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3.2 (Principal Component Analysis, PCA) 
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(IC) 

(IC3) 0.964  0.930  
(ICP1) (IC1) 0.962  0.925  

 (IC4) 0.957  0.915  
 (IC2) 0.954  0.910  

 Eigenvalue   3.680   
 % of Variance  92.001   
 Cumulative (%)  92.001   
 Cronbach's   0.971   

3.3 (ANP)  

    Saaty 1996

(Saaty, 2006; Shyur, 2006; Shyur & Shih, 2006)
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0.00 0.472  0.425 0.477 0.615 0.338 0.421  
0.10 0.466  0.420 0.476 0.611 0.335 0.419  
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