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A Review on the Hedonic Price Model as Economic Valuation
Method of Non-Market Goods
SUNG Kijung
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ARiTIE, FEMHY ORFNMEETMTED 1 D TH LB F= v ZiitgE 7 VI
TOMESNELEZIT) LD ELRHNTH L. 2072018, FEFIIMME M O M2 &
ZOLENE, FET M ORBF MM OBET, ~F= v ZilitkE TNV OELE,
& <2, Rosen D7 7H—F 2 {HEH L AEHEOBEEREIHIFTELREL. LT
ANF =y IO EGE L AN = v 7M€ TV % W TR DME SR I R IT
WBIZOWTHRE X IT - 72,

*—7J—F
JEi % (Non-Market Goods) AN S ST T2 (Economic Valuation Method)
A R = v Zfit4E 7 )V (Hedonic Price Model)
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I. @U®IC

— MM, HFE O O G 135% 245 2 ok 3 2 A (KEH) O ERRIEE
118 &0 ) RFHENC & 0 HY TR SN 5 (revealed) BRI SFIC KDV T WD, T4
bh, LW —CADYE, &4 Offifi x5+l 5 72 DI TR S LAtk 12
LBDONR—HNTH L. Vo2, ZHOR) TLHWEPIHHITET 254, 3
BRI AT S, C OB E NIZTiE A Z DM R — E A Dfiifi 2 £ $T 2 L TH
5. LaL, ARMRBEW R &0 X5 12BN (externalty) % b DI #5 (non-market
goods) "VIE I OB (attributes, characteristics) I, EARI 2 T DI RASH #E 2 = & 12
X0 RN, FREEENRTFEEHCCZOMIIEEZFHEST 2 LEELL LSR5,
O LX) IEHHMITH T A AEEHIIERE CIRD 2ODMEEFITRET L. FTHLIS,
N4 GRFHFEAR) I & I TR S 72 o 3 (bundle of goods) 12X L, X <&
FENLBFEZD - TWD, TLTH2IC, AGEEHIRBHESORBFZMY, 0k %5
BP0 OO SR % HERL S 2 T & FETT I o0 18 o AU T REVE (substitutability) % % %,
ZORBHENEE D) U T ORI LS 2 LS TE UL, oM OBFilifEZ LR
FTAHIENTELEHICRD., ZOL) RBTREMIEZH VW EEH (willing to pay ;
WTP), F721%, ZHGEE% (willingness to accept ;s WTA) E LTET I ENTE 5.

Rosen (1974) 12 & Y N F = v 7 itk & #& 4~ —% v b (hedonic prices and implict
markets) (2%} 9 % BERIORAEAPR SN2 DL, BERFECRBERBEX 2B LT 5
REFFIE R 1T BWT, EMSNEREY & IETIEY ORFNMMETMO 72D, ~NF=v
2 ilit% € 7V (Hedonic Price Model) {23 2 WZEANIGFICATON L X)Xk o7z, Ih
&, ~—7 v MCHEHEIGI SN WD B ERPIFEOM RV — A, 723k %
K OMWERFEICHFS T 5 EH L L THf# (decomposition) LFET ke LT, WMEEE
B OEAEAMIAS (implicit price) Z4BIR L 9 2 DAL ST, ~—47 v M THIVT, PRE
(explicit) IZHH T & Vi BRI L CHAMHERFl 2 WIS § 2 FETH L. o
AL, M oflitkz 2ol otk ) o FicEgE L g tkostEmis 2z L, Jmiko
B &AM O EMORH 2 T OMOME 2R TIREE LTHWA B TH S
WD (2007)1F, 7-& 2, i (p) 2 el AR O BIRFEE, X0 BEERRicy
RATHEB L~ B FYIRE I R0 L BRE, IR, B H L OB ) Mo THIGE L,
<=7y bSMBEBOMP M ZHETL L9 & Lz, Thbb, p=p*x)& v il
MM EFEOMGE DB L OHEFITSMARATHE LT I L2y, HEHE TR
DEVRIHERL Z L TELHEEEDY, MHFHIIAEEZRRICT MG LT &
DB, ZOL) LETBHATHORE L LRV T 2THHELRET LD ANR=y
7 - T77u—=FThHHELTWAS. LT, Wilivryya o=y 7l iE
THIETRD L) BRIERET VR HE LT

GED IRl &, i TIE I SN2 VO T O 2 W RS — ¥ 2 & LT, BB, A0, b
ZLTHM R Db ONET bR L. Thbb, —REMETMigE > 5 L CRENME %
FIT 5 2 EATEBAS, JhE, WA O T 2 5EI LI Wi E b 5T b

G B R 21X, HBADHM O TH LM ONE Y S5 L ZOMARIEEDRHS % LTl
DY OWBREZWNSEL I ENTEDL LV I EEFERT 2.

GED ORI (1978), 31E.
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logRP/FS=ao+ > amlogXi+ D> axlogZi+ > as LD+ > sk RDi+ > asi- TD; +e
h i j k i

RP: Resale Price of condominium (Yen)
Xi : Main variables
FS: Floor Space/ Square Meters
Age: Age of Building
WT: Walk Time to Nearest Station
TT: Travel Time to Central Business District
Z: : Other variables
BS: Balcony Space (Square Meters)
NU: The Number of Units
BC: other Building Characteristics
RT: Market Reservation Time (week)
LD;: Location (Ward)Dummy (j=o, ..., J)
RD: Rail Dummy (k=o, ..., J)
TD:: Time Dummy (I=o, ..., J)

DbkoZ txsFz, AT, FHBORBEWMFEMFLEDO 1 >THENF=y
IHEE T MR AAMERZIT) SENTELRHENTH L. T0720, 82 HiTlakt
FIMEEE O & & € oW E, 6 3 8 ClaIETE T oRE MM (~ 5~
Va2 hE, RS, SRR S, F U ORISR oG, 45 4 Jicid gk
T ORFRFFMTHEE LTONR =y 2TV 0EE, LI, £EREFVEL
TRosenD 7 70 —F 2 {HHHEOBEERE L EEZOBEREICHTTITELELL. ZLT
AN =y ZEIRB O Z G L A F =y Zliik € 7V & F v CEREEDMESME I RT3
BIZOWTOHERZ R LTz

I. BEOMEFEOBS E ZOLEM

I—-1. iEO#EEIE

flifiEi (value, Wert) &1, —#%a9IC, AMOIEARWMLRERE (TE) RIE22LTHBY,
ZRIMEADOHESAIFICB T 2 BIROREEL 2T HDOTHS . 2L T, AR
I 5 HEHT, BIENZNH, FRREERIOTTL2E#2ERTL2b00, ZELEk
BREBEEPNTOLIRNTEAC L YRR 2 EBIN e TH 5.

BHFFTIE, MRV —UEAAL BEEER) OREGHICE > THHATH Y, »romd
P (scarcity) 2 b o LK SN, FAMMEL & OW Y — R EZ &2 b D
rang B, FliRIROIE AR B Coffifi & i, EADEEOBIAE
B GT2EENRR, MAPKLLZEROKRKE I L LTEHRINL. TORFFATHE
W At L, B, F23EM R 0RMETLOTIE R L, MERERE SRR
RELTHWT L7200 ETHS. Lzd-> T, WG oORFINEZMEST S & v
9 Z LN HM O b OMlifE 2 ISR T2 7 a0 ATH D E VR D,

RO b ARSI S A 7 2 J TR PRI M T RSB A R GRS, LR RE, 19884ET . 83

) G R AR T e ) A2, 19874E4 1, 85,

GE Sy SRR O SR AR RS R O eI BN D - & ARG T, K& ML) 2 % IR 5 M 7 % R
TAH5ZET, THIFHEIEREFEFORIR TS 2 AL ekl &, FAERFFOPINRTH 4%
JEAEBEOH RTINS, JRARF ORI, REFGE O H I3tk & 2 W 5 A O
HEEHESEZ LT, GAONZRNCTEMBADIZAEKIEDR, LORETHLNMITHLDN DL
LECHMITEL L) ZLETHS.
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A. Smithid, AW TAMAEFICART R Z2KIFE TOLELWFIESNBE, 2 ThEE
TWIT 554 YEY FIZEMTIE SN MEIZOWT, §XTo W oMl 2 44 FH
(use value) & Z&Huflifii (exchange value) IZIX5r L, WHA T2 2 & DA% IR L7,
LA L, 18704EARIC B4 L 72 BRA) H Bak (Marginal Utility Theory) ™ T2 %)
(TU) L BRERIH (MU) ot &2 XH L, WMotk zdue 2 0i@8shicidzd, B
%M (marginal utility) ™ TH2Z L Z2WSHRICL, TORIAD/T Ky 7 A (Smith's
Paradox ; Paradox of Value) % fif#ijt L 72.

