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Fig.7 Histogram of transform coefficients of textual region and pictorial region of
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(3) RSS;(4) PSNR:(5) FSIM:(6) SSIM:(7) VIF;(8) SSEQ:(9) BIQI;(10) DIVINE;(L1) BLIINDS-11;(12) BRISQUE.
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7E SIQAD #i#ii bR I, WK 2 v LLFE i, 5 7E IML-SCIQD #di 7 1 1) 45 J AL AR SCHR Hh ) SEVATE Ak |
PR T HAR M TE S % 7 ik B T 25 TG UL A SCHR 1 R B S8 _Bid 2 5 4E IML-SCIQD #uds
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Table 1 Test result on the IML-SCIQD database
#F 1 IML-SCIQD #u#f & L (il &5 R

Distortion GSS' SQMS' RRS® PSNR® FSIM® SSIM® VIF® SSEQ* BIQI* DIIVINE® BLIINDS-1I* BRISQUE® NSNRS
JPEG 0.821 0.888 0.788 0.851 0.863 0.8991 0.906 3 0.2533 0.2438 0.1105  0.3317 0.155 0.461 8
JP2K  0.8677 0.9463 0.8872 0.9174 0.9435 0.9222 0.9457 0.3758 0.1372 0.2251  0.5898 0.3852 0.6369

GB  0.9325 09188 0.9527 0.892 0.887 0.9384 0.9253 0.1377 0.7444 0.6074  0.202 0.697 0.624 2

MB  0.8865 0.8648 0.9449 0.7783 0.7859 0.9198 0.8475 0.1348 0.6216 05743  0.1636 06232 05765

Q| GWN 08472 09169 09228 0.8828 0.8496 0.904 0.9186 0.8197 0.9077 08108  0.6942 0.8863 0.8848
O| SPN 02786 0.8623 0.8623 0.7785 0.737 3 0.8424 0.847 9 0.7693 0.826 7 0.7559  0.659 7 0.816 0.868

S| MN 0796 0862 0.8894 0.8043 0.8279 0.824 0.8725 0.7184 0.8566 0.729 0.6294 07969 0.8355

CC 0.2193 04937 0.438 0.606 7 0.554 2 0.257 9 0.485 3 0.2006 0.5145 0.3615  0.166 7 0.1895 0.3987

FF 06807 0.8605 0.7639 0.8398 0.877 1 0.857 8 0.869 4 0.517 0.3225 0.329 0.363 8 04054 05434

SCC 0.7265 0.8177 0.7367 0.7971 0.7942 0.7927 0.8091 0.13 0.1553 0.182 0.178 0.2258  0.266 4

ALL 0.8331 0.8906 0.8423 0.7621 0.807 9 0.8814 0.862 9 0.5597 0.6656 0.6303  0.555 0.6516 0.7316

JPEG 0.837 09023 0.8256 0.7199 0.872 0.8915 0.9413 0.3426 0.2665 0.2242  0.444 7 0.2258 0.4392

JP2K  0.8847 0.9614 0.8949 0.8411 0.9531 0.9302 0.956 8 0.4063 0.256  0.2886  0.594 1 04051 0.6458

GB  0.9525 0.9324 0.9699 0.7777 0.8857 0.957 7 0.9452 0.2313 0.7806 0.6224  0.337 0.7442 0.6614

MB  0.8981 0.8902 0.9506 0.7839 0.8035 0.921 0.8765 0.2046 0.6166 05658  0.2829 06557 0.5865

ol GWN 08727 0959 0.9545 0.9494 0.9341 0.9447 0.9601 0.8709 0.9422 0.9022  0.72 0.9422 0.9039

S| SPN 06783 09011 0.8914 0.8707 0.8089 0.8826 0.8933 0.8123 0.8976 0.8324  0.7244 0.8952  0.899 2

| MN 088 09403 0.945 0.9177 0.9239 0.9194 0.9489 0.7863 0.9017 0.8481  0.6778 0.8509 0.8217

CC 0.2921 05979 0.4304 0.7394 0.685 0.3797 0.5052 0.2438 0.6947 0.5009  0.226 02517 0.6156

FF 086 0.9426 0.9149 09158 0.9518 0.940 1 0.940 3 0.6439 0.4226 0.3982  0.4915 04294 0.6482

SCC 0.8168 0.8972 0.8149 0.8734 0.9057 0.8681 0.9314 0.2081 0.2259 0.2425  0.3171 02733 03874

ALL 0.8638 0.8975 0.8563 0.7776 0.8156 0.8861 0.8719 0.5921 0.4551 0.5671  0.556 3 0.6024 0710 3

JPEG 4.1649 32811 4.2954 52827 3.7258 3.4487 25704 6.8723 7.0806 7.2114  6.5585 72724 65523

JP2K 5.7548 3.3966 55075 6.6769 3.737 1 4.5305 3.587 4 10.768 11.68 7 11.384 9.1931 10.751  8.7435

GB 3.254 3861 2.6034 6.7154 4.9596 3.0744 3.4877 10.218 6.0538 7.2856  9.7352 6.6044  7.4629

MB  3.6556 3.7863 2.5812 5.161 4.9479 3.238 4.0007 7.9817 6.0824 6.0666  7.7541 57673 6.3686

w| GWN 52429 3.0426 3.2038 3.3735 3.8345 3.5209 3.0017 4.8147 3.3231 4.3819  6.8148 31733 35891

