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Abstract

The Karhunen-Loève transform (KLT) is often used for data decorrelation and dimensionality reduction. The KLT is able to optimally
retain the signal energy in only few transform components, being mathematically suitable for image and video compression. However, in
practice, because of its high computational cost and dependence on the input signal, its application in real-time scenarios is precluded. This
work proposes low-computational cost approximations for the KLT. We focus on the blocklengths N ∈ {4,8,16,32} because they are widely
employed in image and video coding standards such as JPEG and high efficiency video coding (HEVC). Extensive computational experiments
demonstrate the suitability of the proposed low-complexity transforms for image and video compression.
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1 Introduction

The Karhunen-Loève transform (KLT) [1] is a commonly used tool
for data decorrelation and dimensionality reduction [2, 3]. It con-
sists of a linear transformation that maps correlated variables into
uncorrelated variables, sometimes referred to as principal compo-
nents [4]. Usually, only the first coefficients of the transformed
data are sufficient to represent the signal. The KLT capability
for energy compaction is paramount for data compression, since
most information can be preserved even reducing the dimensional-
ity of the data [5]. In fact, considering first-order Markov processes,
the KLT is an optimal linear transform capable of minimizing the
mean square error in data compression and concentrating energy
in few coefficients of the output signal [1]. Although it is a well-
established optimal transform in terms of energy compaction and
decorrelation [6], the KLT is not widely applied because its compu-
tation depends on the covariance matrix of the input data. Indeed,
such data-dependent requirements can hinder the development of
fast algorithms for an efficient implementation of the transform.

However, if the input data is a first-order Markov process with
known correlation coefficient ρ, then it was shown in [7] that we
can derive an analytical solution for the elements of the KLT ma-
trix. Nevertheless, even with the transform matrix known, com-
putational complexity of its implementation can be infeasible for
practical data compression scenarios. In this context, several fast
approximations for the KLT have been proposed [8–17] aiming at
reducing the computational costs. Although such methods generate
fast approximations for the KLT, their scope is relatively limited
because the data-dependence is still present; in some cases either
depending on the covariance matrix of the input data [9–13,15,17]
or on the correlation coefficient in case of first-order Markovian sig-
nals [8].

When considering first-order Markovian random signals, [18]
and [19, 20] have shown that the discrete cosine transform (DCT-
II) and the discrete sine transform (DST-I) are asymptotic approxi-
mations for the KLT, with the correlation coefficient of the input
signal tending to unity and to zero, respectively [18]. Both the
DCT and the DST are independent of the input signal, allowing
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the development of computationally efficient fast algorithms. The
DCT is widely adopted in image and video compression standards
such as JPEG [21] and high efficiency video coding (HEVC) [22],
just to name a few. However, the use of this transform can still
be prohibitive in contexts under severe restrictions on processing
power or energy autonomy [23–26]. In fact, DCT realizations that
require multiplications implemented in floating-point arithmetic-
based hardware [27] demand significant circuitry complexity and
energy consumption [1]. In this sense, several multiplication-free
approximations for the DCT have been proposed [23, 25, 28–38],
including the signed DCT (SDCT) [39]. The SDCT is derived by ap-
plying the signum function to the elements of the DCT matrix, thus
resulting in a matrix of trivial multiplicands {−1,+1}. Therefore,
the transform computation requires only additions. Such reduction
in the arithmetic cost implies in a lower computational cost, favor-
ing applications in real-time and in low-consumption devices [1].

The present work employs the signum function as a means to
obtain computationally efficient alternatives to the KLT for first-
order Markov processes. We follow an entirely different approach
when compared with the fast KLT approximations already known
in the literature. Here, we focus on the proposition of deterministi-
cally defined multiplierless low-complexity approximations for the
KLT that does not depend on the input signal and is capable of cop-
ing with a wide range of correlation coefficients. Our analyses are
devoted to the blocklengths N ∈ {4,8,16,32} because of their rele-
vance in image and video standards as JPEG [21] and HEVC [22].
In order to find the best-performing low-cost approximations, we
propose a constrained optimization approach according to suitable
figures of merit for the KLT analysis. The considered approxima-
tion method is specifically tailored to furnish low-complexity trans-
formations appropriate for dedicated highly-efficient circuitry de-
sign. The resulting KLT approximations are sought to be numeri-
cally evaluated according to coding performance [40, 41], and sim-
ilarity/proximity metrics [1, 28] with respect to the exact KLT. The
obtained transforms are then embedded into (i) a JPEG-like image
compression scheme, and (ii) an HEVC reference software for video
coding assessment.

To the best of our knowledge, literature lacks KLT approxima-
tions that combine the following properties:

1. deterministic definition;

2. suitability for fast algorithm design;

3. data-independence; and
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4. capability of processing data at a wide range correlation.

We aim, therefore, at a proposition of a new class of KLT approxi-
mations that addresses these gaps. The main goal of our paper is
to propose low-complexity approximate transforms for the KLT con-
sidering different values of the correlation coefficients ρ, so low and
mid-correlated signals could be properly treated as well. Since, to
the best of our knowledge, the literature lacks efficient KLT-based
methods considering lowly correlated data, there is no competing
method for a fair comparison.

This paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we revise the
mathematical formulation of the KLT for first-order Markovian sig-
nals and define the general framework for signed KLT (SKLT).
Section 3 describes the computational approach for obtaining new
transforms and presents these transforms for different lengths at-
taining optimality according to the proposed figures of merit based
on classical metrics. Section 3 also presents fast algorithms for the
proposed transforms. In Section 4, we assess the proposed 4-, 8-,
16-, and 32-point SKLT in image and video coding. Section 5 con-
cludes the paper.

