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Abstract: Learned image compression (LIC) is currently the cutting-edge method. However, the 

inherent difference between testing and training images of LIC results in performance degradation 

to some extent. Especially for out-of-sample, out-of-distribution, or out-of-domain testing images, 

the performance of LIC dramatically degraded. Classical LIC is a serial image compression (SIC) 

approach that utilizes an open-loop architecture with serial encoding and decoding units. 

Nevertheless, according to the theory of automatic control, a closed-loop architecture holds the 

potential to improve the dynamic and static performance of LIC. Therefore, a circular image 

compression (CIC) approach with closed-loop encoding and decoding elements is proposed to 

minimize the gap between testing and training images and upgrade the capability of LIC. The 

proposed CIC establishes a nonlinear loop equation and proves that steady-state error between 

reconstructed and original images is close to zero by Talor series expansion. The proposed CIC 

method possesses the property of Post-Training and plug-and-play which can be built on any 

existing advanced SIC methods. Experimental results on five public image compression datasets 

demonstrate that the proposed CIC outperforms five open-source state-of-the-art competing SIC 

algorithms in reconstruction capacity. Experimental results further show that the proposed method 

is suitable for out-of-sample testing images with dark backgrounds, sharp edges, high contrast, grid 

shapes, or complex patterns. 

 

Keywords: Learned Image Compression, Circular Image Compression, Steady-State Error, 

Taylor Series Expansion, Plug-and-Play 

 

1 Introduction 

In the current world of big data and generative artificial intelligence, a large amount of images are 

produced in various ways moment by moment [1]. Hence, it is necessary to efficiently compress 

images before transmission, storage, analysis, processing, recognition, and understanding [2-3]. 

Image compression methods can be divided into two categories: lossy and lossless image 
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compression [4]. The former seeks for the balance between bitrate and distortion, the latter seeks 

for minimum bitrate without distortion. Image compression methods can also be partitioned into 

two categories: model-based image compression and learning-based image compression [5]. The 

former develops to the full, and the latter is the front research direction and can be named as end-

to-end deep learning-based image compression, learning-driven image compression, or learned 

image compression (LIC). 

 

Because LIC is data-driven, deep neural network is firstly optimized by training image datasets and 

finally evaluated by testing image datasets. Training and testing image datasets hold similar but not 

identical characteristics. Deep neural network is optimal for training image datasets and is not 

always optimal for testing image datasets. Thus, the discrepancy between testing and training image 

datasets leads to performance degradation to some degree. Particularly for out-of-sample, out-of-

distribution, or out-of-domain testing images, the performance of LIC dramatically degrades [6-8]. 

Hence, it is vitally important to improve the output of trained deep neural network based on testing 

image datasets to achieve ideal image reconstruction performance. 

 

LIC usually utilizes an open-loop architecture with serial encoding and decoding units and can be 

named as serial image compression (SIC). Closed-loop architecture is widely adopted in automatic 

control systems to obtain extraordinary static and dynamic performance. According to the theory of 

automatic control, closed-loop architecture is superior to open-loop architecture in steady and 

transient states capability [9-10]. Therefore, circular image compression (CIC) method with closed-

loop encoding and decoding elements is proposed to minimize the gap between training and testing 

image datasets and improve the reconstruction performance of LIC. 

 

The proposed CIC is described by a nonlinear loop equation which is resolved by Taylor series 

expansion. Tayloe series is an efficient tool for nonlinear analysis and has already been used for 

deep learning and LIC [11-12]. Wei PX et al propose a Taylor neural network with Taylor series 

approximation [11]. Bao YE et al present a Taylor series expansion of sinusoidal functions based 

two-branch nonlinear transformation architecture to eliminate correlations from images [12]. 

 

In the present realm of large language models, there are many excellent pretrained SIC models 

which are openly and freely released on the Internet, such as GitHub and HuggingFace. It provides 

the opportunity to upgrade the performance of the pretrained SIC models in the way of plug-and-

play and Post-Training. Actually, plug-and-play policy is widely employed in deep learning-based 

image restoration including the decoding of lossy image compression [13-18]. The proposed CIC 

can be built on any existing advanced pretrained SIC models and lift their performance in the form 

of plug-and-play and Post-Training. 

 

The key innovations of this paper are listed as follows: 

(1) closed-loop CIC framework with encoding and decoding elements; 

(2) plug-and-play and Post-Training attribution established on any leading pretrained SIC models; 

(3) nonlinear loop equation and complete mathematical proof of zero steady-state error with linear 

approximation of Taylor series expansion; 

(4) huge performance boost in peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR), structural similarity (SSIM), and 
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bits per sub pixel (BPSP); absolute and logic difference image blocks which demonstrate the 

extraordinary reconstruction capability. 

 

The remainder of this paper is arranged as follows. The related work is reviewed in section 2, the 

theoretical fundamentals are elaborated in section 3, the evaluation experiment is conducted in 

section 4, and the summary and prospect are discussed in section 5. 

 

2 Related Work 

With the swift progress of deep learning theory and technology, LIC methods continuously improve 

their performance [19-43]. These methods can be divided into two categories: In-Training and Post-

Training based methods. The former enhances LIC performance during training procedure, the latter 

enhances LIC performance after training procedure or during testing procedure. Both In-Training 

and Post-Training methods focus on encoding-decoding network architectures, entropy models of 

latent representations, quantization policies, attention mechanisms, and etc. 

 

In-Training based LIC methods utilize some state-of-the-art generative models, such as diffusion 

model, flow model, autoregressive model, generative adversarial network (GAN), variance 

autoencoder (VAE), residual network (ResNet) based model, transformer-based model, 

convolutional neural network (CNN) based model, and so on [19-16]. Bai YC et al propose a VAE 

and autoregressive model based deep lossy plus residual coding method for both lossless and near-

lossless image compression [19]. Yang RH et al present a lossy image compression approach with 

conditional diffusion model [20]. Bai YC et al also raise an end-to-end image compression algorithm 

with transformer-based model [21]. Zhang ZB et al put forward a decoupled framework-based 

image compression method that lets autoregressive model hold the capability of decoding in parallel 

[22]. Zhang DY et al come up with a resolution field-based reciprocal pyramid network for scalable 

image compression [23]. Guerin ND Jr et al propose a VAE-based LIC method that dynamically 

adapts loss parameters to mitigate rate estimation issues and ensure precise target bitrate attainment 

[24]. Zhang WC et al present a semantically disentangled ultra-low bitrate LIC codec by 

synthesizing multiple neural computing techniques such as style GAN, inverse GAN mapping, and 

contrastive disentangled representation learning [25]. Fu HS et al raise a flexible discretized 

Gaussian-Laplacian-Logistic mixture model for the latent representations, which can adapt to 

different contents in different images and different regions of one image more accurately and 

efficiently [26].  

