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Table 1- Features of USS3 ultrasonic sensor

& 9 Slade
Feature Value
59 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 3950 s B! 5lie
Parameter Range Selected values
Al b)meB 0~4
ID
0, ‘ ‘ -
ol Jluosf ooy 7843~2000000 bit ™ 57600 bit 5!
Baud rate
ol Sl b oles 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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