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Variable Block Size Coding Algorithm Using Fractal Approximation and Vector Quantization
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ABSTRACT

In this paper, we propose a coding algorithm for still images using fractal approximation and vector quantization. The conven-
tional fractal coding algorithms indirectly used the gray pattern of an original image with contraction mapping, whereas the pro-
posed method uses a previously approximated image without the constrait of contraction mapping. To approximate an original
image, as domain pool and its gray pattern. Thus, the proposed algorithm employs fractal approximation using the self-similarity
of an original image, we use an orthogonal transform using polynomials as basis functions, and employ vector quantization to
encode the transform coefficients. Also, to determine the appropriate block size, we use the fractal dimension that represents the
si milarify of regions in a block and the roughness of gray surface of a region. Computer simulations with several test images show
that the proposed method shows better performance than the conventional fractal coding methods for encoding still pictures.
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Fig. 1. Block diagram of the proposed method
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Fig. 2. Flowchart of the proposed variable block size
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o2 Egc o7 T, U8 44E VA 52
SA e BEoln T.& domain 8%4% 714 &%

T3 &35 2 &+ orthogonalization ¥¥oict.
V. Ay Z#0 o 9

A4y gAeze BHER ¥AFY 512x512
Lenna 943 Bridge 94& A18439 2™, range
Balo) arle 16x160A4 4x47A 9 718 £8& A}
g3 ch Aokt e A AN AHEEE ¥
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(a) Lenna 9%

aOg 3 4Y 94
Fig. 3. Test images

B 1% Y 3 udg 89 As
Table. 1. Number of blocks for each block size

(b) Bridge 94

- 2] Lenna 94 Bridge 94

7] Vaisey(45.16)| Vaisey(60,8) | #lgtd Wy | Vaisey(45,14)| Vaisey(60,6) | #i<te
16x16 551 432 564 138 34 141

8x8 1158 1119 715 1837 1075 670

4x4 2936 4996 4500 6828 11540 11448

dAgE Astd 512x512 Ar1e 974 I
Crowd. Baboon. Man, Cable

(Bank, Girl,

w9 28 AE vasy) e B4 B3
& ol &3 Vaisey'd Aztst Add =4 g

Car, Jaguar. Einstein, Ringnecked)& ol &3¢
o, adlm, B4 e dsnnE dHA

PSNR =

s (17)

S5 i -RG?

(=0 j={

10 log 1 1
I
st Zro] A=l PSNRE o188t 4714 f(i)
® 9948 RGHE Fux/BE3e 94 e
o 44 ZVEe IxJols Ho #rIje 25504, 1
Y 3& 4%Y 94 Lenna$t Bridge ¥4& Jehdt
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' 47 45, 169 A% 60, 8% A8 HAoH,
Bridge 942 Z$de 45, 14 281 60, 690 A7
€ e, ol At wize] Wag H3d
zzZt 4 Y9 A$7 vi&d A4t AU B9
AF7} vl&g F F-E Koyl 4% Aotk 19 4
v Y 2Ye 2d3E JeEld Aoz ALTE iy
AL ARl 4x4 Y NESF7} Vasieyd WHE
o 52 A& 8 & Ut £ Lenna 949 oA #
oM s} Zol, Vasieysl Wiizte ¢ A9 5&
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(a) Vaisey(Lenna 94, 45, 16)
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(¢) Vaisey(Bridge 94, 45. 14)
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(b) H<tg Wi (Lenna 9°3)

(d) Ak 48 (Bridge F4)

Fig. 4. Block segmentation results

ol iy Wl Azt 49 B Wolgk dse &
A AS olE e Bz AYde RAE B 4
lenl ol FAEE HEEZ 3 UL AU E o
€37 HEoitt, ZdE ZAMEe B4 B ars
AR wet 4g3de FAEH EAY GEo 2o}
Eo Sk v dealr) wEe £ dFeMe 16
x16€& 88 AW 2712 Y. ol A T3
dx 9494 2718 9 domain EHSZ AHE3L7]

898

H2eln, §3 AL Wy Afee A 44
P do didtd ztzt 1/4 2712 Fd AgdERE,
dg4dA 32x32 #¥e2 H¥se ¥ AL
domain poolelAl of¢} FAHZ 32x 32 B E Zohy
71 o7 dEe|ct, TG AYE ol &F AL,
Vaisey?l ¥#4% H7& ol &3te "PPid H4 BY
% Ho #¥oz RUH: €Y Afst FdH oz
B2 A2 ¢ F U TG Y ol &F dye &
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£@ 88 Ao EYude U 49q g 4
T BAE ol &Y. T, TG AL o AA
7ol A AFHQA go2M Vaiseyst B Aviv}
o Babn Wdel o BEEE g2A 438 Age
gl shvie] BEgGE Agdtd g94E 28 & de
Aol Ak, ¥ 45 AL wUye ZdL Xy F
oz JA4E FEY £ AL HAFET e A
obg Wylel HAF Adoe F uhyd AL & st
et

