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W K

BRIZHBDHAIZIED AT, ERYEE
T-oTwd, LBoTnd, 7 =iy
REO LEICE, BHODOHAICH-T2E %
B, D RED OB 2 5 N2 AIC
13, HDIC > TEVHFFLWHERL, &
AIZEWIIETY, HOPREREFEL S
W2z BA ) LB 2E, Bl 7S &
Wiv 27259, LLHGHE»LOHFFELE,
Wi 2 U ES H Bl 7 ¢ b2
W2 2T, B k72 &G-S
b, F 7, SRR, F o3 U
W DYEAITIE, HODHAIZH - 728U
BPEEIMEFZ L 5T 5b, ZDee, kro
LOWA, T4 b bl (preference) & (3
BHREICBWTIEFFICERE RS2 R L
T EEbNTW D,

LZAT, BAICE > TaDY, EOREER
FLWwOh, FTrFLo2N EGh->Tnwb
DIZH ) e BRIEEE, A2PH2BZ
o TWAITETH D, ZIUTHGOEL
WL, ZORRICKET 2720017 4% D
ZHI e LLEITHDEEHIE, FRITE
BIEDHHTCERT 5 THAHH, TXTH
IR F 7213 2 o @i $ 558152 5 5 5
Lo L TB S BE»H 5, k% b, H
FEFDFADPE > T elT U, %
MBELT, “REIZHIT 27 ZxigTcaln
PHTHb,

34 o # % (construction of prefer-
ence) MF & 1%, BIFIIRIBS N2 BRI

BWIMBEEIN W)W TH 3
(Slovic, 1995), Z DA F L% 5 1F, [H
— AP FE—DOXRICH L CEEREEZBZ
T GAICY, ZOBEDFRMIC L - R
32T R D B, T b, BRT
NEREDVH L LORE > TNWEDTIE %
WL ThHbH, BRICEZEL RIS E
W, ZDDF, BN ENL0 56 TH
5,

ARG BHEglx, B RE (monetary
scale) HSIEBIFIC BT B2 MFELT 5 Z &
Th b, EFEZRBTHHEICE, MHH2D
REZEHL ZTUS %5 % w, Bifiteo
HEEICBWT, e RBEIHNT
WBREIZEERETH 5, Fric, FRHEE
BIEDZE ik, BERNEDOFHI AR
ICZe>Twa, BERE XX, BRI
HEOWLRETH L, £z, FrDEM
T 5B D 7 DWFED MK T D% b
X, OB k- CRIF»HEEE 2T 5
EFEZ LB,

FERFDIIRTIR & TR

WM& L C—EE T, H—EARNICE
WTHLEART2HZ I RFOLEIAR
(preference reversal phenomenon) & I3
1, BELOMEL T ENTERL (eg
Lichtenstein & Slovic, 2006) , 327 %3,
GBHELDIEMND1IHDELT, KET LD
DPETFREVEZLL DEHEZEDTER,
LEFDORYGDHFAT B0 51E, EDkH
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TRETHREEMWA 9 &L FORRIZE L
ZTHb, PIzZIE, VT ENFF0EA T
WeHAIS, NPT EBATAD W E L L
9. FOEHIZ, 723tA, TDADINFFOD
B E1Z 7051255, bLEITHS
THiE, Ty TREFETY, TY, NFF
IRFELATTy &, ZDOANIFREELNX
Thb, LoL, EBIZIZZ D b %ol
L REENTET (Hsee, Zhang, &
Chen, 2004 for review),

Lichtenstein & Slovic (1971) 1%, f#=< -
E&EHE - NDX e TV E R K& S
B RKOX % 7N EEBRSINEICRRL 72,
ZoRES, IR (choice) FHi & & W28
BICIFHIEED S CRIRE NI LT, 78
% A& X925 L v REE (rating) Fie &
DGR BBEDTI AL D EnFftiz 2 5
nrzerz@iEle, $4bb, HOTIE#
IERWEICHLT, 2D ZTFTHT 720
1213 &) B il & ST 7l U AREE L
LV FIET LG ERLIZDTH b,
FEORRIZ, T AT ZDH Y TEEIC
Hax2» 32X v 7oA ThEL 5 2
& 2 T v % (Lichtenstein &
Slovic, 1973).

