IEEE Access

Multidisciplinary : Rapid Review : Open Access Journal

Received April 26, 2020, accepted May 5, 2020, date of publication May 8, 2020, date of current version May 21, 2020.

Digital Object Identifier 10.1109/ACCESS.2020.2993249

A Defect Detection Method for the Image

With Intersecting Feature

WEIQI YUAN™ AND YANG LIU

Computer Vision Group, Shenyang University of Technology, Shenyang 110870, China

School of Information Science and Engineering, Shenyang University of Technology, Shenyang 110870, China

Corresponding author: Yang Liu (wdly1219@163.com)

This work was supported in part by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant 61271365.

ABSTRACT Since the intersecting feature between the defect and the background of the image, the defect
detection often results in under-segmentation or over-segmentation. To solve this problem, we propose a
new defect extraction method by calculating the maximum mutual information of intersecting features.
Firstly, we construct a new two-dimensional histogram according to the defect features. The new histogram
is called Gray Level and Local Spatial Difference histogram (GLSD), which is constructed by grayscale
and the improved local gray difference with the spatial relationship. Secondly, considering the geometric
distribution of high-probability background events, we improve the segmentation shape of the background
event distribution and divide the GLSD histogram preliminary. Finally, we calculate the maximum mutual
information of the intersecting feature between the defect and the background. At this point, the boundary
of the intersecting feature interval of the GLSD histogram is determined. To verify the effectiveness of the
proposed method, we used two sets of databases for performance evaluation. The experimental results show
that the proposed method is suitable for non-obvious defect detection under the local uniform background.
Meanwhile, it can improve the sensitivity, specificity, and accuracy of defect detection compared with the
classical threshold segmentation methods.

INDEX TERMS Image segmentation, defect detection, intersecting feature, local spatial difference, two-

dimensional histogram, mutual information.

I. INTRODUCTION

Image segmentation is one of the simple, effective, and com-
mon methods in defect visual detection, which can sepa-
rate the defect from the background into nonoverlapping,
homogeneous regions. Based on the extracted defect features,
intuitive segmentation methods are generated (e.g., thresh-
old [1], edge contour [2], [3], matching [4], clustering [5]).
Besides, recondite segmentation methods based on neural
network [6], intensity estimation [7], and deep learning [8],
etc., have been widely applied in recent years. However, these
methods require large amounts of data to provide prior knowl-
edge. In contrast, the threshold segmentation method has a
prominent advantage in terms of time complexity. Threshold
segmentation method can quickly and quantitatively ana-
lyze the features of the target to determine the threshold.
Image threshold segmentation includes bi-level thresholding
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segmentation and multi-level thresholding segmentation [9].
And bi-level thresholding segmentation is suitable for defect
detection.

The core of threshold segmentation is to determine the
appropriate target features. Gray level, mean value [10], vari-
ance [11], entropy [12], [13], and other grayscale related
information [14] have performed well in recent studies.
Since the defects are usually local rather than global,
the local features of images are gradually concerned. The
local gray mean is a grayscale linear smoothing method
that reduces noise and boundary interference. Local vari-
ance reflects the dispersion degree of the local grayscale.
Local entropy reflects the aggregation of local grayscale
distribution. Local gradient-magnitude in [14] and gradient-
direction in [15], [16] refer to the intensity and direc-
tion of the edge, respectively. These local features can
eliminate the influence of the overall nonuniformity and
reflect the local gray information related to the pixel spatial
location.
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Threshold segmentation usually divides the image into
two distinct regions (i.e., the target region and the back-
ground region). However, in the defect detection for indus-
trial production, the feature of defects cannot be accurately
separated from the background. At this point, the precise
threshold segmentation will result in over-segmentation or
under-segmentation. Thus, the authors of [17] proposed the
concept of fuzzy. In [18], [19], the fuzzy set is segmented
through S or Z membership functions with a membership
degree of 0.5. Parameterization greatly limits the universality
of the segmentation method based on the fuzzy set [20]. It can
be seen that the fuzzy concept can be utilized to explain the
intersecting feature interval, but its fuzzy membership func-
tion cannot be used to describe the subset of the intersecting
feature interval. The fuzzy membership function is not fully
applicable to defect detection, which is reflected in the unex-
plainable forced segmentation of the coupling region between
the defect and background. The primary idea of this paper is
not to classify the features of defects and background to the
maximum extent but to locate the intersecting feature interval
based on the fuzzy concept by using relevant information
theory.

It is necessary to extract the feature threshold adaptively in
defect detection under a complex background environment
[21]. Feature statistic based on Histogram is the most widely
used threshold extraction tool. Generally, the histogram is uti-
lized to calculate the distribution of gray values without addi-
tional instructions. In the histogram, we classify the image
components based on different effective features. Larger
inter-class differences and smaller intra-class differences
between defects and backgrounds help to determine accurate
thresholds. The improvement of the two-dimensional his-
togram is to add a feature dimension [8], which changes from
plane feature statistics to stereo feature statistics. Histogram
increases feature statistics as well as the segmentation and
reliability of the defect and the background. We also utilize
the concept of the 2D histogram in our algorithm proposed
in this paper. To sum up, the selection of the second feature
and the adaptive threshold calculation method play impor-
tant roles in the application of a 2D histogram in defect
segmentation [22].

The previous adaptive threshold calculation methods based
on 2D histogram include OTSU [23], [24], maximum entropy
[10], some derived entropy methods (e.g., Renyi entropy
[25], [26], Tsallis-Havrda-Charvat entropy [27], [28], K-L
divergence [29], relative entropy [30] and Tsallis entropy
[31]), and some entropy methods with additional conditions
(the fuzzy set in [18] and weights in [32] were added to the
entropy as additional constraints to calculate the maximum
entropy threshold). It is worth mentioning that the inter-
class algorithm is not suitable for detection when the defect
is out of proportion to the background, such as the OTSU
algorithm. However, entropy can represent the uncertainty of
random variables. Maximum entropy (including its expan-
sion) threshold segmentation can maximize the probability
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distribution uniformity of defects and backgrounds. Among
the two-dimensional histogram threshold calculation meth-
ods, entropy is one of the most commonly used methods that
can achieve no-parameter segmentation. Mutual information
is a measurement of information that belongs to entropy.
Previously, mutual information is widely used in machine
learning to test the similarity between the real data and the
predicted data [33], which is suitable for the definition of
intersecting feature information. We reference the idea of
different pixels of an object are in the same class in [34]
and transform it to the same pixel in different classes. Mutual
information can represent the correlation degree of two ran-
dom variables. When the mutual information is maximum,
the probability distribution of two sets has the maximum
correlation.

To solve the problem of over-segmentation or under-
segmentation caused by intersecting features, a new defect
detection method based on mutual information is proposed.
The main contributions of this paper are the following four
points. (a) For the non-obvious defect features, we improve
the local gray difference with the spatial relationship. Then
we use it to construct a new two-dimensional histogram,
which named Gray Level and Local Spatial Difference his-
togram (GLSD). (b) Since the traditional two-dimensional
histogram segmentation shape does not meet the actual char-
acteristics, we change the segmentation shape of the high-
probability background event in GLSD. (c) Since there is
an intersecting feature interval between the background and
the defect, an accurate segmentation boundary cannot be
determined. Therefore, we use the measurement of the uncer-
tainty of mutual information to locate the intersecting feature
interval for segmentation. To the best of our knowledge,
there are no studies that use mutual information to locate
the intersecting feature interval. (d) Besides, to verify the
effectiveness of the proposed algorithm, we publish a set
of surface image datasets for motorcycle wheels, which has
certain representativeness in the field of metal surface defect
detection. Experimental evaluation demonstrates the effec-
tiveness of the proposed method in detecting non-obvious
defects, compared to current state-of-the-art domain compar-
ison methods.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II, we devel-
oped an additional feature and used it to construct a new
histogram (GLSD). In section III, we study the distribution
of the defect feature and locate the intersecting feature inter-
val. In section IV, we carry out experiments on two sets of
databases to verify the accuracy of the proposed algorithm.
Finally, we conclude this paper in section VI.

