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Abstract

This efficient
post-processing algorithm for HDTV. The proposed

algorithm can reduce both blocking artifacts and

paper presents a computationally

mosquito noise while preserving the sharpness and
naturalness of the reconstru-

cted video signal. Performance improvements
compared with other techniques are obtained

according to simulation results.
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2.1 The measure of blocking effects
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£ 1. PSNR for the different de-blocking

methods

Flower Table

garden Lena tennis

MPEG 19.99 30.12 24.19

Ramamurthi's 18.67 28.85 23.93
algorithm

John's 19.00 28.39 24.45
algorithm

Proposed 20.00 30.98 25,35
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