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AUTONOMOUS DRIVING GONE WRONG

Which information do drivers demand
after safety- and security-critical
incidents?

Which factors moderate information
demand after critical incidents?

Which error sources for safety- and
security-critical incidents do drivers
think of?

“dash cam video of TESLA crashing through construction
barrels while driver fell asleep [2]
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(1) MTurk Survey; N=60; 2 Scenarios; 3 Conditions
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RESULTS: MODERATING FACTORS
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(2) Coding

- 2 coders

- iterative open
coding
6 codebooks
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(3) Analysis

Qualitative Data:

- Thematic
Analysis

- Correspond-
ence Analysis

Quantitative Data:
- MANOVA
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Fig. 4. Crash scenario
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=i9r4nS5EjjQ

