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G

B TR E A, XX, R, RAR,

(b MR K a5 TR, Jbat 100191)

B E.AREAREA RATRTF R ER(SA) TAME, FFRIZES LM T SA 69HR AT
A7, IR 24 LHORFRAT S5 & (MATB) 184 3 #0154 f 45K F (MK P Ao &) 424, 3T
F LR F HEEE IR AT ZH A (SAGAT) | = 4 B 3% & 2m #- 3 K (3D-SART) | B 3) = i v, 4
Ve, EREN KEEN N QAT SAGAT #F5-F» 3D-SART #F49¥ R & w1, JFE,XMmE¥H5 £
B B FAEME B AES AT 153 A (NASA-TLX) 9 F 5 iM%, SAGAT #4551t K (C,)a,
At sh P EARK . B A GG 74T T, SAGAT 35 A ARJ5 4 (NNL) P ¥ iR £, #FR
AW ERR A KT T, QM A A {4384 SA Z#78, 0, @NNI F= o, 4832 F T2 SA
W BRIGHR , ZAT T A 2 B B4 R & 6935 RANI AL 5 B A SR ALIRAE — K

x #

FE S ES . R857.1 NXERFRERD A

1 3% 2511 (situation awareness, SA ) & H BT 25
G TACFRFI R R Z " R EE
PRt e JAESE € SN DN P ORI
2SR 88% R SA ZEHEHIETY, SA lRJTIZ
(7€ S Endsley £ i, B8RRI 8] A1 25 (1] 4
BERMAHICTE BE TR | B 2 SO — 25 T Fil
JEATRER A RS . IEBE R A By vk
@TﬁIX%E@ '%f% %ﬁ{ﬂﬂ ﬁpﬁﬂ( ( situation awareness
rating technology , SART) AR 4 R A v
T R (situational awareness global assessment tech-
nology , SAGAT) * Bl i) Fil Ak B 10 46
Wi ) g 5 SA ZIAIE R IRER — H TR
AR SHR L I ST T T R 25 Bl I 4% BT 0 1
THUA AN RE T B AL BAT -+ B B A ISR
SCHRE R RIS SR I ) s 5 SA R B S
RSO EL 384 i 7 674 B FT RE S IK SA DG,
WATAE S SA ARDES mifE B RS S BON W
T 7 67 A, AT 380 SA f b ) [RLRE T TR
& A SRy R Gerh, T oA 5 1 R AR Tl B

%5 B #5:2019-07-03

R E IR I A § 4T ;SAGAT ;NN o, A8 3 &
X E RS . 1000-2758(2020)03-0610-09

SHSA FRAE'S' . Vidulich 7EXF 18 ZHAH X OB 5
AT T 400, 48 X P 2 Il e = — 3 e R0
FE— LSBT ST N D338 3 7 S s ST S IS
B AR T SA (H R st 3 i T A £ et
TN WA TR I P 2 (87 AR AH Y %
R S R, AN R S e KOS SA Y
FE R RN,

BEAN  SA FRSERT WIS TR H ) — A2 2 af
I, AR 3 Ay ik SC i B, PR & SA
MRS B R AR — BRI SR N R B B, o, LA
IR 20 R R A S B e e 1 T R AN AE
AR Ty A 3 A0 e g Ak B, o) R — 400 3 0 26 1) 3 L A
WIAT et 7 XHZoT R AT I B A
B B BRI L AR L2 Rz B T A Al
1192 van de Merwe 7E—JHL AT A4T55 P48
HR VAT RN A5 B B )25 S AR E A A M e
VT4 $5 50 ( nearest neighbor index, NNI) J&551 {5 B 3K
YOI B AR B A 1 R i g R AT % 5
PR BEAT RES A AR SA B9 BE, 1 EEG 5453 5

