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This paper explores economic benefit for flood risk reduction of residents living in the
core economic zones of lower Chao Phraya River Basin, Thailand. Under the action plan
of integrated and sustainable flood mitigation in Chao Phraya River Basin, 4.29 million
households would become beneficiaries. Using contingent valuation method (CVM), the
potential benefit of flood risk reduction from this action plan is approximately THB 8.82
billion per year with an average willingness to pay (WTP) of THB 2,056 per household annually.
The estimated benefit accrued to household residents in the study area is only part of
the total potential benefits, if the plan were enacted. The finding reveals that household’s
income, flood risk reduction, and program acceptance are significant determinants to
increase WTP. Beneficiary pay mechanism such as flood protection fee or tax incorporating
different income or different flood risk exposure on property should be considered in the

flood management policy. This requires further studies on supporting regulations and laws.
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wuugauaNianyasANinlanazanagegaannguaaannmuasn limunsiaen
k73 o s

A ] - ' A aad A 9 o
'V]“lzmﬂuqqqqﬂuiﬂiﬂﬂqﬂiuﬂu@ﬂqwL@u@ QﬁuLWNﬂquﬁ$QQﬂ1ﬂﬂUEgﬂmﬂﬂqﬂm@qﬂqiﬂizu

. = A v X
95@mmmmu%mmwimmmu
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1 3 aa = 1 dl9Ao/ o o [~3 1 o
at9lsfipNds CVM  Handeundiduansszalnszdemansilszian W nnsimum
anunn9nl  nnsivuaAAMANlafiazanaENFU (initial bid) AYNIEBIEENAINKIIYIlA
neluresdpel  ANLWDENSWEINNIANE AU LA NI TARENTUIAANN AN TDS

a v o P A o oA Iy ] = =
AN NEWAN lWszALsne 16 AnueuBesduiinsnangneuanamazannianndassTy
Tnesasnsinsaduaunnesdenn  Wudu  wenanilds  cvM  usacdidsilqnaeuuay

[~ dl 1 o o :// = L] 2 o o =K 1 1 aa
audanuansein aeiulunisiaenldis CVM HIdaAdsnIentiniNqAeauIedusiazis way

o

WENNANABIUNANATY 1IN TN 138 CYM Tumﬂmm el WP 7ilfindede
=
NNNgn
1118927133 referendum method %38 dichotomous choice {1AaN EANUae TR
patiunislszunauA@as WTP (mean WTP) vigamA1ananisaas WTP (expected WTP) fiaa
anAaAeiduNITanuaIANtnaziudzan (commutative distribution function: C.D.F) 284
WTP (Sukharomana, 1998)

saudlervueld h(C) i C.DF fuanspananina Dufpenfiulafiazanses
N3 ¢ (@NNA W c Lﬂmzﬁummﬁmu@ﬂ%\uwﬂ) wazaziugsInd A
;:Jm@mmumummwﬁqLﬁu%ﬁ'%dw o4 AN ¢ i Wi

fle) = 1—nh(c)

Anadt WP ’N’1JJ’]EE]W]VL??W”Q’]ﬂﬂﬂiiquﬁuﬁ1ﬁﬂdﬂrﬁuﬂqWNliﬁ@ﬁLﬂu‘ﬁlEEW@‘LILLLI‘LI
geunudnlafiazang ¢ uw 1 TC) Lmuwﬁuﬁﬁuﬁwm h(c) [h'(c)=Tt(c)] wazl¥

