(ROt i e Vo1.2013-SE-179 No.28
. 201 12
IPSJ SIG Technical Report 013/3/

EHRICIELCLEEaAYTFXFRAMP97Y—ER
REHEETILOIRE L F1E

gt dE R EH et

H—F T = a VAT AR EOBEFER AT AE, BEINIE) 2 TXANOELE FT A ROERKOEIC
B U CHY) ZER R AT I ZE CRIANE Y T4 @O LIMERDHD. A TIE, FIA4NRED T 1 %A LS
LY —ERABIETFT A LRRT S, a0 THFA MUK LI RIANRNEY T 4 ORI RERE XTI, b, BX
BT 20T A NI T 3720 DERO AR ETFVEERETD. FIANET T 4 2R RICTH & TE
ERT D, BRE RFANZETDLII TR NEFBEORNEREMN T DA THA 0D, R4 N0OBR %
W9 2. RIANREY T 4% RTANOBEROFEMIEEE L TH—ERAEFHT 5. 2K, RIAR0EK
LEEAS LV —ERBHNTREL 225, A —F = a VU AT A E AV TIREET NV OS2l 5.

A Model for Provisioning Context-Aware Services
Based on the Intentions

KEIKO MAKI™" NOBORU NAKAMICHI"'  MIKIO AOYAMA!

Depending on the changes of context and driver’s intention, in-vehicle information systems need to provide drive
support services for high drivability. In this thesis, we propose a model for provisioning dynamic context-aware
services based on the intentions. We infer driver’s intention from driver’s context and context around the driver.
We evaluate services with drivability as an index of meeting driver’s intention. The system can provide services
which align driver’s intention. We evaluate the proposed method with multiple scenarios for car navigation system
and demonstrate the effectiveness of proposed method.
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Figure 5 Intention Vector.
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Service Evaluation Using the Drivability.
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Table 3 Drivability Evaluation of Services at Traffic Jam
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Figure 12 Service Providing along with driver’s intention
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Figure 13 Drivability along with Changes of Intention
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Figure 14 Service Providing along with driver’s intention.
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Figure 15 Drivability along with Changes of Intention
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