Psychophysical Scale M2 4| @20 23t A% A}
(A case study on misuse of psychophysical scales)
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ABSTRACT

Psychophysical data, in general, belong to one of the four scale categories : Nominal, Ordinal,
Interval, and Ratio Scale. This paper introduces properties of the four scale categories and
describes some psychophysical scales that attempt to measure subjective feeling or opinion of
human. In addition, guidelines of analyzing and interpreting measured data are suggested. Some
examples of analyzing and interpreting psychophysical data inappropriately are presented
especially with category scales which have been used most widely in measuring subjective

information.

A Folvt 1A Al&vlE AAY o, ARE=}e] 27 A%} (Design Requirement)& A Z7|THA e
A BE mlelsts AL AANAe FTLIAN EW) AME YA (Usability) 28] ZdHolA & 2
23 AEeE AAEHR glvh Tt} ARExEe] A2 tifEol B4 H(Qualitative)d WE&
©al ool HdAAY (Design Specification) 22 Algsteid AR&2}e] @AtE F3stn B8 &
BAE BF3H(Quatification)dts 2tgo] WoHog ot dubzog ARg3l= SPwhye=
= 3A o], A TAH(Direct Observation)2 £33l 2 43 % (Performance)L} 3BF
(Behavior)?] WA¥®l % (Frequency), X|%A]ZH Duration) 5& ZA3l= whizl zbE Scaling 71'H&
I3 SR 4HE YAt Wdo] ArhMeister, 1985).

Psychophysical Scaling 7] ¢al 42]¢] A7|(Loudness), W&} #t7}(Brightness), &%
(Pain), &Zt(Touch), F¢|(Cold), u]Z}(Taste), & E2|A =xlFol cidt Are] =] Z}7H %= (Sensory
Magnitude)& A3}, 2pFe] Ml71et AR e o] UAE 3otslr] ¢ FAoz AlgEdoy
(Gescheider, 1985), o]F2] W2 AFE T3l olEFU BAE AGSHEA, o=71A] A A @Ato)
U BE5E T AelAd 2420 FRFH FH ol gEa Ak dE Sol, HY Azl wtE ¥
Ha o] EletAdo] ch3t Alwle] 2] A(Gescheider, Catlin, and Fontana, 1982), 1&le] nl3d 7}x

* xyrgaio)ta Aty Fata)
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(Aesthetic Value)(Ekman and Kiinnapas, 1962), oj® 2o 13 A =919t Ao tjigt MIE
(Kinnapas and Wikstrém, 1963), Z-&*(Public Goods)®] -84 (Kemp, 1987), ZtE 3}AZ o o)k &
Hlxpe] 2] (Moskowitz, 1984), @t e W dxpe] Y wWeko] mE F7do] 7= MY FE
(33X 2] 420, 1993) 52 Ao] =7l Held Md3sy AL Faryos siefsie] Ao o) g
g 4 ASE Ho F3 QU

olg} o] ARgate] 2 FAIYE AN W] T FAYULS YR} AUS F Ao},
E3 P gutzle® HEH T (Nominal Scale), A YA E(0rdinal Scale), 273X (Interval
Scale), H]&3 X (Ratio Scale) $2| ¥ FFol £3tA Hrl & =FoMde &3 dolely EFye)
of AU} FAAMel W W AP H xolE 4vfste, EI FHASIA ALY FF 229
v AdeE F3lod, &3 A8 SulE AEY AL AHAISIR] gt

2. Xt2o| EEMA

Stevens(1946)&= 7|23 22 2}F &R 71U A& A3 o= Y E(Scale)F HE(Nominal),
X4 (0rdinal), 7t (Interval), H];%(liatio)-ﬂ W7zl 2 2/35tdtl. =HE A = (Nominal Scale)olA
AlEEE= 21, 2} 59 7] (Symbol)= 2lg &) &R (Classification)tl A (Identification)&
T oz, ofH S EHSI] sl wxlt AMSEHTIE ol AU FFHo ul= T3}
Fich BEAEY d2& xAdvald HILU 2EAfA MAH 2/HT 5& 5 47 gy
ol§2 BF UAdE 7Y 7ES s3] AMEEE HIotl. ZAY ulolel(Data)oll thste] 2HE W
(Transformation)& AA|Y wf VHH dlo|elrt o] dlojelr} Zte 4AE A2 KA8HA He
A& &84 (Invariance)ol 2t A 2j3t, BEAE dolele] thdrE FUA (Identity) S AR
£ B WelMe BE H¥o] BHAEE Zerh BEASE Ui HE £ 1R W tiAo|ng
AHE-7He ¥t B AR (Statistics)olu} FA3 A 7] (Statistical Analysis Technique)?] Z&of Qlo
A 7H U2 AGE Lt &, 7} dolele thedt BEF W Ade ouintg AEstng, A9
4(Number of Cases), #]%1Z}t(Mode), Contingency Correlation Ho] BAao 2 A & A s}c},