E(WTP) flusneaeaesyarianuiinlanazans Inaauus At WP JAnunnndwisawiniu o

b b
E(WTP) = jch'(c)dc YEG E(WTP) = IcTC(c)dc

89 a = 0 AT b > 0 Aatl
0

0
EWrP) = [[1—h(c)de]—[n(c)dc vise EWP) jm— o)do]—[1= f(e)de]
a a

% LA a 1 % 2// A 1 =~ 6o 1
fliAn ¢ HANTEANUDEYNWNANULINYNUNA (1TAAT a = 0) R UR PN ETEIN I Kiat ATYNVEY

b
E(WTP) = j'm —h(c)dc]
0

nstdszannuAtiletdy CDF nsdinan WP Wludaulsguuunliisiaias  (ran-

dom variable) @a1xnannlavanens Aannenld Aa A3ue9 Hanemann (1984) Mifluuuyl
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a0 utility difference 39ldiu VM AflAandaneTlaiauemaiesniaRen (close—ended
single bid CVM) & afn WTP flAn3zmdng 0 A A bid (0 <WTP < bid) mﬂmm‘wmmmmu
aaun N iasAn bid Faue uaziANTEINAn bid B9 oc (bid LWTP < o0) LM@W@ULLUU

v o

AAUDNEANSUAY  bid  9LdUD 3

£

TURIF 9T VUIARIUIUFA DL 1NINUINHBINTT
AonaLingA U9 lszanauen WTP daeail (Lopez-Feldman, 2012)

piaN1 Hanemann (1985) L@ua double-bounded CVM AAnusiaiies (follow)
anen bid wsnitiaue (uusnadryansnl Bid) visefdendy initial bid Taedn bid 7iges
(second bid) HAINIANINAN bid 1IN Lﬁ@émumﬁum bid wsn (Unudaadyanmnl Bid )

uazilAntfaendydn bid win Wegmenifiaser bid usn (unushedtydnwal Bid) Ay

¥
SNaa

A1 WTP luﬂimuum@ﬂuﬁwﬁl,l,mnﬁmﬁuﬁqﬁ

n. WNEmeuseNiUAT Bid (y,=1) uaz Bid_ (y,=1) (YY) TaeIAn Bid < Bid A1 WTP
azagfluga93endng Bid, a4 oc (Bidu S WTP < o) Favi Pr(y,=1, y,=1x) = 1-G(Bid , B)
e x Ae Faulssass (independent variables) Mdiﬂﬁ%l,ﬂmw@u (control variables) Waz B
A8 LNMaFIRINIIRWes (parameter)

2. WNHRaveNFUAT Bid (y,=1) wilfiaaAn Bid_ (y,=0) (YN) AN WTP azag/ lutaq
3219749 Bid 19 Bid_ (Bid SWTP<Bid ) Fath Priy =1, y,=0[x) = G(Bid , })-G(Bid, )

A. vngravlijiasdn Bid (y,=0) wpi@NiLAT Bid (y,=1) (NY) IpeiAN Bid > Bid,
AN WTP azeg/lutaasendng Bid. 74 Bid (Bid < WTP < Bid) Fath Pr(y, =0, y,=1x)

G(8id, B)- G(Bid , B)

3. mﬂgm@uﬂgmﬁﬂ'f] Bid (y, =0) uaz Bid (y,=0) (NN) AN WTP azag/utaasendng
0 i Bid (0 <wtp< Bid) Faths Pr(y, =1, y,=0lx) = G(Bid , B

anndnedi nadl YN (@) uay NY () A1 bid 7iged (second bid) aragflutas up-
per LAY lower bound VisaA1 WTP fidnsoue interval 104siinsds YY (M) wag NN (4 A1 bid
fiaes fdnunewilaufuian singebounded daiuEleimmnlitgeesheiiuau N wise

AN1T0 eI log-likelihood function 289n36% double-bounded AR
N
InL°(B) = Z[d‘yyIn(1—G(BidU,B))+dinnIn(G(BidL,B))
i=1

+d”" In(G(Bid,;, B)—G(Bid, §))+d” In(G(Bid, B) — G(Bid , , /3))]

Toed o ,d"d" way d”

