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Channel Cannibalization

Bo-chiuan Su
Department of Information Management, National Central University

Abstract

Research in the literature on electronic commerce has focused largely on analyzing
their efficiency and consumer welfare-enhancing properties. But few research addressed
the cannibalization issues facing the multi-channel retailers and the traditional retailers
that attempt to extend their business to the Internet environment. Although the
anticipated degree of cannibalization is obviously very important in determining the
Internet channel extension strategy, as yet there is little empirical work that attempts to
quantify it. In this paper, we develop an economic model to analyze the impact of the
coexistence of Internet channel with conventional retail channel on off-line sales. Within
a nested multinomial logit modeling framework, our model incorporates consumer
characteristics (price sensitivity, information sensitivity, and demographices), retail
characteristics (brand reputation, brand loyalty, and content), and channel characteristics
(price differentiation and free trial). The proposed model is estimated and validated on
individual data rather than on aggregate market data, allowing for individual heterogeneity.
In addition, we also propose the method to measure the cannibalization extent and explore
the strategies that retailers can pursue to segment consumers and to avoid cannibalization.
A simulated shopping experiment and survey administered in a classroom setting are
carried out to empirically validate the models and test the propositions. The study
focuses on the Magazine industry. The findings indicate the cannibalization of 30%~35%
across the electronic and the traditional channels. The resulats show that the invert-U
relationship exisits between the free trial and utility. Implications for practioners are

provided.

Keywords: Electronic Commerce, Channel Conflicts, Sales Cannibalization, Logit

Model, Discrete-Choice Experiment
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— - MREFHEEH

REFSBRATEEH 0 KA CAT AL B R L S E5HEERERG 5 E
BRATAEAR S LRI TN L LB ER P E AR BN EAEHF S RS
%yﬁ%%@hﬂ%m%m’%&%a@%@%i%ﬁ%vméégm&ik%%%
B RAR TR AMEIREWERY (cannibalization) —Bp R A 18 3% 64 45 & & 4045 2|
M L M AR ENGMEEL R A SHRE AR RIESFITEL
Wi B E M AR Bl —Br R A & b o) 4 & 4 #8453 ¥7 & % £ (Kerin, Harvey & Rothe
1978) #7 & & 6 45 B IR A O 3 5 AT 55 S A7 B A AR 3 o A2 B3 4748 38 9% 04 4% 1 4R
B R EEEB LB EIR S ey @Ay AT X AR E BB R
Ay THS -

KT RWMEZ AW ABREHER F’ﬁ REREYETLEAE > AT AH &
(information good) W43zt HIRAH L > B LRI H R AT BT IHER £
Wi AT o BRI R E ek ;;VE]WQEJEZ\#? BEREIE o WA H A AT &R
RARA—ERULEBSHENFTE  AASRA —ERBEABFRORL - T BB
FRANT RS B R T Y w@im$ i A, 5 18 49 A 4 3 o R DB R - A 3R
'%%@%ﬁ?’%W%%Q%TT%&ﬁ Aﬂk#%ﬁﬁ&ﬁm CHE s B A

HOBMERXBKZ AR TRAAXFRERMENZETY > RFHFHLEAES
R FEIF R R 0 W AR T F ¥ 8y 5 & (Gallaugher, Auger & Anat 2001 ) -

AAT AR B B AR R ey 20 & # (random utility function) » & &t &
1 M % 28 X, logit 42 #!( multinomial logit model, MNLM )& £ # % 8 X, logit £ %! ( nested
multinomial logit model, NMNLM ) » # J& i 3715 1@ 3% M 44 &y R ey @A » B K

BREFEBIRETMART A RGE K - IO RB AT
LR G ER R ERER Y T EAEZ ARG EHR 2 EFEY
%o Bl RAZE JefT T 2

2 R Kk R AR P ey A E TR 2

$Xxﬁ%%T’%#Wﬁﬁﬁﬂ;ﬂlﬁkﬁﬁm&ﬁ % va 8 & AT R
BEERALEH IV MER B8 RS TEE AL AT TG -

KT RAGE LZAEFEH L HTABR LB ER T CIRER — o) TR 254
o R MR EAEBIFAY “HRFF 42t (atoms-to-bits ) 7 4% (Negroponte
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1995); #pzE £ H R TR AT @I LR E B oh > wabis 3 A E & Bt &
WSS o MR SRR éﬁl BRE - e R EHR R EREBEEREN A
WMT AR F LA R S AR TR LS TMART R BT A%
) 64 T E B K L 3 R R S (Gallaugher, Auger & Anat 2001 ) £ % T 48 5 49 3% 35 {8 31
W AR % 0 AR E R A TRBE LTI (BPRF] B FHMEE > do T H 473 2 )
RERATRBRTRATHARGTHEAE (AREE > wE 2-1 538 1) 3%
FERR L@ (A% ) 3 RN R AT AR T IFMEAR FE - B
%iﬁ%%i%ﬁ%’ﬁ%ﬁi%%ﬁi%%%ﬁ$%ﬁ%mﬁ%ﬁﬁ$%h@ﬁ

R R B ey H BB FARA (Logit Model ) A& A #% 2 A & ¥ (Random Utility
Functlon) RGP AEE AT SR AR B R e AR B AR A 0 RIRFIE R £ 9 R m B ek
i W R TR L I S

2-1: RS X EhIHE L
AHRR AR

— ~ [EA MNLM f{hEHEREMHERE

A B 45 ¥R 31 4o 4T & F) Multinomial Logit Model & 3 1% 48 BX 49 3% 1L B 5% 18 7% B 7 35
A FIREEH o & T RAMMEIEA G THAEH R RERMR ARG T RESR > RB
RCBPAEARBEN ) RALRT]F ﬁ?ﬁéﬁiﬂi‘%ﬁ(ﬂﬁ’ﬁa‘aﬂﬁéﬁﬁiﬁ) do T B AT
BRIV B A ATRAR T POEEE s amE: F— AT AT ER T A TRETH
A (FPE 22 e Ad) il f% S AR AR ERAT AR P A 3 (B
Bl 22k eyB) e % Mk ABBEFIHTEABESR 1% LT ALy
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%A T A AT (PP 458 AT -> AL) € BT (BP i35k k > BT -> AL M &'
BT A& RMBPARIE L@ BB REREA -

