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ABSTRACT

Inspired by the image nonlocal self-similarity (NSS) prior, structural
sparse representation (SSR) models exploit each group as the basic
unit for sparse representation, which have achieved promising result-
s in various image restoration applications. However, conventional
SSR models only exploited the group within the input degraded (in-
ternal) image for image restoration, which can be limited by over-
fitting to data corruption. In this paper, we propose a novel hybrid
structural sparse error (HSSE) model for image deblocking. The pro-
posed HSSE model exploits image NSS prior over both the internal
image and external image corpus, which can be complementary in
both feature space and image plane. Moreover, we develop an alter-
nating minimization with an adaptive parameter setting strategy to
solve the proposed HSSE model. Experimental results demonstrate
that the proposed HSSE-based image deblocking algorithm outper-
forms many state-of-the-art image deblocking methods in terms of
objective and visual perception.

Index Terms— Hybrid structural sparse error, nonlocal self-
similarity, structural sparse representation, image deblocking.

1. INTRODUCTION

Lossy compression scheme (e.g., JPEG [1], WebP [2] and HEVC-
MSP [3]) has been widely used in current image and video coding.
However, compression artifacts appear in images whenever a lossy
compression algorithm is employed. These artifacts often damage
the pleasant details of the original image and may also lead to de-
creased performance of sub-sequent high-level vision tasks such as
object detection [4] and image recognition [5]. Therefore, how to
restore visually pleasing artifact-free images is quite desired from
these compressed images.

In this paper, we focus on image deblocking for JPEG-coded
images, which is one of the most well-known and widely-used lossy
compression method. To cope with these JPEG-based compression
artifacts, in the past decade, various approaches have been pro-
posed [6–19]. In general, these methods can be classified into two
categories: image enhancement based methods [6–8] and image
restoration based methods [9–19]. The image enhancement based
approaches usually employ filters in spatial and frequency domains
to smooth out visual artifacts. The main advantage of this type
of methods is the low computational cost. However, since most
compression artifacts are caused by the highly non-linear quantiza-
tion step, such methods are inadequate for modeling compression
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Fig. 1. (a) Original image. (b) JPEG-compressed image. Restored image
by WNNM [24] (c), SSR [15] (d), COGL [17] (e) and proposed HSSE (f).

degradations and usually cannot reduce compression artifacts effec-
tively. On the other hand, from the perspective of image restoration,
image deblocking is usually formulated as an ill-posed image in-
verse problem by exploiting some image prior knowledge as well
as the observed data at the decoder [14]. For example, sparsity
is considered as image prior to solve the maximum a posteriori
(MAP) estimation of the original image [9, 10, 19]. However, the
basic unit for sparse representation is patch in these methods, which
usually suffer from some limitations, such as learning an off-the-
shelf dictionary with high computational cost, and neglecting the
spatial correlations of similar patches [14, 15, 20, 21]. By con-
trast, recent advances in image processing have suggested that, by
exploiting nonlocal self-similarity (NSS) prior [22] of images and
clustering similar patches to construct the group, structural sparse
representation (SSR) models have shown great potential in image
deblocking [11, 12, 14–16, 18]. As a branch of SSR, nonlocal-based
low-rank minimization methods [11, 14, 16, 18, 23] have achieved
state-of-the-art results for image deblocking.

As mentioned above, one common property of these SSR mod-
els is only to consider each group of the input degraded (internal) im-
age approximates the corresponding group of the original image to
characterize the error term, which might not be capable of enhancing
the visual quality of the recovered image effectively. In this paper,
we propose a novel hybrid structural sparse error (HSSE) model for
image deblocking. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first s-
tudy to jointly use two structural sparse errors for image restoration.
The proposed HSSE model incorporates the NSS priors of both the
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internal image and external image corpus, which can be complemen-
tary in both feature space and image plane. As shown in Fig. 1, the
proposed HSSE approach can eliminate more artifacts and preserve
more details than other used single error term methods. Furthermore,
an alternating minimization with an adaptive parameter setting strat-
egy is developed to solve the proposed HSSE model. Experimental
results demonstrate that the proposed HSSE achieves superior re-
sults compared with many state-of-the-art deblocking methods both
quantitatively and qualitatively.

