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AZAAELE FF 2R BEEFE7) 3FAY % F7] 93l BAlE (parent product)®] 71&5EE 2=
s ot YA F sl AlE(Saab)e Z7] FnE BY AlE.(Saab)7t A& #§F7] A7 wEW HAple 7
Z3t1 glt}. AlM.(Saab)Ehe AEE AERc Y *‘Hﬂﬁlﬂ%"li}ﬂ AR FF7MLE (slgHez) 84
HAthe ARE 2, B dFe AYAEo] Ak 71ErEel sloiMe dESge] (shekd, 4%H) Wik &
HZkEe] AAE Yot od JFE viXertE AHEY. d7AT] b2y G4 Fe ke BAlEo] $YAFR
o AA71erTd AFolgln N4 o (3F3A Y Afl) B} 3o ez Jehdtl o2 8o (£33) W
gl W 2u|RPEIHEe 7‘}°1 2 2L A9 6 Feyznh (1) ZAEY $gAS| sjexor gAME 9
g (2) FRAFTAA AFE T FZAOL 2 9, 1 9o & A7 23 & JEFE(3Ne £ d87E)
o AFoze] FEGHo] E*ﬂ%‘ql i3 v A S aE vXe RoE Ueyth A9r|edEoey 4EEE
< BAIFY Bl 33EQ JFE F= v, e F oz HRHFE TAEY HWole) oA £3HQA 4
< A g Aoz A o7 d7dne A gore A7 tis At

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

.M B FHAF A= ZAEY SFAF B
Aol Aok @t (Aaker and Keller 1990:
Bousch and Loken 1991). «{7]4 #AAolghe
AAF A F4H9 AR 9} FEolghs AHe Ade AFAR F AET T AFEA, £5 A
2 HZ B2 VIHE] AAF 718y & gl EARY, oA o YN mPges A3t
JRE Eole "JEQ%’QQ’Q‘ g3t Qo (o H:, EFFHolgkrd (Chakravarti, Maclnnis,
Agugl FF, da; &Y A27]) (Aaker and  and Nakamoto 1990: Park, Milberg, and
Keller 1990: Farquar 1989: Tauber 1988).  Lawson 1991). ol&i& 2w fAMTe R
A deiz FEe a9 #E8E o FHEA FHE € 2 F8AO FEHECA HE F43) Axa
& AARES B AT HolE F Uk d A seld I AFAFAA oA BA|Fo] Ay
o2, ARG TAF HHNAY EFAA A9 FAA | U Hrlo) JFE vAeAE @
d3% A 4 gt} (Gibson 1990: Keller and  T8l7]d] 283 gt} slolgd AFARY] F2g
Aaker 1992: Loken and Roedder-John 1993: 53 % 32 AuAEL AEY S4A189 2
Park, Jun, and Shocker 1996). 3 71e5Ed 3 Red we 28 7 3
71EA T a2 RAES] widHF S4B A NEE MY 5 Uk AHE(Saab)9] 374
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A AFARY
(Saab)7t B71=57E
579 AFoz AFPFu=tn A4 + Ao
uigjo] A8 AARA. AFAE VS EE
(Ford)7} 33712 ZE83FE Jotd ofvp 4|
AEL AlE(Saab) AeAtees AE HE WS
¥=(Ford) vlg7ld] Bz 220, o] $71A] 7
+& Fd d9EA. o] EZe T A Fol X3
g AR doltt (RFAt #37]). weA
FAEE 2 2AINEL 71EY FAHIZIE
w2y I W] %A HAYD ZAEFFH 71EA
E Y A Fxe Edda € 4 300 3
AtE.(Saab) AFA X=(Ford) ®ld7leke F
ARG dEl AvaEe] FYF weE BY
RAA7E? Folo] anlzte WS EEA BE T
VE7k?

