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MARKIELEFEY B DENMRD GEV EFILICKITBRR

s N
wis T FE T FRRRSE

(32 2012 42 H 15 H; 153271 2014 4F 8 H 28 H)

XE AW TIE, SRR EFIE T BRI T2 2R, MRS, FIHEARATE) & *hii$
% Random Utility €7V Td % Generalized Extreme Value (GEV) Family ®—fiTd % Generalized Nested
Logit (GNL) €7 V&2 MW, FHERAMLEBAICAERT 52 E2/7R” T, £7, Simonson (1989), Simonson
and Tversky (1992), Roe et al. (2001) TEF I 11T 2 ZHEIE, Huber et al. (1982), Rooderkerk et
al.(2011) TERDS DN TV ZHEINRICOWBTHER 2174 ). AU TIE, HNIZEPREER, Moo
RIBPHERICHE D CERZ ZNZ U OWTUTR ). Z LT, ZRZ AU 2B PUESR IR < EFD3Hi
M7 RIS EE D CERZNAT 5 2 L2 T, RICENLNDERICOWVT, GNL £7)L 2 TR
ARECTH 5 Z L2 BlEBI Z VR L, ZORKRERZITR)., OMRE L TRD I LDWahoT. ZHHIR
2T, 1) MR, MO IRERICHED ST DERICE W TAERT 5, 2) ZOMRDOKE IITOWTE
BREEDSH 2 b DDA L il L 254+ Th 5. BABFIcOWTiE, 3) HINIERICE ToRE
92, 4) SOMPDOKEZITOWTIIREDH 2 b D OB L I L 2 8H6 10 Th 5.

F—T— R w74 V7, BT, R, MR, ONL €7

1. (FUSHIC

WIARAAATENZ, 4 O FEEROTE 2GR T % 3 7 BRI s ) 2 HEEORE LT
BFEHTH), =T v T4V AL TV ADFIICEB T, LEEEIARL LD
MATENE LIS RN U, S HmARAATE) SRR TE) SRR [8] & L TR 6nTw 5, Klw—
TTAYT ATV ADTHICEWTAL He o T 2 BEHGEIRE 7V (Bl 2 1F Train,
2009 [33]) 1%, Z D% BEIHRKCERENL 72 7 v ¥ L2 ATE (RUM) (18] X
DEL ZENTES, Lol, EEOBEFITHEICKEVT, ZOMARKMULEFET S LN
2 BRDBEDFEITENC B W T DR INT W5,

BIMBRACEFET 2BIR E LT, ZHAE [30], BRI [11), FEUERDE [34] A3
Fots, FPERIRICOWTIX, McFadden (1984)[21] 28 Nested Logit (NL) €7V % f
W3 ZETHARKLERIGL, ZDEERE POS 7 — & F0REIFK F O A0 6 IR
ICHEEFRECTH B Z &2 LT 5, HBMERIRIZ, 1ILA. (Independence from Irrelevant
Alternatives) FiEZLL TH D, £ QA 72 —, KFICSGHETY; (2] ICE W THFET
HbH, =TT AVT A ZVRICEWTY, RICHETH, 7oe— a3 YIROH
EEVSOTHNTETVEBET IR, CNoDBREETILVHICEVWTRITES Z
LIFEETHL, 0yt 74 vOWIREEZ GG, JBIEER o & ISR 2 %
ALy 27 2T I EDRHRLDNE V) T VAR L 5. £/, JEHIZEWT
HEDEMZEBINILIZS X b nw) ZEIZORDBEA9),

ZIE, BRI OV TE, £ oA T ) =it LTl Tn 3
[3,7,12,15,22], ZWmsh, WIZRICOWTE, 7 v ¥ L ARKMUTEICE S EFLT
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HARMNICRBINRE & L 2WFRIEEE L v, 72, BBIE, ZWaiRicon i, 2k
KL EXRPIE U TARLT 2 2 EIZ BRI I TRy, ZHIRICOWTIE, Rieskamp
et al. (2006) [27] ICEB W THHEAIL L # &% GEV (Generalized Extreme Value) € 7
WAITE W TR LI N T 528, BN E TV DO F Mid e\, Rieskamp et
al. TlE, W®HEIHIZ Regularity B L T 5720, IR EEESNZ GEV €7 LT
BRFETERVELTWVS,

BEOZDEI) BHRZFECET IV TERHETESL 2L, THTREID I 2HRZFEETE
2EVI)BRIZEWVT, ZOETNLVDOZLEZRLTWS EWR S, Tversky and Simonson
(1993) [35] Tl&, MU ETFT VTR EBEMUIR2ERETES E L Tw5b, £7, Roe
et al. (2001) [28] Tli&, ZWHAIER, BEOMR, BHUMURRO=>2THHE L €7V TEH
TEHLLTWw3,. Znbidticy, ZhRe2ERBEE LT 20820 € T VIS
W [7,13,23]. 7L, INSDETNIILHAENEET L TH D, MR EESHT
v, F e, BORIRIC OV, REAETH S ELELETVOBBERID W,

AR TIE, FHRAMLEFIET 2 L IN TR =208, MR, WHE, %
IR, TR RAL EBAEIC, —DODETFATRINES Z E2RT. BERIC
X, GEV €7V [19,20] IZJ&F % Generalized Nested Logit (GNL) €7V [36] ZH\» 3,
GNL €7 )WVIE NL EF L ZHNELTWE7%, ZOETFTILEHVWEZ 2k, ZHahE,
BE SR 720 Tld 2 RIS R 2 0f8, =202 ToOREE2—>DE F L THHTTHE & &
2. ZHAIFRICOOTIFWL DDPDERIEZ 6N DD, DI LMK TIERVWIER
WOV TIEWTND GNL ET MK DFHHT S I ENTES, BAMBEITOWTH WL
DOPDEBVEZSNED, D) LHNINZHERD S & TER L 258 IRIFEIC OV T,
GNL ETNVICK D FHTE S Z L 2T,

GNL € T WVIIIFEEIE TV TH 5720, 5 F THEINNRIER TSN THW A INsD
BIRIZDOWT, B 2 RUEE N T OISR OBEEDIEEE VIS ARE L 70 5 T & 2 FIK
LTw3, 20, Eige L Tabit T2 DENFIROBGEEDS, POS 77— % D JEER
DOEEEATE D & EHHE, JEEFHICBITREIC AR5 Z L2 BEIKRL Cw5, 2ol Eix, 5%C
Z DREDFEERNEEE N AT 2 2 L DHED D S T DERINRIESS, A < HidcAl
TEPEMAEEIC RS 2 LIRS,