ARV Al i A8 P Al i (use value) & FEAFIIIE (non-use value) 12X 55 &, B OF Al
AL AT & FEREMGAE DR 72 5. MEHAHAEIE, BA>Y ZWHRYICHAT,Z LT
fIh-ahafiifio 2 &<, B, ZoMEFMET5ZETHONDHMERE EIRT 5 EH%
A (direct use value) &, HfE, ZOWM LGFIOBEHRLME L 2D UTHRbN
% il JE & & 23 TRIHEAE A (indirect use value) 125317 % 2 EASTE 5.

el M V2 7 3 3 > GEIR) lifi (option value), FFAEANIH (existence value), &
filifli (bequest value), & L T (VA0 i (vicarious value) D 4 DIZ75HHT 5 2 LT
& 5. EAMMMEE L, EAPMZWIEWICHHET S 2 LTS5 SN A0ET, JEEAMmE
OFPUMAL & 1Z, BAE, BRI SN wo THAMMEIE R WS, ERISFIH R
DH LY, TOMPLOMMETH L. FEMEIIEEMER T, 2 2122o0wT, F/213,
BN REREEL I EIZOVWTER LI EDNRLTYH, ZNOIMEAETHLIEEZMB
LIS Al CTH B, F LT, #@EMMEE, RRERODIERINLEZDOZ L HIK
BHOMETH B, Z LT, RBUE) M 1 &ix, ASIREHLAVL DD, flA
PEHTEALINICTHIETHONLMIEDZ L TH 5.

I—2. #FNVEEFEOLEM

A, BIEF & ICEERFEY: (wlefare economics) RG] I 7 T4 (applied
microeconomics) TH W N TV AIfEDOMEEZIEH L, BRGEHRRLAER L SO,
B OFSH MR ZEMEIER T 500, 2HISHTA2EZIWETHETH 5.
Thbh, RENMMENEZ D) U CTEPNIREREPHRERZID &L TRTOMRmBD

G0 S NE LR, il VD S RIS OORAE S ERSDH L E VD ZEThoT, FhiEd
5L EICEDHIIFEONRONMERBL, $/2H5L X ICRTOMEEONZEHATLHILICL>
THBE3NZEIHD, MOMKIIHTI2MENEEBTL20TH 5. iz [MEHMIME], %&H
% [ZSHlifii) & KATH S Lo adhsb ). RAKOBHIMEEZ b OFEWNIZ LA LT RETE 72
MM Z D 72 WIEH VA LIE LIED 225, ZORGHZ, IKOKHE %2 b O5AT T L A
EFEEF o HAMEE D72 VIEH VD LIELIED S, KEIEAHEDDIE RV, TN T
EDEIGMEMETAILEBIILALETELVWTHAI L, THENELMIIEDI ) YE 2
BIEHIFLALETELRWTHA). THIIHLT, FAYEY FIZED XD RMEHIED 1T L A
RV, FREZRIZE DD TEROBEE LIELIEX LI LN TESLTHA D (RNEH - 1]
SRR G E RO & ] H i SO, WEFI344E — 414E, 5—401, 146 ~ 147H).

G BRI OWTIE, RAUNZVIEEOEHH 200, HEBEKRFAMGRO &SRR
REFRERFTEAEI11 (), JEERFRSE, 19884FE3 H, 89 ~ 102H 2B s hizn»

G R L, HAME 1M X VICEM L THB R T A EIZ X o TR AT D
WiNgoZlThsb ERBFFIBNTO- L IEELRMED 12T, TITI 7 afFFFOHE
CHWONZMED 12 THL. WAMHIIA A M OHE R TS TLHIETROLI L
HTES.

GEIOD Bk LR AT T 3 W O AR ATl ) T ARFHI 22 0F 22 - #3042 No0.16, 35 ~ 48T
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HRR TR, HICHEDIBBETHHZ ETHA.

W, — B L O ALFIEIT B OB ERINE a5 2 B Ry ¢ 8 R 4
(Cost-Benefit Analysis) 7 & OFEFIMMERN E 217> T 5. F72, FHIT TR, IET
B HERRFOMEINTO7200~7 =2 7 VEEMLTWS Y 2 ofHil - WEo
bW e S i3 E OB HEE, FLIZHREROMREREL D) UTENLMEOKR S
ERK B H 205N TAIETHE. Thbh, HARN RN E R0
THEEMEICNT2HHDL VD00, H—20 500§ 5 W — 2 B MM R E L v )
TFRICIOVRBETEAYPRITIONZEICKREL SRS L EBLNL.

F 72, RFOMEFGOLELRBRE LTHETFONLDEINED ) UTHE, —f#A
BHFEYHLED > TR WHRERSL ERRADFAIIN T 2HEEZ)LAOESL &5
MFERITAIENTELENV)IZELETLDA.

. FEHiSE ORFFNMESFMEFEORE

FEF MM T 2 2 OB IEARIZ1700E R E TS ADIZZ I ENTES D
DD, 194 #F 12 BRFE (fififif) %5 %20k (Marginal Utility School) ™ @ E#kIZ X b, i
fiti (Value) 12 flli#% (Price) Tid % <, ®AB% (Utility Fuction) T&H 5 Z & 25 & 2212 %
D, ZO%OELRFHRINZEIEIZI50EA LI T b B

FETH 355 1k 0 % B I A 30 2 5 2 L AB 6 9 L 2 Mitehell & Carson (1989) "% o [X 4312 L 7=
Mo Tnb, BT —8 B A4 OEBITHICHT I 2 L7, b LI, KHW
BRIRDIHT 53229 LTSN fG e, BNMHESEEFEI LD, b
LLRMBOEH D) LTHEINLINICL Y 400 FERH L. bbb, ERLMIC
X3 AMEEE B WA WA R FTIT N T E 2D, ZOIRMEIZ L2 0<HFE]L >
DENHHETAHIENTESL. F/2, FOMEMPAHAII<NEZ2>DEBY TH 5.

<RF1> A QMR E )7 D 78

X 7 AN e B o k| B e T i
— o | DR
B 2 M s SHBLIE 2 A L7 Pt
~NF= v 7 TR
P2 75 U RSl TR b CPPEPIAN
ol 3

GED BRSSO J2BE — BT - FEEP OB RS 72 5 FREFIC OV TIMBE M
BRABENIZEHT 7 4 F ¥ ¥ v v - LY 22— |July-2005, 67H.

GE oofifild, HE2006)1C X 5.

GES R USSR &0, IR B 2 MK L o RR IR T, BRAVA T B (RRSRAN 8h oilifil 2 o
ETDH)EWBADLF =AM TOA=N- A H—, BEDT A4 VT L TV2RY X, AL ADLF -
TNIGALIZE o TR SN, BRAEGZ 725 L2 b VbR RFEFRTH LS. £ L TRETIE,
AUH =L o TAGE N2 — 2 MY 72k (The Austrian School) ® Z & & BRAZNH AR E VD .

GEMEST(2007), Building of Value Evaluation System of Water Resources and Water Related
Technology, p.335.

GES) Mitchell, R. C. & R. T. Carson(1989), Using Surveys to Value Public Goods: The Contingent
Valuation Methods, Resources for the Future, Washington D.C.
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Z LT, FEish e Rl 5 B LR 7 5k & R 2 R CIX 0 5 2 LS TE b,
BRECE IR T M OG0k, EER R L L ORI EREA 2 (CVM) 251t 38
BC, BIERZTEE LTIV T A ME(TCM), N K=y Z{iif%€ 7V (HPM),
S i (AVM) 2 EAMREN L HETH 5. 2O L) BT 2 MiERISR 5 & DT
DEBYTHS.

