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Abstract: The scale of cities in China expands constantly during the process of fast urbanization. Urban environ-
mental problems have become increasingly prominent. As an essential part of urban ecosystem, urban forest has a va-
riety of functions and values, most of which, however, are unable to be commercialized or reflected via market.
Therefore, it is important to accurately assess the value of urban forest. This paper provided reference for the future

researches in China after reviewing the literatures on urban forest evaluation methods and focusing on Stated Prefer-

ence Approach and Revealed Preference Approach.
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“I 7 AR AR (Urban Forest) ™ B HE & 5 5. 30 AE
1962 4F- 3 [= BRI P AN AR SR A dR A . 7E
TR, T AR A A R Iy s AR IR TE AT 45
FRNSLRZ ST AR 32 B8 7E 3 T s o LA
A oAy =5 AR ) R A B S T Ak N S SR B 858 FIT ) B
PIARMAESRS, BT ASRSE T EE N —
AN BERAY (VPR EE,2003) o TP E A F kT
b K S B e A R 2 — , 1949 4E [ 2 9],
B AR AL RN 10.6% , TR LE 2014 4F4RJE, TR
HI LR E 55 54.8%, Bl E HETE A 50%0A 1
BN TR AEFESR T, HLARSRTR [ 3k T A 1 F kst
a5 38O B 60%~70% (2484, 2012) , Bl
P E 2T R R, Tl Ak e Ak bR
JE B AT A, A 25 FH i T I AR K 7, 3k

N T AR S AR, 7 R R I s
P8 A 355 S P SR A R, 2 T R B kT 22 B
GARIRIE SS9 3/

VR A 25 R GE A% D ALR 3, SR ZRAK
WA 2 G A R4 25 TSR T A A R DA ) 56
Bt e D Je A v P T L P A TR AR R R
ey, Jela il & 1 (R A N RIE AN SR %1k 5%
1) Je HABE VT 58 (I 55 g 5 Fmsim iy s AL i 14
A R ) O T el A 2o PV A s o ) €O Tk duk vl el
AR A=l Al B A J B8 = B DL ) A ORI L, HE
SR T SR A AR, 2 AT 2R 4R
A SR R A B S 4R, ASE BT R E R A4
S

BB BE , TE AT B el o M o 22
LA LB 04 JAS 03 T AR AR BT A oA W4
AR BRARA 7], kT BRMAN LA 7= AR Bb

22 &2 Ko S C b G E U S TG R DRy ARt e S B L A P 3 NN 97T N BT N R OB TN

ek H B :2016-07-15

VEF A k2, T E AR SR b & BB E i Az . W97 1) ARG B4 1, AR IR P04 o iR
& TR T E R RO S A B A B B B . BF5E 7 16) : RS R R 2R 552, BEIR AT 27 .
He4TH  EEZMO R A Mol G @2 5P R R (95 JYF2014-49) .
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f oA G, AR 32 20 5 5 A R 55 T g
T T R R ) R AR T R, AR R AR AR gk
B T RE 25 (SR AL 2005; X BT, 1997 T K,
2004) . ELRIX BB fE A AR 0k R R AL AL,
(R AR EAE SR T H X A ZR AR, HVREAS B 12T 2 S
S 230 7 B A AR AR BE A AE 3 R, OF HoaT
(] 422 b S e B3 T 55 P A o DRI, IE AR TEA Sk Tl
FRARBY B, o H X 0 e R AR
O ABRRAN BRI 30 T B4 B 7 R AR B, A B T
8 5 T BOW SR T ARAAAG B e, 53 B Y
T AR Ik TH BRM R SRR AR

AL B TEA VAR T FRARM B L0524
o BT TR AR E R PR IR ZE K
PRTT L3Ry 225 A i e 3 R 7 P A e VP A
Jiide o SCEE FEA AT AR AEPEAS Y R
Pl 5 3T AR (DA o B0 3 O 432 5 IR 4%
HRZS B AR W58 07 1] o

