(TR S)

X #2 Computed Tomography (CT) BEiffic & 2425 N
BB RHMIKOEME ZNREE

OB=£E

' BILBEART,

-eEBE - WEs - Wo

&-F g7 WB—=

mILm 080-8555

(2014. 2. 2 24+, 2014. 5. 8 =iF)

X #& Computed Tomography (CT) B&RHDSHIDARICHS(FDAEHILEDFFHBD AT BEED K

UZDBEZRILE Uz, #HE4F 2BH SHERAZSD 8 DDTOY IRZEHRML CT iR ZiTo/iz. TDE,

JOvIORZEES 2cmBRCASTAL, SS—FRREZRLCaElEgzERFZ. CTERBIUB

BitE’ (F—m60iH) ZZNeZNBRENTL, BEET4FEE BRBR BIhakdls,

DS,

BHOSHEH) ([CDVC, ZNZNOBEEFRZREALEZ. CT BRESHFBEGROSEL UIZHRNERE (r =
0.991), BHEREEEG (r=0927) BRUHSEH (r = 0.861) DEBRBIBRICBVIEDEZR
L7z (P <0.01). fiNSHBEHCTRHEVBRARE (r = 0.329, P <0.05) HELE=NEZ. X#RCTER,
IR CRESM D BERBEI S PHh S Zh21RE, sHT N TR Th O

BABEFRMES (3), 345-350, 2014

BE, HOB(CHBODFRADIEHMIE, NmtEE
ABEBABMHEOBMNEICKDT, EICHB6-7HE
BIVRE UT, $6-7VHE) [CRNDWERHDLO
SEFIRED, BFMEREDRBERICSNCGEHEISNS (B
ARABMNHE 1996). ULDUSEKSTRELICHITSD
RERRZ M DIZE NS 6-7 YIRBE DM RKH ERF SR
5W\z8 (PES 2007a), ESASEFEERITPEA
NER DB U ZSOREGNICTHDL, KRMHBZERE
LTW.

RES (2005) FRIVAS 1 Y BOBWSR R Z &R
(CUIRTT D & CTBIGRERMNTIC K DREIEAEDRARZLICES
IHPFBEZETV, T IRME CEEMBEREIIEHAE
<EBDBENDDEVDTEERS U, FzPES
(2007b) EREBNEOWRRHZ 2cmBERCAS TR
L, BERETOFEZRLND CETRIGEDEPHSS
BENRSAABIICRDTEDKRDICE{EL TV DD ZE
FEL, F6-7 URBLUNCSITDIEMMDIREDE
MBROMNBEEZRSUEZ. =5ICPES (2007a) (&,
BERETOFEEANTHRRH CHOARDEHEMICD
WCHAEL, % 6-7VRBRRKRHDSHOBMAICSIT
DEMBRIIEDOFHDEIRETH DD, HSSPHEIC
HIHFHDEHLWVWERSLEZ. CDIEHD, F6~7
URBELADEMIIC DV CHHBRSHBOLEEN DD, #
EICUHRBZEENI CEFERB, HHBICBNTIRSEYN
TRV, RICKAZYIH T D C ER<ERLREARDIEN
HEDOFHBH T BE T HNIL, 5 6-7 UIREUSNDERII(C

DT HHMBRAENTREERD, BB PIEEHR(IC
EDTCHEBRERNEONDIESD.

RAZIFRIENICAET SHEE LT, Computed
Tomography(CT) (Navajas 5 2010), B& (Williams
2002), MRI (Baulain 1997) B&EHdd. PTH CT i
Fl, ZEDHMEEICEN, MRl SE& U TRER—DIEH
BThdENEEEEINDDHD. CTwREZBNEE
RARBRODHETER, BE 10 FBMHBETHESNTET
B, 1FURD/INIOT—BROZ21—I—FYRTE
CT i cariBRNaRstac Nz 5N T3 (Nicoll 5
2002 ; Kvame & Vangen 2006 ; MacFarlane 5 2006).
KEREDWHRTE, EVYVIRFTHRLIOVICBENTH
CTiwENBULSN, Navajas D (2010) FERADND
DEDAIC CTIREZAVTHRITI I ET, FH8M
DIFBICIEHERIERESOUREMERUIZ.

