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Combining Global and Local Variation for Image Quality Assessment

GAO Min-Juan' DANG Hong-She! WEI Li-Li*® WANG Hai-Long® ZHANG Xuan-De'

Abstract The information contained in an image is presented by the changes of gray value in spatial domain.
Gradient is the basic tool to measure changes, which makes gradient become an important ingredient of most im-
age quality assessment algorithms. However, gradient can only measure local changes, while when human visual sys-
tem (HVS) perceives an image, it can perceive both local and global changes. Based on this characteristic of HVS,
this paper proposes an image quality assessment algorithm by combining global and local variations similarity
(GLV-SIM). The algorithm uses Griinwald-Letnikov fractional derivative to measure the global changes and uses
gradient magnitude to measure the local changes of the image. Synthesizing the two aspect changes, similarity map
between reference image and distorted image is calculated, and then objective score of the image is obtained. Simu-
lation experiments on four databases TID2013, TID2008, CSIQ and LIVE show that, comparing with the algorithm
only considering local changes, the proposed algorithm can more accurately simulate the perception process of HVS
on image quality and can obtain better consistency between objective scores and subjective scores.
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FREAR, EUR iR I IR BRI A AT 5
AT R I J SR A BE . SR T T RRUR R G A B
LRRMIRE, BRI RE. gt A2, &
ANT]RE G 5L N L ORISR I R, i Rl R R o
IR A S T A R o PG o & gk 47 48 ) Bl 4
5, 02 BB 0 e B2 R B, XA T X BB
JUE I (Image quality assessment, IQA) [a] @]
.

KHZ s S IE AR A2 51500, w0 8 EW0
PR AN PN . VTN T7 1 R A T
BIREATIT 41, 25 5 2 B AR K 2= 15200,
T T AAT 2 E 5 RS G = W AME (Mean
opinion score, MOS) E i & B VF /3. %0715
WS FERT K, ANBEER N SERT RgeHh, B A
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VO 32 2 PR A 2 VAN T iR R & 1
JERAE R, W AP 45 A — BRI B

RIE PPN IR A T H LMK (Ground truth)
YENZH, 1QA 5 NESH NSNS H TN,
AW FAESH TQA [

Iz MRS 1QA BiEA 7% 2 (Mean
squared error, MSE)® FIIE{H {5 L (Peak signal
noise ratio, PSNR)"", —#F @it i+ HSEEE HiB
1 MG 2 TR VAR 25 e 1) 22 S oK B2 S PRV o 40t
2, THE TR HA S N BB A B | H R
FE MG AE I 5/ A1 HV'S BRENHLEER, PEAL 45 1
5HEM MOS i — B 2. 2004 48, S5 AL
P (Structure similarity, SSIM)® 142 H 52 2B 5T
HI)Z R AR R HVS Aelg B i N b 32
W g5 8, IRk G fE ML S5k =T
RAER T 225 U SRS TR AR AT, SSIM
FIPEA B 5 MSE. PSNR #H LU A B B 32 &1, #0A
Jr QA S B A B M s L EE. B, 2T
SSIM HEZR, B 703 F2 th — R A ik 5, a0 MS-
SSIMIL, TW-SSIM !, 3-SSTM Y, B K SCHik [12—15]
HHRESE. 2011 4F, Zhang 5519 52 HRRAE AR AL
(Feature similarity, FSIM) 8%, 1% 85 €
HV'S H<H 8 J2 A0 50 47 A1E ) AHARURR B2 R 1 i PR o
&, IR DAHA, — BV 5 — R AR, BN 5 R
ik, T 22 G FR A B B AR BLRE 3, S8 )5 A
FEASE — BOEAE A0 o 5 35 1 B & R AR UL R 1 3k 47
IBCF3E). FSIM H538-45 1 BUF TFM RCR, H Al
CHAEZH IQA FE#E (Benchmark) H .

