202300 0000000040000

P2- 068A

BEDEEFIFTSRA DD

FIEEDEZEVAFTEICER

B2 488
56%%

Does the grass look greener on the other side of the fence?
How different ownership of goods affects their valuation
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ANOEBREIZET 28 TIE, BEAFrA LT
RIS, HEOFTAEMOTT, X0 @y lifEss
b5 LT 2ITAENEDBHER SN TS, LAL,
AN Z FIT 32 TS0y (BREFIT) Oxsiks
BRONZRDLIC B T Dt E OFTA ISV TORHMI,
INFETHBIRF SN TI ed o7z, £ 2T, A
JETIE, ArAE OE (HC &) 25, HoftiEafbh
252 D58 Rt Llc, EBROKER, B COFTHEY
DIMEL 0 b, MHDOFTEYOMEDTT 25 m & T4
T2 TEOZAITHFE ] N T ADIFEERBETE T,
F—T— R : FrA%E (Endowment effect), HUMFTA %N
2 (The mere ownership effect)

1. [FL®IC

BEREOSEFTIE, HENFA L TW Ly
b, HEOFAEWOIA, L0 EWEN B 5 & 7
TLBENMR SN TEY [1], FrAERN D %)
B LMEI TV 5 [Endowment effect, 2, 3, 4], Z DOZhE
%, ANOBKIEGRHER [S, 6] DR L, A% Tk
FTIEDRAZE>TRELTCND EEZ BN TE
[4]. FrAZROMETIE, APEFTA L TWNDEMNE
DINDIENE, N E FRT TR S Rk E
A OENEWVD 2 SOFBENZHELTNDZ LN
2 [1]. JATRHFZETIE, 2D OASHEEIR 2 HERR L C
b, HOPFTAE LTV L b, AEOFTEYO
Jis, X0 @i & R & RIS 5 AT 2h R
[The mere ownership effect, 7] 3ERRIILTW D [8]. L
L, TNEOHZETIE, EREORKERNEZHR L
BT, EPIEFA LT E D DOEND, %f
LADFHIIZFET 20N E ) MNIBE S TR0,

H OO 7O DEERIE &t D72 8 O IR E %t
WLIEMFEIC LD &, BED=0IZ UESIKHHET
I, HENEED NS W CICHER T 5208, i o7zl
< CZGI< ST, HEs/ NS CITERT 5
ZERD ooz 9] BE EME IR S EEE
L, BO L tEOFTAE WIS 2 BV E IRk OfH

MARONDEE, 2F VB LOERREIZOWTY
A7 [ahiE (i OB BPREIZOWTY A7 Hsr) Hih)
DR 22 856, B COFTEMICK L CEmoR R X
D HRAICHER L, B O awicxt LTIm Y 72 <
MOFR E RBIZER T D AEEMERH D, £D L5 7
HEHEOBENILY, HCOFAE®ME Y b, O
BHOTT @ MIER D D EFHET 5 TR AT
W S T ADHERTE DAMREMD B 5. £ 2T, A
ZECIE, A% Z T BD DT s &0 5 FIFEHE K
WL REEZPRR LN S, NMIECOFTEY Lt
FHOFHWE LD L )IGHIT 2 0 EHed 5.

2. =B

2.1. ERSNE

EBRESMEZET - ATHLIERA VA b
(https://insight.rakuten.co.jp/) % i H L T, FEERSIN#E
234 ZHBEHE LT (Mage = 54.21, SDae = 11.87, Bk =
180 44, M =54 4).
2.2. BB

