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1
FAST NOISE REDUCTION IN DIGITAL
IMAGES AND VIDEO

The U.S. government has certain rights in this invention
pursuant to Grant Number N00014-07-1-0810 awarded by
the Office of Naval Research.

BACKGROUND

Filtering digital images and video frames to reduce noise
without destroying textures and fine structures depicted
therein is often a de facto component of the image processing
for many applications. One example of such an application,
but by no means the only example, is in the field of electron
Cryomicroscopy.

Electron cryomicroscopy is a remarkable technology
enabling new discoveries at sub-cellular scale. Studies at such
scale aim to understand the structure and function of the
macromolecular machinery responsible for regulating cell
mechanisms with the ultimate goal of transforming living
cells to attain desired configurations and perform specific
tasks, such as, cure diseases and transform plants into fuel.

Researchers rely on pictures of samples maintained at cryo
(freezing) temperatures to investigate a particular cell type in
its near native state. A picture of a cell is formed after a beam
of electrons is projected through the sample and captured by
a charged-coupled device (CCD) camera. Due to a low dos-
age of electrons, necessary to avoid damaging the thin bio-
logical sample, a poorly resolved, noisy, low contrastimage is
formed. In the case of cryotomography, a series of unfiltered
2D projections are combined to build a 3D reconstruction of
the cell. In this process, noise is transferred to the recon-
structed object.

SUMMARY

Embodiments described herein generally provide for the
filtering of digital images and video frames to reducing noise
without removing textures and fine structures depicted
therein. More particularly, embodiments of a nonlocal means
filter (NL-means filter for short), are described which provide
robust and efficient noise reduction.

In addition, because the nonlocal mean filtering embodi-
ments described herein scale linearly with image size, it is
possible to handle large, high resolution (HR) images. These
large HR images are becoming the rule, and the trend is to
continue increasing the CCD resolution to obtain images with
even higher levels of detail. It is noted that current cameras
can generate images having up to 40962 pixels, and this will
be increasing. Yet another advantage is that the efficiency of
the filtering permits practitioners to execute trial and error
runs at an affordable pace enabling a prompt progress of their
ultimate investigations. For example consider the task of pic-
turing frozen cells as described earlier. The efficient and fast
implementation of the nonlocal mean filtering embodiments
described herein, allows and encourages practitioners to
quickly test different denoising scenarios and make choices
satisfying their own quality criteria.

In one general embodiment, reducing noise in a digital
image or video frame, includes using a computing device to
perform the following actions for each of a prescribed
sequence of shift positions and for each of a prescribed set of
sites in the digital image or video frame at each shift position.
First, a squared difference value is computed. This represents
the squared difference between the values of the sites associ-
ated with corresponding site locations in prescribed-sized
patches centered respectively on the site under consideration
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and a site location that the site under consideration would
occupy if shifted in accordance with a currently shift position.
Next, a prefix sum value is computed based on the squared
difference value, and a weight factor is computed using prefix
sums. This factor represents the application of a prescribed
function to prefix sum values associated with sites in a pre-
scribed-sized patch centered on the site under consideration.
A current denoised site value is next. This value represents the
application of the weight factor last computed for the site
under consideration to a value originally assigned to a site in
the digital image or video frame which the site under consid-
eration would occupy if shifted in accordance with the current
shift position, and then adding the result to the denoised site
value currently assigned to the site under consideration. It is
noted that the denoised site value of a site is initially set to
Zero.

Once a denoised site value has been computed for each site
at the last shift position, a normalizing weighting factor com-
puted for each of the sites is respectively applied to the last
computed denoised value of the site. In one implementation
this involves first assigning a maximum weight value to each
site. The maximum weight value assigned to a site represents
the largest of the weight factors computed for the site. In
addition, a normalization factor value is computed for each
site. This normalization factor value represents the sum of the
weight factors computed for a site. Then, for each of the
prescribed set of sites in the digital image or video frame, the
product of an original value assigned to the site under con-
sideration and the maximum weight value of the site, is added
to the last denoised value assigned to the site. The resulting
denoised value of each site is then divided by the sum of the
last computed normalization factor value and the last
assigned maximum weight value for the site. The result of this
last computation is designated as the final denoised value for
the site.

It should be noted that this Summary is provided to intro-
duce a selection of concepts, in a simplified form, that are
further described below in the Detailed Description. This
Summary is not intended to identify key features or essential
features of the claimed subject matter, nor is it intended to be
used as an aid in determining the scope of the claimed subject
matter.

DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

The specific features, aspects, and advantages of the dis-
closure will become better understood with regard to the
following description, appended claims, and accompanying
drawings where:

FIG. 1 is a flow diagram generally outlining one embodi-
ment of a process for nonlocal mean filtering.

