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An Improved Multi-view Video Coding Prediction Structure

HAN Bao-ying!, ZHENG Jiang-bin', ZHONG Sheng'*?

(1 Department of Computer, Northwestern Polytechnical University, Xi’an 710129, China;
2 Xi'an Microelectronics Technology Institute, Xi'an 710054, China)

Abstract: An improved Multi-view Video Coding prediction structure is proposed to adapt to different videos.
Firstly, coarse-grained picture was got with down-sampling; then, the views with similar gray using Gray-scale
Variance are fought; finally, I-view is chosen by calculating global parallax between each of the views with similar

gray. Experiments results show that the proposed method can improve coding efficiency and decrease cache for

coding.
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