EUE A BT AL E 15 B K A B R
2 AR AL R IR, XA AT R R AR K I R AR
(Feature) | VZ N M T EUR RO b BRI 2
B A TR, XMERHERN T HATRZ
IQA BRI EEAH BG4y, Blan, STHR [17] Bk
B FE AR N R BB RHAE, #3& T GSIM (Gradient
similarity) 5Hy2%; Sk [18] FIH 77 17 S 5% 284
BR SE E DA T7 18] EAEAL, ATz s Sl
petk, #EtH ESSIM (Edge strength similarity) 5%;
SCHR [19] i T 22 BB R A R 2 TA) A
Fo A (Superpixel luminance similarity).
G B AN (Superpixel chrominance simil-
arity) LA AR R R BERBAHLME (Pixel gradient
similarity), #i& T SPSIM (Superpixel-based simi-
arity) BV%; SCHR [20) SRG 06 BERRL, & ) S 1 0 R 0
Jr AR DASM (Directional anisotropic stru-
ture measurement) $F1E, $2HEET DASM PN

Bid; SCHR [21] CABEBERONSEAE, et 22 it 7
X, #&H 7 GMSD (Gradient magnitude similar-
ity deviation) 5y%; nf AFE | iX L 50L& AR
FHENT BB ERFAE, ELBSERAE X S i R4 1 B
BT EEEH. 4, DOG (Difference of Gaus-
sian) &P/ et it TR vh 2 A R &
I TR, A 2Rt T A BB s A (R4S A
fldn, Sk [22] $EH T EET DOG K& &= Y
Sk, DUROCHR [23] $2H 13T /RN ) HaarPST
(Haar wavelet-based perceptual similarity) 5i%.

BB DOG LA /NB s e & R Az fk, {2 HVS
X R BEAT WL I, BE BN 2 = B4 S, thAEI
A RAE R W NAEL — i &, — 5T,
AE % B0 21 B A [ BT SEAN T 55, F AR X B i
5 SUE S AT T L, XA T HVS X 5 4
JRfE BRI R; J— 07, HVS B 2 RERED)
AE, AENE G NI 21 B R B B ) = B A 1
WPATAERM P 1, = 8RBT NZ R G 1
R EB AT, SR B R EGRE S; FR, A
HR 2 5 T RIE B BRY IX 5, /NPT LA XK,
JEHAE NG XA, 9 HVS (11X — EEIRF L, A
A, AT L 7 B R I 2R 5 R
AR AR ) m B R 1 4 RS B S REE R, 12
T Mg AR 5 R AR AL Y BB B VAR SR
(GLV-SIM), Hi%FH Griinwald-Letnikov 7 #(H
FHOR B BRI 4 R AR, R SRR OR B ]
B R ERAR A, £E AT HR e B S g 4 SRR W, A
SRS MRV BEVE TRAT5 VT B 1Y
—HE

ARSCEER AT 58 1 AR a0 B R
R & /AR AR, 26 2 et RS

S

Kl 1  Child-swimming K/
Fig.1  The image of child-swimming
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JAE ARk E X IQA 5 GLV-SIM; 25 3 7 iEid %t
E S50 T8 42 J5 5 JR SR AR AR AE AR 25 4 %o PG T L
AR Z B8 TT, UL R o B A SR VPR SR
B ATONARL TAER SRR,

1 EEERGE2ERESEHTN

L1 MASHEMSBEEERGEREL

I3 E R 3 2 B TIORA ap AE T X
I, BEFER O 53 H 1) /L, H v B 2% 5K Hopit-
al 7E 1695 45 %5 Leibniz HI{5 o ATHE H 204 $ b
SR GRS, BEAE A Hh 21 ) 7 s AR
PEFN A R A oG, AT Sk ik B 4 JR A8 4.
TMARIE R ERHE, & W E 70 b S 80E CH
Riemann-Liouville, Griinwald-Letnikov A1 Caputo
&2l Horh Griinwald-Letnikov & M T8 54
T .

AR Griinwald-Letnikov (GL), HE L H
BB AR TR, X T —4ES f(o), —0r
SE T E N

— lim +[f(z) — f( — )

dl
@f(a:) a7 (1)

Hrp, n NERRWE. A O, H—hr SR
—Br et

d? o1
T3 /(@) = lim o5 [f(2) =2/ (= h) + [ (@ —21)] (2)

TEIMER B3R, SZASH f(2) B n B SHON

@) = i g S0 ()i )
H5 20 (3) o 5RO K B R SRR o
FIETE, f(z) Mol GL F20E U
[=522]
> (9 )sean
§=0
(4)
Hp, L D> J2 bR X9 Griinwald-Letnikov,
i EARA N o M S8, T FhRa « a0 90 %
ECRRL BN, [ R R
%ﬁ(@r#%%ﬁﬁufvu(ﬁaﬁgﬁ
(=1)’T(a + 1)
G+ 1)I'a—j7+1)
ma BN FEAE TR b T, W GL R SUTT
EHEH

1
L Dof(z) = lim —

To,T

, HH T(-)8 Gamma BT, Gam-

(-1)IT(a+1)
;0 TG+ )T (a—j+1)

fx—jh) ()

MR LB Y, B f(x) £ 2 4] GL 34
W RN xo 2 a HIFA REUE, HIErA N Hil 3
HoEH L.

