @A of
Qe T8 A" AR o, 3 vivpAlY 2], B AlFHe] #AE nedoEN B
du o] E4E itk &, 370 24E AU e dhETu) Eted e o] AlLE
#3352 (system process equation) 02 Y& A0 E F v, 43¢ e gD vt
A2 WHaee) vinAE 8o 2 FAHE 54154 (parameter state equation) 3

B2 dgdn. 5,
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i L Nk

N(t+1) = [M — N(t)][a+pN(t)] +yN(t) (3.1)
B Ae 54
R gedan: o o )= a(FaL, 714, RN FH A) (3.2)
YWEGgEgast: ple)= (A3 53L&, AF F334) (3.3)
FAEF: ()= (3.4)

3.2.1 9jRgggaqlV

Atedo A R gyt 37k 840 ot JEFE weth wAH YA AF2E Fo
o} 7HE& a8l YAF gRloRE Aol YAg A ALE I Fie AR
do] oz 7}A] Fejz F¥E 4 Urk Horsky & Simon (1983), Simon & Sebastian
(1987)& =33 o2 d7olA Bass (1969) 2@ o] )R v F2 Faro) ojsle] 24P
F8A 7o) 32 wrgdsle Fue] Q234 (concave function) 2 EHE} £ Ag=d
oAl Fiie 2r1elF(logarithm) Fef 2 FE&5E dFE viXe Aoz 4P

NAL 27 Buste B =] JUNd MFEA, ©]& Bass2dd] Fd3te A
2 A% go] opch BassEdol o] 74 AL AR AR EFE & AT A
EAE 9x8 A#Art EAEA et adx £, &HA WA E HdeR 3 F

1) AEH o2 niA g Rogers (1983) 2] AAE &b & 5714 A £Fol 71%3td Bass(1969) &4F
ndol £ AASE HAxFde] 98 HalAS (coefficient of innovation) 9t 2 HHA4* (coefficient of imi-
tation) 2 H23 Ut 28y}, Lekvall & Wahlbin (1973)2 Bass®d 9] 842 tiZol A (S L] o
aA)e AB AT AL (FAAl 28 i) olsle] B3R Uslrl B olg Age ARFGEAT (coefficient
of external influence) st W3 J &A% (coefficient of internal influence) 2 Ea# ot F& F¥stx gl =
& Mahajan, Muller, & Srivastava (1990) & Bass®@ 3} 78 ¥ (Rogers7} £R/E H5td A84d) 9] v
2 %34, BassRdol A Al (innovator) 2 Hshe 82 AL A7) obd & ASE FAs1 sich o
k31 Rogersel A 0|9} 2] ol5 Halxh Fohe wtmal AAFo & £8-x7) old 4= 7] W&ol



22 AZF A7, Jain & Rao (1990), Kamakura & Balasubramanian (1987)<& 712
Jr-g Ao WEFFATE Fatd BHH o2 g (rate of diffusion) o] F3E 1]
JAeE B FUoh T8y o5 9A &HA WFAE dFdes st e vk, 7t
84 gl hed viulrA o] e do e neH A Xt e Aol
Atmdol A 74A-L Bl 7R AAFS] iAol o] RGPS s E 84=
x3tgch B Aot shEg vl flo] A E AWI A A et 28
& o= dgdrt whE Tl g glo] 7hA PR F2 FJAFELS &N &S AS
stedl AMEE & e W, ole 7 ZHAE FUAIFIAIE £¥ Helth Gatignon &
Robertson (1986), Simon & Sebastian (1987)¢] AU g, NHAFLFELS F7It A&d F

e 254 aAH9s Ad oln, HARG e AU EAE Ao wEATIA E Fo
=2

T3 B AFE A AT vl vl Estn U7 W] AAFS A FH 0

A EY, mebx] e e bz} b 330 Feo] wet G3E EA Ao A
A aAh = F7A o] E T (neighborhood effect) = A Aol J&8 njx)= 24 F
Aojarz 2AL3HA Hu, AvgdA dgfol= EA7 Brbssich, 22, Arbia (1989) <]
AHAY, 3 GE AX, A, L, F - EFEHA "ol # R ol weEt s
Aeolg & gl7) o], A o)2aAE FHaA A sE AL A% 4ol otk a3
= B7sia, ne) FHE Ag 5 APAS 93 (B dFdAe dAD AN A%z2 AR
Wt ghibell 438 v oz e B3, A 848 AIA #trdo Frbste
e oA AFE F-AMA BARdEdA &3] BHE £ vk (Casetti, 1972;
Casetti & Jones, 1987; Casetti & Semple, 1969; Cliff & Ord, 1975; Haining, 1983). @
ZAl B Ao ME 174e] Ag# 7] (distance-bias) 2 2l o] a g mdof ¥
th B8, oo AR Wie e Ao £x e AR ofle}t R B4
7} 6] g, Bagge] wE, 39 A5 F5Y §F og 8l =e Ff 52 549
9} & Aot} (Brown 1981; Hagerstrand 1967; Morrill, Gaile, & Thrall 1988).

r&
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—{r
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322 W 9¥ad

B AT g Eadsde QA 2583 AEN J5F8oz FAdn 1 84

REE ol 2te} Blga Hg Alo]eh Al@ vl 2t} Bl =82} Apol o] 43 AHE-& X §ein], A
BE g2 AR e AFo] AAF v | XEAE ou]3c}
HhE o) ghatel @3 MY AFANA AAH I Je FAE WREHE A slo] A1
Tof Zpof wkE e 2kE FRIA] G Aok otk &, giRE d7e UF H43Fee @
¥ Pl g A Rbe} Bl 82F Abel o] WAl st ok wkEel FekE Alg 8 Aol A
FEste Q1A JFE e votste Aol Hop AHAHY Aojoh. whef o] ukE ol zie} v
T8 A Atel g F5AES ANEA Reohd JFEHY FPX & HU7) (bias)E YL
Al g Roltt HIE FAA AFA EI FEo AL £o)aR] ghA|ut o] e
vl g 2te] =42 Ago s fABAS v} FAFHCE Ay & F g Aol

ol wE el iel v R} Alo] o] FFAE-2 A FEAte] TR Hlst] ate] 2
7)oM) Aol Aot} Narasimhan & Sen (1983) 2] F3o waw, vl AAF] F
S AN FALE RIS} v 582} Alol o] Rodt I AEE VU 4 gl ey ol BlFEA
o} WrE-ufz} Abe]o] ojmigle A5 AR rHsAR ApEAH ZHE WA E e Ro] oY
o}, B]EgAte] e FR A o], AA AAFS] #8&2 (adopted) 7F BA AAFE
218k3 = AHE (informed) Boh &34 ¢]& 4% Kalish (1985) 2] 3ol A &4,
B b Al AME AR vl Al Bt 24 FFHe] s HeE FEY UL
Ziolt}, wpebr] £ AP A= AAF ] wiEFu) shEAd S Aeksted Alg oz} Ewt ol
wrEpafzte] Q1A A5 AR iy FFHY A gQler mdo £33

