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Fig. 1 Flick-input measurements. (a): flick time and
pressure, (b): X and Y coordinate of tapping, (c):
length of flicking, (d): direction of flicking
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Fig. 2 Proposed method (CUPID-MD)
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Fig. 3 Experiment. (left):Screenshot of interface of
data collecting system. (right):Comparison of recogni-
tion accuracy
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