EEAEEROHEEE XA TREICEYT 00
—EHEIRRAZEH L LT—

ALHEE R A gEbe TRk BT
FERAEWEINTZERT I AT
BRI IERT mEHE &

TN RZRZF e 2 ERE PR IE—

1. Fim

Bin 2 (LU, GM) 1B o0& KiZ, GM Eil 3 HEE (2. GMAIEM Z AT 5 DI
F o e B R AR TE D, IR TR ESN D, TNETICHBIN TEMEN
D GMEM D% 1%, EREFRICE > THERFEZFSObDO Th o7z, INEMM L2 HFEL
T R EAIE S B F R A5 LIAE Ch D, BRIZE > TE, 29 LR GM 1E
Wt o iRE R R EZTH I ENARETH LN, RN, EU RHA, T
AV B E NS T REFEEOHEEIZ L > TiX, GM 1EHOHEEIT, LT LA EITRZ L
NTZhhrol, LA, HEFITHESRE~D Y X7 2K & L Tk Y (Costa-Font, Gil, and
Traill, 2008, Sasakawa, Ishikawa, and Tabei,2011), GM 1E¥ D L pEZ K - TlE, I & & APES .
FLERARE LOMICKRERmprslskEZsnTET,

—J7 Tt GM AT K - TR E D EFH 123 LTI 2 5 2 9 % & 5 72 (Deodhar,
Ganesh, and Chern, 2008, De Steur, H et al, 2010) . J 72 B8 L WEBERETE AN S 7= 1EW 3
BIZE SN2 REMER & D, Bl 21X, Y - L (2008) (kD& HADAH®D 30%IEAF
ERZT LAF =S E I LTEY £ ORFHEKITIER 2K Z v (Nagahama, 2005), BLE,
TR L FEIN D VR RIEDS, ME—ORIBIRETH 5, RS T VT 2S5 2
ETIDOT VAR =S ERITEMSED Z LN TEDNR, ZORKIETITERITEM
BNCEPE LR T HIER bR Enh, BEDZ 5 LI-AMARET 572D, Takaiwa (2004)
IC& - T, GM i AW ko Frinf (LT, EHK) BB Sz, ‘2 okoEHins
BIUCE D, BRIZT VAT 20 ANRD Z & T, AFERITHT 27 LA X — UG & 5%
BT 5, £72. HECTOEBRMBAEE 22 2 &0, EFEEEEZR LTI & THrib
ORMOHKNELT-OT N TED, LMo T, HEHRICE > TE, kM D T
DX GCGMIEMOREREY A7 ICX D& L, FillBiasn/zl o LEEENSHEOND
B EDMIZ L —F « 7 BFEEL D D,

ZOEFREINNIT, MOBIE~OHHIFINTEY ., oo H - & &I2iE,

YEHCKIT, EAROKIER A GIRTEFTICB W THER RGN ChH D, "M Tt —7F 114
T DHINE T HEEZICHEN, ZOKITHE, RE~OZEZFAET 570K EY THE: &
NTW5D, S5, FEHFEEICINIE, PFEEMICHE SN DRNCEREM, & L CORKRRZ &7
HITR S0,



BEOHFLWNGFRIEICH T 2ZABEMEWLNIT L2 ENHEETH L, AHZETIZ, AF
fEMIERE 2R RIT. 9 LIEESFRFH O D, BABEA~DRNB D0, L0 JITHE
AL, ERRO PV —FF72ZE L7 LT, BEENAFERIERFKZRINT 5560 E
BIREDOHERZH ST 5, £ EIZ, GM B DI HIZ X 20720 R BORIZ SV THRGT
T2

7 — & Ik
T—HIE, 2013 12 ADA F—Fy FRAEIC L > TINE LTz, BREIZEEFHIL 412 TH
BEFEOEENAXIEMICHTHT VAF—IERE TR LTS, &1L, BIEHOF
LHERIDO M TH L, HEEBIZLDBLOFHMIZET LMIETITIISAONDL X 5I2, B
B O E T At T B % (Saito et al., 2009),

#: BIEFE O LRI OBE

R %

AF i 20-29 14.6
30-39 31.3
40-49 24.3
50-59 19.9
60-69 8.3
70-79 1.7

""" PRI mM 410

I 60.0

G EHICLAHEERAE, 2013412 A,

Gaskell, G., et al. (2004)(ZHEVy, [EIZ#H %2 GM 1EMIC & D EFE~ DB &RIsk) & . A FAER
JEIREKOZREMWTANZESNWT 4 SO T V—TIZpET 5, BIEHEOREEZIT AR
T EmIE, LFOY v — MREIZE S5 B (I~50EMiIck>TEzhZHlE L
776

