TS B25% 45R(19965F 11R)

29 3 28 (Scanner Panel Data) & o]-23}
AE NEE9] kst A olol B AF

o™

1=z
Ok Ol
€

=E384Y 1 96. 6
AAGAEY : 96. 10

= =

2 TN BENEE A TFY 22 FoEo] niAE AA EHE T AAH g2
o, ZAY Hd deolge] 28 ol AFE t % st&s AART B R4 e 34 BY
M BASHE dExe] ZAPPES 2ABY A3 e, A2 P g Atojo] ERste FAH
A AL dFH s £E3A Y vlojE g 802X A XAE E g3t g
L AFEE ATk & AFE st AYE 1579 FEATEY Hoole A2 tE 419
Aol WAl s de Aoz vetgton, AFNYRY (Choice Model) o] & <tolA] ztzhe) 4
BAEE Ade] AFAH v o] M Aold Aoz WA o8P A4 EU=
270 Ad Aol M Y] oj i i §&ol A7 AAHE AA R

* Ao F3o et Aot 2242(361-2526)
w* AAdeta Fdie A Y et 2 4(361-2519)

- 341 —



M2 BRESEHR

195233 1953 Brownol] 2j8F A& AT ol E, Al FFEAA Qo] “FHE hE
E'E 28 922X B AL Bl goh AR TE e L Y= dM=
A AHeET e 2F4F o9 Mde FEE F¥3) & & Utk (c.f. Tarpey,1974,
1975: Jacoby & Kyner,1973) <& £of, gz Ad&¥ 2E9 =&A Jacobyst Chest-
nut(1978) & A= Aol #F 3009 ol =g AW, 53], 1978 o F
Scanner Panel Data® 23802 HHofice 24 o] AARY 4= 3= A7|7F vtEH A
(c.f. Guadagni & Little, 1983; Elrod, 1988: Krishnamurthi & Raj,1991)

2o A ATEL FENIEY Adg M8 fou, ol Ao HFES AT
ZA} AR 7)1x28 A4 Ao F2& gkvi(c.f. Burford, Enis, & Paul, 1979; Massy,
Frank, & Lodahl,1968). 1962\d Rice® 22719 &3 X & 820843 FJHATES 371A]
22N AL, A&7, A4 ¥ (Household Share, Run Length, Run
Distribution) & &7 35 t}.

F3h 19713 Olson & Jacobyi: AEZAMGES 89 £4& 5] HHANITx 127HA
24N FFH8Q, HEHE, tFHe<d, w2l (Behavioral, Attitudinal,
Multiple, General)o]gte 47F &2 A& o9 #dE HZo d+=2 19929
Kumer, Ghosh, Tellis7} 27114 tlo]E]& &85t 18749 AFNaLe 2HXE AU
on, ol& ulgoz M& v, 2531, FEXMN I (Preference, Inertia, Impulsive Pur-
chasing, Coupon preference) 2] 4712 8418 E&3}% ).

#A ol# g FAo B A7t /e o] &F olsfe] WL HFAUUA uHE, 2 T
o ks ARAIEE 202 AT ddueaA st ok olF R o2 IH
o 2 FF 2HPd FEATEs} de) AHHT Ae AFAA 2 Mg A8 g
Ag Friste AL 228 A7 2 Aolth oA ZalA, FHzEe Az 224 9
o) AFA, 283 22 RE oplHE gl = A Bl ddE BAHES GFolEe
A7st Basitty Begch Gk o] ERoME 2 diole g o] 88 FHATE o

i)
rl
R
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H 7] 238 23S JdAsd AEANIES) AT FEL BT A ol
=89 209% AL, Scanner Datac] 7|28 ABAYR Y9 B4 nXs ARJIES)
Qg FENSEE oA Fshiid] me} gatd 4 Yok Rl

