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Adaptive Canbined Image D enoising
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Abstract BayesShrink is one of the best algoritms for wavelet thresholding denoising while W ieneiChop mproves
VisuShrink by W iener filtering in wavelet danain W e studied the denoisingm ethod uniting BayesShrink and W ieneiChop

The canbined aleoritm has snallerm ean sauared erroe(M SE) and hicher sienal 1o noise ratiol SNR) than BavesShrink or
W ieneilChop It integrates the advantages of the tvo algorithms and mproves the problans which mages are smoothed

overly by W ieneiChop and BayesShrink retains sane noise artifacts It can visually obtan more pleasing denoised m ages

Keywords adaptivemethod mage denoising mage restoration wavelet thresholding

1 31 §

PR AE BRI A e R v, v AT s, A
X IR ARG — 25 A BE 2 iy, 200 25 B el il 2 3K 2 e
7o B BRI AR A 24ERY A BERERE,
HFEP RN ICRE w( )RR DE BB
IR SE L, MM I TC AL E (¢ f)XEI B 4
AR AIIOLE o TR R S 3 R b
W g, Ffrulﬁ%ﬁfﬁ%lﬂ U] AR - W5 Hdhs
Yo AR X e g i, B

Vi =Xi;+&,i=1 - F j=1.+J (1)
SR, (g, AT, LRSS (i) 0
rarbEALAR S B &~ N (Q 07 ), oF JEMEN T 2% .

Yeks B HA: 2006-08-13 e [El H H#: 2006-09-25

B EEB T FIEC (1965~ ), T . AL ) R SEHURE A 5 HOAR R B .

@ ncepu edu cn

AR HbR R EEE T Y, 4R 3 X, s el o, mril
FE At v R 2 HE I & fe /N3 7 17 %2 (MSE ) .

Z2 5% ST 7 (AR G T T B M DR 1) 2%
st 77k, A9 a2 ) Ja8 0 08 7 VA S DR s T
Be . HEPTTIEARE — PR, E R T L
AN IRPE P . ARG MEDR B IT i, YA P8
Rt

Donoho ! Johnstone JF- 6! T 3% = /]N 5 e 4 5l HY
B L Py A e P Wi e vk, BRZ AV isuShirink 757,
FFUE AR B /N B K A 38 7 % 25 3 X L,V isuShrink
DB RAT LT AT, FHILIE T Besov 2 1] B
Bb At 7k BT A e 8ie®e . BAR V isuShrink
T3 BAT R, A, AFAE I g il JEJ'M%I
%, B s R B AW L. T v ]

L EEWFTE T 1) Ay P A% e e P s 4

Email zdw



220 [ P % A

W13

V isuShrink J5 v B 8k B, /NBORAR T7 R4 3 T Tz
RIS, OB T R BT RN 75 i
FOrp e B T 3l FE 1) 1 A2 N 4 b, SureShrink 7
320 A BayesShrink J7 3k'Y R i . 5
SureShrink fiI BayesShrink J5 VA1, Ghael%§ AH4it:
T/NP IR A PP 28T FRZ g W ieneChop 575,
‘© ¥ VisuShrink 75 V& M T 3T S fE 5 Al OF,
W ienerChop /7% I T VF 2 /N AR 1) 732 . AR
Ll WAL 5 W oienertChop /574 F1 BayesShrink
2 SureShrink 75 9% K L, R A A & AT LR
AR —Fh 2T

2 NIRRT ARG

ZINRE WAL 47 o e P e A RELARLIE - O A g P K 4
VE /N AR M, FKE R 148 e R B0 N B 555, /N AR
e R EO B B g L BoE R (D) PR g G
e {5 5 Bl ANt 75 4y 3 FH AR B Y X R e, W
INIEAS /N AR S B, How= WY, 0= WX, z= W¢
W) 7N i B ek R 4 R LR 328

(1) TSN RBOERE w;

(2) FEXF w 4075 R BN BAEAE N X /3
REAG T w;

(3) XFEUBI 16 2R B0 AT 00 AR 4, BV RT 3R A
BN i 045 5 A o X =W .

