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[.AE

S e vittEe] thue Xo g, Aoy vitkele EE A3 Tt
24 5949 7S AYa vk a2y vl 8 sk A g0IiE Y
2, A, 574 she skl AR ofn &5 sk Vlee #llen,
A stTate] FdstAl SHARAIZE HEH AL Sle dFolrh g, TopA
of 4 Hoyek, dMe SHAET, BT E, BAd td A4A AT
I FAREYE 5o SN TS TaFAAUNE ERFeka vk st
TE 1% 35, AEA T IR 2A s2E A stRdlA dske S8
olojx] glom, Tt FANET FHE 0TS HIESe], BFHVIe HAlE
24 oPT == MAAZE Ha it (0139 <, 2001). 2 A 509 @

2 AQYENA Y D] BEH o] R @7&6}% Axdel A8 24 - 7

8], HT -2 %l@‘ﬂﬂ-‘ﬂ 2ol 2ge 01?‘ a2l A7} FE
Aol Aaf gleh &=, AT FEHEAS ANdo] T Bk RA FF o] A[H9]

Me AZJE 4 (Conjoint analysis) & 2-&-5FaA} gt} AZQIE %}*4—% %%%
Al A%l SEA] AaAA 244 42 T J= AEAMY (Willingness
to pay, WIP) =W o2 7Ex7} tide] thakst 43 -3-gAke] WIP Aol
o] AEFIAE FTHHoRE 1HT F At (Mackenzie, 1993; Adamowicz et al.,
1994) . ZAZRJE 2492 Louviere (1988a) o] 2J8fl 7Hats]o] G742 F2 A1) 8}
o] &3 7IXE S5 fal AR, wEAAIE, FEEAEodA de A
o] gt} (Louviere, 1988b; Hensher, 1994; Z1<iwul, 2003). -4, vIAAA A3}
o] 717 &% Folol thalA= Adamowicz et al. (1994) ol 2J&f o] 7]\Ho] A&H

A

D) @ el A ageT Adel A Ao Qe Hel Ea EAs] w0l F
Aol 2islo} gkt 82 ANk
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o]F < 1 A&ARIZE FE8] SUIekAL A, dFEe] dTAEe AXRIE &
Ao A8t s 2EA Hre WEla vk (Adamowicz et al., 1998;
Diener et al, 1998; Hanley et al, 1998, Hearne and Salinas, 2002;
Mallawaarachchi et al., 2001; Morrison et al., 2002; 5% 9], 2003).

g, BAAe] Al HelSg e s Y el AMEE A e 20
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A MeF2E FE3H o] theket £42] Wstol o
ARE 7R Ao e sk ‘:} Z}qu}’\hjr‘:* DLFJ theFst
TAA A, Ak - #3544 755 7RI
slol gk 7 E S| EThe AXRIE A4S o] &ate] 7 HeTE 1A
9 445z TRE GUaT A ANE e 2 2e0) 4

g, s el AAE ZHXE Bk 71€ AFEF Johnston et al. (2002),
Bergstrom et al. (2004) ©] It} Johnston et al. (2002) 2 dF-Al28lo] A|Fdh=
FAL WNER], FA, 2R, Av e (eelgass) T AFAAHI 0] SAE
7S H7ketl e, Bergstrom et al. (2004) 2 <1 H]E F7HES 288kl W
Al APAES WG R st Jiadel gk A= ‘ﬂ7}5‘}9§‘:}. v =
ATEe ol 4 FoAxE AT 22 54 o 2de & d7E AN
u, ot Al tigk AAA 7R bl ob gle Zi—gi

AZXNE 4L A=A el wat 274 235 A= (contingent
choice method), ZZ15- 2% (contingent ranking method), &5 S52%
H (contingent rating method) &] 37X 2 FEHY, & AFoME= &
o] Fto® gk /9| TFeA e Haslslr] ffal 1 e S o] &gtk %
AR AP S AZXRIE 49 AdAFAk FolA 7P 2 Ble= 2RIk 3
th ofgd] AN deeM e Akl it SgAte] whgo] A%
e ool FAakalr] witol] AEdao] o] vE WREET o ddAolgte &
AL 7 (Adamowicz et al., 1994).

