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ZZAHIANER RS LA AR FA*

25 o
(Xt 2
I. =% V. o] A
0. H2AdAAEH V. &8 A
m &454 VI 952

Lo 2 %

79 AAH AHTHAE A deoleE FHA 34T 4 9ot vF
BAANY AR ANRSA e At sueEs, A ny, oYu4
23, Ay F ARelA INE A3PHE o] 8T WAHARHTHL
2 7HASA ] hedtt aeg EAVEG Ao 3 o] AR e
HEA e BAHY wATHE A deoleE o83ty sIAE A

* F% =3¢ 8 FA Charles Manski #9937 Qo] =i} A% =Feof Fe 2
Fe 5% ALY Aol
wx Zojoiaty WA} A gha)
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A Ed

g 4 ok #7349 vAHTAE SAY + sle YT o delEy
A QlE Ae] vl FAR}A 2 (contingent valuation method)o]tl. &
AXM &AL AR B34 o] oAl AEXA A $HAE od &
AN AFd BAHL A AR /WA AdE sta, $EAY A" 2
AR EAH Yo wet A=t $92P 2 #7AA ] Yot A, &
S92k 2B AlH(willingness-to-pay)S AlAdlelEE E3) AyHoz
AL A GAT, 2ARIIAESAH AERAN dE S92 Adde 5 A
Ao Y + gt 2AWIAEA iR F2Y AE(referendum
question), A|&7}=¥(payment-card method), 7493 A F(open-ended
question) 55 AHE3lY o]RjA| |, o] dAFeMe FRY AEH A Bl
W3 o] $@Abr} o)4bH AMe(discrete choice) dHA Hv 2AFIIAESA
o] Sl =& A2 3

ZA% 71X &4 232 42 Hanemann (1984)0]1} Sellar et al (1986) %l
ol 9JejigolZ(random utility theory)ell ZAZ o]AHAd € 28 (discrete
choice mode) 224 /WLEgct oAt RY L NHELTSGE FAHFOR
#, olAtA Adg A48 FHAA A AE FAoE ok A 3
AA AN 2AFINEAE B AR FHAHLE dodn e AL,
AEZAFE B3t olEod S99 AdgE Mdrshe 7o) oMel, 21 AXRE
o-§3te SHALY AEAYE FA e Aol oAl Ry o AU =
AR SHZY M A EAM o] diFE FAo] AAHELFFE] FA Fol
oj2}A e g o|fojz|y, o] A wjfel| ZAHALFS et oAt X
of dsle] oz} 74A] 7jE Aol Foizlct,

o]¥ Cameron and James (1987)%} Cameron (1988)% A &-9jAlef-& 71 &
42 zelolA FHLR A= Aol ofzl BAPHIHcompensating

variation)2 Bt} APH o Hesty, ABYAGeE HHe 2AFIAE -

REYL AXHYY o] A% 2AWASH AR $HE AR 2
AR EARY S 3 Ao] wi2 ALatd e FAsh= Aol =7 o

- 516 -



ZARIA SR 2y H2ANEAS3Y

Fol|, ZAELHG5E ALk B $-34Q 4o U8 A = A&y
Abbel] gk FAo) wr} AT o] dYago|EY AN
AEyo vl5 REYA Y 2ARTASAHRY] A E dE FLT A
B AERAA 3 A AE Sl g u o] HuE uoh AHe
2 AYY & gloke Aol o] A3 AEYAdY 2AWAEHRYHE F
AgtAeg s FAld A3 Aoln, $oi9] d&3E A o] dTelAE
ZAWNAZA YL B3] AR 2ARTAEH YL AW se A
o2 ARS3l