I Bt ABNEEY 2&H Hod s FHAN TFEA AAIEHZ Ut o7]oA
e 2 FoRAEE ol &3l ZZIt rHed FRAEEY 157 FFH BAELS AA
T e, olEL BEF uAE FHAA AF AHEHE FoEoltt (E 1. ol2# 1579 3
JdEL A F /Y Fao ERE + vk A WA(KE 1914 Group D& 7 FEEE o
2 JIEE 24%e FABolt, &, AEEY A9 B F A&V AGE, 7 7Hvid AR
ol e o Z=9} BFES e ofSEE TR sk Foehe Aotk F HA(R
1914 Group 2)& 53 FES Faglol ©R 7179 FEolX HEEg F43te B9 &0l
th. &, A9 TEYol Z 71Ut deid 259 A FuE IFAII=vH(BLII~
BL14) && dnh AEAES opst1k(BLIS) & el & o Eolth

B =8 £49 15719 4Bz E A& (ED A3

o



M4 BEERYR

CE 1) 1902 dHofs: Ho|

© GROUP 1 : 3E¥=E &3 7t 49 (FREF)

BL1, (USHARE)

BL2;, (G-L)
BL3, (SHNODEAL)
BL4;, (SHGTS0)

BL5, (MAXRUN)
BL6:, (RELRUN)
BL7, (REPEAT)
BL8, (%REPEAT)
BL9: (B-L)

BL10, (2BRSH)

DR E FAERE

P TS ) EHGE (olshi Fh o ol A% FD)
LR glol TR R e (FI1F)
Lig Fui w97 AA 29F 058 WETh

D18 A&l Ho vl

:BL5 + (i 9 & 7v) 3]<)

AR E AT A1 E A g e
D1 A FE + F b A7 g
SRR e N

P71 2 AR 7159 270 Brand®) A6g

(h7}7e) Fpol 533 FE 19 FFol AR dhe 1))

(>=0.5 ¥ 1, o4 0)

® GROUP 2 : 7}7EEAAnt 337158 F (W3R 5F7)

BL11, (PERFECT)
BL12, (LOYGT90)
BL13, (%2NODEAL)

:oj® & Brand®t #9l8hE = 1, ofy® =0
:ojd® 3 Brand F{& > 0.90|H =1, o}y = 0
DB & glo) Ful gk vl g

BL14, (1/#BRANDS): 1 + &3u® Brand 2.

BL15, (%NOSWITCH): Brand® w}32 9& A<} o] g

$H 5% B Fash] AMA, (E DA ANE 15709 Belg Fogse 20
o A (E DM ol B A WEE oAl R uach o AAs ok, o
&9 1A 2AS A S| EABL

a. 7 A& (Share of Purchase)

b. 44 Fu7]17H(Run Length ; & 487t d&H o2 fujee 7|7k )

c. 4 ¥ A3 3% (Switching Behavior)

d. FEAH Y] =71(Size of the Choice Set ; #&E7]7F F Fojd Ago] e ¥

#9] F).

“FOHEE" 2PAE B AHE Ee PSS 187 Pl BZEE (deal) o) IR
of Bt o AHE HESE 4 U
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CE 2) 1570 SHRI0| B3t afe ©F

2ol A gt as | 4mags=e | guag
N ks bl aall] A3
+3 Foh3)% a2

USHARE (1) REPEAT (7)

SHGTS0 (4) | G.L(2) |SHNODEAL(3)|MAXRUN (5) | 76REPEAT (8) |1/#BRANDS

2BRSH (10) | B (9) |9%NODEAL(13) | RELRUN (6) [SNOSWITCH (14)

PERFECT(11) (15)

LOYGT90 (12)

()¢9 &A= (EDAMY 2] U3

M. = =5

o]=+9] IRI(Information Resources Inc.)d] 98] 4353 ARF(Advertising Research
Foundation) el ol3] A|F€ 270 sid AE7F £ o]&HAD. ole & FAF TA
A 1d 6719 7178t £ E 29AE A2l 33 pujAtR et o] THiRtRdE F 29
hel FE7F ¥ gled, 2 F AA el 90%01°dE A FL AFHFEOl AR E
IHe] AR #§ AET FE8H ALL-E AT