KX DWERIIRDEE D TH S, £7 2 HICEWT, AEEERE L ORI
DWTHEEMZEZEN L, 200 ORER 2T 25, KIC 3 BETIEAMZEE THW % GNL
ETNMICOWVT, ZOEAMBOFHRKAATE) & OXBZRT, £, 4 FETIOLHEY
RDOERZBARZH TR, ZOBRELZRT. 5 BT, 4 ETERINSZHI
BOMZWAIE ENFND GNL EF A2 TR R AL E R L T4 T 5 2 L 2R
T ¥, ZOMROERBDORALZIRT. WL 6 HICBWT 4 ETERINIGHKIZ)
RS CGNL €7 V2 HOTRHHR AL E NS L THERT 2 2 E2RT, 7 HETIEAMNIETE
SN FER EBAENADE IOV T T 5. &I 8 HTHImMOSHROBEZ R T,

2. DEMNNRERFAEE U TWBEEFETIL

DEUEIR LRI T E 2 €7V & LT, ZIIHRICOWTEHI L T % Wernerfelt (1995)
[37], Kiverz et al. (2004a) [14], BRPERIRIZ DO W TR L TV 5 McFadden (1984) 7348
FTons, 7, ZHR, WAOZR, BOERIR, =502 AHNE-REDD & T
AR ICRILTE 5 & L7098 & LT Rooderkerk et al. (2011) [29] 238 %, Z#16 =D D%)

OHAARL = a v X - VY —F4%, RS - G - im0z 257
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RxvgFnbiiigd L C3FERIC K DEBEICBN SN FHETH ), o =2>D%R2H
CETNLVTRUENBETHL LI, ZOETNOZUELZRT L LD 28]

NN D W THEEH L T 5 Wernerfelt (1995), Kiverz et al. (2004a), Rooderkerk et
al. (2011) IZ2WCHBHL X 9. Wernerfelt 1ZHEF ICHREEZKEL 7 v 74— —ERE
REN—IVIHES) £ T2 &, ZWIRPERT 2 ELT0S, ZDL—LDb ETIE, HH
FIRERBD L OGAIIZ T TE 2 2 L o GEIERDVETH D, PhvuBEIc
FHEN RO D75 e 2 -0 QBB TE 0 (A2 L LT 5, 2OV — VIERIEEE
BORE SICERIREMRAF T % H 2O NRKAF 2 RE L TE D, SIHERATE) & 1357
%5bDTHS, 1o, FEWNROFAMEZ ZAF v - 83 - T=FEPSHEET 2121
DT =82 E L, BEMENDHEMORETSH 3.

Kiverz et al. (2004a) /& Contextual Concavity Model (CCM), Normalized Contex-
tual Concavity Model (NCCM), Relative Advantage Model (RAM), Loss-Aversion Model
(LAM) &3 PID OBEGRINE FLAREL, PIo0EF L2 NN TERMRIERT
5L T3, ZNZNDETNVICE T ZHEENDTEIRDOEE ) TH 5:

[CCM] Vigs =0 (v — v55)" (2.1)
0;
NCCM| Vig — 05~ (55, — o) | Yk = Uik 922
[ ] ElS — Z (Umk ka) —S S ’ ( . )
Umk ka
Z (Umk - Uml>]-{u E>Umi }
[RAM Vks—e Hvk+6’ “ = = )
| 1 2;;; 223k = Unt) o> vt + 22 (Umt = Vi) Lo}
(2.3)

LAM] Vs =6 [ Uik = Upkr) LiozoS, 1y + O (Ve = Vg 1{umk<vim}] - (24)
ZIT, Vs IEBEIBES S MR I N & 0B ke S OMEENZI, vy, 133N
ﬁk@i%ﬁ@@ﬁ’%?%%“@ﬁ%ﬁm,ﬁ}_wi%h%ﬂ\ﬂﬁ HGSDbLETD
ANME, SAMETH D, o, ITERKES S 0L L TOZMKETH S, 7, 1, 1F, {}
W@%ﬁ@k%l,%muﬂiok&%hﬁ@ﬁ?%%.%LT,&@DQ%Hk@%h?
NI RX=8ThH5, %k, fEDD, FHHNDOHEESZERDTHT L IFEKL TW»5,
EIRFEA S s, A (2.1)-(24) DHEENRI G2 5 NGB DH/ETNVICE T
2R K EYER PS 1, Multinomial Logit (MNL) €71V DZNTHZ 6N %:

exp Vis

pS=_—"""
Y exp Vis
;

(2.5)

[AfkIC, Rooderkerk et al. (%, Multinomial Probit (MNP) € 7 )LD i HHZE B SR
FFEZET, 2002k D fﬂi%?\)j%, W H, BRI RETHFHTESZ L L Tw3
Rooderkerk et al. D€ 7)VIZE T 2MEERSIHBEBUL, —MIZIHIE V, & XIRETFIE
Vk\S W oins:

Viys = Vi + Viys. (2.6)

QHAT L —v 3> X - ) —FL, MG - B0 - e 5T
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& 51T, SUIRMRAFIIE, Zimah A XM, RTINS XAET, BPERIAUE X35 @ 3
i, ZNZIIE L B> Tw5:

Vk\s =0c1X,S‘gM + OQX,?ET + @3X,§I%\f/[, (2.7)
Xie¥ = — drwis, (2.8)
diwis  if k dominates k' in set S,
X,QET =< —dpws if kis dominated by £’ in set S, (2.9)
0 if k is neither dominating nor dominated in set S,
SIM .
Xk|5’ —k,172€17I615 _dkk’|S‘ (210)

ZIT, dy BEMEMRICBT SRR E & K BoOBBETH D, M IOEREES S N
DZENFNDEMEDRKME & R/ MEDHIS, oy, o, a5 1, ZNZFNZHRNEIE, WHO%RE
H, FRUERRIEICW)GT 587 X =% Tdh %, Rooderkerk et al. D€ 7 )L DiEREFRIZ,
MNP €7 NVDZNTEHEZLNED, ZOMERIEIIOWTIE, FF0, 781 D iid TL
ZoN%, OFD, HBREOMRNIHIZMY . THSE LTS, ZOREIX, MNP €
TOL D FERER B 2 EE R ETTRETH B L VLI R M ZTEL L TV B EiZWw A, D
0, MNL €7V CHHEBROBEDTRETH 5.
ZNHDETIVIEAT, Zhang et al.(2004) [40] TV IHHMNWEIHE TV TH S L VWA 5.
22T, MR HE TV E X, hoBIREe A ofTEERE I, 20D b BRIk D%E
RMERDEEZ T2 ET5H0TH S, Frig, MOBREOFEDA%ZZIT T2 Type
A LWz 3, iU, FEREOMEENZIAD, EBIREES S ITKFL TR LR
B, UL, 2O, H5E R E ORHAIRR I N TS ERE R 572
TTENTEZZEZERL TS, ZNDBIELWLRIEL L uidile U, B 28R EE
BDH ETOBERMERZ T 2%, B2 HEDOS ETOKERE L LR S,