5 Ik
AR %%ﬂiﬁ&%&tﬁﬂﬁ%
KELEFREB
| GO (0
@«

2-2 BRSBRAESEEEENEERE
FAR A0

KA R 0 T R T 4o B MY & % (rational consumer ) € 1R 3 7 374 64 2% A
S RRBEIER R e3> A A B @mARE S BH AR A E R UA G B
AR BB A BEBE A ABEABAD kAN MHMGE S RO E
45 2 AR 3 kAL Cutility-maximizing) s ek Pij o 08 % 1 4F j R Bk E
B3 TR T F

F=PU;>Uy)  forallk; j#k

=PV +&, >V, +¢e,)  forallk; j#k

B UysVite o milidg i 32/ A SRR R ¥ Vi 220 ¥ TR
(observable/systematic) 2| 0) % > LA N T i BFjEARNTHEARN  TERT S

n=;%%,g¢mgb%%§(M@m%bwéﬁﬁﬁiﬁfé%*%ﬁk%
FAE g BRI T egE#E S (errorterm ) AE B H i EF AR POLRTHE
MM - Jfe MNLM {3t % Gumbel Type 1 e — Rp e 2 M Z 4848 5 B 4 Fl — 9 e
(independently and identically distributed, iid ) -

AR H R A RS EIRETH A SRR TAERE B
ATZOR RA AT 2R ey % 3 36 by o B0 0 & #H 4R LS8 RO M AR 0 R - &RAT
AT Sl AT EBGTHR LA - FAFR 21 RARBIHEHLEBE A
HEEIE o @ T B R B AR SE o AR AR F 4Rk Ashey logit BUR 0 JL3HIE AT AT 6
Bk B AE I THRAMEES LR A BSORE K LR TR 2R EF i ¥
e basbenn (Vi) Bkenss » Ra K %4 AWB T LB sk k (By)
WHK MR LA TR (M) Wi X - FIHke T AR 22 ARG

' B >A AB ->A Xk A3 W 5% K (market growth) » {2 RFF K E B HET  TERRFEFT @ o
T 1 T T
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HEXIATRERPHEE A4 Ry MNL SR - 3 A & a8 £ 4 (choice set
PPAR A R gy AR ) A T AEMER P TEFNHEDS (ZRE4R EHR
MmEX23 ARAEAFX 22 PHEBFES TS THERAFBEHTHEZE RF
RO ER LA REBAG L3 AL & 28 - ABALERT » KTHHE
#& oy MNLM EIFRASILATF R E - FRATIHEA R 003046 (E£F % — &1L
WEH T B EHME ARFBOREL 0S5 THEEAF 0K FH A1 A
MRS EE S 10050 Bp 5 R ) W K 2-4 Pt ey o Bp T 13 Se g A0 38 e 49
BRAgER B IS - R RAAR T A ROPE KB EORE - TIHRAFR LRJIHT
B kir e ARE o (Wlde t A B EBE A BB ERSE 03 ABAZ 10
il H TP RAE SR A3 R BT iF4 A 20% 00 356 A Ak R T
BEA 2/5=40% AR R K E)

P = eV;A;
4 eVrAT +eV;,q; (2_1 )
Viag
P =— "
iAr eVlAr I Z eV;B;I
7 (2-2)
v eVu;T
e = V;A[ V;A[ KBT;
e +e + ]
2 (2-3)
9= (PxAr _P;AT')
Fay (2-4)
Hop

Po il &% i hmmss (MBmEss) P37 A okt
T: A Eo)/pmm@yg (MEME%) T HE i AENERPITH ARZORESD,
zAf P REER (ERES) TR E I ATERPITH ARG KRE
Vit b f i sidss (MER458) PITH A 23 oh 7T 4% 20 R & 3
Vi : LB @ T A 380 % i X THF 20 & |
@-*E#mk%JﬁAﬁ L BRI X TR A B (BT Rt Ak 0y
IR KB UE
O A G ERFBHTRERYTSRERRE’

4 ¥ 69 manipulation LT Al A G TR BREHS ELREG T HIRELE -
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* [ NMNLM f4EHERRANHEHE

EEER MNLM RGP @%E M4 B R AL — M HLYFERT » 58
FIEBTIHGORMEARE > B BKEN - BREATHLEFAZ NERL  BRABELTAT
B R EEE BB R EA 2NMBEE mF 5 E — iR AERER
W EAE mA MR G (XN HEZORTF ) EAHEER T MNLM
ﬁﬂ#ﬂA@M@mwmmﬁmMWmMMMmm;WW*E%@%%%%%@%%%
FEZHNEBHEESPHIEZE T ZTELOTE) 93 BIKRMA ER SALH
# 4% A (Nested Multinomial Logit Model; NMNLM ) s 2B o B A v 4 N @ £
(nest) (Bp T35 E# &3 N f24E38) %‘:f@;ﬁé# A mABEFE TR (PP AERERA T
B s R EE s ) LR EE e T AR

/N /\

THE TSR BT T
e A e i
A T A I NT NI

2-3  HEEMHMEHERE
AR ARE

#&£ NMNLM ¥ - ggzh ik R4z F — @R eg# 2 & K3 A (expected maximum
utility ) 4§ 624 /& B AT BL o s R R W - R RER e A @ AR B0 S R AR B B
s L ey R B TR R T A R BRSS9 U R R E M o b NMNLM
BEREA T

IDJ'AT”:RT\AXPLA (2‘5)
Viar [ #4
P -
i = Gl P/ (2-6)

3 NMNLM #hiE30E 5T 8 b 2%+ 3 7 % & AT 453 98 % 4 #(Louviere, Hensher and Swait, 2000), @ @ 74 & %
BRI AEAFR  RAEFRA R EFES - L NMNLM ARG LR -
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3 (2-7)
Fl.Azln(eV“f/#" +eV”‘T/”A) (2-8)

