JlEesbIStSN MsH ’iEs
20001 38 pp.37-54

e A2 53
- CVM, MAUA 12|32 Real Option Pricing -

Recent Developments on Economic Valuation Method

- CVM, MAUA and Real Option Pricing -

*

] & 49
(B X
I.A 8 II. FAHE 1% 719 7}71% - Real Option Pricing
I.3723R9 7FX% 71714 - CVMeF MAUA V. 317d 55
<Abstract>

2 ZodM e &2 71e7xH 7 d 851 e 205 71X9 71 (Contingent Valuation Method), Th&Ad &
£ 71H (Multi-attribute Utility Assessment), 28] 71 27153 -8 7}x] % 71H (Real Option Pricing Method)<] A
B2 0= Audte Loz B e AFAEA

t), 1
7 AAEFEES] EAY T8 FARA
FE&& BEE ATstnA I} afste HEEES SAAS /XS /EY APES B A=z
HEQ 7t HIPIH o R /dE 7IHERA AV go] 7t E EAQ 974 B9 viAAAH E gL 9
Pro e FAZIAE BT & 310} 71& L 7199 7HREI) Alsl A ol 283 5 Qith

Key word : CVM, MAUA, Real Options

CAERAT TR AFRAN LA FGY 205



38 7xIgrIdel 22 ¢

1. M

Tk

FREAMR] ] LA T Bole WAIY d
A 71dele] F2 52 B2 o)ge] 7M1 e 7

so) 7H12%4 9 olg voR @ IUAEEE

278 =tk a8y o] WA EC] 71
A FREN L Y FEol T2 o Sut Fd7]
5L 71& HABAQ JRHIPEEEE W e
53 7IAEIPL odTE EAdC] AAHT 3
on ol thAl Z1E kBt M2 BHY &

L

o W 272 vehdm gtk & SdAE H2
28 g £83te 71e7xH7l] HEH2
£ Al 7R 7 SH - ES st aAt
A5 F 7 71He A SV
2 dE 7St 215
Valuation Method: CVM)& 1990t %4t u]= 8}
M BAAY 7IxEZH JHF Fdsivtn IF =
Wy o2, HAg WY st 749 4EA
Z ARgste] @A g Mde ARE BE,
71 Szl A BAAse] A E FEF2EH
@739 I & EF = 7IEoltth & shte] 71
ol th&EA -89 /PH (Multi-attribute  Utility  As-
sessment: MAUAYS Ajste] £4o] @7kx]7} ohizt
o3P 72T A §-8-0) E(Multi-attribute  U-
tility Theory: MAUT)ell u}e3t 7}x] 7F71 g ot} o]
= U EEL 2 B4 JHAH I} o9 HE
Folz 1 AL st wiaA &4 sl
e A17]19) 199313 )| Laughton and Jacoby2} ol

?:2

7} x5 71 (Contingent

ol g FEulo}lL real options YL FA}9]
A e, FAA7] 2 FAEY] 59 FAZFHS 7HA

Bt A5 7H o2 19803 H FE/72

O

g Bolld FEEYAR
do] $& Yoz ogHoz AT

3 @ CAPM, EVA &
ol 9. &

3] oYX Z2AEQ] Hrld] Be AlHATI} glo]
gou 2 WArIde] e B iR FH,
71€%8 7ol A &8 AteldFEe] Yehda sioh.

Aol AT HHE ]9l real optione] §-87]
ol YA RA71A 71 H (Modern Asset Pricing), ¥
AFEEE o838l Aetgere] VledHTER
ZPse FRAL Decom-
position)7 | & B2 7FX #7171l Slvh v
2 ZelMe AodA AFE Al 71 e 24 S 23

o} ol 71aEe 5%

12

il

£-&] 8- (Structural

X
N
to
r )
'
A
e
o
o
i)
‘_(1)_‘_14
X

Belgomd, BAlE ATAS] F5 A7 &
Bl Yol #4 FRE ATnA B

o. 2A@xel JIXSE7IY

BAAH 28 e vAFANY AAH 71 &3
o] B3 AFE 7 o BEIATG BAL o] 25

&

=
A e d8 UYHE F UEAI Y =4
7t SR8 PYe el ge 1
23] 27lsta 5 7Y & ¥ wmstazl ghoh 2R 9

7RE Brtete o83 e A A& 2
7ka 7] Mgl o] 2elA FIA ] X3 F
£l siet.

