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Abstract: To solve problems in the existing JPEG steganalysis schemes, such as high redundancy in features and
failure to make good use of the complementarity among them, this study proposes a JPEG steganalysis approach
based on feature fusion by the principal component analysis (PCA) and analysis of the complementarity among
features. The study fuses complementary features to reflect the statistical differences between cover and stego
signals in the round, isolates redundant components by PCA, and finally achieves the goal of improving accuracy.
Experimental results show that in various datasets and embedding rates, this scheme provides more accuracy than
the main JPEG steganalysis schemes against steganographic methods of high concealment (e.g. F5, MME and PQ)
and greatly reduces the time cost of the existing fusion methods on feature level.

Key words:  feature fusion; PCA (principal component analysis); feature reduction; steganalysis

B A THEHEIE JPEG &5 5 ik 4FAE A B S R fe A F N AFAE 10 EANK £ 69194 42 8 T —AF &
F £ 447 (principal component analysis, 8 #& PCA)# 4745 4L k&4 JPEG [& 5 247 7 ik, 3T 47 P e 4F AR 18]
I AME BT aR A L AMEIE L S —AR, FA TR BAFIEEE 5 %t 257 A PCA 4B B TARS
RALF|H—FRALEHENE M. FRRERRN ERRHIEEFEANRE LT, Z T ETHGRRERE (4o
F5,MME #= PQ)#4 /& # % & F £ % JPEG 441 7 ik JE A0 LARINA AR B Rb A T2 7 ik K b %342

KHEIR:  ARAERRGS R AT AFAE A4 T8 5 AT

HEAS S TP309 XHRFRIRAD: A

B 5 VT S HLRN 22 W A b A I e R R A5 B R AR 73 30 [ S AR T2 0 A A (5 B R L4y S 2
—, K5 (steganography) & 1L 7 B 3 Aok e TV Ig L R 5 2 — R R 0 A5 (0 77 75, E R AR S P IR AR (5 B

« JESTUH: ERARRNERE4(61170281); LT AR EFEHE 4 (4112063); o [E B2 B g 1 2 5 4 0 (XDA06030601);
o [ 2 B A R R ST G058 R (Y 120041101, Y120051101)
WeRR N ] 2011-02-27; & FE ) i) 2011-08-31
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LA G 15 5% 5 A 3, [ 55 23T (steganalysis) U 5 6 85 5K (0 455 5 AT 40 1T LI B 75 2 B A L I
RIPEG BUGAE Ny fi i Wi 2 ik 2 — LR 'S RAH G AT 2 3 T 4 2 (A

H AT, JPEG &I K'S J7i5 2 A JPEG HE Ak R B kAT iR KA 2 (least significant bits, fij i LSB) & #t
(LSB replacement) s LSB VT (LSB matching). 3% i 11 LSB vk e e It 1 22 A8 H AT 2 Sl i 38 A1 4 bl A o
JIVE 5 AR N A7 R R AU 5 P 5 K I 4 T o R DR T L A v e e v UL i i A g
T A AT ik N B 3515 JEL T 7 B L B A 6 5, T 2 v 1R N 0K A8 T8 H4 4 B 4 2 (modlified. maatrix encoding, i Fx
MME)PIZE F5 (KL fili b 54k 28 BUR /N (A7 B 20 2 HEAT 1N 30E— 20 AR 4 5 i Pt 3 2 fk (perturbed quantization,
ARk PQMIEIN JPEG Ak ik % o 2 UL /N K B B HEAT IR N 35 B sk /N $ 5 B (0 B .35 4K 2 i (et paper
codes) P14k A 7 5l 1 ) Gt 1 7 K R N A R0 50 B K 48 2 4 P A R 80 e R B B /N S