FTAZRE, BB EFf>TnHZ & LD b,
DEMCEFTAE L TWVWA LU A Z EICL»THIX
B Ed [10]). 72, EREICAPZITA L T
b, MEFTA L5 LB 2 & CULEIFTA IR
WEAET S (11, 12, 13]. T D X 9 A SeATHIFE D R0 R
5, ARHFFETIE, ERSIMEICERICEITA S8
(2 Web - THER%E 32 7= FEBRRIKIL, Web F25RH]
Y7 N Cd D Qualtrics (https:/www.qualtrics.com/jp/) %
FEH L TIRR L, AR HES LW &2 i RICHE
Br L7256, FTAVR I3 oi% (HCOFaWwE
EOHEY R LT 725) DEE D T & DR
SINTND72 [14], A EIOFEER CHEBESNE A
SHLHGUL, ADPHRSIES LW EPRLEY v
a2y (M 1) 238U UCHRa I2E Uiz, Sl &
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LCHEHLEZ vva it EEHEMERL, £D
7y va iR LT BEE A ERAG S UCER L
2.3. EBRFHX

FEERZIE, AN ERERL 7 v a Ol (K1)
EEA L. 9, ER2INE, Seos va
(K1, ey OB ErSh, M1 ICEE L (B
). BRI LTZ0r v a3, HRrizA5OEY
LB LTLEEY. 207 vyva i, biriza
HRBEALZBDOTYT. 207 v a U3t 30em, 1
30cm ODREITY. £/, 2OV vy aiiay b
(F1) 100%DFEM THESETUWE T [l IUERD 2320
[R5 PUERE ClE 20 o T, ER%ICHRVEHET S
VENRBH D] HRT-AEN, 207 va BRGNS
DBEEAN LTINS B2 EBNETN? ) 20,
R=UEERL, Y70 vvar (X1, HAH) O
BN S, SAEEITER 2 Z2EE Lic (& S5A0).
BRI 2:TZ D7 v ia i, el IFBHRORWE =
FOFAEME LB L TIIZEEW. 207 via g,

EEHEDALZLOTE. 2027 vy a3 3HE 30em,

E30cm ODREETT. £/, 207 vyaiday b
¥ (81 100%DFEM THIsCOVE T (Rl ALk 23R
VN [RGB TIR 2V o T, % I fE Rl e
TAMERD D] FE=FDB, 207 v a rERGEE
MBIEA LTINS 72 BnETN 2 &4
(HC, ) &7 v a  OMAEEDHEEEE LT,
FREORBUTHNZ T, BESRMTIER 1 CER) 2
L2 BEM 1 2T 2R &, BRI 1
(M) ZAEH L7y DB 2 2877 2RI b E 9D T,
BMOSRIE TR T 57 v v a v OFEEE S IE
TIL A~ A X LT Fito Mok, TR L RED
ELHIZEVERLT, itsa FRALE L2 &
BRI, Visual Analog Scale (VAS) THIZLTH H-
7=. VAS I3, BT/, AICRLSAEE L2 (0-100 @
fﬁf“IEIK) MBI, )1 (FER) ZRIFHOR LR D,
i%:%vﬁwﬁﬁbfb\éﬁ v a T, Bliibi
fJﬁ)FﬁﬁLTb\%ﬁ vvary T bl yvark
THTEDHLE LD, BAFACBFA L TN D7
v avEESENFAELTND Y vira B
FT02 ) EME L. FE=EPAAELTWAS Y v
avNMEL IO yvay (X1, ) OBE, 24
W7D varEign Lz, EBRIY, 2InEN
BRI FHE T L7z, F£72, [ BREFRIXRE 72
noiz.
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3. W&

ERN RIS EFT N B - T2 RSN, B L7z
TRWERIZE L2 ERBINGE, & 2 IFEBAELS 4 [H]
B LUTEBRBINE 33 LIIDH B\, 20720,
FERBNNE 202 4 DT — X %5381 LTz (Meanag=53.93,
SDuge = 12.07, B =153 4, &l =49 4).

