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Posterior Mean Super-resolution with a Causal
Gaussian Markov Random Field Prior

Takayuki Katsuki, Akira Torii, and Masato Inoue

Abstract—We propose a Bayesian image super-resolution (SR) framework, mainly consists of an HR image prior, and some-
method with a causal Gaussian Markov random field (MRF) times includes both the hyperparameter prior for the HR
prior. SR is a technique to estimate a spatially high-resoltion image prior and the registration prior. The objective fimrct

image from given multiple low-resolution images. An MRF moctl luates h d bad timator is. Th timat
with the line process supplies a preferable prior for naturd evaluates how good or bad an estimator Is. e estimator

images with edges. We improve the existing image transformian ~ Usually represents the inferred HR image, and sometimes
model, the compound MRF model, and its hyperparameter prior includes auxiliary parameters; e.g., the registratiorapeaters
model. We also logically derive the optimal estimator — not and edge information. The optimization method numerically
joint maximum a posteriori (MAP) or marginalized maximum — 5yimizes/minimizes the objective function and determine

likelihood (ML), but posterior mean (PM) — from the objective th timator. A timizati thod i t f
function of the L2-norm (mean square error) -based peak sigal- € eslimator. An optimization method IS not necessary for

to-noise ratio (PSNR). Point estimates such as MAP and ML Simple problems in which an analytical exact solution can be
are generally not stable in ill-posed high-dimensional prblems obtained. Since the earliest work by Tsai and Huang [1], SR
because of overfitting, while PM is a stable estimator becaesall has been accomplished using various methods, which can be
the parameters in the model are evaluated as distributionsThe categorized according to these three key features.

estimator is numerically determined by using variational Bayes. To deal with . blurri dd i i
Variational Bayes is a widely used method that approximatet 0 aeal with warping, biurring, and downsampling, a linear

determines the complicated posterior distribution withou any transformation model is frequently used. Warping is usuall
parameter tuning, but it is generally hard to apply because he limited with planar rotation and parallel translation. Bing

conjugate prior is needed. We solve this problem with simple js defined by using a point spread function (PSF); a square
Taylor approximations: Experimental results havm_e shown that or Gaussian type PSF is common. Downsampling denotes
the proposed method is more accurate than existing methods. . . .
the sampling from an HR image to construct an LR image.
Index Terms—super-resolution, Bayesian inference, Markov Downsampling sometimes includes anti-aliasing. Sincedhe
random field prior, line process, posterior mean, variatiorl  {hyee transformations are linear, they can be combinedanto
Bayes, Taylor approximation. single transformation matrix. As for the noise model, pixel
independent additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) is uguall
|. INTRODUCTION employed.
The Bayesian framework, especially the HR image prior, is
Super-resolution (SR) is an information processing techuite useful for SR. The HR image prior provides appropriate
nique that makes it possible to infer a spatially high-reoh  smoothness between neighboring pixel luminances. A com-
(HR) image of a scene from corresponding multiple lownon type of HR image prior imposes an L2-norm penalty
resolution (LR) images that are affected by warping, bigyi on differences between horizontally and vertically adjace
and noise. SR can be applied for a variety of images; e.gixel luminances (the first derivative). The L1-norm of the
still images extracted from several sequential video faméirst derivative is sometimes used, which has the advantage o
SR needs the registration of LR images in addition to thebust inference against outliers. The TV priar [2] empltyes
image restoration of the registered LR images. SR is an ill1-norm of the gradient vector. The Huber pridt [3] employs
posed inverse problem: the degrees of freedom of the systg@mixture prior of L1- and L2-norms. The SAR model [4]-[6]
is higher than the dimensionality of the observed LR imagesmploys the response of a two-dimensional Laplacian filter
so the complete determination of an HR image is impossibighe second derivative). The Gaussian process prior [7] has
Therefore, the HR image is frequently inferred as the mosgighboring pixels spread according to a Gaussian disimibu
preferable image in the framework of the probabilistic mfo |n addition to the degree of smoothness between neighboring
mation processing. The probabilistic information progess pixels, information regarding the discontinuity, or ecal@ntly,
has three key features: 1) model, 2) objective function,@ndthe edges or line process, is also useful for inference. A
optimization method. In the SR problem, the model include®mmon type of prior implementing edges is the compound
the observation model and the prior model. The observgtarkov random field (MRF) prior introduced by Geman &
tion model consists of warping, blurring, downsamplingd anGeman [[8], which is widely used if][9]=[11]. With respect to
noise models. The prior model, necessary for the Bayesig@ compound MRF [12][ [13] prior, the normalizing constant
or equivalently, the partition function, is usually difficuo
Takayuki Katsuki, Akira Torii, and Masato Inoue are with thepartment cglculate because it has an exponential calculation cdst wi
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Scene Warped Blurred Downsampled Noise added

