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Abstract:It is essential to segment the scattered and distributed objects in the field of image inpainting and image restoration
methods and many other fields. This paper presents a novel object segmentation technique. The objects in the image are
segmented by using a multiple-color thresholding technique. In the segmentation process, some misclassifications have
occurred. Those are mitigated in the post-processing stage by using some of the morphological operations. The performance
of the proposed technique is compared with existing techniques. The results show that the proposed technique gives an
optimal performance of the existing techniques both in terms of visually and quantitatively.
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Introduction

Image segmentation divides the image into a number of meaningful segments. It is the fundamental step in many
fields those are medical imaging techniques [1, 2], image retrieval [3, 4], change detection [5, 6, 7], object
recognition [8, 9, 10, 11, 12] and video surveillance [13, 14]. In object segmentation technique particular object
is extracted from the image. It divides the image into two regions foreground and background. Various methods
are proposed in the literature to solve this problem [15-21].All these methods require user assistance.

The oldest and simple object segmentation technique is Magic Wand and Lasso tool [22]. This is used
by the many image editing tools, but the accuracy depends completely on user assistance. Intelligent scissors [23]
uses object boundaries to segment the objects more accurately. This method requires few seed points on object
boundary and it uses ‘live-wire' boundary detection [24] to find the optimal control between the provided points.
Some of the contour based object segmentation methods are proposed in [25-27]. Some of the methods like [28,
29, 30] require users to draw the boundary edges in order to segment the object, then the segmented result is
refined by the matting tools [31]. Corel knocout2 [32] uses object trimap to describe the three regions. Those are
the foreground, background and unknown regions. The pencil tool is used to mark the object boundary. In the
three regions are the unknown region is computed by estimating the alpha value between the pencil color to the
foreground and background.

Due to the superior performance Graph-based segmentation [33] is used widely in the last decade. In graph cut
segmentation technique the image is considered as a weighted undirected graph and the segmentation is solved
by finding a global minimum of the energy function defined over the graph. In [34] an extensive user effort is
required to obtain pleasing results. A review of well-known graph based image segmentation techniques can be
found in [35]. In Lazy Snapping [36] user draws lines on the foreground and background. It uses graph cut
technique [33] to segment the object. It shows adequate results, however, the user is fatigued in terms of post-
processing boundary editing which is quite similar to the seeding step in intelligent scissors method.

In Grab Cut based segmentation [34] the target object bounded by the rectangle box; inside the box is considered
as the foreground and outside the region is considered as background. The segmentation result obtained after
applying the Grab cut is considered as initial segmentation. The fine segmentation is achieved by matting [33]
technique in the initial segmented result. Some of the well-known graph based segmentation methods are [35,
38-42]. Grow cut [43] technique considers the labeling problem as bi-directional in order to solve. All the
techniques discussed so far can able to segment a single object accurately. But these techniques are not effective
in segmenting the scattered and distributed objects.

The techniques in [21, 43, 44] is able to segment the object which may be coherent, distributed and scattered. It
requires the user marked points on the target object. When the scattered object has meshed then it is difficult to
mark the points in the target object. The proposed object segmentation technique is also used to segment the
coherent, distributed and scattered objects even when the object is like mesh like structure. In the proposed
technique, the threshold values are used to segment the object.
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Proposed method

The proposed method is used to segment the scattered and distributed objects from digital images with little user
assistance. For obtaining the initial segmentation multiple-color thresholding is used. The result obtained after
thresholding contains some blobs which are mitigated by using the morphological techniques.

In the initial segmentation process, the original input image is converted into the YCbCr color space. A
histogram is obtained for the Y, Cb, Cr channels.This technique requires two thresholds for each channel: one is
the minimum threshold value and other is the maximum threshold value. Selection of the threshold values is the
key in the segmentation process. If we select the wrong threshold value it leads to undesired segmentation. The
threshold values are selected based on intensity variations present in the histograms. The following egn.1 [45] is
used for segmentation.

(1, iftnn <00 Y) <t 1)
Qxy) = {0' otherwise

Where tyin is the minimum threshold value and t.is the maximum threshold value. The result obtained after
applying the segmentation is considered as the initial segmented result. The initial segmented result may include
background objects. This is due to the color similarity between the foreground and a background object. One can
observe in Fig. 1b is the initial segmentation result of Fig.1a which contains some blobs these are encircled with
red color. These are eliminated or at least mitigated in the refinement process.

