v A

2012 455 40 #5255 7

— 355 —

BEHE B F.% F,% LT Bayes § SVM th KB & WG HH5% [J]. L% KA #,2012,40(7) :355 - 358.

HT Bayes 5 SVM W ERE KGRI F B &

REHR, %

;1%7 ) i ?» {‘E\'J"ﬁi

(F MOl R AU L T T AR 4 BE , VL5 5t 210037)

FIE: JRU T HET Bayes( TLIFHR) 5 SVM(SEHRHRERL) B9 Tk 7 GRG0 BB R . Z6iH G RGB 1% i)
I I A 6 0 2 FELIE A 40K Bayes A9 B8 HH3 5 MR Z 0 EL A R 546040 59 b6 H
FRIZRAF 0 SVM XI5 BRELAETHEA T4, SR P90 80 Matlab ik 0045 L4 1, 12007 v A5 S LS Y6 T R 6
PG00, IR 403N 9. 1% , T334y 12..0% L FRIAIE Sy 80. 8%

S DLOME SRRl RO IR EsE

fE 4y K-S TP391.41 XHERPRERRD: A

AANEW) 5 2= AR ) I S IR A o o 1) DG SRR, MERA
F 1T b ) K e 0 B AR Y R EE TR, 00 R
803 B B R w52 B0 5O IR AR AL A5 N K 2 R, 52 RS
WP PR R o B 5202 H s U xR 22—

SRR 5 ) 5 B RZ R sk K
BEACTT I XK BE R IEAT o3 o i TR @ R TR 2 TR 4%
RAENFEERZ, HRE TG 1 it s, % a8l
BOFE IR . R B I ML 8 53 By ik E 2 T
E5 % NS ARl INUE 2% TRMINEE - 2/ - N7 - o1 RN
TR 5

ARI R T —FPIE T Bayes'” (D137 5 SVM7 (%
1wl AL G W E AR GG BB 2, 7T LR SO
T MRS FIRCR g A BRI, I AR
1 HF&a
1.1 Bayes 55 SVM 4R

AHIFEHG Bayes 55 SVM HORAHEE G, $210 T —Fh 2L T
Bayes 5 SVM [¥C"# 08, ) HTIHOASE B it D 72 10 K R
F ), BAASERAE aIA 1 7R . B e AR K RGB
FI4 SR I5 223 Bayes 2% 2], FI%2 2 4F (1 Bayes 43 2885 1HUj1
B AR ME R B H bR A S5 A0 R B (EL, X H AR AN
SN BB 22 BEAT SVM Y2k, 55 1h I Zhs 1y SVM X
W2 HEAT UM, A5 B MR IR R IENINRZ iR e AR 2515 21 R 1%
SyEIER
1.2 Bayes £ 5%

DU 7 2645 ( Bayes Classifier) S S8 IR 51 rp 22 L
o3 Sets. TEROERER BRI D 75200 oK L 5%

Wik H#19: 2011 =12 -05

FE T H VLR AR 38 AR ST A BRI TR ( 4 5 CXZZ11
0515) -

YEF A BEEAE(1980—) , 55 TLIRERIN , 05 A, R0, 222
MFEMPEFAR S GER G W AT E - mail: chengyuzhu2003
@ 163. coms

WEMES: B 58, WS, 5 NS L — Al 77 T AT
5%. Tel: (025) 85427146; E — mail: chenyongnj@ sohu. com

XEHS:1002 - 1302(2012) 07 - 0355 - 04

y

BayesiHFl|

[SVMIZ | [SVMIAZ |

BB BIG R

E1 Bayes5SVMEZFER

B e b s o il S R -8 1 B0 2 S e
EEAPZSR M A ()
P( 1) _p(xl@) P(=) (1
p(x)

Ao (i=1.2) HEEARLH. P(@) HEHERIR(E
A1) oo RPEHRIR R (@) SRR S W p () =
Sp(xl@) P(@) Jx BBEREE AL P( o, 1) B IR R
e

LS5 43 Ky

WHR P(@, lx) >P(@,lx) M xem;

M P(@, lx) <P(@,lx) ] xecm,;

o BB S p( x| @) IERAR 3531, B

po) = s e[y () T2 ) ) (2

(2m)
Hw =E B EME, X, =F [(x-p) (x-p) "1
Ty R
20 2) FRAZ(T) IO R 300 39 s B (3)
g.(x) =lnlp(xl@,) P(w) | =lnp(xl@,) +InP(®@,) =

