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%2 71980 DANEE A2 AVERGA 2L YR, aARSEE 7IY9THE AP NE FAR &
A2 Q4] g}, ojd] wa} AAdNE 2AVEES JIAATste] BAE UFH R AT 2AVEHF
B S grdee x8E 71 gt

2 50 A7 AYY TN FAY F840) tis) F4e] RopAln It Reichheld(2003)€ 2AFAH 7%
£ £ £3AAFNPS) ke M2 AEE Avfsigon], NPSE %7t 3 Ade] go|stn 71 4stste] #d40] 743
¥ oA AR F4E A 2 ¥ AT7AE0l NPss} 719 AAA R #EE TN 2%, NPS7}
71945 FAACE FR 48S T ke 2AE TR R0z Wt
olo] M} £ A7 nANEH aAFH0| 7|4 vlXe FEE FAAWEASF(KCS) S FFEF4A(KNPS)
£ o|83j] 430z BHEYT) o8 3l 7T i nANF FA Y] 14 B op} F
B Z3E 2.
A72%, ARSI e 7G4 T WY ot rldce 98 FE ASE vehth Y $M42
B B, Au|ad vpPAe] AS /94T g a4REe] Azke @) ohet FHA AW} EAske A2
2 Jehdth YA 39 @ashe EAsA 9AD Fe4d A} EAske o2 vt 3<% 714
o] #A 40 Qi RE ARIeIN ©7] Azt ozt FEA A3t EARE A S AU

FAo: aARE, FHAY IAVEAS, €F3AAF, FHA T, olHEH, 7P
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(customer satisfaction index)Z& v|3re] ACSI
(American Customer Satisfaction Index)E ¥]

23jo] Fpe) NCSI, KCSI So] glcHelsAl, 2000).

| 979 B E ¥ =5

AB7A 8L JIY4EL nANEE ZxsuA
719799 RAVNEAGA 2L EY&gen, 1
AREeE 71949E 23 e 38T 842 <
A=} geh(o] Al &efe, 2007). o83 ol
2 dAdME 7194 2AREEE A $3)Et
o ojd $FEstn on, HfEAHY nAVEAS

o] $dA ACSI® NCSIE 34 BEx, 7]
EYA], o]FAHQ AF L Mu|x o] P
9 7137 es AEHu, KCSIE Avky wE
=, AREs, AFuege teges Add
. ol AAUFAFE AWdE da Aol
7h ey 2AREY] de FAZRE AARA
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A9 o) R 2H|FYPS FAHA|n FHHA
B7k2 B3 Yrke 4L 25Holt. gelA o

T 2AVERFE AAoA e QTR 17

o AAFelP9 & A58  de WFEA, TF
Ho2e JIJAAE 458 4 Ue AEE EE
g & Adok(elFA, 2000). ol =2} A A=
IAREA 9} 719 Hete] BAE AFTHoE
TFREoEA nAUNEZAG IS e
x3g 7] €4t Anderson et al., 1994: 1997:
2004: Yeung and Ennew, 2000: Yeung et
al., 2002).

§H, 2ua 3N FE2E aARSe A
F2A A4Hd FH (e FA)L FEFA 7)E
o g2 & 2 g EHst =,
A2 59 AFAZY 719487}ete] A ds
#Ao] EolAa M (Chevalier and Mayzlin,
2006 Dellarocas et al., 2007: Duan et al.,
2005: Godes and Mayzlin, 2004). tZch}
#HZol= Reichheld(2003)7} 24F4e] 7]¥+ &
&53A4(Net Promoter Scores: ©|3} NPS)
e A2E ARE 7laHaA 8@ Bl F
53 g _

Reichheld(2003)& 2749] Fo] 2FE 9] F
8 2, aAREEE AA 149 PFH 4
#F#A7 27| WEe 129 AP 2EEE
a7 o FsIT. 2 digtes nAe] 4
A EEFog FHYFFH & ABPES Bole A
EE 39k, o] i 33elako|chReichheld,
2003: BT HAFE, 2007). NPSt Fl&
Adste JAE A7 SRAA FAE %ol
duh} 315U 7?2 (How likely is it that you
would recommend company X to a friend or
colleague?) @ AEL 1138 = (04 ~104)
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ol - oj&E

2 5431, o] ¥ 73 HolHE ol 83o

2337 (Promoter: 1047 93 $9A)9 H&

o)A BFHA 1 (Detractor: 0~64 @A)
Hl&& ® FHsolt}, Reichheld(2003)e nAgt
Ao 4 U8 R ol da E3eta W
e ¥isf, NPSE %71 £ Zdo] $oj3a 7Y
datste] BAAgo] 7ME E2 o] HAA A H(single
most reliable indicator of a company's ability
to grow)ghe F42 Ao

2399 ole FAAMY dANA AS7NA 2
Z3 ol nAPZFo] Fonjsii= oujQlrt? 7]
AAFHE =071 AdME NPS7E f4d s
7}? ©]¢} -2 Reichheld(2003)8] tia #H7st
F3d| wt A= ol whkstn Ui, ¢
5 dFAEL NPS¢ 7|g43AHe] B8PS
A 43, NPS7} 719430 §A422 #¢
¥ %S T TAE A XAdn FF
8l%9tH(Keiningham et al., 2007: Morgan and
Rego, 2006).

#d o8 dFA7EAY NPSE Reichheld
(2003)9 F43e 2ed 71943 %S FA
Rahe 29712 o dolrt NPS 7ide] 23] §
T 2AFH0] 7194 4%E FA RX¥de
AL olshe AUZ?

ARED 2AFHL 71YAG o dj ¢
8% Adoltt. aANEE B v Frle 7]
& 1o] ojggo 2N &L F e Ed A
& & dx, aAFHL AfaAY5L 5 374
&S 7Y £ A (elfA, 2008 3%
3 HAY, 2007). ol 2F 2ARF Yol 1
Ael AFelie nAe] FRAEFo] DA Yo
9, 7199394 $942 328 + sidke 971
7t 4.
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DAED DAEHO| 7|PMlo] ojxls S HY: KCSI% KNPSE E4o=2

S TR R TR R

o]33 CSI% NPSE FAdM= ojf7} Hx
e T, o|F AYsia dA AGA A
of 3t 714U AdME Edo] o2 & U4
71990] A#AE Eol7] Y3l CSISk NPS FolA o
to] EAshe Aol ARAAAE Wile AL F
Ad g e JASAGN o}F FoF FAl
19438 & A9aFE a49cy \RE 48
s AL A 23H(marketing goals)E A%
stz ARUAAE] A% AAF /&S A3
Ful, F3Hoz ARAQ AR AxgS AL
e Fo@ 242 24837 gFo|th(Morgan
and Rego, 2007).

A 2AREA S 719 GE AFHR
e ATEE A3 71943 JoiH ATF
o] 2% WL E WIT £ AT 23U 2
AZFHo] AAZ 7| e} FHYo| E2AE B
g5 ¥ A7 AdFLE nn|gd Ao,
dZoht ook A S diezs 7A8EH 71
F79 AFA Anole] #AE P1Hez HEF
A7E PeixA] 28t Keiningham et al., 2008).

B A7dMEe o e 34 2 974
g ugez nAREF nAFAH0| 71947
njX & 98-S KCSISt KNPSE o] 83l 454
o2 BNHRaa . 53 £ =RdMe 14
wE3 nASHe] A4 F3G ol FEIA
RS EAd 22¥ Aot 7|94t A 2
AutZo] FE|lA P 4N A7 Y4FE
} 9lch(Bernhardt et al., 2000: P93 %
A, 2006: olfA &, 2008). &, ¥ AHY 2
AgiEgent ojggl #A Ade :AuwFe] E A
Aol 71943¢ 98 Fohe Ao, ndg F
A3 4A 719483 FEY %L £ Aol
o] FH L AN e nAe] FafE

ZYET #39A ®2E 2010 4%

gk opJz} vl AJHY g2 AT d¥S F
7] w&o|c}(Dellarocas et al., 2007: Duan et
al., 2008: Villanueva et al., 2008).

Reichheld(2006)& Aul24d 2 9% A
FtelneldlA NPS7t o Afside F42 @ vt
glen, olfAl 9(2008)% AKRIER nATSo|
719433 mAE FHE 4P e F &2
AFsisct. olo we £ AFoMe F7HEAS
Aoz aATNEZT F3HoFo] 7|FAT HIA
E 9%S Az, U, HTFAR FES
Zt AQEANEE HEHE Aoltt. EF CSI-NPS
EYA E4E 53 CSI% NPS7H £ 7148
3 gL JIUE 79 A Aoj7} YEAE 4
£ Ao,

Il. OI2% uiZ ¥ A7

2.1 ZREED 7|

Fornell(1992)< 71%0] 2AZEE Fo|E 2
A A%t golAA Ha, 7HFe i AR=E
333, APA YoM 7|EnAE B35, 1
e A LS FFn, AsjujdS APAY|x,
AfnAe] §Av 8 a9, 7199 onjA|
9 FHE Ada FAHAL. F, 2ANSF| ¥
2 JIIYFE 7199 B394t Eoe Aol

2y nARE 7194 e qid 279 4%
FEL o5 WA #o4 2 Y FHN 94
d 282 A ZAH(Griffin and Hauser,
1993 Ittner and Larcker, 1998: Tornow
and Wiley, 1991). Q7Atvlch ZAWNE, AR
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e e e, AT R A S T DT TR

73 50| ol AFAE0] 4¥d 7|FeE 1
ANES ZA] Z37] dRolch(e]fAlet o] F
¥, 2006).

