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Bayesian Inference in combination with
Tree Augmented Naive Bayes and Bayesian Networks
for Infant’s Behavior Recognition accuracy comparing

SHozO IsHIkAWA | Yorcnt MoToMURA |12
YosurruMi NisHIDA 2 and HAYARU SHoUNOT?

The purpose of this study is to prevent accident in Infants. Recent years, we
can observe human’s behavior by gaining sensor technology. We can get easily
a lot of observation data from a wide variety of sensors. However, It is not easy
for tying this observation data to the intention of the human’s behavior. So, we
consider behavior label is allocated to a lot of observation data. We pay atten-
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tion to the infant’s indoor behavior in this paper. We estimate behavior labels
from observation data from ultra sonic sensors and a fisheye camera . Inference
method is using Bayes inference by combination with Tree Augmented Naive
Bayes(TAN) and Bayesian Networks. These models are constructed from ob-
servationdata. Prior distribution is using Bayesian Networks. Likelihood func-
tion is using Tree Augmented Naive Bayes Classifier which is constructed from
higher order local autocorrelation features from images in infant surrounding.
We estimate behavior labels by this method. Then, we performed a comparison
experiment to inference an behavior labels by this method.
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2.1 A RHE

N ZHEENIANA AOEHEZILIAT ). TH T~ C = {c1,c2,- ,cn} , FHE
x ={z1,22, ,xm} £TD. TITHELLLVWOIX, FEEx 2B LI L Z2DITHHT
NADHEE p(Clx) THY, ZAUTLELTFDONA ZOEINHEIND.

p(x|C = ci)p(C = )
PO =) = = e (@ = ) ®

K (1) HLD p(x|C = ¢;) BDEERBE, p(C =c) DEMHMTHD. LEBKE FHFIHM
DRI E LV, BBEROMUVTEIZ V& 52 bhick b7 —2 D7) 7~ L
LLTHEET 2. ZOITEIZ VO aRDD ZEBRA ZHWETHS.

2.2 NAIT7r2xy bT—% (Baysian Networks,BN)
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Fig.1 Example of Bayseian Networks.

W77 7 Thn. WEREEE ) — FTRDOL, KEBRZY 7 (KA TRT. HERER
MOKFRARERBLCE 5700, MREHMICHET SRR E KRBT L LN TED.
KIFBMRICH 2/ — FIITIE, BE2 LA MWE8 ) —F, B E2Z T 20MET/ — &
S T/ = RIZ3Bl — FERIFE T ORMMTEHRNED B ToND. XA VT xRy b
U= Tl — RV o7 aeffio TEHMOBBRAERIT 2 Z LIk o T, RkoMma i
WCERBTHZENTES. #lxiE, B 1 CIEFEESAE p(A, B,C) XK 1 O 7 F 7 OfiEH
L (2) TRETE .
p(A, B,C) = p(A)p(B|A)p(B|C)p(C|A) (2

ZOEDIE, V7 O — R TIEHEREEOFHl 21T DRV 2w, e ORI
BRLZNGETOREICEHAT D &N TE D, MREROREZRETHZ LITL-T,
FEOHRERIZOVCOREN M2 RO DHeRMHRET 5 LN TE %Y.

2.3 TAN 3 5I8% (Tree Augmented Naive Bayes Classifier)

TAN #5281% Naive Bayes iBlle# % FIZ L72ET /L Th 5. Naive Bayes(NB) ikl g
37 AT NVREZ BN TV LEEICBINT — 5 ORI EML 2 FELET L TH
%. Naive Bayes #Bleh%a 77 7 4 HNVET A TRIT D EFMEFEMLOEENSK 2 &
7%, ¥, ThaXTERBETLHLA(3) &hd.

2 Naive Bayes ik/l#5.
Fig.2 Naive Bayes Classifier.
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/N,

K 3 Tree Augmented Naive Bayes i}/ #F.
Fig.3 Tree Augmented Naive Bayes Classifier.