<BFE 2> IR ORI AL E 5k 0 8 P & B

fili fiE W 2 FE E WO P BRH R
KATH G -
L R W7 — & O AT W
Hedonic Price Method %?E?ﬁi@ I e 0 A IR
T - AR
Contingent Valuation Method |#f « AzREASE B & R 25 B
Bkt PR
VSRS
Averting Behavior Method %% 0] 8847 B D FERF MBI AHE L >
KEIGEUN & A AL
Multi-attribute Utility TRMRA RER .
Assessment KETG G AR
[ES VAN B L WA 5
Travel Cost Method BT TR - BRARE IR 2 /PR TR IRE
WK IRF )8 2 o M8
e SR/ 1 3 E U T
Conjoint Method PERBRIRAT ¥ TIVER O BE
KETGYe - KEHYe W L B H 5
KIS

BRE D 22 (2006), 22H.

M—1. F35ANJLOXRE (Travel Cost Method ; TCM)

F oAb R bk O BT gy 2 2 5, 19474E 1 K E 4 E 2 4B R (National
Park Service) 7> 5 OB RIZ% 2 % THarold Hotelling™® 12 & o THH TRE S WY,
Trice & Wood (1958) ®°Clawson & Knetch(1966) I & > TRt D L 7)) = — 3 3 ¥ —E
ALV BB LCHE SN S 2L, M OEIEE D) UTHRELTE 22
Tabb, ThE, EFHFEOR TR TWRET, AR, M, Fx IR E0 X

GHOTCMIE, FETH & IR T 2 A O i (FUEH) 2 RO 2 S EATE DR LIE,
D& RS CTRAET 2 BRERBOLZALG & H LT LM OZOFHEH L L CRhAETI L
WTE D LWV eI (Weak Complementarity Theory) (23D W =il iiETH 5. 2D
AN T A 720121, V) =Y a3 YiEE e AT BES, FRICHBE T A MM e T 5 2
LTHbH LT, i offitth d % 4% (Choke Price) Z Wz 72K, L2 ) T—3 a3 VEED,
Y¥usidleThHbEVI2ODEMEDVARTHS.

GHD | 5 AOL T 2 MO T, SR - FE TR (B & B R 31l — 4337 23 B i & A58 - )
ShidEps, 20054E10H, 29 ~ 4d0EIZREL V.

GELS) Hotelling, H. (1938), The General Welfare in Relation to Problems of Taxation and of Railway and
Utility Rates, Economotrica, Vol.6 (3), pp.242 - 269.

G Hanemann, W.M. (1995) Contingent valuation and economics, in Willis, K.G. & Corkindale, J.T .eds.,
Environmental valuation:new persperctives. CAB International.

GRS i [ B DS R 00 FEs ) S B BE, 20004, p3s.
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I e BRETR IR T 2 IV EEE(WTP) 2 AT B A2 5 BIENICHEE T 5 Hike LT
HELTEZ, BEERZAHT:0120F, BEEREIPVIETSE AT CTREEEH
RS TBEITRETH L. LD T, SOHEORKRY M 2B ERERED
FIRIH T 2ADLINNEESHEEZ W E T 5720 FOHIBIZEHET 2 DI EI N
Wi & B HICHT 2 AHV5bDTH 5.

—fEMIZ, TCMIZIKD X ) % 2002 ~TERENS. FTH 1L, BAREE
(total recreational demand) 38 L, BEMOFEEEHZzNET S, FLTHE21C, 2
DOEEMBRO T O AR LIHEARRH, TabbRBHREZHT2LICRS. &
D X5 HTCM 2 3 HEB L MO BEIC X 0 MBIHRATEH I (Individual TCM(ITCM)) &
V'— ¥ (M3 kAT 2 (Zonal TCM(ZTCM)) 1243 5 2 2 H3T& 5 ¥ Brown &
Nawas (1973) 2%, 13 U THRE L 72ITCM "2 13 MHBIFHHH O 5ATE I & FATHR, A
MR E R D L EL, BEEREZ DI LTIDE ) BT - 2155 HET
HbH. Thbb, HAD, RITICHE LZERERAE % 5. ZTCMIZ, Clawson &
Knetsch2$$¢%8 L7z JWHRIIC i B 22 53T, BHIMTREE 2 3RO 5 7201213 72 7255 35 o Ja 4%
W& ERFMBIBICET 2T =7 OABNITIVEV) T LR D, Thbb, EEB,
SEhRIH F TOREEC L 22 WIRIT R AN U CTHh A IED T T < D O HUKIZ X 5
L, #iffi#Exa A v 7 =Y 2 LIRITIRIE, RITERZ E2RET L5 HETH 5.

TCMIFEARWIZH —RAFETH L. BOLTEOEZRRICT Y r—baD295 L
T, JEfkdh, AR - R, BOLMOMINE, SRITHMW, AT, RTEMN R &
DD HEMENET S, ZOLI T — 2 ICHESOTHRITEMEZFEL, BEsSh-%
F LA Z B URITISN T 2 WA RO 5. T720b5, Al X % IEFHE
Bel, 1AN1NBZY ORITHRERNC, ZOMOERS % B AL E UfaH 2 bR
EFNERKT S, AET—22HWT, X = £(C S BB £ &8Ik 5.
CNEBDCHITH T 5 N4 OFREBEE Wad. SIEHEWAL, RITRR, &5 WIdEbt
HWAOFHMEOMNBYE L FT @Y 2 LT, BULICHT aflifExHEE L7z, v
TIEBEH OREEZALIC T 2iE D HEETH L TE& L. 72720, TCMIZEB O
M EBET 20O TBOGH & B L - AMEOAZNEST 2. T4bb, #EIUNME
LA D & 9 7 Il BRI O E 2 W THEE L2 < T S .

LaL, o, RITERMIREORIERIZ R 5 720100 L D2 OIRGE il 72 &
TwEwiFew, $hbb, 11, IMFEIIH—2BENT, B2t 3R L E
T TREL RV, 212, AT ? S80I 2w, 8318, FiMBIEAY
BoBIMI L, RITRHOBMEF L X9 1SS 5. #4102, GBRMEZ 2RV ERE

G2 BECRBIFHETH L TCMIERE L, Y v 7 VH A PEFVELFHA FEFWVIHT LI ENTE
4. HiEIZIX, ZTCMEITCM2SH V), HE I IZEFGEIRBTCM, V) v 7 €570V, Z L Tl sffe
FNEN DD,

G2 7 POMIE A IS0 A1 72 1) OFATE B A SR A B, ITCMIZMA O FRAT % fem A B & LTk

U3 Nakatani, T. & Sato, K.(2010), Truncation and endogenous stratification in various count data
models for recreation demand analysis, Journal of Development and Agricultural Economics, Vol.2
(1), pp.293-303.

GEA SR RN B 2 R RO L 2 ) T— ¥ 3 AiE - R X A g e LT DE R
FHIERWEC &R SCHI 2007451, 216H.
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95, ZLTHESIC, REORKBEHIIFELTHS.

F72, TCMIEFWL O OB 2D o TWwa. TTH LIS, KITEHNISW O H 2
Bty K4 OHMEICHERB X OBHDNEIC RS SNERETH LD, THITBEMIC
LOELER[MENIETHS. HF213, AR LzE IS, WofHMmEO A2500% S i,
FEMRMAE LT3 A2 i3 Thbh v, 312, RITERZHEET ADIINS72-T, KR
WEMERH VELZETHD. oL 2IE, EONED»LELIRITICh o728 E LT
HBRLEDPGREDEREINDH VESL. ZLTELAIS, EBRICHMLIZAZHRICTSHI LT,
Z 9 TRV AIIEAR D & PERR & 15 EAERIER (sample selection bias) ™% D RfifE %
BETHZENHEL VW LTHS.

I—2. EEEsTHE (Averting Behavior Method ; ABM)

[l = 1 (A7 8h) 33 P 1%, Bl 93 (Defensive Expenditures Method) & & I,
FEBICH DN ENER 2 &2 T, BEZELoBPZ2ET 5 HET, TICMA
DERBL LR R 7 %W B 720 OSCINTHED AMEEEITFECH 5. IBATE) AT
K it B EE 7V (Household Production Function Model) ™% & Hwv 223, ZHids
W e M OTFEMOMEER 208 L, AkBoZtrsofizzifed s FiETh
5. HEFZEOWMBITHAZFAN T R AL H OWE > HEEZ 2T 50 TE %R, WEHEOHE
WX D EESINDEHOBRMET — EADHED» SRHFKIESTE S NG, HEEINEET
LR — AR EET 5108725 C, Wil & A o —E OB EHRARD 5 LK
ET L. KEHEEEMNZ D9 UCHiSMoOTRE L AW OB KHEIZ X 22505
CZENRETDH .

