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o BHAYEL A €, |
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719ie] viele wHE QP& E w2A A ekr] WZel ol S st HAld
thet anzb W2 AME ZefstHA HAAFo] v &S GulatA "ol

Aol BEesA gardol e A4S HFES VCR3 22 Hd FAEL 7H ¢
Zag AL Fegsin, d FoAF S SHE A e H4A wrA g 28] AES
24 o]T T YL AviaAEY Fa3 FAAF gt Fae vHE FE A
Qe dyolmzg Az Jehgd Ao didss AFl A 71t (expectation) H 2] 7F 2HE
gt =3, RS HFEY A 586AF0) T EEE ol FR/ Vel o
AES e auREdA g4 4 + 92T &% A E (phantom product) 2 24 &)
o} MEST pAsl 2B AEY AFAde] &S 7k B AT gez dud A
o disle AFel d Fro ded o Jehde vl dele dAe 97t oHE
o e Az LT EFS oby @2 A7t ofFolAA g1 Ade ALY
oA Zwrdch 2 3 #4lstak(diffusion of innovations) Feitty FeM ZlaEA &
=7 mad yehdn g @ 39 Ul Al obd JEhR erstAivt E uE
g o7 o2 £l = (phantom product)e] ™h§ Av|RIE] AHpFA e A
o} Auans gade e o =S4 Ut

I HEE £FHEEe £TEES

Azl ge] AH S e e AHAA 2HAES HAMHYFA AP FHHL2 Y
A1 #4¥ (diffusion of innovations)d 72] WateA] AmH = Aol {83t HEHEHK
{(diffusion of innovations)d 72 thEAH d17}9) Rogers(1983)= A Aol &y}
4L Ryan® Gross(1943)9) Aol gAastn ek 1941d obo]l 28 FH T
%&13]81 291 Ryandt Grosst F7Rel zlav0hst &4 4x e 2693 w35
T JAEHE Fa S5 AFHcte] A, AFA FFE Aleld AYHEE H5H
o] w3

ﬂli

A% 222 3 2 (the innovation of hybrid corn)& 1928 ole] 25 FRENA HGoz
2AHANE o FHF F8¢ ARE w5 AEEFY shidch 1930 A 1950 7R
A EA PN FolN gy MY ez FAF Aot o] Aty HibE olole
ot ¥ &% Mulast Qo Ate] Bujd S oAl FIAEUG. o] FFFE] o] HAE A
gore RAe Fag AFASE onsutt
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ofol e. gl A Fahi= 259H] FHE lololA 1928WellM 1941'd AtololM 2 S AL sm
Aol Wokg Adgadct. 19289 7] F A 5d 29 19339 A ool es) Fo] BRE
0HAET] Agaie o, 2278 3359 1936d4¢de 400 HME 5702 Zefsigle

W ool 1941974 AP sheralr) Alzeldnt, ML dEElE FRSe 2 5y
2 } Eoldom v AAAEH] FAE AR ddd. #

O{N

ml

a
.%HT—

A5E 7IXn, 2HRE&L

T ARXE T3 FA ohE Mot A olH S AW HAlo|YA R, FRES AloldA] HAE
A& A st dAAAM Ao o ©AzA o] 7|7k Wt 9do] e AAH] o] Folx A
o2 Jelgtr & %}5&4%2 Heldm S5 72 dad gEHts de 7|82
W 3-4de) dyvh EMc] did ARE Bejgoes RE AYoy AAH oz FEH el
E Adste AL ok FREHA AFUAIAE Falo AYes Aoz waix B

s1olAl W9l Ul E ¢ A (interpersonal network) 7t £2¢ @S abx|gt Aoz eyl
H59 Adel ¥ sEA, FH FRACAN BRE YRmPo] o] FolAHA g
< =%A {Urt. Ryans} Gross= o2 Hale] %9 433 14 (social snowball) =]
7 oofole gt FEAld WARE vt duage Yad o A9 FEel 2 FREY
Yoo GBE 7147 AR 2 FAol FEHse] A A AHsted e Juvt Yst
A e FREAA MRS 3L AHS sreiss gt

olf

of FFSew Adle A FULETE AYste 8405S dddtn A F

A FE S5F A, A AU A2 AzF WEDA) . A A (9] = o}

o

a2y o]eg Ryan¥} Grosso] $A o354 A% NS Awsie o 2Esi0).
9 AlY 54-& %37 (competition intensity) 7} 748ln AvEE 7e2 A QT
of 2 57 Wan o5 AF FEE A} FAu &o] AA 57) 2o ol E
aot7] f8tel ko opAY o] H&stm ke d gtk J1ge AR 58S
#RsH M AIFFRE FEE] 8 AFNE AAE DA 1 2A o AdE oA
FTo &% 2¥EuA BIQEY A AES AEdd AYSHE LS d
(Days}t Glazer 1994, Kodama 1992). A2 =7t AXNE AdFE 97| ANEL %
Z5t7] A Z1EAHe A PR A dBE AN, ol AYVEE JUAAE
ol HAlel 7hAAA3 HAlel st g A7 Eade] FE 73t (Robertson
#} Gatignon 1986: Gatignon 3} Robertson 1989). A& HAMHL utain oAz
Aol @24 E 713212tk (Robertset Urban 1988, Chatterjees} Eliasberg 1990) .

