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R ZF]FH L 7= Case 1 Best-Worst Scaling @ FJiti T/l

& oW %9

Implementing Case 1 Best-Worst Scaling in R

Hideo AIZAKI

Summary

The application of Case 1 Best-Worst Scaling (BWS) to empirical studies consists of the following steps:
(1) establishing the objective of applying BWS, (2) writing a scenario where respondents evaluate items, (3)
creating choice sets, (4) preparing a questionnaire survey, (5) implementing the survey, (6) preparing the
data set for analysis of the responses, and (7) measuring the relative importance of items. This paper pro-
vides Japanese R beginners with an explanation of how the support. BWS and other packages in R are used

for implementing this series of steps via an illustration of consumers’ valuation of fruits.

FEHIC L BDEEBRESR O (Wolf and Tonsor

Lok 2013), BEEEEIC L 2 HELRAER O
Case 1 % \» T Object Case Best-Worst Scaling (Dumbrell et al. 2016), EEHKDOZ BRI
(BLF, BWS) —Maximum Difference (MaxDiff) I 5 IR ER ORI (P95 52016), fEHEEED
Scaling & bIFIEN 2 —1F, HWHEOEH T2 A4 BLEIA O AT RAESE DT RAFM  (Alzaki et al. 2016)
D (FHXFEF) % %S 5 720 OB R FHANE Llhdsb.
Thb. MR ETLHHEEY A Mg 1T, BHEGIOLESY OER & LTI, HEHGERSE
Z IO HROTGES (Re2HEOHMAGD Br & R TE B OTEE ORI & $h219124T 2
) BERT S, KHSTEEH 1 OORM TR 5L, FFEREHEO R ERIMTE IR E
THEPEESG L 2D, MEEIL, HMASEESL OJFE OB &b, ARG T
LiRDEIEL (XA M) HELROEETIIZY — M HEHGEIRER L VAL % 2 L ST
(7—A ) HA*®ERT S L) koons, [E & &9, BRBEORBOTRITIE, HE OHRHE
HREINT 52 LT, LIEE OHEHG % & LT LOFHEFEIT 2 LB L LanZ R
9 5. 19804 #4412 Jordan J. Louviere (12 & - FH® e 7 by 7 (e.g., Kuhfleld 2010 ;
TR EN/2FFTH Y, Finnand Louviere (1992) Sawtooth Software 2016) DHFAED H 5.
PO OBEHAGRLTH S (Flynn 2010). 20004 BWS #4172 FHME L7 R (R Core Team
R A - THERIYIERE DT & i FH O R D 2016) H/%y r— & LTIE, 201345 A IC The
o, TEIIIEET S 2 20T (Case 2 and Comprehensive R Archive Network (CRAN) T
Case 3 Best-Worst Scaling) & & IRy 7 5B E 172 support BWS 2w o7 — 2 (Aizaki 2015)
# (Louviere et al. 2015) 25FIT &7z, [RHERE Bd b, EIIIEEG OVER & BEFGEIRE 7V O
Freld Lok LTRLIWEMRGH TIHH ST FELUNOFME¥EE RTITA 5 L) 12T A% L
BY, RERE - BEEICHEET 2 EHFE LK BIEF— 5ty bR EGATEY, FEIETOWRN
b, 12k 2, iEOHEEFM (L JA%%E (Aizaki etal. 2016 ; PEJ5 52016) & 5.

usk and Briggeman 2009), A4-HHEFEIZBIT S 7272 L, support BWS/ S 7 — U O B
BHEAER LOEEEM (FBHS52010), BEE T 5 —HRICAFTREZ ERHEIETC (Aizaki et al.
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2014) IR HNTWiz728, HARGEEREE TOF)HE
HIENDDTH o7z, 0 L) RN ELET
LHMT, ARRIPEINL.

LUF, BWS @ TN =8 L 72 T, BWS
DFEREEA OFE 2 S HE O I OFH &
TOME¥E%Z RTHT) FIEEMHT 5. 72721,
WIRICRY 2% 5 Z &6, FEOFEMIIOWT
IZREF D BWS BYECRL (e.g., Auger et al. 2007 ;
Louviere et al. 2013 ; Louviere et al. 2015) %, R
TOFEFTFHEDOF LW IEIT support BWS 7%y
r—=v (N=3201-3) OANVTR Aizaki et
a. (2014) DFEATEESIRINTV. KFEOFE L,
R DEABIEL & 3 —LF =R L 7B EE S
BT AEIIBEL TS Z L 2aifEs LT
5. R REHDHTOIEFEIZ DOV TIZE < DEHA
HHETAHOT, LEBLTHRICHLZb D%
SIS N,

2. BWS OERAFIE

AIRTIE, BWS Oo#HFNEL 7TO2DAT v 7
Wb TEZA.

A5y 71k 21, FNEN BWS O H
DPSELFHI Y+ A OERTH L. FHES Y
FOVERUCIE, FHIS RIEEH OPED A% 5,
TR ZELH T B BWS O HSreRIEH % [l
BEDFHET 5 & EORBEORET % LOFEEED
EEND. TN DIEEDFEICOWTIE, BEfE
» BWS BT R E Lo~ = 2 7 V%
ZRENV, ZITIR2HEOARERHL W, 1
DIEMEEI & BIHE OFHEAHEICOWTTH 5.
[EZ] [1F&] THEww] Loz X RIS
NTWLEEEIINZ, [EETE5] [EHNTDH
B [ZEFELw] R8T ST MR 2
NCTEL, BELRZ 2% S ATl 7
HEL o TWBEIETHL. ) 1D4EHLT
BElwI EiE, FHMIRIEE OREICOWVWTT
H 5. FEMxTREE O%IL, kT 5 BRI EA

DFRETHEICDEE L T A0, WEREN»S
HTRLERHHZETHETE L EIERS 2\,
L7zA5T, A5y 7 20—8E L CHlin 58
HERE LRI, TREEHLZ2TUI RO %
WHEBICHEBTAZELHES.

