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Fig. 1 The location-recognition algorithm for PIR sensors

38

gilong, 8 A28 AFA7E B 990 Aok
I ggg . d7)dAM, AR Y& on A
ZE EY3e AMEY AT WA Fejd o
ZAAEY &, 49 A & Zo] e MAAEA
a)5ro] on °] HE Y AL, AFa AAE A
3 AAe YAEYJE N2 ARdd. a1, o
o B & Zol T AY AMMAA a ¢ b7t FAC
on & 499 AL, F MY AAd 93t wnE
oA A FH(TYUE 2)d AFA7 AN
Atk AR v Fo 2, 3 s o9 AAt
on HE 999 A, 3 7 o] 4 ¢
93ty e E =¥ E4l(centroid)ol AF A
9 A= AAcL.

£ Az"orel AFa fGHe A9 i
o] wat 9Ax Y E(precision)?t @iz}
Z PILAS9lA 94 A=+ ZFEA AFAY 9
AE FAHLE g9 HF A Jd9& 2F EF
AE JRLY WAFE FAA HYFge=z
Aok, dE, A4 949 A o AFAI $A
= AL, AFAE XUE 149 gAsln Jddn
B8] dEd, 49X FLEs FJAE 1 & F4
o2 3o AY 99 A S T 5+ UE 93 Y
o] wix]Eo] ©o} &, A4 dde wAEo] Im
g ZHASOE, AY 99 A A9 ¢A FY
T Im7t @0k 9, A4 99 B9 AS AF
e XRE 2 o dun AAH7] ", 93
AAdEE A4 99 B & st AU v
€9 V3/2m 7t @ @b, Fig 1 3 22 HiA
2l A%, A3 AE=E dAMe fAE FHo=z
o APYY MAEE F M E ImED B F
ATk

22 E, PILAS olAe A4 Fo M5
Qe AdAe o 7 AA A F H(sensing
area)ol]l Wl 91X ALEI E A& JEE F
Atk watM, A& £9 PR AAME o]439 ¥
< 93 ALE7 2RE & AERS FHG I
o] A4 wjx|7} PQ3fc}.

=

=)
2
T
2
T

o g ot

3.PILAS & HA vix] HIIE 98
M5 A=

3.1PILAS & HY e} H|E
PIR AlA 719t < 93] 4] AlxEA] 9]
A4 AAEE AA A2 dFe] 715tstd FAn



A4 84d o)A - oY EIAYFTHHA AU W A6

3 wjRo] wel G} =F, 2] A2 7
H]go] Fdsitte AA) sl F74H uj gL
Alz=glol ALgE MA Q] JiFd ue g2d £
At

Fig. 2@ AAM Y A7 ¥ $(sensing range)’} F
I A H9Y(sensing area)o] FA A FE AL, A
[e]

AE AAE 5 Qo Y, AFa g4 B2 F
% Y(divided area)e] 7] W&o AFA 14
A a7k AR AL e HA o] oH
ok A A HAZE S A d9ol FARA
€ Fig. 2(0) AAM 59 F712 At A&y F
% Hl§ F71 AFA A2 e % B3 gu

& date] dasteh, aYdE, FHE AA o
A2 Qst A4 8 FFo] oY AFA 9
2 A4 ezateE Y 4 Utk Fig 20 2dyE=
AAe A A7t Ha A F90] AARE
79-Z Fig. 2(00)9 ¥R E o), N2 FF u) g
< ZAFA, A 897 AN AFA 95
of wet o3k WY T Ax HLF YA Ao
h=1=)

Ay oz YA A Alad WAHE AA
o A< (Number), T 7h5d <12 F99 F7)
(Area), H1A] U4 A|2"19 AU T (Precision)®} 2
o @& HE(Cost)e BAIE 4 (1) Zo] Ed

Fig. 2 Example of sensors arrangement

043 ged AFA Q4 gnZEon AF

39

Number oc (Cost, Precision)

