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The Consideration of players in buying the physical lottery tickets
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MY TS ERAERK - REZBITEIEGHFL - 2008) < THEK - BFET
%> MEZERITHE (TEENYENTEEETYR) FSFsEssl - s (es
B BEHBEARER - HE T FEAREEST - ERPRP = H IRE SRR
Pk MAERTE K - AT ERBERBUTER - BMERSTESTINEES
SHRE » BEEBRITRRGEEARERE - TEHAL (2008) AEHEREFIREMsRE T
SEHIMSE - RBIEZE ST AR EESEI AR P B S H R SRR R SN
e o

SEFEAN (2006) HHEERNENYZBEENERNGEZLES - dF
FEBF  PYEBRTEZ - I AIEI000E40007T2 8 (67%) 0 BhZE LIk A
B - MM B/KER BT ER LUK - FERNUBES /MLERS - £
BHRORERE - BEYZEWRMERRE  ASEBERRAREIFEU L - hfEE
REIEF - BRBESHEIKA > BAPEZHEARAIONLT @ BEPEN T T
EERIEERSE (BRI - W EBT) - RS ERAEIE - M (ibid.) 3
BYHENFENSSEFN > BETYEFEHET Al THEER  mfiaEkan
HEZRES] - HETIER T BEFIGINMBUR AT - BEBEAMESREETSRETES
HERE - BEEIRKBEARABSGKEIGIN  AFIHIBC AT IR R € LAB [ SR
R REFEETSEEERANEREN > BXREE—SEENEEEETENER -

RHE TSR AR RS AR TISRE
(1) BORMRE
BV ECUNRBRET FERATEMG TR BTH I ERIISBUT g
EAERY) IERTRIME M BECR - FIBRTREVE - ERIN—EEBEEE -
BEVETSHRARMTEREES » FEETmBl - hiEsh - BEYETMER
EHHTES > EEREBEVFERIBORM -

(2) DR
BRPENS LNBRENSHRER TRERY - BEPE TS LHEANHE
RTHEE  FERREARER  CERFTEELNEIIMENRREA - RUZER
N —RERREES BT R - EBUTHIECRIER » RERRRBEAEEESA—/ T
BEEEA > ARNEEAEE - EREBFVETBNIARY -

(3) EHEMEETISMENT
REY R TS EREBAETRIMAEEN TSN - BefEfTRMNM ST RO
— - ST EEEEBYERTEETETERRESHTE - Ak 85
BBV RERTHENFRATINE S - SEIMMTIETR A SRR - AHEHERA -
WHEBRNETEIN > BETETSMUEREEE - ERTAHIEMRE R ATEEY
5t BB EHERELRHEEENER - W RER ATttt &%
BRI T EERREE S -

(4) IRLERFRL
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BEYERMET - 30t - F# - RERER—8 > BRAREHRTEESRIRES
A o AR OEEEHE—E - BRI REESE AR - BEREVYER
BA% > RETHHES  GTRATRERIRE - BEEEYESET SRS
ZORERD  EEARERHFETEEIESEAE T ASEEAN AR E AN
B HAmM - R AEE - RERE B ERITIROBE PR IF—{0IRE%E » IR
et e —HER - BEEEYES NS BT 2.0 NS IRENE% -
HEIRZEKEFETRITER B ERE CHEMF R » DERE—0EE  TiE > &
BERFOENERRITHE - [AF  BEEPEUAIDMERS E—EoBRERE
RIS LEE > ARSI TR & ERSAE -

(5) ESRIFFH

B 1994 FEBRITHEERXETHERBEZRR—RTREVELR  BEPYETS
AR - EEEAREL - TREEEE - BTAAFIEIRERE - BEPREXDK
REBEXETISIESE 2R -EXNWEEHERES  ZHE  BRESKENER
FE - EEMETE T LA ST GG SRS SBRAHETES - HEA
HEGSERREEREENES  REFTEERREM —EMNRERERHE - 5
—AER > BhEEH SRR BIFEaRTRETE 7B LENRERER
MEERREE ARERE - JOEPUt & BRI RER -

