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Table 1. PSNR of decompression image(sample)

Image Range block size
8x8 [8] 4x4 2x2
1 26.2838 32.7545 37.0964
2 26.3346 33.9352 38.7508
3 25.9185 32.5112 37.0680
4 27.3077 32.8104 38.7258
5 25.7284 33.8392 37.8626
6 27.3358 33.5896 37.8904
7 26.9465 32.8861 37.2261
8 27.2096 33.6670 37.5968
9 26.6480 33.3287 37.8800
10 26.1075 33.5312 37.8568
Table 2. One-way ANOVA
Source of | oo | 4t | Mss F P-
variance value
Between | ga5 71| 2 | 318.35 | 993.7 | 0.00
Groups
Within 865 | 27 | 032
Groups
Total 645.36 29
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