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A4 FEmel g A I TR ‘;?—‘F}]‘ﬁ%—l e ATA ek i3 Bmr kil H Ly
T}é’)%é“—,ﬂi‘}érrﬁﬁ?’ Flpt gt - AR S ERBER S S e R L MR
oo AT 2P ORI E P - 3 L2 Ty ri S (anchoring effect) 2 3L IF T
#F-(yea-saying bias)*Tig = IR i} x% Behipt o F A @ - BL Ly I pE
ﬁ)i?*‘ﬁ'“ ? B R RR '% o AT EHEML IR Z TR x% ERSTE ; (i e )
i Aigner etal. (1977)2_ g % 8 B -7 (stochastic frontier model) » £ #2452 %
TES O E MY D ik A R R Sk B R AT TR

&préaﬂiﬁﬁﬂ+ﬁﬁ T L B RRZAARINEBREEALTH
(CVDFACTS)(2000) » 39 B fueiS i & § :}7:&'&?{*? STl @Fiﬁﬁ 2_ R it
B PR H Sd TR B REAEL R ke BE EEEL T ]
tp mEI:"]:,i (=33 S PLVES ) l% B o

At 1 R HIRR 2 (CVM) ~ B 4§ E(WTP) ~ = A % # #-3] (dichotomous
choice model) ~ “E #% 1 B $i-4] (stochastic frontier model)~ % 45 %% % (anchor
effect) ~ 2 ik 3¥(yea-saying bias)
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Ry wb® Hpd f 8 ¥ 73§ & (non-market valuation method) %% ¥
* gk o L B3 H H3 2 (contingent valuation method, CVM) » H
¢ X 12 = i 4% 7% (dichotomous choice > 2 fi-dt B 74 i (close-ended)) & < ¥
BN AR EEIER SR AR A ABIORIT A R fE- S R
¥ R R % i (willingness to pay » WTP)ehi e3> d % CVM i - 8% % (ex
ante)sH2| %7 > B ApE < A RN > L IHT Y 2 5 A o
IriEBR A SR RBM S 2 i % 18 (existence value) > i& {7 3% (Cameron
and Carson, 1989) - A F £} & criEfer? » X VAR - = HE - Bk
e WTP» f 5 B = 4 3E $% (single-bound dichotomous choice) » & %&izfp 7l
EPFIRE - A R R - HART - B R - AL F AL D
WTP ht & LR BlfE2 5 B/ = 4 iE % (double-bound dichotomous choice) ©

- EREL BB - F LT EFT ORI R AR AT S

kS

AT R EAREFOERAIE o m - AWK EE S e PR g
A 4 ok 3 F el (Herriges and Shogren, 1996) 5 = HRIERER = &
ﬁ@ﬁ%:&gﬁ@g%%%%ﬁ%a@é\E%iﬁ$?%@mgﬁm

RIS EFE X %—‘“ P F T e g Bt g% # 8 { 5 25 (Hanemann et

a1 b

al., 1994 ; Cameron and Quiggin, 1994) -
BN - A ERRIER - A EHE
MR HENEAEA LT R R R (yeasaying) ~ R & R
(weariness) * 14 2 X2 H 7 fuFE T p L L7 WIP pFo 3R W E R = #3%
#2 WTP G852 H K- 2:5# 2 %% (Hanemann et al., 1994 ;
Kanninen, 1995 ; McFadden and Leonard, 1995) » #& /% — & v » i & & 4= 7]
>4z i B2 im 3¥(starting point bias)# T3k » A2} %ﬁ;ﬁ{iﬁ A2 1 B3R ¢
’2913”“"‘%':‘2%»“)?’?,&1» R A Ac T BERIEDA & RRT A G Ttk
(anchoring effect) & 3% ¢ i 3% (yea-saying bias) = #& (Mitchell and Carson,

1

VSR S j’ﬁf{y'h— g ggj\ﬂ/
wgns Ego

The 5th Annual Conference of Tai rf;mlc Empirics



1989) :

Ly re % £ dp 2 ‘f'i"v‘ P PR - BERBARTHEREDET BB
(amenity’s value) T 7 F@@_» & LA T "F%#!in i Riisg Hood B
o ASAT IR ARG FALHLE- HREL TR W
“LRgpn. EWA o pIER X —‘5 I SRR S S R

k!

