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[Abstract]

Probabilistic approach is applied to the experiment of Probability Density Function to get the information. Especially this method will
be useful to make the montage to compare similarity. But in the case of art painting, it is more difficult than montage image. In this case, we
should study the habit of painter with characteristic point in the paintings. Especially we will study characteristic point in the oil
paintings to decide truth or falsehood in this paper.
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Fig. 1. The image of acquisition and its binary processed image

from car registration plate.
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Fig. 2. The binary image(left), reference image(middle),
extracted image with OR logical function(right) of car

registration plate.
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Fig. 3. The acquired image of face(Left) and it's montage
image(right).
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Fig. 4. The entire feature of Lee's painting and it’s special
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Fig. 6. Mean and standard deviation measurement of Lee'
painting in the special feature of paintings.
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Table 1. Statistical value of Van Gogh’s paintings.
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Rhone
Difference 1.19 10.08 38.39
STD 46.95 43.16 35.13
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Fig. 7. Painting arts comparison with statistical method.
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