of Gaussian MRF prior whose calculation cost is polynomial. [ - — — —

We try to improve this prior in this paper. ’4‘% % ? T L » T
The SR estimator should be derived from an objective O O I

function. As the objective function, a posterior distriouthas

been widely employed. Since the posterior distributiorallgu Fi9- 1. An illustration of the image observation process

includes both the HR image and registration parameters, the

joint maximum a posteriori (MAP) solution [4] is a suitable _ )

estimator for this objective function. Other than joint MAPstra!ghtforward apprpach, but _p0_53|_bly it was npt proposed

use of marginalized maximum likelihood (ML)I[7].[10] Orearller because an important limitation of variational Bay

marginalized MAP [[3] has been proposed. Tipping et aiF that a conjugate prior is needed. We solve this problem

and Kanemura et al. determines the registration parametd¥9ugh simple Taylor approximations. In chapter II, we de-
{lne models, where we introduce a unified warping, blurring

by ML inference, where the HR image is marginalized out, ) . . .
and determines the HR image by MAP inference. Pickup QPd downsampling model, an improved HR image prior, an

al determines the HR image by MAP inference, where tH@proved hyperparameter prior, and a _regi_stration _prinr. I
registration uncertainties are marginalized out, and ragsu chapter lll, we employ PSNR as the objective function, and

the registration parameters are pre-registered by stemeigis- derive the optimal estimator from_this objectivg functi_d;n_.
tration techniques. Marginalized ML is also called type ILM chapter IV, we determme_ the_ estimator by using variational
evidence approximation, or empirical Bayes. Marginalikéd Bayes and Taylor apprOX|mat|on_s. Ir_' chapt_er_ V. we evaluate
has no registration prior, unlike marginalized MAP. Picletp the proposed mgthod by comparing it to existing methods. In
al. [3] reported that marginalized MAP is superior to botﬁhapterVI,we discuss the advantages of the proposed method

joint MAP and marginalized ML. We evaluate the accuracy chapter Vi, we conclude.

of SR methods by L2-norm (mean square error) -based peak

signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR). Therefore, we think it isurat Il. MODEL
to employ PSNR as the objective function. For this objectiv& Definitions

function, posterior mean (PM) is a suitable estimator. The First, we show the definitions of the gamma, Bernoulli, and
variational Bayes[[14] approachl[2] seems to approximatea/ ! ' '

) X ian distributi d in thi :
determine the PM of the HR image although they assumeaUSSIan ISITIbUTions Used i this paper

some registration param_eters are knoyvn and use pointfﬂstirjbamma(x; a,b) = b 2@ le™ (2> 0),

model parameters obtained by ML inference. To determine I(a)

the exact PM of the HR image, all parameters other than thernoulli(z; 1) = p*(1 — p)*~*  (z € {0,1}),

HR image should be marginalized out over the joint posterior N, %) = |27r2|*%e*%<m*“>Tzfl(m*“> (€ RY),

distribution.
The type of optimization method to use is not a substantiglere,T' is the gamma function,e | denotes the determinant

problem compared to the choice of model and objectiv a given matrix,R is the real number field, and is the

function, but it is still important. Since almost all gooddimension ofx. Also, the logistic function and Kullback-

estimators cannot be exactly determined because of difficukibler (KL) divergence from distributiom(x) to ¢(x) are
analytical integration or an exponential calculation cestne respectively defined as

approximation methods need to be introduced. Also, pa@met

tuning is necessary in many numerical optimization methods logistic(x) = ;_w,

e.g., of the initial value and the step-width settings indigat 1te

methods. Specifically, in early work done on image restorati Dy (p(x)||q(x)) = <1n @> ,
an annealing method was used for the joint MAP solution [8], q(x) p(x)

[15]. For margi_nalized ML_and margi_nalized MAP solutionsy here the angle brackets), denote the expectation efwith
the scaled conjugate gradients algorithm was used([BIi7]. yespect to a distribution. Also, tr denotes the trace of a given

recent work, the variational expectation-maximizatioME matrix. Superscript” denotes the transposéiag denotes a
algorithm has been applied, which includes a gradient methgiagonal matrix I is an identity matrix of appropriate size.
in M-step [11]. The variational Bayes approach has also begn, ;erg vector or a zero matrix of appropriate size. All the
applied [2]. This method includes the nested optimizatibn Qectors in this paper are column vectofse ||> denotes the

the majorization-minimization approach. This majori@ati | » horm of a given vector. At this point, these variableséhav

minimization approach seems to affect both the HR imaggso|ytely nothing to do with the variables that appear.late
prior and the estimator. Specifically, it modifies the TV ptio

include a discontinuity parameter (called local spatiévig). )
In addition, this parameter is point-estimated when the HR Observation Model
image is inferred. Our task is to estimate an HR grayscale image €
In this paper, we propose a new SR method that emploRd¥= from observed multiple LR grayscale imagds =
a “causal” Gaussian MRF prior and utilizes variational Baye{y,}~ ,,y; € R"v. The imageg, andz are regarded as lex-
to calculate the optimal estimator, PM, with respect to tHeographically stacked vectors. The number of pixels farhea
objective function of the L2-norm-based PSNR. This is BR image is assumed to be less than that of the HR image; i.e.,