: " Aa FoulsTdn  (indicator variables) #HAN binary AN

log-likelihood function 21311301938 maximum likelihood estimation (MLE) dgzunou

Andunlsz@nis B) 18
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wpasanagnldilselumiaiausning Carson, Hanemann & Mitchell (1986) @iz
Cameron (1988) waua Wiseendluunanand censored logistic regression ALKWIARAINGTY
WazFaxNT Hanemann, Loomis & Kanninen (1991) Wgauliiiindn double-bounded CVM

rndnts=z@naniitsz@nsnmunnndn single-bounded CVM atusil Cameron & Quiggin

< oA =

(1994) w@ualifld Bivariate Probit 1/sza1nuAndn1lsz@ns WamiAaaAwnaaLi ldaInn1siaue

o o d [

9IAIN (UNUANIATYANENT Bid ) WarsIANEDY (UnufadyAnLnl Bid ) HAuduAUs

<

Fganatiungiloyun serious endogeneity bias InElULANA8Y Bivariate Probit HAN®OL

Malusadl
) . 4 e " a
Yid = BoBid, +Bix;, + €, DY = Tifyy> 0,y = 0 nania
* ) 2 L ~al
Yio = BozB'dz +B2Xiz +€, 1Y, =11 y,,>0,y, =0 NIAUB

[€,.€,] ~ bivariate normal (BVN) [0,0,1,1,p0], -1 <P <1

.
Taei y, uazy Aa AmaLaed WTP nael Bid, uAz Bid, ANAIAL d9u x Ae Aautlsdasvise
faulsraunu, B Aa Aduilszdnd uag p Ae Aauduiuseudng €, uaz €,
aelsfimn A1 WIP Aszanadlfi iU udwleuauansneiu naaie wing
Smuaulatnedeenist iiuissynnmedlasenisasanadeses WP luduan
m@ﬂizimiﬁmmwmeﬁﬁﬁmmmmﬂﬁlﬁuﬁqmwLﬁum@um@aﬂumuiumﬁ'mﬁuwu
Tazanns ginvuauleunaenaldAniiaagiuaes WP Meuanalidiutlslani Antuiuay

aquluny (Bateman et al., 2002)

aa =S
A5N19ANE
Iy JRppy o o o A -2 g A A a o Ao
mmﬂwhﬂﬂmimmnm@mm@m‘f;Lfrfawnm@ghwummmﬂmﬁmmnmmmmm
%
T il uNIIUETNsdanImine Ny AseuAgNAuIAUATLIN wunys Unuendl
aynstlsnng ayvnsanAs WizuAIATEY SN wayngunwe lnaaldifaes Hsieh, Block
& Larsen (1998) NMUUATUIAFIDLNIANITANAINTUNIIAIIZTAIEANNNTDAD LI

Taaamnd nelsignanisatuanisail
2
(Zi—aur2 +Z1—B)

n =
P, (1—P,)(log(B))’
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Tnefi n Aa 2wiAdaesng
Z Ap ANNIATFIUANNNITUANUASULILLUNG
o A szautladnAny
13 Aa  desired power
B An &ndau odds ratio o srduARALTesaLLlE&sTITiEUfL odds ratio
o ixﬁurﬁifnﬁmmummaﬁmmnmLfaﬁmmﬁmmﬁmxﬁau% (mn’i‘ﬁ R
#An)  dedlAwind P (1-P )J/(P1(1-P)) Taeii P= ALzl
azdng . srduARALTesiiulRasy LAz P = Aainazuiazane
3} 3zﬁuﬁﬂlﬁmmumm;w;mmnmL@?ﬂlﬂﬁnmﬁmm%mz
angranizaundeeiy dmualiiel oL = 005 A1 1 = 095 A1 P = 05 uazAn
B =125 arlddnuusiadnsiimanzanwingy 1,073 FinaLing FannnwaazinlfAlsyanmn
A laRazanelAL Besumaatia audelauanes Michell & Carson (1989) ﬁixudﬁ

