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ABSTRACT

The Effect of Metaphors on Advertising Attitude: Focused on the
Moderating Effect of Regulatory Focus and Personal Need for Structure

By Hyeeun Song

Advisor : Prof. Jongchul Park
Department of Business
Administration,

Graduate School of Chosun

University

This study explored the effectiveness of metaphor by dividing the
levels of metaphors into three levels based on schema inconsistency
theory. Different from what schema mismatch theory argues, it is
understood that metaphors of moderate incongruity level are not always
effective. Experiment 1 found that extreme incongruity(too difficult to
understand) were very negative and there was no significant difference
between the statement at the congruity level and the metaphorical
message at the moderate incongruity level. This result suggests the
possibility of the existence of moderate variables. Experiment 2 and
Experiment 3 tried to find out who the metaphor message would be
effective for. Experiment 2 investigates the moderate effect of the

regulatory focus as a motivation for information processing. Specifically,
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the prevention focus was the reverse U-shaped response with the
preference for metaphors with moderate incongruity level. Meanwhile, the
promotion focus was shown to favor the statement at the congruity level
the most, showing a negative linear relationship. Experiment 3 identified
personal need for structure(PNS) as a personal difference variable in
the process of accepting metaphors. Low personal need for
structure(PNS) tends to think flexibly, so they deal flexibly with
unfamiliar stimuli such as metaphors. Therefore, in the case of low PNS,
the most positive response was to metaphors of moderate incongruity
level(reverse U-shape). In the case of high PNS, new stimuli, such as
metaphors, are more likely to be perceived as stress and thus showed
the most positive response in the statement at the congruity
level(negative linear relationship). In addition, perceived novelty and
comprehensibility of the mechanism by which the moderate effect of PNS
appears was identified. In other words, we confirmed that the reverse
U-shaped relationship appears through perceived novelty, and that the

negative linear relationship appears through comprehensibility.

Key words: metaphor, schema inconsistency, information processing,
regulatory focus, personal need for structure, perceived

novelty, comprehensibility
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SAS0 E1 ZAHE FAIE0l =2 90, HER HIR Edez 2RIt U
Ctd HICHoHACE.
<E 3> Gentner (1983)°] HIG =%
ZAHE AL
o LIS
I o ~ 0o
S SAHS QA AX|
==
Ho® oA (literal similarity) (mere appearance)
28 IS
Lo
=~
(metaphor) (anomaly)
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Ol (1998)= 20IREE HHF= AR HIKH A 20IM0I2 =&
& x). Of

& o0Id0IZ2 PEoIACHE 4 & Slaf 201 &ol0 25t oig=tin

HCH
<H 4> A HIRS 22
s5 WE=
ZoA oflg BE &2 A HIZ2
eg
SobJIE &, & S 22 HEAE KRAE
(metaphor) o ]
Jl=¢t oole M& Iy
H(pun), & S0 29 RAHE KAIHES 0
01 =) At S20/9/9 oAt
28 SADIY, FOIE SIS OEH oA
20| &0l (homonym) )
St Lkl et X2 =0l getd
o Ol BRI, & SO A0l JHEH oIEH
k2,
o of o8 olple ME I, A|Ko U
(metonymy)
Ed AREZ ARKNE UEUE=E JIY
UEE AAECH 3 EUotHL E2 &H =406
(hyperbole) = J1Y, & (bomphilogia)Ol2tDE &
N 201 =Y =le Feds 22 HHN 28
o|0| & 0| (irony) o HiglgE Jlthots JIE
QHE DL oF Qt= 25 HTEsis DY, HA9
o8 - ’
MHes Z2100AMd2 2H ZH0ol 2o 2.0
(paradox) _ )
2t JAo MAH=Z M&t
7] oL (1998) <Le} 10>, 0]5]E(2005), AFR] (2014)
2129 IMEs & O E=2HOZ ZYI HictEse FTHEE UL, =R
(simile), HIS(analogy), 2II&t(personification), &% (metonymy) S22 2%
(metaphor)2t 22 ME22E EyA=0I(Sopory and Dillard 2002), 0l24&t %=
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SHH | fAEN =& dARFHol X nlg 2o xJ| 0l2g2 3g
ot=dl 3A JIHE & MEXH 2R 018" 2 Sdll 2RIt =E=ol HdUe =
AME EHESO0| Otk 2212 AFL HE TAHQe 220 2®YS Lot JACHY
XIZ 2006). Ol= MA&S RE A8 8ol LiJle ZAlN M8 HEd= Y
Al 222 2] 0 2/ESHD UASS St O HE=8c2 UptH
273 JIH | 2&& At 2Itsg & otUer AFdS HEE Mtz =8
& & QiCh= Z10ICH. 0l2is sSHUAM TIHER 2%, 2 JHEF Ol2de &
It AlAtot= Hi= O A0 & = UL 27t HEH SHO0IXISH 2elIt
AMEStE HUHE Sot 2cel2 AIDEA X T 270 2 = AT
StACHUngerer and Schmid 1996). 0l B2 1NHE M A= HEDL AFDE 2
S IS OIX HRo AN HAO| ZII| MEo HdUHEE ‘CIXnsH)’ o7
T #EBIIE StC.

HEHE 2R 0IEUAME 2% £ 2Z2AH2=Z AN MOt otLiet At
= HE X2 0lx= 2D JCHYXIE 2006). 0120 2&Hdt0 Lakof f
(1994)= “2K9 Y2 2= A0S SHIF otLiet &8 AN JAg (e
AR AN oM JHE3tct=s A0 JACH 2t SHACH. Olo e, dS
HOZ AN =9, 5ol 2= SHUA OEXN= =AtE UM AIEE=
2R 2 252 JHES B 2LS = 2R 2 0 AX F2AE HE

0

I—I

BN RDISIREE, 012 289 ‘#E0 0/2 =2

)
2% (conceptual metaphor)’ ctd &HCHS). Oledst 2&ES 1980 HOl E OIS

10 Bttt 272 A4 0IEd HER 0lE2 <& 5t 201 722 += UL

(Kovecses 2002, 2 XIZ 2006).

