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ABSTRACT
A simple postprocessing algorithm is proposed to reduce the blocky artifacts of Block Discrete Cosine Transform
(BDCT) coded images. Since the blocky noise is mostly antisymmetric relative to the block boundaries, we model the
blocky noise as one-dimensional antisymmetric functions made by superposing DCT basis functions. Observing the
frequency characteristics of the noise model, we approximate its high frequency components as those of step functions.
Then the proposed postprocessing algorithm eliminates the carefully selected high frequency components of step
functions in the one-dimensional 2N-point DCT domain, when the encoding block size is $N \times N$. It is shown that
the proposed algorithm can also be performed in the spatial domain without computational burden of transforms. The
experimental results show that the proposed algorithm well reduces the blocky artifacts in both subjective and objective

viewpoints.
LM = ¥ DCT(eTAR] W8 o 7128 PHSo) 8ol
AT Itk e of g FEEE 59
A BE TILE A8 GeEoN 79 49l DCT A48 PABE oz 858 AN
£ 7 AAR} o) Hol= FRPE] ehy
s s A B FAREE AAS) A 29 wEse
BRETF : 1975 98 68 FZ AANE FOIEE FYAA FLUES B

1860



B /DCTHISHE gielA Adgrzgid o¢ 7338 AAY

FAY = AHEEHYE T 7FIZEN 9%
IFRPRESA A 1Y FoE uRd F

THAA HLED AE Eole PRGBS
T AAANE Yle HEAFHY F= AT
zt e A2 FAAE fEgeen RS
€ ¢33 AAz=vE 847 Btk AQEE P
A HPMAISI6NTIS S I TF9 4
€ EY2EA HEY S A8 F AT 38
EAxe 48 F IFS JEEA d¥ FEF0]
yehhs g3l Atk

o] =EAME fol A TR EAHE BF
R3] 918 RN ¢rYdsE AP 7
Y32 FYRAE FTHLE WY YHE Ye
YEZ, DCT ATEE SHT 1349 iy g2
TIREE LY o] YA DCTAFE th
¥ 7IEAE F38 AR DCTAIF E0i7F %
A3t LAFEY YL WA dok 222 FHY
9 Fa 49 B0 @ B4 T3, 7EF
4 ZFY JEET ALY 2FY JRe=E
DA 2ad 23S AN ojdf Aldgr
i Alde] 37E FHAANN Yehbks 733
ZAREA FHAA Eot AGE GLAFS NXN
7HEE FEstE gl il 2NA DCT g0l
M Aggre] 9@ IFER JREE AAHE Aol
o B ALEE Fol7] 8t FPIHAN
g F ASE Bk

o] = AL v Zok 23NN E TARE
o 12 HA B 712E Y E AMAIgT 373
ME SRS 7128 FHFSAA gxe
2 AA 4o M AQtE dx2FE HA F
zote 349 FSAAC AHE Z3AE AABL S
BollM A FrgFe 4o A e ¥
A3 AEL Ptk

I. FaiE=e| By

2.1 21439 BY
JPEGE¢] BDCTol| 713t 4 33} 438§
7 & DCT 7| A& AHE-gitt

l ifk=0
N

2 @m+1 . O]
——= cos———— K otherwise
™ S SN 18

Cylk,m)=

km=0,1---,N-1

538 AL BA NxN 2YHE DCTASTE 7
2 I AgEo] did kA3 P& ATk 19 1
of N=82] 749 DCT 714 & EHEH, DCE A9
T AF 7|ALSFE AAAXNY o) AdFHoE
ARt 28 ¢ & Uk Yutgo g gAae AY
Fupg AR g URE AT on ¥
Aspel] 8 Jehhs 2T oiF-Ro] AFEw Al
ol AFHLE, FYRA L U 22} g2 R
FHoh iAoz Axgels AL 48 F Slok
Z z} WgA o gF exle) HF-E 00w 7MY
g o, B4 oZ(mn)olT T 7 23}o) i
JaAdol itk 7Hg3ha FUE o)A gl expe 2