Cameron and James (1987)2} Cameron (1988) o]¥ ZAY7lx|&Any-e
) #$3AH(maximum likelihood method) &2 FAH=HHHD 342
E¥of g 713 7HAE 982 shed, S el wow UdXAHo|xn
F-gH o) Hconsistent and efficient), A FE7}A o WslA &Edle] £
7449 257 78R (lobust) F3lvhe @A 7R o] A& Manski
(1975, 1985)¢} Lee (1992)9] olAtH R o) Frgd Ao dgdhe, 25
HE2AHege] A2E FAYE Nk A AHleast absolute
deviations: LAD)3Hol2} -5 o] 4L Fxo s v ¥ /%S &
Ty} 2o oy F¥ee S 9ag A god, dEiAA] 4 ¥
B}e] o] &AM (heteroskedasticity)®] 7$-9} o] S¥Aelx FUT £} o}
d ALz FAo] sbs3ict olad ot $¥/MA dEd LADFA L H$
AR d EE&A)AWY, ® ulE 1 o|f Wil FE/AY LFd i3l
B} A8t

AYRyL /AT AS, o AdgRge w4 s APEEA] 4, @4
A xR AYch(identified up to scale). 22y 23e] Aol =

1) = oh& 2o 24 Kristrom (1990), Carson et al (1992, 1994), Habb (1997) ¢ =24
A2 nye] wsA FHo] qlr} AT w2 FA AL, AEoAtde] g
AARH Ade & 4 U3, ARYAldo] sQle BAd sl 2AFEEE /M o
o] & FAd iy & Yvke L A
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A% 4

AF/MNSA YY) o AEE EPsie] U3 48" 5 9ok Cameron
and James (1987)9} Cameron (1988)2 49| & go]&29 ZAXI|IX&A 2L
He3ggos 4% gy E4E AR/RT AEE 5 gloy, AEYALe
ZAWRAER YL J43AH s FAY g HERAAY AR ZHe
Edz A3 24 A3 APEE 5 S AEAY AW EY Y
2] LADF#¢] Manski (1975, 1985)%} Lee (1992)9] o]itd=juge] FusfH
FA43 e TRAA Ao, 2 2ARIH2AH 2 YH o)A o)
7B APEA A AlololA v]EHc). s]$AQ) oA 2ALIASH Y
o] LADFAH A =49l shAaAEA(full identification)e] °o]Fe &= ZA |
g o] Al FHol AFA FLde, =3 LADFAHE AT Adddx 4
#o] 879},

o] d¥& EF 44 AZ A ADAAAE 2AY7IxE2Y R
LADFA %S A, A% k4845 7 X)X (strong consistency)
< F93H, AANFIY 43S W) £33y AT 2ARNAEA A
€, #7HIAF 4 (follow-up offer)e] A WA A-Ed] o3 digtel] g&3he,
F7HAA ] o3t WA d3kE LADFAH dBsld =93 Am
A& LADFAY AdAZEE dvsly, 2ody 478 3 4F8 4
3 AT 584 7l 5 FAR] $9E4E Foldt ANVAdAE
AFANA dHAA] b o] RAMe] EAIY W LADFAT H$-3He He
ot AEAE A dFE 9 w2 AVAdAE LADZA] A2
oA%A ALEHEAE B FE 79 A7) A" nixg o) Wgte)
w2}
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ZRAFNAZA Y A2 EARAY

I. #&AoEx44

1. Aelgt o4

o BAAe Aol el o= o] YR FA, y'E FIAe] A
¥ $97} dotm Askah aeln o AR BB H4E x=R’
o FBEA de Yol ceRY AYFFE e Lo] FolArkn A
3}A},

y' ' =xB+e (1

714 peBe 24EA EHAY BeR*d &3t} A9 A gl
BAHA) gon, giM el ey ()& A3H oz FHse AL £
St WAl 2 AAlelAl 874A7 AFHE 1>09 4L J|A) AEY
227t AR E v ATRAE epa skl Aol i ek A &AL
dol ANFHH Z2AY 28 IR “o", 2¥A @¢ord oLy ddd
ohd, EERA] g $9E o3} Zo] FoiAlrt

—[1 if y'=>t

y = {0 0. w. @
=1y =29
= (x'B+te =D

o714 1( )& FEAF<(indicator function)BA4 o AbA A7} dojvpd
1(4)=1, 2384 g9 1(A) =009, y=1& HEZAY AFe i
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AFd

