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155, UG/ AU BT PPN RS T AE . G A7E T A T LB AR R A ik 145 AL e 14 2 L4 L L ) B
HBT R A EFIR, L@ ST TR AACR . EIRTTAE T S W U R 2 MR B E 2 A ae b B Tz
Hist, BUR/ B E IR IS TR &R, iR L 0E U b AT S 44k T — R IR, A SCHET
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rh— e B AR R SRR R IR R WAL RGNS RS ITCS T 3 A J7 T 43 30 % R AU
BN — S SR T T &5, AR e i Jr i S R T AR T A AR ME T AR ER St
F) /7355 3 7€ LIVE (laboratory for image & video engineering) | CSIQ ( categorical subjective image quality database) |
TID2013 A TP B AE R IERE | 3T SROCC( Spearman rank order correlation coefficient) \PLCC ( Pearson linear cor-
relation coefﬁcienl)%i?ﬁ‘i"b*/ﬁ Ko — 26 B RFRERR MR AT T 2007 s I J5 B4 M HT i 2 1A SR AT A7 7 1 —
SEPR AR 5 I JEXS AT TR, A SCETE R BN SR A RS DL RN AT S
KB R/ AR (1/VQA) s Z5H (R B AEIUIE RGE(HVS) 5 HAREIRGE T (NSS) s TR )

The critical review of image and video quality assessment methods

Cheng Rugiu', Yu Ye'”", Shi Daizong', Cai Wen'
1. School of Computer Science and Information Engineering, Hefei University of Technology, Hefet 230009, China;
2. Anhui Province Key Laboratory of Industry Safety and Emergency Technology, Hefei 230009, China

Abstract: Images and videos quality has a great impact on the information acquisition of human behavior visual system.
Image/video quality assessment (I/VQA) can be regarded as a key factor for multimedia and network video services nowa-
days. The quality assessment methods are mainly segmented into qualitative and quantitative models. Qualitative methods
conduct quality assessment based on the human’ s eyes, which cost lots of manpower and time consuming resources. Quan-
titative quality assessment simulates human observation and it can automatically forecast input quality for those of I/VQA
researchers. Our review is critical reviewed quality assessment ( QA) methods like full reference (FR) , reduced reference
(RR) and no reference (NR) methods, which are categorized based on the “clean” data capability (the reference image

with no distortion). The full reference methods assess the quality of the distorted images with comparison of the “clean”
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data. The pros of these methods are better performance, low complexity and good robustness. The cons are that the refer-
ence images are challenged to obtain in the in-situ scenarios. Compared with the full reference methods, the reduced refer-
ence methods reduce the number of the reference images based on featured reference data to predict the quality. All refer-
ence data are not required for the no reference methods. Traditional IQA methods are mainly based on structural similarity,
human visual system (HVS) and natural scene statistical theory (NSS). The structure similarity based methods assesses
the measurement quality derived of the structural information changes; the HVS based methods are based on some human
eyes features; Natural scene statistics based methods fit the transformed coefficients distribution of images or videos and
compare the gap of reference coefficients and test coefficients. The emerging deep learning methods based on convolutional
neural network (CNN) extract image features through convolutional operations and implement logistic regression to update
the models. The learning capability of the IQA-oriented CNN has its priority. VQA models are mainly divided into two cate-
gories. One category is that the temporal video quality can be obtained based on the IQA methods for single frame, and then
integrate the quality of all frames. The integration methods are mainly divided into general average and weighted average
methods in which the weights can be obtained in terms of manual setting or learning. The other one is forthe three dimen-
sions (3D) video as mentioned below: First, extracting the coefficient distribution by 3D transformation or using 3D CNN to
extract features, and then fitting the coefficient distribution or mapping the features to obtain the final quality. Compared to
traditional methods, learning-based methods have higher complexity, but better performance. Most of the current VQA meth-
ods also use CNN as the backbone structure, which assists in the overall model construction. Our critical review analyzes the
growth of I/VQA and lists some representative algorithms. Then, we review some 1/VQA based literatures from two aspects,
including traditional methods and deep learning-based methods, respectively. The capability of representative algorithms is
analyzed derived of Spearman rank order correlation coefficient (SROCC) and Pearson linear correlation coefficient (PLCC)
evaluation indexes in terms of laboratory for image & video engineering (LIVE), categorical subjective image quality database
(CSIQ), TID2013 and other datasets. Finally, the challenging issues of quality assessment are summarized and predicted.

Key words: image/video quality assessment (I/VQA) ; structural information; human vision system (HVS); natural

scene statistics (NSS) ; deep learning
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Bl A2 SR Y A& T BRI 2 B A
MAE T ) Z BRI, A 288,
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I/VQA J5iE 53 EWMA A WM 2, W5 12
it N AT 70 19 07 23R A5 7 2 WA 43 (mean
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al mean opinion score, DMOS) , H ®j (X F 75 L4
WRIRERIE O T, T W7 L SR EE R # MOS
VERBAGEIIRS . T2 AR LA R A
T3, A R HACRARR , Bk, I/VQA EZLLIE WL
WOk 3, AR SO A A AR B WL AN T vk Y 25
53

BWLPEH J5 3 £ 24y i 422 2% (full-reference
FR) .2(Z7% (reduced-reference, RR) 157 ( no-
reference, NR)3 25, Htp NR HE RN EH EMR/
A PR (blind image/video quality assessment,
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XF L RR 7 AN T NS 28 08l vh 32 G 4 1 B
FXF L NR TR AN T S 5008 | Be % T H6
UG AT RPN, o2 B F 5 A S i iF 5%
MULTE 3 RO IE b S MR

Bl ERRE M H AR LR, I/VQA %
F A 2 BF 5% 3 56 TE /Y [ I, W 1 I 3 AR Bk
1) ZW 1/VQA J7 75 W e] g 5 g s ASE 400 AR 3 00 Je%
P12 Al e X AR £k 22 3 Y O LI HEAT A BOEA
L EA S NE;3) WA I/ VQA 58I i 1 fig
SRR B AR AOR T R aABRER , BT E TR
B TARZ I/VQA 7k JUHIRBE & TR 2 S HoR 1)
K VR 28 BT SRS PN TE AR AR

ARSCHEXT 1/ VQA AU ) AF 52 1F Je 11E 47 4 TfT 25
W, AL GE 1/VQA 71k R EE 22 ST RHRR (1 —
ST RL T VR WA T T IR A, [R] B X — 2k 25 il

I/VQA Bk M REHEA T PEAG A2 BT, e J X 1/ VQA
SUSATAE I —LE ] BT R A FI R

55 Chandler (2013) , /5 £ W] 48 A (2021) Dk J¢
Zhai Fl1 Min (2020 ) it H 09 25 8 R[], A9 G 253 v 51
T IQA 5 VQA S OCHR, Tl TEg kS
FETURBE 2 2 J7 ik i X 1) 55 OQHK , 53R T 4= 1T, %o
A QAT & RS T S i shVEH .

1 I/VQA FiEIERBHE

Fri P U A 20 4 70 AEARE Bk R =
A, HHT R B G — R bR (BARIRTEA: TIRZ
HARW )5k . AR SO0 AN G E - 2000
AELUE BRI R HEAT SAS R —Se A7 7R 1 A T
VR SR TA) 2 A9 TP 22 ) i ok, AN &1 1 fr s, B
RRED 4 reduced reference entropic differencing

Sl ity VIF FSIM
SSIM Sheikh%§ A Zhang%: \ BRISQUE CNN
WangZE A IFC (2006) RRED ] (2011) MittalZE A ng%)\ Meta;LQA
202 e b WangZEA Soundararajan (2012) (2014) RankiQa HIQA ZhuZEA
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Wang4 A Li A 1 Wang®A Saad% A (2013)
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BT PGS BRSP4 5 J s e (DL S0 982 DO Bk 22 i BV REACAT )

Fig. 1

K1 rh R RO A 3 A4,

1) BT 25 M U (structural similarity , SSIM )
QA 771 (Wang 25 ,2004a) 19, 2z T DU
FE B EPEN 75 PSNR ( peak signal to noise ratio)
F1 MSE ( mean square error ) {5 7F K H 15 15 B
RS BB, DT 5 T 45 4 45 2 A4 S L R 2 i
BB 55 I EL

) HTF B RE S S 1 (natural scene statistics,
NSS) i BRISQUE ( blind/ referenceless image spatial
quality evaluator) 5.7 ( Mittal 55,2012) , X2
il FH F SR EMR e A B TQA A9 TAE , B Ao T IRl
RETTETETTRIR AR B REEAITEREAR
AR IR,

