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3 weak importance   
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7 (demonstrated importance)  

9 (absolute importance) 
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N 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 

R.I 0 0 0.58 0.9 1.12 1.24 1.32 1.41 1.45 1.49 1.51 1.48 1.56 1.57 1.59

Satty 1980  
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