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We have produced a 16 mm film to study the recognition mechanism of driver’s
eyes by “semantic differential”. Environmental influence on driving behavior is repre-
sented by two axis, an “emotional” axis and an “activity” one. “Trees and green areas”
“Buildings and structures on the edge of the road‘ and ‘“sky” which constitute environ-
mental influences have much to do with the emotional rating scale, and “man” and
“car’ have a close relationship with the activity rating scale. When we look at the cor-
relation between the evaluation rating scale of physical characteristics regarding molar

road environment and recognition mechanism, the rating scale group concerned with
road structure is the highest, the aesthetic rating scale is the second highest, and the

activity rating scale is lowest.
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