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Abstract. This paper presents a fractal analysis of radiographiepattobtained from specimens
with three types of inserted welding defects: lack of fusiaek of penetration, and porosity. The
study focused on patterns of carbon steel beads from raajbgrof the International Institute of
Welding (IIW). The radiographs were scanned using a grégsedh 256 levels, and the fractal
features of the surfaces constructed from the radiograptsiges were characterized by means of
Hurst, detrended-fluctuation, and minimal-cover analy8el<arhunen-Loéve transformation was
then used to classify the curves obtained from the fractallaes of the various images, and a study
of the classification errors was performed. The obtainedtemdicate that fractal analyses can be
an effective additional tool for pattern recognition of delefects in radiographic tests.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In a recent paper, Silvat al. [1] discussed the characterization of failure mechanisms
that occur in fiberglass-reinforced polymeric matrix cosipes when subjected to ten-
sile and flexural loads. The characterization was based eratalysis of acoustic-
emission signals emitted by the composite during the psooégailure. By looking
at some fractal properties of the acoustic emission signaisely, the fractal indices
related to the Hurst analysis [2], detrended-fluctuaticadyasis [3], minimal cover anal-
ysis [4], and the box-counting dimension analysis [5], thheye able to distinguish the
different failure modes.

The study presented in this paper aims to characterizeghréractal analyses, the
welding defects present in radiographic images. We focosqohtterns of carbon steel
beads from radiographs of the International Institute ofdivig (11W). The images were
scanned in 8-bit resolution (256 levels of grey), and thecessed by using the software
Image Pro Plus 4.0. In order to improve contrast, a mediaafilter was used to smooth
unpredicted noise. From the scanned images, we built ®sfag associating the grey
level at each pixel with a height variable. The patterns shesaurface were then studied
by fractal analyses.

In order to establish the parameters to be calculated, wepfiesent a brief review
of the numerical analysis used in the treatment of the ddtarwards, we present and
discuss the results obtained.
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FIGURE 1. The bottom shows a radiographic image of a defect (lack dbfiysand above it is the
corresponding surface, obtained by converting the gréy$cdeight variables.

2. FRACTAL ANALYSES

The numerical treatment of the images was performed on datergted from the 8-bit
scanning of the radiographs, corresponding to 256 levetgayf, which are translated
into a height variable;j. Here, (i, j) represents the coordinates of a pixel, wita 1,
2, ...,Lxandj =1, 2, ...,.Ly for an image containindix x Ly pixels. This process is
illustrated in Fig[l

In the fractal analyses we considered extended two-diraeabkversions of the Hurst
(orR/S) analysis[[Z], detrended-fluctuation analysis (D[& and minimal-cover anal-
ysis [4]. In order to make the paper self-contained, we widisent the details of the
numerical techniques used in the analysis of the surfases@sed with the images, but
first we make a few remarks that are generally valid.

All technigues start by covering the image with a grid congabsf square cells
containingt x T pixels, making sure that the grid is centered in both dioedi This
guarantees that, ify or Ly are not multiples ofr, only pixels in the periphery of the
image are left outside the grid. Each technique then ingthe calculation of the
average of some quanti)(t) over all cells, for different values af. In a surface with
genuine fractal featureQ(1) should scale as a power ofor 7 > 1,

Q(t) ~ 1.

Fractals of different nature should give rise to differexp@nentsn, providing a sig-
nature of the fractal. In our case, due to the finite amountixélp and the limited
resolution of the heightg;, this power-law behavior is hard to observe. However, as



discussed in the final section, we can still usetttdependence of the functio@¥ 1) to
characterize the different defects.

2.1. Hurst analysis

The rescaled-range (R/S) analysis was introduced by HZjras[a tool for evaluating
the persistency or antipersistency of a time series. Théodetvorks by dividing the
series into a series of intervals, and calculating the aeeratio of the range (the
difference between the maximum and minimum values of theseto the standard
deviation inside each interval. The size of each intervties varied.

We define a two-dimensional version of the R/S analysis irfadhewing way. Given
a1 x 1 cell, whose lower left corner is located at piX&, jo), we calculate(z);, the
average of; inside the cell,

1 , 1 io+7—21jo+T7—-1

=D > D> (1)

(L.]) i=lo  j=]Jo
where the primed summation runs over all pixglg) inside the cell. We then define an
accumulated deviation from the mean as
i

Zj= Y > (@—(21), (2)
k=lgl=Jo
from which we extract a range,
R(T)=_ max Zj— min Zj 3)
lo<iip+1—-1 ip<i<ip+1-1
jo<j<jotT—1 jo<j<jot1-1

and the corresponding standard deviation,
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Finally, we obtain the rescaled ranBér)/S(1), and take its average over all cells.
In a surface with true fractal features, the rescaled rahgeld satisfy the scaling

form
R(T) 4

—NT

so " ©)

whereH is the Hurst exponent.
A typical curve obtained from the R/S analysis of the surdaseshown in Fig.12(a).
2.2. Detrended-fluctuation analysis

The detrended-fluctuation analysis (DFA) [3] aims to imgrdive evaluation of cor-
relations in a time series by eliminating trends in the data.
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FIGURE 2. Typical curves obtained from the fractal analyses. The tityanis defined as = | /LyLy.

