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(@] Ol”-
R R EEE PEERPS E) 2;‘% Bl Aol ohe F2e wAolch A7 Feea ol ase 17
d 724 245 A FHIA A Bof Sl Saslolgth B wrolAt A2delN A HES AN
gl Thps Welol 5 cholulel s E%&o] Hoie ohuiee 7R 448 4§ BT AYE A2
2 el 45 AZEe e okl Auael w9 PFOMs} ROC Z4E AHSshe} 447, Jgdos
B gkt 94 49 23t 148 22 248 olgshe 1z wHnn 2hgel € ugsielon A
NAZHAE AEshe FHold 452 HolZeln

TR0 YSdd, S WS, otulul, OAIEE, F2He L.

1. A2

Gl A oA (edge)= FA ghol -2 A Wk GG AAolH oA E (edge detection)& F
sto] 249 AAU 2, 27 5 ¢ 4 Ak

Gl A AEL AT AFEAAA fe F23 DAty thREe F4L F
+(noise)& £ YT 3F oA E BF 2F3} Rl B 35 Gl dAtke A
She AL olfith wEtA A8 AAAELE GGAARY 52 Bk 2R A 29¢] "k
A5 7HA AR S22 WSS T2 Sobelo|t} Prewitt MHA R G4l vl AdAE A83
© WHECIAUT (Gonzales?t Wood, 1993). 18} o] W5 5ol WHstA wh3-3ivke Hd&
Zkm 9lvk. HAe oAXHE whiolel e Canny W (Canny, 1986)2 7|29 85 W=
g HEE AA T F AARES Fog AFEHL HoAuAT YB35 (impulse noise)ol] 2F
st Al Tho] gho] Ael= WS Zha gl

A =93t 2 FES7] Hsl 482 e (mathematical morphology)ell 98t AXHE
WSl A 301”3} 81 Feehe G4e Aot BA%=d AMHE e MEE 8
ol% E 53 oy oufdt Hej(shape)oll A 24 2

84 YJEjehE o838 A AER
Roushdy (2006) 5°] At} Lee

, Zhuang®} Hamano (1988), Zhao & (2005),
(1987)% %éEHQQ] 718 kel dilationd erosion®] X}ol
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24 AYsE MG{morphological gradient) AZ&E A¢Hdn =3 F&e& eI e
Blur-minimization oA &3 ATM(trimmed mcan) N AEL Hegow Aokstar}). Zhuang)
Hamano (1988} 3E|8t) opening? closing G4to 2 RE] A28 Fejo] oA ZEEA] opening-
closing 914k} closing-opening 914Fe) HA-& A¢kslgdrt. E3 Zhao T (2005)2 Frg A8 gl A
RNM(reduced noise morphological) o} A 4 &-& A<t o) AL opening-closing G4kl 23) 3}
SA A 281 (smoothing) & 8 8 T o2& FA&sh= 9pyolrtt. Roushdy (2006)+= 7 G4l
Al AANASE H3) Feishd ikl 28 % —’F% sty Fo A oA HEjE A FeAAS 3 T
7)Z2) Sobel 2 Canny e o )7} AZHES o & AT

23

p

AF7A wolH QR oA AEEL g A 22A 24
wl

q 24w S 949 S3e FAS
HE A 248 s A% oA gaslel 948 Lo e ¢ 5 A9 webd Reiatel

mlm T

Al ojE Fejo] 7F2A @
Chanda £ (1998)-& &4 Vﬂ - A7 (multi-scale) FElEra oA HEHE ALse=r] ol

71E8 B 7719 F2AH 4F AMRSHE Flo] ohet oy JhA] Amv]e ;L_%zi 828 A}%G}t u
Hojok E3 Fan 5 (2003)3 Zhao 5 (2006)2 o7 ¥ L2328 248 33§ thE-F2 (multi-
structure) FEEHA HEY S AAdtich Tt 919 PP EL ol 7B =719 o2 Bke 2B

o2A JlARE Al Bol 2851 Tt G4 AL 288 BY 728 42 1Y PEE
nrh el WolA = AE EATT.