FIG. 2 is a diagram depicting a general purpose computing
device constituting an exemplary system for implementing
embodiments for nonlocal mean filtering that are described
herein.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

In the following description of embodiments for nonlocal
means filtering, reference is made to the accompanying draw-
ings which form a part hereof, and which are shown for the
purposes of illustrating the described embodiments. It is
understood that other embodiments may be utilized and struc-
tural changes may be made without departing from the scope
of the invention.
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1.0 Nonlocal Means Filtering

The nonlocal mean filtering embodiments described herein
provide a robust and efficient method for reducing noise in
digital images and video frames. These embodiments build
on a separable property of neighborhood filtering to offer a
fast, parallel and vectorized implementation in contemporary
shared memory computer architectures while minimizing
theoretical computational complexity. In practice, this
approach is fast and scales linearly with image size.

The nonlocal mean filtering embodiments described herein
have many advantages. For example, these filtering embodi-
ments are particularly effective in reducing noise in digital
images and video frames exhibiting relatively high amounts
of noise, far beyond what is commonly found in regular
photography. The previously described cryoimages are one
example of such images, where a signal to noise ratio of 1.0 or
lower is not uncommon.

1.1 The Nonlocal Means Approach

The NL-means scheme thrives when an image contains
many repetitive structured patterns. It uses redundant infor-
mation to reduce noise by performing a weighted average of
pixel values. Formally, it is assumed images are defined over
a discrete regular grid €2 of dimension d and cardinality |€I.
Let the original noisy image be denoted by v. The value of the
restored image u at a site seQ is defined as the convex com-
bination

1 1
u(s):% )

7 wls, v,

teN(s)

where w(-,") are non-negative weights, Z(s) is a normalization
constant such that for any site s, Z(s)=Z,. A ,w(s,t), and N(s)
corresponds to a set of neighboring sites of s and can be
referred to as the searching window. It is noted that in one
embodiment, the sites s and t correspond to pixel locations.

The weight w(s, t) measures the similarity between two
square patches centered, respectively, at sites s and t, and it is
defined as follows:

wis, 1) = g,,(z G (&)(V(s +8) — it + 5))2], @

SeA

where G is a Gaussian kernel of variance o2, g, is a continu-
ous non-increasing function with g, (0)=1 andlim __ , .g,(x)=
0, and A represents the discrete patch region containing the
neighboring sites 0. The constant parameter value h is used to
control the amount of filtering. In one embodiment, the value
of h is determined empirically. Typically, h will range
between about 1.0 and 6.0. Examples of the g;, function are

1

e

gn(r) =

gh(r):e"z/ #" where r is a function parameter. In one embodi-
ment, the former is adopted as it can lead to a more efficient
implementation.

Thus, NL-means denoises an image by performing a
weighted average of site values taking into account spatial
and intensity similarities between sites. Similarity is com-
puted between equally sized patches as they capture the local
structures (geometry and texture) around the sites under con-
sideration. Note that sites outside .A7(s) do not contribute to
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the value of u(s). This property allows separating the image
into independent disjoint pieces and processing them in par-
allel.

Searching windows N and patches A have uniform cardi-
nalities of, respectively, (2K+1)? and (2P+1)? with ~"=[-K,
K]“ and A=[-P, P]“. Using equations (1) and (2), one realizes
the nonlocal mean algorithm having O(IQIK“P%) for time
complexity. Note that this complexity is exponential with
respect to space dimension d but it is polynomial with respect
to the number of pixels 1Q|. In practice, where dimensions are
fixed, the algorithm remains polynomial.

Theoretically, to make averaging more robust, one would
like to set the searching window A7 (-) as large as possible and
in the limit extend it to the entire image. However, this would
lead to excessively long computation times and thus search-
ing is constrained to local neighborhoods.

1.2 Fast, Efficient Nonlocal Means Filtering

In one embodiment of the nonlocal mean filtering
described herein, a process for efficiently computing the
weights w(s, t) of Eq. (2) is employed. The weight computa-
tion is by far the most time consuming part when generating
the restored image u. Thus, reducing the time it takes to
compute the weights advantageously speeds up the entire
denoising process. The process will first be described in the
context of 1-dimensional images. Under this 1D assumption,
Q=[0, n—1], for an image having n sites.

Given a translation vector d,, a new image S, is introduced
as:

2 ®
Sa(p) = ) () = vk + 4, p e Q.
k=0

S, corresponds to the discrete integration of the squared dif-
ference of the image v and its translation by d.. This integra-
tion results in a prefix sum image being created in which each
site in raster order has a value that is the sum of the values of
all the sites that precede it. For a 1D image, the prefix sum
image is computed just as described (there is only one row in
a 1D image and thus only one prefix sum line to compute). In
2D, the prefix sum is first computed for each row of the
squared difference image (a 2D image can be viewed as a
collection of 1D images, one for each row or one for each
column). A second prefix sum computation is then performed
on the result, this time scanning in a column-wise manner.
This produces the prefix sum image for the entire 2D image.
It is noted that one can transpose the rows by columns of the
image and this procedure yields the same result.

