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METHOD FOR THREE-DIMENSIONAL 
POSITIONS, ORIENTATION AND MASS 

DISTRIBUTION 

RELATED APPLICATION 

This is a continuation-in-part of US. Ser. No. 08/191,042, 
?led Feb. 3, 1994, noW abandoned. 

FIELD OF THE INVENTION 

The present invention relates generally to the sensing of 
sensing of position and orientation of an electrically con 
ductive mass Within a de?ned spatial reference frame, and in 
particular to a sensing system that resolves the presence, 
orientation and salient characteristics of a person in a 
de?ned space based on variations in a displacement current. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

Position sensors are used to provide inputs for a variety of 
electronic devices. Some of these sensors are electrome 
chanical devices, such as the ubiquitous “mouse” that is used 
to provide position input signals to digital computers. Other 
sensors, Which are non-mechanical, usually make use of 
electrostatic or magnetic ?elds to provide position informa 
tion. An example of an electrostatic sensor is a capacitive 
button sWitch, Which is actuated When the user places a 
?nger thereon; in so doing the user effectively increases the 
capacitance of a capacitor, With the resulting increase in 
capacitive current being sensed to indicate actuation of the 
button. 

The non-mechanical sensors are advantageous in that they 
have no moving parts and moreover are, in theory at least, 
not restricted to operation over a small area such as a 

mousepad or the like. Actually, hoWever, because of con 
?guration and sensitivity considerations, these sensors are 
limited to a small area; indeed, When they are used as 
“pushbuttons,” this is a desirable attribute of capacitive 
sensors. 

Electromechanical sensors are limited by their construc 
tion to detection of speci?c types of user movements. For 
example, a mouse can detect position along a tWo 
dimensional surface and transmit the user’s actuation of 
“click” buttons mounted on the mouse; three-dimensional 
location and gestures other than the familiar button click, 
hoWever, are beyond the mouse’s capacity to detect. The 
prior electrostatic and magnetic sensors suffer from the same 
disabilities. 

In fact, determining the position, mass distribution or 
orientation of an object Within a de?ned space represents a 
highly complex problem due to the dif?culty of resolving 
among cases Which, While physically different, produce 
identical or insubstantially different sensor readings. For 
example, in an electric-?eld sensing system, a large object 
far aWay may produce the same signal as a smaller object 
close by. Naturally, the more sensors one employs, the 
greater Will be the number of cases that may be unambigu 
ously resolved, but as yet there exists no methodology for 
systematically designing a sensor arrangement capable of 
resolving a desired set of cases With the feWest number of 
sensors. Indeed, no current electrostatic sensor arrangement 
is capable of providing three-dimensional information 
throughout a de?ned space. 

For example, a more advanced version of the capacitive 
button sWitch is described in published PCT application WO 
90/16045 (Tait), Which describes an array of receiver elec 
trodes arranged about a central transmitting electrode. Even 
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2 
this type of con?guration, hoWever, is relatively crude in 
terms of the information it provides, since What is measured 
is variation in Weighting among the arrayed electrodes. 
Arrangements such as this do not provide three-dimensional 
positional information. They do not meaningfully reduce the 
number of devices (i.e., electrodes) necessary to characteriZe 
position and orientation, nor provide an approach to obtain 
ing an optimum number of devices. Moreover, the Tait 
device is not employed in a manner that is even capable of 
operating over three dimensions, much less distinguishing 
among different orientation/position cases. It is expected 
that contact Will be complete in all cases—that is, the user’s 
?nger Will actually touch the transmitting and receiving 
electrodes—rendering the approach unsuitable Where such 
contact is not possible. 

DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION 
Brief Summary of the Invention 
The present invention dispenses entirely With the need for 

contact betWeen the object under observation and the sensor, 
utiliZing knoWledge of three-dimensional quasi-electrostatic 
?eld geometries to recover the three-dimensional position, 
mass distribution and/or orientation of an object Within the 
?eld. The invention also supplies an approach to obtaining 
electrode arrangements optimal, in terms of the number of 
electrodes and their spatial distribution, for recovering a 
desired range of possible mass distributions, positions and/ 
or orientations. The invention is advantageously used in 
connection With locating the positions and orientations of a 
single person or a person’s body part (e.g., a hand), or the 
distribution of a group of people. For purposes of 
convenience, the term “person” as used herein broadly 
connotes an individual or the body part of an individual. 

In a ?rst aspect, the invention provides a basic hardWare 
circuit that may be used in a modular fashion to construct an 
optimal sensing system. An AC signal is applied to a ?rst 
electrode, and measurements taken of the current exiting that 
electrode and also the currents into a set of other electrodes 
distributed in space, and Which are effectively connected to 
the ground return of the AC-coupled electrode. An electri 
cally conductive mass to be sensed intercepts a part of the 
electric ?eld extending betWeen the AC-coupled “sending” 
electrode and the other “receiving” electrodes, the amount of 
the ?eld intercepted depending on the siZe and orientation of 
the sensed mass, Whether or not the mass provides a ground 
ing path, and the geometry of the distributed electrodes. 

For example, in a simple case, such as that contemplated 
in the Tait application, a person is so close to a sending/ 
receiving electrode pair that she effectively bridges the 
electrodes, increasing their capacitive coupling and, 
therefore, the current through the receiving electrode as 
compared With the current that Would How in the person’s 
absence. If, hoWever, the person is standing on the ground 
and is someWhat distant from the electrodes, her body 
provides a grounding path in addition to increasing the 
capacitive coupling. These tWo effects are opposed: the path 
to ground diverts some of the current, reducing the output at 
the receiving electrode, While enhanced capacitive coupling 
increases output current. (The grounding path is insigni? 
cant in the simple case Where the person touches both 
electrodes, since the capacitive-coupling effect 
predominates.) 

Also relevant is the absolute amount of current through 
the person, regardless of Whether it reaches a receiving 
electrode or is shunted to ground. Indeed, if the person is 
close to the sending electrode but distant from the receiving 
electrodes, this Will be the only relevant parameter. 

In a second aspect, all of these measurements, in combi 
nation With knowledge of electrode geometry, are used to 
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resolve a property of interest. Because the response of the 
?eld to an object is a complex nonlinear function, adding 
electrodes can alWays distinguish among more cases. In 
other Words, each electrode represents an independent 
Weighting of the mass Within the ?eld; adding an electrode 
provides information regarding that mass that is not redun 
dant to the information provided by the other electrodes. 

