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1. A&

A4S dAAR ez AL e ey dEHI FAFolk. EF 2
FANA 7] REA F=, 0T, AU, d& TAME 2 AT Fe] F&
3 Frtsta glew nEA JFEE A% A E LA APHIZ Y. ol of
Hlate] SPutE FEAEC UFI Hold nHIAS oL nFAEF3A =
A AAEE AFgeoss d4FFIoHAE AESAHE AAYIE & Aol

gFo2RHe A AFY FYE dAsT e AN FEFLHE A
AA7I7] e FAS FAANL AxdtE % ot dAdsidh. Wity
FAZ2ARLE AETHY EAA o zEdAI v, JriHn Jde AdAold. w
A e AxFPFTEAY AP S Eolzgdn HExFHE Yoz 3= ¥
293 R dde AFsd B A7 AFE Ao

WM FA4E F2 B AF Eokd A A7 FHFE EHEQ 2Y Y
3 F(1990)°] #FAY ANA2|E ol&std FHA J&eH EHES FHHAR
st (19910 FFA 2 FAE o83t Al Mg AHFHRE AFE 9
dAT =3 F(1992) FHIFAAZAE ol &t HAAAE) Age B
dTE TYFAL 2F2F FEPA99L AFEH ARG &3 A 9
RN EAL FE23}E A7E FAEHADG IFH19)E ABHZFE ol 43
Hd Ad GnF ML B A7E FAFAR FAA olFF(1996)= IBA
A€ A3 2Re ¢85 Zandy JaEAHE J4HRE By A
TFEs A¥HA &3 A AFE FIFAY. DAFY o) FL(1997L ¥
Aol FEE BEEY £ U IAAY/EE S8 AFNAAANE AR A
BF $(1999)& ABANZLE o4 Wi T3 A5wRA dndFL Mead
oh F oA} of Fokel Y AT FTFL EAHEHA BYE Chen(1978)°] FAE 9

+ ol ATE FHETAUN 196U E EFARITEAANE T AQger FRHAL.
* ARAGR FHAY FA7AF G
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2 A, Aol WEE 4 FSA W wiAg HASFV] & HEHY
Aoz wteglon 7Auolojg o]F Wy AN, Fxo] 753} ES . .
ZNNAANZG Fe A 2HFA, FAHZA, NEHEZA, AFH T2 T

AEo] o (2 1 A=) 7IAANG ZAE bgH Zo] FAH Ao

@ 2HAANE 2PFAYG THOZ oFoA on ZHAAAE YREZFEEHY Y
& Agsta FgdF FE AFdI] A MR 40cm, AE 40cm, E°] 80cme
AArolw o] R e FHE M fJo] HAisld UMY F4E 57
A8, NE22FY o 70cm Yo 50Watt 433 A= 8ME HA3 Y.

@ NE HEZAE QMY A 575 A&7 A8 AJHANE A LEHAoH
o] MM HFEHRY AHHN2E AFd7] S8 dEFHIN=E AL3AY
(g 1 #=).

@ dAHYAAAE 939 d¥€S A AMZAN SFE7t 768(5H)x494(F3]) 3}
A (Pixel)?l CCD #g 7wl (VK-C370, Hitachi, Japan)& Al-&3sldon G4
2] 8] & A (Meteor/RGB, Matrox, Canada)s 48 d Ay JA L T Aoz
W 55 B4 A} EHEL FEH.

® F AFHEZE 120MHz HEY Z2AMNE AJAF d23F PCE ol &34
YELZ2 95 (Windows 95)& AFHSY TAAAZ A 83don ZE AT EY
o o] EFAA AN TEHEE A,

Figure 1. Schematic diagram of real-time ginseng quality evaluation
system.
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BaA EAL Aoy EAWIY ol&E AFEYN Y BE d+A8ES =4
393 Sarkar®t Wolfe(1985) EWEE =7, 34, AY ¢4 ZUF#FTd w2t
B sty da4dE € d4A471H S ol &5 At Miller$d Delwiche(1989)
t ZegAAAANEGE o]£F Bgol AErg AMsn AP F} dAA =T}
Abo] A vl 54% FEFHE ALE T’-‘iﬂ‘:} Ikeda®} Sawada(1993)& 417
gy o83 LAIAAXNE o439 o I3 AASdE AFE TP
vy 2 ATE Agd 9% B30 dAEC) ¥ 82%R EFE RAFAC.

E AFe BAL AAL A4 EAHNAN2EE AEsia Agd A2 A5
& EA3ed .

