601 HYHAP M33A M2% 20044 48(pp. 601~630)

549 FEYN VA BEM0| FuHME XS 0K A

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

Lk

AZicel et s
(ywha 8ccs. sogang, ac.r)
ol ¥E

ALAHATLS SANTR
(serichi @seri.org)

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

2 dFe FUHHPe e A ) A5 F $49 F YA (alignability), 7] B84 (relevance) ¥ AEEA=
the] Fau@=o] o7k (relative price) Aol7t 2MjAF Az oWl Q& 71X Lolusitt dPAT Agr
A=rk AYz dE 48 28 38sks abdA(alignable differences) & FHHEASI AUz Y& o 2njRe
I 49 g ARzke 7 BEPEI} w3 BEo] @A) PEHYSE M) a2y AgEAEs) AUx] ¢
of a7}t gojdr| % WA E7ks A8 (nonalignable differences)& FEEAST} 2jd g 7k BRAo] g
Afoe FLERASs ATHAT o] R Fole FRuP=st MEER] st £ FREAss) Awud
= £4E 733 380t RS AU & ASOE 7R BEA] B A el A el A
A 7HZe] ndlel FAol ABHUG. 2y BANC] B Atoide AYBA=ED 71Ze] Aoz e
A4 FeBdce HaHA ggton durldel & ugt Aasd

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

I.ME

HT FiEJert AdHPc ojFE IFEE
F e 23U Wde AT BAES @4
1253 YIH(Heilman, Bowman, & Wright,
2000: Shankar, Carpenter, & Krishnamurthi,
1998: Nowlis & Simonson, 1996). &3 ¥4
BA=st AFold Mulag AdBd=g Apdst
a7] &l od 42 73 T2 Bz} deA
€ 445 ¥ oMe vAY ARAART A
B dideltt o] ZE AF &4 deY #Y
< 2HRe] AE A9YFe 7lAd s2E A
2 AYSE ol3¥ & A &8 & B9 oz
AF 2d3 Aggel 9n] gle AAAE A FEN)

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

Y& viAHNN F&F F2yolgn & £ 3
tH(Inman, 2001).

44 AT VIEATE F FLEY=9 A
FAHQ AEIAE A AAEE Re 9T7ELR
FHE FEE ¢ 49 A, FeHAcs)
ALBAE ojH S A7) H8ll E5F &4
(unique attribute)o] A#Holgle= AL AlAbet
© @7F<H Veryzer & Hutchinson(1998),
Dhar & Sherman(1996) £& <2 & 4 St}
A, FEHY $40lYd ¥ 44 (alignable
attribute)] A& ZFxske AU (Kivetz &
Simonson, 2000: Zhang & Markman, 1998),
11 % Zhang & Markman(1998)& Aguaic
gte] £4 vnE T FLHA=s Hriss] o
2ol FLEACI} Fpeor & apEs Age v

=285 2003. 12 AR EEY: 2004. 3



51FH - 0|5

w27} g 40| 3¥o] HA ge ARYE JE
o] 7ks3le] Wimzl &ol@ $4S Zskee Aol
feldda #4300,

a2y} Zhang & Markman(1998)¢] F33+=
g ddeMe &40 dddR HEY s
A9k BB ERog AgEel FHAss} AF
oM AwHA=E YA 2= AlHE 2AY F 3
o} oz 19939 59 FolE AUt 24 € 7
A OBYFE ALHAT2A AR IE §A% L
At solE WF= OBHFS} Ad3 &7 9
& Awolr ol B 4 gld '150m AG ks
e B9 ot AREE ZxF A0EE A3
Ack. olAF EAMY Ao AL AlFeA
OBYFE ¢x 2 2334 A7tz € + 3
tEld e - H3FE, 1999), = =Y FUE A
£4] ‘Connect'& A4 Y& THIRAME
ZYPAF tiAgle] Exole FuEoZ 20039
Az APgAEE 24P 20039 129 =2
go] 4tA] ‘Aftenposten'® FUAIE AFA}
of ¥, U ES Wxetn FA o da
Ax Halzjge] A4 n AEJPHAEEAS
A xFloke obfd, AYdEEe R Hf).
ol oy Ze] MiERc= FHHA ¢+ 71%H
£ 2 daE EPez Bz Ao FHY
g3 & 4 gl

olo] B AFE Zhang & Markman(1998)¢]
ATE dAste, AFRA=I AUz YA 4L
&Aooz FUHPSE AdsEd H3E F e
HAUEES F7HHo 2 2o Fdudcsg
IAMY Ao AL AFste o 2 BAo
Atk & AA, AEHA=g HaEHe FHEds
o AdAo] AguA=s} MYz o} wlme o

A a2 $Ao] 27 =7 7Hl(value) W
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H(benefit) e #FHAFo] o FLBIU=9
A 2zt 7S welazt o £4,
FuHgce ddsdcrt Ad £47 dodz
AE8 4 de FEFE AJdetz 2HA} A
2tk kX9 B 9 AdEd=e] 4ozt
Z (relative price)ol| wet AEA= ] Hjg o
A3d = ded H3aA @

Il. 49| 24 Jix| 2HY

2.1 £42| Hed(alignability) ot Xz}
2.1.1 49 #84 A4

&9 FHAo #AF AFe AT HE
AHEE NEUd FAHol BE AFA Al
A & 4 Ack(Sjoberg, 1972). Slovic &
Macphillamy(1974)& A9 FLHH7FsA (di-
mensional commensurability) 7'de2 9JAA
RS0l e HuE o ddY WA HE
g 5 s d vart dve RS WG 2 F
Markmang FAH22 RAM] A d3ES
ol #HF A7t A= gh(Markman
& Gentner, 1996).

vpA Y RofelN £ FEAHL 1990dd F
gk o] 2 RE AHI7HA dFER Itk (Chakravarti
& Janiszewski, 2003: Shapiro & Spence,
2002). °oJEL &4 AFEAo|d FUHIUc=9
i &0 ALBASI} Yz o] duds
do] 7} 44 (alignable attribute)$1Al, o}
U™ 71& Bdsrt AYm YA oL Ay o

ZHET H33A M2E 20044 48



S| FYAD 1x] BEYol FY=Ys Yol olxle YY

299 44 (nonalignable attribute)Y#1& A
Yoz 7R Nded AMEEHTH(Zhang &
Markman, 1998). Zhang, Kardes, & Gentner
(2002)M = Fldete PATE 2 E9A, 7}
mete} ARz Aade FI4 AL 3Ets
&40z, AINYY IF7Ie L HFENS &
oz FEAT

AFe vlad Sl aEALS FEre AEH
(alignable differences)® WA E7ks EA
(nonalignable differences) &2 FAEct 3E
Vs 2P L 25 (commonalities)o]HA A}
oA (differences)?lgh= °|%4d 4F& Zan 3l
ot 2549 ojfE Hude $4¢ Ugse] ¥
Fo2 AW dddE ¥ F U7 wEoln,
Aol dQl AL EAFEAA Aol7b U7l o]
o oY FEre AEHL AvAA Bl
A ANz vmel 2FHeo] drhi(Markman and
Gentner, 1996). °l& A @7t% 2d3o| wFZE
7Ve AR 25 Hla Bl2Ed AEH] 7]
57| doltt wd wiHErbs AHHL Hl@
el AUz YA ¥ £4024 Hlm AL
E7bsslth, A@Hog vfFo] glA|qt vlmzHo)
ofly7]o] BAlgcth Ax AMAe ARG o
U Aeo] Adayn A A ABEsEt] A
FE7te A o §& HEAE FoshA o
(Gentner & Markman, 1994: Sanbonmatsu,
Kardes, & Gibson, 1991).

