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No-reference Image Quality Assessment Based on Natural Scene Statistics in
RGB Color Space

LI Jun-Feng!

Abstract There are strong correlations between the color components in the RGB color space, and distorted images
can change those correlations. Based on this, a novel general-purpose no-reference image quality assessment (NR-IQA)
method is proposed. Firstly, according to the color perception characteristic that human vision is more sensitive to the
green component in the RGB color space, the statistical features of MSCN coefficient and its four neighboring coefficients
of the G component are extracted. Secondly, on the basis of the correlation analysis between R, G and B components in
RGB color space, the mutual information between the color components in RGB color space, their textures and their phases
are calculated respectively. The statistical features of mutual information are used to describe the correlation between
the color components in the RGB color space. Moreover, based on the aforementioned statistical features, support vector
regression (SVR) and support vector classifier (SVC) are used to construct a NR-IQA model and image distortion type
recognition model, respectively. At last, in order to analyze the correlation with different mean opinion score (DMOS),
classification accuracy and computational complexity, a large number of simulation experiments are carried out in the
LIVE, CSIQ and TID2008 image quality evaluation databases. Simulation results show that this method is suitable for
many common distortions and consistent with subjective assessment, and that the Spearman’s rank ordered correlation
coefficient (SROCC) and the Pearson'’s linear correlation coefficient (PLCC) in LIVE image quality evaluation database
are more than 0.942. In addition, the recognition accuracy of the recognition model is up to 93.59 % and significantly
superior to all present-day distortion-generic NR-IQA methods.
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Fig.1 RGB color space
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Table 1 The average CC among R, G and B

components of natural color image

ESi] Bfi Ji %
R. G /rERMRERE 0.9156 0.0117
R. B /y &K AR 0.8148 0.0291
B. G 4rRAMX TR 0.9310 0.0041
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KT G & MSCN R I W0 A fE
P, T ngd TE 2 Broci) LIVE B4R
HEPEA B e b e Kk B A AR EMR “parrots” K K
jp2k. jpeg. wn. gblur. fI 5525 R E4 1) MSCN
FHH—ETTE. WK 3 b ERERIER
“parrots” ) G 438 MSCN RE W2 An vl 51, &
) MSCN Z & H— B 7 EIEEA FJ2 X FRm), )
DLIE o FH & 01 43 A (Gaussian distribution, GD).
F778 73 4l (Cauchy distribution, CD). $i7 % iz #
434 (Laplace distribution, LD) KARAE />4 (Ex-
treme value distribution, EVD) 4 KR IL /04
R TR Bk i YA Aikt LIVE. CSIQ A
TID2008 P55t e VP A Kl 122 b i AT A AR E K B
BHR AT T 805, IF 20l ok 507 AR 4005 4 2 1)
777 (Sum of squares due to error, SSE). Fr#fEZ
(Standard deviation, SD) A 544 (Coefficient
of determination, Rsquare) MI¥{E 1% 2 Fiox.

%2 LIVE. CSIQ K& TID2008 K%
A Fabr I
Table 2 The mean of fitting index for undistorted
images in LIVE. CSIQ and TID2008 IQA database

I3AT R SSE SD Rsquare
GD 0.2682 0.1203 0.8794

EVD 2.1530 0.3662 —0.0005
CD 0.5755 0.1842 0.7417
LD 0.4056 0.1526 0.8184

(a) HRLKIEIG “parrots”

(a) Natural undistorted image “parrots”

(b) jpeg2000 K4k (jp2k)
(b) The jpeg2000 compression (jp2k)

(c) jpeg M4 (ipeg)
(c) The jpeg compression (jpeg)

(d) FAMEA (wn)
(d) The white noise (wn)

(e) mUtER (gblur)
(e) The Gaussian blur (gblur)
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(f) thazi (ff)
(f) The fast fading (fF)

Kl 2 LIVE il T kH AR KB “parrots” KIH
jp2k- jpegs wn. gblur. ff AR IFLAKH G
Fig.2 The natural undistorted image “parrots” and its
various distorted images from the LIVE IQA database
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Fig.3 The histogram of MSCN coefficients of G

component for images in Fig. 2
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S AF 455 FiUR IR ENR ) G 738 MSCN FREUH
A ETTEA S HAE, AT mE AR, X
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I3AT, M BANF R R B s A7 A6 22 5, v LA
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() G 4y MSCN REH— 7 K BAR A, H
CATIEA PR, D3R AT U s A AT A A
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Hls PE b () T A R B R AT T A, IR il 5
T SRR R R 44 SSEL SD A& Rsquare
FIBMEIE 3 Fis.

%3 LIVE $dls b A A 2R SRR G e il 5
FERE (381
Table 3  The fitting mean of all different distorted
versions images in LIVE IQA database

RIHKM SSE SD Rsquare
ip2k 0.1998 0.1019 0.8394
ipeg 0.3382 0.1331 0.6934

wn 1.4800 0.2994 0.3760
gblur 0.2330 0.1033 0.8306
ff 0.2482 0.1095 0.8198

HIZE 3 AT, AN [A) RSR[5 75 2 1
770 A BREUE AR, S AN (7] 2B AR AR . e
Wi oA S BN R, #mT LU T e 5400 5 b 0 2
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A ZE S ASCRMT X a4 GGD 24 K&
G 7 MSCN REMU A a8, GGD [¥5E (i b

Hlasao?) = s exp (- (%)‘“) (4)
Lo, pB=0T(1/a)[(3/a), TI(x) -

f0+°° etE=Ddt (x > 0) /& Gamma K. S
oo AIRZSHL, 2 GGD 73 igIk; o bk
2, T 2.