F3 AgATe 2] B AFoMe HRdF] MdS gt AAEFH Ak B AF
2tole] BAE ¥§3ith Peterson & Mahajan (1978) o] FAAH, AAFL 232 A3
o] Aoz ZQJsA] etk 238, VAFS T A AF FL2 & A9 AFA
BA S SatstA "ot olE 71E AFL AAFY G & - Foz2 dF2 A F 3
< =olth 718, o8] 71 AEL HFsl= TAAE (packaged food) FA7F AAES &
et A, 2z e AL - AFEAH A4 wet AAIFe] #8 =9 F£8-8

o~

n‘_
=
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2pol7t A& Aok et Al AvIxte FY dA ] B AFS 7T FFo] AR o
e AAE £2AA % FEE vIAA E Aotk FY A B AFe] AUe E
e 4L 71E A T AAF B FuY AJAFES AYTFOZH 7|E &)
AN A AAEE FAA e TF &L ¥ 5 Uk o] vpAE £ 52 AFAESE
g3}l7] Ysld, A So] F2&, 4 - 28, B, IAFH LZEY o] T &3] AT
At

3.23 A% &R

vk o] Zatmda Al gard Ate]o] 22 xpole AL A glow, of A
Zae B9 JFALER FAFHA vk A3 wEpof gwdME o] FARFE
A PA 2] nAE =8 (LRK, RY, NUIR, DM =d)3} &H)zte] Bztgs (DM2d) 2
go)gto} ojgHE nAE ALt G2 WE &R AL loH, t+18e] kR
Feje] FRE FHFEFEN FAATE FFoEN YU B dPddME ASEHRE
EYaA FAske v, A8 3} (temporal aggregation) ¢ ¥H&Tul AF (repur-
chase class) 9] @32 Q& 7] T& st AFHAArE AFTh

3.3 HiLHTxY Btitmde] xjot
(4] 3.1)~ (2] 3.4)0l Wa}, vtB7o] Fitof] gzt B A7 AA 2de oS3 Z,

N(t+1)={a1 10gA~t+azP(t)+a3D(t)+ﬂ1R(t)+ﬁ2T(t)+ﬁBO(t)][M_’N(t) 1+'Y1N(t) (3.5)

o 7)1 A
N(t+1) = t+1# VA Z ] ¥3 #8552 ((T(t+1) + R(t+1))
N(t) = t# AT 3 £&45F ((T) + R(t)))

T(t) = t# AAF F3 NP8 =5
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R(t) =t AAF & 530 &

o(t) = t#¥ eAF] 73 FoierE

Alt)  =t# FusE

P(t) =t AAFS 7HE+E

D(t) = AAF dA(JA) =Re] 1A 22 F Az

(4] 35)9 Altmde &ialxeo] 37he] Aeh(vl544e, F84E, wEo ) E
AUz gk ddA LRK=Y (1981) 3 NUIR=Y (Mahajan, Wind, & Sharma 1983) 3
vtk EY REe] uETdeds oIdsixz (DMEYD A9), AP (aware
state) ok o]} AT AFL FAH - vl gAY 587 Aol o] gl g
Agazd TRE.

At wdo] AF RN ¥A GedE 98 ¥ /A JPE AATT AA, AAH AFF
2(ME Y Hoz /gt B, 2HGL A3 - FAH B4 ZddA $Egoz
g5 o] ik M, Kalwani & Silk (1980) A3, wH2-7oj 9] 3]0 @AIlo], gwtola}
= utE ey oA vEpa) Puo g EFIC UM, (4 3.5)9 AtEde BALAD
& AAZ st 7] W2 A7 Fiel B2 Hrl(bias)e I F Yok npAYez,
037t AR FRHoZ wIdEd 7] (4 35)€ vIFEH /B (de-
terministic) 4292 714 o}

VI. ZAp

4.1 Xtg

AZEAL 95l Mg BP0 st 3 HAAAAAA L, 2218 AAF pizza-Lite
g Ausigt. o AEL e Al vig Auke] 2R g Rk Adze AFLEAN
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173 tolo|EE A ste AFEE S Adsled g Aot} 7129 tg s AleldE
st Aol Aol E3}a1, pizza-Liter oFd ZHHA AWPAE M4 YA o),
® ATE st FYAAZ ¥E| A uA g, 95F, Fu), Fuoiy d¥E
o A5E ATEUth. 4 FE - A7 Sole A T4 ANE, P, FEAE,
74, 7R, EUAFE, e & JxWEF Fol TgH o o, olE AuE ¢HF
Fepe] 2 FAi7|E5S EFstn ql7) & E AFE % 2E A5 AAEE F
ERE AT £ 27|70} B S e Y Fojr|E2e Ay, @
AHZ AEFE & AATh AAES 19899 39 6Uol A€ v, B A7E 9519 1989
19 2¥0l4] 1989 54 31¥9) ol2+& 670Y B2t ARE FHNY. o 7172 AlA|
Fo 2Ad A - F 4 3NYSs Tdsle RO, o] /MY 7S Awe] HFE z7] i

&

W 2ar)ole 22 B2 & ek,

uﬁ

« MY B $EHF
AAEY £8§5F NOE AAES] 2AHO2RE thitxe] AAE 7l el £7 7hps
A, AAEL 189 7Y NG AGTH 747 59} 28j0]4 Fuh wET AT5E ¥

Ligid=

B A7 A viEAtg e FEAFLE 7IFHo A7) A& N(t)= A9 Alztd <
48 AJ Axolth A7HH &3} (temporal aggregation) & 913 R 7}x) who] 7153
v, B AP M e #8d f843 5AF AFEE nesdn. e 98 7o F

e AS E 979 Ase A MY ARG (time unit) &, FE 1Ho 2+ 129

m?‘«‘

2) AAE e vAE o 23l P T LHAE Apolol] dojue Al - F7HE P oln ol AW AlH
4 2o AP T3 AP 2o FANFol Fadlth HHHEG FEs= \;r«] 3% gdg I
S vlE £ ou, volrt gFd AAE 2T Fx A7) dFolch B TN AAEHE AAYE AEE o
72 2 (Al el akep A F, AlZY, EFZY, 71e W) ol M 8318 4= 918 otk 22y, Bass & Clarke
(1972) @l FuFE o] & A x}E ¥ =4 (distributed-lag model)old] Z%8l ol st Hha Jprox B3
3}1, Hanssens, Parsons, & Schultz (1990)ell @23 =& o] &-4te) A<k jEof vlAEledor= o] £8 8}
ZAE 283 AEA B3ty 44 oy, v7y ZE 3 SHolM ] 33 A7 = A Ertesi,
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g, 3Y¥ 52 4d WA E 36D T2 25U E 4S F U FE 1FL 98 32 g
W A Hdte #elH {840 Hol U, FF vt AL BAR £ ol gl
o F#48 A85e 4259 24E Ad AZRdoMe F3 - dEo] 443 FAE o7l
2| AW, £ A7 22 79 m4E Ad vdgeddes By A9E 32 7}
Aol ' o2 d olfy W B dFoMe L FuldEle] ae} 1548 thgsiAl Al
e arrIter FESL, ttestdt ANOVAE o] &3t &7 71 Alelo] Hiato]e}
EAA {9 AEAUY. 1 23, 157U & 49438 (A~F8Y:B~EQ8YU)2 2§
2X 4L 257 ARGHE FAT dFE 9t gL ) v S o] 38 gu @
23 F84 2HME 227 B4 AAY (statistical power)o| A& wrla 2 &
Ut

