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Development of the Android System integrated with Sensor Network
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‘Table 1 How the subject B feels about the subject A.

Action of the subject A

Position 1D Beohavior How the subject B feels about the subject A Mood
2,5 Stare at subject B Unpleasant
8 Stare at subject B Unpleasant + Opressing feeling Disgust
11 Stare at subject B Very unpleasant +Opressing feeling
1.6 Not stare + Walk around | Not so concerned about the action of subject A | Acceptance
1,346 Stare at subject B Harassed Fear
7-12 Not stare + Walk around Anxiousness
8.11 Look somewhere Anxiousness Anxiety
1-12 Stare + Walk around Anxiousness
7,9,10,12 Stare at subject B Anxiousness
1-7,9,10,12 Look somewhere Worry about where subject is looking at Interest
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Table 2 The experimental result.
No | Condition Method Average of the evaluation | P-value
1 1 Random —0.63 p= .10
2 Random 0.50
4 1 Proposed method 0.63 0.438
2 Proposed method 0.75
3 1 Random —0.63 p < .05
2 Proposed method 0.75
4 1 Proposed method 0.63 0.452
2 Random 0.5
5 1 Random —0.63 p< .05
1 Proposed method 0.63
B 2 Random 0.50 0.384
2 Proposed method 0.75
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