SHol “d'd AL, y=0<& ‘oA ASE 4 Yrigt 4 Q& 24
FHRIEARY 2 2ARIIAEH AE2AY $9E dHgn) oo
€9 2ARESAH YA Fe], o] YL 2ARINEA AERALY o9
S ABYAd3t AAZFYE vwsle] dysta, 2ARNANEARY QF £
Hete 7o) vi2 AEAARY (1)¢ FAske 7o) Hoh @At )&
At S Ao e FAER] AT, 2ARTIAEA ] AEFA ] Y SHS
i Zelve ARE 5 Aoz 249 £ qld

AEAHA A3 ARY ] H2AFF4 % (least squares estimator)?} vhz7}
A2 ZAFASA Y LADFA S A3 F(fitting criterion) 22 & 9
ot ®F pE Y FAEelEl W, HERA SOl Oy 922
x'bz el 2 LAe y—1(x'b2poltt. ZARIAEAH HEZAP) &
A i=1,-, Nel| tj3le] o]ty AExAL S5l O AddEex
g & Db tHEF o] FojAr}

lo

i

DNB) = By~ 1(x b2 1)) ®

2AWPAARY ()9 LADRHF 5re 4224 430 B Aol
299 U Aot seB2 HoTE, TAVIASY BN 55
£ 7V A3k ol AH3Reel

AL LADFAReI® o1& ARsh theAs REd) sheld, H2sly
£ 239 Srnom)e Bt YA H4Y S 9] Aol ¢ e
AR (y-1x'b 2 9)? = ly-Ux'b 2 9’ = |y—1(x'b 2 Doz, B
o ATLAY ¥, By -1/ 2 £)0E AN 2A% 9A
LADFRH YAk 99O ofF p>0d WHMHE Iy-1(xb2
DP =ly=1(xb= 0012, sebd 23} L* $o2 Ao @ d3e8
o g& HasE FYBE FUD AW o $50 5
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ZAWASH Y H2AdEAEA

A& LADZA | & ThE ou| & Rojgich LADEAHHE 1 o]Bo] nls}
= ouel ol L! Bold 74 A dausd 2o ol L HeAE
7V HA dangold. o EdR, 2ARAEYuYe] LADEAHS HEA
d ARHALYY HaAFEA) Ad=le Aoz 48 4 ok

2ARAA 2R AEZANE E3) ATSdAelA ode] AY ARo] Fol
AAG mE 234 S48 ¢ ok At Uk AT REY AT
A E Foid £ 9z, ARFelNNY A6 Fojd ST Utk HE
ZAA £y <ty << 3 S AAFYe] G AEo] Folaltid, o]
JAY AAZAE JH14Y Az FHEA G2 T (b, t0F ([t
0} 2 AR A7 = —wol 1, = coolth AAFHR}
AN Agatde] AU ZA ‘o, 23 @om “opje’ehy AT
A7 gt e, 1o $9e thest o] Fojalr,

yi=1"21) @
= 1xB+e=t)
j=1"..’]

AEZAL dlolE (y,x,,t3 % 7 ZARANEAHEY Qo wf=} Foialg
2 3k q471A yo E HEEA (yy, ey Byt E 2R Y
el g LADFAF By o e FEA {4 (sample distance
function), Dy(b)& H43}3l= beBE AH9¥r).

2) 4% vy EAES 1)1 =€ 09 3 7T, " [y~ 1(x'b2 e 0 E€ 1
o) g JHdh z”dl p>00ld (012=10l, [1?=I1°)x, WA ly—1(xb2 I’ =
ly—1(x'b = Hlo)ch.
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A EY