BME A5 5 AT E e 4 . A e — 4R 5 5
GL & X f2Emh b, v+ —4E K551 GL S50

1
GL Do f(x) = lim —

%0,% h—0 h

13N f ()
T11 T12 TIN
fw=| T @
scj-m -’17]\./[2 : CU]\.4N
St M, N A BRBEIRAT . SIS B X R

5 f(z) 1FE GL ST H A2 7 i 7K F-J7 [\ Al
HEHTT AT —4EE 5 GL SEHHHE.
WA IT FHE GL 34, SER f(z) #1718
ITHEER. XT38 AT, Bl = (w41, 242, - -+, 2in) , K
IR XN . SR GL SHGEN Dy (FbE H
REIFAKF W), BT (5), DYz, tHEWT
1) (a+1)

1
il mxxﬂ-i-*xwm'”a

1
DYz, = (— xx o

ho
(-D¥'T(a +1)
he xT((N-1)+1)T'(a—(N-1)+1)
(—D)N 2T (a + 1)
he xT(N —2)+ Dl(a— (N -2) 1 1)

X T+

X

1
$i2+"'+hjxxiN) (7)

Dy B A T < N R, R (7)
AR, DYx; 3 1 I MR R v 2 2 DU
KABFANE i1, w0 5 MIXATEN, 25 N T KB E
Ti1, Tio, o, win W T GL S EE &R
. RIER (7) Al EAR R f(x) AT X
D¢xfH, i=1,2,---, M , RIS 2 EGH AT 77 7 1Y
GL 3H(,id A DY, , &R M x N WHiFE.

FKlHh, W E T M HE GL S35, 6 EE
f(z) HATBFN A, Hm &R/ M x 1, &5
SR GL SHLE R M x 1 &, f(z) W&
N M x 15 mE, idBEGIES17 R E GL &
oDy (FhrV ARRIBEE ), W D 453 [H
FEN M x N HIHRE.

73 AT BB IRKFJ7 ) A B 7 A ) GL 2
%Dy, DY | BRI GL 408 XUy
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DM =
DM A M x N [R5 .
1.2 FRABEEEEERGEBTWL

Pl 4508 B vT R B 2 MR R B B AR 4k, Hoah &
TENEG SR TSRS A, W E
HTH 3R, 23518 Sobel H T\ Prewitt &1 Al
Scharr 57, HAM, R FIEREHE 15 IQA
FERIVEO R RE K AN AL SCHR [16, 18] it
715 Scharr FLTFREWS T TQA FERY = AE 85 47 FIRUR..
FH A SCRE 577 I8 B Scharr, BN A3 x 3,
X (9) &5 7K M AR BT AR, 43l

L[ 3 0 -3 L3 w0003
— |1 -1 =
G0 0“0 S0 00| (9)

3 0 =3 -3 —-10 -3

(Dg)? + (DF)? (®)

HIE f () 530 (9) PERBCERIZE D A6 2
JKVJ5 AR BT IR EAE G, Gy . BB R
(IR LA E SN

S . ———— ——

TSR

KRB H
M SHEASEAE DM,

2% KB

GM =+/(Gu)?*+ (Gv)? (10)
GM N M x N {5

2  GLV-SIM Bl&R=EITEMEX

NAE ST B B R, N RE % 8 Jn 21 P
G HE SO R4 R R B, I BRI BN B EHE
RO R T R AR . TR HVS I — B A
R AR P S AR 5 RN IQA 59k GLV-
SIM, ZHEF A GL F30U% & B 4 52210, R
FHf P A i SR 1) SR i AR A