BEAh, R AT AR SR AFAEA S, AT AR Mit-
tal $2EH A 4 U7 ER IS B RS G 2 KT
REE L XA KON 4 J7 1 MSCN 4B &R, A
MR T VAT

He(i,§) = Ia(i, j)Ic(i,j + 1)
Ve, j) = Io(i, j)Ia(i + 1,5)
Dei (i, §) = Ia(i,j)Ic(i+ 1,5 + 1)
Deal(i, j) = Ia(i, j) (i + 1,5 — 1)

()

g % Iy g | KT
WRH1483%
—| i+l -1 | i+ il [
T T s
Tﬁﬁ%ﬂ
Kl 4 KPS BHE. EXA IR ASE 4 J7 AR
MSCN ##

Fig.4 The neighboring MSCN coefficients along
horizontal, vertical, main-diagonal and secondary-

diagonal orientations
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ALY 23 A AR A ARSCR T AERTFR T S 753
i AGGD 1E MBS G &1 4 J7 1 MSCN 4B
RBUA RS, FEFIH AGGD IS Bk EAEAN
REFMEIE G 251 4 J7 ) MSCN Z %534 (1)
725 AGGD K5 XU R

flasa, o, 07) =

o (=
(ﬁz+ﬂc:)r(%) eXp ( ( 1) ) , <0

a (6)
mexp(—oﬁij) >, x>0
Hrhy, o BHI > MWIEIR, S8 oF 1 o2 4>
oA A REZH BHY RN, 5 =
o/ T(1/v)T'(3/v), B = 0./ (1/v)T(3/v)
BT BRI, RSOl EB G R
MSCN ZRE( ) 4 J51n) MSCN ARk R B P fil & bR AL
SHUE N G HN IGETHRAE, T R R

a) I RGB BEGEE I 1 G 7% MSCN
ZH I, dEmat & 4 J7 1 MSCN 4B & %
HG\ VG\ DGl M DG2;

~b) Jil GGD B A G 4k MSCN 5 4
Toi, §), FA BB (o, 02) 16 h LS,
S AFIE T BRI G A R R SE A 1

c) 7l AGGD BERL A 4 A TJ7 483
MSCN R# Hev Vo Dai M Dego, FEAt 11 #1
N AGGD # M ¥ (n,«,0?,0%) (n = (B, —
BT (2/a)T(1/)) VBN G IRFAE, %GR AE T2
PR G oy &7 I AR TR

BIG e 2 REER, A 7RO RO B geit
RAE, AT RO B R EAT AR IE DE BN R SRR SR L
) E R, FBEEARER G 735 MSCN &%
ATBLRIN 2 NGEHRHE o M o2, REANTT 1) ¥ MSCN
WA AT LRI 4 DMGEHRFE 0 o 0f Meo?, 3%
T 18 AMRFAE. WFFUADL, BG4S N A SR IR
(K1 GE Tk AL AN BEAT R i B BT PN R, A
SR G 4 MSCN REGE RN 2 A UE
FF 36 NEFAE.

2.2 RGB #8898 ST HE

1) REXEMG RGB R A5 0] 443 & [ A K 1
()5 )

RGB (450 R G f B 4y &7 AR IR %
ARG, R T 43 #r BB R A 2R B B 0 3K 8 4y 1]
FHOCHE = A s, B ATy k50 T K 2 i K
B R MG 8. R W By &. B MG 481
G, B 5 B R Al G4y k3 MSCN
REBE I EH . IS 4, ANE KB
HEMGI R A G o m G o Aire e A i B 2=
S, M HARSAFE T AR TR E G, XRHEG K
AR E A AR RGB B S 2 5 A I o AR,
WA ENE T R G & B &9,

o
o

o
=N

SR ¥ e
N
=

o
)

RMGHE
(a) R 5 G 4rie

(a) R and G components

& TN Sobud B, Y
-3 -2 -1 0 1 > 3
R A1 G 5y MSCN FR#L
(b) R 5 G 43 MSCN ##(

(b) The MSCN coefficient of R and G components
5 R5GHEBGHITE
Fig.5 The joint histogram of R and G components

H T 2B WA R e SCR R A [R) O SRR P
X B RGB g 2% () 45 43 s AR R ), 3K
153 W5 T LIVE. CSIQ J% TID2008 &4 5 &
VR B T R R EEE R G K& B 4y
(A DG R A, 13 Tk e 7] b 2k B2 A 4G 45 23 = 1)
FHIE R B T353R A5 HAH N T3 R R 4L LIVE
1 CSIQ T SR B EE R G & B 4y
H TP AH D R B Nk 4 FR 5 s, Il
KigtknsE R 5 G.RY5 B.G 5 B MHXR
ISR WK 6 Fios.
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# 4 LIVE B EP S MR EOEE R G & B 7 BRIHK R
Table 4 The CC among R, G and B components for color image of various distorted versions from LIVE database
ip2k ipeg wn gblur f
R. G JrERMX R BIfE 0.9063 0.9035 0.5640 0.8960 0.8985
k= 0.0112 0.0121 0.1092 0.0124 0.0119
R. B sy wIa A FREL BIE 0.8164 0.8114 0.5036 0.7975 0.8011
k= 0.0286 0.0293 0.0965 0.0317 0.0294
B. G sy aiaAiR AL BIE 0.8979 0.8847 0.5605 0.8843 0.8795
k= 0.0127 0.0145 0.1085 0.0162 0.0154