Pu" Rl B % i AR A% LEERE AR RE AN S, i BFAR
Zh ey 1% B # % (marginal probability ) 3£ A N A a2k ; Lra 8] & 04 %%‘ PEFAEEA
ek tk > MIEIF LT L@ IR B 6945 % (conditional probability ) 5 4, LA & £
A (Bp A 35) 89 8 515 %4 # (inclusive parameter ) » H A7 0 2 1 2 » B bt K A
At R AR IR KOG R A 35 1y A 1B Al X Bp & MNLM - Jefd 35 3274 0 -
Ll %%%mﬁéﬁﬁ M (Bpih el ok e ps s ) wida s m el s £ A (B
H) A RMAER (mcluswe value) » Jt b o Vi, B8 &% | B3 AW R
A %ﬁfi ey AR e Vi, BB R R ATRAKREE A BEOTHEX
e AT AT+ & T ARk MNLM ¢y 1IA B8 EE @R Mg B2 A0 (X
2-4) RAAMKEX2IBBAFR2S mARL TEagER

(PiAT - PiAT ”)

6 —
PfAT ( 2'9)

= - BENARM

A B #4525 & Logit Model #4 »’Uﬂ 4 3¢ (utility function ) o v b i 83 7T 42 » A 8 BT 8K
BROZAZBARME : >R &BENEE | ATRE% (T) Amurmss (1) BE
Afztod AR A2 T

Vi, =84 + By BA, + Ps BL, +ZaAjattributew +w, InP,
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7
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Vi, = Ba + Pra,BAy+ Pr BL, + > o, atribute ,, + @, Discount ,
J

+ @ PS, @ IS, + (@, Try + g, Tri)+ 4,,D (2-11)
- -

PPl % i AFMART LAEE A H#S é’JTﬁrz»‘Uﬂ PR ]
BIBEREHEZANTHEHA mAEZXRN IR TS E  RAFFEHOBE

¢ P,.A GEPTA NS AR R LRGSR TREBGARIEFHA T FEB A AB >A REA
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TAN BRI —HNELTHEN G EEBRTRANA T B BBRE
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& Rao (2000) AR H FH ey 2824 (assortment choice) R F » AL R FH
HBEA - R RERFAE BN E R (HNF - FAERNE & HH...F)
HRAFBEEE L EFORN ARG KRIGRARAE T X — R &4
RAEARTE R ST A RRBEN TG > MEMILER @ TR %mﬁ%k%ﬁ
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attributesi & H B ZF i H AR EBHEWNITE > o, LK 2/ 1@ B3k RX
ERMERECHEEZOXMNCHERNBE  FAATAR o, $EHIER -
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Iy 0 RAVFRAH B AR Msiny > ERARGEF - ABTRT > KM
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IS, © 74 %% 1 09 & A A% & (time-sensitivity of information )

Tr, : TR akss A FTRBLRMAE

Try @ s b 3esh A PTAR £ 0 R BIAZ

FR2-DB B GEERTHEAR R L FX 24 AP EH L RN
PREmE ey R & o £ K 2-13 F » PA & A A BRAER PMBEE - O HEGE
MARHOEEERME T H R ARFARGHR Y 5 8% HERRARHER
(In) 9 RE - RETHHBEFEARITHEE > ROEEXREERH LA GES
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Randolph et al. 1998) ; /i & % &, 2-14 ¥ 84 Discount » B % 1 — (4 L84 /| B8
HSAARAS ) R 4R EARSEM T AL ARSE O AR HARAS > — MR AR - BB PR AT S B 0
ARATR  FRETRABMER FREAROCYE RHUEE HERFLTED B
SLAE R Y SRR o i MBS AR S LA A A P R IS B AR 00 R4S A B 0 ARIE
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SR B HABRKRAMA - FIATR AR O, BB EH -

% o - ARAS#E L (price sensitivity ) & 0974 %% - A& A0 E S 45 b Aa R ag AT 4
T SRABBEARG R G KATH T 4o 0 42 L ARZEOOIR A& O b B AL 2SR 00 (B A5 AL
FIABHBMEERSHHEE R LEZCARSOAN BHLGAR s & E
o mAAHMERE SO TR BEBAL AN BRFEARGE s A% @
& AH R & (information sensitivity ) & & F#H ARG RAZE » Bl H E X HETA
BAHMBNE AR R RGE R R G T XA EREE AR T
ARG c ARRE Bk ik R TR IRIF BRI o PTOAK AR LA S 000
JE ¥ e PSS LT M L3R A B e B B f B On TAM A EH O AR HA
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}?{i’aféﬂ U \ﬂ]%‘é& (il‘lVel‘SC—U curve) ’ ;H:— “F' ’ /f,?:%(a)m Tr +a)Tr2 Tr wm Tr +a)Tr2ATr/i
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FEECHF AR EHE PR *;iléz%i;%#% 7 %4 & % ¥ (alternative-specific
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&R # & 5 o BT 52 4R35 Brynjolfsson & Smith (2000) #9538, ( &F R 78 o £ 49 B 48 5%
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O, 2205, T gh 374 T > 32 Op, <204, Tr, 5 8106/6Tr, <0 » Bp & X A2 Z 3
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% 4-1: 2 2°2 BAEERRE

Eka Mz /& 2
4RSS $100 &

T F 4 KA R SRR A5 50% (50% off)

& (0)
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LRI BR A S AR F oA ANKPTBEENESENE £
AR RREHPTHE R B A AR MR N EIE BB RN BB
Bob wAAR R E R A KA RS R F R Bk TR b
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Ko B4 WmEMSA - Bralte (immediacy) 174 #4 (wearout) © & 4 1@ Likert 7 25
ROE 64 )28 kA & o w18 AR50 R & 0% P 78 B Z 15 2 Lichtenstein~ Ridgway & Netemeyer
09 =18 Likert 7 25 R Z 69 P38 (1993) > KA ZH A HBEA G ERALEL -

