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ABSTRACT

Wireless sensor networks (WSN) have great potential to enable personalized intelligent lighting systems while
reducing building energy use by 50%-70%. As a result WSN systems are being increasingly integrated in state-of-
art intelligent lighting systems. In the future these systems will enable participation of lighting loads as ancillary
services. However, such systems can be expensive to install and lack the plug-and-play quality necessary for
user-friendly commissioning. In this paper we present an integrated system of wireless sensor platforms and
modeling software to enable a↵ordable and user-friendly intelligent lighting. It requires ⇠ 60% fewer sensor
deployments compared to current commercial systems. Reduction in sensor deployments has been achieved by
optimally replacing the actual photo-sensors with real-time discrete predictive inverse models. Spatially sparse
and clustered sub-hourly photo-sensor data captured by the WSN platforms are used to develop and validate a
piece-wise linear regression of indoor light distribution. This deterministic data-driven model accounts for sky
conditions and solar position. The optimal placement of photo-sensors is performed iteratively to achieve the
best predictability of the light field desired for indoor lighting control. Using two weeks of daylight and artificial
light training data acquired at the Sustainability Base at NASA Ames, the model was able to predict the light
level at seven monitored workstations with 80%-95% accuracy. We estimate that 10% adoption of this intelligent
wireless sensor system in commercial buildings could save 0.2-0.25 quads BTU of energy nationwide.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 Motivation

IBM’s Instrumenting the Planet report1 highlights the importance of wireless sensor-actuator networks and
distributed analytics in the life cycle management of natural resources and technical infrastructures in agriculture,
hydrological systems, land use, power grids, transportation systems, manufacturing and many more. With goals
of improving energy e�cienty, operations and power grid integration, new buildings are being instrumented
with large-scale wireless sensor and actuator networks for research and development.2,3 For example, Wen et
al. (2011)4 found that closed loop control of building systems enabled by wireless sensor and actuator network
(WSAN) result in 28% cooling energy and 40% light energy savings in o�ce buildings.

Commercial lighting contributes to one of the largest pieces of the commercial energy pie. Intelligent lighting
o↵ers an easy and low-cost avenue to energy conservation. According to the U.S. DOE Energy yearbook in
2010,5 the maximum electricity consumption in commercial buildings (13.6%) is attributed to lighting. Our
prior work has demonstrated that even without daylight harvesting (controlling artificial lights based on daylight
availability), 50% of lighting energy can be saved from personalized control of wireless-enabled individually-
dimmable luminaires. An additional 20% energy savings could be achieved with daylight harvesting according
to our simulation results.6–8 Furthermore, there have been considerable improvements in lighting and shading
controls,9 and in daylight harvesting systems.10,11 Singhvi et al. (2005)12 developed a centralized lighting system
to increase user comfort and reduce energy costs by using a WSN. Lin et al. (2005)13 proposed a decentralized
algorithm for WSAN-enabled optimal lighting control.
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In spite of the growing impetus in lighting control research and some successful pilot projects, the actual
adoption of intelligent lighting control systems in commercial buildings has been very limited. As of 2010, 70%
of the US national stock of commercial buildings had no lighting controls for energy e�ciency.14 Some of the
reasons include general lack of encouraging energy savings from expensive commissioning of lighting systems.
Moreover, system usability was not considered appropriately. Rude found that 50% of the intelligent lighting
control systems they studied had been deactivated by the users and the remaining 50% operated at 50% of
target performance.15 System usability problems include lack of interoperability between lighting, shading and
building automation system drivers, software and database. Recent state-of-the-art commercial lighting systems
use one photo-sensor and actuator per light fixture. A scenario of two to three wireless sensor platforms per
workstation, including daylight sensors, amounts to one platform per 6.2 - 9.3 m

2. This is equivalent to two to
three times the annual lighting energy cost per unit area of a medium-sized commercial building.16 We project
that even a 50% reduction in the cost of overall deployment of intelligent lighting system can result in improved
market penetration by making these systems more a↵ordable for smaller and medium commercial facilities. This
represents a trade-o↵ between density and accuracy of the lighting field data that may govern the energy cost
savings and the infrastructure costs.

