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1. M =2

gREY bsty sdE 2 7 7S W9
2§, JF , Xeray, vlo] & 9ol 8, 25,
#(Near Infra-Red, NIR) 28]m & 27|29
(Nuclear Magnetic Resonance, NMR) =9} 9 &) 7]
%381 9t} (ASAE, 1994). &8, 28 783 29
9 &L FU9 Y5olel g st Ak FF I
49 F4H sEE o5 4EY v nlo A3
Aoz Fdo] Atk 4 & 7] F 7 (Proton NMR)
< e FAEY §83 dRolvdt Uy 12E
18 FAEY F2A Bl o fgatrhe Ro)
48 ARkl JElA BrEF T (Chen T, 1989;
Chen -, 1993 ; Zion %, 1995; Kim, 1995).

NMR 2339 T2 332 o WL vy
Holghs ZAolth. 1 3 NMR #3% (high
resolution NMR spectroscopy)-2> AR =8tz19} §3+a
oAl 712 A A7 =FE 2ol1 Q). o] ML
FF 4945 9 AgE SA3sted 2k 23d
NMR E3H9 A3 7] F 3 % AHMagnetic
Resonance Imaging, MRI)2 # Zo] A FE 7|&9 @
23 2719 MRI 33 A sbsA o g 9ok
S&H2 k. MRIZ A8 U9 ssta, 1713
B3 7123 AANF e oAy 23 72 AE
2 A38

g2 AEAL 'H °C, °F, ®Ne, "P 281

K Z& NMR AZE 22 4458 23 9t o
T 44 F 'Hol AEA ) 71 F5 -3 cHGadian,
1995). 28j22 o7 'He] 23L& & F2
NMR3% MRIe| #ate] A3 8ot

2. NMR3} MRIS} 7] & g

.

copy)

7188 =EdY

(NMR Spectros-

(1) NMR2| 22|

%4 AH(proton)s} Zo] 7] RAEE Zt= g
o) A% Ze A7l ol ARelE ANF
# sH(magnetization) Mo] L3t} o] Ashe 9%
9 A71%3 2L PFOR A AT of WYL o
$ 594 Rz mug 4 U

o714y & gyromagnetic H]&ot}. o]d AAHE
9 A7) RAEE A7 Hgoz FHstee A
Aol glow R 27149 279 #do] v
54 FAT(0)2 TEY F st A E
(precessye &0k 8 A71FE EEUY ds
Larmor @7 4ol T &2y o5 202 B¥E +

*ARYGE SRS ARAANAY THE AL ZRAL (5A BT AT A)
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ATt

wo = 7B, (radls) = v, = ﬁ B, (Hz) - Q@

A71A 79 @9+ rad -s7 - gauss~'o) 1 B9 ©
A= gausso|th. MO 7] A8 ol Qe ¥R
('H)9] 4:of n] & g}, gyromagnetic ¥] &2 ¢33 2
Fiol wet ke 4otk (HY 7 & 2.68 x10°
rad - s7! - gauss™'t}). A} ML F712 07 e
F 34 (radio frequency, RF) H A(pulse), B2 A}
(excitation)dto] HEE 4= 9lth. B9 &2 NMR
AEE ASE & e x—y FENOE ME 3A
A7) Roltt. Bi9) F7)¢} ozt A Ht,, in second)
of wetAd AL (4, in radian)e ZAE 4 9t}
o AL thg BANCZ BHY £ Ut

g = YBltg ............................................ (3)

PR A YA F £ ZY)] FEHE
A3 Aol thsted 2] 4= (exponentially) 0 2 7t
&%tk o] WAL o] Y(relaxation)o]g} R-Ec}.
Relaxation F-Qto} @9 sping-2 U & iz
FE3te oy FHJeYR Sob2 ). Relaxation
T RPor HAgsHAG. 1 F e A2F

relaxation (spin-lattice £ = T, relaxation)o] 7 & &}

-

£ 7}2% relaxation (spin-spin ¥t T, relaxation)