HE JEEE B £ AT, olgd gle 48 Foe 204 &= AFHF “F
87 4 FHEC] EF EFHY Qo ¥, 2ALY AP S 017 A8A AV F T
WRlE7E 58 o3l 7P AYAAT. 2 23 F 12027H7F B E AR FATH
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V. BENEEe] Al et 34

2 7b7e FohRE Bo HE A5Ee 157 2YASS A& WATE @, E DA 2
& A%, Group 19 A 242+ 99l FE skl o7hel &g 2 Hed, 25 7}
B 8 3ke 3 AT HEEZ JFAYT. RS oW P b dEste YEE 3 7}
79 FENEEE Fde AL A3 Jacoby & Kyner (1973)9] Aol & Aol
159] SR e FABATE (E Dol veht ek,

(E 3) HE ST SYXE | 4UAHE

BL1 BL2 BL3 BIL4 BL5 BL6 BL7 BL8 BLS$ BL10 BL11 BL12 BL13 BL14 BL15
BLl 1
BL2 084 1
BL3 0.81 070 1
B4 0.74 059 057 1
BL5 0.52 0.64 0.48 027 1
BL6 065 0.68 0.54 036 0.67 1
BL7 0.62 059 0.52 0.39 051 060 1
BIL8 0.35 0.38 0.31 0.18 0.37 048 081 1
BL9 0.98 085 0.81 0.73 0.57 0.61 0.63 036 1
BL10 0.87 0.75 0.70 0.76 0.42 0.56 0.58 0.34 0.85 1
BL11 0.58 0.53 0.50 0.23 0.49 0.71 041 0.26 056 039 1
BL12 0.70 0.65 0.62 0.30 0.54 0.62 0.48 0.29 071 049 077 1
BL13 0.32 0.32 0.67 021 025 0.22 0.22 013 034 026 021 026 1
BL14 0.77 0.69 0.65 0.44 053 0.80 0.53 0.33 074 068 0.90 0.81 0.26 1
BL15 0.83 0.80 0.70 0.55 0.62 0.72 0.85 0.65 0.84 0.78 059 0.68 031 075 1

Jacoby$} Kyner (1973) @ ©& gxlg9 75 AR, Ux g¥d4 82 #4( Ex-
ploratory factor analysis)S A8ste 24 AR Exo] 2ol )3k ZALE A L3tH Y 1.
00]/9] ofolzl g& 7|Fo2 sl FEAY 86%E HEsl F= 419 820 2E2HJUT

(B e 89U 43 5Y4o| §A5H%x VARIMAX 3| 9 814 Ags RAFIL
Ak,
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(XE 4) Varimax 8|8¥2| 22| M HE

29 291 2212 2213 894
Liny “BRSHARE” “HHSHARE” “REPEAT” “ATTLOYAL”

BL1 0.80 0.48 0.22 0.18
BL2 0.64 0.50 0.29 0.18
BL3 0.57 0.39 0.19 0.62
BI4 0.91 0.05 0.07 0.07
BL5 0.19 0.58 0.39 0.17
BL6 0.27 0.74 0.40 0.05
BL7 0.35 0.28 0.83 0.10
BLS 0.08 0.13 0.94 0.04
BL9 0.79 0.47 0.24 0.21
BL10 0.86 0.28 0.25 0.10
BL11 0.13 0.92 0.09 0.08
BL12 0.29 0.81 0.14 0.17
BL13 0.12 0.11 0.06 0.96
BL14 0.40 0.84 0.16 0.10
BL15 0.56 0.49 0.59 0.15
£ (%) 29.3 29.2 17.2 10.3

(B D9 89 AAEE FBHIES] FoEo] B /M9 Aoz EFE F USE RAF
3 QAo

A WA 82doe AEEHF A (HE DAY Groupl) FollA 7HE A3 3t FHA e
TFuiE| &2 Y HeEo] AAH Utk wEA o] 8AE AE A {E&(Brand shareg
ZoA “BRSHARE"#x A aQoz HHIAHF, 89 1& 7H+7t 289 +u& 7
B GutE §Fstertel g velhde dixeldt). 2dd FuiHlE F FEFL V€2
2 233 w$3(BL1, BL4, BL10) #985E 7I&2s 23 ¥ &(BL2, BL9) BF7}
ol a9l AANEL & 4 Utk ol 2 AEE 0|8 FA AT EAAN HZEE 70
HIEE HSHE A FEFS 7IE2E 8 deo FoIrE JEeE YL ) BF 2
7 Bl Ut Rt dHE ST & 4+ Ut