= CVM#E 3 ¢ > WTP B33 L i % ‘;"?—‘F’T A TIE N Rt
{$ 24w o Herriges and Shogrens(1996)# LE#7 3 # 5 &

2 a7 AR 0 B RS Y0360 2 - drk H WIP 2 B35 5 B

AP 2B ERR LG AR PR E e JREEA LSS LG AR
A ERMOR F LR - RETERIPE LA A e A
e w (Blamey, Bennett and Morrison, 1999) -
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2 @R LT EH

FRIFAIIAEBLBAGFEL A€ > B A2 Fahindl
FAREEEELT  FH 2 HmB AL ‘mma’*ﬂgﬁ'*ﬁw?wfsmﬁvt& 12
¥5 Becker(1974 2 1991) ek %> RIAFHA (FARLG - BREGARLE |
o ArR ) R FIRB M G RS w2 w Y ok 2
BT pIr £ RenE AR FRA A ELGALDFRE Y o 2
Tl e pde 2 L i (Becker 0 1974 2 1991 ; W.F. Kenkel » 1960) » F]* FJ5s
A A dsﬁfﬁﬂ&ﬁt‘ﬂwﬁﬁﬁﬂ%&:}%ﬁﬁiﬁé hp Bt I Sk > 518
AR R RlEd 2 A R 2 R R T IRSE ARl p P2 Rl s

“_t

A i B RE 2 aui I > w2 (Becker, 1974) o

Bk ARG R RTOW, 5 F - R 0 (TR )
¥ eRE A
W, =W +U = XB+V +U = XB + ¢ ()

v

W* 3 i”%iﬁu PP aizEipas WIP;XB 5 7 BLEP| P & B8
g%iﬁ WTP e33R i> > 4ol A 2 978K 7428 ~ E8EFF , V i-

PRI E(V)=0 ~ Var(V)=op 2 ¥ i A fe2 e 437 s U % - <@ %

M BERENTERRE > b - WL T REEV) =27 oy >
Var(U)=(7-2/m)oj ~ U >02 2 ¥ fi 4~ fie(Aigner, et al.,, 1977) © % 3% 4 & ¥t

FoXAB AR AT
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Aigner et al. (1977)2_ " #:# % #5i-7](stochastic frontier model) Bk V &2
Uz »Cov(V o U=0 tee2 B EH TR R I Hch: ©
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f@b%ﬂ@?é% (3)

He v o=\oy+oy ~A=oy/oy ~ fe) 8 W(e) AN AR L2 4T
BB A A S B @ oe 2 TIHET L LR HhiEs TIE > V4 T 4e
49 E(e)=EWU) =2z 0y =2/ W1+ P)o « B R =~ &0 5 -
I E RSO0 D S RN = RV

InL=>YInP + > InP, (4)
d,=1 d,=0

#¥ P =Prob(d, =1)= 2j ¢(t)‘P( —)dt and W, >b, -
(o2

P, = Prob(d, =0)=2 J'Obl_XBgzﬁ(é)‘P(%) dt and W, <b, » FMINC % %

S8 0 5 WTP 2 1 B o

FWHE IR - AE R S FHHE S KA S 2T
T
1if W,>b,

dz(bz) :{

0if W,<b, (5)
by %% = g PR Lm¢%P’d2;§?—:KEEJ'%B§‘JQ’ i
(1)#* 424 (0)2 45 12 % ¥ - Herriges and Shogren(1996)#% | X 3 &% =
FAGPEXI S - TAFRE DMk o FprAPL
W, =(1-yW,+yb>0<y<1 (6)
y AR Z ik 0 EATHRN(O)R T AT

b, —yb,

1if Wy>b, 7% V+U> - XB
d,(b ):{ SRR 1-y
272 0 if W,<b, /¥ V+U<b177b XB (7
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T P EEW, =W, o L PERCR) 2 PR S B RT Ao 5

InL= me+2m%+2m%+2m%

FMINC t th
#¢ P, =Prob(d, =1,d,=1) =2IM_XB¢(;)‘P(;)dt and b, <b,
-y

%—Pmmd—ld—ﬂ)zj T HOWE)dt and b, <b,
o o

bxe  t tA
Rn:Pumml:dezuzzhﬂhm¢$?qm;om and b, >b,
1=y

b-xB t t4
%0=HNK¢=0A2=W=2L #()¥(Z)dt and b, >b,

:i 7311 —\?I
(Chien, et al., 2000)

ﬁ'?E?%A{Lkz%ﬁwk%ﬁﬁ%@’mﬁﬂf?j
=33

(®)

f

FI B EW =XB+V o R ERFE LSBT G

InL= chp( 0)+ Zln[cp(b2 —W )—op(bl —W N
1 d1=| UV UV
%" =0 9)
b, -W’ b, FMINC -W
+ > In[d( )—D( 21 [1-O(———)]
d,=0 Oy Oy Oy
d, =1 dz

BT - SRR RO EEAY P RLERAER - A EREA R

WIS T AR 2 B AR e e B Ek
R ARG AR B FRRARR S G AR B A IR

% % (Dickie et al., 1996) i 5 B i 222 2 & PR E > BT R
45

‘‘‘‘‘

e R SR R AR AT E

' b s 38 %7 % L (Chien, et al., 2000)
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A Al L BE RS ERERR R 2R
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AR AT 1712 2 Pl E R REATHEL PR A BB IFL A
SR cFiB2 3 2tk s G 962 ¢ o

