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[ Abstract])

Forest with multiple benefits for human, and public benefits of forest are very
important in forest management. However, many public benefits of forest cannot be
estimated by the rule of demand and supply, therefore, most researches used the
non-market valuing method monetizing it. The purpose of this study was to evaluate
public benefits of forest by contingent valuation method and travel cost method. Study
area is located in Hsinhua Experimental Forest, a protect forest for water conservation
and a tourism spot. Data were collected by questionnaire and totally 634 valid
questionnaires were obtained (inculding the front side with entrance fee 319; the back
side without entrance fee 315) . Using the linear regression model, I established the
demand function for the study area, and compared the value between the front and back
side in Hsin-hue Forest Station. The results showed that the WTP of front side is higher
than backside. The recreation benefit in back side is 711.95 NT per year per one, and
583.69 NT per year per one in front side. The results will provide quantitative values for

public benefits in forest management.

[Key words] Public benefits of forest, Contingent valuation method, Travel cost

method, Hsinhua Experimental Forest
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Table 2-1 The definition of forest resources value.
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Table2-2 The non-market values estimate methods.
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=
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7T o

16



%23 iEEEni hp RT R
Table 2-3 CVM applied in nature resource
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1% B e
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ABIRIFY B 27 L2 & 267095 ~ %
79399 ~  FEFTH E L 2,084.79 &~ 5 FT
563243 ~ % i fe PRIEH B 5 3,426.73 ~ o
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Con. Table 2-3 CVM applied in nature resource

it gy
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» 3R e
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¥ 3 7 e WTP -
‘Holgén (2000) L7 I 577 45 S0 L 4 5 fAhendS @ ey B
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3BEHEINTT R EREERPRRED PELHIREEY

‘p |
A EOEB
=1 m@
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REEFBR TR RIS PR A S FFRRFE I LR ZSER DT R
T ARRIESR T A b e JRHII SR FARE 0 TR RS S AAEF F 5 A B
HFOEE IR - BRETLHETREXAT R EREBE RS BG4
HXETRAF P A R - I P RS AL R AR 0 AREIFALE L 27
FEFEEERTREFRS - TR PRI LA S5 m ¥ T
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TEBRAEEBELER2RF > BELHISRFTOF LE (M #k p ik
T ) RREIGEFI LGP ERLE RS LA T (BT 0 1990) -

g A2 FAM G (1) &7 -
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vi(p) _
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TCS::ﬁiLZf(TC)dTC ................................................................................... (5)
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REFHRI2ZEMABEFE - TCk & AF P HF2 k2 =Fx 4 o
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HHFA AL ARSI IR T e IR RIT DR P RS R MR o

A p BB Ao r R FER TS P €3 AR S A H RS PER X SR A (7]
BEEE R FOBE ) (2) B Bt » 1 TR R EEFE 0 e E
LRFDLEZ AP R FROWERRG IG) BG40

e LR A fiﬁ'ﬁ_‘ﬁ'] ¢ A0 a8 — 1+ (homoskedasticity ) ¥ i )’J%W F
(Hsiao,1987) -

oo PR AR iR A RCA

b ER RGN G 3 S B g A % A #702 Brown and Nawas (1973) %
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MaAX U = (X,F)  coteteieeeeeteeteee ettt ettt ettt ae st esaeae et e e eseese et enseneens (6)
ST T X XA P Y XY =L nnnnas (7)
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CS = [X(TC,PY,NATC oo (9)
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(9) 547 TCl 5 F %25 &> TC2 5 i# %ﬁ%ﬁb’%)ﬁﬁi IR HFATE R

PR ARG - g ek - B R LBR P FIETA TS DR
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WSR A REEY RIS RFTERFNST o B 14 (10) ~ (1D)
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(12) ~(14) -

VAR @ T © O (12)
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QL (15)

(15) 5% 5 % i P Aeer R Bl % 1 H B USSR 4 TR 2 anB@ocy
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EY
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FAZ AR T]E AT A F oo Wilman 33 3 B #-3 ii}ﬁiﬁ?ﬁlp IR R PepE Y
AR S S

(=) HE2smp 2 503
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2R - FREF o G- B T A PSR R RITE H R
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StiEzoakBE e H AT A (16) V977 o
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vg@%iéﬁijé%%ﬁAiéﬁﬁéﬁ%(ﬁﬁéﬁaﬁ4éﬁyDﬁ
A IR RDT JBRERIFEESE A A A JSRTF mif'i‘f’}a‘ﬁgt T A& FTRABRETR
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(Z) 9% SBE IR R PH A2 58

Flodt L - LmEHRE > RS A3 > AR\ S Hp Ak
oM BN e 3T M Sy S Sl s ¥ ECT) S #Kk 2 Box-Cox 3%
P TR FEEREIGF OB c REHSY BN FRIBRA
ERABRFTRY EOF o F R T LRI A T4k o

2 TCM 2 chif i ¢ 340

1 PHRA G TRIE e RE B AR BT D
MG A RO TR LR B E Y Q2R TR 0T G (FF £452004)

BIf &% TCM 2 18 RS % ae® s @ b+ 40 - i L~ ¥ % (2002)
% TCM P 2 LA HS 2 R RITE e R 76 B SHh%asd 28
b s g R0 0 M R F RS 106,891 Ao MR FE (2002) @ *
TCM i 1@ g L e 4~ Bl L 305 A 5 2 B EAOCE 9 5 409 & o ] ~ k2
% (2005) 1A iR RanBot B FRLIYERRLE 0 B R P IL U X $lcok
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Bl o BEFE (2000) =B w ¥ dod R T o W R- SOk AR 1
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Table 2-4 TCM applied in nature resource
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£ w7 (1998)

MR 3 %(2002)

LE7 28 B L2 LR RO Bl S50 s %6 o
2_1&_’35,_}!\8-‘ ‘i|1f%ﬂ9‘_l_,@]'?\é lf]li- 44-&10563 mﬁ’*‘% th
57476 A X 4R GA213 A 0 B 3 L RS B 613

A HEHBEE R LB E TR o
2-«'1 ‘i’ 2 feendutt S iR A e
3EGBA A FEIULY CRUABFE R
4%ﬁﬂéidpﬂi%3444&87i:%ﬁ*%ﬁﬂﬁ%

lLe 3795 4 f"#’” T H IR ACE o

2.5 % £ kg f 4 #04] (trucated Poisson regression model )

3% — Apik T A R HEA] AT e ;% —gié#; & A& Z 3209 ~
4ol S Aant B e F P ESRIE AR o

1LIR2 LB F 23 E o

247 ML [ 5 5R F L

3B E AU BYEEE AL SRR
4B EE Eﬂ‘/ﬂ . Fm’f |45 & 4 1,068.91 s 3k FiFE A
= 233,180 % » B PSFITF K 5 249,248 H < o

145 L de 4 Bl 2578 gl g o
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3_’5xf’rg\~ﬂ\;b|¢q’* ’!F‘ﬁFT k-ﬁ- j\ﬁ&-)‘ ﬂ’.r‘!’h@xﬁ' F] % Fe‘l Tﬁ?éﬁ??’ o
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Con. Table 2-4 TCM applied in nature resource.
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(2008)
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W ¢ RBEERIE LA (tourist satisfaction ) :&Em FFA KR F 5 (L2 FE
2004 % 2%~ 2@ % »2000; Lee, 2007 ; Lee, 2009 ; Park and Yoon, 2009 ) - ¥ 7
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Fig.3-1 The location plot in Hsin-hue Forest Station.

B 3-2 A7 Ik kA F Bl (AR E > 2005)
Fig.3-2 The watershed of Hsin-hue Forest Station.
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Fig.3-3 The map of Hsin-hue Forest Station front-side.
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Table 3-1 The difference between the front-side and back-side of Hsin-hue Forest

Station.
I8P oL (&
o i % 1~ % 24k5L > 6 f# 5 90ha ¥ 3~% 10 k751 > ;}r“ 3
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F AR (AT R R Bl sk 0 2009)
Table 3-2 The entrance fee levels of Hsin-hue Forest
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(1) 7 3% (information bias ) ; (2) K v& £ ik 3% (strategic
bias); (3) Bk # 3% (hypothetical bias); (4) # & B # 3% (interviewer bias); (5)
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(F1% % >2003; gepr s ~ S 7k > 2004 5 % £.5 5 1997) H ¢ FpHE -~ K
HBE-BLABEE T LFORF LRI E DR nfEER B L a‘;w% MR R
A1k %T#%%'r} Al FIEEFEUFELHTEFER ARG THE R
2k E R ALZ A - bk l%&%ﬁ-{%dﬂwcﬂﬁgilz4ﬁ4ﬁ£$ﬁﬂ
T%i%[%]%‘i’% FAE>ED A IIEE ARG BT L
WA EBAYPRRERRLT FILEMARE & AT S
W25 A HnE &R o PR G 4 ok e

\‘-r‘

\rmL

B A A G D e
v g

u/‘

o

AT EEITREOBEKACT L

Hi - SEZARAEFF 2R ¢ B8 BRI A
His:

I

exl

¢ﬁ¢¢¢m@¢$t¢

Hig: s L&Ee Leapgsi g eg 148 o
2
F

pR R rmléq*l%fé‘

m“

His -
SR (T ARG

B ARY RIE S A Z B A ] RBRS S RS K
(trips ) ~ *2 25 % # (user-days) = A ¥%7E % iP5 B (user-hours) e 58 o 4 iF
P BB HEE (1) FIREDEH AT RS R E D 530 SR e
Tl PE T B R AT AR - B AT HRF RS s T8 (2)
5P RS E A FEREL R I AT RS Bl LA 00 AR R R
B9t S LEBRNBRT AR TR VARSI AgntE P Y §

I
el 1(3) RA R A

AN
hpas)

BB AR FTEMERY T HL
B‘Ké'}\:’ “3’:75”5\' r] % "’H‘}%‘n;

B RMTANOHEART R > EBE G4 A
PmE LT A R B R R AR BE AT o L ARSA AT AR
BAOLEIFEIPRPH (4) mFE@mFH EnY & - 4a 3 0 81T

S E Sk A F R o F AR ITE o B SEF LB ART

33



MR T 13 (F 5780 1996)5 md % AAT ] FaTr 5 L HWE STk
2 gg?&{f 7 fe > ¢ Annaetal. (2008) pREEF L2 iE R
EEOPR DB AL I - FAFTIE X AL A A At

