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B a7 20t g4e AZEE SAO A o AFTA 2719 WERA 27t vl F5 A9 vl
e gadn. B A7E AR 429l dotst 443 479 ges P AU AFTTAY Drlsh M
sudle 7t 253 Avjale gETREel F7tn AFA didel d9dfEol M A /AR,
2 a7 e AZe] 94 APASI AAH 24 AFSAFER)F 484 4 AFSRSAER)
vy PAY AMURS ANED, 1o T2L FAd Adates adsic AFTAY D)7t 2 2AeME 8
A, e ZAGNE 44E AR, WEATRA 27t 2 WL 50% B, Ae 2 10% o2 AN
At

2y 23} AZFA 27} 242 A dedFTASel 7R AYA didke] AP REC] S7kEE B
dth. olg ge A AT A7k 24% 2vRe B #%0l Tk, 2lAE QP 37 4=
el a7AAN Agld) e A2 A FEo| F7h] MR Ao ddEn £ 2 AFTANN oF
o] E2S Adshe AL HH AT Adshed nat AN 2271 A3 dde) o 83 (excuse) £
493 2AS ATeh) dRolch. AT, ARSE o ) Adske ol BF AT AAF £ AFE H9%
A AR o 2e H3H AEY Ao @ I 2AS & & Ao

a9, Wsdle] e A8A 49 AT} AL $49 AFS TAY ANATAA A £ AT 29
82 2771 o2 yeitou A4 gel ol F79%0 Fo@ 9% FA 2 A= WA

2 d7e To|wae olgske shiHeA 54 F20u AwAd B @ F7MTI7] Adt] AFTA
W 2 MEYIge] 2715 o9l AAslck T AYA) BF AFH A AT

ZAlol: ANEY, AZTA, 1A, A2 tik, 444 Uik, $A Y
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22 AE8 AQA 19&HA 2o 2H

o]l Agle 2Z A|FL 2vete AHF Fulste
Belgol ] o & vlefe] A

ojE AH|Z7} hEotES FY B¢k S 2y FE dFdofste of2¥E 7M. Simonson
o A}el zithn JHEEA, o] Anjde Thekg & (1990)2 oHE mlze] A¥E A shie) AdL
20 AUS A o] Bobgm 57 2} wol 33 oA T FRES P o 2uAS] A
Qe B2 su ok o] A% AvAE M £ AGE A BANY/Ex % e Y/
Folale AYS o7} /) Fojd A9A opd w]  Aw'e F X2 FRaEch WA, FANE/EA
el Az7h Mskd AL tuleld 9 MEske £ A¥|(simultaneous choice/sequential consumption)
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A LH|A7L B 7Y ofo|dlE & MY &0
2 Fojste] 2 e auAd3e] AA Algste 7
$olt}. ‘eapAe /&t Ak (sequential choice/
sequential consumption)’ & & W 3 AR 7}
zto] An|gstel] AR S of Fofste] Lnjete A
2ro]t}. Simonson(1990)2 A¥|zHE0] TAIH/
FAAEAG Bt FANE /e A AH
g oyt o B8 dFT AFE BYS FHd
At &, AHAEL o hpd 2dS AT
2ot dFAA BFE AW 7 o o g
g ote] 29& g3t

2 AZE gA 2 = &aFARAYH njFY &
v S 93l tre] AFS S FuiE o A
E749 A7)9 WEERNY A7|7F F59 AHd
%S F F YA FFstuzt do. 48 9,
A gt A 44 ditse] A EAjste 7
AE ZQe AZFFA(AE B9, 20879 249
de AgAhozre 5719 A4S AYgdd
e AETA (S Y, 105F 2d0] e A9
Aol 570 AHE o B} gt IAT A%
of 2 29 (HFEH dieh S of Bo] AdE A
A7F? ol gt QAT A%l F& 2 (A4F
geh S o Bo] AYE AA7L? sk Aot &
3 WEEAQgo] At ZH L Aol A
A gk AEd shede] 34 AW £
74 A7} e EAlold

2 Sela et al.(2009)2 AFTFA 2717} &
B 2k7F Bo1S Agd Ao &S T Al
9t} Sela et al.(2009)2 & FHA A
Aeate AL 22 AF T AFS AH
AR o ojgs] Wi Festetr] A o
AestA steda Fsidt. ageg g2
Qo) ekt A4H S0 ko 749 AFF
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AN AFFA 27|17t 255 FB3elr] A
ALAE AT 7HeA o] Eoa At dE
4, d2EF] w7 st YA AR =
& A ghe G| Fol 2 A=rt 3
Aok wyol 23 49 TRV B4 E 49
=g g3 HEYGE Aol Sela et al.(2009)
o d+= IAAY AP HAZTFA) FA
shte] AES AEste A3 (Ad, a9 S
7FIQA T, B AFE Sela et al.(2009)9] &
TE sl gy FEES A g o
(A, FAAH) AT AFTFAL] 277} LH)A
o) 2 AHeo] 9dFE XA gstnzt g
A digts A8H dtsol A EAste +
e ZHE AFTFAA T AFS Adete

o
—

Re 2uAEo] ZEgy] BZoM B3 AT +
AE Aol
Zel7] #E2 959 7F3HE (price bundling:

Stremersch and Tellis 2002) Ago|c}t. Zgtd
7] BE A 2 FHA AF BF Ee 5
Wl sejaizt 878t FoleFS Fojstd 7t
AN L AFES F e, FaAH F5 oA
E AFEA EES AYE 5 Ao AvdASS
24, g, SFEE HELF Tl °o|2V7HA &
v zb7h W8] Fufdta Abeshe AIFHFOA of
A& Fejo] 7HANEY S I o] &3tx it