4) Lakoff and Johnson (1999)& QIX|atste] A 7}x] =@ =
AASEE] o] QlT}, “Atdlys TiER FojARolnt, "FA4A JE
1 9ict

5) 280 tigt & Wdo] Exfster, 279 HWEAH ol 2
o ‘EXA olo|(literal meaning)'@} ‘H]-SA Q]u](figurative
= 78t Aolth. & 279 AEA ol oAstH, 2R+
HA JFARRE 73S BRG] Hal FgAR] o] oA g 7
AlAQI o] maolafil @94°“E}(Lak0ff 1994)
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<#H 5> 289 F I 23

27c Ho2 4, = A0H & |- 27c H02 =540l OtLiet, 8
A

AHOIC o #40lCH
_ ~ |+ 2R Jse =X, 01X =
« 289 0IH, AN g 245} 5’.“—7T0}|LIEP Of Oleig Hl"* Ol of
ol 9l AFEECH S0 s 2oick
[

. 295 HIDED SYNEE & A |+ 295 EZ AL JIESN ¥
H Mol €20 JlZah st
cow Al & 4

©oESs S0IS SMR0l SRS L eos me muss wasElA
AEOIH, Metd SE8E s252 X HOl2 L 90| AFRE & ol
Hot = ABE 4 AT BUE == 200 ase =

. 295 S0IE & 4 Y= HIRE |- 2895 A ADY =20l B}
ZHOICH 13 24301t

Lakoff and Johnson (1980) OI&2 MHEXN 282 "8t JHE I9g 2 |
H AN oAl ClXlots JHEs X" 2 "ot ULk Lee 2
2002). MEX 2/ S JHKQ MWE dHoz LS. & 2lIF 2ot

J
1D ol WEE 998 ‘2 AN (target domain)” Oletd otd, 0 SEHEs &

Aol ?loi K2t AFEdtes HEH FddsS  ‘2E @A (source domain)’ Olct
DB ZRZEY 2 2H4CZRH Uz A0E=Z2, seF, HUH, 2=
A, 2HMAEOIMH, F6H 8201 EMote *xzteE FE0IH, 'SHIEA' 2
Helolde 8222 ocf, =&Y, F&H501H 22339Ues €2 8201 =
dtotl) XL @2 Z8S 20iettt. TetAd Hgaa 27 220 &
=gt 2EgGHE=S S 2

Johnson 1980; Y XIZ 1997; Kovecses 2002; Evans 2006). QA 2= 2

[«)
TT
Alb(target)0l SEZE AN 2XotH, 28EU(base)= G &=561 0laisS s=
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=] %
o

E
Q
i)
ko)
>
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O
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48]
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"
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N
= 30
R 2
o
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m 2
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M
hu
ok
[

A o
= [
o

(structural metaphor)=
4 o

o
9
2 293 AYIEE AZY
-

718 ASHHUX]E 2006). EX2A 2L (ontological metaphor)

o

ol [ O

%

rO

of

18

rlo

Jo

fm

in)

3

i

H

of

e

o8 =

N ;'g
1o

P

% 4> o

X3S

(o)

=2
L
ol
=
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>
o
>
4‘
N
YU
=
M
rlo
b
)
rh g
22
)
s}
I
1z
Q
ol
ok
rlr
>,\J
o
2
&
o
bt
ol =>é i
M r
2,

==1

Hu
x
2 g
H
08
18
=
L

[e)
olsfist7] ojY¥t}. WAl 2.9 (orientational metaphor)= Z71A
AAA EIES o2k A4S ATh A sEURe 28
A= Z= AW, £, 7%
= &5 Ay, AA9 7

1=
7) A (mapping)2 A= &g

L
o

10
=
i
I
o
=
i
>
>

h
10
0gl
=
ry
0
0
I
10

o
o
4o 2 e
o
o
0
2
>
>
i
=]l
x
Qi
rr
g
0
=}
o
=
oIr
J
=}
b
O
o
o
ne

nE 30
o

H

o™

=
10
o
~
$0
[w]
1

0

$0
o
2 1

rr

koo
$0

[ba
[

-
&
S
ol

18 i {“T
Flo B
o rr 12 2o

> Jo o2 PA

Lo
rr
jin}
2
fru

gSUAZA, A WA A 7 eaol = WA WYel 0% 248 s 7
3 o

=}
(Fauconnier 1997)0l2}= Aol Hofs o, QAX|ASHAIE
{

dEGdoA Z2rFAo=zol HolE AASHTHUngerer and Schmid 1996: Taylor

2002).
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EH I X

&= UCH

Oted 8t Noam ChomskyJt,

HAl

OFOIl A CH
(linguistic philosophy)

AOE =HMIb OtLlet,

IH

1]
ol

r

gl
)

0l
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RO
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==
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OrdlAE OIS

=
[

= st
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I
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tCH(Lakoff and Johnson
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I
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H S JHNZ 8 2= U, H Bl 230z "22HN 25 2 (The Anomaly
View)"0l A=dl, & olLt, ANze HEDI
Ol & Dl fIoHAM "EX=H 0lal Al — Ololl 2JF — 28& 20l ®8"9l 3
CHHIOF 2 06tCh= Ao 0ICH Tourangeau and Sternberg 1981). 11 CI8 2&2
"StEE 2 (the Pragmatic View)"0l UCH. HRLIAOIE HUHAM 2 z
A& Stgollt HSZE e UHASED & OldiEtis A
(ZZ& 2009; Ortony 1979; Sternberg and Nigro 1983).

A, ARLIAOIE Z20HUHAM ORI 2928 ARIE ACHSopory and
Dillard 2002; Jaffe 1988; Whaley 1993). HRLIAOIE =ZO0FHIAML &2 A
LIAIOIES SH(SE20 st B S8, Lote 0l0 e &g ZU)l
EFIt 2 FOE LSS Sl AFUAOIESZA
X0 2AS FACHAE X 2009). 0
EM A JIXNE HMSHACHZZE 2009). 1) EAHE L= 2
(Pleasure or Relief) 2&EUA, 22t 1O XAMZ MHOIQUALE, H
SclHA LOIklsE 28 2319 ZE3AE JI20] &S50 g2 018t=
Ct(Reinsch 1973). 2) StAHOl CHE &A1& Z& (communicator credibility)
M= 28It 2t st Aldat &2/ -0ll Cioll =01 EIlot 0l=2 &Z
ot Ol 2oz AS0 2EA Hes 0l&Che F=Z0ICHBowers and

=
3) BrEr=X0 CHet 2ZrA(reduced counterarguments) 2&E2 2

i
|0
HU
rir
e
0z
o
=)
S

=

S)