FHRARFPEER S E X A E A F o
ARG IEH* 3R (78 KA jEDER AT

Hy: é"%’.ﬁi’_‘i’gb B2 g;??f%ﬂ‘»?ﬁ:(ﬁ:( °
Hy, @ %2852 MAXR® > 5250 HoAk > o
Hy;: Tl B S ng’ﬁé’»ﬁ?";;’ﬁ LB

CEREABEEEP D

GERBPEBR D OFTRPL T EA R B Pal P2 BV SA

FAR R FEREPE P DAL > BERT P RS IEFEARL 7
Foein® $EA0 0 FlA HEARA Soo ol Y R eS8 0 Friedman 5 5] 2 % B d
AAFERS Nt s T b MR RAK B T AR AT A kB R

= < & (ordinal scale) » #f 14 % r1 T Sofcqp vt o
AT P RREEAWE DR P TR K AT

Hs, : 258 &5 <R/ L R o
Hiy, 358 P chj A hL R oo
Has P AT ISR SREPE SR D v s LhL R o

ERE -9 2y

AFETENREED D N > R EERITGEE RS A AE > KPP BT
i ¢ OGEEIEG R  REOTER T H 2 F ot > SETERET R #
PEEE S Y BERE LA JHWREVSRP Y FE A2 I AP OR R 0 D
RRIFE AR TR e ST ARE, 2 THERE PRARY PR
GOSN RFE I E R A2 FPLBE BRI (T g

—\

= o B

N

“m\ “

5

34



By 28R 25 T2¥FL - TRLTHE N T2RA 8 T2Y 2R
LS % THRALLERHEOS TN EFERE T BLATRY TEA

© B (ordinal scale) | # 3 "% £ < B (interval scale) | Pz ik o

_ \FFB%}—‘IL—‘J-

SHRG R AR EEPE AL o AR EB LT R (F AT
_}IJ mA—Ig‘f’ ) ]% 6""‘5—%‘;;% ﬁﬁ frfL‘ ’H‘i’;‘m%*\ ‘*' ’ ll‘f Léfﬁ_ll—k 1= I‘Ip(z‘ t"'r’%ﬁ"
Bk Hre HRBARRE- KA 45304 1(1) safiE;(2) d§E;(3)

Té’*ff%iﬁiﬂ)éj‘?ﬁ“ﬂ”hﬂv B 0 IR K LR TR o
(=) BajiE

wRpERAN B TR - B ARG
TOHEAT R S H T Ry ﬁ%iﬁm$wuﬁﬁﬂ Ti RS R
okt 4307 A i R 5 S F »E L i+ R e 7 WTP 534 i » Hamid et
al. (2006 ) ; Lehtonen et al. (2003 ) ; White and Lovett (1999) % if £#& (2004)
T L CVM 77 2 5 22 3 b % feifeing il B 3 RS F feif2bie * i)
BenlAr: §oREp ER o B A FERAT RS A B £ & o

(=) B

v

Bl EE R AT RS R g AR LT RS IL
M XIS DERT R ORI AGEE S D BT o0 EU 4 355
PE R OB eDR IR N kit 0 2 | F 2 2 7 WTP ¢h95 i - Hamid et al.(2006 )
F R4 (1990) 5 F1% % ~ iy L (2003) 142 47 £ 48 (2004) % ¥ $3¢ Fthiend
B e CVM en= 3 4 o

o

(Z) #*Hig

AP ES 7R R ZERG B AR REDT I TR
RN s R SURE T N A U B B i SRR AN L A L
KR A 2 o FERE E A S0 BT R 0 1B FAVHATI Hhen Tk

35



Bk & A rrn% B AR ER rrn% B oo gL IR in f AR 2 AT ﬁ*;@";?iﬁq*'%‘
iR PR BRI A > X KR 2 AR 0 S RO T HONRT I R B AT
sz RiRad ~ 2 FT ~FHRABAFAAE -RTFL CARET R K
AR F CRE R FER R B P LR ke

)
UBRR R AT RS R Y R

(2) BaFH

[
H

BN ERGEEAATHAOREE DAL VREXPFLTELALR
Flh 3 FIEFL B A TN AR (0% 258 0 1997)c A& TR 71
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Table 3-3 The statistics of tourists in Hsin-hua Forest Station in 2008.

12 # 34 7 5.6 4 7-8 1 9-10 * 11-12 * B3t

2008 50,750 25,300 13,121 9,792 11,277 6,914 117,154

F R R L 0% T EIRELE L 5% 1% (17) 8355 7 F F 4 % 384
A A RN 4 43‘;%@0 HeY n Pﬁ;ﬂ\;@;,n _‘\\__r;.a_;.gé‘ryb ) (()5),2 I?Jfﬂ.gﬁ.? Jil;/v\ﬁo
B (1.96)D 2+ xFE L (0.05) -
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R R R EE AN UERS AR X WTP R L R
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Table 3-4 The survey dates and valid questionnaires.

= ¥ BALpER w TR % i LRSS F ARk L
P 2008.1.16~2008.1.20 130 103 7923%
1 2008.5.23 51 50 98.04%

2 2008.8.22~2008.8.24 202 190 94.05%

3 2008.9.6~2008.9.7 55 52 94.459%

4 2009.2.9~2009.2.15 364 343 94.23%

R U 672 634 94.359%

7 223 ';L“ Kg\'TtI'L'J

AVEY RARAEZFIF YUY E AR B HRANDAFEZHEY 2 2
BEHS P 0 B 2 P (purposive sampling) A T BRAGE (TR SR F] A Y
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Table 4-1 The reliability analysis of pilot study in Hsin-hue Forest Station .

%“J"f %R IR

S P 54
Re 18 1
B /- AR T L S

Cronbach’a

(i i)

1 %*M %ﬁ% }iIH It 0.6515 0.7055 v
ForFTEE-
BB FARPE o TR BARATI IR
2 &r.yﬁ ﬁTm:,_;p SHE R RE

30 EHRATH kgmrd B < RETE g 0.5932 0.7349 v
@»%@Lﬁﬁw~’é*‘ﬁ%%ﬁrf ) PR

CE R AR R

0.6738 0.6975 v

0.5072 0.8008 v

Cronbach’a=0.7854

[FafE]

1 B35 ks g B g 0.6914 0.5357 %
EAkr iz KA L4 TR A4 2 0

D 0.6632 0.5667 v

Fetkenty B3 H LA HEE & aRns o jn koK
3 BRI FERRERESH NS RE 06187 0.6284 X
T S SN e
¥ = T 0.7291 0.4390 v

Cronbach’a=0.7382
[ e 3 i i7 )

| TR R AR RE € 2R 0.8796 0.4926 v
EREEHAR T p ATHT SR

2 rﬁj' it S 0.7145 0.7896 v
R & kTR 2R s

3 LSRRI R E . 0.7618 0.7003 v
it & * g
F AT A B TR H BT

g TN AR S 0.7531 0.6977 v
('l'l\—":i]%j"ﬁ N ],‘f’) 7 Y Eie A B #

Cronbach’a=0.8219

31 ZR R 58 Cronbach’a=0.8960
2,’ V’,:‘é~ ]’/5"_37 ”9 ”" fF‘; ié-
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B E IR 0 E R %R T4~ FricdR3p > A TR r X R L
B Fplc e & ahe {5 BERER ¥ ¢0 Cronbach’a #-7%_0.7854 a‘s‘{ﬂi 0.8008 >
el PRI R A TR BE LA OERRFA U ET A
] M"ﬁ o ¥ ehR-RIIE 1 BRA IR 2 mzvziygumgg; PO L B R o AT
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B s Tk hgtkE d Brg B > HA2 ERG BT TSR &
F o3t o 3 i Eehe B R E > Cronbach’a & 0.7382; Rl i & chw A I8 >

Cronbach’a % 0.8219 ¢ 4 0.7 M1+ E ¥ &L e 2700 % pr I e

FERE A1 0k 1 Cronbach’a 3 0.8960 - ¥ 78 B &2 38 & 4p 12 3% & 0.5 14
b B BERIEE G P - REOE R o AD SR B LA T A
R ATit X B R L 0 B-F B R IR Fl'séc N L a1t HHE %F’H‘W/";§ EIE
PR R L B E AL L] D 38 AL WAMELEAR 5 ARt
o) MR BE ISR EOREREE G RIE 42
LT o
042 3 HRF T ARER RS

Table 4-2 The reliability analysis of formal questionnaires in Hsin-hue Forest Station .

v L 250
1] P Al B peE %k 3% B
g Ry éﬁ Plve % B R éﬂ 1%+
e Moo Ap =z B 4p 75
% Cronbach’a % Cronbach’a
[FafE]
571 AR ety A Ee &
0.236 0.104 0.094 0.218

‘a;

o

I T iz g kA
2 ) 0.190 0.089 0.309 -0.05
o4 FERAS T AE

H B RF @ 5] 5 0 % B

3 0.002 0.484 -0.012 0.519
@’%ﬂﬁiﬁdﬁﬁmo
TSI SR AR M T

4 E SRS [ "f B s 0.150 0.121 0.184 0.093

Tw oL ERYE LR G

Cronbach’a=0.372 Cronbach’a=0.349

42



442, 3T R N

EERAT

Con. Table 4-2 The reliability analysis of formal questionnaires in Hsin-hue Forest

Station .