In accordance With this aspect, a “forWard model,” relat 
ing the behavior of the system to variations in the property 
to be measured, is established. The forWard model may be 
characteriZed analytically or numerically, but in any case 
represents a relatively complete description of electrode 
responses over the spatial region of interest. Because the 
forWard model relates system values to the parameters of the 
property that produced those values, it is possible to “invert” 
the model and reconstruct, for a given set of system values, 
the model parameters responsible therefor. ForWard models 
are generally complex, and inversion therefore cannot ordi 
narily be accomplished analytically. Instead, in a preferred 
implementation, Bayesian inference techniques are used to 
?nd the parameters most likely to have given rise to the 
observed output. In an alternative implementation, tech 
niques of error minimiZation are used to develop parameter 
values that account for the observed output With the least 
error. Yet another alternative involves numerical root ?nd 
1ng. 

In another aspect, the amount of information provided by 
each measurement is quanti?ed in terms of its contribution 
to the Bayesian probability analysis. Quantifying the effect 
of each measurement toWard resolving uncertainty in this 
fashion gives a basis for comparing alternative sensor 
geometries, and for designing an optimal geometry—that is, 
one Whose associated uncertainty, evaluated over the spatial 
region of interest, falls Within acceptable limits. 

In another aspect, already-knoWn properties of the object 
are used to constrain the meaning of measured signal levels 
in order to extract the maximum amount of characteriZing 
information. The forWard model is thereby used to distin 
guish among possible “cases” or instance categories differ 
ing by identi?able unknoWn parameters. 

To increase system performance—that is, to minimiZe the 
number of electrodes necessary to resolve ambiguity—the 
invention preferably includes means for sWitchably desig 
nating each electrode as either a transmitting or a receiving 
electrode. Making a set of measurements With the source and 
receivers located at different positions substantially 
increases the resolution capability of the system Without 
increasing the number of sensors. 

In a further aspect, the invention extends to a Wide variety 
of usages to Which the sensing arrays can be put. These 
include the detection of user positions and gestures as a 
means of conveying tWo- and/or three-dimensional infor 
mation to, for example, computers, appliances, televisions, 
furniture, etc. The information is not limited to static mea 
surements of mass distribution, position and/or orientation, 
but can extend to gestural information derived from changes 
in, for example, height and position. This information can 
represent data input or instructional commands to operate 
the device, or can instead be acquired by the device Without 
user participation (to ensure, for example, safe operation 
based on the user’s proximity to the device). On a larger 
scale, the invention can be used to sense proximity to a 
reference object for security purposes, to Warn of danger, or 
to conserve energy by Withholding poWer until a potential 
user approaches the object. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

The foregoing discussion Will be understood more readily 
from the folloWing detailed description of the invention, 
When taken in conjunction With the accompanying draWings, 
in which: 
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4 
FIG. 1A is a schematic diagram of a sensor incorporating 

the invention; 
FIG. 1B is a schematic diagram of the sensor shoWn in 

FIG. 1 incorporated into a multiple-sensor arrangement; 
FIG. 2 is a schematic diagram of an alternative multiple 

sensor arrangement in Which any of the electrodes can be 
designated the transmitting electrode; 

FIG. 3 is a schematic diagram of an alternative sensor 
design that can be employed as a receiver or a transmitter; 

FIG. 4 illustrates the manner in Which a sensed object or 
person affects the parameters measured by the invention; 

FIG. 5 depicts a tWo-electrode sensing arrangement 
capable of resolving certain position and height information; 

FIG. 6 graphically relates the output of the arrangement 
shoWn in FIG. 5 to tWo-dimensional movement betWeen the 

electrodes; 
FIG. 7 graphically relates the output of the arrangement 

shoWn in FIG. 5 to movement toWard and aWay from the 
plane of the electrodes; 

FIG. 8 depicts a three-electrode sensing arrangement 
suited to resolving tWo-dimensional and some three 
dimensional position information; 

FIG. 9 depicts a four-electrode sensing arrangement 
suited to resolving tWo- and three-dimensional position 
information; 

FIGS. 10A and 10B shoW forWard probability distribu 
tions for each receiving electrode in the arrangement shoWn 
in FIG. 8, given an object in the sensed region; 

FIG. 10C places the probabilities plotted in FIGS. 10A 
and 10B in the same space; 

FIG. 10D shoWs the joint forWard probability distribution 
for the receiving electrodes in the arrangement shoWn in 
FIG. 8; and 

FIG. 11 illustrates the manner in Which readings can be 
combined With knoWn constraints to solve for an unknoWn 
parameter. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE 
PREFERRED EMBODIMENTS 

1. HardWare Con?gurations 
Refer ?rst to FIGS. 1—4, Which illustrate representative 

hardWare apparatus With Which the present invention may be 
practiced. As shoWn in FIG. 1A, a simple position sensor 10 
embodying the invention is arranged to sense a characteristic 
of an object 12 by detecting changes in the electric ?eld 
involving an electrode pair comprising a sending electrode 
14 and a receiving electrode 16. For example, the object 12 
may be a human hand and the characteristic to be sensed is 
its position relative to the electrodes 14 and 16. 
The sensor 10 includes an alternating-current (AC) source 

18 connected betWeen the electrode 14 and a reference point, 
i.e., ground, With a shielded cable 19 being used for the 
connection betWeen the source 18 and the electrode 14. The 
electrode 16 is connected through a cable 19 to the inverting 
input terminal 20a of an operational ampli?er 20. The 
ampli?er is connected in a negative feedback circuit as 
shoWn. The terminal 20a is thus essentially at ground 
potential and the output voltage of the ampli?er corresponds 
to the current from the electrode 16 to ground. 
The output of the ampli?er 20 is applied to a synchronous 

detector 22, Whose other input is a signal from the source 18. 
Accordingly, the output of the detector 22 is the component 
in the output of the ampli?er 20 that has the frequency and 
phase of the source 18. It is thus free of interfering signals 
and noise that may be picked up by the electrode 16. 
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The sensor 10 also includes a loW-pass ?lter 24 Which 
smooths the output of the detector 22. The signal from the 
?lter 24 is applied to a computer 26, Which includes an 
analog-to-digital converter (not shoWn) that converts the 
voltage from the ?lter to a digital value. The computer 26 
uses the signal from the sensor 10 to drive an output device 
28. The output device may, for example, be a meter cali 
brated in terms of a characteristic to be sensed; or a 
tWo-dimensional display that provides a graphical indication 
of a sensed characteristic; or any of the computer-related 
applications described beloW, Which utiliZe the signal to 
obtain information from a user. 

