TOaT7 7 ANNOLEEE) TV af v My T
S NDRHBEKIZOWTDES

YHAEGL - A5 - HBOR - A HEE

BH RK@RXTIR. TH 7 7 ANANOEHREE) TV a Al v AT
SNZRHET VIR, TEEEXHOBBET IV, [R5 FTE L EBED
BB T V], [ ArROx L BIEOKILE TV ] O=FED S Y |
FNENDOETFVIIIRGFERIME SN TV LMD S5 2 L ERT. »
FTHOET NS LIFO FRR & WG B 2 5B R O £ v )
RFOO, I 7 URBEFOMPEGRZTINE S R W TR o T b,
ZFIT, TOT7FANANDEHEEI T T a4 L Mo ESRE LT, B
HEEROHBEICB S FARHET VAR AL L7, MET IV, HEIRY
arTaf vy ML BNT A= S HBIIRTRETH D5, X7 7 A XFEEH
TIE/ST A= FHEEDTREIS 2 5 &) Rl 2 # 0,

X—T—=F:arTag gt ZMEED Tu Ty A, BB R
774 AFEER
Key Word : Conjoint Analysis, Profile with Monetary Expenditure, Utility

Function, Pair-wise Rating
1. FU®IC

a3 aA{ v NaHr (Conjoint Analysis) &, RFEAYIZE- 2 bz 71
P MR EOTTT7 7 4) (Profile) (3T 2 A DRI GHTIZH o
T, 78774 VEMET 22 2 ENB LM 2EME (Attribute)
OG- EMHPNFHECTE % /8 TH S, Green & Srinivasan (1978) D#
HimLZ&kbe, aryyal Yy MO THLa Y a sy Mtk
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(Conjoint measurement) ZFEI4FE T HLuce & Tukey (1964) 2L -

TR SN YEEHRGCEZO ST CHH SN Tz, Z0H%., BERE~
DEMERRETNINT X =8 DHETTEDPEZ T, BIETIEY =774 >~
T RREFF O T HIEIICFH SN T W5, Green & Srinivasan (1978)
X, BB ORET— 7 P OB OET VT 2= 2 BT L HEx
Jn{aryyafdy MM EPRZ 2w TRBL, 4 TIEZ OO
A LT\ 5D,

ST, ArVaf y MNoWANGEE R EOSE TR S B B A I3
LEMEEDEVTO T 7 AR ERY ., HETIVE LT [ERERE
TN EFENDEEOBIEEBDIGE S NE, —H. X—7 T4 ¥ 7%
FFOGHTaryyadg v VA SN HE, Woffitse7a Y = 7
MIBU 2GR EOEHEN RS T a7 7 A VIZEENL T EDIRE
THbo LIRS Z MO TRRIHHDT, AKlFIzo
REFEN L HEED T R FORHETVERET 5 I EHFET LV,

THT 7 ANNDOEEW LI R Y a2 Myt R EIs L 7B
WAL &, H2ECTHAT 2 ZMEHOMHET VI EN TV S,
NS OMHETNOBERIEMNZ TN OTEINGET 230 (Utility
Function) 25T 5 Z L WIFES N %25, B3 B THMAT 5 & 5 1B
FZelcB VT, ZOfHIIR LMz Sk v, 22T, Frld, ZHEOR
HET VDB AE T 2 AR RIETRD L 2 L1 %,

SMEOMAE T MAIGET 5 JUE, DHEFOERRE TV & WG FT
BT 23RO &V ) AR RO, I 7 UREFFOR MRS
BE S WHEEEFFOZEThH L, HFAETIE, 70774 V~O3 %
Eyaryad vy boExaRe LT, &4 7 oRFZOR RO
B CRIHET VR ET o T72, MEINTZETNVDOINT X —FHEEIZS
VT B E BT %,

LB, SHEOMHET VIGREEL ST Y Y AR TH ) . BREHO

SAABOMEHIC X 5 T/8F A =S OHEE T FEIFTRL > TL A1, BHAEIHIZ

1 BEEHIIRIER AR R~ NV AR MGE SN B
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B9 bifiatE Lo { OBEE L GEEBEATRTHL 2SN THDEDT,
KR LDOT =< OHEIET o