%
r1o
30

x

1
0
P
ok
Q

"
e
b
to

ol
rir
ro
30
10

J0 [
_\_J
obO
_O'j

Moo 4I 30
-,
2
4
i
0
30
fob
&
10
2

-
ol
0
%
ol
Y o oA
0 10
[

ol
=
o

1]
o o

Osborn 1966) . &l
SE XMcilote HEUHA 2AXE AA0| S BtEfEAES GHA 206HH &2
S5 S HECHE AHoHOICHGuthrie 1972). 4) oIX&E X9 mEH

(resource matching) Z& M= 2RIt @76t XA 2o 2, E=

Of OIXIA XHASl 240l #E2 012 M, JM& HEsSH usdt %0l 0lRH&AC

= AoH0ICH Jaffe 1988). 5) w3t Xt=(Stimulated Elaboration)& Cl= 2

HOA 28 1 MMZ ZustE AIDE Jischd oHEChsE FE0ICHOttat |
(s

and Graesser 1999). 6) & OlHEE =24

(@}

o

- -

super ior orgamzahon)AIiEf

= HEUNMNE 28It 28U A (target) )t 28 E M (base) A0ISl 2H=0 9
SAEN ==26tH PSS 20 2HE0l2ts L& 0ICHGentner and Markman
1997).
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G, elXlalelst(cognitive psychology) =0kl M= (Marschark and Hunt
1985; Katz et al. 1985). 1€ &tH 2RIt & OloiE It F==5HUALC.
HIIM 282 3=, @© X2&E &=H(felt familiarity), @ OlaHd
(comprehensibility), ® oli&d2 =20|4(ease of interpretation), @ COfoHH

o4& ol Jis4A(estimated number of alternative interpretation), =27

10

Bl

A M (metaphor goodness), ® 254 A% (degree of metaphoricity), @
Ao  AMAaKEAM(sentence  imageability), S2R04ae  AlA
(imageability of target), SREUS MASEY (imageability of base)
SRUAN SREW 2t 2H S (semantic relatedness of target and base
O LISUCHZ B & 2009).

2 d72= 0E 20 WA =28 24 g0l L HIZol O
BHE 2 OIHE JI==2 &ted, HRLIAOIE (communication)nt QIXIAE]

A

(cognitive psychology) 202 3 A0 2A2 &ESo DX SHCF.

gt

10
0x

=2

[N

[u]

2H &

e
i
o
o

!

=J

[T

<H 6> 2R0| 3 0124 2 20k GP DE
S0k 22 =2 o7 Ys an28
b

@® #ZX 2R (structural metaphor) :
A X A XFHE 29
(Of: ‘ArZS %HCH 2t 28X AtnJt w7 | Richards 1981;
I

W20 AFZOl "XICH E=  CAFZ0 Lakoff and

o1 0l 2 =t o2t =0z m#) Johnson 1980
@ XN&= 2% (orientational metaphor) :

HI2t=st E82 22, bI2X6lX ¢2

TS2 Otz stole M2to| gisky

(0 D12 = 248 Ol2gte 29 Aln2 Q6

‘=2 J|20] ol=2 WE A 20H(</up)’

C= ‘@52 JI20| HHEH(O0teh/ down)

olcH 2 H&)
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=20 22 FR HP gratk ZNES
2% 20 Mg=HA HEG0D =&
O 2YH 28 2HE(The Anomaly View) Ortony 1979,
o1 0] Al 2| &t O%XP—“. 0Ol of /\IE_ ;IoH Al - 27X . 1985
o0 HE(BHH ERE) ;Sternberg and
Nigro 1983
@ "sizz2 & *(The Pragmatic View)
AN HEHDE0IL AHAED =g
0Ol of
Sopory and
HRLIAOI KA =X Reote 282 &5 Dillard 2002;
2 HALS mtYE. Jaffe 1988;
Whaley 1991
@ EHES | 2AE25H(Pleasure or Relief) Reinsch 1973
@ 3tAtel Alg Z& (Communicator Credibility) Bowers and
HRLIAHOIE | @ Brer==oll Het 22 (Reduced Osborn 1966
Counterarguments) Guthrie 1972
@ QIXIE X9l & A (Resource Matching)S Jaffe 1988
E5 MEE M3 Ottati et al.
® A W39l X=2(Stimulated Elaboration) 1999
® gt olol*x2 24 (Superior Organization) Gentner and
Markman 1997
222 0lHEE =017 /gt HHl F==¢E.
@ X2= = (Felt Familiarity)
@) OlﬁHé(Comprehensml lity) Marschark and
® oA ol 20l4(Ease of Interpretation) Hunt 1985;
@ oA ol ol Jis4 (Estimated Number of Katz et al.
Alternative Interpretation) 1985
IDNESEI ] ® 289 A& M (Metaphor Goodness)
® 284 AT (Degree of Metaphoricity)
@ 29 MASEM (Sentence Imageability)
SeUAS AlAKY M (Imageability of Target)
© 2S2EUY MASYH (Imageability of Base)
S2a) SKEN 2 2H A (Semantic
relatedness of Target and Base)

EX @ 22T (2009) 2 US W74
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5. 2FUIAX st
AN HHE SAHES HOAE DNAHE M, sAE2 =28 HHARCS=Z S
S = U =4HsEHE LAANZLEMN =822 2F Bl AMLSE S
off a5s8s MLADI= ggoletl & = AH(ESL 2011). 2SRE Z&E
A HE S0 SUHECR &L= 208 = otLIE “HRLIAOIE" ot
SUACH. =20 2M  HRUAONE HES o8 HEot= 201 ZR6HCH
HILAOIE" Olgt R2210t?,  “AHAFLIAOE" 2 HES HHZEA OlcHoHOF

Jbeb 2+25H0d Sperber and Wilson(1995)2 Otelet 20| AZetCHAWYE,

Ol

e
0F 1ir
N
no
—
L

Communication involves proaucing a certain stimulus with the following

intentions:

Communicative intention: to inform the audience of one’ s informative

intention.
HRLIAHOIES AAASXES 2ATE Z8ot= 217 0ICH. LIOHE S XH(D|

)Ib RRAIQl o1& S HAHAHIA WA Lellte RHE HXH(AHIA)L S0l

ICt., &l JAtLASE OIF DI
A

HRLIAOIE OIE2IEE A

2 #IE HSAIIID| RSt SHEE XD AHAHQ =2 ML= 8 =2
2[H(Bovée and Arens 1992; Wright, Winter, and Zeigler 1982). 11 3tAH(DI
2)0A ARLIAOIES S2H= ‘E(AHIXHNE ESctk= 27 0ICH. A &
BIHOZ2 HRUAONES FOHX HEt 2360 AALASe 23RS 22 =
o, oAF=E, RO, 2A=2HII, e S ZRA2ICH. 02 F2(2Sol
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=
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=
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Ct. Ol 2R & 20I2F SAMoZ0 Bes QAZHOl SHHE WESCH. gt
™ Lakoff and Johnson (1980)0| =&35t= 2%0| st M2 283t Sperber
and Wilson (1995)01 F=&ot= XA FFEE2 LEHUAM, HE A2 AIEX
£9| 2oXls¥Eg & & BoFs AXIL HIZ 2R0I0H, AMLEN =2 X
SE S FESICH OIHE HRLIAOE 37 2HUM= 272 SF[ OHHLU
E2 HRLIAOIES SHN R&ote Aoz mdstd=d, & A JHXl ¢
S0| LIEFSCHSopory and Dillard 2002, E6 &X). 28= =02 MOI2 2
Ao 2 W&ot ESSU0 2EF2Z LEULD, 2KRUAXIE X2l

|
AHE 0l AHIEO Bt =E0] ZAd=sE sIF LIEHCH

10
%
e
P
JA

2 7o 2AHC= GHAGHH, ZN0A HietE2= 2KUAIXS &= &gt
2 F I 2F22 i8E &= UL AHIAZ SHH3 B->E0N e I8 S
RS =g = AL, DIt HAlote 822 HMelotell U= et &
£ Rele UM =885 20E ML, 2, EMZ00 tlohs E=
st SINEE0l OldE = Al SHUA GAIXS £550] ottie 28

ol 2B QUCH. Ol &2 27/ AKX detel St A 2R]RE L0t

Lt & olcHat=Xol 2o Z2FEH (=", FFel 2016; Ward
1990; Stern 1988). CHAl 2ol AHIXIOF SHXH(OI) I MAIE
El

ool R&HCHH DJItHols 2F Al Slt= LEUX Z=CH(easd

and Gaidis
28 HAIXIZE 0l

XX O
O O

2016; Ward and Gaidis 1990; Mcquarri and Mick 1999). dlXl8t 2% OIAIXIDt
b

WXEst] A= sAHL 20IE A8 2 HOtHOE, 210 AHAD
(0]

s & Otlct ZDE O 2 Jldot=s 2EHQ SUE LIEH

ol

1983).
6. 272 UAME 2 AJ|0F =2LX 0l

S HOSINEZ2RH B2 28

=2 =
197080 =0l 2SIANSZ2FH WEEHUCH. AL &t A0S

u]

bl
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80
rir
°
>
4
pl
o
H
Iy
r°
bl
1o
0!
30 H

ol E82Z, & AL (analogical thinking)
ol

Fo g3 wFOI2 2 = U=,

HFIE Sl FES O0loictdl iA  Lakoffel  IXI2l0I&(cognitive
semantics)?0l Ol2& E0i2 2 = UCH. oIX20I20 GEaH, 2ijl= K2
©2 Z=Mot= A0l ofLliet 2010l 2lah 440110, 20120 HHA 2
St HIIAIE A HHZXIAI0 SRE Fes ot, 2012 EUDL &= Hge ¥
=35 S OIRHICHY XIS 2004)

AHIA ZEWNE EFI0/22 B S s AR 20tolA el
g = QL. gFsolE2s Sdl S8 F20 =2 M AU 0E XS
O LIEtLH=DHE IHYGHRALH. AHIAlE O™ HEE2E Kol XA R0 EZEAl
Z M, MAES=Z Helotdx oti, M8 22U 2 HECHEEE 2000)
= o™ Aol st MH=2(F2)0 =22 M, AHINE2 alo JIE XA
HOl et 2Fote 22 2o, A=01 JIE XADL SALGHCHD IAE ™
HBI==GIAH 24245t AOIGHCHD QIAIGHH CHEN X2 &tCh= A0ICH AHIANER2
MZ22 a2 SEH42=2 JIEN S U2k 2L JHNLD UG AEXAS

ot0d LXIAIZIDD HOIGHH &l=dl 0l g0l Jl=8t Heldt&yolet &t

2000)
ol 2R E Fote AHIXNHAHST OIE HAGH)| <o LoiLt

AJ|0H(schema)E JlBteZ 0]

=2
—
| =258 el I H0l 40 JAs JIE AT

8) 2 AFoM= AR FHEROJA AFsH= ‘A2 (processing effect)zt OAR Eofof A

Z2 AFhs AAA YUAARYCIP) S fAGH fdoz uu Bag
9) Lakoff= 1980Wtj71X] &AL HAGHo| st Alz]ehA oq;L 9} ojujo] st olojstA
AES Yste] AXuE ol Mz JEY ougs 15T
- 33 -
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Ob(schema)Oll U= AED WY X2
2

A==2 X2otA =0 olddst Hs £

2AJ|0k(schema) 2t 2t&A5t0d =20 = U8 HE S0l ULt =2 FE
(prototype), D&E2E(stereotype), &£

scripts), QX X&(cognitive map) SO0l 0l248 JHESO0ICHFZSE 2013,
Cantor and Mischel 1977, 1979; Schank and Abelson 1977; Minsky 1975;
Lippmann 1922). CI2t2 2L20M FOH& Xt= HLEE ChYst &gz S 82
XelE ot &0 ChAl ZahH, el2t0l Crest 20 =59, D

Sotd E2E X6t OloiE otAl =0, oleig HEOUAM sads WA 2
A (representation) 22 23S 3t(encoding)ote &S otH =CHFZES 2013;
MEXl 2014; Fiske and Taylor 1984). J|& HRAXS0 2o A30t= TS
20| HOEACH. AJ|0tet SHOICIZ ESGHH ‘XA dofel 2, getxol &
X, OH&H, X=2Zu, e At 52 o, AElE AFES Q0IsCHAEX
2014; =3&3| 2013; Reed 2006; Thorndyke 1984). =, AJ[0t= JHEOILE K=
ol CHotod Z=A3tE XAES BF= XA 2XE Q0ISHCHAMEXR 2014, =

A3| 2013; Fiske and Taylor 1984).

