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Foreword: “The Journal for Physical Al Drones’
Chairman of the Technical Journal Editorial Committee
Japan UAS Industrial Development Association (JUIDA)

Executive Director Kakuya Iwata

The year 2026 has commenced. We extend our sincere New Year’s greetings.
The Technical Journal of Advanced Mobility (TJAM), published by the Japan UAS ‘ 5?
Industrial Development Association (JUIDA), is an online technical information magazine
established to provide industry stakeholders with technical information beneficial to the advancement of the
drone industry. The number of papers published continues to increase year by year. While the Technical
Journal continues to evolve annually, last year (2025) saw new patterns emerge. For instance, authors first
published a Letter before formally resubmitting it into a full paper, and some utilized the new system allowing
simultaneous publication in both English and Japanese (native language) editions. Moving forward, we aim to
develop the journal into one accessible to drone and air mobility professionals worldwide. As part of this
effort, from 2026, the opening statement will also be available in English. We would be delighted if TJAM
continues to be utilized by readers around the world.

Regarding global engagement, the poster session at Japan Drone, which sees lively participation from many
countries each year, has been scheduled for 2026. We will again provide a presentation corner and look
forward to participation from laboratories with young researchers and students. Furthermore, the Japan
Drone poster session offers a valuable opportunity for author visits based on academic papers, so we are
considering ways to encourage authors to gather there again this year. As authors of this journal span diverse
fields including industry and academia, TJAM also serves as an ecosystem promoting information exchange
and sharing across industry, government, and academia. This role extends globally beyond national borders,
so we actively encourage submissions from overseas.

The year 2026 is viewed as a pivotal moment of significant global transformation. It is truly a year of
boundless imagination, confronting and challenging advanced aerial technologies such as the highly
automated beyond visual line of sight (BVLOS) flights under FAA Part 108 regulations. From micro-drones
inspecting sewer pipes to drone shows involving thousands flying simultaneously, and even massive HAPS-
type space optical communication 6G drones floating in the stratosphere, unmanned aerial vehicle and air
mobility technologies are diversifying. TJAM will contribute to the development and information sharing of

these diverse new technologies. We look forward to your continued support this year.
January 2026

Kakuya Iwata

Senior Principal Researcher, National Institute of Advanced Industrial Science and Technology (AIST). Joined the Electronics and
Telecommunications Research Institute, Agency of Industrial Science and Technology, Ministry of International Trade and Industry (MITI) in
1998. Recipient of the 16th Electronic Materials Symposium EMS Award. Recipient of the 12th Applied Physics Society Presentation
Encouragement Award. His work spans from blue LED development and semiconductor production equipment development to industrial flying
robot development. Received the 2007 Japan Society of Mechanical Engineers Transportation and Logistics Division Outstanding Presentation
Award. Engaged in robot policy at the Industrial Machinery Division, Manufacturing Industries Bureau, Ministry of Economy, Trade and
Industry in 2008. Launched the unmanned aircraft development for the “NIIGATA SKY PROJECT” in 2009, establishing JUIDA in 2014.
Served as an ISO TC20/SC16 (Unmanned Aircraft Systems) expert since 2018. Received the Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry
Industrial Standardization Project Award in 2022 and the Excellent Presentation Award at the 52nd Annual Conference Research Presentation

Session of the Japan Society for Quality Control in 2022.
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Understanding gas concentration distributions near the ground is important for disaster prevention and
safety management. In this study, as part of expanding drone applications, we tried to develop the CO, gas
sensing method using formation flight with four drones. By flow simulation, we confirmed the gas updraft
flow not only velocity but also concentration distribution generated by the drones. It was confirmed that the
updraft flow velocity around the sensor was 2 m/s at the height of 0.3 m, and the concentration ratio was
between 0.95 and 0.99, respectively. Then, to stable the formation flight with four drones, a rope was used
between the connecting rod and the drone. Then, the CO, sensing experiment using this approach was
conducted. The average concentration values of 4,290 and 4,710 ppm of three experiments were measured
at the heights of 0.5 m and 0.3 m, respectively. Moreover, we tried to predict the concentration at the CO,
source using the steady-state one-dimensional convection-diffusion equation. It was found that the predicted
concentration of 4,772 ppm at the CO, source was in between 4,700 and 4,800 ppm measured by sensor.

Finally, the effectiveness of prediction was confirmed.

Keywords: Drone, Formation flight, Flow simulation, Gas sensing, Convection, Diffusion, Prediction

1. Introduction

There is a wide range of possible applications for drones, such as for infrastructure inspection, agriculture,
logistics, photography, disaster prevention, and gas sensing. In dangerous site inspection, their ability to quickly
collect information in hazardous areas where human entry is dangerous has become increasingly important.
The poisonous hydrogen sulfide (H,S) gas and high concentration CO, gas, being heavier than air, tend to
accumulate near the ground in underground or enclosed spaces, potentially causing delayed responses, oxygen
deficiency, or poisoning. Understanding gas concentration distributions in such environments is important for
disaster prevention and safety management. In recent years, papers have been published on the use of drones
for gas sensing tasks. Li, et al. [1] reported the air quality monitoring, and Motlagh, et al. [2] reported the air
pollution monitoring using a drone in flight, respectively. On the other hand, Neumann, et al. [3] reported results
of gas source localization experiments using a drone equipped with several different types of gas sensors by
applying a particle filter-based algorithm to the sensor data collected in flight. Successful gas source localization
demonstrations were also reported for a drone equipped with a laser-based remote methane detector [4].
Despite these successful examples, there is a problem using drone for gas sensing tasks. The rotors of a drone
produce a strong downwash to obtain the lift force. Most gas sensors show a response only when a gaseous
chemical substance touches the sensor surface. The gas contained in the surrounding air needs to be transported
to the sensor surface by convection and diffusion. When a drone flies, the downwash generated by rotors blows
off the gas near the ground. This problem has been raised even in early work on gas sensing drones [5]. To

solve the above problem, Sato, et al. [6] proposed the gas sensing method by using the fountain flow [7]
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generated by the two drones connected by a rod. In their paper, the flow velocity distribution by numerical
simulation and the experimental results with air were also reported. Moreover, Akaogi, et al. [8] proposed the
gas sensing method by using the fountain flow generated by the extended arm quad type drone. In their paper,
their experimental results with ethanol gas were also reported.

In the above previous studies, there are still some issues as follows. First, the gas updraft flow velocity distribution
generated by the drones is shown using flow simulation, but the gas concentration distribution is not shown.
Second, the formation flight equipped with the gas sensor is unstable in case of direct connection between rods
and each drone. Third, there was no prediction of CO, concentration at the source based on the sensing point.

Therefore, in this study, we assumed the application example of CO, sensing with heavier than air and larger
amount at the underground parking lot as shown in Fig.1. First, flow simulation was conducted to visualize the
gas updraft flow not only flow velocity but also concentration distribution generated by the drones as detailed in
Chapter 2. Second, the formation flight equipped with the gas sensor is unstable in case of direct connection
between rods and each drone. Therefore, a rope was used between the connecting rod and the drone, instead of
connecting the rod directly to the drone. With this approach, the individual differences of drone position and
height were compensated for by the rope, and the formation flight with four drones were stably continued as
detailed in Chapters 3 and 4. Third, we conducted CO, sensing experiments using formation flight with four
drones and predicted CO, concentration at the source from the sensing points using the one-dimensional

convection-diffusion equation as detailed in Chapters 5, 6, and 7.

