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The Recognition of Printed Chinese Characters using Probabilistic

VQ Networks and Hierarchical Structure
Jang Hoon Lee' - Young Woo Shon' - Jae Chan Namkung''

ABSTRACT

This papcr proposes the method for recognition of printed chinese characters by probabilistic VQ networks
and multi-stage recognizer has hicrarchical structurc. We use modular neural networks, because it is difficult to
construct a targe-scale neural network. Problems in this procedure are replaced by probabilistic neural network
modcl. And, Confuscd Characters which have significant ratio of miss-classification are reclassified using the en-
tropy thcory.

The experimental object consists of 4,619 chinese characters within the KSC5601 code except the same shape
but different code. We have 99.33% recognition rate to the training data, and 92.83% to the test data. And, the
recoghition speed of system is 4-5 characters per sccond. Then, thesc results demonstrate the usefulness of our
work.

1. &

T4 8 9:3euste AR
1T zag9: 2o gRg203 24, A74 A4
FERAF:19963 119 20Y, AR 19979 59 299

Suel 48 FAANAE o4H Aed 27194
%Y 5 AN, ARA B2 AN B A7
Aasol g v, BNl B APE DE
SRR F7ko) viste] vl E Y ARolh EH @
Aol ey e ol vsel Hztainl, g}
Aol e 248 7HA T Qlojof Beje W 7t



1882 SI=HBK2IS =X M4P M7=(97.7)

o 2 a4de 44 3 + Ak ¢+ v
o] BAlst Aol gl w2t 2T, B ¥ £

A} Fo A FArT Zolar g, o, -2

FEAE 212 gr)dde IS Zeld B gy
A7/ 8 7FEI AU

FAUA ) BAPOZ Be FAST, BALY £
AAH B TR 222 5 5 ATk 39 @

Al E AHEY, Ex4 2378 & 5+ de
80} Zole YA Wely &&FAH Y,
FE2A By §ol AHgEo] e, 53] C. Y. Suen
£ dE 27} o] &8 Decision Treedl] H =3 tH1l2].
Frole ANARE o] 4s hyel 32 AEEHI Q)
e HEZFHA ALZE A Iwatag] CombNETS <]
£ IS A& A T2 2,9657 ] g A4
£ E F A%BlL Y A4, 15 E 8L a4
1,800l o g R4mof Qo ule} 148402
73 ¥, MLPE o] & ¥R 7da A4EE 74
& A7 FHEHA LY, ol £A49] fALES A
glo] AL AERE Yo A FAEFIA
WY e LFde FAE3] dA A REAH. H
2o} & Self-Organizing Neural Network-3 ] & 33
2,850}, g2} 4,888218 uld o g A7vE W
ATH5) KSC5601 3 H A= 24 2 2E& 44
8t7] fslA FAOl SR E /7). FEyAR™
Mol i /) XS dcHe]. ol EAES
Aol 2gogE s d  flon 3] 33
A A A 3tefof gt

B =2 KSC56012 Ed#7H5d 3hA) 4,888
AN Aol St FEYABAALE AT 4,
61942 AEd 4oz Yt ol 71E9 A4
Ao A AT Jeld BAH L A7) A4
AZH F2 A7 2 84 3% 248 7438
A3, AEZT o] && H L3l Qg &
T A diste ARFE FA AT A2l A
© 7I€ FALAAY EAAA 2 AL diEhy,
A3ZA M e AlGE AFE F2& M e oA g
2 A7 2 g a2 MY E, AdFdME 4
9 2 AsgedAe dEE 71EHFASG

2. 71& EXel47 BT T M

2.1 7|E Cjohi| 2XpelA (o) BE 1) Chy
A. Iwata2] Q7oA MLP(Multi-Layer Perceptron)