#5 CSIQ P AR R B Ry G & B PR R

Table 5 The CC among R, G and B components for color image of various distorted versions from CSIQ database
awgn jpeg jp2k fnoise blur contrast
R. G JrERMKERE BIE 0.8734 0.9290 0.9340 0.8723 0.9285 0.9308
E 0.0016 0.0076 0.0078 0.0114 0.0088 0.0077
R. B sriEliAEK R BifE 0.7657 0.8260 0.8260 0.7633 0.8142 0.8144
% 0.0307 0.0273 0.0321 0.0325 0.0377 0.313
B. G /= AFAR R ¥IHE 0.8445 0.9010 0.9010 0.8452 0.9007 0.9025
i % 0.0152 0.0095 0.0106 0.0151 0.0118 0.0107
. To R I ARE A BHR AN, i HA b 2R ST 2 )
gz g UL 22 5 AR wn R KB 5 ) 4 6 2
= ok g S R R MY KD, 1T HENT 0.6,
©F "o oV 6 T LA Y, NI 2K R P15 10 %43 Bk ) AT 96 R 8
ol A o A AN R IR s TR A, X R WG R AR R LA
e LR G B AR, 1 AR
: 2R X 25 732 [ A S ) ARy ORI S BT B 2 e
Ik, BATAA LA Ry G K B 4y &R FAH G
PEBEAT B 5T VR R G R L A ).
2) RGB (R278 [i] (AR R G THRAAIE
T TREBAROEEBZMR R G K& B 7 &IH4L
<, o f L 12 AR S B B LA
* conras R PEM— Sk, BB A R L2 U I A AL AT —
0 = " k. QUMY SR Rk, 3 BT ST LA K
T — o5 09 ! B E A B AL — SO N RS i K 1)
R B 005 06 R BUGARFIE A AL AR R & 1 o) (R B K& B AL, T

(b) CSIQ Gt PEAN Kt
(b) CSIQ IQA database
K6 AREIRETEG R G B &N R
Fig.6 The mean CC among R, G and B components of

color image from different IQA database

GiEAk 1. 3R 4 MR 5 AN, B AN R R
K&, R G & B 73 &I HF AR R AN

HAXSERFAE AN BGONT EE BEAR LI 5. AR SC 32 22
%518 RGB #5705 S JLAR L AR SR MUAR 37 8] (R A7 5%
P, Hh HAROR BRI Ry G X B 43 & SR
TGy IR HIX 87 51 MSCN R4 #-43 & (WAR AL
— BRI R ] Kovesil®® & H R AH A7 — B0k AR
.

FEVE PR N e pE s B BB R AL R L,
AFRIALE o AR AL — S
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HE

PC(z) = Yo W(x)[An(x)(cos(¢y, ()

— ¢(2)) — |sin(¢n(x) — d(x))| - T)]
A

Wb, W(z) WY AU, 55 || ML
AL 5 1 36 1A 5 TE 30 2% F LA 8, 75 )
Ja 05 n(x) MARBIAR 2, G(x) etk T 540 fir
15 An(x) B n AMESLH R Ad(x) =
cos(¢n () — () — | sin(¢n(z) — ¢(x))| T ARLL
BREG T O AMEE S B0 R R e /NI S,
Sy T E G 4B T AR AR

TE UG AE TR, A 20 2 MR e K B
(8 G5 M SR B, FEAS 1 B T A 1 2K
L, 107 AL PG K 3 0 4% 11 B A% o Fr R e H 30 A
S L P A P G P 46 2 X B g £ 3 ] R
A28 SF B 1 AR [ PR 2 ) (0 B 6 2. AR T4 I
[ 5, FRATTIA o AT LU 45 S A RGB & 40 1
AR B () S A ) (AR k. A SR RGB
4438 O R 0 SO R 7 1) ) 425 SR D 1A%
BRI ZE RAE, SREGE R

a) 4B RGB BAER I 1 Ig. I K Ip
S, I Tpy Io & Ip 100 A B SRk
RGB 0, 1) [ AR 5

b) 43 ML RGB % (5% 40 i 1R (1) MSCN
B I Do Fo I, 05 Ips I R I WIMEAS
Bk HEE RGB 0725 17 1) SO

c) SIS RGB #4076 4 A ) A B — 3L
WH PCrv PCq M PCg, Ht115H PCrv PCo M
PCy 11T AL B Ak RGB (445 1Al (¢ By K
Yotk
EI% R 2 R, AN O T LU I RGB %
Bk S AR [ SCER R 1) O AN T4 L2 TG 4

2n Anl(r) +e

(7)