neAnelagldis VM dszunnuAn WIP asiianuausnadsaunalvn) fesaindn WIP

a

Mfanuungeunniiponulslsmugs  widhlifinnstiawuanginoeinesiaiaauiaaium
FatinaNwnnzaN WA Kanninen (1993, 2006) L1847 NN93ATIZHAREAE CVM ARsHaunn
A1UIUAIDEN9UTENDL 500-1,000 FADENG UINTWIARNUILFLBENINNINATT 1,000 Fapeing
figein A dudsc@nandscanmuenlaliidaauend (unbiased) uariavuimatuneanings
HANINUIVIAINUIBFIDENTANNZANLAD  AANIALNITANLANUILFIDLNIAHARFL

o o s g X A \ e o o o \ o o A
AnuauAaTeuney luwnlasansuwNu Tuusazdamdn auaueinGeuluuazasmdny
waAelumns N 3 BldauauaFFewiannareadandn  walaainnnsmuatuuaiaEeuly
D e A e X4 e e Y e e o X ddns
wiazAuafiogluiunlasan1sanuens 1edendni] duFudminuastgudununnls

o o = ° o o , ~ o A A g yalo o .
TUNANTENLUBE éﬁw”mﬂ’]'imu']mimfﬂ’mfmm’am\iL‘W?N 25 ATILTRU LW@IT/TN@']HQHWQ@EV]\T

42/ = < o 1 al | o A
WNTURLALAaLNNNITIY 30 ATTaL

"Hsieh et al. (1998) uanssratnslunisAuanlaainua B = 1.5 uazeuddeau) Inadaulugjinuuadi
B 11NNINWTWINAL 1.5 4195UN13ANENE AmuaAn B = 1.25 ialiaunanuausietennnieananay
1A WTP Adszainaupn el AN udasimnaans
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. .
A3197 3 a1uuAFEau U uN AN IATNLELY BazauIsata luwsaT ISR

Fmdn AnupFaiFau ANUIUFDELN
NIINNY 2,400,540 597
ITE 525,261 131
aynsdsnig 494,916 123
tlyusnil 457,458 114
AyNIA1AT 185,740 46
DEDEN 127,670 32

PGEEN 101,317 30*
77 4,292,902 1,073

PN Awnesaatnedian G*Power ANGATIEY Hsied et al. (1998) Taanmual Odds ratio=1.25,
two sided test with OL =0.05, power of at least=0.95 uazsauilsddszin1snazaneni

nadusneendliisNsgusetnsuLaedmeU (multi-stage sampling) Taedismatusn

D

AunduauaiiFeuniugasatraisunanulasainaesdionin 61ne wazaus Nag

TunuisegiandnauunliRnisussmignnde Senuiudauenaduaniefiis

qniduangnndalut] wa. 2564 slaunivuaa uINATIBoURR LR NAR AR NLNY

wailuandefiifani@uananndelull wa. 2554 uazduseugaving  @enaiameuly

q q

T

nsdunealfagdfqusaetneuuiadny (accidental sampling) wazidandunisniianie

q

o

o Y oA & a o A Ao = ~ Py o ~
FantiiafFauntedudnluasqFaunetuiafndnlazeanisManante luafaFauiie
1 9eseaiEFau

AmFuNI9aeNIATIAREATILIN (initial bid) 1H35N19guanIIAInMUAlS 6 A
-dl b v o a 1 dJ v o a Z//
wlgarnnisldaaudaadeasununguiszains avliafiunisluduseuaasnimaasy

v a,, o - & d ays

wugeunn  (luduseuldsldnagauauiesnsadaiiannaasuuuaaunid e lignaw
wULAe LN 1 EaN1189ANNN LAZAAAITNEARLAZAINAAIAPAABLALATUAINNT
dunwnd) lnemausazszAuiannuiaviiuiazgniaenin Aunnass visenanlfdng
gravuuuaaun Iy nAuaz lfANaueAfIlNaINNIguaINsEALIANANILA 6 AN

