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H AloAs dukelS tAte R vt HET} Aefg AXQIE EAJ(Choice Based Conjoint Analysis: CBC
Andysis)S 53l Bl EHS FHOR Aol x|el Ao x| AFg ARkl digh Q1AL metstar, Al
2] o] 2|t XP(Hierarchical Bayesian Model)Z& o]-85to] Ao 2] AlQlol tigh Uyt =Rlo] AEE A=k
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et B3 SEHAEE AU A Abdell Jold A9, AR SR QA IR, Fx, 2 22 ARl
i3k 21 E5(volunteering) X th= tiEolu; A& AR5 &3 FAF FolE ATl waka oah A% 3k
Q} 7o A o] AA}A(procedura justice) & Hrh= o]2]9] ujEy} 7S Bl z(distributional justice) ZHoj|
o] o =it 7 ARl &4 o FE 289 A7)0 T A0S AMARAHA] T ol wRIE]
AR AR AbFell tsl 2418 RSt AFFY] ol Bl AEdte] Hies W WAlem Zroskar ALt
SR Zgo] W AES AXsks AS ARk, BHE AR /3 SsA FEE JRE R,
Y, &7 BUEF Fofsiar 0]Q9] YRE vhE EXU WA Vg R wrow, WHAE AR ¢lofe]
A= AE ATSHA] it 2 dAte AR AR We 59 A4 Ake 2= giEdlr] of=ild 51l
2ol & AAIGE AR A £79] FaEE AlgstE 2ES S dSetints HellA 9olE 7,
upeha] B Arel A YERd AR Abge] gt ddilel QlA)mt AE BAo] Aul= FF =l Holy
AR AFGS] WRF = Al D 8 Eole TR ARE EEE 5 Us Aot

Fa0] 1 20 484, AAeIA A ol AU A, ey AxlE A

Abstract - This study analyzed the public preference and acceptance regarding renewable energy projects
through Choice Based Conjoint Analysis. The results show that the surveyed respondents consider the
leading authority of the projects, as the most important factor when considering participating in renewable
energy initiatives. Following this, the mode of participation and profit digtribution and the power plant
location are dso viewed as important, whereas participation through decison making regarding the projects
was less important. Also when participating in renewable energy projects, respondents tend to prefer to
financialy participating through loans or owning shares rather than volunteering support for the business
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such as sharing information, stating one's views, or providing cooperation and coordination. Therefore, the
focus is on didributiona justice, such as financid investment and profit digtribution, rather than procedurd
justice, for ingtance decison making. When analyzing the part-worths utilities for the participation attribute,
the respondents most preferred to receiving dividends based on earnings by owning shares with the loca
government in charge of the entire projects. As a consequence, the results suggest that it is important
to have locd government get involved and have trust-worthy governing systems in place for the initiation

of the public participating-renewable energy projects.

Key wards : Socid acceptance, Public participation, Renewable Energy, Choice-Based Conjoint approach
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Table 3. Average importances of standard deviation of attributes
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Table 4. The part-worth utilities (zero-centered) of attribute levels
= Variable (Z42| +&) Effect Std Error t Ratio
Aol == KX CHA 0.27 0.04 7.28*
XY X szt 0.11 0.04 2.89*
M LAt SRR AL -0.38 0.04 -9.40*
ﬁ@%ﬂ;ﬁ;f 0/9| ;\:[‘;Ei:.“tll AHEe g FO0E ol 4 SUES O[RtNY 0.02 0.04 048
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ek E“”‘EP o] A ARG 7} A& I ARAE 7P ASSHA] o AeR Yok 2 A
o A =R Aot ago] 7P wobd 4 °‘1‘+ of AFolgt Azt UgkA|wt, o= F2 WA g
= ﬁé oju|gttt. Walter[27]= S HAHE°] AFY 9 ¢l Aow Hlth
FA = A2 HAZ7P Rl AFAAGAE FEA; Al WA=, =59 o] W4 9 o]o ufjio
2 ATshes A2 ARl gt SAEAR Y FA= s A= Abdell et A& (FA)E &Rshal AR
A7 obd Akl ot =4 9 FA|AK(neutra, arbi- O] ol Eof AFsto] wigE W WAE 7HE A
trating) =4 A& 7|sh= Aol2tale XAkt kAL, Age FASHAlE g AEI G, F,
ueba] QAR B s 9l w1 o E 2&7 RYE PO ostal o]oo] dRE nkE
Seshs 7HE akQl oz Ao | ] Ak el EAU UA Vgoew e ASE 7%& A5 81
AFAom APAAGA7E oA = Q= ALE Ue Ae=m UrEP*E} ol & A 71 2)
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