WEFURIL, R 2 T A RO R SR B Ge TRk X
S G TR PN RORIF AN DR AR S SR I
PSR R RGB (225 R AH R PE ST HHRAE, 3L
it 18 4~

2.3 RGB ¥ % [E B A ST

A NI RGB (882 0] F 4% (08 3 Pl
&, I T G s MSCN R L 4 75 ) 414k
FREIGETH AL, IXPORFAE 2 S s B AR M I
7 1 AR AR B o AR MRS RGB R 43 [a) 4%
IR IE] AT ORE, $RE T 5 (R 70 R AT U
FHARE ] R ELAR B GUTHRRAL, IR SERFAE T 2 S 5 1
R AR AR T H, 2 BRI ik
HFEEAALI, B Gt r ab thE ANA 1, g it
XL AE T LA 2805 AN [) R LRI R AN [A] 2R LR
JEX RGB (225 (] (0. O T 421 ek RGB
RS 1 AR SR, A SCE & RGB (WA
[ G 73 MSCN REGETHRFAE S H A&7 Al 56
PEGEHRFAE BEAT BB PN AR 2R BRI R,
XKL A WK 6.

TR RGB A1) G 73 MSCN &
B v AL S 25 U 7 AR R M TR AR 5 IR
R B 2 B R R, BT 45 T LIVE K&
R VEOEE R 5 R R B AR I X e e
R AL 5 AT N B SR 1 2 WL B 7> DMOS . 22 [8] ) i 2
IR 2 2 O R E (The Spearman’s rank ordered
correlation coefficient, SROCC).

HIP 7 I, 5 Bk R R 1) RGB (WR

# 6 RHESREIA

Table 6  Feature extrcation description
L FHIER R W T

fi ~ f2 JUE 1 BIBIRS B bz GGD Bl G /3% MSCN #4(

fa ~ fis JU% 1 _ETRIRSH . WHH K ATy % AGGD KA G 73548k MSCN R
fio ~ f2o REE 2 _EIIRSHA bz GGD B4 G 435 MSCN #4(

for ~ fae JUE 2 EIBIRSH . WM KA TT 2% AGGD B4 G 43575 4648 MSCN £
far ~ faz R. G K B sy B[\ R W5 R, G & B /&M HAEE

faz ~ fas R. G E B 5y 8[| [HEERAL R WH R. G K& B 4y MSCN Z5n ) HA5 &

fao ~ fa R. G } B sr&IARRLAH A

5 R G & B RGN LA
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%-ip2k
d+ipeg
-Own
-2 gblui|
Lerr
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RS
7 LIVE ZdEFE+HE G RGB (RS THFES5 A1

% DMOS i) SROCC
Fig.7 The SROCC between the statistics features of
RGB color space and DMOS for different distortions

i G 8 MSCN RE SR 1E S5 DMOS 1)
SROCC ¥JLbH iy, iM% Bt 7r BAH M g it e
it DMOS [¥] SROCC X7y W] . #idtiX ity
PRI I GE VAR 45 bl SR AT P BT VA AT
R FRB, L% AT LA LB (0 1 A AR
R

24 BEBRREITMIER

AR RGB B MG THRFIE A 54 1,
AR 2% 18] AN FER ey 4 1R 23 1), AT UG T T
Wi 5 BEAE AR AL 25 ) 5 R B VP A 23 2 TR S —
AL i, SR E AL (Support vector ma-
chine, SVM) & V. 7E 481t ) Bg 5L Al b, B
VC 4B R 45 o R B /A i BRI — R AL AL 4
5277 SVM AT DL e = () 4 Aok A e P o) A
RSV ), T 5 R e AE AR G Pk I T HL, T
ANFEA TS, SVM /] LIRS AT BRI AR A B AR
(1) 27 SR B A2 2] g ) 2 A <SR e AR 114, LA
RGP RRPUARE 1. BEAh, SVM O T H
R S PR kA T D R A,
BRISQUEM! | MIQAM, SSEQM? . DIIVINE!®
J CurveletQAIS] 2%,

FoT b, AT R SRR 1) & [ AL (Sup-
port vector regression, SVR) Fl 3¢ ¥ ] & 43 F AL
(Support vector classification, SVC) It Z%
PR 5T 2 P 52 20 R 145 R LR B P A -
18 By & 7 K2 AR 55 R R s 1 1) LIBSVM-
3.18 T HAL. LIBSVM-3.18 & M EfEfH. 5
TAEH . A A SVM A4, nf BLEA
-6 2 MiE S 3BT sAT, A LUE ey 28 )
(F245 C-SVC. nu-SVC). [H[H )@ (445 epsilon-
SVR. nu-SVR) BLK I3 Aiflivh (one-class-SVM) &
], fefit T 2, AR RS T R DY A
i PR BR R, P DL SR [30]. A8 SC MG PR AR
RURI R AR A YU 3 51 R H epsilon - SVR [H]
FSCFF I AR C-SVC 22850380772, 2 kdk

AR I e
3 KBSHESH

h T B UE A SCRE )3T RGB (R 2 H) A
R G M TE 2 2% B & VR J5 v (Rid ok
RGBCSIQA) 14 &, IF5 My E W 7
% BRISQUE!M | MIQAM | SSEQ['? | BLIINDS-
I1 %) DIIVINE! | C-DIIVINE! | Curvelet QA8
J SHANTAMOD 2300 47 b, A SC 32 AR VP4 &5
5BV 2> DMOS 8] [P AH G AR e TR R
Iy RUEN R TR A R SRR SR 4 Ny
T AT SESG A/ B A0 Hr, S8 £ 2E4E LIVE. TID2008
J CSIQ B4 i P His AT