 

Some In-Training based LIC methods concentrate on quantization strategies of latent 

representations [27-32]. Duan ZH et al put forward a lossy image compression approach with 

quantized hierarchical VAE [27]. Timur A comes up with a vector quantized VAE for image 

compression [28]. Cai SL et al propose a flow model based invertible continuous codec for high-

fidelity variable-bitrate image compression to avoid the usage of a set of different models for 

compressing images at different rates [29]. Fu HS et al present an asymmetric LIC algorithm with 

multi-scale residual block, importance scaling, and post-quantization filtering [30]. Zhang G et al 

raise an enhanced quantified local implicit neural representation for image compression by 

enhancing the utilization of local relationships of implicit neural representation and narrow the 
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quantization gap between training and encoding [31]. Guo JY et al put forward a new LIC 

framework that aims to learn one single network to support variable bitrate coding under various 

computational complexity levels [32]. 

 

Some In-Training based LIC methods are concerned with attention mechanisms [33-35]. Jiang ZY 

et al come up with a novel image compression autoencoder based on the local-global joint attention 

mechanism [33]. Li B et al propose LIC approach via neighborhood-based attention optimization 

and context modeling with multi-scale guiding [34]. Tang ZS et al present an end-to-end image 

compression method integrating graph attention and asymmetric CNN [35]. 

 

Pots-Training based LIC methods strengthen the performance of pretrained LIC models [36-39]. 

Shi JQ et al adopt a plug-and-play rate-distortion optimized Post-Training quantization to process 

pretrained, off-the-shelf LIC models and minimize quantization-induced error of model parameters 

[36]. Duan ZH et al raise a quantization-aware ResNet VAE for lossy image compression with test-

time quantization and quantization-aware training [37]. Li SH et al put forward a progressive LIC 

algorithm with dead-zone quantizers on the latent representation which is successfully incorporated 

into existing pre-trained fixed-rate models without re-training [38]. Son H et al come up with an 

enhanced standard compatible image compression framework to fuse learnable codecs, 

postprocessing networks, and compact representation networks [39]. 

 

Some Pots-Training based LIC methods directly enhance the quality of decoded images of LIC [40-

43]. Li JF et al propose a recurrent convolution network for blind image compression artifact 

reduction in industrial IoT systems [40]. Ma L et al present a sensitivity decouple learning approach 

for image compression artifacts reduction which decouples the intrinsic image attributes into 

compression-insensitive features for high-level semantics and compression-sensitive features for 

low-level cues [41]. Hu JH et al raise a ResNet for image compression artifact reduction [42]. Chen 

HG et al put forward a deep CNN for JPEG image compression artifacts reduction [43]. 

 

Some In-Training and Post-Training based LIC methods attempt to resolve the problem of out-of-

sample, out-of-distribution, or out-of-domain testing images [7-8]. Li SH et al come up with a Post-

Training pruning method based on the admissible range and in-distribution region to automatically 

remove the out-of-distribution channels for LIC [7]. Tsubota K et al propose a content-adaptive 

optimization framework for universal LIC which adapts a pretrained compression model to each 

target image during testing for addressing the domain gap between pretraining and post-testing [8]. 

 

In summary, this paper presents a Post-Training based lossy LIC method, CIC, to minimize the 

discrimination between testing and training image datasets and promote the performance of image 

reconstruction. 

 

3 Theory 

3.1 Terminology Glossary 

The terminology abbreviations and mathematical notations employed in this paper are gathered in 

Table 1. 
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Table 1. Summary of abbreviations & notations. 

Abbreviation & Notation Meaning 

EN / DE Encoding / Decoding 

SIC / CIC Serial Image Compression / Circular Image Compression 

FB / NF FeedBack / Nonlinear Function 

D / d Original Image Dimension / Encoded Image Dimension 

W / H / C Image Width / Image Height / Image Channels 

f / fe / fd Original Image / Encoded Image / Decoded Image 

fr / fc Residual Term / Control Term 

fa / fl / ft / fr Absolute / Logical / Testing / Reference difference Image 

o / O First-Order Term / Higher-Order Term 

Ʌ / U Coefficient Matrix 

t / r Time / Reconstruction Error 

N / η Iteration Number / Iteration Constant 

LIC Learned Image Compression 

VAE Variational Auto-Encoder 

DLPR Deep Lossy Plus Residual Coding 

CDC Conditional Diffusion Compression 

ICT Image Compression with Transformers 

QRVAE Quantized ResNet Variational Auto-Encoders 

VQVAE Vector Quantized Variational Auto-Encoders 

PSNR Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio 

SSIM Structural Similarity 

BPSP Bits Per Sub Pixel 

 

3.2 Theoretical Architecture 

The proposed theoretical architecture of CIC is illustrated in Figure 1. It is a combination of open-

loop and closed-loop architectures. It consists of two halves: the left half and the right half. The left 

half is the classical open-loop SIC framework and can also be named as linked or cascade image 

compression. The right half is the closed-loop CIC framework and can also be named as ringed or 

cycle image compression. SIC contains two units: encoding (EN) and decoding (DE). The EN unit 

compresses the original image to the encoded image and is composed of representation (RP), 

quantization (QT), and entropy coding (EC). The DE unit decompresses the encoded image to the 

decoded image and is composed of entropy decoding (ED) and reconstruction (RC). CIC 

incorporates five elements: EN, DE, summator, multiplier, and integrator. The EN and DE elements 

of CIC are the same as those of SIC. The summator introduces negative feedback into CIC. The 

multiplier, integrator, and summator implement the traditional proportion-integration-differentiation 

control. The input of the proposed architecture is original image f0 and the output is reconstructed 

image f. The proposed CIC can achieve better reconstruction images than those of the traditional 

SIC. 
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Figure 1. The theoretical architecture of CIC. 

 

The CIC holds the property of plug-and-play and can be built on any existing advanced LIC methods. 

That is to say, CIC can take advantage of the EN and DE units of any pretrained LIC models. 

The SIC can be described by the following mathematical equations: 

 

( )

( )

e0 0

d0 e0

D d

0 d0 e0

EN

DE

, R ; R

=

=

 

f f

f f

f f f

,                            (1) 

 

where: 

EN is the encoder and is given in the classical SIC; 

DE is the decoder and is also given in the classical SIC; 

f0 is the original image; 

fe0 is the encoded image after EN and is the true input of the proposed architecture; 

fd0 is the decoded image after DE; 

D is the dimension of f0 and fd0; 

d is the dimension of fe0. 

 

According to Equation (1), the nonlinear function (NF) of SIC from the input to the output can be 

depicted by the following mathematical expressions: 

 

( )( ) ( )

( ) ( )( )

( )

d0 0 0

D

DE EN NF

NF DE EN

NF R

= =

 = 

 

f f f

.                         (2) 

 

The CIC can be portrayed by the following mathematical formulas: 
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where: 

t represents the time; 

f(t) represents the expected reconstructed image at time t and is the output of the proposed 

architecture; 

fe(t) represents the encoded image of f(t) at time t; 

fd(t) represents the decoded image of fe(t) at time t; 

fr(t) represents the residual term at time t; 

fc(t) represents the control term at time t; 

f(0) represents the initial value of f(t) at time 0 and equals zero vector, random vector, or fd0; 

Ʌ(t) represents the diagonal matrix of multiplication coefficient at time t; 

Ʌ ii(t) represents the i-th principal diagonal element of Ʌ(t); 

diag(·) represents a diagonal matrix. 

