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Abstract

This research aims to study non-destructive fruit quality assessment using guava-kimju
as a case study. It presents an image processing technique by analyzing the guava's texture
features obtained from images. The study explores the attributes related to taste and flesh
quality of guava. The experiments are conducted using texture features (1) Single feature, (2)
Multiple features, and classification is performed using the minimum distance classification
method.

The results have shown that, (1) classifying the correlation between guava taste
(sweet/not sweet) using the minimum distance method and the "smoothness" texture feature
is more accurate than other texture features, with an accuracy rate of 66.67%. (2) Classifying
the correlation between guava flesh texture (soft/not soft) using the minimum distance
method and the "clumpiness" and "missibility" texture features is more accurate than other

texture features, with an accuracy rate of 80.00%.

Keywords: Fruit Quality Assessment, Image Processing Technique, Texture Features
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Uspifiutuagifuanuiunguesiussidiusiaryana

msUszmnananmiumadandaildlunsinsziamuazyhanudlanw andeyanini
Iisulnsuvandudfiaviedlulflumsiiesed fsnsinuvesmsyszanananimdunis
Aeunuunisuewiiukarn1siuivesuyed Jagdugnirunldlunisasisasudnuenninuanis
MsinumsLare ANy WiumudulauassuUssfunuawaudieudsoongnann (A3dnual
WANYY, 2555)

Anuzfide AnvinuidefiAsdedunsussdiunanmussnalsl il

fiswey uazwLs (Mirzael & Saraee, 2007) Waustunoudslunisnsramsosdiuuia
wouila lnensldmylaaduaznisdagiuined wWu n15ilauazn1sUa (opening and closing
morphological) wan1MAassLandlAiuIAIAURINAIALALERTINITATITUWINAUSoBaY 14.00
Wag 79.50 AUAAU
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duuud wazieany (Leemans & Destain, 2004) dlauadsni1sinnsavesuauiaiuglaun
Inad (jonagold) N nmaliignuusadiuskazuenamanvuzdaunnses nen1sdwunwuuniiy (k-mean
cluster) ansuundnsiaugndesAnluioay 73.00 FeRanaianuInANIINNITUUIEIUTOS
JoUNNIed

giud uagnoawaiu (Unay & Gosselin, 2004, Online) Yiauamadanissnunussaniily
dmsumsuendeunndosiiuieseydatuslauilnad (jonagold) Ingl#iBnsduunuuuyves
134 (supervised classification) Tunsuandaunnses wui miﬁmmwwma%uﬁﬁwﬁaﬁqm Wy
Snundthmaluunsesuey dadutounnsoseniiaslumsuendeunnias

Ay, 100, Au wagyaueu (Kim, Burks, Qin & Bulanon, 2009) laeenuuumaianisinsigs

Audnwuzvesnmlagldduardnuaeily Tunisdwunlsadenduneldaniizuasiaunuly
WosUUAns Teeldnmanwasiadnuiu 39 nm Ansziadlagldlunadioedle n1siiansan

v '
~ I

a [y ¢ & v ° Y] A o
wunfaulaldisdlaoeatnasisud (color Co-occurrence) uazlduuuinaesnmdnuugiTIuIl 14
WUU

algna TenIvstium (2555) AusnAlulagnisinuns InIng1aes1vagmesysal vinnside
n1snTvdeuilnusvumudslagianisussanananin Ideliimalulagnisussaiananingn
AsvapUMutuLiinusuinAnwenlnuzUdeaanannilnuzu1ud tngldA1uewasaIneann
auaneilnuzuluniseawen Nan1sANEINISAlLladusEuIaNan NNenSI@RURNUEINULEY
mensidszauanuinveanglunmiensaaeudrilnieg uuivelinuzl A1sEAUAIY
¥ a ° v 1 al o
Wauaedl 19 ansadnasiaeuiinusldegravinganegisedu 0.15 - 0.17