2.1.2 $4°| 347 FPAE A
FAH TR BE AR A7 A5

Hm e B4ty A /IR E FF o] Fo]
A Markman & Gentner, 1996. Goldstone,

AUEHT M33A M22 20044 48

1994: Medin, Goldstone, & Gentner, 1993).
AR, TEHEEA v e FLE Ao
Hl@ojA|g Ajolio] gl FEWIIE oY, &
A, vz o] Fa FEde A7t e A§
2AM FUAUAN B2 o]F7] R HE JtE
3 o] e EASY FoE B YT ¥lm
A Z doldth A, Ado] g g A=
U] Had ¢ g 29324 vage FEA
P& AXA ¥7] g F4E A Ry
7190l e 2 g4 4A Et

Zhang & Markman(1998)2 F#uycs g
A FE7ts Aol WFELs AEPEG A
3HE oJfE b o] sy A4 HE
7V APER L EE EAcold vasr] i
Hlme] 23o| Hrh(Johnson, 1984). 4, ¥¥
7V AL g & de §407] i 2
9 &Aof vlE] v F83A AAF Aot AA,
AE7Hs AEHL A £43 2488 AEA
ol 1 Hm Ayt 4Rt 719 ol ¢
g 7hsAol gob Usel st 32 AA 3%
g #Eo| wobdth(Meyers-Levy, 1991). U#A,
AEr7ts AEALE 4A wWHE F Sl &HAt
ApHo 2 PAY ¢ AT vBErtE ApEPL
H7t7t o 7] Q& o] & thdel e Hoiel A
a2 AHEsl7ldle of2lgo] WErh(Maheswaran,
Sternthal, & Gurthan, 1996). vix|%te 2 3
drbs AL & HA=Y 7 g ApEEA
AAFle FddME g v "ot apd
e a23A R

Zhang & Markman(1998)2] F34& 893
2 AdEd=Ert AYn de 87t AEye
Feudest AdE & e 2Es IUEA
g, Ay el Yy oHg de AR
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33 - olEE

Falt} sgts 2pds IQERE A4 H7 FE
the Aotk ag A&d SHolE Wi 7eo
Zo] H|FErte A Aelete FHEHA=S 71¥
g AR AN & Sle ApdAolebd A
uedzole AYAd aRHo g ALSE F gl
E Aoz Ho} FEste AEAY AHE AP
7FsAel Sle MFEA §49 71x adde 3
EdE "ast o} old g FEeAMe &4
o 74 #AAF e BAE ndE B
2 3

2.2 &M9| 7}x| MM (relevance) 2t Abg

Avjzte AF9 &40 HAH X E AFE
Rolgtn wdsle Aol Aot wepy ZFAHY
AEse diH oz AEY £A40] v 9}
3 7k #bAGol 2 W 7hestth(Mukherjee
& Hoyer, 2001). ¥, A4S &0 AAA
o] ¥ g &A% 5 AFAUIE Jtedthe F
Ae A7 E U Brown & Carpenter, 2000).
olAF &9 71A] wAH st A #
& Adte F /RE 72 F Qo

2.2.1 7H4 B-4ol & 49 o Apdst

A dAF AYY AFRE w2 U7t
< 9ME B3 2H#E AdF3du 3t (Shanks,
Medin, & Holyoak, 1996: Young, 1995). A
Foluk AMu|zof Fuf SJAF AL AL 74
T AFY 4AE dFste UM Edsted, &Y
A Bdsy 42 0 9ME AZsle Z ol
slth(van Osselaer & Alba, 2000). F§ 4|
Al AABA=Y APHEE = £408 T AlF
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3 =g JHM371% @ch(Friestad & Wright,
1994). 283 AHAEL o Hate A9 43
oAl AAeA Ao A o|fE AFdte o
ohE A 3st=d(Shafir, Simonson, & Tversky,
1993), "igts F ¢ uls Eg o U F¥
o] Sitkm AZtse ik Addsle Apie A3
£ AR, ol 4B WY JHXE ATt
E $4% g7 djks AdES v
(Feldman & Lynch, 1988).

A digte] g Hrhe M Ee W
ojzte] Feo] B £ o) AT WA &
A 238 B 4L A dve FA:
A71=A<=H, Simonson, Carmon, & OCurry
(1994) B8 &49 Frle ATEHA=
23y qaAE HALde AME EAFAn,
Simonson, Nowlis, & Simonson(1993)°lA %
AHZEY AFE Y A] FHgo] ¥ 449 F
AAHQ AFHE HHsgt 189 FA @2
7bA FEAo] e 4L AFo] E5dide A
soj, Auzte FAAot dHE AT FE
A oA A BFS AT FHEMEA
243t Mukherjee & Hoyer(2001)dlM&
Ae £4& Brlste Aol AlFd g HrE
AAG AN e R o egn F3A. o
oz Bd=, 74, 4 5 TAHA &4
A o) AFHt Bt A R At D
53 4L BFeA & AFd A 33
AQ d&de 713ge Aoltk, HZ Meyvis &
Janiszewski(2002)9] AT A HHEA 71H
o} Ao gle FHE AF AY dZd nvg
QIS 7Y, 59 v|#H FEe Hd #I
2l A S g the FRoln

Ao FHES s A AFY AEdE 7t

4 orlo =

AUsodT x33H M2% 20044 49



Sy e s gyol RRRds Agsio) ojxlE Y

A B-dgol F2 HAd MY et 7t
g FhAol ¥ $3L 287 AFS Bl
F34A 9%<€ A + dde Ao,

2.2.2 714 #d40] ¥ £ 4E Ay

AH A Fo #F RE AFELS ABHo=
7HX 29 #¥Ao] fle AL AnR B 9
A FF%E 7Ade AMle BdFn g
(Deighton, 1984: Hoch & Ha, 1986). &3
22 Hoch & Ha(1986)t FujalEo] H|& o
| Fnigel /Ed wARA dAHE 7%
B gle &4 U 459 JME R eEe &
Aol AL F3f AF U FHE NG #
UFS B FAG. =3 A2sts} A-bd v
9 AR A AFM Shafir et al.
(1993)& AMEAAEC] F8F FAd 7]Haid
Hete MdsEly] P& Ffde AT S4 Aol
€ 71Ee 2 A9 dde AL 45U °f
AL Yot #Y 242 AH o/ E #eu
€ 9gu2 "=13 FEHH o)gt Edh(Bastardi
& Shafir, 1998: Fischer, Carmon, Ariely,
& Zauberman, 1999). ©|&9 FAel of&td
Bodo] AujRsg Me A ¢ BA=7 #
Aol ¥ AL &4E AYa Yo avz
I Aa% 48 FRFFeE Bddy, o
7HX % #Ho] gln Hl=elHolAY daA @S
A7t o ZSoe A3 B FFHY 4
&g 03 £x dve AL EdFrH(Bastardi
& Shafir, 1998: Gilovich, 1981 Hutchinson
& Alba, 1991).

