CVMZERWEBERKEBYRIICHT IRIAD YR TLUI 7 LAOMHELICEHT HER

Measuring risk premium disaster risk preference of households in use of CVM”

IAHIE T - Zafih—" - MEER

By Yoko MATSUDA™, Hirokazu TATANO ™ and Norio OKADA™

1. [FLC®HIZ

ERKEY 27 OEIMNZED, RENRT AT~
FVA Y MIROBBENREF SN TN D, U AT <X
DA MERIZ X DR & B BT =T D OIHER
Thd00, TOEMERIHNI S 72> TUIoHrE X
K2 DFFNFFOREICKT DY RV BhF 52 EET 5
MERH D, DIV AT BIFOFHEGIZS -5 T,
FERIDFOEBM Y X7 #EBE L e o0,
FRZHRERD IV RITBH-BEDOL SR H A a7 ¢
v VIO L O Th D56, FitllimEIZY A7 H
BT DEEOROINE L 72 DI A Fi-F, 1§
WMEREL TS LIELITRE > TU 27 ZiHiid
Y. ZHUTRE) R AL T AL LTaIb LD M
Thd. 5L, BHFFHIFRRHIERD Y 2 7 IZiH
L 72 RRE TRA R HIBHC SN C U R 7 [AHBER (2 5%6F
THRPATENZIT > TN D. o THDIRED) 2
(2T 2 [EHBEEE A B T 5 72 D ORI A TEAS
KT — X B WEET D PREIF(RP) T — & Tl <, &
B (SP) T — 2 WO HRETh H.

AR, EoD & O R ERRIC LS & Y 2 7 5]
WSt 5 12 kF 9 B FE i 0 3CHA B FEEE (willingness-to-pay,
WTP) 3 i DFREFE RN D S DY A7 @I L Y 27
TV T AEREHENCGHRILT 5 ET VB L D FE
AT AR B E T 5.

2. HEOBELETILIE

(1) M=

ABFFETIL, SRR BRI HE EIR

*H—U—X 0 GRS, ERGRAAT, BhSEHE, CVM
AR R, TE, FERRTFRFEE LErer
(T 611-001 L LA RF TR T 2 1,
TELO774-38-4038, matsuda@imdr.dpri.kyoto-u.ac.jp)
iR, Ll SEERRSEN SRBTSERT
(T 611-001 L AR FFIE T 4 4 1T,
TELO0774-38-4308, tatano@imdr.dpri.kyoto-u.ac.jp
TELO774-38-4035, okada@imdr.dpri.kyoto-u.ac.jp)

ITENVZITO DO EIREL, £O T TY A7 Bl & 3
Bl A 7 (RBFE CTIXFROFEERER L g EfER O
BEEWT 2. YWD NRT A —2L LT
BUBHOEIRE T V2T 5. RO &
2h I BE DR EAIZ I AR AR 3572 (Contingent Valuation
Method, CVM)DALAA 2895, CVM 13FETTGEIV
DY — B RADMFHE A E LT SNI-FIETH
D8, AMFROT o r— MZBWTIE, & 51k T
HENDRFEDKEICL DHEFE LT AT > a v
R DFEF ORI EmNRD . X HITHEMEE TS
ELBWYH T AEGRL, VA ZIEROFENF G
DOEBIY 27128 &5 < [FBBRIHZ KT T ZhERIZD
WTELET 5.

(2)  HEBoERET LOERL

F oAb MR AT RE A BN E S A R
A={a=1:F7va AN a=0: ALKV}
TREN, i3F Ty g VIEAEZBERT S L &5 e
XD b O ET D BN o ITXIET DRI
S={s=1:PERE s=0:EFRL) THDHLL
REI L DPEOREREILp (0<p <1) THZ 5
LD LTS,

s & oa KR IE T D G0 O 84 1K % %
ULy, X)) =V, (v, X)) +e, £B<. y BEFHOE,
XA LS O BEETH Y, V. IXFEERHHE,
el T HE Ch 5.