Note that Eq. (3) may require access to sites outside the
image domain if the site s is near an edge of the image being
denoised. To avoid memory corruption, the image boundaries
are extended, by for example, but without limitation, symme-
try or in a periodic fashion. Thus, the digital image or video
frame is expanded outwards such that the aforementioned
neighborhood when centered on a site at the edge of the
unexpanded digital image or video frame has site values
assigned to each site within the neighborhood.

In regard to computing the aforementioned weights, the
Gaussian kernel of Eq. (2) can be removed without noticeable
differences. In addition, recall that 1D patches take the form
A=[-P,P]. Thus, Eq. (2) can be rewritten as follows:

WS D)= B ea(V(s+D)-V(E+0,))%)
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Now let d,=(t—s) and define ps+9,. With this, re-parameter-
ization w(s, t) can be rewritten as:

s+P
s, 1) = gh[ D, W -v(p+ dx))z]

p=s-P

If the sum is split and the identity in Eq. (3) used, then:

W(8)=gy (S (+P)=S,,(s-P), Q)

which is independent of t provided the quantity S, is known.
This represents using the prefix sum value S ; at site locations
(s+P) and (s+P) to compute the weight for a'site in the in the
image being denoised. Thus in this 1D case, computing the
weight at a site for a given shift requires only two values of the
prefix sum image. As such, Eq. (4) advantageously allows the
weight for a pair of sites to be computed in constant time.

Generalizing to higher dimensions corresponds to have
integrations along the image orthogonal axes in Eq. (3). Itis
not difficult to see that this approach yields a weight compu-
tation formula requiring O(2%) operations for d-dimensional
images. This quantity is also advantageously independent of
the size of the patches.

Given the foregoing, nonlocal means filtering can be
implemented in one embodiment as follows. First, all values
S, are computed using Eq. (3); then weights are computed
using Eq. (4); and finally the filtering is performed using Eq.
(1), with the w(s) of Eq. (4) substituting for the w(s,t) of Eq.
(1). This procedure is repeated for all possible translations
given by the dimensions of A/

The foregoing can be expanded into 2D filtering by replac-
ing Eqgs. (3) and (4) with the following equations. In the case
of 2D filtering Eq. (3) is replaced with:

px Py

Sa(P)=Sulpes Py) = D, 3 0k, D= vik+ o, L+

k=0 {=0

where p=(p,, p,) is a site in two dimensions and d=(d,, d,) is
a translation in two dimensions.
In the case of 2D filtering Eq. (4) is replaced with:

Sq(sx = P, sy, = P)+Sg(s: + P, s, + P) —
Sq(sx = P, sy, + P)=Sg(s; + P, s, = P)

(6)
Wisx, Sy) = gh(

where S=(S,, S ) is a site in two dimensions x and y, and 2P+1
is the width and height of the prescribed-sized patch centered
on site s (as stated earlier).

Note that the “x” subscript has been dropped in d and S, to
indicate its applicability to either 1D or 2D cases. Also note
that for the 2D case, the computation of the weight at a site
uses only four values of the 2D prefix sum image correspond-
ing to the locations specified in Eq. (6). This compares to
recalling and summing what could be hundreds of squared
difference values, depending on the size of the patches and
search window.

Itis further noted that Eq. (1) ignores the contribution of the
site being denoised since A7 (s) corresponds only to the neigh-
boring sites of s. In one embodiment of the nonlocal mean
filtering described herein, the contribution of the site under
consideration is accounted for in determining the denoised
image value of s. This is generally accomplished by applying
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6

a prescribed weighting factor to the original value of the site
under consideration (i.e., v(s)) and adding it to the summation
in Eq. (1). Doing this requires that the prescribed weighting
factor also be added to the normalization term Z(s). Thus, Eq.
(1) is rewritten as:

M

1
us) = %(( > w(z)v(z)] + (M(s)v(s))]

teN(s)

where the normalization term is now defined as Z(s)=
(Z eV (W(D)+M(s) and M(s) is a prescribed weighting factor
for the site being denoised. In one version, M(s) is designated
to be the maximum weight among the weights computed for
the neighboringsites (i.e., t) of the site being denoised (i.e., s).