3. GNL €7/l
3.1. EREXRDERL
GNL €7 NME—2DF A ML »REZHTF I %\ NL €T VEIREL, HEDEA D
hifEZr[EE L L7z CNL €7V [25,38,39] ZHR L 72 b DTH 5. GNL 7 NVDEHIHI &
LT3, sOEGHETEIC B 1) 2 2EBEIR, BIERDANC, ~—7 71 v 78357
7V F (B &R 32 BFET 5N 5, GNL T FVICE 2 EBIRMEROEB T D0 %
Z 65D, KX TlE Wen and Koppelman (2001) DERfLZH w5 2 L EF 5,

GNL ET7TNVICBWT, HEEINERT 28K b OFIEEE P 13RO ZEREOXTH
b3INb:

P. =) PPy, (3.1)
J

Hj
S (wgeti)
k/EN]’
E)j =

> ( ) m/jew)”“j)

J k'eN;

QHAT L —v 3y X - ) —FFL BN - B0 - e 5T
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(,ij oVi ) 1/u;

Z (’yk/jer’)l/“j '

k'eN;

ZIT, N IZRA b jIET 28RBS A, Vi L8R E ofEErsiizEbd. 2L T,
pi FEPEARF A= LIFENEHDTHD, FHU A FNOBEREOHLEZED L,

0<p; <1, Vj (3.4)

Bz g, FOE T A =793 1 IEDCIFE, AL %A N INOBEIRIBEOBEDE XKL %20,

_ﬁo<ia%UF# {7%%. CNL ET LT INDEF A METE (1 = p V9)
&ﬁmtfm%.it,%]i7n7 av e RIA=FEMENLEHDT, KA MK
T 2 BRI DOIEEZ R L, RO 2T

Vi > 07 V], k? (35)

> =1, V. (3.6)
J

(3.3)

Py =

Wen and Koppelman ¥ GNL €51 XD, MNL €5, NL €5/, CNL €7FILH
ZOEBKILE L TERTELZLZRLTWS, T4bb, GNL EFILIEEEFILEZNE
LTCWw3, GNL EFLLEHERP L=y T4V T - ATV RICEBITAEFLE LT,
Bresnahan et al. (1997) [4] @ PD GEV €7V 6545, 7272 L, Bresnahan et al. T
ZH L EFTHREEMA T IV —NDEHIZOWTIHBERENT WS, ZD0H, FAT4 VT
DIV—), FA NP ZDOD EDOGENDMIBIZOWTIFIRRTE 59, ETLVO—KIN%
ERLIFfTREbN TR nwEnwZ 3, £z, IFEME AT X —=FI2DO0»WTH CNL ET L E
ARl —E LREL T3

HEERI Vi, DSEIREES S ITIREL TR nZ EICHERESI N, 2o ki
RIBEEAD R 2 2 LI X 28 ADOE D 0 {, WK T 2HEENHE I N T3S 2 L 2E%
T35, £7, KITRTHHRKUIZEWT, (HRIHERMLE RS 2 EZ2EKRL Tw5L
3.2. BARKILITEI & DXL
AffiTlx, GNL €7 ESHARAMATE & DRIRICOWTHR S, GNL € FIL2% R
KALERIBT B0 E 9 D%, GEV ETNVIZET 202D o uUL Ko,

EHE 3.1 GNL €7V GEV ET VB L, SHRAUTE L BANTH 3.
AEEA 3.1 Wen and Koopelman (2001) % b k. 0

AFHZ 9 5 L, GNL 510 GEV A% G -

j K EN;
KO G DY, = exp(Vi) BT 2D Gy := 0G/0Y, D3RDVYUD DS [19,20] % i 7z
TEVWHIZETH S,

HEL IEMlitg D X 9 2 48iEc & 2 REPRIHBIS O FIc i L 20 %, 3L < 1Z Manski and McFadden
(1981) @ 6 Ez SNl

OHAARL = a v X - YUY —F45, MRS - EHHE - im0z 257
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Attribute 1
A
A
D

At?ribute 2
1: ZshR, AR RS 2R

e &TD Y, IZHNLTG,>0.

o G I n XFXRBEE. ThbE, W3 r LTS G(rYy,. .., rY;) =r"G(Y,
Y DIROL,

e B TCHDEICHLTY, 20 tT%EL, G— .

o G DMHARERBIBOFFZTHRD LI IZT S, 2TDOEIELTG, >0, 2TD k #
LWL T G = 0G/0Y; <0, B CDEL S kI, m IZBAL T Gy = 0G /0Y,, > 0,
Z L T&DERIZOWT D FHEE

4. DERYROBEE

AFETIE, Simonson (1989), Huber et al. (1982) I & DR I N7 Z AR, BEIIFEOE
R2HOAEHEEREZITR Y. BiZIc 2V TIE, Simonson DEHE R EXEL T b1
DIZ, LI I VEROEEPH LN TR TH S, BHEICOVLTUE, B X 25
W5 EEL, Rooderkerk et al. (2011) DA TITARbHLNTED, I I TIEAKD Regularity
EREZIZEEDTEOLN TV S, WTINOHAICE VLT, ERBEEG OFRERE HHER
BRI BE 2 5 2 556 (XRKGEIIR) 035 2 o b03, At TiiZznziiRd 3.
4.1. ZHWROBER

ZHNFRITOWTIE, FFEOMEIIC L D 5ZmRNE & MZBRR - >DEER 2115 ). Si-
monson (1989) (& =D DERPEATHEEZIT RV, ZHMRZRL Tw5E, ZshH e
X, BETEHESZELITLZLIE, Zo0EMIck 2BEEEMICE T A, B WINOFERED
KR T2\ IR T Z2 DD BT % RO 72 208K ¢ 2 N2 7854, hREi:
R C OFRMERP—FRHSHEDLENIBDOTHS (K1) .

F 7203, FEOZERM, BIRKICEWT A, C MR I N T3 IRMTH 72 208 IR. B Z N
A5 LR, B C PGB Tl 2D, BRI C OBIRERN EAT 3
EWVWIBHDTH 3,

EF 4.1 FEWIR 2 BIEERICE T, LIS TRWERK A, B BFEL, %
DHENERE C DHFET 5 & L&)

Xa > X1 > Xp, (4.1)

Xpo > Xoo > Xgo. (4.2)

OHAARL = a v X - VY —F4n,  HEHEE - EHE - im0z 2557
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TIT, Xa ERE Aol 1 oEEEZSH5bHT. ZDEE, FBEREEAICEBITS
FBIRMER DR DS % Wi 7 356, 9 mAHE Cy BEREL Tw3 v,

Ph
C|{A,B,C} h
> Poiacys (4.3)
Pg|{A,B,C} + PZ|{A,B,C} .y
Py
{A,B,C} h
> Plis.oy (4.4)
Pg\{A,B,C’} + P§|{A,B,c} B

22, Poyancy RIS A, B, C R SIUT O 2BAICEIIE O 28T 5 %
zHobd. L, BB Uiema s 2 Lick D, ER O o3 &P Tid 4
KD, HNIHERS EAT2 I E2EBRL TV, 5% HIFIE, Simonson, Simonson
and Tversky (1992) [31], Tversky and Simonson (1993), Wenerfelt(1995), Kivetz et al.
(2004a), Kivetz et al. (2004b) THW LN TW A ERICHYL TS, 4k, KX (4.3), (4.4) »
T Loz LT wigad, K7V 8—va v b0, ZHihRe XT3,

T 4.2 BEHWROKES FEHIROKRE X 5 1, KX (4.3), (44) 2h Tl
o4 % 51\ b DDR/IMEE T %!