A gVuun, anyeyn nedanw, Junil adeersual wazalgatly dwiRaaTIa (2563) Anw
wagIdunisussidiuaunmualilegldmainnisussinananinasnudnyued lgldlunadesid
o A aa < = a o 1 ¥ o a 1y
Mnuadedauszuulelead@-auliea (ISCC-NBS) nan1333s wuin nslagiungdkunainuie i
YesanwuzdiuauaInaudneuzilolinnuuiugiTosay 86.67 drunsldgiunginnunainy
NeuYesNvagdiuAMAINIUTAIRNANNLIUE 1 Tovay 63.33

luunanuddell aneideladnwinazyinisidelagldinalianisuseutananinlunis
AATILVRN B URY (texture features) YBININ LilULTUANAINTDINAHTIINGN WAL HISHY
AIMEIU YIBRIVIUTE VBINANTY WagN15IUUNMIEITIZEEN19dReNga (minimum distance
classifier) Wiveldlunsussdiuaaunimlag livinanenald
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A5AHUN15IY
nyIdensUseliuaunealivuuldviaelagldmainnisussanananin 35 wHuN"3
fadl (1) nsiiudeyanimwald (2) nsussaanadeyaninealyd wae (3) msdwunamninvesraly

AsEUAUNISH 1 nssuTndayauazninnalll (Fruit Images Acquisition)

msrusdeyanad ez nmuanSsildlunisnaans il

1.1 dnenmeadausingsiuan 30 wa feaundnlnu iPhone (0S) A waziden 12 &
fina Inenans 1 wa gnadnenm 4 fu aldnmildlunismeassiomundiuin 120 n1n uaneds
Al 1 antuiinisdinnInaInganansuesn kAT Bun 128 x 128 finiwa uansianni 2

Re. |
gl6ai gl6bi gl6ci g16$i
w3asdion Ussamnaua
%Brix Kg/cm? SR Snwauziile
7.1 5.1 Taiviu Uy

MW 1 Mgk uazdeyainnsinniglszamduiauazinsesleln

1.2 fudoyadiusani (taste) wazdudnumnie (flesh) vasnards Tnonsduduniafv
TayanmnInn1Uszamduda n1suseidiunmnin laun (1) drusasifinds 3 nau fe saein
(astringent) 5a3n (tasteless) Wagsananu (sweet) wag (2) fudnwasiiionts 3 nqu fio A
(soft) AunaU (crisp) kagAuLds (hard)

1.3 iudayaninuniu wazauwdvanansilasldindesfiofaninuminu wizetadu
%brix (\Uaflduu3ng) 9193n5m319 0.0 - 53.0%brix warip3esionauudsvasmals wietadu
AlansusonTLsURALNT 9293R521I19 0 - 13 kg/cm?
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g15ai

§in (crop) g15bi

ﬁi ,_| \ 128x128 pixels

g15ci

PRI AN /:
15 9. -

NRREECE S— glsdl

dl U Q'J
AN 2 NTDNYNTNNAR I

ASEUIUNITT 2 msﬂmmawamwwa‘lu (Fruit Images Processing)
ﬂ’]L‘U‘Uﬂ’ﬁ’JLﬂi’] Mmmmmwusumﬂf,uaﬂwmuwummﬂmwmﬂmmwmuimm haY
Qmmwmuaﬂwmzma Iﬂa@maﬂwmzwummmmwmimq el

2.1 AUKEIU/ANNAZLBYR (Coarseness/Fineness) LanaliliuisdnwusNd1Agyaes
ﬁuﬂmﬁmmumu NIONURINTAMUVTVTLAIMIUNEIUNNINTY SN uaeHILTAIAIUYTVTENIN

U aumsw 1 (Tamura, Mori & Yamawaki, 1978)

x+2k-1og y+2k1-1

A= )Y g /e (1)

5
UN 1 i=x—2k-1 jmy_2k-1

logil g(i, Ao A3eauLnINFInds (i, j)

JUN 2 Exn(x,y) = |Ar(x + 2871, y) — A, (x — 2871, y)|
Ey(x,y) = |Ak(x,y + 2871 — Ay (x,y — 2K°1)]
GEJJ‘Uﬁ 3 Sbest(x 3’) =2k+1
Ineil k vialie 1989 Ey niae Ek,,mw
G?JJUﬁ 4 Fcrs =

1 ZZ .
mxni . Sbest(l'])
L

Ing9l m uaz n ADYWINUTEENEN INYDIAIN
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2.2 A21ULTYU/AIUYIVTY (Smoothness/Roughness) H13151ITNITAUIUNIAN
Roughness 9143 2 35
(1) Tamura’s method A1U2EUIAT Roughness AYauN159 2 (Tamura, Mori & Yamawaki,

