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Abstract 

 

Acoustic travel-time TOMography (ATOM) allows the measurement and reconstruction of air temperature distributions. 

Due to limiting factors, such as the challenge of travel-time estimation of the early reflections in the room impulse response, which 

heavily depends on the position of transducers inside the measurement area, ATOM is applied mainly outdoors. To apply ATOM in 

buildings, this paper presents a numerical solution to optimize the positions of transducers. This optimization avoids reflection 

overlaps, leading to distinguishable travel-times in the impulse response reflectogram. To increase the accuracy of the measured 

temperature within tomographic voxels, an additional function is employed to the proposed numerical method to minimize the 

number of sound-path-free voxels, ensuring the best sound-ray coverage of the room. Subsequently, an experimental set-up has 

been performed to verify the proposed numerical method. The results indicate the positive impact of the optimal positions of 

transducers on the distribution of ATOM-temperatures. 
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ABSTRACT
Acoustic travel-time TOMography (ATOM) allows the measurement and reconstruction of air tem-
perature distributions. Due to limiting factors, such as the challenge of travel-time estimation of the
early reflections in the room impulse response, which heavily depends on the position of transducers
inside the measurement area, ATOM is applied mainly outdoors. To apply ATOM in buildings, this
paper presents a numerical solution to optimize the positions of transducers. This optimization avoids
reflection overlaps, leading to distinguishable travel-times in the impulse response reflectogram. To
increase the accuracy of the measured temperature within tomographic voxels, an additional function
is employed to the proposed numerical method to minimize the number of sound-path-free voxels,
ensuring the best sound-ray coverage of the room. Subsequently, an experimental set-up has been
performed to verify the proposed numerical method. The results indicate the positive impact of the
optimal positions of transducers on the distribution of ATOM-temperatures.

1. Introduction
To reconstruct the air temperature and flow velocity dis-

tributions of a fluid in a volume (three-dimensional prob-
lem), the technique of Acoustic travel-time TOMography
(ATOM) can be applied [1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. ATOM utilizes the
dependency of the speed of sound on air temperature and
flow velocity in the medium. The average speed of sound,
along the propagation paths, can be determined by travel-
times estimation of a defined acoustic signal between trans-
ducers [6, 7, 8]. For discretization of the temperature and
flow field, the tomographic domain is divided into volumet-
ric grid cells called voxels. Subsequently, the spatial distri-
bution of temperature and flow velocity within each voxel
can be determined by applying a proper tomographic recon-
struction algorithm [9, 10, 11, 12, 13].
The reconstruction of the air temperature distribution is a
scalar tomographic problem, meaning that the scalar tem-
perature influences the sound velocity independently of the
direction of sound propagation [14, 15, 16, 17]. Unlike air
temperature, calculation of the air flow must be described as
a vector field tomographic problem. For this purpose, a sep-
aration of the scalar temperature from the air flow calcula-
tion can be derived by the method of reciprocal sound paths.
In this method, a pair of transmitters and receivers provides
the forward and backward propagation of sound waves. As
a result, the flow velocity along the propagation paths is ob-
tained by calculating the travel-time differences between re-
ciprocal sound paths, leading to a simultaneous calculation
of the air temperature and flow velocity [18, 12].
Application of the ATOM technique is employed primarily
in outdoor environments by atmospheric sciences for the re-
mote monitoring of meteorological quantities [19, 20, 21,
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22, 23] while there is a great potential to use this technique
for indoor climates. However, a small number of experi-
ments on the ATOM have been performed to observe in-
door air temperature distributions. Among them, [12] pro-
posed a small scale two-dimensional tomographic system
(four output channels and four input channels) for exploring
the experimental arrangement of transmitters and receivers
under laboratory conditions. Subsequently, this model is ex-
tended to a larger scale used in a building. Following of
this approach, [4] resolved three-dimensional distributions
of air temperature and flow fields within a certain volume.
In this experiment, the same method of bidirectional sound-
ray paths to calculate the influence of air temperature and
flow properties was applied. More recent investigation was
performed by [3] to determine spatially differentiated room
air temperature with only one loudspeaker and one micro-
phone with the intention to use as little hardware as possible.
Although [3] utilized the visualization of the image source
model (ISM) to find the proper location of transducers in
terms of having homogeneous and distinguishable sound-ray
paths, investigation of numerical estimation of optimal po-
sitions of the source and receiver is still required.
One primary factor, which has a major impact on the accu-
racy of the reconstructed temperatures, is the detection of
the correct peaks in the room impulse response (RIR) re-
flectogram. This peak detection poses a challenge when the
sound rays have similar travel-times. Therefore, it is required
to control the distribution of the travel-times in the RIR re-
flectogram with the intention of travel-time separation.
This paper presents a novel numerical method to minimize
the number of simultaneous arrival times of early reflections
in the reflectogram by finding optimal positions of transduc-
ers, as their coordinates within the room geometry examined
have a direct impact on the distribution of travel-times. For
instance, in case of symmetry at the coordinates of transduc-
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ers, several sound paths may arrive simultaneously as they
travel the same distance to reach the receiver. However, the
proposed optimal positions have the minimum number of si-
multaneous arrival times within a threshold level, where the
threshold level results from differences between the lengths
of the sound paths. Furthermore, to ensure the best sound-
ray coverage of the room, an additional function is employed
to the proposed numericalmethod, whichminimizes the num-
ber of sound-path-free tomographic voxels for the early re-
flections.
The organization of the paper is as follows. In section 2, the
theoretical background of our approach is reviewed. Sec-
tion 3 describes the presented numerical method. In section
4, the experimental set-up and measurement processing are
outlined. Section 5 discusses the measurement results and
data analysis. Finally, section 6 presents the conclusions.

