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Evaluating Separable, Stationary, and Dual-Tree Wavelets for
Despeckling Based on Baysian and Bishrink Thresholding
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Abstract: The presence of speckle as multiplicative noise in ultrasound and radar images defects the image
perception. Therefore, it is necessary to reduce the speckle before processing tasks such as segmentation, edge
detection, and target navigation. In general, denoising is performed either in spatial or transform domain where
in this paper, we focused on transform domain. Bayesian method and BiShrink approach which is the two-
variable Bayesian, are addressed in the domains of separable, stationary, and dual-tree wavelets for speckle
noise reduction by thresholding. Based on simulation results, the dual-tree wavelet is appropriate because of
being separate for the real and imaginary parts. In addition, the BiShrink method is more efficient than the
Bayesian. To compare the performance of different methods, the standard Lena and Barabra test images are
used MSE, PSNR, SSIM, ENL and NV are computed as quantitative criteria. Also, in order to evaluate the
coefficients sparsity, the histograms are shown and the average standarad devition values for all subbands are
obtained.

Index Terms: Bayesian method, Bishrink approach, separable and stationary and dual tree wavelets.

Olpl ol oDl ol sBiils gz s oy (owdige g (B 0aSily (Dlpbre G 09,8 - Ll (Sl Ao i ghame odcum g
s_ghofrani@azad.ac.ir
Yy



Sl 3295 Joro Y

P gools gals |y yelay coaS aS Canl odigiio po e S Sl
Sl 258 IS sk 098 o0 axlge i b pislad felod aseis
gd e Jho p) Oy

I=I+Ix N M)
Sl N g 00 oaline JUSims 5 5293 9o JUuSpms Iy 5 I o 50 a5
L g eoad cmasisb Iy=Tx (14Ns) p,8 4 (V) dolas .consl (180 055> 50
©Ogd oo o onghaer & okigdio S ngh et B ol ool
Y= log (Iy)= x+n )
el pg Bd> oplply .ol n=log (14Ns) g x=log (Iy) )] ;o a5
30 o, Jaws leslal Lo 4 .canl n adlge B> a0
tbes o 51 bl 5o gl B Slilas ploxil s (33l 5y 5l o ]

Sl o ool

BiShrink (g pSaitin g oy s (6 S 6l ¥

60397 5° (i xS alinl by, b g B il (isu ol 5o
b o oo el (050 5 S ailins] Lnly ) o ol 090 o0 (B 2o oo
S,0 BB aslsl jo BiShrink yog, b o s pSaibnl o bLS )|
anlgs a2 BiShrink (¢ ,uSaitin] Lulol 55 51g8 Bio g 05k
)

(o o9 30 g Bi slalsy 65 o bt () Fee
Gyt ey sl ilin] e e WliwT gl digy ke Cpped
29,5 (eend Wlgioe bl alS 6l (Al b wln; o
albin] en slagss, VY] BiShrink o [V] cppe 3o,
28 4 |y eisdoyd nig )8 bl eslinul a5 o )8 L
abasly o b3 had 2 65K L wadl 00,8 b edighaex
by Olgioe (V)
D)

el o Xic 55 4 008l ol Vi il o5 s k il a5 (5 5k &,
-alisl gy 65550 5l Bae sl onisdaaz 5253 Nic g a5 9
Slaalis I Xk 8,515 @dly 0 a5 el X | et V] 50 6,5
Lty AT 0550 aalsl o pslate cnl sl ablbioe Vi sy
ol Lttt gl od Lalg) o 0eb e e [V0 O F] (MAP)
Syl gad at8,S iy Cewl baw oje> 0wl wge a5 k
el gy S0 4 (F) alal) sl V8 V0] MAP s 41, (Y=X+N)
®

Y =X +Ng

X(Y)=ag max [pyy (X[Y))]
(X V) =PI 1o (o3 0595 &l (st ol bl

orlple

X (Y)=arg max [py (Y [X)p,(X)] ®)

=arg max [py (Y - X)p, (X)]
5 595 09 JuSe Jleil el @l cud 4 PN s X 0T 50 45
)1 leAM‘lJMAP U"’L""‘)" )Z (Y) Mw‘ e;bjmév);y

YY

doddo —)