L

b E'\_ _:57 | A ] | R4 "I/; ]
%\ %EE]P\Z“‘ I%TER %‘Jfr—' FFIE IEE'*’ ‘}"J/TF i3
5 KR ih A2 o
% Cronbach’a % Cronbach’a
(N RS |
R R RIS AE R Pt
7 N 0.364 0.681 0.334 0.848
R
BREEHHREET P AT R
8 . 0.704 0.654 0.663 0.644
Fehed & o
ERE € ek a1k &N
9 . 0.697 0.672 0.701 0.625
Penfs e B R DI TR
FAGEHRS AR TR H
10 Ghis & (b5 AT 4 g4 ) & 0.686 0.672 0.609 0.664

s =
¥ R ESARH

Cronbach’a=0.813

Cronbach’a=0.783

(™ ]
371 B A R K e

13
4 AR R 3 e
AT HRER 0 o TR
4 HE R @iy Lk

£ o

0.410 0.796

0.279 0.803

15 A7 HSngtRG SRR B i iy G g

15-1 KR
15-2 £ N

15-3 HHLiBAS LA
15-4 KTFAG
155 Ry
15-6 PRI
15-7 I
15-8 SESE NP
15-9 g

0.643 0.781
0.646 0.783
0.543 0.784
0.574 0.785
0.529 0.784
0.695 0.778
0.605 0.782
0.643 0.783
0.645 0.892

0.421 0.771
0.125 0.797
0.619 0.754
0.596 0.758
0.498 0.761
0.609 0.756
0.411 0.767
0.692 0.749
0.574 0.760
0.612 0.853
0.587 0.765
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Con. Table 4-2 The reliability analysis of formal questionnaires in Hsin-hue Forest

Station .
L 7
2E i (84 2% po ta 14 25 o
g Ry xﬁ@ g ORPUFHERAE SRR & RIEER
5L B Ap ¢ B 4P 7 th
% Cronbach’a % Cronbach’a

CEE D

o ERRE LRI AARE T e R R R T
W G g i

16-1 R 6 F 5 R 0.596 0.786 0.411 0.764

16-2 PRk iR 0.622 0.782 0.674 0.754

163 4 kG AELEES 0.633 0.781 0.688 0.756

16-4 LTS APE T T 0.463 0.794 0.419 0.770

Cronbach’a=0.892 Cronbach’a=0.870

Al VR L Ry o EERE R 3E h Cronbach’a & 0.861 - TE,T&%T?K RE o F R
e 4 BRI w L (S L g Cronbach’a B3 A iE 0.7 &om 2t 4 BRI L p
W KM B P HCEEF LR B AF R R » B2 S L
BALR 7 % 23 F L0 T 3AT AR b 3 B 6 % SR S e 82
FRE QB OARENLE  &FEG A - ROFAF I A B RE R
o N RGT T2 Y i g KA R 0 S G R A4 TA L
S AR ARM R ht s et v “‘ffﬁf‘mx BaTe L Epr s
o IR RPEIRG HHRBEH A RE L7 rd 4 5 B F 2 A~ o Goranand
Runar (2008) #A A A & F 15 & R HHR®EF T E L B 5 7 g » i g
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S AR P EZ R T oA AATIVRBEE L e e

BpE R ey o % Li27 {2 Loeh Cronbach’o ¥ i 3] 0.7 121 > 35 P 2 A
ARRE A LB L A R A 0.3 00 PR o vE TR R bR AR D
EEARRY R PR RE THEERE, PRI ET > T RER
Broh EY R s AR I R R o B E
dv x JLRPIE f8 o w Ligh Cronbach’a @ 0.89 3 & 5 091 6 id 0.87 % 8 5 0.89 -
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M0 0.3 0 BT T R AER 2 P B oo d STATIC 4R LR p 2007 #
AeZ ML o F S AR MK ERGT R LB (1988) &)i”q' A5
FAECSEEERGREE A EF AL YA AL ERESR
TRk 23— LRFF L v 4
A (1996) 7 3 éi?fﬁﬁsfﬁrf%?"“ﬁ

J = x
P A Sk o BRA R SPEL Y > BETLERY R LB AR DR
Wi AL B REATR TR 5 R Plensd B o

BT @ pE s Rk L p B - REPOF AR E 4 BRAE S 1P f R
E;“J‘%Féﬁ Timis b p - REFE 08 M 5 R*FiE "‘,f"if»zfimh
14542 7 B Tom L @is Limp - REFF00INMT BITRFEF AHEER -

Fo® STEERPAR

- ~¥BE éﬂ\ VEFAR it
At T LS LT A A TR ek 43 91T o
("‘ ) ";_l"\.lv

Wl E vz 319 ek L o fEE[IRG > § 1 (53.3%) B34 (46.7%) ¢
B3R Sa Rt ibE S B (858% ) His Bin st ¢ 7 E& (5%) B
(1.6%) % 5% (3.1%) 4304 FehtS RS o 252 chE ST I5 44 K > 11 51~60
FenE SR A S (24.1%) 0 41 fhouF ends £ iR 5796 BT I AT HRFR L E
FELL Y EE o BFRITIIS B R S (69.6%)  BREFZAGRTID F 4
B % (157%)> 7 (138%)~ & 2% (13.5% )~ PR3x%¥ (13.5%)~ 1 (12.5%) %
kAR (11.6%) & ik 10%14 ¢ o 37 428 10~ & %ﬁi&i 5% (43.6%)- i®
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TR 1~6 | PR 5 (774%) @ P37 R B> mep A 5HFR (4
T E P E 2000 HeE L 0 2008) 0 #rrs g AATICHREE RAWEE F P 10% 0§
SEPILE o F 843%hF R A B E R ko P B A A2 X b 53.9% Bk
HH OB AL RS PR S (43.6%) 0 A~ FA L (31.2%) 0 BERE g
PlixB > RABELGTEHEREL > TURSESET L - ook o FUHE
BMARFLIBRBRP D AT LT B S8 (774%); LR LA E L
F(350%) R Ea e 1 g AT ERS S TES & THER 4

B 90% 1 o
(,: ) ;’;\ir

e Rt b (52.7%) v B T4 (473%) A AR BT 2L Sa
it (98.1% )0 *HERT b b i o ToEEL L 43 Kk o E& R 1L 41~50 g
5 (31.2%) » 4 4FRkin e 454 & T4.6% - BE L EF I 555 (187%)
P ¥(149%)F 2 (13%) FRix £ (124%) 33k 4 | (12.1%) 2 5 (12.1%)

Al TE 10% 0 b o ?{sﬁ&ﬂhﬁﬁ% 5(352%) 25~ 8-~ 84(33.7%)
BYEPRERT S5 1~6 )P (83.2%) d (s LT E A FRSARIE > AL BT

ﬁ@&mﬁzoéSSMwm%pn}Pwk’“wéA&ﬁ2&1)hﬂé%3%’ﬁ
Fﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁfbgﬁ‘-.””i‘f‘?%ﬁ 5(327%) B 88 A 37 A - F o %k (30.8%)-
e gk el 1 E i d (74% )~ 82 (232%) B 5 o Mg 3G oo - B IUTE

S - 1 ¥
KB 5 (368%) bLBRES A (£, B TREE 4 FWET 7%
W oo ¥ b od 3t s L qu,\é’uv](?m’mrl} ﬁ*‘ﬂl;fém,}_gl

(2) % digr s vt i

Qﬁ*ﬁﬁéﬁﬁi%%’ju%%@ﬁ”mwww SERE S BRL

By TLE BE-KTRRE -RELIEEF P r2ER AR 8 B
33 *éﬂoﬁﬂﬁ%w I R F & I NI R

B i A BT B S G o B A S AR L ol L (85.8
%) ﬁif@\—-l (98 1/) ,:»"’ ’ &:F"T L Jv}iﬁ’{;? l‘,-r,:—r$ ff‘z‘; (142%)’ m %éivﬁi;
FH e F AT P E (2000) 4500 AT HRES 58 H R A KR 4

46



Brraf i g Gk iR AL 2 0B R PE AL BRE o D 8L SE
FLAI~S0 kY EK L S o w4l R KR 56.700  TaEL 44 ko A
ol 41 et b K ik 66.6% ~ TIoE ML 43 Ko {3 Y T Bl 0 T
B BIARIES Y MGG S EGR A BRE AT S0
(2000) ~ #% £ # (2008) e#=§ & F - K% o

P EBESGRE T DL F 2 (157%) & 2% (13.5%) &IRiHE
(135%) % %5 »tshux (187%)~pd % (149%) &84 (13%) & 5 » ¥
s LA RS R vt B (242%) A LB (19.4%) 0 4R RFEE R S L
SR FIT G BT 3B e LS et Bl 5 709 c KT AR LA B/G
FH 43.6% 0 18 LRI F Y BRE RS (352%); BRI A Blm LS LR
84% 11t > ¥ m LA B LFEEPA R E - ki s B AL A -
e koo 5 2b o d ARRTI R IT A A R # ¥k (urban forest) » ¥%% ¥ it

L E bt 3 % TN B (isolated) » ¥57E P eN¥ A UM AR B A o

PR LG LY L 16 [ R F RS B R b f
PAKASRER (FRE L 5>2008)0 2 1 EMipan L L5 & ik 759 8
¥k 209 0 (53 AL R A m L3RR Ty RE (2008 £ ) dok 3-2
Ao o w L IR UREE £ R GG F (35.19% ) MAM/REFE 2 (282%) 4 A%
AT PRI S B S e Bk ﬁ%’%uﬁﬁﬁﬁw@ﬂﬁoagk»ﬁ
FOi o T LB LK) 35% R e e 1 AT o - NS R D
#& (loyalty) ¢ F B> 722 GRY T ofpa TR EDESEL 2 L5 R
Fle m i B RIEREAAE R A NARZF 5 % - ALY £ (Joohyunetal., 2007 ;
B E 5 2005) RAEFLR LY L (99%) B E L (96.6% )5 fdt s AR
sl (97.8%) » AB A (94.7%) 0 FRE R 0 1 L F LF R R

F% ° I,_E_ffi‘;"; iﬁi@?#ﬁg@ A L I’;IJ&QFS » B g Hb {W =3 11’ 'ﬁ‘iﬂ. LK\‘F“ " E P /}}’ﬂmﬂ:
He& T > FPL R Ren L B % end 3 (spurious loyalty ) (k% % > 2008) ©
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%43 BEARFTRA
Table 4-3 The demographic backgrounds of respondents in Hsin-hue Forest Station .

