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Dynamic Visual Evaluation Structure in Wood Grain Interior Material Texture
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Table 1 Samples

il

Sample Surface Material Clear Sample Surface Material Glear
Layer Layer
A Wood Grain Pattern E Wood With A X
Film-Coated Plastic O Wood Grain
B Wood Grain Pattern X F Wood Grain Pattern o
Film-Coated Plastic Film-Coated Plastic
Wood Grain Pattern Wood Grain Pattern
c Film-Coated Plastic O G Film-Coated Plastic o
Wood Grain Pattern Wood With A
D Film-Coated Plastic O H Wood Grain o

Table 2 Experimental Conditions

Fig.1 Experiment Screen
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Table 3 Evaluation Value of “High-Grade”

Table 4 Evaluation Value of “Deep”
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Table 5 Evaluation Value of “High-Grade”

Table 6 Evaluation Value of “Deep”

4. EE

ARETIE, HABEIER & HFEBEER OB, FHIN
FEER L B EBROE WK T 5B LZICON TR D,
4.1, HEABHERREALRBEEROLE

HEBEER LB EROR R 22 L X3 IR,
42 &, BLERBROFMER THD Z BRI 1R X
.78, HO TRATEE PZREBEHTELLMLELT
WBDIE, T NDERE T UIWBREN, Thir R
TFELMIR L0 EEXD. LoT, HABTIERLS
TR B EER O M E Tl — 9 5 Z LR S e

50

30

5
20
15
1.0
05
00

A B C D E F G H

Sample

Fig. 2 Comparison of Evaluation for “High-Grade”
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Fig. 3 Comparison of Evaluation for “Deep”
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Fig. 4 Comparison of Evaluation for “High-Grade”
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Fig. 5 Comparison of Evaluation for “Deep”
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