— H =
£ 979431 Back-Propagation) ¢ 2] F& o

o F& Ze)2e AR g g, &9 F£Yo
Ao Brbssivhe S AA sta, RE3E UES
A A7 E FA = WY S A A3t CombNET
< /33t vH3l. HoneyCombNET) g Ao A
= dguge] MEe 9% VQ 2§ 8 Fol7] Y3y,
VQ Y EH =S FxYelE B4 #3sle] Comb-
NETS ©3-2 22315 H7). HoneyCombNET I
AFdM e AEFE F7He 2T F2dele =
Bo2 QXA Z4AE DL F AACHS]. o1H
oA AdAsE g 2 AAREY gRolEe ¥
T8 XL /IAAY, g3 e EAAE /AL
Ath MLPE &4 dlojelrl 882 AAA S U
dojetg &3 EHY # e A5 A dojed
F&ol A7tsolx dvtsid AAE Y F Ue 7Y
£ 7lAc. &AR, RE3E MLPZ 74 E Q147
€ o8 A& UE AR £} e MLP
= AA 9 g4 vojeld st sFS A 9,
shite] 230 &3t B dHolgurg g st
el MLP7L & HA & 34 &3l dge
k& A, ©o] MLPY] Asbe 9337 g9, g
A, VQ MIES|A9] &8ANI} d4&F £E =23
o2 HFAI vty olof 31, o|2H VQ net-
work®] 27 A viYEh o] EAH 2N
471 2] XOR A& (29 2.1)9 VeI

class 6 [class 5 Jolass 7 8

class 5 jclass § glass8 (class 7

Lisss 2 [class 1 fotass 4 |oiass 3

Flass 1 rlass 2 fclass 3 [class 4

(28 2.1) 4742 xoR 2|
(Fig. 2.1) 4-XOR problem.



4712} XOR B4 & 4a7)9] 2E3tg MLPo| 2s)
ERsEa @, shuhe} MLPE F749] e 2o o
gt} gt U2 13 29 ds) 453 MLPY
283 (29 22)¢ . MLPY &4 k=3 670
274 HALER 679 AN 2¥E gQo
2 & 7 on, AaRes §5d o8 AP
< Hel

o Al Aol 19 g

704

08 -
lnputx2

Input x1 10

(38 22) 2&3E Mmpe] 58
(Fig. 2.2) Output of modular MLP.

22 #EX VQUIEYD BHe HE

D.F. Spectche #8302 Yol & HojAde
Bayes 2% A @ (Bayes decision strategy)?} S5 =
#4-9] ¥)» 43 2 (nonparametric estimator)H <]
Parzein-Window & ©] -3¢ Probabilistic Neural Net-
work(PNN)-& A ¢tat gl cHIll10l{11]). PNN& 9483,
W FaE3 285078 o]Fo]F 4% LRy,
g & e Exe gl WA flrhe Hol
o} kAW, PNN9| 632 A4 g wlojel2 o
Folug, 8T =gl glole +HA FA
¥t P. Burrascano®) QA pojMe o2 @ B g A
A3k, e Z(pattern layer)+ 2 Z(input layer)7}
9} 7} A (weight)& LVQ(Learning Vector Quantiza-
tion) St ST EFL o] g5t dojR HHo F=
dH 2 pAstgon, 3§ E3} A4 (smoothing parame-
ter)o] ozt PNN3 22U % 458 BAd12]. 724 ¢
¥XE 7HA & dojgel daiXe LVQRT e A
g ngon, ¢ x(mixture density)E 7}A&

VQ WERIAR} HIEN X & 0|83 QMK SHAH 1Al 1883

diojele] el = LVQRT & HF & HYch
olglgt ATES wFoF 7|E gdA U479
MLPE tj#87] 918l PNNE 7+3} A7 &85
VQ(Probabilistic Vector Quantization)WEAE 1
¢rate] ol gatien, 1 ?A_c (29 2.3)3% %} 3

olfe 4Fe dET % 2¥Folg He

E el
o=

Input Layer

Hidden Layer

Output Layer

(A2 23) #EX vQ HEHI 74
(Fig. 2.3) Structure of probabilistic VQ network.

A Y=o 2Yge Yol Fxuy
U3, & AL AE cosfo] A Y42 228
#olmj, PNN# ©vlih7h2] 2 Parzen-Window'Hd &
YERLh o= @3 Algolu)

