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Internet Telephone IT

Internet

, 2000;Collins,2001)

(

TCP/IP

, 1996;
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store-and-forward

call-setup

1998



1T (PC-to-PC)

( PC-to-Phone) (Phone -to- PC) (Phone-to-Phone)
ITU 2001 Mason,1998 1997
1. (PC-to-PC)
IT IP
Internet
IT
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=
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1
]H[CI | =] ._nunuﬂuﬂuﬂuﬁ?n_.
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Phone Gateway Computer Phone Gateway Computer

ITU, Internet Reports, |P Telephony,2001
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( PC-to-Phone)

>

F =
r Phone Gateway
Computer

...... B A&

Desktop PC Public Switch Telephone
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(Phone-to-Phone)
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Flanagan,2000
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/ 89.6 / 89.6
1.08~1.24 0.3
23~25 1.4~1.6
2/3
8~9 5
2000~2001

2.1.2
ITU(International  Telecommunication Union) H.323
IETF(Internet Engineering Task Force) Glitho,2000 H.323

H.323 1996 Tang, et al.,2000
,2000 Databean,2000
H.323
MGCP  H.323 SIP

,2000 ITG PBX IP PBX



,2000

(

Quality of Service ,QoS

2000)

2000 Graf & Truong, 1999 Flanagan,2000

Qos
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350ms
2000
UMS, Unified Messaging Service ,2000 Udall,1998
Hassan,2000 Voice
Mail Email Fax
,2000 Benveniste,2000
IDC
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2004 1350 Deltathree.com
2005 Tarifica 2004
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40% ITU,2001 Dataquest

VolP \VoFR(Voice Frame Relay) VOATM Packet Voice
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2000 2000 40
Frost & Sullivan 2006 6,345
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0 7
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1998 2003
17% 8%-10%
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2.2

Conjoint Analysis

,1999
Green and Rao(1971)
tradeoff
Dahan & Srinivasan(2000) Haaijer & Kamakura2000) Wu &
Wu(1999) Gustafssonetal.(1999) Mooreeta.(1999) Miller et al.(1998) Dreze&
Zufryden(1998) Ali et a.(1996) Anonymous(1995) Ostrom et a.(1995)
Robin(1995) Green and Srinivasan(1990) Wittink & Cattin(1989) Louviere(1988)

(1999)
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brand name

(sales promotion) (Green and Krieger,1991)

1979
Stated Preference Method (Laboratory
Simulation) (Scenario-based Method)
Attributes Level
(Alternatives or Stimuli) (Rating)
(Ranking-order) (First Choice)
,1992
1992 (1997)
Leitham et al. 2000 Ortuzar et al. 2000 Wen and
K oppelman(2000)
Kavalec,1999 Turksen
and Willson,1995 Tzeng and chiu,1999

(Journal of Transfer Economics and Policy) 22 1
Hensher et a.(1999) Anonymous(1995)

L ouviere(2000)

(1997)
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Hensher 1988
Kores Sheldon 1988

Orthogonal Design

,1992 1994

Trade Off

2.3

Ben-Akiva 1985

principle of utility maximization

P, Plu,>u,)"itjl A
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- 2In1, =-2[InL(0)- InL(b)]
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- 2In1, >x?(N)
- 2Inl, =-2[InL(m)- InL(b)]
| . =L(m)/L(b)
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asymptotict test
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In L(b)
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2.3.3 Incremental Logit Model
Kumar(1981) Koppelman 1983
R,(i)* Pl
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Sample

Enumeration
2.4
24.1

1972

1

,2001
Weber Choquet
,1997 Chen and Tzeng,2001 Choquet Murofushi and

Sugeno 1989 Sugeno and Fujimoto,1995 ,1995  Sugeno and Kwon,1995

Chiang,1999 Sugeno et al.,1998

FOG)2 2 F(x)2 o2 1(xg)  F(x)

k i ) g() X

(g, x=[01) 15

ofdg =f (xy)g, X3) +[f(xy) - TG (Xe) +-+[F(x) - T0O)Ig, (X)) 15
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0, (%) =0 1), 8 (%)= 0 %31, 8 €X 1) = 6 €6 X0 %,})
9 (x,) 16
9 (x:)=|1[§(1+lg| (X))~ 1, - 1<x<+¥ 16
| (parameter) | >0
Keeney and Raiffa(1976) 17

6 ($)=A 0 N+ A8 (¢De (X780 (D0 @D )+
= > & 17

I>]

+1™g (g (1) -9 (X)), - 1<I <+¥
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f(x)

