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Results- Questionnaire survey
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Results- Questionnaire survey
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=> Participants N°25 and N°32 are eliminated from the analysis
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Results- Questionnaire survey

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/272427353 The Spatial Presence Experience Scale SPES



https://www.researchgate.net/publication/272427353_The_Spatial_Presence_Experience_Scale_SPES

Results- Questionnaire survey

Experience
assesment

Average score
Site 1 Site 2
Speed 2.67 2.80
% BS Control 2.67 2.7
% Environment 3.37 3.23
o representation
= Safety 3.83 3.87
- Comfortability 3.63 3.67
Perceived level of realism
(PLR) 3.23/5 3.25/5
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Results- Cumulative lateral position (CLP)

CLP (m) = fOL latpos(s)ds/L

https://tsr.international/ TSR/article/view/24595
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Conclusions
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