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Abstract

Aiming at the problems of difficult blind hole diameter measurement, low measurement accuracy,
and slow speed and so on, a blind hole diameter measurement system based on machine vision is
proposed in the paper. First, set up an image acquisition system to collect blind hole images, and
then use a multi-focus image fusion algorithm based on Multi-Scale Focus Measures and Genera-
lized Random Walks to perform blind hole image fusion and deepen the edge of the image. Then,
remove noise for the image using the variational (Total variation) model, and propose an improved
Canny edge detection operator method to filter the image noise while maintaining the edge of the
image, combined with morphological methods to make the edge area of the blind hole clearer and
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coherent. Finally, use the processed blind hole edge image to perform multiple measurements to ob-
tain the average value to obtain the blind hole diameter. The experimental results show that the
maximum relative error in this paper is 0.802%, and the measurement accuracy reaches 0.001 mm,
that is, the data distribution is relatively concentrated, which proves that the system has good sta-
bility and meets the requirements of experimental accuracy.
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4T #& PCB (Printed Circuit Board, PCB)HLEk /= ) MM 2, BT 4. B ER Bk
RIZMNEMAZFEHER A EA — R E B WAEIMERKZAER /N, b E fLEZ RN
BEONE . B THIERI I E FLE BRI R A BB AT B e & R 8 7 (A B
BFEEGMA TEFELSE X R B T —Fh 5 T LS ) FE e e Lk I R 4, =
FEREIAR] T 10 pmo 2T [2)55 8 LA LSRR B R RSP i T I &, &R 28 0.536 mm, il & 45
RAERZEVC A

ms, EURES A ITHIGEIREUE B E 8085, R0, EEIERETRE T & 52 B LS K fE &
ARIIEFE . GLR I A0 AN S LA RIS T ZE SR S RN R R BT, S BUREAR KRS 232 3
MEAS RS e, MM HIUBOR . R, HREEE LS. Ll B, SR USRI m A
WA R = o S B, R T Rl 0 R CR R W g AR B3 58, I DAGVE R A . [
I, SR R S o G T B0 DA e B AT IREUE B E R .

RSB EAR/N 1 mm LT R BEN S, N 1 3RS PR S WAL AL B AR s s, B TR
FH 1A AN B /N — 36 [0 0 5y AT e AL B, AT A3 3 6 0% a1 SIS /N FLID R A B 5 5 B0
T IR SE AR F 3 B B 2 30 5 5 B R O G IX 3, AR 1% X I3 AT R S B 12 AT 2 2 A
Hiak, 1SRG E LR, BE T E LSRR E L. KPP EBINED BRI, —E
AR Z D GA I 1) J5 3250 5 FLEUG AT S I & o S8 0 DA SOk T DS, S 5 FL MG 1 4k 3
R RNEWIL LRGN, HRIT G E N E A, i, SREUEE AN D ZREE W B
A DA 80 el A

NT A G R B LB AR R, TS SRS N, AR T B T AL E AL
HAME RS, ARERNNE FLEMGHAT OB 5 T BAAIE, S AR BE RS 8], 9R%h 1
LGB T 2 A

2. AR RGN T
2.1. RGHAR

AHUELE RGN PCB HILEBREATRE, FFur HEARIATINE . R EHMRM BRI, M
Pl Tolkgesk. BRSNS REuaityas g BalE 1 s,
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Figure 1. System structure diagram
1. RGmE

22. BB REFEHAER

2.2.1. 1EHEYERE

TV AR PE AL IR 3505 A 28 0] L4327 CMOS #1 CCD AHbL. R CCD 1285t CMOS £ 845
HAG T & 1) R BUE , (5 CMOS $5 A8 3k 1T DK 2 /M H 2 il B B A IXRIRePE R b, VR R — P 5 4 7 B
ZINEEIN T SEFEPL. THFEMR. AR o R Ik B ¥ B AL A =] ) MV-CA060-10GC A CMOS [fij
FEFIAL, KEILB RSN 3072 pixel, 2048 pixel, g il GRS K. iZAHMLIE T IMX178 %Y
CMOS ‘& h, MG ER S, Aot EWI G RARERIUTHE, SehiZenik 18 fps. AL
mE 2 fros, HEARZSHWE 1 s,

Figure 2. Camera real picture
2. HAHSEE

Table 1. Technical parameters of MVV-CA060-10GC camera
7 1. MV-CA060-10GC BUFBH AR S

Eizpa PHRESHL
FERRARHTY CMOS
B R 1/1.8"
ag: 3072 x 2048
BICRSF 2.4 um x 2.4 um
TAERE 0°C~50°C
{5 e EL 41.3dB
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2.2.2. FLH0IERE

