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V. £ % oj2qe) odys

oA AAgt AFAEES BA 30d o avAe AFNY BAE EH3ted U
A2ZYE EME(conjoint analysis)E @23 &t $toh 2 §< HARUAE EAYPEL
gt Ao A7 ol E AFA EAH] AV 2 FAME 71 2 dHe=
AR AL "REF e gAREAAT o it FeAA tE AddWg o BAH
(compensatory)ql SJAtZA% WY& AMgdd's 7FgclAd. a8y dAdF R e duz
H 2 A2 (non-compensatory)?l A2 & @ AME fele 2 4= dd.

2 479 B3AL Luae] datAdR whiel A 1S A B ARUE FAUE A
Bozy UZJUE ¥AYo d9L% Bt} dutglaied U, F &u|zle] oAEA Wby
€ AFA7 Fol7 dolgl 2 RE] FHsteof st e latentW 4R FHFHHEA e
HEAA QAR A EFdete ARJAE FAYPE =&z o E =Fo| AAde
AzE ZRJIE PP EL 22 2% (logit model) S nested2ARHOo g B34 Aytsel
o fFAMG AR L PR U

2 =R EF YA AEHoldE B8 $e8 ARIAE BYo] /&Y ARJE W}
W& vE g53tvde L Rolax @l

R ATE MR AEUY AddTrie A Add o8 SRS
T AEUdR FYuYg zas
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I. M B

AZE B (conjoint analysis)e Ak 30d B AAEAL, AL #Y, 7+
gade] T2 A% AR 5 of sAY dAdFE AAdNez H2ste de AW

THE Qo). AZIE BN 2] He ol B "AHAI} oW A F e A=
8 T AIEE I AZo] E QE A 49 AF SAE AFNE, AzA
12, RE 24 55 o4& AFAEFE Rold AFEe AT AIEE od Zo| e &
Hog BARoz 2 WY Ee AA sty Ao Eolu (Lancaster 1966) A@ =
= nARe =2dA B 4 2 %A Bz &(multi-attribute attitude model)®l 7]

=3 9otm 2 4 9t (Green and Wind 1973 Wilkie and Pessemier 1973).
1 B AFUE BAME nde e, weHe £, Y § A Eekedl A
o WHE AFd $UHe =fo] REAQEY, ATANE FL =EE0] #FI TR
s]1 9t (Allenby, Arora, and Ginter 1995: Jedidi, Kohli, and DeSarbo 1996:
Vriens, Wedel, and Wilms 1996).

a2 ¢ BZUE BAYY A & ¢ dE ARd -r%% vl e oA A3
A oe] yer FelAd #dUS Aug w 2A4E (compensatory) A A% WRE AL
B sHAeltt. adw A gAE 49 gtd o4 AFAe e R ¥ EAE (non-
compensatory)$l &AIZAE @thn @t (Bettman 1979). 2 F8AdE TR &
WA HEAE JARAS e A$E 2¥T ARJE dTE A9 giu. dg9de=
Johnson, Meyer, and Ghose(1989)% # digte] &40l M2 &< Fgdrel Az 9
AARAE HEAH PEE ALSE A E 71E AZUE WEEY d%o] ¥A dolr
g 972 gEan 4o, 44 AR Z% 2, 2E £4d glo] & Hd=d Hy
golx e Hams 2Ase A$E 33 SE7) R 2 o BE 23E A4 €A
A7} BRAAR AAR S S (7]122]) ARUE A9 dF¥E LoAAA dvhe
Aot

2 dpe 28 2uAe oady W g ARE #A e A2UE AN )
wtom AZUE BAYe 99L Bd it b Aok $eld RIS e U9
2E3} AZAE HolHTE ol &5t A} oW arER WEE AgIETIE S
P35 TAG 712 ARYE B4E 2FJ $E9) 2¥e 2 FF ARIAE AFA

]
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22 4std BAE HEgomn B g7 ohAE A2 ARald 2 AoE e
2 Alg®ETT)

