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ATC (Air Traffic Control) is considered one of the most demanding jobs. 

This profession is considered a job with high mental workload due to its 

high-stress level and great responsibility. This study designed a suitable 

work system to improve operator performance by measuring the mental 

workload and the physical environment using the NASA-TLX method and 

safety concept by considering variables affecting the operator’s perfor-

mance. This study also searched for the impact of mental workload on the 

work environment, the mental workload on performance, and the work 

environment on performance. Questionnaires were distributed to operators, 

and validation and verification tests were carried out using SPSS. At the 

PLS method's processing stage, the variables used in this study consisted of 

the dependent (Y) and independent (X) variables. The dependent variables 

in this study were performance and the physical environment of work of the 

operator. Meanwhile, the independent variable was mental workload. Based 

on the mental load calculation, an average WWL (weighted workload) score 

of 80 to 90 was obtained, and the factors affecting mental workload are 

performance aspects and mental demand. Based on the results of structural 

modelling with the PLS method, there was a significant influence between 

mental workload on the work environment, the mental workload on perfor-

mance and the work environment on operator performance. The proposed 

work system design used an ergonomic approach, safety and regulation of 

Ministry of Health to get an ergonomic work system, regulate the equal 

distribution of workloads, create a safe and comfortable working environ-

ment, and improve operator performance. The design focused on the ATC 

tower's workstations and work environments. Supervisor has accepted the 

design. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

An airport is an important place in the world 

of aviation. It should have safety and security 

supporting facilities, such as Air Traffic Control-

ler. Air Traffic Controller (ATC) is a guiding unit 

that regulates and maintains air traffic. It is one of 

the most important parts of aviation safety and air 

traffic control; therefore, ATC workers must have 

the necessary skills to cooperate with complex 

machine-human systems [1]. ATC is considered 

one of the most demanding jobs [2]. It is also 

considered one of the most mentally challenging 

careers due to its high-stress level and great 

responsibility [3]. This stress is the effect of the 
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excess workload; therefore, the operators are often 

experiencing a mental workload. Mental workload 

shows the level of mental needs of each individual 

in completing his work demands, which means 

that each individual has different abilities in 

completing their tasks’ demand [4]. Operators are 

required to highly focus in monitoring the navi-

gation, radiation and safety. The level of stress 

will increase in case of bad weather, poor commu-

nication function, shift rotation system that does 

not work appropriately or properly.   

Investigation of fatigue in shift work has 

become a popular topic in various industries. The 

previous study showed that fatigue could gradu-

ally increase during more extended shifts. Several 

studies showed an increased risk after working 10 

hours compared to workers who work 8 hours [5], 

[6]. A study also showed that accidents occur 

when you work more than 16 hours [7]. Chang et 

al. [8] studied the effect of fatigue on ATC 

workers based on work shifts. It was found that 

there were different levels of fatigue for each shift. 

The higher the working hours required, the higher 

the number of work accidents [9]. 

As an important subject in aviation safety, the 

ATC requires workers with the skills to work 

together in a complex machine-human system [1]. 

ATC has a system closely related to various 

ergonomic fields, from control procedures for job 

allocation and work time [10]. Workers have to 

interact with components of the ATC system to 

ensure safety and an orderly and efficient flow of 

air traffic. ATC workers that cannot interact 

appropriately can lead to potential human error 

and risk of air traffic accidents. It is evidenced by 

a study at ATC Australia, which found that coor-

dination and communication errors are contri-

buted the most to air traffic accidents [11]. Chang 

& Yeh [12] explained that human performance 

factors in ATC influence each other through 

interactions with other humans, software, hard-

ware, environment, and organizations. 

Mental workload (MWL) is one of the most 

widely used concepts in ergonomic study and 

practice [13]–[17]. Since 1960 mental workload 

has become an important issue in various 

industries [18]. Many researchers have used this 

mental load measurement to evaluate human 

performance [19]. Stassen et al. [20] said that 

mental workload measurement could reduce 

human error and increase safety and worker satis-

faction. With the rapid development of technology 

and sophisticated industrial system, operators 

often receive high MWL, especially those 

working through complex operating procedures. 

Although many systems have been automated 

these days, the study's results showed that more 

than 70% of work accidents are caused by human 

error [21]. MWL can be defined as the amount of 

mental effort required for a person to perform a 

particular task [22]. It includes cognitive effort 

and other factors, such as stress, fatigue, and 

motivation [23], [24]. Mental workload is not only 

measured through questionnaires. Still, it can also 

be combined with physiological work measure-

ments such as those conducted by Charles &Nixon 

[25], Foy & Chapman [26] and Fallahi et al. [27]. 

As job demands increase, more resources are used 

(demanding workers’ attention), and performance 

will stabilize at optimal levels. A further increase 

in a job will start to burden the worker. Workers 

will be less productive due to errors, and the 

response rate will decrease. Then, worker perfor-

mance will decrease [28], [29]. 

One of the most widely used measurement 

tools for subjectively assessing the workloads of 

individuals operating in high-risk and industry 

time sensitivity is the National Aeronautics and 

Space Administration Task Load Index (NASA-

TLX). The NASA-TLX Index is a subjective 

workload rating scale developed for aviation and 

health fields. The scale is intended to measure the 

overall workload as a single variable calculated by 

adding up responses to six items, namely Mental 

Demand (MD), Physical Demand (PD), Temporal 

Demand (TD), Effort (EF), Performance (PE) and 

Frustration (FR). NASA TLX was first introduced 

by Hart & Staveland [30] and later refined and 

developed by Hart [31]. Currently, many studies 

use the NASA TLX method for calculating mental 

load, for example, Hwang et al. [32] in the nuclear 

industry, Jacobson Jr et al. [33] in the health 

industry, Tubbs-Cooley et al. [34] and Restuputri 

et al. [35] in nurses, Yan et al. [36] in the marine 

sector, Collet et al. [37] in ATC workers. 

Air traffic control is very complex and 

cognitively demanding [38]. Factors that affect 

ATC workers’ workload, such as traffic volume or 

congestion frequency, can increase their mental 

workload, leading to the increased risk of air 

traffic controller failure [39]–[41]. In general, the 

workload is limited by several resources needed to 

complete a job [13], [42] depending on the 

difficulty and time to complete a job [43]. Air 

traffic controllers must be able to manage their 

cognitive load continuously [16], [44]. When 

http://dx.doi.org/10.30656/jsmi.v6i2.4582


Jurnal Sistem dan Manajemen Industri Vol 6 No 2 December 2022, 200-214 

 

202  http://dx.doi.org/10.30656/jsmi.v6i2.4582   

 

involved in cognitive processes, human informati-

on processing requires limited cognitive resources 

for mental processing [45]. With an increasing 

workload, more resources are needed, leading to 

workers' reduced mental capacity. Excessive 

workload will affect workers’ performance and 

may cause errors. These errors can also occur 

when human memory exceeds its limit [36], [46]. 

ATC systems that combine human operators 

and their equipment are increasingly reliable; 

therefore, incidents usually occur when human 

error is involved [47]. Pounds & Isaac [48] stated 

that human error contributes to 75% of ATC 

incidents. Therefore, ATC workers have an impor-

tant role in air traffic safety. ATC workers must 

not make the slightest mistake to minimize aircraft 

accidents. Mental workload is more affected by 

the work environment conditions than by each 

individual’s factor [49]. Excessive workload and a 

detrimental work environment can cause a 

decreased performance of operators. The previous 

study using the NASA-TLX method was con-

ducted to obtain an overview of airport employ-

ees’ workload [3]. This study showed that signifi-

cant excess workload occurs in the operational and 

aeronautical work units, resulting in operators’ 

decreased performance [3]. Another study by 

Huggins & Claudio [50] and Chen et al. [51] was 

conducted to determine the relationship between 

workload and work environment. This study 

showed a significant relationship between work-

load and work environment [52].  

Based on previous studies by Chang et al. 

