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METHODS, APPARATUS, AND DEVICES FOR
NOISE REDUCTION

Matter enclosed in heavy brackets [ ]| appears in the
original patent but forms no part of this reissue specifica-
tion; matter printed in italics indicates the additions
made by reissue.

RELATED APPLICATIONS

This application claims benefit of U.S. Provisional Patent
Application No. 60/681,429, entitled “METHODS, APPA.-
RATUS, AND DEVICES FOR NOISE REDUCTION,” filed
May 17, 2005.

CROSS-REFERENCE 10 RELATED
APPLICATION

This application is a reissue of U.S. Pat. No. 7,639,549,
issued Dec. 29, 20009.

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

This invention relates to 1image display.

BACKGROUND

Image noise 1s an important parameter 1n the quality of
medical diagnosis. Several scientific studies have indicated
that even slight increase of noise in medical images can have
a significant negative impact on the accuracy and quality of
medical diagnosis. In a typical medical imaging system there
are several phases, and 1 each of these phases unwanted
noise can be mtroduced. The first phase 1s the actual modality
or source that produces the medical image. Examples of such
modalities include X-ray machines, computed tomography
(CT) scanners, ultrasound scanners, magnetic resonance
imaging (MRI) scanners, and positron emission tomography
(PET) scanners. As for any sensor system or measurement
device, there 1s always some amount of measurement noise
present due to imperfections of the device or even due to
physical limitations (such as statistical uncertainty). A lot of
cifort has been put into devices that produce low-noise
images or image data. For example, images from digital
detectors (very alike to CCDs 1n digital cameras) used for
X-rays are post-processed to remove noise by means of flat
field correction and dark field correction.

Once the medical image 1s available, this 1image 1s to be
viewed by a radiologist. Traditionally light boxes were used
in combination with film, but nowadays more and more dis-
play systems (first CRT-based and afterwards LCD-based)
are used for this task. The introduction of those digital display
systems not only improved the workflow efficiency a lot but
also opened new possibilities to improve medical diagnosis.
For example: with display systems 1t becomes possible for the
radiologist to perform i1mage processing operations such as
zoom, contrast enhancement, and computer assistance (com-
puter aided diagnosis or CAD). However, also significant
disadvantages of medical display systems cannot be
neglected.

Contrary to extremely low noise film, display systems sui-
fer from significant noise. Matrix based or matrix addressed
displays are composed of individual image forming elements,
called pixels (Picture Elements), that can be driven (or
addressed) mndividually by proper driving electronics. The
driving signals can switch a pixel to a first state, the on-state
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(luminance emitted, transmitted or retlected), to a second
state, the off-state (no luminance emitted, transmitted or

reflected). For some displays, one stable imtermediate state
between the first and the second state 1sused—see EP 462 619
which describes an LCD. For still other displays, one or more
intermediate states between the first and the second state
(modulation of the amount of luminance emitted, transmitted
or reflected) are used. A modification of these designs
attempts to improve uniformity by using pixels made up of
individually driven sub-pixel areas and to have most of the
sub-pixels driven either 1n the on- or off-state—see EP 478
043 which also describes an LCD. One sub-pixel 1s driven to
provide intermediate states. Due to the fact that this sub-pixel
only provides modulation of the grey-scale values determined
by selection of the binary driven sub-pixels the luminosity
variation over the display 1s reduced.

A known mmage quality deficiency existing with these
matrix based technologies 1s the unequal light-output
response of the pixels that make up the matrix addressed
display consisting of a multitude of such pixels. More spe-
cifically, identical electric drive signals to various pixels may
lead to different light-output output of these pixels. Current
state of the art displays have pixel arrays ranging from a few
hundred to millions of pixels. The observed light-output dii-
ferences between (even neighboring) pixels 1s as high as 30%
(as obtained from the formula (minimum luminance-maxi-
mum luminance)/minimum luminance).

These differences 1n behavior are caused by various pro-
duction processes mvolved in the manufacturing of the dis-
plays, and/or by the physical construction of these displays,
cach of them being different depending on the type of tech-
nology of the electronic display under consideration. As an
example, for liquid crystal displays (LCDs), the application
of rubbing for the alignment of the liquid crystal (LC) mol-
ecules, and the color filters used, are large contributors to the
different luminance behavior of various pixels. The problem
of lack of umiformity of OLED displays 1s discussed in US
20020047568. Such lack of umiformity may arise from dii-
ferences 1n the thin film transistors used to switch the pixel
clements.

EP 0755042 (U.S. Pat. No. 5,708,451) describes a method
and device for providing uniform luminosity of a field emis-
sion display (FED). Non-uniformities of luminance charac-
teristics ina FED are compensated pixel by pixel. This 1s done
by storing a matrix of correction values, one value for each
pixel. These correction values are determined by a previously
measured emission efficiency of the corresponding pixels.
These correction values are used for correcting the level of the
signal that drives the corresponding pixel.

It 1s a disadvantage of the method described in EP 0755042
that a linear approach 1s applied, 1.e. that a same correction
value 1s applied to a drive signal of a given pixel, independent
of whether a high or a low luminance has to be provided.
However, pixel luminance for different drive signals of a pixel
depends on physical features of the pixel, and those physical
features may not be the same for high or low luminance levels.
Theretfore, pixel non-uniformity 1s different at high or low
levels of luminance, and if corrected by applying to a pixel
drive signal a same correction value independent of the drive
value corresponds to a high or to a low luminance level,
non-uniformities 1n the luminance are still observed.

SUMMARY

A method of 1mage processing according to one embodi-
ment includes, for each of a plurality of pixels of a display,
obtaining a measure of a light-output response of at least a
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portion of the pixel at each of a plurality of driving levels. The
method includes moditying a map that 1s based on the
obtained measures, to increase a visibility of a characteristic
of a displayed image during a use of the display. The method
also includes obtaining a display signal based on the modified
map and an 1image signal.

An 1mage processing apparatus according to an embodi-
ment includes an array of storage elements configured to
store, for each of a plurality of pixels of a display, a measure
of a light-output response of at least a portion of the pixel at
cach of a plurality of driving levels. The apparatus also
includes an array of logic elements configured to modily a
map based on the stored measures and to obtain a display
signal based on the modified map and an 1mage signal. The
array ol logic elements 1s configured to modily the map to
increase a visibility of a characteristic of a displayed image
during a use of the display.

The scope of disclosed embodiments also includes a sys-
tem for characterizing the luminance response of each indi-
vidual pixel of a matrix display, and using this characteriza-
tion to pre-correct the driving signals to that display 1n order
to compensate for the expected (characterized) unequal lumi-
nance between different pixels.

These and other characteristics, features and potential
advantages of various disclosed embodiments will become
apparent from the following detailed description, taken 1n
conjunction with the accompanying drawings, which 1llus-
trate, by way of example, principles of the invention. This
description 1s given for the sake of example only, without
limiting the scope of the invention. The reference figures
quoted below refer to the attached drawings.

-

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FI1G. 1 1llustrates a matrix display having greyscale pixels
with equal luminance.

FI1G. 2 1llustrates a matrix display having greyscale pixels
with unequal luminance.

FIG. 3 illustrates a greyscale LCD based matrix display
having unequal luminance in subpixels.

FIG. 4 1llustrates a first embodiment of an image capturing,
device, the image capturing device comprising a flatbed scan-
ner.

FIG. 5 1llustrates a second embodiment of an 1mage cap-
turing device, the image capturing device comprising a CCD
camera and a movement device.

FI1G. 6 schematically i1llustrates an embodiment of an algo-
rithm to identily matrix display pixel locations.

FI1G. 7 shows an example of a luminance response curve of
an individual pixel, the curve being constructed using eleven
characterization points.

FIG. 8 1s a block-schematic diagram of signal transforma-
tion according to an embodiment.

FIG. 9 1llustrates the signal transformation of the diagram
of FIG. 8.

FIG. 10 1s a graph showing different examples of pixel
response curves.

FI1G. 11 1llustrates an embodiment of a correction circuit.

FIG. 12 shows an example of a contrast sensitivity func-
tion.

FIGS. 13-20 show examples of neighborhoods of a pixel or
subpixel.

FI1G. 21 shows a tlow chart of a method M100 according to
an embodiment.

FI1G. 22 shows a flow chart of an implementation M110 of
method M100.
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FIG. 23 shows a flow chart of an implementation M120 of
method M100.

FI1G. 24 shows a block diagram of an apparatus 100 accord-
ing to an embodiment.

FIG. 25 shows a block diagram of a system 200 according,
to an embodiment.

FIG. 26 shows a block diagram of an implementation 102
of apparatus 100.

In the different figures, the same reference figures refer to
the same or analogous elements.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

The scope of disclosed embodiments includes a system and
a method for noise reduction in medical imaging, 1n particular
for medical images being viewed on display systems. At least
some embodiments may be applied to overcome one or more
disadvantages of the prior art as mentioned above.

Various embodiments will be described with respect to
particular embodiments and with reference to certain draw-
ings but the mvention 1s not limited thereto but only by the
claims. The drawings described are only schematic and are
non-limiting. In the drawings, the size of some of the ele-
ments may be exaggerated and not drawn on scale for 1llus-
trative purposes. Where the term “comprising’” 1s used in the
present description and claims, i1t does not exclude other
clements or steps. Unless expressly limited by 1ts context, the
term “obtaining” 1s used to indicate any of its ordinary mean-
ings, such as sensing, measuring, recording, receving (e.g.
from a sensor or external device), and retrieving (e.g. from a
storage element).

In the present description, the terms “horizontal” and “ver-
tical” are used to provide a co-ordinate system and for ease of
explanation only. They do not need to, but may, refer to an
actual physical direction of the device.

Embodiments relate to a system and method for noise
reduction, for example inreal-time, 1n medical imaging and in
particular of the non-uniformity of pixel luminance behavior
present in matrix addressed electronic display devices such as
plasma displays, liquid crystal displays, LED and OLED
displays used 1n projection or direct viewing concepts.

Embodiments may be applied to emissive, transmissive,
reflective and trans-reflective display technologies fulfilling
the feature that each pixel 1s individually addressable.

A matrix addressed display comprises individual display
clements. In the present description, the term “display ele-
ments” 1s to be understood to comprise any form of element
which emits light or through which light 1s passed or from
which light 1s reflected. A display element may therefore be
an individually addressable element of an emissive, transmis-
stve, reflective or trans-reflective display. Display elements
may be pixels, e.g. 1n a greyscale LCD, as well as sub-pixels,
a plurality of sub-pixels forming one pixel. For example three
sub-pixels with a different color, such as a red sub-pixel, a
green sub-pixel and a blue sub-pixel may together form one
pixel 1n a color LCD. A subpixel arrangement may also be
used 1n a greyscale (or “monochrome™) display. Whenever
the word “pixel” 1s used, 1t 1s to be understood that the same
may hold for sub-pixels, unless the contrary i1s explicitly
mentioned.

Embodiments will be described with reference to flat panel
displays but the range of embodiments 1s not limited thereto.
It 1s understood that a flat panel display does not have to be
exactly flat but includes shaped or bent panels. A flat panel
display differs from a display such as a cathode ray tube 1n
that 1t comprises a matrix or array of “cells” or “pixels” each
producing or controlling light over a small area. Arrays of this
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kind are called fixed format arrays. There 1s a relationship
between the pixel of an 1mage to be displayed and a cell of the
display. Usually this 1s a one-to-one relationship. Each cell
may be addressed and driven separately.

The range of embodiments includes embodiments that may
be applied to flat panel displays that are active matrix devices,
embodiments that may be applied to flat panel displays that
are passive matrix devices, and embodiments that may be
applied to both types of matrix device. The array of cells 1s
usually in rows and columns but the range of embodiments
includes applications to any arrangement, e.g. polar or hex-
agonal. Although embodiments will mainly be described with
respect to liquid crystal displays, the range of application of
the principles disclosed herein 1s more widely applicable to
flat panel displays of different types, such as plasma displays,
field emission displays, electroluminescent (EL) displays,
organic light-emitting diode (OLED) displays, polymeric
light-emitting diode (PLED) displays, etc. In particular, the
range of embodiments includes application not only to dis-
plays having an array of light emitting elements but also to
displays having arrays of light emitting devices, whereby
cach device 1s made up of a number of mndividual elements.
The displays may be emissive, transmissive, reflective, or
trans-retlective displays, and the light-output behavior may
be caused by any optical process aflecting visual light or
electrical process indirectly defining an optical response of
the system.

Further the method of addressing and drniving the pixel
clements of an array 1s not considered a limitation on the
application of these principles. Typically, each pixel element
1s addressed by means of wiring but other methods are known

and are useful with appropriate embodiments, e.g. plasma
discharge addressing (as disclosed 1 U.S. Pat. No. 6,089,

739) or CRT addressing.

A matrix addressed display 2 comprises individual pixels.
These pixels 4 can take all kinds of shapes, e¢.g. they can take
the forms of characters. The examples of matrix displays 2
given 1n FIG. 1 to FIG. 3 have rectangular or square pixels 4
arranged 1n rows and columns. FIG. 1 illustrates an 1image of
a pertect display 2 having equal luminance response 1n all
pixels 4 when equally driven. Every pixel 4 driven with the
same signal renders the same luminance. In contrast, FIG. 2
and FIG. 3 1llustrate different cases where the pixels 4 of the
displays 2 are also driven by equal signals but where the
pixels 4 render a different luminance, as can be seen by the
different grey values in the different drawings. The spatial
distribution of the luminance differences o the pixels 4 can be
arbitrary. It 1s also found that with many technologies, this
distribution changes as a function of the applied drive to the
pixels. For a low drive signal leading to low luminance, the
spatial distribution pattern can differ from the pattern at a
higher driving signal.

The phenomenon of non-unmiform light-output response of
a plurality of pixels 1s disturbing 1n applications where 1mage
fidelity 1s required to be high, such as for example 1n medical
applications, where luminance differences of about 1% may
have a clinical significance.

The unequal light-output
response of the pixels superimposes an additional, disturbing
and unwanted random i1mage on the required or desired
image, thus reducing the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of the
resulting image.

Moreover, at the end the only goal 1s to 1increase the accu-
racy and quality of the medical diagnosis, and noise reduction
1s a means to accomplish this goal. Therefore, noise reduction
does not necessarily have the same meaning as correction for
non-uniformities. In other words, 1f the non-uniformities do
not interfere with the medical diagnosis then there 1s no
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6

advantage to correct for the non-uniformities. In some cases
correcting those non-uniformities can even result in lower
accuracy of diagnosis as will be explained 1n detail later 1n this
text. This also means that the noise reduction algorithms in
the 1deal case are matched with the type of medical image
being looked at, as will be explained later.

In order to be able to correct matrix display pixel non-
umiformities, 1t 1s desirable that the light-output of each indi-
vidual pixel 1s known, and thus has been detected.

The range of embodiments includes a characterizing
device such as a vision measurement system, a set-up for
automated, electronic vision of the individual pixels of the
matrix addressed display, 1.e. for measuring the light-output,
¢.g. luminance, emitted or retlected (depending on the type of
display) by individual pixels 4, using a vision measurement
set-up. The vision measurement system comprises an 1image
capturing device 6, 12 and possibly a movement device 5 for
moving the image capturing device 6, 12 and/or the display 2
with respect to each other. Two embodiments are given as an
example, although other electronic vision implementations
may be possible reaching the same result: an electronic image
of the pixels.

