
Supplementary Material  

Literature Retrieval Search Strategy 
Within WebofScience, EconLit and Google the following search strings were used: (1) (“one health” AND “evaluation”), (2) (“economic” AND “evaluation” 
AND “health” AND “agriculture”), (3) (“economic” AND “evaluation” AND “climate change”). An additional search was conducted in PubMed utilising 
("one health" AND surveillance AND economic evaluation). For Google the first ten pages were utilised for screening. 
 
 
Table 1. Inclusion/Exclusion Criteria Applied in the Literature Review 
Layout using a PICOS criteria approach (Pollock and Berge, 2018) 

Criteria Inclusion Exclusion 
Population Human, animal, agriculture, environment, economy No cross-over between at least two of the stated populations of interest (human, animal, agriculture, environment, 

economy) 
Intervention An intervention that is aimed at tackling a One Health 

issue 
No specific intervention or policy  

Comparator Standard practice/Do nothing/business-as-usual No exclusion criteria applied  
Alternative One Health interventions/policy scenarios 

Outcome Quantitative outcome No quantitative outcomes 
Quantitative outcomes in only one sector (e.g. only energy costs estimated in a policy aimed at energy) 

Study 
Design 

Economic Modelling Letters 
Mathematical Modelling Case studies 
Statistical Modelling Conference Abstracts 
Observational (case-control or cohort) Protocol 
  Review (separately included) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Table 2. Scoping Review - Literature Review Results 

Study Review Objective Relevant Results for this Study 
Key Methods in One Health Intervention Evaluation 

(Hutton, 2011) Examine the available economic evidence 
for policy makers to draw on in making 
health decisions relating to climate change 

A narrative, informal discussion of the literature is presented. • It is suggested that economic evaluations should include 
cost-effectiveness and cost-benefit analysis together; appealing to decision makers in both health ministries (who typically 
prefer cost-effectiveness analysis) and other ministries (who typically prefer cost-benefit analysis)• “Economic evaluation 
should be designed to be usable by a range of decision makers”. The argument is made for the need cost-utility analyses, 
however the inherent problem of monetary valuing a life explicitly occurs, with issues in valuing loss of human life based 
on the GDP of each country. This could give a higher value of life in higher income countries, which is a potential 
inequality issue. 
• The issue of estimating impacts so far into the future are raised, with discounting values still up for debate  

(Martinsohn 
and Hansen, 
2012) 

To (i) discuss potential climate change 
impacts in dairy farming are discussed 
qualitatively, (ii) discuss challenges and 
methodological approaches 
in economic impact assessment are 
presented and (iii) present an overview and 
assessment of available studies on economic 
impact assessments 

A narrative, informal discussion of the literature is presented. 
• “Early studies often neglect the impact of adaptation to climate change”, highlighting the need to present different future 
scenarios that may drop the ceteris paribus assumption that is often used in economic modelling. 
• Classified modelling approaches into: 
o Statistical/econometric methods; classic regression vs Bayesian, cross-sections vs time series or direct measurement 
o Simulation methods; chemical/physiological models and micro- and macro models 
• Showed directionality in the latter groupings; stating that partial or economy-wide models can integrate the results of 
simulation or statistical/econometrics-based impact analyses. 
• The review highlights the need for robust data to accurately understand what is currently happening, and in order to more 
robustly predict what might happen in the future. Though also describes limitations of such methods (such as being focused 
on historical events and associations and the need for data) • The review states that the 'use of simulation-based approaches 
predominates', suggesting this could be as such methods allow for a focused quantification of impact (i.e. climate change 
causes a specific change) and may be used in the absence of data needed for statistical evaluations.  
• The review also mentions that the involvement of stakeholders (such as farmers) in evaluations (e.g. in terms of 
understanding how the issue is perceived and what policies are actually likely to be implemented) may be beneficial but is 
underutilised in the studies discussed. Other quality criteria used (for evaluating methods) included; inclusion of direct and 
indirect costs, use of multiple scenarios, inclusion of adaptation and regionalisation of climate data 

(Reidsma et 
al., 2018) 

To assess the use of models (farm models) in 
impact assessments of agricultural policy, 
and to identify progress and challenges in 
farm modelling, to recommend a research 
agenda within this area 

Farmer decision making models were found, with the majority of these found to use "mathematical programming" 
methods. This review of farm models highlighted that whilst most of the literature found utilised profit maximisation as the 
basis for their farm objective functions, future work should first assess the appropriateness of using this and perhaps instead 
used multi-objective optimization. The review highlights the importance of discussing model limitations and trying to 
quantify uncertainty in impact assessment models.  The review also discusses the importance of thinking of end user and 
involving stakeholders in the model development process, however it found that only 23% of the 184 studies involved 
stakeholders. 

(Remoundou 
and 
Koundouri, 
2009) 

To review literature on valuation studies 
eliciting monetary values (through public 
health impact) associated with reduced 
environmental risk 

The paper introduces the concept of valuation; revealed preference studies utilise QALYs, human capital surveys, hedonic 
pricing (regression analysis estimating the extent to which different factors affect the price of a good);stated preferences 
utilise contingent valuation methods or choice experiments. 
This study describes studies which utilise contingent valuation to estimate the economic value of air quality policy such as 
asking correspondents to assign willingness to pay to estimate morbidity and mortality effects – e.g. establishing the 
willingness to pay to avoid additional days of illness. This can then be used in cost-benefit analyses. More traditional unit 
cost-benefit/cost-of-illness approaches are also described, this may include using lost wages due to pollution-related illness 



under the assumption that people should be willing to pay at least as much as the value of income they would lose by dying 
prematurely. It concludes that elicitations of the social preferences and valuations is essential in evaluating policy in 
regards to obtaining a socially optimal level in emissions. 

(Schmitt et al., 
2016) 

To perform a scoping review of economic 
evaluations of the adverse health effects 
from exposure to weather-related extreme 
events 

This scoping review found 20 studies and classified them into 6 methodological categories; health and economic burden 
evaluations (the majority), economic appraisal of intervention, household survey of damages, willingness to pay 
estimation, descriptive trend analysis and other. 9 studies focused on the distribution of impacts or conducted analyses for 
potentially particularly vulnerable subgroups 

(Ruegg et al., 
2018) 

As part of the “Network for Evaluation of 
One Health”, the paper proposes an 
evaluation framework anchored in systems 
theory to address the intrinsic complexity of 
OH initiatives.  

The paper presents a systems Approach to evaluate One Health interventions/policies. It comprises of four sections 
('elements'); (1) Define the system and initiative [this can be done through a visual representation, one of which is 
presented for antimicrobial resistance and a fictitious antimicrobial treatment guideline initiative], (2) define the theory of 
change and the associated outcomes [this can again be done through visual representation and be done through outcome 
mapping], (3) assess the One Health-ness [using their proposed tool] and (4) compare the One Health-ness to the outcomes. 
It focuses on (1) - (3) in the article 

(Machalaba 
and Smith, 
2017) 

This workshop report detailed a workshop in 
which the overall objectives were to: "1) 
Advance the approach and methodology for 
comprehensive analysis of economic impact 
and One Health management or intervention 
options to address emerging and endemic 
diseases relevant to One Health; 2) Identify 
key data gaps across or within public, 
agricultural, environmental health and other 
relevant sectors; 3) Recommend methods for 
assessing the costs and benefits of 
intervention options for pandemic and 
epidemic risk" 

This workshop report provides guidance for a country to initiate 'One Health Economic Evaluation'. It outlines a 
framework for conducting evaluations in this context; 1) Question Framing • Defining the specific issue in question and 
perspective (audience), geographic and temporal scope, 2) Costing of the Impact • Impact costing flow diagram/ 
stakeholder mapping • Cost analysis for specific sectors 3) Option Assessment • Defining options (scenarios) that are being 
assessed (including acceptability of the options) • Defining parameters used in costing analysis (e.g. cost saving vs. 
epidemiological effectiveness) 4) Measuring Efficacy and Feedback • Iterative assessment and refinement • Outcomes, e.g. 
RVF case incidence in animals and humans. The report highlights the importance of uncertainty, stating 'the user must 
consider the sources and extent of uncertainty and weight those against the objective of the assessment and decision'.  
Testing options (scenarios) under different conditions (i.e. varying certain assumptions about the scenario) - ‘stress testing’ 
- is suggested as a potential way to improve confidence in a given option. The report also highlights the importance of 
working within a specified country context. 

(Barnes et al., 
2014) 

A report with the objective to provide a 
methodology for the economic appraisal of 
Defra funded research projects within the 
crop and horticultural sectors. 

The report suggests the following approach: i) identify the scope of the research (including defining research objectives), ii) 
define the outcomes expected for that technology and the magnitude of impact, iii) quantify and monetise the benefits 
(against a baseline ‘without technology’ scenario), iv) reconcile costs and benefits using discounting.  Economic surplus 
approaches are discussed for calculating shifts in producer and consumer surplus following the introduction of a new 
technology, however it is also noted that such methods require a range of data and assumptions. The chosen method for 
quantifying costs and benefits is cost-benefit analysis, utilising a modified internal rate of return approach and a 3.5% 
discount rate for 0 - 30 years and 3.0% for 30+ years. Sensitivity analysis on the key values is also recommended. 

(The 
International 
Bank for 
Reconstruction 
and 
Development / 
The World 
Bank, 2010) 

To identify and discuss key challenges and 
solutions for carrying out project-level 
economic analysis of adaptation to climate 
change. 

Listed methods for evaluation are; crop models, Ricardian methods, multi-criteria decision analyses, probability-based 
approaches, real option analysis and ‘robust decision making’. The following steps are proposed for evaluation (noting that 
many steps benefit from knowledge exchange with stakeholders). 
1. Define the risk assessment scale and scope 
2. Assess several possible without-project scenarios by estimating the impacts of different Climate change projections on 
relevant measures of output and benefit. (They suggest the Ricardian approach for country-level and crop models for local-
level analyses.) 
3. Identify the types of adaptation projects (e.g., stand-alone or integrated within a broader development project), and 
possible adaptation 
4. Estimate potential reductions in projected productivity losses (adaptation benefits) in with-project situations (using the 



same scenarios that were used for examining the without-project case in part 2) 
5. Quantitatively and qualitatively assess co-benefits and negative spill over effects associated with adaptation  
6. Consider opportunities that the project may create or destroy in the future (e.g. through knowledge development or 
capacity building) 
7. Attempt some economic estimation of future options maintained or lost. Future research may make the application of 
real 
8. Assess how different alternative project options perform under different climate scenarios, based on the previous steps. 
A probabilistic benefit-cost approach could be used if adaptation is to extreme events, whereas multi-criteria approaches 
are suggested in “soft” adaptation.  
9. “Stress-test” the project to identify particular options that are highly vulnerable to changes in conditions 

(Bours et al., 
2014) 

The aim of this report is to synthesise and 
summarise frameworks for the monitoring 
and evaluation of climate change adaptation 
and resilience (CCAR) interventions, 
focusing on international development 
projects. 

This report signposts readers to previous tools and reports discussing monitoring and evaluation of climate change 
adaptation policy. Overall consistent themes across guidance were; tailoring monitoring and evaluation (and adaptation 
policy) to local context, carefully linking objectives to monitoring and evaluating criteria, adapting business-as-usual 
scenarios to include uncertainty of the future, to have an iterative process where learning and feedback occurs throughout 
the implementation, monitoring and evaluation phases. 

