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1. 8% 299 83 V. Scanner Dataf#7<| i
2. Logit model®] #H: V. & &
[. &% B

{4t ¥23% (information theory) & &¥¢] /d¢l FEE HEALT F e 7He4dE A
et A 509 Be EARAEGE F40 5 o Fopel FAF HAE JFAACL
e Aol Bl A3 AEg AT AR ol ¥4 AFdA AEZF (entropy) =
ol Fojz R Ehol ol= AEe THEMe WAL derts FYste A= A
g 4 ittt & o] BEANE Fo|7] 3 e HEE oz o

B oo AA ZFE 32 JASAM ZLEF Soofi(1992. 1994)¢] =¥& Eot &
LA 715 stk Soofix § =EEAAM AE=Z¥ HAlke]l RAE o83t HEH 2
## 2d(choice model)2) #}9l logit model2 =&t olv A FAEAY 7|&
logit model £& A FAE g2l oA Z2AHAe) Hg FFo i@ Hode PEnE &
Aote Aol 2 992 2L 5 Ut B AFE Soofie] FEANM @B F © Yolst,
logit model & E 3§ 2E Z£F2| random coefficient logit model S AEZH JFoiste] €
Hg ojgdld 228 4 AL BYvh o #HFIM 2t choice modelo] =&H7] 3
AN ARAE oW FFe FAMAT) FHRE BoR FerhE =ESET

2 A7 4 2ue dE2Y {3 AdS AFHA 7S] A A8 A

A EABE BEAE £ pHR
R dTE Aedsa A9 A9dTL A7 Alddl o HAHYE R
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2ol AERF AFE ALdA ol B4 9 o] Jde] vEA FHLE F UESE £ =
b Ao, dE=ZIF JMIL #J)78 (thermodynamics), #iit /)4 (statistical
mechanics) . |H¥ I (information theory) 5 o2 &% Bofd] A{HWA 1 2u|z}
WA A HAt. 53] AL FHet Sopo dEZH HAZ sidol AFEHUAMN 1 FH o
2o B AL o7l slA =t (Horowitz and Horowitz 1976). olo] dE=z3 22 3}e
A& A3 A8 A&lnA ste ATAEL o /g F & oa)rt B5A ol
el F REE /I 2 Ao FAHL g3 2o g M e dERT ] ERS

o

A FAEAL logit model =% AL dolPrt nvln TYUF logit modelo] AEZ
mrAL RATANE oJ€9H4 &5 =712 B3 1 A £-2 random coefficient logit model
2 AT, £, HH G d AdE AEtn wR AEZY BMEe] AdE
At Al 4 ZoM e A Aol LAE JEZI ] delSo] ER HHlA AEA
|5 e71E Hol7] $&) scannerdata¥ o] AEZae] el 5 L&t A5 FL
A7 AAE T KK ARG AASEA 2 d4s dedt

e

. dEED &AL

AE 2 (entropy) & FAJUP? AE=Za= fel HH804 Y Adeoldey
Shannon(1948) ¥ Jaynes(1957)cll ol&] #H3 R ol F {HlbH 5 o2l &8 okl
A GFS A HAt o2 dE2H 9 g3 FiHK (uncertainty) =& 1%
# (information) 2] 7]do] Mz UHF FAA) USE Bz, o|A7XE HEH ST
HEe] o FE AEE fHESE HEmE AT ofF A7 g o8 A
Ezde AdE APAN2A e xel Uded, B IFAdME Marting
England(1981)°l 2j#] F ¥ dezy Adg 7122 st 2 =80 Ad7anx de
AEZH) 7Id& dgstaxt vt

Aezn 8 osislr] Yol A {EHES (information function) & & o} 3lz}, = oW
FETRFEG (probabilistic experiment) 2 Al gty d1xb. 100€" e FdE dA FAHe
gdol Yo EA Ee PHol YeAE e He] B8 AY filojtk, R AT F
olF HE HgolA od Hff(event)o] HESFIE W of Alzie] A A F= {HH
o 8% flEste RECD, J AL 3 dA S do AlALe T FFolr}, o F A}
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o] dojd B go] FAsItHE, ¢l UHE B9 A%l UHE A ¥ At &
Ao ke %Yrt Marting Englande FE 471 et & 713 71E2¢
A2 @S At | ol tEd 2ot

AR, P(E)) = P(E))°1¥ I(E,) < I{Ey)elth. 714 PE) A i7h dold #E¥E
& EBsie, I(E)e AHd 7l 5 FEe &2 &33te 3R ok, § FR F
& M) (monotonicity) MAES Ztech, thAl 2R, BHlEES 8ol 2 Aol
WA Ry BEo] AL Alde] HAPE o Boh zepA Hed ol 2 ARl 7t
A e FEFe] By dEeltt. oAl S §7] A @F T3 48 o 22 @
o} od Eo] FAHE #Eo] 0.0001°ln FHHA &E& #Eo] 0.9999°letn At
EPo] FHHA ¥ Atde] MAFTHA ol 28 =& do] obd Folrd. ubEe],
o] FHHAJYTHA ol mj§ Hate Alle]n o] Ale] 7AE H R sxE Ao
BE G2t Aol & FHA £4 2 et By L Epol¥ I(E, NE,) = I(E) + I(E)y
olt}. o]& A Ho]E(information theory) | 7AIEL AR o] fnEkay(additivity)
fgolel oj&ct. & F BHuE AME FER B39 d de AR ¥ A A
nz #E5PE o de FR ¥ I Zoke et
JEMR E$(continuous function) FA 919 F £4& B0 WHEAT= Tl e
€ owatedol =712 Khinchin(1957)& L83 o 22 20 gl 99 F
£4& FA wHEte 9% F4dE THAAY. 2dr2 PE ol FAEL PR
Fro ez (RA) 21 #48 20 dE &9 I(m) = —In 7