2) 7T (2001) & 384 7189 Emergy 718 Ag3tel 417 7S Bhekank
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o %e] B w=Re T} o] PARL. ANINE B Aol N et 0%
A Agstn, 4FAT Axe PEEd NFES G,

F4E7 A% TAH A AAA 2Pl g A7
o v Age WA ANsgen, Hx

>|

1. 7RIS E 1 " AR Ay

B AP BRekTe WIS 1Y, HF ALA 5 3 Aol AA s2E
A7 shirel WAl AZelN Aldele] A B AESRAA R vk dA) @
el BEgEe A% St vas) % W, A48 2clow d8 ¥
04 4 BEY ST B0 ¥ S glott A2 3 43AY el 7pIsge

utel g shtel FlE 7hsAdol AR Tk (el 9, 2003>. utebr gHdeh

¢

ol JhAel tigk Hels S ote AHTe &4 o3E MR Te s de A
ol& F4she Zo] v% 8§ Zlojtt. 18y, AXIIE HE7t=cA 7H4454
o] gt7getsl WAl & P (willingness to pay to avoid) 2 2% b 3 Fx}o]]
Al RIAEe EEs 7HAY & § Ak SEAIA 3709 dist F shuE "ete
= @, Z ke SEANA A7) e S5 7R FAE i A

(e}
Hel A gekn Sl WIS Bael dant videl 2AE ﬂm shos, oHu

o WelE Faark
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A 70% =2 8+

A A BB Fe NAAZ} Ha U S8 A
A, {%MHX] doep) So) o gAML AFRN, 27187 (RAsEE), 3

592 o) AN thiFw A4 Q@ on, Yye, meh], B, r=u
%

59 SPYFEES NHAV} A Yk B AT E olejdt £F @ oY EES]
AAPIE el BERA AEM AR, BFANF BEF S F
SovE AT, S99 FEE BB Adee T, LI
AAshe WA, BEE Adshe WA, AA7IdR, BES01E REFe] B

WEg W2 etk

vihe ek Bt @UsTel Adske $A4E QS B 0
B BN BE %) HART Gl cinuy] fE, Selbke
g % gdrh 59 @pske] Adske phiEe gEge

e B Jonz dhte] wiygu s 4 %ﬁm = iokﬁrq
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% 4 54 B71ad 457
AR Level 1 0%
o FAA Level 2 20%
= 7+ ~H]8 al - 509
WA 7] A& Level 3 50% )
Level 4 70%
22 251 Level 1 AANEE A4
- - Level 2 AT A4
HE=E MEE ) IR
}q A x] 7]‘:. }\1 AMPEH Level 3 HoT }\1/}7
K ° e Level 4 AA7IIE, 297, e HE
_ Level 1 0%
J (G253 r >
A3} o) Level 2 5%
7% e Level 3 20%
ke ) M) ) 9
SEPARMIE ()] e 4 30%"*
7 0,
‘ (AT Level 1 10%
CLIRE e . Level 2 20%
7% . Level 3 30%
Qg & (%
SAMIZ(2)] el 4 10%*
Level 1 0g*
. 9
Ade 9 | #pRa an | 00 LW
ag ae | e ) Level 3 3,0009)
s T EITTE Level 4 1,5009
Level 5 6,000

0 ool e, AzdA 7 g9l AEde AAH,

3. MeitholEistel A

— 1

Gl FEER PAE @ T tigkEe] SuAlel AuaEe] 4
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B F 3 (choice  sets) &
(experimental design) o] &3}, = FAZRQIE EAL thE fcto ojsf WMo
gle B FHAE 471 o Adui e fi=ske d slof $A4A 4
ol &5 AH&gth