1.2 Contribution

In this paper we present a method of estimating an inverse model of an indoor light field. Our research is
motivated by the driving need to increase adoption of state-of-the-art wireless enabled intelligent lighting systems
and draws upon the expanding field of research in optimal sensing systems. We refer to this inverse light model
at a point of interest as the Clustering-Based Model. The virtual sensors replace many of the actual wireless
sensor platforms, thereby reducing the cost of sensor deployments in the operational phase of smart lighting
systems. These models are point estimates of indoor light in the form of clustered linear functions of measured
daylight and artificial lights. Clustering captures the potential changes in spatial correlations in the light field,
resulting from the physics of direct and di↵use light-distribution in space under varying sky conditions. As
part of our ongoing research on information-centric smart building control systems, we deployed and tested the
integrated hardware-software platform at the Sustainability Base at the NASA Ames Research Center. In the
rest of the paper we will describe related work, research methods, experiment design, data acquisition, inverse
model selection and validation followed by a summary of the results and a discussion.

2. RELATED WORK

Maasoumy et al. (2013)17 co-designed a coupled HVAC control algorithm and a temperature sensor system,
optimized for energy and infrastructure cost, while meeting the occupant comfort needs. They observed that
predictive control algorithms for optimal comfort and cost performances should be tailored di↵erently to take
into account sensor accuracy (represented by sensor position and number). In terms of temporal data density,
Wen (2008) and Singhvi et al. (2005) demonstrated that sampling rates could be varied without compromising
the control system performance, based on whether the light field is static or dynamic. Hence, reducing the
number of sensors comes with an accuracy penalty. This can be mitigated by optimally selecting the spatial and
temporal sampling frequency that adequately covers the indoor light field and maintains a desired information
accuracy. It is also important to define the desired information accuracy for user satisfaction and energy savings.

Many of distributed sensing applications, in particular for large infrastructures, face resource scarcity, for
which optimal sensor placement solutions have been proposed by researchers.18–20 Most of these problems
involve reverse engineering, where sensing parameters like position and sampling rate are changed based on
feedback about the field. Such methods have been generalized for a wide range of applications. For example,
near-optimal sensor placement algorithms using mutual information (MI) criteria assumes a Gaussian Process
model of spatial distribution of environmental variables.18 This is essentially a sub-set selection problem (from all
possible sensor locations) that maximizes the MI between the actual environmental variables (hidden variables)
and the observed sensor readings. This method uses sub-modularity of MI criteria for obtaining at least a ⇠
63% approximation of the optimal solution. One advantage of MI is that it can address non-linearity in spatial
relationship of physical quantities. This algorithm was also validated for active sensing (changing sampling rates
for battery life) as part of an intelligent lighting system.12
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Compressive sensing21 is another alternative approach for reduced sensor deployment. It leverages the sparsity
or redundancy of measured variables across the field, but requires prior knowledge of sparsity and randomized
measurements. Compressive sensing has been mostly tested in audio and image acquisition. Sandhu et al.
(2004)22 have proposed a Multi-Agent System (MAS) for distributed data processing and Influence Diagram
(Bayes net)-based decision-making in closed loop lighting control. The main goal was to achieve flexibility of
distributed computation. Sensor placement problems can be cast into the MAS framework, in which individual
sensors are modeled as agents with a supervisory algorithm to minimize the average prediction error across the
spatially distributed agents.

A. Guillemin (2003)23 and D. Lindelhf (2007)24 have proposed and validated a predictive model of light, that
assumed a linear relationship between vertical faade illuminance and indoor horizontal illuminance. In his work,
this predictive model resulted in a standard deviation of 416 lux (close to standard light level in o�ces). The
same authors also found that performance of the predictive model varied with exposure to direct sun. Direct
sunlight falling on a sensor is primarily responsible for the non-linear relationship between the sensed facade light
and the sunlight distributed indoors. Ongoing research at the Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory has shown
that it is possible to predict the indoor light distribution in space as a linear function of one or two photo-sensor
readings with reasonable accuracy in di↵use daylight conditions, for example, when blinds are drawn. But such
correlations change rapidly when direct sun enters the space. Hence, it is important to train di↵erent models for
direct and indirect sunlight conditions. In order to account for the temporal nature of the daylight distribution in
space, we proposed a piecewise linear relationship between artificial and natural light sources and the illuminance
measured at a workstation, discretized by solar altitude for daylight approximation in our prior research.25We
refer to this algorithm as the Sun Position-Based Model.

