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SUMMARY

A program of experiments is reported in which visibility distances
for military targets have been assessed using a scale-model simulator.
Targets were observed along ground paths under simulated natural and arti-
ficial conditions of night-time illumination.

The experiments were concerned with both detection and identifi-
cation of the targets. The targets were selected to represent different
classes of military targets and included a tank, armored personnel carrier,
and anti-tank gun end crew. These targets were viewed under starlight,
moonlight, and searchlight conditions. They were always located in uncon-
cealed positions and, in different experiments, on relatively uniform and
non-uniform terrain. Their visikility under searchlight illumination was
studied under 8 wide range of special conditions relating to searchlight
duration, displacement from observer, and flicker.

When the targets were on uniform terrain, detecticn distances
obtained under starlight illumination wexe about 190 vards for the tank
and APC, The anti-tank gun and crew could not be seen at the minimum
distance it was possible to use, about 100 yards. Under moonlight illumin-
ation, the tank was reasonably detectable at between 900 and 1000 yards;
the APC was about @8 visible or & little more so; 500 yards represents the
detection distance for the anti-tank gun and crew. Identification distance
under these conditions is estimated at about 600 yards for the tank and APC.

When the tank was located on non-uniform terrain, its detection
distance was reduced to about 640 yards which is about the maximum identi-
fication range already noted.

With searchlight illumination, the vehicle targets, when on
uniform terrain, could be detected at the maximum range of 1500 yards.
The anti-tank gun and crew were visible to about 1000 yards under the same
conditions.

Targets located on non-uniform terrain and viewed under searchlight
illumination were detectable in a complex way as a function of immediate
background, duration of searchlight illumination; and searchlight displace-
ment from the observer. The poorest visibility occurred when the targets
were against a tree background, for short durations of illumination, and
with the searchlight not displaced from the observer. Under these condi-
tions, again, the detection range was about the same as the identification
range noted earlier.

Attention was given to determining when possible, the stimulus
factors underlying the visibility of the targets. In this regard, photo-
metric data allowed some determination of correspondence of results with
predictions from more basic visusl detection data. FPhoteometric data were
also used to relate the simulator conditioms to actual field conditions

vii
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in order to evaluate the degree of éorrespondence. Also, certain of the
experiments employed conditions similar to those used in a field study
conducted elsewhere, and provide a basis for comparison of performance
data. ' '

viii
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I. INTRODUCTION

The present report summarizes the experimental studies conducted
under Engineering Research Institute Project 2699, established in terms
of Subcontract 1-003 with the Human Resources Research Office, George
Washington University, Washington, D. C. These studies were part of a
program intended to supplement the continuing program of the HumRRO staff
of the U.S. Army Armor Human Research Unit; at Fort Knox, Kentucky.

In general terms, the model simulator studies have been concerned
with the determination of visibility distances for military targets under
certain conditions of night time illumination. The studies are intended
to provide, also, a basis for better specifying and understanding the
stimulus factors influencing the visibility of targets under such conditioms.

Since the specifications of target, terrain, and illumination -
conditions were intended to relate closely to problems of special interest
to the Human Research Unit at Fort Knox, the establishment of these condi-
tions was carried out in close coordination with personnel of that Unit.
To achieve this coordination, the writer visited the Human Research Unit
at Fort Knox during November 6 and 7, 1957, for the purpose of conferring
with Dr, Howard McFann and members of his staff. Extensive discussion was
held with Dr. McFann, Dr. Norman Willard, Dr. Nicholas Lewis, Dr. Ed Stark,
Dr. Fogel Clark, and Dr. Al Kraemer. The discussion had as its objective
to make the stimulus conditions of most direct interest in relation to
the studies being conducted at Fort Knox. Agreements (to be listed in
detail later) were reached concerning the target, terrain, and illumination
conditions for the model simulator studies, as well as the general psycho-
physical procedures which would be followed.

Subsequently to the conference described above, correspondence
between the writer and persomnnel of the Human Research Unit served to
clarify problems and maintain @ close relation between the model simulator
studies and their counterpart stiidies at Fort Knox. Visits by Dr. Willard
in March and May, 1958, and a visit to Fort Knox by the writer and
Mr. Carl Semmelroth to observe the field study, Armornite V, during June,
1958, further sided our objectives.

The target, terrain, and illumination conditions, and psycho-
physical procedures agreed upon at Fort Knox in November, 1957, will now
be outlined. With one exception, noted in the context of the outline, we
were able to establish all the required conditions and obtain observations
over the wide range shown.

General interest was confined to night time illumination condi-
tions and the observer's task was to be restricted by the following features:
(1) The observer has (some) knowledge of the type of target to be detected
and its lateral displacement; (2) the target is considered only an "enemy"
and determining time for detection is of importance. In addition to item
(2) above, recognition responses were to be included in the context of
the studies.
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The simulated field situstion was conceived as that peculiar to
the tank platoon, This consideration dictated that the maximum displacement
of targets should be restricted to the equivalent of 1200 yards, and, as
well, that searchlight angles of illumination and displacement from the
observer should be consistent with those typical of the tank platoon under
opergtional conditions.

Consideration was given to the factor of atmosphere in the model
simulator situation. Since relatively great interest was expressed in
connection with artificial {searchlight) illumination effects, it was evi-
dent that a technical problen existed, In simulating the optical effects
of the atmosphere in the absorption and scatter of light two possible tech-
niques may be used, The first involves gemerating artificial atmosphere
by means of adding water droplets and opacities to the actual atmosphere
surrounding the model, The second utilizes, instead, a "veiling luminance".
This is accomplished by placing a partially-silvered mirror before the
observer's eyes and reflecting with it an ares of uniform luminance super-
impcsed over the observer's view of the model. The later procedure is
completely adequate to simulate atmospheric effects occurring between the
military target and the observer., However, it does not simulate other
effects, such as the appearance of the searchlight beam in passing through
the atmosphere.

Consequently, the first procedure outlined appeared to be the
only acceptable procedure alchough its feasibility could not be attested.
The use of artificial fog, which would deposit water droplets on the model
also, appeared complicated due to the physical dimensions of the experi-
mental room, Previous work had been concerned with simulating dense fog,
and the production of relatively light fogs in this manner still remained
to be investigated. Since it appeared achieving such conditions posed
grave technical problems, it was agreed to conduct the studies initially
with no delay for the purpose of imtroducing scaled atmosphere. If later
such conditions could be obtalmed, they should be added; but, in any event,
the results of studies were to be related to atmosphere effects in final
interpretation,

The specific conditions to be zimilated were sgreed upon and
are shown belows

A. Targets

The following targets were to be used singly in a given experi-
mental situation:

1., Medium U.S. Tank (M-48)
2. Armored personnel cerrier {(M-59)
3. An anti-tank gun with crew

These targets were to be positioned head-on to the observer, not dug in
or camoflaged. The anti-tenk gun and crew were to be arranged in the open
a5 a crew working arcund the gun, "getting into positiom”,
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B. Terrain Background

1., Homogenecus (such as wheat field)
2. Heterogeneous (brush, trees, etc.)

C. Illumination

1. Natural

a, Dark night, with starlight only
b. Bright night, with full moonlight

2. Artificial

2. One or more 18-inch tank mounted searchlights
b. Flare

It should be noted at this point that due to limitations of time; and the
relative importance assigred by the Human Research Unit to item 2 a,
searchlight illumination, the studies to be reported did not encompass

item 2 b, flare illumination. The conditions for searchlight illumination
were listed in more detail than shown sbove. These special conditions
included not only a single searchlight at differing displacements from

the observer but also, two searchlights alterrnately illuminating the target
(the latter being under continuous illumination). In addition, intermittent
single searchlight illumination was to be included, and the illumination
‘schedules for this and the foregoing condition were indicated.

The general psychophysical procedure agreed upon was to have
the observer make observations at a fixed distance of each target positioned
on each terrain background under each of the illumination conditions listed.
The procedure was intended to lead to frequency-of-seeing data for euch
experimental condition. The observer's response was to be timed with respect
to detection, and, in addition, he was to attempt to make a "class" idemti-
fication following the detectiom of a target,

In the studies reported in the following sections we zttempted
.to adhere as closely as possible to the agreed upon conditions. In additionm,
in connection with other phases of the subcontract, we attempted to relate
our conditions as closely as possible to actual field conditions. Inform-
ation concerning such interrelationship with field conditions will be given
later in this report. And, finally, within the framework of the foregoing
specific conditions, we attempted to utilize the advantages of the model
simulator situation (repeatability of particular conditions, etc.) to gain
@s much insight &s possible into the cbserver's task, effects of practice,
and stimulus factors of importance in a gemeral sense as well as determin-
ing the particulerized target visibility distances for the specific condi-
tions studied.,

To present our findings as simply as possible, the material has
been organized into three sections which follow. Section II contains a

(W5
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description of the special equipment and general experimental conditions
used. Section III contains the results for the series of experiments
conducted within the framework outlined in the present section. In section
III attention will be given primarily to presenting the particular findings
for each condition of observation described. In section IV the results

of the different experiments will be interrelated in a more general manner
and attention will be given to exploring more fully factors underlying the
form of the results.




———  The University of Michigan « Engineering Research Institute

2699~-1-F

II. GENERAL EXPERIMENTAL CONDITIONS

The model studies were conducted using a three-dimensional terrain
model, at a scale of 108:1, measuring approximately 20 feet by 20 feet.
This model represents a sample of actual terrain with hills, meadow land,
highways, a river, and a town. The model is complete with surface detail.
Figure 1 shows an over-all view of the terrain model. The terrain model
was developed initially under sponsorship of a tri-service contract admin-
istered by The Signal Corps (Project MICHIGAN), for use in earlier studies
relating to the visibility of military targets along ground paths. The
model, as well as certain other equipment, was used by permission of
Project MICHIGAN for the present studies.

The terrain model was located at ome end of a room approximately
60 feet long by 30 feet wide, and 20 feet high. The walls and ceiling of
the room were painted black to reduce stray interreflection of light., The
room itself was made highly light-tight to afford good control over the
low levels of illumination intended. All personnel taking part in the
experiments and all equipment used were in this single room. Blackout
conditions were maintained during sessions except for the special illumin-
ation introduced.

To isolate the observer from the activities of the experimenter,
he was seated on a theatre chair in an enclosed observing booth mounted
on castors. When the booth door was closed, the observer's vision was
restricted to viewing the terrain model through a cutout window 30 inches
wide by 20 inches high centered 20 inches in front of him. A shelf
immediately in front of the observer supported a chin cup and forehead
rest assembly which was intended to make for consistent head positioning.
The observer's eyes were 46 inches above the floor. The shelf also held
an intercom unit and a pushbutton box which the observer used to sienal
his detection responses. The use of this equipment will be described
later. Because the observer's booth was positioned at varied distances
from the terrain model, several different black cardboard cutouts were
available to fasten over the window of the booth so that in each case the
observer saw only the terrain model. The model was seen approximately
from its left to right extremities, and seen in the vertical dimention
only .from the lower edge of black cuitain below the model to a point in
the "sky" just below the ceiling. With these restrictions, the observer
was prevented from seeing any of the sources of illumination or the
activities at the experimenter's desk on the left side of the room near
the model.

Figure 2 shows the experimental room in most of its detalls.
"At the right is shown the side of the observers booth facing toward the
terrain model in the background. At the left, against the wall, is the
experimenter's desk containing the master intercom unit and a one-~-hundredth
second electric clock timer associated by a special circuit with the '
observer's response box. The experimenter's desk was illuminated by a
shielded red lamp, which under dark-adapted conditions was adequate for the
activities required. (It should be added that during sessions, the

>
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experimenter used only a red filteved flashlight to guide his way to and
from the model itself to reduce the possibility of accidentally affecting
the observer's state of dark adaptation.)

Certain other features seen in Figure 2 are of interest. First,
the long white line seen on the floor parallel with the edge of the booth
is a guide line for positioning the observer. An indicator, seen project-
ing from the lower left edge of the booth, was at the same distance from
the target as the observer's eyes and by appropriate positioning the booth
indicator at distances marked on the guide line, any desired distance from
a given target position could be obtained. It may be seen that the booth
faced the terrain model from an angle of about thirty degrees. This was
necessary because the model itself was lowest in its center front and
sloped upwards in all directioms from this point. By positioning the
booth as was done, the observer viewed the expanse of the left side with-
out obstructions in the foreground. This portion of the terrain sloped
gently upward going away from him, and terminated in trees at the skyline
on the left leading to the hills on the vight. For part of the sessions,
the main part of this area was uniform (as may be seen in Figure 1) and
for the remaining sessions it was made non-uniform with bushes and trees
(as may be seen in Figure 2)., The details of the terrain surrounding a
target will be found in the next section,

Attention should be called to the special equipment also seen
in Figure 2. On the left in the foreground, on its triped, is a special
photoelectric telephotometer used in these studies. The use of this
instrument, developed by Mr. Benjamin S. Pritchard, will be described
later. Between the telephotometer and the observer's beooth is seen one
of the precjectors used to simulate searchlight illumination on the terrain,
This is seen with its light shield cover off. Its arrangement and use will
be described later, also.

In the remainder of this section details will be given concern-
ing the target models, sources of illumination, photometry, observers, and,
experimental procedures used.

Target Models: The three targets specified earlier were con-
structed to scale (108:1) and are shown in detail ir Figures 3, 4, and
5. The M-48 tank was modified in detail from a commercially produced
scale model (Authenticast) based on photographs and dimensions provided
from the Human Research Unit. The M-50 armored personnel carrier was
constructed in its entirety from this information since no commercially
made model was available., The anti-tank gun and crew, consisting of
six men, was assembled as an integral unit. The two vehicles posed an
interesting problem with respect to their color. Since what is termed
"0.D." color ranges over about fourteen Munsell notations, it was considered
imperative that our target models correspond as exactly as possible to the
field tanks at Fort Knox. A sample of paint forwarded from Fort Krnox by
Dr. Willard was used to secure this control. The actual "0.D." resulting
can be described in Munsell notation as 2.5 yellow, 2 value, and 2 chroma.
(This is in distinction tc the unmodified authenticast color which can
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be described as 10.0 yellow, 5 value, and 2 chroma., The original tank
paint is & semi-gloss paint but it apparently abrades on exposure to dirt
and air and the vehicles in the field ars essentially "matte" in appear-
ance and quite dark., Acceordingly, our models were spray-painted to meet
these color specifications. The anti-tank gun and crew were painted with
similar paint for the O0.D. portions. The faces of the crew were approxi-
mately flesh color although in combat probably they would be blackened,
In general, it was felt that detail of the targets should be made as
accurate as possible even though under the intended viewing conditions

an obzerver's aculty for such detail would be poor.