2 W ARMRNETEE B REE

6 78 i 47 72: (Reevealed Preference Approach) DA
AN NI ELIAT R okl il i BT
AT oA 4, VA2 L St s 4= i
Z ) B B A AR A G R A BT 1 AL T 3
RO = i = ) i /AN S S o - R D A /A Ty
(EPPAG S 61, AR o e — 307 5 Ho A st 7 A ]
F% B Jo A0 b b SR B e B A, LK At 2% b T RE
T S 22 S0 A AR 2 Bl DR AR I 2% R 3R
AR AR 2250 AT A48 R 3T 23 bl A0 (E . AR
Hr #% % (Hedonic Pricing Method) F1 i 17 B 4 7%
(Travel Cost Method, TCM ) J& H: HH f¢ % FH B89 P R
Jitko
2.1 FHEMIKE
2.1 1A A A2

FRAEA A% 25 HH Rosen (1974) B 26T &, J&— i
1 3 75 5% s JR S B AR R AR T PR AN (ELAY
D5 ITER) 2 T IR B R S A
AT 5 KA B T s TR {1 BT P Y
AP T

WA REA R, RS A £
HFPE (Lancaster, 1966) , (B - AR Fr A Fe AR AT L 43
HISK S, R, B T 55 B A 4 Sz A 2 A X
O TR R SRSV LA A T S E R (AN e
o BT AR AN BEAT T (B Cln s e J] i 14 2 3
ZrM) o AEORAF BT HARRPE AR R B 26 7R, 3R 3
Jo b 4 2 S A ST 21 25 ) SO RS, TS e
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PRI RS o R, 7R HAB AR PR AR R R S5 E R
ARARIG B TT LU 2o 57 J22 45 5% 7 T A P 455 I3 3t 1Y
225 PRI 22 ok Sk
HRAE UL BE  RRAEAN S 1k 1 — MBS (LA Py
R ) -
V=Y B.InX,+ Y rT +¢ (1)
A, VR BRI X 3RR P R iR
fEJE Y BN A b R IE B P S b ks R IR
BT N By A j R TS &, BI7E I A
FET=1, W, T=05 5 75 j 18 B B3 a2 B i 722
BEREG & NBEPLIRZETI,
X MR S R ASE R B A R A3 24 B BB
S VBB, et 22 A 53 H  F 3R 7 B s 3 4
A R E IR PE R B & s X — B S A ] L
FSRA T B 7 R PR B 7 0 S B (AR A o 5 54
2 BB, A AR 1 BB 2] 0 & TR MR BE S oA, Al
THP5 R R R E s P AP R 5 R IR, X
PERYAR A BT R AT
2.1.2 B AR ILIK
AR 200 ST RN (PP A Y I 46
T 202 7040, BIHATE 2R T £ 5 1 S4E
WFIEZM] . XL TR 5 T ARZ E KA L e
AR B B3l T ARAR o R0 SEUE 2 SR 4 R W
HIARMON S 1 55 7= ks A7 — R RS2 THE T . B ok,
— 23 5 O T T 0 2 3 g 1) A0 (E DA
Knaap (1985 ) i i 40 17 375 %] 56 [ A i i | e ir
v 3T 3 2 DR S B R AT T PEA ST AR
B, 2 b 22 A 9 b A (G2 A T S s P 110 4 b A
{H. Lee Fl Linneman (1998 ) % ifi [E] 15 #B A & M (.
HEFT T VEAG , DA R R B S b, s 7= A Ak s L (R
BEE Sl T N VRN A B 1 i, g bt T AR A
nJ ke HZ W /> . Nicholls A1 Crompton (2005) 1A
Ry g AT LABE R I 3 2~3 N DAY s P A, H 2%
HiH B T SR UL T A AR ) T 25 2 P
REUIIE . HR AT WIS R S R 24 el
I EPEAS . Moorhouse 1 Smith (1995) #4571 -+
3 DI HE S50 52 14t B AN A R DAL 2 Bl (L, e
5T A BN el m] AR T s 7= B A5 i, I HL 23 el By st
THIXUREXT B 7= 0 i A K52 o Tyrviinen (1997)
PAZF 2230 A e S E e 0 4, 6 25 48 el ) 2 Y
AL 8 1 55 e 9 s o s, 78 LS IOBIESE
o LGS TR H A (AL . Mooney Fl1 Eisgr-
uber(2001)WFFE T 3 7 V7K DX AR AC 2 whvedy ol 3
T AN B FENE , O K G b X BB A TR T
65