Il. GRAY LEVEL AND LOCAL SPATIAL

DIFFERENCE HISTOGRAM

Based on the 2D histogram, we make a statistical analysis of
the extended features. And we summarize it as the local mean
value [10], the local variance [11], the local entropy [12],
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and the local gray-level spatial correlation [32]. These are all
about the features of the grayscale in the mask. In this paper,
the second dimension of the histogram is generated based on
the physical characteristics of the defect. In general, defects
are minute pits on a locally uniform surface that causes the
defect component to be the slightly darker block of the image.
The commonality of defects has nothing to do with the area,
shape, or texture, but with the difference in representation
by comparing the background. The significant difference
between the defect and its neighborhood (background) is
related to the grayscale. Therefore, the primary purpose of
this paper is to extract the grayscale difference between the
defect and the background.

A. LOCAL SPATIAL DIFFERENCE

To enhance the difference between the defect and the back-
ground, we use the local gray difference. First of all, we intro-
duce the calculation method of the local gray difference.
At the macro-level, it aims to enhance the differences between
the images by using a filter to eliminate defects and subtract
them from the original image (i.e., the defect regions). At the
micro-level, it refers to the difference between the gray value
of the pixel and the gray correlation value of its neighborhood
(e.g., local gray mean). In this paper, the gray correlation
value of its neighborhood is the local gray mean, which is also
used as the minuend. It is regarded as an averaging smoothing
filter, which is a linear smoothing with the gray values of the
input image. There are no defects in the smoothed image.
Subtracting the original image can subtract the background
and preserve the defects. Therefore, the local gray differ-
ence can represent the difference between the defect and the
background. Although the local gray difference can suppress
the influence of global non-uniformity, it cannot avoid the
influence of noise on small defects. To solve this problem,
this paper improves the calculation method of the local gray
difference by substituting the spatial weight coefficient «.
In the high-resolution image, we first select the mask to cover
the defect and calculate the gray difference of each pixel.
Then, we compare several cases of the pixel gray difference
and its neighborhood gray difference. Finally, we get the
spatial weight coefficient ¢ by combining the actual situa-
tion, to make the corresponding adjustment to the local gray
difference.

1) LOCAL GRAY DIFFERENCE

Let the digital image size be M x N, the gray level range be
[0,L], and the gray level of the pixel (x, y) be g (x, y) € [0,L].
We take either pixel (x, y) as the center, and the neighborhood
is Q(x, y). The size m x n of the neighborhood Q(x, y) is
chosen on the basis that no matter how big a defect can be
overridden (i.e., mask size). Then we calculate the average
gray value A,(x, y) of the neighborhood 2(x, y) as the local
gray mean. The local gray difference d (x, y) between the
pixel (x,y) and its neighborhood €2(x,y) is calculated as
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follows:

dx,y) =A4A,(x,y) —gx,y) e

The A, (x, y) in (1) is the grayscale mean of the neighborhood
Q(x, y), which is expressed as follows:

-3

=2 j=—
To prevent an overflow or underflow, we normalize d (x, y) to
d" (x,y) € [0, L"]. Since d" (x, y) is a variable related to the
grayscale, we consider that the range [0,L'] of the local gray

difference d" (x, y) is the same as the grayscale level [0,L]
(e, L' =L).

Ay (x,y) 8@ +Ly+))/(mxn) (2

d (x,y) — dpin

dmax - dmin

d" (x,y) = (L"—0)* 3)

At this point, we can obtain d” (x, y) after d(x, y) of all pixels
are calculated. Where d,,,,; and d,;;;, are the maximum and the
minimum value of d(x, y), respectively.

2) LOCAL GRAY DIFFERENCE WITH SPATIAL RELATIONSHIP
The local difference is determined not only by the cur-
rent pixel but also by the surrounding pixel. Therefore,
we improve the local gray difference d" (x,y) to d" (x,y)
with spatial weight. The improved local gray difference
d" (x,y) of the pixel (x,y) uses the local gray difference
d" (x,y) as the benchmark and refers to the maximum
gray difference d};,,(x,y) and the average gray difference
dl ., (x,y) of its 8 nelghbors The local gray difference set
of 8 neighbors is {Dg(x, y)}, and its maximum value and
average value are expressed as:

dirrlmx(x7 y) = max{Dg(x, y)} “4)
Dg (x,
mean(x ) - Z SS(X y) (5)

Suppose the comparison value w is the maximum of the
gray difference d" (x, y) for all pixels. The local gray differ-
ence d” (x, y) of the central pixel and the local gray differ-
ence set {Dg(x, y)} of its 8-neighborhoods are compared with
the comparison value w. And there could be four possible
scenarios:

(a) d" (x,y)and most subsets of {Dg(x, y)} are less than the
comparison value o, i.e. d" (x,y) and d}},,,(x,y) are
less than the comparison value w. Then the pixel (x, y)
does not belong to the defects, and d” (x, y) remains
unchanged.

(b) Only d" (x, y) is greater than the comparison value w,
i.e.d" (x, y) is greater than the comparison value w, but

dy..(x,y)and d} .. (x,y) are less than the comparison
value w. Then the pixel (x, y) is noise with d” (x, y)
needs to be suppressed.

(c) d" (x,y)andafew subsets of {Dg(x, y)} are greater than
the comparison value w, i.e.d" (x, y) and d; , (x, y) are
greater than the comparison value w, but dm&m(x y) is
less than the comparison value w. Then the pixel (x, y)
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is likely to be an edge or noise (defect uncertainty), and
d" (x, y) remains unchanged.

(d) Most of the set {Dg(x,y)} is greater than the com-
parison value w, i.e. djeqn(x,y) is greater than the
comparison value w, no matter the values of d” (x, y)
and d) (x,y) are. Then the pixel (x, y) belongs to the
defects, and d” (x, y) needs to be enhanced.

According to the preliminary judgment above, it is nec-
essary to adjust d” (x,y) by the spatial weight coefficient
«. The spatial weight coefficient « is not set artificially but
adjusts robustly according to its value of d” (x, y). In this way,
the statistical curve does not deform into a particular shape
(e.g., compression or stretching), and remains the original sta-
tistical shape. The corresponding adjustment with the spatial
weight coefficient « is d" (x, y):

d¥ (x,y) =+ (L —w)xd) (x,y) Ax 6)

where d)’ (x,y) is the normalization of the stretch interval
according to the comparison value w, the expression is:
d"(x,y) —w

d, (x,y) = T —w )
According to the four situations previously analyzed,
we make a simplification and summary. The value of the
spatial weight factor « is determined by d"(x, y). And then
d" (x, y) decides to keep constant, enhance, or suppress. The
value of the spatial weight factor « is as follows:

1+d)(x,y), di(x,y) >0, d} (x,y) <o
a=11-4d’x,y), d} ., Gy >o ®)
1, otherwise.

