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Fig.2 Comparison of L = 9 and other sizes. (a) source image; (b) L = 3; (c) L = 9 (proposed); (d) L = 11; (e) L = 15;
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Fig. 5 Comparison of I = 5 and other parameters. (a) source image; (b) 7= 1; (c) I = 3; (d) I= 5 (proposed); (e) I = 15;
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