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Abstract

One of the most important challenges facing policymakers and urban planners in recent decades is
the issue of accessibility to a variety of urban services. The main purpose of this study was
thecalculation of the accessibility of census blocks to medical centers using the Two-Step Floating
Catchment Area (2SFCA) method in Isfahan City. In the present study, according to the conditions
with and without the limitations of the accessibility radii, different types of distance decay functions
were used. The results showed that the 2SFCA method with the use of the cumulative opportunity
negative linear function had the highest average of correlation for calculating accessibility to medical
centers in comparison with other functions. Calculation of average accessibility in the 15 main regions
of Isfahan City showed that the central regions (3, 1, and 5) had the highest decrease and the marginal
regions (9, 8, and 11) had the highest increase in the unlimited compared to the limited mode. In
general, based on the obtained results of 2SFCA method and the calculated Gini index, the level of
inequality in accessibility of census blocks to health services was high in Isfahan City and this
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inequality increased in terms of accessibility to both hospitals and clinics. Since the extended 2SFCA
method has a high capability for assessing supply and demand, as well as catchment area, application
of this method can provide a great help for maaagrra add 1l eeeers in taaassssmnttt ff tee 11111 111" s
access to a variety of services, such as emergency services and healthcare.
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Introduction

One of the most important challenges faced by policymakers and urban planners in recent decades
has been the subjct of access to a variety of urban services. Hospital and clinic centers as the most
important urban facilities play an important role in serving people. handeling access to healthcare
requires examining the factors, such as spatial distribution of services and demands. Distribution of
healthcare centers can affect ease of accessibility for applicants. As health is the basis of social,
economic, political, and cultural developments of human societies, identifying deprived areas in terms
of accessibility and planning for equitable accessibility to health services for all members of society
are essential.

Methodology

In the present study, the Two-Step Floating Catchment Area Method (2SFCA) was employed to
calculate the access of census blocks to medical centers (hospitals and clinics) in the city of Isfahan for
limited and unlimited accessibility radii. To define the most appropriate distance decay function in the
dddCA mtt,,,, ,ee vvirgge ff rrrr 7 s rrrrllttinn eeeffiiittt  ttt ween tee cceessiii lity vll sss
obtained from different distance decay functions was used. The distance decay function with the
highest mean correlation of accessibility values compared to other functions was determined as the
most appropriate function in the 2SFCA method. Also, the Lorenz curve and Gini coefficient were
applied to compare inequalities of access to medical centers in Isfahan.

Results and Discussion

The results showed that the use of the negative linear cumulative opportunity distance decay
function had the highest average correlation in the accessibility values compared to other functions. In
the case of limited accessibility radius, the central regions and some northwest and east areas had the
highest accessibility to hospitals. In the case of unlimited radius, the central areas had the most
accessibility, while accessibility decreased as the distance from these areas increased. Calculation of
the average accessibility in the 15 main regions of Isfahan showed that the central (3, 1 and 5) and
marginal (9, 8, and 11) regions had the highest decrease and increase in the unlimited compared to the
limited mode, respectively. Also, the sensitivity analysis of accessibility to hospitals showed that Al-
Zahra and Hazrat Zahra hospitals in Districts 5 and 14 had the greatest impacts on the accessibility of
cesus blocks to hospital services in Isfahan City. Comparing the accessibility of census blocks to both
hospitals and clinics with accessibility only to hospitals showed an increase in accessibility in the
central areas of the city due to the greater concentration of clinics in those areas. However, in the case
of combination of hospitals and clinics, the Gini coefficient was equal to 0.60, which showed an
increase of 0.04 compared to the case of accessibility only to hospitals, which indicated that inequality
was higher in the combinatorial case.