Ny < N.. We do this estimation using an SR technique whodiee processn consists of binary latent variableg; ; <
resolution enhancement factords=/N,/N,,. Although we {0,1} for all adjacent pixel pairs and j. Its size equals
define the range of a pixel luminance value as infinite, we usg, = 2 x [number of HR image’s horizontal pixels 1] x
—1 for black, +1 for white, and values betweenl and+1 [number of HR image’s vertical pixels 1]. We define the

for gradual gray. prior as
The image observation process is modeled as shown in
Fig. [; the HR imagex is geometrically warped, blurred, P(x,n|\, p, %) = p(x|n, p, £)p(n|\) @)
downsampled, and corrupted by noisdo form the observed P s KL s
LR imagey;: =exp | =AY (1-mi;) — 3 > niglwi—z;)* - 5 llll2
i~ in~g
y = W(di)z + €, 1)
1. |A(n,p,~K) -~
or, more strictly, + 3 In — 5 + Ny, Inlogistic(N) |, (8)
L
p(Yx,5,®) = [[ N W(p)a, 5711).  (2) Where
=t p(n|A) = HBernouHi (15,5 logistic(N)) , 9)
The ¢, € R™v is AWGN with precision (inverse variance) i~
(> O).. Here,W.(qSl) is the transformgﬂon r_natnx that operate.s p(x|n, p, &) = N(x;0, A(n, p, k) 1), (10)
warping, blurring, and downsampling simultaneously. It is -
defined as 0D i Mk + 8, 1 =],
i A, ps K)ij = =P i~ J, (11)
W ()i, = exp (_5Hk|‘2) 3) 0, otherwise.
1,] —

— 272 g 22 ’
95 (Ko, *7)19 (k *T) . . . .
3 ( ¢ 3Py © Here, the summatloEiNj is taken over all pairs of adjacent
i | cos 0, sin6, (af— 6) - @) pixels. The notatior ~ j means that théth and thej-th pix-
~ |—sin6; cos6; RS els are adjacent in upward, downward, leftward, and righdwa

o, directions. The line procesgswitches the local characteristics
D3(u,q) =1+2)  ¢" cos2nu, (5) of the prior. It indicates whether two adjacent pixels take
n=1 similar values or independent values. Whegp, = 1, the

where vectors and j denote the two-dimensional positions~th and thej-th pixels are strongly smoothed according to
of the i-th pixel of the observed LR image and theth the quadratic penalty, whereas there is no smoothing when
pixel of the original HR image, respectively. Subscripts " = 0- The hyperparametek (> 0) is an edge penalty

and y respectively denote horizontal and vertical positiond@rameter which prevents,; from excessively taking edges.
on the image. Here, we define the center of each imabjote that\ is restricted to positive because negatieads to

as the origin. We also define that the size of each pixel fsréward rather than a penalty for taking edges. Als@: 0)

1 by 1. 95 is the elliptic theta function. We introduce it'S @ smoot_hness parameter which prevents the differences of
as the normalizing constant for sampling from a Gaussi&diacent pixel luminances from becoming large, an¢> 0)
distribution at regular intervals. This normalizing castis 1S @ contrast parameter which preventsfrom taking an
derived under the assumption that the HR image has an infid[@@Properly large absolute valued(n, p, x) is the No x N
number ofo (middle gray) pixels aroundV,, pixels. Especially Precision matrix ofe.

on the marginal portion of the HR image, the elliptic theta We have defined the joint distribution af andn in the
function enables more favorable normalization than what hierm of p(n)p(z|n). We call such a model “causal” because
been achieved elsewherié [7], [1H), is a four-dimensional 77 Seems to cause. The MRF model is defined as having the
vector consisting of the transformation parameters: imtat  Property

motion paramete#;, translational motion parametéy, and
b|urring parametefyl’ p(SCAm\I,L, 77) = p(x1|wﬁ(l)a ni,ﬁ(i)) (12)

®={p},, &= [orklies = 100,01, [01)y,v])". (6) In this case; i.e., the conditional distribution of a random
_ _ ) variable, z;, given all other variablesz\z; and n, equals
In this paper, we assumg differs for each observed image. ihe conditional distribution of the random variable givés i
“neighboring” variablesx ;) andm; ;). If this conditional
C. HR Image Prior distribution is a Gaussian distribution, such an MRF isezhll

