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Fig. 3. Fiber Images for Fiber
Aggregate Length
(Specimen No. 11 |, 24 )
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Fig. 3. Relationship among Subjective
Sensations and Fiber Aggregate Length
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Table 5. Classification Rates for
Roughness (by KES data)

“Predicted Roughness Not

Indifferent| Rough Total
Rough

Real Roughness

Not Rough [9(750%)| 2(16.7%) | 1(8.3%) |12(100%)

Indifferent  |4(40.0%) | 4(40.0%) |2(20.0%)|10(100%)

Rough 0(0.09%) |- 4(57.1%) |5(55.6%) | 9(100%)

Hit Ratio 58.1%
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Table 6. Classification Rates for
Roughness (by KES data and Surface
Fiber)

Predicted Roughness Not

Indifferent| Rough Total
Rough

Real Roughness

Not Rough |9(75.0%) | 2(16.7%) | 1(8.3%) |12(100%)
Indifferent | 3(30.0%) | 5(50.0%6) [2(20.0%6)|10(10026)

Rough 000.0%) | 3(33.3%) |6(66.7%) | 9(100%)
Hit Ratio 64.5%
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Table 7. Classification Rates for Warmth
(by KES data)

icted Warmth Not
Indiffernet| Warm Total
Real Warmth Warmh

Not Warm | 6(75.0%) | 2(25.096) | 0(0%) | 8(100%)
Indifferent 2(15.4%) | 6(46.296) | 5(38.5%) {13(100%)
Warm 0(0%) | 2(20.0%) | 8(80.0%) | 10(100%)
Hit Ratio 64.5%
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Table 8. Classification Rates for Warmth
(by KES data and Surface Fiber)

redicted Warmth Not
Indifferent] Warm Total
Real Warmth Warm

Not Warm _ [6(75.0%)] 2(25.0%) [ 0(0%) [ 8(100%)
Indifferent | 2(15.4%) | 10(76.9%) | 1(7.7%) |13(100%)
Warm 0(0%) | 1(10.0%) |9(90.0%)]10(100%)
Hit Ratio 80.6%
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