1. 34 7Ex&A 2 M.

@770l 7N g TESE PRl olel A



ey 3

97}t 1ot QrldlA = o] E& RS 7MY A
A3t AzhE]E ADI Nolan Davis et al.(1996)<]
Aoz BaEg B2 vt 449 &= 71X
(total value)x ZA| AL-&7}x)(use value)e} BIALE-7}
2] (non-use value)2Z JHTH<E 1>3Z). A7l =
olZ A MAA AFAHE7HA
(direct use value)= FAANE AFHOZ AME3I=
AAGEAM 71QPh < 5ol &Y BF °lE
43 AHgste AALE 8, 4

&4 5o A3 2vld d-gse 7k hd

A 7R 2 BFHEH

o deHE HRNdezA A7) (indirect-
use value)gtm ek Al WAlE ¥ 7HA] (option
value)Z A& A AH&-StE tialel el A
st} ke e BAY 7R Felth vl 3}
A 1 A 29 F deAd #aA E24dgol
ZAs7] wj &l de kA7) EAPshE Rt
BAMETIX & $AAE AHEEE A ol99] A
el AlEEo] 2t Q1A dA BlRHE. HALEIHA
= ZA)7}x)(existence value)9} B E7}2](preservation
value)Z kol A, WA EA7FA & 87 A3}
A Fhe FEHA ©A) ofd EsHE 873 AA7 &
At AHdA vREE VA E BT ARE

Holgk zto] ulel Aidiol AsfA ezt
= 7ldle &A (ex1stence)9} FEE. olg 7lu) 3t
oA} mlefe] AE-E Aesed dFsle AE A}
7}2) (willingness-to-pay value)’} & BZE7}X& 9|7
Lig= X

ol# 71X E& A B At (willingness-to-pay: ©] 3}

°] 7 & ®

WTP)2} B Aol Al (willingness-to-accept com-
A2 B¥E £ vt WIP:
27 Azt F7t mE Aol gle AEdA 2 A
3te] 27t e LS 2] A8 7ide] AET 9
A e Augdez Fosn, o W sl
9lo] JMAel diztz WIPHE AEste A A
glol 2 FAE 7]l 2HEE thE A sl A &3}
E P9 Fapgszic. ¥ WTAE 7ol A2
Hoz off Mg AA &3 AlA ste Hx B
. WTARHZS] BAS wg uf 7)<l
dske 27 iAol BAAS e

pensation: ©]3} WT.

N

P

o@
%
tlo
i)
ot
oﬂ. ‘Q‘

A NS
Zlo] Fapds it

WTPS} WTA EF tH A (substitutability) 7} ol

71Z23A T N2 & 71EH S Zeth WIPe 87
o] 7idol fle AHE 7l le Ao
WTAE 7ol /A8 deg 7EHez I
WTPS} WTAE 543 dFEdAe A EE 7
2o WTA7} WIPRT} 24 BAE 3, o] 2ol

F-IN
HU
ofs

N

(B 1) 2NN JkxI9 B&

Direct Use Value

Use Value

indirect Use Value

Total Value

Option Value

Existence Value

Non-use Value

Preservation Value




40 7IxIg710|4 2| 22

=3}

Agsteie B2 4780l Ao o =T WIPS
WTA F ol A& AH8ste Ao] Elgdrtol &3
AT ER TFRHATHILE S, 2000). o}3 o] =9
Eo] glE AL oA, A NS e
e 245 X EA A7 FE WIPE o &3t
(Mitchell and Carson, 1989). Z18j1} & FdA & &7

Ao A7t T FEFE vIAE F 2 hE A4
& AT oleig TR St S g oA o8
2 AEE Y=g

#7950 go] SHUHL AA Ffu]§ H2Y
(damage cost approach)a} AojH]-g HZ
22 UE F Jon(<E 2> IX),