Naive Bayes fkBl#5 (2R CTRELT X 2 REE B IEINT 5 72 Naive Bayes ikBl#s L0
BUVRBIRE R 2T 2 A HIFCE 5. SR TORFBBRORE I EE SR ZHE > T

oD, J— K a0z, BOREAEERRIE (4) TESRS.
p(mivmj|c) (4)

X ) p(zi|C)p(z;|C) o

ZOMAEFHREE Ty VLT HRREBAREZRD D Z LI Ko T TAN #illas O#E & R E

T5.
3. #HRDEAITENEHA

BUE, PEEBFRAMEITT AN a—< Uit v & —O ABHTEHEIH & > L —
HZHENT, AFEGERE CONROITHAZBIR L CERT -2 IEL TS, 20k
L — NFBEE S A DA TN TR Y, ERIFOTEHRY OR%IC X 5iBE
W o B EEBEO T ONCHIEIZED 115 2 & T, ZOHEMELNIBT DA EEHRE ©,y, 2
DEAET —Z & LTS TE D, ERMBORHITAIBS A 7 0¥FEINTEY, B2
DOHRORRFEZ VT NAEA MIBEBR L LTIRE TE DL ITR->TWD. B L— AT
®INTmBOFEK 41T
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Fig.4 Capturing of sensor’s room by fishEye camera.

r2 HBEOT—x

! 17 I HATEN T ~L
R1 EH LB AT ST~ Table 2 Test subject’s data.

Table 1 Correspondence table of behavior labels

and action we paid attention.

MR A T—42 ¥

F = WeBRE 1 | R | 1A% 11 A 3147
5 Foll down W 2 | B 17% 3 A 3089
I Sit g 3 | B | 1w 2 A 2329
) Stand s 4 | B 17% 2 A 2638
3 Walk WEE 5 | B 1A 2912
1 Run WE 6 | & | 2w 7 A 2641
3 Climb WA T | & | 2 7 A 3038
5 Climb down wsRE 8 | B 175 9 A 3470
= Crawl Wl 9 | &KW | 2% 7 A 3994
W 10 | & 175 3 2 A 3002

B L= — 2R LC LRI EIATH T~ &5 5. [T ~vo—Ea2RK 11
Y. SRIOITEFHITEE P — AN TOE & R OTE 4% 90 /rFlic iz - TEt
U7, R U798 Ol MR S B L= 7 — 2 e £ 2 1Ion T, &2 oBL~-
T—AEEFBH LT — 2 odnG, BENSIEEZTS 2% LTV AIREER E1TEN T v
2T D 2 ERRERT —F RBROVEERICHEATE 5T =2 DHTHD.
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Fig.5 Model of prior knowledge.

4. Y T—REERLENA XHE

BT BB L OB & IR A T OREEIE A LR 0T
BEHET D, Lo P F— 2 OBONDEE x & 1T LIS B THEH Y 4T hiLk
FBTL C LDY v N8 L CHBIR SRS 5.

HRINAEE 47— 2 5 O HeRME RS 2T 5. 4, HEEL LS L LT\ 5178
5 S EHIR DY AP ORI £ > TITBIORABE SR > TOHETF Th . © 2
T, WA p(C) IHEBEORIL S I KT L=t & ek p(C)S) Thd L ER 5.
= D&M EHEFRNA p(C|S) A DT L%y kU — 7 THEET 5. Lo LR L
MM 2 BT b, FRHEEMEKRICR BT~ C 2 HET 5.

p(x|C = ci)p(C = ci|S)

PO = i) = S~ IC = (€ = 19) K

4.1 E@9%H

TN TF = A PSRRI EE T T 5. T L OMEICIE BayoNet'?) %1
Lz, SR 78T Y0652 b 3 RGTET — X 2 LT a v
TRy U —7 BT 5.

P ELRTOMEN SLIROITE L BNOE / L ORICKEEERH D L E2EY. 20
BXOTFTTHELISA VT v Ry hU—2 52K 51587, B5D/— KLty 7y —%
DOtz LLTITR T
Ct) : A OMLAONERLE (1787 ~L)

C(t—1) : 1 OHOREZNOSEREE (1THIT <)
Ve (t) + Wt O x,y Fii ETOYROHE
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Fig.6 An image of capturing infant surrounding.