0> By pgad S0 Oliee oied @y 2o Oy 4 Sl 2925
oz oy 900l 005 0 polal )3 g (nl wed oo RS sLj
SAR') (5 5 4559, )00, 5 (S 6,00 2 g )o Wgul gl 5y 90
oyl g (gl pands ( cele lBlasST (Ll (ol 5 lae (o
sile pgal (Bilsp 5l S W oS e Sl Cudgue (mej el
ol b il Bas (258, 5 padis @l padas (an i
GlS Uy 951 (g 5 o Uas B g D0 4 b 31 Sl 20lS
4295 5 plml Wy, Job ,o bl sl (59,8 Sl Bdo oz ST
Syl ol T OS5 g pgas [Lsle L 4

0357 5 Ol 039> 53 53 odee jsb a4y JSel gl Bi> sla b,
Sl Sz (G Gl ild 655, 095 o0 plnil Joos
Lis ppal Sl b Wedioo npal )6 g Ll o)l (658
L) RIS Sl 5 boss 059> sla il caslio yo Dl 03
Szge o Sl Szrge hod coliiie iz Jiad (589 e
wz Rl 5 pop S asle (polpt 4 4 b (ornlie 9 )Slee
«Szge o Al Sguge sbrazs Sl o)l e B> 0 (>aog
5 Y] iy i Sorgo V] Talises 2550 50 g 40 g0
ges oLl [F] Tlny] S>g0

S abisl wlul e ass gojo 1o g8 Bi by, n S sl
gy el gllae ailiw] Jlade o8l o] Lol JSiw a5 [# 0] el
e g ek |y aibiw jlade [VY-) -] BiShrink ¢ [V+-V] o5
b9y BIShrnk (¢ . Sailinl (39, a8 o (et ailiej o0 b Gt
Jos el yd bl (Sontly bl 2 a8 e (s 0 e 5
Jas goje> 0 YooY Jlo yo )b sl BiShrink g, a8
s silwosly VY] S>ge

Gy 90 65 a5 By o] alie s an
Cyed hias o597 50 BiShrink (g, Saibil 5 (nje (6 peSailin]
Pl ay js0e hs, 90 alie cul jo wdlos 7 annlie Susu L )
A b Sl g8 GalS jslate 4 5 Srge DA Elsil (6 25,0
Sl (olidoniz Jrosd (2 538 e ( Sge o Cewl ou alie
Pl L pdy ol Sarge o in ol 5l a5 aw Gaizw (] 0 &5
S50 90 Srge s s WT(2) ol b b Szge os WT(I)
o ool WT(3) b b dabises

P90 LS 0 aS el (oS 5 cpl 4 gam o isy o i sl
P50 (5o 6 rar gl oS Cgene Jole g & JSel 53 S
rSabol 5 Gas oy ool Sl g5 i cpges i3 5
bl odal s 4 ol o )loz S 10 04 oo oL BiShrink
G 53 5 00l 0051 Szge frad ilise sbaades gl siluand

Sy dale> Slolgring Sl g gures ey



WWAY Gl — Gid 5 (o 0)lods — pid Jlo — 0 Coio )0 diadign slads,

4 OF) 5 ) Luly, ol 5o puiie 90 JuSw sl MAP ass
(Y, =X (Y,-X,)’
203 20},
X(Y) oS 5959 Sy jshaie 4 dlolas cnl J> (sl ool
Ars a5 X0 9 Xi sy Gt GlegS,l 3 ke 51w
O 9 995 50 a5 (X)= log (px (X)) 3 wile &y 0l 1,8 500

DE o] ogs o (b dolae Jo Jol o s s
Pl et QR g o9 S Jloil JBz 2l IS sk
S0 b3 ey a NNAl g e 50 g 0iS o slinl ailiw] oo cyuns

P PR 4.,..9;

X(Y) =argmax[—

X1,X2

+£(X)] <o

(QAD!

