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W OE: AAREFRFERE)FEREREIRFZHRL, GAAMERCRENHFRALEZFREREA ALY
HREFEE, REBROBALSMERSE AARKRNIL AT R, MEUEREREZFEEMEN BARNE B ARME
A, R AR R ANRBME A ENA], I FRERERESALR, HALT, ZHEERALEELF
BUBAHFERDEORAN, TERIERERZ, RIETHEIETRTBRATHAZINE, AFRPERERS
A F R TR

X AR BEMER EARRENRE; BAEMG: FBARER
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][l

W9 2 F0 T I o A R R A ) 52 31 1 38 T B 8 B AL R R S VR 2B L 5 R B, MBI ARG R
Afrfal. K, BT HEARSMEBEORIARE, Bk 2 SR BIRBIRN IR D6 i im R R v, 1
AR AR 9 AP R 32 B 045 0 RS A T B, L 5 S () A Ry L% O AR BN A5 XU P SR SR
FE RIS RS RERE A . SRR, H AR B R A B DL v R A% R AT R MU S IR RS B R R A,
Caggiari S, Jiang L, Filingeri D, Worsley P& A $i& H (1) B Fib 28 M ) 22 G047 FH 24 3484 % Bt 2H R ¥ S 3L 1 2986 % It
% [1] LA ST K 5 4= B R 1R 25 T 20 A SR 21 (0 47 B PR 28 008 1k 240 96 A% Tk 4 3 1) A J i R SIE 39 2% 1)
PURMER R [2]. 36k Z AEACES L AL B8 AT J5) N S B o AT SR AH A A% 8 XS TR 3RS B2 R TR SR, TRl ik 75
—FPER XS IERR . S A A SRS, DATEA PR STUR SR T SEIL ORI AN AR . DR, ARSCHR Y T — AR T RS
R A% AR A P 2 R P B PR R RE B, FEARII 7 o 26 N KOKID 1 AR ISR AE I BRI 2 B0, PRAC 1 P BR
AR SA, AP BRI S it 1 Rl o

1. A5k

BB RE B ARG 3 BLIR (1A% A 038 i) AL, AWEFTIR I 7 — Rk T I RE . o, R BRI
JURTTAR < A8 v XS (X3 14 2 18] 7 A LA R A% SR BRIV TR AT o e, R AE DRk b W 5 SO RS A2 1Y
P B bRk . JLU0, Az diie il B AE,  PLeScEk 985 595 (Genetic Algorithm, GA) JWHESE, QUL MR
P B S M (5 BAR N EEE 51 S LRI B S 0 o BRI S, SRBTE 7 IS5 51 3 BT a6 Ao SR ms LA Bl sy o
BAIGMRE, B 5 SIS AR R T DU A R PR R s 1) JF SR TSSO, R P B P 7 Z R 25 A
FEHEVEAS AR O0 ST . [FII, S [FDD A BRI E AR v WD BR A R (il G BOR IR 1) . Az BRI . i TUAREE
RAE) , FRAEBEAL IR SRR AR AT ATV, A DR e 28 808 7 SR AR SR N R . (BVE BRI AR 1B 1
)



(i HszEy 2025 45 55 1

FERY ‘ ‘ AHBEE ‘ BRESREEH
LN
i
| s || e || | -
LE]
BA LN

BRI
BAREREER (29, 2R, R, &
EEMSAFHAE)

K1 SR

1.1. RGEESIBEMALE)REE X
1.1.1. PR R TR E E R

T 4P SRR T 39— A IR TDCR, RPN Lo w Ly o PERSHORBIEA R, PRITREBLN — eI L
B 13 DX

B={(x,y) eRW0<x<L,, 0<y <Ly} (1)
WA B IR IRER BB K, MIEEEE 7 TR om o — HARR R G
S ={(x1, y1), (x2, ¥y2), -+, (xx, yx)} € & 2)

BN AAR R — ME A AE R T L ROV B, A AR S S B3 5 R AR 7 AR BE
L1.2. BN E S HEE

N T SEBLNS e R X S DL e B i, AR TEAE PRI X I N 51N B RIS TR R R 2 (x, y) » 2 AN R A7 B
KAERBIE A B L B AL, WIS R I NSRBI T RV = (v, va, oo, vt s BRI R o XSS I
FRBLE (2p, vy) » WBAEIY o; o WU RS bR HRT LUK 32 0 i IR & B BT 30, Roos i Y 14 s 7k & IR TS Y
(GMM-BND 1] I KU B AR IA AL AR 5 58T, AT 78 b U 22 TR LR (it 1 o 2k i [3]:

0(x,y) = Z}L Q; ® eTp (*W) (3)

BB, 9 7SR 7 T 1 N B P A R s A% R JE RS H B B XU AT AT S 4 U 3 [
PAE, 58 LU ML .

