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Development of a New Model for Environmental Valuation
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10 percentile 50 percentile 90 percentile

Linear projection model

Bid design 1 26.7 325 35.2

Bid design 2 259 30.9 40.4
Logit model

Bid design 1 21.7 324 312

Bid design 2 28.8 336 4
Kemel regression model

Bid design | 25.9 30.9 36.0

Bid design 2 4 355 440

7 1) Bid Design1l :
/74, Bid Design2 :
Baxiil

¥ 2) Watanabe and Asano (2009) Tabel.2
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Continuous uniferm distribution over [1, 50]

Bid design 1
Bid design 2
Bid design 3
Bid design 4
Bid design 3

Continuous uniform distribution over [1, 100]
Continuous uniferm distribution over [1, 150]
Continuous uniform distribution over [1, 200]

Continuous uniform distribution over [1, 250]

£ 1) Watanabe and Asano (2009) Tabel.3
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10 percentile 50 percentile 90 percentile

Linear projection model

Bid design | 22.7 245 26.3
Bid design 2 26.3 29.3 33.0
Bid design 3 27.0 315 36.0
Bid design 4 26.7 320 373
Bid design 5 26.6 32.5 39.2
Logit model
Bid design | 22.9 44 26.0
Bid design 2 26.9 29.6 32.3
Bid design 3 27.7 312 349
Bid design 4 27.9 32.1 36.3
Bid design 5 21.7 324 37.3
Kemel regression model
Bid design | 22.8 244 26.0
Bid design 2 26.3 29.1 32.1
Bid design 3 26.8 30.5 44
Bid design 4 26.9 3.2 35.5
Bid design 5 25.9 309 36.0

1) Watanabe and Asano (2009) Tabel.4
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Bid design |  Discrete uniform distribution with 5 equal divisions

over [1, 250].

Discrete uniform distribution with 10 equal divisions
over [1, 250].

Discrete uniform distribution with 15 equal divisions
over [1, 250].

Discrete uniform distribution with 20 equal divisions
over [1, 250].

Discrete uniform distribution with 25 equal divisions
over [1, 250].

Bid design 2
Bid design 3
Bid design 4

Bid design 3

£ 1) Watanabe and Asano (2009) Tabel.5
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10 percentile 50 percentile 90 percentile

Linear projection model

Bid design 1 46.7 542 61.7
Bid design 2 32.5 39.2 458
Bid design 3 283 350 417
Bid design 4 26.7 333 392
Bid design 5 258 317 383
Logit model
Bid design | 26.3 319 319
Bid design 2 27.5 327 382
Bid design 3 27.6 324 315
Bid design 4 277 32.5 372
Bid design 5 27.8 324 315
Kemel regression model
Bid design 1 385 427 47.1
Bid design 2 20.4 345 39.8
Bid design 3 27.3 323 3T
Bid design 4 26.5 3L5 36.5
Bid design 5 25.9 309 36.0
Kristrim model
Bid design 1 388 42.8 472
Bid design 2 29.9 345 9.7
Bid design 3 284 332 382
Bid design 4 28.0 328 378
Bid design 5 219 326 319

£ 1) Watanabe and Asano (2009) Tabel.6
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