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Abstract: To improve the tamper detection performance and harmonize the conflict between security and
invisibility, this paper proposes a fragile watermarking algorithm for JPEG images, in which the authenticity of
image blocks is determined by neighborhood comparison. This scheme divides the original image into 8x8 image
blocks. For each block, four bits watermarks are generated based on the DCT coefficients to be protected. Next, the
watermarks are randomly embedded in the least significant bit (LSB) of DCT coefficients with smaller quantization
step in other four blocks. The authenticity of each block is determined by comparison between the number of
inconsistent image blocks in the eight-neighborhood of each block and its four corresponding mapping blocks. Then,
this paper derives the probability of false acceptance and false rejection under general tampering and collage attack
and validates the theoretical analysis results by statistical experiments. Theoretical analysis and statistical
experiments show that comparing the number of inconsistent image blocks in the eight-neighborhood of each block
with its four corresponding mapping blocks improves the tamper detection performance. Embedding watermarks in
the LSB of DCT coefficients with less quantization step efficiently solves the conflict between the number of DCT
coefficients to be protected and invisibility.

Key words:  fragile watermarking; JPEG image; tamper detection; neighborhood comparison; inconsistent image

block; theoretical analysis
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FUR it 213t L AT 45 R VAT e AT fo 2 Be 4 it 4 R A B i s AR B 1R 3 5 H A8 B /K EP A 32 8
ARIRP R — B BB GIR S LB M e, E B ALY KA DCT A& 249 ARAZ AR EP fRR T 1R 47
DCT Z#A3E AT LbdZ 08 69 F /&

SRR MEBIKEPIPEG BE; KB M AR IR LA R — B B R 8t AT

HEAS S TP309 XHKARIZAD: A

Bt TS PR AL B BEA 1) e Ji B0 BB (1 5 D 3 1 A P 5 P 8 1) S Ak R B SIE P 52 8 17 )™ S i,
WAHIE 7K R A i e 2% i) R 1 A 2880 A 22— T AR 418 K B 2 52 A 502 (0 R B8 DA /K T 4 g Pk e 4k AU B
RURS T LS RS B UIEAS SO VAT AT 5028 A0 45 25 o 405 25 6 A A0 B, 08 3o M 59 7 B 5 03 436 M DA RIE 6 G
P8 P9 25 58 PR AN L S P £ 1) I RE A DX 200 T B CSOM I T 1 1 a4 i 58 2K BV Sl B SEE o I3 S o, 2% 18 3 4%
RN BB 5, AN T TR S b ) e AR AT SR A B I R M MY 9RAE RN IPEG TR 4 bR AEAE BT

AN R U R 5 v 2 R S K B BVE I B R bRt T JPEG MG /K BN AR S 488/, A AR AUE AE 55 /N 0%
FUIAAT T R AT fE4R i IPEG Jife 55 /K B S92 (10 50 o5 R o7 P i 43 e o T 207 5 5 ] it 48 2% JPEG Huffman % A1
FEARF U i N K BT, SCRR[B]42 H T — Fh 2 2k B /K Bl (zero-error watermarking, {6 Fr ZEW) 53k, th T 3845 S48 S 1
DCT FR 1% 53 105 /K BV G P 2 BB SCHR[8] B BE VIE 15 1 B 5 M, R B 5 A B0 o R 7E 51 88
P 4G B rbm] 3 b N 2 P AR K B SR, SCHR 7142 T — 7l i 8 04 1 T 3 OPEG G55 7K B AR 2 SRRl I B
A HR ORI L T4 52 TG TR 1A K B I, R A8 K 1 e A7 /I DX 3B 3 (R AN BB IX 43 P4 2% 5 7K B A o TR bk, S ik
[O)@E i Lh B Bt AR Y 43 B AN B ) 63 LR /K BN o R — B LEIRF ) L 30K X 43 P 25 5 7K B L3 AH S 1% B0k
A Y o 5342 R A KB, CVEA AR UV 20 2.