W B RAARGRIZHE © G BRRY 7R K5 T ORI TH)
Vimea}‘;( g’S[Us’a} ELTRIND. Fithpl O %5
PACHEfR LA PERRINAAT O LT 40uE, e 1T RD
WHEs I X B RWIERE e EBIFDH. Ko THIfT
@%Engwgmﬁm@iﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁ
EV = g[l@;] EHERGHE ORI L T2 D,
EU, =) p. (Vi X)+¢,)

(1)



72h Fi B3k O HEE 12 1 Hanemann? O BRI E 7 L %
WA, FEIA T a3 o O e MO EE
L0/ ESWEEa=1%28RT5. MEDHHE: I
ST A UE Le, ~ N(0,07) L 3< & FRRITH

DDA AEV = BV, i
DBy NETATREIND. a=1&a=0 DN
FIHX(Q), @)y TENETNEKIND.

Il = Pr[EV, +¢, <EV, +¢/]

— BV I3 IERIR T

=Prle, —¢' <EV —EV, = AEV']

= fAﬂ exp[—l[E—L] lde' (2)
N 2\o
\/_fA” /gexp f%u ldu
I, =1-1I, 3

728, EEODIICBWTUIHEEDREEZ @D D729
B ISR UCKNS T A Y e By M ET VA
LD, AR CITET 5. FetoRIUIIG Ui
XFE « FHAFEOfERIEGEEE — &R OB L e
@~BEATREND (C, ClERTA—FD
7 kL) .

HERTHO i RIE AR — i (CARA) 20 H B4k

1 .

%@$F=S%§WQymmPC?X )

FRSEAOfERRIENEERE — & (CRRA)RL ) FH RS2

_o.x. Y e .
=C XX 0=

(m,ya)i%n%ﬂ%ﬁ% MO fe R

V.. (y,X)

ThHOLUTOLIICERIND.

82 sa y7X)/ S(I — ) (6)

Yy oV, Vi y7X)/8V y,X) ) @)
T — N OFEIREAIC Téﬁ%#%ﬁ@ﬁﬁtr
(A —N8F A —H o =1)DEAREIC n(X)

v(X), C', C'OHEEMIEOND.

(3)  von Neumann-Morgenstern 7% FH BE%% 12
JEAEZEAE

von Neumann-Morgenstern (VNM)%4%h H B %D e b
24T 9. VNM BIDOLRBIEV (y, X) TlE, #HEITEy
DL LTRESND. BI—-1ZZ2DRAEEE R
T 0O ITFHE (Bofy,) , AIXKER (E0&

y) THYZNENORBHKEZ RS, B IS
iz & olo b T OFERTOHFEMOKYE, y 132D

LEDWHEERMB THL. ZDLXOWERMA T 9
KT D XIEEE (WTP) Idy, —y, TEREIND.

FaHHIHE ¢ IR SN2 & ZIZENDR BT OIINE

B/ NSTnEZo4r Ty a v 2@+ 5.

BB'1ZZDV AT FTOiDY AT T LITLATHD.
V(B IR

L ; V(y.X)
E[V] G- - - -~ - B, :
| : B :
v (s -5 :
' — ' > ¥

X —1VNM Zsh RS2

(4) FBW I A7 OFIRHEE
RITBNTHE ORAERER p) & KAD/T A —
Zpil L, P EZOMDNRT A —E ORIFHEGEFT
9 2 & CHE DO EBIIREMRORENFTREL 72 5.
P LB DT A — & L3 EETE D O TlREE
HENARETHD.