CO: canister

CO:

Fig.1 Application example of CO, sensing at the underground parking lot.

2. Flow simulation

To visualize the gas updraft flow not only flow velocity but also concentration distribution generated with the
drones, flow simulation was conducted using the software Flowsquare "[9-11]. The gas concentration transport
equation is also solved with the momentum transport equation in Flowsquare ", and the application example
papers have been published [12,13]. Figure 2 shows the flow simulation domain and boundary conditions of
flow simulation around two drones. Parameters Ix, ly, Iz, nx, ny, and nz represent Length in X, y, z direction,
number of grids in X, y, and z direction, respectively. Table 1 is specification of parameters using the boundary
conditions of flow simulation. Here, the domain in the z direction was thinned to perform quasi-two-dimensional
simulation. Parameters W,, P,, and H, represent the width of drone, the diameter of drone propeller, and
hovering height, respectively. Flow simulation conducted both one drone and two drones. In case of two drones,
L represents the distance between drones as shown in Fig.2. Parameters VinG and VinR are the inflow velocity
at the top of drone propeller (Boundary color: Green) and the outflow velocity at the bottom of drone propeller

(Boundary color: Red) measured with a Pitot tube and set to 8 m/s as the velocity boundary condition of drone
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1. Similar boundary conditions were also set for drone 2. Parameters W,, H,, and D, represent the width of
sensor housing, installation height of sensor housing, and thickness of sensor housing, respectively. Here, the

sensor housing was set only in case of simulation for two drones.

y 2.5
ly % 2.0
L <
Dronel Drone2 2 1.5
Vm% ¥ Sensor ?:AL)/ g 1.0
W, 5% E
_ E2E 2 D, Fe “ 05
VinR | H, \,g.§\ Monitoring point 00 1 1 1
Iz} 1D, X 0 20,000 40,000 60,000
z Ground ~ Gassource  Ground Ix Step
Fig.2 Flow simulation domain and boundary conditions. Fig.3 Flow velocity convergence at the
monitoring point.
Table 1 Specification of parameters using the boundary conditions of flow simulation.
) Input data
No Parameters Explanation of parameters
One drone Two drones
1 Ix Length in x direction (m) 2.5 2.5
2 ly Length in y direction (m) 1.0 1.0
3 Iz Length in z direction (m) 0.05 0.05
4 nx Number of grids in x direction 250 250
5 ny Number of grids in y direction 100 100
6 nz Number of grids in z direction 5 5
7 w, Width of drone (m) 0.20 0.20
8 P, Diameter of drone propeller (m) 0.08 0.08
9 H, Hovering height (m) 0.4 0.4
10 L Distance between drones (m) - 1.5
11 VinG Inflow velocity at the top of drone propeller (Boundary color: Green) -8.0 -8.0
12 VinR Outflow velocity at the bottom of drone propeller (Boundary color: Red) -8.0 -8.0
13 W, Width of sensor housing (m) - 0.2
14 H, Installation height of sensor housing (m) - 0.3
15 D, Thickness of sensor housing (m) - 0.05
16 D, Thickness of gas ejection source (m) - 0.05
17 V, Gas ejection velocity (m/s) 0.1 0.1
18 C, Gas concentration ratio 1.0 1.0
19 mu Air viscosity coefficient (Pa-s) 1.8x10° 1.8x10°
20 C, Coefficient of Smagorinsky turbulence model 0.17 0.17
21 ofl Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy number 0.01 0.01

Parameters D,, V,, and C, represent the thickness of gas ejection source, gas ejection velocity, and gas
concentration ratio, respectively. Last parameters mu, C,, and ¢fl represent air viscosity coefficient, the coefficient
of Smagorinsky turbulence model [14,15], and Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy number, respectively. For stable flow
simulation, the Courant number (CFL) number for the explicit method was set to a small value of 0.01. Figure 3
shows the state of flow velocity convergence at the monitoring point near the sensor in Fig.2. It was confirmed

that the flow velocity at the monitoring point converged to approximately 2.0 m/s after 63,000 simulation steps.
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Sensor
Horizontal flow Updraft flow

[ b [ m
0 Velocity (m/s) 12 0 Velocity (m/s) 12
(a) Flow velocity distribution (a) Flow velocity distribution

Gas source

. | |
0 Concentration rat-io 1 0 Concentration ratio *
(b) Concentration distribution (b) Concentration distribution
Fig.4 Flow simulation results in case of one drone. Fig.5 Flow simulation results in case of two drones.

Figure 4 shows the flow simulation results in case of one drone. Figures 4(a) and 4(b) are the flow velocity
and concentration distribution, respectively. The downwash flow generated by the drone spread out as the
horizontal flow along the ground after reaching the ground as shown in Fig.4(a). Therefore, it has been
confirmed that the concentration distribution from the gas source became horizontally as shown in Fig.4(b).
Here, the concentration distribution is expressed as the normalized concentration ratio and ranges from 0 to 1.

Figure 5 shows the flow simulation results in case of two drones. Figures 5(a) and 5(b) are the flow velocity
and concentration distribution, respectively. The downwash flow generated by two drones rolled up as the
updraft flow after reaching the ground. Therefore, it has been confirmed that the concentration from the gas
source became updraft flow and reached the sensor shown in Fig.5(b). Moreover, it was confirmed that the

concentration ratio around the sensor was between 0.95 and 0.99.

3. CO, gas sensor

For the formation flight with four drones, the requirements of CO, gas sensor are lightweight (100 g or less)
and wireless communication function. As a sensor with satisfying the above requirements, we selected the
RICOH EH CO, sensor D101 [16] as shown in Fig.6. Figures 6(a) and 6(b) show the surface side with wireless
communication using the solar panel and the protective housing, and reverse side with four intake ports (No.1-
4) and two exhaust ports (No.5,6). Figure 6(c) shows the inner configuration using NDIR (Non Dispersive
IfraRed)-type. The CO, concentration was calculated from Eq. (1).

1 -
T:E:eeCd (1)

where T, I, I, ¢, C, and d represent transmittance, intensity of transmitted light, intensity of incident light,

absorbance, CO, concentration, and optical path length, respectively.
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Fig.6 Schematic of CO, sensor module and inner configuration.

4. Design of formation flight configuration

Figure 7 shows a schematic of formation flight configuration with four drones and the control method. The
drone used was a Tello EDU with specifications listed in Table 2. The four drones were simultaneously controlled
by a single personal computer using Python program. A rope was used between the connecting rod and the drone
with a spacing of 1.3 m, instead of connecting the rod directly to the drone [17,18] as shown in Fig.7. With this
approach, the individual differences of drone position and height were compensated for by the rope, and the
formation flight with four drones were stably continued. The CO, sensor was suspended at the center of a four-
drone square formation and the concentration data were sampled at 10 second intervals in the tablet computer by
wireless communication function.as shown in Fig.7. The payload of a Tello EUD is 30 g as shown in Table 2.
Therefore, the total payload of the formation flight with four drones becomes 120 g, and the total components
weight was 111 g less than the required 120 g with the weight breakdown of components listed in Table 3.