(Z Xk xk)
L. —
yi=expl o

. Ny
40]3, e Eui‘-_l"“ dE ALH B8 Z o2
o et el ete] o)t}

N,,

=Y '
k=t

A 2.2)
j

Nej

u/’,,=

24Z% YY S 71 A& k-means S 2HS
S 7t e 2d £8 = AN SFvoes 23}



1884 SIRFEAeIES =2 X M4 B 7597.7)

st AL kil HaHEl 2 +4 ). k-means 58
Al Y EHASY FRo] REE, Ao AEIZM Zo]
A#3E UEY WA, cosfE ol § 8T} £HF}
deF7He) 7tEA e LVQ Sgdad Fo 2 diol
bt 283 243 0e REAFEE AN,
TtEA e 72t £Y2d dFdd 2Hxz9 £
Z}zte) 2o &3l Bty do)eldo] s o
7th o] 7tF A= PNN9| bt 28 579 7h5
9} FLE dEe F} FH, PNN9 &43%59
#He FAHA Ao hojof &ui{9], & dHMA=
A9 st 28Y3HL Parzen-WindowHHj o] )3}
29 ekl vsE, gAY A 293t
& 7HAE Y=Y Y22 E9EH0, PNNOA
o] & ¢ dt= vl El(hard limiter)v= 3} -§5 2] G}

(¥ 24)¢ 2842 13 29 g3k 6> =0.05, 8719}
SHxERE TAHRA-EH 412 XOREA o o & &
£4 VQ UEHA(PVQ)Y 2¥& Hilth A
T AR g2 HFd dlsle 09] 282 B,

06

04

nputx? To  hpue

(32 2.4) 28818 pvQel &
(Fig. 2.4) Output of modular PVQ.

Ao 2 2 ZH= 2@ HE o83
FERIY AYFEE & & 2oy, o] JRE o
83t Bele] Ag A9 4 Ak @9, LVQ
g8 GRS 2 1A AFETE Fol7) AT Ao
M NEAZA Y AEGEL Y387 g Hae
FHAAE AY3te 3, 293 e o3
o A g3 et

3. xiehE AISH <] BiA} Q147

3 AIEN QAo HeM U MAEel A

T2 B QAL A A4S FHA A Uy
7 Brhe A3 FAHERE 8ok & 28§
of @t} FALRALS EEoE ASe LEFHE
Zo]7] fAdld EFNE ] AYSFE F7HATE
AA 71 U3l ol Fd4ad Holn, 2479 B
#F=E 748 Aol

o2l EAHEL nastd A 49 A E
TATGALH, FAAZAAN FAAFoz AP
wet AEE EF7t ol fojd. gL 23T Y
& o] &3t o, Ankite) 33 YARF AU
A, FRRe 192 FAIEA Y] A% EFEAE
AEFE B8 4D AERY, FERE AEF
2, EEEA P AR @) REF & SOFM(Self-
Organization Feature Map) W EN I, FRFH S A
EF7e PVQUENZZ FAsHe, EFEA &
i fEetct A o £F78 i A4
°]8-¥ EAHEE AFY 72 FFIEE F2
At AR Fo FEFY olgHEEJo2 Y 7
ZE RE¥ste 64X FHEA L olg3on,

N
(p()(ldasﬂ) p(X|class2) p(Xiclass3) p(Xjclassd)

aeR
8 x

\

‘ L l sERy 1, 2 3
T )

Exxwmn L )P(Xiclass3) piX|class4)
- Fun
% h X

(38! 3.0) HA 2lA7|9 HEs
(Fig. 3.1) Conceptuat diagram of the overall recognizer.



(2% 32) MA A7) TME
(Fig. 3.2) Structural diagram of the overall recognizer.

ABRRAMNE 128299 F44 FIEFE o8 3
At} TEEA RRERAME RROJES wge=
AYd l6xtge EQoz EFEAE BF AU

32 2tete| Y

321 ERYE

#xe @I gol THoE FASE Yol §l2
o, £a Zxe qrie £3-53 o o3 B
gt} KSC56012 B HE #AFd e $ 538
728 HAE ¥4} Bol £ AL, oA 2
AEe AN el uE G2, {7
ol Mo Po| LA Gt WA, T3l BFAHLE
wgo s st B4 We9 34, Y29 A& 9
8 =R30) A UBE AL 458 F AT

B AYME AN FAAAE AT W 53
ZolH EA3E AZ, £49 A4S, 4T HH
£¢ T s £984L ol &sdt ¥4 I F
F3 HAglol 229 539 AL5e SHYEY
Zo)g BF8 RAow, AV AFIA §9 o)F
o) ol% L FHE Tol7) Aste EAe] A7) w3t
= 3g ol gt

SHEX VO UIERITYU ABHN P2E 0188 oMM

rot

Xt oi4l 1885

QR FRAA ol &dlE AL 7t 324, AlE 32
M2 o} oA 64a4le} FYEHYE ) A 31~
34 SYEAZRE 2 AR AF FuF i
A#3 #F4¢ dolr, plx, y)& x, y HEAM 9]
2% Yebdth (29 3.3 40 g8 328
EQL RYT