ASCAE ¥ 735 25 VRl BRI MR BE . X X (
JIREERMERE T X (4 j), 05528 (MSE ) LN

MSE =7j,‘_=Z|§(X(; j)-X(i )7 (2)

e Fak 3R, 85 12D REE 300 T LI,
KHEHS 220, PR R e il B 3 B AR J0AnT 38 ECRIDGS /s
P R BT AE PS A 1) JB, 0l A 3 P SR 1R M 4
PR K L AT R (R0 4 R B R AR R
241 &(w)= sgn (w ) max(lwl — A 0% 4 4HE Ee
A1 K 11 2R K v 2 i 4 e 4 e A & (w0 ) =
we 1wl > AR B 4065 (8 LG B K 1R 2 2, 1
Y LA L BRME /N RECR BN E . TR R
BOANES:, A BAT KW 5 %, IF HEAS T,
BT K A A R, DRI, e ek oAk ik 1

VisuShrink B A A= o [ 2log(M ), B HFRZ
A universalBEL, M JEC (1) TR J R EIBORE .
ARSCAEER T x T R/ANIEAR, B A= o J 2bog(1), I
thoo AN TR bR AE 25 L SEBE b XA BIE W

K. VisuShrink J7 ¥54 X AN 848 M. H 21 75 3 454> 53
file JUBE [P A0 7y, L HUR GRS e qige 75, (H2 &
BB B . A T ORREE 2 1 R RRAE,
A U E I Tl A = RV = S oDV
SureShrink 5 {EL 2 Z0CHE SN 1) . e Al 400 i bRy
$, ik fe /b Stein (1900 UG 112k 5 H 2 A2
fRFAHBIME " . BE w,= fw,e n= 1 N, JFRR
B AN TAT I R AL B U 22 L WA
i) SureShrink [# 18 K

X = argm inSURE™ (A w,) (3)
o

SURE* (A w,) =N, + Z}[mm(lw,,l, M-

2 (# ofw, ): lw,| < N

USRS T ZEAR Ry | WUER S Al v i U 22, N
MR Y RaAk, 7 7208 1. BayesShrink [
R 2 B KA 1), & 2 e 747 /N IR BUIR A
7 SRS AT (GGD), FEAE I 4 ok Fiod ik dg /s
UL KR S Y B s A A
BayesShrink [#{f{ 4y

N = (4)
o’ JEAG T ME 2, oy EH M A IS
ik AR S RRERE 0y = Jmax( 0y 0%, 0), Hrp

0} = < Dl RMEHR ¥ IR B R HAE T

FifTy 224k, R o® 2o WEE N = max
(lw,,l ) o
TEVHSAT — BB Z 11, #L29 J 51 W 75 bRl 2
(Al v i) JE . G T DL S50R 40 70 it J2 R8s R
BAHE R TP ER AL T, i 7 ) R AR AR
R g 12
median(|w | )

0=
0 6745 (5)

3 W ienerChop /5%

NG SR AER MR A TR 25 X
AR Y, AR, A PR A ok,
I8 T7 5% 2 di /I 1) Joc 0 08 0 48 e A B e 2
Uy Pk, BUE JOERN R R BN Q ST RN
o, ZEAIEBR " K



BG5S I 15 20 1

. OCrij
b (i) = (6)
Hrpoi=1 s b j=1 4 ).
HIF O O¢i j)RBI ARG, D 22T Ak
e o A3 (5) 4k F, W ieneiChop 38 ¥ K H
V isuShrink B4 bR KK A U 04 j), W ieneiChop
PEP LRI 1R

w=0,+z, é, X“,
> W, > H > W,'—|
Y=X+& Y
W,
o,
w,=0,+Z, = a,
> W, =8: > H, - > W,"ib

Bl 1 W ieneiChop i i L 7
Fig 1 W ieneiChop filtering process

5 LI # A, A w, T ARG S X1
vt X, H 5 R U 4 B8 RO I 1 06 0 2% . AR e
W, fEFT X, BRI 8IRE 6, (¢ ), JenTfEh 2L
WEM/NERE O ), A6 (6) 18 v 43 21
2RI 1R S g P8 I 25

(i i)

hw(& J’) = @I(; j)+ o2

H, =1 o F j=1 .y J,

PRIE L NI R M EOR Y T W, A8 |
Hy VEDA W3 ' AR, (o f80 E0ERS S X AT
X. W ienetChop J7 153K A4 W, Fl W, AGEHF] .