2 A7 BAL auA7t g4 AFS A
Aeled o) AFFA A7]9 AN A7|7t &
Hzte] 5 Ado njXe 9FE Frcte A9
o AR, B dTE iy F55E A4 7FoiE
ol = feta FZA itz A8 4A digte
2 A9 A A7t 25E5(F, AEFTY

o] A77t E42) AFH Uity AGAR{EC] F
748 AL A3t} Sela et al.(2009)9 d+&
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HEFMe) 2719} HEURl0l HETHER| Hu0l oAl o4

aAY & AdbRIFTA) T4 shtef A
F Adste 432 /AT, € d7e o
o F55E A ddste 4%< 7 3l
282 Sela et al.(2009)9] A7 Aok e 2
A2 BY Aoz 4. F AFTAY 277
= H|ate] gfd 37 FFol STk AR
A kel AEAREE S7HE AR Jhdd.
A, MEdAY 717F MEFES Ade
< g7atnzt gt Sela et al.(2009)2
AETFA 2717k 2 of A& dEege] 37t
£ ol AR A8A7t AdS FEEst
71 47 WEolst FEaint. & HE AFTAL
23g ddste AL Fe FHAoRRE Addte
Ant o o@7] fEd Fgstsh] A% 2&A
A feol F7RIMR FAsdd. 2, whef
el 58 A9 Folste 24 ATHE WE
golgo] A ARH APl gastnz AHZ
o gd F7E47E /MR Ao, vebt &
7o &7 AAANA %Hoﬂ e HFH £49 o
I dEe] Ad A9ste 2AM d AL

iy

o

Aot Wy ¥ d7E WEPAS D} 2
4% Oy 37 AEE Z7H8 2o, LA A
Fol e A4 EE 271E AYL APt
297|REL 39 2ujgAAN Yl o) &sln
goit ol B AFE PlFet & A7 ol
& e} 717 WEde WIFAETE ol g3t
sAEGA 54 F2oht Awrdel BAzel HE

& 27917 Astel AFTAG A 2 AELY
29 3718 ogA APalor & AAA B A
23 AN S AR Rl

AASAT xa1AH M2E 20124 4%

0125 tiZ I o771l &3

2.1 ci¥d F7 8E(Variety Seeking Behavior)
2u|Ate] Mee 3 AFS aMlste AT T
mjate AlHo] At oz Fjuojqly] Wi T
oAl S & u) 2u|F A7]S) NS o Sk
gth(Kahneman and Snell 1992). ¥xtdo=g
2HAEL o 28E A]7|7F HAS weict HE
o 7t AEE FulstAY, Ee vifd 42 d
o 2u43E st shtel AF WF el E}
o £5& Pz I A2 U 2w
dA9 Z7te 2nfdAES ASAY ﬂ“ﬂiﬂ%%
& 2HAER SoF o AES 48T it
ezl Boke & Wo ZopA PRl E =3t
1 ot 7199 #ESFL AHAER stoF v
ol 2uE RS AFA o Fo] FujstA whE
Simonson(1990)& shte] AEFTNA B9
FEES Fuid of AujatEe] Abgste HEE 2
A A/ Y S/ EAAN Y T
WA 2 RS WA, AN /e A
& 27 2 A ofo]dl S g WO £os T
ojate] 2 A AuAd3le] AA Agste A-Fol
o e E /A ASE g el g R 7}
zko) v /g3e] AR S o) Fofste] Lwlshe A
2ro|t}. Simonson(1990)2 9] Aol tfated
B33 4|} O] AN et g
o] 22 S AHE & wj(FANEY) 7 A
oz 25 AYd grg(&AAY) ot 5
Az e 4Fo| ddn FAsAd. 42
. Simonson(1990) = H@ASA bt 5t
STEES BT 3@PEo| ddke

mln _x

¢ N\O

(o)
EE2 A

¢
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g3 . 9A SAY 29 e 93
AL vid Y F3ele ke 4EE e
5 87etn 3Y AM¥ 3F2EE HYIF 3
At & W Foid e F2EE AR 2HE4 7HE
A 1 td O] FHEul ke A%E 44
H= g sl A P PrEM QF2EE A
g3l e2 5. o|9} e A A W AA
Bt $AME 234 gle HPAEL 384
o B¢ Bezta xS stn 39 <t 9S
el 8F2EE FAd AEs}=s 8Tt
NP AgPFT BT 49, SAdgzd
dME APz} AL A5stE F5o] v dgg
HEs) g v FAAYEAg e G 5
g8 52 dasA.

Simonson(1990)& t&9] AH|3ES s o
7o F5S T Frlidie &HAE0] ¥ F
TE Ho|e o|fE tE Al 72 At
AR, AHASE ARES YA o2 S A
Fale], AHA7E A A3 it EEAE
o o 7 &7 FEA FLF %S
n)x|7] ggolct. FAHQ LM E Yl FulE
AR T YA Y Av|A7} ojd S digte] dhisie]
A H3E 72 dohd digke) A o
Fo did 9w A3t glolx o] Fojzig,
gy ek oy aHlE sl Fulg AFse
AAY Az distd EFdsidd A FT &
T A B Fa3 938E 3. Adst o
W Algte] Ae(selection)ol oA ¥ A=
+9 A= g5 Foulzt FAG o] FoHE Wt
AZHE 24 ¢ T3 2EHAE YEg o @A)
o, a3ez nibE sl teg FES A
98 o (FAAE) 7} g sy P2 g (T
g) 8 g E F7aHA €0

= 0

=22
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EAX, AvjAte] 71371 Wit AL /Mg 9 o
¥ AL A4S A2AT)7] f g, LH|R
712 Azl wel ¥s7|% &3 (Rozin, Ebert,
and Schull 1982), €77} ¥sdAY (S,
Aoy 2¥2712), 7§91 SR/} AP (dE &
9, dololEE }AY ZY2HE FAE 23]
A8 AsHs vAE d)d g 7137} $357]
£ g, o|9} o] M3} WsiE s AL vlga
HE d58 o AYaglS g% ogA U9ed =
€ 713t B3 AR Yt 2L ololdl S T
mjake AL Fojdo| o]FojR F 1 AFl ol
3 A5t s B F B Agdlol He AY
= WEstn ot 2 4 713 4 digh
e #Ad M3 A3PA ot T3 o] 48
2HgH(acceptable) T3t ofolgl & n2E A 4
A8t dustd Mg ofo|flEo] tF A5}
5 744 e W) dgolt, viF A% &
U st LHaz) g @ 2] 228 Algia @
gd 71 Folete & FRUS Folste oA &
< Aot duyatad 718 Folste 2% g A
37 A4 % 7] qEo|tt 1YBR n &
HE fotd gde AEd o g F+8e
AL 4B astele Aot}

AR, de] F5S FojE of A3 9948 A
A dY¥g 2 FE5S(top candidates) = A
gte AL AYL &t A7) oF digte] 7t
Z U27tE ARsted = At =8 S AT
F Sl Eo|t}, AME AR ofF A5
s FoA Adsle Ax 35 o2 A
(March 1978: Simonson 1989), 43 2344
s JAAR L Estn 25 181 nFS F
21742 @, &, dhte] digke dgske AL e
tietst 1o 553 vjEE ¥ojsof €. o]
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g 2%5< §23tn 13 dgs FoAM M Az
g A 2L g s AL AT AAHYU
o] "ot} MY Fe|2E (choice heuristics)
7} =2-H 84 A3 (effort-accuracy tradeoffs) el
g AFEL(e.g. Beach and Mitchel 1978:
Payne, Bettman, and Johnson 1988) &JAH2
AAE0] £F AAF =& 7Asa HHo| ofd
Atz A AF e B8PS A3 (resonable)
A AdFeage At A
3 ol &9 B A AFZ FAl Friate
£ 2Hahs 53] Folg #EE Hge] wod 4
zte] oJAMAA A AlZkE =82 Bo] AHEEH 3
A get, agez shie AF WF UM g5
o £52 Agste HYT eI st ©
Fg 2| AZN AT $9E AAste dFP
IH ZE2E(top candidates)S AHFo N F
B EEBE 39 ol F2o| /1 Hzd A Wi

2R3 984S #A2AY.