A7 et ool what Halo it zlgle] wlAR Mol dAW ] Wit
Aezbe] whg gk gdakzlvl. Gatignon® Robertson(1991)9 A15 43 slod &)

H




AQ7EAE] o HLE o= watoz Ao H4 Ay &g AAse
Q4SS g ad 2ol 2¥IRAZ Utk
1. HF A%

gaade AFe 9% NAE HEe @ 4 WM TIdEe 7 % 74 = (competitive
intensity)olch, M2 A@Aoz AAste AETH Au2s Yt ARA Ade] EA
= st Al At DAY AdusEE Aol o A= Y FRe
AZe ANsE 712 7195 AAsy A& Bietle M3 A 71ge] zhdste
ANES 7Axa 128 7HsAe] g ®etohdel, of2 oA Eel vebd shedel 9l
o A2e AT AFY AL ARYHE A= gt} (Cavesst Porter 1977,
Scherer 1980. Porter 1980,1985).

AGRe Agas Fojx AEPFY HYge 0% A H. o FEe] Ue
Ao AR} Qe AF AYsee wepdd, AP A AYAES] F#, A2
o AYASe U4y, M9 FA NG APAES W, A} ABAE Atelel Al
NHe 9% oz 2 4 3itH(GatignonT} Robertson 1993).

) BAAEY

%@ﬂ%gﬁv}%gﬂaﬁﬂiéﬂﬂm!$ﬂ%ﬂ%%4ﬂ%ﬂ%%ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁ}¢
Goza Halo o 2 74AE Rz Hel 7192 AAESE TESHL Adstd 7 E
o i 7T AF7L Foldch AYAEY F7b FotAd BolA5E NGHdA A=
& 71&g Adste Ao| 2asAY, cHlAE A= AZNGe) Zo] goiPoh
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) MRS AdAse 9H
Aol e Mz 71de] &332 gFel 2| gHFo vebd sbsAde] ok Al
da dte RS A JdoAE LA} AEAEEE Gdste ASFAA S FAYE
i g2le Aol Pri(Karakayast Stahl 1989). I FHJol oW gt =2 A
s dstn A5 HYo A HAdele FFE Tag,
3) 29 #ed it FAYAEY vk
AAAEC] M2 AN @5 ¥UztEAHY AAYute]l o AaAA A HEL I
e do] ZolEn ¥ Bel HAE AYstei= A4S JHA =5y Q2 AAIFe]
Aol EAEe YErt WolAla ol Auatse A 93S 71xA At
4) 714 APAE Alole] AIRERE #A
ARAEN v2g HHES Ad Jideld AAAE B 92
Ay A7 e AL AYan ok, 2EEE B2 e dH b
o] AgAtEe Awid HAE vzl 719 AGAE 2o ZH RS UEAA TEE
2] otk 53], ARHFES sty U A=rIdel FASAA A Fol] Hol=s
il AS. MErIdel Auyza 2§ xded 848 vHAD LvAEe FHEFE
E2 v 2E3e A= AEFFHF
718 ©EA7 2. ATl Y olrt e o|¥# dF x| o] ArH(Eliashbergs}t Robertson
1988).
2. &lof cHE oAHE T

esd 71ge Y ARE wolBelt EF #EA HUA AYHIE FEE W

=
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(brand switching)& S xsteigict. o A% 24

oz BAL Fzse Prl(cfDay & Glazer 1994 Kodama 1992). 70918 8
VCR, HDTVst #& dd7)e AFE AL 7| FAG 948 52 ¢n A2 AP

Zo)| Mg Fu AHG FAStD vk - FEF 1992). A3 ddd opA R A
&g FAskeE d o MedeEe Ad WA 1&g 719 (first-mover) & A A FE 4
271G AA N e AFa AP T = AFEH F2E FAW AYo] Al ot
AQA guto] ole]-& A ZFE Fr}(cfKerin,Varadarajan®} Peterson 1992,
Kotabe 1990). #1nst OffniAlglel ol &xe AA HgS 7139, ~7|Y7tAH AF
VA F 7tEHEe] Aol FEe 7
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3. E¥o| HME tHE

Rogers(1983)% ##7g “¢ Aclolt o2 49 whelo osfr] 2L Aoz Aztst
= oofoltjo], AR E& A ez Agare] @AM FAsArt. a2y 4 AL A
zho wat NEFTHHE AL Hgz FAste de 49T gl U7l @&
Robertson(1971)& & Ao A3 £A4L 71E v dde AAe 9F d=2 8
obt}, 2ulE&e AF7Z wAA]A Gatignon?} Robertson(1991)2 & Halel 233 £
e 7129 28 el 7Ae 9 L2 2Zstrh, 7lEe anindl AAe 9%
Azo] mel HAL ERE 5 Avkz Aaidnk. AnlAdd HLEe] aHRE A
o4 8 (continuous innovation), 7t FE9 dTL 7AE dFH dF YAl

A

(dynamically continuous innovation) M2 AvHE S F&3H A

dbx

{discontinuous innovation) 2.2 EFslH ).

T TV, VCR, AAFW43%) 283} go|] BA%4 HAe Lusdd Add 9%
& A, BdLza 3Ae Schumpetersl F243 A2 Y4329 o5& tete
Zg %Al (major innovation)ol] &% 3sl™  Rothwell®} Zegveld(1985)7F %2} 7le&
(original breakthrough) 242 7]1&44e #7He ARFE ovlg FA4 ¥ (radical
innovation) el si@gct. ol § AL Wxe] A Aspe] Fmeh hvlgel 943
oM Wl FHAQ FAE 7T Foh(ef. Gobeligt Brown 1987).