(v mp) S () +nP(@) —5In, (3)
2 EAREEGHUHZR
R0 LR 5O 1 A AR B L



— 356 — LR RN 2012 AR5 40 555 7 1

FAROGIRTN B F RGBSR 4 - Bayes “%>J Fil Bayes $U5l 73 HI BT L BRANF -

IR TE M 2.5 GHz AMD 4LBEER .2 GB AfF PC L Win- (1) Bayes %] o BEMCEREMGAEA  WREAS 20531 1153
dows XP 44 RGEIAIE T HEAT, R ] Matlab 7. 8.0 M 512 T KK ME 5 e WIGMHE I & p o w, LT 25 3
i3 . 0003 i I3RS SRR 0 P(,) 0.1,
21 AT Bayes S EBHHEEREBAHEA P(®,) =0.9. GEHEERNIZ | HiR.

®1 EXE5BEHESH
FAkEw, ke,
BIge) 1 mjj—;égﬁlygzc YE u, W}ﬁ?éfﬁfgﬁz\_

R 147.022 2 60.347 4 54.129 8 50.995 2 173.633 5 1357.4 1326.5 1218.7

G 184.132 7 [54. 129 8 69.915 0 48.500 6] 151.893 3 [l 326.5 1302.1 1197.0

B 116.569 3 50.995 2 48.500 6 60.984 4 122.125 6 1218.7 1197.0 1112.4

(2) Bayes 73i#l. i Bayes = J 3 BRI S HUE, 7l 2 A RIRMR RIS R, WK 2 s, o a ~ d J2 R0 Y J A
K3) FHER A W BB R AP R g.(v) « &.al ~dl ZXRISEE 1 B
g.(x) R g (x) 5 g (2) AR/ B A, T

o - - ! o o
W TR B
HE e

bl cl dl
a~d: AAPEIRYIEIES; al~dl: AR Bayes &S FES
E2 Bayes®EBEXEGSIHEE

2.2 T Bayes 5 SVM 9% & £ K B85 53 g (x) fH.
HE 2 TT AR, 76 1B 3 Y6 IR &1 T, Bayes %0 K A (2) SVM Il 2o X P45 B9 oK F L 38 528, e I

R BN R, A G IR FE A RS UL T, Bayes (A E g.(x) Fl g.(x) BIREAE , X SVM #4715, SVM (19 4% ok B %
KB MG 538 B A, BRI T B G (0 R R 48, R FERIAAY “Linear kernel” o

AIARIES “1. 17482 ) Bayes 15 SVM %oa B R0 [ &R 2 17 (3) SVM AR RS AIIIZRAF (9 SVM X 45 5 P 15 e
ol AGE AT 20N TS B R Ir K45 R, K 3 Foi,

(1) Bayes %> Fl Bayes #fUjl] o HAHLE 2 “2.17Bayes  Hir a ~ d 2 FRADEI RS, al ~ dl X 1) Bayes 235 K
SEAHIR 8 2= S AR AR B B S DNREN g (x) Hl 14,82 ~ d2 J& Bayes 5 SVM 85435 5 B4



a2

b2

PR JET Bayes 15 SVM A9 R (018940 HIRT 1 2

c2 d2

a~d: AENWIEES,; al~dl: XY Bayes/r &G (% a2~d2: Bayes 5SVMILL R (%
El3 Bayes5SVM#F R EXERSEHNERE

3 BBRSBNERST

3.1 BgEaEg

Hy T BRI PR 1943 0 i AR k0 R AT W
ALPFAR T A\ T Photoshop 431 th AR 0 PR JF-44 0t
S Mo 5 SCBT 50 PR (RN SB35 LR 5 0

Lt =i~ cemenned » W35 SUA

ER = Lot = Lotz W cgnoned 15007
Ig()lll — truth
N3 o
4 S
NR = 1 gold — truth_ ! gold = raan () I segmented 100% ;

gold — truth

AL E L H

Lot VLo
s O L
A4 Bayes 7l Bayes + SVM RN BF RGO T . %
6 R G RIERE VRO 0125 2 T«
3.2 BB R
PRI K PR 2 B L R BRI 75 5
AR AT [ AR 20 PR B R . e T
Bayes % (B[ 5M R SR 1T 2 — o FITEI 2 — al RS iF
W43 % LB 100% ¢ BV 1 304 35 125, Bayes 3%
ML EAT OB P 2 — RN 2 — ol s T 24 - B
PR S I 2 — b AP 2 — bl AT R+ He 1 T
(43 B0 3 AW 4500 42 2563 (P62 — ) L Bayes 431
RORAHFRECF 2 - d1) . SRS R VR ISR 2




