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2 1  

�  n mean sd min max vif 

Q_1_1 1504 0.283 0.45 0 1  

FI 1504 0.529 0.28 0.05 2.09 2.74 

CURRBALANCE 1504 86.758 6.484 48.9 113.6 1.628 

lnPOP 1504 10.22 1.48 5.182 15.131 2.652 

lnAREAPERGOVEMP 1504 2.964 0.884 �0.305 5.894 3.1 

FISHPORT 1504 0.515 1.672 0 22 1.23 

FLOODAREA 1504 16.484 41.48 0 664.063 1.398 

D_15_RAIN 1504 0.015 0.12 0 1 1.25 

 

  



 

3  

�  beta margins zval  

FI 0.11 0.03 0.487  

CURRBALANCE �0.015 �0.004 �1.971 ** 

lnPOP 0.252 0.068 5.643 *** 

lnAREAPERGOVEMP �0.136 �0.037 �1.791 * 

FISHPORT �0.017 �0.004 �0.672  

FLOODAREA 0.002 0.001 2.159 ** 

D_15_RAIN �0.393 �0.106 �1.169  

(Intercept) �0.945  �1.323  

Prefecture dummies YES 

PseudoR2 0.196 

AIC 1544.3 

n 1504 
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 beta margins zval  

DP_Saga �1.967 �0.531 �3.125 *** 

DP_Okayama �1.769 �0.477 �3.48 *** 

DP_Mie �1.389 �0.375 �3.46 *** 

DP_Ishikawa �1.357 �0.366 �2.88 *** 

DP_Shimane �1.31 �0.354 �2.438 ** 

DP_Nagasaki �1.313 �0.354 �2.853 *** 

DP_Hiroshima �1.253 �0.338 �3.051 *** 

DP_Nagano �1.222 �0.33 �3.928 *** 

DP_Shiga �1.156 �0.312 �2.701 *** 

DP_Fukushima �1.122 �0.303 �3.146 *** 

DP_Fukuoka �1.087 �0.293 �3.681 *** 

DP_Kagoshima �1.067 �0.288 �2.882 *** 

DP_Gunma �1.021 �0.276 �2.789 *** 
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DP_Yamanashi �0.74 �0.2 �2.128 ** 

DP_Aomori �0.73 �0.197 �2.039 ** 

DP_Chiba �0.706 �0.191 �2.454 ** 

DP_Kyoto �0.705 �0.19 �2.03 ** 
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DP_Ibaraki �0.662 �0.179 �2.016 ** 

DP_Aichi �0.608 �0.164 �2.203 ** 
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margin 6 1 3  

  



 

2 BCP  

  



5  

 beta zval  

FI �0.049 �0.211  

CURRBALANCE �0.014 �1.859 * 

lnPOP 0.247 5.427 *** 

lnAREAPERGOVEMP �0.059 �0.778  

FISHPORT �0.005 �0.200  

FLOODAREA 0.002 2.436 ** 

D_15_RAIN �0.441 �1.495  
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(Intercept) �1.082 �1.556  

Prefecture dummies YES 

PseudoR2 0.194 
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 beta zval  

DP_Saga �1.496 �2.931 *** 
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