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BICBT2BLOYENIMEE =727 2AF ¥ (EHLY, O80T, gL L) [2b 98 <K
T2 203 FURF i, BRAERE (VX bAE, 72 E) MR (B D
NS, Ebox, Y HEsh YD), 2o, v RaARELTT Uy — MERT
BEb 3 5 B ReaEmaBR A KHE L 2p 523, KR, = X K, (EEMEOMENBRE L 2> T
. FEMAORREICB L CiE, BERIEIC L o TR T 7 A F v 2 T EMICTHE T 5 FiE
DORAFENHA LN TEY, Fig. 1.2 17T X912, RinEMRER G5 LN D IE 2 H
WET 7 AF ¥ 77 7 A NE O NN S, HE#ERAFERMLE D0 shTtng. o
FUTHF LT, 2R E O B BRAOFHA 2 3R - SEBNIAFAET D O D, & | 2SIHIEHF
2320 T DR 70 E S & BRI TR T 7 AT v 3l 2 FEITHESL. SN TV R0V on
HRTH 5.

— 5T, fERFETIE, AT 0 —7 K7 L— b &2 VTR OER « BRiE%
{THoTCWAEICHEESNIZWY. EEOE FOFIZREME2E L, B2 HET o5, Zik
WIEl D 15718 L O 2 BAER &2 18 U CIEfE - B ERN T T b, 2o
72, HRD I THERL S 1L HBERRHIEREE & Rk Hm 2 Wb e ho DERNEREE & T,
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Fig. 1.2 Texture Profile Analusis®) and Texture Analyser”) .
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TRINT D72 T 7 AF ¥ & 2 BE-O I TRl 2 FIEITML SN TOW RV OB T
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XL L EERTD.
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v U —27 (CNN) Z WIS VRSO T 7 AF ¥ HEEFIEIZ OV Cigm 1 2.
FrAEDERHAEE CNN ORI LV ERTHZ LT, ZRARLT 7 AF ¥ D
HEELBFFTE D, CNN ~DANIEN AT —Z ZHifg & L TRERINEICEE
TZL—AfEa LD E 5. CNN TIEEHRASL « 7— U U 7 BBV TR
BEORHDMTOI, fi< A ICI W TR & BRERHIEE & OBFRE 7 /L 23
LEND. BREEBRZITV, RETIEICL > TH 2 EOFETIIHENNETH -
o7 7 AF ¥ B BICE TS ATREZR 2 &, BN AkErRE S L OVEMERE TRFO = %
27 L—LbEADANENGTT 7 AF Y HEEDRATRER Z L ZH LT 5.
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ZFET D, BN RET VE WIS LY, dE g 2 v,
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ARFETIE, HAEMEE L VR E xR L UTHY B, BEMAORRIE & R A Ry
PEOWFIZE L CRART 7 AT ¥ ORER - EENLIHEFEZBE T2 L2 NET
5. b MEIEXEET OB, Bl ORRRE N & FREZ REHEAm L, (7500
FIREZ I TRMT 7 AF v Zd i L T\ D, KETIEZ OEARHE L THNICHER L,
Hge Ry FEHWTHELNDENFMICESS BT 7 AT Y HETFIEZRET 5.

22 TORFYHEHEVAT L
221 YRATLORE

Fig. 2.1 IZIRET 2 FEOLKFEZRT. LLFOFIAIC L 0 BRedHliiEOHEE 217 5 F
BT NVEHEETD.
(E#eETMMEDBRIEM] Fig. 2.1(a) IR T LI, HAfiT—F L LT, EFMORRIHE
BREFOET Y o A7 NVEGOERRIMIEZ EH L Tl <. BRERHMmMEIL, FEERICe h
NEARIAMHNC X 0 AT 2 BREEMRERIC L B39 5. BEERHEE n; 13, 0- 100 O
HTT 7 AF i iEE ¢ Bz, “bHbbbE:i=1", “2525&:i=2", 72&)
TEICHRET D.

(EEORy cERWEEADMEE] Fig. 2.1(b) (ORT X 5 ARHEBa R v b 2HET 5.
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Fig. 2.1 The overview of the proposed method. (a) In preparation, reference values
of sensory evaluation of gels are obtained from panelists. (b) The pressure
distribution of the gel is measured through the artificial mastication. (c)
The relationship between the pressure distribution and the value of sensory
evaluation is modeled based on the image texture analysis, and the equation
for estimating the value of sensory evaluation is derived.

b hME, FREBICRWT, FEAEEZ O TRLE T OTEIEZE L & F1IE &[RRI
ML TS, ZOERFHIZESWT, EMHT L — MBI WENSE IR S
WO R Yy MEMET 5. FVOEMEWHRRR I T 2 E oM Z T 5 2 & T,
NHIE R ORI, T PRORREDO W G ICBE T A FIFFIC G T2 2 RN CT& 5. JE
TARIRERENT — 2 L LCRigk L, M7 L —LAE L THI ZENTEXS. UEDXS
IZLT, BRTHMIENERLET U TRV EMDIEN AT — 5 2 IWET 5.
(79 RAF v #HERXDER] Fig. 2.1(c) IZ7-T L DI, EH0MAT —4 L BREFHMNE & DR
RETRTHEET VEERT 2. 1XUDIZ, JENNAT —% P IZEBT 7 AT x @ F
b D22 MM L~ AFE 00 M L, BME~Ns by 2RHT 5. 0T, &
T vy HREEAS MV XD RET L. RIS, ERSN MLy 2R,
EHERHMAE n; 2 BEEE L-ERIGET VEIERL, 727 AF v #EX n,; = fi(y) %
EHT S, B, ERRETVIEZT 7 AT YiHMBEEE ¢ ZEICHERT D,

U EDFNETHT 7 AF ¥ #HEEXNEHWD Z EI2XY, REOT VRSO - ik
Wi DIENAGT — 2 P InST 7 AF v O'EHERHIE n; 2HEETHZ LN TE 5.
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Fig. 2.2 Experimental setup.
FEAT, WREIDIBRICERT — 2 & & BITRT.

222 MEIBARY FMIEDEHNHFTAE

2221 MEBARY k

Fig. 2.2(a) IZ A T 21T 2 EBRY AT LA TH 5. L7 L — I PCIZL Y HlE S
N2V =7 ATA XKV EE S, T b— MIEBICEEENTHD. RBRES
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Fig. 2.3 Force response of a gel.
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Fig. 2.4 Compression and fracture of a representative gel.
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Fig. 2.5 Pressure distributions. (a) Gel I, (b) Gel II, and (c) Gel III. From left,
initial contact, compression, and fracture.
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2231 ENSTORHERGH

ZEf I LU AFEE 6 2 VT, JTENSA D ST EG T —Z D% 7 L— AIZD0
TT 7 AF ¥R ELZHE T 2. £7, BBRT -0 oRELETIZRE N T 5. REL
BATHIE X, BEBNICB T 7 B LVBORERRERIITITHD. g(o,y) 7 &
WV (z,y) DIRE LUV, d, 0 #ENEIVERRRE E&FmET 5. EBRNIZBWT,
X7 E RIS (d,0) THZ O E 7 BEARE (21, 1) BED (x2,y2) IZDOWT, JREE
KD g(x,y1) = p BELWNg(x,y2) =q THHETSH. 7272L, p={0,1,...,N — 1},
¢q=10,1,...,N =1}, NIZRELV- K THD. oL, RELETI S g9 OF
(p,q) BREHU L NT v 7 T4, EHENOREY 7 I LT, (d,0) (BT 2 EEEZT
5T LITk Y, WEEX (p, q) DAFTEME 2R IREIEITH S (4,0) € RN BRET .
ZITHE, BT L—AIONT, d=1,2,4,8,16[pixel], 6 = 0,45,90,135[deg] Z L5
HRETEF 20 Y OREILEITIN S g9 ZHHTD. 22T, S DHEFE Sae)(p:q)
Z, WA TRSNDHERIE Prg,p)(p, q) \CEHBT D,

Sta.0)(p:q)
Pl (p,q) = (2.1)

Z Z S(a,0)(Ps q)

p=0 ¢=0

DX LTHIATH Pgg) € RYY %, LITICRTA (2.2)~(2.6) (ICfCAL, 5
HOREE LT, =3 ¥—, = hrbt—, 1B, HE, Rir—EEzEH 2.

o TR/LF—
N—-1N-1
E{Puo}t=> > {Puo®a}’ (2.2)
p=0 ¢=0
e “ bt —
N—-1N-1
H{Puo}=-> Y Puae(p q9)log Pae(p.q) (2.3)
p=0 ¢=0
o [HM:
N—1N-1
H{Pug} = > (0—a)*Paepq) (2.4)
p=0 ¢=0
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Z Z pqFa0)(p,q) — BBy

cCi{P = 2.5
{Puo}= D.D, (2.5)
o AP —kME
P ;
L{Pg} = Z Z e (.0 ) (2.6)
p=0 ¢=0
X (2.5) O By, E,, Dy, Dy 1%
N—-1 N-—1
E,=>_ {p Pia,0)(p, Q)} (2.7)
p=0 q=0
N—-1 N—-1
Ey = {q H¢m@%®} (2.8)
q=0 p=0
N-—1 N-1
D: = {(p — B,)? Z Pa,0)(p, Q)} (2.9)
p=0 q=0
N-—1 N-1
Dy = {(q —Ey)” > Plao(p, Q)} (2.10)
q=0 p=0