0 d) 2FEle 29%le] SCSB(Swedish Customer
Satisfaction Barometer), 7129 ACSI 53 2
< AAPFAF7} ohd HREUA o]E FL3lq]
DAREDY 71943 BAE Z1YAQAA 79
3 @771 893 A=, SCSB ZAHA
7I9EE dAeE aANES 7] #AE
TAY Ao w2 nATEo| YA} 244
334 9%= Fr A2=2 YegrH(Anderson
et al., 1994: 1997). Edvardsson et al.(2000)
< SCSI(Swedish Customer Satisfaction Index)
£ o83l nANFo] nA2PE By opz}
7199 A48T AR 334U 4% Foe
25 93

ACSIE °|83 47X UL 5352
MVE (market value of equity)7} %25 (Ittner
and Larcker, 1998), 22 9&%7} vfZ(sales),
9ol (operating income), €°]%(net income),
fr2o]9(retained earning)3} 2 94 A|Ho|
24z} 334 9% F= A= Jehti(Yeung
and Ennew, 2000). Yeung et al.(2002)2 ACSI
7} 9919 (operating income), 2| (net income)
of 334 %S F= AT THIAYG. =T
NQRFAFE 71971 A EE o] &7 ATNA
T IARELT} 2245 BN q(Tobin's q)7F
E°kA ™ (Anderson et al., 2004), DAEA|4¢
7t 22 7192 @FEF0| $EF FA9 EEE
9 Hsigo] Adehs d7AFE0] FHHAG
(Gruca and Rego, 2005).

U9 74, e 2EE(2003)0 #FA
AV 2571 EHE3E NCSI A A 104 &
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OlFH - o|8¥

W RS R e

o AR M S e T K T e

Aste] nAREA ¢ AFHFL vlAE o

< 4oy diE fdA g Aoz
vttt Ad4e 283 (2005) F5EY3
24" KCSIE ol43id nAwEy vjEdAy
FE, 2ol E, Aol E e BAE BH
. 2 2% 7], t-1719) IAREASFA} 7|
e IBFA 9% FE Aoz Jeygd.
olf-Al¢} o] Y (2006)2 7/0d 7+ KCSIZ} 994
Hog ZAME 87T/ 71952 ddez sddlo]
B} AL A3 Ax aAnSe] 242 JY
9 944(ROA)F 7H(EVA)7L & Ut
Atk o)A HZ o] aAuEo] 7|gA ) F
A L S AL 4 AN 4FH
I Slg

AAREL FH AR (offensive effect)e FH]
A (defensive effect)E FAll ZETHRust et
al., 1995). 3487 SN e & ML
B8 FAAEE BYo2H AFnAL Fuy,
FH &3 SN E 71204 E FAAF 1A
o AL Fole &L Fo2R, FFHoz 7]
Ao J4E EolA He RoltH(AYSe} AEA,
2005: olfAek |3, 2007). o7 =<
uegt n4wEo] & 7He 7199 At Eo}
Ae AL FAsnz ofe 7MdE AAsit

7H 1: IATEI} 2355 7194837} Eot
A Ao

2.2 #31} 7|k}
ABNA FA EE AL 72 2AVEY 2

P2 gFoA g FAL 2AFL 149
A9, 2€H, A8YTd %L A= Y
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QUED DAFH0| 7|Y4sjof o]

(E 1) TAET 7|aTo| B HF 67

S5 g8 KCSI2 KNPSE 3422

a7 IAREE Sy 71943 A4 A A7y
;‘;1’::(“1’;9“1‘; 2AVEE AB2A} | 019 (Gross Profits) : A
| Ax
Anderson et SCSB ROI ¥ g(‘E;SL‘:!) x
1.(1994)
® AR = AREA
1 A3 "
A:1 ?;sg';‘},)et SCSB (394 19% ) HdujolEA
’ 494 (ROI) +
MVE(market value of
Ittner and AGSI equity) * A4
Larcker(1998) CAR(cumulative +/- Add7
abnormal returns) i
Bernhardt et ARE FA9 S S . Cross-sectional/
al. (2000) BEg JEZAL A%, A%, ¥4 H Time Series
IAFHE +
Edvardsson et o] (profit) +
SCSI PLS
al.(2000) Growth(total financial +
turnover)
Yeung and &/49019/
Ennew(2000) AcH1 &ol9)/5r0]Y ¥ il
Yeung et al. ACSI 9o + ©@<&3]9/Log-linear
(2002) 0|9 + /Square-root
et .
285(2003) NCSI N RE +/ NAEEA
A:f?;;‘g;ft ACSI Tobing| q ¥ #dvole 28
Gruca and ACSI N FEEE + HLM(Hierarchical
Rego(2005) HE5E W3 - Linear Model)
Aol v &4 4E +
aiﬁtzmm KCSI uj & 9ol & - e AEY
Aol § +
o] fr A<} ROA +
|3 (2006) Kol EVA - sddolet 29
olfAl, %A, ROA + o
8% (26505) KOS ot 1 Distributed Lag 23

# 1) +: positive, -: negative.
F 2) oA, o147 (2006)91A A% 2 3

AT H39A M2z 20104 49

283



ol A -

o SRS O R R

=724 45e] $konj(Wangenheim and Bayon,
2003), T3] 719 T 2Fd doH Fa7 9
&g doke A2 949 9477} flck(Keiningham
et al., 2008).

AE7&e] FEE AL g ARYAA
A B4, €% YR olzke FH2 1249 A
FAE G o] FoF IFHE LHk Sl
TAL 34 Ade WEFYE HANA Aege
2H Bl FrjataAd] dFS FA =9, 2
¥ JHFEF} AAA =HBA, AFde 7]
A9 #9< FUATIE 7198A el FA%
o3, 2007). EF HIoe AZNAY B4
A= FHo] ZzxH1 . FAL nAd o)
Fede 749 dEAA Fg24, 249 g
TR7E £ J199E A3t FoAA ddk(e]
A 33, 2008). o|AY FH] &F £ ¥
97b g wet Aol 71483 SloiM F
2 8Qloz A4Hn ot

agy o) @ #Yox B7stn FAR 7194
3o #AE 93 AFE vvF Hojd. 4% &
TAEL F2 934 <S HRE ABEHUYRE
A2 ez o9 #AE Yl AxE I
o 9zHidd] #F A79M Neelamegham and
Chintagunta(1999)€ A3 F3b ¥rx evjx
Fozte] BAE 4%H o2 Whoy fo% 4n

2 =&38A 283t Elberse and Eliashberg -

(2003)& F4o] ¥ ouA 49 F2g 89
92 2P e, Liu(2006)« A8d3E o
dog FA9 %(volume)o| ¥A 23X 94
233 9% Fode AT T¥AD. Duan
et al.(2005)2 F3 BHL Y2 evXx 94
A4 4FE FAT 93989 34 (valence)
< 187 g dH4E =289, Dellarocas
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oldg

S A R W e

et al.(2007)& &2 25 %¥(volume), F4
(valence), ¥4H(dispersion)< EF Pl %)
(future sales)& c|53ted §AA2z2 fo@
g T AR FANY.

Godes and Mayzlin(2004)& A&} AlA e
AN & (usenet conversation)°] B25E AHE
o 284N 9L F= AL WY AHe =
Agofe] vjXes g FF AFM Chen et
al. (2004)2 FA9 FAe] Hujo] F&2 FA
%t o2 EAsgoY fA1E doHE o] 83
Chevalier and Mayzlin(2006)2 T2 %<
Z7te Age 24e B FUAAGE 2R
=239

oJHE 7|& dFEL AT 794 AE Hel7
A AEE Aot 93k, TVARE, A A
A 57 2L 498 ARE HdFtE nele F2 &
gl FAEEL qaoz AfcdE A 3
o, B§ 7194 d4s gz ARE 59
T AAARE AHStq 719 AFAA Aet
AZANFNA Resict. wety A 719433
WAE Lusky] AeiMe e 4dS dEe
2 7AEEH 7199 AFAHQ 4ete] #AE A
E3h= o] Ya3slth(Keiningham et al., 2008).

