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Abstract

Generally, video coding method will come to lose the features of DCT coefficients of a block if

the method uses the quantization parameter depending on the bitrate control, and consequently it

influence the image quality of video.

In this paper, we propose a new method using the following three steps : calculating an averaging

(Averaging of Sum, AS) value in each pixel’s block of images, earning an average value of
differences between each pixels and AS (Differential Averaging Block Pixels, DABP), and finally
achieving an improved coefficient values by the DABP and DCT coefficients. Simulation results

show that the quality of moving picture could be improved by the proposed method.
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Fig. 1. Block diagram of MPEG-2.
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Fig. 2. MPEG quantization parameters (intra).
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