According to a first embodiment, as represented 1n FIG. 4,
the matrix addressed display 2 1s placed with 1ts light emitting
side against an 1mage capturing device, for example 1s placed
face down on a flat bed scanner 6. The flat bed scanner 6 may
be a suitably modified document or film scanner. The spatial
resolution of the scanner 6 1s so as to allow for adequate vision
of the individual pixels 4 of the display 2 under test. The
sensor 8 and 1image processing hardware of the flat bed scan-
ner 6 also have enough luminance sensitivity and resolution
in order to give a precise quantization of the luminance emut-
ted by the pixels 4. For an emissive display 2, the light source
10 or lamp of the scanner 6 1s switched off: the luminance
measured 1s emitted by the display 2 itself. For a reflective
type of display 2, the light source 10 or lamp of the scanner 6
1s switched on: the light emitted by the display 2 1s light from
the scanner’s light source 10, modulated by the retlective
properties of the display 2, and reflected, and 1s subsequently
measured by the sensor 8 of the scanner 6.

The output file of the image capturing device (in the
embodiment described, scanner 6) 1s an electronic 1mage file
giving a detailed picture of the pixels 4 of the complete
clectronic display 2.

According to a second embodiment of the vision measure-
ment system, as illustrated in FIG. 5, an image capturing
device, such as e.g. a high resolution CCD camera 12, 1s used
to take a picture of the pixels 4 of the display 2. The resolution
of the CCD camera 12 1s so as to allow adequate definition of
the mndividual pixels 4 of the display 2 to be characterized. A
typical LCD panel may have a diagonal dimension of from 12
or 14 to 19 or 21 inches or more. In the current state of the art
of CCD cameras, 1t may not be possible to image large matrix
displays 2 at once. As an example, high resolution electronic
displays 2 with an 1image diagonal of more than 20" may
require that the CCD camera 12 and the display 2 are moved
with respect to each other, e.g. the CCD camera 12 1s scanned
(1n X-Y position) over the image surface of the display 2, or
vice versa: the display 2 1s scanned over the sensor area of the
CCD camera 12, 1n order to take several pictures of different
parts of the display area 2. The pictures obtained 1n this way
are thereafter preferably stitched to obtain one 1mage of the
complete active image surface of the display 2.

Again, the resulting electronic image file, 1.¢. the output file
of the image capturing device, which 1s 1n the embodiment
described a CCD camera 12, gives a detailed picture of the
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pixels 1 of the display 2 that needs to be characterized. An
example of an 1mage 13 of the pixels 4 of a matrix display 2
1s visualized 1n FIG. 6a.

Once an 1image 13 of the pixels 4 of the display 2 has been
obtained, a process 1s run to extract pixel characterization data
from the electronic 1image 13 obtained from the 1mage cap-
turing device 6, 12.

In the image 13 obtained, algorithms will be used to assign
one luminance value to each pixel 4. One embodiment of such
an algorithm includes two tasks. In a first task, the actual
location of the matrix display pixels 4 1s identified and related
to the pixels of the electronic 1image, for example of the CCD
Or scanner image.

In matrix displays 2, individual pixels 4 can be separated by
a black matrix raster 14 that does not emit light. Therefore, 1n
the 1image 13, a black raster 15 can be distinguished. This
characteristic can be used 1n the algorithms to clearly separate
and distinguish the matrix display pixels 4. The luminance
distribution on an 1maginary line 1 a first direction, e.g.
vertical line 16 1n a Y-direction, and across an imaginary line
in a second direction, e.g. horizontal line 18 1n an X-direction,
through a pixel 4 can be extracted using 1imaging software, as
illustrated 1n FIG. 6a to FIG. 6c. Methods of extracting fea-
tures from 1images are well known, e.g. as described in “Intel-
ligent Vision Systems for Industry™, B. G. Batchelor and P. F.
Whelan, Springer-Verlag, 1997, “Traitement de I’Image sur
Micro-ordinateur”, Toumazet, Sybex Press, 1987; “Com-
puter vision”, Reinhard Klette and Karsten Schliins, Springer
Singapore, 1998; “Image processing: analysis and machine
vision”’, Milan Sonka, Vaclaw Hlavac and Roger Boyle, 1998.

Supposing that the image generated by the matrix display 2
when the 1mage was acquired by the image capturing device
6, 12 was set on all pixels 4 having a first value, e.g. all white
pixels 4 or all pixels 4 fully on. Then the luminance distribu-
tion across vertical line 16 and horizontal line 18, 1n the image
13 acquired by the image capturing device 6, 12, shows peaks
19 and valleys 21, that correspond with the actual location of
the matrix display pixels 4, as shown 1n FIG. 6b and FIG. 6c
respectively. As noted before, the spatial resolution of the
image capturing device, e.g. the scanner 6 or the CCD camera
12, needs to be high enough, 1.¢. higher than the resolution of
the matrix display 2, e.g. ten times higher than the resolution
of the matrix display 2 (10x over-sampling). Because of the
over-sampling, 1t will be possible to express the horizontal
and vertical distance of the matrix display pixels 4 precisely
in units of pixels of the image capturing device 6, 12 (not
necessarily integer numbers).

A threshold luminance level 20 1s constructed that 1s
located at a suitable value between the maximum luminance
level measured at the peaks 19 and minimum luminance level
measured at the valleys 21 across the vertical lines 16 and the
horizontal lines 18, e.g. approximately in the maddle. All
pixels of the image capturing device 6, 12 with luminance
below the threshold level 20 indicate the location of the black
raster 15 1n the image, and thus of a corresponding black
matrix raster 14 in the display 2. These locations are called in
the present description “black matrix locations™ 22. The most
robust algorithm will consider a pixel location of the image
capturing device 6, 12 which 1s located 1n the middle between
two black matrix locations 22 as the center of a matrix display
pixel 4. Such locations are called “matrix pixel center loca-
tions” 24. Depending on the amount of over-sampling, an
amount of 1image capturing device pixels located around the
matrix pixel center locations 24 across vertical line 16 and
horizontal line 18, can be expected to represent the luminance
of one matrix display pixel 4. In FIG. 6a, these image captur-
ing device pixels, e.g. CCD pixels, are located 1n the hatched
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area 26 and are indicated with numbers 1 to 7 1n FIG. 6b.
These CCD pixels are called “matrix pixel locators™ 28 in the
following. The matrix pixel locators 28 are defined for one
luminance level of the acquired image 13. To make the mflu-
ence ol noise minimal, the luminance level 1s preferably
maximized (white flat field when acquiring the image).

Other algorithms to determine the exact location of the
matrix display pixels 4 are included within the scope of the
present invention. By means of example a second embodi-
ment, which describes an alternative using markers, 1s dis-
cussed below.

A limited number of marker pixels (1.e. matrix display
pixels 4 with a driving signal which 1s different from the
driving signal of the other matrix pixels 4 of which an elec-
tronic 1mage 1s being taken), for instance four, 1s used to allow
precise localization of the matrix display pixels 4. For
example, four matrix display pixels 4 ordered 1n a rectangular
shape can be driven with a higher driving level than the other
matrix display pixels 4. When taking an electronic image 13
of this display area, it 1s easy to determine precisely the
location of those four marker pixels 4 in the electronic image
13. This can be done for instance by finding the four areas 1n
the electronic 1image 13 that have the highest local luminance
value. The centre of each marker pixel can then be defined as
the centre ofthe local area with higher luminance. Once those
four marker pixels have been determined, interpolation can be
used to determine the location of the other matrix display
pixels present 1n the electronic image. This can be done easily
since the location of the other matrix display pixels 1s known
relative to the marker pixels a prion (defined by the matrix
display pixel structure). Note that more advanced techniques
can be used (for instance, correction for lens distortion, €.g. of
the imaging device) to calculate an exact location of the pixels
relative to each other. Other test images or patterns may also
be used to drive the display under test during characterization.

A potential advantage of this algorithm compared to one
according to the previous embodiment is that a lower degree
of over-sampling may be suflicient. For example, such an
algorithm may be implemented without including a task of
1solating the black matrix in the electronic image. Therelore,
lower resolution 1image capturing devices 6, 12 can be used.
The algorithm can also be used for matrix displays where no
black matrix structure 1s present or for matrix displays that
also have black matrix between sub-pixels or parts of sub-
pixels, such as a color pixel for example.

Instead of (or 1n addition to) luminance, also color can be
measured. The vision set-up may then be slightly different, to
comprise a color measurement device, such as a colorimetric
camera or a scanning spectrograph for example. The under-
lying principle, however, 1s the same: a location of a pixel and
its color are determined.

In a second task of the algorithm to assign one light-output
value to each pixel 4, after having determined the location of
cach mdividual matrix pixel 4, 1ts light-output 1s calculated.

This 1s explained for a luminance measurement. The lumi-
nance of the matrix pixel locators 28 across the X-direction
and Y-direction that describe one pixel location, are averaged
to one luminance value using a suitable calculation method,
¢.g. the standard formula for calculation of a mean. As a
result, every pixel 4 of the matrix display 2 that 1s to be
characterized i1s assigned a pixel value (a representative or
averaged luminance value). Other more complex formulae
are mcluded within the scope of the present invention: e.g.
harmonic mean can be used, or anumber of pixel values from
the image 13 can be rejected from the mean formula as out-
liers or noisy 1image capturing device pixels. Thus the mea-
sured values may be filtered to remove noise of the 1imaging
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device. A similar method may be applied for assigning a color
value to each individual matrix pixel.

Note that it 1s also possible to use techniques known as
“super-resolution” to create a high-resolution 1mage of the
display surface (and display pixels) with a lower-resolution
capture device. This technmique combines multiple lower-
resolution 1mages to generate a higher-resolution resulting,
image. In some implementations the super-resolution tech-
nique makes use of the fact that the object being imaged 1s
slightly vibrating so that the relative orientation between
object to be imaged and capture device 1s changing. In other
implementations this vibration 1s actually enforced by means
of mechanical devices. Also note that techniques exist to
avoid problems with moiré effects and this by combining
images of the object to be 1imaged that are slightly shifted
relative to each other. Such a technique may be implemented
to allow the use of one or more lower-resolution 1maging
devices without the risk of having problems with moire
ellects.

It will be well understood by people skilled 1n the art that
the light-output values, 1.e. luminance values and/or color
values, of the mndividual pixels 4 can be calculated 1n any of
the described ways or any other way for various test images or
light-outputs, 1.e. for a plurality of test images 1n which the
pixels are driven by different driving levels. Supposing that,
in order to obtain a test image, all pixels are driven with the
same 1nformation, 1.¢. with the same drive signal or the same
driving level, then the displayed image represents a flat field
with light-output of the pixels ranging from 0% to 100% (e.g.
black to white) depending on the drive signal. For each per-
centage of drive between 0% (zero drive, black field) and
100% (1ull drive or white field) a complete image 13 of the
matrix display 2 under test can be acquired, and the light-
output of each individual pixel 4 can be calculated from the
acquired image 13 with any of the described algorithms or
any other suitable algorithm. If all response points (video
level or luminance level) of a given pixel 1 are then grouped.,
then the light-output response function of that given pixel 11s
obtained.

The response function may be represented by a number of
suitable means for storage and retrieval, e.g. in the form of an
analytical function, 1n the form of a look-up table or in the
form of a curve. An example of such a luminance response
curve 30 1s illustrated 1n FIG. 7. The luminance response
function can be constructed with as many points as desired or
required. The curve 30 1n the example of FIG. 7 1s constructed
using eleven characterization points 32, which result from the
display and acquisition of images, and the calculation of
luminance levels for a given pixel 4. Interpolation between
those characterization points 32 can then be carried out in
order to obtain a light-output response of a pixel 4 corre-
sponding to a driving level which 1s different from that of any
of the characterization points 32. Different interpolation
methods exist, and are within the skills of a person skilled in
the art.

It 1s to be remarked that a light-output response function 1s
thus available for every individual pixel 4 of the matrix dis-
play 2 to be characterized. The light-output response func-
tions of individual pixels 4 may all be different or the response
functions may be reduced to a smaller number of typical or
representative functions, and each pixel may be assigned to

one of these typical functions.

Note that 1t 1s recommended that an infrared blocking filter
1s added to the capture device 1n order to be able to do accurate
measurements especially at the lower video levels. This 1s
because LCD displays often have significant IR component in
the lower video levels (1deally a filter should be used that
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matches the response of the human eye, and for color multiple
filters so that red, green and blue components can be accu-
rately measured without crosstalk).

For modern color liquid crystal displays (LCDs) with a
resolution up to three million pixels, each pixel may be com-
posed of a number of color sub-pixels such as red, green and
blue sub-pixels, and sometimes even more (e.g. an RGBW
array). Thus mine million or more functions may be obtained,
cach defined by a set of e.g. sixteen values (light-output 1n
function of drive level).

A pixel’s response function 1s the result of various physical
processes, each of which may define the luminance genera-
tion process to a certain extent. A few of the processes and
parameters that influence an individual pixel’s light-output
response and can cause the response to be different from pixel
to pixel are set forth 1n the following non-exhaustive list:

the cell gap (in case of LCD displays),

the driver integrated circuit (1C),

clectronic circuitry preceding the driver IC,

LCD material alignment defined by rubbing,

the backlight intensity (drive voltage or current),

temperature,

spatial (e.g. over the area of the display 2) non-uniformity

of any of the above mentioned parameters or processes.

The light-output response of the individual pixels 4 may be
assumed to completely describe that pixel’s light-output
behavior as a function of the applied drive signal. This behav-
1or 1s individual and may differ from pixel to pixel.

A next task of an algorithm according to an embodiment
defines a drive function, e.g. a drive curve, which ensures that
a predefined light-output response (from electrical input sig-
nal to light-output output of the pixel) can be established. The
overall light-output response functions can be arbitrary, or
may follow a required mathematical law, such as a gamma
law, a linear curve or a DICOM (Digital Imaging and Com-
munications in Medicine) curve, the choice being defined by
the application or type of 1mages to be rendered (medical
images, graphics art images, video editing, etc.). Thus this
next task of the algorithm provides a correction principle to
generate a required light-output response curve for an indi-
vidual pixel 4, and thus to equalize the response of all pixels
4 1n a display 2 or selected portion thereof.

Reference 1s made to FIG. 8. A display pixel 4 1s repre-
sented as a black box with an electrical input P1and an optical
output Y1. Display pixel 4 has a light-output response function
represented by a transier function L, there being one light-
output response function and thus one transier function L for
every mndividual pixel 4 (e.g. pixels that can be driven 1nde-
pendently from other pixels) in the display 2.

This display pixel 4 1s preceded by a transformation circuit
34 that transforms an electrical drive signal E1 1into an elec-
trical signal P1. Note that the present invention 1s not limited
to electrical drive signals, e.g. transformation from optical
signals to optical signals or from any information carrier to
any information carrier are also possible. The transformation
of the electrical drive signal E1 into an electrical signal Pi,
carried out by the transformation circuit 34, may be different
for every pixel 4 and depends on the light-output response
function L of that pixel 4. Whether the transformation circuit
34 1s transforming digital or analog signals, 1s not a limitation
to the contemplated range of embodiments or applications of
the invention.

One straightforward way to realize this transformation cir-
cuit 34 1s a digital look-up table as will be shown further. In
this case, the counter 1 (as an index of the electrical drive
signals E1, the electrical signal P1 and the light-output signal,
¢.g. luminance signal Y1) ranges from 1 to the maximum
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number of individual digital driving levels that can be gener-
ated by circuitry driving the pixel. In case of 8-bit resolution,
256 discrete levels are possible.