BE Ao BEA= BE FI7IAIE old Alde]l H¥EE 3I7te 22x @A 7

Aol dold BEWE ¢ty a#nz Folxl & H¥ MY FRY FE (e ¥
gdydel Axg) FAs7] HalMe 92 HE &5 HFHEE Adsteol g F

H(m) = — Enlln 11, 2822, n9 MR 4 Z$(probability density function) 7} &4
et Aigre ZlgAe

fr

—n

Hm)=-| zlnx (2.1
Ut ol 77} #EdkEy #®Bi(discrete variable) 2} A B3l JAl=
H(m)=-Sx Inx, (2.2)
=1

el &8 dgolMe AR g9 71X A Himrt vtz @93 29 21 3)
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| de=zd g deH) A 2 e HE HRTS HAStC ¥ £ W
XM E JEEZINE ojdl FoiF FF HEd ou A= EZAAC] HAH UetE
e AEan @t e 1009#e FHE dAe &8 2o quy Hd
o] & #8o| Zz 0.5248 H(m) = — (0.5 xIn 0.5+ 0.5 x In 0.5) = 0.693.
Hol| 9Je] B A$E H(m) = — (0.0001 x In 0.0001 + 0.9999 =~ In 0.9999)
0.001. &, B9 &§ 489 A% de2Zos @a ugd 28440 A WAH
A ¥tz & F Utk o] A4 $ele A" Azie]l A Aviel B A HA3I
dZo] 7hgsil, iy A APe dEZ9s 50 gk 2 dF AAe] SEHA
o] wi-¢ EThi & 4 2T

. ¥iE g (Choice Models)

1. 2848 2o BE

HAel mdo] gifd el FgAE e dieo REL ddoeu LHEAEDH
Thurston(1927)0] HE2 HfH Feke A9 93 & 7Pt n Ee Rel T¥E A
olt}. Thurstone] Zd& ofw &v|zte] 2AFA BEHEF brande] HH el o2 43372
At AH|RE AAFaE pofdg w B 7 {{%E(alternative or brand) E2] WS ALt
3 1 F E80 7MY & RELS 443t zed, 4 didEe BES MRS
(random variable)o]7] W&o HEHE ¥ HAME P YA Avizte] BEFE KEE BA
& e g @A 2 dchs Mag RS 8T 5 Aok ol €2 Thurston®| fif
Ay #£2 7 d (probabilistic choice model) ¥R ol g7 Fope] Mg ®d e A
s 43S FA4 @k Thurston®] =§ | F ¥ (JH4 (mathematical psychology) el
HE AFHY HF (axiomatic approach) & oM og &84 A9 2dg £33 A
3 o]l2A FIEL D= fd 2Pslgri(Luce 1959 Luce and Suppes 1965: Tversky
1972). Al kHy Hiit4 % (biometrician) £9] HHS BE B KA 8 2
{dependent variable) o] AZ¢] AFA M Sk HEsrI7t 248 de §AF
A MBS sigdte AolRed (dF 8, HhRddA 2nv|xe] brand He W4
¥ F58Folth). I A logit model S 7|2 RdR 3t o2 BE £ HEY KEEZ
9 (discrete or qualitative response model)o] #zt4o 2 wAstA @cl(Berkson 1944,
Cox 1970).
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1970 dtho] Eolx =} i Hiit4E (econometrician) E& A Al8te] o] BZAE HE
sted Ui WE LESRT EY iR AgdE de 2dg HestA €d
(McFadden 1974:. Ben-Akiva and Lerman 1985). ©]|5¢ <= Adnde o|gxn =
W RERE RN, S He, B 39 FA%E EAE diE £ 52 AXEY

T AddAM 12 dos FE F g, 3 ol F Hande o A MY A
HEded, I A dE 89 £49 g A9 A M) Y G5F M 2 1+
T MY A, HE Fae A9 AF 5 AuA AE FolelM brande] A€ F
solth. ol AATe sHg 7123 Tadate] szl Qe Hg YA E ol ste Ul
o sithe AdM 2 ZetE d& ofdrh orN e o #iY FAQ) dEEN
MAE o] &g Hel vd £239 Blag %7 $ 59 McFaddene =82 ZAo=
AA BAGAE] Rrdte SEH de ndg sl A fukstnat a4

A Foig Az 2, ol Lujzirt zFAE FEs] S8 JH brandZ #
E¥ot skt 54 brand A9 3 Zt brande] E &S HHidteol sl o] 4w
Z+2] brand joll A& %A FHEE &3 2oz kA