2. HYBRID STRUCTURAL SPARSE ERROR MODEL

In this section, we propose a novel HSSE model to jointly consid-
er two structural sparse error terms, which exploits the NSS priors
of both the internal image and external image corpus. Since our
proposed HSSE model is based on SSR, we hereby give a brief in-
troduction on the SSR model for image restoration.

2.1. Structural Sparse Representation for Image Restoration

Given an image x with size
√
N ×

√
N , which is divided into n

overlapped patches xi of size
√
b ×
√
b, i = 1, 2, ..., n. Then,

based on image NSS prior [22], we use each patch xi as a refer-
ence patch, and impose an L × L sized searching window that is
centered at xi. Following this, m most similar patches are selected
to form a set Si. All the patches in Si are stacked into a data matrix
Xi ∈ Rb×m, which contains each element of Si as its column, i.e.,
Xi = {xi,1, xi,2, . . . , xi,m}. This matrix Xi is thus called a group,
where {xi,j}mj=1 denotes the j-th patch in the i-th group. Given a
dictionary Di, each group Xi can be sparsely represented by solving
the following minimization problem,

Âi = argminAi

(
1
2
‖Xi − DiAi‖2F + λ ‖Ai‖1

)
∀i , (1)

where Ai represents the group sparse coefficient of each group Xi
and λ is a non-negative constant. ‖ ‖2F denotes the Frobenius norm,
and ‖ · ‖1 is imposed on each column in Ai.

Due to the fact that the original image x is unknown in image
restoration, we now begin with the internal image y ∈ RN . Similar
to the above procedure, each patch yi ∈ R

√
b×
√
b is extracted from

the internal image y, and we search for its nonlocal similar patches
to generate n groups, where each group is denoted as Yi ∈ Rb×m,
i.e., Yi = [yi,1, . . . , yi,m]. Image restoration is now translated into
how to restore Xi from Yi through utilizing the SSR model, i.e.,

Âi = argminAi

(
1
2
‖Yi − DiAi‖2F + λ‖Ai‖1

)
∀i . (2)

Once all the group sparse codes {Ai}ni=1 are obtained by solving
Eq. (2), the underlying high quality image x̂ can be recovered by
x̂ = DA, where D is a dictionary to sparsely represent all the groups
in y and A is a set of {Ai}ni=1.

2.2. Hybrid Structural Sparse Error (HSSE) Model

According to Eq. (2), one can observe that conventional SSR models
have only considered each group of the internal image to approxi-
mate the corresponding group of the original image by minimizing
the error. However, this operator may be ineffective in boosting the
visual quality of the reconstructed image. To address this challenge,
we propose a new HSSE model, i.e.,

(Âi, B̂i) = argminAi,Bi

1
2
‖Yi − DiAi‖2F + λ‖Ai‖1

+ 1
2µ
‖UiBi − DiAi‖2F + τ‖Bi‖1 ∀i ,

(3)

where Ui represents an external sub-dictionary, which is learned
from the image groups (using external NSS prior) of the external
image corpus [25]. Bi denotes the group sparse coefficient, and τ
is a non-negative constant. µ is a balancing factor to make the so-
lution of the proposed model more feasible. Apparently, different
from conventional SSR models, we can see that the proposed HSSE
model has two error terms, which jointly considers the NSS priors
of both the internal image and external image corpus. Importantly,
these priors can be complementary in both feature space and image
plane.

3. HSSE MODEL FOR IMAGE DEBLOCKING

It is well-known that undesired visual artifacts will exist in the com-
pressed images when the lossy compression methods are used. To
eliminate these artifacts and enhance the quality of the restored im-
ages, we employ the proposed HSSE model for image deblocking
in this section. Generally speaking, the observed JPEG-based com-
pression image in image deblocking can be modeled as

y = x + s, (4)

where x, s are the original image and the quantization noise, respec-
tively; y is the JPEG-based compression image with blocking arti-
facts. One important issue in image deblocking is how to devise
the quantization noise model to perfectly describe the quantization
noise s. Miscellaneous quantization noise models have been pro-
posed [6, 14, 15, 26] and a Gaussian model has been widely adopted
because of its simplicity and effectiveness. Hence, in this paper we
use a Gaussian model to depict the quantization noise in Eq. (4) and
the method proposed in [6] is employed to estimate the noise vari-
ance σ2

s as follows,

σ2
s = 0.69 (̃s)1.3, s̃ = 1

9

∑3
i,j=1 Mq

[i,j], (5)

where Mq is the 8 × 8 quantization matrix with quality factor (QF)
of q, and s̃ is the mean value of the nine upper-left entries in Mq ,
corresponding to lowest-frequency DCT harmonics. It is noticed that
the noise variance σ2

s computed by Eq. (5) is only the variance of the
hypothetical Gaussian noise, which relies on the level of adaptive
smoothing that is able to eliminate compression artifacts generated
by the quantization step with Mq [13].