BEL£WME . BZRBRBFELS M ERANZS RS H (U1733118) LK EZK A 8B 2454 (71301005) 7Bl
EHE BN AR (1992—) bRt MR KA B st A, FENE AT RSB RRE T,
BISEE P W (1981—) , LRI L R A 2APEN , EENFEZ I AN TR SE . E-mail; wanyanxiaoru@ buaa.edu.cn
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PSP R B EEG H i AT €
A1 GUIG T 67 242 B F T DU it SA (Y AFF 5T 85
NAR, —TCERM EEG W& SA BWF5E4s th 7E%S
X MR BRAT: 55 v 0 0 S RGN o 3 B s
5L SA fAER RS £ BT IR 2 i L 48 A
Xt SA AU A Rt — AT

h TR il I 877 K ) SA AR AR AL,
JEFHIZAESS 2T SA MBURAEITEIR, ABF5E
5L T 24 ZWEASE N 3 TR Safer 19 SE86 AT 55, OF:
IE% T G0N SAGAT 77 % | E WL & | AR 2y F i
HLEE DL b SA 284k, E— 2P AT T 2N 4
FRZ I Pearson AH G 0 B, LA it 4 A8 X #2246
JEHR T AT BRI SA BUS A IR Zh A FEL AR A

1 7 &

1.1 # ik

FRSET 24 ZBAFEITE 21 3] 24 ¥ (M=23.29 %,
SD=0.81 %) Wik, A gl A s 2 i K
KA 2 BEE R R A, Tl o s T2 ¥ A
KPR AR &, TESE 200, T 2 5 548
A RS2 10 A R P 2 8 P T A TR R E
JIT A Bl B AR B4, A R ) 38 I
JIIEH, SEHTT 24 h BORGUE L HEIR (28 h) .
1.2 Xig& 5

HFZ @ AT 5588 B/ (multi attribute task
battery, MATB) II #5# T BV &, JF7E — 3k 22 9%
T Lenovo 1.2240pwD i /R B (1 680x1 050 {53
SRR R, %A L LA RRAR B T, H
AHEC 2R T Z BRI, AR &
AT T HHTE X, IS 4 e E  EEE ST 0%
R IX 3} (area of interest, AOL) , WA 1 7R,

4 ¥

.

i

Bl 1 MATB I 7% BLim b 4% AT 55 %l 43

WoRFHZE U7 R G AR 55 (1 AOT
1), EJ5 R IXHYE TS5 (K 1 AOL 2) , 47 7Ry
3 {7 WEAT 45 (P 1 AOL 3) FIR 7 ge X (&l 1 AOI
4) R IR EAE 55, & AT 55 1Y 5 BUWUT FE 3
B [H] 3 5 AT YR AR IC 18 eXtensible Markup
Language ( XML) Zm F2 508, 7E4E 55 o A,
MATB Il 7= S R SE R 1 014758 18 %K, R IAE
F A 38 7 S5 4 T v
1.3 gt

SR BN B, B A8 5 Al S KCF
A4 3 IR ARG g 54 K P (AR B A ) L o i
Fy G K- (A ) A ik i KSE (R B ) o
X3 ol i 3 B A SR T T 5 WU~ A9 57 2880y 2
IR0, TE AT 55 B B, A B A Y 2 U RN
0.25%/min , 1 HUGF Y L B Hy 3 IR/ min, 5 B4
AL BUIR T 6 R/ ming, F3 8k, BRI ) 6 AT 55
H & AT 55 BB BCE A R Y

PRI A 65 SR AN 20 L e b . R 56
= FRL S A K JRAT 55 1 137 78 %X ( national aeronautics
and space administration task load Index, NASA-TLX)
AN 3D-SART 253 1] %8 o8 e i 14 i 3 B4 ( 53
fEVEFE < 1~100) 27 5 SA (S 0~ 14) 7 4T
FAIEA

155 Bl AR ARG 4 A4 55 09 SN v [A]
(response time, RT) 1 IE#f°% (accuracy, AC) , F 3
1B ERTE S B9 €T 22 (flight deviation, FD) , 4155 %t
BB MATB 15 /5 6 A 3hidsk, RT BiZ¥
1155 A H TR B SO - 4 R ] AC
LA S5 v i T A e 7 KR S BB
o, FDdEdiHA DAR R O BT Ay oL s B 245 AR
fRZESC 80, ffFH SAGAT J5 ¥ % WL &t 4% 1A 1Y SA
HKOF e SAGAT 1343, BIXT SA PR 45 ) 8
R VAONER g