S (frames), ALS| = 2t=(social

)

<E 7> 82Xl 4==(degree of incongruity) &2
JSPA; X o
Ber lyne AHIROE &8 K= (stimulus)2t JHR!ISl JICH (expectation)
(1970) 2 22Xl (discrepant) &%
Mandler So=  X2(stimulus)t JHelel A0 28 22X
(1982) (incongruent) &
ChaUthl’ i , A = o A3 2 J} 2tE] T
Aboulnasr . and +§IIP SISl AI|0F, OFOICIHRE XK= 2t X=2&E XH0|
Ligas (2010) (difference)

Ra. 578 (2013), <el=aido] ofat 4u|xt Wl W Ap>, meirft cjsted uixjare)

i

=}
L
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CHAI Zolf eit2 gt =S Jt20 F2AE JI20H He =3 dF
Moz Il JId ol M&Eotl, olddset &I Jd2 dust FEXHelNES
AMAM EI| J1de2 MESCHAMEX 2014; =33 2013). EI1J190 MNEE

S,
d2= g HE= HA otLte goiclz EMotAl =11, Ol 201 &I
=0 02 FXBEHN Us AE AI|0H) & =

X 2014). SLX =0 U A= <HF 7>

2013) .

J

1Q

|
& ACHEZS 2013; A
0] Melg 4 UCHFZS

ol

FA

rﬂUm

Mandler (1982)= AJ|0IE FESE XAMA EHZ 210 JA°H, =
(node) 2t HAZHA(link)22 FHE UERIAC SEZ CIAGIR2H, 01HE A
J|0t(schema) @t MAIE &2 2tel 22X =0 WOt AHIX B30l ChE2A W
EtCHD Aot | 2013). MIAIE M2 HE2 e M2 S0l
gt AJIOF 2tol Xl E= =X =0 O2tA XS0 st EIF Ch2H L

_O'j

Q
[ml
oY
ol

ElLl= &2 AN S LX =0 S2=2 Xl (moderate incongruity)@!l A
20 HtESots I 282X (extreme incongruity) = L XI(congruity)
B o 8992 ME HIIE stl= BS Metst 210ICH=Z&E 3 2013).

AJ|0F =Xl OIE0 2fotH, MS 22 A8IX0E 0101 AL e MS
g0 et AJ|0F £XlotE AlE=S2 MS0l e a2l JIHE s =
erxy 3

QI H2M dxldote ME 820 FHH/2 M, 012 H™celald| fst
W3l(cognitive elaboration)ldt @R X L=CHMEX 2014; =Z3E 2013).
HE 2322 J|I& AHIADF JHE A9(0F 2He S22 X= AU XA 0l0]

AE A= XA Z=(cognitive structure)2 o2& Jtsst 2Ll F&E 20
StCh. S22 d2, =2LXE diZot)| /g sIRFHIH A3 244
20, =2 &2 XNE FUSE YMHAH ZFuwst F2XEE ItsSotA
SICHMA X 2014; =Z3| 2013). Olc4s MBS Sdi £LXJt HZ= =0 0
Z oloh 2&EHFC NN BISS(EHS, MO, B8 )01 LEL MBS0l st
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(g3 2013). oIXA Huste LOLIXCH, SLXE Zot= Oe AIMSHA
S0, ol MEBO st eI EEMC2 LEIUA SCHF=E3S] 2013; MEXI
2014) .

Meyers-Levy and Tybout (1989)2] 3= SSHA HE0| @& AHIXSO0]
S =FQ 2L BISE W & o 2EHQ HIIE Sthe A8 HIU(F
435l 2013; MEXI 2014). 22 WO Stayman, Alden, and Smith (1992) %
2HI=E MBS AlE(trial) ZE0l AIE 0™ JIUHQ LXSHU SHEHS
£ 22Xdte ZRE0 HEBS 2FC=Z JU% 2LXE M & o s2AFQl
HIIE stltie RS HROHFZESE 2013; MAEXI 2014). Ol=0 AUIX A7 2
OOl AJI0F S2YXet &2&s HRS0| 0IRHT =M HE=S A7 ZIt
Mandler (1982)JF F=&ots 0122 X XSHRCHF=ZS 2013: MEX 2014

Meyers-Levy et al. 1994; Sujan et al.

1986; Peracchio and Tybout 1996).

2 AF0AM= J10l AHIXNAH 2% HAIXNE Soil MAIE i, 282 =
TS AJ|0F 22X 0lES HIESZ FAE6tUAN ol €X= A2, S22t
228X= HY0l Hede 27, 2Hd=LX= Oloiot)| Hd2 2/2 +=ot¢
AHEDX &L Older =2 X ==0 et A8lXel I et = US
NOZ W=l dXxES BAE2E EFEN U 8= DHotACt
A AHIASE F2 SRE GAMNEZL SLotH EotECe ARAZ e
(Blasko and Connie 1993) 20 ARAHECZ 2R = AHKY FAE B
Tt SHOZ MEHEZ UJHOZ 2 2RE TS JIisdH0l M 2|
H=O0ICt. BAES X, Bt 2X&ss R+cte 2RE S2U=2 X, 0l
oictl)] M2 275 ANM=LXNZ F=20t0 =X =0 Mek 2HIAS] Ef
SO T2 UEtE = A2elet MI=otACH

& ggad S A= AN 29HKZ L2E L. Stlie e 27t &
HEAS ol A0, OE otlhls Hd@ 2%5 XNAXots HAL20ICH o
N, #2 27t 0 S el HARAS0HA #=2 270 s ZH2=2
2JtXIE HMIAISICEH. Sl AHIXQl JHCD XtOl H=(AHIXE2l XA, IXA Xt
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£ o= &8y =& XM ROl HolcH&aZd
&= & 2HIX XA (knowledge)2 ‘246 2K U4 (target)s &

| I AI25t=e &=8 22 EU(base) ] 28 XA H& E 20T
(YZ& 2009; Moreau, Lehmann, and Markman 2001; Roehm and Sternthal
2001). Ol= €dst Zutz, olXMese] 2% HIRE OHBE2 =J| S0
HOHA OI2& 22)t U= H=a0ICHEZR 2009). =2 2AH &

< Hae= ‘2XA X (cognitive resource)’ OICH QXA XHO0|
AHIXIE 282 O & OlaHstCtD =HoACHZ AR 2009 Roehm and
Sternthal 2001; Gregan-Paxton and John 1997). 2Rt & 2t LIHE 2H4H
O HIWOIBZ, 2RE = 01J 0128 AL LXE FH= U= AXNH
A0l LPECHAZZR 2009). [MetA XA XHA0l 2FS AHIANS

e eg
£ € Olio)l 0202, 228 Sol Fok E AMB I 2Ot 2
d

.||>|'

0=
ol
U ~—

HAMOZ LIEFSCHRoehm and Sternthal 2001). = QI X& X0 =8 AH|
A 2R gDl M0 £X 28t 2001 UEtHC D &6 cH2E

S, 412 2R0 e HIEX BIIE So 022 289 W80 =Y
O

= OliEZHUAME =elotXg, Hady S0l SHUAM=E 0d2 2R
clotChtd St Ol XAl NE2E

(=} =2
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A+ BtS2 XH01JF 81E 20ICH,
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e 1
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=
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Ol (Aarts and Dijksterhaus 2003),

| —
—

0l x

OJ ol A

HOl

ak

5

(Kunda 1990).