DiB) = & 2 Bya—1Gx/b 2 1) ®

_1]\7 g’\ ,2;{1_ %_ [@yji—1 sgn(x; b=t + 1]] 6

71 FIFE sgn( )& x 2001 sgn(x) =1, x<0°]F sen(x) =
—19 g 7Hidn FY=ld o] AL FRAYPSE %A HAE
ol g2} o 7pA oula HAe & ok )AL 5)9 Dy(p)E Hid
gohe Aol LADFH 0|, (6) Dy(b)E Hashichs HA A+
ZA e (maximum score estimator)o]t}. o|AMIE R Yo} ZARIIXEH RY
A ZA2 A#A E(indicator of goodness of fit)2 &2 3} F (prediction
error table)’} £% AA=ed, LADFAHFE L’ Fo08 Ase AE8H
9 d3exg Hagsy AFHL dEFE SUEH, 2= A
oA HAo|th o FAHL (MY Dy(HE HidHste FH73H(median
regression). #1494 sled, Akt UHR 21 ol Dix/ 8>
% Bva® TR ATl EeA Aeeke 2AYYE
D(b) & 77 th&3t 2ol Foznt

DB = ECEly,~ 1xb2 1))

£ -y~ Dsntes—1) + 11})

E(l g\y,-— gl(x’bzt,-)!)

3) yielt, t, )Y A% =0, Jo 84 I}_:y,: zll(y’ 2 t)=lojth
4) du|Ae 13 320 gle duAe 19 F9E Pz L

It
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ERFMASHRY S HrHN A3

2. A} U4

oJAAH E X A (threshold points) {¢}/_ & FAslolol & =4
it B4 gok (¢} ol dAY HEE FAE (1(x'8 2 1)} & W
A, oebd 24t s AMMEA g3 AEAAD A Hckidentified
only up to scale). Z&jv} ZAFIXEA R A AAHL }E gu]E 7al
o AEEARE B3 A EAtAE o]Fquly] S8 AAHY £ats} SHE o
TAbel Q3 ZleAos 239 4 Qla, AAHY oY 52 4F v R
xb {31 7F AT 2A¢ BFe, 2S5 gE A3 AEY 4 9o

{vi.x:t) L& A8AE d2754¢ spaicKstationary and

ergodic).
BeBoli BCR*: #9 E(compact)d}t}.
Med(e [x,H=0

(x, 2 ) 2E} W (support)S M o= & ¢,ere A
£ RMY oW Aoy AYREIE PAAR] Gk

BI#001Z, (x5, 07 FolR 5,9 ZAREISL RS 0 9
°“ 9&15 x=(x1,x2)9+ ﬂ=(31,32’)’9‘] "c}‘s‘
8= %@(partltlons)c’l EA3.
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AEd
27k FAQ te] ZAYRESL R A Yol dgFolnt.

<TH >3 <7H 3>elA dFE A o] LADFAGNA A B apeg)
x| dig 7HA L o s kst EXo dF od BT P Fe9 S
o A oo, dejAA] G YH9 o|FA T Fo| FH |1 FUF
E3E7} obd ASolx FAo] shgsich dAld] A JdAjAL s A
9| dlolei7t S8 AAZtn FEAY AL Seted, o] 2AL UM
5> WAIH ek ZAYIASAHRYY S7lAAFHS LADFAY AEA
3 dAME BAse ® & Weld HE UM 55§ 344 1F
e dolelrl F83] Atz FysiAl dvistE, AMAFde) <A
6> UEdte AAY £XE 71X LADFAo| 7Fedtd, o] 2AL dA7a}
o o3 A rleAH R 2AHE 4 Sk dE £, Agus} Aeguta
At E 27t AEEe dAFQl FAo] siA 4E & Ao <O 5>
EE <IH 6L FERCR "82RAL o, LAt} w4F 7l
gk B A4 230 glod, o] /AL o g43id £ 9 UM HE
A A% A A A (non-singularity)e] 7Holn, Ho& 3o A AlZHL
x9} AYA oz F3Aoloje} & Q73w 9lch

A 8y
<IH 3-4>, a8lz <O 5> vy <M 6>0] urEsid,
beB, b+ Bol A D(B) < D(b)oltl

| guxy
<TH 1-4>, 28l <M 5> =8 <M 6>0] wEsiw, By
& pol A A FB
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ZARAN Y LYY HrARRNEY