>R Tobbi Pro X3-120 & 4t R 4 9 1Y IR 20 £k
i IR 5 RURhR k58 IMURHE , RAER 120 Hz,
R Sh &5 7% FH tobbi studio 3.4.5 BAF#E47 , 18 5%
AR RIR S 3 ANFEAR TR AU R
() HT NNT, 3 R 3 hy 7 Fsf 18] P A L B
TR A5 B R ) F8 1) 2 7] — AOT A9 v 4L AS Bt [i] DA &%
FETF]— AOT _I- A [m] :  =Z [] (e Bsf [r) 100 A3
R4 B B[R] Sz e 1 R 3 DO Ml N B3 1Y) o
PR, AR GE 5805 20 B IR sl T I B , 4
JEPE B AR AY , FROA NNL, A bR B 1 TR
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BORREE) SR ASTEF T H AT,

¥ Neuroscan Neuamps R4 32 mIE R EC
% BEG ¥t F, FT,,T,, TP, T,;FP,,F, FC,,C,,
cp,,P,,0,;F, FC,,C, CP, P, 0,;FP, F, FC,,
C,,CP,,P,,0,:F, FT, T, TP, Ts. Wi R
Ag/Agel 05 i 0~200 Hz, REEZR A1 000 Hz,
HL R AOBH AR 35 7E 5 kQ LAT . GND BB e,
FeFL R AVERTEL S A s L AUKF IR
ML, S5, EEG (55 F B 5 % B 2k 1 XU 7L 28 e A
(-1 . 4§ ] MATLAB R2014a eeglab14_1_1b T.
HAAA T 0T, R SN AL i TS % |
1~30 Hz 7B g, oE— 234700 s o4 #r , 9t
KA ADJUSTL.1.1 T HA ATl 255k, 4% EEG
Bl Bl o3 BT AT PO B AR e P R T 6
AR RR] 4> :6(1~4 Hz) ,0(4~8 Hz) ,a, (8~
10 Hz) ,a,(10~13 Hz) ,B,(13~18 Hz) LI}z B,( 18 ~
30 Hz) . foff FH 3 oo A48 A A 1) D S AR o0 o 1)
R D) 2 DB B R R B 5 (v ) A
T, T FEL R A A T AN [ 0 BE 1) 446 XoF Ty 3 RURH X Ty
R PRSP U (slow wave/fast wave, SW/FW)
FEXF T 23 Ay 1% I8 BE kG L B 20 6 ) 6 ) % ) L
i, Horp Bk 6 AN FIIR L X U R 2 f, LA
a, o, B, B, WEAE NP, 0 W /R R0k, T o
ZA> SW/FW, ALk 0 4 4~ SW/FW .0/« ,6/
a,,0/8, M 6/8,,
14 XEEEERE

FERRAIG S AT AT 55 b, Bl 2 W # MATB
11 7T b S (8 AT 55 BARAS , FF R AT BE i ELiR
T b 3 BB B A AR A I O B AT 55 A
AT BARERAEZOR T . RGN (AOL
1) T B B R W 4 S 220 BE A G 48 AT
B CYIEENE IR s T, BUbRR ST A N 2
PRI B o IBEAESS (AOL 2) 2 I —4EREPLIY
B AAME B BRAT 55 o Bl i R WA X TR ATR
A, M ATRE R F AR5 A she , ZoR s A2
[ EEEA T ], SR 5 BN CATHEAT BN RATaR R 4F
TESAERY AT XS (P R EE TR XN ) o G
FEAT55 (AOI3) i, st o W s 140 20 8 v R He
SR A AF AT 55, ST 1038 {5 4T 55 & BB (FETH R
2 v 2 A ) 2 € i e Ml il 1) O B 2R ) | 4 R A
FEATTT R UEAT A N, AE BT R IS (AOL 4) v,
PO B 4 A FEEIMA I E (A, B,C M1 D),

LT P TEh 2 L B e B At P BB B A o X
(1R 2 A ]