A 1 kF o B LH(CHUTUNG) G Faets 20k 530 i a5
093 57.1%; 75e4E E A % 9 B(SEX) (4218 78%) © ¥5(MARRY)(86.5%)
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%0310 B RAeRG SR 5 % BEHF(FMHPRS); ¥ ¢ » 2B mfe
BB B2 P W 4FHIRE(FDRUGHP) 0 )% 7 £ (%8 » 4 23.3% @
27.7%F Bt & B (Feg BE LG oskdrd] B o R gk (FCTRLHP) -

32 K Ex3h

AT R AR RN PREET 0 PR A REA %iﬁ L R B
Hoosfpm prattz e b5 P ETEP § o BAE S el ARl &

RF AR BRI R RS SRR A AR - &
R AP IRS T EHAA S IALA L TR A
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FoXANBERIARBE R - L)L EFE RGP E T ERLS T
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P
FEIC BT R BREgANT RS Hw%@f’ﬂﬁﬁw

J

WL R REE  EHA0 KR ARSENEY BT
19/(“’100“’" 9% ) BREBCHEROBS L 2% (f'rvloo
/\6424)

R AT

ek AT 2 E- R (40/ Y ) B RDE o B
FPoRFERYIRY ZFTET R BV R 2 E S RO s
gogr g Al (FWFEAY R F L 100 4¢3 1~2 4
ﬁ,éh"u FoRaE S L 100 A ¢ 5 14 ); A eEE L RE Y
TR A e Lﬁ@%@ﬁ%’ﬁﬁnrfxm’iﬁ%m%
ATE? [AR RBadv e 2 RF 0 XA e ]

L. D(l))?'ﬂ LGHHEE2 o@*HMIGHEE 3 o0 i
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d=0)~ (P L > BEL)IN > Y)=(d=0 > d=)% (* & > * BL)(N>
N)=(di=0 * dy=0)m & + st 8w § 2 A Bk Bt b » RA AL 20 A g
B FIEAE %"*‘ Ax- v ¥

Gt

MAEARE P TR A RS K

EARLA bl R REEA A EHAR 5 PR o R AP R
BT EAFR G REATEEHNA BTN v FAk ¥
Bt bl BT SR T R AT LA e 4 B 80% 4 ) 0 T AT Rl
BB R o R F AL LS - Ay R

4 FEEE

AT ERTE B E R T OB R WS g At e g
A4 T In(W)=XB+V » F1gb > (1) B p R4 N1 e
In(W)=In(W)+U=XB+V+U > ¥ J £ 3| * ch 2 455 % (2(6) 7™ 2 1

InW,=(1-9)InW +ylnb,” » 38 (2)22 3% (7)#-& 3713 22 5 °

dl(bl):{

Lif In(W;)2In(b,) 7 V +U > Inb, ~XB

0 if In(W,)<In(b;) # V +U <Inb,—XB (10)

Lif In(W;)>In(b, ) /# V +U > In(b, )—y In( bl)—XB

dz(bz):{

1—y
0 if In(W,)<In(b,) 7% V +U < In( b, )l_yln( b) _xg  (11)
4

23 ANy A BRI B - SE R A
EB - ETRREBE RPRRYEA 0 2P F ESAGERE L
(SEX) ~ # 7 428 (EDUYR)4% & ~ & i t1+ 3 (CHUTUNG)® % - % 4%
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2
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3

B

b - & %34 2 Herriges and Shogren(1996) -
8

VSR S 3"‘#4311— g ggj\ﬂ/
wgns Ego

The 5th Annual Conference of Tai rf;mlc Empirics
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I 47

LEVHI /;;ze%ﬁ;: 15 ws_éﬁ%‘r%é&é P oA b Sk L 0.110  0.313
4 E 3

LEVSAME @ﬁgﬁx 1 5 RIe4E %,%‘r—g;g; P pbed Sk 0746 0435
EA A G

FMSIZE ;gg_% T ﬁi; c Hoix i A 2945 1.274

PERHBl A#%#c 3BV AFPAERY R 2174 0% 0.947  0.233

‘}%‘*{‘ -1 3 ¥ e
PERHB2 @ﬁ%& P BE BT AT ERSVCE?L T4 - 0845 0433
0% ;F F~-1 2 ¥ 8¢
FMHPRS  &#%# z—;v”,s, ’,s;sL@;ga&?lF 20 F 0.323  0.468
FDRUGPH E# %81 2 7des ¥ 5 8o Bp kT FYIRE 0233 0423
FCTRLHP g#%#> 1 jie> B 27 £ @ 7003 sdrdld 0277 0448
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32 & RETH G2 A A