rlo

o HHETO) 7

M zo) R(DE 5S¢4, 25 524 A FHolx 20 o4 AAEL T Y
of & 7ol $8 vl gk TFF AFe] MRTHAE TelsHe Ho] urk B 47
92 Ao mdY ANS U3te] 28] ol4g TolE A2 SR

« £} M Zo| Toj5E
B A E5E Ot NEAAWAA 281 (15) A7 Bl g ofe} AFe) +2 @
Moz 249,

o X2|x 7z

AY 3 Azl D(t)e AME LA iAo ARE ARG s F AF Abo]
9] 229 A (Euclidean distance) & Ao 2R ZA&ATh 88, o] W& AA
g A o A7, wHEke A ge) wrgstA] RakAw Aol i E LAY AHZE AHHL
L 23Y e Axolth 24 E Ade &4 7Idvit #8419 8 AAEA gt
BaALd2 A

ol
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Tl

Mul 2 G et A} nATtAZ TV, e, AE, #2998 58 o 43 ott3s 3
AxHo] A/ TV S g o] &3 Fae AAFE L2 o9 88 AT
azk AAE v, AE, A F FUAES 0|3 Bue /HAEUTS 22 A3 EE L 4
gto] 32 AHEH AT AR ¢4 s, Faks AFe 7HEs Rg 2313 aAE vt
23 7] W&o ol MMM FEST

Fn Alt)E t#ield 1579 %<t AM, FM WE5-E F3td Wdd FaA (9, £)&
2 ZAHA 3027 Fudle AAd w2t g2, a23 2 wjAe] Fae FaAtel F
AsHA 2D92 FAHJT A= FARYel v)A = hAE Fnade Foldirt 53
TVell 2% #ane FFo] 7P ZHE Zolth. ey B 94+ 718 TVE o188 %
e @R 238l HA o] FojF 7] W&o, [A Fau|et FuAtel] vla] Buf X3 H]
Zo] vlujdly ol E§3HA] sk}, Wkdol AM# FM et e Was Alolo] Fav|e
atolzt Gk, 2E W M BFAA0R Fuuse) B 2 27} FEBII} FoIFY) W
Foll Favle AAY FnFe e sk Rtz vk ol g ol fuEel Al %
Aol B3 AEHGRT FuFe] HEF SAHAEE B 5 Uvh

.74

W2 AEo] glol, AR L B BEVIFES Age] A 2UAES PO o] o]
A7) e 7149l HAzte vz AA ek & AUk Telu & A7l ARG
£ Az 1 9BE 25k Rk Aol Sol5A gtk 2 3% HHF 77
@, & /AP FEG A9 DA BPekel 7PAG FART NHE FARGAE ol 5}
ze FEo 2A Eaed, ol FUFULZ A WP 2u2e] 278 B E
g Bg £ 307 BT 714 P(1)9) 33 2 FE7150) vehd Artd, 2713
g, GAFE 52 Aetstel o] Folgch
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4.3 24y
4.3.1 INLS9)] €& A|HEdsy

B A7e At 2d (4 3.5)« AlRHEY 24 (time-invariant parameter) & 711 B4 ¥
pdzA A vd e oS g,

N(t+1)=[alogA(t) +aP(t)+aD(t)+AR )+ T(t)+B0(t) IIM-N(t)]
+yN(8) +e(t) (4.1)

A7) M @, 0, o, Bi B Bu 1 PIAS] 5010, e(t)~iid N(O, o).

Agrdg AAAF H&37] dA (4 41)9] IAARY L 4 24 87 op2} ¥y
z2go A HAPYS FEY Tart ik 25w e M3} 02 257t 4adgoR
To|ghe Zoln, W4 HlHEe Wite Az A 71QdTh Me AFALH S Bobs
A sk gref 1 gho] YEiAA HE BARYL Hox 2y FHAME HEHE
7t A gt ol #A, AFAAGNME B FHE AF HA E - AHuAIFZY
(direct nonlinear estimation method, NLS), 7+3u]d&H4xs (indirect nonlinear
least square estimation, INLS)—o] #& 7}s3ltt, £ dFoAE Horsky & Simon
(1983), Lilien, Rao, & Kalish (1981), Rao & Yamada (1988)$} zo] NLS4e] =45
23} (local optimum) 9} B& 259 27|F4 X & FAld dested g2 wAH &S A
3¢ W) gt INLSE AHE-stgich. 22l INLS 941 Mo] ghe 43 derst Ao
ol2 93te B dAjors FE(sample)? H]F E (nonsample) JE ZFE nAFOZH
Me] 7b53 gte ohad FelaY (heuristic) 3HA A8t &, 2713 HHe A 3F
S HFse DA FEAY, AFH 2 vFEE P9 Bass (1969)2d 9] OLS F3
2], Az e NLSFAH Ao 7123 B R 2ty AR sAT.

INLSol Slo], Mol tizted &g gho] FolxA Hd wjddrd (2] 41)2 t&3 2|
Myaoz Wed 4 Ut
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Y(t | M)=a1X1(t)+a2X2(t)+a3X3(t)+,BIX4(t) +ﬂ2X5(t) +B3X6(t)+?1x7(t)+8(t) (42)

SHEE
M. =M< 2348 933
Y (t|M,)=N(t+1|M,)
X.(t)=logA(t) (M, —N(t))
X,(t)=P(t) (M,—N(t))
X,(t)=D(t) (M,—N(t))
X (t)=R(t)(M,—N(t))
Xs(t)=T(t) (M, —N(t))
X,(t)=0(t) (M,—N(t))
X.(t)=N(t)

INLSZAHL AggARE (4] 4.2)oA Me] thekat gholl 2= %38 w2 (iteration) 3
o2M 9AAEF (SSE)S HA371E 54 o] Mg g%t o9 e wEzQ +
@ Z}-ﬁ—‘% %‘3}01 ﬁ“% 3]—/;\—5)\'9*] SSE+ ET 0, O O3, ,31, Bz, ﬁ3, '}’19’] ﬁt*&ﬂiﬁg(MLE)’g‘
A 5§k,