7} 774§ & (Household-Share ; “HHSHARE")o|2} W3 & HA 920 F £F/
o] Z2HFXNERZ FAH Atk A WA /HEeE (IR 549 29) /€ FFA ol



348 W E LB R

(BL11, BL12, BL14) o] }FE& k9] Fujrt o d o AHol JFH Sle A8 &
A% Roltk 7| FH|EE AMEE oy g AR Sl AR 589 T F&(8d D3
ddHez PEHHATE Aoty #AY Ay AFEA o F FHY FAXEC] AY F
PAE ] AMEHI thE AE 38 o, ol $AL2 So|F v Aolgtal & 3
a2y BL1, BL2, 22]3 BL9S} 22 AREARE FHAEE 8¢ 29 o= Fx A o]
Je AL B o 283 FA9 71y o] &As] R Avke obd £ AR, 2y 2§
S &4 BT ¢ ook (82 200 BA AAE S4Ae 22 19 24 HAH UA &
h) 8 29 HAE F A T/ SHAE ) FRHE A&TF e 717 dolg &
Y jaxolth(BL5, BL6). ol&igt EAXEe] 4]l 2o AAHA ke AL, A&
71ZHRun Length)eo] & cjax & 7149 Fulzt ofH & FEe AFHo] Ae A=
FAd o] 7] Mol AT 4 AUt

8% 3("REPEAT™) & ntErnje] 7hed& veidle FHXNER2 745 JTH(BLY,
BLS, BL15). gollA AdF9 A&7ui7]17HRun Length) 2427} 29 39 A7 S
Hot 99l 29 HARE FHXY ¢ 71 #do] vke AL th sehe Yol

vl 1A 8Q& BEFd(deal) o] dg 7H7o] Ao A YT E FHdE FAA
EE 7AHY AUt A7A, FujdAlel 37kA o] REFG(FE, 5B/, 2L HAA)F o=
st JATHE, 2 FuiE “Deal” Fuizt Gtk ujE o] oM RE fak9)
ERA7E FF5H A8 AL WE AT, 82 4 H3Ee] e FHE Pt
o F3 Aok & 5 Aok ks, vhef ol BEE e Qe AFANAM Fuirt o] Fo
AT, 7HE AR gis)A] “ofzae) ldTa B & U7l ot olek 7 o] F 7, 8
¢l 48 Jfax9 Bjx=AQl &3 (Attitudinal Loyalty : “ATTLOYAL”)ol&g}x st}
H| = BL39] 49l 40 digk AzjFo] 7k A7) A, FAlo 891 19 = Pixs £A4 3
AEE BYo2H HFgo 7|2 SAXS: o] UFE BT Qi

ool Al & ute} o], o 157) FA A g adEHE sl A, 47HA] Ade]
FA = doke Aol ¥ AT Z, (1) Z AE g 7hro] 7o &3l et S H =
oo} 2, (2) oJd & 7179 Fujrt ol @ AR IFHE L& WwIskE Ay,
(3) 3 AF9 A1) 7heA, e Tole] 5402 Y F e A, 293 (@) 7

