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Edge Detection Based on the Lidar Images

LI Qi, FU Jun-cheng, LI Zi-qin, LI Lin, WANG Qi
(National Kay Laboratory of Tunable Laser Technology, Institute of Opto-Electronic,
Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150001, China)

Abstract

This paper compares and analyzes the parametric test operator and the classic operators (Prewitt,

Sobel and Kirsch operators). Experiment shows that the parametric test operator is suitable to the lidar images.
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Fig.5 Original lidar image
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Fig.9 Parametric test result
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