I. HE4E HEolE poe £&

AEJE 440 gl dolE ¢4 We 34 Yo AEA B9 (choice task)®} H7}
# Y (evaluation or judgement task)e) % 7427} Aed £ =8e A9a wyo 2
Fol Heg 2l Wyont. Ada wye ¥z ga &49€ 71 R A9 gk &
ANA AN 2 F shig dYslE s Yyos +3HE voHEe (5¥¥4E A
A7t 2B ethe A olgelE) YMAQ choice data®t o9 ®Alsi z8oz 2 g9

e ol2 % 42 A77 Ho & choice modelE 2z Haa a3k

H]

1. Choice model

429 choice model 9A 2¥]x}7} BAH o) HAEH & Pohe A2AE 289 2y
4 Bd@ HEE &1 ed, ©2 ¢ choice modeld £+ 43L& "@AfE Yooz
#89 %% (Independence from Irrelevant Alternative)™©l2tz @} U F2e A
A A% oARY drdse Luxs} wpyR JAEPE s S8 2B choice
modelS AN &3 U} (Ben-Akiva and Lerman 1985: Kannan and Wright 1991;
Kamakura, Kim, and Lee 1996). o|S 2% & Zn)z}9| HEAH oAlARRA L Ui
o 2719 5@ P2 Belshe nested logit model@ AR Aol 1o fALe)
28y A23 BB AHE latent variables HAFste] o]g dolgzRE 2zas
Kamakura, Kim, and Lee (1996)9] 28& oZ finite mixture of nested logite)a}
TEG OE RIS gwad wdoge Ho Yo Sgu ol gL olgstuz @ =
FAE °] 2L ARQE Ao HNegony 7 2HAZ) ofd oALEH Y A4t
EAE #4¥ 4 Ut =9 7 4was vacs Hrkdted Azl e £4 zeve
AHEE & gled o] 292 2 AvAe 24 Fang FHT F ke FYe) Uy

2. Nested Logit Model
B 220 B 4 4A 4987 s F2€ camcorder® TYstnat s &
HAY W2 712 @ AvAE A9 xee SHEY F de AE TE gote My
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i, 2z digke] &njAeA AFse 82 7 Y] JlAn dE A8 46 o8 2
"ot sk & MzREA (G = 1., D7V k (k= 1,.., K) Ble] AFE AlFe o
miatn vt s Aviate JK 1Yt FelA el AEFS dHdide}l @k A48
E° camcorderg AlHE= A7 A4, SONY. JVC Al a2 o 747 g7 el
zo] A7l glol 8mm% VHS ¥ F/% A4@dz a¥, Av¥Ae dige 671471 &
Aot
&4 #EolE(random utility theory)e] AAlsts E&¥Fe =& A4 L& g2y,
¥R (= 1,.., N7} A9 48 Ao gk (G, NEREH Qe 42 0y 2

Uj‘k! :inj'kr +£fflc.r (1)

A9l Aola Xl avla} o] A% A% AHAA G G, L7 AN D e G £4
Ee ¥ (exogenous variable)®) #WEO|1L y = E5(parameter)el HAEon] ¢ &
A58 YehIG

A (1)olx 22z3te] BEXE generalized extreme-value ¥t 7P o z4 $ele

AZA 2A R (nested logit model) & 22 & Urt (McFadden 1981). & F39=
Z228 A2nA 7} AZGA S 1A 2R AE B k3 AAEGE 29 d () k
g Ay d8& i3 2o xdE + gith

Bk, jy=F/ (k| NP () (2)

where

Pr(klj) exp(y’ 'X; .tr)/ ZCXP(T X_]kl) and
P () = exp@V ) S exp(AV)
F=l

Aol H@2)AM Pkijye AEGA j7F A9E st A By k7t A9E =15 E88 9
e pe AFAA 8 A9 &858 JEhdn. v & 943 23 REeA Y inclusive
valued H&& e Ao2H, WYy exp(y' Xip) & #3% Zeh,

