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EY4SMPETHLE, BiCEXRBER AT S L
BRRMIT &, XRE BHF~RRHNE
BE R R SRR B, FEB I A BB R SR B
RBUFAAN. ABBHHABRA W EILALARHRE
ARELETRA, U ERFREARYT Hm., 8
BEFRTHEARSLR  NET KNWMEHRD, R
MRS B X TFULECABBYFS,
ARHREXREZREE, XMHFEHBRN, BAHEL
ZERMEEEESK PCRERFET/NBRFS
ENRS TN ERE LER LRAFSER
MEEBEER, TEXERED TERBLEFE
FER., XiEX MG LEE 04 b XN ¥4
EREEMHFTE.

ET#4LBCEBMBRITHFLE ZHTHE
], S ERGFREEERETEBAT G REE
FER T4 B0 A i B 7 o B, M 0 T M o 4
FRBETHOTHEAR., RS ST PR
A6 (Maximum Utility Model) 8 &l 3% & — #h BE &
RAXFEME=GRTSH SARAMAITFIE.

2 BRASHEBRABAERNREM
.3

2.1 BASHE

A B89 :2006—12—01

B4 4> 87 (Conjoint Analysis) BB B & %
& (Conjoint Measurement) j& 1964 £ g (3.0
¥ % R Luce fIFEH %2 ]. Tukey HERHH,
1977 & P. Green #l Rac S| AT HESHIR, RN
MEH RN EL N BERRR S T R —
WHE E F kY, 1978 £ F. Carmone, P. Green #l
Jain FARBRESHBR AR ST, E LML 80
FEREAANEFZHBPREB T Z RN HR
A, EAHE 0 FRMAEMRA . BRBFEH
Y.
2.1.1 BREANFNEEXRBEREXMEE

KA EAREREIBERXE~HAA
KRk, S BELH - RETRY REILHRER
EOCHEFX BB R a0 BN, &K
EEREATRASTHERF RERBBALKITH
I SR I 54 TE K - 5 95, DT X 8 — HF1E K&
RIEK T RS T, BB TR RE
EETHNEN BRENEARARBRERE™ M
FIERFOKFHER ERTHE>RHHRERT
BEWS, SHHRARER T T ERER AR,
MTABBRG AR ERKEXAG B iR, &
KRUFAHNREH R LBNBRRFAS .

BASHBEF TR RINGME N8 550
FHERAAE — R BEARMENT & EH IR
AP, HRENR B BRREENE B XLFET

XM - BEBA962—), %, TLEEEA ITIBERXFLINFAERIR K, B+ .88, HLLEEF . BRNF G,

ik 25 R,
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HTH K — AR EER N REX RO RET
BRHARETF-ITHR,MRETFILIAERNG
BRHEN, HREXT RO R LL 28R
HRZERHNENRERT B EREHHFH
BREERRD,
2.1.2 EXBRESHAE
TREEMEA SO ERRETURAT A
RPERR

1
UX)=D,Da,2,AMAAAAAAAAAA

AAAAANAAAAAAAA (D

Hei=1,,2,... m,BREmA=SRE, Rt
iﬁj=1’2’--- k ™ RYEKE;

UXOR - d G R EaBA

a; RN RYE 1 K § BEB S BRME

x; B 175 & (dummy variable) .

LM iKY ) FER xBEN LB O0,X
B—4% H K A £ 8N (main effects) i 3 24 3%
FSR, B A % 1B 3 XML (interaction effects) ,

BAAMTWENRREES R ARSIk
AR REKFHBRAEENIT 2 ZEKY
BTSN MY ACERNBH R, TR
BAAWMARARBEVERAREAZERER
(dummy variable regression) i 5 & 6 .
2.2 BASFPR=HHESHRAENHEER

EREBREINHBRD BRSO EGESE
HARMRNWETEAN. FEITENRABREGSH D
FRBUR S KT a4 BRASE NS
HARBRG TR RANRENESE, REBORLS
REFSEBRFOBP“MIFHE", BHLESH
BUE , B O] LA BN A 7776 W 35 % 7 & SR IR %5 i W 3K
WO, T HHHED,

