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I ZefieE Ae] 4R Bk

‘}M. w3k F7HA }EO-J ﬂ%ﬂﬂﬂ’f L 7}”7“4 €14~— W}J‘M 2 3kgh
Aoz yehdth o] 7S FAAE wEsA] 2 OLS 3AEA 2o A
58 7|34 (biased) © SAloll &84 (efficiency) oA F3lche Zolth 39
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T & T

T

N Azle Falo) xEsldl tiy] el didt BB (marginal implicit
price) & FEGF71A9 oF 1.5% AHEQ ALoE A€k

I. ¥ i

R ER TR 2% Bl WoENS F9shs A7 Ridker &
Henning (1967) ©1% A1g74A] 7] o] Har glck. &719] EA47HEA7]
el g =420 Rosen (1974) ] o] &4 =elel o] At sf2=SLC
U, Rosen °]% EAZMAEAMd] dig 7= A 5] ¥l (functional
form), A4 (identification), EA% &84 (statistical efficiency), 2]l He]
FA9) FASE FALE Faloly it

iR sRo] SAVIARMAAE F5o ejel] tigh ofH Alefel o] A<l
S AlgslA] E30 29135 Bender et al. (1978) o] 4458 (attribute de-
mand) 3AolM Box-Cox¥3hE A|&3t o]3 Box-CoxH3he o]83t o+
(Cropper et al. (1988), Rasmussen and Zuehlke (1990) etc.) 7} o] =35
ojgkt}. v} Cassel and Mendelsohn (1985)-> 12| HAo] EA7Ag
2 o]g3le] g EAwse] IS FAskedl s 7 Box-CoxFdH
olggt AFEY o FAL A AdEr A F glort SAF
shte] W] A dojd $ vk A& AFEh = o o
AVARSe ele BAo 2189 o7, A9A - £8P oAA5E 13
AA=lelol gty Bo] FuglcH(Cropper et al. (1988); Hur and Kwak
(1997)).

ok shk= #51 (identification) ol gk A7} Hoigkch &, AW A
Adelld]  EBAZATERERE oA S/ O rEHel

mu

1) =" AAgF WL Anderson & Crocker(1972), Freeman(1971), Polinsky & Shavell
(1975), 1831 Small(1975)& 3=
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@l N ARES BiRE

(numeraire) A3l gt vHRie 8P| AFE FAsEHE Aol
wrk2 Aol Bl Rosen®] o1dAl A (two-step approach)er Fedsio]
Brown & Rosen(1982)¢] A& d%o], “Rosen?] 3 (pitfall)” & =I37] ${3}
o] grgeo] g Aol g dF7h =Nk Witte et al(1978),
Palmquist (1984), 213 Diamond & Smith(1985)+ Rosen®| #4& t
Fo Aol AALAEE ol&ste]l IF £ glslew, Harrison &
Rubinfeld (1978) & 23342 wAY Aoz 7HAsty A #AE 9
& 9lgdA|w, BE AFEL McConnell & Phipps(1987)7F gk A &4
5 45}7‘]~ Z3c.

EAR G8AFAS} sl 2xdw) AAlAe] MR ARRAE TH
o2 oM 2] HAr|AS FHalr|$isle] Mendelsonh (1984) & oA
22 (2SLS), Bart1k(1987a) ok, McConnell & Phipps (1987)
18] 3 Horowitz (1987) & #$544S Hasiick

theo 2= oAl Aadsloise Quigley (1982, 1986) = GCES E43k
2 olgsle] EEEFHES £301%1, Blomquist & Worley (1981) & 2E 4H|
Akl Eol MFT9} AEGFS sAsle] 4HAR] willingness-to-pay (WTP) 3
AS AEsk7, Harrison & Rubinfeld (1978) & 3g33o] w|doa v4

ﬂl

A Ao sl AT HjukiESs AuHsEsle d7]edeE e o
2 WIPE 24skich olielA Bxo] AEAQl SA7ARA/ S FrdE,
Aol B, Aol FAISe 2EE =] SR, FEAY] kel
B4 wesiAE @okth wX], Dubin (1988, 1992)¢] 2akgle] F7HHoR
AAA) QJohs Aol Fakee, FZAl7 A} (spatial autocorrelation) &

HAd o thE A7}, Can (1990, 1992) o] Dubin¥he 2] A4 H-&
AFAE o]0 FeZlAAA L WalZFde she] Wiee 283 4 9l
7Wgslell, SR Bl oigh A=t al%iv‘r. 3 Ty o|E9] AT AR

b
e
é

r)~

2) B} 2P W48 McConnell & Phipps(1987) &
3) Dubin®] A7 ZFeizbAel 37| (spatial association) S F7HAAk] tigt 7A5¢le] 3
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AFAQl ouleaint e e ¥ F 2dle] AR ool st ek
w3 olejd TGS wlEe R ¥ BES ¥Fshe SR wj A7
F A7 =R skt

o] Aol Fakslo] B odFE F7HAARY (spatial lag model) & H-83+ 34
Ho0] wislel] whE Wol FAslaAl slglon], we o] FMIAEH] HAA
oJu] g gjelsled] FFE T olok