U;=U, +¢; (3.1)

#e] Rl A U brand jol Bile] WaEE %0 (deterministic utility)o] 71 g% Hilo]
T AlfER % (random utility)olth. &, FFAE ofH Avlae] gde] He Y95 #
3 RS APt 1 cujzte] A9 PHE Mdystnzt doh 2d g Ee A
F avate] A9 e A7Ae Rdd o3 ¥ HAE MuE v g o|%A A
Fe 2o o8 MEYE 4 glx BEo TLE random utilityd} o] 2t} wHdd),
deterministic utility: A7kl ®dlo] 2laf AslolxE FRolnz $)E UE the
3} go) Fel@ + Aok

[7'=»B'xj where S=[8,,,B,) and x; =[x, -, %) (3.2)

i

A RellM e x= brand jo Mk B (& 9. AF 74, Z7), Wihkm
olg. Bl TF)oY AEE] WHHLR (dE 9, 2% & & J5 Y, 4
o, %) 7Y B &Pl W by Avxe 7ol dolEE BEIF F A7
HEEStodor & —fel B§(parameter)eo|th,

Ao HHEHE ZRe Lv¥iAe QA BE&E HALIHE brandE M@, &
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A e Z1E RE FE5 e 4 WHRES 959 f3¥d G2} brandE ATt
Choose brand j if U;>U,, forall m# j (3.3)
aeieg ¢ 4¥A7} brand j& AYE 282 053 2ol AT 5 v
P, =PrU;>U, forall m=j)=Prie,-¢,<U,-U, forall m=j) (3.4)

219] K (3.4)o14 McFadden2 g2 #4547 ¥L (probability density function)7}
Weibull 45758 w2tttz {#%3H% multinomial logit modele] g = . g2 fHR
SAEE 7t FHROAE UE8ctn BESHE multinomial probit modele] =28 = &
< B

Multinomial logit model

7 X
P - expU;) _ exp(fX)) (3.5)

J — J
zexpU,) Yexp(BX,)
m=1 m=1

Multinomial probit model

F; =j27[71 E.sz'“ Zimiljiij’”“' zi’t_” FOhs Moot Mipse M) (3.6)

where (1, 7y . Ny, M sy, o702 (J-1) variate multivariate IE4 5Ariggol o).

2. Logit modelo| M AdEZ | HkA(t

Logite|\} probit T2 MHRdg =2 o oA 99 Za BA%E Haye
249 & (random errors) L& oS E7hed A& Hio oW #ES HESAS o
2tn AR s Hdd GESor gttt & random errors7t BEZE EXRIAE u
2l logit model & AM§3ted Amizle]l e P4 E M=enx #vdd ol model
specification error& #FHEcls Aotk T3, A4z dHolHE EAstr] Ad
random errorse] SEF-X FHeF na27l g o] LEMLZ oW HESMEKE 7138
ojop girh. o] MMy AERI AFE ol 3t HYrd S =Fste N Yys
RrHezM, Ao AA FAHY =& e HEE #Edted 2 £4o] it o]
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8 Jaynes(1957)<1 9&l A" AE=Z Ao KA (maximum entropy
principle, MaxEnt principle, ME principle)2] ©o]&j7} " a3l7] wEof ojg] HHE 57
2 g

n #HES M2 ThE Bk (event or outcome) S 7Hd oW HEKERS s1PEA (2
Y, FAE A ol® 20t Yo ertE Bt FEHE S A4 FRY HR E
T BffFo] EAFTE) o] HE A A Atdlo] dojd 5L T o},

n
P15 Py here plzoi""pnzo and lei
i=

A2l &#E dHAM po BE 22X da] FdA Fold FIP HHE 2 Fol 1]
e AHdEelnt. dE=y k(b FAe) st Zeisle Hde Folzl #E H4¥9
FHERMES] B £ JEEAME 3T 9 fae FedA F43 FETZ Ao
ofF ke Holrk, ol tt2A HEstH. JE=ZT I Ao FoA FRE T}
AR 3 dol e HERERS THRMES EA{Ldtdel e Aot el ddA
Fol U@ e &4 &E2 Fol lolgke Aolv}, 2YPEZE o] B AEZH U
gte] BAle e ol lolde M HEE TR 7P THRY #EIHE L

At Aol o|F FFEANI & po #E £ X uniform distributionelt}.

(1 1 1)
P=El— ——
n n n

#<] uniform distribution2 niE3Ee] HFBHS AR e RE BESHER TAM 7
T THERMEC] € (e JEZHE #wikkste) SAEelct. o2l@ Hodx dE=ZH
Rt RS #Ea29 FHksg ®Eie FAIE(Laplace’s principle of insufficient
reason) —#%{L3 FAlolagln & 4 2Att (Kapur and Kesavan 1992). &, #ZeapA9]
Ao mad, 9 doA L7t 7R e FUF FRe HEL fe] lojgte Al
4 ¥4 uniform distribution Li¥te| 08 MRSMEHKE 19T o Bhrt 97
) o] uniform distribution®] 713 elg3ictes Zolc}),

oA g AEZS Fdst 435 vtgo 2 FE REge] RE MEE d93ie
BRGNS =& Br1Z dtat $29 Exe oldldA ERY HERKEY JER
& Fhste HESHREE Tdte vld Utt. AA FAGAES] =&¢ HdR
A g E FHA 3] Hal ded 2 FERRE WMEE REI. AA AvAe
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e # el o] ARAELS ZHzt Kol brand dY A A& dln. JHEAS)
brand7} EAFctn stz o] A 19 HA v g A€ grA@F g F <
Egde o5 2o