http://www.cnki.net



RUEDEER

ol 22 5%

2017 4E55 31Y)

VEETRT SO AT | B TS o 320 s T I Bk

PN 27 2 SR HTREAE A A% 125 XA ) 38 T 1) AR A
P B #EAT T PEAS , 0 52 4 Mg 55 (2008) | B it 30 45
(2009) AHZEBFIGKES (2010) A BFE(2015) 435152
1 T e N T S I v T N E a5 9 VN w2 ]
B4 el TG 5T BUPR T 5 2 Bl X i 3 A 2 A
(R AR o
2.1.3 AR

SR RHIEM A TR E IR Th A & T2
I ABATS A EAE— S R BRI . A SRS A 21 77 A
T4y BRAE A D BRI A B i SRR v A i e i

(1) 5 AE AN A% A 7E N A2 PE TR R . Rosen
(1974) 7246 0 R A I A v i SE B b2 1 PRy
BedaskAliihyk . R, Bartik (1987) \Epple (1987) 45
BB B SR AL THIF AR W1 Rosen (1974) B B6 B 4
B, HETE TR A T B AG T R il PR
e s AR b B R N AR o A TR [R]— M X
PR &I 28 S5 B it A 2 A ] 19 48 L IR it
(BN, ==A AR R ) A BT RIS AR ) |, BT Dhax 2
FHERAEE A% (8] 2 AH B 52, AR Z2 e A AR 2
Mg sz g = A N AR R, i, B
LU E R U JE AT IS & A ok
FLkE N AE VR, Horp SA &0 T B AR s Az
el gl hAFE R A AR L0 B o H AR SR R
R R BE, #lin, Cho 45 (2008 ) | Poudyal
5 (2009) TES T ARARM EVEAS PR ] T TR AR 1
%

(2)FHAEMT A A AE S (8] F ARG, 5200 By
M EZRIR 2, Hrp AR 2 b5 25 [ & 1Y A8 1k i A2
o WERAEAG Tt 7 rh st X S8 i IS4 45 5K
AR . Trwin(2002) Z 4T A MR B BT 25
(][] A G X REAIE A 46 V5 A T 45 SR 1 52 1 5 Day 45
(2004 ) JU {7 ] 15 22 500 B o8 4 B 7 RE 1Y = 8] ¢
% . Anderson Al West (2006 ) 18 1< {5 F Ja3 358 [ 78 5%
o AR SR i R s (] AR fe R o D Ah S TR 4R
Trer i e e A A A3 1 1 40 s ] 3 A DG A58 (SAR)
St 1 23 [a) A0 ek (Anselin #1 Bera, 1998) ) .

(3) AR A AR 25 (B AN TR E PR R, 3
TEOUT T ARART 55 A7 B4 52 Wi o B AN [ 3 X 52
B 2= 5 (Fotheringham, Brunsdon # Charlton,
2002) o PRI, 5 FHPEAS H A7 2l kAR R — 1>
BT RANER Y . X, Cho 25 (2008) #E1T T 3840
PRUPIFR T HEBRANAT o] A AR figp e s RN RR E PE o

