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ABSTRACT
technique and machine tool have been
to ad-
To obtain good

Super precision working

developing continually thanks
vanced electronic field.
it

surface state in grinding with mm level.

result. is necessary to investigate
There were so many researches to sa-
tisfy these demands using non-contact
methods through the computer vision.
In this study, the texture of working
surface was analyzed. cooccurrence ma-

trice was obtained from the surface

roughness. Texture parameter was ob-
tained by means of position operator
compose of 8, d according to variation
of angle direction and distance.

As a result, it was found that surface

texture was mere effected by direction
(6) then distance(d ).
Key Words : Texture Information (&%
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Fig. 2 Structure of the texture analysis
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