ATy T3 E41E, FNENEEINBHEADOZ

60

FHEAEEOERTH 5. lomﬁﬁﬁiA(&dw
set) 1, MEHIZE o THHTTRE RO %
FHTHY, BWS TiE32H 5 Wi i%ﬂU\J_U)
HH (item) 25 S TS, BWS D%k
T, HEAT 1 OOBRIESGHS, BeEsh
7oA E D S A THBICE o TR P RIEH &
T—AMEHEZ 1oTOoERLIRKOLNS.
L7zHo T, 120ERPFEEH BWS O 120
NS 5. 2EPURES (choice sets) 1,
1I47 DOERFEAZF LD DTHL. 2Lz
ERREEEN I ODOBRREESETEL LT

n i, BWS O&iMEII OB THL I L2 EIE
T 5.

BWS D4 @RS 2 3G 2 HEEIEREL

DIZhIFS5NAE. 120F 2 KEEESS TR R

(Orthogonal Main-Effect Design) #FIfH5 % )5
#: (Finn and Louviere 1992), &9 123> 04
WIEIRSEME T (Balanced Incomplete Block De-
sign : BIBD) #FIFH %75 (Auger et al. 2007)
Thb. KTk, LLOFFATERM SN TS
BIBD #FIH L7272 L) 1%,

BIBD 13, —fIZERT RS HBICLE (t
reatment) % 7 H v 7 (block) %) ﬁ’ Té -

R 2 EBETRO—FfETH % (BIBD %4
O 7 EBEHH RO LRI O W TR A (2015) &
Zi®). BIBD 0%, (W& 7oy s o
K] 70y 78] [HREOHBH] BLU
[BAE T HF— 70y 7 THRIES D ]
TRZAHZEDTES., BWS OHFETS VIR Z
i, TRE] ik [EE], [7ay 7] 3 TR
e A, 72& 212, Apple, Orange, Grapes,
Banana, Peach, Melon, 3£ U Pear ® 72D
By (HH) Z5HEi+% BWS #fa%Ex 5. 2
DY, HHBIZTTHLI NS, TODRE
LMEZI )z % BIBD B EE D, TD5
HEM7ZTHION12L LT, TOOMED) L
B 42500EY 12070y 7ICEEL, 7
Oy 787 E%b BIBD #dHs (K1),
T, Apple 25 Pear ¥ TOJHIZ1 225 7 DIHH
ForifthdaL Ly, 58, WEFS 1D
57%HVCRIEEN T2 BIBD I, QLEFS
CHEF TS ST, HAATRBS
N7-BIBD ICEWT 5 LATEL. K70y s

- >
- -
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(1) PYEVWEFERABOIER GER)

IHH

&S

EHE 4%

78 311 512 513 54
&BE5
1 1 4 6 7
2 2 3 4 6
3 2 4 5 7
4 1 2 5 6
5 1 3 4 5
6 3 5 6 7
7 1 2 3 7
(2) WEESZ
IHEHA CTE®R
7227 i 52 513 54
1 Apple Banana Melon Pear
2 Orange Grapes Banana Melon
3 Orange Banana Peach Pear
4 Apple Orange Peach Melon
5 Apple Grapes Banana Peach
6 Grapes Peach Melon Pear
7 Apple Orange Grapes Pear

~N o Ok~ w N =

Apple
Orange
Grapes
Banana

Peach

Melon

Pear

(3) FavH =&IRHKESELTBIS

Oy s 1ok L 7= BWS %

= =XLWFE
mREHTFE EX7) Tl
[ 1] Apple [ ]
[ ] Banana [ ]
[ ] Melon [ ]
[ ] Pear [ 1]

<;&H D BWS E% (T & B8 >

oy y 1ok L 7= BWS 3%

= =HLWFE
BRLFE E%7) TIE A
[ ] Apple [ 1]
[ ] Orange [ ]
[ 1] Grapes [ 1]
[ ] Pear [ ]

1 2 EWEIRSEEE 2> & Case 1 Best-Worst Scaling #% R D7
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A% BWS BRI HIEd 5720, JHHZTEHL /2
BIBD O&4Th 54 7D BWS g% EkT 5
EMNTEL. 2k 213, BIBD ©147H (71
v 7 1) 1Zxe L7- BWS #%/iZ Apple, Banana,
Melon, Pear ® 4 D% #i & 35—, 747H
(7vavy 27 7) 251% Apple, Orange, Grapes,
Pear % #4RE & 5 BWS &MAWEKTE 5. %
B, M1127RL72 BIBD i&, #%7¥ % RBEMTHE
WL72bDTH5S.

AT v 7 5%, BWS fEOEHETH 5.
DFERTTHNE, —Hen % B A R AT S
M A2EENSEIIRD).

ATy T 6lE, F=FXy FOEETHAH. 7
=%ty M, HEERLSRIEESLHAT
HZETERT A, TOBICIEETNE I LI,
G HER S ISR T LY 7 by 271
JIBLTTF =%ty FOEZRE Ladidzs
HWZ L THD. support BWS /3y 7 — U % Fijfe
LT — %ty MEEIZOWTI, RETHA
5.

