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A Review on No-reference Quality Assessment for Blurred Image

CHEN Jian"** LI Shi-Yun' LIN Li** WANG Meng' LI Zuo-Yong®

Abstract The blurriness distortion of image affects information perception, acquisition and subsequent processing.
No-reference blurred image quality assessment is one of main research directions for the problem. This paper ana-
lyzes the relevant technique development of no-reference blurred image quality assessment in recent 20 years.
Firstly, combining with main databases, different types of blurriness distortions are described. Secondly, main meth-
ods for no-reference blurred image quality assessment are classified and analyzed in detail. Thirdly, performance
measures for no-reference blurred image assessment are introduced. Then, the typical databases, performance meas-
ures and methods are introduced for performance comparisons. Finally, the relevant technologies and development
trends of no-reference blurred image assessment are summarized and prospected.
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(a) WU

(a) Gaussian blur

(d) Out-of-focus blur

(ONGE S
(b) Simple motion blur

(d) K AR (e) KA (f) H AR

(e) Atmospheric turbulence blur

(c) BB

(c) Complex motion blur

e

(f) Other blur
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Fig.1 Examples for different kinds of blurred images
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Table 1  Main image quality assessment databases including blurred images
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Fig.2  Classification of spatial/spectral domain-based
NR-IQA methods

245 B AT BURBOWIAZ BE i A . i T B0
G RSO 2 N\ HR O ASORST P 5 A LWL AR A o SRR, T
RO o T BRI S m) Ji 9 F , 3 i B R i 2%
GRKAEAR, R, 5AE B R L BB
ORI 1 B L PPAN R AR

W77 T N FH AN [ R 32 G ) B SR ]
Bih 445 5., 40 Sobel H 1. Canny H 1%, Marz-
iliano S50 JeTHOB) IR 10 2 J 56 i IR B, St T
— P Id e v AR L ) 1 2 R SO R ) T
5. R EESEN LR SRR [40] J7 VAR BRI AKSE
77 1) (30 2 05 FEVEM ORI B2 . Zhang 551 LK BB
53 9P XM 2 X B, T B 2 X 38 L7 7]
1A% 5 FE -V BB AT O BEPRAN . Ferzli 85 3T
NEWH R4 (Human visual system, HVS) F1i/
GALRIFERCRAE, R TR LF T SO (Just no-
ticeable blur, JNB) HIMER, J7 %) i % 5 Yk AT
it 5 Xy, Ias G L% sy YUt N 1 2 v FE T
SOV BAR IR AR, Narvekar 551 78 JNB f2&
fitlh b, 3 R R BN T AN A B T AR
RS 1) 2 A% (Cumulative probability of
blur detection, CPBD) 15 2| PFAME. Wu &5 F
NEAT EMIE LY e K%L (Line spread function,
LSF), i LSF fiti i1 i3 & iR 2L (Point spread func-
tion, PSF) IS HOkHA & BIGEMIFEE. LikJ7ik
355 N T Sobel B, 3T 5 3CHR [40] AHIF B A
18, Ong M FEIR I T77EF 5]\ Canny H1.

WAk, FHe T G XU e SO X S A HR B 2R R
A (1) )53, Bahrami 5517 $g 7 —MEAECT
HE RV T, Jrikisd v E BB KR
ARk (Maximum local variation, MLV) 13| &
B RGO BL BE A5 B ) o P, FEAR A HV'S X A8 4,
K DX 3 B UK e v AL B ) B4R 8K ) MLV
BER, MBS REM I R R. -5 %8
BN RS I 2 X 38 LG BUgURR, 8 v 5= 8 e K

FEREAT RV, PRI X R VAN 43 B A R A
BB R/ AR, Li S0 5 — R T B
Tchebichef % 1) E B BRI AT (Blind image blur
evaluation, BIBLE) J7i%, %77 k456 1 0 EIE
IRGEETHEL, 738 9F 51\ Tchebichef 5 SR E AL EHE
AR, B S, Zhan S50 £ W T MG b s R BR B2
N Hf 2 AR A B (1) T 2 2% RR 7 W P DAY R 2

AT, R T 5AE BB J7%H, Sobel H 1
5 Canny 7155 1] Z IR, Sobel 55 Canny
HT % 2R, Hp Sobel HrizHEENR, HS
TR A TEOK, T Canny 57X 5510 Z UK, BT
SRR, B S A g . R, CSEI P ) A
B, %2235 K H Sobel 5 73T
212 ETHRWEELNEE

BT BHME FBO BB PO VR S — R
B ILI T, Crete 5800 $2 H ) FREBOR FRIR 45 &
FR-IQA J7V2 1) AR, X047 D AR PR 15 21 1 8
WIRERE K22 BUR, 285 0 0] v S A ) [ 45 A
OB B 2 T AH AR 2R AU AR AL 5 Hh BT B 1A 1)
iR, TR R H S S, PR, R A ik
TIiEA LA . Herh— R TR TSR 30 5 4
FIFEALEE (Structural similarity, SSIM)P! K #H 5%
WAL G. RSP AN RGNS E R
1A% P boy it BRR E 25 M A BUE (Gradient
structural similarity, GSIM) F R 15 2| PEAHE.
AR 54509 SR F G p) 5 R X 73 i 2 X 48, FEIU 2 X
T R HEAT 5 eI b BE AT BB B, FEH
oW R ) SSIM 43 B BOHITEAT 45 2R . Wang 5504
K HGE IR 4513 3 225 RGO 40 31 YIQ Bt
A], TE A O AR RN 2 2 AR R AE A B0 EE
(Feature similarity, FSIM)P" FfInAAS H v 45
R. M4k, Bong FEPI R IEEF M LL (Peak signal-to-
noise ratio, PSNR) fl#477 1% % (Mean squared er-
ror, MSE) HEAT Ui A3 2P 45 2R . F AL R AP 5K
HE A DX 70 A 00 S A5ORT P ASE A AR A S8R /D e v
7, JEUE LR P B ORI T0 I X 4 BRI AR B2 I8 i A
ROl KPR HEZE , I R IX AN v 22 22 ] 5K 345 2]
PR GE R e ZE A0S ) 23 70l of A5 0 P A5 A A
W BB REAT 75 A8 7 W SR BOCBOR RS i, A Log-
Gabor I # 28 A imy 17 22 73 A5 80 e U0 WRL 3 308 355
I 5 45 A W BN R AE IR 29PN E . Chetou-
ani ZF P U2 H B A B FE AR (Perceptual blur in-
dex, PBI) A LAVTA EHE BORIF2 .

X R SCHR A3 B AT R, 2T vk R R
B RS 2B R BIENSHEIR, I T H
DN AT FR-IQA BIJ732 (41 SSIM. GSIM. FSIM.



