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Development of an Automatic Milled Rice Recovery Rate Checker
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Fig.1. Block diagram of Automatic Milled Rice Recovery Rate Checker.

Fig.2. Photo of Automatic Milled Rice Recovery Rate Checker.
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Table 1. Comparison of brown rice yield rate according to repeated testing
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Table 2. Comparison of white rice yield rate according to repeated testing
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Table 3. Comparison of milling recovery rate according to repeated testing
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Table 4. Comparison of milling quality
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