Thod. UEOFREIZE-T, £7 b —A 0%, RELEITSH 2080 x R 5 fEkE
= 7t 100 MEHO M B AR T 5. Fig. 2.6 12, d = 1[pixel], § = O[deg] D EHisT
5 Pgg) DR S 5 MEOR—EZ RS, 2L, EIIBEMRET =—X, HIIR
Wi 7 = — XOBOFEETH 5. Fig. 2.6 ITRT LI, FFEEOMHIZ, 7L —2T Lk
(CHsx R LT D, Fiz, TI7AF¥YFHIEABICE T, EM7 =— A TRz D
HH, W7 = — X CTHISNDEE, W07 2 — X CiHMli S 2 HANFETHH O
CRREIND. UEEEEX, 22T, EMf7 = —XB LW 7 = — X220 T, %
NEND T = —XZBT DR EOFEEIE, FUERRZE, RONE, ko ME, #iPH 2 SRR
BEELTEATS. BEEY, 1 20RLOEHAMAT — 212kt LT, 1000 fHOFRFREE
BEZGD. ZIUEMRT = — XLl Y = — X0 7 L— 28 & Al F = 1002 &ktd
BN Y PV @ = [21,20,.. ., xp) € RE 255,

2232 TG HHTIC L D RHEE DR Y AT

fF?fﬁEFaﬁT*@n%b\i‘BE%@f%%%f?‘é7‘: (BRI L, FEE7 hra
WILZEMT D, WEERNOBIENSMT — 2Oz M L L, EOSMT—4
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Fig. 2.6 Feature values with respect to frame number. (a) Energy, (b) Entropy,
(c) Inertia, (d) Correlation, and (e) Local homogeneity.
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m(m=1,2.., M) »oHBIHEEY MLE
T, = [xml,xmg,...,me]T e R (2.11)

ET5. WADEHIZ, BREENT P2 UA~TATH X Z1ERRT 5.

X = , c RMXE (2.12)

ST, WAD LD 2B~ b x; € RM 2ED 5.
X=[x1i X2 -~ Xr | e R (2.13)

Wiz, 1751 X OMBIREITHI R ZH ML, 175 R OEAE N (j =1,2,...,F) & K&
S 1OEANT by u; PSR TINU Z2IRAD LD ICHET 5.

", Ti2 - T1,F
R— | ™1 T22 : c REXF (2.14)
TF,]. .. “ .. /,"'F7F
M 0 - 0
0 -.. -'. E 71
=U U (2.15)
|
0o .- 0 Mg
U = [ U, Uz - UpR } e RIXF (2.16)

R, rjp 7 X (=1, F) & (k=1,... F) OMBREERT. 751
U b, Ay > 1 OBEAICHET BEA7 b2 uy Al L, KROTTH Uz, €REXE
EAERT 5.

U)\Zl = [ Uy U@y o U } € §RFX£ (2.17)

THEAMEICHET DEANT bru; THD. KIS, 178 X 2T 5 x; Z2FREEL
T, ROEI AT X 2 HET 5.

X=[x1 X2 )_CF]E%MXF (2.18)
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X; = [Xj1, Xj25 - - - JZjM]T e RM (2.19)
_ Xgm — Hj
Xjm = = ——= (2.20)
J
| M
B= > X (2.21)
m=1
| M
of = 22 > (1 = Xjm)” (2:22)

RIS, B PV E O SN DITHY Z2RAD LS IR 5.

Y = XU > (2.23)
yli
Y
=7 c RM*L (2.24)
?JMT

X (2.24) h oy, 7, EAGMAT —F m TG T D ERWS N7 hL
Ym = [ymlvyﬂ’LQa cee 7?sz:]T S §R£ (225)

ThHS.

2.2.3.3  EMEFHHTIC & 2 B REFEAGEHEE A& H

T AF viEE OftkE K L L, T2 AFviliiEA i (i =1,2,..., K) OEHEF
ifE% n, E55. 727 AFviHIEA Z &2, ERSN7 My y BBEE, ERERHm
fln; Z HIWEKE L THEIFETZ AV EERL, BREiHiEOHE X2 EAT 5. Tl
N7 MLy EERERHIEE ny OBIERAS, RN

Nn; = ;o + ai1Yi1 + QY2 + -+ AicYic (2.26)
Thbb
ni = a; { 1 1 (2.27)
(3 7 y
a; = [ ao Qi1 ... Qir }T € §R£+1 (228)

THEZLNDLOERET S, 2720, ap ERH, ay (1=1,2,...,L) ZFHERMIC
R BRI Ch 5. 2TORREDT =¥ nim, Y, (m=1,2,..., M) 25 (2.27)
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ZEM L, kAXz255.

7272 L,
n; = [ ng1 N2 ... MNiM ]T € §RM (230)
1yt
Z=|: = | eRMx&r (2.31)
1 Yy

K (2.29) &0, EHHEL REVBREOHEEBEZ KK THEHET 5.

G, = Z'n, (2.32)
L, ZV=(Z27Z2)7'Z" 13 Z ofpETIIThH B, BLEOFIEC LY, EOST—
5 om SR ERS Y Mvy,, \SRT DT 2 AT FHIE H 0 O AEREAGE O #

. AT 1
[ N ] (2.33)

2155, B, EHEHEB LUREFRE ag = 0 OBERGUZ OV THRIEZITY, fElRs
5% LA EDELIAD 2 WIRIEIRREIENFET 25013 2 b 2BRE LT, EERYR
SHTEATS. ZOfE¥EZ, ETOERHE X OMREIFFREOEIRED 5% U TIZ/R 5 £T
MR L, sk B RERHIME OHEE X2 IR ET 5.

23 TUOXAFrHEERE
231 SRBEREH - FIR

Al RBERLE LT, FMOREORLD 23 BEOSVEM A~W 2T 5.
Fig. 2.7 \Z7 VB A~W OEWHsEZ =3, 727 AF ¥iHMliEA & LT, “bH b Bk
(Elasticity: 1 =1) 7, “22%25J% (Smoothness: i =2) 7, “la->& W (Stickiness:
i=3) ", “EbE5& (Granularity: i =4) 7 O 4FEEAND* . ok, “bbb b
B L “hao LR IIHERRNOREE, “D 20 L XD XD XM R
+%. #H1IC, Visual analog scale i 70 1233 < HHERBR % £ 5. Fig. 2.1(a) I

Ly Ly B WO SN <MY, FEMURTHIS, “25 008  MRIOREOE LN, «
oL R R OFE LTI LIRFIC S WHIZ, “SHL SR ik OREOSHoX. 77 X
F v Tl ONE R Fe D & O ITHIBERNTREE LT,
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Fig. 2.7 Fracture characteristics of the tested gel foods.

AT XD, RBRBICT 7 AT v FHiEE ¢ 2 ’HﬂﬁEHi{ﬂﬁ@f”/\b\%v—?ﬁ“éﬂﬂfﬁE%
52 %. ZORSUCIEE S 100[mm] OESAHI, 70 £ 4Ty AF R0
ALV, A FEEIC 7 7 2AF % 2% L 5] LitdLThoD. BrEIX, 7
N A~WIZHOWT, RELEBICE ECTRUET 7 AF vy OESWEER LI~ —
U4 5. ~—r SHIfrEE 0~100[mm] OEEE L LCHIEL, —OfZE& S LR
EHERHmME 95, 4l RBRE S4 CLEOERERBREZFEM L. =721, RREITE
RERHOMEHE L LT, FIBROESEWATFRTH DL IV E il BRI E 5. HIROK
/ME 0 3 X O RME 100 OREHEIZ W TR, MR EOIURAREETH 5 = L IR
FERBEDOF VAL OBRAERRIZL DL D& Liz. Table 2.1~Table 2.4 | ’“E.“ﬁ'épﬂﬂﬂuﬁﬁ
DOFEHFER AT, 258 & 3FIEIC 4 >DOFT 7 AF ¢ FAHE B2 31T 5 Ll & fE ik
7=, BLOEHZ T, 45BIR LEERBRE O FHEZ BEREiHMIE n, & T 2512b72
D, “2525F O 41.6 < ng, < 85.5 LIEWEIFHAZ L HZ Enn, AR, “2525%
B AT DWW TR KAE & S/ MERML O T 7 AT+ FEME B O KAE O F-4E, e/ IMED -
PEIZ 72D KD ngp ZMIBITHE L, ne &35, 5FIHIC ng 2R
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232 XERER

JES3 A7 — 2134 138 (F V&S 23 FifH x MR 6 [B13°2) o 7 /iZ->un T
ARy TR VB L. #EEICIE, Leave-one-out Z7EMEE (LOOCV) ™) % v
TWs. LOOCV &iE, &7 —4HE M & Lz, M—1HOTFT—%TET V%
TERR, #EEXAZEH L, ET /ISR TR 1 0T —2 1ot L CHEE 24T 9 1E
¥%, MEEVIETHEOTHDH. HEINHHERITET LT —OFEH T2
7o), RAOBEMIIHT HHEFEBROFERTH L LA E 5.