The frequency f1 of the source 18 may be 100 kHZ, and 
the relative spacing of the electrodes 14 and 16 of the order 
of 1 meter. In any case, the length of the electrode 14 and the 
spacing betWeen electrodes are substantially less than a 
Wavelength at the frequency f1. Accordingly, there is mini 
mal radiation from the electrode 14 and the coupling 
betWeen the electrodes 14 and 16 is essentially capacitive. 
As explained in greater detail beloW, the introduction of 

an object such as a human hand into the electric ?eld 
extending betWeen the electrodes 14 and 16 causes a reduc 
tion in the output voltage of the ?lter 24. This is contrary to 
What one might anticipate, since the presence of the hand in 
the ?eld increases the capacitive coupling, betWeen the 
electrodes 14 and 16, by changing both the effective geom 
etry and the dielectric constant and thereby tending to 
increase the input current of the ampli?er 20 and thus the 
output voltage of the ?lter 24. HoWever, since the human 
body is electrically conductive, the presence of a hand 
provides a return path to ground through the body of the 
person, by Way of the capacitances betWeen the electrode 14 
and the hand and betWeen the rest of the body and ground. 
This diverts some of the displacement current that Would 
otherWise ?oW from the electrode 14 to the electrode 16. 
With the depicted electrode con?guration, an object in 
proximity to the electrodes 14 intercepts a substantial com 
ponent of the electric ?eld of the electrode pair, thus 
providing a signi?cant decrease in the output current from 
the electrode 16. 

The output voltage of the sensor 10 is a function of the 
frequency f1 of the source 18 and the con?guration and 
spacing of the electrodes 14 and 16, as Well as such 
object-speci?c characteristics as position, con?guration and 
composition. It Will be apparent that any given output 
voltage can be the result of a number of different combina 
tion of characteristics of the object 12. In some applications 
of the invention, such as use of the output voltage to trigger 
an event upon proximity of the object 12 to the electrodes, 
this ambiguity contributes to the usefulness of the sensor. On 
the other hand, in applications Where the capabilities of the 
invention are best utiliZed, it is desirable to provide an 
output that is indicative of the position of the object 12, for 
example, When the sensing system is used to position a 
cursor on a display screen. It may also be desirable to discern 
the shape of the object, for example, to ascertain the pres 
ence of a human hand. In such situations it is preferable to 
use a sensor that employs multiple sending and/or receiving 
electrodes. Such a sensor is illustrated in FIG. 1B. 

More speci?cally, as shoWn in FIG. 1B, position sensor 
110 has multiple receiving electrodes 16a—16f that share a 
single sending electrode 14. The electrodes 16a—16f provide 
the inputs for ampli?ers 20a—20f and the outputs of the 
ampli?ers are applied to synchronous detectors 22a—22f. 
The detector outputs, in turn, pass through ?lters 24a—24f to 
the computer 26. The computer 26 compares its inputs from 
the respective receiving electrodes 22a—22f to provide a 
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6 
relatively unambiguous indication of the lateral position of 
the object 12 (not shoWn in FIG. 2) and/or provide infor 
mation about its shape. Also, by combining (e.g., summing) 
the inputs from the receiving electrodes, the computer can 
develop information covering the height of the object above 
the electrodes. 

It Will be apparent that the invention can be used to 
provide more three-dimensional information by using a 
three-dimensional distribution of electrodes. Moreover, 
multiple sets of sending and receiving electrodes can be 
used, With each electrode set operating at one or more 
frequencies different from those of the other sets. 

It should be noted that the diversity furnished by the use 
of multiple sending and/or receiving electrodes can be 
provided, in part, by energiZing one or more sending elec 
trodes With multiple frequencies. Thus, With reference to 
FIG. 1, the electrode 14 can be connected to receive signals 
from both the source 18 and a second source 182 having a 
frequency f2. The sources 18 and 182 are coupled to the 
sensing electrode 14 through isolation ?lters 30 and 302, 
tuned to the frequencies f1 and f2, respectively. The output 
of the ampli?er 20 is applied to a second synchronous 
demodulator 222 connected to the sources 182. The output of 
the detector 222 is passed through a loW-pass ?lter 242, 
Whose output in turn is fed to the processor 26. Since the 
output current from the electrode 16 is, in part, a function of 
frequency, the use of multiple frequency sources provides, in 
essence, multiple sending and receiving electrodes sharing 
common physical electrodes. 

The use of multiple frequencies, either concurrently, as 
shoWn, or in a time-division multiplex arrangement also 
provides information about the electrical characteristics of 
the object 12 and thus can be used to distinguish a hand, for 
example, for an inanimate object. Speci?cally, measurement 
of the amplitude and phase of the output current from the 
receiving electrode as a function of frequency provides 
information about the composition of the object 12. The 
phase of the output current can be provided by adding a 
second phase detector With a quadrature input from the 
source 18. 

Refer noW to FIG. 2, Which illustrates the manner in 
Which multiple circuits along the lines described above can 
be combined and their functions selectively and sequentially 
speci?ed in order to obtain a set of measurements. Although 
three multifunctional electrodes are shoWn, it should be 
understood that the number of electrodes actually employed 
in a given implementation depends on the nature of the 
application. In the representative mode of operation shoWn 
in the ?gure, the electrodes include a sending or transmitting 
electrode T and a pair of receiving electrodes R1, R2. The 
characteristic to be sensed depends on the relative positions 
of the three electrodes (With respect to each other and to 
object 12), and the manner in Which they are used. 
The circuit includes components de?ning a transmitter 

stage, sWitchably coupled to transmitting electrode T, and a 
pair of receiver stages sWitchably coupled to receiving 
electrodes R1, R2. The transmission stage includes an 
alternating-current (AC) source 118 connected, by means of 
a sWitching logic circuit 120, betWeen the electrode T and a 
reference point, i.e., ground, With a shielded cable 122 being 
used for the connections betWeen source 118 and electrode 
T. Electrodes R1, R2 are also connected to the output side of 
sWitch logic 120 (by means of shielded cable 119), and the 
other tWo inputs to sWitch logic 120 originate With a pair of 
receiver stages sWitchably connected to electrodes R1, R2. 
Each receiver stage includes an operational ampli?er 1251, 
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1252 connected in a negative feedback circuit. Thus, each of 
the tWo receiver input terminals is connected to the inverting 
input terminal of one of the ampli?ers 1251, 1252. The 
inverting input terminals are thus essentially at ground 
potential and the output voltage of each of the ampli?ers 
corresponds to the current from electrode T to ground. 