2 d3e dolg AFAGAA &3] Yehde
olg g AFT T A JeFEY Aost &
HAEe] RS Hrlo o¥A FEgE FeA,
w3 2AE Hrlde szuo] ogA Eeix| A
Ar e, FAHCR GHAFC] RAFEY J)E
FEudM A AARAE AS (F¥H 4E2ZE
olgt ¥z ) & I W A% (3134
AR EAolg} RErlg Fh) AuRe yhgo] of
PA geReA] Ra, AF7A dF9 240 H
ojstdl BAFY BHAEF e KA ol
71ed gatAe B %A wpdFRA F
£& e E AEYg. oz A ETAAY
AFE 749 FAANPEE 7|¢4 FstdAd o
& o g FHA appbFEA A8, o
A A7EA W] g &gAFe ZAE o
g Ve as A A3

olgtill e AT o2 wAH sMdE At

AZd g 2HAELS AR
5T AT B @ 7|

5o

21T
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1. Bees NAES A8 AYRYH 1 2
B, oz og AT gozd AT
el d7lshES gt

.2 4

-1 7% 2=

AEEA B 71E A7 BEH AHREY
BAAEo| g w2 HF8(categorization)
AR & EFan, TAR(d: JEUPe o8 &
AAFEL 2B AENA FYF W39 FAHYEE
24 dAAT} (Boush and Loken 1991). At
of Aol wel AFALS B RAEFY FA
Al Aoy 54 (o UlFH3ith 2 oleid &3
AFE(d:AEvezd, 8z, AE8ve
B2 Aolddt, HMFugs AP
2uALE0| BAEY FAAF ol FAEE =4
A% 2 &71€ct (Aaker and Keller 1990).
dutgoz AH|AEL FAME AFY §401v
(Boush and Loken 1991), A &< B&A/dA)
4 (Aaker and Keller 1990), 28]z 74d’d<]
A4 (Park et al. 1991) 5& 7I§o2 %ud
gt

olgld ZAET HFAE 1] #A #F o
EL 2Y AETdE AP stolH 2 AFAA
2B AR tig g oldsrlde
84 94t} ole Avze FEHAHIL sl
03 A%e 22 SAd o) dFE 2 5 3
7] wgolt}, FEEYTY @A stolHA AR
o %714 EAE AvEw, ¢4 7w sk

AT mi2sA 2% 19994 5%



HEO| HYHYY SISEF Hoto| Xojo| BB AT

32 Mo JEE JEAF () OAETV)H 1 o
Ao JNeAF(:EHTV)o] AR FEse
73571 ®on (Weiss and Heide 1993), old]
uet 225 vEgele AU JEFEY 1
stoll W AFE 9] J1ed FsAs ¥4
o EY ofd 7Ijdo] WEE AAF HrldA
I 714de] 71&d] Za e PYA7IEHe] AR
of W% F&F AL A"
1994: Kotler 1997).

stole|a 7]9ie EEF] i@ AuaEe H
7HE olEfslr] HElA e ol FoiA sleddd
F71 %A S A=A dF olst Fa
g olqt Atk AvAle EAIEY FAAE 29
NNed FAM AZE wdstd 2 7]]do] 7]&d)
Bfatn sle 71gol 3AEY e dvhd
F&5tA ALE + U=AE ke HY
(Aaker and Keller 1990), BAIE #HAAF
e A Yerdd e AstEA dA Ay
o] FRIAFI] Fg £ 7€ eI
o] Aol wet FESFE 2F71Ee AT
71ee] AFCE AR s 3¢y 4R
g3t O Wl B FEIFFL o A
zts) & 4 Sltt.

oldel F 7K ¥ME ool sholHlA Al &
T8 54 94 288 9% & 5 UY. o
| AEFTANE A Z2 dAZIEEY A3
AEE 7|EA o|FA ] Ul AAAEE 1
FAapol7t 4938 Av] (Weiss and Heide
1993), t& AFTdM e dhte 7ol HA
o8 NS Aujstd AFELe] w$ FFAHQ
& BAAEE Y 2R Fe A4 Ao
d& Eof, 2HAEL 92 2L AFEL A=
2 ZAzol7} Utk wr)e v, ARAN] A

(Kapferer

ZAET x28H 2% 19994 5%

FEL 2 FEA0IE WA gedt AFHH 2
AFH FHAEF 9 71ed dtaAd fAA
2 FFAFTAM 2HlAEe] wile AET 4
Al H =7t aHlAE FEREGH L] ogA o
2 AR ABEES st

