SISy ) yalyls (59558 9y S AT pisle )
oM slacuubiw 9 Ao gy adlio (suluaisl

Mwm‘f-‘ vy Oiﬁ:}‘&‘mﬂ“‘)]’# . *&eﬁs“sé‘_}s .i S {s‘a‘e;“ ; ‘5““ A:\-UJ

WAYIAYY indy fe)l | VFRYVAY e Sl fu

ol amale Sl 7 Ctlid 4 s 57 (OS5 (oo g 45 (6Kl sloojpoT I S 05 ol
ol bl Solotst Gl 5 bl o 5 S ol b oSl o) g 4> el Kl (5 g
(ool O SKeeslows (AT p s 3350 53] 457 Col tmal (sloszao] 355 b (T ol loo Gl 3 4 5
ol O (glas y glers 5 Cow (laaols s o gt y5 51 5] Sl 5 )

g dmsle 35 Sl 5 plulid Cgm ba Say oo ip Sl SO cdas e OLi (6 b Silalls
3l S S pde 4 a2 L ool S St o T claC sl ol SIS il
o 5l 55 0y 525 55 Coadlow (6 )1 iKeuslo oism 3 OT 3,015 Ok wily Jsdke 5 (s Solalllas s
e il ot 3 3528 Ol Gl 05 33 S Ozl Lo §T 1 o3lizes] Coad] o ¥ ool ol onus
b sl jm a3 OT O UsS (slos ST G 0p al s ockis 43 S5 070 s sl skin 5 (5 i Lo

o3lyilt &Sy b sl sl o STl 5 i el i lasT slos S 4 a7 b
ol gl &K g oA Fee sl sl Sl 1 S callin ol OB, e ols L3
A 305 Sl (oot OIS ol S 3 (Gload a4y Cond 0,5 Iy AT (57 5
e 35 033l Sy D] 3 i g el e Jolse et S5 b1 5 3 bS]
ol gﬁwrjy‘;uﬂﬁuW",L'!,ucjbwuug o g3 OT Blow) 5 5l i 54
a3 o Sl 8 S sba [y o b e T g Sl o Y (slac st Ly j 5 Lo
™ D] (S 5l fho foliiS S pro Dilee S SOLB] (S 1Ay i) o jlgds”

Email: hadi_sobhanian@ut.ac.ir = «(J s suies ) 01 65 o ils csluasdl uSLiils csladl (g ;S
Email: jebadi@ut.ac.ir €01g5 o 8ass ealaml auSiisls HLiils s
Email: mmehrara@ut.ac.ir 015 o Bass ealal ouSLisls skl s

Email: aliakhavanbehbahani@gmail.com ¢ ool gl sé uloes gla i3 550 ale i puae e

T Ol j cdliits 0 ylos i 9wt Sl i3 308y 9 _pudiro dolidrd



Y
Av oslads ¥ Ju/}@i«! 1

-

YRRV
J5 eed 4 Sl () 553 5l D ts by Dl (lao g mils &S eIl
Wl 0 0313 a5 (2w a3 lin (5,5 o3I (sl ol (slas s,
@m&ucﬂijmj}ﬁéuwb@ou;&b,uﬁ;uﬁow;ﬁf4.;,:.,’
Sl 35 i 53 b5 08LS Gk S e al 5 o3 1 S e oK
Bl S S O FUE Gl sy s g ol 5 a5 aalllas ol )3 ol dslons
el shte cps ol e Ol (25T 5 SKa) 2 ST L ot 055 &S
’J:fgs“ O3 adlles 5500 S 0 9 > (g3l LS)‘KJ:'})‘ Q;U; T -23)
o5 5 3Ll 55l ¢ b sm 4 e 3500 oo g Jlex 4 plUST a Cans LS
sjy)}a.auf}w ols Hlghl Sl 5 3 Ky, pom o 53 35155 o0 O awloes
OT (b o 5 a8 Sl (53T 5 SCy 4 poler oo 53 5 3 5 15 Eom
a;?,gMgua.;ldu_uﬂ;,,fu,fdm;,ts@mw.@uuw\gﬁ
sl 0l ODJJT‘S‘,;?W Sl Su 3 geddesls olantl Cudl slasl