B AL g k. ARl ol#A
2189} o] A8e F7HHQ BEAS md uldAd £ gl 32 7R E
7] dxk 5o ZERAly #fH (spatial interpolation) &
o] FZMAEH] AAHYrE sjetat - 9l o]EY FHE Al=sslen, A
4748 3Rk (regression diagnostics) Xéﬂ% Esle] m3e) AAS HE3F

3 EAe) BAARE AR} AR 9oF 2 ARFRoR FAE] gitt

o

N

B B Y A

o] AFlAE A HEAARY APARAS WAL S Gk olEARYL
AAsta, o]2A Ryl AAE S 7S BaA Fstant st
ot of7]ol AR 7P AA A ARl FEAL 1%

FE o]9el] o] FEIZ AL WA FEZ A Fagh skl Wt
B Aok FHEEESN oveds BT qlolM AAdit(ag
operator) & FARIAIRE, AAGRFHL 7 gl g WEF(P—Py) oIARE kel
A 2 o] opsk(PiePy) olele Aol thE Aoleta & 4 Qlrk

o]d ok o clajo] 7|29 AAGEAY] £ A 4 oA =k AAl
A ovlelr] AR FEZFAS] BHECR (spill-over effects) & EA

slgirhs A3k Cand] A= MRS tibez slo] x|ejgleli] oAk this dhie]
el 271eh b (spatial expansion method)& o]-83}e] £-4331%3ch,
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el WS KFRHS FEElE

4 9lom, o]%e] FEl7}AS 71538 (weighted sum) o] shte] vy Agks
gk

P=oWP+x,8,+x98; +x383 +¢ (D
e~N0, Q)

m&‘i

o714 PE (x1) FEPEEEE ez Wehxn) IEAY
(spatial weight matrix), x;& FHEA7PAHESE] HE|, e o] RFAAPHET
WE], xa e WE], e v SARNS etk siak

919 B ARFeA Hio] B QBZo| T EAlR <lsle] 2
s} &4 (WP) 7} A2 ¥ (correlated) Fo] sleh. & E((WP) &) =
E(Wtow) 'e)e) + 0, 22T Elee)=(pw) 'Qp0)’, 7K
e=(-pw) ‘eolth TBIER OLSE o843t AlGe] & 7] (biased) 2 4t
ohjzl E£A (efficiency) oA F3H& omlght) o] A% KEFFIBA A
GLSH EGLSE o83l MrHzEES 78 4 AT EMREELS 2w
o] opgkAl wj¥o| GLSH EGLS HPHE o83 & ¢lu, dikkeEe 9
(MLE) ot} tii<=(IV) & olgshe Hhgo] 9l& Zlole. H-pe] s oAk
o AP WSl SEiEE b, dpHebEe REMEHEER (robust
estimator) ©]7] wWiol] k3ol gt AA 7Fde] QA Hck o] st

_&2

i

l

o

I~

4) ARG 0)9F A B)E FAo] 78 5 e o] 2 BE Qs 7|Ee] FAHY
Az o] BAE AT + Yo s, AP oot TR BHE 915l )
) SpaceStat(1995)-& o4tk

_.65_



gk ZtedlAdRlol| oigk A (specification test) & 2k2#A] $4(LM)
2o s ARl Hg AT (Ho: 0=0) 218} A5+37A
normality) & & 5 it} 6

2. A¥tel ZRK KRiE

B o] AR o] 4% zlge TR FRIFANH 2 9
122H(1993) ol AL ARArHARED ok A2A P ed7-4 (1994) oA
48k 207 ZAFA (monitoring station) ol T A F SO, 2 NOzol| gt
712978 F ABYCE o|gsidrh oJ7]d o|4E APE 60971
, o5 e AeAle 22707l mEAl FEENoY, T A 780
o= o metElx] o gk

B3 o2 fe >

O HEZRe =M Ba

d Fxige] 2y Bae s % 2
(centroid) ¥ #5383 E2Ho] gle AR sHsly WHE Azl=
FAloz ¥E9] Az Yehlileh o] 7PE BE e /NI RE HAid
Zg3l7] Saidolet weF 2 el Y 7HEE £t (aggregate) 7 &
2o g AARE AT FA 7t el FEH Edavh FUH] B
B2 s Az 97 (bias) 9 o4 (heterogeneity) A1) op1€ch 4
9] Fistel] dubdor FAlSAl P AZAAY HEe 2ot o=

flo

=i

=2,

32,

rir

N

pL

o

=

N Lo

5) FRAARHIA dpse] AAel] B3 AR W42 Kelejian & Robinson(1993)& 3£

6) Bt AR A4 uhle o] Fsjie Anselin(1988b)S 3=

7) % 15607FHAAR E3H7E AR alelgiAut AAAleh ¥R AR AP
6097177} ¥4 dil.
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EEEiR AfEd KRS EEE