I L) HPRETHEIC L BB EHS
ZHWT AR HED 1 DIz, H B PEAR
(compatibility hypothesis) #'% % (Slovic,
Griffin, & Tversky, 1990) ., AR,
FHiix R DB CPE T & & B
HLBUEDEADT L) ELS b EFRT
%, Lichtenstein & Slovic (1971) & 25#ti5
L72BBIE HMERSIc L 5 LT ki
HHEND, X v 7 NDFMEE NET 53
A2, BHOKREEEHNTRIT S, £
NIz, ZDFEMEE HIMED B 5 FHilixt % T
HoEXrr7TNLDEE, Thbblklolzk
Y L BHEOBEN LV EADIIT 5N,
Z DORER, R - AR&EH - KOX v 7L
DFMEHENEL LD EHUTL2DTH 5,

&b\7

ZEW%IC, Lichtenstein & Slovic (1971) & 2%
Wi L2 BlRIE, FFETRmE 2B AIS,
A - MR&BH - KDOX v > 7N L) BEan
Tz O 5N Z EDRINTH B Z & W
L&, AIRERHI LRSI N TS
(Tversky, Slovic, & Kahneman, 1990).
ZD L) e HEEEOMBIIFETHRE & W»
O FE—FHOFHE # W2 5HA T RIS
N2, FEZBI %) AL, Mool
fEHWIREZAHAT 2, 208 s A
T b % FHliN RO JBYENEA DT L ) E
e b2 Ehs, RERHM (scale compati-
bility) BlH & L THES LT 3, Slovic
et al. (1990) 1%, 12 d&Atn ) 2+ 2 HoR
L, —HOBCIZZ N F NSt BEEDT
Yiiiifis % SO KR E S EHNTTFRIE, i
FOREZIZT > X > 7T TR,
FORER, GBRELHWISAIE, &4
TERENTAZEOTRAMHE D IEMEL L ) K
shwBirhz, —FH, X IORERZH
WA, FRRONEM O JBES L D K&
B ELG 2 ERE L, Thbb,
SHDFN TR EFOIERD, 7> %> 7D
S CIRMERL D TE A L ) BADU Sz
Thd, 7z, FEOBGIZ, YAEOYZER
WMEA*LPLDE TCTEREEHVWARES 1
~100 F TONEMLIC FED < REZ W CREE
LA TLRENT (Slovic ef al.. 1990),
&) B RER#EEDZEL, 56l H
BT OB, FouIC & B EHl & 0T
YHiiifis & v~ 5 [F—lfek B2 TlREx 20T
v, JeEFhE & FHiti S o Ml FAET
5 BRI e AL k0B e L7253,
ZAUTER A M (semantic compatibil-
ity) 34 £ 1F41 %, Chapman & Johnson
(1995) (ZEHECBI§ 2IHHE LG % 2 DD
S, Thbbh, WE LI X BEHiT
HESHIC L ML) EE L BT, FHEiE
W7z, FOFER, HE LRIk 2EHiiET
EFEICBIT 2B 0T, SFHIC & B EH
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HETEEHDF D FHEE N5 Z & %]
HL72. DFY, EORELHEHF L S &
5 72 BRI B L 72l AR T LA
DB L2 E, WHIEFERLZOT
»H5,

TERR LT & FA T 0 B 1 e

BEEDFHO—I3, KIOTFTEE L T—
MR H AN D L v ) & ThD (Snel-
ders, Lea, Webley, & Hussen, 1992), i
HKIZH 2 20N, dbLCidar
Ea—3 EOETFICEE L\, L2505 A
13 % D 2 RpE oML 2 L - 7ol €
Jy PIZITENYRORIRE e e Y 52 &
DITE B, HUT L7241 & B> DAF il %,
NEWHET 2D TH DB, FDleed, KLz
#%ice 5 T, BWWEHEBLT 2 M i H
ELAEWESZ 5,