T

o

>

N-t N=1

oX(mm)= Y ¥ o2k DIC,kmPICyLWF, ()

¥=0 1=0
mn=0,1--- N-1

o] FE2 AN /M9 gol S AFTAe
oAt AFE AL FAARS AP L3} 4
WAL AT ol WAl o TEnE P4
oA 7EAA ARNN AgRoks) FYZHEo] i}
Wil ik olee FHESL FET Yehks A
olmz Y19 vehd A3t 2ol QWY F 7
49 Ex H2Y02 PHE HE x= ((0) -
*N-D)Y & Aol Falelo] ol & HTH3] THEE)
vehhe 299 Qe shagte) BEE 19 39
o9} ol VEhdth 2N PYRA Bapkel
A7 AN EE 237t W Ae] RS RS @
# 9k

228 2

218N FYFE-2 Na} DCT AF5 A5
Qg et o8 A FHLEd, 1393 F0EY
FEE 7Y FAE FAHLE vY HeZ el

1861



HE R AIRCEE 987 Vd, 23 No. 7

o LLLILLTT

it

ol ‘ll |

k =1 I l I k=5 L I r ]

"l] [ ! [
k=2|lTI|'IIk=SJTl|*I|!
k=31— Il4 ill

2. 82 DCT 71 - ¥
Fig1. 8-point DCT basis functions.

| VTTTITTTTITT]

it

|
X

1

LITTIIT

33 2. AR 5 7Y 8§ == AZFE e 74
Fig. 2 of pixel vectors form the rows and columns of two

neighboring blocks.
T original
20 a encoded
200
180 N
160
E 140
%
120
100
80 | . .
v
60 5
. . .
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

213 994 8x8 DCTRE3E /3ol el o,
Fig. 3 Typical pixel values in a vector from the original and its 8
%8 DCT encoded version.

1862

@& Hgtth 7| E AF8 $P+1$708) Nxk DCT
Algge] YT ZA A S w3k 71 s,
FYE 2 $\delta (m)$E & 7o} Nz} DCT
NAFLES DA E AAs AHoFc

P

Y ep)Cy(p.m) =0 N1
sm=", ©)
*Ze(p)CN(p,ZN-m~l) m=N,-2N-1
p=0

o714 e(p)= N& DCToA pAA] Al g 715
A(weight)& ERH, 7 F-9lE 9] AlFEo et
A3 exrz5E A £ e wolth $psE 7Y
FAgo 3A 4L F= A5 ATy AFERY
FEAE #$oB2A, thE A M dEEr2
Fek 4 30 FoF A9 B3 s(m)d v e
EL ep)y 7MEAE 71AZ ARA H(linear
combination)§ R o B A o] HA] WiAYL 4A &
£ 2} 919} sm)L 4 62 WA YFES 0183
o (4)¢} 7o} Thats] vebd 4 Utk

A P
)=y B(p)bipm), m=0,1,-+-,2N~1 “)
p=0
4714
B(p)=2e(p)Cy(p.N-1) ')
o]j_
_Gem 0N
b(p,m) 26PN =D 6)
m) = o (
Culp2N-m-1) N .. 2N-1
2Cy(p,N-1)

A 49 bp, MEE AARE] b(p,N-1)-bp.N)= 1,
p=0,1,---, N-19] gt& 7MA =S A t3Knormalization)
g Rolmz, @622 ey FLEHol o3
DA E0_ B(p)e] 787+ AAXZ YEPEE ¢ 5 o
T} & S0l P=22] A%, )9 FLEHL TP 40)
UeRd b(pmES) 44T ehfoiich 23
5 bpmEL YRS ZHAM 7Agsst 2



WX/ DCTHERE GAelM ATy ¢ FHFE) AAY

AL e ¢ 5 Atk

1.00 T T T — *
0.80
060 | p=2
040 | o )
0z0l ]
0.00 |
I
oa0f "
080 |
080 |
-1.00 " ' ; ; s . .

o 2 4 & 8 10 12 14

m

b(p,m)