2 Signed KLT

2.1 Karhunen-Loève Transform for the First-order
Markov Process

The KLT is a linear transformation represented by an or-
thogonal matrix K(ρ)

N which decorrelates an input signal x =[
x0 x1 . . . xN−1

]> resulting in uncorrelated signal y =[
y0 y1 . . . yN−1

]>. The (i, j)th elements of the transform ma-

trix K(ρ)
N , for an arbitrary value of ρ ∈ [0,1], are given by [1]

ki j =
√

2
N +λ j

sin
[
ω j

(
i− N −1

2

)
+ ( j+1)π

2

]
,

i, j = 0,1, . . . , N −1,

(1)

where the eigenvalues of the transformed signal y covariance ma-
trix are obtained by

λ j =
1−ρ2

1+ρ2 −2ρ cosω j
, j = 0,1, . . . , N −1, (2)

and ω1,ω2, . . . ,ωN are the N solutions of the non-linear equation

tan Nω= −(1−ρ2)sinω
(1+ρ2)cosω−2ρ

. (3)

It is a well-known fact that adjacent pixels from natural images
are highly correlated [42], being ρ = 0.95 a widely adopted assump-
tion [1]. When the correlation of the input signal tends the unity,
ρ→ 1, the KLT converges to the DCT [18].

For instance, if N = 8 and ρ = 0.95, then the KLT matrix is given
by

K(0.95)
8 =


0.338 0.351 0.360 0.364 0.364 0.360 0.351 0.338
0.481 0.420 0.286 0.101 −0.101 −0.286 −0.420 −0.481
0.467 0.207 −0.179 −0.456 −0.456 −0.179 0.207 0.467
0.423 −0.085 −0.487 −0.278 0.278 0.487 0.085 −0.423
0.360 −0.347 −0.356 0.351 0.351 −0.356 −0.347 0.360
0.283 −0.488 0.094 0.415 −0.415 −0.094 0.488 −0.283
0.195 −0.462 0.460 −0.190 −0.190 0.460 −0.462 0.195
0.100 −0.279 0.416 −0.490 0.490 −0.416 0.279 −0.100

 .

(4)

2.2 KLT Approximations

Our approach is based on the technique used in [39] for proposing
the classical signed DCT (SDCT). The proposed transform, as well
as the SDCT, is motivated by the reduction of the total number of
arithmetic operations required for the computation of the trans-
form at the cost of some accuracy loss [39]. The technique consid-
ers the signum function to generate a matrix approximation for the
KLT. Thus, we propose the following approximate transformation
matrix:

T̂(ρ)
N ,

1p
N

sign
(
K(ρ)

N

)
, (5)

where

sign(x)=


1, if x > 0,
0, if x = 0,
−1, if x < 0,

(6)

and K(ρ)
N is the KLT matrix of order N with a predefined correlation

coefficient ρ, which entries are given by (1). When applied to a
matrix, the signum function operates element-wise.

In other words, we map a given KLT matrix to a low-complexity
matrix close to it. Note that, if ρ = 0, then the Equation (5) degener-
ates into the null matrix. Also if ρ = 1, then K(1)

N is the DCT and the
resulting approximation is the signed DCT [39]. Therefore, in prac-
tice, our analysis is constrained to 0 < ρ < 1. Note that because of
the non-linearity and discrete nature of the signum function, dif-
ferent KLT matrices might be mapped to the same approximate
matrix. For instance, considering ρ1 = 0.7 and ρ2 = 0.9, we obtain
that

T̂(ρ1)
8 = T̂(ρ2)

8 = 1p
8


1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 −1 −1 −1 −1
1 1 −1 −1 −1 −1 1 1
1 −1 −1 −1 1 1 1 −1
1 −1 −1 1 1 −1 −1 1
1 −1 1 1 −1 −1 1 −1
1 −1 1 −1 −1 1 −1 1
1 −1 1 −1 1 −1 1 −1

 . (7)

Exhaustively computing all KLT matrices in the range ρ ∈
[10−3,1−10−3] in steps of 10−3 returns 999 matrices. However, the
number of approximations is much lower: 1, 2, 9, and 37 different
approximations for N = 4, 8, 16, and 32, respectively. In view of the
above, a methodology for selecting best-performing approximations
is necessary, which is the topic of the next section.

Although the KLT is an orthogonal matrix, the proposed trans-
forms are not constrained to be, therefore, given the proposed
transform T̂(ρ)

N , the transformed signal is given by

y= T̂(ρ)
N ·x, (8)

and the inverse transformation can be written as

y= (T̂(ρ)
N )−1 ·x. (9)

3 Optimal SKLT

In this section, we describe an optimization problem, aiming at the
identification of best-performing SKLT matrices, according to the
figures of merit detailed next.

3.1 Figures of Merit for Approximate Transforms

Approximate transform methods [23–25, 28, 39] are usually as-
sessed in terms of (i) coding metrics such as the coding gain [40]
and transform efficiency [41], which measure the power of decorre-
lation and energy compression; and (ii) proximity metrics with re-
spect to the exact transform, such as the mean-square error [1] and
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total error energy [28], which measure similarities or dissimilari-
ties between approximate and exact transforms. In the following,
let T̂N be a candidate matrix to be assessed.