Fig. 2.8~Fig. 211 IC 4 FEHOT 7 AF ¥ fHIE B IZOWT, 77 AF ¥ OFREFAME
EHEEMORMRZRT. BARH 728l & LT, Table 2.1, Table 2.3, Table 2.4 ® 5 %I|H
& 6%1H, Table 2.2 ® 6 5IH & 7THIRIC 4 FEADT 7 ZAF ¥ FHliE B B D H#HEEED
RS R 2R, 77 AF ¥ OHEEREE 2R EMR K R? CRIMid 5 &, HnRrE<H
5 b bE L ot VR TIEENER R?2 =0.95, R?2 =0.68 &L HHRBREDRE
THENTETWD. —JF, BIFPHRMETHD “0D 25 L “IL I L XN
ZFHR?2=0.71, R?=0.90 L AREOKEZRLTNS. T7AFviMiEBICE > T
HEEREEIEWIH D OO, IEREIT R? > 0.68 TH Y, BEFIEICLY, B
P, A FHIFFEDOMEIZHONT, BREIELHEENFRETH DL L2 5.

72, Fig. 2.7 1R LB EN T W7V N L7V RICEET 5 &, Fig. 29 0N
7ay hTARTE DI, BAIREETHD “2D 25 122\ T, IRETIEI IR
DTN E 2T XD LHBITETCWD Z LR TE S, ZORERITE oA &2 v
LI-EFIEORIMEERT D ENZ 5.
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Table 2.1 Values of sensory evaluation ny and estimated values 71 in elasticity (i = 1).

Gel Sensory evaluation ni N1
Mean 4+ S.D. | Range Mean 4+ S.D. Range

A 11.8 +10.3 3-35 | 11.8 9.4+5.0 3.8-17.4
B 82.0+ 8.7 | 69-90 | 82.0 72.6 £ 6.8 | 59.1-78.1
C 19.54+17.0 2-43 | 19.5 26.3+4.5 | 18.5-32.3
D 13.0+11.0 2-36 | 13.0 12.7+5.1 | 7.5-22.0
E 83.9+14.1 | 57-95 | 83.9 80.0 + 3.4 | 75.8-84.8
F 19.8 £12.2 | 12-48 | 19.8 20.6 4.4 | 13.4-24.9
G 26.4 +20.7 4-65 | 26.4 30.0£29 | 26.4-33.6
H 10.1 +10.0 1-31 | 10.1 54+ 3.3 2.5-10.9
I 73.6 £16.9 | 4895 | 73.6 75.1+4.3 | 69.1-81.3
J 52.1+£19.8 | 20-81 | 52.1 52.4+4.4 | 46.7-59.8
K 70.4+21.4 | 31-94 | 70.4 70.8 £2.5 | 66.9-73.1
L 79.0 £12.9 | 52-91 | 79.0 78.84+8.9 | 73.1-96.5
M 50+ 4.5 1-12 | 5.0 11.54+3.1 | 7.4-15.2
N 43.4+21.1 | 11-68 | 43.4 52.44+3.9 | 47.3-57.1
O 86.1+ 7.7 | 72-95 | 86.1 87.5+3.2 | 82.8-91.8
P 46.4 £20.1 | 1669 | 46.4 39.2+£2.2 | 36.6-42.1
Q 41.9+24.2 | 14-72 | 41.9 48.5+3.4 | 44.2-54.1
R 40.1 +21.0 | 12-61 | 40.1 41.2+4.5 | 34.3-46.6
S 12.3 £ 14.9 3-47 | 12.3 11.6 £1.7 9.8-14.5
T 8.6 +134 1-41 | 8.6 81+7.2 | 0.0-20.3
U 71.4+14.4 | 52-88 | 71.4 72.0+5.4 | 66.7-81.8
A% 21.54+13.7 | 1045 | 21.5 20.6 4.0 | 16.0-26.9
A 64.5+ 9.5 | 54-79 | 64.5 63.3 +5.9 | 52.4-68.9
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Table 2.2 Values of sensory evaluation ny and estimated values g in smoothness (i =

2).
Gel Sensory evaluation N2, o Mo
Mean + S.D. | Range Mean + S.D. Range

A 77.3+13.5 | 53-90 | 77.3 | 70.7 74.6 = 4.3 68.6-79.2
B 72.34+19.7 | 41-93 | 72.3 | 61.7 64.4+ 8.1 51.5-74.3
C 85.1+15.3 | 51-97 | 85.1 | 85.0 779+ 9.3 61.6-90.1
D 78.84+21.2 | 39-96 | 788 | 73.5 77.7T+ 3.8 72.9-84.2
E 50.5 + 28.1 5-85 | 50.5 | 22.2 29.9+20.0 | —10.4-41.4
F 81.9+13.1 | 57-96 | 81.9 | 79.1 78.8+ 3.2 72.8-81.8
G 85.5+14.8 | 54-98 | 85.5 | 85.7 91.6 + 5.6 83.1-99.1
H 79.44+23.8 | 33-99 | 794 | 74.6 68.3+ 6.4 58.3-77.7
I 67.6+ 8.9 | 49-81 | 67.6 | 53.3 474+ 34 40.6-50.1
J 80.3 +14.0 | 51-90 | 80.3 | 76.2 50.2+ 6.7 39.0-58.5
K 62.3£25.4 | 10-88 | 62.3 | 43.5 44.0 £ 4.2 39.0-50.0
L 66.1 £27.0 | 10-91 | 66.1 | 50.6 51.5+ 8.8 43.2-67.5
M 41.6 + 35.5 6-86 | 41.6 6.1 29.84+ 2.7 25.3-32.9
N 60.3 +=27.7 | 16-90 | 60.3 | 39.9 36.6 £ 3.2 32.4-40.8
O 78.44+16.7 | 51-96 | 784 | 72.8 72.1+ 5.5 62.5-77.1
P 59.4 4+ 26.2 9-80 | 59.4 | 38.3 49.2+ 3.8 42.9-53.5
Q 73.54+22.2 | 2790 | 73.5 | 63.9 61.7+ 4.8 55.4-70.3
R 741+£21.3 | 33-91 | 74.1 | 65.1 573+ 14 55.0-58.8
S 69.0 +27.2 | 11-92 | 69.0 | 55.8 41.5+ 4.2 34.8-47.6
T 66.5 +23.7 | 23-89 | 66.5 | 51.2 425+ 6.3 34.5-50.6
U 76.3+17.0 | 41-91 | 76.3 | 68.9 66.7 + 3.7 60.1-69.9
A% 49.1+16.9 | 19-73 | 49.1 | 19.6 26.1+ 5.1 18.7-32.5
W 64.3+£24.6 | 26-88 | 64.3 | 47.2 55.5+ 2.6 51.0-58.5
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Table 2.3 Values of sensory evaluation ns and estimated values 713 in stickiness (i = 3).

Gel Sensory evaluation n3 M3
Mean £+ S.D. | Range Mean £+ S.D. Range
A 11.5+13.0 2-39 | 11.5 6.6+ 4.8 2.4-15.5
B 21.94+21.7 6-70 | 21.9 36.2+ 3.4 31.8-41.5
C 125 +17.2 3-54 | 12.5 8.8+ 4.0 2.6-13.2
D 10.9 +14.9 1-45 | 10.9 6.6+ 2.8 2.6-10.6
E 85.0+12.2 | 66-98 | 85.0 69.4 +25.6 | 55.8-121.1
F 13.5+11.5 2-32 | 13.5 23.3+ 1.7 21.6-26.0
G 15.5+15.6 3-42 | 15.5 145+ 4.2 | 10.8-22.5
H 8.8+12.9 1-40 8.8 11.7£10.9 | —5.5-25.9
I 64.6 +19.2 | 23-84 | 64.6 64.9+ 6.2 56.1-74.5
J 29.0 +16.6 6-55 | 29.0 442+ 5.3 | 39.2-52.3
K 72.3+10.6 | 5887 | 72.3 68.7+ 9.7 | 56.3-84.1
L 66.1+ 8.5 | 50-77 | 66.1 69.2+ 3.4 | 65.6-75.6
M 10.8 +£13.0 1-38 | 10.8 389+ 2.1 | 35.2-40.8
N 65.4+10.7 | 49-81 | 65.4 61.3+ 4.1 54.7-66.3
@) 23.1 +22.7 1-61 | 23.1 201+ 74 12.3-29.1
P 29.8 £ 18.7 8-53 | 29.8 409+ 4.6 | 37.0-49.7
Q 20.3 +14.7 3-45 | 20.3 247+ 3.3 | 20.8-30.5
R 25.1+15.5 3-51 | 25.1 32.7+ 3.1 28.7-37.0
S 69.9+ 8.4 | 56-83 | 69.9 33.2+ 4.3 | 28.7-39.7
T 23.6 £22.5 1-67 | 23.6 295+ 5.2 | 24.6-38.8
U 47.8 +18.9 | 1867 | 47.8 479+ 5.4 | 41.1-55.1
\Y 59.6 +=17.1 | 31-81 | 59.6 48.7+ 5.4 | 41.9-56.1
W 68.6 +=16.1 | 51-87 | 68.6 58.2+ 4.2 | 52.7-64.6
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Table 2.4 Values of sensory evaluation ny and estimated values ny in granularity (i =

