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Abstract 
The aim of this study is to test benefit transfer related to the implementation of the Water Framework 
Directive in Denmark. By benefit transfer we mean transfers of benefit results from one study site to policy 
sites, and hereby make use of the often costly results in policy assessments in other sites. The notion benefits 
are used for the environmental improvements of the WFD, by valuation studies these benefits are expressed 
in monetary terms. Because valuation studies are so expensive to conduct benefit transfer can be a cost-
effective alternative as compared to primary valuation studies of the aquatic environment, but this only hold 
if the benefit transfers can be done without to large transfer errors. 
The results from a stated preference study in Odense Fjord and Roskilde Fjord is used for the test of unit 
benefit values as well as benefit functions between these two Danish fjords. In both areas a similar 
questionnaire has been submitted to a representative number of households at Funen/Southern Denmark and 
Zealand, respectively. The questionnaire contains questions on the use of the fjords as recreational area - 
where they go most frequently, the frequency and what they most often do-, the households’ address (both 
home address and second home address), socio economic variables such as age, gender, income and 
educational level in addition to valuation questions. Both studies contain two types of valuation questions (a 
contingent valuation question and a so-called choice experiment) but in this benefit transfer we only present 
the contingent valuation results. The improvements of the ecological conditions in the fjords from bad and 
moderate conditions to good ecological conditions are presented using a generic water quality ladder, 
developed for use in the EU-project AQUAMONEY (Bateman et al, 2009; Hasler et al 2009). 
 
For both fjords benefit functions are estimated and the parameters in the benefit functions are compared. 
Comparisons of the parameters, i.e. the preferences for the two areas, are done by testing the hypothesis H0: 

b1 = b2 and H1: b1 ≠ b2, where b1 and b2 are the estimated model parameters for the two fjords. If Ho is 
accepted and H1 is rejected this is an indication of that the results/benefit functions are suitable for benefit 
transfer to other areas in e.g. Denmark.  
 
The results indicate that the benefit transfers between the two fjords results in very low transfer errors, and 
this result is promising for use in the WFD implementation. 
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