Ph Ph
<Pg|{A,B,C} + P£|{A,B,C} e Pg’\{A,B,C} + P§|{A,B,C} 5.}

DFED, de >0 BOIFHEZHNEDRIZL TWEHI L ER D,

—77, Roe et al. [28] T, MHFTIZZ C, MRS C ZRROERZ L T
W3, L, 0o OERBEESDIRTRIETIZ O WTIIRHICED T2,
T 4.3 BEBYRE 2 BN EOZEMICB VLT, BEWICKERN TR VCERE A, B 2
FAEL, ZOWHEIGERE C BHEET % £ &, SBREESICE T 2 5@ RMERIZR DS
fE2mi7ed & EMEMRIR Cs DERL THBENn):

1
Pliasy = Phitacy = Phiscoy = 3 (4.6)
Pg‘\{A,B,C} > PIZ|{A,B,C}> (4.7)
Pg\{A,B,C} > P§|{A,B,0}- (4.8)

SREZAIAZ, Roe et al,, Busmeyer et al. (2007) [5] THW 6N TWAERICHY T 5.
Roe et al. (2001) &135&MF (4.6) B3R5, TORIZOWTIE, 8k A TR,
fHRE 4.1 HEZPIRITMZ IR EZAET 5
CS =4 CW (49)

GERA 4.1 X (4.7), 48) ZRLADE LI LITLD,
1 1 1
Poasey > 5 (Paasey + Poitapey) = 5 (1= Poascy) = Feganey > 3 (410)
DEpNS, K (4.7), (4.10) £V, Pagapcr <1/3 TH270, K (4.6), (4.10) &1,

Peyga,s,cy 1
y: >y =1=F =P 411
Poyacy + Paancy 2 aacy = Fopacy (4.11)

L, X (4.3) 27T, B B IcowTH (4.6), (4.8), (4.10) X D (4.4) 27T
EDHBRICTRE S, £, CsCy THDIEIFAWTH S, O

OHAARL = a v X - YUY —F4n,  HEHEE - EHE - im0z 257
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4.2. IR

JRTIZNRICOWT Y, KDY & D SRIZNIR, MR —>DERZT % ). K
SIRZEETEHEZRT LS, “O0BMHIC X 2 EEZEFICE T A B W oiERIE S 5C
BCAY T2 R CIEIRI A ICHIBIL T 2238, AR TIE R ViERIE D 22 7256, B
7 IR D ATHRLL T 258 IR A OERIERINE 52 L) b DTHS (K1), ik
TS % I E S L 72 Huber et al. (1982) Tl&, ZIUFZRABIZEIT 5 Regularity 2L
THRLE L TEELTWwA, Lo L, Hagerty (1983), Ratneshwar et al. (1987), Rooderkerk
et al. (2011) TI&, HNALEFHERDIG T E V) ERZ L DA A, HHERIER )
TEVIGEAEDELIIERL T3,

E&E 4.4 BBAMR 2 BEOEMICE VT, AWICTKEN TR WERLE A, B 23FEL,
PR A ICEMEIZEELIL, @R A IS T2 GEIRE B I3RS s e) %
PRI D BFHET S EL &)

X >Xp1 > XBl; (412)
Xpo > X9 > Xpo. (413)

ZDLEE, FBEIRBEASICE T 3 BBIRMERIRDOSM 2513854, 358 IEIE A,y 23
LTS ENV):

P}
{A,B,D} h

S Pho (4.14)
PZ|{A,B,D} + Pg\{A,B,D} A5}

B, BRI D 2Nz 5 2 ik, #ERE D i@z Ro@ERE. A 23k
TIZ72 D, HNWERS ER T2 EZ2EKL T35,

T 4.5 FBAMROKRES 59ENIRDORKE S 64 &, A (4.14) DD 6 4% 5>
7-bDET 5

Ph
5_A = AltA.B.D} — PZ‘{A,B}’ (415)

PZ|{A,B,D} + P§|{A,B,D}
DFD, 54>0 oI XEROIEBHEIZL TwWDEZEERD,
Tk 4.6 BEHER 2 BHEOEBICE VT, AWK TR WIERL A, B 2%F1EL,
IR A WP ERLL, BRI A IR I N T3 GERIE B I3l uzevn) &
R D DHFETSEL LD

Xa1>Xpr > XBb (416)
Xpo > X9 > Xpo. (417)

ZDLE, BBRBESICE T 2B IRMERBR DL %7 T54, mEISIR As 23
BEEL TS ENV):

PQI{A,B,D} > Pf}lll{A,B}‘ (4.18)

BRI, BRI D 2Nz % 2 ik, sEIRE D iR wEE2RoERE A 23
T, M ERS EA T2 I E2EKLTW3,

QHAT L —v 3> X - Y —FR, M - B0 - R 5T
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8 4.2 SRR IR Rz e T 5.
As = Aw. (4.19)
AERA 4.2 Puyjappys Poiappy 3HEETH 270,
Paja,B,py + Ppiiapy <1 (4.20)
ThH5. ENH-oT,

Pajga,B,p}

> Pajgas.py > Paja, 191
Paya,p,p} + Ppia,p,n} [{4.B.D} 1{A.B} (4.21)

0, R (4.18) 1k (4.14) 2 LTS, £, Aséh Ay THZIERAWTH S, O

5. IR D GNL EFILICH T B4ER

ARETIE, £95, WMEHDEZNZNPERIC CNL TV ZHWTERT L2 EZ2RL,
BB E21T% 9. 72, SR T TOHEIREOEEIZOWTHIRT, &2k, AN TIEE]
WD D3R Y, TEEEICEET AT b 3BT B,

5.1. 5EHRDOEIBES!