A2t nAVFA5 tlgshe NPSY %
o2 J|GAYNN nAFHAT 7194 BAE
818 & SIA =tk Morgan and Rego(2006)&
6702 71943} W<=( Tobin’s Q, net operating
cash flows, total shareholder return, annual
sales growth, gross margin, market share)
o] ti@ £33 (Net promoter)¥] €9 9FHS ¥
Aslg ot £33 &L o8 7Y TES 5
4 F4 g+ Aoz Yehdtt. Keiningham
et al.(2007)& 3§, F42, FHUA, B2
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D2ARHED} DAEH0| Z|M Dol ojAls SeH Y KCSI® KNPSE Sde=

L e TR TS il

SR A e

(F 2) 787 7|gidajol ust d3AF

A2k 724 E3uy 71943 8¢ A A
4 1 SUR(Seemingly
(e ety | £4U AR ANE TVAXNE + Unrelated
LR Regression)
D“fz';}g;)a‘- eal 2B rou A 49 + YR 23
Liu(2006) AA® 2 ghx ou A 49 + 3AEY
Dellarocas et
1 2% MAQH A 0 A
al.(2007) 22l 2§ ks o 3 & 429 + vy
Villanueva et al. | ¥328HH 73 VAR
i ' i T log-in 84 + (Vector Auto
(2008) Ad Re .
gression)
Ghevalier and | gz 3 A 13 - EEEELE
Mayzlin(2006) =
Tobin's Q n.s.
Net operating cash flows n.s.
Morgan and Net Promoter Total shareholder return n.s. I}Q}M
Rego(20086) (proportion) Annual sales growth n.s. &
Gross margin n.s.
market share n.s.
Keiningham et — W 2
al. (2007) NPS 7ol A s} +/n.s. AREH

) +: positive, - negative, n.s.: not significant.

g, $4 AAES U 3AURS 2 =29
A5t 99 4iHQ H3}(relative change in
revenue) %] F#{AE EHd9oY ¥l
ATt NPS7F ©r& A E8dl vl& FadA7t =4
veiger, g dFdMe L33 dddAt
SAG 23AHQA FRBA} EAde AL 4
Eistct. o]E2 AFEA ZH#E F3 NPS7} 7
A3}t 71 #™o] 2 AEEe Reichheld
(2003)9 #3434 @2 NPSY +H4E F3E
T 2AE 34 g IR,

AT H39H M22 20104 49

o] 47t NPSE °|4% 71dAde a7
£ AdMe 997t 2 Morgan and Rego
(2006)914 AHE3H <54H| &2 Reichheld(2003)
7} Ak NPSS} Al4bgo] 4ol3t, Keiningham
et al.(2007)2 7194 WS NPS9te] 2%
FAATE T4 A7 Ao oA NPS
9 71443} & 2371429 B+ Reichheld
(2003)8] 43 BE wjx =0, A 719483
o 33EQA BA diF JEHY 2AE T
34 Rk sloh
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Ol - ol &H

] N S TR ST T W R

TAL AFo Y FRE Y5de F8F o
Aolry, Q1 7t ARl 270 YA, A
F971¢ Fol2R e F2% 92 v]AHGrewal
et al. 2003). &, &FId Aul2d #F g3}
7t BETE AEd A FRE Y53 Ao
BolAA =1, ol AR oA A 719 wf
22 o]t 7198 ¥cHGodes and Mayzlin,
2004). Wty nAe FAFPo] ¥SFEF 7Y
e oldda & 4 gg. B dFdNe o
=9 7MS AFstn, MFE e E SR8
ZI9AH A FAR 19 Te] BAE HFen
i

M8 20 2 A9 go] ¥245 7194
¥obd Aeltt.

2.3 TAED DAFH| SEfY Y

IARET 7G4 e AP B ATFEL F=
3719 2ARELIL 3719 71448 T %S &
ga 5t AEH 23 (current effect model)
E= FH3d 2Y(static model)S T
azu sHAE 852 dA) ok ol vl £
8% 9L XA HEd, o] 35 oHE EF
o] Fe§3 A} (dynamic effect) TE o] ¥aH}
(carryover effect £+ lagged effect)S 7Hth
ga gt weld uiAY BFo] AREL ofyz}
oo 80 JFE njATA o)o o AFE
7130 ZA Hrlslof sloz A Fo] A3
€ %718 0 o] F¥3 2slo} THLeeflang
et al., 2000; °] Al 9, 2008).

DARET 71 A9 FATFH ol
A ol FHY ARE FEY Ex HHHo=

286

A A Ty

e R R s e T e ¢ -

223 dFE0] U Bernhardt et al.(2000)
< Y AN E 24TEHY 719437} Bl
AT oA AHe] uAvIETe] wWage @ A
He 71943 sl 334 9%e Fou
sttt A9k ZAEH(2005)L 27lde 24
wEe xR EASA FATE t-1, t-27]9
1 REo] B7]9] vjEo|dFe| FAHoE {9
T 4TS FoZN AURF o|YAHYI} ZAF
g At 23y o] Ane nAEe] 37
@3 A e AYusz AEE AR
e Fed ARE Az WIdFPda Bole
ofdch. ZY3 FEA(2006) AAYAZA B
P2 o] 23] 53 do nYnEo] F #He] nAZ
Ao 334 %S Fu, 2 d9 24FHx
7t Balst vlEle) 71geiE el Ao FHH
¥ T A2 U oAl 9(2008)&
1AEo] 7|99 AT Ao FHA ¥
Fo, 1 &3y} A we} adde AL §
M=

A =3 ule} o] uATEL FAAI}
FH ERE e F, o nANEE Yehid
4L 7L 53 e aA4se FujE 2244
4 7 gon, AfH PFL Borlx gt o
A FolEES nAUFY FY AT o] F
od & SIAT, o] WEF A|Y o]Fe] HA
A71% . ol ;ATUZFC] 7P mlAE
FEFL AAE 5 A P 3719 7Y
Ae 3719 nAURET B ope FAg 1
AREZE JFS Wete AL udg. o
24 o9 M 43,

7H 3: IAREEE 7G4 FHAH TS
Z Aot

ZYEAT M39A M2% 20104 48



L= DHEHo| 7|g4ajol ojXls SEHH FE: KCSIt KNPSE S22

o R R N T TR A

3719 2AFAL 718 ofe} o] F AlAd
A g 2uAEY FuE FEA9A 9. 93}
Arejel A%, 93 ¥ AAME 7199 vAdE
g5 8% 482 s 0, 2459 7HE

< F2 939 22 FEAY FHA BF 2
A 71} $8% 890H(De Vany and
Walls, 1999). 93} AL 438 & ¥ 3
25 7 Ho, FHS e aHEL 2L A
A EE o AAdA 93tE #FsHA €9 &
g 7A B 43 AT e LA A
o] Age] wet ol &Fo] FojEA €%
(Dellarocas et al., 2007). ol 23 37|19
719483 A B9 oz A9 nAEY F
Aol 93] IS et AL v, mehA
2ARED nEIA 2 FHF 4] FHA &3
£ Zetda ¥ 4 500

3PS dBez A9 FHA EHE HF
& Duan et al.(2008)] w=2W Fd AH3} 3
A NS FAL 8 AAHY FYd FHAD 9
< F9, 2 d¥o] AR w A 4%
&9}, Dellarocas et al.(2007)& iirge
ol g3te] el AgAt 2Rt ml 43 £
8% 23 299< vt

Villanueva et al. (2008)2 v}A® &%< 5
3 FEF 14 (5F43) 71X o & 9%
< Fe i, A2 53 gud AL 7149
ANA(FAA) 7HAd F wf o] ZA 7@t
1 FRRAY. F AFoIY Hula FAAHA
€ 43, Z2eA 33 Ze vAY ¥F° F8
AT FARF S 2HAES A FulE FAs)
o, 23 AFY ALY 3L f=dA He
Aol

oJAY FAL 5 mAo| A9 FulRPE

HASAT M397 22 20104 48

R T RN R P A e S T N

S S T S N A G ) o

eloA Agde] te nAEe] FujoAlER
e Foe FoH 2 o9& Z+E=tH(Brown et
al.,, 2007). 74 FAAEL FAE AT A
Aol TR S sV|= 3, 2 o|Fd FHIE
7T . EF o8 YA A WA} H
o, & ASAA AT TN IFF
o2 719 ARE =04 drt. o|FR 149
FAGA 719480 vlH e Fgo] B0 B
e Ao ojet AjAE T 9% Foe AL
A% 4 Ao, wEby FHF A 71Tl
FHAA 9FE £ Aolgke ooy 7S A%
it

7H 4: 3AFANGL 7|90 FHA 9%

< Aod,

l. 728 U MFEY

3.1 o2y

g AFdAE o4 JME AZFs] 98l of
g 2L 28 ¢ Ed2 BN aA I CSLE
tAEY £37149 RS n s, ¢ & 7]
dnetn & 9, A9 nAWZFo] T8 A9
& Ze 2¥L U2 (4 DI Zo| £ & o
o] BY L tAH9 FLHUS o] A SPWS
#E9 715He dE&dde AL vt olg
Zo] AlAe] Zol7t 73 P2 A A S
£ FIAAEERY (infinite distributed lag
model) o]t 3z, £FF 7| N o3 dN
A AF o, =022 7H3HA HE FIAAEER
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¥ (finite distributed lag model)°] ¥THGujarati,
2003).

