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Entropy-based image noise variance estimation

YANG Tao', FANG Shuai'?, CHENG WenJuan'
(1. School of Computer and Information., Hefei University of Technology.Hefei 230009, China;
2. Science and Technology on Electro-optic Control Labortory, Luoyang 471009, China)

Abstract: In the de-noising and segmentation algorithm used to deal with the noise image, it is necessary to
know the distribution model and the statistical parameters of noise. A novel noise estimation algorithm was
thus proposed. First, the combined value of the input noise image variance and local entropy of each image
block was calculated. Then all the comprehensive values were arranged in a descending order, and
de-noising was calculated using the corresponding standards deviations in that order. Finally, final noise
estimates were selected using the image quality evaluation algorithm. The proposed algorithm does not
need pre-processing such as complex filtering, wavelet transform, etc. , and can obtain the variance of
noise by directly processing a series of input image data. It is simple and easy to implement, has high
computational efficiency, and enable BM3D and similar de-noising algorithm to denoise adaptively.

Key words: noise variance estimation; image entropy; image quality assessment; adaptive de-noising

W ts HEA:2014-10-09; & B HH§ : 2015-01-20

EEWA: EK RS (61175033,51274078) , Hh e iy B HEA BN 55 2% T T EE 4 (2012HGCX0001) , o't i 2 il 5 AR H o 52 40 25 0
fizs BlaE 34 (201451P4007) B2 ).

e/ 575 5 . 1989 428 i, EZHFSE 7 0 A3 AL, E-mail : hfut_yangtao@163. com

BWAEE . b, Fit/BlZ%. E-mail. fangshuai@163. com



338 T EAFHARKRFFIR

% 45 &

0 5|5

TEAR BB R b, PR LB 2 WL PR G 2
IR TR WP AR AR T PR BT, T
H R0 R AR B AR L. 76X 5 MR [R5 1) Ab 38 5k
R AN I 5 B RN R 40 55, 5 BB RS 1Y
IR RIS TS50 A X B M UG 1 S B A 2 vp
28 (B R IR AN 1AM R 5 1) i 307 1 R 7 (wihite
Gaussian noise, WGN) 34 , iX ™43 4 19 5 22 (H &
RAN T ZEHATERAEAG T, P 5 2248 1 R
B BB A D R A Ot KL A R R

HATA GRS A R AR 2, de ab 2
5 AR BYA R BT 1 Heny BURL BT USRI I Y
SRR U A 4 D) R AR e 1145 5 2 12, Shin 45
Pt AT P 1 3 e ST I ) T e M 7 Ty 22 Akt
BRRE 4R A MR R A ARk [ e T SR 2 ] 3k
THASCHRE3 2 T Ul iy M 75y 24kt ik A T
it R e, Shin S8 FGA) 73 o — R B 19 B1E
e ARE BUR AR IE 22 1 /N Bk AT 4328 Arh i
PE— B W7 i RS Wl R R i 22 /M B
Xof Tk JE A R A T v ST DR A ) e PR B
AR A A P PG R U g PR 03 22 0 LR L 2547
IR I v 22 U e A A A v 22, SCRRL4 ] v AR
IR EBREEAE B i T U 4 R b id a5 —
E [ BRI S RN 21 /NS B P ) — > 0 SR PR B
THRIBOF L BRIX 27 G5 B 8 3 33X PR At vl LA
B A B E H A S A 1R R A T R S E B
KA.