3 - €Xp (—ﬁlef +X§)
c

X) =
p.(X) py

Gy, =0y, =0y eoydmbxbﬁjw)oﬁyg)aé&iué)éb

plosl b JuKw (wess o1 = (/X T + XT38 Sl s by [V

Dol oo uati gy O jgo A 0 piie 9O uoL..n.)‘ @LT Sldee

2
R (\/Y12 + Yz2 - \/EGN )+
X, = o Y, o)
JYZ+Y?

S g0 S 0595 0 JSpusl 5193 i —F
g ool alo y Oldie b golpaion by, By & ol isu (pl jo
28 @ Fyae jsb araT e pglal (il 5l el mls e
Q«M )9Ja.~c L W J.sb‘P 45‘)‘ tS’dlj );jl.,a; 9 Sloads 005” J.iu.u‘
S esoleiidon by b Soge Joo oll p calises la g o Shes

w‘ ooy eolaw! GQS LgLQ)L:.M W 9 6)“%9 @l.:))| )Ls_t.o

Ol (09, —)-F

odds (Byme oo 039> 50 g Bl gl Al sla by, ax S
)l sloing el (Solu s 4 g S ailin] og, 1A VAL col
GBS B 53 e «Dyge 93 4 @ pSalinl g, [V Y
il p2 Ot Sl (28,5 a5 0 Lo [V hias alyo o (Sl
4 g Bie ly a5 glaiy, el oad ad S IS [Ye Y]
Jis a5 oo by, 40 S 3 a5l o o s jlel (Sl
A5l (6 e 0, las WS oo o s Sils

D49y 9 el po (Kiwly 5l Jie (hg; (laie 4 (p i g, el o
S o Jae el e 5 el Sy (58,5 5 4o | BiShrink
J.:J;) L Jj‘j w)..a ml el )L>)5.§ﬁ ‘5‘0)45 m‘ )‘ BlShrlnk
1o a5 jshilan .ol (10) abyly Geb aliw ko peans o 5,3
3 olly Ll a5 3e8 oo cum e o osliiul j5 VY] x> e
228 &)l S>g0 (g059> ,o BiShrink ¢ ,.5

5 0% gy y8 4 BIShrink g on i by, 59 0 g5lwesly sl
[VF] ailoo ala Logas ol 5L5 67 5295 g JUm l)ly 0

Dgd oo i8S )5 & 598 D508 (asS gl had 0> 50

Yo

9 @b olied rex ng WSSl (2,8 L g (0) Wolae yo o K

w3b ooy olly 5 ke begle ke b gwsS L
L el )J‘).’ ‘[c\] 1 N 2
d {5J N) = _
Py (N) cyV2n P 267
2
X (Y)=arg max [- =X)L rx)y )
X 20y

4 (#) dolae > sl V2] el f(X)=log (px (X)) &5 5,5k &
g a5 ude GlesS,l S5l jle STl X 050 sy pslae
.é‘d )|)£)n.a)>|);

B ls 07 Gy 5 o 5eSilo b oS @5 &5 Pu(X) 5]
331y dsd (28 07 milly 5 o 5eSile b eadlY gy
[a] b cal ol s 4 JLSe

2
X(Y)= —— o
6 +0y
R 262
X(Y) =sign (Y)( Y |- Y220 »
(e}

25 Do 4 aS Sl g SIS T oLl b &Bly o (A) ala,

DF] sgs o iy o5

soft (g,7) =sign (g)(g|-1). QY
0 if lglkt Vo)

(gl-1), :{ . (
lgl-t if [glz<

R3PS Sl oLl &l el p (Vo) abaly s 5 o

D9 sn (smgile

2
1/2csN) o
c

X(Y) = soft (Y,

Jade s sl by ool IVE AT wd Bpme YooY Jlo o a8
)ls azg 35,8 ail el a4 wilp; pled oo @ o & il
ad)S s o Wlg wibpj plare 4 a5 (6,500l b oo 5l ash
&8 OB B 0 LS e S oo sl i Neli o
0558 o ool 2 (gamgd AL Bl (eizmen 5 Gamge S e
e s et po yo (AL Hlade b abial jlade wly o g
Wl Bl ] 5 culyd o s bl

ol Wiy plsie 4 X cayd 5 58 Glsie 4 Xi gy oSSl (28 L
L cwl ply bawdojem ;0 (F) alaly (g )lo 6,8 il

Y =X+N o)
N=(N,,N,) s X=(X,X,) Y=(Y,Y;) &b
Gl el 00ls dgi B Caand 10 a5 o pesd Aiile & el
LT (g Slaaline 5l oslinal b X(Y) 3295 s culpd (e
728 0% JiKem 5 P (N) 258 s 99 Jloiol JSs w5 ol
DY O] Vs el o ansl ous amls p (X)) "SL L
Dy oo 4185 I )3 (owsS g Jleto| S

(_Nf+N§J

2
20y

;zeXp (%)