£33 29| E‘%%k:fy(xb; px, ), x=1,.,N G.1)
fo= T flk=i), x=1, .32
N N
k=x*——3—£, W,—-l—3:2-J 3.2

TR %9 $%§k¢fx0)=§ P, », y=1,... M (3.3)

Fi= S fhk~d), x=1, .32,

i=-W,

M M
=y¥— == 34
k=y 2 W, l32J (34)

(x x(y
——x(y) f—'{ N
fy 04
@
0 20 40 60
Featuira

04 x -
Le2d
{mn
>
0

20 40 60
(a) Feature

RN o

20 a0 60
Feature

04 v —
3
N 5
P

o : .
20 40 60
(®) Feature
(22 33) $HE SYAEl of (a)WEF N, (0)8
5 H8%

(Fig. 3.3) Examples of extracted feature vector. (a)before
windowing, {b)after windowing



1886 SIZHEK IS =2 X M4H M75(97.7)

28 542 WHTY 9lsted 2w i @ =w[13)14],
FWHT(Fast Walsh-Hadamard Transform)o] 2 §3}
58 EAo] 5§ 2o|oo} g 7}E, Azurer &

A 32e Qﬂ—_,] @ia*&mt Hawe

Ry B opel, 83 FWHTE 93l 2
3 HAh

gEFRe A8 74 EAe UGS FER
ol Aag AE A3 12 A EFoid, A2
X cos0F ol 43 SOFM ¥4 &< ol & 3. &
uol Ea7h 849 Pe e AL =7 Hst
o, gtgelolete] 2zt Bl SAHNEE Yo B
EAYEE o] &3l gFaAt FYxEF Wil
o gzt =948 ¥ EHFES (FE3DF 2ok &4
2 WELE YER olfE FERF L ARFRe
Adeg vz as] fsiAelct B Ao 25670
o] A& ol & 3t

(E 3.0 250 o2 252 (s&lolE
(Table 3.1) Classification rate by the number of ciuster
(for training data).

=4
10% «91120% €9 14 10«49
=4

36 06.89% | 98.88% | 75.97% | 99.42%
e | e

64 97.75% | 99.34% | 74.14% | 94.02%
G | U3sH)

100 9857% | 99.42% | 74.02% | 98.57%
(10£=9D) | (20$=41)

256 99.14% | 9956% | 75.76% | 91.71%
(26591 | (51¢=91)

400 99.22% | 9957% | 77.03% | 97.39%
(40&51) | (80%=%1)

T HEFTAA H9E FHq dsiq
7bete] SR N9 £E G2 E 23 YR
atof, B FHM e 542 o] gt} o
e vl Ao surge e A=
s TEFFE UEYAY 243d g, & 23
o) AP =) ) pEF o g A s
(£ 32)e 0=006U FAEF F9 F4g
FZYE S Neoll B2 2582 ¥k £ Bz9y
F7h Hlsd 4, 2357 245 9 YL dns

2o onn of ofn €
4
%

5o & FzxvE e FEF719 AdF o
3, B2142/99.5% = g&doleldl e EF&
5%E FAE B AEFI1 ALt v g

(H 3.2) T2 ZxHE{Tol E}E- 2R8( ﬂ—EﬂO!EH
{Table 3.2) Classification rate by the number of cluster and
reference vetor (for training vector).

S B &1 100 256

SNl T T8 [ 8 J12 B8] 3]6 09

|

.
= !

99.5% 14.1% 14.1% | 13% | 10% | 8% (10.2%{ 5.1% | 3.9% |
949l |9¢9) h3e 91069 | 829 psealizeajozs

1009 71.9% '78.1%} 58% | 73% | 63% |96.1%]92.6%(63.7%
464 91 150¢ 9 584 91 73¢9 63591 [ 20609l 2zreel] 1389

% Al | 768 |1152 900 | 1200 | 1800 | 768 | 1536 | 2304

EA/24 726 465 182

EAS/995% | 6496 [ 649.6 | 600.5 | 461.9 [ 3695 } 469.1 | 2346 | 162.4

Ao 3 gl o) Fe] 29¢ e 23 e A
9oy, Jedde dsf £x9 FAPL /MAE
FRL A F Yt (330 FF57 25609
o, o9} pol] WE P 2FL3 FREZHYFE YE
A=