W55 43 M 7 30T 43 Sk L 4 T v R R 0 O ¥ L F RS AW D R A S T R RS ST R T LB
WV (0 43 A7 7 3% T 0 43 W7 B9 8 o i — 2l 22 R S R 1) ik, BRI H 28 52 BB 7038 1 T A0 T 43 W 5
152 ST A B IR A SR B MR AR AR SRR AE AR b AR A5 L1 JPEG 38 FH 43 At Jy vk vy YA SR 5 v 1)
15 3T Markov 1t F£(Markov process based, i #x MPB)¥I44E®), fiFF Markov #7 (partially ordered Markov
model, i F& POMM)$5 AE U0 3 T v g 4 40 AR B14%5 MPB - AETH 4 T IPEG &k 2 5078 &N 7 1) 9 — B i A5 Wt
A B (transition probability matrix, & #% TPM). SR, % 77 V2B K RS HEHE A, ME A 2 AH AR e 4h MPB 4R 1iE
TOARJEE e, 6B /N T T (¥ JPEG Hi Ak REUIT I B AR 17 £ C 3% 4(2T+1)° 4. POMM J5 754831 JPEG HAL R H
ZEAEAE AP LA 0 DA 3R (0% 7 V0 R 25 e b R A 2 (2 M) 1) 00 R L ME R 28 04 ] DL 4k 842 T B it
FARRER I LG T 7 MRS S W IR R A MR AR MER 3 AH 0 45 i AR %20 & A 58 3, S
7 1 R LA B AR AE, U ME R 2R AT B T B0 25 (). — D7 T, 3R 3 A4S AE U TR AN R], A AR A8 81 :POMM
M MPB RFEAE Markov FEH T KIS0 U0 G AN, AT LUAH B 78, PEV2T74 (¥4 Jry e AIE 51 23 R A J=) 38 5 A0E
POMM Z [BA AN R 55— 71, FIRHFAE 2 [k AR AR, R ity B AT — 2 6 0 4% BE N 2 A i P 38 4%
Yk 2 AT AE A A DI X B8 TT AR T4 U DT a9, 4 T S I8 B

B A TR AE 0 A 1 R0 B AN 1) ) 8 B N B LR A A R S 43 T R R FH R AIE Rl B K . Kodovsky 25
BT K5 43 H7 58 4 5 1E 4 (complete feature set) M, BV X AT 44 B 4% c e C, 58 4 HFAE 42 x P9 (4T 45
fE x; 359K H 0 5 S BAR P xi()=0.3% 15 B AN ] AR AL 48 B T W B 'S5 RO AEAE 1k 7E B 'S 40 M7 Pl AR EL A 72 1
VE R EAR AR — AN 58 £ IR B 55 43 B 4Re iE 4 75 260, 1 IR S Rp F1E 5 R A SCR B 18 3 (P AN )RR AE R AT il
1775 T M A5 20 T WS B T A Bl & i 0 3 AN Z Ul 2 Bl A . R 2 RS R B2 R
A I RRE R BEREOR B 2 55 il G R A 2 TR) TR A 20005 6, LR 25 BRARFAIE T 4%, %) 38 v B 55 4 AT 43 S v it 185 L
A L SCARTT, A B TR AR J2 Ml (4 B 5 43 BT 0 A58 20E (9 D066 A0 43 B 2803 5 TS SR A7 AE — 24K 2 .Dong %%
IO T — R T- Boosting 3k IR fil 75 7 ¥ ——$2 THER1iE % % (boosting feature selection, fij Fk BFS)i.
%7V Boosting 32 I 55 73 S 35 A4 0 R 23 S 38 3 R v BT I PR B R AR AE SR AT B 4 4 1 T 23 BT ME AR 2R AR
T, 1% 7 V5 9 A G5 % REHEAE 2 1] 5% 2R, 2y 30 43 A1 448 185 1) ) B b 25 2R 17 — S 280 il 4% 1T L BFS o 31 3t
AT 30 7, A5 25 48 22 0 B A3 I WD 90 2 S 8% 1 3o PR I 8 K. MichelM It T — i 1 )5 11 I R [ B S 40 i
5,07 B N(N+L)/2 A5 101 2R A0 53 2 i 1) Dash 25 A2 H, L2328 45 58 o DU 16 0 1252803 A1, T HLAE T
FA P 7 T 2 I8 55, B LA — P 3 28 8 14 4 28 4 SRR UE W AU AF LA S B A R 3 B R R AL R BE,
Kharrazi 2 ANBUR T —FliE T 20 28 45 FL 45 b 240 4 B 5 AR 1005 i b 2 B 5 3 Ty 9% 7 YR AE A B2 04T
YL, TR R % B AT 2 1) 1) U A N L AR 6 R D4R SR PCA AR g 23 25 2% 10 T A 8 2o 2 3 3 P £ PR A AN 5 e
Sy B4 4 S A TR IR IRk