“gge] B0 upek Bopo] FHO2 WAL FRH a4 EARA Ut R

WeF ol@l 2EA Qast FAUCHY 7120 Pejsky oA PEWS ] oW 2 24F AEHEA
225 9T £ G4 vlolele] Rxo sl AAXAE ¢ B2} golairh 9 A Ot @
o] ¥}Z “ofvri{amoeba)”’o]th. AbA, ofufuleliz §-oj& Lerallut 5 (2005, 2007)4 4 AL AHEH
. 25 ojmulE A Eo] ohd & A Aol e,

B ERol e obvitE £ oA WSS A Ao AL Bk Al 2PN V18] T
H 225k 58 22H 249 opiue] ths) A&, Al 3IAE 129 Fejsry A& of
b o188 e olx ol il w=olg Aotk Zeln A 4l B mRelAl AokE
PIELE o189 X132 B A5E BARNAN A2 AAEEUE ) A Fol T A
ulmet A M T Aolch vhAvew A 5ol AE de e Dech

B

{
o

or 30 2 W riE
™

2
e

el

2. HEYSN PTH Q4

2.1. 7129 PEH 24

£33 YIS Feste] GYATNE AP F2 2olt P2 24k 1Y 215 2ok

AGNA F2H 249 B 27)E 2 ) o AYRLE AoWA AYRA B 34
Boll the) wle] 7px] Rl 2 848 AFAIWA G4 hRe AR A 2o whek o A=
AYP F2Y 242 YT S YT AT Fo), A0 B AL 23 YA e BB 44 5
L IRGPAAE 9 2P T2H 247t AGT £A0) T FFIYLo] 2 HAo] B
AL ASE ARR F2E 847 F2 A 90,

F2Y 249 27) AHL T2H 249 277 2W 245 94 WY £ SHE] 1A Zow
L5234 ) AN SASo) HEET Gehy 22 L AALE T Ut ofu AE 2 724
248 AHESE, AL TR 847 UR A4S 29 Fe7 G4 SR serE 5 9 W
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g 2.3, od2] YIXI0IA otullutel 29

() 7129 724 8 (b) A% S a5 (c) obeiu} (d) AN S a7

O 2.4, closing Y44t =3 2

Aol FANGY Bl el Ao oliule] B ko) Wah= AL & 4 Atk
I8 2.4+ P closing A4 £ A9 7R 2 A
e HAFT Aok 32" 2.4(a)9) 2.4(b ow B2y AEAAE A8 712 o
closing 4hE sk A9 A& ol 238 ¥ S ¢ 5 doh o] A¢ AL AAoNE o
L AR Ego 8 4 oy oA HSes Ay Hel %S 7 XA Aok 27 2.4(c) 9} 2 o}
S ARS- s A9 ol A8 ol 2] Abele] Fzboll WA xpAlo] RYL WA FIER o)H T EAE I
ojutAl gh=th o) AP F4 F2F 249 opnks A RFE FAol WA WPz HE
A Qg Y A5AHL R Y 4 YUrk

(2) ol 22 AL

ofmjute] Bk thgoll A e s olulul A2l (amoeba distance)oll 3l ANALY. dyiver(w,y)S D
29 B 29} A yol Ao FAZL Aol 81 o = (z = m0, 21, ..., Ta = ¥) S 29} yA}ol Y2jg
72 (path)2} 318 H =2 ooff thek dol(length) & th23} o] F g}

o]

L(U) = {1 -+ )\ . dpw;eg(il'i, $¢+1)1 s ()\

1=0

rlr

a%).
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wmebA] B4 (parameter) A& 7HA1 oblul A28 e} o] Ao k.