B & 3E(%) e YY® YN© O YY(%) YN(%)®
- (%-=%)°® S NY¢ NN®  NY(%)"  NN(%)'
5000(2500/10000) 99 51 13 51.52 13.13
3 32 3.03 32.32
10000(5000/20000) 108 45 10 41.67 9.25
3 50 2.78 46.30
15000(7500/30000) 107 42 12 39.25 11.21
4 49 3.74 45.79
20000(10000/40000) 29 25 9 28.09 10.11
8 47 8.99 52.81
30000(15000/60000) 26 27 9 31.40 10.47
8 42 9.30 48.83
40000(20000/80000) 20 21 15 23.60 16.85
6 47 6.74 55.29
60000(30000/120000) 101 26 12 25.74 11.88
5 58 4.95 57.43
80000(40000/160000) 08 29 11 30.07 11.22
5 53 5.10 54.08
100000(50000/200000) 101 22 17 21.78 16.83
56 5.94 55.45
150000(75000/300000) 84 18 13 21.43 15.48
4 49 4.76 58.33

IR A 962

TN PN ER A Y T Y W T R T e
IV EE S RN S S U S Nl ¥ AR E
EFTRL - Z(TERT 2 £F) FRIEFEHFRS 2BAERBL &

b\j),:««m'?*g,aé':‘/ﬁﬁ“”m‘ﬂt
CrF A E - I FEAERL” RS XA R” Ak
de 27 % - e FRAREL” > F 2 X ZHELT ke
e\%‘\»f:—;\m‘?’g—ﬁfig“%}iﬁf” 14 #ic o
fvgrhsituibrcrdrew FRNT2 Ak (bI%"E8% T &N
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HPE- oS B - 2 ER
13l = WAl - = =S
k3 B ek fﬁ:ﬁ ¥ b e
JERE X35 [ FL iz T-value [ F* B T-value |7 F* &  T-value st »ﬁ T-value
CONSTANT 6.418 | 10.916*** | 10.133  29.642*** | 10.523 45.575%** | 9.706  12.269%**
AGE -0.029 | -2.231*%* | -0.006  -1.493 -0.003  -1.139 -0.083  -2.706%***
SEX -0.100 | -1.800* -0.122  -1.330 -0.060  -0.893 -0.145  -1.849%*
MARRY 0.457 1.188 0.208 1.825% 0.056  1.778% 0.185  2.104%*
EDUYR 0.129 | 4.155%*%* | 0.021 2.338** 0.020  3.231*** | 0.030  3.313***
JOB 0.540 1.571 0.133 1.337 0.070 1.053 0.078 1.014
CHUTUNG -0.246 | -1.951* -0.157  -2.000%¥* | -0.101 -1.970%** -0.114  -1.943*
LFMINC 0.061 1.741% 0.020  2.431** 0.057  6.422%*%* | 0.082  6.798%**
BALANI 1158 | 2.630%** | 0.376  2.751%** | 0.272  2.889*** | 0.442  2.933**=*
BALAN2 0.731 1.899% 0.243 1.920% 0.169  1.954% 0.242  2.579%**
LEVHI 1.634 2.134%* 0.434  2.813*** | 0.191 1.867*% 0312 2.690***
LEVSAME 0.670 1.931% 0.254  2.259** 0.123 1.682% 0.184  2.318**
FMSIZE 0.254 1.639 0.020 0.613 0.160  3.787*** | 0.125  2.852%**
PERHBI 0.923 1.912%* -0.431  -2.669%** | -0.187 -1.645% -0.458  -1.893%*
PERHB2 0.624 1.992%* 0.103 1.206 0.023 0.408 0.072 0104
FMHPRS 0.698 1.120 0.365 1.455 0.197 1.156 0.324 1.718*
FDRUGPH 0.974 1.950% 0372 2.541%** 0.189  1.996%* 0.228 2.030
FCTRLHP 1.268 1.720%* 0.161 0.759 0.137  0.787 0.137 0.774
Sigma(o) 2984 | 16.289*** | 2911  41.791*** | 2223  7.154%**% | 8.791  9.159***
Gamma(y) - - - - 0.434  12.336*** | 0.482  8.103***
Lamda()) 0.417 | 8.332%** - - - - 0.621  17.040%***
Log-likelihood -1021.492 -1186.835 -1096.485 -1102.176
N 962
TP R kR RREL LI T (0% 5%ZE %2 A E K o
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HPE - rEH R A ER
WIP o3l - T =T e
w3 FR T e ey 3 e Tyt
e T E BIIe R Ty o ¥k *HRF R
Ea
Mean WTP 47646.79 62476.39 60858.14 46228.34
Median WTP 56105.53 61450.00 58606.85 65145.50
Mean of 2322143 - - 10124.01
Yea-saying bias
Hr:x /&
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