(4) FHAEA A A T3 B T 3 Ak T MRS
X, F5 1, BT TG R R R
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B R W as AT A AL B i g A BUEAL T
IR AS (Pope, 2008) o 5341, FEHHIN Y B3 7 28 5
BB IO 58 A ROSAE B i g 0 4. PRt A
FHAE SRR TR (8 5 7 A KR e DAk A S 3 T
PRI, A5 R SR A Y

(5)FRFIE M AR OB T B B s I e % 2 H.
Ak — i . X —RBCR T B i g A7 A —
FONEA AR FREE S by = A s 2 e 8%, B
J 5 TEA AT RE T B B0 T AT LA 3K 31350 H e K
PR . SRR ZBUEOLT W 5 5 B 480
AR, 45 2 B S KA — B S5 Tk
JE o 40, Harrison Fl Rubinfeld (1978) ZEHF 38 I +
5T, DXl 2 2 AT G AN (BN A B, R0 iR I A R
JE P f A AR A S5 Yo A ey, L AR T
15 YLt ] s SCRE T i HAD RS 2200 b5 2 AN TE

(6) FRAE M A% AR A B I A F AR 3R )
T SER PR R L | R R R
M BOX-COX 5 2L, SR, FIEN#%
2 H B B T R T DI RD B e e X A
Mo — MR, BOX-COX #4uJE X 01 R , (5
I 7 BAG T £ 592 50 (McConnell F1 Walls,
2005) o P, J5 S8R 02 T 4G I AE S 4k
S R AR BEE [, 10 Day 55 (2003) \Bin
il Polasky (2002) ¥ I 1 2 S 800 #4714 e
HBPEAY
2.2 FRATER AN 7%
221 AR RN

JIRAT LAV S — R T 9% 3 FE AR W T 4
FIAT R G 2 AR 2% 1) 2238 9 FH RS ] A ) %o |
MG IR A I i AT e i ik . Bl A
Ry —Fh R T Bl 2 T RRAR VD L2 el 35t
DL R HAD AL i i H A0 A T BN (B 1TA -

RAT AR 1 B BRI HE A | U 2% B 0 2R 37 i
S DX N R AR AN A H i B A B (R AL S
AT AC8 9 FH DA S A AST] A () F 32, [RIBS FE 28—
FE IR E] o 33 S8 5% T 52 H R[] B A R 40 A B¢
PRI ) B 5 U s o T8 AT B T A T 2 A S DX
TH DGO, AR 0 I 2R FUR AT 9% FH A 808l , piF o
FIHIENIE T B o e e oK it 2, 31550 2%
FR, BGOSR A M E

JRAT BUASTE R A BERLA 3 8, 43 SR 43 Xk
1T AL (Zonal TCM) , — AN NGR4T %% F 7 (In-
dividual TCM) Fl 55 24~ AR AT 2% 11 (Advanced
ITCM) . HH 53 DIRA T A f i 1, LAY
Wk
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VN =f(TC.T;.S;,A;) (2)

L), v i R R E b X
TR, b o A DI Y S TR, an Ak
MRS NS 1 XAYR N TC MM X E] X
PIIRATILAS 3 T i IX B j XA E A 5 S, 2
i X1 X R 28 TR R IR s Ay oA EE Al
BAERIRINIX & 15 L) XA R AL

2 (2) S W TR AT A 5 7 238 22 [R] Y BRSO
R PON Rz R i 2 B AR AT R M 2, 2
1530 5% XA I BT oK T2 X BRI ARL AT LR
A3 .