O/B5 (2002, 2006) [FEiEHMNREREESFRA
BEREBTY D SO T 7 ZERFEL, BONIEHPALERERE
HIDIEICKD, BEIHEREIE, BISMAFOHSS
PO SHREEWN DTz, BEIRSTHEICRAR T DR IFHE
Z, BLWBETHELIDZECmLE. UL, —#)
NICEBEDHSWV CT BRERTITDET, FDER
IREHOERETHDEEMIMEIZ I THL, BIFMDHS
PO SEDFHBOTEED E DD RIS N TR
ZITAMRTE, CTBERHSHREHDISIHIH DT
BASIEECH DD, FLZDREERIIT D ExBHE
U7z,

Bi8E  OB=EZE (fax : 0155-49-5462, e-mail : kuchida@obihiro.ac.jp)
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MHRELUFE

1. CTHEHf&E S VI SHEREROIES

HEF(ICIE, BUBAT, B—DRENCIERESNZR
FERERF 2@ZALE. #HEFE 30 B TESS
1, 8DDTOV IR (5 6-7 YIBEBXIDBRIORER, $
6-7 HBKRDBADORERS, KB, BLIfh, PEHD
RUOKRBEZEEAMAMIES, AARUISEARD KO AEREAFRSRAD,
FIERRAD, FBRERE) DMRERESNZ. 2055, F6-7
PREXIDBAIDREHICDONTESZHSK 2 BBIEIC 4
HLhiRBEsZEB I D X#R CT &E (Asteion Super 4 ;
RZ, BR LUT, CTHEE) ZzAVTERELE. B8,
WHREBDTOYIADKES (CEDE TR EHETHE
Uz, RSAMREBICKDBEEDELZRNTDZOIC,
CTORAS1TARAEK05, 1.0, 20, 3.0, 40, 5.0mm
sLTEgR=EEE.

CTiRF%, JDVvIRZE2CcMBRTASTAL, =
SRR ABIEIRTERE (HK-333 ; 24RIBT, ALIR
m ZRWCEREL, sSElagzESz. SSlcRELE
CTERBKIUSHEMEGN D, B—DRS1ABMEBD
N2@E% W 2@%) ZBRICTRRL, RAS1RE
0.5mm @ CT B 60 %, SiEMEER 60 KICDWNTLL
TSR I BGRETZIT DIz

-

ll Tone reversal

Figure 1
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Binarization

2. CT E{&OE&ER

CT g¥ TEEER B12x512B%K) & HADSIEE,
BEINMERETERRESIN TS, Biig 2R BE&RO
BREMBREOEBRESZICT Sz, Photoshop
(Adobe Systems. Inc., California, USA) Z=BWTH
FAREUEZ. OBS (1997) AR UEBgRERT 7L
DX LZBNTHADRZFEE THEL, WmIBHEL]
[CHBESNBD DIEBSICEFHTRHIELE. BHRDHSL
ZiE, 2Bk, HNERE, BIFaEIsE, H5SEH
BLUMH S EBHEEL Uz, &2, CT BiREaBilE
BOEV (@R CT@BROMBR) #EEL, BKE
WIELE. CTEBRENOFIBZR 1 ([CRUE. KEBFE
BOSHDBREENT S EFLUTO@D THS.
FHRERE | CT BRIISHASM CHRRHOREGD D, MU
TICRI RDBHECHABRBERELZ. CDERO
BLES CT BiROMERIEE Uiz,
BHRERE (cm’) = HRERERY X1 BRHIZDOES
(cm) @2 %
AR ETEES  Beef Analyzer I (2IREBT, #LIR™H)
Tl& 2 BILORBZEHIBIDHT 2 ELEICKD BEBIITHR
FELTWVDHY, BAREULRE CT BIRTIREIHED S HA
THDIY bR MDRBETH D ZDHBIDHT 2 &1L
ENBUICRITTERD D2, I THEERENMY DT

FUIFI

KURO-NO81014ROIN3785-1(/0-208101404/3785-1)
Ex1938 Pt

1D:1551
Sed 4
33331 mm x 33331 mm 2008/10/14
Thick0.50mm

FC10
HELICAL CT
WA 250 WL: 70

150mA —_— QOriginal Zoom x1.0

Area extraction

Image analysis procedure for the CT image to calculate image analysis traits.



CT Btz AW ZRERESM DT

7 (Popimaging : 7I%)L - E—a VT - Fw X, #&E&
m ZAVTCREZETULTC 2BLL, BIFXMBRI
B Uz, COBEIHERNE, HARREELETD
BR(C Beef Analyzer I h 5Bz ERBFRE TR LT
fEhERIGZEL U

HOTBY  BIFERIGZEELIDEHIC2EBIEULE
B&7%Z Beef Analyzer I Z# W CHBR(LALIEZIT D /2.
CNEHS VBN T OHZEME T DO THD, A
BRICRIBN 1 EB2DRDBMNRIBIHMEIRET D
CE TR OhSSZ Uiz, COCE, #ifRbl
BOO¥HZzeEME®%RCE10@, CTE®RTIE1 OICEE
FEURZ. INECT BROBFRHN 512%x512 & S5iEiH
BIRICENTIERBINEL, CTEHERTIHBRENET O
[COEHIDESND 1 BFRHEDDERSZaBHEERE
S5UIC CTBHRCREFEE I 22HTHD. MREBRUIR
18 1 DIBIRERERICE SN DB OBRYZ B
M2AROBERHMTHRLU, ZNZ100BLEEDZEHDS
B Uz,

MO IEhDRIASZELEITDIZHIC 2ELLE
B{&7% Beef Analyzer IICKDTHRITL, HIBHE
BHURE. BIREIBIC K> TRIBH 1 B2 MM
WFZHVAghacME U, MRERHBMEESZDDE
HaMHIBYCERLE. IREDE, SRElEkE

CTEBOEBR¥ZZEEL, MRLNBEOHISHEDER
Tlk56, CTE®CIE1BEUE.