3. WMEVRIIZHTHEIALDHT

(1) FAEOWEE L HEERE R ORiH

HUEEAR IR A BT 1SRRI R A ER & T A H
EAEEL, 2002 4 8 HIZKIFO—i%HHR 3000 i

HEERHRUC TN L. IRIRIA DR & 5 5 B
e — 1R AL 21T o 7.
£—1 BHEEZMONE
(5 [0 THRE

FATRETE [AM NF—FIyT/E
TYP EIEA

STR FEEE

HEEM [OWN  |[FEmARE

AREA |EBEFEANKER
YEAR _|{EEE A 1:19814E LART 0:1982L48%

115 0ENRE

1—FET oXREFE(REIIIVE)
1AK% 0:3ERE

HER 0ESEE

1:81m° AL 0:80m” AT

PRISK [3hiE 4 ATREMEDERAN X1 1:5ETHEES 0BhAn
PFLT |MEFEAAEMEOREEEPRISK=10H) [1: L ETHE % 2:0h RIEER
3 BE S R4 SR

e SEIERSY 6. LRRLA Thh AL
PVAL [WEREHEEAAEMOR X2 [ERFLFFETHLEES 0BHRL
KNOW [ iR {RIR NS 155 TLS 0:HISALY
TAKE |ERIZES LEFELY 0:LWE

frasmpe [AGE  [HBEFNR 1:658% AL

™ Y HHEIRA 250 750 1250 1750 2250 (F )

HOUS [@#ffite (BA)

&ERY [GooD |[RBi%E (BA)
PROP _[2245%& #E4E(HOUS+GOOD) (B

X1 TSHRBELURIC, HHEEAFATOSIETRETREOENEZELIMBINEISEBIHIELSEL.
X2 MRIZHE=-DEATNSHEBTRETOMBENE S12LE, HE-OEBICITHENSHDIER I 1L



BRI A B L EPER O WIE 2 A 2 A2hRIE IS

U A2 PG 3151 105%),
TN 274115 91%)ThH - 7-.

FES( B - HEETE,
B

ERBHBIEUZ SN TR LT,

U 27 35

R—2\THRcH I
BED®mN->T-C ZEHCA L U R 4 8 28
BB X) (7212 v(X) )& LIET LVOHREE

TE -t )% 2 FEEOGRREgE
HEIHEERE N
BN ET VORER, KUBER LR
BB OHEEMITRAN TV S,

(2) fERRIEIREEE DHEE - B & DB

CARA E5 /LN CRRA E5 VORI DRI FE
B HLEMRETEASINT, DEOUETA LI
2otz F72 CRRA BT /UIZEBWTIE, E#HMY
A7 L fERRIELEEEE O [RIFRFHEE 2SIURICE 577, CRRA
ETVORIHEERIZIIRETORMNES . RBET
JL DA E %7159 McFadden O EFRE (8 HriaiE)
TWnWIny 03 22 TCTRBYEHFTHD.

K2 IN\TA—FHEHE

Model Absolute Risk-Averse Relative Risk-Averse
Given Risk Subjective Risk Given Risk Subjective Risk
Parameter Constant | Finalized | Constant | Constant | Finalized | Finalized | Constant | Finalized | Constant | Constant | Constant | Finalized
2-staged | Simultaneous| 2-staged | Simultaneous 2-staged 2-staged
Constant 1762.706| 4240.506 1175.737| 924.785) 66.244] 57.303 Divergence] Divergence|
tvalue 138012 235627 1102700 | “1ggeee| 240596 | 71509 7204 7132 624 S
Subjective Probability 0.0594 0.0657| 0.0651 0.0525 Divergence| Divergence]
20.31 8.641] 24,57 9.427
s Constant] 0.0307 0.0137 0.0170 0.0424 0.226 0.0833 Divergence]
§ t-value| 11.940 10.945] 0.0307 8.617 iy 6.591 2.890 1.015 D DieeE
=) HM| 00129y /7| _—| | -
=3 t-value| 2.774
=1 N AREA|  -----------] 0.421
S
g t-value 2.383] 0421
%’ PRISK -0.0210]
B t-value| -3.423
S TAKE|  ----------- -0.00462] 0.232
< t-value -2.888) 0.00462 2.731 0:232
Z ¢} = [R—— -0.00280 -0.0147
x 4
t-value -1.792 0.00280 -3.475
Number of Obsv. 315 315 274 274 274 274 315 315 274 274 274 274
Log of Likelihood -432.658| -424.523| -527.651| -452.193| -553.051| -428.391| -431.609| -427.349|Divergence|Divergence|Divergence|Divergence]
Initial Log of Likelihoo{ -826.386| -826.386| -721.647| -721.647| -721.647| -721.647| -826.386| -826.386 -721.647 -721.647|
Likelihood Ratio Index 0.476 0.486) 0.269 0.373] 0.234 0.406 0.478 0.482| Divergence| Divergence| Divergence| Divergence|
o w— N p SN — < ;i - =t - 1BA - 24N N7 S} A
INT A= ZHEEDRREIEDOET NV THEICHEE bbmE I LV ERPIZTH Y U R 7 [akk