The drive signals Ei1 and P1 can be expressed using any
physical quantity giving a relationship with the mtensity of
the drive applied to the display element. This 1s technology
dependent: 1t 1s voltage 1n case of LCD, and current in case of
LED displays. As a generic representation of said physical
quantity, digital driving level (DDL) may be used, which 1s
proportional to current or voltage drive and 1s defined by a
digital-to-analog conversion process.

The transformation circuit has a transter function T, which
may be different for every pixel. Its purpose 1s to transform
the electrical signal Ei1 in such a way to a signal P1 so that a
predefined and identical overall light-output, e.g. luminance
response Y1 versus E1 (further noted as Y1/F1) 1s generated for
every individual pixel 4, even 11 the light-output response
curves, €.g. luminance response curves L1 of these pixels 4
differ. Hereinafter, as an example only, luminance correction
1s explained.

The signal transformation process of the signal path in FIG.
8 1s graphically illustrated in FIG. 9.

The luminance response function L of an individual pixel 4
1s an S-shaped curve 30 1n this example, although other types
of characteristic curve can be obtained from the characteriza-
tion process step as described above, depending e.g. upon the
materials used and the type of display. In the example of FIG.
9, the desired overall response for the complete circuit Yi
versus Ei1s a linear curve 36. Theretfore, as can be seen 1n FI1G.
9, it may be desired for the transier function T to have par-
ticular characteristics, 1.¢. 1t may for example be a curve 38 of
a particular shape. A transier curve 38 1s obtained by mirror-
ing the pixel characteristic curve 30 around a linear curve with
slope 1. The response function T for a particular pixel 4,
complementary to the luminance response L of that particular
pixel 4, yields an overall response Y1/E1 which i1s linear. As
remarked before, 1t 1s possible to adapt the transfer function T
in such a way as to yield other shapes for the overall response
Y1/Ei.

Pixels 4 of the same electronic display 2 may show a
different response behavior, leading to a different character-
1stic luminance response function L. The transier curves L of
the individual pixels 4 can ditffer to a great extent. Due to the
clfects described above, pixels 4 can show a basically differ-
ent response behavior L. Some examples of different lumi-
nance response curves are shown i FIG. 10 as measured on
real displays. Some pixels 40 may exhibit a lower luminance
at maximum drive level, as illustrated by curves B and D 1n
FIG. 10. Some other pixels may exhibit higher luminance
than other pixels at low drive levels, as 1llustrated by curve C
in FIG. 10. In some cases, the light-outputs/drive signals
relationships represented by two different pixels may cross
over within the maximum and minimum brightness of the
display, 1.e. at certain drive levels the light-output response of
a first pixel 1s higher than the light-output response of a
second pixel, while at other drnive levels the light-output
response of the second pixel 1s higher than the light-output
response of the first pixel.

Using techniques and signal processing as described e.g. 1n
FIG. 9, 1t 1s possible to equalize the overall behavior of all
individual pixels 4, within the boundaries of the physical
limitations defined by the maximum and minimum drive level
of each pixel 4. More specifically, 1t may not be possible for
such techmiques alone to increase the light output Y1 of a pixel
4 higher than the level reached at maximum drive PiM. Also,
it may not be possible for such techniques alone to make a
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pixel 4 darker (decrease the luminance Y1 any lower) than the
level reached at minimum drive level Pim.

As an example, to equalize the behavior of the pixels with
curves A, B and C 1n FIG. 10, each pixel could be made to
show a behavior as indicated by the curve indicated with D.
One way to reach that behavior with a pixel having an output
response Y1 as indicated by curve A would be to attenuate the
output response Y1 at PiM, while increasing the output
response Y1 at Pim. Note that it may not be necessary to
equalize the behavior of all of the pixels, as one could choose
to not fully equalize certain display pixels because of other
(negative) effects. For example, not increasing the output
response Y1 at Pim may result in a higher contrast ratio. One
could define a luminance interval that defines an area where
all pixels are equalized pertectly. Outside that interval pixels
with non-optimal correction might exist. Of course other
reasons can result in deciding not to correct some pixels or not
to correct some pixels 1n a well-defined luminance-interval.

A specific transfer curve Tn (with 1=n=K, with K being
the number of individual pixels 4 of the display 2 or selected
portion thereof or, alternatively, the number of different
curves 1 areduced set) matched for every pixel 4 may be used
to compensate the behavior of every individual pixel’s char-
acteristic luminance response curve Ln. This signal conver-
s1on principle, when applied individually to every such pixel
4, allows equalization of the overall response Y1/E1 for all
pixels. In this way, any unequal luminance behavior over the
display area, as described above, may be cured or modified.

The same principle can be used to equalize the color behav-
1or of a display or screen. In case of color displays, the screen
comprises pixels each having various sub-pixels, e.g. red (R),
green () and blue (B) sub-pixels. According to an embodi-
ment, the sub-pixels of a color display may be characterized,
and the required color of the pixel (1.e. luminance of the
individual color sub-pixels) may be calculated such that a
uniform color behavior of all pixels over the complete screen
area 1s obtained.

In this case 1t may not be necessary for the response curve
of each color element to be exactly the same as any other of
the same function. Humans experience color in such a way
that spectral differences, if small enough, are not percerved.
The degree of mismatch of colors has been investigated thor-
oughly and areas of the CIE chromaticity diagram which
appear the same color to most subjects are described as color
ovals or MacAdam ellipses (see for example, “Display Inter-
faces”, R. L. Myers, Wiley, 2002). Thus, a pixel may be within
color specification even when one or more of its sub-pixel
clements has a deviant luminosity output response, provided
that the light output of the complete pixel structure compared
to the specified output differs by an amount which lies within
a relevant tolerance, such as within the relevant MacAdam
cllipse for the color to be displayed. In this case there 1s no
noticeable color shift. The degree of color shift may be mea-
sured 1n “qust noticeable differences”, JND or “minimum
perceptible color differences”, MPCD.

To provide a measure of the color shift, the light outputs of
all the sub-pixel elements may be combined with their spec-
tral response according to an equation such as:

AE*Hf\/(L*I—L*2)2+(u*1—U*2)2+(V*1—"*2)‘2

where the color output of the pixel 1s L, *, u, *, v, * in L*u*v*
space and the required color 1s L, *, u,*, v,*. For derivation
and application of this equation, see the book by Myers men-
tioned above. Provided this error figure 1s small enough, then
small deviations in the color output go unnoticed. This means
that there 1s a certain tolerance on differences in luminosity
relationships of sub-pixel elements which still provide an
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apparently uniform display. Therefore an optimization of a
color display according to one embodiment includes captur-
ing the luminosity and/or color output of all the pixels and/or
pixel elements and optimizing the drive characteristics so that
all pixels (or a selected number of such pixels, the others
being defective pixels) have a luminosity and color range
within the acceptable limits as defined by the above equation.

A similar technique can also be used to realize a desired
non-uniformity of the screen with respect to 1its light-output
(1.e. color and/or luminance) behavior. Instead of realizing a
flat, spatially uniform behavior of the light-output, 1t can be
the object of the matrix display to realize a non-uniform
spatial behavior that corresponds to a target spatial function.
As an example, certain visualization systems may include
post-processing of the image displayed by the matrix display
clement, e.g. optical post-processing, which introduces spa-
tial non-uniformities. Examples of such systems are for
example, but not limited thereto, projection systems and tiled
display systems using magnification lenses. The techniques
disclosed herein can be used to introduce a non-uniformity of
the light-output behavior to pre-correct for the behavior of the
post-processing system so as to realize a better uniform
behavior of the image that 1s produced as the result of the
combination of said matrix display and said optical post-
processing system.

In particular, the scope of disclosed embodiments includes
configurations 1n which certain pixels are defined as defect
pixels, 1.e. that certain pixels are deliberately allowed to pro-
vide sub-optimal luminosity rather than reduce the brightness
of the rest of the display 1n order to bring the operation of the
remaining pixels within the range of the sub-optimal pixels.
Such defect pixels may be dealt with 1n accordance with a
method or device as described 1n U.S. patent application Ser.
No. 10/719,881, entitled “Method and device for avoiding
image misinterpretation due to defective pixels 1n a matrix
display”. Thus embodiments may include at least two user-
defined states: a maximum brightness display in which some
of the pixels perform less than optimally but the remaining
pixels are all optimized so that each pixel element operates
within the same luminance range as other pixel elements
having the same function, e.g. all blue pixel elements.

Storing a large amount of data as suggested above (1.e. one
luminance response function for every individual pixel 4) 1s
technologically possible, but may not be a cost-effective way.
Accordingly, the range of embodiments includes a method to
classily apixel’s luminance response and thus reduce the data
required for correction implementations. For example, the
characterization data may be classified into a predetermined
number N of categories, where N 1s greater than one and less
than the number of pixels, with the characterization data of at
least two pixels being assigned to one of the categories.

As explained above, every pixel 4 has its own characteristic
luminance response. It 1s possible to characterize the lumi-
nance response function, and hence the required correction
function for a pixel 4, 1nto a set of parameters. More specifi-
cally, 1t may be desired to map the behavior of a pixel 4,
although possibly different for each individual pixel 4, into
categories that describe the required correction for a set of
pixels. In that sense, various similarly behaving pixels can be
categorized as suitable for using the same correction curve.

A potential advantage of this technique 1s to obtain a reduc-
tion of the data volume and associated storage memory that
may be needed to realize the correction 1n hardware circuitry.
As an example, a one-megapixel display 2 would have for
cach pixel one characteristic luminance response, which can
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be stored under the form of e.g. a LUT. This means that one
million LUTs may need to be stored, in the absence of a
reduction as described herein.

It may be an objective to define every possible correction
curve for this display using a value which does not need to be
able to point to all of the one million LUT's, for example using
only an 8-bit value. This means that maximally 256 different
correction curves, thus 256 categories, are available for cor-
rection of the one million pixels 4 of the display 2. The
objective of the technique of data reduction 1s to find similarly
behaving pixels 4 that can be corrected with one and the same
correction curve, so that an 8-bit value for each pixel (and the
256 (correction) curves) suifl

ices for correction of the com-
plete display. It 1s to be remarked that the technique of data
reduction may be applied on the pixel characteristic curve
itself, or on the correction curve that 1s associated with this
pixel, since the latter 1s dertved from the former.

Another possibility 1s storing an additional correction
value for each pixel next to the category to which the pixel
belongs. In one example, an offset value 1s stored, which
technique may be used to avoid storage ol many characteristic
curves that only differ 1n an offset value. Of course also other
additional correction values can be stored (e.g. but not limited
to gain, offset, shilt, maximum).

An embodiment includes classitying the actual luminance
response functions or curves found into a set of typical curves,
based on closest resemblance of the actual curves with the
typical curves. Ditferent techniques exist that may be used to
classity the pixel response functions or curves, or just curves
in general, ranging from minimized least squares approaches,
over k-means square approaches and harmonic mean square
approaches, to neural network and Hopfield net based tech-
niques. The type of techmique used 1s not generally a limita-
tion of the mvention except as may be claimed below, but the
fact that data reduction techniques are used to select a typical
correction curve 1s an aspect of some embodiments.

The end result 1s that e.g. for a set of more than a million
pixels that make up a typical computer data display, the cor-
rection curves can be fully defined by a limited amount of data
(e.g. an 8-bit value per pixel), reducing the required hardware
(mainly memory) to implement the correction. This data set
may be called the pixel profile map (PPM). For example, the
8-bit value may be a pointer to a set of 256 different types of
different typical functions. These typical functions may e.g.
be stored as curves (a set of data points), as look-up tables, or
in any other suitable form, such as for example as polynomi-
als or by describing each curve by a vector to 1ts points, in a
memory for later use.

A Turther embodiment does not use classification into typi-
cal curves to obtain the PPM. This method describes the
actually found pixel characterization data (PCD) by means of

a polynomial description of the form:

y=a+bx+cx’+ . .. +zx".

Instead of storing the typical curves (as 1n a method as
described above), the coeflicients a, b, . . ., zwill be stored for
cach pixel 1n this case. Dependent upon the desired precision,
and the implementation method to be used (e.g. soltware
versus hardware), an order of the polynomial form can be
selected. To a first approximation, the PCD can for example
be approximated by a linear curve defining just an offset
(coellicient a) and gain (coellicient b) parameter. In that case,
for every pixel, the coellicients a and b may be stored 1n
memory for later use. The parameters can be quantified with
various resolutions depending on the desired precision. Any
combination of typical curves and polynomial description (or
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any other mathematical description method such as but not
limited to sine or cosine series, etc.) 1s also possible.

The overall result of the pixel characterization and classi-
fication 1s that the PPM 1s obtained for every pixel 4 of the
display device 2 under test (or selected portion of the display). 5
It may be desirable to obtain the PPM offline (e.g. within the
factory), and then to perform correction based on the PPM
on-line (1n real-time).

Based on the PPM, an embodiment provides a correction
circuit to generate a required pixel response curve inreal time. 10
The correction circuit will apply a specific transier curve
correction for each individual pixel 4, which application may
be performed synchronously with a pixel clock. Hereinaftter,
different embodiments of implementation methods are pro-
vided as an 1llustration. The methods are not meant to be 15
exhaustive.

In a first embodiment, the transfer curve correction 1s real-
1zed by means of a look-up table. The correction circuit pro-
vides a dynamic switching of the look-up table at the fre-
quency of the pixel clock. Associated with every pixel-value 20
1s the information aboutits typical luminance response curve.
Thus, at every pixel, the correct look-up table 1s pointed to,
¢.g. that look-up table containing the right correction function
tor that individual pixel.

In the first implementation example, the video memory 40 25
1s 16 bits wide per color (e.g. a 48-bit-wide digital word to
define a color pixel). It contains for every (sub)pixel the
pixel-value itself (8-bit value) and another 8-bit value 1denti-
tying the pixel’s response curve. This latter value 1s the result
of the characterization process of the pixel, followed by the 30
classification process of the pixel’s response curve. At read-
out of the pixel value from the video memory 40 at the rhythm
of the pixel clock, this pixel value 1s used as a pointer to a bank
of different 8- to 8-bitlook-up tables 42, actually representing
256 different correction classes available for this display’s 35
pixels. The principle of look-up tables 1s well known by
persons skilled in the art and allows for a real-time 1mple-
mentation at the highest pixel clock speeds as found in
today’s display controllers.

A second embodiment can be based on the second classi- 40
fication method that stores the pixel correction curves by
means ol polynomial descriptors. In such a case, the required
response will be calculated by a processing unit capable of
calculating the required drive to the pixel based on the poly-
nomial form: 45

y=a+bX+cx"+ . . . +7X"".

A processing unit will retrieve for every pixel the stored
coefficients a, b, c, . . ., z and will calculate in real time or
off-line the required drive vy for the pixel, at a given value x 50
defined by the actual pixel value.

For embodiments that include a correction task, a correc-
tion of the drive value to the pixels can be applied 1n real time
using hardware or software methods, but it can also be carried
out off-line (not i1n real time), e.g. by means of software. 55
Software methods may be preferred where cost must be mini-
mized or where dedicated hardware 1s not available or 1s to be
avolded. Such software methods may be based upon a micro-
processor, embedded microcontroller, or similar processing
engine such as Programmable Logic Arrays (PLA), Program- 60
mable Array Logic (PAL), Gate Arrays especially Field Pro-
grammable Gate Arrays (FPGA) for executing methods as
described herein. In particular, such processing engines may
be embedded 1n dedicated circuitry such as a VLSI.