Fig. 1 Role of B, pulse. 90 RF pulse. The
RF pulse nutates magnetization M to
X —y(transverse) plane. B, is an exter-
nal magnetic field.

olgt gt Relaxationg st 1A
292 Bloch 2olgtn g#A glon ot
EA gk

D .J).

o 4

LT

A
A

o
=]

d FHZ EAE F U

MA(t) e coswt —eP'singt 07 (M
(MV(I)J = [ Platt Sin(l)ot et C0S w ,t 0} [W}

Mf1) 0 0 et

+[ 0 } .......................... 5)

M1 —e™)

AN @ ==, b = —, 253 M, M
T, T, )

g1 M= Z+zt 27 A8+9 x, y, 281 z Al Bo)
th My, = M, +iM, (4714 iE Ha5E ez
d 28] x-y HE AR M ()E g B4

2 vehd & Qo
1
M) = M, e (iwa— —T—)[ ................ (6)
2

A7|A M, = M + iMjolth T N2 % A8, MY
)7} 271 HEZF A3h M, 9] 63% groll 2238 A
toln Ty 7FEF &8 M (0.7 7] AZF 2}
3}, M3, 9 37%714) Zrasted dele Agtolth

2 (QERH YT 4A4HEL 2R A Jlete
ZA71% A8 2L Fo5E x5S #h 1
By AAE AR YR A E o7 1739 g
2 A% 5, 444 §49 BEgE Y 43
A7)0 wigst 4 S JFE vjATh 2=
& F ARAY 2717 Bye tha Zo| vEbd £
At
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Magnitude

T Bobd A7) 39 Tl 8

By =B,(1-0)

o] 714 ¢ & shielding AF4=olt}. 2] Q)¢ (NS ol &
9 o e e BAAE T8 F U

.............................

Y
V,=——B,(1-
0 2r o ( o)

69 V)= dARSo] YE F99 TR
Jr%iOl At 2 ER .9.%, e, 181 FE
= proton ('H)y& z}7] Zy40 AT E A
) oA TL %Z}E},%LZIEL\_ BRAPR o
2 o2 A3 2 BAYste PAS chemical shifiz} &
t}. Chemical shift?] & <j7} 28 29] Yetg oA 9l
o 29 2& 2% ode 39 FA4E E 5 9

& o}R7}E (avocado)o] A EH 3 FRI} FRO
3% Fo54E B £ e phmd] AFAEH S B A

ZFoh. o] 2:AHEL A A7)t 2 Tesla(1 T =
10,000 gauss)Ql NMR A X2 o] g&ke] A3l 9]
oM 2Y9Le 429 T 1] (resonance peak)
ZRE ok 35ppm dolAA 3 HA7t AdE &
491 gEe T Har £ % AIEF

Spectra of plum and avocado

0 :
—44 -33 -22

PPM

Fig. 2 Superimposed spectra of an avo-
cado and a plum showing oil and
water resonance peaks from an
avocado and sugar and water
resonance peaks from a plum. These
spectra were taken using a 2 T NMR
system.

_11_ 00 11 22 33 44

6 o L1 ppm WIAN Q€ & F At T
39 Bas $29 39 929 obF 28 Yok
A AdEY S ol gstel £ETH GO YA &
Aste NRE BASI) AAAE A3 A7
2 A g olgato] £33 B2 3 427t 3
AR GES stolo} 5 B HROEREY I
% ol§¥ 4 Ut

(2) NMR 22
B, 2 QA ¥ 3YlE

At o] Azs@), £ T*9

Hoz EAEF Ut

NMR A %, s()7} fr &
v &2 Zade o

~—

2}7173}94 wstol] 421
Ty ]‘:}- gty oz Tz > Tz*"’}‘ o] A% free in-
duction decay (FID)z} ¢el A Q). o1 7] A] freedt 2
o= oM Zgate B AV Quke AUt
AAEe NMR X & o] FIDE o83t ANEE
L=

