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Supplementary File S2 – Questionnaire of the decision-maker’s preferences – Pairwise comparison matrices.  
 

Economic preference 

  cT T,BC,i cT D,IMP,i cEN PE,TOTAL,i cEN UE,RES,i cEX N,ST,i cEC TOC,i cEC PC,INV,i cS AQ,i cS I,ENV,i cENV LCA, i 
cT T,BC,i 1.00 1.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 0.33 0.33 3.00 3.00 3.00 
cT D,IMP,i 1.00 1.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 0.33 0.33 3.00 3.00 3.00 
cEN PE,TOTAL,i 0.33 0.33 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.20 0.20 0.50 0.50 1.00 
cEN UE,RES,i 0.33 0.33 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.20 0.20 0.50 0.50 1.00 
cEX N,ST,i 0.33 0.33 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.20 0.20 0.50 0.50 1.00 
cEC TOC,i 3.00 3.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 1.00 0.50 5.00 5.00 5.00 
cEC PC,INV,i 3.00 3.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 2.00 1.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 
cS AQ,i 0.33 0.33 2.00 2.00 2.00 0.20 0.20 1.00 1.00 1.00 
cS I,ENV,i 0.33 0.33 2.00 2.00 2.00 0.20 0.20 1.00 1.00 1.00 

cENV LCA, i 0.33 0.33 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.20 0.20 1.00 1.00 1.00 

 
Social and environmental preference 

  cT T,BC,i cT D,IMP,i cEN PE,TOTAL,i cEN UE,RES,i cEX N,ST,i cEC TOC,i cEC PC,INV,i cS AQ,i cS I,ENV,i cENV LCA, i 
cT T,BC,i 1.00 1.00 0.50 0.50 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.33 0.20 1.00 
cT D,IMP,i 1.00 1.00 0.50 0.50 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.33 0.20 1.00 
cEN PE,TOTAL,i 2.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 0.50 0.33 2.00 
cEN UE,RES,i 2.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 0.50 0.33 2.00 
cEX N,ST,i 1.00 1.00 0.50 0.50 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.33 0.20 1.00 
cEC TOC,i 1.00 1.00 0.50 0.50 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.33 0.20 1.00 
cEC PC,INV,i 1.00 1.00 0.50 0.50 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.33 0.20 1.00 
cS AQ,i 3.00 3.00 2.00 2.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 1.00 0.50 3.00 
cS I,ENV,i 5.00 5.00 3.00 3.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 2.00 1.00 5.00 
cENV LCA, i 1.00 1.00 0.50 0.50 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.33 0.20 1.00 

 