Sources of Illumination: First will be described the means of
simulating natural field illumination, {.e., starlight, and moonlight.
Ideally, to simulate starlight, & sky dome would be required. This would
provide the diffuse illumination of the ground typical of the clear night
sky., By reason of practical considerations a sky dome was only approxi-
mated by providing highly diffuse illumination from the ceiling area over
the terrain model. This was accomplished by partially covering the cement
ceiling beams with matte white paper. The beams were about six inches
wide and eleven inches deep from the ceiling. They were spaced about two
feet apart. Since the uncovered portions of the ceiling were painted
black, about ten percent of the ceiling area was responsible for reflect-
ing light directed upon it from two louvres, one at each side of the model.
Each louvre contained a single one candle, six volt, lamp. The lamps were
shielded so that they illuminated only the ceiling area. In turn, thes
model was illuminated by the light reflected from the whole ceiling area,
and to some small extent by re-reflected light from the walls. A 36 inch
wide white plastic curtain was hung from the ceiling in front of the
model. This may be seen along the ceiling in Figure 2. This served to add
to the reflected light at the front of the model. The lamps were powered
from a Variac and transformer connected to an A.C. cutlet.

To achieve the lowest level of illumination, for starlight,
neutral filters of nominal density 1 were positioned within the louvres.
When moonlight levels were intended, the filters were removed to allow a
greater contribution of scattered light to the illumination. Although
the procedure described did not provide gquite enough illumination from
the front and sides to an object on the terrain, it secemed quite adequate
in that no discernable shadows were created and objects appear uniformly
illuminated. Under starlight illumination the luminance of the uniform
ground in the target area (as measured along the observer's line of sight,
photoelectrically) was about 10”5 foot lumberts.

Moonlight, in distinction to starlight, is highly directional
in character. To achieve this feature, a light louvre was mounted on a
scaffolding near the rear of the experimental room., The louvre enclosed
a 300 watt projector lamp. The light from the lamp illuminsted the model
from an elevation of sixteen feet and at a distance of approximately 35
feet. Two filters were used to achieve the desired level of illumination.
A Wratten T8 filter altered the spectral composition of the light to
achieve the visual equivalent of approximately 5000 degrees color temper-
ature, and an appropriate neutral demsity filter further reduced the over-

7
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all level of illumination on the model., A mask in front of the filters
adjusted the light pattern so that it illuminated only the terrain model
directly. In use, some light was reflected from parts of the model to

the walls and re-reflected to the model. In addition, as noted above, the
"starlight" louvres were operated without additional filters so as to add
to the diffuse light when "moonlight" simulation was intended. The direct
light from the moonlight louvre illuminated the terrain in the target arca
at a vertical angle of about 20 degrees, and at an angle separated from
the observer (to his left) of about 45 degrees., Two features should be
noted regarding the moonlight illumination. First, the over-all level
yielded a luminance for the ground, as seen from the observer's position,
of approximately 10-3 foot lamberts. This level is quite satisfactory for
the intended simulation (Ref. 1). Secondly, however, the ratio of direct
to scattered light was too great in the direction of the direct source.
The desired ratio would be about 2:1. Our ratio was, in fact, 840:1.

This made for more sharply delimited shadows and possibly greater contrasts
under moonlight conditions than would be the case ordinarily. It was not
possible, however, to achieve a better balance between the direct and
scattered light for this case within the time available.

For searchlight illumination we simulated the 18-inch tank-
mounted searchlight which uses a 2500 watt lamp of new design. This lamp
has a four million peak candlepower and an 8-degree horizontal beam spread
when used in the tank mounted reflector housing. Working from candlepower
distribution data provided by the Human Research Unit, corrector slides
were made on thirty five millimeter film slides which provided the desired
characteristics of beam spread from Argus slide projectors. The carndle-
power distribution attained is shown in Figure 32. The illumination was
scaled according to principles stated in Reference 2. To determine require-
ments concerning peak candlepower of the simulated source, the peak value
for the 2500 watt lamg (4,000,000 candles) was divided by the square of
the scale factor (108<), yielding approximately 400 candles for the
simulation source peak. The objective lens of the slide projector used
as a source was stopped down until the peak reading of light projected
through the corrector slide measured the requisite level in candles. With
the foregoing scaling of illumination and adjustment given by the corrector
slide, the illumination of the model terrain afforded by such a projector
simulated realistically searchlight illumination.

The Argus projectors were mounted on small stands. In front of
each projector, there was a solonoid operated flag shutter which could be
opened remotely by closing a switch at the experimenter's desk. The
switch was a double throw type and could be alternated in its two positions
to allow two such projectors to serially illuminate the target. If single
searchlight illumination was required, the timing of illumination was
controlled in a similar manner. The projectors were enclosed by boxes,
except for an opening in front of the lens and shutter, to prevent stray
light from altering the general illumination levels.

In simulating the proper separation of a searchlight source
from the observer, a problem arose in connection with the scaling of our
distances. In keeping the searchlight at the same distance from the target
as the observer, it was not possible to place it closer than about twenty

8
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inches to his side (due to the presence of the observing booth). Thus an
equivalertb separation of seventy-five yards could be achieved directly but
smaller separations could not. Since placing a searchlight simulation
projector in front of the booth displaced it about thirty inches forward

of the observer (equivalent in scale factor terms to 90 yards) it was nec-
essary to employ an indirect means of achieving '"on beam" and small separa-
tions., This was done by setting the projector at right angles to the fromt
of the booth and positioning a front-surfaced mirror at L5 degrees inclin-
ation about two feet in front of the objective lens. The mirror reflected
the light along the desired forward path. In this way, the searchlight
beam could be made to nearly coincide with the observer's line of sight,

or to project along other desired paths. Since some light was lost due

to the mirror, the actual distance from the source to the target was reduced
slightly to compensate when this manner of operation was employed. Siuce
the searchlight beam originated L4l inches from the floor of the room, the
observer's line of sight was a little higher than the searchlight beam
itself as would be the case for an cobserver looking from a position on top
of a tank turret. The appearance of various targets under these different
illumination conditions is illustrated photographically in a number of
figures to be introduced in a later section.

Photometry: Throughout the sessions the establishment and control
over levels of illumination, and the measurement of values of luminance
for selected portions of terrain and targets was accomplished by use of the
photoelectric telephotometer developed in these laboratories by Mr.
Benjamin S. Pritchard under sponsorship of the Illuminating Engineering
Research Institute., It was necessary to use such a device because direct
visual photometry for such low levels of illumination would not be accurate
or even possible in scme instances. The instrument consisted of two urnits,
the photoelectric sensing unit and its associated optics, and the register-
ing meter containing the power source (dry cell batteries). The instrument
allowed its user tc view through the optical system and see directly that
which was to be measured photoelectrically. A reticle indicated the portion
of the field which would be effective at the photomultiplier depending on
the aperture used as a field stop. A Wratten 106 filter was effective in
correcting the spectral sensitivity characteristics of the photomultiplier
to approximate the photopic visual curve. It was possible to position
the telephotometer at the observer's location, the equivalent of 1000 yards,
for example, and register selected parts of a target such as the upper
turret of a model tank.

The photomultiplier unit itself could be removed from its housing
and placed on a terrain area to measure incident light falling on the area.
The complete instrument contained a radium-phosphe=r internal standard
which could be used at any time to repeat a sensitivity setting and allow
the meter scale readings to be interpreted in physical unit terms. The
instrument could not give information for the worst conditions {lowest
light levels, small target areas) but could cover g sufficient range that
these conditions can be fairly well understood in any event,
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Observers: Three observers served during the experimental
sessions. The writer (C.H.), Mr. Carl Semmelroth (C.S.), and Mr. William
Dickerman (W.D.). The writer observed in every observation condition
reported although, for reasons indicated later;, the data obtained for some
conditions are not utilized. In any event, the writer has a basis in direct,
personal knowledge of each observer task pcsed by the many conditions of
the experiments described in the following section. This experience was -
highly desirable to afford continuity between conditions where different
additional observers might be used, and to provide a meaningful basis for
relating phenomenal aspects of the observer's tasks to the varied particular
situations. Mr. Semmelroth observed under most conditions, and, in the
beginning provided a basis for assessing the effects of practice. Prior
to this work he had not had experience as an observer. In addition, he
visited during the field tests at Fort Knox, along with the writer. His
role included being the experimenter when the writer was observer, and he
had complete knowledge at all times of our procedures and objectives.

Mr ., Dickerman supplemented as observer and assisted the experimentation
when not observing. His knowledge of the task was not as complete, but
sufficiently so to ensure objectivity during observing. Mr. Dickerman's
beginning observation sessions also afforded an indication of the effects
of practice since he, too, was initially naive as an observer.

The visual capabilities of the observers were checked. For
C.H., right eye only, far acuity was 20/18° No measurable central acuity
exists for C.H.'s left eye, as explained below., For C.S., binocular far
acuity was 20/22. For W.D., binocular far acuity was 20/18. These ‘
measures for C.H. and C.S. were with glasses normally worn, and worn during
all experimental sessions. W.D. did not require corrective lenses for
distant vision. During all sessions binocular vision was employed restricted
only by the window of the observer'’s booth, described earlier. No unusual
visual defects are noted for observers C.S. and W.D. For the writer,
however, the left eye central 20-degree field is lost due to an old scotoma.
The peripheral field in the left eye is fairly normal. In the writer's
right eye visual field, a small scotoma exists in the lower right quadrant.
This scotoma lies about ten degrees from the field center and its presence
is phenomenally available to the writer, hence observations can be made
with confidence that the scotoma is not interfering. Because of these
visual defects, foveal vision is monocular but peripheral vision is bino-
cular for the writer. In spite of such defects, the writer felt capable
of obtaining satisfactory data, and similar data obtained from additional
observers served as a check in this regard.

It should be noted that in the experiments to follow, that our
approach was that of classical psychophysics. By this is meant that we,
as observers, had complete knowledge of the task and attempted to achieve
complete objectivity in making responses. Conditions, to be described
shortly, were arranged to provide maximum objectivity, and it is felt that
such an objective was closely approached. Some comments relative to the
foregoing point will be made later when describing the experimental
proce dures .

10




The University of Michigan - Engineering Research Institute
2699-1-F

Experimental Procedure: In deciding upon our general experi-
mental procedure, only one previous model simulator study had any direct
relevance. This study, by Gordon (Ref. 3) differed in several important
respects from the dictates of our earlier conference agreements as to
procedure. Gordon, studying the relative visibility of military targets
along ground paths, had the observer moved continuously closer to the
terrain model until he could distinguish the targets along a line or lines
of sight afforded by visible markers at the model edge. This procedure
would not be satisfactory since we were to obtain frequency of seeing data.
Gordon's targets were sideways rather than head-on to the observer. Illum-
ination was from a single source located in varied elevations and azimuths
to the observer; the illumination was similar to that from a flare, but
fixed in position. Certain of Gordon's findings will be related to our
results later, but it should be noted that our experiments called for
rather different procedures, and, as well, for a closer relation to speci-
fied field conditions.

Initially the problem of determining whether an observer report-
ing the presence of a target was correct led to a procedure shown to be
erroneous by exploratory experiments. In view of the paucity of experi-
ments of the present type, the exploratory work will be described and the
reasons for its rejection mentioned. In this context, our final method
may be better justified as the most suitable for these studies.

Our iritial attempt was restricted to the moonlight condition
with uniform terrain surrounding the target. At that time the present
large uniform area of the lower left side of the model was divided into
two equal sections differing in ground cover. Figure 6 illustrates this
earlier arrangement. Five target positions and paired alternate positions
were located in the original area. These are shown in Figure 6. The five
positions varied in distance from a given position of the observer's booth
by fixed amounts. In selecting these target positions, care was taken to
select positions such that uniform ground would surround the target for at
least twice its own dimensions in any direction. The positions chosen
met this criterion, and in fact were the only locations which would allow
for the experimenter to rapidly place the target on the terrain for each
observation., The experimenter's task was complicated by attachments to
the target to be described shortly.

During a session, after appropriate time for dark adaptationm,
the observer was instructed via the intercom to close his eyes. The
experimenter then placed the target at one of the five distances according
to a randomized schedule. On signal, the observer opened his eyes and
tried to detect at which point in the field there was a target. Concurr-
ently with the verbal signal to begin observing, the experimenter closed
a switch which started the interval timer. When the observer thought he
detected a target, he depressed the response button on the box at his hand
in the booth. This stopped the timer and simultaneously closed a circuit
to allow a charged condenser to "fire'" a small neon lamp briefly. The
lamp was mounted under the target on the terrain. This was connected by
fine wires to the control circuit., The observer could tell by the flash
of the neon lamp whether his response was correct (to a target) or wrong
(to some other visual stimulus in the field).

11
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The procedure seemed effective and fairly consistent results were
obtained for the tank as target over several sessions. Examination of our
data showed that a distance could be chosen for the observer from the nearest
target position at which he nearly always detected the target. Performance
was progressively poorer for the succeedingly more remote target locations.
Further, in the most remote location, the target was essentially invisible
to the observer.

Two difficulties led to abandoning this procedure. First, the
possible target locations were readily learned in relation to visible terrain
features (mainly skyline characteristics). It then was easy to imagine
seeing a target in a more remote position when it was not visible in a nearer
position, (proven by data from blank trials). More seriously, considering
the angular size of the target, it should have been visible at greater
distances than our data indicated. Accordingly, check experiments were
conducted in which the observer-to-target distance was the same as for the
earlier sessions with reference to the most remote target position, but the
target itself was in the most forward location., This check showed that the
target was now almost perfectly detectable and that its earlier loss of
detectability in the more remote position probably was due to its relatively
greater proximity to non-uniform skyline (as seen by the observer). It
appeared that under these conditions, we had a mixed case in which some tar-
gets were in a fairly uniform surround and others essentially in a non-
uniform surround. How much separation of the target from discriminable
non-uniformities would be required for a target to be considered as in a
uniform surround was clearly impossible to predict in advance. Our pre-
liminary work showed that we simply had not provided sufficient uniformity
in the immediate background for some of the targets.