(Bojke et al., 
2018) 

This paper discusses the methodological 
challenges in conducting economic 
evaluations of natural environmental policy 

Some of the key things to consider in terms of methodological choice are; (i) establishing the effectiveness of the 
intervention - this can be done using natural experiments, data analysis and decision-analytic modelling, (ii) non-linearity 
of effects and uncertainty in dose-response - uncertainty may be in built into the decision-analytic model, (iii) time-horizon 
and choice of discounting are important for capturing and valuing included costs and benefits, (iv) valuing outcomes - this 
will depend on the perspective chosen of the evaluation and (v) equity - where possible the distribution of effects should be 
taken into account or quantified 

(Hunt, n.d.) This online tool box offers users with a 
selection of advice/guidance on how to 
conduct  economic assessment of climate 
change adaptation activities 

The following methods are detailed (and are discussed with case studies); (i) Cost-effectiveness and cost-benefit analyses 
(useful in near-future adaptation, uncertainty can be included through probabilistic modelling) (ii) Real option analysis 
(useful in large capital investment in the medium-term, uncertainty can be included through scenario analysis), (iii) Robust 
decision making (useful in longer-term scales with large uncertainty, uncertainty can be included through scenario 
analysis), (iv) Iterative risk management (useful in medium-long-term adaptation with clear risk thresholds, it explicitly 
deals with uncertainty), (iv) Portfolio analysis (useful where a number of policy options are available and there are good 
economic and climate data available, explicitly deals with uncertainty) and (v) Multi-criteria decision analysis (which is 
useful where a mixture of quantitative and qualitative variables are needed, can integrate uncertainty through an uncertainty 
criterion). 

(Gordon et al., 
2018) 

This report developed a conceptual 
framework for the monitoring and evaluation 
of green infrastructure projects, and applied 
this to 14 case studies 

The framework consists of establishing motivation, determining evaluation approach and metrics, incorporating risk 
assessment, obtaining funding, implementing and then engaging with continuous monitoring and evaluation that feeds back 
into evaluation methods. The review of case studies found that the most common approach utilised was a "triple bottom 
line" approach, which describes environmental, economic and social impact, but has trouble explaining the 
interdependence across these pillars.  

(Ruegg et al., 
2018) 

This book aims to provide a guide to 
evaluation for One Health initiatives 

Chapter 3 provides an overarching evaluating framework that was detailed in Ruegg (2018), also described in this table. 
However, it goes into more detail about the potential assessment of outcomes and the linking of process and outcomes. 
Categories of impact evaluation given are; experimental, statistical, theory-based, case-based, participatory and synthesis 
studies. Description of non-linear impact assessment methods are given including "Acyclic Bayesian Networks" (which 
match network models of casual factors to observed data in order to identify which network likely led to that observation) 
and "risk propagation assessment" (which applies supervised learning to clusters of outcome syndromes to see key 
influencing factors in terms of dynamics within a system). Linking the process to outcomes can be done through [more 



detail is given in the chapter for pros and cons]; structural equation modelling (flexible but can be data heavy), discrete 
event simulation (uses decision logic but population not individual based), agent based modelling (allows for complex 
agent behaviour but computationally intense), system dynamics modelling (allows for incorporation of many factors within 
a system but information or assumption heavy) and qualitative comparative analysis (allows for multi-causality but best on 
small samples). Multi-criteria decision analysis is given as a way of enabling complex evaluation to be used in decision 
support. Chapter 4 describes the impact in terms of a social sustainability framework, which details the need to consider the 
following dimensions; resources, conversion factors, basic needs, 10 central capabilities, emancipation, environmental 
justice, solidarity and social cohesion. Chapter 5 describes the ecological dimension of evaluations and highlights things to 
consider when trying to evaluate the health of plants, animals and humans; content, temporal and spatial dimensions, 
information capture bias, measurement standardisation, interpretation and replication and the involvement of different 
stakeholders. Chapter 6 focuses on the economic evaluation of One Health initiatives, detailing the basics of cost-benefit, 
cost-effectiveness and cost-utility processes, stating they are fairly flexible and allow for the quantification of parameter 
uncertainty through sensitivity analysis. However, such processes don't explicitly consider the complexity in understanding 
the relationship between economic, environmental and social outcomes. It is suggested that systems thinking can overcome 
this, examples of systems approaches are social-ecological systems, dynamic transmission modelling, bio-economic 
modelling and multi-criteria decision analysis. Chapter 7 details governance of One Health policy, and suggests that 
combining systems theory, multi-criteria analyses and transdisciplinary approaches can help in knowledge integration and 
successful collaboration. 

Key Outcomes in One Health Intervention Evaluation 
(Baum et al., 
2017) 

Capture outcome metrics across One Health 
intervention evaluation literature 

Found only 7 quantitative evaluations, with only 4 of these assessing outcomes (as opposed to "intermediates"). Out of 
these 4 studies; 2 used prevalence, 1 used incidence and 1 used DALYs, social impact and cost. The review then goes on to 
recommend a variety of outcome measures, including;  
• DALY (human health) 
• Prevalence rates (both) 
• Mortality rate (both – animal as well) 
• Outbreak duration (both) 
• Cost of intervention (both) 
• Monetary unit (i.e. in cost-benefit analysis where you assign monetary outcomes to non-monetary outcomes as well as 
direct costs) – all (human, animal, ecosystem) 
• Productivity (all) 
• Perception (qualitative measure of whether expectations of interventions were met) 
• Poverty levels 
• equality measures (e.g. disaggregated measures for groups that may face a disproportionate burden) 

(Haby et al., 
2016) 

Identify agriculture, food, and nutrition 
security interventions linked to sustainable 
food production and positive health impacts 

This review found 15 previous literature reviews and 7 economic evaluations. It highlighted that as well as investigating 
health outcomes, cost-effectiveness and health inequality impact of One Health interventions, other potential outcomes to 
utilise in evaluations include 'inclusive economic development',  environmental sustainability, 'inclusive social 
development' and 'peace and security', but that these are rarely utilised in agricultural/food-security intervention 
evaluations. 

(Hutton, 2011) Examine the available economic evidence 
for policy makers to draw on in making 
health decisions relating to climate change 

Tangible, direct outcomes:  
• Health service use 
• Related health seeking costs (e.g. transport and time) 
Tangible, indirect outcomes:  



• Impact on household income or productive time of individuals • Impact on the wider economy through affected labour 
Intangible, direct outcomes:  
• Morbidity (health-related quality of life) 
• Loss of life 
Tangible, indirect outcomes:  
• Stress, trauma 
• Uncertainty 

(Reidsma et 
al., 2018) 

To assess the use of models (farm models) in 
impact assessments of agricultural policy, 
and to identify progress and challenges in 
farm modelling, to recommend a research 
agenda within this area 

Almost all 184 studies assessed economic indicators (with gross margin being the most used indicator), 72% assessed 
environmental indicators, and social indicators were underrepresented with 37%. Examples for each indicator group are 
given (more available in review document); SD dimension Indicators 
Economic and Environmental 
▪ gross margin, gross income, net income, household income, net present value, income from different sources, 
potential increase in earned income, value added 
▪ crop prices, minimum subsidy level, variable costs, compliance costs  
▪ crop yields, crop/milk/meat production 
▪ Efficiency (allocative, economic, output-input) 
▪ global warming potential, greenhouse gas emissions, energy use, non-renewable energy use/demand 
▪ biodiversity, natural value, landscape  
Social  
▪ labour use, labour productivity, labour intensity 
▪ family consumption expenditure, caloric self-sufficiency 
▪ public expenditure, cost-effectiveness, net social costs, welfare 
▪ income distribution farm types 
▪ farm descriptive statistics 
▪ Tourism, social valuation effects for environmental benefits, 
▪ Quality of life 
▪ animal welfare, animal health 
▪ food safety 
▪ ethics and human development 

(Schmitt et al., 
2016) 

To perform a scoping review of economic 
evaluations of the adverse health effects 
from exposure to weather-related extreme 
events 

The four main health-related outcomes that were found in the scoping review were death, hospital admission/visits, 
morbidity/injuries and well-being 

(Rüegg et al., 
2018) 

As part of the “Network for Evaluation of 
One Health”, the paper proposes an 
evaluation framework anchored in systems 
theory to address the intrinsic complexity of 
OH initiatives.  

The paper discusses disciplinary outcomes vs Interdisciplinary outcomes, whereby interdisciplinary outcomes describe 
outcomes that correspond to at least two disciplines simultaneously, giving the examples of food security and interspecies 
equity and welfare. Disciplinary outcomes, on the other hand, relate to outcomes that are measured within one distinct 
discipline (e.g. human infection incidence). The appropriateness of outcome is dependent on the perspective of (and 
resources available for) the evaluation 

(Mayrhuber et 
al., 2018) 

To perform a scoping review to (i) assess 
how vulnerable groups are identified and 
reached in heat health interventions, (ii) 
understand the effectiveness and efficiency 

From the 23 included studies and reviews in this scoping review it was shown that most studies that evaluated the 
effectiveness of interventions on reducing negative human health outcomes did so by comparing mortality rates across 
different time periods. There was a lack of evidence on morbidity impacts. 



of such interventions, and (iii) identify 
research gaps in existing literature. 

(USAID 
Emerging 
Pandemic 
Threats 
PREDICT-2 & 
EcoHealth 
Alliance & the 
European 
Union 
Cooperation in 
Science and 
Technology 
(COST) Action 
Network for 
Evaluation of 
One Health, 
2017) 

This workshop report detailed a workshop in 
which the overall objectives were to: "1) 
Advance the approach and methodology for 
comprehensive analysis of economic impact 
and One Health management or intervention 
options to address emerging and endemic 
diseases relevant to One Health; 2) Identify 
key data gaps across or within public, 
agricultural, environmental health and other 
relevant sectors; 3) Recommend methods for 
assessing the costs and benefits of 
intervention options for pandemic and 
epidemic risk" 

The report recommends the consideration that different stakeholders have different priorities and 'buy-in', stating that 
certain metrics such as DALYs might be highly relevant in the healthcare sector, but not in others and therefore 
recommends the consideration of including a range of evaluation metrics.  

(Barnes et al., 
2014) 

A report with the objective to provide a 
methodology for the economic appraisal of 
Defra funded research projects within the 
crop and horticultural sectors. 

An example provided lists the potential benefits identified of a specific policy, grouping them into (i) economic, (ii) 
environmental and (iii) social benefits. Examples of these are (i) economic -  cost reductions for government agencies, 
variable or capital cost reductions (at farm level), more effective infrastructure management; (ii) environmental - more 
sustainable land and water systems, improved water quality, improved biodiversity, reduced greenhouse gases; (iii) social - 
increase in individual and community skills and capacity, enhanced wellbeing, pride, and confidence, improved equity.  
Regarding choosing indicators of economic efficiency, i) the Net Present Value (NPV), ii) the Internal Rate of Return 
(IRR), and iii) Benefit-Cost Ratios are suggested. 

(Gordon et al., 
2018) 

This report developed a conceptual 
framework for the monitoring and evaluation 
of green infrastructure projects, and applied 
this to 14 case studies 

Outcomes used in the 14 case studies found included; (i) environmental measures (ecology impact, biodiversity, soil health, 
water and air quality), (ii) social measures, including health (quality of life, heat-related mortality, civic participation, 
socio-environmental justice), (iii) technical measures (maintenance costs and infrastructure costs) and (iv) economic 
measures (property values, energy use, employment levels and tax revenues) 

(Falzon et al., 
2018) 

This scoping review aimed to (1) identify 
studies that describe a quantitative outcome 
when using a One Health approach and (2) 
review and qualitatively summarize the 
health issues addressed, the type of OH 
approaches used, and subsequent results 

This scoping review included 95 studies; 31 had both monetary and non-monetary outcomes. The majority of the monetary 
outcomes included cost-benefit ratios (26 studies), cost-utility ratios (18 studies) and cost savings (15 studies). In terms of 
non-monetary outcomes many more studies evaluated disease frequency (40 studies) comparative to disease burden (15 
studies). 