RS IIREE OB RMMME 2 3 72, A
DIEFRHBRIITHIC L > THRET B, FOD
FEAR, BRI oD TR A A A
T 5, HarRUMRIMETSH > Th, FEE
ICEHHR7E LIRS v, BEEZ L5 T
LS TIE, FNATED L O L EIHO M
% EHT 200 IFERTH B, T2, Lo
i & AT AR S R TH 5, BIKEIC
A 7Vv—rareT 7V —yarhEL,
FORWIHEDIZAT L2 EnhY) ) b, &
el L, ZREL M % KBITRETH B —
HT, ZZICERMEENDT 2HELDTH
5,
AWEgeo HiIL, 58RO R M RIT
TR, FRC BB T H B fififiE Mgk
PEIFICRITTRE LR T 522 Th 5,
REDHALETHDTHIUR, BELUSNDE
JEFATLZ EIEEETH b, EBRIC
ZTHUE, 2Dk wBELADE ko n
REZFHLTYS, iz, k%)
> T 5 HGDfEA D B & BB TH 5.
ZOEAIZ) v TITIFEH & v REEMH
fHlifEDFAET %o Z O AT D BEBRME D 5

ICBWT, B EIFRISIIR T 5, A% T
13, BERECIIFEBREIZZDHAIE %5
T /DL OO M TRL Y, ZnrEE
PUEIC L 5.2 5 L TlT 5,

AT TIIEE 1 EBREFE2EBRE B -
2. HBI1ERTIY, BEMRELIIFEBREZ
AT, WTA (willingness to accept) &
WTP (willingness to pay) #*FBShN#ic
Mm% &w72, WTA &3, »2HEL%ETFRT
YAz Z OB & LTl AU BE 2o RefEG R
Eoffifin ks &%, —F, WTP i3, %
LHRGHMAT AT & L Cdh ) 2
EICHET 5 72O DIKRED i K E &
% BBk ¥ 5 (Kahneman, Knetsch, &
Thaler, 1990), FEEZhnaE A HE L 72l %
ZODOREDHTIE L 72, F72, 2 EER
TlE, RN B CHBEBRME 2 B L,
ZnH* WTA IS BT T8 % 54 L 72,

AWFFe TEEEREIC B 2 R R
B MGEET 57212 WTA & WTP 2 H
W72 BRI, ZOFHEDOSE R b5 T
HbH, WTA & WTP I3 [E—xFRIz 9 233
WEERLIERTHLIZLEL LT, WiH
=L Wz L HEINTE 7, Kah-
neman et al. (1990, 1991) ¥, ZHH%
BB TH 5 L ERL 72, 1513,
WTA IZHEMEBIC BT RIBETH Y,
WTP 3EASEIC BT 2 05 TH 5, EH
L7z, 7' A7 P EGRoOMEEEi:, #H
KIIERL ) VELOTHREL 5 LTl
T3, £z, WTAEIZF WTPfEL D
KEL B EHBAL 72,

WTA ZTHT € 2 Db ) ISHiE % Bk
THRIGTH DL, HERIF L) ELFHTS NS
eIz, FD5IENT S OEIEERE NS
(Kahneman et al., 1990, 1991), 7z, JGic
Tz ki, BEREOHAL & 7 5 15%IT
BEBREZ W 5, ANZBEBRMEICN L ChuE
W72 & 2% (Einhon & Hogarth, 1985;
Elsberg, 1961; Keren & Gerritsen, 1999).
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ZFDl2o, WTAICBITB#BEIIHT 2
O AREEREIC B BRI 2 Mk
B ORICIE, BURIGEEMEDEL 5 &2
LN 3, —7, WTP TIZHAEEIC BT 5
BOBTH Bizodic, HMEREIIFAET, %
DL ) BRI A EL v, 2O
R, UToE#H»sEsEns, H1iz, &
MR F WA, BRSO
I2& > TWTA AT S, F2ic, WTP
T, WEERE L OBRERMEE AL v
Zolz, BEENEEH W 8A L IR RE
WA TIIEND 7N,