h T A RS LA R AR (R AL 10— P AR B S o AT (R HE R R RIS AT R0 AR PR T — R R T R )
43 H7 (principal component analysis, & #% PCA)EATRHE & (138 H JPEG BA 'S 43 T 75 A% 7 1234 241 73 K HE
A BV R AE BT 40 R PCA Il 55 JR LA RRAE 2 1R) PR AH DG 38 31 T 5 fE il A B D0 1 8 SR s 36 45 TR 3R W,
T VAL B R R R AR AR, 32 B 3R DI AE MR AR A LU Rl T 19 2 AT 7 AN R AR B 4R T IRV I, 48 PCA Kb 2
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JE BRI 6 24 28 R RS A SR AR A A FE BRI A 1/3 W T T W S B, N B B AN 3 0.29%. 5 BT A )2 i
IS 70 M AR EO A SO IR I HERR R AE R 2 B 00 P3R5 1%~4%; 5 BUAT £ B2 il & (B3 S 20 A L AR S
TS RIMERG R AL R 2 B 00 R 5 1%~3%, FEIN U5 T HE A F5-F-.

AT LA LN IPEG K25 0 W1 75 35 AL AR R A5 (K 2 5 0 M 75 1. 58 2 WA A ST E N
53 M T3 58,00 W AR SCIE RS I 22 18 (0 FLAMYE L BF 3 7 E SS S L A A AR SO IR AN EAT U5 Rt L AR B
ASCTTEAE RGBT A L Rl B AR RO R PEANIE AT R A5 7 Th 34 5 4 1T R 45 45