M

Area

A (el Be Hgh Zo] Are] 93 A4
AEES HEE AA9 sFdl wlEEe, T
T A4 FHe F7]o) whuE ot

ez, 33Y, AuEo HX A Axg
& 737 AAME AT A dME ¥
3 B3l TEHE £ 999 M+-E FHuig
ke o] ey B =RdxMe Add £
o AM wWAE HA57]) AE Hit Az 2
WA AT AFE ALe

32 M Hix| HOLE I8t M5 x|

TEAAE PILAS 9 45 & H7tsts]) s
5712 A% g AT $4 A2 R
EE e A% JEEH TRE Q4 o999
N (Rgreg )y BN 23 Al (errorg, ), BT 23
7-]a](e"rm'mean)g' Hojstm Alxwo] v gL Wt
&7l A8 99 WG A9 N4(S/4 Ratio)
€ BTt =g, AA9 wiXe Fo43 91
4 3LE EF IR + AT F wixFHojo} 3t
of, ool W W7k AEEA A4 sbE Jde
37] Bl &(D/A Ratio )& A2 g},

321 MAMe o4 HH TH(n,,,)

AX e vzl wel EEso] TESE U4
e g99 Afs AN2de FUEE Hrte
T T8 7)1Fo] "o} Fig. 3 € ME e 44
HE 7H7 9 A9 AME ZL 379 T
A g oot T4 99E /AR L Casel9
AT, 9d AAZE MR AN HYER 3R )
T 9 Y Q1A e F9E MR ubgo)
Case L olAME 9709 AAZ A4 HY7 M2
Aoz wAHo, Case | Ko} ¢F 45 0] B
A FYg B TR A5 U4 499
+ 40 7o)},

¥ 2 ofy

322 & 2% 7ie-l(errormax)

Hof oa AZle Al2"gdA QA EE ARz}
o] YNt BAY F Ade AA AFA Y99
HY Azl A€ oz Aag ot 3
2 b5 22 99 2@ AZA gt



e - A oAY - oy FFAYUIYHA A 4D A6

A2 49 WRoME AFAY XE T8

T ok mWetM, Al xge FE M5 E i 99 W

Foll Aod AFAE i 999 FH(0;) AA

Aotz gdste Aol AA AFAY AA% A=
d

Hox gad F39 AX a7t a0 E
Fig. 4 € 3 7§19 AAME WX u} 7 749 F
2 75 944 d9ez U¥oy ¥ BoF

< CaseI> <Casell >

Area number

 Nurber 9 [ 0 |

case

Fig. 3 Comparison of nine sensor arrangement

Fig. 4 Maximum error distance of divided area

40

I Ao FE b d 47 A4 g disty
Al2Elo] QI4E= AFzLY AAE 7 94d9 F
A0 )01H, Hd 23t 998 Eean Ye
A3 (contour; Y& B2 FH(0;)te AZE 4
Q)2 A ), 4 Heg AT F gl

error; = distance(O;,Contour; ) )

errorm,, = MAX (error;) 3)

Fig. 4 ol tig Z 999 Hj 23 Ag
ervory,, = Table 1 I 23, AA Alxwde] Ho
3 Adde 4 2F 994 deidoh

323 BT & HEl(erroream)

RE 23 A A dAsE AZA
o AX AA AFZAY HA ato I HF
oitt, & 7t 49 i o o FF 23 A
E 4 @)% 2ol B,

n
1
errormean(iy = ;[z errory ] 0]

k=1

HE 22 A-g €71 98 949 i & o)
¥ AL A (clement)EE FEEHA B2&soF 3}
cdl, 4 )X nd E¥H 849 sFolth Fig
5 odlME 7 7Y FE M dFoz yHoi
AM W XA 2} Jqe] HF A AgE B
F3 glom, 0 ZAIE Table 29 Fd uig 2
o B2¥gE Z 949 i 9 HE 2377
erroryemy T ©188HE A (5)E ol8s HA Al
29 BF QA A” errory, = €L F U2

Table 1 Max. error distance of divided area in figure 4

Area error,,,.
Group 1 16.64
Group 2 23.84
Group 3 9.05
Group 4 29.83
Group 5 12.44
Group 6 8.57
Group 7 12.67
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Fig. 5 Mean error distance in divided area

