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Conjoint Analysis Apply in Marketing
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Yang-Chu Lin

1# E3

B4A 58T ( Conjoint Analysis ) » FHIFEE THiSM#&E 1 ( Conjoint Measurement ) >
FL7S U £F P B OB BB SR R, Luce FNEET 2SR 1. Tukey R HIZE - ZEBISIEWERZ M
FATER BB ERFE G BRBES (SURE ) FIEMTTHFIZE L « ASCRISHHBE
ﬁ&MﬁK% » &S ETIRESNEERR - IS 2 SRE - (F—1R
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T & 5317 (Conjoint Analysis) » RHATEE "Bik&H# & 1 (Conjoint Measurement) » F—
FUAS U AF B VBB 5K R, Luce FIEETERSK . Tukey BRHIZEMY (FE—) - BHEWERIR
R OB SR R i — T i B 5% o — Lt —4EF P. Green /I V. Rao 5 |HERTHY
HE (D) > RBTHHETRBEEREGEMNER T ELZ— - —LEAFF.
Carmone., P. Greenfll A. Jain S AIF T HEHIE , BB THESHT . - WIBHERZER
EERAEZVEFZOOMEMABEAITNER (=) o —/L\ZFHEZEP. Cattin flD.
Wittink ¥ RIS ST ERMFE LERANRERS » BHREESSTEREZNERTEHRE
HIRITRMGECRIBES (BURE) HUENTEMEL  EtitE—t—ZE—hA—F
TEBBEOTERFELDSE L0 EEEGNERES (M) o FL AR - .
Davidson ¥ Zetp @l (£FF ) - B. Parker 1 V. Srinivasan ( 3¥75) BH{EFFEEEME - G.
Punj & R. Staetin ( 5+ ) HAEMERIME  WIEHBASTEREMTERRS] - N
W T RN EE T ENE LD -

(BYEBIPNEF B 70 4 » H*%A’%ﬁ(ﬁiézkmfﬁﬁ’\lWE’JﬁfﬁﬁH M (EE\) o It
% rﬁﬁzﬂﬁﬁ@%#%?ﬂéﬁﬁfﬁm PO IR~ A - EEEE - S EREELS
X IERZIBRE sl (L) -

4B B‘?“
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RN BEamEIEALABRS

A F AR BT S - T SRR » KRR BIEATENK - MARESERE
(o BRI R S AR TT B » A/ 2 YSRGS B e R 2K B IS
 EEE - R EWESERE  RIEERARRAE - MBELBBNER - A
RIS R o R— RIS R - R R B AR K BB R
B EE - R . EE—RESER-EAR  ERRRN S T
IR . HERROARE - HZHEHETRNSR - KEANRT - BT TEN
Tk TRARBS S SBEET 1 - HEFTGE » S RREEE B KB
o PR % B 1 B A TR » PR IROREOAE A 5 R A BB A R R R B L SR 2 T
(il o B (ETERME B E AT fhE 2 M= RS R/ - EFREMTERRR -

AT . T IVEERR— ENRTFEARAT - SBELKYE  BEREIZHE
MR TR ME » TR MR - SCTENE B S MR A B RE R R M 5 > B
B ETTEy °

FERE & A o 2R 7 A\ B S S i IR S AE R T #4548 (factorial structure) LA
L o WA I B HIFENE S % S B A B S T DA R - (RRERE B N
OB RE IR (4 R HE SR T — SRR A RIS - _

A TR %8 B TR R B —REAR K T i - HHERISR GRS T B A
RIFEER 6 » EHITERS S EHEM S ZHBATEAYE - REERENERANE @ Baw
eSS RIEFRE - CHENSBHIRGERE -

