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Review of No-reference Image Quality Assessment

WANG Zhi-Ming" 2

Abstract Image quality has a strong impact on human visual information acquisition. It is a key but difficult task
to evaluate the quality of a distorted image without a reference image. This paper reviews the main techniques of no-
reference image quality assessment (IQA) developed during the past 20 years. Firstly, some technical indexes for IQA
algorithm evaluation and several public IQA databases available on network are introduced. Then, various no-reference
IQA algorithms are introduced, sorted and discussed in detail. At last, several non-distortion-specific no-reference IQA
algorithms presented in recent years are tested and compared on a public database. The purpose of this paper is to provide

an integrated and valuable reference for no-reference IQA research.
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2. BRI

Y 735 A W AU — & Sk A8 B KR
TR bR, AR VEO I AT T 2 S % KR AT L
73 N4 %% (Full reference, FR). &% (HnS
%) (Reduced reference, RR) M Z%# (No refer-
ence, NR) % = KVENT7iE. 2% Tk (FR) 16
TR R SLIRMB I, o SR it — > J6 K TL 0 J 46
B, Znlxy “E RO, 1580 R KR R E
W g R, wifE e Lk (Signal noise ratio, SNR). U
fH{5 MLk (Peak signal noise ratio, PSNR). ¥/
%7 (Mean square error, MSE). V34 5 { AHALL &
(Mean structure similarity, MSSIM)! . #4515 &
R FLJ¥ (Visual information fidelity, VIF)Pl, ¥4t
{5 e (Visual signal-to-noise ratio, VSPR)E!, #%
B3 KT (Most apparent distortion, MAD)M | &
1% 2 5 7 (Image difference prediction, IDP)!
S BEEWTIUI R RE, XIS T7VE I HER PR BOR B 4T
H Lo R T 2R TR U 2 25 R, X A1 SE bR
N TP AEAEAR AT 2. SCHR [6—7] SExT 2% KR
VM TTEHEAT T REMNA. 2% T (RR)
PR 225770, EA TSR R R S R G 1K
AR AL, T L SR 2R B R ) FE SRR i B iR 4 1
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G PR R R BEAT Ll e, LU don /)N 90t A28 8 28 250170 M 46
IATEL S 22 RBEJ LA 23 M7« Xof b B A0 ik BCRT T
W SR 2 SRR AR O S A ) 8 FH 45T 0 455 A
AR e A B K BB AIEO) ) 3 A TR AT
e s S R s S ) 2 BB %k (NR)
RN E K4 i & (Blind image quality, BIQ) P
W7, W LG 2% BE, R ERN A S
FRAESRAL U BRI . A L8 7 V502 T )5 2K 3
AN, GEE PRI L R L HOBR AN [ 7 AR R 3
ATVROY; ALk AT R B RN 432K PR AT o
PR AT L8 7 v K B R PEAN AN ] 2R B2 I )
K&, G255k m S E, A& 2N
FVEHL AHIE 2 THRAEZSHEE, DLEEHR AT
TAL T4k, A5 J52 2 G0 B PEAN AH O B A TR A
AT S 2 BRI VP 5 o U B, fE A
T IX U I e R VP SRR TR BRI RR
FabR LAWY E L i MR R T PR B R
YRR K TS BRI v ik T 17—
AFREEAF IR, W — IR 1 R AT A Ay
RPN, PPN BB B 1, A SO TIE S % K
BAEN T7 3500 PR R EAT A 4 T 1) R R L)
FEERs RS % BB R B, &E, 3R
ORI LA — S8 U AR 8 R B 2 7% B i
PR VR EAT T RE AN L, it & T B R
EV TR RN A S5

1 BRREIFNHENES

&R AR 2, BAEEAG A C
(IR L, (HPPO ORI AN Gt 5 AT — 58 (R A e vfe
W, S8k, xS B, K2 HE N ks A 2 i
RISAAE L8 A TFIC = 1 BB M 1 B AT 7 st
o BB 5B DE A W S 1K) A B2 R o3, AR SC
A R0 G SR VAR A AT T A EOR
AR AIAR Y K LA S 20 P45 5T PP i B 2.

L1 HERXMEEREARER

— MG T ETEN R A S RS 5 AR
TN 2 AT — B, B2 W e e,
DASETEONE A AR =0T 236 (MOS 5 DMOS)
iR 22 FAH S SR BEAT IO, MOS fHiK (DMOS
BN U W) IR o i s A B, MOS fH B0
(DMOS {ailkoR) ol W EHG Pk zs . SEriE s
MOS = DMOS iRz 8N Ao vE R, 15U TF
W, 12 R ERIEbRAT LR LA

1) ¥ 7R % (Root mean squared error,
RMSE):

RMSE =

N y>] 1)

i=1

e, {xy, @0, 2} R NIRAT 20 () MOS 8K
DMOS 18, {y1, Y2, s Yn} RARFEREILEA T EIE
AR, P75 MR 2 LU A VPO 5 NI 4T
I3 AN R 22, AT S T A HER M (Accu-
racy). ity BT H AL, ANIE S 5T bR U Y
Fi 2l 2 Al ke 3 T REAN ] (W MOS fE A7 281 (1, 5],
AL [0, 9], TIVF2 FksHEAE [0, 100] X [H),
VX 4R FR ATy 2 e AT IH 1.

2) e MEAH ¢ & 4L (Linear correlation coeffi-
cient, LCC), #{ A4 /K (Pearson) £ MEAH ¢

ES &
1 —~(z—T\ (-7
n—1;< O )( oy ) @)

/E\:EP? T,y %%Uj‘j {f)’Jl,.’EQ, o 7xn} %D {3/17?/2, T
Y} BIBIME, 700 EATHIRREZE. S VAR OC R
R VEOME 5 NIRRT 2 2 T8 AR SR, 4l
RS T

3) Spearman FkAH X R %L (Spearman’s rank
ordered correlation coefficient, SROCC):

LCC =

n(nf—l) > (rei—ry) (3)

=1

SROCC =1—

Fo, rgiy mye AN @ 1y 7R BB
FERPALE. Spearman Rk A 5 58 Hfll 2 700
P (Monotonicity).

4) Kendall FkAH K %% (Kendall rank order
correlation coefficient, KROCC):

2n. — ng

n(n —1) )

o ne REIETH —BO0ANEL, ng 2R
HHRA — B AN S AN R A AT AT — X
(zi,ys) M (x5, 9;), WRWHL z; > x; Hy >y 88
WL v <y By <y, WIFREATZE 300, Wl
Wiz >x; Hy, <y, B2 o <z; Hy >y,
WRR R A — S0, iR o, = o; By = yy, W
WEAN 2 — 20, A RA B, Kendall FREMEA
RARBABAT L 7 552 To0m ) 5 i .

5) B (Outlier ratio, OR):

KROCC =

()

B RIS AT £2 s (FREZ A
MG I EAG I3 I) BIFEARZA 2 L. ) Niaree
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A EAG +2 SR HEZE FEARL, Nigra /2
AR AEm i At oL, 2 fbsifEE O T4
95 % HIREAKL. 8 A B SA TN 4 2R 11— 2ok

(Consistency).
1.2 #AEGKIERE

7 18 B0 B G BT VO S B R, T SR
gk N Vo i R KPP H, VE2EIE N DLt
LTI 20 AN EGOTCE VU Sl A, AT LA
I B AL AR Z () LIVE. TID 2008, CSIQ Al
IVC Hd 4, At 55 2 504 6 (19 A 258 70 2 0L SCik
[12].

1) LIVE

LIVE (Laboratory for image & video engi-
neering) K550 PP Hods 17 1 56 1 48 5 5% i Koy
BT RS ENL TR SO RIS
FEAT, SN R T ) AN S R RS 18
' (Release 2) 11 29 825 K& (4 HF% M 438
B3 x 634 B FE 2 512 53 x 768 B HEASE), L
S IR L R 20— 5 I B BT AR ) B Rl AN [ S
R BB I 779 A ik FWVF 43 (1K R
s 5 A (A h S H S HE KRR EIG),
JPEG 2000 KH 175 4>, JPEG KK 169 />, M
PR 145 A, T BOMI R B 145 A, PR H A 3
IR 145 S, HE3F 982 M. LIVE FEddfit
PrA R DMOS i, 161 US4 1)
25 25000 MR gek ). ) DMOS fHHUE
YWk [0, 100], 8K EIME FEBZE, TR TG
RITEIE.