4).
Gel Sensory evaluation T4 T4
Mean + S.D. | Range Mean + S.D. Range
A 61.5+16.8 | 40-85 | 61.5 61.5+ 4.4 | 55.4-68.7
B 45.0 £18.5 | 23-75 | 45.0 54.2 4+ 3.9 | 50.3-59.7
C 86.0 £ 15.4 | 49-96 | 86.0 83.7+t 3.9 | 80.3-90.0
D 53.5+£24.7 | 17-96 | 53.5 55.5+ 1.8 | 53.1-57.0
E 34.8 +22.0 9-68 | 34.8 37.0+11.2 | 29.3-59.0
F 45.0 £22.7 | 15-84 | 45.0 43.4+ 2.9 | 39.5-47.8
G 79.6 £14.9 | 46-92 | 79.6 76.8 £ 2.0 | 73.9-80.2
H 84.6 = 15.0 | 58-98 | 84.6 81.8+ 5.0 | 74.4-88.8
I 25.3 +18.9 4-62 | 25.3 187+ 2.5 | 15.9-22.6
J 22.0+13.6 6-39 | 22.0 199+ 4.2 | 13.4-23.7
K 16.4 +11.7 5-36 | 16.4 21.2+ 3.2 | 18.1-25.2
L 184+154 3-48 | 18.4 21.5+ 2.1 | 19.1-25.1
M 38.0 + 31.0 7-93 | 38.0 199+ 2.8 | 15.4-234
N 14.6 +13.2 2-43 | 14.6 16.5+ 2.5 | 12.7-19.5
O 26.4 +21.3 0-55 | 26.4 23.6+ 3.9 | 16.6-28.2
P 21.1+15.0 4-48 | 21.1 13.6+ 0.8 | 12.6-14.7
Q 39.4+229 2-79 | 39.4 39.6 £ 2.1 | 36.8-42.1
R 189 +11.8 6-40 | 18.9 21.8+ 1.9 | 18.7-23.7
S 4.6+ 34 1-11 | 4.6 186+ 1.2 | 17.3-20.2
T 88+ 5.9 1-20 | 8.8 185+ 2.5 | 13.9-21.0
U 37.5£17.3 | 1858 | 37.5 39.3+ 3.8 | 34.0-42.7
\Y 9.9+10.1 3-30 | 9.9 6.9+ 1.6 4.1-8.7
W 35.5+16.5 | 16-53 | 35.5 32.1+ 3.2 | 28.1-35.2
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Fig. 2.12 Application software for texture evaluation.
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J150 A0 & BRERHAMAE 2 FF 32 FEERE L. Z 2T, JENOAAT — 2 ICEBT 7
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T, 77 AF Y iHIEA Z EICEREIFET VEERT S 2 LT, BeiHMiEOHERX 4 E
L7, EMEREGDORRD 23FEDOT VEMEHWIZERIZEY, REFIED, B
HIREE S O 2R E O IO W CHRERMIME 2 e CT& 5 2 L 2/l L7,

Fig. 2.12 (X REFHE 7 7V r—v a2 vV 7 by =7 OFEITEEH TH L. Zhiuk, T
I AF Y HEETNVRENTICHEEH L7277V r—a o ThY, HEeRy MZk-T
HE LT NVEBEDEI AT —2 7 7 A NVERE L Tt AT E 5. BEARIZIE, —
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ElE L —H—F v — N CTFERTDHIET, ENDHET 7 AT % Z RO
RTAHAZENTED.
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DR EE, 7 MMERE D FRNIRGT D DIIES TIEew. —J5 T, TF, MR
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CNN) 23@EWEKEZHF TS 70 20 K& 205803, BRI X 5 #EERo
T A=RIF TR, HRFEEOERERNFEORNRLE2>TNLZETHD. 2
DX 57 CNN 2R DT 7 AF v HEEITEAT UL, T AERE ORER - BERITEK
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AW BRT 7 AT Y HEETEZRET 5. ETIRL, F22EOTFEICHERL, HGo
Ry ML DR - EEHERE, BXOENGHAMITICE S T 7 AT v #EE L)
BRSNS, AEl, 77 AF v HEEHEOM BICET T, HEa ARy b EZOHIEIX
ZTOEFIL, TIVAFXYWENHD Y 7 by =T % CNN OBANZLY —HT 5. 1L
WIZ, BET D CNN O A EREEICHOWTRT. AL CHRS S 7z E 5
Z, BERVINEIZHEE 7 L —LFEAT 52 L TADEGZERT 5. 22Tk, ATHEO
RN —ARICEY L7216 7 L— A0 B A ATEE, 725 NS, Bk X
DEMR TR E W T2 RERIR 2 7 L — DB N HR A AN EE, &9 2 FEO A E
BIZOWTRT. CNN X, ZOX 52 ANEBRE ANT), & FOT 7 AF v BREHmE %
HAOL L, TEOBR AR - 7=V 7@E 2BOEEERIOEREIND. BRIAL -
T—=V T RBICBWTIEN AR ORSEZFE T 5. I, 1BET 5 CNN OMRGEHE
BROFERE R, 2T, B2EOFIERS IO 2 FEEOANEBRIC L HIRETIEE L
L, MEFECI>TEREICRLDOT 7 AT ¥ DHEEFRER Z &, & 2 BOFIETIIH
ENNETH-T27 7 AF v fHMEEBICE TS AREZR 2 &, 2 7 L— LA A ATTH
BT ICHEE FTREZR 2 & AT

32 TORFYHEVATLOESR

BET LTV AF Y HEFIEL, § 2 EICHEILL, 727 AF ¥ BHEEME O =§i Y
(Fig. 3.1(a)), MR A v M X DESH44F (Fig. 3.1(b)), 77 AF XY #EET VL
DL (Fig. 3.1(c)) oA SND. 72721, Fig. 3.1(c) {TRTIENGMEAE LT
TIAFAHEET AR —HINTWD. BARIZIL, 52 T=D [ZERIRE LUK
WX DRERRE) — [ElRDO0) — TERUFET V) B3, BEFETIE TAEBRE
%] — ICNNE7 /) [ZEXHBZ LTS, ML ITIORT.

[EREFEME O FRIYEM (Fig. 3.1(a)) 1 #MiT—% & LT, MR EHEHO T
TV T RZVE SO ERERHImE 2 Yl L CR <. CERERMMmAEIL, EERIC b b3 E IR
WXV RAET D ERETMARRIC X BST 5. BEEFHHE n; 1%, T2 AF v FFMER i
BlziE, “bBbbbR: 1 =17, “9525&:1=2", Ip&) TELITHRTETS.

(MM Ry 2 RAWEELSAmFHE (Fig. 3.1(b) 1 & ME, HREMCRBWT, HEn
HEHWTEMOIEEN & NISEZFRFIZEA LTS, ZOERARFEIZE ST, &
B, EMAZTL— FBIOENDAE 0O SNAHEBe Ry NE2EHTS. 20
EEEHW TR Z LN - WL, TOWBOESSAEFHNL, s L TRETS.
BT —42 L LC, TV IRV GOEN A ZINET .
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Texture term ¢ (ex. Smoothness)

Value of sensory evaluation: n,
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Fig. 3.1 The overview of the proposed method. (a) In preparation, reference values
of sensory evaluation of gels are obtained from panelists. (b) The pressure
distributions of the gels are measured using artificial mastication. (c) An
input image of the CNN is preprocessed. The CNN outputs an estimation
of the texture through a sensory evaluation.

(77 AF  HEEE 7 A OME (Fig. 3.1(c) 1 £, WRIUNADE S5 A 4 B kK
7L —LZHH, e T52 L TCONNETLA~ADANEGEEZERNT D, FEWT, ASE
BIx L CTT 7 AF ¥ BhesHlifti & 11135 CNN 7 VA ERT 5. #lifiT —% &2 A
T, EUE n; S Ay OBENNE < 125 LD BIENERIEIC L B R v kU — 2 0¥
21T D.

