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AT 7IYEL AAE &40 E IOt 283 ABAS] AEE AT 2HAEY AAMF g wE A
& A7) e O A%E digtezs JEEAASH(brand extension strategy) S AHSStn ok, ol @ &
AR FLAL BdstE B vHE ARAEE SRS R el ojEA AF¢FE TeiE dFEld ge
¥ F2 dFsolge] A3 A e Al 55 FFRRA tdld $3AH ovA7t FAETn Basl
o e RAE SR o84 EdiY WEE o] 4R/ RAEE A REE A avA
o] oA H/K Y&l olWdt AAH AHelHP & AXerle] e HdEe] nlFact £ 712 U] ¢ =
AR SAFEY FANE o BAY o AP Ao F3} sl U AES dedit) ey 2 a7
€ 2uAY BAYEHsle EA7IECRA WEso| e A BT AT nket f5EGol 8 o RAREAT|RR A
g3l 28|zt A AR A Azt wle} ojRA FHLHEIE ol ¥ dFHoe HEUL.

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

HAZ 7IHES AAAHY $¥Hol FUHEA wg
Adste] & ooz AFdelde] B A4
< &3 gt 53] vAEBYAES AAERY
of g Yo &4 AAFE A0 das 49
£ Hageta AT 43S 0|58 + Sie 43
Al WdEE B HAed 1 F 7P 2A
Ztgis Y Aol AREAMH(brand extension
strategy)©]tHLoken & John 1993). &, 7I¢
&2 Y & AAEA FAl BE&HA v}
AREES FH7 fdtd 718 & 48 A
EBE g5 b AFLY A AAFE

WES 9 71EZRE o188 F Y o &
H|AE9 2 H(parent brand)o] Wi A4z
st FAYst= FEALI (brand equity)S ¥
A4E A ZA&HC R ojgdte & kA Y
olg} & 4 Urh(Aaker 1991: Keller 1993).
ol{& A 20 Jd F¢ AEHFL B 7
AEoAl AEH 3o dHo2H AAHo &
EHl(Aaker 1991: Farquhar 1989: Tauber
1988), B4R FA3HY BAE ofFA A=
oA stevte #AHAA R JEATES
BA4RY] Bt 713 £ AAZHE dg &
Bzte] AZ4(F, AT A4E FZ)ojv g
A GAFERY A4 FAM (similarity)
T APE(fit)d] d&Iche dHA FdHES

=2 M5 119997 AxpEE ¢ 2000.7



RS- A4

A78) grh(Aaker & Keller 1990: Boush &
Loken 1991: Park, Miberg and Lawson
1991). ol AT waw FEHY w2
€ AHate g7t 2AES GARAETY FAM
o dEfte AR50 4AHA veptn Y
I & BFd 1997). &, BRES A
E0o] frAMdol 120l A o, AR d4H
v A 2 7o) SRAZBAF HolHx, o]
A Holsold FEANol FFAEHIN FFE
ol Ate Aot ojg g A9 o4 EdR
A 7 "ol AFHR e o] WF3 o
(categorization theory)e|th, &B|AELE A2 E
e §4& 71&d £4 HFS BEH sA
1 99 APEAA (prior knowledge) & £3t] o
A7\ 2 BrEsAl Eled] ol& W 712 A
24 (category-based processing)°)et &t} ojuj
giol BUx|7l WART O titezA RS
S48 U3 Aol £49 715E 2¥e 9
Adsle 88 X234 (piecemeal processing)
< AXA Bt 2 ol WFde F2 B
7l i@k A9 olfold AL FHRTE A4
< FAslste E=TEAM FE @8HY g
(Fiske & Neuberg 1990).

a3gHE, A B BEe A2E A o
g Aujzte] oj#fi Ty & oJFA AHE & A7
HE3 o]8o 712F AFEL vA] A2 E F
o AFE7L 71 AFHY /¥R 2ol WF3iH
Ae o de A9 Hol(transfer of
beliefs)7t dolvie AANH, A2 AFd 3
fEse A4 AoAFE Tt U F,
o] o]g& AHAL oln] BAE daly L1 3l
© Al AAAAE vz FAYEE iKY
te A4, MR R A& g
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U 2 2 3% %A F71g Adstel o
olgjzgo] wj¢ ulFat, HF3} oY z)4-A
o} (knowledge-transfer) B3 ol @t ol u]y)
AE Bgstn AuR A Aol Ho y
olFE 3 F UAE VY 4A FFERA F
W (base)olA] HH whd(target) 229 A2
Holel g@ygo] &g A7} el FAHA K&
b ojHo] & f3FTFolZ(analogical learning
theory)o|tH(Gentner- 1989: Gregan-Paxton
& John 1997). &, o} o|&9 714 ¥HL &
B2 59 AR dAM S B V& A4 327}
EPSFUZEY H7HE 2AAAGE Aol o
A FFEFolEe 2R Jd&d J2E A
Aol 2457 3 ol&HE MEE ASH A4
T2 ARG J2E 3 ae ¢
3 AFHE ML AFH AXFxe] BAAAM
HAEE A4Hele Bk AN ol E AT
Zoh. Aoz 7|Ee HFE ol&Fde g &
FYFO)|BL AZE AT B AHo|#HA o
Hate] o U2 o8 g AZH £un € F U

o 37 Z& HFE 53l & o WF3 &
fFFol B 43 YR ALE &A%,
EE 34 o AR A Av|Ae dst
£ neld FAYEA dP 2vlAe AAHPE
AAReZ HEY FoJt St F, 71E 97
o] AAEE =dle viABARY F FToRA
BEERY] F8AE WEH FFdx EFSE, &
Hzke] A4-Ho| HA L Bl FHYP AEFA
(strong brand extension)< @ o, o %A
e7t?, BAR g A7|v Ee ols) #YH
Adog FPHe] WP FEAYE A& AL
A8 zdd wel AR oFA FEHn
B EH o ez 4FE nX:=

o o 3
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8[| HFYEY7| Cfs EHI(F224 E’&LFIUM RALEAT|OIE ’-‘190" Y a7

S R SR

77 T 2L AvAe XA £ PFH e
of #F AF7t Basig

T & dFe 2a7)uke 2A% W3 ol
% 2 FE283 Je RFYFIES B9 =
BE Er 54 di HFd 83 sy iy
A AHo] g uet SPFEZ oJFA HolH
3 AgEertE o8 ¢ AFHez AdEax
It EF o3 HES T FAFE 9l
AHE AR FRFYASAA 9 Y2 &
ARG 9 23 JETHE AT A% AR
£ AR @

Il &&aES| 0|25 1#

2.1 &FdE2| 2o

3887 (brand extension)ol& F& AEL 7l
wated avlaje] AEE T H FEFES Y
B, 7]o] 71& 4B} FUT 4EE B V)&
AF A LujAe] AE & FFAAA &
AWEE 3 AEolth(Aaker 1991: Tauber
1988). 4RERe] AFAQ d2A P&G AR
olo|Hel(Ivory) AlIE E 4 Uedl, nl&AIF
A A F&E olojdzle] FEES AF, dAM)
¥, AR L AAl 5o AAFA s FE
& 03 ARE AS/E AT 8 veke] ¥
¢ AREN =8AEY $2 oA HRE
Ag dZAN7LA =8¥F, E8AY & &
AR 348 & ¢ U

ojxyd FEEF] dE] AHYHE olfe LM
AEo] 7189 4R A7) Wil o] R

BYET ®29 M4aE 20004 118

BE ol gstd YRR F4FHQ LM wkg
< FES F 7] dEold. wy Nde 4R
BAAHE Ao AAFE = wE &
e g 2 A48 24 57 2L oAy AeAE
=94 & Ydoh(o]FE 1993: Kardes & Allen
1991: Keller & Aaker 1992: Smith & Park
1992). =& #1g B3 F3E JAFA g
A7 AndR 7|&4R9] onA g shtogH
71&38Y Bofol] = Fo AUA &S T
AR 4 Sl ol& &I umbrella effect)}
el ol #19 TEAH AMEE JH5EA s
T Y% 2y FEGFL ARBEY e ¥
st R34 Z#E 2P Fk gled RY
AU stz 7|&9] 4#7 7 gus 24
so} Ao 7H7F AstHAY 149 FBoIT
7t a8 ' o, AR ERAFFEAF] Al
M AsE A+ G349 712t HAW BAR
o AP dFE "F F Ut Aaker
1991 Loken & John 1993: Park, McCarthy
& Milberg 1993). waty 4FAQ] 42EFA

< 7Y A wiA"g Rl BEEFS
Z¥|AE0| %A Hrletn ln, AAMIESY 7
A FdaQe] FORJIAE WU AHE Ys
7b itk

2.2 HFYES| Wit

ARG B dREY 71E ATEL JEY
AA njsiol & 242N AR g 4w
AR Hri8hd BE FAE Fof gl
£ 1993). ol 7129 ATNME AHHAK]
(Hartman, Price & Duncan 1990), 2¥&#
o thg thREe 71& AFE0| X&d Aoy
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WEA ZESY Ao AA, %A, 9 EAE
THaeAd A 77 o olERY. wabd
BEGYY Hrld FFE mAe 2YEE B
AEstA gAstnA she AxdA Avla 2)3H
A BEEYHIF 2909 A7t H2 B Az g
3 o] grh(&EFA, ojdE, HHL 1996:
348 & 72%d 1997: Aaker & Keller
1990: Boush & Loken 1991: Broniarczyk
& Alba 1994: Dacin & Smith 1994: Park,
Jun & Shocker 1996: Park, Milberg &
Lawson 1991). MYATFEY th-#o] 24F
BAERY FAM (similiarity) S H7p)1E08 4
of oyt A2 FAFToU 71d9 Az 2
< 4% g8 8950 #F AT% £ g
g Aoz AWEE  Asker® Keller
(1990) BAHEY Brlasen REEAe o
“(brand attribute association), 71& A ¥
Wg = (attitude toward the original brand),
V& 3RS EARRTY AFA(fit between
the original and extension brand), &%® 4
£ Az} ol g (perceived difficulty of
making the extension), &€ 4B 93 A
THe ZAHEY {¥(type of information for
the extension) 52 A543, Boush®t Loken
(1991)9 dFdMe S48 489 BEELS
A A2E a¥A7t AZdste AREHe] A3
A (typicality) BT} 71& ZE7} AN se AF
el R onste AFE Z(breadth)2
Z ANFADL. £=§ Park, Milberg® Lawson
(1991)& ZEYHo g Lv|ate] Fr7 AF
E49 fAVdE AEAAY 9B 8 IFE

Wetn B AFEHY AT Hie AR
A& 7154 %4 (function-oriented)d! A2 3
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J A & A (prestige-oriented)] Hog@ FE3IA
BRI 4B 8ol Azl $RAE Hrlo|
drh G2 viXerkE dgsgd o A9 94
A BRI 1SN YA FBEG AFAY 4B
At °7~]%‘4‘q dold e AFTore $7bs
ol B & EAFUY. @M, Broniarczyks
Alba(1994)¢] AFdXe 71& ATEY FHo)
W ZA(brand affect)t FAMY 2¥ti: &
B AR Aol AxHte o Jego] 3L
ARG, olddE HZ FAE} AFF(1997)
o TYETINE fA Axg Az 2 2
7199 A =7t B4R Hrtsh 5939 AA}
AN, AGE FAT FAIT AE5AEaH}
AeS ¥Rl b gl

2.3 BENE| Bl IHY

BREFA o 2¥K BHY HNYATELS 4
HEH, AEZF] o LujRe Hrlrl 2AR
o FABERY fAH Ee AP Fxd 92
e 72t 4994 vtz Qo
ARG AR FLY FAME B QA Fe] A
o RARAM AdEE A 2 Ao FAYR
AFol Aojsm, o]FA HolHolA FEAA o]
BREE AFH7M] 4%S uAA g@oe Rol
o olE# AZg LA £ + U &80
AAA A (cognitive consistency theory)el
&, #AAol(affect transfer theory)ol&, HF
3} o]&(categorization theory) Solth(Aaker
& Keller 1990). ©|FXN= 53], FAMd 7
2 FAREAe] gRA ojgoz2M AdYHn
AE Aol HIZ WFsjolEolt}, &, WFH o
o mad ANAEL FolF FRE A A4
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aB|xtel AFYBYIlo st FHTIZC2M 2HEATOIR} RAHEAT(0IE 512(-‘4!

R S e R

Tz XA 9 o]& AAHoz FEsluz
e 2%dAM wl¢ eHoe, A FoaFo
2 A2d ERUE S AXdn @ uebd Ay
A7} o' AAE(BFER) iy JRE HYS
W, 2 AES Y AY22(F2 BRH) 2
Fo] A&ty HEsHA EREE e Aojd
a8y B 71EY XA Fzd A HA3
THEA £319W o] AR U2 AAAY 7L
E Q2R AYFZRE s Eo. olHF a¥
AEL A" el it AR x2HH 1 FR
£ 7129 AYA A "t BRdte Aol A=
H, ofd tidel] #F FE7 718 AT %
A AAH™E O F S viksA A,
71&9] A doldtA FEE A4stE 1 ddE
gzA AAgths Ao WFs o]&e|ti(Cohen
& Basu 1987: Park, Milberg & Lawson
1991 ¥4 & 754 1997).