4.3.2 Kalman State-Space Filteringoll 2] A| 7t %33

A4 (4] 4.2)9 RE w4 A7k WS ARl HESA] g YATS AA D
). AT YA w4 (constant parameter) 7132 8ake] Sl Agte, E3) o ¢ A3k
€ RE ol o] 8rhee AAFE st M= g§FstA Rtk dF 2y FHXE F A
2 B oflet 7] WiEFo| 8 #E dSste HEHOZ 834 XY 7hsAo] Sk

o] 9} 22 3ol A Bayes theoremdl] 7| 2% AMHE Y2 2do] {84 THE ¢
gk A &g whyo] @ Zlo|th Bayesdabe] AHE-2 EAF =ulE Q7EA ¥edh 4, H
FE FR(HHH A, {A AFY AA 3@ ATE 271A8E fdez g

_.:L

X!
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HAAE de BEAYRE EdE 27] AP FAAE gk o oleid 2SS x
7l #3Ae oS g2 Asrt 2dd oel 23 (updating) 3o}, o121 % Kk (recur-
sive), & - #&l(one-line) FHE Z3td AAFY 27] AN LF:3Hx7) 24 HE
BT A HEALE 28l 5 A gk

AFRASANM = ol9 22 B A WEAES WEe Hxe Felo wel tgstA)
FHFstz A (712 MN3d-L& Johnston (1985), Kmenta (1986), Special Issue on
Time-Varying Parameters in Annals of Economic and Social Measurement, 2 (1973)<
Az, A" EoblAMe] $82 Hanssens, Parsons, & Schultz (1990), Mahajan,
Bretschneider, & Bradford (1980), Wildt and Winer (1983)& #%). g4lnde] m 43
S Aty utARAA ALSE F2 AZMHE 2453 Bayes¥ 3} (Lenk & Rao 1989,
Lilien, Rao, & Kalish 1981, Sultan, Farley, & Lehmann 1990) ¢} Carbone & Longini
(1977) 9] A -g-A|o]H =2} Adaptive Estimation Procedure, AEP)& @43 mjoj= . w) H¥
oty §3], AEPHR S &(—)dol= - W] side] EQIE F1 Fel2gsiA AE
o} (743 W&2 Bretschneider & Bozeman (1986), Bretschneider & Gorr (1981,
1983), Bretschneider & Mahajan (1980), Carbone & Longini (1977)& #=%).

3, 24 (#3524 (measurement equation) 3 Ael 54] (state equation) &2 o] § o]
7l state-space ¥Ele] Kalman filtere 3 o &7 24, o Z&(prediction)d %A
(updating) o] #&=k#(recursive)Q] o g ndAF el A AP E I A= F
HEAol 7ME3EE 3t (o]d tid duelEFL Bryson & Ho (1969), Chow(1975),
Kendrick (1980), Mehra (1979)& #3=: $8& Allenby & Blattberg (1988), Meade
(1985, 1988)& #=). Kalman (1960)°] AAJ& o] filtering® & 4+ B AH& An
U7] d#ol AolFstat AAE FolM @A &85 Jok 2y upA A E o] B
2719 A7 Gz E738ta A AR A @ AA o)tk

Kalman state-space filter® #&& sixE FHS A A 27133 F32d9
state-space Fej= o] 7FE37F Basith B AFoMe (4] 4.2)9 FHE 3o A& i
£ Z71C 2 AHE-3lH, state-space o] idRd FRe v o] XA 2y
JeEA ez T
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o 2R (V)52 Y(tIM,)=F(®,) +¢(t), &(t)~Normal (0, L) (4.3)

A714 F(@) & (4 4.2)019, o] e 24 F(O)S AR (X, X,..., X:) Apolo] &4
€ &3 o] 493

o 2 A F4 0,=HO. tw (4.4)

714 ax~Normal(0, £2.)°18, @.=[a(t), x(t), as(t), Ai(t), B.(t), Bslt) n(t)]& AlZHA
Fol W2 zdrS4o] WIE on| gt}

ndo] th3 state-spaceF el ] EHL A3 IS /AT £k &, Ho 2 P9
A0 wa} thokgt Fefo] HERSFRYS AT 5 Uk o8 o, H=1 (3534)%}
=09, 99 =d& FEAT ZARLD] =], H = 09} 2,#0%] 3¢ &EF AFE 7}
A& Ardo] gt

O

V. A4

5.1 M&X &4

o UM 7| ZEA|

(E 5-DolME Aknde] w4 233 dEetFA H71E st A= e Wy tg
H& BAFE g3t $4 dolA AFAURl, hEe FE7ES B Wl g
AAE A2 E A Fgs}etertol uret My AAgte] debAn 7|2 FA £ Adolst
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A doh (B 5D RE7IEE 5 9o 2w 12532 FAEY, B A AEEMe
Azt 1 FUE FE3te A5 25998 /HAA g0 dAdos 3y g9 BRAR
ol HE 9] WS 2599 HEAE 9] TR0 vldle] & Aoz Yl

2599 FEONA B o, AAF vIFHH(GEEMY) 5§ 52 AAHoE 1~197}F
o] £¥XE AU JYon 7I17tF HF 10.28 7172 Uehd v, FEAYdNE B 52
10~297t79] X FF 21.42 7FpolAeh. A FF82 4% 259 E 7I7hE 2¥xE
11871, 71708 H#F L 6.680|0 20, T B 5~278 ¥, HF 613.92 7ol
ok Algg3 wpzk 7HA 2, wkEpe o] A 2kg d9o) uiet 7)7hE B X9 el Ag
2}o] & ¥l FUo}, E3] WE A S (coefficient of variation) ZHo| A 2 o), A|P443} ut
B fee 85 vt AAIgdez WEo] At AAFE 17 £F, 1A
o Mg A AX dEo] gAlFe] d& ol 5L vy P A ANAE FHE B F
B, FaeEe] AAE AEE F AEDY 25 0 dEHU (FEYY: HEASF
=75.54, BFEUA=1036.80; FHG: WFAF=90.25, EEHARX=594.57), FHAZe] &
Te FEUHY A ~2820%0°) W 1372.5%0]1, 25T o A& 0~2400%0 BT
8xolAct. ol¢t 22 Ay Fuvt FEAEY] AS 1~7F 281 259 E 1~1399
o d@oez FAFE W, 1 olF 7ME ARSAU7] WEolth 53] 25099 B¢
24~25 9l A= Favt A e Jehsio

C(E5-1) ol 28

U REAR 2559 BaAE
W

BE EEUA AN ALY USAS BF EEEA Adg ag 4sAS
FR5FE(H) 21.42 6.11 29 10 2854 | 10.28 4.09 19 1 39.76
ANE5& () 13.92 7.40 27 5 53.20 6.68 4.57 18 1 6243
BhE pof (7})! 7.50 3.94 15 2 52.57 3.60 2.40 9 0 66.61
E}A|E 70l (7191) | 424.50  43.16 488 347 10.17 | 203.76  52.56 278 48 25.79
FRFE(XR) 1372.50 1036.80 2820 90 75.54 | 658.80 594.57 2400 0 9025
NAFE($) 8.20 049 9.18 7.26 596 8.29 1.14 12.1 6.83 13.77
YA 8.42 078 9.69 684 9.21 8.45 1.18 1131 591 13.97

