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Dévelopment of Automatic Tomato Grading System
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1. A&

AEE AFAEE T3] oA =V, %, 472 T AN F44 wet n2E I
AL TEa, ZA A89443 i AAE, EAEg FEAEE FERY THe RF$- of
A7NAE £ AFEL FUIGHZE MEAEST flon, FFY AEIE o839 F
49 3 ¥ 15kg, 10kg &) EASE Aol 7HF gitFoith. 24 AFAEY {7t
A Eol7] SN FFo] MZAL HAY & Y& 7SS 371 JAN 2o Ao
Adste v Utk 5, 1997). £33 ZHYM EFEHYE o839 #Ye JEE HH
YHeoz FA ABY F Ue Al2d"o] Ad A83 A Aol F, 1998).

2 FAGAL ¥ T FAEW Fo] FHol Ho FAEAAFFTAHAPC
Agricultural Products Processing Center)& A Xdd ¥FF5o=2 A . Hd¥ . X% . 233
= AEIZE st e, 979 73704 Y FAEAAFFTAEI AHHY FFA A
o BRE srlolA sEHog P I AAIYPo] FAEAANFETAH F TN
RO EE o2 Y ¥ L& AR, FHAEES FAAIIY, Yol oj§ A
AF5Y JAAZ BAAY B oplE FAEY AAFE N AAA 2002E7HA
220048 AXNE AP UT(EFHH, 1999).

FAEAARFTAHY WF= A 99, A%, A4, 2434 3-8 A 2 7 ARA R
TAEY. ol 84 JHeH of3 R £RYYERI} E3, V|eFH R 3159 Vs &
THE FEo] A¥AA ot ol #AUEAE FAVARATLANE At FASS 4Z2L
FAA Adste MY AEZAE AL, 6EEFE AYsEH dF AFHAE
A &E51 vk A4 g AAAX AEYFS IN/Z/ZEM, 2F TFAM FF
2 A MAEFo] F8U)d AA AFHI, 533 AZAPo] &L AHES B¢ YAz
F A e HAEt WY FIEEE J|ed Bgo] Hasid,

#H Svety EvE QA B4FLE 47 4633ha, 246HECON N ERSFAT,
80t FrtolF uid F/tFA glod, 53 90ddl FutolF A AujH o] &3 Y=
Bt Al EA L ZA st Juk BRlEE F£8 dAF9 v © @ots
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714 ZF4E37)0 @AQle] AF7HF 0] A F ] dar, AR =
Ao M= 0|9 H|&3t EvtEE J|el 2HEd) v]& Auj et
o FAFYIES Z2E F AUH AA AEFRE FY ot
(FERAEH, 199).

EvtES] ¢ w40 AN FE HHdo] WA 9o ried, ol A W=
=& JetiE 4S540 G35 E3AN FAld #3488 0= lycopene A&7t A=) #
ol dojd wetM sHoly FEYREL ErtE/ dAS M o]23-& w 9 7]
g FdolEan #useE, & W AL YEHY SAAE TE FEXFEZ o)Lty
At 3 24 UDSAE ErlEY FF3E 43 HHAEE A 2F UHCFR,
1991).

o] AFdME FH7IASAT LA AEs AN A2 AP E A &
ZA1713, ol EvtE AW HR3o Alxge] A% 2 HEAHE AEI}LA FYHA
o FAHAA AFEAHL Progressive Scan Z# JlujEls A3 & HGAAAN 2L T
A3tn, EvtE AAAEE H3 dngE S MEE L, ol FAERTAHA HAsA A
2de] A% S FJrhea, 3F A299 Ved Ba3de 7%= Aok

2. 4 2 By
7H A gAxd 7.

EnE AAFFAEE Evtert $dHE 2P14A BE dist Ze] §oz 7133,
Fog 5ol AE(IAAY)HI, R F4 AHdF FAd g 24408E AY F AF
THRAN & FF L AZ NPT TFEH FFEZ wEdch 28 15kg GHR
At #AZ F Adiolol2 ojfHo] A, ¥ R WIS AN FE F o F
Aol EFHEHEE FAAHAD.

€ A& AdA SIELEFE FA 85FH A7 35S 2YY F 45 Ao 7t
TOEE AASHTt o] A2de 324z WEATL 32400/1/A1zt0l L, HFEMEY 1
d A&FE 1,500~1,8004 3 238 A Eolt}.

