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HEAUUM ZHAE &9-¢M BEE 0|88 2 aHel
7

NAFEL AR AT FHAGA 2ol N 9 AgH & DA & RN
ERLGPNA 2L AAAEE A ) RE AN BANA 2 A3 Y
A ZHAE 964 A0 2T A2 AE DL AGHAT. AGE PEL 6.0
ARYSeIA 5x5 ALY B AAvoR 74T 2PFG7o] FAHLE f%
Aol7t YA E ZASE AAD A A2V 45E B A AA I
Q2G4 7T JAAUS Fote] B2 AU ARA FEsl A FHoE ]

EEVEE

FR8o: dAAE, 2H2E £9-4 A, A2, €5 Y, T ¥, Canny
.

1. M3

FAANA AR (edge)= B4 BN G99 AAE UYehie SALE A9 97}
HRAAHA Hehe B2 Yepdth o) %] & (edge detection)& B3t A9 A, 2
% A7), 2 By T U AEE 4& 5 Ytk ol AE FA Y 4L Fo] 2
FI1AYE FoW Fo| Ao FHA 9 ¢

2

AZ7A AR AEL F2 U]E AAAE 043 £37 PPSd Y3 o]FolAY
t}. & 7) o} = Roberts, Prewitt, Sobel, Laplacian, LoG(Laplacian of Gaussian) %38 $5-©] )
ok 28y, o] v 2% F-go) UAEA vke-ste 9dAE S 2E It (Gonzalez$} Woods,
1993).

HZedA 222 AT FAAA PHE Uizt A7 3] IPH 2L Yok Bovik
5(1986)-2 72 < AH(noisy images)ol A o|EE M¥ +9 # A H(two-sample linear rank
tests)oll 7123 I A AEHE A LA o] P T AP 3x3 A=A NA 4%

* o] =B 2006 AR(ALHARAAR)S Ao A2} AFAT AYE Lot 4 H A7 Y (KRF-
2006-521-C00042)
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Fo AHEE A ZAGRALH AAAY FEE /AT AANAEHEY 45 S ¥F
o2 P7}8kA] ¢k sktt. Fesharaki®} Hellestrand(1994)2 5x5 Q= AolA AFHE T 3
AL A8l AAE AESATh 4F5E 7 9H23)(2001) 3 Lim3} Jang(2002)-2 Bovik
5(1986)3} 22 Y= L& 7IA 2 o] R E EAl(two-sample problem)o| Al 2] 7}A] A A
E2 AAZEN F L3 T AAAEEEY 45 L FHoz FrH R0k Lim(2006)
5x5 A=A EHAE ¢9)-54 7 A (robust rank-order test)< o]-&3lo] A A&
< 33t o] WL 7 W NN AEL Jss A AEsHEH B2 A &8
£ ¢+ A4k

2 =2 e Fe380M 2H2E £9-¢4 AR 7128 FE1A dAPEH
< AR} ) ol E Y3 s-NA R YA 5x5 A= BE JAtoz TAH

2

THIALA TAFALE F% A7t JERAE ZAB LA S} EHAE ¢9-5A

AL F EEL] Bx7l 2R 942 Behrens-Fisher ZA A X2 571e] AR
=& AR ez gy AHEH3 o

2 =82 23 2ol FAH Utk Al 2F M E AN AEEL A8 s-ANARY 5}

A ZH2E £9-¢A4 AAYPE BASII A 3- A 4R L 539 AgE 28

E &9-¢A 3 €54 9, T 9, Lim(2006) 38 282 2 €213 Canny(1986)