3. ANALYSIS

3.1 Inverse problem theory

Ray-tracing light models can accurately approximate the indoor light distribution of buildings. These models,
however, require accurate building and furniture dimensions and can be di�cult to develop, requiring technicians
and professional sta↵ for calibration. An inverse model, by contrast, is a reduced-order model with only statisti-
cally significant inputs or features, and hence can be computationally inexpensive to perform simulations within
a control loop. For these reasons, an inverse model is a promising choice for a predictive lighting control system
designed for ease-of-use. Inverse problem theory describes methods by which a model of a system is developed
by: (1) parameterizing the system in terms of a set of model parameters that adequately characterize the system
in the desired point of view, (2) making predictions on the actual values based on relatively simple physical laws
and given values of the model parameters, and (3) using actual results from measurements to determine the
model parameters.26

3.2 Piecewise Multiple linear regression

Multiple linear regression is an e�cient and relatively simple procedure that can find a linear relationship between
multiple regressors and a regressand. The ordinary least squares (OLS) method functions to create a best linear
fit to a given data set by minimizing the sum of the squared residuals.27 Based on this performance improvement
achieved by the Sun Position-Based Model we assume a piecewise linear relationship between artificial and natural
light sources and the illuminance measured at a workstation, with model parameters varying with solar altitude
and half of the day. The time scale of each linear model is 30 minutes.

3.2.1 Clustering-based linear regression

Considering the periodic nature of daylight, unpredictability of sky conditions and mismatch between onsite sky
condition and weather station data, we clustered the daylight data into smaller sub-spaces using half-hourly
means and standard deviations of light levels as features. Figure 1 shows a wide and comparable distribution
of daylight under di↵erent clouded sky conditions obtained from the weather data. The lack of identifiable
relationship between weather station data and onsite light distribution precludes the use of regional sky conditions
as a potential feature in our light models.
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Figure 1. Hourly distribution of daylight level for di↵erent sky conditions. Sky conditions are obtained from the Wunder-
ground repository for Berkeley

Dividing the data into half-hourly bins takes into account variations in the solar altitude at a lower resolution
than our prior consideration.25 The choice was made to accommodate trade-o↵s between data requirements for
convergence of clustering and model accuracy. We used clustering as a proxy for sky conditions, with a constant
number of clusters. Then, we performed regression on the clustered data. This is di↵erent from clustering-based
piecewise regression, which tries to find clusters such that the overall sum of squared error over the clusters is
minimized.28

Clustering algorithms use unsupervised learning to discover natural groupings in unlabeled data. Clustering
allowed us to account for the diverse onsite sky conditions without using actual weather data. We used K-means
clustering algorithm for its simplicity29 and availability of variants.30 Let x={x

i

} for i=1,2,. . .,n is a 2D dataset
of mean and standard deviation of measured sunlight at the window for every half an hour during the day. Let
C={c

k

} for k=1,2,. . .,K be K clusters in each 30 minutes interval. In this case we used K=3 as a constant
number, due to limited data points on one hand and empirical observations of the mean and standard deviation
of daylight levels on the other. K-means partitions the data by minimizing the sum of squared distance between
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One limitation of K-means is that the optimization problem presented in equation 2 can converge to local
minima, which may di↵er with di↵erent random initializations of the centroids. However, most of our random
centroid initializations resulted in only one or two di↵erent final centroids, thereby obviating refined initializa-
tions. Some results of clustering are presented in the Results section. For this work, we used the K-means
module of Scipy, Python with 20 initializations of cluster centroids and 100 iterations per model. The centroids
were initialized randomly as subsets of x

i

.

3.2.2 Adaptive regressor selection

One of the challenges in multivariate regression using large-scale distributed sensor data is the choice of appro-
priate regressors, to minimize over-fitting and improve prediction accuracy of the inverse model. Our goal is to
use sensor data as regressors and the optimization problem is to decide the location of the sensors for optimal
prediction across the workstations. Spatial or geometric information about the distribution of photo-sensors and
artificial lights would be useful in initial screening of regressors. For example, the physics of light attenuation
as a quadratic distance relation can be used in regressor selection. We used precise location information of the
sensors at the windows, which are likely to be places with highest variance in the light field. The rest the algo-
rithm is automated to iteratively pick the best set of regressors to maximize prediction accuracy based on the
percentage root mean square error of prediction. The algorithm selects those sensors that carries the maximum
information about the rest of the light field. For example, the initial set of optimal sensors, in our algorithm,
only contains a daylight sensor located near the window. The rest of the regressors are iteratively added from
a set of n sensors, resulting in optimal sensor subset. By restricting the total sensor deployment to 50%,the
number of iterations per workstation amounts to (n)!