BT A AN 4 JDCT AR #5517 I
PG A RS T W kI BAR 3] TARLE Y
SCIREE L. BN 25 PR SR A SRS A T
BTN A3t A UGN 5 TR i I e 7K S
L DU ST ZE 45 1Y) [ 38 R R R O AT 4R X s
57 S ] AR R X PR R AT A AR 4 (/N ip A%
o). PR /N o3 e B BE 4R b M L SR TR B R i
ST X W P PR AT /N e AN S 1l HHL
B TR ESRAE B e 24 /8 HH1
Tt B I RO N R BOROE — NI E L, R
FEER R EGAE B /N T BIER S 7R %

Mg P DAy o i 30 1 P 855 00T MR P i A Ak 7 [
oA s 2/ N AR/ NI A AT HA A7 ]
oA IR

Liu 255 FIME RS THEAR SR T I P /KO R
KIS S WP KT o BSUR: — ik PR e 75 4 51
SR FRAH R EESE R R il eI RGO B 45 Rk U
ERA I RIRIBRER AT T ARG R SCIREE R
UM AT R AP A 7 1 2 — ik Pyatykh 854 H A5
T ARG AT RN T 2 A TR e S
B SEAR L - B A AR o B0 RS B A0 00 5 B i
[BIVEBE » FEA ZOR G P BEXH AL
DU G T T 2243

LR 25 TP 3 BB AR A MR A A Tk AP

SRR IE A FRATTHE Y 1 — AN e e s A 3R k.
T PE TR AR PG b A UG PR B 1) — 25
B (B XA B E 24 iR b o 22 R 25 5 15
B 5 KI5 ¥ P A B (B B P HE S o 22 PP BUE (BRI 17
FRUEZE(E AT = 4EHe DT L (BM3D) Je B s 5 i 3
T PG 0T 1t TP 0 7 2 1 e ¢ A R 7 £ 145 2R
PRI o A SCHE: 1% 35 7 190 M 7 ik 330 1 AN 5 T
g A EUGHEA T TR 3L L Qg /N AR 40 5 A2 2 i b
A B A BB AT — R 188 b B L
A LAAT B P 5 2208 7 VA T B T B TSR
o H A R4 py & Bk, [ n] DLdg 5 BM3D
S J MR AT 1 A I 2 IR,
| EEEA R
1.1 EEkiEFME N

W — A b 0 A BEER N B 25 [/ —
WERUG Ty 22 AR BIF 1 A9 S8 2T

VX+OC)=VX) @))

K,V R, X Fom—4H80.C 22— .

W4 2 CO BN EG H  RB TT e 75 R T A
TEBRE2E N Z 10 XL A ERR R

()= (2, +n).

Hor 2, MR USG5 ne HIRAIE Ry
= o A MR AR5 Y 2 T 25 ) I
FE MR v B 5 285000 BT A0 00 1 30 R P e 1) 25
WE 1 FR  F JE EINAR 22 R o, MY, 7E M



% 4 HA

AT I e) BARR 5 o7 245t 339

7 P O A AR B A PG B Ak TS X
$of A AR o 25 (R O R P o o 25 1 AH 45
R 1T A PG B A S W DXk P T B e ] A
A2 SR 5 R R AR o 25 (AN 45 T e 7 A
WEZEAA. r DA R P R B — 22 (8 R R s -
FR L AR X e, 2 T R AR, FRATT4R
T—A T RGP R R T 22 M A TR
R

TEVEMG R, MG HRRRST-  0)HJy 22 8) , G b
AL PR 2 T 2. R T 4R v R A Y
KE00 R L 7E % 187 22 I TR 5 | A TR 14 ) B b M 2.
DL Ay Je A T A R T 5 T B 1 8 i R RN Ry
HR /N o PG AR A0 0 o gl S Y, T LA AT LA
FH MG 1) 7 26 (E AR 0 1) R/ INAe 2545 o R4S
BT ARBE L M PEIG Hh Hk B R O 0 PR e ik £ 7 g
P 2241
1.2 EiEfER

(D XF iy A B M s B TR BE Ak 35 A
M X N KIS R o FIEGR E, i 2R X0
K| HWMEEARSEQ = {0 ED i =1,2,}.