FHFAL AAE AsE vz} e} 2y A 4HoAM B =F9 488 Bt

oY

e K

2. -OlXIZ2HE 0|8Tt 2HAE M a3

o

H

9-

4>

Tl nxn ESANA FAFAY X ARE A[T 27 2HF G HAREY
HEE AR EAN AASTA Sk 2 212 A2 28 IF A E A& 9%
T 999 94377t 7 10%] 5x5 QELEoIT) & A4 HAo) Bl & F4
HAola L AL YA Eo] A 239 9L yehdth 1 Z Lim(2006)2 3
ARAE AYE JAA717 129 T2 JQoz BIFHE x5 AE$E AHESan &2
=&AL 28 2.1()9 Y& 3 BF ol AEsE ol H&) =9sn FEH 9
ANAE Z} B3] ANAE =2 F(OR) 4L sHPFoz A FojAk 1Y 2.1(a)ol 4 &
2 2UQLE X = {X;,..., X} 2T LEE TRFIL Y = {¥,,...,Y,}ole 31
Xiyeo, X Vi, Yo A2 SR0|3 27 ASRE Flz— )9 Gly— ) E RE
EXx LI AL AANA p, 0t pye A X B S 0|t} o A)-% 0] 4 (edge-height parameter)
0 & AHESH A YL g3 2t

1Y% s YeY

B — X;—0; X;eX
1Y s YieY,

A71H 5= F 94 BAGS) Holsh X G A oAZ FE DAL A T
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(e} S (3] (h

23 2.1 8 W QAHASE 9% 5x5 YELE: (a) AR (b) +HHIF () 45° FF
(d) 135° HF3F (e) 22.5° WFEF (f) 67.5° W (g) 112.5° W3}

71 A8 AgSE Btk 18® 448 FAR (s (Byol B the} 2ol 7
4e Aech

HY : e +82py versus H @ py+68 < puy
=)
H - pe — 8 < iy versus HY @ py — 8> .

WA, 5-5AE BE {A}NA H] versus H & AR 37) 918 28 2E ¢9-¢4 A3 §
AL b o] dojXth EE X; + 46, X; € X of 43} placement U(Y, X; + )= Y,
VieY F9M X, +6 B} 2 89| Ngel & o U(Y, X; +6)9] BT (mean)2 o234
Zt.
UY,X+6)=> UY,X;+6)/m
i=1
A 22 Yo R Y, Y, €Y o 3 placement U(X +6,Y;)€ X; +46, X, € X 5
TR AL o UX +4,Y)9 B8 o234 2ot

UX+6Y)=> UX+6Y:)/n
=1

SL U, X; +6) U(X +4,Y;)9] variability] Q¥ (index)E 242 Vop 59t Viyqset &
o o3} 2ol Ao Frt.

Vets = Z[U (Y, Xi +8) — U(Y, X +8)]> 222 Vyys = D _[UX +6,Y5) - U(X +6,Y)]”.

i=1 i=1

kA, H{S AR 98 $A%e o83 2o
n-UX+6Y)—m -UlY,X +9)

Ug = .
2/ Veys + Vyrs + UV, X +6) - U(X +4,Y)
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L2 5-4RY BE (B}olA H versus Hig BA87] A3 2HAE ¢9-¢4
AR FADL U2} Zol AT RE X, -6, X; € Xl T3 placement U(Y, X;—8)S
Y, VieY FolA X; - 68T} & BH ALt & o) UY, X; - 6)9] B2 th&34 2
. .
UY,X —8) =) UY,X;-6)/m.
i=1
=z dpgor TR Y, Y; € Yol th3l placement U(X —6,Y;)& X; — 4, X; € X FllA
Y; Bt} F2 2Rl g @ v U(X -4,Y;) 72 o3 2k

U(X -46,Y) = zn:U(X —5,Y:)/n.

2T UY, X; - 8)2 U(X — 6,Y;)9| variability®] A¥2E 27V, 59V, 52 & o o
23} 2k
Voos = i[U(Y, X, —8)—UY,X -6 28TV, 5= f:[U(X —6,Y;) — U(X - 6, Y)]?

=1 i=1
Wt Hig AR7) A8 SA%E ez 2k

m-UY,X -6)—-n-UX-4Y)

Up = .
B O Ves 4 Vs +t U, X =0)-U(X —5,7)

L8 H (3L HH)E AR 98 244 $A%L 923 2k
U* = max(Uy, Ug).