. A A2

EvE AZ2%RE 4% 993N 29e 294, slugl, AAL 93AE zZza
#d Toz FAHY Ao

ZHAAE 20W 24 FQ(Philips Co)g ol$HA Y AR 9o ZHz 344, A
Foll 1Y F8AE 45 ° HA AASAH T, AW WY 2EE 5030~6100 Lux Aot 94
dHFAEZ NTSC ¥4 9 Progressive scan @2 CCD 7+92HCV-M70, Jai Co., Japan)9
3G 450(598) X 480(=3)) /M o} 3L, Non-interlaced 4 o2 Qe 2l Ag CCDe 9
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8 n& Az MEEY 15 2a Y. sisERE Y5d A4S ZHd aHY
(Matrox MeteorII, Matrox Electronic System Ltd., Canada)®] &g 53 HFEH=
BUXY, opg2a JHNIEE AFHY &R A€ PCI U822 2 2
el o3 OENEE HEd

8 EvlEY FAE B *l1gd 2= AE JidE b2 ol HAX3e &
At

o Axd 547}

Aol AHgE FAARE £3A AEFY 2L S7HA 83 EvtREAA #34
o] ZMdA HY7x nE2A EFFES ALdgn, FE2e EHY ERELT

W USDAY ErtE HHXE(CFR, 191)s} vjudHA Sto 2 EnlE SEGAE
(Green, Breakers, Tuming, Pink, Light red, Red)® 331 % XHHEE AE 156AME AL
&t 233 A HHE 750 85FY FA A4 Y& Ux, 97 32 FF
S F1E AS AA SISVt A F/EE AL nEEA o AFdAME AZE 3F
Foz nFPANAY

welA A8 E $¢te® 3% F(Green/Breakers, Turning/Pink, Light red/Red) +&3+4
FEAIG F, AE 424 (Chroma Meter CR-200, Minolta) & ©] 839 By MEZ & A3
o EVAEE EvtESY #AR(Blossom)E FALE 10m Al A& 3AHE A4z
AE o] 43t CIE L* a* b*x 2 Z3383, o]59 HFgE NEHFOE FA.

agla EviE #ARI Y2 FIEE ojFHPAld T A A 2R I TF
Adg Ase §¢t BAFAA} A e v LS AES NZ2UR ALEE FYIFA

3. 254 & &
7t EvtE AAQAd dueE

o] AFojAE CCD Ftulgtel s A48 RGB HEA & CIE 1976 Lxaxb* F3EA
goz Wzsd Mg FANAY F AR G4 AA i RGB gl U@ Adeyd
< 7% H A 8 3AFA XYZHoE #AE I, o]F TA A(2)F &3 CIE
L*xaxb* gtoz 3As gt

agn Alg 15578 o188 43 e EvtE AZ2WA ¥4 TCV(Tomato Color
Value) & MR 1, o] g A Entge] 472 FF7|EL 2A3AAH.

X = 2.7689R + 1.7517G + 1.1302B

Y = LOR + 45907G + 0.0601B ..o ey
Z = 0.0565G + 5.5943B

—284—



L* = 116(Y/Yo"® - 16

CLIET 1 0 (0.00. 0 RCIEN 0 ¢ () Kl EEN @
b* = 200[(Y/Yo)® - Z/Zo)¥)
TCV = 940 + 0.056L* + 0.082a* + 0.252b* ......ccoovvvierens 3

292 2EAY yRdg dX™
Progressive scan 7}#go]lx, 1Y3L i
2t 12 3709 EntE GA4E FAd ¢l9
€9 Agd 4 4725 FA #3EdHY
£ HAFE Apzleln,

I 45 {9o2 £55 FEY EvE
o wate FEAAYANLEH A NRA S
o] &3t ZFAF axs} bx # EEXFHE
Uetd Aoz FGaAgA2dy o3 A
g AEE sE59A7 axd] HYHE AES
Hol widq, MAARAY A 529 A
PAE wel ax9} bx T/ As.

¥1e AN LHoR EntE £5
¥ FE MSAEE GY4E] H8 sx ¢
AME EAHE L*axbxe] HTFgzre) o)
€ Turkeyd WFAAYP LR ¥z Ao
o4 EfE 558 Lx3 bxE E1dA 2E
utep go] A Aoz LdAYTE
BAYA 2, YA BTN 73
€ 3o dEgoy, s:uAt faxE
Holx] gttt 3k2| %t A M X (redness) axE
gm0 JNPLAFE JAHA 23 A x)
AAA ZFojA @A Frhese Al W

Fig. 2 Progressive camera mounted in

=

the illumination chamber.