The main functions of the local spatial difference d" (x, y)
are as follows. (a) When the pixel (x,y) is preliminarily
judged as noise, its gray difference will be suppressed,
(b) when the pixel (x,y) is preliminarily judged to be a
defect, the gray difference will be amplified, (c) in other
or uncertain cases, the gray difference remains the same.
The improved local gray difference can extend the interval
where the defect is located. And it can also improve the
segmentation accuracy, which will prove in the experimen-
tal section. Intuitively, the local gray difference is mainly
determined by the current pixel gray value, while the local
spatial difference considers the local grayscale difference
distribution.

B. CONSTRUCT TWO-DIMENSIONAL HISTOGRAM

The two-dimensional histogram in this paper is established
by the gray dimension (horizontal axes) and the local spatial
difference dimension (vertical axes), which is called Gray
Level and Local Spatial Difference histogram (GLSD). The
2D histogram planform approximates to a matrix. The fea-
ture dimensions are the determinants of the matrix, and the
statistics are the values of the matrix. We first analyze the
statistics under the one-dimensional histogram, respectively.
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For example, the frequency of the gray level £ € [0,L] in
the gray level histogram is the probability p(¢). The gray
level probability expression pg(£) of the gray level value
£ € [0,L] and the local spatial difference probability expres-
sion p,,(£') of the local spatial difference value £’ € [0,L] are
as follows:

_ 7
pe(l) = 25— ©)
) = (£ 10
pwl) = YN (10)

where h,(£) is the statistical number of pixels with grayscale
¢, and h,(¢') is the statistical number of pixels with the
local spatial difference ¢'. Therefore, in the GLSD histogram,
the probability expression p(¢, £') of the gray level £ and the
local spatial difference £’ is:

he, £
M x N

where h(¢, ') is the statistical number of pixels with the
grayscale £ and the local spatial difference ¢'. It is the result
of two feature dimensions.

The two-dimensional histogram is often used to analyze the
distribution of targets and backgrounds. This paper considers
the defect as the target. In this section, we improve the
segmentation shape, which replaces the classical rectangle
segmentation shape by the elliptical projection shape. We use
our original data (Porosity Defect-1) to verify the authenticity
of the defect distribution and the background distribution,
as shown in Fig. 1. Firstly, we use the ground truth to calculate
the defect distribution and the background distribution of the
gray level and the gray difference level, respectively, as shown
in Fig. 1 (a). The defect distribution and the background dis-
tribution of the two-dimensional level, as shown in Fig. 1 (b).
Previous scholars divide the target and background into two
groups by a threshold (E*, E;): defect set A, and background
set B, as shown in Fig. 2(a). However, in Fig. 1 (a), we can
see the intersection between the distribution of defects and
background. At this time, it is not guaranteed that the features
of the two dimensions can completely separate the target and
background, and there may even be an intersecting feature
interval, as shown in Fig. 1(c-1). Therefore, we preliminarily
improve the segmentation model, as shown in Fig. 2 (b).
The intersecting feature interval is called the intersecting
feature set C. In this set, the feature values are extracted
from the defect exist in the background interval, thus it
is difficult to completely separate them with an accurate
threshold.

The distribution of high-probability target events and high-
probability background events will have double or even mul-
tiple peaks. At this point, there are significant differences
in the distance, density, or other geometric features between
peaks. However, defects are usually small probability events,
which are characterized by a small amount of data and a
relatively scattered distribution, as shown in Fig. 1 (c-1).

p. )= Y
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FIGURE 1. Defects distribution and background distribution of the original data (Porosity defect-1). (a) One-dimensional distribution

of gray level (black curve) and gray difference level (red curve)), (b) two-dimensional distribution, (c) their two-dimensional
projection distribution (points of defects are black, points of background are cyan).
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FIGURE 2. The evolution of the projection shape to segment in this paper. (a) Rectangular projection shape for accurate segmentation,
(b) rectangular projection shape for intersecting segmentation, (c) elliptic projection shape for intersecting segmentation.

There is only one peak when the background is single (formed
by the background), showing a large amount of data and a
relatively concentrated distribution, as shown in Fig. 1 (c-2).
Specifically, there is only one peak of the complanate quasi-
Gaussian distribution of the two one-dimensional histograms
in Fig. 1 (a-2), and there is also only one peak of the
stereoscopic quasi-Gaussian distribution of the GLSD his-
togram in Fig. 1 (b-2). Since the Gaussian fitting peak
width of the background distribution in two dimensions
is different, the elliptical projection shape will be gener-
ated. Meanwhile, if the Gaussian fitting peak width is the
same, the projection shape is the positive circle. We take
the cross-section of the slightly elevated X-Y plane and the
background distribution to further prove that the projection
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shape of the stereo quasi-Gaussian distribution onto the two-
dimensional histogram is elliptical, as shown in Fig. 1(c-2).
Previously, the classification using a rectangular projection
is inconsistent with the actual stereoscopic quasi-Gaussian
distribution or other shapes [35]. Therefore, we divide the
background high-probability events into an elliptical set B,
as shown in Fig. 2(c). And the axis of the ellipse in the
two-dimensional histogram is located in the parallel direction
to the diagonal. Since the data of low-probability defect
events are few and scattered, there is no obvious shape of
the two-dimensional histogram. Therefore, the defect is still
divided into a rectangular set A in this paper. And the inter-
secting feature between the defect and background is the
intersecting set C.
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The common two-dimensional histogram is usually used
to eliminate noise and edge interference, and then to
maximize the segmentation of the target and background.
However, when there has an intersecting feature between
the target and the background, it cannot be precisely
separated. In this paper, the two-dimensional histogram
is obtained on the premise of the improved gray dif-
ference, which can eliminate the noise and enhance the
defect features already. Therefore, the purpose of the two-
dimensional histogram proposed in this paper is to locate
the intersecting feature interval between the defect and the
background.

lll. THRESHOLD WITH MAXIMUM

MUTUAL INFORMATION

The role of entropy in information theory is to measure the
uncertainty of information. The maximum entropy usually
calculates the segmentation threshold between the target and
the background in image processing. When there is a correla-
tion between the target and the background, we are required to
introduce additional information to measure the intersection
interval. In this paper, the intersection interval is the inter-
secting feature set C, as shown in Fig. 2(c). The significance
of intersecting feature set C for segmentation is as follows:
when a single threshold cannot completely segment the defect
set and the background set, we need to locate the interval of
the defect set and the background set respectively, that is,
we need to focus on locating the fuzzy intersecting feature
interval.

A. PROBABILITY DISTRIBUTION AND
MUTUAL INFORMATION
Mutual information, as an expansion of entropy, is also a mea-
sure of information about information theory. Mutual infor-
mation represents the degree of interdependence between two
variables. Mutual information is a measure of correlation,
i.e., the information that one random variable contains in
another random variable. The greater the value of mutual
information, the more relevant the information between the
two variables. In this paper, the actual significance of mutual
information lies in the extent to which the intersecting feature
set C belongs to both defect A and background B. When the
mutual information of set C is maximized, it indicates that
the feature intersection of defects and background in set C
is maximized. This also indirectly explains the necessity of
determining the interval of set C.