 

3.3 Loop Equation 

According to Equations (2) and (3), the nonlinear loop equation of CIC can be described by the 

following mathematical equations: 

 

( ) ( ) ( ) ( )( )( )( )

( ) ( ) ( ) ( )( )( )

t

d0
0

t
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t 0 t DE EN t dt

t 0 t NF t dt
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f f Λ f f

f f Λ f f
,                   (4) 

 

3.4 Nonlinear Function 

The nonlinear function NF(f(t)) in Equation (4) can be expanded with the Taylor series at f0 by the 

following mathematical expressions: 

 

( )( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
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where: 

NF(f0) denotes the constant term of NF(f(t)) at f0; 
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o(t) denotes the first-order term of NF(f(t)) at time t; 

O(t) denotes the second-order and higher-order term of NF(f(t)) at time t; 

oi(t) denotes the i-th element of o(t); 

fj(t) denotes the j-th element of f(t); 

f0j denotes the j-th element of f0; 

NFi(f(t)) denotes the i-th element of NF(f(t)). 

 

For the convenience of later theoretical analysis, after discarding the second-order and higher-order 

term O(t), the NF(f(t)) can be approximated by the following linear function: 

 

( )( ) ( ) ( )0NF t NF t +f f o .                          (6) 

 

The linear term oi(t) can be further approximated by the following mathematical formulas: 

 

( ) ( )( )
( )

( )
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According to Equation (7), the linear term o(t) can be rewritten by the following equations: 
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where: 

U(t) is the coefficient matrix at time t; 

Uii(t) is the i-th principal diagonal element of U(t). 

 

3.5 Steady-State Error 

The reconstruction error between the expected reconstruction image f(t) and the original image f0 

can be described by the following mathematical equation: 

 

( ) ( )

( )

0

D

t t

t R

= −



r f f

r
.                               (9) 

 

According to Equation (4), the expected reconstruction image f(t) at time t+Δt can be expressed by 

the following mathematical equation: 
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( ) ( ) ( ) ( )( )( )
t+Δt

d0
t

t+Δt t t NF t dt

s.t. Δt 0

= + −



f f Λ f f
.                  (10) 

 

Subtracting f0 from both sides of Equation (10), the following mathematical equation can be 

obtained: 

 

( ) ( ) ( ) ( )( )( )
t+Δt

0 0 d0
t

t+Δt t t NF t dt− = − + −f f f f Λ f f .               (11) 

 

According to Equation (9), the following mathematical expressions can be gained: 

 

( ) ( ) ( ) ( )( )( )
( ) ( )

t+Δt

d0
t

0

t+Δt t t NF t dt

t+Δt t+Δt

= + −

= −

r r Λ f f

r f f
,                  (12) 

 

where r(t+Δt) represents the error vector at time t+Δt. 

If Δt is close to zero, Equation (12) can be approximated by the following mathematical formula: 

 

( ) ( ) ( ) ( )( )( )d0t+Δt t t NF t Δt

s.t. Δt 0

 + −

→

r r Λ f f
,                    (13) 

 

According to Equations (2), (6), (8), and (9), the following mathematical equations can be acquired: 

 

( ) ( ) ( ) ( )

( ) ( ) ( ) ( )( )

( ) ( ) ( ) ( )

( ) ( )( ) ( )

( ) ( )( ) ( )

0
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where I denotes the unit matrix. 

 

Computing norm in both sides of Equation (14), the following mathematical inequation can be 

obtained: 

 

( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
2 F 2

t+Δt Δt t t t − r Ι Λ U r ,                     (15) 

 

where: 

subscript 2 means 2-norm; 

subscript F means Frobenius-norm. 
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We can always choose suitable Ʌ(t) and U(t) to satisfy the following inequality: 

 

( ) ( )
F

Δt t t 1− I Λ U ,                           (16) 

 

For example, Ʌ(t) and U(t) are respectively proportional to a unit matrix: 
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where: 

η is a constant; 

μ(t) is the average of Uii(t) in Equation (8). 

 

According to Equation (17), we can always find a proper η to meet Inequation (16): 

 

( ) ( ) ( ) ( )( )

( ) ( )

( ) ( )
( )

( ) ( )
( )
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F
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I .            (18) 

 

According to Equations (15) and (16), the following mathematical inequality can be obtained: 

 

( ) ( )
2 2

t+Δt tr r .                            (19) 

 

According to Inequation (19), if time t is close to infinite in steady-state, the reconstruction error 

approximates to zero, and f(t) approximates to f0. It can be depicted by the following mathematical 

limit: 

 

( ) ( )( )

( )

0
t t

0
t

lim t lim t 0

lim t

→ →

→

= − =

=

r f f

f f
.                         (20) 

 

Therefore, the proposed CIC can achieve the perfect reconstruction image f(t) which is close to the 

original image f0. 
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3.6 Algorithm Description 

The proposed CIC algorithm is described in Figure 3, where N is the total number of iterations. 

 

 

Figure 2. CIC algorithm description. 

 

4 Experiment 

4.1 Experimental Conditions 

Five public image compression datasets, Kodak, CLIC2021 Test, CLIC2021 Validation, CLIC2022 

Validation, and CLIC2024 Validation, are utilized to evaluate the performance of LIC methods. 

These image datasets are enumerated in Table 2 including the total number of images, the resolution 

of images, and the web link of image dataset. 

 

Table 2. Image datasets. 

Dataset Detail 

Kodak 

Number 24 

Resolution 768×512 

Link https://www.kaggle.com/datasets/sherylmehta/kodak-dataset 

CLIC2021 

Test 

Number 60 

Resolution 751×500 ~ 2048×1400 

Link https://clic.compression.cc/2021/tasks/index.html 

CLIC2021 

Validation 

Number 41 

Resolution 512×384 ~ 2048×1370 

Link https://clic.compression.cc/2021/tasks/index.html 

CLIC2022 

Validation 

Number 30 

Resolution 1151×2048 ~ 2048×2048 

Link https://clic.compression.cc/2022/ 

CLIC2024 

Validation 

Number 30 

Resolution 1152×2048 ~ 2048×2048 
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Link https://compression.cc/tasks/ 

 

Five open-source competing methods, Deep Lossy Plus Residual Coding (DLPR) [19], Conditional 

Diffusion Compression (CDC) [20], Image Compression with Transformers (ICT) [21], Quantized 

ResNet VAE (QRVAE) [27], and Vector Quantized VAE (VQVAE) [28], are adopted for comparison 

with the proposed CIC method. These methods are listed in Table 3 including algorithm name and 

web link. Because the proposed CIC method has the property of plug-and-play and Post-Training, 

five CIC versions of the competing methods, circular DLPR (CDLPR), circular CDC (CCDC), 

circular ICT (CICT), circular QRVAE (CQRVAE), and circular VQVAE (CVQVAE), are presented 

for comparison. 

 

Table 3. Competing methods. 