(& )

<O 5> Ee <H 6>0] WEHW, 74 beBol dd x'b—iv d5AH
o2 £33 7 bpeBe W Uxb 2 t)E 18 FER AEHY,
le(x'b > t) 94 2 =3 Z‘ly,s} gl(x'b > t) &% RE
be B WA HASHY (bounded) Stk Newey and McFadden (1994,
Lemma 24)e] wt2d, <71 >3 <M 2571 BE8 o4 D(p7t o
SHolo}, DMb)7t DB)E A BAsA 1274 $2(converge uniformly)
2 izt </ 2>o wel By AYEsZ, <duA] D =@
(b= BeBiA §U3IA A4 BE, Amemiya (1973, Lemma 3)9 #
o wel by B2 A FAZA .

ol

QED.

Kim and Pollard (1990)& Manski (1975, 1985)8] HujdsFAse] 38
1
o] Nioln, VN-UxHelx] &g ngch 2A¥/INEAY 289 LADFA
& HuA4¢ 24 AR LADEA" 94 z3lelzln &9

3. 27ha%el Gt FEY ATY 2ARMNSA

FEY ALY 224 dEzAelde A A4 AL F o AN
Ao gt F7HAEo] FAAZIE hedl, o] A¥ FHAAEY fE A WA
5yl o o] o EW

(e n=197
tz——{ 1 0d A @®

%

7|14 ¢ A WA AAFdolx, £,3 T F7A A FAR & £
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A Ed

757 A1Z(contingent offers)Qdl, £, < t; < t,, 5 WEIEE HFZA A
of vlg] mtedget A WA Al $HAP} ‘g dgshd, F oA AL
die Hop 2 ZAFANZY £,7F FAAZ, ‘et digsid 2
ot S ZAFAANZY £y0] FoA FtAFo] At S, wel A
Boatde] o) E3A =& o2y WAA HEel, F7MEEe] dE FIEY AL
8 ZARNMANEA Y] LADFAZE AAY e ST FYF 7| &dc}
Ao AERAbA AASE AXFY e SRAE AR Esim
B, Med(elx,ty,t5, )% Med(e Ix,t),t5, )= AZ d2o gely
Med(e |x,t1, ¢5) =012k 7H3tel Adshe Ae 12+= o9 ZEAI
5 Hadete AR dAAo] BAHA ger)

% g‘\{lyli"l(xi'b 2 0+ lyu—1(x/b 2 )} 9

SHAE AFzAbA 5 oW ARent digsiAw, AdRez: 379
AT (ty, b1, tz)o AT AEe stz 2280 uistes v 72t
T SE AlEste Aot AERAMY $HoERE  2ARAAFY
(Lo, t2)o T H (yor, va)E 27 st o] F2 4 Qick

Y2u=Y3 yu=1 yv1=14 4%

Yau=0 Yu=y3 yi=04 A%

chAl 28, SHAE ¢ & wolEeld B G ARAFY ¢y, GA| wolE
olZ, #)& AFEA B} L AXNZY +,, A Axselegz A A
olttd ZARAANZY t,5 ty,v THAY AEYAldo| &3] ¢w 9

5) Cameron and Quiggin (1994)& $-21e] AJ&-9aledo] HEHA A WY 45 9otz 7}
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ZAYAA A 2R HoBd AR

ARo2 AT Tt Mede Ity by, 1,0E % NS T S Ao
S 2A%E A 19 A9ZAEE BEY 4% 9AA LADFYR] 2
% sk

_1]\7 g“yzh'"‘ Wx/b =t + lyy

(10)
—Ux/b =t + |yow — Ux/b 2 t2)l}

4 ALHEE o) g8 ZARANSA

AgFtedodd e SRAANA (b0, 1) (L4801, J+1A9 A
2 FEEA o 7L 7MW Agtzot AAE L, Sty AR EAt
o] &3k FHE v Aol FoAd $EAt & 7S AR, 2w
AR ez jHe & AEE FAd HEse Adoldt dF Fo SHA
[t 008 2 BASHE, i<jol dslde y,=1°¢9, 2 Hele