2 AFE AAE A i/l FollA SEAEC] g /i tibe ddshs AR
BE A SAANSLEY] A5 e a9ES Besiur] e A £4
E7te A WA (orthogonality) & EAF= Fa3 ZwAA (orthogonal main
effects design) ®'H-Z o]&3tth. 5 o|gjdt A wAAHS 4
o] =& AHHATE EAVE He BoE deid] AAHE SERERYY &
A8t Fh (Hanley et al., 1998). &

Aol el 2442 A70e] eeEo] BT A

dnb o 7 ofg 7he] tictel] AHatA "k £ ATelA = 71 (099 AEe
Atela} Zh &9 edsles) & UEl= sk @ e 7V @4 oS UE
W= 2709 dijt T F 379 tijte] EAI) ofw, 7V e E WEhY
= 2719 tijke (E el Xﬂ*]% oAl 7S] SAdo] 7 4] SAFEES Z23e)
o RhEoA& Aol Bz, x 4571 9] ALg 7FEdt digto] EAlgtt ey $
A A 2= titel ﬂﬁﬂ Aishe AL HdA A o| B2 Bo] 4 0] 7153l
E ote 4 Aok A diid o2 Y =&tk ol& $8 SAS
9.0 Z2 WG AHEst] FEH AwEAE FATE D FEI AudAREH
48719] Ak dEe] EEHALL, oA g Jie] B 419 A2 E3te}
TE YJOFESFES Ball 12709 E5C0E wiEEATE & dFAE AE B
wA °

SHAENA HuAdAE Sl AAdE 7ol S o

i
)
2
)
=
r o
N
=
S
N

5) AL & Bael FHA7F T2 RS ol A2 2EHA gn SRS fAHES
sk Aeluiehe TS AsA AFEEIE BAH A9,
6) 714432 level 1 (09)) & 7] Tigral gt A|A] gk,

2
a2y £4E3tel A7 F A (interactions) °] EAPH, FE AuAAE At
o Oéoﬁl AHNEL A (biag) D F Utk o] A% 2de ASHEES TEFF (strictly
e equation .TH= polynomial equation) 2 ﬁ“ﬁ, sk Aol g HEge Aot &3]
= E_-'E— FeAgE i@'o}—‘& AL 5o F 7 ol wid FF 7IFEth A
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e 1)) AEejeke AASE AR R L8R A o) ahtE oA
e (7Y D3} B,

M

(T2 1) AA HE2of ARSE MEiTierel oAl

OL— ="

gee) Mz o2 Phel S 3 Ash g AEse AL Fg s [ o) vE
Azshe] T4 2

EE oiet 2 3 (13
o AR A Wl (%) 20% 50% 70%
EEES EESES A7,
o ZF 9 paEEY AR | o1 BT wzae
A4 A4 ugFe 9%
o o] W HE (%) 20% 0% 30%
o QF3LLY HE& (%) 30% 40% 40%
o A9 A Aga (g 1,5009) 1,5009) 09l
0 0 0

o ATl e A skl 7RIS Fskaal, 2003 129 MEA B A9
3370 7t 712 870 Al A1 8007FE W es dEs Attt 7HAL
o] 545 anEste] A2td2 ARG AFst= 204 o)/ 654 mlRke] 71+
FU FFE SIith. 2R 9] Al 7 RS e e A7) fsto]
ZF A9 QlHlEE arefsto] 7 yolo] vlgd S £ 5 i
UrlE2 e s sttt Ao A A2 eABAE Bl AE 3
A 3370 Tk 719 /Al A ] 7S] LIS ARl dolE
e FYselt @9, & dye 4 é‘FrLA A 7HE SH sk Sel
SN Ao Aese AXJE T4 ATol7] W, FRdEEeu A