2. Theoretical background
In this section, the method of the ATOM technique pre-

sented includes primarily the procedure of travel-times mea-
surement and tomography reconstruction. First, travel-times
between transmitter and receiver are estimated along the prop-
agation paths, namely a forward problem. Second, the spa-
tially distributed temperatures are reconstructed as an in-
verse problem using a proper tomographic algorithm. These
forward and inverse problems of the ATOM technique [19]
are detailed in the following.
2.1. Temperature dependent travel-time

The propagation of the sound wave in gas is mainly af-
fected by the temperature and flow velocity [24]. Under adi-
abatic conditions, the speed of sound is given by

c =
√

 ⋅ Rs ⋅ T (1 + 0.513q), (1)
where c is the Laplace speed of sound for dry air,  = 1.40
is the ratio of the specific heat at constant pressure and vol-
ume of the gas, Rs = 287.058 Jkg−1K−1 is the specific
gas constant, q is the specific humidity which is the ratio
of water vapor mass to the total mass of moist air, and T is
the temperature of the gas in K [3, 25, 26]. Accordingly,
(1) is used to determine the average air temperature along
the propagation paths. To solve the forward problem of the
ATOM technique, it is necessary to define the relationship
between the speed of sound and the measured travel-times.
Hence, the speed of sound can be derived experimentally
from the travel-times estimation. ATOM employs the prin-
ciples of geometrical acoustics to define the relationship be-
tween travel-times and the speed of sound [27]. The travel-
time along the sound propagation paths can be expressed as
the following integral form:

� = ∫l
1
c(r)

dl = ∫l
s(r)dl, (2)

where c(r) is the spatially variable speed of sound, s(r) is the
slowness which is a reciprocal value of the speed of sound, l
is the sound paths length, and r describes the position inside

the tomographic area as a vector of x, y and z coordinates
[11, 3, 4].
To extract the travel-time between the emitted and the re-
ceived signal, the cross-correlating technique is used. The
locations of the maxima in the cross-correlation function
indicate the temporal lag between the transmitted and re-
ceived signals, representing the travel-time of the signal [12,
28]. To improve the cross-correlation results, a maximum
length sequence (MLS) is used as an excitation signal with
the sequence length of 2n-1, where n is the number of digital
shift registers. The MLS is a type of sequences that benefits
from a perfect pulse auto-correlation characteristics, mak-
ing it suitable for arrival time estimation [29, 30, 31]. The
cross-correlation between x(n) and y(n) can be expressed as
[24]

rxy(m) =
1
N

N−1
∑

n=0
y(n)x(n − m), (3)

m = 0, ..., 2N − 2

where x(n) and y(n) present the acoustic signal in discrete
form at transmitting and receiving points respectively, each
contained N samples andm is the lag index. The relation be-
tween the x(n) and y(n) can be formulated using convolution
theory as [32]

y(n) = ℎ(n) ∗ x(n) =
∞
∑

k=0
ℎ(k)x(n − k), (4)

where h(n) is the impulse response of the system and k is
a dummy variable of the summation argument representing
the lags applied to x(n). Therefore, based on 3 and 4, the
cross-correlation function can be given by

rxy(m) =
1
N

∑

n

(

∑

k
ℎ(k)x(n − k)

