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ABSTRACT

Original binary image can be reconstructed by morphological skeleton(MS) image. And then, the information of
MS image points can be applied to a pattern recognition and image communication. But if we apply MS to a pat-
tern recognition and image communication, there are two problems. That is to say, binary MS processing time is
long and skeleton points of MS are high redundancy. And then, to solve these problems, this paper proposes
DGMS. After simulating by the proposed method to 256 X 256 binary image which is GIRL, we reduce processing
time and skeleton points about 1.5~6.5% comparing with the result of GMS method.
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