694 H B th =2 i 48 &
MSE. PSNR %) #47 PEAr 4R AR THEL. WAE NR-IQA TS 3|72 M H . T4 ) NR-
213 BEFSRENENSE [QA J7EFEE AL R AR A T By il B

#F S AE 5% (Singular value decomposition,

SVD) {E N —FHERE M 759 2 N T B 4

M 27 M EHG FTE PEA of . Sang 450 iR 4E AN A
RO PRE #7 S B 22 R r B Y NR-IQA U7
5. Qureshi S50 R RO R L EHE AN [F) 70 = 1
AR, 256 0 5 A A G, [R5 %
EUR P LB AR — D =Bk, xR e BB Eitr
skERIT, FXHEEA R IT R m B A e AT i
PO, 7R IE T AR A ). T A
S BTEP FIFESS & T SVD.

A H T 55 SAE 7 R VR RT3 g s — A
T3 I A A B A R PR Al R TR, RN
LR EG A e i fe B s i BRI, FLROR iR
S 2, O FLBIAEBOBER R I, 2 20
PR B, 53— R B 18 P40 5 VP
4
214 ETBEHERENGE

H i R SR R W) is T e 2R, IR T AR
T T E BRI A, X AT et 2 e
TERCT B HRE R, T AN A ANAS T 5 H A
R fig R 8 73 2 18] 1 22 B 55 00 JR 52 1) AR o
FYIRSR, Uk, B HAE R ] DU T B TE iR
(. Zhai 5 456 H B RE RS H —F B S %
Wk H R, T BRSO 2 8 I R Ak 1 1 (el
(AutoRegressive, AR) ZH AL, Gu F* 2
H—AhJE T AR B BRI R 2 B (AR-based im-
age sharpness metric, ARISM), 1% A iEFIFRET H
AR IS, I I E MR R AR B R E
A B 22 FOGT BL B 22 R 1T e b Ak 1 B EAROE
M7 2.

BT A HOTERIL SR B, H SR
FEE T s, B T S S R, B ae SR B
BAFEARAE B, T ASH T PRA A P 42 &
BEAh, 1T K2 B iR AR J T e ik A ) PR 45 A PR
Tiid, RGBS AR R AR, I, 3807
FAEAE T R IR AR, PR AR aE T % 2R sk
IR I E b B TR T2, praede
B BB R AE AR A R, BRIk, 3T JLAE 58 4 2k T4
BT S BOR D, B2 R S I T VA
BB HoAt 7 ik .

ETF5Ea NR-IQA /53%

P A JE A T DLAR G b A T P 5 2 45
ik, U3 G IX IO L R A 3 5. DR, A

2.2

AR (Discrete Fourier transform, DFT) /B HUR 5%
AF 4 (Discrete cosine transform, DCT) [ 775 K&
FeTINB AR TT 1.

2.2.1 #F DFT/DCT W753%

DFT 15N AR A e 2 — | 7E NR-
IQA YU 535 —E L AN, Chetouani 55
FEJR G B N 1 B B, JF @ DFT fE50
S H R X PSR B S EAT DI RE. Viu ST SR Y
S; (Spectral and spatial sharpness) 7EARBIN & 1
JEE T PR R, A S S A AR L, B SR A S
R GE RN P AR AR AT AL, 2T TR A AU AR ik
R T DET. 72 S REETHR EIR
Mo 525 1 I 51N T DFT AHAZ .

DCT B BA — i IEAC A e R T 41, H AR e
R BB ) B I e AR A M A R R AE T I A O Ry
fiE, B, EEMRAE 5 RS, DCT #0A N
je —PhE iR AR . BT EBAERT DCT /35,
FLrb iy v B 23 R LTI 2 X3k, PR, AT BLd
HWREE DCT A3 G 1w Sk W & 2 15
TR . Marichal 2517 %} EUE 2r Bt 5 DCT, J@id it
HARE RHORAG 5 BB BIAEE. Caviedes 45 £
TR BIAGAE R, L% 75 BRI DCT
RIS (Kurtosis) KA & EE TR, KEAED
A BB R #8772 45 B 73 il k. -~ 48 S IX
B, i EA R X E DCT R Kurtosis, #)
FH il 28 5 R HE X Kurtosis 123t 17 V745 75 2 4H
N H, R 44N (Wiener) S8 HIL1S 2 2R
KIE, a4 B X e 5 R SRR 1T 2 i & 45 R

KIEHEAT DCT Ab P 5 ) e VUM o 45 2R BB A
BRI FE R84 In g, IS8 AC RECF- 75 M
(Sum of squared AC coefficients of DCT, SSAD)
I/, 8 SSAD WA LUA T 1F i RIS BRI 72 2 .
Zhang ST 5 Hy — i 3 T RORE AN AR p AIE A2 4 AT
SSAD HIVFH 7 i%. B8 F] SSAD A 2 AR IK KL
B B G P BRI FE S, Zhang 257 B J5 MR 98 06
e S 12 7 381 7 S5 0 L B B0 TS DCT S8k 6,
PR I BT R 75 22, R I B A
B Ja AR R VPN A, AR AR R R R
P45 o B0 2R B ASOR AN ' HEAS 25 Il i, 2ty R I
& DCT AbPL )5 1 B 7 & F I PR BRI 2, JF
PASE — i 7 B RO G AN 2 TR B2 B NR-
IQA ik

BT DCT M5B KE W4 & 7 =85,
BT A0 A7 T 3R 1) AT AN R X S %I 4,



3 Wi s BRIk BB LS H RN 48 695

WRH J7 Z X 73 i % 510 2 X 8, B85 £ A 1)
X3t 4T DCT Mg Z2Ab P ; 2) K 25 URFAE 55 A da
FHEAHSE SR BT 45 2R

222  ETNETIRESE

FE/N AR TT T, A7 AT A ) R AT A
[F) /N AR 4 (40 Haar /N 27N Contourlet %%)
JE I R B REERA AR BIVPAN 45 R, KT
FEAE 2[R 2% & R 2 R SRR (i) (55

Tong 5™ T Haar MR, X EG #1714
T 43 b DA T R 2 5 R, O JE e i 2k i
JER BV 45 R . Ferzli M 45 & /NE&R K5
FR [40] H RORSORA B2 DRA 72, o3 il SR K A2 B
77 1) b R 85 SR R Y iR & PF A . Kerouh
S0 T /N AR e 1) 22 ROBERR A, SR ARG 14 2
B 5, B THEAF 7 73 T BRI 10 S0 Rk
BRI R, Vu 850 R H /N E AR e 2 JE 1 R
K fe B AT TE R VRA, R ELER T X AN BB E
FEHEAT /N AR i L KO BRIR 53 Stk AT /)N B A i 1 45
. Gvozden F5M $ tH— M Pid 5 EGIE I FE /1
BIPEN BLA (Blind image sharpness/blurriness as-
sessment model, BISHARP), J7 %@L 1H 5 & 1
177 AR SRR B G S 0008 B BEAR 2., R B R /N
A 6] R 2k /N SR BOIEAT R IR B B 24 (U
rat iR,