HlElshe 0R sPgsta, o] /MdS niReR ohgst 22 ERMEETS
T '

2 7HEA 34 4 4 7 F

WS-1 5 32 Apole] Az} 2km  PlRtel™ wi=l, else wi=0
WS-2 T #Z Aele] Azt 3km PlvtelH wifl, else wij0
WS-3 T #2A] Aol9] A7} 4km PIRbelH wifFl, else wij0
WS-4 T B22) abol9] A7} 5km mlgkeld wifFl, else wiF0
WS-5 T B232) alol9] A7} Tkm  Pleke]d wifFl, else wifF0
WS-6 T A2 Abolo] Arjzl 9km  mlwhelH wifl, else wij=0
WS-7 T #23] Alol9] Az}l 10km  PlEbelH wifFl, else wijF0
WSIV1 wii=1/dij

WSI\2 wiiEl/dif

K

a) RE 7}Ex g8 dusko s TF3}(row-standardized) 39S, duldko R mFEsie

("de] P& BN, Wy =1, 714 Nk (" E(block) o] EEFE hehd,

b) Row-standardized weight matrix®] AHAIE 714628l Adwel] dlsiA+ Anselin (1992) %

zx

r

F

@ KRRFHLEHRS] R0 #lE

71295 2ellA A5 2hge} 18705 FHEZRSFEAA ] dAA] R
B2 Q8 d|gAE S ofgA IR wiEskwpt she) Aol ¥
7w 3ol = Z=4l5ckaA] 8P (polynomial trend surface), =2]7 (kriging)
5ol glor}, E ApelME GIS7IHE o83t FAR/HA AR spline
interpolator 7]& o83tk o] WS o]8dje iy LRSI WSS
A AAel L945E FHEeR Hiksnh o] 7 di7| el EF

oods) o] SRS SHES o3kl TUAOE FREE WMk

8) WA PPAA g FAE ol FdEAog =ae die] Hx 9lov, A W
& Az AA sFsd v, AAA o)l RalElE o] wpEAgh AME =oe Cliff}
Ord(1981)ov} Anselin(1988a) %=
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e AEd ARES BiElE

<12 2> NO,e| 27 H 7t (spline interpolation)(1993)

"A-tﬁ‘.‘-

¢ 7\

AR gEElA] S A% FAARE A EAG AR e 2 S ol
(Anselin & Griffith (1988)). A4l F-5ARAIAS] A5 F=je) wjejx] F=ie]
PR 8 o]9e] o] 29| FE7lHo] FAAA | Fagh WeRE A8l Sk 2
Hua AEAQ] BAzpd FAbAE Faride] o] pEEAHsEel 93
A AAE] Atk Al BA3 Al ARE s 7 ) e

=)
I
=2
_.2
)
+
__‘2
[y ]
Ny
+
H
<
=3
=
N
K3
N
Y
it
o,
1
3
lo
ok
g
G
fru
b
ok
Y

we) Ao ala A FEAgY AARAS B Mg & 9l
A3}, ozl FUrbde AzENE 1A 4 Y AEE AT ek F
FHAARHE olstel shle] Baduise] wsle] mE FErAH vlAE A7
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Aol aspnt ohje} TSRS Bl Al A FAlel st ¢
e AAE 7R Qlck

e gigre] A wslel] we FEPHEe A" 3A7HA (marginal
implicit price) ] v & ARr] A& gt zo] FZAREHE Aolstat

P=[I-pW] ™" XB+v 2)9
714 PE (nx1) G¥E (- oW ) & (nxn) 938, X& (mxk) FZ,

BE (kx1) AWE ,= 2x8o@ZM (nx1) gHlEold)
71 A=(- o W) ' ok 7WE) o] A% A2 & v} 2tk

A ay Gy v 0 Gy | Xy Xt Xy | | By Vi
P |9 Qn c v Qo | | Xy Xt Xy || B v,
P S . v (3)
n ) D Xl Xk ﬁk n

o] 744 shle] el (x) ol &I FebAe] SIak A vI¥ ket ek

AP, [éx,, OP,[dxy, - - - OP[ox,,
oP, /ﬂxlk P, /0%21‘ .. . 0Py )ox,,
Er
é’Pn/é’xlk vﬁP"/é’x“ R é’Pn/axnk
By By, - - - By,
Biay Buan, - - - By,
oP . . . . . )
x| - : =B A=B, lI-pW]
Ba, B, - - - Ba, ( )

9) 99 21 p=,pWP+ X8+ oM TS FH o 279 P(I- oW)=X B+ eo] T} ok
o (I- oW)-15 F8PH P=(I-oW ' xp+1 P7)A v=(—pW) ' eo]th.
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sl WIER KRES BiRlE

