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Scene Change Detection Using Local x¥—Test
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Abstract

This paper presents a method that allows for detection of al rapid and gradual scene
changes. The method features a combination of the current color histogram and the local X
2—tes‘c. For the purpose this  paper, the )(2 ~test
histogram-based algorithms was transformed, and a local ){2 —test in which weights were
applied in accordance with the degree of hrightness was used to increase detection efficiency
n the segmentation of color values. This Method allows for andlysis and segmentation of
time-varying images in the general and  standardized mammer  possible.
Experiments  were performed to compare the proposed local ){2 —test method with the current
X~test method.
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