GLV-SIM HiER SANELR K 2 s, idS
EEMGE N r = {r(z)|z e Q}, BHWEIE NI = {d(z)]|
reQ}, QRRNENEGEL. HhRAAL (8) F
GL SHUE 52 SUS BT » Al d & R7BAFE DM,
DM, , W5 PRS2 DM AL FIH
3 (10) HBh AR ) 8 S Bl Rl d =342 1k
EUE GM, , GMy , tHE —FH ARSI GM
LRV, SR RE DM AL RS G M AL TE 1S
Bl 5d R RARALIE RS 55 X AR ARl 3 1 b

AN RAR DL

i

W% BERERE GM,

KEERG d KA

BRIZHE GM,

GM HIBLEE

RiaEf

Kl 2 GLV-SIM Hi:HES
Fig.2  The framework of GLV-SIM algorithm
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Eg r A1 d 1F = &b GL S EURE I AAE & 2
. QDMT(.I) X DMd(IL’) + 01
Sowm(z) = DM2(z) + DM2(z) + C, (11)

Spu BT ZH G5B G 2R
FHIE L AR L.
FAcltt, FE r A d AE o KBS R B AR ALY 2

~ 2GM,(z) x GMy(z) + Cy (12)
- GM2(z) + GM2(z) + Cs

Sen WL T 22 B 5 1R R AE R A8
R AE AR . 5K (11) A (12) H ¢y, O
BIRR T2, DA b 7 BN F AR R THE 45
AT .

g (11) Mk (12), 2HEGSBLEEB RS
(RARALAA 2 e SR

S(z) = [Spam(@)]* x [Sam ()] (13)

Sooft, BHON R 4R 55 R R AE 0 0
%k

FUR, XS AT AT ALAL T, P (G R0
A

SGM(.'L‘)

1
Score = T ; S(x) (14)

e, T RREIRI QPR R
3 HES

MR B E 51N e R

AT T A GLV-SIM H3: Pk fE, 1
HU 4 KATF IQA 4l 1% TID2013%7, TID2008.
CSIQ™ Al LIVER /s ib #im 4. Hodh, TID2013
fEH 3000 TRIBILEME, 24 PR FRAY, 5 Fhok
HAZ; TID2008 &4 1 700 THEILEE, 17 F
REBAL FFP R BRAT 4 NREZS; CSIQ B
A H 866 TRBILENME, b Pk H KR, 4~ 5
Pl R, UK LIVE Ul A& 779 TRiEfh
BI%, 5 AR A 4 ~ 5 Pl HZE . FIE, $ulE
FErb a5 s T ARIR AR A GO B 3 4. B AT
HERZ, TID2013 A TID2008 EMiF4 N9
MOS 18, HoE KRR BG  &ikEF; m CSIQ
A LIVE EMF45 A DMOS (Differential mean
opinion score) {8, F/H A BN BIG BT BB AR
JEE ERAIK.

3.1

P TQA BV R ME Rl DL 322 P43 2 [R]
) — Bkt & W PR FRAR A 4 b i SR
25 K R4 (Spearman rank order correla-
tion coefficient, SROCC) FlH 7 /R S5 9 AH C R AL
(Kendall rank order correlation coefficient,
KROCC) PP ERMIE > 18] (¥ HL 0 F, HAE
BT 1 AR SPGB R b 2 TR A G &R B
(Pearson linear correlation coefficient, PLCC) #
PIMRiI%ZE (Root mean square error, RMSE) ¥
Y SR TR AW 1, T B 73 U A (R
(40 TID2013 H EWPEsrEEl Ny [0, 9], 1M SSIM
FRPE B [0, 1)), thEN R AT [ 2y
M, AL E W Z A AR LR I BUR A 5
(15) 1) Logistic [FIVHpR%L, HH, {Bili = 1,2,---,5}
AEABIZ 4. PLCC MBI T 1, RoRE AN
JEB . T RMSE BN, D0 55305 T v affy P R e

1 1
=T Tepm@ ) T

(15)

SHIRE

GLV-SIM B3R HZH BB SR E B4
JR 5 R AR AE AR A FE R, 2l 5L\ T AT S5
Cy, Cy . I8H, WEITEANWC, = (K1 x L)?,Cy =
(K2 x L)? , KA Ky, Ko AR/ B (3T 8-
bit KFEEIME L =255). 534k, GLV-SIM &k 7
IR o A SARILA R 5 S B A X AR )
W TR E NS

EHL TID2008 #4428 1R 25 BUE Joot
R 544 TR A EEAE IR 746, 7EiZ% T4 BEL
ANF S HOAT BUE P25, i s i) SROCC fE
ESERAESHUE. RABEHAZRE, 8 a=0.5,
v=0.5, £ 4P (K1, K2) = (0.05k1,0.05ks) -
TR, bh=1,2,-,10; ko =1,2,---,10 , £
BRI K =02, Ky =01 NmEME. KKK,
Ky B S v = 0.5, X AR o BUE T SES, o 5
FEMEEL 0.6. i Ja LA Ky, Ko Fl o S AEE, B2y i
HefE, 25 R HL = 0.7.