BB 2R THNS, WO DREZES. NREmzEHELE L, Bz ETEE
EMBD DL TS, ZLT, HEHEOHHBEEOWEHE V 24BN L T 2%:

Vk = Oélek + OéQXQk. (51)

22T, Vi IR k OREEINEI, X 0B B OB THRE, Xop B, ay, oo X
ZNENDRTIA—FTH 5, BEARIEIZZ I TREREZ 2SI R0, BET5, 2L
T, GNLETLVDRAMN; 23 &L, ZRNZUTETOER A, B, C B34 AT 4
YI7EINLHDET S, BN WIEZ M2 10K

LEDIRED D &£ 1 ITRT 8T A =5 2 v, &R C OB OERHER 2 51
T%. ZoOFl, Takahashi (2011) TREINT WS LD EFAMKTH S, MBEFEEADOD &
TOERMERIZ,

Pajta,By = Ppja,zy = 0.5, (5.2)
Pyjga.B,cy = Ppjya.s,cy = 0.340, (5.3)
Peigancy = 0.320, (5.4)

Poiiacy = Peyp.ey = 0472, (5.5)

E7%, K (5.2)-(5.5) 1FX (4.3), (44) 27z L TED, GNLETIICE W THZH R
DERLTVE I Ebh 5, L, BEWHHRITOWTIE, Pajacy = Pesoy # 0.5
THHD, TOHEMEHITIZERLL TV,

IR IRDI AL T 5 2D GNL E T NVDEEIC OV TOEKRERZ L X 9. BFowEHH
EC B B AOEMEENEINORBGEINICE W T, GNL EF VDR AT 4 ¥ 71330 Rt
BOELDHWEEHLTWE, HIZ GNL EFILEWIBEAICIZZOREIC O W TER

QHAF L —v 3y X - ) —FL MG - B0 - e 5T
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# 1 FERWSHRO LT X =5

Variable Variable
Xia 3.0 Similarity Parameter s 1.0
XlB 1.0 YAl 0.5
. X1C 2.0 YA2 0.45
Attribute Val

Hbute vate Xoa 1.0 vas 005
Xop 3.0 YB1 0.05
Xoc 2.0 Allocation Parameter 7po 0.45
1.0 0.5

Definite Utility Parameter a“ B3
1.0 0.4

Similarity Parameter H ez
I 0.7 Yes 0.3

1 3 Nests

Alternatives

A C B

X 2: 59ZHRIEER T 5 GNL € 7L oREE

L, ZOXAT 4 ¥ 7 OERGEHIC 3T & D OFRBINERED R D 5N 5, T I TlE, ERME
W2 EBITT 27 ORITRTIREZ B :

YA1 > Yc1 > YB1, YB3 > YC3 > VA3, (5.6)
Ya1 > Va2 > Va3, VB3 > VB2 > VBl (5.7)
Y2 > Yo, Yo > Yes. (5.8)

X (5.6) 1F, FAF 1,3 ~OFEHELFA L 1 TlE A C, B DIHICEL, *AF 3 TiE
ﬁf%%:a%ﬁ%bfm5 F7z, X (5.7) 11ERE A, B OFTEHIGNERIE A Tl 1,
2, 3DMEICHE L, FEIRKE B TIEHTHL I L2EKRL T35, migick (5.8) 1, ERK
C@%E%é#?ﬁHJSibﬁwuk%FLTw

CORELD, ZOEFTLOMEIZX, AN 1, 3R LEEE FOERB 2R 5
A, FA L2 kHELRBRBELZFOBEREZGFG 7 7 AL W2 5, 22T, FAM1I3E
TR R VBRI Z Fe 7 9 A, F AL 3 IFBRBEDP I WEREZ2EFSR 7 7 X, 2L TH
AR 2 EMEFEDNT VAZEHTLE7 7ALMBNTES, 2L C, HEHIZZINS D
N7e 7 7 ZAZFRL, RICKT 7 ABET 28R ZERT 2 L v BREVEREZ - E -
T3 &ﬁﬁ%)i"(%%. £ LITRT R A= 13HSDITR (5.6)-(5.8) 2L TED,
ORAREBREZ 72 £ 250, BWEHBIRIERT LI LBHHLE VR 5,

QHAT L —v 3> X - ) —FL MG - B0 - e 5T
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(I) (11) (I11)

Nests

Alternatives

A C B B C A A B C
B 3: NL € 7)VIC &k 28R {A, B,C} DXAT 4 v

HBE 5.1 NLETFTNICEWTRAT 4 VI — N5y PRHEI R 0IEE, S9ZsE%
FHT 2 LIFTER L,

AR 5.1 NL €7 VICBWTGERIL A, B, C 24— N—=7 v T TR AT 4 v 7§ 5)]
WIEKIZRT 3 LD THS, TDI b (1), (1) BHHTHZ 720, (1), (1) D DD
WTEZNF X, T (D) o5a2EALL). BRI A B ONTELD, Vi=Vg:=V
ThbH., FEHMROKE T,

p1—1
exp Ve t/m ((exp V)l/’“ + (exp Vc)l/m) exp Ve

1 expV +exp Ve

dc = min m
exp V + exp Vo t/m ((exp V)l/”1 + (exp Vc)l/m>

(exp Vo)™ (exp Vi)™ (5.9)
(exp V)l/m + (exp VC)l/m (eXp V)l/m + (exp Vc)l/ul

£, be=0Lt%%, RITI) DHEZEZS. ZOYAIX A B OREIZOWTHX
WTH %7 OHET min %R, FEZHHIROKE X1,

exp Vo exp Ve

b = _
%((QGXPV)l/Ml)M + exp Ve expV + exp Ve

(5.10)

ERD, be=0ER5, O

5.2. GNL EFINIC L 2B RICET 2 14E

AffiTlE, B cAERT 3 EDMELD SN, GNL T FIVICE T 255 a0 Ekdic
B4 2w (D0 BRI RZ R T,

5.2.1. RAMKENRDOERDER

fE 5.2 GNL ET7TVICBWTRA MIN; 28 3 Riifid D, FBHLOMEE R B%)?
PO, 392N ER L 2\,

N; <3,Vi:=V, Vk = Po < Py =Pp. (5.11)

AEEA 5.2 N; =1 DL E, GNL €70 MNL €7V E% 570, 20 LLA FEX D H
H, N;=2 DL E, B A B LORAL 1,2 ONBELD, va1 = vp2 =74, Yaz =
Y1 =1—74, Y01 =702 =0, 1 = o= p 2GFB, T, FRRIS, Va=Vp=Vo:=V
ThHh, 5t e =Y L LY. T2, HBPBEATICE T 23BN C DI

OHAARL =y a v X - VY —F4n,  MHHEE - EHHE - im0z 257
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L,
v
Pejgascy = , (5.12)
WO (= e A
n
CH{ACY — 77 1 [0 m
1" e (") + (a4 ad)
n
L/n ((1 —vA)l/“Jrvé/“)
< /p (1 1/p\* 1/u\* (5.13)
(1= ya)Vr + 74 (%4/“ + VC/“) + ((1 — )+ vc/“>
LEDEND, TIT, 0<pu<l THBED,
1
Poyasey < 3 (5.14)
1
Pejgacy = 3 (5.15)
2155, 22T, BONELD, 385ZHIROREI 6. EIXRDEEBEYEINS:
Peiia,,cy
0e = — — Peyac
Pejgapey + (1= 3FPejancy) e
_ Pojasey P
= — Pejqac
1+ 2 Pojqa,Bc) a.ch
:=f (Pejiascy) — Pojgacy- (5.16)

ZI7T, f(Pojapcy) 1EXR(0,1] 128WT Pojapcy WCB L THIMTS 2 720,
2

f(PejaBeoy) < - = f(1) (5.17)
Thsb. KX (5.13), (5.17) &b,
2 1 1
be<z—3=—57<0 (5.18)
2135, O

