2020y 3huks- W) T o] 3-8ks

>{<7JZ§:§_ **HH/\‘]:&_
Aslsta AR ot

*chhkang123@khu.ac kr *#shbae@khu.ac kr

Development of Technique in Super Resolution domain that eliminates unnecessary Correlation
information between Pixels & Channels.

*Jung-Heum Kang *xSung-Ho Bae

Kyung Hee University

7174 H Al He o £S5

IA717] S8 A, Ad 7t B2 4sds Xéi%: Zﬂﬂé = Deconvolutlon 7]%

Deconvolution 715 23143} 2y I

z3)48 geld 71 ovA] A & i3 o)A %% —t"“ErQ] ARE E—éé%
o=

EDSR< Baseline R 2 ARg3lo] & £o] o]

PN
ol
ox
jial)
v
I ol
N

e
>
Uy
SO i)

~

3k

©
T
@o&
g
=T <
° e I
lﬂ.] }-).lv }‘ﬂ
oo

0O

O:

B

o
o
i)
ol
N
= >

sl s4eeh 3

o,
ofy
o
ol
~
L 2 oo ¢
M
=

>
>,
> oo
ot
>,
Ql
;

=

o o ofy ¥ T
=
=
o
2
(o3

=
[
_O|L
)
o H
_O|L
rlr
<
:[o
il
E‘N'

g3t opl 4 7R

—_

Ae
oA 843K Super-Resolution) 7% @ A& ofn]4]

oA E Hdohs

£ §j¥o =g wof, o g3 usE Bsle AL &
Aoz 3t} & Deep Neural Network(DNN)2 & Zlo]& Z 7] vt
= w54 %ol

AE QAW FLOPs(floating  poing
operations) 9} Parameter 57} Sol%tth. ol we}, g5 Alzke] Q.7
A7l rgE &40 % AREslal g5 £E SEE w2
e Jedol et A4S dew vl WRy 84 B3 Are
AUEE/ 52 728 A3E gas A4S AL 2akd

7
Aes] 3 9k [4,79,11].

Lt

Aewng Al dig A7 st %

o] 4 SR8 w2 d v)ede FI, BAY Hee B

3 mete ofe HA3L 741217101 gy I Foll MEYA 75
i)

A, srepuEle] Wl o3 of7|¥= HESA 843 ghE9] B
3h5 HAATE A3l 714(2,10,18]¢] O‘E‘r 2 =R
B2 =52 Network Deconvolution ¥=#{2]&
O2 Twe] HoM A4 dEdd ARE xﬂ7—]oﬂz‘~ ,\] A
A g7hE wol dlolE o] A7k ATt dsdd ARE AT
Deconvolution 944+ a1eks] Ak 014 gy g_o]goﬂ 437, 8

F 7 $EE M2 e Heol %QE@ = wteed A

1<l Network Deconvolution
3438} Eofof @,J‘%HH olg] RUE dloJEAlS AE3)

SBlock 9] Convolution 914+ Deconvolution ?i"

FHEEEI} WA A G AYE EEYT £ =EolA= Deconvolution 71&

i
N
lo,
Q
o)
5
=
IS
§
3

) r_?_
o
d
=
fr
E
B
ol
i..

o>

2 vk A AT E'iﬁﬁ PI@} WA ukA dlo]E Al
aseline 2dlo] A%

°] B
%E] Residual Learning 7|8 wl&o2 £43)c},

2. 3 A+

1. 23338 A7

SRCNN[3]& A&o2 Held CNN BdS 2848 A7 44
A AEAA maleld 79 2edst 7169 s Uk
t}. SRCNN< Convolution #l0]9] 37015 #olx] vhe Zdl@ 37) o
e Holojg #olk Aol A MAHA Furta A2ATY. 8t
A7 o] % VDSRI5]¢] Skip Connections ©]-83)4 Residual ©]7]#]
& Al A A% oA o} e H o]w]A|¢] o] i
& A5H o 84731= Residual Learning 71823 AHE-8le] AlA| &
i EYA%(State of The Art, SOTA)S 943t Residual
Leamning 7I'1S AMEstd E9 Aso] mopd #nb ohyzl
Exploading/Vanishing Gradient&#Z s AaiA =< Learning Rate
&AM e FES T g A e wiiEd], o] F 3 dE) 2ok
oA SOTAE 243 EDSR[ 1% RCAN[G] 59 44’117‘ O\j:[L’é‘ Ll
% Residual learning 71
‘4 /Hb ‘6]:)\1— 11) tﬂ-)\ 7H

ge
makjol %, sheple A7 §

¢ FEARNMANEE) 95E 1R
gt} 2 A5kl A= Deconvolution 78-S 283 1) 254 4

i) TS WEA gk s SRR .



20208 B v of 353

S

2.2. Network Deconvolution
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