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Clean Cooking:

The Value of Clean Cookstoves In Ethiopid

Where is Ethiopia? - 5 Data and Methods Results Coefficients from CL and MMNL Models

Choice Experiment Survey Example

Conditional Conditional Mixed Multinomial Logit Mixed Multinomial Logit
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for durability*cost Conclusions

*Ethiopians are willing to pay a considerable amount for new stoves

*Household demographics and gender composition significantly affect MWTP for
Previous Literature new stovg technology. Households with many children or females are less likely

to put a high value on a stove because they have more people who can take care

Household Characteristics of the cooking

*People who had seen stoves before had

Household Size Number of Children higher WTP, so stove distribution
and use should be widely advertised
*Cost and durability are substitutes:

People think that a more expensive

stove will be of higher quality
*Clean stove availability is the main
] I reason why people have not adopted

the new technology

*Characteristics like income, education and urban
location are positively correlated with clean stove
adoption in most studies (Takama, Tsephel, Johnson,
2012)

*In Ethiopia, adoption rates have steadily increased over

time; economic factors are important determinants of | I I I

adoption behavior (Beyene & Koch, 2013) I I
*In Mexico, community pressures can create incentives oo e
for adoption of clean fuel (Blackman & Bannister, 1998)
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