W& T

RGeS BN R R ERE P ERN B REEMRER  EEE L
EMSEEGSEIER  BEMTE—EEREIMEt T LR - EResitiif E#ERER
G (conjoint)— EARFMERR A FHIBN - EREBREY  BETEESSEENE
B fFERMEHERET  FRETE EEHIESE ERE F AR (trade-off) > LEE—(H
HER B R IF RV RS E MR - W EREEER AL - Toombs k. Baily
(1995) BRSOt EEEE RSB E RS VSRR AT HARB R E S
HEEMSFHEEERIN R TE - AETFEBEEF IS EE MERRREE - 7
THRBYENEHERERERTTRE - BB NEEEE - EHRAEFEREEK
ft - REFEWIT (empirical study ) TEMIILEST » SRA T B ST RKEE T RIZER S
B) ESEEHOEEAKT  IREHERFREE - SERIERIF SR - TRERSER
HMERNHEE  HEENEEESHECARBEZFNER  FREEARETREER
(Amirani and Baker, 1995; Moskowitz 2 A_» 2001, Jensen, 2008) - Fh& 4347 HESK FE FH & &
B2 (B HIRE BIIE T HER I K 2B % (Gibson, L. D.»2001; Bennet, Roger, and
Barkensjo , 2008) ° T AT 32 HH 2R A BE ot BRAR TS B 14 S B 1 @ BB B RUEE » o ATRS SRy
R E ST -

K& 4347 (conjoint analysis) 1 0] DRSS & 534 (conjoint analysis) BGATIARFA,
43 HT(trade-off analysis) (Wyner, 1995) - Gil & Sanchez (1997) f8-EFE 0 TE MRERER
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et > B e A SR EREN — RIB G TSPt - 35— > EREMBEE
KPR E B A T A B AR RS T E -

Bk 5 20 AT il P S — {1 e B TR A9 2 v AR B M RS SRV IRAT IR R 5 5
(Hobbs, 1996) - BR T BETEANEIIET FMEE LBEREES - EEREESNNEE
1t BHER B A B aXe 6 BUE An AR ¥ B M(Diamantopoulos £5 A » 1995) - FF{iiH
FEFEFHR T S EEE R E S EE LR R - — eGSR REEa e A E
BEEIM{E S ERRAAL - RS EEE 0N TR - KRB ERE
BN - MERRFE RV ELBERIES - DS oth BER IR RlEaE
BRE AT R E MR EOAE N RSB EErELEELS - BEHE
W BRSO ER R PR A T IRERSEENEN - BREESER
B EERSRER  FAUBEENERWER (Levy,1995; BREF A » 2003 ;
Ko00,1999 ; Koo et al., 1999; K00,2004) -

BE TR C SRR S TEERHEEEER T 1R E MRS
B A LA E B R YR - IR E SR B M E I (trade-off) BYEE -
ERRE MR R E S SR RAZER - TR EE T R SR K
SR AR AT RYEE A s IR B E R R BRI (B SR - (5 R SR R 2R B T ER
TERIRY - FEEUM » BhE& S rRENG & B S sk AR S B M 8 mRUAE BT B iE B 2k » W TREREZS
R ERRA TR FHRIAIR B RE - BEMEE LRI ESE(Toombs & Baily
1995) -

BET R SEB MR EEY - THEBMERAHES (range) - BlESHERE
BB R EERBRGLNE > WATE B MR EENAIATERTIE 38 2 (Okechuku,
1993) -~ BF&ATLL T RIEEERFE R (Levy » 1995) -

o BMAYEE (utility of attribute) : ER—HHFFRE THEREHEREE
g?gfﬁ@  ERFERMRIEEEE - ERERTEEE  SRERTR
EfE -

o BMAEZE (importance of attribute) : & ZFH{ARIBEME P B &= EEE
@R B R ERZEE TR AR -

BRI Nees J¢ Gerhardy (1994) RURRIL > BES O AR B B HAAURELT K
FEERAE BE - Arias(1996) TR ABS OTCBENSFERIISMIRIMER] » SEHE
EAEEL  ERMEES  (UBREH ERSIRB B ARRSR - R—EEHN
fibFIR [F] B 4 (homogeneity/{R & > T [FIBAZ B[ HY P H P (heterogeneity) th /R & (Vriens
Z A > 1996) -

Bt & HTRRE

254



HITHMERERRRSHENATEBRA MR &R BB R EE RN
kBERBR  WEARAEENTEZBEMIENRR  HE SPSS EEANIERZ ST
(orthogonal design)ZE 4 FAEFTFRHIZER FZAE G (profiles » RHTHF) » APk ZREIHHH
FEHEB-EFREEESREENEFT Y Re0BE-—-87  thAIRHERRE
K- FREBHPERBES AR EENEERBES - BAREITS
7 WRIER BRGNS EREES S REEEEN TR SIS E—
BT -