As an example of the latter case, the PPM of the complete 65
display 2 can be made accessible by a software application.
This application may be configured to process every indi-
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vidual pixel with a LUT correction as defined by the PPM
data. In that way, the 1image will be pre-corrected according to
the actual display characteristics, before it 1s generated by the
imaging hardware.

It1s to be understood that although preferred embodiments,
specific constructions and configurations, as well as materi-
als, have been discussed herein for devices according to the
present invention, various changes or modifications 1n form
and detail may be made without departing from the scope and
spirit of this invention.

Above a basic algorithm for correction of non-uniformities
was explained. In some applications, however, problems may
exist that impair the usetulness of this basic version of the
algorithm.

A first problem relates to pixel defects. Pixel defects are for
instance defective pixels that are stuck in one state, such as the
bright state or dark state. These defective pixels often are
result of a short or open transistor. In some applications of the
basic algorithm, pixel defects would just be treated as any
other form of non-umformity. However, this could result 1n
making the defects even more visible instead of less visible.

Such a principle will now be explained: a typical medical
monochrome display (such as the dual-domain five-mega-
pixel monochrome medical LCD from International Display
Technology Co., Ltd. (Yasu, Japan) has pixels where each
pixel consists of three sub pixels. If one of those sub pixels 1s
defective, for instance always dark, then this pixel (measured)
as a unit will be percetved as being too dark when driven at
values larger than zero. The result would be that a basic
algorithm as described above could drive the pixel (imeaning
the two sub pixels that are still functioning normally) as to
have higher luminance. However, doing this will further
increase the contrast between the two normally functioning
sub pixels 1n that pixel and the defective sub pixel in that pixel.
The result will be that the defective sub pixel becomes much
more visible than if no correction would have been applied.
Note that the same principle 1s valid for other pixel organiza-
tions and 1f more than one sub pixel inside one LCD pixel 1s
defective. Also the defective sub pixel(s) can have another
luminance value than completely black or completely white.

Some embodiments may be configured to solve this prob-
lem by first analyzing the display system for defective pixels
and adding this imnformation to the luminance map (and/or
chrominance map) of the display. In addition to the transfer
curve ol each individual pixel, for example, information
about pixel defects may also be added to this map. The cor-
rection algorithm may then behave differently 1f a pixel 1s to
be corrected that 1s marked as being defective or 11 a pixel 1s
being corrected that has a defective pixel 1n 1ts neighborhood.
For example, the correction algorithm may try to make the
luminance output as uniform as possible and also try to mini-
mize the visibility of the defect. This can be done for instance
by applying a special correction algorithm for defective pix-
¢ls and pixels 1n the neighborhood of the defect. An algorithm
for masking faulty sub-pixels by modifying values of nearby
sub-pixels as described in International Patent Publication
No. WO03/100756 may be used.

Another correction algorithm that may be used 1s described
in European Patent Application No. EP1536399
(030787177.0), entitled “Method and device for visual mask-
ing of defects 1n matrix displays by using characteristics of
the human wvision system.” At least some embodiments
including such an algorithm may be applied to solve the
problem of defective pixels and/or sub-pixels 1n matrix dis-
plays by making them almost invisible for the human eye
under normal usage circumstances. This may be done by
changing the drive signal of “masking elements,” or non-
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defective pixels and/or sub-pixels 1n the neighborhood of the
defective pixel or sub-pixel. The document EP1536399
C
C

escribes, for example, a method and device for making pixel
efects less visible and thus avoiding an incorrect image
interpretation even without repair of the defective pixels, the
method being usable for different types of matrix displays
without a trial and error method being required to obtain
acceptable correction results. Such a method and device are
now described.

By a defective pixel or sub-pixel i1s meant a pixel that
always shows the same luminance, 1.e. a pixel or sub-pixel
stuck 1n a specific state (for instance, but not limited to,
always black, or always full white) and/or color behavior
independent of the drive stimulus applied to it, or a pixel or
sub-pixel that shows a luminance or color behavior that shows
a severe distortion compared to non-defective pixels or sub-
pixels of the display (due e.g. to contamination). For example
a pixel that reacts to an applied drive signal, but that has a
luminance behavior that 1s very different from the luminance
behavior of neighboring pixels, for instance significantly
more dark or bright than surrounding pixels, can be consid-
ered a defective pixel. By visually masking 1s meant mini-
mizing the visibility and/or negative effects of the defect for
the user of the display.

A detect may be caused by a defective display element or
by an external cause, such as dust adhering on or between
display elements for example. One method for reducing the
visual impact of defects present in a matrix display compris-
ing a plurality of display elements, as described 1n
EP13536399, includes providing a representation of a human
vision system. Providing a representation of the human vision
system may comprise calculating an expected response of a
human eye to a stimulus applied to a display element.

For calculating the expected response of a human eye to a
stimulus applied to a display element, use may be made of any
of a point spread function, a pupil function, a line spread
function, an optical transier function, a modulation transfer
function or a phase transier function of the eye. These func-
tions may be described analytically, for example based on
using any of Taylor, Seidel or Zermike polynomials, or
numerically.

The range of embodiments 1s not limited to any particular
manner of describing the complex pupil function or the PSF.
The description may be done analytically (for instance but not
limited to a mathematical function in Cartesian or polar coor-
dinates, by means of standard polynomials, or by means of
any other suitable analytical method) or numerically by
describing the function value at certain points. It 1s also pos-
sible to use (instead of the PSF) other (equivalent) represen-
tations of the optical system such as but not limited to the
‘Pupil Function (or aberration)’, the ‘Line Spread Function
(LSF)’, the ‘Optical Transtier Function (OTF)’, the ‘Modula-
tion Transier function (MTF)” and ‘Phase Transfer Function
(PTF)’. Clear mathematical relations exist between such rep-
resentation-methods, so that 1t may be possible to transform
one form 1nto another form.

In one example, such a method includes a mathematical
model that 1s able to calculate the optimal driving signal for
the masking elements in order to minimize the visibility of the
defect(s). It may be possible to use the same algorithm for
different display configurations, because 1t uses some param-
cters that describe the display characteristics. The model may
be based on characteristics of the human eye, describing
algorithms to calculate the actual response of the human eye
to the superposition of the stimulus applied (1n this case, to the
defect and to the masking pixels). In thus way the optimal
drive signals of the masking elements can be described as a
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mathematical minimization problem of a function with one or
more variables. It 1s possible to add one or more boundary
conditions to this minimization problem. Examples when
extra boundary conditions may be needed may include cases
of defects of one or more masking elements, limitations to the
possible drive signal of the masking elements, dependencies
in the drive signals of masking elements, etc.

A method for reducing the visual impact of defects present
in a matrix display as described 1n EP1536399 also includes
characterizing at least one defect present 1n the display, the
defect being surrounded by a plurality of non-defective dis-
play elements. Characterizing at least one defect present in
the display may comprise storing characterization data char-
acterizing the location and non-linear light output response of
individual display elements, the characterization data repre-
senting light outputs of an individual display element as a
function of 1ts drive signals.

A method may further comprise generating the character-
ization data from images captured from individual display
clements. Generating the characterization data may comprise
building a display element profile map representing charac-
terization data for each display element of the display.

A method for reducing the visual impact of defects present
in a matrix display as described in EP1536399 also includes
deriving drive signals for at least some of the plurality of
non-defective display elements 1n accordance with the repre-
sentation of the human vision system and the characterizing
of the at least one defect, to thereby minimize an expected
response of the human vision system to the defect. Minimiz-
ing the response of the human vision system to the defect may
comprise changing the light output value of at least one non-
defective display element surrounding the defect 1n the dis-
play. When minimizing the response of the human vision
system to the defect, boundary conditions may be taken nto
account. Minimizing the response of the human vision system
may be carried out 1n real-time or ofif-line.

A method for reducing the visual impact of defects present
in a matrix display as described in EP1536399 also includes
driving at least some of the plurality of non-defective display
clements with the derived drive signals.

In a system as described in EP1536399 for reducing the
visual impact of defects present 1n a matrix display compris-
ing a plurality of display elements and intended to be looked
at by a human vision system, first characterization data for a
human vision system 1s provided. For example, the first char-
acterization data may be provided by a vision characterizing
device having calculating means for calculating the response
of a human eye to a stimulus applied to a display element.

A system as described in EP13536399 includes a defect
characterizing device for generating second characterization
data for at least one defect present 1n the display, the defect
being surrounded by a plurality of non-defective display ele-
ments. The defect characterizing device may comprise an
image capturing device for generating an 1image of the display
clements of the display. The defect characterizing device may
also comprise a display element location identifying device
for identitying the actual location of individual display ele-
ments of the display.

A system as described in EP1536399 for reducing the
visual impact of defects present 1n a matrix display also
includes a correction device for dertving drive signals for at
least some of the plurality of non-defective display elements
in accordance with the first characterization data and the
second characterizing data, to thereby minimize an expected
response ol the human vision system to the defect. The cor-
rection device may comprise means to change the light output
value of at least one non-defective display element surround-
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ing the defect in the display. Such a system may also include
means for driving at least some of the plurality of non-defec-
tive display elements with the derived drive signals.

A control unit as described 1n EP1336399 for use with a
system for reducing the visual impact of defects present 1n a
matrix display, the display comprising a plurality of display
clements and intended to be looked at by a human vision
system, 1ncludes a first memory for storing first characteriza-
tion data for a human vision system and a second memory for
storing second characterization data for at least one defect
present 1n the display. The first and the second memory may
physically be a same memory device.

Such a control unit also includes modulating means for
modulating, 1n accordance with the first characterization data
and the second characterization data, drive signals for non-
defective display elements surrounding the defect so as to
reduce the visual impact of the defect. A matrix display device
as described 1n EP13536399 for displaying an image intended
to be looked at by a human vision system may include such a
control unit and a plurality of display elements.

In another configuration, the correction algorithm skips the
pixels 1n the neighborhood of a defect, which may avoid a
problem that correction makes the defect more visible. A
turther configuration uses an average correction of pixels
and/or subpixels 1n a neighborhood of the defect (wherein the
average may 1nclude or exclude the defective pixel itself) to
correct the defective pixel and/or pixels 1n the neighborhood
of the defective pixel.

Note that the same principle may be valid even if the pixel
(or sub pixel) 1s not completely defective. For example, the
luminance behavior may differ significantly due to reasons
that may include, but are not limited to, dust 1n the LC cell
(which may result in small bright or dark spots), dirt or
contamination in or on the LC glass, and dirt or contamination
in or on a protective glass above the LCD. Information on
such types of “defects” may be added to the luminance map of
the display, and the correction algorithm may use such infor-
mation to change 1ts behavior 1n a neighborhood of the defect.

For example, contamination or dirt in the LC cell of a pixel
may cause light to scatter, resulting 1n severe light leakage
inside the cell. One result may be tiny but extremely bright
and visible spots 1f that pixel 1s driven to a dark video level. If
the cell 1s dniven to display a dark video level, then this
leakage may be several magnitudes more bright than the
normal luminance for a pixel driven to that video level, and
thus may be extremely visible. At a bright video level, how-
ever, the elfect of the defect may become nil or negligible.

It 1s possible that due to the brightness of the light leakage,
even nelghbormg LCD pixels are perceived as being bright by
the 1mag1ng device. In one example the light leakmg from
this cell 1s captured by an imaging device that 1s used to
characterize the LCD. In front of that imaging device may be
a lens 1n which light scattering takes place. If the leakage light
1s very bright, then 1t could even impact the luminance of
neighboring LCD pixels due to scatter 1in the LCD display
and/or in the lens 1n front of the imaging device. Alternatively,
the bright spots due to leakage can cause saturation 1n a sensor
of the mmaging device, such as a CCD (charge- coupled
device) sensor. In that case, the saturated site may aflect
neighboring sites (blooming), such that a bright pixel can
alfect how neighboring pixels are imaged, resulting 1n smear
in the captured 1image. In such a situation of scattering and/or
saturation, applying a regular correction algorithm that does
not account for such etfects could result 1n severe and very
visible artifacts 1n a large area around this defect, as the
algorithm may be configured to decrease the output lumi-
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nance of the LC cell containing the defect and also of a lot of
other LCD pixels 1n the neighborhood of the defect.

In such case, information on this defect may be added to the
luminance map of the display, and the correction algorithm
may be configured to behave differently 1n the neighborhood
of such a defect. For example, the correction algorithm may
ignore the defect and correct an area around the defect (such
as an area of which the luminance of LCD pixels 1s influenced
because of the defect) using an average or typical correction
of a broader area in that area of the display or of an area of the
display that has similar characteristics as that area.

To summarize, one improvement to the basic algorithm for
correction of non-uniformities 1s to add mformation on dis-
play defects to the luminance map that 1s an iput for the
correction algorithm. In one example, these display defects
are detected by an 1imaging device that 1s used to image the
display. These defects can be divided into categories such as,
but not limited to, dead sub pixel, dead pixel, bright sub pixel,
bright pixel, contamination 1n LC cell, dust in the LC cell,
dust on or 1n the LC glass, and dust on or in the protective
glass on the display.

FIGS. 13-20 show numerous examples of a neighborhood
of a defective pixel or subpixel as discussed herein. FIG. 13A
shows an organization of red, blue, and green subpixels 1n a
pixel of a color LCD, and FIG. 13B shows a subpixel orga-
nization of a monochrome (greyscale) display, which may be
obtained by removing or omitting color filters from the LCD
panel. The panel may be, for example, a monochrome dual-
domain IPS (in-plane switching) or MVA (multidomain ver-
tical switching) display for medical applications. The
example organization of pixels mm a matrix of FIG. 13C 1s
repeated 1n the examples of FIGS. 14-20, where the defective
pixel or subpixel 1s indicated 1n black, and the neighborhood
portions are indicated with crosses. Typically a center-to-
center distance between pixels of a LCD panel has a value
between 0.1 and 0.5 mm (e.g. 0.15 to 0.3 mm) 1n each of the
vertical and hornizontal directions.

A neighborhood may be square (e.g. 3x3, 5x5, efc., as 1n
the example of FIG. 14), or may approximate another shape
such as a circle (as in the examples of FIGS. 15and 16). Itmay
include subpixels of one color (as 1n the example of FIG. 17),
or of all the colors (as 1n the example of FIG. 18), or be
weilghted 1n favor ol one or more colors. In some applications,
a neighborhood that 1s not continuous may be desired (as 1n
the example of FIG. 19). In some cases, such as where only a

part of a pixel 1s defective (e.g. due to contammatlon) part of
the pixel itself (e.g. a nondefective part) may be included in
the neighborhood (as 1 the example of FIG. 20). It 1s
expressly contemplated that the disclosure of neighborhoods
herein 1s also extended to greyscale displays, which may also
include pixels having subpixels. It 1s also noted that these or
other neighborhood configurations may be used with differ-
ent panel and/or pixel organizations, such as a PenTile
RGBW pixel structure, and that many neighborhoods other
than the examples expressly shown here are contemplated.
Of course, other parameters may be stored 1n addition to
the defect type. Such parameters may include without limi-
tation exact defect location (possibly a floating point number
for row and column, since some defects may not be directly
linked to a particular pixel: for example, contamination in the
glass can be i between two LCD pixels) and other informa-
tion such as luminance value (for instance, for light leakage).
Instead of (or 1n addition to) measuring or obtaining the list of
defects using the imaging device, it 1s also possible to obtain
this map of defects from another source such as the manufac-
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turer of the device (for example, stored in a non-volatile
memory of the device), or it can even be created by manually
ispecting the device.