Sheth(1981)& Au|a7t 84& AHal7] gaf Bog Fref Fo nef Filg &
53 BdLA AL #9382 (major innovation) 22 HolEE e Wl 4l e @
ol g WeR e AAHFT oleld UL A &Hs] MET] WE
el Weol e Frel ool BEHsHA =M. 719 S A #kE £ U A&
of 2ztel @Aulel REuAA feb 2 Rng 71E e B Foidtn AN
o] sl HAAZFAM Aelo] o] FolHr}

)& <483 (dynamically continuous innovation) & 48] zte] AB|E & WHEA] 7]

A gkl 4wzt Afeol] AgE 2 YPEWstE 22w e HUE ¥¥Y. Rothwell

En

rlo

3} Zegveld(1985)%= o] & A= &4 (incremental innovation) ]2} 4 2| &% o, olg&
27] o] Ad BaAHAPS e 7t WM A&Hog hdste A4 Aol
Ehub7] o Folch, Sheth(1981)7}F =& Fuo| ol wheh HAE upte 244 THY
& HAe Al oln Fxe LTS Vag st % 434l (normal innovation)ol &)

=
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Al

fg

gale] zE Heje &

gk
rlo
=

Z3ict. Gobeligl Brown(1987)e @29 Fez AF
o] AMEE AT AH|atel YA E S¥E He FrhE FotE £ gl ¥
2 velg 4 QAU A Ee Sds g gz s1Ee] AMRHAE fdAL a6t
Heolo] Z7iE A2 ¢ A EFoz Jehde 3834 (application innovation)o| “Ehd
9lth. &a1e] Analog VCRo] #¢ VCRel Digital VCR, HD (High Definition) VCR, 3t
0] 9 E2 W5l Super VCR, Hi-8 VCRE o2 diAdctErt, HAlg 712 A2 4 13
vl go dauART A3 SN ot 16: 9 ¥ g HDTVEe dia 2 CDel &
#o] 71% S %71A17] CDP,CDG 59 28& ol gl sigdr} o5 AESL 7|
Z AL 2gddne sht o FErh 27 W& Aviaksd] 4 Add Ad A
el Awg 4 gl

g Hirschman(1981)e] W2 AL 71 watoldel LujabzoA folv]
3 BAS Foted AAANE FE2E F Qe 43 A 84 (symbolic innovation) 2] F
= AHE $ ol

Haol Helol 0o SAES YA AP e £ dHd FoF I
Ak Aol FEHS AAE A 54 AUA oW, A¥H, 249 w@Ibed,
NE7sA. A" HEo] BAZT.

1) & o] A (relative advantage) 2 o|de A FE Rt} 9% I Tolrk(Ostlund
1984: Rogers 1983). AwAtE2 mfstn e AEol ¥ 3ol Avtn =7W
“ALE 1 AEE waA Aot

2) 2 &4 (compatibility) & H4lo] AMHAAE YTavtd, 7tz F3% FEHE =
ol oleld AU AWASZ FH HAAE Fds o Holl wolEdl AlF ¢
sl wotolrie}r sfele] Faho| elsiA An|abEe] nejdtn e AFol 1&g v H
B gk ddetd @45 A A=t

3) A Eeo] 234 (complexity) & #2le] olaialnm AL&sl7] ofdcin A7tse Y xo]
b g 238 Aoz dehde AFH ololrje] Atelo] #HAl sfge] & ol Fojyn, &
Betm nxe] 8ol 475 E VCOR 5o Zate] dHsickn Zzey o

4) AvAEL e o]WE FEY F Jow USFE A LopEdd

5) 842 Agd o] slow UeFF HA HolEdH.

6) Bauer(1960)e) ¢late] Alg A 7tEl 9l & (perceived risk) 212 Ostlund(1974)

fo
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o AsiA HMEFAT A8 AAEH dde] vdehvte FeR fMEH Aok, FeAzt
54 AES ALY o & AREe] oW oAE sHEAAE ndd W vdehde A3
ol t},

Ostlund(1974)& Hg4d= d3 oy T30 &2 AF Fule] «AFH2A, 23
ol AzE ¥ FFol 7Hel M AF FHE F dAFPvzn $E 6 AT HF
A, A0 ol . AztE 949 el o drAd vl A AFFHAA 3ol s rof
gwe] Z8% TS MNAGE AL BAd AP, AR <. AFE AFe] =
AHAN GFg /A5, thE 8425L HHAHA 98¢ 7 Ak (Holaket al. 1987).

AHAEE O AFd dal A olye] Avtm =7W =ASFE w2 Ao
a2z 7|&e v dea dxstn, YA a9 olF S FAE 4 An, HAE A
& FEol oW ASE Mg weldg, ahvd Ao Bidtd nxo) o
87E3, avizie 1Ee Adog HE dasel i, AZE fge] Axm, ¥4l
FAE7F A% Z55 f9&8 Fojn

o] AL dgaSeld F& Foln g A3 AA FAUSAA Ao w2
A gdElojelgitts o] 24l “pro-innovationH " o] AAFo] Sk v AR v
shv(marjjuana), °FE, ] 5 T HAw ZAs, o]t Hale #itg dst

v 5% EAc £ gatel daste B Afst S

W gheh 2t (change agent) 91 whA|® #E2ke) el A Bilse g wa2A & o JF
ATt oo govt @3 A4 el JHsed Hgdelst EAQFa ot
olelg MgHele] TS AW AEd HUge Aoz #;id £ ke AHHE
EpdabA]l satch Al Ey Foh AlRAI G| whetd A abo] FFatAl JEbve A7 UE 5
oith. Sheth(1981)% 71& AlFo e 53 Z=s} A gk A48 948 Fxe] o}
gt gdAge] §3& BRI

flo

S
E0 W
st ol A e 4l FEA G
&3 (Ahe)d Eeag) GEEREEER-EP
ofatr} Adxg =l PR YA - HA)