2.2 MZE744e| 37|19 cHek(ZH=tY chet vs. AEX
Chob of ey

A E FA9] A7) (assortment size)= aH|A 9
ARG 93 v, AFTFA0] AZFSF 2|
A7} A9 Az g FAE 2E 7540l 371
331 (Baumol and Ide 1986: Lancaster 1990)
uE7+-g 2744121t Langer and Rodin 1976).

AETFA| Aol B 27] 4780 o B2
4o Yote AL M ded HE 29
AFEL YT B Aguicte] ¥3A wS 3=
sta glok. Agoicke] YR Bod dde] ojzF
3} %3]2 %7MA7)2(Berger, Draganska, and
Simonson 2007: Iyengar and Lepper 2000),

AU 412 M2% 20124 48

HETMo| 37|9} Egeolo| HETHERS Mol olzle oY

S T T N TS R T e

A v 2AY o} fAE AEs}A| 97 HETH(Dhar
1997: Iyengar and Lepper 2000). Iyengar
and Lepper(2000)+ 30714 %2] A& A A3
< w7} 670 o] AL A S R LHAS
o]l ¢ 9 Fujgcte A HAsH.

P9, gutd o A Folu Mulae 447 &4
e A2H $48 71 JAY Ee o F 7
g 2% ¥Fsin o 484 AESHL AFE
AHEgoed de Ans #d glon, 71539
T, f8stn, A48 deg A v, A
AESA L 24A o)1 7P Ao 1 APy A
e AFY AHAFAN Be FAR. FIAS
#d9 AL Zgch(Batra and Ahtola 1991). 5
A AFel HH AFol LA AFolv =
FEL 2L A 43 484 £4 71
olu £A42 AFo g o o] AZstrue] 22
olttx £ 4 lch(Dhar and Wertenbroch 2000).

Sela et al.(2009)& AETFA9 A7]7} AH]|#}
7k Agske digke) £33, F, HFgA £ 4849
Ado] d4g Fou FAs%T. Sela et al.
(2009)2 AFTFAY 2717k 2+ AHRF(27H)
3 2 A9AF(1070) 2 TR 74z A=A
e A4 s S kY AN dF §
A e A FFAzANME vhde} ofo] 23y &
Mot Az wpda} olo] 23y & A, F F MY
ole]2aPL AAsPn, 2 AEFFAZANNE
updel, Al uf, 2, Bl %o 5719 BF o}l
234 (A dshy £2L %2 74 549 A
Adk ofo] 2P (444 digh), F 10709 ofo]~
agg ARG AP ™S B 23
AFEFAo] & ZAcN AAY ofo]23PS o B
o] Aeigicts AL HASA. 1 o] Sela et
al.(2009) 2 TN AFS s A2 F
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gzl

€ AF TN AFL Adsle AT f oY
7] W&ol B33e] 4& 444 tetS AEs)
THEGR F4HAT. dutgoz AuAEL o
& AR A o Aey dAdE 25S 9
Asta 2R s AeS Fatalr] 93 o4 2
™ (Shafir, Simonson, and Tversky 1993).
ol g FBM 2HAEL FF F& $4(good
option) S AH3}7| B} FL o]f(good reason)
€ 493} (Simonson and Nowlis 2000). A€
I #AF 257 B840 F713 wat Au|At
A% o] 24L& "uEA T A(desirability) oA
A7t 7Fed A(ustifiability) 02 o] gt}
(Shafir et al. 1993: Simonson 1989: 1992).
A4A AFY AH|E QA Ho|n, WFHo|n, A4
Holx, 715402, 9§ Sle(virtuous) A ¥,
A AFY 2vle ZRHox, AR 2P 1, %
2 (vicious)! A2 423A HWertenbroch
1998). U¥tA o2 H=tA £49] AFL &7 AA
(hierarchy of needs)elA 244 AExR} 519
1o (Berry 1994: Scitivosky 1992: Weber
1998), AHdEL AFA AFS QT f 3 3
942 =7H(Lascu 1991: Kivetz 1999). 18
B2 olfd ZAZ A9 (reason-based choice)
o|gd m= AL} HAo Ae oA 4
HZIE S BE A4 AF L AdsA dda dg
(Berry 1994: Scitivosky 1992: Weber 1998).

Sela et al.(2009)9] 97 A s} 4
44 qAsE 7A4E 31 L HY PPez B
g 28250 dAle &HE Yl 7 Asehe
shte] gigke Adshe AL M8, a8y
T A7 vl 2AE o] Au|433E ey
= Ao Fefste 8e s
A, @24 Sela et al.(2009)9) A7 g

TP O
_Cx"-gfea
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ARE BY Aog sl £ 7 AETF
Ho] 245 A9 g fgo] 3718 Aoz
ZId@dd. 1 ol fre g3 2.
AR, AFTH0] 255 2HAEY gy 337
YFol S718 Aol7] dZolth, AFFAo] AL
5 2HAL A9 Ase 2 A4S 22 ks
o] Z7kska(Baumol and Ide 1986: Lancaster
1990), AHz1E9] Tk &78 BHEAL 4 9l
. AHEE S Folste AL iHEslo] Aulsy|ng
g Folske 22 A9 el Xt gy
< F79cHRatner, Kahn and Kahneman 1999).