(F 33) o2} poj 2 BEFRB(E5C|0JE
{Table 3.3) Classification by the value of ¢ and 8 (for tra-

ining data).
8 0.001 0.01
[4

0.06 99.64% 9.21%
(B/ARFHS) (7.38/71) (3.17/38)

0.07 99.79% 958%
(HF/ARER ) (15.867103) (6.03/60)

0.08 9991% 99.78%
(BF/ARER £) (30.78/143) (12.55/84)

3.23 A FR

R FRANAY PFAE ZFL FAIE o3 25
QA7) el 4wt FY B2 2% B
ARE BN S, ALRLAAE 453
9 + A%, U-FERT 845 A
299 218 AE 84E gt

EQFEE BN L FI3E 992 29 9
oz 3yse] 2y A+E TARE F47
2934 S 53y olFojAy, A A3 AFH
WHTHES g3t 4 3.5~38 5A334 a¢
Holn, (29 34t 229 =342 B 4 39=
P Wl 22APoR AL 5 AL WEFHG AR




Jm

AF7ke] BAE YepdTh

=]
T

Ju

M2
29 SR 1/0= T i)

x=1,.,N (3.5
FH &0 BY z:fﬂ(x)='~ulz+ x, 9),
x=1,.., N 3.6

Nf2

FHZ FYT 1:/0)= 1L 26, ),

i=1

y=1.,. M 3.7

y=1L ..M (3.8)

Jy®)=f(x) +falx)

39
14V =F ) a3 39

NN YD

io.w
0.
0.0
35 <46 80 80 100 120

0.2

goe

= o1

cos

Feature
o

26 40 _©0 80 100 120
Feanse

(2% 34) BEST} HBE 24X SLUEY (fy), T, Fus )
(Fig. 34) !.ocgl projection feature after windowing {fy:, f,2,
far s fi2}

(X 34)e 93 RY5HAH T2 542
ol 8% MEF ARE HATH 7 EAlo U FF
Welel gigvele) ARpe IINNHes A4S
A elnt.

(& 3.4 BEof o}g oA @a} (SH&5H|0jE)

(Table 3.4) Recognition rate by the type of feature vector
(for training data).

E\{ﬂoﬁ HM20[HM21 [HM30[HM31|SM20]SM21|SM30{SM31| =7 |

E N

3 éPR 96.19606.4% | 96.3% 96,396 |94.4%194.79%694.896[94.4% | 95.43%

LPR__ |97.5%]97.9%)]97.8% 97,79 |98.096|98.2298.2% 98 3% 97.95%

SEM vQ HIERTQ AIBH TXE 0|85 2Ianl SHX} 214 1887

AREE FEFS v E PVQE o] &3
B e 2= el £x& vERiTh
2y&9] 74 k-means Y1 EL o1 &3A G,
72t Mg e e S Pl AU St
g 2o 3 g4 dole e 7t A, &AM
Z71A 941719} o) 47 wWiiolth B dFelA
£ 2E3FY 9zAR dgsiden, guN, HEF
718 £ Y4 E 4619%2=92387) oo, ZHF
H o 3670 ot} a7 Y= ME 4
HA 3o =0.09U )= (F 3.5 2ot

(E 35) x4 E{of o2 A g (3&0HI0|E}
(Table 3.5) Recognition rate by the number of reference
vector (for training data).

k] [HMZ0[HM21{HM30{HM31{SM20(SM21 SMBb SM31| Bd 1
e

1 97.594(97.9%(97.8%[97.7% |98.0%98.2%(98.296[98.3%6 | 97.95%
99.7%99.8%6[99.7%6199.696 [99.3%6 |99.4%:99.4% | 99.5% | 99.56%

