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A study on the economic value of waterfront parks in Edogawa

-Focusing on Komatsugawa Sakaigawa Waterfront Park-

OISR, BHEE? EHRES
*Sakura Soma!, Yuki Toyoda2, Ryo Sugahara’

Abstract: In this paper, we conducted a questionnaire survey of users of Komatsugawa Sakaigawa Waterfront Park,
quantitatively evaluated the park in monetary terms using the contingent market method (CVM), and clarified the relationship
between distance from the target site and value perception. As a result, we found that the waterfront park is relatively important

to users and is used daily. We also found that the waterfront environment and natural environment are valuable to users.
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Figure3.Purpose of visit
Table2.Survey results
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Table3.Willingness to pay by attributes
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Figure4.Distance and willingness to pay
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