Method Link 

DLPR https://github.com/BYchao100/Deep-Lossy-Plus-Residual-Coding 

CDC https://github.com/buggyyang/CDC_compression 

ICT 
https://github.com/BYchao100/Towards-Image-Compression-and-Analysis-

with-Transformers 

QRVAE https://github.com/duanzhiihao/qres-vae 

VQVAE https://github.com/TimeEscaper/vq-vic 

 

Three experiments, quantization parameter, reconstruction performance, and out-of-sample, are 

designed to compare the performance between the conventional SIC and the proposed CIC. 

 

Three performance metrics, PSNR, SSIM, and BPSP, are selected to assess the capability of SIC 

and CIC. For reconstruction image f and original image f0, the definitions of PSNR, SSIM, and 

BPSP are described by the following mathematical equations: 

 

( )
( )

2

0 D
2

i 0i

i 1

255
PSNR , 10lg

1

D =

 
 
 =
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f f

f f

,                     (21) 

 

( )
( )( ) ( )( )
( )( ) ( )( )

0 0

0 0

2 2

0 2 22 2 2 2

2μ μ 0.01 255 2σ 0.03 255
SSIM ,

μ μ 0.01 255 σ σ 0.03 255

+  + 
=

+ +  + + 

f f ff

f f f f

f f ,           (22) 

 

B
BPSP

S W H C
=

  
,                           (23) 

 

where: 

fi is the i-th element of f; 

f0i is the i-th element of f0; 
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μf is the element-wised mean of f; 

μf0 is the element-wised mean of f0; 

σf is the element-wised standard deviation of f; 

σf0 is the element-wised standard deviation of f0; 

σff0 is the element-wised covariance of f and f0; 

B is the total number of bits for an image; 

S is the total number of bits for a subpixel; 

W is the width of an image; 

H is the height of an image; 

C is the total number of channels of an image. 

 

For the purpose of comparing the difference between the reconstruction images of SIC and CIC, 

absolute difference image and logic difference image are defined by the following mathematical 

equations. 

 

( ) ( ) ( )

( )
( ) ( )

( ) ( )

a t r

t r

l

t r

H W

a l t r

i, j i, j i, j

1, i, j i, j T
i, j

0, i, j i, j T

, , , R ;i, j ;T RZ

= −

 − 
= 

− 

  

f f f

f f
f

f f

f f f f
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where: 

fa is the absolute difference image; 

fl is the logic difference image; 

f is the testing image; 

fr is the reference image; 

i is the row index of an image; 

j is the column index of an image; 

H is the row size of an image; 

W is the column size of an image; 

T is a threshold. 

 

The experimental hardware platforms contain Intel CPU and Nvidia GPU. The experimental 

software platforms contain Google TensorFlow, FaceBook PyTorch, Microsoft COLAB, and 

MathWorks MATLAB running on Windows or Linux operating systems. Detailed hardware and 

software configurations are listed in Table 4. 

 

Table 4. Detailed hardware and software configurations. 

Hardware Configurations 

Item Value 

CPU Type Intel Core i7 

CPU Memory 8GB 

GPU Type NVIDIA Tesla V100 

GPU Memory 16GB 
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Software Configurations 

Item Value 

Input/Output Channels 3/3 

Batch Size 1 

Block Size 64×64 

Iteration Number (N) 1~10 

Iteration Constant (η) –1~+1 

 

4.2 Experimental Results 

4.2.1 Experimental Results of Quantization Parameter 

This experiment is designed to investigate the relationship between the performance of image 

compression and the quantization parameter. This experiment focuses on the DLPR and CDLPR 

algorithms and the single image, kodim01.png, of Kodak image dataset. It is shown in Figure 3 that 

PSNR decreases while quantization parameter τ increases and CDLPR outperforms DLPR in PSNR. 

It is also displayed in Figure 4 that SSIM decreases while quantization parameter τ increases and 

CDLPR exceeds DLPR in SSIM. It is further illustrated in Figure 5 that BPSP decreases while 

quantization parameter τ increases and CDLPR surpasses DLPR in BPSP. 

 

 

Figure 3. PSNR of DLPR and CDLPR on single image of Kodak image dataset. 
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Figure 4. SSIM of DLPR and CDLPR on single image of Kodak image dataset. 

 

 

Figure 5. BPSP of DLPR and CDLPR on single image of Kodak image dataset. 

 

4.2.2 Experimental Results of Reconstruction Performance 

This experiment is planned to compare the reconstruction performance between the traditional SIC 

and the proposed CIC. This experiment concentrates on five open-source competing methods and 

five public image datasets. 

 

Figures 6, 7, and 8 demonstrate the PSNR, SSIM, and BPSP of DLPR and CDLPR algorithms with 

quantization parameter τ=7 on Kodak image dataset. The experimental results indicate that the 

proposed CDLPR is superior to the classical DLPR in PSNR, SSIM, and BPSP. 
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Figure 6. PSNR of DLPR and CDLPR on Kodak image dataset. 

 

 

Figure 7. SSIM of DLPR and CDLPR on Kodak image dataset. 
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Figure 8. BPSP of DLPR and CDLPR on Kodak image dataset. 

 

Table 5 shows the PSNR, SSIM, and BPSP of DLPR and CDLPR with quantization parameter τ=7 

on five image datasets. The PSNR, SSIM, and BPSP are the averages on each dataset. ∆ is the 

average increment of PSNR or SSIM between CDLPR and DLPR on each dataset. ∆m is the 

maximum increment of PSNR or SSIM between CDLPR and DLPR on each dataset. ∆ is also the 

average decrement of BPSP between CDLPR and DLPR on each dataset. ∆m is also the maximum 

decrement of BPSP between CDLPR and DLPR on each dataset. The maximum PSNR increment 

is 1.7142 dB on CLIC2021 Test image dataset. The experimental results manifest that the proposed 

CDLPR holds superiority over the classical DLPR in PSNR, SSIM, and BPSP. 

 

Table 6 displays the PSNR, SSIM, and BPSP of CDC and CCDC with quantization parameter 

0.0128 on five image datasets. The maximum PSNR increment is 5.7129 dB on CLIC2021 Test 

image dataset. For the convenience of computation, some images are clipped to the same size as 

images of Kodak image dataset. The experimental results reveal that the proposed CCDC 

overbalances the classical CDC in PSNR and SSIM while both of them have the same BPSR. 

 

Table 7 illustrates the PSNR, SSIM, and BPSP of ICT and CICT with quantization parameter 3 on 

five image datasets. The maximum PSNR increment is 2.7907 dB on CLIC2021 Test image dataset. 

For the expediency of calculation, some images are trimmed to the same size as images of Kodak 

image dataset. The experimental results uncover that the proposed CICT overmatches the classical 

ICT in PSNR, SSIM, and BPSP. 