NMR A#HEY N3F S(o)= FID AF, s()E F
g]o] ¥ g (Fourier transform)ato] ¢ =t} NMR A=
=y AsE thg Ao tehlolAn

S(w) o< zp,[ j| .......... (10)

1+(w _w)ZTtZ

2] Tl*s 14 la]_’
W=t} (Gadian,

-

S()9 %=e &3 4L
chemical shift &3}
1995). 29 2904 R vis} Zo] & proton A E
3 PABE B8 24 TEZ TAFE O NMR
vl g}, Chemical shit & 38 o]4&ho
24 atnA god A Arigel Bes

"o
2 J
o ©
o I‘
o

NEE
ANgg
oh.

Lt X271 29 4 (Magnetic Resonance
Imaging, MRI)
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(1) X7l B oo Ha

A7) T8 GRS NERREH TR A g2
A NMR 54& 548t A8 49 F3oltt o
q A7 298 B8 7€ T U spin-warp G4
Zles 71BLR 3o MRIY de g datnzt &
o FLE IF AT ANRE FE ALERH
AYE AZdnh A g2%E I AX o get o
e FH5E BRI A8 H¥9 AR
ol gt Fase A7 #AE o
= A2 2 vehd

gradientZ

o714 @ Larmor F3}<= (rad/sec), G= A8 =
717 gradient (gauss/cm) 18 1 xE EIH439 Az
(ecm)o]t}. Al F S0 FHFS) x P& Frtol wat
A7) A7 HEts A3 A7) gradientS A
2ol ZEA71E A Je 30AoR £X8 0 9
T protonE 2 7149 A 7] W] met M2 o E
FoFE AT E Sth o] T RN
Ztate ddE A7 FB)FH A4y AFH 3 9
Hol o) FAsE A7) (G ot wat
A A8 27] A gradientZ 2 A 3] AFgate] A2 W)
9] NMR A3 & 134, 2249 281 34408 A}
“$H(mapping) & 4 31 tH(McCarthy, 1994).

(2) NMR Z49 44

Z+7] 38 FAFg o)afi sty YA slice selection,
phase encoding 712} 11 frequency encoding®] M| 7}3
g0l olalstoof gttt o] =EoAE 29 39M
B vt o] slice selectione F7F ¥ HAY9) z v
&k, phase encoding &2 y Wgr g1
encoding &2 x Wk} #A 7} Qlet.

A& ol A z 3Fe] NMR A 3§ $3817] 9 &
A] slice selection2 33t} o] AL L2 A5 gFA
He A g2 4EE . 3% 304 2E vhg
Zol 2z ¥FoZ NMR A5 5 A& 798 d3e
7, 1,2 o] RF B2 % 4% 2713 gradient
o] 83l M el dtt}. Phase encodings o) &3t} y v
%o NMR 438 7|8t} 23t 2o] NMR 4]
% 9] 91/}(phase)2 yo] &2 7| St

frequency

FOV¢

4

S 5
w
Gs
\ 4
Y \%/2
y e
&
Qgc’
Fig. 3 Diagram showing slice selection,

phase encoding, and fequency en-
coding gradients, and field of views in
frequency and phase encode direc-
tions, FOV, and FOV,. Gray volume
indicates slice-selected region where
thickness is [, in a cylindrical sam-
ple.

¢(y) = ertdy .................................... (12)

o714 G,¥ phase encoding k(o 7| X &=
029 M¥ 7|4 gradientd] =} A)7)o)H, t,
& phase encoding A]ZFo]th. NMR A& 9] x wgko
29 7]1£& F34 (frequency)sS 0] L3}e] o]0
Aok Fa59] F42 eEltbs NMR A3 & oS
BANCE & rt.

y %)

1714 Gez frequency encoding "% (237]4] x 2%)
029 4 27173 gadient) R340 A7|o|th @
2A THE x& Aabe] 9 ARE GE Fo49
NMR 458 24t olgA goja A5F o &
stol 23h99) G ARE FE £ ATk