AR (2006) TIF, {EERBEIICHNT 2 WTA
EWTP %, ZNETNERERE L FERER
JED Z O RE % v TEBSINE I 3Hi <
Wiz, ZORR, BWRELZHWCHEL
WTA fEI3FEEMERE 2 v CHIE L 72l &
Db kE»ro7z, —7, WTPHEDEEIZIT,
TEMERE RS R E s i, #WIiz RS
Nk otz, TNbI3, BRI & §Hlio s
Y5 & DFRIY 0B B 2 GEE L —
BT BHERTH 5,

L2 L, #7K (2006) Tl3EETH = Lic
MBS D -7z, FRERECIIHREREE T
IR E V) S —E 2 2 HALE LT,
WTA & WTP # & SE72, Zogh, &
MR X JERSREDOM TR AL B2 B 72
DICEBIK T 52 LIZTEL WV, ZD0,
EBRBIMEHFICZNFNORE 2 Z &%
fliZe ORI ICEEHRZ THLHH) LW F
e ZzHWRZ, L2L, BRREcBWT,
SR RERIZ LT LD FEMiTld e nwz & &R
3 5 L AT 5 (Leclerc, Schmitt, &
Dube, 1995; Okada & Hoch, 2004; Soman,
2001), L BEAHA, BURE L IFRIERE &
WO BT LRNEMONKEIT) DTHDh b,
ZOREDHM X 70 5 WAL R 5 2 &3k
TFHNeniEs 5, L L, BEICEEERE
DB EWGEET 5 720121%, 2 DHEOREED
WETH B,

39

FZT, B1ERTIE, BB R
wHALE L2 EREREZ w72, DF 1,
4T OBGBEEB % FIHTREZ N7 F v — 2 M
EL, ZOFEEZMELTH 5 ) v Fifi
ExHW, ZFORR, BERNEEIERER
EEGHE O H—DHEAD Y & THEEE I
Khe L e -72, T 2TlE, N7 Fx—ff
R B D Z N L ) L BEBREDYE W &R
ELTz, o7 s, ZSmBEBI R H%EIZ &4
TRBEND DY, Z oMM 2 B
FI-CH HEBICIRESI N5 TH D, &
PR ADBRE S N B 72612, 7 DB AL
{7k b, OF, SHICE-> TERHAIND A
TIEFE—Th B9, ZOHLADOERI R 5
2ODREOWKEBZ k72D TH b,

W, B 2EBRTIE, BRI ABMEDR
BRAEBENICHEEL 72, 8 1 EBRTHWN
7 F o — OAFE B DS b DB %2 R L,
Z DR LT, F 2, BERMEDEIELL
S, AMEDIERIBREEIC D T OERE D [
CB I o7, SR RMifE & ZHTRE T
hHbrv)Z e, KO HA R L
W EWIHEICL 8D D, 2D, &%
K (2006) H7R L 72AERIE, BESICHT A8k
SROMEIR LN C E &L 724ERTH 5 &
JHRESEREN TS, 22T, N7
F oo — DG AL, R iiE O BRIk
T & fififE D IERIR W 2 /ET 2 Z & i
$oTC, TNEFNDOWTAICE 2 58 %
SR L 72,

F1XR

AEBOHNIL, %LV R—DH4L %
R TR R & JR W R i\ % RGIES
L2 81257, 22T T Ak
EL ) EEREEOERE, I2OWTWTA
EWTP %2 2 OO REZHWTRHZEL T
5oz, JERMERE Y LT, 20mHR 2 N
WEEZe N7 F o — DM O SEE = E L 72,
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Z D37 F o — 3B T O AR HWRET
H 0, FIH RS2 2B o FEAE & ) R A
BZEEL v v ER L, ZORR,

