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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of wavelet decomposition of a

building image
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Tab.l The average accuracy rate of the 5 algorithms %}
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CREN Bk Bk Wik R

1 169  21.04 2357 3119 31.92
2 211 23.84 2547  33.85  28.69
3 3.87  17.96  19.25  30.04  24.17
4 6.23 8.27 9.04 8.02  10.23
5 782 3050 3352 39.13  33.50
6 8.62  38.36  44.67  39.94  60.22
7 9.38 19.72 25.81 51.79 29.08
8§ 1227  61.67 7872 7468  90.83
9 1299 4253 5074 5111 58.04
10 1347 3879  49.21 4496  57.82
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27 4564 5479  59.73  44.98  68.79
28 5137 59.10 7443 7325  66.22
29 5578  66.78  68.82 7821  79.35
30 56.51  67.05  89.13  87.15  74.56
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Fig.4 Box plot of the average accuracy rate of 5 algorithms
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Tab.2 The average detection rate of the 5 algorithms %
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20 89.30 67.88 92,86 8810  94.59 6 26264 03291 26863 26312 1.8362
21 84.70 67 61 9657 9398 9559 7 12170 03556 13111 1.2270 0.8330
99 9536 60 82 29 46 0214 0446 8 13086 0.3455 1.3588 1.2876 0.9624
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o4 75.00 5118 92,65 97 06 97 06 10 1.3378 03618 1.3715 1.3010 0.9617
95 8965 64.18 92 86 90 82 93 37 11 23462 03322 25108 23544 1.6776
06 88.17 67 35 9427  88.55 95.42 12 11526 0.3605 11794 1.1327 0.8496
PP 54 59 9293 88.87 93 46 13 1.3263 03525 1.3542 1.3312  0.9650
98 87.89 55 93 88,67 92.58 97 97 14 07489 03444 0.7767 0.7519  0.5109
29 79.72 57 55 90,57 89 15 92.45 15 06562 03028 0.7222 0.6864 0.4580
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FHIE 28 1.0164 0.3193 1.0382 1.0412 0.7087
[E15 5Pk T S5 46 0 25 4 7 4] 29 0.8818 0.3216 0.9078 0.9007  0.5743
Fig.5 Box plot of the average detection rate of 5 algorithms 30 0.9340 0.309 1 0.938 9 0.9625 0.6507
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Tab.4 Average index values of the 5 algorithms
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Fig.7 The histogram of the average indicator values of the 5
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