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Abstract : Medical image processing plays an important role in doctors doing diagnosis. treatment. and research. Many
segmentation metheds have been successfully used in medical image analysis. In this paper, we present the automatic method

to extract the liver from Computed Temography (CT) images.

Co-occurrence malrix has been applied to CT images to extract

the liver reglon. Then, we postprocessed the extracied region to remove bone, muscle, kidney regions. We implemented and
experimented the proposed method to the patient’s images. The experimental results show that our method works very wall.
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