1 FZEIPEGCREANHAEMEFHIMSHIZH

1.1 FEWMIPEGHERENA*
AT IPEG K& 'S Ja FH 4 #7732 34T LU R JLF:
(1) Shi %5 AR (5 T Markov i BB 119 MPB 42 BT 7 v 1% 5 -4 B IPEG 2 1k 22 H0 [ 0 Hdiek
S T AR A 4 AT TR 2 19 B 4 A ZE AR BE SRS VA 2 AR B R AR g 1)
(KB TPM.i% 532 HUVH T[T, TIR0 Bl P9 1) 22 300 35 445 5] 4-(2T+1)% YA i it
(2) Davidson % A4 i 3L T 0 )3 Markov #5578 POMM 2081 /7 7. 1% 7 AE K P TR B . XA
BIXS A 4 A J7 10 Bk L 250 d IRARAR JPEG B4k R ${(C1,C0)|ci—Co=d} T REA A AR, I v,
HEE cp,Coe [T, TIINE UL KT IX 4 AN J7 T AORE S SRR, 73 30 (2T+1)2 e A i e 05 i, 0 P4
BYERALZ 44T 4 BIIFHE BT JPEG s 4 A RBHE A HE T J 1 R oA R B TR RE AIE 25 (1 Ay foe 28R AIE
(3) Kodovsky 25 NBUELTFRAER AR I PEV 230 M vk A% kA0 T — 2R A0 45, 0035 % 1105 4
Ji 2. oy Bkt JLAEREBERD Markov REAESE, 23 T B S8 4 1) DCT R EE 7 B FE HAC R
B EEE () e{(1,2),(2,1),(3,1),(2,2),(1.3) 1 BBy AR IE of 77 % V3B g o3 BUpe bt Btk
HEBE CoMarkov A5 5 7 ME 2R AR B My o B85 5T BB B A1 2 DU R 480 BY 4 4T 4 31 J5 E 7 JPEG 43
B I R HE AHERT IS I RFAE Fr o 500 274 YE AR SORE F—Fo RO PEV274,{F,,F }Fxh PEV548.
12 EEMETRENRESAEFFR
Dong %5 NOUR L —Fh BFS (KB5S 7301 7 ik, 1% 07 145 45 28 LB IF (cross validation, i Bk CV) 45 BLgs— 255
G 2H % g HE YR 90 25 11 e T TR A I (00 A AR, AL i — A 38 40 218 388 1% 7 080 o M) ok AU AR 88 /1 1) 5 T 4 3 ok 51 TR B
O AFIE DL 43 2 45 S Ay v D) ) 43 28 0 06T 43 2 % 100 30 P 4 2 59 10 L 8 2R A A M2 A P A 40 2K s s RO AL AR,
Xt 55 AN O> A A AL IE FH N 2 0% D5 1 I R 70 43 2 REARAE P4 (4 TU A k5 R DR T A gk ek A b e AR R
A ST S ot R S 5 R R, 2% 7 Y U1 YR 8 3R 2 A A [ R A K, R A S A TG, AR SR R A B Xt RS
0.05bpac (11447, FAFHEBR 4 2 1/3 B 3R B2 4%, HoAb 5 00 20 R % 2%.
Miche %5 AT S i 8 22 05 30 DA 4 P08 0 448 2 T4 308 7 A AR TR AN AT 08 1 38 (005 0 P VG 2
S5 /I (RIS A 24 J3E I e 42 5 060 00 SRR 22 A T, T M 0 A AR A e o o i S8 e 3 e o 2% A % 0 ¥
() S AT BFS, PR A A7 7 _F 3 43 s 380 P 1 59 R A A T2 ) i
Kharrazi % N —Fh 6 T 20 245 10wk 5 245 8 Rl & 7 7. % 05 1R 2441 (mean) A1 8% KR (max)
ANHE D), XoF 5 A 03 2 38 110 45 SRR S5 T, RIS 5 43 28 48 1) 40 S 2R &5 L ICO80 1 b s RAELAE A9 0 19 o 2 48 1 %
TIN5 8 2 TR ST 25 i ek e ) R R R PR AR AR T L2 o 52 B 8 5 v 1) 4 IS 2 TR S i AR S
T T S FE S 50 R I Y AR Rl R S A T R KA A R AR AE — B TR AR 2 Rl ) b A R
0.5%~3%. 73 1 AR 3L 7 V5 1% 7 vkl A R URAS I, ] LA & 48 A BV U1 25 38 2 O T 1) 350 2 R 0E FH T AR A )2 e
4 N ZR 28 S BOR A R HE T o sk 2 il
FRATTHT 1A 5 28 B30 A R A s 0 190 1) A kT L s B R e 2 s R A 48 88, A 25 1,) 1 2K BE AR (i J)
N A R B B O 4 (L B SS T SRR S 5 § YRR AE 2 I IR S R B T 1(a)FR R 700 X R RE AR R EL
PEV274B ST R ) 11 A7 5 22 550 . T LAt JEUBR R AL 11 A 5 22 SR B B X £ 4R AN B A7 1 22 b R B K 1
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U0 BFS AbT 5 BUREAE A B L(b) BT, BES B S AE 22 18 20 A 4 BE 1 7T (X 40 FE HEAT HE e, 2L A AR S R 3L
SURTEHTHES, 6 AN B B R /N AR 5 1 1 AR 26 38 B00 B B2 B 1() 25 T i A R4 X8k G 18 e 4 R R A
A A0 396 I DR A 3 S A — 52 (R S P Ao, 1] 2(d) 26 7 700 %t PR B ACHR N PEV274 J5UEG 51 & 9 POMMLT
FRAE A A 58 BB RE, Horh (0,0) 3 (274,274) X3 & PEV274 H54E Y [ A 55 2 4,(275,275) £ (514,514) ) [X.
2 POMM HRAE (1) [ AR R 5 H A X PEV274 F1 POMM P FhERAE 0] R AH 5¢ R 80 7T WL, Bk 3 AN X 46
FAER KR INLPEAI G 21 BFS A5 AR AL W B 1(e)Frar,3 A B 8 K IR 28 B A 9 S b 2 A7 78 44 ]
s bR L BRS 5 v LAAT R B AR AR AIE T AR BE L A, R 58 2 il A AR R A 2 T I A 1 AT AT Adk B SFC AR FOE T AH G
R 58 ) T SRR R A D1