MR B3 % JPEG [EZE T, HoAI D DWT 1 LH A HL T35 R BRI 50 R AN R 5/ 1R, SCHR 3]
$2 8T PR LH B HL 7 2R 800 R/ 06 &R, SE I AR /K BB RN 121 e 59 207 B oK BN B IR FTE &
2 b PSR R v L ORI e SCRIR[B AL AR RS A3 R PT IPEG T4 (A AN RESR T Fridrich 25 A\ 2R 1t DI 2
i 46 JPEG FRAi A ifE, SCHR 101K KI5 75 1 8x8 1 I 5 e o A A Bl 45 e 45 35 T8 0 AR ik P45 B oy 25 A 1 ) 4
FEAR K EDHR N B BB L) 4 AR DCT it R 400 5IN BIHR L (R AH SG P, 45 6 55 i AR 48 1] G e o B
ML EL (11358 4> DCT Z2 Kk A K ENIOL g FaZ ik g 7 7 % B 15 L AR A0 P 15 B 22 i 0 AR S 1, DAT >4 B U X
SRR IR 12 B0 S AL I HE B U X I8 19 320 L, T B s X458 1 1) 5T o A R i B 3o DR, ek, 4% AR 2 N5
H, SCHR[L0TKE 7K ER ik N AE 3R 2 R 50 AN e B 11 IR A 51N AR B 22 1] (1 B HLAR &1 HLAR 1 i X R,
Aprs N 3L T BRI b/ A DCT R34 ziag HE%, F R 4 ORI EL 5 B BEH LI A AE S 4 4
FUEHISE hr+1~h'+4 ARk DCT R I T 5 % B 48 B G e s AR — SR A B0K ) i 2% B R B B 51

AR 5 TN B0 T 40 5 1 5 e B0 iz ) el JBE . SR [ LT (SR 3 P A5 5 1 5 AR 408 1) 5 ke P AN — S0 o ) s
12 A5 L 1 2SI, 12 92 T B R W e ek — 2D 4 v A B B A 3 K T, 12 525 [ 5% A3 26 (probability  of
false decision, fij i PFD)M145 v, 535 — 5 10, DCT 355 mh 7K B ffic Az 5 B 5% Wi 7K BT R R et v Al S i Ay O 241 5
HR[LLTKs 7K BT NAE 28 b+ 1~h'+4 D R 50 b B4 DCT R Bl 2 (B h'ioK), ik A K EN K DCT R i B SRR,
i1 JPEG AR v H1,DCT REUMIAL B4 5, FL AP KB R, W) st 4k 5 |2 119158 22 0 A S5 45 K DR ke 7 SC ik [11]
IR P AN ) L B o A OR3P DCT 2 250N B 19 0 i BATK.

Shy R v BT R L SR W R FH AR A OR AP DCT R AN AN 0] WA 8] R0 i A SCH HE — o 1 44
SRR LU ER 1Y JPEG R4 M 55 7K BV BV 1 5645 5L 4 [R5 43 B 88 (1 IS 3 8 TR (R4 DCT R ER %474
4 PR KED IRBE LR A B HoAl 4 A BRI E AP KB/ AL DCT REm A7 (least significant bit, & Fx
LSB),BE 51N T EHG ez 18] i B ATLAH DG, XA O T A AR5 2 B0 505 A T A 2 18] 00 20 I A I b, 3o Bl 3
G550 B 4 AS7K BN RN 8 4Bk AN — B R H A B0k ) 52 1% G B 1 B0 2 M, LA -$t v 92 1 228 o5oAsr U
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P 8 A 36 IE B I B R W 4 T A s — R ORI B O e T Bk I U 4 28 (probability of false
acceptance, faFx PFA)SIA & %% 2 (probability of false rejection, % PFR)S! J£F) FH 45 11 52 36 3 F T RIS 447 1
TR AR 2 BT RS 5007 B 45 SRR3R W A T) 4% AR AR ST PR A AT R R A RS 0 e A T IR A

1 SBIEHFIE LRI JPEG R85 KED B %

BN R RN A mxn(BBE m A1 n A RERYE 8 BERR) I LA PR, Q Db 45 58 i X 1 I AL h O B R B fRg
DCT R KM H /K ENSA AR R BN AT SR B2 ek 1 L A .

1.1 JKEPERAN

IKEM N FVEHEE B 1 Bs A E LUR 5 AN IR

Step 1. 53¢ DCToH AATEE | 55 4 8x8 HANE (KR ER 13(=1,2,... N), 2L oo, N Sy UGB B0 R T 4
(AT IPEG HALFE Q ikt DCT REGEFE Xi={xli=1,2,....64}(i B HRIZS]j L E G EL DCT R
zigzag /¥ J5 & 51).

Xi=round(DCT(1;)/Q) 1
HoAr round(-) &2 DY 5 N34, DCT(-) & DCT 25 .

Step 2. JKENAE ST EEA BUR B 1, 1 0B L Bk DCT REHFE X 056 2. 25 3. 5 5. 28 6 A~ &1L DCT
FH xii(i'=2,3,5,6)[f) LSB & 048551 h AN Ak DCT RE o 4y 8 F 35, 42 il K/ Ay 8xh 1) —AE H
P By JE T # A Keyy LB AEAEE C A CFLIER/IN 5 0 18 AT hxd 4228 3K (2), A R B 15 1) 4 Lok K
BN Wi={wik=1,2,3,4}.