TneianuihazduiinaiusazAigniaenyindy wingrevdjasvsenaniusaium seun

= - . Ao o o A ja 4 a X o o

ATLAUBINANTIABY (second T8 follow bid) NiNAAAAY (@ mFunsil/fias) visedinauw (@ miy

I . N y X 4 d o L

nstdeaniy) TnemuualisAnasdlainanasizaiiiiueseieess A fauaniaum
Il ¥ I i

nsnmuesA uANEUEAINa1 aan 1A iauenisn 2 91AusAENsuTe

o ¢ o : R o W =
sAfianeniaesiuineau] Teinligadanimezaissessaiaue oeslafians

mﬂ%s&mmﬁ?mmwmawxﬁummmﬁmn“ﬁummmm?mmuLLuumumu WU i‘ﬂﬂ’]ﬂ
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netlipanszantaglutasziusmangnauuuuaeunueey  Asiuuddinisituuasanly
anmauzaenanaazinligndanimnszanaaassaiusdanaswanag lgdmiunistseifive

= = A > v o A
VLmﬂﬂN?'}ﬂ@zLﬂﬂmﬁlﬂ\iﬁ‘qﬂ’]WL@uﬂﬂﬁ\iLLﬁ‘ﬂLL@Zﬂﬁ\Tﬂﬂﬂ\?LL@@\'isLumqﬁ‘q\?Vl 4

A3 4 T1ANEURATILINLATATIN AR
Mg umseafBausall

sTilauansusn s1millauansaiiaad (second bid)
(initial bid) windfjias WINAaUSL
100 50 200
200 100 400
400 200 800
800 400 1,600
1,600 800 3,200
3,200 1,600 6,400

AN ann9d13alul woe. 2556

anszAuAaue i 4 Wafiugadaetnaaiadunds wudn Jnetng 1
faaeing i missing value a4lAFAMI2EN9AINA1998NANNNTAATIZT WABINUILAIREN
Tun199AIzif 1,072 faaging

aNN1sRANIINITNIzAneTastayafiuanlumnsed 5 wudn AauIusaeti1el

o Y v o ae v o ey
nisnszanaaNIAaueaiusn ludndounindipeniy Tnagasicetinifessy 54.89 289

MARMBLNNTIIMNALANFUIIANTLANEATILIN  uazTAf0at 19N gaNFuTIATIIALaATILIN

vy

$aeay 37.65 2aNiUANNLEUAASINEeY (second bid) Bnfeeay 17.24 lHaansusIATLELe
Y A = Wy o L o = . \ ~ Y
afaaes dalunuugdeunnlilaiAiaiusedn nluadlisenanslusaiauenianaad

atWlsfnnu WuhllddimaiaueniainassdisyiumeangaiundnassnilssTamidneuuuy

'
a

aaunNAIAgnaz AT uNANAINTATINNIANNLNLY VSR SEALIIANTIALDATINADINENY

gandmatlsrlaminlasy  Asnludreauuuvasunnashivislanazangluszausaifiangin

v
o

-:4‘ -:4‘ | o -=4IS/ a ! ¥ o L
mmzmi’]ﬂqﬂlﬂuﬂﬂﬁ‘ﬂLLﬁ‘ﬂLﬂui‘z@‘].lﬁ"]ﬂ’]ﬂHm@'].lLL‘LI‘LI@@‘LIDWJ\Iﬂﬂqq’ﬁﬁiﬂﬁ‘ﬂﬂﬁ‘xiﬂﬁu

' '
a

ANTAFINNIANLELY gandnduyunansasinlanazanslusedusaidaingnn
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719197 5 dndaunisteniuuazl]iansaianeaesgnsiaetng

mAilauaaaun AUIUIAFIBENS ”@@ﬂ@:ﬁimmﬁq@ﬂﬂwﬁwm

wWAlAFIEa) gt Saeay Yes Yes-Yes Yes-No No-Yes No-No
100 160 14.93 91.25 81.25 10.00 1.88 6.88
200 167 15.58 85.63 71.86 13.77 4.79 9.58
400 191 17.82 67.02 37.17 29.84 12.04 20.94
800 198 18.47 47.98 21.72 26.26 21.21 30.81
1,600 180 16.79 25.56 12.22 13.33 20.56 53.89
3,200 176 16.42 17.51 10.17 7.34 14.69 67.80
EREY 1,072 100.00 54.89 37.65 17.24 12.95 32.15

