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7,000 ( 5,000 ) 1 5 10
20
No. T1 TU TL
1 70(50) 350(250) 50(30)
2 | 350(250) 700(500) 70(50)
3 | 700(500) | 1050(750) | 350(250)
4 | 1050(750) | 1400(1000) | 700(500)
5 | 1400(1000) | 1800(1500) | 1050(750)
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381 100% 411 100%
197 52% 211 51%
175 46% 195 47%
9 2% 5 1%
42 40
9 2% 10 2%
100 26% 112 27%
34 9% 31 8%
29 8% 24 6%
25 7% 17 4%
8 2% 11 3%
9 2% 19 5%
65 17% 74 18%
43 11% 56 14%
58 15% 63 15%
10 3% 4 1%
130 34% 143 35%
53 14% 58 14%
138 36% 144 35%
50 13% 60 15%
10 3% 6 1%
3 3
10 3% 12 3%
500 140 37% 173 42%
501 1000 106 28% 105 26%
1001 49 13% 50 12%
86 22% 83 20%
30

42

40
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411 100%
32 8%
21 5%
355 86k
3 1%
128 31%
66 16%
215 5%
2 1%
60  15%
0  10%
308 75%
3 1%
142 34%
192 47%
75 18%
2 1%
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Hanemann et a/.(1991)

WTP
B, yes
B' B <B' No B' B'<B
yes, yes no, no yes, No no, yes
4 ™ " " =V
77 (B,,B') = Pr{B’ < maxWTP |=1-F(B";0) )
7™(B,B%) = Pr{B,> maxWTP & B® > maxWTP}= F(B%;0) )
7" (B,,B') = Pr{B, < maxWTP < B' } = F(B';0) - F(B,;0) 3)
7" (B,,B¢) = Pr{B, = maxWTP > B® } = F(B,;0) - F (B’;6) )
F() 0
F(B;0)
F(B) = F(a+ X + B, INB) 5)
a X i g%
Pug INB

N
InL©) = {d” Inz”(B,,B*) +d™ Inz" (B ,BY) +d>" Inz>"(B,,B") +d" Inz"™ (B, B%)}
i=1

da” d™ d" d¥ yes, yes no, no yes, no

no, yes 0
(5)
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(5) WTP 9
9 1
9
9 WTP (Simple Ver.) T
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
3.6800  4.8547  4.5700  4.2751 | 3.7120  5.4107  3.8881 4. 4065
(8.765)  (9.165) (8.473) (15.350) |(10.564) (14.777) (9.200)  (20.575)
- .5715 - .7564 - .6972 - .6617 | - .5912 - .8399 - .5796 - .6849
(- 8.361) (- 9.086) (- 7.990) (- 14.762)|(- 9.831) (- 13.410) (- 7.764) (- 18.471)
626 613 702 640 533 628 819 622
594 606 633 608 563 618 649 604
-154.4762 -131.93 -114.1646 -402.2732|-172.4347 -212.6481 -96.13741 -486.2072
106 95 81 282 130 147 72 349
t 1%
9 8
WTP 640 / /
622 608 604
18 / /
WTP
0
F
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H,:Dum=0

633
594 606 633
( 533 628 563 618 )
D=1: D=0:
2(nL, —InLy) ~ x* InL,
5 7° 3.84
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CVM

WTP
640 / 622 |/
850 (H13 10 )
54 4000 / 52 8700 /
653 635
5% 3
10
0
1 2 3 2 5 6 7 8
3.5765  2.1652  4.5700  4.1822 | 4.2201  7.5015 48170 5 3047
(8.316) (L.714) (8.473)  (14.725) | (9.285 (11.311) (7.523)  (17.034)
_ 5766 - .8032 - .6972 - .6675 | - .5023 - 1.2122 - .5079 - .7373
(- 8.362) (- 9.443) (- 7.990) (- 14.848) | (- 9.700) (- 10.268) (- .6993) (- 17.413)
e | 05299 i i 0.3743 | 0.2028 i 0.3804  0.2661
(2.228) (2.720) | (2.074) (3.016)  (4.314)
1
1B - - - - - (- 2.469) - -
0.2203
AE - - - - - (2.701) - -
0.4825
GENDER - (2.076) - - - - - -
0. 4489
Ln(INDME) | - (2.2768) - - - - - -
636 619 702 643 539 641 826 631
598 612 633 610 566 644 654 612
T152.2616 -127.0105 -114.1646 -398.7216 | -171.1278 -143.2215 -88.8217 _ -415.549
106 95 81 282 130 147 72 349
t 1%
CAREER;
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127 100% 153 100% 101 100%
97 76% 67 44% 65 64%
27 21% 82 54% 34 34%
3 2% 4 3% 2 2%
45 - 40 - 40 -
3 - 4 - 2 -
29 23% 39 25% 32 32%
25 20% 4 3% 5 5%
14 11% 8 5% 7 7%
7 6% 21 14% 14 14%
21 17% 33 22% 12 12%
10 8% 24 16% 9 9%
18 14% 21 14% 19 19%
3 2% 3 2% 3 3%
34 27% 51 33% 45 45%
19 15% 22 14% 12 12%
54 43% 51 33% 33 33%
16 13% 26 17% 8 8%
4 3% 3 2% 3 3%
3 - 3 - 3 -
3 - 3 - 3 -
500 48 38% 49 32% 43 43%
501 1000 40 31% 40 26% 27 27%
1001 20 16% 13 8% 16 16%
19 15% 51 33% 15 15%
153 100% 158 103% 100 99%
77 50% 75 49% 60 59%
76 50% 78 51% 40 40%
0 0% 5 3% 0 0%
42 - 40 - 40 -
0 - 4 - 0 -
32 21% 46 30% 34 34%
18 12% 8 5% 5 5%
15 10% 4 3% 5 5%
7 5% 26 17% 14 14%
36 24% 30 20% 8 8%
29 19% 20 13% 7 7%
16 10% 20 13% 27 27%
0 0% 4 3% 0 0%
42 27% 58 38% 43 43%
20 13% 27 18% 11 11%
67 44% 45 29% 32 32%
24 16% 23 15% 13 13%
0 0% 5 3% 1 1%
3 - 3 - 3 -
0 - 4 - 12 -
500 85 56% 54 35% 34 34%
501 1000 36 24% 40 26% 29 29%
1001 17 11% 21 14% 12 12%
15 10% 43 28% 25 25%
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7.3227 4.1099
(12.4608)"* (16.1428) **
-1.1457 -0.6905
(-13.2849) ** (-18.3296) **
0.6407 0.2318
(2.73282) (1.8307)*
-397.2530 -484.1759
282 349

* 10 ** 5 *k*k 1
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