2. A 92 WY

7t A%

E Ay 29 Az 19983 #TE 30089 A4S A 9 A4
AEte oa) Hd® z $3E 10089 Hidel 24, ddd HAAE ol &34
Add F2 ok A2 A% S AASER dA BE 94 A4 FE7H 9§
At Q4 Y AR/ §F 9w LANEE Lolrdn

U, AN FAFGAALE: = Ag

Aare] TAEL YPFHQY 9wt nYsd AANToR AF HUE] A A
28 AA AA, A=A, 28 12 AL A4 FARAAN2EY AFEE
et 29 25 AAZ A4 FARAELE At dASG FLdE Adem £
AFA AFF AAolrt o] @AFo ALEE HAN A4 FA AF HsE A=
& a9 19 Yed A el A NBEE ol$dte Aol FAYG FHoE A
22RE 94 Y5, BN 71A4AZ X2 FAHE d=Solst olE 753
E aZE]RZ FAH A

o] N zZHF L HAuolol Yo AT Ao Z (F 25cm) FAN Qi) o
5% 3stm de CCD stulel otdhol] A B4 HE A7 A4 EAE #FA
ok, ol HFEHE U A4 FIFANEI olF Fo 5 J)E HeE
CCD 7tvlgtE o] &3y 53 P54 4 MLd LZTEQ o & &
Aol Him oj2HE A4 FTFo AAHY. o EE HAo HAHHoR 2AF
02 o] dr}.

Avolo] AR W&7)7F £ e DC ZH (Wonill Industrial, Korea)ol 9] &l
F%°] 59 0750 cm/secd] $EE FH)EE HAAFUT. oH AdFdAME %
25cme] £52 fACNEE AAsAY. Avolo] WE ZHolE 130cm, £& 33cm
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Figure 2. Ginseng quality evaluation system

developed in this study.

o AAY FAGAA2Y: 2ZTEY] A

(1) a&Hez FFHE Q49 AR FA9AAN2H] s &4

F 120719 AdozRE AL 36019 A4 FEE o8 2 dFAME=
Ao EAS AT ¥ & Y dYPE Fol AN FANE TS 49T 2
38 BMad A FA #Y AN28e FAY £ dE ARE LA

AN EAVAR ¢S L 487 A AAS F e A9y AAL F
AR A2 AR oo HAGsA TzaPe A8FFH T4 FAEE ¥
AN 7 st RASF $(1998) & ALY FnFE ¥ AHANAH. FA
BAJAAZ Q4o FFL o] f3E= dAd Qi FFUHE o & AT, A
& Adolo] g ¢ 20cm9) HH o FTHHESF FHAG.

(2) A% 53 vY =219 AL

4408 2 JAAY TP YETE 953G ALHEES C7 AE A
£3q Agsdgen QATF VAL AFNALIAZE &3 FHsAD.
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2 B4 ZzaPe e Microsoft Visual C compiler (version 5.0)$} Matrox
Imaging Library (version 4.0)7} @& %A,

3. d3 2 n¥

Zb. AN AN FA AF B A2 JNAF 4T

Adolo] AxX= HEEHA &l 0750cm/secd] FEE O E HAHIR
ol AYNME 23 25cme EEE FHEFR HARAHY. o] £E2 FANS
o JdeEE Ao gabel <kzrel blurringol A I o dHRdE & FFE 1A
A ggtew 23 1 M9 RS AT &£ AN

Y, Q4 dd A AN A FE AT 9 A2d9 2P
Qil-g-

A4 A FEHAEN 2F A o9& EFE 30089 a1 FF: 1004, 2
5 & 1004, 3-91(3%%): 100¥)& ol &3 HAAZ A4 F4 AF Hr7t A2d9
*‘o‘% AAsdd. AEG 2F Ar 299 9 A4 ALt ?‘**5‘401 A
Z 5849 308, ¥ 90¥We ANEE JdJE AdHdo AFUAYAEE TSI
ez 2108(ZF S8E 7084)e AALe2 oA,

24 EAA AR AIFANE FF)A dE W d& IS ol 8A o
T AAL FAR A2de FIFANE #3003 gle W de e o8
7] wEd JH H2EaPd WP & F glo A2EEaYPS VEFE
(skewness) AR £AF ¥WaA7Y 48T A%t AA UFYE G o &
2 etkn 33 wEIHG ANPsiRew, EA A AA IFo2REH Ul BFE
HEE do] 33 wrEIG APy, pAGez Ay 54 £29Ho=RE 57
o] Hag HHE do %53 33 *é@s‘r‘}&‘:}