1978)
Frgh = Fops + Foon (2)
loem
Foon = a/(ag)™
oy

_ s
e

Ay
e BomluusaIauil 4 veournadeuas
a2 BorIA Uk Us IR NRAEYEIN 5N TE IEFTEA U
(2) Gonzales’s method ATUIBMK1AT Roughness Keaunisi 3 (Gonzalez, R. C. & Woods,
R. E., 2009)
| R=l-1702 (3)
logil o2 A AIAIUUUTYTIUUNG

2.3 Haralick’s method A1uaa11A1 Gray Level Co-occurrence Matrix (GLCM) fI9@1nng
4 (Haralick, Shanmugam & Dinstein, 1973)

o #Hy), (c+ A,y + A ES | flx,y) =i, f(x + Ax,y + Ay) = j} @
pij =p(@.j) = prs
lngil  #S unudnnuvesiinausasainivunli
Iy N AT IILYIFTAUNIUNINTIUSAH WAL F1a1]
N
px () = ZP(i.j), i=12..,N
j=1
N
Py = ) p@)), j=1.2,.N
i=1
N N
Pr+y(k) = ZZp(i,j),k =i+j=23,..2N
i=1 j=1
N N
Pey(0) = ) Y plak=1i=jI =0,1,..,N =1
i=1 j=1

ANENYENUFILYRY GCLM LY fsil
(1) Contrast: AMUIUMIAIANMULANFAIVBITEAUAMNN AIFUNTSN 5
Contrast = Z Z(i — D2y (5)
T

(2) Uniformity: AMUIMMIAIAMNENILELDUDININ ASENNITT 6

Uniformity = Z Z P (6)
ioj
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(3) Homogeneity: AWIMMAINISNSEaNeivesaseaudnniinisnsyaeduile
Wenfuuntesiesla fegunisi 7

. ZZ Pij
Homogeneity = — (7
il U]

2.4 nsdunulunguiow/niswauluiliaieaiu (Clumpiness/Miscibility) n133uun
ANANYUENUEIINAN TagtdiA1ainlaeAAaLsuduning (Co-occurrence Matrix) 4130N153U
Dunguiew/manauduiewdieniu (Sukanya, Takamatsu & Sato, 1998)

(1) Clumpiness (C): Mm3duiudunguiou daszaunsyiudidunguiouvadvnudinily RO
(Region of Interest vaulnaula) Avaun1s 8

€= Y pyl=p*+1) ®)
i

(2) Miscibility (M): n1swasduilewdentiu Jaszaunisnaunaiuvedlnudinilu ROl Asgunng

i

lngil pi;  Ae msAIAL 4 fiAne (0°, 45°, 90°, and 135°) wed
co-occurrence matrices F9AIUINDINAIN ROI

2.5 nMsAUMAIANNaIsalunsLUILen (Separability Index)

Tnifeyanudnusuriuiifilnsegildanamdionadis Ynfaauaiunsalunis
wlausnaranieaiufuaunnsani uazauamdnuusile Wedn Separability Index fudrlng
Aud nunede davuanuisalunisuiauentauin sdavieainaud vuneds dauauisalung

wuanenleies Aaaun1si 10

VZ
L (10)

lngil VAo ANRANIAITOIYeNTEEE YNNI UNGUMAEITY
D? Alg ANAAENISITEIYDITL LY N NNGUTY

nsTUUNIFT 3 N13UNAUNINYBINWKELD (Fruit Images Classification)

nssuunaudnwueiuRafldanawwadss ngldisnissuunssegmationiian Ao
T2E¥1NTENINNINIADTVBIAUAN YL (Feature VectorIBINNAULUY UaglInmesuednmuanyy
Yosnmiidesnsnagey fsaunsil 11 (Gonzalez & Woods ,2009)

Zn:(xi_}’i)z
i=1

2@51177' X = (X1, Xz, o, X0) WOE Y = (Y1, Vo, ..., Vi)