<2y 2 sUMYel 7Y

e
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selote] A& AR 9 AAFosk B4AAL, A @49 FAel o) Fold A
sede 29 99% = GB% 499 FAA AU 5 Ak elA oF AY

oA e guEe] AT Halo] o ¥ Lary. =g AP FhAdel flE
A AUz:g D) $& NF Az el #B& 71E Foe] B AEST UAe
Ao 918 QAEE $auA g2 dg dFgatas FEd AFelH

ANE o] FetA Teaal AT, HPL FEA =7 sy Halel AT EAH
A gae ans A2e Adez Jehte gaow 7| Ee Fie] BAH AA e&ot
e orsbA AgstAT, 2 AEL AER AE] goiM AdE A =7 gr}
A7e doler A FAARAYG pe W s1EH LHEG WY Aol ol HF
o @, odd A¥E fa 71FY F8 dAE aFA &e HUE Ut 7+
pEAel ozt sjoi} 4 (fads & fashions)o] Utk HAAFATX Ram(1987).
Ram®} Sheth(1989)% Aol tlg &H4 Agat dad A5 @3 dxe] A5

o)

S Awsiddct. Gatignon?t Robertson(1989)& AMAR L A& ddshs F22 2
Aol sl AEual gror, AYE A Ao WA ejulAs} ozt A =5
2 Zeo dFolztn dYstn Uk
4. AMe I
A 71 AE A GERbE AE5e e 276 A8, FX, dde. duEd
3 & o] Zv) 57 % (mass communication channel) 7} @& o] Fo{d @A 2vlabE el
Halo] 240 stel QXS A w HEES FEsn vk AAFE A A" o
Nge 27 @A Bng Bote] 2v|AER s F ATl A Folg THF e
oW AL FEakAT, Aol ATl wel Bish rigel T ol & <l
7 2 (interpersonal channel) 7} = && EUh.
5. AbzIHH
gae AAASe] At AMAA shAe FgEE waA Addn 213 A A 7}
sAHo|W o] walach MAFel AAAH Fig wY o, vy FAH Bakn
Ho AA elFatal & A AR M FL W s AL Hile] thE ALs] H A el M =

ze 9% AAthn HPeE AL Adsh

rx

o
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o)Z2a fPAA EfolA $HHOE oS A%E AL FuY GFH IY¥EC] ohx
Fhsh e AME=Tte] o AFL BN fEkd FnE AAAT 2 B 7& W=7t
o9 gol diyEel AlRSdA gugada, o HAE AEYF 2uASEAE Fhdetn
BAEA7 gE $HES FFEHAE £ ZA2 oeofSe] dAE dorln ket A
et das A g

Aba] A AWM 35D A A (interconnetedness) d £7F HAAHEo) AFHo2 FAL
th, AAE Aleld] MESAE F39 nER2 43929 AEAAE /AT gl T
AESE Fal 84 AAE=E wad Joh

6. ME{X} HF

AU ZE Abolo| A HAlL whz] WholZe]l= A wel 3 A4 (innovativeness)ol A Aol 7t
slth. o] Ao wet MeREe] WFrt @k & AFAEL AHFAYE]
H4S 1009 AE Addchs gatels Azte] g siwy g FHY A3 A9 #
FRILE WHWL o8 BFA 9 FEAALS ol 438ta] HAx, z71Aga, 27 v
%, 7 g5F, AdA T2 vl

&

AAAEe AF BRUelA GE AFSES Wol Agshs AER RE 3

o
Jim
o
.

HAolth, HAZEe 5ASS AFETA el AdgEn. qts +
EHFEE B A5, ¥S 2% d2. 20 & o1%4, A% HeE 594 Hx 2
o Be A8 B, 5 e 92 dedBelt Adde MU S48 AL @
gt e el

AT VE/EVEG 7S | AL Yol (Folu B AEF) st Aol (A F) e
dalx ZA ool Bk 53 Al AL A g avAEE HAYAE
(nonadoptors)” % A€t ey vAgASL “AXAE ol "AMAE F2 sy
b & it A43 AnAse 53 Add skl gintn @ ®elw, 18e 8
Adsoksts A obd A, AA &fse o) FRE Lo e A Fed w
FEAY AR oz e Ad o A4E #A ®F adaseld. Ui, A
st avalse AL e o ded FRe Augen, AHsA fods AFS
@ dulAEeln

lo

rjo
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I EXHIED RBGEE

Aot 22 g s ARl A28 Fotd AL Yt oA $H L
BT vlAA B2 @ Aoy gA AL shte) HAS dm Halol g
HES d433tm. AdstAd Adateie 242 &4 s, H2g olouols dgs
.ol A& &Fste AY (olg wHHTAMolE b & T

SHAEE HUE REE ZdldM Agdd, dix @44, A5 HbE wE
TS ALY FAAESE FesAY v JEE Aferz @),

ANEH L AN EFY +EA A 5582 £ Unk AYnPols e AR
Hefrtg o olfofyl " Y s G AxAYAF o2 o Rl “HB" B
of At EHAF 2YL 52 v gy 4, e A 2 AASold zz 9
ool AbgrEel AHEY Aol vebdu. A M) o] oW deLe P
o] e A AR e o] 713 Bel A e 2 Jepdo

NEAE7L weg B e 2452 faugely BF449S =7m gk o)z
ERAAE AY—HE--dY gAY due HAAYDASAN Jehdd 4
AEe A S 4 W vae AE9 AT et Apilel 87 FE3AY
7heidel el BEdAdel AdatA g AEnye] 27 wAdN F7) PR dolst
A d53 2 e dAE A 3448 Zoste e 9l MYe 5o 9
FREE i Agagel o DA 2P Axg A @y @Rl A
of ddd 849 ¢ dAY FEZErh AwatSo] Ag el ohAl Abe zhzho)
A& 7hedel th27] WEd REtkel vehdd,

oleld A E AXHelm JFHor vy gate] vpehdu}. & Absl A Aol e A
FE Abelolle HEAart 45 Ue d, oleg yESart Sdssd g3 A
of HAs Adgst Adstele AQENA rHHoz Jgeo] Zole e d o
g1h g 7 (diffusion effect) 2t &t} (Rogers 1983, p.234). sldls} 42 34 ulgln