Sl 0395 90 0kl 41 5 5157y (S OLaiBI (51057 i3 (Sldv iy £lgil.)
ol o3liul LDl 3w 53 o5bal (108 551 (gl odes o Ssy a1 058G
5 ls el a5 T slle s a o ¢ i Sl 4 e il ol
oslizal o 1y 01 e s 555 de (sla oy 51 6 8 Cand 5 &8 bl 4 Lo 8T
b el oLsT [ shtea 5 asls) )5 .l 0305 Ggm oo auja B9,y 5| i 4o a

.C_,.w\o.\.ju&i-\:ﬂj))ﬁ&&‘dhf})d%ﬁg&&éhuij)

R Pl o g 3 ko ) -
(i 1) (S5 oty o aitaly 5 J gy o ity 5 ¢ 2w 1o a5 i )
U5 oo duslie 5 ockmin O3l 5 096 0 Ol 288 L S5 ladle sl dile

1. Cost-Effective Analysis (CEA)
2. Cost-Utility Analysis (CUA)
3. Cost-Benefit Analysis (CBA)
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1. Quality Adjusted Life Years (QALY)



A o3l ¥ JL»/’/JU_/_:/('! A
4 oS Sl (alpd s mle LT Ganads b o ayie s o ol Gl

5503 paoblel LSSy ol 4 by e Oleseal Jls sl ool (g s 1L
Sl 33 Cadl i 55 3 8 o Lol 5 45,6 3 luilil (sla SN L 015 i 1)
(A sl Skl ¢ ST U287 (@l OT ol (o goe Ciligy 4 by o
35 50 Sk e e i Sl eslizul b 015 e 1) OT pl 5 anllan cnlin sla 55,
Jrol gl ol o G131 Gl elenm ooy oo 43 o 53 (APAY 5T o)
b i3 - a5 ot ol (61 ol el k3L OT (sl 51t sles 0
5 s (5l emed Glays - (il Sl &S Gl 2 5 Jol> 2le 5 s

.;Mlo,uwsuﬂQT@M\J\)J455)\3;,w@;u,?duu:wdtuwu?ﬁ,l

O dulomo 09w 9 (SLaiBl _03)1.Y
Gt rer 3 ML > o (2 (6l d gy e oLl 5510l den STl
Candly Cpad 4 0)lal (M (SACB) 0 0yl au s (gla ko 53 OUlaslassl i
! 4 Sl s S oolasl 55,0 LI (Boardman and et al., 2001) ..
€35 6,830, 0T Ol 5 oo 455 5 ol 0l LS5

s dw et | golaml 55 v § daoes sLabl o3 94 (g3Lal Dlusl s
(Bateman and et al., 2002; Boardman and et al., 2001) &% ,8 . s ;5 JS
5507 20887 o 5.V S8 T Ol 35,0 5" gleslizal ;b 55,0 aslizal 35l
Slasts ) 518 ST 5 S r ealitl (nke e Slats 51687 1T o sl oS
loslial 53,0 1y sl s S Jaisyge (sla sl ol 1 s J56 3La5 el o o5lizl
Sl Sl skt Al Gloslinul o sl 2550, pso 05,5 sy g S5 s
54,8 s 1y sledalie LB ks, 4;;@ S dmas gl 35l (sleslizl &

1. Use Value
2. Non-use Value
3. Option Value

5, S o i s (sloslinal b sla 35 4 gemme 3 |y bl 35 dagduaab &y o
4. Freeman



q v (SOLBI (551057 g5l 30 1H7 (83 5K 9 cdiumad” Sl J.{l.n)T

3L slady 5 3 5l 5 gad (loslial b (gla i) I s 83 4y 25 &S 4 g
(Bateman and et al., 2002) . & 188 25,1 clas S olal 5 b 5 55 odaline
il o BT Ol gea gloslizul ;o 55 Sl (Sen D Sl o aie 53
(Kjaer, 2005) 5 42 43 & Lo ;5 03l 3l sl Cwdw (63,