2. £HNAZTHEFESI IO T 7ML ERRET S
BEIFMREICH T B%AET IV

AEITIE, TO7 7 ANNOEEN XM EE) 23>V af y Mtk
FIH LB GEE CRA SN2 L25H 2 3205 HET IV, Tabb [E
BEREFN (B ETHOBIEETIV) | TGS & B o E T
TV TGO B L BIEOMILET IV ] 25k s %0 ekl
iE, a7 s AN OREEFZOMOfiitt, a7 AN TaY 2
FogEIE T Y 2y VERICLEZEROGHEESHENEREDI L TH
5o 2B, ERE (main effect) LIFOHETICFELRLIMETHY, 2
yVaAybEEEEREALZLuce & Tukey (1964) D#LTH . whHR
BIFCld%e <0 B (effect) &9 HFEDMED N2,

I, ETNVORLICH o THMAT LR TEHMNT L, #7077
ANV%;j=1,2,3," n; BHEsOTO 774 NVjIZBTLKEEZL(s=
1,2,3,,n) 70774 NVjOEEN N Ep L ELT D, T2, BIE
FHxi=1,2,3, 0, MEZOHBEL BUEOMRERTHREUIT A =%
Ta, SN F 72 EAGFTRICET 587 A= 8 &2 b, MEE DT
077 AN BRL O %2 UL Rl T 5. WINOFHL T 54
WMAZRET 20T, WEF BT 7 7 A2 @R L 2RORETHZ ¢;
LKLY Do

FRRETN JBEEZMOBELET V) (DA TRABENS, B,
TaT7 7 ANJICEENGZVEREOREIZOVWTIIYD LT 5,

(1) Ui=Z a0~ b+ e

J&ME 7 7 u—F ZHE L 7zLancaster (1971) Tl&, BHORIEIZOWT
OBBILITIRE SN TR v, LHFTIIE R T OKENLEDLDL Z L TEL
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BRR AR ERR IO, EEIEREEESH NS 0T, (1) Rid O
DI PICHEI L 7-ET NV TH L EEZBNS,

WALTS BRI T T VI Q) R TRB SIS, (D) E R,
TaT7 7 ANGICEEN G VEEOKEIZOWTIZER LTS,

<2> U;l = 2?3:1 s Xjs +b <[l —Z)]-> + €j;

@)RD ([=p) &, 7TO7 74V % BRL O RS i OIS
Thbo EREaLVaAy bTIEQR)AENT A= FHEIZH DD, <
TIAXFERMOa Y a4y MyiTld, 7a 774070774V
k% ZNENHEIR L 72O ER /XT A — FHEEICH VLD T,

(3) AUy =Uji= U= Zit1a, (= 23) + (0= 1)) + (e =€)

L) RTTA XFFERE VG AEO (DROENRET VORI HZEL
—F L, TGRS A — & HEE IS e,

WL FR ORI L BEORILE T L (D) RN TRlb S n b, (1) &
W2, 77 74V ICEENEVWBEBEOKEIZOWTIEE T LT 5, iHEO
JEIIEEDIEDFEL TRV,

(4) Uﬁ = ZISZS:1 dsx]'S + blog([, —]5]-> + eji
RTTARFEMIT a4y MIBWTRTA—FHEBIZHVONS
TaT 7 ANiETaT 7 A IVEEEINL ZEEORHAEITG X TG Z5N 5,
A5, IHEEELE-TH, WGFEN/ST X —FHEEICKME NS

bR b.

(5) AU]'/,,;: U]','_ U= Z;’ilas (xjs_-x}g5> + bUOg([,-_P]-) - ZOng—pk” + (sz‘_ 6‘}31‘)
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3. EEFTITRAEIRE SN TWS3ABE

ARETIE, ATEI TR L2 3 DDA ET VI B W TIERBIIAE ST
WL R HBEBIZOWTERET 2. ZLOIC, a¥Tad Mot zsl
L7z di S 2 B9 2 1 BT IRGE L2 BRI E R ENTw 5
NEIWEFANRD, BEOFEPRE T > 2 a4 ¥ %5 L 7zLouviere &
Woodworth (1983) & (1) D FFEET IV % T bH 25, [linear cost
coefficients (MIEDOEHRED) | HETFTVIHMAREND LFLHT 57215
ThHY., HEENHEBANOFERIE 2w, MUERMa YV a v M 2H
W7zGan & Luzar (1993) TH (DXOEMRET VAL TV S A,

[attributes are entered in linear form (BPEILHMIE CRIAICHARE N
%) | LRk HDATH S, Mackenzie (1993) b WAL FTIR~DRZEL
LoD, FHETVIIZOROFHRET LV EZHNTV S,

FIRAEIT >V a4~ b &HWz0paluch et al. (1994) 1Z(2) KXo [afLsy
g L B OMIEBEE T V] 2EIRL . MEABEBE~NOERIE R0 D
O, WIGHIEANOEELY 5T 2 TETIVERTIT-> T b, [[JL <, HIR
BaraAfybxHvizAdamowicz et al. (1994) & 2)XDET IV EH
WT W5, [we assume it has a linear form GRIERNH A KET %)) L&D
KT HDATHY ., Adamowicz et al. (1998) & (2)XDET N EZH T W
5o

