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The purpose of this study was to develop a method for estimating decision
strategies, to examine the relationship between the strategies estimated using the developed method
and decision making, and to propose a method for using the method to support decision making. The
following results were obtained in this project. We compared data from three types of information
search series: information monitoring methods, eye movement measurements, and computer simulations.
2. ldentification of decision strategies was conducted by combining computer simulation, information

monitoring, and deep learning. 3. From the viewpoint of avoiding bad decisions, we conducted a
psychological experiment using computer simulation and information monitoring methods and analyzed
the results. It was suggested that the disjunctive decision strategg leads to bad decisions, and
that the effort to make the best choice may lead to the worst possible outcome.
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Figure 1. Worst-choice rate of the conjoint analysis and weight estimation for the single- and two-stage

decision strategies. (Takemura, Tamari, & Ideno, 2023)
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