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ABSTRACT

not satisfactory for a statistical signal.

statistical property of a signal,

In this paper, we use the likelihood function which takes account of
and derive the decision function from it.
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A statistical method is proposed which estimates an edge that is one of the basic features in image
understanding. The conventional edge detection techniques are performed well for a deterministic singnal,

but are
the

We propose the maximum likelihood edge

detection technique which estimates an edge point which maximizes the decision function mentioned above. We apply

this technique to statistical signals which are generated by using the random number generator.
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Simulations show

edge detection technique gives satisfactory results. This technique is extended to the two-di-
mensional image and edges are found with a good accuracy.
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4414l g,
Two-dimensional test signal with only one edge.
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H1 +4dsl edge(negative exponential 4~ true edge
512)
Estimated edge( negative exponential distribution,
true edge = 512).

R 2 3 4 5 10 20 501100

seed® 1 | 513 1 518 | 512 ) 513 | 613§ 513 | 512 | 512

seed# 2 | 513 | D12 | 512 | 516 | 512 | 513 | 512 | 512

seedtt 3 | D13 | D12 | 512 | OI1 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 513

seed# 4 | 514§ 513 | HI17 | 616 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512

seed¥ 5 | 513 | 515 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512 | OI2

seedft 6 | 512 | 512 | 517 | 511 § 512 | 512 | 512 | 512

seed$t 7 | 512 | H14 | 510 | 513 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512

seedf 8 | 533 | 511 | 514 | 512 | 513 | 512 | 512 | 512

seed# 9 | 0524 | 512 | 514 | OI1 | 511 | 512 ¢ 512 | Ol2

seed# 10 | 512 | 513 | 513 | 516 | Gi2 ) 512 | 512 | 512

mean |518. 81513, 21513, 31512, 81012 1012, 21 D12 (5124}

s. d. 6,70 1.9 21 L6| 0.5 040 103
L ; i |

80

#2 FYxl edge(uniform+E,

true edge=>512)

Estimated edge(uniform distribution, true edge=

=512).

R 20 3] 4] 5 |10 2 |50 |100
seed3 1 | 511 | 512 | 513 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512
seed3t 2 | 511 | 512 514 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512
seed 3 | 509 | 512 wzlz 513 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512

seedtt 1| 511 | 514 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 513 | 513
se;erd#‘:‘xm 516 | 512 | 512 | 512 | s12 | 513 | 512 | 512
seed # 6 6o | 512 | 512 | 512 | si2 | stz | siz | 51z

wseedit 7 |51 | 512 | 513 | s1z | s12 | s12 | sz | 512 |
seed# 8 | 510 | 515 | 512 | S13 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 513
seed# 8 | 517 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512
seed#l() 516 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512 | 512
mean  |512.6(512.5|512.4]512. 2] 512 |512.1(512.1/512.2
5. d 461 L0 070 04 0 ! 0.3] 03] 0.4
3. 745 edge (3 [ ! negative exp. ¥,

