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- Frequency transform

- Non-overla

- Pyramid Structure

ing band split

- Separate data distribution estimation
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Experimental Results

High Frequency Middle Frequency Low Frequency
0.125 bpp| 1164dB|0442 0.011 bpp | 11.73 dB | 0.408 0.154 bpp | 19.20 dB | 0.905

|||||||||

Original Image

Low + Middle Frequency Low + High Frequency Low + Middle + High Frequency AN \ //
0.165 bpp | 23.889 dB | 0.929 0.279 bpp | 23.05 dB | 0.948 0.290 bpp | 32.05 dB | 0.966 '
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Experimental Results

High Frequency Middle Frequency I Low Frequency
0.182 bpp | 11.62 dB | 0.448 0.019 bpp | 11.90 dB | 0.445 0.171 bpp | 18.60 dB | 0.902
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Original Imae

Low + Middle Frequency Low + High Frequency Low + Middle + High Frequery
0.188 bpp | 23.67 dB | 0.944 0.354 bpp | 21.53 dB | 0.941 0.372bpp | 31.40dB [ 0]
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