Aresistor 1271, 1272 and a capacitor 1281, 1282 bridge the 
non-inverting input terminal and the output terminal of each 
ampli?er 1251, 1252, Which are, in turn, each connected to 
a synchronous detector 1291, 1292, Whose other input is a 
signal from source 118. Accordingly, the output of the 
detectors 1291, 1292 is the component in the output of 
ampli?er 1251, 1252 that has the frequency and phase of the 
source 118. It is thus free of interfering signals and noise that 
may be picked up by the electrodes R1, R2. 

The receiving stages each also include a loW pass ?lter 
1311, 1312 Which smooth the output of detectors 1291, 1292. 
The signals from ?lters 1311, 1312 are applied to a computer 
processor 133, Which includes an analog-to-digital converter 
(not shoWn) that converts the voltage from the ?lter to a 
digital value. The computer 133 controls sWitch logic 120, 
and utiliZes the signals from ?lters 1311, 1312, as described 
beloW. 
A resistor 134 is connected betWeen the output of source 

118 and one input terminal of a voltage detector 136, the 
other input terminal being connected directly to the output of 
source 118. In this Way, detector 136 can be calibrated to 
measure the current output of source 118, and its output is 
provided to computer 133. 

The frequency f1, of source 118 may be 100 kHZ, and the 
relative spacing of the electrodes depends on the character 
istics being sensed. In any case, the length of the electrodes 
and the spacing betWeen them are substantially less than a 
Wavelength at the frequency f1. Accordingly, there is mini 
mal radiation from electrode T and the coupling to elec 
trodes R1, R2 is essentially capacitive. 

FIG. 3 illustrates an alternative arrangement that avoids 
the need for sWitch logic and separate receiver and trans 
mitter stages. The circuit includes an electrode E, Which can 
be a transmitting or receiving electrode; an AC source 118; 
a transimpedance ampli?er 141 measuring current; a differ 
ential ampli?er 143; a synchronous detector 129 Whose 
input terminals are connected to the output of ampli?er stage 
143 and source 118; and a loW-pass ?lter stage 146. AsWitch 
148, controlled by computer 133, determines Whether elec 
trode E is a transmitting or receiving electrode. 

Transimpedance ampli?er 141 includes an operational 
ampli?er 158, and a bridging resistor 160 and capacitor 162, 
Which provide feedback. Capacitor 162 is included to com 
pensate for stray capacitance (and resultant phase shifts) 
from the sensing capacitance (i.e., current capacitively 
received by electrode E, and may be approximately 10 pF. 
Bridging resistor 160 may have a value of about 100 kQ, and 
a bias return resistor 164, Which may have a value of about 
1 M9, to roll off the DC response to account for the DC 
offset of the operational ampli?er 158. It should be noted 
that capacitive feedback With a bias return resistor represents 
a design feature desirably applied to the circuits shoWn in 
FIGS. 1A and 1B. 

Differential ampli?er 143 includes an operational ampli 
?er 170, a bridging resistor 172 (Which may have a value of 
about 100 kQ) and a leakage resistor 174 (Which may have 
a value of about 1 M9). The amount of gain is speci?ed by 
the ratio of the value of bridging resistor 172 to that of the 
resistor 176 into the non-inverting terminal of operational 
ampli?er 170. Resistor 176 may have a value of 100 kQ for 
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a 10:1 gain ratio. For stability purposes it is preferred to 
include a resistor 178 into the inverting terminal, the value 
of Which is equivalent to that of resistor 176. Ampli?ers 158 
and 170 can be physically located on electrode E to facilitate 
use of ordinary Wires carrying high-level signals, instead of 
shielded cable 22 With loW-level signals. 

LoW-pass ?lter stage 146 includes an operational ampli 
?er 180, and a bridging resistor 182 (Which may have a value 
of 100 kQ) and capacitor 184 (Which may have a value of 
10 pF). 

In operation, closing sWitch 148 applies the signal from 
AC source 118 to electrode E (via feedback) causing the 
circuit to operate as a transmitter. The input to the second 
gain stage 143 is a voltage proportional to the current into 
electrode E, so the ultimate signal reaching computer 133 
re?ects a loading measurement. 

Opening sWitch 148 decouples electrode E (but not detec 
tor 129) from AC source 118, so the signal into electrode E, 
Which the other circuit components amplify and ?lter, origi 
nates externally (i.e., With a similar circuit behaving as a 

transmitter). 
2. System Behavior 
The introduction of a person (or a person’s limb or 

feature) into the electric ?eld extending betWeen, e.g., 
electrode T and electrodes R1, R2 may be understood With 
reference to FIG. 4, Which models the various interactions in 
terms of an equivalent, hypothetical circuit. In the ?gure, the 
person P is represented as a three-terminal netWork, and 
current from AC source 118 (transmitted through a trans 
mitting electrode T) can reach ground via any of three 
current paths: through a ?rst variable capacitor 200 con 
nected to a receiving electrode R (spaced some distance 
from electrode T and connected to ground); through a pair 
of variable capacitors 202, 204 on either side of netWork P 
and then to electrode R; or directly through netWork P and 
a fourth variable capacitor 206. The values of the various 
hypothetical capacitors in the circuit depends on the relative 
distances betWeen the electrodes R, T and the person P, and 
the circuit assumes that person P is positioned Within the 
space de?ned by the electrodes. 
The capacitor 200 represents capacitive coupling solely 

betWeen the electrodes, as if they Were the tWo plates of a 
single capacitor. Without the person P, this capacitance 
Would predominate; When introduced, hoWever, person P, 
Who is electrically conductive, “steals” ?ux from the electric 
?eld betWeen the tWo electrodes and conducts it to ground 
via capacitor 206, but also increases the capacitive coupling 
betWeen the electrodes by changing both the effective geom 
etry and the dielectric constant; this increase in capacitive 
coupling is represented by the capacitors 202, 204. 