Aojr]-go] WIPETHE A4tate) 1M 2 9E€2

' (control

cost approach) &

(B 2) 3|8

& Zoltd =t AU Adel HE MdThe
162 Mahu] & HIo] B FH & ZH ] gl
A AR v Wolehedl tR R Sxgo|
$983 Uk 2ARIANRPES S H 87}

e w2 of Haluled 2] Sk 7ol

[¢]

O

2. Faliu]& HH

D) Fjaiul& H2He 7

SR EEEE B REE LR EEBREE
Adolth. o] MFe AgEe] R ANE B3]
slal 717o] A%

A o) g A

SYYEES JiEy TR

T o= o H 8 &2y Mo e 82y
- BEQH o5t X ZHEMQ| MFHE H2ist | - ALY AHNE s XIL5H0t sh= =710
smepy |- SYBHOI A0 0R= BUE BRSI Y | v/
—eTe - FHI2| B ]. 29X HIRHES B8RS
=X
- HlE 7T 1 - I|EHRrsH HIRY
- 9] L=W g piol] - HlRHH
—— |Bu8T2Y Ho{H|
- RARTIAIEI
- TR 7 bR R 7 b
- BAEQM| W A - 71Nl DisHE N2kl | - HI8SF0| 80
PSS 5102 ZNE U|RS B0 HEY 28 | - HISSDIX0| QIS HXUHE Algsts
20| 7t
- QNEESRo| BMHRL AT ST £2 SX | - HHIESX SEAN0| AMBE|0{0F B
o m | oHEAOER - 2|0 thEE HOIS A & % 1S
= T | -dzsn Held S AR MEke| JIRIE}
= W AjZintHIR0| LR
. HP=(1998) Pittman(1981)
CHI .
HEA | ojom(1999) Fire et al. (1989 1993)
xoy | FOE HSE UHR(1999) H2AH1996)
0JA4EH. 0T (1999) OIS wER ZIEHR(1998)

1) olol} g zHA 7 &

& Freeman[ll (1993), Z&&& A 941(1995), A 273(1999), =& ©|F A (2000)& F=

A 2.




5

=4 41

Edof el 39u] g, Sy L, &
=2 nEsld 2 AAH)L o

ECERHEX:

Az 2 ERHE

o

3o v] 8o W3l = 717 0] X Btz & Aolt).
A ol 8H Ye VHASFWHES RS
gzl o2 o g ERFEHTU. orjAE Mitchell

and Carson(1989, pp.74-87)8] ¥/ 5 P59 A
(behavioral linkages)oll 7| %3 /2 A HI|2 &
A YFe AA) 72T PEEE DA T 7R 7]
2,5 7540 ARAAA 2PAIA, 2812 A

ol BEE AU HAHA Ao we} <E 3>

= Jz, 7HEEQ
R 5 et
#&stna sk
37 v &gk Algo] 2T BF 0|8 FARE F
st 7M1 E & olt}. oju] F&EHE A7}
A& AHEItEE B3P Fou dEAC EA7)
Atk ol 5L F2 A2 ALEFHO| L FFH}
71gEolth

T 1A H5 #E/E H EH (observed/indirect
methods) 3= 714 EZA PP slxY 7127y

(hedonic price method: HP)o]t}. HP& Al &}e} AJAte
A (production factors)?} A== AlAe] E)& ut
e HHE Eea, 8749 SAol B4 Aste}
ol® #AZF U7t BEASY]) wWEd dPAl
(surrogate market) 7]}l &3t} o2 o 9]

84 SA wet FH9 2FFE, B3R Fol 2
AHE 252 € 7 itk AAT A5 E dAve
Vg Sl eE 1 e odel 54 Agete W

& AYase st FEsk0 U IANS 7
g % glon oz A A el Als

%

o] Zr31 glE WIPE 8% 4 3ith
T g2z g BREIEoRE )L
] 2 (travel cost approach: TCA)o] it}. o] ¥hH 2