Wang &0 F F 52 /N R AL AR 1 2 Mt i
FA A, TSR EHR 2 B AR AL AH G 14 1) J 3
4 SR HBAHALA ¢ (Local phase coherence, LPC) H
THUE VL. — 5 A R A AT T IR AT
#.. Ciancio S5 H FAH R 77 7] b A 57 R &AL T
FRABLER A B TSRS 2 5 6 iy TR AH A 17 52 ok Sl
BB = P, Hassen 5850 A HV'S Ry PEXS
LPC Wi v B AT HE P INBCR AT P . B
J&i, Hassen 555 42 H A58 T J SRH A8 AH 5 0375 I 52
fi4x LPC-SI (LPC-based sharpness index) SN | [#
AT R AE 90, B0t 1SRN SR i o7 A ik
AT IR M TR B

tHT Contourlet 2 #: B A R#L. £ RE £

J7 SR s 2 AT D R o i o 2 RE 22 07 I+
. W25 E FIH Contourlet 283, $2 B EZ 1)
RPEEAE R, AT SEBL MG 5T & vt sl 250 1)
Contourlet 83 ¥ Ze vH 7 PR @ 7 AR | i
KEEUE T A S e R T EEE R R,
WAL [E RS Contourlet X G THFE SR %
fiE G &

I IR SRR 2 BT RT AN, VR 2 AR T AR T
FEARAFRIREER G T 23807 EBCS SRRE, T
7 38 5 A 45 G AR — AT NR-IQA 7V
T, W Hosseini 257 $2 i ] HVS-MaxPol. tt4h,
MSCHER A AT DA, T 22 T 25 38 SO () 7732
PR L DRIk, LGP 2 VAL ST N EU B 32 B A
Xp N T ASER 1 4 45

b LT A A ) T R LBk R R 2
FoR.

3 ETEIpEMEIE NR-IQA 5%

T V8 A T ) T VR AR 2 TR T ik
FESRHLH EHR AL J5 , K2 A 2 a7 S i A S A
— AL BRI SRS B PP R R T SR
A LASE I A B SRR AE 1) 5 B PPANE RS, S22
i, #E—LT NR-IQA TERE. [FIR, #B45>
BT WO RIE L T BB R AE SR B T2
21 NR-IQA 7530 bA4y 38T SCHF I &AL (Sup-
port vector machine, SVM) HJJ7 7%, H ARG HF
[ & [7] )5 (Support vector regression, SVR) /3
A 7 52K (Support vector clustering, SVC), 2T
M 2% (Neural network, NN) (572, TR E
TR, FET A IR I T, BT 20
AR m T (Multi variate gaussian, MVG) 17574
FHABEE T2 2 1774, W 3 Bios. BT R %
PatE R 2 HIAN[F) 2R LRI ) IRAR A B, S5 B
R AL MR E 3D, AN T8 F 2 TR BE 2 2T 1Y
Jrik. B, BT 2 ) NR-IQA J7iE F 2R
FT SVM 75k, IR, bEEBE EH0R . Hril
H B v AR B 3N SR L A ST T2 R

® 2 RIS A R R s L

Table 2 Advantage and disadvantage comparison for different methods based on spatial/spectral domain
Jiiksr P ({795
BUE PN MEEM. RS RER 5 5y R G r B b BRI 21 5 PP A1 235 SR

PRI B i X EHR N E KRS, TSR E A AR

HEW LMK FR-IQA 771

AR SRR B R . %, SrEfs R A

, SRR B 5 3 U TR 2 G \ N

LT A A AL

R g e S5 B 1 L DT WA
DFT/DCT /i e b T EEHR ISR R 2 RS, A e SR




(8

S 48 %

696 H Zlj
SVR+SVM/SVC
rETFSVMM ik {
SVR
GRNN
wrnsigng |
AdaBoosting NN
CNN/DNN
BT B2 GAN
T3] EOIRS {
ik ) Hefldr vk
BT AR 2 22 5]
ST {ﬁﬁ%j
Foftn vk
HFMVGHI Tk
U A R T2 ) 1 5 i
K3 TS0 NRIQA ik
Fig.3 Classification of learning-based NR-IQA methods

e TR E 5 S ) 75 105 8RB 22 gl NP T T 7
s

HEF SVM 8953

BT SVM 7E/NEA I 28 F RS HLAS b HoAh
BRI AR, HEL NN BA S i 1z hae 7).
t, SVM f£ NR-TQA S5 21 Z fI M. Rl
TR AR AR A T BB S () SRR AL
BEAT IR, HAPO 45 R K2 AR T2t 5 5k 07 2.
3.1.1 EHTF SVR + SVM/SVC B5574

B I FH R (S RO R HL) B NR-IQA J5i%
) KRBT/ 2 Be i NR-TQA J5ik. 38
TR E SR SVM #H 47 R H R R R 5 1, B8
Ja X H SVR #47 EE i & 1PN . Moorthy 2510 $
B BOE BHE BUEPEA 4R PR (Blind image qual-
ity indices, BIQI), 1Z%/7 V5 B S KA SVM /N 7
it ZEAT L m Wi/ 4f (Generalized gauss distri-
bution, GGD) A5 15 2 ) Z BURFAE XA
BT R R 732, AT AT 200 X B 4500 R AN A
RAEFBHIME, R R SVR X K& 5
AR R FRIE LT B B T E PPN S5 R, R AR
WU B R R TR SFMEL BEJR, Moorthy
ST S R TR L PR A B RS R g R
PP (Distortion identification-based image ver-
ity and integrity evaluation, DIIVINE) 7%, X H
T 235 88 HEMRHEREAT 7328, Liu 5% IR —
ANPBAR B RMELE ) T B8R T 2 () — AU AR 11
Jii & (Spatial spectral entropy-based quality, SSEQ)
TRBL R 55 A SINNBAR K Bl 24T 2y