2! 4, b(p,m)<] «f(N=8.
Fig. 4 Example of b(p,m)  s(N=8).

n. TF2H =3t FHIUFHA A2 F)

FEEYL old3l TYHFE AA] HsiMe
A @A B(p)EY & Fatedol ¥k T2y F
33t g/l DCT AlTES FA3} 3ol dig
ARt el QA @71 wEell, B(p)e] e Fo
A RE3 YPoRRE Y AL oFG B
A71Me B bpmES] Fi FAL2RYH T
T FERYE TET °lE TFHRSA A o] FFTt

3.1 ket &S0

B+ bpm)Eo] U INA DCT A5E 5 59
A AxsEol 259 el Aok bpmEC]l BF
Aol B8 AEAFEL BF Ooln, mpetd 17
o Uehd Al gith) o] TP R Fuprt &
71l wel bpmyel AFEol bOm) & AT
AFED v EXE UeEE ¢ 5 Aok A8
o2 bpmESL 2N-DCTAFE 3 2p+3 o)t F
g e 5 AFEY BE7 AIGES b(0m)9)
AsEEe Ao gxPrhs AL ¢ F Aok weiA
b(p.m)&] 2N-DCT Al~E2 B, (k) 2t gohd,

B (k)= B,(k),k=2p+3,2p+5,:--,2N~1 ¢)]

oz ¥ & Atk FIFEL ZFN JEE g%

Rolzty ¢#lA e m 2 (5][7], H DY FIFL &
e (DE ol¥3}a 2N-DCT YHolA the3} 7o)
ZhaEA &+ Sk

,
Aky=" B(pIB, (k)
p=0

,
=Y B(p)By (k)

p=0
= DB,(k), k=2P+32P+5,-,2N-1, (8
o718 FHZ AR DE RI3E GHoEREH
FAEE ok A @®)AM FHAA R A4S
AEL AF9 YRS T= 287 YHEL Y
B AFE2A 002 7"t

2.00 : T —

p=0 o

100 f
050 |

Py
0.00 NP N RN

Bp (2k+1)
4

os0| L7
100 |

-1.50

-2.00

5. bpmye] thg 2NAF DCTHESFAIF(N=8).
Fig.5 Odd-numbered 2N-point DCT coefficients of b(p,m)’s(N=8).

AA BE3E 949 IN-DCT 99 AFE) O
AL A& 8|(noise to signal ratios)7} 1§ 69 e}
Y ek 39N Farrt AJAFE EFASEA
g 59 vl go] Adcke A ¢ ¢ Utk o=
Ax ol 1Fo HRE A9 F&e At
Az A7|BY AW, DCT FYolA EFAFES
TGN FYI Y AA AREE YERNEE,
o] J9C2RE IF3 wihA AEEe] F+YT
A FHAZA A J%E uIL ¢ F Ak
ol& 4] (wef{eq:gerror}) 5ol tigt AolA FHZE
o g AFH Ao FdPge] Avkes A= F F
WEojok e AR A7 YEke FogE 2N-

1863



WHERaR - B-7 Vd 2 Na 7

DCT olN8) Fujsolty o|§ Wiy 4RES 79
8ol Tol WA sed AR e Hu,
IN-DCT Qelolnel 250 E5AFE) e F35
27} 7L AR WEA B2 ¢ 4 Atk

2.000
1.800 1

1600 |
1.400 | .
1200 } N
1.000 SN N Yo
0.800 e
0600 | s
0.400 | e

0.200 | .
0.000 +-esx L
0

Noise variance / Singal variance
S

T2l 6. 338E 94e] 2N DCTAIFEY g el 4%
H)(N=8).

Fig. 6 Noise to signal ratios of 2N-DCT coefficients in an encoded
image(N=8).