3.1 BEgRRETNEERE

1) LIVE IQA $# )%

LIVE IQA %4l A28 J2 56 [5 4 o % 47 K27 B
WV T o RIFR I, A8 29 W52 UG K& 779 &k
FLEMG, EEK Y 24-bpp B BMP, 73RN
634 x 438 F| 768 x 512. ZHI S jpeg K4 (169
%) jpeg2000 M4 (175 M) additive Gaussian
white noise (145 ). Gaussian blurring (145 1)
J fast fading Rayleigh (145 lf) %5 5 FhCH A
I ft TR E BN DMOS. DMOS (1t
0~ 100, DMOS K, AR GG % FORR L i i)™
.

2) TID2008 % 4

TID2008 Ho#a FER4) 2 b 55 22 WL A7 B2 TR 27
TR, 055 25 225 BB 1 700 i 2K S0 KR,
%300 24-bpp E 0 BMP, 433 384 x 512.
ZEHE EA jpegs jpeg2000. contrast changes /% lo-
cal distortions & 17 PR ELRAY, KRR 2 2% KI5 AL
FRER P 4 MRETRRE, SR R FL 2R
£ 100 1E 5. 5 LIVE IQA %4 FEANH], TID2008
4 FEFE At MOS (Mean opinion score), MOS [
TR 0~9, MOS U {H 8K 1) EGAH WY Jo e BT

3) CSIQ K

CSIQ s A%ty 5 [ 4 5 b7 fir 5 M 37K 2%
TR, A 30 MRZ2% EIER 866 ik HIE K, K&
¥k 24-bpp B e PNG, 2355k 512 x 512. %
B jpeg H4d (150 M) jpeg2000 K4 (150
W)~ Ik e R R (150 M) b A e e
(150 T#)~ i BB (150 1) Ao 38440t L B B%
(116 &) %5 6 FPRICRAY, FF4R L T K ZCEMGAH N
(1) DMOS. {H CSIQ #i# e fit i) DMOS {4
0~ 1, 2R 0P 8™ T 1) GO Y [ DMOS sl B
X.
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3.2 HA5 DMOS BytHX M

AT 585 LA T AR RGN ES %K
BRI VA AT AT B, AR SCR A S AT
7] ) S 56 T R EAT U5 Lok . G, A8 LIVE &
R VR i 2 P BT 2RI R LIRS 23 B 2 R
ANPAEE, 700t B BRI 80 % A1 20 %, HIX P
NMEG BT ER MG ok, B ZREE B
AR RGB (R M GE R AL S AR Y 5 DMOS
Xt SVR B BEAT ISR, JFAE I EERS E, AR L4

HFENE ) RGB R 25 ) e vHRFAE v 55 AH B, 1) ot 5
O s fwe e, VIR BT AR A o T
73 5 AR DMOS (][] SROCC K Bz /R b 2t
FH IR AR HL (Pearson’s linear correlation coefficient,
PLCC). & iRl 1000 &, B 1000 AR
X SROCC K PLCC M E1E A% IS % KK
U TP AR B PR 45 IR, 2 7 PR 8 43 il 5 Fh
EE PR IEOY 772 1000 GEARIR SROCC K
PLCC 1yh1H, Bl 8 A TP 7772 1000 Ki%kAR
ML) SROCC K PLCC &k KA.

# 7 LIVE #1000 YOk SROCC 1A
Table 7 Median SROCC across 1000 train-test combinations on LIVE database

AT jp2k jpeg gblur wn ff all
PSNR 0.8646 0.8831 0.9410 0.7515 0.8736 0.8636
SSIM 0.9389 0.9466 0.9635 0.9046 0.9393 0.9129

MS-SSIM 0.9627 0.9785 0.9773 0.9542 0.9386 0.9535
BRISQUE! 0.9139 0.9647 0.9786 0.9511 0.8768 0.9395
MIQAI[*] 0.9408 0.9259 0.9463 0.9572 0.8800 0.9333
SSEQ(*2! 0.9420 0.9510 0.9784 0.9483 0.9035 0.9348
BLIINDS-I] [13] 0.9323 0.9331 0.9463 0.8912 0.8519 0.9124
DIIVINE[S] 0.9123 0.9208 0.9818 0.9373 0.8694 0.9250
C-DIIVINE!T 0.9302 0.9444 0.9760 0.9386 0.9110 0.9444
CurveletQA[8] 0.9367 0.9117 0.9876 0.9650 0.9005 0.9303
SHANIA[19] 0.8611 0.8918 0.9582 0.9674 0.9169 0.9033
RGBCSIQA 0.9322 0.9199 0.9813 0.9655 0.8926 0.9425

#8 LIVE ¥l I 1000 YA PLCC )l
Table 8 Median PLCC across 1000 train-test combinations on LIVE database

RS jp2k jpeg gblur wn ff all
PSNR 0.8762 0.9029 0.9173 0.7801 0.8795 0.8592
SSIM 0.9405 0.9462 0.9824 0.9004 0.9514 0.9066

