From Thailand’s EV focal point perspective, I support and agree with the use of cost–benefit analysis (CBA) as a key tool for assessing the prioritization and cost-effectiveness of project implementation, 
This framework clearly helps translate scientific assessments into implementable priority actions. I would like to emphasize that, for marine and coastal issues, cost–benefit analysis should be based on a total economic valuation approach, capturing direct indirect option and existence values of marine and coastal ecosystems.
This includes the full range of ecosystem services—provisioning, regulating, supporting, and cultural services—and not only direct financial returns.
In addition, CBA should be applied using clear ‘with-action’ and ‘without-action’ scenarios, to demonstrate the economic, social, and environmental consequences of taking action versus inaction, including the costs of inaction.
We also see strong value in combining CBA with multi-criteria analysis, as policy decisions must consider feasibility, risks, and alignment with national development plans.
Finally, Thailand supports the establishment of a common analytical framework at the regional level, including appropriate analytical mechanisms and the effective use of existing data. In this context, Thailand has shared updated information and experience related to economic valuation with the Economic Valuation Working Group, which will help enhance comparability, reduce the burden on participating countries, and support the effective use of analytical results in SAP development and implementation.”**