W, =mod(C,B,C/,2) ()
o, CBC! %R C;, B, Cl 3X 3 MR AR ez 57, BEHL A AR C F1 C IR A2 17 v 5 e R 43 At WL SCHR[4,6].

Step 3. JKEV ik ABRZE 51 FE T 3B Key, 42K/ b Nxd [IBEHLALBE S={syli=1,2,...,N,k=1,2,3,4} ¥4 S %41
HEIF A3 BIHRE S (151 R 514 Fe s M A={agdi=1,2,...,N,k=1,2,3,4,a;. [1,N] 1 5 K034 g K B N B 2 51, B #1145
e 058 K UK RN B 58 ag AN FHG Herp,

Step 4. AKEHRA X REAN G B 13,8 050 k(k=1,2,3,4) LLRF K B wy 1k A 2 B4k DCT R AL %y 19 LSB 1, 2E
1K B DCT R 3 X,

X = | Xig 12 | 2+ W @)
e LI 1 BUR ' =ay 27K ETEGRE wi MO\ B R BRIKI 28 515 B s RN KED DCT R B 1, SR 1
T k.
j,:{k+1, ifk =1,2 @)
k+2, ifk =34

Step 5. /K ENEIMG AL ekt b — 20 4 i £ /K BD EEAL DCT REMEFE X[ Btk [ DCT 28 a4 j 5 /K

KA L.

5 Keyy 1

| X; :
g R PCT H ke }—lw,
X!
T ' HIKED Iy
= IR | kb
_ Keya | oKEmiRA au(k=1234) |

4] Pl

Fig.1 Schematic diagram of watermark embedding
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1.2 SR BRI LA
WY I E G FE K B NKE L4 N AN G B Y={Yili=1,2,... N} R G e Y, L ke I A 45
PUF DB
Step 1. /K EN T K MR 35 258 Keyy, 3% A 3K (2) vH SLAEA B 0 el 5 Bk Y3 (R B A4 K B R
W/={wj, |k=12,34}
Step 2. JKENERIMCHRE % 4H Key, £ K ERER A SRR 5 IHFE A={ayli=1,2,...,N.k=1,2,3,4} U 5 i A~ &R )
FRBUKEME B W ={w, |k =1,2,3,4} 4l 24 0 (G) 15 3
W, = mod(;;,2) (5)
FErh g A T RS AN BB Y I3 A Ak DCT R AL i =au.j’ B A X (4) T E A3 3.
Step 3. A —EHAR LRI wi, AT wi, (k =1,2,3,4) A2 B EHGRHOA — S br R M A={ 4li=1,2,...,N}.
0, ifw, =w,,k=12,34
' {1, oth;:krwisék ©
A=l R B PL Y I E R KBS R S SR IBUK ENME BA — B R E G B Y b A — SR G P
Step 4. ABIRA—BERAFGE VB di S5 | A EURERAHZE T 8 A EUE e A —Sbh i ML
d =Y 4.q¢<E, (7)
q

Hooh By ol R B Y3 1 8 A 51 44T,

Step 5. AR L SCRS I LRI 0] R — A ER B Y R BB B A SR B Bk, HL5 LA AR 8 SR
Berp A7 — At A — B, A I i B R PR A — B FA/NTEL 4 A K B SR 0 &R AN — 2L
RSB S AR, I % BMGR B Y BRI 05 Y B0 T T={tili=1,2, ... N2 5L Sobs PUR R, )

1, if 4 =1&d, >0&d, = max(d,)
i _{0, otherwise ®)
Serb max ()47 B K AE 1'=ay(k=1,2,3,4).
2 EHRMERE st

AR T B L SR UV R AT S S i, R 23 3 (8) RIVBE S 42 FA AR S St U 3l 4 5 — AR L SO B Y
Tt T 0 1 O 2 S TP (L o 5 B 5 Sy B 0 A 0 ) A e e e D81 (i PR Bl ) s o S50 ) W),
IR GE v S50 00 B 18 73 A7 5 RBEAT Yotk e v S P R A i v A U R

N; =N
p —_1 ™ 9)
fa NT
P~ (10)
T

U588 4 5P I35 Ja P 0 e (465 A 0 2 A Dy B S M S e B 0 5 Dy L 05 £ B S B oy A AR 1 B 481y
(N; =Npp) + Nyp
N
b N 4 ZL U B AN BN A 48 0 0 b B0 B2 S R HA B8 (Nr—Nerp) BRI b 40 5 Ay 0 392 1R 50 o B A e
ANEG Ny A E D SEO R LS R RGN O B G P A K p D S0 H A, B e S8 o5 PR B AN B by Bl G ke

