BHRLEF SRR E
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

ZRMERE

DREICED

Vol.2018-1CS-191 No.3
2018/3/26

NS %EBRT BKEDBIFEIC

F'%T%ﬁﬁém

—BARICBITFZAY ) ORMEEicElir=7

e a)

TRIFEDEHKE LT

ks D)

BE : GV 7 2E0HERY VU — MIREEICGFEEL, HATH Y ) OBABKRFINT NS, H
EOFZ, ANXDAY ) IINT 2%, 7o r— MABIZLVBONEZEERT —X (IY ) 2HEERT 2K
HEDFRILIE) 7 SIR L 72, £ 1AW TIE, FeRITH DL IV ) ~ADBIFOIRIZ L ¥ 5F, AAIS
B HY 7 ORI EIZBITE-00T7 A4 T T 2RETL 7.

Derivation of preference levels of casinos by multi-attribute decision
making and study on idea generation for cognitive improvement in
casinos in Japan
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Fig. 2 A questionnaire screen example

DD LT HiMEDD 36 [E,9 WD H— NIzt
T B —%f LI FTAR [9] %247 > CIHW =,

4.2 —WHEBFHEICE D WKEDRIIFEDEY
AREITE, &h— Nl a iz, /KA Y 7 2 RS 2K

HEDELFE OB LA 2 RS NEIC, B EOEMIZH

D RERTE L AR A BT 5.

s CiOpA—FRij(i<jl=i=91l=s j=9)

o Ci:Ci & C) 2N L EA0OMAGHYE

¢ diy:Ciy TR B R OO BEHEGE (0= di, = 1)

o mERHE (1= m= 4)

o nKEER (12 n= 12)

o i WBIA O i3 O OFHTiRL

o kB NEEFHHORE (1= k= 36)

L L72D 2T, —HEREH D O — FOIH0EB N %

9

B(0) = 30 305~ di () + (d,~ 051(C)) (1)

i=1 j=1

et 5.(1) ANTBWT u(C)(Ch) B0 1L PIZE-T E(o)
RREE NS (8.

C;,C; A, ERgGhEEIc D % L42° BB F07 & » TREAE

Bl X iidardae FOH5b0D—2ld g € i, LERES.
T, N L0 ALY S SR - KEOHAHEI

w1l w2 e Win
w21 waz2 e W2n

w=| . U v 0 FEE
Wm1 Wm2 s Wmn

ThoH LS, BRICHT 5 ENEDBIFEE (2) RITET.

36 4 3

2 = Z Z Z awmn(ze) (HU, AFTlEa=1) (2)

k=1 m=1n=1



BERLEBF SR RIRE
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

5. R

TV — MRBETEET—RICH LI Y a1 v MO
AT TR %, X 31K (FEIE). AMFFETIE 4.2 HiIZH
WUZFIECHY , %7 — R EOIRES Y 2R T 5K
HWORIFEZ B L TN,

250
£Y 200
&

B 150
S
# 100
<
50
o

&% LtR&Y RS ENLE FEEN BACE FRLL O RE  BEG  EEN W8 TRaY
ke
3 RKMEDZEIEET (N=97)
Fig. 3 Preference order of all levels(N = 97)
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Fig. 5 Comparison between 2 cards with high rating scores
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