 

Table 8 demonstrates the PSNR, SSIM, and BPSP of QRVAE and CQRVAE with quantization 

parameter 16 on five image datasets. The maximum PSNR increment is 4.9347 dB on CLIC2021 

Test image dataset. For the facilitation of implementation, some images are tailored to the same size 

of images of Kodak image dataset. The experimental results indicate that the proposed CQRVAE 

outperforms the classical QRVAE in PSNR and SSIM while both of them have the same BPSR. 
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Table 9 exhibits the PSNR, SSIM, and BPSP of VQVAE and CVQVAE on five image datasets. The 

maximum PSNR increment is 1.5219 dB on CLIC2021 Validation image dataset. For the easiness 

of realization, some images are cropped to the same size as images of Kodak image dataset. The 

experimental results make clear that the proposed CVQVAE surpasses the classical VQVAE in 

PSNR and SSIM while both of them have the same BPSR. 

 

Table 5. Experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR on five image datasets. 

Dataset Kodak 
CLIC2021 

Test 

CLIC2021 

Validation 

CLIC2022 

Validation 

CLIC2024 

Validation 

PSNR↑ 

DLPR 40.0063  41.3359 40.5765  41.0578  40.2871 

CDLPR 40.1345  41.5588 40.7525  41.2347  40.4597 

∆ 0.1282  0.2229 0.1760  0.1769  0.1726 

∆m 0.1861  1.7142 0.4736  0.3763  0.3537 

SSIM↑ 

DLPR 0.9749  0.9711 0.9668  0.9714  0.9702 

CDLPR 0.9759  0.9739 0.9689  0.9728  0.9722 

∆ 0.0010  0.0027 0.0021  0.0014  0.0019 

∆m 0.0028  0.0388 0.0129  0.0054  0.0110 

BPSP↓ 

DLPR 0.6443  0.4610 0.5089  0.5436  0.5920 

CDLPR 0.6329  0.4541 0.4999  0.5312  0.5802 

∆ 0.0114  0.0069 0.0090  0.0123  0.0119 

∆m 0.0585  0.0565 0.0577  0.0803  0.0522 

 

Table 6. Experimental results of CDC and CCDC on five image datasets. 

Dataset Kodak 
CLIC2021 

Test 

CLIC2021 

Validation 

CLIC2022 

Validation 

CLIC2024 

Validation 

PSNR↑ 

CDC 34.3532 38.2491 36.8646 37.0497 36.7745 

CCDC 34.4227 38.7852 37.0708 37.6947 37.0449 

∆ 0.0694 0.5361 0.2062 0.6450 0.2704 

∆m 0.1448 5.7129 1.8855 2.8527 2.8118 

SSIM↑ 

CDC 0.9379 0.9447 0.9364 0.9409 0.9387 

CCDC 0.9382 0.9466 0.9373 0.9417 0.9405 

∆ 0.0003 0.0019 0.0009 0.0008 0.0018 

∆m 0.0015 0.0503 0.0144 0.0095 0.0131 

BPSP↓ 

CDC 0.8389 0.3926 0.5368 0.4751 0.4815 

CCDC 0.8389 0.3926 0.5368 0.4751 0.4815 

∆ 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

∆m 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

 

Table 7. Experimental results of ICT and CICT on five image datasets. 

Dataset Kodak 
CLIC2021 

Test 

CLIC2021 

Validation 

CLIC2022 

Validation 

CLIC2024 

Validation 

PSNR↑ ICT 29.4609 29.1243 29.6862 29.3554 28.1825 
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CICT 29.5614 29.2873 29.7799 29.4643 28.2794 

∆ 0.1005 0.1630 0.0936 0.1089 0.0969 

∆m 0.2573 2.7907 0.2281 0.2830 0.2254 

SSIM↑ 

ICT 0.7191 0.7994 0.7812 0.7940 0.7931 

CICT 0.7254 0.8042 0.7856 0.7984 0.7979 

∆ 0.0062 0.0048 0.0045 0.0045 0.0048 

∆m 0.0112 0.0237 0.0107 0.0142 0.0305 

BPSP↓ 

ICT 0.4007 0.3947 0.3445 0.4665 0.5397 

CICT 0.3313 0.3891 0.3395 0.4058 0.4683 

∆ 0.0694 0.0056 0.0049 0.0607 0.0715 

∆m 0.1378 0.0976 0.1155 0.1097 0.1148 

 

Table 8. Experimental results of QRVAE and CQRVAE on five image datasets. 

Dataset Kodak 
CLIC2021 

Test 

CLIC2021 

Validation 

CLIC2022 

Validation 

CLIC2024 

Validation 

PSNR↑ 

QRVAE 30.0170 34.0337 32.3537 33.4110 32.6968 

CQRVAE 30.9856 35.2369 33.3826 34.4798 33.8661 

∆ 0.9686 1.2032 1.0289 1.0688 1.1693 

∆m 1.2953 4.9347 2.5864 4.3077 3.6048 

SSIM↑ 

QRVAE 0.8093 0.8937 0.8625 0.8856 0.8873 

CQRVAE 0.8599 0.9102 0.8887 0.9013 0.9050 

∆ 0.0506 0.0164 0.0262 0.0157 0.0177 

∆m 0.0966 0.0991 0.1094 0.1028 0.0533 

BPSP↓ 

QRVAE 0.1829 0.0653 0.1008 0.0948 0.0860 

CQRVAE 0.1829 0.0653 0.1008 0.0948 0.0860 

∆ 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

∆m 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

 

Table 9. Experimental results of VQVAE and CVQVAE on five image datasets. 

Dataset Kodak 
CLIC2021 

Test 

CLIC2021 

Validation 

CLIC2022 

Validation 

CLIC2024 

Validation 

PSNR↑ 

VQVAE 32.1650 32.5532 32.8301 32.6257 33.1952 

CVQVAE 32.5840 32.9286 33.2335 32.9414 33.5463 

∆ 0.4190 0.3755 0.4034 0.3157 0.3511 

∆m 1.1633 0.8489 1.5219 1.2535 0.8269 

SSIM↑ 

VQVAE 0.9657 0.9613 0.9578 0.9685 0.9576 

CVQVAE 0.9663 0.9626 0.9586 0.9690 0.9601 

∆ 0.0006 0.0013 0.0009 0.0005 0.0025 

∆m 0.0020 0.0195 0.0082 0.0021 0.0397 

BPSP↓ 

VQVAE 0.9936 0.6831 0.7546 0.7986 0.8077 

CVQVAE 0.9936 0.6831 0.7546 0.7986 0.8077 

∆ 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 

∆m 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 
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In order to explicitly show the performance difference of image reconstruction between the 

proposed CIC and the classical SIC, some example images are displayed in Figures 9 to 13. 