(n�r)!r! for r = 1, 2, 3...0.5n. The optimal sensor sets for all
the workstations are saved in a matrix. We pick a set of size  0.5n sensors with the highest occurrence in the
optimal sensor matrix. This method is su�cient for the small number of sensors that we deployed (n = 6). The
above approach would be computationally expensive without at least low-resolution spatial information, such as
room or hall dimensions. In order to address the scalability of the regressor selection method we also tested an
MI-based optimal sensor placement algorithm using actual covariance between sensor readings.

3.2.3 Model equations

The following multivariate regression model was trained on the clustered photo-sensor data.

E
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are illuminance readings at the workstation, an artificial light source, and a natural light
source, respectively, while ↵ and � are constants defined by the model and ✏ is random error. If we have m
samples, the equation becomes:
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To solve this equation, the method of ordinary least-squares leads us to find the values of ↵ and � that
minimize the sum of the squared residuals. A simple way to do this is to first arrange the data into the form:
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Simplifying Equation 5 in matrix formulation:
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Y = Xb+ ✏ (6)

Solving for b, the equation can be rearranged to form:

b = (1/n
nX
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x
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x

i

y

i

(7)

This equation is the Ordinary Least Squares Estimator, and gives us the best fit linear model for the data.

4. DESIGN AND IMPLEMENTATION

4.1 Hardware

Figure 2. Sensor platform with optional solar panel for energy harvesting

A wireless photo-sensor network of TelosB motes running on AA-batteries was used for illuminance data
acquisition. The motes are programmed in TinyOS, an open-source platform developed at UC Berkeley.31 The
motes along with sensors (left) and a prototype of the same platform with a solar panel (right) are shown in
Figure 2. The sensors were sampled at 5-minute intervals and communicated the readings over the 802.15.4 layer
to a base computer. The platform operated at low power mode by calling the appropriate low power function.
This puts the platform automatically to sleep when the following conditions are met, the radio is o↵, all high
speed clock output compare interrupts are disabled, SPI (serial peripheral interface) interrupt is disabled and
the task queue is empty. One of the problems of the low power operation mode is lossy communication resulting
in dropped packets and redundant data. Redundant data are communicated in less than sampling intervals
when the listening sensor platform has poor connectivity with the sender platform and dropped packets result
in missing data points.

4.2 Data acquisition and processing

The raw light data can be noisy due to dropped packets, redundant communication between the receiver and
the sender nodes and low sensor accuracy. Other errors may stem from sensors that are shadowed or covered
due to human activities or due to battery power drainage. Such errors must be handled with sensor validation
algorithms prior to basic data processing. The patterns in the data generated by each of these errors could be
simulated and labeled for comparison with future data. Alternatively, the error patterns could be learned when
the lighting system is running. We chose the latter to avoid intervention in real buildings.

A tolerance was proposed based on the moving average of 30-minute windows of light data. If the di↵erence
between the current light level and the immediate past light level is greater than the di↵erence between the

Proc. of SPIE Vol. 9061  90612S-6

Downloaded From: https://www.spiedigitallibrary.org/conference-proceedings-of-spie on 9/9/2017 Terms of Use: https://spiedigitallibrary.spie.org/ss/TermsOfUse.aspx



moving average and the past light level by a threshold percentage, chosen as a function of the light levels, then
the current light level is assumed to be erroneous, as shown by equation 8 and 9.

m
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NX

n=1

x

i�n

/N (8)

If x

i�1 � x

i

> ↵(x
i�1 �m

i
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Here x
i

is the light reading at current time step i, m
i

is the moving average until time step i�1 and N is the
averaging window. ↵ in equation 9 is a function of (x

i�1 �m

i

), determined iteratively. The erroneous reading
is replaced by an average light level of same half hour from past 7 similar days. The similarity between each
pair of 30-minute time spans is calculated based on the day-to-day di↵erence between averages of light readings
in that time span. The average light values over seven 30-minute time spans closest to the current 30- minute
average were chosen to replace the erroneous light reading.