£4371A 9 wj@dd A7t uAY Eobd F
8 FAZ 749 A& Carpenter Glazer, &

HASHT H33A M2E 20044 49

Nakamoto(1994)el4 B ZHAGR & 4+ 3itt.
8L Y §le &4, AAY &L $4(trivial
attributes)7tA| = A€ 3FAHA %L £ &
doe A& FA4HAHBrown & Carpenter,
2000). dutxoz pdste] dule ABAZTEH
FEEE $4, F 97 dx F¥Ae] goH 7}
A Sle #4E Efstnu e O34 Rl
o8 FLHAY, F o o] s BY e
AT #¥o] AL AL AL WG A}
AR T2 W3E Fo] BA=Y sl g
o3 £ Qe Ro| o]gY FAo|t}. 53] o)E
& 2R AEAE 2] olEE wWe AEAY
£4710 8 F&83 Ha, AL $4E 3HF
Q JHAE FHEdte vAYELE AFE 5 A9
 RAE Hi 28y 7hA #bYe] B &4
€ %% g3l Carpenter et al.(1994)7}F 9
A3lo] AMlatge] e He HE @70 of
23 ZA$(Hoch & Deighton, 1989)o%t
37t AE 7bsAdel wdve A fo¥ g8t
s},

2.3 2H2| M|

FLEP= e AY &4 559 AWt
BA @A, ARRAsst AYn A ge 55
& £4E& AXste ARG AdEdzrl Yo 9l
o] ¥}t &ojg £4F sl Zo] FHHIS
7} #sjol & AHolgle Zhang & Markman
(1998)8 d3w uHAE dAAFRNA $L& A
AE AFstn o AT ABBA=sE YA
%E A4 A% Adde At A9 flde F
A& 43 et ¥& "t Uk s 4w
A7}t v Erks AR e AEEA=ET} AYa 9
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 SAA96M Y Hlmrt ohd, Hejoy 7iA|9)
Ao HriEtes Idchd 18] FRYE g
Fgol BHE = 7] HEeltt.

dAY AEA AlgelH AEFEBA=Q] ofxn
3 2pdslele] A3 FLBRSE AFS 4
B Fo| gle AME 3 £ ok dA dA
=9 A$ Ads TUEE T8 ¢ & 55
7} Qltke Aol A=A AlgEo] AEAE
2= 7 & o] T8 dvhe ARl #etet
o olamARY FF Af{7]5E At o
E A7t AEAS ol &% AEsE AT A
o2 & # gt v gelgEy Afe o9
g2}, goldze Ao o] gle AEA
2 ¥AMYsld Adud=rt AYn A g
£408 AFoM FFE Aol oz
Adshe WA Erbe AEHPIA T A|AtA A}
A gle Aoz BodoaN AN RS A
F FdEdce) AlEE £ 4 gl

metd B 93 M4 1, 28 FgHAsst A
dedees AYn QA ¥ 4% apd3es
AYa o} Wlmrt fojstA gt sojge 1 &
ol AF Ao} Jlxgte} AAMo| & A Y
FEuAc=e sty FFAA A7t S 5
At M & AFstuat o

3FH - olFE

l. 49| Fada Jix 220 28t
W &8

&49 ABAT AF "o} sl gte] #A
Aol FtuP=o] FHAQ 2pdslel ojd Y
NAEA] AHBI] Y8 F HSFE 37 Zo] F
At & 71 FAAolge WFE ANEA =
gJsted 712 9F(Zhang & Markman, 1998)
o IANE Hgstn, FHEIAS PSR
F714Q AAE AFstaat M-S A

3.1 FYEME] H|uXfHFEo| MUEM=T} x|

U 4T FEls ¥ B2

AHAEL o] x3E HASE J|FOE A2
& BJ=r) Aot d2a 2eXE detste A
go] gitt, wWEtA AM|Ae dUdE vnE F
de FE7Med $4d F9E 712Ut (Pham
& Muthukrishnan, 2002). ol Hxse &4
A AFATAE dSFste Do HYH 71
AFe #dr7|Ees FAgdrh(van Osselaer &
Alba, 2000). 23X ZHAE SHGEME o)A
gl w# e <& H7ieh(Shanks,
Medin, & Holyoak, 1996). A3 Ay =0

(B 1) 74 1. 2 dHe| & &40 Fydn 71| pa3x

PE7ts ApEA
(alignable differences)

v3drbs AEA
(nonalignable differences)

7EX 9}e] FHAdo] & &4
(relevant attributes)

PERIE SR
A3(Cell 1)

2etd FEHA=g
AZ(Cell 3)

A skl Aol e &4

(irrelevant attributes)

Ase Feudsg
A3(Cell 2)

23t FREASE
Az sk F5(Cell 4)
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S4ol WM 7ixl WMol FR=A= Myo) 0lXe I

vlg Fwedcrt Ad pEE $9Hol AFHY
ou} 7}xi9} BEo] OoWA FAld ALEHIS:
oju] B3l Hmrt &old FHIE SA4AYY
7A%-(Cell 19 A3)ole FdEASs} Add 7}
4ol & Aoln

T3 Fusdco Y £4o] ALBA=I} A
Uz e 387ks $4RA9AT A ge] #¥
Qe e A%, HE U #EAdE @A v
g #gEAdo] A@Hoz uFHolr] fio ¥
duPert suREe o AIZE el E
th. Zhang & Markman(1998)2 7}x\¢te] &
dA A4E A ¥ 9 FEste RS
B5E Fdudce Adudsd v Midd
T FHsidnh ol vladgdAM wdd 4FL
o)A e &4 §AQ kX B¥APL adA F
2ukz) geta & F Ut 2 ojfe 2HAE
o] IwtuaA=g 71F Hyze AolE A BA
sl wlmg A ol gol g7l Wil A3 3
hsd SAAYAA 71E AEBd=rEg A3
Hoz P 4 Ad FHEI=E 2 £
o] ¥l% 1) FAAo] ¥ A% (Cell 29 3
3)olz srigs M3 FeAe 2 Aot
oldel g wgoz tgd o] /M 15
=28 4 Sl

7Hd 1. 3 ¥87Fs a¥3 (alignable differences)
%
Foudce ApEA $94yo] ALEA
co A2 HEsMeF AEHY A5
a2 £49 iy BARTe FHst
A FEEPce AdEd=o) vaf A
34 Aot

HASI T y33A M2E 20044 4%

3.2 FuEHMco| vlnAEHo| M=} XUD
UX| ot FHo| BVISH BF

£X210] g} vimrl §ol3A ¥
< *J% Z Fuudcyt A} EUER AY
AeBdcryl AYa A ol

. A2} 0
e &4

APAQ Hlmrt Bbsd Sl o2 4
28 49 H@AAS o9 FEHAETL ¥

2 gz £4& AYm AR &HE 9
g Az %7187l &Y. o] W& Zhang &
Markman(1998)& FEEJH=rt Afez of
F24Q £4& Ba3tdete vmrt YE L8
Eo| 7148717t Ajdkn F3ssich.

add F digkte vlae ofdage $4E
BaE & e 4% F 1‘%*’"&1'34 g3t &
o] Heloj} 7}7"19}—4 iAol #& 4+(Cell
39 43)E 2R3N £ 5 Uk o wjwriEol
He AdEdcrt AUz A 4 S40AT
AHaLEo] 7hA e Ao B o8 XY
Fgod o £ Ay ¥AEZ A4 F 9l
th. 2 A A 384l ¥ 42 Ad 3¢
BYcE H3E FEo] £ Aou. o ¥lae
ofydete £49 7iAe g BEe JhsE]
o £o|t} van Osselaer & Alba(2000)9M &
FuAAR L AELT 45 B olHAeH
a2 dEL AESHC] BMEAN ZAEddT A
t}. ol AHaEo] £49] §Ao] 71x HPA <]
& A5 2 b"é% AHA Azdgs Wele®
AA Y & =oFe 98L FPdvin & F 3
tH(Mukherjee & Hoyer, 2001). I¥chd
Zhang & Markman(1998)8] F343e g2 H|
BEsbs dAolg stets Hx #@A] &
A% FdEPoy Aged=d v HsE F
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1YY - o|BE

Ues 9ujgict.