BB W avAEe] Hzd FHAA
Fishbein & Aizen(1975)& A¥|AEc] AES
Brkete At Ao F 7R wyd o8 &3
28] i@ H=rt 4Edn B3tk & ARt

2 A g0 o AEFE Yrkted oM 7t
 BgAolgtn Adde BF S ol &3 Hed
ol WHogN WFE FAHLE Hriste WY
B $4& FALE Ykl WHeR FRE +
Aot

HA, A¥REE $FBEY §F SHEEYR
B 728 X 98 "t d4€Eda 2e
B, o2 AHF L 44 (analytical)
274 (Cohen 1982), ¥#3 (piecemeal) |3}
A (Fiske 1982), A4t (computational) 33
(Brooks 1978) “02)‘1 yso] st oy
AP EY] 4L AFE e $A4E0) o)A

HAB4T 1292 xd2 20004 1189
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Q1 %4 (discrete attribute)22 FAso] g,
Ztzte]l &5 ddtd LujREe] 3% JAE
=713 7] Wi olAd EHES A ¥
gote] STl dalA AN H7h} o] Fo
Ade Ao,

X, ol2d 4543 Az gusEe
MdorA B dFAEL LuAsel 53 AF
o A3 H=& Fdsted BFst Ao d&F
thn B3itH(Brewer 1988: Fiske 1982: Srull
& Wyer 1989). olg°] @29 T 28 thd
(&, 832 8)0] LHA7} 7189 73 9| A
¥ HFe &84 €ud, 1 H3d #¥d "
7} AE2E AFLE Aof(transfer)dthn o},
d& E°] Fiske(1982)& Au|aE9] xztzl @

datd, 54 AFA A Qe % Xﬂ%‘ﬁ-’i‘”ﬂ
Z R3(fit)dhn AZste FEQ shie] W
Fe 2719H(Schema)te] AAMA *cVéE°ﬂ ‘I}
g F9ddxe B Srulld Wyer(1989)%
A QTR ARES U2 AFEY durEq
A4S EUZ N2& FHE HiAY B 3
¢ #dE hdon g o|A7 oW oiido]
W AEHEAE BUshe /&S O HFoA
7V dE3Aol & F9Y SHE FHe2 ¥
AA Ed. &, 3 EFdA 71 dEHQ H 8
FALE wdeA Hn, oy d APAQ o7} W
Fo] FALH BAsA MY FFAY $A4o4
EANE(F, $A9%, EAEY $F4EY R4
A, B3R 2R BdE AR, X4E F
4, dA7bsd )& J[SF F234 onn g
YRgo2H FPLRE 718 BAE HF9 #
dxo] Hrigcke Ao,
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. g77Kdat 28

3.1 DNES} HZMTC| YR|0| ME FIt

AuRe AFd x2HW 1 AFE 7|9Ed)
A Y9 71E 27)vk(schema)d] e REH
gEA o2 A9 WAz aRS AGsH
Hed ol2id A& Avjate AZA WFse @
o old @ WEsle Aol JIEHFA EAste
7t watd WFEAAR S A He 989 33 S
Julsted|, $4AFQ AZo] BRARE FAstet
A H2 AR 289 AFYFE 2HAE2
2AEele] FHAZE ¥ B4 €

AHR}Eo] BAAEE BAE WF FAYS
2 QAGE Pl BE A9 go| Wad 7|2%
A & F2 olggdn . 13U ARE
ol 71&e WEe BUXE Afoe LA
Bog /AL SAREE Hrkste AL 2
AE AFeAR0] 71E dFEL old UF 49
o2A AHAECl NZE dde FH s
7189 A4z FAPEY YA} dojd A
S A2g e HFTAEY A4S uwds] A
£4E9 7158 2L B Bod 3o Fe HE
Agst o|Foje FEAH  A2FH (piecemeal
processing) & AXtkz Hu 3Uch(Fiske 1982).
agy o] HAFL AHRE0| GA A2E B3l
@ 2ol 713d 489 2¥T A AL
grte Ao AHAEe] §RREE V&9 Y
EiFe AYs) YAANA RIAAY, Ee HE
IAA7)A B A AvjRtEe] FRIRE Bt
37] 8 FolA o] wel AuF xS 7| E
olx old] we} ojw g FEAL L o] FoIR &7t
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3 ddo] FAAcE Bag Wart Yot

H2 AR Aol A o2
29¢ 49T £ e oJBoEH fFFIFoE
(learning by analogy)® 3 it &, &M%}
e 77l AgeA] X3 As HIET A FF
aRG AeH AL FHEAFoEH 5F dAE
olgistzl sted, oy FFHF S FFFFHF
o]z} ¥t} Gregan-Paxton & John 1997).
Zggd g o U oj3E =R 93 v
B 2e & FojEx, o| AaMAt H2 AR
BHE 54 dYolY BN ¢&d Sotutd
& Aguol 58 F e MP3 E#olojd sl
2o L /K3 Adn HEA o] AR
MP3 Zgojoje] #etd gste WHFY shd
E 28R olgE ¥ & TgF F de T
7hs BEAE Add 1 e zA A4 & 3
E Aol FUE 2YFHEE & & Utk aHA
7t EARCEA gt FU & APFHEES AT
o 1 2HRle MP3 Zd0l01E £43S A&
A2 Adgstd £& F e FUL 23 JME
o A#zo} elsiz] & Relth. o2 @ FHAA
o F AEDY AP FEFIFol FAR, 2
AHAE G4 g SHEY FHAM T =eHo
2 4N & Relth dE E9, o] 2uAe
138 QURAHE H2d Btk FU& 2% 7}
HEZ} AA, odMy AFEA E€ F Ux, B
Ale Frjes & £ 9% %S 55 &
ke AL g1 Ydx HrA. MP3 E ol
2o 49 Mol olF MZE AFe] AA.
UMY AgRo] B&E 4 Ux ojd wel £
ABE 93t A P3te FadA AFAAR
52 F Y& NARY. 2 UEdA o] 4w
A £3 MP3 Edeloj7t $4AAE HYste
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SHiRe| HYYEYI| 3t BZAH7IESEM RATAT|Ol} PAEATIOIY Mol TE AT

Hole olglg Rolgtn 28 Aojt}. oy ¥
2 Fhg 2¥AANEY Ao} MP3 Egoloj2
ojfigret =g FE WesilN TP o|g)
2e F3UES F5E 58 ¥3Hreasoning
by analogy)2tiL® 3l=H], ol2id i AlZ s
o] & o33t U= YPozRH B REq Ye
d92o29 29| Ho|HH (knowledge transfer)
< Bote] Y. old wat FFe5e ojge
& 9N E & oz AYAHZ 93
A 2 =89 Fdg ALY & AMAE
SRR #¥d Y AdU Aus 2=2g
T+ A2 JdS S83lM 1 ARE w3 2
Aolth. webd {Fege 2uA7L A D e
71E ANE 7MY ZgHoz 3Ysisld 729
WF3 o] o HgARog Muysled ol&¥
T = Mol # 4 ok

A, Grunert(1996) SF3d dhg A=A
AzHg & AHeA A2l 2 (automatic processes)
% A A2 (strategic processes)2 &
Bt A AHold FUE 53 8ad)
et FojaAolHA Helsd g FAs 9
o] g4 ZutZ A& AL Y old
st AR A2 i Holn, A& oln
Bt AEsel U A7 AT Qo
53 A% didtd gdA A ke B e 2
%, &, AFA AP 94 Alzns g¥d
FRolAT AFA A e Fol44 Az
3 BRI o]FAME 53] AvAe AF
A AR M)A 73 e 719t o
SRR olgolu, EFAF] 4B 2ol
AR dRe X E 9§ dE #d ndEn A%
o2 ddsol o 4sisA €k & Eof
HA7t 5330 E Bohd o AEOEH e

oX rlo

it
do Pr B e

)

i,

ZABAT %202 HAE 200044 119

3 EAEL 1 9o A74H EQEF A2Ae
2 fdHo] Sled, ol F3 AFE Hi: &
HAEe] JAH 7271 & &£¥do] JAY &
& B4Ed Jd AT 5 glo] AFHez @
4ste7] g Zoldt. olwf, 7| dE EFuly
9 #gste Az 1 2uRe Jy&FH #Y
o] e, SFvide 2437} 54 4d4E
(threshold) 2 WolM¥ A WMo Y&
+%719 (working memory)&e] HZHo] o4
Aeg #Pdd. o|¥A HIE nitEd ddn
e SN YA v 7|74 AR
Hol e AFEF FY YEYAEZ dugct
(Anderson 1976). Wetd, #A7|719og28y ¢
7171922 J2d FEVMEYIE A7)7199 8§
AHF7E 243 @ Zoln, oln) Aol &7
BFRSe 5% most ANEY A77194q) ok
A O @Azt iR shde] MEeM Wessd g2
guidtt. ey, mldEd AZ2ase A4
Z2M dREE olod AM|xte 71 R uollA
2uAEY ARE niER N2 ddadse
F7hte e 7|E ddaeEHe f3E4GS
ot FA Zsd § Qi & 2u|AEe) g%
BEZAE 2L vt g AN 71L& F7}eA
g A2 ZR7 7189 FEg j2E 2§
oA Ho M2E JEHAZ} dA45A 9. o
w 2vRte] gge AE B/ U8t 9X
2 Buste 53 A4S A g8 g3
£ Hr1eA Hed aHa7) $P3ARE Aes
Ay 7171 248 En HI3Hoz PUPAS
s & Zo|x olof wa}l M MFE Yol
A = {385%FE 71814 2 Aot}

olAY AuAEo] BRFEY 22 N2E AR
9ME HAE o, $F4E7 Al 712 BAR
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U2 AW

AES AN (EE 271503 dAstel AEA
oz BusA Hk 934 FRAYHNYS 8
B2 A2e Hus 2R 124 7D 9
W B4ES AFUFANT 3RS B o2
Astel oplgE 2RSS A FuAARY
& fadtaaAs ogezA 49E 4 g

7M1 RARATIvN] B FEH BB
#7b BRAEY YAste Aol e
2v|zte] SP4E BriRAEE e,

1-1: 287} S$ABEE Hoksked 3o
A 71E9 RARYFSE 4AE B§
avjats HF3A FRAFRA )
AZHoE FPARE Hrste ¢ A
ojt}.

1-2: 28A7 SRS Hoksket ol
7189 BARWFSG YA ¥ A
alzke fFdeRyE o A%
Ao FAARE Yol & Aol

3.2 HFslol ot HZAEHI|

2HAE FolA FRGNE Fostm N3t
W SlolA F2 9u|d dxE dshs 4R )
E9A(associative network) A S  AHEITH
(Pham & Johar 1997). &¥|& 7]9e] 443
YEHZ e 2HASAA guide R} o
A A%Ezn, 3389, AZ3A(perceptual),
E& #AZA (contextual) FEE0] Erit AW
A AR 7o) B3 W&ES A9 Fu Ut
(Anderson 1990: Anderson & Bower 1973:
Collins & Loftus 1975). o] 2dd] wad, A
F9 ARBA =28 2uAEL A9 &

650

o u3 7]del MEYAE HAste iR nt
UE(node) 2H FRENEY o} FRYH
E< Y20ink)dl g3 A2 dFAIed FRY
AT EXEY o] duht & dFHo] AN
1, o] Aol drh} AF HHEE T wel 1
=7 AFEd3: Etthi(Burke &  Srull
1988). Wt A3 WEAITFZYAA FEY
Aol 1AL YvH A3 (semantic cued
retrieval)®] F2A /g3 € F it

d& S0} oW MRt "BEE ALY LR
g YA e ARSE 43S 2 vty
A S AT FHA AP 4L ¥R
o 77190 AFEaGe 718 vidolA o]
F4% Jehlie vtz 24353, od of &4
3= #EE tE sidee dZngE B6 719
2z wet dfFe g3t @ Fol}, wef
8Adste gAnitrt 2uAt B4 38 e
53 48 AEHH =2ITE o] AMrte
2 39 Yoz AEHE AT Rolth
olg} ol BA AL T FEAMY AT
e IFFoz 0l /8 o8 d¥S A H
o, 27L& 7353} Ho IgHe FRAAIY 7]
A9 FRYET oy AZZE, 28En 7Y
FEY g olfHe YMEY FEAEOT
(Burke & Srull 1988: Keller 1987).

o9} e wFajolM RAAE) i AP B
33t utEE A wstE Fate] Au|Ake] gl
A ZsHA o]l A A4S §43E7L Auld A
2 45t BARAII0IE SASATIY RAR
2Fvke $4ARS FHAA A AuiAQ] qde
7] 4t} ole 2R FAE AWF SMEH
A Y9 AZPE(well-formed associations)ol

24 9299 wdo] Ae £4 ¥E Aol

A8 X290 M4aE 20004 119



R

(Baddeley 1990: Moscovitch 1994). &43s}e]
A7t WEA g9 &34 fAYESE AT
Z o B4R Ao ddd aHAES FF
Aot B FRIAES £VHOE o3&
A g&A "ok gt o] dele ZAES &
ARES BAR Qo] ZotA LviAe] vE&
Ay WozA Ho oy Aulze ZuE EAR
g A& "o A71A AR Aol &7
Eo #HE & SAE T A FASAEY A3
Add A28 FREo| AvAY evlE&M grt
U & A3serte 328 2ot (Gregan-Paxton
& John 1997).