9AE 2A BdoA & AolAg(dissimilarity coefficient)2ta F3l=d dFA7}
AAG mdo] Auzte] HA GAEAY T FIHeAE VD v dids] F8% 988
F} (Borsch-Supan 1990). &, d3A7 AA S Az 22 Rdo] &§53 F Lo
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2HEdd A 9 gol 0<A <l o] Holok dhedl 2 olfE  1-)e e WL (b
et G, k09 2&FgE] FaAFed TL87] WEoltt (McFadden 1981). AFA 23
e w2 o A9 A ddd 23 vdo WEAY @9 sz AFHa Y IA
{(Independence of Irrelevant Alternatives) @42 Ad ¢ 9o AMS 58 "Hg
Zb . B 7 1d Ave 49 2E2 3539 24 mdx 4@ e} Hed 2
ojnle &HAZE det (. HE H2ME W AFF 48 BA g1 2 Wed #Bridde
AE gt

A oA EA T Wi vk 22 228 AuR i 94 AF e kE AA T 0
T AzdA jE AFIAR 3 A it (G, ODE AU #EL e Zo] 2Yd
F Sit.

B (k,))=F (k)P (k) (3)

where
F P i yi 4 i yi
P (jlky=exp(y' X3, )/ Yexp(y' Xy,) and
i=l

P (k)= exp(AV{)! Y exp(AV{)
K=l

A9 HB3)AM PGk © BY k7 A9E stelA AMzdA j7h dEE z=dN g,

B e 819 k2 A9% 8%, 1284 inclusive value V¥ & ln[zj,=]exp(y‘X}-k,)] o|t},

3. Mixture model r

fele] ¥ T FF79 heterogeneity® 123t Ut W E SWA WA £
= 4YA9 heterogeneity #AE 8Ale] vwiAEAAM HHEAoR Roli Ut finite
mixture H2H 22 @712 ¥} (Titterington, Smith, and makov 1985). A #A
9] heterogeneitye 9AMA7A 373 oheterogeneity2 FE9 2 W& AvH|A Hlcs o
A {35l 1 oy HiolXo| FRE e 5L e} s I ¥R} Ho|ZY FRE
WA wstn BASE 0 odf 228 52 1-¢71 b F 1A heterogeneityt 4|
(2)¢ (3)8] 2ol thet heterogeneity®2 el HE 6= (7,2 )7t 8789 point mass

distribution& 7}AchE Aot & $Ele A 4AnAE SAe £ (segment)2 &2 U

T Aed LT THA S 2¥AEL FUF E g A2 0 M2 e 2

¥
&3 2HATE A2 2 24 g 7Hlths Aol
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$l9] § 252 heterogeneity® st TANEZ £3¢ MR MIAEE WA 1
e A¥zAeln 84, HA=S $HAoz nde AHAEL Bl T2 b4E
uid 1 ANA ZH b (b =1, 2, Bl % &L T o|n 8 my=10lTh W
W Datel g 2&8 Av|Asl HolZe 2FE WA nste AvAdn dtn ol A
AL FAY Fdez JE 4 Qo 2 29A 2R (= 1, 2, - Pl 5% &F
& mpola ¥ mp =1 ©le
99 REL choice datas] ALstdl B4F FA8r] 94 likelihood functions =%
#AZ @t WA AvjA 7 BASE AR DS AdAeln 2 bl &3 R A
A2 o] AHA9 choice historye] <A % likelihood=

_ b ~ YLk
Lib _thijP! (kyj) daid (5)

A AelA PPk e A (2018 FolA gelm, 2wl b T AR M (A= j,
HolZ 27 k)& Polstd FGikn=lo|n 28X #od Yijkn=0° Aok 4 (4=
o]z z7 % (conditional) likelihoodete Mol felstaiol &t

SA oz A b HolT FFHE WA uweistn HA=S aHdes aviAeln

23 foll &8 Y& 2vAE" o] 2HA9] choice historyst A% likelihood=

Ly =H.H;Hkﬁf(k,j)y“’j"‘”’ ©)