2499 A7) 39 G4 A4 FaAe A
2 GG AE SO)F k-9 Alospaceyol A F g
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53 Boke) 27

o AE Sk, k)Z THA AP Stojof Btk o] AL o
& #4402 Jehact

Stky, k) = [If px, ¥, 2) dz exp [i2 7 (kx + k)]

ANk =Qr)'y Gty k,=Qx) 'y G, t,012
= AE AEY Alzho]ti(Callaghan, 1991). S(&,, &)
oo Zo] Falo] H@sle] 234Y NMR 4
A=t

(gl

tlo

|

o(x y) = [[Stky k) exp [—i2x(kx + k)] dk,
. veveerererrneseriansaeseriesiisesernnes (15)

NMR 2z90 odArel 9 <d(field of view, FOV)
phase encoding ®}3F (FOV )3} frequency encoding
FHFOVYL 2 o] AT 4 Yok (19 3 =)
FOV, & th-& #4422 ey

FOV, = (27) (7 4Gy t,)™" smeersensnnvanians (16)
o}7]14 4G,& phase encoding PFOoZA L

gradient Z=7}2 o]t} FOV &= th& #AA4]
pul=

lo
b
L
o

FOV; = (27) (7 Grt)™" wrrereememessaronannnnennns an

227 #e AEE A7) 39 B4E ol g3t
243129 FOVE 2 sok shed
& gadient) 4534 2717k 9 FoE AL @

Ll
hy)
N
40
&
X

%1

(3) NMR 99Al9| = 813}
7] 2% gAbolA] spin-echo= NMR HArS ¢
d w4 28 NMR gaolth A8 Re @
Aof 9 £EAl0] 9l protond] 5ol v s}
NMR 239 37)= 27 33 949 35U 8
719 Wge Yozt Z, protons) %‘:7} g5
78 AFES SRt} o] 9] relaxation AF49) T,
Alg 9 dejol wtet Aaks FaF °§
HE QA olt} o] Al FEA ARE AR 9] AFele]

Oh‘

3 7le %

Fig. 4 Spin-echo pulse sequence. Pulse se-
quences showing their magnetization
development. Black and gray arrows
represent magnetization before and
afther the pulse respectfully.

Table 1 Image contrast sources for spin

echo NMR images

Imaging TE TR | Contrast source
Proton density < T, | » T, | Proton density
T, weighted =T, > T T,
T, weighted < T,| =T, T,

wel Wahe AAEelth 2aln A7) 37 IHE
Qrd We# ¥ /b 34 2% AR Yok DA

A|f X (sequence)?] A]Z

CESCENE PPN

AL JERY & repetition time (TR)3# H XA A|@A

o @ Age YAkt

RF 2 9] |27 5} echog]
2R A AL dehie

echo time (TE)

o] ¥ @4 AAEoIT (28 4 FZ) (Callaghan,

1991). TR 4+ TER.TH At

o AAESO) A7)

3% GAM g HEAE FoF AAE0
o} o5 AR Yol E A7) B
&, AKdiffusion), 4 £ &, #7] 717 =(magnetic

suscepiibility) 59] ¥ o] e}

49 BEE

o 1-T

M.

29 4 AV B9 FR0IA Bel 20k Ha
A @BAF) 84l spin-echo A A AAE JERY
1 glck o] EA AFAE x %078 90° RF A E

Arte F AR AIHTE/2)0]

ZE F Ay &

2 180°9 RF HAE Yr}&}lo] echo A EE P+
o]}t ¥ 12 spin-echo A A|AAE o] §d+H

TR} TEE ¥ASAAN S

& e

A 7+ B

9 GAF = e el A 7A FEl A

~279-



F25U7NATE A A24A A3F 19999 69

2 Z+Z} proton density, T, weighted 721 T,
weightedg} . &cl. 19 oW A TR} TEYHS &
A Al A B F4E & F AEA got
Bzt

Spin-echo A A|PAE o] gt A2 27| ¥
d g4k A& S(t)= proton density, T, relaxation, T,

relaxation?] $42 T} 7} 2o] Ehd 4 k.