Fig. 3 Digital images of three tomatoes
< ¥xt olsEl, 7 £xa A7 FEE o) acquired using machine vision system.
E Bo EnEY gx AHE HME ax

7t 7Hg AAS Aoz ey
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Fig 4. Two dimensional plots of observed data using machine vision and colorimeter.

Table 1. Lightness, redness and yellowness for each maturity stages by
machine vision and colorimeter.

Maturity L a b
stages  |Machine vision‘Chroma meter|Machine vision|Chroma meterMachine vision|Chroma meter

Green 66.06a ; 54.63a -1.38a -6.80a 7.3la 18.00a
Breakers 6588a , 5588a 1.38b -2.94b 7.06a 17.63a
Turning 65.19b ‘ 54.25a 5.25¢ 1.50¢ 6.88a 14.31b
Pink 65.00b ; 55.25a 9.00d 5.25d 6.63a 15.88ab
Light red 64.33c | 50.67b 13.83e 12.00e 6.50a 13.67b
Red 63.43d l 4771c 26.20f 14.00f 6.43a 8.00c

* Averages followed by the same letter are not significantly different at 95%
confidence level using Turkey's Multiple Range Test.

Y. EvtE J¥As

H2E FAAYgAN2GTG Sk o BEvlgEeY M7 FFHAE FHE ¥|2FT Aol o
Aol A =A3 Progressive scan 7HolEl n&PAA YA AL o] &3 155719 EntE
g TAARE & AEE A 1383747 §HAE R dXE A 89%S) APEE B
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AW AE H20A B ulgl go] @4 EntEdME QX7 Ao, nsAH F
Green/Breakers®} Turning/Pink @AM ddidoez o$ FA JeEydt ol EntEY
dsol AgPEo] =l uigoe] AletAn FAFRFE Aol LHI}r] AFEIA A,
37 A (tannish-yellow) £ =3 A (greenish-yellow) ZHY W2 FF o]d oigt H o]
87494,

ANEE S8 FJA X
E97t F& AedA £8F & i ddviel & FIFH 472 ddsied, 53 ¢
A8 F& EvtES d ¥& EnEE FEIA FAAE A Qo] AMEHE F
E AEE TEE F Ude duYyF Mo aT7HAG.

Wb FF AFE9 FAAY BT VAN A% 47 A TE RN AH
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Table 2 Color classification results by manual and machine vision classification.

Machine vision classification
Manual grading Total
Green/Breakers Turning/Pink Light red/Red

Green/Breakers 62 12 74
Turning/Pink 2 39 2 43

Light red/Red 1 37 33
Total 64 52 39 155

b. 2ok & A&

o] AT FAVNASGAT LA LY BFF de AR FAHIAEANAgS

FHEFEAES 2 dPaRFAN AP e FHAAY Aated FaAHUG, AR
ozE J1EY VAN AEAAYSS 2A) 5D B opIY, r|g g2 HeA
o b5 % BF /16 BeRE FRAAA ANAReH, 2 FeARE ge 2
o},

7}. Progressive scan 32 Jldal & iz 23 9719 JAZHYS AYYE F YE
1& A28 S FAA3AN, RGB #2 Lraxb*x FEAZ Had T En}
E A Al dngEFe Adstac
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U EntE S Lxd bx gtE S5 E JAAGANLET AANRA ZFAM FAs)
Aov £=GAL FAARE HolA ¢strh W H M E(redness) axE A T
A 2492 FRE FARE EJA @A agto] EutE AANE4 JHR
A Aoz eyt

th ol EnE FA4TAY FABAAFFAECN A FU¢d T EviE FF
A vag A3 89%7F AU B o] FFHANLHL 32E FA
Aagroz A 71E9 10,8007/A1% R 5o 3wy FFHAUT

g 28y EvtE AEAFANE H4ugd e Ado] opet FEAH WM F
2 A= " FEAE £ A EnyF AL LFHAT
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Fig. 1 Block diagram of tomato packing line facility established in the agricultural
products processing center(APC) of Shinbuk Nonghyup, Chunchon, Kangwon.
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