% A 53 4T S8 A 5 P 5% i B % U 3 /0 BR FI BT (psychological judgments) » ANA15R (
perceptions) FI{4F (preferences) o (F+) BN—HERNEARBEE ZHE R IRIENE
B B % (BB 14 (attributes, BY factors) RAE A BAMR T HIET © REDZREHFR %
B IR AT AT DA R 45 52 T B 9 2 (B BB 1 9 1R 47 73 B (preference scores) BUM.Z 2 FH{E
(part-worths) (FF+—) o Fk > BEEHHIEREH—ERRE] : HERRENBLES
FRAEH » B SR AT IR IR N B ST (perceptual dimensions) » Tt &N B A& SCHELL
B4 R BN B B B 1 (physical attributes) » BZ RS BURNAHERSE - 48
BRFERL—SRAE (GET2) o

HI

i
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5\ WA S AATHAANEEZRR

1972 4 » Green ~ Carmone & Wind LA E43 BB B B ITH-ROVRITFE BT, B0
FE PR P S R R AR TS8R e , B & AR BB Y (Selfexcpli-
cated Model) FIFLI + # BB H AT BA BN GRS REES o REM S ST EIEITH
ERREESE W (D) o

» 1973 4 » Srinivasan ¢ Shock $H LINMAP 25X (FE-+U ~ +3) - EALRIERBIZR

SRR T % T 54T (Multidimensional Aanalysis of Perference) » 4813%F [ {F A% BE AR (
Individual Ideal Point) {X 3% fx K R iF 57l # if B (Most Perfered Stimulus Location
) LAREENME (Weights) {CRESIERIFERIREEE 14 - (EiBHE— SRR AR 1 12 BEFN 5230
b BE A2 2 AR RG] A BR IR EE BRI LE © fEE AL L FORTRAN 1V £3AK LINMAP 258 » [
EEFBMER o BIF 1977 5 ~ 1979 F(E1E - 2 1981 4 8 A #f 4 LINMAP 5 Uk
E AR - R - RA KRR EEES o LTEE RIS TER (trade-off
analysis data) » NUEJEREIE KHIRIE (WA 6-24 BB - 60 EZRMBHEE - 1500
EZEER) o 781974 F A FHBMER I LINMAP B2 SRIBE & 5 AR i &
A {E{URIRE o

~ 1974 £ > Johnson U\ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ-%ﬁ% B E R BKEE (Two-factor at-a-time

Method) » ¥ & HE & W IF R AERY SEHE AT (Trade-off Analysis) (FE+75) o

~ 1974 £F > Green #] Derita # 5 H A Bh% R (interaction effect) T o 7EFHAOVE: S

ST A R T EROR (main Effect) BUBHR T2 T BRI E B RMTLE -
ER— R AEMBE » EARXET - (Fa 0T EWRRE R RHE0 A (5
) .

~ 1978 4F » Wind ~ Grahold % Goldhor FIFFFEHEER + M FHE & 0T » IS BT A B

HEBOGTREBECHHNERY » mH - (LERER Y DR SR E BIE R
ZRBEE  FESEBEMNESROELD - 168 ERIKEZ BB S
RER (BIEAKED » FRRGBRERS/NABAE) - RS EB KU
10 S FRMB A SR 22 BARAD - SnLETE SR S EB M AABEE (/1) o

~ 1979 4F > Pekelman % Sen fIRFZEIRH » B & S HTiEAT 3 R A R B o DU SR 1l

BT - RS S EA TS :
L AR R S B o
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24 EAW

2.'E 0] LR 587848 1 (Continuous) & 73814 (Categorical) fyEH} o
3 REET SRR BIAERY (FE+H) -

~ 1980 4F » Moore fRFFFEHLIRAERE & M EErh » 8L 8 A Sk i @x\ﬁmf%a —

g 2B BRI EOES (F2+) ¢

 LEBER S | TG ERERE S o (LR R e B E E§AK4&€EZQ

B TLAGETEITIRAER FEDR -

2. 8RB R AT ¢ F DARRIRE fR K A R RE @ ENFERIEEELEARS - MERS
G T B BB o (Majority Fallacy) » JRED T35, BB HEENEA N IERR
HEBMIEE -