4.‘-«A\ e O
.
o (-) =0, 0 (h) #* 0,

B1 FRRMEFEROAESRETENXR
Fig. 1 Relationship of smooth & non-smooth
block and noise on variance
Q! )’Iﬂﬁ‘ o ﬂéﬂEi éﬁéﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ Wi
(6, —0)? (E,—E)*
20t 20t
IHHEFEF AR ENAE W = {(w v0.) vwi = wiin s
i=1,2,-}.
AXOWH o, Flor A/NEER 2N TIREA
AR AT 2 S FHAYAE A 0. 05 A0, 1,
oo Fl Eo AU B RS b 22 (AR (B, B4R

) (D)

w; = exp(—

TERACI E AR, 456 1.1 5 gt 3 A0
AT AT DL A 30 (2) [ 25 8 T 5k
IR T 22 AR Ry P 7 4% TR - 18 He ) Bk Le
B — R TR B B R A 2K

CID ¥ A4 Wi 1026 W [ AR B ok, 3 )3 B
w; (EXS I ARIEZE o7 . FRATTAT LA 20K R A5 i -
T PRIX 3 ok 5

CIVO R IR ROBRE 22707 A BM3D 533 rh £t
FJEZ: SSIM Bk 545 53 . 45 73 e e I AR T 22 (6
MR PR, X — 2 R T ESH0
SSIM F¥E XAl THE5 R AT T, £ BRAF 5 F S
B I 7 22 (B A2 /NS .
2 HiEET

FURT LT BT A 0 25 MR 012 | 0 0 0k S R 2 ik
TN T R X iR, HLME R 5 HICH E
AL AR AR X SRR AR A M. e RT
TR A SRR R PR 3 A PR R AR A A 3
W 7 TR/ 5 LR, FRATTARAT A 5 3 B2 3 i A LR
Wy i BLAE 1 K 22 KO HLAZE AH LN R A T
Bayer 2| I A1 B A 1 E S5 AR L AL E 7R L 31X
AR 1) RN 5 BHR R R Z A B &R
Fofr ol AT 2% (S A5 W Py 2 1) ik 2 g TR . O 8 b A1
TR RS 7 22, A SCTAR I H A R

TEGE i, — D REPLE R Ty 22 R 2
(0 B FRORR L L o i o i O R (B I R S L B
DS R RS B 2 3R ) e i 1 7 . T RO
Ui o 7 22— AV B 0 R ) — b R
— AR J7 28 AR IR BB 5 HAP- B 2 1]
2K 2 N R BAE R T RSB
W5 22 38N R e, & SCH O e Ho )y 220K
JITLART A R 26 (8 00 R N A Ay RS B i) o
TR, W I 220 A N

o= 20 2 (fCay)—)/n (3)

i

R, ooy FoR B T HA PR3 45 4 1
RN = D) DS (roy)) /n FoRBMIRE Y
.

P 7E B P AT (5 S8 AT 0B 1 152
R A SR £ 5 AR 7 5 55 O LA 4T 3



340 T EAFHARKRFFIR

% 45 &

o 22 25 K 7P A 5 5 9 5 ) A 2R P O 2 B —
D SEAERG T e, 2 AT MRS J7 2218
FEREAN R, T 3w SE IR 2 R B Ptk e 18T 22
AR TR 5 AR 14 R s i A8 .

PR 1 L 1 22 /0 T LU U 9 /o
e, MOXN JEFEB Rk ed RN By 2K
AR SR g Ak AT AR

— 2 2ipslogpysi € (1L,M).j € (1.N)

(4
A py =[G/ N FoRFEAE BB RES
AR R A B2 B e £ R IE — ot

(i) HBLAUR . @ FR AR R j R BRI
HfH.