Y e i) v L 180
A joRE A AE FRPAR e
(%) (%)
4w g 170 53.3 147 47.3 2.049
* 149 46.7 163 51.7
By Lad 100 31.3 95 30.2 39.379"
ey 174 54.5 214 67.9
£5 16 5.0 1 0.3
® 5 1.6 1 0.3
e 10 3.1 3 1.0
H 14 4.4 1 0.3
X7 16~20 #& 20 6.3 26 8.3 15.808"
21~30 & 65 20.4 39 12.4
31~40 & 53 16.6 40 12.7
41~50 & 68 21.3 98 31.2
51~60 # 77 24.1 85 27.1
61 f 1t 36 11.3 26 8.3
BAE) S 222 69.6 235 74.6 3.436
4 97 30.4 78 24.8
B AR 50 15.7 41 150 & 1o2dshy
P 43 13.5 21 6.7
1 40 12.5 59 18.7
i 44 13.8 26 8.3
PRFEE 43 13.5 39 12.4
pd ¥ 34 10.7 47 14.9
B Rid g 2 0.6 3 1.0
ik 4 B 37 11.6 38 12.1
T 25 7.8 38 12.1
H 1 0.3 3 1.0
Ear) B (™) 22 6.9 28 8.9 15.555"
R Be 4o 32 10.0 47 14.9
AR 89 27.9 111 35.2
< B R 139 43.6 106 33.7
Ayt () 37 11.6 22 7.0
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F443 BLTAINTHEA
Con. Table 4-3 The demographic backgrounds of respondents in Hsin-hue Forest Station .

Bt E o 5,
R Y I L L
(%) (%)

By 1~6 /| F 247 77.4 262 83.2 5.763
s 6~12 | P& 21 6.6. 15 438

12~24 | ¥ 25 7.8 13 4.1

| % ~2 = 3 0.9 2 0.6

2% 0.6 1 0.3
wp o 50 15.7 28 8.89 1.143
5 % 3 269 843 287 91.1
k04 50 15.7 28 8.9 4.166
A 14 97 30.4 78 24.8

2 4w 172 53.9 209 66.3
wSE A EE 123aw 4365 Pa 32.7 4485
B 4 A R 88 31.2 97 30.8

BA T 7 25 13 4.1

EE RN 64 27 68 206
T 247 77.4 233 74.0 14.773
18 e 61 19.1 73 23

¥ 7 0 0 3 1.0

LA RE 0 0 1 0.3

55 4 10 3.1 1 0.3

G 103 4 3
Ly fHL 10 3.1 315 100 5226

&2 (1200 =) 12 35.1 0 0

>E (100 =) 67 21.0 0 0

B4R/ R (80 %) 90 28.2 0 0

L (50=) 9 2.8 0 0

HRE (20 %) 27 8.5 0 0

H 4 13 0 0

49



F4 43 BEALAFTHLAAT
Con. Table 4-3 The demographic backgrounds of respondents in Hsin-hue Forest Station .

1 E A T L fs L
CE jRFA AE JORFA
(%) (%)
Ve~ I~2F R 19 6.0 33 10.8 15.407"
2~3 5 ~ 45 14.3 56 17.8
3~4 3~ 30 9.5 26 8.3
4~573 ~ 34 10.8 20 6.3
5~6 73 ~ 22 7.0 11 3.5
68~ 54 17.1 37 11.7
£ £ 308 9%6.6 312 990. 3.025
E; 11 3.4 3 o
wE £ 302 947 308  97.8 4289"
2 17 5.3 7 2.2
L1 3 %P At ez 100% 5 2 T ik
2 #p<0.05  **¥P<0.01 ; ***P<0.001
3 iy ik ABcs 3190 (6 G sk AEich 315
oL S L B RRATA 1T
Fo 4-4 G LB is R E R IE 2 0 e ,’}_x% Bt iz o T3 4Rtk

%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ%’%ﬁmiﬁﬁﬁn§°JﬁF@?¢’%ﬂﬁ¢ﬁ¥$%@
&’ﬁﬁEﬁﬁﬁ%%$¢$ﬁ$wwﬁ%%m&%ﬁﬁéﬁé’%§{ﬁLﬁ
PR RN 2l R 5 G AR R Rk AP

d I HFER

K,f‘F‘. ¥

EX
I f‘f‘Ti‘ﬁﬁf¥‘?’€‘...3¢ﬁ”{$ﬁm°Jm*iw
B SR EFFHRL R 0 T
ARG M TR R E L AR TR R TR T g A T

PR LS T2 2R A, DL DRI FHF AL RS S L w i

X

Wi la AFEREDRLFE MRS g —%(
i g

J
L H AL R P

B ENGABRA D LB LT B EFLR AR BN 14,

@ AT ARIR 0 AT TRY HHF DR PR &S BLEE L
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2 v

P@¥£ﬂ’%¢ﬁx*ﬁmak%{z@gﬁ’é{ﬁgﬁﬁi4<?@ﬁ§
e A EBRKALG TP L o d PR AP AR BT LT A
ﬁ°i%“ﬁ%wﬁ”ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬂ’%#%m;rWiﬁxjmﬁﬁﬁ¢
AL G M T AT RS R R T B BEER Y A
FEHEARLAEE S L TAGERAM S ABE DT LY

[

7
~

Wi

I AR 4 Qe S SN

244 L HERFATIOE P e RF Lt

Table 4-4 The mean, stander deviation and t - value of each items.

ol 18
N P PF o i o wE Ot
o = I E= I L -
T T

(QERN RS |

AT kI hdethehiy A &
- 469 5 0516 477 5 0435 -2.24%

T R AP EEIC I (IS
/s 447 5 0759 436 5 0.893  1.646

LER A M
Hesenf k0 55 5 8 B

3 343 4 1528 298 3 1.625 3.579%**
$}A 3 R P
s AL

4 A d o e VI “T vEiBos 413 40 0845 392 4 0937 3.068**

— A

O] ‘...E—‘?-FL * { AT eh

[%éwﬁl

SHPAT RS R BB L §
7 4.00 4 0.750 4.05 4  0.737 -0.863
A2R?
REFHHRS&E T p AT R *
8 4.61 5 0.538 4.62 5 0524 -0.305

Bl e
R R EE SIS SRR £
9 472 5 0475 469 5 0.523 0.969

il K2 i F % I F R
FEGEG SRS E @ TR 24T

10 15 % (4o 2T 4§40 ) £ % 0496 4.62 5 0581 1.572

¥
>
foN
°
w
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44 LRERANTEE Y PR -BRELHLE

Con. Table 4-4 The mean, stander deviation and t - value of each items.

wn oL F
y Y L R TR
5 ¥ . ¥ .
(R /3 = B #ic =
[ * i)
Friv I g AT ke
13 ox¥ @ik A X REFE L 458 5 0566 461 5 0515 -0.688
o
AT RS AT R
14 * —'ﬁ e SRR T 409 4 1.008 3.07 3 1.32  10.959%**
%"3 * B A& o
15 ATt REadtkG S ReaH i 0 v B EhgiE o
15-1 -k ikim % 432 4 0793 431 4 0776 0275
152 4 &g~ 442 5 0691 437 4 0.707 1.047
153 #HaiplAd 4 A 396 4 0954 389 4 0.889  1.007
15-4 455 ) 429 4 0.749 420 4 0.745 1.637
15-5  ffvg s 390 4 0992 378 4 1.048 1.473
15-6 3@ % 4y 422 4 0785 4.19 4 0.804 0.440
15-7 ®2+ w=zx 423 4 0840 435 4 0.693 -2.056*
15-8 sz -5 it 438 4 0693 443 5 0.677 -1.07
15-9 sz g 453 5 0.618 459 5 0.560 -1.171
y B i 8 371 HRB &Rk > T3 % 5 7 ST/ EGURE > 3E P W4
T ;%— fg 5 m'Fl_ PE
16-1 BB G5 BE 449 5 0658 452 5 0.625 -0.496
162 Bk o @ %K 8% 413 4 0803 413 4 0807  0.023
16-3 4 ,M] CpLEES 419 4 0804 415 4 0808 0.591
16-4 71 g9 A R 383 4 0982 376 4 1.023 0.912
X 1 *p<0.05 ; **P<0.01 ; ***P<0.001
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v RTIC RS AR A F)E A

Ji

B DISATI dRdendedkd 587 ke it o 55w § 8 g2 o ) 3L

et
»

<% 7 Brun (2002) % Lehtonenetal. (2003) #7#& 2 Jikcn & fa5 i > ¢ 3 KRk
AZEET - EHABATZA KT HEHRSECIRET R RL
Ao F PRZENZFE IS L AN FREN I OERLT T

POl

o
i

Foig o TATRIE T16. 3G B M AT I d kP > TR 2 B Skt

)

B EIRAE 0 IR BT o g B Rk o AT At SRR S
e S RB AR c FEEG 2 LAk 2 AMERE (R %5’;?”‘ AT R
FRER LI o GPRIE > B 13 KL BETATIC MRS AR i AR IR 5 d A
PRIERFIE > ZHRBIRIEFELT 57 £ MO 4L 0 i (7 Bartlett 3%
7_ (Bartlett's Test of Sphericity) 2 KMO ( Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) # %_-

Bartlett z£ 354 T & 14 X B % T 7 K BB E 4p B 4B (partial
correlation matrix ) » ¥ =45*L (unit matrix) > TR BT EZPH > F L EHR TS5
R T mAEBEX RMAFTRATEAIPRELT L %2 > NEELFFFA
$5 o 4 @ 4 Bartlett’s test TR T X AL P BB L L 27 KMO 20 1B
i 3 1 # (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin Measure of Sampling Adequacy ) 3 & T3 -
*}4‘\':}75;?'*‘ Kaiser (1974) gzl » KMO &R 4 3> 0~1 2 fF » KMO E4%3%:17 1 £
TRER G ARSI DERTFE 06 2T 5234 506~0.7 5 F3 507~08 5
T 30.80.9 L2 ;09 ¥ L ke %Mfr CLE: ’2000)°/’:\’l"?"3’-3=
50903 £ TG £ TFE AT KSR EF AR 45977 BEF)E AT 0 14
= & %)% J4 P~j# (principal components factoring ) & B~ F F]Z > 3 B jicd
(eigenvalue) =3 1.0 17 +F e fF% > £ '1§x< %?—‘- ¢ (varimax solution) i&
7 % & #h (orthogonal rotation) &JZ > R4-FHEFIF 4721 > FF & F&
B g X306 aamp > L Fan rm/?]»vv—»ﬁ}\/? T]%J‘_m o % 4-6 5 F|E f A
P TR EREE oo EE 3B FE > SEMEREBARDE H166.6%>
composite o §8 & 0.7 14 b > & 5 T E BT E § LGP - R