Single personal Tablet
computer computer

python 3 )

/]

. -
Connecting rod N Protective sponge

Fig.7 Schematic of formation flight configuration with four drones and the control method.

Table 2 Specifications of a drone. Table 3 Weight breakdown of components.
Drone Tello EDU Component Number Weight [g]
Payload of a drone (g) 30 Connecting rod 4 16
Weight (g) 87 Protective sponge 1 1
Maximum flight time (min) 13 CO, sensor 1 90
Number of formation flights 4 Rope 4 4
Total weight (g) - 111 <120

5. CO, gas sensing experiment at the fixed position

Figure 8 shows a schematic of CO, sensing experiment at the fixed position. The CO, gas was generated by
placing 400 g of dry ice in 300 g of water (mass ratio 4:3) into a plastic container with the size of 220 X 170 X 50 mm
as the CO, gas source. The CO, gas source concentration was measured to be between 2,200 and 2,300 ppm by
sensor. The four-drone formation hovered so that the height of CO, sensor kept 0.3 m, and the plastic container

of CO, gas source was in at 5 seconds and out at 90 seconds under the four-drone formation as shown in Fig.8.
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The initial indoor concentration was approximately 1,000 ppm. Figure 9 shows the sensing results of CO,
concentration for 160 seconds. When the four-drone formation was fixed in hovering mode directly above the
dry ice source at a height of 0.3 m. In 5 seconds, the plastic container of CO, gas source was in under the four-
drone formation. In 55 seconds, the maximum concentration of 2,100 ppm was observed corresponding to an
increase of approximately 1,100 ppm over the background concentration. Moreover, in 90 seconds, the plastic
container of CO, gas source was out, and in 160 seconds, CO, concentration returned to initial value as shown in
Fig.9.

2500
£ 2000
RS
c
S 1500 | o .K
Undraft g Dry ice in Dry ice out
Updraft para c
flow oS flow § 1000 [ ----mmoy e p e
Dry ice 8
with water o) 500 Room CO_2
o Couree o concentration
SN
_ omm | 2,20%;3,300 0 ‘ ‘ ‘
Container In_out 05 40 g0 90 120 160
at 5 seconds ’ at 90 seconds Time (s)
Fig.8 Schematic of CO, sensing experiment Fig.9 Sensing results of CO, concentration.
at the fixed position.

6. CO, gas sensing experiment with the horizontal flight

Figure 10 shows a schematic of CO, sensing experiment with the horizontal flight. The CO, gas was generated
by placing 1,600 g of dry ice in 1,200 g of water (mass ratio 4:3) into four plastic containers with the size of
220 % 170 x 50 mm as the CO, gas source. The CO, gas source concentration was measured to be between 4,700

and 4,800 ppm by sensor as shown in Fig.10.

Rope

Updraft Updraft
flow flow

Dry ice Coource Dry ice
with water with water

4,700~4,800 ppm

Fig.10 Schematic of experiment with the horizontal flight.

The experiment was conducted three times, and the amount of dry ice decreased over time. Therefore, dry
ice was added as needed to ensure the concentration was within the range of 4,700 to 4,800 ppm before the
experiment was conducted. Additionally, experiments were conducted at two heights of 0.3 m and 0.5 m. By
using Python-based automatic flight control, a flight sequence consisting of takeoff, horizontal movement,

hovering for 10 seconds above the CO, source, retreat, and landing. The influence of horizontal movement on
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the updraft flow behavior of the formation was evaluated.

Figure 11 shows photographs of CO, sensing experiment with the horizontal flight. Figure 11(a) shows flight
at the height of 0.5 m, and Figure 11(b) shows flight at the height of 0.3 m. Figure 12 shows sensing results of
the CO, concentration Figure 12(a) shows the CO, concentration at the height of 0.5 m, and it was confirmed
that the concentration increased to a maximum of 4,230 ppm. Figure 12(b) shows the CO, concentration at the
height of 0.3 m, and it was confirmed that the concentration increased to a maximum of 4,673 ppm. Additionally,

the prediction of CO, concentration at the source based on the two sensing points is conducted in next Chapter 7.

DRSS Drone

Rope\

CO: sensor

CO: sensor

i

Connecting rod =

. Connecting rod
pryjice Dry ice
with water

Container Container with water
7 0.5m

(a) Flight at the height of 0.5 m (b) Flight at the height of 0.3 m

Fig.11 Photographs of CO, sensing experiment with the horizontal flight at the hovering for 10
seconds.
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Ea| S 3000 T Room CO,
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© Room CO, O concentration
Vs concentration
2000 ‘ w ‘ 2000 ‘ ‘ ‘
0 20 40 60 0 20 40 60
Time (s) Time (s)
(a) Flight at the height of 0.5 m (b) Flight at the height of 0.3 m

Fig.12 Sensing results of CO, concentration.

7. Prediction of CO, concentration at the source
To predict CO, concentration at the source based on the two sensing points at the heights of 0.5 m and 0.3 m,

the steady-state one-dimensional convection-diffusion equation [19] is used as shown in Eq. (2).
u— = Dt — )

where C, u, z, and D, represent concentration, velocity, vertical coordinates, and turbulent diffusion coefficient,

respectively. Equation (2) has the exact solution with the boundary condition: C=C,at z=0, C=C, at z=H as
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shown in Eq. (3).

peZ
e F1 &)

C(z) = Cy +W(CH—C0)

Here, Pe is Peclet number defined as Eq. (4) using turbulent diffusion coefficient D..

uH
Pe = N @
Table 4 shows the values for calculation of Peclet number Pe, we used CO, molecular diffusion coefficient
D, =1.64x10° m*/s [20], and ratio of turbulent to molecular diffusion coefficient D./D,= 10" (Average of 10°-

10°) [21].

Table 4 Values for calculation of Peclet number Pe.

CO,molecular diffusion Ratio of turbulent to molecular
coefficient [20] diffusion coefficient [21] Velocity Height
D, (m%/s) D./D, u (m/s) H (m)
1.64x10° 10* (Average of 10° - 10°) 2.0 0.5

Table 5 shows the predicted result of concentration at the CO, source. The average concentration values of
4,290 and 4,710 ppm of three experiments (N =3) were used at the heights of 0.5 m and 0.3 m, respectively. By
substituting these average concentrations into Egs. (3) and (4), the concentration at the CO, source was
predicted as 4,772 ppm. Additionally, it was found that the predicted concentration of 4,772 ppm at the CO,
source was in between 4,700 and 4,800 ppm measured by sensor as shown in Fig.12. Finally, the effectiveness of

prediction was confirmed.

Table 5 Predicted result of concentration at the CO, source in case of horizontal fight experiment (Fig.12).