19473 Hotellinge] 7§31 o1 Clawson(1959)d)]
o3 3857 AFsAT. TCAE AHE-3HH FoFol
Abg B & ol &3t FIFAA
(recreational facilities)?] 73 3}lo) 3 71X S
g & vk viny g& AFAFE] At
A Aot FAVEHA GEbEAITE o] WhE S A 83t
tle vl-&o] Bel 1, B3 AFE

FHAS SHEFT Agteithe

A&

B

ot

o] ¥4 £
o2 WHEshe
A A ] A}

7F3 /2173 (hypothetical/direct) B2 glo] WIE

A e 2ARANY P (EE Po7RB7H,

(F 3) HEO| 7|8 wyEo| T
= g X 7t S A
Referenda Household production
LHEIbs AN Simulated markets Hedoric pricing

Parallel private markets

Travel cost
Averting behavior

Contingent valuation

Conjoint analysis
Contingent ranking




42 JFIEIPIYe 22 53

contingent valuation method: CVM, ©]&} CVM)°|tt.
PRz AAE Al 7Rt 2 AR
o] ZAgtte FAG A AR e S$HE o8
sl 87 Astel FHAE SR M Age
AF 713} A4 9 A =4 (institutional)o] 11 2§78 A Q1 HY
Ag Tgsid, AN 7P Adel BAS U
&ul2 Qe g =oETh CVME 712402 7|
ZH9 &7 Al da 458 72

o 7Z1zgd. a2lm ZF Qe Al
5% FUude I BT $ Aok e

CVM

/7Y (hypothetical/indirect) B
G FAGH HRE A 89
A AN DE ZARIFD/PEEY WHEEH v
A A o} T A=
AE th&A (multi-attribute) T SH(alternatives)E A}
o 27t Yehlle A3 #F ARE LS T
o, 2t SHAEY A8drS
228 ¢ e FU AAE T A=
Atk 7HFZPE WEES ol d FH R At A
}.

o @ol 231}

2

—%—75‘ ?}Qibﬂ 7‘?-;_(]
G ol

2) A7AA
Seu e gage BEE AANS S AREY
ol n)AE Yo 2 25e

A3kl 7HAE
2 249 &8, 87
A 9 A3 A A (Ese-
B7HA B AER), 18]
go) F§3sle] sSHAR U Atk AA 2F
i Zo] B4 Z) vl JFE A8 A AHEA,
3 ol2g AR

bl
©

M7t plA e 4FE FEIT e ol R
sloll il FiQle] 7 A 7HXE et A
Aoz QlEl Arle AAQ FE 33t vk
go2 BE HYE FH3A LFE] MEE o]
9 Fu| &L FFHow AN FHoRE
ol# 3 TAES BF Yo st AT<] Hei
mebd e 45 A%E o

SEDNEEERER

ARG FHANE L& AL dAHez B
stn B ¥ &S a7t o|Ao] Hu| & HIH
9 7 $837 Aotk B2 Agrt a7HEH
B4 gs s} gAE o2 Are 7T 7 AU F
e A7 Btk F2e] d7e ARy A=
E% oRA4L A HAY RS ARE ]
£ Skl QA o] A7 AFHAA S 3lojM o=
o] BEAAE YA At

CVMe] 7% A &<l He(bias)7} EA7} A 4
£ #Hol= A (1) T8 Fol3e FULERYH
T Wel, (2) GA1E ZHA 47 @M O
2z @) Auel ool BRE HA o) 2Aste A
92 vE & Jdon Auelee] 2RE BAL o3
g ste Hele tAl <F 4>¢F Zo] FEZ 5
t}.

