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The Effect of Product Type, Involvement and Music on Attitudes and

Cognitions toward Commercias

Student : Ching-Y uan Chuang Advisor: Chia-Chi Chang

Department ( Institute) of Management
National Chiao Tung University

ABSIRACT

There are many domains in Advertisement effect related researches. One
of them is advertisement element. This study discuss about what effect of
music in advertisement. There three dependent variables, including product
type (Hedonic/Utilitarian), involvement (High/Low) and advertisement music
(Music/Without Music), and there are two independent variables, attitude
toward advertisement and cognitive toward advertisement. Try to find out what
kind of product should use an advertisement with music or an advertisement

without music.
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Utilitarian & 5885 4 0 3553 3414 - B L RIB~p X5 o Btz
R VELERIFET A2 B2 BRRB- oL P25

B RIE HERL R B

At!
o
4
*=
F_&
i3
gl
v
-
=
[N
Gy
Iz

L

SPRFE S B KA A RR L o It R PR L REF FEonk

(Indexicality 2 Fit) 2 @il » By @ 0% B8 R & 2 € B drn WRAER £

pomR A 4 P ok | 2 SRR Aeln W L AER 4 4 2 mys L & 2
MERFFRRE R RE PRGN LG 3RS B R

o - 2w R E o

322. H e B F S
L~ feR ek A 5 % Voss -~ Spangenberg = Grohmann (2003)

G R o B AR 0 BT

-~

bt

B o 2 AT RIE o0 s FARE

LRERE B SBERASLE GRS AR AL
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323. ¥ &3

F R Rl T B 2R SRR A it £ Rl A e s

W
et
X
w

‘ml “\

SR 2 LR EREARS BIP REER R LA
BATH

AEFR A ERGRE S 44 Baraq- Ahtola(1991) 2 Onley -
Holbrook {- Batra (1991) #mi& x| £ 38 P » @ % 7 T2 p » U= &%
ik ) -G B

1 BB/ % &K
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7. F HIRA /G HIRA oh
8. £&/ 7 £&h
9. % Fleren,/ i1 Fesen
R4zl * g i apl £ 2 58 %< Lord fv Burnkrant (1993) >

M= BB AR R TR AR BRI P 4T

L R Awfdiddanlieo
2. bp ALy AR A L BE g g o

3 g rR A Nengr i g

4. iTRIR & FREbEsR e H 2 i fosc sk o
5. AFRA L AE A SO LHELR -
6. LF R L1 N ETRITBA SRR -

1. 4w
2. HyAFpRR
3. ##
4. K5 2R
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324, % %k (FAL A
T PTR R R G UL S SR L PE ATS RS
F % K 2 AR kT
Step 1: 28 A2 2% 2%2x @ ,Kﬁ—:,bg_j_{)‘/?]_%&z{ NS

Step 2 R plE TAfeL ul v XRFRBLFLLA S T R

Step 3: ¥ & wh L PIRERPWE |- > FFH Gl gF.

Step 41 #f H AT ket XAAT T - UKL R AL

Step 5 : 3 plF 10 B8 > B4 e ) T kT PE D ko

Step 6 - #*%x=

Step T HBRE > » IRH KRB TWiE- AP -

KRFREFER -0 A 4510 44

W
A

LT d - R
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33 TR A2
PRFTAAATLF LT AR EE ] R IIPT R
Excel » ¥ % Ht B Tiodc s Qi o2 B4 o ¥ 53 384
FT2=FF R8st % SPSS i 27 THE-H2 2470 AFT

TR H EREE AR R 0 e T AT

331 B HA
R S 2 R 2 A& A TR & 17 = s Fe( Frequency Distribution)

5 F A WE > B FRER P F]—»ifuv’l‘/év\ T e A

3.32. B A

FRRFE G - PR IEGRAETE Lt LR - FXRF R
- PREEF IR TPHRASABELSF - R AT T Cronbach’'s
Alpha A #ic ke xR ¥ 2 2B > 2 5 fFf - 2k &8 T FRBAfonE B -
Cronbach’'s Alpha 4/ >+ 0.70 2 0.98 2 B' 385 & & & & - 3 143+ 0.35 7]

& JF 4 TL IR o

3.3.3. 3B A %
e dor - FRENE T GURE > TATRIPIE N A R Ba RRAE
¥ fjﬁ,{ﬁ fe EFIRIE P ] B EF AL o AT 2R AT T T