To correct the foregoing situation, the terrain was modified to
provide a greater uniformity of target surround. The grass cover to the
right of the original target field was removed and the entire area between
the road in the center to the trees on the left hand edge was made uniform
as shown in Figure 7. A new single target position, designated as the
"mid-field" position was chosen such that at any intended distance of the
observer's booth, the observer saw no obvious lack of uniformity in the
surround for distances up to several times the dimensions of the target.
Because of this change, the experimenter had to position the target well into
an interior portion of the model and it was impossible to do so easily if
the neon lamp were attached to the target. Also, some further exploratory
observation showed that inconsistent data would result if the distance
between observer and target were varied by altering the target position,
hence the single target position was dictated. In view of this latter
finding, the use of the neon flasher indicating the target position was
eliminated and our final experimental procedure was developed.

The final procedure adopted was used throughout all the sessions
from which data and observations are reported. In this procedure, for a
given condition of illumination, the target occupied a single position on
the terrain model. For a given series of observations, the observer's
booth was located at a fixed distance, and for this series he attempted to
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report the presence or absence of the target for each discrete observation.
After the series was completed, the booth was moved to a new distance from
the target position and another series was run.

With this procedure, the problem arose regarding the proportion
of trials in a series which should be blank. It seemed evident that one
could not arbitrarily say, regarding the type of errors an observer might
make, whether a false alarm (or false positive) or a miss would be more
serious under actual field conditions. Hence it seemed desirable to arrange
the stimulus series to avoid predisposing the observer in either direction
(aside from his inherent non-randomness). This dictated that during half
the trials of a series, the target should be present and half should be
blank. Further, it was felt by each observer thast he could dissociate his
memory of a previous response better if on any given trial the probability
of a target being present was the same as being absent. Accordingly, for
each experimental series, the particular target was present for half the
trials following a randomized schedule.

The procedure for each observation was similar to the procedure
earlier., To begin, the experimenter instructed the observer via the inter-
com to close his eyes. The experimenter then went in every instance to the
model and physically touched the target position. When he left the model,
the target was either present or absent according to his schedule. He then
gave the verbal signal, '"ready', over the intercom, at which time the observer
opened his eyes and looked to the right of the model (out of the target
area). When the observer indicated that he was ready, the experimenter
gave the signal, "begin", and started the interval timer. The observer then
attempted to detect the target if it was present. When the observer reached
a decision concerning the presence or absence of the target, he pressed
the response button stopping the timer; and indicated his decision by say-
ing "yes" or '"mo" over the intercom. After recording the response and its
latency, the experimenter proceeded in the same manner to arrange the next
trial in the series. During a series, the observer was not told the correct-
ness of his individual responses. At the end of a series; it was common
to record phenomenal observations of interest; and ordinarily the observer
was informed of his over-all performance at this time.

In general, for a particular target and condition of illumination,
we made an initial guess as to how far away the observer could be and still
have some expectation of seeing the target. The observer then ran a series
of observations at this distance and if performance was reasonably good,
the distance was increased and a second series run. This was continued
until the distance was sufficiently great that, for a series, the observer's
responses were degraded to chance (being "wrong' as often as ''right").

Our data then show, for a set of varied observational distances, the relative
reduction in frequency of correct judgments ('yes', target present or 'no",
target absent) in proportion to wrong judgments ('yes'", target absent and
"no', target present). '

Some remarks were made earlier concerning our effort to give
completely objective observations. Under these conditions an observer
could, of course, keep track of the number of each of his two catagories
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of response and equate their frequency. We did not do so. During a series
we might be aware that we had exceeded a fifty percent level of '"yes'" or
"no" responses, but felt definitely that each instance of observation
demanded its own unique judgment regardless of preceding responses which
might be recalled. Also, we encountered some conditions in which false
positives were likely to occur and some others in which they seldom would
occur (misses being the rule, instead). We simply let the situation dictate
each response as completely as possible and tried to gain the best possible
understanding of it. During a given session, if the observer felt that
anything was forestalling the desired objectivity he could (and did in some
instances) call off further observations at the time.

A final comment relates to the measurement of response latency.
During all sessions except those employing searchlight illumination, the
observer was allowed as much time as he required for each judgment. For
the searchlight conditions, the observer was not given unrestricted time.
Instead, each series featured a predetermined fixed time during which the
searchlight or searchlights illuminated the target position. Reasons for
this procedural change are discussed in the context of the specific experi-
ments.,
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III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULIS

The experimental sessions may be most conveniently organized for
reporting in terms of, first, terrain background, and, second, mode of
illumination. With this organization; comparisons may be made readily
among the results for the different target types and from the different
observers .

In presenting the results from our experiments, the main data
are shown in tabular form. For each condition, in the order introduced
in the text, a table shows the frequency of response data and;, except for
the searchlight conditions, the time for response (latency) data. In
analysing these data for discussion, a statistic is derived (also shown in
each data table) which is used for illustrating the change in target detect-
‘ability under the particular experimental conditions employed.

Since the statistic referred to, above; was developed for the
purpose of these experiments, some discussion must be given to its rationale

before proceed’ng.

We may begin by considering the results of one group of sessions
by way of illustration. These sessions; shown in Table I A are for the
M-48 tank in a uniform background under starlight only. The responses fall
into four catagories: (1) "yes", target present; (2) "no", target absent;
(3) "yes", target absent; (4) "no", target present. The first two cata-
gories are correct responses; the second two are wrong. It may be seen
from the table that at the scaled distance equivalent to 135 yards, the
observer (C.S.) made no incorrect responses. As he was moved successively
further from the target, he made fewer correct and more incorrect responses,
until at 225 yards;, he made about as many wrong as right responses. The
changes noted in response frequencies for each catagory are shown in Figure
9 with the open circle points. Each open circle is a proportion, shown on
the left ordinate for the catagory of response. The change with increasing
distance may be noted easily.

In considering how a single value may be used to represent these
changes in response, it might at first be thought that if the proportion
of detections ('"yes", target present responses) were corrected for the
proportion of false positives ("yes', target absent responses) a usable
quaw.tity would be obtained. Such a procedure would be essentially the
conventional form of data treatment used in a 'yes - no" psychophysical
experiment, However, there is now ample evidence (Ref. 4, 5, 6) that
critical problems surround this form of analysis due to questions concerning
the observer's criterion level for responding affirmatively. Without
examining this problem in detail, it may be noted that our experiments
allowed fg§£a high proportion of false positive responses, and were done undex
conditions,that criterion shifts were almost inevitable. In connection
with the latter point, comments will be added later concerning the physical
conditions which literally forced such changes upon the observers.
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In general, it was felt that a highly ambiguous measure would
result for our data if the detection proportion corrected for false positive
responses was used. Alternatively, it was felt that our data might more
meaningfully be interpreted in some other terms where their characteristic
features entered a single representative quantity in an unambiguous manner.
These considerations led us to think in information terms, where the assump-
tion is made that we can take the technical sense of information and consider
that it has a reasonable counterpart in the conventional sense. Granted
this assumption, we can treat our data for the specific information content
of the set of responses for a given condition and arrive at a measure of
stimulus information to be gained from knowing the responses.

The basic derivation, due to Dr. Wilfred M. Kincaid of these
laboratories, leads to the following equation:

M=1+3.32 [-B(Y) log P(Y) - B(N) log P(N) + P(SY) log P(SY) +
P(SN) log P(SN) + P(S'Y) log P(S'Y) + P(S'N) log P(S'Nh

In which
M = stimulus information gained from knowing the response (the
representative quantity to be used)
P(Y) = Proportion of "yes'" responses to total responses
P(N) = Proportion of 'mo" responses to total responses
P(SY) = Proportion of "yes'" responses made when a target was present,
to total responses
P(SN) = Proportion of "no" responses made when a target was present,
to total responses
P(S'Y) = Proportion of "yes" responses made when a target was absent,
to total responses
P(S'N) = Proportion of "no'" responses made when a target was absent,
to total responses
3.32 = Constant to convert to system of logarithms base 2

Under the terms of the foregoing equation, if the observer always
responds correctly, maximum information is gained from his responses con-
cerning the presence or absence of the target. Since the target was pre-
sented during half of the observation trials, the maximum value for a trial
would be one bit as an information quantity. It may be shown, also, that
if the observer always responds "yes" (or "mo") or, if he responds correctly
and incorrectly equally often, M goes to zero indicating that no information
is obtained concerning the stimulus knowing only the observer's responses.
It is the case, too, that if the observer is always wrong, maximum inform-
ation results which should not be surprising (although this did not occur
during our experiments). Some further features of the statistic and addi-
tional comments are given in Appendix B. For purposes of further descrip-
tion of results, the information quantity, M, will be used as defined in
the foregoing equation. Returning to the data shown in Figure 9, the value
of M, shown on the right hand ordinate, is plotted for the set of responses
at each observing distance. It may be seen that at the nearest distance,
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135 yards, the observer gives maximum information. As he was placed
successively further from the target, the value of M falls until at about
200 yards it reaches a value so low as to be no information at all. In

the material that follows, the information quantity M will be used to
represent observers' levels of performance, and by direct implication, target
visibility, as the dependent variable in graphic representation in a manner
similar to the foregoing example.

Results from the specific sets of experiments follow. These
results deal with detection only, and information concerning target identi-
fication is given in a later section. Photographic illustration§for several
different experimental conditions are contained in this report. Not every
condition could be photographed. Reference to these illustrations will be
made at the appropriate points.
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Ao Experiments With Unifcrm Terrain Background

(1). Starlight Illumination

An initial set of experiments studied the targets under this
condition with three observers. However, a serious error in procedure
was brought to light and these data were discarded. The condition was
repeated with C.S. as observer and the results are expressed in Tables
I1 A, Band IT A; B for the M-48 tank and M-59 APC targets. Tables I A
and II A show the frequency-of-response data, and Tables I B and II B
show latencies for the respective conditions. In Tables I A and II A, the
figure in parenthesis following each frequency of response figure is the
proportion for that frequency to the total number of observations. Similar
tables are given for the remaining experimental conditions. Figure 10
shows graphically the results for this condition. The illumination was so
low that the anti-tank gun target (referred to as ATG hereinafter) could
not be seen from the observer's booth at the nearest practical disposition
on the terrain which means that its visibility distance would be less than
120 yards.

From Figure 1Q, it may be seen that the tank and APC show a very
similar pattern of loss of visibility with increasing distance. Both remain
fairly visible to about 190 yards and then rapidly are lost to the observer.
It should be noted that in the terrain position used, the targets were about
ten inches (equivalent of 30 yards) lower than the observer. When they -
were nearer, he responded to a disproportionadtely larger target since he
could see more over their top. The targets could be seen only in peripheral
vision and appeared as indistinct black lumps against the faintly visible
ground. The presence of any non-uniformities (as will be noted later) made
the observers task completely impossible. It is inteiesting to note that
under this worst condition of visibility but with a uniform surround for
the target, its visibility remains fairly good as far as it does. Discussion
of the point will be given in a later section, but it may be noted, now,
that the target here acts much as in more basic psychophysical experiments
with reference to angular size of the target and contrasts present.

(2) . Moonlight Illumination

Tables III A, B, IV A, B, and V A, B show the results for the
tank, APC, and ATG targets respectively, under moonlight illumination.
Figures 11, 12, and 13 show these results in graphic form. Figures 21 and
22 show the vehicle targets for this condition. It may be noted that under
moonlight, the tank does not appear to be highly visible to observers at
any distance shown. The nearest distances employed in this instance were
the first found;, informally, which did not yield high or perfect detection
levels. Hence at 700 yards, for C.H. and C.S., M would have been 1.0.

This was true for W.D. at about 600 yards. -Beyond these distances, perform-
ance was less than perfect as shown in the figure. It was noted for this
target and the others as well, that it was detected entirely in peripheral
vision as a dark target. Essentially, it was a black blob which, at
increasing distances, was very hard to pin down and was never seen with
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high confidence. In the later discussion section, more consideration will
be given to the phenomenal aspects of the target.

The APC target appears generally to be a little more visible than
the M-48 tank under these conditions. This finding is reversed for later
searchlight conditions. Greater observer variation is seen alsc for this
target . It may be noted that observers C.H. and C.S. show a reversal in
the trend of their data., This corresponded to a real reversal of a pheno-
menal nature. For both observers the target at first became more difficult
to see (with increasing distance) and then, at a particular distance, became
anomolously visible. With further increases in distance, the target became
impossible to see. A similar phenomenon was noted for the ATG target ’
although it is not as well reflected in the data. By way of accounting
for such reversal, it may be noted that while the target surround was
relatively uniform, it was not absolutely so. Thus, at a sufficiently
close distance, the observer saw some non-uniformities in his field of view.
By virtue of the relation of target size (and shape, probably) these residual
non-uniformities were not easily confused with the target. However, as
the viewing distance was increased, the target became less distinct and
greater confusion was possible. However; since the non-uniformities in
the field were minimal, it is probably that with even greater observing
distances, they went below threshold leaving the target somewhat more visible
because it was then in a virtually uniform background in comparison with
the earlier situation. This would give rise to the anomalous result noted
and attest to the complexity of the perceptual task. The question as to
the greater visibility of the APC compared with the tank is reserved for
later discussion.

The ATG target, as shown in Figure 13, is considerably less
visible than either of the vehicles used. One observer, W.D. continued
to report the presence or absence of this target with some accuracy at a
surprisingly great distance, but in general from 40O to 500 yards, it was
essentially undetectable. As with the other targets, this was detected
only peripherally and was only a dark target.

(3). Searchlight Illumination

Under these conditions, the targets were illuminated by a single
searchlight either (a) along the observer's line of sight, or (b) displaced
from the observer the equivalent of 75 yards. The searchlight duration
for a given observation was 1, 2, 4, 8, or 15 seconds. Also, two search-
lights were used each displaced the equivalent of 75 yards on the right and
left of the observer respectively. The two lights alternately illuminated
the target at a l-second flicker rate and provided continuous illumination
for 2, b, 8 or 16 seconds. Figures 23 and 2 illustrate the appearance
of the APC and the anti-tank gun and crew target illuminated by a single
searchlight displaced to the right of the observer.