M HE(Ordinal Scale)ollME BHAEZ EWH tlo|epr} e BFo Ade] onjg} ¢ 4
A gL d2BAE BAY 7 dong, o ulel SFH il iyt £9A Ao sHssitt. 2
L ANz e doe F el ol £ ZA i o] Aglo] Aslol: ojwdt onlx zkx] ¢
trh  metd HdH ] gojele] cisiNE EME HHAF A gt Hel Uod BE £Fo WY,
&, 3% 18 (a)oll Yelt thg BE thz Z 7134 (Monotonically Increasing Function)o] €]} ¥
o] 7ttt MAH Y d2E ZE R7ldMY €218 & 471 s, 2 YdoE A4 o)
g Ze dolEle MEHEE B 4 glth. AP BALL2E FYIH(Median), Percentile,
Rank-order Correlation F°] glem, FAH A Z3E 23 Hoz goa dF3 HEH 2 ylo|e}
o} opAtx| 2, w24 7 (Nonparametric Test)E o] &3l FHo| H3tsic}

Aol EF e BUsHE $XE o] &A= AARe] 2ju)7t ey uksy, 4
M= (Interval Scale)= <Al v} ohuet 15 372 Alolx 2ng 3, Hxe dfAdo] &
23t} utetA] Al F(Arithmetic Mean)z} ¥&  #x}(Standard Deviation), Pearson

Product-moment Coefficient & FTAFLE ALY 47} 93, H|2LAA Mok ohz} LA
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{Regression Analysis), +4M24(Analysis of Variance, ANOVA) 52| R4 A (Parametric Test)&
MAY 4 Atk ANEe clolelel 14 18 (b)) Tol AT BelAU A4S et A4
2] ol 23 WHo] g Jhesivt. hEHQ] TAH T L AdH(Centigrade)ZE ot x|
(Fahrenheit)2%2 & & 4 At}

Bl &3 T (Ratio Scale)= o|He RE 2xo MAS zt7 glom, AcidA(Absolute Zero) F
< 7123 (Origin)o] &3t M2 TIE F kel Ato] ¥uk ohjet 1E 7te] B|(Ratio)® 2ul& 3t
tth. HEHEL A2 FA(Weight)Ll Zol(Length), FUIZXE & &% AUth HIEH = dole}
of tistel & d(Invariance)E FAY + sl WHL 42 I3t LA S WA U 13}
U Hojn}, HeF BE B8 o]|go] 7]3}H F(Geometric Mean), Coefficient of Variation o]
AMg7Hsstet. el vl &A= e] dojele] il 39l THANAM o] &rheRt MBS HAISAL FA
FTE ALY B9 I e told HIEH =AY HAL A Xl dE Fol, ¥ E dlo]
Elo] thste] AeBEE Y B¢ 2 A= v EY 4AE 43 THAH 9 glolepst Ml

Hett WE&S 29sid & 13} Zrh

Transformed Transformed
Scale Scale
Vales (X') Vales (X")
Monotonic
Transforms X'=aX+b
Original Scale Values (X) Original Scale Values (X)
(a) A9 x(0rdinal Scales) (b} ZYA A x(Interval Scales)

Transformed
Scale
Vales (X")

Original Scale Values (X)

(c) |- & X = (Ratio Scales)

JH 1 7 A=l EHAEE fAE £ A

fr

H#e] ol (Gescheider, 1985)
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1. 2tz SF/AA 29

m
olN
i3

HAY TAZ EAA

A

:'L

W E A ¢ (Nominal Scale) | 2924 (Number of Cases),
2417k (Mode), H 2473
)