¥ = ag+6,CSL +B,CSL_, +B,C8_,+ -+,

=au+iﬁiCSL"i+ul 1)

where
v tAAe TS A
csl, : tAAY aAREE
u, QA8

ay (A D Zo] 4FE FH4 2L %
7 FHoA 4 o< Z2 Ao 24T
Zx9 34 F(lagged term)FAN B HE =2
Yo A ZAAHF 39, B 59 FA #
< 23d I BF AT F59 EA7L 2
AVedt7]) dEgeltt. £ 3 go] BolATF
Agdsztel O34 RA7 28" 7HeAel
%t (Leeflang et al., 2000). @ty ol & &
AR L A2 3 B AFeMe (4 2)9 2
o] nARZFe| FIs} AZle] wet AFHoz Z
28tE 7184 2Hgeometric lag) ¥ < AAEA
H(Koyck 1954).

Y, = ay+ByCSL + BA CSI, +ﬁ0’\aaﬁ;-2
F) *12)

where £, >0, 0<A<1
A 2 24REY #A gE 3] 71 3
£, °]2 Koyck(1954) ¥&s}H (4 3)3 2o

443t A2 4 dH(Gujarati, 2003). °|& 93l
A4 (4 2) 1714 (t-1)22 dlx, old A& F
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OIFA - Ol &®

L F T T T s 5 e

3t (4 DolA = (4 3)E 4& 4 Yo

Yy = ag(1=X) +My_; + By CSE 4, — My
(4] 3)

oq71eA, gtk B4 A7F FAHLE frofsitd,
IAREFL 7144 FeHAA ¥ T &
4 e}, old] ¥ gk By A7 BAFHLE £
o&2 god, (4 3)2 23719 nARZHo| 37|
o 719430 %S Fon Be FEHA 2
(static model)°] B Aot}

AAFARY A NS FIT ML
2 $AstaA ot gepd a43A 2P L ol
2

Y =%1=X)+X\"yy +8&NPS, + v, — X',
(A 4)

where
NPS, : 189 99 £38A%

£ d723E =435 (ad D 24
3.2 wigo| =AA Heo| gl AEsEluy

Aotd 239 AZFEAS 98 £ dToMe
AAREA S} £FAAFE 47 FEFERIAA
¥ (KMAC)S KCSI% KNPSE ] &3iitt.

KCSIE T AF 2 Aulzd did nAe] o
ZEx $£F¢ 236 43NN A wS T
Z5E B AFo|U Huj2E AFstx, 7
2 71949 dA A E s, 129 T
< FZalv] &5 #E A9 2 719 AAY F

AT K397 H2% 20104 48



D2PIE DAFHo| 7|AMof ojxl= S FY: KCSI% KNPSE

e e A N e R

Sdez

e gvahs] [ourile s i

[22580-1)

EPEaD

l_ Koyck B1&t

(a8 1) 9728

A3 aARERY AFTHE AT IZARE A
Fohed ARES D Sl FEAEQ 2AREE(KCS])
£ @A AHEEln e AFE/ Az g AN
NET(40%), 84 BEZ(40%), ATAAFE
(20%) 2% ¥ AFold. Ay BvEe
3 AE/Mu| 20 g3 AutAoz ol Hx gt
Z3leA2 B AR d& H¢ 953, ¢
Zgc}d] 29 TOP 29 ¥|golth. 84 WER
E A%84 TOP 29 AA /5B a#ez 4 A
2azxel TOP 28|83 &3 AF84e F8EE
FE AL T Aot A714 MFLL9 FRE
E AuHy nEroe] JuAFE ALdstd dEE
2 FHozA deg. ATUYFELS dF AF/
AE| 28 FF AFU(] ) 9FS 2 2 &
g TOP 2u] &2 AHE-goh(o] A1, 2000).
KNPSE W9 Z Ad AF =& Mu|2E
AQs] & nAo] o] g AgdA vkt 34
dnA sheA 1 oF F=E ZARRI A5
Aoltt. &, 710l Bfsln e AFAA FA
&S AW FA A9 v &AM FHo] HFHo]
A e nAH &L A ‘FRAnAN LS £33

BT 539A H2% 20104 48

£ 7ideltt. KNPSE ERIFAYFE 2= T4
Az g AFFA(6~TH)E $9T &7
Aol v &3} HFH(1~4%)S THT THA
v &3o] & F3 Ar2€ct. KNPSE 2007d%€
AF3ate FAHo2 HRHT UG

71943 AE2E FAI)YE(ROA)S A3t
At FAHato| &L AR R E TFEA ¥
A2 t o] ES Hrks Aoz (£09/
&) x(i) & /FAH o2 AitEr] wEe] o
20|98 ¥¥stu glo eHARAAZR ou|r}
Ak 530 cH(AASeF 2EA, 2005).

N9EARFREE 7199 o], BAE F, 37
of (o] A} ©|1F ™, 2006), 7197 =(Luo and
Homburg, 2007)& AH&3I%T. 7199 vel€ 8
2 ZAEAA 7199 AYHAEE 4 7199 Yol
2 AR89 71dvele dddT oL 719
golg o] 2oM HPAEE 32 ¥, KCSI 2
KNPS ZAlAEoA 7199 HPAES A3 &
ojt},

HAE $E Morgan and Rego(2006)°14 A}
43 segment® ol d¥dhe MFEA, ZE 7|
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BT

2 ddez BA=SFE vosp)rl 357 o
of dAEFEA KCSI 2 KNPS ZAHA =]
& A8, KCSISH KNPSE Al Eolu} Ay
2 B9 2AREHSFE AEse A, 7194
I 53 AFolv Auj27t opd Z]gA ko] F3t
B2 233 g2ty 7199 4%, AFolu
e 27t 2 A Z97t diEoly, o]2F A
Folu Mu|x FHE|nE] $7F B ARt 2
FHe glemg ol ARE FAd ol F}. o
of me} £ AFoME KCSI 2 KNPS A U4
719 FM 5% AR gL 71 AE E A
H| 29| 7|4 AHESISIT

A5 KIS-Value Hlo|E{#]o] AZ o] §-38}o
f7tedolyd 225 AR 33=H A 7de
2% 719, 234 %L 7L HAF Vges ¢
TG, A 7199 61%7F 43719 A
o2 v,

Z19TRE log(FHY F)2 2FF o8 o3}
Hoo, YUY T KIS-Value Ho|EHo]AS
3 P84
et AFENS AT FFRY e oo 2o

A4
i

(£ Y)
ROA, = ag(1— ) + A\RROA,_, + B,KCSL, + a,num,
+asage, + ajlisted, + a,size, +¢, (4 5)

(2AF32Y)

ol%A - ol &

W e

ROA, =7,(1=X') +X ROA,_, +§,KNPS, +~,num,

+mage, +listed, +y,size, +v, (4] 6)

where
ROA, : tAN7A9 7199 ROA
KCSI, : tAAY 7199 aAwERS$(KCSI)
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KNPS,: tA139 7199 €382 % (KNPS)

age, 1 tAIAY 7199 Yol

num, :t A9 7|99 BA=e] &

listed, : tA1 9] 71%09] AR (33 1, W33 0)
DAY 719 AR

€ =u,—Au,_,

size,

’
v, =y, — Ay,

3.3 2k

g dFdMe delee d#4E 918l KCsig
KNPS ¥ A+ 25 AFAEo] 7H53 2001~
20074 7A€ 471ke 2 4§, KNPS
o 7% 2007d%H AF3jsid FAHoE IR
32 Jlou, ERIFHYF g 3L 200193
FH o|FA g7] f&el, o]A 7|3t disiN=
FYE A S A 83l KNPSE A&sigld

gty 20079 7lEeE #EdE JQERS
AUz Agten], 7149 AFA Hihd 7}
X dzo] oA F1YLe AYsict. =¥ 494
g%, ATz R AN ¥ Sl e 9w
IGET ol FEUFE EHUA A3t
A%, EF 7199 A5 £ oY AGAE &
g - B8E Aole d43 AHL JEez T
7199] dojel & Aeaon, & 7o 48 A
9 4FA A BFde VYA EE Y
Al ALt AFHoE o ALE AR
€ 5370 4F9 1427) 71922 F #3A = 993
Meltt. o] ¥FES] 7|2FAFL (F 3 A
A8t