3.2 TEZF ZAHR

2.2401M B T AR DE 2N =719 M
B ol ZAASAZE Zfol7t FEFE 3 AR
' AEE JYeiie Folth Fustg gdAMg o
E7} FoiA Aohd, FE7 AAE 7 FHEU S
AHBpATE 71&70) Hldtd A St e
71€717} ekt AR Evlel b2t gSinz 44
% k. zhzhe] SAME xof thste] A Be] )
£7] die x(N-1-x(N)o] 3, H§-Bt2 83 7187
X x(m)-x(m+1), m=0,--,N-2, N,-- 2N-20|B2 7§
W3R BAE7re 718717 FE8 AN F HE
5o T 78 A, T BARE o 4
93} o] 3 & Atk

D= dN_| _ s, +5; ')

’

2

x(0)—x(N-1) s = x(N)—x(2N-1)
N-1 N-1

29 7o) Bl upe} o] Fold savEo) tE 2

BuE x3} x o) StaEel e Hav)erlE A4z

Uepde,

=
2

rlo

o471

1864

T2 7. AT 71€71sh BEAT 71871
Fig. 7 The of boundary pixel slope and intemal pixel slopes.

3.3 FETSHA d2E

o] oM 3.1-AA A FHFE 2HE o
23 YFSAA grUEL ARk X= (X(0),
<, XQN-1)E o9 4] (10034} o] HE xo tig
2N-DCT Aig¥elety 3z}

o
2

-1
X(ky=Y x(m)C,y (k,m),k =0, 2N 1. (10)

m

il
=)

o714 AQkele YL 2IFL INDCT JolM 4 ®)
2 Fojn Avusure TFH YRS e
2o) A ATk,

X(k)— DB,(k),k=2P+3,2P+5,, 2N-1
X(k), otherwise

)‘((k):{ an
o714 DE FAYULE A9 dFHE] s 4
9ol o8 78 Ak 4] (1) LxFo] A #
33ke 949 Fo d9el ojH J%E nR=Tt
£ goli7) 9)sle 4 10y dYsHE,

-1

2N-1
Zx(m)Cm(k,m)—DZb(O‘m)CZN(k,m), k=2P+32P45,2N -1
m=0

¥ xmCy ki, otherwise

a
4,



Bor/DCTRESNE GuolA Ay &8 F958] AA

W=t

¥ AWMk =2P+32P45:< 2N -1
=)

W-1
Ex(m)Cl,,(k,m),othcmise

w=)

(12
& 4€ 7 UL 974

x(m)——li)-,m=0,---.N—l
X(m)= D 13)
x(m)+-i—,m=N,---,2N—l

AL & F Utk A (12)2RE L3319 wE e £3
gell g8l Jeks 139 JEEd FUeA o
B %=(%(0),-,X2N~-1)e] th¥ 2N-DCT A5l
I ¢ 4 Aok 27 o] FEA L] HE 12
2z} e x, x4 DC ZEo] usty AolBg, x,
x e BE AC ¥ &2 M2 IF9 AsEd
243 ggdchs 2 € F Ak g2 9714
AYE FAE gnEFol FHAREE AANVAME
Qe By ¥ e 150 JREE BE
€ d A4AYE ¢ & A2, ol A4 F3zd
Gl iy TFAFEAA 4¥E T3 I AAY
+ Aok

4 (12)22 FPE TFIHFSAA dxeFAA He
ojE P R ZES AEe] (1N MHE AR
E7HE AR B2, 228NN HdHEURe]
FHIZ & 9%E "IXE N-DCT AFEY As
E2YH 93 o] AREH

ztzke] NXNT789] DCT A&l A FA3 3
oA 2L ghg 7HE dRE] 27 JEES A
ARBZ, A$E NXNT89 DCT AFEe 449
00] obd AFET dol A "k o @ 00] opd
AGEo} Y Gt 237} A A WY-EE
ARAFHEZ, FHFEL olF AFEd WP FAR
a1l o3 AP 4 £ Aok o) F AAE
4957 fisle B9E x9 xo ¥ N3} DCT Al
FHUEE 22 x 3 x.0let 8A B3 P(EN-DE 2
Zt x5} x, o4 0°] obd & 7HAE ATE F AL
Fo A4 A(index)ElZE & ¢, N
DCT G¥ollA P=max (P, P)H ATE xHe 7Y