Contingency Correlation % (Nonparametric Test)

of]) x2 - Test

M A2 X (0rdinal Scale) | 2% Zt(Median),

Percentile,

Rank-order Correlation %

A A ¢ (Interval Scale)| At& B (Arithmetic Mean), RenAA
X & B x}(Standard Deviation), (Parametric Test)
Pearson Product-moment Coefficient % ofl) %3 #2(Regression),
EAHE A (ANOVA)

H] &3 £ (Ratio Scale) 7] &} 8 #(Geometric Mean),

Coefficient of Variation %

3. Psychophysical Scales

Psychophysical Scale2 &3 udoll wlel IA A A (Direct)! W2} 7+8 A (Indirect)Ql 2
Hog FEIcHGescheider, 1985). A A<l whd.e Tatz}(Observer)7} ZAThAIS A 73t
WAZEE FPste whdelx, A WS B vaE St &3 oy
tgesd FFAE doluls Wiolrh. BFFQY wHoez EIXE dojur Whez:
Successive DL Scale, Paired Comparison Scale, Ranking 3 Sortingol] &J%} &AulHoel ol7,
Equisection Scale, Category Scale, Magnitude Scale S A2 HhHo| 3t3c).
Psychophysical Scale®] F&/F+ tl]$ clgsln, 2 & 7|2 go] o]RE T Y= Az 3
Zrt

Successive DL Scales

Fechner®] P o A3 U Ao, A¥E £33t Absolute Threshold(RL, Reiz
Limen)®} Difference Threshold(DL, Differentz Limen)& 3% ¥, RLE XE Zuslo] Just
Noticeable Difference(IND), &, A|Z7}=2] tlg] FI7IEE nlotsle] ol& |7 xe ZAXE o)L
g DL Scale zt3e] Aielol ZA IND7L YBstthe 22} DL A7171 23] Mj7)o] 34 v
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A ¥Th= Weber(1834)2] HAo] Jrie 71X S

:\: (=3 OE
thel A= Webers] {2 o] st hFol WA, olF HA3I ¢ls) AEE Tt DLg FFs)

Paired Comparison Scales

AAZ =L A1 E A dAade] FHo wol ol&Eol & 7EY shtE, AFS vl tiyo] EHe
7|23 (Standard Stimulus)2} A AA|ste], IAHPRI} ol FHo| zlFo] ©f A =AREAE
SEHIA Tk AME & F A A%} Boll it AN AHRS F AT AV} J|Eol H= A BET}
Acta oyt H4=2] vl (Proportion of Frequency)& A4tslo] o] & o]&3to] Agt Be] xjole] EXE
FEROZHN ZAXNE AASA = ER(Gescheider, 1985), ZAUAHOZ dojx|= HAr:= Z1AXCZ
& 4 9glt}. Paired Comparison Scale Thurstone(1927)¢] Comparative Judgment®] ¥ ZAR
gtch,  Comparative Judgment2] A& 2z} x1=2e] M7|7 33 Z}=(Subjective Magnitude)?] &3
2 ®Ysbssicks A F AFY Aolv FALEE wlEtike & V2 JPELoE ¥ri(Meister,
1985). Paired Comparisonoll &3 n7§e] A= H7IstnAtd woll= 203 & WHE3lof 3122 no| &
2%, ABFIIL B #27 ®He ©Eol alol, Torgerson(1958) Fol &3] HEIFE Z4A
7l el oyt a7t e zich

Ranking

AP Fol A TGS HIist AAPEL] Ao ulE &AE AFde YHeR, dI9
2tFol oyt Zi7HA 2 Ranking A2 FB At A 2] Ranking ZHGroup Ranking)& @7] ¢I3} A}
gcH(Meister, 1985). Rankingoll 2% FIHAAUR dojxls HEe AdYxo|th

Sorting

g AR A BE 2128 S Ao A AlS}e] Ranking?} Paired Comparison =3 ItenS S <A
7} o= dEHe] gEOZ BEFF= W o|rH(Meister, 1985). Sortingg RankingZ} Wz BE =}Zo]
sl ¢HE& ARt Zo] ofvel, ¢AMUZ AHAY dAY 3Ho] Wo] FofI 2AFE EFde
ZAolth Sortingol S1% Scaling® ZE A13& FAlol 2asiol 122 Hrlslol & AT 47} g
& BF &7%ol oWt Sortingg B3 ¥olA= HE Rankingo|L} Fof AdF¥Y Category
Scaling?] 73-9-¢} niz7IR 2 MIHzrt Heh