)

x(n − m), (5)

= 1
N

∑

k
ℎ(k)

(

∑

n
x(n − k)x(n − m)

)

,

The MLS signal has the following property [33, 34]
{

∑

n x(n − k)x(n − m) = N if k = m;
∑

n x(n − k)x(n − m) ≃ 0 if k ≠ m.
(6)

By applying conditions 6 in 5 it yields
If k = m, then

rxy(m) =
1
N
ℎ(k)N = ℎ(m) (7)

If k ≠ m, then

rxy(m) =
1
N

∑

k
ℎ(k)

∑

n
x(n − k)x(n − m) ≃ 0 (8)

N.S. Dokhanchi et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 2 of 11



N.S. Dokhanchi et al./Measurement

Figure 1: Three-dimensional representation of an image source
model (ISM) with first and second order reflections.

2.2. Image source model (ISM)
Parallel to measurements, simulated travel-times are ob-

tained by applying image source model (ISM) method (see
Fig. 1). In this method, sound trajectories between a trans-
mitter and a receiver with the known position are represented
bymirror sources using the geometric law of reflection. Thus,
ISM provides reflectograms, which are correct within the
theory of geometrical acoustics [35, 36, 37]. The mathe-
matical approach of ISM method is described in [3] in full
detail. Furthermore, these travel-times derived from simula-
tion can be associated to the measured travel-times using the
peak detection method which is explained in the following.
2.3. Peak detection

To detect travel-times in the measured reflectogram, the
Max criterion or peak detectionmethod is proposed [3], where
the maximum argument in the measured impulse response is
the estimated travel-time

�̂ = arg max
t
{|ℎ(t)|}, (9)

where �̂ is the detected travel-time and ℎ(t) is the measured
impulse response.
Prior to maximization, an analysis time window is centered
around each travel-time at the simulated impulse response.
This time window is mapped to the measured travel-times to
find themaximum peak inside the window [3, 4]. As a result,
the time of the maximum peak within each analysis window
illustrates the measured travel-time and can be expressed as

�i = tStart + �̂, (10)
where �i is the travel-time in a short-term analysis window
and t is within a range of tStart < t < tEnd [3, 4, 38].

2.4. Acoustic travel-time tomography
To solve the inverse problem of reconstructing tempera-

ture distribution from measured travel-times, the simultane-
ous iterative reconstruction technique (SIRT) has been ap-
plied. The following two sections expand on the details of
tomography calculation.
2.4.1. Simultaneous iterative reconstruction

technique (SIRT)
Consider the matrix form of (2) as follows

Ax = b, (11)
where x ∈ ℝV ×1 denotes slowness, A ∈ ℝL×V includes the
distribution of the length of paths contributed within each
voxel, and b ∈ ℝL×1 is the travel-times along each path.
The least squares problem is defined as

min
x

‖x −A−1b‖2 (12)

To solve (12) inversely, the SIRT algorithm employs the least-
squares method which minimizes the sum of quadratic dif-
ferences between the reconstructed slowness i.e., A−1b and
slowness i.e., x [3, 4, 21].
To generate the matrix A, it requires to calculate the length
of all sound paths in each voxel. The sound paths, which
have already been calculated by ISM method described in
2.2, can be passed through various defined tomographic vox-
els. Therefore, each sound path is divided into certain parts,
each part is within different voxel. To calculate this division
of sound paths, it is essential to detect all intersection points
of a sound path with every plane of a voxel. For this purpose,
the following algorithm is implemented to construct matrix
A as [3, 4, 34]

• Step 1: Construct the coordinates of all voxels by defin-
ing voxel planes and voxel origins.

• Step 2: Intersection of ‘first order’ sound paths with
every plane of every voxel.

– Step 2.1: A vector from source or receiver to the
point of the reflection (blue points in Fig. 1).

– Step 2.2: Intersection between the vectors at step
2.1 with every plane of every voxel.

• Step 3: Intersection of ‘second order’ sound pathswith
every plane of every voxel.