K7 I RFEMOT ¥ T 547 - arYaqy byt (Adaptive
Conjoint Analysis) % Bi%& L 72Johnson!Z. Johnson & Desvousges (1997)
WZBWTQ)AD [WRGFRON L BEOHIEETIV] ZEL TW5D
23, ZOHH% [often is specified as a simple linear function of attributes

(BHDY v TV BREEBES LI LIRIGE SN ) | LRl T20ATH

2 [BRERFFMoOESL ] (REM, 2000) oFE6= [avYa A v Myl G

. BLO75 7747 - aryaAdy MrirxBig L 7zJohnson & Desvousges

(1997) TYART7 v TENTVRHKRLID ) B, Az fE) 7o 7 7 4
WML Taryyadf v Ml d w7zl & #ix7z,
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5o 7272 L., Johnson & Desvousges (1997) 1. Roe et al. (1996) 12X 5
arTad Y MO RICH LMABBOMETICER L, TNeTFICL
72 L mIBRTW A, Roe et al. (1996) 12(2)X & (3)ADOWET V% H
TBH. @R [WGAE L BEOBIEEIETIV] TIEREERIZ [HrfE
DRGNP —EDORHBEE] PMRES TV L LR L Twb, 72721,

B)ROFFIZH HFHBIEUIZ DOV TRoe et al. (1996) 1ZF R L TV,

ST, GO RFA—E oA AE] & T4ERTEMAEE (Quasi-
linear utility function) T& % = & 2%Samuelson (1942) <°Katzner (1947)
W&o TREHI ST %, dERTERIHBE L 13, Wr=1,2,3, - mDHERE
Tq,LFALT L HEIAME U920, 7q,) P

6) Ulgr.q2."q,) =1+ ulgz.*q,,)

TERINLBEETH L. (6)RDulgy,q,) 3q, ¢, VEEHETS
bo FT7z, W1 ZAMMEIERER & LT, Moffits X2 PLVEP,, izl
RLY A & BRI HIB R

(1) V(P 1) =v,(P,) +I

TH2BN5L, (6)R & (7)XD5EHfE S MR L A b0 T, 2
DEHEbEBL L (DADLFBORIIHP—EDbTH D LhbH
bo MEEIHTTT 7 AN BRL KO WRGHRR (;-p) %ODT,
70T 7 AN K D EEN R ZMOR R (D RO HHTH L (8)HE
N

8) b(I—p)
Q)RFEHEDOERR L (Q)IHOMTH L Z Wb r b, (8)IHIZB W THE
HOFHORNOHRENT 2 L (DRDPESEND, 7275 L, SHI02LM

Hp R E VAL, MEEOTHREORNMNI L > THHNOEEN R DD
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T, MDATE RS QORDETVERHCLDOHNLE L,

WIS (3) AAHEBRIAE L T2 BB AR T 5. 2P af ¥ b
G FHER L TWRWA, 70 ¥ a5 E v 72Berry (1995) 13,
B)Apsa 7y 75 2R A% (Cobb-Douglas utility function) %K%
LCTwa iR L7z, fxid, QX375 77 AR CEST%) B
(Constant elasticity of substitution function) %@ &3 5KELT 1 v 7 %)
FIRA% (Homothetic utility function) & RFERIZARE L TV 5 -3 2 EA3T
Ebo RERT A v 7 WAL . EEMHBERU G, 9, q,) PHOH
BEAR7 PVQO—KFERMEL. b L IZZOHEFBEMEHRICL > THELM
LEBIHEOZETHDH, ZORE, BRI HE L.

9) V(P,.I)=1/v,(P,)

YL 0, (P) REENRZ N VP,O—RFERBEEBTH Do WBONEE &
% HPBEMEAR T 5 &

(10) log(V (P, 1)) =log I-log(v,(P,))

AELI, (10RXRbRELT 1 v 7 ZARKE 22, HIZ(10) 0B ks
bAEYT 4 v 7RHBRLOT, ZOEME LB L, HEH T
77 AN R BERL RO SEN 2R E. 10 RoBFHETH 5
ADEER Y,

(11) blog(I;~p,)