2| SPN 58776 3.4691 3.6252 3.9396 4.7037 3.7602 3.596 4.2604 3.3609 4.1646  5.1455 3.393 3.3373

| MN 47257 3.3856 3.2546 3.9541 3.8074 3.9144 3.1401 5.7079 3.4808 5.0475  6.8338 45028 42676

CC 6.2812 52644 59284 4.4215 4785 6.0758 5.6678 6.1562 4.1924 4.9762  6.2473 6.1439  4.7036

FF 58751 3.8452 4.6471 4.6251 3.5328 3.9235 3.9173 8.1352 9.8149 9.9571  9.3016 9.6659 7.9266

SCC  4.4938 3.4402 45147 3.7936 3.3016 3.8658 2.835 7.4015 7.414  7.2556  7.0503 7.2081 6.8708

ALL 6.1708 54017 6.3257 7.6999 7.0863 56758 59967 9.2651 9589  9.1863  9.489 8.963 8.045 7

VLI 1O B R N R ISR B 425 25 VAN B3 T 2 D9 o e e A 8 TR P B2 L SR BN B 235 25 PRAN B33 1 3 DR IR B X B4R

BUEIR HR &S RE 4 AR RNE T B RS R R TN ESH N 5k

Table 2  Test result on the SIQAD database

< 2 SIQAD #i#s FE L rydiatss R

Distortion GSS* SQMS' RRS?* PSNR® FSIM® SSIM® VIF® SSEQ* BIQI* DIIVINE!BLIINDS-11* BRISQUE®* NSNRS
GN 0.852 0.886 0.8664 0.879 0.7373 0.86940.88880.81610.8709 0.8787  0.7802 0.8875 0.8554

GB  0.90490.9149 0.8715 0.857 3 0.728 6 0.892 10.90590.809 6 0.8129 0.8626  0.703 8 0.8715 0.8925

| MB 0839 0869508434 0713 06641 0.8041084920.77410.6619 0.8407 05018 0.8653 0.8253
O| CC 0.44970.6949 05291 0.6828 0.717 5 0.64050.64330.2154 0.4144 0.3868  0.3338 0.3135 0.4618
% JPEG  0.79590.7893 0.7605 0.756 9 0.587 9 0.75760.7924 0.321 0.3273 0.2922  0.2198 0.2208 0.466 4
JP2K  0.81370.8194 0.6617 0.7746 0.636 3 0.760 30.81310.269 2 0.4434 0.4915  0.498 4 0.3018 0.5844

LSC 0.81420.8293 0.7116 0.793 0.597 9 0.737 10.846 30.19380.2302 0.2174  0.1859 0.1844 0.4126

ALL 0.83560.8803 0.7655 0.560 4 0.527 9 0.756 60.806 50.569 6 0.6395 0.6558  0.526 0.6622 0.7374

GN  0.87990.9004 0.879 8 0.9053 0.742 8 0.880 60.90110.82720.8846 0.9044  0.727 2 0.9045 0.8717

Q| GB  0.90850.9126 0.881 0.8603 0.7206 0.90140.91020.82690.84  0.8696  0.6958 0.8909 0.910 4
| MB 0.83990.8673 0.8465 0.704 4 0.687 4 0.806 0.849 0.78650.6829 0.8412 05155 0.8571 0.839 6
CC 061 0.8027 0.6812 0.7401 0.750 7 0.74350.707 6 0.307 7 0.5332 05222  0.4452 0.5417 0.554 4
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Table 2 Test result on the SIQAD database (Continued)
<2 SIQAD i FE b ik 45 L (4R)
Distortion GSS' SQMS* RRS? PSNR® FSIM® SSIM® VIF® SSEQ* BIQI* DIIVINE?BLIINDS-1I* BRISQUE* NSNRS
JPEG 0.79350.7857 0.7638 0.754 5 0.556 6 0.748 70.798 6 0.41490.3233 0.3378  0.3198 0.2887 0.492

8 JP2K  0.82080.826 3 0.680 7 0.789 3 0.667 5 0.774 90.820 5 0.363 7 0.49 05152 0.5121 0.3509 0.595
= LSC 0.80680.8125 0.711 0.7805 0.596 4 0.730 70.83850.337 8 0.279  0.2876 0.258 6 0.2865 0.4424
ALL 0.85150.8872 0.8014 0.5869 0.5389 0.756 10.81980.595 0.4921 0.5205 0.534 6 0.3591 0.7848
GN  7.08586.4906 7.0895 6.3372 9.986 7.067 96.46737.507 6.3509 6.1504 9.006 5 6.0137 6.9577
GB  6.341 6.2041 7.1792 7.7376 10.523 6.57016.28597.9589 7.617 2 6.9352 9.9345 6.4792 5.9316
MB  7.05476.4722 6.9212 9.2287 9.4432 7.696 76.87047.5416 8.8152 6.5158 10.353 6.1982 6.6763
o CC  9.96667.5013 9.2084 8.4591 8.319 8.41168.887 611.486 9.8174 9.5869 10.65 9.966  9.694 2
5 JPEG 5.71775.8124 6.0654 6.1665 7.807 2 6.229 55.65518.134 3 8.3883 8.4127 8.443 9 8.6037 7.5723

JP2K  593555.854 7.6141 6.3819 7.7404 6.56915.94128.98828.2023 8.1541 7.9835 9.094 74226
LSC 5.03974.9733 5.9992 5.3336 6.8486 5.82534.64977.716 7.8528 7.8542 7.9803 78712 7.2662
ALL 7.50456.6039 8.562 11.589 12.058 9.367 68.196910.888 11.287 10.871 11.538 11.717 8.694 1
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