9 FduAsyt Ad AEs ZQAETF HWYo
U 7pxiske] #AAo] Bt HAJoHA FAld A
wuAcst AYn QA gof vind & gl A
FGAQ £4Y F%(Cell 49 &) odle S43Y
T ¥y gux YEo FEHA=s AiHA
%% Aolth, Simonson et al.(1994)= A EF7t
X o} e U] ¥ HHEL YBEI=EE
Aeshed 377t 8-S BFAt. Simonson
et al.(1993)9ME Aeda FHAGo] ¥ &4
o] RAAQ gng ddn FHAYPo] e &4
& 233 d%dthe A =yue A3 FE
gt F3AT. Ax FEEAss) sh) Bd
Ao & vFAsE PP R Apdstetnn 3
E 72A% 3dHdor 9 w29 ABd=Eg
e g W) ddda 438 ¢ ded,
¥ Zhang & Markman(1998)9] %3 ¥3
gt

wehd o83 e M 28 =28 4 o

7Wd 2. ¥18E7Fs AE3 (nonalignable dif-
ferences) 4%
Fidudce ApdA $9Ho ALE
A=t & AU HaHE &4
d s 2 49 7YY #ERs
b B8 dele PEEA=st A3y
Agk &A9) 7ix|9e] BUPEt 2E
ols FEBA=E NEHA & A
ojt},

608

V. &g 1

4.1 AT U
4.1.1 4% ¥

7Hd 1, 28 AF3] H3lAM Kardes & Kal-
yanaram(1992)% Zhang & Markman(1998)
oM A" WYES &3t AdHd=e
A& =% 4 (number of exposures)E
Z2E e, 13AkdA A WA BA= AAH
2, 2 Ug 1379 F 233t AdgHe TS A
2 /9 BH=st AXEY, F i dfHes
ANHE AdEdces FRERAHEY A5 st
A go. FREAs Fo hies ALHA=Y F
A ¢2o mHTE Ad FAxFe 2 HAAHA
th YUzl Zatddce AuHdcdd 953
E£47H 8 Ad Aoz AAHNAY.

A3t 2 Al Suigtne AR 2
& R 80HS FHog MAIUTH ogL
Zb #AQ (=, A)T pEA (R E7Fs, vAEL
TSR o|FoR| = 4/l Ao 20%¥ FAHR &
ZFEAT. A48 1579 Ho= 33 ANEHEH,
Aoaizt 33 dE5AFLE AR FEE 3
HEE AFRY £ AEE AT S¥se A
A FE (P A, vAZ B AR, 7
A B (S &4 ¥ &), AxeMER
oA BP= AE, Udx HAZ BE AA) Tl
At gl Avil 89 AYEAM (A,
i, ke 3, $45%(38A, AEA), 8
2H(1, 2, 38aho|th. Fdate 2zt BAE £47)
At A3gEHyes ‘Ba= il ‘£AIAY

AUt H33H M2E 20049 438



L4 BYYY T BHYol FUSUE xigeol ol I

AAE AAEAY. FEETE AAE ) Bi=
o F 100%8E &93tA sk A3Ad(preference
judgments) #AYS B3 FHT 2 BA=d| o
3 A3zl

AgE AF2 7H AAEL +HE Ao
£ AEVtee JEHRE B8 FEYck. 59
M2 £$49588 A3 FUY FAF 7IdE+4
9] ofojtjojx E-g3itt.

4.1.2 AHZAL

AP L 4EAZE A8 249 F 6371 48
76789 FEYE WEer H49 nHE, 8%
2 7 AR S AT Y EE PS50l
SREA=g ddetedl 2rid "4 xS0
B U 9d HE $8). FEE ATEA0
AET Bt drit 284 22 AFTA 9
AL A SAAANE(1H 28 Fe8kA] @5,
94 W+ 83, 7k BRYL AFS BHE o
ol onl e &2 A7 deAE (A

e #¥ glF, 9% vif ud s 9¥ A==
Hrltgdeh. olFA FEE £ M Bi:s
A, B, CE& T&lied 47 8/ £4(38548 4
A, &G S A R #B¥Ae] Ea
e A2 FRIAATHER). o] F A= A% B
£ ¥, Ce 738 F¢EI=z AL,

aein BRES wi¥ss F8%Ut HPEs 3t
A=B<CY #TA7} HeA 208e FAANA HF
g Ade o B9 ATH(IAENHEY 9 Least
Significant Difference(LSD)Test].

T3 7kA BEAY 53 9$5E 209 Fd4
A AFsded, 2 Z3 7ty A@Ye] &
At e Ate BARHLE v gl Ao
7b e AL et (et £443 ¥}
F AEHEE AE A A BEAo & Y
(X=6.87)3 ¥& J¥8(X=592) 544
t(59)=4.35, p < 0.05: B3 E7s AL A
d AS 7k ddAe) & AR (X=6.55)7
#2 4B X =595 29 BAA t(59)=2.39,
p <0.05].

(B 2) ARZAL 221 ARSE S42| o3 W 525 o ¥F H+(98 XE)

LSD Test
Dalnsine SEERER g A% C
Blpac
72 #Agol | MHE | 6.70 | 7.20 | 8.20 | F(2, 57)= 7.03, p<.05 |p >.05| p<.05
Bass | EEARB® | $8% | 600 | 6.20 | 7.80 | F(2, 57)= 11.51, p<.05 |p >.05| p<.05
PEY | slx BEe) | H¥E | 585 | 6.05 | 7.50 | F(2, 57)= 4.80, p<.05 |p >.05| p<.05
4% | ax | 525 | 565 | 7.20 | F(2, 57)= 6.97, p<.05 |p>.05| p<.05
7k #anel | W¥E | 6.05 | 6.30 | 7.30 | F(2, 57)= 10.53, p<.05 |p >.05| p<.05
wEgsls| EEXY | F8% | 580 | 6.30 | 7.65 | F(2, 57)= 18.02, p<.05 |p >.05| p<.05
HEH | ghx meAel | EE | 585 | 575 | 7.35 | F(2, 57)= 8.12, p<.05 |p >.05| p<.05
Re 4% | 8% | 580 | 560 | 7.20 | F(2, 57)=6.92, p<.05 |p >.05| p<.05
AASAT 533 M22 20044 48 609




s - ol %

4.1.3 & 4%

Age 330 AR A%Aoln F712Q BN
ol 24ete BASS Yoz ANAY. 18]
A AR Qe B A, Uwix) P
At BA= BE Holzw s4zrEz 74d
BAE A BT Aol UA %e A A
AT 2 % JEE Agae GaHY e ANES
fESAT. 284 139 ¥ AN 152
Aol ANSIYE EAT BASE Bel 23 o]
B AQS dFad Aundcae #ART
ool $/g) FHBACE ¥e] 2T of &
LuAE 3 shie ALudcg v} e
Fzolm Ul e Aud dedwst 959
Aolth. AiAE AYAE e F oA sy
(S$4549)'E AN Jo 227 ¢F BHus
9 ) BA=dl g AdHd H3E 3|
g9 3 10082 A AAe B B o
o @ o] W NYASE 4YNE B2 ¢ U=
£ g,

393 2813 159 Hol ANaka. 39

€ 1004 & ol ¥E5 &3t

42714 1, 29| AZ ¢ =9

4.2.1 A3 An

AZHYE BAelY =29 49E by 2o
2 FYAct. 2, 33 e 2R U
Aoz H3d4E FHstd 3 2= 7
1 BAHEA S A ety

4.2.1.1 BE7vs A #A3 A=K 1)
7H 12 FEEdso] apie] MuBy=s)
AU o] dildE FErse SALAA
28 AFEAM, $49 7k #AY o] BARlo|
Zed FUEdsy A3E Ao 2. o
T AEEA=Y ojyo| A4 ke Aotd ¥
HEdsol Aol ERO|A Hr| wio|t} B
NZTE 7ol #AAE 1eEA] %2 Zhang
& Markman(1998)3 gxjapH, 7stg 3wn
Aol g LHzEY dse BA%HoE §9