7 v a VIEAMIEE O TEE ST LTSRER, H O
f: (Mean = 1366.61, SD = 1048.87 [95%CI, 1221.10 to
1512.13]) & fthF S (Mean = 1567.38, SD = 1124.67
[95%CI, 1411.35 to 1723.42]) ORICHEREN R SN,
B SIED T E D> 7= (K] 2, Paired t-test, [201] = 5.02
p<.001,d=0235). L7z, FERSIE OFHh, MR, A
7=, Ty a Dk T o8 NERE LTREIL,
TERNRITSEE (M, AD), HBEICIEY vy a v
JEAMTRE O TARARRE LT MBIR G ET L OfER A&

il

VITRT. ZORER, RUEOBVPEREIZEEL TV,

1 ERCERLEY vy a Y. ERAIEHEEDY v
vav, eI Dr v a vERLTNA.

&
8

=K

A (F)

BE&4 f& =t

2 7 v¥a VMO FTROELRELR. y i,
7 v a OTRENMEIE, x 8iX, FIH L& EE2Z
NZILR LTS, #*% p < 001

£ 1 BRRETTNLVEFER LIZoTTER HEREK
i, 7 v s VIBMEEO TR L 2o TV, Es
IX Estimation, Va [ Variance 27~ L T\ 5,

Es SE df t y Va SD
1514.36  163.08 1.10 9.29  0.06

ks
ESi
BAZE

19932 39.86 20024 -5.00 <.001

949333
-3 61019
21l 35300
& - - - - - 1134

EE 160323

974.34
247.02
187.88

33.68
400.40
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7 wva ORRERRD EGGIZIER LIz ks
B U7-A5R, B O (Mean=49.32, SD=22.14[95%ClI,
46.24 to 52.38]) &S (Mean = 48.96, SD = 20.73
[95%CI, 46.08 to 51.83]) DN /L2 b AL H
~7= (X 3, Paired t-test, 1 [201]=0.30, p=".76,d=0.02). =
7o, EEBRSINE OF, R, MAE, 7 v a o
BT A LN E UCHERI L, BEESFIESEM (i,
HO), WEEIZITZ v a OFEEREDEL S
IZHEE LIeh &R E LTIBIRGET VOR R 2% 2
(DT EORER, RUOEWVIIHRE TIEenoTz.

7 wya VEMEBOTRE, 7o a rofEL
KIEDEL BIZHER Lz ORIEOFBERRE 58 L
7o, ZORER, WEIHBEMHEBERBRA RO (X4,
Pearson’s product-moment correlation, ¢ [402] =2.5, p=0.01,
r=0.13). 2F 0, FLICERT S NTE, BEATHI
KD E 0Tz, 72, ZOMBISHTTCIE, B CSM i
BRI OT — X w G T Ik L.

HODZ vvarbhEDT v a B fiLizn
MEIMEW BRI 2 EIE A58 L. #HEao
rsyvary (HOEME) s rnr vy ay (i
&) OGE, "ET 5 LEE LN 64, R
WERE LZAIZ 91 £ L 72> TR Y, BUAIES & B
FER A LT 2 LA BN R DT (f A ERIE,
$ [1]=74.49,p <.001, w=0.88). D7 v 3> ({h
FERMY LDy vvay (HERE) oBs, &
gD LRIZE LN 144, LW EREZE LTEA
X914 & 72> Th Y, B & WIRF R A L3 %
ERERENRLON (¢ BEERIE,  [1] = 5647, p
<.001, w=0.73).

100

5’1 75
o
D N
m NS.
H 5 17 )
o Ve
K i
N
1 o5
w®

0

BE&H ftb & St

8 7 yvarOFRERMTEH LI ESVDIE
BHRER. y BiY, 7 vV a VOFIRLEREDOA, EHH
WXV EH LIEPDESVWERLTED, 01TV

RIZ, 100 (TN TTHFIRITHEER L7 Z L 2R LTV 5.

x B, FIA L7-&:2 2 TR LTV 5. NS > .05

P2- 068A

£ 2 BRRETTNVEFER LIZoTER HREK
X, 7y v avoFlRERKMICER LEESNE 2o
TV 5. Es iX Estimation, Va X Variance Z7r L TV 5.