[12], it can be concluded that ATC operator 

performance depends on the workload, workspace 

design specification, equipment, facilities, and 

whether the air traffic needs are matched with the 

work performed by the ATC operator [12]. There-

fore, this study created a suitable work system 

design to improve operator performance by 

measuring the mental workload and physical 

workplace environment using the NASA-TLX 

method and safety concept by considering the 

variables affecting the performance of the ATC 

operators. 

 

2. RESEARCH METHODS 

The proposal given to Tower ATC was in the 

form of a work system design that considers the 

results of the measurement of mental workload, 

physical workplace environment, and the 

statistical test processing results using the PLS 

method that took into account the Ergonomic and 

concepts for comfort and safety while working. 

Per the existing problems, work system design can 

be conducted on the workstation and the physical 

workplace environment. The design was in the 

form of a work facility layout and work environ-

ment improvement. The new work system design 

will evaluate the existing work system and adjust 

it to the standards of Ergonomics, K3 and the 

Ministry of Health. This work system design 

aimed to improve the ATC operators’ perfor-

mance. 
 

 
 

Fig. 1. Conceptual framework 
 

Many studies have shown a relationship 

between an environment and cognitive workload 

[53]. Office noise, particularly irrelevant speech 

with high enough intelligibility, has been 

demonstrated to impair performance on tasks 

requiring serial recollection, information search, 

proofreading, and counting [54]–[57]. 

According to reviews of Hancock et al. [58] 

and Pilcher et al. [59], room temperature can also 

impact cognitive performance. Short-term free 

recall tasks [60], addition and visual tasks [61] and 

working memory tasks [62] have all shown that 

cognitive function suffers at higher temperatures. 

So the hypothesis in this study is : 

H1: There is a significant influence between 

mental workload variables on the work 

environment 

Several studies have stated that mental effort 

will affect performance. Mental efforts that 

workers bring into work activities can bring about 

job performance [63]. Mental effort can be a 

successful compensation to maintain performance 

[64]. So the hypothesis in this study is : 

H2: There is a significant influence between 

mental workload variables on performance 

Job performance significantly impacts an 

organization's profitability [65]. Organizational 

success depends on employee performance; hence 

performance is crucial. Performance is also crucial 
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for people because completing duties can be a 

source of happiness [66]. Performance is the out-

come of a person's or a group's work in an 

organization at a specific time, reflecting how 

successfully the individual or group meets the 

requirements of a position in a mission to 

accomplish the company's goals. The equipment 

and physical work environment are only two 

examples of the many variables that could affect 

an employee's success on the job [67]. The 

physical work environment and its impact have 

been extensively examined because it can impede, 

interfere with, or place restrictions on the variety 

of work behaviours expressed, which could then 

impact how well tasks are completed. So the 

hypothesis in this study is : 

H3: There is a significant influence between work 

environment variables on performance 

The Conceptual framework in Fig. 1 explains 

the relationship interaction or influence between 

mental workload on work environment (perfor-

mance) and work environment and performance. 

The statistical test stage used the PLS (partial least 

square) method. It is a method used to test the 

prediction effect between variables and assess 

whether there is a strong relationship or influence 

between variables used in a study. The PLS 

method was processed using the SmartPLS 

software. At the PLS method's processing stage, 

the variables used in this study consisted of the 

dependent (Y) and independent (X) variables. The 

dependent variables in this study were the physical 

environment (Y1) of work and the performance 

(Y2) of the operator. 

Meanwhile, the independent variable was 

mental workload. Variables in mental workload 

are generated from NASA-TLX by Hart & 

Staveland [30]. Meanwhile, variables in the work 

environment are generated by Robbins & Judge 

[68]. Robbins  & Judge explain employee perfor-

mance is the level to which employees achieve job 

requirements [68]. The factors that affect em-

ployee performance are quality and skill quantity, 

effectivity and efficiency, work behavior and 

ethic, discipline, supporting facilities and 

initiative. Variables in the work environment are 

generated from Wignjosoebroto [69]. The 

physical environment is one of the external factors 

that affect humans in work, such as temperature, 

lighting, noise and humidity. The Table 1 show 

variables used in the indicators. 
 

Table 1. Variable in conceptual framework 
 

Mental 

workload 

(X) 

Work 

environment 

(Y1) 

Performance 

(Y2) 

Mental need Room 

temperature 

Quality and skill 

Physical need Lighting level Quantity 

Time need Noise Level Effectivity and 

efficiency 

Performance Air Humidity Work behavior 

and ethic 

Effort Discipline 

Frustration 

level 

Supporting 

facilities 

Initiative 

 

 
 

Fig.2. Conceptual framework of mental workload and work environment variables 
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Table 2. Explanation of conceptual notation 
 

Variable Indicator Statement/Item 

Mental Workload Mental Need Working with mental activities such as thinking, deciding, 

calculating or remembering at work is not a burden for me 

(X1.1) 

Performance I create maximum work results to complete the assigned 

task (X1.2). 

Work environment Temperature Level The workspace's room temperature follows the physical 

environment recommended for the ATC workspace (Y1.1). 

Noise Level The workspace noise level follows the physical 

environment recommended for the ATC workspace (Y1.2). 

Performance Quality I perform the work following the existing Standard 

Operating Procedure (SOP)(Y2.1). 

Punctuality I completed the assigned task on time(Y2.2) 

Quantity I complete the assigned tasks according to the given 

target(Y2.3) 

 

This study was conducted with 9 operators, 

the population of ATC of Abdulrahman Saleh 

Airport Malang. Data collection was conducted by 

interview, observation, questionnaire distribution, 

and documentation. There were two types of 

questionnaires in this study. The first was the 

NASA-TLX questionnaire used to measure ATC 

operators' mental workload. In this questionnaire, 

Respondents were asked to choose one of the indi-

cators that they felt was more dominant in causing 

mental workload in their work. Respondents were 

also asked to provide weighting values from 0 – 

100 [70]. The Interpretation Score of NASA TLX 

for Low 0-9, Medium 10-29, Somewhat high 30-

49, High 50-79 and Very high 80-100 [71]. The 

second questionnaire was the Likert scale ques-

tionnaire used to determine operator performance. 

In filling out this Likert scale, Respondents were 

asked to provide a score of 5, 4, 3, 2, or 1 to any 

available indicators. The Likert scale (typically) 

provides five possible answers to a statement or 

question, allowing Respondents to indicate their 

positive-to-negative strength of agreement or 

feeling regarding the question or statement. The 

interpretation score for the Likert scale is 5 for 

strongly agree, 4 for agree, 3 for sometimes, 2 for 

disagree, and 1 for strongly disagree. Question-

naire distribution was carried out after 

Respondents finished monitoring tasks in the 

morning and evening shifts. 

This mental workload measurement for ATC 

operators used the NASA-TLX method, carried 

out in the following steps. First, calculate the 

comparison of each indicator (paired comparison). 

Second, scoring the work (event scoring). Third, 

calculating the indicator score. Fourth, calculating 

the WWL (weighted workload), and fifth, calcu-

lating the average WWL. Fig. 2 shows the 

conceptual framework of mental workload and 

work environment variables. Hypothesis 2 and 3 

are shown by the line between mental workload, 

environment, and performance (H2 and H1). 

Hypothesis 1 shows the line between the mental 

workload and the environment. Table 2 shows the 

explanation of the conceptual notation 

The Physical environment of work was 

measured in ergonomics, which directly measured 

noise, lighting, humidity, and room temperature 

factors using sound mater, light mater, hygrometer 

and room temperature measurement tool in the 

ATC office space.  