Conclusion

Considering the supply and demand simultaneously, the 2SFCA method can provide a more
realistic assessment of the accessibility status of census blocks to medical services. In general, based
on the obtained results by this method and due to considering the limited radius of accessibility and
calculating the Gini index, the level of inequality in the accessibility of census blocks to health
services was high in Isfahan City, while this inequality increased in the case of accessibility to both
hospitals and clinics.
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: (Wang, 2012, 1106; Chen & Jia, 2019, 5)
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Table (1) Accessibility to hospitals measurement types
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Table (2) Accessibility to hospitals and clinics measurement types
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1. Gaussian function

2. Exponential function

3. Kernel density

4. Cumulative-opportunity negative Linear
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Table (3) Distance decay functions and the related parameters in 2SFCA method
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1. Impedance coefficient
2. Gini coefficient
3. Lorenz curve
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Figure (4) Lorenz curve and line of equality (Goswami et al., 2018:19)
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Table 4: Correlation between values of hospital accessibility with different types of distance decay
functions and limited accessibility radius

Models CUML EXP GAUSS KD

CUML 1 0.906 0.946 0.994
EXP 0.906 1 0.968 0.861

GAUSS 0.946 0.968 1 0.906
KD 0.994 0.861 0.906 1
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Table (5) Correlation between values of hospital accessibility with different types of distance decay
functions and unlimited accessibility radius

Models CUML EXP GAUSS KD

CUML 1 0.972 0.996 0.982
EXP 0.972 1 0.979 0.912

GAUSS 0.996 0.979 1 0.967
KD 0.982 0.912 0.967 1
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Table (6) Correlation between values of hospital and clinic accessibility with different types of
distance decay functions and limited accessibility radius

Models CUML EXP GAUSS KD

CUML 1 0.917 0.956 0.995
EXP 0.917 1 0.972 0.876

GAUSS 0.956 0.972 1 0.921
KD 0.995 0.876 0.921 1
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Table (7) Average of the correlations between values of accessibility in terms of different types of
distance decay functions
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Models Rank r Models Rank r Models Rank r
CUML 1 0.948 CUML 1 0.956 CUML 1 0.983
GAUSS 2 0940 GAUSS 2 0.949 GAUSS 2 0.980
KD 3 0.920 KD 3 0.930 EXP 3 0.954
EXP 4 0.911 EXP 4 0.921 KD 4 0.953
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Figure 5. Accessibity to hospitals values based on 2SFCA method in Isfahan : (a) With limited
accessibility radius; (b) With unlimited accessibility radius
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Table (8) Statistical indices of accessibity to hospitals values

e s S Gobl gl asls
oSSk 0.002973
sl b
BIVRG (P 0.005566
oSSk 0.003012
S gdome 09
Slre Gl il 0.000326

6J_'|J.’Lp-)\6M:\J‘abcglﬁijNd}J:dl}bwgiijmbdb)bf)jjL;\MJfLL;aoJJbL;.A
l_vg_A_SL>)> sdasolis C_{\_ﬁ.‘ w\'/'-\j'/o\/ﬁ‘j v.ssjhﬂujl}jb ui‘b‘bffw.}“-"'l‘fﬁ .J)‘.B
PLJWMJ:MJC)M‘}‘M‘)JA' }WJ‘MJJO. b}byuwﬁﬂbﬁwj\M)JY' (Wod gl

Al Gl e gfa‘-’l"

NEe) OB ks :C.E;.o) (o g t}a..}) Casgdone gy 9 Cudgdow b glacdl> 53 5, d pove (V) IS
Figure (6) Lorenz curve under limited and unlimited accessibility radius cases
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Figure 7. Difference between the accessibility values under limited and unlimited accessibility
radius cases in 15 districts of Isfahan city
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Table (9) Sensitivity analysis of the census blocks to hospitals
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Figure (8) (a) Acessibity to both hospitals and clinics values based on 2SFCA method (b) Difference
between the acessibity to both hospitals and clinics values and acessibity to only hospitals
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Figure 9. Lorenz curve in cases of acessibity to both hospitals and clinics and acessibity to only

hospitals
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