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Abstract

Image denoising as one of image enhancement methods has been studied a lot in the spatial and transform
domain filtering. Recently wavelet transform which has an excellent energy compaction and a property of
multiresolution has widely used for image denoising. But a transform based on human visual system is visually
useful if an end user is human beings. Therefore, Gabor cosine and sine transform which is considered as human
visual filter is applied to image denoising areas in this paper. Denoising performance of the proposed transform is
compared with those of the derivatives of Gaussian transform being another human visual filter and of discrete
wavelet transform in terms of PSNR. With three levels of various noises, experimental results for real images show
that the proposed transform has better PSNR performance of 0.41dB than DWT and 0.14dB than DGT.

Keywords - dencising, human visual filter, GCST, DWT, DGT

I. M8 # A E(blurring) BFE o7t 44 FEAAE ¥

P wAYdYd dey PHoz IA Yrojdd. d¥

g4 FAY AE Az o = G4 FAY g 4% TUFY HHL H4¥ vdY ez FEHA o
& Aol #ee dBe 3 w=rh FeAAY =g EH2E 47 Wiener eI} T Y gh(median) BEI7F AHE
2o g ¥Ee] g Fad ExL pzau 3 Otk BEIY UL ddolRd dY, Fug 49, o)y
498 A5 E AAS G4 A¢ FAAsed Qeony, A WA YHo R dEdn. FA¢ g9 HEe DFTE
ol= GAHA Mo Was AA ;aiqaoﬂ 3= Bgo o1& AgFas ojd EAde FIg ARToR
2 oUW Y7 Bok e A7 Holgh Aoty oy s YH IS AFSE Aol doly A& wEe IR
A WEL 7|RH ARG Asstgen 24z ATyo) {covariance) 2] 2HAE o] &8+ PCA(Principal
qith dwk gabe] FS L PEE Gaussian BE 2 7b4gst  Component Analysis)9b HE(kurtosis)oh & 1 F
of g FAol HAMon, 2 JAAME Tl e AL o]&3tE ICA(ndependent Component Analysis)
W (speckle) F&o) AHEHYNZ MRI 949l Rician 99l 12w ARl Alzbe) go] 75 dile] An2)

Fee nAol] 2dHee aFg 4 2 g AOES ¥FE 94Y odux FI=g geds
2o AAs) A Tz Aes LS S A (multiresolution) A2 FAE 7txjxn Jeos 44 F&
E}HEE o] Abgstgon 1 dnz B gate] & 2117%011 $28 A& ATt FH2ol s Bol dFH

i ok Ao AFoel nFu HRE FEI Y3t

« A7) n A4S A T Xﬁ"”“)r 19 53 F 714 HEE A4E 5L FiE
qd44dA: ‘—2008. 7,‘_11 4 A &% #2008, 10. 07 WEEE Aea 22 9 g Q»}E )‘125
ARG AR : 2008. 10. 29 25 g AeEe] FAohA AW Az F3¢ 53



254 / GCSTE o] 48 AN Z4EH 44 &5 AFA

of & 4%& nAA FA AAE & A Zoth UAD
g9 AF7t THARY e gL FEFoR FH 02
2 AAstn doA A5 goz ddolBd HEg 3
sto] A F2e) FE AAE 45 Y¢S FL¥
Donoho’} AFo2 EAE Adtsts WHBIe 2EY
olFol EEA AA dig o 7pA BPEC] AAHR
k. & AFEL AAHD & AFES 22 §A%
¥ hard &H(thresholding) W& 2 &5 AFEo] A
2 AAHA Z3tdd Edblp) A4e 2AAt o &
g By Hstd & AFES EHA UE A
(shrink)A 71 & soft &8 7|¥o] AL, dtyog

hard 7|¥E} S8 &3 A4 8€E& BAdch dEAA
soft F¥ Wwyozi: VISUShrink[4], SUREShrink(5],
BayesShrink[6], NormalShrink[7] &°] lew o3 =
E Uy e DWTE B39 €& Aud= Agd BEAE
L5 93 FEAA T¥& EAh

4 FEE AASE & gnFol Bo] EAFAU
B =RdAe ABNGHAEe RdEA AL HE Gabor
Cosine® Sine $4(GCS)E ZAeAA &8 A &3t A
& veobstna gtk GCS & RE3sid v P
& FAsA, o] FHFE Y FS AL FIAF dgeR
U B8y Fus AsEL AHF, A5, 2159 A
Bow FusHn dAAY Av|le BE FHE Zevh FE
o #GFstE nFF AR EF AFE 002 HAsn
Uoix HFe AFS AR BEEo2 gugdstd Fed
#AAIT = Wy elrt

