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Abstract

In this paper, we propose an efficient algorithm for wavelet-based still image coding method that utilizes the
rate—distortion (R-D) theory. Since conventional tree-structured image coding schemes do not consider the rate-distortion
theory properly, they show reduced coding performance. In this paper, we apply an rate-distortion optimized embedding
(RDE) operation into the set partitioning in hierarchical trees (SPIHT) algorithm. In this algorithm, we use the
rate~distortion slope as a criterion for the coding order of wavelet coefficients in SPIHT lists. We also describe modified
set partitioning and rate-distortion optimized list scan methods. Experimental results demonstrate that the proposed method
outperforms the SPIHT algorithm and the rate-distortion optimized embedding algorithm with respect to the PSNR (peak
signal~to-noise ratio) performance.
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E 1. Lena, Barbara ¥4te|l PSNR M & H|1 (dB)
Table 1. PSNR performance comparison (dB)

Bitrate Lena
SPIHT| JPEG RDOC-S
(bop) | 191" | opoopgy | ROEM!| RDOC | iy
00315] %8 %51 | 066
006%5 | 28.10 R4 | 032
0125 | 3084 | 3104 | 3130 | 312 | 03
025 | 3383 | 3414 | 3420 | 3421 | 036
05 | 3691 | 3730 | 3720 | 3721 | 030
07 | BB 389 | 024
10 | 3993 | 4040 | 4030 | 4035 | 042
20 | 4367 4481 | 114
Bitrate Barbara
(bpp) | SPIHTI3] JPE[%ZOOO RDOC —%BI?{CT
00315 | 214 2255 041
00655 | 2321 2340 0.18
015 | 48 | %43 | 50 0.18
025 | 2740 | 840 | 2186 045
05 301 | 322 | 3.7 075
075 | 3420 3455 035
10 3604 | 3716 | 3674 0.70
20 28 264 0.36

E 1~8 32 & =EdA At EE 19 5o B
¢} Lena, Barbara, Goldhill, Boats$} 2& USC ¥+ 4
47} Hotel, Finger} 22 JPEG 2000 & g4 A
3l A& AgAToelt)

B A A8d YHEL EF D12 x 512 AVE
7} ™, 8 bpp(bits per pixel)2] YA (monochrome) <
AEolth, B AgdxE 2561 (003125 bpp), 1281
(0.0625 bpp), 64:1 (0.125 bpp), 32:1 (0.2 5Sbpp), 16:1
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E 2 Goldhil, Boats Z4t2] PSNR M& H|I (dB)
Table 2. PSNR performance comparison of Goldhill and
Boats images (dB)

M NEER A& REg o1 g7t ¢

E 4. Lena, Barbara, Goldhil, Boats, Hotel 3 Finger
Gaboll chst XMel SEE "W (X)

Table 4. Complexity comparison of Lena, Barbara, Gold
hill, Boats, Hotel and Finger images (seconds)s

Bitrat Goldhill
itrate RDOC Bitrate Lena Barbara
(bpp) | SPIHT3] | RDOC | (bpp) | SPHTI3)| RDOC | SPHTI3]] RDOC
0.03125 25,39 5.9 0.60 003125 | 041 17.16 0.4 1695
0.0625 27.00 27.25 025 0.0625 0.44 21.14 042 1847
0.125 28.77 29.16 0.39 0.125 050 2364 050 2%
0.25 30.86 31.37 051 0.25 0.62 27.39 061 23.48
05 3405 34.00 -0.05 05 083 31.33 081 26.97
075 3580 36.37 057 0.75 108 3301 1.06 2940
10 37776 3804 028 1.0 1.23 34.78 1.20 2.08
20 4302 43.89 087 2.0 2.06 3881 2.06 37.04
Bitrat Boats Bitrate Goldhill Boats
Hate Pl | RDOC RDOC (pp) | SPHTI3)] RDOC | sPHTEI| RDOC
(bop) ~SPIHT 00315 | 045 18.17 044 1692
0.03125 2391 2447 056 0.0625 0.44 2114 0.42 1995
00625 2573 26.09 0.35 0.125 0.48 2362 050 21.92
0.125 27.76 28.%6 051 025 062 2570 062 2512
025 30.82 30.84 0.03 05 0.87 29.23 0.4 29.14
05 34.90 3418 2003 0.75 1.03 3161 1.02 3090
075 3643 37.02 0.60 1.0 1.30 33.12 128 33.08
10 3882 8% 015 2.0 2,08 38.20 202 3867
20 4336 4459 1.23 ( Bitrate Hotel Finger
E 3. Hotel, Finger ¥4Atel PSNR Al v (dB) (bpp) | SPIHT{3]] RDOC | SPIHT[3]] RDOC
Table 3. PSNR performance comparison of Hotel and 0.03125 042 15.73 0.44 16.34
Finger images (dB) 0.0625 (.44 17.06 0.44 1697
Totel 0.125 050 21.22 050 1953
Bitrate 025 061 2378 0.83 2150
(bop) SPIHT(3] RDOC RDOC 05 0.81 2748 097 25,37
—SPIHT 075 106 29.81 102 2794
0.03125 20.85 2114 0.29 10 120 3211 128 2087
0125 24.97 24.98 001
B 25 o5 24 (05 bpp), 1067:1 (0.75 bpp), 81 (L0 bpp), 41 (20
075 U5 3471 096 bpp)e 4E&S AAMET. SPIHTE RDOC W4 2
1.0 36.30 36.95 065 T dede Reslolng Hos/Bosle FEg v
2.0 41.46 4220 0.74 ESoA AXE 4 gk
Bitrate Finger ¥ 1~ ¥ 394 5 RAAH, AotE RDOC WH4&
RDOC g A9 oJ Al o o] E‘ E e
_SPIHT RDEXT $& 4%& Rolw, JPEG 20007 243
Wl | DU B 038 H%e H4e & 4 Aok Aolud wad Arse
0.0625 20.19 2051 0.32 HEssde AUES AUoe WE Huel e
0125 21.73 2206 0.32 D
025 24.05 24.23 018 g
05 27157 27.39 -0.18 e
075 290.38 2956 0.49 X1~ ¥ 3 20 s g o] #4E
10 3113 3106 -0.08 ottt WA ABED Haste] BN He Fni|
20 3689 3118 029 Agste Rojdel Bt Be folnd A%st EA
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© #iE Fof (SPHT) () &tchE ¥ (RDOC) () &oHE & (SPHT) (o) &iE &9 (RDOC)

% 6. 25612 AEER S55HE Lena G4 a2 8 256119 AHER HS35E Barbara G4
Fig. 6. Decoded Lena images at 256:1 ratio Fig. 8. Decoded Barbara images at 2561 ratio

(@) SPIHT (30.84 dB) (b) RDOC (31.22 dB) (@) SPIHT (24.85 dB) (b) RDOC (25.03 dB)

(c) & HY (SPIHT) (d) &= ¥ (RDOC) © #E g9 (SPHT) () EHE Y99 (RDOC)
a2 7. 6419 A=ER 253 Lena YA O3 9. 6412 UEER 53 5E BabaraBdt
5ig. 7. Decoded lLena images at 64:1 ratio Fig. 9. Decoded Barbara images at 64:1 ratio
s, vl E &R ARER H3538 45 HojA it BEYTE HEE-ITY 4 @) AF dojy=
slof el 942 Barbara, Hotel, Finger $°] ¢l d], A<t RDOC Wrejoll A= o]2]dt oA Eado] Ao
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