3.1

DLt Bt b SR BUREAS 73 B B g B AE 288, 2t
S BT BIE AR EAE NRHE. Zhang %51
MZET B AR5 481 (Natural scene statistics, NSS)
RRAE, 73 B 22 i 2k U2 R B — 2R L R oy v
EUE I BT BEAT PR, 207 VE3L 90 3 MR, BT
Sy HT AT RE IR R ELR AL T 2k B S 40 % o B VAN B
TR 5 ERTTEAE, HAh—FEET SVM 7%
AN R HBEAT 932K, T B AT AR R B AR BT
P, Saad 5 fEET DCT 4uitE B E BIE
SEHEMEFEEL (Blind image integrity notator using
DCT statistics, BLIINDS)" &6t I #2 H BLI-
INDS-II J5i%, %7 % e R A i) i SR fE 2 A
JE BT,

f£ SVR 55 SVC &5 & 5T, Liu 55 2T
BBt NR-IQA J75 R Curvelet Z#45 & SVC
J SVR $2Hi CurveletQA J5¥%. Zhang 55" 757545,
PEHL A LI ME X LB — 4K (Mean subtracted
contrast normalized, MSCN) J& )X} £ 5 HURFIE,
TEMUIER A Log-Gabor JiE i #5 15 21 B 5UR BERHIE,
P X R L GGD &, f&JaFH SVR AT SVC
Iy NR-IQA 58 F0 G 2k U AL R A5 A
FRIE HEIL RGB K G 70 8 H) MSCN %/
o4 7 mAR R B FHRRE, 0 A E RGB
RS (A & o B LS, AR R HAS S,
HIH EAZ BAE NG THRFERAR H 2573 B[R] R AH ¢
Y. EXTE /B S % BUR S U5 B VPN 1845 (Blind/
referenceless image spatial quality evaluator,
BRISQUE)" 584 TAEFEZ I8, BURKHETTH A 2
A, JER AT AR U T R T I K #EEL
X FEATUON F 2 4 4> TJ7 1) MSCN 2 25 & AH
Q0 FRE) B /R A O R BB AR BT 1 (R AE.
312 ETFSVRMEE

SVR 115 2] 7 % F 1012 K. Mittal &80
& BRISQUE 2051 A\ 1 2 REERSIL T [ MSCN
AP FRT X 0A (Asymmetric general-
ized Gaussian distribution, AGGD) A SEHLEE
FRAEROHREL, FEAEH SVR BRI /0 E. Ye S0
FEINZRIS T ST I 2k BRI Gabor AR HRAFAE, JF
REA B A, [FI ORAFHH RL AT DMOS {85 72 Tt
B, AR Gabor B HRFAE VL ECAD A, 42 AHABLUE n
PO RS —NERB R EFME, &5 SVR
SEPURFAE F) 5 BPEA M A WL Xue S50 1 H 9
W R R E AT B B G, il Sl N T B
JEE R FEE Bl 33 % vy B b 47 i (Laplacian of Gaussi-
an, LoG) W, JEfH e -SVRM 3E47 [B] 945 784 1)
o) BREAENON 3500 2 FRAR R IR AH S, AR 5
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fHEH (Weber's law) SR75 2 U B, KR %
[7) 57 11 49 1 22 Sl PO B E A 1, R R AL 22
W 1e B 2= e R A, JF o a5 22 U B R
WIS LR AT A R . L 55102 6T N A0 5 Sk
KA GRS s, AR AR A SR R ]
P B AN G5 AR AL, SCFR IR T I — b PE MR B F)
AT RR R R BB T R AR L. Li & A
Ja3 PR AN R ) 0 A 0 xR AT 22 ROBE DA
JiEF 51N Gabor A2 Hent K B EUR AT 70 i, FEA
I SVR #5717 AN AL 5 734 AT 70 2 18] )&
I EREL. B MOS/DMOS #ER A S B 45
GEEAC RN, 3T o — BRIV 75 7%
A b, S AT SCHR H I T x5 R AT B 4R
JREVFN 75, Gao S0 5 1 — FhFR o fin 4F &I 4R
X} (Preference image pairs, PIPs) [ /715317 NR-
TQA LAY L.

R T VAR R B I8 Y 1] AL HE ) NR-IQA
ik, AN WG SVR 52 A BT X 1M 2k
i) NR-IQA J57A. S PRI AEN Tl /N i 22 e
A AT B RO AL — BB, IF R R BESE
AFERETH AL — BB 5 ANRRIE T A 2P
4R, Oh ZE A X ARHLE S 7 B I B &, 18
I AT BRI S R L il L = ORI 1 7 AR AE
FEMRAFAL. Li S5E007 S 7 — 3 2 A AUk 1
2 REZ AL 5 2] 10 o 2 7% & #k IR0 I R A
(Robust image sharpness evaluation, RISE) /2.
W5, Li 5500 Bt ey A LA ER, 20 0l R B 3
AN 42 R 5 R 38 N'SS RFAE. Liu 28009 5] A
1€ IRV R R AUSE 5 K Toggle S0 3 T
A B AR SRS .. Cai S50 $2 H 1) J7 vk 1 ekt
G N\ BB BEAT PR, T s 2 3R /N B 3 45 4
B Z2 AT i Il P8 SRR AL

BT SVM TR 7 i SR RA, B 1)
SVR+SVM/SVC; 2) SVR. HHp, 7E415t i )
) NR-IQA J5i%m, SVM R 7E s /2 By BE 7 v A s
BURFRRIN SR 5 4, AU S R 1, SVM
U = AL SR A S 5 AU I 1 it ST R
T X 2% 1) % 2] 5 SVR 32 BEEAT [A] A AR A 1) 2
>, SEHLEGRFAE 2 5T & PO Z [ S SVC
FIFESEBL T RH K, B TR MR B P
RPN Z A, F2 T2 b AE T HEAT ISR BT itk
FMEAFERI A, 5l N2 REEE R BlaEE. 2
PAREERSES S

3.2 ET NNWFEE
Li SR SRR AE 5 DMOS AE N X

[ 22 2% (Generalized regression neural net-
work, GRNN) i\, ZJ&, Liu &M 7 A&
N3 BRI 22 2% (AdaBoosting neural network) 5
B NR-IQA J7ik )it i fe it — 5851 J5 B
PR, PUIH IR $2 H 07 32 o R B 28 8 — A — By
AGHE T, Tk eSS & I N3 5 eh 22 0 26 1
ATUNIZRAITIIN. I3, Liu S0 254 H HAeJE 2, #2
UG 2 N 2R 5 e A R s J2 DR v 30 ) 8 AR ALE
Ky 17— NN KBS P BHRFHIE. Ciancio 55!
BEXS B — PR 4R PR AE AN R AR e BOBI% 0 T AEAE I
REAUIRIY ) L, $2H — M a5 & 1 AR PR 48 45 A
NN K ZHFHIE7 2K 45

3.3 ETREFINGE

B PG B B Hh Bt B O B9 N SR P 2 1 T
R W e (I B R BOR SR, T JLAEK, K
TIRFE I T EAR BTz 550, IF IS 11k
T SVM J NN 345 2R, 5 SVM/NN A1,
TURIE 2 2) (775 T DL 3 R o & T 199 45 11 2
2. R, BHTRE S I IE T LA R E S A
B S EBRIE R 2 23808, TR K2 1 B
FRAEAE B, B, WRE 5 2 Ik H A T NR-
TQA J73% By B R AL S HL.