The misclassifications occurred in the initial segmentation process are two types. One of them is called as false
positives and other is called as false negatives. When the non-object pixel is classified as object pixel it is
considered as false positives. Normally these are small in size and these are eliminated using the connected
component analysis [21]. In the connected component analysis the object is divided into a number of connected
groups. The size of each group is calculated and which is having less y vale those are eliminated. The object
pixels which are classified as non-object pixels are called as false negatives. These are normally appearing
around the boundary of the object. This can be included by using the dilation operation.The final segmented

resultafter applying the refinement process is shown in Fig.1c
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Fig.1 (a) Original input image (b) Initial segmented result (c) Final segmented result

Results and Discussion

The proposed segmentation technique is assessed by the dataset used in [43] in the evaluation process. The data
set contains the different kinds of objects, such as fence occluded images whether the fence may be regular or
irregular, images with multiple distributed objects with the same type e.g., flowers and sheep and single coherent
object e.g., flower, bear, and wall. Quantitative and Qualitative evaluation is performed with state-of-the-art
segmentation techniques.

In order to show the performance of the proposed technique different types of images is considered as examples.
Which are shown in Fig.2 among these the first image i.e. Fig2a &Fig.2b contains the scattered regular fence
which is segmented from the image which is shown in Fig.2g & Fig.2h. In Fig.2b the fence is very thin in this
case also the proposed technique is able to get the fence. According to the [21, 34, 38 & 43] user has to mark few
points on the target object in order to segment the fence which is difficult in this case. Whereas Fig.2¢c & Fig. 2e
are contained the Coherent object the segmented results of these are shown in Fig.2i& Fig2k. The performance
of the proposed technique is tested for the segmentation of the aerial image contains the river the input image and
out is shown in Fig.2j respectively. Fig.2f contains the fence occluded by the picket of flowers in this case the
segmentation object is occluded with the foreground object still the technique achieved the promising results
which is shown in Fig.2l.
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Fig.2 Segmentation results of various objects. Top row (a-f): Input images (g-1): Bottom row segmentation results obtained
by the proposed approach.

Qualitative analysis and Comparison

The visual results of the proposed technique are compared with the well know object segmentation techniques:
De-fencing method [21], Grab Cut [34], Grow cut [38], Dost [43], Semi-automatic segmentation technique [44].
In order to evaluate results quantitatively ground truth image is required the set of images which are considered
in Dost [43] are considered for evaluation of the proposed technique.

Fig.3a contains the bed of yellow flowers image is the original input image. The input image contains a similar
type object i.e. the yellow flower is distributed in the entire image. Fig.3b contains the segmentation result
obtained by the semi-automatic segmentation technique [44] some flowers which are in the input image is not
segmented by this approach those are marked by the red circles. The result of the Dost [43] is shown in Fig.3c
which is close to the expected outcome however few flowers are missed in the output those are highlighted by
the red circles. The segmentation result obtained by the proposed approach is shown in Fig.3d. This is very
accurate to the expected result.

(a)Original (b) [44] (c) [43] (d) Proposed
Fig.3 Visual comparison of the proposed method with the [43, 44] for ‘Bed of Flowers’ image (a) Input image (b) Result of
[44] (c) Result of [43] (d) Result of the proposed approach.

In each Fig shown in the following, the input test image is presented in (a) and ground truth of the test image is
shown in (b) The segmentation result obtained by the de-fencing technique [21], Grab cut [34], Grow cut [38],
Dost [43] are shown (c, d, e, & f) respectively, the result obtained by the proposed approach is shown in (g). The
inaccurate segmentation results are highlighted by using circles.

The visual comparison of the Sparrow image is presented in Fig.4. The de-fencing method [21] and Dost [43] are
close to the ground truth. The misclassifications in the segmentation result are encircled. Whereas in the Grab
Cut [34] and Grow Cut [38] large part of the background portion is noted in the segmentation result. The
segmentation result obtained by the proposed method does not exhibit such flaws.
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In Fig. 5 visual comparison of the ‘sheep' image is shown. It is having two distributed objects of similar type in
the image. The segmentation result obtained by the de-fencing method [21] missed one of the sheep in the image.
The result obtained by the Grab cut [34] contains some blobs. The result obtained by Grow cut [38] contains a
large portion of the background object. Whereas the Dost [43] result is very close to the ground truth, but a very

small portion of the background objects is noticed near the legs of both sheep and the result obtained by the
proposed approach is almost free of such errors.

