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Abstract

The typical instrumental assessment of ununiform natural soils has been carried out by

yellowing of the specimens instead of the surface reflectance or the calculated formula.

However, the regular instrumental area of sample holder is necessary for the measure of

yellowing. Therefore, this study attempted to apply image analysis which had full color

image by scanning of one time without limitation of instrumental area. The test samples were

analyzed pseudo and full color image. This paper evaluated soil with hue of yellowing and

gradation of gray level with color image analysis. Then, it was studied propriety of image

analysis with correlation of yellowing, hue and gray level. Ultimately, the proposed image

analysis in this paper was advanced method against the typical instrumental assessment.
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Fig. 1. The analyzed region region in a shirt collar.
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2738 full colord AL o E a4} BlA] (tensor)
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Fig. 2+ 4743 =2 5 HSI color modeld 1}
bl Zleld), RGB 2d& 4] 6uialz 23d 4 gl
2} HSI color =¥l Fig. 29} & walelc §g)
2 ¥o] glck 7 Heo] 378] 7]E- color® o] FojA|=
Ay e Wi 2E
diagram)® 3@z}
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=], =1y H=0"°]4 colort red7} §x H=60"¢]=
yellow?} #}. color point pA el s = (S)= whitecl
o HA4HA 4L 2=d oolsha, 47¥ e FAld
A P 7pA 8] Aol wldstA Hoh & PAe) 412
o FAoA He] "oiA 45 colord AEe v%
2 zhg zicl HSI 3wlo)4 7h% (intensity: 1) =
blacke.z %e 9 FAAe JARAS, AR F

color 4% % (chromaticity

Fig. 2. Details of the HSI color triangle
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Table 1. Gray level of soil distribution on a washed shirt collar

Pixel @Y pixel $T3 Pixel O pixel Y pixel (T pixel {72 Pixel e
0 203 42 178 84 133 126 8 168 176 210 156 252 138

1 204 43 176 85 129 127 ] 169 178 211 151 253 137

2 186 44 172 86 120 128 8 170 177 212 153 254 138

3 194 45 169 87 108 129 22 171 172 213 157 255 133

4 200 46 166 88 82 130 50 172 173 214 158 256 139

5 199 47 157 89 46 131 88 173 169 215 158 257 140

6 199 48 152 90 1 132 124 174 177 216 161 258 141

7 193 49 160 91 1 133 158 175 177 217 166 259 137

8 193 50 158 92 1 134 168 176 169 218 166 260 141

9 198 51 146 93 1 135 173 177 167 219 161 261 140
10 200 52 140 94 1 136 173 178 169 220 161 262 133

11 191 53 141 95 27 137
12 194 54 141 96 74 138
13 120 55 134 97 96 139
14 1 56 147 98 108 140
15 157 57 148 99 120 141
16 150 58 147 100 133 142
17 185 59 143 101 138 143
18 181 60 158 102 150 144
19 177 61 152 103 14 145
20 186 62 152 104 27 146
21 190 63 150 105 33 147
22 19 64 164 106 40 148
23 190 65 158 107 52 149
24 193 66 146 108 71 150
25 199 67 156 109 86 151
26 . 200 68 158 110 96 152
27 191 69 161 111 108 153
28 191 70 160 112 119 154
29 188 71 155 113 126 155
30 185 72 153 114 141 156
31 182 73 168 115 151 157
32 169 74 164 116 151 158
33 161 75 161 117 52 159
34 168 76 157 118 46 160
35 167 77 160 119 54 161
36 160 78 157 120 56 162
37 164 79 163 121 64 163
38 158 80 95 122 63 164
39 168 81 1 123 46 165
40 171 82 40 124 30 166
41 172 83 155 125 14 167

176 179 176 221 158 263 133
181 180° 182 222 163 264 134
178 181 182 223 158 265 138
181 182 181 224 153 266 146
178 183 173 225 163 267 141
190 184 164 226 167 268 139
138 185 161 227 168 269 132
188 186 163 228 156 270 141
186 187 158 229 157 27 148
188 188 156 230 156 272 148
187 189 151 23 156 273 141
183 190 150 232 148 274 150
185 191 158 233 148 275 153
183 192 155 234 150 276 155
176 193 156 235 151 277 146
169 194 156 236 147 278 147
90 195 164 237 151 279 150
14 196 167 238 151 280 155
168 197 163 239 148 281 148
185 198 172 240 147 282 141
186 199 171 241 147 283 143
186 200 166 242 150 284 148
178 201 156 243 152 285 147
185 202 151 244 141 286 148
150 203 148 245 143 287 146
193 204 150 246 143 288 152
190 205 155 247 155