-2 2HEY SENE 2t 71eX MotuAle] d8

BAES FAAEY JesEol A2 dada
AAANE 2HAEL RAFY JeFEe o
(Anchor or Reference Point)Z 3lo #AAE
o FA& HriskA E9. 39171ee 2AFA
AA716e] SR Eo2 sHe AgH AT
A (dEeA dzEoze ) AHjAEL
a1 BEEL 719 71ed d3e BAEY 7)
FEE AR st B =Y, HE 497
FEY FFAFol 2 4R AFolg =,
BEA el 2ROl W JerEe B
&% 237 (Insufficient Adjustment) &
o FHAEY 7leFEAA B e ded
(Tversky and Kahneman 1974). °lo] m&} &
HIAHE S U71EAFo &ote 4T A
Y3} d¥std 1 7199 APl s &S Al
718 % Ut} (Kapferer 1994). wehy A3k
ARG 2HAEL B EY F2E
L A% FrrdsteiA do

BA71edM 71y sgE FEZA
A% Al (d: AFHAM AAEHeo B3
B3RS 23949 29 710 5 gl 4w

i

of

A EE VA S0l #3AEe FHE d%
z9Hog HrstA Hr. o2 wgoz gy
e 7Me =&8d
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7M1 AN AELS ZAF0] A F HEA
AA7NEAFoIRL (FH JEHY) A
Ztg W 2 S (3EE AESY AS
2o $RAEE U 39F 02 B
o

-3 7185 AT 71EH dalrlel 42AE

ARGAGI gl F AEFE T FAEY
e AR 2L 477 PEHAT. 2 A7
B2y 2vate] RSP BAEH SAA
Z 7o AzE AR @E HFs A%
(Categorization Process)22 olj=li Utk
(Boush and Loken 1991). ¥ A& #4144
Aert a8 242 2AEY ddd v A%
o] AT Aolg 7HeAel weRuE A
olt} (Aaker and Keller 1990: Cohen and
Basu 1987: Meyers-Levy and Tybout 1989).

gole| A AN ZAEH GFAFol Ve
o2 §AHA ¥ A4S AHAEL %A 2A
£ 71$3 o] YA FoR 928 F U
A #del7] f4A ¥& Aotk (Aaker and
Keller 1990). &8AEL FAF H/1E A3
2R3 BEE 71¢A PHE o83t o] F
33 guin woeiA "ok 2 23 ZAEY A
WA JleFFolzke e FAAEY H7Hd &
£3 Bl 2A(Anchor Point)2 283844 %
A Bk w@3A, sH16A AAE 3RS
of g 71€d FadAY Ade ZAEFH BF
A Fo] drpy 7|edoR fARIM Wt 21 &
77t dgdert.

M2 RAIED SFAF) 71EH R FARIG
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T gdse A¢ 234 ¥ ArEn
AR RS YA FESF e
4R Fo A Lv|AHse Zole o
% ag.

-4 SEHEZolMel HEZH EFROU EHTY
71of ojxle A

BARENFNA S FEL ARl 2HAT}
Auht AR F9] Yol A FH BHE FEE
et 9%E FH, BAEY 2dH 7
FEol Fe & (JHM1) 94 2T AAF
A AR EE Hrsly] A8 AHAEL o7
dY HHE o] g3} ol T HAFEFY it
e SAAET U9 9 HEEA o Fro
(M8 AR). F oA AFE U9 de BES
o dwtHql 714, FAFE, 7t AFSH BF
BHE EUZ $PAEE I £ I dE S
o] i At AFHAA AEAE @ 2HF
o] 1 AFHY M4 AA 71E FFEe 71FF
Hl&g Aojztm weske ot & thE #YUH
22 A7) A BEE o8 e E, Aol
A 9 2AFE &40 Atk AR FE). 7B
SONYIA AFEE AP o AL 2
AFE e F4& SONYe AF7F 23 e F
Aon|A & ZAZ H71¥ 4 A (Jaccard and
Wood 1988: Meyer 1981: Ross and Creyer
1992: Russo and Dosher 1983). BAFY 2
A 71E54Ee AFE FE @0 AHA
SAAE o) o3 Ay RS} B¥E FR
o Q252 JM1GA AANE BYH A3 8
A gAzte] An|Albge] Aolrt & FHo|
vebd Aol
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YEO| YYD SHYUT Yrio| Kjojof Y AR