DR NI BB RO EL RS T, TINS5 72010 FRE#T 505, =
NEBRATE L V). BIZIE, HKERORESR EEEOREO L) R ELETENI, R
AHERENZITENS 2 THRWITEITE TH 5. L7z > T, BEfrahiciisn
7o X ME, EARAIES THEEWICET 2 TEIN 288 e L TRAT I e

L2L. ABMIZ, HERMICEENTW2 00, HETHFENYEE, TS
T LML G OABHWRETH HEE D> Twab. T/, MHAMIED R E T
BEC, JERAMNEIC D W CTIZIEATHET, PETENC X D BEZ RS T2 L TE LD
DO, FEAEH LI TERCOT, JWE S NFAGEDSE /NGl S 2 5 FERE L
TIRHTHZENTES.

WA T, BRI Y Y MRS N L RET B e S, L L, BRI C R
CHBRWADNRY =13 T VT ATREVE VS ZEICE 5T, 29 LN ELVWIEAD
% kb, ZOXIHERNS VT LATIERY, ZRALLORY O L 2 fEARRIR NS, 7 A (sample
selection bias) &\

GE26) ) e LTl BB RIFAE B (2004), 20 ~ 30EIC & .

WD SR IR\ BT B AR R — RAHE BT 7 0 — 5 OIS - [ — iG] 5% 5%, 19864
5/, 661 ~ 676H.
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I—3. ZEMSIASEMEE (Muti-Attribute Utility Assessment ; MAUA)

% J@ VR T A 113 % R M) B (Muti-Attribute Utility Theory : MAUT) %
R FERIARILIC LTWw b, MAUAICVM®O T A1) v b &bz 5 BH5M 0% KT 2
B O 1 N BRI OREE TR 2 IS E B LIS W R R B 72 IR B R S
M7= 73T, GregoryZe £(1993) "BV 12 & b 1o CERBEW oM EEFM M TE 5 2 &
DHS &Nz ZDfk, DaleZe £(1996) "5 (3% @ MRl H T 2 4060 TR L TR
HERER PRI 3 2 R IO & 0 2 L 7.

BEMNZRITNGERZ DO LIZo0nT, 72& 21X, KREDOEA, ToBICB
WOIBLEE, FE, SRR, RoELREoEREZ LD, Lo T, KAREOUWE
FREAWEL LD LT AL, TRTOREICHTLMMEZIEL X9 &3 5400
ThHb. T2, AELEG ORGSR &1X, ABOE 2 Tw s EEROMMifiidcs b - T
WB I EEDEMBRETHELN, ERESNEE W)L THL. LEdoT, flifEE
BIITAFIET 2D DEWBLAIZETOTIERL, HLVH 02D By sEz R4
XCTHb. Thbb, MAUAIZCVMO A ) v FFFIH L2255 KW EEBETCMAUT
BT LT, BN ECVME NRIBEFITER T 2 I & gug & Wy 12 Btk
L, Rk Loz Ei+ %2 L5 TE 26 HRRRFNMmEN e - S0 1 204k T
H59.

I — 4. {REMESFEE (Contingent Valuation Method ; CVM)

AR A EEAT 2 (CVM) 59 BBY 3 BB 3 22 0 40 B TRISE S 723 T T, 7 ¥
o— 7% ETREE IR R BEAL 2R L7z BT, BREALICH T 2 X W EEH
(Willingness To Pay : WTP) R #fifl 5 %+48 (Willingness To Accept compensation : WTA)
b L CHREMIMEZEE - BT 5 FETH L. Tabb, HEBIEHENSE TS
% W OAlifif & BT AA TR EEF 2 K & LClRI%3 5 & 9 ISREET 2 AllifiE il
ik Tdh s, NEHIEBEOMIME % HH:E12 % Ji7 (Direct Question Method) % HI\25 72

GRS  Ti7 B B 5 BF 2% B2 (2004), 30 ~ 31 Kwak et al (2001), A constructive approach to air-
quality valuation in Korea, Ecological Economics, Vol.33 (3), pp.327-34472 £12 X 5.

G MAUTIRFERF S, DB, @Y, BEUEMRZ SR LAgEsEICLTws, ZER bl
iy 72 834 L #ESTAT (Multiple Criteria or Multi-attribute Decision Making) /7: & LT, filii e hivk
ML T VLR RHE D o Tnb. T/, #iMLBEEREMEL WO/ S THHEZR
HEIZHE T 5T TR ) EZIHRITE LB HflAa 22t LT 5.

GED g RIS BRI L OV RIS, R, BAAR, BN, FEA, SEMLANLEORMY, F72

AR, ABHY, LU EAEFERNMI D g b > Tnd. 2O X ) ICREMIZZIOTR % S -

TWBDTHBIFEST CREMEDOHIEO 720D FEER LT 52 LI TE RV, LEX->T,

BREECRMEZRKY, HMRR P B EN, T L THELFE B OGHE L BEIEISEA T LMD

D TR,

Gregory, R., Lichtenstein, S. & Slovic, P.(1993), Valuing Environmental Resources: A Constructive

Approach, Journal of Risk and Uncertainty, vol.7.

G2 Dale, V., Russel, C, Hadely, M., Kane, M. & Gregory, R.(1996), Applying Multi-Attribete Uitility
Techniques to Environmental Valuation: A Forest Ecosystem Study, Paper Presented at the
Southern Economic Association Meetings, Washington, D.C., November.

GEY 2 Z 34 (2004), 51~ 52EIC X 5.

W Contingent Valuation Method (CVM) @aREEE LT, MABMMEEEAIE O F 2010, ISR E, A
TSR L, AR R s, AR Rtk BRMITI Y, A0 BRI, SR RHmAE N e, 2 L
THEAMHEEHTG 2 S 5T 5.

(GiE31)
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B, ARRLHABYOMFLMAAED X 5 2 IERHAMMEZFFMT2 2 & TEL L0 R
Jy FadoTnab,

CVM®HfZEIZ, Ciracy & Wantrup (1947) ®7 4 74 7 W K0 L, 19584E K
BARENARBICE 2797 27OV 2 Y) 2= 3 AEZOFHINC YO TR S hie.
Z D, Davis(1963), Randall et al.(1974), Rowe et al.(1980) 12 & %#fH, Small &
Rosen (1981) % Hanemann (1984) |2 & % #5887 B 5 (Discrete Choice Theory) "2 (2
FEOVIHEB R OEFTENT, BEREF R EOSTCRELTE/. 2L, 1939
3D v H —E T T BBz 12 B o RS AT & [ B TCVMDS
Hubh/zZ enrs, CVMICHT ZiEmdt—5UM#E T 2 L 912k -o 7.

CVMIZ BB B KD B 2 WE T 5 72012, WA H TR OBBLE AKHE TR D
RACGHE & HEFE T 5 720 O IMAH (Y,) & 20 S N7 BREBE UK IE CRef) O % K HE % #EFE 5
5720 DFWHEH(Y) D#AETH S v 7 A (John Richard Hicks) D i 43%l (Compensating
Surplus : CS) ™ 2 HHEEZ 5 & 512§ BAMEFFMED: TH 5. Z i BEERE
SRR Y, RHBEIIRS 2 — B 608 0 T ZEB B 05 7 & D8 7 W R
FET, B O EERBREHYEE IS0 5 e v 7 AWHIERETH 5 R K E
BEHEZHLLIENTEDLA) Yy b2 b oTWh, T Ty 7 AWMIRAR OME% L
TFToR(M -1) % AT O BERCHBT 5.

&S=Epaqe-U,00D-E@g:U, 0D (I -1)
RREL, p M OMEN Y 5 =, g, WAOREEKNE, g, 0 ZALS N RRUK
U, ZAESRTO R EIGE SN MAIM DN 5 —, T BHIH ORI S 5EHNY 5 —

EX (-1 < 1HFHOXHMEBOMHERY, $T4hbb, MoOKRAF—ERIRETR
W OB IR EEG, TU,OMMN 215 % 720 DIV IMKIETH 2 BUEFT R, 2HFHOMH
HOMEIZY T G5 — & TEREERUKIED HZAL L 721, A OMHAKIETH 2 U, %

W35 Ciriacy & Wantrupld 1R AOBILIC X AR OHEET, —HIEANME LT, 20k 2Ho%
T T 2 E 151 DOl P, A AILY OBy 2RI T 2WTP 25 512% % 5
REBERRTALIETHLEERT.