Here, we introduce a “causal” Gaussian MRF prior fof Gaus“smn MRF. , o . .
the HR image and additional latent variables. These la- 1€ “compound” MRF prior is usually defined in the form
tent variables are called the line process that contrdlsthe Gibbs distribution’[8],
the local correlation among pixel luminances. The intro- exp(—ﬁ(m )
duction of the latent variables enables explicit expres- p(x,m) = — , (13)
sion of the possible discontinuity in the HR image. The 2y [ exp(=H(z,n))dz




which is based on some microstate energy function, or equiv- [1l. OBJECTIVE FUNCTION AND ESTIMATOR

alently, a Hamiltonian, such as A. Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR)
H(x,n) First, we confirm that the joint distribution of all random
p K variables can now be explicitly given as
E/\Z(l—m,j)Jr§Zﬁi,j($i—xj)2+§||w|\§- (14)
invg i p(sz) :p(Y|m7ﬁ7 Q)p(wa,’ﬂ/\apvﬁ)p()‘apa ’iaﬁ)p(é)a
In addition to the property of Eq.(12), a compound MRF also (20)
has the property of z = [z,n, [\ p, K, B], @], (21)

(15) Once the joint distribution is obtained, we can derive all
the marginal and conditional distributions; e.g., the poet

whereas the proposed causal Gaussian MRF prior does miigtribution p(2|Y’) and joint distribution of the HR and LR

Therefore, we do not call the proposed prior a “compoundthagesp(Y', x).

MRF prior. One of the most commonly used evaluation functions of

the inferred image would be the L2-norm (mean square error)

-based PSNR. It is defined as

P(nigle, m\nij) = p(ni jlzi, 5),

D. Hyperparameter Prior )

Generally, prior distributions should be non-informative PSNR(Z; ) = 10log;g ————5>
unless we have explicit reasons because an informative prio N_wIIm —ll3

leads to heuristics. Actually, we define the prior distibo$ where & is the estimator of the HR image and is the
for the hyperparameters of the HR image prior to be as nofue HR image. Since only LR imaged/, are available
informative as possible, for the estimator, we sometimes explicitly express it as a
_ 0.0 0.0 function form,z(Y"). Now, our objective function (functional)
p(A, p, K, B) = Gamma(); ay’, by') Gamma(p; a,’, b)) to maximize regarding the estimator is defined as
x Gamma(x; a?,9) Gamma(; ag)), bg))),

(22)

o 15 (PSNR(&(Y ); ),y ) - @3)
0 —10-2.p0 = 1072, 40 =10-2.50 = 102 This is because we prefer good estimator performance on
= AT > Ao = e ’ average over various HR images and the corresponding LR
O —10-2 10 —1n0-2 ,0 — 102 10 — 1n—2 ) 9 9 P 9
a; =1077,b) =107, ay =1077,b5 =107~ (17) images. Here, we assume that the occurrence rate of HR
For a gamma distribution, the number of effective prio?nd LR ‘images exactly coincides with the model we just

observations in the Bayesian framework is equal to two timggroduced.

parameter. As shown later, the number of observations for .
the hyperparametex is NV,, in this SR. Also, that fop andx B. Posterior Mean (PM)

is N, and that for3 is LNN,. Therefore, the above settings — Using the objective function above, we can explicitly deriv
e.g.,2af€) < N, —are considered sufficiently non-informativethe best estimator of the HR image as the PM,

. _ - argmax (PSNR(Z(Y ); @),y 2) = (T) p(ajy) - (24)
E. Registration Prior 2(Y)
For the registration parameters including the blurring p&lote thatp(x|Y’) needs marginalization of all parameters
rameter, we also define the corresponding prior as other thanx over p(z|Y"). If the PM of the line process or
other model parameters is necessary, it can also be detmin

L
in the same manner.
p(®@) = [[N(di: 1), B9), (18)

=1
IV. OPTIMIZATION METHOD
ufg) =0,0,0,12/0?, zg? = diag[107°,10°,10°,1073]. o
! ! (19) A. Variational Bayes
Though we could derive the optimal estimator, we cannot

For the rotation parameté, the prior assumes-1.81 degree opiqin the analytical solutions of the posterior distriont

180 - ~J 1 i i i i - . . . . .
(5-v1072 ~ 1.81). This is considered suitable for this SR, y") and marginalized posterior distributigiiz|Y"). Con-

task.. Similarly, an as.sumption of + 1 pi?<els for [di], arg);j sequently, we have to rely on approximation. Here, we employ
[61], is considered suitable. For the blurring parametey.y,  the variational Bayes.

is derived as the value equivalent to the anti-aliasing ef th Tne variational Bayes| [14] provides a trial distribution

scale factor. _ q(z) that approximates the true posterior. We impose the
For simplicity, we also define the mean value for the gammgctorization assumption on the trial distribution,
distribution as