AdHE 4HA glol 2 BAsel Bk 2 &4 oA B Ao Yehgo
4 NS 1 F 2 Az di@ 43 $4 7l%) BE40) ke A%e 2 A4 pas
(B 3) 49| 325y o M3Mol e 2=t MEAXD100Y £8)
R -
BJe | Hide | 4=
87t 7Hxete] #AAol & 48 | 31.64 | 28.67 39.36 F(2, 105)=33.21, p < 0.05
a4 7HA o] #dAo] e gk | 32.35 | 25.82 41.82 F(2, 99)=32.84, p <0.05
vy Erhs 7HAeke] #EA o] & 3% | 31.56 | 26.62 41.82 F(2, 99)=17.69. p <0.05
a3 7hA kel BRAdol R 43 | 43.11 | 25.56 31.33 F(2, 105)=31.07, p < 0.05

1) ol Zhang & Markman(1998)¢] @Foix S&4W ubiel
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S49) YN K| BRiYOl TYSUC Xigsiol ojxlE Y

of ¥3E FF AFAtold £ & Hol7t e A
o2 Jehdom(F(2,105)=33.21, p<0.05), %
e FHHPs(X = 39.36)c AEHIAS(X=
31.64)4 FTHHAS(X=2867)E0 HidHe
Ao g vepyt, A9t v dide BT o
ito] & Hole Aoz Jeixth(Zsd FE3 A
u, stg g, dwa $9% 25 LSD
Test, p < 0.05). €4, 7}x] #dAo] ¥ 4%
o tigt EMARE sPdolM ol Zg uiel 2ol 7
3 FLHAS(X = 41.82)7F AFHIS(X =
32.254 FRHAE(X=2582)E0 d3Hy
AR dd HF A Abolol FAE A
o] HYTHF(2,99)=32.84, p<0.05). A< 2t
BruuE 4% Hade] 4 Aol (LSD)
HoME o] alolEe 5 FAGHZ fo3%
(p<0.05).,

ol dolH Fatd FLHP=IL AYe AHEA
o] ArHAryt AU FLAUANM HmE BF
I AEEAGL At AREe HA] B¥d 3
=9} @A Zsid IRt AgEdcy
g 24 FEEdc vigdfs AsEe RoE
yeh} 71 12 AAEAY.

o

4.2.1.2 H3E7ts AEAR AEY =
(744 2)

7Hd 28 FEEYcSe ApEio] AEEI=s}
AUz YR &l duld tjFe] o2& HPE}
T £4AYNA vnd A2A, £49 71 B
ARE7t & doje Z3E FLBH=I} A5y
Aot FEAPTsL $E de Zd FEERsr)
NzEA g Aoz o2yt ol Zhang &
Markman(1998)e] d727}¢} wjAs = Aol
WA spx) o] #ANo] ¥ A¥e EHEAE

HASAT 333 M2E 20044 43

B, AR dFE F@HFALld A
o2 #o% ao|E BYom(F(2,99)=17.69, p
<0.05), %43d FEH(X=41.82)& AHX=
31.56)0]u FuH(X = 26.62) 5t} A5sH= Ao
2 Ugyt, % Ad T Euiay H4F dA
3 Aol M (LSD) A7 Zstg oz dusd
T, 723td Fdn FEHI=EE /o3 Aojg B
AoWHLSD, p<0.05), Ads FHEA=E F9
g zol7b YIATHLSD, p>0.05). B2 kX%
o Aol E& A dig FNAE 4
oA o} &g upe} Fo] Z3td FLHA=(X=
31.33)7} APBP=(X =43.11)Et} AFEA
%e Aoz gyt AYgEdzd g9d HF
Hatold BAGHOZ fogt Ao} Sle AL
2 BAHATHF(2,105)=31.07, p<0.05). I
v ARE BF fod Aolg HHYTHLSD,
p<0.05),

Aoz 3t FLEADI} AUe ApEs
ol & AN HlaE Avole, 1 AE
£40] st gte] BEA Fzrt ¥& wele 2
g FHHP=st dgolv i TR d5HA
uh 7ha 9o BEA ATl 9 doe AiEX
%ol 714 2& A=A,

4.2.2 8434 A3

AL 4 BA=dEE 88, $43 9
£l Bx Adue 2 4 ggdn FEyd.
olg Aol dFolAed o F A
Hog A&t A, JdeMst $473
wtet B3 Ert oEA deA dETAEHE 4
Aatdct. sgel deste A 39 BrRH2R) At

AEA o] A7 &40 SutzA HPEAeA v
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(B 4) LMt S47H0l TE S48 I

Agedc | FEEdce | 23 Fuude YPRAEY
qorer | 3| 28A] 023 0.18 0.13 F(2, 51)=1.05, p > 0.05
;:J::} 549|387 | 023 0.11 0.1 F(2, 51)=2.75, p > 0.0
gk | we 49 g | 283 | 0.31 0.45 0.56 F(2, 51)=4.29, p < 0.05
Apaa 4 | 38%| 023 0.36 0.40 F(2, 51)=3.99, p < 0.05
83 | Anae |00 |28 028 0.17 0.16 F(2, 48)=0.69, p > 0.05
amge O 39A ] 017 | 0.08 0.08 F(2, 48)=1.96. p > 0.0
g gy | 2284 027 0.37 0.48 F(2, 48)=3.24. p < 0.05
&4 | 38x | 0.16 0.29 0.44 F(2, 48)=7.63, p < 0.05
712 2he] eF[28A| 0.4 0.82 0.33 F(2. 48)=0.52, p > 0.05
gage |0 |39%| 0.8 | 026 0.25 F(2, 48)=0.48, p > 0.05
Wk | me am | R |28 027 0.37 0.57 F(2, 48)=5.87, p < 0.05
K &4 | 383 | 0.17 0.33 0.39 F(2, 48)=0.77, p > 0.05
53 | Axae | 52 284 | 0.25 0.06 0.06 F(2, 51)=4.71, p < 0.05
dago) oo |394| 030 | 015 0.14 F(2. 51)=4.21, p < 0.0
o gy | T [28%] 051 0.42 0.48 F(2, 51)=0.59, p > 0.05
£4 |38% | 033 0.23 0.23 F(2, 51)=1.16, p > 0.05

2 YIS F 40 F 30 40 F3HA
I Ao BF &8 A% 75%9 H&2 A3,
3 A Adstd 3iud=rt FLrke RS
A S AEEAE o 8ol Fete Aoz y
BT (R 4)). ol 7M. 194 Zatd 3o
Adg s AAjste Ao, W dsbs e
Ad BAE 7H) B0l e ASelA AEEA

o ol 3gstn, 7k B¥Ago] e A%

o
=
TEE 3ol K3 ApolE EAth ole M4

2914 7ystd &l wRENe AEHE Ad
¥ 7H #¥Age] o dgdde AS AA
stol, 7hA) o] ok Azt Fdo] dEH
A Fas ARG @it

X, TS ApERET IIF=E F A
612

T3t HiAelEN e A A3, F¥bs
A9 B8elME
Zpol 7t AgiH

713

28

FHP =Y BARle] FIF
olg TEHAYET AEEAd o

7HEAE U M E A M 1HE &)
Al APEEge] v kol fﬂra} tieE A=,
au B g7k Ay dRdME sk #Ey

o) £F 3% 9% Aol§ volA gonl, ¥AY
o) % AL FeA@ Aolt YAh. o) 74
2Rl ¥ AYAAE FESYONG AESA

R AERY F402 wolsae sAol by
st mebd s 2AE A BEge) we &4
o 792 71ge|NY AmAoz AN BHAAo|
W g2e] 2ste FPudcel PRYe 475
A $8n AERAE o|Ho| Aeat Aol