10

=2

o
Ju

et 285

ur

2015;

[etd 25 2 AF0ME S22 712 250

Higgins and Molden 2003).

U

)
il

OfCt.

0
Ell

R0
i
J
o

3
i

-
1o
o

&)
Rkl

ol
RO
=
=
oK

x

=
1o

Ok
0l

3

B
iy

=
<

ol
RO
K]
R

)

eIXIX el

&0l A

=
—/

=P

18t

&

XA 2 2 E

’

OF
0l

¢

off

o

2
=2
=

tII

5
KEAIO CHSH EH

&

A0

i
<+

Rl
KA

njJ

H

AT
70

J)

<+
Rl
o

00
30

Ju
m

70
750

c
T

oo
e

Rr

Ell

Ju
M

oJ
Rr

KF

=
s3

Cil A

HAFSO0l XL /}= 0 I =8 Jt2

0

A=2 Ololiotdl <

0l

_40_

Collection @ chosun



H, 282 HES SHU= Ata(mapping) & 2001 =Ct.
At&(mapping)S Soll HEX 2% It Jisotl, 'SHIA o F2 R
0l 2RI o FE LAS FAGHI D0 QAERE HES M=

(Yu 1998), Ol2ist HEEAHNE T S 219 RAEE 20HE = U= X
ol SloilA OIR&ECHYXIZ 2006). Olefst @f
(flexibility)22 LIEIY Jts40
E0HAL Z2HERA6tD ZZXOl oIX H=0 et Al2S S8HCH(Amabile 1983;
Mednick 1962). =, A& CtE HF0AM OIOICIHHE &t
OIXl W& (cognitive process)ES <otI)I& SHHES

CINIFOZ KRAHSICH= A2 OHOHEHOl CHEF 2&(tolerance of ambiguity)t

24 )

ol
=249

Hir

[m]

0

R -
>.

20| U=0l(Feist 1998), 012t ZHE JHel AA=THO Ha = Gt
o "RESSII(PNS; personal need for structure)’ OICE. Neuberg and
Newsom (1993)0ll (=2, FXsSI) = H=8 X0 LS 85 ZLotH, O
Ch=st B3 H0 e MEE2 JI&2 Jtel2ICHKim, Hahn, and Yoon 2015).
Ol SJl= Uil #SH OIXle ZE0I AtSl AelstXsS0l 2oh 2o BAIgt
(Moskowitz 1993; Neueberg and Newsom 1993; Schaller, Boyd, and Yohannes
1995), OIAHIE 20lM= E2H H3R2E 1D JACHCutright 2012; Kim, Han, and
Yoon 2013). & A= RESSII(PNS)II S:UAIXIO CHEH AHIXH EOtol Ol
&

Ae gets 2ot ol Atelgelst SH0A Oleder H2UE ot LA

J
]

fon

fo
e
ol
0
H
°
e
fo

HAXsISD|e Jielol &4l sl
Thompson et al.

b= &2 (0HOHEH) 22 el4

|
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1.

AHIAZRH 2=

FIoHA CHefel =30
2 =2 HAIX =0l
BIEESZ HAIXIE

=
=
=2
=

LIt ®S esi[)

Ct(Ganzach and Karsahi

X & X & (Regulatory Focus)

1995; Meyers-Levy and Maheswaran

S
2004; OIXI21 2007, 24, |KHEZ 2010). HAIX St 2= ZExXFH 0]
& (regulatory focus theory)2 AIESSl Lt 014, 22t 22 #S9 2
2 LEtLE dF U HI4d5, £40/L Hl&d 220 et s 3AE &F
0| getitieE As HMetatn ACH (Crowe and Higgins 1997).

<X 8> Higgins(1997, 1998)2 XEX&( ME &
sHAF XA oler =&
(Promotion focus) (Prevention focus)

&l & (advancement ),

A #| (accomp| ishment),

Ot (security), 23S (protection),
SMAE Sl | Xl (maintenance of the

QAL = X ZAEH(desired end status quo)2t &0| otk &&=
state)2t 20| 2F X0l 2 AFEHO| ZE! (absence)Z2 3l1I5H=0
&M (acquisition)otsd &= EEHE S
SITHO| AEIS BEAIAI| DS Epe HI2tXl &= AEIDF 2Mol=e A2
RS aEs :OM' SIS SEE o) g ane aeE SRS
A= < SHE XY ARy
[ez S|
:ij(fagemisi) Ot]iﬂ ZA A (vigilance)S ItXID &AL
T == o 9=X|(Loss vs Non-loss)0fl 212t
(Gain vs Non—gain)Oil 212t
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(status quo)E HEicl= &2 2SS LAGHIT SHACHEISEN 2017)

StAb REO AHIXE 2HE ZHGILA & M Jisst 22 S8 ZEot
= JdE2 20l= BHHN, o =& AHIXeE 2EFC ZUE LG <6t
of dg& &

ro
=
b
o
u
on
o
rr
02
0z
1o
HL
(@)
=

@A A= Bi2E 201, =JI0 ddgE XEBXRE Hi7s SII0 2o &S
£ el Sdoll =8 A= O

MRS eetol Thet M2
B0l XM YSItol F=

ot4CHCrowe and Higgins 1997; Shah and Higgins 1997; Roese, Hur, and

o
2
2
O
S
=2
b
0

BIE 22 AKX =20E ot ALk =, 2ExXE=2 2 Xl SAHAE
gdgiofl Wet d=tol FEE 2 OtLleh, MAlIE= 82 Xl = BiEez &
o & JI=0l U0 Tetde 2EE e

and Higgins 1997; Roese, Hur, and Pennington 1999).