BOE i1 5 = ommy 0 20PTT 250 .
200] 2000 200 -
§ /;'}Ew' Efpiid [ 3 . : i -
150} “- . o 150} .0 ./:;.:" R e 150 o
woopElitE U 100 2z et o 2 Cat e e 100 e
0 e o ; e e 0.;1”.:' Al S s g i 0 -
0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200 250
(a) PEV274 JRIARFE (b) PEV274 7E BFS KBS [RI4FAE (c) PEV274 7 PCA K:FIL S A4S
500 T £ g 500 R 500
300 kel 300 e 300
200} i e Boof i i 200
100 fsntiit it 100 {80 s e 100
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500
(d) PEV274 Fil POMM Fili &5 5 1iE (e) PEV274 {£ BFS L% 7 ML () Fl& I PCA A3 HOHFE

Fig.1 Autocorrelation coefficient of features before and after the process of BFS and PCA

K 1 BFS 1 PCA AbFERTJE4SAE E A1 5< R $0 K
2 ET PCAYFIERIERI JPEG RS 44

L TR B A T R A B S 00 AT 7 9% R e T b Ak BRIk AL B0 T ST A — B R
RE ) FPEREZER T W 7 fil A 04t B A 78 A6 T B AR T i ) B, A SCHR T — B3R T PCA R 1E il
4111 JPEG KA 'S5 43 47 il & PEV(F PEV274 FIl PEV548),POMM 1 MPB iX 3 £ 1iF, 43 HTRFAIF 2 1) ¥ . %h 56 2
DL R AR P38 AR AR () 1 AR 1
2.1 PCARf

PCA, X Fr 2l K-L A5 #e(Karhunen-Loéve transformation)*® &2 b B v F 1978 4 2 — 30 H B9S2 72 A g
DA AE, A 1) AT ARG (015 5 TR A AUR. 2 X =X X oo X 3R Ny SRS NFEAS 0] 5, PCA L0310 H 1 12
A y=ATX 5 AL E[iy;]=0, iz 1 5 x J I 4 R FE, B E[X]=0, 00 E[y]=0, A i 7] 75 B J7 2% A 4

Ry=E[yy']=E[A"xx"A]=A"R,A 1)