S 0 25 i exp(—Th) (1—exp(=" )
1

9714 i g8 JES Yl e Aot
A B E 9z} TR ITES T, 55 A
3} proton density Ato|gt: &1 AF S(He o

<3 2t

S(t) 0 2] oy weeererreeseensssssss s (19)
1

o] g4 71L& Al 1 Z=AEo| proton density7}
HASA Aolst & o o] g3t

B4 85 AA TR =Tol1 TE € T,=& 43 3
A T, weighted F4}oletx dtu A& S(he b3
Zh

-

S(t) o< 2 o; (1 —exp(——TR/T“)) .................. (20)
i
o] G/ 71HE& A8 Y 2AE9 T, relaxation A5
7t OE AR 2ot o) F o o] -3
VG E5 QA TRE o}F A JL TE=T, &
= A3 T, weighted gAoletn st AZ S()
T 9EH 2

S(t) o< Z oi exP(rE/Tzi) ........................ 2D
i

o] B4 71HL AE U A E9 T, relaxation A}
7t g QARG ato)st o & f o] g3t}
a2y &S TR} Adjdoez ) TE gg A3s
d AR oR A7) FP B4 Nz FaH7)
oo whE3 st ook kAo TRE Tg %
Zsted 201 TEE 1,5 ZF&sted 200 &
o

T, &2 #E 24L& T, weighted FA A= 2

ACIZIE o) Bolut g2 T, @& 2 232
T, weighted /g4 BAl (27} 4) Belct
greroll TRk TES 242t T, 3 Toofl v|eatAl 2%
sk E¢d T3 T, g4olekn st o W A
B 240 qGE T T, 2 7Hd o & # &2
€ FEuT A28 f8A ol gt
A MRI 71g3 dugE 7)€L& Xray 7]€°]
Ath Xeray 7] &) th& MRI 7129 33 & Aoy
doE R 2o A, MRE7| ¢ FRE 4] 43
s 24 24 deth 24, 3oz X
rayi= 22H4l 7]g0] 2 MRIE 3249 710t AA,
Xrays 949 v #gst 324 dedw JEs
U MRIE 92 U5, 54, g4t 5 ohFaich.

3. SY =20k X7 BE 7|12 0|8

NMR 7|2 50d dA 4EAE A7t &
31 31t} o] 2l NMR & %+ (spectroscopy)2- 8+2}
U AESAAE A5 o 2ole EA £4Y
°] HAtt. MRIE 80dt) xWHEE] R EokedA
ol & I oo HA Xeray] ¥ AHE A
t 90Tk MRIS] HA7E 254 ste] H7] k38

o|.

A o ek Aol & £ Utk NMR 7]e9] &
2 5RPo2E AA, vz Jeolt. 4, A9
EE AEAd 282 5 Aok AA, 4= 449
BEE AFH0R HT + Qv vk To R o] 7
=g A 288 72, §53 24 "t ¥
e FRE AF I

Schmidt®} Lai(1991)= A1 % oA =89 g5
°]%& NMR3} MRI 7|2 o]gsto] Aoz
ATE T AT B B BS H29 Q@
TE FAES AP e ¥4 ok AM=R
NMR 7]&& o]&3l=d QuKClack %, 1997,
Tellier} Mariette, 1995). McCarthy= o] vy 2 u] v}
AFolm VB E A7) A AAMJ AR HEE
Best 97 W) FAE FA Bk ANE AY
ok 891 th(1994).