1. B4 AR
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FuE, AAF P B o, 3L EEVIHES 257 7bel ke 34749 &
B AAF Feizdo] o]FojH . o] EEIZERt MA FE 347709 40.1% (13971) 7} A
FE717% 19.1%8 Ak HE-Ful 7Ft (49711) o 3ted FulE Roln, olg whEy
Wzre] Het polEeE 284002 Yebt) UeA 2§ 2087 (59.9%)2 AA S8
] 80.9%% A3t 2087H7S AP TRl 2ste] o] FojH Tl RHETul 9] ZlolE 2~9%
o ol2n, 53] b7 FolA 2 o) F 49 BRI lFS 317bTE Bed] @ o AAES
WEpe e Aoz et &, AFEY tFES &) BE uhale] ot FEHY
S ¢ F AUk

o =ZX} Eltte| v

(G 52)014 BXo], FAYRE F8Y7HA9 BAYZ SHE AAFS FEEEANA A
-8 A Ea) I Alojolls FAHLE fg ol B FAUG (p = .000).
wrE o) [ae] B, AAF 8o Hi 24.990] AA vkd, A F5FEas Ha 3878
2 13¥olde] Aeols Bo FUn EF AF FEA A G EAFEY E8e o F
FAdAtoldle 4 Aolg B FAT (p = .005). wrEFuiRe] F-¢, 108 FRFEA
B 68 A= 7HEEJE st FES AMREAT F, e AAES A g
o] vlate] M8 R AFFGE Hoh FHF5HoE S USS & F Utk 2
Hup ke R Rl A Eable I FS vX A Zehs Ao 2 vEeRdh

T3, 257 FR7ITE WAL AAEFS AL FEA F dYAAY B AFS o
gl UeA JRE 7IFo ¥Ry, vianAsiddh AT dAS SAFS Ao 7
3 Aol glovt AAEFE #83 7H7E FNIYL R, g AFS 70 4ol A=
OTNAGo s &3t )9 g2 7+ 19899 1~59 Atol9] BF A F<] #i7|E & E
2 19899 1Y 2¢RE] MAF FHAA7A] B AFS] oA S gepghe ey 7hssid
o}

(K 5204 FNT} OTNA Alojelli= 2 71 F2 wWFolA F2]3 2po]7} vebgt)
pizza-Lite 73|49} whEFE o] H| 8] glo] FN#} OTNAT Alolo& p = 057, p=.
00322 zZ+zt yehd, SAA o2 {3 2olrt AT F, AAF 84 b AFL 7

=

FR
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(H 5-2) B o SEFCHE djlw

Fujl o] Z2o](Depth of Purchase)

HEE Alg ol ot WhE 2ol Mok t-statistic p-value
(n=208) (n=49)
AL FoET(Y) 38.678 24.939 4.536 .000e=
WHE 7ol v]& .149 .184 -.470 571
A 7.386 7.383 .004 .997
I FE o] 8§ 192 .592 -2.934 .005++
el Al E ] AbA ol 3’
HHH S FN ¢ OTN & t-statistic p-value
(n=136) (n=121)
A F ol 35 1.235 1.479 -1.917 .057+
W2 tof v)& .221 .083 2.993 .003+*
AAE FEE5E(YY) 35.728 36.430 -.251 .803
A 7.377 7.395 -.027 .979
AR FE o] L& .235 .306 -.986 .325

L AAE 229 (19899 1€ 29) 2 Hz £8d7A 9] ARAzH(Y)

2. OTN(other-then-new) 1@ 19891 1¥€2d 28] AAE 7oA H Atolo] g AFS 7oiE F¥o] e 2AY
W FN(first-new) & lA &8 7oishA] &2 1 3g

+p (.10, =+ p .01

& mAe 18X g AT B HEY AAES FEHUT o8 F5d F dAl9
Tl AEe AR FA e nAFAY vobrt okl sbedE B & e, FH ¢
AEede st A3z FEID ASS &7 Ak 2y B AFE] FAELS
S&E, SAFE] B, A nEad FoF TS FIAA R 2HAE EF
OTNAHGAM MNAFE F4E£5E & e #A Fuiuizs #d4go] e Ao
Uebdt (r = —.154; n = 121; p = .09). %, B AES AF TSI 2AYFE A
AE £ B} ALeA FR800 8 5 Ao

[



308 HEEBRHR

« Xl2|x Hal

(29 519 339 YL At F0H Sl AAE @ ¥ £87 #8 U
BiE Hog, 1270 A $87179 24 kol oj% WHAEE naZ
4 717 AA ANE A ANE FHOE - A, B Bo2 2HY FU B

HE 15 Ao RS (NHBAY A1F, A6, A12Fe 2, 3 717 S
Ha 333, THH ADS 2ot FstA geotd = Qo agge s B o, MAZe 27
A2 AER oplt WA £ B AFE Fa Yol =yt ol B A
Y QA7 5-M9 F-5E dFsle & £ 2 JM7told YA 5] wjRolt), - At B . A
Aol o] AAF gito] we AL A3 Azl Fo & 12lm AYGA ] Qs Ao
2 3ok

(18 520& UAF A5 A3 71718 APH A ZHA F5 471742 B
o £o. AP Ade A G2 BFEAE YA £AT o] F A7HH Zuin £
Al 2@ o) Aeide] FeA AHE Hoh AYEA Al4E & 5 AUk BE Ao
B2 4zt 73 471 £EE B Fa glon 72 2 AL R Aolsky
FHRAAA & o, JAAA 717te] (1 @A) A nAe FHTHL 1259

& (concave)ollom, 2~39] A e FHZHERG AvnHoz B 8
€ B9 FU0 32 AR AT LBALAFE AAFY 88 1A AFsEL
o opg2] Fiuelo] AXMEE BAFA A WA 2 o 93 SH Hee oY
ey, Z FGE) A o] AR SAA AR 4ulake AT e LEAE AL
3] g8t olEul o] LAY FHL o= AE B FUL.

