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Basic Studies on the Development of Automatic Egg Inspection System
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Fig. 2 Sound response(upper) and Fig. 3 Sound response(upper) and
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r{ * Nommal Crack l
12 - - *
2 "
c 8 - 7 & -
H H . S
§ o § o bo? . - |
A ' Fag ':‘v 7 ."-
- * ad - ‘. -
2 ol c{-\ .,.O.:s“ Segfey o7
0 N o alo ke
4 s L 7 8 9 10 1" 12 13 14 15 16 s 7 1] ° 10
Mean Magn
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Fig. 10 Flow chart of crack
detection algorithm.
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