Under all these conditions the tank and the APC targets were
always detected even at 1500 yards range. For this reason, extensive data
were not obtained. The ATG target, being smaller and more irregular in
shape, was never detected at 1500 yaxds.
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Considering the ATG target further, when the observer was moved
to 1200 yards from the target and the searchlight was displaced 75 yards
to his right, the target was detected fairly easily for searchlight dura-
tions as short as 4 seconds. With further reduction of the duration of
illumination, performance became poorer as shown in Table VI. Two features
of the task were noted. First, the target itself was not detected, but
instead its shadow, thrown to the left was seen. This was in distinction
to the fairly visible outline of the vehicle targets in addition to their
shadows. Secondly, the anti-tank gun and crew probably could be seen at
somewhat greater distances if sufficient time were allowed. The effect
of reduced illumination time was to given the observer too little time to
seek out the target. There were few false positive responses. If the
observer had time tc find the target, the response was definite; if not,
there was nothing else which could be confused with it.,

One further set of observations was made with the ATG target
under these general conditions. For these, the searchlight was along the
observer’s line of sight. At 1200 yards, the target could not be seen at
any duration of the searchlight. When the observer was moved closer to the
target, it suddenly became visible at between 900 and 1000 yards. This
appeared to occur because at this distance, the shadow of the target,
previously concealed behind it, became visible over the top of the target.
In fact, the shadow outlined the target very plainly making it highly
identifiable in comparison to when the shadow was visible only as thrown
to the side by the earlier searchlight condition.

The effects of searchlight flicker were studied informally in
the foregoing conditions. It appeared that the targets were so visible
under all the searchlight configurations that it would be more profitable
to reserve extensive study for these targets in non-uniform surroundings.
Under such modified conditions, usual field conditions would be more nearly
approximated and the results should have more applicability. It was noted,
however, that with flicker the observer gained an advantage in that the
target shadow "wig-waged" and became a little more noticeable. The question
remained at this point as to whether, with other objects in the field which
would become more noticeable, confusion might occur with flicker. Inform-
ation relating to this point is given in a later section.
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B. Experiments With Non-Uniform Terrain Background

For these experiments, the terrain was modified to add bushes
and trees in the areas shown in Figure 8. The observer looked for the
target in a fairly clear alleyway of vegetation. Three target positions
were used, also as shown in Figure 8. The different target positions
permitted an evaluation of differing degrees of non-uniformity of immediate
surround. The target in the "mid-field" position, used in the moonlight
and searchlight experiments just described, was still seen with a fairly
uniform surround. Brush and trees were closer for the "upper field"
position. When in the 'tree position", the target was seen against,close
background of vegetation.

(1). Mocnlight Illumination

Results for sessions with the M-48 tank target in the mid-field
position are given in Table VII A, B and in Figure 14 for observer C.H.
The appearance of the target is seen in Figure 25. This figure may be
compared with Figure 21 to note the changes introduced by the terrain
additions. This condition is completely similar to the earlier condition
except for the non-uniformities added to the terrain. For this reason, it
permits a comparison of results showing the effect of the non-uniformities
added. The present results show that the target is fairly visible up to
500 to 600 yards in the moonlight alone. Beyond this, it loses detecta-
bility and by 700 yards, is essentially not detected. Referring to Figure
11, the same target and illumination with a uniform terrain, it may be
seen that at even 900 yards, the observers were still responding with
fairly good accuracy.

(2). Searchlight Illumination

A much more thorough exploration of the effects of searchlight
illumination was carried out for this condition of terrain than was done
earlier. Because there are several variables which can be manipulated in
this situation, the results can be organized in a number of different ways
for presentation. For this reason the several remaining tables will be
cited first, and data drawn from them for more meaningful graphic presenta-
tion. Table VIII gives such data for observer C.H. and C.S., for the M-48
tank in the upper field position and several distances from the observer.
The various searchlight configurations are shown in the left hand column
of the table. SL-C means that the searchlight was projected along the
observer's line of sight. If the searchlight was displaced from the obser-
ver, this is shown as to distance and direction of displacement. The
flicker conditions all used the same displacement of two lights. One was
the equivalent of T5 yards to the left and the other an equal equivalent
distance to the right. For the flicker sessions, the T!rst figure is the
duration of a single light flash and the sc_.ord,the total continuous time
of illumination. Table IX shows similar information for the tank target
in the tree position, for observer C.H.
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Table X shows results for the APC target in the upper field posi-
tion in a like manner for observer C.H. and C.S., and Table XI gives this
information for the target in the tree position, "Data for the remaining
target, the anti-tank gun and crew are shown in Table XII for observer C.H.

Illustrations of the appearance of the vehicle targets illuminated
by a single searchlight displaced to the observer's right are shown in
Figure 26 - 29. Figures 26 and 27 show the tank in the upper field position
with the’ searchlight displaced 75 and 150 yards respectively. Figures 28
and 29 are similar illustrations for the APC target. Smaller displacements
for the searchlight cannot be photographed ggﬁdily since the camera must
be closer to the target than the searchlight,hence interferes with the
illumination. Illustrations are not shown for targets in the tree position
since they are practically impossible to distinguish in a photograph at
this location.

Combining data from Tables VIII and IX for the most meaningful
comparison leads to Figures 15, 16, and 17. Figure 15 shows the change
in visibility for the tank with increased distance of the observer from
the target. This comparison is for the condition in which the target is
in the tree position, illuminated by a single searchlight along the obser-
ver's line of sight for a duration of I seconds per observation. It may
be seen that under these conditions, performance is fairly accurate at
1000 yards but gets progressively poorer with increased distance.

Since the foregoing information is all for the searchlight on the
observer's line of sight, the effect of varying its displacement from the
observer is to be shown next. We selected the single observing distance
of 1350 yards since performance was relatively poor (M = .193),with the
expectation that displacing the searchlight from the observer would result
in some degree of improvement, Figure 16 shows our results arranged to
show such effects. Two durations were employed. The first we empoyed was
i seconds. As anticipated, performance improved being as good at LO yards
as it subsequently was at 75 yards displacement. With greater displacement
there was some loss in performance which will be commented on later. It
is possible to show the effect of flicker, here, also. The single point
labeled l-sec-F, L-sec-total is shown for this purpose and is noticeable
lower than the 4 second continuous illumination curve at the 75 yards
displacement.

The second curve labeled 8-sec duration in Figure 16, is not in
error although it at first might appear so. After results were at hand for
the 4-second condition, the 8-second condition was employed to assess such
further improvement as could result from additional time to search for the
target. Instead of improvement, the opposite occurred., This result was
sufficiently startling that it was checked with additional observations,
as was done for r~ertain of the points on the 4-second curve. The finding,
to be discussed more fully later on, held up in that additional obser-
vation time simply degraded performance for this target under these condi-
tions °
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Considering that the foregoing results might be due to unique
circumstances in which the tree background became more confusing with addi-
tional observing time, the effect of both duration of the searchlight and
the background were assessed with the target in the upper field position
as shown in the next figure, 17. In this figure, the target distance is
fixed at 1512 yards. It was necessary to use the extreme distance because
at nearer distances, performance for the more open upper-field target
position would be practically perfect even at the shortest searchlight
duration. In this analysis,curves are shown for each target position and
performance is plotted as a function of searchlight duration. For both
target positions,increasing the duration of the searchlight illumination
only leads to improvement of the observer's performance. The difference
in visibility for the target for the two locations in the terrain is quite
marked. Also, it may be seen that the greatest gain in performance is for
the target in the more open position and occurs mainly within 10 seconds.
Further comment will be made later relative to the latter point.

The dashed line curve shown in Figure 17 allows a comparison of
searchlight flicker at this point, also. The flicker data, also, are for
the target in the upper field position. At the total illumination times
of 4 and 8 seconds, performance was definitely better than for equal contin-
uous illumination durations. The shadow of the target quickly "wig-waged"
the observer to a detection from this relatively open location in the
terrain., With 15 seconds total flicker at the l-second rate, the task
became phenominally more difficult as reflected at the right of this curve.

Considering next information for the M-59 APC target, data are
shown from Tables X and XI in Figure 18, 19 and 20, In Figure 18, the
visibility of the APC for two conditions of searchlight displacement (SL-C
and SL-75-R) is shown as a function of distance of the observer from the
target., It may be seen that with the searchlight projected on the obser-
wver's line of sight, the target is detected only poorly as close as 1000
yards compared with the instance where the searchlight is displaced75 yards
to the right of the observer. For the latter situation, performance is very
good to nearly 1200 yards and then drops very rapidly to become as poor
as with the first configuration of the searchlight. In general, the APC
is less visible than the M-48 tank and reasons for this will be given in
a later discussion., It was possible to graph two additional points for
flicker conditions in this figure, also. With l-second flicker, perform-
ance is noticeably poorer than with continuous illumination for the same
total time., When the flicker rate is decreased to two seconds, performance
improves. From Table XI, it may be seen that if the 2-second flicker is
continued for a total of 8 seconds, performance becomes perfect.

The effect of differing searchlight durations are shown in
Figure 19 for the APC target. Data are shown for two observers. For this
target position, increased duration resulted in improved detection. Two
sets of flicker observations are shown also. Again, for a target in the
fairly open upper field position, some improvement is noted for flicker
compared with the condition of continuous illumination.
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Figure 20 shows the effect of searchlight displacement for the
APC target., In Figure 19 it already has been shown that a substantial
improvement in visibility results for this target when the searchlight is
displaced 75 yards to the right of the observer, compared with the SL-C
arrangement., The present Figure indicates that the improvement results
primarily after displacementsof about 60 yards have occurred. With further
displacement of the searchlight, as with the tank target, some loss of
visibility appears to take place. Also, as with the tank target, the
analomous result that doubling the duration of the searchlight illumination
produces a reduction in performance level for the observer is noted,although

to a lesser extent.

Final results concern the anti-tank gun and crew target. Data
for the limited study given this target are shown in Table XII. From this
table it may be seen that at approximately 900 yards the visibility of
this target in the fairly open upper field position ranges from good to
poor depending on the searchlight duration and displacement. The best
results were obtained from the flicker condition shown. However, increasing
the observers distance only an additional 200 yards made the target very
difficult to detect. When the target was placed in the tree positiom, it
became impossible to detect at all even at much closer distances. Since
the target was fairly visible at as great as a range 1200 yards under
searchlight illumination on the earlier uniform terrain, the effect of
concealment for this type of target by vegetation is fairly well demon-
strated. In the case of this type of target, if there are nearby bushes
or trees, confusion results; viewed against bushes or trees, such a target
readily blends into the background as neither the tank or APC can do.

The final comments in this section concern the response latency
data shown in certain of the preceding tables. In order to keep this
report within some limit, no detailed analysis will be presented of these
data although they will be considered further in the next section. It
may be seen on inspection that the average times taken by observers was
fairly consistent depending on the catagory of response and the difficulty
of the immediate observing task. The shortest response times are seen in
general for '"yes'", target present' responses while the false positive,
or '"yes", target absent' responses generally take as long as a correct
or incorrect '"no'" response. All responses tend to increase in latency as
the observer's task became more difficult due to increased observing
distance, with the correct positive responses increasing the most. Over
a variety of conditions it may be noted that the range of average latencies
was from as short between 5 and 10 seconds to as long as 50 to 60 seconds.
The three observers differed in latencies typical of their responses.
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IV. DISCUSSION OF RESULIS

First to be considered are the results from the starlight and
moonlight conditions. It was noted earlier that under these conditions
targets were phenomenally dark targets (relative to their background).

An observer was able to detect them only by using peripheral vision. An
observer's ability to do this seemed to depend upon some kind of scanning
technique in which a distinguishable terrain feature (such as a particular
patch of trees in the extreme background) was used for relative orientation.
When attempting to judge the presence or absence of the target, the observer
scanned in the direction of the orientation feature of.the terrain but
attended to the peripherally aroused sensations in the area where the target
should be. Scanning was necessary because of the generally indistinct
appearance of terrain features even under moonlight. It should be added
that since between the observer and the model there was essentially a void,
nearby terrain features present in the field were not available to aid
orientation in our simulator studies.

When observing even a fairly close target under these conditions,
it could be held in phenomenal regard only a short time. When the observer's
distance was increased, the target tended to appear less frequently and
disappear more rapidly. The limit of a given target's visibility was
characterized by such a fleeting appearance that the observer generally
lacked confidence in his judgments entirely. All observers were impressed
by the '"noise" inherent under these conditions. Although the terrain
appeared uniform in the target area, it was very diffuse and the peripheral
phenomena sensed often were as convincing when the target was absent as
when it was present. The task, generally, was very difficult.

It was noted earlier that our exploratory experiments of the
tank target in moonlight led us to believe that we had failed to achieve
the maximum distances for detection for the uniform terrain condition.
Following, we developed the altered procedure reported. In connection
with the later findings it was stated that the target, under the starlight
and moonlight conditions appeared to behave very much as targets in a more
basic psychophysical study for uniform targets against a uniform background.
To supplement this point it may be noted, from photometric information,
that a reasonable value for the tank contrast with its background for
starlight and moonlight would be about -.50, Considering the background
to have a luminance of 10°2 foot lamberts and given this target contrast,
the minimum visual angle for the target to be detectable at the 50 percent
level of probability can be estimated crudely from visual detection data
(Ref. 7). Under these conditions, about 40 minutes of arc represents the
minimum detectable angular size of a target. This would correspond to
the APC or tank about equally well at about 300 yards from the observer.
Under these conditions our targets remained visible to slightly over 200
yards and were still detected very occasionally at 300, The complexity
of having no discrete fixation point for the observer and having, actually,
a relatively non-uniform field of view (compared with the more pure psycho-
physical case) make for losses of detectability of about the order to
account for our results. '
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A similar analysis made for moonlight conditions shows that the
threshold detection angle would be about 7 minutes of arc. This would
correspond to the width of one of our vehicle targets at about 1850 yards
range. Again, residual non-uniformities in the field of view, lack of
discrete and consistently optimal orientation, and other complexities can
be cited to account for not reaching such an extreme visibility distance
under this condition of our study.

However, under the above mentioned conditions we have shown
vigibility distances approaching limits of observer sensitivity. These
results exceed the performance conventionally expected or seen, given only
starlight or moonlight illumination. While some qualifications will be
made shortly, our results suggest that certain observer capabilities along
these lines might be worthy training objectives, If observers could take
better advantage of existing natural illumination, possible targets may
be located prior to more revealing active observation is initiated using
searchlights.

Probably at best, under starlight, unaided vision is not parti-
cularly helpful. However, given added auditory and motion cues under these
conditions, possible targets can be located and supplementary optical aids
employed for the advantage they might give. Under these conditions, when
a target seems probable, even a brief duration of searchlight illumination
would make the detection and identification highly certain.