STIALHE 2 BB 25T B BERIE S SE R B B
PR Gk~ B BEE 2 78 40 B )1 526 28 i ) o 45
IEASEE PR TR S8 3 O R K i g 17
TSI, — VR 7 B0 Ar S 56 29 FFSE 20 min, SEER AT
T o S s R 4 Bk 1k 19 AR 20 R e 5 B , T R
SAGAT J7 iR # ik 1Y SA 7K, BIFEAT 55 k47 B
PR 2R 4547 55 0 HLZ R R M4 26 T S AT 4518
BERy—2H SA [A)@l, SCH RS EIEFEZY°A 5 min,
PR AT 125 6 A~ SA [ (AR ) 512 PR A ]
K10 s) o £ KRil 3 g SE 8 2 ) R g IR S
NASA-TLX + % 1 3D-SART +# %, Jf 2 #F i Y4
E,

1.5 HESH

i3t 4r 4 i SPSS Statistics 23.0 (IBM, united
states) #E47, BT A Stk 36 K P39 = 0.05,
SR 1 19 5 22 538 CANOVA) F T 2 i )
Gt RS A B RN R R AR i SR
Mauchly’s test M X ERIE AR 5, SR id s 7 BB AR
%, N ] Greenhouse-Geisser XTERIE AL 112K 4L 1E H
., 5/ LSD 1k, R Pearson #H&
T5 A M HE bR 22 0] B AR S P 7K

2 LR

2.1 A GaTErgE l

Wit i 3 6747 (380, 76 NASA-TLX 1543 H &
BT SN (M, = 39.75, 8D, = 15.21; M, =
53.23,8D,=10.75;M,=65.30,5D,=9.37) , XH M
R, SD RFRUEZE T AR 1,2 F1 3 43l s ik
faf P s R B g, BRI A ANOVA 43 B3
B B 3 67 A 1) 2800 S 3, T b 3R WA 67 e 1Y
NASA-TLX 7553t 2 0% T v 47 £ap A1 55 B0 £y, o 67 A
(1) NASA-TLX 1543 i A T fafar, ansk 1 frn,
HE—4 43I % NASA-TLX 5 £/ 6 4EFE (i )
TR R K B T TAESARL 8% ) A
JEO) HEATE M9 ANOVA , 45 5 % PR 7 17 f7 1)
TR W (p<0.05) . F)F beB b & BLER TAF
SRR RIS IS JR 14 A 0 i 0 7o 67067 =2 ) S (g 5, HG
AR Z A 5% (p<0.05) o %4 RAR b b S 45
ARSI 3 B g B A KT B S AR
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%1 NASA-TLX #1 3D-SART 2% ANOVA £ 8

H 5
M HE bR FAE P{H 7

k- (= -
NASA-TLX 843 F(2,46)=57.037  <0.001% 0713  <0.001 = <0.001 = <0.001 =
i 1k F(2,46)=78.015  <0.001* 0772  <0.001 = <0.001 * <0.001 =
(VIEESIN F(2,46)=12.705  <0.001 *  0.356 0.004 %  0.001%  0.012%

Fisf 1] % F(2,46)=23.687  <0.001 =* 0.507  <0.001 % <0.001*  <0.001
TS F(2,46)= 6.144 0.010 = 0.211 0.090 0.011 %  0.023 =
%% F(2,46)=44.128 <0.001 = 0.657 <0.001 = <0.001 % <0.001 =
IR F(2,46)=5.449 0.008 = 0.192 0.155 0.010%  0.033 =
3D-SART 843 F(2,46)=13.422  <0.001*  0.369 0.002%  0.001%  0.010*
HER R R F(2,46)=72.311 <0.001 = 0.792  <0.001 * <0.001 * <0.001 =