GLV-SIM EE8E NNt

IEHL TID2008 4 & 1 2% B4 121, KA
FE AL B 5 121-1-2. 121-3-2.121-8-2, 121-11-2 Al
121-12-2, SR A G B R 28 3L 2 51 D i 44
e BT P A% () 7 A OGRS L S BT RO JPG2K
JE4E R JPG &5t iR, Wik 3 Fiw, K 3(a) NS%
K&, K 3(b)~(f) NBLEIE, B4 T A5 5
AN XA R O B, % X R S A S
KO RIER 4y (W R T S 2 Ao 80HE J R 2Pl

3.2

3.3
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(d) 121-8-2

(e) 121-11-2

(f) 121-12-2

K3 ZHER (a) LIAFREBBLEG (b)~() (f F AN X ISR B E)
Fig.3  Reference image (a) and different types of distorted images (b)~(f) (The lower right corner is a enlarged view of

the rectangular region)

# 1 E3(b)~(f) BT AAE FEE TS
Table 1  Subjective scores and objective scores of
different algorithms for Fig. 3(b)~(f)

R2 ARV HEA

Table 2  The rank of scores on Table 1

VER i E3(b) El3(c) E3(d) E3(e) E3(f)

W TT % El3(b) E3(c) E3(d) E3e)  FE3(f)

MOS 5.0000 3.8387 4.1875 4.7667 6.2903
PSNR 30.5304  30.5784  26.1303  27.4808  27.3498
VSNR 29.7301  21.1480  20.5342  30.7072  20.2681
IFC 4.7389 3.4351 4.9319 2.9956 11.3746
SSIM 0.9250 0.8461 0.9459 0.9475 0.9568
MS-SSIM 0.9606 0.9159 0.9738 0.9727 0.9821
IW-SSIM 0.9684 0.9075 0.9645 0.9704 0.9661
GSIM 0.9958 0.9888 0.9953 0.9966 0.9979
FSIM 0.9831 0.9462 0.9538 0.9699 0.9707
GLV-SIM 0.9959 0.9845 0.9927 0.9957 0.9961

MOS 2 5 4 3 1
PSNR 2 1 5 3 4
VSNR 2 3 4 1 5

IFC 3 4 2 5 1
SSIM 4 5 3 2 1
MS-SSIM 4 5 2 3 1
IW-SSIM 2 4 5 1 3

GSIM 3 5 4 2 1
FSIM 1 5 4 3 2

GLV-SIM 2 5 4 3 1

). IWEIFRATLUE 1 5 TRB L E G2 3R E A
I AL B i o B, OO B ) A PE 3 MOS fE Uk 1
thTR. BB R AR R MG BT B, DU o
MU B Z R 3(F), 3(b), 3(e), 3(d), 3(c).

K 1AM ET GLV-SIM K& JL# A H
IQA B 3(b)~(f) MEMVE o, PR HE Ik 2
FiR. G55RFW, AL GLV-SIM Rk 3515 5%
VP AH— B PPN 45 2R, 5% FSIM. GSIM [A] 4
& T ORI R R R R A, (B S RS
T MOS A4 —5, XM T A LA FHE
BHE 4 R 5 R A Ak A R

215 MG 4 R AR AR AE T G I B VPN IR 2

PE. B 4 oR T 5 3 AHX ME T X 3R DM A,
HEF AT LAE 1, B 4(a) DM EIREWSIR I3 LI 2
% UG AL RRE. & 4(b)~(f) 5K 4 (a) ML, B
BE 4 BB 5K 4(a) EMAME DM K, 5HAh
AHEE, B 4(f) Mo i i B 4(b) 5K 4(e) #H
bb, & 4(b) B A7 7R e 75 (H TR A R B A S8 4 i 4
W, Bk EE 4(b) TR 4(e); TR 4(d) fEIL R AL
LR, SRR e ROR; & 4(c) U5 & 4(a) AHABL
FEE AR, B 4(c) M ERZE. HANTATEH,
Hi A BG4 R AR RFAE 1) DM B REWE 3Rk 15 5
PR BT I — 350, 5 NS RIAH 7.
34 BTN MEERIELER