ATy 7 7%, HEOMGFHIEDOFE TS 5.
BWS ORISR 5 £ THH ORI FFAl % 5k 5
FEIE, BT SN D B,

B, M&E n 25 BWS o4& ax @ LT
THE i #NA MLl L72ME (Bw) &7 —A b
CEHM L 72 m% (Wa) 2%z B, Z2oiEEH»
SEH L7255 & o THIEH oM - %179
Tk CHh B, HEIITIEERT (A LRV EE
(&) Lxvob oo 2 WA H S5 (Finn
and Louviere 1992 ; Cohen 2009 ; Mueller and Run-
gie 2009) .

JEAERT L NV I CIE, SHEBEO N A b FEfE]
Bb U — A MMl OEE L TER SN L IEE
5 BW 15 51 & F o fmuE (L5

BWin = Bin— Win

std. BWi = BWa /r
Wb, 72720, riZE&TO BWS B ZE U T
EEOHEBEALH L2 TH 5 (BIBD Tld%
HEOMBBEIETE L ).

R LAV R, JREERT L NV R R B
SHRTRLEDLELZLDTHE. 20, NAD
&N EHMIb > THE § %X b &3
L7:[1% Bi(=S.Bw) &7 —A b &Rl L7205

7

%u
I
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Wi(=ZWa) 12D WCEHE S L7245 BW 5
& Z OREEALTG R

BWi= Bi — Wi

std.BW: = BW:/Nr
ThHb. HIZ, B L W OOV — MZEON
7oA & ORI

sqrt.BW: =\ Bi/Wi

std.sqrt. BWi = sqrt. BWi/max.sqrt. BW
b»HAbH. 72721, max.sqrt.BW X, £EIHHOHT
KD sqrt. BW lETH 5. KA D std.sqrt.BW: 15
MAEWRT LT, M REREN D2 R
FTLIRZONS., 728 21T, std.sqrt. BW: DIEATH
HATO0.1, HHBT0.2TH % &L+ 1iL, HHEHB
BIEHAD 2% (=02/0.1) EETHL I E0D
Mh. B, JEERB L OER L NVEEIZIE,
IhbsPAtonN) - ardh s, P
BWS Bz S o v

T Y7, HEGEIRE 7OV TREE & oA

, 15O NAREHEEME D & K IHE O R &
179 HETH B (HEHOEIRE 7V DI DWW T
FEIG (2015) #ZM). pMTICELT, OEHE
PRI A FHIT 5 & ITHTWD V=)L (B
BREN — V) 2ES A LENHLH. 2T
Max Diff €7V #IET 5.

1 oOERPAER (BH) 12 m HOHE»E
INTVBEE, mHOHEENS, HH i XA
b, HHj BT —AMThHD LTI NDHMAE
bEOiE mX (m—1) TH%. Max Diff €7V
TiE, EMEBIZEA»OH Y 2155 LHGEL
WEHEDIHE i #XA M, HEH j 27— A MIEF
flis20ik, HA i & j OMAZE (i—w) 75,
ETOMARTDLEOMHAEDPTRRTH L7720
EBGET A, TNHITIRA T, BREHICET 51K
EERFETAZET, HH i XA, HHj®T
— A MRl 5% Pr(i, j) 13, ROKMHAE
OYy b EFVELTERLTES.

Pr (i, j) =exp(vi —v;) /SkS1x+1 exp (ve—wr)
EED 1 DOEE O E ¥ oI 3L T 5 0%
Wbz, FHEOREHEHITAMELEHE &
MR ERZRET L LR D,

S5, REHEEME,S, RIORTHEA i O
Share of Preference (SP:) »%#l%CT& % (Cohen
2003 ; Lusk and Briggeman 2009) .
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SP:i = exp (vi)/ Siexp (v)
O, FHEGEIC LB std.sqre.BW 15 SIS G
LLDTHD.

3. R TOXEITH

1) AT 2Ny 5r—2 OBE

#1113, BWS O#EH R 7 v 7B L 75
FTTHEZ: R B2 R, [a@iREA O#Et]
T, BIBD Z1EHKT 572812 crossdes /¥ v 4 —
¥ (Sailer 2013) Z& F N T 5 B% find.BIB()
L% isGYD() A FIH 3 5. [HIXFEMEOF
DHL, BT Y IETHHET A &HFETY Y
b - €7V (conditional logit model) DHEFE 1L,
gmnl /¥ 7 — 3 (Sarrias et al. 2015) I2& T
TW5 B gmnl() #HVv 4. BI% gmnl() [T D
ST =%ty FOERIZIE, mlogit 78y 7r—Y
(Croissant 2013) ® 4% mlogit.data() %= > 5.
ZNB DAL O R BB support. BWS 28y or—
WZEENTWLbDEFIHT L. &b, B gmnl(
BHERBHT Y v b - BTV EOSSRM R R
BIRETNVDHEETE S, LI gmnl Xy 7
— V& EF N T WA vignette # ZHE S L7,
£ 1 Case 1Best-Worst Scaling @ # F FJE & x+

&9 % R

FIE R %
% . EABENOYE -
3

. R ) A DR -

. EEPBE G O #E find. BIB()

isGYD()

4. FAEZEOVER bws.questionnaire ()

5. MEOE -

6. SHTHT—% 4ty bofEK  bws.dataset()

7. HXTEEEOFR bws.count()
mlogit.data()
gmnl()

2) BIEICOWT

KFETIE, BWS 2@l 20O KFEE¥EL R T
FATT B HiE T 572912, support. BWS /¥
Y= VICEENTNET =7+t b fruit v
L, ZOF=%Lty ML, THEEORYIZHT S
HEETFMAZREE L-EfAEs el T, A
THICERLZBDTH B,

X 1D TFEIC, FEECIRRT 5 BWS i1
A=V xR, THEORY» ML SN/ 47
FHORMHPEBRM TR NG, G T4
] ThHy, WEFT ROIFEHRY] & &
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bIFETE VR 2#IRT 5. RS b R
YoOMAEDRIL, HMEICL o TERLZ A, FEIE
Bk $ 2 2%, ARBITIEHK LIRT RO BWS #%
R4 7 RERL S I, 1007 DEEEFZENER
ETHICEET S EET 5.