Referring to FIG. 1, an exemplary implementation of the
foregoing nonlocal mean filtering will now be described.
First, a previously unselected shift position based on a pre-
scribed denoising neighborhood size is selected according to
a prescribed sequence (100). For example, the prescribed
selection sequence for a 1D case can be sequential starting
with the left-most site and moving right. Thus, if it is assumed
the aforementioned neighborhood parameter K=7 (corre-
sponding to a neighborhood width distance of 15 sites), the
first shift would be -7, the second shift would be —6, and so on
to the last shift of +7. For a 2D case, the prescribed sequence
can be in raster order and based on the size of a prescribed
neighborhood. More particularly, the first shift position
would correspond to the upper left hand corner of the pre-
scribed neighborhood when centered on the site under con-
sideration. The shift would then follow in raster order to the
last shift position, which corresponds to the lower right hand
corner of the prescribed neighborhood when centered on the
site under consideration. Thus, if it is assumed the aforemen-
tioned neighborhood size is 15x15 sites, the first shift would
be up 7 sites and to the left by 7 sites, and each subsequent
shift would follow a raster pattern until the last shift which
would be down seven sites and to the right by 7 sites.

Next, the S ; values are computed for each site in the image
being denoised (102). In one implementation this involves
computing the squared difference between the values of the
sites associated with corresponding site locations in pre-
scribed-sized patches centered respectively on the site under
consideration (i.e., s) and a site location that the site under
consideration would occupy if shifted in accordance with the
currently selected shift position (i.e., t), and then computing
the prefix sum values for these site. Egs. (3) and (5) describe
one way of characterizing this task for the 1D and 2D cases
respectively.

A weight factor is then computed for each site (104). In
general, the weight factor is computed by applying a pre-
scribed function (such as g, described previously) to particu-
lar S, values associated with sites in the prescribed sized
patch centered on the site under consideration. The particular
S, values employed differ between the 1D and 2D cases. In
one implementation of the 1D case, the S, value correspond-
ing to the site at the far left hand side of the patch centered on
the site under consideration is subtracted from the S, value
corresponding to the site at the far right hand side of patch
centered on the site under consideration. In one implementa-
tion of the 2D case, the S ; values corresponding to the sites at
the upper left hand corner of patch centered on the site under
consideration and the lower right hand corner of patch cen-
tered on the site under consideration are subtracted from the
sum ofthe S ; values corresponding to the sites at the lower left
hand corner of patch centered on the site under consideration
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and the upper right hand corner of patch centered on the site
under consideration. Thus, if the S ; value associated with the
lower left hand corner is designated as “A”, the S, value
associated with the lower right hand corner is designated as
“B”, the S ; value associated with the upper right hand corner
is designated as “C”, and the S, value associated with the
upper left hand corner is designated as “D”; then the pre-
scribed function is applied to the result of “A+C-D-B”. Egs.
(4) and (6) describe one way of characterizing the foregoing
weight factor computation task for the 1D and 2D cases
respectively.

A denoised site value u(s) is computed next for each site in
the image by summing to its current value (which is initially
0), the multiplication of the weight factor computed for the
site under consideration for the selected shift and the value
corresponding to the current shift in the original image (106).
For example, if the current shift is equivalent to moving one
site to the right, the weight factor is applied to the original
image value of the site immediately to the right of the site
under consideration to compute the denoised site value. In
addition, a value of the aforementioned maximum weight
M(s) is established for each site by designated it to be the
greater of a previously established maximum weight for the
site or the weight factor currently computed for the site (108).
Further, a value of the aforementioned normalization factor
Z(s) is established for each site by adding any previous nor-
malization factor computed for the site to the currently com-
puted weight factor of the site (110). It is then determined if
all the shift positions have been considered (112). If not, then
process actions 100 through 112 are repeated for the next shift
position. Note that for each shift position processed, the
denoised site value assigned to each site considered grows
with the addition of a weighted value of the site correspond-
ing to the currently selected shift position. In addition, at the
end of the shifting, the maximum weight M(s) for each site s
considered will be the largest weight computed for that site
and Z(s) will be the sum of the weights computed for that site.

When in process action 112 it is determined there are no
additional shift positions to consider, the process continues
by, for each site, adding the product of the original value of
that site v(s) and the maximum weight M(s) last computed for
the site, to the denoised value currently assigned to the site
(114). Then, the resulting denoised value is divided by the
sum of the last established normalization factor Z(s) and the
last established maximum weight M(s) (116). These last two
actions add the contribution of each site’s original value to the
computation of the denoised value for that site.

An exemplary pseudo-code representation of the foregoing
embodiment that includes the contribution of site s itself for
the 1D case is as follows:

Input: v, K, P, h
Output: u
Temporary variables: images S;, Z, M
Initialize u, M and Z to 0
foralld e [-K, K] do
Compute S, using Eq. (3)
forall se [0,n-1]do
compute weights w using Eq. (4)
u(s) < u(s) +w-v(s+d)
M(s) = max(M(s), w)
Z(s) <= Z(s) +w
end for
end for
foralls e [0,n-1]do
u(s) < u(s) + M(s) - v(s)
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-continued
u(s)
U8 < M)
end for
return u

An exemplary pseudo-code representation of the foregoing
embodiment that includes the contribution of site s itself for
the 2D case would track the 1D code with the exception that
the shifts d would be in raster order as described previously,
and Egs. (5) and (6) would be used instead of Egs. (3) and (4)
respectively.