E—RFESHEATHZN, THFEBIR

SMFRGEF = RATH R SARORL, FriER
b g 1007 G B BB B T 3 o A R R R X K T B
FMEEEB MBI TME, AR
M & A RNERA . MABARY (Maximum U-
tility ModeD , R R EEHRE LS EHEHLEMX
BORE R KK = &, %W R — 5T 88 ok 2 (Bi-
nary step function) , G AN RVBMBARE
SEATHNARAERESBIHRNT G HA XK,
Bradley Terry Luce(BTL) BRI, Z BB EN N E
REMEERFFANREREEX MRS, EE
BMESHMBEERBLR, MENHNRELH

WLEE T R B B 2R B A0 & BR 30OR K 3K BLEY 5 Logit
BHALZEREE RGBS SRR ERIER
PR, PR R B RN A R BB R R
WEETHFMBAZENSMEZRNBAZE
*LHD,

“Bradley Terry Luce & ” #1“Logit B X" )
BRERERNBANEHEACIBRPHERAR
EW , & “Bradley Terry Luce B E”h, I R “W W
MARAB.EFEENMELURMAYXEAE
HK, RAFHBMA" M E—NEBCHERES
REZLMRATMBARE - HBOHER
EMA&EESL. MR, WMRAL“FHBA" ML
—AEHLogit RE"FARNEREASRES
, MARBBA"RE-THU HERKESRE
T, HERAPAHDBAINNRIL, RERR
BARMFAE, B AB AN ERERLE 1%
B HERASREYE EFRAYHANERWR
AT BERSMARNE . T TR HER
WASEETH RN E , PR AR
NENEH MEHENFT NRERHER y=
B RE,MZEEREEREX—ROEEP Y
LEMPRORERHEFAHRELEEZL RN
B, RERE, ATTARX— R B G &

X,
BABHABERALINT .
g1,
F%ﬁ%£ﬁ$=”N AAAAAAAAA
AAAAAAAAAAAAA (2)
ﬁq:l {p, =1 é’] Uk = IWGI(U.(I))
pi=0 YU, # MuxW,(x))

n 8 i MAXF 25 B SR BB
¥
N AHBHEENFEAY

3 BARYARBMAMEELICEBRE
R TCECR 3:0) 030

EERURSPALFENEN, LPHFA &4
A AT & 60 FF R M B S R 0 9 4
B AN EITERRMT RN RIS,
WEFSLSARNECEBME-HORRA KR,
EAECEARME I ROH =R G H o6
BRX, ZHENOBRBL ™R EHETH
FREBAIKILERB . BT R RHARR
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EFFRTRSAERRNPOEMA AXERME BRAVENRE, ERRREKERARRES

EWMLECEBRERBKE 6 15, F A A
R MEKRF, TR MEL R E B> &R

XER RERTRLRE L

%1 MicxaMMERREKT

o 4% CPU&RE A A & ) & 44T
mERMN1 5000 AR 1.2G 128M 30G 1.5
REZM2 7000 # & 1.5G 256M 40G 2.0
) EBY . K] 9000 A1 7G 512M 60G 2.5
L E X5 ¥ 11000 # R 2.0G 1024M 80G 3.0
BN N 13000 & 2. 4G

R bR R A R # K 4845 , #) A SPSS11. 5
HATEX KRBT, =4 25 R E> &, BRFEX
BMFRASR B KFH EREPEREY
WL R TGE M TRBHEE 1~9 Z XX 25
FERARHTITS . HAEBIK 150 ERIT¥
ERN 255 M RBREESER, AARITRE

SPSS11. 5 (85443 #t CONJOINT #8447 447,
BRSKEAEE M ESAE, REKRS TR
MEEEEEN M AREKERAERN ESE
AN ANTELRNERARB AR (DARAKA
HRAR@,HRBHE 5 B =GN TiBsE
R, FZ2HAMTRAMARBNTHLHFHE,