AAHSAT 393 M22 20104 4%



AR} 2AFHo| ZIiMat] ojxlE S Y KCSISt KNPSE Sd28

S R e ET A ma e B

(& 3) A48 grEe 7|=84-

L B EZ93 Hag A9z
ROA 4.92 8.55 -83.75 57.83
KCSI 55.23 8.03 27.51 74.91
KNPS 3.56 15.51 -51.2 414
714ve] (Age) 32.78 16.84 0 i
BYA= £(Num) 2.52 2.50 1 9
7197 2.(Size) 3.25 0.68 1.46 4.93
V. BT 37149 BN Blsiok B, 19EL 2A
ghEo)| i3t A Ak old] wel FAdok & A
olck(e] Al 9, 2008). 7199 TREHL JE
4.1 71AE Ye BA¥S FAE HAT 471 2248 A

239 BNARE (E 4)d AASAT. 2%
2L KCSIE BARTE AT 1A4UER
Fo|v}, 1AFHRYL KNPSE #4 SHPdis=
AT 23| FANAY FEA57 A9
2 AHSE 3$9e Durbin-Watson 3] #
og Z7 84 g2A o] Afde 13 A7 d#
9 EAAF-E ARk sh=Hl, o|9 Durbin-t¥
AFS AR ZAAF o]FF, 1997). Durbin-t
HAES 9T 29, 1AVNEZRYH 1AFHRY
BT 1% Aol EASA e oz Ug
U 230] g133He A0 ¢ AU

AARERY FPARE B /|G 7
719) AVEZETE IFFA %S F= o=
- yUey 7H 10] AAHRY. £ FHE RS
F¥3h= ROAn°l BARSZ ®oAshA vehd
7Hd 3] AAE L EAE F AU ol 24T
Zx7t 71943 334 9L Fu, EF F
g9 £3E Feve AL U Ao o
g nAREe] fie FEHHos| wid Ed

ZHBT H39A H22 20104 48

3957t edHA F25E, FAALTE 71
At 28 Aeg Jeigd. a8y JgiRe
71943 FAALE FAAT ¥ FA ¥v
o2 YesT.

AAFARY ] FHAARE B4, 71948 F ] F
719] F3¥o] 3BAY 9FE F= A2 Y
et 7Hd 271 AAH%Y. £ FHA A9E
#3l= ROA-1°] TAALE FYstAl Yt 7t
A g AXES 89 + 4. ol 249 F
Holgo] 714 IHAY %L Fu, Y
FHAA A3E Zede A 45k Aoqq.
£ d7€] Z3k= NPS7H 71948 3st #dAe] itk
3 F4% Morgan and Rego(2006)3# Keiningham
et al.(2007)¢] Z7e} Autd, & 479 4%
Y Zde 34335 71947 334 34
of dig o]AY 2AE AA e 2FHEA, 14
g Bk ohel Ao FAFA 714 AY o
e vjAe F8% 89S A5 Aod. 2
AEe] s} npA7IA R AP B3 FA
FHALE Yegr] wEd 7|de nAe] FH2
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Ol - oj&i"

b e B e T D e

(& 4) CSI%t NPS7t 7Iddujoll ojxj= ST 24

Agds IARERY 1AFHEY
5 -4.5381** -0.4807
ROA:1 0.3761*** 0.3692"**

KCSI 0.0932***

KNPS 0.0734***
Bc 0.4680"** 0.4704***
719 Yol -0.0350** -0.0134"
K bk 1.9001°*** 1.9812***
719 = 0.1876 0.2698
R-square 0.2574 0.2731

AIC 6291.61 6460.45
Durbin-t -1.1585 -0.9674
F) 0, %t e A R4 E 1%, 5%. 10%01A4 el #E ojr| @t

714 BN A2shok @ Relet. 99 2
$842 Ushle BANSE 2ARERYR o}
W2 BA= 471 BE4E, 4YAET 29
97 4248, H19Y 4% 94w
Aoz vehgos slafEE A4 $AA
o2 f9¥ 9% 4 ¥ Aoz yeyn?

2ARED 2ARAE 2S94 913
o e ohje SHHY 9P T Aoz
gt ol ¥ 0 B JIg4%e Fad
7olg Yrke AL guidth 23 33 A
29, 71945 98 5 2Y9 ARYaHE 2
Aol7} UEIA gske. Wb CSIsH NPSe]
L4 dg eAe Fenis, AYgYHE Eol
7 daME 2AREE P3ee ohld 249

FRE AN e RAo] gedda € F Sl

(28 2)& 99 #4243 E EdZ 719439
g 2RI 3AFH] FEHA A WS
A3 Zolg. 139 X2 #A9 A (lag)
< oujgke oz, 00 37§ YuiEH, 12
t-1438E 9l afe Y& 71943 o
§ CSIst NPS9| AHE 715 & onidch. 19
of Jehd vig} Zo] nARZe] FeA A= A
FHoE Ztadle 1 AL 47] o|Fde A9
ez FYste Ao vyt ok aARF
9 £ A o] 7194 3HAY YL F
3, ol T4 Ayt AFHez Fagne
7M€ AAEA . (ad DT & F AR
o] 47] o|A AHe nARZe] #A9 7IHAH

1) & AR ojzel w2} o)A (outlier) & AES], & 6719 MAE AAsn BHE 23 2AVFRYIME ROA-S AT
7} 0.4438, KOSI®) A47} 0.071322 yehston), aAsd23oME ROAS A47E 0.4361, KNPSY 571 0.07342 @
Az} 7187)€ i Fopgen], ol 7)&vlE A% FRIRG. Y o 3AE AANA g2 ENEsG AT R
A, Wl Aok glo} A dlolElg o] §3l] EAHY ZAE AR
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DeIED} DAFHo| 7|HMe] ojxlE SEAX FE: KCSIt KNPSE Fdo=2

KCSI_ROA

01

oo 1A
A
oo |\

0.02

KNPS_ROA

0.1

0.08

il
i |\

0.02

(3% 2) D2okEn} DMl SEfH Bt

o] vlxE 9% vl & + Ao
24| FHY H3 A AFHeE FHas
1 Z37} 47] olFele A9 ez e AL
2 Ueigt. ol o3 7o A< 71994
o] AL IFE F, olHT FHAH A}
ARt wet A5A o R ZHadthe 7P AAIske
Zfoldt, 47] o|d Al FHFo] FA 71
A3t wlX e G vjsda & & gl

4.2 Mdd B4

F7HHez £ dAFdMe AdEz aAREs
2AFA0] 71943 vlAE 9% EAFHExn
A @k, ol A% o] 3 H(2006) AHl2de B
+ 2A4RFo] 714719 vjAE FFo] Axl
vlg o 3A vehdue AEHE F3 Al
w2t aAREo] 7194 T vlAle FFHe] Aol
7t 952 BA4FAth. EF, Reichheld(2006)¢]
H2 NPSE AMu|24Fe 4+ A9 ZE AW
of A87bs AT AxA9 4+ NPSE AH&¥

F e Aol AdAHolgn . 53] NPSe
andd 2 RS g Pt EAR F e
Alo] Agsjof shed, 7 ARAE, AFA,
A3E 5 ASAY AHE 2 2HA B3Rl EAs
£ Aol F4she Aol EFAon gl 9
E 9% WidAe F393% 719439t 33
A A7} EASA FE FE U2 AR

oo we £ AFdME AH|x, WFA, W
FA AR 7143 dig nAREa} 24
o) Fejd AT} Aozt YA€ B Bk
. ol Agd 1ATFe FHE Ayt S
& gz AFF o] A <(2008) B+ FAo]
71% 3t}

A, Z4ze] Aol dis 2ABFASI} 71
Ao e 9% FAT A (F 59 Al
AlEo] Stk Durbin-t@te] AMul29 WAl
£ #95HA @A JeRt 13 z71dde] EAlst
A oy vy FAdME 13 A7 3RBA} &
Aste Aoz vt ? Aulx Aeist w7
Al E 2719 mATEo| 7|4 FHA

2) 2ANZI 719093 ¥4l lolA, vl TAY AF 14 Ar)dRe] EAde Ao deigtor aARAR /198 4% Y

T 4EE /AP fel 24Z23E a2 A

AU H3oA M2% 20104 4%
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ol | - olH@

TR e

(E 5) DHYF0| 7|dMnjol| njxl= Seis Ag

R T —

Agus 1ARZeY A8 2 A Bl 74
i -4.5381** -4.3122° -4.8338 -7.0250
ROA:-1 0.3761*** 0.5090*** 0.2728** 0.3502***
KCSI 0.0932*** 0.1403*** 0.1114 0.1077*
HYE 4 0.4680*** 0.3718 0.5076** 0.6345***
719 Yol -0.0350** -0.0317 -0.0910* 0.0108
AR 1.9001*** 1.0329 4.9190*** 0.8163
719 F= 0.1876 -0.0905 0.1181 0.1648
R-square 0.2574 0.3290 0.2836 0.2226
AIC 6291.61 2078.91 1980.83 2185.55
Durbin-t -1.1585 -0.0169 -1.2252 -1.7205*