 

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

The results of the ATC operator question-

naire then it is recapitulated and weighted 

according to the indicators in the NASA-TLX 

method.  Table 3 shows the weighting values for 

each indicator according to the NASA-TLX 

questionnaire. It was previously distributed to 

Respondents. There are two indicators compar-

isons in the questionnaire, and the Respondent 

must choose one. The results of the selected 

indicator will be calculated and weighted 

according to the indicators in the NASA-TLX 

method. Event scoring is done after the weighting 

is done. At this stage, the mental workload 

indicator rating of the ATC operator will be 

recapitulated.  
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Table 3. NASA TLX indicator comparison results 
 

No Respondent 
Indicator Comparison 

MD PD TD P EF FR Total 

1 Respondent 1 (Asst. Controller) 5 3 2 2 1 2 15 

2 Respondent 2 (Ground Controller) 1 1 4 5 3 1 15 

3 Respondent 3 (Tower Controller) 4 3 3 2 2 1 15 

4 Respondent 4 (Tower Controller) 3 0 1 4 2 5 15 

5 Respondent 5 (Asst. Controller) 5 1 2 3 2 2 15 

6 Respondent 6 (Tower Controller) 3 2 1 4 5 0 15 

7 Respondent 7 (Ground Controller) 3 0 2 4 3 3 15 

8 Respondent 8 (Clearance Delivery) 4 1 5 3 2 0 15 

9 Respondent 9 (Asst. Controller) 2 1 3 4 5 0 15 
 

Table 4. ATC operator rating data 

No Respondent 
Rating Data 

MD PD TD P EF FR 

1 Respondent 1 (Asst. Controller) 90 60 80 80 90 50 

2 Respondent 2 (Ground Controller) 90 80 90 90 100 50 

3 Respondent 3 (Tower Controller) 80 90 100 90 90 90 

4 Respondent 4 (Tower Controller) 90 60 80 80 80 80 

5 Respondent 5 (Asst. Controller) 90 90 90 90 90 90 

6 Respondent 6 (Tower Controller) 80 60 70 80 90 60 

7 Respondent 7 (Ground Controller) 90 90 90 90 90 90 

8 Respondent 8 (Clearance Delivery) 80 80 80 80 90 30 

9 Respondent 9 (Asst. Controller) 85 75 85 95 95 75 
 

Table 5.  Average weighted workload of ATC operators 
 

No Respondent 
 Indicator 

MD PD TD P EF FR WWL Average 

1 Respondent 1 (Asst. Controller) 450 180 160 160 90 100 1140 76 

2 Respondent 2 (Ground Controller) 90 80 360 450 300 50 1330 89 

3 Respondent 3 (Tower Controller) 320 270 300 180 180 90 1340 89 

4 Respondent 4 (Tower Controller) 270 0 80 320 160 400 1230 82 

5 Respondent 5 (Asst. Controller) 450 90 180 270 180 180 1350 90 

6 Respondent 6 (Tower Controller) 240 120 70 320 450 0 1200 80 

7 Respondent 7 (Ground Controller) 270 0 180 360 270 270 1350 90 

8 Respondent 8 (Clearance Delivery) 320 80 400 240 180 0 1220 81 

9 Respondent 9 (Asst. Controller) 170 75 255 380 475 0 1355 90 

 

From Table 4, it is known that the results of 

giving values to each indicator given by the 

Respondents. The value given is adjusted to the 

workload felt by the ATC operator while working. 

The rating range is between 0 – 100, which shows 

the workload from the lowest to the highest. 

Calculating each indicator's value is done by 

multiplying the weight by the rating. The 

calculation of WWL  is obtained by adding up the 

six indicator values. The average WWL calcu-

lation is obtained by dividing the WWL by the 

total weight, which is 15. The results of the calcu-

lation data of the Average Weighted Workload of 

ATC Operators can be seen in Table 5. 

After classifying the mental workload, the 

next stage was calculating the comparison of the 

NASA-TLX score elements to find out the most 

dominant aspects, as shown in Table 6. 
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Table 6. NASA-TLX score element comparison 
 

Factors Percentage (%) 

MD 22.41 

PD 7.77 

TD 17.24 

P 23.27 

EF 19.84 

FR 9.47 
 

From the NASA-TLX score elements 

comparison results, it was found that the most 

influencing aspect of mental workload in ATC 

operators was the performance at 23.27%, 

followed by mental demand and effort aspects at 

22.41% and 19.84%, respectively. Then, temporal 

demand, frustration, and physical demand were 

17.24%, 9.47%, and 7.77%, respectively. 

In addition to measuring mental workload, 

the physical workplace environment was also 

measured. The results of workplace physical 

environment measurement on the ATC tower are 

shown in Table 7. 
 

Table 7. Measurement results of physical 

environment condition in the ATC tower 
 

No 

Physical 

Environment 

Factor 

Measure-

ment 

Result 

Standard of 

Minister No. 48 

of 2016 

1 Lighting 200 Lux 300 Lux 

2 Noise 83 dB 74 dB 

3 Room 

Temperature 30 ̊C 18 ̊C 

4 Humidity 58% Rh 40 - 60% Rh 

 

The measurement results of the physical 

workplace environment found that the lighting and 

sound levels in the ATC work environment did not 

meet the standards set by the Ministry of Health. 

The substandard workplace physical environment 

conditions increase fatigue risk, reducing the 

operator's performance. 

Furthermore, each variable was analyzed to 

test the predictive effect between variables and 

assess whether there was a strong relationship or 

influence between the independent variables (X) 

on the dependent variables. The independent 

variable in this research was mental workload 

(X1). Meanwhile, the dependent variables were 

work environment (Y1) and performance (Y2). At 

this stage, the PLS (Partial Least Square) method 

was used with the SmartPLS software. Fig. 3 

shows the conceptual framework of mental work-

load and work environment attribute from PLS. 

The image of the variable conceptual 

framework on operator performance describes the 

relationship between mental workload variable 

and work environment on operator performance. 

The aim was to find out whether there was a strong 

relationship or influence between independent 

variable (X) on dependent variable (Y). The data 

processing using SmartPLS software was 

resulting in a conceptual framework design with 

the PLS (Partial Least Square) method. 

This study model consisted of three latent 

variables which include mental workload, work 

environment, and performance. Measurement 

model evaluation was a stage to test the validity 

and reliability of a latent variable. Furthermore, a 

questionnaire test was given to the operator. 

 

 
 

Fig.3. Result of SmartPLS
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The validity test was conducted by calcu-

lating convergent validity and discriminant 

validity. Convergent validity was used to deter-

mine whether or not the indicator was valid in 

measuring variables and was shown through the 

loading factor. An instrument is said to meet the 

concurrent validity test if it exceeds the 0.6 

loading factor. The results of the concurrent 

validity test are presented in Table 8, and validity 

using cross-loading is presented in Table 9 which 

all variables and indicators are valid. 
 

Table 8. Validity recapitulation using Loading 

factor 
 

Variable Indicator 
Loading 

Factor 
Note 

Mental 

Workload 

X1 0.731 Valid 

X2 0.949 Valid 

Work 

environment 

Y1.1 0.707 Valid 

Y1.2 0.870 Valid 

Performance 

Y2.1 0.556 Valid 

Y2.2 0.921 Valid 

Y2.3 0.921 Valid 
 

Table 9. Validity recapitulation using cross 

loading 
 

 

The calculation that can be used to construct 

reliability is composite reliability. The test criteria 

stated that the structure was reliable if the 

composite reliability value was more significant 

than 0.7. Table 10 shows the results of composite 

reliability. 

Next was assessing the Goodness of fit 

Model. It is used to determine the ability of 

exogenous variables to explain the diversity of 

endogenous variables or to determine the 

contribution of exogenous variables to endoge-

nous variables. The goodness of fit model in the 

PLS analysis is carried out by using coefficient 

determination (R-Square) and using Q-Square 

predictive relevance (Q2) for the structural model 

and measuring how well the model generates the 

observed values. The Goodness of fit Model 

results is summarized in Table 11. 
 