EHPERRESEEEARRBIEERIIBLHZ - B (conjoint) KIBMHES
FEELHEPENER  HEARET D - e a s B R R
JNEEES - RS - BERRSE - B ERE B AIE - 20 : BRI - - & -
M&E 0 RESPEIA ~ B~ NRERPHE » £F - IIRRARERSITE © BESHE
B E—E I #Ir kT - R AR AT SBEGIEE A [MaEIatrEELuE
17 - SPSS MRS B GEEGIMHEERE P EREERXNEES BFEL
K REBARESEHREANEEIBET RN - S5 > @5 REEHNEERE
MR EES B AT REE - ERMEER T REE N SHIME - ARt B BRI
AT EB I ERAIE SN EF o - RARES BT TREAE SRS RN e
Rk o (ERBRE I BHER S -

WRT Rt

BT it L WP ERIERAHBIEER - BT T 55 MERT R (foous group
discussion) - /MR RIS ENYEERER - (FRYTHRERR R
A B R P A SR B % B0 S TR - D TR MRS
BB BB BRI

*® 1 REBRERBEEX

B BRI ER

F1 BERAR BEERE FERkEE - BRE
BEHGR FERREE - BRI
BERG ZERRGT  BEE
BERG TEEREE  BRE
F2 EfZ I EmEif ESEES
EmEILl EEEE R
EmEiil EREED

F3 BEEAH REEII REuh

BEAN EE

BE G ML

BEH HRIERIT
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F4 thig R KB EH IR RIS AL PR BER
PSR KRS RD RS 58]
IR KRR EERIK - S8R
PSR MISE AL REERIK - BB

F5 DR Em AER =
NHER P
AmER K

F6 58amaR: sripRErs BBEIME - IR E
DIERER BEAE - REHE

oIS BENE - RESGE
EERs BEALE - REALE

MEREEPERERBEBXERRIG  HEIAE T =82 E TR
B (@x3x4x4x3x4=2304) - iy SPSS WIERSHTES T —TLEAERMEES - 76
EEAFEP AT U TEERAZE (BIET 342 A \EhREREStL) ¢

> MRl B [70.6%] Z [29.4%1]

> FEs 18 FE 30 5% [25.8%] 31 & 50 5% [61.7%] 50 pELA L [12.6%)]

> B B4 [35%] B [13.1%] AR [14.7%] HAth [68.7%]

> BEASEFHEKA: 1000 TLAT [29.0%] 1001 Z 3000 7T [61.6%]
3000 JTLA |: [9.4%]

> EEZERE PRI [9.1%] EH [47.6%) KEBR[FEEFEHLLE [43.3%)]

> BERSHEWNEPE: HEEEYE [79.3%] HEERIEE [9.7%)
FTREEVE/FEEFIFE [11.0%]

> BRATHEBESIEE: 100 TTLLAF [31.0%] 100 % 500 T [52.9]
500 Z 3000 7 [13.3%] 3000 S | [2.8%]
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HHFERER

#= 1 BEoRETaER
BfEET | SRR
[TT S EmRiT - BRkr 0.832 1.057
FEGRSEE - mET -1.677 1.308
BEGRET BiEE 235 1.308
SERREE - BEE -8.390 1.308
F2 EEEES 1.498 962
TR R -339 962
EEEES -1.158 1.150
3 Eitas ] 7.141 1.057
] -1.793 1.308
Bk -.869 1.308
HEEERT 4478 1.308
F4 HESEPRR - 888K 4.838 1.057
ISR - 8B8&/) -6.100 1.308
hEEHERE - 84K 633 1.308
ISR - 88N 629 1.308
F5 =1 1.496 962
th 147 962
3 -1.643 1.150
F6 BEAHE - /85 FE 6.908 1.057
BERAE - RESE -1916 1308
BEHE - R HE 1.063 1.308
BETHE - RS HE -6.056 1.308
GE 51.319 872

®F& 1 AIEEIR B EEQtliy)2 %D -

AR 2 RET ST EBENEREE  FrEYERE TR R B
& 100 > EABERERET @ REREEERENBEERERR - fHHNS » &TE
BHBUHERPENARER @ ERIAFER

x2 BErYERMNTYEEEE
EEME
Fl EEZERR 24.13
F3 BE A 19.18
F6 8% 18.07
F4 rhi3a 5 i3S 4E 17.93
F2 EESLZTTAL 10.44
FS Qs ERR 10.25