N =
px(N) 2n02



S Sl oMo BB pgai Ghilop o )5 0 Sz ge Sueal
9 (WT(2)) bl S0 (WT(L)) pdy oo Soge alpo (o
00l 00 dS pgal 4 ¥ JSS 50 (WT(3)) lalis (2350 90 Sge
D8 Lodd Spg neal § ny G e 53 ekite (nl lp
WT(1) Sge b duw 12 4 (699,9 Glaie @ 6> =0.1 JerY
G ) Wil cal s pF s ol o Jlael WT(3) 5 WT(2)
sl ) wlns welye (i i3 s WIQ2) WT(L) Soge oo
299 9 29 e e 99 Slp 35 sl haw 4 Blate a5 WT(3)
2545 pl S gien 3 a5 jshiles Wel oo caalie ¥ KL 55 sy
el o)lyen ng S92y el ovalie hos » Gln ne
Sl fahl peizmes il ol (S alS g ol e (Sassly
e de 2) il 5 sl (S Glies sleme lsie 4 Sd) 1 Ln
el ool s ojdle i calps 5l esliiwl L WT(1-3) S>ge
059 ;o Salin] wlol p pg Bi> yog w5 oS @“L?.;ﬂ
peions LLI)| aailpy <l Sz 5 099 S5 lie b oo
Jias 9 pog S Jdo 4 WT(2) o o5 09000 (St )l
@ Samd S M2 O 8kee (392 Hl0e 9 3 S s 4 WTE3)

izl 4sls WT(1) S ge
ol gt 42 4295 b (39 S5 Gl (005 i sl i ] 5o
L] S50 (WT(1) pds gl Soge Jiod aw gl Sd il
W s sl sl (WT(3)) hakidee 25,0 55 Srgo 5 (WT(2))
Jadie V oz el odel vy g @08 ez sl 5 L)L 5
b G 9 00l drlone oad o3ley lawlip; (olod sl Sd
o35 ooz 5o bawgie polis aailn; US'Sd I 655 (oSl
G331 b g s dlimdle V gz o ¥ S 10 a5 pslailan ansl o
529545 e Cnl el oo Gl o 52 50 Sd lade 98 0 jad
S sl S3api¥ 098 00 o (S5 Sl 5l (SusSTy el
az STl onsl s a4y ol 5l 65 em, 8 Sl o polie ol
Ca gz g el (1 5 SE S polie 4 a5 LWT(2) Sge oo
el oals il Sl zals o 1) Lo opl ol WT(3) o

Median (
0.6745

$lij y sly (b sl £ ez mwaw 1o Jas culyse X, oS
B bl 3, OF =07 =0y alal, o 05> 4o ol

aibyly e Jal Ll yae hhwgie Hlade sy Olaslie |

1Y, ) 0%

A2
Oy =

Wb g0 s i alaly 5l el

1 Ov)

— Yf
Y,eN (k)

Ad‘wb qu\JlJ)‘j L)»..o.?u 6‘/.; aS el Jiw RIS ) N(k)
] N(k) (50 o)'L)Jl M 9 65..;.:‘_,’4.1 oolawl u.:)..o »

A2
Oy

. A2 Y L& . .
n_i».w% uﬁlﬁﬂ)‘ ela quw‘ rISry Slaalie L)“"L..)‘B 9 GN ry

G = \/(63( - cATN)+
Oypo 4 whlitee slanib ) Jolds 525 el po (gl ailiw] lade

DF] ssi oo crns o5
AN

o} (V)

Tlt,k = \/g

GX/,k

sl k Wliys o £ s o sl albin] Jlaie T, T o a8
s 0w gl Glp g osd JWSew 0,08 (O L) Oy
5 dlse Cows 4 (VA abaly 5l aslips o sl a5 wibo k Wby
(OF) alal, b "wils pslie Frass Lawgs s bl Oy
Sgdiga 9505
malinl 5 o5 6 S all b Sl 298 B ol Sho Ssl ) IS
szl IS sk 4 aes o lid S0 059> 4o |, BiShrink (5,.8
A Gl se Al ye 93 3 1) ha 039> 0 s pSalial o 565!
(18) abal, 5 ool b Gr 258 ooy crmass o5l al> o 5503
A2 A2 .. .. .
G 5 Oy (o cd i a pgd al>po 5 Sl 45wl 12 6l
BL Q)si)g 9 Llhd.:l.:).») SSSS 6‘;.\ (\/\) 9 (\V) Ja.:b) )| oolazw! LA
slp O0) alal) 5 (pye @lr O)) dal) 250 L e
el 05 oLl bl ,» BiShrink

N, Denoising in Transformed Domain

Speckle
Noise

b 4 Vv
Orginal Image —0—»  Logl.) ‘ i 1 ‘
I, I Lol

BayesShrink

BiShrink

L Output

g
Image

| Expl.)