Our two-dimensional extension of the method consistsaiiytiin obtaining a new
integrated two-dimensional data ggt ~

2= Y 3 (3= (2), (6)

where the averagg) is taken over all pixels,

1 Lx Ly
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After building the grid (with cells of side), the integrated data inside a given cell is
fitted by a plane. Then, a detrended variation funcignis obtained by subtracting
from the integrated data the local trend as given by the fipliEitly, we define

Oij = Zj —hij, (8)

where hjj is the height associated with pixél, j) according to the fit. Finally, we
calculate the root mean-square fluctuatig(t) inside a cell as

F(1)= /T—lz%’Aﬁ, (9)

and average over all cells. For a true fractal surfa&de, should behave as

F(T) ~ 19, (10)

whereq is the scaling exponent.

A typical curve obtained from the detrented-fluctuationlgsia of the surfaces is
shown in Fig[2(b).



2.3. Minimal-cover analysis

This method has been recently introduced [4], and, in itsioal version, it relates the
minimal area necessary to cover a given plane curve, at #igpexcale, to a power-law
behavior.

In our two-dimensional extension, the method relates themal volume necessary
to cover a given surface, at a specified scale. After builtlmggrid, we can associate
with eacht x 1t cell, labeled by a variabl&, a prism of heightA, defined as the
difference between the maximum and minimum valueg;ahside cellk,

Ac=_ max zj— min zj. (11)
ip<iip+1-1 lp<i<ip+1-1
jo<j<jo+1-1 jo<j<jot+1-1

The minimal volume is then given by

V(1) = ZAKTZ, (12)

where the summation runs over all cells.
Ideally, in the scaling regiort (> 1), V(1) should behave as

V(1) ~ 137Px, (13)

whereD,, is the minimal cover dimension, which is equal to 2 when théese presents
no fractality.

A typical curve obtained from the minimal-cover analysigted surfaces is shown in
Fig.[2(c).

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In order to classify the images, we used a supervised vamiati the Karhunen-Loéve
(KL) transformation [6], and applied it to the set of curvemguced by the fractal
analyses described in the previous Section. In this semséactal analyses can be seen
as a sophisticated preprocessing tool. For each image, Neetea the corresponding
curves from the three fractal analyses, forming a singléorewith M components
(M =57).

We proceeded by first randomly dividing the vectors into anitng set (withN = 120
vectors) and a test set (with 31 vectors), performing all iflevant operations (as
described below), and calculating the confusion tablesallyi, we took averages over
300 different choices of training and test sets.

Letx; be the vector corresponding to title image. The KL transformation consists of
first projecting the training vectors along the eigenvextiithe within-class covariance
matrix Sy, defined by

S=13 S yietxi—mg (s —my" (14)
= — ik(Xi —MK)(Xj—mM ,
Nk;i;yk K K



TABLE 1. Average confusion matrix for the training
vectors. The possible classes are lack of fusion (LF), lack
of penetration (LP), porosity (PO) and no defects (ND).
The figures in parenthesis indicate the standard deviations
calculated over 300 sets. The value in rgwcolumn j
indicates the percentage of vectors belonging to dass
which were associated with clags

LF LP PO ND

LF 87.4(48) 75(3.6) 49(43) 0.2(0.9)
LP 15(21) 93.8(3.4) 21(26) 25(2.4)
PO 0.2(1.0) 14(2.7) 97.0(3.8) 1.4(2.6)
ND 1.3(1.2) 3.7(1.8) 1.6(1.1) 93.4(2.3)

whereN: = 4 is the number of different classdy, is the number of vectors in class
k, my is the average vector of claksandT denotes the transpose of a matrix (in this
case, of a column vector). The elementis equal to one ik; belongs to clask, and
zero otherwise. We also rescale the resulting vectors bggodal matrix built from the
eigenvalueg; of Sy. In matrix notation, this operation can be written as

X' =A"2UTX, (15)

whereX is the matrix whose columns are the training vectorg\ = diag(A1, A, ...),
andU is the matrix whose columns are the eigenvectorSpf This choice of coordi-
nates makes sure that the transformed within-class conarimatrix corresponds to the
unit matrix. Finally, in order to compress the class infotio@, we project the resulting
vectors onto the eigenvectors of the between-class coxaiaatrixSg,

N Ny T
S=> W(mk—m>(mk—m) , (16)
P

wherem is the overall average vector. The full transformation camitten as
X" =VTA=ZUTX, (17)

whereV is the matrix whose columns are the eigenvectorSgofcalculated fronX’).

With 4 possible classes, the fully-transformed vectorehy 1 = 3 relevant compo-
nents|[6]. A vectok; is associated with the class whose average vector liesrcmse
within the transformed three-dimensional space.

After using the training vectors to obtain the full transf@tion, the classification
can be checked with those same vectors. The resulting avecadusion matrix is dis-
played in Tabléll. When employed to classify the testingorscthe KL transformation
produces the confusion matrix shown in Table 2. From theetable can see that the
training vectors are associated with the correct classaia®0% of the cases, whereas
the percentage of correct classification for the testindorsds about 50%. This last
result surely lies above the expected rate produced by rmm@&sociation (which would
be 25% in this case).



TABLE 2. The same as in Tablé 1, for the testing vectors.
LF LP PO ND

LF 48.1(23.6) 19.8(20.7) 22.8(19.9) 9.2(14.7)

LP 10.7(11.9) 55.1(18.8) 14.3(14.0) 19.9(16.1)
PO 12.2(16.3) 14.7(18.6) 57.6(25.0) 15.5(19.1)
ND 94(87) 19.2(11.2) 13.7(10.1) 57.6(14.3)

In summary, we have shown that fractal analyses are a pnogrisol for classifying
welding defects in radiographic images. We believe thatffisiency can be consider-
ably improved by using a larger sample of images, as well asdrking with 16-bit
scans, which would greatly enhance the grey-level reswiutVe are currently working
on this direction.
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