U EDOFIETHZT 7 AF v #HEETVEAND Z LIZRY, FVREOEE - AR
DIEF TG ST 7 A F ¢ EREFE 2T 5 = LW TX 5.

33 1&=Y % CNN

KECIE, 77 AF v HE (Fig. 3.1(c)) 1250 C, ANBIROERLIEE CNN 0
HERE DRI 2 T~ 5.
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Reaction force

Image frame

Fig. 3.2 Selection of frames of pressure distribution image.
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Fig. 3.3 Architecture of CNN.
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Fig. 3.4 Examples of input image.
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p =15 image P =2 image
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Fig. 3.5 Examples of input image. (Gel M - Gel W)
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P =15 image

P=2 image
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Fig. 3.6 Examples of input image of gel foods with maximum and minimum texture

value.
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Fig. 3.7 Error with P = 15 image.
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Fig. 3.8 Error with P = 2 image.
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Fig. 3.9 Estimation result with P = 15 image.
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Fig. 3.11 Coeflicients of determination.
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Gripper
>
(a) Initial phase
B SR &
d
Y Bl
Ad = Ad, + Ad,

(b) Gripping phase

Fig. 4.1 Gripper type stiffness sensing.

X olz, WHNRREL LT, Bl f =0 TZ U v REBREML WD L0 LT 5.
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f:E%? (4.2)
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P =0 (4.4)
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LIRS, BLEOANE, ABETH, KA TRSNDMITHGE E 425755,
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E= xd7d (4.5)
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= % (4.6)
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Fig. 4.2 An overview of experimental system.
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WPHEND. LEDoT, AEMEMOBMELZFET 2 ETORMEITIXL S E R TLE
7. ZOREHER, AVAT LT, FEAE Y & O 7GR IR O HEHE 2 5
AT 5. BIfi TR LZERtER 7 U v oo, SEM Y (Fig 4.3(d)) Z 3%
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Fig. 4.3 Gripper type stiffness sensing system.
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Fig. 4412”3 X912, R—FMTTEMUITROY U 7H 253 5. Fig. 4.512,
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HREV a=65mm], b=115mm] THY, M LIALEIT Ad=2mm] &5 5.

Fig. 4.7, 481, ZNEIES P, Yo7 E ONEMREZRT. Fig. 4706, 7
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Fig. 4.4 Experiment for sensing Young’s modulus of a spring.
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Fig. 4.5 Experimental results showing Young’s modulus of springs with different
length.
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Fig. 4.6 Experiment for sensing Young’s modulus of a silicone.

4322 &%

Fig. 4.7, 48R4 & 912, P, E OMZEDED, r = 2[mm] OHEIZIE r = 5, 11[mm]
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J7Te & AT D MRy DR (O ZHONEIR) NRELS ol bD LR TE D, —F
T, Fig. 4.7, 48T+ X5, r=511[mm] TOREMEAFEEICIEL TWDHD
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Fig. 4.7 Experimental results showing pressure of silicones with different thickness.
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Fig. 4.8 Experimental results showing Young’s modulus of silicones with different
thickness.
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Fig. 4.9 Explanation of coupling effect.
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441 EEE#H

Fig. 4.10 {Z/R"3 XK 512, 22~23 i OEHE 7% 2 Fr o8 10 NSk LT, FffiE v
YURE ZET S HWER 1 NSO S iREE, IHERREIC W TERER b [HT
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U ROBEIEREE = 11[mm] OFFE L, A=380mm? Ths. Fi-, FREFC
BBRF IR LT, FONEHKLS, AL KR L, & ORI OREICIE, T
EEBR Y V172 Go = 0.5[mV] Z 5.

Fig. 4.10 An overview of experiment.
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Fig. 4.11 (BRI 5 0EBRHE 1 4 OFHIE 2 R9. 7272 L, Fig. 4.11(a)~(d)
TENEN, HEM G, FOES d, FOEMN Ad, #fil f #RL, (e) 1ITG < Gyl
BIFD 20M (4 <t < 6[sec]) D E&ZRLTWS., —J, Fig. 4.12 [ZIUFERHCIS T D H
B 1 4 ORISR Z2~d. 72721, Fig. 4.12(a)~(d) 12z nEh, FHEM G, HTOFES
d, TOEN Ad, #fikH f2RL, (e)1XG = GoleBF5 2 MM (4 <t < 6lsec]) DFE
ZRLTW5. Fig 4.11(a), 3LV Fig. 4.12(a) £V, Gy =0.5mV]IZk LT, %
NG <Gy, G2 Gy DFRMEENRL, SNt IGHIREBIZH D Z & 23R
T&%. Fig. 4.11(b), B XV Fig. 4.12(b) & v, UHEEO S, FOES d A5 10[mm]
BEREARY, K2/l TWa. 2, MHEIC L0 ERE S Hi~KE g
BT OMEICER LTS, i COEMEERCOMREEEZXD L, Z0 d OBzl
ELRWIRY, MEOHMEZ ELICHIECE RN LIEHATH L. £z, Fig 4.11(c)
~(e), BLUVFig. 4.12(c)~(e) £V, 77U v ITXHMLIALEENEIE L, FOZENL
Ad = 2[mm] JFICEFRIEL 2D L, fBIOEMNEND ERNLETSH. ZOwkRE
DG, 2 (4 St < 6[sec]) DOFHHEAMTE Y 7RI, diR/INHRETEAZ
E =253 x 103[Pa], £ =111.6 x 103[Pa] &£72%.

Table 4.1, Table 4.2 1T, ZHNEIEMHOMARRE, DUHERIZ I 28R 10 4 0%
&Yy 7% E ofHlifERzRT. 2720, & E o, 2PHoFEETcHS. F
7z, Fig. 4.13(a) |2, FHEE Z &1, il /IHIRETO E DA L2 b D& RT.
Fig. 4.13(b) I2, 2#ERE D, Hfk/IHRETO E OEE g L b D &R,

443 Z=

Fig. 4.13(a) £V, HBREIZL > THEAZEEZSH D L OO, HMFRINEE & IHERETH S 2
WCEMEY > 7R E OEN R D 2 Enbnd. Fig. 4.13(b) (-7 L9512, 10 ADF
PIED G, SMiEY o 78 EBIX, EHAMERE LY b IHERFO 5 035K 3.8 ff EAT5 2
EMPOMND. ThUE, IR, FOMBHEOBENEHRDHZI LT, 'n—T7%2EF(C
2[mm] # LIATeDIZ BB ) f 238U, FERAICEHBROBMEN R 35 Z L1
BELTWDHDEEXHND. LLEDX I, HFOMMEILEROUHGIREIZBURTH 5
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der muscle contraction.

Fig. 4.12 An experimental result un-

der no muscle contraction.
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Table 4.1 E under no muscle contraction (X 10%) [Pa].

Trial Ist | 2nd | 3rd | 4th | 5th | Ave.
Subject

A 33.2 1200 | 83 | 21.8 | 25.3 | 21.7

B 214 | 7.8 | 13.0 | 11.6 | 12.7 | 13.3

C 10.8 | 9.2 | 11.1 | 9.2 | 9.7 | 10.0

D 101 | 1.1 5.7 7.2 9.7 6.8

E 174 | 7.7 | 11.3 | 6.2 7.0 9.9

F 6.4 | 3.1 34 | 46 | 24 4.0

G 7.2 | 11.7 | 121 | 3.1 6.7 8.1

H 8.4 5.3 5.9 82 [ 114 | 7.8

I 9.0 | 125 | 24 5.6 5.7 7.0

J 99 | 6.0 | 40 | 7.0 | 7.0 6.8

Table 4.2 F under muscle contraction (X 10%) [Pa).
P g | 2nd | osed | 4in | sth | Ave.
Subject

A 125.4 | 150.8 | 111.6 | 95.6 | 116.2 | 120.0
B 25.1 48.7 | 29.5 | 10.3 | 28.2 | 284
C 204 | 384 | 473 | 32.6 | 35.6 | 28.3
D 40.8 26.0 35.9 | 38.5 | 22.6 25.1
E 84.4 | 66.0 | 56.3 | 55.8 | 69.3 | 55.2
F 14.9 4.0 225 | 17.7 | 15.8 15.0
G 9.0 14.0 43.6 1.5 9.5 15.5
H 46.5 | 38.8 | 41.6 | 309 | 36.6 | 38.9
I 27.9 6.8 14.9 | 23.7 3.2 15.3
J 8.6 7.9 8.2 134 | 8.1 9.3
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Fig. 4.13 Experimental results of F.
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&L, M - EROWBEEE, EEHORY 7L Uk — R bRERESNS. —DODOHK
BEAZ VA R ARICBEI SE T Y a— U RIC T EMRE 5252 & T, v a— ik
K EHE2 D O LIABBEICKTT AR R TE DA L 7e o TS, T2 TiE, 7
N2 AN KD EMEERZITV, B N OEHOMFRIKEED & IR R £ T ik 4 fR 8l vl iE
R EERT. RIS, BEEEZHOIZ VRSO - AErER ATV, 2 OoRRIckE T
D —HOEN M ZFHT 5. 22T, RS OIS U TENSMAIPRIZERR D
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Texture term ¢ (ex. Smoothness)