SHIZFES AR FY] H7He H8A 3R JRE
FAzez AnE ¥ 10 FEs) oz} ok #a
g2 o AYE HH e ARPAL 47
o EMEE AR AT PR Aula dgEe
mh2ba] Zzte] Wgo] Fuhd 9fnlr} Slevte g
Ak RO {844 9¥g FE= 8 F =
2 BEUNEY HaFE(degree of Variation)E
£ 9 A% (Ross & Creyer 1992: Linville,
Fischer, & Salovey 1989: Park & Hastie
1987). 7F8 ZAET WY 7|EAFS] E4d
oA ztel7t A9l it AuREL A2 EAEE
AF A 7EAEEY B EAY v 75
Aolgta F&3H At o]AY ePIE FHo Ui
7t Aok 2HAES O FRE o83t FFAF
& dddte o] AfAolgn Az}, o] B¢
BAFS AdY Ve 2 ZAE FHYPR
B2 $HAFY Hrlo] 9o FojE). W=
GRAET W] 7IEAFEC] F4RN M2 B
< Aolg BY A MR HRE o o] A
29 S$FAE Bt Quigle FEIT HA) £},
SHAFEE AR R &S Hul, BYE
BhA Zlersel §HAE ol F83 48
< FYA dot. wEh 7K 1eM AAE BAE
o B slerEel FAAFY FA%s v
€ Bie $RAEFE Uy NEAEFE e 43
o] Az 93 geHd 4= Ut}

V38R &3 S 8] $gAE
of d&t &H|AErtY Aol(MDe &
BAFT W 7IEAFE Tol FAA
A=t A& qEg 2 o 6 FSex
A vehdt.

G %28H H22 19994 5%

I-6 2xiZof Chet ml=Ent

RAES GHAE T AURAELE go)7] 9
s ZAFS] &gAE U A B oz &
BAEY ZAF] A deane J38 2
A aedslolol gtk (Park, McCarthy, and
Milberg 1993). ¥ ZE 70| o|Fojxd 4H|
AEL FHAEFE BARY HFE FAIIH, of
dg Age ATE ZAFY Hrld FHA/2A
4 %< FA €9 (Rumelhart and Norman
1978: Park, Jun, and Shocker 1996).

A RGP BS AvREL FAA F
SAE 2 7199 49 e 4FHE Hriey
SAAEY HHE & VerEe BAEY ¥}
o 2FAA 4% & 4 Ut vz &3k 3
2L 1 7199 7€ IANYE BB EEHA
hEo] o3 AvM|AE RAF g Bl
FRA 9%E F + U

M4 2GRS RAFR ] Y =iz
€ %4 #8739 FeRn 484 &3
Bl B 39H oz vepdd

7Hd29) =28 2AE wEd $PAEY 2A )
e S=wis) dA] T AFRY 71ed fAKe]
=2 0 o Flo] Yehd Aolgln #¥ 4 gk
w2y 7Hd4od AAE T ZAED SR Eo|
718802 RARE 7% v Fglo] Uehgd Aot}

M5 RAER BYAF e ANeA Aead)
oA e 4EEYS A=AEACHE
% A% 71€402 FAE el 23R
%8 AFuT B gl vehdt,
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Tyn

. kg

ol oA AAY /MEL HFE] A3 e
< O3eR 2x 2x 2 SHIC UEIY 4¥4
Al (Between-Subjects Research Design)& 3
&8st A8 AR 8de (1) #dd Ae
T w2 S g (FYH/YE §3),
(2) 7188 FAM (RARR/ SASHAl 8 &),
a3 (3) FRAEFL WA AEL FAA |
Aeolth (FAEAZL He/FL 49). o8 94
A9 7H] AREEF AdRlest el
on To ¥A RAE £ AEY AP dEx
2+ gl 399 dulzAL ez