' % 2

~(a)original " (b)Ground truth © [21] (d) [34]

(e) [38] (9) Proposed

Fig.4 Visual comparison of the proposed method with the [21,34,38,43] for ‘sparrow’ image (a) Input image (b) Ground
truth (c) Result of [21] (d) Result of [34] (e) Result of [38] (f) Result of [43] (g) Result of proposed approach.

(b) Ground truth (b) [21]

(d) [38] (e) [43] ()] Proposed
Fig.5 Visual comparison of the proposed method with the [21,34,38,43] for ‘sheep’ image (a) Input image  (b) Ground
truth (c) Result of [21] (d) Result of [34] (e) Result of [38] (f) Result of [43] (g) Result of proposed approach.

The visual quality of the ‘snapdragon’ is shown in Fig.6. The result obtained by the de-fencing method [21] and
Dost [43] are almost similar very few parts from the background are noticed. The result obtained by the Grab cut
[34] and Grow cut [38] are contains a large portion from the background. The result obtained by the proposed
approach also contains a few portions from the background which is less compared to other results.

Page | 625


http://www.csjournals.com/

WEE  International Journal of Electronics Engineering (ISSN: 0973-7383)
Volume 11 « Issue 1 pp. 622-629 Jan 2019-June 2019  www.csjournals.com

The visual quality of the ‘Bear’ is shown in Fig.7. The result obtained by the de-fencing method [21] the Grab
cut [34] and Grow cut [38], and Dost [43] contains a few parts from the background object. Whereas the result
obtained by the proposed approach does not contain such flaws.

i

(b) Ground truth (d [34]

©[21]

©[8 (f) [43] (g) Proposed
Fig.6 Visual comparison of the proposed method with the [21,34,38 & 43] for ‘snapdragon’ image (a) Input image (b)
Ground truth (c) Result of [21] (d) Result of [34] (e) Result of [38] (f) Result of [43] (g) Result of proposed approach.

@) Ground truth
riginal

(d) [34]

©) [38] ® [43] (@)

Fig.7 Visual comparison of the proposed method with the [21,34,38 & 43] for ‘bear’ image (a) Input image  (b) Ground
truth (c) Result of [21] (d) Result of [34] (e) Result of [38] (f) Result of [43] (g) Result of proposed approach.

Proposed
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Quantitative analysis and comparison

In order to evaluate the performance of the proposed method the set of images and ground truth of the images
used in Dost [43] are used. Statistical parameters: Accuracy, precession, recall and F1 score in eqn.2 &eqn.3. are
used for the evaluation of the segmentation results. Accuracy is computed to find the closeness of the measured
value to the actual value. Precision is used to find the repeatability of the measured value.

TP TP + TN

- A — 2
TP+ Fp° MY T TP T FN + TN + FP @)

Precision =

The recall is the average of correctly identified positives to the total positives. It is also called a true positive rate.
F1 score is the weighted average of the recall and precision. It is considered both false positives and false
negatives it is useful when these values are unbalanced.

2 X precision X recall

TP
Recall = pn’ F15C0Te =~ ecision + recall o

The eight images are considered for the evaluation of the segmentation method proposed in this paper. The
comparative parameters are presented in Table 1 and Table 2. Best results are highlighted in both tables. Table 1
contains the objective evaluation of accuracy and precession. For the sparrow, snapdragon, park and bear images
the proposed method given better results in terms of accuracy. The average accuracy of the [21, 34, 38 & 43] is
0.95, 0.84, 0.9 & 0.98 respectively. The accuracy achieved by the proposed method is 0.97 which is less than the
method presented in [43]. Garb cut [34] produced the least average accuracy among all the methods used in the
comparison. Apart from the park and rose image the proposed method outperforms in terms of precision. The
average precession of the [21, 34, 38 & 43] is 0.91, 0.64, 0.64 & 0.94 respectively. The average precession of the
proposed method is 0.99 which is better than the compared methods. Grab cut and Grow cut [34, 38] produced
the poorest average in terms of the precision