Ri=ri+ A jeng) i @7 4)

K A 8 i S P DU EEHTE N vt 34 R B, T RS I (14 RS 2 1) B 5

0\ 2 (02
(xy)= Zil R;eexp (-W) )
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S AR, AREIL T e RS DX 0T &I DX Sk ) XS A1 a3

FEA I PR 0 e DX 5 e e AU, DX PR AR A T, Sarhan® AN $2 1 I IR HEFR (ot S REEE) W)
T VPRAL T R EEE (4], AW IU A i KU DR e 7 e e it 1 BRI, 3T MR8 R Bk

Spatial Distribution of Pressure Ulcer Graph Abstraction of Pressure
Risk Ulcer Risk Map

very low

| (\\ low
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very high
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Node = Risk Region
Edge = Connectivity / Risk Transition

High Risk
P12 IR AR R 43 AT B3 [ 5 ) AR 5

1.1.3. (RS R AR B RN B S Rk

H A JER R o T L T el R X3 PR, HL 78 i 0 T e — A JR) PSR R R R s, R R S T A R i e A
ML, BARRES | BN E (2, v) » HEFRREUE SON:

Ci(x,y):{l, emalst yos ©
Hooh, o R BAIE ARSI . WK K AME RS, ARG HE A (o, ) OB BRI H
C(x, y) = max( LK, o (x, ¥)) ™)
FA55 b 2 B PR X 4P S5 K10 8 P DX S S
max 3 y)en C(%, ) ®)

HAH={(x,y) | o (xy)>thr} x5 X oRE 5 A thek @ XS BIE, 2525 13 % N0.8.
1.2. EREMAL B iRl EERR

SER T ERIR . I RS 5L A A G, AT T — 20 MR e v AU X 3k 78 S5 70, [R) IS B HE o2
TR BRAGT B AR Z AN T BT R B A, TR H 4509 51 5 B8 H AU ASE . 1 Civera®s A 32
T — T H bRis AR A MR AR AL B RS, B T AR E . A S E RS NEiR, AR
FUI B AR R R R AL T F 8 SR [5].
1.2.1. TREE &ML

N FYRIR A T IR AL R R o RIOMERE R4, BIATUAREI (o) , Heidx,y) Nk
AN JKES ) 2R B (anxt10) -

foverlap ("Ly) = Zfil E?:Prl (d($7 y) - 1)2 (9)

(509) = Ve ="+ i) (10)
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1.2.2. R ER ML

S SLPR AR E A IR, AL AR MR A B BN A NI B2 — . ERFFE S PEREMIRTIR T, SR AT BEIR
DHERR . DI, ASCR RS HE A .

fcost (K):)\Z.K (11)
Zi b, ARSCRAAG I RS LR A AL B AR A TE
MAT SC Dygiia feover (T, Y) — )‘lfoverlap (z,y) — Az ® feost (K) (12)

o
Ay AU R H, TP TU RG] S AL A BOR X H AR R 5, 220 22 SEER A A, K/ 50000;
fcover (m,y) 5ﬁ8$HX¢m

L3 AL BRI S B H95 | S
DR TR B AL 1P, LT e R B BE IR AL B DA R R A L BB o AW TR & B 2 KU A
RTINS SINEERPE S SR, it TR EH 5] S R 5k

1.3.1. (8] K SRFFAE 3 47

Zr LR, ZAU R A 0 SRR

(1) AR PSR T RS BRSO 5 bR SO D i Y, E AR s B ORIk, ROBEAN 2 (F7AE
ZAJREBE . HRMBEEBORE) , AR LR R CRERKARLIEMN LSBT IRR) , B
PR B A BN R R,

(2) ACEYERL e WKL RER AT —4EARbriitl, E4ERETA2K

(3) HHBBHTE 2% KRN HREER . TURENR;

(4) BB E TR SRt m KR IX IR 50k &R, A B T4i/ME R 2 ) 5 IRy

PRl SR BRA iR A R R B e 58 51 T 5e 0 R R AU R g A% SR R BN B g s #%

1.3.2. IG5 | SR B REMALIESR

AWK SO B 8L 5% (Genetic Algorithm, GA)

YERNFERARACHESE, FH 5l NG BAE HE 5 LS, iR G g .