gty ojAY ogl&dA Zulg A3
B e #Ade Add {8 ULS7H? AA @
FEd w29 o2 RARY FAFET A
A Axe vzl ARt B (self-brand
relation)27HDas 1998: Fournier 1998),
RS 844879 B (parent-extension
relation)?!7}(Park, Milberg & Lawson 1991)
Z Uy 29 & U

wA, Az} BN BAE AololnlA o
x| o] &(self-image congruence)°l sl AW &
& ded, AZFoR F8EHE WAUAAN 2]
ANz g WS #Ad T AALEL
ofojtjo}, Atz =79 FAHE vishe Aobid
o]gd) ol gtdoz AlFEL AVEY Ao}
MdE FASAY SgA7le WP PEIct
1 @cHGraeff 1996). Wty &M|AEL ol
§ PEraozN AES FoAY AES o8
A Hed, ol ol e FHEE FAA A
NEg Aojoln|2)E FAFR FATNE =HT
e Aotk &, AHAER FEAEQ HEE &
At ANEL AN EH FARHA AZ4He 4

HAEAE K29 H4Z 20004 119

Auixe] HTATH7I CiEt ZH2|IEQ2M S4FAT|0let RAEAT|ON] o Wit AT

e

RS Aggozd AoldPE GHE & d
t}. ojgig W] o|g4 EdE o)A U7
(image congruence hypothesis)ol sz A
W75, o] old wEd AuAEe BES
o ddl 39 g FFAA Tz Fol
AAEY zpol-ojmA g A ARAA o A
Ztgn, AEEC] ds FFoz v3AQ o
T2 AEY zlololr|x| BUAHE A
A XzEcta 22 3o

ol9} 22 zlol#HHA (self referencing)& 4B
Ao A Foi7 FEI} A7 AIA S8
2HsA #FAH AHEE vt EF oY
g Aopd & HQlo] YL AN AT on
A A4 (semantic knowledge)Zt AHdA 2]
(episodic knowledge)& E&stm ledl, dut
Hog olF 2 2FH JoHME wjf E3He
191+zE P45t UAh(Greenwald & Banaji
1989). o}x@ Aopide ERstn Z LLd 7
A7z ZAHo} Q7] Wi 54 AFolvt 2
£ AAe wg gAste] Fxrt Aol 714
7R Y F2EFH & AZHA AL A& di¢
ZA vehdt, & A2 EoleE IR 7Y
Zte] ARl dZAauele ojfrteAol EEFE
g ol AR (448 st 7Hs4dL o
AAA @ch(Anderson & Reder 1979). ol&id
Ae Ao} FAAYH BAE oA AuRES
349de]l o AXde AFEd, ZE 4 &
A} APEA AAHo] 93 gUchH(Bellezza 1984;
Brown, Keenan & Potts 1986). & Ao} #&
A& g% 71E d7E5Y FBHS LHAEC]
4 QAL FAY HHE o AopEyAel
g Hide e 9ot o wai H3Hn 9
A HrP} ol folFthe Aotk 53] AolwA

—_—
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URE - HYE

A 2HAL 53 AED Y 23801 22

&, 54 AFZ sk Aty 248 9 £
Ade Aoz d#A YHPetty & Cacioppo
1986).

28 e AR} AdA A Fo] Hol =
B9 Aot@@o] ARHA EIW Av|AEL
@A RAEet §338 $AM (similarity) o]
U AP(fit)E FAHE S45FN Adsia,
4R HHE BARY SR ETY FHA
S4VBH ol o3 YT Hojth(Keller 1993:
Muthukrishnan & Weitz 1991). & olgd&
7124 WFs Ao AN EAFEI}F 2A
E HF dXEe 7Me BdEn FAAAEY U
g 7t BAARS RAEe FAA &4 9
& HFA YA 29ld st o]fo] B Rolg
d3E F AT o Fe APgdrEe] YRy
of RS} BAAEY BACNN SALE} BY
B EAEY S0l YXHAE o 2u|AE
3R tatd o 3943 Hr} o] Fojxn
A& AN AT dX @M Aaker & Keller
1990: Park, Milberg & Lawson 1991: Dacin
& Smith 1994; Milberg, Park & McCarthy
1997). mebd $348e] FAF $4& 24
TAH SAFEd A HriHe #AF 389
ojFoizit},

BRAHoE 9o Zo| BYES $4YEe #
Ae Aot#AAe ANF T waly JEHNY
EE ¥4 e AolRAY 8T Aol@AY M}
T B bt o|FojAe BAARY PAH &4
of o3 FFFEY Hr} olFoiX el BF ¥
F3o] 7129 BAFHE FRA7} o) Fo)A)7)
g BA3ES] H7HA] aHAES] g4 o
n A gy #H YEHIAE FAor A

652

R R

E 270 AF BAFE0] o]FojAA €t}

7Hd 20 8387 RARE ¥A8 §‘1a Ch

EARS SRRRT WA gx4
o] FE+E 2AH Q"J*&EUH #
ATAH FEA7L o] Foi ALt

2-10 RBEIL R3ES WA dAAo
AL BAFEG Aolke] BAE A4
718 SRR oY Brregleg
obRdSA d&ol ZE Foln, &
AR Hrke 1 BE Ao

2-20 ¥R AR HEH Ao
AodM BFFSE Apolzte] BAH <
g0l FFE AR FAH S48
ol Q"J"JE—J Bteder A€

Ao, #4AH Hrte AolBAR
o g Aol

3 FEgH0l| ft ARMFLI}

et avA7t Aj2e BRAEAES Hrles

g 719y nloEzte AAREN} AeA gAY
97 FRA RITE %A D77 AT
(Kim 1991)Z4E ole] Wl #4us} Ba
g olFd AHAY ] Qe 2MAEL §ANES
o & ol#i3l7] 3t A& AHolAFle §33
&< o4yt AN ut gict,

AAz 2EREL AFS FUHAY JaEy
< 3 | FF FEAY FPE ol g
olgf g FF AHE sk A N2AHA A
shte AHAEo]l AT 7)28d (stimulus-
based processing) B7}sher}t, 7190 7] 2381
(memory-based processing) ¥ 7Iste71e] o H

ZABI n2gA Max 20004 114



Luixle] HFYEY7I| St EHIIZ22N 2YEATIORY FAFAT|0N HEo T AT

o]th(Alba, Hutchinson & Lynch 1991). °]d
AHAES AT 712F AHA L FoiA AR
s} olg} HAE BE $AEE APH 0B Hrhsle
&4 424 A (attribute-based processing)®
A& guiste, 719d] 712F AL aHRE
o] £Y¥ & glv BE BHEH vasd IAMA
Aol 7dezRA Fuz AEHEe ANAEL o
T A%%H 23 (attitude-based processing)
& AXA fd. 53 $4AY¥Y AgE steie
AuAEL #HH HEE ALsA EAHstn, 7}
ZA719, o F9 2A S AHE AXAA
ded ol HFEL Y AL FAskEE
2u)zt 7§l Bl dREA BH= U o
g &4 FAHoWAM B FAAHeE FHE
Agstele AHAES 9A $43 FAE Ao
lojo} 3o o]E Azlsted B FEI A
3 =8, 381 BASKYPEY 7|9ezRE
27154 S0l 8753 Yh{Mantel & Kardes
1999) &, M2 F39 FPFEE T M)A
£ 1 $RRE Frhstna de F717F Ao
W 37t A% 92 =S & RoAY, 7171
bl QA wg¥E IuEE & Aojg. At
Bo] AT FAE AZ2AY A A
o Ro-AA8HE(paired-association learning)
o 4% RdEo] w2y ol AdMe F9
A4 %Z(random guess)°] YEdTH Ex 3l
th(Bower 1962: Murdock 1970). &, ojdd&
SRR3R 2F T F32d AN HrHE
7RsAdol g ¥ot whebr ek B EA wE
FRUH] AwaA HojueA gethti(F, ©
Ngae A, AHAEL 3R PR
AE &3] 3538 ol 448 £ U 1Y
U ek anjab7t 33 Ee 3EE gMES A

ZHABIIT 293 X4E 20004 118

S R AR

3] Agele 5707 ddd @ F3(pure
guess)2the E g A o] dAT Aojr}
FFEEY] B4 ¥ 9497 bE 49389 43
B2E M doiAle 1 ZHEA gHe Y
S Z%HGentner 1989: Medin, Goldstone &
Gentner 193). 97|14 F izt A3ving
A% BEUEA FEI} AAl, oAtielA, oAZA A
ZEduer e BB IY(origin of infor-
ARYA FUHIHFZ(source-
monitoring framework)ol 934 4HE + 9l
(Johnson 1988a, 1988b: Lindsay, Johnson
& Kwon 1991). BRLA] RYHH|& 719,
A4, AdEe 24 sk ALE e ol
& 4 UtHJohnson, Hashtroudi & Lindsay
1993). &, o] #hie] W2W ANAES FPEA
Ao A7g Al wet e Ada oA
Bol| 715AE Fo 7, dE B0 AHAE
< AFFANYE] WP, TV Fx, AR, A
T AHREDA G o] oA 7AREA 9
o o wel AEFBAVGEY AEA S A%
g & ot} b2ty FEAHE AEdee =¥
A4 2UHYIHY o2 HED F Ut
7192l 2 o]85& AMA F<%(learning
episode) S & 7]9o] A VEHARYES
Bohe Aut AR, 943 AAgE 9 g 5
otk B3 4H(Colling & Loftus 1975). FE
LA-2UHY F2E ol ADH TA g9 W
A A8 FRAC 7Ise 8438, of 72
o wad 7|9y RPN E] JAEHAS o A
A e AR ATE(details)o] FF 7194
3 PEgdez vehdth(Johnson & Raye
1981). WM o|HF AATEL FERAHTESR
@] 7lFo] "}, d& Fof, ojujd 4ol A7}

mation) &
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£ 291x B7} £ ZUAE 79t & o, 2 A
Ze 719&d e 29 WG A FA7YGd
vleS Fo| Prista, o 7199 A4A SHE=R
g o|Ag 88 & Aot ojw HHA, A
2R RAFEL 7198 draEo] gHF AR E
U A B 2 5 g8 vdehde WA ARE
ZRE WEAY. YFF ARE Y@ 7Y L
o ZRHojn, YAHolY, AAH &HES TF
dn gz, ¥ Ry 719Ee o =4Fola,
QA 2w WEES ¢ Bol /AR At Alba
1984). w2ty HudA e Wgo] LAY vigd
oA BEY ARYHES Aw2A =28 WA %
O (F, @AF 3o] AR E o), 2uAS
o B9 Atde sgg il ANES ALA
AES © AgsR @ Aotk 2 #eiA,
25 AEYH] d AZ4E WA w2t S
43 #EY FRARL At & Aeolot. 4
g 5°], 54 2vlAt o= AL H2 PCA o
AA HFHA MLE IRXDE 71dsked 7t
Ao A H2 AUY 53 AFFDE vESHd)
A Hed £ 9o fele o A VIdFA
o &g A& (memory-trace refreshment)” 24
ojg} g},

ABPA-TUYHYFZE TF FEAAY 0|
e BHES AU HEFCIA ¢ E
HE A%y 3PS 73 Qo ALt 3
tHJohnson 1988a). °l&& Fe]HAFEL 7HAS
Jutdel M&A 24 (declarative knowledge)®]
YHES T3 Q& RZVAEY AL Iuig
t. dg o ouF R A7t & AUA B
& AAAE setalr] S8 A9 ARE S
F e AREL & Al tig ANEY ¢ty
A (@A A o] a8} Zo] F Blojd ¥EE &
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YIE - HE

S R R SR R

F gol)ell 2A3 BdsHA €t

oY AMAEE FEYH FHL Y& {4
g 32 #3d g2, 28 WARY W&
AAA QA g dd 2)4E EWE PE
QAES FEFTG YT FEL FFAHY A
49l 2 W& kA AHETS AH A
A4 (plausibility of the association)& %7}t
vy £8% Z Aog. 4 £ AH|AE] 9
A} 19883 Mg &P FAAEAN0
AeAE Ndstnd de i 15 FFAE
Fg QNS gubHd MEAH A4 o] &3l
g Rolx, °]& EUE K F3Fo| Mg EAE
T3 oM FUdM A E FFAtelx, A
d 2o P28 7Rz 7] g K FFoIAE
Aoketn FgsA . & ol & FuH
Bl o] &g ol e BudA BHHE F
P4 TFog sl oFE WiVt 42, F
Z o|g-FA4F uuy #{Hsd FZEY W=
UA ¥H(Broniarczyk & Alba 1994: Johar
1995). 2@ ETetn, Av|aES] duHY A
2] AYA olgL G FEHe T Ao
7t 4.

olg} o] fFeHS AT FRUM] ZYHTY
A3 L GAYES Bt H &3] Ae] ¥
et Bt A e s AvEd ULy 2ot

3.3.1 B745719 EAA T

ool FAAEIL RARE BAIA RS A
(2, 2R BEE 9MF e d3A) E
g2 Adgel LA Hed, od ZHe
AL 2H|AEC] FFFH F3e] HAF o=
AT A3 ¢nA s F7|(motivation)7t 3