ATANZAA T 49498 Eddyste w34 T+
P2 Y22 dFY Ao Gaussian EEFF] HaAF
45 H Gabor Baggeolrk. 44 g 98N
Azt Fa4 BaEe Fo8 RIHE A¢HaAEL 4
Agez 058 Zed FL2 AFFEZY e FoR
1A A% T 239 938 NTH Fag I94A4 B
th g REE 5 ALE dndch Bagelr] wE
o AAAY 8§ EokMe 4dA5 FEUA  Gabor
Cosine(GC) =& 34 HE<¢ Gabor Sine(GS) #+71 o
A @o] 29t Younge AZAAEY F8%49 eI}
Gabor BA284180) Gaussian ¥59 v # (Derivative of
Gaussian: DG) @2 © AH3I FIHES EYonls]
DG 45 EAU4Y, $44F9 94 4, 94 ZIH
&, AAA F3, ZFEGA B A& dg B 5 U
9] QztAZbRe o) Thers 2y 48 wR BAE A
& Bloom¥ Reedd] 93iA Al==f2m, Hermite, GC,
DGl 3 5o N dFHEaETHE R GC 5
7b b $4Ee RQd10]l =3 Fag 49E #58
A B&atr] gJste] gAY vl 2AFE AHEEA JARS
E e AR 44 94 5ol &3 HIL

AA A AL AE F849E BHS 2dYse F
ol HaAde HHEt 43E o HREANLA A
£ Aol opym, AANZG 42 A 34 ARE HF

ALEREQ QI Al BolE Aol 2 FeAe] ZrEETh
Z, ATANAAAE nsiA 4L ERdE AL o
gl AEUFSy T FFAELAYS 2L 3
Ao AAARdETG 48 & AW Az Az
2o dodt A9 24 5 ok Aok

Gabor B89 AFRE GCY 58 GSE £
3t} Z|AFFE FAHT GCS HWEGabor Cosine and
Sine Transform: GCST)e] QIZHA|ZHHE] 2 A A =zpo] 23
A AEATHILL GCS 4 AR ANGAEY £8
gl 7 vlksA AdHE DG gt ARFaE
o] Brd e By m, AAYF Bobd HEsto Az
vl g} ozl FFEAME DGT, DCT, DWTEY $5:3%
< 4¥& 539 B4

B =F2 GCSTE 94 #AsAANd H&sden, 7€
B23e Zgol AAY 949 PSNR ¥ 7I¥EcheE Ag

N

a AAY A WHriske AeE ¥ ADAGEH
GCST< DGTY Blael glew, tEol HZ I

4%

ZEAA, BE 94EF, 1T ALY A 2" A5
T DWTs= uasch 23 Aexgas JE o
Fenlet FaAseae AFEE AREAT, AL
GCST7} Az e oluz Fi 49 AU Hx
Ao

2@ ME GCST, DWT, DGT ##g 7hds] 49y
i, 3 AEs Foedd 28 4 F3AA e A
ek, 4Fs AR GAECHE ol & HIEY A4
T A9d%E vusa, vixger 48 Reth

II. GCST, DHT, DET H# i

AAZYE| 2 n# e Gabor ZAMIH ARI g4 2
2] 3 Gaussian W% 5o ¥ FFE HAAste YHE
s AFstn, A2 FIAAN Bol HEsto
AEg veEhE dolny] vEe duEn

2.1 Gabor FA}¢13} Apel Wl
Gabor AN Algl W3e] AHEEHE 149 GCo GS &
e 44 g 2o

1 217?
COSwW; T

1=1,3,5,7 1)

1 T2g? .
e sinw; z,

siz) = i=2,4,6,8 @

27 o;
¢(z)9} s,(z)e 2tz Gabor H42g59 d49 3¢ B§
o sFdch @ Fage AHEAdHE JFAE
S @ nEsE GCE A3, 7MY B Fiee 19
SHgdEE GSE AMgstdth UH A 67 SR EH=
GCs GSE& i Abgstdalll & fxeA A 7%



