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' Eﬁ%h%@%ﬁﬁﬂ'ﬁ » R W R T TR B E PR 0 H
BEESE RS ERETE RS EEHLLE - AR
&) EIEEAFRARET  MEREEE—ERIURE - R EIERE RN
WA E o Bk SR PR E S - fA0 Gensch (1987) ATHRLHIM
5 £ PSSR (two—stage decision model) - W% %&£ 55 — B BR 42 A IE PP Bl BR Y
EBA (elimination by aspects) {R!38 i1 S & &Mk - B _IEEEAMMALE
(compensatory) BBt RIBKHIEE LB 1  FORIZ A MMM AW A R AR~
WEEM -

ERERNEEER  MEENRTS L5 FRMELSE R
SIS ) S R BT R T S SR 4I4E & (awareness set) « 3 HEE T A BRER
BRETERNER RS ESSMEYR%EEES (consideration set) » HEH
BHBE Y AMENERESKEHEWENET  ATDEREZRERES
TRy EEEES ((choice set) » Kotler (1988) » Hauser & Shugan (1983) -
Shocker et al. (1991) ) » RSB TRESRMEATMERE - BEEEGRRE
CHIR RS ERES - BRES DB A E XS Howard (1963) FiH: »
Campbell (1969) BB T ERESEDNEGHTES - Howard & Sheth (1969)
EREEZEESETHERES  ZRESRHEENG SR (consider) KM
i Belonax (1979) Rl 7€ 2 2 H& & 7] # % (acceptable) B 5Lk - Howard & Sheth
SRR O ORI RSB A R 2T > RBBRES » L—BIEN
HE St B 4 L 2 3% B 2 %2 (Nedungadi (1987) ~ Shocker et al. (1991)) -

T EEE o MR NS R B BRI ML > SRIEH
1059 A B R R A (cost of thinking, Shugan 1980) o {EE % A S RFAAH)
PO LA ? HERARS RN ? DE R A RiE— SR - =Pt
WMEEY RS R SR AR (R E MR TR BRESTFENL
Ei - EEEANERITER—BEL RN ETEE IR AR ER
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BWRR  B—HEREHBEEBEIIEEEIRE  ICEES - S REENRE R
BFTENCERT  REFHBARSEE B TRESGNRE—RETR -

HERECTEE  MEERI MR - USRI EREEE Logit (5 Probit) &
BETHAEEERERER - ARSERRR - ARt S —MEINUEE > i
¥ ERE 5 17 1% (independence of irrelevant alternatives, 1.1.A.) ByfIsE 3%
Thest » DU ER R RS RMERE -

AOTHEBINT * BRE—ERRS 0 BT SURERE - HHEEHERESH
THRERE L - BRI ERESHRAREE  BLURENE L
MAZRRAER  BUMREEE RN - BRI R T
EEIRE  RREAHRRHAT RN R ERROHE AR -

A Rk E B

—  EREAVERE

EREGHHERTIR > REBRERNBRESK/NREPRRERE » U
TR E R AR B A B R A SC I DA - EHRRERTE - MARREEERTE
BHERAHESRESHER  B—HH  EBIVRERNREZRESHA/N » BRE
REHBGRREGOEREE .

TEAC T H 74T JTEA 2R & - Stigler (1961) BYFEIEEL B BE R ETFIK
WREART » FEFEAERRENRITEHERAE AR REFEY - Stigler —
NERNRETERIERE - FERtERERMNES O REZERESNR
L -