(i) GM 1EIC = B EHE Y X 27 ~DBE & (RisK): GM TERIZ N [H D REFEICTEERG 2 U X 2 2 8 /=
5T EEINET NP

(i) X FEIETR TR DA

AE A (WTA): X FIEMIEIGR K ZH L THL 5 EBNFE T ?
() EDIERELEL D & LA

(i) EZERE L TEHDRE 221 TS5 5

H> rmh

HEEDO GMIEMIC L 2HEY 27 ~Dg& L, TNEBBL 95 TREeHLNTTHHE



MTEEINDZINETOEZLL OFETIH, —SHOFEBEELETHD, LorL, 4HO

L0 RERMBROEM ZHE LT 256, BIEZTATIEROT LLF—EIRICE LA T
D AE—GM fEM NN 27 2 6120 F B2 T E LTH—8RMICT Lv
F—IERAEMTE LR 0T, EERZEBRT IG5 260 0(EM i), ERG) & (i)
DM TAEITE EERATRIZEFRIT.GMIEMITREY 2 713 2B EZ BTN D2,
R, BEAZR L THATEVWEWVWIEERDLD LWV L),

#2103, AR O ZSOBEMOERERLTWD, [HIEHFD 126% (52 N) X, GM E#n
NDOBEREICEEN R ) A7 27253 EF 2 TW5D, Zhuk, 1758 (IMR, 2004) & b~
DI WFER L 7e o TN D, F2, BIEEOK U4 (109 N) 1T A FIEHIERE R ZRTEEN
bHEEIEL, £DH5H17T% (18 A) X, FL—F - F7IZHEBELTWS, T2b5H, AF
TEMIETRE AR Z L THTWD, FIFRFC, GM /EMIC L A EHE Y X 7 12xF L CTHWERE S
WTW5, ko, BIEEOB Y (269 N) 23, GM EMINHEEY 27 &b 7o b3 L35
A TCWRNEDD, ZAFEMERFEAR LA T EZITRVWEEEL TV,

L7eio T, e Z @ o7z GM AN HE B RLBEICZ T AN LN D T2DITid, Y

IR ZHRNTE LT, AXEMERBERERA L TbEDRVWEES TV HIHEE -
FEEOEEZEOT I ENE —-THDH, LrLERLREOHEEL LTI, @EY A7 ~0
e (Risk) &, AXTEMIERFEROMEH (WTA) O ThL— K« A7 ICHEET &S
OEEHLCT ZELEBELRD, UTOHTIE, BEEOT VAKX —KIGOEIEE L. GM
EMICBT M., b 2 20K L D2EBIIONT, EEMICBEET S,

K2ZCMIEMIC L 2R Y X7 ~OB&E L AXIERNIERKROZHKE

WTA

Risk No Yes At

No 269 (65.3) 91(22.1) 360 (87.4)
Yes 34 (8.3) 18 (4.4) 52 (12.6)
A 303(73.5) 109 (26.5) 412 (100)

E FHEIIANIEREEOEE (%) Z/xLTW5,
G EHICLAHEERAE, 2013412 A,

3. #EEET I
WTA & Risk; D, 2O0DH I —ERKEEZDLH, i BEHORIEEN AR EREZRKLTH
WWEEZT-GE, £20RIZEEDN GMIED OBIERN IR ERE Y 2 7 128 &Z > Tz

B, ENEN 1L DOEEZRS:

1 if W'>0
(1) WTA = L
0 otherwise



, 1if R >0
2 Risk; = o
0 otherwise

TIT. W E RIFAFIERIEBRFEADOZAEESE L. GMIEMOREFEY X 7 ~0 EBIRYRE
fili e SCBRk LIBIEER TH D, ZbDEB—HEOREHMIZE &SV TRHME—IZ, LT o
VmETERbENDZ L ET D,

@) W =By + B InBenefit, + B InGMKnowl, + £ In InmKnowl, + 5, In Safety, |

+B¢ InEnvRisk; + By Gender, + 3, Age, + By Difficulty, + ;' Prevention, + &
R = B8 + B InBenefit, + BF InGMKnowl, + BF In ImmKnowl, + BF In Safety,