; q(z) = q(z)a(m)a(X, p, &, B)a(®). (25)
" o ) ag) 0 a%)
Bx = %, Mg) = %, pd = o M8 = T Note that, at this moment, the distribution family of each
b bp br bs factorized distribution is not limited. We identify the @l



trial distribution that minimizes the KL divergence betweewhere
the trial and the true distributions as the best approxionati

/ = f— .. ..
of the true distribution: A'(n) = A(n,1,0) = anva (35)
invj
q(z) = arﬁglnDKL(Q(z)Hp(ﬂy))- (26) +1, (k1) = (i,4) or (4, 5),
. . . . L . M’L j = -1, ) = .7 ] .7 ) 9 36

Actually, the trial distribution that minimizes the inver&L [Mi.jlhi L (kD) .(2 g) or (5,4) (36)
distance coincides with the product of the exact marginal 0,  otherwise.
distributions, We also use a similar approximation arouagIn p,In x] =

argmin Dyt (p(2[Y)[lg(2)) = [[ p(zil¥),  @7) 8™ I 5?10 4f). In-addition, Inlogistic()) is approxi-

a(z) i mated aroundn A = In u(;),

but this minimization is difficult to calculate. Inlogistic(A) ~ In logistic(u@)
Under the factorization assumption of trial distributiamda _(t) O . .k "
the extremal condition of KL divergence, each optimal trial + (InA —In py)py logistic(—py). (37)

distribution should satisfy the self-consistent equatjon
(28) C. Update Equations

From Egs.[(28-37), the trial distributions are obtainechas t
In the common style of variational Bayes, this equation &llowing distributions:

solved by repetitive updates,

4(zi) ocexpnp(2Y )T 4ea,)-

® - i(ns o @
q”(n) = | | Bernoulli(m; j; ) ;) (38)
¢ (z) = p(z2), (29) H e
" (2) exp(lnp(z|Y)>H#v 40 ()" (30) (@) = N(z; p2, =0) (39)
J#i
Each factorized trial distribution is supposed to convarge 2% (A p, 5, 8) = Gamma(); o, b)) Gammal(p; a?, b?)
the optimal distribution. Sometimes, somé&?(z;) are used x Gamma(x; a?, b9) Gamma(8; a?, b?)
instead ofy® (z;) for the distribution on the right-hand side of e P 5(40)
Eq. (30). It depends on the hierarchical structure of theehod L
Similarly, O (z; tb g
imilarly, someg©(z;) may not be necessary (@) = HN(Cbl;NE/t,) 7252)_ (41)

=1

B. Taylor Approximations . .
ylor Approxi At _ _ For Eq. [30), we do the following. First, we computé&™ ()
Although the variational Bayes is a widely used generglsing ¢ (z, \, p, K, 3, ®). Second, we compute™)(z)
framework, its application is difficult in practice because |ging q(t+1)(;7)’(1(t)’()\’ p’ k. 3,®). In the end, we compute
demands a conjugate prior. The prior distributions we have i, ¢\ p. k, B) usir;g ’q(tjﬁ-l)im n)q®(®) and ¢¢ (&) using
tr.oduced are not conju.gatet priors. However, we have fouad t (t+1)(m7 ,r,)q(t)(/\7 p. ., B). For the initial parameters of the trial
simple Taylor approximations make them conjugate. The§&ibutions ofyy and, we use non-informative values,
approximations also enable the analytical exact expecisti
in Eq. (30). uﬁ?) =0, u% =0, =0 =0. (42)
Specifically, we apply the first order Taylor approximatio

for three non-linear termsW (¢;) is approximated around As the inital parameters fok, p, 3, x and ®, we used the

) same values as their prior’s values.
b1 = Py, Here, we show each distribution in detail. The update

o 4 o o equation ofn is given as
W () = W+ [ — g W)}, (31)
! ; ¥ bh q(t+l) (n) o exp <1np(z|Y)>q(t)(m_’)\7p7){_’[57@) (43)
®
wnere o exp <Z {C(At) - MTP tr Cg)Mm} i
¢ 0
W =w(ul), (32) i
oW (1) 1
w = 200 . 33 -
v N (33) 5 (A2 8D g0 ) |
by

Similarly, In|A(n,p,x)| is approximated around where

.10 p, In k) = [ 1o ), n ),

n | A(m, p, )| = In| A, 10, 1)
+tr A(pd), p0, pn®)~! [uf?A'(n - pd)

tHH) _ st O, 1 o~
+ (Inp—In ug)),ug)A’(ug)) + (Ink —1In u,@)u,@[}, (34) ngi,j) = logistic (H,\ + 5#907(,2,]-) ; (45)