AfllZ, Aizakietal. (2014) @ Section 4.4.2 T
RENTWEBIZBIELZZbDTHL., I—FD
—EI3 B L TV b 720, Aizakietal. (2014) @
Web 1 + (http://www.agr.hokudai.ac,jp/spmur/)
POFLTEH I FEAFTNE, UTFoa—
FASEE S LTE L.

LF, R ZEE L TARBITHEHT S 42D7%y
r—3 (crossdes, support.BWS, mlogit, gmnl)
EFRAAARFATH L LIRETH. INHDIy
r—2iF R ARZEEFER TR0 T, FIH
FEET CRAN %5 RIZA YA D=L § B8
5.

3) £BRREEEDEE

HWHEMOPE LGS ) F OERIZSE T L
TWw5sDT, BIBD ZHH L 7z4@RBE A DK
A ohET 5.

BIBD % 4:5 9 % 7212 F 3 4 %% find. BIB()
FHBOBIHEHESD, 22 TREFDIBLIDD
i, HEKTEETA trt, 1Me-)IEAKY
BET Lk BIUakMEzHEET S b 2FH
Th. 72720, TN TIRES N &M%
729 BIBD AT 5 LIRS 2w L, F/-
FAEY % & LT FRBEA IS % BIBD OAER
W5 LR W &, ERI NG
%% BIBD T 5% 7% isGYD() THERRT %4
b,

21, EBIOLMICIH - 72 BIBD 25K T %
oD a— FEZOFETRHER (W) 25R7. 1
TRHIEEEOFEAZIREL TV 5. Zhut, 247H
THW 2B find BIBQ 2562 FIH L TWwbs 2
0, KIEOMEROBBIEZBRT 5720 125%
FELTWRICEERV. 247HIE, REIOSMEC
e U Tk g L72B%L find BIBO 12 & 1 &
HERL, ZORRELF TV 27 b setsfruit 12
BETH LRI TS, 31T7H T sets.fruit 12
BAE L7512 3 >y — VICFEIRT B X R L,
ZORERN 4 ~1UTHITRENT WS, ZOFTME
25 BIBD T&» % il d % 729012 % isGYD() %
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FHELZza—FP12iTHTH 5. M4THITRSh
TWAIERP? S, 155N 7-5 2 BIBD Th 5 &
HWCTx 5.

%3, BIBD 3EMGHEDOT XA Ml eS
L, IR E LT RICAD LI D%, DB
OEETHHTAZLHTE 5.

4) BHRERANOEHR

Bg% bws.questionnaire() *FIfHL T, EiT
HH L7z BIBD & A THR S % ax iz
W55, FEEO5IE3 255, &RINEES
#f68E T S choice.sets, &EINFESZMEMT
SO H L-ERFREOME LR T 5
design.type, ¥ LT BWS %[ THFRT AHEHE%

CFFHINRs bv) ZFEET S itemnames T 5.
3%, FEExFIH L CBIBD%* RIS
TR$Lra—-—FEZOMBERYT. 147HIZ
BWS #%RC#R3 52HH% (Apple 2°5 Pear ®
THEEORY DLHE) EILTHINT MLE LT
7Y 27 b itemsfruit IZBRFFLTW5, 2~ 41T
Hi&, ABIOLMZH-> T ERE L72BI% bws.
questionnare() %47 L TWw 5. 51 design.type
&, FIHT 2 &RIRBEES OMER T EIn LT
BT 5HFTERETHILENDH D, AHITIE
BIBD THhAZ b 2%ENHBTTWAS, [HEH
BoOBRARERED, TITEURICERREN TV,
COWNIERET TRV 7 bOMFEB R IZT Y

N

O—KF&EHR

> set. seed(123)

> sets. fruit
[,1% [L2] [, 3] [,4%

CowoTThwN — | dl
FNgeY

e
NooRkwd
P
—wa NN
N CTLN W
oo

5
5
4
6
3
)

> isGYD (sets. fruit

> sets. fruit <- find.BIB(trt =7, k=4, b=17)

—_— e
HwWwN—O

[1] The design is a balanced incomplete block design w.r.t. rows.