– Step 3.1: Construct vectors from source to first
wall reflection (red points in Fig. 1), from first
refection point to second reflection (green points
in Fig. 1), and from second reflection points to
the receiver.

– Step 3.2: Intersection between the vectors at step
3.1 with every plane of every voxel.

• Step 4: Calculate the length of each vector inside ev-
ery voxel with regard to the points obtained at step 2
and 3.
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• Step 5: Finally, construct the matrix A similar to (13)
using step 4.

Therefore, the matrixA can be written in the following form

A =

⎡

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎣

a1,1 a1,2 ⋯ a1,V
a2,1 a2,2 ⋯ a2,V
⋮ ⋮ ⋱ ⋮
aL,1 aL,2 ⋯ aL,V

⎤

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎦

(13)

where al,v denotes the fraction length of lth sound path at
vth voxel.
The SIRT algorithm is applied to reconstruct x in (12) [39,
40, 9]. This method is simultaneous in the sense that all
equations are solved at the same time in one iteration [41].
In this study, Landweber’s method is applied, which is given
by

xk+1 = xk + �kAT (b − Axk), k = 0, 1, 2, ..., (14)
where xk represents the current iteration vector stands for
slowness values, xk+1 is the new iteration vector and �k is arelaxation parameter.
2.4.2. Discretization of the tomographic field

Applying the equation (14) in the preceding section re-
quires the subdivision of tomographic area into tomographic
voxels whilst the distribution of slowness is assumed to be
constant within each voxel. Let V be the number of voxel
and L be the total number of travel-times along different
propagation paths. In the case of no correlation between the
sound paths, the relationship between V and L can be writ-
ten as

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

L = V Just-determined problem;
L < V Under-determined problem;
L > V Over-determined problem.

(15)

Although the assumption of the current approach is that the
total number of travel-times along different propagation paths
is greater than the number of voxels, the tomographic prob-
lem was treated as under-determined because of the correla-
tions between the given number of sound paths in the tomo-
graphic matrix A. Therefore, a priori information, includ-
ing the first guess of the searched slowness, was considered
to solve the equation (2) [21].

3. Numerical method (optimization)
In this section, the developed numerical method is pre-

sented, which helps to optimize transducers location and the
sound-ray coverage of the room. This proposed procedure
for estimating the optimal coordinates of transducers out-
lined in 3.1 is valid for any rectangular room. The method
calculates the travel-time differences of every sound path up
to second order reflections. These differences are adjusted
to be above an arbitrary threshold level to separate the re-
flections at the RIR reflectogram. Moreover, the proposed

numerical model ensures the best sound-ray coverage of the
room by considering an additional function to avoid having
empty tomographic voxels as outlined in 3.2.
3.1. Optimal transmitter and receiver positions

Once a known signal radiates from a sound-source into
an enclosed space, the propagating signal is reflected on the
boundary surfaces of the enclosure until it reaches the re-
ceiver. This relationship is described by the impulse response
of the room for each source-receiver combination. The im-
pulse response consists of the travel-times of the direct path
andmulti-path attenuated reflections. One step to implement
the ATOM technique is to detect the measured travel-times
of early reflections to associate them to the simulated one.
Therefore, these travel-times must be clearly distinguishable
on a time-domain reflectogram of the RIR. To avoid over-
lapping of these early reflections, the position of the trans-
ducers should be determined to have the minimum number
of simultaneous arrival times. This problem is addressed by
presenting a numerical method to find the optimal coordi-
nates of the transducers for the given geometry of the exam-
ined rectangular room. Let  be the dimension of this room
defined by

=
{

(x, y, z)
|

|

|

|

0 ≤ x ≤ x0, 0 ≤ y ≤ y0, 0 ≤ z ≤ z0

}

.