Fed 4o JaFose Rl ¥ + 3ok
o] eplE P& FEZF AR D 2ol A FA
25 dFHeo] i) FAE Aol ok}, M
el A FNHE A ZE B2 EH dE o)
2 8ok Pk

3.4 ZHAAolM 2| A2

o Aol 4HE FYFSAA ¢3FL 2N}
DCT g9olA 3= Aot -, 2 B)L2 F
o1 FHIE Yol Aol iy R MY F04
F A8 AFER olFfolA JYong, old¥ Fur
AEE 7 3099 ¥5E I 08 F9EY
oAAe] Mo AHEE §= Utk o|F YolH) 3ty
FAEE Xo) A&k FVIY HEE 7= (%(0),
s, XN -1 8 A

2N

q(my= Y ROC,(k,m)
k=0

IN-D 2N-1

= Y XCutkm)-D Y, By(k) Cyykm)  (19)
k=0

k=2PP3,0dd
olER,

N

Bo(k)= Zbo(m)C2N(k’m') (15)
m'=0

N-]
=Y Gtk )k #0
m=0

o BAIE o83

N-y N
im)=x(m)-D Y. Y Cyylm 2k +1)Cyp(m 2K +1)

k=P+im'=0

=x(m)-DS(P,m), m=0,1,--,.2N -1, (16)

de& ¢ F A A (1694 o)FHE Yel=
S(PmEL IN-DCT 7|1 A P-ETNL2HEH Atss
eI, I9 8o YEld A3 o] ¥XEH
Fa@sA vig Adso ARE & Aok gy 13
3t gl Fold A% 4 (1ID22 Fold FHg

1865



EEHEReR 3 " 8-7 Vd 23 No, 7

YA FL G4 FYAoNM s F3E &
1 7% 2 (1)E #33l7) 98] 8% 2N
At DCT =& IDCTS] o] BHe 22, ALtekg
4338 29 + Utk & PIES NA} DCT ASFE
BXE FHAARE e HoM HPRo) xS
F714Q Ayl glo] M=o & NXNDCT +
gozrey FHA £ AUck AAHY FA2 Y1
F2 4 (169 Mg 19 20 Yeid BE AF T
o] d &= Yoz pAsHE BE A bid
o Pk Aotk of A4 3 FH A ) e
QHTYel Jou, T 7zt HAELS 4 (169
g vl A AXNA Ho, 3 A Aol s ¥
3 AEl T2 Mol £AHog ARHA "ok

S(P.m)

P=0
04 L - P=1 1
oo p=2
= 2
02 [ p=5
s 3 P=6
0.0 /_“:,;;}///'. \ o R PR
i .
L

-0.2

04

J2le. 799 Mg 9% S(P.m)9) FN=8).
Fig. 8 S(P,m)’s for spatial domain processing(N=8).

V. ded=

AgE ExAYPY H5e AFs7 sy,
JPEG 2785 AHEsle] 2E3bd 512x512 37)
o] Lenna GAME thAto 2 3l FARSAA HAEe
gk

1ol A 7EA FX2) gl o 4AHA 4%
2 d|Zag o, AQE YeF 9§ AHr} 7}
5S¢ F Utk 7129 F ¥hEL POCS /)
He AREE wHEAE gyl o3 AeRA, gae
Z9 71849 FaozAM zz DCT FHolrM 9]
LPF(Pack] w718} +3AA 347 7153 Yang
2] whd(1]ell 7]Z2F Holth T-9NNE Al 7HA e

1866

el S 2BGY FRBHske] ek Bl
o] IglM AkE ol 9 ao] FHHEL
F AASNEN BHY YESE MY & HEATL
!

H). of#7EA FAE] o] g Yl

Table 1. Performance comparison of post-processing methods

Algorithm ’ PSNR
No Processing 29.81dB
Yang’s(1] 30.61dB
Paek’s|7] 30.74dB
Proposed 30.86dB
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