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Evaluation by simulation of lane keeping system in poor visibility condition
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Fig.1 Block diagram of lane keeping system
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Fig.2 Second order prediction model
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Fig.3  Step response of first order prediction
model in straight course according to

steering gain
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Fig.4  Step response of second order prediction

model in straight course according to steering

gain
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Fig.5 Step response of first order prediction
model in straight course of each

prediction time
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Fig.6 Disturbance by marker position error
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