Journal of Agricultural Machinery
Vol. 5, No. 1, Spring - Summer 2015, p. 10-24

B

RIS s e

639 sl iilo 4y yld

At VoY o ITAF gl Jlona ) 0)lad .0 ale

o b o (51 USS3 3 gl 5 (5l Sm il A& LT 5 Gles ) 2

Wy S350 0395 owdr Lo

(53 g (e = DS S =T e dins = (53 pue (o
AY/YIYY bl o )b
AY/VINY i bk Fo,b6

LRVCES

(Sl S 1l o (553 Y s i 3 e s I (Ko GBS 0355 (S5 sl Sy e sty sSis S gulsh 5L
5 o8 iulojl Laly 5 3 USS3 Sgwlyd s 3,S0es oyl Limgs ol o bilasly aie) ol )5 1y 358 i 98T (695 5 (Sowol B
Sl oz U9y «Baon ol o Gy (Sl 9 A €803 2 oo (a3 sl Aol slans S ojlilolael LB oxis pslaied; 4s) e
L5 5 b S o IS plejen oot & soose (sla S o JSIS 15 Sy 5 61 ool s el 3 (S 5,Sles oo
P alow Glialccwl e Bl /Y oBilejl lyd (5 Saolyd Kus lawgs bl b alold (o) 583lul glys uSle (gllas a8 ol olss
A o aalS olS 0395 b dlold 3)51)4 PR 1) b K jl digad opl €83 (b3 10 Sy gl (09 Clio s 9 S o0 0339 ¢ Jliwe bl )i
Silee sl gy o b Yo alold )3 jgle (gla S 3105 51 oy plEa ol Camdey jio il YR asl s x5 Sk (sllas
3l i by lojl 03,3 drwle yia le SIVY (1 Ske (slbad il Liol33l e o £+ 4 jobro sl ) Sus alols a5 Sloj g yio Lo VF/FO
o39: conlin dhy £l 13 €3 b elols (5055 (sl S 15 K005, 45 RS iy b (5o 5l B+ Al 15 o8 o Un S ] 45

2,8 oolatwl (585 Slel cone 13 olS 0dgh (gl slajiolyl peass gl dlols S o b Sus ) 5l Glaebsl b lg 0 4

el s (B3 0355 ¢ ol b glael J515 calols (¢, Sesluil s gulS” glanjlg

s Syt (oSS saslebe (Sl & g3, g
slagyb odsl 4908 Glals slaodgs (wris sLa el
Ssie (Foolh gla S | C8)d poem (a3 gl gliin
&yem0dy Ly (Mceconnell et al,, 1983) (dg0e [S5.0S5 (59,
sqw (Giles et al., 1988) 5515 &y Jiate olow (59, 00 ylow
Giles et al., 1989b; Roper, ) sl cud olel sl 5 Ly 0

Balsari and Tamagnone, ) idgs sl pised o (1988
1997; Brown et al., 2008; Giles et al., 1987; Giles et

lols oy b |y sl el Sus (655 54, (al.,1989a
(S9olyd oo S s 355 1500 diges 0y 5155 CB )0 242
(Molté et al., 2000) >4 ol alold 5l LS yo lis > dleows
anyg Ll csy jie & Spxie soil o ) SSLES
W8S o 518 )8 (o0 el S jlodd (5 y5lger ML
2SS e el g3 50 b S By (gl cnl
2 olee gLbd A oy o o VB 5 B (63905 Juolgs
A5 558 e Sl WIF LS je gLy 53 dlols ¢ ,Sojll
Moo by 5 olS 0355yl Coonl 3,50 15 MLl (s 40 4

5- Ultrasonic cone

-

LV R

ALyl aS win Jo b (SO gyl Fgo gl

2 b (SolSo gyl K3 o Jols o cslaJsSJss
» Sme gyl ol & Sl o0 3929 4 sl S| (amog 0 1S
ol sl (5t (50550 i Yoo
o=l YL gl &1 Jsb (SlSia glgel S0 38 g o
Maghsoudi and Minaei, ) 355  Jaolyd glgel il 6
sledia b Jeolp ola Sus a5 cul Jlo ¥l i (2013
Planas ef al., ) asloa s 03y LS4y (5,0liS sy jo alises
il sl (o dolb § Lasuis s )5 ol 5l (S (2011
o= 90 Lecd iy piwss (ol oguo (L3 )0 51 wdis GleMb)
Loy oge lagls ) b iS )6 5 b G5l 2)8 4 dise
0395 w51y slim 2 dlge (pl Bpume e a5 &S Jloj )b
> (Byers et al., 1971; Morgan, 1964) ._i ¢, o oL