Table 10. Reliability recapitulation 
 

Latent Variable 
Composite 

Reliability 

Note 

Mental Workload 0.833 Reliable 

Work environment 0.769 Reliable 

Performance 0.853 Reliable 
 

Table 11. Results of goodness of fit model 
 

Endogenous R-squared 

Work environment 0.260 

Performance 0.465 

Q2 = 1 – ( 1 – R1
2) ( 1 – R2

2 )  

Q2 = 1 – ( 1 – 0.260) ( 1 – 0.465) = 0.604 
 

The Q-Square predictive relevance (Q2)was 

0.604 or 60.4%. It shows that the contribution of 

mental workload and work environment variable 

to the performance variable is 60.4%. In compar-

ison, the remaining 39.6% is the contribution of 

other variables not discussed in this study. 

Then, direct hypothesis testing was carried 

out to test whether exogenous variables had a 

direct effect on endogenous variables. The test 

criteria stated that T statistics > T table (1.96) 

means that there is a significant effect of exo-

genous variables on endogenous variables. The 

results of the hypothesis testing are shown in 

Table 12. 

Next was the hypothesis testing of the 

indirect effect, which was carried out to test 

whether or not there was an indirect effect of 

exogenous variables on endogenous variables 

through intervening variables. The test criteria 

stated that t statistics> T table (1.96) means that 

exogenous variables had a significant effect on 

endogenous variables through intervening vari-

ables. The results of the hypothesis testing of the 

indirect effect are shown in Table 13. 

The last one was the dominant influence test 

which was used to determine which exogenous 

variables have the most dominant effect on 

endogenous variables. Exogenous variables that 

have a dominant influence on endogenous 

variables can be identified through the largest total 

effect regardless of the positive or negative 

coefficient signs, as shown in Table 14.

Indicator 
Mental 

Workload 

Work 

environ

ment 

Perfor

mance 

Note 

X1 0.731 0.173 -0.377 Valid 

X2 0.949 0.576 -0.655 Valid 

Y1.1 0.521 0.707 -0.140 Valid 

Y1.2 0.331 0.870 -0.609 Valid 

Y2.1 -0.559 -0.273 0.556 Valid 

Y2.2 -0.500 -0.485 0.921 Valid 

Y2.3 -0.500 -0.485 0.921 Valid 
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Table 12. Results of hypothesis testing of direct effect 
 

Exogenous Endogenous Path Coefficients SE T Statistics Note 

Mental Workload Work environment -0.514 0.077 6.640 H1 accepted 

Mental Workload Performance 0.509 0.084 6.107 H1 accepted 

Work environment Performance -0.257 0.115 2.245 H1 accepted 
 

Table 13. Results of hypothesis testing of indirect effect 
 

Exogenous Intervening Endogenous 
Indirect 

Coefficient 

Standard 

Error 

T 

Statistics 

Mental Workload Work environment Performance -0.131 0.063 2.127 
 

Table 14. Dominant effect hypothesis testing results 
 

Exogenous Endogenous Total coefficients 

Mental Workload Work environment -0.509 

Mental Workload Performance -0.514 

Work environment Performance 0.257 

 

Based on Table 14, it was found that the 

mental workload variable was the most dominant 

influence on performance. Total coefficients of 

(+) mean increasing, while total coefficients of (-) 

mean decreasing operator performance. It can be 

informed that the direct effect coefficient of 

mental workload on the work environment is -

0.509*, which states that mental workload has a 

negative and significant effect on the work 

environment. This means that the higher the 

mental workload, the less conducive the work 

environment. The study results supported other 

studies that mental workload adversely affected 

the work environment. If the worker works in a 

comfortable environment, has a good work-

space and equipment, and has good relations 

with other employees and superiors [72].   
The direct effect coefficient of mental 

workload on performance is -0.514*, stating that 

mental workload has a negative and significant 

effect on performance. This means that the higher 

the mental workload, the lower the performance. 
In other words, a high mental workload is 

accompanied by reduced work ability and 

performance (26). Some studies suggested that too 

high or low mental workload will result in the 

decline of employees’ work ability [73], [74].  

The direct effect coefficient of the work 

environment on performance is 0.257*, stating 

that the work environment has a positive and 

significant effect on performance. This means that 

the more conducive the work environment, the 

higher the performance. The coefficient of the 

indirect effect of mental workload on performance 

through the work environment is -0.131*, stating 

that mental workload has a negative and 

significant effect on performance through the 

work environment. This means that the lower the 

mental workload causes, the more conducive the 

work environment and the higher the perfor-

mance. The increase in workload could decrease 

operator performance. Excessive workload could 

degrade performance to a suboptimal level. 

Psychological anxiety, mental distraction, and 

fatigue may suffer as the consequences of a high 

workload, which can force performance to decline 

[75]. 

Dominant influence is used to determine 

which exogenous variables have the most domi-

nant influence on endogenous variables. Exoge-

nous variables that have a dominant influence on 

endogenous variables can be known through the 

largest total effect without paying attention to the 

positive or negative coefficient sign. Table 14 

shows that the analysis results of variables with 

the largest total effect on performance are mental 

workload with a total effect of -0.514. Thus, the 

mental workload is a variable that has the most 

dominant influence on performance. 

The next step was the work system design. 

The work system design was carried out with an 

ergonomic approach to obtain an ergonomic work 

system design [76]. This work system design 

focused on work layout to analyze several aspects,  

such as the workstation layout, which was 

designed by considering the relationship between 
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the operator and the work process, delivering 

equal distribution of workloads, creating a safe 

and comfortable working environment and impro-

ving operator performance. The work system 

design was carried out at workstations and work 

environments because ATC operators’ perfor-

mance depends on the specifications of the 

workspace design, equipment, and facilities and 

whether the air traffic needs were matched with 

the work performed by ATC operators [53]. The 

following is the Work System Evaluation in the 

ATC Tower. 

The Fig. 4 above shows that the work 

facilities layout was not well organized and had 

not considered the relationship between the work 

process and the job desk of each operator. The 

monitoring tool used was radio frequency; 

therefore, the operator did not know the aircraft's 

exact position. The air conditioner in the work-

space often breakdown and did not have a silencer 

to dampen the sound from the aircraft engine. Rest 

facilities for operators were long chairs and did not 

have emergency stairs, and there was only one 

ladder to go up. There was no storage rack for 

documents. 
 

 
 

Fig. 4. The layout before updated 

 

The proposed layout was made by consi-

dering the relationship between work processes 

and the job desk of each operator (Fig. 5). 

Installation of additional air conditioning was 

proposed to lower the room temperature of the 

workspace to a more comfortable temperature. It 

was also proposed to install sound absorbers to 

reduce the sound level of aircraft engines and 

update the monitoring tools with radar; therefore, 

ATC operators can know the aircraft's exact 

position. It was also necessary to establish rest 

facilities for operators who have finished moni-

toring smoking areas for operators. Document 

storage rack facilities were also needed to make 

the workspace neat and well-organized with the 

5S concept. The tower walls should be painted 

white to make it look spacious, then add an 

elevator and emergency stairs facilities. It was 

proposed to add the number of lamps for night 

lighting and the number of operators to reduce 

mental workload [77]. It was reorganizing 

working hours and dividing job desks, making 

them clearer so that operators could focus on their 

work 
 

 
 

Fig. 5. The layout before updated 

 

The limitation of this research, the question-

naire is may not enough to conclude significant 

research. For further research, some planned 

experiments, advanced apparatus, and validation 

of this research could be done. 

 

4. CONCLUSION 

The measurement and analysis of the mental 

workload of ATC operators based on NASA-TLX 

showed that the average operator has a very high 

workload. Out of 9 operators, seven have the 

highest average WWL (weighted workload) 

value; namely, 80 to 90 and performance and 

mental demand were two factors that affected the 

mental workload the most. Meanwhile, workplace 

physical environment measurements on ATC 

towers showed a result that did not meet the 

Ministry of Health standards. The measurement 

results found that the noise factor and room 

temperature were 83 dB and 30oC. Based on the 
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results of structural modelling with the PLS 

method, there was a significant influence between 

mental workload on the work environment, the 

mental workload on performance and the work 

environment on operator performance. This means 

that the more conducive the work environment is 

and the lower the mental workload on the 

operator, the better the operator's performance.  
The proposed work system design uses an 

ergonomic approach, safety and regulation of 

Ministry of Health Number 

1405/MENKES/SK/XI/2002 and number 48 of 

2016 to get an ergonomic work system and 

regulate the equal distribution of workloads and 

create a safe and comfortable working environ-

ment as well as improve operator performance. 