Table 1 The objective evaluation of theproposed method is compared with the [21, 34, 38 & 43]
methods in terms of accuracy and precision

Exp Accuracy Precision
[21] [34] [38] [43] Proposed [21] [34] [38] [43] Proposed
Chimpanzee 096 032 080 0.98 0.97 096 014 037 091 0.99
Sparrow 095 097 071 0.96 0.98 098 050 042 0.90 0.98
Sheep 093 099 092 0.98 0.97 085 094 045 0.88 0.99
Snapdragon 097 0.86 0.84 0.99 0.99 088 039 032 0.97 0.99
Park 095 057 088 099 0.99 098 024 063 0.99 0.98
Rose 095 100 099 099 0.99 085 1.00 099 0.92 0.99
Wall 096 098 098 0.98 0.91 085 097 096 0.97 0.99
Bear 096 099 099 0.99 0.99 095 095 099 0.97 0.99
Average 095 084 089 0.98 0.97 091 064 064 094 0.99

In Table 2 Recall and F1 score, evaluation results are presented. For the sparrow, sheep and Snapdragon images
the proposed method marginally better results than other methods used for the comparison. The average Recall
achieved for the [21, 34 & 38] is 0.92, 0.95& 0.8. The average recall achieved for the Dost [43] and the proposed
method is same which is 0.97. The proposed method produced the best results in terms of F1 score for all the
images considered in the evaluation process. The average F1 score achieved for [21, 34, 38 & 43] is 0.91, 0.72,
0.69 & 0.95. For the proposed method the average F1 score is 0.98. Grow cut [38] produced the least average F1
score among the methods used for the comparison. The visual and objective results show the effectiveness of the
proposed segmentation method for the scattered, distributed and coherent objectives.

Page | 627


http://www.csjournals.com/

IJEE  International Journal of Electronics Engineering (ISSN: 0973-7383)
Volume 11 « Issue 1 pp. 622-629 Jan 2019-June 2019  www.csjournals.com

Table 2 The objective evaluation of theproposed method is compared with the [21, 34, 38 & 43]

methods in terms of recall and F1 score

Exp Recall F1 score
[21] [34] [38] [43] Proposed [21] [34] [38] [43] Proposed
Chimpanzee 0.88 0.75 0.69 0.96 0.89 092 024 049 093 0.95
Sparrow 0.76 093 0.93 0.93 0.97 086 065 058 091 0.98
Sheep 0.88 098 0.83 091 0.99 086 096 059 0.89 0.99
Snapdragon 096 0.95 0.67 0.96 0.97 092 055 043 096 0.98
Park 097 098 0.36 1.00 0.99 097 039 046 0.99 0.99
Rose 096 099 0.96 1.00 0.99 090 099 098 096 0.99
Wall 096 098 0.99 1.00 0.98 090 099 098 0.98 0.99
Bear 096 100 095 0.99 0.99 095 097 097 0.98 0.99
Average 092 095 0.80 0.97 0.97 091 0.72 0.69 0.95 0.98

Conclusion

In this paper, thresholding based segmentation technique is presented to segment the scattered, coherent and
distributed objects from the image. The initial segmented result obtained by the segmentation technique contains
some blobs and disconnected portions in the edges of the segmented object. The blobs in the segmented result
are eliminated by using the connected component analysis. The disconnected portions are included by using the
dilation operation. The results obtained by the proposed approach shows the effectiveness of the proposed
approach both in terms of subjectively and objectively.

References

[1] Pham DL, Chenyang X, Prince JL (2000) Current methods in medical image segmentation. Annu Rev Biomed Eng
2(1):315-337

[2] WangR, LvJ, Ma S (2017) Amri image segmentation method based on medical semaphore calculating in the medical
multimedia big data environment. Multimed Tool Appl:1-21

[3] Johnson J, Krishna R, Stark M, Li L-J, Shamma D, Bernstein M, Li Fei-F (2015) Image retrieval using scene graphs.
In: Proceedings of IEEE Conference on Computer Vision Pattern Recognition (CVPR)

[4] Xu X, Geng W, Ju R, Yang Y, Ren T, Wu G (2014) OBSIR: object-based stereo image retrieval. In: Proceeding of
IEEE International Conference on Multimedia and Expo (ICME), pp 1-6