W ienexChop #iE3% 2 Ft LA Y T VF 2 /N W 4
J7i, T LR At T RO R T
I/ ZR AL, o Le BN 45 5 RECII A A %,
Rl B T IRk e 45 A . T W ienerChop 77 V2
I AR W, R W, IRIASUC . A5 R A R T 456 /N
155 REL, B[R] T 882 /N AN & 1045 5 R 5L
s T kA

(7)

4 BIERIAE AL

KEFNE, W ieneiChop 75 ¥4 F H V isuShrin J7
55, CSOE T /N Sl A AN I T v, B T Al kR
V isuShrink 77 ¥4 4% 126 S A5 oF SCIE IOAF 5, DA
ECAEAN DS AT o AR EAR, W R IR S Al v B
FETf. ) 2 200 908 8 280 R N & I . R K Al g

SureShrink 1 BayesShrink /52t V isuShrink J7 14
TR B AF . — MR B R ) fE A e R
W ieneiChop Fll BayesShrink 8 SureShrink 4145 >k,
AL G I PR RSO e SR FTE I .

N UEAS SCIT VR B OR, X —41 512 x 512
K1 Ax AE WK B 15 Lena. Goldhill. Boats Al
Batbara FHHIA 1) 77 158047 1 B e 4k BE SR LU AR
BTG G i) T S bR E 22 4y A 10 2Q0 30 F
6Q i EE 1 2077 .

(¢) Bosls R

(d) Babaral¥{%

K2 g
Fig 2 Original inages

AR SR R 4 25 M 20 R ) 2 Wb A 139 75 15
72, BT RS AN[R) I P PR 22 T 2 HEA T g,
BN TR ZEFNER 1, T/ N34 5 5 22 B0
2R .

T LA T T Bl 2 UR 1 LB
W ienerBIJ -] LI A 460 1) 28 1K) 24 9 08 3 U7 Ik,
&M M atlab PR AR FE T HAT W iener2 i 2 B4 11 B
(3 x 3R E BT ) SCBLIK; Voisu-S R
V isuShrink J5 2%, Sure-S Bl SureShrink /5 7%, Bayes-S
Bl BayesShrink /5%, W ienerC i} W ieneiChop /512,
W ienerS Hl W ieneiChop 241 7+ SureShrink Jj i%,
W ienerB E] W ieneitChop 41 75 BayesShrink Jy ¥%;
FANBEAR AL 4Nk )2,V isu=S. Sure-S . Bayes-S



222 PR S 4R 5 13%
F 1 THERFZENEREEGHFIRELRR
Tah 1 Denoising results(tM SE) of 7 denoising m ethods
I S 70 47 5%
1% o
W iener Visu-S Sure-S Bayes-S W ienerC W ienerS W ienerB
10 28 49 43 00 28 44 29 69 27 46 24 18 24 50
20 81 98 87 48 59 26 61 47 58 33 5193 53 22
‘1 30 174 89 131 92 88 94 90 90 9a 19 8a 17 82 57
60 672 49 249 55 168 19 169 13 176 74 154 47 156 18
10 43 00 72 92 42 42 42 03 49 37 38 33 38 04
) _ 20 97 04 133 49 87 54 89 42 95 54 8Q 16 8L 11
Golnil 30 189 97 183 75 125 93 126 67 135 84 117 20 118 46
60 687 79 308 60 215 06 213 83 235 58 203 21 204 04
10 43 84 71 76 41 50 41. 48 45 04 36 01 3a 01
20 98 34 140 34 88 80 90 82 94 51 79 09 79 66
Boats 30 192 63 203 32 136 40 139 07 145 64 122 62 124 54
60 696 32 353 61 251. 97 253 56 270 64 236 75 238 56
10 66 93 82 91 47 81 50 63 47 96 38 17 39 35
20 135 24 192 74 118 23 120 17 128 01 101 27 103 55
Barbara
30 241 93 294 21 189 30 190 69 210 50 170 68 171. 63
60 766 15 466 47 354 49 359 69 372 33 335 67 348 95

JIE A W oienerC J7 1% 1 42 e 30 FE W, G2 48
Daubechies symm let 8/ ZH41 /N, T W iener-C J1 k%
(AR B W, U248 Daubechies symm let 445
Hi/Ne 907 R 7245 (2) VAL, SureShrink B {f 4%
3 (3)7H5E, BayesShrink BIE 3% 3 (4) TH5T, g5 7
Ze46 50 (5) Al vk, WoienerC 4E 44 38 3% 25 4% X (7)
7