2 WMEATE &GN ¥E(Maximem Utility Model)

ER¥ Brand price cpu memory nd N weigh’, ‘I Fig & HR(K)
1 WA M1 9000 #®R 156 | 1024M e 2. Okg 3.33
2 W25 9000 B4 2. 4G J28M | 3G _ 3.0kg 0.67
3 WARM] 5000 7R 1.2G 128M 0 1. 5kg 0. 00
4 a2 13000 | &R 2.4G 16M | 60G 1. 5kg 0. 00
5 mALM1 | 11000 R 2. 4G 512M 80G 1. 5kg 2.00
5 T 9000 #R1.7G | 512M 40G 1. 5kg 4.67
7 W2k 55k 5 11000 8 1.7G 128M 30G 2. Okg 0. 00
8 W2k 5 M 4 5000 K 1.5G 128M 30G 1. 5kg 2. 00
9 WAZM2 9000 #M 2.0G 256M 30G 1. 5kg 0. 00
10 W o5 M 3 13000 M 1.5G 512M 30G 3. Okg 0. 67
11 W B3 9000 # M 1.2G 128M 80G 2. 5kg 0. 00
12 WAL 13000 #R1.7G 256M 30G 2. 5kg . 0.00
13 W& 13000 # R 2.0G 128M 80G 1. 5kg 0. 00
14 WIS 5 13000 &8 1.2G6 | 1024M 40G 1. 5kg 2.67
15 WA B 5 7000 R 1.5G | 1024M 30G 2. 5kg 7.33
16 WS 4 7000 R 2. 4G 512M 30G 2. Okg 0. 00
17 WA RN 2 7000 AR 1.2G 512M 30G 2. Okg 3.33
18 LYY 5000 #®R2.0G 512M 60G 2.5kg 42.00
19 WMt 3 11000 LR 2.0G 1024M 30G 1. 5kg 6. 67
20 WASM1 7000 # M 2.0G 128M 40G 3. Okg 2.67
21 [ ELE-Y . X 11000 #R1.2G 256M 60G 3. 0kg 0. 00
22 W23 7000 R 1.7G 128M 60G 1. 5kg 4.00
23 W I; 5 3 5000 AR 2.4G 256M 40G 2. Okg 8.67
24 WA SN2 5000 #R1.7G | 1024M 80G 3.0 kg 9.33
25 FEEYL Y 11000 &M 1.5G 128M 40G 2. 5kg 0. 00

' = b
4 AEERSF P, EFNEUTE 1 HESHR Nk,

ATEEWKEHEHBE>ROTELE R
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1 35 7 9111315171921 2325
RS
M1l 25HBUFETHEARARM

MEB KB AR OE R A 1 A LU
MEBEH THLHEFEBRRMOE ‘BB ™5 187
42%), i sk & & A 25 Fh B 3= 5 bl B S
S KRB R 247(9.33%)  E=R B~
i 237(8.67%) A IR “BHIF= & 157(7.33%) 358
ARYBRIES 197(6.67%) AR B~ 67
(4.67%):BER“BE=RH 227UN)FENER
PESS LM 1773.3B%):BARBEIER 14 A
20”(2.67%) BT R“BIM= M S M 8”(2%), B+
—RCBIFEE 2 # 107(0. 67% ) 5 A HEZE BT 1961 69
BEFSTURH . $EERN=REEZROR
RO . MANT B S HEREHER R 187
IR, X R R R A, s R
BHXAERGW, Wl RE > EREXFMAE
¥4HHEFR —ESRBHEYTFHNTRLHE.
BAAHAHEAMN B RER, RE~ROM
BAE HORRAENIE, S ELENEERE
REE, AURMNTURH, N FEEECEPRE
HAEARBROBASMEEN R—ITHEE
THNHERERENE RIS KK AHESE RN
JEFE R, 48 3 A 2 BB 2 A W 3K b B Y 48 X
B, 5 o B3 A = R BR T K FF R O A R B
S TR RN F EN B BRNECE=R.