AHIAHE 202 22 0HE HFRUAOENAM M3ots 22 diz =
ZotXl= %= ZE0l UCH. CHAl ZoHA J1Z0l M3s6t= OHAIE HRULIAOIA
HIAIXIE OtHE 20t=01D] 2Ce S& HAIXKL =8 sJIU 28" 2k
E oag [ JIg0l X2 KHals dSA9Id &= AMaES QAlctes 85 X
Al 2HES UHTHOES, S8 2007). 0148 dSXIAS 45t A

ANE0 XNls 210 Y B s Bz gs8s & 4= JACHKirmani and
Zhu 2007; Jain and Posavac 2004; Campbel!| and Kirmani 2000; Campbel!| 1995;
ole=, s8t= 2009). W2tM AdIXtel ZExA Ae HAIX S Tt

AHIXS BH2 L8 XH0IDF USS e = UL
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Otetcted g 240ICH. Ol Htgez ASXIA 8459 =0l =2 240/2t2 o
argt 2 QUCH

OIXI& BF210)(cognitive response)% AHIADF ZO0AIX SO 22 01+
o ==&AS M, Ralo Xalm JIES EHE0 2ol F2&= E2E EOIoH
o ssH FEHMUEUH FHOot= Jl2 ¥ WM SHCHGreenwald
1968). #l2 2%c= 02 212 dHludl 2H ABIX2 F==(attention), &
S X4 (persuasion knowledge), Br2t3=&(counterargument) SHHO0OA =2I6HCH
D= 2 JACHETEE 2009). HHdE 2Rc= BHHZ AHAX ==2 210 o
Sclstdl, Ole #12 2RIt 2N e =S8 |52 Holgol Al WEO0ICH

illips 2005; Z2& & 2009).

(Mcquarrie and Mick 1996; Mcquarrie and Ph Lot
M2 25c= 712 2KRE0 IR0 AXE IS O %0l 2+ots B
d42 JHNEZ, & 2F0lAd dSXA0 B =&0| «4stE Jtsd0l UL
(Z2Z& 2009; Campbell and Kirmani 2000; Jaffe 1988; Guthrie 1972). J|&
HAREES AU 2XI=FP(need for cognition)It =2 X2 222 2SHE
KAOl 2 £d S0AM A8 275 gl Oloiotdl s =82S 2 X0t

\_1
-
—~
o

Moreau et al. 2001; Roehm and Sternthal 2001; Hertel and Knoedler

1996; Morgan and Relchert 1999; 1A &l 2009).

olgt =& H&o AHIXNES2 &4 =& 48 H| 20 &4st= QIXA Bt
20| JIHECH. OISHHANE LI(HBA2)otHL 2oz 2™ 22X &=
O SRUHAKXN Bl=s SUAELX =2 SKUHAIXNY M, d 23 Bz
Aolet] OI=EE £ UL JIE 2AXFZE(cognitive structure)S &6+ ol
10) QIXA ¥rgolEe HEUAXS &t ZAAE TAIA] oA Al Ao det
o]0 2, Wright(1973)o] oJstH &7t JLHARE Astes ¢ T KPI *“*é@.
MVe 50 L7IE(Q1X|¥FS)o] L guto] gske njx]= A ofj7fwQlo|ct. &, AH|Xp7}
M2 WAIRE FstA 99 oh23 22 ¥hg 7= & 7P<l Hg-& 7ﬂ°‘o}7ﬂ H=g o

o A8 AdstuLbo] wet Zrel i AR} vrerRAHcounter argument), A&
¥ ¥kl (source derogation), A|X|&AH(support argument) (Wright, 1973)oj|A giebxAro
48RP} BIAIK] W&t AHilO] J)EE R 7he] Atol2 2| 48H7]7] Sjs) OlAIAE FEHAI7
DA ohe =¥t IAFolA TAYSHY, FEY ¥R AR ARV ARE I A3ZEs)
At dAA SAALE B0 st e ofulgit.
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2 X3t=D|(Personal Need for Structure)
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FSEAIZICHE 212 e WCH(Landau, Greenberg, Solomon,
Pyszczynski, and Martens 2006; Landau et al. 2004; Vess, Routledge,
Landau, and Arndt 2009).

E5t, FX3SI|= OHOHEOM ChSh &= (tolerance of ambiguity)snt L& SH

Newsom 1993). RX&SI| 40| =2

H2t0] AUCHBurdner 1962; Neuberg and

A2 OHOHEHOI CHSH 2=0] ZOF OHOHSH SHUA O /IS Sile HJE0
JUCHE2ZX, &Liet 2017). ol SESZ ldl 2XeS) e HFAL0 &S
OIXIDIE ot=dl, #&23tsI1 =F0I
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ol sle&E0I2z2 ZOMH0| Aoz
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AZZHIL U A2 Z LIEFGCHNeuberg and Newsom 1993). 0l Z2= Al
THEH D} H2AAHE M) U= HS=Z2 UEGCH Coney 1972; Coney and Harmon

1979; Jacoby 1971; Rogers 2003). #E3ISI| =0 =2 AHIXNE2 254

st AE2 O AER2Z LI 20 AXS0 st BHEI ISR

EbHCH(Kim, Hahn, and Yoon 2013; &&%&, &Liet 2017). Ol™ ZES0UAM X

HeD e MAE =0 U2 AHIXSES AMHE =20 0IXs

=0l &M AHE(Really New Products)=2CH FAAQ FO AXNS

(Incrementally New Product)2 F0Hdt= Z&0l O =Ci=

and Yoon (2015)2 A2J|0r £& S0t0l CHEH 2ESSII SO Uo HPE S

of ATMISD AHIXEHS 200l FE2AH0AM JHelE RESSII(PNS) I =&
S EOI5tACHKIm, Hahn, and Yoon 2015). RAMELZ FX3SI|IF &
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AHIX EHESE RESHH Deldts a2 "X
matching)” SHUAE & = = ACH. AUXH
AL QIXIE XS A6 Zl=0l,

X

He FALBU, 2IPEesE QIXE X2 (resource

required)2 == It Jt=s8t Xt (resource available)2l =01 A2 Xl

ol =0 MSEIJHt Jt&

o

2B & 2009). FHAE2Z,

MAO|Ch= 210ICH Mantel and Kellaris 2003;