% A 172 0 T & A {7 (Factor Anaysis)i & §_#% &g §oenplip] B #ic s B )
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BB GRE A R BERRET R A REE AR FF
372 E P i = A & 7% (Principal Component Analysis) ° 4 = A A 47

R R R ()R AR M- B 2 2 kT R

B bR TR ARG E 2L G ook F Ak
KE 4 HE AT B A5 HR o 3 HIR g S R T L

@k npa -

334. R 4 i B Z2 B AR T 2

FERAY R A SR YRR RS B § R
AP Tz o it ® 2 PR Ipl Rk R HA 1T T L R

iz AdeT F O[®/ o 3-3) o
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p<0.5

A 4

T stk (L)

NCR: NGRS 8
p<0.5 B & A1C1 -~ A1C2...
C &+ A1B1- A1B2...
| > i
R TR ST p>0.5 —
| CB & Al-~A2
AC & B1-B2
AB % Cl-~C2 p<0.5 ,
| Mo (T od)
H@Ha ke
p>0.5 L | S
B#AAL-C &AL
p<0.5 | 0505 > Bk
F(A,B,C)
<0.5
| 3 > E sk (T H5%)
>0.5
P R Y
p<0.5—> A % Bl- B2
B & Al-A2...
|
gL
>
ZF)F TR R p>0.5
» F(A,B)~FAC) -
F(B,C) 0<05

EEEIT 28

p>0.5

| FA) - F(B) ~ F(O)

A 4

T st (T aEk)

p>0.5

Tk F i@

\ 4

i

[B:32] = 7] % 2 #icr 1946 A2
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34. @RS

N

B OFEHRAT Y 2GRt BT R S 2 0

A R A u A

¥

&4 %5 0 Utilitarian f- Hedonic 422 » & iBl% R £ 4 % ¢ Indexicality fr
Fit 2% - & Involvement 3% > » A:EFw R > RFIZ AR ER A2 &7
e %L“ﬁﬁé}f{%“ » R ER 2GBTS é/,?%“‘ b N o S B LN S T
#= Involvement 3% i» A 3 = ] o

341, & 54w 2

Pl 5

=)
i

AP T EHEZ AN 7 ik Voss~ Spangenberg = Grohmann (2003 ) <
feo ek % > 28§ Hedonigs ™ Utiliatrian 2 7% 7> % Hedonic & 547
W] > 1% 4 Hedonic ~ % Ulilitarian 22 F4 - i+ £ Utilitarian & 547 %) o
£ % Voss + Spangenberg-fe Grohmann #73% i 2_ 45 #-4& k| 2 Hedonic
z Utilitarian A2 & 5 @ > 1= R E L BIE ©
Hedonic :
BAB
BE

£ A iy e

#fieh

\

' 2

3‘-“ ]

Ak

Utilitarian :
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7 §leren

AT AF e
TR
4F %
ARSI S /ﬁ‘fr”&ff\ﬁ_’ KEFRE :'K’ﬁ L £ 101> - H T35

i# % Cronbach's Alpha 4= :

[# :31] &2 &85 Rls %

Mean Reliability
Cronbach's Alpha
4 7] Hedonic 5.82 0.802
Utilitarian 2.84 0.799
SR Hedonic 2.78 0.619
Utilitarian 5.52 0.858

Cronbach'sAlpha 3% 5 ¥ & 2_ =[] » 7 i &3 A0 Hedonic & A& #&
M o g P Hedonic * 3278 & 5.82 » Utilitarian 327 2 2.84 5 & M AL

Hedonic T 327 5 552 Utilitarian L 3218 5 2.78 - +* Voss ~ Spangenberg f-

Grohmann s & ¥ 5 » i 7 i i & Hedonic ~ < Utiliatrian ; s fi i

% Hedonic ~ 3 Utilitarian -
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3.4.2. R F %2 mpldsk

’ 2 5’_

g

Macinnis - Park (1991) &:e 7R 4§ #2 P 3F > > f 3 &

hud

B 5

A& a B (Indexicality o Fit) » 5 7 miREBend IR £ ¢ » 2 3 %2
FARRAMFLE > & Macinnis{oPark < & v 322 2 il £ 45 45 -

Indexicality :

Fit :

