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THRAR SR B ST — MR LR, A4 T PR S ) B AR RIS = RO AR, A A
RIS FH ST, SR AR TEAT A o BURFR T BRI AZ L i) 2 e ff i o
R AE AR AERAMEFRAE . TX—BRvHE AR E O T R BRI A A LAY R S0 ) A RIS G A T A%
o e BRI, GRISARI R F P 0 AR RS Bo T8 AHISCRR 5 ML T RS
PR T IME, A TSR SEE R AR T s .

X AETT S B T VAl 2 DR S A 22 sl ) — N TR BRI . Horr, R 7%,
JEHGRZAMEVHE (contingent valuation) J7i%, WA EATAE T A E P IE B2
(7. A 20 tHAd 80 FEARLLK, &85 R AN R IME VA B & 2R ARSI
FFRE T )2 IRFST (51l Arrowet al., 1993; Carson et al., 2001; Carson and Hanemann, 2005; Hoyos
and Mariel, 2010); SUt[REIRE, SRAENMEVERL 20 HE R BARSIRMVEE 53 w8 A A I 5
IFIH R0, ZATE PP AR T 2 R (40 Tiller et al., 1997: Aadland and Caplan,
2003; Kwaketal., 2004; Kofordetal., 2012). fJal. 5KME (2013) RHIFITBGIEM S T
FESIAE S R P ANV S TR R 32 A RS, AR E X )R 282~351 Ju/4e /s fn], KA NE
(2014) RHAHFE 2t — G TR SRR, g5 R WoR, SRR AT E R 195
JC/ e P T AR SRR 255 Jo/4Fe .

ARSOAIATIEF U 2 — AN ), BIAMET X (RS20 MeEbaiE (ESebaiE) 15%
Wi, ALGEHIATT R, AT W AMARI IR EAT — SRR ENE . i, SR ST ARE
FEOR BTG AR, OB R ST I IG G 22 e th 2 B L Bs AR IR SR e 4 6 22
SEHRZEA R R e, AEREIEA I, FETHMEAR % (compensating variation) BYEEMAE 2 (equivalent
variation) W5 )52 A% B S A i BEARIG ORAFARIE , T ANS 32 BIIE 2 7 ANl A M 77 UK 5
M2, BURR A 7 2CBAE 2 7 AR T ARy AR S e i BOR A ZE 5. (HA2,
KEWIEEN], SR T IAE B B R T G ORI () — B AR e M, PN AE A
Fiiwmze (OISR ZE . SO T AW ZE . R i 22 IRAUNAS ) o IXESm 22 FRAF A 9910 T 2% 1F
IMEAS LN HNE (Carsonetal., 2001; Hausman, 2012; 430, 2016,

AMEITEC RO Z LA A S AMEARHE (AESRARUE) I semd, X5 S HME PEAY
JEHR AR ZER S S FimZEe “SUA T HAWZE (payment vehicle bias)”s X 324 T H1EFE
— AR TYME VA AR S R () —ANE A, GRS SIS T RS S B AN R R
BEHLIE L Es Sl Z (Carson etal., 2001; Carson and Groves, 2007; Ivehammar, 2009).
B FMmZE S “VERIABUR (scope insensitivity) 7. 1X— ] @14G W, T Kahneman and Knetsch (1992)
(T AR, RSP E VRS, IRE SO AR T2 it G B N AU, L[
BAEIET—Fh “TEAEH L7, AR T SEFRME R HINT o XM AU 5 S s b gl —28
RS, HURAWITTRN,  REFIHRAERTE ] LUBE G AU (Carson, 1997); HABITIAN, T4
FEANBUBORZ A AE T o MR bR Hid 9% (Bateman etal., 2005); {HJZ, 3X—jn] @i/ sA 4k
RS E VPR AT SEE RO ) 2 — (Hausman, 2012).