Under moonlight illumination a greater range of visibility was
seen, The remarks of the preceding paragraph are considerably more pert-
inent here., The observer can scan a fairly large target area. Since he
is not revealing his position by doing so, an unlimited time can be
provided., (Actually, for a given area detection may occur in a fairly
short time so observing techniques might well involve discrete observations
in specified areas). If an observer has had the advantsge of previous
reconnaissance under better illumination, the moving of a target into the
area may well be seen by him within the limits we have noted. Optical aids
then may be adequate for complete identification or at least a more certain
detection, At all distances that moon illumination is adequate for some
degree of detection, the increase of detectability and identifiability
with added searchlight illumination is very marked (given an optimal
searchlight configuration, of course).

Two additional questions concern our findings under these condi-
tions of illumination. First, to what extent are they representative of
what may be expected in the field. Second, what are the roles of training
and motivation to achieve such results., Following discussion of these
questions, attention will be given to the factor of identification and to
the degrading effects of increased field non-uniformities.

With reference to the first question, above, the visit of the
writer and observer C.S, for the field studies at Fort Knox gives some
indication of an answer. During the first run of the evening of June 27,
the moon was nearly full and oriented with respect to the target area
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almost exactly as in our simumlator studies. During this rur it was possible
to look for either an M<48 tank or M-=50 APC target at distances of 500,

700, 1000, or 1175 yards after they moved imto position but before the
searchlight was turned on., Dark adaptatiom could not be optimal because

of the presence of the sesarchlight as well as other fllumination in the
observing area. Also, there wes a mildly dense ground fog visible in the
target ares. However, both the writer and C.S. could detect the presence

of the tank or the APC at 500 and 700 yards with the unaided eye, At

500 yards, detection was certain; at 700 it was poorer but still occurred.

The preceding figures compare well with our model study findings
for the non-uniform terrain. Had the ground fog been absent, somewhat
greater visibility would have resulted slthough with the highly non-
uniform terraln conditions probebly not much improvement would be seen.

It may be added that these targets, when detected, were identifisble using
seven power binoculars. Finally, it should be added that at the field
test and in the model study, the moon's angular location relative to the
target position and observer was optimal for target detection as may be
inferred from Gordon's study cited pravicusly (Ref. 3).

The roles of motivation and tralning can only be discussed in
a speculative manmer. Howaver our experiences during the course of the
studies give rise to definite opinloms concerning these varisbles. In the
first place, it has been shown that trained observers in psychophysical
experiments can perform better than naive (Ref, 8). In the more complex
field situation, the differences between trained and untrained performance
may well be greater., During our earliest experiments, the writer (already
a "trained" observer im the general sense) probably achieved peak perform-
ance during a few exploratory sesgions. However, observer C.S., and
subsequently W.D., began observing sessicms relatively naive to the nature
of the task. For four consecutive two-houzr sessions, observer C.S. could
not perform better than chance when he was more than gbout 650 yards range.
Nearly up to this point, his responses were perfectly accurate., (One
should note this range in connection with comments to follow concerning
identification of tavgets, later).

Following these sessions, two additional sessions resulted in a
fairly rapid improvement (within each session) in which the target could
be detected at successively greater distarces., When C.S.'s performance
became stable;, he was able to give some detections at nearly 1200 yards
range, His account of the change indicates the learning of appropriate
scanning and fixation techniques snd, more importantly, to "tease out"
the phenomenally vague and intangible target from the unfamiliar visual
display. Recalling that the observer was not infcrmed of the accuracy of
his responses during a series of observations, it may be inferred that
more rapid Improvement would result with immediate reinforcement of
responses. Falrly extensive improvement was seen, however, Similar
improvement occurred for cbserver W.D. and, in addition, he did not improve
substantially until he became willing to respond affirmatively even though
the response might be a false positive., Following this shift in motivation
(or set) his improvement was nesrly as great as for C.S. It may be noted
in the figures where data are shown for the other observers in addition to
the writer, their final pexformance was as good or better thaen the writer's.
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The possibllity of vsing & model simulator for training purposes
is evident and should be comsidered. There is, of course, precedent in
various instances in military training programs. Once constructed, a
model simulator offers a relatively inexpensive and readily available means
of presenting information and promoting scquaintance with field conditions.
Conditions can be highly controlled. Demonstrations of the capabilities
of an observer as well as better exposition of techniques employed are
readily possible. The step is surprisingly short from a well simulated
field situation to actual field conditions.

Using a model simulator for training purposes requires evalua-
tion, however, in its own right. Face validity is high and, perhaps, has
been misleading in the past. Earlier programs have not shown clearly that
any pesrticular advantage was gained by observers so *rained. Such failure
in the past has been due, in the writer’s opinion, to first, not having
specific and measurable criteria for performence as objectives during
training, and, secondly, not having simila» criterie for subsequent evalua-
tion. Cenerally it has been agreed that such devices are interesting and
motivating but the actual effects on field performance have been difficult
if not impossible to evaluate., Our study, as an investigation of observer
capgbilities, is quite specific as to measurable aspects of performance.
{In fact, the pattern of a training study was reported a little earlier,
Having at hand performance data *n»: one, trained observer, it was possible
to continue practice on the part of new observers until they had reached
similar levels of performance.) Possibilities for training use certainly
merit considerable further investigation.

In our original outline it was noted that identification data
were sought. The earliest studies showed clearly that the vehicle targets
would always be identified as such without confusion with the anti-tank
gun and crew target. This was because of the difference in visibility
distances involved and because the observer was generally aware of the
range to the target area. For the two vehicles under moonlight and uniform
terrain conditions; one set of observations were taken with the writer as
ocbserver to estimate the maximum range at which each vehicle could be
identified. The APC could be distinguished as such out to about 600 yards
and the tank a little further. Actually, in both instances the targets
were only vaguely identifiable at ever shorter ranges, due probably because
they were viewed in peripheral vision (about 5 degrees from central).
Within the ranges noted; the tank had s vague humped appearance whereas
the APC was squat and more spread out in appearance. Beyond the ranges
noted the targets remained readily detectable, as shown earlier, but quite
indistinguishable., :

Data presented in Figure 1k showed that the tank visibility under
moonlight in the non-uniform terrain condition was very poor beyond about’
600 yards although it had been considerable better for the uniform terrain
condition. This range for detection in non-uniform terrain appears to
correspond to the range for identification noted sbove. It was confirmed
in the writer'’s experience that when the terrain was non-uniform the task
became essentially an identification task. Any number of equally detect-
able visuil  stimuli were present slong with the target and the character-
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istic shape of the target had to be perceived to some extent in order to
achieve any accuracy of responding.

When the nature of the observing task is considered for the search-
light conditions, the role of target identifiability becomes even more
pronounced. Probably for most conditions when the visibility of the target
used was less than perfect, factors of confusion with other visible stimuli
were basic to the results. This interpretation is plausible when the detect-
ability of the targets is assessed as was done earlier for the conditions
of natural illumination. In Figures 30 and 31 several figures show the
principal photometric values which can be assigned portions of the targets
under typical searchlight illumination. Figure 31 shows these values for
the APC target illuminated with the searchlight at 1000 yards, displaced
75 yards right of the observer. Figure 23 shows this target much as the
observer saw it. Two aspects of the target are evident as detection features.
The horizontal front panel and treads form a roughly rectangular bright
target against a somewhat darker background. The sloping front panel, not
reflecting as much light to the observer, forms a roughly equal sized rectang-
ular dark target with the background. 1In addition to the target, its shadow
may be seen and this forms a high contrast dark target with the remaining
background. Considering only the rectangular areas noted, the lighter has
a contrast of about .70 with the general surroundings and should be detect-
able to an observer at about 3000 yards range on the same line of sight.

The dark target area has a similar contrast of about -.40 and would be
detectable to a distance of about 2100 yards. The shadow obviously would
be more detectable in these terms than the sloping front.

Such an analysis is more difficult for the tank and will not be
attempted. Reference to Figures 26 and 31 shows similar but less well
defined areas of high contrast with the background and within the target as
well. Consequently, such analysis if successful, should show this target to
be detectable well beyond the maximum range of interest. Of course, if both
the observer and the searchlight are moved further from the target the back-
ground level is reduced. To some extent contrasts may be changed also.
However; this reduction in level of illumination would still leave the
vehicle targets highly detectable, especially if their shadows are visible
as well.

If the targets are detectable, in principal, at ranges where we
have already shown their visibility to be quite poor, then the loss of
visibility must be accounted for. Our data shown for both the tank and the
APC in the successive mid-field and tree positions support the contention
that as the background becomes more non-uniform visibility suffers. To the
observer, the task becomes an identification task because not only can the
targets be detected but so can everything else in the immediate surround.
The problem becomes that of distinguishing the target from the other objects
seen, For the tree position this is very difficult indeed. These terrain
conditions, incidentally, were very similar to those of the field study at
Fort Knox; our informal observations in the field with searchlights compare
closely to our results from the corresponding conditions of the model study.
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Two results for searchlight conditions were noted which may be
explained more adequately now. First, it was noted that the tank target
was more visible than the APC under searchlight illumination. This was
particularly true for the targets in the tree position. Reference again
to Figure 31 shows that the luminanc8,tree background was somewhat lower
than the terrain ground itself. In this location, the sloping front of the
APC goes to lower contrast with the background., Also, the vehicle:shadow
may be lost due to additional ground shadows. This leaves only the smaller
area of the vertical front panel and treads to be detected. When one success-
fully locates the front panel under these conditions, it is fairly visible.
However, its dimensions are smaller in proportion to distinguishable aspects
of the surroundings and much harder to find. Visibility was lost accord-

ingly.

The tank, on the other hand, has its internal contrast features
distributed to form a single pattern. Parts of the tank might become low
in contrast with the tree background but the over-all pattern would not be
changed., Also, the tank being a taller vehicle tends to overlay its shadow
on the tree background more than the APC. Consequently, it seems reasonable
that the tank should be more visible under these conditions than the APC,

In the variation of searchlight duration described earlier, it
was noted that for the most non-uniform terrain condition, there appeared
to be an optimal observing time. Increased time beyond this amount actually
appeared to handicap the observer. The writer's experience tells what
happened. When the searchlight came on, the target area was quickly scanned.
The most likely thing to look like a target was, of course, the target
itself. Hence, if enough time was afforded to scan the target area, the first
impression was likely to be correct (regarding the presence or absence of
the target). If more than this time were allowed; there were many parts of
the target area which could be imagined as a target. The tree position
target location was a veritable "ink blot" situation for targets if one
studied it for any length of time. Hence, given the additional time, the
observer formed a judgment and then tended to lose confidence in it before
being required to state it. This led to definitely degraded performance.

Probably the optimal duration would vary among observers and with
the specific situation. If knowledge of the probable target location is
good; some fairly short duration of the searchlight flash may not only be
adequate but best for the task. In our studies knowledge of target location
was high. We always found, however, that a searchlight l-second flash was
too short to scan within the aree illuminated, and 2 seconds quite marginal
in the same respect., A flash of 4 seconds appeared optimal, as noted, for
targets located in the tree position. For the upper field condition, greater
visibility ranges were obtained and it was evident that 4 seconds of search-
light illumination did not lead to as confident judgments as when 8 seconds
illumination were provided. Doubling the searchlight duration again led
in no case to any further substantial improvement on the tasks. It is the
writer’s opinion, based on these studies and observation at the field tests
that from 8 to 10 seconds is adequate for any attempt by a solitary observer
to judge the presence or absence of a target in the beam of the searchlight
if the probable target locations sre reasonably easy to identify.
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The effect of flicker probably merits much further study. Some
conclusions can be drawn from our experiments, however. For targets in
the open, flicker rather definitely improves detectability due to the "wig-
wag' effect. In part this may be due to the fact that the shadow of the
target may be detected more readily than the target itself. Many times it
is probable that only the shadow is seen. Under flicker conditions, the
shadow appears alternately at one boundary then the other boundary of the
target. Under these conditions, two borders of the target are seen in
succession; and the target is more readily perceived as such;: the shadow,
moving with flicker, is mot misperceived as & substantial object. With
non-uniform terrain; however, the same factors may make every bush and large
rock equally improved in visibility and lead to poorer observer performance
instead,

Our experience with flicker showed that it required some getting
used to. Initially, when one searchlight came on, the observer would scan
forward along the ground path of the light beam. As this went off and the
other searchlight came on, he turned his direction of sight to scanning the
second light path. This resulted in considerable overshooting and retracing
which was confusing as well as fatiguing. With further experience, however,
observers found that they simply directed their line of sight towards the
terrain and within the first two alternations, would lock-in on the common
area of illumination. In this regard, the l-second flicker rate was always
uncomfortably fast whereas the 2-second rate was quite acceptable. As noted
earlier, when flicker was continued very long (15 seconds) the observer
became confused. This probably was due to losing fixation within the field
and returning to the less efficient beam-scanning behavior; at least in
the writer’s experience, such & tendency was compelling on the long durations
of l-second flicker.

Final consideration will be given to the effects of differing
-searchlight separations from the observer. In nearly all our experience,
increased separation from searchlight to observer results in improved
target visibility up to about 75 yards separation. Beyond this displacement,
there may be some loss. In our experiments we did not have the effects of
atmospheric light from the searchlight. For the conditions of no displace-

- ment between observer aznd searchlight, we have obtained artificially high
detection levels since under these conditions, the observer must look through
a substantial veil of back-scattered light. This veil would markedly reduce
contrast for the target and also affect the observer visually (adaptation
level, pupil responses, and "eyeball" veiling glare) in a very adverse
manner .,

While observing during Fort Knox field tests, the writer was able
to detect a tank at 500 yards by moonlight alone. When looking at the
same target along the searchlight beam (from the first adjacent platform)
the target barely could be made out at all. The writer then attempted to
assess the range of this interference by moving to a platform about 10 yards
displaced. From this vantsge point the immedistely adverse effect of the
searchlight seemed drasticslly reduced. Of course, the extensive data of
the field study bear more formally and zdequately on these considerations.
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From the observations described, however, it would seem that insofar as
our illumination scaling was done correctly, the searchlight displacement
findings are probably adequate except for the SL-C conditions since the
task confronting the observer seems to be & complex identification task
rather than a simple detection task. In other words, most of the stimuli
may be far enaggh above detection threshold levels under the conditions
of our study that the back scatter from the sea.chlight would interfere
seriously only in its immediate neighborhood. (Some further information
of this point is treated in Appendix A.)