AN L),
IR ER RN I AN B R 4 A LR 2K ED 43 73] BEATL IR KON 7 3L AL 4 /S BGRB8 Ho, Hy 23 0 32 7 B B 1 B
FECS BRI B A, TR 7K BN A 5 1R B AL AT 460, AN 2K BIR AN BR 3 0 Ar T- BE e XA A o SRR
P{YieHo}=p (12)
P{Y;eH}=1-p (13)

Py = =px Py, +(1-p)xPy (11)
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HH A (8) T 45
P{ti=1}=P{(4i=1)n(d;>0)(d;=max(d;))} (14)
ML () IR 6 Py, R 2R Py
Pi=P{t;=0|Y;e Ho}=1-P{4i=1|Y;eHo}P{di>0|Y;e Ho}P{d; = max(d;)|YieHo} (15)
Pq=P{ti=1|Y;e H }=P{1i=1|Y;eH}P{d;>0|Y;eH }P{d;=max(d;)|YieH.} (16)

HA(15). A(16) T LUE H, R BT B AN R 44 T 4 G e Y 6 B 1) 3 M2 (R :P{4=1},P{d;>0}
I P{d;=max(di)}, B AN 2 2 (15) FI A 20(16) RV AT 3K H BV 7EAH .45 AF T 13/ B 28 Py, £ Py,

TS g — B ORI N B T B R B Y i B e F B st B P{A;=13, P{d;>0}FN
P{di=max(di)} I oH 5 A S AE S IEFE T Prae,Prme 70 375 — BCEL O IR HE 26, Praye, Prvic. 23 70 3 7 B UG 250
i MR A Py Py RN YL TR IR A . b ST 4 ASKED ERRS SO AN BN A(=0,1,2,3,4) IR
=0 [ BT BHLAS e Zy R Z, 53 590 RS 508 (n,po) F1(n,p2) I 3553 A1 P, (n,p1) £ 7~ Z1 2% T z(ze[0,n]
) IR Po(n,p) R Zy /DT 2 ITHESE Po(n,p1p2) &R Zy /N T Z, I
21 —fHEM

AR — AR T 1 5T R, e R R A (14 7 LR AR K B w R PR O 12, B SRR R (1 K B R

[k,

P{W, =W Y, e Hy LY, e H}=1/2 17)
P{wi, =W [Y; e H Y, e H}=1 (18)
LG Y A B, )

3
P{4 =1|Y, e H}=1~ z Pain, — P, (4, P{w, =w |Y,e H, LY, e H.})
5=0

(19)
(PLY; € HoYP{wj, =W, |Y; e Hy LY, e HD)*
o, Py, (8=0,1,2 3) IR S A
P, = (4, P{\NiT( =W, |Y; e Hy LY, e HH(P{Y, € Ho}P{W:L =w, |Y;eH LY, € Ho})ﬂ
p
Zip:a("'—ﬁ: P{Y; e HO})(P{WiT( =W |V, e HyUY, e H})* )
BRI Y S B s, )
P{4 =1|Y, e H}=1- i Py, (21)
B=0
Hoeh, BICAS MBI, Py, (TS50
P, = Po(4,P{Y, eH}), =0 (22)
Pon, = (PLW, =W, |Y; e Hy LY, e H}) P, (4,P{Y, e H}), 5 =1,2,34 (23)
211 R
Sh T DL, 2208 BTG e Y 2 JLK B AN Yo7 T B B X a1 R R 1% T
4 YieHo I, di~B(8,P{Ai=1|Y;eHo}). T UL,
P{di=0]Yie Ho}=P-o(8,P{Ai=1|YieHo})=(1-P{A=1|Y;eHo})® (24)
P{d;>0]Y;eHo}=1-(1-P{4i=1|Y;eHo})® (25)
] 0F T 7K B AN R Y ) AR AN — B o, A
- {B(S, P{4 =1|Y, e H}) =B(8,P{4 =1]Y, e H/}), if Y, e H, (26)
" |B@,P{A =1|Y, e H}) = B(8,P{4 =1|Y, e H,}), ifY, e H,

