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Additional Results  
of Our Method 
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Comparison 
 

with Darabi et al. 2012 (Other Gradient-based) 
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Comparison 
 

with Other Laplacian-Based Methods 
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Comparison 
 

with Kalantari et al. 2014 
(Multi-layer Approach) 
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Internal Evaluation 
 

Upsampled Gaussian Pyramid 
vs. Gaussian Pyramid 
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Internal Evaluation 
 

Effect of Parameter      in Eq. (3) β
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