Besh, AT 3% & A AT LUR Y, B L= 4 3.4,
7,9,11,12,13,16 M 25 T B LA R AT, i
WU/ HER, X—-XHEaBETEE, JLERS
FIRFAERNXE,. EICEEFHITUHRFRX—
ki, MEAANX—EPRTURH, 2L BRE

RAEH AL 7= G, BH A B KA ERBEH >R, %
ERSXRGFHER, MEARFTEHGEERBH
REAMERAERG, BMUNZRAXKREE
B3R, B o AT AT,

5 &kig

PRI 43 o A S8 A 80 A8 U T 367 7 i
THAEAE, SHEH=HHHHER RN AW
EHEE, EEXH, TRES TR, ARKHA
MEDEFMF-RATHEFRNXBE . MEKX
ENMTHEEERE BT XENNTHE LR
B, SHEMEARERRHBE XN TR LHA
£, B2 ARELIKBORSNTEAER 4B
FERAMAEMAERNEAAF AT HEAR
B, B M S RA RLTATH.
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BAREF , 6 B BAE— 2 567 BT AE MR R 4
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BABRB T,
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4.1 EHATRH
FREMAYE BRYTERBERBHFR
BHEFETABEZRRER RLUEBRNES
ZHERKRA. ROBRAELLERRNRELREK
e, ARNAHERNLEE. RAAXTHUE
BAERIYERBARRREYEEAR, HAS
RSRNUFN SREBFERS .
4.2 ESLBEWHESER
RPBEFYNERERGREENEEL
BHEANKRY, B3 REAMNRAHATHITITE.
ERFIMFPRAZERBETSHP L, b T ¥

HEKBLRA FRSIEI Mo, BT 5%
JRERE—IAR. TSR, BEXK
WMELENS SRR, XM R EHBREMA
.
4.3 HFSHBEI®

ROAB% - BAERFAECER MERKR
¥HEMBRIMERRELEE., — I RHALSTE4E
MR, SR B A B R R, AR B
ABIEFE, MEH AR EFADBF BRI BERE.
4.4 RUEEZETSEMEXOBEHEHA

R OUR R T3 30 F 1 R 5 00 5 i
M. ET 5 ZMIEANMETEIFA, IS
2RENNE KL, NP RTBELF VN R
¥ H TRRITBRNAXARSRERESRAY
#.
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CORFBA,GE,.XHEPR HEARGHFE(M] LR . WEXEH
R4, 2003,

(IEE FREWAWAWIRIM]. LI @FBEH AR,
2033,

(NHN. I REFE[M], kM. it I EH i fR3t, 1997,

Exploruticn on Case Teaching of Technique Economy Course

XU Gong-da, SUN Rui-hong
(Shanghai University of Engineering Science, Shanghai 201620, China)

Abstract; Economy of Technique is a new rising syntactic subject in contemporary management, is also a cause that links economic theory with
technologic practices. Qut of this characteristics in order to promote the teaching effect of technique economy, the teachers must pay attention
to case teaching. The thesis mainly interpreted the action, method and organization of case teaching, and brought out problems that should be
cared about in case teaching.

Key words; Economy of Technique; case teaching; practices; method of teaching
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Forecasting of New Production for the Rate of Market Possession
Based on Conjoint Analysis

——Empirical analysis of students’ PC market

LU Shi-chang , WANG Ji-na
(College of Business Administration, Liaoning Technicial University, Huludao Liaoning 125105, China)

Abstract: The market campetition is intense day by day. If the enterprise want to be in the invincible position in the market competition,it must
forecast new product’s market shaie when developing one kind of new product. This article in summary analyzes the basic principle foundation of
the conjoint analysis, taking development of the student’s PC market in the new product market as an example, using the maximum utility
method in the conjoint analysis to forecast the new product share in the market .

Key words: conjoint analysis; market possession; maximum utility, forecasting
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