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ZBIC BT 2 FTHEVIRIUCBWT, HFEHL2 60
HREE DR X2, ZOMHFICrUILEuveh 2& L
2, ZOEERLIUIEFH - FHT X 120 D&
TEICH 2 BB BEE LTz 2 ORGSR, WM R
KB21FER0R D 3E CFHE SN, HFEOITENC
X3 2Pl - FIICBE LT, HEMSEERE-> TN
712G E W ERRFEPEL R 2 ICONTFENE L 2o
7o, AHFEHSEICEE L 225 E I EFEEME R Lz,
F—7—F ! X%\ (traffic), $15EL (crossing), ¥R
(Gaze), BLI\® D (Consideration)
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REICBVWTE, MHENZHEICED LELE
space-sharing conflict (Markkula et al., 2020) 232 Z
%, Bz, BIRICBWTIE, REHER S A NGk
HER R 74 N0 B o007 0 (LR, —#FHPZET
5 RZ eIl s 5% Leader & MER) &5 & 0381T
T 50 (AR, 212587 5% Follower & MEX) %
—E DRFFEIANCTE L7221 U7 6720, FERIICH
PREREA S N T 2 e, BEBEIEL Y 74 ¥ AM
BREORD BN INETI v 255,

TAEDPERITTIE S KRBT EBIT S conflict fi#TH D
OEDODFEELT, AR TIREHONRICERT
%, T TIEVEFICL 25 FTHRITOWTIESHE
BEENDPNT VWS, PRAERTIRERZELT, B
SR BN EI3GES T ICRICERT 2 EROWS
NHEZ B M TE S (Youssef et al., 2024), % 7=,
BITED R IANZEHRT 2 2 2id, MEOEGKRED
THEFEMEZ N, b oBhIn 20T S
Z e TE S (Uttley et al., 2020), L2 L—/T, &
BT OBATE & B F A4 ANHETIEINEGEZ 2 I30E
IRTERERT VD, FHPANY FY 2 A F v —IiT
EIFEH SR TR o2 DED H S (Leeet al.,
2021), ¥7z, HITEFELOTIEVERTIE, TR
D HARRLEDM X7 ¥ DHIREHR (Lynch et al., 2018)
DEICHEREINS Z L dRENTV S,

— 1

ZHEODOBERTNEWTHMD Leader/Follower D&
BIEICHET 2 0EBPIEEAD PN T VD, Ly
LZOEBIEICEZAIOBEY LT, ZOMEFITH
I 2RI, BARICIZZ OMFIcEEE BN
ROREC 20, BZreze Tl - SATE
DFBIZED LS REEND 2 DPITHL TR
W, Z ZTABSETE, HF2 S ORI Z M2
B UTHim L8l 2 E L, Z DTS 3 55
EREEER Y LTHIET %,

ZOR, oMy e LT, HESEITLTS
& ORI % #Y) 2 Leader 2°, &1L L T#E%# 3 Fol-
lower 20 & W5 R ENEF & RIRFICERIET %, 24U,
Leader/Follower THHDER XA I VIRV H
3 Z e PRENTED (Ninomiya et al., 2024), FHEIC
S ZDEFPHET L e BTHlEINT70TH %,

2. FHiE

759 R —bL2EHWVT, 120 H4OSNNE % 5%
L7 (Mage = 41.51,5D 4g0 = 8.35)0 Unity % fIT
— AR R OB 2 L L 7z (Figure 1), BIHIX, £
MEHIEMICH 2 T —MCHFRTEAET 2R TH
FLrHRRZITNES DDTH -/, HEILDER
RHEZERERE LT, ZOoRBFOFEOREZZZ Om H»5H
8m F T 5 KEER /2, FLMHFOREHFERE L
T, Leader &ff ¥ Follower 5% %1} 7=, REIE 3
Tay 2ot eh, 1 7y 2 il FowTh
ORISR A G 2 sh, T HETIHENTbI T,
MERDREZDZ 2R o TR TWEEED
721 THFOTENE FHIT X 72y THFOITEIR AT
Zelo 1 DOFRMICO ZHFOYIMIME - #ITM
DRI B 2 ROBEHER SN, ZMEF 1 Ty r
T, 5 (QEHFRER) x 2 (RENERF) x 2 RDFF 20 REFE
fiL7z., 7my ZIEFB X UBHEIEFIXE HI2T7 X
LTHoTz,

3. HR

3ODFEZFNFIIZOWT, 2 BRGE T2 E
Hi L7 (Figure 2), BV hFEEICDOWTIE, HEFH
44 _

P-1-2



202400 0000000041000

P

(a) 1227 20m-Leader5

(b) 1R EF B 6m-Follower5: 4
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B & JIEF O % HAEFI B T (F(4,476) = 37.90, p <
001,77 = 241), BH 3IC & % & Leader /K¥#E T
Om-2m D &, Follower 7K#Tlk Om-2m ¥ 2m-4m
MoATHEREENR SN (ps < .05), THIFEE

DWT b L HEAAEET (F(4,476) = 137.76, p <
001,73, = .536), Leader K¥ETi3 Om-2m [H @ &,

Follower 7K#ETl% Om-2m & 2m-4m I CHEZED R
b7z (ps < .001), FHEAFEE D X HEHBPEET
B o 7205 (F(4,476) = 13249, p < 001,73 = .526),
Follower 7K#12813 % Om-2m DA THREEDBR LN
7= (p < .001),
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4, EBRCIESR
MFD & OIFREERED, ZOHEFICHS 2 A
iz 5 2 25RE, Z DMHFH Leader 2> Follower 75>

EEHMOFEDOR 7Y —> 2 ay b

WIRIES 3 2 e DB B 5T 1 5 7=, Follower 2° & [A]l}
LNEFESPEL 2 21ZY, Bueh - HWTHO
FED LR L, 0FD, THELERELEHRLAEDS
EriEo TNLHEFITH L TRuR ) ZKL, 20
1% 5 < Pl - BIFATE LR/ Z 8 B/RLT
W3, —JF, Leader 7» 5 DFEMRIZEV hFEZ L
AIXE2b00, HEFEEITWIK TN LE, 2% D,
Leader 57 ZFENT TR 2354, ZOTENITH - 3
BITERWEEL 225, ERZET TN B
WAV D 2L TV, ERATIEVWETICE
Z BB TIE W Z 2 RE X Tz,
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