 

Figure 9 shows the experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR with maximum PSNR increment on 

Kodak image dataset. Figure 9(a) is the original image, Figure 9(b) is the reconstruction image of 

DLPR, and Figure 9(c) is the reconstruction image of CDLPR. It is hard to discover the difference 

between Figure 9(b) and Figure 9(c). Figure 9(d) is the subblock of Figure 9(a), Figure 9(e) is the 

related subblock of Figure 9(b), and Figure 9(f) is the related subblock of Figure 9(c). Figure 9(d), 

(e), and (f) are marked with red boxes in Figure 9(a), (b), and (c) respectively. It is also hard to 

discover the difference between Figure 9(e) and Figure 9(f). Figure 9(g) is the absolute difference 

image block between Figure 9(e) and Figure 9(d), and Figure 9(h) is the absolute difference image 

block between Figure 9(f) and Figure 9(d). It is still hard to discover the difference between Figure 

9(g) and Figure 9(h). Figure 9(i) is the logic difference image block between Figure 9(e) and Figure 

9(d), and Figure 9(j) is the logic difference image block between Figure 9(f) and Figure 9(d). It is 

easy to discover the difference between Figure 9(i) and Figure 9(j). Figure 9(i) and Figure 9(j) 

indicate that the reconstruction image quality of CDLPR outperforms that of DLPR. Figure 9 

indicates that the proposed method is effective for testing images with sharp edges. 

 

Figure 10 displays the experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR with maximum PSNR rise on 

CLIC2021 test image dataset. Figure 10(a) is the original image, Figure 10(b) is the restoration 

image of DLPR, and Figure 10(c) is the restoration image of CDLPR. It is difficult to seek out the 

discrepancy between Figure 10(b) and Figure 10(c). Figure 10(d) is the subblock of Figure 10(a), 

Figure 10(e) is the related subblock of Figure 10(b), and Figure 10(f) is the related subblock of 

Figure 10(c). Figure 10(d), (e), and (f) are marked with red boxes in Figure 10(a), (b), and (c) 

respectively. It is also difficult to seek out the discrepancy between Figure 10(e) and Figure 10(f). 

Figure 10(g) is the absolute difference image block between Figure 10(e) and Figure 10(d), and 

Figure 10(h) is the absolute difference image block between Figure 10(f) and Figure 10(d). It is still 

difficult to seek out the discrepancy between Figure 10(g) and Figure 10(h). Figure 10(i) is the logic 

difference image block between Figure 10(e) and Figure 10(d), and Figure 10(j) is the logic 

difference image block between Figure 10(f) and Figure 10(d). It is effortless to seek out the 

discrepancy between Figure 10(i) and Figure 10(j). Figure 10(i) and Figure 10(j) reveal that the 

restoration image quality of CDLPR outbalances that of DLPR. Figure 10 shows that the proposed 

method is propitious to testing images with dark and high contrast. 

 

Figure 11 illustrates the experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR with maximum PSNR increase 

on CLIC2021 validation image dataset. Figure 11(a) is the original image, Figure 11(b) is the 

recovery image of DLPR, and Figure 11(c) is the recovery image of CDLPR. It is tough to check 

the discrimination between Figure 11(b) and Figure 11(c). Figure 11(d) is the subblock of Figure 

11(a), Figure 11(e) is the related subblock of Figure 11(b), and Figure 11(f) is the related subblock 

of Figure 11(c). Figure 11(d), (e), and (f) are marked with red boxes in Figure 11(a), (b), and (c) 

respectively. It is also tough to check the discrimination between Figure 11(e) and Figure 11(f). 

Figure 11(g) is the absolute difference image block between Figure 11(e) and Figure 11(d), and 

Figure 11(h) is the absolute difference image block between Figure 11(f) and Figure 11(d). It is still 
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tough to check the discrimination between Figure 11(g) and Figure 11(h). Figure 11(i) is the logic 

difference image block between Figure 11(e) and Figure 11(d), and Figure 11(j) is the logic 

difference image block between Figure 11(f) and Figure 11(d). It is toil-less to check the 

discrimination between Figure 11(i) and Figure 11(j). Figure 11(i) and Figure 11(j) uncover that the 

recovery image quality of CDLPR overmatches that of DLPR. Figure 11 demonstrates that the 

proposed method is appropriate for testing images with grid shapes. 

 

Figure 12 demonstrates the experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR with maximum PSNR 

improvement on CLIC2022 validation image dataset. Figure 12(a) is the original image, Figure 12(b) 

is the reestablishment image of DLPR, and Figure 12(c) is the reestablishment image of CDLPR. It 

is arduous to examine the distinction between Figure 12(b) and Figure 12(c). Figure 12(d) is the 

subblock of Figure 12(a), Figure 12(e) is the related subblock of Figure 12(b), and Figure 12(f) is 

the related subblock of Figure 12(c). Figure 12(d), (e), and (f) are marked with red boxes in Figure 

12(a), (b), and (c) respectively. It is also arduous to examine the distinction between Figure 12(e) 

and Figure 12(f). Figure 12(g) is the absolute difference image block between Figure 12(e) and 

Figure 12(d), and Figure 12(h) is the absolute difference image block between Figure 12(f) and 

Figure 12(d). It is still arduous to examine the distinction between Figure 12(g) and Figure 12(h). 

Figure 12(i) is the logic difference image block between Figure 12(e) and Figure 12(d), and Figure 

12(j) is the logic difference image block between Figure 12(f) and Figure 12(d). It is convenient to 

examine the distinction between Figure 12(i) and Figure 12(j). Figure 12(i) and Figure 12(j) disclose 

that the reestablishment image quality of CDLPR exceeds that of DLPR. Figure 12 indicates that 

the proposed method is fit for testing images with dark backgrounds and high contrast. 

 

Figure 13 exhibits the experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR with maximum PSNR gain on 

CLIC2024 validation image dataset. Figure 13(a) is the original image, Figure 13(b) is the 

rebuilding image of DLPR, and Figure 13(c) is the rebuilding image of CDLPR. It is formidable to 

inspect the distinguishing between Figure 13(b) and Figure 13(c). Figure 13(d) is the subblock of 

Figure 13(a), Figure 13(e) is the related subblock of Figure 13(b), and Figure 13(f) is the related 

subblock of Figure 13(c). Figure 13(d), (e), and (f) are marked with red boxes in Figure 13(a), (b), 

and (c) respectively. It is also formidable to inspect the distinguishing between Figure 13(e) and 

Figure 13(f). Figure 13(g) is the absolute difference image block between Figure 13(e) and Figure 

13(d), and Figure 13(h) is the absolute difference image block between Figure 13(f) and Figure 

13(d). It is still formidable to inspect the distinguishing between Figure 13(g) and Figure 13(h). 

Figure 13(i) is the logic difference image block between Figure 13(e) and Figure 13(d), and Figure 

13(j) is the logic difference image block between Figure 13(f) and Figure 13(d). It is facile to inspect 

the distinguishing between Figure 13(i) and Figure 13(j). Figure 13(i) and Figure 13(j) expose that 

the rebuilding image quality of CDLPR surpasses that of DLPR. Figure 13 shows the proposed 

method is suitable for testing images with complicated patterns. 

 

Therefore, the proposed CIC holds superiority over the classical SIC in reconstruction performance 

and is especially appropriate for testing images with sharp edges, dark backgrounds, high contrast, 

grid shapes, and complicated patterns. 
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                         (a) Original          (b) DLPR (PSNR=40.9653)     (c) CDLPR (PSNR=41.1514) 

       

        (d) Original (e) DLPR(41.6867) (f) CDLPR(42.0167) (g) DLPR      (h) CDLPR     (i) DLPR      (j) CDLPR 

Figure 9. Experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR with maximum PSNR increment on 

Kodak image dataset. 