-0



AN L FE TR s *M2T5 S R B En 2

ASCABEIAA FIARAEIREAT AR ], RIW A B A E PRI 50
WSTAMERFHEY, JEXT AT IR T Horb, SRy 2URBU LR PN B s AR MY 55 )
D3 H BRI ARA PRI BRI AT A M2 o IZR T3 Ct2 T r] L 5RIRRE (2013) SRS
ANV IRFTI IR 52 2RI BB Az T 3o 58 Rl U I T AR B AR o
TR TAMEE, AR 2 AT RS AR A MR A3t X 3 BRI A My 2

ARSI G R 2R B A AT EE T, BN 3R PPl AR ) 2 B
N A Aifizese, JHRIMIIURYG 5= AN ARt Rk, JFxTke
B A TA s SRR 2R MGV S5, FEXT PRI 30 152 2 RS A T X L b
LAY B ARSI A1, JFRMIIEEE AR S B o

—. Bt 5kix

ﬁiﬁ%%@uﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ@ﬁ@oﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ%@ﬁﬁUﬁw&QE@»oﬁ¢,
X Rt i, QR ANV FIAE B SA, B FomA Pl A AL BV R 57407 A= 1)
WE e . e AP RIKANBGE R, B E HAMERAR FRAES YoE. T, 55U XN E
%ﬁ%@ﬁ%v=ﬂﬁ£@E@)ﬂoE¢,p%ﬁﬁ@?ﬁ&x%m%ﬁi,yiﬁﬂﬁmﬁAo
Q Wb A, E HIABRH M IE

ARSI FPIFR: OHUBGAE RN ZEY, sk, Q° s UM AL B R F R A
E” JoRX MR T @B B F, BN, Q' R s USRI R AL K1 1%
A CRBEARE EF DRI G TN ED, E' Fomn R EE . 7ELL EPRiR A,
Q° <Q', FRBWIFMRMNIEFDTFEFNE A E° <E', FoR@ILA ol g
Yol DASGEIA GG e (SO BCE(R PR3 ). T2, H¥E Carson and Hanemann (2005), 7EAI4A
PR e AR 7 CV e Rk

v(p.Q"E'(s),y-CV)=v(p.Q",E’(s).Y) (0
M (D EX, WTAT =—CV >0, FomR P EaticUAe )y Az RIS R R
FYIN R RSz (willingness-to-accept, WTAD . fij U L, i al B v A2 EA:

v=b,+b (y—p—Q)+b,E(s). Hri, b >0, FrBARLRAIAIE: b, >0, FrHER
RIGBANNIE. T4, R (1 ATLRA

ORI IBAESBOR, AT, RAEVFERITR SRR, R ZE s TSR, (H I
DNEETTVEIN 15 5676 FEAIAG AR (Carson et al., 2001), EXFREG™SBIMETEAL, 2G0T, REEREEC
A A 5B (Goldar and Misra, 2001 H1 & H A ARSI AEEBERAEA I AT P 2252, (ELEA b«
5N JRRE, MEZTE, “hRE” BRI “Ah IBGR .
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WTA" =-CV :(QI—QO)—E—Z(El(s)—EO(s)) 2

W (2> Knrmn, AR R R T AR IR h SIS R AR SR i A bt
ok 23 A PRI PR S RT3 1 B AL RE i

ARSCHET 18 A AR R Uh SR M bR i) . I L3R M7, K5 g ATe(s) 43mlsE X
AT TR R S A AR it e T4, AR PGSR FH SR TR M R 3349 1) 52

M 1 0 b2 1 0
WTAY =(q' - q )—b—l(e (s)-€’(s)) (3)

52 AL (3D AR (W52 A S mT AR A s i ARV B S o s AR FH 5 RS PR A
FIRER LI R S S AR B4, 78 () AL L, & RS AR T LS Dy
m-WTAY , 3L, m BREDIERIR®. XTEEWTAT 5 m-WTAY w40, #0384
Q5 E 55T m AEAEEALN, Bl: Q =mq H E =me. W&/ SRR FMtdbrsb s
JRATFFAER R, sRE RN LSS AL T A br e R 5L B4, WTAT =m-WTAY . it
b, BT IR T A3 e 9838 IR80H B A ) b AR R RE R A A B el s R

(Rollins and Lyke, 1998; Bateman et al., 2005). IXEMFEIET RN R S FAbH b, 7 (2)
Kb 5E 3 RPHHAF®, MH, AEsEH D RS EWTAT <m-WTAY .