919 dp/9x’ & k2 A= (Jacobian) FBL e, A AP
ol shfe] SRk S A sl e Feskdel WAl 7iHe]
By oAT TAARHAME B (- pW) 2 vhehdel zpmmld o) A
A oju)g Avins] sjsled WAl (3) ) A WA g Asiuzl x1e) Fes
A Ad1e] shte] B471AS) Waell ola) deS g Wrohle} TR Ao
o) E47A4e) WskE 2|19 FAs e deE uw;a o el =
A1y FeAe ik & Eake AHAe
($,0p/0m) % B2 o] Bek lE S9 ALS] B1eg5Fe] Hsb) A

si19] ZalsbAe] AAAal ke v|3lsh Aol elxde] 7| eq 4Fe] Wl
T w3t 244 (induced) 22 A919] FA7Ad G viXe ZAS et

7] 2] row-standardized FZFEER] A8 ((1- o W) ) o) 7+ 89 &
o] 1/(1-p) 7} F& o & rh0. e FMIARFdH e & FASH
Fo) WAMse] mE AL g, Lo o olHARRRY A9 1 o]
1/(1—p)= F37)8442) ﬂ(1+p2+p3+-") olmg, ZeEl7lAd djgt & =AW

| gt & &7 (amplified effect) 5 22k (spatial multiplier) "k 23

)

10) proof : (oW +i= FoW(eW*(pW ) -i
= [ itoW- 1+.0\\ Wi+ o W+ WW D)+
=j+pitp 1 +p1

= (I+p+p o -~~) i
S (=) P IE ) W41 A,
W ( nxn) row-standardized 7FEX84, | & 2E o] ‘I'l (nx1) Fwelo]ch
11) oEskseol W]% 7L ot 2t
Ag-2a84 1 . (1/(1-0)) - (I/x0) (W x& shie] B4
2488 1 Bi. (1/(1-p0)) P (714 P= F=7H4)
23-203k Bk'(l/( o)) - (P/x)

- 71 -



al

of 4= itk ARFAIIA] SHelxe weF A7 (Hot 0=0) o] 7145
W o|= Hedwpe] 2 omitting a relevant variable) & &Jrlaje], o]Z qlgh
Zhee] A" Ak #7)5 Y d3=)R] (biased and inconsistent) £5H
s, wgk expEke] Fabe] FAFEA FAFCE Qlsle] ol wiENE & AlF
TR 7PdAAe] AR XS 2 5 Qlrke Aolrh g, Al
Zrloxe AR e W] sl whE Al I
nh ofe} o]e] FELAL] shEgte] shte] AR whdgel met AR
ol &7} (neighborhood effects) & FAloll E& 4= Qlrhs ERlo4 Z52Q
SA7A R 2 Apolde] Qlrka & = gick

V. EEDH

8
B

ZefiRE RS F3elE Box-Cox W3] B3t 79<l A3 (linear-
linear), 2 1(log-linear, linear-log), EL(log-log) ol HAsle] HAjs)
Aok FHAAE EgRE B|AE Box-Cox #HE] 7,
Box-Cox W& ( 1) 5 FAdl| ook shed], gk whEL grid searchE
ol g3l ol or shgsiAl, 3e kel el A AEIt oo o
£ Box-Cox #¥AGe 232 AAE =23p] A% TAe] ¢ v]2E4
ol A2 Cassel & Mendelsohn (1985)¢] F43}=2] Box-Cox o] A
AR Aftes 7 4 slou susget 2 /pEAlee] AgEs Ho
A FE rke AHe-E Ak
z7) RdAAE H Pf] 47}1«] FEHEAH (AR, W 5 88 4

ﬂ, Hel, F- 1%‘—‘}% tﬂ"\ﬂ

N

12) Brh AAE el dishis Kim(1997) 32
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tEEfEigel e ARES BISE

o (AL g g, T, SAgE, FEYE, A5AF S ol fsiinh(F

(F D& UrAY &5885 MLE 714HE o84t F2 138 (log-linear) 3
A Ao}, A7\ Aglel wh 9719 7t 7EEAPEE FelA TP A
7} =& 2k 3km dkm 5] AR A AR oke 3 Felel o
B B4 (F22) o At Ak BE We] Fas 3wl
NO; 75 Alsla 71933 (hypothetical sign) 9 42J3ke ZA0= epia
Slck

E3], tr]¥<(DHOUS, DINCOM, DFUEL), =& FeEAwa=(TFLSP,
NMRMS, NMBATH, HSAGE) F 7K9 AHZ=S deplle SAus
(ACSSCH % ACSPRK), =]l sphte] 33¥(\S02T) = $AHE 5%
FEA ol Ao vehta gk M4 shiel o|AaksekA (MNO2T)
o A%, 7dieke g A B Ase AR Ve w3 FAA
Fodo] gl Ao Jehda glk ol NO7F SO0k Hel oz &
e A, z2lz AREAl alEzkeed Sajd BAEE FAFe] ofd W 2.5ilo]
2 A, ARl o3 29 FAYAE vhEeRA % 5 Qe A
oth= A, z2lx 939 FARAE NOY o] dgd rles &3
32 gomz ola] Alztie] d & S glrkedld 1 S 2 5 Aok