{ dx(z,z) =0
dx(z,y) = min, L(o)

oflul Azl = Bl J|Btaral Aelsl BAG AE R @ Azl A g T BAZ: AolE
§hdshe Raolth. oblul AE o] gske] A sl A9 olulnkE Thes} o] Aelgh

A(z) = {yldr(z,y) <7}, (2.1)

AN r& A2 A opelnte] WAEE ou et whok A = 00)d ojvuke] E ok HA zEolr},

3. OHIBIE OISt oIX|HE &

ui

A4l =2l Bol7bA %Al vle) B A4x) Wehehd Qabsel vl 24saA sk dejste) A

A ko] Qd) oSl Ul ol bt 2uh.

(@) = max{f(2)|z € B(z)} (3.1)

() = min{f(2)|z € B(x)} (32)

A7 B F2E 24003 f(2)E U
]

opening Q4% closing 4+ 4] (3.1)3} (3.2) 23R8 thea} Zho] AL g},

opening: foB=(f6B)® B 3.3)
closing: feB=(f®B)eB (3.4)
3.1. JI1ES| gy X AE
(1) MG oXHE
A (3.1)7 (3.2) 228 MG A AREA} (Lee %5, 1987)2 th3 2t}
fourpur(z) = (f @ B)(z) — (f © B)(=). (3.5)
A9 WP e 7 1R Ao A FHgol Mre He s B g 2T Yok

(2) Blur-minimization OX|ZE

e A4 f2)E B DE(mean filter)E AFE3te] E21¥ (blurring) A 71 A4S fou,(x) 2 T ol
Blur-minimization o2 A&} (Lee 5, 1987)2 t}-23} zt}.

foutput(x) = min { favg (€) = (favg © B)(2), (favg & B)(x) = favg(x)} (3.6)

A e dAe ERAA BEES AAT B A E AEd)

rlo
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(3) ATM UIXIHZE

A AA f(z)E o-BY B BE(a-trimmed mean filter) S ARSI BBHAT 3L folz)eh
) ATM AR FAEA (Lee 5, 1987)& vh3 1} Zo)

Joutput (€) = min {(fa 0 B)(z) — (fo © B)(z), (fa @ B)(x) — (fa ® B)(z)} (3.7
g A (B A (3.6)F vZHS o) FTZEUA o- B FF LEE ASTOEA FEol vl

(4) RNM O|X|ZZ
dE 94 f(2)F F2AA 371998 opening-closing A4+ $HT T FojR 4 M(2)E T
o] Aojeitt.

M(z) = ((f ® B) o B)() (38)

Al (3.8)0l| A FAFS] AFRE 3 closing AAF £33 The dilation A14HE ThA] 288t FAdollA] o]
A AA A closing A4t w88 gAro g HEl RNM o X A &2} (Zhao 5, 2005)+
Bk,

Foutput(x) = (M @ B)® B — M  B)(a) (3.9)
4714 (M e B)(z)= 4} (3.8)9 M(x)% closing A4t 58 3te] &
SRR e FAs) AAS Y A7t g H oz 2B Aol
3.2. OUIHIS OI83 OIXIZZ

Pejea 7|2 A4HA}Q dilationT} erosion 94}, opening} closing Akl 4 FZ2H 849 of
HuE: ALAI7) A2 A2 “amoeba dilation”Z} “amoeba erosion” 914}, “amoeba opening”3}
 lbolet ek Do o) A8 st Bk
amoeba dilation: (f & A)(z) = max{f(z)|z € A(z)}
amoeba erosion: (f © A)(z) = min{f(z)|z € A(x)}

“amoeba closing’

A7A A(z)E 4 (2.1)9] ofwrlE 9jm]3lth. 28T amoeba opening¥} amoeba closing AAH B
3 2ol B 4 gtk

amoeba opening: fo A= (fS A)p A
amoeba closing: feA=(fdA)S A
A7 RS A QUL 712 ol AEAA The st 2L kg ol 83 A FEAE 4
/\461— 2 Alq.
(1) Amoeba MG HX|H=
4] (3.5)°] t}-25]+= Amoeba MG A AER= o537 2o}
foutput(x) == (f © A)(.T) - (f S A)(CIJ)
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(2) Amoeba Blur-minimization HJX|AE