BT ERABRBOR IR LA, S BURMe U2 e AR R I e o — N R A
(I 2= 52 BN AAF I E VAL 32 I AU S e T semi . ARYEAR I DRI, WONIILBRELH b,
PRI S ()32 B 5 oy X AR P i 50— S, R T A RN S5 o i LA — B HL AR
SEMMRLT. HFSEE, BT AT ARLIESIN, Q3R R, A IME S ik
PR GRS T R e SR, 1 ) B R S R A S e A S T
511 (Carsonetal., 2001; Kontoleonetal., 2005).

KB SE T A A S AE SN DA T A R P (R SRR “SEIRUR” FEAE (4
Foster and Mourato, 2003). XA R A EIHEE' < E' Mle’ <e', MiASK E file 1

VAN SR P PR FEAL B RS A RO o S RRAT ISP DR R B A B A PR S A AT
RES BRI IR S2 R

STEASCR R R, B AR Ma s ATE & SRS s FAR RS E RSB A TR . (EUR, 7EHR
PERERES,  BURSE RN RS EAFAERORIO A, FTLL, BUREA R H “IHIAR” TR . Akt
SKHLI “THIAR” NAZA B ANV RSP N “ARAEDIRERITHIAR ", (H2, FESCERH, BURRLRM PRI 8l “it
BUAR” ARG DAL, JESCAESER Bt i EAAE ] “BHHBInR ", AR “ARAEDEFHEAR

O TR BRI oL, D, 2500 18 () RE (3 RZITRefrfere . B, hTARlE
FEDIAL PR RAS 1 SO EEBIAAIG, IRl 5] LL 22 o

-4 -



RN R S GEITAA T AT S S A AR ?

AWMEHT AL, XIRATRES SEWTAT <m-WTAM . 4k, BRI, “Sf TR 4
SR A G T RIR ) S AT R R (Kontoleon et al., 2005; Ivehammar, 2009). fiff57 & %804
TR AN EERREE S TR SRS I SIS . IR GO 3R AT T RA
A, EEYVNZIA THSIEARFEI, AT BT [ SR S E R, TS Ik se it ba
HUPEEE 5 R A& HEAT 4 (Morrison et al., 2000; Carson and Groves, 2007).

MR LA b, AR R 1

Hi: WTAT = m-WTA"Y , RIEM 55 2 5740 S BUR S PR T AR S 1032 7 b
AL Tt

ARSI &, LAR 17K P g F e(s) IS, SRR R B 8 s 9 A R A7 FH R REAH
XSG T H., AARAEEDW AR AR PO PR MEE 7 2 CRAAR P R B A MR LU TR AR Ay B b
) AR ZE 5. R, BAT A BRI GIRE AR P M T AU T e 2 S 50
TR MERRAEAE 7122 7 1) S B DAL T F 0 SR R AN (B PG T2 H A SR R B A T
SRR FI ST MR N %A PR 7 2 AT AR EE . Mk, ASCIGWTAT
m-WTAY 2 [ 2 St —25 . 4556 “SOp TH” IR0, THA o S TR
FEFE BN RIRL S R SR ) — DN R 3 (Akeura, 2015). WL AW, BRI K
AR ARBERDIIAT (BEEAERD SRR Beflod RAEYIFSF AR A A MEBOR
AR A L AT RA RS F SO st SO A R AR 0 X M TSR 1 AR R A SR
PAZHE YOI AR, AR IR Pont M AR S IR . Bk, AR —
AR IR 2~ 5:

H2: PRI SR IRAR S AEAN R AMEE 7 20T 1) 32 A s R 2 e P B IR

H3: AFREMTIE G DR T-EIAR S HEANRIAME 7 2R 152 4 s B2 e B IR

H4: Bl AMEBERI A A FAMEE 7 20 R RS2 A4 2 e AR

H5: AR i S A AN ED RS AT O sl 5B ARME FR A PAEAN R M T 2 RS2 B i i e
JERAIG.