FOg)- f(x3)

£ |9 (%) =g/{x})

f(x5)- f(x5)

FO) |9 (%)= {3 )

f(%.1)
fxa)- T (%)
f(xrl:) g (Xn-1) = g0 ({ X55 X5 50y Xn.1})
f(xy)
g, (xf) =|g, € x x5.., x K1)
X X, Xi1 X2
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|
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Fd
18
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) A <0 ( )
g (F§= P (A+lg0e)-1 A<l <¥
15 h(x) X [0,1]

[0,1] !
(scale parameter )A
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Fd F xxl F¢
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1999

3.1
Loigt Model
o} i=1..k
KeonMyung Lee(1995)
Chen et al.,2000

. . 1€x
min a (6,(A)-=e0(+14)-

! A B(X) I e A (]

subject to  -1<A <+ ¥
I (parameter) A >0
)  A<0 ( )
o} 15
Logit Model 21
V. =b,+bx +...+ b.Xx,
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logit

3.2

Non-nested Hypotheses  Koppelman,1983

P(F2- 77 >2)& F{-[- 22.(0) + (K, - K,)|]°*},z>0
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4.1

1999

Mc Clave Dietrich  Hill, 1962

Sample Size

15

Krosece (1975)

Lohr(1999)

Z,, =196 p=e=05 S=p(1-p
%
385

NSC89-2416-H-364-003
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4.1.2

, 1992)
L(2%) Lap(4°x33x2%) 32
32
4.1.3
4.1.4
89 5 6 90 2 3
550 275
252 171
229 224
56% 20-29
28% 25%



30 70

52% 20-34
24% 24% 36%
16% 16% 30-70
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38% 21% 27% 22%
23% 30 70
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23
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Limdep

51
NSC89-2416-H-364-003
log-likelihood ratio (Ben-Akiva,1985)
25
S
2[LL, (b)-g LL,, (b%)]~c*(a k) 25
g=1
S
k=a K,- K

g=1

-2[(AB)-(LL(A)+LL(B))]= 119.636> c?2(0.1,9)=14.68
-2[(AB)-(LL(A)+LL(B))]= 69.6092> c2(0.1,9)=14.68

t a=20% t-ratio=1.28



Coeff. t-ratio  Coeff. t-ratio Coeff. t-raio
A 11900 13700 -0.000€ -0.0023 1.239%6 2.4991
B 09086 15244 00494 01892 10219 20364
07243 -17535 02772 05051 02148 0.6477
-0.0810 -1.6245
-01835 -13753 -0272C -15993  -0.2128 -2.0959
02878 -15644 -0526C -23905  -0.3897 -2.8382
-853E-05 -1.3802
-0.3212 -1.6264
B -05514 -1.6828 -0.3721 -15332
A -0.1207 -2.1231
B 02088 -1.7752 -0.2144 -2.7251
B 008219  1.4793
C 02985  -30190  -0.14903 -2.4400
B 01452 1.4241
C 02452 15114
A 01551 1.7790
LL(0) -349.346 -237.056 -586.403
LL(B ) -265.045 -218.74 -513.67
LL(C) -273.185 -228.047 -531.792
p? 0.2413 0.0772 0.1240
p¥ 0.0298 0.040€ 0.0341
-2[LL(0)-LL(B )] 168.602 36.632 145.466
-2[(AB)-(LL(A)+LL(B))] 119.636
A B C
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Coeff. t-ratio  Coeff. t-ratio Coeff. t-reio
A 0.6963 35823  1.4481 1.9396 1.2482 24072
B 0.1884 03568 -1.158¢ -1.8652 -0.3982  -0.7876
C -1.2516 -5.6404  -1.461C -4.2309 -1.3672  -5.4301
-0.318¢ -3.7134 -01834  -3.0063
-0.187€ -1.9097 -0.0973  -1.3771
05272 45040 0.2936 3.3131
-0.2242 -2.0520 01462  -2.2329
-0.2402 -1.5487
A -0.6485 -3.0266 -05453  -3.3679
B -0.3484 -1.4200 03200  -1.5933
A -0.1194 -2.2261
B -0.134¢€ -1.8872
A -0.0608 -1.5368  -0.358¢ -3.1767 -0.2609  -3.8022
B 0.3258 3.1224
LL(0) -637.695 -576.6985 -1214.39
LLPB ) -527.285 -456.3462 -1001.03
LL(C) -549.707 -479.1002 -1032.39
p? 0.1731 0.2087 0.1757
p” 0.0408 0.0475 0.0304
-2[LL(0)-LL(B )] 220.82 240.704€ 426.72
-2[(AB)-(LL(A)+LL(B))] 69.6092
A B C
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2-0.2413>0.2