2

ns!:

Aol fr83ltt. "8" 34 (S-shaped curve) & ¥<H4t Basse] <472 ds] PAsie] ww
M e d9ste REd tiE ol E Ea8 A=we unasna,
Bass(1969) v =5HARE 3 Ofde] 2 e rd s A3NA Fuzse 2y




ok Abololl BAzET TS (innovators and imitators)el ew. AGE A

WAY HWZ AT (contagion effect)st ¥l&@ &7t FEE sk dl &t H
NAE e magE Alole] Az goz AEFAto] o|Fojzttn BeIE H o 23
o FaLx 2 oy o Be F#HE AlFIArh(cf. Lilien et.al 1992, p.464. Bass

1993). | Zo] Hotxle] MHHH 27 @AAA afe HaxEe] AAFE MY

g1 ols HAANELS gl e AFEdA FeE 7Y, UeA] dFE S
o Ul A S E3te] A ZS WolEQith AAEFeol AFE AMF T G AU
ez el o Azte] A AAEe FAd Ui F R FAFOHAE L
Bad o] 2d@Le AA AW Fad g vEstd Y S Ay it

AR, Bass(1969) 28 3 i A AaAEe HAL AdadAY AHsA d=
Sobx Ao ue] Aobm slEEE 22 nAES 580 FA AN AAdHE A8
go] 7t B2 2astE W BAL 7R3 v AA fEe A, dd Foh A
g, Aol ol2E ¥4 wAE A4z Ut

S5 Bass(1969) 2382 AAA=LAE #st dF&Gn AFstn v AFEHS
VCR, A A 479} e Ae7|eAEe] AAAFe 1 ¥4 2700 deigd W q2
A Aol ZA Z7iET. B3 AAEAARY AZ FndYg, seWst AFAAFH
e YAeE Bek ol AxZAcNY WEst AuUTA A ZHAF A5 T
gy sSo] AR5 rt Zr1etn st} (cf. Mahajan?} Peterson 1978).

M Bass(1969)2.8e & Aeiwgle 9@ upe] AN HEstn deu A
sfele] e e et Baaige] veh gl

W= Bass(1969)% 8 e dAl i 43P Wz gevin Boloy HUS
e T AYAEe 2o G&S A, Ao JFSE AL, FAA olH, HTA,
Badol el go] #E BAZE Aok FAA AgAEe] HA HH L oFA Adsd
7t AY gl dFE 712,

thAls) . Bass(1969)28 2 & Hasgdge tta 49 woddta fAse glofn
2712)7]7]2] @Evhn Bekou AAZ d%E Hilo] o|Rolx & ¥Hilo e Hile
& &1 Q. Norton¥} Bass(1992)% 71329 23& dAAP oz d¥ses 2%
& Metel A2 Ve E AEY 71ES97 AEE AR AFE vIEe AFE F
=2 AR 7ive AE B

Lo

kg
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o

Af gk
(A 4 =D CfH2Y
2} & John A. Norton and Frank M. Bass{1992), p.67.
XA, Bass(1969) 232 shube] Al EYToAlel &g nejstn e A FE Aol

M AL netA] Ygckovt dAg AL AFHdM oiHAl g, nyaM EA4
A E otevh. F9 dyuAn Zep dau Ay dAdAed A& & s, AR
ATEIS sudoidd M2 A & e, M2 BebHd g gl dA AF
dMe Add AYdest e 4449 E& 73A7IR. BEdAd S FoldH A
g% YRE deg @

V. EFHRES BEAMI|I= B HERAR

1. km WAXHBRUHBOIA LIEI= Phantom Effect
MRS AFEI VCR 2E Aetrle AFEFAIZAAM dehtn le e ¢ihe ahd
gejx) g AFEAteld olFolAE £ Ae% b ddE =&V o
olul Uehd 71&L wEA ®HFEdEo stn AFe AAL AdAZ L U7 HE
MEE 71EE 71 AFol vekd Aol 7iztdAd 71E9 AEe 7HAo] FE5ERE ¥
ojZivh(eitet. o|itd 1992). ole wW=AS MAL HFE A dehdes Aol
o

ol A Fol WmaA FHibtElo

g

Te aHAEo] festH TR AAd 2AsiA Wt

5
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7} #esE dAdE 7sch A WFelA g2 vdebd AAEE & 7Yste o
g3 AR oW S FEAR e AHAEE AAAT, F AWUE B v AF
o] Yehg olglm Aztels AuASL AEFRE AASA dor. g vehd A Fl
e slende e FRG @A AFEo] g sbAstEe] B PRI dFHA FulA
d #ige] Faid.
“Melg AXE(PCOAFIA 16HE ATH 715 3261 38671F<1 Ha A& WFa 3l
o] ZT7t HtmA sl olF A Mol 29 ¥A EAHA 3864 =alek 3867159 74
e Zlgs AR UL TA HEse dAE dao gdvhT-1991d 99 3Y 2AMdHE
olelg HAL 1994 @A) 5R671%0] FH e 48641 0] UFstn dv A #E Bo|rh
1@ opgmadtae TVE tAdwdes =3g 4+ e tAE VCRY FAFLHH
149 92 tlzYVCR3 oA widgel ozt AAVCRAIFe dul AG@Feo] dofd Aol
o w=w Wd el dAAgel dEeld d YAPVCRE ANgzE7|e & 7tHes 348
Wl 33}5l7] oleie dtolut 712 LPSulel txE CDZ Huolzid RM4y 71& VCRAE=
A zag oz HAadAe ddstn Ak oAYVCRE opdz e TVHE &
5 dAg P2oz =538 5 o] oF sl HaHE Ho|Zi olFe oy HAEHeE
shda gao] A8 WolAA @E FHel vk, 7|Ee VHSE VCRe dlojZxrt $7= 4
b #3r7le ot FMEHC E 2AE §F ARG FxolWAM HF H3AE 4T N A
2 AojAth 538 o] WAe] VCRE 3% clgwae] usta(HD)TV?E Add 4% & =
e 4 A g oA 712 VCRe A% dAle Bridsicia dAd s 49
—ZoldH 19949 49164