3)2014 AEHE TR B 2 o] 1Y o i VT4 O7 5 19 2

Chronology of classical methods for I/VQA task( the bold algorithms are widely considered to be classic and good performance)

HH (Kang %5,2014) , %7 R UEIPER R BE 2 > L F
PR S b, T ROR IR T2 i M REFN B 11
[F] I T J3 1 TR L 27 ) 1 TQA BF5E By S8 i, 2
IQA SR — A 2T AL

158 1QA Hh BAT S0 ) () — BE 5k A4 45 - 72
SSIM LAl 97 & i) MS-SSIM ( multi-scale structural
similarity ) ( Wang %5, 2004b) ,3-SSIM ( three compo-
nent SSIM) ( Li il Bovik,2009 ) FlI IW-SSIM ( informa-
tion content weighting SSIM ) ( Wang #1 Li,2011) ; 3
T8 PR H B 1Y TFC (information fidelity criterion )
(Sheikh %% ,2005a) 11 VIF ( visual information fidelity )
(Sheikh %,2006) ; AW GE R 45 (human visual sys-
tem, HVS) A 5 AY FSIM ( feature similarity ) ( Zhang
4 ,2011) s 56 TR B R 51 7 % (Wang 45,2006
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Li Fll Wang, 2009 ) ; 2% T NSS ) BLIINDS-II ( blind
image integrity notator using DCT statistics) ( Saad 5§,
2012) HI NIQE ( natural image quality evaluator) ( Mit-
tal 55 ,2013) 5%,

PEAREE 2 2] RS, TQA R HAT 52 1 i 5
P T )Y AR Y RankIQA ( Liu 4%,
2017) | & F A= Bl X T 2% (19 HIQA ( hallucinated-
IQA) (Lin 1 Wang,2018) DA f2 3&F J52% > ) Meta-
QA (Zhu 45,2020 ) 45, X SR 52 ) J5 ik AE — ¢
REBE LD T X 2% ER A MOS B9 oK, 2 ik T
NR-1QA J5 ¥k 1 AR J

FE VQA 1, AR BEA 1K U SSIM X 28 B i 5
SRR (EAT AT P BN R e 28 i B STk Bk i
N7

1)2010 4 #2 1 i MOVIE ( motion-based video
ntegrity evaluation index ) 4.7% ( Seshadrinathan F1 Bo-
vik,2010) . %7 2 B PR Y B ] 0 23 (] 1 2
PPl A PERE B S Bl TRCR #2751 TR
LT R, VQA (155 2 S 2 FH AR,

2)2016 42 H ) VIIDEO ( video intrinsic integ-
rity and distortion evaluation oracle ) B NE AT
RIS PR J5 12 ORI T T VOA
ARSI

HoA BAT — 5 5200 1 9 07 A48 < 9l S Y
J7# ( Pinson A1 Wolf, 2004 ; Gunawan #11 Ghanbari,
2008) ; 2L T} A] 51z 3 5 B35 (Le Callet
4,2006) F1 VQPooling ( video quality pooling) ( Park
4#,2013) ; 3£ T NSS ) VBLIINDS ( video BLIINDS)
(Saad %% 2014 ;Zhu %5 2015) %, XSEG LS
158 1QA J5 ik —FEE | TYERE RIS T, IRE ¥
IrE MG  HEAE T T 3 4R AR A 28 W 4% (three
dimension convolutional neural network, 3D CNN) [
V-MEON ( video multi-task end-to-end optimized neural
network ) ( Liu %§,2018b) FI%EF 2D CNN [ VSFA
(Li 48,2019) 5505 ik, X 8807 A4S LLARE THPE fE
F, R S HTR 240 VQA SR PERET A AN H]
FR  WIEEEIR A X MOS 285N E B K

Hpk E 1QA AT 55 H A R £ T4 Tk se [
4 T S TP R A e, 2D o R AR SR AR A A
1 VOA WIZE T TP RE T I AV 4R T, [A) I 58 15
SRz A R

2 BERMI/VQA ik
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T SUAE X —$5PE | Zhang %5 A (2013) 42 H} ESSIM
(edge strength similarity-based image quality metric)
T R T vtk AR R ke A el 3 SR
SR R,

RTPE AR I 1 AP R CRRIE SR bt
FTueE SR, 26 2 AR CRRAE R 7R ) v 4 A9 3t
WA B WP A AL SR T
ANTE AL T5 V5 T8 i 5 B RRIE R 75 . Li A Bovik
(2009) $2 i 3-SSIM J5 ik | 3 o 4 KR o i R ih 4%
SUHFNF 3 AN ] DX, 78 it A i A bk o3 T
ARTRIRCE , LAf#f 2R SSIM. X BA AR T 350 R 4 22
(A IA) T, Wang A1 Li(2011) D)X} 22 Ffith Ak 7 92 984 7
30T, A R TS BN A R R AL AR O 2 TW-
SSIM 1% J5 ¥ RERE NI 1 R 25042278 05 i )RR AE
PR AR TR S

2)FET NEME RGN ITIE, HVS A —A
s g B ANROG 7 AL ER B 5 B B
PUBEHERK 22 R FNIL GRS Z R PE | I S Rp
Iz T B A

IFC ( Sheikh 4§,2005a) 1 VIF ( Sheikh %5 ,2006)
VE R 28 1 HVS RRERY 5, i i A i R 10 A
SRR Al B 8o 2 2% R 2 ] e 245 B
AR AR PPAN R R B i, Ninassi 55 A (2007 ) #F5E
NHREX PG B A0 5 T 3 0 ML 368 3 i i {8 =55 DX d
15 8 AR 3 X 8 L Y 52 ) i et o DT A
FAY  Larson F1 Chandler (2010) 1A i HVS 3% H A
R R R PR T, BT ™ A R,
HVS x4 20 2k L, 4% IR N 28 R AR A5 8
MR HER I HVS FE T3 RKBFE Bk
FRAFIH, JEF I HE T MAD (most apparent distor-
tion) 775, ARAEA B B ROBFSE BLSE BT RO Y
FROE S AN —BUEA 7, Zhang 55 A (2011) i FHAH
PL—BEFIRE B AFAE LS S 52 HH T FSIM J5ik, mifl
1845 N (2020) WA Griinwald-Letnikov 43 %% B 5
B R e RS Y 42 JR A2 A 5 R i AR Ak, RE S A 2%
BALL HVS 1 22 RE R
2.1.2 2$Z% 1QA J#%(RR-1QA)

SR T RS RN R 5, 2%
TR S BIR ], — B T P45 ) ¥ 20 R i T A 2 5
27 GOk S N EHR B B R P, 3 D5 v
AT NSS Fl H H BE (free energy) A 7775,

1) BREER g, HREGRSET Ik 2

Al G S H0 58 22 B8 03 A 110 1R A AR B R Al i R o
o AN 2 Fa, ok IS AV 118 43 0l #E 4T DCT
(discrete cosine transform ) Fll 2 EUE AR | BEAE W ELF
BORIEIR DCT 2800 73 A 5 [5G R B9 AR Fe , H B
T2, 30 IR 22 B A R LA AROR 115
Y Jo i

&%
¥

| misazasparee |

8 000 8000
@ 6000 6 000
Emoo 4000
ﬁzooo 2000
"0 570 510 Y Cio s 05 10
FHUH FEUE

BBURIEAL R B AT LTI

B2 JsUR I (el FVBORT (S (AN ) B9 88 HoAY 3%
AR e T AL PSRN 22 2003 A B 5 P

DCT images and coefficient distribution histograms of

Fig. 2

reference image(left) and blur image( right)

Wang 55 A (2006 ) $ i1 — R A4) it o7 2 1 1 (514
(50, BIVRE UG 1 5 ) /) I8 22 8003 A 2 i 3 s s
PG I R0J5 e SRR T A5 5 00 3 I %o b 2R B A Ao
T 3l o R J 2R AR O A 5 i 3 B0 AT 1) s 22 o 1
ALEME R iR, Li 1 Wang (2009 ) {5 AH X5 % 2 1k
PR AR L PRIG A% 4 2 B8 03 A 0] Y A 0 R 22 5
DLHOR TN EUG T, F 3R 7 v A8 4tk 3R 5k
PEATHRARE T Ma 45 A (2011) W42 16 DCT REE
WAL 3 PR, SR G A T SO 387 43 A % &
BOIATEAR IR 3T B 5 (city block distance,
CBD) Ay it A 73 A 2Z 18] 1 25 S AP o i, o
T 43 A A, Xue F1 Mou (2010) 38 32 Hi 5
TAAA RS Ik,