S o =
A ann19d9alull w.e. 2556

1 b4

wananiidayalunsei 5 deuanliiviuin Hgasaatnaferay 32.15 20970

¥
o a ¥ o 1 '

fostenlfassafiiaueniusnuaztjassanfiauenisnaesion Inagaiaatnandd

'
a aa g

Fataz 51.16 NUian1AeaneAls (Vizeienay 1651 1esgasnat i) luANazany
foemnuandfluntiees¥guransesaulasanisuardnnisginRuaeazsiesindaya
& . c o d
gaileanainnisdszunaAtaAnlanazans
= X Vo a £ ° 4 aNay A Ao a
nsAneidszinuAnduilszAnsresuuudnasaislunsdiniiuasiifoulstasy

isesulsnauru Tneseensldisniaualng Hanemann etal. (1991) uaz Cameron & Quggin

a0 a o

(1994) MlaUNArNAITINABNULILANABINHAY log-likelihood XNTign (HANRAaLTRETIEM)
WnlszanauAn A NN laNa A sra9AFI FauN8 THANNLANANNIITEAUANNIA NN AR A

wazszAumeliresainGen druiunisAnaendauliBassurasoulsacunniansnnann

'
aa oo o aa o

ANADA t (t-statistic) Iﬁma‘ﬂﬂLfilW"lxﬁfJLLﬂ?ﬂQU@NV]Nuﬂ@WﬁO&IV]N@ﬂmﬁi‘;’ﬁm 0.10

A ny P e < A ] o A LAy o
LN'ﬂllﬁﬂ"]L’ﬂ@ﬁlLL@zﬂqNﬁﬂﬁquﬂl'ﬂqﬂquLﬁ]Nququqf]ﬂmﬂ\iﬂ?QL?'ﬂuﬂ'ﬂﬂLL@') FRANNEUN

o o

' ' o o A4 A g X A < Ao o
A \Tﬂ@']']@mﬂuqququﬂiﬁL?@um@ﬁiuwumiﬂ?\?ﬂq?mqﬂLLNu“’] TINANUIL 4,292,902 ATILTDL

P4 '
' o 1 ] =

lungaazliyarnalszlomilaasonuazualsclanininafuaudouluninendueg lunum

U

'
=

v o 1% ! 2
L‘llﬁlLﬁiﬂﬂﬂ@ﬁ@ﬂﬂ\iﬁ\m?&'}umﬂLL@L’[?]ZQWE]'E]WIJ@\‘]LLN“L:L’]L‘EQJWW??JEIW%QW?@UQQNWHV] 7 AINIm

A Yo Y v v
WWNV]VLG]H"]L@H@N"]LL@Q%IWQWH

=g
NAaN1TANEN

AMNYARIDENANUIY 1,072 F28E19 WUSIHAIWIUERRHNY 177 Faeting Wie

'
a A %

Faeiay 1651 e9gasnatnwising BEuRaNefemnuafidn TAsaNITANWNLIHLNNNTLIEINS

¥

¥ H 1 1
dpnieminensuidumiineesiguiansesamuuazdanisiintuiainnisasaseudeya

¥ 1
A o

wuduInndnFesar 70 1e9gastetenguifinendudszanlildgnunvienlull w.e. 2564
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v
o o

satiuasenaldulilidn  Tassnsmnunuy  lildvinliyrranguiliessodssTamlinau
uananiannisnaseufayaAssgiauazdtan  sanviayarANBeeiatuiuge
- S . Lo y o drao y
Fatnanguil wud ldlanuuansisantgesetieiands sndi lwlssmuinlfinaueliudo