3.1.1 Unified Coding Gain

The unified coding gain of a transform T̂N is given by [43]

Cg(T̂N )= 10 · log10

{ N∏
k=1

1
N
√

Ak ·Bk

}
, (10)

where Ak = su
{
(h>

k ·hk)¯Rx
}
, hk is the kth row vector from T̂N ,

the function su(·) returns the sum of the elements of its matrix
argument, ¯ is the Hadamard matrix product operator [44], Rx is
the autocorrelation matrix of the considered first-order Markovian
signal, Bk = ‖gk‖2 and gk is the kth row vector from T̂−1

N , and ‖ · ‖
is the Frobenius norm [44].

3.1.2 Transform Efficiency

Another coding related figure of merit is the transform efficiency,
given by [41]

η(T̂N )= 100

∑N
i=1 |r i,i |∑N

i=1
∑N

j=1 |r i, j |
,

where r i, j is the (i, j)th element from T̂N ·Rx · T̂>
N .

3.1.3 Mean-Square Error

The mean-square error (MSE) relative to the KLT is given by [1]:

MSE(T̂N )= 1
N

· tr
{
(K(ρ)

N − T̂N ) ·Rx · (K(ρ)
N − T̂N )>

}
,

where tr(·) is the trace function [45].

3.1.4 Total Error Energy

The total error energy of an approximation relative to the KLT is
computed by [28]:

ε(T̂N )=π · ||K(ρ)
N − T̂N ||2.

3.1.5 Proposed Figures of Merit

Because the above discussed figures of merit are defined for a fixed
value of ρ, we propose the following total metrics which take into
account the performance for all values of 0< ρ < 1:

CgT (T̂N )=
∫ 1

0
|Cg(K(ρ)

N )−Cg(T̂N )|dρ,

ηT (T̂N )=
∫ 1

0
|η(K(ρ)

N )−η(T̂N )|dρ,

MSET (T̂N )=
∫ 1

0
MSE(T̂N )dρ,

εT (T̂N )=
∫ 1

0
ε(T̂N )dρ.

3.2 Optimization Problem

In order to identify the overall best-performing approximations, we
propose the following optimization problem:

T̂∗
N = arg min

0<ρ<1
error(T̂(ρ)

N ), (11)

where error(·) is one of the proposed measures, CgT (·), ηT (·),
MSET (·), εT (·), presented in the previous subsection. Note that,
for a fixed transform length N, up to four optimal SKLT can be
obtained, each one optimizing a total metric. Hereafter we denote
the optimal transforms of length N ∈ {4,8,16,32} as T̂N,i , which
are indexed by the subscript i = 1,2, . . . , J, where J is the number
of approximate transforms for N.

Table 1 summarizes the results for the optimal SKLT with differ-
ent transform lengths N and for the intervals of ρ that each trans-
form is defined. DCT, DST, and the SDCT results are included only
for comparison purposes. It is important to emphasize again that
this comparison is not completely fair since the proposed trans-
forms cover different intervals of ρ while the DCT and DST are de-
fined for ρ tending merely to one and zero, respectively. All metrics
are computed with respect to the exact KLT. The values in bold are
the best measurements for each transform length N. The trans-
forms T̂4,1, T̂8,2, and T̂16,3 are already known in the literature,
and coincide with the SDCT. The remaining transforms are, to the
best of our knowledge, new ones.

3.3 Fast Algorithms

The direct implementation of the proposed transforms requires
N(N −1) additions and no multiplications. Besides searching for
multiplication-free transforms, the development of fast algorithms
capable of reducing the arithmetic cost of computing the trans-
forms is important. Using sparse matrix factorization [46], such
as butterfly-based structures, we can derive the factorization for
the optimal proposed transforms. In order to assess the complexity
of the proposed fast algorithms we considered the number of arith-
metic operations needed for its implementation. The arithmetic
complexity does not depend on the available architecture or tech-
nology, an issue that may occur when considering measures such
as computation time [46–48]. The derived matrix factorization for
N = 4 and 8 are presented in the following, and for N = 16 and 32,
the respective matrix factorization are detailed in Appendix A.

3.3.1 Matrix Factorization for N = 4

For N = 4, we can factorize T̂4,1 [39] as follows:

T̂4,1 = 1
2
·P4 ·A4,2 ·A4,1,

where

P4 =


1

1
1

1

 , A4,2 =


1 1
1 −

1 1
− 1

 ,

and

A4,1 =
[

I2 Ī2
Ī2 −I2

]
,

where I2 and Ī2 are, respectively, the identity and counter-identity
matrices of order 2. The minus sign − represents −1 and blank
spaces are zeroes.
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Table 1: Comparison of proposed transforms with KLT

Transform ρ CgT (T̂N ) ηT (T̂N ) MSET (T̂N ) εT (T̂N )

N = 4

T̂4,1 [39] (0,1) 0.162 10.862 0.039 0.764
DCT ρ→ 1 0.025 7.071 0.014 0.167
DST ρ→ 0 0.317 11.859 0.016 0.167

N = 8

T̂8,1 (0,0.619] 2.726 32.907 0.110 3.670
T̂8,2 [39] (0.619,1) 2.170 37.192 0.129 3.950
DCT ρ→ 1 0.031 12.173 0.042 0.888
DST ρ→ 0 0.362 18.940 0.032 0.778