(D) B85 R0 a0 R g

TEBAEE LT, MBI R E XSGR 5 4 Rt B BB . AR SRR aa A R 5N G50 5] 3 R,
Fefelith, Tripathi%E N (2013) $2H T —FolBHL gnfe 5 8L EIEM S S R A 771, F TR B 15 5T 5B 2
[6]:

LEERTINR: NESER T S gIE T E X S V= {v,v,, ...,vn} GEREHRF) , E£HEEETHRE)
KA, ARG A3 v o

2IGLIRIANR: LEPR I X IR N I SIEALRAE,  ORUEHE 2 25 0] 2 FE 1

3IRG RIS WIEAFEER IR L] (60%S5 15, 40%I518Y) REHIE, $2TFVILGHN 5] S SR,

(2) B4k 5] R R

TSR ER A RSB EEE ARG RA . G RE S, Kk, N7 RIEERE R
KGN RES, SHMEBHER DML, Nk, KRBT RG] SRS =R LIH, Downey 5 A
(2018) & T —Fh BIERNIREHE, 65 R EE, H TGRSR A 5 AR AR WX 2% R 38 (7]

1AM (Constraint-based)

HETERE TR (W 53R >95%) , B0 Ml AL R B, R e 2 VERE R 1 i /NKAE -

2.5cE A (Penalty-based)

50 B DU N AR B bR R A E N AE T I, A E e S AR B, N R R R | AR T E
B SN A PR iR

(3) KI5 T r0ad BB R A ise it

TEIEARTE T - AR TR VEN B A AL B, 51 NE S S IR N 22 AL

ftotal (.’1), y) = )‘chaver (K) - Alfoverlap (ma y) - A.‘ngraph (S) (13)

FHorp gy 51 S TE SON:
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zi—z¥

fgraph (:E) y) = ,‘Iil Z;\;1 Qe erp (%) (14)

I S5 il e Tk S P A v AR 1Y R, P v B I PR i S S S A B B
BB, Dy ERS B B H AR, RSB T 4 T S R

Fitness = a @ K + e max(0, T — C) + y e max(0, O — Oy,) + p ® max(0, C — Conn(H)) (15)

HP 2% o (RSB TTACED PHEE A, 3 CEEFETBE) #ifkm X m AR, v (F
BRGNP SHILRES TR MR, o GEEVEESIRE) QRE G NESE, T (EmRHrRES
KA N3) BOE B AR R EOR . C (b e UK X387 i =R a8 ) 087 8 S 28 5 S i AU XIS B i OR . O
(LA B R B9 BEUAAKEBEKZREITIRIEE . On (RVFHIRKEZ MR, LLBBEN
10) FUEW 2 LR EERE . C (¢ R HulitE 7 Z b kiEd 1 B EE m16) 5Conn(H) (R4
JRURSE X 35K P 32 308 7 B 0, L U 9 1) R[N B o DX 2 (B e, e A SEEUBR & AL BT/ SR AE I
PR TR B 25 4R R T /NKAE T 1) A BE B 45 A

(4) PS50 A B 3 S AL )

NBERIEN R, SIS EEK 5] A 7HLE], RS RE R 3 5] S MRS R, AR
HAG DL MR PTG 3R AR, 1R BT RO R A2 CRrinme =)

A RER A — AT O, RO /NER ERAE, OREHERTT R AL SR EGA T 52 X
S RE A AR, ST R v 5 S &

R — IR R T R A A A A, ASORE B S5 theal B AE B 91N AE BRI A R 5 A R, AT
SCHLHR 2 A PRI 9, TR T HEAD F BRI X 2%, (8 08 TR A L SEPr g BT XIS, 32T AT Rt

1.3 5] R R X A 7 S

TG GAZ SHARAFRENLIE 58, 53 A8 BT RL, BRI i DA, ASCIR M 51 A7 pLl . X —
ORI E v, PSRRI 10 N ) (VAR RIE . 2RISR XS R S R o 3, 5] SRR
T P 5 320 T <0838 v AU DX AT Je S

23 R A BR BT

NBE— P LRI E SR A () e 2k, SN IE R A 1

Penaltyconn =7 (C - 1) (16)
Horb o Ron AATEE 7 RPN EE T B AR GBI E CREENE) v AT RS KR HEN

10000, 1ZIUA] A 2500 £ A0 3E k vh  BLe Iy B R B R

2. SLEREER

2.1.1. SEIR B

TR SIS R T AR M SIS, ASCRIEE T AN AR R R R TR AR, RS o RS A A i X 3

PRI X 355 PR B Bk

100x45 /N W A% 556 (43 HFF 2emx2em ) , (BRI B BIR T NPT 5, BHIGHEN 333 WK
(6cmx6cm) ;
. P 58 g JRUG: 1 e AR HR I PR Rl B 8 A MBS DX Ik o5 IR a8 B, EERES) |, 1E NESE K iy
AV ={v1,vs,...,08} o

K S5 B AENEGIRG, o, =01, o RIRKS T RSGFEERE;