Equisection Scales

Equisection Scaledfl & ¢4 Hxeol o THo| HE F AFE ¥ A5t sAd@zr Ay
Aol M71E 2 ARz A 2 FEIE AEL FH3A sl ZHAE
@d&rh(Gescheider, 1985). 7|23 0% TAX=E RAY £+ ooil, AL HL7 s = Aol
dem, A=) 2% 2Fe] ALH ZHo| Jte¥ FFolt &l



Category Scales

IR & CHMURE AAste] T A HEAL
A g & AYIEE 3t WHE £l Sortingd] F-%E A
oA BE AHSE Aol AAISHed ®bl, Category Scalingofl A& &HH Alsfof shute] 213qhg
A Al HA Tt Category Scale,] FTHE 232et Zol AA T RELE FTEY £ Atk 1Y
29] (a)9} 22 ¥ FAxoMe Zxd Bk 4o LA AFES EHUE AA|ste 7|
AP A7 =2 117470‘5—2— 7t FASHAl 2Pt 5SS MBS st WS &t o3y &
o AxoMe YFE e SUALSE EAY ¢+ ¢loEE UHAAER B oyt 19 29] (b)
ot B2 ¥y Fxolde ARz il.zxm FStA & Uehile PEARL o] 23he A3t ol&
€ U BHLE 3t VS MRYFLR FEste] A AP = FARE AE YA e
Wolct  olel¥t {9 Category Scaled UAAEE HE Azt AL}, AAE Azl d&4ol
AT oA MEHEE HE o] efgsich
Category ScaleZ A&yt thE Wzt vlaste] £Fo] golsta, Hrichide] 24 ghgqh Ay
& A FRAE dold w7 deng, AFe Frtet EMo] BE UTlste o2 FolelA st
Z dal 3853 glon), thgat 22 W g zh=tHlodge, 1981). 3xi, oln] AF¥ uiel ol
S i HH(Qality)E EQshke ool AT & FolM vddzte] AA A3z 713
FARRE shute] #EE A3 HER, sAdEA} ARz ezte] xolE =7 ALoE ol &
HPSIA] Rl Z97E dlol R &4 sheido] gt Exl, AHUH o FES AAPOLEHN
T A H= e Eetol =] WA d¥E FA Ho HIrtAMol U (Bias)E ZAY £t Ak A
A, 2t FES Pt o7 dXo AU wiBE tA] de ¥ MEPE & FZ U] M3}
CH(Lodge, 1981: Oborne, 1976: Moskowitz, 1984). wziA] Aol AZ3 g ZHHHE o|4e o
olElE TAE dh= A8 ZHY BAVEES ALY 7 9A Hoh

Category ScalingZ ZE & HFAH3IE= ddy dRAN o] 1EES
H

L7l AAAREE 71A SASHA BY3 ¥

rE da

o rr

]

1 1 i 4t 1 -  ©i$ 4t
2 +— At 2 -
3 1 94 Hrl 3
4 —+— A Ogr} 4 T
5 — o En S T
6 — <t 6 —
7 — mh¥ Fr} 7 — i Frh
(a) (b)

2% 2. Category Scale?] &
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Ratio Scales

H]-&3tch(Ratio Judgment)oll 213} & X)E§ Z A3t Ratio Scaling 71 F 718 ol o] &HE
4190 & Magnitude Estimationo] QITh o] 7PHe BAaLsl Foid A3 Hristel 7|EAIF
247 zo] th3 v &2 ARt F 7| EAZe wiE R Froll o] vl &S T & SHIA st ol &
ZA x| 2 o] g5} uhHo|r}(Gescheider, 1985: 1988: Lodge, 1981). Magnitude EstimationS ¥ &
F3ste Wiol] wiel T A AIA 7)1 Ex}Fel siFste k& A A F= Modulus Method2} o] & I
Al¥z} AAR7 AASIA e Free-Modulus MethodZ F-HE &=, Modulus Method®] 79 3] P=}
o guel WEH dNEe 2eY sPsMol A (Gescheider, 1985) 2ol o3 AToldE
Free-Modulus Method7} =& A}&=]3 Q)cl