IWT

Serge Joss ojg> 5o BISHIINK (3g) 5 05 (s, b Ul 5299 B 01,510 S'sl (1) S
Fig. (1): Block diagram of removing speckle using Bayesian and BiShrink in wavelet transform domain.

A4



WAV Glae) = (2 g (o 0jled — ot Jlo — B0 Sonio 50 dialon (slecd

23w asjouaa 4
(1) 1w 10 T Puegans

-
Th
e
By
sz
o e
;_'Q
]
>

8w asiouaa 4
(2] 1 o T puegans

05

5 0 05 1
Enghtness of Pixel

15 05 =

=

r ] ]
Enghinegs of Pixel

Sd =0.1592

5d=0.1492

Sd=0.1529 ‘

2w sjou

(T11A 40 T pueqans

afew) Asiou
afew) Asjou
(€11 40 T puegans

(211 40 T puegans

550 550 1
500 500 1
450) 450 1
400 400 1

T 150 T 350 1

£ 200 £ 200 1

é 250 g 250 1

2 200 2 200 1
150 150 1
100 100 1
50 50 1 1

" F; 5 1 05 05 1 Lo 05 0 05 1
Brightniess of Fixsl Brightness of Pixel Brightness of Pixel
T
i I i
5d =0.2094 5d=0.1991 | Sd=0.2054 ‘

67 = 0.1 5295 008k 55 9 5 295 9 2 T (0325 ol o) WT(B) (g 25y 5 WT(2) WT(1) ) il ol i ol oY) JSC5
Fig. (2): The histogram of the first sub-band, WT(1), WT(2), and the real part of WT(3) for clean and noisy images where noise
2
poweris 6~ =0.1.

256
VMSE
o0l gl Bl pgal 5 ol pgai  cals [V-] SSIM asls
Jode oS oo 553 (e )bl el g s b 1,
SSIM—1 5 SSIM—>-1 JJas aziliz il oo SSIMe(-1])

PSNR = 20 log ,, ( ARD;

Bix> e Hlade asld cul a8 5 & g0 (g e Bl Al
w550 syl slp SNV s il ly (a5l 5 [VFTENL 55
)L§ LS SAR J.A.c 6&9‘5 )..\5[.\.4: )‘ )A}J uﬂ.hl.g uaj.\a} B 00 4.§|)|

ol o0 00)5" LQOT G\ab) b‘j) J.:Q ) as ;).:5....4‘50 4.4..9;

2
ENL = L
NV
NV = 3 S G-, 7
mn I %5 (YY)
ENL ol )b atbooe 1, = Lz S (L) ol 2
mn 5 Y5

el LENL L3l o Sl 395 Bl 50 aig o Slos oaisylis

Yy

Sy g gl -V-F

- sl S>ge oBiShirink g (50 sl ig, o Sles cllie opl o
BI-) g B-WT(2)) bews| S50 j0 (BI-WT(1)) 5 B-WT(1)) ndy
BI-WT(3)) § B-WT(3)) ki 5,5 95 Sge ;5 5 (WT(2)
sloyell S sk 4 igd oo analie (&S 5 505 slajlne L
s il sl gy 0 Shes i gl ke gl 2L
VPSNR g 4 JiSew yiSlas Ces latally Gaios cnl o
SSIM (s ,isle cales [YY] ""MSE Uas o y0 onuSilee LYY
[VFI'™NV 5555 il )l o [YYIYENL g Bi e o o[V +]
el oo sl Calize sla i, gubs amslie 5 b3, sl
Dot kol iy lsie a5 slad 4 Ty 5 T 58,8 5 4o L
SSIM PSNR MSE glacesS g (3 gl (e § 5155
gl oo dnmle ) &30 4 NV 5 ENL

S, G ) -1, P

J=1

1 m
MSE = — )