2) TID 2008

TID 2008 (Tampere image database) K155k
P FEA bR 5 22 [ SRS R K 24 1) NB04 15 5 4%
W A4S A B R AT, BLEE 25 TR HER R 384 1%
2 x 512 BEMEOSHEUR, KITEUGAHE 17 Fi
A RE, BAKRIES 4 DARRAER, Lt 17
X 4 x 25 = 1700 W&EHE. PEA 17 Bl L5508
I e T R | R, 3 i T ] R R S
EIEOA R PN N (XL SN T 2N UL

A EALEE R SRR . ERES . JPEG K4
JPEG 2000 K4 JPEG f&futiiz. JPEG 2000 1%
G R s AR/ R L AN 2R R B PR B 5
FESE A « % EE BE ARk, Bt e 4 1t P A Ik 1
B MOS 8 & Hobrifk 22, ok 1 AN [R] [ 5K 1) 838
PR T HEAT T 39t 256 428 AN EMAVE 4> Se il #3
. FEP ) MOS HBETE Y [0, 9], (HBOKEH
SR, Bl 9 R R EIE.

3) CSIQ

CSIQ (Categorical subjective image quality)
PG R ) b S8 A b i B M 2 K AR
TN R B o, S 2y B 512 53 x 512
BET 30 MSHEUR, 6 Fh ARSI KK, BEA
REALE 4~ 5 ANMREER. 6 MREER 30 8:
JPEG H4i. JPEG 2000 Hs%i. AKX LG BE 45 vok
IOV Ry 20 (1 /8 W) I e R
TR, ST 866 AN R ILIEIER. ot PR AL B A
K% DMOS 8, /1 25 (it A #4717 3641
5000 ™ FEMIFrgeit43 3], R DMOS i HUE
Yl K [0, 1], fHBOK B PR B ZE, FIERRTCR
H K5

4) IVC

IVC BEUG NS iy [ g R b e 2 T K2
AT, WA HERE N 512 B3R x 512 =K 10 A4
ZEROEUER, 4 MEBAFRER LI JPEG &
4. JPEG 2000 JE47. LAR 4ifih. BB, R0 R
ORI B R 235 A HE R AU 185 MR
R AR R MOS 18, 15 A2 51 E 0 PE
geitf3 2l e MOS EIBETEE (1, 5], {HB
KEG LT, B 5 Fon R ILEIE.

I 4 A EE AR DL AN R 1 .
AR 2 TSIV R B VR S g it T
IR A . H T S0 i, AT SEBr B, 3%
LR PRI AF A — € I R BRI, — 5k I v &
FR R R PR SR kT S B I Hh 2 A TR IR I,
B A BE AL 75 S I RO, BRIk, BB B TR
SREFNT S5 o 2R 0 UG R 8O G i 3 5 22 B 22 O IR
i S N7 5 A WA S B R 0 ) R R il

R4 AHHEGRERVEN B 7 S 5 AR

Table 1  Four public databases for image quality assessment
ey iR K55 a7 USERLEN RITEMGEL B fEbR
LIVE 2006 4 29 438 x 634 ~ 512 x 768 5 779 DMOS
TID 2008 2008 4 25 384 x 512 17 1700 MOS
CSIQ 2010 4 30 512 x 512 6 866 DMOS
IvC 2005 4 10 512 x 512 4 235 MOS
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2 HEEFERENESEZEEGRETMN

To 2% UG T VAN 7 VI 0R 1 TH )45 e 2k
FCHIVEOY, Ll an s W BGASR FT 75 | i ok 128
R E MW P HEBRA R SRR IR T4, K2
AT NHR P IR G — VP AL 6 T 1) 4 2K L
(1 G T B PEAN T T, S T 32 1 o) P A A b
IR 5 (RIS, 53 AN AT B BAR BN VPR« %)
JPEG JE4i A1 JPEG 2000 Hs4i i EA 4%,

2.1 BEMRIEME TN

KRR BE I PR 2 62 2% UG s & VP4 TRt
TR mZ I —R, T AL A 3
FEL BUG R . BRI RSB . A — )
SCHRAR A BT AT R BE R FE B VR, K 22 B0 3
fITAT DA R AT IR AR D — X AH S B B R P RE HR A, IX
FLFRATTHEARIA B AN BE PR A G A — A AT A
S RSEE e ) R R RPN Ga T S R Uk i
Wit i 2 TR MBI ERE TR ESIHE BN
TiEEE L.

2.1.1 EFLGHHeHE

ROk UL, BB o ol S e, A
1R 2 BOMIAS VT B0E DL T 3 2 19 58 B R BE Al A
SO R T 5 — ] ) 3 2k 0 R )T A,
Marziliano 251617 4G % & J5 1] Sobel 4%, 1E
o 48 R K FE AR ) Ry SN A mi A BN & v B, T
I GAG 2 B V3830 25 08 FEAE R BB FE BE Aot
B2 () SR W AR 3 11 B m 8 R 1 2 96 B2, Wl Ong
AES—10) JRR R H R A5 3 Canny JUZ 58S, JEXT
)10 25 55 BE AT Y 08 AT BB FE Ak v

Woke AR I B YR (0f- A IR A B A = A7)
WGAT T A R s E AL B, W Dijk 2629 H
T A 8 I i s 0 P A5 e R e 2 i 2, i i v 0 B
RPN 56 B AR B2, et /N T3 — B I rd ek Ak
TG BIRIFE R ; Chung 252U DLl G brk 2 fliE
(R IR A R A5ER B B A T, B ph GO LG R
350, Yan 222 FH = B RIE R AR b, T
R = M S EAh T G BOR B Wu 25230 fR 3
BRI GAGTE 264 R BOR mi i ek £, DAY B0 eR
B FARAE Ry BGASERN (1) 52

B TR FIE AT RIUAG, FEeERA
Z GG BRI T AT, 0 Liang 2524 DURA
TR bR 7 22 3 s i — OB B2, 7 T i % ri i)
BRI BE 17 BT S MR AT 5 Choi 51250 @
Ik I RS RS T A AR AR B 1 5 M e AL
5145 1) AR B OC 2R P WA A5 A BRI s, T DABORI 5
FHONL AR EP) R VR GBI AR BE. )
Ah, AT BRI AN A DA S 5 B T A DA S 1) o i

HEATRORFE A5 11, T Wang 251260 7E 3157188 Canny
)5, AN UL G e i 1 CAK B AR A0 ) 28 i K
LA A A5ER0 5 1) 1l £

T3 HeAth — B SO A S A O VAT T A
A ) 2238, W0 Wang 25270 J A8 [ A /MBS 1
ke VECE IS ICIE TSR S RS/ pUk- S PN Y5 AN o
Yy R UL R i 2 Ve 22 26 A5 R S UGB FE 48 r;
Soleimani 228! Fj—XH L F5— B A B b S 400
IEAS PR AR AE 2 A RS B UG AT AL 2, 1 i 4
T PRI AR A pR EORS BB R 2 R i U X AR 451X, IF
FR A AR e 22 A0 v P R AR R

BOM FEAG V0T 0 b — AN R 2 Fer-
zli F1 Karam[® JEF A HR 3005 4 55 42 HY 1 m] i %
Bl (Just noticeable blur, JNB), ‘& &5 WL 4234
A A [F) FRAF LU RS 25 HA ] o 88 (R R 2. A 5 0%
BIR 7 He o328 vl Re 1A SRR~ B HERR 4 2
Perh QU 2 JavH AN 1 G IR 1 2 R T8 TN S
XECRE, JE4E G INB 153 21 B GAOM FE A 1. e el
THASOR) B 1) [R) B 25 R T 3 2k v B 6 bE R L e A HR
P e i, BAT LU 7 v 5 G RO SR [30)
TEANH T INB JRE R, LT INB 21—
PO N 2 AR Y 30 I — a1 2% 55 49 2 BT AR
R, IF B 2 BRI B NE R {85 S 5T,
VEZ T T EMR T H Nk 56U il it e 2k
P 3 5 ] Ve AR Ay T 2 5 o AR PF 43 MOS
fH.