1 4 DNEEE_ IR GLV-SIM [ 3R 34 1



2668 S| ] 1k 2 H 46 #
ft, = 5% S £ 48 )77 PSNR. VSNREY, FISCHER P HRGE B S 8. 286 3R 858 DELL opti-
IFCBY, 2 s By SSIM A o gk &7 MS-SSIM. plex7040, Intel Core i7-6700, CPU@3.4 GHz, 8
ITW-SSIM, LKA B AL GSIM FURRAE AH L1 GB RAM, SZ56F-4 5 MATLAB R2016b. % 3 f13 4
FSIM 5k, szu6 Aot b 57k R AR & A A6 AR RS I T 9 MEVELE 4 NMEEEE F SROCC. KROCC,

(a) 121 (c) 121-3-2

(d) 121-8-2 (e) 121-11-2 () 121-12-2

Bl 4 EXFE 3 i &5 X R DM B
Fig.4 The corresponding DM map for each rectangular region in Fig.3

# 3 A IQA HVETE TID2013 F1 TID2008 A 2 11 S 46 45 5 Hu
Table 3  Comparison the performance results of different IQA algorithms on TID2013 and TID2008 databases

Kol TERETR bR PSNR  VSNR IFC SSIM MS-SSIM TW-SSIM GSIM FSIM GLV-SIM

SROCC 06306  0.6812 05389  0.7417 0.7859 0.7779 0.7946  0.8015 0.8068

KROCC 04698 05084  0.3939  0.5588 0.6047 0.5977 0.6255  0.6289 0.6381

TID 2013 PLCC 0.7017 07402 0.5338  0.7895 0.8329 0.8319 0.8464  0.8589 0.8580
RMSE 0.8832  0.8392  1.0322  0.7608 0.6861 0.6880 0.6603  0.6349 0.6368

SROCC 05531 07046  0.5675  0.7749 0.8542 0.8559 0.8504  0.8805 0.8814

1D 2008 KROCC 04027 05340 04236 0.5768 0.6568 0.6636 0.6596  0.6946 0.6956
PLCC 0.5734  0.6820  0.7340  0.7732 0.8451 0.8579 0.8422  0.8738 0.8648

RMSE 10994 09815 09113  0.8511 0.7173 0.6895 0.7235  0.6525 0.6739

F 4 ARIQA BIETE CSIQ M LIVE ¥ 1 5240 25 5 i
Table 4 Comparison the performance results of different IQA algorithms on CSIQ and LIVE databases

Koy TERETRbR PSNR VSNR IFC SSIM MS-SSIM TW-SSIM GSIM FSIM GLV-SIM
SROCC 0.8058 0.8106  0.7671 0.8756 0.9133 0.9213 0.9108  0.9242 0.9264
KROCC 0.6084  0.6247  0.5897  0.6907 0.7393 0.7529 0.7374  0.7567 0.7605
CsIQ PLCC 0.8000  0.8002  0.8384  0.8613 0.8991 0.9144 0.8964  0.9120 0.9082
RMSE 0.1575 0.1575  0.1431 0.1334 0.1149 0.1063 0.1164  0.1007 0.1099
SROCC 0.8756 0.9274  0.9259  0.9479 0.9513 0.9567 0.9561 0.9634 0.9521
LIVE KROCC 0.6865 0.7616  0.7579  0.7963 0.8045 0.8175 0.8150  0.8337 0.8179
PLCC 0.8723 0.9231 0.9268  0.9449 0.9489 0.9522 0.9512  0.9597 0.9368