&g 3 ¥ 55 (information processing theory) 50 » ZBRESHMERK > £
ERBERNHBREEANLGRE - DIRREERIFTRE - McGuire (1976) $2H
BEMERRCATRERE > HETARETES B/\ERE® . 5—HEE
TEREEHEE  MERESHERSCEME - E2ES RN ERLEN
R EECE -
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Narayana & Markin (1975) R HIE S B BERES (evoked set) ~ NEH
54 (inert set) R A@#%E S (inept set) e O e T P
b BRI B EEthiRH ARHERERFER - 1A EE & DY mET 2 AR
B K BREGHNZREAEZEEMENES - E=BRAGZK/N &2
BEE B RATIH BRI S - PIAIE SR - M5 - BB RER
MRS - CHREE IR R B EBU L ZBRARNNCARETHENE
TRLL 74 RIABAERTHETE - LUFH - WK - b B0 E S IEE 5
AIMEZRBEGK/  HPENEZRESFHRE 3.5 HbhE  RRBEERERE
¥R 1.6 HRE  MOKNERESFHERE 1.3 HRE  FENERESF
)72 3.5 {E ke -

May (1979) & Howard (1977) #2238 3 F1 McGuire (1976) AU E B HE
W RHERESNEREMS CHEBER - RASREERERHBENS
RESHE  BRHEBZINOEA - il g REOUR AT ERARERFTRE > A
Mt S EE—BETHRERE  MARENECEEEEREEERE
SHIAN - ERBEHHT > Howard EARFEBRESEREREAT R
(concept formation) ~ #f2:3E X (attainment) BA L& A (utilization) » HEE B
B EAAREBHEE L ANBNERPRERES - ﬁﬁifﬁxﬁﬁ’ﬂfﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁé%
FREAHIM R (composition) » 53 FIR KRB ~ AR 5E A E AR 68 A B 5
BE -~ REFEABZSME - May B8 DREE R - WHEREGEHRAS
B HEEEESHERLERES -

RIMEBERES K/ BIVEREZ R HE LR EREERE (Parkinson &
Reilly (1979), Belonax (1979) - {HE & BN KR KA AIEERAE > 2hlRIL
HE 1 HI (conjuntive rule) - 43 B % H (disjunctive rule) ~ & 22 & 51 1% il
(lexicographic rule) ~ 714 #H{& %8/ (linear compensatory rule) FIFE&R 1% i {E %
Al - DIER R THESEEN A EHERESBIHAR/NZEE QUK % E
—RHEER) - BEERRBEAT ¢

(a) WHERA - BRI FEFEEDRE » REEM—ERERHE - AT
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(b) BRI - BROLZRBEEIURYE - NEH R e g% » BT
- ATBR-

() BEFIIEN  SIHREEZHMEMUILE - EBEAER > AEtE
RERZIBME » #IEIEHE -

(D) RERELER  HE—FESIGTIRES > Mg EEE 2
G RME—HREFEERTLIGIR -

() SEARMEMEEN] : HE—RHMES IR T IR - LR E#E » &
WEE TSR (B LAS{E R A) -

Parkinson & Reilly (1979) RIS REE AR L BES T RNVE BN -
W DA T RESRIR IR SR EVAG (B AR B R R IREAR e R (BN ~ AAs o R
M~ W - SRS TN - BL 8 BRENTEN 12 BRENKRE
B W 90 RARBMBAESTHE  HEEBNURENERES  WESRIR
LA SR TR e 1o 465 11 14 SR R e B P 50 2 SR W o2 B SE M 88 £ - ARTT Brrisoux &
Laroche (1981) DIEMEEHEA A= » ¥ 732 (1B AN EENZIBINLUAIR » Al
KR > BRUHRX R EER T E EOR T -

RERBESHIA/NTE > Belonax (1979) 38R E BESHA/NLEBERRY
%BERAEMIE - Reilly & Parkinson (1985) B 58 % 14 &k /MR 52 (A 8
EMMERFEIRE  HIBMMERE SR B AREREKESH
BB - Jarvis & Wilcox (1973) FRE A E ¥ A (ego—involved) HIFZ EE 8 i
o HEBEARN BIMBH  BAZESREERESA N WEERE -
Kardes et al.(1993) JIERERESHA/NEESWEEEHEW - BEWEESR
SE/NREMERSURES - (BRI HE — kSR -