1.3 Additional Time Saving Shortcuts

The nonlocal means filtering embodiments described
herein provide a fast implementation that can employ addi-
tional time saving shortcuts exploiting such things as vector-
ization techniques and computing parallelism. These short-
cuts will be described more fully in the sections to follow.
1.3.1 Image-Wide Ditference Computations

A sliding search window method can be used to denoise
parts of the image in sequence. However, this method requires
the same operations to be repeated for each part. If parts of the
computations are performed in an image-wide manner a time
savings can be realized. Thus, in this image-wide embodi-
ment, stages of the previously described denoising computa-
tions is performed across the entire image.

More particularly, an image-wide implementation of the
nonlocal mean filtering includes employing a time saving
shortcut to obtain the difference values needed to compute the
S, values. This shortcut involves computing the difference
between each corresponding site location in the image v and
the shifted copy of the image, for each shift. For example, the
prescribed shift pattern for a 1D case can be sequential start-
ing with the left-most site and moving right. In the 2D case,
the first shift position can correspond to a copy of the digital
image or video frame being shifted so that its central site
corresponds to the position of a site in the upper left hand
corner of the prescribed neighborhood when centered on the
central site of the original digital image or video frame. The
shift would then follow in raster order to the last shift position,
which corresponds to the copy of the digital image or video
frame being shifted so that its central site corresponds to the
position of a site in the lower right hand corner of the pre-
scribed neighborhood when centered on the central site of the
original digital image or video frame. The difference values
computed for each shift are then used to compute an S ; value
for each site in the image as described previously. Note that
each site will have a different S, value for each shift.

1.3.2 Vectorization

Since the noisy image and the shifted image will typically
be represented as vectors in the memory of a computing
device (such as the computing devices described in the Com-
puting Environment section of this disclosure) used to imple-
ment the nonlocal means filtering, the foregoing difference
computation can be accomplished via vector subtraction
methods. These difference computations are then repeated for
each possible shift position within the extent of the search
window in a prescribed order (e.g., sequential order forthe 1D
case, and raster order for the 2D case) with the difference
values obtained being appended in sequence onto an overall
difference vector. The overall difference vector is then mul-
tiplied by itself to produce a squared difference vector. This
squared difference vector converted to a prefix sum vector in
which the value of each element is the sum of the values of all



US 8,139,650 B2

9

the elements that precede it. The prefix sum vector can then be
used to compute S, as described previously.

It is noted that the use of the foregoing vectors to compute
S, can be stored to the extent possible in the cache associated
with the RAM in the computing device being used to imple-
ment the nonlocal means filtering. This takes full advantage
of the quick retrieval capabilities of the cache and further
speeds up the filtering computations. Besides, this implemen-
tation employs a contemporary Single Instruction Multiple
Data (SIMD) instructions set and benefits from the adoption
of'the previously described prefix sum construct to efficiently
build in a cache aware manner. Traversal of the signal is
performed in araster scan order, i.e., from left to right fora 1D
signal, and from the first row to the last row, each pixel of a
row being visited from left to right, for a 2D image. Using
these traversals, computations described in this embodiment
are done through SIMD instructions as opposed to scalar
operations. It is mentioned that although usage of SIMD
instructions and maximization of cache hits does not change
the time complexity in a RAM model, they do drastically
reduce the computational load of its implementation.

1.3.3 Computing Parallelism

The foregoing nonlocal mean formulations permit decom-
posing an image into disjoint parts, allowing for parallel
denoising of the distinct image parts. Thus, the parallel pro-
cessing capabilities of current computing devices can be
exploited to save processing time. For example, duo core
processors having shared memory are common in today’s
computing devices. In one embodiment of the nonlocal mean
filtering, this dual processing feature is used to advantage by
splitting the image being denoised into parts (e.g., in two parts
when a dual core processor is employed). This division is
done along a horizontal dividing line so as to maintain the
raster sequencing of the resulting vectors used to represent
each part of the image. The foregoing filtering methods are
then performed independently on each part. It is noted that if
more than two processors or processing units (such as multi-
threaded capabilities cores, i.e., a processor emulates a multi-
processor) are available in the computing device, the image
can be split in a like number of ways (again along horizontal
dividing lines). In regard to the size of the resulting image
parts, if the number of rows of the digital image or video
frame are divisible by the number of processing units, then the
digital image or video frame is split into sections having the
same size. However, if the number of rows of the digital
image or video frame are not divisible by the number of
processing units, then the digital image or video frame is split
into as many sections of the same size as possible but with one
having one more row than the other sections. For example, in
this later case if the digital image or video frame has odd
number of rows and is to be split into 4 parts—three of the
resulting parts would have the same number of rows, with the
fourth having one additional row in comparison to the others.