-1 ofig|=AH

(1) AHIZA: SN ATl 8 2AED &
BAEE ARsY] 4 duRAE AAHAY
AR71EL (1) 4EAAAEA vlad BAA
e AFelx, (2) 71eHo2 FAE AEH &
AvetA] @& AFLRZ UFojAof dtm, oz
(3) EAEH BPAE o 2MAEe] Lale
B 7le4E Aolrt (¥ T %) 24
sjok @tke olth, 2 ATE 9% A Ay
oz 7144 FFU FA WM Mz o
HAFoRRY B4 A Ec FRYH
de A% A4AAT. FAAERE AQ
AFE(PC)E MFa 58 FASL A
JEHHE ot gyo] Lug ATPe) 22
sebeld 1 % vz AFY (A917%,
NeHoE FAIR AE), Y=T2AN A4 (3
A7, AeRes $AR AE), I BTV

tlo U oo mlo rju
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(F71%, 71€422 fASHA g AF), 18
1 HDTV (B$i7le, 71422 fAkeHA] &L
AEY A E FF AT o8 ALY
7] 93 1299 FYEE Yo AF IASE,
718 AR, A4 AdE 7iesEd uE

dquIdE2ALE #e AT oM AFH 7R
23¢& 2% &N e Ao 2 Yehgt}

(2) duzAR:GEeg duZAHAAN AR
47t RAE 44 A9Y FEE AFs) 4
8 oulZALE AAIET B dpdde FAY
BEEHATF(Keller and Aaker 1992)9] d&
et 7Hde FRE APUR LR AMEE| 2 S
o 7R AHEE d4A4e] "oldde 9
ol YA AAZ EAFe YEE AL § Yt
g+ e A% ddFEd & EEEY
(Confounding Effect)& AwWd + A& AHo)
Ak, 7 xS A A8 1089 4L o
Fez "k ZHEUH(Comtech, Clarion,
Accurus, Logica)& metsld, BAE ¥z 7%
o AFYE 7H AR AT (1 = A 3
ek @k, 7 = W$ APy, 2 A, =
Z2AA( = 5.0009 ® ZgA( = 5.14)9&
Accurus@he s FA  Jehda,
HDTV( = 5.00)¢F dxF ZHTV( = 5.29)d+
Clariono|gte ool 29} HI&3HA 4 Uyt
o} WAz el dalde A LogicaZt 7V &
g Aoz vekeoy (= 6.57), tE ZAF
3 AEY] HPAMY Aoz BT F e &
E&7}(Confounding Effect) & floh7] & wigl
Z@Yd AFE S Y=zZ2HA 7AE Accurus
, 4yt ZETVe HDTVOl:= Clarionol@& 4%
ol §3712 AN o|¥A FAHA JES ¥
A 2t BAEY ARE A 4ge HreE

SER

mit i
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= 38 £ d3, ZAFo] & ojHd & AF
T A FUF FIHE B Aot R 9
Al gl

(3) AR ZAZ:FFAFTUHAAMY AFT FF
atole] A=y FVIAEAA 7HEe] 2H|AE 1A
& ANFoEN 2FAHJY, FAHoR, oY 7]
E AEEY FABHE 1YY= P oz Fddo
Uit & Ag43Y A% 72-98%, WAt &L
A% 81-89% o2 2AHAG. 1594 F 1y

WS dBeR avjatge] dAR o & 4

HA4% 2 FAUA AolB AZoEAE 74
A2(l = Fdo B wga, 7 = FaRol
7t ASThE olgdd 244 uskth 1 A% 4
CEC IR EE PR NETC

-2 At

(1) ARWHZ $9A9 @ Aoy
24999 BB 449 A¥Eoz 49 W

B YUUYY sIPUY Yote Xojoi U AF

AL, 1519 @2k 9892 AR AriEL
Hollx AdEE 37HA dPsel e AA 8714
o 443t R oz g on 7 4y
Adel A7le 299X 3490IUTKE 1 #=2).
(2) A¥AS 7 A7tabes o] d79 ol go
2 2N AAF SAZRE 22 o &SR
mol AHAtE-g Huat dohe Aol Fojzle
W olojM RAES RAIFH FFAFY Apo|
AANHAG. o] AEL BdHe BndfEolv
AFZFEEAM Bt AU SHA Fol
E YT Aol 871 4% BT ol&H
A, EFAFT UM FHARE 24 (2
Ad #AA) z2et7] AsM JAAEAA FFA
FTe AFEC tal DA FH AFY
FAYIaYgLE PAE E2le AASAT.