N = 16

T̂16,1 (0.540,0.550] 2.825 56.924 0.157 8.499
T̂16,2 (0.550,0.700] 2.748 54.668 0.153 8.538
T̂16,3 [39] [0.9,1) 2.227 48.588 0.169 9.532
DCT ρ→ 1 0.024 15.709 0.078 2.945
DST ρ→ 0 0.307 22.772 0.044 2.283

N = 32

T̂32,1 (0.139,0.162] 2.352 66.355 0.195 21.143
T̂32,2 (0.487,0.490] 2.442 65.047 0.184 19.806
T̂32,3 (0.490,0.528] 2.477 65.475 0.185 19.779
T̂32,4 (0.956,0.977] 2.450 61.930 0.244 24.288
SDCT ρ→ 1 2.491 62.550 0.256 24.856
DCT ρ→ 1 0.015 18.005 0.116 7.891
DST ρ→ 0 0.227 24.673 0.052 5.531

3.3.2 Matrix Factorization for N = 8

For N = 8, we have:

T̂8,1 = 1p
8
·P8 ·A′

8,3 ·A8,2 ·A8,1,

T̂8,2 = 1p
8
·P8 ·A′′

8,3 ·A8,2 ·A8,1 [39],

where

P8 =



1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1


,

A′
8,3 =



1 1
1 −

1 1
− 1

1 1
− −

1 1
1 −


,

A8,2 =
[
A4,1

A4,1

]
, A8,1 =

[
I4 Ī4
Ī4 −I4

]
,

and

A′′
8,3 =



1 1
1 −

1 1
1 −

1 1
− −

1 1
1 −


.

Table 2 presents the arithmetic cost of the proposed fast algo-
rithms for the approximate transforms compared with the arith-
metic cost of the direct implementation of the exact N-point KLT.
Since the proposed transforms are, to the best of our knowledge,
the first class of approximations for the KLT following this ap-
proach, there is nothing to compare with. However, to show that
the performance of the proposed transforms is competitive, we
introduced in Table 3 the arithmetic cost of some transforms in
general that are already known in the literature. Thus, Table 3
presents the arithmetical cost of: the fast algorithms proposed
by [49] and [50] for the 8- and 16-point DCT, respectevely; and ap-
proximations for the DCT already known in the literature proposed
in [25,28–31,33,39,51–56]. We can note that the introduced fast al-
gorithms are multiplierless and offer substantial reductions in the
additive complexity when compared with the exact KLT and lower
or similar arithmetic cost compared with the DCT approximations.

For a better visualization of the results presented in Tables 1
and 2, we have combined graphically the number of additions and
the proposed figures of merit of each proposed transform, for N = 4,
8, 16, and 32, as presented in Figures 1, 2, 3, 4, respectively. Note
that both DCT and DST also require multiplications when imple-
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Table 2: Computational cost comparison for 4-, 8-, 16-, and 32-point transforms

Transform Additions Multiplications Bit-Shifting Addition reduction (%)

T̂4,1 [39] 4 0 0 66%
K4 12 16 0 -

T̂8,1 24 0 0 57%
T̂8,2 [39] 24 0 0 57%
K8 56 64 0 -

T̂16,1 80 0 0 67%
T̂16,2 75 0 0 69%
T̂16,3 [39] 72 0 0 70%
K16 240 256 0 -

T̂32,1 288 0 0 71%
T̂32,2 288 0 0 71%
T̂32,3 288 0 0 71%
T̂32,4 232 0 0 77%
K32 992 1024 0 -

Table 3: Computational cost comparison for 8-, 16-, and 32-point
DCT approximation transforms

Transform Additions Multiplications Bit-Shifting

DCT8 [49] 29 11 0
DST8 [57] 29 12 0
T8,LO [31] 24 0 2
T8,RDCT [28] 22 0 0
T8,MRDCT [52] 14 0 0
T8,BAS-2008a [25] 18 0 2
T8,BAS-2008b [25] 21 0 2
T8,BAS-2009 [53] 18 0 0
T8,BAS-2011 [54] 16 0 0
T8,BAS-2012 [29] 24 0 0
T′

8,1 [55] 18 0 0
T8,4 [55] 24 0 0
T8,5 [55] 24 0 4
T8,6 [55] 24 0 6

DCT16 [50] 74 44 0
DST16 [57] 81 32 0
T16,BAS-2012 [29] 64 0 0
T16,BCEM [51] 72 0 0
T16,SBCKMK [56] 60 0 0
T16,SOBCM [33] 44 0 0
T16,JAM [30] 60 0 0

DCT32 [50] 194 116 0
DST32 [57] 209 80 0
T32,BAS-2012 [29] 160 0 0
T32,JAM [30] 152 0 0

mented, differently of the proposed transforms that are multiplier-
less.

4 Image and Video Coding

We submitted the proposed transforms to two different contexts
that are classical in the approximation community area: (i) still
image compression according to a JPEG-like algorithm [23,25,28],
and (ii) video encoding as defined in the HEVC reference soft-
ware [58]. In this section, we compared the proposed transforms
with the exact KLT for ρ = 0.1, 0.6 and 0.9 (K(0.1), K(0.6) and K(0.9)),
and with the exact DCT. The transforms K(0.1), K(0.6), and K(0.9)

were selected because they are suitable for decorrelation of lowly,
moderately, and highly correlated data, respectively. Currently
literature is restricted to the high correlation scenario, which is
mainly addressed by the DCT and its related approximations.