MS-SSIM 0.9746 0.9793 0.9883 0.9645 0.9488 0.9511
BRISQUE 0.9229 0.9734 0.9851 0.9506 0.9030 0.9424
MIQAI['] 0.9405 0.9276 0.9802 0.9515 0.8917 0.9232
SSEQ(*2! 0.9464 0.9702 0.9806 0.9607 0.9198 0.9383
BLIINDS-II [*5] 0.9386 0.9426 0.9635 0.8994 0.8790 0.9164
DIIVINE[¢] 0.9233 0.9347 0.9867 0.9370 0.8916 0.9270
C-DIIVINE!7 0.9429 0.9593 0.9844 0.9412 0.9345 0.9474
CurveletQA[8] 0.9465 0.9280 0.9887 0.9694 0.9186 0.9328
SHANIA9] 0.9135 0.9380 0.9731 0.9790 0.9413 0.9412
RGBCSIQA 0.9468 0.9478 0.9913 0.9748 0.9179 0.9442
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cosst T i
(O I : T i
< o8t ! i 1
0.75F !
0.7F
1 2 3 4 5 6
ip2k ipeg wn gblur ff all

(a) SROCC wikKEl
(a) The box plot of SROCC

1F —

0.95 = + L BE=
i H +
. H 1
S 0.85} i ]
=t .
&~ 08 +
0.75} !
0.7 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 2 3 4 5 6
ip2k ipeg wn gblur ff all

(b) PLCC ikl
(b) The box plot of PLCC
K8 1000 JIEANEHEARE
Fig.8 The box plot across 1000 train-test-trials

HIZE 7 MR 8 WA, WEEARE, A5
BG IR PR ROR AU T 2 225 UG SR PP s
72 PSNR. J¢ SSIM, &40 T4 Wi o 2% BB
=P 77 BRISQUE. MIQA . SSEQ. BLIINDS-

II . DIIVINE. CurveletQA & SHANIA %5 {HFY
% T C-DIIVINE; M\ & KHKMKE, ATk
M4 B IE S BUR TR PE A L AR SR 2 R
HA 5w, Rl &%) jp2ks wn A gblur %5 3 Ff
RICM. M 8 TN, ASCUriE 1000 KIEAMR
(f)#2 44 SROCC Al PLCC AL TG R ARH /N, #R4E
0.94 P _FRN#ksh, BT RGB (R 2% 1]
I GETHRFAE LU RO A FH R VPN G o it

33 EREHEBNKEWME

AP RGB R 2510 ) G v 45 1 5
SR VPN T S T A2 N R ROR, g iR s
N EMVEA = — 30 BeAh, %50 TR AR X RN [
B G S AN ) R LR BE 1 G ) HAT AR G 1
X A3, IX BB TR AR I 12 T DL R R B A 2k I
KA. N TR RGB R 25 0] i GE v HRE AR AE 31
EIGUR SR T TN BE ), FRATTR A 5 G i P
WU 515, 76 LIVE BI&E K CSIQ K& 4y
AREAT 1000 ik, FFEEL 1000 MR H) 3 25
TR R A U gE R, R 9 FIZR 10 2 A 7E
LIVE } CSIQ %¥u#is /& Bk i 45 5%, & 9 MK 10
A3 9 AH Y B ZE | 1000 YR 1R S TRV A [ N
SR TRV RE B R A BB R R AT Y K B
B H A B N 2R BRI MR R — 4T 1 i A A
Z N 1.

#£ 9 LIVE E5FE 1000 JGEAINER -2 R UER R E (%)

Table 9 Median classification accuracy across 1000 train-test trials on LIVE image database (%)

Bk jp2k jpeg gblur wn ff all
BRISQUE! 82.90 88.90 100 96.70 83.30 88.60
MIQAH1 73.53 85.29 100 83.33 60.00 79.12
SSEQ!*2! 61.76 89.56 100 70.00 46.67 73.29
DIIVINE[®) 80.00 81.10 100 90.00 73.33 83.75
C-DIIVINE!R7 88.90 91.70 100 93.30 73.30 89.40
CurveletQA[#] 71.43 78.95 100 80.00 46.67 75.00
RGBCSIQA 91.18 94.29 100 96.55 86.21 93.59

#* 10 CSIQ KB EN £dli e 1000 s A 7 K2 b i (%)

Table 10  Median classification accuracy across 1000 train-test trials on CSIQ image database (%)

AT awgn jpeg jp2k fnoise blur contrast all
BRISQUE[! 93.33 76.67 90.00 90.00 90.00 73.91 84.97
DIIVINE['¢] 23.33 26.67 23.33 43.33 23.33 17.39 26.59
CurveletQA 18] 76.67 66.67 73.33 80.00 70.00 73.91 73.41
RGBCSIQA 100 96.67 90.00 100 90.00 95.65 94.80
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Jpeg
wn 0.0000
gblur 0.0076 0.0000
ft 0.0099 0.0021 0.0111
ip2k jpeg wn gblur ff
(a) TEEHTHERE
(a) The mean confusion matrix
100 =
T E_ R 0 - ]
4
90¢ I;l . : L
B ! 4 El i
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&
60
1 2 3 4 5 6
jp2k jpeg wn gblur ft all
(b) &ARE