ELR AR ZE S L] ) PLA=1]Y e Hod R PLA=1Y e Hi 3 Al 4L P{A=1Yie Hoy>P{ Ai=1|Yie Hy } AR 4 — 30 43 A5
[ T 2248, di~B(8,P{ Ai=1|Yie Ho}) I T B2 48 22 K T~ di~B(8,P{A=1|Yie H 1) I TR AE 3T LA, 24 4 AN 7K Bl ik N B o B
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A B A B Sz e BT DU A max(di)~B(8,P{A=1|YieHo}). 45 4 /7K BTk A B3 Sy 20 Sz B B3 2 B2 i
e, w] BLA O max(di)~B(8,P{i=1|Y;eH.}) gk max(d;)~B(8,P{Ai=1]Y;eHo}). A i,
P{d; = max(d;) |Y; e Ho} =1-[1- (1~ p)4]P<(8, P{4 =1|Y; e H.}, P{4 =1]Y; e H}) —
(1- p)*P.(8,P{4 =1|Y; e H},P{% =1|Y, e H,})

¥ AKX (19). 2 (25). AXE@7)MRAN LK (15), BT 43 21— B EL ST 5 2 Pry.
212 MREXR

i EGH Y AR DT A=1,0 Y, 5 R 4 AN K ER iR AR 28 A — AN H T B X Ho R 5 B ek X
SRR IR AR BL USRI R R B Yy 5 B X AN A 4B R 1 0, ) di~B(8,P{Ai=1|YieH }). it LAY
T YieH, #,

@7)

P{di=0|YieH:}=P-o(8,P{A=1|Y;eH1})=(1-P{A=1|Y;eH1})® (28)
P{d;>0|Y;eH,}=1-(1-P{4=1|Y;eH})? (29)

FRIRE 2.1.0 5% max(di) 43 A1 (4 4357, 7T 45 max(di)~B(8,P{4i=1|Y;eHo}), I
P{di<max(d;)|YieH}=P(8,P{4i=1]|YieH.},P{Ai=1]Yie Ho}) (30)
P{d;=max(d;)|YieH}=1-P{d;<max(d;)|YieH:}=1-P(8,P{A4i=1|Y;eH,},P{4i=1|Y;eHo}) (31)

FARRL). A:(29). AXEUARANL(L6), BRI AT R AF— LT IR 2 Phy.

SHIEFRHE S I IEHPE, 23 I LA Lena,Peppers F1 F-16 25 3 i B 45 A sk B4, 4 B AL R T2 704 h 2 18
23 30 A 1 B AT T 2 7K B PR A5 B AL A ) R /0N 14D 1B 7 T DX 3ot 5 7K BN G HEAT AN TR) L 1K 22 04, 7 JPEG
JEAEDR 724 80 [ 44 I 0 B ol BEUG AT B SOk . &5 45 TR BB B S AR I 45 SR 45 U1 HY N, Nepp, Ny
N PR, R 2 2 (9) 1A 2 (10) VH B S 56 G vl IR s/ 12 2 %, ] 2 Jir 7 3L o PragLena, PraPeppers, Pry g F-16 43731
h— LT B 5 Lena,Peppers Fl F-16 15 2 ¥ P, SE50 48 1 H1 26 PyricLena, Py cPeppers, Py gF-16 o — i L
SR B 5 Lena,Peppers FiI F-16 75 21 ] Py U6 S5 U1 1th 28 [7) B AR 38 1t 0 B4 090 S8 VI {8 N 10N, ) o 3545 21
BLRH] p=Np/NARHE AKX (19). A (@25). aXE@7)MAK(21). A30(29). A (31), B Al 43 5 vl 55 b 4 i
P B A ELSZ R 3 MHEER PL{A=1},P{d;>0} 1 P{d;=max(d;) M 1. HAC A A R (15) 1A R (16), 715
e R L] R IR/ R TR AL ] 2 ) Prag FLIR R Pryg FIE 20 12 — DU Pry 1 Py BEIR 1 26 B 10 4
TSR PR S SUX 3 S T DL AR /N T S L S 56 45 IR T BV HE T 0 1 A

0.35 : 0.035
Pfa\G IEL/B —t Pfr|(_‘, }El«/b\
030 | PracLena 0.030 |~ PrcLena
: Efa‘GEefgers —B—PycPeppers
0.05 |t 0.025 | —5—PygF-16
.02
020 . 0.020
& 0.015
0.15
0.010
0.10
0.005
0.05 . . : : : 0.000 F———+—+—+—++
0 005 01 015 0.2 025 03 0 005 01 015 0.2 025 03
BN p BN p
(8 —BEBFIY Pra (b) — BN Py