d9d U Y+ (godgize

Sl (tige 09,5 iltily 5 (6,555 agal il g pa Y 5 Y
OIS (pde i ol ¢(65y5LiS” 0SS tanpungs

sl ez ded oSS sy SlKe (wdige 09,5 okl -F
(Email: minaee@modares.ac.ir t sie odin g =)


www.sid.ir

W Fgel sl S cobild IR LT g (Glowo (ou 2

elyel Jary i ©aa 3 g (slod (633l icen g gl
Soyday oo > Sl 4y bgppo )3 sl ad (3))5 (Sge0
S 2o p iy Hlisle 5oyl SleMbl ¢ Jloopl Loy
oas 4yl ¢ Fgol B glgel CU3L 2 350 o0l (slo el Kooy
plSin Saolp oo, Sus By (e jolatods [dl ol
oi plsgl s L2l &Y guasmo (slaodgs b alols (¢ pS0jll
L yiolejl ol gols as 51 (Jeon et al., 2011) el
il e JSute gl gl sl

Lolid )3 Ggold o Ss 3l 0sd (B yme (sla3 )5 5]
L 2rs 3l (s sladysly (Sturod p (2lS 0355 sl (S
A5 58 400 S lawgs odel Cowddy o b Bl 00y po>
2lsmel s S w0l SLML] S n bntngss o
Slanass L S5 (Sig o uipan 5 olS 0355 5 gl
Maghsoudi and Minaei, ) 1l , S &l Jawlyd sl S
il CUjL 658,50 L (o gaw L) Gua b alols o5
L laS o ) diay €83 gaw Kigd o0 (ALl (S0l gloel
ol 00 S5 wlad S L5 Galisee gllg j a5 SneS
Alold o cad ay (SasSly ool g adl gy SaSly
S S dlie ol 50 ol 5,56 b Sus bawgs 0 3591
el g ol ialojl 55 Linygnil 18,3 51,5 alo 5,58 0395 Caslses
5 diy c3 3 L5 dlols oyl (Ul oyl gl el oyg0n
5 s pLS adllae ol i Lal jebre (slaySises 3l 450
> o35 sl b Sis cpl Ll o &Sl ey ingh S
s algs oolatwl 38> SLel

W g, 9 9o

Sola g oals dalobw § Seua
29515 g & K45 Jate (93505 I G 59y oS
5 3y90 35 el polatoas g VY (b jlad e brals £l 5
a5 059y oyl 5o ealatwl b S (gilaslely (sly
y9-iS Best Technology 8,5 ¢alw USS3 Jao Jaold
o 3 55 5 o, Ses 5 (1 Jpie) S5 45,5 5w ol

3- Time of flight
4- Sonar

O Stimgly (et A s S olie (55 glsel JS105 86 L
Sglite (¥ (el 4 B &5 038 (b 1) 65505 e
Moltd ) 35; igeolp (slo S bausgs €80 (258 3902 4l
3 il ygan zl asag ayle el aw oyl (et al., 2001
Pl (3 5l (o (il (LS iy 392 pie Cjpo
02 e 48 elfin (JalS (3 il g oS (LS by el
Sl B9y & (b ol a8k it 058 e Wkl 5 e
Job > (2L iy Ol dn dagi b (00 gy Sl
Escola et al., ) ud yuo LS yo 5 5550 cogu oyl slacasd,
2007; Escola et al., 2002; Gil et al., 2007; Llorens et al.,
(2010; Solanelles et al., 2002; Solanelles et al., 2006
plosl Gl e ELs > 83 all s gy o0b slaing
B po 9l yo dtlie gy it la )8 Ll o
b S Ly oadiplonl o pSojlul aly o wd ©)jg0
3551 (Tumbo et al., 2002) azsls 55 05y 5 g0l

