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Abstract: Opportunities for human to contact with the computer or machine in a variety of situations is increasing.
Under these circumstances, human cognitive mechanisms have been studied for designing user-friendly interface. One
of the key issues is the attribution of own actions to the intention of self or others. It is called Sense of Agency (SoA).
SoA is one of the most important issues when we want to operate mobile robot by means such as remote control. To
operate remote-controlled robot, occurrence of delay in data communication is inevitable problem. Then, it is difficult
to have SoA for the operator. Therefore, method for altering perception of SoA with some kind of factor is needed. In

this research, we evaluate the effect of prime stimulus on SoA by experiment with subject.
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Fig. 1 The flow of experimental subject
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Fig. 2 The results of low-speed experiment
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Fig. 3 The results of high-speed experiment
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