GES) 750 ) 09 {0 2, B, BRSEEEIN, A AR E S 7 SO —F 4 ) 7 1 OFERTEAS, B,
FTbb, A7T)—E R TH2YE, FTORREHETLENDRZLBT2HmTHS. 2
DETF VBT 5 5O BPTE) (B AT ORI, BAOER, BOLHoRING &% o6
PESNTVD) DY 2 TIZOWTORRNGH Rtk $FE, ifEn L) 2 LIC#EHT22 e TE
% (7= et OEBEN - 77— § TGRSO Y = 79 4 N&RD. F72, #EBoERE
TV O BARK B8 HIC DWW Tid, EPEIAN = &~ b u U — B % v 22 B RIE 70 o5 & X
T A — i |[BERE KAL) 4525 %452 5, 2005 4E2 H, 25 ~ 41 A2 B Iz,

W1y YNV F 4 — X SR (Exxon Valdez Oil Spill) i3, By ¥ —T27 Y Y85 4 —
R HSEEMEC X ) RO RMZ R S 2F o L THDH. ZoFHMTE X ERERED20%I12H
7251100 TH T2 (24 TNV V) QEMATY ¥ A7 4 ) 7 AEICHBLE:. CoFgizonic
L CHA L2 ABIBRBIE D 5 b KO b DL AR EINTWS, BIGBETY VAT 4 )T A
BOmELCRMFEIEIAN) I 75— LMo W2, BUFLEEMNS ISsHEETH Y, BAEDK
EHEMRRIEIKELZRE L 280072 (7)) —GRFER]Y 1 FX74 7).

GES) el G OB EEIIC O VT, FL(1997), 30 ~ 61EIZEE L.

I R AT L1, H S OB EAEIR R L7z k 212, ZILEOWN TR A L2 £, e
WEALT DRI O KEITHEE ZRIFT 572012, HHEEP LMDV ELZLDOTELRKREDOZ
ETHD.
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HIaZeNTELRDOTHAKETHSD. O, BEHOZIIZE DL v 7 AW
HRETH L LY VEESFIIL L YOETERZSINS. Willig(1976) 1%, (I - 1) A5t
R L MR TERBEIND S L0 h o 7z, TG EEAHERR I3 5 JllE il &
LTHGWSNBES, FSmEBEREEE KOL) BEHVEEE LTRATIEDRTE
5.

wre@)=fe 99,250 (II-2)

2T, BHEHEOLHCEESEIINLY oMK (p) & & OBREEKE(q,), ZLE

ﬂt UK (q,) ERINTW WA OKEE(Q), HEZ DY (T), BAEOIE
FIX DB EZTB I D0 o7

ZOX(M -2) BCYMTEEEOZAIZ X 0 A U2 BEFNEAZE KifE s LT3k
3l il 30 52 B % (valuation function) C, CVM® &K IEGE % &T LOTH5b.

LA LADS, CVM%ED ) UTHEE SNV EEFICIE, £ Ot (bias)
#ﬁﬁboé._WWM@ﬁﬁiﬁ%mmﬁ@mﬁﬁkLmeM@Eﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ%
MRS 52 EHTES, M RIS 2CVMAOHHRE R B EOMMEZ Z D F T MT
ERVWIERERT S, ERCVMERE LTI, TFHE1IC, BEXMWICHES 22
9 % # A (incentives to misrepresent responses) 2 & ARG ZFHIFAHZENTESL. Ih
i, RN A 7 R PG N4 7 A (compliance bias) 25 4. 55212, HIAWTE DR
W, FRETHCFEZNEARICE D BET LI XL CTFRICL AN, TAZRIT L2 L8
T&%. B3I, &KaMRAFOERKNE U THRRR 22875 2 L3 TE 5.

N. ARZy I iRETIVOEE

N—1. ARZ v JERETIVOBE

~ F= v 7 fi#% € 7V (Hedonic Price Model : HPM) ™1z, & % pdih & Moo i & 7%
BAL S & BRI 2 TR G B E N E T 5 -0 S N8 TH L. T
bbb, BREHYE VY ENED TS0 W EME IS b - B, BRIEY
Y TR SN AEREZNET 57200 LTHWONRTWAS, 728 213, Bt
BiAS & PRAE S 72 IS B L 7R B oflitg 2 SR SRl E M2 &0 & 9 Al
HOZOMPEER O R ZFEETIUL, FERDIZILAG A TLNE ENVEERRFELY
FEIG EOMER M ENT WS ERIRT L2 L3 TE DL, Lo T, 1w HRER
BEIROEIME 2 (LT CHBINGEL 2B TE5 X)) 1k 5.

:@;5V%ﬁ”®%* W2 X DIFER RO RITT L) IS %505, 0T

REEHOWNE L TWARFENMETH S VWb, Tabhb, BEMIEEMEICKITT

GHO B (2004), 53 ~ 56E & BB SIzw,

GHD Court 13 HBIHE OB S # 755 5 %5 L & (enjoyment) Z J5ET 8, ~ = 2 filit% (hedonic
price) £V HEEZ O THEH L [ANF=y 7 JE v HEEZDAFHROEBEEZ L LAF) Vv
e 3 76 (hedonistic philosophies) 7*5 &7 & b T b

[“ﬁ%ﬁﬁfmb—/ﬁﬁb;é%%ﬁw$% KA & 7ot — A TV B2 551 2854
Y, LA EERERRE A4, 20024E10H, 374 ~ 390H.
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WER RIS 5 2 8T, ZRWICEEFOMEZAET L2 EABTELTHS ).

Z O, Frederik V. Waugh (2008) ™% 12 & % &0 B oifse “Y 1220
EIFEDH 0, 19702 80D, HHICHIZE2 T Th, W7 — % w7
MR B HEE ORE 2 L E LT ED TN TwE. LALErH, NF=v s
filik&€ 7V I2iE, BEERMICERL S NIRRT L 2w wr 5. HPMAFZRICK
T OERE LTiE, Court(1941), Houthakker (1952), Griliches (1961) 7 & D FERE
o LHLOD, ERALE NN E 7V 23R L7209 & L TidRosen (1974) OHF
ZEAFDTTHA ). Rosen(1974) 1, H 2O flitgk % & F S F ML EREOMifiE D
FEHWE LCOMBIKET— 225, LD X)) R A I = AL THRAET SO0 % MR
L 72058 CTHh 5.

ZIZT, NNy JMIEET VOB L IERD 572D, TOETAEL > TWIIREE
S 2 THBLLENDH S, RosendN K= Z it 7 n 0 | Z BB 22 %2 — € 20D
A 3 24 R — & RSN S T B 35 (attributes) @ 12X D g SRz &)
PBEZFITRE LTWD. T4bb, WAGEEEIC X VRS, &40 2 RE
L., 2OXMHOANZ XL D MOMESRESINS L% D, vz iud, NF=v 71
KEFVIZ— I RS THAENILEFTLVTHL L, £40WE, ZOMPHRET 2)E
DT LY B2 2% B D &\ ) BR TSR & LT o2/ HEH (spatial
equalibrium theory) ™", ¥ 721339517 BFIF (theory of equalizing differences)
LEDOTHEMLGMICR 5.

RERFEFTIE, ABMEOEFMEEOEHRRBLEOEICI YV RET L E VI ED
T, & CICREHERD & 5 BB oK EIMECAIE C RIZT T2 T T5H 28T, i
R (R (CBREM OB IEMEFE S TRECTH 5 L E 2 Tz, 2T, BRIERF
FTIEE 2O Ry 2B 7V 2 E e L, Eefiits & BRI
SEESIELWETVORR, FIHWREZR 77— % OB 72 %209 U CHRARIFRFI
e —HT LB ERER T HEME LTEE TS LI hoT CDLH B8
PEIZE D AN KR = 2T T OVIZEFET 4 F OV IRSFER KA L 0Bl E 2 L1124 <
WHNTWAS.

Gik3) Waugh, F.V. (1928), Quality factors influencing vegetables prices, Journal of Farm Economics,
Vol.10, No.2, pp.185-196.