Z(t) : WAt icErHC X B SN 2 ST — 8 (&)
table(t) : 40 A 5 DOLHIEOHEHE

Red(t) : 4 O B »HOLhIROBEEE

Ws(t) : 4 D C H 6 DU HikE

Wi (t) : 4 O D 75 DL IR O Bk

Wally(t) + X4 @ E(BE) 25 O o Hg
Wally (t) : 4 O F(BE) 7> OGO
4.2 TEBEH

BRI X OB A LR T 5. BE oY 26 A LT o R0 E
% 48x48 DEBITEI Y L, L —2 7 —nib&21(T5. 910 H L-EBROF 2K 6 (R
Z OB L CRERIBATE CARBAMY 2R 5. SWIRETH CHBRSIC X - TEw
B GEECY 7 b OFEBEOZIT /200 35 WILOFHEEEZ G LN TEDL. ZD 35K
JEORFHEZH A LTI 2R L C LR e 5.

4.2.1 TAN ZRIZBROIEE

ER AT B CAHBERHS T — & & IV C TAN @B 2T 2 72018, B TR L7
HHRE (X (1) DORKREWAZRD 2 FiEE AW

72720, BREHROBIECTHRIIARZMNT 5 & MBELL RIZY 7 AES T LE S Retk
NHD. T2 T, BELURCY V7 &3 E R0V DI ENTZET V2 HRERTES
AL BT 2. G 5 M mER IRt e (AIC) 2T 5. &
HIZ, BHICELT—2HMNROND Z 0D, HEOB /) — ROKE 2 SIZHIR L.
PLEOERMND, KO XS 72FIET TAN #BIZE 2 M3 5.

(1) EBR»S/ELNDEKENTH OB E 2B T 5.

(2) BB L7zl L, MAEREEZHETS.
(3) MHABHEZ TICRABAZRDS.
(4) MHERENTZET AN LR REREL TICET VA2 BRIRT 5.
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LULEDZMDT T AIC Z /N3 % TAN @hlds 2 i L CTITEIEE 217 5. TAN il
(252 2 @k RET A BRI IE D 7 — 2 2 5.2 5.

5. 17815 NIV DRI D

Naive Bayes #5258 & TAN #kples 25 L CHEE T — 4%, KRBT — XIS D7k51%
ZEMIT 5. & 512, Naive Bayes ikBl#s, TAN #kBlgs% BEREE, o7 —2n o
FLI_A DT oy NI =7 BFEFIGH & T DA ZAHEE 24T - 12355 O % 3
T 5.

%9, Naive Bayes i385, TAN kB85 269 2 B @k RET B A B % B L
LTHEMRTS. @RI, BEBCEDEBERER LR D, 22T, ERBBICEEZRET D
T2 DI O DBEBALECTRERBIL 21TV, e b RWVFRIER A HE BBk EE: RO 5.
b BOWIRBIROHEBILE 2 H L TREE T — % OITE 7~ L ORI %17 5 .

BT — 2Tk 2 IR & BT 21T k-fold Cross validation % iy 7212,

KRBT — 2 RT DHBIROFNE, FE T — 2%t LT b BOERBIER & 1 L 7 B
{CECTRFE T — % 2 BEBIL LB A F0 2. F8 T — 2 2 L TFE LIcines
AL TRFET -2 2 HET 5. EMEE T — B TEH o 1 PR IR & 30 = &
T 5.

5.1 FB7T—ZIKT S TAN #HBIBROHEEER

K-menas £ U CTEKJRET A CAHBEIR A BEBUL L7258 ORBIRIZ O W TR S B
VBB A W1 5. K-means V24T O BROAIHIEIZIRD 2 > 2 L, 100fold-Cross-
Validation %% L CHRBIE 27T 2.

(1) SEENE : 2D S T AL —CGEND T — 2 OREKES U< T2 54 I
L5,

(2) ZEESE : RKMEER/MEOKMEZFELWIRTHEIL, DET2 820 ET5.

FEIERT 57— X IR E 1 0T — X 2EHT .

ENENORANEROMAFE A FK 3,4 (7. TAN, Naive Bayes ikilg D A CHEE 217 -
T E, WO RITHER R BT I EHBIEN R 2 2BNICH L T ERDID. T
AUTBEBU LA NS T2 Z L IC K s TREATE DREHEBI M L 7edTHhH L EZX LR
%. TAN #RIZRDIZ 5 7 Naive Bayes ik lIgR I~ TR EH N L3 b o T2,

Fio, FRIGMHONATT Ry NT—7 LBEDLEDZ LIk > THAFEOR LR
b7z, Naive Bayes ik5l#s D354 Cld Naive Bayes #Bl#s O BERALER O @VIE 5 2355851
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£ 3 B YA D Naive Bayes ilkill#i & TAN il s 0kl =E.
Table 3 Presumption accuracy of Naive Bayes classifier and TAN classifier in discrete.