SN D BT R A B & i iy @ e oo

2O Tho .

HAE O HE

R BT A O £ %K

(TAKE) O/ T A=A RFEIZKEHB SN TEY,

HBUEFBRICH

HERRZ TR L T Dm0,
o — b TR S VT AR 70 MR LR BRI (2
B A LTS,

[0 2/ & <35 [A] % (-0.00462) 12NV T 5
ZHUIBEICRRZ A L CWAFER N T v — R iT
BTN 5 2 - IR A MR O T Tl
SNTREOWEAZRE LR o T2 2 L 2B L,

T G-HER 5

7
x5
ZDNT A— X DFFFIXfER

D OFE O FEEROLREIE AT TE D KL

e L 7p o 7= EEIHIRER I LRIz T 7 Tl L <

W AREMENE 2 5.

Wiz, MR EOFEE (AGE) NY AV FTE T &
JFEFTEFD CARA TEF LV THREER-TEY, =
AUSHH =R EER65 mkLh E) TH 2@ oc L v &
WiEANDRIFIZEN S D EFPISND. T A—H
B %R L TR Y (%F#-0.00280, £#-0.0147), f&
MREIREE 2 /NS < T HMEITIEH 0TS, T2

FFarERLRWHAIN S S LSS, 2
DFERIL, %i%l%OE’-W&W@%&%%&
WO FEFICHU N e ERTHTIE RO Y X 7 1Zx LT,
e i AR SRR IS 2 0 FERAYIZ U R 7 [E]ikE 0D 58 4R
ITENZAT DB 72 E 2B LT D, Zofth,
CARA 7 )V TIIFEREEE(AREA)D /X T A — X )N
EfEQ42) THE L 72> T 5.

—J7, U A7 IEFTHIRAE TIPTS5 T TTER
SINT=HERAORmM - BERICE T 2 .08 EED
RIA—=EINFEL 2> TD. CARA TT/LITE
WTCHIERRAEFREME N & 2 & [BI& L= F 50T 2
— XL Y R 7 Bl A T % 0] & (-0.0210) 121X 7= 5
WTWD. THIRFIH S RIEITEN 2 RE L 72 K5
2h, HIE @%E%Fbé@i%ﬁO%ﬁ#iD)
ATFHHTH D] VD Z OHEERE RIHE 2L

ZOGHEDFEOER k%%®)x7ﬁﬁﬁmﬁ%

DRERNR—FH L TR NI ERREINT.

F72, FTEREICBWWTAY — K~y 7Of 5
k9% 8T A —X (HM)ASIEfE(0.0129) TH & & 72



STWAHRIZHLERTS. ZhIn¥F— K~y 7%
SR LUTFHOERERE DK E <720, RIS
THINERENEMNT VW) ZEEZERL,
BRSNS D U A7 ERORMIIF O+ 7
a VBPUTENCR B 2 b LR TE A, 2
ZTCEIAY— vy 7L EEMEZREEMTTE LT,
ZORRIEFTEAY - Ry AT T EDRE
DEENTHRINTFIHIH LB s KE Lok
BEd D2 iz Tain.