Height (m) Concentration (ppm) Method
0.5 4,290 Experimental average N=3
0.3 4,710 Experimental average N=3
0.0 (CO, source) 4,772 Using Eqgs. (3) and (4)

8. Discussion

It is necessary for gas sensing using drones to consider the drone down’s wash flow. Therefore, there are four
categories based on the amount of gas generation and the specific gravity relative to air. First category is the gas
lighter than air and small amount. Second category is the gas lighter than air and large amount. Third category
is the gas heavier than air and small amount. Fourth category is the gas heavier than air and large amount.
Here, the determination whether to the large or small amount is based on the following criteria, that is, the large
amount is defined as that the stable gas supply is larger than the blowing away by the drone's downwash.

This study belongs to fourth category, and we need to generate the updraft flow for sensing the gas heavier
than air and large amount. In contrast, in case of first and third categories, the sensor must be suspended using
a sufficiently long rope to avoid the influence of the flying drone’s downwash. Additionally, in case of second

category, the regular drone equipped with sensor can land on the gas source and sense the gas because the gas
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is lighter than air and large amount. To conduct the study in the above categories, it is necessary to solve the
distance reached by the drone’s downwash using flow simulation. We have already conducted the above study

and plan to report in next paper.

9. Conclusion

In this study, as part of expanding drone applications, we tried to develop the CO, gas sensing method using
formation flight with four drones. Flow simulation of the gas updraft flow, the construction of formation flight,
CO, sensing experiments, and prediction of CO, concentration at the source were conducted. The following

conclusions were obtained.

(1) By flow simulation, we confirmed the gas updraft flow not only velocity but also concentration distribution
generated by the drones. It was confirmed that the updraft flow velocity around the sensor was 2 m/s at the
height of 0.3 m, and the concentration ratio was between 0.95 and 0.99, respectively.

(2) A rope was used between the connecting rod and the drone, instead of connecting the rod directly to the
drone. With this approach, the individual differences of drone position and height were compensated for by
the rope, and the formation flight with four drones were stably continued. Then, the CO, sensing experiment
using this approach was conducted. The average concentration values of 4,290 and 4,710 ppm of three
experiments were measured at the heights of 0.5 m and 0.3 m, respectively.

(3) Moreover, prediction of the concentration at the CO, source was conducted using the steady-state one-
dimensional convection-diffusion equation. It was found that the predicted concentration of 4,772 ppm at the
CO, source was in between 4,700 and 4,800 ppm measured by sensor. Finally, the effectiveness of prediction

was confirmed.
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To promote UAM adoption in society, it is necessary to accurately assess the impact of UAM flights
on people’s unconscious sensibilities. However, flying UAMs to measure these unconscious
sensibilities incurs high costs. Therefore, instead of flying actual UAMs, it is conceivable to measure
the unconscious sensibilities when people view CG of flying UAMs. The issue here is the potential

discrepancy in the sensibilities people experience when exposed to real versus CG UAM flights.
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Previous studies attempted to evaluate this sensitivity discrepancy by using a small drone instead
of UAMs. However, they could perform little statistical analysis due to the small sample size. This
study gathered a larger number of participants than previous research and measured the sensitivity
responses elicited by the flight of real and CG drones. Statistical hypothesis testing was then
performed, and discrepancies were detected in two sensitivity indices. Furthermore, for the other
sensitivity indices where no discrepancy was detected, the sample size required to detect a

discrepancy was estimated.

Keywords: discrepancy, EEG measurement, statistical hypothesis testing, social acceptance,

urban air mobility

1. Introduction

Drones are becoming increasingly prevalent, with industrial drones being utilized in the logistics sector
and “urban air mobility (UAM)” expected to be implemented as a next-generation transportation
infrastructure. For example, Japan aims to further expand the commercial use of UAM in the late 2020s
[1]. Although extensive research and development efforts have been devoted to ensure the safety and
performance of these vehicles, relatively little attention has been paid to the issue of social acceptance
associated to UAMSs. In general, social acceptance is often discussed in terms of technical, institutional, and
market-related factors [2]; however, in this study, this term refers specifically to psychological aspects,
such as the extent to which citizens can tolerate psychological discomfort due to noise and visual
oppression. In the past, insufficient consideration of social acceptance led to public opposition movements
following the construction of airports and high-speed rail lines. Therefore, this historical lesson should be
carefully considered. To the best of our knowledge, there are no established evaluation criteria for
assessing social acceptance. Therefore, facilitating the smooth market introduction of UAM requires
establishing an objective evaluation method for social acceptance, defining acceptance criteria and
incorporating them into the development process. Hara et al. attempted to objectively evaluate social
acceptance by using a simplified EEG-based analyzer, Kansei analyzer, to measure stress levels [3].

A psychosocial survey on noise conducted by Yamauchi et al. indicated that tolerance to stress may vary
depending on the purpose of mobility and the stakeholders involved, even if the same type of mobility is
considered [4]. In addition, prior studies have attempted to incorporate the subjective stress caused by
drone noise into the formulation of operational conditions for drone flights [5]. However, simply setting a
uniform noise level and developing technology to meet this threshold does not necessarily improve social
acceptance among citizens and users. Therefore, acceptable noise levels for each specific use case and
stakeholder group should be explored. To date, such studies have not been sufficiently conducted [6]. To
address this gap, Takahara et al. conducted a benefit-effect assessment experiment using scenario-based
methods to clarify the acceptable noise levels for each specific use case [7]. The results suggested that in
scenarios involving high social significance, such as emergency medical services, the acceptable noise
level may be higher than that for more routine uses such as commuting. However, the reliability of the
obtained data was insufficient, highlighting the need to improve the experimental environment and
investigate the factors contributing to stress. Furthermore, even if the participants can sufficiently imagine
the scenarios presented, the discrepancy between the real UAM and computer graphics (CG) used in the
experiment cannot be overlooked, making it essential to refine the experimental environment and reduce
the discrepancies between real UAM and CG representations.

In this study, conducting experiments using an actual UAM was impractical; therefore, drones were
used as substitutes to examine the relevant issues. Specifically, the Kansei analyzer was employed to



14 EE R, R N, EooRHEE wa R R T K i

evaluate the discrepancy in sensitivity between actual and CG drones. The Kansei analyzer estimates
five emotional indices (interest, like, concentration, stress, and calmness) based on characteristic EEG
features, which have been empirically associated with physiological and emotional states in previous
studies [8, 9, 10]. The advantage of this analyzer over the questionnaire approach is the ability to
measure unconscious emotions in real time quantitatively. Quantitative evaluation of the sensitivity
discrepancy aids in creating CG that minimizes such discrepancies. Another application of quantified
discrepancy is correcting the sensitivity values obtained from CG using the discrepancy values to
predict the sensitivity values produced by the actual drone.

Previous studies [11, 12] attempted to statistically evaluate the discrepancy between the sensitivity
caused by CG drones and a real drone as in this study. However, since they had a small number of
experimental participants (only six), they could not demonstrate that sensitivity discrepancy was
significant. In this experiment, by recruiting more participants than the previous studies, we obtained
data with a sample size 4.5 times larger than that of the previous studies. Due to this large sample size,
significant discrepancies were detected in two sensitivity indices. We consider the causes of the
significant differences in the two sensibilities and a method to utilize the obtained discrepancy values.

