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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we assessed the subjective and objective quality of the images on low bit-rate which used
the H.264 intra coding and JPEG2000. The result of our experiments shown the subjective and objective
quality assessment of the intra coded image of H.264 high profile is better than JPEG2000. But, the blocking
artifact is obvious because of the big difference of DCT and wavelet transform and quantization. it will be
necessary to propose a new transform algorithm for the optimal quality.
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