 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
Table 3. Literature Review - Individual Study Results 
Abbreviations: EP – evaluation perspective, Ref – study reference 

Ref OH Issue Intervention  Spatial Scope Temporal 
Scope 

Method for Evaluation EP Main data 
source(s) 

Examples of Key Inputs Outputs of Interest Potential Limitations 

(Aahei
m et 
al., 
2015) 

Climate 
Change 

Solar radiation 
management 

Global 100  year 
period 

Computable general 
equilibrium model 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectoral 
productivity) 

Previous 
models, 
literature and 
available 
national 
descriptive 
data 

Labour inputs, capital inputs, technological 
change rates, current GDP levels, production 
and utility functions, sector specific inputs 
(e.g. labour in agriculture), proxy indicators 
for climate change and  the impact of climate 
change on primary input factors and changes 
in demand 

Percentage change in GDP per 
year compared to baseline 

Uncertainty was not explicitly 
quantified or accounted for, however, 
separate models were built for different 
scenarios. 

(Abba
s et al., 
2011) 

Rabies A multi-faceted 
policy involving 
animal birth control, 
anti-rabies, 
vaccination and 
universal vaccine 
supply 

1 state in India 5 year period Trend analysis of 
collected data 

Microecono
mic (health 
care) 

Primary data 
collection 

Incidence of dog bites, incidence of rabies 
cases, rabies mortality, process indicators 
(uptake), census data, animal census data 

Dog bites by district by year  There were insufficient data to analyses 
trends or impact related to other 
inputs/data, data coverage and 
frequency varies across departments 
(e.g. health versus animal 
departments). 

(Aivaz
idou et 
al., 
2018) 

water 
scarcity 

Green market 
behaviour scenarios 

Southern 
European and 
Mediterranean 
regions  

30 years Systems dynamics Microecono
mic 
(Agricultural 
supply chain) 

Literature 
review 
(previous 
studies) 

Farming production capacity, costs and 
efficiency, supply chain factors, impact of 
different model scenarios on the other inputs 
(consumer behaviour and impact) 

Water footprint and net present 
value profit 

Limited ecological footprint outcomes 
(i.e. carbon and energy). 

(Akun
e et 
al., 
2015) 

Climate 
Change 

High temperature-
tolerant rice varieties 

Japan 25 year period Computable general 
equilibrium model 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectoral 
productivity) 

Previous 
models, 
literature and 
available 
national 
descriptive 
data 

Levels of production, commodities, trade, 
households, labour, government and rest of 
the world; interactions between these; capital 
growth functions, expected rates of return 

Activity levels (% change from 
baseline across different 
sectors and economic 
welfare/equivalent variation in 
yen 

This model only considered effects of 
climate change on rice and not any 
other interactions from included 
factors, e.g. the subsequent impact on 
nutrition and health 

(Alem 
and 
Ruhin
duka, 
2015) 

Climate 
Change 

System of rice 
intensification 
(climate-friendly 
rice) 

Tanzania 1 farming 
season 

Expected value 
difference estimator 

Individual 
and 
Microecono
mic 
(agricultural 
sector)  

Farm, 
household and 
plot 
characteristics; 
production 
costs, 
functions and 
levels 

Rice yield per acre, farm profit, household 
income 

It is not clear if adjusted for 
covariates/confounders and 
data from one season, no clear 
impact of climate change per 
se 

External validity. 

(Alma
nsa 
and 
Martín
ez-paz, 
2011) 

Lagoon 
eutrophic
ation 
from 
farming 
practices 

Desalination plant 1 state in 
Spain 

200 year 
period 

Extended cost benefit 
analysis 

Microecono
mic 
(Environmen
t) 

Literature Market benefits from plant, environmental 
benefits (non-market benefit, through the 
avoided cost method), discount rates (market 
and non-market), construction and operation 
costs  

Net present value and internal 
rate of return 

They use a mono-criterion approach. 

(Bassi 
and 
Baer, 
2009) 

Climate 
Change 

subsidizing/importin
g electricity and 
investing in 
renewable energy 

Ecuador 35 year period Systems dynamics model Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectoral 
productivity) 

Previous 
studies' data 
(consumer 
surveys and 
direct data 
collection) and 
the literature 

Labour inputs, capital inputs, GDP levels, 
energy demand, basic health and education 
indicators, greenhouse gas emissions 

Emissions, fuel 
demand/consumption, 
government expenditure 

Uncertainty not explicitly quantified or 
accounted for, though scenario analysis 
performed for different policies 

(Becch
io et 
al., 
2018) 

Climate 
Change 

Net Zero-Energy 
District 

1 city in Italy 30 years Cost-benefit Analysis Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(environment
al) 

Previous 
literature & 
available data  

Prices for benefits and costs associated with 
the impact of the policy (including green 
jobs creation, asset values, investment costs 
and energy costs) 

Social Return On Investment 
and Net Present Value 

Recommendations are made for 
research to create more robust input 
parameters, and it is also stated that this 
technique could be combined with 
multi-criteria decision analyses 
approaches to include broader criteria  



 
(2018) 
(Berria
n et 
al., 
2018) 

Disease 
transmissi
on and 
emergenc
e 

One Health training 
and leadership 
programme 

1 region in 
South Africa 

4 week period Logistic regression Individual Observational 
study 
conducted 
(written exam 
and survey of 
participants) 

Pre- and post-intervention written 
assessments, demographic data. 

Odds ratio of change in 
knowledge score 

No other impact outcomes explored, 
such as actual disease transmission 
and/or emergence or implementation of 
risk mitigation practices 

(Brow
n et 
al., 
2009) 

Providing 
water and 
climate 
change/p
ower 

Dam construction high-impact 
and low-
impact dam 
site 

1 year (not 
clear but 
measurements 
in per year) 

Cost-benefit comparison 
using a visual tool where 
the sum of the shaded 
area for a completed tool 
characterizes the 
aggregated costs and 
benefits 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectoral 
impact) 

Literature and 
Delphi 
technique 

Biophysical impacts (water retention time; 
natural value; downstream tributaries; 
biodiversity’ distance of river left dry 
downstream of the dam etc.), socio-
economic impacts (e.g. non-agricultural 
economic activity; health; agricultural 
activity) and geopolitical indicators (e.g. 
downstream riparian population; political 
participation).  

A visual representation of the 
various costs and benefits 
associated with two or more 
dams, and net benefit/cost in 
model "units" 

Data requirements may be large for the 
objective assessments, however this 
would also be true in other models (e.g. 
agent based). Additionally the 27 
individual impacts may not be 
appropriate to be used in evaluation in 
all settings 

(Chen 
et al., 
2011) 

Climate 
Change 

Bioenergy feedstock Taiwan Unclear (1 
year 
potentially) 

Multi-product partial 
equilibrium model based 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectoral 
impact) 

Literature and 
available data 
sources (e.g. 
published 
tables on 
websites) 

Government expenditure on sector, sector 
important and exports, tariffs, land 
productivity (and associated variables) 

farm revenue,  sector 
employment, energy 
sufficiency, government 
expenditure and reduced 
greenhouse gas emissions 

Just one sector and subsequent 
economic impacts focused on, also 
potential for uncertainty in parameters 
and model used 

(Chen 
and 
Groen
ewold, 
2012) 

Climate 
Change 

Emission permits 2 regions in 
China 

Short-run and 
long-run, 
where short 
run is defined 
as the length 
of time before 
inter-regional 
migration 
begins. 

Computable general 
equilibrium model 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectoral 
impact) 

Literature and 
available data 
sources (e.g. 
published 
tables on 
websites) 

labour inputs, capital inputs, technological 
change rates, current GDP levels, production 
and utility functions, sector specific inputs 
(e.g. labour in agriculture), impact of 
emissions permits on production 

Changes in input variables, e.g. 
household utility or income,  

Uncertainty not explicitly quantified or 
accounted for, separate models were 
built for different scenarios but no 
sensitivity analyses. Wanted to build 
simplest model possible given the aim 
of the work, which a positive and 
negative as is a closed-system model 
(e.g. no dynamics incorporated) 

(Chen 
et al., 
2016) 

Climate 
Change 

Greenhouse gas 
targets 

Global 100  year 
period, also 50 
year period 

Computable general 
equilibrium model 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectoral 
impact - 
environment
al) 

Literature and 
available data 
sources (e.g. 
published 
tables on 
websites), and 
previous 
iterations of 
the model 

Labour inputs, capital inputs, technological 
change rates, current GDP levels, production 
and utility functions, sector specific inputs 
(e.g. labour in agriculture), proxy indicators 
for climate change and  the impact of 
greenhouse gas emission levels on primary 
input factors and changes in demand 

GDP changes, greenhouse gas 
emission changes 

Uncertainty could be explored further 
and potential to explore other scenarios 

(Costa 
et al., 
2018) 

Food and 
nutrition 

Integrated vs non-
integrated production 
systems (agriculture) 

1 state in 
Brazil 

7 year 
production 
cycle 

Life Cycle Assessment 
Socio-economic 
efficiency model 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectoral 
impact) 

Primary data 
source, 
Literature and 
available data 
sources (e.g. 
published 
tables on 
websites) 

Levels of and relationship between 
employees, consumers, local and national 
communities, the international community 
and future generations, agricultural activity, 
biodiversity, environmental impact 
categories, total cost comparison 

Climate change potential 
(greenhouse gases), 
"environmental fingerprints", 
land use and biodiversity, 
social "normalized impact",  

Many indicators (and how they have 
been presented) make it hard to take in 
the overall impact 

(Curra
n et 
al., 
2016) 

Biodivers
ity 
conservat
ion 

Payments for 
Ecosystem/Environ
mental Services 

17 regions in 
Kenya 

30-years Generalized Linear 
Models and stepwise 
calculation  

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectoral 
impact) 

Survey data, 
Interviews and 
Literature 

Production system costs and characteristics, 
strategy transaction and production costs, 
biodiversity 

Opportunity cost and land 
prices, Indicators of 
conservation (cost-) 
effectiveness economic, social 
and ecological scenarios. 

Debate mentioned over discount rates 
applied 

(Dedin
ec et 
al., 
2015) 

Climate 
Change 

Waste management 
policy 

Macedonia 20 years Online tool, with 
stepwise calculation 
adaptations (methods of 
which are not clearly 
explained) 

Microecono
mic 
(Environmen
tal sector) 

Literature and 
available data 
sources (e.g. 
published 
tables on 
websites), and 
previous 
iterations of 
the model 

Greenhouse gas emissions, system operating 
and maintenance costs, demographic 
information and sector (waste management) 
characteristics 

Environmental effectiveness 
(tCO2 reduced) and economic 
effectiveness (US$/t CO2 
reduced) 

The results are heavily dependent on 
scenario assumptions made 



(Dorje
e et 
al., 
2016) 

Disease 
transmissi
on 
emergenc
e 
(influenza
) 

Targeted vaccination 1 county in 
Canada 

1 year (1 day 
cycles) 

Agent-based dynamic 
susceptible-exposed-
infectious-recovered 
model 

Microecono
mic (health 
care) 

Literature and 
available data 
sources (e.g. 
published 
tables on 
websites), and 
previous 
iterations of 
the model 

Demographics of humans and animals 
(herds), transmission dynamics, contact 
patterns, duration of disease states 

Summary statistics on 
outbreak-related 
epidemiological variables such 
as outbreak size, duration, time 
to outbreak 

The results are heavily dependent on 
scenario assumptions made 

(Ebi et 
al., 
2004) 

Heat 
waves 

heat watch/warning 
systems 

1 city in US 3 years Multivariate linear 
regression 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(Healthcare 
system) 

Secondary 
data analysis 
of routinely 
collected data 

Demographic data, health outcome 
(mortality data), value of a statistical life, 
environmental data 

Lives saved per day and net 
monetary benefit over the 
period 

Other potential confounders and 
covariates were not included in the 
analyses, presumably due to data 
limitations 

(Farqu
harson 
et al., 
2013) 

Climate 
Change 

Perennial plants 1 region (4 
sites over 
multiple 
states) in 
Australia 

40 years past 
and 40 years 
future 

Steady-state Linear 
Programming 

Microecono
mic 
(Agricultural
) 

Interviews, 
farm visits and 
literature 

climate change prediction and agricultural 
productivity factors, impact of Perennial 
plants 

Average farm profits, land use, 
distribution of cash flows 

The results are heavily dependent on 
scenario assumptions made 

(Fonse
ca et 
al., 
2018) 

Cysticerc
osis 
(zoonotic 
disease) 

Surveillance Portugal Not clear Scoring algorithm using 
a systems approach 

Macroecono
mic 

Primary data 
source 

OH thinking, OH planning, OH working, OH 
sharing, OH learning, and systemic 
organization. 

