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Analysis of categorical marketing data by generalized

constrained multiple correspondence analysis

Heungsun Hwang

Claes Fornell International Group & Rice University

Hwang and Takane (2002) proposed generalized constrained multiple correspondence analysis that
allows to explore relationships among many categorical variables from more diverse perspectives by
incorporating a variety of linear constraints into multiple correspondence analysis. The focus of the
present paper is on the application of the method. In particular, this paper applies the method to
marketing data, and aims to demonstrate that the method is useful to obtain more insightful

information on relationships among categorical variables collected in marketing surveys.

keywords : Multiple corvespondence analysis, linear constraints, categorical mavketing data.
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