BRI - A= Be HNEE 9% 4 9 2008. 10/ 255

(29 87 GC% GS FFEL AR SHHAW HudA g 9o e A hin) e AL 235 YR o
B2 el AuATS AR FH o) sE g gy 98 A% JWH AY Be AF j)e AT
u(z) 2 WS 28 12 5@)% )8 4T A4z 9 5 gon gex 2oHI2l
38 uy(z) 9} wyl(z)E BAFE Zolth wl2)e A T+ g(n}=(—1)"ﬁ(1-—n), gln)=(=1)"k(1—n) (7
A FRerz JFFE, wle)e 2AY FFoA & a9 32 ¢ "HES 204 o]33n dewazs xdd
foez Rt Y NARFE R ug A% FH o) = 4AUE o(n) o AFH 4eez A
gy Us dov 4 WE(column vector)®E EAHE 1& 3 HMEHE B4 Fof doly & woen 74T A
4 A5 fE oed go] ZANFY ddzes wdd o, 29 dk) & YHAVE ¢ln) o nFH JRrozw nF
=]

o s SHLEE E78 Fol oy £& wez 7AF Aol
f=Ue @) o gwrdoz sHFEs) dojE £ gk gake BE W
A7Z1A ce ZIARFEY AF dEelth a3 HWEE » &g slhEid 298w 13de AE AR 02
e=Uc—f2 A, A2A40AE 2E AF c& & AYst dolE F8 202 /A2 F, 27 HPske F
=3d ohgw 2ol 49 FHUEE EFANY Az dPU5E A4 F
=0T 'UTfF=A"f (4) Ak 22HY Azl FAe diEiME g5 @ 7 dder Z

2209 AEQ G4 Fol 9 BAL AEsd AF g3 A4S §Y 28] B
Cs g BAE e
F=UucuT (5)
C=ATFA 6)
a9 2+ 2499 9 AEEE GCSTY 6470 71A 9
golth. AFm AE, #47 43 W AR, ddd 43
AEE FEsT 79SS A9 F Uk

2% 1. GCSTY wuy(z) & uylx) 71485
Fig. 1. uy{z) and us(z) basis functions of GCST

a9 2. 229 GCSTY 71494

2.2 dojpngl Wiz Fig. 2. Basis images of 2-dimensional GCST
Fi4 49e B dojng BHe JAtHe) A} ® 1. D798 28 A

&3 gon AgdE FoAA 28] ¥ Bo] AT Table 1. Filter Coefficients of D79

2 9t wadls. wd AoLe We A FueAE o hm | ﬁﬁ

AFH JRE, F AW FRAAE nFS 42 ¥d N BT o
A

_?_
AsatAl she BE A7) (multiscale) 2 A3 & A n=0 | 085269867 0-78848562
ot GuFEA AHEEE Holmdl wW@e olFHwW w1 037740285 | 041809227
N o neE
A,

(biorthogonal) Al & & ‘?}52:3}‘“ HE 7L 4% dnE

‘ - g
on ’—‘i 2 I -0. 11062440 -0.04068942

<}FE2 JPEG2000% v APFAZ(FBDY AE 94 - -
e olFAm olral D79" Apg-oh D799l A AS - on=3  -0.02384946  -0.06453888 |
© E 1o deht g AFR 48 ANM g4 == | n=t4 T 00378284%T |

29w 7709 Bel AS hn) S, AN Ex 45Y : - - ——



256 / GCSTE ol &% AN AH 93 &< AA

2.3 Gaussian W]¥ W3

Gaussian Y& W3 (Derivative of Gaussian Transform:
DGT)Y 71ARSE &7 2L Gaussian &5 golz)
IR M g (c)S o] &8 Aol

2%

4™
» 9n(@) =~y o) (8)

golz) = 1 .

0 \/270
Bloom# Reedt A FAEE RFSE 7IAEF g(0) &
2Este 8719 71, E AEsig ool sjEAF B
Fold &85, EFo)d 7¥Fo)BE BAye TFE U
2 ANEE VAgsE dASAt Mg srt 2ASE
GCSTolA A9g Zin U wes Hagd /g +
A 5 ded, 94 dNT FA4 AA4x g9 4 5%
()22 TYsA BddEt. 29 45 249 Aol A& H
= DGT9 6478 71AG4oln, 17 29 GCST A% A
WAl 2ge fFASAT B §& 4o gre 73