2) AHRE I, XIS A 2 B2 S R
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FI H AE ISR S 537 5 ) SRR A A —A> 2
SER R TR AR, R — A PR AR A
BRI A IR AR BT B35 . R oA A e
B Rk 23 %ok 38 ) A D8 37 S AT AR L B, At
AL TR i A R R 0 22 18] ) 22 e A A 1]
(LU

Zhai %N (2012) $2 33225 IR M A K
B2 18] [ BEZK T 4 22 (ELR A7 o [RIAR B B9 07 12,
ZITIEXERS et S AN 25 5 BO0L ot ot 2 AL Y
FEAHUR, Liu 2 A (2018a) #2 ) FSI(free energy
principle and sparse representation based index for
QA ) 771 , P FAR 7 2 7 2 ) 300 2 2% PG F11 32 4t
PR, SR 5 k1 T 15 2 90 =2 1] £14) 22 P A e TRTAR e
i, Zhu 55 A (2019) W4 HfE ] 25808 A h BB 5T
TN T7 1 T RGN A e S A I 7 22 A A
H1REBIS S BURFAE | f5eJ (0 S8 1) 42 015 ( support
vector regression, SVR) 152! Fijill i &

2.1.3 3% 10A J%(NR-IQA)

T 7k ARSI EIR S MOS 2 (8] i e S5
KE WA L 275 KR B R AR, 7R SEBRAE
WP EA AR R R HE, R0, 7E kD225 K]
BRYIEBLT , JeS75 75 BT HEBE o IR

1) T ) e 46 2k B VA O vk, I B S %
Ik BRI T IR R BB B e, IR0
AR AR R 2 BRI B — L5 B 1
AR B, Wang %5 A (2002) £ %} JPEG JE 46 i
B AN TR S 7 A ) B AR ISR e o 15
PG P01 57 22 S5 (V- S (B RN TEMR AR 55 BE R TN K]
Gt Babu 48 A (2007) $2 A SRR fE D 4 K
JE TS ST 558 AR AR SR 0 R AE MU O
R R, LU & JPEG K EL, Marziliano % A
(2004 ) = 2L XM 2 A0 Hs 46 2hi 4% it 5 2500 ik
PR EPEATMTRE . Sheikh 58 A\ (2005b) MU JH /N igle
AR IR B SR 5 5 IR SR AT JPEG2000 TR
ARE,

B JPEG IR4i 75 L4  Hft R 4q ke AR %
B2 M R B 2R LA A IR 4 i R v 7 A
PRI i F YA NR-TQA J7 BB M BIFFE Y H A

2) AREURGETH(NSS) . B )7kl NSS
T3 VR A R A AR R A A R G T I DA
TSR U SRR AR (5 B, (I BL AR~ 0k (0. 3¢
FrmEAL) 5 MOS 75 g bn 2 BEA T W B I 2k, Ik

I SE B B i AR 2R B0 A1 R AE R A R
SRR Al S Ry A . Saad 45 A (2012) 42 HY BLI-
INDS-11 77, ffi F1 DCT R UG 19 pR B E Fn 7
ZENE AT AR A R, ¥ R A T B URR
fiE., fe J5 B 45 A R A I8 P 157 54 DL - 38 4 A Sfe 93
MR, AP AE N (2012) 0 38 i 4 2 P45 ) K,
NI EN G i SR ISR RGN EY & i T
T J Ak W Fh 43 A 22 8] 11 22 B R Al e RS T
Fang 25 A (2015) JeiE X Ho B2 BT = A2 9520, A
FAFEAY NSS #5550 b $12 HRE 0% 5 X} BL 2k EL Y 3
{E A ifE 22 RO 55 5 AN FRAE , 55 i SVR K ik 2k
FEIE IR Ry T

IR Ty R AR AR R A A T ) S AR S R
M 7R R, i R R R
B Mittal 25 A (2012) 45 H B 2 7F BMSAR FE 38
HATAL R BRISQUE J5 i, 38 o $2 BOF- 15 25 BT 1
FEH— AL FREL A 4 D07 SRR R B 5r 15
SR BREAE , o SRR 1] 8 HURE I SEREAE B 5 A 3T
A8, Mittal %5 (2013) 2 T8 2 LB H KA
SRS T B VAL % NIQE , £ 1 22 00 i A A 05
125 1@ 3 AR SR A A8 4 2280, IF R e A i Rl
I EUGA A B RN 22 0 iy B A 2 [] i B 2
AT BITCHT NG SR H I MOS 17K,

JRUEFET NSS By 77 36 4 HE 6 28 B RS Y3
H AR T 2R AR N 5 200k X S5 7k
EASBEA RO XA R LR AT IE A e, DT PR
TR ERE
2.2 2458 VQA 77k

PRATAE by PR A i [) 4 1 HESIE 1 — Fl
i, AL BUR B9 25 ()45 S, AL S I ) 4 3% 51
MizEahfE e, Fik, Kt EZM LU WS % 18 .
1) ZS8[al4E FARSE 1QA ikl 8B ;2) B4t bz
FAIABCE- ¥ 8% 3 4k 4b 355 7 ik AT A, 5 1QA
AHIA], VQA AT A4 A FR .RR I NR 3£ 3 2%
2.2.1 @Z% VQA 771 (FR-VQA)

T FR-IQA 1 SSIM J5 i iy i T, 1R £ FR-
VOQA J5 i LK 5 T 45 /005 B 00 Jr i 97 Je 2 R 4t
B, Wang F1 Li(2007 ) 35 2 2% WA DU X0 480 %8
iR SSIM E, JF LAz 3l ] 1 4R S AL AR B 15
) By it 5T 1 3 BCHE AT AT 1 RS R A T i
Moorthy F1 Bovik (2010 ) $& t & T3z 8l M J7 i XF
Fi ) 248 SO e R AT I ATy, AU T ) 225 ] o DO ik P 2
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T A A0 ) PR ) B89 R 15 Seshadrinathan %5 A
(2010) £ H3 5 A HR 28 38 2007 4 Ay 3t £ )5 vk 25 A
Wi SSIM H, B 5 X4 i T MOVIE J5 2 ( Ses-
hadrinathan F1 Bovik ,2010) , 43 514 ik 1] 0125 6] 4
JE 1 A RRAIE ) SR PG A B e, 5 DA Sl ke
] A2 ()4 BURFE | SR 5 FR3E 4 1 S AEUR TR], Wang
N (2012) B AR 43 S B2 4 1 80 F i i
W,

ETEEMGEER VQA ik EFEE T RGEEMN
PRI, Bof (A1 AR ANCR FH b Ak 5 2ok Ab 3, S 380 T A )
FfE B MEK, B, F T % 3 F HVS Rtk
HEAT VQA MBS i 28T I TR 3 2k A8 6 W] A
FHPE AT (B A2 A4k b 45 B AE SRR b o T Ak
5 187 BB A 3 OF- 2 25 2K B TR LA 1] A,
Aydin % A (2010) AR ZA4: AT 40T T R K
5B IR BRI 52 P 3 o7 1 AR A0 30 3 T AL, 2
HH 2 BE S I AR B 3 A st 23 X B AEURK R PR EIORIT AL i
FERCTUN , O 55 F R e VQA IR E, He 55 A
(2017) WIFETF HVS HAT B R 40 =R e, $2
i 3 4k DCT R BN (E B3R e = R4 FF1iE
FREFE ATy 22 D) FH oA Al e A A 3 1 A2 Ak, B
Jer R ) 25 S ol i i AR ik, 38 BN E BAE
AT B B ELR AR Ak, 56 T b AR T DA
IfRE 2 b2k H, Va 55 A (2011) K MAD J7 4"
JE R AT R, $2 ) ST-MAD ( spatial temporal MAD)
DI TR ST ORIRAS B Y2 sh i AR AL ,
X A5 [AVRRAE HEA T INAS B S5 A5 3 e 24 ) i it . Manasa
F1 Channappayya (2016 ) W B 2 5t 4k ) #8OG i Ge 11
IR AL AR BE R PEAS MUY BT . Wang 4% A (2012)
BT EMGERY R, 3 gtk
7] P A48 23 (1) 300 5 A A0 0P ()38 B 15 8, RE % it ke
UG N 25 2828 BTy K B SE MR . Yan A1 Mou (2018 ) I
W12 5 B 157 B 5 52 22 W 4, 108 P BG E os of
ZAhTH A R 52 28 2 B 042 B (5 2, DL I IFA 10 4
g8
2.2.2 FZF VQA J7E(RR-VQA)