5.2.2. BEBMIRDORKIE

AHiTlE, $RI N GNL €TV K 2599 Z IR OmAKEZ R L, BlFENZENZEZ 5
PEIDEWEET 5,

#ERE 5.3 IR, AR EDLICT 3 D GNL EFMITBWT, IHBAEBIRIEDLA,
SENRDOKRE X 5o 1T LR 6 DAL, ZDOKRE I,

- 1

iEAA 5.3 flikx B 22 M X, 0

QHAA RV =2 3> X - Y —FFL, LT - B - R
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* 2. FRWIROKRE & & HHATREME

Category max o, min 6, Our model
Camera 0.071 0.071 able
Battery 0.170 0.060 able

Calculator 0.139 0.134 able

Portable Grill 0.247 0.200 unable

Simonson and Tvesky (1992) TlZ, £ 2R TVUDDA T IV —THEZHIROKE I 2
HELTwS, Z2NZFNDA T3 —CTHBEDERBESGZRERL VLD, ZOHT
ROBRKEVLDE, NIVHDERRL TS, HZHKTZE, K—=5 7L 7Y LD
BTG ZDETFIVEHOCTERARETH 2 2 ENa0 5, 23> T, ThsREMH A
AT Y —=IZOWTIE, EHIRIMHARKEEFPET2HRKOER E FRDOT SN0
59.
5.2.3. MHEREH S A BB RDOER
GNL € 7 VI3 2 Z R O BRI R 2 RBIRE 2 E TV CTH 5. NL € 7L TRIA
AJRE T & - 7 OFERIRI DB I D W CERBIAEETH 5. 2D GNL ETINVICEIT B4
BABIMRICDOWTIE, % DAL I T3 [1,16,17, 24].
GNL E 7V E T 23R s, t DOMBIREL psy 13, Papola (2004) 12Xk % &, TR
WROAXTERbOIN B2

P =l (=) (5.20)

J

FEFRIE AT A= 2/NES K, FCFRAMIET 2707 —>ay - NI XA—=FPRKRED
12 EHBIREBDIR Z v, §9ZIIERIE, PR (R AT 2) OIFEBIE T X —F 2HXHYIC
INE L, AMAINDIEINE A, B DIRIBENEWIZERELS RS, T4bb, A, B EOHE
REBDE L, A, C KO B, C HOMBREIMEGE, FZHRIEPIERLLTVWE W
2%, MBREDE G E W) T E1E, —RINICIZS VS ARITIC BT 28EENBRE W &
2R L, WO BEEMIC ZDDOERBEDHEEL TR EEZ6NE. 2D LD,
LRl R G g 22 Bl B8 » T, SEBAIRIEAR LT WwE VR S,

5.2.4. FEBHROKREZICET DRENT

ZITlE, KO —MBNRNEE Z, FEHIROKEIIZOVWT, GNL ETILVDENT
A—=ZWZXDRER 21T, R 1 OBERZEEARTr —RALEZ, ZID6KRTA—F
DEIC L B EEZRTRD, BMH BT A=Y DN, ZWIROKE ZICKELEELE 2
B89 XA=H1%, SIROWFED S, ui(= ps), vaz(=vp2)s Vo/Va(=Ve/Vs) THB I &
WP oTn3E, ZNGICOWTIEICHEZRZ S,

X 4 ZFEPER T XA =5 1y DI T 255 Z RO REIZRL TS, 1y DI
Ml bz, BRICHZHIROREZIIZINS SRS, up =001 &R+ 2 NOFRIE
DIIEFITHOERICE VLT, 4y 13 0.6 Z NRIZ EggZmRIR»IER L 2 ks, T,
m BNEL BT EIck D, K (5.20) TEDSNBHBRE pap D5 pac, ppe & WKL,
INSK BB 720THB EEZENS,

2Abbe et al. (2007), Marzano and Papola (2008) (2E T, I DR EE D & OBz DV TR S
NTws, L, EMMCIEARR TS FEZ G,

OHAARL = a v X - YUY —F45, MRS - EHHE - im0z 257
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il - KRB

0.07
-~ U2 = 0.01
0.06 | 0.05
0.05 || 0.10
ooa |- 0.20
%
0.03
0.02
0.01
0.00 . . .
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

H1

4: FRE AR T A =5 g DRACITN T 255 Z WNRDOKE &

0.07
~ 7vogo =0.1
006 f| _ 0.2
0.05 || = 0.3
0.04 0.4
%
0.03
0.02
0.01
0.00 ‘ ‘
0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45 0.50

5: 7T =33 V8T RA—=F ya9 DEAITHT 555 % FHNRDOKRE S

0.07

0.06

0.05

0.04

0.03

0.02

0.01

0.00

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
Ve /Va

6: MEEHIITMED L Ve /Vy DZEALITHTT % 55 Z R DK E &

OHAARL =y a v X - YUY —F4%,  HEHEE - G- im0z 257
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# 3 MEWSRO LGN T X —5

Variable Variable
Xia 3.0 Similarity Parameter g 0.614
XlB 1.0 YA1 0.7
. XlC 2.0 YA2 0.1
Attribute Val

ribute Value Xou 10 s 0.9
XQB 3.0 YB1 0.2
Xaoco 2.0 Allocation Parameter vpo 0.1
1.0 0.7

Definite Utility Parameter “ B3
0.614 0.8

Similarity Parameter i ez

X 5 BB R T X =5 q40 OZLICH T 23 ZHAIRDOREIZRL TS, y40 D
WL EHIS, FBEHIROKREZNINELS LD, Z LT, ya0 =Y %5 L IHFHEIF
DERL W EBTD D, THUL, yao=702 E2E, FA L 2D pag, pac, ppc P
FEEBEL 2D, FALN 1,3 DFRIERTI A= 1 TH 57D, HMMIZILA &4
27:0TH5. T I Ty DONTHEBIIADIE, Gt (5.6)(5.8) Ziizd & 9 Atk
MNRELTVEDLLTH S,

X 6 IZHEENRNAMED I Ve )V DEACICKTT 2 55 Z RO RE I 2R LT 5. FIH
D Vo /Va O¥EIE & HIT, SHEHNROKRE SJIFFELrICEAL, 04 282 257
DS EMICTIET S, 21T, 1.2 28225 EFHIRIEERLL 2L %5, 2RI,
GNL E7 V2 HWTWwWa 7, A MERBEETHL = A MR T 2 ftho@ R oz H
W BEZ T DD THD, Ve BV, Ve EHIELELS RS E, Vo IZEI2RONSETH
Ab20u Y LENRELED, MRELT pap DEEPWTLILLERS,

5.3. BEHIRDEES!

ARETIE, GNL EFNVICE T 3 BZHIROERICOBTIHRRS, 22 F O, #EIRE
B, SHHABIBORE L, HZWIREFAREL LY. TNSDIREDS &, £ 3ITRTINT
A =% %M, BEEDH L TORERBOEINMERZEET 3 &,