Hm=-3 ééf"’ef log(r,,,) (3.7)
de) RE.TAM & 28 7k Bid 49 AR ACIA brand & HEE BEE o
ot dEzs S 93¢ et ge] dEzdE Sodse #ERTHRABE =&
shed See ¥ oA I8 MEE EE RS bE Ags sa 1 AAE See
NS =22 datnz 889 o] 1o Heoof gitd= ofF 7| EAQ {Hike|tt.

of
Smy,=1forall ii=1..,I) and k(k=1.  K) (3.8)
71

A(3.8)5te] 27t 71d FLdd FEHA A HH3H %K) uniform distributiono]
R(3.7) & WALt MRS EEITH

ol HX(3.8)el Mgt ot FEE ZHAn dckn MR F FHUA HEHEE
< WUEMESY] (MERME)FHES dvds Add o8 £ 2ad g g

N K J ’ ’
S 5 Smyxy = X where xy =[x),..x4] and X=[X'. X7 (4,

i=lk=1y=1

Ao R (3.9NAM fele g7he] HIEHE Foladed ols HUEHSA i 3
B7b &HAF EFETEHY RES HeEtA stz 2 AR f#ERERERe] UL FaAT)
Aol

A9 K(3.8)7 X(3.99 F AL #H#HKEMA2E st X(3.7)e AEZHE Sz
3t7] 98 FAlZ E7] $18) Lagrange function2 % 2|3}98 o]+ opg- £}

i=1k=1j=1 i=lk= % i=1 i=1k=1j=1

! K J ;K e o [ K J
Lim)=-% % 2oy In(my)+ 3 %, an_ L@y ~D|-P| L L Emy,xy, - X

Aol KM Z,= AN(3.8)2] #i#EMFdl mE Lagrange multiplier2 4 #E3 547 il
o] E&E 9% HHeld. o] FHE Hit 1489 partition functiono] 2} ¥ =}
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$1¢] Lagrange functiong Stisltste MHRSMAEHBE 371 A3l ol —x Hilfl
wHeE 28 iti=1,..., D, kk=1 ..., Ky jG=1...., Jrel] thsted T3 kg
I #Z2o.

dL(rx)

thi

=—INZymy)— Bry; =0 =, myp=e P /Z, (3.10)

A(3.100& A(3.8)e] RAFoZMA Z,9 %S 78 F U, AVIM 78 Z,9 g3
#(3.10)2.27¥ % pd HESFHEKE =28 + AUrh

exp(fxy;)
Ry =

. where ﬁ=[ﬁ1,---,ﬂq] (3.11)
Zexp(ﬁ’xikm)
m=1

99 #(3.11)2 A4 FAHAS0 £2Z3% multinomial logit model®} =2 FREZF —3K
Foh(Soofi 1992, 1994). &, 912 JdEZ¥ F03 Y& o] &% logit model =&
e ola} AAAe) BET@A AP Bho) EEVE Aeodte o 1 ERE L
F k. &, AA BASAY =&¥= 2o drAe 29 iRz (random error) o &
olW RS HFE A oY the A& Aol . JEZS ISdis o
g o]&g Bd TEL AFAst oW FHFA FEE AR AT o] § FHFsteto
Ak zAow FFIE = HE2 §o] 1o} Hojo gt FRUE AR US e
+2l& uniform distributiono] dEZHNE Fvigste FEEXAed e, & =9 9
2 nE Fogtd i 3RS Ad5go 2 logit probability7t dEZAE Fu st
FEEE7 HAUdt,

Sooficl oja] HEE 9°l logit model 28, AEZT Fiz EAo} U ofH F
ol ot £+ BH7) logit modele] A& FBRoez HFRFrtE BAFAT. 8
o714 99 £2 FAE Brh —#LAA . Soofie) logit model® THFP HI £
o EBEGE RN B+ dE d8 T/ logit model2 &) B2 k. o] £13
#(3.9)¢] F HA A 2L I AFAA HA LH|Ad W Y HFFLEY ME
FHUAl 72+ 2d)A} o] g 59 W85 fiE THE v ML o8 B
EW3R g3 2.
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K J ’
3 Sy = X, where xy, =[x}, W] and X, =[X}, ., X7| (3.12)
k=1j=1

o] A2& A} =y, A(3.12)%4 A9 A(3.8) F A& WHEAR stdA A
(3.7)¢] dAEZE Suistete HRIFEHE =2 o3 2o

i)
= ) here =By (3.13)

Z exp(ﬁl Zikm )

m=1

gy

<,

Zy 2va o i 59 ©4Ee mME Fie ok &3 fEe A aHA M2
2 B (parameter) S 712 4 2 logit modelE =28 4 vt X(3.13)9 logit
model & 8}A-5 & individual specific logit modele]g} ¥ 2=t o] A & zZtze) 4
H]Zkol Al logit model& A &3kl 2+ Lw|ate] RIEE #EEsHA €0,