4.1 Image Compression

In this section, we evaluated the performance of the proposed
transforms in image compression, similarly to [23,25,28]. If A is a
two-dimensional (2D) image, then the direct and inverse transfor-
mations induced by the SKLT are computed, respectively, by

B= T̂(ρ)
N ·A · (T̂(ρ)

N )−1, (12)

A= (T̂(ρ)
N )−1 ·B · T̂(ρ)

N . (13)

The adopted compression scheme is described as follows [59]: (i) the
image is divided into disjoint sub-blocks A j of size N ×N; (ii) each
sub-block is submitted to a selected transform T̂N according to (12);
(iii) using the standard zig-zag sequence [59], only the initial r
coefficients in each sub-block B j are retained and the remaining
N2 − r coefficients are zeroed, resulting in sub-block B̄ j ; (iv) the
two-dimensional inverse transform is applied according (13), and
(v) the reconstructed sub-blocks Ā j are adequately rearranged. The
final reconstructed image Ā is compared with the original image A
for assessing the performance of T̂N . We adopted N ∈ {4,8,16,32}
and used the peak signal-to-noise ratio (PSNR) [60], and the mean
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Figure 1: Arithmetic complexity versus the proposed figures of merit for each transform for N = 4.

structural similarity index (MSSIM) [61] as figures of merit for im-
age quality evaluation. The results were taken individually for 45
512×512 8-bit greyscale images obtained from [62] and averaged.
For each transform length, we considered two approaches: (i) a
qualitative analysis, based on the compressed Lena image with ap-
proximately 85% compression and (ii) a quantitative one, varying
the value of r for compression, considering the average MSSIM and
PSNR values of the compressed images.

Figure 5 shows the original Lena image. The reconstructed im-
ages using the proposed transforms, DCT, and DST for N = 4, 8, 16,
and 32 are presented, respectively, in Figures 6, 7, 8, and 9. The
corresponding compression ratio (CR) was CR = 81.25%, 84.38%,
84.38%, 84.86%, respectively. Visually, the reconstructed images
after compression exhibit quality comparable with the original im-
age.

Figure 10 presents the average image quality measurements for
different values of N considering different levels of compression,
comparing with the exact KLT for ρ = 0.1, 0.6, and 0.9 and the
DCT. Figure 10(b) shows that the average MSSIM of T̂4,1 is very
close to the results from the KLT and DCT. Figure 10(a) also shows
that the values of the average PSNR of T̂4,1 are close to the values
obtained by KLT and DCT. We can also notice that the approxima-
tion T̂4,1 presents average MSSIM values better than KLT itself
when we retain fewer coefficients, r ranging from zero to six. For
N = 8, one can see that T̂8,1 and T̂8,2 behave in a similar way ac-
cording to the image quality measures. For N = 16, T̂16,3 transform
has considerably closer values to the DCT and KLT than the other
approximations. This may be related to the fact that T̂16,3 is the
obtained transform with a higher value of ρ (ρ ≥ 0.9). One can see
that, for r < 10, the approximation T̂16,3 presents better average
MSSIM values than KLT itself. Figures 10(g) and 10(h) present
the image quality measurements for N = 32, that poses T̂32,4 as
the best-performing approximate KLT for compression.

4.2 Video coding

In order to demonstrate the suitability of the introduced SKLTs in
the video coding context, we embed the proposed approximations
into a public available HEVC reference software [58]. The HEVC

employs an integer DCT (IDCT) of lengths 4, 8, 16, and 32 [63],
unlike its predecessors [64–67]. According to [22], the larger trans-
forms generally work better for smooth image regions, whereas the
textured areas are better handled by the small sized transforms.

For our experiment, we substituted the original set of IDCTs na-
tively defined in the HEVC standard by our proposed KLT approx-
imations. The original integer DST-VI [68] of length 4, responsible
for residual coding in HEVC, is kept unchanged in the reference
software. The main reason is that the optimal SKLT for length 4 is
unique for all ρ values (confer Table 1), and it approaches the cod-
ing capabilities of the DCT [39]. We separated four suits of approx-
imations, relating to the optimality in Equation (11): (i) T̂4,1, T̂8,1,
T̂16,2, and T̂32,2 (Group I); (ii) T̂4,1, T̂8,1, T̂16,1, and T̂32,3 (Group
II); (iii) T̂4,1, T̂8,2, T̂16,3, and T̂32,1 (Group III); and (iv) T̂4,1, T̂8,1,
T̂16,3, and T̂32,4 (Group IV). Namely, Groups I, II, III, and IV are
optimal regarding total MSE, total error energy, total unified cod-
ing gain, and total transform efficiency, respectively. Therefore,
we substituted the original IDCT by each SKLT Group I–IV in the
HEVC reference software.

In our experiments, we encoded the first 100 frames of one
video sequence of each A to F class in accordance with the Com-
mon Test Conditions (CTC) document [69]. The considered 8-
bit standard video sequences were: PeopleOnStreet (2560×1600
at 30 fps), BasketballDrive (1920×1080 at 50 fps), RaceHorses
(832×480 at 30 fps), BlowingBubbles (416×240 at 50 fps),
KristenAndSara (1280×720 at 60 fps), and BasketbalDrillText
(832×480 at 50 fps). We further considered the Foreman (352×288
at 30 fps) [70], a standard 8-bit CIF video sequence adopted in re-
lated works like [31,33]. As done in [30], we set all the test param-
eters in accordance with the CTC documentation. Also, we consid-
ered the four standard 8-bit coding configurations in the Main pro-
file: All Intra (AI), Random Access (RA) and Low-Delay B and P
(LD-B and LD-P). We selected the frame-wise PSNR for each YUV
color channel [63] as figure of merit. Then, for each video sequence,
we computed the rate distortion (RD) curve considering quantiza-
tion parameter (QP) values equal to 22, 27, 32, and 37 [69].