A AR A AHtee] g A EAekoRE Sq. Corr (squared
correlation), LIK (value of log likelihood), AIC (akaike information
criteria), = SC (schwartz criterion) 5] gith. duk 2@ Sq. Corré} LIK
o] go] F %, 2| AICS} SCO 3] ALFE A=t w2 Ao®
3 qleh o] ZEel wEd 9] b AR FA FEE A=t dkm
oliel A o] g Agwr) 2 SR yeiia otk ® T
A (o) & 1% A folEelA <ol A dehda glck

g, FAAEEe digh IARARE BH, o]iAk gt Breusch-
Pagan ZAEARS A7 (Ho: E(e)=0%) < 7148 & Qe Aoz Jepd

+

N
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<E 2> 2I-MY2YHo ZAHTEE

5 KM 3KM 4KM
W-PRVAL 0.292(0.049) *** 0.346/0.063)*** 0.470(0. 068) ***
CONSTANT 12 63(0.96) *** 11.62(1. 228) *** 9.28(1.316)***
DHOUS 0.112(0. 040)*** 0. 1245 (0. 040) *** 0. 1300 0. 040) ***
DINCOM 0. 159 0. 040) *** 0. 163 0. 040) *** 0. 154 (0. 040) ***
DKIT 0.0183 (0. 079) 0. 0139 (0. 080) -0.0106(0.079)
DTOILT 0.0506 (0. 098) 0.0599.0. 098) 0.075 (0. 098)
DFUET 0. 181 (0. 057) *** 0.187(0.057) *** 0. 170(0. 056) ***
TFLSP 0.0112 (0. 0008) *** 0.0111 (0. 0008) *** 0.0112(0. 013) ***
NMRMS 0.0785 (0. 013) *** 0.0782(0. 013) *** 0.078 (0. 013) ***
NMBATH 0.0837(0.03) *** 0.0838(0.03)*"* 0.083(0.03) ***
HSAGE -0.005(0.0022) ** -0.005 0. 0022) ** -0.005(0.0022) **
DSTCBD -0.0003 (0. 001) 0. 00026 (0. 001) 4. 5444E-06 (0. 001)
ACSMRK ~0.0017(0.003) -0.00037 (0. 0033) 0. 00054 (0. 0033)
ACSHPT -0.0034(0.0023) -0, 00349 (0. 0023) -0, 00374 0. 0023)
ACSSCH -0.006 (0. 002) *** -0.0058 (0. 002) *** -0.0057 (0. 002) ***
ACSBUS -0.0015 0. 0033) -0.0017(0. 0034) -0.0016(0.0033)
ACSSUB -0.0022 (0. 0017) 0. 0024 0. 0018) -0.0024 0. 0017)
ACSPRK -0.0025 (0. 0015)* 00026 (0. 0015) * -0.0029/0. 0015) *
MS02T -0. 0097 (0. 003) *** -0.0100(0. 003) *** -0.0077 (0. 003) **
MNOZT 0.0321 (0. 055) 0.0375 (0. 056) 0.0218 0. 0559)
Sq. Corr. 0. 6263 0.6238 0.6278
LIK -268. 449 271,721 267,062
AIC 576. 899 583, 442 574.123
21wt 1900 O+ 5%N §IF
* 1 10%eIM el () @ Z-3k
t}, 8|3 Z7EexE4A (spatial eror dependence) ol i3t glaEAlss A
EAE %7K (o spatial dependence) & 71248 = ¢l AoZ ehd

0B aplmz A Feslde TGS AEae] shiz w9

13) LMEARE thest 2o,
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EEERA NED AFEY BRllE
(incorporate) & F7HA A3 H R o] gt 2¥YUS 53l Qlck

<E 3> 2a-MEFHMeko| i SHRC SHE

A g 2km 3km Akm

EA VALUE | PROB | VALUE | PROB | VALUE | PROB
B-P Test for . ‘ ,
Heteroshedasticity 0.9989 | 0.3175 | 0.7436 | 0.3884 | 0.6615 | 0.4160

LM Test on Spatial
Error Dependence 2.1720 0. 1405 1. 2369 0. 2660 0.1434 0.7048

condition number; 23.5)7} $iv ZASZ Vephhd, i:l;}—’r—(log-log)i”] 75%
L gE=2xdAo] (eigenvalue: 0.002, condition number 69.2) AZg 7R
Yehla ‘31‘4 7+ g9 7411]244‘3]2 i‘:ﬂ, Ag3kre] A B A

Wge] -3k 7 ]‘H"ri 1

o
o
rlo
E}{E; o.
>
S
%
of{
By
oX, o
lo,
*
N
e
o
L‘i‘
—‘?i
).