Ja KA VE 2 BE 0N AR AT B BB PE A
FIH T JNB M2, 40 Sadaka 25321 AR 45 AR AR
RGN ENE, XNET INB vFH A2 1) 4 Pt
B JEAT AR RS 21 S AR B0 B VA Narvekar
1 Karam®3=34 JLF JBN $£H 7 FR W BORIAS 1 2
JiE% (Cumulative probability of blur detection,
CPBD) MR, MRS K BRI 2oh i
GRS E, IR IA SR e R TS T T 4
4 JBN 13 2IBOINEZ, 555 it SN 13 2B
J&¥; Zhong Z£135] W4 ILT JBN [RRSERI 5 B e 5 %
WEERAML G, BEER G — N8 EE sl (s
S NIR A BB EEAE B BRI IE 1 5L
FF1a) EAHL (Support vector machine, SVM) 7 £3
#; 1t Feichtenhofer %553 [f) & AN 8 R Z 484 (Per-
ceptual sharpness index, PSI) 1, 115 Sobel 11
IR 59 L 2, AU & — & M LA gt 5l
G RESE, JF45G IJBN THE 2y ORI A R B A B T
.

FET 1G53 B AT RSO0 55 VP 7 0k (R A R ik
SEM . VHEAIR R, JEEENTITEE T N IR
(PR pets Ll SRR R N A — o O, >4 iR
Uh G B D BRI 2 2 S B VAN HERS.
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2.1.2 ETTHBIAZE

18 3] 25 b AR A 1y VB R AL 2 7 R AT R,
DAL B AR A 3 e 1 B AT — E R I B 2L (T
WIS ARE 5 B 0), A VF 2 7 R AR A [ 1 Hds A2 46
W, 3R 5% AR e (Discrete cosine transform,
DCT). &N (Discrete wavelet transform,
DWT) HEATBOMIPEOT, A7 L8500k 55 R H 2 B SR
AR A

PR AT | i, HAR SR 1 2 R ok
B FREO AT T R {E . Marichal 87 Bk
T8 x 8 /- DCT HEEREM A7 ¥, Afivh e
247 V& ABCRH 5 ot Hs 4 #8400 P18 R BRI A2 525 Caviedes
A Gurbuzl®s L5 L 2, a5 o it (1 BR  He
DCT Z#, HH LA R E 54 1) Kurtosis {EAE b i
FIREREA v, F X L8R 1R P 5 4 th A5 ) AR A8t
FIEEALTE, VRS R ZRG T 2 [A) SR AT e 45 1) 1
S|

AN

L A5 BSR4 18 AR A0 43 822 1 9 2> 1 A4
T AR 110 5 18 A0 A ] DA S ke PSSR 2 . Shaked
N Tast139) 3~ [ 45 403 3ak e 40055 A1 40015 10 i e
RETE 2 LR T P 5 BRI E; Kristan 250400 3%
FIHCE R4k DCT R0k AR %, 1
TEARMEA 1) G T35 50 43 A1, DR O 3 ok 3 Pl 1%
DCT ZRHk 3 ) YA T UG BRI A v

H T B AR BR 2 0o BAGAN [R) 43 9 % W3 &
FAHH KR PR R /N AR 45 22 RUBE 49 A7 7
TEAR BEDEAN FR A B N L NP AR R T
o (AL E R B HER, 2 JIERH Tk
I (130 e AR AT 545 .. G0 Ferzli #1 Karam™*!
Marziliano 2507 (K 5E T30 G0 #7704k 5 &4
(/NG 3, A KST B T ) /N i R B 2 SR 3
TSRO ;. Clancio 25142 5L 7004 /N A8 #e &
K1 i JRE SRR AR AL — B0, SR E Y (R
W R H SN — S FIAS — S0, R R K
IR T 7 T ANl BOPE N B R BORR HE 22 138
AL VA0 1 ; Hassen 2543441 28 5Nl T 55
PR AR — 0PRSS0 OB K 1 5
T SH S IAURT, 15 31 FZ (0 32 AR 80 R B F5 %1 Tong
0] BE T 22 RORE /N AR e R ORI 2k 03 S AN A 2R
TSR AN TR 4307 J0 T2 75 AR, AR B AR 1
S0 H Al AN UG BRI FR L Kerouh 8! 1) X A
[F) 7 % 2R P AN TR B, 38 AN JOBE TR 43 il A 1A
BIRE, S ML FE 0 — A HER G AER E{E; Vu
F Chandler"™ THE&A TN R B H e =,
I i FLIBORE Ay AR BRI BE AT

Bk /N AR B ah At 22 R R AE AR 4% T T
I P A% (R BB B, i Hisin 250481 DLy 307 S5 B4
(1) 18 Y 25 2 (%) A L R S0 Pl A5 ) 0 R R RE ;- Serir

A4 (49500 3 g g {1 A ek 22 ) 43 fi# (Multiplica-
tive multiresolution decomposition, MMD) %%k
R O A PR R B, Ay, R 6 PR
AT e RUBCR S5 UG AL, 38 s 2 SRS USRI ek 3
A, FERRARE AN RUBE T BOAOR 2R B0 T AR B0 s 5
Zhang %P Xof UG RA B EAT E 05 24T (Principal
component analysis, PCA) J&, LLKT—& BEK
O REFIEAE R 388 R s EHR IR FE; Zha A Mi-
lanfarl®2=>41 AR Jy 56 B ) BAERE SVD 20t )i
KA AIE AL RN W 7 77 22 SR A T MG B AR e A B 4R
JitE .

TAk, Vi 2 EIELRA R T AR R 2 [ 5k 1)
{5, @1 Chen A1 Bovik[55—561 £zl 1 4% [a) s A
N e 3R AT IR, DA TR 3808 B2 T R RRAE,
FIMEZE SVM BERUL TR FEFR bR, P45 & 2 RE/D
AR T R EOR R, A5 B R & RO FE AL T Vu
0T G L5 B AN 2 [ R AR 45 AN SR PR
Fr#fE S; (Spectral and spatial sharpness), #lF
HE R AT IR R RER 4 S T (Sigmoid) pRAIAR
Herg 2, 2% AL RS 2 73 (Total variation,
TV) vHEAR 2], B U B EAE A 476 VF
Y. AR AEE LR A T AR S A vk 85 3, 78
Ciancio 28] J1- 4 25 [ 25 11 B 15 AR0R 52 A 15092
rh, BRI RE IR B 60 45 LA ASORA B Ak T SR TR A
THas B, WA g R w3 )l i g 4]k A
MR 0T I NIRALE RGN R ), s —
SO EUGARFAE, WITUAR /DR JR AR — 3k | P
Byse e HVS Sgcm iy 75 72 X ECRE, H X SRp Ak
HEAT H— A0 )5 A b #4800 285 110 B N R T A HIR DFAf
(PIASORI A FE A

T AR IR R FE VPN TT R SRS T BB A
SRR AT 2 ROBERFAE, A 2873k RINRIH T 23 1AfE
B, 5 —R AR BAT, SPBOREE s o B
B B HER I R B A Pk

2.1.3 ETHRERIHEERRAE

A7 SEROR S PP A B335 B AR AE S Tk AT i o
HANEAT JR L G e 58 20 M, T2 A T R 18 3R
() — e G v {5 B S AR &84, A Crete 45059 AR
B NHRAN I 5 X AR Pl P A FHASRA Pl 450 O
R A A BB B — DA, 285 T PTIR
PG QB AR 2R 1 A AR A, T BB R AR A ok
Al vH N B IR AL sk R 451000 2 B G N g
BRNGETE1- 220, ML A A AL VT8 SRR 1 s
JERRBUSE, 110 SAR B82Sl BRI R 2 1) JiE .
Tsomko 1 Kiml® A Ay P GASTR I A 45 2K 3 72
(K175 2220, T 4 B PlRE AN oy RV 522 57y 22
Ja, ARIEEATE WAL — € B A AT AT Z TR
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KENG UG ORI FE B 40 A SR BRI 38 i L 38
PR 28 =28 RS 45 e Al E. Liu 2502 4
Xf H.264/AVC 45 it 5 ROk 1n) 8, 3 5% F AN [F]
P B AR ZE VT S H I AR () KT RN B 22, MR Y
ZEAl VT ) SO R, T 3945 B AR UG BRI 2
BE.

