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Identification of discrimination factors for a pig weighing

system using image processing data.
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Fig 1. Measuring systems of weight and image for pigs.
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Fig. 2 Image processing methods.
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Fig 3. Relationship between binary image data and weight of pigs.
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Fig. 4 Relationship between the image data, that the images of the head and
tail portion from the whole image were eliminated, and weight of pigs.
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Fig. 5 Relationship between the projective image data and weight of pigs.
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