KO E FLEMR BN, 0 R WK R B, P BB R SR A B gk P o B R 4 = Y
MVL-HF0828M-6MP R4, 1Z8 Sk BA 7 pidcim. MG BRIAZ . & AL U A
FEA A LAERE RS T AR AR e Hh Bl 2 Re bk . AEALSE AN IE] 3 s, HEEAR S0k 2 s

Figure 3. Camera real picture

3. M SEE

Table 2. Technical parameters of MVL-HF0828M-6MP camera
7 2. MVL-HF0828M-6MP RIS LR &%

EiEL i PERESH
FERE 8 mm
pirlccl F238
B R~ 1/1.8"

2 BAR —0.96%
bIig;5 4l 0.04m

A 41.3dB

2.2.3. KRR IRAGAKERE
MUE AN 28 48 HH BT 0CRE R P IR0 B B B ) SR A o LR i, & B TR ) AR 4 s A X 3

MRS — EARFFERERE, XRAM TR FEIZE R, BEmi s, Mgt & I fDh
VA EBUT . SOEATA LED )T =R W3k 3 frow, i xt = FASFEDEIEEET e LR, 5 $F LED AT
TENAR ARG

Table 3. Comparison of the characteristics of three light sources
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Figure 4. Light source schematic diagram
4. ZiFREE

2.3. RGBT

2K PCB BUMAE TAF & LI, RahfE i REE FLIEHER, XL E 78 £ MATLAB AR [ 1 A7,
HILEGRENMEERE ARG R R 8 bit. SR RERNH LRGN 50 RER
ELEGRETRE, IMRELEMRILZ, RaHxEE BRI G, e T A EEN
AGHATAMNIHTE, BRTELEENE.

3. EfgabiE
3.1. BRHER

BT 2 RERGRE, MAWTKCRERNARRETAE B LEG, RHETZREREN
FEFI) X FtiH198 #5 (Generalized Random Walks, GRW)1 % R ARG RE& HiLE Pk B LR G T a s,
RS LIS, SRIExRE 5 IS FLEIG R 448 43 (Total variation) 2 MR 2L g I, £ Canny 114
RS 52 B FLEME i %, ZJE R P LA R SRS S0 A B E SR (0 & FLEC BR AT P JE 4%,
a0 E LG EAR AT 2 0SSR BCT4ME, NS RIEfLE . BB ERAE R I 5 FiR.

Eﬁﬁm > Tl%\]g:f —> Eg;cig%y —> ﬂéfg > EEW
. 1 iRl *

Figure 5. Overall algorithm flow chart
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32. ZREREGME

K2 REERGR G T 508K [ — B LA F DR R R RS AT G, IR R % . L2 R
FRE B AL & B 00 OB A HERA 10 BRI R AR XIS, I ELUG AR DI IR PR EAT 208+ PR, AT Hs
AR I PN BT TR Z SR B SR [6] o 22 18] 25 3R A B R il 15 U vk 3 2 1 e VP A £ e R K0t o A X3,
PR AR AN I AR DI (] (KRB, P 78 JL 6 P SR R DX sk bl 5 B R (I B P3RS R 5 LR [7] AR

G P RN 6 R
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Figure 6. Flow chart of multi-focus image fusion algorithm
6. ZREEGMESELRIZE

PEIER A BRI (SML): 24 Vi, f(Xy) 2T i,
i=x+N j=y+N

SML=(f(x,y),N)= > > Vi f(i.j) M)

i=x-N j=y-N
Hep, THMLBME, ¥ T IRERESEIME, nTRUgbEAE R, T =0, N EHIEORRE, &0
K/NAEN + 1) x (2N + 1),
Shen %5 A\ [8]# ) XL (GRW) 8IS F T 2 RGNS . GRW 2 R ARG & B N
7 fR. Hop, B R ER, WFEERA R, AbRiddis, SedrRR T e
BB EIIRNALE, NEERLE S

DOI: 10.12677/s€a.2021.106080 762 B TR R


https://doi.org/10.12677/sea.2021.106080

B 5

Figure 7. Generalized random walk model
7. T XBENLB SR

Hua 55 \[9PK GRW M1 T2 REEGEEG . Bch K NEEE, Bd e EGEE 7 Re 2.

