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Abstract : As RFID/USN technology is used in the latest industry trend, the information analysis paradigm shifts to
intelligence service environment. The intelligent service includes autonomic operation, which select activity by defining
itself to the status of industry facilities. Furthermore, information analysis based on IT used to frequently data mining
for detecting the meaning information and deriving new pattern. This paper suggest self-classifying of context-aware
by applying data mining in gas facilities for serving the intelligent gas safety management. We modify data algorithm
for fitting the domain of gas safety, construct context-aware model by using the proposed algorithm, and demonstrate
our method. As the accuracy of our model is improved over 90%, the our approach can apply to intelligent gas safety

management based on RFID/USN environments.
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Table 2, CDMA Data Example

FHYA H A9 | HaHY | HERY | A
2007/10/09 17:06:24 | -1554 -1372 -1455 | A%
2007/06/27 20:55:05 |  -879 -741 -818 2
2007/07/16 14:44:56 | 161 -150 -150 A
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Fig. 3. CDMA context—-aware model,
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Fig. 4. WPAN context—aware model.
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