MEsE
ﬁ$ BESTETI

[RNVFATF 4T, i, WHEe 1L
(DICON02017) & > KU L) Ppk294E6 H

DxF7S5TINEoUERAW-BEEHEZILI) XL

BT A Hefef L THEE

BEE  1CT B I WIS H SN TV A | ICT R IC BN 2V EEH (IS ORIEN AT & 72 B Z L D7
K Zphofe. BIETHE, THETRIEEED R EWRERESRIEL LT E L TW R RIEET — 4 5ifa BBk T2
T LT, BEEEOAMERE FERT L FEARR L. AREFECIREEERICONEE LT Y =T T 7L
U ERREE U COREERDREZNET 2 2 & TRIFBENEEZHEET 5. B HET A4 2V 2 o vito®
VHE T CC2560 & =AY — L4k myBeat Z{EM L7=. BLE #{§ T/ — b v = A TdH 5 Raspberry Pi3 £721%
Android SiARIZ ﬁ///ﬁf X EHEEL, MQTT ZH\\WTZ 70 R¥—s3 LD MongoDB (27— 4 %7 v 7r— K
4 %. MongoDB |Z&EE SIT2 T — & > b ERLD IS O BABEMATIC L > TERIEROHEM TN D, AETIREE
%%@ﬁ:777»t/% LR NLIE DRRET DT m@%%@@ﬁﬁm CEUHEEE L, ERENORT -4 %
ekt L7z, 2otk Bhi - MEEZ - IEBHUE O & BRIEEOHEBICIREFELEH L. 37— 20 b RIEED
FIBISFTRED Z R LTz,

Development of an Estimation Algorithm of Farm Works
Using Wearable Sensors
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Figure2. Instruments used in the sensor network
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directions of the accelerations
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Figure4. Wave forms of the averaged acceleration of

each farm work
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Figureb. Result of the principal component analysis
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Figure6. Principal component calculated with

evaluation data
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