F) 00 e AR RAFE 1%, 5%, 10%904 Fel e ojv gt

A 9FE F= AoE Yeigoy YA Al
He BARLE o8 9% FA g Ao
veigd, 249Ee] FHEA 9% Jehle
ROA1& B2E AdA FAASE foldA 3
BAA 9L FE Aoz Yehd dFq AU
o] A9 nAREFo] Al 7|PH T FFAA
%S F2 AT AU

24ZH0] 7|gATe vlAEe TS AgjE=
A A3e (X 6)o AASAT. Mu|&, U7
A, HRTA A 2RA 2719l NPS7t 719
A 3EAQ 9% FE AoE YgyT ®
& NPS9 Fe3Q 9% Jele ROA-19A
ZE MM EAAoZ ol 2HAQ 9%
€ FE Aoz et AT ohe} HAY 1
Aol dA9 7194 FPAA %L £
a5 g 9% A9 45 NPSe &drt
AgAY Aolgte Reichheld(2006)9 F3te
g2 & dFdMEe 2E AidA NPS, F 14
F3Ho] 22 Jehln i, £ YA A
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+ 24REEE 14FHo] JYAHE FA
et o F8%E #AE & Qo e T
3717 27 o] wEF Ao AFvjz A
A" e de 498 Azle] 28€90. v, gF
Ao hPFnAFHL F2 Fujealr} B 1AE
< HE22 o|fojA]7] WEe] nAS 3
1A4FH0| 7194834 vXE 9FF| ¢ ¥
¥ 4 3o

(29 3)& AAEZ 7443 vlXe nAw
3 243 FH4 EHE =43 Aol
Aulx AQje] A% nAvREd 3oy BF A
FHo g ztasdle 1 A} 71FEE A9 02
2 F3e o2 Uegn. meby Aujx 4]
9 A% 371 ojd9 nARE F nAFH e FPo]
A9 71948 e v 9% vrgda &
F A4

WA BlFAE 7R 2 aARE} F
Ay 2R AFFHoE ZHasie 1 AHsL 37
olFdE A9 022 FyH}E Aoz Yeht o

AHEAT H39H H22 20104 4%



. T

N

DARED DASHO| 7IYMTtol ojxl= SeiE P KCSI% KNPSE Sio=

(Z 6) nA4FHo| 7|gynioll ojxl= Sy S

T

kil AAFHLY A2 W74 v A
T -0.4807 -1.1960 1.7794 -0.3181
ROA(t-1) 0.3692*** 0.5010*** 0.2410*** 0.3409***
KNPS 0.0734"** 0.0584** 0.1197*** 0.0624**
BJc + 0.4704*** -0.2179 0.5125** 0.6725"***
719 ol -0.0134° -0.0326 -0.1039** 0.0101
CE iR 1.9812*** 1.3224° 4.4757*** 1.0680
719 T 0.2698 0.5207 0.1498 0.0115
R-square 0.2731 0.3168 0.3063 0.2280

AIC 6460.45 2253.68 1952.94 2230.27
Durbin-t -0.9674 0.0094 -0.9059 -1.3516

F) 0 e B RA5E 1%, 5%, 10%04 #AE Suj@dt

E 4] 94A] 37] ojA9 nARE 9 nA4FH
go| HAS] 7194 v FYHL nu|FS
$AE & ot 7M & 7HA FrEE AL
W7Ae 34 8719 nAwRSe] 3719 7194
o s 9%l FAHLE fofF AR Y
EtA] gdskhs Aot webd ol d A4
of F9J& 71&qck & otk BF TV AFA
o 22 WA AFY 25 AFY FuleEF
7b v A Aula FF vlE 27] g, o
Ao] W& A B/t o A Fei=
A2571e °o|¥HGustafsson and Johnson,
2002). =epd WFAe] 34 3719 aAgFo|
2719 FejgFos dAs ] 37 7194 o
S Frle oF7] Wi € $42H7} €633
gx &+ o

4.3 CSI-NPS oiEZ|A £4

go) 24ARE B4 AVE 2R BT

HHSAT x39A H2% 20104 48

71943 88 ded S A £ . &
9] EMJME CSI¢®t NPSY tF344d EA=
A3 F ¥FE A E4A e X2 44 ¥
e Yoz BN/ HdEd F A5 F
q&9je] 2218 wel7lE oldd. ojd ma} 31
Hog CSI-NPS "lE¥g2 ¥HE %3 CSIg
NPS7F &2 7I9E5 3 71959 AfAlE
AZstnA @}, o] $j8l CSI% NPSY Bt
< 71F22 (a¥ 49 2] 7IdEST 4 40
o 2§ EFs ol 1FE o 7194w
7t $AALE T Ho|E YA E £43}
At

AA, BN g4 A4 JI9ES ddes aF ¢
ROAE v|a@ A3, 1FE=2 ROAZH #9§ Alo]
7k € Aoz Jeyt. NPS$ CSI7 25 ¥
€ I§1°] ROAZE 7H} & Ao Yoy,
CSIE ¥A U NPS7} £& 1§ 49 NPSE 24
gt CSI7} & 2§70l ROAZ 2 o] & Ho|
A eskch. NPS9} CSIF BF @e 1§34 &
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KCSI_ROA KNPS_RO
15— al
014 E 3
012 A\—— 048
o1 5 .
\ 0£”I
008
0o * “N'i\ <
oo e 53 \\
= N ek I TN = S ) e Y S~ J T
g 143 ¥ 5§ % ¢ 1 2 3 4 5 & 7 3 9
KCSI_ROA KNPS_RO
012 014
01 012 @
> o X
8 008
005 by \
o o \
-
002 Q02
o4 G """_!-_:M—._I_.—._—.-—.-'—‘"'l
0T gl gatier g ey 1y
KCSI_ROA KNPS_RO
012 01
a1 Q\ 008
008

a0
o0
oo

008 ‘\\
0.4 \
002

(38 3) vt olgant

3 71959 ROAZE 7MY @& 222 gyt  ggtou 1§38 & 2§d FARLE f9F
(Group1>Group4d =Group2>Group3). ©j&g 2 z}o]& Yehlidich. w2k KNPSH KCSI 25
§219] olE Bk 7AFR Felsly] Y8l §71  wAY ok shEE ¥& aFL JIdATY 2
(Tukey) o2 th5H 2 (Multiple comparison) o] & UehA] oy F AF 25 ¥ 1§
BAE £33 248, 2§1, 2§2, 2§49 4 AF 719483 voa & 4 Qi

E 5% FAFEAM BAAQY Aolg JehiA A2 714ES dHSE OF T ROAE ¥
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DAY DHFHo| J|YMDlof ojxls ESehE PY: KCSI KNPSE S4o=

Group 1

Group 4

High
Group 2
csl
Group 3
Low
Low

High

NPS

(328 4) CSI-NPS oiEg|A

g A3z 9A FAHSR FoF A7t Y Ao
vehdth Aul2 AY4FAME ‘Group2)Groupl
>Group4>Group3'e] £22 ROAZ} £& L2
velt, 7719 dF3#4243, 2§13 282
a2§1% 284, 2§37 1849 F 2§ Ble
74zt aolg JeplA FAT, 2§1% 183, 3
§29% 3, 2§29 4€ A7t de ALE ey
o B3 FE HF& MH2 AFdME NPS
B} CSI7F & 2§ 29 ROAZE 7V¢ A
EthE Aold. NPSE AT CSIZF #e 1%
49 7$E ROAZL 718 R 222 Yehd A
H& 7198 2AFAFE S5 94 1
Atz o &g 7] &dol TS AARFL
o Aul2Ag]e BE i) & 9T
7h gAgsis, AuAzt AY AYshe A4t A
Folo(o]fAl, 2008). wetd FHo] BLdirin
dlejete o] Al Fujabol A TESEA]
oy wtEFvle BAEA] Feve FE B A,
A2 71482 71948 £017] H3 43
2 A4S BEAFE =8-S 7]EAqoF & Ao

AGStd x39A 2% 20104 48

WA 7IdEY #4230 1§ F ROA
7t BAACE §9F AolE Yehln S &
Asiglch. NPS/F £& I§49 %3le 7Ided
ROAVI 7H% &€& 2102 Jeiten, 21 g5
CSIst NPS7} B &2 aF14 43k 7|989
ROAZ} ¥& 722 Ueptth(Groupd>Groupl>
Group2>Group3). %718 ds£4243%, 21§1
3} 4, 2829 3 Pl Aol gt g1
283, 2§38 2849 §AF A7t EA
3te ez Ygyd. uFAY 35 AeA, 7t
AAE 53 22 28 ¢ FuF17 2 A Fol
gEel7] o] nAEL Folo] ¥A B 3
BE £330 A5e 26§ | =, 2A4E9
a2 Foj3Fo s A4l o HGustafsson
and Johnson, 2002). °|& WTAdA nATZ
o] Ao vjxe G 371 A7t FostA &
A depd g9 ENZFME 8AF F 3o
g2y WA 7199 B¢ 4 849 AFE 74
@ AAER dF g aYENA FHE A
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SFEL T TERARRCET # SR L 442