MK 1] LA H, 20 P bR e 22 ORI, Zetk
WS 77925 W oiener i€ 38 1) 25 M 45 JUAH 43K, V isu-S
JriFEH T 4eah J7vk . o e 5 9K, Woienerfill
Visu-S A LM ROR — 8055 T Al SHh I, i
W ienerS Al W ienerB J7 % 1) 25 W 2 R AR M Hy T 3L
b PP . AERZEGIL R, Sure-SHI Bayes-S /7
12 22 0 2 AL T W odenerC J7 72, Sure-S Jy ik b
Bayes-S J7 VA 1134 )7 iR ZEWEAIR, FEALLITI &5 St Hh IR A
W ienerSH! W ienerB ik . k4% 141y
Ji5t 22 1 I ME B, W oienerS J7 18 Sure-S J7
W, BT R ZEMERAR T 9. %% ; W ienerB J5 V4 $¢ Bayes-
ST, Wl RZERICT 9.%0; W ienerS J7 1% 58
W ienerC Jy ¥k, Y )7 R 2 EAR T 15. 3% ; W ienerB
TN W denerC 7%, B 2 RIK T 14. 40 .

mAR, K Z s O N, WieneiChop 41 &

SureShrink /774 134 77 & ZEMEAL T W ieneiChop 41 5
BayesShrink J77%, {H2, & 1R HERE o, JEJE A
B S R, AR R E TR E
N i, AR DUACK & T3 1 R ahia .
LA Goldhill &5 D 4, #45& 1ok 5ER)
Y7508 2, 2y BB W oienerfll W ienerS 772 LLAR ) HE
by SR E ) 20 i EUR AOAE e L o (5 L o 5

AAE
!
¥ Y (i gy
SVR = 1015~ —

SHR 72 e )5 AR A4 16 e i Ze B 3o .

MAEE T LA Y, Sure-SH1 Bayes-S Jj v (1147
L2k J LT A, 3 30 I P b 7 v 22 e s AR )
e Ll JLTF A —FE) . W oienerC Jy i 20 )5 B 1%
A e LUz v 1V isu=S U VR 25 e )5 R R A e L,
{EKT Sure-S Fl Bayes-S J5 % 25 Mt i [& 45 (1) 15 ¢
b, W ienerB J71 25 ¢ Ji R (1) 47 e b — 30m T 3L
fib 4%h 77k 20 s FR RO W LG . AT B AT DU
H, W oienerB J7 288 W oiener-C J7 14, 2518 5 A% 1)
L KLY T 0.6~ 1. 15dB. IX A4 4T 7] i 1
4 e — 30w .




& 20 JEL G835 (LT PR AL 2 W R 23
26
1.3
12}
24 -
L1t
= 22 |
2 g 10
] ]
o § 0.9
2 4] 3
= 08
18} 07
0.6
16 . . . os - .
’ 2N " % ) 20 40 60
W bR AE X o iRk
-© VisuShrink /¥ =% SureShrink 4 i -
-8 BayesShrink 77k~ ~©- WienerChop 7

- WienerChop+Bayesshrink /7 i%
(a) SEPLMEITIEAT GoldhillPE {5 20 5 0 £ e Le it 2%

(b) WienerBH W ienerC J7 40 Goldhill 4% 228 f5 (1)
i 1 L 34 i ol 2

B3 Goldhill# 5 2 M Ji5 45 e Le 43 #
Fig 3 SNR analysis of the denoised Goldhill

H 8 5 R AT, A MR LB v, PR AR A R K
AR, 0 )5 I B AR SRR R . AR BT EN, 39T5
RZEAE G L IF A B RN — 2L i il
LRl E -5 2l iRt al s & S TTIDS TR S o

FrEZEJy 2011 Barbara 4% 9], WL %% W ienerC .

BayesSH1 W ienerB 30 J5 v 1 RO o 1t T-5¢
HE PR 5 B 2 i ) Y AR HE 23, DAL b AR SO — A
Je R OMEE (W 4BT7R )« W oienerC J5 547 i
KR E J5 e 2 Al dpe /I B A W LU, 8 B L0l 25 Bk
T A H B U B LB, X — s R

(a) Wiener-C Jy ik 2 ¥ P 1R
(MSE =128.01 ,SNR =21.96dB)

(ETRAERS € O

(b) Bayes-S LR 1iih
(MSE =120. 17 ,SNR =22.25dB) (MSE =103.55,5NR =22.67dB)