Therefore, given the JPEG-compressed image y and invoking
Eq. (3), the proposed HSSE model for image deblocking can be ex-
pressed as

(α̂, β̂) = argminα,β
1

2σ2
s
‖y− Dα‖22 + 1

2µ
‖Uβ − Dα‖22

+λ
∑n
i=1 ‖Ai‖1 + τ

∑n
i=1 ‖Bi‖1,

(6)

where D and U represent the internal dictionary and external dictio-
nary, respectively. α and β are the internal sparse coefficient and
external sparse coefficient, respectively.

3.1. Alternating Minimization to Solve the HSSE Model

In this subsection, we develop an alternating minimization method
to solve the proposed HSSE model in Eq. (6). It can be observed
that the minimization of Eq. (6) includes two minimization sub-
problems, α and β sub-problem. We will show that there is an ef-
ficient solution to each of them. Before solving the proposed HSSE
model for image deblocking, we first give the following theorem.
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Theorem 1. Define x, y ∈ RN , Xi, Yi ∈ Rb×m, and ej denotes the
j-th element of the error vector e ∈ RN , where e = x − y. Assume
that ej follows an independent zero mean Gaussian distribution with
variance σ2

s , and therefore for any ε > 0, we can represent the
relationship between 1

N
‖x− y‖22 and 1

S

∑n
i=1 ‖Xi − Yi‖2F by the

following property,

limN→∞
S→∞

P
(∣∣ 1
N
‖x− y‖22 −

1
S

∑n
i=1 ‖Xi − Yi‖2F

∣∣ < ε
)
= 1, (7)

where P( ) represents the probability and S = b×m× n.

Proof. See [20].

3.1.1. β Sub-Problem

We initialize y = Dα, and then β sub-problem can be represented
as

β̂ = argmin
β

1
2µ
‖y− Uβ‖22 + τ

∑n
i=1 ‖Bi‖1. (8)

As mentioned before, the proposed HSSE model is based on SSR
models, and thus the unit of our proposed model is group. Then,
based on Theorem 1, we have the following equation with a very
large probability (restricted to 1) at each iteration,

1
N
‖y− Uβ‖22 = 1

S

∑n
i=1 ‖Yi − UiBi‖2F . (9)

Based on Eq. (8) and Eq. (9), we now have,

minβ
1
2µ
‖y− Uβ‖22 + τ

∑n
i=1 ‖Bi‖1

= min{Bi}ni=1

∑n
i=1

(
1
2
‖Yi − UiBi‖2F + ρ‖Bi‖1

)
,

(10)

where ρ = µτS
N

. Obviously, it is clear that Eq. (10) can be treated
as a SSR problem by solving n sub-problems from each group Yi.
Moreover, we can see that how to learn the dictionary Ui is quite im-
portant in solving β sub-problem. In this paper, as the same proce-
dure as in subsection 2.1, based on image NSS prior [22], we extract
many groups from the external image corpus, and then we develop
a group-based Gaussian mixture model (GMM) learning algorithm
to learn an external NSS prior from these external groups [25, 27].
Following this, we learn the PCA sub-dictionary Ui from the covari-
ance matrix of each Gaussian component. Finally, we choose the
best matched PCA sub-dictionary Ui for each group Yi. Please refer
to [25] for more details about this external dictionary learning.

Now, let us come back to Eq. (10), and due to the orthogonality
of each sub-dictionary Ui, Eq. (10) can be rewritten as

{B̂i}ni=1= argmin{Bi}ni=1

∑n
i=1

(
1
2
‖Yi − UiBi‖2F + ρ‖Bi‖1

)
= argmin{Bi}ni=1

∑n
i=1

(
1
2
‖Ri − Bi‖2F + ρ‖Bi‖1

)
= argmin{βi}ni=1

∑n
i=1

(
1
2
‖γi − βi‖22 + ρ‖βi‖1

)
,

(11)
where Yi = UiRi. γi and βi denote the vectorization of the matrix
Ri and Bi, respectively.