,3ﬁ%gﬁﬁ&-ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁw%ﬁ@ﬁ@@ﬁ&’:%mﬁmmﬁﬁwfaﬁ@a

AN

AR EE R EHE - (HR BN TR LB A B3 o Moore — S RVIEME
WA A R TR AE S o :
1981 £F » Green - Carral § Goldberg 858 " B St FOBIBHIBIE TN 4 (prod-
uct Optimization and Selected Segment Evaluation) f—fig 77 1% - 78 POSSEo ik H
SEREERI A AR ERIR A MRS B AR B - BRI R e R &
AR BRECERF - B HE R R R T A RNt o POSSERE AT XS
B(FE_+—) :
1 EERERET K RRBERET ©
2. BB B o
3. BRI B F (Simulator) ——JRTE EBMEERE o
4. BfELDHT o
5 BRI ST ©
6. IRF A TER o

> 1984 5 » Green R M & S HTEERY R —HEBUH MR ——R &1 (Hybird Model

) HEMRS TR B SRR 2 5 MR « IR A T SRR
SYCFEHAT R i (Self-explication Utility Measure) REHGHIH & 51473 » ARBRATT AR
8 o SABEBH A=W (=)

1. 4 B K MR AR o

2. & B E BRI o

83— AT SRR A - RIBIRGIES B 3-9(F ) (A KE -
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ik BT RO S RO - (B R A L M AER > RMEMES R
TEE o MAEE—FS IR o

+ ~ 1985 £F > Hagerty V7S HEH » BERHER & ST TR IEMEREAO T - AT 32100 kAR
WURITSE e B « BRE GRS ERERSIIE  (BRFE L » FRUFHL KR
SF IR B EER RE R  SERREEBED T R T o (EEBARAILI & 2 iTiEmTH
HIEESy » BT Q-TYPE KR SHTEs - B T R#EHEE 4 (Optimal Weighting) i Q-
TYPE ik » (EZ SRR E e W L B T R B B JE R o TR B (5E

ZF=) e

HBeaeAsem (2P 8R)

1978 4F » Green J% Srinivasan ¥ & ¥ fE—EIRE - REAH S 2 ITEE 2B IRRITR

X B E Y i BETRETRVER ST  ZRIBRARGE - RSB ERE XGRS R

M5 EEASR (FEZTM) - R 1R - o BIFBRANT -

LEEREES S0P AUERBEZMBNRITN S B (Multiattribute,
decision) frh » FJEE JEE RN A EEES (FE2+5R) B AT — AR
PR A4 = (B AR B R O MR S FR IS F X, (Adiditive Utility Model) o ELEA R
BE=: S
O P& BIERFDHRIGR o
@V 2 B AR BUR E SR DAINEERIDNAE Tk -

BF E R EBMBURBHERRNZE - .

W& TR (R PR O DR A R B B (Vector model) ~ ERARRERSK (

Ideal- point Model) FlIA {745 B {E#55% (Part-Worth function Model) % = o 7t =R

R - DU SR BB IR ~ BREIRIED » MERTRRS -

2LEREENTE - AW EE FANEREEN T EEMERE (Two-factor At-a-
time Procedure) J% 284 BR % (Full- profile Procedure) fRfE o 233l F :

QFRFE 2 1 XAk (Trade-off Procedure) » SF{ 8K H S/ {E B 14 & Ak EEHI R[]
AR » BRI HERIFIESF » 2 HHFERE—HBIEHEE - likmEREZH
LW BTG A EREE - (HAMERIERE AR ER—-HBEAHEER - THE
TREE R E R L FE o BN IRANE F B EA At -
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(BB R SURB B2 7 (i (Concept Bvaluation Task) o Sl%— K EEEHFGE
T M R — KRR A SE RS o — TR T AR A S B AR R R - SRR T
BEFIZ MR EARIIERFT o ILEBRGSEE - (BEEE BASFHME RARE B
F T 0 % I Ik (R A B o

£ 1962 £F > Segal DAMEEABEIEMTE SR - LLIKRIEI R KB RERE 2 T3 »
R R BRI SR () o

3. FEIT BRI RN 2 AL BRI M R RS B - B AR S TS

HIET G - BT BREZHBSHESHRE » T FHIE R R ke .