(b) The box plot
K9 LIVE 3l 2E 1 1000 Ydf Qi /9% e ks
Fig.9 The mean confusion matrix and the box plot for
distortion classifier across 1000 train-test-trials on LIVE

image database

awgn 0.0000 0.0000 0.0005 0.0000 0.0000
jpeg| ©.0000 0.0236 0.0000 0.0253 0.0035
ip2k| o.0000 0.0631 0.0000 0.0382 0.0076
fnoise| ©.0006 0.0000 0.0000 0.0087
blur| 0.0000 0.0022 0.0308 0.0001

contrast| 0.0000 0.0108 0.0017 0.0054 0.0311

awgn jpeg jp2k fnoise  blur  contrast
(a) TEIHFEFE
(a) The mean confusion matrix
%
100 - - — - —
0o L H &
==

N i ; :

E 80r - - 4

- : :

H 70t

&

60 |
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
awgn jpeg  jp2k fnoise blur constrast all
(b) &k

(b) The box plot
Kl 10 CSIQ Hudi /i b 1000 Vi AR fry 1B i A K
PASNEN
ERNG|
Fig.10 The mean confusion matrix and the box plot for
distortion classifier across 1000 train-test-trials on CSIQ

image database

A 9 WI%N, il fEs Ak Fid e e R 2R A
by ARSCHEH RGB B 25 M 1 ZE v HRAE 4 AR
T AR G i U R, DR AR T A I T A
P EEA B R R AN, B9 W LLEH, 7E LIVE
P55 B PR B8R 2 b, AR SO VR RN HE R 3R LA
Fif S wn 5 gblur JRELZERL AT LA 2
jp2k. jpeg M fF R, FEEHE: 1) wn K
B T 0F G sE 1 BEALIR S AR A R T R R
SRy B B A OGP, DT AT 3% 28 75 5 [A) 1) B4
BRI, 2) ff RFIE jp2k 4 B2 W 24 4%
by B3 R, fF RN jp2k AT HA FHACLIK S BLON,
W jp2k 5 RECRAN RIS IR AL, a0 jp2k A
MR 0.0621, 15 fF SR jp2k IIREARE R
0.1199; 3) jp2k 45 jpeg E4i¥y o fliEIG ™ 4 — i f%
FEE BASOR 8N, ASER AT AR EC ) H B A, W jp2k R
H K jpeg MR K 0.0192, T jpeg WHIH jp2k ¥
Rt 0.0573.

e 10 AT4N, 7E3A CSIQ Budi e L H 4%k It
KR b, AR RGB (4R 25 0] [ 4L v 0 )
WA T R R ROM B8R, RO HERf 2 15 P 41 1Y) 3
WS R ). K10 ATLUEH, 7E CSIQ
K8 0T 5 VP B 22 b, AR SCOT VRO HE R 2
(1) 2& awgn 5 fnoise R ELIHY: [y AHX LLAAK 1) 2
jp2k. jpeg~ blur K contrast KEFM. F= ¥R A
s&: 1) awgn 5 fnoise S M SRR E, 2 W
B RGB A 0] Hh &4 & [l (A Gk, B 5
oAl R BRTI X 43, #1000 YR HER 2 p (343
F 100 %; 2) jp2k 4 jpeg IS AF BG4 — 58
FEE BRI, 3Rk jp2k. jpeg K blur #HH.[A] HY
BLARAL, 0 jp2k RHAK jpeg A blur FIMER 535 4
0.0631 F11 0.0382, jpeg =HH4 jp2k F1 blur (IR
439124 0.0236 A1 0.0253, 1M blur #Hh jp2k 4%
4354 0.0308; 3) contrast A4 R LU T 5]
L) R, 0 EE T B o il R 0 25 55 A 1T AR AR
BIEL S, i % blur & contrast AH H.[8) B3], 40
blur & #4 contrast HIHEZ N 0.059, contrast %
FI24 blur KIMEZ 0.0311.

3.4 1ERIRERM

HH T AL I 2 2% B G B PR B AR R Ok
LR R 38 5 B AT U 25, T84 AN [H) 45 1)
YR AT AR R 2 52 M AH S ABE 2R (1) PN R 1) 2%
B T B FERE AR TP RS 2R 0 2R B AR TR 1A
R RE RS, RATIE LIVE JE b () A5 2 4
70 % K130 %+ 60 % 140 %+ 50 % F1 50 % ¥ ELA
BENL - M IR ARt 4, RH 5 3.2 F1 3.3 #5026
U TFVET T 3 415286, UG i PEAN R Y 1 sk
g RAR 11 MK 12 Fror, BRI AR R
TSI 25 R 13 PR,
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F 11 LIVE £8P LA RIPIZRAEE LB 50T 19 1000 JGEARIRRA T SROCC H1H

Table 11

Median SROCC across 1000 train-test trials under different proportion of training subsets and test subsets

on LIVE image database

I ZrAE A4 L 451 jp2k jpeg gblur wn ff all
70 % #7130 % 0.9302 0.9207 0.9805 0.9639 0.8885 0.9404
60 % 140 % 0.9284 0.9194 0.9801 0.9615 0.8778 0.9348
50 % 150 % 0.9296 0.9113 0.9784 0.9576 0.8743 0.9306