D N2y 2l 7 70— F DR ORTE &\ 2 5 Waughll X 2 EFEAIK 557 (1928) Dk H 13K
DEH)THD. 1927T45H6H~7 HZHOM DR X b YHIEHHO T A5 HAD T — 4 (n=200) &
e,

P, =f3, + 0.138Green, — 1.533Nosyalks,
—0.296Dispense; R’ =0.58
(72721, P, :i WAk % P TE 5 725 @, Green, : fFEBs DR S, Nosyalks, : E8 (EFED
REZE$), Dispensei : EEED NN T Y F) (ByF1E 5 (2006) 12k 270y = 7 FEFlifaD 7 = 74
M.

G g — 7 T a—FIZon T, EHEF(1997), 19 ~ 22FIZFE L.

GO = =) Rt — E A OB & ARSI 2RI 2R — C AOMIRELTH L L VR .

GHD Beckmann, M.J. (1976), Spatial equilibrium in the dispersed city, in Papageorgiou, Y.Y. (ed.),
Mathematical Land Use Theory, Lexington Books.

UH8 Brown, Charles (1980), Equalizing Differences in the Labor Market, 7he Quarterly Journal of
Economics, 94 (1), pp.13-34.
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=75, BIIEAN F =y 2 filifsE 7OV OB RAESIICHE Sy, REHTHigT
DIBEAEFEV TS 2 MR 1, B E T OB IS T B R & R AR
DAMMEEH 5 7 &2 oW IR LoD s 5 @Y

V—2. RosenDA K= 7{li&ETILOERK

ZZT, Rosen®dN K= Z i€ 7L 2 12onT, ZOBEEOAEZBNTEE:
V. w—F v MZBOWTnE0)gE M (B, attributes or characteristics) THi S h7zd %
FMZIZROR(V - 1) D L ) 12K 42 DEEDNRZ MV E LTHEBT 52 LA TE 2.

z=(z,2,0,2) (V-1

CZT, Rz ICEINAFAOREoEZET. Lo, 2 lAIZts52 LT
ZED LRI, 2K D REENMLOWREM DS EST 5. — 0, Wz 34k
EERICE D R L ERL, SIS XD EBFFERYIMIRS & RS BRI R BARIC 2 5.

p@=pG,z2) (V-2)

Fa (V=-2) 3R X ) M offits 2 Bles 2%l LT, ZoffilsBEz~F=v
J AR BAEL & I8, C OfliREBIEIL, THEBAUFE DR % 2 MO B OAlitk % k35 2 &
THDHZEDTE, EEOHMDHE (a bundle of characterics) \2X) 3 % f Mtk 2 %9
L, 200D FE—REEEOREZRMIE L 2255, B 2MliE T 5% SHES
A& DN %2 BIRT 2 KD 12% 5.

wIZ, HEHOEEDE (consumption decision) # ZJEIC AN THRRTWL . 22T,
HEF IS - BBFVEETH 5aDHRITE D ZIMLS NS EET 5. KEREHIZM L2
MUSNDTRTOMTH 5x%2HBETHIETRHHEESL. 2LT, HEZOMHMEZ
Ux z, ) E LTEFRTE, HEBEOHHZy, xOffitsz 1 & L THEE(LIE 2 L, B
KAt (maximization of utility) & 18K 3 B BB % 2 5MFIIKD L H IR T I L 5T
&5,

Max Uz, ) (IV-3)
subjectto y =x +p (z)

UE Ana Marfa Angulo, José Maria Gil, Azucena Gracia, Mercedes Sanchez (2000), Hedonic prices
for Spanish red quality wine, British Food Journal, Vol. 102 (7), pp.481 - 493; Nerlove, Marc
(1995), Hedonic Price Functions and the Measurement of Preference:The Case of Swedish Wine
Consumer , European Economic Review, vol.39, pp.1697-1716.

Ui Asher, Cheryl Carleton (1992), Hedonic Analysis of Reliability and Safety for New Automobiles ,
The Journal of Consumer Aftairs, Winter.

D R (2001), 4 ~ 5.

@52 Rosen EFMIZDWTIE, Rosen (1974) , pp.34-55 : Lee (2004) , pp.14-22 ; H1(2001), 6~ 8K : i
F1(2002), 40 ~ 425 ; MEHEF(1997), 19 ~ 227 5 R 5 (2000), 49 ~53HAR EI2X 5.
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WARALD 1 B4tk (first order condition) ™™ % F &2 LKOR(V -4) D X JI12ET
ZENTEX 5.

op/0z,=p,=Uz/U, i=1-n (IV—4)

(V=) EEFFE T HHBEZEOS KL, SHTRIN x L& 2 Bo
MRFRERER Uz, U &, %4 OFRE 2, ZBIMINICIEA T 2 720 IHBEZ DAY X E B
ZBRAEEH, $TRb B 2 10§ 2 BRIl 0 p 0z BEWIZF L TH B E
ZERELTVAD.

—7J7, Rosenld ZAFEIH T BHEH OIS Z T 572012, Bt & s KD — 2
526N s ZIC, HEZOIXHVWEEFZEZIT Mm% (bid function) %KD X
IZEFEL TV 5.

Uy-60,z,,z)=u (IV-5)

ZOLE, 0 (z;u iz EEECTHEE SN EEN IO KTES (a family of
indifference surfaces) & L CEFHZOT S, Wik 8 (urban economics) Tl <
WHENTWS, ORI, &5 —EOMEKMELT, Rz oREICHLTH
BRI D TEDRKMEEETHEETH LS. T4abb, T HEBEBUILEE S
DT T—EREDRH () 25N 5 X IHFET B8 L, 8 EI L L
) BEOD Lk % KT 5. TORMIHBBIZHEEHIEICB W TQROEME LR S
TERETHA.

R X A — (V —6)
Oz 5y =p Y i=L=n (V-7)

WIHARHE L S KIEDS —ETH D & &, 2T BHBEI LI FEEO D 5 R AHIL
0(zuy THHX, ZOFEBEEVPHL TXIIRNEIEp ) THEH. Lzh>7T, H
BN I RBEEHE, TP ERTD2RPENFE L THLH00, ZOHEEHEDOR)
IR KACIZ IR T 5.

C ORI B F W 72 B OB BRI E 2 <% 3>THIT 5 &, 2P T
WHONEL p (2) & 0z uty D2ODNFHIPK{AETHEIATHS. TITIR2RIT
P _FTIH B OB ABEIR SN, SEEAS 2%, -, z%,) T SNz (cut) 0 - z FIE_F I EH
ENTWVE, CO<HRI>F2HORLIWBEHEERL, &+ OfiEBEE (value
function)lZ 0’ & & TH 5.

WS AL 1 B 4erE & LT3, y=o OB (K - BUIME) % 52 B x 3 (9=0% 725, &
VAT ETHS.
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<HFE 3> RosendN\ K= ZlithE T NMITBIT 5 HE LI DIEK
p,6 (2}, 25ye-002p)

2 * % *
87(z,,25,...,2p3Uz)

| * *  ®
8(z,,25,...,20: 1))

%#} : Rosen (1974), p.39.

Z LT, WHIHEICET AR OREIE & ZEICANTRosen® E 7 & 7R T W
E7zwv, LS N7zRosenDE TN TIE, AEHIIEEROARL LT, MOFERS
WHPE LR L TR RS RV, MEAFER, B%ASEOFHMAE: & T (factor prices)
ERINI Y —ThsbeTE, REOREHMEIICM, 25 T, M, zB X UHEERR
AR S N7 AR BE BB O BRI IS L, 25 % #i/MU (cost minimization) 375. C i
convex with C (0, z) = 0 and C;and Cz; >0 IET % &, BIZBBOBEI 2RI /T A -~ &
LT, ZEFE & BN & LM L X5 ICEAB/MEO AR 22 2 d 5.
KA DEEFIM L z ZRBIGRRL, FlEa=Mp e -CMz, .z,) ZBKLL, 0
& X z QAR (unit revenue) IZHFEDOBEMMEREEp ) 1LV 5261 5.