+BF InEnvRisk, + BFGender, + R Age, + A% Difficulty, + A Prevention, +&*
Benefit & EnvRisk IZZ 4L, GM HF O FIZ K 2 SFERE R PEWY) O BR % & K FF 3
HERE L GM EMITBREEICX L EDRED Y A7 2 7o b LR L TWDH A, ZEKL
TWs (1 &< ZEH2Bbw 5 LTHxo /- 9H), Safety & GMKnowl (% GM 1EW A pEIC
WA SN LERE, GM EWR —KEICEMICEN SN TV D ERIZHONT, BIEHERLE
DREEH > TWDnERT(L £2<Hby 5 K< o> TWD) , ImmKnowl X, [BIZ (1T
IEFIEIC BT 2EMERICET 2 Mo EEL TR T\WD, (L &<HA6Rn 5 L<m
S TUW3) Difficulty IZEIZEN, HHEOT LAX—ERND, HaxDEFICEORE, ADE
HERFLTWDHEEZTNWD)N, #RTHI—EHTHD, KHEIZ, Prevention (X, [HIE
FRT LA —IEREZBBET D7D D FEREOEERLTWD, 31T, ZNOEHOE
#ERLBHETH D,

(4)

* 3. LR

I E 7% ¥ EEREAE R/ KRR
Risk Ry 27 0.126 0.332 0 1
WTA TERRETE IR 2 25 0.265 0.442 0 1
Benefit GM I LM REME 2L DE L 3.433 0.542 2 5
GMKnowl GM JEPEMIZ BT 25k o A 4.027 1.036 1 5
ImmKnowl S RIEORIERICE T Mo A % 4.058 0.930 1 5
Safety GM {EM#EE D% A MEHIE BT 2o H % 4.199 1.096 1 5
EnvRisk GM 1EM DB EE) 27 2.532 0.805 1 5
Gender BrE=1, &ME=0 0.410 0.492 0 1
Age BG% T/ 42.43 12.13 20 76
Difficulty IAVT A F T - FATIZHA D EE=1 0.701 0.458 0 1
Prevention TREROR R FBEDEL 2.590 1.165 1 7

TR EFICIAHEFEMA, 2013 4F 12 A,
SFED BN D @) TR, AXIEMIERBEK~DREIEEREOZREL 2R L TW\W5, Risk &
WTA OZEBMICHBEERE L, %HXEB) & @OEELE Y & f1X. P 0, il i p



TEEEHGAICNE) ERET S, Lo T, X D)o@ ofkT, 2EE ey b
&7 /L (Bivariate probit model) (Hill, Griffiths, and Lim, 2012) #H W\ CTHET 5,

4. HEERER

BRU)»S@ICBITS, 2By hETFALOHEREEL, £ 41257 L7, * Benefit
T Risk IZxf L TATHE L o7, MRBAIZ, WTAIZKH L TIFIETHE L > TWD, GM
TEMNZ KDY 2R 7 ~DEEN DR WEIZEFIZE, GM HilF o AIC X 2 miRe R iEY o
BIFER L, s EZT28MBH Y . AFEHERFKROFMAICLHEBEEZOND,
ZORERIT, ESEE GM EBIEM O R LW RITIE, HEEN, 5 LIER O MfEE RO
FIZIE, GM HEIFRFH SN T 2 & e, ZOFEBICOVWTRBTHIZLENEETHD Z
LR LTWn5,

R ANT A —F —HEHE:
GMEBIZ X 5B Y R 7 ~DRfE & A X TERERFKR OB ERK

GMAEMIIC L DIEEE Y 2 7 ~D 8 &(Risk) A FIERIETRIE K DOZ B EH(WTA)

EH FR 5 2h S HEUERR 7 PRS2 2R HEYERR 7
In Benefit —0.242 0.121 ** 0.393 0.153 **
In GMKnowl —0.083 0.060 —0.026 0.091

In ITKnowl 0.059 0.059 —-0.097 0.086

In Safety -0.135 0.053 ** 0.035 0.083

In EnvRisk 0.377 0.060 *** 0.224 0.069 ***
Gender —0.003 0.032 —0.006 0.047

Age —0.002 0.001 —0.004 0.002 **
Difficulty 0.024 0.036 0.085 0.050 *
Prevention -0.012 0.013 0.039 0.019 =**
p 0.054

O -330.83

B 412

T B Risk & WTA ’iﬁ“élﬁl/@@[ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%%ﬁ LTW5B, * ** ** 3 ZNZNAHEE
KHE 10%, 5%B LN 1%lcBITA2AEEAERLTWVS

G EHICLAHEENAE, 2013412 A,

RIZ, GM 1B D (La7e) Bk M OVEED T2 Oz E BT % ik &2 £ 7o 72 Vi 2
BT, R 27 0REPEEDSFHEESmV., HEFICH LT, £ 95 LIZReERECHE

RELE Y e} OMB@)E. ETH I MEIREK V. Lo T, ElcHEER (1)-3) & (2)-
(4) ITHOWTHZERE o vy hE5 /L (Univariate Probit model) & W CTEHAI L 72, #ERI1Z. TER
MOTEMEMIZ, RAIWCRLIEbD L EZRTA NPT,