ool |

. uniform-¥ ¥, true edge=>512)
Estimated edge( region |

. negative exp. distr.,

region || : uniform distr., true edge=512).
R - 711 8 10 20 50 100
*s:;adﬁ 1 A 3 3 512 512 511 512
seed#~ 2 1 10 511 512 512 512
Seed# 3 1 6 512 512 512 512
ceedt| 2 | 2z | su | si| sz | s |
seedini 5 ZV 2 512 512 51727 512
seed$# 6 6 6 512 512 51é 512
seed #f Ml 1 514 512 512 512
;;ed# 3 2 3 512 512 513 512
Seed# 9 10 16 510 512 512 512
seed#’ 10 777”’177 - 1 512 512 512 512
mean 2.9 5 A r)ll ?'; V 511 9” ” 5127‘77 Sll’ﬁ
“_ ; Vd.‘ 2.8 4.5 1 0.3 0.4 0
akloll 4 FoH O] edge b %4 - Al
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3149 45 N=1282 3 5H9| edgedal S  UEg52| delrt ok d 49 edge /b 3
ky=32, k,=96°.% 3t} A1, Mell4w 4 Z-fe shabrbxle ofodE4to] ] Hagre
FEGE DAL G T4 HFG ol 10014 Hofo} edge /b FEshAl AE
IFIMA (% RS wetas|A) 435 4 slek
£ H4- 6ol Modeh £ odelol4e] 2E ol 4 G2 edgest U T
H4 F#Ax edges(negative exp, ¥, true edges=32, 96)
Estimated edges (negative exp. distr., true edges=32, 96)
R 2 5 10 20 50 100
edges k, k, k. k, k, k, k, k, k, k, k, k.
seed# 1 | 40 81 34 96 32 99 32 | 100 29 96 29 | 102
seed# 2 | 54 93 32 89 31 92 29 99 29 96 31 97
seed$t 3 86 87 29 | 100 32 95 32 95 32 96 26 97
seed#t 4 | 33 81 26 95 26 | 100 29 99 32 98 31 97
seed$# 5 39 97 40 96 26 93 31 96 31 96 27 97
seed#t 6 | 55 96 21 95 32 95 29 95 29 94 32 97
seed#t 7 | 32 | 103 23 96 32 95 32 95 33 96 32 96
seed# 8 | 40 84 33 95 34 | 100 29 96 31 96 32 97
seed# 9 | 43 93 32 94 26 95 32 95 29 96 32 97
seed#10 | 27 97 33 93 27 94 30 95 26 96 32 97
mean 44.7191.2130.3194.9(29.8[95.8{30.5| 96.5{30.1{ 96 |30.4]97.4
s. d. 16.1| 7.2 54 2.6 3 271 L4 L9| 2 0.9 2.2} 1.6
E5 #45 edges(uniform¥%, true edges=32.96)
Estimated edges(uniform distr. true edges=32. 96).
R 2 5 10 20 50 100
edges k, k. k. k, k, k. k, ks, k, k. k, k,
seedtt 1, 28 96 32 99 29 99 28 96 31 96 32 96
seedft 2 | 35 99 23 96 32 98 33 96 32 96 32 96
seed$# 3 | 21 91 36 96 32 99 30 96 32 98 31 95
seedft 4 | 26 89 31 96 26 96 31 96 28 96 32 96
seedt 5 | 28 93 32 96 36 96 32 96 32 96 32 96
seedtf 6 31 95 36 96 32 96 32 96 32 96 31 97
seed# 7 36 97 25 96 32 96 25 96 26 94 32 96
seed#t 8 | "33 96 32 96 32 100 32 96 28 96 34 96
seedft 9 32 96 32 96 26 96 32 96 32 96 32 95
seed#10 | 35 94 32 98 27 96 32 96 32 98 28 96
mean 30.5[94.6 [31.196.5|30.4|97.2[30.7| 96 {30.5]|96.2{31.6195.9
s. d. 4.5 2.8 3.9 1 3.1 L5 2.3} 0 22| 11| 1.4 0.5
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N

H

2

HE6 4% edges (B I, Il : negative exp. ¥, 4= [ : uniform %, true edges=32,96)
Estimated edges(region |, |l : negative exp. distr., region [[ : uniform distr.,true edges=32,96).
[ R 2 6 w [ 20 50 100
edges | ki | ke | ki | ke | k| ke | ke | ke | K | ks | K | ke
seedf 1| 1 | 117 ] 1 | 17 ] 30 | 99| 31 | 96 | 29 | 99 | 32 | 97
seed£2 | 6 | 125 6 | 123 ] 31 | 99 30 | 9 | 32 | 9% | 32 | 97 |
seed#3 | 2 | 120 2 | 120 32 | 00| 29 | 96 | 20 | 96 32 | 95
seed# 4 | 6 | 123 | 6 | 122 | 31 | 105| 32 | 97 | 31 | 96 32 | 97 |
seed#5 | 6 | 121 | 6 | 121 | 26 | 111 | 31 | 96 | 30 | 96 32 | 95
seed# 6 | 3 | 121 | 3 | 121 | 4 | 99 32 | 95 | 29 | 97 . 29 | 97
seed#£ 7 | 6 | 125 | 32 | 122 | 32 | 96| 31 | 96 | 26 | 94 | 32 | 97
seed# 8 | 2 | 124 2 | 124 | 32 | 100 | 29 | 96 | 28 | 95 | 22 | 97
ceed29 | 5 | 125 | 5 | 125 ] 26 | 96| 32 | w6 | 29 | 95 | 32 | 95
seed£10| 5 | 123 10 | 123 ] 27 | 107 ] 31 | 965 | 32 | 99 | 32 | 102
mean 4.2 122.4| 7.3 1208|271 [101.2] 30.8 | 96.1| 28.6 | 96.4 | 30.7 | 96.9
s. d. 19| 25) 86| 21| 8 | 46| L1] 03] 3.4 1.5] 3 | L¢
H7 olxktiAlFel 4 F2 sl edge (negative exp. ¥, true edge=32)
Estimated edge in two-dimensional signal (negative exp. distr., true edge=232).
R | 2| 3] 45 | 10] 2[5 | 100
seed £ 1 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 ERE
seed # 2 32 | a2 | 32 | 32 | 32| 32| 32 | 32
seed £ 3 | 32 | a2 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32
Vertical edge seedlﬁwjlﬂ I&'/_;ﬁu 32 32 32 32 31; 32 32
seed# 5 | 32 | 32 | 32 | a2 | 32 | 32 . 32 | 32
mean 32 | 32 32 32| o3| 32 | 32 | 32
s d o o 7 o 0 o 0|0 0
- Cseed#t 1 | 32 | 32 | 32, 3 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32
seed# 2 | 32 82 | 32 | % | 52| 32 | 33 | 32
seed # 3 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32
horizontal edge seed £ 4 |32 32 32 32 32 32 32 32
| seed £ 5 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32
mean 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32 | 32
s. d. o oo lo olo]ol]o
A ] 3} _-i? 64 X 64.% HiL edge /b 4 F& edge 5 7o Holxol w9 At A3}
Hon k3ol Qi AFE welsdch 5 ek
o H& L’H“: realization & §/&spboe &} olxkloll A F7H 2| edgert U3 AP
o] 21 & parallel projection 47l ¥ A&l ShAFE 64 %648 BEAL edge 7t T &2 4
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# 3/ Maximum Likelihood 71'§-& o]-8%+ Edge 3%

