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Impact of viewing distance to task performance

Makio ISHIHARA  (Department of Computer Science and Engineering, Faculty of Engineering)
Yukio ISHIHARA (Organization for Research and Academic Information, Shimane University)

Abstract
This paper discusses VDT syndrome from the point of view of the viewing distance. This paper conducts a
pilot experiment to show an impact of viewing distance to task performance. In the experiment, two different
viewing distances of 50 cm and 350 cm are taken into consideration, and a simple mouse manipulation task of
Tapping test and a simple calculation task of Kraepelin test are employed. The result shows that the viewing

distance tends to affect accuracy of mouse manipulation and calculation tasks.

Keywords : Viewing distance, Physiological stress, Physical fatigue, Task performance, VDT syndrome.
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Fig. 1 Experiment settings.
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Fig. 2 PRO (Top) and PC (Bottom) conditions.
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Fig. 3 Tapping (Left) and Kraepelin (Right) tasks.
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Fig. 8 Correct answers and the total number of answers.
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