(16)
To provide the total number of feasible locations for place-
ment of the transducers, each dimension of the  is divided
into K certain bins. Accordingly, the following equation
presents the calculation of the optimal position of transduc-
ers. It obtains the solution by minimizing the sum of the
number of cases that the time differences between the ith
and jth paths are below a desired threshold levelΔ for every
grid point. These optimal coordinates of transducers allow
separation of the travel-times in the RIR reflectogram. Thus,
to obtain the optimal coordinates of transmitter and receiver,
i.e. , the following calculation holds,

 ∈ arg min
{(rk,sk)}

Lk
∑

i=1

Lk
∑

j=i+1
I(||
|

ti(rk, sk) − tj(rk, sk)
|

|

|

≤ Δ),

(17)
where ti(rk, sk) and tj(rk, sk) are the travel-times of the early
reflections sound paths corresponding to the ith and jth paths,
respectively. The direct path is used to find the starting point
of the received signal at the RIR reflectorgram and it is ex-
cluded from (17). Lk is the total number of sound paths cor-
responding to the (rk, sk)th locations and I is an indicator
function defined as follows

I(x) ∶=
{

0 if x is false;
1 if x is true. (18)

I(x) maps elements of x to the range of 0 and 1, count-
ing the cases in which |

|

|

ti(rk, sk) − tj(rk, sk)
|

|

|

is less than Δ.
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Here Δ is a threshold level chosen appropriately according
to the desired time differences between the two sound paths,
i.e. ||

|

ti(rk, sk) − tj(rk, sk)
|

|

|

. If Δ is set to a small value, then
smaller number of positions satisfy (17) and for large values
it is vice versa. To determine the desired threshold level, it
requires to start with a small value (based on the desired time
differences between the two sound paths). If no (rk, sk) sat-isfies (17), Δ should be increased to the point where at least
one position to be found in the set .
The (17) aims to separate early reflections as much as possi-
ble for having a clear reflectogram. Otherwise, simultaneous
sound paths fit into one analysis time-window for peak de-
tection. Hence, it leads to the ambiguity of sound velocity
calculation for those paths trapped into one window.
3.2. Maximal sound-ray coverage of the room

Independently from the calculation of the optimal coor-
dinates of transducers, the sound-rays should travel through
all parts of the room to spread over the area in a unified
manner. The reason is that when some of the voxels remain
empty of sound-rays, it degrades the accuracy of the temper-
ature reconstruction. For this purpose, an additional func-
tion is employed in the numerical method to set the accumu-
lated travel-times at each voxel above a threshold. Thus, it
can be written as

 ∶=
{

(r, s) ∈ 
|

|

|

|

Lr,s
∑

i=1
t(v)i (r, s) ≥ �,∀v

}

(19)

where t(v)i (r, s) is the sum of sound travel-times inside the vth
voxel corresponding to the source and receiver locations at
(r, s),  is defined in (16), Lr,s is the total number of travel-
times corresponding to (r, s), and � is a threshold which
determines the accumulated travel-times at the vth voxel.
Hence, considering (17) and (19), the ultimate solution is the
combination of both coverage and distinguishability prob-
lems given in the following form

(r, s) ∈  ∩  (20)
It is worth noting that there is a trade-off between the results
of (17) and (19). In the case of symmetry occurring in the
relative locations of sound-source and receiver, maximum
sound-ray coverage can be achieved. However, this leads to
many overlapping sound-rays. On the contrary, when there
is no symmetry, non-overlapping sound-rays appear but the
coverage of the room becomes poor. Therefore, it is required
to solve both optimization problems by considering the men-
tioned trade-off.

4. Practical implementation
The experimental set-up was performed to test the fi-

delity of the numerical method presented. For this purpose,
the climate chamber lab of the Bauhaus-University Weimar
was chosen as a test space. Fig. 2 illustrates the measure-
ment set-up containing the location of the transmitter, re-
ceiver, and NTC thermistors. The chamber measures 3 m

Figure 2: Experimental set-up in the climate chamber lab of
the Bauhaus-University Weimar. 1) four of the eight mounted
NTC thermistors which are superimposed, 2) receiver, and 3)
transmitter

(width) by 3 m (length) by 2.44 m (height) and is able to
create temperatures between +10◦C and +40◦C . This con-
trollable condition ensures the main advantages, such as the
ability to set a wide range of temperature variations while
it generates minimum convection within the measurement
area. The chamber was tempered only by its 6 surfaces, re-
sulting in a homogeneous air temperature. As all 6 surfaces
had a similar temperature and ventilation was turned off, no
forced convection occurred inside the chamber. More details
about the characteristics of the climate chamber are provided
in [42].
In this experiment, first, one source and one receiver were
located at non-optimal positions, which were selected ran-
domly. Hence, the theoretical sound-ray paths up to second
order reflections are simulated using the same convention of
the ISM provided in [4, 3]. Furthermore, the optimal po-
sitions of transducers for the given geometry of the climate
chamber were calculated. For this purpose, each dimension
of the room is divided into 20 segments; the total number of
feasible coordinates is K = 203 [28]. The threshold level