Accordingly, the minimization problem of Eq. (8) can be sim-
plified to solve the minimization problem in Eq. (11). Fortunate-
ly, a closed-form solution of each βi exists by the so called soft-
thresholding [28], i.e.,

β̂i = Soft(γi,
√
2ρ) ∀i . (12)

After obtaining all {B̂i}ni=1, we can finally achieve the solution of
Uβ. Note that the proposed HSSE is a general model, and therefore,
we can use the other methods to replace SSR to solve β sub-problem,
such as deep CNN denoisier [29].

Algorithm 1 The Proposed HSSE Model for Image Deblocking.
Require: JPEG Compressed bit-stream.

1: Get y, Mq from the compressed bit-stream and Group-based G-
MM model.

2: Set Parameters b, m, L, ω and δ.
3: Initialization: x̂0 = y and Dα = y.
4: Calculate σs by Eq. (5);
5: for t = 1, . . . , Iter do
6: Calculate σe by Eq. (19);
7: for Each group Yi do
8: Select the best matched dictionary Ui by Group-based G-

MM model;
9: Update µ by computing Eq. (18);

10: Update τ by computing Eq. (20);
11: Update B(t+1)

i by computing Eq. (12);
12: Construct the dictionary Di by each group UiB(t+1)

i using
PCA;

13: Update λ by computing Eq. (20);
14: Update A(t+1)

i by computing Eq. (17);
15: Get the estimation: X̂i = DiÂi.
16: end for
17: Aggregate X̂i to form the deblocked image x̂.
18: end for
19: Output: The final restored image x̂.

3.1.2. α Sub-Problem

Given Uβ, and let z = Uβ, then α sub-problem in Eq. (6) becomes,

α̂ = argminα
1

2σ2
s
‖y− Dα‖22 + 1

2µ
‖z− Dα‖22 + λ

∑n

i=1
‖Ai‖1

= argminα
1
2
‖g− Dα‖22 + ν

∑n
i=1 ‖Ai‖1,

(13)
where g = µ

µ+σ2
s

y +
σ2
s

µ+σ2
s

z and ν = λµσ2
s . Similar to β sub-

problem, the basic unit for sparse representation is again group in α
sub-problem. Then, based on Theorem 1, we also have the follow-
ing equation with a very large probability (restricted to 1) at each
iteration,

1
N
‖g− Dα‖22 = 1

S

∑n
i=1 ‖Gi − DiAi‖2F . (14)

Therefore, based on Eq. (13) and Eq. (14), we have,

minα
1
2
‖g− Dα‖22 + ν

∑n
i=1 ‖Ai‖1

= min{Ai}ni=1

∑n
i=1

(
1
2
‖Gi − DiAi‖2F + η‖Ai‖1

)
,

(15)

where η = νS
N

. Apparently, Eq. (15) is also regarded as a SSR
problem by solving n sub-problems from each group Gi. Similarly,
we need to learn the dictionary in α sub-problem. To adapt to image
local structures, we learn a PCA sub-dictionary from each group Gi
[21]. Since PCA is an orthogonal dictionary, Eq. (15) can be equally
solved by

{Âi}ni=1= argmin{Ai}ni=1

∑n
i=1

(
1
2
‖Gi − DiAi‖2F + η‖Ai‖1

)
= argmin{Ai}ni=1

∑n
i=1

(
1
2
‖Ki − Ai‖2F + η‖Ai‖1

)
= argmin{αi}ni=1

∑n
i=1

(
1
2
‖κi −αi‖22 + η‖αi‖1

)
,

(16)
where Gi = DiKi. κi and αi are the vectorization of the matrix Ki
and Ai, respectively. Following this, similar to Eq. (12), a closed-
form solution of each αi can be solved by

α̂i = Soft(κi,
√
2η) ∀i . (17)
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Table 1. Average PSNR (dB) (top entry in each cell) and SSIM (bottom entry) by
JPEG, FoE [7], SA-DCT [6], PC-LRM [11], ANCE [12], BM3D [32], DicTV [13],
WNNM [24], CONCOLOR [14], SSR [15], LERaG [16], COGL [17] and HSSE on
BSD 100 Dataset [33].