p =0.1731 0.2

20%

5.2

20%

p %=0.0773<0.2

20%

20%

p °=0.2087>0.2



r2>0.2

Coeff. t-ratio Coeff. t-ratio
A 1.22404 141047  1.4991 1.9851
B 0.918094 155027 -1.6421 -2.1309
c -0.78959  -1.92344  -1.4143 -4.0885
-0.06893  -1.39611  -2.650€ -3.5374
0.50407  1.48842  0.529¢ 2.0944
-0.91064 -1.32306  -4.247€ -3.3692
A -0.6457 -3.0184
_B -0.5607 -1.72268
_A -0.1192 -2.2226
B -0.20458  -1.77004  -0.1293 -1.8161
B 0.076956  1.38689
_A -0.3542 -3.1412
LL(0) -349.346 -576.698E
LL(B ) -266.607 -456.7977
LL(C) -273.185 -479.1002
p? 0.23684 0.2079
p” 0.024078 0.046€
C
rz 02
20%



5.3

r2>0.2

5.3.1

Limdep



r?>0.2450

r’>0.2394



NL2 NL3 NL4

MNL NL1
0.9086 2.3861
(1.5244) (1.1793)
1.1900 1.9836
(1.3700) (1.2674)
-0.7243  0.0638
(-1.7535) (0.0553)

-0.0810 -0.1765
(-1.6245) (-1.4862)
-0.1835 -0.4156
(-1.3753) (-1.3874)
-0.2878 -0.6145
(-1.5644) (-1.4557)
-8.53E-05 -0.0001
(-1.3802) (-1.0463)
-0.5514 -0.8680
(-1.6828) (-1.6707)
-0.2038 -1.2809
(-1.7752) (-1.6740)

0.08219 0.1435
(1.4793) (1.4151)

408300302 0.8152

(0.t (05696) (1. ¢

46643 04013 0. 7613

(0.6141) (1.5845) ( 1. :

-48903 -37167 -0. 0629

(-0.6816) (-0.1230) (-0 . 0

-0.4249 -01147 0. 0542

(-0.7994) (-1.9624) (-1 . 2

-0.2726 -00739 0. 11486

(-1.6130) (-1.1502) (.0 . 8

-0.2185 -00800 -0. 2144

(-0.8926) (-0.9401) (-1. O

-0.0001 -2.12E-05 -4 . Z07SE
(-1.6585) (-0.9836) (-1 . 0O

-0.5828 -01166 -0. 3254

(-1.6996) (-0.8751) (-1 . 1

-0.2305 -0.0447 -0. 0973

(-1.8348) (-0.9096) (1 . 0O

00916 00199 0. 0439

(1.5555) (0.9513) ( 1. (

LL(0) -349.346
LL(B ) -265.045 -263.84 -264.944 -263.912-263.762
LL(C) -273.185
p? 0.2413  0.2447 0.2416 0.2446 0.2450
p % 0.0298 0.0362 0.0301 0.0339 0.0345
0.4064
(2.4519)
0.2030
(2.761)
( 0.1385
(2.1892)
( 0.4281
(2.1332)
A C
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Fuzzy MNL Fuzzy NL1 Fuzzy NL2 Fuzzy NL3
0.9181 1.9350 2.93140.7702
(1.5503) (1.1506) (0.t (1.2295)
1.2240 1.9000 3.4095 0.2913
(1.4105) (1.3250) (0.6418) (0.5492)
-0.7896 -0.3008 -2.8284 -7.1039
(-1.9234) (-0.3243) (-0.5870) (-0.2478)
-0.0689 -0.8673 -0.6598 -0.1373
(-1.3961) (-1.3824) (-1.5653) (-0.7855)
0.5041 -1.0369 -0.9694 -0.0999
(1.4884) (-1.0228) (-1.3488) (-0.5047)
-0.9106 -0.1243 -0.223 -0.0707
(-1.3231) (-1.2835) (-0.6213) (-1.2152)
_ -0.2046 -0.8322 -0.5864 -0.0795
(-1.7701) (-1.6752) (-1.7275) (-0.6599)
_ -0.5607 -0.2822 -0.2293 -0.0285
(-1.7227)  (-1.7387) (-1.8313) (-0.6690)
_ 0.0770 0.1230 0.0856 0.0114
(1.3869) (2.3127)  (1.4619) (0.6494)
LL(0) -349.346
LL(B ) -266.607  -265.886 -266.242 -265.712
LL(©) -273.185
p? 0.2368 0.2390 0.2379 0.2394
p? 0.0241 0.0267 0.0254 0.0274
0.4979
(1.6805)
0.3250
(1.3384)
( 0.2226
(1.4208)
A C
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r?>0.2106