The mutual information of two discrete random variables
A and B can be defined as follows:

o pla, b)
MI (A; B) = ZaeA ZbeB pa, b)logp—(a) + 2 (12)

where p(a, b) is the joint probability distribution function of
random variables A and B. And p (a) , p(b) are the marginal
probability distribution of random variables A and B, respec-
tively. Mutual information is the relative entropy of the joint
distribution p(a, b) and product distribution p (a) xp(b) of two
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discrete random variables A and B. Since the histogram is
two dimensions, in this paper, random events are determined
by two features, e.g., the subset (£4, £, ). The subset (£, £),)
of the defect set A is located in the rectangle, as showed in
Fig. 2(c), and its probability is:
/
palla, £'y) = Ita. L) (13)
Py

where:

4 L
Pa=)  hla =) > h.l) (14)

Given that the subset ({g, K;s) of the background set B
is located in the ellipse. We segment the background set
B by an ellipse [36]. The center of the ellipse is located
at the maximum value P({p, Z’p) of the 2D histogram. The
axial direction 6 of the ellipse is parallel to the diagonal
line between the point (0, L") and the point (L, 0) of the 2D
histogram. Since L is equal to L’ in this paper, the direction 6
of the ellipse axis is 7 /4. This results in that the interval of the
background set B is only determined by the long semi-axis r,
and the short semi-axis rp. The constraint on the background
subset (£g, £p) is:

tg=(L—1¢p) cosO+ (t' — ') sin 6
E’Bz—(ﬁ—ﬁp) sin@ + (' —t',) cos 0

02 2 (15)
(—) +(2) <1
Ta Ty
And the probability of subset (¢g, £) is:
h(lg, Lg)
p(es, lp) = ——2 (16)
Pp
where:
Py = hilp lp) (17)

The subset (£AnB, @ij) of the intersecting feature set C
is the intersection of the defect set A and the background
set B. Since mutual information is the interdependence of
two hypothetical independent random variables, the prob-
ability distribution of set C is determined by hypothetical
independent events A and B. Therefore, the joint probability
distribution of A and B is as follows:

h(€a, €'4) h(€p, L)
PC[(ZA, E;;) s (ZB, E};)] = Pe * Pe B

(18)
where:

Pc =) hlans, thnp) (19)

We substitute the above probability expressions into Eq. (12),
and obtain the solution of mutual information in the two-
dimensional histogram as follows:

MI (A; B) =pc [(Ca. £}) ., (€. €3)] x O (20)
where Q is as follows:
pcl(la. £)) . (€5, L)1

Q0 =log
pa (£a, €)) * pp(Lp, £p)

21
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(©

FIGURE 3. The original data and the ground truth (i.e., white regions are defects, black regions are
backgrounds or interferences). (a) Porosity defect-1, (b) Gas Porosity defect-1, (c) Porosity defect-2, (d) Gas

Porosity defect-2.

B. INTERSECTING FEATURE INTERVAL

The larger the mutual information value of defect set A and
background set B, the larger the information of the intersect-
ing feature set C. In this paper, it is equivalent to the higher
mixing degree of defect feature and background feature. The
purpose of maximum mutual information segmentation is not
to obtain the accurate threshold value between the target and
the background, but to locate the boundary of the intersecting
feature set C through the set A and set B. On the premise of
minimizing the number of missed detection and false detec-
tion, we calculate the optimal threshold vector (E*, U, Ta, rb)
through the maximum mutual information:

(6*, g, rb) = argmax[MI(A; B)] (22)

where the threshold £, € [0, argmax[hg (£)]] on the grayscale
axis and the threshold ¢, € [argmax [h,, (£)],L’] on the
gray difference axis. And the image uses the threshold vector
(€5, €'« ra, rp) can be segmented as:

255, (.)€ {C)
s, weyeu—cy
SN =000 W) eB-C) 2

0, otherwise.

where the set {A — C} is the defined defect region, while the
set {C} cannot be certainly identified as the defect region.
This is similar to positioning target regions and retaining
target fuzzy boundaries(regions) [19]. Although the set {C}
is not identified as a defect region, it can be used as a
supplement to the defined defect set A. The set {B — C}
and otherwise are both belong to the background region
(including interference).
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IV. EXPERIMENT RESULTS
In this chapter, we use two databases to evaluate the perfor-
mance of the proposed method. The first database is the set of
images of motorcycle wheel surfaces (MWS database), which
we have published for the first time and have added to the
supplementary materials. The high-quality images scanned
by a wire-array camera, as shown in Fig. 3. Fig. 3 shows part
of the original data and their ground truth (i.e., binary diagram
with white defect regions). It should be noted that only the
marked regions are defects. The white vertical stripes on the
left or right of the image represent other reflective surfaces
(non-defective). Other slightly larger black strips are drawn
by mark pen (non-defective). The image has a precision of
0.6(mm/pix). The original data contain two defect types,
namely, Porosity and Gas Porosity (for each defect type,
there are two sets of images). Meanwhile, the defect features
of the original data are non-obvious, which is helpful to
evaluate the performance of the algorithm. We make statistics
on the defect gray distribution, the defect gray difference
distribution, the background gray distribution, and the back-
ground gray difference distribution of all original images.
Since the disproportionate area of defects and backgrounds,
we normalize their distribution, as shown in Table 1. Each
distribution has an intersection of the defect and background.
The second database is the NEU surface defect database [37].
This public database is steel surface defects, some of the
images have heterogeneous defects. we selected five defect
types with comparable features to be tested. The defects of
the selected image in the NEU database and the image in
the MWS database have an intersecting feature. All these
characteristics make it far more challenging for surface defect
detection.

The detection evaluation indexes include the sensitivity,
specificity, and accuracy are defined in Eq. (24), Eq. (25),
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TABLE 1. The gray and gray difference normalized histograms of defects (black curve) and backgrounds (red curve) of our original data.

Porosity defect-1

Gas Porosity defect-1

Porosity defect-2 Gas Porosity defect-2

Gray 0.06
Normalized
Histogram

N
[\
\

0.02

Gray
Difference
Normalized
Histogram

150

(a) (b)

(d)

FIGURE 4. Visualization of the second feature of the original data (Porosity defect-1), and their segmentation results using the
proposed method. (a)Local mean, (b) local variance, (c) local entropy, (d) local gray-level spatial correlation, (e) local spatial difference.

and Eq. (26) to evaluate the experimental results of the defect
detection. Where the number of pixels with true-positive
(correct defect detected) defect detection is represented as
TPs, the number of pixels with false-positive (error defect
detected) defect detection is represented as FPs, the number
of pixels with true-negative (correct non-defect detected)
non-defect detection is represented as TNs, the number of
pixels with false-negative (error non-defect detected) non-
defect detection is represented as FNs.

Sensitivi IPs (24)
ensitivity = ————
4 TPs + FNs

Specifici TNs (25)
ecificity = ————
ey = NS - FPs

TPs 4+ TNs
Accuracy = (26)

TPs + FNs + TNs + FPs

A. LOCAL SPATIAL DIFFERENCE
We compare the local spatial difference with traditional fea-
tures, such as local mean, local variance, local entropy, local

VOLUME 8, 2020

gray-level spatial correlation. Fig. 4. Shows the features of
Porosity Defect-1 in the MWS database. The experimental
results show that the main function of the local mean is to
eliminate noise, rather than to highlight the feature of the
defects. The local variance can only extract the region with
large local grayscale deviation. Local entropy is concerned
with the degree of aggregation of gray distribution. The
local gray-level spatial correlation reflects the degree of local
grayscale similarity. The above features are inconsistent with
the actual defect representation: (a) The defect area is much
smaller than the image area, (b) the defect compares with
the background, it varies in gray level, (c) the defect has no
obvious step edge, compared with its neighborhood. The local
spatial difference meets the requirements of defect detection.
We also utilize the maximum mutual information method
proposed in this paper to segment the 2D histogram, and the
segmentation results are shown in Fig. 4. It is concluded that
the extracted defect areas using the local gray difference are
more accurate and complete.
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FIGURE 5. The contrast of local gray difference and local spatial difference of the original data (Porosity defect-1). (a) Their
one-dimensional distribution, (b) local gray difference segmentation results, and (c) local spatial difference segmentation

results.

