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Abstract
In this paper, the transform coding method was
selected out of image compression techniques.
Each characteristic of transform coefficients for
five transform(DCT, DST, WHT, HAT, SLT) was obse
-rved, and their performances were compared and
reviewed, based on the results from the experime
-nt where image samples were applied to five
transform. .As‘the result of image processing
experiment, DCYT was found to have the best

performance
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comparative study of transform coding methods

for image compression.
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| per pST WHT HAT SLT
1 6.1855 5.7586 6.1855 6.1855 6.1871
2 1.0055 0.9308 ©.8635 0.8635 0.9890
3 0.3461 0.6610 0.3048 0.2755 0.3447
4 0.165¢ 0.2222 0.2462 0.2755 0.1460
s 0.1046 0.1370 0.1046 0.1000 0.1046
6 0.0757 0.0926 0.1044 0.1000 0.1064
7 0.0616 0.0799 0.1029 0.1000 0.0631
8 0.0547 0.0564 0.0881 0.1000 0.0631
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