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Maintenance Importance Evaluation Using Mathematical Method, Part 2
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This paper provides the second part of the study on maintenance importance evaluation using the
mathematical ‘Klee method’. In the second part of evaluation, a reevaluation is performed by the reference
of the conventional qualitative evaluation results into the evaluation by the Klee method. As a conclusion of
the whole study, additional way is considered as the better way against multiplicative way of Klee method in

order to obtain better results on importance evaluation.
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