SRy e S W T VRGO R ) 8 HORE HE 83 Y 2
PR B4 R PR T PRI SRy At o [ 5O J3E AT A
X EEASEEE 5] 55 200 IO B4 RGBT 5 £ JR B Al R 4
TG U T R AR 1 /N R AN R
F8 DX I A T A 15 3R ) R G X B AR 7 A B
TE—EREIE bl AR BR — 00 I R 5 i e o fi
FhIT A2 R N F(H. FEASSCRY R [
I8 T PRI A8 BRI R JBE 1 O3 A 15 B » 8 3
LU

+
o) =k <1>J OOJ a(e,x>de (5)
o0

+
e(x)=t" (I)J OOJ e(s,x)de (6)
[o'e]

—I—OOJ + o0

/e(x)—J Fle)de,t(2)

o0
J_'_:J_'_Oog(s)de Q)

G(Evf>e<€91)d€

w(x)= (/ez‘)*l(x)J +:J

€))

TE IR A, 2 G 6 433 A K (3

(D IELLRBIEA L AL FR k() Fle(x) Ry
A —Ab i FRoRX 5 25 (P LA T B Ak B DR T
ZEMR R AR — 0 — BN, A8) 2
X5 () ZEG, X ke HIH—fL &, 6(e,x)
FoREMR IR BIFRUEZEE, e(e,x) FoomXt b B HLRY
UG S 2 2 [ o) 25 R PG R %) T 2 T Jmy S

SiBupivisR el AR LD NANIIDV ENEE LS TN
IR PR o (R Y R e, 5286 % B L 73R
o EE IR o (R R Y TR BN I 19 7 22
FEAE/INT S BRIGE P (R 2 DR R i 0 PR AR e b s
BT T2

I £
100

0 I ! ! 1 L 1
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 14000
(SEE St

2 EBRFEESF
Fig. 2 Image block variance distribution

[l 2 J& TID2008 rfr 105 & iy 43—~ 5 e
(7 2208 R K/INA MOXN 105 B i T J7 22 {850
10 fmE . AIEL 2 Hoa] DU S A A B AR T R
TR EZk WA UGB I 22 (BT M 75 U7 2508
IS o {BL 5 K Y AR BT 1 19 5 25 (B AN 2 3R ATTAR
BRI LGSR, T B e A S s R
1132 CHRC12 1071k 1 A & 38 2t 51 A BG4
FEL R — 2L 0 18 5 251

B T St A W s RIS, TR AR A 1Y i i A
TP MR RS, AR R

I = arg maxo; d(I , D (9

K, 60 € (arsomsson) s B HEIEE W =
{(wise) vw; = wi i = 1,2, ) AT RE A A7 A
BM3D 53k H1 1 o 114K

TEVHE BBy 4500 05 B, J 5 R BRER 1Y
S TE T L BE S0, 5 B FH IR e i) 249 1k i 2K
N R R 7 ZE (B R AT B o SIS T A [RGB ) 254
AT LAE R

S(A,B) — omtC

OACB +C
S SR C AN BT 4 5 1 B
B M, = 1 — 100 M, 57 b A f0 54 [ % 52
M PR MG 1 25 5

Qo))




oA

AT I oy BARR 5 r £ Akt 341

3l AR R T AR R T 4549
ALY Py LA i A s G R 22 S5 16 M, [) A A AL
PN S ARFR N

P, = S(I'.T) (1)
N, = SI',M}) (12
A, ¢ TR RS, i a8 H # 5 ) Pearson
LRVEASE R B 315 N ORI P AR ¢ &, AR
AW o /NT LR rs (R, R i e 7S 7E L 2 )5
AR . A SRR I 43 BOSAR  AH B ISRl A
1 o 1 K, 7 MR 23 7= A ol S PG 83 0 I ]
TR YRR LR 15 B PR - B ARG R
AWAIE R SE o - BM3D [ 2 A5 R A BE Ak B B
[ B 7 T3 R e B 25 A8 AR AR B A5 B 23 B b
. X —2 e A T JES 5 SSIM Bk XAk 1
ERATIEIE , BR 15 5 MR R S iy 22 (AN
(BRSNS (A T P W 7 Ty 25 T 0T LS

3 SLIgATie

FATERIR A TID2008 F it 7 42 4 2 1y
AR IS HAD A — S LA T LU, K 3 haiss
T — SRR A i EHMR L TID2008 3 /4~ 4 FE Pk AR
LW AR R AR R R R Ry
24 sk A B 7 f— gk N T A IR R, 25 8K
RGB [ Fy 4 JE 2 038 38 9 R 43k 75 7KW Jr 223
FEIAA 65 1] 130 [ Jr.

