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o Watgoln, [(q)E ZE S FBol I AFBow flow, Qyy)el WsHEolTh
fa (ai )= [klpo,{’ + ko, PWQD?! + ks {0.5¢ (ai ) + 0.5¢ (ai )}p]l/p )

714, PWQD, & tist i7} ALsE nfde £4098A%005, g(a;)e H&E 520 A dict i2
g o wagoln, ¢(g)E ¥ E% 5 %(total daily loads)e] ¥3t&olth Eqs 49 5% A& HE 9
3 Step 1769 23S 2% Algslddl Step 12 4H(PO)S AFs, Step 28 BEHN(PSD, PWQD)2
A3}, Step 37 62 W3(d, 1, q, 1)) BF3, Step 49 5% Wi, ;9 A A8Er)

3. 484
1) 7453A 44
B AFME £FER G FAMN i e dF HEANE FAFUNES AL nReE dYAY
H(choice experiment method; McFadden, 1986)& A}&3to] 214 & 7177 2 &AL A (willingness to pay,
WTP) A3HF71A %5, 2006)8 &-83te] Table 13 Zo| AT
Table 1. Estimates of Weighting Values

Implicit Prices Sum of .
Type Status—quo (won/month o . Weight
~household) Implicit Prices
I Instreamflow Insufficient flow 729.0 1.675.8 0.44
Water quality | 3™ grade 946.8 U 0.56
I Instreamflow Insufficient flow 729.0 17751 0.41
Water quality 2™ grade 1,046.1 ’ ) 0.59
Instreamflow Sufficient flow 1,529.4 2 476.2 0.62
Water quality 3 grade 946.8 ’ ) 0.38
Instreamflow Sufficient flow 1,529.4 0.59
YV " Water quality | 2™ grade 1,046.1 2,575.5 0.41

(2) AT 44
#2843 294 Egs 1, 4, 58 A8ata] Frix48 A4 Astel Z42be] FF7 ¥ £9F YER
© Table 29t #t} Hartmann et al.(1987)ell 4 A otg dlz BgA g g AxZAA EIE vlF 22 0.6°]4
& “Good” G5, 0.370.62 “Acceptable” ASF, 0.30]81Z “Poor” PS-Egta 39 +%F AN 279
58 slgsE s dde 955 2
- G: S5, 14, U2, S5&U4, W1 (570)
- A: R2, R4, S1, S2, S4, 12, 13, 15, U3 (97))
- P: R1, R3, S3, 11, U1 (571
£ WA EIE wEoz bighs A 2§22 Yyd oed g
- G: S1, S2, S4, S5, U3, U4 (671)
- A* R2, R4, S3, U2, W1 (57))
- P: R1, R3, I1, 12, 13, 14, I5, Ul (87W)

ool Sn yAZWel wHRA Ase 47 Fus FAAA) U Y AFAE Agdel T
49l tjgre] WAASE AP A Table 29 Poh E EIE wFo AE A 1FOR rE o
ea zu}

=] i=3

- G: S4, S5, U2, U3, U4, W1 (671D
- A R2, R4, S1, S2, S3, 14, 15 (771
- P: R1, R3, 11, 12, 13, Ul (671)
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Table 2. Calculation Results of Evaluation Index, Rank, and Grade

Aﬁi;r;ea t(i)\fe Quantity Quality |Ewvaluation Rank Gradle .
R1 0.173 0.093 0.266 16
R2 0.272 0.123 0.394 11
R3 0.090 0.131 0.221 18
R4 0.153 0.249 0.402 10
Rclass | 017 | 015 032 | N
S1 0.230 0.304 0.534 7
S2 0.205 0.286 0.491 8
S3 0.183 0.158 0.341 13
S4 0.329 0.337 0.667 3
S5 0.374 0.759 1
. Sclass . 4 056 | @I

0.219 19
0.279 15
0.292 14
0.432
0.391
032
0.241
0.612
0.625
0.737
0.626
W ) 0238 | 0626 -~ i
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