Aau lunisdsznnaAnanndinlafiazangaessinauInsae 19AINa1988na1n

o o '

pRnatine MnliiadegastetedmiunisdssunuAiaausinlanazany 895 Faatng
A

Sb. 2

nszanaRNIzAUTIAMaue AT ludndounlndiresiu Tnashetnaninninfesay 66.59
2R9AFRLTININATUATAZAY 1 sTAUTIANTIlaueATILINLATANANKN lATIAzAN T

1/92N10UA8AT non-parametric HANLzNNU 1,854 UnFaATEFawsell (AN9199 6)

719197 6 dadauniseeniuuazl]iaasAianeedgnsaetig

ATLaue ANUIUGAFIBEN %ﬂﬂﬂ:ﬁaqmﬁqaﬂm [WTP (non-parametric)] = 1,854 un/Afaisaw/il
(L m/AFa Gewf) 918 fenaz Yes Yes-Yes Yes-No No-Yes No-No
100 152 16.98 96.05 85.53 10.52 1.97 1.97
200 157 17.54 91.08 76.43 14.65 5.10 3.82
400 172 19.22 74.42 41.28 33.14 13.37 12.21
800 159 17.77 59.12 25.79 33.33 26.42 14.47
1,600 122 13.63 37.70 18.03 19.67 30.33 31.97
3,200 133 14.86 22.56 12.78 9.78 19.55 57.89
Eiety 895 100.00 65.59 44.80 20.78 15.53 18.88

N o =
AN AINNI9419991] W.A. 2556

rd
A

AnNn3Uszanaurndulsy@nanaeds MLE nielfiuunAnues Hanemann et al.

o

(1991) waz Cameron & Quggin (1994) Wu31 FaullsaruANNHiTd AN 9aianszAy 0.10

o

= o A
4 3 mauils Ae

'
13 (%

o o a A o aoa¥ = p A

1. daudsseaumnuidasianasansaftauavanlugn 5 ddramidn  (Jed
TAaN9ENUNLY B9lATEUdNe 05 (0=PoNiBelianas T 5= NAEIaRAININTIgR)
Ines iR UANNAIUANNTENINNTLAUANNR B9anA e TR lweuranan 5 dunauun
o v e e ¥ e Ja X
Walasanismuunuy udaaia iU mnuguussaesaniunisadiinvionull wa. 2664 MiaTu
Tununfiandeay saulsililusiauny (proxy) perceived flood risk U8AFEaY WAL
AUANENTRY Zhai et al. (2006) dpsanyAnaRLszaunIniaziug ANy feriussdy

a o o o a | o a " e . = = o

AR TEALRaueNaTnafan1sindulauana1eie agnelsfiniu TunsAnenldnaans

4 actual risk NUsziRuanuaunlnansuninensassl wuqn faudssanantldiandnasie
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o o \ o A o o = X o Y o al ¥ & .
n9FndRlaangIa9AIEeN  AdtUNNTANENALaen LiFaulshasieune perceived flood
risk WnuFaLle actual flood risk FIANNANTNN 7 WLGN FIBENININNINFR8AT 26.70 @97

¥ 1 1
AuBstAHdyiuSafTRunynlusssumnvtedeadimnudasusziumn fuaanudes

Ao o o XN o a4 Ay A o ¥ ~ = 9
weevAnendr) lusnuanidiafdeunlledyfuanunisniinvionlut] we. 2654 Dedeeiay 8326
o o oaAd o = o aea¥ , = Y > A o oA
1R9AFIRtNTERI s AUANNIRNANSERTFN YN anaslwan 5 T agiaiaGeu
Bnfesar 3352 109YAFNBENITIIINA ARGNTATINIIANNLNLY ANNTDanAINIALS ATiaE
(3zA1 1-2) douFeaay 20.89 1TAINTATNITANNUNLY ANNTDAAANNIALNIFNNN (3Y6L 4-5)
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