=. Xt itERESEE
(—) gt

H TR FIRARE, ARSI R R FH PRSI PG T s e f 5 X0 5 —
YRR R SCRAR “RULFRRE) ©o AEHENYOSEISEZ R, ASCRETE T — LAY« Bethoxt
1”7 (cheap talk), [AJAEX S T AR A REAAER “fBA 2~ (hypothetical bias), %
SRR G N S IRZ 2R 1% “ BRANRIG” 75 2 TS A A il LA AR A A

CHT TG A A S IR A S R MR RIS PEA Ty, TR, Arrow et al. (1993) #EIUIFFTE R 43k
Pl AR S WTP B WTA . /03¢0 8 ti 4% Carson and Groves (2007) A& S DAl it —— TSl
FHE R A ETER
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PR VE R “MEAWZE” (49140 Aadland and Caplan, 2003; Carlsson and Martinsson, 2006).
ASORAR P 2 A i SR ) U B B ok “ABRBAERERMV IR SRR H 58 A 2 BUR B DA T, A
I, O T EIIA T BRESS BIRSATERR B AR, BURFS AR T RIEC—E BAMES . 7 BOE S
PUG, BARI T2 1 . 4 T8 TAEoi 2 e e TR A P 1 52 B e AT
AT, ASCHESEI BRI T “4LAXF L (within-subject comparison) 77" Wk,
XPRE—ANREN G, RN 1 PR 4 AR O T8 “HEP RN IR, PRIk T
TP PP A TVEAERE— 0 i) G H #RE BEN LA (S WAL, 2016).

*1 FREMES R T REFMMEITE A AR SR
AT P I LB Fli A
I WOERBURHB AR ORTSRMe, B5EE: D0~100 JG/4E /15 @101~200 JG/4EeJ1s5 =+
S IARAMERRHE L 2 /7 @901 ~1000 JC/4F= 13 @1000 Jo/4F 1L I,
DL P TSR U/ @OAEZAMEE
20s E{EACIEESS

XGATE WU RO, R Of Ga—AEEN Bid?) - @F Ge
feprmapip o Bid' o e eds  —Asmm Bid*)

HE?
2IFE WERBUR I BRI A M, & O0~10 JT/4FER: @11~20 JT/4EF;
ﬁ%ﬁ‘iﬁﬁﬁ?ﬂ&%l\%ﬁ@%%&"" 91N100 /L/flf‘ﬁ, @100 Jh/ﬁf'ﬁui, ﬁ%—f
UL H S 450 TR @Bz AMEEE
BUGIGr A

PSR W RBORH R M, 5 OR GBR-—AEEH Bid®) ; @6 Gl
Rt Bid' Jtmoibe:  — i Bid )
Fyrk?

FE: OASCHARINA SCIR T A5 e A — IS0 Arf e SO T i B b e Bebs(e. ¢ Bid D)o 34rr, LR P S
BAREBEE N (50, 100, 4000, (100, 200, 400). (200, 300, 400). (100, 300, 500). (200, 400, 600). (200,
500, 800); LABHHIEIRA B IBAMEBEE N (5, 10, 400, (10, 20, 40). (20, 30, 40). (10, 30, 50). (20,
40, 60). (20, 50, 80). X TPIFBENRIEINZ I, AR, KR/ (2013, 2014) &S, H
TEEREIRL, XS T 23T “100~101 J67 “200~201 J6” X0, MIMAEAEmZE . e RIREAAR F %
TEDRS A2 NI BRI LT AL, BRIE, ASSCRFTURR A T L Bt 5 % LA, % Az Mz el 2%
IREAAR T, TRt W) TSR, SO T R B 2 AR R A R AR