(d)

(©)

®

FIGURE 6. In the seven methods, the original data (Porosity defect-1) uses rectangular projection shape and elliptic projection shape, respectively (the
red regions are the defects after morphological selection). (a) 2DOTSU [23], (b) 2DME [10], (c) 2DMME [38], (d) 2DMTE [28], (e) 2DMRE [30], (f) MMSE

[40], (g) the proposed method (2DMMI).

Fig. 5 shows the comparison results of the local gray dif-
ference and the local spatial difference. The results show that
the local spatial difference disperses the concentration degree
of the background in the intersection interval. And the local
spatial difference can slightly extend the distance between
the background and the defect without changing the basic
shape of the statistical distribution. This approach increases
the separability of defects and backgrounds. We also segment
the images according to the proposed maximum mutual
information method. The results show that the local spatial
difference can significantly reduce the noise and improve the
integrity of the detected defects.

B. PROJECTION OF BACKGROUND

Fig. 1(a) shows that the one-dimensional distribution of
Porosity Defect-1 in the MWS database is approximately
Gaussian. To accurately verify the influence of projec-
tion shape on image segmentation results, we select seven
non-parametric threshold segmentation methods for aux-
iliary analysis, including 2D-OTSU [23], 2D maximum
entropy (2DME) [10], 2D maximum the minimum entropy
(2DMME) [38], 2D maximum Tsallis—Havrda—Charvat
entropy (2DMTE) [28] with a parameter of 0.1 [39], 2D
minimizing relative entropy (2DMRE) [30], maximum Masi
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entropy (MMSE) [40], and our 2D maximum mutual infor-
mation method (2DMMI). Fig. 6 shows the segmentation
results (Porosity Defect-1) of 7 methods under the rectan-
gular projection and the elliptical projection, respectively.
The detailed performance evaluation results are shown in
Table 2. It can be seen that the boundary between the defect
and the background under the elliptic projection shape is
clearer. In most methods, the segmentation accuracy of the
elliptical projection shape is better than that of the rectangular
projection shape. Moreover, the large difference in sensitivity
indicates that the detected defect shape under the elliptical
projection shape is more consistent with the actual defect
shape, and the ellipse projection shape decreases the influ-
ence of interference on defect extraction (i.e., the number of
false-positives). Therefore, in the subsequent experiments of
this paper, the GLSD histogram uses the elliptical projection
shape of high-probability background events.

C. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

We demonstrate and quantitatively analyze the results of the
MWS database. Based on the elliptical projection shape,
we use 2D-OTSU, 2DME, 2DMME, 2DMTE, 2DMRE,
MMSE, Lei’s minimum square rough entropy method
(MSRE) [41] and our 2DMMI in GLSD histogram in MWS
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(2)

FIGURE 7. The results of the original data under the eight detection methods (the red
regions are the defects after morphological selection). (a) Ground truth, (b) 2DOTSU [23],

(c) 2DME [10], (d) 2DMME [38], (¢) 2DMTE [28], (f) 2DMRE [30], (g) MMSE [40], (h) MSRE [41],
(i) the proposed method.
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(h)

FIGURE 7. (Continued) The results of the original data under the eight detection methods (the red
regions are the defects after morphological selection). (a) Ground truth, (b) 2DOTSU [23],
(c) 2DME [10], (d) 2DMME [38], () 2DMTE [28], (f) 2DMRE [30], (g) MMSE [40], (h) MSRE [41], (i) the

proposed method.

TABLE 2. Detection evaluation indexes of 7 methods for different projection shape on Porosity defect-1 (MWS database).

Methods & Shape Sensitivity (%) Specificity (%) Accuracy (%)
rectangle cllipse rectangle cllipse rectangle ellipse
2DME 75.7508 67.4082 99.5965 97.6911 99.4708 97.5315
2DMME 46.7742 52.5362 99.8895 99.7318 99.6094 99.3775
2D-0TSU 457175 67.4082 89.8708 92.6088 89.6381 92.4755
2DMTE 73.2036 75.7508 98.9875 99.5959 98.9043 99.4702
2DRTE 33.7597 43.3259 99.8994 99.8988 99.6502 99.6995
MMSE 80.4010 46.3752 98.3806 99.8789 98.2755 99.5954
2DMMI 81.4238 90.4894 99.816 99.9573 99.7189 99.8472

database for a more detailed and complete comparison exper-
iment, as shown in Fig. 7. And we use morphology to further
extract the defect region and mark it in red, as shown in Fig. 7.
Finally, the experimental results demonstrate that: (a) Due to
the area of the background is much larger than that of the tar-
get, 2D-OTSU is not effective in defect detection. (b) 2DME
could not extract the defect regions with the non-obvious
feature (e.g., the overlap between defect periphery and back-
ground), and the integrity of the extracted defect is poor.
(c) 2DMME has numerous false-negative, which is gross
negligence in defect detection. (d) 2DMTE has many false-
positives in some images and is inseparable from the defect
region. (¢) 2DMRE has many false-negative, but few false-
positive. (f) The parameter r of MMSE method has a great
impact on the results, and we use the parameter of 0.5 with the
best effect after many experiments. The experimental results
show that MMSE can well extract the defects with obvious
features, but the detection effect of non-obvious defects is
not poor. (g) MSRE can well locate the boundary of obvious
features, but the detection effect for non-obvious defects is
still not ideal. (h) Our 2D maximum mutual information
method is the closest to the real shape and less error detection
method.

We evaluate the detection results over the MWS database,
as shown in Table 3. The most prominent advantage of
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the proposed method is to improve the evaluation index
for seriously unbalanced defect detection. The results show
that the sensitivity, specificity, and accuracy of the pro-
posed method are better than other comparison methods.
In particular, the high sensitivity proves that the proposed
method can significantly improve the detection of non-
obvious defects features. However, there are many porosities
with extremely small area around a large area of defects
in Gas Porosity defect-1. After segmentation by using the
proposed method, some true-positives (isolated points) mis-
judge as false-negative in further morphological selection.
For sensitivity, the core problem lies in the false-negative.
Although the specificity and accuracy indexes are not as good
as 2DMME, they should be compared under the premise
of having a good sensitivity index. The reason is that the
problem of false-negative is often more serious than the prob-
lem of false-positive. At this point, we preliminarily verify
the effectiveness of the proposed method for detecting the
intersecting feature defects.

Although we have verified the proposed method on the
MWS database, it is not enough to demonstrate the universal-
ity of the method to other related surface detection. Therefore,
we use five defect images (the defect types are crazing,
inclusion, patches, pitted surface, and rolled-in scale) in the
NEU surface defect database to verify the proposed method,
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FIGURE 8. The NEU surface defect database, and the segmentation results under the proposed method (red labels are the
defects). (a) Crazing, (b) inclusion, (c) patches, (d) pitted surface, (e) rolled-in scale.

TABLE 3. Detection evaluation indexes of 8 methods of the MWS database.