R 1 WEE L R EY S R EireR  DITR—FIET - BE
by o RS FEREUERERE - TRRE - B BERBERENORERS S
B RS (BE LERNESEREBNAS) » AR | PR BN AE
BB MR EESERAER & EE AR SR8

5132+9.83+1.50+7.14+4.84+ 1.50 + 6.91 =83.04
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R LIAE | WEEBAGTEREY ERAEEEIrREE > UTE —5RE
= B EEEEY > ERREERITRE - IERE - B8/ BEESYENLS
HEREMSEENRRERNTENES (BE LERNESRREES) - mR1 ¢
HYEE &R E X EESENE R EEER SR8

5132-8.39-1.16-4.48—-6.10—1.64 — 6.06 =23.49

FIA RS EARBEAZE A EHSMS 125 MR A EES BT LUH
T- IS B 2 E H(Oneway ANOVAYSTTEE —F YR S T R EE By
BESHE R EEETZR (Norusis »  1993; Babbie > 2004 ; FH¥g - 2001 ; &% -
2000 ; ZBHRE - 2000 ; 5RAZFE » 2002) »

B FIRMERWERIIEA T e a8 VRV ERERIEE M F
RS R REERS TR RSB B IE R THREaEE =0 (FBE
R 0.04) >

=3 ARMERISER L TR EE
AELARET B
il {EE T8 it e %ﬁéﬂf
sex | 75 I3 8 2
F2 hrllzgonallce 1.00 & 218 10.6234 5.90097 39966
of EauEICL 200 %« 85 9.3051 4.58507 49732
Fx4 AR ER S TURVE R AR T AE

Independent Samples Test

Levene's Test for Equality
ofﬁ‘riances t-test for Equality of Means
F Sig. t df Sig. (2-tailed) | Mean Difference
F2 Importance  Equal vaniances assumed 7133 008 1.853 301 065 131833
of RS TTI  Equal variances not assumed 2,066 195.905 040 131833

it 3 BB 4 JUBRISHEEIEHTREELS U RE R R R IR
K> FRAEESEE RS EREE R  HREVESITNIE BB 5
Y R EN S TO M EREBIE - (RER R EABBEA T ES - BHEYRELNE
PRAEERR 7 1 3 ZIb - RHEPES TR BRI S E -

IR T Mo e E 2 A SRR TS BIEN Z R R G (R ELL
WP MEANN TS ENER R EEER » ERABR T2 Z(Oneway
ANOVA) ST » FIRFE 7B 1E %5 b E R #5:2 (multiple comparison error) » 7758
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EYOATHFLE Post Hoc Z & fE# 3 F T Bonferroni & - LU NS BEOT REERER
EIRH B 8E=ES] 0.05 B ZRIRER

xS NE FEEE R R RN E R T2 Z8 i
ZE
#5284 F1 Importance of BAZRH%
Bonferroni
95% {E5EIE Y
e fEES 1) age Ein PR (1) | EHERR EE A T& i
1.00 18%30 2.00 31250 1.17300 1.30139 1.000 -1.9592 4.3052
3.00 S0ERLL L -3.37604 1.89823 229 -7.0447 1.1926
200 3125058  1.00 18F305% -1.17300 130139 1.000 -4.3052 1.9592
3.00 S0BRLAE -4.54904* 1.71264 025 -8.6710 -4271
3.00 508%LL £ 1.00 18F30%% 3.37604 1.89823 229 -1.1926 7.9447
2.00 31FE505% 4.54904* 1.71264 025 4271 8.6710

* TR R 05 KHERREN) -

5% s PRI LIBEIEETE 50 SR LMK (31 BRE 50 5%) FEfFREE R
RERER » FH EFRNPRABEEERR - ZRFHES - TSR EEN
AR -

*6: TEM AR B EE % AL B R BB A
SHEILE
%80 F2 Importance of B duZFitik
Bonferroni 5
(@income A () income AL . . 95% 15 FEE [
BEEMA HSFEERHA FigzR () | s | BEEN TH b
1.00 1000%L 2.00 100123 21102 70835 1.000 -1.4943 19164
3.00 30008 L1 E -3.10368* 1.17585 026 -5.9345 -2728
2.00 100130008  1.00 1000%LLF -21102 .70835 1.000 -1.9164 1.4943
3.00 3000%LL E -3.31470% 1.10023 .008 -5.9635 -.6659
3.00 3000BLL F 1.00 1000%LLF 3.10368* 1.17585 026 2728 5.9345
2.00 1001 Z3000% 3.31470* 1.10023 008 .6659 5.9635