Wee #l Paramesran(®3! 35, 76 B U )7 250
FEMRFIEE S, B R — SRR E A S T GRS 1,
M0 B3 /N ) BSRR AR AR A 5 e 5 A S, AT = SRR AR
fE AT F Al vH B B R B S 7 2= 5 R 1)
FEAEARLINS, DL dse K R HT LA RE AR AR (R 72845 by Bl 5 i
I EEIAL UL

FETAG Z WO BEVEAN VAR USRI H T K
BIGHE B, B IEL; S U2 TR EIALE
R, BB R U R ) 25 T8 s
(PR BEAEL, AT T I B K 1) 52

SRR, BRI EE AL TE V8 i A ) 2 T
FEU ) T LR = S HR IS, KRB RZEEF
FHAS A AR HIRE e, 255 58 TN ZRbE A 22 2 1
[ =1 73 A7 B AR AT o T ASOR BE AL v, LD 1)t
THAR S PEHGRFAE R e R A VA 2 B BRI R 5

2.2 IEEEIHEN

M R R R R R R R 2 —, B
PP — e FRme 5 T 22 (BUbsiEZE) 1At TE. 721 20
SEEETTT, ATEEH T & AP s Ak v v, kT
Iy HTT ZEAN VR SETARIE PR ) ST i
FH, DA — S T A AR 3t R R 11 7 V4
2.2.1 EF/PMETAE

FH T R (R RATLE, B0 G INB R E (U2
EIINE R A e I, MR ROK, N
EX U YN

Donoho F1 Johnstonel®4 fz F.45 tH—Fp 3L T/
T TR AR A R bR ZE AN TR vk, BRI R A 4
XHE R EBR LA 0.6745 1E AW S bRt 2= AT, &
TR A X Tk, Pz <
0.67450) ~ 0.5, BIFR{EZ R FRAEZE 1) 0.6745 £i%. H
T S R ) v T R R AT b X — R
JIZAEH. SRR Sk Nl R B Bt R B
[P e, FF DI Se A T 7K, A TR T
/NI R B R RCHE R BB b S S s
2R 3R AEE OO S 45 g /N RRE TR) A S, A TE
JRAH BG NI R B, K B RN R S 2 AR,
13 2 A Al0FE 1 e S R 4L, 2E A A Donoho &5 17
VEAL VI 7 KT, L Rt W R R 7 N R AL
(1) 5 ). 33K 46 Ty vk A2 g 7 A Wk 7 i A0 v 30 0 AT
v ) SEA b DRI X e T e AT R R RO,
R0 S A S (oK e 7 ) A A 2 i SR AR I

=,
222 BEFoRAEMEITHGE

Y UG A AR KBS — B S, X — S T
2t 2 s e IRt ] DARR A 3459 43 B i) A5
J7 ZEA TR 7 K. Meer 251670 6p AN [R] 4 3 2 (1)
BIG T8 7 22 B/ i) — 21 ) iR S AT 2 10
(1) B¢ R AT H W 75 5 ZEA T, R AN A 2r FE Al
Th 2 WL R AR A AT HH S5 28 10 A T 75 7 ZE Ak vt
Salmeri 25181 4415 FGH) 43 P GE U REIE RS RS X 45k
HEATHOM 2328, P45 G o0 2845 R th 4y Yo7 22 LAk
THgE T 2.

AL 78R AN [R) (1)~ 3 Heoe SCRTHE R 714,
Ul Tian A1 Chenl® 75 & 45 ¥ 3~ R H BUREAR AL
5% (Ant colony optimization, ACO) & K%+
(-1 13k, TR AS B 7 22 R SR AR S R
W 75 07 ZEA VM, Sari 270 K UG AR 4 R T)
#ixtwZE (Mean deviation, MD) f5/MAT-H, 1145
B 2 x 2 NERVE S ETA S35 4 i 22 1 A4 5 3R DL
B BB e A bR YE 2 Huang 25071 DL 4 4R48
Yo 1 25~ S R AR R AR W R — 2k, JF
H 8 — SOk 8 G 1 Bl AT 7 22k, B LLIX
G L R 7 2 R — S AU TH A B G e 7S K
Sy Liu 250720 30 sy 22 55 G0 B B Jr 2 4 e
MR R, g H—PE AR 7E BRI BB 5
RABSR VA T 75 7 22 A v 7 k.

Gy P TT 2 e EDUL IR A A T, (e IE AT
H AP (AR RS | R OB IR R 0E L R
A E A RO IE 8. Rk AT EE+
AFAE I P — B~ B )3 — e A s, % 4B 1]
BT g i T A B B S BUBR R A TR 22
2.2.3 EFIEKFZE

EH TP BB A 0] LA — 8 R R R PR A
P T BRI 25 S nT DL SO HH R TSR 5. Tm-
merkaer(™ PP Laplacian 512 224 b ik 2
X BT D8, sk PRk g5 RN 7 ZE A TH R R T
75 Shin S5 ¥ Ay P vk 5 Is O IS A, ok
KI5 o5 B g 3k B bR ik 22 B /DI — 23, PR IX —
P ¥ 2 A 5 v BT 0 Y A 0T 3K MG S DX 3l 3R AT
5 e FH D i R 5 S AR B 2 A T 7S K
Constantin 2571 FIJ F A [7] -3 57 75 4b B 75 P 4%
F3 30 g G, AR R 2, R PRI e 2
BRI GE I RE, R SVM T e 5 i a1 1]
B R LR R 11 e DB I PR 7S Ak v TR
TRV VT D JE e A R AR A LUV B, A i Jd P
1 5 BRI ) 25 A TE R S L 3R v ) A
TETUE UL 48 S UE e SR aE B, R h yE3E 7 15 A 0g
5 A B o 55 WS KA G, DRGSR FH S Al o DB ik
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ZHCPHAG U RE BORAA T TR A AL 5
JEWA B, BB 2 B A D8 1) 45 AL T e A
WEGAT B, PR e o5 B BR L S 15 21 75 A vt
Rank 5760 J4-4 ) RN 17 6 1 00156 BRGS0 A T 00
B, BT R ARUE2E T ], I A Rk 1 g
77 25481 Tai Al Yang!™ 3T Sobel 1%k H 5
Loy Hr i e J T R G5 K SA i B Al WIS T 3X —
B 1% %, & T Laplacian 57 vF 530 2 B
T A bR 2. Laligant 251780 31 X0 ) Bf 2 51
LB 8K pR B A 31— 26 By g P R 2 ORI B i
i, HET S O AN R (R SR X
P55 w0 0 R B A TR, PR A T AT A
DEAT B g AT SR DX 03 1 S R 7

2.2.4 EBTHMTHRIEMTZE

BN AR AL, A VF 2 TR T A — s AR
iR, Wy RE 2 (Singular value decompo-
sition, SVD). BSR4 (DCT). F 57 #r
(PCA) %5, &Pl AR 4 da g 75 Al v J7 1540 2 11X
—ANFEARR I BBL AR, BRI A&
HORE T R A R A S, TS /N ) ZR 5 2 2 e
Sk, PRt n DA ek 43 A A8 4 3l R B AT G g
AP 1. Konstantinides 257 %} B 4530t 4753 £
SVD Jrfift, KR BEAN SVD R %05 & i K
1B, IR TP B G 40 S0 BG AT 46, 73
B B R 48 5 B /N DG &R i 2k, JE DAL AR
(Knee- point) 154 SR BIESEAT M, ok %
FEARH wr. Liu Al Linlo—31 5 SVD R¥ )5
Uit 41 2 2R BRI e 7 S IR O R A L A e e
P A5 P o L e 4D v A0 1 M 7S R R A I
J& SVD J& iy R EIIAE 1) 5% R AT LAvE 5 i Pl 45 g
FKF. Zhai Al Wult? 3L E44E DCT k4t
FEAREPE, 00 f /MY E (1) 8 TR R BT A A T
Pyatykh 23 4 % /3 Bt A7 PCA 08T, 4dm/b
RECHRAVE R R R B R =N T
SEBIE R, Xt PCA REUE W s 2, WnAS
T A 2 ) 2 i — ey 2 A K () BT HE AT PCA
53HT. Tang 5B S /Ng REGHAT DCT AR 4, #iddis
Kurtosis 55 W 75 ) 26 Z00 i D01k 15 22 o8 Bl v g
T 2, I RE S 0 O 5 R M 3 — P R IR A T
i BRI EMG N R S A N, AR I i
V2 S50 EARYR S b, Wik (% SVD Jy
R BN B — RSP BB e Il 2 2 4L, Pyatykh
2L () PCA ik AE KB AR SH, X%
FEJE L @hfig T 500k 0 SE bR b, AE6 T 45 A4 A X [
SE )R — B A8 X 28 ik e — AN AR ik