The design focused on the ATC tower's work-

stations and work environments. The supervisor 

has accepted the design. For further research, the 

ATC being researched should be an ATC with a 

larger number of employees and on a large scale 

(e.g. Juanda Airport ATC or Soekarno Hatta 

Airport ATC); the variables studied can be added 

to the physical workload. 

 

REFERENCES 

[1] R. Bentley, J. A. Hughes, D. Randall, and 

D. Z. Shapiro, ‘Technological support for 

decision making in a safety critical 

environment’, Saf. Sci., vol. 19, no. 2, pp. 

149–156, 1995, doi: 10.1016/0925-

7535(94)00016-V. 

[2] G. Costa, Occupational stress and stress 

prevention in air traffic control. 

International Labour Office Geneva, 1996, 

[Online]. Available: 

http://www.oit.org/wcmsp5/groups/public

/---ed_protect/---protrav/---

safework/documents/publication/. 

[3] F. Trapsilawati, M. K. Herliansyah, A. S. 

A. N. S. Nugraheni, M. P. Fatikasari, and 

G. Tissamodie, ‘EEG-Based Analysis of 

Air Traffic Conflict: Investigating 

Controllers’ Situation Awareness, Stress 

Level and Brain Activity during Conflict 

Resolution’, J. Navig., vol. 73, no. 3, pp. 

678–696, 2020, doi: 

10.1017/S0373463319000882. 

[4] K. Brumels and A. Beach, ‘Professional 

Role Complexity and Job Satisfaction of 

Collegiate Certified Athletic Trainers’, J. 

Athl. Train., vol. 43, no. 4, pp. 373–378, 

Jul. 2008, doi: 10.4085/1062-6050-

43.4.373. 

[5] S. Folkard, ‘Black times: Temporal 

determinants of transport safety’, Accid. 

Anal. Prev., vol. 29, no. 4, pp. 417–430, 

1997, doi: 10.1016/S0001-

4575(97)00021-3. 

[6] S. Folkard and P. Tucker, ‘Shift work, 

safety and productivity’, Occup. Med. 

(Chic. Ill)., vol. 53, no. 2, pp. 95–101, Mar. 

2003, doi: 10.1093/occmed/kqg047. 

[7] R. R. Rosa, ‘Extended workshifts and 

excessive fatigue’, J. Sleep Res., vol. 4, no. 

s2, pp. 51–56, Dec. 1995, doi: 

10.1111/j.1365-2869.1995.tb00227.x. 

[8] Y.-H. Chang, H.-H. Yang, and W.-J. Hsu, 

‘Effects of work shifts on fatigue levels of 

air traffic controllers’, J. Air Transp. 

Manag., vol. 76, pp. 1–9, 2019, doi: 

10.1016/j.jairtraman.2019.01.013. 

[9] A. E. Dembe, J. B. Erickson, R. G. Delbos, 

and S. M. Banks, ‘The impact of overtime 

and long work hours on occupational 

injuries and illnesses: new evidence from 

the United States’, Occup. Environ. Med., 

vol. 62, no. 9, pp. 588 – 597, Sep. 2005, 

doi: 10.1136/oem.2004.016667. 

[10] J. H. Kirchner and W. Laurig, ‘The Human 

Operator in Air Traffic Control Systems’, 

Ergonomics, vol. 14, no. 5, pp. 549–556, 

Sep. 1971, doi: 

10.1080/00140137108931274. 

[11] A. R. Isaac and B. Ruitenberg, Air Traffic 

Control: Human Performance Factors. 

Routledge, 2017, doi: 

10.4324/9781315263076. 

[12] Y.-H. Chang and C.-H. Yeh, ‘Human 

performance interfaces in air traffic 

control’, Appl. Ergon., vol. 41, no. 1, pp. 

123–129, 2010, doi: 

10.1016/j.apergo.2009.06.002. 

[13] C. D. Wickens, ‘Multiple Resources and 

Mental Workload’, Hum. Factors, vol. 50, 

no. 3, pp. 449–455, Jun. 2008, doi: 

10.1518/001872008X288394. 

[14] P. S. Tsang and M. A. Vidulich, ‘Mental 

workload and situation awareness.’, in 

Handbook of human factors and 

ergonomics, 3rd ed., John Wiley & Sons, 

Inc., 2006, pp. 243–268, doi: 

10.1002/0470048204.ch9. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.30656/jsmi.v6i2.4582
https://doi.org/10.1016/0925-7535(94)00016-V
https://doi.org/10.1016/0925-7535(94)00016-V
http://www.oit.org/wcmsp5/groups/public/---ed_protect/---protrav/---safework/documents/publication/
http://www.oit.org/wcmsp5/groups/public/---ed_protect/---protrav/---safework/documents/publication/
http://www.oit.org/wcmsp5/groups/public/---ed_protect/---protrav/---safework/documents/publication/
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0373463319000882
https://doi.org/10.4085/1062-6050-43.4.373
https://doi.org/10.4085/1062-6050-43.4.373
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0001-4575(97)00021-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0001-4575(97)00021-3
https://doi.org/10.1093/occmed/kqg047
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2869.1995.tb00227.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jairtraman.2019.01.013
https://doi.org/10.1136/oem.2004.016667
https://doi.org/10.1080/00140137108931274
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315263076
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apergo.2009.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1518/001872008X288394
https://doi.org/10.1002/0470048204.ch9


Jurnal Sistem dan Manajemen Industri Vol 6 No 2 December 2022, 200-214 

 

         http://dx.doi.org/10.30656/jsmi.v6i2.4582   211 

 

[15] R. Parasuraman and P. A. Hancock, 

‘Adaptive control of mental workload.’, in 

Stress, workload, and fatigue., Mahwah,  

NJ,  US: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates 

Publishers, 2001, pp. 305–320, [Online]. 

Available: 
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2000-

14014-014. 

[16] S. Loft, P. Sanderson, A. Neal, and M. 

Mooij, ‘Modeling and Predicting Mental 

Workload in En Route Air Traffic Control: 

Critical Review and Broader 

Implications’, Hum. Factors, vol. 49, no. 3, 

pp. 376–399, Jun. 2007, doi: 

10.1518/001872007X197017. 

[17] F. O. Flemisch and R. Onken, ‘Open a 

Window to the Cognitive Work Process! 

Pointillist Analysis of Man–Machine 

Interaction’, Cogn. Technol. Work, vol. 4, 

no. 3, pp. 160–170, 2002, doi: 

10.1007/s101110200015. 

[18] S. Kum, M. Furusho, O. Duru, and T. Satir, 

‘Mental workload of the VTS operators by 

utilising heart rate’, TransNav, Int. J. Mar. 

Navig. Saf. od Sea Transp., vol. 1, no. 2, 

pp. 145–151, 2007, [Online]. Available: 

https://www.transnav.eu/pdf/0019.pdf. 

[19] F. Nachreiner, ‘Standards for ergonomics 

principles relating to the design of work 

systems and to mental workload’, Appl. 

Ergon., vol. 26, no. 4, pp. 259–263, 1995, 

doi: 10.1016/0003-6870(95)00029-C. 

[20] H. G. Stassen, G. Johannsen, and N. 

Moray, ‘Internal representation, internal 

model, human performance model and 

mental workload’, Automatica, vol. 26, no. 

4, pp. 811–820, 1990, doi: 10.1016/0005-

1098(90)90057-O. 