191 206 155 248 146

188 207 153 249 137

185 208 150 250 141

182 209 1563 251 139

A% Avks FAAE wetrb Ay ol A4
£ o] 797 blacke g 1, o7 47 o4} A
ol A& Wi 2% whitez Hr}, 3 blacko 24¥ o
o]a Ael7} F4-2 colory intensitys 7| A A =},
6) RUE 5 HAE U colorsiite| gray leveliF
Aol AR ¥4 A4t 94l A4y ]
wio] s wio] AFE FAEA e FES 7

Fo2 RGBcolor A%E 0~2357HA 8] 25671 ¢
gray level2 H83lod, 7|F o[49 3pihd i
gray levelS Z &3] oF AHE delo] Aoz A
A3t} display #Fe] HA4H F-Eo pixel %
count e 24 £ ¥-¢o WAHIEE AN F 3
o}, color 84 gray level2 Wil AL,
g F43h= RGBY 2} 245 F3hal &4 0ol A4

color
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& 2553(=16,581,375) 22 F¥sloz, 9]% 0~
2552] 256(=28) 719 gray levelZ 23 3le] v}epfich

m ot ¥ oy
1. 24 spya Y

24 4 el 2579 gray level& 331k
A o] B FEg A welrbia FHNEe o
) 289 ¥4¢] gray leveld F35ln, A4 S

i 23 AA 24 A4 999 gray levels
Abw] ¥ gled,

1) 2 B 80| I gray level

Table 12 #4o ALEE A& ¥4 ha el
Al 2945 H9E AA oebrpaA #4938 2890 H4
o] gray level® Jepligith & & 599 gray
levelg 7] 5l Zele] 49 whge 2 (~288 ¥
AL A sted 2} Halol #sl= gray levelE e}
H Zelw}, 0~288 HA2 vroldd 2t HAle] gray
level o] 1~2045F7A veht glch. Sule] ojolx
oA gray levels] $Fe] 0ol 71745 771 Bl
Hat8) 88 veln 25500 s a-S 2ol |
? S vehicl

Fig. 3% Table 1¢] 7 4o ofgt 25 49
gray level?] £2.& profileZ. ve}lle] 28972 gray
levele] ®WsH3 <+ 4 93, Fig. 4t Fig. 32| gray
leveld] #HEE EWE profileS 289Fd A% 2
4ol el 1= gray level® 2}z EAJG Aol

pEGIL mé e

Fig. 3. Gray level profile of soil dxstnbutlon on a
washed shirt collar.
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Fig. 4ol4] gray levelo] 2565F oAl 204744
£ e A= A8 29 H-19 gray levele] 205
o] e] g zZe WA sz Yol floks Ael
t}. Table 1041 B gray levele & gray level §
Al 418695 289(0~288 YA)E Hrd 144.99|ck
Fig. 4914 1~20471A F-25]0] gl& gray level Fel
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3 s ¥,
o . M
& 1001 ¢ v .
C} .
L ] * .
501 REg 2
o£ *
0 . 1 AAI. ‘ I. 1 1
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Fig. 4. Gray level by 0288 pixel of soil distribution on
a washed shirt collar,

0~204 559 gray levelFell= 298¢] 79 A

Ue F-E71A TjE Zelung A8s FAl, FAAel
o8l Qe e TGL vAEle 249 Z1ES Ve

£ A= gl a4 2909 38 2894 ¥
Al gray level® 3% AT 7158 HTA o)
9 gray leveld 2% ®52 ¥ & Zo|r},

2) EMriMEHe| S0t HEEE

Fig. 5+ #4aA4d49e) gray levelZ 256 53
Zoll4] 237 F571A vebdie, 74 gray levelsl] ot
Y455 daeasgor veld Aovh BE +E
2} she gray level® 188~192 HFolA] Hal4
10025 #HAEa ek, £4 A4 G99 F HAdgol
A 2948 Hitg] A4 o= A F AAde 2l

s ﬂlA sted gele]l godog vehioldl il
L0945 3o FExEe] g HALEE T 5 9
ek,

29 B wHEEL oo HEo HALFE F4
A4 <jdy gray leveld] F {42 vpre] TR,
29 B Hol Hal4 HH gray level 144.99]3}9] ¥
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443 b 26050] %, & YAt 121180]22 2
ody B¥o] Yysle] gli= wH-E§-2 2695/12118%
100=22.2%°] e},

Pixels
1002 } !
Gray
0 Level
0 32 64 96 128 160 192 224 256

Fig. 5. Gray level histogram of a washed shirt collar.