S
Sha A2 URE SRSl AXRIE 4 AioA BAME e vgFg $43 7}

Ol‘
W
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A4 7te] AEWAE AT olATE del A7 24D Ha we
R el SHEL o)1 SHASA

&
o,
aly
.,
rir
av)
o,
=2
ol l_ﬂ
e
3
[
i
Mo

e AR 2 SHE e HAlo] 718E AlFsky] A8 i IR S

= GEFERY S o] 83t HPsE 3l
t}. McFadden (1974) ol ]3] 7Qte t}at= A 28 (multinomial logit model) < T
QFe] 8l Al SAo] SRR MEgE g s FeAE RYs
sh= ol o] AFEATAR AAE AlFet o] B ]
< 7N SR P ERIelth SRA i7F A Ak E ¢ el 3l

H
t @ Aduiel 2R A HEsETE 0ol 2o 1849 % gk

L"jLE

U,;=Vi(Z;85)+e (1)
A7IA V& B3] e E A (deterministic) FEC 2 A Tiete] £4 (7))
I A SHARESY BA(5)9 etk e v #Sol BV

=
(stochastic) F-olth $HAF i7F Agtietdd ool =g dguietEe va)

Pr,(jIC)=Pr{V;+e;>Vy+te,=Pr{V,;— Vy >ey—ey} 2)

2) & 57 HeixE dI2ARE stelA eatde] By 57 534
(independent) ©]™ =3} (identical) Q1 A 1FE] =X EF (Type I extreme value
distribution) & WEttz 7Pt (McFadden, 1974). ©] 3% 29A}F 7} A&y
¢t E A" FEL b5 o] 282 F JUth
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Eisl

(Stern, 1997; Greene, 2000).

Aol

ko3
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S5z weh W R o FN

A
i

(5)

VU = ﬁlZlm?j + B2Z2vij + 6323,”' + 64Z4,ij + ﬁ5ZSJj + 56Z6,zlj + ﬁ?ij

A\damowicz et al.

/

£

A
L

Fef olol dg A =l

(quadratic form)

al7] ey,
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(1998)
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AV IR EER}TE 7= (2, 2y, 23, 2y, 2y Zs Z,) = (F7IAHAATEE 5L 4207
Z7 2 oEE MR 7% level 2, 2F 2 oRBE A2 71% level

3, & 2 oKITE AAA 7% level 4, $AAS 715, AvA - 2314 71F
714) o] AEgrE B9 5, 7H 6,2 SHAY] Z8el dFE viAe HE
ST dg FPYAFECIth o W, VI AYHGHFEY] AAFEeR
FH g @9 STHORA) o tigh @A B AR (marginal  willingness-to-pay

2 (5) 5 AnE FoEA e 2ol 48 F th

21 (6)= 2 (5) oA 74 Ao et FAE she o A R8T Aok
a2l ZA g} (Hanley et al., 1998). 7 S5 tek SAAEIA LS o]
sl 2] (6) = A5Hste) /I $AE 1o HAUA & (marginal rate of substitu-

tion) & &A= Yehfa Stk

MWTPoynanaansais =dZ/dZ, = B/ B;

MWTPs g opnssi 4495 evels = A2/ dZy = By/ B
MWTPx5yopseqaans ees = 42/ dZy = B3/ B

MWTPz gucpnsan a4 evets = A2/ dZ, = B4/ By

MWTPo g5 = dZ,]dZs = B3/ 5;

MWTPy w5545 = dZ:/dZs = B4/ s (6)

V. A7

IAES] JAE B BEE Folrs] Astel, ARIE



7o AR P Al RPN thel A Ak, AA 32%70]

Aol i Ao vehdth weh] @4s g%l A R o

ehe B el e PRE oln] FEahn Yk SRR v go] FL T 5

o). w3 gsrel dleslel ulg AR tlelAE 6127 BdsTel e
k2]