ZABIT W33 M2E 20044 48



S49 YA 712l BEdol fYHUE Myl olXls 4Y

(B 5) 38540 Xg5Y 21 2UEE Xof

Bdrks pEd 4%

H 387k APy 4%

BS54 | sy | Suun Aolpy  |3Eey AUy FUUR Aoy
A 5ol 28] 018 | 044 11(63)=5.64, p<0.05] 0.37 | 038 t(50)=0.36. p> 0.05
e 4% (s8] 015 | 033 ltl69=473 p <005] 0.20 | 0.30 [t(50=0.11 p> 0.05
7R #ayel (28] 0.19 | 087 |u(50)=407. p<0.05] 013 | 047 [e(52)=859, p < 0.05
we 4% (33| 011 | 029 Jus01=414 p<0.05] 019 | 0.26 |t(53)=2.59, p < 0.05

4.3 AZEn %4

Ag 19 23t reAe FEEA=Y] AP
ABRsrt AYn ge $4AH0E o pES
Ao 7HXste] BRAT & FYE WA 93 o)
FAHQ &4¢ Ad Z3id FEEI=E Asdd
E 2%} 22HAG0H 1), 23y FEHIE
9] zpEHol thE £AAYAN HnHA 22
&4 A9 B A=rt & W PEHA=E
Azshe Aoz Yeht(UHd 2), 71Ed7ge o
Ade 274 0. F 7K BYEAYE 1A
%L 71E QTN FEEId=t vFEE A
B3E Ad A% 2t glde 2E8E WA
2 B AFdAe 7k 384E neigtw

v} A7 g Aol srigts o FEHo| 7K
BdAo] BE A Sl FLBEAS Adsle 5}
7 Aeg Bof F},

olf g M Fe AR m o e
£ Ug & girh g Fduds gl Mgy
A=t AYe 490 HzaEdE 7R
AE ASE 4AA ¥A. o W FIEA=E 7
e &4 i3 IUER AHte] HAF o}
Ae AFUANAE g4kl HAEBA o
& AR AReN 37d dRE Ag &
SI& Zojct, ¥et ohje} WE MEHA=7} AY
2 A ot $A4ulmrt §€ 75-(nonalignable
differences) gt @A gE 2H|AE0] wrle 7H
oo} BAPEI} gL $A0| wimabd oz 3}

(A8 1) JIE oot 2 oo K 1. 2 Alolef B

A%ts ey —r

B ETECERT

—

ety A9

BEEL SRS

AU M33A M2E 20044 49

FRE FHEAE
R Az

iotd Fund=g
A g4

45y Fued=
A=

Aad furadc i
AR 48
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Ao BAE HAF LHAEAA LFsjok dn
A& UE 7 sl

aY #dRoz FUHPS ApHFo] Ao
AYz el FE7ted 287 (alignable diffe-
rences)®lgt e AGoA HFHA Xdte
AHER QY. ol J1E AT 2 HFE & 97
o 7M1, 29 4ojF ASoitt. metd E A
To 2Ao] FutHAcyl ALHHE ojHE F5
7] A% AAYUSS Yele Aol7| dEd = o
& H4E 2% ggido] gldt.

V. 7t Sedn ST Bt J1d
3

5.1 FUBRIC dUpiHe =HEN JI5d

FdEdsrt AErte AEPE deste e
AR BEEe AEAQ Aot oY E4
o 2Hzs 49 189 9 B2 FEE AU 7}
T FEF TR B At 2R o
FES A% 8% 89L& 7HHo E 4 Y. &
8]z} AFollA vqhe A (higher prices)& 7H
7F = Alhigher value)E vlgthRao &
Monroe, 1989). 1A TFujz} F8& 7} ¢
& gL TE F U o /M 3% 4= F
BR= JuiztAe] 24 a9 g Agnz o
A4S mejsled FguA=rt FHss AEHE
Ad A £49 K BER T JdirtAe
BAE golie Zo] BAott, £A49 #E A:
o W& iR 3o 7HEE B FAAHQ
AH o2 A 2uRIAA KL Z=Folr] o)},

614

HYH - ol FE

¥9, wFErbe AEAEY Aee $9AA7
H71Ee1ng AF 20M e wiAded, vR3E
7Ve 2R 7HEd 3 9FE B2 st
A7) wjgolct, ol A 19 AAANY wFEs}
F AEEE Ad AL 7R BdAo] & &4
< EAAA7} gAY dg F7] ot}
Adaval & Monroe(1995) A7olA x|z} &
AL H1g o FDdA (extrinsic cues) Ee
U2 (intrinsic cues)& AMHdteAle, 189
ARAA Yo FLetin stk AR e
alRte WRGME Hriste 27|19 Adid e
2 uAsiez FARIA] GREME AT
(Rao & Monroe, 1988). 3IX|T AbEX| 40| 9]
O Y RUA SAFEE o dsste] 4R
7t Bp71Eo] Bt wetA & A7 Ad3A%e
HAE7bs AEA AV Brlee R AEdT

Carpenter et al.(1994)dlM e 7k gle &4
3 7149 4g5He E43. 87 HA=E 37}
A R FRE, e 3 de &4
o} 7IXE B Yo {83 FREA FE
o, gk ApHE BdEs) g8 ARG Aol &
HiZE HlE 1 £40] AdHa F9E AT 7}
&P @A Hrid. el Ad EEx
gtia QAlele] de HA e A8 A48 &
A7 3] wjojt. ol AMA}F e
old &Ao] 7kX7} Yk o 2ol 7t S vy
AZIA &7 4dthe Roltt, 1y Apdd
BHz O diokd vmsiy 2tz #AEi
W E5% $4E ) de Aoz FEE A
ojty, A% AMaAt FRYE AL &, F
A5 B o] AvAelA AR ¥
o #E8 gle £48 HAAEY 52 714
o Azt PA o] og FLatie Folt

AAstdT M33A M2E 20044 4%



f4ol Hydn Jix AHYo] FUBYE Myl ol Y

mebd £ 43 4¥ 2& Carpenter et al.
(1994) 9747 EE3d, FE/EE 43
ol HIAQ FLEAs AFonM £49 #
ARz AuiztEe] 98-S A9 rsig,

Carpenter et al.(1994) 979 T¥5: ¥
A, £ dFe dn PEEdcsE it
A% A, HEFEE $Y7H(equal price),
A7V (lower price), 12717 (higher price) 2.2
Fogke Holg, ol £ 479 FEH] 32
HAs Az gdste Aol gt agla
APREAM 37 BH=R FFY7] g &5
G EIEY 171d A9) Ade] B89 &
AT, = AR AgelA EEEHe FEEHAE s}
AAge Agudzed Z2AY, 23 AAY T2
Z3 H& 747} teelrg B A7 e 7A€ 3
A2 3

5.2 7} 3, 42 4%

5.2.1 744 #AAo] L 43dM FuvAd=
doi e 24 E3

HA FAMo] & %L Carpenter et al.