S l—

V!L

\_

A
e

*“-"}&

AATR SRR G AR M LR BRSSO EehF R R AT
X PRA R 0 s AR RIS OTR (construct validity ) F #xe= i3 | _‘ﬂ;%!bv}fr
RV AN

= 3F 2 £ %1% » 47 (exploratory factor analysis, EFA) % 9 # |+ ¥4 & 7
( confirmatory factor analysis, CFA ) » 45 2 £ %] % & 7 ¥ 3> R8¢ *]f##\ﬁ?r -4
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BEIR A TR AR o TR R SHELEE T (BOTF 0 2000) ¢

fogb o AT R R e L RN G LA e SRR Y IR A T2
SATRFR3 BEAAUA LG B AR BRI EFER o R AT
RS R st i

% 4-5KMO % 7254 B
Table 4-5 KMO and Bartlett’s test
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin measure of sampling adequency

0.907
Approx. 4218.837
Bartlett’s test of sphericity df 78
sig. 0.000
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246 |2 f R THPREREL o &

Table 4-6 Factor loadings, average variance extracted and composite o

S R 38 composite o loadings TIaX PR
pERTR B 0.866 0.653
K ikim & 0.616
2T 0.652
B2 0.702
SRS Y- 0.809
Al F 0.850
VHRR A H 0.78 0.631
EHinldsd i 0.696
KTFG 0.561
I 0.777
PEET 0.523
FRR A 0.818 0.714
BB R & 0.587
FEE o 0.834
4Rk 0.797
A RY 0.728

i 1loading Ew #£7 » ¥ ~ 37 0.6
2 Tin% B 5P~ (average variance extracted) % F] & ¢ ey Bg R
BT, 22005 0 £ EF Al R E Jacr R o (Lee, 2009 ;

Joreskog and Sorbom, 1996 ) »

¥ 8 iEEET

e

ﬂ\-

é_,’,/;{ fi;I_ ‘?/2- m}f‘%'lf = ’q FF = ‘\3‘%'}* WTP « WTA » B~ i—*?p’%ﬁ A ’F-,—m?#

AR AT IR T RE T E S S (SR BRI ASTRE
= Eﬁg\‘ ke ) P> WTA &2 WTP 0% Iﬂ:"g 1% & (i ¥ hrE > 2003) f; It

(1990) #3 @ &3]0 WTA g > 85782 245 € 8 > WTP > # i j2 fmri
FRF 3t o T AP TEALB G M EE WIP e 38 o 0T Lt ApT 738 % X it

TG IRy A Wik o
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i mmE (2005a) /Eﬂ”‘t‘#p e S R RENE - "’;‘#—‘ﬁi;i%)ﬁ;?r‘gsiff}
RRELELER BPRAFEF LN IR AIENY S BELT €T
FELAAFARE XD EFT R G TR LA g2 i LA g
PR & Bt x% o PR RN RER SR - R P
Ry o AT B RN 1% m?ﬁpéf’; LXERpEAPAE 0 25 B &I

e

(1990)~ 2 P2+ % (2001 )‘ % 26 4cF (2003) )% 2 (2003) ﬁ“ﬁéﬁ_é‘iﬁ(2004)‘
£]% % & (2006) ~ Tyrvainen (2001 ) ~ Anatoli (2006) %* Annaetal. (2008) ‘j‘a"i‘{

BH XA FAD G 0 iAo

FEEA AR R

v

iz ¥ ﬁ%fiéﬂ’—fé&téé}}’ﬁi’#‘ﬁ WTP ¢ > w» $fpr A 5 M0, ~enfk&d » &7
j e Fl%il"v”;P/}ETm'% BT 22 ERAEF ZE‘/}E’L&I% B E A
(S IS A S ’%‘Kfja\%‘%—*z*%“ WTP B 3" k4 % (protest bid) |
BT SR iR RIS g 2 ﬂﬁ;ﬁ%a&ﬁﬁ%@&’a%
SEFLEARNBRELMY B2 ERMEAR v T2y, 2T
1AL (FE#E BAfr 2005 5% > 20058 e AT R BRI A
AR WIP 4B NER L33 g e T 3 fap ~TPER* T
FpE cTEF 2 THE BT AL N SRR D )
®a oo

WTP e f & 5 2 B8 1 %= 200> 5 4557 Hhab b s e aif &
FOMBP ARG T R Y F 2N 5 AT AR T RRE R 2
FA e AR Y A T R IR ¢ 450 (1) sd Foird 1 5(2)

s A AL 5 (3) HEREAEME TN ARELAA S (4) BAHR
FUEERA LF o 2 Xk E (2005a) % Jurgen (2008) ¥ FUARMH AN &
R R AR A RN e R T R A e £

4-7 #7% o
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% 47 F vk A B PR R A
Table 4-7 The valid samples and protest bid samples.

i # A T L 150 &2t
FLR A R A
, ¥ ) 30 (94) 67 (213) 97 (15.3)
e (zRZFR-BE)
e oA 289 (90.6) 248 (78.7) 537 (84.7)
FoRR A R A
, ¥ 30 (9.4) 70 (222) 100 (15.8)
AP E (FRZEFR-BE)
4 vt A 289 (90.6) 245 (77.2) 534 (84.2)

kAL T A
#rpE (FREERCRE)

a7

I

38 (11.9) 66 (21.0) 104 (16.4)

>\_

281 (88.1) 249 (79.0) 530 (83.6)

—=\

2 7l g7 9:%7’\&,1 3195 f6 iy Pt A s 3150

Ji
>¢
@
=
|

BT WIPR EAEPE: T @At H1 297 2 anifpis 5180 > ¢4
PROAFIE VR E FERLAL L R FGRIEEF RE K i
M 24 o Annaetal. (2008) 4 & S & ikenF @y "R A H1ELF L

e
Fl & g ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ@“ HIWERFERYS AL EIRET L mHRP LR
P A BROL I c AR YRR 4 fEA 418 BL ﬁﬁﬁ LB

FEA AL ESF A ok 48 51 o
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£ 4-8 L fEL i et b (%)

Table 4-8 The percentage of paying ways

LEE wr PR R #4 He v
W e S

AN W 218 57063 107 41 1027
existence value [N 33.0 19.6 7.7 33.6 6.1

PR W 268 479 69 129 50 78907
bequest value f& b 34.9 17.0 8.6 328 6.7

o R 326 438 89 102 38 82169

use value =N 38.7 13.8 11.9 29.1 6.5

31 *p<0.05 ; **P<0.01 ; ***P<0.001

d 248 P HFRFLEELARY FE-HEGEZ R FEIFFLLALE
PR ESOLE (p<0.001)e 3 L3t i B (57.19% ) B E (47.9%) %
@ E(43.8% )l PR X D Ly Bl Eahd §a Rk R4(33.6
%) * 3 AR (339%) 5% > BB A S RER (3499) 2 &4 (328
%) & % @#* HiEs Bus S mpR (38.7%) % 24 (29.1%) & § o @ Lo
PEBBEUPELAGIE A LR P E R IR R B R
i o L is L WTP 3 en& g5 et fido & 4-9 #77F o

% 4.9 @ Ligris L WTP & 3f ehdaat 4 st A 47

Table 4-9 The descriptive statistics of WTP between the front and back side in Hsin-hue
Forest Station .

7 . Bad (5) B m TiHE &+ iE it P
>t 7 i» TRZ  tiE 1=
i ' (=) (=) (=)

- 2w e oL 289 (90.6% ) 0 9345 10000 1308.47

[ S e T T 0452 0.652
existence value & b 248 (78.7%) 0 1003.7 10000 2135.48
S e TN 289 (90.6%) 0 1239.5 10000 2117.02

mage T SO Sl e T S 1188 0.235
bequest value & L 245 (77.8%) 0 1019.6 10000 2142.21
T ;%’ & a0 b 281 (88.19) 0 11974 10000 2166.41

e T T S 0.455  0.649
use value 8 L 249 (79.096) 0 1106.7 10000 2395.48

2

P * R EhTogipt o TR E R N EAENFETE LI LA

ERF o i F R BRI S T o

\
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CVM & #13E = eng fodndiche (18) V977 » & B H4c % 4-10 #757 o

WTP=X (V,SEX, ED,AG M, TN, Q,F1,F2, F3,P,AL) ..cceccooverrrerrrnes (18)

2410 G RERE Y LR ENL &
Table 4-10 The meaning of each variables in CVM.

i i L&
WTP B RPFEAREHEI R FERFLLA- £ 5 g -
\Y% e XF =t i R H B - PN DR R ERS
SEX 25 REFOEu o SmEgE 15T 051
RS ARR RPFORT A S pR¥E-LLF Y R 0
ED ;%ﬂﬁ?ﬁk 1T o
AG FE# ﬁg%-%z HE S o
M E 4 X ERT N RS A 03 Ao
AFscnt XPHAFLLOAECERT » SRERPE LG
¥ SEAD B R >0 LA 3R B R o
e o i e
Q [ Ao XpEeHTEalE rf?‘éﬂ% B2 TR E
RIgchs e, M& %2 'fq“fﬁ‘* B RRATARR o
pAREB FrivdkBPH e FE o ¢ FokREE A RET YR
. b RS e S T L - ,5: ZFIFBARN
ERE AT RSP R 0 ¢ P HHABAY LA KT
- SR < ~§ﬁ%giwﬁo
R I FrivdRFanrt i T E glﬁﬁ%‘}, \gﬁ%‘}, ~ 4
F3 .A&é]‘]' AP ER L e 3 o
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Table 4-11 The hypotheses of each variables in CVM

