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Table 1. Similarity as Robustness and Comparison of Distortion Change as SKY and

RENNA respectively.
SKY RENNA ROBUSTNESS
Inverse of | Degreeof | Inverse of Similarity .
a . . . . Degree of Similarity after
Extraction | Distortion Extraction . . after o
o o Distortion . Noising

Efficiency Efficiency Cropping
0.01 0.0121949 0.0067 0.0121951 0.0061 0.0059 0.0065
0.02 | 0.0120478 0.0084 0.0120482 0.0074 0.0078 0.0087
0.03 | 0.0112351 0.0098 0.0112359 0.0093 0.0093 0.0097
0.04 | 0.0111108 0.0103 0.0111112 0.0098 0.0109 0.0114
0.05 0.0108676 0.0456 0.0108695 0.0356 0.0156 0.0176
0.06 | 0.0107425 10.0993 0.0107526 0.0987 0.0187 0.0198
0.07 | 0.0105381 0.1532 0.0106382 0.1432 0.0332 0.0296
0.08 0.0103257 0.4993 0.0104266 0.4892 0.0642 0.0702
0.09 | 0.0103114 0.6796 0.0103092 0.6845 0.0895 0.0876
010 | 0.0103142 0.7746 0.0102041 0.7843 0.0943 0.0981
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