[21] N. Leveson, ‘A new accident model for 

engineering safer systems’, Saf. Sci., vol. 

42, no. 4, pp. 237–270, 2004, doi: 

10.1016/S0925-7535(03)00047-X. 

[22] Q. Gao, Y. Wang, F. Song, Z. Li, and X. 

Dong, ‘Mental workload measurement for 

emergency operating procedures in digital 

nuclear power plants’, Ergonomics, vol. 

56, no. 7, pp. 1070–1085, Jul. 2013, doi: 

10.1080/00140139.2013.790483. 

[23] T. B. Sheridan and H. G. Stassen, 

‘Definitions, Models and Measures of 

Human Workload BT  - Mental Workload: 

Its Theory and Measurement’, N. Moray, 

Ed. Boston, MA: Springer US, 1979, pp. 

219–233, doi: 10.1007/978-1-4757-0884-

4_12. 

[24] B. Xie and G. Salvendy, ‘Review and 

reappraisal of modelling and predicting 

mental workload in single- and multi-task 

environments’, Work Stress, vol. 14, no. 1, 

pp. 74–99, Jan. 2000, doi: 

10.1080/026783700417249. 

[25] R. L. Charles and J. Nixon, ‘Measuring 

mental workload using physiological 

measures: A systematic review’, Appl. 

Ergon., vol. 74, pp. 221–232, 2019, doi: 

10.1016/j.apergo.2018.08.028. 

[26] H. J. Foy and P. Chapman, ‘Mental 

workload is reflected in driver behaviour, 

physiology, eye movements and prefrontal 

cortex activation’, Appl. Ergon., vol. 73, 

pp. 90–99, 2018, doi: 

10.1016/j.apergo.2018.06.006. 

[27] M. Fallahi, M. Motamedzade, R. 

Heidarimoghadam, A. R. Soltanian, M. 

Farhadian, and S. Miyake, ‘Analysis of the 

mental workload of city traffic control 

operators while monitoring traffic density: 

A field study’, Int. J. Ind. Ergon., vol. 54, 

pp. 170–177, 2016, doi: 

10.1016/j.ergon.2016.06.005. 

[28] C. Wickens and P. S. Tsang, ‘Workload’, 

in APA handbook of human systems 

integration., Washington, DC, US: 

American Psychological Association, 

2015, pp. 277–292, doi: 10.1037/14528-

018. 

[29] M. S. Young, K. A. Brookhuis, C. D. 

Wickens, and P. A. Hancock, ‘State of 

science: mental workload in ergonomics’, 

Ergonomics, vol. 58, no. 1, pp. 1–17, Jan. 

2015, doi: 

10.1080/00140139.2014.956151. 

[30] S. G. Hart and L. E. Staveland, 

‘Development of NASA-TLX (Task Load 

Index): Results of Empirical and 

Theoretical Research’, in Human Mental 

Workload, vol. 52, North-Holland, 1988, 

pp. 139–183, doi: 10.1016/S0166-

4115(08)62386-9. 

[31] S. G. Hart, ‘Nasa-Task Load Index 

(NASA-TLX); 20 Years Later’, Proc. 

Hum. Factors Ergon. Soc. Annu. Meet., 

http://dx.doi.org/10.30656/jsmi.v6i2.4582
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2000-14014-014
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2000-14014-014
https://doi.org/10.1518/001872007X197017
https://doi.org/10.1007/s101110200015
https://www.transnav.eu/pdf/0019.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-6870(95)00029-C
https://doi.org/10.1016/0005-1098(90)90057-O
https://doi.org/10.1016/0005-1098(90)90057-O
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0925-7535(03)00047-X
https://doi.org/10.1080/00140139.2013.790483
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4757-0884-4_12
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4757-0884-4_12
https://doi.org/10.1080/026783700417249
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apergo.2018.08.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apergo.2018.06.006.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ergon.2016.06.005
https://doi.org/10.1037/14528-018
https://doi.org/10.1037/14528-018
https://doi.org/10.1080/00140139.2014.956151
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-4115(08)62386-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-4115(08)62386-9


Jurnal Sistem dan Manajemen Industri Vol 6 No 2 December 2022, 200-214 

 

212  http://dx.doi.org/10.30656/jsmi.v6i2.4582   

 

vol. 50, no. 9, pp. 904–908, Oct. 2006, doi: 

10.1177/154193120605000909. 

[32] S.-L. Hwang et al., ‘Predicting work 

performance in nuclear power plants’, Saf. 

Sci., vol. 46, no. 7, pp. 1115–1124, 2008, 

doi: 10.1016/j.ssci.2007.06.005. 

[33] C. J. Jacobson Jr et al., ‘Temporal and 

subjective work demands in office-based 

patient care: an exploration of the 

dimensions of physician work intensity’, 

Med. Care, vol. 49, no. 1, pp. 52–58, 2011, 

[Online]. Available: 

https://www.jstor.org/stable/25767035. 

[34] H. L. Tubbs-Cooley, C. A. Mara, A. C. 

Carle, and A. P. Gurses, ‘The NASA Task 

Load Index as a measure of overall 

workload among neonatal, paediatric and 

adult intensive care nurses’, Intensive Crit. 

Care Nurs., vol. 46, pp. 64–69, 2018, doi: 

10.1016/j.iccn.2018.01.004. 

[35] D. P. Restuputri, A. K. Pangesti, and A. K. 

Garside, ‘The Measurement of Physical 

Workload and Mental Workload Level of 

Medical Personnel’, J. Tek. Ind., vol. 20, 

no. 1, pp. 34–44, Feb. 2019, doi: 

10.22219/JTIUMM.Vol20.No1.34-44. 

[36] S. Yan, Y. Wei, and C. C. Tran, 

‘Evaluation and prediction mental 

workload in user interface of maritime 

operations using eye response’, Int. J. Ind. 

Ergon., vol. 71, pp. 117–127, 2019, doi: 

10.1016/j.ergon.2019.03.002. 

[37] C. Collet, P. Averty, and A. Dittmar, 

‘Autonomic nervous system and subjective 

ratings of strain in air-traffic control’, 

Appl. Ergon., vol. 40, no. 1, pp. 23–32, 

2009, doi: 10.1016/j.apergo.2008.01.019. 

[38] M. Truschzinski, A. Betella, G. Brunnett, 

and P. F. M. J. Verschure, ‘Emotional and 

cognitive influences in air traffic controller 

tasks: An investigation using a virtual 

environment?’, Appl. Ergon., vol. 69, pp. 

1–9, 2018, doi: 

10.1016/j.apergo.2017.12.019. 

[39] R. H. Mogford, J. A. Guttman, S. L. 

Morrow, and P. Kopardekar, ‘The 

Complexity Construct in Air Traffic 

Control: A Review and Synthesis of the 

Literature.’, CTA INC MCKEE CITY NJ, 

1995. [Online]. Available: 

https://apps.dtic.mil/sti/citations/ADA297

433. 

[40] J. B. Brookings, G. F. Wilson, and C. R. 

Swain, ‘Psychophysiological responses to 

changes in workload during simulated air 

traffic control’, Biol. Psychol., vol. 42, no. 

3, pp. 361–377, 1996, doi: 10.1016/0301-

0511(95)05167-8. 

[41] B. Hilburn, ‘Cognitive Task Analysis of 

Future Air Traffic Control Concepts: The 

TCAS Downlink Scenario’, Proc. Hum. 

Factors Ergon. Soc. Annu. Meet., vol. 51, 

no. 2, pp. 98–101, Oct. 2007, doi: 

10.1177/154193120705100210. 

[42] D. Gopher and E. Donchin, ‘Workload: An 

examination of the concept’, in Handbook 

of perception and human performance, 

Vol. 2: Cognitive processes and 

performance., Oxford, England: John 

Wiley & Sons, 1986, pp. 1–49, [Online]. 

Available: 
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/1986-

98619-019. 