& 4 Sy HUH TID2008 idls 8 iy 25 5K EMR Y
M7y Al A R BUEMR SR K/ Ry 11 X 1T
S WAL K, HEX R B o (Bt 5 20T M 7 R v 22
{H 8 T4 SR, R R Y 10 %0 1 W {E X
VL 77 25 1.

B AR AR ST 3 RN T R 22 (H S 10,
65,130 FyMEFS, Zr BT RE R 4 oy T k. I 2k
TR, & 4 o, A R OR Al THE 5 B8 Y 22
{E. B 4 TR DL Y 76 MRS 7 22 AR/ N 5
DA TIRE BEAR 5 iR 25 3EAR Ll AE 0. 5 Z P4, B
i Ty ZE R AG TR ZE AR 1.6 Z L, FRATTK
1545 0L 55 BRI S A AR AT B BT 3 L.

&5 Hgi T TID2008 £ i 48 i) — i (5145
(MR 25 L, ] v BT N R 75 s o 22 1 R 10, DA s 4
W P I 0w AP BM3D &ML AR5 1PN

B3 TID2008 iRl E &
Fig. 3 Demonstrate images of TID2008
TR I 25 M PR IR AL T4 EE (PNSRO Oy
31.388 4.4 A BRI S B 9. 87, 4% 1L H 5K

{5 10.

olid i HEFE
01234567 8910111213141516171819202122232425

SIS ie

B4 TID2008 FEGH=ANREEEKERHMEITER
Fig. 4 Estimation results of three different noise

levels in TID2008 images
# 1 hgI2E T TID2008 S iy Se B 2 1. %
I o 1oAY I 25 KM T (A 2% £ 145
RAE-HME 0 — o w02 1R B 19 7 2 1 22
max (o —¢) AR 2E. B /N3 5)% pa4>



342 FEAFHRARFFR

%45 %

®1 fEIHERE

Tab.1 Comparison of estimating results

62 =25 62 = 65 o2 = 100 62 =130
Tk - = - - = - -
c—o max(c—o) c—o max(c—o) c—o max(c—0c) c—o max(c—a)
ARICFH B 0. 045 0. 370 —0. 044 0. 836 —0. 037 0.461 —0. 100 0. 750
Skl 2] 0.322 2. 859 0.228 2.093 0.232 1. 935 —0. 040 0.532
SCHRL9] —0.027 0.500 —0. 043 0. 486 0. 009 0. 307 0.014 0. 386
SCHR(17] 0. 605 4. 116 0. 206 2. 867 0. 269 3.088 0.224 1. 943
SCHk[18] 1.127 5.194 0.724 4. 281 0. 819 4. 011 —0.025 3.297
SCHik[19] 0.617 8. 941 0.292 6. 343 0. 582 6.019 0. 477 3.711
SCHR[20] —1.499 5. 000 —1. 467 8.062 —1.517 10. 000 0. 250 5. 665
ek 21] 4. 954 21. 037 4,049 19. 557 3. 553 20. 238 —1. 467 6. 811
SCHk[13] —0.039 0.525 0. 001 1.078 0. 040 0.717 3.325 21.502
k[ 22] —0. 345 3. 507 —0. 858 4. 211 —0.746 2. 400 —1.140 5. 351
k[ 23] —0.487 24.719 —0.899 8. 062 —0.395 20. 956 —0.634 19. 321
SCHEk[24 ] 3. 227 9.158 3.173 8. 968 2. 204 9. 551 2.700 9. 604
SCHRL5] 2.144 8.903 2. 067 10. 160 2.248 7.281 2.132 10. 197
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Fig. 5 Denoising results
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