* R 05 KMEREEN -

® 6 NERBERUBABSHPREGELRS THERER  ERREFHE
§ RIS AN EY EH e S M REC EES TR E S
BRI FPYENUA RS - KSR EEIRE -
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=17

N A& R P iR R SRR B TR BT

HE LB

BB F4 Importance of FR¥SRE #8245
Bonferroni &
O lottery BE&S () ottery FEE &% " 95% (S 3¢
HE P HIE = PIgEE (1-]) AEHERR BHEM & R
100 FEmE e 200 TBIRaATr -2.59814 1.40846 198 -5.9884 7921

3.00 PEEEEH

e g 3.58998% | 1.33507 023 -6.8036 -3764
200 TEME 100 FREE = 2.59814 1.40846 198 -7921 5.9884

3.00 PEEEEE

B -99184 1.82267 1.000 -5.3792 33955
300 FEEEDE 100 TERETE 358998%|  1.33507 023 3764 6.8036
+ thEtEA IR 200 HEENME 99184 1.82267 1.000 -3.3955 5.3792

YR ERL 05 KEEREEE -

JRSCHEHEGET ABZREEhEFORMME TR HER

=0 e 1
H AR IRE

BHEER  AEE

FEREIERRRE 1% B FRER TREUENENT R WIS = HEREE T
BRF2#RENT - SRR RS YRR RSB YRR RS
MEEMER NS ERERETEENEERGS & -

SORE=IHBBARR (H: B2 - RSSENBEYESHE) R TR
SR EEE T SR

PREVEBENEEN FEEEER Wt B
B2 A5y TH BRI R E K #E (discerning factor) »

7< 8 AR B AR R B A AR BRI A Lo
RXF
age
100 18%5305% | 2.00 315058 | 3.00 SOBRLLE | 484D
60 156 33 79
24.1% 62.7% 133% 100.0%
16 14 1 31
51.6% 45.2% 32% | 100.0%
5 2 7 34
14.7% 64.7% 20.6% 100.0%
81 192 41 314
25.8% 61.1% 131% | 1000%

8 I RAMERE&ER (Pearson FHEZEM =0.004) - TEBERFITTEOY

KEFHE (18 B&E 30 %) NEZ - MEIEBEREYE

%) E% -
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x9: A FIRAZ B AE A R RS AR BRI A AT

LIE
job B
1.00 24 | 200 B8 [ 3.00 5 | 400 HAih il
8 32 33 172 245
3.3% 13.1% 13.5% 70.2% 100.0%
2 5 9 13 29
6.9% 17.2% 31.0% 44.8% 100.0%
0 3 2 25 30
0% 10.0% 6.7% 83.3% 100.0%
10 40 44 210 304
33% 13.2% 14.5% 69.1% 100.0%

®IMFHEZEEN (Pearson FHFEZE M =0.042) » TERBEEFIZTHIE
FEREHNES - TERREREVENHEREE - HeRESEER RS PR a0
HH - BREEIE  EEAL - BHE - REXR - FEAL BIFARFE -

% 10: T [EIBAZ BRI B A KH BIRYAE AT
P& 3
income {AASHPFHEA
1.00 1000 | 200 1001 | 3.00 3000

BT | 00k | MEME | g
70 152 1 PER
b 41 %%’ﬂ% 29.4% 63.9% 67% | 1000%
WEY 0 TERIE 7 m 8 7
A g@%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ 24.1% 48.3% 27.6% 100.0%
300 PEIEYR  fE% 9 19 5 33
+ FERHER e 273% 57.6% 152% | 100.0%
ey a8 86 185 7] 300
e 28.7% 61.7% 97% | 100.0%

& 10 RGMERHEERT (Pearson RHEEME = 0.007) » TEBERAEZEN
FEREWHA 3000 TTLL EHES - FEBEREFTZENZRTHERAZ 1001 JTE 3000
I .

