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The Study of Rational Decisions :
A Comparative Approach to Sentimental
Decisions

Nien-Tsu Tuan

Abstract

This paper probes into the disparities between rational decisions and sentimental decisions.
The exploration is conducted through action research to surface the differences in decision
outcomes of the two approaches. In the case study, ‘voting’ is employed to denote a
sentimental decision. By contrast, the software named ‘Logical Decisions for Windows’ is
employed to denote a rational decision. The research result reveals that significant differences
in the alternative preferences would not lead to the disparities of the two types of
decisions-making. However, in sentimental decisions, the lessening of utility variation could

lead to a rank reversal.

Keywords: Sentimental Decisions, Rational Decisions, Rank Reversal.
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