EUG PP e 2 2% r ik i T R 4%
X v A B AR A e o TRt 00 B i VE A R
RR 57 75 2% B /by v 5 A A1, Pinson
F1 Wolf(2004) $& i1 —Fpf: 2% )5k 2 ik A H &
B BEALHI AR5 1 /N R B AT AR B 5 4
B A FH A G A 7 9 DR 47 R 8 19 = 0 AH C . Gu-

nawan I Ghanbari (2008 ) ¥ 5 1R K114 5 2% K& it
FrAb PR, A5 BP0 45 A FE (R 2, AR5 X 25 B
TR i . Zeng FIl Wang (2010) E4EE 4R
A/ INBE 7R s 18 JRy S A S 45 4 SR TP AN AR i
Wang %5 A (2015) BF5E T HVS 4 XF Fb B #0sR 1k
J& B — by 23 (5 B EELE] , LURRAR 3 S5 05
B&E,

— i 1QA g F AR BB GE it 7 vk [ A BE
P B AL F, Soundararajan F1 Bovik (2013 )
et P VR S0 0 3 RO EE R X I 22 14 /N B AR B A T
AL T AR EO A ) 22 5 R BT EAS B 2 Ll
St AR I 28 % B0 PR R 77 AR S, Bampis
SEN (2017 ) # M0 T 25 (6] 50300 22 T VAN 7
( spatial efficient entropic differencing for quality
assessment, SpEED-QA) Wil 22 e b 551400k 22 1 43
A FE 22 B 22 5 F 2 R B MR AR, Ma 55 A
(2013 ) X AHSRRRATI A FH 25 T B3z sl o, IF X
AR B AT B 7 I SE i i AT AR, RS AR T
CBD T3R5 G AR5 225 WU 1) B D7 &1 2Z (8] 4
PR ARAT I

RR-VQA 15— s e A 4E H3 G2
A ZEARFIE . Le Callet %5 A (2006 ) 8 izt il 1] 4
IR LSRR G AT 2 I [R] PR 28 LR AL 3 A4S S
FAAEATI BT i, Park 55 A (2013) % BUAS [R] AL A3
W 2 A AR AR AR, SR Y 42 R o, AT 42
H—Fi B @& Nt Ak 772 VQPooling 25 %5 4 WU H 4
— WU, T Zha 55 A (2014) U4 — 4>y 42
JRIZ RS SRy F8 TR R D ot e 2 7 A ol ) R S
AU A TN AR AR5 £
2.2.3 &% VQA JiiE(NR-VQA)

T /D JEUR S MU, T2 2% 7 kR ik
TR, — ] TP Al 28 2 TR 4 I 2% LA AR
A i, Brandao Fll Queluz (2010 ) #2 H — F 4 =
H. 264/ AVC R4S R BB Tk, 70 0 iR 22 Ak
TR i i 15 22 SR RN A T A 20 R 3 3o B R fBL AR A
THRZEETON 945 &k JE 4T S8, I i ix e 2
A R AR EAR BN B i . 2R /R SR 2F A (2019)
M H. 264 Gl i h RSB TG o, LA A
N IB B E B, SR T2 2R R S
PTG, REESE A (2020 ) $2 1A X5 7K ML
VI TC S5 7% Kt AR AE R 2 0 2 R A
LR VAR FEATYIZRAS SIS R,
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B T THT [ R 4 2R L TR A9, NSS T fE TG
S YR = A P A B, Saad A
(2014 ) $& i — 5 ML ot & PP 5 ¥ VBLIINDS,
%7152 TQA J5 1% BLIINDS-IT B9 Ji | 08 i 22 75
e R EAN A BRI RRE & NIQE J5 16 2 Uy ¢
fiE 35 A SVR JFWeb i it [RI A 2 X it 47
QB Zha 55N (2015) TR SS 0 22 800F 2 80
TAHFIRFAE BT FRIE LA I AR 28 246 st
B BTiE s, Mittal 55 A (2016 ) &l 22 (477 38
TR RBGIAT AR B, DA% R B B BUREAE e T A
AT, 2 R 2 QI I PR T i Y A ] 2R L5 4
ART] B o7 22 25 KT 3 P T 14 2k BL45 5L, Li 58 A
(2016a) ffi [ 3 4 DCT #4703, #UG REW 5341
KARBOCARSBEF AL, R 318053 50 v e 4411
FRIEAS R ZBRICARIT (] SVR By o it 4340

3 EFREZSINI/VQA

2012 4 AlexNet ( Alex 25 ,2012) 42 (LA T
TRIE 2 HR W & e, i LA R o0 50 US55
NZIT BT S5 gl 5 4 7, 76 i
VTS IR S HOR 20 T NR-1/VQA 4l
W, fES % e S A AR RE IS8 T
3.1 ETFREZIM NR-IQA i

1458 NR-1QA J7 vkl ad F T R AE i 2 114
Fitd, FERN R 2: S 2 )5 il B MOS #E17
BN WS REAE A5 B R R A S T i,

UG HE ML 58 TQA 53k 2 i — K
SEms AR F TR A I W ork b, DR

HNIEE E[ESES

P13 55 1AM IR L7 2D R e MR BT PP A 55 IR AL 25 4
Fig.3 Model structure of the first model that used deep learning for IQA task

‘ g7\
P . / \ /,Ul N
’ ’/,/ \-\ ’/’" .\\\ !
N A "

PG HRFAE ]

BRI BN AT ISR, AT AR IRRAE i =5 & YRR 20
T{EE . Kang 55 A (2014) F 5% CNN LAY f pe
TQA 1) 3, 5 o X P R gk 47 43 P ik 30 (G il 3 i
R CEEEEE G N A 32 x32 B E KN T
HE WG, GRS B o e —A 5 A [R] A bR
2, CNN KRR S A Bl i — i PSR S IOCHC AR
ik, FFR A 20 AR Bl ) g S ek 580, i J 0 ot o o
BT LA A R B B P o B, % &
| FARTTVER M 2S5 R ] 5, Kang 55 A (2015) TEI
LAl FIMER T L8 AL AR DA FRLAT: 55 MU 24T
55, 43 i TN P44 J5 R AT REAEAE (9 2R L85, Fu
SN (2016 ) WITE RO 265 b s AR L e e FnH — 1k,
DI FRAL & ZFP Rk FLRY R . Bosse 55 A (2016) R
i NIRLER PG 1 22 AN [6] | 42 Hh AT A1
R AR TR B389, A P A A i 2 A O M 246565 2
A3 S UM K A R A S, 3k B AR R S o ) 4 4 )
FRB0Y, REAS 19 185 b A 5 X AN [A] R B i .
[R5 AT B AN [] | Chetouani (2018 ) FL4%E7E
W 2 s A 2 BT EAT AL B, FE T Harel 45 A (2006) fiff
FH 1 48 2P 1 4 BB 3 DX I, R 3k 2 X0
K143 PGB i A0 0 2% 14711 5 DL 3R AS R I
&, He % A (2019) #2 4 VRPON ( visual residual
perception optimized network ) 77, % [&] BEFT 2
SRR B R S, SR IBON ARG HL AR
IE 7 25T dob 2 P18 I ASOASE B Xof R E 1A 73 5 L
PAFRL R, AR BIHSE A (2021) F IR 3 4 Y
PR o3 P AR R T M o i S 1 A Y R e
X A AR E AT 22 B e, AT A5 31 22 RUBE [R5
FHT BRI 2

b

o R
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B G 3 e RE A% 3 1A Y i I = 5 A RRALE
B 5 22 MBI AT 75 B MOS VR MR | bR g 16
HEUE R MOS T EFE PR N M ) ik gt
BRI I BRI e e 1 IR B RS . G2k I m) 7 | Liu
S5 N (2017 ) $ H T UG B E P AT R B i
PEAE Y RankIQA J5 i, %5 IR TE AN & MOS # &%
Moty IR 4 & R ML DS P A L 22 Ol we A ESK
HATHET , B EAT MOS (S5 X7 I 2% 3
1300, RIS /E MOS Kt A7 FRAYE B0 T 9 18 U1l 5%k
fio Niu 558 A (2019) [AlRER I 27 ~) it HE e 79 S8
R E SRR AR, Ik T B ) 2% 2 o] HE P S
T 5 Jo S A 2 T P R e 5 R A P A5 ) 11 45
P AT b8 TS UG T HAB RHR B g 8L
HAFMIX R A ARXS BT 5 73 %0, Chen 55 A (2021a)
X ARG (TR0 FBERE N 2 R (B AR iz H
T B A T 3 0 v SR ) G AR [
S IR AE A P £ 2, AT I A e DU 87 P o 9
SCHE A5 8 AR B PR 2 6 B AR T 25