g0 R AT B 2 g th 2 4% — &R )
126 18 B 3 DX U AN AR PO B R AT AR v, X kR
AT B — 2B 0 4% LB DX IR0 PR B2

55 0 R AN I L e DX N i U 3 e LA G
N RN AR B R Hh A XA — R A 1Y 245 5
HEAMRS ST S X AT 2 B, R R B

5= IR AL R AU IR RIS
HEAMAR B ST 25 Hh R X A BB

S R THT A WY — FR GRS R 1 ) 25
S, RIS R R Hh e

55 A AR AT R it A5 b IX A T 2%
FRARTFIE AT LIS 25 X A H X A A
DI RN L
2.2.2 B R IMAF R IR

TERRAT AL W58 7 T8, B E R A R 20E
Hh AT 9 PR35, Hotelling (1949 ) B 516 1) BUR 42 1L
FHHT B PEAS 73 A RRAL LA Bl T TR A R L
P AEPEAS AR , X FIBT PP 7 vk B2 kA 7 A
R4 . Clawson Fll Knetsch (1966 ) 1FE2CHE H T i
A7 A, A AT T3 S UL 56 [l — 3k 3 > A
BRI — IR M A A O RAT AR, S HE I 1 ax S fefi
FHA ) S A R

7 A D0 Js AR 1k R A 3 T R AR A 1) A
K SZUEF I A XT38 D 4l Dwyer %5 (1983 ) | Shrestha
5(2002) Fl Chae % (2012) 43 51 R FHRAT BUAS 15 %65
2 A X PG AN R AR DR [ Lun-
dy & IEEVE A AR XA B (R AT T Il .
PIBIFE 7 T, A A5 N (2008 ) F1 H B B iR A T 2%
FH X 8] 43§73 (Travel Cost IntervalAnalysis) AT
DA W X D i BN (B . R A
(2010) iz FRAT 2% TR AU 15 IR AL 7 AR AR )
el Fr) B AN (B %) LU 9 2 5 R oK sR B W e R A T
AT, EENIAE R K (2013) WK T 2 1%
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WS P RIS N oG e R R R
2.2.3 Byt

TRAT A 1 2 A R i T dnl il — L8 R A £
AN I A RTA R E R 8 Q8 T S NI
S, 5 B PR B T A A —E 1R R
Yo S350, RAT AN K A AE 2 77 1 R (1) kAT
TP B BORIBERLMEFN 22 54, S BOR A % 9%
BT EAGT A S5 R 22 B 5 (2) RFR A3 H I
AALHTAE — A5, WIFARCE — D H A, WA
Xl ) F AR A DX 0 il 35 B 1 AR 45 SR8
EEEYONIPEN

3 YT HRME TG : FRiR R I &

AN T4 75 A 8 , R O 4712 A2 3 e AR Y
T MR T R W A S {3 2
3 o ] A A 7 2 ) I g o R A — Sl
15 S o BT A A S A R R (WTP) B0 A2
(WTA) KA IR i B . 5487 i b A
LU BRI i ek 1) 7 FH L B 3z, ] LA T
Tz (R FREE ) it B IR 55 (B BEA it EL AT DA
e PPAk 8 7 O 47325 TC DA i BRI R
MERPEAL . B RTBEFERE | BRid Im i =22
40,35 B 5 71 3 PEHr 7 (Contingent Valuation Meth-
od, fA] #k CVM) Fl 12t £ 5C 55 7 (Choice Experiment
Method, fij#R CEM ) PHFPZEHY
3.1 |RigmHEMNE
311 A AR A2

CVM 2 M\ F UL 25 B2 i i, A T80 e R Ak
JR B, LR A B AR AR T 3 PR 5 v 1] 24 X
i 1) B R S A B (WTP 2 maximum willingness to
pay) , B & i /N2 A2 AME B (WTA : minimum
willingness to accept) , LA I8 75 B 15 8 XF 28 L) it
D, T8 3 GE T AT e A AL I S i 1Y
WERI PN 7

CVM A4 JE IR T Wantrap (1947 ) , Wantrap 7
WF5E AR Ik Bl IR i R A% e ), i TS A X
SO 5 TC T B AAL  H AT D a9 A AT ik
R 1SRRIl . Z 5, Davis(1963) H U
FRABE T 75 VA 2 I 5 1 4 PR — Ab ik 1
RS I RN . SR (BT PR R i 22
B A Ll 3 1984 4F A 4 57 3K , Hanemann (1984)
$th 7 IZ07 RS AL SR R S R A
MEERIIR R o o TG P ik v ) i Al 534l
A ERAEE A, A Z ge it BeRk g BRI, B
il 2 R — A PEA IR T 32 A 5% PR B 3 Al AN (B Y
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WHTH, B, A EAFE N RN R M BB R R 2 Ui