A One-health index, aspect-
specific indices (e.g. OH 
thinking) 

The analysis needs data that may not be 
available 

(Gerst 
et al., 
2013)  

Climate 
Change 

Carbon tax revenue 
recycling schemes 
(and eventually 
international 
agreements) 

US - focus on 
national aka 
domestic 
component, 
next stage 
includes 
international 
component 

25, 50 and 100 
years 

Multi-level agent based 
model (a probabilistic, 
multi-agent, evolutionary 
economic model) 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectoral 
impact) 

Literature and 
available data 
sources (e.g. 
published 
tables on 
websites) 

Labour inputs, capital inputs, technological 
change rates, productivity, current GDP 
levels, proxy indicators for climate change 
and impact of policy 

Market shares, energy 
intensity, energy prices and 
greenhouse gas emissions 

Results are heavily dependent on 
scenario assumptions made, some of 
which have been simplified (e.g. 
population growth) 

(Gray 
and 
Malla, 
1998) 

Coronary 
heart 
disease 
and fat 
consumpt
ion 

Dairy supply 
management policy 

Canada Not clear Linear marginal cost and 
demand equations for 
dairy sector and stepwise 
calculations (of 
externalities) 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectoral 
impact) 

Literature and 
available data 
sources (e.g. 
published 
tables on 
websites) 

Healthcare costs linked to agricultural 
product, demographics of consumers, 
demand and supply characteristics of the 
agricultural market, impact of policies of 
market 

Total welfare impact, 
deadweight loss, private and 
social costs 

Scenario analysis was the only method 
utilised to investigate uncertainty and 
there were missing data for key 
parameters 

(Haer 
et al., 
2017) 

Climate 
change 
(flood 
risk) 

Food protection 
policy 

1 state in 
Mexico 

5, 10, 25, 50, 
100, 250, 500, 
and 1000 years 

Cost-benefit comparison 
using formulae and 
stepwise calculations 

Macroecono
mic 

Literature and 
available data 
sources (e.g. 
published 
tables on 
websites), and 
previous 
outcomes of 
used models 

Greenhouse gas emissions and predictions, 
link between climate change and damage, 
GDP levels 

Expected annual damage (in 
monetary units), Net present 
value, benefit: cost ratio,  

The analysis needs more local data 

(Hajko
wicz 
and 
Wheel
er, 
2008) 

Disease 
transmissi
on and/or 
emergenc
e 

Dairy effluent 
management 

1 area in 
Australia 

20 years Multi-criteria decision 
analysis (weighted 
summation with linear 
transformations as the 
primary method) 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectoral 
impact) 

Stakeholder 
panel 

Values relating to the chosen criteria; 
economic efficiency (net present value), 
employment, environmental markers, 
tourism, reduction in potential health risks 

Priority ranking of policies Dependent on panel chosen 

(Hasle
r et al., 
2014) 

Disease 
transmissi
on and/or 
emergenc
e (rabies) 

Rabies control 
strategy that 
included mass 
vaccination of dogs, 
targeted sterilisation 
of dogs, education in 
prevention and 
rabies awareness, 

1 city in Sri 
Lanka 

Two specified 
time periods 
compared (5 
years of length 
each) 

Stepwise calculations Individual 
(human and 
animal 
morbidity/we
lfare) and 
Microecono
mic 
(healthcare 

Primary data 
sources 
(surveys) and 
literature 

Epidemiological inputs, animal welfare, 
societal perceptions and characteristics, 
healthcare costs and societal costs 

Monetary expenditure, DALYs 
averted, animal welfare and 
dog acceptance (the latter two 
being "qualitative scores") 

The ethical assessment helped guide 
the interpretation of the results. 
However, it did not attribute weights to 
the different criteria analysed. 



and development of 
dog managed zones. 

and animal 
care) 

(Zinsst
ag et 
al., 
2007) 

Rabies 
(zoonotic 
disease) 

Vaccination 1 city in Chad 1 year Stepwise calculations 
after a transmission 
model 

Microecono
mic (health 
care) 

Previous 
studies and 
literature 

Epidemiological inputs (humans and 
animals), outcomes of illness in humans, 
costs and effectiveness of intervention 

Costs of intervention and cost-
effectiveness (cost per human 
exposure averted and cost per 
death averted) 

It is unclear how the outcomes were 
estimated, a stepwise approach of 
multiplying outcomes to otuputs of an 
epidemiology model leads to non-
transparent modelling and no 
allowance for conducting usual 
economic sensitivity analyses 

(Laing
, 2018) 

Disease 
transmissi
on and/or 
emergenc
e (rabies) 

"The Animal Health 
Programme" which 
included cattle 
dipping 

1 region of 
Zambia 

Unclear (2 
years of 
programme) 

Partial economic 
evaluation; expenditure 
and outcome from 
primary data. Also 
quantified "One health 
Index". 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic (one 
health 
funder) 

Primary data 
sources 
(documents) 

One health index, one health ratio, costs 
(expenditures) 

A One-health index, aspect-
specific indices (e.g. OH 
thinking), project expenditure 

Only provided costs rather than a 
comparison of costs and benefits due to 
data limitations 

(Mark
andya 
et al., 
2016) 

Greenhou
se gas 
emissions 

Climate change 
policy scenarios 

EU, India, and 
China 

60 years Partial equilibrium 
models and stepwise 
calculations 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectoral 
impact) 

Previous 
studies and 
literature 

Greenhouse gas emissions and exposures, 
demographic information and sector 
characteristics, associated healthcare 
outcomes and costs 

Net costs and net health benefit Uncertainty in input data and exposure 
estimates 

(Masth
i et al., 
2014) 

Rabies 
(zoonotic 
disease) 

Vaccination 1 region in 
India 

2 years Prospective study for 
descriptive statistics 

Microecono
mic 
(Healthcare 
system) 

Primary data 
collection  

Epidemiological inputs (humans and 
animals), effectiveness of intervention 

Number of exposures in 
humans/bites from dogs and 
adverse reactions 

Only looking at exposure not wider 
outcomes such as costs or 
mortality/healthcare factors 

(Mich
ailidou 
et al., 
2016) 

Climate 
Change 

Sustainable tourism Greece Not clear but 
climate change 
impact 
modelled 
around 100 
years 

Multiple-criteria decision 
analysis (elimination and 
choice expressing reality 
method) 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectors - 
environment
al) 

Expert opinion Environmental benefit, applicability, 
economic cost, social acceptance 

Priority ranking of policies Quantitative inputs estimated by expert 
opinion 

(Moni
er et 
al., 
2018) 

Climate 
Change 

Large scale policy  global Over 200 
years (100 
years forward) 

Systems approach ('a 
coupled human-Earth 
system model') 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectoral 
impact) 

Previous 
models (that 
were then 
subsequently 
linked 
together), data 
incorporation 
is unclear 

Socio-economic information, environmental 
information (including climate forecasts), 
impact of climate change and policy 

Ocean acidification, air quality, 
water resources, crop 
productivity 

Unclear reporting of inputs and outputs 
across different sectors 

(Nkom
o and 
Gome
z, 
2006) 

Climate 
change 

various adaptation 
strategies 

An area in 
South Africa 

30 years Partial equilibrium model Microecono
mic 
(Environmen
tal sector) 

Previous 
studies, 
available data 
and literature 

Market factors, environmental factors, 
intervention costs and effects 

Net monetary benefit Health benefits were not included in 
the cost-benefit model 

(Nkom
o and 
Gome
z, 
2006) 
- same 
paper 
as 
above 

Climate 
change 

various adaptation 
strategies 

The Gambia 60 years Environmental 
simulation model 

Microecono
mic 
(Agricultural 
Sector) 

Previous 
studies, 
available data 
and literature 

Farm production and income, market factors, 
environmental factors, intervention costs and 
effects 

Net monetary benefit Health benefits were not included in 
the cost-benefit model 

(Ouds
hoorn 
et al., 
2011) 

Sustainab
le organic 
dairy 
farming 

Sustainable farming 
scenarios focusing 
on different aspects 
(e.g. an animal 
welfare-focused 
policy scenario) 

Denmark Unclear, costs  
and cost-
benefit results 
presented as 
annual 

Cost-benefit simulation 
model 

Microecono
mic 
(Agricultural 
Sector) & 
Macroecono
mic 

Expert opinion 
and the 
literature 

Agricultural production factors, labour and 
farming input cost factors and agricultural 
outputs per given inputs 

Cost-benefit, greenhouse gas 
emission, 

The cost-benefit analysis only provided 
evaluation in regards to net profit of the 
farm 



(Pater
noster 
and 
Tomas
sone, 
2017)  

West Nile 
virus 

surveillance systems 3 regions in 
Italy 

1 year Scoring algorithm using 
a systems approach 

Macroecono
mic 

Primary data 
source 

OH thinking, OH planning, OH sharing, OH 
learning, transdisciplinary and leadership 

Mean aspect-specific indices 
(e.g. OH thinking) scored from 
inputs 

Process evaluation (including 
intervention planning and 
implementation) was still underway so 
just focusing on earlier stages of design 

(Pike 
et al., 
2014) 

disease 
transmissi
on and/or 
emergenc
e 
(pandemi
cs and 
zoonoses) 

An extensive avian 
influenza mitigation 
strategy 

Global 100 year 
simulation 

"Real options" economic 
modelling 

Macroecono
mic 

Previous 
studies and 
literature 

Epidemiological inputs (humans and 
animals), costs and effectiveness of 
intervention 

Net present benefit/cost The inclusion of health costs and 
secondary trade impacts would increase 
validity. Additionally, a lot of data was 
taken from the US and extrapolated to 
the global context 

(Rosta
l et al., 
2018) 

Rift 
Valley 
fever 
virus 

One health disease 
surveillance 

South Africa 2 years Accounting costs Macroecono
mic (Funder 
of 
programme) 

Primary data 
collection of 
costs 

Trip descriptive statistics to collect 
surveillance information  

number of trips (total and by 
investigation), total cost, 
projected total cost (based on 
vehicle sharing per 
investigation), percent of trips 
shared between one or more 
investigation(s), percent of 
projected transport time and 
costs saved 

Just focused on process accounting 
costs 

(Roth 
et al., 
2003) 