Roberts (1989) R HE EERBMAEBAILT » HATRAAREEAZBE
& 0 ATEHMA » LEREE (mental processing) BAHI T #3521 o ASCH FIFE BR
HERREN > SERY AR R E AN ESRESEARBA - H—FEE
PALSEE R REH IR M R B 82 » KRB LG E SRS ARETSE
RABA > HEBEMERIRE  ZRBEAZRES -



6 EREERE BAETZ N

TEHER -

By, 2T, Bl 5 =1 K2 50 - Bt A=]I5,

A =1 FREMEAIER -

FEEERX D U= 2wy,

Ve BERBE - T, @RRUEE - W B HEH -

i EEAZRES K o AIREGE

E (UkUj) > E (Uk)+C;j

i Ci REMMEHNTSRA - £4 L » Roberts FTEMKNEIRZRIEE
IER S EE S S LRESHA/N - BRFE A% LERBMREIES - BHRITE
AEENEMMRIREHEE LNESR -

Roberts & Lattin (1991) Y488 Roberts (1989) —X{E¥k » #EEERESHIFH
PR S E AR A K/ 0 AU & FREE (ready—to—eat cereal) HiEETHE - BB
PERESTHREANE 1 BEESERARREER i Ui=U-ia-{F
#f(f Ben-Akiva & Lerman HJ35AH » 7£ logit A T H@EAZ HMR AN
FIFRIRER

E(Uw = ln(é exp(Uy)
je

SR AT A B n <14 in SR XD 1 5 00 ¢ RERHE
a exp(c) -1

TRRA » GIAEERA - BBRA  RERA % « BE EMRAEHRE > &
22 0 4 A X L R R BT AY 0 JRED LLABRRS] - B4h > i— A ERRE R
ESIEE— I ERER  TRRPFENRENEREEETRESHRE) -
Hauser & Wernerfelt (1990) $f #f 2 @& &7 " FFfERA 4 (evaluation
cost) HA » FAKERMHEEEM AR LR EEERZTOAE - AT
DU S EAE T2 B RS - 4 BEFE—MERR T SRE—RMIRE
B o H—RARERERA - VHHESRA GINMHERTE) MRE A
(storage cost) « 4k S; B IFHERE—FIEASEESWEERE » L—HRAERE
EERE - WERATTABERA - FrUARERA (d) B SRR E A
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MRFEESRA ) EURAZEEREK - FEBERFEREE—F BETHE
ABRESHE » MR IR A (sunk cost) » ATLL
E[max(U;,Uy,...,Up, Up+ D] = E[max(Uy,Us,..., U1 >dn 41 |
AR —AEEAZTRES - R » X—REEZRESRAIHSIK -
R 0 HEGEER n+1 ESROESKSERESR 0 @5
BHIFHR R - (IEREFEESRANITRE - DMSEXRTUOT
n+l

{(E[max(U,,U,,...,U,, U, 1)]- Zld )/ r} = {(E[max(U,,U,,...,U,,U,)]- Zd)/r}>Sn+,
j=

PEFASEEERE  (DRREKABK » FRESDV/ - QFHERERK - H5&
KREERFRBENTA/D - QFHMERARE  ZRESREDEE -

Shugan(1980) FEERHBERR —MHEMLT  hBEHHEPREEGREERE
RARME  RIRTEERBARACHRR > WEZREEIKN "EER
A, o BERE()REELBIEMM LB EHE R ERHEN > FEHET m E
EdZ g AIEERAR (m-1)fo - 7 Shugan BYRAIREE TERLEZEE
RAERBEE @ b—EERLAFEE  BE B8 T BERA ) BRASGRMAE ?
ERAFTEEREH -

BEATRLE A "TEEES ) WHEREEEAR  CEHRA - CER
£ RELCAREEEE R B EE I UE R - A ROHE R EEE{RA
ERESHIEL {2 Shugan (1980) DL FEE A, MEBHEL EETRE 1§
RAHEERHEBETR  UPHREENWELR - HEZRAEBERELRT
A BRROLE  BERRLE  BELRE—SEN  EERS SIS
RO ER B AR —IE T REREERE ST AR A -