(WER 7 KIZE 5% &t (Fraction Factorial Design) o

QA 554 %@ 3% E (Balance Incomplete Block Design) o

(DER I A ST R EERHET (partial Incomplete Block Design) o

4. ZIRBE R (Stimulus Presentation) B & 53473 (IR 175 -

()Tt (Verbal Description) o

(2)%53(?&55@“;?% (paragraph Description) o

(3)[8 A BE/R % (Picture representation) o

5. BT B R A2 BE S 5 RIS BT B % (RSB0 BT R B 8

RERFZSHE : |

WIEE BIEFRE © (550054 Kruskal ] Carmane () MONANOVA 5% o (2) Carroll
H1 Chang [ PREFMAP f25X © (3) Johnson f 5t & 43 #2 58 5 & (4) Srinivasari [ Shock fY
LINMAP 23X » ZEtIMFEFE A H » MONANOVA A FABLA S FRfE 15X » PREFMAP
AT B B EARBEES, - LINMAP SIS A AT 8 LT /85 £ T H LR o

QFE BB B R R - 7 FNf5FHES OLS (Ordinary Least spuare Regression) &
MASE(Minimizing Sum of Abslute Errors Regression) 25k o

BV T E R E FEBCR R A A > (551#775 %78 LOGIT A1 PROBIT FifE o
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£1 BESMZERETEREARTGE
5 5 B CERE B I OIS A -

e gy (a) [REBEN () A7 B0 fE 455X
1 {f I B A (b) FR ARG (@) B
s (2) IR (RIEHHTiE)
S R | R (BEEER)
(a) ER{oBE B 5t (b) I A T R &R
3. BT ERIRER SRR )
(o) Rt A =2 M EERE
7y Bt S (a) SCF bl % (c) B Tt ik
4 SRR (b) S B
(a) A% B LR BT & B
5. EB M E RE b IEFREER (ODZEBREEH
O HEEREER (o BERMREER
. (a)MONANOVA (e)LINPAC
= s (b)LINMAP (£)PROBIT
6. ZIIERTATE (c)PREFMAP (g)LOGIT

(d)JOHINSON FE 5t 8 52 45 51 f

1B ~ Kmﬁﬁ

E— T ﬁfﬁ%ﬁﬁ@%%%@ﬁﬂZf%ﬂn#(&_+t>an%é%
SERG T EE B - 75 » RIS SRR « SR - B SR - R
$~ﬁ%ﬁ%&A%%%oﬁk%m%ﬁmm%ﬁ’ﬂ@%%wﬁAE@m%ﬁo
LI RRAT 547 © S — B BN R SRS - BRBIERAIE « SRR

B 5 B R B R BRI » KBRS - ABERIE -
2.~ BHRA I B A & PG SR AR B BRI - ZE SRS AT © R
BT TGk HE 2% » T8 — BEREASRIB T | ZE \EBIRTTE © S —BEREE IRAT
R TEEASABIE, - ECMEERTNR TREmABBNE, o
3 ZEMB LRI BRREE SV HTPR 55— RO B SR 2 R 77 R S TR o o B o 25—
R IR o |

BRI AT - BT BRI TAIRS - RIS R IRTH P b
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Z RIS o (BEFIZkYE

FHIRRRE R - -
ER—ERITEMEMAHRS (F2+HA) > HREERBTRE - Ok - EE -8
SRR BB - b Sk d Ok ALK % HM=EBESE=(EAKE (RF

O]