RMSE 13.359 10.505 10.264 8.9445 8.6188 8.3473 8.4327 7.6780 8.0864
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Table 5 Comparison SROCC for individual distortion of different IQA algorithms on TID2008 database
HE R RERHY PSNR VSNR IFC SSIM MS-SSIM IW-SSIM GSIM FSIM GLV-SIM
AWN 0.9073 0.7728 0.5806 0.8107 0.8094 0.7869 0.8573 0.8566 0.9125
ANMC 0.8994 0.7793 0.5460 0.8029 0.8064 0.7920 0.8095 0.8527 0.8979
SCN 0.9175 0.7665 0.5958 0.8144 0.8195 0.7714 0.8902 0.8483 0.9167
MN 0.8520 0.7295 0.6732 0.7795 0.8156 0.8087 0.7403 0.8021 0.8087
HFN 0.9273 0.8811 0.7318 0.8729 0.8685 0.8662 0.8932 0.9093 0.9175
IMN 0.8725 0.6470 0.5345 0.6732 0.6868 0.6465 0.7721 0.7452 0.7864
QN 0.8702 0.8271 0.5857 0.8531 0.8537 0.8177 0.8750 0.8564 0.8865
GB 0.8704 0.9330 0.8559 0.9544 0.9607 0.9636 0.9585 0.9472 0.9587
TID 2008 DEN 0.9422 0.9286 0.7973 0.9530 0.9571 0.9473 0.9723 0.9603 0.9666
JPEG 0.8723 0.9174 0.8180 0.9252 0.9348 0.9184 0.9391 0.9279 0.9534
JP2K 0.8131 0.9515 0.9437 0.9625 0.9736 0.9738 0.9755 0.9773 0.9751
JGTE 0.7525 0.8056 0.7909 0.8678 0.8736 0.8588 0.8832 0.8708 0.8793
J2TE 0.8312 0.7909 0.7301 0.8577 0.8522 0.8203 0.8925 0.8544 0.9021
NEPN 0.5812 0.5716 0.8418 0.7107 0.7336 0.7724 0.7372 0.7491 0.7271
BLOCK 0.6194 0.1926 0.6770 0.8462 0.7617 0.7623 0.8865 0.8492 0.8960
MS 0.6966 0.3715 0.4250 0.7231 0.7374 0.7067 0.7174 0.6698 0.6994
CTC 0.5867 0.4239 0.2713 0.5246 0.6398 0.6301 0.6736 0.6481 0.6689

PLCC A1 RMSE Fu&5 3. M\EH & H, GLV-
SIM #EARPEAN FUR B4 7E TID2013. TID2008 Al
CSIQ ¥u#i E I, GLV-SIM 5 FSIM ¥4 14 GeAH
YT TR GSIM &k, BAL TA& 450
AT SSIM U5k, 76 LIVE %l % L, FSIM H
57 BIFTEN ROR, GLV-SIM 5 GSIM #1324, %
IR A5 SRR UGS AR AIE B8 B 4 b 4 0 R
SERE R, A GLV-SIM B4 /S REsdsa
775 B — R AR AR L, BedE st B GO0
EEAR AL () Z ) BE 77
3.5 B—LEIFMMEERIELE

£ TID2008 %48 &= bk GLV-SIM X #.—
REEMETENTERE. 3£ 5 A T AR EIEK
SROCC ff, {EBRFR PPN R B, B R 2k
FRUHEA E AL RO B s, WRPATEH,
GLV-SIM A1 PSNR ¥JH 8l 5 &, GSIM tH ¥ 3 X,
FSIM ¥ 1 k. PSNR X Mg 75 7 (1 2k EAEA 4%
Uf, GLV-SIM £ AWN. QN R E, FaefE
AWNC.SCN fl HFN FH(f55 PSNR A 24 /%%
. HK, GLV-SIM it 7] 7£ JPEG. J2TE. BLOCK
RERMY BRI R, JRE JP2K fig 5
FSIM RURAH Y.

4 BEERE
A SCHITTRRAE TAF X BLA IQA HRAH B K

G R ABAAC T AFAE R AL, DB HV'S BE RE /2K
B G R HRAE B th eI B 2 /5 B RS AL, R H

— MG RS REHAAR GLV-SIM Hik. %5
ERR T B0 S EEA 2R R R E G
A JR AR AN, TR R P R R R R i AR AL, 45
B A RTINS PR V4. TE A TR e sk
Ik R, A SCHEVEREW IS 5 W0 B
— ¥ AR RN TES R —FE R
J5 V2 AH G RE B B AT b SR HVS 16 3 WA I R
TE4 Ja T R FRATTRaE— 20 225k 1% 5 14
T S E IS EUR R E AT ) .
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