T 27 T 7€ 2 7HA tE 2 E(mode)
oM Asts PR E YL 4 AES e AT R
& 3f 5-(high-

¥ g(imaging)o 2 EHT + 3l

ZE A #3)5(lowresolution), T

resolution) 78] 11

—280—



590 Bobg) A7) 39 A% B8

Time domain G (Hz/cm) Wavenumber
t(s) B kiem™")
FT FT

Frequency domain | G™' (cm/Hz)
f(Hz) o g

Sapatial domain
x {cm)

Fig. 5 Dimensional analysis of NMR data. FT
indicates Fourier transform.

t 19 5S¢ ol BB A4S #AE JYedn
alty. A7+ <dele] NRM AzZ Ay 7%
gradient o] g3t} oJEA 27 3 I ARE
FEANE RAFEY.

7h NZEEH0M L NMR 71& 0|8

7 35 NMR 3= Aj7F 49 (time domain)ol A}
9 NMR 7|£9] §82 A& AgiAlolA grta o
o) 20X 1 gk AW eUY wH/AA BlE F
st NMR 242 o] 833 olth AlZk FdolA
o] NMR& A|7t9) 2 A e A3 FHE ATd
th o] ARE F Y, £ F 18D 29 &
5¢ £33t 2ok A dAoiE dnFo
Z FIDY} echoE ¥4t} o3 ARE Eeth o
sy e w @A A7)8e A7) ke NMR A g
o] g3te] B 4= gt} o] WS o] &5 NMR X
=AY Holl 28 B2 AEE 5 AS AR &9
S & 7FAE NMR #v] 5 7473 A H3tct.

Barry 5 (1993)2 A 235 NMRE o] &3t n}
£ olx 7l (avocado) A9 2 &g FA AT
5L o] ARyt A ed F+F W(Soxhlet
extraction)?] ZAxgl & IXTg LAY = F
(1993)2 10MHz2} # £3}F NMRE o] &3l T &
3 BT T,E £3%ALY ©) Bl AREY
35 423 BA ASE BATKr = 062). o
7= b3HH o2 NMRE o] g3to] A89 BE
AEE dEsted Al 499 NMR 213 A0

2% S 19 Ray 5 (1993)2 5.35MHzY]
A ¥3ls NMRE o] 83t 45 FID AZE &
Hato] o Ayt A8 FE AEH o F2 8A
7} &L B P tHr = 0.95). Jordan3} Eustrace (1993)
2 AF2 271 3E o] &3 22kHz NMR ZA £ o]
g3t FEE FFsAT 22 15L of AV
A 7)) A& ) relaxation AJZF WZol o] FA&
E2Ql(on-line) MM 2 #3F srhn gtk =
=(1998)-2 10 MHz =739} €42 pulsed NMR-S ©}
g3t xR FEFH AW EFS FH¥E A
8¢ FRa3ch FE& S35 AsME FIDE
A gFE F337) AL spin echoE o] 83
ATHEE : £ =099, Ak &3k : 2 =092).

= O

L. Fob4 FHolA 2l NMR 715 Ol 8

I E3% NMR =& F3
domain)o A1 2] NMR 7]& 9] £-82 &8 58
Hopol A o] o] &= 1 gt dutH oz 1 F3
3 NMR-& dAiH(liquid state) NMR-& & st} 11 B3
5 NMRE 2zte] 28 gFsted 530 &
Folt}. o] F2E £, T, 24 T & A

4 o (frequency

B

@ rlo

F ol BHRT F34 FLoIA NMR A
2 24371 AL A2E AR A7 2T
o142l NMR 7§ o] §-atojok @k o] Fulk 4
<
_/'l:

e & oo wn

s fA AR ot 13 AEE B4 T

He g

9l= Auj(solid state NMR) = 7jtE|o] A &
oM F&3hA 2oz Qo).