#2l R (3.13)e14 2 2wzt A2 g #HS 7HAck dvkes AMde daliAe A
drdg A7t SR RREC gl& Holok & EW, oW 2M|Ae 2 brand
o] 7hFel BkstAl RSt brandS M 9ste WbE, oW Awlale o= § brandef
& loyaltyZl wi-$- AAl 2 brand®] 7}A] #ikE 4 vk 22y, 919 individual
specific logit model®] #7342 #Estdol & BES B/l UF Bue Atdelnt. =,
Zb Avzlo] i #BEES FAE & A B FHAN o18F & e dolEe £t
HE ol A7) Wi HE #Hefhe]l FEEZE s 2A s 5939 A Bl
FA o] Erl%38A €rh(Albert and Anderson 1984: Rossi and Allenby 1993).

o] 9} & individual specific logit model®] 24 & WESH el Luzte] HES
K fRES JdFste Adande] sfue] A2 4od F< Agnd s AFete sas
el B #AS FSAAG. o BHe HEAQ Zdo] random coefficient logit?l vl
o] JE=ZY 2z YH wa £ B2 Pk o) E s A(3.12)9 F AA
At Z2A& ozt HAAA 2ZF LvA ol A 5 HWEE] ME TH AME ots of
A O ESHE Sotn st o] ARE ez FES gEn Ao
] and X = [X’,...,Xﬁ]’ (3.14)

K J -
.1
E z”lkj ikj = X where xikj - [xikj’ ij

912l R(3.14)90A #E X fER#gre] 2 (a vector of random variable)o|t}, of &
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= fEE®SB We X 1 ZFi#o] uol1 variance-covariance matrix7h €9
multivariate normal distributione| &7 7} 3lat o] A4 f2le 2t 28R o W@ &
T E Fke TaAgk 1 o]l %27t 1 A4S 93 ¢lE multivariate
normal distribution©. 2 ¥ €] #{EB2 Miid @3 Zobe FERE 7ML ke Aol
Z 1 PR Eol N(3.12)9 A+ 2ol BAe AT X(3.9)22 Fo FE
BEOE B2 ZASolt. A2 Hilismed R(3.14)9 919 A(3.8)d et o
A K(3.7)e AERHE Fodste HFEIMEHE =231 G54 24

AX., . Y s o
”ikj=fxp(ﬁ—lh)‘ where ﬁz[ﬁn---,ﬂq] (3.15)

Z exp(Bxikm )
m=1

9ol #(3.15)¢14 #e] S random coefficient2M 2 SfHg= X 547 didgel
mzl ZAFC. oF 28, wef R(3.14)0M FolF 9 %It multivariate
normal distributiono] & = <A multivariate normal distributione] €t} ojst &
8 e]9 random coefficient logit modeloll Al $&l 4uvlal si7cle] BEE #HEste g
o HERSMENS B#HS HETH(Albert and Chib 1993). whHe] vk H (3. 14) A
zol2 Xo| 4#iiZi#7t Snumber of mass-point distributiono| g} 3H, ## el B
A ESE Snumber of mass-point distributionol ®t}. o]} zZ+e )] logit model &
A B & FAo 2 @o] 2ol #ERY Y (Kamakura and Russell 1989) o[ o8
7hx] Wig g oo tidtods i AT gegstrlg gt

3. Fwoll 28 FEEwe gl

B 2Ere fFlelA B 4 AFo] oW HEEEANAM TES 4ol lolate AMY ol
b2 HuE ANn U4 @oW. AEEdg Fusee EEEE uniform

distributiono]t}. 212122 o] Wel AEzZslE thew Lok
H(ny)=-3 3 5y, log(my,) = - iﬁiilog( ] I-K-logJ (3.16)

i=lk=1j=1 i=1k=1j=1 J

922l= logit model?] &M B £ gloFe]l, MEE IFEE AFFoEH 9] mE
BEyol AEZNE FHoAZ £ Ut €8 £ X(3.9)2 BEH gle By #E
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=9 ME F#Hkel g FEE sFAn ohd A3 A<l logit modeld! K(3.11)& =&
& & 2}, o9k 2 logit probability® X B E MERSHIEE ¥ BERERY dE=
298 H(m) 25 Hma @A, o of eSS 4o Zo g/9] fHir #§
o ME THaked Wi FRe] BHE AxEIdn & & A & FRERS ATt
s " 5 2dd o MFEEHme THENE M HES WEdte RE
24 [FHiE# (Information Index) 2l A28 &3t o] EFP}.

