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Assessment of the quality of meat by digital image processing techniques
Junge wuiqlad

MATVIFAIANANT AUINEATAENS AN1INBIaEQUATIVST

UNANED

MsYdNN IR UsTaIAil o NN TILATIERNTARLNTALER Y AIEmATIATLATIERAIN
WariuaustiuglunszuIunsAnnsaiie s Insladnwnisnsramludiuunsnaieisnsimeen
A nudunatiansaanenmelasiieUszamiiiey (neural network) Tiaanuusdug1agi 60.00%
wetansAnLenLUUTledasin (fuzzy logic) wazmallan1sAnLenAeAlalATIieUsTaMITIEY
wazNTIATIEinsanneenyan IAuutiug1agi 86.05% TaliArariuuiugigegn falu n1s
a L3 dll [ & o [y va a Y ala 1 v - o a <
AnTwnLiianTsAnnsaie Tk uusnlulRuwliunRlunstetnAnnsAion 159191 uNTIALE

[

waztduuInIgIu

[

AdAgy: Wet, lasstieussamiiey, Hedasin



UNi

'
& a o v

Uagtununmemsidudadn

=< =

ieduilnakazindnalsAdadndusgn98e Tnadnfeay

o |

Uaendouazunsgiumsnandum ganetianisesisdeununinduilaiimalulagnviuadeuntie

v '
v & o = A

nyadeuAuA e liNAndudlaunsgiukazUaends Inenisuuansaliedninseyiuiiedn
seRuTuLazAunMYasanialieglunnsguietfuasiirnudulainduiiaulasuiiuinsgiu
lunsuanignaes
& 2 oa o o [ & Y Y & & o sa =2

nsasanaunmeesiailudsddylunsdansaiieilliedusinnungeilodninasniuls
AN YR LETIAEBRLaYaITaYIINITYeRLlalu laag1egndes dAun NYBLNTALlen1813d
nsuglurisamainiisiaiuazenalivasadslun1suiiaadnly waglagtumelinnisAnunsaiie
gansldtinfninsnsiganidaenaliteianalanazvianiskauglunisfansaiienlsaienia 39
winaladludRuildlunisdanseiiie Swevaues]WuasuaninanisAuinlaegrariuinulaie
dinluanuwiuglunsdsnsaliauazaiuisaantssuey (Jall yaivel. 2542)

nsldusenupunuiussuusaludfieliinnuuiuguasliunsguuntusiudsaniaily
N5V

2 gj % U gfd S ¢ A = (% dy v U I} d

Aty dunnaduiRadingussasdiie@nwinisAnnsaiianuudnludd tneSeuiisunis

ANAINTINAANIAAUNATIANITIATIBANIN TBAALIAINITINNULAZATIIUINTFINNTARN AL T

msAmnsadielaenisuszanananmuazlassieussamiion

Chang et al. (2010) ¥msanwie sy 35 dreg windudoyayern (Training set)
30 fiveE13 ToyayanAaeu (Test set) 5 Mo Jayatyrrnyinisuuagy RGB liuldsedudin
Lazynsauiungaantiild OTsU algorithm ddldnnszaudmlunsutsnnoondu 2 du uda
Swvaadunn Binary image shl¥nwaudnsrunasldwiugndiy uazihldindessnemuna
SludRiievinaulsudieuinsniie feyaganaasuiiunvhnismageumaiuusdugandlds
Table 1 uay Fumeudadnsumsinnsaile dil
Sunouis

1. mandasdsetangunan

2. NMSLUSAIUNIN

3. danesnunsausUnn

4. Mslnzinmueaile

5. faunalnlassngUszamiisy

msdmnsaitioanefudeuseianmsussanananmuariasseUszanmiten 1dvnsnaass
\Hotrdu rid-eye wEietiswusinaauinnisdansaledne 5 Juneu Ae 1.a1sudas

Usztangunmuazyinnig denoising 1ieANaEAINIUNITUTELIANANTN 2.0 1TWUSEIUAINKAZANT



woniunasaziliiunnlasgrsdaauuniulunmsienginsalloatsiusou 3.9ane3fiun1sau
sUnmitevIMsauiunlidesnisesnanamkar SN eI NUNNIEIAT1E9 4.n19iNgUaINeNs
idandnuilordngvesluiuaginliiudruilelauindulunisitasigiinsadle 5.851uuneae

lassgdszamimsudanuwiuglunmsinseiinsaiieaeiueaueti 60.00%

‘ Image tvpe conversion ‘
‘ Image denoising l
: '

Extraction of background ‘ | Image segmentation

| subtraction algorithm |

.

I Removal of outlier images l

v

| Fill the image |
J

r

| subtraction algorithm |

¥

| Images intersection |

I

| Get marbling content ‘

[
Y

Figure 1 ULnunATunaUNNSAIAMEN L IUA N
Source: Chang et al. 2010

Table 1.Texture grading by image processing and neural networks

Subject Predicted value True-value relative error
(degree) (degree)

1 3.9987 a4 0.0013

2 1.1284 1 0.1284

3 3.9976 a4 0.0024

a4 2.9984 2 0.9984

5 2.9984 2 0.9984

Source: Chang et al. 2010



MIUAALNIANITNEINTALNIATIUar TaANR1AFIITMEYDY 5 A18E19TagNLaBNIINYANIT
MAABU 910 Table 1 457924w31 ddafanaInduivssznInnIANITNEINTOILAZAZUULATY 81410

“ANU1NLINUINTIBE LRy AU

msfansaiadrenisuszanananimuaziledasdn

Andaya et al. (2019) n1sanwmstiazuuuiofiuseusronisussutananmdlsianen
Uszunniledaeinuuseandu 2 du

1. NMsUTEUIRNANIN

2. Msfmuenilsfasdndiunisldnisussanananninfiuseuvesiie
mafndieanefiusey

snsndruvenienldandruiinuldvesiiiedlnouuadusyduain A-C uay
“Lﬂimﬂmmmﬁa” lnguvsiduszduain 1-4 ﬁw%’ummeﬁmzﬁuqmmwLﬁa‘ﬁ?u E
fiansanin druveslefuarsfiugeuiiuninegluiie fuinvesudluulaslduinsgiu
B.M.S. (aelufufiunsnegluiilo / Beef Marbling Standard)
Tunauds

1. fupoulunisgusiogig

. NMSUSZUIANAA 1NN

. NSHUSEIUNN

. SN UAvadbuduwnsn

2
3
4. MIATIIVING
5
6. NMIAUIU%B VITULNTA
.

. AAWUN Fuzzy Logic Way NMSFIAINHEAIUTUNTEUIUNTILUN

Figure 2 Sample Image of Banknote
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Figure 3 Grayscale Attribute of Meat
Source: Andaya et al. 2019

Figure 4 Binary Image of Meat
Source: Andaya et al. 2019
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Table 2.Texture grading by image processing, neural network techniques and multiple

regression analysis.

NO X4 X3 y Grade
35 0.380 7 7.893 8
36 0.331 5 6.407 6
37 0.262 3 4.456 4
38 0.353 5 6.919 7
39 0.256 3 4316 4
40 0.355 6 7.138 7
41 0.233 3 3.780 3
a2 0.398 8 8.484 9
a3 0.305 4 5.629 6
a4 0.211 3 3.268 3

Source: Shiranita et al. (2000)

Figure 5 Binary image obtained by the proposed method
Source: Shiranita et al. (2000)



Table 3. Assessment of the quality of meat by digital image processing techniques
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