In “loading” mode, current into receiver electrode R is 
inconsequential or ignored for measurement purposes; the 
only relevant current is that exiting electrode T, regardless of 
hoW it reaches ground. For example, if electrode R is very 
far from both electrode T and person P, Which are proximate 
to one another, the dominant capacitances Will be those at 
202, 206, and the current exiting T— as measured, in FIG. 
2, by detector 136—Will essentially equal the current 
through person P. 

If, hoWever, the electrodes are spaced more closely, the 
electric ?eld betWeen them is stronger, and the other capaci 
tances become more signi?cant; their relative signi?cances, 
of course, depend on the length scale and position of person 
P With respect to the electrodes. If person P is very close to 
electrode T, the person’s body is effectively clamped to the 
AC source, so it oscillates at the transmission voltage. In this 
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“transmit” mode, capacitance 202 is therefore very large 
relative to capacitances 202, 204. Because AC source 118 is 
con?gured to deliver a constant voltage, the increase in 
capacitance 202 as person P approaches electrode T forces 
AC source 118 to put out more current (Which can be 
detected by a “loading mode” measurement) in order to 
maintain the constant voltage. This results in greater current 
at electrode R, the amount of the increase depending on the 
ratio of capacitance 206 to capacitance 204 (the magnitude 
of capacitance 204, in turn, depending on the distance 
betWeen the person P and electrode R). 
When there is some distance betWeen person P and both 

electrodes, capacitance 206 is overWhelmed neither by 
capacitance 202 nor capacitance 204, and therefore contrib 
utes to the current detected. In this “shunt” mode, some of 
the ?eld is shunted to ground, and the effect of capacitance 
206 is to reduce the current at electrode R. The shunted 
current is maximized When the person is situated halfWay 
betWeen electrodes T and R, since capacitances 202, 204 are 
thereby minimiZed (and capacitance 206 is assumed not to 
vary signi?cantly With position); if the person P moves 
closer to either electrode, one of capacitances 202 and 204 
Will increase and the other Will decrease, but the net effect 
is greater current into electrode R. Naturally, the shunting 
effect is increased to the extent person P’s coupling to 
ground is improved (the limiting case occurring, for 
example, When person P touches a grounded Wire). 

These three cases, the distinctness of Which has heretofore 
gone unrecogniZed in the art, represent the most extreme 
situations that may be encountered, and are therefore most 
easily interpreted in terms of signal measurements. For 
example, a high current out of electrode T and virtually no 
current into electrode R unambiguously locates person P 
proximate to or touching electrode T and far from electrode 
R. But most cases are intermediate, resulting in degeneracy. 
That is, the signal values cannot unambiguously characteriZe 
the location and orientation of person P, because those 
values can be produced by more than one unique location 
and orientation. 

As discussed beloW, degeneracies can be resolved by 
increasing the number of electrodes and/or the number of 
measurements. For example, by selectively connecting the 
AC source 118 to different ones of a set of electrodes, and 
measuring the current exiting the AC-coupled electrode and 
into the other electrodes, a matrix of measurements can be 
obtained. If each of n electrodes is employed as a transmit 
ting electrode With current readings taken both from the 
transmitting and other electrodes, the matrix is square 

mll 7,121 

for i=j =n electrodes. The diagonal terms mM . . . mi]- refer to 

measurements made in loading mode, i.e., the current out of 
the transmitting electrode; the entry m21 refers to the current 
into electrode 2 When electrode 1 is the transmitter; and the 
entry m12 refers to the current into electrode 1 When elec 
trode 2 is the transmitter. 

Accordingly, for n electrodes, all of Which are capable of 
sending or receiving, it is possible to obtain n different 
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loading-mode measurements and n(n—1)/2 different shunt 
mode measurements (since the off-diagonal terms of the 
above matrix are symmetric about the diagonal assuming the 
absence of transmit mode). The situation is more compli 
cated Where transmit-mode measurements are alloWed. In 
this case, there are fully n(n—1) distinct pairWise 
measurements, and n2 distinct measurements altogether. 

3. ForWard Modeling 
The ultimate aim of the invention is to Work backWard, or 

“invert” from a plurality of current-level readings to the 
mass distribution, position and/or orientation that elicited 
the readings. The manner in Which sensed current varies 
With position and orientation depends on the type of mea 
surement involved (Which may itself be a function of the 
distance of the object from the electrodes) as Well as the 
chosen electrode geometry; these same factors account for 
the degeneracy that must be broken in order to invert Without 
ambiguity (at least With respect to a range of de?ned 
possible cases). Each additional electrode represents a 
Weighting of the mass in the ?eld that is independent (due to 
the nonlinearity of the response of the ?eld to mass 
distribution). Thus, adding even one electrode substantially 
increases the number of cases that can be resolved. As a 
practical matter, this means that an initial con?guration 
capable of distinguishing among many cases and failing 
only for a feW can usually be extended to resolve the 
ambiguous cases through addition of a single electrode. 

For simple cases, it is possible to develop an explicit, 
analytical forWard model of the sensor response. Consider 
?rst the electrode arrangement depicted in FIG. 5. A trans 
mitting electrode T and a receiving electrode R are coplanar 
(e.g., beneath a dielectric surface such as a tabletop); a user’s 
hand is constrained to move betWeen the electrodes along 
the x,y planar axes, or vertically, toWard or aWay from a on 
the x,y plane 230 halfWay betWeen the electrodes, along the 
Z axis. The hand can be validly approximated as a unit 
absorber having a small, ?xed area, and the ?eld geometry 
treated as a dipole. With these assumptions, and the assump 
tion of shunt-mode measurements, movement along the 
plane betWeen the electrodes can be represented by the 
function C—|E(x)|, Where C is a constant and is a dipole 
?eld given by the gradient of the dipole potential 

Fr 

,2 

(f representing a unit vector in the direction of x, the position 
of the mass in space, and r representing the length of the 
vector from the origin to The dipole moment p is a 
constant representing charge multiplied by the vector from 
the center of electrode T to the center of electrode R. This 
function represents an explicit forWard model, alloWing the 
signal strength produced by the presence of the hand at any 
x,y position to be derived merely from knowledge of that 
position; a plot of this function, relating measured signal 
strength at electrode R to hand position, is shoWn at 240 in 
FIG. 6. Inversion cannot be accomplished unambiguously 
merely from this model, hoWever, since, as shoWn by the 
?gure, identical signal strengths can result from different 
positions (represented by any circular cross-section of the 
surface 240). 
Movement along the Z axis can be represented in this 

model as for X=(0,0,Z)=1/Z3. The solid line in FIG. 7 
shoWs a plot of this function, While dots represent experi 
mental data. The model is not valid for very short distances, 
Where transmit mode begins to dominate and the signal 
strength rises again. As a practical matter, the degeneracy 
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produced by the intrusion of transmit mode can be elimi 
nated either by physically preventing suf?cient proximity of 
the object to the electrode so as to produce this behavior, or 
by sWitching the roles of the tWo electrodes and obtaining 
tWo separate measurements. If the detected current levels at 
each electrode are not consistent With one another according 
to the shunt-mode model, then one of the readings Will be 
attributable to transmit mode. 