LMere= (¢ We/s")*/ {tr‘(W'WHVZ) ~tr (W W+W2) (I- o W) var ()}, o714 et H$F
Aee] A3}, & BARS, ¢ P Efolx (trace) ojnlghe}. o] BARRE ATA R
(asymptotically) xz( DEEE g} v AR AL Anselin (1988a) & 430,

14) o344 T eigenvalue) condmon index& o]-&3}ic}
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<E 4> MLESH IV FHEe| vl

H oo MLE (4km) %
W-PRVAL 0. 474 (6. 908) *** 0.585(5.78) ***
CONSTANT 9.321(7.085) *** 7.184(3.69) ***
DHOUS 0.129(3. 264) *** 0.132(3. 28) ***
DINCOM 0.157 (3. 877) *** 0.142(3. 34) ***
DFUET 0.186(3. 672) *** 0.186/(3. 65) ***
TFLSP 0.011(13.99) *** 0.011(13.77) ***
NMRMS 0.078 (5. 75) *** 0.078 (5. 65) ***
NMBATH 0.083 (2. 724) *** 0.084(2.73) ***
HSAGE -0.005(-2.523) ** -0.005(-2.62) **
ACSHPT -0.004(-1.933)* -0.004 (1. 98 **
ACSSCH -0. 005 (-2. 873) *** -0.005(-2.67) ***
ACSSUB -0. 0026 (-1. 626) -0.0026(-1.62)
ACSPRK -0. 003 (-2. 076) ** -0.003(-2.03) **
MSO2T -0. 007 (-2. 646) *** -0.006 (-1, 92) ***
F e 1% $218 x : 5%0l4 )R
* 1 10%0M o3 () 0 Z-3
<¥E 5 MLEo| cist | =ICt SAHZ
729 4km cut-off weight matrix
EA % VALUE PROB
B-P Test for Heteroskedastici_ty 0. 4797 0. 4885
LM Test on Spatial Error Dependence 0. 0556 0.8135

AR (O 2 (& 59 3k :‘3—7‘_}/‘]?}—‘?—38‘9] 3 A9
(lagged dependent variable)®] &A1& A4t (endogeneity)
(simultaneity) ¥A15 o Ha7} olek o3 Helx] 2ot -’F"é‘%b] 7}
g (robust) FAFAIAE Jofir] $jsped [VEAHP (2SLS) 3 wlarso] Bt
ok

(F 19 Age FHMF(0) & Adsta MLE A2l $AA oA
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HEEE AEY ARES Bl

ZAFE0] VAR Agel 27 Aoleix] 9ond Hpdleldt %S
74242k (robust estimator) 192k 3 4= glch.

e, (Eel AXE Fhkdlddt FHHE viEeR di7] g
slol|u}e FelrbAd WAlE 7S okt o] 73 5 gl
2aAYERe A dp|egdsie sl wE FErbA wske

SPRVAL _ g 11yt £, oW B SO 59 AS0.000), o ¥

A0, 473), (- oW)-1& (609 x609) 984, z22lx P= (609%x1) F
el7}A 9] gule]o]ct,

slo) uhulel] we} ARE g7 0d5Fe] A wstel] weh FEvbAel WA
2 AL 2, 959nk) A vehda gle) md o] gk FEARe] FEAH
o glthe 7HAslelA FRIAGRe] WTP (willingness-to-pay) & ZH-& 4= 9l
t} ole FEe FElylAe] HF 194 5wk Rk, FEAC
L5%AES AAshe Ao Badch o7\ | 1ed ARk 341 4
A NAE LAzkre] M sjuicke] Heoo] ohe} FelzlAd HA(LE 717t
Holh, oksld, 7] edztae] wE ol FElAfAPE AT g T3l
Ly g ool dEn FAls oo of we o= WEHEAIST T N4l
BAEES A grol7] dFelct 9 TS uedt 283t IR
Sl 7o /1A robust OLS G4} nlasleiugict, adzs= SAAE

i

-2

<E 6> 7129 $Fo Zao w2 ExIrA Bl

o

A A2 (MLE) OLS Robust
2.95 2.52

15) Robust estimators 2@Ae] 2F(model misspecification)s] WAk % %S
oulstmz oxjEke] APAlel digk AAgle] AgAeR 4T 4 glE whelch et A
At WL Judge et al(1988) Ak
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TR OLS 342k] of 15%A%E Ii FA4=E 7 o& Yehfagict 10

< =,
V. & i@

st o] AR} I RS B3 Qe A9l FARIAY 24
He TP} BheAsl 2 wHoR st ¥ 4 gtk ARAA %

Ao = mde] fARY, AATA oplol 2 Folto] gk FRHeA

w3e oA TS AR TR s 1 Flze] A 4
H e ol Sl TAAR, FHAREES B ATl BEo] shie) 5
Apisee) sl B A ﬂzasm— s an EE %H*r a}up 24

Hrt °47]°ﬂ/‘1 o] 3 %‘&74]‘%@— e 7437} Tl —’—‘?‘3—‘)‘ Hagks
25 FoAAY gxel| wpE FElod EAZFAS] 32 Akt
R&D Ak 37HY A5 183 gl 2 & gk& Aeltk

3 o] Aol oAl E3F 7| edgFe) Wl mE FEEHE 4
o AAGAEY 4] FEXAALE (multiple market) § o83l 4T 5
kg 7ol g Box-Cox W& 53 vlAld FHARRIE 7BIle 4
F =2 glolth 7|4 $4E AgE AT de PHES fHESRS 7Y
o] 483 285 AT = ghE AR 7]dE.