Rl &uy 5% =35ty > Bl RIFM TR P PTE hey =48 4k35 > Bp  MERT - RT3
HABALER AR A B Si LE  RWE o ARG NEBM - b
S de G LSRR 69 FCR 0 £ BT 4 Aaker (1996) FTAS R H ey R)E » KA vg A -
B2 Likert 5 s R E 6478 » M EREFBHRIFEFFRERFFEZE

M MR BN B AT R ey TR E S B B A% TR
W 4R SRH > B ERRARATHE RN A B iy RE (summated scale)
RAE -

Ml Ao FwRs Al BHIGEFNTRET - ARG ERBEA LS RHME logit
A — AL RA G EBK Y AKX logit A (MNLM)» % — MBI Z % T @K%
4k 28K logit A (NMNLM ) - g ABA F RF 8| = M2k FH (B A &
RAZMEFHF L) BHEAEAXABEEARAMEZESHMER X - £M8E % (factor)
X &K RBE B Bk $3BRX logit BAF » A 27 =64 42 4% s 4 (choice set » —
BEFASFLLTEEFTERAAHRET) mEK FARX logit A B A & 484k
RAS T —MABREF A (FPE T L) BB A b oy IFE 7 R HOE ek
3%2=6 18 - L iEFF A R L 27TV =4096 4 o & TV EIFmM A0 EE 0 4 SPSS 12.0
¥ o4 orthogonal design Rk v iE#FHFm s > Eheymsb &4 8amifl 164 -

FEEEHRERNF  HAEARPEFOLIR AR nARAZEL S
A HERPEFE T FE c ARAEFALTYT BT OASAWNATAHE R =4
Hdh o TS T T FAE EFE EETRE, WHEE PARZARERNEL
R o Mk FegiEiEmS (choiceset) 4wk 4-2 B ¢
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*4-2 1 EEHG

RT3 ek BMEAF FE

BB A& $300 $300 $300

B H AT 89
2HXE FTRE 2¥XF
NERE

B
E..

O O Ll O
AR AR

%y SPSS 12 #4 orthogonal design i ¢y iEFEM S A 24 - FF @ L ey p A&
NEGTHZTAFEEM AR ERAEREE  ERTAERGRE  BAIGHEES
WAy B AEH 12 miEFas (S logit A A 44 - £K % AKX logit £
AR 8m) LR b — 4 B AN RER S S TR R K

{5~ ¥

AAROER I TR GEACINZAZOARETHATZE B TR AR
{# ) NLOGIT 3.0 $k8% » sk o #7 logit 2% » 3£ 385 57 b 2k 0 &8 F L 8T T AR 3 v KA BR 35
PLARHE o

—  BREEFTEHAN

FRIZAHRAHZAES (ZAFEHIL  BEAT] - RFHFBABAAFNR)
HBRARE AT R ZARAAEBR IR ST AT L AMDOEE NP2 R T4 0
FAL AR EIRRG LR A LR S XRE I HME > BHME O XA 97
AR AE (DRES 94.17%) -

97 LA EAT » BHH (72.16%) Sidketib] (27.84%) » F# A4 30
BA L FHEEE S (T1.13%) R F ol A du KA A7 60 #912 120 3% 2 M (56.71% )
LR ABEELE (59.79% ) BREMNATREAE (21.65% ) Hk ¥ (19.56%)
AHANE (1649%) $15 4 (16.49%) &% - Gk ARAR LA L AR LIy 24
AMNBLRLZEE S SR RATFAMR O RF® -

EHREEMBAIAR TG S ARAFERE ARTHANBIAREKS » 8F
80%wy LA HFREHB  BERAFIRZ (66%) HAFRGHETAKBLRZ » 4 31%
TR HEGEIEE o £ 97 Lotk AR T > 498 24%0 2Rl HF TR H B = Kk
& ALLPALA £ 10%09 2R H W B H i ie = R4
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NEE

o

Y
Hit

R $t+s F—H

A

JFIART R

T ik

BB

Mm b F A€ 8 A NLogit 3k 52 &k & BT 45 & 4 469 MNLM # A 2 NMNLM

F R R MNLM A ¢

a4 TwiEREFE
FTH R S-1 7 b EEFE S M EFBAOKE L :é%?éﬁ%

R ER G 5 3634% ; F =8 T HAARR  BBEMRES 26.03% ; rﬁu%
SeBE B A 0h 5 K008 B 1Ak

MR B BRI & 11.6% -

R TS~ A%

AR BA ST RO R - R B AR R & B BT AR 09 LR
(—) MNLM &8 7 #3 44

Fﬂ”%

R BEH Ak

b (k6-1) S IBF LT R o« Ao #IFETLH | 9B ER 26.03% -
2 5-1 1 MNLM $Ei2 /5 = & °
EEFE|IHE (%) | BAHKE (%)
RTF 34 36.34% 36.34%
FoAs B AR 11.6% 47.94%
BMERF | 26.03% 73.97%
- 26.03% 100%
TR AR AR
WA MNLM BEAGZAZEY > a2 THREGLE : —RLEFFEHFTEH
(alternatlve—spemflc variable ) » E’Pi&é%lq#%ﬁ ErMe g a4 7T TAER TR
NERXMAEAE T RMBE  THRENEENRE | >WERW RS2 T B —4A %
BN F (genenc variable ) €% O S AP A EFEFZ TR A HE T > A T IEBHER

Z

Y

5

Multinomial Logit Model ( Domencich and McFadden 1975) #4# % APIJ

Software Inc.) B $y3+ F & -

e’
X
k

JE A TEAGFEAAE S 2T E Rk 53 Frow o

T i NLogit 3.0 (Econometric
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& 52 MNLM—EEHNERBTEEHZ 2HRMEHER

88 EEFE 1% ¥ t-Value TAHA 45 5%
BEFERFT X T #3k 5.02065%%*%* 4.14981 s
B (Bp A 3R B i A, -0.124391 | -0.0960571 -y
g » Intercept ) HER T 2.75602%%* 2.11535 £

X T #3 -1.52703%*x* -8.72E+04 —

18 #& B i A, -0.78817%*x* 1.00E+10 —

mERT -1.39289%*x* 1.00E+10 —

P P33 0.547179%%** 31093.6 -

ke onm s FoAs AR 0.241248%%** 13630.4 +
aiﬁaﬁi)?g .