Consider noW the arrangement shoWn in FIG. 8. A trans 
mitting electrode T and a pair of receiving electrodes R1, R2 
are arranged on a planar surface 250 With the center of 
electrode T at the origin (0,0) and the centers of electrodes 
R1, R2 disposed equidistantly from T at a right angle, their 
positions being represented by arbitrary units (1,0), (0,1). 
This arrangement facilitates locating a mass in the portion of 
plane 250 Within the arroWs, or above this area. Using the 
coordinate units shoWn and assuming a point absorber and 
shunt-mode coupling, the signal strength at electrode R1 can 
be modeled as: 

((—O.5 + x)2 +y2 + z2)5/2 

and the signal strength at electrode R2 can be modeled as: 

Generally, this electrode arrangement is best suited to 
tWo-dimensional measurement, and Z is set at a constant 
value representing the Working height. It should be noted 
that holding E(R1) or E(R2) is constant de?nes a tWo 
dimensional surface in space. 

The arrangement shoWn in FIG. 9 can be used to provide 
three-dimensional position information on or above the 
plane 260 Within the boundaries shoWn by the arroWs. The 
magnitudes of the electric ?elds at receiving electrodes R1, 
R2 are given as set forth above; the electric ?eld at R3 (again 
assuming shunt-mode coupling and a point absorber) is 
given by: 

5):4 
E(R3) = [ (1 - 4x + 7.25):2 - 6.5x3 + 

More generally, for any type of measurement, there Will 
be a surface in space Where the received signal Will be 
constant for a given object, regardless of the position of the 
object on the surface. This condition is, of course, insuf? 
cient in itself to ensure reliable inversion. The distance 
betWeen the centers of a sending and a receiving electrode 
determines the shape of the electric ?eld that is interrupted 
by the sensed object. Thus, for example, in a tWo-electrode 
system a large object far aWay from the electrodes intercepts 
the same number of ?eld lines as a closer but smaller object, 
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and the sensed current in both cases Will be equivalent. But 
“iso-signal shells” are important components, as Will 
become apparent, in a fuller analysis. 

In loading mode, the detected signal falls off inversely 
With distance from the transmitting electrode at relatively 
close distances (i.e., Where the transmitting electrode plate 
and the sensed object cooperate essentially as a parallel 
plate capacitor) and inversely With the distance squared at 
far distances (i.e., Where the transmitting electrode plate and 
the sensed object behave essentially as points). The iso 
signal shell of a loading-mode measurement, therefore, is a 
sphere for electrodes that are spherically symmetric or 
validly considered pointlike. (For electrodes having an arbi 
trary shape, the iso-signal shell Will re?ect that shape.) The 
sphere can be considered to have a “thickness” correspond 
ing to the degree of noise (generally additive Gaussian 
noise) in the system. In other Words, given a loading-mode 
measurement, the most likely position of the sensed object 
is at the center of the shell thickness, With noise introducing 
an uncertainty that falls off toWard the inner and outer shell 
surfaces (Which themselves represent arbitrarily loW, noise 
generated uncertainty levels). Again, an iso-signal sphere is 
relevant only to a particular object; a large object can 
produce the same sensed current as a small object located 
closer to the transmitting electrode, but the larger object’s 
iso-signal sphere Will have a greater diameter than that of the 
smaller object. 
The iso-signal shell of a shunt-mode measurement is 

roughly an ellipsoid Whose foci are the centers of the 
transmitting and receiving electrodes. The equations given 
above describe these ellipsoids for constant values of E. 

ForWard modeling of more complex electrode and object 
arrangements typically requires elaborate mathematical 
treatment. Essentially, Laplace’s equation V2¢0=0, Which 
represents the most general forWard model, must be solved 
for every possible object position in the Working space; in 
other Words, With the ?eld fully characteriZed for any 
arbitrary distribution of mass, sensor readings can be pre 
dicted for any arrangement of sensor locations. This is 
clearly feasible, although computationally costly and, 
depending on the geometry involved, perhaps analytically 
impossible. In cases Where the equation has no closed-form 
solution, numerical analysis techniques such as successive 
overrelaxation or an alternating-direction implicit method 
can be utiliZed. Alternatively, the forWard model can be 
empirically determined from actual measurements (e.g., by 
function ?tting to a meaningful number of measured values 
each corresponding to knoWn mass parameters). Obviously 
this approach becomes less attractive With increasing num 
bers of parameters to be determined, since the amount of 
data required groWs as a poWer of the number of unknoWn 
parameters. 

The concept of iso-signal shells can, hoWever, be used to 
simplify forWard modeling in situations Where at least 
something is knoWn about the mass to be characteriZed; that 
is, the forWard model can be used to distinguish among 
possible “cases” or instance categories differing by identi 
?able unknoWn parameters. Moreover, because each sensor 
measurement represents a projection Weighted by the non 
linear ?eld distribution, the response of an electrode to mass 
distribution is itself nonlinear. As a result, the information 
provided by each measurement is fully independent, so that 
adding a single receiving electrode (or transmitting/ 
receiving electrode pair) is generally suf?cient to fully 
resolve an additional degree of freedom—e.g., an indepen 
dent parameter associated With an instance category. 