Original Methods Sensitivity (%) Specificity (%) Accuracy (%)
data
2DME 67.4082 97.6911 97.5315
2DMME 52.5362 99.7318 99.3775
2D-0OTSU 67.4082 92.6088 92.4755
Porosity 2DMTE 75.7508 99.5959 99.4702
defect-1 2DRTE 43.3259 99.8988 99.6995
MMSE 46.3752 99.8789 99.5954
MSRE 71.5340 99.8860 99.7281
2DMMI 90.4894 99.9573 99.8472
2DME 97.1165 97.6178 97.6145
2DMME 61.2687 99.8313 99.5113
2D-OTSU 96.7705 97.2877 97.2843
PO?::ity 2DMTE 93.0796 99.2503 99.2096
defect-1 2DRTE 53.5755 99.3406 99.1363
MMSE 23.3811 99.5039 99.0012
MSRE 422133 98.5853 98.2113
2DMMI 96.5398 99.3005 99.2824
2DME 83.1130 99.5147 99.4156
2DMME 64.8438 99.6782 99.5709
2D-0OTSU 78.9063 99.4710 99.3470
Porosity 2DMTE 73.3774 99.6976 99.5411
defect-2 2DRTE 39.3029 99.8829 99.6262
MMSE 67.0015 99.7920 99.6070
MSRE 67.3554 98.4200 98.2492
2DMMI 92.8726 99.8971 99.6976
2DME 80.5401 99.9911 99.9046
2DMME 75.2184 99.9982 99.8880
2D-OTSU 83.1430 99.9736 99.8849
Po(r}:ssity 2DMTE 80.6990 99.9968 99.9110
defect2 2DRTE 60.6831 99.9979 99.8230
MMSE 70.4505 99.5013 99.3808
MSRE 65.0450 99.3642 99.2218
2DMMI 87.9190 99.9988 99.9326

as shown in Fig. 8. Similarly, we use the detection evaluation
indexes (sensitivity, specificity, and accuracy) to evaluate
the proposed method and the seven comparison methods,
as shown in Table 4. We utilize the NEU surface defect
database to get the same conclusion as the MWS database.
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The experimental results show that the proposed method has
certain applicability to other data. In the figure, the proposed
method can extract more complete defects (especially the
defect edge with non-obvious features) and relatively less
interference. According to the quantitative analysis in the
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TABLE 4. Detection evaluation indexes of 8 methods of the NEU database.

Original Methods Sensitivity (%) Specificity (%) Accuracy (%)
data
2DME 76.9739 83.3698 82.7400
2DMME 67.4791 90.1445 87.9125
2D-OTSU 76.5169 81.6339 81.1300
crazing 2DMTE 76.9739 83.3698 82.7400
2DRTE 71.3887 90.1167 88.2725
MMSE 93.4626 92.1923 92.3725
MSRE 92.9809 54.9745 60.8625
2DMMI 94.6687 94.1322 94.1850
2DME 57.9707 93.8988 93.8850
2DMME 72.1711 88.2490 85.6275
2D-OTSU 69.0873 88.4824 85.5275
inclusion 2DMTE 54.5138 93.0044 93.6325
2DRTE 50.3855 88.5936 93.7475
MMSE 36.3289 90.9692 91.0950
MSRE 89.6230 24.1666 32.1725
2DMMI 91.9174 92.1232 92.1025
2DME 94.2770 72.3656 77.9075
2DMME 94.2770 72.3656 77.9075
2D-OTSU 94.2671 71.7866 77.4725
patches 2DMTE 94.2712 72.3689 77.9591
2DRTE 92.2012 78.9278 82.2850
MMSE 94.9375 81.9128 85.4600
MSRE 93.5306 75.0627 80.4925
2DMMI 94.3264 93.4990 96.2375
2DME 81.8485 93.1813 91.7375
2DMME 70.8595 93.9520 91.0100
2D-OTSU 75.1374 90.1348 90.0775
Pitted 2DMTE 81.8485 93.1813 91.7375
surface 2DRTE 74.0385 96.3729 93.5275
MMSE 83.3006 94.5462 92.8725
MSRE 90.9961 84.6149 85.9375
2DMMI 91.6209 94.4108 94.5650
2DME 91.4169 84.6457 84.7700
2DMME 84.7411 87.2740 87.2275
2D-OTSU 89.9183 91.9931 91.9550
rolled-in 2DMTE 91.4169 84.6457 84.7700
scale 2DRTE 88.9646 89.8284 89.8125
MMSE 98.7421 88.8128 88.8075
MSRE 99.4169 78.6405 79.1750
2DMMI 99.8638 96.3887 96.4525

table, the advantage of the proposed method is the sensitivity
(i.e., the minimum number of false-negative). Meanwhile,
the proposed method can obtain better values of specificity
and accuracy. Nevertheless, the proposed method still has
some shortcomings. When the tiny defect is divided into
a subset of intersecting feature sets and forms an isolated
point, it will not be appointed as a true-positive. In summary,
the proposed method is a reliable and effective defect (with
the intersecting feature) detection method.

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

Image threshold segmentation is a simple and effective
method of defect extraction. Based on the two-dimensional
histogram, we propose a defect detection method using max-
imum mutual information. Firstly, we improve the local
gray difference with the spatial relationship. The local spa-
tial difference can not only eliminate the noise but also
expand the feature interval between the defect and the
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background to improve the segmentation effect. We con-
struct a new two-dimensional histogram with the gray-level
and the local spatial difference level, which is called Gray
Level and Local Spatial Difference histogram (GLSD). Sec-
ondly, we improved the segmentation projection shape of
the GLSD histogram. The segmentation projection shape
is established based on the geometric projection of high-
probability background events, which is more suitable for the
actual data distribution. Thirdly, we use mutual information
to measure the degree of correlation between the two random
variables. When the information of the intersecting feature
interval between the defect and the background reaches the
maximum, the uncertainty of the intersecting feature interval
is the largest and the mixing degree is the highest. Thus,
the corresponding eigenvector can determine the boundary
of the segmentation interval. Finally, we publish a data set
of images on the surface of the motorcycle wheel (MWS
database) to verify the effectiveness of the proposed method.
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The proposed algorithm can effectively reduce the influence
of the difference between low-probability defect events and
high-probability background events, and solve the problem
of over-segmentation or under-segmentation caused by inter-
secting features. The common robust segmentation methods
are used for target detection with a large background. The
proposed method is qualitatively and quantitatively evaluated
using the defect images from the MWS database and NEU
surface defect database. The results show the superiority of
the proposed method compared with those of the state-of-the-
art methods.

In the field of image defect detection, Non-obvious defects
are always ignored. With the rapid development of visual
detection technology, a large number of researchers are com-
mitted to improving the segmentation threshold accuracy
between background and target. However, the feature of the
background and the target usually intersect. In other words,
this is an intersecting feature interval that cannot be explicitly
defined. We consider that this interval is not negligible, and
it helps to improve the segmentation accuracy of dividing
the target region from the background. To our knowledge,
in the field of image defect detection, few studies clearly
define the intersecting feature interval and extract value infor-
mation from it. We deeply explore the feature distribution
of the image from the perspective of information theory.
The results show that the intersecting feature interval is
an effective entry point to improve image defect detection
accuracy.

Two interesting topics for future research are: (a) to focus
on the defect components of the intersecting feature interval
and reduce the uncertainty of intersecting feature interval,
(b) to explore the influence of defect types on the segmen-
tation projection shape of GLSD to improve the universality
of the algorithm.