HEEERNHEEMR
BRI WRHARIRE LRI LR E A -
MEtRA L AL ME ST (08 1) AT MHE > H—(FE R B ERFER

Foka R (deterministic) » {EF RMRERY - HARIHE T EREA Logit (5
Probit) # A5 Nested logit A - Z—EFIERRE R R TR » TIRHEER



8 EXERRFE FRLEF A

BRI  REREERRNOMEE - HAKE Luce AU Tversky iy EBA
R |

BRI E AN N RN R R SRR MR TR - RHEREE
% B SR A E =R - I BREMREES > TRORERBNESRE - B
% SRERETRY  MBEETHEKETRGERRARREN - —&f
= MBEREEANNERNEEE T RERRERFEHERESR - MARA
R e B R IAS RS B A ARENTER
(Andrews & Srinivasan, 1995) o

BRSO L HREEEEENEN CHYE  EEEERDREEE
A VIR E L Protocol BT T - BE HEE EA PRETZATMIE BORE
{3 o Pras & Summers (1975) 53 LAY i RIN AT R A 21 - FLURME
R — s E IR #{E - Payne (1976) HILL Protocol 478
3 EREREEE AL EBA RIRMKRSE  EERRIE E
FEmEE s S WA E TR &G 5T (58 e 68 A 02 R (additive
difference) s, - Myers (1979) $2HHFE (phasing) A » R M BEEBRIILER
£ o R0 - R R (R RO MR - S RIE B SN MR B A A
(g - Wright & Barbour (1977) 15 Z 25X Payne H#EEh > T Lussier&
Olshavshy (1979)8(|#8 2 %\ Pras & Summers HI#&EaR

W R S S MEER P OE P 2 IR B R R R (7 0 B RO R E R RN
E (LR » BIE AT R —5E - Bettman (1979) {038 Hi M8 & MbE BCE 2
B EAMBRSEMLEIEE  EIRROATESEURIAR - BES
P ER i AR — TR R SR R R e - P REE R ©

Malhotra (1986)¥E5174 JFRIFHIERIE S KHF  $HHE &S ER/RATEL
TR G B AT - FIF Tobit BEIFIEF5E 2B metric conjoint 5
Wi e et + I ER G R IR AN OLS {53 Jrdk it » Hrir Tobit AN
T



HEHRFBAZGFMS —FRELORTHA T

Ye=p'Xt+H4t B RHS>0(EHEBELE tEEESEIHEEER

Yt=0 : E RHS=SO0CEHBETHEEBEENEER)

Yt EHEE tHORIFEEER *

Malhotra [l 118 {57l %7 H MK REFEZ K (in-home energy audit):Z
M FEMGRARHEEREZEROZE - D 25 @AXEEREZHHT
Lt HEFE#ESR Tobit /1 metric conjoint Z 4347 ARG MR - EHIF8LL OLS {4
At FytE - Tobit 1 metric conjoint HYfEET 2 HEFEHIFE EAEM - Malhotra FRh%E
BRI BEL L HEARE D TR A% E R 2 S0 7 DU
Gensch(1987) IR HMME R BR N » F—ERHEZERULS AR (HEHR)
LB DU EEIK - BRERAIRHHRRCBEEET  EREIFNA
E-EE—WBBRIAEANEEERE 1984 EFRBEN T AM O E R
(maximum-likelihood-hierarchy rhodel MLH) » ft—E A2 —FE % B 4 (5 g gt
FF5#E = - Einhorn (1970) #EHH{E A KEHEHEER HE BRI AVER FUE 2 R EH > AL
Gensch FERE— R LA HRERIFI S BEE R EE » Ll MLH /B8 E ; 5
ZFEEZHILL logit J7Ek{&ET - Gensch i 182 {EREARER S RIfH » 57 BIBGEE BAREEY
Z MLH # logit 21 DUR RS ER A » FEDUAIBR A H B - HRET  MPEERE
WAERENIEEY - EHREEREREE RIS TER -