DRIZEHEO TR E ADHOMTH L Z EWbH 5,
INFTOMHPS, UTO=Z20EENPTMRETH 5, H—12, [HM
SrPTS LB OMIEBEE 7OV ] CRYERICARE S LT\ 7o dERITE I B 5
[T RO # e B OBIEET IV ] CTREIIKE SN TV REL
T4 v 7. s O HBEKIZVT LY Gorman Form & XL 5
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TaT 7 ANNDOTHEE) T T a g v MW CHAE NSRBI O OVWToER
HAMMOEEICELTBY ., 2oMESHENT(12)X T 21515,
(12) V(P,.D = (I-A(P))/e(P,)

(12)Xof(P,) &L g(P,) X litg~< 27 MVP,.O— KK TH 5. Gorman
FormB O HBE. b L <IZZ0HFIMERE S NAHHBEHD S &,
[FTR DR RDNGFHRITHE T 2 B Ofifits <7 bVP, & LR & 51258k
TEA30] Baryady VoM CRRIEESNTEZHBEHTH S
ZEDDh D,

B, QR0 [WGETE L EEORIEEEET V] L (3o [k
GHEON B L BEOBRILE T V] &, LHEFETEHEINL FRRET VL
HHANH B ED ) BFTFRHIES 230 GRORH) oflie W)Xz L 5, &
B, B2HTHMALAL LD WCEGT 7o —F %23k L 7zLancaster (1971)
FEEORRIZOWTORBIRIIEEL TEL T, F TR (1984) 138
PEDERIRKAEPIETH 25 E I HBEBz HCE2 2 2RBLTED, 20
FEZIHDC LAY R THEZONLETVOUETH S,

(13) Uv]'z‘ = 225:1 ag ZOg(X]'s> + blog([z _p]‘> + e]-,-

B, BICERLZIICORALL Q)Xo r Y a sl v MairidFERh
BT E MBI ) LI T 2HOME W) BERE L L2720,
I UREEFOMAERICINE S 2 WEEE RO, TE L7200 3 7 ok
FOMMBROHE CBSErarVal y MoMOMHAET Vs h%E
ZHZ LR TERWES ) Ire KREITIX, ZHBEROHEEICBS T 23 HE
TV ERSET B MEA MET % .

3 Bz, Varian (1992) ®Microeconomics Analysis% 2,
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4., IU7ORXBR2OMAEERICESOVWADL U312 MHHRD
SHAETILDIRET

REITlX, @8N AZHzE) 7a 7y A vk aryYas v Ntk
g E LT, SHBEROHEEICB S FAMHET VEMBES L 2 2R
Bo TOEIBREFTNERETENL, 707 7 4 VADEHEM LTI
£ o TG PN FEENRK E VT — A THRFFOBE»H—H L ToH
MTEDZENPFETE S,

RETTHESE T 2RHE TV OIHEHICOWT, 62 LOREL TB <,
#7777 AN (j=1,2,3,n) ZBRT 2 LILoTHRLNLEHEIC
WFBRBEICRDLZAMOMEZFH 2 OPEEN TV TH R, fIzIE &
LR ABEA L CHFT 2221280 KAL) &) Ak oD%
IbE723UFEEZ 25T EV) TO 7740 TH RV, KEDEDBARE &
L CIEIRERY R A DM I OBEOEARF & L CEERY OREER
W EhD B RO 1 BATHEALC X 2 5 EIRE OB L) a2 E
X, B RIEEL L OFREoPHIERE Y B L T TRV, F72.
TUT AN EERT LT LI L o CEBEMNRTHOARLTIADLELD
BEEIE. KPS AZ T I WG ey LT 50 BIEOKIEILE & [FH
U<x(s=1,2,3,,n) LKLT D25, HHEIIEWRAKETH D EMRET
5o

ST, TOT AN ERINLAZ LIS BB U, 4(x) &
FiT Do Uy ula) HCESEIEAMGEL T, cld0<c<1% 7z 3w E 35 L,

(14) (]]'LA (xj> = Z;lilasxjsc

Lo 1270, aIEE D L) O SR MET 20T %,

W2, IR LOREE (BT 7 7 4 V%RV 72500 s 1%
(Li=p) L%BOT, ZOFHBKO b L THHPRAICE 2 L) Ik
s (=123, m) OHHEERETLIDLT 2. HHT W
D7 MV ERT Bo ©E. BEH i OWAMEED(log(U,
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TUT 7 ANANOTHEE) T T a Ay Myt CHBA SNSRI HRKIZ OV TOEE

(g:))) EERL T, Uy pla,) L CESHAMMBMTHD LIGET 5 &,
ﬁ%%mgﬁf%%htﬂmﬂ@wa»%G%ﬂ%m%ﬁk&éo:@ﬁ\
W AR R (15) T 52 B LD,