o
o
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o] HEPE(deal) ol @ ARZE BYshe Ago] Yehyth ol @ AFE ¥ o, FHol
yatdel ol ollz, F3e B b AUoz PFAH Atke R ¢+ A
. Hgol, 270 Aol AHgHe] & ofEEe] e 224H 5o N2 TE F4
YA ARLAE RECHE 7FA e AAste] 3 g Aotk 2o, =g 3
slehs 471A 89lEo] 27t olRA PUHEAE AW date] $A 1VY BHE AA
STk £, 7t 29 WolA B2 2R FRARVAS 2 2AE 2 HF JAIAE
B3] (E 5)sh 2 AFE AU 27 25 YolH 2 2AS B FYAE
29 W ABBA(E 594 G2 $£4)E e 2dd BdE dse] ¥F 4B
(F 5004 thzHd 9le) $3) 5 2 2oz vench 4ad 99 JABAL vad ag
= AME 897 oA RS TEHo] EABTE AL RAFT YA, AANHLZ o]
Sng gzhae] 4BBA7 O 2A Yehstthe AL 850l N2 thEths A& HAFT
Slck. B3, 2.9l 49 Uuix) 422 Aole] A& oz %o FRHAL HTES WA 3
2 FolA BEA o) 3E(ATTLOYAL) 8910] 744 “#ol@” A< vrehdt.

}oln

(B 5) ST d2aA

294 BRSHARE HHSHARE REPEAT ATTLOYAL
BRSHARE (5*) .80 .85 .55 .50
HHSHARE (5) .68 .51 40
REPEAT (3) 77 .37
ATTLOYAL (2) .67

*Z5d 2R A AAE FEFE e,

V. 5% RS A ek

5.1 OIAIE UL Hpolo] 45 X

A =oE uie} o, AL B& ARHYRY AN FENZEE ZY 4
g F su2A AREste] goh(Bucklin & Lattin, 1991 ; Guadagni & Little,1983
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Pedrick & Zufreyden, 1991). A& 22, JHEjs e viAGHETo e 2v|2ke] W3
ol AolM A2M|AE7Ze] o)A A (heterogeneity) & utg3sl7] 9dte] ALEso] g Aol
(eg. Kumakura & Russel, 1989 : Grover & Srinivasan, 1987). ¥ H o2 FHNSE=E
AHEEE BA L, uiAI" ASed gk A whgol QoA ofTErt W AH|Ae) of &
7 £& &AL Aol A E AFEY] AFoldt & £ Atk olRE XY F
Ve 7HE AFAQA YL A5} niAY Wezhe] F5AES Bl AYATE Aol
a2HEEN aAG qE B ETE I gholl weEt ol AE F UA e Aot &
AR E o8 d AXNEE 2 =4 (moderation) Q&) 2 W7t o BA Hosx &3
HAe=A ol wet A9 X Fysas g

A1y E2AE a2 A2 Y (Multinominal Logit Model) & Ag3slget. =L o] f& A
A, o] & wAE Eofe] A7oA FH A 853 ke M, X, RS
< 8t AY EE A7NA FBANIEE AW ¥ SR Ay sive e S
F Aok MYH &4 FFoA P94 (random) FE EXol Ui /Ao ZAsIY PR
ARG Pl t7]o 4R i7F AdE 88 Jehl FE 2224 (McFadden,1974)
AL thadt

Prob(ilx.) =exp [v(x.)]/[Texp(v(x,))] (A)

Xy ¢ TS 710 AR BEE Ay WE
v(x,) @ AguiFe g5z A HAEL 4 vEEH 28 (Deterministic Compo-
nent)

A71M, € vix) E e 22 HFe e Ao,
(1) Zt B 553 wid L E3= FE 57 B

(2) B B2
(3) ZA Y HE H5E
FAH 2 vix)E B3t ol AR A,

v (Xit) = BCi+aBLji+2kBkMkit+ZkkaL1iMkit (B )



20 Hd 2t E(Scanner Panel Data)E o83 AE oj 359 thfg Aojo] B3 A7 357

BC, : Eiol & 4E 54 4+
BL, : 4Eio] 0@ i JEAZE 42 (j=1~1)
Ma © Pol8 tol A BE i o B kA oA 92 8

AgErE olddlx A HFE & AAAT 4L A AHE 7K arEe F
TEAN e AL P8 BHFoln, ofd gg M A% th EA WY (Guadagni
& Little 1983; Kamakura & Russel 1989). R B TIE $2)9] 8 AL AT M) 0]
A 9ol FRHZEY A8 O J3x ZHYA(HEE9 O (e gEshe)da o
BA 9] o Fol7] fEel dlH oz v Yx Wse ML BN