[5] Hernandez-Lopez FJ, Rivera M (2014) Change detection by probabilistic segmentation from monocular view. Mach
Vis Appl 25(5):1175-1195

[6] Im J, Jensen JR, Tullis JA (2008) Object-based change detection using correlation image analysis and image
segmentation. Int J Remote Sens 29(2):399-423

[71 YanC, Xie H, Liu S, YinJ, Zhang Y, Dai Q (2017) Effective uyghur language text detection in complex background
images for traffic prompt identification. IEEE Trans IntellTranspSyst PP(99):1-10

[8] Belongie S, Carson C, Greenspan H, Malik J (1998) Color- and texture-based image segmentation using em and its
application to content-based image retrieval. In: Proceedings of IEEE International Conference Computer Vision
(ICCV), pp 675-682

[91 Wang G, Lu J, Pan Z, Miao Q (2016) Color texture segmentation based on active contour model with multichannel
nonlocal and tikhonov regularization. Multimed Tool Appl:1-12

[10] Wu Y, Peng X, Ruan K, Hu Z (2016) Improved image segmentation method based on morphological reconstruction.
Multimed Tool Appl 76(19):1-13

[11] Yan C, Xie H, Yang D, Yin J, Zhang Y, Dai Q (2017) Supervised hash coding with deep neural network for
environment perception of intelligent vehicles. IEEE Trans IntellTranspSyst PP(99):1-12

[12] Zhao W, Chellappa R, Phillips PJ, Rosenfeld A (2003) Face recognition: a literature survey. ACM ComputSurv
35(4):399-458

[13] Khan MH, Shirahama K, Farid MS, Grzegorzek M (2016) Multiple human detection in depth images. In: Proceedings
of International Workshop on Multimedia Signal Processing (MMSP), pp 1-6

[14] Tazeem H, Farid MS, Mahmood A (2017) Improving security surveillance by hidden cameras. Multimed Tool Appl
76(2):2713-2732

[15] Osher, S., Sethian, J.: Fronts propagating with curvature-dependent speed: Algorithms based on hamilton-jacobi

formulations. J. Comput. Phys. 79(1) (1988) 12— 49

Page | 628


http://www.csjournals.com/

[16]
[17]
[18]
[19]
[20]
[21]

[22]
[23]

[24]
[25]
[26]
[27]
[28]

[29]
[30]

[31]
[32]

[33]
[34]
[38]

[36]
[37]

[38]
[39]
[40]
[41]
[42]
[43]

[44]

[45]

IJEE  International Journal of Electronics Engineering (ISSN: 0973-7383)
Volume 11 « Issue 1 pp. 622-629 Jan 2019-June 2019  www.csjournals.com

Kuntimad, G., Ranganath, H.: Perfect image segmentation using pulse coupled neural networks. IEEE Trans. Neural
Netw. 10(3) (May 1999) 591-598

Beucher, S., Meyer, F.: The morphological approach to segmentation: the watershed transformation. Mathematical
morphology in image processing. Opt. Eng. 34 (1993) 433481

Boykov, Y., Veksler, O., Zabih, R.: Fast approximate energy minimization via graph cuts. IEEE Trans. Pattern Anal.
Mach. Intell. 23(11) (Nov 2001) 1222-1239

Ruzon, M., Tomasi, C.: Alpha estimation in natural images. In: Proc. IEEE Comput. Soc. Conf. Comput. Vis. Pattern
Recognit. (CVPR). Volume 1. (2000) 18-25

Mubasher, M.M., Farid, M.S., Khalig, A., Yousaf, M.M.: A parallel algorithm for change detection. In: 15th
International Multitopic Conference (INMIC). (Dec 2012) 201-208

Farid, M.S., Mahmood, A., Grangetto, M.: Image de-fencing framework with hybrid inpainting algorithm. Signal
Image Video Process. 10(7) (2016) 1193-1201

Adobe Photoshop: Lasso tool. Available from http://helpx.adobe.com/photoshop/using/selecting-lasso-tools.html
Mortensen E, Barrett W (1995) Intelligent scissors for image composition. In: Proceedings of the 22nd annual
conference on computer graphics interaction technology SIGGRAPH ’95. ACM, pp 191-198