3.3.1 #7T CNN/DNN K754

EBRMZE ML (Convolutional neural net-
work, CNN) J51fi, Kang %" B0 73T
CNN ] NR-IQA J7i%, Mgttt 1 MERUE, 2 4
HEREZ AL, FEM 25 S | R AE 2 > 5T B[R] )
EWEF— MM . Kim 017 B4 FR-
TQA J7¥%, A2 R B ot & Jm P B 45 209 25
R.OBEJE, Kim S50 3R R BS54
(Deep image quality assessor, DIQA). Guan %5
TEFFAESE HUHT B N N\ R S U B AR AL, JF4R
HE I 0 5 7 ke A T B A ) R X3 ) A
HEMAE, WA s T IR ERE. Bi-
anco 25120 4EF %} CNNs YR A R B B NR-
IQA MIVEFIREAT T S50 7T, 45 HAH X R AL AR X 245 .
Pan S0 BT 4 5 B 28 0 2 Kt A 199 28 <2 T
NR-IQA J5V%. He 551§ t iAo 5k 22 I A Ak
2K NR-IQA FIUIZR 7 AN B B, R FEE R
) PP 2% 1 P45 0 B T P 8%, VR AE S — B BB N
CNN 5K A2 R A7 2k B I & ANE] T
IR TTE, Zhang S5 5 H R FE XA 1 AR Y
(Deep bilinear convolutional neural networks, DB-
CNN) 5| A\ ONN #A47 1 BB R E R 533K, %
TrEREE R TA A, EH T HRKEER. Cai
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= Eitd 48 %

S0 — MR Oy T 00 K48 R ARHIE R & 1B
A 2% (Classification guidance and feature
aggregation convolutional neural network, CGFA-
CNN), ZM 2% [FFEaLHE 7 R HAR AL 73 2 K i &1 F
NPT P 5.

IR TV A R e 8 F ) R, A A3 Ak AR
Bk H B NR-IQA ik, Li ) s & @i
X, AR R PR AT o3 B il b, SR AR E
&M 4% (Deep convolutional neural network,
DCNN) $2 B JURF AR R R AL X e 73 B, B J5 >k H
3FAFE G R G R A AR REER, If
W X B SR R A\ i B /) — 36 [m] A AR Y A BT E
AE. Yu SE0 TR T — R TR ZE CNN
GRNN [iRAHA CNN-GRNN, H %2 CNN
FASRPEHCEMEHRAE, 1 GRNN WA T EUE & V7
. R 2 B B R B MR & T 2R R 5l
BNER. Li 50 42 5 T18 URHE SR & (Semant-
ic feature aggregation, SFA) M7 EZMERIENE
AACHIFE IR, 27775 K P25 DONN R {f
NFHESE LS.

TER A M 2% (Deep neural network,
DNN) J7ifi, Li &0 #2 tH 2 T DNN (1) ] NR-
TQA HEZE, PZAE BELERFAESE LT 1K I BY 1) 32 #42
W] SRR, R -t R AR < FIAE Dy 32 Ry
TR AL B AR BB AR K EIR. Gao S WA 37
JZ1] DNN #7% VGGNet (Visual geometry group
net) TIRME L KR, 4EEANZE LR — 1M
fEZ R, R TH AR R B ) B E AR, &a
R 2515 B R A R PP 45 . Bosse 55 O NR-
TQA $& i —Fh i EE i & VP4 777 (Deep im-
age quality measure for NR-IQA, DIQaM-NR),
BB E 10 MERZEM 5 M, LA 2
M EERE . Ma 250 5 —Fh T 24555 I 1 o
PLAL#] DNN (Multi-task end-to-end optimized
deep neural network, MEON), MEON Hi 2k B0 #1531
oA 28 M1 2 F0IUN 99 2% P A7 X 2 LR, R T X
53543 —14k (Generalized divisive normalization,
GDN) 1ENHAE s T A% CNNs 1 NR-
TQA J5 V238 % A 5ig A b 18 1) 35 Sk R A7
IR R AR, Yang S5 FEH T — o 2 o
EEME G SRR A (Saliency-guided deep
neural network, SGDNet), 1%/ 2% 6L HE R 3 i 25 14
TR A P AR B B TR A P A T AE S5 Yan S R
H—Fh B R R G B IR A 2 P 2% (Natur-
al scene statistics aided deep neural networks,

NSSADNN), iZM 28 FI ] NSS KL miR$ w2k T

CNNs J7VERZALRE T, J7i004E NSS Rk il A
JoR B TP NP B Yan S50 5 H T — AN A
G ANHE FE G A A (P SRS AR I 245

Xt EIRF7VESHTAT AT, CNN J DNN £ 2503
PAR 4 MhIRE: 1) RRAESREL 2) BTETITN; 3) ARt
FIE B3 o 52 TR0 ) HE AN 4) R E K.
332 ETF GANWFEE

— B2 R AR O BTN 4% (Generative ad-
versarial network, GAN) . T EUE i &= PEAh .
ANFT B, GAN I5IANFE RN THRSH
B4, Lin S509 3 H B 079 8 e Bk T 2k 3 R AR Ak
thZzH%EUR, a2 EIENE RS R HEIR
pei X LV I o A (W AN i 1 = 1 R SN
PR ARG B 0T B T 45 . Yang SE0T R BT
GAN ) NR-IQA J5 75 RA B A2 R AR B 3 151
ISR A, S T BRI 28 B PERE, RR A A 2%
1 H bR, J7iER R T SRS A R,
333 HMETREFINGE

Hou 55" SR EA 5 J2 W 2% 55 16 IR B2 25 2
JERAT BB R E VP, TTRSR A RS 7325
JE SRR R AR DRy — A, IR AR Je R H 32 R
/K %% 2 Ml (Restricted boltzmann machine,
RBM) #4728 5 2], PR FH B 1) A% 386 B AT R
HYRE. EHXF IR T SSIM I EUE i & 1P FiE A BE
7050 I FH BEG PIA0 FEE R AIE B %o B BE AUV SRR ELAE
AN 7 EHR RS AP — BN A &, He
SR T A I RSB AT BMRRHAE LI,
Wb 17— M B & R TR R A 2 R R A
(Skyline based multi-feature fusion, MSFF) 7%,
JHFEAERFERR BN BE 51N T RBM. 53R [104] 1
J7iEAR AL, Ma S50 T Rt 5 bR 5 HE 42 HY
BT 0] 5 H GO I BB AL T3, Tiikrh gl N2
F learning-to-rank ) RankNet. &%} CNN 15 %8 []
i R ok ) 8 2 [ 78 ROT AN 200K, Zhang 2501
P 7 —METHEF % ) (Rank learning) A AL
SrHHREU NR-IQA 7.

