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diminishing request. At that point the pixel values 0's and
255's in the picture (i.e., the pixel values in charge of the
salt and pepper noise) are expelled from the picture. At
that point the average estimation of the remaining pixels is
taken. This average quality is utilized to supplant the
uproarious pixel. This channel is called trimmed average
channel in light of the fact that the pixel values 0's and
255's are expelled from the chose window. This system
uproots clamor in preferred path over the ATMF.

3. Proposed Algorithm

The adapted decision based unsymmetrical trimmed mean
filter cascaded with Gaussian (ADBUTMF) method forms
the tainted pictures by first distinguishing the Salt and
Pepper contamination. The handling pixel is checked
whether it is uproarious or boisterous free. That is, if the
transforming pixel lies in the middle of maximum and
minimum gray level values then it is noise free pixel, it is
left unaltered or intact. In the event that the handling pixel
takes the most extreme or least gray level then it is
boisterous pixel which is prepared by . The steps of the
proposed algorithm are clarified as takes after.

4. Algorithm

Step 1: Select 2-D window of size 3X3. Assume that the
pixel being processed is Xij

Step 2: If then is an uncorrupted pixel and its value is left
unchanged. This is discussed in Case 1) of Section 1V.
Step 3: If more than one pixel is a corrupted pixel in the
selected window then two cases are possible as given in
Case i) and ii).

Case i): If the selected window contains all the elements as
0’s and 255’s. than increase the window size 4X4 and find
non 0’s and 255 value. and save tis value to replace Xij of
the element of window.

Case ii): If the selected window contains not all elements
as 0’s and 255’s. Then eliminate 255’s and 0’s and find the
mean value of the remaining elements. Replace Xij with
the mean value.

Step 4: Repeat steps 1 to 3 until all the pixels in the entire
image are processed. The pictorial representation of each
case of the proposed algorithm is shown in Fig. 1. The
detailed description of each case of the flow chart shown
in Fig. 1 is illustrated through an example in Section IV.

5. MHlustration of the Proposed Algorithm

Each and every pixel element of the image under
observation is performed replacement with, if necessary
for the presence of salt and pepper noise. Required cases
are shown in this Section. If the processing pixel is noisy
and all other pixel elements are 0’s or 255’s is shown in
Case I). If the processing pixel is noisy pixel that is 0 or
255 is illustrated in Case ii). If the processing pixel is not
noisy pixel and its value lies between 0 and 255 is
illustrated in Case iii).

Case i): If the selected window contains salt & pepper
noise as processing pixel (i.e., 255/0 pixel value) and
neighboring pixel values contains all pixels that adds salt
and pepper noise to the Image then increase the window
size and find out if any non 0’s or 255 is present to replace
the processing pixel:
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Figure 1: Flow Chart of Proposed Methodology

Since all the elements in the surrounding window is ¥
0’s and 255’s.

If one takes the mean value it will be either 0 or 255 which
is again noisy. To solve this problem, increase the size of
window i.e. 4X4 and check for the value which is non zero
and 255 and replace the processing pixel by that value or if
the expanded window is also noisy than calculate the mean
of the selected 3X3 window and the processing pixel is
replaced by the mean value.

Case ii): If the selected window contains salt or pepper
noise as processing pixel (i.e., 255/0 pixel value) and
neighboring pixel values contains some pixels that adds
salt (i.e., 255 pixel value) and pepper noise to the image:
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78 90 0
120 (0) 255

97 255 T3

Where “0” is processing pixel, i.e, now eliminate the salt
and pepper noise from the selected window. That is,
elimination of 0’s and 255’s. The 1-D array of the ahove
matrix is [78 90 0 120 0 255 97 255 73]. After elimination
of 0’s and 255’s the pixel values in the selected window
will be [78 90 120 97 73]. Here the mean value is 91.
Hence replace the processing pixel by 91.

Case iii): If the selected window contains a noise free pixel
as a processing pixel, it does not require further
processing. For example, if the processing pixel is 90 then
it is noise free pixel:

13 67 ?u]
55 (90) 79
85 81 HﬁJ

Where “90” is processing pixel. Since “90” is a noise free
pixel it does not require further Processing.

6. Simulated Results

The final image obtained after applying algorithm is tested
and compared with the previous results and the
corresponding values of the parameters. Noise is varied
from 10% to 90%. Denoising performances are
quantitatively measured by the PSNR as defined in (1).
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where MSE stands for mean square error, MXN is size of
the image, Y represents the original image, denotes the
denoised image.

Table 1: PSNR of proposed and existing algorithm at 10%
to 90% noise density
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The PSNR values of the proposed algorithm are compared
against the existing algorithms by varying the noise
density from 10% to 90% and are shown in Table above.
From the Tables above, it is observed that the performance
of the Cascaded Gaussian is better than the existing
algorithms at both low and high noise densities.

The qualitative analysis of the proposed algorithm against
the existing algorithms at different noise densities for
Baboon image is shown in Fig. below. In this figure, the
first column represents the processed image using MF at
80% and 90% noise densities. Subsequent columns
represent the processed images for AMF, PSMF, DBA,
MDBA, MDBUTMF and Cascaded  Gaussian. The
proposed algorithm is tested against images namely
Baboon and Lena. The images are corrupted by with upto
90% “Salt and Pepper” noise. The PSNR values of these
images using different algorithms are given in Figure
below. From the figure, it can be made out that the
Cascaded Gaussian provides better PSNR = values
irrespective of the nature of the input image.

The Cascaded Gaussian is also used to process the color
images that are corrupted by salt and pepper noise. The
color image taken into account is Baboon. In Fig. below,
the first column represents the processed image using MF
at 80% and 90% noise Densities. Subsequent columns
represent the processed images for PSMF, DBA, MDBA
and MDBUTMF. From the figure, it is possible to observe
that the "quality of the restored image using proposed
algorithm is better than the quality of the restored image
using existing algorithms.
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Figure 2: Results of different algorithms for Baboon
image. (a) Output of MF. (b) Output of AMF. (c) Output
of PSMF. (d) Output of DBA. (e) Output of MDBA. (f)
Output of MDBUTMF (g) Output of Cascaded Gaussian.

Row 1 and Row 2 show processed results of various
algorithms for image corrupted by 80% and 90% noise

densities, respectively.

(a) ®)

Impact Factor (2012): 3.358

Figure 3: Original Image

(e) (d)

Figure 4: Result of the Algorithm on Lena Image with different Noise inputs (a) 60% (b) 70% (c) 80% (d) 90%

7. Conclusion

The aim of this article was to propose a better algorithmic
approach towards the image- retrieval from an image
induced with high density Salt and Pepper noaise. The
proposed Cascade Gaussian. Algorithmic approach has
proven efficient and useful for this task. The algorithm was
compared with the existing methods like MDBUTMF, MF,
AMF and others and hence it was found that its
performance was better in all the available approach
currently extant. Even at the high noise levels of 80-90%
the method gives efficient and promising results and
thereby can be said that the method is effective for High
density Salt & Pepper noise removal. Future experiments
can be done on colored or RGB image with the same
algorithm or better approach.
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