Value of sensory evaluation: n;
Not Very

smooth | } { smooth
atall * 50 f f

100
cel ), O

C

Compressing and fracturing gel

by using tongue (a)
P IE]
| @ 8
+ =AY @
Ty ) ! o]
o | T2 > o
i Plate ‘ ‘ ‘ P o > 5]y, go Estimation of
< o+, I = > = | value of sensory evaluation:
Sensor i i > g 5 R
4 [T el — " Sl ¢ g = [y
‘ e 3 =+ |E
- © —
. . e, -
Imitation tonguet— ’ E g‘ U |2
N T |G| Y i;
Artificial mastication Pressure distribution o =l p=|

(b) (c)

Fig. 5.1 Outline of the proposed texture sensing method. (a) In preparation, refer-
ence values of sensory evaluation of gels are obtained from panelists. (b) The
pressure distribution of the gel is measured using artificial mastication with
imitation tongue. (c) The relationship between the pressure distribution
and the value of sensory evaluation is modeled based on the image texture
analysis, and the equation for estimating the value of sensory evaluation is
derived.
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RET LT 7 AF v HEETFIEIL, B2 EICHENT L. 72720, 2 ETEAETL— b
EIME L5 Z2 AW EREREBR AT > Tzl L, EFIETIE, WlE RS 4
RN B S D ERE » W B2 AT 2 RN RERNC R 5. B Z L FIORT .

(‘B REFEARE O FailHE(H] Fig. 5.1(a) (TR T X 21Z, BT —2 & LT, EMORRLHE
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—WRIT, B (B8, Ege ) oEFEMELT, Y a—rRAnLNS.
IZUDIC, Fig. 5.2(a1) IRT LRV Y a— ViR e X—2 & LIBREEZE X 5.
BRVEAR ORI & I ITAHABE TR SN TV bd b & L, Fig. 5.2(b-) 2R+ L9, —
DOOMEBETIE A R AR EBEI TX AL D LT 5. B X R BEOYHIMEND OBEI&
RIS 25 TIEMRE As &35, £7°, Fig. 5.2(a1) IRT X H1T, ERA MR
DU =R RICEE LTORE (As =0) 252 %. ZORRET, Fig. 5.2(a-ii) 2R
Lo, AR Z EEASAET e —7C Ab I LiATe &, #IEIC K - T F,(0)
WAL S, WIZ, Fig. 5.2(b-1) IR T K912, ER M BEABE) S THIPEIRIZ T EME &
H2TRE (As > 0) 252 5. ZO%E, TEMIZ I BIEERR EFICEY B2 5.
Fig. 5.2(b-ii) \Z"T L 912, Fu—7 ZMER L OFIFIBERAIE NS Ab 72 # LiAA
PEEDIK T Fy(As) 1%, THEMORBIZEI Y O T F,(0) LH_XThTn B35,
2720, RIDORKE S & JREH TS 5 2 L ITIfFcE 2.

Iz, Fig. 5.3(a-1) ([T LI, U a— RO b2 EIECR M — T o
TEETEEZLD. B, MY — FOoY U IR E, HERLID b oREVWED LT
L. BMES— b o—dmldEE (P ICEESNTEY, b9 I A b ogE RO
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B O AR L CioflEE () ICEEISNTWD. Zos X, ks — MIEKRIR
L LCENIPY e T 5. Fig 5.3(a-ii) IORT LT, B R N UBENRBMKICEE LT
REE (As=0) IZBWT, LENbFu—7% Ab P LiAT &K F(0) 23EL 5.
Z ORI F(0) 1%, BT — hORES 721, Fig. 5.2(aii) O F,(0) £ b k&L
7%, WIZ, Fig. 53(b-1) IR X 91T, ER M 2B8 S CHERICTIERZ 5 272
REE (As > 0) 2522, ZOWE, FEMICI BERR ESFICEN E2RD Z LT,
BEME S — R O8RS T 23N+ 5. Fig. 5.3(b-ii) (/8T L 912, 7u—7 2 LiATed &
SICEES T HIHNL, K F(As) % F(0) X0 KIBICHIINSE 22803405, UL
DX T, BIERZE D B — FOBRICE Y, FLIARE Ab XTI 5K F(As)
, TIEME As (X o CLFIH CHET 22 LBRAEEE 725 (B — b oY 7N
NS WAL Fig. 5.2 OBPERBEAREEE &L & 720, KAOFEDRITAEEThAn).
LLED X5 7 TIEME R As 12 X o THHE SN D85S ORI 72 T AWM 2, (ZaE
K(As) = F(As)/Ab THETZ LI12T 5. kb, PEMICL 28H8E LEOEY A0 T
B RIS LT Hoi/hawnwb oL L, RETIE, BUEEE ORI HR RO+
i - BT IS RIET IO W TSRO IR LT 5.

532 JAREA Tk BEMERIEIFE DR

Fig. 5.4(a) {2, BAJE L7oWMEn] BRI E O 7 m N2 A4 TONB 2R, v a—
VERMERIE, B8 65[mm], BATE 50mm], /S 35(mm] DEFETH L. VKT
E =11.1kPa] (FEffE&: 2mm| ([ZBF2)07) / 0T H) THY, b hOEFEELHIH T
5 &9 BATERARIICERE L TV D, LIRS — & LT, JES 0.03[mm], ¥ 735
700[kPa] R Y UL Zv— b EAWTWD. flfd & OUEHE O#HEE L ABS IR T
HDH. 1OOMEELY =T AT A HZIZL o TER FARICHHEER T2 Z N TE, TE
fid As #FH#EARE & 72> T 5. Fig. 5.5 I TJEMiE%Z As = 0lmm], As = 20[mm]
LI EORBBEEORT 277, ZOX )77 b A TREFORME K(As) O
FrMEIZOWT, 5 4 BIZHESWTERIICHAND.

Fig. 5.6 OFEMIC, TIEME As 2B S TR0 LidA & Ab-X 1 F(As) Fttic
DWCRT. 72720, PHEMEIL As =0 ~ 20[mm] O T 2[mm] Z &8k H, £
NZNIZHOWT, Fig. 5.4(b) @ X 5 IZHHEE O Lt gt 2 M 7' — 7 T Ab=2[mm]
EFTHLAATHS. AE7r—7OEAT D =20mm] & L, ZiUux7T 7 AF v #EE
FhR (5 5.4 F) THOWOHERIVELOERL —HBHSETWD, =713 =74
A RIZE > TEEHFAICAEL, VeTrxzra—FBL0te— RELT, ZhENH LA
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7 e

(b-i) (b-ii)
Fig. 5.2 Imitation tongue by naked silicone.

As ;: 0 Polyurethane
S o sheet /
B’
b
7 Silicone rubber
/ /,
(a-1) (a-ii)
As:
i T
a 7
(b-i) (b-ii)

Fig. 5.3 Basic principle of variable elasticity type imitation tongue.
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HEAVBLORI F 2ET 5. 728, SENTEFFHEORICEBT L0 L LT, L
AR T ICELS LTS, Fig. 5.6 L0, i LiAZE Ab OHIMIIE U TS F 23
B4 sz L, BT, PHEMER As OB LT Ab-F #MERNTIE—RRIC ER L
TV ZEDHERTE S, LEN-T, 20X BT EMBEOHMICEW T, BRSO
BAE K (As) ZATLEICTEARETH D 2 L vbns. £, MBLRBEME S — F & BAvTic
U 3 — PR & RBE D B TR S VBRI 1T A IR Z, Fig. 5.6 ORkHR T
R PHEME As % 0lmm] 225 20[mm] ~EMSE TN L2030 b 56T, ME DK
INTIERERFEWTR, 2O b, BEEOREHEELEBT 5 ETOBRMES— b
DEEMZHERTE D.