@A Avgutel Zo] HFAe 879 F94H &
© 47 A (hierarchy of needs)o|x A48
O a9l glemz AlFEL ALAg A9
Y B3 BF 4434 AFL 498 89
(Berry 1994: Scitivosky 1992: Weber 1998).
2tA Sela et al.(2009)9] AFAY g 7)<
Adgigtol A shte] AEL Addshs Agolatd
AdE0] 71 dzste a2z FIe] 48 A
A7 A9E 7bsAol 2 Ao, a3y 2 @
TAM 71BE RAAY, te] AFL FA0 A9
3t d%olgta A ES b T AFges 9
s, &7 AN AFH {49 AFo] B &
A £49 AFEG 99 b Y £49)
AFS A9 AP TN 7540 & v
31 AlRE2 g AE7} daAY gFo) g
A< deisid 443 49 AFee 25 Ny
AFE 25 Fske R Boe &7 A9 99
o e AAAH &9 AFS A Ao Q8 ¥
A 7FsA el ¥7) W&o},

A, AFTAN0 255 JFAS Adgsted o
€ HAzo] g3kd F 7] W Eolt} AYEL 3
24 AEL AT 0 FF HY4 g vrnz

ZYEAT Ma1H H2% 20124 489



o T PTG AT AT R i

(e.g. Lascu 1991: Kivetz 1999), A4-&1% 5§
Ao g Aoy BHE ALH AFS A
dch(Berry 1994: Scitivosky 1992: Weber
1998). 28y Ao AlgFE L U5F9 FulE
A&l Hy i A g AE 39s] K9
A o2 2ty #7154 (hedonic self-control)
2 fA%%(Kivetz and Simonson 1999). o &
W, AHREL AR E5EFY Fuldl A9
A4S o Auj2le AL st et A4
#8< 2 23cz2 3 AL vg I3,
Kivetz and Simonson(1999)9 ¥@¢ d+2
3, $RAEL dF T o9 FLAAY R& 7}
A9 AFAH AFE F9 s Adste Al
A 3ge] SRS HFH AR Fo AFE%
(pre-commitment) #o2H 222 HFHQ 3
o EZ 8FFo] Ueitth. EF Kivetz and
Simonson(2002)& LABAALZ Y] BAES
Add o, B4 47] A3 27HE =49 3=
7t 245 AuAEL IFFide AAES AY
32 SRS, S S0 439 APl HH
AL 84S 7] A8 87 ATy 7
792 572 A% A8F 7MY BERS 22
4849 BARgE AX2gMA] o4 EE 2
vzt g3 59 A 4F BAS g% dsshke
Aoz yehyttt. Kivetz and Simonson(2002)
< olo] it H2H A F LHlE B 238}
ol Ho g dod # gloy, FEn U =Y
Bol AR FE Adshs AL AR EFLS AEsed
g2 oA AAAA & 5 W] dEolga F
Astgitt.

olg} e WeolA & of, A AFTH B &
AFTFHA 4] AFS Adste 2L H2H
AFE Adster 439 94 £ ¥ (excuse)

Ao a1 H22 20124 48

METAe| 37|19 HElclo] HETHERS Meo) olxis I8

R T L R T B S M S T R T == szsar ————

o] & & gl ol F 7k #HAM £ F Ut
AR, AL A5 AFE B9 A9 o g
A &40 AFol hsle] A2 (pre-commitment)
gozn Meders 2F A48 £49 AFo
o s AL dstn, A4 A4P a2 93
BEE HSA A Fo] 82 Ut 2, 2y
AsL 2 A71E & 9 o /] F F AZL e
AT Ao e H2E AE Az vz 47
g & gk, A4, U9 S FAO Felske
AL g9 aEF S FAld o ke A
AlZto w2} Wshe vlge A3 E dEsof Eoe
Aol A g W sy A g o % o2
oA A% Aotk (Simonson 1990). ©Fy A
go o gL AFTFAY A7t 2 9 FH
(Sela et al. 2009). BA4S 947] 98 875+
=39 Yo7t 245 FFFEde AR EFS AY
gt Kivetz and Simonson(2002)¢] ¥l
A 2dH, £ dFdA 2 AFFHA te
o AFE AT WSS AL AFTFA
A b AFS Y AlgsEg Ak 7]
£ =39 g7tz HFAE RIS AP
of ¥FATE RS A2 U2 Aot o
24 o2 2o| 7H§id

M 11 A s 488 digez 74
2 AFTANN e F2E 49
she A%, AT 17 4 o
e 2 of 22 veke) 4 Y he
JEEVREEPUES

|2 d7E AFTAC 255 2uASY gy

4o 4y

T PFo| 2748 Aolme HFA gk AHHY
&o] Z718 Aoz 7Hgsiin). wehy $r1AH e
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2 AEPAY 2717} 2R B FPUE
oA 9= AEenA ot

7Hd 1-2: g gk 483 digez 74
g AFTFANAN g F52 A
3te A+ AFTAY 2717 AE 4
g 2w g F7 3% 1
Roltt.,

2.3 MistolDolel ciokaIl oot vs. 418X
cheho] Aty

2HAE] F5AANA &3] A ¢ U= 2
@71 #EE 27 AR AF A el §
A FolrFS Folskd AA) WEe disioq 714
AL AFsie, oA AF BF e F5 WA
AEA FEE A9 & e 540 o o7
Fejo] F2udL ‘714 ME3 (price bundling)
o Agect 7124 HEHo|F F /) o23e] A Al
S 5% slo] shie A7AR A€ 7H4 &
njste RAoltt. 714 MEYP L AL AFHA
¢om AHAEd olFH HXE AE2E T o
2 vHlHE 28AEY FiE /2T B39 7H
ol S A F3loF FrH(Stremersch and Tellis
2002).

HEYo] #3 HYPAFEL F2 WEHAS o
QA A st wpe} WE g Azt Bt
9 Aag g3sgd. dAdd, 714 FHL.L
A& e dude] F Mg AAs=Y £
£ #g 5o AAls=1}(e.g. Chakravarti et al.
2002: Johnson et al. 1999 Morwitz et al.
1998: Yadav 1994) =& FAlF(focal product)
< W=} £ #A|F(tie-in product)S &

266

gaz

L8 L= = S

Qlak=1k(Janiszewski and Cunha 2004: Hamilton
and Srivastava 2008)| wz} S g 4]
Ao Hrte} Ago] 2t e FU. & dF
E AYdTEd e, 4 7|7t 28Rt
Adsie dgte] 47, &, A=A = 4434 di¢t
9| Ado 9&2 A & YT FTotst .

o|frol 2A% A€ (reason-based choice) °|&
o 2w A A F A4H AFLY A9 A
oA M| ASL BE 73] A& 444 A
E& Ae gt (Hsee 1995: Shafir et al. 1993).
2y A3l 847t HEAE AN B 37
§ 2AE AT, 2 =22 MHAEL A
g2 Agsr|e @t & E9, Kivetz and
Simonson(2002)2] Aol LABFLZ 30|
N BAES Y] S8 o B2 =S 5y 4
e A 29E A2l E g =722 A
2 333 & 5 Al Ha, 2R A o
eHE AEste Aoz Y.