M &z DRGERIRO-OIIEROFMZ MR L RETH 5.

p@=C,(Mz,z)/M i=1-n (IV—-8)
pi)=C,Mz,z) (IV-9)

ER(IV - 8) 13 4F M T3 2 BRAMlRE & 2 D4RV % BIMIICAPET 2 DI E R R
BHOVY, bbb MY ) BHDH—TH 5 X9 ICHORFER7 & — % #IR
TRETHDHILE2EKRT S, 2L T, (V-9 3AEZOMALMEICT 5 1 F%
fEE LT, AEZNMOMiEE MOBRREHANFE—THE L) ICEERTROL I LERE
USERS

AN R = ZiEE TV & IV CTEER O 2 FW T 572912, RosenldAE#EH D
+ 7 7 — % (offer function) Z KD (IV —10) D £ 9 IZEFKD T TV 5,
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o=¢ @ z;m B (IV-10)

AR 2B A DTN NRRB L BB ORDED—HTHETH
Tiibhs.

piE)=Qz (N 2wt B fori=1 (V-11)
pE)=¢ 2N (V-12)

Thbb, AEEEIIFNE &R B MR AR O ZKIH & T T OSRE - E A
WO O LT TITbRG, <KEA>IFZ 2RI FHTOLEEHEZRL, 22T, ¢
(z, 2%, =, 2% m B) 1 2z, — ¢ P L CHIRE O (a family of curves) 2% 3. ZDKET,
PUNI L DBz, DIEREEE L7 RS & BT Seh % AT U 724 pE MY % 2637 I,
IE XY EED z, ERE T OB (comparative advantage) # b DREEZETH DT
hr. Thbb, TO200MFEFINTA—F BIIKHL, BediizdboTwab. G()
Woiafik R &, EEAMEIITSEAN Ny 2 lilEEEO KB E R T 547 7 — 3
B (a famliy of offer function) & L T s 5.

<F 4> RosendDN\ K=y ZiithE T IVIZBIT 5 AEPEL I O

2 * * _*
p’¢ ¢ (Z|,22,...,Zn-,7r2)

* *
p(z),25,...,2p)

| * * _*
b (2),25,.00 4205 )

%F} : Rosen (1974), p43.
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NV—3. NNz v /flitgieBniER
1) Bi&¥8% (composite index)

ZhiE, < v FEFL (matched-model technique) DikEFEEY ™ % IV CEkE 3 %
bOT, B L EEMHIAMTET 2HE AL, ~NF=y 7 BEBCHEENM O L 2
WA IIARCEANIR (hypothetical prices) # v 5 & T2 TH 5. g, #
MOBHLHETFVR2HMENAHETSLEEX, TR T—FORMUPDHDLT—ALRKDALZ L
WCTEL. Thbb, F—=N=F9 TOEFNVOYEEI EBEL, ¢ WISEFEET 55
OHNCRAEE L 2WIEIC ) LIRET YA, RKOKXDX I ITHETHI LN TES.

Z P Qi+ 2 P;Qj
- - (IV-13)

Z PioQit Z PoQu

EXT Py 3Nz 7 AN SHEE T & B EMMIET, 7= DORMDOET VT
KL LTHWOHNS.

2) FRPAMME 38R (characteristics price index)

WO T UMK ERTH L, ZORBIMIEEZE®RT L. Thbb, figshi:
FEROAHS TG I 2 KO BB DTH S, NNy 7RI SN &, m FHE
MEBED i FHETNICL Y B 5 bN bk FHEEOGEENMEIZROXD X H 12k 5.

Pims = by — (V-14)
Xkim

b & k T HIFEICB§ 2 YR AR e LCHEE SN, X, BETNV i ICX D HObNk
FHORMEORT, P, 3 RET m HEWEREO i ETVOMIKETH 5. SRt Eu
KORDE ) THDDS, Xy O T ¢ BN m FHEMBERE O i 12XV B SbN kb F

Ho®RxEKT 5.
> X Z Piin ) (ein Q im )
S S Cu) G0 Qun
k m :

3) 45 % (regression index)

MR BB O KEED ¥ 3 — (dummy) ZE» HEL 2 E25T&E 5. LT, fii
HIEEUIIE Y I =B RO/ E LTENRD. MR F=y ZlittEF Vv CTHW O
HRERIRECTH 2 BEIRE L S EMAE IR R I, INE SN2 WIgTd 2 MRz
5. 72, BEHREIZW L O2OFERFENT A v P2 boTWwb 00, WKEOH

IU,[ =

WU A=y 2RO RRICOWTIE, A Ak 5 (2002), 39~ 42 HICk 5.
U53) Aizcorbe, Ana & Yvonne Pho (2005), Differences in Hedonic and Matched-Model Price Indexes: Do
the Weights Matter?, In BEA Working Paper Series : Bureau of Economic Analysis.
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MTELL VWL TWS
= TR OMEE & LT, Chow (1967) DFZE% IR $ 5.

InP, = 0y + 0 Dyggy i +0,° Doy B, - MULT AP, MEM,+f,- ACCESS +u;, —- (IV —16)
72721, PAZAv¥Ea—F DM, Do tZ19614EDMAT, FRVIEFEIZOTHHY I

FR, HozlbEEZE LIAMMEERON =y 7R B TH 505, o & a0l
M&%ﬁfgw AL HD Z e TE S, ZLTC, FEREFEIC T, it A% 5[ Can

Boar¥a—4E7 Vs L CTHET 5548, 19604F & 19614E D 45 4 D/ =5 7l
MBI KDDL H 127 5.

Py = Gy +P, - MULT*+f, - MEM*+B, - ACCESS* (V-17)

Py, = Ayt +P, - MULT*+p, - MEM*+f, - ACCESS*  — (IV-18)
(V-1 A2H(V-18)REEGFT DL, KORIZED.

Py — Py =0, (IV-19)

(N —19)TaE, BHOZEIZ & 0 AR S W72 19604E 4 & 19614F DAikE 15 5
BITHDEVR D, SHEHL, SMEFEESNT YV a— 5 Ofiksis 513196045k
HEAEE DMABIE A1 ThHH E &, ROXD BB ERDLI LN TE 5.

Quality-adjusted price index for 1961 : e ;
Quality-adjusted price index for 1962 : ¢*, (IV -20)

=T, ER(IV -20) o SN EUFROMEIC o - Digg i+ 0 Dyggyy 2 725K 5 &K
OX(V-20D X HI2hb. &R, XY, NPy 7 BB 2 Retss 2 &
NTE5.

InP,— 4Dy, — 0Dy = G+ MULT, +B,MEM, +B,ACCESS, (V-21)

NV—3. AFZ v 7l ETIVE BV -IEHBEM ORENMEDHTE

ANF =y Zli#gE 7V & O CREE RS T T B2 T A58, £TH
éﬂ@%ﬁ@W@&%@$~$%&mxén,%k@ﬁk@%ﬁ&&%@%ﬁ%ﬁ&f
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WCHE T LR E LT LR HIET, anHEENBAEME 2 IR 2045569, 1l
s CHOLIY - WIRIGIZIG | S N e BESR IO 2 iR E 2 THIC T4 b D TH 5.

NN =y ZRESGEIC & 2 I O R FMAEIEDO T E L Tid, <HE>D L)
IZHREISR T & TE S,

FETT0 OREFE I AALET Al (R ) T 0 E %% 135



<PIFES> AN ZliREHGEIC X B I o R FE R AAE ] E o TIE

B1ERME KRB CRECEED S 2BETHDEE ]

\

FE2RME  MOBMESES JUAN Ry VERERORTE ]

¢

¢

BARR  AREICH T 2 BERHROEH ]

2\

( 5 3R - MERROLVER DA TR SN BEM LA Zy 78 EAHOHE j

5Bk ARBEAEDEREE j

i REAESEERAIE LT
PORL - v VIl BUH FERZERE (2004), 25%H.

V. bW -FEOMEFFMO TN & RF—

AREECIRIET M Ot T2 Z8 L2 s, Mo MEn e Ficd
HANRZy 7T T VIZOW T e O TE 2. ANy ZMlilg 7 7o —F 13 REE
PROREFGT) & FATH I L VPR SN 7 — F 123D TIRTSM (& <12, BEEM) ©
i ZHEE T 2 hEme LT, REERICHTE27 7 — 1229 LCTHRENZF—%
WDV TERBM OMifE 2 23 2CVMICIS, BhhdmThsblwib, T4b
L, TONKZ v Z7lilg7 7a—F021) v b & LTIE, FEEEHWZE, F—F0&
EESRWHEOR ST L 2EWME, M, HEE FEEoaE Z L GERESE VR
Loz LTS WY

LHL, TOANF=y 7flils7 7ua—FOBRR L LTE, FEMixT RIS 3 2 b CTREM
GT—Y BB ETEN, T 2 TR TE LR VIEN DS, T2, LR 0%
L5 (multi-collinearity) "7 R ¥ 23155 2 AT E 5. AU S

GBS R (1997), 121 ~ 122,

W7 Cho Suk Jin & Yoshiharu Kubo (1976), Review of Multicollinearity and the Applicability of Ridge
Regression, Res. Bull. Obihiro Univ., 10, pp.361-376.