(15) b(log(U; 5(a,)) = bllog(1;=p)) — bllog v,(P,)

TaT 7 ANVIOBRFUCE DT E 70T 7 A )V & RBIRL 7220 s
R X B2 CHE LA HOR B2 X 285 %R % p L£LT 5. T4 &,
W& % GbE UL 16) N TH 2 5 b,

(16) Uy=Uya(x) +b10(U; 5(a,)) )/ (1+ )
(14)= & (15 X% (16) U EAT B &,
U7>L@:zgl%@;+@@%xg—pg)—bwgvgpg»}/u+p>

AEHN, 17X 7 oEFEF O HMROHREICBSEs2a0Va (v
NI ORIHET IV E % %o
CITHRIA-FHELEOMEE L0, 1) ROP, BT A 1HE
FADF O TWRWI ETHb, Eo T, BRIV a1 v M Tld
ADRIBITH/87 A =S HIEEFATRRTH L. —T7. T T A ZFFERD
aryTaAf vy IoNTIE, TR T AN ETa T 7 AV EEZFNEIER
L7 E ORMMEAU, TH 5 (18) A3/ 37 A = I v b,

(18) AUyi=U;=Up=Zit1a,(x —x) + b<10g<[z'_pj> - ZOgUl'_pk))/(l +p)
1) NP EEE VDT, X7 T A XFFERITIZ/ ST A — 5 OHEED
THTHDLZED Db, T2, c=>1ERRE LD, HIZ p=0DHA 1L,
PROXRTIARFFERMOT FT T4 - arTaly Moo/ A—

FHEEIHEH S A (5) & (18) I —3H T 5., (18 A Te—1LMiRa &2
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Ballid, BHEOKELZENOR LS TYI—EH-EEOHTI) AV
‘7_—:“_&‘(“{)_&‘/\0

5. £&d

SENRTMELED 707 7 4 NV EEIRT D LG FiERNEA T 50
T, ZOEBLRMTXLMAETNE I Y a A v VO THBATAZ L
PLIETH D, KL TIE, TOT—<ICOWTEDDOME 2175720 $—
2. MG EE) a7 s A VEEOT Y Y a Al v Mk R L 72
T2 BIZER IS BT 2TV, TFEEREFV Uik e o
BIZET V) ] [ EE L BIEOBIEEEE T IV, [R5 BTiRok
LB OMILET V] O=ZFEEPH HRELREI L /2, 72720, TORAE
TV & BRAR L 7B 2 RGO R BER 2 B L 75 sidsa L L gt
I3Roe et al. (1996) TH . [WALGHTE L BHEOFIZEEE T V] Tldk;
B (IS ORAR A — ORI PRES N TwD LR L 72,

B, [FERETV BHLLLEOBIEETIV) ] (WSS LE
MEOBIEBEE TV, TGO E & BEOBIE TV | SEEERIZAK
FEL TV RRABBE MG Lz, Zo&E. [FHRETLV (BHEL O
MIEET V)] & [T & B EOBILEEE 7V | CIRHERIE R0 B
BOSHEERAGE S, [ FTiRoxt s BHEOMRILET V] TidhEL
T4 7RO ERIAGE SN Tz, 72720, WINOETIVHLEE
FOENE L EFFOMBEMAEED ) b ICET 2HOME & 2%
oo, 37 0BEFOMABERZTIIENE S e wiEE 2o, 2ok
DI, T HL 2 SRR SR B ICARE L 7RIS S R § 5 & & & altl) 72
DS HIN T\,

B, SN TEE) T T s AV ENRE LT, 37 05O
SHEROEEEICBSFsarVa  y MoORHET VEKE Lz F
T 70T 7 ANVORERIIL - TEL B EBEORNTICOWTCESEIR) K
EET o WIT, @RS TR L 72 LTG0 FREAIFI Db & |
[l U < CESEIZh RIS A IE L €. ZOMBESHEE 55, 70771
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DOFEPRUC L DR L 707 7 A V& B 72O WA & 5 HE CTHE
U7 E2mE L2 AE T Vid, BB FONAEROHIEICBIIL200
D, EEENEET LM OMEERE EA TS, Eo T, ERIa V3
A2 MBI TIEFEETVOI/NT A= FHEBIIARNTEETH 525, FHOES %
LBRTIAXFFER TV a A v MW TERT A— 5 OREENTRE L 72
Bo BBy LA BONIAHETIVOESL, CESHOF | HOMRE & 5
&L BERO [ O L BIEDOHIEET IV ] OEFE—HT %o

HEE AWEZEILJSPSEHITE 24K15406 DB % 51T 72 b DT,
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