(3) FHWEFTRZLoE MAELS A F
e FEHME THAREQN = AFE, T = 2F
A1 = E€8AF. T = A2 BN

(Keller and Aaker 1992), #AAFo| g =

(B 1) dfcixioln 4uEH=7|

NeHoR AR e &%

VeR ez fA 8%

gFAFTH F43
o7} 2L A%

RH|AE Mg F

A FLH
o7t & A%
AR MY F

FAA | BAFCH F4A | $RAFIH FEX

o7} #& A% o7l & A%
LB AR LA A2 2 2R MY F

AgHo] 81oM 89 [ AHH] T241M 98 | FAMAo]l 81o1A | AHHe] 7204 98

A A 897k 7
rae EAFes HD-TVs HD-TVs Mainframes Mainframes
98 pCesl 8
o (n=31) (n=34) (n-30) (n=31)
G SAFe Regular TVs Regular TVs Word-processors Word-processors
HE PC2Y 4%

(n=32) {n=30) (n=29) (n=32)

33

A BT X283 22 19994 54
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(E 2) #8xxe| 5

A 71EH 2 RARHA 98 B39 Y

HD-TVZ5E 9 334 &3

Regular TVE2YE 9 434 &3

HAAET We FAA o] e 3L 2 3% e AL & 3%

71€3 A 2.55(1.23)* 2.53(1.02) 2.84(1.30) 2.87(1.20)
1€ gsteA® 5.71(1.32) 5.38(1.23) 2.50(1.46) 2.63(0.96)
FAA AR 3.06(1.93) 5.50(1.16) 2.69(1.28) 5.43(1.10)

‘23S0 ke EEUAY.

B. 71€H o fAIR 8749 B¢

Mainframes2 2% €l9] 334 83

Word-processorsZ2%€2| 3% 834

AAEZ U] F-A o e A & 3+ e s 2 3%
N&A fA 5.50(0.97)* 5.16(1.13) 5.41(0.78) 5.50(0.80)
7%3 4w 5.70(1.24) 5.81(1.22) 2.41(0.82) 2.28(1.11)
AR E 2.70(1.21) 5.16(1.16) 2.90(1.08) 5.53(0.67)
*‘Bide eale ETHRAY.
C. Zr A8y 42134
B (RFUA
4 Aol 2A:

71€4 FaaAe 23 2.46(1.12)

19 43 5.64(1.25)

Iz e ‘ '

7% Aol &4

la3 wtad &2 5.39(0.93

A 23 2.69(1.19)

A e 8§73 -

Azl ATO 24

EdAelPE S 2.84(1.41)

e 3%

5.41(1.04)
&A%

1=A8 fAHIA g T=vl$ fAL3IT,

*1=486PCRT} 71¢H o2 ofgje] AFEolth: T=486PCET} 7]&H o

2 99 AFolnt.
1=2% A9 Fdd}: T=3]7} din}.
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HB HHAWI ST Il Koo st AT

TE R FE(ERe, Azs, 7PoerpE A}
&3t JeRlATE. AAE 7] ZHEEH 9
3 TAFoo dwave FAEAA 4R
A A v FESF Fo BAF g B}
2 27K AHx(1 = Aol Wg 9 33| 7t} 7
Aoluls] o sge] itk 1 = F3H o3, 7
= 3373 9P E AHEstd YA feEH &
ettt