E2 o) &R B0 &

N

a— k&R

items. fruit <- ¢(“Apple”, “Orange”, “Grapes”, “Banana”,
bws. questionnaire (choice. sets = sets. fruit,
design. type = 2,

item. names = items. fruit)

Q1
Best Items Worst

[ ] Aeple []
Banana [ ]

[]
[ 1 Melon T[]
[] []

Pear

CouoTThwN — | Hl

# <HBE>

Q7

Best Items Worst
[ ] Aeple []
[ ] Orange [ ]
[ 1 Grapes [ ]
[1 Pear [1]

N —
OO WN—=O

N
—_

“Peach”, “Melon”,

“Pear”)

3 ERIEA ORI DL
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—&N—A b LTILT X, BWS O %%
IR TE L.

5) @&ETF—2ty bOEE

AZOEEE ;LB L, BWS D5 H 7 —
Yy b EREMT SIE3EICES. ARSI M
RO, FREEY 7 ML flio Tl
MRAEMLCRET—-% 1y PEERL, RIC
MAACIEETH S, MET—5 Ly NI, &7
GG 1 BT 2R E T 5. BEEOR
HFF £ TAHKE 15IBIZ, 2%5HEIC BWS
AN OEIEARERE AT 5 B L ET 5.
FEBEHIZIE, FRPROZFMTHFhoEA
BNRA R ET—A MG SN2 RTEMHEE

TAFS 5. MIEBHRINER L DIELRD AN
HICRETE LY, MIELRUEERIC [XA B ]
DRI [T =& M A & ITER L 214U
b, 72k 2, BWSHEAN T 25 554,
%25 %0% B1, W1, B2, W2, -, B7, W7 & ¢
5. 22T, Bi & Wild, ZnZNiFEHDEM
TANRAMET— A MOGBIEN/ZEE % £ RIEE
BThb.

A AR A IS 1L 2 20D H 5.
1 D2ITFEFHEATHY, XA PLT - MR
IENIEHPFER ENTOATE 5 % MIE LRI
BRET 5. 7Lz, 3O0HEH I HMTERRE
N, EPH2000HENNRA MEINL X

A B ] 0] E F G H I J K. L M | (]
1 D B Wi B2 w2 B3 W3 B4 W& BS Wo B W E7 W7
2 1 1 2 1 4 2 3 1 4 4 1 2 3 2 4
3 2 1 3 4 3 4 3 3 4 1 4 4 3 1 2
4 3 2 3 i 4 2 3 2 4 3 2 4 1 2 3
5 4 1 2 2 4 3 4 1 4 1 3 2 3 1 3
G ] 4 2 1 3 1 2 2 3 1 3 4 2 2 1
7 G 1 2 1 2 3 2 3 4 4 2 4 1 2 3
R4 KEH5HY 7 N ERM LRSS ROBEA A -

7| a—F&HA

1| > data(fruit)

2 | > head(fruit)

3 ID B1 W1 B2 W2 B3 W3 B4 W4 B5 W5 B6 W6 B7 W7

411 1121 42 31 441 2 3 24

512 2 1 3 4 3 4 3 3 41 4 4312

63 323142 324324123

714 41 2 2 43 41 4132313

855 42 131223134221

916 6 1 2 1 2 3 2 3 442 41 23

10 | > data. fruit <- bws. dataset (respondent. dataset = fruit

11 response. type = 1,

12 choice. sets = sets. fruit

13 design. type = 2,

14 item. names = items. fruit)

15 | > head(data. fruit)

16 Q PAIR ID RES.B RES.W BEST WORST Apple Orange Grapes Banana Peach Melon Pear
17111 11 1 4 1 4 1 0 0 -1 0 0 0
18121 2 1 1 4 1 6 1 0 0 0 0 -1 0
19131 3 1 1 4 1 i 1 0 0 0 0 0 -1
2041 4 1 1 4 4 1 -1 0 0 1 0 0 0

21 (51 5 1 1 4 4 6 0 0 0 1 0 -1 0

22 (61 6 1 1 4 4 7 0 0 0 1 0 0 -

23 RES STR

24 | 1 TRUE 101

25 | 2 FALSE 101

26 | 3 FALSE 101

27 | 4 FALSE 101

28 | 5 FALSE 101

29 | 6 FALSE 101

H5 AHETHHATLEHET -5y bOFRIAREGHHT—5 £y bOIVERK
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i, ITEFIE2 &0, FORMISHIET AN
A MHAEERICE 20 R TS, 59 12D
HEFSHRTIE, NAMET—X MGRIEIN
HHOHEARE 7% BIELBIRAFT 5. 728 213,
ET7HHEZFHEN SR E LT aEE, FHEEICE

12O TOVTNPOEREIHEFS L LT
HyLBTonhTwasb, 2L T, HLHXMTHE
F SIS T AHHENNA MRSz & T
WE, FORMIHTT LA MEBEERICIZ3O
HERFT 5.

M40, KflE A4 2= LCREEY 7 MoE
BREREFATLZDDERT (RHD 6 5D
&), VATH»ZEHS, 217 H DB HEEED
EERERE 2 5. BEERZ, 1THTHEATAT
ENTWE. REIDEZEHIZI0%4TH LD T
OUTHETT— DA EN TS LIl 5,
HE, EERNERELTEHID (151H),
BWS OFZBHEMTARA b ET—Z MOGERS N
HHA %R TEH BI~W7 (2 ~1551H) THEkS
T, 72&21E, 247251, HEHE1 (D
=1) I BWS ® 1 BT I THIZFERENAIH
H Bl=1) #~2Z M2, 247HICE RSN
HH (W1=2) #7— X MI®ERLZ—F, 7
METIE 24THOFREE XX + (B7=2) I,
4ATHDOFOREHEZ T —A N (W7=4) I13:ER
L7z DA s,

REIOEERERIE, $TICF—F+E b fruit &
L T support.BWS /¥y 7 — JIZH#EfF I N TV 5
A (5D 1 ~91T), FENHGTOREIZID
Wbl Eid, FROIHIICEHEY T RETT
— %ty NRUEML, RICHEAAGLEND S,
LB, KEMEFH DL L, DBEOVEEISED D 5
7o, AERERIKIBEO B 5 MIEH I EE T —
Xy b DSBS BLENDS.