ST B A 7RI T MOS B TR
YIEHR ST 71 XX UR B 27 ) 7 ok i+ 43
O AR R e e R R L A £t LR
BT T R iy i 8B, iR il —
S R B OR BT

F 2014 4F Tan 55 A (2014 ) $2 H A vt 9 2%
(generative adversarial nets, GAN) P12 | B F HAE K]
AR G 20 G A AN [RGB 53 1 38 S5 4
AP R R, AW DFEE TFIREE T GAN K58 i
EIFMTSS . Ren A (2017 ) 48 H 45 Xt 91 45
7775 RAN4IQA ( restorative adversarial net) , Hirf | [¥]
IR S A T TR IRt 22 UG s o) 4 1 A0 501)
SR JE W BRI AR, Lin Al Wang
(2018) 7EK FLIEMER B FER A GAN A2 ili—1N%)
R B HAE 0 BUR S R, SR 5 RS 1 i P15
RRIE AT I ok 3R A5 G 0 ot i 0 0, 007 v —
SEFRIE BT T 225 RIMGE AR B o) @, 1 A1
% BRI MG oL i 235 ) e e PP 45 2R, Ma 45
A (2020) F A E R IR 5 2K 2 K5
A%, B GAN Skl 52 BLEMR I N 2545
BRIGEET 2 CNN B PPAR B H 2 B 5 3k
(R

TETRBE 7 2 BEARY Ty T, — S F ] 250
TR 52 2% 10 [0 28 A5 ROR ik R TQA [R) J8E, Li 5% A

(2016b) $2 H H 2 M 28 DeepCNN , 5 T4 28 4F 45 %
W28 AT 25, SR i %o 2 B0 AT I LAt o7 Jo 2
PP 55 . Gao 45 A (2018 ) $2 Hi BLINDER ( blind
image quality prediction via multi-level deep represen-
tations ) J7¥% , f FHFUIZ: 09 VGG16( Visual Geometry
Group ) W £ 4 RURRAE S 700 BT & . Li 558 A (2018)
Uil 3% 22 P 2% ResNet-50 3K HE B 28435 AF Al 2
T SCRRAE, B 3 T B Re AR i 5 Ry BT &, Su SF A
(2020) LA A i 1 # P 4% (hyper network , HN) &
], BT HN ARCHR S PR 2 B 6 F0 1 244 3
Friase, DU B R N2 R R B, Zha 25 A(2020)
D 3T 0T 2 I TIE 278 J7 1k Metal QA X 5t 1
P B Y2 ) i BRI T
3.2 ETFHREZF3H NR-VQA 7%

TREE 27 ] A VQA J7 1 1 i il 55 it =2 Ta] )
IR K H AT BT AL o R 3 8 ) S0, ) O Bk
TR B RS NP 2D CNN 53 TR 4L
AbFEY 3D CNN 2K,

GHEGE VQA Tk Ul IR 2% > T 19 2D CNN
AR 44 A RS TR 125 ) A B PR ER 43 301 2% 0, AN
[ A, 5 B AN T B e RS B 6 3 A AR A1
73, LABG AR [ (4 DG HK | e B AL T ik 3]
MIRCR B 75807, Wang 55 A (2018) 42 1
COME ( convolutional neural network and multi-regres-
sion based evaluation) J7iff A 2D CNN 2B g% 4%
ik, [7) oy AR AT 7 2 v 2 B 3 45 2 A S Ik (] 4E 45
fiE A4 X BERHE R A ZAT: 55 AR R | WS Ry e 2411
PR, 30 3K N IR s 2 00 s J T A A IE 93
R, Kim % A (2018) i [} CNN FB: fRpP 22 B4 W 2%
S AR 2 LG R, Il T 1 3 2 T AL e e 1)
YA TT VR R AR (] 4E 12846, Chen 55
A (2021b) $2 XS 2D CNN $2HU 25 (B RFAE A7 IR
JE B A~ A ) 4 ) 22 T2 R g Ak BEAS [
M) 23R Jim 2 1) 30 T 2 ) T A R R O A e
1 2R BT RRIE SR 0 A B S A e
EdlJoin o

I IR 7 248 s Ak 7 kA D g PR B BRS04 N
(2019) $& H T FE F95 21 4 22 [ 2% (vecurrent neural
network , RNN) By SR & PF M ks, LB IE T
HVS H N 2SRRI R IR R E 28 AT THEE 90 B
FATC(RNN AY—Fl) SRAH HE 2k FAE MR 4E 9221k,
F5 J 12 4 P TR B 3R 2800 i3 & A I ) 46 3t A6 J7 v, %k
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W ARAE VEA T IR WS A5 2 A A A o e, F
— S HE JET O REEA Li 45 A (2021) BE L T 28
PEER SN0 I ¥, Varga M Szirdnyi (2019)
PEHEET RNN (A (i P i 02 B e R e 4
AT AT R 4E(5 ). . Shahreza 25 A (2019 ) Nl FH $L
T 4 S B A2 B ofe ) A T 5 %) B TR AR s 44 | 75
TR (R 4 ) FRAEMS B . Agarla 55 A (2020) 43
90 X A A — i %) J R M AT SN AT S, e
JE B RNN O 4 5% 55 AiF 3¢ #E 47 [B1H, Chen % A
(2020) JUI i FF RNN A4 FEAG IR ] S 5 A e, 45—
JZ RNN BT 5 B AR S0k AR fir A 2 A
JEXFI ) RNN BT | REASHE HRUEE 5 (14 sf [RIARRE 1
ST WAL BEAY 2D CNN BRI A 5 1% 1)
WA TR A BB 28T WURIAH SCIR A s )5 L, AR
ST B PR A R . R, 3 B 5 A
LT 3D CNN AR XoF 2 i [ B a0 47 4h B, R A5
B2 RAE , [RTESE B (] £ %) o A | AT Lk 2 sk
[, B AT S5 10 5 &, Liu %5 A (2018b) f#
3D CNN U 45 90551 14 16 25 R AF | ) FH 2 B 43285
TRTFAT S X CNN (47T HiI 5, B4 A& A AT 45 X
B L FEATHAL . Yang 55 A (2018) L fd ] 3D
CNN 1R Sl , A [R] A0 J2 A B BOR (A0 7 i 23
AU A, 1 32 3 i B VR M A AT R R A
Feng % A (2021 ) ALALKF 3D CNN A Sy i ] 55 B 1
PREIRURS A 48 A R AE A5 B, 25 ) 48 ) i FH 2D CNN 42
TSCRFAE SR T o B, B T ) % 3 LA %) I A
A, Wua %A (2019) A H 3D CNN #1575 %) i
PRSI T T B 3P

4 HEEMZTEEERITRELILR

4.1 HIE&E

TEBTEPERE S5, BA MOS R 4 2 % W
I/VQA Bksem iy 3 aih . AT 1QA 19 A 2k AL
Pi4E F 24 LIVE (laboratory for image & video engi-
neering ) (IQA) ( Sheikh FlI Bovik ,2006) , CSIQ ( cate-
gorical subjective image quality database) ( Larson Al
Chandler, 2010 ) . TID2008/2013 ( Ponomarenko 4%,
2015) H1 KADID/KADIS( konstanz artificially distorted
image quality database/set) ( Lin 5§ ,2019) %% ; H 4k K
EHHE %A BID (blurred image database ) ( Ciancio
4,2011) , CID2013 ( camera image database ) ( Vir-
tanen &% ,2015) LIVE Challenge ( Ghadiyaram #/1 Bo-
vik ,2015) . KonlQ ( konstanz image quality ) ( Hosu %,
2020) #1 SPAQ ( smartphone photography attribute and
quality ) (Fang %% ,2020) , Hih 5 3 25 984 FL A 3¢
Ko BT EHAREAR MOS 175 B E 14 & k4,
SPAQ A1 75 5 2553 F1 EXIF ( exchangeable image
file format) {5 5., J& H b d5c o 4 Ty — D H s 4R
TE VQA fE 55, AR B 48 £ %A LIVE
(VQA) ( Seshadrinathan %% ,2010) 1 CSIQ ( Vu £1
Chandler,2014) % ; {28 Kk B AP £ 4 LIVE-Qual-
comm ( Ghadiyaram 45,2018 ) . CVD2014 ( camera video
database ) ( Nuutinen 55,2016 ) il KoNViD-1k ( kon-
stanz natural video database) (Hosu %¢,2017)%%, I
BB R TEARTE BN 1 I3 2 FiR,