2:W J5 Barbara &4 18 [ 1 A S I 0], BayesSJy
550 )5 PR AT S5 i 3 5 R 25 R e LB A, B
e R B T BB R ANy, H R TR E
e . W denerB J5 ¥ 25 Wt o R A7 B I O 350 07
e 2 R e PR e b, 0 s L AT o v 1 LB
. E4G T WienerC Al Bayes-S VAL T, —
Jii, e e W oienerC J % 25 S5 1 PRS0 M, HLER
T2 R ER A, 53— 5 if, ‘el Bayes-SUy
P NU YRS E S R N N SRS S 5 S

u“”
s,

(¢) Wiener-B Jy i 2. ¥ ¥ {®

P4 o =20 (Y Barbara £7 Mt P {@ b% M

Fig. 4 Denoising results for Barbara while o =20



224 [ P % A 0134
AT B A 1 38 18 25 R B e 115 e B . W odenerB

ARSCOIHT T BTN R 25 65 G b s T Bt AL e
P . S AW, FE T/ WA A ) Al
5 SR Al TP A R i 1 vy s e (AR
IR e I B A (1 24 8 o e 5 v, BELOR A e i e e
T G AU .V isuShrink 7732 & K H 4 R
(¥) universal B, o175 /MO il 1) &5 AN 1l B2
JHAR RN BRI, 177 H. un iversal RS X AR oK, S 350&1%
G HE, IR T 82 41T . SureShrink Al
BayesShrink /5 ¥:98% /> TV isuShrink J5 7% ) 6 b4,
FrE A1 R A SR B 1R i A ak 1 38 1 1) 1
{8, D M OR B T R 4 Yy . R IEAS N kAR
P80 H (3 A (1) P4 W 77325, SureShrink F1- BayesShrink
T R o RV I Pl B v 2 (R 38 7 %
ZERME W EE LT M [, {H /&, BayesShrink J7 %315
SR L A B AR W odeneiChop 5 ik B Bl iE T
VisuShrink J7 92 fY Gk B, (H 2, Sk i) Bk 5
SureShrink Fl1 BayesShrink J7 7% AN [l . & 4 4% #
V isuShrink 77 V2 AF b FLIAEAR 5 156 S A6 oF, 285 Q1
St /NIRRT A AN 8 U A%, o S 8L A AN D8I AT R
R, 0] T #6404V isuShrink )7 vE 2 W15 5 &
B, I S T B 8OR

A S HE ST SureShrink 3( BayesShrink %5
W ienetiChop 41 & I B W J7 vk, JF #E 7% 4 H
BayesShrink 5 W ieneiChop 41 75 [ B W 7 % (]
WienerB). ‘& fL T SureShrink. BayesShrink
W ienerChop J5 2 AT — B J5 vk, 3620 J5 1)

J7i 8 WoieneiChop J7 ¥, ¥ 5 % 2 F B BERAL T
14. % . 7 HAKT) Goldhillf&M: 1, W ienerB Jj ¥
W ienexChop J7i%, J:W i BB (045 1 L K29 4
T 0.6~ 1.15dB. B L), W ienerB JjikLi {5
T BayesShrink 1 W ieneiChop M #l J7 72 AL 5, B
UfFHbSF- i T W oieneiChop J7 A8 B4k 10 Wy Al
BayesShrink J5 ¥2:5% B 8¢ 22 Wt 75 1) I i, 1 HLSRAS T
PG g Ay o 1 PR e Pl 4%

Sk (References)

I MallatS A W avelet Tour of Signal Processing( 2nd edition) [M ].
Nev York A caden ic Press 1999

2 Donoho D I, Johnstone TM. Ideal spatial adaptation via wavelet
shrinkage[ J]. Bimetrka 1994 81(3): 425~ 455

3 DonchoD L, Johnstone IM. Adapting to unknowvn snoothness via

Joumal of the American Statistical
Association 1995 90(432): 1200~ 1224

4 Chang S G, Yu B VetterliM. Adaptive wavelet thresholding for

wavelet shrinkage [ ] ].

inage denoising and Canpression| J|. IEEE Transactions on Inage
Processing 2000 9(9): 1532~ 1546

5 Fodor I K, Kanath €. Denoising thwough wavelet threshokling an
anpirical study [ J]. SPIE Joumal on Electronic lmaging 2003
12(1): 151~ 160

6 Ghael SP, Sayeed AM, Baranuk R G. Inproved wavelet denoising
via empirical wiener fillering [ A ]. It Proceedings of SPIE
Conference on M athen atical lnaging| C|. San Diega CA, USA,
1997 389~ 399

7 ChoiH, Baraniuk R Analysis of wavelet~dan ain w iener filters| A |.
It Proceedings of the IEEE-SP Intemational Symposim on T ine-

Pittshurgh  PA, USA,

frequency and T e-scale Analysis[ C 1],

1998 613~ 616