6) HAT—42ty bOERK

T, B bws.dataset() ZFIH LT, M
T=F kv P EEBERESE 1 OIRELTH
WRT—% 2y b &{EET 5. FEKIE6 05|
aEoN, 22 TIR5205¥EMHETA. b
KT =%ty N EIEET 5 respondent.dataset,
FEZEH D7 — 7R EIRET 5 response.type,
B E A T8 E T 5 choice.sets, 4EINl4E
BERMERT 572DV L7 EBREN L & fg e
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% design.type, %L C BWS il CcH/R$T 41HEH
% CLFFINZ M) EIgET 5 item.names TdH
A, BBED 300510, B bws.questionnaire ()
ZBITHEZDOFIHEFRLEDDTHS.

X 5 D10~ 14T H 1, REIOLEMICHE> TR
bws.dataset() ZFEITL, FOMEET AT =
b datafruit [CPRFET S I — FERT. HET—
y &y MIBU A REERITET X CrER S
NTWw57z®, 518 response.type (ZI34THZIE
KTHHILEZRT1IZEYBTTVDE (HHFEF
FREAOLEZ2). ERENHHHT— 5 &
v b= % 16/TH D REICRT. G T— 4 &
v ME, 147205 MEHE T — A MEEOTHE
LHAEDLED 1 DIFIE L TV A, RBITIE,
BWS @R 1 o T4 OOHENSFRENL 120,
1MH720) ORZ MEHE 7 — X NEHOTRER
HMAELEIFAXI =128 %25, DFD, 12
fICHEE 14D 15O T—5 1y b EBRT
5. ABITIRI00HDMEZENENIETHO
BWS #MICHEIZLTWA Z &R, ST —
5ty MI8A00IT (1217X 7RIX100%) &7 5.

BEBOEFRIT, ROBY THDH, EHQIZ
BWS giio#F5 %Ry . 28 PAIR (&, &
WAER SN AR PEHE LT — A MHEHOWREZ
MAGHLEERTELESTHS. ZH ID i
M&EEHFTTHSH. EHRESB LA RESW (3,
FNENABEZICLE > TRAVEESH B W IET —
A NHH LFHEiE N2 ODOIHEFE T TH A, &
% BEST & WORST i, Z#h-FNimI ek
ENBANZNHEE T — A FEEOWRER MRS
bEIZBWT, NAMHDBWIET—A ML LTH
DIF”HbNBLIEH DTS THA. Apple 2*5 Pear 13,
KEEORELERTH 5. ERAITEREHNC X
S>THERL LD (514 item.names TIHE S N7%
BMAICIEDWTHRESIND 20), BB
B BEEANA P E LTRBE IS L XTI,
J—AMNELTREINLEXIZ-1, Z01EH
DEEITIZ0ODMEZ & B, BEHGEIRE 7L THM
TLEEOUMEIKICHLTIERENTHL. &
¥ RES 1&, BWS #M~ORIETH L. Wt 5
FTONZ MEE & T — 2 MEE QM E DA
BEIZL > TRINENTWS & %13 TRUE, 0
Z40 & X|21x FALSE Oz & 5. #ibuRiE
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TIWTHITT 5 & EOWFHERIEE YT 54K
THb. R STR &, HEHEEHBOZMAE
bEEXHT 2720DBILEKTH L. HEHEER
ETNEHET L —MOBEKTHAENS.

DLEOEBOERINEZIE, T—F Ly b1
TH (M5 & TcaLITTEB L UUTH) 13,
ROEIIGHAD Z EDTES, MEH1 (ID
=1) 2% M1 (Q=1) IZBWVWTHEELAZNA
MNEHET A MHEHOWfERHAGDED ) L
D1>THs [HHEH1 %X+ (BEST=1),
HH4%7—AF (WORST=4)] & ¥ 24A
HEhEIHILT 27 TH Y, EEE 1 ITUFMA
Hb¥%ERL7 (RESB= 172 RESW=14,
HHWVILRES=TRUE) Z &L 2K LT 5,

7) EHEUEKIC & B 4EXIEHE

FA%% bws.count() #FIH L T, FEETB L UE
P BW S HZFMET 4. FE%O5#U data ©
HTHY, B bws.dataset() TIERK L 7259H1H
T=Fty FxENHBTE, M6 14THIE, &K
BN - Tl % 85E L7292 bws.count() % 3
L, Z0fE%R% 4 7Y =2 b count.fruit [Zf£FF
THEIMRLTCVE, 2ffHTENEERT S
IOHRL, 4fTHICMEE, 61THLRIZE
£5F BW REOERAITIREN TV S, ¥ mean-

BW IZ/RENTWRHERL D, HIBEHEETIE
Apple 25 bIFFENTEY (1.98), KT Orange
(0.98), Grapes (-0.04), Peach & Pear (-0.25),
Banana (-0.30) &%, #{%%% Melon (-2.12)
Lo Twa, 1I6ATHLUREICER ST B 45T
BW 09 b stdsqrtBW 55200513, & bUF
FNTW5 Apple &b FN Ty Melon
T, IFADEVIHIAME (=1/0.0703) &7z -
TWBLZ eI b,

6 TlE, FROEFKENFRINTVDA,
BE% bws.count() DFEEDOHIIIE 3 EED LK
SNBEY)AMTHY, LHFEMLEEZERE A
TWh, 12DOWHTHHIER BW 1501CH
T51) AL (disaggregate) 1%, MZEEHKS (D),
MIEFEIEIRENCHABEONZ v LIEY
—Z MEROE (BEW), IEEmIERIN
HEMD BW 1555 (BW) & ZDREHE{bE (stdB-
W) 25RENTnE. 200 0EFRITER
BW #h%&t7—% 7L —24 (aggregate) T
Y, HEMONRZ MEREEE 7 — A PR
B(BEW), HHEDO BW 55 (BW) & Z0iZ
LA (stdBW), JHHBEOB LW OO L —
MZEDVE S (sqrtBW) & 2 DO REHE(L5 5
(std.sqrtBW) 2SRRI N TWE, 3D0DDE