WIT, BRMEFTATEEE L b FOFEOREA IS 5. Fig. 5.4(b) ki, HE7
NIBEBICEY, NS T u—T THLUAALZEO Ab & F #llE+ 5. Fig. 5.7 0
JREHIZ, & hOHOMERIER X O IBIZ W TRIE 21T - TR 2RO —fFl &R
T.OPEEREICR LT, BRIRERIEFIC AN TICER LT 5 L9018, IUHIRBIZEIC
NEANTHELS TH5EICHERLTWAS. 22k, RIRICIE, M AR5 T =
As=0lmm]| 3 XV As=20[mm]| & E L-EOERLZFHEH L Wb, Fig. 5.7 L0, t
kO E ORFRIRAE & BT O T EME & As=0[mm] OIREE, 72 b NS, lFRIREE & PIER
£ As=20[mm] OREEIT, TNENLL —HLTVWDE I LRbMD. ZOfMBICESE,
DARE X, MM RIBE 52 THEM E As=0[mm] 3 X' As=20[mm] % 5 % 72IkHE
Z, TIE RS ORIk EER K OWGHSRIRE E PR 5 Z LT 5. Fig. 581, & FdD
B L OB EIZOWT, Ab-F FeER AR LR Lot K 2R3, 7272
L, B FOFIZEL T, 22 mW~24 smOWERE 4 4 XWE 5 BOVHETH L. & Fo
T, MFRIRAE T Kielax=0.15[N/mm]|, IHERE T Keont=0.67[N/mm] TH 5. 725,
IAEREEDIE D D E R KREVOIE, FHHIH (8 5[s]) ([C—EDOIHMEIRIEICT 5 Z LN EEL
<, WeBrE L DBMAENEEZE L -2 LICREERLTWA. —J, S, ke
T K(0)=0.12[N/mm], $HERRET K(20)=0.63[N/mm] T 5. HFRIRIED S UITHEIRE
27252 LT, B hOEHFOHMIT 4.5 512, HEEEOMMEL 5.3 fFI2EmLTns. Lk
DX HIZ, AEIBHFE Ltk a] BRIEREEIC L - T, v hOF O A B8 2 410
BCTEDHZENDND.

LIl R2 1%, HHEEE OMRREE R2 = 0.95 3 L OULHSIREE R2 = 0.97, b MO EOMFEKEE
R? = 0.88 3 L UMWHE{kAE R2 = 0.97.
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Silicone body

B — e — -

Fig. 5.4 Development of the imitation tongue with variable elasticity. (a) Prototype
of the imitation tongue. (b) Measurement of the elasticity of the imitation
tongue. (c) Measurement of the elasticity of the human tongue.
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(b) 4s=20[mm]

Fig. 5.5 Prototype of the imitation tongue with different As.
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15

Imitation tongue

As=20[mm|]
—— with sheet

A
without sheet /
z 1 r‘/
L
Q
(@]
S
c
A=
‘g 0.5
@
As= 0[mm]
As=20[mm)]
0 T As= 0O[mm]
0 0.5 1 15 2

Pushing depth Ab [mm]

Fig. 5.6 Relationship between pushing depth Ab, reaction force F', pre-compression
As, in imitation tongue with and without sheet.

1.5
— Imitationtongue  ~pntracted As = 20[mm]
with sheet
Human tongue
£ 1
LL
)
(&)
S
c
=
‘g 0.5
v4 Relaxed
As= 0O[mm]
0
0 0.5 1 15 2
Pushing depth Ab [mm]

Fig. 5.7 Relationship between pushing depth Ab and reaction force F' in human and
imitation tongue.
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p<0.01

1.0
Contracted

'€ 08
£
=
< 0.6
2
I% 0.4
| Relaxed

0.2 —

RN
Human Imitation Human Imitation
(As=0[mm]) (As=20[mm])

Fig. 5.8 Comparable elasticity between human and imitation tongues.

5.4 BEEZRAWVTIXFVHETE

AEITIE, WHEAEREEREAZEAN LT 7V AT Y HEET AT LEHBEST 5. BEEO
SRPEIRRBISH LT, Vb Z [EM « W LTZBROEI M ED X 5128 T 50, &
w7 7 AF ¥ OHEEREEN ED X DIZEET D0, ITHOWTERNICELET 5.

541 =HERVATL

Fig. 5.9(a) |2, EBR AT AOMEZRT. FEED LISV ELEZES, LN
A7 L— b 2T S TEM - BWiEZIT . WIET L —NE) =T 274 Zi2d -
TEWETS. BEBEEOE A N UBEIRIDO Y =T AT A4 X2k o> TEMEL, THEMELH
BLTHEBREORMELZZMIEL LN TED. ZODY =T A7 X T PCIZL-T
flsng. WEZTvr— o FEiZiE, EAsfitrd (= 2SR 22/ 56
1[mm)], Ff5fEEE 10[ms], JHIEFLFH 44[mm]x44[mm], £ /150 0.2[kPa]) 23H Y fF
FToNnTWD. FVERE, EAE20mm], &S 10(mm] OMMEFE L, S o Lmd
RAPEICEND . ARIOEHM - EEEEIL, UTomy &35, BET L — MIHE
2mm/s| O FREEIEEZ G X, FARMO Bl EEM UKL Z t = 0] L T5. ZOEF
TEEIWEZME L, t =4.5s] TF L —bhafflSE5. ok, t=4.5[s] DRATT L —
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Linear slider Compression operation command

Rigid plate Control PC g
Pressure data E
Pressure distribution sensor 8
Gel =
4 ) S
r — 4 N
2
(D
— ke
m
Imitation tongue Linear slider
(a)
t=1.5[q t=3.0[9 t=4.5[9|
(b)

Fig. 5.9 Experimental system.

MEBUEE EEA S 1mm] EFICAET 2. A, @AE S oEE L ShdE 5] (7L —
h— 2l 7L — b — BT OELOTD, 7 L— k& RUEE L OBEBEOBAIE
BETDHDE L, ZOBETEEEZRTT 5. ULEoM (0 <t <4.5[s) OEHST L
RHIF—4& & LT L, PCICRAET 5. Fig. 5.9(b) 1%, B & L CHkRikigIcRE
SN HUET TR AT - B LTV AEET A, B A T TRl DR LIm G
ThHD. ZOEA, FAUENMIFHETICO D IAATOE, JEME - BRERR D2 1R AR
THZLITTE 20,
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t =15 t=3.0[s| t =455

22kPa[ 4

w

T

X

3| e

~— - by I

E -.L'_.liI

3 =
0kPa‘V 44 mm (44 pixels) g

(a) Relaxed imitation tongue

(c) Rigid base

Fig. 5.10 Pressure distribution.

542 BHEEDEMEREICHT H2ENTHOMEE

Fig. 5.10 (2, 7 /v & OERME « A O3 7 — # Bl a "3, 72721, Fig. 5.10(a)
(TR A o IR BB R ﬁbtﬁm,mg5m()iﬁﬁ%%ﬂﬁﬁﬁuﬂﬁbk%
%, Fig. 5.10(c) 1ZEHEFE iR <R EEZ A WSS B 2 #ioxit) ths. X
¢K%w1,t&ﬁw@@é#%%;%mbfm<ik,EﬁL#%m:&%%LT
W%, Fig. 5.10(a) IR T & 512, iiRkEOBET LT3, EHDONH 20 IR
(t=1.5[s]). ZhiL, BHEEERELAMI X O ICZBAERT L2 LICERLTRY, FL—
DO TFREREALTH AR OMETGIRICIE S T2 EN DA FERL D I8 > TV T T
(t =3.0[s]), WA RIILET D K5 RESNSMTEZEE CTRONRY (t =4.5[s]). K
(2, Fig. 5.10(b) IZ7R"F & 912, UMSRAEOBEE T LTI, shfiRig & i L TR DS
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LERYRRL s (t=1.5[8]). Zhik, BUEEOHEREMIE> TRADKEL 2D
ZEICERLTWD. 20%, ENE—EEFTS (t =3.0[]). HEAICT VR ITK
L, ZAUCIE CTER R OBATRIL AR TE 5 (t =4.5[8]), 20L&, FLrfadhid
FTERICHIN ST #D 2 &<, HOIBRERESRBMA Z2ETRELR>TND. £z,
PR X T R 2 AT K D ICZBVETR T 5720, MR ITIEET 2 2 &2 <, 13F
Tox DFIRNICINE > T D, Ffkic, Fig. 5.10(c) lr+ X 91g, WK EHBEZ AW
&, JEREBIE% O RVWBRECIEN RS /20 (¢ = 1.5[s]), Y EROME S RIEZY,
UG U E i O BATRI A R 55 (& = 3.0[s]). 7L — hO FRICHE LT TIE
AR SEB LT RBBIC 72 5 TV (8= 45]8]). 2o &%, FAaiiTigiE~<—=x
MIRIZ72 B F Tl < BT S U2 RBBIC /e > TV D, Bl X 91z, AU VESTH-
THRE T OIS U T, 0 <t < 4.5[8] 1280 2 EHM - AWRIRIES AR B D Z &
BHOND.

543 THORXAFviETEEER

TNEMDT 7 AF v HEEERIZE Y, M ERBSEE 2 O RBFEO A A
MRET 5.