Brucellos
is 
(zoonotic 
disease) 

livestock mass 
vaccination 
campaign 

Mongolia 10 year 
intervention 
but temporal 
scope of 
economic 
outcomes not 
clear 

Stepwise calculations 
after a transmission 
model 

Individual, 
Microecono
mic 
(healthcare 
system & 
agricultural 
sector) & 
Macroecono
mic 

Previous 
studies and 
literature 

Epidemiological inputs (humans and 
animals), outcomes of illness in humans, 
disability weights, costs and effectiveness of 
intervention 

Benefit-to-cost ratio and cost-
effectiveness (cost per DALY 
averted) 

A stepwise approach of multiplying 
outcomes to outputs of an 
epidemiology model leads to non-
transparent sourcing and modelling of 
such outcomes and no allowance for 
conducting usual economic sensitivity 
analyses  

(Shih 
et al., 
2017) 

Sustainab
le energy 

Replacing nuclear 
power with fossil 
and renewable 
energy 

Taiwan 40 years Stepwise calculations Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(healthcare 
system and 
environment
al) 

Literature Greenhouse gas emissions, system operating 
and maintenance costs, demographic 
information and sector characteristics, 
associated healthcare outcomes 

Mortality, morbidity, cost, 
emission factors 

The model could include further social 
costs  

(Telli 
et al., 
2008) 

Climate 
Change 

Tax and quota based 
instruments with and 
without additional 
abatement 
investments 

Turkey 15 years Computable general 
equilibrium model 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(environment
al) 

Literature Labour inputs, capital inputs, technological 
change rates, current GDP levels, production 
and utility functions, sector specific inputs 
(e.g. labour in agriculture), proxy indicators 
for climate change and  the impact of 
greenhouse gas emission levels on primary 
input factors and changes in demand 

GDP changes, greenhouse gas 
emission changes and 
unemployment 

The authors state due to the CGE 
methodology used "adjustments of the 
model economy in response to various 
policy shocks should not be taken as 
a measure of the global stability 
properties of the real economy, but 
rather as a direct outcome 
of the laboratory characteristics of a set 
of macroeconomic simulations" 

(Webb 
et al., 
2013) 

Climate 
Change 

Improvement in the 
climate resilience of 
livestock enterprises 
by the avoidance of 
land degradation  

1 area in 
Australia 

100 year 
simulation 

Biophysical model linked 
to Multiple-criteria 
decision analysis 

Macroecono
mic 

Primary data 
source (expert 
elicitation), 
literature and 
available data 
sources (e.g. 
published 
tables on 
websites) 

Climate scenarios, economic efficiency, 
feasibility and multi-criteria analyses factors 

Adaptation option rankings, 
forage production Soil loss 
Liveweight and Gross margins 
of the enterprise 

Dependent on panel chosen 

(Aenis
haensli
n et 
al., 
2013) 

Lyme 
disease 
(zoonotic 
disease) 

Surveillance and 
control interventions 

1 region in 
Canada 

Study was 
over two years 
but included 
outcome time 
scope unclear 

Multi-criteria decision 
analysis (Preference 
Ranking Organization 
Method for Enrichment 
Evaluations methods and 
Geometrical Analysis for 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectors) 

Literature, 
supporting 
data and expert 
elicitation 

Intervention list and impact, criteria list and 
weighting 

Group ranking of interventions 
(and associated scores from the 
evaluation process) 

Not very clear how the evaluation of 
performance parameters; key outcomes 
of the intervention impact which are 
then utilised within the ranking 
process. 



Interactive Aid (visual 
model)) 

(Buttig
ieg et 
al., 
2018) 

Brucellos
is 
(zoonotic 
disease) 

Comparison of 
country approaches 

Malta and 
Serbia 

2 year periods Scoring algorithm using 
a systems approach 

Macroecono
mic 

Interviews and 
literature 

OH thinking, OH planning, OH working, OH 
sharing, OH learning, and systemic 
organization. 

A One-health index, aspect-
specific indices (e.g. OH 
thinking) 

There is potential bias in the selection 
of interviewees and due to factors such 
as recall bias. Though economic impact 
is discussed it is not quantified 

(Chen 
et al., 
2018) 

Food and 
water 
security 
under 
climate 
change 

Irrigation 
improvement 

1 region in 
China 

30 year project 
turned into 
yearly 
estimates 

Cost-benefit Analysis 
and emergy accounting 
(emergy is defined as 
"the available energy of 
one kind that is used up 
in transformations 
directly and indirectly to 
make a product or 
service") 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(Environmen
tal sector) 

Literature, 
supporting 
data and 
primary 
collected data 
(interviews 
and field data) 

Emergy and economic costs and benefits for 
the different scenarios, including agricultural 
inputs 

The emergy cost-benefit ratio, 
cost-benefit ratio, internal rate 
of return and net present value 

The inclusion of inputs within the 
models is not clear 

(Chen, 
2019) 

Ecologica
lly 
sustainabl
e 
developm
ent 

Development 
policies (sustainable 
tourism) 

1 island in 
Taiwan 

2-3 months for 
the survey 

Choice experiments and 
Random parameter logit 
models 

Macroecono
mic and 
microecono
mic 
(environment
) 

Primary data 
source (survey 
data) 

Stated preferences and respondent 
characteristics 

Willingness to pay and ranking 
of policy combinations 

There was a limited scope in terms of 
policy characteristics included, 
additionally there was a small sample 
size of respondents when disaggregated 
by respondent characteristics 
 

(Chian
g et 
al., 
2016) 

Carbon 
dioxide 
emissions  

Offshore wind farm 1 region in US 20 years Trend analysis and a 
Linked-model framework 

Macroecono
mic 

Available 
datasets and 
literature 

Productivity of wind farms (impact of 
intervention), social cost of emissions, 
emissions predictions 

Emissions reduction benefits 
(monetary) and emissions 

Health and climate benefits are not 
included in the valuation 

(Chine
se et 
al., 
2014) 

Sustainab
le energy 

Agricultural biogas 
policy 

1 region in 
Italy 

15 and 20 
years 

A mathematical 
programming model 
(objective function 
maximisation) 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic (Energy) 

Available 
datasets and 
literature 

Energy output and policy impact predictions, 
objective income and cost functions 

Net present value, internal rate 
of return and payback time  

The focus of the analysis is on the 
inputs and outputs of economic 
optimization, whilst environmental 
indicators are taken as given referenced 
values 

(Costa
ntini et 
al., 
2018) 

Climate 
change 

Mitigation actions 
debated under the 
Paris Agreement 
framework 

Global 45 years Dynamic computable 
general equilibrium 
model and cost-benefit 
model 

Macroecono
mic 

Previous 
models and 
literature 

Previous models and estimates of the impact 
of climate change, predictions in CO2 
emissions and policy impact 

Gross Domestic Product 
change (%), monetary cost and 
benefit estimates 

There were many theoretical 
assumptions needed that may not 
reflect the real world experience 

(Diaz-
mende
z et 
al., 
2018) 

Fossil 
fuel 
emissions 

Lighting in buildings Mexico 1 year Stepwise calculation Microecono
mic 
(Environmen
tal and 
Healthcare) 

Literature Demographic, energy and health baseline 
characteristics, predictions and impact of 
lighting usage and emissions 

Energy saving, electricity bill 
reduction, PM2.5 emission 
reduction, cardiovascular death 
reduction and cardiovascular 
death cost reduction. 

It does not include the potential 
emissions of manufacturing the energy 
management strategies tested 

(Essen
felder 
et al., 
2018) 

Water 
scarcity 

Irrigation restriction 
policies 

1 region in 
Spain 

1 year Utility function 
maximisation subject to 
constraints (the 
microeconomic module), 
a previously defined Eco-
hydrologic model, and 
overlay analysis of the 
two 

Microecono
mic 
(Environmen
tal and 
Agriculture) 

Previous 
models, 
available data 
and literature 

Environmental information (including 
weather and land descriptors), socio-
economic information and policy impact 

Changes in crop portfolios, 
Foregone income-gross value 
added losses per Agricultural 
Water Demand Units, Changes 
in the hydrologic balance 

Many variables are exogenous and the 
scope of the analysis (in terms of 
economic scope/perspective) could be 
widened 

(Ghait
h and 
Epplin
, 2017) 

Carbon 
emissions 

A carbon tax 1 state in the 
US 

20 years Stepwise calculations Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic (Energy) 

Available 
datasets and 
literature 

Energy output and  predictions, social cost of 
emissions, cost of carbon tax and policy 
impact 

CO2 emissions changes, 
energy cost changes, Level of 
carbon tax required to 
incentivize household to install 
tested systems, household 
costs, Total annual value to 
society of added emissions 
reduction 

It does not include the potential 
emissions of manufacturing the energy 
management strategies tested 

(Hanin 
et al., 
2018) 

Infectious 
disease 

Southern African 
Centre for Infectious 
Disease Surveillance 
programme 

6 countries 
(Tanzania, 
Zambia, the 
DRC, 
Mozambique, 
South Africa, 
and the UK) 

2 months Scoring algorithm using 
a systems approach 

Macroecono
mic 

Primary data 
source 

OH thinking, OH planning, OH sharing, OH 
learning, transdisciplinarity and leadership 

Mean aspect-specific indices 
(e.g. OH thinking) scored from 
inputs 

The evaluation was done at the 
programme rather than specific project 
level 



(Jacob
son et 
al., 
2013) 

Sustainab
le energy 

Energy infrastructure 
derived entirely from 
wind, water, and 
sunlight 

1 city in USA 100 years 
(with other 
time points 
also 
referenced) 

Stepwise calculations Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic (Energy) 

Available 
datasets and 
literature 

Production financial costs of policy and of 
status quo, externality costs of different 
energy policies 

Energy consumption, 
associated mortality and 
health-associated costs, 
'climate costs', earnings and 
labour from policy-related 
employment 

Different time points are used for 
different referenced results 

(Krol 
et al., 
2018) 

Climate 
change 

Climate change 
adaptation practices 
in tillage for maize 
cultivation 

Poland 4 harvests Multi-criteria Decision 
Analysis, a combined  
Analytical Hierarchy 
Process and Preference 
Ranking Organization 
Method for Enrichment 
Evaluations 

Macroecono
mic 

Primary data 
source (expert 
elicitation), 
literature and 
available data 
sources (e.g. 
published 
tables on 
websites) 

Environmental, financial and socio-
economic impact, weights and preferences 

Ranking of alternatives The data collection and inclusion 
processes could be more detailed 

(Léger 
et al., 
2018) 

Antimicr
obial 
resistance 

Research programme 
that aimed to provide 
knowledge to 
combat the issue 
through inter-
sectorial 
collaboration 

Denmark Mainly over 2 
months (data 
collection over 
3 weeks, 
project over 4 
years) 

Scoring algorithm using 
a systems approach 

Macroecono
mic 

Interviews and 
literature 

OH thinking, OH planning, OH working, OH 
sharing, OH learning, and systemic 
organization. 

A One-health index, aspect-
specific indices (e.g. OH 
thinking), Outcomes including 
number of publications 

OH index and ratio are single numbers 
that cannot reflect variation in 
experience of interviews 

(Muño
z-
prieto 
et al., 
2018) 

Obesity Identification of 
drivers of obesity in 
pet dogs and owners 

11 European 
countries 

Identified 
months over a 
2 year period 

Scoring algorithm using 
a systems approach 

Macroecono
mic 

Primary data 
collection 
(surveys/questi
onnaires) 

OH thinking, OH planning, OH working, OH 
sharing, OH learning, and systemic 
organization. 