®1 BHRERETNBESE

Table 1 Image quality assessment datasets

Bt SHER/ 18 PR AMRF REH/ P e ELER /I R EIAY
LIVE IQA 29 512 x768 5 779 NARE
CSIQ 30 512 x512 6 866 NARH
TID2008 25 384 x 512 17 1 700 NARH
TID2013 25 384 x512 24 3 000 NRER I
KADID 81 - 25 10 215 NHRH
KADIS 140 000 - 25 700 000 NARH
KonlQ - 1 024 x 768 - 10 073 AR
BID - - - 585 SN
CID2013 - 1 600 x 1 200 - 480 AR R
SPAQ - - - 11 125 AR I
LIVE C - 500 x 500 - 1162 AR H

¥/ —17J& LIVE Challenge #384E W5 ;¢ - N JoAH R EE
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®2 MHRETNHIES

Table 2 Video quality assessment datasets

Y/ S S % IIPRR/ER KB/ Fh R 5% RILHH
LIVE VQA 10 - 4 150 NHRE
CSIQ Video 12 832 x 480 6 216 NRRE
LIVE Q - 1 920 x 1 080 6 208 HARKH
CVD2014 - 1 280 x720 - 234 HAR K
KoNViD-1k - 960 x 540 - 1 200 HARREH

L5 3 M EIESE R LIVE Qualcomm BRI S ;« - o AN 5l

4.2 BEEMRELILE

FEX ik — s B AR M i R B A M R
FrPPAG AN AT, by B Gl s A 2 5 3 S0 SR 22 ]
R O A BRI P R T 30 B2 U & B A O R 8K
coefficient ,

( Spearman rank order correlation

SROCC) B IR b2k PE A K 228X ( Pearson linear corre-
lation coefficient, PLCC ) #1377 #2 % 2& ( root mean
squared error, RMSE) FJPEA fa 45, SROCC 1 W i
A5 SR Ah 25 90 2 [) (14 AF G, B 0 Dy — 3
SR, DA 9 U A HER , PLCC 34 X PR
ZHBICHE ) 43 A1 RN 43 A 2 T8 B 2P R s oA o, A
W F A E R AE R . RMSE THA TN 5 B S (H 2
Vi) P i 22 , 8 2ok 25 oz AR 5 0 ) R 2, S v A
G807 VR S e R BIE 438 SC R AR B A A AT
FEIARAD AR BE 27 2] J7 ¥ (4 CNN J5 k) S i 8
HUN RIS PR

SROCC #1 PLCC HYMUEIEIE 0 ~ 1, B MUK
ARERAGEAL % 32 W0 AH OGP B ey, BVASE AR (1% 6 By
RMSE BB Bl A7 PR, A8 B MR B 5% 22
eI AR EORG T
4.2.1 158 1QA BAIWERE T

I 11 Al 2 B A5 58 TQA FEvk , X HLA AU M
REZEAT LA AN 73 #r 3% 26559 A 4F PSNR | SSIM
MS-SSIM | FSIM | ESSIM | IW-SSIM , IFC Al VIF 4§,
PSNR Sy B35 o )2 0 A 75 1% 5 SSIM 2 22 A Y
WA HE T 57t DY 40 888 & Ji 1) 55 v 5 MS-SSIM |
ESSIM Fl IW-SSIM 15 2y 25 14 {5 15, 11 it 7Y g ik 5%
e, AT AU BH S5 48 45 B A BhE s TRC RN VIF PE R
{5 EOR L EE A P Fh e AU 5 k9 5 L, DL S 254 5
BT B R A7 % e 5 FSIM U6 B HVS YA &%k, IF
[R5 A7 LA e e T x) b T B AR EG St
(9 J7 3 YE B T BLIINDS-II, BRISQUE HI NIQE %
3R TS E Tk, U 25 % Jr ki

XL

SEIG E T AR IR Z NFE A LIVE BHRE
£E (LIVE-IQA) T JLARE$E (% CISQ %k 45 Fn i Ay
FEREA TID2013 BHE4E TR, S 45
=3 fims,

M 3 tha] LUE Ay R 2% )5
I PSNR, HAF 3 M4l 4E 1Y SROCC il PLCC {8
HRAR T HAh 227 7 i iX 02 A PSNR TR
RIEZIE W 228, A A F ALK, PSNR 1Y
RMSE {BE AR T HA 73 | X U B R R 22 R

Sk A0 I R AT B 1 %) SSIML Jr i B s A AL
W AZ 5 A E B RS2, 5 PSNR AH L, HAE 3 4>
A€ MY P e Z e R AU/ S i A A R DS
RERS A O33R MR, HE T SSIM 1 — R 51
HEBH: MS-SSIM  ESSIM F1 IW-SSIM 7E SSIM (1) £: it
DR TR B RN A NFR 3 AT LA
PEREIA A AN [A] B2 B2 B9 4 k. B T HVS B3
FSIM #.3:252% 7 SSIM 331 B AEff FH A S A6fs &2 1A
B —BHESS A R AR LM, 78 3 B4R i
SROCC PLCC il RMSE #§ #5481k 2 T & G B 2k 1
BIACR .

FFEBREEER IFC 7Bl T R G X
R EAF B AL PR B K R RE 48 b5 0% 22 T SSIM,
{HH Bk VIF 76 3 a4 1) SROCC \PLCC
1 RMSE 5 FSIM B4 EF,

F3 WG 3 72T NSS (465 % Jr ik
LR EE 5, N il LUE H NR ik Al S % E
1,5 FR kAL, HAe 3 A0 4 L SE 50 RiUR:
#A R TR, BT S% Ik NIQE 514/ MOS
OB 25 09 BRISQUE 1 BLIINDS-1I J7 6 A0 EE , 7
PERE LRAH LR BXGER T A SR Ge i SR 1) 7= AN
— e LA B A BSCHR i B I 2, TS W R
KW EARKHTR,
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®3 {54 IQA A3L7E LIVE,CSIQ # TID2013 #iE & taotkak
Table 3 Performance of traditional IQA methods on LIVE, CSIQ and TID2013 datasets

s " LIVE CSIQ TID2013
SROCC PLCC RMSE SROCC PLCC RMSE SROCC PLCC  RMSE
PSNR 0.863 0.859 13.367 0.806 0.800 0.158 0.687 0.675 1.137
SSIM ( Wang % ,2004a) 0.948 0.945 8.126 0.875 0.861 0.133 0.742 0.790 0.851
MSSIM( Wang %£,2004b)  0.944  0.943  9.095 0.914 0.900 0.114 0.786 0.820 0.711
FR-IQA IFC ( Sheikh % ,2005a) 0.923  0.925 6.656 0.748 0.838 0.143 0.569 0.736 0.909
VIF ( Sheikh 4§ ,2006) 0.963 0.960 7.673 0.919 0.928 0.098 0.750 0.809 0.789
FSIM ( Zhang % ,2011) 0.963 0.960 7.678 0.924 0.912 0.108 0.802 0.859 0.635
ESSIM ( Zhang % ,2013) 0.961  0.963 - 0.933  0.940 - - - -
IW-SSIM( Wang F1 Li,2011)  0.957 0.9522 8.347 0.921 0.914  0.106 - - -
BLIINDS-II( Saad %£,2012)  0.912  0.916  8.80  0.780  0.832 - 0.53 0.628 -
NR-IQA  BRISUQE(Mittal %5,2012)  0.939  0.942  9.54  0.775 0.817 - 0.573  0.651 -
NIQE( Mittal 45 ,2013) 0.913  0.915 - 0.821  0.865 - - - -