K

W (xy) L (xy)

F(xy)="— )

;Wk (X, y)
Ea, F(xy) REMAERIOEEE 1 (xy) W (xy)RFEE KA EEIRAERE (x, y) b H91E

e
Kk n
X,

dew—fpfy»n ®)

>(p'(xy))

o, pF (X, y) FERTE (x, y) 0 MRE AT — MR K I n 9 E 20 TR [L +oo]

MR A IR, T4 MAE AR p* (x,y) (005, 55 Shen 2 AL, SCRROTEIT S AR
TR TR 2 R EDR SR D (X, ) (0. I REABRIZAGE 41 | FHERIGLE N (x,y) K Jobs
B, LK | K2 IIRUERT N Y, (6 y) HERRFRFTR.

f (xy)

X,y)= 4)
V(%) max, , ( fo (X, y))
Soopt £ (x,y) 7 DU R A R
. fo(xy)-F(xy) f(xy)=f(xy)
f — k
(%) { 0 otherwise ©®)
o £ (x,y) RETEMIEE, T (x,y) & FRmmeE, Haeegkn F s,
_ K
F(xy) =1 2 (%) ©

PAFRUE G, wEAT LA R p* (X, ), TS B A MR A G .y T 0 e o 1 5 3R £ X IR
FEX Ik 2 [ 055, AR 2 RE S e a e Pk . K, S R/ 50EE r=3, 3N
L E sigma = 0.01, mlERCREmE 8 Fis.
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(c) A& KGR

Figure 8. Comparison of the blind hole image before and after fusion
El 8. SfLEGMERIEXLE
33. BTA(TVERERELE
BT RE R E LR S AR R, XS5 R A BRI, B DO R i i R A 4
425 (Total variation, TV)BIR e, TV KR 20 3 SR AR YR IRHR P9 BB HEAT T, DB BRI A5 1) R I SLRE %
FEAR KL L L OR B IR KL 245 B [10], DRIkt TV AR & J5 5 FL MR AT 2.

TV B E 2 A 3K
A
Jl(u):.[_[|Vu|dxdy+Eﬂ|u—u0|2 dxdy (7
TV BRI ZAPER: 1) #ALRe R B KA. 2) SRERhE - Rk B H 72 . 3) EWIIR&MFT
KA S 7 R
RR$BL - Frag B H 7 RE =, LoARE B H .
TEA o
of dx| of'

4k BRI R — R B H 5 R
@_1@]_1{&] o )
of dx\of, ) dyldf,
IR R RO, BRI R AR I SUBOR[11] [12]. B ARy B EEIRAE AR S, ks
3 (u) = [[|Vuldxdy = [[Ju? +u?dxdy (10)
Heu, =Z—i ;o ;%u FGERAE X,y HFFIBEEE,  [Vul B, 8N AR 5y R/ B e 7

FUBAEDERRIGE A IR AR BR R ETNGE R, AR R IO — MR, BEWAE R KR AR
B R RA g5 R . k.
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I[u(xy)]=][[Vu(xy)|dxdy +%”[u (X,¥) =y (X, y)]2 dxdy

Her, 2 uFast 7, TR EIUS RN S B, 2 e A%

2 ) 2 . JfeuY (euY
F—E(U—UO) +|VU|—E(U—UO) + (&j +£EJ

12 PRRRARL (R 00 2% P i R R AL T 7

O p O[O0 )91 9 gl
oF ox\ ou, oy| ou,

/\E':l:
0
—F=A(u-u
au ( 0)
au
0 p_ox
ou, |vul
divF=V~F=3|:X+i|: _y. |V
OX oy "’ |Vu|
YT IR R AR,

TERIGA %L, vy
VU, SRR .

(12)

(13)

(14)

(15)

(16)

17)

Bk, YVUliD, o BT v R T EIRIASER, R,

NT BN BUR M, ASOR TV BB E) M R B S IME IR . AEREE e . =
Y& DA B HR B I 10 25 MR SR 3 AT XL, 0 P 9 FITaR o AL, I8 SR T WA 45 14 L (Peak Signal to Noise
Ratio, PSNR)f134) 77 % = (Mean Square Error, MSE)XJ A~ [R] 5015 (1) 22 MU R B AT B E VAN « VPAN &5 SR an e 4.