AL H29 M4 20004 118



2H(Rte] HATYo0| it FAHIFSZA RUEATOIY wAI-E*ﬂU}—I Mo Yt AT

SRR

£7He e gt gtiez R71A7 9
2 xS #YL Foda, § 5‘7513 AHE
F UATE YFo WgE 2P F ‘—H—1 2=
(Atkinson, Atkinson & Hilgard 1983), ‘9%
B4 EA3le ZEE P AAR U E &
A7, AEold WS B3 e 233
+ a3 A8 (Leon & Kanuk 1991)'8x %
9s=lo] o3 Y& F7le Aula PFo| A 2

F U=E 88 (energy) S AFetn 1 Y5
g 2=,

HA e AdA P59 YT AFsked,
AuzEo] £ X E 243 HEA 71gole
xFo Fxe Algvig tav, B¢ $Y3 AHE
dAGE 1 EH wtM 2o ojg o] F
3 BEHE 3] Astd AgsHe AuA ¥
Aole B2 oA 4HE £ ok ¢, F71
£ Y59 BEs AP FE sted FU19 2
A 27 dFEdAe FAE & sle AEE
Bsol g9 W AFIdn Ao

o Mangolv 25 Ze V24U &7
g FEA717) 3t FAAEQ PHE A €
' A ZAzstn k. 53], dAF BN e
27} B2 AAstn o|AE A s st
AFY AU #84E Brisked A9 $FAY
9gL FYP3y, FHE 24 F Ue AES
FAoz e Yg& gaHoz 2RWe A
& Zz83 it oAHH Bl AHASE
2 uggsign #ede $£EA B X FH
PEL FE3kE 715 S E2F AN
Ao 388 9E nio2N 5F diied o
g AuAe S 7IAY we —1*}27&3
2 Age 2ANH FoH(Fiske 1993: #HFF
1998). ‘1}3}’\1 Aulzte] o FEHE AL

l

BAESATL x20H 4% 20004 119

EESsES S i

SHZEAA GEdFel By AUzt B48
g F7] WEclszn & 5 Ao 2y ek &)
QA ol g Hage] B At o
A 2 2HlAe 53 dAdd dd BERE A
= 3ol PrAle] F&4e 2ol §A @
< Aolga A + it F, weF avap)
FHAZEAFA =2EGUNE 9 AR T

FEE niAE T/ 48EA REdE, 1 &
ﬁlXP~ %7 diste o F#E7E HAd] FA
guigdTAY e old FAE & ®ee @

%Z(pure or random guessing) %< HAl

°l

My o
L "9“ o

_E,

7H 31 &34 EI} BAEE AHSAINIA RS

I BARYFY BYX & AL &%
HE BE3 g3z e 7/
o ded F50] o|Fof A Zolt}

3.3.2 &AANRS #HE FAEF R A
3t A b3 A

2HAEL FF ATE 53 ddE B9
getstein ste WA F718€ 7RI Sled,
53 AR Ee el 289 dAEAA i
sl € ¢ o a2t dg 8o Ue &
T2 OO%ES & T M2E 943 4, W7t
aRg ojddA BYAATS 2 FIIECIH.
utebd Lele QEYA Y AdstdA weF 243
A A (ve £98 C 7HAddA 2 BEE
B dig 7198E JAx JodE &v)at
& ANEe §RRRE Tt st B
0131% dde o olgdty ¥ Aes A3 £
Atk we aMAES $ALEE FEste

e 4
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HHE 2N g ALl N SRR dE 2
239 FHAIAES 7|98 B & Zo
3, 2 x¥e d@ozM AAA )4 (episode
knowledge)E°l HI7te¥ A$ old 719d
HEL AtE A2 g o] 43 FERTE AH|AY
BPARE FHsted o F8% ZAF 8]l 2
Aok, watq avixEe FPAEE Hrtehe
oty Faogx AEY BElgd e E O
E AEHFE G&eHA Hed, oY o8y F
54 &40 EAEozN AR EL A 89
A olE uigoz xS 7|9 e By &
ARBE HKsHA B Aol &, AREY 3
7hlA fAt R Ee &40l FFARY S &
A BAR g FARIRF S$40] gAY
&5of AHgET

M 4 $94EES B8 LR e B
T, FARARFY $9HRA 2
Hsdha Adrksd 4AED B
€ 7l9e 28 $PYEE B7ket
7 A% $45S BHAF Bk

3.3.3 €4 A4 e A+

a3y, ggAbde] di@ ol @ JAdgMES
AlZtol ZAzgtel] uhe} FgdH R AFH, A
g3 #AYEol A AR WHEAM AR
A "3, ol¥A 2 A% /19y BAE 5 8§
AR A9 A4 o oAAH9AA dh(Barclay
1986). AujzEe] 93 71q9EAEY HAo|
oA S W, AvASL HALE AYE AT
A =12A u|d & Fiid AR E
& Rolth, 53], ujF F2q U & ¥F
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R - W

ARl g B4R SME(F, $48)F 2
& 2HAY FEol AAHAE o HAYFY, ol
3 #3L 87 dMe B A 71F0] 87HE
g, AFY /¥, AFY AA, AES AHede
AYHQ uAEF 2 FAYEY Hilo| BF
2R dukHl AHEE 7BRa lojof g, o]
g 7o AHRASE ol Uuky A4S uig
o2 FAYRE FE3A d0. 23y S 3
RAEE FEde oW & /A2 A BF
LHIZEL(F, AuAL AE A2E AFE HY
A, 28AF 923 2 g AR JAE
o) @ed F29 stede o FURH 8 Al
% & $A2EE HIE 9 o] FANIA ¢
24 3 E7u Adrbsd FHe RAR Qg
of 25 FPAE/} HAE oL ouF Aol
ge 3&% A9

7H 5 BAZRA B FARAETY £4
BE7F A2HA RaAY H2E §4
o] AWtsdA ¥ A4 avAEL
ER3RE FE A3 4ty A4
€ AHE Flolg. a3y duy A4
o] gl A% 2 F50] ojFo] 2

Roltt.
3.3.4 7R

2H RS0 FRE AYA HrldtertE ol
7) M WA anAEe] FEd mE 23
ol B AXE FPRE o9A Aesert
g Yool @At fuietd, §HIRS 4Fe &
ARE2 Adojd RARS ddd IFAL A4
o Bz Foll ¢ F83 dFE 7] W]

AT H293 HMAE 20004 118



SH[xte] AFBYEYI |

TR S

IRV

U(Aaker & Keller 1990: Broniarczyk &
Alba 1994a). a2\ odAE 71&Y FLE
ot BARY] A JF dFEY dFEL F2
W33 ool 2As §F WFIt A4E =P
3tte e FRo2H ArEHe dFE0 dF
¥ o|Ath(Fiske & Neuberg 1990). o]l £ &
TAME 7189 HF3 olg EdE AdHde
AR BANELY BAY HEoM RAYHY
W3l Agrt HAE A e 53 MF9
BERERY 2A%A FEE Aste fFGol
€2 B39 SFAEHNY AAFP S Rdde
JMES FxaaT. o8 233 3 (28 1
3 2t}

FAME dFeg Rl £F tAo] gt 2alg
NEAPEFY 2L S 5 FBAS
o F84e o FYAA AYF2E Az T
Aolch. old @ 4 A1z ke 2ve &
A8 A 89 dHo2N o Y HFH
e #54 g AW (Carbonell 1983,
1986). wW=tA HFAH FRAYG {33 FEA

E 5% ¥HFoAd ZPERER A4 Addte
FHo 2N 27|vRAgA Ho|HYd A A&
H(Gick & Holyoak 1983. Spencer &
Weisberg 1986). &, W33 ABAYe BAH
o x7]p7t R83tn, §FF FEAYE LA
270t §, SFEES fAR AFY 270} B
&3t

Gick® Holyoak(1983)9] Ao waw F&
27|0+8 7M1 JlE HrRE R Wekd 27)013
BE 71 de SHAEY Mgy A2 EA
o il "84 o e EANZY Moy g B
olg Aoz YeEyt addy RAFEAI|R A
A Mol e BAEA ddd Be ANFES

AU %29 H4ZE 20004 118

et ZHIIZ22M RYEATOR! RAHEATDI] Mo WS o7

A R R S S R A

73 Sle ANAEC diMe EAAS 9%
RRE27I0k] o] Bol3tA] Yrl(Alba &
Hutchinson 1987: Carey 1985: Smith &
Zarate 1992).

AR U AYFFEo] ¥ 2AAEL &
AEY BAR 27np FZo] i Wik &
o §3 W39 & A £4¥MF 71E A
A4, du|d AAEE B Y UAA 27
o}(alternative schema)ol 8] F&3 A "ot
(Alba & Hutchinson 1987. Beattie 1982:
Rumelhart 1989). &, £% 39 W3 Al
o SRR FAMO] o BEFEF, TF
g &40 BEFE), 2AA9 g4 BN E
g 54 HF F£& Algd B ol A&
o AolAl7lEe Z¥e] & AHo|tHBroniarczyk
& Alba 1994b). oj8@ AT At3]4 =3}
dqx FFeES & Read(1987)9 Ao
Ax B zded ¢ B2l F dds 33
B £49 FRAEI FNEFE F Al
A BA Aoz P94 JHe IRt 9 F
7S ¢ UG, oA FA4Re] wmy)
Fo2AM AR B3l F dgE AYF2E
F43tn e LHAES AR A7|0E uiE
oz & A3 AP s FAIRE 9
7ketel & Zoln, BAE AF|v7} o] §7158A
ZIAU EFEY avAEL E & v E
o dito A HAET e F2 MYy &
S AEFAY Ee AAHA, 9n|d A4&
FAA wmste AHA FEARE F2 #3E
Zlojt},
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g32EA 4B

g

S48t

UEZ - HyHY

1 slrategic \
RENHE ol e t - [
$A4 873, T X :
RAEAFS
YR e}
B&e Yad otie
ste %717
~ s
l, automatic \ e
'\ processing ,'
2 Ee)
FE&A oty Q.
Hartsan
Ae7hs 87k
24 oy e
Aot A7)0l
Sgus
rese anad N2
2 40|
.......... A7
A 'S'.*‘HE l}"&’&i{?}ﬂ‘
FEEEN weak brand /
P [ P pRig—— Cd
p = - - - - — - - - - -~ emm== -t — ~~ ——— =
(| am 2o gw | N FRARRE 270 Sren A8y A S
N BARE i \_de gARe / \du s4%e) | Fed R,
 J
ZAES AotrdY E%E'ﬂ—rul B ERCEEEEECESED S E9 B3 Ee)
£42 of o8 £428 B4 e gadA £4E AR vee 32
]
/ e ]
{ Schema- sted B fAltematlve Schema- based‘ A
+ Trans Transfer Processing 7 __.-==""

[ #2997 |

(38 1) S4E "oto| 48H 2oy
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2uiXlo) SFATYII0 Ot EZH7|Zo2M DABATIOI FAHEATOI S0 2Et 4T

P S S

V. dEE4

4.1 ALt HEME
4.1.1 17 o2}

E ATe 979 €947 9 grEsy)
Sate] EMie] S ABE AAZES MY
B4R BRFE AMESET. ozl AA4ES
7pgel S8R A AEFLE 227 3o
B fgte A9ty dddES e 5 &
#ol ARAZAE AAEHAY. AFARANE EdE
10 749 AFol HFHAL, °|F YAl vHAH
#d 25 ¢ A - AR e dEgdYET
A2 (in-depth interview) & &3t 4749}
AFT(Yol7], ute|x, wo27t29, 2)e
2 &80, %A A%E F8 7IEES B2
RREANA nBq 8 F e AFolook 3z,
A5 AT HAz FEEY 7HeAdel i+
2 Hololo} ATt TH, AMH oH|ZALAM WA
g AZEZE 7N dEgd Ee gy s8R
YEHREL £74% Hol Sle 1089 e
Aoe o|BdA oA T AFEH M KA A
ARE A fFALEA & T AFES
AEEL gt 281 BAES BRAEY dXA
e BEA 437} o|FAE AFYedE M
A2IANE LA 7sA0l - st tiEAy
28|50 A Hex 2 AFS =S
LAgged 2 29 /MY AYF AFoEA ¢
A 717 AR HU

ZAABt4 T x29H 4% 2000 118

SRR

WRERRY

4.1.2 27 oH|ZA}

13 duzAA AP E AFES EUE £
g 3GERN AuAPFE $A% e T
309S ez Z AFTEE Y AFES A
A g2 AEAE wj¥slan, ojSolA BAES
o fAM F=E AE AR 89 ~ e &
ARG AR TR HAE2A SgateE sy
obgE fAMde 2AMEA AFAAY FUXE
AE] 93l AAE, Asx, ZRET P
24590, 42 F NAASg2xIMEER
27} AXNHAed, AEHe 2R7E AU =
ol7] 3t Azlet 7MEY HFAEE wASHA
2z} 2 type(A¥ 3 BY)o 2 BRI WA A
e AALRE ulol2(Aukr], RIet2)9 W
ozrtad (3%, 7hel agx 7MY FPER
2 AY(goizelo], A7) vol7l(Haw, A
717 2EEAR, BE2 AAZER AY(92
W, MPH)t del7] (253, TMZ)7t 28l 7}
Aol AZER eufolA(AW, A7) W
zrt2g(ad, Agrl)el EFHURG. 23
SEEME AYL AA 7P - €2
DEEZ 893, BYL sPI-AA-TM-AA
o2 S$HIEE gt od Az F3d
AR5 S HER Aos (X DI 24