AEe AR AAE 1 FAIHA wet o] 84

A W EAQ Aeg YE 4 ok d7Awt
ZAA ol 2ot & L2 AMde] WA FH &
AU L8 BAE o o]2X o ARE BAPL
st gRAE AUEleE @433 olitiEie
eezte) JiXE AAE JHHE wdE F vk A
FAZF AT Algo] olBHoRE FEHsIT A
F= st e I o] dage] FHASA B



(E 4) AMuU2|29] aRE A} He

Hojo| B2 LY

ol

Sk « AT} 2= ol ZAHoil chal 7tXIE B7ISks 8

S22-MA « ATAE 2| J XH§+EE+ O 340t of 2r2 EMoll chs 8EA7E EB7ishs 89

Hr « X7} 2| S8 24Nt CH2 M E L w20 2A5I0 TR} AR TIXIE Bt
ol= 8%

« TR} 0| =5 ANk CHE ZSEES 71X 30l sl 7XIE BIIsks 42

A SYAZL QAT AlRe] HO| ATAPL 2|8 ALt LHE 89

Xi%—’FB o X 24C10| A2 UAZ|HLE AR} 2| 251K 2 YA O Z B lste B9
RHAFH « XHELOY CHBH QIAIEl XHAFHO| HPAIR| 2| Eok= IR HS
=Yy « 22EHHO| AR QIAIR|HLE 47 RI7} Ol S otK| &2 Haloz EIts|= 4%
Ol AbK|Qf o« O AIZ] Ol AMMICFO] 7KV} S| 2RIE ATb= L2 B
XECANREEE « X Eo|FE NoH2 NUSHK] Zot= 4%

Z7) Mitchell and Carson(1989), 7 521 (1997)ol1 4 A<
dol edAt AT ARl Qe BT W OE FAETE el BASLYFY BAFRY
WEdos RE A BAed olE VA 48 A7 2A 93 A4 924 2PN 7
gAY AsE fEAC A2 AWl AW 2 T 4 Ut FRE AT £ TE Ao Vs 2
ADTRE G2 23 A7 oa Ba W o B Sadel 488 £ glon, g 439
Shele Aol Atk AH7HA B uALETN S N E2EE 5 Aok B

<
5=
12
J[)l'

C A7 HalE 7l5Ado] Qi
Rol CV AT Belv} Brhwmetke 2 S onle)
E AL ot AlgEo] CV A Eo o2A Ugd
o7}l Bate] o o] ol T4S 9 Fo YA LS
A BT UL WA E AL b
Fol7] W&ol oo Hg A4 Ha g

oX B )&
o g
1
0

S
o,
£

3. 2ARHRAY D FEALE
7Pl vl

1) CVMe| Ahd

m

I @ B4 EA 2 S A £ U=
ZA4AT & it AHE 7R3 Aok
g CVMe] e o 2E whgate X Bozd 3
& Qi Aol AF A EE FPIAAE o
g3tnglel SEAtA &A@ AER S
=S a7, 7]EH o2 E oldHr] da, A5
g 3, guigle AEAVE g BEc) jitte

2) A 7P

(1) ClEAMTIx|H7I0| B2} CIEMER
"It
Th4:4d §.8-% 71 (Multi-attribute  Utility  As-

sessment: MAUA)o| 71%3%F o] 22l t}&AH E 8ol 2



44 71xE7P|Hel &2 S8

(Multi-attribute go g
MAUT)2 AR B F2 AME-EH ™7} Gregory
et al.(1993)0] 913} B2 7HX\Bte] & E Ho)
ALHAJS. e BV S A A Az
A 3.9 722 (constructive) Aol B} F9& 7]&

Qo= MAUTE Bl ¥lA% 82709 74257}

Utility Theory: MAUT,

ARAZ % Adokm FPsEA $4H CVME

t

Z5E MAUTZ9 &L 53 49 7153
2 Agoz Ata o] e N vt
28-S on)slE ‘AtE] A 7}x|(societal value)ol] A
sl @738l 718 Boa. olol sl AR
Se 544 MAUT/L 2349 7138 $474
8} (welfare economics)ol] =3+ AlHE2] WIP(RE
WTA)S] #Zol|A vigtEA] ZlE2 o2 digkS
Brkske shiel A+AE 229 1 J¢ 43
& 5 AT WA Bl FFZ2IY
ol A48 % e FANLeRE AT 4 A
31 FA8lc}(Hanemann and Kaninnen, 1996). A A 2

Gregory et al.(1993)2> WTPS} e Z AR A gte] &
Aol &utg 7HX7t ohleln AFEr = 3k
.