Pajgasy = Pajacy = Pos.cy = 0.5, (5.21)
PA|{A,B,C} = PB|{A,B,C} = 0321, PC’|{A,B,C} = 0.358 (522)

&5, A (5.21), (5.22) 1Z30 (4.6)—(4.8) ZHi7z L TED, GNL ETIVITE W THEZH I
RBERLTUE 2 EDDD 5,

72720, 3D X=%13KX (5.5), (5.7) 2L CwWnwI LIgEEI N »,
1, WSOPDOHREMEZIRRL TS, £9, b L GNL ROKRE (5.5)-(5.8) ICHEHS > TiH
BEDPERREZIT > Tw5 E LS, SHBEDMIETIIRS, Vo> Va=Vp thkd
IERIGEDAAES 5. & L <13, EfrtERg, REDSOEMESFEL, 2tk h R (5.5),
(5.7) 27z S m VBRI E N T S,

OHAARL = a v X - U Y—F4n,  MHEHEE - G - im0z 257
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% 4 SR O AR 5 X —F

Variable Variable
Xia 1.0 Similarity Parameter g3 0.1
XiB 0.0 VA1 0.90
. Xip 0.9 Y A2 0.06
Attribute Val
HHe are Xou 0.0 vas  0.04
Xop 1.0 VB1 0.19
Xop —-0.1 Allocation Parameter g 0.40
1.0 0.41
Definite Utility Parameter a“ 183
Qo 1.0 VD1 0.20
0.7 0.41
Similarity Parameter = P2
2 0.2 VD3 0.39
1 3 Nests
Alternatives
A D B

X 7: 59RO T B GNL € 7L D

6. AR
6.1. SREAEIRDOEIES
BERIBIFNZ DT H Z AR & R Bt 2 AR T 2 2 L 2R Z 9. NREM % %
R & FRRICEHE L L, B W THETEREMRED DL T2, 2L C, HEH
DA EOMEEE V X (5.1) KrRTbDLFMEET S, 2L T, GNLETLDRA bk
BN, Z3,L, ZNZTNUCETOERE A, B, DR AT4 v 73Nbb0ET5, H
RN REEZ I TITRT,

DEDIREDD &, R AT T XA =82\, FIRE D OB OZERER % 5
HWT5L,

Pajgapy =0.508, Pgjra 5y = 0.492, (6.1)
PA\{A,B,D} :0-4097PB\{A,B,D} - 0392, PD|{A,B,D} — 0198 (62)

&%, 3 (6.1), (6.2) 1330 (4.14) 272 LTE D, GNL 7 MITE W THAZIE 4
LTI Ebh s, £, RAIWTRTNNIA=FI1L, (5.6)-(5.8) L FARDIKE % 7=
LTWw3,

SIRESIZNRDIEAL 2 2 D GNL ETIOVDRIEICOWT, 55% IR & ARRIC IR 2
THIEIFE L, Zud, 59ZHRIRE R, FRE L W) REZ T TR, SAME

OHAARL = a v X - VY —F45,  HEHEE - G- im0z 257
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DEAEBREMAZVE, ZORREZERTELVLOTH S, £4ITRT I A=,
S9E IR L 7o, ROFEMFZ7 LT 5!

Va=Vp > g, (6.3)
VA1 >7YD1 > VYB1, YB3 > VD3 > VA3, (6.4)
VA1 >YA2 > Y43, YB3 > VB2 > VBl (6.5)
Yp2 >7D1, VD2 > VD3 (6.6)

IS DEFIZOCT, HLICEREREZIT2 ) 2 LIZHEETH 523, 416 DG IIAIR
DEFRITIH) DD LWV KUTOWTUE, ERmORMDH 2725 9. Fric, FRPURIE LD
BWICOWTEZLZREBRH S, ZITREMEARAIXA—Y, Tur—yay -7 X=%
DRI (6.3)-(6.6) ZEIFTWVRBDS, TNHDNATX=FPEH V) EKRZRFODD
E\ ) T, BWHERSEL 2 THAH. K, FREART X =FI1oWT, ZNEBE
2RO LT3 ERRT 2 DD, Rooderkerk et al. (2011) @ X 9 ICHIZ LI 2R 2 &
ODITYI—BRNRNIA=FERZAZD0EN) I ETH S,

ITC, FEAEIEZ NL €TV TERHETE 575920, NL 7T, B
BRI ZFRIC A M ICHCET 5.
B 6.1 NLETNVICEBWTRATA Y IRHZA =T v T2HFXT, BIEICLDZ AT«
VI RATIR S ge, SRR EZ R TS I LIETER VL,
ZFEH 6.1 Setb 206723 NL T T VORISR DA LR S, ZDLEE, AL B I3E) *
ZMIZ®/L, LLA 27379,

P
5 Al{A,B,D}

_&mmwﬁmwm_mmmgo (6.7)
L%, R (6.7)1F (4.14) B/ Sk \0icd, FPEIZIEIZER L 20, O
FIENBIFICOWT D, F9ZHFIFR L FRIC, GNL €7 L% H» CRBIATRE % LR

19 5.

78 6.2 BB, A MEEDIC 3 O GNL T NICE VT, IHAMKIHRIEOSLA,

FENZNRDOREZ 4 ITIE ERBEEL, ZOKE I,

5.4 =0.7414 (6.8)

Eb, TIT, 04 BEHOSIRORKEEZ RO T, 2L, TORKHEIE, X (6.3)-(6.6)
DIRED D & TOIEHTHD 5.
AR 6.2 F9RHENR DL A DR & IZIFFRTH 5 720, A, O
Ratneshwar et al. (1987) [26] Tl%, & 5 IZRT 25D A 73 —7T, #E K A B %
ZNENY =7y FELTHREL, FEE2EZ, ZNZTNUMNIROREIZR LTS3,
ZnZFNnIcoWT, KB, AA[RELZE 5 IR T, 22T, RTOHEAIIB VT,
GNL ETICBWTRBAETH 5 2 &5, 1E23>T, BMAUZIRICOWTYH, EBIC
SIARALE RIET 2HRE FRDOTF 5N NES ),

SIEREIC I3 AIRIC DO WTTH B, 727 L, Huber et al. (1982) & 5720, 2 TORPRILOBEIFER IR
SNTVL7%0, FERIMEDOKE SOV THEEARETH 3.

QHAA NV =y 3> X - YF—FFL, LG - B - R T
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#* 5 RO KRE & & B ATREME

Category max d 4 min d 4 Our model
TV sets (Original) 0.389 0.052 possible
TV sets (Elaborated) 0.245 —0.068 possible
Orange Juice (Original) 0.367 0.129 possible
Orange Juice (Elaborated) 0.182 —0.086 possible
(IV)
1 2 Nests
Alternatives
A D B

8: NL €7 MWMIC X 238K {A, B, D} DX AT 4 ¥

6.2. BEHMELE GNL T/

MRS, BRI L3R LD, GNL EFTAZHWTERT A LIZTER L,
E, GNL €742 RUM €7V O—FTH Y, Regularity ZIL T\ &6 HI
Th 5.