Magni tude Estimationo] &3] Qoix| s tlojeh HlEHES] dolElo| 22 BE A o] ulg
tAn, RE BAY AZ71HY AHLo| sHsdith.  EY Magnitude Estimation FXol o] &Y
ol= gul3Al(Response Modality)o] tTierstz, ojwyt At¥ol= 3 -Lo] 71%53lM, Cross-Modality
Matchingg B3] Fx2 ElWAH S ZAEY 4 At FFOE sty, Az7ua AAH AAAEY &
A W oopzl o7l APl AL B FF W FFchPT] dBVA mejolx e o
253 e 7MY ZE FFrYPolet @ + rh

32 2]e] Ratio Scaling 7| © &+ Ratio Production(Fractionation), Ratio Estimation,
Magnitude Production Eo] ¢lon, o|& 71'H& ALY &3 A2l Magnitude Estimation®] 7%
npx7iA 2 vl = dolele] 4AE Z=rth

4. Psychophysical Scale Mg W £A°2| 2FAlg

glol A 33 niel o|, Category Scaled] F£712 8 § 1¥ 29 (a)$} Zo] ANAYEE =
ot UAY oFE £AMUR Ul mAPxrt & YR MYIA e PEE AH8E BF
z} PEE 7He] S o] RAEZ ¢teng 7zt Yo wiFH Fx& Aol Jde] & MEHE
o] Zto] Hrh uwlelM o] HTF o]&dlo] ZAY uiojelE TAM T oty A Fdte AL vl
22 Agupo] oplth olE Fol, 7 HE AL ¥ 29 (a)ollA EXo] 342 (Neutral
Position)ql ‘1A IFth ¢} ‘oizt Frp 2] xpolrt ‘Frl o ‘mle Frl o Aot WiEA] P2 AL
ollEg, ol Z ¥EL EHIE 7|Z2AH ASH £x& &Atlo] ulrt o1& ¥olH, X8 2}
olof cthstel AZst= RS Elwdsia] ¢irh  mild ol HEE ol §dte] FFY dlolElE THY
=2 33t 22 vtk shA] drh

w3 2 28] (b)) o] A} HIAE Uehle EAE A olES YEHELE dt&
FHE ThA TRl 1EE AEE ol ol 8Y FE, AEY dAKo] fleER oA TRAHESR
By ot &, 7EAAEY AHAL 7 2N E 4 HEE Aol 3 oE Eof 29 3 Aole
2.5, 2.8 59 ZAAE 2ul§ spAHo} sheul, Category Scalingoll & oleldt R AE HE31A U
omg, it dulofy NEHEZ H Zlo] ElEsith

u}elA Category ScaleZ &A% tlo]Ele] tisir= 2t 348 2] WAl £ (Frequency Counts)&} 1

o] u}2 wE g EI(Percentage Distribution)E EAdo] o] &3} Zlo] 22l whyolel & 471 A
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th thEeBE NG FUU 5& o1&l o] upgASM, I ¢ Contingency Correlation,
Rank-order Correlation Fo] 2Ju|7} 9l= FAIFo] Hrh. = BAY AESL 3IME x? - Test
54 ¥| 24 ZAH(Nonparametric Test)& o] &3l= Zo] ujatas)c}

F3ciYE FAAV 25 o] AVUAE mpofsta By (Modelling)dhs ol 24H3
off B3t 24F FAZIEEC] e R83lM, o8 AYste 37)A](Package)e] TFE EEsic)
ol¢} ZLE o]RKZ U3} Category ScalingE FF7IP2E AHY o] olg] AFE Fol:= 532
HE AAY o uoletR HFY o7t WS UAHCHLodge, 1981). ol QFE 1 el
FHEE EFst 2AA MdalE o] dBshd o3 gt