EEIEED 0.248122%%* 13745.2 +

AN RT3k 0.547179%** 2.72793 —

ENE Y4 A5 B 0.241248%*%* 1.00E+10 —

(F7%8) Sk 0.248122% % 1.00E+10 -

P 0.149092%** 3372.14 +

AL X - Fots B A, 0.150119 1.00E+10 +

EEXEKD 0.149078%%** 24443 +

X T a3k -1.21279%*x* -8.17E+04 -

B R B Fo s iR 0.00627104 1.00E+10 +

EEICEL 1.54122%%%* 1.00E+10 +

PR3 -0.351576%** 1.00E+10 +

& Fo A B AR 6.93986%** 484860 +

EEIEKD -0.278842%*x* -18993.1 +

X F#3 2.25152%%x* 1.00E+10 -

Bt 4 FoAs AR -1.90134%*x* 1.00E+10 +

S EESED 1.62485% 1.00E+10 +

P; R F 43k -8.51459%** [ 2 47E+06 +

% 174K Az BFAX -6.51429%*x 1.00E+10 +

5 EESCRL -2.76682%** 1.00E+10 +

oy R F 3% -1.72593%** -1.00E+09 +

] FoAs AR 0.50093 1 *** 3.11E+08 +

EEIEED 1.37075%%%* 9.10E+08 +

RT3k 0.508758%** 3.39E+08 -

B FoAs AR -1.93513%*x* -1.72E+09 +

mERT -4.74888%** -5.40E+09 +

B . F P33 1.86404%** 5.41E+08 +

s gy | BB 0.329362%** 1.06E+08 +

EEXEKD 3.96684%*** 1.31E+09 +

HAAR KT
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=2

=

NEE2R

FtOE& F—H

% 5-3 1 MNLM—$: R 8~ 2 B i
Eo 54 1% B t-Value | Fa#A 45358
18 A& B 1.32E-12*%** | 1.00E+10
H AR 1.02E-12%** | 1.00E+10
DES:)| 3.69E-13* | 1.00E+10 +
ARFRN
$600,001 T~ 1.04E-13 | 8.98E-13 +
$800,000 7T
ARFRKN
$800,001 T~ 8.08E-14 | 1.00E+10 +
$1,000,000 7T
AFRF PN
$1,000,001 7T~ 8.48E-14 | 1.48E-08 +
$1,200,000 7T
A RFHRN
$1,200,001 7T~ 5.32E-14 | 1.00E+10 +
$1,400,000 7T
fj ARFPAN
$1,400,001 7T~ 1.96E-14 | 5.63E-14 +
# $1,600,000 7T
% TSN
$1,600,001 7T -1.92E-01 | 1.00E+10 +
VA b
TR ¥ M HAR 7.88E-14 | 1.00E+10 +
TR ¥ AR E 1.10E-13 | 1.00E+10 +
% ® B 8.52E-14 | 1.00E+10 +
Bk RN ESE 1.26E-14 | 1.75E-14 +
Bk ¥ RFE 3.77E-14 | 1.00E+10 +
% L 1.01E-13 | 1.00E+10 +
TR ¥ ek ¥ 5.84E-14 | 9.47E-13 +
R AE 3.00E-13 | 1.00E+10 +
B AR L KA 1.82E-13 | 5.74E-09 +
RoLmE a5 58 £% 1.24E-14 | 1.52E-14 +

(**.'P<0.05;***.‘p<0.001)

& F o ERBEAGSERE TR TR A Y E
SHMAAXLIEBER - &£ MNLM A p - B AL o) 58 B % 7T VA F) #EM»A 3542 (likelihood
ratio index ) & | ¥ %é(hlt rate) R 0 BB AR e 2 AT VA gy AL Hb 4542 (likelihood
ratio statistics ) ¥ 7 i t 4 & (asymptotic t test) sk 4% #& ( Ben-Akiva and Lerman 1985 ) -
MNLM £ A 28 4 ) 4% %t#%m 542 (InL(&)) & 0.23338( p=-412.3527, =-537.8822) "

HHRR AR

J& (goodness of fit) &
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VL

% 4 McFadden (1977) FfaEikay K » F b 81 4 55.93%° > B 7L BER LA TH %
oy ELE e

KAFGZRABAZTSL 08 E KR EMEAFEAMEE 72K F A
MEARGZRF  SLEHAEBMNGE - A2 HE P A # % H (dummy
variable) R Rk * (A K HZELY AT o5 L MLt  XKERASPREwMEER
A RT3 EEREER LT 000 B 100 AL~ 010 & K E - 001 A
B PR ) A BREMARMOOBEBEERERABREE G BRXBEELSL O
(p<0.01) 12 B 4& 3t th S 09 - B AL 40 A8 2 7 0 B8 7 18 A 0918 A 4% JE ML 4 3UA R
HEFBE TN ELETIR - M SR EHITREE RO SHTI » BAFEYH
BRE BN EERROBE B TIA LS R ERFHEEBER %

AV ROTEN TG RENERAMAEE (FF%E) SEM > FFSPTAIY
A RE AL MNLM A Y - 2667 TRERGRA IHK > REABMEZES
EERA (LI F)MAK(0 B X F)®MEE 4 4R4E Louviere et al. (2000, p.268)
IR T HER B S HEEFRRAEE Ui (RYVE=MERR)-
EKAFEI TR R o B AN EBM LK FELRT ST TAY B FE
WA A EE PN A M R SR R E AR IR AR 0 PN B R A ATRAE o BT AR AE e R B
TOASF AR Ak B H AR A A B R A G E L e THRNEH L =R
RS E S AP XUARTHIETZTHIERK -
(=) NMNLM #&8Y 7 £