Dale et al.(1996)> WTPE Al&-3l: th&HAI 549
7P (MAUA)S 2o A &dla] AL BE
o g JRE EFIEAY. &I EHIIHE
MAUTo M 8] A5 F22 F=datet CVMe] A
71 2 7Y FANE S AN ez o
LA A EFH AN da SEAESY QA S
B} sl on, B4EQ CVMe &) gl
A 8FHe #dd AdFo] grjd oz dasls o
4ol Rete Zol Ao Wity : ¢t BA
A MAUTS &4 5897 (MAUA)Y| S & ]
et Fshd <F 5>9 2t}

(2) ciEd&ER0|B2 FF

i

2 RO EMAUTIS 7|E9 71X 7hgd)
1 2 7k AR MR 3R, AA7ER] 9} 8lA]

H]

(E 5) BN CHSMBS0IED CHENE ST 851

= o SHY Y5802 OIS S8HIMY
- (conventional MAUT) (MAUA)
2Hol2 Cl&d S&0|8(MAUT)
=53
VAPNE TN HIUHE 0|8% METAt
SAtEE 2N BHE7IRIEE
S Y . , .
(decision analysis) (environmental valuation)
ALEIE Tk | 2o|AboH
CHA IR ¥.| FX| [22|At
(societal value) (WTP)
2t 0] & o o 24489 ‘ EHa4H|
(environmental management) (environmental economics)
g B8 HEoiete| HimE> R (&R &)} Hlzts)
HATAIZE M8 oz RHE Mtidcoz @24 HE
ATHIE Mo XNH|E MtiEo 2 TH|S




sed 4

A E BHE & Aok AFA R ofyet HjA
Ao ZpeHA BH" 71xE MAUT 2384 39
ths AAE /Mt AARY E0] HHsA 1 Y
Woll 23 & glen, BAA 7139 daixe 3
AR ol @edt A=t AHEE T U

A, Bl T8 EAE A2aAE F Ao ¥ EES
(embedding effect)’} L&t o= AA Al 7HA]
ol-f7F Utk HA Azl 3t A FH FA
7t Bl 7Eel 3t F23 o] R/t 2 F U o] B¢
MAUT®] AH&-2 AbgrEe] A8 Aol stha7t
A8 Y =S ste A& =8 F Ut SR
AtgEo] AHY B3 &AC whgsr s =Y

© 22 s Faidel ith. MAUT
J el 7HAE FEIR
A AAAd] o FHE AL &
Itk ol CVMe vlate] @ HEH 8-S H s}

A, Tzt FAsith AMEES SR HAF
Azt i) stHrIE 487 dHses AF
2 CVM2 22t 7IX & EAE & I=S A
stel el F83] AAY = YA ok ok
MAUTE Fz3h8} 7123 7FA o) A

QLR X

23 ¢ U= 9 WA
FETHE fFEse 7HXH b G
oly o] AHEY ZHA 9 WAe BEE TS
& T YA MAUTY #33} date BAR R
Biso JdE HEE & = ok

A A}, BE 71|
F7] vy

XS

o
¥

. £X& ¢

71428 FAtll thatk AL Aol oA 2] AHE-
H1u Je FssEIE
method)2 g8 FAHE AAERE AP wrds}
Al Zo7] gEd FEFd £ U £4& g
T fitk= ©@o] 9lth. Real options 72 F2}2
I L E vkgd sl FAA 7] (waiting) D BT S
9] FAFAE 7HAE ] BES VYoM B
9 S FEE & & 7Holth B3] Fxlg

P £& duyAZ2HES] Hrlo] Hel §
Hojgow WAl KR L A¥R 54
< A o Arie @ WA 7|dE ] A8 A
FA AR =g n8¥ + ke 7IdEns)
Jok B FolA= SHolM 217 H7d 7HXH 7}
Holg} E28]l1 3l Real Option Pricing Method(o] &
real options)ol] thaled Asl3tA} ghct.