Moreover, we measured the Bjøntegaard’s delta PSNR (BD-
PSNR) [71,72] for the modified versions of the HEVC software. The
average results per video for all the transform groups and coding
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Figure 2: Arithmetic complexity versus the proposed figures of merit for each transform for N = 8.

configurations are presented in Table 4. One can note from Table 4
that the Group IV performed better than the Group III on aver-
age. The metrics used for selecting both SKLT Groups III and IV
maximize the coding efficiency of the transforms. From the table,
Group IV outperformed Groups I and II in most of the cases regard-
less the configuration mode. This information can be confirmed in
Figures 11, 12, 13, and 14, which show the RD curves for the four
groups of transforms in AI, RA, LD-B, and LD-P configurations.

One can notice that the group of transforms that optimize the
total transform efficiency metric (Group IV) tended to outperform
the other three groups (Groups I, II, and III). The results in video
coding corroborate those of the still-image experiments presented
in Section 4.1.

As a qualitative example, we present in Figure 15 the tenth
frame of the KristenAndSara video encoded according to the de-
fault HEVC IDCT and the transforms in Groups I–IV in AI con-
figuration. blue The presented metrics are a representation from
the performance obtained by the proposed transforms on the other
video sequences as well. Here, QP value was set to 32. Blocking
artifacts are not easily perceptible, highlighting the applicability
of the proposed SKLT.

5 Conclusions

Based on the signum function, we proposed a class of low-
complexity KLT approximations, which are suitable for data decor-
relation. These transforms are deterministically defined for pro-
cessing data at a wide range correlation, which differs from the fast
approximations for the KLT already known in the literature. Since
the proposed transforms are the first approximations for the KLT
following this approach, there is nothing to compare with. In prin-
ciple, all approximations derived from this method are novelty. In
particular, we explicitly derived new transforms of length 4, 8, 16,
and 32 and submitted them to a comprehensive assessment in the
context of image and video coding. Total figures of merit were pro-
posed for the selection of optimal transforms. The proposed approx-
imations were tailored to decorrelate Markovian first-order data, at
a very low arithmetic complexity and multiplierless operation. Be-
sides the lower complexity, we also derived fast algorithms for the

proposed transforms that were capable of reducing, even more, the
arithmetic cost of its implementation. The proposed SKLT showed
good compaction energy properties at a very low cost. Still image
and video experiments demonstrate the suitability of the proposed
approximations for image/video encoding, being capable of generat-
ing high quality images according to coding and similarity metrics.
For future works, we wish to consider larger blocklenghts trans-
forms and other applications for fully exploring the potential of the
proposed transforms, such as the versatile video coding (VVC) stan-
dard [73–75], for example.

A Matrix Factorization

A.1 N = 16

For N = 16, we can rewrite T̂16,1, T̂16,2, and T̂16,3 [39] as follows:

T̂16,1 = 1
4
·P16 ·A′

16,3 ·A16,2 ·A16,1,

T̂16,2 = 1
4
·P16 ·A′

16,5 ·A′
16,4 ·A′′

16,3 ·A16,2 ·A16,1,

T̂16,3 = 1
4
·P16 ·A′′

16,5 ·A′′
16,4 ·A′′′

16,3 ·A16,2 ·A16,1,

where

P16 =



1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1


,

A16,1 =
[

I8 Ī8
Ī8 −I8

]
, A16,2 =

[
A8,1

A8,1

]
,
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Figure 3: Arithmetic complexity versus the proposed figures of merit for each transform for N = 16.

A′
16,3 =



1 1 1 1
1 1 − 1
1 − − 1
1 − 1 −

1 1 1 1
1 − − 1

1 1 − 1− 1 − 1
1 1 1 1
1 1 − 1
1 − 1 1
1 − 1 1− − − −− 1 1 −

1 − 1 −
1 − 1 −


,

A′′
16,3 =


1 1

1
1 −

1
1

1 1
1

1 −
I8

 , A′
16,4 =


1

1
1

1
1

1 1
1 −

I8

 ,

A′
16,5 =



1 1 1
1 1 −− 1 1

1 − −
1 1

1 − −
1 1− 1

1 1 1 1
1 1 − 1
1 − 1 1
1 − 1 1− − − −− 1 1 −

1 − 1 −
1 − 1 −


,

A′′′
16,3 =

[
A8,2

I8

]
, A′′

16,4 =


1 1
1 −

1 1
1 −

1
1

1
1

I8

 ,

A′′
16,5 =



1
1

1 −
1 1− −
1 1

1 −
1 1 1 1
1 1 − 1
1 − − 1
1 − 1 1− − − −− 1 1 −

1 − 1 −
1 − 1 −


.

A.2 N = 32

Considering N = 32, we have:

T̂32,1 = 1p
32

·P32 ·A′
32,3 ·A32,2 ·A32,1,

T̂32,2 = 1p
32

·P32 ·A′′
32,3 ·A32,2 ·A32,1,

T̂32,3 = 1p
32

·P32 ·A′′′
32,3 ·A32,2 ·A32,1,

T̂32,4 = 1p
32

·P32 ·A′
32,6 ·A′

32,5 ·A′
32,4 ·A′′′′

32,3 ·A32,2 ·A32,1,
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Figure 4: Arithmetic complexity versus the proposed figures of merit for each transform for N = 32.

