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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)
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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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2. Main-effects Additive Utility Model
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2. Marginal Rate of Substitution (MRS)
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2. Regular Experimental Design
3. Full Factorial Design
4. Fractional Factorial Design
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2. Irregular Experimental Region

3. Information Matrix

4. Dispersion Matrix
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1. Behavioural Process
2. Indicator Function

3. Closed Form

4. Partially Closed Form
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2. Multinomial Logit (MNL)
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6. Random Parameter Logit Model
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1. Probabilistic Statements
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