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 outlines the Kansei analyzer, which is used for measuring
emotion of participants. In Section 3, drones’ factors which affect the human sensitivity are explained, and
a factor on which we focus is introduced. Section 4 describes the actual drone and CG drones, the
experimental protocol, and analysis methods for the experimental data. Section 5 presents the analysis
results, Section 6 shows the results of the statistical analysis, and Section 7 discusses these results. Section
8 includes some concluding remarks.

2. Kansei analyzer

The Kansei analyzer used in this study (Figs.1 and 2) is a simplified EEG-based analyzer capable of
measuring five emotional indices in real-time: interest, like, concentration, stress, and calmness [10].
This real-time capability is particularly useful for performing time-series sensitivity assessments.

The Kansei analyzer estimates the emotional indices from measured EEG signals via relationship
equations derived from a long-term accumulated database between EEG signals and the emotional
indices. The Kansei analyzer estimates the emotional indices from measured EEG signal. In the
estimation process, first, the noises of the EEG signal are removed by using filters such as a Kalman
filter. Characteristic features of the EEG signal are then extracted based on Fourier analysis and other
methods. The values of the emotional indices are finally computed via equations which express the
relationship between the characteristic features and the emotion indices. Here, the relationship between
the EEG features and the emotional indices was identified from a database in which pairs of the EEG
signals and physiological hormone levels associated with the emotion indices had been collected. See
[13] for further details on the estimation process of the Kansei analyzer.

_ Electrode

Fig.1 Installation method. Fig.2 Kansei analyzer.
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3. Factors of drones affecting human sensitivity

Evaluating the discrepancies in sensitivity indices (interest, like, concentration, stress, and calmness)
between actual and CG drones requires creating a CG representation based on the drones’ factors that
influence human sensitivity. This section explains the influencing factors based on previous studies.

The first factor is drone noise. Noise is an important contributor to stress caused by drones. Drone
noise contains a higher proportion of high-frequency components and pure tones than traffic or aircraft
noise in the environment [6]. Thus, drone noise is often perceived as more unpleasant than typical
environmental noise. In particular, the rapid modulation of sound caused by the propeller rotation has
been reported to intensify this discomfort.

The second factor is drone size. Larger drones are reported to have a stronger visual presence,
evoking a greater sense of intimidation and perceived danger [14]. Additionally, larger drones are
perceived to be closer in proximity compared to smaller ones, further amplifying psychological
stress [15].

The third factor is flight altitude. Drones flying at lower altitudes are associated with increased
concerns regarding noise, safety, and invasion of privacy [14].

The final factor is flight speed. Sudden changes in direction and high-speed flights have been
identified as stress-inducing factors. Specifically, as flight speed increases, it becomes more difficult for
observers to predict the trajectory of the drone, which increases the perceived risk of collision [6].

This study focused on a factor of these: drone noise, which is one of the most frequently reported
influential factors affecting human sensitivity. We make three types of CG which simulate flight of an
actual drone but have distinct noise levels each other. One type of CG has the same noise level as the
flight of the actual drone, and the other two have the smaller and larger noise levels. The sensitivity
indices of the participants are measured when the participants watch the flights of the CG and actual
drones separately. Then, the discrepancies in the sensitivity indices between the actual and CG drones
are analyzed for each noise level of CG.

4. Experimental method and setup

The experiments were conducted with the cooperation of individuals who did not have a deep
professional involvement with drones in the context of research or economic activities. Prior to
participation, the purpose and procedures of the experiment were thoroughly explained and informed
consent was obtained from all participants. This experiment was approved by the Ethics Committee of
the Safety and Welfare Committee, Graduate School of Engineering, Nagoya University (Approval
Number: 24-18). The participants were recruited through various means, including posting recruitment
posters at universities.

4-1 Experimental environment and drone flight path

The actual drone, DJI Mini 4 Pro, used in this experiment and the CG drone are shown in Figs.4 and
5, respectively. The experimental environment and flight path are shown in Figs.6 and 7, respectively.
The DJI Mini 4 Pro [16] is equipped with an omnidirectional vision system and 3D infrared sensing
system, enabling detection of obstacles in all directions while hovering or flying outdoors. It is also
equipped with an automatic return-to-home (RTH) function. The drone itself is a compact, foldable
model, weighing less than 249 g, with dimensions of 148x94x64 mm® (lengthxwidthxheight) when
folded (without propellers) and 298x373%101 mm® when unfolded (with propellers). The maximum
flight time was 34 min using the Intelligent Flight Battery and 45 min using Intelligent Flight Battery
Plus. The maximum noise level of the drone at its closest point to the participants (0.8 m in front of
them) was 70 dB.
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Sensitivity indices were measured over a 20 s period before and after the actual drone started its
flight or the CG drone video started playing. The actual drone takes off from the platform at a height of
0.4 m above the ground, ascending to a height of 1.2 m over a period of 5 s. It then approaches the
participant over a span of 15 s and stops 0.8 m in front of the participant. During this 20 s period, the
participants’ EEG data are measured using the Kansei analyzer. After the drone stops, the drone hovers
for 2 s at 0.8 m in front of the participant and then flies to the participant’s right side until it disappears
from view. The CG drone was created based on the specified dimensions, maximum noise level at the
closest point (0.8 m in front of the participant), and flight path of the actual drone.

Fig.5 CG drone.

Large screen

Fig.6 Experimental environment.

Screen(6.46 m X 3.74 m) Proicct
o rojector

3.74m

After 5s

% Flyable area After 20 s Net

1 i 7m 08 .
9.2m

Fig.7 Flight path.
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4-2 Experimental protocol

The experimental procedure is illustrated in Fig.8. Each participant was asked to view four types of
drones: actual, CG1l, CG2, and CG3. To ensure sufficient time for rest and administering the
questionnaires, an interval was inserted between each viewing session. The overall questionnaire
consisted of (i) a preliminary questionnaire addressing participant attributes (e.g., age, sex, prior
experience with drones, and living environment), (ii) an in-situ questionnaire evaluating the stress
experienced while viewing each drone (e.g., perceived risk of personal safety, noise, and visual impact),
and (iii) a post-experiment questionnaire asking participants to compare the actual drone with the three
CG drones, focusing on differences in appearance, noise, and sense of realism. The purpose of these
questionnaires was to identify factors other than the drones themselves that might influence the
participants’ sensitivity and to clarify potential areas for improving the experimental environment.
Furthermore, to account for order effects, the presentation order of the four drones was randomized.

The maximum noise levels in the flights of the actual and CG drones are shown in Table 1. The
sensitivity indices were measured during each flight of the CG drones with distinct noise levels and the
actual drone. Specifically, CG1 was a CG drone with a maximum noise level of 60 dB, which is 10 dB
lower than that of the actual drone; CG2 had a maximum noise level of 70 dB, identical to that of the
actual drone; and CG3 had a maximum noise level of 80 dB, 10 dB higher than that of the actual drone.
The sound for the CG drones was created by recording the flight sound of an actual drone and then
processing and editing it. Noise levels were measured according to the A-weighting characteristic [17],
which reflects the sensitivity of the human ear to sound, whereby lower sound levels and frequencies
are perceived as less intense by human listeners.