(3) REMFFHCBITLYV A7 T LIT LAORE
DT A—=ZHEFEFERD S S, KbE#EMED
BN Y A7 [EREEE OHEEME A 1572 CARA E7 V%
W TRERZRZE D FD CARA 2 H B Z Fe e
ftL, HEOHFUHTIZBIIHI AT LIT LADH
ExEARD.
RFEWI72FE5HE LCTHIL 1000 51, HREBREE
O 1LESHT-Y OfE L2 b 100 J7 [ (i A% 25
R, KB PERRA) 2000 5 FICAHYE 3 2) 2 ET 5.
COFHDOV AT FLIT L p IZLLTFOX@B)T
xansd.
Pt = (Y — i1, X)
V7 V(Y — 1, X) + (1= p))- V(y,, X), X]
FTo, RTA—Z OHEEE A AT e B f R [E] b
FE—ERL DO BT LL F o (9) THEIT 5.

(8)

V(Y X) = - 77((/;‘1() exp [—y n(X)]

1175.737
_ —0.017
oot Pl vl

B— 4 icfrElb S e B D 777 7 2w
FoR—5ICY AZEROFE T, PTG TIZHT
HUVARITVIT LAOEMEREZR L. BEMNY
A7 FTIE, #EREMREL 14T 0.001 L{UEL
e, LRLOZFEHO 1 bl A7 LT
L0 1040 FH EHEE ST, Z OFERITRBRELEE
ICAIEZRBRRARE LZ & &, RENFFHOMERKRIC
9% SCHAE D WIS AR 1000 I LAY 2
O LD Z L ERL TS, £ A7 TS
TIZRBWTIE, #EMEEOHEE 0.0657 12 M-S -
1FEYH7-0DY A7 7L I 7 AT 66220 [ EHEE S
Nz, WEMRNENZDIZY A7 TS FOREMH
ICHAREETH AN, VA7 LI T 2OHEE
FZHRIT DL 1.008 & U AZIEFTG F LD /&

©)

W
4. BhHYIC

AFFE CTIEIIFRF 2 A B D < BERGERIRE T L
L CVM DTN & 55300 S5l o
Ta KT A RAELT — X Z O TARKE
U A7 VKT B RE ORAT & R ORI T3
BAbT 5 FEAEE L. 2T LE2HMED 27
EXIEA L, B ERENL, FiDE&
RSV AT T LT AOFEILEITTo T2, 5
IIARTFIENROET VOB AREMEAZIEH L, 2
HUAZITT D FEOBEH 23 AT 0.

Objective risk
-10000
-30000
= Subjective risk
-50000
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
y (1,000,000 yen)
H—4 4%EEIn=3RAEK
£—5 HKIXMRHODVRITLITL
Risk Expected
(Unit: Yen) | Premium (A) | Loss (B) A/B
Given Risk 1,040 1,000 | 1.040
Subjective Risk 66,220 65,700 | 1.008
25 3R

1) Slovic, P.: The Perception of Risk, Earthscan,
1997.

2) Hanemann, W. M.: Welfare Evaluations in
Contingent Valuation Experiments with Discrete
Responses, American Journal of Agricultural
Economics, 66, pp.332-341, 1984.

3) Hanemann, W. M., Loomis, J. and Kanninen, B.:
Statistical efficiency of double-bounded dichotomous
choice contingent valuation, American journal of
Agricultural Economics, 73, pp. 1255-63, 1991.

4) fAHEA : BEEORIRTT L2 AW o fE
BREkE E O FHEAGIZ B 2 I IERmAObEZE, R
FRZFEBHE LR, 2004.