Table 2 Mean error distance of divided area in ﬁgure 5

Area errofmen
Group 1 11.50
Group 2 15.26
Group 3 6.36
Group 4 11.50
Group 5 5.38
Group 6 4.30
Group 7 6.37
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Number of Sensors

S/ A Ratio= (6)

System Area
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Fig. 6 Example of five sensor arrangement

Table 3 Performance of the five sensor arrangement

Parameter Performance
S/A Ratio (number/m?) 52
D/A Ratio (%) 83.8
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(c) Case III

Fig. 7 Sensor arrangement type
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Table 4 Maximum error and mean error in case [

Area Type erro{ﬂx(m) error_,,,_,e,,L(m)
A 1.03 0.41
B 0.66 0.3
C 1 0.44
D 0.92 0.36

Table 5 Maximum error and mean error in case 11

Area Type errorJ,_,,L,(m) Errormean()
A 0.54 0.21
B 0.54 0.21
C 0.57 0.32
D 0.67 0.33
E 0.25 0.11
F 0.13 0.07

Table 6 Maximum error and mean error in case 111

Area Type errorz,u(m) eITOr yean(MM)
A 0.5 0.14
B 0.3 0.14
C 0.61 0.21
D 0.49 0.14
E 0.5 0.14
F 0.57 0.27
G 0.36 0.23
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23 A ME Case Il o] V&S] Case 12 2 u)
AE, Case 1Y ASE 19% AT A g} w
Aoll, Aj28e] v &g Hrste vy WAHAY 4
A M4 S/A4 Ratio = Case 1 7} 7% wsgton,
Case I III &= 34%, 134% = A YEl )

EEAA Bt 3 7FR) P9 AA wx
AlEdHA AFE Case 11 7 47y A5 x4
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Table 7 Performance of cases

Parameter Case I Case Il | Caselll
Rarea(number) 21 57 108
Error e m) 1.03 0.67 0.61
erroryea,{m) 0.35 0.19 0.16
S/4 Ratio 0.56 0.75 1.31
D/A Ratio(%) 100 100 100

error,, .

- @+ Case] —@—Cascll =A* Caselll]

Fig. 11 Comparison of arrangement

Ly

2 XE & QA =Hodew, FE ed A4
d99 & w8 PR AA 71 AFA 931
A A2"9 HFE T4 Al £ UA ")

284, B =894 ABUHE o8 A
g& FPsA7N A A5 FHLo] Pas)
th. gFee AA b2 M AFE o843
PILAS & T53t1, AFa9 9 A4 HUEE
g4 A717] HE WolA ¢ £ 7 7|(Bayesian
classifier)?} 2& & o] FT& ol&3lo 9
U2 AIEEE F4 A £ Qe d70F "Best
o E=%, B U A0tE F MH|AE AT
71 43tq oY AFaY AA 9 ojF A2E
wvad § e dE E 7 (multi-tracking) <122
Z o] Hasie

EAIEH

1. Choi, J. H.-D., Shin, D. K. and Shin, D. 1., “Research
and implementation of the context-aware middleware
for controlling home appliances,” IEEE Transactions
on Consumer Electronics, Vol. 51, No. 1, pp. 301-
306, 2005.

2. Lee, K. C, Kim, J. H. and Lee, H H,
“Implementation of CAN-based Fire Detection
System for Smart Home,” Journal of Control,
Automation, and Systems Engineering, Vol. 10, No.
8, pp. 734-741, 2004.

3. Rho, K. H, Lee, B. B, Park, A. S. and Kim, D. S.,
“Development of a LonRF Intelligent Device-based
Ubiquitous Home Network Testbed,” Journal of
Control, Automation, and Systems Engineering, Vol.
10, No. 6, pp. 566-573, 2004.

4. Hazas, M., Scott, J. and Krumm, J., “Location-aware
computing comes of age,” Computer, Vol. 37, No. 2,
pp. 95-97, 2004.

5. Ha, K. N, Lee, K. C. and Lee, S., “Development of
PIR sensor based indoor location detection system
for smart home,” Journal of Control, Automation,
and Systems Engineering, Vol. 12, No. 9, pp. 905-
911, 2006.



