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Abstract

This paper proposes a unique shot boundary
detection algorithm for the video indexing and/or
browsing. Conventional methods based on the frame
differences and the histogram differences are
improved. Instead of wusing absolute frame
differences, block by block based relative frame
differences are employed. Frame adaptive
thresholding values are also employed for the better
detection. For the cases that the frame differences
are not enough to detect the shot boundary,
histogram  differences are selectively  applied.
Experimental results show that the proposed
algorithm reduces both the “false positive” errors

and the “false negative” errors especially for the

videos of dynamic local and/or global motions.
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