4] (3.6)° o8-+ Amoeba Blur-minimization o 2Z&A= 23 2t}

foutput () = min { for g (z) — (favg © A) (@), (favg ® A)(T) — favg(@)}-

(3) Amoeba ATM MX|H=
A (3.7) 2= = Amoeba ATM o A A&2t= o} 2o},

foutput(z) = min {(fa 0 A)(z) = (fa © A)(2), (fo ® A)(z) — (fa © A)(z)}.

(4) Amoeba RNM WX EE
41 (3.9)°] t-3-5+= Amoeba RNM o| X H &2} thea 72}
Joutput(z) = (M e A) ® A~ M o A)(x),

AZIA M(z) = ((f ¢ A) 0 A)(x)2 Al (3.8)¢] -SH ] o}w|u}E A1-85}4] opening-closing TS 4=
B A4S vepdch

4. QAT 9 A
Bl A= G2 elA dAAES 96l Al 380N =29 A A AEPolA ZAHE Fx2A
845 olddhs Aot B =R Aodshs 549 F2A 249 opulS o] &3k AL A AE
35-& vastaa) g
G4 Aol AMgE TR GAoR = 256%256 F7]9) Lena 94, Cameraman %54 1811 Peppers
B & 410 vk = oAy 4R 7R A9 ZJE(Gaussmn).:)r PHA gl A Fg Aol A
|5 31 Q1244 (synthetic image) &= 256x256 F719] H(circle) FAre] AMEH T} 7FA 9 Fe
GolA 2L o] Al oS u) (signal-to-noise ratio: SNR)E 7FA 1 vhehdict.
2
SNR = -
o

A4 o= BEAXOIL b= AR go) (3714 h = 50) ]t}

AR A% Bk O WA B4H I 9o ATA Wl Pratt (1978)2] PFOM(Pratt’s
Figure of Merit) # ROC(Received Operating Characteristic) <4 (Song@ Neuvo, 1991, 1993)& 7}
A7 B WwE suzt B,

3 4l0) 9= 57FA] FRPAIE RS QA S 218 el s Agsignh 19 412
AABAG Aol AR FAaFe] dRuke Rz gt 28 4.1(a), 4.1(b) 281 4.1(c)= 994
olal 4.1(d), 4.1(e) 281 4.1(f)+ SNR = 11.11, SNR = 2.04¢] 7}-2-A1¢t &2 283 1% B2 7
A keia=gli=s
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Te SNR(dB) 24 AH(o) TS (%)

100.00 5
11.11 15
7}2-A) ¢k 4.00 25
2.04 35
1.23 45

1

5

AF A 10

15

20

o

(b) Cameraman <34+ (c) Peppers %44

(d) SNR = 11.119] 7} A]¢F %
Lena 934+

ui= i

I% 4.28 SNR

Amoeba MG Hhj.&
ATM HP3-& oliinlE &
Amoeba RNM HHH-2 ¥|

]
AR A AL v
RN

{e) SNR = 2.04¢1 7} A1 < 32
Cameraman <3 4F

=< F7hF Lena A4tel it Ad@A3olty. MG i3}
W Zsle] oz 9} #Fe-0] Fwo] o]8 T Blur-Minimization #83}
27E E2g ¢ & stk 28y RNM 9yt

6 =2 =2
M o] RNM el w3 9% 7157 =4 919
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T
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Ay
T 4
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L LAl e
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et i ’L 3 5‘};;:: )
SR X Vs RCRIRRY
,:i : :}”; Bt RN G ST

