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α β γ
vs 8.42 22.75 12.94 -13.47
vs 29.07 31.19 31.67 23.82

vs 195.8 178.97 175.76 240.7
vs 103.52 87.52 76.65 116.5

vs 143.71 135 125.05 177.75
vs -50.63 -62.48 -44.82 -44.12

0.023 0.016 0.064*** 0.028 0.038 0.028 -0.033 0.028

0.079*** 0.016 0.088*** 0.028 0.093*** 0.028 0.058*** 0.028

-0.003*** 0.0001 -0.003*** 0.0001 -0.003*** 0.0001 -0.002*** 0.0001

0.534*** 0.021 0.504*** 0.037 0.518*** 0.036 0.582*** 0.036

0.251*** 0.022 0.246*** 0.039 0.226*** 0.038 0.282*** 0.039

0.392*** 0.021 0.380*** 0.037 0.369*** 0.036 0.430*** 0.036

-0.138 *** 0.024 -0.176*** 0.042 -0.132*** 0.041 -0.167*** 0.041

Log(likelihood)
McFadddenPseudoR-sequared
*** 1%

-44885.8 -14677.7 -15385 -14805.8
0.0271 0.0283 0.0299 0.0241

α β γ

133120 43584 45760 43776
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Analysis of the consumer preference for soil cleanup technology: Case of farm land affected by tsunami 
 

Kenta Tanaka, Miho Otsuka, Shunsuke Managi 
 

Tsunami of great east Japan earthquake caused pollution of farmland in coastal area of Miyagi prefecture. In future, 
soil cleanup need to be reintegrated the farming of damaged area. In addition, we also need to consider the strategic 
plan to prevent the harmful rumor of farm goods made in such farm lands. In this paper, we estimate the change of 
WTP based on the difference of cleanup technologies. In addition, we analyze the information effect of safety for 
farm goods made in damaged area. Finally we propose the way to increase the WTP of farm goods made in damaged 
area. The result of our analysis, we find WTP of excavation way is lower than other cleanup technology of land 
pollution. Then, persons who live in area of distress have the higher value for farm goods made in damaged area than 
other persons. 

 

- 232 -

（2013. 7.19 受付）


