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Thank you for your good comments. Accoording to your comments, the response
are as the following: 1. Admittedly, there is a dilemma in the calculation of factor
weights: the weight of one or some factors may be too large to make other factors
dispensable in calculating the result. However, if the distribution of factor weights is too
average or scattered, the calculation of factor weights will lose its significance. This
manuscript is different from the previous articles, either only for 3-4 first-level impact
indicators, or only for a second-level indicators, considered 20 typical second-level
indicators for the first time. From the results of this study, the new model does avoid
the problem of too decentralized average weight, and the number of 20 does not cause
the scattered problems. 2. On the issue of mutual interference between factors, experts
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are required to mark the indicators based on the impact of indicators on the overall risk
consequences. So, the social impact of population loss has been supposed to be taken
into account, which would not cause the above mentioned problem. Welcome further
discussion and thanks a lot.
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