= 11: FEIEEZE B4R B B2 FEAR RIHIAE X 5347
THFE
educ EEERE 0 |
1.00 FIF ]300 AERRA

RO | 200 Eh | BAERNL | g
[Tottery . L0 THREER =S B 21 105 115 241
ik el oL 4 87% | 43.6% 717% | 1000%
;&f@% 20 TR S R 0 18 10 B
%%%%%%@ 0% 64.3% 359% | 100.0%
) tF%%ﬁéﬁ?e HE 3 3 6 30
+ FERETRES g&%%%%%ﬁg 20.0% 60.0% 20.0% 100.0%
0 % 27 141 131 299
lotery %;Eﬁ%%@g 9.0% 412% 88% | 1000%




= 11 - AMREREER (Pearson £ AHEZEM = 0.004)

PREGTERATRS - TEBHEEBTCENTRESZRRSEM -

 TEBEENEEN

%+ 12: FRIBFFHEEYES BB EEENNIR X AT
X FER
ot BRAIRE SV
100 100 | 200 100 | 3.00 500 | 400 3000
BT Z5008 | F30008 | wDILE sl
%né% T00 TEie B Ao — 84 133 29 3 249
B BRI mam | sa% | 16% 12% | 1000%
WEY 70 TEEE 5 12 9 2 30
i) 16.7% 46.7% 30.0% 67% | 100.0%
300 TEBEEY 7 20 7 7 3
+ R SRIO | w0m | 7% | 4% | 14% | 100.0%
@A % 167 ) 9 314
e 30.6% 53.29% 13.4% 29% | 100.0%
xR 12 WEAKESEER (Pearson K AREEN = 0.001) » FERBEFEMNTZEN

#2RRE 500 JLE 3000 TS - M X REER

&1 EEEERIRE SRR TRISHAE

* * HIERARCHICATL

CLUSTER

:&I‘\/ﬁ
HA >~

W RESH 100 TTLATHES -

ANALYSIS®**

Dendrogram using Average Linkage [(Between Groups)

C ASE
Lebel

F2
F5
F4
F6
F3
Fl

F1 BERR F2 EwZici; F3 BEG

F6 53iRMaM

= W o be N

Rescaled Distance Cluster Combine

O P S S 2
]
FA hESRRSOE, FS AT
PEEBE i (lerarchical Cluster Analysis) TR AT SRS R ILH) 56

BERALR - & 1 B9BHAE (Dendrogram) A 0 £ 25 BIEBUREURS BMRIIELUIEE - B
PRSI G TEREET 0 BB - BT 25 BEC RN FRE M1
- Rt ERES AL EERREY B ENE R ST - BERFREEER
ErEBMERTF - FEH LEEFRARRESE RN —EEE (Koo, 1997) -
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AEFERFCER TS T EE TR EREEENIIE  EEBEEER S
WHFRENEEES:  WHRS TG REEEABCH I SEEAEE SEE
HEERE - (EAERE A EDE (BT R R S = EE B AR S E(ERF
HEEBERIERE - TTBIRIRE P FiE A 8BS T TR E 7B AR E R
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AHFEF ABES4T (conjoint analysis)ZRK T &5 BB E BB ERNATEEISERZE
REFEE - BANERERYERFRBEAERZERRY - it - ESgHEREE & RFRAIR
FEZF FHLERY ERNS B EBR N EHEE - \EREETBEE - AW ESLH
FEBE/INE (focus group) > S RBIRBEEERFTERIRE (BFE - EERER - ES
ZicAb - BE AR - PRERBESE - AER - S8R0 ) - ARRAEEERRER
R 1EA &% 5 orthogonal design)FEBE S A ATHIRE SRR » MHEHETT S EEEARTE
R E HREEE EN S TERRNEMETEA K - ARRHREE AR REE
ERERERYENRREENERRZR MRS RIS TR MR ( Customer
Relationship Management, CRM ) di&$IE&SMHEAE -

B - BEEE > PR BAO > THBENES - EAGRET > BERAEE -

[ Abstract}

This research deploys conjoint analysis to measure the extent of preferences of lottery
customers on the key attributes of Sports Lottery which they would use in deciding their
purchases. The purchase criteria adopted by each customer are different from each other.
Effective marketing strategies can be formulated if the utilities of the respective purchase
criteria are known. Through focus group discussion, the various attributes (i.e. Customer
Relationship; Product Variety; Purchase Method; Winning Odds and Winning Prizes;
Contribution to the Community; and Distribution Network) that the lottery customers would
use in their purchases are determined. With these attributes, a conjoint input form is
developed through orthogonal design. The respondents are requested to rate each profile
developed from the orthogonal design process and the findings can be used to determine the
preference choices of various customer segments. The key findings reveal that Customer
Relationship is the most important attribute when customer decide for their purchases. This
study suggests that conjoint analysis can be used to explore insightful information in

Customer Relationship Management.

Key words:  Sports Lottery; lottery customers; conjoint analysis; marketing strategies;

orthogonal design; Customer Relationship Management.
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