FEARFFRW NMNLM A - 6,467 /8% (nest) —# AT A & BT th oy =48 3
M RT3 B ABTEARAR  AFEEY > X045 T ERszbdisr Fag
RFELATRBEBRY (FRERMEKMEL) R EEESF L Bt T TR 0hEF
7% 0 Al NMNLM A » g 7 (=3%2+1) EEHFFZ L - &k 5-4 7]k 7T EEF
FREWEFHAOKRE A EFEBETENERT RT3 0 KRERS 4 2487%
MEIFEE TR ETROBERIK & 335% B4 BT RE ) KL
Al A 25.00% c ATHIEH ERAE » 1k 5-1 4k » s = #A 4L A H738 T QRS 4g 3k 09 @
A RTHEFET 2.19%0THEFE - BEFKABHERAFI 25Kk T 0.39%0
0.77%8 TAE & » RE ALKV T 1.03% » A E e SKIE/F Lk 5-1 RHE8 -

S e REARIEAE T 09 A ¥ & (hit ratio) & 33.33% o
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X 5-4 : NMNLM Ei2 R’
EEFE | HKE (%) | BHEEE (%) |@% [ KE (%) | EHEEE (%)
«’-;?‘—,\ﬁdg 0 1)
X Fazk | 38.53% 38.53% WL | 24.87% 24.87%
EF: 13.66% 38.53%
N Ta | 7.86% 46.39%
5 1 11.21% 49.74% -
RN ° ’ wWme | 3.35% 49.74%
o | 16.75% 66.49 %
% ] F 25.26% 75.00% = 7
R T ° ° wek | 8.51% 75.00%
P 25.00% 100.00% B | 25.00% 100.00%

HHRR AR

B A NMNLM A o - 8 7 ek A @ s oy 45 - B b2 m H &b ey E3F5

ERNEBYE AR MEREZERMY H T E
AR EARAEE

0

B AR K 5-6 Ffow o

& 5-5  NMNLM—EZ LR EHEH 2 2HERMGEHER

i
(i

MEEA T kT R R
S HTEE RAn R 5-5 Bfaw o kR 4R ROA BB AR M AR B 0G4

g BEFTE 1% ¥ t-Value | FAH1 44 5%
R 5.58683%%* 6.46023 i
4 & 22.37082%** | _6.39689 ¥3
EETRERHT A 6.01825%%*%* 3.8683 £
wR (PP EE | AR B
8 > Intercept) 4 3% -3.83183%** -5.3163
T 6.72504 %% 6.20901
K F
8 7% 22.61719%%x -5.4362 T3
X F 33k -1.15834%** | 1 00E+10 —
B MR 4 Fe4x AR -1.57056*** | -2 .53E+05 —
EESCEL -1.47258%** | 1.00E+10 —

7 Nested Multinomial Logit Model #44% % 2

By
il

m

P=P

i ilm

ilm

eV///ﬂm P
= V[t mT m
& ¢ 4T
b3 De
JEN, > %

(Louviere, Hensher and Swait, 2000) » T &y NLogit 3.0(Econometric Software Inc.) f $y3+ & &
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P =3 2.10944*** | 7 37E+05 -

B EaEEdr e Fo s i 0.571471%%* | 9.90E+04 +
EEIEER 1.01961%%* | 2.04E+05 +

P AT a3k 2.22791%%* | 2 88E+09 -
B %“i B X, 4.92079*** | 6.60E+09 +
EEIEEL 3.25732%*% | 4.12E+09 +

AN R R T 3Ez% -1.38423*** | 1.00E+10 —
ENEEYd B 5 AR -3.71125%** | 1.00E+10 —
(F728) E YR -2.54101*** | 1.00E+10 —
R Fa#z 0.13506 | 1.00E+10 -

R B A Fo A A, 0.146224 | 1.00E+10 +
EEIEE 0.122037 | 1.00E+10 +

18 S TR -0.112218%** | -1.30E+04 -
4 % 0.00636086*** | 5.24E+06 -

Y B 0.070416%** 7.01301 —
4 % 0.0803557*%* | 1.60E+08 -

P =3 -1.05926* | 1.00E+10 —~

Bk $o A5 B X -0.315992* | 1.00E+10 +
EESLEL 0.46467* | 1.00E+10 +

P 33 -0.551036* | 1.00E+10 -

% Ho A5 B 4K, 1.4741*% | 1.00E+10 -
EEIEKD -1.5327% | 1.00E+10 +

R T Ak 0.0609151* | 1.00E+10 —~

g HA5 B X, -4.77561* | 1.00E+10 +
f ¥ B -1.74551* | 1.00E+10 |  +
P; R F 4k -6.45818* | 1.00E+10 +
% AT 4 Foa mF A 0.036023* | 1.00E+10 +
B EEIEKD -3.27396* | 1.00E+10 +
M RT3k -1.00196* | 1.00E+10 -
R Hots B AR 2.21546* | 1.00E+10 +
EEIEED -1.03126* | 1.00E+10 +

P =3 -0.105068* | 1.00E+10 -

T Fo A5 B 4K 0.442146* | 1.00E+10 +
EEIERR -3.55126* | 1.00E+10 +

B R X T #f3k 1.30466* | 1.00E+10 -

. w@ Fof g A, -0.984522* | 1.00E+10 +
EEIEKD 4.69415% | 1.00E+10 +

FHRR D ARR
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o

< 5-6 : NMNLM—1 B8 2R EHER

i 1% t-Value T8 20 55 5%
el 5.57E-13*** 1.00E+10 +
A RF RN
$600,001 T~ 1.58E-13*** 1.00E+10 +
$800,000 T
AFRFPN
$800,001 T~ 1.36E-13 8.03E-09 +