9 2elA pfr, HE (B Foial gholth,
apne mage 228 2w i) T2 (unconditional) likelihoodE &4 4
o2 & F Ut

L=oY, mly +(1—(p)zf1thif (7

Finite mixture model®] Z$E 48 2AY F zt avx b 4 ) 5%
posterior membership $8& (Bayes el & o] &3le]) =¥ & ag. =, 2¥Ar 7t
HAtZ WA nsn 24 b £8 FEL gn,L,/L01T, HOZ THE WA mf3tn

3l &% FEL ol

Al
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4 (e 2XRE total log-likelihood+ LL=zilogLi olty el £ RAlE o] e =
dte B 3 2 d¥AA vAY Sois B4 €} o) Bxis BAE Bk 24
& 33 AR e Kamakura. Kim, and Lee (1996)& B},

. AlEZajjold Cixtele| |

1. Camcordere] M=

¥ wEel AAse HRRd H2AE BAYY] $44E o]y 8 Sele zua A
BeolBE AYIIE At WA B4R £9 F 3R 2uAr EAPGn AR
2HA 29 Ao)HLe camcorder® FYEY glo) BALE WA mHs=}
o|ze} F A3 mst=vel Aok WA p = 0.59 Bernoulli EXZEE Tz

BUrE FE%ted oW 19 o) Yed BAc=g 9 nasis Aualetn sn o)
23 Helze FRE WA neishe AvuAR @ & 7 a¥ P EH7} whilelg
drhe Aol =T inclusive valuet 0.52 7} 3te] 28319 dier Mgo] glof wrA
2 g AR dda by aic

WeF AR 22 vt HASE 9 mHse 2RSE FolR goEs SoA
a9 gk AEE HES 99 4 2)olM ANF FAE By 97K rg 19 B
T A E3NAM Fo)R FE o812 @} A (2)9A matrix FHE Fojx Y X
Fee Aol B WFER Fo] W

£ -f& it
¢
rulm

2D 4 + Dy +VHS — PRICE + 2LIFE

Hel Aol Dast Dpe 2 Wigtel oJd HA=A7E UdEE WuR4a w9 Zoja
digtel HA= A2 Da = 10]m D = o], %o tieke] BAT B Dy = 0o
3 Dy = 1|9, Foizl ko] BAE (A Dy = -10]3 Dy = -10] HE& @}, &
A oz Uria BYUESE e go] aysiilz

1 if ypeof tape=VHS
=1 if ypeof tape=8mm

Werel HelZ % VHS={
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1 if high price
ete] 74A: PRICE=4{0 if medium price
-1 iflow price

1 if long battery life

A - LIFE =
Battery®] $%: {—1 if short battery life

I BT E I ¥ nH3tE A
Ut B g AR Sed oy B =R Ao oidAe v

= e

Be= Aduste Aozl WEeltt. F, F ¥ v 7 2¥A) gk Adg g g At
oA HA=E WA mHdt=y e HolZY FHE WA mejst=ite Aoolgele o
d zel® gokn 7Hg @vhe Aol

diete] w7k AR 2R el feld AEE AFE AX LA} 7 g A 4z
o 882 Fotx o] Zzte] &2 PAHE point mass distributionCEREH A2 oH
BA=E ddsterte 2390 & SEle 2ge] 49 ¥ 4 g random errord o7
A =])8rl 2 gk

2. thetel Hd
Hollx A3 uish o] 7 tieke 479 &4 o= AAHEH F 36749 EA=(3) X
HolZ F/(2) XA (3) Xbattery TR (2)-tb-& Azts] 2 4 Uvh, AXJQE BA oA
ftd 48 Eole o8 W Ee] ded $2E interaction effects® FA13t3 main
effects™& 221 ¢ orthogonal set& F3712 Ttk (Addelman 1962). 36709] i<t &
o2 9/§e] digte s o] FolZ orthogonal setd T3¢ (E 1)3 #Zo}