(B 6)7Kd 30t 7kd 4 &

(1994)9l4 AAG d-dY 57 9d 3$
(with revelation)} fAlsittn & 4 9ch.? 9
oolit 7hA| ke Aol F& £Ao
4 Afe vzt Aados Bwad + e 4
gojrh, meb ABFHo2 oA $4& A
Bt FLERETt arbdo g HHE A A
Ae FE A g A tHez +48
of FLHASE MY Aot} T AdHyc
o 22 7MoY A7t Y A¢e AiHd=N
ANz 7hsiel 28 Aot

Chang & Wildt(1996, 1994)q] <j3bd #A
A zto) oigt 7449 e TE ol frted HE
o 7t e Hdog Wagtta st WY FBUt
A7 A AErkH & ZFFo|y siA o] BA
Aol dod aate A& Bddh=d gl 7t
Ao B & &Y ot} Wz FEIXI FF
AAY o AdAFTY & #UYe] oW F
AAZHE 7 E EQ AB/AQ &40 &l A
AFE &g Aou. o] A% AaMte M 2
o E&dth, detd APHoz g £48
d FHdoe ddA] & A%Y A5 M4
of 9%E ¢ Wwe AWt d3do E Adaval
& Monree(1995) % AH|zte] MEYItE 159

SRS

o & BHYZT & 7H

BEAdo] & 48 o] e 37
1 7} (higher price) FUHASE MF FHHATE M3
% 714 (equal price) FUHACE M3 FHER=E HaER g
A 7Y% (lower price) FUBAEE HE FHEYPSE HIeA] GF

2) A WA AFTel Y v AR g £49 W s o S Bt gle 358 FREHY ¥ (subjective
condition) 22, % ¥ AFTE 28 W B e 4ol 1A BY UL Wil YRE EYY A48 AW R B

#32 AbH(revealed condition) 28 TE84o AL

ZABIT H33A M2 200441 48
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AAA A (prior knowledge)ell &8 #$-5eH,
AR Ao} glom AFED S Hrksle o Ui e
A 9l SAFEE RAM 7HHEY § Aslg
2R i A=

ol’del =& AYdtd tgH 2L M 32
=&3A

M 3. Ba4el B 3%
Audsst AW FUAs AIHE
AW FREdes 1 gl A B
ol we A% FAH AR
Agudsuc 4xY Ao,

5.2.2 7k BAGe] e HYoI Fuuc
L HERIES

H Hooly siAjete] Aol e AL
Carpenter et al.(1994)9] #H Qe &4

o AEARH wfF FARRITE 53 o] A
§ ¥R o8 v g2 43 (without
revelation)ol|A} 7179l &7 dXsge AHE
2y Aotk & FHHASI WA IPUE
o #FAgol glE £4YE RE2e A¥dA g2
ZAAedzEn AsHAT. 2F A0 He F
SuPcrt wiAY AeT AdEdsEg M3
g 71540l Eotn & & & Aol

Chang & Wildt(1996, 1994)9] AzloM=
FAol hA ko] AbA o] e Aoleld 4|
Ae FAL wosted M 9EF Aojgte
AE2E U3Y A2 ole Au7tFe] HrlFelA
U 2 HFejat 1 apdEA ZAZE B Aol
Wl o] AEAE o]HE SEY U olf

g 2g § glon ATEAT o]Yo] oJAs &

616

& Zolgtx £ 4 3Uth. Urbany, Bearden &
Weilbaker(1988)eiM = #H3d FAAZ A
(exaggereated reference price)9 7§ Au|a}
o AAE JIANE EoleH EFH/} &S BA F
Atk oje AA AFY HYoly sIA B} =A
ARE 1o daMs 2HAE 7HAE AR B
Aoz ANE F 3o gFA E AFdMe
389 AT E & 5 U

et o] da e =odA E o ohg #e
W 48 AlE 7 o

7Hd 4. BN ¥ 3%
Adedert Ad FEshs AEde
Ad Zste Fasdce g gyl
7WA BdAo] 2 A5, 1t A
AE o dusdc B MsgAw,
& 7oy A tAe] AAE we A
354 @& Aot

VI. &8 2
6.1 vy

A4Y 2v A1 Y3 PP AAHAG.
et AEA Y€ 7HE®¥4E Carpenter et
al.(1994)9} Urbany et al.(1988)9] Wi&&
S&3tact s E AAAEE 53 3014
7 Aol A Pl E FAd WA 4%
¥ HE 208S g AFHPLEEANE Bd
F 9 AAstH o] dolelx] A EsAch. 28la #
& Fotd ol ZiErtE g AR, Azt

AL H33A W22 20044 49



£49 YRYN 712 Yeiyol FuEI= Kyl ojxie Ay

A% 24L& BEUAE 83l PHEEE 7]
At 95% ARl FAE gez AF
3t}. ° WYL Urbany et al.(1988)9 714
A3PPES 8¢ Aod? olF B4 FH
a7, A7MEE AFLEANSG A BodFan §
229 HUZMAQAE A AFde AAE AR
o $¥H g 3EE gueE AFHAYMY A%
7t HHE 2AREY A%

AYe HoE Y8 Suittw 4 1324 L ¥R
o2 6719 AP=zA Ao 2294 Ty @3
Aok A¥L A% SH¥SsE AR BEA
of ¥& &4, ¥e &4), (i, ¥4,
AA), ANEAM(1/2 BIE A, 1/2 HI= B
AADeld, ol A glolth. FITW 89l
Ades (g, 34, 723 F4), $478(F
B4, AEA), 21, 2, 383 Fold. 4%
ARe FFAPozA HAS Hrle ‘AP
g E AANsET 484 AAE 37 2l
co F 1003< ¥9eA sl Higudde
FeA .

6.271d 3, 42| A3 % =9
6.2.1 433] A5

3 33lol 23 49 2% 2, 33Aq AePd
AEARARE BHe] =& o2 P
AERYL 1008E 34 BR=(dd, i, 23
d Fd)o| G2 Ae] FFolt

6.2.1.1 71X ¢te] AARF RS} & 4%

FEugcse apdye] AdBA=s AUz ¢l
€ 397bs $49449M vlad F Jden a1 &
AE0l 7K #dAe] ¥& A%, JAHA gL
g214Ql 7139 (price range)WiolA 7HFo] A
e 9 239 FdEYPcrl HEY o o2
ATt B4 A3 85 glol AP Zhang
& Markman(1998) 979 dxgon EA %3
o2 foug 437t =2HU

A, Zstd FEEAsst widd o 208
ded e HaAFAeld fo 2o)E BY
tH(F(2,108)=5.87, p<0.05). 73td FguaA

(B 7) 49 71x| 23y % 4o7iol e 42l Z2(100% 28)

AgHYc | FHEdc | 23ld FEuds YA AN
7K\ sk | 1744 (higher price) | 31.51 29.84 38.65 F(2,108)=5.87, p < 0.05
#Aol | $714(equal price) | 34.92 26.36 38.97 F(2.114)=12.73, p < 0.05
¥ 3% | 474 (lower price) | 30.66 27.76 41.58 F(2,111)=20.45, p < 0.05
742 9ke) | 1744 (higher price) | 31.55 26.92 41.40 F(2,111)=11.10, p < 0.05
FHAo] | $7H(equal price) 35.18 31.13 33.69 F(2,114)=0.838, p > 0.05
22 4% | A74A (lower price) | 36.29 28.52 34.95 F(2,123)=5.54, p < 0.05

3) 28 A7 BFE 7 ARE] Al 308 HAZ FPAT £ ATFAME A AT gesie Ayl BE

o 95%A1HFNEE A

GBI H33A M2E 20044 4%
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YA - o|ZE

=(X=38.65) ¥ M3zHPF HFL A
(X=31.51)°l"d F%(X=29.84)8} o &
Aoz BTG F 9 3 B5vne HaF
A 2ol A(LSD) Axe Zstd a4
d gstd FaE Fadde Aot AT
(LSD, p<0.05), Ada 3zt Aol7t fle
Aoz EMEAHLSD, p>0.05).