/Actual or CG1 or CG2 or CGS\

1. Explanation of the experiment
2. Kansei analyzer installation ‘
3. Pre-questionnaire Actual or CG1 or CG2 or CG3
4. Experiment IEG_—) ¥
5. Post-questionnaire Actual or CG1 or CG2 or CG3
6. Kansei analyzer removal ‘
7. Debriefing \Actual or CG1 or CG2 or C(y
Fig.8 Experimental flow.
Table 1 Experimental group.
Actual drone CG1 (Small) CG2 Medium) CG3 (Large)
70 60 70 80

5. Classification method for analysis results using statistical hypothesis testing
5-1 Preprocessing and definition

This section explains the analytical method using the sensitivity data measured by the Kansei
analyzer. This analysis is intended to evaluate the discrepancy between the actual drone and the CG
drones with distinct noise levels. Sensitivity indices measured for 20 s before and during the flights were
weighted based on the mean and standard deviation of each sensitivity index. Weighting was applied to
account for the varying difficulty of the sensitivity changes depending on the initial value. For example,
a change from 50% to 60% is relatively easy to achieve, whereas a change from 90% to 100% is
considerably more difficult. This difficulty was reflected in the data through weighting. Let @, denote the
sensitivity value at time ¢ [s], u the mean value, and ¢ the standard deviation. The weighting coefficient
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These weighting coefficients were determined empirically based on previous studies and experience.
The sensitivity measurements obtained from the Kansei analyzer are shown in Fig.9. The weighted

averages of the sensitivity values for the i-th participant during the 20 s before and after flight start (or
CG playback start) are expressed by

s wea
t=ty—20 Wt Qe

—_ 9
S @

t=ty—20 Wt

ai1 =

Ty, 6)

100

20 s before the start of Start of measurement
measurement (Start viewing)

/\/

20 s after the start of
measurement

Sensitivity value [%]

The average: a; 4 The average: @;

Time [s]

Fig.9 Sensitivity measurement using the Kansei analyzer.

respectively. Here, £, [s] denotes the time at which drone flight (or CG playback) begins. Using Eqgs. (2)

and (3), the sensitivity variation for the #-th participant when observing drone type j is expressed as
follows:

xi = di_z - al-yl (] = 0, 1,2, 3), (4)

where j=0, 1, 2, 3 represent actual, CG1l, CG2, and CG3 drones, respectively. Using Eq. (4), the

sensitivity discrepancy between the actual and each CG drone j for the i-th participant can be
expressed as

D/ =x] —x? (j=1,23). ®

This equation enables us to evaluate the discrepancies in sensitivity indices of each participant

regarding actual and CG drones. Using Eq. (5), the average sensitivity discrepancy between the actual
and each CG drone over participants was defined as

N
. 1 .
Diye = Nz D] (j=123). (6)
i=1
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In Eq. (6), if average sensitivity discrepancy Dj,. is close to zero, the CG type j is interpreted as having a
smaller discrepancy from the actual drone. Furthermore, by refining the CG drone so that the value of Eq.
(6) approaches zero, a simulator capable of appropriately assessing the sensitivity values can be developed.

5-2 Statistical hypothesis testing

We first explain basics of statistical hypothesis testing. In the statistical hypothesis testing, for
example, when an analyzer believes that a difference exists between the means of two populations, the
analyzer determines truth or falsehood from the samples from the two populations. In this process, the
analyzer first formulates a hypothesis stating the opposite of what to assert—namely, that “there is no
difference in the means.” If the probability of “no difference in the means” is low, the analyzer concludes
that “there is a difference in the means.” This probability is called the p-value. The threshold of the
probability is called the significance level and denoted by «. If the condition p <a holds, the analyzer
concludes that there is a significant difference between the means of the two populations. In this study, a
popular setting of the significance level, «=0.05, was adopted.

To examine the differences in the mean sensitivity variation values across different drone types,
analysis of variance (ANOVA) and multiple comparison tests were conducted. When a significant
difference is detected in ANOVA, Tukey’s honest significant difference (HSD) test is subsequently
performed as a multiple comparison test to identify the pairs of conditions that exhibit significant
differences. The following subsections outline the ANOVA and the Tukey’s HSD test.

For the analysis, we assume the following model:

X} = p+p+pl + e, @)

where u is the population mean, u+y; is the population mean for group #, u+x’ is the group mean with
respect to individual 7, and ¢/ is the observation noise which is the i.i.d. Gaussian random variable with
zero mean and some variance. In model (7), the two factors of the groups (CG1, CG2, CG3, and actual
drones) and the individuals are considered. Since sensibilities differ from person to person, it is natural
to assume the model incorporating the individual factor.

5-2-1 ANOVA

Although t-tests are commonly used to test the differences between the means of the two groups,
applying pairwise tests to more than two groups increases the overall significance level and leads to the
problem of multiplicity [18]. ANOVA is a statistical method used to analyze data in which the sample is
obtained under three or more conditions [19]. This method evaluates whether there are statistically
significant differences in mean values across all conditions.

This study employs ANOVA under model (7) to compare the means of the changes in sensitivity
indices elicited by the flights of four types of drones. In the ANOVA, the null hypothesis and the
alternative hypothesis are the followings:

« H: There are no statistically significant differences between all pairs of the mean sensitivity

variations for four drone types.

« H;: There is at least one pair of the mean sensitivity variations for four drone types that shows a

statistically significant difference.
Rejecting the null hypothesis supports the alternative hypothesis.

The procedure for the ANOVA is explained below. ANOVA under model (7) is based on the two-way
layout design in which factors are the groups and individuals with one measurement per condition.
Table 2 shows the definitions of the symbols which are used for explanation of the ANOVA. Here, %,
denotes the sample mean for group 7, ¥ denotes the sample mean for individual 7, # denotes the overall
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mean value, # denotes the sample size for any group, N denotes the total sample size for all data, and %
denotes the number of levels (number of groups). First, to perform the ANOVA, compute the sum of
squares, SS, degrees of freedom, df, and mean square MS for the group factor, individual factor, error,
and total. Then, F value with respect to the groups is computed as follows:

_ MSg

f =15 ®

Next, based on the group-factor degrees of freedom, df;, and the error degrees of freedom, df;, the
critical value F(df;, df;; o) is computed from the F distribution table. When the condition /> F(df;, df;; @)
holds, the probability of the sample occurring under the null hypothesis is less than «. In this case, the
null hypothesis is rejected, and it is concluded that there is significant difference between at least one of
all pairs. However, ANOVA cannot determine which specific groups differ significantly from one another.

Table 2 Elements required for two-way ANOVA computation.