44 ZARE s 4 Y Arieid ) dE
Aol o SA S A e, o oy A
Z dodz2 &, charelel aewitt WE PEsie o
AFE d8 FAssde. Zdg SAse 4994
o g71gE 2 o] &3y Bodes 1 YHE ol 43t
B 2 7} 89 7)o} tig HE 23} £34 37)

Table. 2. Vector partition and codebook size for each
block size

14

g A7)

Wl 16x16 8x8 4x4

g | B5d | 9y | 234 | g | B3
2y | o=y | BY | =7 | 2| a3

0 1 64 1 32 1 16

1 2-3 32 2-3 16

2 46 16
1-»2 6
AR .
3 |5
4

Ol 6 oy A# Algel diE 291 €4
Fig. 5. Scanning order for polynomial transform coeffi-
cients

t Wyoltt. &M domain pool& BAEA HE
SAEN 11 AFRthe 2Aled gad HESE
Y # UxE BE 49y FAAE o] gIPYG. E 2
€ #9 Arld o ¥y ¥4I 2349 AVNE o
¥ 55 W# HdoAe WY AsEed 2AY £ME
vGeldm ek 16x16 38L& ()9 24 a4z
A, & 209 €M 186N 6l Arz 243
i, 1, 2-3, 4-69 AFEZ 9y £¢so Z7e
e gzt 8x8L ()Y 134 GgAAx 2
Atstsie 1, 2-39 ASE2 dH 2@t 28z 4
x4 Bgd HFse 189 dc AFFNE o] L3
F4E AT, FEE dHEL 99 e
o] 4% LBG(Linde-Buzo-Gray)®g¢naEo2 ¢
gatel 2 AREL Huffman code®'2 F5331Y
o

ZA18E 94¢ domain poolE A&7 $1# A
128x128 9408 #Asgnt. ol d49 H4 8
717} 4x42A shiel HAGLE FAIEEY] gEo
B, B AAARE Fo|V] Ag Aol TAEE
4o PSNR 48 94943 2412 949 PSNR
€ E 39 Yehiien}, Lenna®t Bridge ¥4 g
HEEE 427 0.135) 0.22bppeltt. EolA HRo] &
4" %29 PSNRol &€ A& ¢ + don, %z
qgie] BRE 2E3] oY + Ut #2 vESY
A Foz A 4x4 B Aol s Rou
domain pool2 Al8-37] fl8f ZAHT TdT 2413}
dA w71t FelE o83y e o 4% A @
o} oigk 2A18E 2349 range WS AFHOR RE
e £ glojol sed ZdE IAze §89 277}
AEFE FL AFE Jehly] R olE BAY &
B 3 ¥E 4AHd @ A2 EH(Lenna:0.13bpp,

Bridge:0.22bpp)

Table. 3. Approximation result by vector quantization
(Lenna:0. 13bpp, Bridge:0.22bpp)

¥ Lenna Bridge
L EY
16x16 34.71 25.12
8x8 32.06 27.15
4x4 22.24 20.51
Al 43 26.57(36.91)* | 21.88(32.36)"
*128x1282 #4¥ 949 PSNR
899

www.dbpia.co.kr



76

MEEE BRI "95-4 Vol 20 No. 4

014 T
012 1 4X 4
010 +
mean = 0.10336
o008 4 s. d. = 1.90818
g
4
o 006
&
004 +
0.02 A L
0.00 t——t—+ + + + +——
-37.40 0.00 37.40
scaling factor o
(a) 4x4 29

005 q
16X 16
004 1
mean = 0.06464
003 1 5. d.=0.28436
8
3
o
202
0.01
0.00 + + + + + t—q
235 0.00 235

scaling factor o

(b) 16x16 ¥4

172 6. Scaling factor?] ¥£%
Fig. 6. Histogram of a scaling factor

9lth. Lenna 949 A% 16x16 E8lo], Bridge ¥
Aol A% 8x8 B Aol M} F2 AL ¢+ 3
t}. ol Lenna 949 A% 16x16 B A9 4
AH WS %7) BE|9 Bridge 949 AF <A
U B3 wrgteg Q8 Adgol Helazl o &
o}

Atgr THY ZAIF )M E Lepspy 0l AHEE C,
WEe ol gag el Jacquinol AHEE 87HA9] ME

g2 FAAE (i )9 N FupAA ¥e 4749
#uhg ol gt olE (o ol igt P F F
ol Futde WMol wAMIEs AdA ez W] o
ol ¢ o vELE Fol7] HAsire M=}
71 e 079 180° AW WHTE o] 8 £ vt
=g AP WM e B4 d9E o7l A -15
dA +15 FAAXNE @4 d9g APEYT}. ole EH
s} 4= domain BEItel flAAel7t 08 FHE
] NP oz Ztashe FEE Hol7] WEelt

zdg ZAe shape-gain HE ¥aHsts} 2ol &
qael #7] B E shape FHZ o] &Fh F ¥H
gt M o T dhe Aol 494 A W
7l g 2 948 Rigsle B4 AR A
28 £ ot wA eE YR okl gaind