A One-health index, aspect-
specific indices (e.g. OH 
thinking) 

The evaluation process requires 
systems thinking knowledge 

(Rades
ki, 
2018) 

"One 
Health" 
genericall
y 

Animal welfare 
centre 

The Republic 
of Macedonia 

3 months Scoring algorithm using 
a systems approach 

Macroecono
mic 

Primary data 
collection 
(surveys/questi
onnaires) 

OH thinking, OH planning, OH working, OH 
sharing, OH learning, and systemic 
organization. 

A One-health index, aspect-
specific indices (e.g. OH 
thinking) 

Not very clear what issue/outcomes the 
policy that was being evaluated was 
targeting 

(Ray 
et al., 
2018) 

Sustainab
le 
agricultur
al 
intensific
ation 

Different rice-based 
cropping systems 

1 area in India 1 year Statistical tests of 
descriptive statistics and 
Monte Carlo Simulation 

Microecono
mic 
(environment 
and 
agriculture) 

Primary data 
collection 
(interviews) 
and literature 

Field operations, resource use and economics 
of cultivation 

Productivity (yield-based 
measures), cost-benefit, 
greenhouse gas emissions 

There was a limited sample size, 
reducing external validity, and also 
potentially in scope (as could include 
other crop-systems) 

(Saidu
r and 
Mahlia
, 2010) 

Pollutant 
emissions 

Energy efficient 
motors 

Malaysia 10 years Stepwise calculation Microecono
mic (Energy 
and 
Environment
) 

Available 
datasets and 
literature 

Energy efficiency parameters, associated 
emissions parameters, associated cost 
savings  

Energy consumption, utility 
bills, pollutant emissions 

There is no detailing of uncertainty 
impact 

(Simse
k et 
al., 
2018) 

Climate 
change 

Concentrated Solar 
Power 

Global 
(including 
Morocco, 
India, Israel, 
United Arab 
Emirates 
(UAE), China, 
Thailand, 
Chile, and 
Lebanon) 

Different 
values for 
different 
indictors 
(including 
Service life in 
years and costs 
in million 
dollars per 
year) 

Multi-criteria Decision 
Analysis using Multi-
attribute utility theory 

Macroecono
mic 

Available 
datasets and 
literature 

Technical indicators (e.g. Capacity), 
Economic indicators (e.g. Investment cost), 
environmental indicators (e.g. emission 
reduction) and social indicators (e.g. Job 
creation)  

Sustainability rankings and 
weights for policies 

The selection of indicators and sub-
indicators is crucial and may reduce 
external validity of findings 

(Tenzi
n et 
al., 
2012) 

Rabies 
(zoonotic 
disease) 

Mass dog 
vaccination 

Bhutan 6 years Benefit-cost analysis 
through stepwise 
calculation 

Microecono
mic (health 
care) 

Available 
datasets and 
literature 

Demographics and disease epidemiology, 
intervention impact (and vaccine coverage), 
direct medical costs and indirect patient 
costs, livestock losses cost 

Total cost for different 
scenarios 

It states a benefit-cost comparison is 
done, however the cost-benefit 
comparison value is not given clearly  

(Uri et 
al., 
2019) 

Climate 
change 

Joint procurement of 
energy 

1 university in 
Spain 

4 years A cost-effectiveness 
analysis and an impact 
assessment analysis 
(using an Regional Input-
Output Modelling 
System approach which 
utilises input-output 
tables) 

Microecono
mic (Energy 
and 
Environment
) and 
Macroecono
mic 

Not very clear 
(Available 
datasets and 
literature) 

Labour and energy costs/consumed over 
time, multipliers with respect to the Catalan 
economy 

Cost per saving, cost per 
student involved, cost per 
energy saving, value added 
(GDP impact) 

Parameter selection and inclusion could 
have been described in more detail 



(Pater
noster 
et al., 
2017) 

West Nile 
virus 

Surveillance & 
mitigation systems 

3 regions in 
Italy 

6 years Cost-benefit analysis 
using stepwise approach 

Microecono
mic (health 
care, 
surveillance) 

Available 
datasets and 
literature 

Cost items for surveillance and triggered 
interventions, cost of avoided treatment due 
to intervention (averted cases) 

Overall costs of each scenario, 
costed benefits in different 
scenarios (adjusting for "best", 
"intermediate" and "worst" 
case scenarios), cost reduction 

Lack of data availability may have led 
to bias in cost estimations, reduced 
impact of disease in the horse 
population were not quantified, some 
methodological assumptions (such as 
no adjustment for inflation) may effect 
results 

(Marti
ns and 
Rushto
n, 
2017) 

Campylo
bacter 

Surveillance & 
mitigation systems 

Switzerland 5 years Cost-benefit analysis 
using stepwise approach 

Microecono
mic (health 
care, 
surveillance) 

Available 
datasets and 
literature 

Cost items for surveillance and triggered 
interventions, cost of avoided treatment due 
to intervention (averted cases), associated 
DALYs 

Overall costs of each scenario, 
difference in DALYs (as a 
ratio), cost reduction (including 
for "best" and "worst" 
scenarios) 

Other country data had to be used in 
cases where Swiss data were 
unavailable 

(Fitzpa
trick et 
al., 
2016) 

Rabies 
(zoonotic 
disease) 

Canine rabies 
vaccination 

1 state in India 10 years Compartmental model of 
canine demography and 
rabies transmission, 
probabilistic sensitivity 
analysis for parameter 
uncertainty incorporation 

Microecono
mic 
(Healthcare 
and animal 
care) and 
Macroecono
mic 

Available 
datasets and 
literature 

Demographics, epidemiological parameters, 
Willingness to pay threshold, morbidity and 
mortality impact (DALYs) and associated 
costs 

Effectiveness (incidence of 
infection), cost-effectiveness 
(cost per DALY averted) and 
cost-effectiveness acceptability 
curve 

This analysis did not include a wider 
societal perspective scenario and is 
tailored to one particular state 

(Dahal 
et al., 
2013) 

Zoonotic 
disease 
outbreaks 

One Health approach 12 districts in 
Bhutan 

3 months Descriptive statistics Microecono
mics (health 
care and 
livestock) 

Primary data 
(survey) 

Questionnaire results from Ministry of 
Health and the Ministry of Agriculture and 
Forests in all the selected districts 

Percentage of participants who 
reported that they had 
collaborated with the other 
sector and of participants 
knowledge of existing formal 
collaborative response 
mechanism and standard 
operating procedures 

Not very clear what policy was being 
evaluated 

(Grace
, 2014) 

Zoonosis "Big five" One 
Health policies; 
controlling zoonosis, 
preventing 
pandemics, timely 
response, sharing 
resources and 
improving research 
and development 

Global 10 years Stepwise calculation Macroecono
mic 

Literature 
review 
(previous 
studies) 

Benefit: cost ratio from previous studies Annual benefit (USD) and 
annual cost (USD) and 
confidence scale relating to the 
specific estimate 

Though a scale for confidence in 
estimates is given uncertainty is not 
numerically quantified 

(Econ
omic 
Comm
ission 
for 
Latin 
Ameri
ca and 
the 
Caribb
ean, 
2011) 

Climate 
change 

Specific adaptation 
strategies per sector 

Saint Lucia 50 and 100 
years 

Benefit-cost analysis 
through stepwise 
calculation 

Microecono
mic 
(Tourism, 
Agriculture 
and 
Healthcare 
system) 

Available 
datasets and 
literature 

Current and predicted demographics and 
baseline descriptive of tourism and 
agricultural sectors, impact of climate 
change on these sectors and cost and impact 
of adaptation strategies in each sector 

Benefit-cost ration, Net 
Benefits (USD), Payback 
period (years) [presented for 
different prediction scenarios 
and different discount rates] 

The sourcing and inclusion of different 
parameters could be clearer, with 
harmonisation in methods across the 
sectors.  

(Gamb
arelli 
et al., 
2004) 

Rising 
sea levels 
(climate 
change) 

Land protection 
policies 

1 area in Italy 50 and 100 
years 

Cost comparison 
analysis; present value 
formula 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(included 
sectors) 

Previous 
models (geo-
spatial) and 
expert 
valuation 

Total area at risk, sea level predications, 
economic value of the land, income 
produced in the area of risk 

Present value of the area at risk 
[presented for different 
prediction scenarios and 
different discount rates] 

The sourcing and inclusion of different 
parameters could be clearer 

(Lutz 
et al., 
2014) 

Climate 
change 

Federal climate 
change policies 

Germany 5, 10 and 15 
years 

Econometric evaluation 
of data for parameters 
and then structural 
equations for forecasted 
outputs 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic (Energy) 

Previous 
models 
(energy and 
economy 
focused) and 
time series 
data 

Previous models and estimates of the impact 
of climate change, policy impact, 
demographics, industrial output, sectoral 
productivity and consumption trends 

Gross Domestic Product, 
intermediate demand, 
employment and energy 
consumption changes (by 
scenario) 

More detail on model structure and 
assumption impact could be given 

(Varda
koulia
s and 

Climate 
change 

Community-based 
adaption 

1 area in Niger 1- 3 years and 
10 years 

Social-cost-benefit 
approach; statistical 
evaluation of data to 

Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono

Primary data 
(questionnaire)
, available 

Levels of productivity, environmental 
descriptors, livestock activities, household 
income, social indicators (such as gender 

Net present value, benefit: cost 
ratio 

Forecasting future climate conditions is 
challenging and led to a focus on 
limited rainfall and temperature 



Nichol
les, 
2014) 

observe counterfactual, 
followed by forecasting 
to predict future 
outcomes, and finally 
monetizing predicted 
outcomes 

mic (Social, 
economic 
and 
environment
al) 

datasets and 
the literature 

capital) and health indicators (such as 
Quality Adjusted Life Years), impact of 
policy on these outcomes 

scenarios, for which data might be 
limited in other settings reducing 
replication in other settings 

(Exete
r City 
Future
s and 
Vivid 
Econo
mics, 
2018) 

Sustainab
le energy 

Energy 
independence and 
low-carbon transport 
policy 

1 area in 
England 

32 years Benefit-cost analysis 
through stepwise 
calculation 

Macroecono
mic 

Available 
datasets and 
literature 

Financial, capital, human and natural capital 
levels, population demographics and sectoral 
productivity, congestion and environmental 
status, cost and impact of policy on these 
variables 

Net present value, benefit: cost 
ratio 

There could be further investigation of 
uncertainty 

(Robs
on, 
2014) 

Climate 
change 

Carbon tax Australia Not clear 
(various across 
different 
outcomes) 

Stepwise calculation Macroecono
mic and 
Microecono
mic 
(Environmen
t) 

Available 
datasets and 
literature 

Gross domestic product and emissions trends 
and projections, policy costs and sectoral 
impact, other policies running concurrently 

Gross domestic product 
change, government budget 
impact 

The sourcing and inclusion of different 
parameters could be clearer, with 
harmonisation in method detailing 
across outcomes 

 

References 

Aaheim, A., Romstad, B., Wei, T., Egill, J., Muri, H., Niemeier, U. and Schmidt, H. (2015), “Science of the Total Environment An economic evaluation of 
solar radiation management”, Science of the Total Environment, The, Elsevier B.V., Vol. 532, pp. 61–69. 

Abbas, S.S., Venkataramanan, V., Pathak, G. and Kakkar, M. (2011), “Rabies control initiative in Tamil Nadu , India : a test case for the ‘ One Health ’ 
approach”, International Health, Royal Society of Tropical Medicine and Hygiene, Vol. 3 No. 4, pp. 231–239. 

Aenishaenslin, C., Hongoh, V., Cissé, H.D., Hoen, A.G., Samoura, K., Michel, P., Waaub, J., et al. (2013), “Multi-criteria decision analysis as an innovative 
approach to managing zoonoses : results from a study on Lyme disease in Canada”, BMC Public Health. 