DI — Pl ) S0 ot L “4LmIREL” (between-subject comparison)e 1% 7VETERITAEAREATRENL 241, AR A
ST TT LA ST ] — AR B GOz Sl i 2 20 1) T 5 [ ) 3 S5 SR 57 R0, AR L s TR ol 2 kAT —
XTI ELAE T o

-6-



AN L FE TR s *M2T5 S R B En 2

(=) HEF®
L, Bg E(s) Fle(s) WobSHat, Tha, (6 (2) R (3) H, & BRI
VRS BITIAS :

WTA" = B's+¢' (4)

WTAY = gMs+ gV (5)

(4 XF (5 Arh, pRIRERPFHEN & S MNETH S HIn S, ¢ Fninatl, e e
PIRMIE R 0 (IEZRME, Ble™ ~N (O, O'TZ) , e" ~N (O, oy ); T, WTAWBRMIERS
I3At

MR, WTA o] DU B0 i A 545 8. XTIl ASCHE
flith (4> XA (5) AINRH] Tobit B, Rkt “AESZAMEBGEA N FEAT R “5262
REAER” MRS R A, R SR R RS2 22 B R A . ]
BT THRE, (HAFAE R W ZE, DRI, H A AR B TR R b 27kt
ATOME DL, 1A R A BRI SR A T VAl . BRI, BP0 T AR A A 2
e AT, A AN AR B2 AR WTA X005 %452 (double-bounded
dichotomous choice model, DBDC #i) JEAThvl, WA, FEALEIZEFXR “2” PINEEN:

2
prob(y, y) = prob(WTA< Bid*) = ® (B'd /’)3] 6)
(o2
(6) rh, O FIRAAEIEZ AT 1 S AR A B AL
FEAAR I B PIIR “AR7 MR
2
prob(n,n) = prob(WTA> Bid*)=1- (Bld ﬂsj @
o

FEAAR PHESR — I Rl “RE”, AR Ui sp el <8 Ry

O O

iyl -
prob(y,n) = prob(Bid* <WTA< Bid‘):cD[B'd _ﬂs]_@[B'd —ﬁsj .

FEAAR PHESR I R el “A5 7, SR Ui s mlE o RO

idq2 . 11
prob(n,y)= prob(Bidl<WTA<Bid2):cD(B'd —ﬁsj_q{B'd —ﬁSJ ©)

o o
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T, N AEEGT G AR R ECA -
InL=> prob(y,y)+>_ prob(n,n)+> prob(y,n)+> prob(n,y) (10)
Y,y n,n y,n n,y

HE (100 SURFHIANREIA A AT LR B I Tt ASCHtE S MR
FIEPTRIAME 7 2RISR A B LR (D) VS, ASCHWTAT Rim -WTAY
BATHEHBRR, HEE B AWTAT =m-WTAY , #EEEIWTAT = m-WTAY . #EsiAk
SCRFIT VAR LR SE R B v, BRE, AE—MPEACR T, ASCHS T AT M VAt WTAT A
m-WTAY (248, ERRERRMET, RBOZZE IR IEA S, Habnl DORAT ¢ R S
BEIEATRR R, A B 1| AT

FEJREE T, ASCRIZX— ZEE I ZERHMEL 4 AR, SRHAT OLS [RIJARETHEIX —ZE(EAEANH]
REAE AR S R A 2E S A R (1D 2FTR®:

WTAT —m-WTAY | = as+ u (1

RSO 2~ B S AR, FERFE I S Y, AR DG 4 MEMNE, 550 &
JUMRARL R FKEER R G AT ARl AR AR AR A A S AR
M PR AR A T st B Al

(=) REHESHKER

ARSI AR AR T ORI 2015 4F 5~6 FW el 1075 Ak Wb iR, R,
WHEL 2280, YEIR. DML HOR 1A G RE . FEARS G IR e T4 EVEE 4,
FRANPGHRZ A 22 5, GG 1 DR MR 7 X AUOR B RIEAO A AR 5T 5T
A [ W AR R, d12 8 (K B ART [ 5 5 i A5 BT DO PEAR A T B LA
HERIRA EEOE LA A 2B EIREA, AL, AR EAEREAR FR AN R R R
ARPVAT TS L BIRRE o YRR ARV R 775, R GOREUE RN 1R )7 U R A
HIHE AR P JEAT DT IR

HI AN S G (K DR SRR A = R OUAT AN, DAL, AR S B s i)« Bl A plead 7
FIRES RIS R . PR 30, PRLSEAS . AR S R R AN R ITTAE SN U XA S R T2 5

Offivl (100 RIEGE LRI Probit AL, L RSB B5 B0 5 —1/o , Wi B o ASCHEMHE

T ] Hanemann et al. (1991) $2H IXGL A /i ey, afLLER0 B AT, PRATAT LIS Lopez-Feldman
(2012),

SR AL G Ay P TR AN RS RN L, (11D 2R DR R AT A R AN B 00 2 4
WTAT —m-WTA" | . SRR H R, TR RO A8 (11D SIS HA R0 B PR T

e, AL, R SCARBHT LI,

PP EA IR, AR NIRRT RGO, TR e E R PR RE AT (SR OLA s
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It ASCHEP A EAEAS RIS TREACEADO 2 HA A5 SRR AR L =4 ) o A i
It FEBRIICBHEALUS, ASCHIATROINTREA 782 )R )™, 3 2 THFEA AEA Il DL S AR SC
FRIEM EEARHAT T gtite

*z2 AEHARGEITHIE
A Ay X ¥ PRz
WTA' R U/ 634.87 232.98
WTAY ZRERE GU/AFEew) 40.47 22.49
gender PRI, Bi=1, “=0 091 0.29
age AR R () 4874 8.98
edu AT B E I () 831 2.18
income FREAFRN (JT70) 1531 36.55
leader REHFEERR () ALSHTH? £=1, =0 0.05 023
train AR AR ? JE=1, =0 039 0.49
dratio FIESFE ) L) 0.72 0.22
scale FEHHITR (R 33.70 25.11
policy T R SRR MEBOR? =1, 7i=0 0.02 0.12
rec A B A A RS AT SO B A 2 f2=1, 75=0 0.09 0.29
prol AT A A R BeT=1, Hiit=0 0.28 0.45
pro2 RS R Fhk=1, JAth=0 047 0.50
pro3 TR AR R =1, HAl=0 025 043

T OGO EITRGUREZ RN, SURE AR AMEadEARIE” MRS “ AR Ik
A, FEPFAMETT SR, IR T 32 ANA1 20 MEAR Y @ZFEEFIIAN 2014 SN ; @ZBE575) )1 =5 rE
FNNNEY FBERBNEL o, 5580108 18~65 S Mg 5) /1.

BT R R e A A N R RS, AR T I A R EE A S, A
U, AREAS B EREA R L] T (90.92% ). L, DRUAR A AE Sl e R b F e T
FHAEFIAOPI RS P, DRI, REAAR - BFHB IR (BME 33.70 FD) FIFKEEFHINAKT: ()
fH0 1531 570 B TFHDCFK- AEREAAR T, A 12 77 GHEE 1.53%) i St
RAEYIFEFT DRI AR AMEBOR, BB FEA T2 B TP A E A AR ST AT B AL 44 FEAR
H RS BEAh, FEMREME T, MR SRR (AR D i f3 BIAR = 45%2
BN K 634.87 TU/AF UM 40.47 T0/AE T o AT BRGS0k ) R R 4 R e
Wk 3 fr.