It is further noted that even though each image part is
operated on independently, it is not necessary to extend the
parts out from the dividing lines by generating site values
using copy, symmetry, periodic means, or any other method
that generates values for locations that did not previously
exist in the overall image, as was done in the previously
described procedures when s was near the edge. Rather, since
the actual site values are available from adjoining image
parts, these values are used to populate an extended portion
out from the dividing line (or lines) of the image part.

Still further, some current processors include an intrinsic
parallel processing feature that can be exploited via their
instruction sets. In general, these include processors in shared
memory computer architectures, such as Cell Broadband
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Engine Architecture or any AltiVec SIMD instructions based
processor. For example, such processors may allow four cal-
culations to be made simultaneously. Thus, by exploiting this
feature to perform the previously described computations in
parallel for sites within a search window, the processing speed
can be increased even more.

2.0 The Computing Environment

A brief, general description of a suitable computing envi-
ronment in which portions of the embodiments for nonlocal
means filtering described herein may be implemented will
now be described. These embodiments are operational with
numerous general purpose or special purpose computing sys-
tem, environments or configurations. Exemplary well known
computing systems, environments, and/or configurations that
can be suitable include, but are not limited to, personal com-
puters (PCs), server computers, hand-held or laptop devices,
multiprocessor systems, microprocessor-based systems, set
top boxes, programmable consumer electronics, network
PCs, minicomputers, mainframe computers, distributed com-
puting environments that include any of the aforementioned
systems or devices, and the like. It is noted that these com-
puting devices can employ multiple processing units (often
referred to as cores) having a shared memory (e.g., a duo core
processor which has two processing units). These multiple
processing unit computing devices can be of particular advan-
tage when implementing the embodiments for nonlocal
means filtering described herein.

FIG. 2 illustrates an exemplary embodiment, in simplified
form, of a suitable computing system environment. The envi-
ronment illustrated in FIG. 2 is only one example of a suitable
computing system environment and is not intended to suggest
any limitation as to the scope of use or functionality of the
embodiments for nonlocal means filtering described herein.
Neither should the computing system environment be inter-
preted as having any dependency or requirement relating to
any one or combination of components exemplified in FIG. 2.
As exemplified in FIG. 2, a system for implementing portions
of the embodiments for nonlocal means filtering described
herein includes one or more computing devices, such as com-
puting device 10. In its simplest configuration, computing
device 10 typically includes at least one processing unit 12
and memory 14. Depending on the specific configuration and
type of computing device, the memory 14 can be volatile
(such as RAM), non-volatile (such as ROM and flash
memory, among others) or some combination of the two. This
simplest configuration is illustrated by dashed line 16. As
exemplified in FIG. 2, computing device 10 can also have
additional features and functionality. By way of example,
computing device 10 can include additional storage such as
removable storage 18 and/or non-removable storage 20. This
additional storage includes, but is not limited to, magnetic
disks, optical disks and tape. Computer storage media typi-
cally embodies volatile and non-volatile media, as well as
removable and non-removable media implemented in any
method or technology. The computer storage media provides
for storage of various information needed to operate the
device 10 such as computer readable instructions associated
with an operating system, application programs and other
program modules, and data structures, among other things.
Memory 14, removable storage 18 and non-removable stor-
age 20 are all examples of computer storage media. Computer
storage media includes, but is not limited to, RAM, ROM,
EEPROM, flash memory or other memory technology, CD-
ROM, digital versatile disks (DVD) or other optical disk
storage technology, magnetic cassettes, magnetic tape, mag-
netic disk storage or other magnetic storage devices, or any
other physical medium which can be used to store the desired
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information and which can be accessed by computing device
10. Any such computer storage media can be part of comput-
ing device 10. The term “computer-readable storage
medium” as used herein refers to the aforementioned storage
media. As exemplified in FIG. 2, computing device 10 also
includes a communications connection(s) 22 that allows the
device to operate in a networked environment and communi-
cate with a remote computing device(s), such as remote com-
puting device(s) 28. Remote computing device(s) 28 can be a
PC, aserver, a router, a peer device, or other common network
node, and typically includes many or all of the elements
described herein relative to computing device 10. Communi-
cation between computing devices takes place over a
network(s) 30, which provides a logical connection(s)
between the computing devices. The logical connection(s)
can include one or more different types of networks includ-
ing, but not limited to, a local area network(s) (LAN) and
wide area network(s) (WAN). Such networking environments
are commonplace in conventional offices, enterprise-wide
computer networks, intranets and the Internet. It will be
appreciated that the communications connection(s) 22 and
related network(s) 30 described herein are exemplary and
other means of establishing communication between the
computing devices can be used. As exemplified in FIG. 2,
computing device 10 also includes an input device(s) 24 and
output device(s) 26. Exemplary input devices 24 include, but
are not limited to, a keyboard, a GUI selection device such as
a mouse and the like, a pen, a touch input device, a micro-
phone, and a camera, among others. A user can enter com-
mands and various types of information into the computing
device 10 through the input device(s) 24. Exemplary output
devices 26 include, but are not limited to, a display device(s),
a printer, and audio output devices, among others. The user
can select items in a GUI displayed on a display device via the
GUI selection device. These input and output devices are well
known and need not be described at length here. Referring
again to FIG. 2, the embodiments for nonlocal means filtering
described herein can be further described in the general con-
text of computer-executable instructions, such as program
modules, which are executed by computing device 10. Gen-
erally, program modules include routines, programs, objects,
components, and data structures, among other things, that
perform particular tasks or implement particular abstract data
types. The embodiments described herein can also be prac-
ticed in a distributed computing environment where tasks are
performed by one or more remote computing devices 28 that
are linked through a communications network 22/30. In a
distributed computing environment, program modules can be
located in both local and remote computer storage media
including, but not limited to, memory 14 and storage devices
18/20.
3.0 Other Embodiments