[}
A 7Fs7del 1:17%2'?} Frolehal v‘%ﬂ?ﬁ‘:‘n o]

se

AFdlM e AR S Bl 2 0) 9 BFE Fgalon, F9a3=
@1 2ol AR Wald-EAIZoll 2] A o, =& FgA57F 0ol
= AF7HLE FolaE 1%014 71450 41 g4 SAHCR frofsith
3 HEEF] 23 NE S A FHAF(B) & HFE FolrE
1% 10% M AR FoAth oled] FGATE F3= APdA<L o33t
oA AT dE B0l 7 £ dE FHAFES BF +() 9 5
€zt oA s SHE o] Sl AEY = s S &
Aol 78] 7-}&‘?%% gt} 7Hel g At & () o #5852t A2 7t

6&5, 2] (6) = o]-&3ato ;17&6}?91 &3 MWTIPE 43 23+ (G 3
foksiaitt. MWTP= 7 49 o ¢ v F7H o2 7jdshke Ao o
3t 7 Az WIPE onjdit), ol & Sof, Akttt 9 4217 7]%50] 1%
NAEE Aol thgh 7 Az MWTPE 12. 3902 Yehgdth 27/ 2 oi%
B AR 75 deid s, AA7IEES 2E7]F 2 Rego] BT HEE F
oko] el (Level 4) oA B3 Fo] A2]3k= AH (Level 3) 2 7RA %= Aol th3gk 7}
T A MWTP7} 2, 3709, BESFo] Adsthe JH (Level 3) oA EE$]7]50]
MAsh= e (Level 2) 2 A EE Al ek 73 A2 MWTPZF 156, 7922
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(% 2) A+ F82n
W4 3 As
FAA A g A7 7)E -0.0037 (-3.59) **
level 2 -0.0096 (-0.13)
27 2 oYEE A 7% level 3 -0.0566 (-0.72)
level 4 -0.7665 (-10.28) **

T2} e

-0.0038 (-1.77)*

Al - £ s

-0.0118 (-5.04) **

12 20,0003 (-18.59) **
BE3 A% 3,140
21~ %% (log-likelihood) -3234. 05
Wald-571 % 376.89
(p-value) (0. 0000) **

D ERAS 4 25 el AAE 3k
Ao folgte Anigh

a. Wald-EA 2ol gt AF7de 7

A olfe] 23 holl AAE <]

O 4
.

t-BAFeIH, **, *= foeE 1%, 10%94 242 A

I

FAF7E 092 2nlst, ool tigst= pvaluer}

=
.
ol o
AT .

Uehston], mxstew, @E9)7)%0] ek A (Level 2) oA A7 dRo]
A3k 3 (Level 1) 2 7R Aol Wigt 79 A3 MWTPE 32. 292
e}, w3k a3 7]}6101 1% WA =E+= 7)4\01] WE‘HH{‘T 12. 8%%,

A . 2318 71%50] 1% MAEE Ao elAE 39,399 73 A7 MWTPZ}F
d= Aoz el

Ghal

ME &gl e MWTP 3219 t-FAGS Leby

Gelta method) & clgste] FFHLT. = 1A S4el @AAZelAY

MWTP == SLel BAZ} AR W Lehl el method 9 & A% 5 )
7

e, 1=1,-+,6). <71l D& A 8ok thgo] dojxith

af (B)
0

) Var(5—3) (—aj;(ﬁﬁ) )
DeGroot (1986) & a1

varls (3)] = |
7] vl



Var(MWTP,) =

[8,/ B3 Var (8;) +
+2 [ﬁl/ﬁg] [_ 1/ﬁ7] Cov(ﬁwﬁl)