N

6) o7l W FejF A& OLS 430 B4 sadshe e ohleke Folch sk
R, W3E Adglel Fat A BRI TyeRe FAARYen S ke
HE gleke ik
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<EE 1> #H3o Ho

PRVAL Fel7HA

TFLSP T} A
NMRMS wel
NMBATH | 5889 +

HSAGE A% e

DKIT Fo el mE wirlEs (=1, AHA=0
DTOILT s gefo] bt (FA=1, AHA=0)
DFUEL AR 23 o] wh oS (A, 7ha=]l, A'=0)
DHOUS FAgol w2 ojvle (dEFE=], olFE()
DINCOM | o]28] &55Fd e s (145%, 134531, kel ~0)
DISTCBD | EAI7kA9] Ael (A17H)
ACSMRK | A&7k A=) (217D
ACSHPT | ZF3HE7H419] A2l (417D
ACSBUS | 24727219 A2 (A7)
ACSSUB AR 7R 9] Azl (A7)
ACSPRK THFY 2 A7 Az (A7)

MSO2T SO+ (unit : ppb)

MNO2T NO:#F (unit : ppb)
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<22 2> M#E4(inear-linear)el = <FH

_}T:

2f
=]

4KM

HooF 2KM 3KM
W-PRV/ 0. 262(0. 049) *** 0.346 (0. 061) *** 0. 441(0. 067) ***
CONSTANT -71.36(43.17) * -85.82(43.68) ** -109. 39 (43. 41) **
DHOUS -2.646(8. 70) -1.165(8.71) 0.118(8.65)
DINCOM 35. 68 (8. 805) *** 35. 295 (8. 832) *** 33.49(8. 743) ***
DKIT 0.237(17. 26) -4.473(17.27) -2.659(17. 14)
DTOILT 18.16(21.32) 19.32(21.32) 20.11(21. 16)
DFUET 17.191(12. 35) 18.490(12. 36) 17.353(12. 16)
TFLSP 3.134(0.174) *** 3.118(0. 174) *** 3.124(0.173) ***
NMRMS 11.60(2. 96) *** 11. 4094 (2. 96) *** 11. 64 (2.94) ***
NMBATH 25.49(6. 622) *** 25.56 (6. 625) *** 25.20(6. 579) ***
HSAGE -0, 475(0. 489) -0.538 (0. 491) -0. 526 (0. 488)
DSTCBD -0. 006 (0. 251) 0. 0008 (0. 251) 0.077 (0. 249)
ACSMRK 0.0019(0. 717) 0.279/(0. 720) 0.265(0.713)
ACSHPT -0. 662 (0. 498) -0.739(0. 4999) -0. 800 (0. 495)
ACSSCH -1.188(0. 441) *** -1.119(0. 443) ** -1.09(0. 440) **
ACSBUS 1.138(0. 734) 1.160(0. 734) 1.274(0.729)
ACSSUB 0.274 (0. 388) 0.198 (0. 389) 0.171(0. 386)
ACSPRK -0.775(0. 335) ** -0.772(0. 335) *** -0.804(0.333) **
MSO2T -3.13(0. 705) *** -3,106/(0. 711) *** -2.586/(0. 726) ***
MNO2T 25.13(12. 14) ** 26.28(12.15)** 22.104(12.18)*
Sq. Corr. 0. 6524 0. 6501 0.6533
LIK ~3543. 50 -3543.29 -3539. 29
AIC 7127.00 7126.58 7118.58
Z 0wk 1%0lA] FRE e 1 5%elA Feld
x 1 10%004 3 () Z-%
sty X ekof cfst S| ECH A
- 2km 3km 4km
A % VALUE | PROB | VALUE PROB VALUE PROB
B-PY Testfor | 13 10c | goo02 | 1L742 | 0.0006 | 12318 | 0.0004
Heteroskedasticity
LM Test on Spatial | 3 /0 | (o499 | 5992 | 0.0143 | 1.6379 | 0.2006
Error Dependence
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<HE 3> MY-23F9 FHPFHEY
w4 2KM 3K AKM
W-PRVAL 0.237(0. 049) *** 0.308(0. 061) *** 0. 395(0.067) ***
CONSTANT -406. 24 (61, 34) *** -427.4(62.35)*** -463.5(63. 18) ***
DHOUS -18.92(8.66) ** -17.77(8.65)** -16.11(8.62)
DINCOM 24,64 (8. 83) *** 23, 73(8.84) *** 22.98(8.78) ***
DKIT 3.902(16. 94) -0.33(16.91) 1. 365 (16. 84)
DTOILT 26.26(20.92) 27.06(20.89) 28.012(20. 79)
DFUET 7.075(12. 09) 8.792(12. 09) 7.242(12.02)
TFLSP 183.84(10.39) *** 183.18(10. 38) *** 183.27(10, 34) ***
NMRMS 2.645(13.71) 1.911(13.69) 2.32(13.64)
NMBATH 52.57(11.48) *** 52,71 (11.45) *** 52.276/(11. 42) ***
HSAGE 6.63(4.53) 6.577(4.52) 6.147(4.52)
DSTCBD -2.17(6.79) -1.840(6.78) -0.111(6. 76)
ACSMRK 7.392(7.75) 10.092(7. 76) 9.803(7.72)
ACSHPT -4.99(5. 94) -6. 06047 (5. 95 -6.5296/(5. 92)
ACSSCH -3.67(5.431) ** 12,845, 431 1313640 %
ACSBUS 15. 097 (7. 429) ** 14.975(7. 416) ** 16.04(7.391) **
ACSSUB 6.791(5.782) 6.50(5.77) 5.844(5.75)
ACSPRK -13.61(5.329) ** -13.40(5.32) ** -13.78(5.31) ***
MS02T -77.06(16.17) *** ~75.38(16.28)*** -66. 3(16. 81) ***
MNO2T 35.99(12.77) *** 36,73 (12, 74) *** 32.73(12.82) **
Sq. Corr. 0. 6699 0. 6680 0. 6700
LIK -3532. 48 -3531.15 -3529. 14
AIC 7104. 96 7102. 30 7098. 29
N 1%0l4] Folgt s ¢ 5%ol4] §2J3t
* 1 10%e4 F3 () 2 Z-3
s-208te Fzko| ofst B RCH SHE
A ¥ 2km 3km dkm
A % VALUE | PROB | VALUE | PROB | VALUE | PROB
ﬁ_ef:%os’f{g[aggrcity 1.589 | 0.0006 | 9.8555 | 0.0017 | 10.223 | 0.0013
LM Test on Soatial | 0,53 | 04677 | 25837 | 0.1079 | L1183 | 0.2002
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HE2 4> 273-21