& (discounted cash flow

op

3

A58 8 AR (discounted cash-flow: o}3}
DCRE T2 e 7XH7E A% e 7] A%
o & FollA A 7HE d8 E8H 1 e B4

|
TFo|th. AF3E AR o2 7ute nE



= =
oz 28T 7 U
P& A9 ARHS

4) A& _4613_010] oE A
g ZzAEA o¥A WslsteAld oisio
s 7¥et7] ol fot.

5) shite] 2 zz2AEd Y dadA =z olod &

A (flexibility) S =

A= ol e Hl&

oo R

o

mln

!‘.:

slen} olelg 2Alo) tietel 2 Fa40] & LiEht
uolA gher). ol2lg Hdel BAE A TEol
Z 4 UES st o] =@ B8

AAsto 2, A BRESVARYL AR
2 32 Aol WAE A%l e 22 E Aol
gelgel Aol e 714 A oo mHe ®
= 24¢) Aol tja ool e} E o] Eo
ol uieh AR e BAE gatn ok of
$ = me 1 olxe] o 20e 2yt AWY
4 Boie 994l g AEMe] shie ¥AA 3l
= ol oAl gl o FL Holk.

BN

2) Real Options¥} AF 3T E Q15

oJAbAA G leiM el A4 (fexibility) > 7FX &
A ok vl AHOIN 88 Fuo} FolAe
o Aol FAgte vlho] MAT £ e &4
Ql 749 8<AA (managerial flexibility)¥} A2k FHA
(strategic flexibility}> JA} 23S Hrlsla Aldst=
o Yol 208 42 FEIT A9t BE §UL
JAER ol EF3ste] H718lE real option =
44 sl el e ARk HrlolA
54 diA 7M. 2 A3e ASIAAY w4
& AH ABEA A 2R L B E LI
718l FHAl% AREL J1e) AY e T4
tigtEe] A4 ot oA AR, T2 o
FES Hriste ABAA 7oz AMgHAL &
e YARYL AN 2 A AA 3%
of ShelM SIAl BHES UhEel] AgAAY BT
d4e s TR 4 gl v
2RE dAste T4 titel
AYAQ ANG A3 424, a2 AYE 4
&

g5 e EAHES HES



ey 4

AEHQ HAFEEFLAEF S real optionsol] thy]
slof Wlmsle] BY o]2 g DCFEL FAFoZ F
712 &R Eelsith AN, @55 FEARE
el AY vkE 5

e
=
JE A9 L A /fddE e &1 Ut &
&

o]o]] k3] real options approach+ L2
AE 71x9] HgAd EXE & wigsta o &,
739 FAe 23t o] v L nE Y AL T
& & A st A5 B ity JHAE

IARFoA ] FHAZIANPV)EY A H7 &
2= 9JA 3t} Trigeorgis (1993) A} tiste] op-
tiono] WA= o] & A2 idol] wkg e kA

7 4% thest go] EASAT

555

Expanded NPV= Static NPV + Option premium

A7) Fejelorg Abde

A1 FAte] 7FAE 713 3 A4 7} option prem-

real options 288 7}

iumo]i} time value(Zl @@ ez @3l
tion?] 7}x)E Fdte o] ol Holth. Real
options 285 el AlLHE 3k AA ek A 7EA] <}
o7]1x ¥
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8 =t teke] Hojd g /A RE Yehhe =
go] ohlzt 1 A4lo] B ko] th@ shie) &
A% 7HA) W7k meoleks Ablelnt,

waiting op-

N3l waiting

o] T

z}o]7} option premiume] i1
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F 7Y ZHel sled AME @8 289 73
AN WA ge vl AF 58 ¥R

T J&& 7Hsker A4
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o] '3 & &7 < FAEa RS
QAL F e 7S wiAs] WiEeleta &)
A3l ZAs) o] th.(Dixit & Pindyck, 1995)

z 59 3=

o] AL =f

&4 (irreversibility)

3 vhet AelolAlel WEAY @IS
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