< & 5 9l

q(n ¢, (m)

a9 3. 23d ¢]lFF A deolBd "E W=z
Fig. 3. Two channel biorthogonal wavelet filter banks

i it ¥
B it %

29 4. 23¢9 DGTY 71A94
Fig. 4. Basis images of 2-dimensional DGT

m. &2 #A

23 FRA3E fGg), FENEE nlij)en d F
&0 #7td 4% glij)E & 2o xdd

g{4,5) = f(i,5) +n(i,j) (9)
FEAAY F8 9FE gl )Ry QA 38 f6)DH
SAE fi,5)8& = Aot adEE ox AZE

e(a)=fe))—fi N2 Agsd  FFASL A Mean
Squared Error: MSE)+= t}&3
1 M N ar
MSE= m@?jﬁ (4,5) 10

degse A5E #93tr] 989 RMSE(Root MSE)
£ AMstgon, of RMSEZF d7td F&e EFHARD
HEFE 2 HEY S veghlle Roldh nEa HEEY
¥ F7FE vidr] YslA PSNR(Peak Signal-to-Noise
Ratio)& AH&-3td o
255

PSNR=20 Iogmw [dB] (11)

256X256 AHAAl WM 8/ ZIAFFE AHESE
GCSTY DGTE FH5 498 29 5@ARP 8%X8 = 64
Mo 2oz FEaA Bewd. 7 B2 aZvE 32X
32 HAoln 12 EAY 9% Yu 2EL T Wy BT
g e FR5E ZE ARSE wol gl BA" A
z3 gdoln, LEX ¢ BEL AR & F359 7
AGF ugol A 24D A 5 FHR5 ol AF
k. & 23 19 A W4 P4 e 49 949 A
8x8 o] AFat= Roz I 2004 A AA 71AY
Ao} Aol

RE Zu4 Ude AMgste gAsE Aol A
A g(i,)) 8 At of F$9 RMSEE #3949 X%
A9 A9 SASA U Aotk AT ALHE
259 9A9 A5E 2 Adsd ArH Y= FeA
57 A3 AAY 94 658 2¢ F Ao, RMSE
Ze9 EFAJEG HolAA B Aotk gwHow
2 nFTW JPo|mE $= g B EAH: B
29 A Uvix gde) AFs2 2489 g6 R
ol $4an Aol AAY AN fG)E U5

S

Oo-h-YlJ‘rﬂl
= ¥ o
B3

714848 AT GCSTe DGTE 2¥ 5@A
d RE Foe 49& AVt $YSA £t 9
el delBgl e oy 5b)AE AFIH 492 A4
3 £&@sta, nFs 9 A 2 38 5b)e 3
b @Al deolBgl #8& HogE

Akl 71 DWT 382 9 9% AFAHES A
g veA] 4 MEA=d disja FEAE A8 soft
T Hyoz A7 A+-ES eIk dHE ATED
4 AFAHLER IDWTE S8t o 94E& F48r)
olgAl g DWT 2 3 4% Hed Wiener ¥
Buo dso] $5%<& Changol B HH6EL

B =R 9889 H45E nlusy] #ay dojr
8 e 1a 2 284 4, 4, dN dge AFH
HAXNH st A" £F 2718 GCST, DGTS &



o -

N2 B Bk 9% 4% 2008 10/ 257

dstAl 18 5a)e delxd w3l F¥(wavelet packet
decomposition) HEIE 2= 2 DWTE 334
a9 59 £AE /‘P%% EE4E Ay A% A
ojn}, §Aol AEE BE MEE Anxast ALY F
YA HEpE o dE a“&, ALgE EEST) L, 3, 4, 6,
9old Zzt 2 74 HFeE EES AHESATh o714
3, 62 AzA Feolw, 1, 4 95 AAAY Y2 22
& A9g gojrh whek Ao Fejel 104 A9
144 874319 & 4 a, b& E?JOH'E €.
26 4 N ; { T,_, | |

47 !
89 R '

4

e

o

jwall [®3] C\J!’—‘

(a) 1))
oy 5 Fu4 oo Bg

Fig. 5. Decomposition of frequency domain
CAE 9 FE

2H-2 GCST, DGT, DWTY #3 1 =4
TBHA vtz Feolth webAa FrhE o
7AAFI7 Q1§ oW HhHE 2] ¥ne

Ao dFFoRFE Edded A5 E
E5 9= AgE Ad9se o4 ¥
¥ hard #EH# 22 A48-¢ H 459 o
€ 4 A& Aol

f—-l?i"ﬁ"i 31@2—?‘31 AEQ Lenast AESE Edsie
Pentagon 283 &Y T4 & @o] L% Goldhille A}
£3589t #49 A% W4 PSNRY RMSEo|th &)
PSNRe} th8-3l= RMSE #tol #7He #59 ¥&dxn
o o FHA el W] ’S’—Q HYsl AAT Aoz