Es SE df t Y Va SD
iy 48.97 1.73 7.74 2824 <.001
eSS 0.31 1.19 20021 026 0.80
fEAZE - - - - - 3136 17.71
i - - - - - 241 1.55
]l - - - - - <0001 001
® - . - - - 136 116
YRE - - - - - 1434 1197
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FRERASERALEEAW

4 7yva rORMIBOTRL, 7yvavd
FAE & RECEE LIZEAV OEHROSPTHER. v i,
7 v a VOBMEEO T, x BiNE, 7 v a v Of]
REREDON, EHBICEYEH LEIrOESGWER
LTLTEY,0IZEV IR, 100 (23 7535 RUC
HHLEZ LERLTQNAS.

4, EE

AN % T B D IFRCT &0 S FIEHERIC R D
LEBEPR LGS, ACOFMEDOMELY b,
fth& DFTEMOMED T3 vy (B OO 2306 %
A LMo EVY) S5 TR 24
BV AN T ADFEERRTE 2. —J, Al E KRR
~OEHESWVICEREM (BC, l#) TEMRR O
ot THORERIE, FLSE KE~DOEREA
WNDIEWAS TREDEAIITEF N A T ADFEAEITHE L
TWRWZ EZRBLTWS, ZDZ D, 5%0D
WFFETIE, TBROZEAEITHT N A T ADRIAET HE85
AT = A LIZDONT, FLR & REA~OEHEEWLSL
OB ORFT L TCOLK MER S B,

MIGIRAET VAR LC, EBRSINE OFlm, M
B, AN 7 varotkT o A AERELTE
ELIZHETY, RIIEOEVR Y v 23 » Ol
DFRNCHE XTI BIIARE ThoTo. 2078, AL
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DEFTAEYOMIEL Y b, thEOFTEHOAED 553 5
USRI DN, FRROEKIC L D RBEEEL
TS a TORAET L Z EvRahT.

7 oa ORI EREDELBIZER Lizob
Bl v a OIS TR Z 51T LR,
LS (K IZERB L TWAADHEN, 7 vran
BEAMAS 2 0y (V) &P Z AL TR
ST, ZHUE, ADERT DR (RYT 47, 3T+
7Y DA DS, Wp~OFHlOENZ EH T L 9L
A [Attribute sampling bias, 1] % XZFi T 2FERTH D.

Fio, AT, EBRSNMENZ vz (AL
ATl ZRlor vay (MER) L=< 72
WEES A bR CE . oz biE, THoE AR
T A 7 AE, NOBKEREHER (5, 6] 12Xk -T
AT HIAIE (2,3, 4] OFEEL Y LI ATHEM: A
AL TWA. UL, REBRTIE, Fraoikof %
MDD, THEDZ vyorar tMEDT v g
VESHLUETN? WO EMAE LT, ZOERMTI,
MENMEHA L7 vy a v EERALES RSN H
BT L=< 7o) LEEE LI AW D ATRENE S &
L. D, 1T L) L L 720 OFRE
OV 23, BEOFTHEWEE L=< /e & C HFTh
ZhER (2, 3] (\CL - THRAE LD, tEOHEH L7-9)
ZEWEARNWEE U Z 8 TRAE LD T
TV, SEOFETIE, KT 20 E 5 »o-H
T HRECIE, B COW & RS 2T OW AR H
O THDHZ EEIBZD T ET, MENMEA LM%
BWz< oL C 2B 2 PEbR LT B C, 9t At
HTNL.

ARFZETIE, HCSoME D3 i & A L= ik o F
OB D, ADSFESIZIE U D W) B o &I E
TEDLHWILC, TBROZAITHE ] A T AAE
THEINEIDEMRFLZ. UL, BEXAFEREEA
L7t oHEEDOGE, BENE S B (B C0FTE
LTV 55 ~ORENEZ AT 503, thE A s
ZHEA LTl OHEE O%A, BOE S i (thF
DPTHE LTV D) ~OETIEZe <, —Rmic
B DMK U 2 pa st ~DORE S EE DO FAEA [BIE L 72 mRefE
N5, EO®H, BOCIIREMITHE 2/ 7203,
FITIFBR LA BN DTEA D &0 ) 3R R
LTWEBAE LB OND. 5H%OETIE, Eito
WEEER LI BT, TBOEAEITHFE O] AT AW
HEFTDMNE I DRI L T EDR S 5.
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