Source SS daf MS
k-1 55
Group Z n(x; — x)? k-1 -—
; dfs
=0
N SS
Individual Z k(x/ — x)? n—1 221
- df;
j=1
k-1 n $s
i . 2
Error Z Z(xl] - X% —% +x) N—k—n+1 2°E
=0 i< dfe
i=0 j=1
Total SS;+SS+SS: N-1

5-2-2 Tukey’s HSD test

Tukey’s HSD is a multiple comparison test applied after ANOVA detects significant differences
between any pair of the groups [18]. This method was used to compare the mean values between each
pair of groups (the actual drone, CG1, CG2, and CG3) to determine whether the differences between the
pairs are statistically significant. Specifically, the test evaluates ,C, pairs with respect to the null
hypothesis H, and alternative hypothesis H;:

« H;: There is no statistically significant difference in the mean sensitivity variation between the

selected pairs of groups.

« H: There is a statistically significant difference in the mean sensitivity variation between the

selected pairs of groups.

If the ttests are performed repeatedly for all possible pairs, the multiplicity problem can arise,
increasing the risk of Type I errors (false positives). A key feature of Tukey’s HSD test is that it strictly
controls the significance level for each pairwise comparison, thereby reducing the risk of Type I error
caused by multiple comparisons.

The general procedure for Tukey’s HSD test is explained below. First, the standard error of the mean
differences between groups is computed as follows:

E— ZMSE. )
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Subsequently, based on the number of levels %, error degrees of freedom df;,, and significance level o,
the critical value @ (%, dfy; @) is obtained from the g¢-distribution table. This critical value is then used to
determine whether a significant difference exists between the selected pairs of groups. Specifically, the
test statistic £, for groups 7 and 7’ is computed as follows:
tiyr = lJClS—Exl,l (10)

The computed ¢; is then compared with the critical value Q(%, df;; o). If the condition V2t > Q(&, df;; o)
is satisfied, the null hypothesis is rejected, indicating a statistically significant difference between the
two groups.

In the right-hand side of Eq. (10), the only variables with respect to groups 7 and i’ are the sample
means ¥; and %,. Hence, equation (10) is rearranged to define the HSD value as

% —%| > Q(k df; = HSD. 11

SE
) 75
The HSD value serves as the critical value for determining the presence or absence of a significant
difference based on the difference between the mean values of the selected pair of groups. In comparing
the difference between the means of the two groups with the HSD value, if the condition in Eq. (11) is
satisfied, the null hypothesis is rejected, indicating that a statistically significant difference exists
between the selected pairs of groups. Once the HSD value is computed, determining significance
requires only a comparison of the group mean differences. Thus, Eq. (11) is more convenient than Eq.
10).

The mean difference between groups ¢ and ¢/, u;,—u;, is estimated by the sample mean difference
%,—%,. The confidence interval with the confidence level 1—a is given by

X;—x; —HSD <p, —p; <X —Xx; +HSD. 12)

From Eq. (12), we can observe that HSD represents the half width of the confidence interval.

6. Analysis results obtained from the Kansei analyzer

Appropriate evaluation of the effects of drones on sensitivity using the Kansei analyzer requires that
the influence of factors unrelated to drones be eliminated. As described in Section 3-2, the purpose of the
questionnaire was to identify non-drone factors affecting sensitivity and identify potential improvements
to the experimental environment. Therefore, the following discussion focuses on the results obtained
using the Kansei analyzer.

The experiment participants consisted of 28 individuals aged 19 to 29, including 20 males and 8
females. All participants were university or graduate students. Among the 28 participants, one was
involved with drones through research or economic activities. Since this experiment targeted individuals
with no prior involvement with drones, the data of the participant was excluded from data for the
statistical analysis. Consequently, we used data of the 27 participants.

The results of the ANOVA and Tukey’s HSD test for the average sensitivity variation values are shown
in Tables 3-9. Note that the results of Tukey’s HSD test are only provided for sensitivity indices for
which the two-way ANOVA detects the significant differences. The average discrepancy values in
interest, like, concentration, stress, and calmness indices for different noise levels are shown in Figs.11

(@-(e).
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Table 3 Results of ANOVA for interest.
Factor SSe MS; df; df; f p value Effect size Power
Drone type | 602.550 200.850 3 78 3.368 0.023 0.360 0.766
Table 4 Results of Tukey's HSD test for interest.
Contrast Gt SE HSD fhy p value
CG1 (S) - Actual drone -6.488 21 5.5 3.087 0.015
CG2 (M) - Actual drone -4.329 21 5.5 2.060 0.176
CG3 (L) - Actual drone -4.409 21 5.5 2.098 0.163
CG1 (9 -CG2 M) -2.160 21 5.5 -1.028 0.734
CG1 (S -CG3 () -2.079 2.1 5.5 -0.989 0.756
CG2 M) -CG3 (L) 0.081 2.1 5.5 0.0380 1.000
Table 5 Results of ANOVA for like.
Factor SSe MS; df; df; f p value Effect size Power
Drone type | 244.070 81.358 3 78 1.218 0.309 0.216 0.330
Table 6 Results of ANOVA for concentration.
Factor SSe MS; dfy df; f p value Effect size Power
Drone type | 690.380 230.130 3 78 1.614 0.193 0.249 0.428
Table 7 Results of ANOVA for stress.
Factor SSe MS; dfy, df; f p value Effect size Power
Drone type | 149.470 49.822 3 78 0.677 0.569 0.161 0.195
Table 8 Results of ANOVA for calmness.
Factor SSs MS; df; df; f p value Effect size Power
Drone type | 112.810 37.602 3 78 5.104 0.003 0.443 0.923
Table 9 Results of Tukey's HSD test for calmness.
Contrast X=X, SE HSD b p value
CG1 (S) - Actual drone 2.615 0.739 1.9 -3.539 0.004
CG2 (M) - Actual drone 2.295 0.739 1.9 -3.107 0.014
CG3 (L) - Actual drone 1.255 0.739 1.9 -1.698 0.331
CG1 (9 -CG2 (M) 0.319 0.739 1.9 0.432 0.973
CG1(S)-CG3 (L) 1.360 0.739 1.9 1.841 0.262
CG2 M) -CG3 (L) 1.040 0.739 1.9 1.408 0.498

7. Discussion on analysis results obtained from the Kansei analyzer

7-1

Discussion on like, concentration, and stress

No significant difference between any pair of the actual and CG drones was detected in the like,
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concentration, and stress indices. In other words, in these indices, there is no significant discrepancy
between the actual drone and each CG drone, and there is no significant difference between the CG
drones with distinct signal levels. At first glance from Figs.11 (b)-(d), there seem to be discrepancies in
the like, concentration, and stress indices between CG drones and real drones, and there seems to be
tendencies for changes in these sensitivities regarding noise levels. For example, stress seems to
increase as noise levels rise. However, the ANOVA results indicate that such apparent discrepancies or
tendencies might be due to chance.

We cannot conclude that there is no difference in the like, concentration, and stress indices between
the actual and CG drones from the ANOVA results. Rather, since all the actual and CG drones are
fundamentally different from each other, it is more natural to assume that sensitivity affected by each
drone differs. The lack of significant differences detected by ANOVA is likely due to insufficient sample
size. Increasing the sample size reduces the uncertainty of the mean and makes it easier to detect a
significant difference, in general.