AF AFAYE SN AFE A HEE
Bl 2R HPNELY A A=rt 3,
Z, A AFH 7FF ALe AF VNS, I
AHAM 71 Y48 Rojete AFLR AWNE
AR AR, 53 AA S e 438
7} 2% M & FEde AFS AYaia,
AA LR AE YA MY 2 AL
AotAA £49 FAH EHE B A5k UA

> oo o
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BES - A

(B 1) B2OE A 25

BEL e SREPN 2 s 272y
LA
High(H) 53 6.6a x| 6.8 SEL] 6.8 3% 5.6
Medium(M) T Hx 5.7 Aggx 5.2 MP % 5.9 7h 48
Low(L) SER] 14 S EA] 1.5 #oj=g}o] 3.8 A 1.6
A& (Novel) 47 1.8 2|47 1.4 A7) 2.1 A 471 1.3
H vs M(p=.002) H vs M(p=.000) H vs M(p=.001) H vs M(p=.042)
BT AS M vs L(p=.000) M vs L{p=.000) M vs L(p=.000) M vs L(p=.000)
(n=30) (n=30) (n=30) (n=30)
a! Hag

= AsE, AR F A Bt AdFor ¢
L AFIANE AEINAL. o]HF S Edl
RS BRFRRY RS AEd 2 Ag
3R 71 Adstny ddde AELRA
guto]l A (Levi's)® AY(Sony)e #AHEA 2
HHAEY BRES 47 A,

4.2 ZEcid ¥ WopExt

T e {FHoz Y Fubolag iy
BREE HBoE CTd e ¥ die 43
3, AF AEE AT AF A48 B23AY
AA g ¥ AEBEY 3o A 3804
(Bulo] 2=170%, £4=210%, 44 B o]
€€ AEL 3y, 73R T SRR W
A& Adstn FFHog gulolA 160%, 4y
201537} o] 88)S doe W F2ud ost
o ZARBAT. ol AHARAE B3l ARE A
9 7ol Je F B FES dgAo] A3
A&E 2 RAojt,

HWAAAE WA 4 ZAREAE B AT
A L FAG Fo] F AAAGE HE Z
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AN F3, ARFIASANAE £ 4737 = 7
QA oA 38 wol By M AJAHATA}
149709 Z2AEZ £33 AFeln, 48 A7t
A29 T7L AT 7194 AAFE FA e 5
83 Fudgst € Aolgtn Ayggony E A
29 dg FIE ANAY. ol B A7} &
HlAE Y] A A S AR 47 Rolm
2 AR W #do] Fxg Hugoz Iy
A7 FaAdA HEEHAT ol AHA ¢
28 FEASAAE U3l FHso BIPERA
< JFE2E F AL F&AT. HEANE &

Ao wet 247} 5712 f¥oz AAEded, 7
FES} BRFRTY FALA] e YA §8 2
A, B RAE EFA f3eten Bdd Adges
HA AAY Fu BIEE e §8 14, 738
&3 BHE Adlee ANE FA da MBS
@e 84S BINAFE §Y 17, viA e
B frAL BAolRA o}lFd @Ayt AN A e
¥ Uiz 97h87] d3dg 2Asgd. aga
AE 38 94 Aotdd Fe BAEHE g
3 FFFHA 0l olFojAx YENE AF B9l
317] Aste] 7 (open-ended) AEA #}F

HASH ®29A M4z 2000 1%



2H(XIQ| YTATHTI0f ChEt FH7IZ22M RUEATIOIL FAHEAT (OS] HBof HE oA

<

HEA7Ie #dd WEe2 4 108 A= ARE
A Medted gz, 2 ddeR 74 3% nE
H7hN 85 SRES AT

Y

]

o

4.3 H=9|

J

43.1 E¥s

4.3.1.1 2489 &R 44

BARYG SRR A F=e 7189 9
2 APATES I x AEE YL o =4
®Q y7h Y & HezHYU'Y x
ARE FAlol 7|Ed A3 Y y BRAEFEY
oozl £ SAEY o= F= AT FHolgn
Asdune 5 B8 Ay nezA ge
T ~ o}F A Moy "AE dAA de
~ of % LAJ/YY TH HAEE o|&dtqd FH3
Ak, ol F AR BF 7Y FAAE 76t
71 93t "o, “ohjo’e] HEHEE FA o] &3}
Atk 22 o)F HEHEE H RN T3
9 S7HH % (interval scale, 4¥< 7|E2E T
)9 wgFoz dZo] & olFFEte o
Fz 7 AEHA

4.3.1.2 Aol s

B AroMe 2HAEY 71 AT AEIA
Hej7} FEsE Aololn|A2te] AR 3N ¥
Aectn ®slth o8 sebsty) st &H|RtE
9 AolARREE ZHde H=2A x BRI
FAlg) Aoloju|2 & R F + Utz At
AU'g x ARE FoITE, x 4FE U
Aololu & ARAL & e AT F A
A g AHgste ST o F EE 94

A B0IL 29 HM4Z 20004 1%

o, ol HEAEE A A&

4.3.1.3 &7l

BAES BB BYA HUS A LR
g Ag3 g3 s 5VI12A Jarvis & Petty
(1996)9] Q1AE B7M8F(need to evaluate)E
EWE 2HA7 8F4EE FAFHLE gz d
E &7 A EHAAY B §34E7 A
Ag Bristele B717F = AE wAAETt
2 Bgoz AU ofgy £ AFAs AMA
ZAHE EYE 2399 1) £4& g, o]
Bo] FAHcr FAPRE LI o kol
SUAY E= FR4EE HrlsEe 717 et
o AxgA 2nAEY AXA g4 718 #Hl
it aEln 24 EPEL HY a¥A ¥ ~
¢ 239 o 73 Fz2A SAHHUS.

4.3.1.4 AT Ad7bsA
F709 o8 BAsd SFAR}F FAAAE ¢
a3 el F27HeA T Advbed e SRR
xZ A4 o 3389 vase AFo] FAY
HEl&oM wWosYrt's ko HuHE HuF
& Zalol & g3 gle AFYYA, HlaAE
olulA o] x& HrksleH FHr|ESE AMRE

F AU’y Fx2A FFsd.

4.3.1.5 SZRRE FE3H= Gty A4
B A7 SRR g vinE TS
Aol AZsstn AarbsdtA £ A9 A
E9eAQl AAE g48l §Y4RE FEY
Aoz dAsgt. ol TR + e 3F &
gogx "GAL x7} ojF AFFY &3, A
£5E FL £ AL 1o] FE ojujd 1

661



Aol g Holgte A& A5¥ & dgurte 1A
YT 2839 Ay 23R Rt ~ m$ 2
e TH Axs o Tohe'e HEARE §
A neAsted SAsEH

4.3.2 35385

4.3.2.1 Aot#d A&4A

AeAd e A Aoz BEHE HYUAM A
71 A4 e GAETY B¢ 23 AANAE
9 ofeltje], Am, =7 Fo FAEZ LY
(Onkvisit & Show 1987: 1994). o] 7pde
A9 A EFste] 5, @A, 98, BAE
o g AAJES] AL u|gict, B AFoM
T olgg AopidE 7€ AFET Das(1998)
7t AHRRR BFo2A, 9 olulAlE Y olv)
A% AP, Y x84 AQAA 328E =2
%, xe Wb FEAAE wdE E2Y ke O
o & U}, "YU xo talA 4P =7
%, k% 731 dow T AlFEdA Wit ¥
FUAE el & F T, % /KD 9o
U Aol MRS w7, "Ue xs AR
AL =AY, Ve i xo gL g 7}
An g, x9 olmAle YE W o, %
e UE o #4 w2t A 20§ £ 107} &%
< AF 234 94 ~ d$ 2399 74 3=
2 2335

4.3.2.2 BAEHE 9&54
BHEES RYE B QESHERE Aaker &
Keller(1990), ¥A48 & 7%7(1988), Tauber
(1988)9] #8Hd /AR, Boush & Loken(1991)
o AEY $4 FAM, Aaker & Keller(1990)

662

BER - HYY

o] Hed3t diAlA, Park, Milberg & Lawson
(1991)9] MdAe APA, AHE(1999)9 71¢
A A So2A A fAMEEA] @ ~ )%

FARITS % ) B3e ol 48kl 23at

4.3.2.3 FARIZERY U244

2 ATdMe MRS FFREIAFTS FY
< W 7189 ZRE AW fdeex 4g AL
ole] AL BN AH|ZEO] FALEES B
o ZAFRE MY Aoz JAsig oy o
HE FAMIRE B AEE42 "Wt Adsin
A HREL 7129 xo 7leAe s fA AA
< 7R 1E RAoldk, "Wt AZstn e wia
F 7129 Wt BEE AEYFY FAR, W
7} At e MaEL 7129 xdA BE E
A AFH B=e Ve FAR R 2T F 27
N &S o] &3t I

4.3.2.4 48R AABA AE45A

€ AFdME LuAEe] §YNRE H7te)
A% 294 7|9dNEY BAo| ozl 9, &%
FETEE 1% #94 72X Pham & Johar
(1997) ol AXG AFY +8, AF Hn)H
&, AFS AHEshe A 243 22 duty
AYE &3l gu)d & & Aol 43}
Ack. olgh 2& AIA Fog veos APYE
o #¥E dvky AAe 2sded, Ue il
ofd AFHF &% Relge AL F g2 3l
4, W x7b ou@d FhdM #AvE Rolge
A 2 41 9, Ye xE A48 220] 32
o FIAE F %2 'y FEozN "Ag
337 gt ~ wfe a3 74 =g ges
o F38.

BAYAT %293 HAE 20004 118



SH(%el SBYTHI0| iEt FH2Z22M

4.3.25 ¥5¥ 35

2 dFddMe 2Hizge] FREE Hrbete
YMEN BREY FANRES B8R 2 7
T+ E SAES 9dE 9ukd x4g g4
28 A4, ol 2MAEL 9EY 28 59
$A4RE Hrlitta Holtt o ze g
F59 Hx2A X8 A 94 £& A 2 %
© 42 AHT £ 51 A 2 P2y 23
st

4.3.2.6 #3289 97}

€ d7dMe A F5U5EN S3YR B
JREE g8ddled SPLEY FlRge
Keller & Aaker(1992)9 #HrlA ALggUd
A9t 2N AEAY 1ER, ASAER
FEAES T4 Hxd, AHE(1999), FAHH &
ZEE(1997)9 37T M3 AL 9 Fuf
dx Fo2A &g

4.4 7=
4.4.1 A8zz9 g9

Aelolnoh 2 JEE B8] UA JESY
% 7V ARGAY 4Y2Re NsgEd, 4

S

RYEAT(OIS} FAEATIO HBol| Wt AP

FAF(RER §34ES $A4H 4x)9 A
2% g & 2AL $EAEY e (R 2))
A ¢ F e AHALG, AFRRALY ARG fALsE
A vdehd dgzzel 4F3HoIAUSE BdFAn

a23n 2FE 2 JAY9EY FAK AR Aol
€ bl A[Fs 156 = 39.951 (p<.05)), &Y
(F3, 197 = 16.617 (p<.05))8A4 uj$ felA<]
< ¢ F UG B AESHAEY HELH)
A BAEE AA FF(Hlo]2=8.074, &
H=7.934, & 104 wdd)ezA Hzd gg
A HE g Bl FIl e B
&+ AR

4.4.2 335 A4 ¢34 FE

Zt FRANEY dGER T g A (reli-
ability) H7h= Test-retest W8, Split-halves
W, Cronbach’s alpha® B3 W2 484 24
W Bol oy, ¥ d7ede dutdes ey
1 3l Cronbach’s alphal 9% ¥3& ads)
o ARG EF TG diE FHeEA
(convergent validity)® Yr#e}34 (discriminant
validity)e] HEE st 243 9%y
(exploratory analysis)® Lisrel 7o <%
AA 2 PN AR BAARL (¢ matrix) S

(R 2) dvise] HE2Y FRu

)‘J—E N A
A1 gutel 2 &y
High 5.4° x| 6.0° SR
Medium 4.5 AFeA 5.6 MP @
Low 3.3 AaH 5.1 Foj=go)
A2 (Novel) 2.0 2187 4.0 A|3H71
a: BEHE 7H)

HASL H29A M4E 20004 119
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URE - A48

HAE3INY.
4421 BARY AolRddI FAFEY
BAREF 9A4
BRES 48R 9XA A we =
AR AolRAAYH FPYRY BREHF ¢
Ao B A 2FEYEY 8dA A F(factor
loading) ¥ AFAse (B 3y 2o #HA,
AZA BN B4Rl AolHAAY FH Y