H(ry)-H(m) _ | H@)

I(m) = =1-
H(T[o) H(fro)

(3.17)

el fHEfEle 0 <I(n) (1 9 44L& 7z e, d& 8o I(n) = 08 A=
& HiEHE 1 Rdo] Fold HERHEES THEMS dd #aAnNA Ridde
Aeltk, &, o] NEE HHe ®EE 0olge Aeolth Wil I(n) = 19 Z %+ Hin)
= 0€ ErketEz, A2 mdo] fmEELKC AFE A W HHE BAIIE AE
Tekdtch, AEa puje] o2 Eolrbabd, A Fal7L logit medel S ARB-Ste] b Av)abe]
A9 brand& <&t &xt. ek Logit modele] H#E #HES ¥ ANG Hmo g
o] Qo] 7t7AHTHH o <ouE ATae] logit modelo] 2z} AM|zir} MelEtE xE A}
brandE 72| ¥ HAE FHsA dFHcke W TRt ol uldlA . [HHk
P @FAY 2l BEE (goodness-of fit)E BIEE = Av REQ Mot} o=
fERIE E ol A 9] R29] 7idolut McFaddene] Pseudo-R2st 213 7€ o s mriesg
F 2t} (Soofi 1992).

4 xR dezle] MMt

ol A9 ERe AERY Adel 449 ¢ Yv L THE FRE HHE WHHEA %
R AERd @MEehe FIE AWand gk B2 HED WERE 2%t
AR MRS Gl U8 olH HEE AN 9N WD, o A $AE F
A Bkl TN AE2Hg gl BEaHE FRT. 218G, AP Bl
WA Efel e olH ¥R 2 sbn e A3t Ak AF e A5 avlxe
brand dele) o Fo} wa AW ATA} WF Fol AE FAD dE mESZ
MR 1,0008e] &9 AH7iele] o|™ brand® A=elerlE G2 oin s
W3 avlabsh dihel W o Yk dokd aASchze] Tih el Al me
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2 E 2H|zt A uniform distributiong 2 && ool g} F AlFe] JEF brands}
APIGA, 2E 4] 7t brand® AHE RS 1/l Lk 7 &vlate] T
P F 4T 712t T wge =y £3E doleld logit modelT o BHFEFTAS &3}
o 7z} 48|2te] brand¥ ¥ & Bot P &3] 43T 5 Qlot

a2, 99 dold EFERDE HE&str] Holl AFANA #EESA B A@ "
FE7F e A7 Aok ZF brandol] oi@ @i 2He W AT 2 dEAHA 4
olt}, olgt Z& A FHHE o2 BRE T AL F led OE mise dish KBS
fimele Re = @714 Wge] 2 & vk o) B¢ A9 2d& HET o of¥A A
A Ai&olde AHH ARE &Y F SN

e Aok MM AP HERE HitHol A prior informationel gt H2&4H oW 2
Ag F2 thFE #Hat$ FE 7 Bayesian statistieso| o, =X A==z ML FilS
ol3]& F71 9l oi714 Bayesian statisticianEo] Ald HLE HiRkste WU U
A A" Pt

WA ol {Hzko] ¥ HFTFEER prior probability) & p(H|I)ol&+ 2. 9714 Ie
BE] HHE 0. $Ele A2 FE TE dolHE FAM o} o Hhj RS
Egestedof dleul, o) o HelEl25E A& {HExd W3 = likelihood function
e piy|H)E 8938 & Utk o] KA ye dolHE gudrt. aHB2, HlHE
B 2o 71 i3 EEREE (posterior probability) & Bayes' theoremol| 2|& o}-&
7 Zo] A& & k.

p(HII, y) =p(H|I)) x p(y|H) (3.18)

g, dE2H] HaTodA o9 T EFRgM HT FH FRE IFA &
£ IE7? o] BAE ol dAERIY sde]l TR JEZH /ML FB (minimum
cross-entropy principle)e]t}(Shore and Johnson 1980). © RIS il 9 d7A
7b wEERSA e FE) FRE Mz AR, o] Ak AR dolHHAA d& 5 3
v BERsAmd W FHHle ZRE EMEsteol dtte Add, fEe 971 TR A
E29 #dbe]l FHIZ Bayesian statistics®] #Eifgol ¥iiftel Athe HE EH¥ +
ATt

% ome AEZT AL FHIGA E FIZ Eolzlr, oAl it fER ool g
HET B ATtz A EA &, ARz kA 8B FE gEdl A brand jE AH




161

o FEhEEREC] pyet AL e o] HE 1HH)Y W £ & brandd] #Hy LA EEol g
B pyi= brand jo H SHFEC] @b o] AL pudt u(EBIA 7} BUA A 9)a}
ZA A brand j& AEE #E)of R BE g jo} ko] W &8 olule #(3.19)
9} #o] Kullback-Leibler discrimination information function®. 2 @59 2= it
i K J ”ikj
Klir:p)=3 % EfyIln| — (3.19)
i=1k=1j=1 DPipj
A X(3.8)7 A(3.99 F RT HigHe= stAA R(3.19)9 KL(r: p)S B
AMbste tHERSMERE T3 ole oS Ut}

B exp(B'ry,) where B z[ﬁl,...,.ﬁq] (3.20)