As ncted earlier, because of limitations of time and relative
emphasis given to studying searchlight forms of illumination, no study was
given to flare illumination, Gordon's research (Ref., 3) is directly rele-
vant to flare conditions. In general, he found that wher the flare was
directly behind either the observer or target, its visibility was best,

As it was displaced to the side;, in azimuth, visibility decreas-d., Compari-
sons cannot be made between Gordon's and our study to assess relative per-
formance under searchlight and flare illumination. Such relationships
probably are worthy of further investigation.




The University of Michigan . Engineering Research Institute
2699-1-F

REFERENCES

"Photometric properties of the atmosphere. Interim report on
the brightness of, and the illumination from, the night sky"
Great Britain, Ministry of Home Security, Civil Defense Res.
Committee, Rept. RC(G)5, 12 p. 1942 (Confidential)

Pritchard, B. S., and Blackwell, H. R. "Preliminary studies
of visibility on the highway in fog' University of Michigan
Engineering Research Institute Report 2557-2-F, July 1957

Gordon, D. A. and Lee, G. B. 'Model simulator studies of the
night visibility of military targets as related to position

of artificial illumination" University of Hichlgan, Engineering
Research Institute, Rept. 2144-341-T (in press)

Blackwell, H. R. Psychophysical thresholds: Experimental
studies of method of measurement University of Michigan,
Engineering Research Bulletin No. 36, January, 1953

Tanner, W. P., Jr. and Swets, J. A. "A decision making theory
of visual detection" Psychol Rev., 61, 401-409, 195k

Kincaid, W. M. '"Theoretical models for the discriminatory
process in visual detection" University of Michigan, Engineering
Research Institute Report 2144-281-T (in press)

Smith, S. W., Blackwell, H. R., and Cutchshaw, C. M. "The

effects of target size and shape on visual detection: . III Effects
of background luminance, duration, wavelength, and retinal
location" University of Michigan, Engineering Research: Institute
Report 2144-346-T (in press)

Gibson, E. J. "Improvement in perceptual judgments as a function
of controlled practice or training" Psychol. Bull., 50, 401-431,

1953

33




Engineering Research Institute

The University of Michigan

L9o-

L90°

809°
00°1

oe
oe
01
o1

18301

-- € ge L le -- 62t G 61

-- €€E . o°02 -- G €2 € G2
- et -- 9° 62 2'1e

- o P 1 O #° 01
Buoap Jussaxg juasqy 3931309 Juesqy Jjussaig
1®30] 19838 3938xe] 12307 388aey 398iey
uONis 1 S9X,, E 1uONu u89%,,

T BosuodEey Io9XIA0y

sosuodsoy JuoiM

(spuodag) saTouaze] asuodsay 98eavAy °g

(G€ )L (0z° ) (s1°)¢ (69)e1  (S€° )L (o€ )9
(6€ )L . (s1°)€ (02° )4 (69° )€1 (0€° )9 (¢€° )L
(o1°)1 (0°0)0 (o1° )1 (06° )6 (o%° )y (08°)S
0 (0°0)0 (0°0)o (oo°1)01 (06° ) (06°)s
Buoay JUIsIAg JuaIsqy 3993J0) Juasqy JuasIxg
12301, j98xe]. 398xe] T®301 3933e] ~ 398a¥]
o -.uO.ﬂ,: ) 189X, 0N uSex,
sosuodsey SUOIM sosuodsay J09XX0D

‘seyousnbaxg ssuodssy °y

UOTIBUTWRTI IYSTIIELIS IopUn PIAISE]Q
‘uyex3a] wioyyun UO NUBL QH-KW I0F SITnsIY

I J19VL

d-1-6692 3xodey

qz2
eoe
081
G€1

°8°2

(3px) 3933%]
03 IPAIISqQ
aouUBISIQ

Ge2
202
0g1
GE1

I9AIX3840

°8°D

(8pPX) 393xE]
03 I9AI928qQ
souelsIq

IS9AI98q0

3l




« Engineering Research Institute

The University of Michigan

=" m" =" €1 €92 - €z 0° 61
- - == g°9¢ € 1h -- i HE 0°92
-- -- == G°1€ g 62 -- €62 €Lz
-- -- == -- e° 0t 8°6
-- -- -- -- 2" €1 2°8
W _kuoa Buoap Jueseag UISqY 3993309 Juasqy Ju9seig
12301 198xe], 393aey %3071 398xe] 393ae]
.-Ozp- 2] WU%Z :OZ: 1) wﬂbo
gesuodsoy JUOIM sosuodsay 3993310)
(spuodeg) seousle] ssuodsoy 9Beasay °g
110° (o1 6 (0€° )9 (61°)€ 11 (6€° )L (02° )4
060° ot o1 (o2° )9 (€1° )% o2 (LE° )11 (o€ )6
LEO° o1 L (o2° )2 (o )2 9 (o€ )€ (o€ )€
00° 1 0] § 0 0 0 o1 (06°)s (06°)s
00° 1 01 0 0 0 o1 (05° )& (0S8 )s
W i®30% Sucap Juesaig JUI 5qQY 3993I30) Jussqy JUSsIAJ
1®30L 1983wy, 398xe] 1e30] 393ae] 198xe]
119N o B wﬂ% ; T uON;, 189X,
Jmuodsdy duoay . s9suodsay 359330)

s91ousnbaxy ssuodsay °vy

UoFIBUTWATTT IYSTIILIS I9pun PIAILSO
‘uTeIIV], WIOJTUN UO DIV 6G-W I0F SITNSVY

I 14Vl

ole
Gee
20e
0Q1
GE1

d-1-6692 3Izoday

g
*533
s

(spx) 3933ey

ToAI98590

03 IPAIISqO
" IoueISIq

0lz
Gze
202
091
GEY

°8°2

(¥PX) 9818y

IOAII8q0

031 IVAIVEQQ
soue3ISIq

35




Research Institute

ineering

Eng

The University of Michigan

hio°
tgee
o1e°
oéz°

060°
Her®
onE®

EqT°
9ze°
6CH#°
809°
296°

Ok
05
06
01

o€
0%

0€t.

e
0t
%
of
144

=301

I-1-6692 1xodsy

#1 (22° )6 (81° )¢ 92 (g€° st (g2° )11 9111

o1 (e1°)9 (80° ) ot (24 )12 (g€ )61 8001

22 (€1=)21  (11°)O1 89 (6€° )€ (LE°)EE 006

4 (o)t (o1°)1 8 (o%° )t (ot )% 29L “Q°M

11 (o2° )9 (Lt )& 61 - (€€°)ot (0€° )6 9111

21 (81° )¢ (81° )L g2 (2€° )€1 (g€ )st 800T

S (o1° )€ (lo°)e G2 (€4 )€1 (ot )er 006 *H°D

9 (60°)2  (g1° )% St (nE° )L (5€° )8 w22t

L (o1°)¢ (€1° )4 £z (LE° )11 LAl 9111

9 (60° )2 (01° )% Gt (6€° )9t Amﬂ,wmﬂ 8001 Q

g 0 (01° )% 9¢ (o%° Yot (06° )oz 006

9 0 (€1° )9 Gh (LE° )61 (05° Yoz 26l °$° 9D
Tucay JULsIYg — JUISqY ISBAACH  Juesqgy JUSsIZg (®PX) FE)Y.ECHA FEYSETT(G)
1®310% 3983wy 3s8xe] 18305 393xe3 1983w} 03 IVAIIEBqQ

. 3ON,, u89%,, 19Ny, uS9%,, W2UBISIQ

S95UCdS9y BUOIN sosu0dsdy Jo9xI0)

seouanbozy @suodsay °y

uoTIBUTWNTTI 3IYSTTUOOK ISpU; PIAISSGQ
fuyeize] mWMIOFTu UO Nue] Qi-H X0F s3[nsoy

B

III FT9VL




- Engineering Research Institute

The University of Michigan

-- == == g° €S 9°0¢ -- 7° €q 7 GE
== - == G° &y et -- 9°0% 62
== w- - 6° L€ g° Gt =— G°HE 1°02
== == = PR 8" e -- 022 8° L1
=" -= o 9" He S e -- € ng 291
-- == == 8" 22 Lotz -- LoHE 7 61
== -= e € 6€ G €1 - 1°9e G°6
- = - #° 4t 6°tt - g°1€ 6°92
== - - 9° G 9° e = €gt G 1€
== - - 9° 61 G° 65 - 1° 66 G o€
. N - #o.ﬂm - HoOW Oo@ﬂ
- - == 2° 6t - L 61 Ltz
W 1®30%, Buozm Jhes9ig ISy FO8AA0YH JUesqy Jueseid
1®30% 3983y 3e8aey 12301 398xe] 39837
, . uCNi, uS9%,, 1uCNu uS9%,,
sosuodsoy BUOIM g9suOdsoy JOOIA0)

(spuooag) wowuﬁuqu osuodsay 28eisay °g

(p,3u0D) IIT FTAVL

d-1-6692 3x0day

9111
8001
006
29k

9111
8001
006

it
9111
8001
006
26l

‘aM

‘H°D

°8°D

(sPx) 398=ey
03 IVAXSSqQ
POUBISIQ

AoAhiesq0

o7




« Engineering Research Institute

The University of Michigan

2t

A%

one®
00°1

120°
oHE"
809°
809°

T00°
ch9°
l20°
THo°
00°1

N

oe
oe
o€

o1
01
oe
01
01

1®30%

9 (ot°)e (02" ) L (s2°)s (61 )6
€ (o1°)2 (¢0° )1 L1 (ot )8 (6 )6

L (€o° )t (02°)9 €2 (Lz° )8 (06° )s1
0 0 0 01 (0s° )6 (0G° )¢
€1 (0€° )6 (€1° )4 Lt (L€ )11 (02° )9

G (o1° )€ (Lo°)e G2 (€4 )€1 (of)en

€ 0 (o1°)€ iz (ot )er (0G°)st

1 0 (o1° )1 6 Lk (06° )¢

q (0€° )€ (02° )2 G (0€° )€ (o2 )e

1 0 (o1° )1 6 (oH° )4 (06° )&
8 (61° )€ (62 )s rA | (g2 )s (6€° ).
# (o1°)1 (0" )E 9 (02° )2 (ot )n

0 0 0 o1 (06° )8 (06°)s
SUOIM Ju9s9ig JUIBQY I09XI0)H uﬁ@wﬂﬂ Jussezd
1®30% 3283ey 398xe], 1830% 398xe] 398xe],
:OZ: 13 QQM: :Qz: :wuw:

S9SUOds9y BUOILM 898U0dsay JD9IA0Y

gsoouanbaxy osuodsey °v

uoTIBUTWATTI IYST[ILIS IIpUf PIAIIS|Q
fuTeizel WIOFTUN UC DIV 6G-H I0F SITNSVY

Al TIIVL

d-1-6692 3iodey

fieel
9111
8001
26L

9111
800T
006
26L

9111
800T
006
26l
6.5

°8°9

38

‘H°D

(G ELLECH
03 IVAILSqO
IouBISIQ

JoAZ98q0




d-1-6692 313odoy

Engineering Research Institute
[
U
4
[}
]
i

- .- - €24 0°9¢€ -- 0°0€ 9° L2 fieel

2 9¢€ 0°0H - 0° 65 'ge 9111
== == - o€ G0l -- 8° LS EAAY 800T
- == == == e°1¢ 8°9e 26l °8°D
== -=. == i*6E Lroh - 1°0S G ot 9111
. -— - 6°GE A4 - 9°G% rie 800T
= - == 1° 64 - 0° Ly € ce 006
= = == 9°81 - 9°0¢ o°1e c6.L ‘a’m

. == == --= 1°0¢ 8° 1Tt -= g2 0°gI 9111
. . . @o mm - Nomm Wom QOO.H
== == == g°ee I°H -- G°92 0°91 006
== == == 0°g1 6°ge == 2° 1€ 1°cI 26l
- | -- g St €€ 615 "H°D
R 19301 Taoam EGETLEE JUIBqY 3992109 Juesqy Jueseig (3pX) 393x®L I9AI98qQ
i®307 3983y 398xe] 1®30] 398383 398xe], 03 I9AIISqO
:oz: [1] @QM: —-Qz: 113 W”M.: oogw QHQ
898U0dS9y BUOIM S98U0d89Y Jo9II0D

(spuocoag) sejouale] ssuodsvyy IBexaay °g

(p,3u0d) AT FTIAVI

The University of Michigan

39




- Engineering Research Institute

The University of Michigan

21 (o2° )9 (o2° )9 81 (0€° )6 (0€° )6
i (Lo°)z  (Llo°)e 92 (e )Er (€ )€1

K (Lo°)e  (Lo°)e 92 ()€t (& )Er
o1 (o1° )8 (o1°)s oh (o Yoz (ot )oz
8 (o1°)€  (Li°)S ee (€€° Yot (ot )et
01 (er°)n (227 )9 61 (g2° )8 (g€ )it

0 0 0 01 (06*)s (0G° )4

“ (60° )1 Aom,wz a1 (0€° )9 (6%° )6
1T Awﬁ.wm (oz° )9 61 (o€ )6 mmmowoﬂ
8 (02° )9 (lo°)e ze (€4 )€ (0€° )6
i (o1°)€  (€0°)1 92 (Lv ) (ofr )

1 (o1° )1 0 6 (06° )¢ (ot )y

¢ 0 0 o€ (0S°)st (0&° )st
3UOIM 3U983xg JUIBQY 3I09XI0H JuaBqy IUISIEG
%2303 3983w}, 393xe], i®30], 398xe] 3983ey
:OZ;/ u 89X, . uONy, 1 S9X,,

s9suodsay JSUOIM 898UCASIY IDIII0D

s91ousnbaxj ssuodsey °y

UoTIBUTUNRTTT IYSTTUOOK I9puUf UTRIIVY -
WIOITUf UO PIAIVSGO ‘MII) puR uUnY NUBL-TIUY I0F SITNSSY

A TTIVL

d-1-6692 3zodey

ots-
891
T
15€

891
Y
16€

89
ei9
0%S
894
iy
16¢€

‘H°D

°8°D

Lo

“G°M

(sPi, 3I9dam]
03 IPNIeBGQO
IouUBISI(

A24398G0




Engineering Research Institute

d-1-6692 3x0dey

0° L2 £ GE 2 gt € gz (0314
9" 1 i S8 € 1€ € L1 894
i€z w0 LE € LE 6°S1 M

812 5°01 e° 92 9° 01 T8¢ “H°D
2° 95 g° &4 5 g€ 61 891
9°l2 €9t ° 68 FAS ¢ HiH

6°2t 9° 61 16¢ °$°D
€11 g° L2 1 HE JAR 1 39
. " 68 0°12 e ot €2t 219
1°9% 1°6¢€ g° tn 1°2e OHG
6° Lt 1 LL 6°0% 1°i2 89h
6° HE 0°9¢ 6° 02 Wiy