S

o e sAAHAA Adigko] ZF 0.22 )%
BA F 8z Az #iggdol eE &l
AA F9id.
4.4.2.2 FARIRE, A XY, @¢ F5
2 d7dMe 23RS §PETY BYXA
Al w2t AvAEe] FRLEE Hrlste o
¢F 27|vieA Al E, 94 A4 de

g F3o Qs GRS #dd AANA A

3 249 $PYEV WRA LAY T Aol AF4R o2 ddEge oo FEs
¢ 2ABYSY RS AL eueli(c N FAPILE, DA A, e 350 B

=.9282, .9507), &Y (e =.9266, .9401)2A
e 25S ¢ ¢ AR (Nunnally 1978). &
¢ Z FAMNE A FFRYEY 8AFAF
E dutA 718 5 oS EFoEN 33
22709 £¥3 HEHE YFAAn(4FH

1996), Z &3 8¢ Ey Bd=A ¥ FAME

g A ZPEYE 2AAAMF(factor loading)
2 AAFE 2%3E (F 49 2. A
2 BB EMAR fAMIRE, 9uE 2y, 9
T F3 AT P FYESY AU 44
ol A(a = 9183, .7578, .7806), &Y (a =.
8853, .6801, .7531)2A vud HL AIFA

(£ 3) 2UE Xojniaidn &34 2UEYF x|

B 232y

2404 2Ry BV had T
g 6.254 36.791  .9282
u
o]
x 5575 32.795 9507

eng X2 X19 XI2 XI8 X20 X24 XI3 XI6 X10 X9

6.081 35772 9266

& ¥ 1) 048 079 161 077 .170 .061 090 .034 .029
Y ggg X2l X23 XI17 X26 X256 X1l XI5

Wa 040 .149 079 .043 .125 -.001 .191 5249 30.875  .9401

a: PCA®} Varimax ¥4
b: E.VE eigenvalue ¢
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2H(Rl HFYHYII0 CiEt EAHVIZ22M 2YHFAF|0IY RAEATI0I HEo| wE A7

SRR R e

4704 A3

. =89 AsAS
EVE gmg (o)

73324 262 039 254 -.169

4.582  38.183 9183

034
3 X53 X50 X56
o}
] 2231 18594 7578
[+]
A
1776 14799 7806
X57  X49  X48
T
" 03681 4133 34441 8853
042 126 -.003
095 .098 .136
2]
s}
] 1886 15714 6801
[+]
ol

1.627 13.561  .7531

: PCA9 Varimax "84
E.VE eigenvalue ¢

o P

88359 (Nunnally 1978), A 299
2 7 8UE HE LlFAFE BT 68
Aygozd FFYEETY FEEEE &
35Tt

g, AZEM FE Al 8189 WEET
A (discriminant validify)-% AE3 Y3to
(B 59 Zol & 8ETY AAHAE Uehy

S o Hr e

AU x29A M4 20004 1%

E ¢ matrix® HE}Ged, 2 A% oA
A E (p*2s.e)9l 1.00] TR SUA &
of 89180 ME FYdittn & + gloH, =
Az NG REEdEE R USE
2913kt (Bagozzi 1981).
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LR - H4E

(B 6) THdSEiel Muah g

2ufo] A ED
B T T S R T T S T £, &
£, 1.00 1.00
029 0.22
2 o0g 100 won %
0.18 045 0.28  0.38
B oo woen ©0on (.on %
.. 051 040 031 017 021 028
(0.07  (0.08) (0.09) 0.08) (0.08) (0.08)
;. 089 058 045 058 004 062 017 03 oo
(0.08) (0.07 (0.08) (0.08) (0.07)  (0.08) (0.08) (0.09)

F) &1 RAE AolB-Y, £ FHYYEY BAEHF YH4,

£5: B¢ 33, ()9 2 EF29.
4.4.2.3 83489 %7}

T drolde §ALEY HriEgomy Ay
ATE(Keller & Aaker 1992: A4 E 1999)d)
A AEANY FAAEY FRAFMEE 2293
TR, 3AE §& AMESsT. olEd #HE
AgAs 9 8AFAF(factor loading) e (&
6)% 2o &ALE Hlo BE 2HRPES9 A
g4 ¥HZ2% ulolA(a=.8772), 4U(a

£30 FAMIRE, &40 QA Ay,

0 0o
ITTE

=.8681)2A A 4 5 AT, 24
THEY 8JHAYE 76 ojAomA ¥nA =
A AAsol FHEYA S g

4.4.3 33T d¢3 2 JoTy
EYRTFES 237 98 AHeE o AgE
E 2BAFY Cronbach ¢9 A%

rae QA%
Rk 2R A BV fgcg; (ilaﬁ;-r
2.948 73.710 .8772
. ¥ X6T X64 X68 X66
gy #E 2.961 74.036 8681
Bt
a: PCA 4

b: E.VE eigenvalue ¢
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28|Xje] GRATHII| HfEt EHIIZ22M 2UFAT0IY RAEAT|DIY Mol AT

b A vdEht 24 g AR gEETY B
Ag T8 dEFNE Age] BHAAT. £F
Y44Re] HHEEA AHRE FEAAR=(2
29, PR, $ATY 44 = 6o
BANE &1 o8 AFEM FAHH
U, B AFMe AHAEC] FAERA =
2598 9, PRI ZARE AR
RRAEHFS 4XE ¥ 71T ZHERY 27
npoll s SAGES AAA AHo] o] Fod
oz JyeATt. oW A}t RAAES did
Aot 27)n} Aol Z& ¢ ojdle Aok
FEEE 459 A= AAA Hu(A 1
A2), 234 ¥ A% 2HRY R o

27 x4 B 4S9 A= I3 7}

7} o] Fol A A

Y &38R}

ERE
z %i{ 2}%

Aoz gl 2 32). 13

£ 47 A=t gt
4z & 3E Al ¢

Az)eld 204

~ 0

LT

X]'—‘Ml ks

A Aoz 04] Jﬂ&’iﬂ} ?: ‘d:ﬁoﬂf‘if‘f oA

r_

€ B/ Ee A7t

A=A g HE} 140}04 "W 57} = &gt

(B 7) 2 229 Fchy S

= 2YAES @‘&E}(groupmg yaan! zzte)

g 7 Ay 49 WEe (B

Be jufo] = &Y
HE ¥ & (%) NE H}&(%)
1 36 21.9 69 34.3
2 26 16.3 46 22.9
3 43 26.9 32 15.9
4 18 11.3 20 10.0
5 38 23.8 34 16.9
gl 160 100 201 100

1) grouping W& Ho} AR og S0 AMERA T Pk WA ZERY Aol $4o) A&HY] AdMe ¥
(X2)9} Y4 (X4), 22} Aol A7)0t APHE(X6, X8)7F BF o] FojAof gt

Z, Jf (X2=X4=X6=X8= 1), then group= 1 2AZ,
0{7|M, 1= ves, 2= no.

28U, 2AEY $AAEDY WER YAYE o|FOAAT A PRI Y5t e de ZHEEF WA A4 &

4120] ook,
&, If (X2=X4= 10|22 X6= 1 and X8= 2,
or X6= 2 and X8= 1

or X6= 2 and X8= 2), then group=

67|M, 1= ves, 2= no.
e =22 A7 3, 4, 59 FE& ¥7H(X36, M15, M16),
Fx=o we} 2PHAL

228,

vl mEe} H27Fs4 (X38),

), Ad7FsR (X45), LA A4(X47) 9

9) B A7 AYAAA 2AEY FPYES) S AT n(high), F(medium)Q AREAE A2 12604, HAM F=7t A
(low) BE Ax(novel)d A%E 3-4-5 A=0] osix &A3ES Hrbt o|F4 o2 sich. olg &ddr] A3l
’d@ﬂl*&—l 47 AES £29 574 A2e AR AR 1.2 A2 AF&L Yulolx 80%, &Y 87%, 3-4-5 B2 51'5‘

& gufol~ 74%, &Y GSVEH dA9d g2 vad Az Bl Aguy Audz d8e ¢ 4 dficEulela(2? =

75 421, p = .000), 24(x* = 70.874, p = .000)).

o804 %294 X4z 20004 119

667



BRE - E4

444 N3%F

4.4.4.1 8499 ¢ Az

& dFodMe 7MY FEAQY HES Y3t
o oz BAEA(MANOVA: Multivariate
Analysis of Variance)& AAIs8tH X" xE=
A 2 AEead FHASFEY BATRAGE
o AA ZEe £IZEAHE (pooled variance-
covariance matrix)® $3A7HA HEH B +
de HAZFE RN A A multivariate homoge-
neity test)& F33t7] st Box-M #AF < 4
Atk 28jn & A4 €48 guBEl
4 E AEY] st (S, B4 IDEY H
o Zol7t de AY AR), & HA e 71EL
ZAe Y#71E(Pillai's trace), ¥3x #th
(Wilks A), 2ol9] HthZ(Roy's largest root)
o] &8HAT. Fo4d HAS Sotd oy W
E7te] A7t EAGHE Bt FAAQY MM
hA-2t &3 2373 (between-subjects effects)®h
OFH 28 A3 ALFEAM(post hoc test) SZH

Duncan® t3H¥ 2% < sd83t

4, 7MY AFL 7 1914 5719 14 A
% 38 7 Azd e &PIRY Bl A
o7l A& ASshe 23 HS(ANOVA)E 24
AT, BHEE Bt U 7 Azl Ax B
AE HAage HolAZF(LSD: least significant
difference)& o8&ttt

444271 1, 2, 3, 4, 59 4%

A A JMEES HE Y 9 Box-M A
B Foldd s SRS HES 2%
o 2 23 ulo]A(Box's M=89.919, F=
1.380, p).01), 2Y(Box's M=93.772, F=
1.458, p).01)2M 28 AR E (variance-
covariance matrix)°] F2AYE st

3, $4AZAREY Ao|& Yoty H st
tHF #9448 AYE AN 2 Z2F Pillai’s,
Wilks, Roys & F SAZFL 25 5% FFA
oA og vepytth. wety 4 A9 Hie A
o7t EAFE ¢ F SIHE 8). 1YBR, 5
2ol Aozt av|AEY] FFLEE Hrlsted
gide 27|vRIEF ] ¥ AL gt

(% 8) chiz Rold H3

% apsar rEAs o S g
AT A )
2]  Pillai’s Trace .645 5.920 20.000  616.000 .000
v} Wilks" Lambda 435 7.157 20.000  501.760 .000
o] Hotelling’s Trace 1.123 8.395 20.000  598.000 .000
2 Roy’s Largest Root .955 29.414 5.000 154.000 .000
Pillai’s Trace .740 8.857 20.000  932.000 .000
4  Wilks" Lambda .397 10.241 20.000 763.714 .000
Y Hotelling's Trace 1.186 11.294 20.000  914.000 .000
Roy’s Largest Root .809 31.562 5.000 233.000 .000
a: p (.05
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2H|Rpe| HEHTHIf it EHI|ZS

£ & U

(B &Y thaze] foAAAM 2+ Aty
Yadee g ¢ F AU HdAoly wr}
FAHA ANE AHEY (F 99 2. (& 9)
= 5708 FESUFQ AoldA, dABA, FALE
27imt, AR, @33 Zde g 5714
A2 A&&49 Ao|FEE HoiFa g o
o W29 5709 A2z EF A= 3loiA
Aozt v RS2 YEIRT olgd Aol g A
3 7] 98t Duncand SEHAAA S +a5

=dl, o AZW FFXEC] ojud Hdog
TEHEME AET Aot 2 F3E= (B 10)
% 2

(B 10)& 29 AoldAlY AZ4A]0) thalod
gufol A8t AU BF 272 34R, 4742, 57
29 28 142 92 Jay FEA o)zt
Ae I PR EHIHUAT. AR FPAE
o XA #HHE A&&A deiNe 4742
% 5427} Aol gle IdoE BRHUL @
Hlo| 2N 332, 242, 1487 44 534
o2 123 AYdMe 3E2e EYHeg 1g
I 13RS 272e FYF Doz EFHAL
EZ FAMELT|vke BEE AEEAF4 dsiM e
3R 27} 4, SRR Ao} e Aoz BRI
Thp(.1). ¥utd 227 #Ad A&&40) )
A Fulolae 5RR, 47327 $EE @ Ao
2, a8la 4732, 338, 4R} E r:}t zq
Ador BFHAD 18n 1429 27425} A
o7} gl E shvie FdeE EFHNT. AYs
572, 3387 §¥% & FJ<eg, 1gx
2, 238, 430 & Y, 24, 472, 13
27l £ 98 5Y IdeE EFEHUG. mxge
2 geFEd deiMe gutelart A4 5732,

HASAR H293 ®4Z 20004 118

o=4 E**Lalum RAEA(lS] Xl s AT

3429 4742, 3329 242 1429 43vo
2 EFIAR. 2UE 5329 442, 3429 2
AR, 1429 33dez BEHUT
olgde A%g gok) uu Wx FRNEI} B
ARE T BARHEFTY X EHIL o
ANAEL RARS BAY H2E Pu iy
o] o]FfAE Aoz Uehgn(EFE LAY
B gulela Hulxle] A$ HF 5.4, glulo]
A RIe27t BFE 4588 AXNFF 3.5 AL
Aedn, & $3ade A BT 6.0, &Y
MPUHS BT 56224 Zhﬂ BE 5.0 o4 A
. 59 8 2R g Aot
ohE BEtA A4AZL o 2R ot
3 45 tH & Bt B 20w e
= FEIL ¢+ AYTHE 10