2. color 3} M

A2 wie color EHA¥FAHe 7H4
(pseudo) color® A #)sle] FA s Wie] F2 4
g5)0] gter}, color sensore] B4 Selel uie} &
2ol full color %] ¥H4jo] Advbd o 2 A-gHcy,

A8g e olrjAE wrolEo gray level® £4
B Eae) FAEA A2HL A8 A7]7 1emX1
cm o2 ARs 3 A8 & AL Ao BH
of 3paR-A o] FHEdl3lch

2} Alge] B4 AR &ede) o2zkA &7
wel g Age] ¥Ho] gebd 4 glenE A3
2ae] o]}, a#lAl colors] S a2 204
s+e] full colorsfate 2 @A £4sh= zlo] 48
31 full color BAMEA2 20le] T wie) i
QAR EQY 4 ok, =3 B FFe full color
2 Az)sle] 2T gray levelZ WA 5+ ok
27nE BodolAe T ARl AT T
3} A8 full color2 BAEA ] 2919 44,
gray level, 23X 9348 233 29 Hlel £-8-5}
3.2} g+,

1) hue2} 2=l gray level

gz A gs} A% 2o 2 full color® ¥ 4
A 24 24% A3 243 Aol o Fadt
). threshold® 84~205 W$ & 3o 71F 2] w2
27} A 8ol vle] Sedol Eeix] dxS 2AY o
BaE4-g e,

MEAEEEE

Fig. 6 27133 Alzol siztele} et HEF o
Aste 2AAe FAlos PoAx Fio| TIHAEF
24 U4 ojed-e AAF, gy 2939 »EE o
obu7] 47 A ste] FAol 41 8FUE EAISH
o}, XA sEEle Agete] g feld AAR
Aoz At Aek Pes) AP S 4AA
=22 Qs FFe] glo Sdol WAE F 4 U= T
yolu e FIAFA Wtk Fig. 6(a) & »3E4-29
34 4 odedolx Fig. 6(b)& A& ¥4 W4 9
o 201% HE¢ £2¢ Aolch 474 A=
o] profile® 249 $¥7 ood=n ¥ Fid
gray levelg] sbo] % qhpel Lobd 4 glow, %=
o} et A FAAH +F B F et
Zeiule) 7+ A (13370) 9] gray leveld vield Zo|w.

profile=133%553 pixeldl Zaglold 13349 7}
A (x=1, x=2, x=3 e x=133) &} gray level

7} 78] gray level=1~553 J419] gray level®] %
FH (La: 1 ¥4 gray level)

Lg1+ ng'l"' + Lgﬁss
553

Fig. 6(b)¢] profileollA] 2.9i0] B f-t2] gray
level2 185 0] ©do] =2 BB & 7 2] 2200]4
2 Jepllerd, 2902 x| we} gray levele] o
27 Vehe A 44 Jdx 2 R ¥ 1
£ 32 5F gray levelE vEhdeh

(b) washed
Fig. 6. Soil detection and profile in the analyzed
region.

{a) unweared
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Fuf gAdollAl = hues & 4 §lov full colorz &

FA S AFe] BAlA hued FMsld Q¢ 4
ek Table 2= vA-E23] 71EZ} o]n|z]| AT
A5 &4 AAE viebd Zlelt}, 17]4 hue¥ full
color &4le] Mg ¥ ¥ 3= A]—%—ﬁH—j HSI color ®
leflA] 2%}l hues red ol 93} 22 AAH
= We Zte 2 FHFc} h=0'c]" AL reds
ER5L h=60"c]" yellowd v}e}ficl Table 294
7122 hues= 37.68°c] Al&E 54.02°% Jehi=m

2 A4e] Az B4 7|FZ] WE Al8r} s e
Ae& FEet

full color® T¥ =+ W AEL 22 vail= 7
2 of3fF dojni glzlo] :v‘*.:‘a}—r e HdjA o™
A 225 £9 4 gl 2565Fo% e gray level
2 sl g 4Ee] gray2 A= 87 v
7} 7bs3kA =) full colord gray® w#hsled, =
4¥ 8§rvlel gray level® H{dled & HFAs)
192.75°1w A 183" A3 2052 FE-& "]'E]"aﬂr-lr.

