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The development of the predictive system about risk driving for patients with
mild unilateral spatial neglect.
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Objective of this study was development of the predicting system for a
risk of driving performance 1n mild unilateral spatial neglect patients. The system consisted of
response task and lane tracking task in 3 displays. In the first step, we developed the system and
compared the performance between left hemisphere damaged patients and right hemisphere damaged
patients. In the second step, we modified the system and analyzed the performance by using
hierarchical cluster analysis. As a result, these driving performance data were classified 8
cluster. It was suggested that inaccurate left side lane keeping, response delay and omission of
signals were mixed various patterns.
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