NB ihilas TAN Gl &
PEBAEEL | SRiEE (%] | SFEEEOTE (%] | SEOE (%] | SEEEOE [%]
5 16.94 18.06 41.71 41.71
6 19.01 16.87 43.39 43.39
7 19.01 19.42 43.65 43.65
8 21.23 19.94 43.77 43.81
9 21.32 21.9 44 44.58
10 23.77 21.35 44.94 45.94

R4 HEROBE O AHEEOFHE.
Table 4 Presumption accuracy of Bayes inference in discrete.

NB+BN TAN+BN
BEBAEER | SHRAE (%) | SFEEEOYE (%] | SRS (%] | FEEE %)
5 51.81 51.68 68.39 68.61
6 51.39 50.94 68.26 68.26
7 51.39 51.87 68.32 68.39
8 52.29 51.45 67.74 68.45
9 51.97 52.35 68 67.71
10 51.94 52.9 68.26 68.35

BREL< 720, TAN FRE TIEBEBULEA D 70 0E D DB R & < 72 o7z, TAN #Ales
TISBE LS b CTHEER DTN EZIT ol & 2T b BWIkBIES .

5.2 REBT—ZICXT S TAN #Hp2FDFHESEER

RAITE OO FEBRAE T D fie b FRAIE D B> To R, HERUEE 5 & Uiz & & D TAN i
BEOFRRE T T 5. FEHT —FIWRE 1 OT7 —F &ML, 7 A T —Z OIH8R
#F2~10 OF — X ZHHT 5.

FNENOWERE X T 2 AL 5 IR T. RPEEFOT —Z IR L UTRAIRICKE
RRAENTTND.

6. ETEDHRZE

BTSN CRRJFATH CAR B & B L L C Naive Bayes, TAN #BIEs 25 L7, AHIT
VIBERAELC K > THESE L 7= Naive Bayes, TAN iplgs O E A2 #H LC, @k/EPTE CAERS
R A EGE & L Cfo T, @AATT 0. EHHE & LT Ga ISR E ~ L a TRy
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K5 RPET XY S TAN #RIR OB,
Table 5 Presumption accuracy of TAN classifier in discrete for unknown data.

WER#E | TAN #31% (%] | TAN+BN[%)]
2 24.89 70.93
3 32.35 61.68
4 37.20 60.72
5 29.77 58.61
6 37.03 51.00
7 31.99 57.83
8 40.85 60.14
9 32.70 47.50
10 33.04 58.93

LLTEZS.
6.1 EFED Naive Bayes #7523
F£7, Naive Bayes ikAl#5Z D\ THE 2 5. Naive Bayes il Tl (3) @ p(x|C) iZ
W DT ARG EARET .
PIC = cj,0) = /o= exp(=5 (¢; — 2:)?) (©)
WERMAERETDNAN=RFGRA=ETHDH. ZZTaDEREEZEZD L o 1TBH: —
%Aa)ﬁﬁg)ﬁ%ﬁbfw TDEEANSNHMEDEIRMEN 1127225 & 9 ITIEFEL T
T 5.
—5T, 3WIMEE YT —F B AL CTHIROBRLEE A L T AR
DEAIZE > TH ELMEHFREBN TERWEENH 5. MLEFROBANC &> TERE
BT H CHRBREICRRENEL D, 22T, SRATH CHBREEIZ ) A APRLZ L%
ERD. AETERZ T @KEETH CAHBRHEE x 2 E 0S8RBT H CAHBRHE R OME &
L, y & EERICBH SIS &R RETE CHBRERELETD. 20/ A4 XeX(7) OT Y A5
MEBEL, p(ylx) TRT. ZITRIEDMERET 2NANR=NRFXA—=FThHbH. D
BEWEZZD LBNSNTT —Z ORERRICEZ DRBELRLTND

Plalns ) = 1| o exp(—2 (g — 20)?) @

L ED#RR D T T Naive Bayes #kil#% iiﬁ (8) &7 %.
p(C = ¢jlx,y,0,8) ~ Hp(yn\xn,m [[p(i(Cs,)p(C = ¢;) (8)

6.2 gw@an TAN 7% ’
HHHEOL A O TAN A %2E 7 1R TIZBWT, x NEDOERDBITHE CHE
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7 RO TAN #AIE.
Fig. 7 TAN classifier in sequence.