2.3 BURRLR B9 IEM

HOPR RN 2 8 G B — AN N A B3 R 11
KPR H I A — ek BT T g R ) S
AR S 5 5, W JPEG. MPEG-1. H.264 %%
P e dibrdfe. DRI, R 22 BOHA80 N i VPAN 2 T Bl 2
AR IS 22 5 o AT A9 3, b r 2 HEEHIE T A
AR PRI 28 495 (1) e B RN S HEHE i R0 . A e Syl o
2 (A o BT 1 A5 Al TH R RN R BE, o — SRRk
ity B P AR 0 B 55 R FH 2 ) AN AR e kA B AT
ti1t.

2.3.1 ETFHRAFREFAZE

FEHLH ST CUANINE, n) DU sk 43 A 2 Te) Jak Bk
10 50 IR B AR A SRAG T BRSO ™ EFEEE. W Wa
F Yuen!®) i FH /K- 5k %8 17 1) B S AR 6 in A )
07 25 50 8 VN BE i, A S T ARG 1)
s R 2 i) 52 % DX Bl 5 (P HE BRI, P X 6 i o
P 3445 25 0] 22 S VA — 4k, B RSP RTRE 5 1 1) [
(DA RN 75 21 B 28 B RN DA ;. Yang 25186) @it
B S A R P S A5 25 B 1) 22 S SR A T B,
5 55 Pan 2R 340 1ok B R AR S H R 2 2 W
K FEAHRBHE 2 o) () N TANESEVE, i Bhid &%k
T A R R B HOR N PRt =3
HEC S MO PR R PR s, RIS 2% 18 T ey s 6o L 5 A
23 [A) A7 B HE i N ; Suthaharan!®® 25 4 538 8 il
N AR B gE 75 5 (Block noticeable differences,
BND), I E 7 B o 204 AN [ B AR I S X 385
EANF G v AR v O B i K B 2 S, DA
VR A 55 8 RO ) R i i ;- Kirenko 2589
FHAR BT E S N N AH ARG 25 (1)1 350 28 06 46 11
PR VE 00— 4B B2, I i e Al v By 507 3 Al
B, %183 Sobel HFH-EUAL WA RN, A KE
SEALAEANG U HROR R 1 sk B2 o 58 11 57 Sobel 1 %,
P IE Ik A Bh T BEIX 3 BN 5 RS R 1 R0 R )
TS S LU N R B SR AL 38 2 22 7. Perra
260901 J3 s Sobel 12 2% A P AN I 43 73 4 ik B S
BE R AL AR R e AR, AR5 5 T X A
WP 2 5 R LUAR 28X BB HUIR B 58 % Zhang
20U R H] Sobel 5715 B0 S AN B 3581 34 B
B, 3 2 oAl pF R RGN s ) [R5 RS T B R
S HH R AHR R HE i RN Lee F Park[™? AR §5 30
FEAL IR Sobel 11 Sk {E H. 77 B R WAL LA o 1T e
()R AN 32 25 5 ) R 4R X — i 8 R 3 5% e (L 1) 3
SEPEJEBRAR PR RN 0 2, B i DA SE B i 25 i i
TS P00 B30 e s SR A Ry HOIR 08 5 JE AT it ;. Chen
ZE103) NI — A [ 35 Y. AL X 43 BRI 3 1134
GBI B RS S, AT R AR BRAR N AS [F)
AIE FR)A6F 55 RSP RS 00 52 R 5 19 31— A s etk
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ROV S Hasan %04 Gl 658 8 M7 77k (fik
BRI 8 x 8) s M BIBIA ST E, I L K AR
55O AR I 22 S vE S RN SR B A Pan 4519596
geit Sobel %y [ BT &, 73 b L5 1 WAL AN 5
JEAG B HARB Iy [0 AN5 P, SR AN TG RS 38 37
P, BATER ekt . REEAAR M. Je 17801l
GAi BTk WL a7 5, DR A T2 e A
D<o BHR P ) LS G BRSNS RS i 2, T
HORAEYOR NI Z A7 B ARSI BT

2.3.2 ETFTHGHGE

7 18 B He g i S0 1) BRI — O [ 5E 11,
T RN AT WY S 1 8 300, 18— 8 2R DL g A
H AR (Discrete Fourier transform, DFT) 1.
T LT A VRN ) B B . Wang 2507 K HUlR
RSP B ASEATE Ay — AN TE PR RN, 5 52 B A HOR
BONAR SRS 3, 58 DET, i i~
J5 D) FE % 1) 2 S R AR TE RN (1) 58 B2 Meesters
H1 Martens!®8! A5 7K -1 T 7 17) 10 AR g  #96 122
%, Wi Hermite 22 HeAlivh 2 ML 52 HOK H
0 RO 5B )3 2k, I 443X — HUR B, 1B 4R ik
hy AN HOR 2N 5 BE Wi Y Liu Al Heynderickx!*?)
B MEE—ANEE T DET (1) 0 A% AR I 5% >k 3 1 Bk
PORFTUET AL R, RN S, S0, RS
FSRC SEE L VAR S GV IR
e (B IENIRARMCRF M), JF4E 1 AT 2] J) 5 B R0 B
i, I 1A RS A R AT B R DR BN PR E
Suthaharan™® ¥ 5 p (i 25y O 210 2% Ak
REINS . REINZGNYIl 2k, YORRN B a9 o
JE, AR R AR P T LR ool i X
Wi FET A2 bR B b i E2ih 2, Py BUR B
JuH AN 23 HUEF (Least significant bits, LSB) #5
ORPUMNIE RS E R i %, A3 3] — D IH— )
P N AL A] W iR Chen A1 Bloom!0Y 147K
Pl B T AR SRR 3R ) 22 S A oNHE, I3 A I A Bl
T3R8, B —4E DET SRR AT v 5 B oy o
JEE, BT fil 19 SRR PN 9 B2 . 2% R8BI ARG M,
Z 77T DCT A2 f, AEeEE A DCT Wik
B AT Bovik A1 Liul 021031 25 545 Hy b
DCT 35 PR S5 70 A 222 11 5 o it Y A A 4B R i
P, FH—A> 2D Bk ok BO6E Stk 8o di s, 4 U
NIRRT R S, e Jn 456 HVS e AT ER S
FEROBNRAG VPRV 3R ; Park 250104 gt 57—
ANCLHE R ERIAAE 2 AR A pR A B K R SO P
(1855 120 PR FE AR AR R T8 S R AR S A T
RPNV SR L B 240, 4 AR =8 DCT
WAL T 7 Ryu A Sohn M9 B4 K44 73 Bt 5578
B R EAC KPR B HJT ) 7o 5 R IL S o3 A, &5

A HAEAF B IE 2% R8G5 25 B T S R PR A
J5E . 7R el b T A A A1 A7 b ) P B U A
el s R, R TAN T BRI, [R5 5 AN )
(1) £ FEEIX 3 BB P () L ST 2 5 BN T R W 1 2%,
DRI T 2L A 28 A PR AT T 208 SR, 0t i 2 2% T A 450 0 2 43
n—E M E 2RI N - 752K