e RATR 7 ZE R 0 T2 M REAR B IZREE X ={X, Xp1., X, VRS P T3 22 R 05
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R, ~ Zk(nXkXI) @
X
HI T Ry X AR IR, FEAE 17 45 1 TEAS K R (R IEASAE ) 5 {ay, @, @, AL B SRR AU Ry 200 £ fi
Il 196 A2 B AL AN AT DG (R R — Mty %y o (0 4 B 4 5 22 e e FIE 270, vl ARG S T I A4 2 7 258K ek 32
43 (principal component, & #; PC).
2.2 FTEFFER EAMEFI A IE S
ALK PEV(# PEV274 1 PEV548),POMM 1 MPB iX 3 ZHHEAEHEAT il A F B4 Lk B T B AT EL AR
PEICD i1 B8 B R B P B AT B el O AR R 1) £01 E B SR A FH PCA 1) JE A
TG AR SCH ) 3 AL A 2 1) A7 0 58 0 5 1) T A AT R 5 T SRR I T A 48 8 3 T I A R O R
AR LA WA J5 T
(1) o s A0 A AR A B T e
Ja FR AR AE S OG0 J B AR A1 B0, T G T RE R B /D T B AR R AIE 6 v AR BRI, JR) AR A AR A T A
BT 55 8 GE v AN B2 (il st B1EL 46 5 8 52 I A S B 'S5 SR 30E JR A B 3 N B S, T F5 3B B 2R 8 0 A
1 FEFT RN LB S I R v 72 A T R 0 R AN SR SRR AE 2 5 AR A AN A T, 75 S G AR AT 81 G, MPB
FRIETHL T RECEEIN — B TPM,JE TR S AE L b Gk ik 5 A s~
2 Ol =m Fly, =]
1= L OTR, =m]
o R = AL = Ay Auy NMALE (U JPEG BAL R T F5 Ba'S iR IER I m=0 Ab%e R 247 JiT 1
B — S EARERAE T PEV274 4 ¥ 44 2 30 J7 I HLH, e [-5,5] A7 LU S R B3 2 B 5 5 0 R B K a4 59 4k,
Gt E—F TPM & T B B o A, B 5 B8 T — B B3 20 A1, 3 G0 vE IS PR A A7 S SVE AR 2 i 1A
FRAEPRZ) FREL T — 2B 4R I PQ B 'SR e B 75 &
AuvLA,le[0.5-50.5+¢] 4)
RPN B AR FEIE 0.5 19 DCT ZR 5, LU SR/ 42 Jay i 22 B 2% 7 VR A DL RF R 18 B e SRR iE AR 4k 2R S0k B 1
PEV RFAE T ) 8 . B 7 Bl 7 28 00y PR P SRR AT & 1 4% JR R E, S AR SRR . Markov 1 753 43 B & MPB ¢
i J& T R AR AE . POMM B AL, 1 513 A2 7] — 2248 Ay y—Auvs1=d 15 Bl 28 B0 4L (Au s Auys ) BEZR, 2 — Tl 58 41 811
RFE.
(2) FFAE S AR AN ]
5B A TRV 2L (R R, S B B 5 P ) P R AN [ A AE A 6 A AR v B i P e 5 BV 8 e Bl i A /S
(1) 28 A B o ) 27 R A D TR RN B DA — 3 A S TR SR SR 1) e AR AT R A 59 7 PRI 2% B 4
B SR E 18 53, S 2R R AE (A8 52 A A AR M SIE I N 2 W 5 AT DA A0 AN R AE AR AR A A e 3 AN T 2 e ot
ANTR] o3 AT B AL G B AR T (K8 2 f2 f5 /0, 5 2 DR T T K1 b, o AN (] A5 2R 1) R i Rl 0 — e, mT A KB
BIEIE R4 0 s & BT B T AME 49 B, MPB 4 JPEG &1k R B ZEME M — B Markov 372, % 3E
W TPM, 1A K (3) 7.1 POMM ¥ JPEG =4 RELZEE A A I )3 Markov S 72, 7 ) b 554 R B (H 1
BT HEZE (A 1) TPM:

M:,m = Pr[FuhA,v . nl Fur,]v =m (3)

Y OlA, =m+nA,,, =m]
>, OlF, =m]
PEV RFE N ZE TR HEH R AL A T 7 PR AE 6 G e /b 2 DY J 25 88T 4 47 4 % )5 T35 JPEG 46, 79 B HE
BIG A% 7 1A R e G e 8 DR RE B AR R I8 B TR 1
LA SR PR 3 AURHE, TR FFAE 5 AT 2 ) S AT PN 358 48 5 2 1A) #0547 AE AN [R5 1R 0 A . DR e i
H PCA EZFFEF- BEAR TUAR IR D 20X E BRI LU A