[43] E. Galy, M. Cariou, and C. Mélan, ‘What 

is the relationship between mental 

workload factors and cognitive load 

types?’, Int. J. Psychophysiol., vol. 83, no. 

3, pp. 269–275, 2012, doi: 

10.1016/j.ijpsycho.2011.09.023. 

[44] A. Majumdar and W. Y. Ochieng, ‘Factors 

Affecting Air Traffic Controller 

Workload: Multivariate Analysis Based on 

Simulation Modeling of Controller 

Workload’, Transp. Res. Rec., vol. 1788, 

no. 1, pp. 58–69, Jan. 2002, doi: 

10.3141/1788-08. 

[45] D. Kahneman, Attention and Effort. 

Prentice-Hall, 1973, [Online]. Available: 
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/document?rep

id=rep1&type=pdf&doi=eeb97f210404ca

6758c6cfe41cbe552feed5f59e. 

[46] P. A. Hancock and P. A. Desmond, Eds., 

Stress, workload, and fatigue. Mahwah,  

NJ,  US: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates 

Publishers, 2001, [Online]. Available: 

https://www.routledge.com/Stress-

Workload-and-Fatigue/Hancock-

Desmond/p/book/9780367447311. 

[47] B. Kirwan and H. Gibson, ‘CARA: A 

Human Reliability Assessment Tool for 

Air Traffic Safety Management — 

Technical Basis and Preliminary 

http://dx.doi.org/10.30656/jsmi.v6i2.4582
https://doi.org/10.1177/154193120605000909
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssci.2007.06.005
https://www.jstor.org/stable/25767035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.iccn.2018.01.004
https://doi.org/10.22219/JTIUMM.Vol20.No1.34-44
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ergon.2019.03.002.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apergo.2008.01.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apergo.2017.12.019
https://apps.dtic.mil/sti/citations/ADA297433
https://apps.dtic.mil/sti/citations/ADA297433
https://doi.org/10.1016/0301-0511(95)05167-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/0301-0511(95)05167-8
https://doi.org/10.1177/154193120705100210
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/1986-98619-019
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/1986-98619-019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijpsycho.2011.09.023
https://doi.org/10.3141/1788-08
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/document?repid=rep1&type=pdf&doi=eeb97f210404ca6758c6cfe41cbe552feed5f59e
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/document?repid=rep1&type=pdf&doi=eeb97f210404ca6758c6cfe41cbe552feed5f59e
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/document?repid=rep1&type=pdf&doi=eeb97f210404ca6758c6cfe41cbe552feed5f59e
https://www.routledge.com/Stress-Workload-and-Fatigue/Hancock-Desmond/p/book/9780367447311
https://www.routledge.com/Stress-Workload-and-Fatigue/Hancock-Desmond/p/book/9780367447311
https://www.routledge.com/Stress-Workload-and-Fatigue/Hancock-Desmond/p/book/9780367447311


Jurnal Sistem dan Manajemen Industri Vol 6 No 2 December 2022, 200-214 

 

         http://dx.doi.org/10.30656/jsmi.v6i2.4582   213 

 

Architecture BT  - The Safety of Systems’, 

2007, pp. 197–214, doi: 10.1007/978-1-

84628-806-7_13. 

[48] J. Pounds and A. Isaac, ‘Development of 

an FAA-EUROCONTROL technique for 

the analysis of human error in ATM’, Civil 

Aerospace Medical Institute, 2002. 

[Online]. Available: 

https://rosap.ntl.bts.gov/view/dot/21499. 

[49] X. Wang, D. Li, C. C. Menassa, and V. R. 

Kamat, ‘Investigating the effect of indoor 

thermal environment on occupants’ mental 

workload and task performance using 

electroencephalogram’, Build. Environ., 

vol. 158, pp. 120–132, 2019, doi: 

10.1016/j.buildenv.2019.05.012. 

[50] A. Huggins and D. Claudio, ‘A mental 

workload based patient scheduling model 

for a Cancer Clinic’, Oper. Res. Heal. 

Care, vol. 20, pp. 56–65, 2019, doi: 

10.1016/j.orhc.2018.10.003. 

[51] Y. Chen, S. Yan, and C. C. Tran, 

‘Comprehensive evaluation method for 

user interface design in nuclear power 

plant based on mental workload’, Nucl. 

Eng. Technol., vol. 51, no. 2, pp. 453–462, 

2019, doi: 10.1016/j.net.2018.10.010. 

[52] C. Duffield et al., ‘Nursing staffing, 

nursing workload, the work environment 

and patient outcomes’, Appl. Nurs. Res., 

vol. 24, no. 4, pp. 244–255, 2011, doi: 

10.1016/j.apnr.2009.12.004. 

[53] E. De Croon, J. Sluiter, P. P. Kuijer, and 

M. Frings-Dresen, ‘The effect of office 

concepts on worker health and 

performance: a systematic review of the 

literature’, Ergonomics, vol. 48, no. 2, pp. 

119–134, Feb. 2005, doi: 

10.1080/00140130512331319409. 

[54] A. Haapakangas, E. Kankkunen, V. 

Hongisto, P. Virjonen, D. Oliva, and E. 

Keskinen, ‘Effects of Five Speech 

Masking Sounds on Performance and 

Acoustic Satisfaction. Implications for 

Open-Plan Offices’, Acta Acust. united 

with Acust., vol. 97, no. 4, pp. 641–655, 

Jul. 2011, doi: 10.3813/AAA.918444. 

[55] M. Haka, A. Haapakangas, J. Keränen, J. 

Hakala, E. Keskinen, and V. Hongisto, 

‘Performance effects and subjective 

disturbance of speech in acoustically 

different office types – a laboratory 

experiment’, Indoor Air, vol. 19, no. 6, pp. 

454–467, Dec. 2009, doi: 10.1111/j.1600-

0668.2009.00608.x. 

[56] H. Jahncke, V. Hongisto, and P. Virjonen, 

‘Cognitive performance during irrelevant 

speech: Effects of speech intelligibility and 

office-task characteristics’, Appl. Acoust., 

vol. 74, no. 3, pp. 307–316, 2013, doi: 

10.1016/j.apacoust.2012.08.007. 

[57] A. Buchner, M. C. Steffens, L. Irmen, and 

K. F. Wender, ‘Irrelevant auditory material 

affects counting.’, J. Exp. Psychol. Learn. 

Mem. Cogn., vol. 24, no. 1, pp. 48–67, 

1998, doi: 10.1037/0278-7393.24.1.48. 

[58] P. A. Hancock, J. M. Ross, and J. L. 

Szalma, ‘A Meta-Analysis of Performance 

Response Under Thermal Stressors’, Hum. 

Factors, vol. 49, no. 5, pp. 851–877, Oct. 

2007, doi: 10.1518/001872007X230226. 

[59] J. J. Pilcher, E. Nadler, and C. Busch, 

‘Effects of hot and cold temperature 

exposure on performance: a meta-analytic 

review’, Ergonomics, vol. 45, no. 10, pp. 

682–698, Aug. 2002, doi: 

10.1080/00140130210158419. 

[60] S. Hygge and I. Knez, ‘Effects of noise, 

heat and indoor lighting on cognitive 

performance and self-reported affect’, J. 

Environ. Psychol., vol. 21, no. 3, pp. 291–

299, 2001, doi: 10.1006/jevp.2001.0222. 

[61] L. Lan, P. Wargocki, D. P. Wyon, and Z. 

Lian, ‘Effects of thermal discomfort in an 

office on perceived air quality, SBS 

symptoms, physiological responses, and 

human performance’, Indoor Air, vol. 21, 

no. 5, pp. 376–390, Oct. 2011, doi: 

10.1111/j.1600-0668.2011.00714.x. 

[62] J. Varjo, V. Hongisto, A. Haapakangas, H. 

