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Rear Lights and Visual Reaction
— The Process of Close-up Phenomenon between Vehicles —

IATSS 214 PROJECT TEAM*

Following the last report entitled “The Close-up Phenomenon of Distance between
Vehicles at Night”, this report will present the results of analytical research concerning
the close-up phenomenon process. It is thought that this phenomenon involves compli-
cated interactions among human beings, machines, and the environment. Based on this
presumption, this research was conducted concerning the relationship between physical
environmental stimulus and physiological visual function, aiming at defining the process
of the close-up phenomenon by means of bench tests and application of the test results
to actual traffic situations. At the same time a trial was made to compensate for a

deficiency in the relation between man and environment through mechanical improve-

ment.
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