PR, y DFEERICER SN2 AT E OB E, C BMTEV 7 L ThD. ke
H AR BRI 2 A x‘ﬁ“%éiuocb\fi%é.\@$ e o3A0 p(C = cj|x) TR TEDbEINS.
C = c;lx) ~ prm, = ¢;,a)p(C = ¢;) )

T LITY T DESR, p(:m\m,C) PRAEERI OB ZRT. p(eizr, C) 11T
(10) DA AN ETET 5.
Plifen, O = 5,0) = \ [ o exp(=5 (o = 2)* + (¢ — 20)%) (10)
[FERIC =R AT B CARBIREIS ) A ADBAET DB 6 252D, ZDEZ DT TEEMER
7540 p(C = ¢j|x,y,,0) | ;t/kﬁ 75,

~ Hp(ynlwn,ﬁ) I p@ilex, € = cj,a)p(C =¢;)  (11)
X (11) OWERZ /R KRITT D UL C = ¢ %%&%%%M‘é.
7. EFMEETIVICEBTESNIVOHEE

E SR CUAH BRI A B U O i 2 B E L7z TAN ill4s & Naive Bayes il 250
WG A e T L & LTRY, 1TE1 7~V OHEEZIT S . BGEE T /L CITEI 7~V & HE
7@@‘67”:&)6:01/\4’/\‘“—/\"7)‘ — A ERETDHUERDD. £ T, T A= F A—
HERET DHIOIZHEYIC o, BOEEEX Td BOIBIEEZG LN D /A /3—RF 2 —
ZERET. A /4*—/\7)( B EPTE LToth, REET —ZICHT B2 I3 5.

7.1 NAIN=INTA—ZDRE

HEHEET VA L CHEEZ1T D B RICET ANDOBERET DA =T A= %
WETDHMENRDHD. FIT, THRFEBRE L TAA/N—RT A= FEZRET DO S IC
a, BOEEEZ Tk BOFRBIERE{/ON D NA N— T RA—=ZBRET D, NA78—%
T A =R EZNEN 0.01~0.49 FTEE L7 & XD TAN i#kil#s & Naive Bayes #5125 D

-

p(C =¢jlx,y,a,B)
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xR 6 WEE 1T 5 TAN BB OMAIE.
Table 6 Presumption accuracy of the behavior

labels of test subjectl by TAN classifier. .
sifier.

a A [% :
g %] R
0.44 0.04 36.5
0.01 0.46 20.7
0.1 0.05 36.1
0.49 0.04 36.0 0.01 0.34 20.1
0.01 0.48 20.0
0.32 0.04 36.0
0.38 0.04 36.0 0.01 0.44 19.9
- 0.01 0.39 19.9
0.48 0.04 35.9
0.01 0.47 19.7

B ETHIL, NA/N=RIA=REREST D, AT LT =X IHEHRE 1 o7 —
A EEHT 5.

TAN #%5#%, Naive Bayes #BlI#R D /A /N—/F A —H ZI5 2 7= & Z OFBIHFE O AL 5
THEDNRT A= %3 6,7 12777, TAN #ill#s, Naive Bayes ikhl#s Tld/nA /3—/3F A —
HOEMNE ST BB EinbhoTz. ZOREND TAN #AE L/, — R OMAEE
FADFRANC K& 7B 5 2 T D Z LD, F72, Naive Bayes ikilgs CIEBLHI S
5T — A BHEHINCKREREBEHEZ TWDH I ERbND.

7.2 RFEBT—ZICHT BEGED TAN #BIROFHERER

ATEI DO bBIROFE N ANA =T A= Z 2 LT, FrIDMADORA DT U Fy b
T — 7 LRBE DR TE OFBISRIC OV TR 5. TAN #Bl# CTld a = 0.44, 8 = 0.04,
Naive Bayes ikfl#s Cid o = 0.01,8 = 0.45 Z8HTD. ZORTA—FEEH L& X
IR 1~3 DITEN G ~AZHEET 2. 22T, BBRE LIXFHICER L7 — %, %%
F2~10 IERFET—ZTHD.