Sl (2500 Bl 3501505 3 g Sl 550 el S S5l oo
P S 0l 4 S e s ety T 53 VIS o e S b 28l (sl 03 0 o
@u;‘upu@&jmm\lejugfbjlyuéujlqw,@euﬁ
3m 505k S o L L 5 s i ool ate OT Sl 0ty T oslizal o555 51 3 oS
(Bateman and et al., 2002) dzs x40 00T 55 o ol

313 Sispds p SIYs (g3lal 25,50 5V G 5 D 3Ll s 5l
50353 sles ol Jb 534S (63131 (i law il Jl 534S (651 3l is 15 095 4w 4
I3 i Sl il Jlo 3 8 (1 3 g 5 L5113 o Solem 4l 5 e s
Slalllae ST IS, sbas (Kjaer, 2005) ' yls 13 golew 4 Ml (5 ,ma 53 0T s
ilesls ) 5 anlllan 35 g0 15 08 dmsgiuly 51 gl es 8 eadlr ol o ata 53 0 plon

NSV @LA)J ML’JJ d‘j)ls Ny G‘)La.:!

J5 solasl il L) <

[ JS bl 250 j

[ loslizal i} j [ sl 55! ] [Ls‘oatfw‘ﬁbuij;‘]

Source: Bateman and et al., 2002; Boardman and et al., 2001.

Yb.oji-)\.iéjlafjii::l}lSéb)scvu)b)l}&}&a&fﬂ)bof)l&éqm:bélndb)_,bg.\

..u,l.ujll,s‘_;;“.&w@y:{lu,zﬂ);,b&\;hxﬂ@;@)



A+ oslads o) JL»/’/JU_/_:/('! yo

SOl Sl )l dawlxo (S gy Y-
Sy oA O il 5o & bl b Tt o flad ealie 3 b 1 oalal la )
b bl Zlay 3 ol Ole 3l dss e S ol Slays mildg Luls js Sk
Wby bl oo Oldlas lae 5s (IDI0L) Conl azils 1) 5 )87 oy i o Zatls
03305 o8l 3 53 GME a5 sl sy 15 SISt 4 el ol Sl SSU b
(Johnson and et al., 1999) 5 4& s o5ls s 5 s 4 Jslas 3l slazel s (slas, T 5
5 oslas 2l ks oybys Oblaslas! Ols los 28 By ol Jl 3 ulul ol
Sl 4 bl Gt Sl a0 bl sbasysT s Sl eslizul (gl S Cand St

L0lben) 3 l5 59

Loy HICUT Ol §  blae 30 Toud Hlgbl Ola § gy ¥-Y
Oty Sl 5 bl y Glaalp b Sl slataly ()18 550 IS, bay
ol HKET Slowr 5 sy 5 o Hlbl Slowar 5 g, 150 ploil IS Zalay 55
ol 0303 g Sloea 5 odalin 4 odd HSGT Sl 5 55, (Hidona, 2002)
okd HT Dl 5 3,555 6,508 4 SLihy A e )il i 5y by
SL L 3ol se 51 (6ol 53 Ll el i 55 50 (VT (gl 5150 Lo st 5 g2
4 odd AT Slowa 5 aylse ol 53 10 .l a8l 5L L 34l 5525 VIS (6l
G 331 Sl 5 s s adeien VIS S5 (gl 5131 Oloe 5 kit o
oy cnl 4 a8 e yipl 3133l o 5L 53 3 se (oK) s 5 sl VIS &
#s,2 (Halland et al., 2002) > 55 . 2 ols LT Sloesr 5 et 2 5]
33,8 oo 513 skl 3550 5515k e VS 3500 51 e ls Ol g 15k SYIST s
Sl 1y 35 Dl 563 43 oo sl 5 OE WS 5 e ok gl Dl 5 555 )5 blis
sl bl il @I ) Sy 03 o2 L5 e dS 5550 Lol b VIS S

1. Willingness To Pay (WTP)

2. Willingness To Accept (WTA)
3. Stated Preference

4. Revealed Preference
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1. Compensation Variation (CV)

2. Equivalent Variation (EV)

3. Hedonic Method

4. Contingent Valuation (CVM)

5. Discrete Choice Experiment (DCE)
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"discrete choice experiment(s)"”, "discrete choice modelling”, "stated
preference”, "part-worth utilities”, "paired comparisons”, "pairwise
choices", "conjoint analysis".
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