 

   

                      (a) Original             (b) DLPR (PSNR=43.2816)     (c) CDLPR (PSNR=44.9958) 

       
     (d) Original  (e) DLPR(41.5044) (f) CDLPR(43.5667)  (g) DLPR      (h) CDLPR       (i) DLPR       (j) CDLPR 

Figure 10. Experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR with maximum PSNR increment on 

CLIC2021 test image dataset. 
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                (a) Original                  (b) DLPR (PSNR=39.9442)             (c) CDLPR (PSNR=40.4178) 

       

    (d) Original   (e) DLPR(40.6533) (f) CDLPR(42.0502)   (g) DLPR     (h) CDLPR       (i) DLPR        (j) CDLPR 

Figure 11. Experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR with maximum PSNR increment on 

CLIC2021 validation image dataset. 

 

   

                (a) Original                   (b) DLPR (PSNR=45.2744)            (c) CDLPR (PSNR=45.6507) 

       

   (d) Original   (e) DLPR(44.7260) (f) CDLPR(45.4461)  (g) DLPR        (h) CDLPR        (i) DLPR        (j) CDLPR 

Figure 12. Experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR with maximum PSNR increment on 

CLIC2022 validation image dataset. 

 

   

                (a) Original                   (b) DLPR (PSNR=43.1443)            (c) CDLPR (PSNR=43.4980) 

       

   (d) Original   (e) DLPR(42.8405) (f) CDLPR(44.6408)  (g) DLPR        (h) CDLPR        (i) DLPR        (j) CDLPR 

Figure 13. Experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR with maximum PSNR increment on 

CLIC2024 validation image dataset. 

 

4.2.3 Experiment Results of Out-of-Sample 

This experiment is arranged to assess the reconstruction performance for out-of-sample testing 
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images. Five typical out-of-sample testing images are selected in Figures 14 to 18. DLPR and 

CDLPR algorithms with quantization parameter τ=7 are chosen for performance comparison. The 

experimental results are listed in Table 9 and shown in Figures 14 to 18. 

 

Table 10 shows that the proposed CDLPR achieves big gain of PSNR, small gain of SSIM, and 

almost the same BPSP, compared with the classical DLPR. ∆s is the maximum increment of PSNR 

or SSIM between CDLPR and DLPR for the subblocks of out-of-sample testing images. ∆s is also 

the maximum decrement of BPSP between CDLPR and DLPR for the subblocks of out-of-sample 

testing images. 

 

Table 10. Experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR for out-of-sample testing images. 

Testing Images 1 2 3 4 5 

PSNR↑ 

DLPR 43.8426 43.5019 38.7692 40.7594 42.1485 

CDLPR 45.4137 44.9484 39.6996 41.7546 43.6161 

∆ 1.5711 1.4465 0.9304 0.9953 1.4676 

∆s 3.1953 1.9087 2.5383 2.4978 3.9212 

SSIM↑ 

DLPR 0.9675 0.9780 0.7085 0.8731 0.8925 

CDLPR 0.9781 0.9881 0.7648 0.9088 0.9257 

∆ 0.0105 0.0101 0.0562 0.0357 0.0333 

∆s 0.0108 0.0211 0.0554 0.0314 0.2889 

BPSP↓ 

DLPR 0.2127 0.3318 0.1021 0.5056 0.2626 

CDLPR 0.2127 0.3318 0.1021 0.4986 0.2626 

∆ 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0070 0.0000 

 

Figure 14 shows the experimental results of out-of-sample testing image 1. Figure 14(a) is the 

original image, Figure 14(b) is the reconstruction image of DLPR, and Figure 14(c) is the 

reconstruction image of CDLPR. It is hard to discover the difference between Figure 14(b) and 

Figure 14(c). Figure 14(d) is the subblock of Figure 14(a), Figure 14(e) is the related subblock of 

Figure 14(b), and Figure 14(f) is the related subblock of Figure 14(c). Figure 14(d), (e), and (f) are 

marked with red boxes in Figure 14(a), (b), and (c) respectively. It is also hard to discover the 

difference between Figure 14(e) and Figure 14(f). Figure 14(g) is the absolute difference image 

block between Figure 14(e) and Figure 14(d), and Figure 14(h) is the absolute difference image 

block between Figure 14(f) and Figure 14(d). It is still hard to discover the difference between 

Figure 14(g) and Figure 14(h). Figure 14(i) is the logic difference image block between Figure 14(e) 

and Figure 14(d), and Figure 14(j) is the logic difference image block between Figure 14(f) and 

Figure 14(d). It is easy to discover the difference between Figure 14(i) and Figure 14(j). Figure 14(i) 

and Figure 14(j) indicate that the reconstruction image quality of CDLPR outperforms that of DLPR. 

Figure 14 indicates that the proposed method is effective for out-of-sample testing images with dark 

backgrounds and detailed foregrounds. 

 

Figure 15 displays the experimental results of out-of-sample testing image 2. Figure 15(a) is the 

original image, Figure 15(b) is the restoration image of DLPR, and Figure 15(c) is the restoration 

image of CDLPR. It is difficult to seek out the discrepancy between Figure 15(b) and Figure 15(c). 

Figure 15(d) is the subblock of Figure 15(a), Figure 15(e) is the related subblock of Figure 15(b), 
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and Figure 15(f) is the related subblock of Figure 15(c). Figure 15(d), (e), and (f) are marked with 

red boxes in Figure 15(a), (b), and (c) respectively. It is also difficult to seek out the discrepancy 

between Figure 15(e) and Figure 15(f). Figure 15(g) is the absolute difference image block between 

Figure 15(e) and Figure 15(d), and Figure 15(h) is the absolute difference image block between 

Figure 15(f) and Figure 15(d). It is still difficult to seek out the discrepancy between Figure 15(g) 

and Figure 15(h). Figure 15(i) is the logic difference image block between Figure 15(e) and Figure 

15(d), and Figure 15(j) is the logic difference image block between Figure 15(f) and Figure 15(d). 

It is effortless to seek out the discrepancy between Figure 15(i) and Figure 15(j). Figure 15(i) and 

Figure 15(j) reveal that the restoration image quality of CDLPR outbalances that of DLPR. Figure 

15 shows that the proposed method is propitious to out-of-sample testing images with dark 

backgrounds and delicate foregrounds. 

 

Figure 16 illustrates the experimental results of out-of-sample testing image 3. Figure 16(a) is the 

original image, Figure 16(b) is the recovery image of DLPR, and Figure 16(c) is the recovery image 

of CDLPR. It is tough to check the discrimination between Figure 16(b) and Figure 16(c). Figure 

16(d) is the subblock of Figure 16(a), Figure 16(e) is the related subblock of Figure 16(b), and 

Figure 16(f) is the related subblock of Figure 16(c). Figure 16(d), (e), and (f) are marked with red 

boxes in Figure 16(a), (b), and (c) respectively. It is also tough to check the discrimination between 

Figure 16(e) and Figure 16(f). Figure 16(g) is the absolute difference image block between Figure 

16(e) and Figure 16(d), and Figure 16(h) is the absolute difference image block between Figure 16(f) 

and Figure 16(d). It is still tough to check the discrimination between Figure 16(g) and Figure 16(h). 