After the above processing we performed exponential smoothing of over 40 minutes windowed data and
moving average over 1 hour windowed data, which were archived along with raw light readings. Imputation was
not performed as data points from various sensors with nearest time stamps were fused for the inverse models.

4.3 System architecture

Data$sources$

Worksta-on$
Sensors$

sMAP$archive$

Base$Sta-on$

Natural$Source$
Sensors$

Ar-ficial$Source$
Sensors$

K;Means$Clustering$$

Predic-on$Module$

Regression$
Module$

Sqlite3$$
Database$

Archival$SoCware$

Data$processing$$

Figure 3. System architecture

A flowchart for the system architecture is given in Figure 3. The motes, each with their own unique ID,
communicate data packages to a base station mote which forwards the data via a serial connection to a computer.
The data are stored locally in an SQLite database.

The data processing modules are called from the regression algorithm for regularizing the matrix dimensions,
eliminating zero illuminance readings during day-time, eliminating redundant data, smoothing. The database
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a) 3D model of Sustainability Base with location of sensors in red.
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white and heat map of light distribution c) Photograph of cubicle at Sustainability Base

Figure 4. (a) 3 D CAD model of cubicles showing sensor locations at Sustainability Base, (b) Heat map of light distribution
with sensor positions in plan of cubicles, (c) Photograph of test bed

stores the illuminance readings by sensor number, unixtime stamp (primary key), date and clock time, sky
condition at the nearest weather station, solar altitude and azimuth, cluster ID. The software modules, written
in Python, include a database driver, facade orientation prediction, a sun position calculator, sky condition
calling, clustering, data processing, regression and prediction (see Figure 3). The hourly sky conditions are
called using Wunderground API. Solar altitude and azimuth are calculated using the Astronomer Almanacs
sun positioning algorithm.32 The same driver module is also used to forward the illuminance readings to an
online database following a Simple Measurement and Actuation Protocol (sMAP). sMAP was developed by UC
Berkeley as a single web based platform for accessing large volumes of data from all possible sensor points from
a multitude of disparate and distributed data sources such as building management systems.33,34
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4.4 Deployment

Sensors were deployed across two cubicles in an open-plan o�ce space in the Sustainability Base (SB) at NASA
Ames Research Center.The Sustainability Base is a 50,000 sq. ft. LEED Platinum certified high performance
o�ce building at NASA Ames Research Center. The SB aims to redeploy innovations and technologies originally
developed by NASA for aerospace missions to monitor and control building systems while reducing energy and
water consumption. The ultimate vision of the SB is to provide a research test and demonstration site for
di↵erent sustainable technologies and concepts. The three primary research objectives involved in this vision are
to reduce building energy consumption and operating and maintenance costs, as well as to improve employee
comfort levels.

Seven sensors were deployed on workstations and two sensors were placed on the walls near the windows.
Layout of the testbed cubicles in 3D model with sensor locations (top), heat map of indoor light distribution and
a photograph of the testbed are presented in Figure 4. Sensors 1, 2 and 3 were located at incremental distances
from the window node 8, covering the workplane across the entire cubicle and sensors 5, 6 and 7 were replicated
in the adjoining cubicle. Sensor 4 was located on top of a low height partition between the two cubicles. The
sensors collected data for several weeks, reporting the data to a local server. Real-time trends could be accessed
and viewed from sMAP and a dedicated webpage. Artificial light statuses from 4 controllable luminaries were
collected from lighting system data logs and were fed into the same database (snapshot of database would be
good). The lights in the regression model are identified as a,b,c and d. Training and validation data were sampled
from May 25 June 5, 2012 and June 8 June 20, 2012 respectively. During the training and validation period,
the building was occupied and experienced normal operations.

5. RESULTS

Figure 5. Clustered 30 minutes light data showing 3 clusters, 10:30 AM - 11:00 AM (left) and 5:00 PM - 5:30 PM (right)

Figure 5 shows the results of clustering between 10:30A.M. to 11:00 A.M. (left) and 5:00 P.M. to 5:30 P.M.
(right). As per the results of clustering, the distribution of light level follows a diurnal pattern, justifying the use
of 30-minute data bins. For example, in Figure 5 (right), the mean light level has a narrow range towards the
end of the day, 100-370 lux and a wider range and a higher mean (300 to 750 lux) in late morning. The latter
range, however, is much smaller than the natural fluctuation of daylight. The narrow range can be attributed to
building geometry, lack of exposure to direct sun light or the limited data acquisition period. Furthermore, the
clusters are distinct in Figure 5 (right) showing high light level with low standard and low light level with high
standard deviation, as expected in clear and partially cloudy conditions respectively.