‘ e’ 1e LRt 16¢ ‘a‘m

W 18307, Baoam IGe89Ag F02sqy F99XX0) FULIsqy IUes9ig spx) 39%am] A9AI29G0
i®307 398383 3938xey i®30] 398xwy, 3233e] 03 IVAIDEqO
:OZ: 14 @@M: —-Qz-— " @@M: v@gu @WQ

8asu0ds9y JuoxM 8980G0AEIY J99IA0Y

(spuoseg) serousiwy @ssuodsey I8eIeay °g

(P,3u0d) A FTAVL

The University of Michigan




Research Institute

ineering

Eng

The University of Michigan

oY - 02

19° oe

00° T oe

gle Cce
W

18303

I-1-6692 3Iodey

% {o2° 34 0 91 {0%° Yot {0t° )9 0021 o981 ¥ 8pLS), IS
2 (01° )2 0 61 {06° )ot {o%° Jg 0021 098Z W sphSl 1S g
o] 0 0 02 (06° )o1 (06° )01 o021 oesH ¥ 8PLG) IS
1 (60° )1 0 61 (06° Jot (6% 6 ooei 298Q ¥ SPAG.L IS
Baoam JUeswig Ja98qy 3993307 Suesqy JUeswig CONECLECH UDSTISU TN L T
i®303 398ze] 3e3xw], 1®303 3983y 398xeg 03 IPAISSq0
2 _uON, 189X, - uON,, uS®L%,, IUEIBTQ
$98U0dS9Y DUOXM : sesucdsoy 309Xi0D

("H° D :39A%®8qQ) UOTIBUTUMTTI 3IYBT[YoI®Ig IPpun UTELILP] WIOFTU)
UC PIAIVEQqQ AII)H PUR UNH WUBI-TIUY I0F 83[Nsdy wsuodsady jo Lousnbexg

IA FI9VL




e Engineering Research Institute

The University of Michigan

- ~= == Q°se 6° 61 - 0°0t g°ge
. = -~ 9° He € == g 22 0° 11
= == == 8° e == 0" e 0°61
= s - - - Oe w.M mo m .
Lz "T®301 Baoan Juesezg JUIBGY 3593309 JUSSqY  Jueseig
T®30], 39833, 32833 1®307, 388ze] 398ze7,
13ON,s 1 89X, 1N, uS®%,,
gguodsay Juoxpm S98UCdEdY IOVIXC)H
(spucdag) seyousiwy Isuodsvy °sisay °g
H10°® o2 6 (se° )& (02° )% 11 (0€° )9 (G2° S
utes ot 8 (o2 )9 (Lo°)e ge (€4 )Er (0t )6
809° 0t £ (01° )¢ 0 2 (06° St (ot et
Co° T 0e 0 0 ¢ ce (08° )ot (05° ot
‘W 1®30] BUoIM Jusselg LISV 399XI0J IUEqY FUSBRILI
i®30L 39883 393xe7 1®30], 3=3aeg 393awy
1N, 1SeL,, 19N, 189X,
sesucdseoy BUOXM S98UOdsey IOVIIO0T

s3pouanbazy ssuodsdy °y

(uoT3T80d PISTIPIH) UOTIBUTENTTT IYSITUOOK Iepup

IIA F19VL

PPAZ8]Q UTBIZP] WICFTUR-UON WO YUB] QH-W I0F SITNEY

d-1-6692 i3odsy

Lix  °H°D

(spx) 3I9Bxe} FEYNET-T)
03 IVAIIB|QD

IOURISIQ

Lin *H°D

(8px) 3e8as]
03 IWAI9BqQ
IouwILSIq

ISATI8G0

43




e Engineering Research Institute

The University of Michigan

6G¢t° o L (21° )6 (6c° )2 139 (a1 g1 (g€° )at
00° 1 oe 0 0 0 02 (0G° }ot (0G° )ot
96£° oe K (o2° )% ¢ 91 (08° )ot (0€° )9 2141
W 1®3I0L duoxm ICIBAII IUDSGY FEEFETG) IUuSBqY IUVEIAg (spXk ) FOBIB],
1303 3e8xe] 398xe] 1®30% 328383 393x%y 03 IZ9AIRSqO
;Qwﬂ: Z@@M: :@z: :@”WZ @@gUMW@
wvmﬁoamvﬁ MQOHS wvwﬁo&mﬁﬁ A0VIILOH
°8° D XIAIISq) 4
96¢&° 02 Ui (o2° )4 0 91 (06° Yot (0€° )9
296° 09 L (g1° )L 0 £q (0%° )o€ (g€° )€e
00°1 02 0 0 0 oe = (0§°)o1 {0s° Yot
GEGe o2 2 (60° )1 (60° )t 81 (6% )6 (a1 )6
et o2 € (61° )¢t 0 it (0S° )et (6€° )L
96E° 0e L (oz° )% 0 91 (0g° jot (gt° )9
ier - o2 9 (02° )% (o1*) HI (ot )8 {0€° )9
GEGe 0g 2 (60° )1 (Su° )1 81 (o1 )6 (6% )6
6ty 0e £ (61° )¢ 0 A (06° Yot (G6E° ). ALY
00°1 ot 0 0 0 01 (08° )6 {06° )&
00°1. 01 0 0 0 01 (05° )4 (0G° )s
00°1 01 0 0 0 01 {06°)§ {06° )s 00T
‘W - [®303 Buoay ISV UP8qY 3D9II0YH JuLsqy JuUSsdXg ﬂmvwv‘uﬁwwwﬁ
, i®30% 398x®y 32838y i®307 398187 3e8xey, 03 IVAIBSGQ
1SN, uS®L,, 1ONy, uS9%,, IVUBISTQ

sasuodsay IuoIM

895ucdedy 3I09II0Y

‘H°D IPAIIBGY °W

(wor3yeog pieid zeddp) ﬁ@ﬂMﬂﬂwawHﬁH 34y8riyoIwag Ispug
UTBIILI], WACFTUN-UON U0 YUB] QH-W A0F SITNedY wsuodsedy yo Aousnbeayg

IITA TIGVL

d-1-6692 31xoday

I o998z g4 9987
29sz ¥ spLSGL-1S
9381 ¥ SPLS.-TS

GO T8 U TN {1
peIeTmNYS

J 098G g 9991
L 20982 4 0981
I o9st 4 298]

298G § SPAG.-TS
o98Q ¥ SPAGL-TS
o98h A SPAGL/L-TS T
o982 ¥ 8PLGL-TS
098G J~71S

0982 9="IS

&L 2882 g 0B8]
0981 ¥ SPAG/-TS
2981 9=1§

QQHM%Q%M@H
LEELARL TS




e Engineering Research Institute

The University of Michigan

d=-T1-6692 330dey

190°- og £y {0€° )9 (GE° )4 L (¢1° )€ (o2 )y
L2o° o2 8 (61° )¢ (g2 )s A {¢e° )s (GE° ).
#10° - 02 6 (02° )% (62° )8 11 (Ge° )s {0€° )9
HIC® oe 6 (AR Amwowm it (G2 )& {0€° )9 FALY
oee° oS g (o2° )4 {G0° )1 61 {(GH° )6 {0€° )9
€ht° oz g (S1° )€ (01° )2 61 (0% )8 (6 )i
L1ate o 11 (E1° )¢ (6T° ) 62 (GE° ) HT PASEIS
59%° 0t f {01° )t (£0° )1 92 (i 4L (0% jet
110° 0z o1 {Ge° )& {ce° )& 0T {42 )& {62°)s
Eete og 9 (61° )€ ¢ L1 {06° 01 (GE° )i
€61° 0g g {61° € {cr° )2 Q1 (ot )g {GE° 4,
E6T° o2 S (61° )& (ot° 2 51 {ow )g (SE° )4, 0SET
N GE i (locye (Lo )e 92 (E% 81 (B jET ghet
86.L° og T (6G° )1 0 €1 (C&° )01 (st )6 8001
% T®307 Buoxy IURSDIY IVDSGY FREEEGYS JUPEGY FEELE m@@liw@wMWH
1®307 g@3awy I98am T, 1®30% 198a%3, I9%83e], 03 ZBAIDSGQD
i 23O, 1 8L, 1ONyy 0 SBXy, POUBI LI

898u0d89Y BUOIM

gaguodsdy IDWAI0N

CH°D IVAXI8GO (UOYITEOJ 2931} ucIIBUTERITE IYBI[YSI®eg Iepun

UIRIIDT, WIOFTUN-VON VO PIALPSGQ WUB] QH-W I0F s3[ns’y @»suodsey yo Lousnbeag

X1 FiavL

938GT § SPLGJL-IS
298G ¥ SPAG.-TIS
o98h ¥ SPAGL-TS
2982 ¥ SPAGL-TS
I 998ty 4 9987
o@sh ¥ SpAOST-IS
o98g ¥ SPAGL-TS
@S] H SPAGL-TS
098Q W SPALE-TS
oesH § spLlE-18
998Q DTS
o98% 5=I8
298% D=8
ve8Y 9=1S

[SIN’

O WG

&

()

UOFIEETENL ] |
PYIRTETS




« Engineering Research Institute

The University of Michigan

d-1-6692 1zoday
190° 02 A {02° )4 {61° )€ €1 (G€° ). (0€° )9 2161 I 9982 4 998y
9ee° o L (€1° )% (o1°)f 2 (ot et (L€ )11 2Ist 9989 A SPLLL-TS
oge° oe s (S0° )1 {o2° )n &1 (0f° )9 (61 )6 2161 9982 ¥ SPAG/-TS
#Eo® &1 9 Aawowm‘ (og° )t 6 (l2° 4 (€€ )q ISt 998 ¥ SPLGL-TS
°W M@umﬁ daoam IUISDAG FULeqy FEERET:1) FUISAY FYTEECRE] (%PX ) FCY-F0 5 UOTIRUTERT T T
i®30% 3933w, 3983wy %8307 3981wy J98xeg, 03 IPALSBGQ peIRinLg
13O0y 1S4, 15 ONGy 189X, POUBIETQ
gosuodsvy IJUOIM 828U0d8dy IVIIIOG
°8° G ZPAIBSGO °9
26 0g £ {GT° )E ) A {06° )ot (€ ), I 298t g o98g
eerr’ oS £ (610 )8 0 A (06° )01 (GE° 2 m JP I o98H § 0B8] o
OC° 0e A {0t )9 (G0° )1 £t (6 )6 (02 )1 AR I owsg m):@@wl
g4 ce T (50° )1 0 61 {05 )01 (s1° )6 BIST 0R8GT ¥ SPAGL-TS
oee’ 02 g {o2° )4 (G0° )1 6t (61 )6 {ot° )9 rst D98N W SPALL-TS
062° Ge % (61° )€ (6G° )1 9t (6% )6 {(6t° )L 216t 098g 4 BPAGL-TIS
‘K T®IA0L ,WQQ.M& AUISSZI wﬁ@wﬁmﬂ I9VEI0YH Jussqy IUBVIAY ﬂv spL Q; w@w,mwwmm FTIBUTMRTTT
1®307 J983e] 3983wy 1®30g 398383, 298awy 03 ZPAIISGQ J@Lwﬁgswm
19N 15 89X, 1ON,, ke POUBISTA

s9sucdewy BUOIM

{(U013380d PI9TA M@mmm\ HOTIBUTERITT IYSITYysIE3g I9pUg

UIRIiRg, WICFTUN-UON UWC PRAII8qQ “DIV 6G-H 0y s3iynssy 9suodgsy go Lousnbezg

gosuodsay Jo8XIA0H

“H°D IPAISBGQ °V

X d749Y%




TABLE XI

Obgserved on Non-uniform Terrain

The University of Michigan -

n)

i

r Searchlight Illumination {Tree Positio

'y of Response Results for M-59 APC,
Unde

eGuenc

i

F

Wrong Responses

Correct Responses

GEN@W
Target

“Y@S 11

HN@H
Target

“Y@S“

Distance

Observexr to

Total
Wio LAg

Target

Total
Correct

Target

Simulated

7
e e,

Totas

Pragent

Absent

Absent

Present

Target (¥ds)

on

<0

og=]

4

! el m

i

Engineering Research Institute

R D s T a S < e s o M VM o Ye sl = S Mool el S~ i O
N@'w@>m'«'-;3%©¢wmm<6 3 A O “é A D OB O e e
=H e OO OO0 S WO Ok == 0 COO0OEDOO OO 3
L o © o -] o © o o o o [ o e o o o o Q o i [ o o o
=4 =4
CODOODOQOU OO0 OLOOLODQOO0
WAt O PNV NG NN F WO N Q
O D \:m,ﬁ RN RO NN O = \O F . I IND O
b s ety = Qf =l = = I
/*\W)* ?‘\f\u:f‘ NN ST NI AN NN TR OTS SNEIS I N T

rw“g\g\mﬁgr\
S

OO O O NO WUy
MC\Q (‘\I) W)M:& (\il W‘JC\i} 0'4

N s S P RPN wiP

Q‘ NO 0\.,.::!’ u\:.\.f‘)Q o)

e S e 7 S S5 S S 2 N2 ?

m{@uaﬂaﬂu~uxpaaﬂaﬂaac

SR AT S A, T G I ETTINTTR I TR ETN TN TN
O ke M) =0 O O O NP pon O b= 0 O O O N
ol O e O QA e mdﬂ w&v(r—ﬂﬁ?zﬁ(\ﬂ(\?}\rﬁl
< ° ° o o o ¢ o o 4 ] ° © o ¢
SNy 2 Sea, 2 S i 2 ST S0 e 2 S Sm? S S P sz S S N i P e e N
W WO Qi b S O F MOON:&}»@U\ﬁ N oy
P L0 mm\z) e f=rd = O A0 O B gk WO \O I e CUJ::}
ol O QN QL yrd el =l (e Qg =Wy = =
TR AT IR N, PR R G IR R SN BT PTG TN N I N, R 5, T 5, P BN, ey 4,
Cu»mmvrwmmm% DOOONOONMMO N0 OO O Wy
ot W 0] e I DO N e O e g o) i) o)
o ® © o o L+ © ° ° < o o ° ° e ° o o ] o o <