ET 78 /RAFEINGEA

T /RS 2 S A UG s B PN AR B T —
EREERINH, WRINEEA S 2] /KK H
EAL G

TE S5 M 7 S & 7715 T, Yang &0 A
T R BMERREME (Local mean eigenvalues,
LMEs) 5 BE & & o & 2 18 W AH G 1%, uEw] 1
LMEs i& H T B & 1F 0, JF5 LMEs #1H 1%
SGTHRHIE AT M 7 7 ) Ll S0 S — b

3.4
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BT Mg R 1 BIHMEIE W (Sparse representa-
tion based image sharpness, SPARISH) VA ER%L,
ZIT AT (DLEMG S 77 20) FOn B B, JF
Mg &0 EEGIRE E, R&IEFERA T
ZHE B BB IRt B J7 2 3 — A R B AR N vTPAN 4
R Lu SR T M T S5 K5 BB R R B
T6 27 RGN BEVPAN BR A, J7 V200 BOR IRR ) 23
Pt g7 7 20, IFEIN T 2 REEZ R Kt
W7 % J SVR R 25 H fe 2% 1) PP A

125 RRFFMEE G 7, wHHITER K Y
fH (K-means) FHREIE. Ye 50 $E H —Mp G &
FHIES S B TR ARZOR TS E UGN 772 (Code-
book representation for no-reference image assess-
ment, CORNIA), 1% 7 VALE AR AR I 5 UG A FREL
JRERRIEREAT K BE IR DI i A, SR )5 18 F
KUMACHEAT &AL B S, Xu S50 5 H—Fh i
Wréit JRa 71k, JiikR B YU N R R, 18
it K MR EMIE A 100 MY FHESA, HEA
SR BRI B A B2 TLAN Sl B 562K I EORE R e
fIE5 %] R 2 (A By B it & (3ME. 7 22 A
FE) 22 R, AR s B ARG R R,
Xue SN IR T — M5 EEAER K (Quality-
aware clustering, QAC) J5i%, 14 F Lzl 4k 5 i
KAl vH BRI R E PR, SRERH QAC Sk
AN A 5t & o b st R AR R AR HE
EIG I T &, 5 R F P 334k S B8 i &
AT

AR, Wu S50 BUER B G S B 2 AN 80R
ZABULIEE S G, I T — MR E RS
J7 %, e e AR S BB R A R ) ER B, O
FRNFRZEAL 1% (Label transfer, LT). Jiang 551 §2
th ) 77 VT AR 2 W B F N - 3 (Multi-stage
discriminative dictionaries, MSDDs) 523, MS-
DDs il id 73 B B X AT HR2E—F K-SVD (La-
bel consistent K-SVD, LC-KSVD) 5i%:%5% > 453 %)

Tl R T 2 2 R AR 2 3] Kb BEA% 3B U7 V%,
RS T ERRHEBIRY A /5 B/ BR2E Z 1)  A id
KR, WIS BRI SS , 8 504 /5
B /FR25 0 UL T A5 380 MG o B A 45

3.5 HEHFMVG WAL

TEJREPEN I R, A 223 R U 5
HERE TR S 40 5 TS 8 ST A R S 400 ) 1) 5 R
BEGFRERNGN, WA MVG B
Saad 2 $# H1f BLIINDS 1§ DCT &%ttt &
BT L BERHAE, FREARIRE FiHH DCT £ HE

77 B Kurtosis {8 1% i) 53 12 B KAE VR A4 1
REOE, J7iEH T MVG BB Mittal 5500 $2 H
1 E 2R EG i E P (Natural image quality eval-
uator, NIQE) &k, Jo i A IRV 2 1128 1A
BIEAT IR, fE1HEHRE MSCN 2485, R E
& R A R I A 7y UG B E 9l 25888, L GGD
Jo AGGD &3 B S HAE L, R MVG
FEAY IR IX SERHAE, d i T AR PR B R A e R &
)5, Zhang 550 52t —Fh 2 & 2 MR HRHIEDS B
] NIQE (Integrated local NIQE, IL-NIQE) J5i%,
BE— BT T NIQE MITERE. Jiao &2 X A\ &
BT R MSCN R S E 2 R Eorsk
THEANF 7 1) (R0 B RE AN 7 22, DA MV G R SR
7~ E AR EE G RHE, THE B SRIE S B R
PG R AIE 22 18] 1 1 TR B VR N i R FAN 45 5. Ab-
dalmajeed Z£"% Hf Weibull 7 fii ffi &R iEAH, FK
H NIQE J5 329 i vE A i R HEAT o 22 7000
WRIT VR S ST T BIMRRHIE S B o i 2 ]
MG RE AL, AR 5 AR R 25 2 2UdE AT T

3.6 HMETFIHFGE

P24 3] U5 T . R MRAE 45 & R I 2 F
RN TR SR ER NS ST PSS G bR EIE = g =
At AR R R AR S 2. Panetta 55177 (R ()5
B RE RS, RO, B A F A A
FREG R, JHEE AN B2 EHL
YRR B H & R E AR T BRI R AL
FIPFM AR AR, Gu S5 107 iR i 1)
[ VI 2R i N AR A R B A5 0 ) e i, R L
AL SR, B A H AR BT R 8 X 380K 345 5 e Y
BUE, TS 2 AT SR PR E. W 8807 52—
FET BRRE IR AL R R BEAT NR-TIQA, J5i%H)
SR SEAE AT S K BE [ YA HEZR rh 5N O BRI 24
WELE A s R 1F IE A /&R i 4. Al-Bandawi 50
M B3R ] MATLAB w2 0] U527 5] 0 Bk AT
st N

PEAh, Wu SE0 SE 17— Fh T R ST
NR-TQA J7i%, 1271548 2 A B A5 AR R AR AL 48
AN GRS, 45 Pk $ I 2R 800 1) R 38— 2tk
PR SE L AN ZRRE A, 38 I L ey S o e S B 45
JRE PP, H TR R RS IR AL R Weibull
4347, Deng &0 K H Weibull 4t v & B0 1%
RO E M (L EAT R AR, IR PR A R =7 ST R 03—
WG TS B 21 EHE 5 R PN .

M FE T2 S OTE I T R DL, BRI R
L REE LIRS, AR B BER
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Eitd 48 %

M TAFERI 7, d0: 1) fERR SR EUN B oy T
T (5) W77 R CNNL DNNL RBM
SEWILK ) T 15 2) AR TR B, RE R T
T2, B4 SVML NN, CNN /2 DNN.
IbAh, FERFEFR I SR b A 5] N RIS, Fhsi
5 2 B TTVE A S A /- AT AE U R AR
T, ANF] TR T A S & SVM I i
B0 N TR B s S kAT S50, L JUAE IR R T
IR, UH R AT IRE N TTE, 2
RAET HORBOR G O0S B 2 4.

