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1- Ramsar Convension on Wetlands
2- Ecological Values
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3- Contingent Valuation Method (CVM) 8- Revealed Preference

4- Existence Value 9- Stated Preference

5- Option Value 10- Willingness to Pay (WTP)

6- Bequest Value 11- Willingness to Accept (WTA)
7- Total Economic Value 12- Use Value

13- Non-use Value
14- Nitrogen Recycle
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