E(x,y) = (11)
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NN
nsusziugunnnalduuuldvianglaeldgudnvariuiiresnintagn1s3wunaigis
srezvesfign uuseandu 2 n1snnass waziinan1sidesall

n1snaaasd 1 maaﬁ"nmﬂmmLﬁ&J’;ﬁumammé’ﬂwmwﬁuﬁamﬂmwmaN%&ﬁUQmmwéfm
AR

funoudl 1 Ransanlaeldaudnvasiuiuuuiiien (single texture) léun Aasng
(contrast) AauasiLawLe (uniformity) AN3LMIBYU (homogeneity) AINURLIU (coarseness) A3
VIV (roughness) AIULTEU (smoothness) miQUﬂuLUuﬂamau (clumpiness) hag msmamﬂu
deawieniuy (miscibil ity) mﬂuummmmmmmmmlummmLLsm WU3 ﬂmaﬂwmuwumuw
uniformity s 0.476 LLaz@maﬂwmzwumw‘u smoothness Ao 0.478 fArA2uaIuITaluns
waenldmiu 2 Sufuusn 1oun uansiannd 3

Separability index (Taste - Texture)

0.476 0.478
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1
0
B Contrast m Uniformity Homogeneity m Coarseness

B Roughness M Smoothness M Clumpiness B Miscibility

AN 3 AIANNEANNTATUNITWUILEN AMENYETURILUULAEINUAAINATUTAYA

fumeud 2 finnsanlnegldnadnuusiuiuuuvaisgadnuae (multuple textures) léun
wuuusn Maudnuneiiufin GLOM (hararick’s method) uwuuiiaesldnudnumsiuin coarseness,
roughness (tamura’s method) LLazLmuﬁmﬂ%’ﬂmé’ﬂwmzﬁuﬁa clumpiness, miscibility (Sukanya,
Takamatsu & Sato ) AnHufLINAIINAILITOlUNTUULEN HanTide wudh SanlndiAsstuen
ﬂ’]iﬁfmimﬂﬂmﬁﬂwmzﬁuﬁ’sLLUUL(?W{IEJ’J LARIFIANTIST 1

M13199 1 A1AINANNTAIUNITLUILEN AMAN B NURILUUTAEAMENSUEAUAMNTNAUTAYA

qmﬁnwmzﬁuﬁq Separability index
GLCM (Contrast, Uniformity, Homogeneity) 0.498
Coarseness and Roughness 0.484
Clumpiness and Miscibility 0.528
AMANWUERUUYAEAANYY (53U 8 features) 0.485

JURBUN 3 ILUNAIUAYINUYDIAUSNYUL NURITINATNHANSINUANNINAUTAY IR
ToTrvrn1alosfign LagdUuNANAIMNAIUTAYIALUUT 1 (10 3A 1370) LagdWUNAMAINAIY
FAVIARUUN 2 (19U L) Han153A8 UM TTILUNLARIFINNTIN 2
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M13199 2 HAN1TIUUNANUALINUVRIAUTNYULNURIIINANANLRAHTT TUAMNINATUTAVIR

ANANULIUET (Accuracy rate)
qma"’nvmzﬁuﬁa FrusayIALUUT 1 FusavIALUUT 2
Ea I ®IW) (i)
Smoothness 46.7 66.7
Contrast 333 533
Uniformity a6.7 56.7
Clumpiness and Missibilty 433 56.7
Clumpiness, Missibilty and Smoothness 46.7 66.7
Uniformity and Smoothness 43.3 66.7

(%

N1INARBN 2 N3TUUNAUALITUYBIAUAN YL IURIINANHAN S TURMA AN WY

&
e
Tunaui 1 HsanlagldnudnvasiulinuuLAgd MNTUAILINAIAMNAINITOIUNIS
WUALEN WU AAN B NURILUY homogeneity AB 0.439 WAgAMANEMENURILUY smoothness

Ao 0.465 fiA1ANANNTOlUNSLUILENIAATY 2 SUFULSA LAAIRININT 4

Separability index (Flesh - Texture)

0.465
0.500 0.439
0.400
0.300
0.200
0.100
0.000
W Contrast B Uniformity Homogeneity = Coarseness

B Roughness B Smoothness B Clumpiness B Miscibility

ANA 4 AANNENNTATUNITLUILEN AMSNYETURILUULAEITUAMAINATUEN YLD

Tunaud 2 MasanlagldnmuanuusiuiluunaIeAMaN YL NTUAILINAIAIINEINITD
Tumsuuaken wudn danlnalAgaiunnaN wUENURILUUALT KARIRINITINN 3

A1319% 3 AIANUEAINNTOLUNITUULEN AMSNYETURILUUNANEAMEN YL AURANANAUAN YUY

e
AMENYULH? Separability index
GLCM: Contrast, Uniformity, Homogeneity 0.498
Coarseness, Roughness 0.484
Clumpiness, Miscibility 0.527
AMANYELUUTAEAMANYY (53U 8 features) 0.485
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(%
Y

