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A Frequency-Division Fractal Image Coding Approach

Tan Zhaoxinx Wu Yimin

Abstract  Presents a frequency—division fractal image coding approach, which decom poses

an image into low frequency, high frequency and ultra-high frequency components. In or—

der to compress images efficiently, different encoding methods are applied in different

components. The result shows that the fractal image coding approach may achieve a higher

compression ratio, compress and decompress faster than the standard fractal block trans—

formation method does. Furthermore, it is capable of transmitting an image hierarchical-

ly.
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