Andrews & Srinivasan (1995) A Roberts & Lattin (1991)ff&E R B ELpl » 2§
BE—EERESHELROERL - ZRIMEEZESRKE - Roberts & Lattin HJREH
EBEEN HRE—REERET  BRENARTHEEE —SAKER T
. > MELLFHMEEESRES - Andrews & Srinivasan BJRALE R
) RIAEH— RN EE S EES - fFA Scanner Panel Data ¥{Tf%
it B ERBEHMET X EEYEE -

BHAR LW TRWEEERZEEURTERERERTR  MES
MEER EFEE  HP MRS BEEEAEBTRINTEREEY] - HHEE
b+ {% Gensch BREBFMEELBBEEE - B4 RBEZREEITERE
A B — B R HE Ew
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- FRESYRARE

A EFE—mE AT REGHIRAE IEARBE M B BRI EREGIER
e R D N o (BRSO A PO T DA PR A ) RSB RS
BERARIET > BERARBENGHEAZRESZH > MHRRAAEF
G TEEABBESHTRIAE -

— P 2 i A (search cost)

BH: (—) HEEESE-SMEL  VARABRSRE (D RESRE
(X) » f—{E AR R (1R 0 2 — (ke
(C) PEEERFEAESFENSE  BENEEEHE - #
ERES  HM5 - HESE  BENME-% - BREREN
B E-EESARYELRER  fIN - BMETRKMSS -
TR - TRNEREEYRTRIESTE -
() EEEERERES kAR () FIIE
BIT= Xt i=12,.
(EB)W%?%%%‘E’JEHH%FEJIQ ' BE— E?;E%?E&‘:E’Jﬁﬁ)ﬂiﬁi
% c REIEHE -
()Y 2% Aa @ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁlﬁiﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéi 1 BAIRIE
SERAIREEE - R AEHMIRE Leontief BHP
R) MBEFRESEEBRE MEAEEHEREZSBRRSTHNM
fe o EERARBINE -
Kt » HBEEESRAEIE
min wT + cX
s.t min{T/a, X/f}= Yy
Fril > EEEE—REERRAERE Y WEERARCHE

CS = YO ¥ (W@ 4 CB) vrrvvrrereeisreniiinnsrensnssessssssnssssssssssssssssssansonss (€))]
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— ~ Z[E R A& (consideration cost)

EERHEERFUEEE  UELERESTER n ERE  CESHE
% HREANKE -RBEMORNEER Yo, EMEREMAZRES - Mk
—HERRANHEULEHBREEABRRBRFEAEN » A URRE B E R
ROAITERE Yo BUH B ERIBIRYE (S) T LB TBILB NI - HE LB R
R REA - WA AN E MBI B F R ETE - I LR E
B R BEEETAE R RS o B3R 5 5 B 1 R AU e

RABEREEE U BT - B— BRIk SR M T R Y -
1
tc=
B EEE  SEEMARE Sy, ) ea] P BB

j=1

Bl BEHBERER -BERRKERIFA=1 T A=0-

Kt FRERAR

w
Ol = 5 ettt e e e (2)

ﬁmwsm*m
-

F—mEEASBESHRAREK(TC) » BETHRALEEERANINM :

TC = Cs +Cc = Yo *(Wa + ¢f) + ———————— . 3)
2I(Yg; —8;)* * A]
=1

At > E— R m+1 E)EAZRBESHEER
E [ max (Ui, U2, ..., Um, Um+1) ] - E [max (U1, Ug, ..., Um)] =

w
Yo (Wa + CB )+ 5 s 4)
Y [(Yo; - ;)% * A]
=1

K& » X—mBESRESHAHIE - MEBEERESHTELEHE
RE@GRF » FHEERASHREERA (TC) THZ -
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RO RIEL TawE
HE—HBENENTERS  AHSREAZEREAMMERAE -
WET HEENEMTIERS HEREKAA/ -
HIEERAHSRR AN A MEEWELTE W) &5 HEAH
ErRERARS  MELETHENEERANRS  ELELMERETREY
BRT EMTEARS B8 m+l EREEAHBEESBESHRETE -
% > EAHER ( backward induction) thA[ B4 - B TEAE  HEEHNS
BESTUN  EREGEUEBENEERY - FOMEFEI Campbell (1969)1
PR € #1788~ Maddox, et al. (1978) AR E M A BB - (HERTEE -
i Reilly & Parkinson (1985) IS BEE R B S REZERE -