r?>0.2125
MNL NL1 NL2
1.4481 1.4775 108
(1.9396)  (L7002) (1. -
11588  -1.2340  -2.2123
(-1.8652)  (-1.7289) (-1.8519)
-1.4610  -3.5698  -3.0136
(-4.2309)  (-1.4258) (-2.0472)
03189  -0.3604  -0.3769
(-37134) (-3.5312) (-3.4426)
01876  -0.2550  -0.3161
(-1.9097) (-2.2221) (-1.8106)
_ -0.6485  -0.6733  -0.7792
(-3.0266) (-2.9602) (-2.8693)
_ 01194  -0.1384  -0.1431
(-2.2261)  (-2.3055) (-2.3132)
_ 01346  -0.1590  -0.1753
(-1.8872)  (-2.0611) (-1.5089)
3 -0.3588  -0.3895  -0.4502
(-3.1767)  (-3.1433) (-3.0374)
LL(0) -576.6985
LL(B ) -456.3462  -455.34 -455.222
LL(C) -479.1002
p 2 0.2087 02104  0.2106
p 0.0475 0.0496  0.0498
0.5258
(1.5999)
0.5765
(1.8324)
C



Fuzzy MNL

Fuzzy NL1 Fuzzy NL2 Fuzzy NL3

1.4991 1.5161 1. 8 4 7 (.8930
(1.9851) (1.7030) (1. ¢ (1.7943)
-1.6421 -1.8622  -3.0813 -1.8878
(-2.1309)  (-2.1006) (-1.8699) (-1.858)
-1.4143 43909  -3.1784 -7.2915
(-4.0885)  (-1.2659) (-1.9261)  (-0.8130)
-2.6508 -3.1669  -3.2296 -7.9250
(-3.5374)  (-3.2980) (-3.2189)  (-2.1435)
0.5299 0.7659 0.9050 0.8827
(2.0944)  (-25136) (1.9299)  (2.6964)
-4.2476 -5.0472  -53722  -115565
(-3.3692)  (-3.4331) (-2.7036) (-2.2424)
B -0.6457 -0.6749  -0.5864 -0.7392
(-3.0184)  (-2.9473) (-1.7275)  (-2.7216)
B -0.1193 -0.1407  -0.1447 -0.1751
(-2.2226)  (-2.3175) (-2.3230)  (-1.6246)
B -0.1293 -0.1572  -0.1732 -0.2010
(-1.8161)  (-2.0283) (-1.4130)  (1.5769)
B -0.35429 -0.3825  -0.4514 -0.4064
(-3.1412)  (-3.0655) (-3.0070)  (-2.6390)
LL(0) -576.6985
LL(B ) -456.7977 -455.432 -455.6  -454.25
LL(C) -479.1002
p 2 0.2079 0.2104 0.2100 0.2125
p? 0.0466 0.0494 0.0491 0.0519
0.4379
(1.9602)
0.5396
(1.9897)
( 0.4236
(1.6721)
A C
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5.4

k 9 9
k 5 5
F(*) LL(O)= -349.346 F(-275)/® 0 | F(-562)® 0
k 9 9
k 5 5
F(*) LL(0)=-576.6985 F(-686)® 0 | F(-28)® 0
22 F(*) F(-2755@ 0 F(-562)® 0

F(-686)® 0 F(-282)® 0
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89 6

89

/ 1.24

2.3~2.5

17

80

10

20




A B D
0.36 0.32 0.18 0.14
0.21 0.25 0.25 0.29
6.2
Incremental Logit Model
/
/
70% 0.37 400 |5.4
80% 0.25 50% (4.5
30% [1.61 50% |8.5
40% |1.38 60% |6.8
60% [0.92 70% |5.1
0.37 0.31 0.18 0.14
0.38 0.30 0.18 0.14
0.35 0.33 0.18 0.14
0.35 0.33 0.18 0.14
0.34 0.34 0.18 0.14
0.33 0.30 0.23 0.14
0.33 0.29 0.24 0.14
0.31 0.27 0.16 0.26
0.29 0.27 0.15 0.29
0.28 0.25 0.15 0.32
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40%
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50%
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14%

21%

13%

23%

45%

16%

21%
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