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Usability Evaluation Procedure for the Agricultural
Equipments in Local Agricultural Task Environment
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ABSTRACT

Objective: to improve agricultural working environment using tools and equipments. Background: most existing tools

currently used, in fact, are discrepant from human factor guidelines so that they are still exposed to the musculoskeletal

disease. Method: the provided tools and equipments are mostly designed considering human factor engineering or usability

engineering in a way to avoid musculoskeletal disease. Results: propose the top-down procedure and usability engineering
steps to evaluate them for the system design suitability. Conclusion: apply them conveniently into rural environment to

help farmers working environment.
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1. Introduction
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2. Equipment Usability
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2.1 Cognitive usability
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2.2 Experiencing Usability
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Figure 1. Usability efficiency for users' skill level
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2.3 Social usability

A3 A AFgA (social usability) & Ho|AH|E WS
H= =7 Aol F-get 7te Brhebe ARA AR
(political usability) 2} AHEH17 Aol & sl F-3st
A& v 1314 AR (cultural usability), Z18]aL A&

ojmA] & 914 A (positioning), "MW, 7+ & 787
2 QRle] &sf AbghEo] AlAEE AMSHIE etal 184
715E T uf sk AAIA ARgAoltt. Hol )7t obf-

Al 59121 719l Dol ShEaA AL A
8o 9 2o Holgu] gL Wolxs) ek,

3. Usability Evaluation Procedure
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Figure 2. Number of evaluators for usability evaluation
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4. Conclusion
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