N

Aggregated best-worst scores:

RO — —h
QWO UIR_RWN—=O

0. 2864
0. 3860
0. 4923
0.3735
0. 3264
0.2713
0. 3085

T | a—FK&HA
1| > count. fruit <- bws. count(data = data. fruit)
2 | > count. fruit
3
4 | Number of respondents = 100
5
6 | Summary of disaggregated best-worst scores:
7 meanB meanW meanBW mean. stdBW stdev. stdBW
8 | Apple 2.13 0.15 1.98 0. 4950
9 | Orange 1.49 0.51 0.98 0. 2450
Grapes 1.08 1.12 -0.04 -0.0100
Banana 0.72 1.02 -0.30 -0.0750
Peach 0.67 0.92 -0.25 -0. 0625
Melon 0.16 2.28 -2.12 -0. 5300
Pear 0.75 1.00 -0.25 -0. 0625

B W BW stdBW sgrtBW std. sqrtBW

Apple 213 15 198 0.4950 3.7683 1.0000
Orange 149 51 98 0.2450 1.7093 0. 4536
Grapes 108 112 -4 -0.0100 0. 9820 0. 2606

21 | Banana 72 102 -30 -0.0750 0. 8402 0.2230
22 | Peach 67 92 -25 -0.0625 0.8534 0. 2265
23 | Melon 16 228 -212 -0.5300 0. 2649 0.0703
24 | Pear 75 100 -25 -0.0625 0. 8660 0. 2298

X 6
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iR R T

Fi3 BW BRI T 5 AARHBHR BRI TS
) Z b (information) T» Y, [M&H (nresp-
ondents), JHH% (nitems), ERLEAICE T
N5 &EHOWBUEE (fitem), BXOKEHHOD
%87 (vnames) & ATWAS. ZTN5 M bws.
count) DN OFEMEZ Y 72w & Z121E, B
str() CHAOMELERL - BT, KFERICT Y
A I Nz,

HAOEFZOWHF & LT, =2 TlaIkEs BW
BRI VLR O BW RO 5 % KD 5
(7). 147HCTIHESF BW HHO AL FHER
BAE 7727 0o T7—7 70— LTI H
L, 2ATHCTAK#ELZHE L TKIHE D BW 551
ZRFALT 5. 317H CHBEMICEEKL table() %
BHLT, -4 254 FTO BW HHEonEE

SR KD L. SATHLREIZ, 1R L 72£AVR S
NCTwas. M bws.count() DT (EH) 205
FHETEL L9112, MR FMMORE» - 72
Apple TIZIED BW 5 s O #iPHIC [0EE A3 040§
% —77, MR b A O 2> 72 Melon T
A DOREE % R TEO BW {55 OHF I [H
EHDER LTS,

8) EF VU JEKICK MM

&%, &) 7B TRY OMAEHE & RO
5. B gmnlQ) ZFIH L7203 — FOFHPIC
ABTHINZ, RENBIT 5B E BARIC
RET D, ABITIE, Pear ORI % ¥ o2kl
L7z ET, ZNLHNDOED DR % BEHEH DR
Bt LTHETE S LIS, RO\ I
EMHBEE E R EL TW 5.

T | a—FK&EHER
1| > BW <~ data. frame (count. fruit$disaggregate$BW)
2| > BW <~ lapply BN, factor, levels = c(-4:4))
3 | > score.tables <- lapply BW, table)
4 | > score.tables
5| $Apple
6
7/-4-3-2-1 01 2 3 4
8/ 0 0 01 924322 9
9
10 | $0range
"
121-4-3-2-1 01 2 3 4
13/ 0 2 31023281416 4
14
15 | $Grapes
16
171-4-3-2-1 0 1 2 3 4
18 2111512181715 8 2
19
20 | $Banana
21
221-4-3-2-1 01 2 3 4
23| 2 413262915 6 5 0
24
25 | $Peach
26
27|-4-3-2-1 0 1 2 3 4
28| 0 216282420 9 1 0
29
30 | $Melon
31
32|-4-3-2-1 01 2 3 4
33| 8323221 6 1 0 0 O
34
35 | $Pear
36
37|-4-3-2-1 01 2 3 4
38| 1 115233124 4 1 0

R 7 JE4EE BW R R OMEER
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v=DbiApple+b20range+bsGrapes+biBanana
~+bsPeach-+bsMelon
7e72L, EbEHETRER/MTH L. AT
=5ty FORPTESRZL 1L, ERYITHIE
T 5% (Apple 7*5 Melon) 1%, M4ZEMHN
A MBI E]L, T-AMIREIN/IEE-T,
FNHPHD L Z0DHEEHS &9 IZEETENT
Wh, L72ho T, HEE SN RS, AiEl
ENn7dEE (4lCTHIUL Pear) 20 L L7k &
DA EHfiZ R T LIl % 5.
M8d1~54THIE, HHitHT—%+ty F%H
¥ gmnl() @ LD DICEMT A0 — R