Table 1
Transducers coordinates

Alternatives Coordinates

Non-opt-position
(randomly selected)

(session 1 and 3)

source receiver
x = 1.90 m x = 1.20 m
y = 2.50 m y = 0.40 m
z = 1.50 m z = 0.90 m

Opt-position
(calculated)

(session 2 and 4)

source receiver
x = 0.69 m x = 0.25 m
y = 1.72 m y = 0.69 m
z = 1.18 m z = 0.60 m
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(a) Non-optimal position

(b) Optimal position

Figure 3: Comparing the reflectograms of (a) non-optimal and
(b) optimal case. The number above the lines shows the num-
ber of sound paths arriving at that time within a threshold
level of 0.1 ms. The order – green line: direct sound; blue
lines: first order reflections; red lines: second order reflections
– means how many times a sound signal is reflected at the
room boundaries when traveling along the sound path from
transmitter to receiver.

was set toΔ = 0.5ms, determined based on the desired time
differences of the sound paths. To illustrate the impact of the
optimal coordinates of the transducers on the RIR, the sim-
ulated reflectogram of non-optimal positions is compared to
the simulated reflectogram of optimal positions; their coor-
dinates are outlined in Table 1.
Fig. 3a depicts the results of the image source model for
the non-optimal positions. The horizontal axis shows travel-
times of the sound paths up to second order reflections. Ac-
cordingly, each line corresponds to the arrival time of a sound
signal at the receiver. The vertical axis presents the ampli-
tude of the sound paths. As in this simulation only the time
of arrival of the sound signals is of interest, no energy is
converted in the calculation model and all incoming sound
paths still have one hundred percentage of the sound energy.
The number above the vertical lines shows the number of
sound paths arriving at that certain time. It is evident that
for the non-optimal position, the travel-times are very close
to each other. As the measurement environment includes
noises and scattering, this distribution of travel-times leads
to several overlapping sound paths, which arrived simultane-
ously in the measured RIR. However, as it is shown in Fig.
3b, all the sound paths up to second order reflections for the
optimal case have different travel-times and each line repre-
sents only one sound-ray path. This comparison of simulated
reflectograms demonstrates that the optimal position of the
sound-source and receiver leads to an optimized distribution
of travel-times in the reflectogram.
For the tomographic reconstruction, the volume of the cham-
ber has been divided into 23 = 8 voxels. Therefore, the vol-
ume of each voxel is (x ⋅ y ⋅ z) = (1.5 m ⋅ 1.5 m ⋅ 1.22 m).
This subdivision of the tomographic area is outlined in Fig.
4. To compare the tomographically reconstructed tempera-

Figure 4: Subdivision of tomographic area. Each dimension of
the room was divided in two parts evenly.

Figure 5: Calculated impulse response of the measured signal.
The arrow signs above the reflections illustrate the selected
travel-times, blue arrow signs are first order and red arrow
signs are second order reflections.

tures with in-situ measurements, eight temperature sensors
(NTC- negative temperature coefficient thermistors) with an
accuracy of ±0.1Kwere applied at the center of the eight to-
mographic voxels. The measurement interval of the NTC
thermistors was set to 1 second. The calculation time of
ATOMmeasurement was selected based on the length of the
excitation signal, the power of the computer for execution
of cross-correlation, peak detection and tomographic recon-
struction. Furthermore, to minimize noise and scattering er-
rors, the RIR was averaged over fifty reflectograms. Thus,
the ATOM temperatures are calculated for every 2 minutes,
considering the both calculation time and the time of the RIR
averaging. Accordingly, the data of the NTC thermistors,
which are synchronized with the ATOMmeasurement, were
recorded and averaged. Finally, the average temperatures at
each voxel were compared with the averaged-point temper-
atures of NTC thermistors.
Fig. 5 illustrates an example of the calculated impulse

response of the measured signal conducted for the optimal
coordinates of the transducers in the climate chamber. The
number of sound paths for the given coordinates of trans-
ducers was 24, six first-order reflections (blue arrow signs)
and eighteen second-order reflections (red arrow signs). To
detect the travel-times, the simulated travel-times derived
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