HY F Urh FHFo] 0oli, 3FHY EEHA o, = 75
15, 3022 Gaussian ‘134»‘57&%% wAlsle] @ gt A
7hetolen, B89 A9 275 1T7HAR Hgstd A¥
< T35 Ah 2k WE A8d WFELe ugy 2o

GCST: 0, =64, w, = {x/16, 3n/16, 57/16, 7r/16,

9r/16, 117/16, 137/16, 157/16}

oﬁ}ll«m
-r‘-f-}ﬂ

DWT: 1
DGT: 0=30, n= 10, 3, 8, 17, 28, 41, 58, 77}

Lena 9% 4%, #7r¥ Gaussian WA#RE9) 3714 7
B R&Fg9aoA GCSTe PSNRe] 714 $48n 2 E}%
o] DGTeli1, DWT7F 74 ¥ PSNRE »gn # 28
EEgaot 759 A9EM 2 dwEe Fu PSNRE
GCST#F DGT7F AA A ez A9d B245 3679

A, DWTE Az gz A9 55 497904 2
A gk a1 ojte EES AHEEE I RERY F59
qgo] ] AA A&so HAA PSNRE ZaA ot z+ #
@9 Hu PSNROIA #lF3l= RMSE &S ¥olA 49
HE 37td Fge R 7580 o 2A vrehA
HH3] "EHo] o] Fojd A& AT 5 Uk
a2 62 Lo mEHExSE 158 ASLEH GCSTH

DWTE E54 1670, DGTE 2170904 Ho) PSNRE 2
Akl PSNR 29dA 2¥ GCST, DGT, DWT £4
2 A% +5¥E ¢ & Aok

#Az7F 3090 AL GCST, DWT, DGTE 44 &

9/}1 47y, 970l A Hdl PSNRE #4sigien, 2zt ¥
%4 PSNR& 2461, 24.11, 2447dBolH, Zd3} 94 219
790 YEbg ok 29 79 o, =309 F&olA DWT 23
g4& PSNRo] GCSTRt} 05dBWE AHa&d, 1, =,
w, #g|gte, of §o] thx MWElA &&= (smearing
out) 84¢ & F AUdh. 28y ATANDEHRE nEHe
GCST$F DGTE 183 BTz sy Mg 38
NAH oz & 5 gk

X 2. Lena 94 A%, 0,=75
Table 2. Performance of Lena image, o, =7.5

A% | PSNR(B) RMSE
| 224 GCST|DWT| DGT |GCST|DWT| DGT
1 |21384]21.729019.741| 21 745| 20.898| 26273
T3 124280|24.389/21.577] 15579 15.385|21.267
4(01) |25.070[25.195| 22.043 14.225] 14.022] 20,155
6 |26.398|25526/26.060]12.208( 13.496( 12.692
| 9(0)) |27.802)25.823)27.491]10.385]13.043] 10.765
10 128.123/27.276/27.827110.009]11.034]10.356
| 15 120455/28:563]20.285] 8586 | 9514 | 8756
' 16(00) |29.885(20.647|29.564] 8.171 | 8398 | 8479
21 |30.69228.955/30.603] 7.446 | 9.005 | 7523
"25(00) |31.366|20.303|31.179] 6891 | 8.737 | 7.040
|28 131.434]20802(31.320] 6.837 | 8.250 | 6920
'} 36 |31.661|30.176/31.550; 6.660 | 7.902 | 6.746 |
|36(01)|31.899|29.136[31.794] 6.480 | 8.907 | 6559
43 131.624130.502/31.607 6688 7611 | 6702
| 49 13141930.882[31.480] 6,848 | 7.285 | 6,801
49(00) |31.424]30.277]31.412] 6.844 | 7.810 | 6.854
|51 131 256|30.833]31 225 6,978 7326 | 7.003