¥ g FERBEX LA

\% IR S + W5k AR R 0 WTP AR F -

SEX 15 Mw] g2 WTP B 4 & 4o o

ED k7R + s AREE . JTARRR Y B WTP
AZF o

AG  ## + EdAxE > WTP 4% 3 o

M ATE e ¥ + m AR © HhH o WIP 3 -

TN AF 50wt + it o3 XA WIP#®SB -

Q e A I + AR B 0 WTP 4% 3%

F1 BOARTRE + A BAxE o WTP 4% 3% o

F2 _‘é’?r’f?' | * + A BAxE o WTP 4% 3 o

F3 7 T);z, + A BAxE o WTP 4% 3 o

p A + iR MR WIP RS -

T i + LS oY 2L X > WIP#RE o

AL 27 R + BB EHE § RS WIP RS -

T IWTP (R L) 7 R%Ek
2947 A e MG RE > RBAF M GAT

MIEREREY 0 BREIT LA SRR FDETE 0 0 op FEA
ZARRIAT TR DR KT ARR KR GE R 2R d 2B AT YT
FIERREARR A RN EMEE R AT A » PR ESTHN Y > A Anna
(2008) A3 ¢ & dg Vi A P T FANIE R ER SRR B2 G
fer { £ & ehF]F o

EipiaﬁﬁTN(¥}§S§‘>”@Wﬁ$§§H% i S
T FE (2006) ¥ b R 7 HARA Y g FonE R o B
B A HWTP 3 B N 5 AT RIS R L SR B B e Bk 90%
S R R A R RGREE R RS A RR TR AR (RS
S ) A R o, AR ERIF NG 0 d NG AR w4 BRI
Cronbach’a & £ 0.6 #7121’ % 144 F B ER Iﬁ“f—i DTG ETRT RSP R
PEOEE A ? #1453 B A I Cronbach’a % 0.7 ™+ » #7012 = i3 B2 I8 T
B S $O B AR R ) RN 0 s e T 14 xS L
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TR B2BRNIES LTI G R Y Bt afE R o F1IF2 2 F3 5 271 4%
i hFlE o Ak Zf%i”i?*‘ﬁﬁ*’?%?“’fﬁif‘ﬁﬁf#ﬁﬂrB RS TR
it TR R i | 25 o d 2 AFFRPE S LS L s R E L
IEFRITAFDLL AT AT MR EFA T TR F 35 2% 5 T E
FAPEAN  PEESEK e MATHEEL > RATRELE BRMEE EL
S WTP §

m

\‘L‘}’E

—3)

CRE R N RN R SN IEE Y
%2 (2003) & F 3wz (1998) vifh ~ L8~ 4 L $H8a i 55
FCH R iR o ST AFT Y L 4 R H S SRR (2R

Pb S L2 g B A B ke & 4-12 47T o
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Table 4-12 Building the existence value linear demand function

0L fs L

Y InY #Y #x Y InY #c #x
InY Y InY
LK S -203.47  4.19**  -368.11 1.59 98.58 5.48*** 336993 2.04

RS Y 2.49 0.001 -1.33 -0.001
InVv 50.153  -0.04 150.77  0.12
4% SEX -50.89 -0.06  -206.132 -0.021 -144.46 0.09 981.3 0.64
%7 #K ED 536.84 0.90 NA NA -112.82 0.03  -1255.49 -0.54

E# AG 7.98 0.02* 17 0.02

Ln AG 397.68  1.41* 598.22 1.18
C B M -311.19 -0.28 -967.12  -1.05* 34.6 -0.28  -396.65 0.81

s & A TN 328.11 0.31 264.86 0.17 299.04 -0.25 864.62 1.48
JERTQ - : . :
LnQ - - -
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Con.Table 4-12 Building the existence value linear demand function

ol {0
Y InY #Y #x Y InY #c #x
InY Y InY
BARTEBR F1 190.27* 0.15* 165.7 0.24*
InF1 -27.46 0.35 -2070.9*  -0.85
BRI F2 -76.54 -0.04 287.11%* 0.05
InF2 28.71 -0.25 -1214.01 -0.42
FERTEF3 42.524 -0.02 40.14 -0.01
InF3 170.77 0.26 -496.15 -0.4
L3 E P 240.79 0.43 561.58  0.67* -320.94 -0.11 -449.75  -0.15
ERT 38.74 0.38 157.58 0.45 - - - -
% AL -197.64 0.05 -384.3 -0.83  1210.25**  0.73*  -1541.01 -2.15
R’ 0.076 0.212 0.152 0.334 0.075 0.091 0.299 0.341
adj- R? 0.035 0.175 -0.038 0.156 0.03 0.036 0.079 0.082
F iz 1.88%** 5. 822%%* 0.789 1.88 1.669 1.67 1.36 1.318
L 1 *p<0.05 ; **P<0.01 ; ***P<0.001
2NAE & FHAP M~ 1> 1558 p & 5 ‘,%
3“7 N ROE i
G LR SR e RS F 63 ERF 0 B9 )
tha N2 4 BB (adj- R™=17.5%) ;5 ffs Lenitiz » 4 fhie T AR FE
B R a4 ®B (adj- RP=82%) &7 bir £ MR LN IS 7
R R E G VFERE S Lot WIP B B { £ & % dlicR o

5 e

FILESRIE e RO S A = R

g

BT ORTRE
BREEMTFEFN O Ko7

R AN za 2Lt daagh
WTP 22 #2423 B enit o b %> P& dL4k X

B TR BRE TR, LA REL F 0

Bp kg
G, EE F 0 L RREE S A EERT RS RE s HE o0
miﬁ@é@mﬁé%%*%ﬂﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁé

» Al e WTP 48F o 15 L25 %

S ST S RS O

w B F OB R AT LS E
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BREF) + AAH €M 7 P LG E R SATHRSEF ¢ b7 L5 WTP § -

BAo ko W Lendd g E R if WTP #28 » ® EARLATIE HRFhp Rk
B#a smisLBERgERE FI WTP ﬁi‘-% ¥R RBEBREEE I P

i EX): E‘?a’ LEAR o B3R TR A WA )‘*lﬁp?;?“ PRI, U REE A EE
i ®@ e WTP » BFo%drk 4-13 971 o
% 4-13 % i E WTP &
Table 4-13 The WTP of existence value.
L X 2 B
LI 1030.62 897.85 1025.65 1211.97
gL 1295.29 2059.05 125.72 13359.7
*H i ;u/ﬁi A& E
Ll oAby pkfk s S 2890 f8 Ly AR A G 245 o
2 Gl £ et g et o s . SRR

(2059.05 =)o wn LiFRipAE BN 2 LA HOGN Y 3 EF LR H P x n A
&ﬁlmﬁ%*&ﬁ(MUW17W®’mwum4@ﬁﬂ”%i%¥ T EuE
B e A R L L A WTP ehd B 5.1 (2059.05 =)
£ (897.85 &) tho BEom (5 L cnds B N ATI Hh ey A EER G £

i o
(Z) EEHE

AL S 2 G B E G ko & 4-14 91T o
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Table 4-14 Building the bequest value linear demand function

0l f&
Y InY #w®Y #e Y InY Y #
InY InY
W B -4146.17* 2.69* -2556.19 1.25 211.05 4.51%* -2018.21 1.86
e ey ].95%** 0.003** 0.38 -9.268E-5
InV 70.32 0.09 -33.57 -0.004
4] SEX 203.46 0.12 219.68 0.16 3.09 0.36 593.28 0.7
AR 932.06 0.12 NA NA  -238.42 -0.09 -1482.13 -0.69
ED
£# AG 50.1%** 0.03** 13.49 0.01
InAG 151.182  0.69 44.63 0.44
© B\ M -1003.19** -0.4 -931.02 -0.89 38.96 -0.03 570.66 0.31
N\ -313.97 0.11 598.25 0.59 -1764.5 -0.9 -295.15 -1.85
[ WA e 665.05* 0.54** 416.67 0.42
Q
InQ 1598.95 1.2 1035.71 2.18
BARRR -198.08 -0.05 -205.39 0.08
F1
InF1 -87.12 -0.3 -2321.69** -1.02*
HERAH -49.99 -0.04 -23.48 -0.05
F2
InF2 -59.21 -0.28 -1082.31*  -0.39
TR A -30.6 -0.02 17.75 -0.12
F3
InF3 356.17 -0.09 -628.42 -0.09
AHIEP -77.4 0.02 787.05 0.44 -13.49 0.13 -539.7 0.16
AT -305.75 0.16 488.84  0.57 - - - -
25 AL -1082.14%* -0.09 -391.38 -0.25 488.06 0.36 -819.22 -1.8
R? 0.187 0.225 0.15 0.25 0.053 0.077 0.371 0.29
adj- R 0.149 0.186 -0.071 0.04 0.006 0.017 0.183 0.005
F & 4.856**%*  5702%** 0.678 1.192  1.137 1.292 1.97* 1.019
1 *p<0.05 ; **P<0.01 ; ***P<0.001

2NA: 2 i gHAP B 12~ > {50 p ﬁ”}"l’,%
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DR AR S BENEE RS EF LR 0 AT AT RS RS
FHARS  ARARE Z AN AR R R F 0 WIP RS BN
BRAF & e RS o $13 WTP B nf v B (5 2 2 B3R AP
Fo iRl a5k 6 4B RARGAE R 0 St WTP & Apstib b K s A
Fosd St b bR MR S R 5 MR T R R B A S el
AR RIS RIS HHRTRAEE -

BfsdiehiRiy > AT p R 2 THR* | AFF G BEF Ol e Mk
Jap) B 18 l_y,mfj_i ﬁ.%;rﬂLﬂ;};_ I‘g RIE B 3 2 rf‘j_féaflj’}f | e Hb«flj’if b g
A EIFEFTLEAIRE XDk e > & AR X DIHRF iR TR B i o

BAEATHF @ Fi? F LT PLEG G EHWIP (£ 4-15) ¢

% 4-15 % 3 I% E e WTP &
Table 4-15 The WTP of bequest value.