We computed the sample sizes required for ANOVA to detect significant differences in like,
concentration, and stress indices. To this end, we used a software, G*Power of version 3.1 [20]. G*Power
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Fig.11 Results of average sensitivity discrepancy values for different noise levels. Red circles indicate conditions
showing statistically significant differences from the actual drone according to Tukey's HSD test (p <0.05).
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can compute the minimum sample size required to detect a statistically significant result while meeting
specified power and significance level in specified statistical analysis [21, 22]. The significance level,
power, and effect size must be specified to compute the minimum sample size. The significance level
and the effect size were set at the values obtained by the ANOVA for each sensitivity index. We set the
power at 0.8.

Table 10 shows the minimized sample sizes for like, concentration, and stress indices. It is evident
that detecting significant differences in the three indices would require participants considerably larger
than the 27 participants in the experiment of this study. Note that the numbers shown in Table 10
represent the sample size required to detect a significant difference for any pair of the drones. A larger
sample size is necessary to detect a significant difference for a specific pair of drones.

Table 10 Sample sizes required for ANOVA to detect significant differences in like, concentration, and stress indices.

Like Concentration Stress
65 50 110

7-2 Discussion on interest and calmness

Significant differences in interest and calmness were detected in the ANOVA, and the Tukey’s
method was used for the two indices. The Tukey’s test detected a significant difference in interest
between the CG1 and actual drones and significant differences in calmness between the CG1 and actual
drones and between the CG2 and actual drones. On the other hand, the Tukey’s test did not detect any
significant difference in interest and calmness indices between any pair of the CG drones. Therefore, no
significant changes in sensitivity attributable solely to noise level were observed for all indices examined
in this study.

The mean difference in interest between the actual and CG1 drones is -6.5. The mean differences in
calmness between the actual and CG1 drones and between the actual and CG2 drones are 2.6 and 2.3,
respectively. Since these differences are significant, it is strongly recommended to correct changes in
the sensitivity values due to the CG drone when changes in the sensitivity values are predicted from the
changes due to the CG drone. For example, let us consider a scenario where an experiment was
conducted showing only the CG2 drone to a student different from the participants in this experiment.
We know there is a discrepancy in interest between the actual and CG2 drones, and we can correct the
measured change in interest by 2.3 for predicting the change in interest due to the actual drone. Flying a
drone requires large open spaces and safety equipment, which adds to the burden of conducting
experiments. Being able to predict changes in sensitivity due to actual drone flight by using CG can help
reduce this experimental burden.

The Tukey test results show that the actual drone attracts participants’ interest and causes them to
lose participants’ calmness more than CG1. It also shows that the actual drone causes participants to
lose calmness more than CG2. It is natural for participants who usually see drones to be interested in
the drones, and to lose calmness when the drone approaches with loud noises. The Tukey test results
suggest that the magnitude of these changes in interest and calmness differs between the two CG
drones and the actual drone.

It is not unreasonable to assume that as interest of the participants increases, their attention and
arousal levels also rise, and their calmness decreases. The discrepancy between interest and calmness
observed in CG1 might be related to this connection between interest and calmness.

The significant difference in sensitivity between the CG and actual drones is presumed to arise from
differences in auditory and visual stimuli. Regarding visual perception, humans can perceive objects in
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three dimensions using their eyes. The CGs projected on the screen reproduced the actual drone’s size
and shape in two dimensions. They did not, however, reproduce the drone’s three-dimensionality.
Regarding auditory perception, humans can locate sound sources in three-dimensional space using their
ears. The sound of the drone reproduced in the CGs was set to increase in volume as it approaches.
However, the CGs did not accurately reproduce the sound of the drone to the extent that its position can
be discerned. This incompleteness in CG reproduction might have dulled changes in interest and
calmness.

8. Conclusion
8-1 Summary

In this study, we conducted an experiment to evaluate the sensitivity discrepancies between actual and
CG drones with varying noise levels. Three CG types were used: CG1 with low noise level, CG2 with
medium noise level, and CG3 with high noise level. Here, CG2’s noise level was equivalent to that of the
actual drone. 27 participants observed flights of the actual drone and the three CG types, and changes in
their sensitivity during each flight were measured by the Kansei analyzer. After processing the
measured sensitivities, Tukey’s test was used to examine the discrepancies in the sensitivities under the
significant level «=0.05. The results showed there was a discrepancy in calmness between the CG1 and
actual drones, and between the CG2 and actual drones. Additionally, there was a discrepancy in interest
between the CG1 and actual drones. These results suggest that improving the CG and experimental
environment is necessary to replace the actual drone with CG drones.

8-2 Future perspectives

The discrepancy between real and CG drones is thought to arise because they provide different
stimuli to participants. Many elements cannot be adequately reproduced in the current experimental
environment, such as the wind generated by the drone, vibration of the drone during approach, and
overall sense of presence. These issues represent important challenges for future research. Although
the audio source used for the CG drones was recorded from the actual sound of the approaching drone,
differences between the actual and CG drones can still be perceived based on static noise from the
speakers and sound reflections in the experimental space. To address this issue, further improvements
in sound quality, such as introducing spatial audio technology, are necessary to make the CG drone
sound more closely resemble the actual sound of the drone. With regard to the CG animation, its quality
must also be improved to better replicate the inherent vibration and dynamic motion unique to actual
drones. In addition, the use of two-dimensional CG animations may have fundamental limitations in
enhancing the sense of presence in experimental environments. Introducing vertical reality (VR)
goggles can significantly enhance the sense of presence and improve the representation of visual
factors, such as perceived danger and immersion, when the drone approaches. This would allow the
development of a simulator that more closely replicates the experience of observing an actual drone.
However, the introduction of VR goggles presents new challenges, including potential interference with
the Kansei analyzer, discomfort caused by wearing the goggles, and changes in the questionnaire
response process. These factors require a comprehensive revision of the experimental protocol.

This study addressed sensitivity caused by flight of the small drone. Significant discrepancies are
likely to occur unless the simulator quality is high in UAMs as well as the small drone. Resolving the
above issues and constructing a simulator for UAMs with significantly small discrepancies is a future
challenge. Utilizing such a simulator will enable accurate estimation of unconscious changes in
sensitivity during UAM flight. This will be useful when evaluating social acceptability of UAMs.
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Unmanned aircraft are increasingly deployed as next-generation mobility systems; however,
integrated risk assessment methods addressing both flight operations and occupational safety,
especially in operational contexts, remain insufficient. This study compares the operational risk
assessment method used for regulatory approval (SORA) with a safety risk assessment method
used in occupational safety. The comparison clarifies differences in scope and assessment items,
indicating that reliance on either method alone may overlook certain risks. Based on these findings,

an integrated risk assessment framework is proposed, in which SORA is applied first and its results
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are reflected in the occupational safety assessment in stages. This framework will improve the

efficiency of safety management of the operations.

Keywords: Risk assessment, UAV, SORA, Occupational Safety
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