2) L& RFe| ExHHESD 53

Fig. 6ol 4 E4ol4 <jd2] gray level® 143~255
7 e glen & Az 735490k A

201

A4 44 10.9% ((8018/73549) X100)& =HA
Lisa

A|8E AlRlo g $¥sle] Zujog R4 W)
8] X859 gray level& 23774 vliebytend, full
colorZ ZAHE-4 3L u= 256 5F7H4] gray level¢]
vetA g Fge] abelrb ke AL F £A4LY Mgy
34 A whgel & wigke] Aelety 47} &
AE-E full color® FHYPL =) viebd B2 AES
gray2 W83y AlAlolv FHSA Y 256 TF F
9] g gray® vEhz] wlFol e,

¥4 4 Fddve] 245 o] o] A% F¥H
o Ie7tE 47 st AL FEE 29
58 A EHlE A st 4 gray level® 33}
o, B¢ gray level o[8H{2.9 ¥ 5% ehi=dl 7|
£o] S« gray level) & 29 F¥oz Yol 2 9
HEEE AAsgch gaEAel o7 Aot Beis
A+ FollA Zhang™, Taylor®, Watanabe®, Xu®
ol AL&Rt SHEA s Sufo) 2L o]8-31e] gray
levelo] AA|sle WA-& AlAlsled dfo 45 34
s Aelsich

e EATolA 2 Holo] 29 FE WAEEE

A 8¢dle] S FF gray level 192,75 ol 3le] HAls4E  o|Rsld # AgE wla FAFE AL EAH] A
Table 2. Hue with the analyzed region
Statistical function X coord. | Y coord. Green Blue Hue | Saturation | Intensity
Base unit Pixel Pixel (*)
1 Count 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
2 . Mean 490.50 592.00 | 245.88 | 230.38 | 204.50 | 37.68 42.63 245.88
3 Minimum 480 288 213 130 35.16 kY 231
4 Maximum 532 824 237 214 39.38 56 254
5 Standard deviation 17.62 186.15 7.77 7.93 11.31 1.77 7.27 7.77
(a) unweared . .
Statistical function X coord. | Y coord. Green Blue Hue | Saturation | Intensity
Base unit Pixel Pixel *)
1 Count 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
2 Mean 167.00 546.00 | 224.50 | 220.50 | 207.13 | 54.02 19.75 225.25
3 Minimum 156 268 189 183 35.16 8 189
4 Maximum 184 804 249 231 99.84 29 251
5 Standard deviation 9.26 185.94 20.31 | 17.92 | 15.69 | 22.52 7.57 19.08
(b) washed
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thx R}, aRE 29 FE ol (WL gray level o]
el Y4z =3FEgol Adse 2o @ 2
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3. gray level o 2|3t 22| 5235}

full color BAHE-4-S Fted ol 24uw|E 16,777,
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Table 3. Gray level of shirt collars

Statistical function | X coord. | Y coord. | Gray level

Base unit Pixel Pixel
1 Count 8 8 8
2 Mean 479.25 | 484.00 163.25
3 Minimum 474 292 142.00
4 Maximum | 486 700 175.00
5 | Standard deviation 4.27 142.54 11.13

(a) The test sample with the lowest average gray level

Statistical function X coord. | Y coord. | Gray level

Base unit Pixel Pixel
1 Count 8 8 8
2 Mean 171.25 | 491.00 217.50
3 Minimum 160 294 183.00
4 Maximum 182 706 248.00
5 | Standard deviation 7.55 147.32 22.85

(b) The test sample with the highest average gray level
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Fig. 7. Histogram of gray level on shirt collars,
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Table 4. Ab* and hue, gray level after wear and wash

n(\il{'fg:r Detergent without ezyme nﬁ;ﬂ‘ér Detergent without ezyme
a%fdv:ve:srh Ab* hue (*) gray level a?]fdvzve;srh Ab* hue(*) gray level
12 6.731 47.81 198.13 12 4.156 39.32 217.50
12 6.637 48.01 198.79 12 2.354 38.69 212.25
19 7.079 49.15 194.51 19 4.404 41.07 209.13
21 9.836 50.98 193.92 19 2.052 40.95 210.39
21 9.900 54.02 192.75 21 2.318 40.86 207.52
21 9.334 55.08 193.14 21 : 4.293 43.24 202.39
24 9.960 57.40 190.38 24 2.714 41.29 208.91
24 10.798 58.09 189.38 24 5.299 46.93 198.11
26 10.986 60.20 175.38 33 3.398 44.12 193.80
33 13.141 70.72 163.25 33 5.734 47.35 190.45
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color 255 o]g3le] A& d|g =g e
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Fig. 8. The regression plot of Ab" vs. hue.
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Fig. 9. The regression plot of Ab* vs. gray level.
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