AEE F2she 719E AloldAd AAHQ AR HAsd #
dgle] 71&wA S SEadAM MAFE FEststdM vehde ddeltt o B &
2 5o Pl Adr)ES 71 28 AFe] Jebd Aojge dEFE HRE 4
RE Qlgstwd FZaA Hu AT MES ArsAG d MEAY %S LA &
o}, olu) A vEhdA] FRAT vEbd o2 AddHeE AEE "FF AlF (phantom
product)” ]2} %2t} (Goydon 1984). °] fAAZFe g FEE @A e HLE
A7 sted shube] F8% digte zgstad AFAYd dFE 718 4 Uck(Farquhar
1986, Farquhar®} Pratkanis 1986.1987).
2. mArEel AT A

Ayt v A AUE HFH, VCR 5 FD W7 A5 #9EHLE +8¢

ExAg oz vebdrl Fae ol g itk B #Ae] ZAAel7] g v s YHste

o,
3
o
rgt
o
tlo
st
)
>~
>
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Ae] vhgo] g}, vefo] I 77t ojujsike] whet WRle] N Fo] &S
7. AF vl A& gase AdME AEFH AW oo Ao Auw A
&ol shed Holekm Z)hatA slo] A FrkAe] Jlde FE7A "ol wiztx] o
A71g et (Doyle} Saunders 1985). ol ol Mg 7idl7} Ao B da
A Ao B 5 v auAES gog Yol Aol A7ske Aol thale 7]
HE 2dstn. 4L Ve dA HGg el G vld Lv|AEc] gog Yojd
Aeoleha gztshe Aol by 4ulAA & WelA "o
AL T34 vhE Adate rhgo] dof vl g velidy dA485S dz Ao
ey w7t FReA ojgA BAs 2Ed. @A Ade #$AARE AR & 4]
Lol Eeix Welal ge RS FolztdA nlgrl oW Rolate 94z 7led T
aogle Hooleld ut Fbe4dE HifE(expectation)Blm Bk A sIHEH o
FTUAA 7L "ANAELE e FAE sHHe did Al

N

aj

128 53 4y 33

[

HalEg ZldE FAete #38e <&tz 9vh(van Raaij 1991). &g 7o
T4, QEIREAA Azt HA Adel] A= AL 7)) A3} (expectation
g #2712 g
1) &HlAbE2 71dE gt
AuAEE A4 AEE ASd da NS WAy 4 B 5L B A Z
el AZstAY &8 AIRERYEH FRE douy Jld2 YA g Ate] A
3te] ohe} Alg 2o a4 (trial-and-error learning)o] ¢lslA) @A S =6 o] &g A AH]
2 o+ ZEHo|th MRSl shek YA Fe] APHHR APdE PRA2go] Fagd
"art glev 71t A A deid R Alolo] BUA 7 Rk /g 53517
slsted o We HRHeE WaT P} (Oliver 1980, Olivers} Winer 1987).
PEAeol 28 avAdde HF 2 8£47] Bettman(1979)L Av|AE2 A #x)

effect

AT 7128 F31 A2E FRE Bolsoln Pl Hated NS FAAThT Ml
& ABARES A AT HARY, IS, AERFS le §4F AES
g F0 HRE PHE douM 2 AFY 4B} U Rolgte JUE YA
P ®oi)

Oliver(1980.1987)% ¥ 2Alelq, A1d 243 #Al ¥2g Soed YTHPL
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Eole] e /9 &uA B4& Fotal szt F4EGR o
olg} o] AMAEL BHASAY duiAA G AF SHS A HFE IS

= d golM BARRE fAS el 459 FEEA NE FAU 22 AFES

2 £4Td) 7]9e Fol, He WEd e GE AR5 454 e 5o BA

Hr}al Bk

2) AHAEL Z|HE 5

A A4t e gt dgge] oA AA4de g Fa dTREe

1A 7

g, 22dcoz AAGAEL avatEe] Aze] Ad5HUA TFEA

_4

53 9
ulE FAdst
o A oy Bi, g $3se g Wyl dva sddg. ol&E 7l

2 2gaA He 4Re AAdd AdE sHEE FHRF o 2F tE 7RIS

rr

fl

AH 2 22 glth(cf. Winer 1985, 1986, Van Raaij 1991).