2e1g7) #2oq HETU L 2uA7L FAF
2 Ada He F8F olfE AT 28T
7] #EE HaHA 8 AuAEL 1] A7 HE
o vl aHE AL 4FA oA, YL
drc ¢ B ¥ sz g

B d3e Hsdddde 77t & 9 B
2 o A4 digke] Ay fec] 9 ¥& Ao
dA3Y. ustd, Mg 99 A7t F&
3 Acd AFA H¥o] ZAeA Hug LS
& Aoz A3wst BolAAY ugAsA] &
< A A x¥sHA 2 Ao, 2
HHo gqFy FFYFT A A vgd Ao
o =3 A @t dolRlnzg £79 d9d 3l
£ A AES A9 dBix ofd w2 FAz
o] Zt23A Ha HH Uik AYE & U= A

AT a1 M2Z 20124 48



HETMe| 20|9 HEYelo| HETHERS Mo ojxl= oY

e T A S e

e e 0 e

23 2AE AT 2 Aot fA de3 2
o] 7 g,

7H 2-1: #24 digks 484 gigtez 74
g AFTHAN g F5E Y
e AF, HEEY I FE A
2o 2 o A2 ek AE AR
ol § ¥& Zold.

7Hd 2-2: A gt 484 gider 4
g AFTAAA g F8S A9
ste 4+, M8 77t AL
Bop 2 o g 37 P50 371
Aold.

Il AEHF

3.1 ARHZEAL

Z d7e A9 o] &3 APAEFS B3] 4
st} AMAZAE AASAT. O FT7o B3
APATEL QA2 53] 4T At (AF)
o]l EMaA gon, 472 o, ey 53 2L 7%
(tastes)olld ¥t FE52 A9 AFS +4¢
At € EX, qFD oo sF2E(WR, £
=5t 59 ok ste] A (gst, @8, A,
2, 3% Fo] 2PAF2E o] FH AR (Choi et
al. 2006: Ratner and Kahn 2002: Somonson
1990). 484 dicta A=Y oiksz A9 I
< AT Sela et al.(2009)2 AA| 4 ofo] 228
3 ofo] 23 Y, AL} A, ZAH Y MP3 9|
ol Z}zt 444 AETY AFA AFLLR o]

HASIAT M1 H2E 20124 4%

R

k.

B d7e AgdToN o 4d AFLES ¥
o], A AFFOE 67)(otol2a, Bt MP3
Fdojo], mj2ad e, HFLE), 444 A
FTAAGolol 237, Y, ZHEH, FIAYE,
ZNZ Aoz 6718 AR 1223 9
S A 43 £43 HFA £49 FYE o
AN F, 49 AFTo dsle] 243 - 3
249 AxE H/EEE it AFEY 44
A 4P £40 Act P2 74 FHx(]
A ol ALHolth~ 74 ul¢ AFH ot} & o] &
stk At zALY] FFAEE K die] diEy
35%°|3ict.

APAZA AT Zb2te] A FTol g 484 - g
A &40 AL olo]2AY(M=5.54), I%LE
(M=5.03), #zHM=4.86), AA"olo]23@ (M=
3.74), A58 (M=3.71), HFA((M=3.6),
MP3 Zdojo](M=3.49), F4%F(M=3.11), v}~
A% (M=3.09), #2(M=2.54), 94 E(2.40),
ZAH(M=1.83) £22 Ve,

azjn HPASAA 4 AFZ A HsES
ddFEe 7H H=(13 vf$ Fd~ 74 o
S Folh 2 2A6gic}. 2323 2 AF T o
¢ H3=Ee MP3 E¥°]o|(M=5.31), A2 (M=
5.14), 3 (M=4.97), 2R E(M=4.94), o}o|
238 (M=4.80), A (M=4.49), HFa (M=
4.43), %R (M=4.43), nf238(M=4.29), A
A Wolo] 23 (M=4.17), AFASE(M=4.03),
FMH(M=3.40)¢22 Yepyttt

AR ZA AT A o] A4A - Fy £49 3x
AN FolatA 2 Aol S Ho|AA AF9 AU
av|ze] Aser} vsd 484 - 24 AFL
AE Adsigg, 2 23 #d3 #x agla A%
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A58 FFTE o] AFSAALANN o
Zo|7b omA AMzte] AITE ML 44
A - 434 AFTY o2 w3AG. 19 Sela
et al.(2009)8] AFelA AHEEAUD HL2} A
A2 AFT g9 2] BEE e B
A7 AP o] 43l7]dle B4 Ao] Hold
Ao #sAY. uA & A7 AFALEY
AFSEE 484 - S AFTLE A
AAZ QPR AFSE 2 Y88, F
28 5 UUE F79 S8E HolFn 2
#E$ dtn ik AR ZAEY AFALEYS AF
<89 47 - A2H A FEAY Aol i THE
t 2527 FARLE F9stn(t(34)=-4.544,
p=0.00), AZE Aol& Fo5HA] % Zoz Y
EPeh(t(34) =-1.199, p=0.239)

3.2 gyl

g A7 JPAEA wHuEldA S8 e
7] BEYPALE st AL MRS 278 Y
o AFEFAY 27171 2 2PN E AEAFSR 4
(23044, stere, BANA, {55590
AFELE 43 (2712, EdA, D7), 34
Atolth & AAEx, AFTFA 277} AL =4
AME AEALE 2F (2204, S45594) 7
AFLE 2% (2712, A4 E A&
2 484 AAE SRES 4 AETN A B
ooy AH|AEA A5 HA=2 7434
HPAE] 371408 A2 AL Adste 2
< WA g

A EAL 27 448 B FullskA 10%<
50% &2z zZ5ict. AA ARdAM 3R, &
B, 8TE2E §9 7] #F &AL 10%~
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50% A w4 gt 53 FE5E 10% 7}
AYURH 2+1, 1+1 59 AL &= AL &
F ot wetd 2 A7 28 @ A9 797 A
dolz, 445 Fristd 714 E0] e =AM
£ 10% (271 36009), 71 8e] & =4
olME 50% (2171 2000¢) 2.2 AAlSHA

2 A8 AFFA 271(47) vs. 87H) 2 x 7}
Age A71(10% vs. 50%) 2 o Fgzte9
(between-subject design)22 dA 3%t Jd
AL 7oA 2304 AAE AFY ANE Bn
A44 FE(ATASE)Y H2H SR(AFR)
2 749 AYPIM 4719 SBE MEYEE g
TG SRAEL ANE S8 F 98 /A &
BE 1% Ad3s g1 $YF S8 vl
Adse gota 2 A ugk,