EHRERER SITRT. X8 XV, RHMOT—XIZx LT Naive Bayes ik ll#s(2 b~ T
TAN BB OIE D DNERE L THRIERE W ERNbD.

8. & b

TAN s @k SR T H CAH BRSO b EIE 2R E L, 1787 L OHEE 21T > T X .
1TEV T SNV OHEE 21T > -/, BERE Tl Naive Bayes #3251 T TAN Bl #5 D
1F 9 MBI E o T, F e, HEEOEE Tl Naive Bayes #kBIZRD1Z 5 #3 TAN #%51
TR AR THAER E A o7z, TAN HRER ORI & KD - T RE 2 D056 Ok
B> TAN 525 & Naive Bayes iBlas OHEERE R 2K 9, 10 1R T. ERIOITEIZ ~v

R T WERE 1 ICkT 5 Naive Bayes #kfjil g Ok,
Table 7 Presumption accuracy of the behavior la-
bels of test subjectl by Naive Bayes clas-
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KR8 KRPET—HITHT DO TAN B O,
Table 8 Presumption accuracy of TAN classifier in sequence for unknown data.

Pom# | NB dslw dee)[%] | TAN @ole (de)[%)] | NB(ESE)+BN[%] | TAN(E)+BN[%]
2 21.10 7.96 75.78 75.98
3 21.26 23.15 43.12 44.07
4 20.70 23.30 57.00 71.70
5 20.10 9.62 58.93 58.83
6 20.00 24.84 27.00 49.68
7 19.78 12.8 63.17 63.23
8 20.40 15.48 53.00 52.88
9 20.73 16.12 45.79 45.97
10 21.45 8.73 62.66 62.66

MIEED T~ v, EIOITENT ~OV D3GR BIER D HEE LT-ATEN 7 ~ )L CTh 5. TAN #kBI%E T
1% Sit, Stand ®Z L% Walk 7 ~UUIZHEZ TS Z S L > GRBIEBME T LTV 5.
Naive Bayes i5sll#s Tl 55D 7~ 8 Fall down O Z WSS LTV 5. TAN A1
TR L TWD 7D & A ED Walk TH Y, Naive Bayes ilkBllas Tl3s 7~ %
FARAURSHA LTS, ZHUINA RX—=RT A —=H DIEDE NI L >TENLTNDE EH
ZABID. a PREWITE, HEESNEMROMOGBBNE L RDBERICH L. Licho
T, TAN @EAE CIIHEET 2 7~V OENKL 7257

7z, EE & BERIED 2 DOEA T TAN #BIROFR A2 1To 7. HiHE & BEEm 0%
B OFMNERE L 81K T, HEHIED TAN #AZROIE I BEWVERIE TH -7, LiL, X
AT Iy U =7 LB EDRTGA TR0 ZIIS VY Rohnote. ok
FENBRAPT VR y MU — 7 OB OEEN R I OFE RIS B L Dk
MEZHND. SHOFHIFOHIEL LT, HbZ VT VLOBE LY bW ilkBlEx 5
NHEITLZNEEZ TN,

9. # B

ANEOFTEI A BIER U CHEfif - kD2 b1, FNTHiaE2LD L THETHD.

AR TUEARA ZHEE % O D BRI E RIS TAN FRAIEE & FRIDAMICRA T %y b
U— 7 BEATHZEICE ST, EROFIEITHATHE T L O#BIRRm L5 2 L %
FERACREM L7, FEBORER, TAN fBIEREZEAT D Z 212 X > TR EM O L B 1EH
ZRELT D Z LA TE D728 Naive Bayes #kill#IZ b XTI AWM E L7z, $£72, TAN
SR OFHE AT O BT, BESE, WD 2 DOBAIT DN T AT 72, RIS
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R 9 WERHE 2 12k D TAN #BEs (HGE) OHEERESE.
Table 9 Inferenced result of TAN classifier for test subject2.