= Qo] Hc} TEAYFSE oFFd EAGe]l 7AE + AT, 2 dAl
AEFIEE AAE | FIE 71Eok ot o7 AEIt=r) SHlEHA dejz
vidElojol she, %A ofewd K7} AE EFE el AEAe] RAEA|

wer

A3 oagibivariae) ZAPIARLYE AN 9] 2ABAFRYE
A gelalde] AN Hah Wee GFALE ool

- 527 -



A Fd

©
JEA]

to

I,

o] A& LADAAY ANNYE Ausky, 294Y A7E o) 2EE A
A3 371089 124 7l 59| LADAAHS) £354¢ Brhenh

1. BoJAde AA

Aol g o] 2ot Ee] wet £ES] Qi

log(y*) = B, + Blog (income) + & (11

c-xfn. )

b y*e g RYo AL EAFREE 7 log(HE HAEE
A olddle elAe] Ay Ao Ao ARsRe A 2aaE
o] AHgEgt}t. ASdolele 1998 P9 184 o] HAA7HA5(1,000%
2)9] A3 5 ¥ (empirical distribution)2%E Y2 F&=Ho NGRS
o AYEETE 19983 dFFAIHY(Current Population Survey Annual
Demographic File)9] 7145, o], MI7EE el 248 HE3l i, <&
1> 295 Qloh 8,3 B,& EF loekan ol sHAsde, of 2
e e mojAde Aule] W A8 wxA] Wgkth HAERANE] AE
WAooz =gy AFo] Abgsged, AERAY A WA AANFILS
£~ U(0,200] 8 HEFHEE Y2 FEHUYL, ZAFAATAL . =24,
ty=5 7 ARBES, F A AAIY e @) et 242 Foigek
AgPre y'e AUREEYE 99339 253 AARE N0 5 )
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2A3AARH 29 HodddAEA

(E 1) 19984 o|= 7HUAZLE BX

10 25 60 230
20 59 70 30.0
30 93 80 386
40 13.0 0 548
50 18.0 100 603.3

F: AYEEE v 19989 AFEAL s 2] HEejArt 184 o4 Ji1E
% 197 74219084, ol& A 9% 49909 wlojelel MAEAE A4 Holrh
dAe) dojelolA AQALLEHSE g st 9 e FHAVIE AL, 97
A Hag 2500988 258 7HES St

A 952 23 o2 FAHE, A BEeA AAFYH st
AE2AY S v, w7t @WF VEIAEZ TEoF 4 2AAY dolH
€ 1,000718] #2225 7R 2, 2 AYL 10070 dlelefoll a4 o] Foizict

2. AT 27

olAtdHl w8 o] H\H43EAe AiPH-E& Manski and Thompson (1986)l]
A dusel gloh 2AR7ASAHRY ] LADFAS AALE fAME whos
& & A, Aolge =e Wyl A ApEER] @eve Aot
Manski and Thompson (1986)% A4hHE th&3} o] geofd 4= gl 49
9] 2 wu}5H(orthogonal directions)?] & A=slz, 24 wike ue} A=
ad7x) e AL AP eg ste] A (line search)& 3dtct. 2HeF A9
ZolulB 4 (end-game iteration number) N, Fotol #-8¥%(tolerance) e
ool Al HaAe Ao Ao} glom Aile] FRth FiAl HE¢RE 3
ol At AL AYFRes wsAgessd A Manski and
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%4

(% 2) LADZH
Manski and Thompson (1986) Alat

# 9 -42.2705 -33.0939 -12.2595 -19.6310 -20.4216

b, EEHR 390.9188 327.1577 90.5053 195.2227 141.2837
RMSE 303.4145 3289499 91.4037 196.2812 142.8672

# 9 13.0635 8.9806 36216 57378 57368
b, EFHA 121.4345 386813 269138 57.3273 395078
RMSE 129.2432 95.0801 29,7954 60.8342 44.8421