(1) 7tAe] g s BE KRt 1

2uAtE AAC A 7Y duied =2 g W, Aol Fge] vl 2z A
&9 oz Rk mAe Brp AEE wPe dEHeld ot A E] ¥
Aol olZgoldgolt AMATET g Folztm PP oleigt 3ol W
AAE dael A At 2ok & @A JuAFe fAY AR e
oo Zlg-tA e Axel a2, ol @ ZIHE AehA sl (static expectation) 2}
gt

P =Py, P =Py

2) 7HA <) ¥ AR IB1E DL 2

2R FA dstdd sHde A A2 AF@E sHFo] AAA % FF
st BAAED g5 £ o ldEE A S 23 FASIT. AEAE
o] HAARL ENE @A Aol HgwHA sUE FAHsArtE FFo2A oA
sl e A2A 7dl(adaptive expectation)old 2tk 7HA9 WE Fo| A <A
& 7 JWAE A 2HY Hnd 8P 43S F ¢ AAT ATl AL
ad A g AAHERY Re oL s "Hoh v dd sdrtE e @A 7]
A HA AhstATY Aol daule Fog o] Foiit,

1110

P, =P +alPi-Pl(p < a<1)
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(3) 7F3] g BAfE 451E K3
T E st vl de AFAEE &8 o AFA e AR e AarE
=TS An2 e o) ofye g F e S ¥AAQ AR AuE Fusygd 7

o] o}, o] 2 &P HAf¥ (rational expectation)el . &}

i

%

oX
)

o]+ Muth(1961)°l 2jaix A& Ar el 19700 A7t whehel Lucas(1972,
1976). Barro(1976) 5ot elste] ZalgtelAr ahrte] stabz viepvt IR0V BTEIG
(Rational Expectation Hypothesis: REH)o] 2 &x5= 438to|t} Muthe 7idie vig A
A8 el o &3 (informed predictions of future events) & 23 A= dutdoz A
HE dsial dema vide WA Aqe] e heiglvin Beth(Muth 1961 p.
315).

aefel] ZIehE AL wl AAvEAR Al WAst: w, ol 4w aEe #Ae
FEE A o] &3tHAM A5 HAAM A9 Ary) AFAUDE P72 4=F 8t

at g,
E{P1 =Py + &1, Uy =P -EPJL

Feld 7ol mawE . e A an A edte) AavE JbEd Folv] del HRE
olgdnt. zhAL Bt gk ga dA A ¢ U B RS o &EHA
gl el ZIAlE 47] fetel gRE A F&AHQ W on AuEdsn U 7 4
Blabzo]l BAAEE 4 - Aejgewd A 1 Ao slgste dAFe] i whis

A B8-S zIete WSy 1 BRE v felA) WWe 5 - A g

F ol AehE Uy Hae vEel FUd 4 oUr AR A aed 94
% we mgst ool fol nhed Wk gn
I oskol Srhgtel upek Sskstan B uLalee] gAY G

x
"4
4
)
T
)
e
i
ofo
o
ox
T
10

sobaitt
deld] A 2T suabEe] el e HE LAl Azl @ oga EaU)

A s ggaa e duh. anjabsel el g Aol Yol Hol it (io) wAe) e A

glell wpel ofm wstel Aati: J)diety ofuld sbdeld FzAl U eFE AAY
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gtz B otk eRE stsd Folv] fd ARel Anrt vehdo

ol M7A = Fhel Wig Ad & 1.2.3% AALAD APl dAH
A Aadde rite £3e Arseadess drsnida. &g WA FH
A B 2= 9l5o| HEf] HI{FS (prior expectations)o] MEF F R gi5E o AT
M2s FRE AN R 7125 F g9 o J=w duojrt, MHAEES MEE
ARE dFaiur LMoz JdE FAE F dd. 2L AF 2V Holge
ARE gead geldQ auAEe AF A g A vdE FHSEA AA L
Ao 2212 ZolHa ¥ Heol ¥t

3) AH2Ee 7INE 7|do2 FE I

Q1% 7}uf (retrieved expectation) & W& EurFo g o1 Oliverst 2% 7l
wox e e TYosA A}4¥ 4 Ak Kahneman® Tversky(1982a)e 71th
o] &4 WaF FE Fxe KFYESS ALsdct. AA HFA &F5H Jd
(active expectation)= 7]2lel|d 474 2& + e Ao2M F& A44FH 29 FE2
AAe RAe wam, o WF F¥2 7)o (passive expectations) = #F A FHA
a2 g784 ¥E AL @it Kahnemand} Tversky(1982b)& 71tie) #4435
‘priming’ © 2 2t} +%4 7ldE ‘priming’ ¥ & Feo © FLA ot

Oliver(1980) & AB|z7t A EL Frisly] Mol 2 AFL FTol on@ Hejke 71
B2 Am e W, o ZldsEd Ay AEdael vluste Azd Fdo] FiA
7ldel AxER] @ ‘B9 (disconfirmation)” o] Uehd w BUEsA doe AE
utglt}. Anderson® Sullivan(1993)& Olivere] 7|t 2 g A o] &L Fgstad vz g
e A9 AE Az FAo] e o AAY HAY o detude o5 &4
Qarg wegm Hudoh, oS53} &dd @ o2 ofw ddE WEHA FAHA
vl mete] o|Ex £ FTWoF A% Uiol Hrigtrte Kahnemanst Tverskye] ==

o] olgd] MWW Z@e A mel Mol depAt. AFFELS JAT FAHTY
oo thal o5 AgEc 4 Ageld © FAA gzt ¥dAA WwEe 2

. =9 o] ghel Xoll tial, ofS ZFWelM 9] 7 V(X)REch &AFHAA 2 713
o] V(-X)& ¥4 = Az dchHogarth 1987). £4x¥ o] S5oe| Fojo oA+
Qe A7 A &AZWo| Tujte] Hfd P EME O F FFE MVdE

re
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Aoz veys 2tk (Kalwani et al 1990).
3. BE GEE BReY
Doyle?} Saunders(1985)% ool 713 A EH 4g& A A g EH (2)
ZAFAALT (3) 71HE GEEI} 7R FollA epAIRE ZAIZLIEL Al FAAe #dE
JFatd ., AHAE FAdt. 7idd e aE vl Alde g 2u|AEe 7|

o Zojth, Winer(1985) ma™ “AlF &A4do digt Adi 53 Al 1 £4d9 7t
Aol 2Mabe] FA Hrieitt "ea 1 Ut