Kt 7392 #d & E= dg 175
o] Agel FdiHet. 4IRS ATFAH
EQL 37 1189(67.4%), A 579(32.6%)
olo}, B ol 21.84) o]},

3.3 4@Zd

il et AEIHAEL ANE S8 FoA 4
NE Agsid, 4zko2 FAE A A4le] A
B3 S50 MEE & o Y AxE g7
k. 2 A9 A WA 49U HF2H £4 A
£9] A9 HFE(choice share) & $EA7} Adjg
4719 285 FoA AFR £49 287t R %
Y XA E ARAE 5T F A7) 7]
285, dE Sof AA 470 F 1747} A A
F(AFSE) T TEEGE A AF A9 H
&2 25%, 2707} X854 50%, 3/47F £3=E
75%. 40 100%2 483,

AAEAT 41 H22 20124 49



HETHe 32|19 WEgolo] HETHESS| Melof o)x|s A

T 479 T A TS5 2vAe gy
FT TS ARAAE drhd B g 5
9 28RS AHIEAE 33U, dF 59
B8 BF 3 /A FRE Adged 1(R), F
A F7d 85 Agen 2(3), ¥ /A 2
9 SRE v Ade3ow 4(F)2 2A8E U
skt

£ 2AHAL Hstd Z4ze] Lo g Az
=ot HA8A - AFH £49] AEE 289 A
IEE QUFEY 74 HE(14 oj$ Hojdd~
T4 v§ FolFhH2 ZAeAx, 444 - 2
AESE A= 9A JAPAENA 4448 £43
AFA £49] BoE oA ¥, ddgEe) 74
A=Y vi¢ &Aoot~ 74 v $ A ol})
2 38,

el
=]

I.

S

=

3.4 4z

ZAAAE A%t Z AFE AP 443 -3
g4 AFEY A28 3T 20 2204 (M=
3.02), 3t=xe(M=2.68), ¥A%aHM=2.57),
FTTFTEM=2.64)c 5 33 @& 4 |9
#ez gHASe] 443 £49 AFoz A4FA
22 Azt glgol vyttt v, mzEe (M=
5.82), $EH(M=5.60), 27| 2(M=5.59), A4}
oltH(M=5.61)& BF 4 o] gtez HFA %
Y AFLR AZsta e Aoz vyt &
¢ A8A AFZY 40 AF AL AF2Y 4
N AZ AEEAN A= FF%S Folo] YeEE
t 5T 23§23 Fo| & RYHASAS8AT
M=2.73, AFLE Hd M=5.65, t(174)=19.65,
p=0.00).

Z AFEY P A3 2327 2204 (M=

ZYSAT M41A M2z 20124 49

4.54), =8 (M=4.72), BA=2(M=4.67),
SFFTAdA(M=5.22), Z72H(M=4.83), &
EH(M=4.47), ¥7]12(M=5.01), A4Ale|tH(M=
5.13)& vetgen, 484 AFZY 4/ AEH
A2 AFLY PN AT HEs FA}S 73
o AFASEYS ALLE AEFY ATEE vm
g A3} v M55 E BYTHAEASEHETF M=
478, AFSE HF M=4.85, t(174)=-0.499,
p=0.619).

€ A7 U9A AFTAY 27](47) vs. 870) %
7H&Q9] 271(10% vs. 50%) 2 Qs 9
gA &4 AFe A9H 58 (choice share)E £
SHUTE T oJAEHEA (two -way ANOVA)S
TRt A4 2o FAA g 2329 p
o] 0.382 2 e} 7} 31de] Bito] Fdso}
ke AR 71E7H0] 35S st
ATHF(3, 171)=1.027, p=0.382). o] &2
A Aake (X Dl A8t

7H 1-19] A A F A H5&d) tig 74
3719 FEIE= of ¢ fofahAl JdeldeHE(1, 171)
=7.320, p=0.008). &, A¥IAEL A=
A717k 2 W #HZH £49] gigke o Bo] A
ke Aeg Yeyd, #4377 48 e g7
47.17%. +437] 2 W& BT 59.66% A9 A
&% By,

7Hd 2-19 HFA AF Ag Lo g &
3719 FEAARE fofstA YEPETHE(L, 171)=
4.392, p=0.038). 4@F7IAsL ¥Jas7} 2
o A £49 dicke o o] Adshes Aoz
Yebstt, #1377 10%Y de B3 48.58%,
50%% W= Hd 58.25% 9 AFH £4 AE
A8 F4e2 2o #3719 a9 435
AL A= FolshA] gt
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i R L

(F 1) olgadzy 2ot

22 AFTY (474) 2 AFTH (87)
Variable Zhe #(10%) 2 #(50%) Z-2 &91(10%) 2 &A(50%)
(n=44) (n=43) (n=44) (n=44)
Mean(SD)
AAAAF VY F& 43.18(217.68) 51.16(30.35) 53.98(33.65) 65.34(30.12)
g3y 37 dF 2.84(1.01) 2.77(1.07) 3.48(0.90) 3.41(0.92)
M-zt &3} A3 (Two way ANOVA)
AFg AFE  HEAF F g p &
&4
#H3A AF AdH /&
7M 1-1 FA 7] 6820.82 1 6820.82  17.320 0.008
7H 2-1 LN ER) 4092.56 1 4092.56  4.392 0.038
FAA71+81 37 125.14 1 125.14 0.134 0.714
LR 159345.3 171 931.844
9 3T P%
7H 1-2 F427] 17.863 1 17.863 18.719 0.000
7K 2-2 EHER] 0.219 1 0.219 0.230 0.632
FA271+89 37 0.000 1 0.000 0.000 0.986
e 163.174 171 0.954

thgog AEFFAY A7) AR VS
EPuSe 2R Y F1YFS FHAFE
T o] YEARN S £t dY FTEES
22952 & us ik T4 AFAT ¥
AEMo EA7F gl FAHAKHF(3, 171)=
0.897, p=0.444).

71 1-29 g FT dEl did #4279
FaIE vl felshA JeleHF(L, 171)=18.719,
p=000). &, 433 o] AFIMAEL AFT
A 377 2 o 0% g3 52 AAIEY A
A LAY, FH27)7} 2L we BT 2.8
Z, A7) 2 e 3.4%F9 55 AYse A
o2 Jyeyd, 2 dAFe Yoz 74379
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g Aue] g FT B5S BA] A3t
LA L FPFIAG(E 2) F2).

