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11 traditional craft system that utilizes VR technology.
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However, this system had several issues, e.g., the costs of
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MR technology. This system prun)l.s traditional crafts with
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a Propossl of & Traditional Crah Simulaton Syste 243 WOrds — 7% a sense of presence in any space using MR technology. This
g‘; '1' Mized Realily”, Springer Science and Business Media LLC, system also provides intuitive tial operations by

eliminating complicated operations. This allows the user to
simulate the feeling of actually touching traditional crafts.

developed a ﬂmjeutj-.m-hua AR system for interior
design that makes it possible to design the interiors of non-

Yoan Jung Park, predefined spaces. In addition, with this system, it is
i possible to arrange the interior by sh-.ag the screen with
Lt other people, However, this system is a projection-based AR
(BMC), [ v B " i . r - :
system; thus, it is unsuitable for the simulation of interiors,
Andrian, Ki ted File-Sasad Siorage o, e.g., placing tables and desks.
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o As shown in Fig. 9, 60% of the subjects responded with
tawords —< 1% “strongly agree® or "agree" to "I thought that the menu
b operation of this system was easier than the previous AR

Ehi]c application.” From this, we confirm the superiority
[f 7cvances on P2p, Paralll, Grid, Cloud and Internet 7 e %0 of the proposed system’s menu operation compared to the
) existing sysiem.
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