BHRE L FBRIC BB KRE 2 2 W THRR
THRETH LD, DM AMED BRI
B L TR RE L 72,

HiE

EpezyE AR K F 0% 173 A
(B 128 A - 45 N, 4FHpid 18~23 %)
DEBICEINL 72, EBUIIGREHFRE T
P DFEBENICB W TE I h -7,

FhgE B 1EBRTIE, EBRBINEITE
o> b E2ZITWY, 2ZicFE LN TW
LRtk NFICHE - T, HOD— A THEERIC
ZINL 72, BERHGICIE, ERSBINEH»RET
23 ) A& LT THEALIE T 20550
BRAEIED L2 - 8aele, Yok
MEZRTOLEZTTE N, L) lBE
DWNEFEPILTWI2, WTA DO ChlIE
THEBRSMNEICIE, "L LTI asgogt
HZZITAND ET 5% 51E, ZOMiEE L
TIAKBR, EDORREEERL 2w & F 2 57,
FEAL T2 v E vy B RIRE N
72o —7Ji, WTP ONE0EBESINHIZIL,
"L LT IG5tz ELRTE5 LT 5
T, ZOlOOEAE L TRKE, &
RELH > TRWEEZ 50, BALTLE
By, - 72 ® /13 T3 i ik
MERICEINE T, &) B HRRS
nr,

B1EBRTIE, JEREREL LT, bk
BEHIH T & 328558377 F v — ORI HE % H
Wiz, ZORETHEIE L 2EBRSINEICIL,
TGN 2, & 7 v —70 ET Tk
Bz b Lz &8N TH AR 7
F oo —TT, MO EETICET D -
RBAICIIREIB b EDT, ZDF]
B EDRMFRBIR S EFEL T, &
WO BBOEREFIRIRN L 72, WTA DILEHC

Bl S L7z EBRSINE L, £ OZRFA
1A 0SB THET S L) IcHR
L72s —7, WTP DI HE X L2 FE
ZMEICIE, DL H T H DI EE
51, Ab)OSEENET S L5 I12H
w7z,

T/, T IR TREM S TOHEY
LOMEEREIEL T 3O MK Z HEL
72, ZONEEE 7> F LB OERZ T, [FW—
DEBRBINEITEIR L2, ZORE, —AD
FEESIMNEZEEEZ MBI % ) 2 L2k -
72,

B1%EBIE, 2 Gr¥ I WTAZ 7213
WTP) X 2 (R E: %W %723
Foe—) X 3 (HE:100m, 1km F720F3
km) DEBRFETB I -7, M ERE
DRI EBRSINER O ZEHTH ), I
BN IR L RS0 W R D72 - 72,
EBRSMNEIZT > T 2IZUTOAEEOHND 1
BcHE I N, Thbb, WTA/BEEEE
(n=43), WTP/%& ¥ & (n=45), WTA/
N F oo —E (n=46), WTP//N 7 F % —
B (n=39) Th5,

&R

Table 1 (Z&HHRL 72 WTA = WTP #
EERL Tw5, 26 DT FERRIC KR
ZIMHE WS L 2 EOHRIETH B, 1L
& DRI 3AG D IEBNEDPRAL T & 20 5 72,
Z DIz, FATHFIE & RIS M2 L 7214

Table 1 FE1FXRICEITZ2REET TOWTAL

WTP (D rhsfE

Distance
Scale Measure 100m 1km 3km
WTA 30000 30000 12000
Money WTP 4000 2500 2000
WTA/WTP 7.5 12.0 6.0
WTA 20000 11000 8500
Voucher WTP 5000 3000 1200

WTA/WTP 4.0 3.7 7.1
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DR LT, IR oM % B 2% -
72 (e.g. Irwin, 1994), ST OFHEE,
FHOREIZEWTWTA Oz WTP il
D VHEICKREL -2 (BBRETIE, F
(1,86) =43.9, p<.001; N7 F%»—RET
3 F (1,83)=16.3, p<.001), %72, Bip
EEDTRPELMGTOREICB N THER -
(KRR E TR, F O(2,172) =14.2,
p<.001; "7 F»—RETIZF (2,166) =
15.2, p<.001), L2 L, XAMEHITAEE
T oz (BRERETIZ, F
(2,172) =59 ; "7 Fx—R E TIZ F
(2,166) =1.2),