The comparison of actual and predicted light levels at workstations 2,3,6 and 7 are displayed in Figure 6.
The two cubicles at SB are mirror images of each other, resulting in sensor positioning at identical locations
with respect to the window. For example, workstations 2-6 and 3-7 have similar light profiles over the prediction
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Figure 6. Measured and predicted values at workstations 2 (top left),3 (top right),6 (bottom left) and 7 (bottom right)

Table 1. Root Mean-Square Error for Workstations 2,3,5,6,7 using �Clustering-Based Model

Workstation 2 3 5 6 7
RMSE (Lux) 15.0 33.5 41.0 15.0 31.0
RMSE (%) 8.0 7.0 12.0 8.0 6.0
Regressors 8,1,4 8,4 8,4,a,b 8,1,4 8,d

Table 2. Root Mean-Square Error for Workstations 2,3,5,6,7 using �Sun Position-based Model

Workstation 2 3 5 6 7
RMSE (Lux) 14.0 111.0 57.0 30.0 80.0
RMSE (%) 30.0 45.0 25.0 30.0 35.0

period. Workstation 5 is a mirror image of workstation 1. The Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) of the prediction
model (shown in both absolute value and as a percentage) are presented in Table 1. The bottom row indicates
the set of regressors used. The regressors 1, 4 and 8 were chosen both by the MI-based optimal sensor placement
algorithm and by Clustering-Based Model with adaptive regressor selection. Table 1 also lists the optimal set of
regressors for best predictability of light distribution across the workstations. Results of the Sun Position-Based
Model, applied to the same dataset and using same set of regressors (as Table 1), are presented in Table 2.The
average prediction error across the workstations, in our algorithm, has dropped to ⇠ 5-15% (see Table 1) with
adequate data processing and clustering compared to 20-45% error using sun position-based data binning (see
Table 2). Moreover, the new Clustering-Based Model shows a more consistent prediction across the workstations
with a narrower error range. The current RMSE is ⇠ 15-40 lux as opposed to previous ⇠ 60-250 lux across
the workstations, reported in Paulson et al. 2012.25 As observed in Paulson et al.,25 the prediction accuracy
increases away from the window.
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6. DISCUSSION

6.1 Desired Prediction Accuracy

One of the major goals of adaptive regressor selection is to ensure that the prediction accuracy demanded by the
control system for occupant visual comfort and energy savings is not compromised. Therefore we analyzed the
impact of prediction accuracy of the inverse model on the above and settled on an appropriate error threshold.
The analysis assumes that unless the energy savings target is stringent and/or there is a Demand Response
event, any under-estimation or over-estimation leading to prediction within 300 lux-500 lux will lead to inaction.
Any under-estimation below actual 300 lux will lead to energy wastage while an over-estimation > 67% above
actual 300 lux is likely to cause visual discomfort due to inadequate light; whereas when the actual light level is
greater than 800 lux, inaction resulting from under-prediction may cause glare.

The recommended lux level for standard o�ce work is 500 lux35 and, assuming a logarithmic sensitivity of the
human eye, a momentary maximum error of 136 lux (as seen in our prediction) is hardly perceivable. According
to experiments conducted by Luckiesh and Moss36 the human tolerance range at any light level is ⇠ 50%, i.e. at
500 Lux the perceivable change is 250 Lux. This number was also adopted as the European standard.37 IESNA
Lighting Handbook35 has a more conservative approach and assumes a tolerance of 20%. This number was,
however, not experimentally validated.

The accuracy and predictive capability of first principle models of lighting, using sophisticated and compu-
tationally expensive ray tracing algorithms, vary widely depending on the expertise and the experience of the
modelers, the average accuracy being 20%.38 In comparison, ⇠ 80%-95% accuracy across the test bed, as ob-
tained in our work indicates a model accuracy su�cient for occupant comfort. Moreover, the spatial distribution
of the errors was found to be consistent except for workstation 3. The temporal distribution of error is within
10% for most of the workstations in the test bed. Due to negligible under-estimation, we expect that the problem
of energy wastage will not be encountered.