¥ ERBEENEREREEEEBHETEES EE

Fa

2) o

£2 RitESRM R A& E

7K #E
1 2 3 4 5

B %
s BlE & LB | 4 - 7S £ | % i
] R OB W F | R ot e R | EERM
= = 15 JT 18 JT 20 jTj
@) M & %% M WE B 8
& M W | AR B | M &\ WAy

RIRSR 2 ZBIERKEE R BREFEET » 1§75 52 X 38 = 675 &l A » IR
FHHEEFIETRE NV EE - I EREORE TR EPSEER S o ITiENRECH %
(Orthogonal arrays) () ° V

R E BRI - SeR

B3

axX B

—B KM E IR - BIRERRS 5 BE - TERRe

52X B . EE—BUAKESEMER TR ZEXHIBE T HBEHEY L (

Symmetric orthogonal arrays) » R Z BIE T A FABE A HEF 4 (Asymmetric orthogonal

arrays) » REAREFTEZBIEMS o BIEZHERINE 3 FTR » HbhE—5IRF—EZH
B2 o (ME—ERER "FEL > Wt T SRR MKy, o)

— 254 —

\\\J K



BeaMALAETHLYRA

&3 RtEmMZ 25 EZHE

112|3(4|5]6|7|8]|9][10/11|12|13|14{15|16{17|18|19(20|21|22|23|24|25

@

m sl23|lole1|ed 1zls|1]2]3|@®3
Ol@l1l2]1]2]3|®

® ©
®
®

£|1@12)3|®|3 ®|®

| alslil1)zl2lsl@leli]1]2]3|@@1]2|3 0@ 1|23

FAPFTEE FRANTREIIHY B RS R A AN HREGS

1 —+ R R AR A L RTE G RIFRIT - REFRATIR I LLBoR] BT 5 2Lk Al (Thor-
stone's Case V) ik —+ AIEH G5 BFFMHEE - MR 4FR - RAPITRLZHUER

BEMRETNERS > AFEER -0 - — i SBREERN - ——Z-=—-—>
B CwRe s MMET > /T 0 SEE RS \ENY)  MEAREFNES TRERS - &
BHKERA - ——-=——=> R "l - @&t Z 175 Ml Ay, -

W5 4 ¥ FPH{EH A MONANOVA » {84 Bk #e2 i SR » A3 5 7751 o 465 5
FRE[EH -
L 7ES B R S L 2 AR IE (A) B A (BEL) = 1301 » kK2 » B
KEER » Riefi— SRR - A () =-1578 ; REIER GRS
B - R+ IR o
2 ECIK ERILUIETHRZHE - A (HBTT) = 2307 » BATHB AL B PRE
B MEEABERT - BER BRI BENEERT A (BRI =-1.
543 o
3.4EEHS HELLA (1575) = 0.683 % - BREA (1870) = 0081 » AR RIEMN
(205G) = 0.764 o
LAESE B PRI AR A (AR = 0088 » BEMLEKY > 8BS
AR o

SAETRIIL - AFIEBR LR ERAREET - A (ERINY) = 0782 » TAERINGE

o3
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. BERITFARYY R LB R IR B SR T

FH3E 5 T B405 B /K HERT & DR 1R - Flan BRI EE BT 2 A
#0581 — ( — 1.169) = 1.751 » A EISEER TH— WEB TE

. 301 — ( — 0.487) = 1.788 Ff5@H o

BB MR EEMEARIRE - P. Green Y. Wind
FEREE > ZBIERXSHLFERE (common scale) » EE BN D BAERAEME
B/0NE o BIESHNESEMILRER (F=1) o @R IHMSENEZREEER 1.301-
(-1.578) = 2.879 » [IBRES 3.890 » {EAR S 1.447 » BIER 0.176 » FRINYIANE 2.064 o JREIO

RBRETERRTHREERNERBRER - AR RS -

B FEINZ A E 1.

