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Computation
-

-(x)
1 if zpar(x) = x then return x
2 else { zpar(x)← -(zpar(x)) ; return zpar(x) }

-(f)
1 for each p, zpar(p)← undef
2 R ← -(f) // maps R into an array

3 for each p ∈ R in direct order
4 parent(p)← p ; zpar(p)← p
5 for each n ∈ N(p) such as zpar(n) , undef
6 r ← -(n)
7 if r , p then { parent(r)← p ; zpar(r)← p }
8 (zpar)
9 return pair(R ,parent) // a “correct” function
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Canonization
-

-(parent , f)
1 for each p ∈ R in reverse order
2 q ← parent(p)
3 if f(parent(q)) = f(q) then parent(p)← parent(q)
4 return parent // a “canonized” function

Berger et al. (IAP & LRDE) Component Tree Computation and Astronomical Imaging ICIP 2007 17 / 25



Motivation
A New Algorithm to Compute the Component Tree

Conclusions and perspectives

Tree computation
Attributes Computation and Node Labeling
Results and Applications

Example
computation of the area of the components

-(f ,R ,parent)
1 for each p ∈ R , area(p)← 1 // initialization

2 for each p ∈ R in direct order
3 area(parent(p))← area(parent(p)) + area(p) // update

Simple process
Computation conducted in an iterative way
Linear complexity
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Comparison of Execution Times
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Conclusions

Algorithm effective for images with high quantization and
with no quantization
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