]}
o -/
Jt2e oA Q0 258 E2, adlise gt

=2 - [wld

WES gD SO Z=dl, olet &0 Hglh Sole "Rl Al (meta

cognition)’ o B&Ao0I

(counter—argument)"©@2 0
Anand and Sternthal 1990;
ChetA, HS3ZIH A2

2 AHOIS ZE 0l OIRZE M, Ewst(elaboration) UAO| It

2 oL € H0IH,

2Nz FEHC NSEIE

20l MS8IHilE f8R82=z Fes 0IXLl, NS

0l QUCHAZAE 2009; Fang, Singh, and Ahluwalia

r2E0l el AL AHIt=E A0 XA Xt

[e=)
S HlZEH0 A0 2ot)l A=20, FU0A Z10It F=Hot=s WS b

, QHECcz2E MEZIIN SBFHXNQ "HigtxX
I0XIDl &t AZ&CH(Keller and Block 1997;
223 2009).

o
= AXNE QIS AU BER8 oIXA JIE
= =

(Cacioppo and Petty 1979; Mantel and Kellaris 2003; 21&3& 2009).
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3. N2d Hod & olaidisdS s

=

P

b, XIS ZAIH(Perceived Novelty)

alglg Rl =2AHE 0 AFEOMA ZE&AA(hovelty)2

(unexpectedness), 2 &AM (complexity), HIZ& M (atypicality),
(obscurity), & Al'A (innovat iveness), £ &tAld (uncertainty),
(ambiguity) S Cg S&Q 2FUM ZAZO Ch. AHSH CHE
CGE WM ZF&d(novelty)2 ESEaHo =@ A2 AZ2E =,

(novelty)E AlKMGHD(fresh), A4C

I2 [ (unconventional), AHE 2(newness
BEEOIAl 21D (unusual), SSotCHunique)2 &EOIEICHSethi, Smith and Park

I

2001: Andrews and Smith 1996). 2 S0 M= OlNH ZEGHA 2L &=

otXl 28t 20l =& =S ¥=CHZajonc 1998). & U4 ZE L HlW3M
M ZEst =20 A0 HES =2 2t9 X012 o EE Le=EX

200l 2™ &S (novelty)Ol Alel&el WA of
OIXI=X HARE 0 CH(Forester et al. 2010). 2&E HIAXES
2 B0 240 U=l E= FHS2 L=k 230 D

1971; Loewenstein 1994; Silvia 2005; Silvia and Kashdan, 2009),

—

28 A (novelty) OICH &S] 2013; Greenberger, Woldman, and

Ber lyne 1960,

Xk A

&A1 E 0l

B2 vs. 3l BtS2 22Jl= AES EMIMCH(Bradley, Lang, and Cuthbert
1993; Silvia, Henso, and Templin 2009). && % JHY OI2Jt=2 Mz& &
8ol S&s S&Xotse x=AHs HPOIUCHRichards 1997; Rovee-Collier,
Bhatt, and Chazin 1996; Crockenberg and Leerkes 2004). %22 HAMSSH
HAe L0 CHEr Mel® BrS(Tuinstra, Kobelens, Lubbers, Verheij, and
Cools 2002)1t AlD|S8t AIAES KMelotell MEE= FLHIAS Eoldtde

ANEE 20|12 JUCHDaffner et al. 2000; Burns, Annett, Kelly, Everitt, and

Robbins 1996). &lstalc|eiXtESE FHASHMZ2) AtHS S&otl
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ZEF0let) MR CH(Kanazawa 2004). &=
AISIAIE2 M2 822 SE2 E0IotH ot HeE Jsol ool 223
CtH(Cloninger 1991; Eysenck and Eysenck 1985; Kashdan 2004, 2009). At&lalz|
= 2 MES0l X =gt AI20ILL ZEEU0 M22 XS dsot=XE
AR (Bornstein 1989; Zajonc 1968; Liberman, Idson, Camacho, and
Higgins 1999), &0t OtLI2t AFEIS0I AS0H MZ22 022 H0le ASA
Ct(Fiske and Taylor 1991). OFXI&
ZS= M22 A2 NG ESE BtE= 20| 4l
™ Pst2 0IX=Xl ZAFRCHBianchi  1998;
Hekkert, Snelders, and Van Wieringen 2003; Urban and Hauser 1993; Moreau,
Lehmann, and Markman 2001).
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2oz X=0 st RF, Oolaie =2 SlUlstAH =Ct

22 AHIASE2 MEAU & 30 &2 M, dgZs JHAA &E=dl,
Ol= JI& AJ|0t0l CHSt QIAS] X0l S0 WS Z0I8HCHChu et al.
2019). AHIXIES 22AH2=2 AelEE (psychological equilibrium)dl CHst S
TE JiXILD UCHOsgood and Tannenbaum 1955). IXIR X3S Ol20 M= XA
E2XE ZEoIH Meld SHZ2 SIIH D1, 018 225 MEIE SHoL
Jl ol =2LXE= FEE 315t A0l XIXcte 202 de¥oz gt
Ol=0l= d&s 2ot XIHGHACHFestinger 1957).

27t ME222 N=2=2 QAE [, MAIE 2% OAIXIE OloHE }=It=
MO HEgsds 28ote =2 2020 2 £ UL JIE A0t 2
Xote 270 S2EAS I AHAS2 ARNEBELZ & OloiEXl (2= &=
Jgg A0/, Olde R HdEge2 R HEZ 002 Jts4d0ol =0
(Aaker et al. 2008; Hong and Lee 2010; Williams and Aaker 2002). O1HB=2
2HIAS2 JIE AJ|0H2 Bt 2=0 NH&ote HEE 20/, Oleist Mgt
2 MZ2(novel) Xt=2 ZBEot= AUIKHAH HAAQ BES0[CHRam 1987).

MBS Z AHIXS0l X&) AJ|Dtet 2L XIcte 2FUHAIXN ==EA
= [ Oloiot X = 2EE o4& Z&otd D, ol HAIXN fEHQ
BHEE B Ne=2 WaE £ ULt Sol, REESI| &0 =2 LAHIASE2
elol Exst FEstE XAR2Exet AXoHK 2= FE=Z 2o, ol HdE
= #AS Aot

e 4 @ AxsksI| =0 et S2S|0UAIXS ==10 AU EBHE ALOLOH
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M 4a @ XSS £=F0] €2 AU B2, SRUHAIXS =F(LX]
vs. B2 LUXl vs. SHES LX) AHIX EHE A0S SHUXHS
2HE K=2E FAIE0l 0HHE A 0ICH

Itd 4b @ RXSSI| +=F0l =2 AU 2, SRUAIXL ==(LX
vs. BAELXl vs. DHESL)W AHIZ BHE At0IS) S(-)Q
g ZAHE OloiIts -0l DHOHE 2 OICH
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