$1,000,000 T
AFRFRN
$1,000,001 T~ 1.37E-13 1.00E+10 +
$1,200,000 T
AFF PN
$1,200,001 T~ 6.92E-14 1.00E+10 +
$1,400,000 &
A RFHAN
1B A G M $1,400,001 T~ 3.42E-14 8.65E-13 +
$1,600,000 T
AFRFRAN

$1,600,001 7T 1.50E-13 | 3.88E-12 +
Ak
T ¥ AHAHR 1.36E-13 | 1.02E-12 +
TR ¥ AARRE 1.56E-13 | 1.00E+10 -+
T ¥: 24 1.33E-13 | 1.00E+10 -
B X BmEED 2.78E-14 | 1.00E+10 -
B ¥ RHE 6.92E-14 | 3.48E-12 +
B ¥ RHEE 1.56E-13 | 1.20E-08 -
B ¥ e ¥ 8.37E-14 | 1.00E+10 -
RGP RE At 4.66E-13 | 1.00E+10 -
SEL - 3.00E-13 | 8.07E-12 +
Reg2RE P SR AL 1.49E-14 | 1.00E+10 +
(¥:p<0.1;**:p<0.05;***:p<0.01) AR RTFR

PRSP RBRERL 0GR R THEARFEAM SRS SBETRELSL 0
HERTAARIF - RVPTZE R ZFE 0 AR SR AG R T B AT = 4334
WAH S R B R ARSI ETRA A ZNERITLEYE
K-

BANEAMBREGRALF 78 FHESGAFRATFAMGIE/AI AME > 505
EN ARG R AN - FEZEE U GKGHGF - #E S5-1 \ET 4
MBI HANERMEE  HHEEBERETREAGAA G ERR 5L TH
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A8 T0% 00 M35 BB - B 35 A 0 S0 B R R ROR 2 R R
—F’ﬁ{ éﬁxi;ﬂéF?{_é‘,—i@J:‘%;’g_ .

B &

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
BEAERMES

— AT
----- B4
mERA

B 51 st PR RIRRE S R0 U B4R RE (R
KRB KR

’E{E‘#kﬁif’&‘ g 4 X//H'Jig"/é':%-’ i@ P& ML A R éﬁﬁ%f_é’]%}é_i By /\}gﬁﬂéﬁé{ﬁﬁ
A U SRR B BRI S E R PGS mi
R ki’wﬁéﬁﬁﬁme'KISZT%vﬁﬁﬁﬂ 2 g
MNP ERAG LREAANPE A AR S H2R H AT AR
SR LA E G TSRS RSTES R SRR A H 8GR
ey TAR - HPTAEST a0 R BURAS (/1 0.1) » el 7T 0 AT ke 33k - B4 F AL
M NET S HEHER A FRFRFBORAE > BT ABBREEFTEHE S H 0
BEATHERBE
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NEE

o

Y
Hit

K

F+0O&

pa e

E—H

Wk 5-5 TAKH - N ENRMAEE

1% ¥ BB K

— W LR
— kit

5-2 1 EA&EURE B XA R AYRA FR

HHAR R

Heh N R oYM 0 e RETT AN el B R Y BRE A

= BRAREREZHMEG

ATTRO B A EREH AT B B HREFRA - RN EH

RGBEEME -

BB RRERER RGOSR TR

HHRAT MR THEA FOIRERZL - TRV OERIRSAL > P2 KB R AT

%s%&ﬂjﬂxéfikﬁgmi?%éﬁ&% (AX29) HHEmG
HBRAR R B IE FR A HR A A T 3

@HRAT R EL & 5T 8T

TS, e = BRI T
WBIRAF AL 49 5 30%~35% o

< 5-7 I L MU ERMANRRIRE
2k - IR IR AR
HMeE " .
N P .%; ;_—5‘}& 1D Pll
sz | © (MNLM) @ (NMNLM) | = i )
( P )
£F R G 24.87% -11.47% 31.56%
o 36.34%
= 1 34 13.66% +13.66% —
B A3 L 7.86% 3.74% 32.24%
DA " . (1] =J. (1] . (]
g 11.6% (Ps"")
48 34 3.35% +3.35% —
-l
e o 16.75% -9.28% 35.65%
e 26.03% (Fe,™
1 34 8.51% +8.51% -
FAAR © AT R
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EA B BEFRA A mAFNRE > ERETHER FI G0 KE=
BRI TH EMHANANTIHMEA R (X 5-8) TER - A R T aEELKH
Ao T AR EAEGEE  TIAE A RA ML 0 A3 T 2.16%  d AR 6 T 5545
A F A Bk Y o kR R R E] 1% -

& 5-8 IR LHEIENA BN HIBEERER

o RA R ML B o 7 b Mk AR Y tn
o a4 & (MNLM) | 7355454 & (NMNLM) e
P33 36.34% 38.53% +2.16%
B AR, 11.6% 11.21% -0.39%
EESEKL 26.03% 25.26% -0.77%

HH 26.03% 25.00% -1.03%

HHARRE AR

FEARBERGBRT > FARR LI do @ HIEIE M 09 45 B IS A E48 B 69 B
10 WEAP T 4o o & EHSEIT A0 0 SRR T AR EARSEIT A PLaE B B 4G B R B ey B4R
ek 5-9 He » b Z A LRI iR EOR A EH 0 XIF AT RGMER -

& 59 R —BEHER

B | B EHEd e | BR
X F 435 | 2.10944 X
Bz iF 4K | 0.541471 X HF
mERF | 1.01961 X+

HHAR AT E

A9 R RAAAR AR AR AR M 4 AR R A5 U Mg ey A7 - 2
Xk # T 42 (Namwoon et al. 2001 ) F A f kw8 V &6 U w4 AenE > 8]
V=, I+, I Tren, & a B O, S5 AWM K& 510 The o to = Ja4k 2
BHNER > RS ARMGFIR  LHFRTFRGRE -

= 5-10 © R —FEHFEMR

a)Trl
sl o, @ o &R
771 72 9 ( 260%2}4)

X F a3t | 2.22791 | -1.38423 0.804747 FE=4
Fots AR | 4.92079 | -3.71125 0.662956 %
WERE T | 3.25732 | -2.54101 0.64095 F

