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Fractal Image Compression Using Partitioned Subimage
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ABSTRACT

This paper suggests the method to shorten the search area by using edge detection
and subimage partition. For the purpose reduce encoding time, The Domain areas are
reduced 1/64 by partitioning original image to subimage, and classified them into edge
area and shade area so that detect only the area in the same class. for achieving an
encoding with good fidelity, tried to differ the search method as the threshold value of
edge which is included in subimage. and compared the compresssion rate and fidelity
when set the the size of range block as 4X4 and 8X8.
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