F 18 A4 g AEHRAENH 2§ Al & E7E A Algd diFd dA
Zt 5ERA A2dge wA FH( dAES YEHUY, 23 9 = G558 A
Hg dAdez g 2499 dAEL vedo ® 19 dEd bt o] g
ANBEE ol4de de 3 A BFE BRE ol &eAS o M FL BHA 1
g WFE JEE o/ &3 &skes W b U8 FFAS Yoy o AolE
g ax git. AA L AEE oLAE e 9A A HY¥E BEE )&}
T A M FL A UK ¥ A UIFE HRE o &HE o HF R
A7 dgoy 58 AEE WL #He ol o Heole 2 A Ut
AY 23 wE Ar A ABE 83T AL A2gAME HFEE JEE o &
2 @ Aol o HI{F A Ao
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Table 1. Successful grading rate of grading system (%)

No skewness 1 skewness data 5 skewness data

Repetition 1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3

Successful | 761 | 730 | 738 | 705 | 69.1 | 733 | 750 | 728 | 767
grading rate | (878 | (844) | (833) | (889) | (86.7) | (856) | (86.7) | (80.0) | (90.0)

Average
successful 74.2 (85.2) 71.0 (87.1) 74.8 (85.6)

grading rate

¥ () contains the successful grading rate using a training data set.

aFRY B4 ANEL CoF B7] &d vuw A4FL s,
2l AEF 2FEAEL 2F A A&7 2F B B4 X
gL JEUYdT. A&7 28 BE 299 Q4 My AE79 10d o
) HE M 499 599 HAAAZR o)FolA oen HEI IF
A9t BY AE/NHEL AR dA&A g,

E 2 3™ F 909 FFE& AR dAAME 744%Y dAEL Edoew
w2 210709 HAL AR dAMNE 69.1%) YANEL B FF5L& Algd B
g dRE LS ¢ F AR 1 5F AP E AR MEA dAEo ANF ¥
foem 2 FF AAL AR AEA BAXES AT 0. o] AdREHY AESL
I8 BE 2 5F A8 BEA 1 5322 4% AAses ] 588 ¢ F A
t},
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Table 2. Successful grading rate of expert groups B against group A (%)

Expert group B
1 grade 2 grade 3 grade
80.0 20.0 0.0
1 grade
(83.3) (16.7) (0.0)
429 50.0 7.1
Expert A 2 d
Kpert grotp grace 26.7) (66.7) 66)
0.0 229 77.1
3 grade
0.0) (26.7) (73.3)

¥ () contains the successful grading rate using a training data set.
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g AN A4 F3 AT B A2 AE

AH4e AL vl EFAHo|ojM ol AFME A HE AENTAE <
30%69 B4 2AE YEUAY. ofH AFAAM ALd AL A4 FA 2AF H
M2 23 & 749 AA4E AEE 5 dom A4 Hd HAENSY B dA
EE T4%2 94 A AEZDY B 2A4E& 0% Evdx ol 23 Ay &£
g F7hA7IE AdE8AHA F2 AF B A29Y AL JtEEA stele AlRd
ot

4. 9° R A&

g a7 @4 Q4 AARAA GAHD YE FFE5E L gBPA 9@ A
dUe AT 483 FAYANLAY Y4 716 5F AEvAee A
237 fAsel FYHRAG. 1 A% dYIHenRy £uH =WEL 2@
F, ATARFE ol §3%a] ANV A4 $FL BAGE FHEL ALHY,

sHE 100704 & 300709 A4AE FAA 0ME o) &3 /HLd A

F4 83 N2dE FFAINL 20ME G839 N2 AAS d, SIBA

HAETEL F MBAEATY. FFo A8" A8Y AgoE EFER, olE A

dFAN TIRALE B9 dFAEY 24 (F 30%)S A o g 2L

HEEREM T3 AFBAAMN2YEY 4838 Yoo )¢ nTHA AAe And

o}

a4+ Z#AE g93d gy 3o,

1 949 FFdd Adg49 E%ﬂ@& o] 83 A&£Heo T FFHE A4 4
A FAFGI A2 g2 &4 & A o

2. NBE olgste el %7‘49} w3l ANREREH 94 85, B3
ZNAANZ A, 283 o]lF FEEE AZTEYoZ FAY AAZ A4 TA
7t Al2€-g Aes

30T E AN A4 FA AU A" 2% 3 Y Q4L HE Y 5 Yo
o A A AEIe B3 o l%% % T4%E AN 2" A5 nTFHo|n,

4. °] @7AA F A4 A AEI 2FTY BAH JAEL F 70%E A4 Ay
AENLAE 237 HL& & F ﬂ%lc}.

5. 0¥ AFoAM AMEE HAAZ AN FA AF Y A2PL AN HAYW AR}
o] BAY dAEo]l T4%RE QA MY HEJZY BAH AXNE 70% LUE o}
2% A £58 FU7ANE 44359 EA A% G A2 A2e ssa
A stElet Al €
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