B¢ ot b g B
B¢ ami g £ 5 R

PETARRLE - S FEPYIFR S o Hedonic s w2 B2 A

29 ReF 3 (HD) »a s 8&n WRMRAR LY 23 5% F7 1 F

Qe

x

b

= T B e MFAR £ o Utilitarian 2 S35 2 B 4 & o + § #FR

@

EHBIME # 5 Aui UL-U2 U3 U4 U5 5 R1B 2 > » %45 10

Ao BER BRI RS R2 THEZ Cronbach's Alpha 4=
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[4 :32)] B2 3 &k plts

" Reliability

Cronbach's Alpha

+ s Hl Efmmw %Z gg;
& 3 Al S RAE U3 Efmmw %g 2ﬁ§
Cupange o Y 8o
$pnspae Uz DO0EY o pos
S s ug Inedcdly s iy
srgsqa Us  JEOAY o s

Cronbach's Alpha &

U3-U4- U5 % &

EAR IR L 93.34% » B

R -

MrpdlnhE av T2 #F-HLy Ul-U2-

32338 HL & 5 &7 > MimEt

’észkr fj\ﬁj‘gj‘ ;«\U3%F~ﬂi 'gl\:&lb %‘F”’
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B4 3 FHEAEES

AEFNE LS rjiiR A2 FTRA T ;{ﬁ“r} 35& /i g2 TR A7
Fo SRS IRBEATER A P R AL BFEE B H =
¥R ZRRRAYT L ATR S TR R i FINBRR LT AR

T2 % o

4.1 %~ B

193 Roscoe (1975) 2. 324 » & i 2 % A # %) & 30~500 i» =+ » &
- BHEECEF 20~30 (G reBp AT T 2 p WG = - 2% 2
*2:2 5% 0 A BRAE L3005 £ 8%30=240 A

ANE Y 8k i 240 iy ehtE o 'iE'J%zii%'b‘_%zr" .

[% :4-1] & mpu)iizt

7 M s

SR SR

1. % # » /Hedonic/ 3 F # 18 60% 12 40%
2. 3 &~ Hedonic/ & 3 % 13 43% 17 57%
3. & # » AUtlitarian,” 3 § # 13 43% 17 57%
4. 3 # »~ Utilitarian,/ & & % 16 53% 14 47%
5. ®#F » /Hedonic/ 3 § # 17 5/% 13 43%



6. < ~ /Hedonic/ & & %

N

7. w5 ~ /Utilitarian,/ § 5 #

sl

N

8. M ~ Utilitarian,” & § %

18 60% 12 40%

16 53% 14 4%

16 53% 14 4%

T~ B

127  53% 113 47%

[ £ :4-2] & i Fpein it

2 I A4

Bl P BE P A

1. % #% » /Hedonic/ 3 § #
2. % # » /Hedonic/ & & #
3. & #% » /Utilitarian /4 4 #

4. % #% » /Utilitarian /& 3 %

13 43% 17 5%

15 50% 15 50%

25 83% 5 1/%

22 713% 8 2/%

5. ®#F » /Hedonic/ 3 § #
6. " ~ “Hedonic/ & & #
7. 3 ~ /Utilitarian, /3 5 #

8. ™M » Utilitarian,/ & 3 #

14 47% 16 53%

16 53% 14 47%

21 70% 9 30%

20 6/% 10 33%

o~

146 61% 94 39%
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PRHFHE IR 0 6196 5 © #5 ~ 399 A G o d R B ATIE 2 A KA

[# :43] ¢ esipng

20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55

= = = = = = = = ,J‘

24 29 34 39 44 49 54 K9
BOA A A A A A A& T

1. & # » /Hedonic/$ % % 0O 7 18 3 2 0 0 0 30
2. % # » /Hedonic/ & % % 0 +.6- 9 12 3 0 0 0 30
3. & # » /Utilitarian,/ 4 5 # 0 313 12 2 0 0 0 30
4. & ¥ » /Utilitarian /& 3 % 04 16 8 2 0 0 0 30
5. " » /Hedonic/ 3 § # 1 7 16 5 1 0 0 0 30
6. ™ »~ /Hedonic/ & & 4 0O 6 13 9 2 0 0 0 30
7. w5k ~ /Utilitarian,/ 4 5 # 0 2 11 13 4 0 0O 0 30
8. i # » /Utilitarian,/ & 3 # 0O 5 14 10 1 0 0 0 30
A i 1 40 110 72 17 0 O 0240
A 0% 17% 46% 30% 7% 0% 0% 0%
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[ :44) & 237 /2R 53t

r'g“’ﬁ%‘ii;% L8 AL 4]