Figure 16(i) is the logic difference image block between Figure 16(e) and Figure 16(d), and Figure 

16(j) is the logic difference image block between Figure 16(f) and Figure 16(d). It is toil-less to 

check the discrimination between Figure 16(i) and Figure 16(j). Figure 16(i) and Figure 16(j) 

uncover that the recovery image quality of CDLPR overmatches that of DLPR. Figure 16 

demonstrates that the proposed method is appropriate for out-of-sample testing images with dark 

backgrounds and exquisite foregrounds. 

 

Figure 17 demonstrates the experimental results of out-of-sample testing image 4. Figure 17(a) is 

the original image, Figure 17(b) is the reestablishment image of DLPR, and Figure 17(c) is the 

reestablishment image of CDLPR. It is arduous to examine the distinction between Figure 17(b) and 

Figure 17(c). Figure 17(d) is the subblock of Figure 17(a), Figure 17(e) is the related subblock of 

Figure 17(b), and Figure 17(f) is the related subblock of Figure 17(c). Figure 17(d), (e), and (f) are 

marked with red boxes in Figure 17(a), (b), and (c) respectively. It is also arduous to examine the 

distinction between Figure 17(e) and Figure 17(f). Figure 17(g) is the absolute difference image 

block between Figure 17(e) and Figure 17(d), and Figure 17(h) is the absolute difference image 

block between Figure 17(f) and Figure 17(d). It is still arduous to examine the distinction between 

Figure 17(g) and Figure 17(h). Figure 17(i) is the logic difference image block between Figure 17(e) 

and Figure 17(d), and Figure 17(j) is the logic difference image block between Figure 17(f) and 

Figure 17(d). It is convenient to examine the distinction between Figure 17(i) and Figure 17(j). 

Figure 17(i) and Figure 17(j) disclose that the reestablishment image quality of CDLPR exceeds 

that of DLPR. Figure 17 indicates that the proposed method is fit for out-of-sample testing images 

with dark backgrounds and intricate patterns. 
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Figure 18 exhibits the experimental results of out-of-sample testing image 5. Figure 18(a) is the 

original image, Figure 18(b) is the rebuilding image of DLPR, and Figure 18(c) is the rebuilding 

image of CDLPR. It is formidable to inspect the distinguishing between Figure 18(b) and Figure 

18(c). Figure 18(d) is the subblock of Figure 18(a), Figure 18(e) is the related subblock of Figure 

18(b), and Figure 18(f) is the related subblock of Figure 18(c). Figure 18(d), (e), and (f) are marked 

with red boxes in Figure 18(a), (b), and (c) respectively. It is also formidable to inspect the 

distinguishing between Figure 18(e) and Figure 18(f). Figure 18(g) is the absolute difference image 

block between Figure 18(e) and Figure 18(d), and Figure 18(h) is the absolute difference image 

block between Figure 18(f) and Figure 18(d). It is still formidable to inspect the distinguishing 

between Figure 18(g) and Figure 18(h). Figure 18(i) is the logic difference image block between 

Figure 18(e) and Figure 18(d), and Figure 18(j) is the logic difference image block between Figure 

18(f) and Figure 18(d). It is facile to inspect the distinguishing between Figure 18(i) and Figure 

18(j). Figure 18(i) and Figure 18(j) expose that the rebuilding image quality of CDLPR surpasses 

that of DLPR. Figure 18 shows the proposed method is suitable for out-of-sample testing images 

with high contrast and tangled patterns. 

 

All in all, the proposed CIC is superior to the classical SIC in reconstruction performance and is 

especially suitable for out-of-sample testing images with dark backgrounds, detailed foregrounds, 

complicated patterns, and high contrast. 

 

   

               (a) Original                   (b) DLPR (PSNR=43.8426)            (c) CDLPR (PSNR=45.4137) 

       

   (d) Original   (e) DLPR(45.1323) (f) CDLPR(48.3276)   (g) DLPR       (h) CDLPR        (i) DLPR        (j) CDLPR 

Figure 14. Experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR for out-of-sample testing image 1. 

 

   

               (a) Original                   (b) DLPR (PSNR=43.5019)            (c) CDLPR (PSNR=44.9484) 

       

   (d) Original   (e) DLPR(42.7877) (f) CDLPR(44.6964)   (g) DLPR       (h) CDLPR        (i) DLPR        (j) CDLPR 
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Figure 15. Experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR for out-of-sample testing image 2. 

 

   
               (a) Original                   (b) DLPR (PSNR=38.7692)         (c) CDLPR (PSNR=39.6996) 

       

   (d) Original   (e) DLPR(41.9022) (f) CDLPR(44.4406)   (g) DLPR       (h) CDLPR       (i) DLPR        (j) CDLPR 

Figure 16. Experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR for out-of-sample testing image 3. 

 

   

               (a) Original                    (b) DLPR (PSNR=40.7594)           (c) CDLPR (PSNR=41.7546) 

       

   (d) Original   (e) DLPR(44.7458) (f) CDLPR(47.2436)   (g) DLPR       (h) CDLPR       (i) DLPR        (j) CDLPR 

Figure 17. Experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR for out-of-sample testing image 4. 

 

   

               (a) Original                   (b) DLPR (PSNR=42.1485)              (c) CDLPR (PSNR=43.6161) 

       

   (d) Original   (e) DLPR(36.5007) (f) CDLPR(40.4219)   (g) DLPR       (h) CDLPR       (i) DLPR        (j) CDLPR 



28 

 

Figure 18. Experimental results of DLPR and CDLPR for out-of-sample testing image 5. 

 

5 Conclusion 

This paper proposes the CIC framework which is a mixture of open-loop and closed-loop 

architectures. The open-loop structure comprises encoding and decoding units while the closed-loop 

structure comprises coding element, decoding element, summator, multiplier, and integrator. The 

CIC is described by a nonlinear loop equation which is resolved by linear approximation of Taylor 

series expansion, and the zero steady-state error of the CIC is mathematically proved. The proposed 

CIC can minimize the intrinsic difference between testing and training images and improve the 

performance of image reconstruction. The proposed CIC holds the property of plug-and-play and 

Post-Training and can be established on any existing advanced SIC algorithms. The experimental 

results on five public image compression datasets show that the proposed CIC outperforms five 

open-source state-of-the-art SIC approaches. Experimental results further show that the proposed 

CIC is particularly effective for out-of-sample testing images with dark backgrounds, sharp edges, 

high contrast, grid shapes, and complex patterns. 

 

In our future work, the proposed CIC will be verified on more public image compression datasets 

and more existing open-source leading SIC methods. The proposed CIC will also be incorporated 

into In-Training procedure. Some advanced control theory, such as fuzzy logic, will further be 

considered in the proposed CIC. 
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