CVM M5 2F R HUR « B A NI 2
1 i <, REEW T q L RAS NRGF s 152, fBoE
NI s ASAS WA N RECT RR M U (x,
Q) o TEUA y FITH R A% p 20 RT A~ A0
P (w) B KA AT DA i >R i 7 R 7
Maxu(x,p) (3)
s.t. Zpixi <y(i=1,2,3...n AT WAL )
ot U (3) ok A — 4 W R PR %K
X, =hp.q.y), 76 b3 Al b AT a2 S TH] 32 550 pREX
v(p.q.y) =wh(p.q.y).q) o B p AN, FREEY) i Fi il
5 q M\ g A5 2R g, , QAR R AR AL PREE A et )
A NIRA S R R B w =0(p.g.7) = uo =1(p.q4Y) o
AL LA HITEZ280H ROk s i Al i 4 e
u(p.q1.y = C)=v(p.q,-y) (4)
K (4) A M AL 8 C E 248 Y IR BE
HH g 2R ¢ (BIE AN AN
RPN &85 0E . CVM ikt
SR 38 I [R) A I A 1 5 5 [ R A A M AR
fbC,CERIERE N AN WTP, MEME(T) N

N
T=Y WTP,=NxEWTP) (5)
i=1

K (5) N EAE T RN O BB SR 4L
), E(WTP) 2 A WTP R
3.1.2 B WAMAF IR

B T S DA 12 AR DA 3 T BRbR A (B D7 1 A
SR .

FRBFE 71 Tyrviinen Fl Viininen (1998) v
S X 57 T RIS 1 AL AR AR AR D7 5L T XY
ANEUARMRIE AR DX O R (ELEAT T ITAG o AIFSE4s
RFHT, W2 bl SR 1 e T AR A, B &
Ve e F38h , DX ARARTT 0 (8] B A7 72 7T DAfdEER
BREFIEEM AP = 20 445 . Lindsey A1 Knaap (1999)
I FHABEE T 37 DT i 12 %) S5 ] 1 585 22 290 ) 357 s X
MR a8 N EHEAT T PPAN e 58 e “ e 18
M B IER ARG, 45 R R AT RERS B
E SRR @80 TBUE S, ZENAFAE FE 47
OHL, AN KB, “SOE R T MR E I AN B
JEAE R e, LU BB BT AR, PR UG “ IR
HAbH X B9 5 . Amirnejad 45 (2006 ) XA BAALHER
ARARIAETENEHEAT T IPAG , 455K 3R], 65.8% 11
Vi Fos RS S F A 2 o 2,51 5600/ H .

PRI 5 T, FhEIPK (2009) D73 g el 2y
8], PEAS AR S 17 DT s s 1) g A0 {8, T 545 20N
P IE R 5.94 50/ H | Rl Maxu(x, p)iHRFGR 25 5
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T R B AT R . BRKEE (2010) X T
PG A Tl B s A fELEA T 7 DA, 005345 SR A5 31 L
Fh2x BRSO 399 J7 Jn/AE T A BB AE A 3235 1
TGo WU (2011) X 5 478 T b 0 3l 1) A= 285 ik 55
PAESEAT TPl A S A BB R 12.18 T8, 7 4E
Wi N 1.76 /27T,
3135 R