GBS L WAL T B &, SADF— 5 Ol L TRE LERIST A — 5 OHEEMA LD ) R
ENZ B L, NT XA =7 OGN b, £ LT D E/GHE S 5w Eoj#EsEn
5% 5.

136



ONEWEMEZ 5HET A BB CTEEMORNEEE R, B8, T3 SEGHE
(double counting) DMENPAFT A & 2 H KL, 2EMOMEEEEAY D2 & Tt
WIS T B0 Z D 7256F. 2L T, HEIEEOJPERMBEZ &A=y 7 ik

MEZEET2BIETHE  OMBEEIREEL TV 5.

(EE2ZE - 5IAXK]

[1IEHEE [NF=yZ - 77u—F] [BEEEHIEROKRFFM -~ =y 7 - 77 u—F O
& FEWE -] SR, 19974E10H, 17~24H.

[2 JERIFHR TEARSE L BRBEEHIE] S M, 19964F.

[31E gt — AT L BBl : CVMAA K7 v 7] SedthfE, 19974514 .

[4]6W9EY (R - A OFFBEHG — FRUREFC & 2850 - | BASEHT S, 20054E120.

[5 ] HARHR ML [ B —FURIRCVMIC & 2 #1700 f b o> BB 4 34T | [ 2 3EAR 05T 28] 5569%
10, HARSERSESS, 19974, 43~51H.

[6JEDETET [BRMALFEORFTM - <4 7 07— ¥ 1T X 2 50Tk & g2k — | AR
43, 20084E5H.

[7 13500 [RZEOBRBEEH AT Sh5EE, 20024E1H.

[8 AR R [R%E O LRBEOMRFAMN] SRS, 19984

[V Lt — (BRI & 36T CVMIC & 2885 aFM b K X474, 19984E12H.

(10T B P 5 [BREE L AT OREGEREAN : CVM~ = 2 7 )V] G55, 19994512 H.

[ [ERBEHEOBORMFIH] SI5ER, 19994:3H.

(12D H & W fbis (BRI T — 2 > 3 v 7] EEA, 19994, 60~74H.

(131 RErScinmm (BRI FHs] SIGEE;, 20004115, 83~84, 101~103H.

(Ml h oA bk - Froray [FEGEHBERGON =y ZikEHE] HHoaEBoRizerk, 2002
E12H.

(151K [HVE & Alif&] AlScH:, 19804F12H.

[1I6JKHF [NF=v 7 - 770 —F OMGNIERE, Hiks X O HAROFNHEAME~OIGH | [ZFF) - 3
R H29%5% 15, 197844 H, 31~55H.

(171K T-5A - FREINE [ETAEHE S O IR | ISR EITIE] 951554515, 20074E3H, 53~77
H.

O8I RN EMS « TS - HARTIA [NF=y 7450 & 2 oIS IS 5 %% — KEFHEIC BT 5
Rl r—yaFEZMeLT—

[91EHA= AN =y 7 IS X 2B Ol © KEAEZ G & L — A [ anfgkeisas] H51%
WAy, SLATEERAREFEEE, 20024F10H, 38~51H.

(201 ¥ - F a3 vk [REFOMEREGC S 2 3055 THF - dEeeokiE] §5258%, 2006434, 17
~25H.

[21] Y 7 VITEBASEWEFERE [ 7 VTS BT 2 KA S OREF AR AR HE 2 B9 2 WFZE] 200445 1] .

[22] Wilho [ BRBERYIM B DAMEREI 2T B~ K= v Zlitg € 7V OBEGAOHER ] [ H ) - #eEKE]
551977, 20014E2H. 4~1TH.

(23] HiA pe Stk [ R SEBREBE O REGEATAN — 2 HIMBRRE - BEElh e - =0 v — — | JuifEd K,
20084FE3H .

(241415 [BOGS B BT AEEHGE 7V O F 5 — CVM D BRI 58 % i — J THuIg b ge]
I A - R AP S bE 72, 20064E3H, 36~40H.

[25]4ilfE [CVMIC X 2 FeRUE RN 2 T 3 OMHEHG | AR RE e ] 525, AR,
20044-3H, 49~64H.

[26] [l 9 F - Nl v (LSRRI, BEEEN L o~ K=y 7 77 a—F  FiElics
% 78 2 OVGHT | [ &5 AERFSE] No.22, 20004E9H, 49~53H

[27]Bishop, R. & Heberlein T. (1979), Measuring Values of Extramarket Goods; Are Indirect Measures
Biased?, American Journal of Agricultural Economics 61 : pp.926-930.

[28]Ciriacy - Wantrup, S.V. (1952), Resource conversation : economics and policy, Univ. of California
Press.

[29]Diamonda, Peter A. & Jerry A. Hausman (1994), The Contingent Valuation: Is some number
better than no number?, Journal of Economic Perspectives, Vol 8, pp.45-64.

FETT0 OREFE I AEALETAl (R 2) T D E 4%

137



138

[30]Duffield, J.W. & D.A. Patterson (1991), Inference and Optimal Design for a Welfare Measure in
Dichotomous-Choice Contingent Valuation, Land Economics, 67, pp.225-239.

[31]Hanemann, W. M. (1984),Welfare Evaluations in Contingent Valuation Experiments with Discrete
Response, American Journal of Agricultural Economics, 66, pp.332-341.

[32]Kahneman, Daniel & Jack L. Knetsch (1992), Valuing Public Goods:The Purchase of Moral
Satistaction, pp.57-70.

[33]Lee, ].S. (2004), An Estimation of Implicit Marginal Price and Benefit of SO2 density decrease in
Seoul Apartment Market, Yonsei Univ.

[34]Maddala, G. S. (1983), Limited-Dependent and Qualitative Variables in Economics, Econometric
Society Monographs, No.3, Cambridge University Press.

[35]Mitchell, R. C. & R. T. Carson (1989), Using Surveys to Value Public Goods: The Contingent
Valuation Methods, Resources for the Future, Washington D.C.

[36]Welsh M. P. & Poe G. L. (1998), Elicitation Effects in Contingent Valuation : Comparisions
to a Multiple Bounded Discrete Choice Approach, Journal of Environmental Economic and
Management, 30.

[37]1Chung L. Huang and Biing-Hwan Lin (2007), A Hedonic Analysis of Fresh Tomato Prices among
Regional Markets, Review of Agricultural Economics, Volume29, Number4, Winter, American
Agricultural Economics Association, pp.783-800.

[38]Krister Sandberg (2004), Hedonic Prices, Economic Growth, and Spatial Dependence, pp.1-17.

[39]Krister Sandberg, On Space-Time Changes of Hedonic Prices for Single-Family Homes, pp.1-27.

[40]Krister Sandberg and Jorgen Johansson, Spatial Autoregressive Generalized Moments Estimation
of Hedonic Prices for Co-operative Flats, pp.1-21.

[41]Young-Man Lee (2008), A Review of the Hedonic Price Model, Journal of the Korea Real Estate
Analysis Association, Vol.14,No.1, pp.81-87.

[42]M.N.Murty, S.C.Gulati and A.Banerjee (2003), Hedonic Property Prices and Valuation of Benefits
From Reducing Urban Air Pollution in India, pp.1-25.

[43]Sherwin Rosen (1974), Hedonic Prices and Implicit Markets: Product Differentiation in Pure
Competition, Zhe Journal of Political Economy, Vol.82, No.l (Jan.-Feb.), The University of Chicago
Press, pp.34-55.

[44] Ana Aizcorbe and Yvon Pho (2005), Differences in Hedonic and Matched-Model Price Indexes: Do
the Weights Matter?, BEA, pp.1-28.

[45]Gregory C. Chow (1967), Technological Change and the Demand for Computers, 7he American
Economic Review. Vol.57, No.5 (Dec), pp.1117-1130.

[46]Mitchell, R. & R. Carson (1989), Using Survey to Value Public Goods: The Contingent
ValuationaMethod, Resource for the Future, Washington D.C.