Thompson (1986))4] AR Elo] gl%e], AFA-E of whenict A&FeA o] F
ARt A AL oA 2o F Qled ol ¥R (directional
search)o] ]2 o]FA]7] wEolt}t <E 2>& 594 100 Alol9] AdZwt
uhE<2 Manski and Thompson (1986)¢] AlxbHeg LADFAS 3 AfE
Bo] Fo}b & FFUAAN BAR|Fo| FAHL of$- EAA, AYFILE
T s E A AL A=A Wkt

o] A4itY AFE A& ZxoH Eoctrr] 34, 100 HlolH FoliA 1
dlole] & Yoz Il AYFHutE<Ss 1022 Manski and Thompson (1986)
o) Ao wet 208 AL Bk <E 3> FAHH AFAES Hasgy A
A £l whel Aejs] He Fob FANA Haisd AU} AR
#4249 01093Y 9 2o FAHL /MY AGSAR, 1 Hage 2019 24
|4 A wiwk dejzich Aol JHA Hokl HAHA 026979 #}E 2
o, #Hx= FEeiy de] oA v #dglel Axtde] AAlH
Manski and Thompson (1986)9] A& AjHate] A =d3s
o $23 $84 712§ AT Fihe AAY 2o

o] QoA U7t & A4tdHalgorithm)e] A=, o] AdHH
< o3 A9 AMHES FRAHEA A 2AL A FH T

=
K3
KR
=
L
=~
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AR EA Y HadEATA

(B 3) LADZHA
Manski and Thompson (1986) Alitg
2o|A¥ HlojEf No.93

N.=10
0.2697 -692.8290 204.7866
0.2697 -641.5715 189.7326
0.2030 -12.6078 5.0806
0.1347 -16416 1.7792
0.1213 -0.5900 1.4548
0.1130 0.2362 1.2080
0.1107 0.5308 1.1223
0.1103 1.0651 0.9646
0.1097 1.0023 0.9836
0.1097 09778 0.9903
0.1097 0.9816 0.9889
0.1097 1.0345 0.9758
0.1097 1.0276 09774
0.1097 1.0333 0.9768
0.1093 0.9998 0.9846
0.1093 0.9979 0.9853
0.1093 0.9998 0.9846
0.1093 1.0006 0.9842
0.1093 1.0000 0.9841
0.1093 1.0007 0.9840

Z: 2a9 Ageze -}—DN(bM.TL 0014 1 Apole) ghe 7halch

Szu and Hartley (1987)2] 2.4 Y (simulated annealing) AXPH<] e w}
B F otk AYFHsE, N9 HA3pgAe] Alabyoz e NH O uHE
"} o] F A N9 HAFHE 22 o8, 4 oA ARl Adsd
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(E 4) LADFHE ¥ 233

3 EFd

H 9 0.0190 0.0049

b, EEUA 0.2537 0.1006
RMSE 0.2544 0.1007

3 9 -0.0038 -0.0009

by EFEY3} 0.0783 0.0312
RMSE 0.0807 0.0316

4 Np8 HxgdaAL N,H ubEde} nixweg NN, M8 A
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ABSTRACT

The Least Absolute Deviations Estimation

of the Contingent Valuation Model

Dongil Kim

This paper introduces the least absolute deviations estimation of the
contingent valuation model, which corresponds to the semi-parametric
estimation of discrete choice models by Manski (1975, 1985) and Lee
(1992). The least absolute deviations estimation is more robust to
mis-specified distributional assumptions in the estimation of the
contingent valuation model, compared to the maximum likelihood
estimation. The full identification and strong consistency of the
estimation are proved and its application to different formats of
contingent valuation survey data is discussed. Simulation studies are
designed to evaluate its operational characteristics including
computational strategies, small sample properties and the efficiency gain
of a follow~up question. The bias and efficiency of least absolute
deviations and maximum likelihood estimation are compared in the

presence of heteroskedasticity.
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