AAHe 8 o, (¥ 520004 I3 A2HA SN g Fejo] S§ shato] Yol
U] gskom o2& IS WA He 43 Tl U7 FE #gaa 9x)5HA] ge
Ao}, ol z+ FA A WollA HlUlTA AAEL] AIHE Fate ST FulE dojyt
2 %3S Auidt 233 £ A7 22 FFME 41T Hee SYH T e vt
FE ool 43T L v F d& Roluh

rlo
4o

Hngi;\l
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(A 1)

(A 65)

a“n

ps

AR

H
Y R

(A 12%)

TEEN R¥E]

(38 5-1) AHMES| 37 &

3

—
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[N AR O B A

(g 5-2) AEEL Al - 3T &

5.2 Motadlel £H

Atrde] 24 9t INLSEH S AHt%l7] ohio] NLSs} g2 Mol 2713eg
A4 & gart ek ol Asted 217 HE FAFAE S AFEe Rt AEA4,
A¥ 7 e v EE AR} Bassmd o OLS 3], Agdrde] NLSFHFX|o 7123 F&
Auo) st AFHU Mol 2713 M2 200778 MdAsaL o] g Alzoz g3



A AAES] Al Gate] B AFAT 3L

#H2 SSEE 7] slatd M& 17174 B8 7he 10007h7e) ol27174A) (4] 4.2)9) thd
OLS#73g wE3Arh. 4 SSEge Agste Mt 364772 Jebio Atude
INLSFHoll 910} zxate] 217)4@@A (autocorrelation) & #2817 gk wha, SPH S A}
ol ARE EE& F£F9 FAA(multicollinearity)o] UElstth Belsley, Kuh, &
Welsch (1980) ¢} 294 ¥4 2@+ =}(condition index, coefficient variance decompo-
sition)oll Al & o, AlFFE& ¥ T(t) & vEFo 5 R(1) 9 ds] & JAWAE B
o FA ek meloA Alg MEE AAS & 5T FAREE WHEEUen, 1
Az HFeddA Hi SSEghS Moot 460717l M Uebdth o2 AHed 24 2AXE
(& 5-3)¢ 2t

(E 5-3ol A AAAgEA e Atrd o] Ak AR FF3H4 Uebsot (p €.001).
7 249 F3 Qo] R EAE AR 24w HAAFHLE F ARE B FY
o uAlY W) B, A a4 o Eibe a=.1 FEAA BTAFHCE Fo3e,
A4 Eed fiel nAe] A Agles a=.01 FEAM FAFHLE Fosdth Fn
© FFE L AR FAN Tt F2E SHE &5 F(H) AL dFE v vt
W, 7HEE CddtE ()R dFE flAe Aoz Jelgth 53] (¥ 51D, (28
5-2>01 4 AlxbskEe], Azt Aatel] @& F89 F3b o wet o] i NAF F8 &

g AlFFA X t-statistics p-value
Fx .001 1.847 .080*
714 -.019 -1.889 074
{2 oj .001 1.556 134
Bl A Fo) -1.024 -.004 .996
X8l Az .005 3.214 .004»+
7 FRFE .957 37.934 .00]+*

F(6,19)=2400.3, p < .0001: &% r*=.999; RMSE=2.266

1. M=460: *p (.10, ** p < .01
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e Uiy Y-S AFske ubE pele] FHE A e AFY o|RFFL2 oA
&gt 2y a=.1 $FA] ukEFuf ante] FAF v [ ook 2 FRY EF
oA &3] B F SR RECh dukstd, Ao, vluTFA AAFL] B nadd RTAA
d 23 FARAHE 7T 5= Q7] Ee|th 23818, Favt 7HHo) g R A &4
Aol B} 4 FFHS PAE F UL Aotk ol2 wu|ol A, v A F
7% Izt 3 ge 7108 S FHH ke 25 % (concave) & =40l Aujzd
7FsAdo) Eoh A 2F Y AL FEHE =01 FEIA FAHLR FosA0. 4ty
o o] YT FA & Hol=- wo] L3 UASE & 4 AU (p = .001).

25919l FE7|7H 23 B FHAS HESY] 95y, (4 4.4) 9 mFduTH S 27}
A gz pASE AA, Atrde] 671 md i AHE A Aol oldPHES
S (H=D) =, JuT A2 1& HIVEQ#0)2 dA&At o9 22 E84
2422 (random coefficient equation) 2] A|7+¥HE FAE $3td IMSL FORTRANY]
KALMN subroutineS #8300, ol& 93t INLS FH Ao #d FEIS 275
2 g3t 2 A7, 67) 259 Kalman $3A e 2 27138 INLS FH A2 1335
7] W&o 27|19 F7)o= INLSFAH X o] dii FEAA, S0 SANM 242 & 4
3 HES 2o F0 F, AR EEFRPAE AAE BYxde A EPgE &
8 4= AUt o] AMNE FwAle] B RS54 (random parameter equation) & ¢
& H=0, 2,#0) Atz FA3A Uettch. =49 &E2 HF (stochastic vari-
ation)oll 1ol, ¥l1E B} FA FHXNE RV Boll INLS FH X FH3AATL, o
2ol Kalman 23X INLSS 974 39t 49 A2 e RAoH Ao] B
wgl 2gshs AES B FAh

Z18)y Kalman filtere] =429 a4 delox B73tn, 2 A4 9] Kalman filter
o] 48 2 7kx ZHAAM Fog g% ¢4, B AP E Kalman filter 3-& 93}
o] %7132 INLS 32 AF&3Irh FolA dFstadSo] o] INLS FH A& 8003
ol WHE(jteration) &Y Fitd A& Mzl 278ty =2HUY dE] = &
Kalman filtering $18 37} Mgkl =22 §olakx] & Zolth, s, e 2d & +

HFIL OB 2RE 23U E FRNE gl 5o TS AUEH ¥ Wast Ug A
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olth, 4, INLSo| 2§ ma4FgeoA FA 4= UKol thE Ao A9} o] B o
TAME HEE AZE 3 OFFAAE AT £ AAh HE 2oy Agse W
F T(OE Adstdvtie AT ojx HEo FHAAHL EAF Holn, o B
(variance inflation) &3¢} vtolrt mao] Fel Aol 714 & 7H5Ado] 2t

Ee)

5.3 M|t ol ZEISHY Bt

ALEd ) dFetdgL 4719 dgH dzrd e Falo gYstA vlm - FESG
A, Eated it ol Ae niA " RGN 2dAds H1E A% vl 457 o 2]
Ae AL 4ol ol Y F& FARR A%E gz HAT BY kY 248 AY
I e AGRDS 2RV A Brbgsy] fEeld), oj3F £AE e 915ty
B Ao A=, AA, Lilien, Rao, & Kalish (1981)9} Rao & Yamada (1988) 2} &-7ellA]
9} o], m9 vt BUF 27HR] derd (53121713 A 29 (fifth-order autoregressive
model), 52t} 24 (fifth-order polynomial)) & tigted 2 4Asich. o) =mdL Aot
243 g npARETE AEHaR sA] 28 B9 ojye W & U 3HAEE AY
3 Joh 2y ol e BTt ol R &S {3t BYEA o) &= 9l
o, B3 2dvwE A3t &4A €82 5 e FHES AU Aok A4, Agedd
detes A3 Mg FHAT o Bind e Atrd go] F3, 714, A, g
AZF 7o, BT HFLE SPHFE T o, Ated((4 4.1), (4 4.2)3 2
g 7zt Eguse} vE8 M, —N(t)) Alole] Az BAlE 2 skA gt A, Agzd
o] INLSol W& theha d)&ubg o & Kalman filterE AME-3ldTh A&3tg%0], o] Wy e
Agndy 43 wdFE2E MY YA INLSe} ] 259 FehAS Aetels 3
Hiolnt, ool mdoA A gAY, tard, o re AL E F3ld 67 =
(29 =3B s s& ubw, INLSS Kalman filterdo] 248 Adwde Mg %
Fgatd 7719 24E YA "ok 3tAR (2] 4.2)9M AFFHE INLSFH M= w
(iteration) & B3t HH o] M ghg &a3lw o] g AW P2 4P t}g, o8
EUE 67 248 AYe AF Acdrd g diadez FAstYoH(Lilien, Rao, & Kalish