9] AolBd &4 EJ F7H7F A 2t 2
3(aY)eE EYHes FRHD 1 HFAE zﬂ
Cmebd 7 13 sM 29 2-18 AR

< ¢ F AT =3 LRI BAR o
g ApotdA A7)} Aol 4E W= B4R &
AR WFR AN VA $HE % &
B4R W7t o)Ro] A Aoz dasiged,
A7 Ax ZHE PR A UAL o A
A{H 459 AT} EHHor FRES
B FAck(utelx), webd 4 2-2% A|A|
HAd A, AYAE dg AF A3 RAR
o SR dAPAY o LAAA S$4E9
JEFTE Aol 27)vtg A& 4+ |
TE Aol & HaFx Zaign, oj#d ol
AT A¥HAA &Y a2y MP‘iﬂ«l
M}OI **ﬂﬂ&i velstey, 22 MPH #x
gi Adste] HA HESHEAH F A
Al Aol BAFR| EgoA 7%

ol 1r_2_
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(E 9) 7x-Z} =0} AH(tests of between-subjects effects)e| Zz

T sous A %24 F sigd
Rjot @A) 1615.829 1 1615.829  1076.750 .000
A 37 1923.016 1 1923.016  819.290 .000
Intercept $AE 1401.979 1 1401.979  488.052 .000
SRR 2595.644 1 2595.644  1037.657 .000
BEaa 2130.006 1 2130.006  1559.187 000
PREE 52575 4 13.144 8759 000
SRR 196.134 4 49.033 20.890 000
g A= ENE 91971 4 22.993 8.004 .000
DR 68.695 4 17.174 6.866 .000
ot 32 120053 4 30.013 21.970 000
o] Apok A 232.601 155 1,501
. A3 AA 363.812 155 2.347
= 93 FAE 445254 155 2.873
gtz 387.724 155 2.501
) 911.746 155 1.366
AlokeA 2102.280 160
SRRy 2730.306 160
A AL 2161.939 160
ORZE 3306.889 160
vERa 2707.250 160
Aol aA 2583.877 1 2583.877  2408.984 000
DR 3753.323 1 3753.325  3260.205 .000
Intercept EES 2860.775 1 2860.775  1603.746 .000
DR 3494049 1 3494.049  2172.418 000
2 3329746 1 3329.746  3063.396 .000
Aol 75.761 4 18.940 17.658 .000
OREY 148893 4 37.223 32.333 .000
Az EME- 31917 4 7.979 4.473 002
YA 31.819 4 7.955 4.946 001
& geis 86.446 4 21,612 19.883 .000
. Aol dA 210.230 196 1.073
Y| #A 995.646 196 1.151
o3 FAE 349.626 196 1.784
DR 315.239 196 1.608
gEra 213.041 196 1.087
Aol 3570.350 201
DEEY 5383.837 201
A ENE 3 3988.163 201
x|y 4631.556 201
deid 4621.000 201
a:p¢.05
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28)|xe] HBATYII0 Lhst EATIZ2RM LUFAT|OI9 FALZATIOlS] Mo 23 AT

(E10) 674 229 lE&yol| e SUXTE 24

- s
Duncan 32 N 1 3 3 7
5 R 2.8000
; 4 1 :
AotdA 3 43 34512
1 35 4.3400
Sig. 063 1.000
5 38 25113
4 18 2,537 3587
. 4 38
A A 2 2% 4.3352
1 35 5.4204
Sig. 944 1.000 1,000 1.000
4 18 2.0714
a{ g 32 22143 3.568
b 4 5681
q  TAE 2 2% 3.7637
= 1 35 3.9184
Sig. 748 462
5 38 35456
g ‘112 4.0000 (4.0000)*
. 4.2636
ekl 2 2% 4.4872 4.4872
1 35 51429
Sig. 069 27 114
5 38 37105
g ig gg‘?gs (3.8721)
A . 1 . 1
derd 2 26 40192
1 35 5.2143
Sig. 1,000 079 631 1,000
2 46 3.2739
g :230 g'g)f%gg 3.7706
4 . .
AolA 3 32 41219
1 69 4.8058 (4.8058)
Sig. 061 162 1.000
5 34 37017
§ 33 38786 4.482
. 4821
A 2 4 5.7081
1 89 5.7101
Sig. 496 1,000 1994
5 34 35882
A 3 3(2) 3232% (4.2455)
an 4. .
y #E 2 46 4.4441
1 69 4.5859
Sig, 054 395
5 3 3.9020
g 43;% 4.3333 2’2323 4.6957
LRl 4 20 47000 4.7000
1 69 5.0242
Sig. 161 263 317
5 34 3.5588
g %8 3.9750 4.4844
s 2 46 4.7283
1 69 5.3696 (5.3696)
Sig. 100 335 1.000

a: 2397 EEA7) 29.043 AHE-(2ulo| &)
b: 237 ELA7] 34,038 AM&(2Y)
cp (.05 dip(.l

AL %292 H4Z 20004 119
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Aoz HYHTHLSDY o4& F@Y Ao] 2
p= .3192 ¥ #9A). 7K 3, 4, 5& &FA
®7F RARE AATIA Rita BAE HFS
293 HAg 4, AHASL EZLEE Hol3
£ GMEN fAWIZE 27|08 43 A 9
A AYo A% £497 T $P3EY S
ZZo] o]2ojd Aoz JdAslgT. AFEA Z
3 FAHE 27018 45 §RGEE Bt
diele AAEE 9E Aoy g’ 3534
t EfFoE FEYS B9 FUG(p(.1). 29
U 1 9% $489 FrEs vy FRAE
ulol £=3.6, £U=4.2)% R2Z Jeigth &
Aol fAR|RE AF|0tE BE8A] R LH|AE
& BAREIL QA oddA, ojud nAFo]
ol £ Rojgh= dutd A9 ERAFT7t fA|
2ES 4T 4 B} ¥nd 22E ¢ F AN
th(Futel2=4.0, &Y=4.7), "pNLo2, &%
AEE A8 A ste Bt AU %
EZ FEste duty A4o] gle avAES
AREE Hrtsked oM ded FE2 de
Adoz 259 Ao JAsded #4230 &
YA Aoz FRHAAG. T 7H 3, 4, 5
e ANES ¢ 7 AU

F9 ol Al A2 B A F &
A7 it Ay AR UEES A &
A3} AoldAdNE FEAEIUL FAT FE
A 2t} oAl nod Aot £ glod &
th, Ue W A% AFolck", dXAAIME
"HEEY AUAEY FHo A A 24, 4
AWAY 7HFo] H& A 2o}, FHol FLT R 2
", FAERACANE 71E AEFR E A7t
Ae A 2o, A¥e AAE BAT AFL o
A ZFah, A BY FEs eI, dE
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AFH} FARHCZ vlmwy Holo} & A A,
ity A4 e deFss #dd UddMe
YUzt ARlE weeA IFIHY, °E AR
Fol vEl e 2kl R 2o, opAE A
718 AR AXNATE 2UdN ygttan 2 &
g AL 9 A 2o, 7eiE @dd @ o
s 21 € Rojth, F2 Yol=A £80] A
&3te AFoln, o] AFde & Bl U, &
Yatel Aol 42 4o F2 A 29
L AFE Ho  ATTHES A & 72
At

4.4.4.3 8F4EH7Y Qe54% FREE
%7}

HZ FEUS SRR Hrlo st 570
o AEEAAREL T Aol & Holn A&7}

g AES] 93l One-Way ANOVA EAE
ANsigt. a2 2% (& 1) 2o

(B 1D9AM & 4 e RAAF 28AS0] &
AREE Hristed QoA ARo-3E A3l 7
§ 29 FudsE FYLEY Wik HG T
AR (HE 5.4)9& & & Ao 221 F HAR
FAAE7L 7129 RARYF AN E o #3F
®9 #Hrpl =@ 2AA(ulol2=44, &Y
=5.009% ¢ & AN

99} 2& o)y} B} ZRACE o= HYT
dA Yeltex g doliy] 3t F Ade] H
F<¢ ddd2 ¥ @ (pairwise comparison)dte
B8 2 (multiple comparison)& AAAT
24 dme £ g HFe Aol AugE
HAxge #AY zo|(LSD: least significant
difference) 9t ®lm3lo] Auigte] LSDET A
Uehtex g FESAY. &, Aug o7t 2

HASAP m29A M4E 20004 118



2H|XES ﬂ’é}‘é}.ﬁgﬂﬂl gt EAH7|IZ2RM E{‘JL?IU}S!} v*i%*ilﬂi—l 51-8011 tH’J AT

(E 11) Q&Z2Ae| HYLE Yt Xj0|2Y

B3R
3 7t 93 AR df BEAF F Sig.?
A= N ki
1 35 5.3714 Az 98.034 4 24.508 26.025 .000
g 2 26 4.4038 el 145.966 155 942
u} 3 43  3.9651
9| 4 18 3.8333
A 244.000 159
& 5 38 3.1118
A 160 4.1266
1 69 5.4457 e 69.219 4 17.305 18.458 .000
2 46 5.0217 ey 183.750 196 .937
A 3 32 45391
Y 4 20 4.2500
5 34 3.8603 A 252.968 200
A 201 4.8172
a p¢.05

A @A A7t YA I Ade (F 12)
o 2o

(R 124 ¥R A2 1(F, AoH-383e &
A7t 73 q)dxe FRIERIAE PR 2, 3,
4, 5 A3 tEd € & Ao WA LHF
9 BT FEN3Y Fee AoHHEY o
U227t A HYE i vdehd Rojgte @77 2
g A 3 ERINAFD T F, AoHdEZ
o BAE 71 i d7AA AZlENE 2
AR BPRENY HFH KA B A
HE o 3FAA Bt ol RN YEE @ T
Yot £ BAESG HPYERY HFH GAA
of o3t BRFEE Asteie Ade FRLE
o B7HA7E fAHE 270k BESAG DA A
Y, Ee geddd o Avds o 558 €

ZAEI K29 M4Z 20004 118

F AR(p(1), FAHE2TIPE B85te 27
£ 9EFEge Aort AR Urty A
9 %7}219}%: aol7k g & & AT 2
FEF 50 A3 AvxES BYYE B
éﬂlz} I AET Bbstd om T AEdAH
e drg 33 S ¢ F e
. °l~::~ 2uzEY] BFAEAEY ALY Ee
AETRAe B2 BZHHAA 718 Aoz
gerdn, AgAog LuAgdA /1 A&
e 23H) 4 H=s & 7oy e A&
7l daiMe Ad|ate] Aol olmjAg 7} UAAH
E AREY §Fo| o]RojAol g £ AT AH
' AAE 34

}:1
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URE - HY

(£ 12) HTLRY|of TSt AFZH22I| ChEH|D’

(D A2 ()32 %929 Ao  std. Error  Sig” B9 ol Std. Error  Sig®
(I-J) (1-J)

1 2 9676 2512 .000 4239 .1843 022
3 1.4063 2209 .000 9066 2071 .000

4 1.5381 2815 .000 1.1957 2459 .000

5 2.2596 2274 .000 1.5854 .2029 .000

2 1 -.9676 2512 .000 -.4239 .1843 022
3 4387 2411 071 4827 2229 032

4 5705 2976 057 717 2593 .003

5 1.2920 2470 .000 1.1614 2190 000

3 1 -1.4063 2209 .000 -.9066 2071 .000
2 -.43817 2411 07 -.4827 2229 032

4 1318 2724 629 2891 2760 296

5 8533 2161 000 6788 2385 005

4 1 -1.5381 2815 .000 -1.1957 2459 .000
2 - 5705 2976 057 - 7717 2593 .003

3 -.1318 2724 629 -.2891 2760 296

5 7215 2777 010 13897 2729 155

5 1 -2.2596 2274 .000 -1.5854 2029 .000
2 -1.2920 2470 .000 -1.1614 2190 .000

3 -.8533 2161 .000 -.6788 2385 .005

4 - 7215 2777 010 -.3897 2729 155

a: H|@7)&L Least Significant Difference: LSD ¢
b p (.05

V. ZE ¥ AMY

5.1 9470] A

42 AuAdE B AT 24
£ AESAO] Bg 2uASY IA

30 ¥
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A ATWYPE 3] T A4 Heol(knowledge
transfer) 3 & 422 RAE P o 3 4
F4 AuAdYYy 2AE2AT| v} v B33} H
Ag A4 dAste FEARNAY dAo2H £
FeAgE o8 ¢ Ao AL &
8 AR P HI9 AvAptgEY #F
Ate ARFFUTY FAH Adezs 22-A
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L8|R}2) 3&’&"’3{’“7M Ll 2H7|E282M DHEAT(0I2 RAEEAT(0IS] XEof 2

o] #4& AH3| 23 3=dl(Broniarczyk &
Alba 1994a), Bl& 7|& @FE0| A4 Hol3H
9 F94¢ A7 28N B& dFEE 98
A AFHFol 2o HHT ] 43l B2
A 27ole] o] AA|, ofdldlA, o, LA o