Once such information on defects 1s added to the lumi-
nance map, the correction algorithm can use this information
to change its behavior 1n a neighborhood of such a defect.
Potential advantages of such a configuration include obtain-
ing a more optimal correction and avoiding an increase 1n
visibility of the defect. Such a configuration may be described
as prefiltering of the correction and/or luminance map.

Another reason to prefilter the luminance and/or correction
map could be that the measurement data 1s rather no1sy, so that
it may be desirable to apply a low-pass filter to the luminance
and/or correction map (for example, to partially remove this
noise) or to reject outliers 1n the map and replace these values
by more typical values. Many statistical methods exist that
may be used for automated detection and/or correction of
outliers 1n measurement data. For example, a temporal filter
and/or a median filter or k-nearest-neighbor median filter may
be used. Alternatively, outliers may be detected based on a
comparison of a threshold value to a distance measure (such
as Buclidean distance or the Mahalanobis distance), and a
detected outlier value may be replaced by e.g. an average of
the measured values 1n a neighborhood of the outlier.

Another potential disadvantage of a basic version of the
algorithm for correcting non-uniformities 1s a severe reduc-
tion 1n display luminance and contrast. If the display response
1s made perfectly uniform across all pixels, then the maxi-
mum brightness of the display may be constrained to the
mimmum of all pixels (as determined when all pixels are
driven to maximum). This 1s because we cannot increase the
actual brightness of pixels 1f they are already driven to their
maximum value. The same holds for the minimum brightness
(low video level), 1n that the lowest display luminance may be
constrained to the luminance of the brightest pixel of the
display when the pixels are driven to minimum brightness.
These two constraints may lead to a reduction 1n the contrast
ratio of the display.

Further embodiments may be configured to provide a solu-
tion for such a problem. For example, a correction apparatus
or method may be configured not to make the display as
uniform as possible but rather to make the user perceive the
display as uniform as possible. Such an embodiment may be
configured 1n accordance with information that the human
eye 1s far from perfect and that some variations in luminance
and color (and therefore also non-uniformities) cannot be
percerved.

Several models of the human eye exist, such as the Barten
mode, which 1s a model describing the contrast sensitivity
function of the human eye (e.g. as described in Barten, Peter
G. J. (1999), Contrast Sensitivity of the Human Eye and Its
Effects on Image Quality, SPIE Press, Bellingham. Wash.),
and also more complex models such as the proprietary JND-
Metrix model (Samoil Corporation, Princeton, N.J.). Any
model of the human visual system may be used to modily a
correction algorithm to increase the contrast and peak lumi-
nance of a display system while still keeping the same impres-
s10n of luminance and/or color non-uniformity. For example,
any of these models of the human visual system may be used
to configure the correction algorithm to correct predomi-
nantly or exclusively for those non-uniformities in luminance
and/or color that can actually be perceived by the human
observer (or any other observer, such as but not limited to
another type of animal, a sensor as may be used 1n a machine
vision application, etc.).

For example, a model of the contrast sensitivity function
describes which spatial sine-wave patterns can be percerved
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by the (e.g. human) observer. For each specific sine-wave
frequency (1n cycles per degree, for instance), the model
describes an amplitude threshold (% modulation) that i1s
required 1n order for a human observer to be able to see this
sine-wave pattern. Consequently, if a display system has non-
uniformities containing spatial frequencies for which the
amplitude 1s below the visual threshold, then according to the
model these non-uniformities will not be visible for the
human observer. Therefore there 1s also no need to try to
correct for these non-uniformaities, and modifying the correc-
tion algorithm according to the model may result in smaller
corrections required and therefore less loss in peak luminance
and contrast ratio.

Such a principle may also be used to only partially correct
for non-uniformities. IT a particular non-uniformity 1s visible
for the human eye, according to the model, then 1t may be
desirable to apply a correction, not to achieve perfect unifor-
mity, but on the other hand to achieve suilicient uniformity so
that the remaining non-uniformity 1s not noticeable anymore
for the human observer (based on the model). A potential
advantage of only partially correcting for non-uniformities 1s
to 1increase the remaining peak luminance and contrast ratio
of the display system after correction. Of course 1t 1s possible
to take some safety margin 1n the correction to make sure that
more sensitive observers (1.e. exceptional cases) will not be
able to see the remaining non-uniformities.

A typical example 1s the luminance fall-off near to the
borders of the display. This luminance fall-oif 1s typically a
low spatial frequency. Especially for lower spatial frequen-
cies the human eye 1s not very sensitive, so that it will be very
difficult for the eye to perceive this luminance fall-off. At the
same time, this luminance fall-off 1s typically rather large
(30% lower luminance at the borders as compared to the
center), so that if the luminance fall-off were corrected per-
tectly, a large loss of peak luminance and contrast ratio could
result. Embodiments include configurations in which this
luminance fall-off 1s not corrected for or, alternatively, is
corrected for only partially so that the luminance fall-oif just
becomes 1nvisible for the human eye. A potential advantage
of such a configuration is that the contrast and peak luminance
loss will be much smaller.

FIG. 12 shows an example of a contrast sensitivity func-
tion, here expressed as a plot of sensitivity vs. spatial fre-
quency (1n cycles per degree). This image shows the sensitiv-
ity (so not the threshold) of the eye to sine-wave patterns of
specific spatial frequency. Also note that this contrast sensi-
tivity function depends on the absolute luminance value (in
this example, 500 cd/m>). According to this perceptibility
model, 1t may be desirable to correct nonuniformities to
increase visibility of an area of an image having a spatial
frequency greater than 0.1 cycles per degree, while nonuni-
formities affecting visibility of spatial frequencies greater
than 10 cycles per degree may be 1gnored (in another
example, the range of frequencies of interest may be nar-
rowed to, e.g., 1-8 cycles per degree). The distance in the
viewing plane of the display device which corresponds to a
degree or portion thereof may be determined according to a
customary or recommended viewing distance, which may be
in the range of 50 to 120 centimeters (e.g. 65-100 cm) for
medical applications. For example, a frequency of one cycle
per degree corresponds to a period of about 8.7 millimeters at
a distance of 50 cm, and to a period of about 2.1 cm at a
distance of 120 cm.

In another embodiment, perceptibility 1s determined on a
basis of separation of features by arc-minutes (sixtieths of a
degree). For example, it may be assumed that points less than
one arc-minute apart will not be distinguished by the
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observer. Again, the distance in the viewing plane of the
display device which corresponds to a degree or portion
thereol may be determined according to a customary or rec-
ommended viewing distance, which may be in the range o1 50
to 120 centimeters (e.g. 65-100 cm) for medical applications.
For example, an angle of one arc-minute corresponds to a
distance of about 0.15 mm 1n a perpendicular plane 50 cm
distant, and to a distance of about 0.35 mm 1n a perpendicular
plane 120 cm distant.

The range of embodiments includes configurations in
which the magnitude of one or more components correspond-
ing to a range of frequencies 1s increased relative to a magni-
tude of components corresponding to frequencies above and
below the range (alternatively, a magnitude of components
corresponding to frequencies above and below the range 1s
reduced). For example, a magnitude of a component having a
spatial period between one and fifty millimeters may be
increased relative to a magnitude of a component having a
spatial period less than one millimeter and a magnitude of a
component having a spatial period greater than fifty millime-
ters.

As already mentioned, much more complex models can be
used to determine whether or not non-uniformaity 1s visible for
the human observer or not, and the scope of disclosed
embodiments 1s not limited to any particular model or set of
models. The same 1dea of perceptibility-based correction may
also be applied for correction of color displays, 1n that cor-
rection of luminance and/or color difference may be limited
according to a determination of what can actually be observed
by the human observer. In such case, a program, package, or
methodology such as INDMetrix (Sarnoif Corp. Princeton,
N.I.), for example, may be used in making the determination.
Alternatively or additionally, an extension of the contrast
sensitivity function to color perception may be applied.

A method of analysis and correction that takes account of
visibility need not be limited to a frame-by-frame basis. Typi-
cally, a video sequence of 1mages will be differently per-
ceived compared to still image frames. Therefore deciding if
specific noise 1s visible or not may also include analyzing a
sequence of 1mages, and also 1n this situation a program,
package, or methodology such as the INDMetrix tool may be
used. The various modes available for the correction of a
particular defect may also be increased by applying a ditfer-
ent modification to the same pixel or area of a display at
different times. For example, such corrections may be applied
in accordance with an expected temporal sensitivity of the
observer. A series of two or more different corrections over
time may be applied even 1n a case where the original image
signal mapped to that pixel or area remains constant or rela-
tively constant.

Embodiments configured to correct non-uniformities
according to their perceptibility or observability may include
preprocessing the correction map. Such preprocessing may
be performed on a basis other than pixel-by-pixel. For
example, the correction value of a particular pixel may
depend not only on that pixel but also on pixels and/or sub-
pixels 1n its neighborhood, or even on the behavior (e.g.
required correction, luminance behavior, color behavior) of
many or all other pixels of the display, and possibly even on
one or more pixel values of the display during another frame.

It may be desirable to perform such a correction (e.g. based
on percervability or observability) on luminance values rather
than on digital driving values. In one example, the “visibility™
analysis 1s done in the luminance domain, and the result 1s a
required correction in the luminance domain. The correction
may then be translated (e.g. by means of the inverse transier
curve of each pixel) to the digital driving level domain.
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A determination of whether a non-uniformity (luminance
and/or color) can be percerved may be done 1n different ways.
One could do this visibility test based on the luminance and/or
color behavior of the pixels (transfer curve) as measured by
the imaging device. In one implementation, for each pixel of
the display (or of some portion of interest of the display), the
transier curve 1s measured, resulting 1n a luminance map for
the display. For example, the transier curve may be measured
for each pixel at several luminance levels, resulting 1n a lumi-
nance map for the display at several luminance levels. Based
on the luminance map, a best correction 1s calculated, e.g. the
correction that results 1n lowest reduction in luminance and/or
contrast when only those non-uniformities that are shown to
be visible on that map are corrected. Then one could use this
calculated correction map in the future to pre-compensate
images to be shown on that display. In most situations such a
method will work fine and will give nearly optimal perfor-
mance.

However, 1n theory such a method may not be the optimal
solution. Indeed, the actual 1image contents shown on the
display (the actual image being displayed at any time) also
alfects whether and to what extent a particular umiformity 1n
that image will be visible. For instance, 1t 1s typically much
casier to see a non-umformity when a uniform background 1s
shown on the display, as compared to when a realistic photo-
graphic 1mage 1s displayed. Therefore, 1t may be desirable to
calculate a correction map (or a modification of such a map)
based on a characteristic of the actual image being displayed,
and potential advantages of such an implementation may
include further reduction in peak-luminance and contrast
rati0. Such calculation can be done by one or more of the same
methods as described before (e.g. contrast sensitivity func-
tion, INDmetrix), and 1t may be done in soitware (each time
the 1mage changes, for instance) and/or in hardware, and
oif-line and/or on-line (in real-time).

A particular implementation i1s described now as an
example. In medical imaging, such as in mammography, radi-
ologists often base their diagnosis on very small and subtle
differences 1n the medical image. Therefore noise that
becomes visible as small high-frequency structures may have
much more negative impact on the quality of diagnosis as
compared to large-area low-Irequency noise structures.
Therefore, 1t 1s often more important that high-frequency
noise 1s reduced much more than low-ifrequency noise, or
even that only high-frequency noise 1s reduced.

As described above, a potential advantage of not compen-
sating for low-frequency components of the display noise 1s
that the remaining peak luminance and contrast ratio after
noise reduction will be higher. The terms “high-frequency”
and “low-frequency,” as used here with reference to noise
structures or noise components, indicate spatial frequencies
(and/or direction: the noise could be 1n horizontal or vertical
direction or a combination of both) that may depend on the
relevant structures in the 1mages being displayed. 11 relevant
clinical structures in a medical 1image have a spatial period
(where the period 1s defined as being 1/frequency) of only a
few pixels, for example, then 1t may be desirable to reduce
high-frequency noise 1n the form of a noise structure or com-
ponent having a spatial period equal to or lower than the
period of the relevant clinical structures. Of course 1t 1s pos-
sible to take some safety margin 1n calculating for which
frequencies noise reduction should be applied.

In some cases, 1t may be desired to use complex math-
ematical models to predict the visibility of non-uniformaities
(1n other words, noise). In other situations, it may be desired
to use ad-hoc models such as splitting the noise pattern (or,
alternatively, the luminance map and/or the correction map)
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into frequency bands and assigning gain factors for each band
that determine whether and to what extent the noise pattern in
that band will be reduced (1.e. to what extent the image will be
compensated for that noise).

For example, 1f we split the noise pattern into two bands
(e.g. a low-Ifrequency band of noise patterns with period
higher than or equal to 32 display pixels, and a high-fre-
quency band with frequencies having periods lower than 32
display pixels), then we could assign a gain factor such as 1.0
to the high-frequency band, meaning that the noise patterns in
this frequency band will be completely corrected for. The
low-1requency band could be assigned a gain factor such as
0.2, meaning that the 1deal correction coelficients needed to
compensate for the noise 1n that band will be multiplied by
0.2, resulting 1n a less than complete compensation for noise
in that frequency band. In some embodiments, 1t may be
desired to apply a low-valued gain factor to a low-frequency
component, a high-valued gain factor to a high-frequency
component, and a low-valued gain factor to a component of
even higher frequency, such that less visible components on
both sides of the spectrum are less compensated than a more
visible component between them.

Note that the scope of disclosed embodiments 1s not lim-
ited to any particular number or range of frequency bands.
Also, 1t 1s possible to define continuous bands 1n order to
reduce or avoid any discontinuities at the border between two
bands. For example, such a method or apparatus may be
implemented so that a gain factor changes gradually from one
band to another.

Also note that 1n practice 1t may not be optimal to apply the
gain factor to the correction map in a case where the native
transier function of the display i1s not linear. To illustrate,
suppose we split the display noise 1nto two frequency bands:
a low-frequency band and a high-frequency band. Also
assume that a specific pixel, when driven at level 234, should
have corrected pixel value 250 when corrected pertectly (with
a target of perfect uniformity over the display area). This
means that the correction value would be +16 video levels for
that pixel. Assume for example that we only want to correct
for the high-frequency noise patterns, such that we apply a
gain factor of zero for the low frequencies. Furthermore as an
example assume that the correction of +16 wvideo levels
includes a +12 correction due to low-irequency noise and a +4
correction due to high-frequency noise. Then a simple rea-
soning would suggest that the desired correction value for
correcting high-frequency noise would be +4. However, this
would only be correct if the transier function of the display 1s
linear 1n this interval. Thus, it may be desirable to consider the
correction to be applied 1n the luminance domain rather than
in the digital driving level domain. In this case, although the
+4 correction corresponds to the desired high-frequency cor-
rection around video level 250, 1t might not correspond to the
desired (or correct) correction at the lower video level 234 if
the transier curve of that pixel 1s not suificiently linear 1n the
range being considered.

Thus, 1t may be desirable to do the split between the fre-
quency bands not on the digital driving level values (on the
correction values) but rather in the luminance domain. In one
example, the noise map 1s expressed 1n absolute luminance
values (e.g. in cd/m?), and the division into frequency bands
1s done on this data. Such a dividing into frequency bands can
for example be done using a transformation to a frequency
domain such as the Fourier domain. The noise map 1s trans-
formed to the Fourier domain, and the result 1s a map of
coellicients in the Fourier domain. Then in this map the gain
factors can be applied directly to the Fournier coefficients. If
we then apply the inverse transform back to the luminance
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domain, then we have the desired corrected luminance values
corresponding to the correction according to the frequency
bands selected and gain factors selected.