(g) (h)

Figure 6: Measurement results during sessions 1 and 2 (Table 2), comparison of the temperatures of the NTC thermistors with
ATOM temperatures for the both optimal and non-optimal cases within eight voxels separately.

from ISM method are used to locate the centre of an analy-
sis time-window at this measured RIR reflectogram. Conse-
quently, the maximum peak inside the analysis time-window
was considered as the selected travel-time.
The experiment was conducted under a gradual air temper-
ature drift from � = 20◦C to � = 24◦C during one hour and
vice versa. These temperature drifts have been chosen to
test the performance of the developed ATOM method even
under transient conditions. Moreover, as the corresponding
temperature drifts are within the range of acceptable ther-
mal conditions of a normal office, a prospective scenario is
to use the ATOM temperatures as the input data for the ther-
mal comfort analysis of an office environment.
The total of four experimental sessions were conducted as
listed in Table 2. Session 1 and 2 were considered as the
increasing cases, meaning that, during these sessions, the
temperature increased from � = 20◦C to � = 24◦C gradu-

Table 2
Sessions of the experiment

Sessions Location Temp-Drift[◦C] Duration[min]

1 Non-opt 20 to 24 60
2 Opt 20 to 24 60
3 Non-opt 24 to 20 60
4 Opt 24 to 20 60

ally. In reverse, sessions 3 and 4 were regarded as decreasing
cases, illustrating the process of dropping the temperature
from � = 24◦C to � = 20◦C .
The sound source used in the measurement was a special
self-constructed speaker (with a 2-inch broadband driver FRS
5 XTS by VISATON). It was developed to have a nearly
omni-directional point source; its specification are detailed
in [3]. The receiver was a standard 1/4-inch condenser mi-
crophone of type ‘AVM8 MI-17’. For data acquisition, the
measurement card ‘Data Translation DT9847-2-2’ was used,
which is a dual channel dynamic signal analyser. The digi-
tization rate of 216 kHz leads to a good time-resolution for
the processing of signals. This rate of sampling frequency
was required for the small dimensions of the climate cham-
ber lab resulted in short sound travel-times. In contrast to
big room spaces, the small dimension of the climate cham-
ber causes the reflections up to the second order arrive at the
receiver in a short period of time, around 25ms. Thus, the re-
flectogram of the impulse response requires to have a proper
resolution of those condensed travel-times to be able to dis-
tinguish them. The sampling frequency of 216 kHz provides
enough resolution, circa 4.6 �s resulted in reducing the error
of travel-time estimate. For this sampling frequency, an exci-
tation time of 1.21 s for the MLS-signal was used. The soft-
ware package used to analyse the data is MATLAB R2017b.
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Figure 7: Measurement results during sessions 3 and 4 (Table 2), comparison of the temperatures of the NTC thermistors with
ATOM temperatures for the both optimal and non-optimal cases within eight voxels separately.

5. Measurement results and data analysis
The point temperature of each voxel was measured by

NTC thermistors while the average temperatures of individ-
ual voxels were obtained by the ATOM technique simul-
taneously. Fig. 6 illustrates the comparison of tempera-
tures between the NTC thermistors and ATOM for both op-
timal and non-optimal positions during session 1 and 2. It
is evident that the ATOM temperatures of the non-optimal
positions deviated from the NTC thermistors, although the
amount of deviations varies at every voxel. For example, in
Fig. 6d and 6g (representing voxels 4 and 7, respectively),
the deviations of the non-optimal profile from NTC thermis-
tors are relatively constant through the entire measurement.
On the contrary, in Fig. 6a and 6h (representing voxels 1 and
8, respectively), the non-optimal curves show larger devia-
tions from NTC thermistors, which occurred after the first
30 minutes of the experiment. One would associate such de-
viations from NTC thermistors with multiple simultaneous
arrival times of individual paths at the non-optimal case.
The overlapping sound-paths reduce the accuracy of the peak
detectionmethod in noisy and scattering environments. There-
fore, inaccurate peak detection introduces errors to vector b
at (12). This causes the error to be spread over all voxels, as
the set of equations at (11) should be solved simultaneously.
Fig. 7 compares the temperature variations of the ATOM
and NTC thermistors during session 3 and 4. It is observed
that the greatest deviation of temperature occurred for the