Fig.2 Theoretical and experimental detection results under general tampering
B2 — MR R e ) B A AN S50
22 HMBE
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e DX o M 55 7K B PR A5 R A [ o7 6 DX A 80 9 s 2 ok P £
ARG DI Tl (R A5 S -y B o P ) B A P 5 R K B e R AR AR IR D 102, L S B R IR K B AN B
AR AL P,

P{w, =W, [ (Y, e HynY, e Hy )U (Y, e H NY, e H; )} =1 (32)
P{w, =w, | (Y, eH,nY, eH,)U(Y,eH,NY, e H,)}=1/2
E'—P,i':aik(kZl,Z,3,4).
L AEPE Bt T
P{4 =1]Y, e H}=1-P{4 =0[Y, e Ho}=
1= 3P, (4, PR, =W, [(Y, € H, Y, € Hy ) U Y, € Hy Y, € HOR(PY, € Hod)! 39
B=0
P{%4 =1]Y, e H}=1-P{%4 =0]Y, e H;}=
1-Py(4,P{Y; e HDIP{w, =W [(Y, e HonY, e Hy )L (Y e Hy Y, e H )Y - (34)
3P (4,PLY, < HDIPEW, =16, 1, < H, 1, € Hy )L 0 = Hy Y, < H, Y
B=1
221 WEXR
Shy TR A AL, 22 A 0 PR e Y B K BN B Y A B8 e X s S 5 T
ﬂ;,I YiGHo Hﬂ-,di"B(&P{ﬂi:HYiEHO}),FEw\,
P{di=0]Y;eHo}=P-o(8,P{A4i=1|YieHo})=(1-P{4=1|YieHo})’ (35)
P{di>0|YieHo}=1-(1-P{4=1|Y;eHo})® (36)
PR HCTR 0FT K BN B Y (IR — S0 8 dy A7
_[B®P{4 =1]Y; e H) = BB P{% =1|Y; e Hy}), if Y; e H, -
" |B@,P{4 =1|Y, e H}) =B(8,P{4 =1|Y, € H}), ifY, e H, S

I HE MG By B AN R B e b A5 I P{A=1]Yie Ho bR P{A=1]YieH 3l %0, P{4i=1|Y;e Ho}>P{i=1|Y;eH, }. 1R
35 05 A7 10 912 48, 0 ~B(8,P{Ai= 1Y € Ho}) I B4 32 K T di~B(8,P{A=1IY e Ho}) (RIS . T LA, 24 4 AN /KER
i N B b B A B e S B sz B, T U AGA ) max(di)~B(8,P{Ai=1]YieHo}); 5 4 K ER A B34 0y B sz e
ol tA o BRI, AT A max(di)~B(8,P{A4i=1|Yie H Pk max(di)~B(8,P{4i=1|Y;eHo}). Al I,

P{d; = max(d,)|Y, e H,} =1- P{d, < max(d,)|Y, e H,} =

1-[1- (- p)*IP.(8, P{% =1|Y, e Ho},P{4 =1|Y; e H.}) - (1 p)*P.(8, P{% =1|Y, e H},P{% =1|Y; e H.}) 9
#a(33). A(36). A (38)RANAI(L5), WA SRAFHFME T T HIIRE 2R Pryc.
222 ppiEE
R ELF o3 A7 T A5 R A
P{di>0|YieH:}=1-(1-P{4=1|Y;eH})® (39)
P{d;=max(d;)|YieH}=1-P{d;<max(d;)|Y;eH:}=1-P(8,P{A4i=1|Y;eH,},P{4i=1|YieHo}) (40)

FA(BE). AX(39). A (40) RN (16), BT AT KAGHF MG B oh T )& 2 Proc.

S B F S HE S IE A PE, 2 I LA Lena,Peppers #1 F-16 3% 3 g 45 Jh Ak (8145, 7E 446 X T4 70, h 2 18
23 0 AR B AV KB PG B AL 328 BUAS TR K B T 5 T IR 3] 55 7K B R 3B AT AS [R] B Ag 1) B 28 77 JPEG
JE4 A2 80 B4 I o6 L el G b AT LSO . &5 5 SR AR PG L B S MR R W 45 R 8 vt - N, Nepp, Nyp 11
N A AR 22 2 (9) M2 3 (10) V53 S 36 8 v )i/ e 5 2, G 8] 3 <. e o PracLena, Py cPeppers, Pra cF-16 73 il
PGB T B 5 Lena,Peppers Fl F-16 15 21 1K) Py, 5256 48 11 #1142 PrycLena, Py cPeppers, P cF-16 i Hf I 2
i N AR 5 Lena,Peppers FiT F-16 453 I 1) Py, 5256 8 o1 ith 42 7] F AR 40 e 00 P45 ) 8 T () N 0 N, R 3 55045 3
BLRCHL] p=N/NARHE AKX (33), A (36). 2~ (38)MA(34). A(39). A (40), Bl AT 43 5 v 5 L 4 i P&
B LR FLSE I 3 MEA PLA=13,P{di>0}F1 P{d;=max(d;)} FI{E. K HAUN 2 50(15) 1 2 2 (16), tH 5 L
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s BLSCLE ) e/ R R AR A ] 3 R Y Prac BLIE AN Pye BEAE 73 B2 BENE LT R Py Al Py PR h 2 IR HE
P ILRE A % RS B S X T i DUBER (B /N T S BB SE 30 4 R 36 U T B HE T 1 IE AP
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P F i —— P BLit
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Fig.3 Theoretical and experimental detection results under collage attack
&l 3 F I B T LR I 14 BE R 8 A A SE 56 (E