The scope of disclosed embodiments 1s not limited to any
particular method of performing a division into frequency
bands or of applying the gain factors. Other methods that may
be used, for example, are based on a wavelet or other trans-
form and/or are based solely on operations in the luminance
domain. Once the luminance values corresponding to the
desired correction have been obtained, these luminance val-
ues can be easily transtormed into digital driving value cor-
rection values by, for example, applying the inverse transier
curve for each individual pixel being corrected.

Methods as described herein may also be applied to cor-
rection of color non-umiformity. For example, determining
whether a non-uniformity 1s visible may again be done
according to a luminance map (or luminance and chromatic-
ity map) and/or according to an actual image to be shown on
the display, and correction may include processing of chro-
maticity values.

Yet another improvement to a basic algorithm for correc-
tion of non-uniformities 1s increasing the number of gray
shades. Consider a display system with 1024 shades of gray.
After correcting for the non-uniformities, not all of the pixels
will be driven between their minimum (0) and maximum
(1024) value anymore. This 1s because some pixels have
higher or lower peak luminance value and minimum Iumi-
nance value than other pixels. Moreover, the number of gray
shades may now depend on the spatial location on the display.

For demanding applications such as medical imaging, an
inability to guarantee that a small difference in gray level can
be percerved at all locations on the display (suppose we want
to show an 1mage containing 1024 shades of gray) may be
unacceptable. The fact alone that a small difference could be
visible at one location on the display and not at another
location on the display 1s most likely not acceptable for many
applications.

Embodiments also include configurations in which the
number ol output shades of gray of the display system 1s
chosen to be higher than the maximum number of gray shades
that are input to the display system. For example, 11 the input
to the display has 1024 shades of gray, then the correction
map 1n such an configuration has a resolution of more than
1024 shades of gray (for instance, 2048 or 4096, although the
scope ol disclosed embodiments 1s not limited to either of
these examples or to any particular numbers).

In one such example, a particular pixel input gray value of
234 (1n a resolution of 1024 shades of gray) 1s converted to a
corrected output gray value 256.25 (as denoted 1n a system of
1024 shades of gray) or, equally, 1025 (as denoted 1n a system
of 4096 shades of gray). Thus 4096 correction values are
available 1n this example for the correction of 1024 mput
values. It may be desirable to choose the number of output
shades of gray to be high enough that it will always be pos-
sible, for any pixel, to select correction values such that no
pair ol mput values 1s mapped to the same output value after
correction, although a smaller degree of expansion may be
acceptable for other applications.

It 1s possible to apply such a method so that at all locations
on the display, the display system has the same number of
gray shades after correction. Note that such a technique may
also be used for correction of color non-uniformities. The
higher number of gray shades may, for instance, be created by
using an error diffusion technique such as dithering. Such a
technique may be applied spatially (e.g. over some neighbor-
hood) and/or temporally (e.g. over two or more frames). Any
error diffusion or dithering technique may be used, such as
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(but not limited to) Floyd-Steinberg, Stucki, or Stevenson-
Arce dithering. In at least some cases, such a technique may
even be applied to display more gray shades than are natively
available on the display system.

Although correction of individual pixel values 1s described
above, 1t 1s also expressly contemplated that correction as
disclosed herein may be performed on sets or zones of pixels,
where 1individual pixel correction values may be obtained by
interpolation (e.g. linear, bilinear, cubic) or any other method
that calculates individual correction values out of the zonal
correction values. A potential advantage of set- or zone-based
correction 1s a reduction 1n the computational complexity of
the algorithms.

According to further embodiments, a technique of noise
reduction 1s optimized for medical imaging. Ultimately, it
may be desired to apply noise reduction 1n such a way that the
quality of diagnosis 1s increased. Therefore 1t may be desir-
able to understand which noise structures really can impact
the accuracy of diagnosis and/or what the effects of noise
reduction are (e.g. both positive effects, such as lower noise,
and negative elfects, such as lower contrast ratio and peak
luminance).

In one example of such an algorithm, a first task imncludes
measuring the luminance behavior of the display, e.g. as
described above. In particular, such a task may 1include mea-
suring the luminance behavior (and therefore noise) of each
individual pixel (or groups of pixels). A next task includes
determining whether or not the measured noise can lower the
quality of diagnosis for the particular application being
executed at that particular time (for instance, but not limited
to, mammogram reading, chest X-ray reading, lung nodule
detection, C'T scan reading, etc.). This task may be based on
information about the clinical features 1n the medical images
being studied. For example, such information may be used to
determine whether the noise pattern of the display can have
negative impact on the accuracy of diagnosis for this particu-
lar application. Further, such mformation may be used to
determine which parts or components of the display noise
pattern may have a negative impact on the accuracy of diag-
nosis and/or how strong such negative impact 1s expected to
be.

In reading mammogram 1mages, for example, the contrast
ratio of the display may be very important, and also high-
frequency noise may have a significant negative impact on a
quality of the diagnosis. Moreover, 1t may be likely that a
radiologist examining the image will be looking especially
for circular or elliptical structures. Embodiments may be
configured to apply the noise reduction in such a way that, for
example, circular and/or ellipse-like noise structures will be
compensated for. Such an embodiment may be configured
such that the only operation 1s to compensate for circular or
cllipse-like structures, or other noise reductions as disclosed
herein may be applied as well. A task of identifying such
structures may include applying one or more shape-discrimi-
nant filters (such as Gabor filters) to the luminance map. In an
application such as this particular one, 1t may also be desir-
able to achieve a balance between contrast ratio and applying
noise reduction. Moreover, it may be desirable to apply noise
reduction only to high-frequency noise. Such a principle may
also be applied to color non-uniformities, and 1dentification
of relevant structures may be done on the luminance map
and/or a chromaticity map.

In one implementation, a luminance noise map 1s analyzed
according to the following algorithm. In a first task, the lumi-
nance noise map 1s transformed to the Fourier domain. In the
Fourier domain, frequencies corresponding to clinically rel-
evant structures are multiplied with a gain factor of 1.0, and
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other coellicients not corresponding to those frequencies are
multiplied with a gain coellicient of zero. To avoid artifacts or
discontinuities, coefficients in between the two extremes
(corresponding to relevant frequencies, and not correspond-
ing to relevant frequencies) may be assigned gradually chang-
ing multiplication factors between 1.0 and zero.

Once the multiplication factors are applied, the luminance
noise map 1s transformed back from the Fourier domain to the
luminance domain. Then a difference between the original
luminance noise map and the resulting map (after processing
in the Fourier domain) 1s calculated. This difference lumi-
nance noise map 1s analyzed for relevant structures, such as
the circular and ellipse-like structures that may be relevant for
mammograms. The presence of such structures 1n the differ-
ence luminance map 1ndicates that they were removed 1n the
Fourier domain and that a displayed image would not have
been compensated for them. Of course this 1s not the desired
result for this application, so i such relevant structures are
present in the difference map then these structures are 1solated
from the background of the difference map and added to the
map that was the result of the processing in the Fourier
domain.

In such manner, the difference map may be used to verily
that no clinically relevant noise structures were removed (and
so would not be compensated for) in the processing in the
Fourier domain. Any of various methods may be used to add
such clinically relevant structures back to the luminance map
once they are located, such as 1solating the features from the
background of the difference map (background subtraction).

Once a final luminance noise map has been determined,
then the transfer curve of each individual pixel can be used to
transiorm the luminance values to digital driving level values.
One or more of the algorithms described above may then be
used to actually carry out the noise reduction 1n the display.

Note that the above description of a mammography appli-
cation 1s only intended to be an example, as other types of
structures and other frequency bands may be climically impor-
tant for other types of images. A desired trade-ofl between
peak luminance, contrast ratio, and noise levels may also
differ for other image types. In some situations, 1t may suffice
to execute fewer than all of the tasks 1n the above description,
and also the order of executing these tasks may vary for
different images or applications.

In some cases, an image signal may contain a noise struc-
ture or component that has the same shape as a feature 1t 1s
desired to detect (such as a clinically relevant feature). For
example, the 1image signal may include noise from a detector
such as an X-ray device. It may be desirable to remove such
noise from the 1image signal before it 1s displayed.

In some cases, the noise structure or component may be
distinguished from the feature it 1s desired to detect by 1ts
contrast. For example, the noise may have a smaller ampli-
tude (e.g. a lower contrast) than the feature. In a further
embodiment, the image signal 1s processed to remove a signal
or level representing a noise floor of the detector. For
example, the noise representation may be subtracted from the
image signal. It may be desirable to limit such removal to a
particular frequency band of the image signal (e.g. a band in
which the noise 1s considered to have a significant compo-
nent) or to some other component of the image signal (e.g. as
distinguished by a shape-discriminant filter). Such an opera-
tion may be performed before applying a nonuniformity cor-
rection as disclosed herein, or after such correction. For
example, an image corresponding to a component ol the noise
tfloor of the detector which relates to the feature 1t 1s desired to
detect (e.g. 1n terms of 1ts shape) may be subtracted from an
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image signal that has already been corrected for nonunifor-
mity according to an algorithm as disclosed herein.

It may be desirable to use different specific noise reduction
methods for different images or image types (such as a mam-
mogram; a chest image; a CT, MRI, or PET scan). Profiles 5
may be created, for example, that link the use of a specific
program to the use of a specific noise reduction method, or
that link specific images to the use of specific noise reduction
methods. Such a profile may be created at least 1n part in
software. Detecting which noise reduction method to apply 10
may be done automatically according to the image or video
sequence to be shown on the display ({or instance, based on
(without limitation) neural networks that classify images or
on statistical characteristics of the images/video). Alterna-
tively or additionally, such detection may be based on inputs 15
(hints or messages) from the applications running on the host
PC or on mputs of the user of the display. Embodiments may
also be configured such that different parts of the display may
simultaneously use different noise reduction methods, as 1n a
case where on the left-hand side a PET 1mage 1s shown and on 20
the right-hand side a CT 1mage 1s shown, for example. In
some cases, 1t may be desirable to change the type of noise
reduction algorithm used dynamically over time.

Combinations of techniques as described above (such as
visibility analysis, tailoring correction according to diagnos- 25
tic relevance, frequency-based correction) are also expressly
contemplated, as are applications of such combinations to
greyscale images and to color images as appropriate.

FI1G. 21 shows a tflow chart of a method M100 according to
an embodiment. For each of a plurality of pixels of a display, 30
task T100 obtains a measure of a light-output response of at
least a portion of the pixel at each of a plurality of driving
levels. For example, task T100 may obtain the measures from
an 1mage capturing device or may retrieve the measures from
storage (e.g. a non-volatile memory of the display). To 35
increase a visibility of a characteristic of a displayed image
during a use of the display, task T200 modifies a map that 1s
based on the obtained measures. Based on the modified map
and an 1mage signal, task T300 obtains a display signal.
Method M100 may be implemented as one or more sets (e.g. 40
sequences) of mstructions to be executed by one or more
arrays of logic elements such as microprocessors, embedded
controllers, or IP cores.

FIG. 22 shows a flow chart of an implementation M110 of
method M100. Task T150 creates a light-output map based on 45
the obtained measures. For example, task TI50 may create a
luminance map and/or a chrominance map. Task T210 1s an
implementation of task T200 that modifies the light-output
map according to an 1mage characteristic (e.g. a frequency or
feature of interest). Task 1250 calculates a correction map 50
based on the modified light-output map. Task 1310 1s an
implementation of task T300 that obtains a display signal
based on the correction map and an 1mage signal.

FIG. 23 shows a flow chart of an implementation M120 of
method M100. Task T260 calculates a correction map based 55
on the light-output map. Task 1220 1s an implementation of
task T200 that modifies the correction map according to an
image characteristic (e.g. a frequency or feature of interest).
Task T320 1s an implementation of task T300 that obtains a
display signal based on the modified correction map and an 60
image signal. In some applications, task 1220 may be altered
at run-time to modily the correction map according to a
different image characteristic.

FI1G. 24 shows a block diagram of an apparatus 100 accord-
ing to an embodiment. Transformation circuit 110 stores a 65
correction map that may include one or more lookup tables or
other correction functions (e.g. according to a classification).
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For each pixel value, correction circuit 120 obtains a corre-
sponding function or value from transformation circuit 110
and outputs a corrected value for display. As shown 1n FIG.
11, an apparatus according to an embodiment may also be
configured to output display values directly from a lookup
table. FIG. 25 shows a block diagram of a system 200 accord-
ing to an embodiment that also includes video memory 40 and
a display 130. Transformation circuit 110 may be imple-
mented as an array of storage elements (e.g. a semiconductor
memory such as DRAM or tlash RAM) and may be imple-
mented 1n the same storage device as video memory 40.

FIG. 26 shows a block diagram of an implementation 102
of apparatus 100 that includes a moditying circuit 130 con-
figured to calculate the correction map of transformation
circuit 110 (e.g. from another correction map, or from a
light-output response map ) according to a characteristic of an
image feature that i1t 1s desired to distinguish. Modifying
circuit 130 may be implemented to perform any of the meth-
ods or algorithms described herein, such as applying different
gain factors to different frequency bands of the map. One or
both of correction circuit 120 and modifying circuit 130 may
be implemented as an array of logic elements (e.g. a micro-
processor or embedded controller) or as one of several tasks
executing on such an array.

The foregoing presentation of the described embodiments
1s provided to enable any person skilled 1n the art to make or
use the present invention. Various modifications to these
embodiments are possible, and the generic principles pre-
sented herein may be applied to other embodiments as well.
For example, operations described as obtaining or being per-
formed on or with a luminance map may also be used to
obtain or be performed on or with a chrominance map. An
embodiment may be implemented in part or 1n whole as a
hard-wired circuit; as a circuit configuration fabricated into a
device such as an application-specific ntegrated circuit
(ASIC), application-specific standard product (ASSP), or
field-programmable gate array (FPGA) or other program-
mable array.

An embodiment may also be implemented 1n part or 1n
whole as a firmware program loaded into non-volatile storage
(for example, an array of storage elements such as flash RAM
or ferroelectric memory) or a software program loaded from
or mto a data storage medium (for example, an array of
storage elements such as a semiconductor or ferroelectric
memory, or a magnetic or optical medium such as a disk) as
machine-readable code, such code being instructions execut-
able by an array of logic elements such as a microprocessor,
embedded microcontroller, or other digital signal processing
unit. Embodiments also include computer program products
for executing any of the methods disclosed herein, and trans-
mission ol such a product over a communications network
(e.g. a local area network, a wide area network, or the Inter-
net). Thus, the present invention 1s not intended to be limited
to the embodiments shown above but rather 1s to be accorded
the widest scope consistent with the principles and novel
features disclosed 1n any fashion herein.

What 1s claimed 1s:

1. A method of image processing, said method comprising;:

for each of a plurality of pixels of a display, obtaining a
measure of a light-outputresponse of atleasta portion of
the pixel at each of a plurality of driving levels;

to 1ncrease a visibility of a characteristic of a displayed
image during a use of the display, moditying a map that
1s based on the obtained measures; and

based on the modified map and an 1mage signal that rep-
resents at least one physical and tangible object, obtain-
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ing a display signal that 1s configured to cause the dis-
play to depict the at least one physical and tangible
object.

2. The method of 1mage processing according to claim 1,
wherein the map comprises at least one of a luminance map of
the display and a chrominance map of the display.