Ja
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e dEFE A% AARD S T Aol NE FE5ES T e FUT) ol Yol
A gRg EFUEE fE Aloldl pAEE e FAAMolgs 423 Ba 2w ohgt
AAH o] Fu &l WA = At AMY, Narasimhan & Sen (1983) 2] F=3x @ vluj A AR
F B A FARE A} B8 Abol o] gREt Q1A 25 AL UE F glex war)
ob&- ¥ &Rl ek AAF] Fr A glo], MR Tl A1g AMEAIR T 3§ o
FHS AU 3l& Aot} (Kalish 1985). 53] w27} 7458 w72 2 Fehs o}
AR BAte AAFD 438 AL Yt NPFeARTE Aot $9} 7)ol ]
Holol B2 BYe ZHAA dh ol AP o] AAE S FY rdss Z wmol
ofie} kBT AE T FARAE AT F A7) dEolT} ol B HAe B Arg
A ARANME FAFH o2 24 WEFHI} AA AAE Bl 2}z)ste vES T35}
o A& 5 AUt

2 Ao e 249 dSE3A S BotE dstd 25999 7Izkg R4S 9 B
717 (1~218) 3 | SetgAd el A5713F (22~258) 22 FEaich. 1~2119] AR g
£ A3t AgEd ] INLSFARE £33 28 mdo £YXE A2Hod, o5 2
e 22~25819 &S St AREEAT dFA4n XB=E RMSE (Root Mean
Square Error), MAE (Mean Absolute Error) & AF&3lg o0, o] A HE E3ld #A|otny
I otz d o] o ZEtFA S vl - HAESIH

Atrdol dZetFH S HEV T dF73 w5 HA AEE oz 2714 oS4
WS 23t AESAT A PP A2 oZ 7 mde S8 FRIIT (1~214)
o dAAEE o2 dFrde 2HAS (R 509 AFFAHA Fi)g Psta, o
o2 AsFAE 21819 == (calibrated model) ol vle] 7] 7H(22~2511) Z} #io] =g
T AAGS ATz FE5HEF 7t W o & (forecasted value) & A&t o,
vpRIEto 2 Zh iR S5 AA g A St Aol 8] Apol(dF 221 & RMSEA A& 2}
5%, MAEJAM = Hdgt A2 Mgsdh &, 218 Alese dardo] AedUL
o] Alrzdol M Wi dA EYuFgs Aoz e r|te] 7+ yiE S5 o
028 AT ek} v 7)Y 2} #iF] A e AE FAT =M v A1 o
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(H 5-4) Z20iEe| Hiw

o Sy AlZHEE B3R A 7+5 3% :Kalman Filtering
ks A43%AA t-statistic RMSE' MAE' #4333 t-statistic RMSE' MAE'
Ak € (INLS) 3.981  3.527 7.885  7.715
B .002 1.52 .001 2.50
7}A -.047 -2.25 -.019 -2.68
) Jto) -.000 -.04 001 2.50
EbA) & 7ol .000 .44 .000 .80
223 A .007 2.30 .005 4.55
7| FEFE 1.022 54.28 967  15.85
ANS AR 46.056  46.010
intercept 53.568 1.60
N(t-1) .786 3.06
N(t-2) -.017 -.05
N(t-3) -.046 -14
N(t-4) -.015 -.05
N(t-5) -.108 -.42
o 13.695  11.130
intercept -6.699 -1.36
t 13.257 3.21
t? .389 .35
t’ -.071 -.57
t' .004 .67
t* -.000 -78
Ag g 10.535  5.775
intercept -168.140 -2.73
sa 6.073 4.39
714 28.306 1.11
uhE Pof 5.081 26.28
ERA F 7ol .093 1.49
21214 Az 6.865 2.12

1. 1~2171& 24338 % B2717L, 22~2571€ 437130
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3 mde] o&58g FrE £ ANUT EA GISHHS W g So g, o] HRdME
21474A) 2] AAMAEE Tt FFAS3E 2l 21419 A SHHUF g2 HPsio 1
# A3 2288 FHHS AE L 9% =3k (forecasted value) & 73t o] & 2281 54
Fof AAz T vwEte 228 A2 AE A&t F tHIMA ] SPUFY FEAS A
Agre L3 1 AP t+18e] FEUF GFAE AEE o)S t+1Hie TEHY
AA ks BmstA 2ok G A AR o S3gM e d&E A FEAFRIE 210
2% oz 1A Je v, 1 APdSolMe AT 71 AA HelA i F4E vt
Hafof gith o714 2289 F&HS A& 5 FE 9tk T /A A5y 2F
217EA o] AAABE o] gl FAHI FAF AFFHXE AMgde v, A HA Y
(AN 2) L 228 T2HF 338 95t 22819 AA SH¥sE 2 =4 TR
Ao &) S 2149 44 EYds (8E 434 Aok m2bM 2281 5
(forecasted value)ol thdt = o] Zubd Alo)o] xloj& 21819} 2289 P A4 AA gtoll
utet @2k A "ok

(E 5-4)7 o], A A7 o2 (AR Z) M 271 ARD LS 7H EXFLEE AF
A7E Bo 2o (RMSE=46.056, MAE=146.010), A¢xd o] INLSFH 2} 11. 54)
¢] RMSE, 13u19] MAE #&°o2 yehyth, T3 thgude RMSES MAE Z5FlA 2}
73ArdEtt UL HolgAwt Agtmde] INLSHty 43 dHd U
(RMSE=13.695, MAE=11.130). &, ulA¥+E XA ge g dF2da vad
o Aude d&go] 49 Rog Yyt Atuded g iy mdz AA &
g4 nAYgESrE T3 BAE 2719 9 FRdRt 5% 435S Hof FR
t} (RMSE=10.535, MAE=5775). 18]} A tede] 3o m& vlui] dgtes
e ¥EAS 128§ Kalman filterdgo] INLSHg ol Hl3te] B} 3k 98 Ao
Uehgdt (RMSE=7.885, MAE=7.715). 28U 3%y @Agle] Altrdo] Hete
etrd ) d=go] $Fagoen, nAYEFE SPAFE Xiete RdS0] 1A
2% vdyo e 28 S Y3 e Aoz YElht