2.4 JPEG K JPEG 2000 E45k<E/IIEM

T JPEG 1 JPEG 2000 [E45 bRtk )2,
AV 2T FUER XTI PR s 4 Pl iy R 1 255 R kAT
W5, Horh JPEG 4y R 1 3 22K B2 JUR RN
A, 1 JPEG 2000 Hs4iair ki) 32 208 B2 IR
RSB, T HERNERZ, 2R AR
B 53 B BT 2 23 28 () 5 R A T 2 B R ) T
2.4.1 JPEG E4KERIEM

-t JPEG T4 BI%, Wang 251060 5615 b
TG R- 1 22 Sl vE BOIR AN, Jik T ey 1 2 448 0]
77 S F I 2R A0 A RGO R BE 2 O oF SR RO R
B, e failid — MR A I — N e — I E R
JiiE$64r; Colestaneh F1 Chandler!*0” {84 iz
BB DE P 45 A DET A5 vF — 1 B 5 & AH 5%
K, e B h I s) (B ey ) Peh st g
SRIE RIS WL 2 JPEG JR48 S 30U, AR5 H &
e DCT A Ab i A3, F X LL 5 i ot A0 5K
P A AT 20 I ACE A by R i PR 45 2R 7k
THLES 22 S 1 77, Gastaldo Al Zuninol'%8) #F
EEZN 32 x 32 B FEY U I T R S A 5
PELERRFAE A JE T DCT RIS, F i X 4
H— 413 22 R Gt R Rk, 4l PCA $2HX
FRAEJE, MR — NI LR 4 M 45 (Circular
back-propagation, CBP) KA1l JPEG M 4i K14
(254 e, Bagade 50109 HLEY UG 5 il
TP 2 P BRI 4] 22 e 1 AR SRRy
AiE, LA K 7% () A 5 00 5 R0 2 1] 3% KR ) B AR A0, DA
BP #1228 W 28 P ZR el A HR PEAT 1) MOS fE; Corchs
EOI00 ) 43207 v JLABBIF FEN 5 1) 45l
PR EE A Bl Sk B AN () 1) A8 e i 2R 0 b e A AN
ARG 7 Rt 0T POR SN 1R BE A 4 Ff— v AR
Ji e R, A AN IR PR 453 40 1) BAR s I 25
AR5 RHR (Classification and regression tree,
CART) A1 SVM AT AR HER 1) i 532K,
2.4.2 JPEG 2000 E4EKERITM

#183] JPEG 2000 H4i ks T-/Np AR AT, K
FH /NP A HEAT Al v O — R AR B AR ) 1k
$&. Sheikh %1120 JLF 1| 4R 47 5 45 it (Natural
scene statistics, NSS) B T 5HAN [F] JUZ AT 7] /)
W FA I ILE N T AR A 2 R R S 4, Il
Tk VELRIHE B R B 145 2 T R AR AL, PR & R
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AT 1) ) 5T 5 45 BUMACT 1245 2 S A& $5 455 Zhou
A I13) 3ok % PG b SCEL R IR AT /DS o ek
FE ST B th Z B AT RFAE S, H AR AR ROBE (/] — 5 [
/N R H R B B A O A B AH AL, B R A, AR X
LR AE R T AP M 2% (General regression
neural network, GRNN) #47 JPEG 2000 H 4 ]
BRI, Vu A Chandler™ ! FJH Canny 5
THIEA g E X il g (Tils) X IR JG
W&, A DWT v S HB0R K, SRl ZIx
) Joi e e B R X O ARAS B, DX ) J R [
N 2 R T D R R R T AR LU, B T
AR RSt R R ARG 2, Tong S 115) i} 4
A~ Canny W% S A PCA LR R AEBIM AR
W RN 1) JR SRR A, T R AR Ak A DL S AR AR
A RUE T RIS (B S HOh R 2015
B), P X SO AN T R 8 O R A I 45 ot T
W fE; Sazzad SEIO—1TT 7E AR S 6t 1B 45 b 2
15 AR BTN AT N IR e B 23t A5 32 SR L)
e~ $REGH 7> S bR 22 PR Laxt
S P TR B FUR AN G ARFEIE I AR H
J7 PS5 UG AR AE, H — N 0 50k B BRI v 5
Wit Zhang F1 Lel'8) MUl BUG B D15 2 0 4
Bl W F L AEIRAE LK, DA RO s R
R v AR FR B AR A I R R R I BRI A Dy 1]
1% U ET FE R, Zhang 250191 4 DOT kit 47%
HE N 2R 23 A7 O 25 1 A 0 A FE 1 Kurtosis {8, (L
ST 1D Kurtosis B & T A% 1D Kurtosis
{H A1 2D Kurtosis {8, JF8HIX 46 5 Kurtosis {55
TP AR ) 2 0 22 S 01 3 AR b G T &R 4R
Fr.

2.4.3 [FEIF4§tx JPEG #1 JPEG 2000 455k E
RO

A Y A I £ 6 JPEG M JPEG 2000 s
46 5 BLHEAT VR4, W1 Barland A1 Saadanel™2° 435
B RTHOR RN . BB PR RN T R B B
RZL Y. FH e o A o 22 A0 Bl 5 4b 1) 6 L BEAS B
B, 1A AP B RN & A Osberger v it A 18 5=
A1 B B ] AR = AL A B A R, B
PR B UP U 4 1 AN AT SR AR T 2H 45 15 B AR DE
M. Liu 25020 53 5526 JPEG 18l S
MEFNEE XS JPEG 2000 1) Ja 386 B RRAIE, 2875 ()it
b3 I% (Spatial pooling strategy, SPS) 41443 £
A JRRAAE, PR X SR R R B B I ) A 5 i 22 1Y
# (CBP) #1145 AR DMOS $F45rH. T JPEG Al
JPEG 2000 H4irh #8607 2 MR E, SxHRRH
PIASTHSEBR A T4 e 2 LA R 8 R B BV 2
B), SR A R AT 5 v, AR 2 v

VR AR E RV P IOHL g 2 5 5
OB 2 B B AL (K ORI B U 0 A B (A .

3 EHEREMESEEGREITN

H AR RIS % R R P 7 ik
B NHIVPAN 75 RS, W)L 7K
AR RS, T LU IR A B AT
AT 732, AR S5 22 AT I e 3L ] — 48
REBETT %, ABARMEA — DG — 1 RbprfE. FATIXHL
AR PN LR b AR 7 K e D S 1)
DINHPIRPANE SR S S DA RF AN S R R NSRS
FEF e W 5 (1) T3 T A S A VR SRR T 4.