6.2 Cost savings

Assuming one sensor per light fixture, the current best-marketed intelligent lighting product uses five to six
photo-sensors in a 36 square meter space, while our sensor placement algorithm suggests that two photo-sensors
are su�cient for estimating the light distribution in the same space. The current algorithm, capable of iteratively
identifying the optimum combination of sensors with best predictive capability has shown significant improvement
over our prior work. By replacing 60% of actual sensors with accurate predictive models, our WSN platform
should be 50% less expensive than competitive technologies. With estimated market adoption, this a↵ordable
WSN platform could increase commercial lighting energy savings by 5-7% or by 0.2 to 0.25 quads BTU nationwide.

6.3 Error sources and corrections

Fluctuating weather patterns could a↵ect the correlation of illuminance values between the motes at the work-
stations and those at the windows. Similar challenges in prediction accuracy might result if the major regressor
sensor is giving erroneous readings from battery drainage or sudden movement or covering. An adaptive mod-
eling algorithm was designed to appropriately deploy sensor data iteratively so that the current system could
solve this problem partially. A more robust prediction system can take advantage of covariance across all the
sensors for fusion and validation until a shared performance goal is reached. This algorithm could be extended to
leverage other on-site sensing. For example, in our study, a preliminary comparison of window sensor 8 readings
with three on-site roof-mounted radiometer data showed a good correlation between the two, but not for sensor
9. Results of further comparison with other reliable explanatory variables could eventually be used to weigh the
sensor 9 readings based on data validity.

Training our model only on summer data may pose a scalability challenge. While light fluctuations might
be similar (standard deviation 0%-25%) but mean light levels are likely to be lower in winter than in summer.
In order to test the year round performance of the inverse model algorithm, we designed a quarter scale test
bed, the size of a two-person o�ce space and equipped it with scaled furniture, window and LED lights with
realistic surface optical properties. This model provides a more controlled environment than the real building.
Data were acquired from 16 Dec 2012 to 23 July, 2013 using similar data acquisition infrastructure as mentioned
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in subsection 4.2. We picked two weeks of training data from December 16 to December 26 and two weeks of
validation data separated by 3 months from the training period, from March 16 to March 26. The RMSE was
found to be 100 lux or 18%, still within the tolerance range by IESNA. We noted that the errors are high during
mid-day when the maximum light level was 1200 lux, which is unlikely to be encountered in real buildings unless
exposed to direct sunlight.

7. CONCLUSION

As part of our research endeavor to enable data-driven model based predictive control of building systems with
the Sustainability Base at the NASA Ames Research Center, we are developing a computationally inexpensive
predictive model of indoor lighting. To this end we have deployed a low power wireless sensor network at this test
bed and developed a piecewise linear regression model of clustered workstation illuminance, built on a month of
data at seven workstations. In this work, clustering accounts for the complex nature of daylight resulting from
unpredictable weather parameters such as sudden cloud cover and the relationship between building geometry and
solar geometry. The clustering based model was capable of predicting the light levels with 80%-95% accuracy
across the workstations. This was a significant improvement over our prior work using sun position based
piecewise linear model. Clustering light data by mean and standard deviation revealed patterns in the data that
could be utilized in refining the linear models.

8. FUTURE WORK

While our integrated WSN platform and software has demonstrated performance accuracy su�cient for intelligent
lighting control and occupant comfort, further validation must be conducted for more generalizable results across
larger test beds and for a year round performance evaluation. As we acquire more data from a real test bed
we will perform validation of the clustering based model with randomly chosen training and validation sub-sets
from a larger dataset. Our model has been developed using two weeks of training data, and therefore may not
be extrapolated to all possible sky conditions or sun positions. Besides further training, deviations in indoor
light distributions from training data, can be accounted for in a robust control scheme through probabilistic
prediction, such as associating a confidence level with the virtual sensor readings and online clustering. The
online clustering-based model of indoor light will be extended to poll several explanatory variables as required
by individual lighting scenarios and perform time to time data fusion for reliability. Such a feature would
be increasingly important for the platform reuse model. In addition, we are incorporating day-ahead daylight
prediction capability within the current model for better integration into a model predictive control framework
for demand management.
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