(F 2y TARNEE ¥ P FE 2
Ao § £5o Svtoz AYIFL 748 9
dzte) ¥l gL 14.9%, T 7€ 19.5%. Al F7
= 35.6%, Yl £FE 29.9% o9, #+4As|7} 2
ZAQNE & FHE 6.8%, F THE 8.0%, A
Z8¥ 19.3%, ¥l F7E 65.9 % °lth. F+437]
7t & 2704 Z7] g o $79 SEEA AY
A4S 74T JPAS0] 953 BHHE ¢ 7
At

g, /M 2-29] 9 F7 dFel U 7H
&9l A7]9] FEF}E FY5HA 4%t 2 A7 2

AAST Ha12 M22 20124 4Y



e s R SR

HE742| 37|2 Welelo] UETHESS U ojxs IY

i e e R TR ot N

(Z 2) 743719} LY 7 4S°

g8 F7 #F(n=175)

427/ 37 V1(%) V2(%) V3(%) V4(%) A (%)
T437] 2&(470) 14.9 19.5 35.6 29.9 100
TA437] F(87) 6.8 8.0 19.3 65.9 100
AA 10.9 13.7 27.4 48.0 100

I xH(FA27)ched 2T df 3)=23.014, p=0.000

"V4e l FF. V3 E A TR, V2E F FF. V1S @ IR 25U AYE S ool & V4 7 ook 37 8% A%l MY £S.

3 7148 a7 AL e J7 3.1%F, 7HEE
37] 2 WE HH 3.1F02 2ujze Ty F
T 3% A=E A4 g AU 9 W
A g€ Aoz Jegt. 78y 2717t 2%
N 2 71Fo] YolAn AFF $JHo] Hrdme
AHAEL vl 439 AL disle Auize
2 A3xr} QoA AY uigsA] e Adugt
A AE Fo) THAZ 7FeAol 2 Aol
o AxH oz HEAN L] AXA GF 7
Fo| A Jehd Aeg B A7E 44t 1
dut £423 82089 Ao|7} i FT7HE B
To A 9 FA g2 Aoz vehgd. o)
Ze A% gL o] dAE £ A

Zetg7] BEH 22 M4 WEYL AHAER
g ‘B3R FL Ate Azo] EA4 FH(Heeler
2007) 224 Me#gn AEA S SEstAlzlY.
gehA AH|AES 99 Fehdy] #32 Ao
Aztetn 10% == 50%eh= &9 A7)0 2
A FE 718004 F%E gtk £ A AA
" SEFES 7Y/t AYAA 10% £ 50% T
7k BQsE A2 /M EHAY] Wi A4 s¥8
o] "N Fuljstes FA7tRT 7440 Aot
T AZ4E 4 . 13eg APAEL 949 /M4
o] Mota Az e 7HAEA &9 A7|vt

£ olm F22 A9% AWk f Be 72 7]

ZAAUSAT M41H H2% 20124 49

A0S 7heAol =0 & 479 AFdA AFA
< BE 24N T 4714 F52 2% 17
F Aok AA R3] W g, Ho) A & 9
€ Yl 7k F579 H9 W Ade] A5l e}
BT 339 5 A9F Aoz Yy, 2434
o2 71489 277t A AT AYH{E
de fFog 9% vizAR, drid I F5
< A9ReAE 548 4 F7 B3 74
& dFS vIAA dL Aoz dddd,

tlo aln

v. 248

4.1 9472] 2 U AU

£ A7 2A7} Oee AFS A 49
W AEFAL 275 WwEYee 2717} 2u2e)
£% Ao v 9% gAY & A7
A2A 429 diokst 484 429 oz 74
8 49N AFFA 27k 355 207
o g TAEe] F7hk AL dotel 49
Afrgol 3718 A e £¢ WSTAY
2717 245 AvulAe] Gy 37 B%0) 348
2 A2 diete] A9 F2o] 3718 AL S
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A

%},

2 d79 7S AF3] A3l gPASNA H
g3 §49 AFE(AFIR)Y 484 £49 A
FE(AFAR) 0] vy T8 AAFFE A4
3L, 4709 F52 T AHEeS 278t
AFTH 27171 & 2AM = 8/, e 24|
AEe S AN, HEZEEY F7)71 2
22 50% 89, AL 24 10% A2 AA
Lpid=d

2 4T 2%e 923 2. AR, AFTFYY 2
217F 245 2HAY] dFFTFE T kst
A digte] AEFfeo) S/ 2%
o|%} 2L ZAde AFFAY 277t 245 LH|R}
ol B F7 ATl F7i8ta, LHjAEY g%
A F7 EFoz A AN 9l AT
Ao AgAF-Eo] F7ish] fEQd Aoz Hod
. =3 2 AFTYAM tded] F5E AYsie
AL AFF AFS Adsted g2 JIRE 7
2A712 HZA Ago] g ¥ (excuse) EE 3
23t ZAE AFs] dioltt. A, AIREL
‘o 7] Adste oY dF AT HFH &4
o] AFL Agste A% AJAA 9 2L HFA
AFS Ao 3 F33}t 2AE S 5 AUt

X, e Frle 484 £49 AFH
A $49 AFERE TAHE A9 JlA A
2 4 AFY A9A L I/, 443
g gy FFPFoe T IS FA &
Ao Yepd,

€ d7e 24 999 AL dey 2.
A, Sela et al.(2009)8] d+5 Ietd7] #&
3 2L 7HARER A AEstd 3 W sy T
wjste Aol obd FAld] g A FES Frldhe
Aoz §FAZAY: Helth. &4, Simonson
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(1990)2 AH@=e #3 (FAAd/cA419)0
GFAFTFYEol vlA= Yo 2HES 23UA
gt B AFE FAAY A3dA AEA]e 27
St METALY] F7]|7} M7t Agshe digte)
F33 O F7+ P vAE 9L g
€ HoAM 71E A7 iAol itk AA, vl
¥ A78(2009)9 AT A9AYY 2718 F
datA fAldtn AH|AEe] &g AR FA
A AHLE of deoicte] £33 (24 gt
vs. 444 dghd vjAe 4%S Srsgoy,
2 A7 A9 2719 HEALY 27}
Addete] 3 digt vs. 443 diehd
GIFTFYP N v e %S TG HolA
71E A7¢ 284 o] Sl A, HEH ] #AE
7|E AFEL FE /A Zo|o] WE o)
g A9 2 Hrld vjXe 4FS ATy
(e.g. Chakravarti et al. 2002: Hamilton and
Srivastava 2008: Janiszewski and Cunha
2004: Johnson et al. 1999: Morwitz et al.
1998: Yadav 1994: 1995), £ @3 4H|zle]
O =7 53 HEFEY F34 BUE Fu
Atte Aol 71& WEYd B AT7ET AEA
=g

