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Thinking processes and interest may be related to a track of eye. Moreover, the track of eye can be used also for

detecting the indecision behind a final reply to a query. Therefore, taking decision making on WEB survey as an

example, the decision making mechanism under the network environment was investigated by observing the track

of eye. A correlation between a track of eye and the track of mouse was also estimated to investigate a relation

between a track of mouse and a mentality on decision making. In experiments, a question was answered in a

multiple answered query and by a slide bar. The eye and mouse track in the multiple-query can be used to evaluate

the value of the bar as a confidence factor.

Key words: web survey, track of mouse, eye movement, confidence factor, thinking process
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Fig.1 Display design of Web questionnaire experimentl
(left) and Web questionnaire experiment2 (right)
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Fig.2 Trajectory of mouse(red) and eye movement(blue)
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Fig.3 Time series graph of mouse and eye movement. A

and D are expressive of checking option-2 and option-3.

B and C show staying between option-3 and potion-4.
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Fig.4 Deviation of implicit score and bar score
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Implicit score (left) of Normal version
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