Z Z(199D)2 200MHz 11 £33 NMR %3}
2510 o &(muskmelon) Z2 9] AAEY S
£9 33 ¥ A(resonance peak)7t L F3H @A
b AT BAT @ =094). 152 HAHoR
A BE o] &8l 7] d-Eo) NMR £ 30| vjsta] 3
o2 AR FEE 5T F Avkn ALHA
Chen 5(1993)2 ol 7= 256 NMR A5 & v}jg}
HA0 2 Po) Futy FGolM M5 15
ol ES) 299 o] AMEY A A} o}F

of

o

—

) bl
oft
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2 YAFS BAHr = 098). =& 152 o
o] &l 4dlAol o]4h £ Qe Aol &
Btk Zion 5(1995) 855 MHz NMR #%]Z o]
&3t M gaATF(prune)?] FEE 23F 4 Qe
e BAth 252 2HEYOZRE £2 gy
o ¥% HIAE Fol 2EY HE A o)AES
o] 2HT A5 FE AEH BAJ YHYS w
ATHr = 907). Yan $(1996)& <4} NMRS o] &3}
of #2 A% Foll Yolue FE(glucose, fructose
183 sucrose)d o] 5o Bl AT} o)
= A% Fo B2 YRo] Q& glucoses} fructose2)
M7t ot Ak 9] sucrosed] oFo] &
= 2d ok =38 solid state NMRE o) &3}
oM A A (orystal) F2I WL
=8

N

tlo

dlo

o T

38 ol o rlo

N
-

o g

Lt 32t EY0 A9 NMR 7j& ol

7] 8 A4 £ 3 F A(spatial domain)o]
12 NMR 7] &9 842 97 Fofoa] i3] o
S Ak 1970d ) Frke)] AR #27) 2
F 71E2 A A7IEE ulH94 (NMR micro-
imaging) 3} -MRI (H A o) & Bofol A ¥ Ao T
o] 2:qlt}) Fofol A gas] A7st Al m 9c).
71 YA 27 39 G4FH o4 2] B
B Aol #sto ﬂ%ﬁ}a‘lt}-

A7) FE DS ol §F 4ER FAE B
AT McCarthyd] 2 A4(1994)0] 2 As)xlo]
ol Schmidt 5 (1996)0] 2 MRIY o] &of B3
o ¥ =28 F2eE P2 ARE AL £ 9
o @4 MRIe 5480 4E8 Afsis ©
2 gololgHn on goks £ Gk
AT 24 B A ol 451 Aut.

Hinshaw 5 (1979)2 MRI ¥4 -& o] &3} u]u}
HHoz FUdo Y T2 FRE JFs] AWY
T A&ES Btk Wang 5 (1988)2 MRIZ o] 43}
o At -9 Y(watercore) ITRE EEXE
dFeATt At B 233 dwo] xr) 3
B4 = ¥ 44 FEH9H Chen &
(1989)2 MRI 7|0l ALY o, 24 Az, dy
i, dEx, JF 9, 4 53 ¢ gy

[a] normal tomato {b] soft tomato

Fig. 6 Magnetic resonance images of [a] nor-
mal and [b] soft tomatoes.

Ui A-E FEst=d a480)8= AL »ar).
Ishida 5 (1989)& MRIZ o] &3} 50}54 e
71t Fo dojue AeAd His =
Kim 5 (1994} ErlE 2] 7] 39 AL —5‘:*4 3t
o] EvlE S firmnessg} Bo] Q= AxE Tty
o O¥ 62 B EvtEg FE EviE9 A
7l 3% AL HodFn Qe £ Erlgs g
+F0] @Late Fé

ASE BATS &+ A (o] a¥olMEe s
Z.

Zion § (1994)2 259 1344 A7) 39 94
2SS AT N EA KT ATEAG. ol
o] Wjo] 140 akQl AlA A Zo| A dtaict

Ag BoF2tt. Clark$} Forbes(1994)= MRIZ
olgste] 7 W g FolE ATEHYL
(19942 € 7<) ststoKpapaya)2] A
o] 3% FojS AFEAT: T3 MRI 7|42 AL
B AFOIH HEY APA, Tz, £2 o)F,
rheology, 4+ W3} 5.9 Ao *HE—?— A ue
A A& QA tHMcCarthy, 1994, Kautenm} McCarthy,
1995, McCarthye} McCarthy, 1996). McCarthy =
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