(4) AgRiFe 34 :F5u5e 33 Fo A7)
AEL AP2FY AFAFE Tty s =A
3 FAAE dF sz, S0 wie
FAF Y AN, 7€ FAM, a2l B
A 7leFdEe] FAHAY FHUAY 2L G
Al 7R wie §3AEE e §49 A
JBEE FHFoEN &Rlo] HAUG. 2 Yo 9
Aol duht @A, AP dnpt Aot
AEo] EYsIAert Bl FrHoR FYHUL
o, iz Bd F WRES A BAS
g Agel gk ekt Aeo] FoiA

v.d 3

V-1 AEX ==t &0l

A7 Agds(Zled dstad, 71ed 4
A, a28ln FFAFTAMY NNEAFEY FAA
oJAE) HEH 2 U APPIAEY W
& (& 2)o vebd uist Zo] AbdzANe] A3
gk frAteHAl UEhY ddxze] 4FHIULE B
A&t EAES §HAF 19 J1eA BidA
7b ¥ AF R Ve fAEe Add 9%

AAET %283 H2% 1999 5Y

FEAE 2 o] £ WEDY ARBAE
Ausit 2 A3 4BAST S Wl veh
(r = .01) % AFQY &4 fA BE 4
4 Whisd Aze 1 F ABL slesze
Aol e VA FETHE AS T 4 ok

V-2 MiE&lse, MEois, J2ln dfel Hddy

FAAET HF APWIAEY A5z Ud
T a2la 439 d4Ad g 2PFAAE BY,
AF Agze oM AFAD Tl {3t Apo)7}
Uehdz] gstoy (F = 1.04: p ) 0.05), A%
g 44 d#E AolE =l FAHR
AR AFEL R F2 23R Y2 3l H|
& Boh 42 Ao 4Hit (F = 18.16:
p € 0.01). o]2|3 Apo] W] 2aEH ] HH9
Azt d4e F7H W4 (Covariate) 2 XA

A8t AF gz e Zole fo3tA
& 2oz gz,

[13
-3

IV-3 B&tH42| chegl

FEUSE A7) s AMRE o8 AEYE
& A#ASY Cronbachd AF7F ¥4 Jehy
FEETY FAXE P8 GYFARE HPs] £
Mg, FAHeR, F e F23% ¥58 U9
ABFAY A G (r = 95) °lEY HIES
Fote] FAAERs N ddFFoR AMg3}
Aot F e gevansy JEE 9 A
A7} A vek (r = .93) 2 HFE T Y
2oz FFgaAd. o] F F&WUFd U g A
YA vk HFa EEHE (E 3) A
A=A
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)

(& 3) F5¢iol it Aychy gRa gFEA

A F5EF AT W 97t

NeRoz RARHA Be 87 ANedon SAH 8 Y7
F4 o]zt EAz}o]7} EAz}o]7}. FA &0l 7}t
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The Effects of Upward versus Downward Brand
Extensions on Consumer Evaluations

Sung Youl Jun*
Abstract

Manufacturers often emphasize the technological level of the parent product category
(e.g., Saab aircraft engine), presumably to influence consumer evaluations of an extended
brand (Saab automobile). This study examines whether an extension from a high to a low
level of technology (e.g., Hitachi Digital camcorder to Hitachi 35mm camera) is evaluated
differently from an extension from a low to a high level of technology {e.g.. Smith Corona
electric typewriter to Smith Corona workstation). Results of an experiment suggest that
the quality of an extension is judged more favorably when the parent product category
belongs to a higher technological level than when it belongs to a lower level of technology.
However, the difference in quality judgments due to the direction of the brand extension
is found to be reduced when the technologies associated with the parent and extension
categories are perceived as dissimilar (e.g., camcorder versus personal computers) and
when there is little quality variation across existing brands in the extension product class.
In addition, the study finds that extending a brand to a product category belonging to a
different technological level also influences consumers’ subsequent quality evaluations of
the parent brand (i.e., reciprocity effect). Extending to a lower technological level
adversely affects the parent brand’s evaluations, and vice versa. We discuss implications
of these findings and offer directions for future research.

Key Words : Brand Extension, Technological Hierarchy, Extension Direction

* Assistant Professor, School of Business Administration, Hankuk University of Foreign Studies, Imun-Dong 270,
Dongdaemun-Gu, Seoul, Korea
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