FHOBMZBEUNIFTEET 25 Z L2, O L9 RIEERIisk) DBIFRIZ LA %) TH 5 (Safety),
L7 LIRS, LM O M CIE A FIERIEIRTK 2 BT 2 ERWTA)R & £ 501 Tl
RN EHRLTED, GM Ei, HEHRRE CIEAICHl > THE S TWnd, Loz
BPEREROIL Y AT, 4T Lo ZAFEMERRKOZRZRET 2D TIERRWNWI &35
Mo,

GM EMIDAEFEDS, BREE U A 7 (EnvRisk) & b 72 H T & E 2 HEIEFICONVTIL, Y X
JIZRT LB BN TV AHEHA A A LN D, BT, BE., AMEOmFICH L, @Y 27
ERERT HEIEF L, AXIEBRFRICH L CHREBNRERNEZRF>Tb b, ZOED
BfRIZHO>WT, TOHEIIAHETH S, BF 6 <, EnvRisk X, GM EMICEIT 5 EIZH
DAL TWD L b EX LN, GM {EMOREE Y A 7 ([ZBT 2 M a A 2 BEEIC
DNTIEL, GM T2 W ER KIS T 28N H 20, BREERZFoTnbH & bE X
bivd,

T LV —EIR O EE % ) E 9 % & $—Difficulty and Prevention—i%., WTA (22 CIE
TAHE., Risk IZXH LTEHEBE L TR o7, AME~DY 27 LEHKIZLDHEEO, b
L— RF 7 CEHE T AEIEENPENTLA@EOH L5 2L TWDS, £, T L ¥—
JERDS HEATFICAORELZ RIFL TWLEEE., b LIITAXERORANR E2lET 57
D, ZLOFHEEZR > TOLRIEFIETE, WIA BNEL 2R E R o772, EBIEDIE
RAFRND SRR O R B B FATEOEZ IR T EETND EE LTV DGE. REIRE
HETIERIERFEKROZRBERNEE D AL R~E L, &EBIC, HVERIZE, AF
EBEIRFOR TR T 22 A EITEmV, ZORRIZ, HVERIZE, GM a2 /h+T25 2L
%~ L 7= Kamada(2010) & & —E L T\ 5,

5. #HEm

HEEZOZHIL, GMAEWS GM Hli D% KIZ L > CTRERBERMETH 5, 16RO GM
EWIL, AEBRICE>TIARTHLLEINDBOD, @BEEY X7 ~DF&RENL, HE
EOZHRBEMIMESHEB L T/, — T, THEMHEINIHEBIEL (57 2 GM HIFIX
HEZ IR Z 76T L&, HEZBORISICHALBEE > T\, EFHEKIZE-T, A
FHEMICLDBREOT VX —JERZBBEE L ENTED, 29 LEEHZRHEEEAY
v NOBFIZE Y . HEFIL, KO X7 GMIEMIC K 26 - 8REEY 27 0GR L. #
LWHEBEMEZ RO, HEEIERZ L7060 T GMIEM, L \nwolc U X7 L{EZEOM T, bL
— RATZICHET D2 & &b, ABFRTIE, EHEK (AXIEREREL) 26RIc, 2R
Bl E . GMEMIC L 2D A7 ~DOR IR Z RITTHR 2 RE Lz,

SFTHERND . HEENY R LEROMO P L — A 7ICEBELTWD Z ENHF LM E
Ipole, Flo, GMAEWAEREORE Y 27 ICB&ERE | TICAEEICHET I LRABEL L <
HORWEEEIL, B OREE~D GMAIEMIZ L 2 27 Z2aE L TWnd, Larl, GM %
I L AEHRE CTOMBEEZEML T D, b LIEAFHEBICE AT LAF—ERICE LA



TWHHEEF L, EFROFMICHEMBOREREZ R L, WD E, EEKICL-TH
2O INLERIT. HEEORRY) 27 OBREEZ LT LHEMT 20T TERWna, AF1E
BE % B O BIAEOEFAFHERT L LD,

IO ORERIL, ESREMEEEY OBRICE T D GM HIFOEHIC O W T o, THEE PR
DEEMEZ R LTS, GM (EWAEEICR T 2 REHEORMCMEY) 2 £, #3FLbx
KEMOM EIZIZORR™ 620 s 00, HEFEDOHMIZEL>T, GM fEHIZ LD ) 27 ~D
BEEEML, ZNOIEY~OZRERDEEDLARELZTIEL TS Z L, HEHEDOT
LV X — R0 OMEYE e &, HINFIAIC L 2 ERR AR5 2 ENEETH D,
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