Aivazidou, E., Tsolakis, N., Vlachos, D. and Iakovou, E. (2018), “A water footprint management framework for supply chains under green market 
behaviour”, Journal of Cleaner Production, Elsevier Ltd, Vol. 197, pp. 592–606. 

Akune, Y., Okiyama, M. and Tokunaga, S. (2015), “Economic Evaluation of Dissemination of High Temperature-Tolerant Rice in Japan Using a Dynamic 
Computable General Equilibrium Model”, Vol. 49 No. October 2013, pp. 127–133. 

Alem, Y. and Ruhinduka, R. (2015), “Improving Welfare through Climate-friendly Agriculture : The Case of the System of Rice Intensification Yonas Alem , 
Håkan Eggert and Remidius Ruhinduka Improving Welfare through Climate-friendly Agriculture : The Case of the System of Rice Intensificatio”, Vol. 
2473 No. 630. 

Almansa, C. and Martínez-paz, J.M. (2011), “Science of the Total Environment What weight should be assigned to future environmental impacts ? A 
probabilistic cost bene fi t analysis using recent advances on discounting”, Science of the Total Environment, The, Elsevier B.V., Vol. 409 No. 7, pp. 
1305–1314. 



Barnes, A., Mcvittie, A., Ferreira, J. and Hall, C. (2014), An Economic Evaluation Framework for Crop and Horticulture R & D Projects, London. 

Bassi, A.M. and Baer, A.E. (2009), “Energy for Sustainable Development Quantifying cross-sectoral impacts of investments in climate change mitigation in 
Ecuador”, ESD, Elsevier Inc., Vol. 13 No. 2, pp. 116–123. 

Baum, S.E., Machalaba, C., Daszak, P., Salerno, R.H. and Karesh, W.B. (2017), “Evaluating one health : Are we demonstrating effectiveness ?”, One Health, 
The Authors, Vol. 3, pp. 5–10. 

Becchio, C., Carla, M., Paolo, S. and Dell, F. (2018), “Land Use Policy Decision making for sustainable urban energy planning : an integrated evaluation 
framework of alternative solutions for a NZED ( Net Zero-Energy District ) in Turin”, Land Use Policy, Elsevier, Vol. 78 No. September, pp. 803–817. 

Berrian, A.M., Smith, M.H., Rooyen, J. Van, Martínez-lópez, B., Plank, M.N., Smith, W.A. and Conrad, P.A. (2018), “A community-based One Health 
education program for disease risk mitigation at the human-animal interface”, One Health, Elsevier, Vol. 5 No. June 2017, pp. 9–20. 

Bojke, L., Schmitt, L., Lomas, J., Richardson, G. and Weatherly, H. (2018), “Economic Evaluation of Environmental Interventions : Reflections on 
Methodological Challenges and Developments”, available at:https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph15112459. 

Bours, D., Mcginn, C. and Pringle, P. (2014), “Monitoring & evaluation for climate change adaptation and resilience : A synthesis of tools , frameworks and 
approaches”, No. May. 

Brown, P.H., Tullos, D., Tilt, B., Magee, D. and Wolf, A.T. (2009), “Modeling the costs and benefits of dam construction from a multidisciplinary 
perspective”, Journal of Environmental Management, Elsevier Ltd, Vol. 90, pp. S303–S311. 

Buttigieg, S.C., Savic, S., Cauchi, D., Lautier, E., Canali, M. and Aragrande, M. (2018), “Brucellosis Control in Malta and Serbia : A One Health Evaluation”, 
Vol. 5 No. July, pp. 1–15. 

Chen, A. and Groenewold, N. (2012), The Regional Economic Effects of a Reduction in Carbon Emissions and an Evaluation of Offsetting Policies in China. 

Chen, C., Mccarl, B., Chang, C. and Tso, C. (2011), “Evaluation the potential economic impacts of Taiwanese biomass energy production”, Biomass and 
Bioenergy, Elsevier Ltd, Vol. 35 No. 5, pp. 1693–1701. 

Chen, D., Li, X.C., Luo, Z.. and Chen, J. (2018), “Ecological and Economic Feasibility Analysis of Irrigation Engineering Projects”, Applied Ecology and 
Environmental Research, Vol. 17 No. 1, pp. 781–793. 

Chen, H. (2019), “Economic Valuation of Green Island , Taiwan : A Choice Experiment Method”, available at:https://doi.org/10.3390/su11020403. 

Chen, Y.H., Paltsev, S., Reilly, J.M., Morris, J.F. and Babiker, M.H. (2016), “Long-term economic modeling for climate change assessment”, Economic 
Modelling, Elsevier B.V., Vol. 52, pp. 867–883. 

Chiang, A.C., Moore, M.R., Johnson, J.X. and Keoleian, G.A. (2016), “Emissions reduction bene fi ts of siting an offshore wind farm : A temporal and spatial 



analysis of Lake Michigan”, Ecological Economics, Elsevier B.V., Vol. 130, pp. 263–276. 

Chinese, D., Patrizio, P. and Nardin, G. (2014), “Effects of changes in Italian bioenergy promotion schemes for agricultural biogas projects : Insights from a 
regional optimization model”, Energy Policy, Elsevier, Vol. 75, pp. 189–205. 

Costa, M.P., Schoeneboom, J.C., Oliveira, S.A., Viñas, R.S. and de Medeiros, G.A. (2018), “A socio-eco-efficiency analysis of integrated and non-integrated 
crop-livestock-forestry systems in the Brazilian Cerrado based on LCA”, Journal of Cleaner Production, Vol. 171, pp. 1460–1471. 

Costantini, V., Markandya, A., Paglialunga, E. and Sforna, G. (2018), Impact and Distribution of Climatic Damages : A Methodological Proposal with a 
Dynamic CGE Model Applied to Global Climate Negotiations, Economia Politica, Vol. 35, Springer International Publishing, available 
at:https://doi.org/10.1007/s40888-018-0129-z. 

Curran, M., Kiteme, B., Wünscher, T., Koellner, T. and Hellweg, S. (2016), “Pay the farmer , or buy the land ? — Cost-effectiveness of payments for 
ecosystem services versus land purchases or easements in Central Kenya”, Ecological Economics, Elsevier B.V., Vol. 127, pp. 59–67. 

Dahal, N., Lhazeen, K., Thapa, L., Pem, R. and Dorji, T. (2013), “Evaluation of the effectiveness of One Health Approach to to Zoonoses Management in 
Bhutan”, Asia Regional Health Symposium, pp. 46–47. 

Dedinec, A., Markovska, N., Ristovski, I., Velevski, G., Taseska, V., Obradovic, T. and Zdraveva, P. (2015), “Economic and environmental evaluation of 
climate change mitigation measures in the waste sector of developing countries”, Journal of Cleaner Production, Elsevier Ltd, Vol. 88, pp. 234–241. 

Diaz-mendez, S.E., Torres-rodríguez, A.A., Abatal, M., Soberanis, M.A.E., Bassam, A. and Pedraza-basulto, G.K. (2018), “Economic, environmental and 
health co-bene fi ts of the use of advanced control strategies for lighting in buildings of Mexico”, Energy Policy, Elsevier Ltd, Vol. 113 No. December 
2016, pp. 401–409. 

Dorjee, S., Revie, C.W., Poljak, Z., Mcnab, W.B. and Sanchez, J. (2016), “One-Health Simulation Modelling : A Case Study of Influenza Spread between 
Human and Swine Populations using NAADSM”, Transboundary and Emerging Diseases, Vol. 63 No. June 2009, pp. 36–55. 

Ebi, K.L., Teisberg, T.J., Kalkstein, L.S., Robinson, L. and Weiher, R.F. (2004), “Heath Watch/Warning Systems Save Lives: Estimated Costs and Benefits 
for Philadelphia 1995 - 98”, American Meteorological Society, No. August. 

Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean. (2011), Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean Subregional Headquarters 
for the Caribbean. 

Essenfelder, A.H., Pérez-Blanco, C.D. and Mayer, A.S. (2018), “Earth’s Future Rationalizing Systems Analysis for the Evaluation of Adaptation Strategies in 
Complex Human-Water Systems Earth ’ s Future”, Earth’s Future, Vol. 6, pp. 1181–1206. 

Exeter City Futures and Vivid Economics. (2018), Economic Evaluation Report The Economic Impact of Creating a Congestion Free, Energy Independent 
City. 



Falzon, L.C., Lechner, I., Chantziaras, I., Collineau, L., Courcoul, A., Filippitzi, M.E., Laukkanen-Ninios, R., et al. (2018), “Quantitative Outcomes of a One 
Health approach to Study Global Health Challenges”, EcoHealth, Vol. 15 No. 1, pp. 209–227. 

Farquharson, R., Abadi, A., Finlayson, J., Ramilan, T. and Liu, D.L. (2013), “Modelling to evaluate agricultural adaptation to climate change in southern 
Australia”, No. December, pp. 1–6. 

Fitzpatrick, M.C., Shah, H.A., Pandey, A., Bilinski, A.M., Kakkar, M. and Clark, A.D. (2016), “One Health approach to cost-effective rabies control in 
India”, Vol. 113 No. 51, available at:https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1604975113. 

Fonseca, A.G., Torgal, J., Meneghi, D. De, Gabriël, S. and Fonseca, A.G. (2018), “One Health-ness Evaluation of Cysticercosis Surveillance Design in 
Portugal”, Vol. 6 No. March, available at:https://doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2018.00074. 

Gambarelli, G., Goria, A., Lavoro, N.D.I., Gambarelli, G., Goria, A., Eni, F. and Mattei, E. (2004), Economic Evaluation of Climate Change Impacts and 
Adaptation in Italy Economic Evaluation of Climate Change Impacts and Adaptation in Italy. 

Gerst, M.D., Wang, P., Roventini, A., Fagiolo, G., Dosi, G., Howarth, R.B. and Borsuk, M.E. (2013), “Environmental Modelling & Software Agent-based 
modeling of climate policy : An introduction to the ENGAGE multi-level model framework q”, Environmental Modelling and Software, Elsevier Ltd, 
Vol. 44, pp. 62–75. 

Ghaith, A.F. and Epplin, F.M. (2017), “Consequences of a carbon tax on household electricity use and cost , carbon emissions , and economics of household 
solar and wind”, Energy Economics, Elsevier B.V., Vol. 67, pp. 159–168. 

Gordon, B.L., Quesnel, K.J., Abs, R. and Ajami, N.K. (2018), “A case-study based framework for assessing the multi-sector performance of green 
infrastructure”, Journal of Environmental Management, Elsevier, Vol. 223 No. June, pp. 371–384. 

Grace, D. (2014), “The business case for One Health”, The Onderstepoort Journal of Veterinary Research, Vol. 81 No. 2, pp. 1–6. 

Gray, R. and Malla, S. (1998), “A Note on Evaluating Agricultural Policy in the Presence of Health Care Cost Externalities : Dairy Production Quotas and 
Coronary Heart Disease Costs”, Vol. 46, pp. 247–256. 

Haby, M.M., Chapman, E., Clark, R. and Galvão, L.A.C. (2016), “Agriculture , food , and nutrition interventions that facilitate sustainable food production 
and impact health : an overview of systematic reviews”, Vol. 40 No. 1, pp. 48–56. 

Haer, T., Botzen, W.J.W., Zavala-hidalgo, J., Cusell, C. and Ward, P.J. (2017), “Economic evaluation of climate risk adaptation strategies : Cost-benefit 
analysis of flood protection in Tabasco , Mexico”, Vol. 30 No. 2, pp. 101–120. 

