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Abstract :

Compared to the former H.264 standard, the number of the prediction modes has

highly increased in HEVC intra prediction. Compression efficiency and accurate prediction are

significantly improved. However, the computational complexity increases as well. To solve this
problem, this paper proposes the new scheme where not only prediction modes but also block
partition candidate are early chosen. Compared to the original intra prediction in HEVC, the

proposed scheme achieves about 38% reduction in processing cycles with a marginal loss in

compression efficiency.
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