Tt LT p—

(& 7) CSI-NPS OHEZ|A F4

aF B N EEHA HAig 4zt F#(p-value)
4 | Group 1 6.30 387 7.94 -25.41 57.83
A | Group 2 5.72 116 5.94 -9.33 24.70
10.38(<0.001)
7l | Group 3 3.06 382 9.38 -83.75 922.74
9 | Group 4 5.76 104 8.85 -20.29 51.70
Group 1 5.51 132 7.26 -25.69 41.18
:1 Growp 2 | 6.61 40 5.46 ~7.40 X
» | Group 3 1.72 139 9.21 -57.70 18.27 ’ ’
Group 4 2.61 36 8.82 -22 54 17.37
Group 1 7.45 119 8.69 -23.25 25.99
W [ aroup 2 6.15 34 4.71 -5.58 16.19
7 5.25(0.0015)
4 | Grow3| 316 114 11.73 -83.75 22.74
Group 4 9.51 26 8.89 -4.30 35.91
w | Group 1 5.66 120 8.10 -25.41 57.83
1y | Group 2 5.04 42 -9.10 14.90
0.17(0.9192)
7 | Group 3 5.10 140 7.73 -17.76 51.70
A [ Group 4 5.06 47 5.72 -17.00 14.50
HU7A 19SS ACE 18 7 ROAS ¥ 4.4 A% 24P

a2 Ade FAHeE R Aoj& JehiA|
gskon, OFEA A3 94 aF 3 AoJE 4
EhliA] eskch. metd HulTA AtjlelME NPS
g CSI o= Zd FALHE & A9| ope} 7
A FAe Aol EHAY Ao,

P EYS VUL AN 54 2 EEShe KCSI
£ IAWEAF 2 QlojH Ay gEE, 2
& HEE, A7) =8 47 40%, 40%, 20%
A qFsta o wHM aAREA S e 1
AREe] Azges e IAFY=(AT
o oj=)7h =0} glch(elg4], PAE, 2005).

3) o] ¥ UAAEY oo wet Mo $4T FYY FEUUG. A ALS AFA F 29 499 A M=

CBEY
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TR RS SR

e T Y £ L R R R

(£ 8) FHYoll o2 vju &4

A (1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
O -0.4807 -4.5381** -2.8986* -4.6987** -5.6172***
ROA: 0.3692*** 0.3761*** 0.3885*** 0.3859*** 0.3768***
KNPS 0.0734***
KCSI 0.0932***
ocs 0.0421
ccs 0.0576**
RPI 0.1095***
BIc 4 0.4704*** 0.4680*** 0.4323*** 0.4400*** 0.4616***
719 ol -0.0134* -0.0350** -0.0223 -0.0198 -0.0293*
K ik 1.9812*** 1.9001*** 1.8999*** 1.7946*** 1.9339***
719 2 0.2698 0.1876 0.3184 0.3376* 0.2665
R-square 0.2731 0.2574 0.2601 0.2626 0.2683
AIC 6460.45 6291.61 6490.51 6487.27 6479.93
Durbin-t -0.9674 -1.1585 -1.5625 -1.4192 -1.3993

Z) OCS : Auta tkER CCS : 84 BEE, RPI : A7+ 9=

g2hy KCSIZF 71943 vixe d¥e oA
£ 2A%ZEe Jfde] EFHAGL B7] of
Adeez, B dFdAe F7HHes AWy UF
E, 84 BEE AT oz A A FAN
Ztzto] 719435 PIAE d%L oo B4
YA A gl MR,

e B4 2ge 99 (2 8% 2o A
Tl olxet 84 WERS AL, G T T3
Aoz 9L vy, 74 ojdanE Zed
1§ g A8y dEE 719483 B4
Ao fo 9% FA %t A= YEHRS
U 239 453 WA vz & o, o]
23730 we Ao 2 A7t e AL
2 Jepgd. a8y A5 R4 FHAM B

AYEAT 393 H22 20104 4%

wj, NPSU 70l ojxs 2e FAE ARXELS
25 719430 384 9% Yehix §lof, n
AuERtes 14FAE AFEE0] 7|94HE 3
HAoz Aysin S-S AT + ot
Oliver(1997)€ '3AWEF - aAFHE 714
Aake] #AS F48929, Yeung and Ennew
(2000)= BEF o] FP=I} o, =
7t #& 30| 7199l ¢ ¥ °]9e £ox g
Ad. ole 7IdATe Ay nARFe] HPAY
dFEge aAFAEE 2T FHAY 9%
9 7FsAE AZE Aot AR o|fAg o]F
4(2007)2 20049% KCSIAEE o|&3joq A
W giEcel g4 UERE HIF wATIRL
719434 ARAA 9% FA AT AT
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I, FHYE, AT 5L 5§ HHHoe o
& £oa 4. we aATER QA KCSI,
2AFAHE 99 KNPS, 71948 A8E o ¢
slo], olgig ZzAMAAQ #AL HHsEAE
gl & "est gl

AATVESE 7| AT FAE #8212
A5 @ aAFH = BA4H (relationship
longevity) & FX=3}7] W& #&& 7942 Z&
83 AZhel| e} o] FIhEEAM nARAR <
g 7199 +9o] Fdch(Strobacka et al.
1994). € Q79+ CSISH NPS 71d9) vz g
A3 Zzte] 23S AAQst] EAHUAT o] 2F
o2 o NPSt FAE 7/ldegA, CsIg 2
FEsee B 49

28R Ao AFM RS FAS I3F
AQ A QA E on] B2 IFES 58 ¥
7 b g, gk Z1g9Adel $3€ CSIst
NPSE °] 439 ‘CSI—NPS— 79439 A¥
ARE s & Yert got. ol #A Y o
22 7] 98] Baron and Kenny(1986)7} A|<t
¥ S F3 KNPS7F KCSIst 719449 34e] 24
o sj7jg TE A E B

4237, CSIe NPSol 3349 9%E F1,
NPSE ROAY 33AY 9% F+ 222 Uy
Y ‘CSI>NPS—7]994 3 e] #A7 Adshe Ao
2 Jgyt &, KCSI7t 445 KNPSE &9}
A¥, KNPS7t 255 7199 43% e A
< 9u|@d. w2t CSIg NPSE £ 24w
o] #2478 AAFHEE EolA, 2AFHE}
o9 71947} okt 2ARE-T 4 FA
=794 e A RS AE 4
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5.1 o7 29F A AAKY

B 79S80 aATES FFxde] aqnE
YA 242 =5t Sl Aol nAREH G
olAl o o4 xpd Zze] opd Yz HAH.
AEA gl A 24E g 71X (value for
customers) & £°]7] 93 == AolAr(o]
A<k seg, 2007).

a2 RAVFHGYTeRE Ygo] 4A gL
A ANZERNN 71de 3A4E AT AR
ohet mAo) g AL 7K FBE W 2
2gfoF Foh(olfAt Aefst, 2007). A7]9A
T3t 149 AEAQ JRH e HiE 14E9] &
i AL 58 A28 + A9 94@A JgE
< IANEEE FUoEN 1AL 7 JHE
0|1, A9 FHYFS FANZILZHN 19|
o|% 7} (value by customers) F&E FujAl
A, 2T 7149 4348 9 + QA €

32 2A4FA 7|¥E E NPSY 322 ¥
A%k AANME CSISH NPSZHe] 244 it
7HE-2to] glejsktt. Reichheld(2003)E NPS7t
CSIEth 71g4e B0 o H& A
F4Z oen, dAdA e olE Wit A+
< $HHAM NPS7F CSIEG $¥3side 2
AE 24 Eldx FHHG. AA9 NPSe 7
A4zl gAY glde AT FEHAG
(Keiningham et al., 2007: Morgan and Rego,
2006). °|& 3§ % Reichheld(2006)& NPS
7b ZE AGaA 7199 4RE 438 £ de
7V F2 Axetn FEple ogdy J1E9
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DAIED DAFHo| 7|PAM| ojxl= S I KCSIt KNPSE S42=

F4< gda 43sigt

7197495904 Bod CcSle 24 A 7}
A2 AR o2 gste AHen & & glon,
NPSE nAd 9% 74x& d¥ste AR &
4 9o}, CSISH NPS9| o83 Zzte] He 1A
&3 aAFH g nAe] FujdFS ojlne
8% Aggsles FFHog 7|JgATd I3
A9 4FE FE Ao| EFFei},

olo] W} B A7y nANEI nAFHo| 7
AT vlAE FS FFFEYUEEY KCSI
o} KNPSE o|fsld Aoz EAFHT
242 98 714 dd nANEH 4%
o Z7139 EaEe opje} FeAQ IS £
Angd mssich = 7 A 47 CSI-
NPS WjEZA BN L S35}