1. 3 # » /Hedonic/ 3 7 % 0 2 20 8 0O 30
2. % # » /Hedonic & + % 0 2 23 5 0 30
3. & # » /Utilitarian /4 3 # 0 2 24 4 0 30
4. % # »~ Utilitarian,/ & 5 # 0 3 19 7 1 30
5. % » /Hedonic/ 3 4 & 1 1 16 11 1 30
6. ™ » /Hedonic /& & % 0 0O 19 10 1 30
7. "~ JUtilitarian,” 3 § # 0 0O 16 13 1 30
8. M. » Utilitarian /& § % 0 0O 17 13 0 30
A S 1 10 14 71 4 240
B At 0% 4% 64% 30% 2% 100%

42. B X2 R ERE AT
TR PRIE NG EE  FRAR LA AL 26 50 R AT AT
TR FRITEFRBETREW Fa LFERAE ARSI - BR G

RERELE AR R R LT R RS - R kR BRI E RS

B AR o W F TALAG R ECR AT R B R e
ERBERFAEEG SR o



BRI K2 5 R Z TR - & & B2 Principle component Factor analysis %

Cronbach’s Alpha fx = #& B2 = % o

421. & R A4
ffz B A 473 6 0 2 Cronbach’salpha % #c i % 2] %7 i 45 - Cronbach’s
alpha e & SRS M 35— RE > 2 RS BRIE AT L3 E v B AL

LF L3 - Ribo A7 %4 [ 1 4-5])

[ # :4-5) # % 2 Cronbach’s Alpha
Cronbach's Alpha

R+ R R %A
1. % # » /Hedonic/ 3 F # 0.963 0.956
2. % # » /Hedonic /& + % 0.945 0.968
3. % # » JUtilitarian /7 § & 0.941 0.943
4. 3 # » /Utilitarian,/ & 5 # 0.821 0.939
5. ®# » /Hedonic/ 7 § # 0.958 0.946
6. M » /Hedonic/ & § % 0.960 0.935
7. .~ JUtilitarian,” 3 § # 0.927 0.958
8. ™ ~ Utilitarian,/ & § # 0.906 0.943
BFRTR 0.977 0.964
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REGBBREWMEREL 0977 R 2wz FHMEZAE S 0964, &) 2

Cronbach’'sAlpha 4 08> M4 » R E2 B R &7 22 R -

4.22. TR A7
TR AT G0 AR F 4% Principle component Factor analysis > 41 *
MDA FETF RALRERIFEE > H P AN A FF IR
¥ ik $IE 2 i#;gk};t o o175 % o 4o dp 4 1A B Component -
Component 1 ( B £ it & ) : Eignvalue=7.642 » Variance=50.950%
Component 2 ( & £ iw4e) : Eignvalue=5.096 > Variance=33.972%

H Component matrix 4= [ % - 4:5]

[ % : 4-6] Principle component Factor analysisz. Component matrix

Component
1 2
B4 EE-1 906
R R R-2 912
R4 R R -3 928
REER-A4 927
R4 R-5 930
B4+ R-6 927
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-7 914

=3
u
=

920

=
u
&

O
o

-9 906

=3
u
=

R #3uae-1 904
R % uie-2 935
R % 7u4e-3 938
R #3use-4 940
R % u40-5 909

R 4 3250-6 .885

ZHHNR LR AL L BPAIHT - s 2 A5 R B A H R
Bl Hiddde [£ 1 47)] 4 R 2 R 2 B8k 4o
EEFRE
v A FuRpu] 0 F=297.585 - P<0.001 ***
v xR F=3973- P<0.05*
v 3 &£F # :F=72080-P<0.001***
v ASREX G EF % F=7461-P<0.01**
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M;

AN
X

&5
=

(] 2

¢7_.

Fif B X

g )k

W AREX G5 2 F=4172- P<0.05*

M~ 2R - F=0.464 ~ P>0.05

] A% 3 £5 % F=0.000 - P>0.05
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(% :47) %2

[y

LBz FG R EEAF S

Type lll Sum of Mean

Source Squares df Square F Sig.
Corrected
Moddl 294.890(a) 7 42.127 55.105 .000
Intercept 4033.489 1 4033489 5276.050 .000
A &5 S 227.500 1 227500  297.585 .000
R i 3.038 1 3.038 3.973 047
R 55.104 1 55.104 72.080 .000
A &3S

