27

Eﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ:%ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
o FENEFADEERMRCRIFTHE

Influence of Decline in Vigilance during Automated Driving on the Take-
over from Automated to Manual Driving
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It is thought that decreased driving opportunities by automated driving may decline the driver’ s ability
to monitor the surroundings. Therefore, we analyzed the influence of decline in vigilance on the take-over
from automated driving using driving simulator. And, it found that when vigilance is declined, the driver
becomes easy to take reflexive avoidance behavior without confirming the surrounding situation.
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Fig. 4 Overall flow of task A and B
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