Figure 5: Original Lena image.

where

P32 =



1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1

1
1



,

A32,1 =
[

I16 Ī16
Ī16 −I16

]
, A32,2 =

[
A16,1

A16,1

]
,

A′
32,3 =



1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 − − 1 1 1
1 1 − − − 1 − 1
1 − − 1 − 1 − 1
1 − − 1 1 − − 1
1 − 1 − − 1 − −
1 − 1 − − 1 − 1
1 − 1 − 1 − 1 −

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 − − − − 1 1

1 1 1 − − − 1 1
1 − − − 1 1 − 1

1 1 1 − 1 − − 1
1 − 1 − 1 1 − 1

1 − 1 1 − 1 − 1− 1 − 1 − 1 − 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 − − 1
1 1 1 − − − 1 −
1 1 − − 1 1 − −
1 − 1 − 1 1 − 1
1 1 1 1 − 1 − 1
1 − − 1 − − 1 −
1 − 1 − 1 1 − 1− − − − − − − −

1 1 1 1 − − − −− 1 − − 1 1 − −
1 1 − − 1 1 − −− − 1 − 1 − 1 −

1 1 − 1 1 − 1 −− 1 − − 1 − 1 −
1 − 1 − 1 − 1 −



,
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(a) T̂4,1 [39] , PSNR = 30.758, MSSIM
= 0.846

(b) DCT4(ρ → 1), PSNR = 32.001,
MSSIM = 0.871

(c) DST4(ρ → 0) , PSNR = 15.491,
MSSIM = 0.127

Figure 6: Compressed Lena images for N = 4 and r = 3.

(a) T̂8,1, PSNR = 27.876, MSSIM =
0.854

(b) T̂8,2 [39] , PSNR = 27.896, MSSIM
= 0.861

(c) DCT8(ρ → 1), PSNR = 32.081,
MSSIM = 0.913

(d) DST8(ρ → 0) , PSNR = 18.297,
MSSIM = 0.272

Figure 7: Compressed Lena images for N = 8 and r = 10.

A′′
32,3 =



1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 − − 1 1 1
1 1 − − − 1 − 1
1 − − 1 1 − 1 1
1 − − 1 1 − − 1
1 − 1 − − 1 − −
1 − 1 − − 1 − 1
1 − 1 − 1 − 1 −

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 − − − − 1 1

1 1 1 − − − 1 1
1 − − − 1 1 − 1

1 1 1 − 1 − − 1
1 − 1 − 1 1 − 1

1 − 1 1 − 1 − 1− 1 − 1 − 1 − 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 − − 1
1 1 1 − − − 1 −
1 1 − − 1 1 − −
1 − 1 − 1 1 − 1
1 1 1 1 − 1 − 1
1 − − 1 − − 1 −
1 − 1 − 1 1 − 1− − − − − − − −

1 1 1 1 − − − −− 1 − − 1 1 − −− 1 1 − − 1 1 −− − 1 − 1 − 1 −
1 1 − 1 1 − 1 −− 1 − − 1 − 1 −

1 − 1 − 1 − 1 −



,A′′′
32,3 =



1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 − − 1 1 1
1 1 − − − 1 − 1
1 − − 1 1 1 − 1
1 − − 1 1 − − 1
1 − 1 1 − − 1 −
1 − 1 − − 1 − 1
1 − 1 − 1 − 1 −

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 − − − − 1 1

1 1 1 − − − 1 1− − − 1 1 − − 1
1 1 1 − 1 − − 1− 1 1 − 1 1 − 1

1 − 1 1 − 1 − 1− 1 − 1 − 1 − 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 − − 1 1
1 1 − − − 1 − 1
1 1 − − 1 − 1 −
1 − 1 − 1 1 − 1
1 1 1 1 − 1 − 1
1 − − 1 − − 1 −
1 − 1 − 1 1 − 1− − − − − − − −− 1 1 1 1 − − −− 1 − − 1 1 − −− 1 − 1 1 − 1 −− − 1 − 1 − 1 −

1 1 − 1 1 − 1 −− 1 − − 1 − 1 −
1 − 1 − 1 − 1 −



,

A′′′′
32,3 =

[
A16,2

I16

]
, A′

32,4 =
[

A′′′
16,3

I16

]
, A′

32,5 =
[

A′′
16,4

I16

]
,
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(a) T̂16,1, PSNR = 25.717, MSSIM =
0.862

(b) T̂16,2, PSNR = 25.887, MSSIM =
0.866

(c) T̂16,3 [39] , PSNR = 27.200,
MSSIM = 0.892

(d) DCT16(ρ → 1), PSNR = 32.494,
MSSIM = 0.945

(e) DST16(ρ → 0) , PSNR = 22.639,
MSSIM = 0.532

Figure 8: Compressed Lena images for N = 16 and r = 40.

and

A′
32,6 =



1
1 1

1 − −
1

1 1−
1 −

1 1 1 1− − − −
1 1 − 1− 1 1 −
1 − − 1

1 − 1 −
1 − 1 1

1 − 1 −
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 − − 1 1 1
1 1 − 1 − − 1 1
1 − − 1 − 1 − 1
1 − 1 − − 1 − 1
1 1 1 1 − 1 − 1
1 − 1 − − − 1 −
1 − 1 − 1 1 − 1− − − − − − − −− − − 1 1 1 − −− − 1 1 − − 1 −− 1 − 1 1 − 1 −− − 1 − 1 − 1 −