%R, B gmnl) THATAT—5 v M3,

T=F kv MIET LA BT BIEE L TR
HLTWARLENDH S, mlogit /3y 7 — Y DR
mlogit.dataQ Zffiv:, FIEUTHEY) %M ed
5IZET, T4ty MILELREREMNGTE
5. ZTZTIE, 5% data ICARBIOSHTHT — 4
v I datafruit #E )y, FoRIcEENS
2 RES S EPGERZRAETHEHTHL I L
Tty FOBEEE LTRIFTEL L I51%
choice 12 “RES” #fgEL T4, ) IJFLDT
— %3 long e\ TH % Z & 55 %4 shape T “long”
ZIRELCWA, §l¥ altvar & 5% idvar 1213,

25 | The estimation took: Oh:Om:1s
27 | Coefficients:

39 | Log Likelihood: -1516. 1

40 | Number of observations: 700

41 | Number of iterations: 4

42 | Exit of MLE: gradient close to zero>

17| a—FK&HA

1| > data. fruit.ml <- mlogit. data(data = data. fruit,

2|+ choice = "RES”,

3|+ shape = “long”,

4|+ alt.var = “"PAIR”,

5|+ id.var = “ID”)

6 | > fr.fruit <- RES ~ Apple + Orange + Grapes + Banana + Peach + Melon - 1
7| > cndl. fruit <- gmnl (formula = fr. fruit,

8 | + data = data. fruit.ml,

9|+ model = “mnl”)

10 | > summary (cndl. fruit)

"

12 | Model estimated on: = 7 09 9:14:30 2016

13

14 | Call:

15 | gmnl (formula = fr.fruit, data = data. fruit.ml, model = “mnl”,

16 method = “nr”)

17

18 | Frequencies of categories:

19

20 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
21 | 0.132857 0.170000 0.191429 0.034286 0.122857 0.087143 0.017143 0.038571 0.075714
22 10 " 12

23 | 0.030000 0.040000 0.060000

24

28 Estimate Std. Error z-value Pr(>|z])

29 | Apple  1.123771  0.105979 10.6037 < 2.2e-16 **x

30 | Orange 0.610309 0.101378 6.0201 1.743e-09 #*x

31 | Grapes 0.099832 0.098553 1.0130 0.3111

32 | Banana —0.024739 0.101508 -0. 2437 0.8075

33 | Peach -0.019496 0.099702 -0. 1955 0. 8450

34 | Melon -0.962572 0.105843 -9.0944 < 2.2e-16 *x*x

35 | —

36 | Signif. codes: 0 ‘s’ 0.001 ‘¢ 0.01 “« 005 ‘.~ 01 °“’ 1

38 | Optimization of log-likelihood by Newton—-Raphson maximisation

X8
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JbiE R

ZNEHGEIRBGER A% (4 EI3EH PAIR) &
EAERIEE (532 ID) 28 ET 5.
61THIE, % gmnl() THEET S ET N L FHA
WFEEL T, £ 777 b frfriit ISFRAFL T 5,
T T (T OIEBIEIGER R TR RES
T, FBICHAERTH L% Apple 5%
Melon ¥ CEFEL T 5. HLOKED [-1]
X, EFNVICEBEEOLWVE)ICT L2000,
BTHA. 7~947 T gmnl() ZFIHL TS
& O Yy b - EFVERREEL, FOREE L
7Yz b endlfruit I2REL, 107 CTFDOER
FRRTHEIORL TS, B gmnl() TS
BfF&EO Yy b EFVEREET S L EI2E, F
¥ formula & 514 data 12 7V & HEE AT
LEREEAE Tty b (F—=F 7L —24)
IRET S, 51 model IZ “mnl” #{8ET 5.
B gmnlQ &, #ETLETNVICI - TET W
KNEFIBOBRENZALT 5720, REGTIE—HEAY
LHIIAEMT 5. B summary() 2@ H L 72
R0 5, 28~344TIC K BIHE O REGEEM
LT A MERRTEARR SN TS, PE (B
Pr>lz1)) #¥Ex 5L, REELOICHIBL
72 Pear & ILRTHELFMEZFOREYIT Ap-
ple, Orange, B X U Melon ® 3 DLW TE 5.
9%, Share of Preference #5135 a2—F
THo. BONTARBHEEME T PIVITIE, RE
Y UICHlfI L7z Pear BE TN TRV & h
5, UATH CHREGEEHENY PVvEFT V27 b
bica¥—L7ET, 7Y 2 b items.fruit (=
B2 Pear O (7FH) ISHIET5 L9512,
Pear®%%r (0) & ZFDEHE] (“Pear”) &4 7Y
=7 FbhICHHALTWS (2~317H). 447HT
#%IHH O Share of Preference #Fl%H L T4 7Y
=7 b SPICRFFL, ZOMR (6 ~717) %%
AT 5 EIIR (597) LTwh. Share of Pref-

Rt TR

erence THA5 &, bIFFNTW5 Apple L & b
HFFENTWwZiwv Melon Tl&, EMiDEVAH 8
& (=0.329/0.041) L7>T\W5.

4. BBHUIC

AKF5Ti3, R #FIH L TEARNY L BWS O
FIEA BIR L7z, FEEEIC BV T, HEED
A - R & BW 1500 & DB #5347 2> BW
BRIZE B EEROGHE R EHHALN TV D,
IBHEOBEWTETH L Z LS, BWS 2
T 5720120F, G EMDOTICEA A S L
T, TATATRESTECLI LN EEICLRLT
59,

T &8

T, FHOHE - B TIHEML T
WBHERLL IOBRBHI L ENTVD, THFETIC
W, B R2nwiz A2 ICE3HE L LIPS, &K
Faix, JSPS RHF% 25450341 D Bh% 12 & 2 R D
—EETH B,
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