5 iR

Table 4. Comparison results of PSNR values of different filtering algorithms

% 4. TEEKEL PSNR EXTELER

BIEIED NLM TS I HHE JE TV BR
25.35 26.81 25.43 25.74 26.98
Table 5. Comparison results of MSE values of different filtering algorithms
% 5. TRIEKE L MSE EXfEEEER
O I=Rid NLM TR R UE TV R
172.30 155.11 168.97 165.31 149.62
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Figure 9. Comparison of the blind hole image denoising
9. BEFLEGEEILE

M 4, RS HTUEH, SWMEIER. FRMEREE . mlriEpm P EEEAIt, S TV SR
LW P FIFALTAT I BB BL (1) PSNR Al MSE HOVFAN fa bR B BA R TERE, 780 RBL T 2T TV
TR I 2K M B PR 7S R BRI R fE

3.4. MR Canny EFihsieml

BIRESE Canny 55751 G DI £ i LU MUAS A P e v, (B SRR I TR IR R 75 22 T3l i A
Rz HE N, T EAERS T S A K AN BT B R, AAAEIR R AR . R, A
SOMARGE Canny 57 REAT T k. B SRR BB TR ERIA AT b, RRR EE IO g B AT s e AN B A%
G T IE I L BRI S, SRS AERE LR AE TSN N 45° 77 [ A0 135777 [l i Gt AT R, A JE R ek
[R5 72 15(Otsu) FUIE S E B e ARBRME, SEGIEIEMLL, BIERYEA it eE.

R4 Canny 55K i g SO BUEGHAT T, B0t Canny S5 R BE L BIECT- 1%, f£3 %3
RIEB T L, A LR BRI AR SRR 3R 2 1 AR SR AR 22 (4 0B AR S B A AR A A F . 2 BT AR
REPOMEEMIT, BEMOK. MR R AOVAG R, B ASEE R IBGE R RIS &
<, WRAFMEER ARG, R EFEEM .

41 Canny 57 FEL S Iy W25 fKF-J7 [ M BT 1), SR H I8 HA T 10, JF H 5 52 W 5
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e, AT 36 BSOS I AN KE B o BT LAV S0 FE MR AR N 45° 77 [0 1 135° 77 [a] KA ) e 75 (RS2 0, SRAS B0 f
MHAZAE R . b XT5R. Y 5. 45°J5 1A 135 77 [ R tH SRR an ) 10 P

1|22 1101 2(-110 0
0,00 21012 21011 -1 0
1122 21012 0212 21210

X J7 1A Y 771 45°J519) 135°J51A]

Figure 10. Gradient computing template
10. BREITEARIR

SEE TR BN GAG I . RER{E Y 50, 150, AEALZT GmEIE RME N 210, JECEH SRS E R
F 3 x 3 Hibi.

(a) Sobel &H-¥ (b) Laplacian %7

8y

(c) Canny 7 (d) Gt Canny &7

Figure 11. Comparison of edge detection effect
11, AL MERXTEEE

Table 6. Processing time of edge detection operator

5% 6. DS N E F AL TR E)

e Sobel Laplacian Canny PN A

i 1] 0.602s 0.355s 0.315s 0.306s

B 11 Bk Canny G5 Sobel 1. Laplacian T Fl4£4; Canny 573847 T HLE, %
ST AL BRI A3 EE S 6 Bz . Sobel A1 Laplacian 5742 BRI 2146 BRE AR, HLACHER (a1 4518,
fE45 Canny 1A B H FLIAZAIR 28, HEBIAGEHRZ M, SulE Canny 2kl &1
XTACERANAC I RO AT, SRR 1B LA Ny, R g Bt A Bt e .
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3.5. EAFELTE

“AEE MK IE FA] UE A R AR R /INAL, B AR S5 R T R R H AR BRI 2, BASOG)
EAREURIATY . A8 iz BnT LV KR BUR R 4l ROk, ~1F18 B AR A 2405, JERREIR T 5 H
WERRAHER Z RE R M. WEBBEWMERE, ZEEMAAYTXEBEERSEHE, ZEKN
W AH 2 [13] [14] -

J&g kA A 2R -

Aoazdemng} (23)

AR 2> s an s -
A®B={xy|(B), nA=2] (24)

Horb, AHIRIREIE, B ST, M B X ARTIIK. s, (xy) AEGEBIT. HEEX
BUEHEAT IZAK AL B 5 P EAT S s 5. 0 MR HEAT PR A ] DASH 8 B 4 B & P U LI s 11, O
HLATBA B PR Gt AT . BB LR SRIE IR 2 B SEoC IR, 28R M 5% P 3RAS ) P45 Ok
FIRER . i ERREAT RIS AT DS BB R 40945 2 an B R R — 2N B FLIR B TR

SRR T AT IS S B I S BN 3 x 3 MR . AU GAs I RS AL BGEAT 1R b KA R
W25, 5ok Canny HF UG MACRERATXLE, PTG, BEYEH G N ELEGUZE N
TAMES . X E LD KGBIES A B R 12 s

(c) HigizH

Figure 12. Comparison diagram of edge processing

& 12 b5 IERSEEE

4. MBLRH

SRR E LRGBS . LM TLGAI SO A, A I B K E LI G EHE N
M. . ARE 0 2 AL BRI E LA G R R T RS
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RS2 T4 4 Matlab2018a, 1E4THRE A Windows 245, AbF%% 4 Intel Core i5-6200U CPU @ 2.40
GHz.