Iy Ab g o] 4SS v)Ae RE 840 HLHAT, 53] A did gt
g Fasttte AS o dol A sidielA dEi v o

A Fol wzA gopele Ao o2l syt FadA A #E $ o
2Fakel 7hHAFI 2 AT Ut aniAe Aede AF TAdF AES AREE 3
of Hael Wstrtsdol o] Zidel o] dolvtn M Fuld FE¢& AA £ 9
o 2¥atEe] HAEAFES Addele de oy E2344e B 37 Yehdcl
71g9 A £xrt B mad Jelhvdzn de R Be A Ae Anasy
AF thd 71y Helzh st Fdf AEFE TS o Folxln AL o 3@ Ao
2 =] ME AFS HYstr] gdw Aol A HY oW AAS A "ot og
Zol MFLY S AdaAY A" dEo]l Wol Ve 7149 dFdalae mA Ay
of #etaAso] AFel git&wrt AdE

7197 Ao et AFaAAE AYA AFRG o Y MFS ATE A 71&
AFe] we RS stHA FnE Fol AvAEY soH v S A3t &Y Az}
oA 71 AYE FE2A dok, aBAEE F vlge] ¢HE AAFe] HE Ao
e FEe HatA HE Az et AFS 7|dawA d@a A 4E AFy A9e
AdaAL 2218+ e d ole avE 4le) &l #hiF (expectation) 7} 2§53
olthe= AL el £t} (ef Holak,Lehmann, & Sultan 1987).

AN EAFL 7|aSdEErt war] ffol Lu A5 Heldgdr E8dd s =
74 do 2EAES FRAodM fHEtA] ¢v] fFel 7loie #An Fgeld @y
82 vt FEE Berddtn ofelagt P AvRtEL ol B4 Pa
AlZle o stel, RS RS 7Iwte R dtod o Y A digh HE Fdsien @
tometA anage e 159 844 E 34

o

J‘?L
2>
N
N
d
(o
i
i
i)
lo
Ht




B 2 ok 7lao] Hyrarlel b WA G ekl A¥lAsE 2gdd4E =

W BRANES gaaz)y] el RE Paw . Husated 27 A M =
B Zala Alzke] Aol M PR AFUACIHS FHoz AvAE AF
B zg ARE Aden Yok, oy FREAAA HH A FrIh 7Hd 8517
W AxgHor A Ay o FRE O wol Zag kA U

A2 AFEY go] s|HAM} wWE AEe) ALl 386¢l4 4860m] M 486
A 586022 W Zoj 7|&Hart WaA doid Witeldw, dA ol A =
2 AEge AAYFEe Fusolrke Az ol AFe el wad B gl 7te
AT ASo= AAT Fdatele] ME A nejste Aol RS

olg} o] 7|&welst m=l vehte sheE AFE Adete FReAME & HatE
fedol Mag spr)gate] 1 AEe] shA gy opdet F4 W] uid HHE
27 A9 o Age ARG F7ste HlHow At @ Aot

Im

p

rlo

"

amzxoz A (innovation)& A7 ez vehti 7l WE HA S e
nAe 2o en, og BEANE FarTTI et At dad),

Ssa AES AT AZE A TS BEEH Sete] HUAS FEIRE 719 Fell A
U osale et av ey 97 BEAS a7 del BRt a3
e vpAsRolth, mEe] $AYEE Sol AES st AgadE wed dda
gAgE 2 APt A" TE
U 4g 5y Rats 48 2ohddd el A

Holg AFE . VORA @& A% W7 2uddd @ 2¥x Augzde a4 7
W oadgel Abgaly] o R A SN FaF FA Aot Tyl Athn =

g2 2 2be §)do] @A gEst EE Folv] S8 FEE daR vt
A7 wesd Gehta 9E @ A 2T A oled vle g FE d

& pd AEE EAE A FFE @] WEel

Q

Aol e Aztets vithAlelsl AAl ZgeiA gt 7ldE el o) B4

E
1->lm

NA7 el SubE g ddxew AvAEe FE Adad £r18he

garol JEhIE o olx 9ol ddeld FABg shEsAse W & e vhe}
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wrh, o2 dA4e FEE e Al Algldl #ibE Aolgt= pro-innovation A
£ 717 oA 7tA] Halgidd el A grelz] RE @delt),

M, &EHE A8 Az A e & !
AR Y WA R oty g BAEEY. A Hran A g st 4
Hele avAtEel At AR ko] Fa dl, 717 AA B opE} RE E2H
2ol Hret ARE FuHces FejA Zoirkdel A welEdn. AEL V9L
2 EH 71d8 9Z38: dl, o] 2% . 7] (retrieved expectation) 2t H A A F4d 7o}

dlwate] wEw BgrFel Jepdth, & AF S vid 24 2 48 FEAS

N
I
o

el
|
o

ut

20 A5 HAdgge =de AP map D o5 mHdAE f135A#
Aol S4AZTHAME HEAFHY AGE dyste TRAadEo o] f&oir) T
Hog i aHREAA AEgoz vhrtes AeloA Hil AL g e
28] 2} (forward-looking consumer) ol Al At F2u|ztet Zo] £ dFQd A EEopd 2
g g E 949 FAAge e Aux izt 2A FAEEA =, o] VIRETHE Y
2 AT 4 Sxo gge A 3o

2 & X B

SARE, £, Sy dF o1 ead AAsadS” Aed Ad=d #1263
A2zet A3E. (1992).

ZExry, ‘G ALY A€ AA" T Agd FGEAb Hedvld =84 (1993).
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