I R B A TR S

MWFE 3 FIRRE B E B, A ke
TID2013 | A4S B0 R50CH e oAt 9 SR 4 b 3k
RETIRZ , HIEH T RGBT X R E 2L
PRV TARIE , oz (L aB ) 22 BRI, Ak e
FE LIVE [ B 203K B 1 1k A R 201, 20473 TG 5 i
TID2013 H Ry Z Rk HAF O,

4.2.2 FETFUEFI0) 1QA BEIHERE /AT

VEHR 8 AL TR 24 2] I e i B LA T e )
Mr, X 54045 CNN  DeepCNN  BLINDER £ Hy-
per-IQA %5 A9 B R UL AT . CNN 7 ik b &
FLfd FHR B 27 2] B9 775 ; DeepCNN 1 1 Fifi 5 42 H A
REE22 ) )7k, 5 CNN 5 ik 4755 L ; BLINDER #1
Hyper-IQA 1 A3 JLARBOH #0119 581548 % RankIQA
WA T GO 09 ot a2 HE 7 5 B AR BT By 3300k
VRPON Fl HIQA “N3ETF GAN 1405 ¥ Fh 1 BE #4711
&,

SEY F AR LIVE BG4 F1 TID2013 £
£ FITR LA Rk 4 s, SR IR
Y NR-IQA J7 3% J& CNN, HifE LIVE $di 4 E iy
SROCC # PLCC ¥J35 %] T 0. 95,7 TID2013 ||
BT 0. 71, A T 448 NR 57k NIQE (NIQE (1
PEBEANFR 3 i) MY ERE, 55 SSIM X3 FR kAN

= TN IR SCHRA 4 HH R

FHER RIS TR B 2 ) J7 VA A6 0T i WA S
FRW 1, WEETHEHME ML VRPON
TR 200 FOBUE 42 TID2013 | 98 R8¢ CNN J5 ¥
£ 10% HI$T

x4 ETFREFEINESE IQA FiEE
LIVE-IQA #1 TID2013 #3545 1Ak
Table 4 Performance of some deep learning-based
NR-IQA methods on LIVE-IQA and TID2013 datasets

LIVE-IQA TID2013
RS

SROCC PLCC SROCC  PLCC
CNN( Kang % ,2014) 0.956 0.953 0.718 0.778
DeepCNN(Li % ,2016b)  0.935 0.956 - -
Rank-IQA (Liu %£,2017)  0.980 0.982 0.780 0.792
HIQA(Lin Fl Wang,2018) 0.983 0.989 0.879 0.838
BLINDER( Gao %,2018)  0.966 0.959 0.819 0.838
VRPON(He % ,2019) 0.955 0.961 0.837 0.840
Hyper-IQA (Su %,2020)  0.983 0.966 0.903 0.910
RAN4IQA (Ren %£,2017)  0.960 0.970 0.871 0.842
T LR IR & SR ARG R - ORI R SCHRAR 45 il
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DeepCNN Fil BLINDER 1} X5 B 1~ P 28 #4172k
HEE9 7 8, HEfE S CNN AH L, B& DeepCNN ()
SROCC #&¥r tt CNN BYMIRZ A, oAl iy 34047 pr 2 7,
{HER TR R AN 3K U ] — A B T W 4% 2 48 R 6
FEAT 1QA 1T 55, 768 1 M 2% Jy T Y ol i 30 AR
W,

FEFUT AR Z ST GAN #3119 HIQA Al
RANAIQA J5 %, FE B4 LR AHE B UL 75 1
PEBE, JU HJE7E TID2013 |, SROCC 353 T 0. 87,
Z T AR IR B 4n itk = A AR DG, 2 R R GAN
X R FLEMBAR S T 7 A A 2 2% RS, T i (BT 45 2 1]
WE TEMFEREE X EFEUAERGE,

VR 1 42 1 A9 375 Hyper-1QA |, 7E LIVE-IQA
|- SROCC #1 PLCC 54543 A5 %] 1T 0. 98 #1 0. 96,
IM7E TID2013 %45 4E |, H SROCC il PLCC #B35 )
T0.9 Vb, BOZFAHRH T AR A
T 7 P AR R 2 ) N R BRI #2363 Fn R 4
320 ANME LR HA LT RS ACR , O AR
h4& %2 Tk 75 vk 2 — FSIM W PERE, T

S IIERETEVERE L 5 &S ke,
4.2.3  VOQA BARIMERE AT

1) #T LIVE-VQA £44E 10 0ty EHL T 10
TR M) VQA BIRY AT HAERE LW Ao, x4k
BRI 45 . 3 T2 3 {5 B FR J7 3% ST-MAD #I
MOVIE ; i %5 4 #1477 7% VQPooling 3& T NSS ) 22
M7 VBLIINDS i1 Li % A (2016a) ; 5625 %
772 VIDEO ; 3 4R X4 AR B 2% > J7 1k COME Hl
Varga 1 Szirdnyi(2019) .

T RIS R K2 UL LIVE-VQA $didE
SIS AN bR, B IEE B LIVE-VQA 1B 8 52
R AR A TSR B A R PEA

R 5 FroR, Wireless {URTEAL il H. 264 & 44
USRI H 5 0 e ELRART I A S 6 50O s TP AR T
2R I L AL B R TR I G AR b 1) SE B UR s MPEG -2
X3 MPEG-2 FE 45 2 EA M |- 19 52 55 2401 5 H. 264
R H. 264 FE450 HAR b 52508508 ; ALL AR
FAEFTA R BT RIHAS LIVE-VQA Bl 4E b kAT
(RSB RLR

%5 LIVE-VQA HE&E FH&F VQA ik IERE
Table 5 Performance of various methods on LIVE-VQA dataset

ARIA e IR SROCC

A5 B2 PLCC

Sk Wireless 1P MPEG2 H.264 ALL Wireless P MPEG2 H.264  ALL
ST-MAD( Vu %,2011) 0.806 0.768 0.904 0.847 0.824 0.812 0.790 0.909 0.842  0.830
MOVIE ( Seshadrinathan % ,2010) 0.802 0.715 0.766 0.773 0.789 0.838 0.762 0.790 0.759  0.811
MOVIE( VQPooling) ( Park %% ,2013) ~ 0.802 0.806 0.831 0.850 0.843 0.850 0.801 0.844 0.845 0.861
VBLIINDS ( Saad 45 ,2014) 0.815 0.779 0.839 0.869 0.759 0.951 0.946 0.924 0.893  0.881
Zhu % A (2015) - - - - 0.880 - - - - 0. 835
VIIDEO( Mittal % ,2016) 0.532 0.612 0.674 0.556 0.624 0.625 0.737 0.692 0.631 0.651
Li % A(2016) 0.815 0.826 0.912 0.961 0.782 0.939 0.964 0.951 0.976 0.891
Speed-QA ( Bampis %5 ,2017 ) - - - - 0.78 - - - - 0.774
COME( Wang %:,2018) 0.833 0.771 0.881 0.857 0.821 0.917 0.913 0.933 0.929 0.852
Varga Fll Szirdnyi(2019) - - - - 0.703 - - - - 0. 691

TE IR RRIR B RS - 7 SRR R LSRR 25 R

MOVIE 1 ST-MAD fE k% T iz 875 B 22
Ik, NFE 5 FH SROCC Hl PLCC #Bi5%) 0. 78
DLl X RS M5 BURA 800, (B Bk i 2
FrasEl, WHELS LA 583 (T 5L T AH B TQA

FIRIEJE Y VOA kg s 2N RIFEL 5 M fg 0
FYI AR, W 5 BN, T 1IQA Ji ik BLI-
INDS-IT # 11 #) VBLIINDS J57% , Hife LIVE-VQA %k
P4 Y SROCC 1 PLCC 435 R 0.75 1 0. 88,
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Il BLIINDS-II 7E LIVE-IQA ¥¢#E 4 |- Ay SROCC Al
PLCC #PREALIAEN 0. 91, FRULFTLAE 1, 36T 1QA 4T
JEHY VQA Jrik HMERE B TR KA FRE, X thij
HT FRLRE ) B TR 4475 2 25 % 2 52 el Jo i B 114 22
WEZ—, T, BB T — 86w 5 % 8 A ] 2 4%
A5 B 7 1, 10 VQPooling J7 15, K H: W FH 78
MOVIE, 7£ LIVE-VQA ¥4l 4 F i) SROCC k%] T
0. 84, 5 A {ii ] VQPooling ) MOVIE 77 ¥ AH M %%,
PEREA T 5% LT, [RIRF Zha 55 A (2015) #2111
B (B 3 A 15 B S A RS W M RE , HE SROCC
F1PLCC 43591~ 0. 88 5 0. 83, % T Fil VQPooling
R MOVIE J7%5,

