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Susan— Zernike Subpixel Edge Detection Algorithm
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Abstract: The traditional edge detection algorithm is low precision and sensitive to noise. In view of this,

Susan— Zernike subpixel edge detection method is put forward. First, Susan edge detection algorithm was

used to determine coarse position of edge, and then to relocate edge with the Zernike operator. The experi-

ment showed that the proposed algorithm well realized subpixel edge detection, ran faster and had higher

efficiency.
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Table 5 The mean distance comparison of algorithms
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Fig. 3 The edge detection result compare of parts image
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Table 6 Running time of the algorithms
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