5.4.3.1 ZFEBREM- FIA

ETFVUCTHASVEMSE LT, 6 BEOMRS VAN A~F 2T 2. 77 AF vt
EE & LT, “bH b b (Blasticity: 1 = 1) 7, “22%25& (Smoothness: i =2) 7,
“ao L& (Stickiness: i =3) 7, “SbH 6K (Granularity: i = 4) 7 O 4 FEfE % H
W5, LUF, EBOFNEITE 2 =& REICITO. 4E, #BiE8 8 4 T Visual analog scale
¥ 7O IS  ERERBR & FEHE L T 0~100 OREKE & L CHASRIIE 2 TG L, T
HHENT —% & L THWDEREIMIE n; &35, WRIZ, ERI AT 22 HNT, 1
WZo& 6 32, # 36 DT I VEMDIEM - MR DOEN ST —% P 5+ 5. 2
DIESDAGT — AR T O &2 L, 77 AF ¥ HEX28H+ 5. KENSHT —
SIS LUK TEE O A L, BRSNS ML 2T S, 2B, @ OWOE
M =1002 Th 5. £EF—% & LT, 54.3212, Fig. 5.10(a)~(c) DEHTC 5t
I LT R E OB Z T . Fit\ T, FFEERT MVOWRITLEEMT 5 & & bICLERPME
IR DI BRI AL, ERm~7 My 2ZEBMT 5. BZIC, TS~
MLy AR, BRERHNE n, 2 BREEE LIEHIBERFET V2/ER L, 727 X
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F v iHEEE ¢ DT 7 AF v HEE R
n; = aijo + ainy1 + aigy2 + -+ + aiL, YL, (5.1)

BT D, 220, a0 EEKH, ay (1= 1,2,..., L;) iXREEV#E%CH % (Table 5.1).
B INHEXREHANT, 77 AF¥iHliEA « 2212, FAVRM A~F O7 7 AF %
HeEME ny ZEHNT D, LEOT 7 ZAF Y HEEERE, shfRREOREE, IUHHRAE O
HeE, BLOMAKALEEEHAWE 3 LMD TTEBL, TNENIZOWTT 7 AF v #fEEfH
ERET 5.

5432 FEEDOH
Fig. 5.11 |2, Fig. 5.10(a)~(c) ®EII ARk Lo FE 0B % ~3 . Fig. 5.11
Eﬂ@,ﬁﬁﬁﬁvawﬁ%“’%ﬁwTEMLt%@%,i*w¥~,iykn
, BN, B, RETARMEORERST — % Th H. AEEEEET 8pixel], AEITMIL

O[deg] Thb. JKEFEHRKTMBIREORHEEE (Fig. 5.10(a)), BEBITIHEIRRE O
(Fig. 5.10(b)), BEFIIAIK+E (Fig. 5.10(c) &AW HADOEEETHS. “hb
DIRFRINT — & L0, HHEEOFMEREIEAE LT, ENRMANOE LN LB FHEEDE
BRI D Z LR CE D, IUHRIRIE OB E & HIE LHI2 oW TiE, KR L O
IMEZZNZEN e BXWo T/RLTWA. Fig. 5.11 A%, UHEIRRE DR E & MK L
ﬁmowf,%@%@@k@&%@K@mﬁ%mﬁbt%ﬁ7~&%mﬁ(W%% E DR
fE EHR L BIC o T, ZhEh, REEOS VX 6 H0T —% 2E/). RT—kkkE
DOI/IMEZFRE, MOETOMEIZOVWTAHEZ (p <0.05) P@EROLND. ZiuE, K
FEBREMO T T, IHIREEOBHEE & A 15 TlE, M - ke o 7 L& odREE
WETe D Z LITxHeT 5.
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—— Relaxed imitation tongue [ Contracted

—— Contracted imitation tongue _ imitation tongue
--- Rigid base v~ 7} Rigid base
LA
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Fig. 5.11 Examples of feature values with respect to time (e local maximum, o local
minimum, * p < 0.05, and *% p < 0.01).
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5433 FEBRER

Fig. 5.12~5.14 |2, 4 FHEOT 7 AF ¥ iHMliBE B 22\ T, 727 2AF v O'E R HlfE &
HEMOMGEZ R, 72771, Fig. 5.12, Fig. 5.13, BX O Fig. 5.14 1%, ZhEh itz
REE, AR EE, BLOHK LB EZHWEEETHD. 728, Leave-one-out 2272 E L
ERNTND ™. LEORERIZONWT, T2 AF v OHEEHEE 2 IERE R? TR
%. Fig. 5.1512, 77 AF ¥ iHliEHH Z £ 12 3 SO T ORISR 2 I EREK
EHER U RERT. 4 DDT 7 AF v HiE BIZRB U 2 IREROTEEE B2 1%, I
Mk O E 2 H WG ENRRTH Y, SEIOFEREMHFICB W THIEREL K —T 5
DT HIVIIGHEREN R & 52 5. IHEIRIBOFHEEE Z AW GE1E, §XToT 7 X
F X FHEE B ICB W TR LB 2 W56 X0 bIREREN LR LTEBY, F22EOF
B LT, 77 AF v OHEEREN LT 10% M ET 52 Enbnd. Ziuk, #
EXRENE FOEREFMIMETH Y, Fig. 5.10(b) IR & 9 RIENDAAT —ZIZBW\T,
TV OIERE & O Z o OWRRER, b NOEFERIFIENEWHIBRTAT VARG F
NIl T nhEEZ NS, —FT, BERENZ LI, “Bb 5L 1220 T,
sk B OB E 2 WG B ICIRERBD R R E D, B ML, EHaiibsgs 2 &
T, b THEOZHEEZRKEL, “bHL L OFELM LI TV ARERH
. FRIREEOBEEE D, ZO L0 RRGUCKHS LIz Z SiEHaicExonsd. £z, i
FRIEOREE T, “ho L VK L “ELIBE OIREREN/EY HF LK T L
TW5. Zhix, Fig 5.10(a) OFITRLEZLHIC, Ake "AEH2ELSEL LT
MW RTRE 722 7 VRS O HIZ, SRR BB OB & CIIEMT R ATRE 7R & O MFAE L7720 & 48
EIND. Ubokoiz, 77 AF ¥ FHliE B & 7V OFEHIZIS U@ u) 72 st & o
BYENFAET D Z bbb,
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Fig. 5.12 Estimation with relaxed imitation tongue.
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Fig. 5.13 Estimation with contracted imitation tongue.
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Fig. 5.14 Estimation with rigid base.
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[ 1 Relaxed imitation tongue Ez =0.69
Contracted imitation tongue R? = 0.80

y Rigid base R=073
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Fig. 5.15 Coeflicients of determination in different conditions of imitation tongue.
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JFELZ R LT-. 7a M2 A 7EEWEL, B FOEOBRIRIE) S UUHTIRAE £ TO MM %2 H
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6.1 F&&H

KA TIE, BT 7 AF v OFBU) - EEWFHOTIELZMEL T2 2B E L, 1€
KW ThH o7 Te ME ECREAT D727 7 AT v ZFHIfERE & L CRIECRERT
Hl aRy by T AT A ERE L.

1 ETIE, MRS RB IO EANCOWTE L, TERIIIE L DA & ABFFED
MEAFIC OV TR LT,

%2 T, BEOIEICLY BT 7 AT v 2RO EBINCEHET 5 72912,
RS = AR v BT K 2 R ERERT R O )AL 50A0) b7 7 AF v il
HREERRE L. EOSMT —Z g T 7 AF v BT FikZ2 WA L, BH S8
BET AT v BRI & OELE T VAL L. BEFEO 7V E W2 EBRIC X
D, FRETFIEDR, BRI X ORM LR EORFIZ OV TT 7 2T ¥ B REHE %
HETELZ LR LT,

FIFETIE, FEEOEREAKRZFZFHICIVEST 2D, BARAIAL=2—T LTy
NI —=2 W VBGOT 7 AF Y HEEFIELRE L. ZOFETITMELY
BT 7 AF ¥ OWEE 2 @RS E CEBLT 2 Z LA TE 5. CNN ~DO AT
AT — 2 EHEB L LTRERIINBICER 7 L— 2 G Licb o & vz, CNN X 7 J@h
SIRDBHRIAIE - T—V U TTEE 2N D ERERBIC XK o Tl L2, REEERE
TV, BETFECL S TEBEICARROT 7 AF ¥ N EEFRERZ &, F2EOTFETIE
HeENNEETH DT 7 AF v i HlTEH B IS E TRUGATRE/ZR 2 &, BRI R X OVEMERR T
D 2 7 L — AN AD ANENE TT 7 AF Y HEENARER Z L ZH 5N L=,

¥4 BT, B ORG EFHEICET, in vivo TEMARO BN Z S5 FHI L A
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6.2 SHRORE

KL TIRE LT 7 AF v HEEFIEICHOWT, #HEERE - (EfEttom F, BLOEM
fBICETF 720 oo ESERFT LTS, ek, AKX Tl CNN & BT & [
WA LT 7 AF v HEEFERIZIT > TOZRWA, CNN (2 KL - THE S5 OIENTHE 1) % 1]
bExEpz Ll BERERICL>TE NOMEMEN AT HZ L1, WTINHEET
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