3. EfEMEGROEGRER

‘e URETOY O RBBROETICIE Beef Analyzer T
ZRWVEZ. ZS-HBRERECRE ULZSHEMEEE,
45cmx30cm DEEZE 4500 % 3000 B> T*xL, 1cm
HzD 100 BRELGD. BMEULHRADBGRZEHE
AIC 2 B1ELzE, CT BREBERICHABRE, EIhERE
2E, HOTEBHB ROEHNSEBHOSH 4 EBEBEEL UZ.

4. 2 {E{LDFEE DIREE & HETHIR

CT BRZ#B9 2RICREBZBTE LR IFNIEZR S5
N, RBLBREZHAEITSENT, MEZ 190~210F
TH5FDEZZERELCEGENTITE (Bhaiils,
DOTEHBROENSER) Zz8LEL, Wihd daEil
BRH 5 DEE DIBEFRHZEKDTE.

REBREZRELEZDS, 8BAIINTD CT BIRIC
DT, AZTRAE05mm D CT BHREZNICHILT D
Sl 60 BOBGRENTTEER OB RHMZERDTZ.
ST HTIC IS SAS (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA)
D CORR 7O¥Iy+ZEAVE.

HRBLUEE
CTEHEREDRASTARAEZO05mMmM~5.0mm [CERELT

ST=3.0mm

ST=4.0mm

ST=5.0mm

Figure 2 CT images of muscle taken by various slice thickness (ST).
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wBREZTV, SONCERZERVTRERRA ST RAEDR
SzEfTorz. EoNcEgREN 2 ICRUEZ. ASTRE
ERELIBDICON, BDBEHRICKD, IElsEEsh
AOBEFOTREEERD, BBIME#HLI5<E2T
WD ENERTCED (B2). CDizH 0.5mm ERET
wJEUZ CTBE&D, BRFfZTOLCROHXI THD
CHIKTL, AR TIE0.5mm e Tl Uiz CT B
DHEFRUEZ.

fEfEBEE, bSTIEHO LU ERICDONT
BlfEZ 190~210 X T 5 FDEELT CT BRZERETL
TESNIEEL, Wit dSEMBGROENESC DEREMR
HeBLHL, R1(CRLE. BB, JOBREERHD
HERBVEZEDTHSD. HOTE/ICTIEEIME 205, 210
NEHME 200 KO DO FH(ICHERERENA S D2, BIE
BEEGH LU IR CIERIE 200 TRESH OZ. 2

B CHRHBRERHNEL, Rz, HS5THBHICDONTS
HERERMICKEREIFBRVZYD, KR TE, BIE 200
DEFTI S L CROZBBRUE ChH D HITUTE.
BELRDIBREERL, BfEZ 200 (CEEU THEAT
U7z 8 BRUD CTBEROB XU ZNICHINT 22 iElE R
BOEGRETEDOBEREELLZ (B3). HRNE
BCTr=0991(P <0.01) CHBICEVBRERBZEREZ
(B 3-a). ¥z, BHERIIETESLBEREr = 0.927
(P <0.01) Z8d &N TE (M 3-b), CTEHRNSO—
ZEADEBEREESERVREE CREBTE D I EHne
nz. LHLBHSH 3-b DEREIFINE, v = 0.7295x
+263ThHD, y = x EEHBRDDRBENRDH SN
CDZ&E, CT DZEEDEEEDRFR ClERNH RS
Nz, HEOTEHCTREPEEDOBRERE (r = 0861, P
< 0.01;®3-c)pigsniz. B3-cOT70v hERDE,

Table 1 Correlation coefficients between the image analysis traits obtained
CT and high quality digital image by threshold level (190~210)

Threshold level

Traits'
190 195 200 205 210
MP 0.915** 0.914** 0.922** 0.902** 0.893**
CIM 0.879** 0.905** 0.913** 0.919** 0.918**
FIM 0.298* 0.361* 0.366* 0.334* 0.320*

1P <005 P <001

"MP = marbling percent ; CIM = coarseness index of marbling : FIM =

fineness index of marbling.

a) Muscle area (cm?)
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Figure 3 Relationships between the values obtained from CT image (x-axis) and high quality digital

image (y-axis) for four image analysis traits.