QF (q) JPEG FoE SA- PC- ANCE BM3D DicTV WNNM CON SSR LERaG COGL HSSEDCT LRM COLOR

5 25.04 25.81 26.06 26.06 26.07 25.91 25.39 26.04 26.16 26.05 26.20 26.04 26.23
0.6570 0.6959 0.6929 0.6871 0.6932 0.6883 0.6623 0.6853 0.6952 0.6919 0.7010 0.6940 0.7022

10 27.59 28.37 28.48 28.49 28.51 28.46 28.17 28.48 28.54 28.45 28.57 28.40 28.65
0.7688 0.7884 0.7896 0.7847 0.7916 0.7924 0.7825 0.7828 0.7907 0.7874 0.7939 0.7929 0.7970

20 29.97 30.57 30.73 30.78 30.80 30.75 30.63 30.79 30.86 30.78 30.86 30.69 31.03
0.8530 0.8569 0.8650 0.8620 0.8663 0.8681 0.8574 0.8611 0.8647 0.8633 0.8661 0.8668 0.8722

30 31.37 31.9 32.07 32.16 32.18 32.09 31.82 32.17 32.29 32.18 32.27 32.09 32.45
0.8886 0.8882 0.8984 0.8967 0.8990 0.9004 0.8849 0.8963 0.8983 0.8975 0.8985 0.8994 0.9035

40 32.36 32.82 33.01 33.12 33.16 33.04 32.74 33.13 33.31 33.15 33.26 33.07 33.46
0.9084 0.905 0.9168 0.9159 0.9174 0.9182 0.8995 0.9158 0.9172 0.9149 0.9168 0.9177 0.9213

Average 29.27 29.89 30.07 30.12 30.14 30.05 29.75 30.12 30.23 30.12 30.23 30.06 30.36
0.8152 0.8269 0.8325 0.8293 0.8335 0.8335 0.8173 0.8283 0.8332 0.8310 0.8353 0.8342 0.8392

With the solution of Âi in Eq. (17), the desired group matrix X̂i can
be recovered as X̂i = DiÂi. Then the deblocked image x̂ can be
reconstructed by aggregating all the group matrices {X̂i}. Up to
now, we have solved the above two sub-problems α and β of the
proposed HSSE model for image deblocking.

3.2. Adaptive Parameter Setting

Now, let us come back to Eq. (6), one can observe that there are
three parameters, i.e., µ, λ and τ . Generally speaking, we empiri-
cally set a fixed value for each parameter. However, this way cannot
guarantee the stability of the entire algorithm. Therefore, in order
to overcome this challenge, we propose an adaptive parameter set-
ting scheme, which can make the proposed HSSE algorithm more
stable and practical. Specifically, for parameter µ, we can see that
the first and second terms are all quadratic in Eq. (6), and therefore,
a straightforward assumption is that µ(t) is directly proportional to
the noise variance (σ

(t)
e )2 by setting

µ(t) = ω (σ
(t)
e )2, (18)

where t represents the t-th iteration and ω is a scaling factor. It can
be seen that the estimation of µ(t) is determined by the estimation of
σ

(t)
e . We employ the iterative regularization strategy [30] to update

the estimation of the noise variance σe. Concretely, the standard
deviation of noise σe in the t-th iteration is computed by

σ
(t)
e = δ

√
σ2
s − ‖x̂(t) − y‖22, (19)

where δ is a scaling factor and this strategy has been widely used in
the Gaussian noise variance estimation [21, 24].

Moreover, we adaptively update the regularization parameters λ
and τ at each iteration by [31],

λ(t) = 2
√
2(σ

(t)
e )2

(δi+ε)
, τ (t) = 2

√
2(σ

(t)
e )2

(σi+ε)
, (20)

where δi and σi are the estimated standard deviation of Ai and Bi,
respectively. ε and ε are small constants to avoid dividing by zero.
Finally, the complete description of the proposed HSSE for image
deblocking is exhibited in Algorithm 1.

4. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In this section, we report the experimental results of the proposed
HSSE model for image deblocking and compare it with several ad-
vanced deblocking approaches, including FoE [7], SA-DCT [6], PC-
LRM [11], ANCE [12], BM3D [32], DicTV [13], WNNM [24],
CONCOLOR [14], SSR [15], LERaG [16] and COGL [17]. It is
worth noting that single NSS redundancies are used for all com-
peting methods, except for FoE and DicTV. CONCOLOR, SSR,
LERaG and COGL are the recently proposed JPEG-based compres-
sion artifact reduction methods that deliver the state-of-the-art re-
sults. The parameters of the proposed HSSE for image deblock-
ing are set as follows. The size of each patch

√
b ×
√
b is set to

(b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (a)

(h) (i) (j) (k) (l) 

(g)

(m) (n) 

(b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (a)

(h) (i) (j) (k) (l) 

(g)

(m) (n) 

Fig. 2. Visual comparison results of image 86000 at QF = 5. (a) Original image; (b)
JPEG compressed image (PSNR = 24.41dB); (c) FoE [7] (PSNR = 25.24dB); (d) SA-
DCT [6] (PSNR = 25.63dB); (e) PC-LRM [11] (PSNR = 25.99dB); (f) ANCE [12] (P-
SNR = 25.74dB); (g) BM3D [32] (PSNR = 25.65dB); (h) DicTV [13] (PSNR = 24.92d-
B); (i) WNNM [24] (PSNR = 25.97dB); (j) CONCOLOR [14] (PSNR = 26.40dB); (k)
SSR [15] (PSNR = 26.33dB); (l) LERaG [16] (PSNR = 26.29dB); (m) COGL [17] (P-
SNR = 25.69dB); (n) HSSE (PSNR = 26.53dB).

7×7 and nonlocal similar patch numbers m = 40. The search win-
dow L = 25 and the scaling factor ω = 0.001. The scaling fac-
tor δ is set to 0.5, 0.6, 0.7 and 0.8 for q ≤5, 5< q ≤20, 20<
q ≤30 and q >30, respectively. In the Group-based GMM learn-
ing stage, the training groups used in our experiments were sam-
pled from the Kodak photoCD dataset1, which includes 24 natu-
ral images. The source code of the proposed HSSE model for im-
age deblocking is available at: https://drive.google.com/
open?id=11b9zQzpNcFabYkj37oYialCazOUoviUH.

We comprehensively compare all competing methods on 100
test images from the Berkeley Segmentation dataset (BSD) [33] at
QF = {5, 10, 20, 30 and 40}. The average PSNR and SSIM compar-
ison results are displayed in Table 1, with the best results highlight-
ed in blue. Due to the limited space, please enlarge the tables and
figures on the screen for better comparison. One can observe that
our proposed HSSE consistently outperforms all competing meth-
ods on different JPEG QFs. One average, the proposed HSSE over
FoE, SA-DCT, PC-LRM, ANCE, BM3D, DicTV, WNNM, CON-
COLOR, SSR, LERaG and COGL approaches are {0.47dB, 0.29dB,
0.24dB, 0.22dB, 0.31dB, 0.61dB, 0.24dB, 0.13dB, 0.24dB, 0.13dB
and 0.31dB} in PSNR and {0.0124, 0.0067, 0.0100, 0.0057, 0.0058,
0.0219, 0.0110, 0.0060, 0.0082, 0.0040 and 0.0051} in SSIM, re-
spectively. The visual comparison in the case of QF = 5 for image
86000 is shown in Fig. 2. It can be observed that blocking artifacts
are obvious in the image decoded directly by the standard JPEG. Fur-
thermore, FoE, SA-DCT, ANCE, BM3D and DicTV still generate
some undesirable artifacts, while PC-LRM, WNNM, CONCOLOR,
SSR, LERaG and COGL are apt to produce over-smooth effects. By
contrast, the proposed HSSE not only eliminates the artifacts effec-
tively, but also obtains better visual perception on both details and
textures.

5. CONCLUSION

Different from conventional single error mode based approaches,
this paper proposed a novel hybrid structural sparse error (HSSE)
model for image deblocking. The proposed HSSE model have in-
corporated the NSS priors of both the internal image and external
image corpus, which can be complementary in both feature space
and image plane. Moreover, we have developed an alternating min-
imization with an adaptive parameter setting strategy to solve the
proposed HSSE model. Experimental results have verified that the
proposed HSSE outperforms many state-of-the-art deblocking meth-
ods in both objective and perceptual quality metrics.

1http://r0k.us/graphics/kodak/.
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