It is noted that any or all of the aforementioned embodi-
ments, implementations and versions throughout the descrip-
tion may be used in any combination desired to form addi-
tional hybrid embodiments, implementations and versions.
For instance, one can use the aforementioned embodiments to
compute the weights and store them. In addition, although the
subject matter has been described in language specific to
structural features and/or methodological acts, it is to be
understood that the subject matter defined in the appended
claims is not necessarily limited to the specific features or acts
described above. Rather, the specific features and acts
described above are disclosed as example forms of imple-
menting the claims.
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Wherefore, what is claimed is:

1. A computer-implemented process for reducing noise in
a digital image or video frame, comprising:

using a computing device to perform the following process

actions:

for each of a prescribed sequence of shift positions and for

each of a prescribed set of sites in the digital image or

video frame at each shift position,

computing a squared difference value between the val-
ues of sites associated with corresponding site loca-
tions in prescribed-sized patches centered respec-
tively on the site under consideration and a site
location that the site under consideration would
occupy if shifted in accordance with a currently shift
position,

computing a prefix sum value based on the squared
difference values,

computing a weight factor comprising applying a pre-
scribed function to prefix sum values associated with
sites in said prescribed-sized patch centered on the
site under consideration, and

computing a current denoised site value comprising
applying the weight factor last computed for the site
under consideration to a value originally assigned to a
site in the digital image or video frame which the site
under consideration would occupy if shifted in accor-
dance with a current shift position, and adding result
of the computing to the denoised site value currently
assigned to the site under consideration, wherein the
denoised site value of a site is initially set to zero; and

for each of the prescribed set of sites in the digital image or

video frame, applying a normalizing weighting factor

computed for the site under consideration to the last

computed denoised value of the site under consider-

ation.

2. The process of claim 1, wherein the prescribed sequence
of shift positions is in raster order and based on a size of a
prescribed neighborhood, such that a first shift position for
each site corresponds to an upper left hand corner of the
prescribed neighborhood when centered on the site under
consideration and a last shift position for each site corre-
sponds to a lower right hand corner of the prescribed neigh-
borhood when centered on the site under consideration.

3. The process of claim 1, further comprising performing a
process action of expanding the digital image or video frame
outwards such that said prescribed sized neighborhood cen-
tered on a site at an edge of the unexpanded digital image or
video frame has site values assigned to each site within the
neighborhood, prior to performing the process action of com-
puting the squared difference value for the edge site.

4. The process of claim 1, wherein the process action of
computing the prefix sum value for a site given the current
shift position, comprises an action of using the equation

px Py

D10k, D= vl + dy, 1+ d )P

k=0 {=0

where p=(p,, p,) is a site in two dimensions x and y, d=(d,, d,)
is a translation in said two dimensions and v is an image value
originally assigned to the specified site in the digital image or
video frame.

5. The process of claim 1, wherein the process action of
computing the squared difference value for a site given the
current shift position, comprises the actions of:
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characterizing the digital image or video frame and a

shifted copy thereof in separate vectors;
for each shift position and for each of the sites in the digital
image or video frame at each shift position, computing
said difference between the values of the sites associated
with corresponding site locations in prescribed-sized
patches centered respectively on the site under consid-
eration and a site in a copy of the digital image or video
frame which the site under consideration would occupy
if said copy is shifted in accordance with the shift posi-
tion under consideration using vector subtraction to pro-
duce a sequential part of a difference vector; and

multiplying the difference vector once complete by itselfto
produce a squared difference vector.
6. The process of claim 5, further comprising the process
action of storing the difference vector in a cache associated
with a random access memory (RAM) of said computing
device to the extent possible, so as to maximize recall speed.
7. The process of claim 5, wherein the process action of
computing the prefix sum values for each site at each shift
position, comprises the action of computing a prefix sum
vector from the squared difference vector.
8. The process of claim 7, further comprising the process
action of storing the prefix sum vector in a cache associated
with a random access memory (RAM) of said computing
device to the extent possible, so as to maximize recall speed.
9. The process of claim 1, wherein the process action of
computing the weight factor, comprises the actions of:
designating the prefix sum value associated with a lower
left hand corner of said prescribed sized neighborhood
centered on the site under consideration as “A”’;