3.1 EFXEHEENMAZE

SCRF ) AL DU () 1 BEAE L2 2 ) T %2
FRKEM, ARG FEIEI N )z RRT7
V5 S A PG A ) el A SRR A, B T 2 A
e U 5 S ) = (R 2 BT AR (Support vector
regression, SVR), HH E/GRFAE TN B . 726
LW A T7 %, el SVM AT R B AR
), BETONRE E R LR ST SVR (B4 43 B A4,
FAIFRZ A SVM + SVR #i44. #57 LIVE %4
JE PR 2 o 5% S K 2 BTV T 3 B B A ST N D AR X
QU T RS BT A, o oK 2 5k
KHT SVR 86 SVM + SVR B X1 3= ZAEKF
TEZEHE . Moorthy 1 Bovik!'22 5 KGR =45
44 (Blind image quality index, BIQI) 43 #20%} K
BAREATVRY, SE RN R AT S oy A
(Generalized Gaussian distribution, GGD) A 40)
GRS EAE A RAE, B SVM 72895 21 41 K]
BE TR KM, 7R SVR 0 &AM B K
BTG IR AR AR E, n i AR A B S
()T B PE FR AR, AR5 S TR BRI B AR E
SEPERTSEHE MV (Distortion identification-based
image verity and integrity evaluation, DIIVINE)
GEU SR T O A 88 4ERRAE, 4 2
JURE 6 7 ) B AT 428 < - B /N AR He R ) 24 4T
iy ORI T MGV R IE . 7 4807 v FRRIE S 12 4
5 RUBEAHOCHFAE . 30 4E“5 (M AHOCHRIE . 15 4k 7
GV AE; Bl S, Mittal 2502471250 () /55 %
K& A8 VEY (Blind /referenceless image spa-
tial quality evaluator, BRISQUE) H Lt KA T
SVM + SVR 77, Jeit & E1G 2 RS £ 3E
XL EEH—1k (Mean subtracted contrast normal-
ized, MSCN) FH, 10X 48 R H S HIE AR J7 1)
(RAH & RECEAT AT FR T SO il &, 19 21 2 801k
JHFAE; Saad 251260 A DCT %% Kurtosis 8 «
5 ) SRR R R (E SRR I 25 SVR B8, {F Tang
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A2 BT o) EGTR I E (Learning based
blind image quality, LBIQ) ", Frik£ R ikt 4
B NERE) T Xm0 & R S5
VR R NN &% R R A AN (I
P PCA FAEAA - T XU 56 56 IR BOR) 8 v Re AiE LA
SAERNIZ TN P Al TE 250058, X i 26 i A R A gk
1T PCA [&4E)m, SAFRFRHE 2 SVR 914
B e 24U A 85 RIS IE Rk — A BT 5.
Zhang %5028 FIH LOG 3E%: a4 BUG A il J 2 A
JUBE - R, 15 B X L8y 545 21 Jm 38— 2k 1)
15 (Local binary pattern, LBP) 44, J4cil 4
— A E T AR R RRAE, IR SVR 58 Fi il 15
B, FAh, e —4ET SVM + SVR #Y
K AR AR AR BEAT R BT A v 5.
Zhang 1 Chandler!*20= 1301 75 2 [a] 3l R 6 15 1)
AN BRI B A OGBS GE v R A, 2 ) ek
H4 MSCN H A5 0 HC T BURFAE, S0 38 A 56
£ Gabor JEBASATFBIASFJT mARFAE, I X LERAE
DA™ S B ik, DAASE AR 2 504 oy 3 SR ] )
RFAE; Lin 25031 BrR H B Ge VMR AE A0 465 ih ik R 30
X AU T R B RAB AR AR, B s dsl AN ] 77 1) 1
JUEEIBE B o0 A, SCRF 1) SEHLAEBLAS 27 >) S A
T BRI, F T 5 He XS d5z /N A HE) S0 A7 ) T
B7 I AEAE AR B NI B I 2 S IR, XK T
EAETE S5 B TS PPN BT 90 U T 3R AP I RUR,
AEAN TR R AR A VE RS B R H 5552 2% FE AT AR K 1) 5
WHEZ R 277 ) i 2% [ RAZ e 80K 1k A7 R
TR PR .

3.2 ETHMRBRAMAE

KRTTHEE Sd SL EG R AE 5 EUG P 2 TR )
GEVF MR, K2 R H 2 A 5 i i AT R R AR
o)A XA TEAN ER, R IURFAE J5 R 4R MR R A A o
SR R R B MR ) R i i, B 5 BB 1)
VURCAR BE (e Ak R A PR ) Ak B &, gl
TR R AE BT /2K Saad 2132 42 HL ) DCT
goit s B E BUg e #4540 (Blind image integrity
notator using DCT Statistics, BLIINDS) ', 74t
MR 17 x 17 7 DCT A4 KEAGTF UG AT H
FERFHE, FAEPA RE B DCT REE 7 E1
Kurtosis {8 F17% [n) 5 P00 5 KABAE 0y S5 MR AL, I
Jei A2 A it i (Elch ) MR BRI
NHRFEMFT 73 DMOS HZ [ 20 &R, i 5 5
R e s KA TR G 5 ;. A0 5 2RI 5, Saad
AEI183=134) 4R 0t 1 BLIINDS-IT 83k, L4
FEFRBOL R A B %, RIIAESM 5 x 5 JUlH
DCT %, ¥ DCT ZEH ) S Eirdi Al gk
TR R A S, 4l DCT REH T KA

AT 22 28, K DCT REGLAEL it H 1
7 e EOI B L 4477 1) Rl 23 v R T 2R 1) 7 1) Ry
fiE, T HriX LR ik 2405 DMOS fE Y SROCC
FH OGP 838 24 1 2 B0 Dy it ONARe A0, BT A7
TEAS AR 24 RE B AT, B n il 1| Zrix ot
FRE S5 DMOS H 2 8] (1) 2 A48 5 ) S i 3 A5 1
UE4T DMOS AT, T — 12 45 Rl LR
i, BLIINDS-IT B 3F 5 AR K, (H% 58 % A B
BAETE. Jiao SISO Sk N EUG AT R 2 A A
X RE LG A — A AL 3G 7 22 A R B St AN TR
] (1505 B RE 5 RN 5 2, LA 22 A8 T 40 A o HAR
BRI GETHRAE, T B AR SR IE 5 H AR B
FRAE 2 18] 1) 5 PG ER 254 4 ot s PR, A4 s 107 K
S BT MR F) Mittal 2500960 S H 10 B AR B o
PP (Natural image quality evaluator, NIQE) %
o A IR VRS (1) 2k 1 R AT I 2%, AE
TR R MSCN H - Eg5, R4 = &0 v
TERER o R HAE IR, LA™ SOy B st 2 41
G AT BB S HE N RAE, R 2278 8 v W S A 4
AKX LR AR, PEAY IR R A DR R R AR AR Y
A T ST B R 2 R () () R R o R
JiiE:; Abdalmajeed Al Jiaol'37 7ExF BZHEAT R
MSCN H—M)5, FTHA00m i i a3 R Eg gt
FHIE, JF L2 A8 & o A iR & 2 40 A, PRANY
I EAF PR EURRFAE 5 0 2R L R G T AR 1
RN UG ST PR . AR A R —
TREFERBPIGET T8, W5 E AT 1 1 A A
AR R OR /N 2 5 W 1 i ) OC B, AT J7 R AR L T
Z A R TR R AT MR A, R O T
T, 2% L8 B RAE UG DTt (R AR 4R AR v, 32 AR A
UK S 2 A &, X RIS R
PN P N R RNV i SR BRI
IRPPO AN ZRPEAS, (8370 K s Lk AT L.

3.3 EFmBAMAE

X iR i FR 2R ARl P Bk AU A A A
(i i), I3 by 2t 37 A P R 5 T
(AR OG &R, bb ] B (R 2 Qe Bl @ ik SVR.
LR OGIE. XA VRO R, $RIBCRFAE 5 3 2 G
PO RS A KA T 5 R . Ye A Doermann!t38-139)
FEVIZRIN v ST U 2R S (BEDLIA SI k68 1Y
Gabor AR HKFAE, IR A, [A] I CRAFAH N
[t DMOS {; 7ETMI, HR4E Gabor A2 # ke ik UL
Fef A, JFAZ AR BURERE BT 545 21— A EHE i
PR, fn AR L [nl 943 2 DMOS i 78
Ye 250400 B 5 52 tH 1 T6 5 2% UG T W EI i AR R
(Codebook representation for no-reference image
quality assessment, CORNIA) 5ykh, Il kit #EHh
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BEALEY ) A b ik £ 28 bk, 3047 R MSCN
A S A PR 51 M RRIE, 12 K-means HyEHEK
PRENA, AEVEUT IR T, 0 AU B A it ) B
KT SIS E I IC (Soft-assignment ) Hlg
AR ) IR KIS (Max-pooling) 7 Ao
LG, BOEAH SVR A IX - AT [H] )5
TR R EUG I RE VR, Mittal 22041 76 2% B EG
5 AREGHBA —E RIS EZ R s T, &
T+ NSS LRI e A o0 A I, S A
[ B 2 e, 30 e s K B AR L B AR R L
P Bt e 5 v 2 S BRI B T R R 0 A B,
T T B AN [ 2 A R i PR ) S IR R 5 X L
P T RE K TG 2K L AR RG34 70 A AR B A
F)CFUPOT EHR BURVEOME. (TR RS, KR
P T NIRARVEAEA ST ISR, £ Fang Al
Wult42l () BNB (Blurriness, noisiness, blockiness)
BRI e AR TG Ok L R O B 2 I AN Laplacian 73
A1, BRI IX — o)A R AR AR, MR AR AR
i vk BT FRROR | T s R HROIR 28 R FURRE, JF
MR X Ll v 45 A H LIVE 48 I ZRpd A, X
PPN R AR 3 A I AT FEAS R (A3 2 B A K]
BTEVENAE. S5 2Lk BRI ST A
ERFET R TT X, J B b I T AT V%
L. 2 Tong A543 R HI I GRke A g vr— AN | 28
Iyt Ferr vEO BB DA — s IR 03 2K v
UG ot &, S 5T e b B e SRR T 2R R o
A3, Shen ZEMT DU . /N ORI 3% AR 4 1 3R
HOE T7 AR AR A, AR IIZRM Bort SR & 20
O AR BRI, AE TN B Bl EE I 2 2 v B
A AR () PR A F GO B Wa 2510490 DL
AREG R R A FRIL, SEHRAE DCT ke il K5
BEAT R ILr S, VRO IN 2T B-m AR R B BEA 2K rh i)
ARBFEAS, DI S A 1) 5T A 1 A& T2 A28 1)
RN 5 43 3 SA TUR R b, B AT T LUR
VRSB — ik, DL A IREFEASKR
TR BRRr IE S R TR 2 T R R R &R AP
YRR e SRR, (H B 2 SLR AR A (1) 1
I, 5 AR AS R 2 AN I, AT S I I 2R F
i vk SR I RE, PR 73X ik S br v H