23] 2€ vMAR dFE 7HE, £ 283 FaQon, o)gd W4Ee o} 2o
ZA A

(1) 744 : A% @92 34714

(3) 3 : oJAWFRA, Tul7t FE, HA|, £& B¢ S9 B 9§ Fujaia 1 o]
I BEA

THE A%, FEE 94 T2 YHAAL (FFHAIE AXNINZHA 40F), 2d
57120 (T 38F) 28 AddZ717H(mAg 107)) (B Dold 4BJsxe] nE &
BAE A 40F F¢ 747 Fujr12L o] fste] Zhzte) A} 7o ts) A=A of
H EFAEL 03 12el Wste AFEHP oY (o ; ugol 93 2AK), e ZHYNEL
ol23 Agg WX Fevhe F(d ; A&Fu$) g FEs o} s}

o2& £ olg AA Al (2T AS 27)E HZEA 7] Y8l) ZHzte] 27
AN Hghe M F oG oA BEFARE YFo2H 242 2ANEL EFAT
1%l EE2E F 2aAFAF 7zt Ztzte] 2ANE MY DHS BHo] Y= (HAY
Fol 7HE w2) 2l FFHATL. o & S0, BL1IS 22l 19 714 B4 HA o] 7] o
<o BL2, BL4, BL9, 28] BL10# 7 “BRSHARE” 29ld] £38}A ®th RE &24%
S olHE WYeR 7 9ol FH F, 2 290 THW fEE X9 FAFGOEA
4709} A (index) 2t AdS) WAk Db 2P Zol, 2z 77 2k AR tsiA 47)



352 BERHARE

A AzE A7t FEAAA HA (28 1 F32)

4E 1 AE 2
NEEAF1 N EEAF2| NI E=AFIH T EA] 4| W T EA F]

Hris | T F

(g D

AW N LE AF(HF b7t A=yt 2ARYS o) HAE JFS 2Ab
7 skl 47hA] HEE A5E AN (DF @)l Slated Feld 2ARYol eAH22 o)
sl 2getATh 24 Ao (E O B4 Aok (E 6 24 G vhe) dEx golg
¥ BP9 2P E e,

(E 6) K OiEx £FXIE 0|88 4EMEUZHe| FH A
S| AFREH g

BRSHARE HHSHARE REPEAT ATTLOYAL
S Al t A4S t A5 t A & t
AE 1 1.167 3.45 1.051 3.13 1.038 3.04 1.411 3.97
AE 2 1.697 5.01 1.562 4.80 1.614 4.78 1.886 5.32
AHE 3 2.572 8.22 2.328 7.64 2.500 7.93 2.746 8.27
BES 1.389 4.26 1.311 4,07 1.211 3.67 1.676 4,88
AH¥ 6 3.001 9.82 2.999 10.1 2,901 9.37 3.273 10.1
AE 7 2.980 9.82 2.939 9,95 2.880 9.38 3.229 10.0
A 8 1.522 3.80 1.510 3.88 1.182 2.89 1.710 4,09
A 9 2.065 4.79 2.047 4.86 2.006 4.66 2.359 5.28
P 0.015 4.06 0.011 2.85 0.013 3.44 0.017 4.62
713 0.002 0.43 0.002 0.37 0.000 —0.08 0.002 0.43
MR E =] 0.881 9.69 0.843 9.14 0.889 9.47 0.917 10.0
ARPIE 1.147 6.44 1.223 5.41 0.813 4.35 1.759 7.92
NEE *F -0.022 ~7.39 —0.021 —4.94 0.003 0.36 —0.022 —7.03
NEE * 7} -0.003 —1.23 0.004 1.42 0.003 1.13  —0.003 -1.10
NEE * P2 -0.205 —242 —0.131 -1.08 ~0.233 —242 —0.473 —4.35