REFRELHE B EERE

| 4 25 {E 2R ST FF ik E
ZHIR (BitHEEs) F 1 B ZHE (RHTEE) F 1 (]

1 18.250 14 20.129

2 1.982 15 0.001

3 7.884 16 8.870

4 17.761 17 12.070

5 7.031 18 17.162

6 10.273 19 6.965

7 6.127 20 L4177

8 16.331 21 12.349

g 9.837 22 13.723

10 12.683 23 7.286

11 - 13.692 24 7.019

12 11.642 25 6.632

13 3.599

#x5 ZBUEKEZERDTUAHMEA

B 4 K Kk ¥ 1 2 3 4 5
Lz Bl 5 1.301 -0.350 -0.487 1.114 -1.578
| ki b 2.347 -1.169 -1.543 0.581 -0.215
& ¥l 3 0.683 0.081 -0.764
H, &£ 3 0.088 -0.000 -0.088
w m ®| 3 0.782 0.499 -1.282
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FEITEAMTZERSEN - FEEARITFN G - SBERE ERNE B RURIE (self-expli-
cated method) - FE2EH{EABGEECH & B IEKENBRERESBEMNERNE - FRES
FERHEEER] > FHEH{EN BRI (object) FKAZLAE - ER —TEHE G - IWETEN
HREENAHER | ASEANEERIER  EEREBRE - EGH/ERE - MH > @
NS H ORI E R R T omRE » 75 DA i R I K MR S PR (T
7% (conjoint analysis) E—FE/ LI ETHIHT 2% > THERTGEH - n’tfﬁémﬁﬁﬁm%%%ﬁ*% »
HHER  FHR - EWEEANRFHERTIE o HEETey 5 IRAREILFHEK

—FES iR - BRSE E{E A EIE —HEH 8 (stimnlus) BB IFIER - R BRBILRITIERF

SR HARE RS2 S B M K HE 2 R oy SR ME  BER R LI - @%{EA%{W}HE\%

FOFI BT e IR R IT R E R A 5 » TR D EFIETER A ERERES - BeD

TTETERRB LG ZRE LA EREER o

2f— : RD. Luce & ILW. Tukey. "Simultaneous Conjoint Measurement: A New Type of
Fundamental Measurement." Journal of Mathematical Psychology, Vol.l (1964), pp.1-
27.

¥ : P.E. Green & V.R. Rao, "Conjoint Measurement for Quantifying Judgmental Data".
Journal of Marketing Research. Vol.8 (August 1971). pp.335-63.

5= : F.J. carmone, P.E. Green & AXK. Jain, "Robustness of Conjoint Analysis: Some
Monte Carlo Results", Journal of Marketing Research, Vol.15 (May 1979). pp.300-3.

SE0 : P. Cattin & D.R. Wittink, "Commercial Use of Conjoint Analysis: A survey”. Journal
of Marketing, Vol.46 (Summer 1982). 44-53.

. ¥ F ¢ J. Davidson, "Forecasting Traffic on STOL." Operational Research Ouarterly, Vol.24
(1973). pp.561-9.

b1
ot
7

: B.R. Parker & V. Srinivasan, "A Consumer Preference Approach to the Palnning of
Rural Primafy Health Care Facilities." Operation Research, Vol.24 (September-Octo-
ber, 1976). pp.991-1025.