1pikm exp{fx;,, )

ikj

¥ M

el N(3.20)90M vhef RG] that ol F Haj FHI glod elEetae AFs

Befiel FR wet py, = 1/J7F Hedl, o] AE pyy = 1/J2 2l RK(3.2009) LA

e AG DA Fl-8 X e & Uk o] deM TR dES fHlke B

NEZT fgribel RS —#fbd FRlolea & 5 vk zeiy o A% Liste

old Abd FE7E TAFHH K (3.20)2] #HQ logit modeld wlolEd] HgFozH

HERMERSME ©E2Y & Uo] Bayesian statisticianE 3} (I3 Hitey #HHS & &
=

Hj& ol

V. Scanner Datas»#72| I

Fele dJ EellA FHH HHE HELSs FHRoZANY dEZI] HYS dFsigs
dl o] mollA e o8 HE BHHINM AFA <188 5 AertE B2 g,

°]& 9& -$2+= AC. Nielsenc] A g3 ERIM scanner paneld|o|E] & A} &-47]2 &
t}. Nielseno| ERIM scanner panel data® 433 23 & o}3 zheks) Mdwsizid. 9y
Nielsen2 % BIR S {£T 4 de =4 2 /& A9so 2} A=} 10,0008 &
o EE mRE BERL MRSt #EY KUES ERIM panelistsgt 2246 o
oA ¥ da IDFI=EE AFsld ol5=2 dlaF UL Pl dolt LofHo
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ID7l=2 AZssS a4, 2t AEEES BH BEMC] 9249 Nielseng 7} ERIM
panelist7t oj® 2 & A dviel st FIEFEAY FEE HA A2 & UArh
olgb A AmE R AZYA o viAY £F AHE @ AEMHEE o1& B
Beg & 5ld.

23 o] Baold WA $elo] ZXrh ERIM paneliste] —# BRITRS 4 U
A gths Ae wEED. o & %o Bxe @A dEzdd Ade oA BE
) ol &8 4 glerte FIE =d dnh. Jze, fels XE Missouriie
Springfieldiiol E£dHE ERIM panelistZolAl 1008 & T2 deste] o152 # 2
# %919 tuna fishcan BEITEE £4359 9. Tuna fish cand Fole £4 T/ =
o}# brandst ZAAT Sl WA d AF%C] 7HF e 5 brandwhE A
gatd=d o5 BM@Eite brandst A Al 90% HE b HHAES AXSn 8
t}. (ERIM scanner panel datad] & =t} A& d%& Kim, Blattberg, and
Rossi(1095) & ##3slal.) Targlz Adg 100%e KoM ol Lfi 5@ brande]
W EEE 9 Y EEe o (& DR €4

9ol 100" el Au el Fouj @olEle] multinomial logit modeld * &atd, &vjA; i
7 kA R EEHECA brand j& AHY 8L T Zo] HACE RHAY
ek,

exp(c; + Blnx,;)

Pirj = (4.1}

J
Yexplea,, +Blnxy,)

m=1

e R(4.1)NM zye AvAF i7h bR RTF HFEREES & 99 brand jo} EIES
yebie, oG =1...., J) g B Fozl do|el 258 #Esidolr & Hj#i(parameter)

(B 1) W 5EE ¥ P g

Al AEE Ha 74
Starkist Water 40.8 $0.70
Chicken-of-the-Sea Water 17.2 $0.74
Store Brand Water 8.1 $0.62
Starkist Oil 16.9 $0.74

Chicken-of-the-Sea Oit 17.0 $0.71
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olth. ofefe) (& 2)= 100 AH|zlo| g B #E HFE 84T Holo

(B 2)2] 34 o] &3 # MEES #He 1009002 F 8F FERES e 428
Holtk, fele F F79 logit model & #eEstded F A 79 HRe ERE FERS
ARgSHA] @2 A dAIeln Al |A 79 R HE FHRE ALY 38 Aol |
E 2ol BT &9 £x1= 2} HgE{Ee] =AM (standard errors of estimates) 2 e}
Wi, $2= logit model®] identificationg 93] Chicken-of-the-Sea Water2] intercept

€ 0oz EEAAY. 98 AR &Hshd, dE BEE2 022 EE® Chicken-of-
the-Sea Water®] intercepte] gtoll fH¥EIC. B #HEHUSE s Frl.

Foi3 dole ol H HiEE WEslr] 8 falv 9A &ua Fo) dolEE #53)
71 o] AE=ZAE A (3.16)° &l AEH H(xy) = 688.8°1t}. o% KR MHEF
# brand®| 7142 wax|gk 2827} olH brandE Tt ARe AL e
As See F A4 179 logit model2 HEE + U3, o F$Y HnE AlsA
H(m) = 629.20] ¥l ot HH7} gls wof sl fFERMEC] 4 9% st &
°| model2] {FHIEEE 0.09°1v. ¥, BRE 4 brands] 7142 #5% £ o
S2le A AA 179 logit model S H4E & _ o] Ao H(me 507.7°] 59 o}
T FESE AL de v RNl # 26% AU F. M dHA 172 logit
model®] FHIFEE 26% ©lth. ol TZ F modelite] {F#iEHe 2 ERe 7
brande] 7}Ao g HHE} o] WEREHES HROMEHEE cldsted 2HA d€E
gl AL Bk & o] AlAre] AV AE & tuna fishcan® A€ & o 2z} branddl]