3. The method of 1mage processing according to claim 1,
wherein said modifying a map 1s based on a characteristic of
a feature to be detected during display of an image.

4. The method of 1mage processing according to claim 1,
wherein said moditying a map i1s based on a characteristic of
a class of 1mages to be displayed.

5. The method of 1mage processing according to claim 1,
wherein said moditying a map to increase a visibility of a
characteristic of a displayed image includes:

obtaining a characteristic of an 1mage to be displayed; and

modifying the map according to the obtained characteris-

tic.

6. The method of 1mage processing according to claim 1,
wherein said modifying a map includes moditying the map
according to a desired frequency response of the display.

7. The method of image processing according to claim 1,
wherein said modifying a map includes modifying the map
according to a desired response of the display to a predeter-
mined 1image characteristic.

8. The method of 1mage processing according to claim 1,
wherein said modifying a map includes attenuating a magni-
tude of a first component of the map relative to a magnitude of
a second component of the map, wherein the second compo-
nent has a higher spatial frequency than the first component.

9. The method of 1mage processing according to claim 8,
wherein said moditying a map includes attenuating a magni-
tude of a third component o the map relative to the magnmitude
of the second component of the map, wherein the third com-
ponent has a higher spatial frequency than the second com-
ponent.

10. The method of image processing according to claim 1,
wherein said moditying a map to increase a visibility of a
characteristic of a displayed image includes modifying the
map to increase a visibility of an 1image area having a spatial
frequency greater than 0.1 cycles per degree.

11. The method of 1mage processing according to claim 1,
wherein said modifying a map to increase a visibility of a
characteristic of a displayed image includes modifying the
map to increase a perceptibility of features of a displayed
image that are mutually separated by more than one arc-
minute.

12. The method of image processing according to claim 1,
wherein said moditying a map to increase a visibility of a
characteristic of a displayed image includes modifying the
map to increase a visibility of an area in accordance with a
contrast of the area.

13. The method of 1mage processing according to claim 1,
wherein said modilying a map to increase a visibility of a
characteristic of a displayed image includes modifying the
map according to a contrast sensitivity function.

14. The method of 1mage processing according to claim 1,
wherein said moditying a map to increase a visibility of a
characteristic of a displayed image includes modifying the
map according to a predetermined feature of interest.

15. The method of image processing according to claim 1,
wherein said moditying a map to increase a visibility of a
characteristic of a displayed image includes modifying the
map to 1crease a visibility of a climically relevant feature.

16. The method of image processing according to claim 1,
wherein said moditying a map to increase a visibility of a
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characteristic of a displayed image includes modifying the
map according to a shape and size of a clinically relevant
feature.

17. The method of 1mage processing according to claim 1,
wherein said modifying a map to increase a visibility of a
characteristic of a displayed image includes modifying the
map to 1crease a visibility of rounded shapes.

18. The method of image processing according to claim 1,
wherein the image signal 1s derived from a photographic
representation of living tissue obtained using at least one
among a penetrating radiation and a penetrating emission.

19. The method of 1mage processing according to claim 1,
wherein the 1mage signal 1s derived from an X-ray photo-
graph.

20. The method of 1image processing according to claim 1,
said method comprising veritying that a desired structure was
not removed from the map during said modifying.

21. The method of image processing according to claim 20,
wherein said verifying includes calculating a difference
between the map and the modified map.

22. The method of image processing according to claim 1,
wherein said moditying a map to increase a visibility of a
characteristic of a displayed image includes modifying the
map according to a first selected characteristic in a first region
of the display, and modifying the map according to a second

selected characteristic 1n a second region of the display,
wherein the first characteristic 1s different than the second
characteristic, and wherein the first region 1s separate
from the second region.

23. The method of image processing according to claim 1,
said method comprising calculating a plurality of correction
functions based on the modified map.

24. The method of image processing according to claim 23,
wherein said obtaining a display signal comprises applying,
to a value of the image signal that corresponds to a pixel of the
display, a correction function that corresponds to the pixel
from among the plurality of correction functions.

235. The method of image processing according to claim 1,
wherein the map comprises a plurality of correction func-
tions, each of the plurality of correction functions corre-
sponding to at least one of the plurality of pixels.

26. The method of image processing according to claim 25,
wherein said obtaining a display signal comprises applying,
to a value of the 1image signal that corresponds to a pixel of the
display, a correction function that corresponds to the pixel
from among the plurality of correction functions.

277. The method of 1image processing according to claim 1,
wherein the luminance resolution of the display signal 1s
greater than the luminance resolution of the 1mage signal.

28. The method of image processing according to claim 1,
wherein the luminance resolution of the display signal 1s
greater than the luminance resolution of the display.

29. The method of image processing according to claim 28,
said method comprising displaying the display signal on the
display, said displaying including performing an error difiu-
s1on technique based on the display signal.

30. The method of 1image processing according to claim 1,
said method comprising attenuating a component of the
image signal according to a characterization of noise of an
image detector.

31. The method of image processing according to claim 1,
wherein said modifying a map includes modifying the map to
reduce a visibility of a defective pixel of the display.

32. A data storage medium having machine-readable
instructions describing the method of 1mage processing
according to claim 1.
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33. The method of 1mage processing according to claim 1,
wherein said method comprises using a correction circuit to
perform said obtaining a display signal.

34. An 1mage processing apparatus comprising:

an array of storage elements configured to store, for each of

a plurality of pixels of a display, a measure of a light-
output response of at least a portion of the pixel at each
of a plurality of driving levels; and

an array of logic elements configured to modily a map

based on the stored measures and to obtain, based on the
modified map and an 1mage signal that represents at least
one physical and tangible object, a display signal that 1s
configured to cause the display to depict the at least one
physical and tangible object,

wherein the array of logic elements 1s configured to modity

the map to increase a visibility of a characteristic of a
displayed image during a use of the display.
35. The image processing apparatus according to claim 34,
wherein said array of logic elements 1s configured to attenuate
a magnitude of a first component of the map relative to a
magnitude of a second component of the map, wherein the
second component has a higher spatial frequency than the first
component.
36. A method of 1mage processing, said method compris-
ng:
for each of a plurality of pixels of a display, obtaining a
measure of a light-outputresponse of at least a portion of
the pixel at each of a plurality of driving levels;

modilying a map of the display that 1s based on the
obtained measures, saild modilying including, with
respect to a magnitude of a component having a spatial
period between one and fifty millimeters, decreasing a
magnitude of a component having a spatial period less
than one millimeter and decreasing a magnitude of a
component having a spatial period greater than fifty
millimeters; and

based on the modified map and an 1mage signal that rep-

resents at least one physical and tangible object, obtain-
ing a display signal that 1s configured to cause the dis-
play to depict the at least one physical and tangible
object.

37. A method of 1image processing, said method compris-
ng:

for each of a plurality of pixels of a display, obtaining a

measure of a luminance of at least a portion of the pixel
in response to each of a plurality of different electrical
driving levels;

to 1ncrease a visibility of a characteristic of a displayed

image during a use of the display, modifying a map that
1s based on the obtained measures; and

based on the modified map and an 1mage signal that rep-

resents at least one physical and tangible object, obtain-
ing a display signal that 1s configured to cause the dis-
play to depict the at least one physical and tangible
object.

38. The method of image processing of claim 1, wherein the
plurality of pixels excludes a second plurality of pixels of the
display.

39. The image processing apparatus of claim 34, wherein

the plurality of pixels excludes a second plurality of pixels of

the display.

40. The method of image processing of claim I, wherein
said obtaining a measure of a light-output rvesponse com-
prises retrieving the measure from storage.
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41. A method of image processing, the method comprising:

for each of a plurality of groups of pixels of a display,
obtaining corresponding data vepresentative of a light-
output response of the group of pixels at each of a plu-
rality of driving levels;

to increase a visibility of a characteristic of a displaved

image during use of the display, modifying a map that is
based on the obtained corresponding data for each of
the plurality of groups; and

based on the modified map and an image signal that vep-

resents at least one physical and tangible object, obtain-
ing a display signal that is configured to cause the dis-
play to depict the at least one physical and tangible
object.

42. The method of image processing according to claim 41,
wherein the plurality of driving levels is less than a number of
driving levels of the display.

43. The method of image processing according to claim 41,
wherein the plurality of groups of pixels excludes at least one
other pixel of the display.

44. The method of image processing according to claim 41,
wherein at least one of the plurality of groups comprises a

plurality of portions of pixels.

45. The method of image processing according to claim 41,
wherein, for at least one of the plurality of groups, each pixel
of the group comprises a plurality of portions, and the corre-
sponding data comprises data vepresentative of a light-output
response of the group of pixels for each of the plurality of

portions.

46. The method of image processing according to claim 41,
wherein the modifying includes, with vespect to a magnitude
of a component having a spatial perviod between one and fifty
millimeters, decreasing a magnitude of a component having a
spatial period less than one millimeter and decreasing a
magnitude of a component having a spatial period greater
than fifty millimeters.

47. The method of image processing according to claim 41,
wherein the light-output response comprises luminance.

48. The method of image processing according to claim 41,
whevrein the light-output response comprises chromaticity.

49. The method of image processing according to claim 41,
wherein the modified map comprises correction data config-
ured to produce a desived non-uniform light-output vesponse.

50. An image processing apparatus COmprising:

an array of storage elements configured to stove, for each of

a plurality of groups of pixels of a display, correspond-
ing data representative of a light-output vesponse of the
group of pixels at each of a plurality of driving levels;
and

an array of logic elements configured to modify a map

based on the storved corresponding data for each of the
plurality of groups and to obtain, based on the modified
map and an image signal that vepresents at least one
physical and tangible object, a display signal that is
configured to cause the display to depict the at least one
physical and tangible object,

wherein the array of logic elements is configured to modify

the map to increase a visibility of a characteristic of a
displaved image durving use of the display.

51. The image processing apparatus of claim 50, wherein
at least one of the plurality of groups comprises a plurality of

portions of pixels.

52. The image processing apparatus of claim 50, wherein
the modified map comprises correction data configured to

produce a desived non-uniform light-output response.
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53. A method of processing an image for a display, the
display comprising a plurality of pixels, said method com-
prising.

modifving a map to increase a visibility of a characteristic

of a displaved image, wherein the map is based on a >
measure of a light-output vesponse of at least a portion
of each pixel in at least a portion of the plurality of pixels
at each of a plurality of driving levels; and

based on the modified map and an image signal that rep-

resents at least one physical and tangible object, obtain-
ing a display signal that is configured to cause the dis-
play to depict the at least one physical and tangible
object.

54. The method of processing an image for a display of
claim 53, wherein the modifving includes, with respect to a
magnitude of a component having a spatial period between
one and fifty millimeters, decreasing a magnitude of a com-
ponent having a spatial period less than one millimeter and
decreasing a magnitude of a component having a spatial >
period greater than fifty millimeters.

55. The method of processing an image for a display of
claim 53, wherein the light-output vesponse comprises lumi-
nance.

56. The method of processing an image for a display of 25
claim 53, wherein the light-output vesponse comprises chro-
maticity.

57. The method of processing an image for a display of
claim 53, wherein the modified map comprises correction
data configured to produce a desired non-uniform light-out-
put response.

58. A method of processing an image for a display, the
display comprising a plurality of pixels, said method com-
prising:

based on a modified map and an image signal that repre-

sents at least one physical and tangible object, obtaining
a display signal that is configured to cause the display to
depict the at least one physical and tangible object,

wherein the modified map is based on a measure of a

light-output response of at least a portion of each pixel in
at least a portion of the plurality of pixels at a plurality
of driving levels.

59. The method of processing an image for a display of
claim 58, wherein the modified map comprises correction
data configured to produce a desired non-uniform light-out- 45
put response.

60. An image processing apparatus cCOmprising.

an array of storage elements configured to stove, for each

pixel in at least a portion of a plurality of pixels of a
display, data representative of a light-output vesponse of 50
at least a portion of the pixel at a plurality of driving
levels: and

an array of logic elements configured to obtain, based on a

modified map and an image signal that represents at
least one physical and tangible object, a display signal
that is configured to cause the display to depict the at
least one physical and tangible object,

wherein the modified map increases a visibility of a char-

acteristic of a displaved image during use of the display.

61. The method of processing an image for a display of 60
claim 60, wherein the modified map comprises correction
data configured to produce a desired non-uniform light-out-
put response.

62. An image processing apparatus comprising.

an array of logic elements configured to genervate a display 65

signal based on a map and an image signal that repre-
sents at least one physical and tangible object,
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wherein the display signal is configured to cause a display
to depict a display image of the at least one physical and
tangible object, and

wherein the map comprises correction data configured to

produce a desived non-uniform light-output rvesponse.

63. Theimage processing apparatus according to claim 62,
wherein said desived non-uniform light-output response is a
desired spatially non-uniform light-output response of the
display.

64. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output vesponse comprises a
lower degree of non-uniformity for pixels substantially at a
center of the display than for pixels substantially at edges of
the display.

65. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output response comprises
lower display noise for pixels substantially at a center of the
display than for pixels substantially at edges of the display.

66. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output response comprises a
constant contrast for a majority of the display.

67. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output vesponse comprises a
lower degree of non-uniformity for luminance than for color.

68. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output response comprises a
lower degree of non-uniformity for driving levels in a first
range of driving levels than for driving levels outside the first
range of driving levels.

69. The image processing apparatus of 68, wherein the first
range of driving levels comprises a plurality of driving levels
between a minimum driving level of the display and a maxi-
mum driving level of the display.

70. The image processing apparatus of claim 68, wherein
the first range of driving levels comprises less than a total
number of driving levels of the display.

71. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desired non-uniform light-output response comprises:

a first degree of non-uniformity at a first range of driving

levels: and

a second degree of non-uniformity at a second rvange of

driving levels.

72. The image processing apparatus of claim 71, wherein a
value of the image signal corresponding to a maximum driv-
ing level is substantially uncorrected.

73. The image processing apparatus of claim 71, wherein a
value of the image signal corresponding to a minimum driv-
ing level is substantially uncorrected.

74. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desired non-uniform light-output response comprises:

a first degree of non-uniformity for driving levels within a

first range of driving levels; and

a second degree of non-uniformity for driving levels out-

side the first range of driving levels.

75. The image processing apparatus of claim 74, wherein
the first degree of non-uniformity is less than twenty percent
and the second degree of non-uniformity is greater than
wenty percenl.

76. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output response comprises a
contrast that is at least ninety percent of an uncorrected
display contrast.

77. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output vesponse comprises a

first contrast substantially at a center of the display and a
second contrast substantially at edges of the display.
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78. The image processing apparatus of claim 77, wherein
the first contrast is greater than the second contrast.

79. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output vesponse comprises
contrasts substantially at a center of the display that are
greater than contrasts substantially at edges of the display.

80. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output response comprises a
lower degree of non-uniformity within a first vange of spatial
frequencies than outside the first vange of spatial frequencies.

81. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output response comprises less
correction for a defective pixel than for a non-defective pixel.

82. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output response comprises less
correction for pixels having a degree of non-uniformity
greater than or equal to a first threshold than for pixels
having a degree of non-uniformity less than the first thresh-
old.

83. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desired non-uniform light-output vesponse is based in
part on a type of image being displayed.

84. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desired non-uniform light-output vesponse is based in
parton a physical characteristic of an image being displayed.

83. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output response is based in
part on an effect of a post-processing system.

86. The image processing apparatus of claim 83, wherein a
resulting light-output that includes post processing is sub-
stantially uniform.