(b) Amoeba MG

(f) Amoeba ATM

{g) RNM (h) Amoeba RNM
D3 4.2, 28 4.1(d)0 042 THX WHE 8510 ¥ o)XY

7%, oteEe weEste R A o g2 A& A3t

18 4.3 SNR = 2.049) 7F¢A1¢F A-8-& 2718 Cameraman G4l the Ae daolrt. MG #8
7} Amoeba MG #h3-2 w0 xroow 9)dle] Bololx] Ad FAE & 4 ¢, Blur-minimization
WA olulE o848 A 2o A& viEA BEIHY ST IYY LS € AEES ¢
2 9t} 223 Amoeba ATM HPHo|A: ATM ¥lo] AZa4R] Hali= 7lujate] exols HAE3)
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(a) MG (b) Amoeba MG

(f) Amoeba ATM

(g) RNM (h) Amoeba RNM
T8 4.3. D8 4.1(e)0ll 042 IR HHE X 26101 U2 olXY

%1, RNM "PHoA = Amoebas A-R3= 39 J‘%—%
3% 448 1% 422 FL& Peppers J43dl &
MG 3L vasi2E Amoeba MG i< 3
Amoeba ATM ¥4 Amoeba RNM H} | ﬂ%
AL AAE AEHE & 5 ST
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(g) RNM (h) Amoeba RNM
18 4.4, IR AN Ol JHA wE e ME85I0] PR ofAY

= ES

.u.

4.2, ME M= B}
AANAEYES AFA AsuaE Asl 19 459 dxg4ES 7T A¥eh ¥ 45(a)E

256x256 27]2] AAZEE olof] mix|Zo] 750 YL &3 galold] Yo 9o} Vel Hugre 7}

7 100, 15001tk 1% 4.5(b)&= 13 4.5(a)9] o] 4A <l o] A % (edge map)S H3FI .



580 0|, MR, L, UMY, s

08 4.5
=z 4.2, 03y JiX Ot St giZte] PFOM Bl
- 100.00 11.11 4.00 2.04 1.23
A&

MG 0.8211 0.0755 0.0691 0.0691 0.0691
Amoeba MG 0.8585 0.0780 0.0691 0.0691 0.0691
Blur-minimization 0.9472 0.9305 0.9017 0.7589 0.3931
Amoeba Blur-minimization 0.9477 0.9326 0.9091 0.8060 0.4506
ATM 0.9506 0.9387 0.9054 0.7731 0.4816
Amoeba ATM 0.9507 0.9409 0.9136 0.7841 0.4866
RNM 0.7519 0.7795 0.7511 0.5110 0.2406
Amoeba RNM 0.7897 0.8100 0.7821 0.6062 0.3003

AN A& A% F7HE 9% PFOMS 42 o234} 2t}
Ia
1 1
R=1 ; 1+ Bd?’

AZIA In = max(I1,14)018 [;9} Lo Z2F AR A9t BEF Aot} 281 dis AR A
29 A AX A AA oA A Atol9) ﬂﬂ°]-l— + 2AY A BAHLE §=1/98 M
th PFOM = 1<1 3¢ ¢h33t o2 P22 9 n)3ir}.
ROC Z42 o8 717 Al thete] 22 A2 25 (false detection probability) Proll thdt &
Al A€ % #E(correct detection probability) Py S Tz 2 EF3 Aot IS /X1 2H3MA
GE oA JdAEY AYela DE 499 AN AEHo =z AED NS APelet & o, Pus}
Pre thadt 2ol A% 4 Qi
_nDNG) _n(D°'NG)

Pa= n(D) Py = n(D°) '
AZIA ne AT Y4 etk webd oy AR g AL 2L F A7 N F
(Py, P)& A E °]2d ROC F4lo] dojRir}.
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E 4.3, 012] J1X YE2 TSUNA HEfSIE KIRIZEE ISl PFOM bl