designating the prefix sum value associated with the lower
right hand corner of said prescribed sized neighborhood
centered on the site under consideration as “B”;

designating the prefix sum value associated with an upper
right hand corner of said prescribed sized neighborhood
centered on the site under consideration as “C”;

designating the prefix sum value associated with the upper
left hand corner of said corresponding locations said
prescribed sized neighborhood centered on the site
under consideration as “D”;

computing result of A+C-D-B; and

applying the prescribed function g, to said result of A+C—-
D-B.

10. The process of claim 1, wherein the process action of
computing the weight factor comprises an action of using the
equation

Sq(sx = P, sy, = P)+Sg(s: + P, s, + P) —
g’{ Sylsy = P, s, + PY=Sylsy + P, s, — P)

where g;, is said prescribed function, S=(S,, S,) is asite in two
dimensions x and y, 2P+1 is the width and height of said
prescribed-sized patch centered on the site under consider-
ation and S, is an the prefix sum value assigned to the speci-
fied site.

11. The process of claim 10, wherein the prescribed func-
tion is defined by the equation

1

gn(r) = m,
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wherein r is function parameter and h is a constant parameter
value used to control the amount of filtering.

12. The process of claim 11, wherein the value of h ranges
between about 1.0 and 6.0.

13. The process of claim 1, wherein said computing device
comprises multiple processing units, and wherein prior to
performing the process action of claim 1, performing the
process actions of:

splitting said digital image or video frame along horizontal

lines into separate sections, wherein number of sections
created equals the number of processing units of the
computing device; and

allocating each section to a different processing unit;

wherein the process actions of claim 1 are performed by

each of the processing units on the section of the digital
image or video frame allocated thereto.

14. The process of claim 13, wherein the digital image or
video frame is split into sections each of same size whenever
the number of rows of the digital image or video frame are
divisible by the number of processing units, and wherein the
digital image or video frame is split into sections each of same
size or having one more row than the other sections whenever
the number of rows of the digital image or video frame are not
divisible by the number of processing units.

15. The process of claim 13, further comprising perform-
ing a process action of expanding each digital image or video
frame section outwards such that said prescribed sized neigh-
borhood centered on a site at an edge of an unexpanded digital
image or video frame section has site values assigned to each
site within the neighborhood, prior to performing the process
action of computing the squared difference value for the edge
site.

16. The process of claim 15, wherein the process action of
expanding each digital image or video frame section out-
wards, comprises an action of, for each edge of each section
created by splitting the original digital image or video frame,
expanding said edges by assigning to newly created sites, the
values associated with the corresponding sites in the section
that was adjacent to the edge being expanded prior to said
splitting.

17. The process of claim 1, wherein said computing device
comprises at least one processor comprising an intrinsic par-
allel processing capability that is exploitable to perform mul-
tiple simultaneous operations, and wherein the process
actions of computing a squared difference value, computing a
prefix sum value, computing a weight factor and computing a
current denoised site value for each site at each shift position,
comprises simultaneously performing as many of said com-
putations as possible given the intrinsic parallel processing
capability of the processor.

18. The process of claim 1, further comprising performing,
after the performance of the process action of computing a
weight factor, the process actions of:

for each of the prescribed sequence of shift positions and

for each of'the prescribed set of sites in the digital image
or video frame at each shift position,

assigning a current maximum weight value to the site under

consideration comprising a greater of a last previously

assigned maximum weight value for the site under con-

sideration and the weight factor last computed for the

site under consideration, wherein the maximum weight

value of a site is initially set to zero, and

computing a current normalization factor value for the
site under consideration comprising the sum of a nor-
malization factor last computed for the site under
consideration and the weight factor last computed for
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the site under consideration, wherein the normaliza- value last computed for the site under consideration,
tion factor value of a site is initially set to zero. to the denoised value currently assigned to the site

19. The process action of claim 18, wherein the process under consideration, and
action of applying the normalizing weighting factor com- dividing the resulting last computed denoised value of
puted for the site under consideration to the last computed 3 the site under consideration by the sum of the last
denoised value of the site under consideration for each of the computed normalization factor value and the last
prescribed set of sites in the digital image or video frame, assigned Ipaximum weight value for the site under

comprises the actions of: consideration.

20. The process of claim 1, wherein said digital image or
10 video frameis a cyroimage exhibiting a signal to noise ratio of
1.0 or lower and repetitive structured patterns.

for each of the prescribed set of sites in the digital image or
video frame,

adding the product of an original value assigned to the
site under consideration and the maximum weight ¥ % % % %
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