324 EZEA BFY

e B Y Fe o2 FEHHE FAER
o] o] gt 29149 dlFE A ol T EAE
ko) EFo) s AP A, BEHe] Fax
M E4L MYty FEF3e H3o) o
st} o] §A g9 71F 024 o E 2 H(entropy)
o] &-& °]-§-3ArHI3L

o’ Zei2e 712 F2& Yl 532
Ao dAslEE =AY JdERs} A dArh

3, F 2Y2E 2T F U= 5L 45
A FE st

&7 AYe AR, YEAEF Ix;y)ol Hdigt
HY)E 7HA e 538 A3 § Falae Fe
&2 el B Z H(y)=log:2=10lt}. ol& B4 &
2 AR JEZAZ AL Fog AHH. B 4
oM e YHPANTE 12858 1o, 128749 &
A 82%F HFd FS0MAES EFAL7 FIHYR
2ol Hzte 1& Bt WHTH@ 2 2 53 7he]
AAEE QP oz EQ Ao olge] o
AFAQR dal B44o) vl F7) wf Fo] WHTHE
oj e} EH & ol R

EFEA P2EQ FHAL 5 volersr 49 ©
olglo] W AEFRY SHHY AR o|F



1888 SHEXHMI|ES =2 M43 M 75(97.7)

oAt} L F &l B FAES A A, AEF]
o] 7129 E s} 4 dolelzty FARE S
Zey2i7hi2 294 AL, Y20 JlE9H
o 22 jo dHIE Y] FAEE T 34
508910 &3t BAY 4L EFEA HLAER A
st 5089} EAE A 2R 22%0 AFE)

ESEA 779 712YH AL 39 Q4%
¢} ulA7HA 2 o4y dolete] o8 AU EF
B2 £771€ EA49E Y dojdwsrt @8]
o) 2o Ao & FAIE} old $EUS A
o 9% FAIEY) o8 F EAE EFECH

(B 3.6)2 32 EFJFE 8,16, 1282 A& 3¢
o] AFolX, (1Y 3.9 EFEA ity 28
EQg B2t B APoM e 43l s 544
o] g FEZAL 213y 16749 5 A9
&9

(I 36) ESE2X0| i3t 2R
(Table 3.6) Classification rate for confused characters.

535 128 16 8
dioly
LR BE 99.13% 99.13% 92%
FLERE 53% T15% 73%

[E] M @ A i

a © X
0.2} 02] 0.2] 032
0.45] 0.15] .15 .15}
¥, e b) i, i,
208 008 oos| 005]
of o o af

204090 010020 204060 ¥10020 2040 60 #010G:20 2040 86 30100 20
Feotse Feeure Festre Foatuxe

i ] © du] i

w %W Ly
Fomve :

Py

2tea
223y
8

W
Fomes

(O3 35) 2ER
()2 FHRE, (c)HYE B

(Fig. 3.5) Selected feature about the confused characters.

(a)images, (b)local projection features, (c)
selected features

4. AH % 3N

4.1 Mg &4
E A8 [BM 486PC-66MHz9} MS-WINDOWS 3.1
R0 FAHAL (2P 4D APEF L BA

Xiofl chato] MEiEl BH (a)BXIF4,

t}. B2{g4ke] 282 HP LaserJet [ p ZHE{(300dpi),
9] 3 -& HP ScanJet Plus 2711](300dpi) & ©) ¢ 314
t}. /|2 =7 = Borland C 3.1, gee 2.5.3 F by 2j st
Plxel Translatlon‘n-—l 3}01 H E{E] 2 0]%6}9{1\:}

ol 34 Aay

;5 8 4

(O3 40) MEsH
(Fig. 4.1) Experimentation tool.

St dloletet A9 dolete] 742 (R 4.3
Zdh A9 dojgte A7), £34 &9, uRA 9 MA
of iste] A7) AY Aojn, BT 7 FFoloh
a9 A7higL A 415 Zon, M Ex 94
Eol, N& EA949 &L 9ujsln], a& d59 W
VAP E, F0.13 028 vehdoh. EAF3o] ofd &
28 FI5HC 9L WHE ol EAFEA
2T F AE L7FE wiAIEY] dsiM el

o &
Bar o omf R

i £ &= 0 1d£ 5

(c)
(23 4.2) &% dlo]el Fakef off : (a)e} (b)20EQIE, (c)
e} (d)3pE2lE
(Fig. 4.2) Examplés of image of training data. (a) and
(b) 20 point, (¢) and (d) 30 point

|




mer E R
' aeh 0 g

X M

| W& 8
©) @ (e)

W ® MW ok

(O3 43) &E ojojet Aol of : (a), (c)®F (d) 12E2!
E,(b) 20X2IE, (¢) 40XOIE
(Fig. 4.3) Examples of image of test data. (a), (c) and
(d) 12 point, (b) 20 point, (e) 40 point
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