Pnh,m = Pr[(AJ,v’ Au+1,v) I Fuh,v 3 m] a (5)
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(1) RAE P FBICA

DU T8 AT R AE AR AR B B — T B R AE P S8 AN 18] 4 BE 22 [ 14 23 A3 - AR AR L7 A9 21, TPM R AR ()
R 2R, 25 SR I R B [ e B 2 /N A B AT 156 700 % 4R BUR3E47 4e 31 2 I, 24 3R(3) Y Im=n|
BN, M B, Im=n BRI, M.

(2) FRAEMIUA T

BLAT 2% P B35 20 W 7 VR AR BT e v AT 282 &b, - PEVEI 7 T Markov 378 TPM 145, 25 ¢
MPB JT 8t 1) TPM sk B8 354 dE; 1 MPB R E 5 POMM HFAE J5 B 200, J8 1 B SR 20 A1 I 53 A e —
ML R.

1(a)F2 7~ 700 X} EHGFE AR EL PEV274 JFUURHRAE [F] 15 AH G 2R 500 B 5% 0] A 26 SN A71E 2 b R USRI
THBL I PCA AbFLE RFAE N B 1(c) i, AT % M 2k b [ AH OC R BB, L4 A AR G R AR/ T I,
PCA AR 22 B T HRFAE P38 1) e P AH DGR 18] 1(d) 27w 700 % B FE AR EL PEV274 JRUGHFFE 4 3 POMM
R AE 5 1 A 55 BB T L, B3k PEV274 R 4E R POMM RRAIE R P 05 LL K% 93 ol e 40F 1) 28 77 £ 2k e AH 6. T 2
1k PCA AbF S B4R AE 1 1(F) T, e MR AT S K hy A

BT PCA & B 24 25 I IR0 2 AH DRI 280 /N IR R0 AN S A S M 3 R 1 4 55 ok G b 5~ 450 304t 3 B 43 1
AT IX 43 B R WA AR /)N, B AN 4 7 SR LT 2R (¥ B 56 T B
23 HWHE

AR EE T PCA HHATHREERL A 1) JPEG 3T 5 I AE 4L G B 2 i S HURR A 4 L 420 B 1

(1) FAERRBCX A E G B PEV,POMM Hl MPB %5 )5 142 U E, 73 3] PEV(E PEV274 A
PEV548),POMM F1 MPB 2545 1iE 48 ;

(2)  FEAEA IE K BT BRI AR AR R T A A AR RS f={ffo . f 3 X F 2 AMFERIINMGLE X={x1, X2,
Xob R E] n AT B R F={fLfo .. F b A6 0 n AAFIIZAEAR S | 4eREE(E 4R i /2,
fi={fi1.fio . finds

(3)  TFHALPE(H— AL B) XS 45 W n AN YNGRREA, X BGEANRFAE 4 52 K ISR g {100, . o3 RO UE 22
s={51,52, ... S, He I W BEA~ i€{1,2,..., 0}, H

"o TR
Xt Jﬁ .
n n-1

R A% AT

_ fi,j —H
S.