1 − 1 − 1 1 1 −− 1 − − 1 − 1 −
1 − 1 − 1 − 1 −



.
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(a) T̂32,1, PSNR = 17.519, MSSIM =
0.473

(b) T̂32,2, PSNR = 17.573, MSSIM =
0.476

(c) T̂32,3, PSNR = 20.632, MSSIM =
0.600

(d) T̂32,4, PSNR = 25.997, MSSIM =
0.911

(e) DCT32(ρ → 1), PSNR = 32.996,
MSSIM = 0.969

(f) DST32(ρ → 0) , PSNR = 26.089,
MSSIM = 0.781

Figure 9: Compressed Lena images for N = 32 and r = 155.

Table 4: Average BD-PSNR of the modified HEVC reference software for tested video sequences

Configuration Video sequence
Transforms

Group I Group II Group III Group IV

AI

PeopleOnStreet −0.6074 −0.6127 −0.5696 −0.5774
BasketballDrive −0.6194 −0.6434 −0.4549 −0.4452

RaceHorses −0.8221 −0.8219 −0.8280 −0.8290
KristenAndSara −0.3446 −0.3464 −0.3142 −0.3361
BlowingBubbles −0.7275 −0.7425 −0.5495 −0.5391

BasketballDrillText −0.3163 −0.3217 −0.2680 −0.2844
Foreman −0.3030 −0.3075 −0.2636 −0.2794

RA

PeopleOnStreet −0.3995 −0.4030 −0.3748 −0.3797
BasketballDrive −0.4855 −0.5054 −0.3629 −0.3423

RaceHorses −1.2096 −1.2150 −1.1687 −1.1435
BlowingBubbles −0.2784 −0.2849 −0.2440 −0.2525

BasketballDrillText −0.4108 −0.4095 −0.3184 −0.3241
Foreman −0.2532 −0.2561 −0.2127 −0.2290

LD-B

BasketballDrive −0.4900 −0.5089 −0.3548 −0.3117
RaceHorses −1.1279 −1.1342 −1.1324 −1.1028

BlowingBubbles −0.2978 −0.3150 −0.2519 −0.2610
KristenAndSara −0.4069 −0.4245 −0.2958 −0.2740

BasketballDrillText −0.4609 −0.4629 −0.3616 −0.3528
Foreman −0.3147 −0.2988 −0.2421 −0.2436

LD-P

BasketballDrive −0.4932 −0.5139 −0.3542 −0.3153
RaceHorses −1.0903 −1.0940 −1.0929 −1.0637

BlowingBubbles −0.2905 −0.2958 −0.2438 −0.2404
KristenAndSara −0.3889 −0.4062 −0.2791 −0.2544

BasketballDrillText −0.4317 −0.4369 −0.3400 −0.3361
Foreman −0.2828 −0.2927 −0.2308 −0.2381
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(a) Average PSNR (N = 4) (b) Average MSSIM (N = 4)

(c) Average PSNR (N = 8) (d) Average MSSIM (N = 8)

(e) Average PSNR (N = 16) (f) Average MSSIM (N = 16)

(g) Average PSNR (N = 32) (h) Average MSSIM (N = 32)

Figure 10: Image quality measurements for different levels of compression.13



(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

(g)

Figure 11: RD curves of the modified HEVC versions for test sequences in Main profile and AI configuration: (a) PeopleOnStreet,
(b) BasketballDrive, (c) RaceHorses, (d) BlowingBubbles, (e) KristenAndSara, (f) BasketbalDrillText, and (g) Foreman.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 12: RD curves of the modified HEVC versions for test sequences in Main profile and RA configuration: (a) PeopleOnStreet,
(b) BasketballDrive, (c) RaceHorses, (d) BlowingBubbles, (e) BasketbalDrillText, and (f) Foreman.

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 13: RD curves of the modified HEVC versions for test sequences in Main profile and LD-B configuration: (a) BasketballDrive,
(b) RaceHorses, (c) BlowingBubbles, (d) KristenAndSara, (e) BasketbalDrillText, and (f) Foreman.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 14: RD curves of the modified HEVC versions for test sequences in Main profile and LD-P configuration: (a) BasketballDrive,
(b) RaceHorses, (c) BlowingBubbles, (d) KristenAndSara, (e) BasketbalDrillText, and (f) Foreman.

(a) PSNR-Y = 39.4857dB, PSNR-U = 43.5883dB
and PSNR-V= 44.4961dB

(b) PSNR-Y = 39.0457dB, PSNR-U = 43.0431dB
and PSNR-V= 43.9074dB

(c) PSNR-Y = 39.0571dB, PSNR-U = 43.0027dB
and PSNR-V= 43.8623dB

(d) PSNR-Y = 39.1155dB, PSNR-U = 43.1140dB
and PSNR-V= 44.0624dB

(e) PSNR-Y = 39.1320dB, PSNR-U = 43.1120dB
and PSNR-V= 44.0912dB

Figure 15: Compression of the tenth frame of KristenAndSara using the default and modified versions of the HEVC software in
configured to the AI mode and QP= 32. Results for the IDCT are shown in (a), and for the SKLT Groups I to IV in (b) to (e), respectively.
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