non-optimal case similar to the session 2. Conversely, the
ATOM technique responds to the temperature variations to
some extent in line with the NTC thermistors for the opti-
mal case. For instance, in voxel 4 outlined in Fig. 7d, dur-
ing the first 10 minutes of the experiment, the difference of
temperature between the optimal case and NTC thermistors
is about 0.2◦C while this difference is about 0.88◦C for the
non-optimal case. Thus, at this certain time, optimizing the
location of transducers enhances the accuracy of temperature
distributions about 0.68◦C in comparison to non-optimal po-
sition.
Fig. 8 outlines the three-dimensional representation of tem-
perature distributions measured by ATOM technique during
session 1 and 2 for the non-optimal and optimal coordinates.
The color-bar represents temperatures increasing from 20◦C
to 24◦C within each voxel over time. Fig. 8a, 8b and 8c show
a non-uniform variation of temperatures for the non-optimal
case during session 1, demonstrating the amount of devia-
tions occurred in each voxel. Conversely, Fig. 8d, 8e and 8f
illustrates the temperature distribution of the optimal case
indicating that the temperature varies uniformly across the
room as the six surfaces of the climate chamber were tem-
pered simultaneously. To determine the differences between
the results of the tomography calculation and NTC thermis-
tors, the root mean square error (RMSE) for each voxel can
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(a) Elapsed time of 15 minutes (b) Elapsed time of 45 minutes (c) Elapsed time of 60 minutes

(d) Elapsed time of 15 minutes (e) Elapsed time of 45 minutes (f) Elapsed time of 60 minutes

Figure 8: Three-dimensional representation of ATOM temperature distribution for the non-optimal (session 1) and optimal
(session 2) positions. The color-bar of the optimal position illustrates the uniform variations of the temperatures inside the
chamber in contrast to the non-optimal one.

be calculated as

RMSE =

√

∑N
n=1(T

n
ATOM − T nNTC )

2

N
(21)

where T nATOM is the ATOM temperature, T nNTC is the tem-
perature of NTC thermistors and N is the total number of
measurements over time [21]. Fig. 9 illustrates the RMSE
calculation for the entire sessions as a statistical evaluation
over all eight voxels. The small RMSE, which is less than
0.44◦C during sessions 2 and 4, demonstrates the positive
impact of the optimal position on the tomography results.
Table 3, derived from Fig. 9, shows the maximum (max),
average (ave), median (med) and minimum (min) RMSE of
all sessions. It is observed that during session 1 and 2, the
results of the optimal case are approximately 1.48◦C (max)
and 0.71◦C (ave)more accurate in comparison to non-optimal
case in maximum and average RMSE among all voxels, re-
spectively. Furthermore, during session 3 and 4, the results
derived from the optimal case are approximately 0.7◦C (max)
and 0.36◦C (ave) more accurate than non-optimal case in
maximum and averageRMSE among all voxels, respectively.

Table 3
Maximum, average, median and minimum RMSE aver-
aged over all eight voxels

Sessions Max [◦C] Ave [◦C] Med [◦C] Min [◦C]

1 - Non-opt 1.83 0.99 0.84 0.57
2 - Opt 0.35 0.28 0.28 0.22
3 - Non-opt 1.14 0.69 0.59 0.38
4 - Opt 0.44 0.33 0.32 0.22

Figure 9: The root mean square error (RMSE) between the
ATOM temperatures and NTC thermistors for each session,
averaged over all voxels; black lines: maximum and minimum
RMSE, red line: median RMSE, blue lines: 80%∕20% quantile
RMSE

6. Conclusions
In this study, to measure the spatially distributed, in-

door air temperature using the ATOM technique, a numeri-
cal method was proposed to determine an optimal position
of transducers, which simultaneously achieves good sound-
rays coverage of the room. The former makes the arrival
time of the sound-rays distinguishable and the latter assists
the existence of sound-rays over all voxels. Therefore, the
ATOM temperatures can be measured satisfactory given two
conditions. Firstly, the transducers are placed at the proper
coordinates, which are derived from numerical calculation
for a given geometry. Secondly, a trade-off between the re-
sults of optimal position of transducers and the maximal
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sound-ray coverage of the room at the optimal position is
considered. Future research could examine the application
of ATOM technique in an inhomogeneous room climate.
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