R PR A LN i F(2,46)= 4.764 0.024 = 0.200 0.049 %  0.023 = 0.217

TES AT F(2,46)=0.128 0.750 0.007 1.000 0.725 0.716

TE o 2R p<0.05; Horpr - s AR G Rl b ST ) 2L ) LA, 26l

22 ESSZFNE
Rifi 5 v 3 67 g 7K S FA 3G i, MATB 11 57 1 v e
DX AT Bl 38 B AT R AT 55 1 AC (%) 5 BB T

WY S RT (ms ) 2 B2 BTG A& 4 ansk 2
FioR,

R2 ESGENIERNFRAEER (HELREE)
B Eipuy i
FAESS Fatr —
iRy i g =5 g}
) AC/ % 100.00£0.00 88.40+16.62 90.45+8.10
RE WAL 5
RT/ms 4 585.0+2 000.9 4112.6+917.9 3 954.7+615.6
AC/% 100.00+0.00 99.65+1.70 97.57+4.06
FIBE AT RT/ms 1 725.0£641.5 1 850.7+426.7 2 229.9+448.0
FD 22.88+6.94 23.04 + 5.72 21.50 + 4.78
N AC/% 100.00£0.00 90.94+10.69 92.03+6.25
W5 WS
RT/ms 2773.7+1 797.8 2 659.0+1 291.2 3439.5+1 531.5
. AC/% 100.00£0.00 95.83+5.49 92.71+6.87
PR AT 55
RT/ms 2 669.6+879.9 2 407.4+533.2 2 531.1+466.1

Xt 3 iR A7 G KT AN R SO pn B T
) ANOVA 25 R IAXTT 4 Fp P51 AC,
i 73 4 ey ) SE ROV B i 2 (p<0.05) , 4n gk 3 s,

FHN AR T8 BRAE 55 B RT, I g S ) 32 R0 2
RFM (p<0.05) . HIG HEMLTRILE 3,
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T3 ESEMIEIRM ANOVA £ 8
B HE
FH% Ei=2 FA4 Pl 7’ — -
&-rf LiRt=" -1
AC/% F(2,46)=10.977 0.001 0.323 0.002 *  <0.001 * 0.417
REMRI S o F2A0)
RT/ms F(2,46)=1.908 0.176 0.077 0.239 0.126 0.354
AC/% F(2,46)=6.638 0.011 0.224 0.328 0.007 0.025 *
FohBEATS RT/ms F(2,46)=8.794 0.001 0.277 0.319 0.001 = 0.002 *
FD F(2,46)=0.536 0.588 0.023 0.936 0.461 0.057
. AC/% F(2,46)= 10.665 0.001 0.317  <0.001 * <0.001 * 0.693
WlE TS
RT/ms F(2,46)=2.858 0.068 0.111 0.769 0.143  <0.001 *
. AC/% F(2,46)=17.607 <0.001 0.434 0.001 *  <0.001*  0.013 *
VORI R 4 o F2A0)
RT/ms F(2,46)=1.660 0.201 0.067 0.132 0.407 0.159
2.3 SAGAT 71 3D-SART & (p < 0.05),
Bifi i 71 T far XS N, SAGAT 180 2 BLE % 2.4 ERZHUE

WAL (M, = 85.88,SD, = 8.67;M, = 79.86,
SD, = 8.48;M, = 65.97,SD, = 9.60) . fixi J1 1 faj %}
SAGAT 13534 B E W R, F(2,46) = 29.618,p <
0.001, n° = 0.563, = )543 Hr & B, 1K 7 A 19
SAGAT 1343 i E AL T i (p = 0.036) , Hh A ik
ER TR (p < 0.001),

Bt 0 7 6 fnf B9 38 , 76 3D-SART 1543 & B
TR (M, =7.92,8D, =2.45;M, =6.79,SD,
=1.47;M, =6.08,SD, =1.06) , HE&ZMEAANOVA
IyHTZE T, Ik S AT T 3D-SART 543 19 2350 .
F(p < 0.05), 1K 1 fiR, (KFMH 3D-SART 4
3302 VR T BT R AT, T B I T e A
fif o HE—25, 20 BI%F 3D-SART 4 3 MR (1 E %
TR e SR | T R 19 A 7 R I 17 B 1 S
FRIE) HEATE MR ANOVA 455 & Bl 2 YR
F14) 5 2R St R R B U (AL 1 o 1 SN A R X
X2 AN RE AT S LR R B T R B R R
FRAER 7 Ao A P 67 ey L AN (8 35 40, oA 4l i ¥ 8 2