MP = marbling percent ; CIM = coarseness index of marbling ; FIM = fineness index of marbling
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ILERKD EBBICIFEEA, FRIRAD RO FRERAHD
%<, TERICIFREBER PR LA 2 oz, KEBARORR L
BIFIEIRMNZ N <, X iR CTEETCOBKRIED
RO BHPPRECHDIEBRRD—DEHRUEZ. 1
DY TERVWBRERHZRZ (r = 0.329, P <0.05;
& 3-d). LENDT, SEMBEGRERKROFECCTE
BOOREIEHDMN S ZRM T D &(F, IRIKTIHEHL
W EHRENnz.

M EFTORRICKD, CTEEEANCERENTIE,
AERREZMEDEI S b SUERRM DI C 2L VEREMEN D
D, @HVEEEFZESHD T2 R ULWNEWND I EHRE
SNz, BBIFRMDHD S, RIKTIE BMS HIEDEHE
BEEEEFENTOEBW. U LEDD, WEREHDDPIC
Wi ([CAZRBERR M FOFET DED, HHVIEERE
BICHOVBEEIRZMAIF TSN BRI, BEA
DOEREN, MAMBRREICBNTZWMIE TIRDSIE
SNDBEICHD. EFES (2009) F, EBHEREIIEH
BLEE, HOIBIE BMS >/ (—EDRBICIFAaDES
BENDD, EIFEREIIEHNEVEEZDEENERNER
SUTz. CTIREIC KD IO, BMS F>/(—
DFHBICH U TEBRUSBVEEESZ DHO T8 E,
IR TL OB CFHBTE, JDIERFBRURP
IEBRBBECEDTIHBICERCTHD. EX BB
EICHENEZRADTIOY VRERTEIDIET, FH6-7
YHRBMREHDFHHEN BREDEBBEFDPHN D,
HOVEIhRMEEDRIEF ZBAT DN TREE DD
225, E5ICCTIREEE®RNS TO0Y IRDER, s
OEKUBEREDEENTETHD, RNERORAEDS
S(CTES. Navajas 5 (2010) HRUEKDIC, JOv
O RZIEIENCFHETETHD D END XU w b, &R
NEBRUIRICRIITCDIENTEDEEZBND.

DO 2 BDIERTIEFHDEDD, AARICKD CT &
e RS & CIFFEN RIS DAEN D DIZE(F
REChDENDDolZ. LHL, BIROERNGDED
TONTIBHh2EIEEHD, AMETRULBZEMD
XalE BB g N TERN D Kz, CT R
DinFZ, BREREL TITo>IEIEICKRD, WEZETD
WENEUZ. 5% CT REZAVTEISMZTHDI 2
ZOICE, BREBITOFELITITERLS, BROSOTER
CT BROIBREFHOBI LTV HENDD. &z, B
BEFRBAD CT £l AP MEHRICBIT D 1E LWL
C2LWEEZ5NDH, ERILTDEEICETEEEN
DIERB LU ERBEBEERICITOCEEEETCTHDEER
5N3.
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Marbling evaluation by using X-ray computed
tomography on beef primal cuts

Keigo KUCHIDA', Takuya TAKANAGA', Naoki YAMASHITA', Haruka YAMAGUCHI",
Ki-da LEE" and Kazutaka YAMADA!

" Obihiro University of Agriculture and Veterinary Medicine, Obihiro 080-8555, Japan
Corresponding : Keigo KUCHIDA (fax : +81 (0) 155-49-5462, e-mail : kuchida@obihiro.ac.jp)

Application potency of X-ray computed tomography (CT) method for the marbling evaluation was
verified by comparing CT image and high quality digital image of beef muscle cross-sections. CT images
were taken from primal cuts of 8 types including M. longissimus dorsi. Each primal cut was cut into 2
cm thick slices and digital images were taken by a mirror type carcass camera for each section (n =
60). Four image analysis traits (muscle area, marbling percent, coarseness index of marbling and
fineness index of marbling) were calculated on the primal cuts of 8 types for both CT and high quality
digital images by using the image analysis software (Beef Analyzer I ; Hayasaka Ricoh Co., LTD.,
Sapporo, Japan). Muscle area, marbling percent and coarseness index of marbling were highly cor-
related (P < 0.01) between CT and high quality digital image (r = 0.991, 0.927 and 0.861, respectively),
besides lowly correlated for fineness index of marbling (r = 0.329, P < 0.05). Consequently, the use of
CT enabled the nondestructive evaluation of beef marbling.

Nihon Chikusan Gakkaiho 85 (3), 345-350, 2014
Key words : computed tomography, image analysis, Japanese Black.
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