Mortensen E, Morse B, Barrett W, Udupa J (1992) Adaptive boundary detection using ‘live-wire’ two-dimensional
dynamic programming. In: Proceedings of Computer Cardiology, pp 635-638

Kang, H., Shin, S.: Enhanced lane: interactive image segmentation by incremental path map construction. Graph.
Models 64(5) (2002) 282 — 303

Kang, H.: G-wire: A livewire segmentation algorithm based on a generalized graph formulation. Pattern Recognit. Lett.
26(13) (2005) 2042 — 2051

Ma, W.Y., Manjunath, B.: Edgeflow: a technique for boundary detection and image segmentation. IEEE Trans. Image
Process. 9(8) (Aug 2000) 1375-1388

Chuang Y-Y, Curless B, Salesin DH, Szeliski R (2001) Abayesian approach to digital matting. In: Proceedings of IEEE
Conference on Computer Vision Pattern Recognition (CVPR), vol 2, pp 264-271

Mortensen E, Barrett W (1998) Interactive segmentation with intelligent scissors. Graph Model ImProc 60(5):349-384
Mortensen E, Barrett W (1999) Toboggan-based intelligent scissors with a four-parameter edge model. In: Proceedings
of IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), vol 2, pp 452-458

Wang J, Cohen MF (2008) Image and video matting: a survey. Now Publishers Inc.

Berman A, Dadourian A, Vlahos P (2000) Method for removing from an image the background surrounding a selected
object, October 17 US Patent 6,134,346

Boykov, Y., Funka-Lea, G.: Graph Cuts and Efficient N-D Image Segmentation. Int. J. Comput. Vis. 70(2) (2006) 109—
131

Rother, C., Kolmogorov, V., Blake, A.: “GrabCut”: Interactive Foreground Extraction Using Iterated Graph Cuts.
ACM Trans. Graph. 23(3) (August 2004) 309-314

Peng, B., Zhang, L., Zhang, D.: A survey of graph theoretical approaches to image segmentation. Pattern Recognit.
46(3) (2013) 1020 — 1038

Li, Y., Sun, J., Tang, C.K., Shum, H.Y.: Lazy snapping. ACM Trans. Graph. 23(3) (August 2004) 303-308

Mortensen, E., Barrett, W.: Toboggan-based intelligent scissors with a four parameter edge model. In: Proc. IEEE
Comput. Soc. Conf. Comput. Vis. Pattern Recognit. (CVPR). Volume 2. (1999) 452-458

Vezhnevets, V., Konouchine, V.: Growcut: Interactive multi-label and image segmentation by cellular automata. In:
Proc. of Graphicon. (2005) 150-156

Juan, O., Boykov, Y.: Active Graph Cuts. In: Proc. IEEE Comput. Soc. Conf. Comput. Vis. Pattern Recognit. (CVPR).
Volume 1. (June 2006) 1023-1029

Yang, Q., et al.: Progressive Cut: An image cutout algorithm that models user intentions. IEEE Multimedia 14(3) (July
2007) 56-66

Peng, B., Zhang, L., Zhang, D., Yang, J.: Image segmentation by iterated region merging with localized graph cuts.
Pattern Recognit. 44(10-11) (2011) 2527 — 2538

Vicente, S., Kolmogorov, V., Rother, C.: Graph cut based image segmentation with connectivity priors. In: Proc. IEEE
Comput. Soc. Conf. Comput. Vis. Pattern Recognit. (CVPR). (June 2008) 1-8

Muhammad ShahidFarid, Maurizio Lucenteforte, Marco Grangetto, "DOST: a distributed object segmentation
tool,"Multimedia Tools and Applications, vol. 77, Issue 16, pp. 20839-20862, Dec. 2017.

Muhammad ShahidFarid, Maurizio Lucenteforte, Muhammad Hassan Khan, Marco Grangetto, "Semi-automatic
Segmentation of Scattered and Distributed Objects,” in Proc. 10th International Conference on Computer Recognition
Systems (CORES), pp. 110-119, May 2017

M.Vralakshmamma, T.Venkateswarlu, “Image De-fencing using Wavelet Based Inpainting Technique” International
Journal of imaging and robotics.Vol.18. Issue.4. pp.49-63 (2018).

Page | 629


http://www.csjournals.com/
http://helpx.adobe.com/photoshop/using/selecting-lasso-tools.html