5E4J05 % J5 ¥ VIIDEO f£ LIVE-VQA E /Yy
SROCC HA 0. 62, X B 5E 4= TE 5% i ik AE i I
(RO A R 5, X2 BT I E) 4E i 22 0 A5 B 4
SEETCSH NG K T WAL iR 22, W2 H
HIF VQA 3k BME STTE

MFE S AT LIE Y, Li %5 A (2016b) ()7 78
BEXE 4 Ff 26 B 43 B PE A i B A R R Ar R
SROCC Fl PLCC #84r38 i T HAh 7 i s 7EXT 4 Ak
EL[E I AT PR I PLCC 45 n -t 2 fc i 19, AR T
H. SROCC fEFr#14 B & F R, {U# T VIIDEO M
Varga fil Szivanyi (2019) i 7%, X Al gEje i T8
P A LG bR BICPE 32 B K B i B 43
PR T ARG AR AR 37 5 — RS B, IR R ELT
A 1R RE B 2 2R 7 A S e BT RO BB B
XT3 PP G BT 0O 23 0k 55 , T SO R M fig
AR,

Bl TR 2 2 0 R AE TQA FR A RS % FH , VQA

155 T A WA 2L F IR 8 2 2 10 7 i 31, COME
J5 %) SROCC 1 PLCC #5453 #RA 2] T 0.8 DAL, i
VR 27 2] J5 ¥ 4E VQA A 81, {2 Varga Al
Sziranyi (2019) B 7 LA HAR 2] T 0.7, X & Tix
T EARE X F AR R BB AR it IR A ARk
PR AE X B T S AT T I 25, 3k i B IR
2R 2 T — R I B3k Y e 2 S 3G 25 S Az 1|
SRR 52

2) %t F KoNViD-1k #1 LIVE-Qualcomm FJ 43
Bro BE#H VQA RS MK R, BT LIVE-VQA Bl 4E
WA R D2 TCH L VOA AYTR , a5 &
T4 T S ELB R ) B SRR AR AT 2
KT LIVE-Qualcomm 1 KoNViD-1k 4™ 4% %
B HR AR AT AR MR RE VT . PR B B AL 3
fE5: 19 VQA 771 VBLIINDS F1 VIIDEO ; 1357 i ]
RNN A G #5 Je B3 19 5516 (Li 5%, 2019 ; Varga Al
Szirdnyi 2019 ; Agarla %5 ,2020) ,

m3 6 Fis, 76 H R R AR b 5 Tk
VBLIINDS F1 VIIDEO [ R &R AE# 25, VBLIINDS
TEW S % P8 42 1 59 SROCC Hl PLCC ¥/ 0.5 ~
0.7, T RMSE [ 22 5IAR I , BB (4 B R FeE
VIIDEO J7 12 I 35 A% J6 2k X W AT fr) o £ A8 o A 3800
B, BIREEHFE A T T T A RRAE ME LA
PERAT A F ARG EL, FETURBE 42 2 VSFA | Var-
ga Fl Sziranyi(2019) LI K Agarla 55 A (2020) f) 7 3%
HBIK BIAEE I ROR , 76 B 45 1) SROCC Al
PLCC #B7£ 0.7 Z L,

IR A R, TEIE R A X A R R
H SRR L, 45 3 I AR BT RRAE RE A5 A8 S R

% 6 KoNViD-1k #1 LIVE-Qualcomm #{#F % _F#)—LZ 8 VQA 7k EaE
Table 6 Performance of some classical VQA methods on KoNViD-1k and LIVE-Qualcomm datasets

VIS
Ak KoNViD-1k LIVE-Qualcomm

SROCC PLCC RMSE SROCC PLCC RMSE
VBLIINDS (Saad %,2014) 0. 600 0. 591 0. 493 0. 560 0. 686 9. 005
VIIDEO( Mittal % ,2016) 0.298 0.303 0. 610 0.127 0. 101 12. 308
VSFA(Li % ,2019) 0.755 0. 744 0. 469 0.737 0.732 8. 863
Varga /I Szirdnyi(2019) 0. 849 0. 867 - - - -
Agarla 55 A (2020) 0. 810 0. 810 0. 391 0. 740 0.772 7.931

TE L AR R A S IR AE A s — 7 B X B SCHRA 25 H 2
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REAFE  HRARLRICRATA R K250,
4.3 NG

PATHITTH A S5 o3 A v, AT DAAS A0 R 458

D) W7k B&, BRI 507 T LR iR R
TEN R AR AR AR DGR BT (A7 5 2 2k B
PRAR B B AR BB A EINACR 2%

2) WSS ERE B& BRI 2 2] 5 TR A B i
P NR J5iR7E A AR BB L PERE2E Ay Il R,

3) WEEAS BT iPANAE 55 , VA G i i 5% ¥
AN A AT T T PR RE AR T, T TQA 453 )
S i — SRR S R

5 BEXES5REE

R4 1/VQA J5 ik NESH(E B B SR o J5
RN A SR G Gt S5 07 T T o, $2 s TR 24k
T EL, SR AR5 1/ VQA Tk 25X Ht
RRFHATRE R T, Haz Akt sz 2 BR ), Bl 5 IR
JE2E 2 B R R S S FRIERE ) s s , 2 B T
S ARG PR RE A B W R TR SR
o =R N G € & o i
B AFMERR Y [R5, i — 2P HES T NR-I/VQA 71k
R,

HAT, L/ VQA S5 ATY S T ik 2 T] AN K

1)1/ VQA BRI S bR b H ) @8, Toit R e 4t
ITER R E 27 > 7 i, e /& FR i J& NR J7i%,
H 1 K 2 B8 AR AR T AE 32 AR DG 1 T 8 L,
SR, AESEBR N FH A 4 H. 264/ AVC 5 4 4 i | &
538 5 RN B GOR8 or B R A, AR R R
PSNR 77 1 ok i 8 G/ A0 i o i, A ) — 2
I/ VQA BEATSRME LS B R, 3 150 B 4 i o i 0%
A 55 B AR DA 5T A7) Ry B B8, FL A2 B 1 FH AT 1fT
kAR

2) BRIz A MR, BAR HATIRZ I/VQA
FIEC R B TR R PERE SR, EATER R BR T F
i IR R BT 4, AR 22 SR AU A B — B0 Al 4 |
PERERS B , 7 HA G A Ak LR 2 R R RSO
FRBE R TR 2 2] BRI K R i 45 RS ATk L
FAF G, Bz AR T 3 — 2 5, SR
I, IS A 1 PRk AV RP R B 2 AT A
T AE RIS A XA R BB PR, T38RI R R 1
PRIXE

3) B R R, 2B e A R Y
PEfgm B 2%/ N AR RN H . FR FTRR
Jr i AR BIR BB R R (B T2 5 8RS
BRI, BRI T 3 #6509 . NR ik AR AN
BREIA SR (LS NR I PR RER 22 | i 3
TUREE2E2I0 NR ik, i THA S — 25 24 X
LREEH , SRR R, U 3D CNN #il VGG
ESPIRZ MR, B, G327 1/ VQA #iAY
(5% AT AR (EAS I

KA TR BE T IR 2 1) NR kAR 2
SRRV S U A0l R R BE 2 2 Ry
NR it i 1 Al O A 38 DA N AN (]
R BRI IR NS AR A Rt — IR R

6 % 1iF

ASCA FR \RR I NR &, WS S8 FUE T U8 B
I V/VQA HEAT T 2534, 38 3k X 45 F 7 75 1 43
M, A8 T 1/ VQA Sy & e P, [R]i), 7 LIVE-
I/VQA . TID2013 F KoNViD-1k 45 25 S8 4 45 [ %)
NI PR HEAT T LU BSR40 AT , IR XY
BT 1/VQA U i A I PR ST T B R

T REEN LR IERETHRESIN
I/VQA Tk, HoAe i B A0 i 7 40 A 45 H B9 R
MEEA AR R R LG Tkl TS8R
R BERAR , F2 LR T3 o A R i EoR i
TP IR 2 > W PR B v R R R R, &
SO THESRAG R 5. &P 1/ VQA JriE et
PANZSIREN T W A7 AR ALK 220 52 BRoAs 5 v vl LAAR
AR TR TR, OSBRI RCR
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