Maula, H. Koskela, and J. Hyönä, 

‘Simultaneous effects of irrelevant speech, 

temperature and ventilation rate on 

performance and satisfaction in open-plan 

offices’, J. Environ. Psychol., vol. 44, pp. 

16–33, 2015, doi: 

10.1016/j.jenvp.2015.08.001. 

[63] B. O. Omolayo and O. C. Omole, 

‘Influence of mental workload on job 

performance’, Int. J. Humanit. Soc. Sci., 

vol. 3, no. 15, pp. 238–246, 2013, [Online]. 

Available: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.30656/jsmi.v6i2.4582
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-84628-806-7_13
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-84628-806-7_13
https://rosap.ntl.bts.gov/view/dot/21499
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2019.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.orhc.2018.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.net.2018.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apnr.2009.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1080/00140130512331319409
https://doi.org/10.3813/AAA.918444
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0668.2009.00608.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0668.2009.00608.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apacoust.2012.08.007
https://doi.org/10.1037/0278-7393.24.1.48
https://doi.org/10.1518/001872007X230226
https://doi.org/10.1080/00140130210158419
https://doi.org/10.1006/jevp.2001.0222
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0668.2011.00714.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2015.08.001


Jurnal Sistem dan Manajemen Industri Vol 6 No 2 December 2022, 200-214 

 

214  http://dx.doi.org/10.30656/jsmi.v6i2.4582   

 

http://www.ijhssnet.com/journals/Vol_3_

No_15_August_2013/27.pdf. 

[64] V. Riley, E. Lyall, and E. Wiener, 

‘Analytic Workload Models for Flight 

Deck Design and Evaluation’, Proc. Hum. 

Factors Ergon. Soc. Annu. Meet., vol. 38, 

no. 1, pp. 81–84, Oct. 1994, doi: 

10.1177/154193129403800115. 

[65] S. Bevan, ‘Good work, high performance 

and productivity’, 2012. [Online]. 

Available: https://www.bl.uk/collection-

items/good-work-high-performance-and-

productivity. 

[66] D. S. Muchhal, ‘HR practices and Job 

Performance’, IOSR J. Humanit. Soc. Sci., 

vol. 19, no. 4, pp. 55–61, 2014, [Online]. 

Available: 

http://www.eupstream.com/images/journa

l/april2014/DevenderSingh.pdf. 

[67] K. Al-Omari and H. Okasheh, ‘The 

influence of work environment on job 

performance: A case study of engineering 

company in Jordan’, Int. J. Appl. Eng. Res., 

vol. 12, no. 24, pp. 15544–15550, 2017, 

[Online]. Available: 
https://www.ripublication.com/ijaer17/ija

erv12n24_223.pdf. 

[68] S. P. Robbin and T. A. Judge, Perilaku 

organisasi. Jakarta: PT. Indeks Kelompok 

Gramedia, 2008, [Online]. Available: 
https://opac.perpusnas.go.id/DetailOpac.a

spx?id=286826. 

[69] S. Wignjosoebroto, Ergonomi Studi Gerak 

dan Waktu. Surabaya: PT. Guna Widya, 

2003, [Online]. Available: 
https://onesearch.id/Record/IOS2726.slim

s-63677/TOC. 

[70] S. Rubio, E. Díaz, J. Martín, and J. M. 

Puente, ‘Evaluation of Subjective Mental 

Workload: A Comparison of SWAT, 

NASA-TLX, and Workload Profile 

Methods’, Appl. Psychol., vol. 53, no. 1, 

pp. 61–86, Jan. 2004, doi: 10.1111/j.1464-

0597.2004.00161.x. 

[71] A. D. Prabaswari, C. Basumerda, and B. 

W. Utomo, ‘The Mental Workload 

Analysis of Staff in Study Program of 

Private Educational Organization’, IOP 

Conf. Ser. Mater. Sci. Eng., vol. 528, no. 1, 

p. 12018, 2019, doi: 10.1088/1757-

899X/528/1/012018. 

[72] E. Nurmasari, M. Ushada, and E. 

Suwondo, ‘Analysis of the influence of 

physical and mental workload on worker 

productivity in bakery SME’, 2018, 

[Online]. Available: 

https://digitalpress.ugm.ac.id/storage/proc

eedings/25/articles/21248.pdf. 

[73] K. Ryu and R. Myung, ‘Evaluation of 

mental workload with a combined measure 

based on physiological indices during a 

dual task of tracking and mental 

arithmetic’, Int. J. Ind. Ergon., vol. 35, no. 

11, pp. 991–1009, 2005, doi: 

10.1016/j.ergon.2005.04.005. 

[74] Y. Xiao et al., ‘[Effects of mental 

workload on work ability in primary and 

secondary school teachers]’, Zhonghua 

Lao Dong Wei Sheng Zhi Ye Bing Za Zhi, 

vol. 33, no. 2, pp. 93–96, 2015, [Online]. 

Available: 

http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/2591

6354. 

[75] Y. Yosiana, A. Hermawati, and M. H. 

Mas’ud, ‘The Analysis of Workload and 

Work Environment on Nurse Performance 

with Job Stress as Mediation Variable’, J. 

Socioecon. Dev., vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 37–46, 

May 2020, doi: 10.31328/jsed.v3i1.1326. 

[76] Y. Sri Rejeki, N. Rahman As’ad, and E. 

Achiraeniwati, ‘Improvement of Work 

System with Ergonomic Approach of 

Domestic Shoe Industry in Cibaduyut 

Bandung’, Appl. Mech. Mater., vol. 606, 

pp. 247–251, 2014, doi: 

10.4028/www.scientific.net/AMM.606.24

7. 

[77] R. Ramadhan, I. P. Tama, and R. Y. 

Efranto, ‘Analisa Beban Kerja dengan 

menggunakan Work Sampling dan NASA-

TLX untuk menentukan jumlah operator 

(Studi Kasus: PT XYZ)’, J. Rekayasa dan 

Manaj. Sist. Ind., vol. 2, no. 5, p. 131165, 

2014, [Online]. Available: 

http://jrmsi.studentjournal.ub.ac.id/index.

php/jrmsi/article/view/142. 

 

http://dx.doi.org/10.30656/jsmi.v6i2.4582
http://www.ijhssnet.com/journals/Vol_3_No_15_August_2013/27.pdf
http://www.ijhssnet.com/journals/Vol_3_No_15_August_2013/27.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/154193129403800115
https://www.bl.uk/collection-items/good-work-high-performance-and-productivity
https://www.bl.uk/collection-items/good-work-high-performance-and-productivity
https://www.bl.uk/collection-items/good-work-high-performance-and-productivity
http://www.eupstream.com/images/journal/april2014/DevenderSingh.pdf
http://www.eupstream.com/images/journal/april2014/DevenderSingh.pdf
https://www.ripublication.com/ijaer17/ijaerv12n24_223.pdf
https://www.ripublication.com/ijaer17/ijaerv12n24_223.pdf
https://opac.perpusnas.go.id/DetailOpac.aspx?id=286826
https://opac.perpusnas.go.id/DetailOpac.aspx?id=286826
https://onesearch.id/Record/IOS2726.slims-63677/TOC
https://onesearch.id/Record/IOS2726.slims-63677/TOC
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1464-0597.2004.00161.x.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1464-0597.2004.00161.x.
https://doi.org/10.1088/1757-899X/528/1/012018
https://doi.org/10.1088/1757-899X/528/1/012018
https://digitalpress.ugm.ac.id/storage/proceedings/25/articles/21248.pdf
https://digitalpress.ugm.ac.id/storage/proceedings/25/articles/21248.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ergon.2005.04.005
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/25916354
http://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/25916354
https://doi.org/10.31328/jsed.v3i1.1326
https://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/AMM.606.247
https://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/AMM.606.247
http://jrmsi.studentjournal.ub.ac.id/index.php/jrmsi/article/view/142
http://jrmsi.studentjournal.ub.ac.id/index.php/jrmsi/article/view/142