Hajkowicz, S.A. and Wheeler, S.A. (2008), “Evaluation of Dairy Effluent Management Options Using Multiple Criteria Analysis”, Environmental 
Management, Vol. 41, pp. 613–624. 

Hanin, M.C.E., Queenan, K., Savic, S., Karimuribo, E., Rüegg, S.R. and Häsler, B. (2018), “A One Health Evaluation of the Southern African Centre for 



Infectious Disease Surveillance”, Vol. 5 No. March, pp. 1–16. 

Hasler, B., Hiby, E., Gilbert, W., Obeyesekere, N., Bennani, H. and Rushton, J. (2014), “A One Health Framework for the Evaluation of Rabies Control 
Programmes : A Case Study from Colombo City , Sri Lanka”, Vol. 8 No. 10, available at:https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0003270. 

Hunt, A. (n.d.). “ECONADAPT Toolbox”, available at: https://econadapt-toolbox.eu/ (accessed 6 January 2020). 

Hutton, G. (2011), “The economics of health and climate change : key evidence for decision making”, Globalization and Health, Vol. 7 No. 18, pp. 1–7. 

Jacobson, M.Z., Howarth, R.W., Delucchi, M.A., Scobie, S.R., Barth, J.M., Dvorak, M.J., Klevze, M., et al. (2013), “Examining the feasibility of converting 
New York State ’ s all-purpose energy infrastructure to one using wind , water , and sunlight”, Energy Policy, Elsevier, Vol. 57, pp. 585–601. 

Krol, A., Ksiezak, J., Kubinska, E. and Rozakis, S. (2018), “Evaluation of Sustainability of Maize Cultivation in Poland . A Prospect Theory — 
PROMETHEE Approach”, Sustainability, Vol. 10, pp. 1–19. 

Laing, G. (2018), “Control of Cattle Ticks and Tick- Borne Diseases by Acaricide in Southern Province of Zambia : A Retrospective Evaluation of Animal 
Health Measures According to Current One Health Concepts”, Vol. 6 No. March, pp. 1–12. 

Léger, A., Stärk, K.D.C., Rushton, J. and Nielsen, L.R. (2018), “A One Health Evaluation of the University of Copenhagen Research Centre for Control of 
Antibiotic Resistance”, Vol. 5 No. August, pp. 1–14. 

Lutz, C., Lehr, U. and Ulrich, P. (2014), “Economic Evaluation of Climate Protection Measures in Germany”, International Journal of Energy Economics 
and Policy, Vol. 4 No. 4, pp. 693–705. 

Machalaba, C. and Smith, K.M. (2017), “Prevent , Prepare and Respond : Economics of One Health to Confront Disease Threats”, No. February, available at: 
https://www.ecohealthalliance.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/10/Prevent-Prepare-and-Respond-Economics-of-One-Health-to-Confront-Disease-
Threats_Workshop-Report.pdf. 

Markandya, A., Armstrong, B.G., Hales, S., Chiabai, A., Criqui, P., Mima, S., Tonne, C., et al. (2016), “Health and Climate Change 3 Public health benefi ts 
of strategies to reduce greenhouse-gas emissions : low-carbon electricity generation”, The Lancet, Elsevier Ltd, Vol. 374 No. 9706, pp. 2006–2015. 

Martins, S.B. and Rushton, J. (2017), “Economics of zoonoses surveillance in a ‘ One Health ’ context : an assessment of Campylobacter surveillance in 
Switzerland”, available at:https://doi.org/10.1017/S0950268816003320. 

Martinsohn, M. and Hansen, H. (2012), “The Impact of Climate Change on the Economics of Dairy Farming – a Review and Evaluation”, German Journal of 
Agricultural Economics, Vol. 61 No. 2, pp. 81–95. 

Masthi, N.R.R., Hanumanthaiah, D., Narayana, A., Kulkarni, P., Gangaboraiah and Belludi, A. (2014), “Epidemiology and prevention of animal bite and 
human rabies in a rural community-One health experiment Nugehally”, Asian Pacific Journal of Tropical Disease, Vol. 4, available 
at:https://doi.org/10.1016/S2222-1808(14)60495-3. 



Mayrhuber, E.A., Dückers, M.L.A., Wallner, P., Arnberger, A., Allex, B., Wiesböck, L., Wanka, A., et al. (2018), “Vulnerability to heatwaves and 
implications for public health interventions – A scoping review”, Environmental Research, Elsevier Inc., Vol. 166 No. May, pp. 42–54. 

Michailidou, A. V, Vlachokostas, C. and Moussiopoulos, N. (2016), “Interactions between climate change and the tourism sector : Multiple-criteria decision 
analysis to assess mitigation and adaptation options in tourism areas”, Vol. 55, available at:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2016.01.010. 

Monier, E., Paltsev, S., Sokolov, A., Chen, Y.H., Gao, X., Ejaz, Q., Couzo, E., et al. (2018), “Toward a consistent modeling framework to assess multi-
sectoral climate impacts”, Nature Communications, Springer US, pp. 1–8. 

Muñoz-prieto, A., Nielsen, L.R., Martinez-subiela, S. and Mazeikiene, J. (2018), “Application of the NEOH Framework for Self-Evaluation of One Health 
Elements of a Case-Study on Obesity in European Dogs and Dog-Owners”, Vol. 5 No. July, pp. 1–9. 

Nkomo, J.C. and Gomez, B. (2006), Estimating and Comparing Costs and Benefits of Adaptation Projects : Case Studies in South Africa and The Gambia. 

Oudshoorn, F.W., Aage, C., Sørensen, G. and Boer, I.J.M. De. (2011), “Economic and environmental evaluation of three goal-vision based scenarios for 
organic dairy farming in Denmark”, Agricultural Systems, Elsevier Ltd, Vol. 104 No. 4, pp. 315–325. 

Paternoster, G., Martins, S.B., Mattivi, A., Cagarelli, R., Angelini, P., Bellini, R., Santi, A., et al. (2017), “Economics of One Health : Costs and benefits of 
integrated West Nile virus surveillance in”, No. September 2008, pp. 1–16. 

Paternoster, G. and Tomassone, L. (2017), “The degree of one Health implementation in the West nile virus integrated Surveillance in northern italy,2016”, 
Frontiers in Public Health, Vol. 5 No. September, pp. 1–10. 

Pike, J., Bogich, T., Elwood, S., Finnoff, D.C. and Daszak, P. (2014), “Economic optimization of a global strategy to address the pandemic threat”, No. 16, 
available at:https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1412661112. 

Pollock, A. and Berge, E. (2018), “How to do a systematic review”, Vol. 13 No. 2, pp. 138–156. 

Radeski, M. (2018), “Positioning Animal Welfare in the One Health Concept through Evaluation of an Animal Welfare Center in Skopje , Macedonia”, Vol. 
4 No. January, pp. 1–11. 

Ray, K., Sorful, S. and Goswami, R. (2018), “Techno-economic and environmental assessment of different rice- based cropping systems in an inceptisol of 
West Bengal , India”, Journal of Cleaner Production, Elsevier Ltd, Vol. 205, pp. 350–363. 

Reidsma, P., Janssen, S., Jansen, J. and Ittersum, M.K. Van. (2018), “On the development and use of farm models for policy impact assessment in the 
European Union – A review”, Agricultural Systems, Elsevier, Vol. 159 No. May 2017, pp. 111–125. 

Remoundou, K. and Koundouri, P. (2009), “Environmental Effects on Public Health : An Economic Perspective”, Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health, Vol. 6, 
pp. 2160–2178. 



Robson, A. (2014), “Australia’s Carbon Tax: An Economic Evaluation”, Economic Affairs, Vol. 34 No. 1, pp. 35–45. 

Rostal, M.K., Ross, N., Machalaba, C., Cordel, C., Paweska, J.T. and Karesh, W.B. (2018), “Benefits of a one health approach : An example using Rift Valley 
fever”, One Health, Vol. 5 No. October 2017, pp. 34–36. 

Roth, F., Zinsstag, J., Orkhon, D., Chimed-Ochir, G., Hutton, G., Cosivi, O., Carrin, G., et al. (2003), “Human health benefits from livestock vaccination for 
brucellosis: case study.”, Bulletin of the World Health Organization, World Health Organization, Vol. 81 No. 12, pp. 867–876. 

Ruegg, S.R., Hasler, B. and Zinsstag, J. (2018), Integrated Approaches to Health: A Handbook for the Evaluation of One Health, Wageningen Academic 
Publishers. 

Rüegg, S.R., Nielsen, L.R., Buttigieg, S.C. and Santa, M. (2018), “A systems Approach to evaluate one health Initiatives”, Vol. 5 No. March, pp. 1–18. 

Saidur, R. and Mahlia, T.M.I. (2010), “Energy , economic and environmental benefits of using high-efficiency motors to replace standard motors for the 
Malaysian industries”, Energy Policy, Elsevier, Vol. 38 No. 8, pp. 4617–4625. 

Schmitt, L.H.M., Graham, H.M. and White, P.C.L. (2016), “Economic Evaluations of the Health Impacts of Weather-Related Extreme Events : A Scoping 
Review”, pp. 1–19. 

Shih, Y., Shi, N., Tseng, C. and Pan, S. (2017), “Socioeconomic costs of replacing nuclear power with fossil and renewable energy in Taiwan”, Energy, 
Elsevier Ltd, Vol. 114 No. 1, pp. 369–381. 

Simsek, Y., Watts, D. and Escobar, R. (2018), “Sustainability evaluation of Concentrated Solar Power ( CSP ) projects under Clean Development Mechanism 
( CDM ) by using Multi Criteria Decision Method ( MCDM )”, Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, Elsevier Ltd, Vol. 93 No. May 2017, pp. 
421–438. 

Telli, C., Voyvoda, E. and Yeldan, E. (2008), “Economics of environmental policy in Turkey : A general equilibrium investigation of the economic evaluation 
of sectoral emission reduction policies for climate change”, Journal of Policy Modeling, Vol. 30, pp. 321–340. 

Tenzin, Wangdi, K. and Ward, M.P. (2012), “Human and animal rabies prevention and control cost in Bhutan , 2001 – 2008 : The cost – benefit of dog rabies 
elimination”, Vaccine, Elsevier Ltd, Vol. 31 No. 1, pp. 260–270. 

The International Bank for Reconstruction and Development / The World Bank. (2010), Economic Evaluation of Climate Change Adapatation Projects, 
available at: www.worldbank.org/climatechange. 

Uri, L., Lombardi, P. and Buzzacchi, L. (2019), The Evaluation of the Economic Impact of University Campuses Energy Initiatives : The UPC Case Study, 
Springer International Publishing, available at:https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-92102-0. 

USAID Emerging Pandemic Threats PREDICT-2 & EcoHealth Alliance & the European Union Cooperation in Science and Technology (COST) Action 
Network for Evaluation of One Health. (2017), “Prevent , Prepare and Respond : Economics of One Health to Confront Disease Threats”. 



Vardakoulias, O. and Nicholles, N. (2014), “Managing uncertainty: An economic evaluation of community-based adaptation in Dakoro, Niger”, p. 54. 

Webb, N.P., Stokes, C.J. and Marshall, N.A. (2013), “Integrating biophysical and socio-economic evaluations to improve the efficacy of adaptation 
assessments for agriculture”, Global Environmental Change, Elsevier Ltd, Vol. 23 No. 5, pp. 1164–1177. 

Zinsstag, J., Schelling, E., Roth, F., Bonfoh, B., Savigny, D. De and Tanner, M. (2007), “Human Benefits of Animal Interventions for Zoonosis Control”, 
Vol. 13 No. 4. 

 