FAREE R o3 Y. 58] BET &
g4 Edy} He #AE FHE FHoR @
Ate A9 7] diod & dFdMe dAE

FAoz e TARAT|nAEE AR A

E0Ed
o2 FEE HYdle /FgF AT FEA
Ag AYEIA dHY. 1 A% & AT
7 2 A7 23 9 AREE T
A, 71&e] RARS SRR BA o
g ol2A EfQ HMFsjo|gd FAGEF BAR
& NN RRE A5 AuAE0] §388
& k] g8l oud XA HFHE AA
E7tel tig Aol wi¢ pEFYcE & AFE °]
g S Egdr] Heted &GRS Bt
Avjab7l 7120 R d oA HFE g8st
o ojFoz|A Erte fFFAFolES ﬂl*lék%v}.
webd F3ggel o3 AR FEAAH L
2uA7 3R E Hokste AP S B 7AA
o2 AggEda & 5 I Ve AAES
Agstn orldl 71EY AR i ojv|AE
AolA7)7] st A FEE B8 Hed Al
Aol ZAE ZE FAFBAFEC 2 7199
dzdiz AviAdA ALEHAE Rt ey
grek 719do] ol ¥ A& FHstn 71E AR
olu|A g FAE FAATFE GELITY d7|H &
£ & e A oty 2A &€ Aot 19
g 7S AN EY BARTY AAR 92
Aol 2tk Ax g I A FEoEHA frAL

golR Mz2 883 LEENS

= uTE o o=E &

o>

gjo

HAEAR [29A M4E 20004 118

B8t o7

2 ¥83t Ate FAFEAETY BB S
FEgoz FANEAFY uAYAE FHRE H
SHsejor & Ao},
=X, AR i dREY 71E A7
B} FALEY] FAM (similarity) o 7]1Z8}
o FHYRE Hriete skgla, dosd dFE
< AR SAEELY FAMol SUHSEHUZ
o BEEF b8 ZH Mg ada A S
2 ltH(Aaker & Keller 1990 Boush &
Loken 1991: Loken & John 1993; Park,
Milberg & Lawson 1991). ¥ dFodMT AH
B4 AelAN RAES 3T RARoR @
T FoMe gAY Adlg dAxstn Ut
23y B die 71EY A7) S B
O FAA #AR AP FEGA] dig Bt
g Avgozy ZEg it ofgA Az
¥ B3R drhvd f9AQ dEE X ertE
n&sig E—.‘fﬂ a?& B8 BHe mAEY
BARHEZY ded A Ee AR A
dolA Aoblg 3t E]-O}?J}’E7}_ AP o SAF
< ¢ F UAUY. ol 2 Ho F8AHL 59
g A7|eo] wEde A AgAEd o &
FAgo] vl F8F o8 AlgH e, O of
l& HEEY el gA AFES 2HHeE
£45E AYa W dEd S4FAH &%
E\:}t BAZAY g3l o felslzl H&o|tt.
g2t nRIpEA ARE e 2Edel 4
FZEAME o|EY FREF F AHA AlA}
ol wj$- Zz)F oHrt ,
AR, B Aol o3td §FES] Adbe &
Z} Aale] zpotolmlzl el FEO o|ul A7t XYL
W ZosEe & £ Utk F, AHAES oY
RAEULE FollA A Aol ds 71 AR
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ZEE A3, oy dAL HZ N2¥
o2 AAZ de AEF A Mz Zo}
F ded, Ed "2t 4o Atz 3y
7 ARY AAAYE Holwd AEF L AR
o] AFY 7NEE LHlde Aol oE AFY
A€ At AFE EAFn oi(Foldn
1999). &, ol & §¥9 MRS A}
Azdhe AR 7Y 2228 FYAE A7)
g 931 Sled, o2 A B JPEL
B3R AAAE FUATEL =¥stn Stk E
g ool @ AE Y FEBASIAN BN A
o ol 714 &7} & Aolgke Park, Milberg
& Lawson(1991)9 ol oMz Zrzs o
o3 e, & 4F% Aopdst d¥E AEY
A EAE ud B o o9 2 Uy
2o AYPALEe] Adg dx3tn Aot wely
7I98L SR B LanAEY Aoplda
W dAEe MBARE ALFeEH o7
%A vAREE Lpsdor & HaMo| 7
g3 7= 3 ot okge et AMRtEC] AM
£ Aopidst dX &R % FAFEINAE
AT QR 7S o A FaeEd £ o
g AAEY MbsdE AFHoE R}
& ol

A, 3R AE dd 4A3FQA AotdA
A7 BEoA AolHUA MEE EF A5 o
HMZ o+ & 9¥%2 vA 4 JAvh(Burnkrant
& Unnava 1995; Petty and Cacioppo
1986). &, AotBAANL Av|AES FaeAlA
of tig Bumst F&& F/MA F3AA AAAH
HeH Heg F7MAA £ 5 o wdd &3
AEe A¥E AS5ARYANLE g8 &
Hole B AR AA FAHGM oj& HIFHo

ot o e

i
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LBE - A48

2 mej3teiol & Aol

OAA, o83 ZheA 7t 93 & gz
1= Fishbein 29 (Fishbein & Ajzen 1975)
ol £ of& ¥ $&% B ATE(Geise
1984; Grunert 1989b)2 &34 didy #H/E
7teA B4 dAdl i@ Bk (attitude toward
that object)2t AHaAEd, ol 54 didd
f g Avjale] R F2(cognitive structure)
o v § Aot zeju ¢t 2& Fishbein
#3239 He 2dse ojud AAF 2] 3o
HHE A% A 72U FEE QY Fevt
o disjA B AHE AN FA Bz gl
o, Grunert(1996)< ol2idt H& 248 gl
T e 2N FEAEH o] &HM AHEH A
74 (automatic process)® HTHH Ay
(strategic process)e HAFLEHN Hrlo] gt
o U o3& T2Y 4 dvky AAIG vt o
%, 3¢ 38%7te AF4 A AHY A F
7B BF9 AR o) vepdtin Boked, |
A rERE7Ne H7He] 28 (evaluation heuristic)
o2 ATHe FUE 54 8A(F, SHLRE)
st FoAAoldM AMelwyd g A7} ¢
o] Zutz QA&HE AFA A }TA (automatic
spreading activation process)l 9& °o]Foj3
A3, TP ol Fe28e JHAQ Halw
gol FAZ FAFoE Qsld £ ¢ A¥HoEw
AgE F e, od o FANA Udehie FR
£ ¥713Q 8437173 (additional spreading
activation process)ol 93l 71922 RE A&d
F 9tk & dF9ME Grunert(1996)0] A|Ag
F g A 9AE Ay AHP e 2
 HFAE A AR AR AP 47t F@
FEGGHP S AZFHoz AYEo2H MPATF
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2u|xle| HEATHIIO| Uit FHIIZCRA QAEATI0R FAHELAT (0] Mo WE AT

R SRR

o 4ZA Ben Bt FAAL IAH A K
L AN Fu Az & F Aot ol He
g% Fus ¥y F FEH/R AY &
Ag
330

.~N_u.

A ped doM d$ F83 AAEE A
.

AAlA, gEEe] FEH FF AFEL
Agel g Adz FAR S0l %A Q'Xc}c}
Hrtol Aol EAE AAgY. a2y olE
o] YREo] WFlo|2d ZAT AeA 7\]’“
(declarative knowledge)] Fetollr ZHolH3
of ojZojale ALE et Utk W & @
Fe fEgHAd ZAF AAA A (pro-
cedural knowledge)IM% Hol#Ho] LAY +
AL QA stn ol Wile o|&H EWE AT
. ok & B dFe AnAEe] A% Y
U, 28, e 53 A tE d¥es
o HAAR z|4jo] W33} 3'+7e§3+ 3ol sl
ofgA AolHertE WAFL Ut

493, & 47 23 5‘_‘3] Ago] RS B
7hte BR7IFORA olRH AFTNES 7K

T A g% Afole §REE FHE

4

2uA7} 91e TR 848 $ee 2 5 IR

o}, o]&3 H& Aaker & Keller(1990)2 &%
AZo ¥AM U ApolA, FFAF AT
% 7K 39 ARE ATUS W ofF-d FEG
NE ABA %S droie oju g FejolEX
Zto] A5 ABYNE AZPE 9 o 3943
H717} ojRojAThE AT LA st Ut
5.2 i7e| BAMnL S% olpts

B AFME o5de Arlge wHoE Q%
o 7129 WFA dxAd] &3 BFAFY &

AABITF H293 MAZ 20004 118

FEOE ZAEAEY B3 EYAse FEA
Zo] 28o] BZ AL dAstn o|& A¥He=
2| AEA A AL 43 o]8F EdEA 7|E
o] W33} o] 2o FFIAgolES HYolEor A
A, agla 7129 477t HEA A Folu
AA AEL shigt ALgstd AERD A v
o B AFE o] F AFRYE TP AHEEL
2R 9739 8§34 ¢ 9 g Jsted =¥
Act. 2y ol ez BFdtn ¥ AFfe
e e 22 S 72 Ao

AR, FANEToE /M AAY AEE E
FdaM Argsigd oy 33 dr- AFE ARt
AR, E ol AFY F ALULE Y F
ot AFEgte doM & dTE duisteie

o ohi 77t e o

5, & dFdMe $4AF %l 9%< &
F e 9 7k dEA 1*—%—% 23R %o
Atk F, 20t AF £ ARG #HdA 7}

A e ARAA (prior knowledge) ojv} o
Z(involvement) Tt FHZZ w2} Lv|AE
o BRAEH o7t AS £ A 53 &
AZE AFTo g ARRAYo] & Lulzteg
2o anale BAES SPAE AFLY FAME
< #FstE 71T dE F doH, AEA U
B e}t & AvAe} B AR SR
H7taA ot 357}7615"“ o7t wAE 4 Ao
(8 ol AulAte] HEACY Hojxol we} 2}
B4 A A% 7‘1*’—14 A4 gele b
7t AR B A ARl ‘E'
AgE vAE AolRAH A ® 2 89
). webA 5*-’?‘- °4:rL°ﬂ"1“ 2 FFA E
FA71A R WEES EFA o]so] §F
AE Bt mlAE é’ g ZAME] He Aol 8
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g,

Ax, B dFdMe 28RS0 BFYEE H
7ihed olM 3 Ee BRI HFE ¥4
Aol gln FPARE A3 ¢3A e 17t
AAY o8 F2E F gl YA 240} gig
H AvAle 9o 334 J FZLEE Bt
g Aoz AT AFEA AR §PAE
g 9 F32 5HFHo2 oFoRn Jln
BEH7H QM W 2RSS & F AU
a¥Y @eFEE g4 ATl Zldige g2
A u$ 3 TE2HAEY o)t B AP g8
g ATEY B FAHAQ Bg ¢ gl 874
gz & 4 4o

YA, &94, o704, ArML(1996)9] HTolA
T AFEHAR] FF JEREFAGY AFEHE
AT e B Aol &8E frAMdel
g FRE ole ARG BhH ATH
E AR ¥ wet 1 E3p} ofFA dAe
718 AEE 4 UTE S §39 £ - 42
Eo], Nelson(1970, 1974)8 FTollret o]
A} FAA - o] o] FojHo} & Zojr},

nAgto g B AdA ZE&d Hxo #Ad
o RolTd A&&A, RARAY A&&H, &%
AEH7}t 5L 71E FHE EUE $EHAOY,
FAIEAT|0LE B4 JTEL FHAEHEC
$ Basie B AFolN A ALt A
o}, Wl HE olg WHEY A ¢ dgR
94 5o] AZFHAHAE FF AFAMe ol
HEge 24 8%E ¥ o FwskA AEY 2
871 sidh
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C£94, o118, ANA),

S

mi
k=l
Mo
rek

FOMYE(1999), “HAER o7} $F - ApdFE oY
2710 18

“AF dF 2w A

A3} Fadgo] FAFEHEY vAe I

g A7, FYYAT, BAQ), 1B

o]A4(1993), “FEEY Ao FY 2L Fau,
V&3, 27-49.

AEL19%), “GAREA OIFA” ME WEAL
342-344.

AFE(1999), “BEY gD SHFHF Wt Aol
of #F A7 FYEAUT, 28U(05), 439-456.

Y, 25719, “#A, A4d 4 2 7144
A E7t FBRSZAE Hrtel wXe 9%, o}
AgAL, 1234(1), 1-25.
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The Applications of Parent Brand-Based and Alternative
Brand-Based Schema as a Reference Point for Brand
Extension Evaluation

Yun-yong Hwang* - Nak Hwan Choi**

Abstracts

Brand extensions have become an increasingly popular strategy for firms launching new
vproducts in the marketplace. As the financial risk and promotional costs have renewed
their efforts to capitalize on the goodwill associated with existing brand names by
launching brand extensions.

One of the most comprehensive theories is the category-based processing which has been
applied in the past to explain the underlying process by which consumers evaluate brand
extensions. But this theory is not omnipotent enough to explain the processes without
consumers prior knowledge about the parent brands. So, in this article, we propose an
analogical reasoning perspective as an alternative theory for categorical perspective to
complement the explanation process without prior knowledge for the parent brands.

Key Words : analogical reasoning, learning by analogy, category-based processing, brand
extension.
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