(")

Jij

2 23—k 5 FIRFAEAE FE G={01.92,---.0u}
(4)  FRAERH(PCA IR RIS 2.0 5 B ik (9 7 VA sRAFE WA B AKS G %% e 2178 3ol b 73 21 A () 48 32
(B 2 a0 ) TR AH DG P 3R /N BLA% 51 J7 ZE B8 7 HEF R AE BE H=F-AH 4 n 47 o1, IRFHAE £ 376460 3= oy
h={hy,hy,....hJ. AT WEEAHRE A AT DOE R — ol Zrid 7219 21,
(5)  F&4iF H T d 2 (BT d ZUBEE) 3L n 4T d B0 R FEAE AR SO 15 B A4 AE, e rbd T R
T b A B UE A BT LU 236 d=af3.
NG FE P, o Hr B $2 I 280 PCA Rl B3 4 45 1iE, ) 32 35 ) £ 4L (support vector machine, & #5 SVM)
WG BN LE R I T, s FHFEPE A R 4ELEEL d, DLAE o S0 Bl A8 o 80 Rt o o0 AT 8 6 5 0 T
PRI SR IR AT: PR AR 0E, FH [0 180 2 460 0 Ik AR 2 1) 74 00 R e 4 43 AR AIE 1) 2, 9 SVML A5 B3 25 11 4 2 25 2L
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|
I v H

Fig.2 Framework of JPEG steganalysis approach based on feature fusion by PCA
2 LT PCA BHATHHEREG Y JPEG 43 J7 A HELE &

———————

3 KBERERSA
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Fig.3 Comparison of the impact of the classification of the new fused features
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Table 1 Comparison of the effect of our experiment
F 1 ARSI ITIEBOR N B

bl Bas | AR TR % (%)
Bk (bpac) | PEV274 PEV548 POMM MPB &) @lo b4
0.05 69.12 67.47 67.32 5719 7113 70.99

F5 0.10 85.46 82.99 84.41 69.12 89.73 89.74

0.15 95.58 93.85 95.12 78.94 98.35 98.35

UCID MME3 0.15 62.74 63.64 60.57 56.37 65.15 64.99
P 0.20 84.48 83.96 81.18 73.54 87.78 87.86
0.10 85.16 88.53 77.74 7241 90.10 89.96

PQ 0.15 86.51 88.68 79.47 74.29 90.78 90.70

0.20 86.36 88.75 78.26 71.36 91.07 91.15
0.05 81.70 81.25 75.30 66.40 83.45 83.10
F5 0.10 95.85 94.80 91.55 80.35 97.25 97.05
0.15 99.10 98.65 97.65 90.70 99.60 99.50
0.15 71.80 71.20 66.30 62.80 73.40 72.70
0.20 94.75 94.00 91.10 87.40 96.80 96.35
0.05 90.15 90.60 74.80 72.80 91.80 91.20
0.10 92.10 92.70 83.25 78.30 93.85 92.75

BOSS
El#E | MME3

PQ

4 RNl ORISR 1 ROC 2. B2 n] LUE Y, TE iR VI ZRFEA /D (K] UCID &1 34 2 I 5k
AELZ 10 BOSS &1 il £ B4 20 i BRI P PP A di i ME A 5 AT 19%~496 1 3¢ 7T, T HLLE BRRE
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Fig.4 Contrast of ROC of experiments on the fusion effect
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Table 2 Comparison of the effect between the proposed and relevant approaches

R 2 ARIOTEEMRRAE T EROR N AR

S AE AT BFS J5i% Kharrazi /7% ARSCTT
H: (bpac)  dwn(%) | HEWIR (%) FERS(s) | MERIE (mean)(%)  HEFIZR (max)(%)  FEHT(s) | EHIFE (%)  FEN ()
F5 0.05 69.12 67.51 22722 68.56 63.70 54.04 70.99 38.05
0.10 85.46 88.19 2284.3 87.05 77.62 35.19 89.74 38.16
MMEs 015 63.64 63.42 2277.3 64.90 57.71 27.54 64.99 47.42
0.20 84.48 86.31 2261.4 88.92 73.80 33.82 87.86 39.69
PO 0.10 88.53 87.03 2570.8 89.15 73.50 38.53 89.96 34.32
0.15 88.68 91.52 2513.1 90.27 75.60 35.47 90.70 35.29
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Fig.5 Contrast of ROC of experiments on the fusion effect between proposed approach and related approach
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