354 1 354 464 497
o~ FER
A &3S

5.704 1 5.704 7.461 .007

R R
o~ FER

.000 1 .000 .000 993
R R
A 55 5
Mo~ RE R 3.189 1 3.189 4.172 042
I E
Error 177.362 232 764
Total 4505.741 240
Corrected
Totd 472252 239

Dependent Variable: A& £ i &
*** P<0.001; ** P<0.01; * P<0.05
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#

5

g A AR A RRK GRS BERERE T

(%
D
)
e
<k
[
-

Pedk 2 T Fhde [ 048] o Hork ¥ LG

Yol ~ARR Y AN GRS %% F=4156 - P<0.05*

VRS % RS # A~ P F=11.682+P<0.001 ***

[# 48] AL A2 HEWHIT T sah i Tdf &

Typellll
Sum of

Mean

Source  Sguares df Square F  Sig.

Hedonic. 1:60751
Utilitarian 1.581893

[EEY

1.608 1.6530.201
1 1.582 2.8410.095

+%%07°0.708745
&5 %  2.834979

1 0.709 0.8370.362

1 2.835 4.1560.044

[
7
e
5y
L
)(.
~=$
E-)
ml4
\.}%:

® 4~ 0.181481

o~ 8.712037

1 0.181 0.2320.631

1 8.71211.6820.001

Dependent Variable: B 2 it &

B HAHEH LT EF R E L
]

43

BT HAHE %A &t

B BRFE [ 049] >k HFHT



N -
hx }/ ~
PR R i

N
)/
s
(w,
[
Qﬂ
*“—*H

H 0 F=45.289 ~ P<0.001 ***

E:0

Utilitarian 7= 7 » FF2. 5 & § % 1 F=63.636~ P<0.001 ***

Hedonic & & § & pF2 7 ~ 42 &  F=4.092 ~ P<0.05*

Z_ A& &3 % L F=94.391 ~ P<0.001 ***
Lk

Z_ A& &3 % - F=129.471 ~ P<0.001 ***



[# 49) AL iRz HHHEWI B ahhTdf &

Typellll
Sum of Mean
Source Squares Square F Sig.
A S5 5
o 1S~ P
7R 33.09 33.09 45289 0.000
25 2.63 263 2726 0.104
IERES
i~ P
Hedonic 2.63 263 2726 0.104
Utilitarian | 33.58 3358 63.636 0.000
RN
b
Hedonic 4.27 427 4092 0.048
Utilitarian 0.10 0.10 0310 0.580
A SRR Y
b R
® 56.93 56.93 94.391 0.000
i 98.53 98.53 129.471  0.000

Dependent Variable: B 2 i &
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[# :410) AL iRz T3oE 2 A

G

AEAEY O R G EI® Mean  Std. Deviation N
Hedonic i IR 5.4333 87555 30
B3 # 5.0148 1.07755 30
Total 5.2241 99601 60
RS IR 5.3630 1.01832 30
FE 4.4815 96129 30
Total 4.9222 1.07771 60
Total R 5.3981 94221 60
# 5 4.7481 1.04749 60
Total 5.0731 1.04435 120
Utilitarian % » R 3.9481 83339 30
B # 2.4519 60079 30
Total 3.2000 1.04308 60
B R 3.5704 94314 30
B3 # 2.5333 53119 30
Total 3.0519 92159 60
Total IRE 3.7593 90271 60
RE# 2.4926 56373 60
Total 3.1259 98288 120
Total iy IRE 4.6907 1.13091 60
A3 # 3.7333 1.55504 60
Total 4.2120 1.43670 120
RS IR 4.4667 1.32811 60
FE 3.5074 1.24812 60
Total 3.9870 1.37072 120
Totd R 45787 1.23341 120
FE 3.6204 1.40860 120
Total 4.0995 1.40568 240

Dependent Variable: & £ i &

\

FI% (% :4-10] R 2GR PTHER FELP i 7T DE2L 0

oo T OLE AR AR o AREX GRS #2034 [R o 41) -
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4.4, B £ a0k 7
¥R 2 s AR = FF R R EaiHRB A B P Rl

Hz B8R > B54e [£ 1411] - $30R L i@ Bk 40T

R4 1 F=6.621 ~ P<0.05*
v 42k 0 F=77.246 ~ P<0.001 ***
v 4 &% % :F=6063P<005*

v A SAE% R, F=13.951 « P<0.001***
A ST K M AEREEF=0.429 « P>0.05

L]
(] #r4Bx 4 &5 %' F=0031- P>005
L]