. e 1 5 10 15 20
AABEY

MG 0.0800 0.0714 0.0695 0.0692 0.0691
Amoeba MG 0.0821 0.0723 0.0697 0.0693 0.0692
Blur-minimization 0.8524 0.4647 0.2151 0.1405 0.1103
Amoeba Blur-minimization 0.8710 0.5057 0.2342 0.1495 0.1152
ATM 0.9491 0.9184 0.7136 0.4065 0.2352
Amoeba ATM 0.9494 0.9273 0.7631 0.4401 0.2422
RNM 0.5297 0.1615 0.0848 0.0737 0.0738
Amoeba RNM 0.5894 0.2606 0.1287 0.0942 0.0836

2.8

R

(a) SNR = 100.00 (b) SNR = 4.00

-~ MG
-~ ~Blur-Minimization
- Amoeba MG
-+ Amoeba Blur-Minimization
uuuuu RNM
- - ATM

~—Amoeba RNM

e e w1 _s AmoebaATM

¢) SNR = 1.23

O3 4.6. 1A T BHY0AM HEltH P EYE2 ROC =4,

F 4.2% A7 7HA] FRAIQE A AAolA] 712 HhHF olinlE o8 S HEAIZE we
PPOM< Hoj&Et)
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MG 2 SNRE glol &% &, 2] $7125E PFOMo| 323] Zass 28 ¢ 5 ok
AL MG o] Fgoll Vs wgatr] etk MG $E99) the WEEL SNRY gol
HZE obiube ol g3k B9 7l R ¥4 2AY 2L PFOME 328 ¢ £ Aot

HE 432 o2 7R gEa Fgo]l F7hE FLAAlM 71&Y W oulE HEARE e
PFOM& R oj&Et},

E 429 7FEAT AL BRI QBA FSARANE obolube o188 o) 450] 7Eel B
HHT Aol ¢ 4 stk

39 462 o8 7H1 SNRS] 24l cha Welald oA A% W] ROC F4E ehin It

WA RNNZ# Amoeba RNM ®HH H]&olA] Amoeba RNM-2 29| %o #AQle] A5 RNN
iR 228 ¢ 4 U3 I dbol MGS Amoeba MG, Blur-Minimization® Amoeba Blur-
Minimization, ATM3} Amoeba ATMoA % o}ulu}E A28t WP Eo] 7]&9 vy} F2o] AL
Aol w3 45 Mol Heo] HU4% O ¥ 88 Rol%1 9rh wehd ROC F4
49 452 PROMo S} A5z} 2o de $82 & 4 ok
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é
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Lo
4

Fiol] A Waks 723 240t}

oA Adshs AL T2A 249 o HuLE o435l oA A& Y Ase I o
= B3] 7 A Hrhshe AAAQ ket AR H 59 PFOM3} ROC 34
2l B7HE EF sY5Ac)

A H7 A ofeulE o] 83 vhE-E 7|E9) Hp R g AR ARE o HoluA AEde
FAl FHeo] d NS 29 Ras9d. 2837 PFOM3 ROC 2418 ARE3F AekA o) H7jol| A
RNN3# Amoeba RNM HPY ] oAl Amoeba RNM-E 3+8-9] okof] FAglo] A5 o] RNN ¥ E
o ESS ¢ 4 23T I 9ol MG Amoeba MG, Blur-Minimization® Amoeba Blur-Minimization,
ATM3} Amoeba ATM H|Z A ofHalE ALE3 WP Eo| 7129 Wit &Eo] B Ffoe )

%% 45E Holu Aol 3HE4R 0 $82 HIZT Ik,

Mo T AL ogt
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Abstract

Edge detection in images has been widely used in image processing system and computer vision. Morpho-
logical edge detection has used structuring elements with fixed shapes. This paper presents morphological
operators with non-fixed shape kernels, or amoebas, which take into account the image contour variations to
adapt their shape. Experimental results are analyzed in both qualitative analysis through visual inspection
and quantitative analysis with PFOM and ROC curves. The Experiments demonstrate that these novel
operators outperform classical morphological operations with a fixed, space-invariant structuring elements
for edge detection applications.
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