W 2 fros B s 7 6 0 3G IR 3 i A0
WAR (M, = 139.84,8D, = 33.51;M, = 147.83,5D, =
21.96;M, = 142.18,SD, = 23.11) FIVE L5 B3 it )
(M, = 675.14,SD, = 164.65;M, = 715.27,SD, =
116.27;M, =714.12,5D, = 133.59) 2 5L B ScH J5 U
1% NNT 2 B i /D A8 a3 (M, = 0.598 3,
SD, = 0.082 5;M, = 0.578 9,SD, = 0.057 8 M, =
0.571 9,58D, = 0.053 9) , EE MK ANOVA £
I 3 7 A Xof 3 PR A5 B B )R NN £ 32 5850 35 2
(F(2,46) =4.109,p = 0.041,1° = 0.152; F(2,46) =
5.004,p = 0.016,1> = 0.179) , X HLA R 200 A
B (F(2,46)=1.995,p=0.148,m> =0.080) , #—
AR S HAE R B T RS B S [ o 67 ey
B ARG (p = 0.023) , A Il 5 35 m TR
faf (p = 0.059) , & B fap Al H B 7 2 (6] AR .38 (p >
0.05) ., T NNL4EHR, A iy NNL 2 25T b
i (p = 0.030) FIFE G (p = 0.016) , H i faf 7w 67t
faf Z [ 25 A RE(p > 0.05),

~ 8s50f 650
T,g & I
160F = :
Z - = - i
| o £ g
B 2 oo | = S50r
X 100; = Z
z -
40| 450 ? 450
Rffg PR A s R R s PR R
i Sy S 7K~ i) St 7K1 Jii Sy $ 7K~
a)  JEMIIR b) L A c) NNI

K2 WR3hfER
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2.5 fMENE

FE B L W 3 DNHRERGL(F,,C. FIP,)
T4 R s o3 A v B AR, B 3 H A T il vl
PEURFAE A 43 B 524 308 BB L AS [) 38 B %) i HhL 4
Br(8,8,a,,a,,8, B, BB YL X T ZE AR T
4 SW/FW, 73 S HEAT 3 ik 1 74 2K (67
fi | FP AR AR ST ) X3 TR S (F,, C, R P,)
MR Z M ) ANOVA , & Greenhouse-Geisser
JTEHATRCE

W 3a) 2 3c) i G HIEE B8 T 6 M
UL A AR TR 4 4> SW/FW (AR PSS
o B 3 i o £ g 2 0 B & I BOBAE AT T
IH—ARAb 3 I an &R 7 R B4 FE 0~ 1 Y DX [H] Y

OO BO S|
i00®®00 .

1000608
00000 ® |

HEFTARMEAL, FE 24 (5 3R T i e . UK R
S Y ANOVA % BUXF T L FG b, Fiki 7 671 g x H
W RS BRI R (p > 0.05) , Wiy fAfarxf
T o, X IR(F(2,46) = 7.452,p = 0.002,5° =
0.245) Ml 6/a,(F(2,46) = 8.171,p = 0.011,n> =
0.177) B TR0 3, AR b F 200 A B 3
(p > 0.05), XF o, HIXTH, F)5 AR K
fer i AR TAR AT (p = 0.012) FIrp i fi (p =
0.033) , I 71 far Al £ fif Z [B)AS S35 (p > 0.05)

XFTF 0/, $6H7 , FHI5 LB R IR R 1A 2 e TR R
fif (p = 0.016) , HAR M Sy S far A Z BN B3 (p >
0.05) .

§
i
H
é
N
i
]
i
]
H
i

XX

Bem

2SE
000
| —
2 5
%

00 0
@G

—
= = E .
[

a)  EXTThE b)  FHATHE c) gk el
Kl 3 EEG f8rffiiRthgs
2.6 tHEMEST FEPREAT A T, 25 SR LB NNL AL C, SR 6/

X4 & 48 5 AT Pearson AH 44T, LA
HEATAHR ERER o B SEHEAT SA 55 g fff O R AR
K, AR R, SAGAT #8435 NASA-TLX 75
SRR EERAR K (r =-0.446,p<0.001) . FHLAY
TR ) 5 ZALTE 3D-SART 1843 5 NASA-TLX 7543
A (r=-0.458,p<0.001) ,