Figure 1 & Flgure 2 (3XHZHL 1240
WTA EWTP iz RLTWwWb, ZNZFN
XL CaEatTEB I ko2 2 A
WTAW@%H,KEtE%WEﬁiHﬁ&
FRhRERLL (REZHETIRF (1,87) =
6.42, p<.05, BEEEZ B TIZ F (2,174) =
28.6, p<.001), L2 L, HEXLLHMEM
BRLNE» -7 (F (2,174)=1.1), —7,
WTP En¥sh, WA FMRIIAET
hHhotzh (F (2,164)=7.14, p<.01), N
E%ﬁmiﬁ%uﬁ%?u&#w:w

5.0
:jTT—‘\\\\f
= 40 F SOl o
2D
S
2 30
&
9]
g
i 20 —@— money
= - O - -voucher
2 10 }
0.0 1 1
100m 1km 3km
Distance
Figure 1

BIERICBWT, SREZHTHE S AL
WTA i % WH 2R L 723,

— 34—

4.0
= bl —
= 30 F
2
3
g 20 f
g
= 10} > - vt
- -y
B L
0.0 L L
100m 1km 3km
Distance
Figure 2

B1IERICBYT EREZHWCTHEINE
WTP i % W82t L 72l o0,

(1,82)=.01). %72, WHAFALEE T %L
otz (F(2,164)=.1),

zE

AREBRTIE, BUMRE L 7T+ —RED
# 2 WTA & WTP %5 L CHGEL 72,
ZORER, LT3 ML T 72, 5
112, WTA o#f, BESREX H v TERY
L2tz N F»—REZH 2L D LK
oz, 212, WTP 04, HIER
JEE N F o= REDRL 5 REIC L 2iEN
3% o7z, #5312, WTA & WTP ofiliE
IREREZ I TEW L 2BHEDH RS
o2,

AR (2006) TIE, JEERBERE L L ChHE
wREETIEPEREEZ bW, 2
DREIZEERE L ZZDORNIEL D, %
DIz, BWIERE L IFRERED kD 72
D2, TNFNOEE %2 EBIICEilfi72 & &
L3RRI ICERSNEICERLL TL 5
JEv) PREEZERLE, LL, Z0%E
PaTFfe ST IZBER AR S LTz, 22T,
AGEERIEE U AL SR E LT 2 BIER
JEXIRRMENTE, Thbb N7 F o —RNEE
HWTRIE2 B -7, ZDFREE, #K
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(2006) & [EBEDFERATRE N7z,

AREBOFRERE, TR & Ml ST &
DERINHARMEIZ B 200 % SR L 72k
Thd, L, TLEBEMPEIN TS,
EHEIIEH IS S D E SRR TH B
721z, BEERERLL 720 & v ) BRWRCR S
HFIET 5 (eg Lea & Webly, 2006), 5\ it
2R, ZRELE R % KBITHECH 5 72
DIz, ffiEEic < <, B ififiEic il
WOHFAEL L WETRZ b, D2, KBER
ErHw/l WTAEO K& X (3, HEHRAVAE
PMED B TIL e <, HICEESICHT 2500
WORDJETH R L BTETE L\, %
2T, B2 FEBRTIE, B B
DEHRYE & AMifE IR 2 DD ZEN % fil
SMTEAEL, ZORBEERGEL 72,

%2 RBR

AFEEROD HIlZ, HEAE OB & il
DIEHIEM:ZBIEL, Z b WTAHIZ S
2 BWBEGNT B L0572, B3
LRk ® ) LT B EDHRETH B, £
DIz, KB E X [ RMME A B T
»H5H—JiT, MEDHMIREIZ W, 2D
DRI D L~ N25EnE 21, KT/
EWNT, LN ELDFEREIEHTEAS S,
Z 2T, EHifE oWk & il oD FEHH] B
RRSLICEEL, ZomBEairL iz,