7t mge) da2Hg Bt FEsA HES] $18te 15~258TS 3 (2 5-3)
A ANFARD L 280 FEE F MA3) Asshe HE S BoF W, gednde 28

iy

A
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FH AsHoz AR S04 o€ st A Buj e o 2332 238717
AA AR W AU 2480 FEEIAoH ol Ro] WA =S FsAlF)E U
o] @ X3trt. 1elx A dol thd Kalman filterd & 2281726 A5 49} vl w3
7WhE 9 R A glem 25l e B 2R BEd Bl a1tk £@
INLSH o] A&H41L A FAFANA B 5 Rl HSHE e} & Ao) v]sta] At
FAdol 7h7te]l YRSt AW, wlR|=} 2589 ol & 9 2} Kalman filter9} ¥] 43t o).
17] dgaEAlol= (E 5-5914 E5%0], INLSY (RMSE = 3.322: MAE = 2.921) 3}

2718 A 24 (RMSE = 42.499; MAE = 42.438)°] ztz} X3} Hote] &2 A e B
& oA AAAZ3 FL3IAY, U A A AR mde £907) HEsit & 4s g
thalxd (RMSE = 5.062; MAE = 4.759)°] Kalman filter (RMSE = 13.162; MAE =
13.072) ¢t #l g5 (RMSE = 25.729; MAE == 22574) & A A1 F HAZ $53 A9
Ho F9on, dvigtes d&8e 9lo] Kalman filtero] H]3) Aut =50 1x)= Ax2
Bo FQoh gl gollAe} ntarA 2 Kalman filtere] A INLSH O] ol2x] £3l=

o2 Jetgth Atz d ] Kalman filter o} &-& INLSHE tzH oz A3 4239] o
238 Bd FUM.

171 A8 d&24E vehlis (28 50 dAiF ez (1d 53)2 AAdE3 v)8

(& 5-5) 13 M3(one-step ahead)A| L=

2 9 RMSE, M AE,
Atwed:
INLS#3 3.322 2.921
Kalman Filter#3 13.162 13.072
2713 AR 42.499 42.348
t}atnd 5.062 4.759
AP e g4 25.729 22.574

1. RMSE(Root Mean Square Error) = v $°(N,,, — N.,)°/M, t=21~24, M=4
2. MAE(Mean Absolute Error) =Y |Nyy; — Noil /M, t=21~24, M=4
o714, N t+1819] A Baxeoln, N & t4] A4 #2218 A3 t+18] gl 2R o)),



U A AR EL A FLH el aF 4SAF

4 e g 609 s
4| ¢4 HS 800 Kalmey fr e
vt mrmdd 4+ Pt /
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A BAFE U, 2 71X 2ol LAE 4 k. INLS dj&Z49 dAAs e oig
23, A71EARD e 228l A0 F, 181 228 M I RE o ZF M) AAAE TA
ol g Al (HF BN ) Fold AAAZ (2™ 53)) 3 & 2ol7h YAtk 3R
Y Beigae ol gxH oz 2ol FEbd ¥ FHsA 45 Tae A4S B
o FAon, PRIL oA 3ol ohlzt AAAE FHo] AZdle FHE B
FUtt

Aoz 2 o, AURde & gty dandd vste A =SS 9% A
A& d7iiEdel dFERT. 2y AARD ] Gy Hlae] o], AAF =Y &7
o WAshs B2eAE SelA o2 utgdsly] $8 Kalman filters Holx 2 QoM e o
29| $7e dFst=d AAEt 2HdE Bpstn AFE 282 HaErlde b o
& R30, oot #dE B} B2 v A3t 4o = s duksid o9 gL FY=d
of g dZede] 453 Zole o7 7HA 22 (& Bof, AAF T/, A8 3¢
3}, vl 712t 2l 7g F)ol 719% 4 Q7] dEolr}.

V.2 &£

g a7y 2R 0

4

7o, Bl A AAEE hFo R A} I3 Aol A e gt

I 7EE 29 A AFH fAH S AES=d Aok ol Aste AAFY A
- T FAAFE 2ok 8] dgdte gvA 2dg Ao, Aeted ) A3
B S e ity 2d s 23 A2 Gristgoh £ d3e] wiE e g e A
<+ (Lilien, Rao, & Kalish 1981; Mahajan, Wind, & Sharma, 1983; Rao & Yamada,
1983)oll A AAE 2dS st ez, 7|E RN e EHEFE G A2 F
% ghd, B dpeAs o] tdd g o &t AAHE HFAR Qs o1& ¢
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sl FolHoz Fojd B4 A sed 24 SHrdg FA0 L skE F4)
Z 4 (global analysis)& %3t &3slqct.

AR, A ZA8AAM Bo £ A7 Atede 433 AF5H FoA4L AYD e Ao
2 Jebgtth 37k 2 T AW 8 (32, 7H, Ag)L wrE o], ulul A A4 Ee] &
A aEd $83 FE VA E AR etk 53, uiAE WE4 g 34 ¥R
g A 79 Rd $Foz Jeikt & $ae A F(+)Y ¢S v Fw
H, 7HE £ S (-) 3 9L o

A, 2714 W axn 238008 JE53A, AEL 3 8A)E HS 0|23 one A
Yx dopeExEs gz 4534 FoAHL B1sR] Ratdch whE e AAE EA}o]
o WREHNE AS a=.15 FEAA Fdadon, & AFH AAFT AEFD F57E

A3 fostx] Badoh TAH Fo4 SHA B o, £ A7 vrETuiale)] g ¢
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Empirical Study On Spatial-Temporal
Diffusion of Nondurable New Product

Mahn Hee Yoon*

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to develop and test a diffusion model for explaining
and managing the growth of a new low-priced, low-involvement, consumer nondurable
product. A nonlinear model is constructed which considers the effect of advertising,
price, other product sales, geographical distribution of the consumer base, and the
class of consumer purchase. In addition to fitting the model to the data, this research
studies the dynamics and uncertainty of the model's parameters, especially at the
early stages when the availahility of information is limited. A new product which a re-
tail store introduced early 1989 was selected for empirical study.

The sample consisted of all consumer purchase events during the first three months
of the diffusion process. Managerial information was also provided by the store for
this study.

The empirical results showed a good fit of the proposed model to the data. It was
found that external factors are more prevalent in expediting the diffusion of a
nondurable than internal factors.

Both the overall adequacy and the forecasting performance of the model were good.
The forecast of the proposed model by INLS (indirect nonlinear least square)
outperformed three alternative forecasting models with the same number of
parameters in terms of forecast accuracy. A time-varying forecasting approach was
suggested for further research, although its empirical result in this study did not
outperform that of INLS.

* Agssistant Professor of Marketing, Dept. of Business Administration, Taegu University



