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The Effect of Pseudoneglect on Visual Perception and Driving
: Using a Driving Simulator

ZA9, Sunglee Jang®, FLEU], Bondae Ku**, UH&& Duklyul Na** o]&%t Janghan Lee***
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Abstract This study's aim was to confirm that pseudoneglect affects visual attention through car
laterality, using a driving simulator with either bisection or quadrisection strategies being applied to
road usage, On the pencil and paper tests, the left quadrisection and bisection marks deviated
significantly to the left, While driving, the car was significantly lateralized to the right of the lane
regardless of conditions, However, in terms of relative laterality, the biggest left laterality occurred
on roads 1(bisection), while the smallest left laterality occurred on roads 2 (right quadrisection),
Thus, the effect of pseudoneglect was demonstrated in both the pencil and paper tests and the
driving simulation task, Also, roads 2 and 4, which were driven on the right side of the lane,
showed a tendency for drivers to avoid the centerline, as this was the expected cause of right
laterality, This study demonstrated that the pseudoneglect phenomenon can occur in a routine
driving task,
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