{& 1) Orthogonal Set

et 2= 712 Battery 493 Hlo] X F3%
1 A Low Short VHS
2 B Low Short 8 mm
3 C Low Short VHS
4 A Medium Short 8 mm
5 B Medium Short VHS
6 C Medium Short VHS
7 A High Long VHS
8 B High Long VHS
9 C High Long 8 mm

9 orthogonal set2Z2FH A2 oAl2A A o] 3 choice taskE HENEE 8




F3he Aol FH FL& WS S8 o] FAE FIEr A oed oz AEE
oldg AlWEr1E @k 99 dighE: @AMl AAEEA 2 ke dExe] wek £
g ABEE 87ee AE ARIE HolHE FHste dhte] wWyo]l € & AT g4
AR gZolM ol w¢ FE choice tasko|th eja} Az} ojei g A} 9
A E g W AAEE gt £8 oy zlo) add, v =F JAEY WIS
FAslodol st7] HEe] H4 3709 digke] HBasith &, K19 9 dit FAM 3AE
a9z HAsd oat FAAA AMAsn, 2 F HE AHHES s Aot 9714
gt ZoM 3AE Mdste 25 o3 = 847IA7F EAgY. of FeoA ©F9 A JA
20& FEF3e Aolawte Az g},

(1) 3709} it FellA Holx shite] gt VHSeln Aol shte] tighe 8mmelth.

(2) 374 et FoA FA9 ¢ Brand A, Brand B, EEBrand Ceitt.

(3) 370] oigt oA oW digtE meldoez 5 Uk gt (d 52 714 24

I short battery 8 Z 71zl digh)

£ 8479 choice set FoM $19] A 71FEE E7% choice set2 E 29 367HAH
o] 71 AHEY A FHF L FAsE d o FEY Fo] HaH FHE choice
setS AR DA @ Ao} AF 2o, 3749 ¢ EErE VHSY choice set H X2
257} shigd g7 W&ol oA AL HeolZe] FHE UA uefster] BAES F
F& 94 azyseAE 4 TE7 o

{# 2) Efficient Choice Set

Choice # Set 1 Choice # Set 2
1 4 7 9 19 2 3 8
2 2 3 5 20 1 6 9
3 1 4 9 21 4 7 8
4 2 7 8 22 2 8 9
5 4 5 7 23 1 4 6
6 1 3 9 24 3 8 9
7 3 4 7 25 2 4 5
8 2 3 g . 26 3 7 9
9 1 4 8 27 1 2 5
10 5 6 9 23 2 6 9
11 1 2 4 29 1 4 5
12 2 6 8 30 6 7 9
13 3 4 9 31 2 5 9
14 2 5 7 32 2 4 8
15 1 2 8 33 4 6 7
16 6 8 9 34 2 4 7
17 2 5 6 35 3 5 g
18 4 6 9 36 1 3 4
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3. Factorial Design
R WA Algwelde 99 3679 efficient choice set& F 71l FJdeE ve *
200 el 2HlAdAE A WA Aol 1849 AEE stn £ oE 20089 2H|AdAAE
= A4 Aol 18719 choice task® =S @ch. F 400 ZH7to] 18709 choice task
A ojd tigkg AP EIE 718F F o AlEuolA dolHd £ 2¥E HE&F
o, 2R Med 2¥L A48 AF 2749 segment’t TATIT FEHHNUZ @
segment® HAZE v nde AAER F4HC A3 WA & segmente H
olZeo] ZHE W14 meiste 2uAEEZ FAHC AT Bk AT 4 e o

= s ABgolA L 4008 &l oA 18709 choice taskE 3t=F frh=
e A WA AEgoldd b wryh glok, 2y, vlel 36708 efficient choice sets
T lel Ao Uy tald 7 A diste] 18709 FRAR FEe] AARUE
Hel 2, &, F AZ9 Avle AW I vyt Addtode} e choice set THE
o}, o]gA WEA AEHCIA Holed) 2o YL ALY AHE A4 & 39 893}
ded 23 ZAe 3 AA Aolag 2 Aol gAtt. & 1849 FAAR FEEA A
e A9 2P 18719 choice task® &7dte 49U 245 F3g=d o A&
Aele glAch,