For example, consider a single electrode capable of mak 
ing measurements in loading mode and a conductive mass 
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Whose size and shape are known, and Which is constrained 
to move along an axis. In this case, so much is already 
knoWn about the mass that a single loading-mode measure 
ment is suf?cient to locate it along the axis. But suppose that 
the precise siZe of the object is not knoWn; instead, it is 
either large (e.g., 1 meter in diameter) or small (e.g., 1 cm 
in diameter). This introduction of this single neW 
parameter—large vs. small—prevents a single electrode 
from locating the object unambiguously, since the signal 
from a proximately located small mass is identical to that of 
a distant larger mass. A single additional electrode, 
hoWever—even one con?ned to loading-mode 
measurements—Will resolve betWeen these tWo cases, since 
only one solution can account for the signal levels observed 
at both electrodes; geometrically, the solution occurs Where 
tWo iso-signal shells from among the continuum of possible 
shells intersect at a point. (On the other hand, as explained 
in greater detail beloW, tWo such electrodes generally are not 
adequate to select among a continously variable range of 

siZes.) 
This strategy of resolving a degree of freedom (i.e., an 

independent variable) through addition of a single neW 
measurement is valid so long as the ?eld distribution is not 
symmetric With respect to the mass being measured. For 
example, With reference to the electrode arrangement shoWn 
in FIG. 5, suppose the mass is located along the Z axis and 
is symmetric about that axis (e.g., is spherically shaped), 
equidistant betWeen electrodes R and T. In this case, 
loading-mode measurements from both electrodes Will not 
enhance the information already obtainable from either 
electrode in isolation, since the length scale is invariant. 
HoWever, the ?eld distribution of a shunt-mode measure 
ment is distinct from that of a loading-mode measurement, 
so the combination of a single loading-mode measurement 
and a single shunt-mode measurement Will once again 
distinguish the tWo cases. So long as an electrode pair is free 
to operate in loading or shunt mode, the addition of a single 
electrode is generally adequate to fully resolve an additional 
degree of freedom. (Indeed, in theory, an additional elec 
trode can resolve as many as n additional degrees of 

freedom, Where n is the total number of electrodes, since the 
neW electrode is used in conjunction With the existing 

electrodes.) 
The tWo-electrode arrangement shoWn in FIG. 5, 

therefore, can distinguish betWeen a large and a small mass 
constrained to movement along the Z axis. If, hoWever, the 
mass is also free to move Within the x-y plane, its three 
dimensional position cannot be unambiguously localiZed by 
tWo electrodes, since ?eld distributions resulting from Z-axis 
movement Will be symmetric (in the illustrated tWo 
electrode system) With respect to x-y movements. Adding a 
third electrode (e.g., as shoWn in FIG. 8) disrupts this 
symmetry and thereby resolves the ambiguity, facilitating 
distinction betWeen a large and a small object in three 
dimensions. Importantly, the location of the third electrode 
is not critical so long as the object remains in the sensing 
?eld de?ned by all three electrodes. 

Similarly, if the mass is knoWn to be spherical and 
traveling along the Z axis but of unknoWn (and continuously 
variable) radius, the third electrode Will resolve the radius 
parameter along With Z-axis position. A fourth electrode Will 
resolve radius and position in three dimensions. The same 
Will be true if the mass is not spherical but has effective 
spherical symmetry (e.g., a mass that can be validly approxi 
mated as a point given the length scale of measurement), or 
has a knoWn shape and orientation (so that the only unde 
termined parameters are position and siZe). 
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14 
An example of this approach is shoWn in FIG. 11, Where 

a spherical mass of unknoWn siZe is constrained to Z-axis 
movement at a knoWn x-axis location (x=0.5). Transmitting 
electrodes T1, T2 are located at (x=0, Z=0) and (x=0.5, Z=0), 
respectively, and receiving electrodes R1, R2 are located at 
(x=1, Z=0) and (x=1.5, Z=0), respectively, and may be used 
to determine both the Z-axis location and siZe of the mass. 
The sensed signal levels at R1, R2 are each associated, 
according to the forWard model, With a set of iso-signal 
shells corresponding to different mass siZes. Representative 
ones of these are illustrated cross-sectionally at 300a, 300b, 
300C With respect to the Tl/R1 electrode pair, and at 302a, 
302b, 302C With respect to the T2/R2 electrode pair. For 
purposes of illustration, shells 300a, 302a are assumed to 
correspond to a mass radius of 2.0 arbitrary units, shells 
300b, 302b to a mass radius of 1.4, and shells 300C, 302C to 
a mass radius of 1.0. 

The mass must be located Where the iso-signal shells 
intersect; assuming a positive Z location localiZes the mass 
to the spatial region of intersection denoted at 305. 
Furthermore, because the siZe of the mass remains consis 
tent for each set of iso-signal shells, only the linear regions 
of contact betWeen shells corresponding to equally siZed 
masses are relevant, so the mass must lie along the diagonal 
line 307. Finally, the Z-axis constraint localiZes the mass at 
the intersection of line 307 and x=0.5, revealing its siZe to 
be 1.4. 

This approach can be extended to resolving orientation of 
a mass that is not radially symmetric but Whose shape is 
knoWn. Thus, if the mass has axial symmetry (e.g., is shaped 
as an ellipse Whose major axis is parallel to the x-y plane), 
four electrodes de?ning a sensing ?eld occupied by the mass 
Will be suf?cient to resolve its orientation, siZe and distance 
from the x-y plane. A ?fth electrode Will resolve these 
parameters With the major axis free to move transversely to 
the x-y plane. Six electrodes can resolve the x,y,Z spatial 
position, as Well as the orientation (expressed, for example, 
in terms of roll, pitch and yaW deviation from a reference 
orientation) of an asymmetric object such as a hand; a 
seventh electrode can resolve siZe. 
The foregoing examples assume, for simplicity, that each 

electrode is either a receiving electrode or a transmitting 
electrode, so that each electrode resolves an additional 
degree of freedom. As explained earlier, it is the addition of 
a neW independent measurement, rather than a neW 
electrode, that is responsible for the additional resolution. 
Accordingly, the number of electrodes actually needed for a 
given application can be reduced by multiplexing—that is, 
by alternating electrode roles to produce additional mea 
surements rather than using a ?xed set of transmitting and 
receiving electrodes. So long as the spatial arrangement of 
the electrodes and the mass does not result in degeneracy 
producing symmetries, an additional independent measure 
ment Will be produced each time a receiving electrode 
becomes a transmitting electrode and vice versa, thereby 
resolving an additional degree of freedom. 