TJupaul 3 TWUNANNNYINUYDIAMENYULNUEIINANNAR TIAUAMA T NIUENYalzLile
meISszasvnatosiian lnaduunaaninanvauzillowuuil 1 (4N nsau wde) wuud 2 (Wi Tduds)
Wz UUM 3 (Y laly) nan1s3duuanananisned 4

M13199 4 NANITIHUNAMLAYINUVDIAUSNYUENURIINANNAR TITUAIN A AN BauELUE

AAULIUET (Accuracy rate)
qmé’nwmxﬁuﬁ’a grusneasitowuudl 1 | dudnuasilowuud 2 | Audneuzidouuud 3
(Uu nsau udv) W laiuwq) (du lainiw)

Smoothness 50.00 70.00 63.33
Contrast 56.70 70.00 66.67
Uniformity 36.70 56.70 70.00
Clumpiness, Missibilty 60.00 70.00 80.00
Clumpiness, Missibilty,

Smoothness 56.70 70.00 70.00
Uniformity, Smoothness 40.00 60.00 63.33

d3Unan1sIBuazaNUIIeNa

nsléimafianisuszanananiminenadnuasiuin (texture features) A11130914UNATL
Aeturesnudnvuzatsusnveawaliilinnnmivauauianifedesiuaua e malidu
sawd uazdudnuasile Iilasldvhatena Sin1ssuun feisseensliosfignanunsnsiuun
AuRsiutunuamiudnvasioremans fdaruuiudiganiinissuunauReiuiy
ANNANUTAY R

pansTuunAIAE LR vaE N BranNss AuannndusanR Tagld
AudnuugRuiLUIAEY nud Aeuudugtlunisssfiufuamn i usaspuuud 2 (i
lsivn) fiAnganimsusziiufuaunmsan@uuuil 1 Gha 3n vi) Ssduiusiudnwaznsiden
Sussmumansirnauuielivuesiuilnalaeitily wegnsldnudnuns i uien
#o Smoothness fiiAnanuanunsalunisuiauenuinniiandnuasiuiwuuduiu duitusiuue
MsdnunaAsIuvesnadnyur iRt Us A EuTAYR (11U ldmu) Fawudn denaanu
uiudrgeninnadnvasiinuuRedy q laeliianuuiudAnduiosar 66.67

namILunATILAsIuTesguAN YL AU IN A INANSS fuAmnndudnue Tay
Taudnuuziuiuuuaenudnuas wuh smeruwiuglumsdssifutuaunmdudnuusilo
wuuf 3 (4 laia) Sengentinmsdsaifiutunmuamdnuasdowuud 1 Gy nseu ule) uazuuudl 2
(s laiude) Feduiusfudnwaznsidonfussmunanisananauurdolijuvesiuslnalaemly
wazn1sldnndnume RuRILUY Clumpiness, Missibilty AifAAa1ua1nsalun1skUskenuInn
Qmé’ﬂwmzﬁuﬁuwuﬁuﬁu é’uﬂ’uﬁ‘ﬁuwamiﬁi’wLLuﬂmmLﬁ"&nﬁusuaqamé’wmzﬁuﬁaﬁuammwéfm
Frudnuusiilevouuudl 1 Snvasde (du nou wle) wuudl 2 Snvande (Wl liudy) uasuuud 3
Snwasile (Y liyy) TnedaranuusdugiAnduiosas 60.00 fosaz 70.00 waziosaz 80.00
gy efleeuusiugigeannninisléaudnuae i
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91nuddenountt 1Wunisuszaidiunauamualilagldinainnisuszutananingae
Audnwazd LagduunaunmueaNalitiegiung anunsnduunaIAsIUvesnAId YL AR
AuAMYeINa bliauTawd dA1anuudugiTesas 63.33 (Jua gniuuyl, afgeyn wedgain,
Sunil adwensue] uazelzatle Aviedassn, 2563) Felueiduadsd Iiihauedninedands Tngld
nsUsEIaNAN NEBANIANYMELURIY M (texture features) ununslRnidnyuydvasnn
(color features) wan1s3delunisduunamn i udnuuzsaradanuuluguiuiu lneda

Anusugdusesas 66.67
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