3 MERELLER

AR WS ORI i R AS T DL R T 3 ) L 8 AR SR R AT S I M A O SR L AR SR B
Ll 14) SC R #4085 FE A 1) 7D 7K B 25 8, A SR SR [11] 4% N 7K B IR 389 51 FH AR 171 (%) 8 A0 R R0 B R 3004 B30 5 B 8K
Brp A SCRR[LL]ASCIR 3]0 /K BN 2R 51 2k 0.0625 bpp (bit per pixel), 4% 3CRISCER[11]#k A K BV 43R 70
BB AL TR RGP R 22 AN R 3 SCHR 3] ik A B{E g=1.

3.1 EudinEae

Ay A AR S A v 5 BT IR A8 S ) L SR o, ) FH A 5 T3Py P A 55 3k 10 50 e 00 1 kg, -4 4
WA E(11).

O BRI AR S SCHER[LLIRA SC R[]0 572 A 1 75 7K B PRAG 55 7K D UG R AT AR I J =X A T L 481 11 B8 1,
IR s PR B S PR BRI W 45 SR 45 1) Ny, N, Nyp 1 N AT 4 K (L) TF 5 P, B JE 15 B SCELVE L STk
[LLRISCHR [ A A Ge v 4 Bt ] 4 o Jorp B 4% i 26 4 Bk b (¥ 70,80 43 il 2 & /K EN RS E JPEG T 4
K7y 70,80 19 4% A1 T Xof B0 o5 Vel 45 30 AT S8 e

A(a) M BE S I B R I e v 45 R o ] 4(a) 3 B AR 8 RE A I H M A BT o HLRE A B s bu A 1
HIK,3 AV R AR A 6 3 38 K, T A SC AR5 1) 1 6 23R B A (] 2 o5 L A5 e, AN S B9 PR A 26 33 0 F Sk [11]
FISCHR[3]. B 4(0) A2 B B ek ™ A 28 o e o1 &5 L. bl SRR [T REAS I HH B0 Mooy O 300 1 B %l
0, BT AMR % 28 2R (L1) FT 400, B A 230 5 B L U AR 45, G B 4(0) A = sk . B 2k BT AR ST AT VA R SR [22]
I BGPTSRV R A R /N T SRR
(227, PR BB I B T AN T) S8 e LA i, 24 S 5T 9 ) R 5 0 4 e 340 P SR [11] A0 SC R3]

BT X T AR SCERVE AR R UE 2 A VR AT ER R R A IR K ED AR R T B SO vk e R T 5 LA
Lena BEUG A B4 2 Pt . 2 B0 a3 4 11 T 1A B8 MO U L A &5 SR 1B 5(a) o JR AR % T 5(b) A /K ENE
151 5(c) b B G B L 29 4 13%, 1 45— 5 B SORI R I 0ok DX 3 3 b — M BE s X o Lena BG40
A RBAMARE— E 2> R B Lena 18 T _E 38Xk 1) Lena g 7 b 10 Sk 78 5 H0H5 05 B T 19 55— B A7 (X
35 2); % Peppers FG 1R — AN B IR WG 21 Lena BMG0 20 T f (X 45 3), B0 B ok D)8 A K 3 A0 R 541
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[ 2 P2 RO IRV 75 7K B Peppers R 41 117 T X 38(293:512,425:51 2) 4l i 21 75 /K EN Lena B4
AHIFIAL (X35 4).