N T SR AE A ST TR H IR R AR M S HERA T, SREe R BE AR AR 40 AN E LRI T BRI &,
BARWE 1 on. HTRINKRNEZ, ASCBEHLER A RPN LG LT BRI, IOt
SERMEVENIE IS, JF 5 EFLEE 132.10 x 10° mm BT, AR ZE . dantiRzs, g5 R
% 8 F14% 9 Fim.

AR 7. % 8 Ak 9 Il EXFE 3, 50 MEFLEATHME N 131.96 x 1072, HEHUH K
PN E FLE A HT A EAR 2 5 132.282 x 1073, 131.93 x 1073, i id E A 43 b i &4 A1 2L S A
Z I B2 , BATTTT DA H e K 4 0% 254 0.00134 mm, fi KA X% 22 9 0.802%, A S 14 %1 0.001 mm.
HAREZ P LAE 10 X EAR I EE AT AME RN, BIEEE AT LS, UEB] R Goke e ML
U, T SIS B R

AAEELHEANESEF, KN RFEHHRE LN ER SRS UAER R 2. E R
BALEGREL TR, SIS CRERA6 R E PRI 5 BOR A 2 1 B & N R Lkl T58 Sk i A8
ST ERGRE, RIEHTARERNEILEGHAT T 20008, SHEERGUAE—CRE, &
Ja K28 PCB MR HIE T 215 HL G RAE R E, SENESRAERE.

Table 7. Blind hole diameter measurement data

F7. SILERNERE

=LA F42/107° mm =LA FA2/107° mm
1 131.79 26 132.32
2 132.06 27 131.88
3 132.14 28 131.93
4 132.07 29 132.14
5 132.15 30 132.03
6 132.03 31 132.22
7 131.85 32 131.77
8 131.71 33 131.78
9 131.93 34 132.36
10 131.87 35 130.96
11 132.44 36 132.11
12 131.86 37 131.96
13 131.79 38 131.89
14 132.04 39 131.85
15 131.99 40 132.01
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Table 8. Measurement data of the right blind hole diameter
%= 8. GMEFLERNEHIE

E=RV€ R EAE/A0° mm 450 %2/10° mm FEXTR 2%
1 132.44 0.34 0.002574
2 133.16 1.06 0.008024
3 132.00 0.1 0.000757
4 131.84 0.26 0.001968
5 131.58 0.52 0.003936
6 132.94 0.84 0.006359
7 132,52 0.42 0.003179
8 131.74 0.36 0.002725
9 131.94 0.16 0.001211
10 132.66 0.56 0.004239

FEIME X 132.282

WAEZE o 0.538

Table 9. Measurement data of the left blind hole diameter
#z9. EMEFLERNEHE

=R/€ AYMME03 mm X% 2107 mm AR5 2%
1 132.12 0.02 0.000151
2 131.46 0.64 0.004845
3 132.94 0.84 0.006359
4 131.92 0.18 0.001363
5 131.36 0.74 0.005602
6 132.06 0.04 0.000303
7 131.36 0.74 0.005602
8 131.66 0.44 0.003331
9 132.46 0.36 0.002725
10 131.96 0.14 0.00106

SFA{E X 131.93

brHEZ o 0.505
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5. &R iB

ARSI T BTSRRI E L AN E T E, BEEBRERS, HTEHILAFEENL, MmE
G2 I E T USRS PCB R, A T REWIE M < it PCB MR IR TE R, A SCEFIHIEN
PEHATIRS . XBFUONE LRGN, SRR R, 476 L Hik £ MV-CA060-10GC A CMOS
T FEFEALAN MVL-HF0828M-6MP B84 Sk #8 @ G R R G, H U RAERIMEIG TR G . 20, %%
PRI EAF A . EERMGAE BT, ARSI T —Fhdust Canny Skl &+ (7%, S I 1)
BLEMG IO EInEm . E5, #m 7RG RERE. H/h, ERihrElgE 50 N5 FLEGET T
WS, T RAERG IR S A, BEPLUERCE R AL AT 7 10 KESNE, MELSR
T AR SCHR H (0 B0 T e FRORG B AN B AR 1 2805
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