Integrated choice and latent
variable (ICLV) model
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Mediated moderation vs moderated mediation

Moderator
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Logsum in logit
model for current
choice set

Satisfaction with

) Indicator variables
current choice set

External information
search

Socio-economic

) Indicator variables
variables

Interests in
new alternatives

Difference of logsum
in logit model

Benefit of adding

) Indicator variables
new alternatives

1. The individual who has a lower satisfaction level with the current choice set would have a higher possibility of
performing external information search;

2. the individual who has a higher expected benefit would have a higher possibility to interest to the new alternatives;

3. only in the group with active information search, hypothesis-2 would be true.
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Theory of reasoned action (Fishbein and Ajzen, 1975)

Subjective norm Intention Behavior

Theory of planned behavior (Ajzen, 1991)
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Theory of interpersonal behavior (Olsson et al, 2013)
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Model of goal-directed behavior (Perugini and Bagozzi, 2001)
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