C DEFmEGEEHROIMLUER  MER LEMTENEERSEESK
INGIRAG  BELDUES AERMUE R » ERAMGETRIL BN &Y ARG
= f—BMERE TEERRIL c ANBEERARSOBELE  MESETR
SRR EES  REERARGR—ERIL  BEHEEEAMUEE KB
TERELEZRAANLS - B LR mEENE T RES S AEMFHAIL -
K S BB B RS ELUE S AE RGN  REECTEESEEGNNZ
MG E e S ERIOBE - &Y
SES  MSMBAEENENNERS  ANSBEAZRRESHHRES -

P SR — R AR E R A - Bl # 4 AE > RS
EAEBESWBMEDS - f—HENEERT Campbell (1969)FZ N EZEHIFH
B 4N » Narayana & Markin (1975) - Reilly & Parkinson (1985) » Jarvis & Wilcox
(1973) ~ Sutton(1984)--£BEHEL BRI HERESHEENLE -

HEN  HBEIMEENNEARE A BBEAZERENHERAS

g FEAEERS > BREETERRT  RSEECEIRADE
BERA DRI - BIET R A E B E S ORERE - 20 Sutton (1984)H9H
B AERBESHMPESERINNN -
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A HEENARENEEENEEERESNA) -

HEANRKENREGZEEZRESHA/N - BEBRANDNT » o
BHIFSERIRER D » MUBEEARS - FTRS BRI OB ARE » 2
REE LA BRI - AR AT HEE » B R B R e B
HHRIFRF » R &% - Belonax (1979) DIEERZY S A= » SBE EIVER
HEERES N INEEENY

B RERR
—  BEBMRERES

ERESEHE LTEESR ﬁﬁ{%%%"ﬂ%ﬁﬂhﬁ’ﬂé#ﬂlfﬁﬁﬁ%%W‘%EQ
%Efﬁﬁ » 41 Gensch (1987) » Andrews & Srinivasan(1995)% - Malhotra (1986)
PL Tobit {55 » MASHR I Heckman HJ5% fZ 1% fR3R (selectivity bias) &
RSO SR - AEBZRZ R Tobit MM SR H—HEEE —HEH
RpfdiEt o M Heckman MUK RIRSBAMEET » RS RATER B RBRHEY - (@
PLERMERBGETE ? — MG BT HEN NS L BN S E S e
BRAR TR B Do O 2 AR M 2 (B M B T I 4T — 5 4
AR » W18 T RgE— i - R DREIEBIELUE SR R -

EERMERRER

I e T (5)
I;=1 iff Y;>0

Lj=0 otherwise . .........ccoccoviveiomeereeeeecee oo (6)
Uij = XiBF Kij oot eesese s seese s s (7

HPEOGH Y BESHEOEIOEL - [ = LRTNEEO)Z DG E
EARBBES - Xy M2 ka8 BMEREE  NEEEALLS
B PSREAL. BB U RMBZOZREORE  BTEEZE Ul
ATERER Y LR AR BN (truncated) « v B2 B R fEEHBRB - py Moy BB ETE -
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R

1. E@y=0, Vu|X,2)=c2
2. E(ey)=p., VE|X,2)=0;

3. Cov(p,e|X,Z)=po,0,

4 py=2Gy-p)+y, EGR=0, VOl)=0id-p")

R bt o Al
E(U;|L; =1
=E(U; | Ziy > &)
SXiB+E(y |8 <Ziy) e (8)