Log(Likelihood) —1637 —1650 —1650 —1613




2 M d A8 (Scanner Panel Data)E o| 48 AE NEE9] s Ao A3 A7 353

Ao 2, 71X vAE Y2 AR (R, 7+, £R)9 AF 24XNe 2dE 79 4A
333 AT B QA JExE aRo] oFA 273 HANER Y BAGl] Mg
AAM BHE dF 9ol He AR dehgth 28y A5 27|14 YA AL
e Aol dehla Sl 53] 74 2B EEIFHATE AL TP, o]HF
ole FEE Wit djixe 2zlo] Vb uiE & (REPEAT)Z 24HAL o B
o, Felol ¥ AYF(ATTLOYAL) o2 S4=Hojd of FEAY o Z8 93 L 7}
A& A% YT AH ATTLOYALS A4& REPEATS) A4l S ol4olz(l.
795 vs 0.813), 2 Aolw FAHLZ foHo|n), ojF AR 473 FrlEA ¥ £
At F, of® 7irF Bl F A3t FAYe]l & FHo 3] NEEE Fete AHA(HEE
FestidAM7A] F4)L, 2 FRE 9&d BTt AH (B0 thE AFF A
EAH EOE o A3 o)z g 2827 Bk Aol

fExel Fure] 434S AWMRY, o357t ATTLOYALolW ‘H48'(BRSH-
ARE¢} HHSHARE) 24 &3 =03 A9l fod oz yehgoy, sjix7 REPEAT
o 2Ast £3d Z9d ¥R AHE B} 53] 43FLEHI) FHY 9
9 @& Zede A &, 2 NIZEE /R AFYSFE FREFHV H Aote AL WS
FUED olRL B Y L 59 HIEE /1R AR Aol o FFHolEe A
< BAFe ojAd A+ (Raj, 1982 : Tellis 1988) b= thzAolth. 2} Raj$}t Tellis)
Arodxde SH5EF7E Pl FoaA Fdnhe Hell T "ert Ao E, F5HSFTL
FEAGIUE o (Tellis 1988) =, A3 &go] viFoAF oz vepd vl ot WA ojix
ot F3 Aol A3 AL FFE FE 898 Hojx 2771 e Aoz B, 1 s,
29 FEHUFTE FUrtol E s ojEE} o1RA AAHAUETtolT

et 714 Atole] G5 aEL 47HX 9 RE A9l oM v K- Folr}, ofupx ofA
< 7tAES A7 RE BLoA v Hogitke Holy FEE AHd Aot 23y
Avide A2 BRSHARES HHSHARES®] 4o loiA 717 7e] 43 3go] §24d)
HIsted 2 3571 widiehe Foloh Atst 2 Aole 0.105F(t=1.88) A SAHoR
st §3) F j3x FHA BF AR 2AF Aolv, M2 u)$ FAE AGUH
E B8, F AF7 MR uigle] R3E M ge A e FEY v F ol
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st gte g, 3=} #ujEe 43#842 ATTLOYAL, BRSHARE 2223 RE-
PEATS] A 7$-olx foHouA g9 $352 yegon], HHSHAREY B$oMe &
o) Ro|Aut vl RO Yt ojEEs} 5 /HTYSE 229 JEg B}t
A gete 23 ojde d7Ade st dA4dE HsEst ATTLOYAL(B=—0.
473)22 2AHAL o FEFLY Are g F UARZ & 4528 (REPEAT)S 2
ZlRt S ol & Aoz vYehth

ANHoz B o, j5xs} ATTLOYALZ Ho9ge d o & A47t £&5E 2o
Holth mge) 49y TF ATTLOYALY W 713 & Ao Yehgong, o Fost 7
ZF f43 oz wadd,

5.2. 2 &= Htxr Hljw
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The Impacts of Alternative Operationalizations of
Brand Loyalty in Scanner Data

Donghoon, Kim* - Heung Soo, Park*™

ABSTRACT

A large number of operational definitions of brand loyalty have been proposed in the
marketing literature, The advent of scanner panel data has added to this trend. This
work reviews past measures of loyalty, empirically uncovers underlying dimensions of
the construct, and tests these dimensions for reliability and validity using
single-source scanner data. Fifteen measures chosen for study yield four underlying
dimensions that are distinct from each other and that produce different results when
incorporated into a choice model. Implications are drawn for the use of “loyalty”

variables in scanner panel studies,
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