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Objective Domain representation
The objective of this study was to investigate whether specific * Driving: Tactical Driving Praxis, Operational Safety, Car Spatial Road Positioning,
motor and cognitive tasks performed in clinic can predict behind Tactical Driving related Accidents, Reaction Time Related Accidents;
the wheel driving performance in Parkinson’s disease (PD) as - Motor: Motor Speed and Dexterity, Axial Movement;

represented through driving simulator behaviors. - Cognitive: Planning and Processing Speed, Visuospatial Attention and Planning, Verbal

Background Learning and Memory.

Driving Behavior (DB) is negatively affected in PD, with studies Motor & Cognitive to Driving Associations

revealing increased risk for car accidents in drivers with PD.
Studies have attributed these results to motor (rigidity and

Figure 1. Flowchart depicting the steps towards the calculation of Driving and Cognitive & Motor Factors canonical Correlations
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