OO = WYlg)" + 50, 2

Using the Taylor approximatioh (84), we obtain the distribu
tion of Eq. [38) at step + 1 with the parameter of



where the distribution of Eq.[{40) at step+ 1 with parameters of
(t+1) (0) O 1005t ®
+ Ny, logistic(—py), (52)
O = 0,0 ,0 ®
Cm j =tr [(A(H ,,U, ) C ) 7.7} (46) b(t+1) b(O) + Z ,LL:;F?), (53)
i~
The update equation af is given as M()
o) = 40 + 2p tr A(pdt, u, p0) A (ub) (54)
0 (@) ocexp p(=lY ) gongmpgo rpepay @7 D =00 4 2 r CE A (), (53)
1 T tH1 ¢ ¢ (t)
X exp <— 5{3@ A(py, g ),uﬁ),uﬁﬁ) o =40 4 7 tr A(pl (1) ,uf?,uf?) (56)
I 1
bEY = p0 4 Z tr Y (57)
® p P x s
+u5 Y (IW — il M«m)})' 1
= tH1
= ol = a9 + T (58)

— 2T WO 4y yz) :

It becomes a Gaussian distribution. Using the Taylor appr0>7)(t+1 »0 1 tr G o0
mation [31), we obtain the distribution of Ef. {39) at stepl 5 T3 ; ( e "tw

with the parameters of B (59)
T The update equation @b is given as
u(mt+1) ==t ) t) Z yTW t)} ’ (48) q(t“)((b) x exp <1HP(Z|Y)>q<t+1>(m,n)q@)(A,p,n,ﬁ) (60)
=1 L
_ 1
L 1 ocexp(——Z{[ﬁbl—H(] [2(0] Yo — N ]
B — A(Ngﬂ) MS),ME? M?Zc&%] , (49) 24
=1
+ uf {tr CEVW (0)TW (1) — 257 W ()™ } })
where

Using the Taylor approximatioh (B1), we obtain the distribu

C/v(a — [W(t)]TWt) n Z E(t [Wz/,z?]TW/z/,(l?/- (50) tion of Eq. [41) at step + 1 with parameters of

Kk’ N,(ffl) E(t+1) {[Egl] () o ® [C/Iftﬂ) EEL _ C;S“)]} 7
(61)
The update equation of, p, x, 5 is given as -1
Py B ) 07-1 O )
To = {[2@] + 15 Cy, } ; (62)
¢\, p, K, B) o< exp (Inp(2|Y)) yern (. mq0 4y~ (51)  Wwhere
41 1 0 G G G
o D=1 a0 1001 gl LN, ( (Co e = 5 tr O WO Wi+ (w1 W
—yl WiLul?, (63)
11(t+1) _ D) (v 01T v/ O
b0 4 S0 - ) (Cy Pk = tr CEV W)W, (64)
"~ Now, we obtain the well-approximated PM of as ug;”).
{b(O) = tr G A () )} Realistically, instead ofS?, we useu™ when the following
2 convergence condition holds,
1
_dp0 4 2 (D) 1
{b,.i + 5 tr Cy, }n HN(tJrl) (t)||2 . HNS:F) _ (t)H2 .
@2 ’ @2 1077 (69)
[z g

L
1
- {bf? 3 Z <tr CEOW ()" W (¢1)
=1 V. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

— 2y W ()l (1) +yi yz> } The proposed method was evaluated using the following
99 (¢) images and settings. We used five gray-scale images with a
size of40 x 40 pixels as shown in Fid.]2. From each image,
(In|A(n, p, £)|) e () + Nn 1nlogistic(/\)>. L = 10 images with a size ol0 x 10 pixels were created
following the parameters of the resolution enhancemenbfac
a = 4, &, and 5. The transformation parameté® was
Using Taylor approximationg (81),(B4), arld 37), we obtairandomly created according to the prior distribution in Eq.

1
2



TABLE |
ISNRS OF ESTIMATION RESULTS

Image SNR (dB) PSNR (proposed) ISNR (bilinear) ISNR (Kanepu ISNR (Babacan)

Lena 20 29.32 £0.38 7.20+£0.37 1.21 £0.50 0.23+£0.13
25 30.50 £ 0.43 8.28 £ 0.43 1.40£0.31 0.25+0.24
30 31.70 £ 0.54 9.44 + 0.54 2.03£0.70 0.53 £0.72
Cameraman 20 21.74 £0.24 4.61 £0.24 1.39 £ 0.36 0.15+0.13
25 22.52 £0.22 5.32+0.22 1.73 £0.46 0.09+0.13
30 23.37£0.30 6.15 +0.30 1.91+£0.31 0.00 +£0.20
Pepper 20 29.66 £0.19 4.21+£0.18 0.22 +£0.32 0.30 £0.16
25 30.34 £0.46 4.76 £0.45 0.03 £0.35 0.76 £1.18
30 31.10 £0.41 5.48 +0.41 0.07 £ 0.44 1.23 £1.18
Clock 20 23.14 £0.30 5.59 +0.30 1.63 £ 0.46 0.17+0.14
25 24.10 £0.35 6.48 +0.35 2.18 £0.59 0.16 = 0.05
30 25.20 £ 0.42 7.56 +0.42 2.83 +0.46 0.32+0.18
Text 20 24.14 £0.46 5.94 + 0.46 1.61 £0.43 0.08 £0.07
25 25.81 £ 0.40 7.56 £0.41 2.55£0.36 0.07 £ 0.06
30 26.52 £ 0.52 8.25 + 0.52 2.94 £0.32 0.03 £0.28