AR CIIIFREENEEZ T 2 W2, HR
B EASRMAR ISR 2 13, WTAHEOE W (3]
MR & JERIERE DM ZITITR £ 5 7,
FMUEEERETH->TY, FOHAEL S
T/ O FAfifEOBEEREIC & > T L 822
T3 ETFHMEINSG, 22T, AERTIE, B
1 EBRDOH 7225837 F v — DR G %
BAET 22 81k 5T, M HMEOBE
L A | oy

HiE

Eppd MR R 0 F A 40 £
(Y135 % - M5 %4, AFEbIE 18~25 /%)
LB ILBAERIE TRRALGEY: ) O#ERN
Bk, B, FERFICMOERD B
7o 12 B8 LEEO BRSNS E R L 72 Bk
I AREER T2 5 72,

FhE AREBROTHREIE1EETE
ol Fe—RELZLHWwEWTA
fED I & WS - 7205, LTS TRL 5
Twiz, fERRE DB D2 % i $ %
oIz, N7 F o —OFHIZBE L CEE St
LB RE L 2, BESRMETIR, T4
LB DIEE LB D - 72 AT I3
BB hbdNT, FOFMERZL &I
B E LT, EWV ) FoRERRL 72,
— 5, ZEENGMETIR TAGEEERY o 1 A E)
H - 72AITIE, FOEFHIZ)IG L TR
e 2 IRHEC 2B BB b L £ 9., &)
Bork IR L7z,

F 72, MMEOIERIBREDFEE 2 HfEd 5 72
Hiz, EEGMETTNESERE L2, 2H
ST, T2y F > —i3 HARLETH
FAWHETT o, W) FUREZIIRL 72, —,
HNELETIE T2 03 F v —25FI W RE 7
DI, FBHEHZT TT, v ) BoRz it
IRLT2. D, TNTOEBRSMEIL 4
DOEMN, Thbb, N BEESME TH
W gt B WS, 4E Am)
FEEREBR L7z, B, ZN56 2T 5)E
E S A VN Rl B A

TER

o1 FEER E MRk, SEBRZINE HFERRC I
B 7 WTAHZ WL Tothe B8 2
7 572, Figure 31213, ZOXELE#HRL 72
EDFEEMEZ AL ThH b, TN EBZ
7o FAER, MBS & IR S o
I ELICHBT -7 (F (1,39 =7.4,
p<.01;F (1,39)=16.4, p<.001), F



B
/ = il -

45

JI”

Loca/fixed local variable nationwide/fixed nationwide/variable

-

WTA response (logl0)

condition
Figure 3
B2EBICBNT, KT THZE S L2 WTA fi
= B L 72l T,

72, KEEMIIBERETIE X otz (F
(1,39) =.01).

EE
KREBRDOFERD 5, A FE D BERE & i
fEDJERIBREIX & 312 WTAE 2 Bk S
L2 ETRENTz, ZD 2 ODFFMEIFEREER
FEDFME Y 2 2EN L OWE TH D, ZD
ZEDLLRBREREZ L L VWREADO WTA
fEDKRE S IFHIZEBIZHT 2RO K E L
T TIE e <, RE &R SL35 0 Erkiy A
MDD I 5722 L R EN D,
ARFFEDH 1 EERRCH 2 EBR TIZHEREOIL
BB 2 b e o 72, Z D, W
KEFTHRHDD - 72, b LEBROHG] % Hi
fe& LAy, @R ZEKIIImz 515
TAHD. TR b, WAL T U,
ZOWKRDEGUIWEC e 55 TH D, L
L, BRIASEDOHEIIEEOIS] T
HhoTHIELFEIT B EHEZ LN 5,

eRNEE

KR TB I -722 DDEELI LD
ZEPHLDIC 5T, LIS, SV

MEnii=d PON NEST B R
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