VR S5 i A A 3 O A (B TP O vk AR e Tl
ik B — 2o Bl B3 SR, i i 1T
Wik BRI AE B B 0L, T B RS
Vi H O S AR X B Sy A AR A
FEA PN ZE . FEZERR2E RS0 525 (D15 Bk
#. B H Ik A S S 2 Ui E B B
R L VI G . Y046 1) 52 15 4 P4t
FIE B R B R 2 AR5 B 2% . (2) 34t
J7 2%, EEURFR IS e 1 3 A 7 A [R] T
RN 2 o (3) BB 22 , BIAZ D5 5 XHAE T 47 [)
R Y R NS L SE ] A 1 AN — 3K (Lindsey F11
Knaap, 1999) . (4) SEBEAE (w25 , W U5 5 Ay HiAth
NSAT R 2B, W) 25 UK L SE 1 S AN R, A7 7
FEME IS, 5B A 235 19 S A K 52 i )
i FR AR 25 B, DT[] 25 RSN R R, RV AR 3 B
A [A)R (5) ¥ 43 — FE A 22 , BIAF 7E A [R] @
(Kahneman il Knetsch, 1992 ; Smith, 1996) ., 1% [A]
RO — R AR 22 , A2 U VAR B T BE EL T
A E WY e AEAE S 8] o0 A LT fif R 2l
7% B AE T R A ] 4 1 B2, W0 Lockwood A5
(1993) 2 Pt A8, Mitchell F1 Carson (1993 )
S E B 22 (3] 8, Cummings Fl Taylor(1999)
FIH A K207 R fif e s I 25 o

T3 AN AR T IR A7 AE 2 25t (1)
Pl A AN S | BRI 37 1 3ok X 308 e 3 Pl R/ s
AR . Kahneman (1992) LI 248 2 —THIA K
5], B 95 2 B IR BRAZ A 1 DX 359V A0 S A 2 SR RN
PH R Hb X () — o (2) AT ) 45375 5 07 A5 21 1Y
AR, WA R E 1S ik £ 8A
FERGR R 5 J I R S L R, T
FE AR N 32 i 5 e R SN R AEE X R ik
At W, 75 20 ) S AR R 2 B e . B
[AlEEALPR e e &1k, RIFE A A it # b A2 05
HHUTE X A A Y S AN R A ] R B
“17 . JAK, Hanemann %8 AR T XGH B —435C
[A] 4 , (il an A7 15 38 I 24 & 7B, S gk 2L n) Je T —
AT ST R EE, BRI Ui AR Nk
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JUE ARG S B S 28 Sy T HAA AU (Ar-
row 45,1993 ) , {EL-AL T Ik oA 88 )RR AR BORT B 0 52 2%
Y ECE 3T 45 [l 8, 17 HL Hanley % (1998) \Hammitt
S5 (2001) IRIFFEAE SRR, B PA 2Rl A5 10 5
A B LI R S A A R
3.2 EFELEE
3217 kAR A)- 2

6 512 46 7= (Choice Experiment Method, i PR
CEM ) J& — il o 4 1) 5 6, 7R AR i i 3 45
T RIHIE 2838 R8BS A R (WTP) SOk B
(WTA)E R BRIE AN R PEAN 2 S S i A (B R 7
%o H5 CVMERL, HJE CEM Bl & 7E A
[P b T I 221 e e 4%, J& T PR 0 R ik

CEM 1 P55 He fitll /& McFadden 19 Bl AL H B
T8 Lancaster A2 R EHLS , HIEA FHLE T
Y SR AT DA — AR E 22 R S R AR AR PR
TR o AR A8 pRESER 7 P RE BS R S Y
84 TR e JUT ) i 14 (71 305 1S 4 T Yk 4 UL ) 52
e P R e [l e o PRI, AT DA o 57 B AL R A
R [ R T R R — AR PR, T Rl LT 3%
7N BTGV WL (%) 5 0 PR 2R ke Ak 45 R R A 52

CEM it — Mt o LB (1) HRE R
JE M5 (2) & w5 (3) AR
I E A5 I A B 5 (4) BOE R R A o 22 [l 2%
) [ R A5 i 5 (5) ST, X H BRAE e 48 (m] R rp
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