%12 LIVE $¥8FE_EARRIVIZRAER EL ) 1535 R 1 1000 YG&ARIHER K PLCC H1E

Table 12 Median PLCC across 1000 train-test trials under different proportion of training subsets and test subsets on
LIVE image database
YR A A L 451 ip2k jpeg gblur wn ff all
70 % #7130 % 0.9427 0.9450 0.9888 0.9702 0.9107 0.9415
60 % 140 % 0.9365 0.9424 0.9874 0.9650 0.8971 0.9352
50 % 150 % 0.9369 0.9368 0.9850 0.9602 0.8914 0.9302

%13 LIVE a5 EAFIZRAINREL GO0 T K 1000 JOEACMNR I 2> RHEF F B E (%)

Table 13  The median classification accuracy across 1000 train-test trials under different proportion of training subsets
and test subsets on LIVE image database (%)
YIRS LL 5] jp2k jpeg gblur wn ff all
70 % 130 % 90.00 92.31 100 97.67 83.72 92.21
60 % F1 40 % 89.55 91.43 100 96.55 81.03 91.32
50 % #1150 % 88.10 91.95 100 95.83 77.78 90.44

& 7. 3 8. & 11 M 12 w40, BEE 2R
P IR, AR SO AR TR A AR 25 R BLR I 1 ()
PR 45 R 5 N EMIE DMOS [a]ff) SROCC K&
PLCC HILFHK, HIRMREE A . /&£ LIVE
KHG T AT 50 % UG H TINZRrfE ol T, AR
Hré it SROCC K PLCC #AR EiiA 0.93, BRI
il 25 B 55 VPN [ R R R w1 — 2k

& 9 Ak 13 nlan, BEE I 25000 i b,
AR TR R ) A R AARRN % Ok BLR R B
T A 3 TR B BRI, AR AR R bl A v 1Y
PHER 2. BUEZE LIVE B4 FE 2 50 %
BT INZRE LT, A SR ) AR 28 11 TR ) #E i
FANIRIEF] 90.44 %, =T 80% KGH T4
BRISQUE. MIQA . SSEQ. DIIVINE. C-DIIVINE
M CurveletQA %5 H ai F 2 15745

ZE BT, ARSI TGS 2% UG TR VR 1 RN
KGR R U R FLAT LA U TR A

3.5 HEMESRME

RGBCSIQA J5 ik vHA 45 R A1 W EAr
FLATARH = BEAROGE, iy HLn] DUAR G 030 B 45 Ok

LR R RGBCSIQA 7792 3 ] 51 52 b €]
BT RS, T EAT LA m s FROR, M T
KF B3 RGBCSIQA J5ik vk 5142 26k, 45
giit, T AR RGNS % B R E Jr
038 S ) A AR AR B, 43 2R
5] U1 T 8 B DDA O AR /b, O 7 5 Al = VP
LB A e, AR SCHSR S LRI U, ]
EC A R AE SIS ). RGBCSIQA 77 VAR UK AE 43
AL 1) 1RIUE S RGB B G &
MSCN REHILEHRAE; 2) 2% RGB (ks
i Ry G K& B 4yt 8] S 3Lt 3R A 1] (1 B4
RGETHERE. 7R3 RGBCSIQA R AEHR B &AM
BOM B TA] BT o5 1) /& 23 2k, % A LIVE Multiply
distorted IQA (LIVE-MDIQA) ¥l b /3 #5524
1280 x 720 WA KRG, ik 5 & A -G
FEIUREAE 1K) P A 2D SR BT NS RE R IR, 5 Sl HEAT 1
B R 35 AS 0 BRS2 B Bir A6 2 R IF ), B 45 B an 3k
14 Fios.

H T A PR RGBCSIQA 5 HiAh I 2 % K]
BT VY 7 VE IS R, AR SCGEE & TS
7EHRE LIVE-MDIQA . CSIQ & TID2008 5%k #s
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JA o AT TGO R AR BT W FE IR IS 8] 543 1 34
VE R T7 A SR R AR R B v S B 48 28 1R I 18] o
A s 84 R G L (Quad-core CPU,
3.2GHz and 4 GB RAM, Windows 7 Pro 32-bit)
BATERA AL matlab BEPRAS, 455k 15 B

7IN.
# 14 RGBCSIQA HRAAEFEHS N oY B #EI (8] BTy

[ERE
Table 14  Percentage of time consumed by each step in
RGBCSIQA
B Bt INT) F 43 B (%)
IR RGB 2y SAHSC AR AL 90.25
G /3% MSCN RAH AR A Gevh Rt 9.75
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Table 15 Comparison of the runtime consumed for six

NR-IQA algorithms

NR-IQA #i% LIVE-MDIQA CSIQ TID2008
BRISQUEMY] 0.388 0.087 0.072
SSEQ!?! 5.220 1.507 1.164
BLIINDS-11 18] 200.03 54.904 44.665
DIIVINE[6] 57.060 18.268 14.511
CurveletQA[8] 4.210 1.174 1.002
RGBCSIQA 4.14 1.165 0.940
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) G A A1 2, IX SRR AE (K 1 5 7 B I IS AT I
[f); 3) BLIINDS-II # %43 il 42 DCT #%( 3 4
AR AT AL 3 ANTT I (0 RE RS GV HRRAE, 10 AR AE
THE R LA 5 %, 5 A M K WIZ AT I ), 4) DI-
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