S S o P NI S B P S P P NN P S n
i )"‘J@\.\Q\fim F*QOMJO\WJN C).#(U‘WD(\T} fre
G *3 QJ =2 vl vz==9 g =t

VIR TN T T P L R 5T T N T (T TN TN G T R NG (T Ny R R 4 N P
OO M= mMmO NNNMNO INO O NENRD OO NG N
hﬂWﬁE‘Gﬂﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂ;$CUCU;#£ﬁ;$;$U\0JGB RS KRR )
o ¢ [ o [ o o © o o [ [ o o o [~}
SN Roa? S S S NP V087 N S N Sims P NP s 2 e S S S e St S N 270 2P NP S P S
O = O O W)CQ@II\!I\O\CD@CD C g O~ 30N O b=

P e R e R == =1 = = e={ =5
OQO@mnnmm,r\mmmmm& N AN O OO OO0
804’3&\ Bao oo oo oo oo oo B oo oo B B o b L VDV IV VD N
zv'==lc(lﬁw'\;r‘\')wl.,ﬂaF"IF’JF%)F—JU—%IF—‘]FJM(\!]MCUMM(MW)N)W‘)M
e e e T s B B R R s S e e s e, [P S A et

ey

@

) &5 BB Bt B @) /) B Bt

ey Gony 0 W@ U U W& U @

, @ P Y @ @@@@@U Y @ O w @ e v
) B o®mh .t 9w d 4 e Q @ @ w4 B0 @ @
W SIS PR, DO B W W %Y O WO (0]
¢ ¥ @ @ ) % e S O e G| @ -4 g < OO
@ @D e w e : @ el e e
= B e Xes] By B P B (o0 O O B B

W B VU B Y P LY U D, U i
%:\ (&) &6@ N [\._,7:3@ W‘JF%&’@ (AN 8@) P o bl O
7 3 3 @ & [
QQQM&A@M—JMQ@L_JQ DR B e = S - I I I R R
HMBBDBNDBODNODN A~ NN BBODYAY B B Q

Report 2699-1-F

k7




Engineering Research Institute

The University of Michigan

©50° .om

€g€° o2
00°1 02
Q6.L° o2
Loo° o2
Q&lL° o2
rAN o2
H 1®30]

d-1-6692 3xoday

11 (€2°)L - (€1 )% 61 (L€ )11 (L2° )8 9111

i (61° )€ (s0° )1 91 (61 )6 (6€° )L 016

0 0 0 og (06°)o1 (06° )ot 016

1 (g0° )1 0 61 (0s° )ot (st )6 016

g (6€° ). (s0° )1 21 (st )6 (¢1° )€ 016

1 (60° )1 0 61 (06°)ot (61 )6 016

9 (o1°)z (02" ) HI (0%° )9 (o%°)g 016
Buoap JussaIzg JUIBqY 3291209 JuaIsqy Jueesig (spX) Jeodawy],
1®30] 3983wy, 398xe], 1®30% 398ae], 3@83eg 01 ISAI98q0
N v C wON u89%,, uCN, u89%,, 2DUBISIQ

mﬂ&ﬂQQWOm IV9XIO0H

“89s8uodsay wﬂomm,

*H°D Hu>womac AnmmUﬂwem PTo1d a2ddp) uorieumwny(l IYSTTYoIRSS IOPUf UFBIAS]L
WIOJTUR=UON UO PIAIISqV ‘MaI) puw uny juwI-FIuy I03 SIS’y sucdsay Jo Aouenbsxg

IIX J19vVL

o98Q ¥ spAGL ‘IS
L 2982 4 oes T
I oes# J o988 1
298t § spLG) ‘IS
998% J-IS

98z ¥ GL TS o
0981 ¥ GL IS

UCTIBUTERT [ L
po3jeTNuIg




The University of Michigan -+ Engineering Research Institute
2699-1-F

APPENDIX A

In order to relate the model simulator studies better with field
test data, documentation was obtained for the inherent luminances of targets
and their backgrounds as used in the field tests. This documentation,
carried out by Mx. Pritchard of these Laboratories, was obtained using the
photoelectric telephotometer to measure directly the luminances of targets
and backgrounds under the field conditions employed.

Two . points of comparison may be made from this documentation.
First, the degree of correspondence for levels of illumination established
for the model may be compared with that occurring in the field. Secondly,
comparison may be made of relative contrasts for selected portions.of the
targets and backgrounds.

With regard to the first comparison, above, only two sets of data
from the field tests provide the desired information. This was because at -
the time documentation was obtained in this regard, following the actual
tests, a limited number of target conditions had been studied when the last
remaining 2500 watt searchlight lamp burned out. The remaining documentary
data were obtained using a 2000 watt lamp and although the contrast inform-
ation is of use in comparison with model simulator conditlons, no absolute
comparisons are possible.

The sets of documentary data obtained when the 2500 watt lamp was
available provide the comparisons of inherent luminances _appearing below.

A. Tank, 1000 yards, observer Post 6 (separated from searchlight approxi-
mately 140 yards$
(luminance in foot lamberts)
) Model Study

Area Measured - Field Study (SL75 R) -
L Track .0090 .015h
Center 0047 .0088
R Track L0104 .0183
Turret .0058 .0150
L Bkgnd .0106 0170
Tank Shadow .0029 .0015
R Bkgnd 010k 0148
Top Bkgnd .0022 .0150
Bottom Bkgnd .0018 L0154

L9
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B. Tank, 1000 yards, observer Post 1 (adjacent to searchlight)
Model Study

Area Measured Field Study (sL-c)
L Track .0780 .0162
Center 0685 ‘ 013k
R Track JOTlh .02k
Turret .0658 0146
L Bkgnd 0780 .0185
R Bkgnd .0780 .0150
Top Bkgnd .0560 .0150
Bottom Bkgnd .0780 0166

Examination of the foregoing information shows, first, that fairly
close correspondence results when measures were taken with the searchlight
displaced at its maximum distance from the observer post. The luminance
values shown for the model target are approximately twice corresponding
measures taken in the field. It is possible that greater accuracy could
be achieved in the model study in arranging the searchlight beam to center
exactly on the target and illuminate it with peak candle power. This
possibility, at least; is consistent with the difference noted.

When the measures were taken with the searchlight very little
displaced from the observer post, shown in the second set of data above,
the luminance values obtained for the field study are about a half log
unit greater in each instance compared with corresponding measures for the
model simulator. This result is indicative of the effect of light back-
scatter at positions adjacent to a searchlight. The telephotometer, in
the field, received a considerable amount of back-scattered light which
increased the apparent luminance for selected target areas, and; as well,
reduced contrasts between these areas. Due to the absence of scaled
atmosphere in the model studies, these effects are not seen. Although the
luminance values for target areas are higher, they are very little higher
for the SL-C condition compared with the SL 75 R condition.

The field data obtained using the 2000 watt lamp may be used to
evaluate the range of effect of searchlight back-scatter on contrasts.
For this purpose, the luminance values obtained at 500 yards for the front
center of the APC and also the sloping portion of the front are listed
below as measured at the first five observer posts. Post 1 is adjacent
to the searchlight. Approximate separations for the other locations are
shown in parentheses.

Obs. Post: #1 #E(IOyds) #3(20yds) A (hoyds)  #5(80yds)

Slope Front <100 .023 017 013 011
Center Front ..097 .023 .022 .018 .013
Ratic (tontrast: 1.03 1.00 1.12 1.14 1.12

50
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From the preceding analysis, it may be seen that the high increase
in luminance for target areas due to searchlight back-scatter is essentially
gone when one moves from Post 1, adjacent to the target, to Post 2, ten yardg
removed., The remaining valnes reflect some further change, but of a much
smaller magnitude. The “ontrasts noted between the two selected target
areas increase with greater separation of observer and searchlight, and
cease to show back-scatter effects at Post 3, 20 yards from the searchlight.
In the model studies, the searchlight displacement labeled SL-C would not
have the realism of field conditions due to the absence of scaled atmosphere
and resulting absence of back-scatter. However, if displacement of 10 or
20 yards is sufficient to obviate back-scatter effects, our other condi-
tions should otherwise constitute adequate simulation.

To get a better idea of the correspondence for target and terrain
contrasts between the model and field conditions, the following comparison
may be made. The set of field data for the tank measured at observer
Post 5 (80 yards displaced from searchlight) may be converted to relative
values by determining the ratio of each area measured to the center area
as a reference point, This leads to the values to be shown shortly.
Similar treatment is given to measures on the model simulator for the tank
at the equivalent distance for the similar displacement of the searchlight.
These values are shown below for comparison with the first set.

Area Measured Field Tank Model Tank
L Track 1.55 1.66
Center 1.00 1.00
R Track 1.55 2,00
Turret 1.12 1.66
L Bkgnd 2.00 1.89
Tank Shadow .78 .02
R Bkgnd 2,00 1.66
Top Bkgnd .89 1.24
Bottom Bkgnd 1.55 1.66

It would appear that the internal contrasts for our tank target
are a little greater than for the tank in the field. Also, contrast for
the tank with the background at the top and bottom terrain areas is greater
for the model. Terrain at the sides does not form as high a contrast. In
the field, terrain ahead of the tank sloped away from the searchlight and
the woods behind the tank, although in its projected background, were quite
distant. Our terrain was simply more uniform in a relative sense.

The contrast of the tank shadow and adjacent parts of the terrain
and target is much greater in the model situation than in the field.
However, in the field the 2000 watt searchlight lamp provided less illumin-
ation on the target and, at the time of measurement, a full moon was
illuminating the terrain also. The luminance of the shadow, in the field
measurements was .002 foot lamberts which could be due to moonlight prim-
arily and possible some space light present,
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The field study data provide a basis for much more extensive
comparisons than can be attempted here. With the exception noted, the
correspondence between model and field conditions appears, in physical
terms, reasonably close. In the text there are several points of comparison
in terms of observer performance as well. An examination of all of these
points of comparison is necessary to determine how much confidence can be
given to the extension of the model simulator findings to field conditions.
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APPENDIX B

The derivation of the equation for M shown in the text is quite-
straight forward. We begin with the statement of several terms and
relationships as follows:

(1) 1(S) = initial degree of uncertainty in S
(2) 1I(R) = degree of uncertainty in R

(3) I(R,8) = degres of uncertainty in combined R and S
(L) 15(S) = degree of uncertsinty in S given R

With (1) end (&) we have:
(5) I(8) - Iz(8) = extent of reduction of I(S) given knowledge of R

(eqwiv&le@t to stimulus information gained by
knowing R)

Then, from standard works on information theory:

(6) I(R) + Iz(s) = I{R,S)

Adding I(SS to each side of equation (6) and changing signs leads to:
(7) 1(s). - 1z(s) = L{R} + 1(8) - L(R,S)

Note that the left hand side of (7) is the defined term (5). Also,
because in our experiments, on a given observation trial the stimulws was
equally likely to be present or absent, we know that 1{s). = 1 bit. Hence
a solution for the right hand side of (7) evaluates I(S) - Ip(S) and gives
us the stimulus informaticn gained by knowing R. To a@complish this, we
substitute for I(R) and I(R,S) as follows, using response data to obtain
the particular probabilities:

(8) I(R) = - [P(¥) logy P(¥) + P(N) log, B(N)]
@nd

(9) I(R,S) = - [P(S,¥) log, B(S,%¥) + P(5,N) log, F(S,N) + P(s) 7) log,
(S Y) + P\Sg w) 1og P(S® N} .

substituting from (8) snd {9) in (7), rewriting I(S) as 1, and using the
appropriate constant to convert from logarithms base 10 to base 2, we have:

(10) 1(s) - 1g(s) = 3.32 [-P(¥) log P(¥) - P(N) log B(N) + P(S,¥)
log P(s Y + ( sN) log P{8,N) + P(S} ¥) log P(S ¥) +
P(s) N) 1og P{S, N)]

Designating I(s) - Ig(S) with the symbol M, ss the measure of stimulus
information gained by knowing R, we have the formula cited in the text.
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The features of this relationship are easily shown. If an observer
always responded “yes", we would of course gain no stimulus information.
In terms of the above equation, P(Y) = I and P(N) = O which gives us:

M=1+3,32 [-0-0 + 1/2 log 1/2 + O + 1/2 log 1/2 + 0] = O

$
Also, if the observer is right (S,¥) and {S)iN) as often as wrong (5, Y)
and (S,N), M = O. If he makes no wrong responses, maximum stimulus inform-
ation is gained and M = 1. (This would be true if no right responses were
made, also the system needs some external knowledge of accuracy in order
to decede the responses!

Since the measure M was derived to provide a basis for avoiding
the ambiguous effects of criterion differences in the yes-nc procedure used,
it would be well to illustrate the relative freedom of this measure with an
example. Consider two sets of data. The target has been presented 10 times
during 20 observation trials. In the first, an observer has given the
following responses:

"Yes" Target  ‘'No" Target '"Yes" Target 'Nd' Target
Present Present Absent Absent

Frequency 10 0 5 5
A second observer gives these responses:

"Yes" Target  'No" Target "Yes' Target '"Nc¢" Target
‘ g
Present Present Absent Absent

Frequency 5 10 0 5

It may be noted that the first observer has responded '"yes" 15 times even
though the target was presented on 10 times during the 20 trials. The
second observer, on the other hand, has been willing to respond "yes" far
less frequently. The first has a high false positive rate; the second a
low rate. : ’ ‘

The proportions in each of these examples are treated first, by
the conventional method. The detection proportions (from "yes", target
present responses) is adjusted in terms of the proportions of false positive
responses {'"yes", target absent). Usually this is done by employing the
following relationship: '

P’ = P-C
1-C
Where: P' = corrected detection proportion
P = raw detection proportion
C = proportion of false positives
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In terms of the above equation, the first data set would have to be repre-
sented by a corrected detection proportion of 1.00, The second would yield
the corrected detection proportion of .50,

If we analyse the same two sets of data for the stimulus inform-
ation quantity, M, we would find that not different but the same values
would result. For each data set M would be 0.31. Thus if, as is possible,
the sets are from two different observers in the same situation, one is not
providing more stimulus information than the other., It might be the case
that the first observer is highly willing to give false positive responses
whereas the second is highly unwilling to do so. The freedom of the data
measure, developed in information terms, from effects of such criterion
differences becomes fairly obvious.

It was not possible to analyse the information statistic in terms
of sampling and bias. Since in a series of observations the target was
presented on 50% of the trials, these question are probably not serious.

In any event, our measure is precisely defined and appears to prov1de for
less ambiguity in interpreting results. :
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