REFERENCES

[1] M. A. Elaziz and S. Lu, ‘“Many-objectives multilevel thresholding image
segmentation using knee evolutionary algorithm,” Expert Syst. Appl.,
vol. 125, pp. 305-316, Jul. 2019, doi: 10.1016/j.eswa.2019.01.075.

[2] S. Zhu, X. Bu, and Q. Zhou, “A novel edge preserving active contour
model using guided filter and harmonic surface function for infrared
image segmentation,” IEEE Access, vol. 6, pp. 5493-5510, 2018, doi:
10.1109/ACCESS.2017.2779278.

[3] Y. Peng, S. Ruan, G. Cao, S. Huang, N. Kwok, and S. Zhou, ‘“Auto-
mated product boundary defect detection based on image moment fea-
ture anomaly,” IEEE Access, vol. 7, pp. 52731-52742, Apr. 2019, doi:
10.1109/ACCESS.2019.2911358.

[4] D.T.Nguyen, N.-S. Vu, T.-T. Do, T. Nguyen, and J. Yearwood, “‘Improv-
ing chamfer template matching using image segmentation,” [EEE Sig-
nal Process. Lett., vol. 25, no. 11, pp. 1635-1639, Nov. 2018, doi:
10.1109/LSP.2018.2862645.

[5] P. Qian, K. Zhao, Y. Jiang, K.-H. Su, Z. Deng, S. Wang, and R. F. Muzic,
“Knowledge-leveraged transfer fuzzy c-means for texture image seg-
mentation with self-adaptive cluster prototype matching,” Knowl.-Based
Syst., vol. 130, pp.33-50, Aug. 2017, doi: 10.1016/j.knosys.2017.
05.018.

[6] Z.Liu, C. Cao, S. Ding, T. Han, H. Wu, and S. Liu, “Towards clinical diag-
nosis: Automated stroke lesion segmentation on multimodal MR image
using convolutional neural network,” 2018, arXiv:1803.05848. [Online].
Available: http://arxiv.org/abs/1803.05848

VOLUME 8, 2020

[71

[8]

[9]

(10]

(1]

[12]

(13]

(14]

[15]

(16]

(17]
(18]

(19]

(20]

[21]

(22]

(23]

(24]

[25]

[26]

(27]

N. Mahata, S. Kahali, S. K. Adhikari, and J. K. Sing, “Local contex-
tual information and Gaussian function induced fuzzy clustering algo-
rithm for brain MR image segmentation and intensity inhomogeneity
estimation,” Appl. Soft Comput., vol. 68, pp. 586-596, Jul. 2018, doi:
10.1016/j.as0¢.2018.04.031.

L. Bi, J. Kim, E. Ahn, A. Kumar, D. Feng, and M. Fulham, “Step-
wise integration of deep class-specific learning for dermoscopic image
segmentation,” Pattern Recognit., vol. 85, pp. 78-89, Jan. 2019, doi:
10.1016/j.patcog.2018.08.001.

A. Ben Ishak, “A two-dimensional multilevel thresholding method
for image segmentation,” Appl. Soft Comput., vol. 52, pp. 306-322,
Mar. 2017, doi: 10.1016/j.as0¢.2016.10.034.

A.S. Abutaleb, “‘Automatic thresholding of gray-level pictures using two-
dimensional entropy,” Comput. Vis., Graph., Image Process.,vol.47,no. 1,
pp. 22-32, 1989. doi: 10.1016/0734-189X(89)90051-0.

X. Zheng, H. Ye, and Y. Tang, “Image bi-level thresholding based on gray
level-local variance histogram,” Entropy, vol. 19, no. 5, p. 191, Apr. 2017,
doi: 10.3390/e19050191.

J. Chen, B. Guan, H. Wang, X. Zhang, Y. Tang, and W. Hu, “Image
thresholding segmentation based on two dimensional histogram using gray
level and local entropy information,” IEEE Access, vol. 6, pp. 5269-5275,
2018, doi: 10.1109/ACCESS.2017.2757528.

C. He, X. Wang, L. Deng, and G. Xu, “Image threshold segmentation based
on GLLE histogram,” in Proc. Int. Conf. Internet Things (iThings) IEEE
Green Comput. Commun. (GreenCom) IEEE Cyber, Phys. Social Comput.
(CPSCom) IEEE Smart Data (SmartData), Atlanta, GA, USA, Jul. 2019,
pp. 410415, doi: 10.1109/iThings/GreenCom/CPSCom/SmartData.2019.
00088.

Y. Xiao, Z. Cao, and J. Yuan, “Entropic image thresholding based on
GLGM histogram,” Pattern Recognit. Lett., vol. 40, pp. 47-55, Apr. 2014,
doi: 10.1016/j.patrec.2013.12.017.

A. Yimit, Y. Hagihara, T. Miyoshi, and Y. Hagihara, “A new two-
dimensional direction histogram based entropic thresholding,” in Proc.
6th Int. Conf. Image Graph., Hefei, China, Aug. 2011, pp. 106-110, doi:
10.1109/1CIG.2011.70.

A. Yimit, Y. Hagihara, T. Miyoshi, and Y. Hagihara, “2-D direc-
tion histogram based entropic thresholding,” Neurocomputing, vol. 120,
pp. 287-297, Nov. 2013, doi: 10.1016/j.neucom.2012.10.031.

L. A. Zadeh, “Fuzzy sets,” Inf. Control, vol. 8, no. 3, pp. 338-353, 1965.
H. D. Cheng, Y. H. Chen, and X. H. Jiang, “Thresholding using two-
dimensional histogram and fuzzy entropy principle,” IEEE Trans. Image
Process., vol. 9, no. 4, pp. 732-735, Apr. 2000, doi: 10.1109/83.841949.
C.Zhang, Y. Xie, D. Liu, and L. Wang, “Fast threshold image segmentation
based on 2D fuzzy Fisher and random local optimized QPSO,” IEEE
Trans. Image Process., vol. 26, no. 3, pp. 1355-1362, Mar. 2017, doi:
10.1109/TTP.2016.2621670.

S. Dhar and M. K. Kundu, “A novel method for image thresholding using
interval type-2 fuzzy set and bat algorithm,” Appl. Soft Comput., vol. 63,
pp. 154-166, Feb. 2018, doi: 10.1016/j.as0c.2017.11.032.

Q. Luo, X. Fang, L. Liu, C. Yang, and Y. Sun, “Automated visual defect
detection for flat steel surface: A survey,” IEEE Trans. Instrum. Meas.,
vol. 69, no. 3, pp. 626-644, Mar. 2020, doi: 10.1109/TIM.2019.2963555.
S. Li, D. Li, and W. Yuan, “Wood defect classification based on two-
dimensional histogram constituted by LBP and local binary differential
excitation pattern,” IEEE Access, vol. 7, pp. 145829-145842, 2019, doi:
10.1109/ACCESS.2019.2945355.

J. Liu, W. Li, and Y. Tian, “Automatic thresholding of gray-level
pictures using two-dimension Otsu method,” in Proc. Int. Conf. Cir-
cuits Syst., Shenzhen, China, Jun. 1991, pp. 325-327, doi: 10.1109/CIC-
CAS.1991.184351.

C. Sha, J. Hou, and H. Cui, “A robust 2D Otsu’s thresholding method
in image segmentation,” J. Vis. Commun. Image Represent., vol. 41,
pp. 339-351, Nov. 2016, doi: 10.1016/j.jvcir.2016.10.013.

P. K. Sahoo and G. Arora, “A thresholding method based on two-
dimensional Renyi’s entropy,” Pattern Recognit., vol. 37, no. 6,
pp. 1149-1161, Jun. 2004, doi: 10.1016/j.patcog.2003.10.008.

