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Modeling of functional surface using Polynomial Regression

*S. H Yoon, ™ ] D.Hwang, Y. G. Jung
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This research presents modeling of a = HA@EAe wls) ol AL FFHEFo]
functional surface which is a constructed ER3 4oz mAE HLdE oz
free-formed surface. The modeling introduced JHEZE2BE Al =3 4 i =3k
in this paper adopts polynomial regression olEe RAHE Fd riel HIAES AT

that is utilizing approximating technique.
The measured data are obtained from
measuring with Coordinate =~ Measuring
Machine. This paper introduces efficient
Reverse

methods  of Engineering  using

Polynomial Regression.
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