34 BETHEMENTGE

53T 3CRE M LI 7 V280, XS T R e i
5 1 P A e Sl s R) SR A, 7S T N
AN G — A 2% B E o BT BE R i S
5 HE T PS5 . Suresh 2511460 (1 F 5 A PR 2%
ML (Sparse extreme learning machine, S-ELM)
R SR PR 2 T 22 I 4% (Single layer feedfor-
ward network, SLEFN) 544, R4 4% i A K7 4E £ 45

AGNERAE DS T8 500 K 5w 2 4%
NHRHESE R GERRAE.  J5 Seh 7 rh 47 AR 45 e
o e - A RO A A IR 5 k- PR R
(k-fold selection scheme) Fl5E 4t 4 51 (Real-
coded genetic algorithm), AR 172 (0% RE.
Li 26048 SR SR Z 2% (GRNN) Al i ]
BT, TR R AE A FE AR AL — S0t USRI A TR
2 TL R R LS R SR B S, 22 05 X 3G
T AR BUW )y 2 f K R R/ AR AT DL R
IR — s 8 36 A R i A o 38 R A
fE. Kang 50190 SRR Z M 4% (Convolutional
neural networks, CNN) W45 ik 3 R 1] )= 53 #7 ik
A= g 2840 EE 5 )2, BHRZ R MSCN
H—AJE L 32 x 32 FHE AL, 53— 2=
Hi 50 MUE B AR SR IURFAE, 58 R EAT i K /i
5, JGHPN)ZE 4 800 15 s R IER M &%, a2
h RANTY i S BUE. Hou 261U R A
5 o2 W4 25 5 by 1) R JEE o ) SEE AT BB iU VF
CEORFIESRIL, 2325 R R T A DR — 1A,
H 3 G/ AT e A TR A o N, IR 2 R
% BR Y% /R 2% 2 1 (Restricted Boltzmann machine,
RBM) ZEAT R 0% ), 15K A S m) 4% 3 S0 R AT K
YR PR EVE B S50 45 R W B AL T HA TS
ZHEEL, ERARSEN TN T 225 kP R
L VIF. fg g2 2 d gL 7 I ik —, A
ARG B AR 2tk WL fie g, 5 G Jmy BR % A2 W9 245 &5 1)
WA T @ 500, FEAR DI 25 oy th i 27
SJERG, TR A R ORI, IR 3
IR TS AR . R B 22 B i 48 I 246 [ K¢
25 )50 (W0 CNN) 252 B2 E N T FT IS ),
FENL AR 55 2 1 & AN STk O EOR R ), 75 R i
P FAREUS A SVM Rl — i 28 ) 2 58 4
RV RE.

3.5 HfAZ

bR Lok JL2EH 780, Hodth— 2L 387 ) U7
ARG FOE VP TR AR 2] TN, 2 E A AR
)9 (Multiple linear regression, MLR). £ /%% ] .
BEALARAR T /34745, 48 Panetta 250152 [ €4 )%
w58 (Color quality enhancement, CQE) 512
o RO L BUR BERI HE B Ze v 4515 21 BT
W, A APl E IR g — A 2 EL AR
PRS2 Gu 20530 R[] 2 BL IR #E AT AG T,
FHER Al R AT BRIV, BV EEE 6 N0
H T DCT 3 Kurtosis fEF#E A 411 BM3D El{&
FeWe . BL T A0 SR RO R L R T Pl ORI R
(1) JPEG B Al ZET A H e 5 IS 5w T
DA K o 5 (1) T N IR RG22 G sl ) e M B i 5
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PERFEBOERAFIE, IR A2 A%on IR JF R
PR FEI PP 7 2 — & I NSS FFAEAG T
P R (K B ARy 58, RSB HEAT R IR AT
R R EUTCR VP AP0 07 26 G AR 1199) A5 2%
SR NSS ik, HIRRBR R 7S 5 5 FEAS 2 10
IR DE A HEAT R AL, P R BEALAR AR 2>
g2l E R, LS % KGRI H b2
PN B PR, i N IR AL SE R ZE i A i
s N RIRARR N R, FE LA ST kT A
R oy 213X — PP LR, AT T A 21 R 3 T 9
JICR AT LU, 2K 2 B VAR AT LU O 2 T AL
W7k, SR g 2 A i TR
R RPEAY. ORI R AR 50151 iR ey gk
(R VR B 2 ) )58 AR I vk P R T ey
(Rl TR, AR 2T TE 2 2% R R VO AT o
R JEE 5 1)

4 BERVEESIXIEE

AL M T A A TR R, FRATT N 4 e
K 2 BTV T o3 B AE W B 28 FE IR AR 1R LA Al e
B R B EG TR DR S, AR 1.2 T 4
AR PR B aEAT T AR B FRATT T LAY
FOLAEE 5 MR € R E W TE 2 2% BUG R R
Bk HESRERS (BIQDMA, DCT 4itfi
BE B % 52 8 f5 %0 (BLIINDS-ID 34, 5/ £ &
X P 2 TR VE A (BRISQUE) 1291 3t 1 2K 3¢
HEL I PG 2 s R S MR VR A (DIIVINE) 1231
AR B TR PR (NIQE) 130, 2 06 A {1 31 55
CPU F:4i 2.3GHz. WAF 4GB 1) DELL £l A
R, 11 6 4 Matlab 7.8, 2% R8I AS [/ $ e
o5 Hh I HUE G B —#F, TF S 5 iR 2 (RMSE)
BOURK, HAT SRR AR 4 AR T 25 1R b o
FEM ISR H B % (OR), KA1 5 b
BHEE 1.1 WA A AL 3 AN EAR: LrEHI RS
(LCC). Spearman #AHK %% (SROCC). Kendall
FRAHC R H (KROCC). £ Bl B35 i 4 th 1 i it 19
Sy A AE [0, 100] Y FE P, AR BROK B 5 5 i
7, RAHFRNTCR LG, 25 B B Lo Bs 4
s& DMOS 8, AHC R ECH IEAE, 114 LS80 45
(& MOS i, AHXRECH 7l TATH 4 A4
RERILEHEL, DME L. &SRR R 5 R 1)
PEREFRbR IR 2 K.

M 2 sl DI I N S AR g i 1) A
FRAEA RV e iR K E R, T iX
WEEAE IR B bR T LIVE PR Eds, b
76 LIVE B FI Pk REBCEF, 1078 oA s 22 b AH X

Ze—u8 ) ARV £ E 2% EE R, TID
2008 FE 1) R LR AL R T KT HAb LA, %
FREEYEAE TID 2008 ¥ BE AR VPN #84 K 1
ZEPE. 3) AFEVERITHE L PR S]) AH
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BV 2 i SRR IO SRR, B S B IR PP A
WA —E I ZEEE, JEHORAE R UL LE R S i

VR — > SRS 5% 20 )l T D B iy
QLSRN BT (PU3) TPk PiJr . AFFIESEE EoR
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