B
ny

: G.N. Punj & r, Staelin, "The Choice Process for Graduate Business Schools,”
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Journal of Marketing Research, Vol. 15 (November, 1978). pp.588-98.
=\ MEEE . TERSEER ) E1TIEE ENER ’%ﬁiﬂjiééﬁiéé%fﬂﬁﬁ??%ﬁﬁﬁiHjmi
EER - BBt EARA -
B AN |

@Rz Bt & TR BRI HEE S M BRI FERR - BUAKSEAIE T
2o R B3RS - BEET—FRH -

@@%%1%%%&%%%%%%%2%%’¢mk%ﬁ¥%@m%%$mm@i
3% BEE+—F5A

@ERERIE » B & ST E SRR 2 FERMT 5 s PWIT KBS EEHFRATRERE

g BB ZHRA o

(5) % & K% ﬁﬁ??%éﬁijiﬁ!EﬂE%@%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%H%%EEG%&TZiH??%“--iF%fE%é%iﬁfiBiﬁEZi
%é%ﬁ&Z@%’é@ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ%%*&ﬁﬁi%i’E@t+5$ﬁﬁ°

O > B ERE/NFEERRECZERRTR BrAKBLEEEMT
Aok HERFELER » BEL+=F<A °

(NREIK - B B (R R R B & AT TR B E O 5 b 2 FERIRR SR - WL K2
fsEmPRA Y HRELRX - RELTEFESA -

®ZEME » B O EERITERP RIS L2 FERAMS - Hig KB PEEBHTAT
SRR » BB HEESH o

OESET » WERTHBERCZE - — BUEBFHE RCITh A2 T2 E EAH
TR AL BEETRERA -

w%ﬁ@’u@%%ﬁ%@%ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁW§$%D@@ZL—-E&%&W@
ﬁ%%%Zﬁﬁ’ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%@ﬂ%%*&%@i%i’E@t+£$ﬁ
H o

N €] s A TR M E L2 e — — DladtiEsETIE Rl BUAKZ A
s P AC P R RRIE 3R S » RBIE7R8E KA o

Q&AL %%ﬁiﬁ&ﬂ%%&%ﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬁiéﬁ@??ﬁ—“-—3F§fE%ééiﬁfiﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬂmﬁé§§}ﬂfiiﬁ§
> BuAS e imm TR M EREE R - REEHSERA -

(DEECE: - BRRBREERERIME B A 2 A R PR 25 T AR U RRRE £ 5
X BRGRESRH -

WIELER » KEItH BB IEE & 5 N BRI < 5T s BRI
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E. Green & D.S. Tull, Resarch for Marketing Decisions, 4th 'ed. (englewood Cliffs.

N.J.: Prentice-Hall Inc., 1978) pp.459-77.

Bt

[FIEF¥MY > p.d6 o

: [EIEEMY 0 pudS5 o

. P.E. Green; F.J. carmone & Y. Wind, "Subjeétiv.e Evaluation Models and Comjoint

Measurement." Behavioral Science, Vol.17, 1972, pp.288-299.

: V. Strinivasan & A.D. shocker "Linear Programming Technique for Multidimen-

sional Analysis of Preference." Psychometrika, Vol.38, Sept. 1973, pp.337-369.

m
|
+

G p

R , "Estimating the Weights for Multiple Attributes in A Composite Crite-

rion Using Pairwise Judegments." Psychometrika, Vol.38, Dec. 1973. pp.473-493.

: R.M. Johson "Trade-off Analysis of Consumer Value," Jouranal of Marketing

Ressearch, Vol.11, May 1974. pp.21-29.

: P.E. Green and M.T. Devita. "A Complementarity Model of Consumer Utility for

Item Collections." Journal of Consumer Research, Dec. 1974. pp.56-57.

* Y. Wind; John F. Grashot and Joel D. glodher. "Market-Based guidelines for

Design of Industrial Products." Journal of Marketing, July 1978. pp.27-37.

: W.L. Morre "Levels of Aggregation in conjoint analysis: An empirical comparison.

“ Journal of Marketing Research. Vol. SVIL. Nov. 1980. pp.516-523.

P.E. Green; J. douglas Carroll and Stephen M. Goldgerg, "A General Approach
to Product Design Optimization via Conjoint Analysis." Journal of Marketing.

Vol.45, Summer 1971. pp.17-37.

¥~ : P. e. Green. "Hybrid Model for conjoint analysis: An Expository Review." Jour-
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