=3 Wiz 5 (e iR E N R ETLERE N 2 KT B %
2, ) &, ™ %, ) T, ™ Mt
DAAR 1 by B 15.86 17.26 27.11 39.77 100.00
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CABEH RIS A S 12.66 28.64 30.82 27.88 100.00

M 3 v, DARFHB IR A M ERRTINT, AR BRI 5 AR P SERR 32 A I R o3 A U
Witr, SERLERANERMEZ REALLBIZ R 60%. 11T AR FOMAME AT, P (bR (B T
I, JERPUGERE 57 HIREA LA o K VA e G I ) v [ 25 1) 32 2 R S S U2
I R (PR EEA T b, Rl DRI AR P A B IR 2. MR E R Goil, fELLR )
FNCAB AR R B AT 0T, 1R 5 2R 53 3 i SERRIERE 2R 58 4 BUR LL 73 i
58.44%711 84.02%, Ui LUBEHLET AU #ME IR, A I SEINASE -

M. SSESHEERSITE

(=) RPZEEREMZWESR

FEPIRAME T 3UT, ARSI R AT Tobit RS ITRG R 32 42 R A M DA 2 A T T
FERARGL S —7p ik (DBDC) ARG S il i 200 5 B O R K i A b A T il ol &5
KUK 4 Prose MR, ASOW BASRKILEN BT TR, 4R 7R, BARRZAAER
AEAAHMER/NT 025, HAZREAELMBA B 2K 5 (VIF) FEEMC) 1.22 Uk
E4 1.89), ANELU RO 2 EICANE RS £ 4 1, 4 DERIHEAT RIFILEEOR . X Hep
1 RS 2 LAY 3 AR 4 W, BARAREUSTHE AR ZE ST, (BRI AR P 32 £ R R e
B MR ZRAEPIRCPA AP REA 8 K], AP AR SR RAT R A%

=4 Tobit 1% 5 DBDC ##EIf9[E)ILER
WTA"T (LR FONAMEEAD WTAY  CLLBEM TR MR
AH P 1 i 2 i 3 B 4
Tobit 17 DBDC %! Tobit #7 DBDC %!

FH p i ¥ p i A pfl X p i
gender -12.56 0.59 4.58 0.88 -0.54 0.74 238 0.19
age 022 0.79 1.00 0.33 0.11 0.06 0.08 0.21
edu 8.89 0.01 15.93 0.00 1.43 0.00 122 0.00
income 0.10 0.63 -0.11 0.65 0.07 0.00 0.02 0.25
leader 15.10 0.62 -4.99 0.90 -0.54 0.80 0.73 0.73
train -32.98 0.02 -43.44 0.02 -4.23 0.00 -3.08 0.00
dratio 28.58 037 74.62 0.06 -0.65 0.77 -1.98 0.40
scale 533 0.00 9.37 0.00 -0.91 0.00 -0.83 0.00
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Does the Compensation Approach Impact Compensation Criteria?:
Evidence from China’s Compensation Policy on Agricultural Wastes
Recycling
Quan Shiwen Liu Yuanyuan

Abstract: Taking China’s compensation policy on agricultural wastes recycling as example, this article uses the contingent
valuation method to conduct an empirical analysis on farmer’s willingness to accept (WTA) based on two compensation
approaches, namely, household as compensation unit and farmland as compensation unit. The results reveal a significant
difference in WTA between these two approaches, and the WTA elicited from the latter approach is shown to be higher than
that from the former one. The reasons for the remarkable difference are found to be diminishing marginal costs of recycling
wastes, diminishing marginal utility of environmental valuation and respondents’ insensitivity on compensation approaches. The
farmers who have a greater awareness of the compensation policy represent a more consistent WTA between the two approaches.
The study concludes with policy implications.

Key Words: Agricultural Wastes; Contingent Valuation; Compensation Criteria; Willingness to Accept; Double Bounded

Dichotomous Choice
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