Appendix C: Individual evaluations for the expected utility of qualitative models. A, B, and C are the Demonstration Areas. R1-10 are respondents per DA. The scale
is from O - item does not apply (white), 1 — very dissatisfied (red), 2 — moderately dissatisfied (yellow), 3 — nor satisfied neither dissatisfied (grey), 4 - moderately
satisfied (blue), and 5 - very satisfied (green). The colors are illustrative of the values. Avg is the average of results (excludes zero). Mo is the mode (if possible). PloR:
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