AN AFAY 719439 #Ad BF 7]
Ao A7 ofe} 0|59 FHAY WAE
F4E d7E AFY Aot 53 € A7
ARA AEY KCSIY KNPSE o] &0 24
719 e 35E HWIES A&7 W
ol 53 £2€ 2A¥E 9usNg Ut &
g %3 71959 24l vAE &% Wl g
7= g ANHE § dde HM 2 99
g Zer

AZEAM9 A% g 2o A, 1A4NH
T 71943l A4 B ol A7 AR 9%
< Foe AL AR o€ oA 9(2008)
o] A9} YxstE Aoz nAREe FIE B}
A714Q BN Hrlslok 89, 719EL 24T
Zo] 3 dPAFFH oA o] & nefElof &
A& AT deb 71982 3719 aAT
Z% ot FHF o] opet F7|He2E 1
ARZEEE EolE kB 7]Edof Fh AT F

2SI H39A H2E 20104 48

7|ALE AAVNZEE FPAAEN 142 AT
7IE Eole 7Ige] 438 Y + U2 Aok

B4, 249 FH9 GA A B opet B
71402 7194 Te] 9IS F= A2 Yeht 1
ALY FHo| U AFAEE Fr|H o2 H23
of & AT + Ut HA%e gd2A 92, g
B, AFUE, AR 59 G FE HE S
2 FAo| 23t e FAAH 1AF] FH |
71943 7Z1qgche AL v$ F8F gu|E &
et 7L g8 A Fuigse] 2 9%
njgeed A 7|9 Yoz AZdr. o
A A ee FAY 22 1Y 7 /A E
F2se 719To| &F A4 BAM AoldE &
Ak AL AAE Ao, weEM 1YL ARE
2017] 918l o8 Heje FAEF #dS 7189
1, A|1Hez aAd o Ao FEHe
& EAok & Aot

AR, Add ENARE BE, AE29 vy
A9 AS 71943 g nATEe] 4 AE
o ohel Feld &yt EAske A2 vehd
Aujze vl A 4Fe] 7IdES BV1HeE 1
AurEsEdo] FEd ok F2 AAEt A WFA
o A% AEde EAA AT FeAHA 2
7h EAshe Ao2 JeiEd. gt W TFA A
2719 AAREAFI} 7194 FYS FA &
=ox HEE g2 719 71943 3d 9% 771
o] 2E GFoM nAREFL FoIGn & &
ot nAFAT 7G-S FA BN YA
M|z, WA, BldTA A EFM nAFH
olgke A et ohel FE|A At EAF
< AF & AT metM Reichheld(2006)7}
AFHY A At A8 op2} BE GFA
AAFHL oS Fodn & £ Qi
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nAgto 2 CSI-NPS WlEg2 BN AnE ¥
H, AN AYEE e BNRE 3% NPS9
CSI 25 2 7I9e] g2 7Idsd Hg) 7194
P7h g2 A2 Jeigd. Agd £4 AFE B
W, A A9 ME NPSETHE CSIZF B2 714,
W74 AjlelA & NPS7E & 71950] 7194
7b o & Aoz dgon, uuA] AdelA
£ NPS$} CSIE& $4¢97 24814 e Aoz
vehgt. gty qulx 71gELe 1A4FH S A
8710 ¢ RAVEEE Fole =& 7] 2o}
a5, A 7195 249 A349 FHL F
& Arte] A Fo] e nAE o Bo] A
F AEE dof & Ao},

5.2 o7 B o EF 7 Y

E dATE aA%Es a4F3o] 74T |
e FHA 9o dd AAEE AFstn AT
2 7K RS 23 o & 979 AT o]
o e FF AT deFH 2.

A, & d7dAE CSIS NPSE Zz €79
Yoz TR A7 dEe] 7194 Tl
g CSI% NPSel 4389 3718 AFH o2 ¥
@37)E oj@th. CSI$k NPSe] ##ASFE 0.75
2 o] $ F2 AFRAE Bolx 9o, o] MFE
g 7o 28] SYPATrE TR B¢ GF3A
A A7} 2@ H Morgan and Rego, 2006).
metA olg WMFE 44 FE A FH5EF
g A2 AHEI7] d e Ade 718
e Bedolg #9432 EYE B ok g

EA4, B A7 458N AEE 259 717
< TRA(2001~20073) o2 YAA(14270 7]
el Hlg AAE A7} o] BEF 3ol
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AR, £ A7 dolge AR S g8 ¢
AolA wpd LEslE CSIS NPSE AHgatdth.
E A3 AxE By, ayukEy 339 gko] 7]
AT A e FHAY FE§L t-3 o]Fole A
9 EAslA g Ao Yehgt, £ dFdME
Azt HolHE AMgdld BMFAE, 43, F34
F,AALE 53 o] 2v|A9 &v] e ¥z}
7t 2 AeMe F3, 47, 718 HelErt o
AAE = itk getA oA JFol &3he 7Y
2 AAA B4 B8 7193 g nAg
Z3} 39080 FHAA AHE BN Aol o
ERAY 4 o

diA), £ 7oA AHS-g KCSISH KNPSE 3%
TEYANLER M 54 £ ERd}e AHo|} F
3 KCSI9 A, aAREA+E A2t 3o
A, FRE AE A7 =g xgsn Q7] |
ol o]2Fog &5F ol nARSERS
z23ggae B § od. 249EAFE 34712
o upeh WYL gejstn glo] nAwZo| 7|Y
Ao 2349 98S Foe FH A 2o
dutste 4€S &9 Al e OE 7189 1
AREATE 53 o3 T BAE ARSI Ao
g g3t
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The Dynamic Effects of Customer Satisfaction and
Referral on Firm Performance: Focusing on KCSI and KNPS

Youjae Yi* - Cheonglim Lee**

Abstract

It is commonly claimed that customer satisfaction is one of the most important determinants
of a firm's performance. Thus, practitioners have shown growing interest in customer satisfaction
as a means of ensuring company's future profits, and researchers have attempted to validate
this relationship with empirical analysis.

Several recent studies based on nationwide satisfaction indices show that customer satisfaction
(CS) has a significant impact on firm performance. By using a customer satisfaction index
(CSI) at the firm level, such studies have illustrated that customer satisfaction is an important
determinant of a firm's performance.

While many studies have focused on word-of-mouth(WOM) as a consequence of customer
satisfaction at the customer level, relatively few studies have investigated the relationship
between WOM and a firm's performance. Although this relationship is taken for granted by many
researchers, few studies have empirically examined the effect of referral on firm's performance.

Reichheld (2003) introduced a new loyalty metric, Net Promoter Score(NPS). based on
customer referral intentions. He claimed that NPS is superior to other metrics such as CS and
retention as a predictor of firm performance. Nevertheless, there has been considerable debate
as to whether NPS is truly superior to CS or not. |

This study thus attempts to investigate the effects of CS and referral intention on firm
performance by using CSI and NPS. Specifically, this study considers not only current effects
but also carry-over effects of CS and referral intention on firm performance. For the purpose
of estimation, this study assumes that the effect of CS and referral intention on a firm's

* Professor of Marketing, College of Business Administration, Seoul National University.
** Ph.D. of Marketing, College of Business Administration, Seoul National University.
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performance in period t is geometrically decreasing over time.

The data on CSI and NPS used in the analysis were obtained from KCSI (Korean
Customer Satisfaction Index) and KNPS (Korean Net Promoter Score). The KCSI and KNPS
were introduced by the KMAC (Korean Management Association Consulting), and they are
available to the public. Our sample includes 142 firms in 53 different industries from 2001
to 2007 KCSI and KNPS. The data on financial performance of these firms were complied from
the KIS-Value database by Korea Information Service Inc. Additionally, we included several
control variables: firm's age, firm's size, the number of brands, and a dummy variable indicating
whether a firm is listed or not.

The results show that CS and referral intention have dynamic effects on firm's performance,
respectively. It is also found that CS has both current and lagged effects on firm's performance
in services and nondurables, but only lagged effects in durables. On the other hand, referral
intention has both current and lagged effects on firm performance in all industries.

The dynamic effects of CS and referral on firm's performance imply that the effects of CS and
referral should be evaluated over the time span longer than the current period. Practitioners
should adjust their CS and referral strategy and policy in terms of these dynamic effects.

Additionally, a CSI-NPS matrix analysis is performed to identify the priority between CSI and
NPS. The results reveal that the group with high CSI and NPS scores has higher performance
than other groups. Especially, in services, a high CSI group shows higher performance, and
in durables, a high NPS group shows higher performance.

Key words: customer satisfaction, referral, customer satisfaction index, net promoter score,
dynamic effect, lagged effect, firm performance, KCSI, KNPS
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