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1. Introduction
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ELThH, FI4 =132 6L, ZOHEHEIZA D27\ (Kulmala, 1990,
Kulmala & Beilinson, 1991, Risénen & Summala, 1998),

> BREFOFA2 VIS T, BENICHBMtE R F—B P T4 =Tk
S>TiEM b e, ZRICX > TR » 2 5 2% FHIL, EEA D LIEERTT
B2 RIET %, (Engstrom, 2009),

FED XA TDLEFARTIE, V—F VLINATEIP AT LA XA F{L &
N7 ATEN DS 3L

SETCOMRIE. FEERD 2 EDOERICKTHL LN T W B I DWW Tt ¥ 72 HEIC 7n
S5 TWR by,

> FERDOMETAESIET S Z & BRI,

SEEV £ F VIIHENER EFEOE| D Y CTEFHT 2T LT, MELEIZD X
) REIERE ICD BT X b,

< FIAN—DRE DR B ~ORREERECD 3, 4 D DENOFEIC X
> TEPND &I REICHEI TS,

Salience: IEEZ# 51 X9 4 RN v F RlEFR~DEER

Effort: 5 DY ERAIREE £ 72 (3 A CIH R &2 §Hli 9 5 2 > O HR

DFERERE S

Expectancy: & O & R 7 1C B L 72 AFHH SUE O = WIS IR ~ O 3 =R

Value: X 2 712 & - T X Y fifid & 2 & HIFE~ D FEAL 57

Expectancy

* Altention allocation to sources
of higher task-relevant
information bandwidth
{event rate)

Value

* Attention allocation 1o sources
of more value information to

/

Salience

I —

Allocation

( Visual Attention )
\ /

P ——

= Attention allocation to events
or information with atfention
capture, e,g. fiashing lights
bright lights, sudden onset,
relative contrast, sounds atc.

the task (higher and lower
value)

~~

Effort

= Attention allocation betweaen
two information sources with
the shortest physical distance
or the shortest time 1o assess
the information
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2. Method
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1. Driving Scenario 2. Driving Scenario

4 intersection types Intersaction with the 4 intersection types intersection with the
presented within an critical incident: BREAK presented within an critical incident:
urban scenario (5x) I Vehicle urban scenano (5x) Ball

4 intersection types intersaction with the 4 intersection types intersection with the
presented within an critical incident: BREAK presanted within an critical incident:
urban scenario (5x) I Ball urban scenario (5x) Vehicle
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How much of your attention did you allocate to the left, middle, and right hand side of the intersection?
& Left % Middle % Right % = 100%
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3. Result
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® SLmERE: A1,39) =17.9, p<.001
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1. Driving Scenario 2. Driving Scenario
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4. Discussion
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