L X 2 B4 i
A ol 1370.68 1556.2 1189.45 1053.63
fs b 1203.41 2807.36 314.44 854.06

¥ (- A /E A )EE
st ] % Lf sk A S 2895 f5lif skt A 5 245

Pl WTP 218 Loeh2 fdicir FHE3) B3 (2807.36 =~ ) H =t & %1 L el

BRI (1370.68 ) e 508 di 5 & SR T AULHEI B 01 S SRS
R 2 SN SR AENTIEE s S LR L
(2807.36 7= ) & %t Lien (15562 7 ) Bgom {6 L ends E Rl @ 2 H30 i AT

RS ARG A FRE Y DB AR L L AR
(Z) #*HE

LB (S G el i S e & 4-16 T o
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Table 4-16 Building the use value linear demand function

L {8 L
LS Y FEB B X BRSO st T G Bk
Y InY Y InY Y InY Y InY
¥ #K -2720.16 4.19***  -16164.08*  -3.47  -3355.98 3.14 -11847.817 2.29
RFHY 6.71** 0.000 -1.65 -0.001
InV 156.45 0.12 -91.56 -0.12
14.%] SEX 73.1 0.1 511.3 0.43 18.81 0.24 1264.1 0.9
KV AR 1207.49 0.24 NA NA -5.45 0.23 -1954.55 -1.52
ED
## AG 53.37#** 0.04%** 22.35 0.02
InAG 395.09 -0.19 394.62 0.46
s B M -1134.03** -0.64* -1389.23 -1.17 53.7 -0.56 176.9 0.38
s@a X TN -310.63 0.17 -1021.9 0.82 111.69 -0.18 -91.75 -1.34
#EREQ 316.82 0.11 776.22%* 0.44
InQ 9291.21* 51.6 6760.32 1.99
p % E Fl -149.87 0.11 -28.96 -0.24
InF1 -790.22 -0.79 -2681.35 -1.31
HRAI* F2 -128.67 -0.12 -79.07 0.06
InF2 -299.6 -0.42 -1106.06** 0.42
%R F3 -51.58 0.07 -243.06 -0.01
InF3 291.18 -0.03 -608.64* -0.07
A1 EP -31.18 0.02 772.84 0.35 -147.98 0.44 -674.9 0.2
ERT -461.24 -0.02 225/28 0.49 - - - -
% AL -226.02 -0.09 -365.82 0.53 645.29 -0.39 -1632.91 -1.63
R’ 0.133 0.132 0.231 0.292 0.063 0.042 0.367 0.274
adj- R? 0.091 0.086 0.035 0.077 0.013 -0.015 0.156 -0.016
Fig 3.126%** 2 878*** 1.177 1.361 1.267 0.745 1.74 0.944
311 *p<0.05 ; **P<0.01 ; ***P<0.001
2NA:g i G HAP AL S 11 1050 A B P10k
30T R A ERIE ke
B LR e R AU AU 2 S e RS F B F AR 0 A {20
P AERE o FMA T o R W ERSDEES TREI T LSRG R

4 5% (adj-R*=9.196 ) {4 Lg% i 10 i &

= T A4 A% (adj-
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B LRG0 SRR R S WA BEREHR Y L E WIP § EFRE
ST HAR S E ARG 2 FPOCEN R ER AR S o T L E WIP #F
PEER AL - R A g F S WTP R e B Bt B 2 W
R RIER B AT R AR 0 TR A MR T E R e (L3N A
BERES L L BEFM G AFHNRY GENAH AR WIP &3 5 a
b TRl 2 Tgmp ) RARET MG AT S LR AT
HHhe R £ s > e B Elr M eh (or R BB R &

HABAF2AS) BB LAEY FILL L F sty .

#04-17 5w fF SdcrT B A enié v e WTP #0306 00 AU RS 248
4 55 WTP £%F 5 1330.58 778 L2 i L 4 #icfa @ 4 $45 > WTP £ 3f 5 1068.47
~oo B0 R L L RCA] 2 B S LR Bk R AR Rk d
thd L F G R AR R B & chWTP 4prt > Lichig # i i@ WTP(1330.58
) AB 1 e (106847 &) BA B oL hc R S OFE S 1 TR X R

7 4-17 18 # l% B WTP 2
Table 4-17 The WTP of use value.

S £ 4 L B
kL 1330.58 139.77 5524.488 24.5
fs L 1406.34 1107.65 1068.47 357.81

*H i o AR A R E
1l ow LR AsE 2810 Lk MBS 249

418 FRd wfFmBrRiFnie b2 3AabE -MEPEZ R B iE > &
AR 2 HfR R F L LR 0 WTP o GsRibie fFHEs et i o a0
SOWTP 5@ % B Al g B 3 SOk BEAFARE
AR e AR R EE T AR ggm;;&{f; Do s e @ B E R

. ‘
TELTJTJ dr = ’7/\;’9 oo
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Table 4-18 The WTP of existence value, bequest value and use value.

ERN N R ®r e

b Ml 1030.62 1370.68 1330.58
L i 897.85 1556.2 139.77

L omE 129529 120341 1406.34

kS 2059.05 2807.36 1107.65

P oH m¥Ed A2

PR RF P E R TAA X gﬂrdﬁﬂ(% Fea st el endn e Bip » 5%
PR LA e g A A (F 7720 1996) 525 AT R A L RS B A
WA > msd A2 RSB S Fd Clawson f 1959 # 3 41 > -5 - ¥57 8
Bhenw % RFEARBITHPFIIAR SR A ZFFRATRE > T LB IR
Fenf KRB APBIERR T D L o M SR R ARE 0 AR GRS AARF )
AR HOEEI R - BRI LEIRELARAT R ¢ PEBE gRE
B d WRBEG G F S R 94 3 & #7 Brown and Nawas 2 Gum and
Martin 22 3% & * B A i3] o £ R RGH B A arRG TR KRGS Ao TS R
FoRS R R o d MHRBWACTRFERFFE L LR BAAAET R LR
POt B AR (TR 0 2005) e

— P Rl Fik
4M AT TR T arE e fddiche (19) &
V=X (TC, SEX, ED, M, AG, TN, RE, CO, AL) ...crriemrrrrrrrereeccrrrrsrsrrrrreeeee (19)

WERAE G RS BAP Y REI A ETR AL AR 41957 0 F T B
R mE R o s dEn] (SEX)~ £ F A A lse s (TN) > &7
2R (ED)~ £F 24 (M)~ €%/ (RE)- L EFHILAE (CO) 2 L2 R
(AL); 5= (V)= & (TC) 2 ## (AG) @ %dk-
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Table 4-19 The meaning of each variables in TCM

ik i L&

v " 25 e £ H A - KD AT R

TC EPE A A ﬁ'g%-fgi% TivHRFarRYES A 2 TP EZ AW
‘Ef?* o

SEX 25 REFOEu o SmEEgE 15 051

ED T AR XPFORT Eh S eERELSFPHEL 0
;rgéﬁ?ﬁk V)

M AT B REFALT B S nR¥E 1548005 A%

AG X g o

TN EF i omt RPHAFLALba i SnE¥E 150
REAT AR 0 AL AR B A o

RE EE<y N RPFNESLH s aREE L SHFLLESE 05
PEER °

CO 99 XPHLFRAAEE L > S aRRE]SBELER
A O0REE o

Al L3R5 $pEEEpp R RILEE 05 Lo

Fe 420 525 A2 T RO HAp M REINTAE2Z A
Table 4-20 The statistic paramters of TCM demand function

¥ sl KA rxE THE kB #FEF t B
s owdl 319 ] 365 50 o 853 6.67%**
(V) (5L 311 365 74.29 1 93.27
KCE < A S L B 319 . 1530 - 23421 . 35 189.3  -3.46%*
(TC) {5 311 1716 144.61 0 145.86

HETEPEES 1 AT R -k R ES 3650 A7 KX RGE
4000 2420 F WA (S LS AR BN G B F LR oW LT &

AT RS B 505 (Y s

R adiche £ 421 5 2 $BhERE TR ALK o
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Table 4-21 The hypotheses of each variables in TCM

s (i S B A&

TC %+ & - A AARF o G AR

SEX 2% 1) 22 % 25 el B A e o

ED  &k7#A + RBEH RTARRF Y B K E

AR o

B ¢ By o RS RE -
EEAR B o BT RARF o
PEEEH e o n A RGBS ERG -
RE ERcp N LEBRM o RS HARS o

coO HE ALY A F o wST g o

Al 1T + s miRRHce R SE o RS ERG

M S Y
AG £ ¥
TN ’«k?’ﬁ* 57’1&

+ o+ 4+ 4+ +

1 G V (R¥K)
2947 A o MR TR A e MR A~ AR R M TR A A

O -3 e P S £ ol

G E AR B MF L o R kot f L H R
A BRFFLEIPEDILULY o LEDLHE S K> BK TR 5 60km/hr
ML AR E SR LR TR L B E A A i B Ry
$oib E R TI AP 4R 2008 £ 8 0 b 0 05 WARITH F 22 286 %
1P 2 ense T To3ra ] A1 @ IL T v s 15kme 4 £47E IL A

s 12km -5 5 @ Arens @ 1L T ¥ s 45km 0 4 B35 812 1L 3754 §8 35km

E (R INE AL 2008 5 #E w0 2005 5 C. Meghan etal., 2004 ) - 2 i 1 £
P LB LB AN

'ﬁﬁmﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ’gﬁwﬁﬁlggﬁéag
FAis o 0 ER- 5 1000 % (2 97 # 87 A ),
TR ERF -SRI P 1 - IR H - #5552 TR

HE 197 LRGP Lty > ks A 7 LES A o
= BT RSfdgud >
14 B B HCR AOE RS F i 0 R sl 2 (enter) MELBF B p
B

RBPH I RBI PP > B BB E ﬁﬁf’ﬁ“\ﬁ':ﬁ{‘&r% 4-22 #551 e
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Table 4-22 Building the travel demand function