HHARE KT R
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Y
Hit

R H+mE £

i

%ﬁ‘ﬁnﬂ \gﬁi

—  MRGREAERERER

AR FE b R AR A TE A RN & R H RO o RAE TR R A A AT MR
BB ATIR O T AL R o M Pt A AR EAERH R AT BT AR R iR
o BREEMAA R RARRARERE D TRERTHEAEFGRA L - K57
RAL A AR IF T R X % Ry A2 R H A B @ ] 0 R A RN BB AL T

W RAFIT L LR T M N BRI B e R E SR 23 U il ey
AR - AT RMRIEZ AT EHSATER > b &BER > 5l T -
BIEENHERE

PEARBE T AT & RAER WEA M ARIRE P EEEIEIR - TGN R F

iaﬁW%%ﬁ%(ﬂﬁﬁTﬁ:imTzw%»ﬁwﬁgw&&T%l%mﬁ%@g
) WA BT TSR AN ERERZ AT RS EERRERS T’]_/%é?‘
EAEZEISE  ERAR A KA T ARBASSNMEE - I B RS R RGBT
o ERBEREHRATRBRTHEA FORERLEH L 30%~35%  FEAH
30%~35% B A MR E AN E L SR AB AR LER - SNFRA—EEH
& B A BRSO IRR RS EH R E MM R R LR AT R Es
BY5EEF N i N R MR E H T4 ey AR AT oL BRI 38 38 4 R B 4R M8 B R 2

G EMEHATRLMIEEX R A E - 2R BB EL RS ARA - 3w A
T« BESRARS T o SEIT AT SR R AL 61 AR 135 60 4
ARG B AEATBPRALEFEENRAR  B/ITRRENEY LR TRERER
W@\b%&%%%ﬁﬁ%m%g%ﬁ$ﬁay%%jué%%%mﬂmoﬁﬁ’ﬁ
PRk i@ R IEE I E B BE M — k% A (sunk cost) @ TR A @4 T AR
VAR R BY > S E o] kR R R GG 3 e L By R R 69 OV B 0 A E B 30%~35% 38 FX 4
BRI XREXFLATHRY -
HERNARHRHREEHEHERENEE

BT R o AT R I MR N E XM AR AN S B F AR U t4
BB o A ’Qiﬁml%ky%ﬁﬁmﬂ’é%ﬁ%%%%%ga@ Tmmﬁ
PRELERY RRAS PR TRAIATANNERANBERAL c 2R 5 Bk
%ma%a%%%ﬂﬁkﬁmm’ﬁ AEGRMHRRYFHERT @@ﬁmm&
BWHHE s RARGALTEIBRAGMIEE  ERS BB EAF o b EH AR
BE B 2N AR BA LA ETUERX 2-15 kb Ha o kRN YR
PIAZE - BA ok L ARIEG AR - AR LB I I e 4 B AR I SR AR - HISTRAE M AT A R
wg o 4@ 6-1 BT -
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ST e L 3R IR B

@ Ed

B 6-1: IR LHFFIMRATHAFRBREHERENRER (BIRFT)
AR ARE

B 6-1 A BA AR 6 4 b A sk % B o MO ILAT do B9 %ok B L A0 9 1 4 E 4R R
WO IR 35 H A N 6 48 B 43 A R S EAE LA F » B K T SURIE M K Bl
W5 R BT ERACH TR DR — B R IT e % % R -

=~ R

R REBXR R EEE  BRARERENIEMER > RERABEIEEY TR
#et o BETAFARRFOLER > R REBAR ST 0 AR R TR E SRR
BIEFR RSB - BERAFRAFRAME AR R A2 R BAFH - AN LT
B2 R AR Ly RAZ IR » M OFF R R A D T -

LARARRR AR ROKRALE L P R R EA L ARE R LESZ AL

IR0y Z AR A dh Ak (convenience sampling) W JERE Mk oy 7 X > Bk > K#F
OGS ER L T AR IR £ e

2. F A — x4t (generalization) : W #4 AFF AL 4 H = EaptAEda (RT3 &
LR AEERF) BITHR  BEMERAKRY » AR R4 HBEE LETH
KoOMBTTARFROEE LB — A

3. M HCRAE R @A AL 0 A E AR AT AL B b BT R
BEELST O MHOSTEAAENZAMBERNMBEER  FARTRE Y B8
HEXZEOERIARS AR REETE Y -



150 SNEESR FTO8 F—H

=« RRHRSE

Wttt AL RAARL L ERNERZ — 0 LB ERIELEERZ
Rlagr RAp—ABF AR do @ ROAEEATH R EHAF - @R ER IR KA M-
1B IR A% » 3R 5 AT48 Xk EAR SR i 3kt 3k o 1287 8 VA Rk AR ARl B M 4G
BHEGEH—PARM G ERE AL @RTHELNSR > AHRMEERE WA
MakALHAERNER AAAARIBRTHATRIEMN Z RIS > A5+

L RBER 2 H AT 3R 69 B A M & 7 Rk R o ke 4 M F 4 (stated

data) » {2 3 4645 ] i 32 F 4 (panel data) RARAEFLH/ALA - BIFF H 64 5 B fE=t
GR LR ARG FRLGR S PR R AR M ERELZLE
iﬁ 7'3‘45 x

2R RAHHMAEEMELR T SRR I L RHHE S EE
BATIR, 2B AL L b A I e -

3.AHFRATIRFAHERMAERSE > RAMEBHEBRHET A %%%Eﬁéﬁéﬁ
% mEMARIEBEKLGHEERSE  ERNTRBY  THBY T EAREE
AR ERE E%ﬂmTukaﬁﬂimkﬁﬂm%%°

4. B 2-2 BT -> Al & BT -> AT X & A #3469 7 3% 4% K (market growth) » {2 K&
3 At TARRART G -

2ot

B A&t & % 3% NSC 95-2416-H-008-001 & NSC 93-2416-H-008 - 009 -
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