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<abstract)>

It is difficult to detect edge segments
from & noisy image since the image have
a noise in pratical applications which
utilize some type of visual input capa-
bility, Hence, the proposed algorithm
consists of the modality tests based on
paralle]l statistical tests without a
noise removal preprocessing or postpro-
cessing , and the edge detection teoch-
nique with one-pixel edge segments in
this paper,

The algorithm is very reliable and ef-
fective in the case of those situations
where the picture is poor quality and
low resolution, And it does’nt require
thinning operation and thresholding in
hand,

Experimental comparision with the more
conventional techniques when applied to
typical 1low-quality pictures confirms
good capabilities of the algoritham,
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