These examples also assume some knoWledge concerning 
the shape of the object being sensed, i.e., its mass distribu 
tion. Indeed, the forWard modeling techniques set forth 
above can be vieWed as a progression from the simple 
problem of locating the position of a point absorber to 
resolving the position as Well as the orientation of a more 
complex mass of knoWn shape. Resolving shape Without 
prior knoWledge represents the ?nal destination along this 
spectrum. Unfortunately, because this characteristic repre 
sents a many-valued parameter having potentially in?nite 
degrees of freedom, it cannot generally be solved simply by 
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adding a single electrode. Approached analytically, a full 
characterization of mass distribution represents an imaging 
problem, With increasing number of sensors enhancing the 
resolution With Which the volumetric shape of a mass can be 
imaged. 
We have found, hoWever, that this “brute force” method 

can be circumvented through use of the iso-signal approach 
to forWard modeling combined With judicious application of 
constraints. In particular, at least one parameter relevant to 
volumetric shape or mass distribution is speci?ed (generally 
Within a de?ned range) in advance. This knoWledge is used 
to constrain possible solutions in a systematic fashion, so 
that the minimum number of electrodes necessary to resolve 
mass distribution to a desired resolution can be employed. 
Suppose, for example, that the siZe of an arbitrarily shaped 
mass to be characteriZed is knoWn to fall Within a range 
S1—>S2. Regardless of measurement mode, this constraint 
localiZes the entire object in the spatial region betWeen 
iso-signal shells corresponding to S1 and S2. Information is 
developed very rapidly as further electrodes are added to the 
system, because each neW electrode can de?ne numerous 
additional spatial restrictions concerning the mass: the 
spherical “thickness” regions betWeen siZe-limited loading 
mode iso-signal shells (each of Which itself has a much 
smaller noise-related thickness, as discussed above), and the 
ellipsoidal thickness regions betWeen siZe-limited shunt 
mode measurements coupling the neW electrode to each 
pre-existing electrode. And because all of these spatial 
restrictions are independent and must be simultaneously 
satis?ed by the mass, even relatively complex volumetric 
shapes and mass distributions frequently can be resolved 
With only a feW electrodes capable of shunt-mode and 
loading-mode measurement. 

This approach is implemented by de?ning a probability 
function Whose value is positive in the region betWeen the 
iso-signal shells and Zero outside this region, i.e., a step 
function. A suitable function for one electrode is given by 

Where the ?rst term corresponds to the inner iso-signal shell 
and the second term to the outer shell, each term de?ning a 
step function and their product providing a “top hat” func 
tion that is positive over the appropriate spatial regions; 
f(p,s) is the data value predicted by the forWard model f 
given the x,y,Z position p of a point absorber and a siZe 
parameter s as discussed beloW; smin and Smax are the siZe 
parameters associated With the inner and outer shells, 
respectively; D is the observed signal value from the elec 
trode; and [3 is a sharpness parameter Whose value is 
straightforWardly chosen based on considerations of ef? 
ciency and imaging resolution. Each of the tWo terms varies 
from 0 to 1, With a value of 0.5 (assuming [3=1) correspond 
ing to locations along the inner and outer shells themselves. 

The function steps occur Where the object is as small or 
as large as alloWed; consequently, the forWard model 
includes a siZe parameter s Whose value in the ?rst function 
term alloWs that term to specify a minimum siZe, and Whose 
value in the second term re?ects a maximum siZe. Values of 
f(s,p) less than the observed signal—that is, Within the inner 
shell—rapidly decrease the value of the ?rst term, While 
values of f(s,p) greater than the observed signal—that is, 
outside the outer shell—rapidly decrease the value of the 
second term. Values less than 0.5 are treated as Zero values. 
Thus, solving the forWard model f for any point in space 
facilitates determination of Whether that point lies in the 
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region betWeen boundary iso-signal shells. It is not neces 
sary to solve Laplace’s Equation for all points simulta 
neously. 
A composite probability function for all electrodes in the 

system is de?ned by the product of the functions associated 
With the electrodes individually. An image of desired reso 
lution can be generated by solving the composite functions 
on a point-by-point basis for the relevant spatial region. In 
practice, the function is resolved such that its only unknoWns 
specify spatial position, and the function is sequentially 
solved for the positions of candidate points. Typical three 
dimensional imaging systems represent image points as an 
ordered list of “voxels” each specifying color, brightness 
and three-dimensional position. Voxels are “turned on” 
Where the composite probability is positive and “turned off” 
Where it is Zero, resulting in a displayable volumetric image 
approximating the mass. 

4. Inversion 
The existence of an analytical solution to the forWard 

modeling problem does not guarantee simple solution to the 
inverse problem, since the inverse to a complex analytical 
equation frequently is not itself a closed-form equation. That 
is, given a set of sensor readings, it is frequently not possible 
to directly and unambiguously solve for the siZe, mass 
distribution, position or orientation that accounts for those 
readings. In these cases, techniques of error minimiZation or 
probability maximiZation are employed. 

Error minimiZation involves solving the forWard model 
for an arbitrary set of parameters, and iteratively processing 
by modifying the parameters until the sensor readings pre 
dicted by the forWard model approximate the actual sensor 
readings With the least error. Representative error 
minimiZation techniques include the Nelder-Mead (or 
“Downhill Simplex”) method and the conjugate-gradient 
method, and the manner in Which these can be applied to the 
present invention is Well Within the purvieW of one skilled 
in the art. 

In the probabilistic approach, inversion is vieWed as an 
inference problem. The forWard model contains parameters 
Whose values account for the observed sensor readings, and 
a probability distribution is de?ned over those parameters. 
As more data becomes available (e.g., as the outputs of more 
receiving electrodes are considered), the volume of the 
feasible set of model parameters consistent With the 
observed outputs (the “ambiguity class”) decreases and the 
probability distribution becomes increasingly peaked around 
the “true” or most likely values of the parameters. 

Since the receiving electrodes are subject to additive 
Gaussian noise, the probability of the output data given 
some arbitrary setting of the model parameters is given by: 

Where (I is the standard deviation, D is an output measure 
ment datum, and f(m) is the data value predicted by the 
forWard model given a model con?guration (e.g., hand 
position) In This distribution is normaliZed: integration over 
all values of D equals 1. Bayes’ theorem facilitates inversion 
as folloWs: 

For the cases of tWo- or three-dimensional sensing, a prior 
probability p(m) can be chosen to render the inversion 
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