(3 2) Logitmodel2| &% #F R

Model without price Model with price

Intercept (o) 0.86(0.14) 0.94(0.15)
Starkist Water 0.00 0.00
Chicken-of-the-Sea Water —0.75(0.18) —1.57(0.21)
Store Brand Water Starkist Oil —0.02(0.22) =0.15(0.19)
Chicken-of-the-Sea Qil —0.01(0.29) —{0.97(0.23)
log price {3 — —4.26(0.24)
Loglikelihood —629.16 —507.73

Total number of households: 100

Total number of observations: 428
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o] brand loyalty”} fHZfEye 2 Yol WsHEs 2t brando] E#S fRffol o8] brand& U
e A%/ B AS AR R TR

22 909 HHIEES) MEe BEY AvA dolEE ol &3t a2 AH|Ae i
BITHRE d&ste A5 188 5 Utk &, 9ldA 243 1002 20A BEAT
BE wgoz g Av4Eel MY brandE s & W 2l @E LvASY
% brand H3 HAFES BHIHEHEA ol &F F UASE eIl @ of AF ¥
E wR dezy HMe B9 o &0 shedttt Ee, gF MR HelHERH #E
© logit modele] 2 E By HEME FHFHRZ ol &ste Y= 22T + Utk

#2 =2 $eA 4935 ERIM scanner panel data2 B8] 1002 A2 & LvAE
WERZ Hdsta ojEel brand BIEBTEIS BEEZ B AMFA HHE 10089
Av)ztEe] M BEE E#E 503@olAnt. vk mEEsg el die ol FE7E kA,
@ AEZHE R(3.15)9 93] H(m) = 807.97} dch. o &=, HoF LIl £4
g 10039 AvAZRE JL AR FolM £ brandd] WHH HEFNE AMEITD S
W, H(m) = 729.3°) ol fRofmol THEES # 10% Z4a42 5 9dd. & dE
2H|ztZRE 4& & brande] Hitf SAEELS 0.109 FEREHE JHA0. Odd &
2¥7 10072l wlolB 228 HEE logit modele] ZE R #EE 83t Hip)
= 645.52 Tl) wold ol 9 {HIeRe # 20%clch. wiARe 2 71E HolHEY
B #59 logit model?] R E Ry #EMES AL FAtkEsHt TA M2¥ 1004
o] dlolElo] #(3.20)9] #F logit modelS A &3lH AEZI7F & Wold H(m =
511.3¢] Heol $2le # 37%2 THEES 24 5 dd4.

olgp o] AEZI HEHL oW It HERBIN FHERLEE Soled sl 9vt
U EE7E et E BEied & dthe d3 RS Y BEilFRE FHA A=
& AR} £ & dvke Hd gl o ERel Utk oy Held, A Ay
BAd JdEZY #ES HEFo2H A9 EAY odlE LT + AE viET

V . g

[l

e ARH o HFiEESL Fisher(1921)9 =%& M2 Hilf W2 BENLS
RK@stE . Fisher’l T#E i Mde ofF F& onle] PR MdolAW BNE 1
#oMse HELE KESEded 2 FFt At 26 2w, f2le HoHEYH




BEE #ED % HEEY EXRS5H (sampling distribution of the estimate) 8 28 4
ded. H#E o A Ee inverseZ THE F Utt: Aol =
srfel 2o dielHrt e A BHE A9 sHAlu dA gom HEY £ site
Holtk. o9 & Fishere] H B 7iyge L dEZN AES I dui BHoR de
sk Hamol o8l 2 H& Bt guisof st

olel ¥ =& R Mawel Bl #a AE=1 At RIS AEESY ¥g B
< 39 A7AE] o) HHE 44 HEY & ULE YAtk B HZ JdERY
friel RS o] &3t logit model & =& Soofid] =8& Evt —#{kAlA . Soofiz}
L35 logit model 2 %% RE M¥Ee random coefficient logit modele] A EZ 3 A
Lol Fhjdl et 228 + S-S EHdh

ob&2 ¥ A7 AFye ¢oR o dgoz dANE F e giwh 2S5 S @
T AR E FREN MELA B 5 e 28 HiY 2Erdg dE=2 Fiit
of Rl we} m&af B o] uS Fekvl e 9F Himeld AT & 59,
probit modelo] 1} nested logit model5& T &3}7] HalHe olm WA M HAGEME
of LEFI? o] =RAM & F UKol EETY FolA logit modele] B a2 3t K
fHEel &ol 714 2-& mdo]y] w)Eol probit modelE T=2317] 9siA& logit modelo]
TaR ste FE o9 oW W F&ksl Tod Aotk oleF HK BN e
ol 7tAl ] AFdMe B F fUUY e FRY BEFILE ALY £ e tHE
A& iEH3tAof g},

=RZ. AERT Hkfke FHAlS AE¥ & de o8 £EEN MESS 2Ashd
gfe Hikdawmd HhEs] Bie s MREE ARk #E hgmeld. dEZH g
of2] Rololo] Mo walA & Horowitz and Horowitz(1976) 2 Kapur and Kesavan
(1992)°) wlwa 2 geofo| =o gt zejy, £ =89 scanner datag] oA 2 &
SlEel ot = ole] M2 FHA TEHES e AL 27 PA ¥ X du} oo B
Eae] Huop B HES HRESC] o ok BMLE M 4 UE = §71E blet
€ Hbelrt.
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