A SRRk O~ 2R X 3 & F # 0 F=0453-P>0.05
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[+ :411] & 43

frz 2 T3 R PSR

Type lll Sum Mean

Source of Squares Square F Sig.
Corrected
Modd 142.604(a) 7 20.372 14.971 .000
| ntercept 3868.051 1 3868.051 2842.475 .000
A S5 S 9.009 1 9.009 6.621 011
o~ AR 105.117 1 105.117 77.246 .000
IE SR 8.251 1 8.251 6.063  .015
A 55 ]

583 1 583 429 513
M~ AR R
A 55 ]

18.984 1 18.984 13.951 .000

K-S
Mo~ AR R

042 1 042 .031 .861
K-S
A 55 ]
o~ AR 617 1 617 453 501
} R
Error 315706 232 1.361
Total 4326.361 240
Corrected
Total 458.310 239

Dependent Variable: B £ 37
*** P<0.001; ** P<0.01; * P<0.05
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40 A AT o ARAEX FOES B AT ERE S A - A3

FREAT HFH P ALY ¢ § £ #F=1062-P<001** > it~

~N

HARER AT e 0 [4412) PlE ARFUE G R BE BT

SRR R EIER 4 insed L B FF=70.83 P<0.001*** .

[# :412] 2 54 * 7 &F #2HWH3 29L& 4

Typelll
Sum of Mean
Source Squares  df Square F Sig.
j R
Hedonic 1.10 1 1.10 0.62 0.4338
Utilitarian 26.13 1 2613 14.60 0.0002
A AR
R 0.92 1 0.92 0.50 0.4804
#£5 ¥ 27.07 1 2707 1553 0.0001

Dependent Variable: 7§ 2 35
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% 1413) B4 ndrz TiaE sz LB

A 4R oo AR KSR Mean  Std. Deviation N
Hedonic M~ 7R 3.2667 1.21501 30
£g # 3.1500 1.03701 30
Total 3.2083 1.12145 60
B~ 7R 4.5667 1.15437 30
£ % 4.3000 1.35217 30
Total 4.4333 1.25370 60
Total R 3.9167 1.34546 60
£ % 3.7250 1.32796 60
Total 3.8208 1.33459 120
Utilitarian 4~ 7R 3.0944 1.26981 30
£ % 3.9000 1.10779 30
Total 3.4972 1.24929 60
B~ R 4.3889 1.13911 30
£ # 5.4500 1.01818 30
Total 4.9194 1.19733 60
Total R 3.7417 1.36247 60
g # 4.6750 1.31285 60
Total 4.2083 1.41227 120
Total M~ 7R 3.1806 1.23519 60
£g # 3.5250 1.12907 60
Total 3.3528 1.19096 120
B~ 7R 4.4778 1.14053 60
£ % 4.8750 1.32078 60
Total 4.6764 1.24484 120
Total 7R 3.8292 1.35115 120
£5 % 4.2000 1.39871 120
Total 4.0146 1.38478 240

Dependent Variable: B £ 37

F1r [£ 1418 RLBERGDTIHER FERIP wi > B7 A K55

#o BT e 2 A fidhe [R104-3] 0 A~ ARARAF I RE L

=i
E:)
ly
\.\'ﬁ
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[®:43] 2852 5 &5 #HA 2 RTLT 2P
7
6 L
b - 2 > g
AutL )
w 4] 3. 74 AR R
g | 3. 73
2 L
1
Hedonic Utilitarian
R
[ :44)] HrmRER 2R FLLE
7
6 -
5 4.68
&
w 4r 3.3
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45. FF§ BB AT

B2

R A A FGR L R T B EFRE Hedonic ihT 350 5 543>
W~ A2k T en Utilitarian 2 & 0 7 & 5§ %
HRELUERTRFPE 3 5 %2 T0@ 5 359 &5 #aTivE s 2450
A #chHedonic R4 RAEHAE L EAT HFRE BN A
i o 5 4485 M~ 2R T30 % 501 A AT BB LY > B %A
AR BAMH AR DOFA ARFHETRLBRT EFERS
B M~ 28 T Hedonic &2 & 3F 125 2 4.48 > Utilitarian L 5/ 52 253 i«

M~ #22 pF Hedonic & &-chE3aim 5501 > Utilitarian < 351 % 245 -

B LRI ARG Rk B B F)F 2T i

FABFLB o ie- H A ¥R Utilitarian 2 57 - § 23 2HA 20
T HEFRE P S ROR L TOE L 374 B #0R £ T L 468
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