PO, He

€

= XijB"'&E(Bij leij < Zu’}’) -
65
BXREHESL | 2 ERTEERESPHTRISA -
i & AR AL IR EE R AR T - HI(@)H Al iR

E (UU |I‘J =1)=Xij B+ pcu}"ij
kii =E(8ij '8ij <Zij 'Y)=————-—'

ORBEEBEEBCDF) » ¢REEEELH(P.AL) - HAOXTH » HR

We 2 R AR & AU SR T B B DA B R R I DA B » s R R GETHE » HRRER
PO Ay °

I R i a] %

HEKN  EEEREAEE UMM RBENGEE ) AIFZTRMEIHE  BLL
EEREER R ET{ENNLLTRARY » R ZEFR EHERRME o
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= ~ LLA gRRH

Hausman & Wise (1978) £ H 57 LI A R &IME Probit A » R}
AR AR EREEER R LB BEETH - BAWT - (RS EF
Xy F Xo Wi Rr i - RIVEERE i BALRE j A% Uy)

Uy = UX;) = BiXu; + BoXag + B Xu; +BoXay +75
=Uj+ey
U; = BiXu; +BoXog

g = B1 Xy +BaXay + 7

Var(e;) = of, (X,5)° + 0%, (X5)" +67,

2 2
Cov(ei; &im) = 05 X1 Xujn) + Oy X2iXaijim

HefBy, B2 BIE(B,, By HIREH B v, B PEMTE TS -

st - REFRESE AN REE S EE > WL LLA BBRHI(Currim,

1982) - 5 5h » FE MU (E (extreme value) 8 B! b » fp 37 5% 22 TH 2 MR L 7T B 48
LLA El’\]%ﬁ(ii_‘” .

' AR ARG B R BEA » SE BB (R R (selectivity bias)Z 5T & F » 7

o2 F1 o2 7 4B 52+ 48 45 [8 (Variance—Covariance Matrix)h » & &7 B 5 R [E

Bt METANBEHEARE)  EEBENREREZERTYE -
Bt DASt iR B iR HEL A AT AP & R AR B LLA ARRA -

Mt ¢ LUREMRRBIEN o FTE % LLA AR -
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15~ ATEEE e &

FHARHRERETRERARDS TH  BEBRELHIHE - MERES
ENBEEBERRERET  HEEEEVH B AG  EELTESGS - U
THBEBRERINEENIIS  REEBESETHEEORE -

—~ HEEmE

RARBRAREE - HRHEBERSRANRE - FHEANER  ER
HABFTEFRTERNTHIE - Eﬂ%?%%ém%ﬁm%ﬁE’Iﬂﬁﬁﬁ
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The Simplified Mechanism of the Consumer
Choice Process: A Study on Consideration
Set and Empirical Research

James C. M. Weng* Shang-Ling Wei**

Abstract

Numerous previous researches have supported that consideration set is the
simplified mechanism of the consumer choice process. Both information processing
and learning theory can explain the reason and process of the consideration set
formation. Some scholars also use the marginal analysis of economics to explain if one
brand should be included in the consumer's consideration set or not. Comparing the
product expected marginal utilities with its search cost and consideration cost, we will
explore the composition of consideration set and the determinants and the optimal
number of brands of the consideration set. This is just the direction of this paper.

First, based on the study of Hauser & Wernerfelt (1990). we refine the
conceptual decision cost and enable the cost structure of consumer's consideration set
to be more concrete. Second, if consideration set, not the single—phase choice model,
exists in the consumer's choice process, then the traditional Logit or OLS model will
results in the biased estimation and cause the incorrect choice probability. We
convince the empirical model of selective bias can correct that estimation bias and
avoid the restraint of I.I.A. Finally, we submit seven propositions, and explain the
marketing implication of the consideration set in the view of point of firms and
consumers.

Keywords: consideration set, selective bias, consumer choice, decision rule,
independence of irrelevant alternatives.
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