AR BAFU L UsUp 5 AU R FAFE AU 2wl B Us 2 ua &
L Up > 4, 9| B2 AFA H] & HjS 714319 013 FAFA) A7} 2R3
I A& Y 97)A, 712 A] u, = Fligner$} Pollicello(1981), Siegel ¥} Castellan(1988)
1)1 Feltovich(2003) 9] oA ¢t}

3. OfIX] s &Y & =2

B AN A 28 =3 2H2E £9-¢4 AL 18T AAHE U A
< 97187 918 92 3y, T 9y, Lim(2006) ¥ 28] 31 Canny(1996) HEFH
ANAHAEYE B A LA e} 7)o 42 PHFA T PHL 28 219 9= €

AR AXED 2REET AL 24T P otk A5 A Aol A8 94257
AA Q47 Az Q4E /AT ARE Bk & 310 Fo|A o 7R Fe& 27T
o &9
oxs %

A

A}
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509 200 2& F&e Fold ARET AYAo) 27he0] ATt AP AL A
Z (amplitude)-2 Lyvers 5 (1989)2] A& th 72 1] (signal-to-noise ratio, SNR)
SNR = 20log(40/0)
= Yehinl 6714 408 ol Bolol X o 2748 B2 BE BRI

3.1 ARl A28 AR Fe

A2 | A5 - | TYEE | SNR (REHAY
G20 | 7F$Al ¢k 20 dB (4.0)
G15 | 7}$A) 9k 15 dB (7.11)
G10 | 7} A 9 10 dB (12.65)
101 | ¢g-~ 0.1

102 | 9E~ 0.2

NAHEHEY F2HA A5unE As) 217 3.1
FAFL Al gho] 115¢) o] =& vl A of ]
128 .719] otk AN HEH A o
£ A3 oH(Pratt, 1978).
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ANM InS I, 14%F Hgholm 19} 148 247 AA A5} AEH A Aot} 28
Adie ZR FEE 3R oA H o] AA| A HFL] Aleln fr 2AD A5 A 2
AN += 12 35

AAFEHEN et QAGL FAF PHEAN deliAE FAFE a=00504 23
SR Canny *E-2 Q2 7HA] QAG FoA PFOME AU E 3+ dAZE A_5H%
o}

(b) (©)
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O|C

(2) (®) (©) CY) (©

2332 2 3.1(b)Y 9G] L3 AL AAAE: (a)RH2E -4 B
(b) €< WY (¢) T ¥ (d) Lim 4 (e) Canny Wd

(2) (®) (©) (@ (e)

1% 33: 1%‘ 3.1(c)2) QA= GAto] HL3to] AL A HE: (a)RH2E -4 WY
(b) €< U (¢) T ¥ (d) Lim Y (e) Canny Uj

2% 3.2¢9F 19 3.32 28 3.1(b)9} 3.1(c) Q) 7FSAI S AL AT dEA FL A
e X AE A5l 29 3.2& AP0 AHEE BRE WHEL SNR=15¢ 7H¢-A
¢ 298 HAME F2 oA ALY S EAFH Ak 4714 28 3.2 ()9 T ¥4
2 o2 g vlE AR E A FEs vk 211 3.32 A gE EHME <-4
Wy 23E w|ESL A U EL olg,\ AL JAGAE T2 T2 82 5}= Wy
of T 7 Canny P2 A F& TEXTS & 7 ;lﬂ}

F32v 0=10,15 22132 2091 F¥ FSE X wet AN FEHES PFOM‘“— LHe}
WA Yt o] 2 RE ALd P2 e FAGe] €FE W, T ¥y 28x
Canny gl vs £ A%< 23 o Lim Wi v ZgS HH 7}'7‘}\]0]' e 38
e v 2HE Holu JEA L AN G0 FL2 A5 S BT U o
714 T ¥ 7 Canny -2 F& FSF40A PFOMY 3ol ‘lF 0.3°]3t2 F43HA
Hol P& & 4 Atk

3.2. HAMHO| A l_c—;_um_

2= 21 3400 A& 571 AA GAES /AT AFsEH 2 3.5¢ 11 349
o

ki

F2fe FFE dd & 3.19 4871 FEE 7139 €2 AL I94s0lth 18
3.6, 3.7 21811 3.8 29 3.5(a), 3.5(c) 28X 3.5(d)2] FAEC] A AR E AAE
ojt}. o374 17 3.5(b)2} 3.5(e)oll Tt A= A WRAY £53A Aot WA 19
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£ 3.2: oA &Y E2 PFOM