T I AEEEAE PR BT S HIE N, A SO T S AR S R A i R RS, RIS
IR 78 76 175 1 o

2.2, SEIREER
TEER T ISR 5 S EIETEPIFRAL N AL R B 515 45 0 5 XG4 7 & I i -
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508 3875 IR 115 R ! ERBEHBIILER
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n
| | IH
] [ ] | |
]
! [ | ]
" = 1 BRABE High-Risk) [ SRABE HighRisk
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" = WSS (Sensor) | W fERER (Senser)
= " o [SEENEES (Coverage Overlap) o fEEEREER (Coverage Overlap)
]
| ] [ | | |
[ | ] | |
| |
[ ]
[ ] | |
L] n
B4 AW FAT R T & Bl5 L gitn )/ %

SARNTREE (HLEM

™ GA Optimization Progress - Best Fitness Over Generations

—— Bast Fitness

FREIT

S = koo B B & o & B

o1 2 31 45 67 8 9
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—— Wambar of Sensors o —

I8 1 AR B 28 K19 7 2 % h £k 18]

GA Optimization Progress = Conflict Pairs Over Generations

—— Gonflict Pairs

(8-neighbor)
P

Ganeratian

P10 i R0 i 26 14

XLEARGETT 5, MEIARIS TR, 2555 & & 45 RAE AL AR MO WSO FRER30 . dEI9m L, fEIEAR
REREH, AR IR X W I v S, DX ISk 1) 7 ol R AR R SR FFAE B KT, 3K 393.5% o MIEITRENS KB, I FIEIT R
J7 G N AR LE B 7 S5 K i, Rl 1A, R0 R OO R R ey 58, ER] T SR Y sk
PE, WARBLH HARAE . 25 E, 2SR ORI AR AR B e R A R, el b 1 AR AR A, REMT PR 1 A
Ao

3. 4518

AL G PR ] s 70 A% I A W 48 R D0 A 3280 ) AL, SR 17— i 5 Tl 8 0 SRR 5 R I A I A F) A SRR 228
%, JFEEIREM. Sk SERBIE =N REEIT ARG, BA: BTSSR SIEE T, EHRR
S RAE . EORFFE R TERE . I RSSO J5E 1 [ I 9B JRJ AILE  BRARK 7 28 T IS A <58 00 e ) [ i ek
R KU AU o2 R fe KA “TURFEE e/ MU 5 AR R B R o/ ML = FH BRSO B UL B bR, TER— AR
F AR G FRFAEROPEAL R R, D5 SESRA BT SR B IR S48 . A Al SR T DA e XSG i+ e XU 4T 43

AR EARE G R AR, R DR R AR, HIZAIRNLIX, SRR ST RS A B R A
I L2 W T 7 5 TP [ B M 8 >, 38 T R S R ) T R A I FF 2
4. RERRE

FESNRE TAE S, T 5] N SEPrAl AR AN, $ETHIRE 77 R A0 AR Al AT M . R I Bk — 2D AR R 18 o i
AR sEns, BT RESNEENAET . SEmA . 2 H AR RIS BPareto ATV 2, {210 T Rz fLRE
JIH R RN o IR AE LS RIS vp B B AR IR AR R G, XA DT R AT S I S A R %, DUHESIBE 7T K
RS VAR A

S 30 Hk

[1] CAGGIARI S, JIANG L, FILINGERI D, WORSLEY P. Optimization of Spatial and Temporal Configuration of a Pressure Sensing Array
to Predict Posture and Mobility in Lying. Sensors (Basel). 2023 Aug 2; 23(15): 6872. doi: 10.3390/s23156872. PMID: 37571655; PMCID:



(i HszEy 2025 45 55 1

(2]
(3]
(4]

PMC10422529.
R 3 T o0 A7 A R S R RE S BLR RGEHTIT [D]. WK%, 2017.
ROOS, J. (2018). Gaussian Mixture Graphical Model Learning and Inference. CRAN gmgm Manual.

SARHAN, O., ABDEL WAHED, M., & RUSHDI, M. A. (2025). Graph-Theoretic Measures for Interpretable Multicriteria Decision
Making in Emergency Department Layout Optimization. arXiv preprint arXiv: 2504.11620.

CIVERA, M., PECORELLI, M. L., CERAVOLO, R., SURACE, C., & ZANOTTI FRAGONARA, L. (2021). A multi-objective genetic
algorithm strategy for robust optimal sensor placement. Computer-Aided Civil and Infrastructure Engineering, 36(9), 1185-1202.

TRIPATHI, A., GUPTA, P, TRIVEDI, A., & KALA, R. (2013). Wireless sensor node placement using hybrid genetic programming and
genetic algorithms. International Journal of Intelligent Information Technologies, 9(2), 1-20.

DOWNEY, A., HU, C., & LAFLAMME, S. (2018). Optimal sensor placement within a hybrid dense sensor network using an adaptive
genetic algorithm with learning gene pool. Proceedings of the Institution of Mechanical Engineers, Part O: Journal of Risk and Reliability,
232(1), 3-14