H. Mittal and M. Saraswat, “An optimum multi-level image threshold-
ing segmentation using non-local means 2D histogram and exponential
kbest gravitational search algorithm,” Eng. Appl. Artif. Intell., vol. 71,
pp. 226-235, May 2018, doi: 10.1016/j.engappai.2018.03.001.

P. K. Sahoo and G. Arora, “Image thresholding using two-dimensional
Tsallis-Havrda-Charvét entropy,” Pattern Recognit. Lett., vol. 27, no. 6,
pp. 520-528, Apr. 2006, doi: 10.1016/j.patrec.2005.09.017.

87855


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eswa.2019.01.075
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2017.2779278
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2019.2911358
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/LSP.2018.2862645
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2017.05.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2017.05.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2018.04.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.patcog.2018.08.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2016.10.034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0734-189X(89)90051-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/e19050191
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2017.2757528
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/iThings/GreenCom/CPSCom/SmartData.2019.00088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/iThings/GreenCom/CPSCom/SmartData.2019.00088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.patrec.2013.12.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ICIG.2011.70
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neucom.2012.10.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/83.841949
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TIP.2016.2621670
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2017.11.032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TIM.2019.2963555
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2019.2945355
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/CICCAS.1991.184351
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/CICCAS.1991.184351
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jvcir.2016.10.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.patcog.2003.10.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.engappai.2018.03.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.patrec.2005.09.017

IEEE Access

W. Yuan, Y. Liu: Defect Detection Method for the Image With Intersecting Feature

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

S. Borjigin and P. K. Sahoo, “Color image segmentation based on
multi-level Tsallis-Havrda-Charvat entropy and 2D histogram using PSO
algorithms,” Pattern Recognit., vol. 92, pp. 107-118, Aug. 2019, doi:
10.1016/j.patcog.2019.03.011.

X. Zhao, M. Turk, W. Li, K.-C. Lien, and G. Wang, “A multilevel image
thresholding segmentation algorithm based on two-dimensional K-L diver-
gence and modified particle swarm optimization,” Appl. Soft Comput.,
vol. 48, pp. 151-159, Nov. 2016, doi: 10.1016/j.as0c.2016.07.016.

C. Jiang, W. Yang, Y. Guo, F. Wu, and Y. Tang, “Nonlocal means
two dimensional histogram-based image segmentation via minimizing
relative entropy,” Entropy, vol. 20, no. 11, p. 827, Oct. 2018, doi:
10.3390/e20110827.

X. Zhang and L. Yan, “A fast image thresholding method based on
chaos optimization and recursive algorithm for two-dimensional Tsal-
lis entropy,” J. Comput., vol. 5, no. 7, pp. 1054-1061, Jul. 2010, doi:
10.4304/jcp.5.7.1054-1061.

Y. Xiao, Z. Cao, and T. Zhang, “‘Entropic thresholding based on gray-level
spatial correlation histogram,” in Proc. 19th Int. Conf. Pattern Recognit.,
Tampa, FL, USA, Dec. 2008, pp. 1-4, doi: 10.1109/ICPR.2008.4761626.
D. Liu, H. Mansour, and P. T. Boufounos, ‘“Robust mutual information-
based multi-image registration,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Geosci. Remote
Sens. Symp. (IGARSS), Yokohama, Japan, Jul. 2019, pp. 915-918, doi:
10.1109/IGARSS.2019.8898834.

A. Nakib, H. Oulhadj, and P. Siarry, ““A thresholding method based on two-
dimensional fractional differentiation,” Image Vis. Comput., vol. 27, no. 9,
pp. 1343-1357, Aug. 2009, doi: 10.1016/j.imavis.2008.12.004.

Y. Liu, D. Han, Z. Zhang, W. Liu, and F. Zhang, “Color image seg-
mentation based on evidence theory and two-dimensional histogram,” in
Proc. 21st Int. Conf. Inf. Fusion (FUSION), Cambridge, U.K., Jul. 2018,
pp. 927-932, doi: 10.23919/ICIF.2018.8455753.

H. Dong, I.-M. Chen, and D. K. Prasad, ‘“Robust ellipse detection
via arc segmentation and classification,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Conf.
Image Process. (ICIP), Beijing, China, Sep. 2017, pp. 6670, doi:
10.1109/ICIP.2017.8296244.

H. Dong, K. Song, Y. He, J. Xu, Y. Yan, and Q. Meng, “PGA-net: Pyramid
feature fusion and global context attention network for automated surface
defect detection,” IEEE Trans. Ind. Informat., early access, Dec. 10, 2019,
doi: 10.1109/T11.2019.2958826.

A. D. Brink, “Thresholding of digital images using two-dimensional
entropies,” Pattern Recognit., vol. 25, no. 8, pp. 803-808, Aug. 1992, doi:
10.1016/0031-3203(92)90034-G.

A. Ben Ishak, “Choosing parameters for Rényi and tsallis entropies
within a two-dimensional multilevel image segmentation framework,”
Phys. A, Stat. Mech. Appl., vol. 466, pp.521-536, Jan. 2017, doi:
10.1016/j.physa.2016.09.053.

87856

[40] H. Jia, K. Sun, W. Song, X. Peng, C. Lang, and Y. Li, “Multi-
strategy emperor penguin optimizer for RGB histogram-based color
satellite image segmentation using Masi entropy,” IEEE Access, vol. 7,
pp. 134448-134474, 2019, doi: 10.1109/ACCESS.2019.2942064.

[41] B. Lei and J. Fan, “Image thresholding segmentation method based on
minimum square rough entropy,” Appl. Soft Comput., vol. 84, Nov. 2019,
Art. no. 105687, doi: 10.1016/j.as0c.2019.105687.

WEIQI YUAN received the B.S. degree from
Hunan University, Changsha, China, in 1982, and
the M.S. and Ph.D. degrees from Northeastern
University, Shenyang, China, in 1988 and 1997,
respectively.

He is currently a Professor with the Shenyang
University of Technology. He is also the Execu-
tive Director of the Chinese Instrument Associa-
tion and the Director of Biomedical Electronics

A Branch, Chinese Electronics Association. In recent
years, he published more than 100 technical articles and has authored one
book. He holds six patents. His current research interests include machine
vision, biometric identification, and nondestructive testing. In 2000, he was
selected for the second batch of hundreds of thousands of talents project by
Liaoning, China. In 2001, he was awarded the title of outstanding scien-
tific and technological workers of Shenyang by Shenyang municipal party
committee and Shenyang municipal government. In 2003, he was selected
as senior software talents of Shenyang.

YANG LIU received the B.S. degree from the
School of Information Science and Engineering,
Shenyang University of Technology, Shenyang,
China, in 2014, where she is currently pursuing
the Ph.D. degree with the School of Information
Science and Engineering. At the same time, she is a
member of the Computer Vision Group, Shenyang
University of Technology. Her current research
interests include machine vision, image process-
ing, and industrial product quality inspection.

VOLUME 8, 2020


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.patcog.2019.03.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2016.07.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/e20110827
http://dx.doi.org/10.4304/jcp.5.7.1054-1061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ICPR.2008.4761626
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/IGARSS.2019.8898834
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.imavis.2008.12.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.23919/ICIF.2018.8455753
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ICIP.2017.8296244
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TII.2019.2958826
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0031-3203(92)90034-G
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physa.2016.09.053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2019.2942064
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2019.105687