87. The image processing apparatus of claim 85, wherein
the post-processing system comprises a projection system.

88. The image processing apparatus of claim 85, wherein
the post-processing system comprises a lens.

89. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desired non-uniform light-output vesponse is based in
part on a desired frequency vesponse.

90. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output vesponse increases the
visibility of a feature of the at least one physical and tangible
object.

91. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the map includes at least one lookup table.

92. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the map is implemented in a compressed form.

93. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the map includes a plurality of coefficients of a polynomial
description.

94. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the map has a lower resolution than a resolution of the dis-
play.

95. Theimage processing apparatus accovding to claim 62,
wherein the correction data is based on at least one charac-
teristic of an image represented in the image signal.

96. A method of image processing comprising:

receiving an image signal rvepresentative of at least one

physical and tangible object;

obtaining correction data configured to produce a desived

non-uniform light-output response; and

generating a display signal based on the image signal and

the correction data,

wherein the display signal is configured to cause the dis-

playto depict a display image of the at least one physical
and tangible object.
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97. The method of image processing according to claim 96,
wherein said desived non-uniform light-output response is a
desived spatially non-uniform light-output vesponse of the
display.

98. An image processing apparatus cCOmprising:

an array of logic elements configured to generate a display

signal based on a map and an image signal that repre-
sents at least one physical and tangible object,

wherein the display signal is configured to cause a display

to depict a display image of the at least one physical and
tangible object,

wherein the map comprises correction data configured to

produce a light-output vesponse with a lower degree of
non-uniformity for driving levels within a first vange of
driving levels than for driving levels outside the first
range of driving levels.

99. The image processing apparatus of claim 98, wherein a
degree of non-uniformity gradually increases from a driving
level within the first range of driving levels to a driving level
outside the first range of driving levels.

100. An image processing apparatus comprising:

an array of logic elements configured to generate a display

signal based on a map and an image signal that repre-
sents at least one physical and tangible object,

wherein the display signal is configured to cause a display

to depict a display image of the at least one physical and
tangible object,

wherein the map comprises correction data configured to

correct for pixel non-uniformity only when the pixel
non-uniformity is outside of a tolerance level.

101. The image processing apparatus of claim 100,
wherein the tolerance level varies among pixels of the display.

102. The image processing apparatus of claim 101,
wherein at least one pixel of the display has a plurality of

portions and wherein the tolevance level varies among por-

tions of the pixel.

103. The image processing apparatus of claim 101,
wherein the tolerance level varies among pixels of the display
based in part on a position of a pixel on the display.

104. The image processing apparatus of claim 103,

wherein the tolerance level is greater for pixels substantially
at edges of the display than for pixels substantially at a center
of the display.
105. An image processing apparatus COmprising.
an array of logic elements configured to generate a display
signal based on a map and an image signal that repre-
sents at least one physical and tangible object,
wherein the display signal is configured to cause a display
to depict a display image of the at least one physical and
tangible object,
wherein the map comprises corrvection data calculated
based on whether at least a portion of a pixel is defective.
106. The image processing apparatus according to claim
105, wherein the map comprises correction data for a first

pixel in the display based in part on a light-output vresponse of

at least one defective pixel in the display adjacent to the first

pixel.

107. The image processing apparatus accovding to claim
105, wherein the map comprises correction data for a first

pixel in the display based in part on a light-output response of

at least one pixel in the display adjacent to the first pixel that
has a degree of non-uniformity greater than a predetermined

threshold.
108. A method of processing an image for a display, the

method comprising:
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obtaining first data representative of a light-output
response of a first group of pixels of the display at a first
plurality of driving levels;

obtaining second data rvepresentative of a light-output

response of a second group of pixels of the display at a
second plurality of driving levels;
to increase a visibility of a characteristic of a displaved
image during use of the display, modifving a map that is
based on the obtained first and second data; and

based on the modified map and an image signal that rep-
resents at least one physical and tangible object, obtain-
ing a display signal that is configured to cause the dis-
play to depict the at least one physical and tangible
object.

109. The method of processing according to claim 108,
wherein said display includes a thivd group of pixels.

110. The method of processing according to claim 108,
wherein said first group of pixels includes at least one pixel
that is excluded from said second group of pixels.

111. The method of processing according to claim 108,
wherein said first plurality of driving levels is the same as said
second plurality of driving levels.

112. The method of processing according to claim 108,
wherein said first group of pixels comprises at least one pixel

of the display, and whevrein said second group of pixels com-
prises at least one pixel of the display.
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113. The method of processing according to claim 108,
wherein said first group of pixels comprises at least one
portion of a pixel of the display, and wherein said second
group of pixels comprises at least one portion of a pixel of the
display.
114. An image processing apparatus COmprising.
an array of storvage elements configured to store first data
representative of a light-output vesponse of a first group
of pixels of a display and second data representative of
a light-output response of a second group of pixels of the
display; and
an array of logic elements configured to modify a map
based on the stoved first and second data and to obtain,
based on the modified map and an image signal that
represents at least one physical and tangible object, a
display signal that is configured to cause the display to
depict the at least one physical and tangible object,

wherein the array of logic elements is configured to modify
the map to increase a visibility of a characteristic of a
displaved image during use of the display.

115. The image processing apparatus accovding to claim
114, wherein said first data is representative of a light-output
response of the first group at a first plurality of driving levels,
and wherein said second data is vepresentative of a light-
output response of the second group at a second plurality of
driving levels.



UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
CERTIFICATE OF CORRECTION

PATENT NO. : RE43,707 E Page 1 of 1
APPLICATION NO. : 13/338880

DATED : October 2, 2012

INVENTORC(S) : Kimpe et al.

It is certified that error appears in the above-identified patent and that said Letters Patent is hereby corrected as shown below:

Column 36, Claim 69, line 1: change
“The 1mage processing apparatus of 687
to

--The 1mage processing apparatus of claim 68--

Signed and Sealed this
Sixth Day of November, 2012

David J. Kappos
Director of the United States Patent and Trademark Office



USOORE43707C]1

12 EX PARTE REEXAMINATION CERTIFICATE (10088th)

United States Patent (10) Number: US RE43,707 C1
Kimpe et al. 45) Certificate Issued: Mar. 31, 2014
(54) METHODS, APPARATUS, AND DEVICES FOR (51) Imt. CL.
NOISE REDUCTION GO6K 9/00 (2006.01)

_ : _ (52) U.S. CL

(75) Inventors: - Tom Kimpe, Ghent (BE); Paul L61S) O 382/128; 345/690
Matthijs, Eke (BE) _ ) _
(38) Field of Classification Search

(73) Assignee: Barco N.V., Kortrijk (BE) None

Reexamination Request:
No. 90/020,037, Dec. 28, 2012

Reexamination Certificate for:

Patent No.: Re. 43,707
Issued: Oct. 2, 2012
Appl. No.: 13/338,880
Filed: Dec. 28, 2011

Certificate of Correction 1ssued Nov. 6, 2012
Related U.S. Patent Documents

Reissue of:

(64) Patent No.: 7,639,849
Issued: Dec. 29, 2009
Appl. No.: 11/134,522
Filed: May 23, 2005

Related U.S. Application Data

(60) Provisional application No. 60/681,429, filed on May
17, 2003.

for each of a plurality of pixels of a

See application file for complete search history.

(56) References Cited

To view the complete listing of prior art documents cited

during the proceeding for Reexamination Control Number
90/020,037, please refer to the USPTO’s public Patent

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system under the
Display References tab.

Primary Examiner — Eron J Sorrell

(57) ABSTRACT

Embodiments include applying a compensation to an image
signal based on nonuniformity of a display device. The com-
pensation 1s based on information about variations in light-
output response among elements of the display device. The
compensation 1s also modified based on a characteristic of a
desired use of the display.

T100

display, obtaining a measure of a
light-output response

1200

Q modifying a map that 1s

based on the measures

T300

obtaining a display signal
% based on the modified map
and an image signal



US RE43,707 Cl1

1
EX PARTE

REEXAMINATION CERTIFICATE
ISSUED UNDER 35 U.S.C. 307

THE PATENT IS HEREBY AMENDED AS
INDICATED BELOW.

Matter enclosed in heavy brackets [ ] appeared in the
patent, but was deleted by the reissue patent; matter
printed in italics was added by the reissue patent. Matter
enclosed in heavy double brackets [[ ]] appeared in the
reissue patent but is deleted by this reexamination cer-
tificate; matter printed in boldface is added by this reex-
amination certificate.

AS A RESULT OF REEXAMINATION, Il HAS BEEN
DETERMINED THATI:

The patentability of claims 36,46, 54 and 107 1s confirmed.
Claims 67, 77-79, 81, 82 and 92-94 are cancelled.
Claims 64-66, 68, 71, 74, 76, 80, 85, 91, 98, 100 and 101
are determined to be patentable as amended.

Claims 69, 70,72,73,75,86, 87, 88,99, 102,103 and 104,
dependent on an amended claim, are determined to be
patentable.

New claims 116-129 are added and determined to be
patentable.

Claims 1-35, 37-45, 47-53, 55-63, 83, 84, 89, 90, 95-97,
105, 106 and 108-115 were not reexamined.

64. The image processing apparatus of claim [ [62] ] 94,
wherein the desived non-uniform light-output vesponse com-
prises a lower degree of non-uniformity for pixels substan-
tially at a center of the display than for pixels substantially at
edges of the display.

65. The image processing apparatus of claim [ [62] ] 94,
wherein the desived non-uniform light-output vesponse com-
prises lower display noise for pixels substantially at a center
of the display than for pixels substantially at edges of the
display.

66. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output response comprises a
constant contrast for a majority of the display and a lower
contrast near to edges of the display.

68. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output vesponse comprises, for
pixels substantially at a center of the display, a lower
degree of non-uniformity [[for driving levels]] among
responses of the pixels to a value of the image signal that
corresponds to a driving level in a first range of driving
levels than [ [for driving levels] ] among responses of the
pixels to a value of the image signal that corresponds to a
driving level outside the first range of driving levels.

71. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output vesponse comprises:

a first degree of non-uniformity | [at] ] among responses

of pixels of the display to a value of the image signal

that corresponds to a driving level in q first range of

driving levels; and
a second degree of non-uniformity [[at]] among
responses of the pixels to a value of the image signal

that corresponds to a driving level in a second range of

driving levels.
74. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output vesponse comprises, for
pixels substantially at a center of the display:

2

a first degree of non-uniformity [ [for driving levels] ]
among responses of the pixels to a value of the image
signal within a [ [first range of driving levels] ] lumi-
nance interval: and

3 a second degree of non-uniformity | [for driving levels] }
among responses of the pixels to a value of the image

signal outside the | [first range of driving levels] ] lumi-
nance interval.

76. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output vesponse comprises a
contrast that is at least ninety percent of an uncorrected
display contrast, and wherein said display is a liquid crys-
tal display.

80. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output response comprises a
lower degree of non-uniformity within a first vange of spatial
frequencies than [ Joutside] | above the first range of spatial
frequencies.

20  85. The image processing apparatus of claim 62, wherein
the desived non-uniform light-output response is based in
part on | [an effect of] ] a spatial non-uniformity intro-
duced by a post-processing system.

91. The image processing apparatus of claim [ [62]] 80,

25 wherein the map includes at least one lookup table.

98. An image processing apparatus cCOmprising:

an array of logic elements configured to generate a display
signal based on a map and an image signal that repre-
sents at least one physical and tangible object,

30  wherein the display signal is configured to cause a display
to depict a display image of the at least one physical and
tangible object,

wherein the map comprises correction data configured to
produce, for pixels substantially at a center of the

35 display, a light-output response with a lower degree of
non-uniformity [ [for driving levels] ] among responses
of the pixels to a value of the image signal within a
[ [first range of driving levels] ] luminance interval
than [ [for driving levels] ] among responses of the

40 pixels to a value of the image signal outside the [ [first
range of driving levels] ] luminance interval.

100. [ [An image processing apparatus comprising:
an array of logic elements configured to generate a display
signal based on a map and an 1mage signal that repre-

45 sents at least one physical and tangible object,

wherein the display signal 1s configured to cause a display
to depict a display image of the at least one physical and
tangible object,

wherein the map comprises correction data configured to

50 correct for pixel non-uniformity only when the pixel
non-uniformity is outside of a tolerance level] ] The
image processing apparatus according to claim 101,
wherein the pixel non-uniformity is a color non-uni-
formity.

55 101. [ [The image processing apparatus of claim 100,] ] An

image processing apparatus comprising:

an array of logic elements configured to generate a
display signal based on a map and an image signal
that represents at least one physical and tangible

60 object,

wherein the display signal is configured to cause a dis-
play to depict a display image of the at least one
physical and tangible object, and

wherein the map comprises correction data configured

65 to correct for pixel non-uniformity only when the
pixel non-uniformity is outside of a tolerance level,
and
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wherein the tolevance level varies among pixels of the

display.

116. The image processing apparatus of claim 62,
wherein the desired non-uniform light-output response
comprises a first degree of non-uniformity across a first
range of driving levels, and

wherein the desired non-uniform light-output response

comprises, across a second range of driving levels

that is above the first range, a degree of non-unifor-

mity that is higher than the first degree, and
wherein said display is a liquid crystal display.

117. The image processing apparatus of claim 62,
wherein the desired non-uniform light-output response
comprises a first degree of non-uniformity across a first
range of driving levels, and

wherein the desired non-uniform light-output response

comprises, across a second range of driving levels

that is below the first range, a degree of non-unifor-

mity that is higher than the first degree, and
wherein said display is a liquid crystal display.

118. The image processing apparatus of claim 64,
wherein the map includes a plurality of coefficients of a
polynomial description.

119. The image processing apparatus of claim 64,
wherein the map comprises correction data for a first
pixel in the display based in part on a light-output
response of atleast one pixel in the display adjacent to the
first pixel that has a degree of non-uniformity greater
than a predetermined threshold.

120. The image processing apparatus of claim 64,
wherein the map has a spatial resolution that is lower than
a spatial resolution of the display.

121. The image processing apparatus of claim 91,
wherein said correction data comprises a set of look-up
tables, and

wherein a total number of look-up tables in the set is

less than one percent of a total number of pixels in the

display, and
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wherein each of said pixels to be corrected is associated
with a corresponding one among the set of look-up
tables.

122. The image processing apparatus of claim 64,
wherein, for each of a plurality of pixels substantially at
the center of the display, a maximum light-output
response of the pixel after correction is intentionally
ogreater than a maximum light-output response for pixels
substantially at edges of the display, and

wherein, for each of said plurality of pixels substan-

tially at the center of the display, said correction data
indicates a corresponding correction value, wherein
at least one of said corresponding correction values
differs from at least one of the rest of said corre-
sponding correction values.

123. The image processing apparatus of claim
wherein said display is a liquid crystal display.

124. The image processing apparatus of claim
wherein said display is a liquid crystal display.

125. The image processing apparatus of claim
wherein said display is a liquid crystal display.

126. The image processing apparatus of claim
wherein said display is a liquid crystal display.

127. The image processing apparatus of claim
wherein said display is a liquid crystal display.

128. The image processing apparatus of claim 62,
wherein the desired non-uniform light-output response
comprises a constant maximum luminance for a majority
of the display and a lower maximum luminance near to
edges of the display.

129. The image processing apparatus of claim 62,
wherein the desired non-uniform light-output response
comprises a constant minimum luminance for a majority
of the display and a higcher minimum luminance near to
edges of the display.
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