$¥ e .
el L GRS B o0l ¥ B FiEK
Y InY Y InY Y InY e InY
Y
¥ #ic -33.78 0.48 -73.45 -0.91 -93.98 -0.69 -315.22*%*%  -6.34%*
B PE R A -0.05* -0.002** 0.01 -2.979E-5
TC
InTC -27.03%** 1.94*** 6.66 0.17
I+ %] SEX 1.03 0.11 5.34 0.21 27.15%* 0.73*** 27.98** 0.74***
Ky AR -0.22 -0.81 -4.96 -0.94 9.23 0.01 4.92 -0.08
ED
P54FIM -10.6 0.24 -9.47 0.17 -15.05 -0.03 -9.23 -0.14
£ # AG 2.15%** 0.05%** 2.5]%** 0.05%**
InAG 73.48%** -0.72%** 81.2%* 1.86%**
o@ 4 TN 19.49 0.14%** 14.15 1.09*** 42.01 0.91 41.81 1.09
% % RE 26.88 0.84 25.75 0.9 -17.71 -0.53 -15.83 -0.58
B CO -44.17 -1.65%* -45.75 -1.69%* 15.55 1.06 11.03 1.01
e 2% AL 53.11%** 0.93%** 49 46*** 0.83** 46.04** 0.66* 47.86** 0.69*
R? 0.264 0.396 0.268 0.405 0.216 0.224 0.192 0.229
adj- R’ 0.242 0.379 0.247 0.388 0.192 0.201 0.167 0.204
F & 12.274%** 22 336%** [2.556%** 23 164%** §.993%¥* g 4%k¥* 7 SR5¥*k* Q4] 9Fk**
SSE 74.36 1.65 74.13 1.63 83.06 1.67 83.22 1.66

311 *p<0.05 ; **P<0.01 ; ***P<0.001

§A AT OUFER B HBLERNGE SRR R ol SHF o

& (adj- R*=38.8%5) % 15 (adj- R?=20.495) ‘& £r1 g4t chcd chjz @ 4 5.3 5
# 5 L) (L adj- R7=37.99% 1 6 adj- R”%=20.196) : et £7 3
R AUICR R SF 8 R o R (RO S A < L S
ceR A N ER AT PSR RAE RS BB AR
Bt smfid 2 5 e RS RATOHRFIRERE A RS ARF > R
AR o P EBER A L B R AR 0 Foa By foe M
o Aa T ARSI THARE R L PLEF A RS BT HE % (2008)
i SWOT & 47 A7 1 HhF B LA SR LE N TR Gl s p BRZRFHL D

%
.
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B sl g b PBE R o

d & 422 T NG R Rl B RS R X i) 27 REe
ﬁ%%&ﬁﬁéiﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ’ﬁ¢éVﬂ%5MSMMC’Q¢§
V=60.74+2.41 InTC » 4 &3+ 5 2 i) %

1530 1530 _
.t CS =L5 f (InV)dTC :Ls (266.5—41.39InTC)dTC =583.69 ( =)

%t CS = j f(V)dTC = j (60.74 +2.41InTC)dTC = 711.95 (=)

oL PR ALE 5 F A& E 583,69 o {8 LR ATE A F 4 & & T11.95

oo 5L enYEFR AL E BB At Lieho
FI& BRHPEBRP 0

TESBBE A B4 2T 23 Jang and Wu (2006 ) #3257 6 4 o0
ﬁﬁu&&@ﬁ%%(m%)%*%ﬂﬁ%ﬁ%@%%?@’u$ﬁé%iﬁ@
BRI A S AR TSERE ) R R ERANT R
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HPRRPE BERRT  F TR S 2 BT R S B

AR E P R Dt d B3 o S F CIRTRA R AT R B i R
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SRGPS P PrE R LT AR LGPLD o FRE PPN T L5 %
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Gl A 5~ A o d N REREBS B SRR PR N e s s Bt ip ks 0 B
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& 7% o Friedman @ F]3+ A R B HcA 47 o F A AR5 BEREE I A KE
B o ﬂJ?‘J“féiﬁ;ﬂ\ s AT 23 vtk A Bche & 4-23 HTon o

% 4-23 7 ik & #c
Table 4-23 The available sampling size

i B P eh &3
b 265 276 541
fé L 262 274 536
Hot #rf SREP-HREL o
H @ S@&Fpanitpdy; 28 -
XFFE P PRz B IRK
Ho: %75 B P e3ti- €& o
Hi :S@pehE &3 28
i {7 Friedman & %]+ A 5E % R 8 A 17 BlR A BB p oP > A7
kAR B o L2 Bt B kKSR 2 TR A end Ao (20) 4R (B0 3k
1986 ) :
2
V4 Ri? =3nk+1)
”"(k“)Z ................................................................. (20)
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deipo F o AW E A ¥ (0.95k-1) F 3 E o PIEET & BIED AKp - 2 FEA
(3 xR 2 £8) 4 424~ 4 425 5 L& LA~ % e Friedman # B % % o

P4 424 RN A0 R4 A A% > v 2L &7 Hollander-Wolfe

Zo5E R AR A I P ORI A R G - R0 PRI F 0 4 — & o Hollander-Wolfe

SEVR2BIMEFEARD A MEL R R FER Lo (21) 97 (BFY 3k 1986) ¢

IRi - Rj\>z,/—”k(k6+l)

o BB o 5 0.05 o AT RAT SR 48 2 23R
En G €t Ao £ 4-26 ~ & 4-27 AT o

% 4-24 & F Y57 65 % 2. Friedman # P % %

Table 4-24 The Friedman test of two groups’tourist motivation

=3 R I = % ar
Al 284.03 9.448 B E
ZIE 255.48 9.448 ¥
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4 4-25 % #H %R P 2 Friedman # p] % %
Table 4-25 The Friedman test of two groups’tourist purpose

HEAR 5 w3y i TRR e
a0 L 459.8 9.448 ¥
fs 487.92 9.448 ¥
% 4-26 ?57 > #% Hollander-Wolfe 2z 5 & +v* $i
Table 4-26 The Hollander-Wolfe multiple comparison of tourist motivation
= | Ri-Rj| R #58:=936 R 3++2=572 Ruxss=1043 R s 6s=861 R s--un:
=562
b R #55:=936 364%* 107* 75 (102.29) 374%*
N=265 (102.29) (102.29) (102.29)
Rie0:=572 364 . 471+ 289% 10 (102.29)
(102.29) (102.29) (102.29)
Rowne 107+ amx 182% a81%
=1043 (102.29) (102.29) (102.29) (102.29)
Rouss=861 75 (10229) 289% i PiS= D 299%
(102.29) (102.29) (102.29)
Reewews  374% 10 (102.29) 481% 299%
=562 (102.29) (102.29) (102.29)
f& L | Ri-Rj | R #5$:=879 R 3:42=645 Riar:s=1036 R s:uu=852 R u-:np:
N=262 =518
R #52:=879 234*(101.7) 157*%(101.7) 27 (101.7) 361*(101.7)
Rawse=  234%(1017) 391#(101.7) 207*(101.7) 127*(101.7)
645
Roussss  157%(101.7) 391%(1017) 184*(101.7) 518*(101.7)
=1036
Rooss=852 27 (101.7) 207%(101.7) 184*(101.7) 334%(101.7)
Raeeeews  361%(1017) 127%(101.7) 518*(101.7) 334*(101.7)
=518
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Table 4-27 The Hollander-Wolfe multiple comparison of tourist purpose

4. 4-27 ¥%7 p «H Hollander-Wolfe 2. 5 & +* i

37 5| | Ri-Rj | R spsnan Rugse=1073 R ysuwr=1147 R «54:=775 R nims
=725 =414
ol R spinan 348* 422%* 50 (104.39) 311*
N=276 =725 (104.39) (104.39) (104.39)
Rougie= 8% 74 (10439) 398% . 659*
1073 (104.39) (104.39) (104.39)
Rawer 2% 74(10439) 3% 733%
=1147 (104.39) (104.39) (104.39)
Roewrs=775 50 (104.39) 398*% ;2% 361%
(104.39) (104.39) (104.39)
Racwe=414 311% 659 733% e
(104.39) (104.39) (104.39) (104.39)
fs L | Ri-Rj | R ayinss R g2 e=986 R zuws=1173 R wge=772 R wimu=418
N=274 =758
R sy mas 201* 415* 14 (104.01) 340%*
=758 (104.01) (104.01) (104.01)
Ros:.=986 201* ] 187 24% 568%
(104.01) (104.01) (104.01) (104.01)
B o 415% = 1o 187 o Ll e 11 T 755
=1173 (104.01) (104.01) (104.01) (104.01)
Roears=772 14 (104.01) 214% a1+ 354%
(104.01) (104.01) (104.01)
Racws=418 340+ se8* 755¢ 3s4x
(104.01) (104.01) (104.01) (104.01)
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LB E NSRS
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%0428 HHSEFR LT EE (FRR P AIERTHEL)

Table 4-28 The standard of forest recreation areas user fee.

T RS o GHE A (L /E) e FF (A &/~
100ha r2 + 30 § 150-300
30-100ha AZB10F - AE30F 100-200
30ha /1 10 § 117 50-150

R R ey T EREG A, & TR A LR
2 429 MFHHBETPLE A FI%RHSEFLE (AFF FR)

Table 4-29 The entrance fee of forest recreation areas and forest station.

B 7R 8 % FEFEe ERRprE OARPpRIE OLXL BRI O BEE

EEE P RET AR S E 200 160 100 150 10

e LR R ERSEE S EAaHEA 200 150 100 150 10

AT LR R AEHSEEE BAHE AR 200 150 100 - 10

A2 LR RAEHREET AEHE A 200 150 100 - 10

BE A RREHELE  EHFAR 200 150 100 - 10
aERhEL ] e PER 150 1B 100 B0 50
PR RS R LEHE A 160 100 80 100 10
Nl R RS R AR HRE AR 150 100 75 - -

BT RAirsEhEER BdtkE ke 150 100 TSz £

s RIS R T 2y ¢ 120 - 60 100 10
ERRARAHSES  ALiRpe 120 80 600 - 0
ERZNESESR b TERE R 100 100 60

AT R 7IES F) PELg 100 100 50 80 20

B RAR R EHEHEET o RE AR 100 80 50 80 10
AR RHEHRERET 5K HRE e 100 80 50 80 10

B R HGHEEE W E 100 - 50 80 10
LRl B R 252 % A5 E & 100 80 50 - 10
B RARAEHSES  RLiRpe 100 80 0 o
N S S FTARE e 85 65 40 65 10

e R RHEHREER TEHE R 50 40 25 25 10

A E FHERE AR IR 40 40 25 25 -

B ERHEHRE2E FOARE e 0 0 0 0 0

v BB RHEHEEF SRR E R 0 0 0 0 0
EELRAREHSFELET  AEHEAR 0 0 0 0 0
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