» Lk pea 9, o’ =0.1 29 by lpoad (B g
PSS o W sa 3, O =015 5 Gills sl 5 ¥ S
S92 py Bdo s O JSE 50 cpores LSl 0ald ool ioled
e &S jebilen ool oad ools lis SAR aBly glas
5l 6y o, Shoe BiShrink , i 5,5 alinl slo g, i o

s 25 8 S bl slab,

(@)
B- (&) B-WT(2) (2) B-WT(1) (2) o} =0.1 ouljly b s noas (2) csbol pgas (W) byl s 5295 Sd> gl (1) S5
BI-WT(3) () s BI-WT(2) (z) BI-WT(1) (z) WT(3)
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Table (1): The the normalized Sd as objective parameter to evaluate the wavelet transform sparse (for all sub-bands in average). for
different noise powers is supposed, Barbara and Lena are used as the test images.

s O 2 a5 Gl g eilyly iz sl (Wl 5 IS bawgie) Srge b (S5 Gliee 23] sk & ond 03lle 3 S (a8 Jlomo (1) oo
o Sl s lgie 4 W g 1L

Ce e [ g [ g | gea | g
- 0.2181 0.2267 0.2286 0.2310 0.2330
- 0.1864 0.1936 0.1951 0.1969 0.1986
- 0.2133 0.2263 0.2275 0.2283 0.2292
- 0.2109 0.2306 0.2324 0.2338 0.2352
- 0.1731 0.1913 0.1931 0.1950 0.1969
- 0.2048 0.2253 0.2263 0.2273 0.2283
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Table (2): The the objective criteria comparing among the proposed methods for de-speckling. Barbara and Lena are used as the test
images.

| 1.000 2548 0.0029 0.9999 2452 0.0038 0.9938 3.4 0.0056 0.9956
1.000 26.22 0.0024 0.9999 514 0.0032 0.9999 393 0.0051 0.9997
1000 2653 0.0023 0.9999 25.50 0.0031 0.9999 2422 0.0048 09997
1.000 584 0.0026 0.9999 2487 0.0035 0.9999 2370 0.0053 0.9997
1.000 2657 0.0022 0.9999 2547 0.0031 0.9999 4.4 0.0048 0,9997
1000 26.95 00021 0.9999 25.88 o.0028 0.9099 2458 0.0045 0.9997
’ 1000 28.65 00014 0.9999 2728 0.0021 09999 2595 0.0038 09997
_ 1.000 2.5 0.0012 1.000 mn 0.0019 0.9999 26.49 0.0035 09997
I 1.000 29.88 0.0011 0.9993 28.58 0.0017 0.0999 26.85 0.0033 0.9957
i 1.000 2898 0.0013 0.9999 27.83 00020 0.9999 26.28 0.0035 09997 7
I 1.000 29.68 0.0011 1.000 840 0.0018 0.9999 26.63 0.0034 09997
| 1.000 30.06 0.0010 1.000 28.79 0.0016 0.9999 27.10 0.0031 0.9997
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Fig. (4): Results of Lena image de-noising using different methods, (a)-(b) the original and noisy images where noise power is
Gi] = 0.15,(c)-(e) B-WT(1), B-WT(2) B-WT(3), (f)-(h) BI-WT(1), BI-WT(2), BI-WT(3).

Table (3): The the objective criteria comparing among the proposed methods for de-speckling the SAR image.
loads ol (6395 (lsie 4 SAR g )] 50 &5 ISl g Bdo (sl (soleidiny slashs) 0, Skos dunlio jslate 4 (oS slajlne (Y) Jgux

11.1039 0.1506
101.8587 0.0001
116.5264 0.0001
124.8424 0.0001
311.5753 0.0001
458.4400 0.0001
632.0987 0.0001
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Fig. (5): Results of real SAR image de-speckling by different methods, (a) the original SAR image, (b)-(d) B-WT(1), B-WT(2) B-
WT(3), (¢)-(g) BI-WT(1), BI-WT(2), BI-WT(3).
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1. Synthetic Aperture Radar 10. Standard Deviation
2. Dual-Tree Wavelets 11. Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio
3. Separable Wavelets 12. Mean Squared Error
4. Stationary Wavelets 13. Structural Similarity
5. Maximum A Posterior Estimation 14. Equivalent Number of Looks
6. Shrinkage 15. Noise Variance
7. Clean 16. Homogeneous
8. Marginal 17. Down-sample
9. Robust Median Estimator 18. Up-sample
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