St
=

T 2

0ok

EIEEEE:

Hoog 2KM 3KM 4KM
W-PRVAL 0. 254 (0. 041) *** 0.297 (0. 053) *** 0.412(0.058) ***
CONSTANT 11.72(0. 847) *** 10.90(1. 078) *** 8.648(1.175) ***
DHOUS -0. 033 (0. 032) -0.025(0. 033) -0.019(0.032)
DINCOM 0. 0505 (0. 033) 0. 0533 (0. 034) 0. 045 (0. 032)
DKIT 0. 033 (0. 064) 0. 0065 (0. 064) 0. 0088 (0. 064)
DTOILT 0. 088 (0. 079) 0. 0954 (0. 080) 0.1079(0. 0792)
DFUET 0. 088 (0. 046) 0. 0951 (0. 046) 0. 0808 (0. 046)
TFLSP 0.876/(0.039) *** 0.873(0.039) *** 0.875(0.039) ***
NMRMS 0.120(0. 052) ** 0.121(0. 052) *** 0.117(0.052) **
NMBATH 0.129(0. 043) *** 0.129(0. 043) *** 0.131(0.043) ***
HSAGE -0. 0038 (0. 017) -0. 0037 (0. 017) -0. 0073 (0. 017)
DSTCBD ~0. 021 (0. 025) -0.019(0. 026) -0. 014 (0. 025)
ACSMRK -0. 0064 (0. 0295) 0. 0044 (0. 029) 0.0026 (0. 029)
ACSHPT -0.0277(0.022) -0. 0281 (0. 022) -0. 0308 (0. 022)
ACSSCH -0. 0664 (0. 0206) *** | -0.65(0.0208) *** | -0.065(0.0206) ***
ACSBUS -0. 0008 (0. 028) -0. 0049 (0. 028) -0. 0034 (0. 028)
ACSSUB -0. 0208 (0. 021) -0. 0218 (0. 022) -0. 0217 (0. 021)
ACSPRK -0. 0428 (0. 020) ** -0. 0492(0. 020) ** -0. 046 (0. 020) **
MSO2T -0. 250(0. 060) *** -0.259(0. 061) *** -0.211(0. 062) ***
MNOZT 0. 0596 (0. 048) 0. 0659 (0. 048) 0. 0482 (0. 048)
Sq. Corr. 0. 7575 0. 7547 0. 7576
LIK -139.537 -143.113 -137. 448
AIC 319.074 326.226 314. 8%
F e 19%0lM IR e 1 5%0lA
* 1 10%014 el () @ Z-3k
21-21 FHzho| cfst | Zch A
A 9 2kn 3km 4km
= A =% VALUE | PROB | VALUE | PROB | VALUE | PROB
ﬁ;feg‘;fegggﬁdty 1.9250 | 0.1652 | 1.8360 | 0.1754 | 1.5238 | 0.2170
LM Test p"eﬁldifgfl .21 | 0.1312 | 3.0794 | 0.0541 | 2.1579 | 0.1418
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