24 36709 4970 AALYH AaRa F FHe

9tk X 244 O2 FAE EE49 7 69

ddEe]l A G2 Ry AE AES AAZ

gHz 238 A9 R0k

iﬂzqgi 74 9438 PSNRS 47] 984 17 59
g 2% o u8std GCST7F DWTS DGTRTh

RS R

iogm\m
!ﬂin&

off 2 o

o
# oft

P4

3 4%E& vEhile. HtE Gaussian ¥

4o fiz



258 / GCSTE o] &8

AN ZAH Y 93 Z5 AA

BEAA7E S5 wepA AbRE EES7E FAaEHA
F o) PSNRe] 2489tk %, Lena 949 Wside o, =
75, 15, 30°1¥ AL BEEF7F 2k 36, 16, 9 ClA Ao
PSNRe] GCSTeolA doiyten], g PSNR #& 31.90,
2774, 2461dB2 72430 oA EEUAE F7HA7]
H Fge aFst ARl F7Ey] gEeld, Hgol Fe
o] dFqE FhAIY] A Y 9 nF8 Foe
BEo] wjAlg 22 Ao EEE AMgdoF gk whef A}
£ J7sd B2 £E 47 ol3E AFEU(, 3, 47D
DWTe] PSNRe] 7H¢ $53 3 2 v§ GCST, DGT €
Aol o]RAL dlojBg Wi AFy A HF =
53 AL uisiy FHYFA AEHE olf7t Edh
EE §71 474 oldold DWTZL Adsol 74 dolAn
GCST7} 7t 43 A%E B Fch

Pentagon G4l AE ¥7l€ Gaussian WAEg9 37}

A BE BEAXNA GCSTY PSNRe] 714 ¢35z,
EZAx 759 1594 DGT, ¥FHA 30904 DWT
7V 1 9% gEvh 1Y 89 BEHEAV 75U A-SolA
7z} ¥gke] Hol PSNRE GCSTE A4 Y ez Mgs
224 367}, DWTE 547F, DGTE 437404 2Astgd e
oz p NR~ 31.27, 30.72, 31.21dBo]t}.

2y 9 BEAAE 159 H 9ol Pentagon 449 #5

7+ | %'—%% 1682 siste] BoJFE Heln, 1d Ya)
t A4 v E Yt FL FHo] old Y JAE
g ol GCSTE ¥F4 1570, DWTE 1674, DGT
= 2170<) M ) PSNRE 2Asgon, Ad PSNRE Z
2} 27514, 27.341, 27.343dBolt}. ¥l S PSNRel xF #o)
A ALl Hedd®E gd 4L AdzAZEEY
GCSTS DGTE 74$7F DWTHY AzZHos 47t $4
g8 2 4 Utk 53 A3 Ao e ALY RoA
a Aol g FAF 5 Yok

PSNR(dB)

0Fs -e- GCST | 4
[ S owr .
- OGT !
y L L L L
] 10 20 30 40 50 60
Number of Coefficient Biock

2% 6. Lena 942 PSNR, o, =15
Fig. 6. PSNR of Lena image, ¢, =15

(a) {b)

(e) )
2% 7. (a) Lena 394 o, =30, (b) GCST, (c) DWT,
(d) DGT
Fig. 7. {a) Noisy Lena image o, =30, (b) GCST, (¢)
DWT, (d) DGT

>4

PENR(dE)

1% 8. Pentagon 944 PSNR, o, =75
Fig. 8. PSNR of Pentagon image, o, =75

29 109 EEAAIE 308 AS, GCSTS DGTE £
4 671, DWTE 470914 #2 RMSEE @Astao0, 4
& RMSE: 27 1531, 1550, 157101 ch. RMSEZF #&9]
EFAEY o vlo g gA435ong 498 B JFe
o] AAHAEE & F At

Lena$t Pentagon F G4t sy % &
GCSTelM dden, EFAX7L 759 1590 7

< PSNR
+¥ GCST

rlo



BRI - N9 Be HXiE 9% 4 3% 2008. 10 /259

EZ4oA o PSNR(H 4 RMSE)E 44 Ay o g FEAA wdHol AL B ¢ ik A2
i, & gL 22937 090 DWTZF 713 3 B #8900 v 255 o) 547 ¥g 2% JExez 9
E4Z2 AH239 AT Hd PSNR(H4 RMSE)E GCSTE B3} 288 37] goln o] ASos 94z HE7t o
o} o zlt}, &84 3 Aot}
FUETE 2 Fio usid 5438 488 #3584

00lx, Fibo] o7l FURE yt g Yoz
FoAH [~ V30, V30,] Aoje] g Zerh PG

y=2v30,(x~05) (12)

714 z& [0,1]rlo)e] FUREE et FURE F

2o " F 9439 Hd PSNR¥} HAi RMSEe]l % 3 2
of vbel} 9lom, o] Gaussian Fgol WF At 2
g3 2244 Hdl PSNRS 5§ ow PSNR HEE ®
ety oz FAS dHE At

28 —

241

: L L .
10 20 30 40 50 85
Number of Coeflicient Block

2% 10. Pentagon 9449 RMSE, o, =30
Fig. 10. RMSE of Pentagon image, o, =30
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