SRIG ,IEAT SA MR A BRIS AR IR R, B F
SAGAT 73431 3D-SART 1343 7€ SA WAL 12
R ARG ) g, BEEGX 6 5 A B
PR Z 0053 I E AT A CPE A T, 45 2R & B SAGAT 7%
53 F1 3D-SART 15343 5 IR S48 bR (1AM 2 | 13 9045
FA AR FT NND) PIARFE (1r1<0.2) o BEAM ANHE &
T Y SAGAT 15435 NNI Z [] & Bl h 45 47
AR (r=-0.481,p=0.017) . SAGAT F543 5 i g, T
H(C,) 1Y o, XTI SEAHE (r=0.415,p<
0.001), 3D-SART 7§73 SHLH X 3 Mo (O,
0, F10,) 1 o, FHXTHIZAL S5 AHE (0.4<r<0.6,p<
0.001) ,

5, XTHR Bl A L AR PR T 1A e ST
SRR, FEA A G ) e T IR 48 bR 5 EEG

B, A (r=0.601,p<0.001) ., H4b, FEM AT
KLONNI SHiH X (F,, F,) MM X (FC,, FC,,
C,) W B, AR PRGN IE (171>0.600,p<0.05) .
FEAR A A R 47 A K SF R, NN 5 T X ( €5, €,
C,,CP, 1 P,) 1y 6/8, ¥ 3 IE A1 ¢ (r>0.600, p <
0.05)

3 i #

ARSI B E T 3 FPAS [ A ) 67 amg KOF, IE R
FH NASA-TLX #5345 B8 UE 71 7 £ fip S 50005 8 19 A 5K
P, GuiteEg R BB A ik ) 6 far i 38 i (e AR £
Tif R 674 B AT ), SAGAT 4543 Fl 3D-SART 45
B BT R W], 3D-SART 2 3R & SA il
PN EWEET SIS, SAGAT J5 kg
A RO WL I SA™) PRt A S ] i g 7 g
KR, SA Sl S i S —E RN AR R, X
— R IABAEE] 2.6 5 H NASA-TLX 180 51X i # 1Y
HEETAH RIS R, LIRS RS Lin, Heikoop
FNMIF IS E— 3T Sl ) i S SA Z
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(] 56 22 11 BRI N 108 0 B SC ., ST S
SRA DTG RAL I 78 /2 B, AN A 547 1 SA, B
AT 55 T SR N G DR N, S0 AR 22 IR Aty
K SA BIREAL, I, FEAS R 1 S ff K, BlE
10 73 AT I, SA 5T RRAIR

AN I BFFE R B, SA 19 2E BRKS I 45 AR Ak
AR AR, A IE i — 2 JF R T SA [
JERPEAE AR PR IR R . EARR LI SN, Wi ki )
7 BB, Ak A T AT A O A 00 R
SR AR B N TR) B4 186 0 L & NNI B B9 b . R
T LT R I S AR, BN A 1 4
ALY TS T R VR A TE RE G I, 33 4 i
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Study on Situation Awareness under Different Mental Workloads

FENG Chuanyan, WANYAN Xiaoru, LIU Shuang, CHEN Hao, ZHUANG Damin

(School of Aeronautic Science and Engineering, Beihang University, Beijing 100191, China)

Abstract; The aim of the present study was to examine the situation awareness (SA) changes under various mental
workloads and to explore the sensitive physiological indicators to SA under this circumstance. Twenty-four partici-
pants were recruited to perform tasks under three kinds of mental workload based on the Multi Attribute Task Batter-
y (MATB) 1II platform. Performance measures, situational awareness global assessment technology ( SAGAT),
three dimensions situation awareness rating technology (3D-SART), eye movement and electroencephalograph
(EEG) data were recorded. Results indicated that, the SAGAT scores and 3D-SART scores decreased significantly
with the increasing of mental workload. In addition, the two scores both have a medium negative relationship with
the National Aeronautics and Space Administration Task Load Index ( NASA-TLX) scores. The SAGAT scores have
a medium positive relationship with the high alpha relative power at C4 electrode site. What’ s more, The SAGAT
scores have a medium negative relationship with the Nearest Neighbor Index ( NNI) under high mental workload
condition. In conclusion, under different mental workload levels, (1) Mental workload has a medium negative rela-
tionship with SA. (2) NNI and high alpha relative power may be possible sensitive indicators to SA. The present
study can provide a reference for designing the display and control interface in cockpit and for optimization of man-

machine functional allocation.

Keywords: situation awareness; mental workload; SAGAT; NNI; high alpha relative power
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