TABLE Il

RMSES OF REGISTRATION ESTIMATION RESULTS

Image SNR (dB) RMSE (proposed) RMSE (Kanemura) RMSE (Babaca

O 20 0.088 0.124 0.116
25 0.065 0.092 0.094
30 0.061 0.075 0.095
Oy 20 0.074 0.111 0.089
25 0.063 0.081 0.103
30 0.047 0.068 0.083
0 20 0.006 0.006 0.006
25 0.004 0.005 0.005
30 0.003 0.003 0.004
vy 20 0.028 0.029 0.030
25 0.029 0.029 0.031
30 0.028 0.028 0.030

(I8). The noise level paramet@rwas set for the signal-to- tration parameters we use the root mean square error (RMSE).
noise ratio (SNR) of0, 25, and30dB for each experiment. We see that the RMSEs of the proposed method were better
Samples of the created images are shown in[Big. 3. than those of other methods at all noise levels.

Figure[4 shows the estimated images under SNIRdB.

The resolution of each image appeared to be better than the
corresponding observed image in Hig). 3.

Table[] shows the quantitative results compared to thoseWith regard to the observation model, we used the linear
from the methods of bilinear interpolation, Kanemura et aransformation and AWGN. Use of the linear transforma-
[10] and Babacan et al.][2]. Note that we added a slight modifion model in the proposed method is advantageous since
cation to these methods because they employ slightly difter an arbitrary transformation matrik¥V (¢;) can be employed
models. For example, the original methad [2] assumes thecause of the Taylor approximation. As for the transforomat
blurring parametesy is known, so we set as the mean value matrix, it can be constructed by multiplying three matrices
of the true distribution for this method. Also, we introddcethe warping, blurring, and downsampling matricés [2]. A
a strong prior for) in the Kanemura method [10] in contrasdisadvantage of this is that sub-pixel errors might accateul
to the original method because this parameter sometime prefer matrix construction via a continuous functidh. [7]
becomes negative. We evaluated the results with regarceto th addition, we have improved this approach by introducing
expectation and the standard deviation of the improvemdhe elliptic theta function for the normalizing constantén.
in signal-to-noise ratio (ISNR) over0 experiments on each (3). This normalizing constant provides fair pixel weights
image and for each SNR. ISNR is relative PSNR defined agoth marginal and central areas of the HR image.

- . N With regard to the HR image prior, the causal type of prior
ISNR = PSNR(z; z) — PSNR(Z; 2), (66) was first introduced by Kanemura et &l. [11]; however, they
wherez is the true HR imagez is the image estimated by seemed to be confused with respect to E§. (7) and[Eq. (13).
the baseline method, and is the image estimated by theThe microstate energy function, or equivalently, the Hamil
method being evaluated. We see that the ISNRs of all tlenian, -based compound MRF prior offers the advantage of
images estimated by the proposed method were better tle@sy construction, but it usually has an exponential cafimri
those for other methods. costO(2%7) for the normalizing constant, or equivalently, the

Also, we show the quantitative results compared to thogartition function, and this is an obstacle to direct cadtion

about registration in table]ll. To evaluate the estimatayisre of the PM solution. Thus, the MAP solution has been used

VI. DISCUSSION
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Fig. 2. Five original images used in the experiments
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Fig. 3. Observed images when warped, blurred, downsampleghlenhancement factor of 4, and noised with SN§odB AWGN

