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1 ||||| 11% 9 3 3 5 5 5 5 1

2 |||| 9% 7 1 3 4 5 5 5 2

3 ||| 8% 6 1 5 5 3 5 1 3

4 ||||| 10% 8 9 4 4 5 3 5 4

5 ||||| 11% 9 3 3 4 5 4 5 5

6 |||||| 13% 10 3 4 4 4 4 3 6
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Low Space Requirement

Smooth Operation

Low Energy Requirement for Operation

Low Level Physical Exertion Required

Clean Appearance

Low Risk of Injury in Operation
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6 |||||| 13% 10 3 4 4 4 4 3 6

7 ||||| 11% 9 3 5 4 2 3 1 7

8 ||| 6% 5 1 4 3 1 3 2 8

9 ||| 8% 6 9 4 3 4 4 5 9

10 | 4% 3 3 5 3 1 5 2 10

11 ||||| 10% 8 9 5 3 5 5 5 11
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   Competitor #1: Study Bed

   Competitor #2: BedUp

   Competitor #3: Murphy Bed

   Competitor #4: LiftBed

5
4

4

4

3

3 5 4 4

16% 32% 7%

▽
▽ ○

▲

◇

▼

Maximize

Target

Minimize
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Correlations

Positive +

Negative −

No Correlation

Direction of Improvement

Relationships

Strong ●

Moderate ○

Weak ▽

Technical Importance Rating   

Target    

Max Relationship   9 3
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   Our Product   
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Low Price

Easy Assembly

Good Reliability

Manufacturability

Quietness of Operation

▽Low Risk of Injury in Operation ▽ ▽ ○

Our Product
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Competitor #2
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