27 FaR AF A WA AndAst &
Fahe %S FEd FAd AF EF == F
Z YoMe AHEA 5 A48 £ e 2
271 BEL H2 F5GA NN Be] AYsx Ye
Bl E2Z =Foltt, £ AFZAI| 2A3 g3
22 AFA A S AR 7 AU

AR, 483 $49 AFT HFH $49 AF
& TAE A9 JAFdA AFTFAY 207} 25
5 2R g FFEF] FUkEtn A &
A AF AdFf&o] F7HHS dAsY. 18

HHEATL M43 M2% 20124 49



HET4e| 37|19 HEdolo| HETHESS| Mejo ojxl= oy

e R i e

BE 2RV BES oo AT &4 AE9
2 selele oAEHE AN AFEAe 2
718 3771 AT o] 484 £49 AEES
3} A FAE 2 Ro| vy & Aol

SHIZAE L AAlo] d Folste AL AY Ao
¥steizte dddS FF73cH(Ratner et al.
1999). £ €79 Ao e JAATE EA 317
Asted APAZAAD 2)Ake] A3} vsg AE
east AFEEE AY AFE FAsg o A
Aritd Y Foll auAe) A7t ARz de

e Xddn e dU 37 95 Yoz
el HEErt de A F9| vf2o] 718 4 9ok
& d7dE AANEA FRAT, Ao A9 4
AN 3T oA e AFo] A ETFMo)
X gleAE Auae] Ry 27 Hge
AFTA0] 255 Z7ksle AL 2. 19
22 wHE 297 #E2E 123 of Au)x
I AEE7t & AFH YL AFo2 Adyeh
g TG 2] g F7 872 9=
Ale @ AukA9 AEY ujEx Z7A2 &
A Ao,

A, 2 A7 23 A48 49 AE gy
£49] AFEZ FAHE AP FPoN Wssg @
A&o] 245 Y £ AE AdH 8o =
7Fhe Aoz Jeigtt, aey data 9e) &l
2] ¥0a A Avjase] g 7 Y5
A S7ketA] gt @8 2ahE, WEs #9189
A7) 2H|AE0] ofd 3o EE(HSA vs. A
£4)% 2 22 Aoy s BAdE 982 3
Ao, Hd B T F5L HYE Ao} g B
Aole g S T4 43t} o9 e Ay
£ 2H|AE0] 'FEAES A ehs Felag An
2] (Heeler 2007)% 3}7] wj&o] &Qlgo) =7

ZUSAT 413 M2 20124 4%

R s

BokE 780 W] 9% Fole7eE YelA
ofd AFE A A7b) o gL F92 7|2
A7) feez NEd. ez sAHE 2eg
7l BEoA FolE FE BFo BA8S A}
t A= F8AT, G AFTAL AT
A& Fasi.

4.2 972 8 U 8% oy

2 9479 Ad ¥ 35 dPuee gey 2
o AW, & d7E PFLRE AYYAAZoR
Aoy, d7dnE Lugag)y] galxe
o g AFToR 489S Fuy e} Qo
7IE 9G¥ FTF A5 B FHoME F2 g
TEE, %A, 228 59 JBEES 39 947
B2z olgsgoy, Feldy] BEe AgEml
ohdet 7, A, 42 5 G AEEZN o]
452 gt 18e2 g4y Ao drgy
< Zug dest U

=4, & d79 dgoEe 289 WEHle
718 Yo 10%% 50%2 22 s o, 714
FQ Zof w2} Avjate] Hrht 2abd 4 gl &
¥ AToME Td 2719 FALL A o] I
f3j},

AR, & A7 APoMe 27N 4
V& WA P75 FS 42 s
a2t @ Wo Foldhe FofFo] AW Au|ze
9 F7 YT xR AFH 24 AE9
VEEREE 984S 2 F Ut &F A7
€ TUFE HIAA 2uRe] gy 27 Y%
R A2H $40 Hegf8o] ojuygt G2 v
A gtste AL Euj2 ¢ Aol

viA, & G 2k AUFQ EAgES
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The Influence of Product Assortment Size and Bundle
Discount on Items Selection of a Bundle*

Sojin Park**

Abstract

Bundle promotion-the practice of granting consumers a discount when they buy a certain
number of units from a designated range of stock-keeping units- have gained popularity among
manufacturers and retailers. In this type of bundle promotion, consumers can choose a variety
of items in the range of designated products. For example, a snack brand could offer a discount
if the consumer buys four units from a range of flavors. The author presents a question when
assortment size can have an influence on option choice in a mix of hedonic and utilitarian
options. Let’s suppose that a retailer provides a bundle promotion consisted of delicious but
unhealthy snacks(hedonic option) and less tasty but healthy snacks(utilitarian option). The
retailer gives a discount if the consumer buys four units. Could the number of options influence
the type of option consumers select? Would consumers who choose from a larger assortment
(e.g. 8 options) be more likely to select hedonic options than a smaller set (e.g. 4 options)?

Recently, Sela et al.(2009) suggested choosing from larger assortments is often difficult, it
leads people to select options that are easier to justify. Since virtues and utilitarian options
are generally easier to justify than indulgences: consequently, choosing from larger assortments
often shifts choice from hedonic to utilitarian options.

However, the author anticipated this effect would be reversed when consumers choose multiple
items simultaneously. Specifically, the author predicted choosing from larger assortments consisted
of hedonic and utilitarian options lead people to pursue variety seeking and increase the choice
share of hedonic options. The author also expected consumers’ variety seeking behavior and

"
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the choice share of hedonic options would increase when bundle discount rate is high rather
than low discount rate.

To test these hypotheses, this study conducted a 2(assortment size: 4 vs. 8) x 2 (discount
size: 10% vs. 50%) between subject design. There were half hedonic and half utilitarian beverages
(carbonated drinks and traditional drinks) in each option. Participants were randomly assigned
to four conditions and were asked to choose a total of four beverages from the assortment. The
dependant variables are the choice share of hedonic options and variety seeking behavior.

It was found that choosing from larger assortment leads people to pursue diversity and select
more hedonic options when they choose options simultaneously. The author explains this result
that consumers’ variety seeking simply makes people include hedonic options which are inferior
in hierarchy of needs. Another explanation is that choosing multiple items simultaneously reduces
guilt associated with hedonic consumption and provide an excuse for hedonic consumption. In
the experiment, bigger bundle discount size increased consumers’ variety seeking behavior but
it didn’t have a significant influence on the choice share of hedonic options.

Finally, this research suggests managerial implication for bundle promotions and develops
directions for future research.

Key words: price bundling, product assortment, price discount, hedonic options, utilitarian

options, simultaneous choice
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