(7 3) AM28o|M: Factorial Design

Factorial Factorial Factorial
Parameter True )
(Fixed) {Random 18) (All 36)
Type-primary
Brand A 2.0 2.08 (0.12) 2.00 (0.11D) 2.08 (0.08)
Brand B 1.0 1.05 (0.08) 0.94 (0.07) 1.06 (0.06)
VHS 1.0 0.83 (0.08) 0.88 (0.07) 0.95 (0.06)
Price -1.0 -0.99 (0.13) | -0.92 (0.10) | -1.00 (0.08)
Battery life 2.0 2.04 (0.16) 1.96 (0.14) 1.99 (0.10)
Inclusive 0.5 0.53 (0.04) 0.58 (0.04) 0.50 (0.02)
Brand-primary
Brand A 2.0 2.05 (0.18) 2.29 (0.27) 2.06 (0.12)
Brand B 1.0 1.09 {0.13) 1.18 (0.17) 0.98 (0.08)
VHS 1.0 1.02 (0.07) 1.06 (0.10) 1.03 (0.04)
Price -1.0 -0.95 (0.15) | -1.16 (0.18) | -0.97 (0.08)
Battery life 2.0 1.91 (0.17) 2.20 (0.23) 1.92 (0.09)
Inclusive 0.5 0.49 (0.04) 0.41 (0.05) 0.51 (0.03)
Prop of Type 0.5 0.54 (0.05) 0.58 (0.05) 0.50 (0.04)
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AFHE ol &3te] A2IE dolHE FHdE AE PLYZ choice taskE AAde
Hoolelge] g Aede 93 e 28R delH g sy A gy Pye 4
B3 oFTh o] A A WA NEeelN e 44 & 4 sty 9 A¥E 1Y

18709 choice task& AAlsld® 249 old bias7t ZAsA evte AE Az
e},

Al A A o)A 4009 4wl Az A 3678 259 choice taskE FEE =
BFolnt. o] A% dolEe $uE(TE R F) F Wz IdHed SeE F39 3
H4ol Sdigteietn st (E 3)9 +4 AHE 2Y By XS T uE QoY
FPA 9 FELATL ¥ 30% ARG ELE T 5 AL

4. Random design

F29l efficient choice sete] BF F#4& dted glof ol Hx EH2< choice set
A7k B7] As ol WA AZHol e Agsrlz k. & 4007 AM)A ztzolA
18709} choice setd AT EE ste AL A AR A Ego|da} o]y} YES st
32y choice setd AL 36709 efficient choice setT TEF 72709 BE 753
choice setolA] FAH2 AP, delele] £71 A WA ASHo|HY FTYsr] oo
F2l9l efficient choice seto] o= F= AR Ago) Slo] $&8718 Hrtg 2 o ¢
E e vl AA A Bl slolHol ¢l 2y A4 AHE a¥stn Y, A A
A A gl v 25 F3AY 2P} o 10% AE ZUHYSS BojFEm g}
. F29 efficient choice set& v]-$- E&H<Q choice setE2 FASH geg Bz
d 3tolct.
SAAA A Bdoldst ANMA ABY L o)A} AFAY RPL Zoy] e 7@
choice set®} ity & 302 AP 29 deolg +3 BYEo| o AE S5¢ W
"AZME Erer) s AREAT. =, % choice seto] Wigte]l 42 62 374e} B
E 2709 EolZ £/ F7 A71a, 71EAH batteryd WL T2 m 2&e72 s
SAAA A gl Mol e 40089 A¥A Azt Al 970 choice taskE BIHES g
€8 °l¥t choice task®] & oA A ula] wel] PP e} AR A B o]
A9 A4En digtd 471 Wl choice taskol 22 7 task®] SJAAA o] ojdch. 379
Here 2 o] fo]3 choice taskE 18W #3te A 6709 tlero2 o] 2017 choice task
T oW e A F ol Fo] A& (& Ao] Yo] 285 E) Ak AEA AL

fr




)