IR RE T S T IR Bk R A0SR 3 BT,
4 BAEMEITNERR

— B R BN BIE A G R B W 5 AT
FWHIWT A5, R E A AR W
PAEVEVPANME AR EWAT 0B (MOS 8 DMOS)
FR R 22 FIAH SR MR BEAT PRA . BRPRAME S MOS
5 DMOS R 228008 A ISR B, Wi B PP ik i
. |2 R RPN R AR A DU JLANRe #0 1o
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Table 3  Advantage and disadvantage comparison for different methods based on learning
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Table 4  Different NR-IQA methods for comparison
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Table 5  Different network structures of deep learning-based methods
Ji i o 4 2514
Kang's CNN! A — NGB /NI ERE, ISR — AN 45
Yu's CNNU27 K B —RHE B2 30 R N R, FIFT GRNN F A5 &
MSFF!") B 2 ASRHEVE N, T8I s 303 Y 255 S RHERCE
MEON! £ 2 30 1) % 60 0 TN 0 4 T AT I 2% ALk, TR GDN AR iy b 4
DIQaM-NR!! B 10 MERZA 5 ANbALE T TRALIEER, DR 2 DA =Bk T B 73 Hr
DIQAM WAL RT3 2 R 53 T 5 N B RLSE REGEAH K7 A B
SGDNet!* LG 522 PR TUI AT P 4505 B TR A A FAE 55
Rank Learning!"*! 4547 Siamese Mobilenet &£ U patch $EHUT2:
SFALS H4E 4 ANDER: EH:%FI"J% patch FR, Tﬁﬁiﬁi}l]éﬁsﬁfﬁ‘] DCNN 4‘5‘2;&“2?%11)(%@,
i 3 FA RGBT RAE R S, #5 feh e A #EAT BT S TR
NSSADNN/ KHZAT %5 2 HF R, B3 E ARG (NSS) FEAETINAT 55 #5543 BORMAT 55
DB-CNN!# AN R 22 IR 45 43 T3 3 T W ol 2 S ERLRF AR SR B, IR T R P A S i 2 T
CGFA-CNN™Y KRBk, B e T VGG-16 M T M 1 AR PR B REL AR T4 2 eIk E &L

SRR ) R, T OB 2 AT AR R R R A A A
LIVE #RE25 1, WA A SR E i A 785
Tl HE A b R a5 SRS BAR SR B SRk
Pgh . R, 2T RE N T AR BB EANE
HEZE, H HIZAT M R GRS AFHE. Fik, B
BT 222 RN LI g5 R B 5| B SCHR A s
g R, BARSEI IS AT PREE e S HOB0 B AT A RS
ng(t':‘ 39“(?%5‘[88’ 107, 109-110, 123-125, 128, 131, 133—134, 137, 139, 141, 145, 15()'].

2) BGHHR R LR

EN TR R 4277 1, B8 H AT 8RR 2
(AN 1 FioR), AE KB SCHRTE JEAT SE50 %) LR 23 ik
# LIVE. CSIQ. TID2008 & TID2013 iX 4 &

e TSR AR £ 1) 4 S B 0 A0 i A A A bs A2t
ITSh. PRk, BN TR ER £, AL b
W 4 AR AR AT SEE T L.

T H SRR i 45 5 T, 3 J AR B G 5 T2
7%, EH BB TIRES AN 2, A
SRR B SRt AS 2 7 REMAEH. Bk, &4
HRTF WL, % BID. CID2013 & CLIVE
X 3 AN H AR B SR AT X L.

3) AR bR L

EFXTES 4 Tea I 6 A E B R by, RATE
HAE AN 6] SCHk &8 A H 0 4 AN 48 s, B
PLCC. SROCC. RMSE } MAE 847 %f bh sz, H
HRERTIE T 2 )77, SR PLCC 5 SROCC i
AT N HE S

4) SEIS S5 L K o #ir

ANFTELEA FEHR T P RE TR bR 1 5R 6 ~
8 fizn, WA LLE H, ARITEEA R EHELE L
BANH. a0, RE NR-IQA R4 7K

) 1) e 5 gk, 3% A 5 — AN 5 vk v DAORUEAE FiT
AEARE LB R RUR. ) R IRE
ST TR R B R R BN 41 CLIVE £ 45 1
(R IR IR T Hedt 53k, i T A3 2 ST 0 )51k
HBARAEE/E N TR A0S 2 IS AN B PR RE, (H1E
3 EHABIHAREE ERIZE T K, fEtEE. [
I, E BT B A0 45 S 5 vk ) BT S RROR Il 8t
VRN PN (T

T SR BE F B TR P A S (R o b T
A1 AR E s S IR A )8 TR R J R,
DI P o A AR ) &8 IR i R 5 dE AN
FEAOR 2 FUA B G, T D A P B AG SUA E RR
B, DU AR B R PN s SR e 2= kA, )
SRER R PN 7 2 Mk R R EME, il 2R
P A [ — PG B R 2 B A e s Tt U B
T3 SRl Rk B MG (g S B ) 11
PRAN 25 R S F R I MEIGE R E VN R, 2
LRI — AN A . Sk [107, 128] A
B UE SRR BT 4 O VR A RE 1, — A A
PR RIAE X0 UE: 1) # N LB £ 52 Il 2515
B AL FTE H AR B0 42 T AT A 2)
SRR B £ I 2545 B R AL FHE N TR0k
IR AT AR, BT B AU LN T &
B2 Kk, N TEOM BRI 4B 8 7E 5 2R
R G AT I A RS 21 BEAR 1) 45

SEE R AR EIR JLR NR-IQA J7ik#k T T4
[ 28R 7k [ st b, e 4 FpE 5 fros. Hooy
B 6 ~ 8 AR J7 VAR 4 AN R R R 0t 4% 5 2
JiEAR 4 RECESEA 2] MNE T LUE
TEN TR B R rh ) 6T IR BE 2% S0 7 VA K