Fall down | Sit | Stand | Walk | Run | Climb | Climb down | Crawl &t
Fall down 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 3 IR R E R B A 5 2 TWADTITIRWhEEZ NS, £T2, 5BOHEL LT
sit o o srl sl a 0 0 011920 | BHBVTALOBELD LEVERNELEONS LI ICLENEEZ TS,
Stand 0 0 49 803 39 0 0 0 891
Walk 0 0 23 197 1 0 0 0 221 % % i ﬁk
Run 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Climb 0] o© 0 3 0 0 0 0 3 1) EAGEE. ¥Rk 2 0 A D EEHEr A maEEt () ot
Climb down 0] © 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 2) AKEG—, WEHAENR. BERRICR T 2 SR O 72 O PEAFE- Tk Fil T %
Crawl 0 © 6] 44 0 0 0 0] 50 JEH & BN LT NTATHES: 2336, Vol.20, No.5, pp. 587-594, 2005.
L 0| O] 135) 2872 ) 5% 0 0 9 | 5089 3) AR —, BRI, A RHEEICBT 2 FHNM DS T THEET Y v 7 L R
R 10 BURHE 2 AT % NB AL (UfD) OHERR. TTBIFRAR. B G 2 v Ea—F BV s b A—Y A5 47, Vol.48, No.
Table 10 Inferenced result of Naive Bayes classifier for test subject2. SIG9, PP 43*56, 2007.
Fall down Sit Stand | Walk | Run | Climb | Climb down | Crawl At 4) {ﬂEﬂﬁﬁl\Jﬁj, PN s EEE{%E, EJ”%EE, HfZ. ERICBT 29 ROFE TR0
e O T I AT T D ORERIERMET 7L OFB L fifh. B RBRFE=a—na s EamT
Sit 486 415 415 411 185 8 0 0 1920 ST A
Stand 218 | 170 200 187 | 107 9 0 0 891 7 ﬁj‘jﬁ’ 2007. _
Run 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 WEETVOME L TEHER. AN THREFER2E RS, 2008.
Climb 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 3 6) Nir Friedman and Moises Goldzmidt. Building classifiers using bayesian networks.
Climb down 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 Thirteenth National Conf. on Artificial Intelligence (AAAI9G), 1996.
Crawl 3] 13 9 8 7 0 0 0 50 ) B)IER=, AR —, T EAES, WHHE, Ji—&. Tree aregumented naive bayes &
Ll 87 | 645 | 679 | 645 | 316 17 0 0 | 3089 A DT Ry P ERBE DRI AN L DR OENITBIRM. BT R
® 11 L BB TAN A& ORI . oo a—nay bt a—T 4 IS, 2000.
Table 11 Presumption accuracy of TAN classifier in sequence and discrete. 8) ZIKHIK%*, SR XA TRy RN T—2 Tiﬂ?f O %%ﬁ?tﬂﬂﬁ}%, 2006.
s TAN(HES)[%] | TAN(HE) (%) | TAN(BES)+BN[%] | TAN(EAD)4+BN[%] | TESE [%)] 9) THHESE, SRS, M. BN 3 WLy 7 2 V- BEREE O b 2 o)k
2 2.12 796 62.16 .98 | 62.16(sit) . 7 S AN=Y=T U 7, Vol.50, No.7, pp. 520-526, 2005.
: 200 215 e V0T |Gt d) | 1) gy g b AR A7 A BayoNet. hitps/ fworw.msco.jp/ BAYONET.
5 29:77 9:62 58:61 58:83 '71'(:3?:&; 11) N.Otsu and T.Kurita. A new scheme for practi‘ce'ml. flexible and intelligent vision
6 37.03 2184 51.00 19.68 50.43(sit) systems, Proc. IAPR Workshop on Computer Vision, pp. 431-435, 1988.
7 31.99 12.80 57.83 63.23 52.53(sit) 12) /J‘ﬁ/é\ﬁ”, :“:JII(JED-EIEB ‘Idﬁz;zlii%@ %@Jj k%&ﬁo)*"l’i 2. ﬁﬁ%l‘ﬁ, 2004.
8 40.85 15.48 60.14 52.88 58.53(stand)
9 32.70 16.12 47.50 45.97 53.73(stand)
10 33.04 8.73 58.93 62.62 49.40(sit)
B vIRS 33.48 + 4.11 15.78+ 6.24 55.01 + 7.46 58.33 + 10.5 55.58 + 7.22
8 (© 2009 Information Processing Society of Japan
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