(a) Lena (b) Cameraman (c) Pepper (d) Clock (e) Text

Fig. 4. Images estimated from the Fig. 3 observed images

in work elsewhere because the MAP solution is not affectedWith regard to the prior distribution for the blurring pa-
by the normalizing constant. In contrast, the introducatseh rameter~, we used a Gaussian distribution even though
type of prior of Eq.[(¥) has only a polynomial calculationttods a positive real number. This is because we selected a
O(N2), which enables us to successfully apply the variationaimpler expression. We have tried using the prior of the
Bayes method to this problem. gamma distribution as, but the improvement was small. One
With regard to the hyperparameter priors, we also ingisadvantage of this model is that the non-informativersgtt
proved the existing method. As the edge penalty parameter this prior may lead to a nonsense result where the inflerre
A, Kanemura et al.[T10] implicitly assumell € R, which + is negative. Also, we employed a somewhat informative
leads to negative and consequently results in an edge-strewprior for . This is because the blurring parameteand the
image. We assumed > 0 by setting its prior according to smoothness hyperparamejerare somewhat complementary.
a gamma distribution, resulting in an appropriate infeeencThis means that the simultaneous estimationycfnd p is
As the smoothness parameter they practically fixed the difficult. Tipping et al. [7] and Kanemura et al. [10] fixed
value of p with a strongly informative prior. We chose a nonand Babacan et al.[[6] fixegl.
informative prior forp. As can be seen from the experimental With regard to the estimator, we logically derived the
results (Fig.[5), the inferred value of the PM pfshowed optimal estimator PM from the objective function of L2-
wide variation, with an approximately 10-fold maximum-tonorm-based PNSR. The widely used joint MAP estimator can
minimum ratio, depending on the original image. This resulfe considered the optimal estimator for the all-or-nonestyp
can be interpreted as meaning it is worth inferripgin  objective function,
each HR image. Furthermorg, and x respectively showed
approximately 2-fold and 5-fold ranges of variation. Retiag argmax (6(2 — 2)) ,,|y) = argmaxp(z|Y),  (67)
the contrast parameter, they assumed = 0, which leads = *
to |[A| = 0 and results in an improper normalizing constantvhere ¢ is the Dirac delta or Kronecker delta function.
While we assume > 0, which leads to a proper normalizingGenerally, this type of objective function is nonsensiaal f
constant, we can consequently take the termingfA| into continuous variables because it is measure zero. If all the
account in the update equations in variational Bayes. random variables in the posterior distribution are disgret if
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parameters and other hyperparameters:

(A, 5, &, B, ®] = argmax p(Y |\, p, 5, 8, ). (68)
A p,K,B,P
If these parameters have priors, such a method is called
marginal MAP. The HR image and sometimes the edge
information are then inferred as MAP,

z Eargmaxmaxp(:n,mY,;\,ﬁ, %137&)1 (69)
x n

or PM. For such a two-step inference, it is difficult to caétel
back the objective function.

With regard to the Taylor approximation for the transfor-
mation matrixW(¢;), we used the first-order approximation
in Eq. (31) because it is more stable than the second-order
approximation. This first-order approximation was propbse
by Villena et al. [6]. The second-order approximation was
proposed by Pickup et al.][3] and they obtained good results.
We have also tried the second-order approximation, but it
sometimes made the algorithm unstable. This is because a
second-order approximation sometimes fails to produce a
positive definite matrix for the covariance mati,.

With regard to the Taylor approximation fb | A(n, p, k)]
andln logistic(\), we introduced the first-order approximation
around[n,ln p,ln k] = [uﬁ?,lnug),lnu,(?] andln A = 1nu§f),
respectively, in Eqs[{34) and (37). Note that Taylor exf@ans
not with respect to, «, A, but with respect tdn p, In x, In A
is our key idea to solve the conjugate prior problem. Indeed,
we could successfully derive the terms originating frorhA|
in update equation§ (46}, (64), and](56). Kanemura ef a]. [11
ignored the term ofin|A| because of the high calculation
cost, and this would result in less accurate inference. As fo
7, we implicitly assumed that) is not a binary vector but a
continuous vector, and did the differentiation. This aggtiom
is based on Eq[(11). If we employ another assumption — i.e.,
replacement ofy; ; with 7, in Eq. (1) — Eq.[(I1) has the
same meaning, but the result of Taylor approximation will
differ from the current form.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a Bayesian image super-
resolution (SR) method with a causal Gaussian Markov ran-
dom field (MRF) prior. We improved existing models with
respect to three points: 1) the combined transformationahod
through a preferable normalization term using the elliptic
theta function, 2) the causal Gaussian MRF model through
introducing a contrast parameter which provides an ef-
fective normalizing constant includingn|A|, and 3) the
hyperparameter prior model through application of a gamma
distribution for the edge penalty parameferwhich prevents
an unfavorable edge-strewn image. We then logically ddrive

we can assume some smoothness of the posterior distributidve optimal estimator, not the joint maximum a posteriori
a joint MAP solution will have meaning. Instead of the L2{MAP) or marginalized maximum likelihood (ML) but the
norm-based objective function of PSNR, the L1-norm (meagwosterior mean (PM), from the objective function of the L2-
absolute error) -based PSNR is sometimes employed. In sigiim (mean square error) -based peak signal-to-noise ratio
cases, the median of the posterior distribution is genetad (PSNR). The estimator is numerically determined by using
optimal estimator. The marginal ML, or equivalently, tyde Ivariational Bayes. We solved the conjugate prior problem in

maximum likelihood or empirical Bayes, infers the registma

variational Bayes by introducing three Taylor approxiroas.
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Other than these Taylor approximations, we did not use any
approximations such as ignoring the telmm A |. Experimental
results showed that the proposed method is superior tdrexist
methods in accuracy.
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