4 155

[—1/6;]* Var ()

i
)
K
>
2,
2,
s
N

1% 9} 10% ol A

o AN A ARE e B S

Htdsh7] Y&, AFPANS Ak AR JFHR 9] 21273 A=
Aol Ho} {83 Ao}, webx & AFex= MWTPE HF ]l thgt 95%
AZ| 7 A A AT 11
(& 3) stdat7el £MHYH MWTP F8Z1}
T}
& 4 s9 5z 7 S
AR E2 AL ()
/\A]-X]'—%]*]'% OLﬁJ\LEHoﬂH 1% 7Hk1 '34— 12.3 («3 72) *%
}\1}—\—}1] 7]% = e} 0 ‘__E . D
28 W opED level 2 — level 12 7§41 32.2 (0.13)**
AAA 7% level 3 — level 22 7§41 156.7 (0. 60)
° level 4 — level 322 74 2,370.0 (9.77)**
FAAE 75 okl Ateol A 1% N ET 12.8 (1.81)*
AnA - 28514 7% obslelol M 1% X&) 39.3 (5.26) **

2 &A1t (Hessian)

A
=170

o z

A& 5,000 HHggic)
= FEAA A2 2.5% 5

Ao M e F WIP F4 &
and Robb (1986) 2 Park et al. (1991)
71l BEZR AlEg ol 7S A8ssith
som, 95% AF e Ay 7‘—3_4*<
Azke o 2ok 94
o (8,6;) 9 A= H

3 ot AAE ¢ -BA S dEPY (delta method) &
, 10%1A 2+ BAA
nd A&t

O:

Yol gl dael AF
Z=nbg] uk

X
T
3

1 A]
=
ke

1:1
=%
o] E

4 al
@ 2
Zk9] WhE
4ol AA =] 3

(B1B7) &l F78=1} o] the

]_O

A

.\_4

E2ZRE (8,6;)9 #*
olZA TAH 5,000702] %
wWal| 95% AE 7S

(e}
A% 4 9

o FOI3HS vk

S32 %%4
]
i

A=}
2A

LYNA Bt WIPE Alxtel
43 MWTP 3t Z7|co =

AHE-ste] AlRtE Sl e,

= Ak

o
a1y /‘]?»]—717&9] A2S 98l Krinsky
=)
HE

2 (parametric bootstrap)
T 5,000 2

. EHZE AlEdold 71

FEA AL 083
o 3
e o
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& A4 &R ¢ F 7Hg A WIP(9)
o 7o) %
AL D AL A | 0% etEbgEela 0% A o o ;
= 2,559 (10.77)**
level 4914 Tevel 12 7AX
A 7% evel 4611 leve I (2,169 ~2, 957)
385 (1.81)**
AR 7% 30% <tspdeielA 0% = WA [332722)]
1,178 (5.26)**
AuA . BgA 7= 40% <FaPdEield 10% 2 A
AulA - #3544 715 o FEPdElolA 10% = A (816~ 1,553)

4,980 (19.49)**
(4, 564 ~5, 390)
323.8199¢
(296. 76219 ~ 350. 469 )

N

g Azt WIP 34 3k 59zt vid X&)

N
o
Y
L
By
He
o
:
o,
)
N
>
i
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Valuing the Han-river Estuary: Using Conjoint Analysis

Seung-Jun Kwak™ - Seung-Hoon Yoo™* - Jeong-In Chang™***

Abstract

Recently, a majority of the estuaries in Korea have been lost on account of
indiscreet development and pollution. The Han-river estuary is a unique area
that has been conserved for 50 years. However, the development plan has
been established across the Han-river estuary since 2003. Therefore, it is
necessary to make a policy for conservation and management of estuary
environment. Thus, this study measures the conservation value of the
Han-river estuary’s four attributes (nursery of fishes, habitat of birds and
wildlife, water filtration, view and recreation) by using the choice experiment.
Results suggest that the annual conservation value of the Han-river estuary is
4,980 won per household. The conservation value provided in this study can
be usefully employed in determining conservation and management policy.

Key Words: Han-river estuary, choice experiment, multinomial logit model
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