e 5 A A4
ZH2E £9-¢4 43¢ T Lim Canny

10 0.992 0.795 0.815 0.993

G20 15 0.994 0.806 0.902 0.993 0.757
20 0.995 0.808 0.948 0.993
10 0.952 0.752 0.797 0.983

G15 15 0.987 0.788 0.891 0.993 0.758
20 0.994 0.803 0.944 0.994
10 0.753 0.608 0.419 0.851

G10 15 0.937 0.756 0.780 0.973 0.757
20 0.981 0.804 0.918 0.893
10 0.989 0.787 0.169 0.901

I10.1 15 0.989 0.787 0.284 0.901 0.271
20 0.989 0.787 0.350 0.901
10 0.966 0.780 0.096 0.717

10.2 15 0.966 0.780 0.139 0.717 0.163
20 0.966 0.780 0.156  0.717

365 BE S0 ol e APAL AL G AL AIAE B dE34T 9
T3 3704E 3] W RSH PSS W5 AHE Holk BHo) T Ee AS
o) B& 1At FAAA o) Lol AEFHL Y3 Canny WHL B FLH 5
FoINE HAFT YTk 1Y 38IME 34 HESH PEEL 443 FL BHE B
ole AT RS JBe S AN L oA TR BEFIHA AE%T Y1
Camny € B& g2 A3 47 2ol x| gk Aok,

(a) {b) (c) (9) (e)
3% 3.4: Ago) AH2H AA 94 (a) Lenna G4} (b) camera G4} (c) bird G4 (d) house
94 (e) wheel G4
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(a) (b) (o) (d) (e)
2% 3.5 Aol AHEE ol 718 AA 44 : (a) G20¢] Lenna F& 94 (b) G150
camera 2 94 (c) G102 bird ¥ 44 (d) 7102 house &S G4 (e) 1202 wheel F-&
24

2% 3.6: 1% 3.5(a)0 L] A2 oA HE: (a) THAE £9-¢A4 1 (b) €2
U (¢) T ¥ (d) Lim ¥ (e) Canny ¥y

3" 3.7 2% 3.5(c)ol HE3 AL NAE: (a) EBAE £9-¢A F (b) 4F&
U (¢) T %Y (d) Lim %Y (e) Canny %y



2% 3.8 19 3.5(d)o FLF] AL AAAE: (a) 2
W (¢) T 9 (d) Lim 34 (e) Canny 3

4. B2

B eRolAE A2 IN 28U AAAEL A3 oBE AA BACA A5
A3 A 2HAE SA-A AR 2B A2 AEHS ATt ALtE Y
WL SAAZGEA A 5x5 Ax9o) R JAReR 74D 2PF Aol SAHOER
g Aol7h YEAE A L £ RN =99 23999 27)9 FElE -
ARYAZA oA DE Fee HPote T2 20t 2¥IF A7)+ AAAE3
T FYANTE 23T Fehe AAYFE AT} VAT Fe 2999 arE
ZAA I A e o)A E A28 A A )

AL o2 AEPe) A5g A5 A8 AA It Q2G4 7T 2L
2 5ot 4L AW AL A=ndolM Aoz vl FANA} IFLRET
AZFZAN ALD 2HAE S4-4 P2 F2 Il AR 5 ¥H, T ¥
¥ 283 Canny ol vl $2 A%5& R 109 Lim P vla e 7oAt
AL AN E AR AHE Holtt dBx F2 dAIME A FE 5L HYE
& A AA GG R DA ALGD P A3 FL AFHE Hole HAT
BT Canny W2 P2 3ol WASHA WSt a3t AAT EAT Bge B
AFL e ¢ AN
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Efficient Edge Detection in Noisy Images using Robust
Rank-Order Test*

Dong Hoon Lim"

ABSTRACT

Edge detection has been widely used in computer vision and image processing. We
describe a new edge detector based on the robust rank-order test which is a useful
alternative to Wilcoxon test. Our method is based on detecting pixel intensity changes
between two neighborhoods with a rxr window using an edge-height model to perform
effectively on noisy images.

Some experiments of our robust rank-order detector with several existing edge detectors
are carried out on both synthetic images and real images with and without noise.

Keywords: Edge detection, robust rank-order test, noisy images, Wilcoxon detector, T
detector, Canny detector.
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