23t FeBdcs) Adold g Fun FY
& 7HAE Ad A4S 7T 2ol Ashd F2EH
=7 g A3He Ao JEPRTHF(2,114)
=12.73, p<0.05). 73k FHEA=( X = 38.97)
o 3 MIHF FFL AP(X=34.92)°]
U 3 (X=26.36)Ec o & A2 ENHA
. TG Eumeldx Z3td Fun Al
Az Tzt 2]zt e WH(LSD, p<0.05),
7Z3e 393 3zt Zelrt gle Aoz |
EldtH(LSD, p>0.05).
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2733 Ao EFALEE AHSlY 39 DHASRES et 5.45 6.36
HYc B £Pand H7tE XolE HId=F Hidt 6.50 6.86
AR AU £ v9kE gA g, 6.15 6.59
. B 6.16 6.66
8% 23 A5 dAY #go| BAEH U 6.45 6.82
DHASRYE 7]& DHA $#50} 39 7hgF Bo| ##Hc} 6.40 6.14
Bi= C Hdend HA7F2 P e 43S =9 BrlsE AN 7.20 6.82
FAEE gt $f 34904 1.5g22 Fo MTE Hert 6.55 6.59
-k 6.65 6.59
1.2 F&rks AN & 71X B0 W2 AH(9HYT)
&7 2184 (alignable difference) LERE
FAg BN FA 6.15 6.36
LR e 474¢ 9 4.65 5.09
BHI= A 71& SRR 44 % g 4.80 5.23
AA 2N MAL EHFE7] 5.40 5.45
B 5.25 5.53
sdeste B3 448 AP 6.20 6.36
‘go} Yl Azo] r} 3.95 4.59
Bz B HES{EO nag gt 4.70 5.27
o3 upA 7)o Helg XAE7) 6.70 5.68
iy 5.39 5.48
AR Yol YA A EFo)A ARt 6.75 6.50
HE AF(H) Y& 9o 4.55 4.73
HYE ¢ A =72 R Faje] # = 5.90 5.41
&4A 48 £ UAE B¢ 4A® 23 6.45 5.68
B 5.91 5.58
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2.1 WiEEIks XA & JH URAMO| £2 M9 HE)

WA d7Hs 874 (nonalignable difference) s | FeEA
W 715 Al 280 He SEHAS FRFG 5.85 | 6.50
- 35 28 359 I3 Zgol BAS9 gtk 6.45 | 6.82
T ddx A& B LHIAlE Y71 712dAl 2 28715 #4 6.25 | 6.45
A A% B40l 55428 A8dc] A9 DHATRES B0, 5.45 | 6.36
37 6.00 | 6.53
23EFE B M IR $R4 3 RER 283 44 dd 5.90 | 6.82
Hae 718l 718t A7z e J)% 9 A 84 J5E =R 6.05 | 6.23
—B'“ A3 8o =% He HER AF B 6.10 | 6.50
e AR XolE HIETE o 6.50 | 6.86
B 6.14 | 6.60
49 Aad FFA7 D A31E Bo|3A 3 vl D3E 4o 6.05 | 6.95
v AR 7l Hdafidt a2 A5 S4see IS e 6.80 | 6.77
—C—‘ Z ololaZelE 7l FuFEoy £ 1Ed 5o dEEnE sid. 6.50 | 6.64
opulrAte] Il FF3AN ¥ie Fad Ax 94, 2848 0 6.40 | 6.27
Bt 6.44 | 6.66

2.2 HiAE ks XEH & 7k TEY0| S AE(9E HT)
48 27Fs 284 (nonalignable difference) A | ey
EAA Ao dgte AEd daglel ¥aeo| 6.35 | 5.59
B A3 gte] FAE Hdl gag el Aol (AL M AAE) A 6.10 | 6.64
F—A“ Afe B71Ho2 AgAZALE AAEd 6.30 | 6.41
2 $R2 geawt vehpdd 4.85 | 545
b:kis 590 | 6.02
A3A ol HAF e ZgelM Fe3ich 6.75 | 6.50
B e AF(HE) 9y "o 4.55 | 4.73
—‘B—‘ el 712 B9 Fea & wt 5.90 | 5.41
£4A 9¢ ¢ JAE S AR 2R 6.45 | 5.68
At 5.91 | 5.58
A 100% FALRE 2RI 5.70 | 6.32
Hae 24N FRAAE AA R 6.50 | 6.14
‘C“ SR 2R AR 48A1T el wgdc) 6.85 | 6.41
DHAZIS S 7|Z DHA $HEu 34 713 go] a3 6.40 | 6.14
" 6.36 | 6.25

3. BE5M(9H HT)

+%5%4 (commonality) e RS
At 105 ole] oigke] Aol 155 78 AHE3 6.70 | 7.14
Sy BstE B 11470 NS Sadle B8 9gE e 6.60 | 7.27
FE18E A 243 6.85 | 7.82
HACCPY 9J& 443 Bejdch 98 A3, 713 5 dadoad g4 34 A48 $3 #el | 6.80 | 7.32
B 6.74 | 7.39
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The Influence of Alignability and Value Relevance of
Attributes on the Effectiveness of Late Entrants’
Differentiation Strategies

Young-Won Ha* - Dong-Hun Lee**

Abstract

What kind of attributes can be more successfully utilized by late entrants to compete with
a flourishing early entrant in the market has been of keen interest to marketing practitioners
as well as to academic researchers. This research deals with the impact of attribute
alignability and value relevance on the effectiveness of the late entrant's differentiation
strategy to cope with a successful early entrant.

Zhang and Markman{1998) suggested that late entrants are better off emphasizing
alignable rather than nonalignable differences. In this research, however, we demonstrate
that the late entrant can be at an advantage over the early entrant by emphasizing
nonalignable differences as long as they have a large impact on the overall perceived value of
the product. This research also shows that the preference for the late entrant rendered by
alignable differences are attenuated when the price level is controlled for.

In this research, two experiments were conducted using a sample of college students to test
the hypotheses developed through the review of the existing literature. In Experiment 1, the
respondents preferences for of the early entrant, late entrant, and enhanced late entrant
were analyzed with a one-way ANOVA. The respondents preferred the enhanced late entrant
regardless of the attribute relevance, when the enhanced late entrant had alignable
advantages over the early entrant. However, when the enhanced late entrant had
nonalignable differences from the early entrant. respondents preference varied depending on
the relevance of the attributes. That is, when the respondents perceived that the enhanced

* Professor of Marketing. College of Business Administration, Sogang University.
** Chief Researcher, Samsung Economic Research Institute.
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late entrant had relevant nonalignable attributes, they preferred the late entrant over the
early entrant. In contrast, when the enhanced late entrant had irrelevant nonalignable
attributes, the respondents did not prefer the enhanced late entrant over the early entrant.

Experiment 2 showed that even when the enhanced late entrant has differences alignable
to the early entrant, respondents preferences change depending on relative price of the
product and the value relevance of the focal attribute. When the focal attribute was relevant,
the enhanced late entrant was preferred regardless of its relative price. However, when the
focal attribute was irrelevant, the enhanced late entrant was not preferred over the early
entrant when it had a lower price than the early entrant. The late entrant was preferred
only when it had a higher price than the early entrant.

The major contribution of this research is the clarification of the role of value relevance in
moderating the impact of attribute alignability on the effectiveness of the late entrant's
differentiation strategy. Previous research reached the conclusion that nonalignable
differences had no impact on differentiating the late entrant from the early entrant and that
having alignable differences did. This research shows that nonalignable differences does
matter when they are relevant to the evaluation of the overall values of the alternatives.

This research also offers practical implications related to the issues of alignable versus
nonalignable differences and the value relevance of the focal attribute. It is an important
strategic decision whether a late entrant should strengthen alignable attributes or unique(or
nonalignable) attributes. This research suggests that a late entrant can be better off adopting
a strategy emphasizing either alignable differences or value relevant nonalignable differences.

By controlling for relative price the late entrant compared to the early entrant, the results
of Experiment 2 offer more realistic implications. When the attributes are value relevant, the
late entrant which has alignable attributes is preferred regardless of the price level.
However, when the attributes have little value relevance, consumers prefer the enhanced late
entrant only when it is priced higher than the early entrant.

Finally, a few concerns must be taken into consideration in generalizing the results of this
study. Since the results of the current study were obtained in experimental settings,
generalization of the results to more realistic settings may be limited. Also, the use of
fictitious brands in this study might impose limitations on the applicability of the conclusions
drawn from the current experiments to the real marketplace.

Key words: alignability, value relevance, late entrants differentiation strategy, relative price.
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