o}

£ 7{|2H(Statistics) AIRS 28

Category Scale?] to]Elof th¥t FAIRF] AlRol AloiA 713 wlo] WARE 2 FE APy}
SHY ¥Foll ohsl FF EEHUXE A4lste o|F thEZLOE o] &3 Aot} 2T 2y
Luria, Neri, Schlichting (1989)0f 2&]3l 43 o 7}z A4te] VDT(Visual Display Terminal) Q!
#ZE 7 (Phosphor)ell glojAe] A4 gl A3 To] U AFLE & 4 Utk o] AdFoAE 54
BAA, B, A, P 9 fae] 6 shx] MAte] IPEAZ uhEo]3 VDT DisplayollA] Rofo| ]
2 xS oA Target Symbol(ell. ‘1I'2} '1')E Zohl: g 43stA sto] nldP=ate] 2y
T3 = (Performance) 2t N F = (Preference)E ZFAslaitt. 2z YLEAo] iyt MIEe] Brlo=
1(Poor)7#€] 10(Good)7}2]2] 103 Category Scaleo| o|&E|%lx, H7IZAUE mietstr] ¢l B
(Mean)2} EFWX}(Standard Deviation)F AAtsle] o83ttt gL} M43 thE Category Scale
< ol 8% FIIEY BolA FHXE MYHEY yolelo]|BR HFo|u} BEEUAE R A}
8312 U= Zo] niztA iy, FHWgt(Mode)olut FYZk(Median) ol BARo 2N HAslch 1 9
A= £H42 HF #]3) Category Scale tio|Elofl thsl BF2} EEUAE F3l EAFOE o] g3
Alells &3] uddc)
SAHoY Ko 2F : 4t

Mol Mg

han §

i

Category Scale® &3t ulo]elo] thdle] of® W47} njxe J8S AE3] 9] 22 A
78S 8ol ol s UAstE= 2/ Fo iyl Barg
HAlShs Zfolch. ol dl2A Matthews(1987)¢] AT E 5 4 tl. o] dFolx: CRT
Displayoll A Textot wiZAje] Zyo] 74 (Proof-reading)ztdoll SlojA] Algzte] 43w o} A}gx}r}
L7l &Y =(Disconfort)e] J& nlx| =2 & uietstr] ¢isled, YA} =71 BEUEE 1(Low
Discomfort)F-B] 7(High Discomfort)7}x]2] 73 Category Scale® &&slgth. 87}x]2] TextAAtz}
i Z A2 gl ABdte] mAUAIZF B BHEe] AL A 3 A3} Fo| St zjo|E
Hol A& AS317] $13) ANOVAE AAIst 1 alo)7t BAHeE fositis AEL Pt g
L Bet o2, o]y R¥ Y Category Scaleo] glojA] Mo ddio] gloER o]F IAYEE
HIlE ogfns 2AUE A8E £ gk uleldq BAHEANE AAs z Qale] g A
S A2 AR EMyoln, olgdt 7% Category Scale thal Magnitude Estimation& o]-23%}
B7HE F8to] vl tolelE: dof BAHEAS AAsl: o] Hr}l A Fauwo|a} & &

2

(Analysis of Variance, ANOVA)&

1
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olth.

Category Scale UjoJE}e] tfglod EArEME AAgE £ t}E o|F A Rosenfeld, Tenenbaum,
Ruskin, Halfon(1989)¢] AFE & 4 2crlh o] A7+ A4dA ZTERE F4H IAdPAEE F 2
F2E U] olE F IE9 mAPAA E23gel UM ME TIE ¥F, &, AAZY F ==

I3 BAHA AR EEY TR A AAISHA ste] IAYAIIL =7 4R B} At
ztol & mpetstz] glsh AAIF ot G5 &3 Aatdel oy FaRHA FHAE E71 3 o

A3t +YY BF

%2

drol e 28 32t 22 63 Category Scaleo] AMZE AR, IAFAIY 4
o] FRol ulE ol FX 2|9 zlolE wetstr] 2l EAHEAME A AT L o] Aol A}
&¥ Category Scale?] Z-¢, oA AFT uie} Zo] 2 PHE Y WAL KAHA ez
F3XE MY dolel2 He= Zo] ElYsi, ¢ko] oo} vrix 2 2zt H4e] o3 metsty)
2]#| A= Category Scaling th4] Magnitude Estimationg& o]&3lo] &3l Zlo] R} L} FHIZuhy

olzt & 4 gltt.

