Impacts of public acceptance and willingness to pay on achieving
target of renewable energy resources In Japan
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Median value of WTP — |ncrease from 1,200 to 2,200 JPY
Maximum value of TWTP — increase from 0.5 X 10°to 1.1 X 103hillion JPY

v Expand the method into other countries or areas
v Evaluation the impact of WTP on energy use by models