3 PRl s BORIK B B LS % 1P 2iid 703
£ 6 TR HR A NRIQA 706 IS4 b Hofe s
Table 6  Comparison of different spatial/spectral domain-based NR-IQA methods for different databases
B o LIVE CSIQ
WARrS R 1A
PLCC SROCC RMSE MAE PLCC SROCC RMSE MAE
JNB™ 2009 0.843 0.842 11.706 9.241 0.786 0.762 0.180 0.122
CPBD™ 2011 0.913 0.943 8.882 6.820 0.874 0.885 0.140 0.111
S510% 2012 0.919 0.963 8.578 7.335 0.894 0.906 0.135 0.110
LPC-SI®Y 2013 0.907 0.923 9.177 7.275 0.923 0.922 0.111 0.093
MLV 2014 0.959 0.957 6.171 4.896 0.949 0.925 0.091 0.071
ARISM® 2015 0.962 0.968 5.932 4.512 0.944 0.925 0.095 0.076
BIBLE™ 2016 0.963 0.973 5.883 4.605 0.940 0.913 0.098 0.077
Zhan &M 2018 0.960 0.963 6.078 4.697 0.967 0.950 0.073 0.057
BISHARP!™ 2018 0.952 0.960 6.694 5.280 0.942 0.927 0.097 0.078
HVS-MaxPol®! 2019 0.957 0.960 6.318 5.076 0.943 0.921 0.095 0.077
. . \ TID2008 TID2013
Tk R 1A
PLCC SROCC RMSE MAE PLCC SROCC RMSE MAE
JNB™ 2009 0.661 0.667 0.881 0.673 0.695 0.690 0.898 0.687
CPBD™ 2011 0.820 0.841 0.672 0.524 0.854 0.852 0.649 0.526
S410% 2012 0.851 0.842 0.617 0.478 0.879 0.861 0.595 0.480
LPC-SI®Y 2013 0.861 0.896 0.599 0.478 0.869 0.919 0.621 0.507
MLV 2014 0.858 0.855 0.602 0.468 0.883 0.879 0.587 0.460
ARISM® 2015 0.843 0.851 0.632 0.492 0.895 0.898 0.558 0.442
BIBLE™ 2016 0.893 0.892 0.528 0.413 0.905 0.899 0.531 0.426
Zhan &M 2018 0.937 0.942 0.410 0.320 0.954 0.961 0.374 0.288
BISHARP!™ 2018 0.877 0.880 0.564 0.439 0.892 0.896 0.565 0.449
HVS-MaxPol®! 2019 0.853 0.851 0.612 0.484 0.877 0.875 0.599 0.484
1.2 1.2
- 5 - s
1.1 iR 11t iR
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Fig.4  Average performance evaluation result comparison through different types of NR-IQA

methods for different artificial blur databases
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Fig.5 Average performance evaluation result comparison through different types of NR-IQA
methods for different natural blur databases
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Table 7 Comparison of different learning-based NR-IQA methods for different artificial blur databases
LIVE CSIQ TID2008 TID2013
T3 R 1)
PLCC SROCC PLCC SROCC PLCC SROCC PLCC SROCC
BIQI® 2010 0.920 0.914 0.846 0.773 0.794 0.799 0.825 0.815
DIIVINE®) 2011 0.943 0.936 0.886 0.879 0.835 0.829 0.847 0.842
BLIINDS-II®! 2012 0.939 0.931 0.886 0.892 0.842 0.859 0.857 0.862
BRISQUE! 2012 0.951 0.943 0.921 0.907 0.866 0.865 0.862 0.861
CORNIA!" 2012 0.968 0.969 0.781 0.714 0.932 0.932 0.904 0.912
NIQE!™ 2013 0.939 0.930 0.918 0.891 0.832 0.823 0.816 0.807
QACH 2013 0.916 0.903 0.831 0.831 0.813 0.812 0.848 0.847
SSEQ™ 2014 0.961 0.948 0.871 0.870 0.858 0.852 0.863 0.862
Kang's CNN! 2014 0.963 0.983 0.774 0.781 0.880 0.850 0.931 0.922
SPARISH!" 2016 0.960 0.960 0.939 0.914 0.896 0.896 0.902 0.894
Yu's CNN!'7 2017 0.973 0.965 0.942 0.925 0.937 0.919 0.922 0.914
RISE! 2017 0.962 0.949 0.946 0.928 0.929 0.922 0.942 0.934
MEON!# 2018 0.948 0.940 0.916 0.905 — — 0.891 0.880
DIQaM-NR!"! 2018 0.972 0.960 0.893 0.885 — — 0.915 0.908
DIQA™ 2019 0.952 0.951 0.871 0.865 — — 0.921 0.918
SGDNet /" 2019 0.946 0.939 0.866 0.860 — — 0.928 0.914
Rank Learning™! 2019 0.969 0.954 0.979 0.953 0.959 0.949 0.965 0.955
SFA! 2019 0.972 0.963 — — 0.946 0.937 0.954 0.948
NSSADNN!# 2019 0.971 0.981 0.923 0.930 — — 0.857 0.840
CGFA-CNN!™1 2020 0.974 0.968 0.955 0.941 — — — —
MSFF! 2020 0.954 0.962 — — 0.925 0.928 0.921 0.928
DB-CNN!# 2020 0.956 0.935 0.969 0.947 — — 0.857 0.844
Liu 200 2020 0.980 0.973 0.955 0.936 — — 0.972 0.964
Cai 25010 2020 0.958 0.955 0.952 0.923 — — 0.957 0.941
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Table 8 Comparison of different learning-based NR-IQA methods for different natural blur databases
BID CID2013 CLIVE
Tk R (]
PLCC SROCC PLCC SROCC PLCC SROCC

BIQIM 2010 0.604 0.572 0.777 0.744 0.540 0.519
DIIVINE® 2011 0.506 0.489 0.499 0.477 0.558 0.509
BLIINDS-IT"! 2012 0.558 0.530 0.731 0.701 0.507 0.463
BRISQUE 2012 0.612 0.590 0.714 0.682 0.645 0.607
CORNIA!M 2012 — — 0.680 0.624 0.665 0.618
NIQE!"" 2013 0.471 0.469 0.693 0.633 0.478 0.421
QACH 2013 0.321 0.318 0.187 0.162 0.318 0.298

SSEQ™ 2014 0.604 0.581 0.689 0.676 — —
Kang's CNNU! 2014 0.498 0.482 0.523 0.526 0.522 0.496
SPARISH!"* 2016 0.356 0.307 0.678 0.661 0.484 0.402
Yu's CNN!'™ 2017 0.560 0.557 0.715 0.704 0.501 0.502
RISE!"" 2017 0.602 0.584 0.793 0.769 0.555 0.515
MEON!# 2018 0.482 0.470 0.703 0.701 0.693 0.688
DIQaM-NR!""! 2018 0.476 0.461 0.686 0.674 0.601 0.606
DIQA!M 2019 0.506 0.492 0.720 0.708 0.704 0.703
SGDNet ! 2019 0.422 0.417 0.653 0.644 0.872 0.851

Rank Learning!'"! 2019 0.751 0.719 0.863 0.836 — —
SFA! 2019 0.840 0.826 — — 0.833 0.812
NSSADNN!# 2019 0.574 0.568 0.825 0.748 0.813 0.745
CGFA-CNN!2Y 2020 — — — — 0.846 0.837
DB-CNN!'# 2020 0.475 0.464 0.686 0.672 0.869 0.851

Cai 551 2020 0.633 0.603 0.880 0.874 — —
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