e B

ki3

H

900

#Fete scaling factor HE7F ot 18 60l
16x163 4x4 B3 st scaling factor £X&
el AddA AL8R 97le ddezRE 3@
scaling factor ¢,2 0& F=2 1 ol &3 e
P E Holn Y9 A7}t FolAFE a9 EXV}
WA #HAde AE BAY F oot 5 9 go=
09l 7}74¥ scaling factord W=7l 99 HEo
AgE Ze AL B £ Aok AL BPlAME ol
G BY EAS ol &3t HH Av|d wat oo FA
3} MESE 2 3ot FAHE AN EX 544
wE 1344 LBGE °l8327, Huffman code¥d
ol g5ty H-38Hatgr}.

¥ 49 59 Zag ZAE2 B4YdE range 9749
PSNR#} HFHoz BYd /e PSNRE Ui
ov zt B¥Ed dg PSNRE #7 Jdegliddct, &
5¢ AF49 Az E 39 WY I A3 E 4
o =dg 2413 AE s 243 exg 23 A
olt}. Bridge 94<& Lenna 44%E €8 ¥ 4
£ 2 5o AFdMe FHFol B FAo2A T
243 A%7} Lenna ¥2EY "olAle A& 2 F
el ¥¥se 39 A4 el o g HES
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B/ZYE SAHs e Fatshg o] 4% P ¥Y I gallE i

E 4. Range 94 di@ =&Y 243 A3t (Lenna:0.36bpp,
Bridge:0.75bpp)
Table. 4. Fractal approximation result for the range
image (Lenna :0.36bpp, Bridge:0. 75bpp)

B 5 A|¢rd e 94 249 B3 (Lenna:0.4%bpp, Bridge
:0.97bpp)
Table. 6. Reconstruction result by the proposed method
(Lenna :0.49bpp, Bridge:0.97bpp)

ks .
Lenna Bridge
88327
16x16 34.52 29.48
8x8 34.41 30.29
4x4 31.19 21.51
AN 94 33.31 28.10

9% .
Lenna Bridge
#8327
16x16 34.52 29.50
8x8 34.82 30.30
4x4 30.68 21.51
AH |4 33.31 28.11

J 93 % Aol 6-7dB HEoln F3 4x4 £¥
o tE A% el M Eoh. olw thal ZAlEeA
WESE Fol7] 3t HAEH g A AFE
0% ¥ Asoln] B Ay} FEFE ZdY T4}
3}7F & o|Fojx|7] wRoltt AMAHQL F4e HAL
H4 B89 H4d A 9% v AL ¢+ U
4x4 B AL mdg 2Aste BFS AAYL A4
E7e dHg oj4FozN (ET B2 A5 v
2 ARES Yo eRy Fopdv F, Y 24}
87} e apd Adste 94 HEE FEE o
£ ¢ &2 Jedth Lenna 949 16x16 £
o A% el Zag A g Awol RoAle
A& B F . 2 te Azt @ HESE

E 6. o2 e 4% vlu

Zol7] 98 V1A ¥4 AFLE HAA AU 4E
of g SAtgte e RAA2HE Wolgh ¥ A
Axzyt deido getq Zag ks 9§ A
¥ residual F4< W@ T2 Ho AAAYA o
4e 243 83 BYA Hd B =A7E 8x8
Hr} & 16x1622 44 doltt, & 594 HRol
WA 16x165 8x8 EE A9 Aol 4x42
T A$E Y ed, Jacguin® Lepspyse 9y
= 8x83 4x4EHd i AFEt A Vehd
o, ojx B¥H 4x4 o] oA} EFF €HaH F
o2 olfolxl oz AeHde 9 we HES
e 9, A% e AY FASHA e 54E& HolV
o Folc},

Table. 8. Performance comparison of various methods

ikels Lenna Bridge

u 4% Y E& (bpp) PSNR(dB) u] E-& (bpp) PSNR(dB)
Monro(4x4) 1.38 34.34 1.38 26.45
Monro(8x8) 0.44 30.02 0.44 23.55
Lepspy & (8) 0.71 33.20 1.33 27.93
Lepspy & (12) 0.58 32.24 1.09 27.40
Jacquin (8) 0.63 31.90 1.40 27.15
Jacquin (12) 0.51 31.20 1.14 26.59
A g 0.49 33.31 0.97 28.11
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2.0+ +Monro (£ = 8) @ Jacquin (£ = 12) o Lepsdy of o/ (£4 ~12)
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24.04 Bridge
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a8 7 A v

Fig. 7. Performance comparison
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(¢) Jacquin (12)

08 8 84 2394 (Lenna 94
Fig. 8. Reconstruction error image (Lenna)
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{b) Lepspy % (12)

(¢) Jacquin (12) (d) A g

J% 8. B4 %94 (Bridge 94D
Fig. 8. Reconstruction error image (Bridge)
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