il oy Tl St Jad ool ola S
Ly S5 3 il (s sl 33055 b (Sisen 45 Jlo
bwg PYL () asged (i) aa ) (Gd Sl pSojll
L sdges S5 § ol (Fauolyd dilols .255,8 Cguiin b S
@ly—l b 5l Gl 29 Ceows 2 3 (Gl S 0
L0 b alizee (sloog S )3 iy gl a0ty )
L olS e sgl o o yo 0098 poes ddid dpd (sl ailobw ()
Schumann and ) us 48 )5 IS4 50 DGPS 015,,5 5,5 Jeaito
Zaman, 2005; Zaman and Schumann, 2005; Zamahn
6 i CMS (1aS" (ST L s )5 > (and Salyani, 2004
03¢5 x> CleMbl 5 Cuils g2 g (e 5 o> 53 ygl e
Schumann et al., 2006; Zaman ) 365" 5 wulas sl alS
S 0lS o slaél > Jgame olie 3905 g (et al., 2005
&2y diges Yuz.ﬁ}i) L alayly y> (Zaman et al., 2006) 1 03
S SLeMBI 55285 (12055 S 53 )l Sl K (53900
3 ool (sl S gl Sl Ly o 3 (s
Arno et al., 2009; Palleja ) 55 oo ool)3 oS 0355 (sla ol )y
(et al., 2010; Rosell et al., 2009a; Rosell et al., 2009b
(ool S b odd 3yl 03¢5 o> (slrodld ;503 5,8
Mann et ) 3 il o LS 0 gL 13 upte Alo cpus slp
s mlio pisad J(al., 20115 Zaman and Schumann, 2006
L duglis )0 ouds Caogs dilolu b S po L3 )3 w29l 50
O Xt (Zaman et al., 2007) wi adllas wd sla g pSo;l]
@ gy &S > s 359l 3 DGPS 05,5 3L s s mlie

1- Lidar
2- Resolution


www.sid.ir

WA Jof Jluoos ) o5locs o oo «(550laS slogmiilo gy VY

C‘?‘A] u.)L_m)B d‘)—’ Ltb)l;H U" )‘ ngv YW [y u.:ya‘)s 9 UH‘)B C‘?‘A] 4 ‘) U_gA)A.Q] Lngu.JlA ..\J]yun &S d‘dJMA)B)
(N JS8) sy B o] bl sl 6550 9 Sgels o oad St (a5 s (Soysdl gla gl 1) (Sl b sl
Elo—el 005,65 g o (slolae ol (S39pSUl 2500 S5 (9

...............

el
Ultrasonic
sensors
- ~ T st | Ao
we k) e
R§485 L ; o o i ol
Filtering wire
RS48 Connector
S e © R
H ; Computer
o _18 ”
" g ks
ot — 0| | Connection board
SW1
,) LED] LEDZ O
4932 - % USB _]=_5|) o~
= p USB Cable

(Masoudi et al., 2012) &b, 4 o)) Jlasl 0959 USS3 Sgolyp S =SS5
Fig.1. USS3 ultrasonic sensor and their connection to computer

USS3 Gigels e cslaS59—) Joi
Table 1- Features of USS3 ultrasonic sensor

SR Slade
Feature Value
839 19g
Weight
L]
o W62xD34xH21mm
Dimensions
SxSoilul alols pSlas 10 m
The maximum measurement distance
R lem
Measurement resolution
gl 52 40 kHz
Resonance frequency
ol & 3~128 ms
Measurement cycle
o JiSis £55 .
ole IS .59; Digital packet
Command Signal
909 5 U3 DC 6.5~36 V
Range of power-supply voltage
Current consumption
29> &9 Digital and Analoge

Output type
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Table 2- Selected values. for internal parameters of USS3 ultrasonic sensors

EW-T 59 By D390 s B! 5lie
Parameter Range Selected values
Al b)meB 0~4
ID
0, ‘ ‘ -
(ool Jlaosf coe 7843~2000000 bit ™ 57600 bit 5!
Baud rate
olbesl 2 oloj 0~508 ps 160ps
Return delay time
Lol s 2~250 PPS 5 PPS
Number of pulses
S S 3~128 ms 64 ms
Cycle
20 b 0~128 ms 800 ms
Dead band
Al gl 0~4095 768
Detect level
Syl glgel
SyoP Ty ey 0~999 ms™! 348 ms!
Sound speed
S aels 4~1000 cm 10~200 cm

Distance range
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Fig.8. Sound cone diagrams for flat object in two different orientations aligned with; (a) The most optimum reflection,

(b) Perpendicular to the ultrasonic cone axis
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