8 6.3 GNLETNMIZBW TR ZEXIHT L2 LI TE R,
ZERE 6.3 JEINNES N OO HEESE N C N 2#2 X9, BLXDOELEDY L TOEEDE
R ke N OEIRFERDZ § 13,

145
> (e 1/‘“> |
A=), <’“’€N7( o) (nge") "

|5 (5 o

(6.9)

BIfRIZ,
1/, 1/u;
(™)™ ()™ 610
Z (%,jevk,,)l/uj - Z (%,jevk/)l/w’ ’
K eN; K EN’

QHAT L —v 3> X - Y —F¥R, M - B0 - e 5T
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( > (,.Yk/je\/k,)l/ﬂj> < > (%,jevk/)l/uj>

k'eN; k’EN]/v
< - (6.11)
> ( > (W%veVV)MWj> > ( > (W%ﬁevy)th)
7 \Ken, i \Wen
ThH5, 83> T, A<0THDH, GNL €7 VI Regularity Zii7=9, D% 0, imEkhzh
REEHTZZLIZTER, O
7. Eim

2 2 TlE, GNL €7 Nz 7RISR ORI ATRE & 72 > 72 DT DWW Tiim L
k9. MEEFTTE2D2AF2ED GNL ®FL2HWT, ZHshE, s, sk
SRR TRETEZ I LRI N, 23U, NLEFILZIZL D T 2HEuEIRE T L
TR LE LD SR TH D, ZNUTOVWTERT A EBIEFICEEERETHA ).

OB ZIE, HIZ, 2TOLMENSIRIC X 2EAZBHIATEE L I NS H TH BHEFR
AN DOHERE DA TR L TWERICH S, %D, DIEMNRIRICEET 2208 1%, #HE
W ESTHMATRETH % LIREL, % DB TTEE 2 S IR D R N AHBI 23 AE L T
WhZEERD, ZHUIHL, Kiverz et al,, Rooderkerk et al. 1214 & 115 NI H €
T, DEWRIRIC X 2 BAZMENIHICY S —EEEHEOR T flAFHL T\»5,
MR € 7L T2 T2 ) 2 L 1d, ZORZHEECICIND AL Z E25H[ETH 23—
77, EI)BE, O F 0 R 2@ RNBESIRRIN TSR Z T 2 L) 2 & o3
LW, L5, HNNRIEENEREESICI DV RE>TLEI RS TH S, HlAIRE, ¥
TeIBIR A MZ 722 LTk D, 4006 & 2B REOMEENIHIZZLLTL )., &4
DIERBEADILTIE, IHEKAMED 6 OTEEEIZA S 0Dy, ZNZ il OILHETIIH %
HELTWB I EERS, —J7 GNL EFNIZ, FIHORNE L 7 24t DM 3 2 S
BaemzZ < zuiud, EamsitAe T v ERD, FikEBREZmMA-Z gk, o4
6 H 2B OMEENRINIZZML 2\, 2R, HMEELSER, o8 2BECXs %
AT AV I RBEZLBICEHBELELRS1259,

F 720G % 3 1UE, Kiverz et al.,, Rooderkerk et al. 1Z/.DBEIIRIERDSH % 64 CTF4:
THEREL, ZRUCY I —ZHEL, ZOEHEHMEL TR LELEZI LI LNTE S,
N EFABRDOMIFEE LT, Casseta et al. (1996) [6] T 6505, T 2T, FEIL 7255
R OWTaE®EF VT4 — - 7778 — L WIHEENSIHEZREL, Thz2BTsL
X D FRPESIREZRBTL C0s, LaL, ZoWRICR LT, SI#E(2002) [10] T 77
FhRy 7 THHEDEMPZINTVS, FEHEGIE, REHEOLHELRIES, REDG
B <, BINBEEA DR 2 BRI T 2 BROFLHEDSELE L 22 WHRIIRIH € 7L ¢4l
RE2EBIT 22 LI, BGNAERZ LWEEh0wEEZ TV, 7L, SiRoREE%
HIET 5 &I ERICBWTIE, GNL EFUIC X 2RBUCIZIRRDH 5. FFIZ Rooderkerk
et al. TIFHIETEBRNEOKRE JIRALR L VDI L, GNL €7 TlE, 99ZHRIE,
FIRE IR E BICIRASH 2 2 S, MIE53, 621X DRI NTVS, £/, w63, X
D, BEIZIEIE GNL €7 L2 HWTERETE 2L I3TE R,

QHAF L —v 3> X - ) —FL MG - B0 - e 5T
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8. BHOHIC

AFETIE, FIHENICER I RRAO S 2 LENIHRICOWT, Bz e E@Hz2 1T
ot £F, BEOERDD BZHNBRIIONT, “ODER, FEHIIR, WmZHIER
ZERL, WMEZHIRIIFTZFICNEIND Z 2 L, FRICEIEIERICO W T,
TODESR, FFHRAZIE, mEORREER L, WEIRIIIEEIIRICNEING 2L
L7z,

RIHHABRAUATE E FIET 5 & &N, NL EFALTIEEBT 2 2 LR ARECTH -7 2
NS DOFEIZOWT, BHRAMLEBEEN L 7 Vv LHET IV TH S GNL ETILIZE W
THEERTZ 2R L. ZFWRIRICOWTIE, 55Z IR, BRI TH5H U = A
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ABSTRACT

EXPLAINING PSYCHOLOGICAL EFFECTS IN INCONSISTENT WITH
UTILITY MAXIMIZATION VIA THE GEV MODEL

Kei Takahashi Takahiro Ohno
The Institute of Statistical Mathematics Waseda University

This paper shows the explanations of the compromise and attraction effects that are inconsistent with
utility maximization via the Generalized Nested Logit (GNL) model that is one of the Generalized Extreme
Value (GEV) Family. First, we provide redefinition of the compromise effect confused in Simonson (1989),
Simonson and Tversky (1992) and Roe et al. (2001), and the attraction effect defined differently by Huber et
al. (1982) and Rooderkerk et al. (2011). This paper provides definitions of these two effects based on relative
and absolute probabilities. We also give proofs that definitions based on relative probability definitions
connote definitions based on absolute probability definitions. Then, this paper shows the possibility of
explanation of these effects via the GNL model through numerical examples and interpretations of these
results. In the compromise effect, this paper discloses that 1) the compromise effect based on both relative
and absolute probabilities definitions can be explained via the GNL model, and 2) the possible strength of
the compromise effect via the GNL model has its limitation but is enough compared with existing research.
In the attraction effect, this paper reveals that 3) the attraction effect based on only relative probability
definition can be explained via the GNL model, and 4) the possible strength of the attraction effect via the
GNL model has its limitation but is enough compared with existing research.
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