A =

2 olg

S RE "olM tAuAY Aos 5@ Agol

&9 EWE7} task FH A T FHAYA PHem ¢ F UAAY B =8
Tt sHg gt A4 A gl e F AvArst 8 stelol dh choice
taske] 71 187Mete Atd& A9

Adojct. 2, oANA AlEdel AL 4009 Z+ 2uRidA (6719 Tigte R o) FoR) 18
719 choice task® FHFESE FtE R},

(E 4> AlE8|0]M: Random Design

Six sets Six sets
Parameter True Random . .
{9 observations) | (18 observations)
Type-primary
Brand A 2.0 1.89 (0.15) 2.16 (0.1 2.00 (0.09)
Brand B 1.0 0.85 (0.10) 1.07 (0.12) 1.00 (0.07)
VHS 1.0 0.87 (0.10) 1.01 (0.07) 0.96 (0.07)
Price -1.0 -1.07 (0.14) -1.06 (0.09) -1.03 (0.08)
Battery life 2.0 1.94 (0.15) 1.98 (0.12) 2.00 (0.09)
Inclusive 0.5 0.49 (0.04) 0.52 (0.04) 0.49 (0.03)
Brand-primary
Brand A 2.0 1.87 (0.20) 2.45 (0.27) 2.06 (0.14)
Brand B 1.0 0.95 (0.14) 1.28 (0.20) 1.02 (0.09)
VHS 1.0 0.90 (0.09) 1.27 (0.20) 1.08 (0.05)
Price -1.0 -0.86 (0.16) -1.19 (0.16) -1.07 (0.07)
Battery life 2.0 1.83 (0.17) 2.39 (0.26) 2.05 (0.10)
Inclusive 0.5 0.54 (0.04) 0.41 (0.05) 0.50 (0.03)
Prop of Type 0.5 0.45 {0.05) 0.59 (0.05) 0.48 (0.05)

A Agk A A Baold HelHdl Pl REE HEF AAE Y9 (E 1))
aofat@rh. AN A Al Eelelde] A4 By FHA S FE A AR AlgdolAdd v
& oF 40% A2 ST ed o 309 diete R o|FefF choice taskE 18¥ Ade
Aol 6709 tigtez o] #o1F choice task® 9¥ Fdte AT v} wyolgles AL B
oz Aot W AW A AEHolAY Ay R FHX Y FEeae AR AR
olde] wlal < 20% FE FiHAcd ol ddE FAAR M9 ditem o] Fojz
choice task®tt 67]2] tJgte.2 o] Fo1 choice task?t AEY %ol 310 20% A= $
Fie A BT, B8 Lty YAelA 6719 o= o] Fol3 choice taskd A

n)

+7F "84 o2& taskelr] dEd @ vlae izt glaS ¥y £
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B =Re 9 2R 97 digh SelA shig Aad o vgA oAZA e
AR E ASdE HE8 e ARG P2QE B2YE AMGn Utk & =R &
v zte] fALAA W& 3o latent variable® 7HF3te] He|HRRH FHsin A€
oAl AA uhdd] wi}t o]e] 423lE nested logit modelE Z&3Fe g AXJE B4y
o] 49& Br} gt £ todd AlgdeldE B 2 Ry¥e 47 ¥4
A} A Ao ¥tg HAZRY ¢ e efficient choice modeld AA8tz Ut}

£ =io] AAZte AXJE EAYE A93 3 (choice task) 22 HeolHE #33=
Ao 288  sle WY ECIT HAHH B (evaluation task) 22 HolEHE F
E AY uEAE dAEARE AWE £ gl 1RUE BEYE AEse A2 9 sle
vigle] @47 FHAm Yz

T st FojEze FF A7 2 = 9 PHESE 9
ate] S-ele] Wbl Bo] 7] Ee] HAxQIE K B
o 2 2ye] $54L oA A deid vl EAAAQD 94t
Z, oA AL GAF AR E 8 o BAEQ dyem ohd R AFRAE BAyn
2 =8 WHEY Aole vk AFel FHe ot oA
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