HE8 o|alAlEd A 45l edges(negative exp. L3, true edges=16, 48)
Estimated edges in two-dimensional signal ( negative exp. distr., true edges=16, 438).
LR 2 5 10 20 50 100
edges k; ks & k, ks k, k ks k, k. k, k,
seed#f 1| 16 | 48 | 16 | 47 | 14 | 48 | 16 | 48 | 16 | 48 16 | 52
seed##2 | 18 | 48 | 16 | 48 | 16 | 54 | 16 | 48 | 16 | 50 15 | 48
seed# 3| 16 | 48 | 16 | 48 | 16 | 48 | 16 | 48 | 15 | 48 | 15 | 48
vertical edges | seed$#t 4 | 16 48 16 48 16 18 16 | 48 14 48 16 47
seed# 5| 16 | 48 | 16 | 47 | 16 | 51 16 | 48 16 | 48 | 16 | 48
mean 16.41 48 | 16 [47.6(15.6149.81 16 | 48 |15.4 148.4|15.6 | 48.6
s. d. 0.8] 0 0 0.5 0.8] 2.4 0 0 0.81 0.8] 0.5 L7

seedff 1| 16 | 48 16 | 48

16 | 48 | 16 0 48 | 16 | 48 16 | 48

seed# 2| 16 | 48 | 16 | 48

16 | 48 | 16 | 48 | 16 | 48 16 | 52

seed#3| 16 | 48 | 16 | 48

16 | 48 | 16 | 48 15 1 46 | 16 | 48

horizontal ' o oqsq | 16 | 48 | 15 | 48 | 16 | 50 | 16 | 56 | 16 | 48 | 16 | 48
edges
seed# 5| 16 48 16 50 14 47 16 48 16 43 16 48
mean 16 48 115.8(48.4115.6|48.2| 16 [49.615.8[47.6] 16 |48.8
s. d. 0 0 0.4( 0.8] 0.8 1 0 3.20 0.41 0.8] 0 1.6
2 k=106, k,=480l vt 1A dke] ofoll 42} 9} uniform X5 Z= 5 ddo® FARAS
Ze wyos AEs edge® H 8o el E e T e Az sagrel ¢k 10 oAb E
vl 8] edge 7t v A-$9kw Wl s.d. o] oo o3 gt AukE Ak
o AR &+ Aot of ub]-g- 3Absle] oAbl 4 g edge
7F A& o edge7t A&l AESIdod FHe
4. & 2 edge’t U= 7% RO edget U= HEN
o} HEx edge®] s.d o] o] AAE &+ gl
Likelihood ¥+& 0]—2-2?}&1 statistical 8+ A4l gt Ak o R o]zbdoll A ] B-3HE) edge 2
3o sl 488 4+ ¢+ maximum likelihood AEA % o] up& FHabdled 4834 + oS A
edge ZE 714y -& Altsigiel. o] & o] §sld 4l olch,
37F A oJ el 4 negative exponential EE 5
7= 7394 uniformEEE 2 A$, E ne- + = 1985 s - gt 24
gative exponential ¥ & %+ 91} uniform Hlof] oJslf o] FodH G}, & b E =gl
_rie 7LL o:loﬂo] E‘ﬂ oT‘: 73%01] 010]1—] e- L]D},
dge®l %A & #HiH "]?ﬂﬂ l‘i‘?- Tahsdvt,
Azt ol 4 edge 7k T F2 T UE AS
off M A AlE 7} negative exponentlal 23 E Z
Av L uniformE-TE 7H d+ F Ao 2 1 &8 8

A AlZ o] tgte] wizh AL AL E edge
b A AEEPA G A A HERLE A #A

3 th& F %< 5 negative exponential ¥
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