[J
- 2

i

o]

Low
2 4
3
Moderate
4 —4-
5 ——
High
6 _

18 3, Rosenfeld, et al.(1989)2] d-FollA] A}2% 63 Category Scale

SA2IY Mg 2F : 3 M M

739 dolElE o83l FHULE T ARUAE A3l +21& AFstr] sl
A HAEANE AASHA Hoh 2@ HAEM E BAEML] B9 oA E BAAR ol
o] 4AE Zi= dlojetol chsfAgt Hgo] 7te3tER, MPHEQ! Category Scaling 7]'H& o]-&%
&% dlojete] thside HEY 7 gl Zo] XL} HAE HE ALY Ayt i Exgch
2 Alel 2+ Beshir®} Ransey(1981)¢] Azt o] | AE & 7 crh o] dAFoME 23.3,
32.3, 37.8, 43.4°C UI7IA] ¥ L=zPAN ofrtx] LS YA st ZHzte] ZF9 mAdY
A7t =7 d7E 3% 4 2 93 Category Scaled o]&3lo] JF3tolct. H7t A3} o &3
2ol ohste] HAEME MGt AA x| wWEe] izt AL 259 JAE Ao FH
stlch. ¥, S92 (Neutral Position)ol 33t 2E&E TAHAZL 71 Folste 28 &
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2J3lal, o] FAAE ol &3l FHH4Y LS 47} =HA e AAXEE A4tsidch. Iy ol
3 RE BAMAL Aee) sAPgay =71 d7b8 ®I1E) Category Scale?] do]El Zhol] A3y
Al(Linear Relationship)7} &l 3ctie 714 S vigeZ g Zloju}, Axlz dzte] iyt Aze =]z}
Z}T = Power Functiong W22 Z(Stevens and Marks, 1971: Stevens and Stevens, 1960) Z-E¥H 7}
Bolet & 4 Atk wmeld ol HYslA] R FAwtdelel ¥ 4 ddeon, EMAz} dojA I
o= & 2ulE FA4% =+ glrh

1 — Cold

2 —+— Cool

3 -1 Slightly Cool
4 —+1 Neutral

5‘ ——  Slightly Warm
6 -1 VWarm

7 —T Hot

8 —+1+ Very Hot

9 —— Extremely Hot

2y 4. AALEY &FHo ol &F 93 Category Scale

5. =9

2 =folA= Psychophysical Scale?] FR/E A 2tz EFAAL Ao} Hdystad
th. 32 3 F3ol &oldt 71 ol AbgE o] & Category Scaled] ZF-%, MY 3= £&9 3
o] 7hssted AlgIbsyt BAZOIY FAVIEY HE FolM W G wA Holz B3Iz, %
ol doE £AE AT o]l F VAAEZT 2F 3l BEAL AXY AHE RAPl =34
oA AFE LFESL SIFE FHYYE ol 83t o3 dlojelo] thsted Hel4EY &
Faloll HEIHe EMIIES AU LR U ZoR, dF3 EFo] A9£E EMYE 2
T8 A 53 JEE delsty AR £F ol d B Zlo] vyt odE &
Magnitude Estimation& Ah&3to] H|EH T 2] dloleld UL ZH ol AL RE BAES ALY
7t elx, BE BAZHY FLo] 7testA Heh a2 BE Ffol B2 50 tolels Rayl
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218 Aol glojAe oW HEo cit HohHEA MIEE AL 2 BAE FAHstEE A2
opmE A|Zkz} u] &g Eof HHE oolelg €& "ot dth oA ZF-fol= Category
Scalingg o] &3to] WA EEZE mietste EAo] o]&sh= Zlo] Hrl JAY FZPyYelel ¥
oltt.

wbel, BARQ MATHAIA FAHF F3a 37 (Specification)& AF Yol oA M2 ¢}
2 n|go] A8FE oy tjarEe] tiste] FAH o PujRxe] HI LAt} EAE HfHELE
N u]g Exlo] Mg 22 (Cost Justification)dlr] #iste], HE FHLE %] BAE AF3
3 2wlal(Modelling)dt7] $13jA= Magnitude Estimation& 01%6}01 ZAsl= Zlo] Hrl AR 3
Zgelcth
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o Bag wWuis| Feolstodol stn, Tof uwiel A FA/YL Azt AHEFIE AAY F,
By A2 S A7) sl SHEEE= Heue M-S Aastoo}l st, Ao Yol SloiME A
2& 7|stojo} %t} Psychophysical Scaling 7|'H 2] #H-gol glojM L3 e AFEAE 21 5%
Zol 8" 4 gt
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