— 358 — LA AR

2012 455 40 #5255 7

FEIR [#15 Bayes JI 5 B BUE & A T Im e, N 4 PR o
BEHCT I 2 - d 5958 1 3157 200 MER T LLULE, “ge curves”
R EK BARHIA REE “gs curves” Ry -3 5K 5] bR AU,

“ge —gs curves Ry K F AR R K5 13T SR ) pR KL
E2 22 B EGH 121,124 PIMRER KA RA

%2 HEIREGSBEETHN

S 2 ER( %) NR( %) SD( %) CPU H}A]( s)
Bayes Bayes + SVM Bayes Bayes + SVM Bayes Bayes + SVM Bayes Bayes + SVM
K3 -a 37.9 8.3 14.9 17.2 61.7 76.5 15.890 6 16.062 5
K3 -b 32.2 4.2 7.8 10.6 69.8 85.8 16.609 4 16.968 8
F3-c 71.3 15.6 4.2 6.6 55.9 80.8 21.390 6 21.984 4
K3 -d 45.7 8.1 10.6 13.5 61.5 80.1 16.718 8 16.812°5
SEH{E 46.8 9.1 9.4 12.0 62.2 80.8 17.652 4 17.957 1

El4 Bayes¥5|FRE{E

o] g S (B 44 43 ) 8, 442035 R Bayes 5 SVM 5.
TR O ER s F B 3 R ESUR K. 2 .4 RS
SR ER 5 # 9 F1 ER H 46.8% T REE] 9. 1% , 3 SD
i 62.2% | 7} %) 80. 8% , ¥ NR 1 9. 4% /NiF I F+ 5|
12.0% , i AN T , Bayes 5 SVM I & 531 L 5Ll ) Bayes 53
A TR EIVERE, I SVM B AR5 BUR - 248 %
KKFEALT 37.7 E o8, FEAHRER S T 18.6 T4 .18
WAL TR 2 R T 2.6 F 435, T R 22 B N
HREB A3, AT 3 3 oAb G A B A i LA S e, I3 SR R
CPU K [ A5 2 4% O R - F-34032 FERS T H n 170. 305 3 s

4 Hig

(1) IEH G RN E 1815 53 55 1F T, Bayes J7 ik REAESC
BT 100% HIR @ T KR FIHOR «

(2) 3T Bayes FIl SVM HHZ5 & B (0 T K IEE 70 K J7
% BEA RO B EDCR I TR TR BRI E R
HAUA 9. 1% 3T 73N 12.0% ,FIIAAPIE L 80.8% -

(3) SVM X Bayes 1 5| bR BU(E HEAT U 25 0 00 2, 45 R 3%
WA 7 I AT

(4) BEIUAE (I ZRAEA A SVM, ] DL — 25 etk IR 4y

BRI [RI ARSI TT A R R B HAB AN Rt UG
S &3k

[1]Woebbecke D M, Meyer G E. Color indices for weed identification
under various soil , residue, and lighting conditions [J]. Transactions
of the ASAE,1995,38( 1) :259 —-269.

RI4&/M B B IMERE. REZRERDIEIR R ()], Rl
fEAF5E,2011( 7) : 23 - 33.

[3] Kurugollu F, Sankur B, Harmanci A E. Color image segmentation u—
sing histogram multithresholding and fusion [J]. Image and Vision
Computing,2001,19: 915 -928.

[4] Tan K S,Isa N A M. Color image segmentation using histogram
thresholding — Fuzzy C — means hybrid approach [J]. Pattern Recog—
nition,2011,44( 1) : 1 - 15.

[5] Sowmya B,Rani B S. Colour image segmenation using fuzzy clustering
techniques and competitive neural network [J]. Applied Soft Compu—
ting,2011,11( 3) : 3170 - 3178.

(6] B, RO TRGAI M. Jbnt: 4% Mt , 2010:
162 —189.

[7] Theodoridis S, Koutroumbas K. Pattern Recognition [M]. 4th ed.
Leiden, Netherlands: Elsevier,2009: 13 -33,119 —127.