5(d)~ & 5(F) 7 5l AT SCHR 1A ST R[] i 58 ok it 45 8, He oy, 8 s DAl vl A S5 s 1 5
ALt P 5(d) B e X Py 1 11 € 5 22 T P 5(e) AIET S(F); T 1ET 5(d) B ek DX SAM ) 11 ¢ i 2D T 18T S(e) AT 5(F),
FLE S(F)BAT R H B DX K 4.
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Fig.4 Py of proposed, Ref.[3] and Ref.[11] under different types of tampering
Bl 4 ARZESCT AT A, SCHR[BIASCER[11]H) Py
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Fig.5 Detection results under different attacks and different tampered regions
5 ZMBG. 25X IR BT g5 R

MR S A P A% 2 P A RSN 48 BT ST 79 AR ST SCmR (220 SCR[3] #9522 433 24 0.25,0.292,0.752,
B 430 0.004,0.012,0.002; H 24 20 (11) V1543 2 R 4G 2% 43 9 b 3.59%,4.83%,9.48%. B T~ SCHR[3] % 51
N AR B2 18] R AR S A REHR BB NG O, DR abb SR [ 3] 1 I 22 5 vy, L) Y S 5 2 4 A b o or 45 SR Ak 18 47
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ST PR R 2 T SR [0 U T A B 0 L &I ke 6 7K AN — S50 ok 0 W 160 0 B B S v, L o R i v
A SCETER) Y B G e e H K BN R N B 18 418 488 e 14 7 A7 B8 5 X 33, U 2 8 A 4 B3 1C T SRR (11180 SCHR[3]. B i,
FE— B RGBT AN 2 Bt o 20 BUCS DI A0 A ) 74 B 80 5 AR SC 30k R 0 5 I 4 g 24 00 T Sk [14]
HMISCHR[3].
3.2 FAIRE

DCT 358 7K B it A B ANEL S 00 7K B (0 A 3 56 Wi /K B R AS o] ATV 1] 6 45 T JPEG 4 I 14
50 M AL HoAR AL N T I AR E K S T 6 O S SC R LR 6 n A, 5 20 58 3. 5 5. 5B 6 AN RE(A
IS o BT )0 N AE K2 i h 11,12,12,10, 8400 K/ A Ak DCT RACE s A4H ), G
MR /N T A A SO PRI S 20 55 3. 55 5. 5 6 D RBUE A KEHRAALE.
16 16 | 24 | 40 | 51 | el
I:I::E 19| 26 | 58 | 60 | 55
14 13716 [ 24 | 40 | 57 | 69 | 56
14 |17 [22 [ 29 | 51 | 87 | 80 | e2
18 | 22 | 37 | 56 | 68 | 109 | 103 | 77
24 |35 | 55 | 64 | 81 | 104 | 113 | 92

49 | 64 | 78 | 87 | 103 | 121 | 120 | 101
72 192 | 95| 98 | 112 | 100 | 103 | 99

Fig.6 Quantization table corresponding to quality factor 50
6 =ALR T 50 R

h 2 SEAN A 7K B AL B AS o] WA I 5 i B 34 i AN [ 425 440 14D 1R 48 43 )R P A SC R SCHR [T 7 AS ] £
P12 B BN RN K D, JE SR 3T HVS(Human visual system) [ i & 47 SSIM(structural similarity)!61f1
PSNR(peak signal to noise ratio, W {E {5 1 LL) Ak ZK B (R AS W] LA, S8 e vk 45 Bl 7 B 36, SSIMy, of
proposed,SSIMy, of proposed,SSIM,s of proposed FEIRFF IR REAEN 14,22,25 W ASCE M SSIM i £8;
SSIMy, of Ref.[11],SSIM,, of Ref.[11],SSIM,s of Ref.[11]3R /R (R I R EANECh 14,22,25 15, SCHR[11] 1) SSIM i
£ .SSIM(e[0,1]) 4T T+ 1, 7K BN (R AS 0] WLk B i PSNRy4 of proposed,PSNR,, of proposed,PSNR,s of proposed %
NP R REUA N 14,2225 B AR SCHE LR PSNR £k, PSNRy, of Ref.[11],PSNR,, of Ref.[11],PSNRys of
Ref.[11]R =5 R KA HCh 14,22,25 B, SCHR[11]17) PSNR 2k PSNR B 51, 25 7K B S I 1) A i 4

& 7(a) nl LA b5 £ R DCT R B BRI, A LA SSIM i £k R #F A 42, H. SSIM(<[0.9820,
0.99790) i %5 e SCHR[11]7) SSIM Bifi A5 457 R4 DCT 22 B~ iy 484 Jon iy 32 22 9/, H. SSIM ELBLIR. th ] 7(b)th vy
DA H Bl R34 DCT 2 40 500 8 0, AR SCHL ) PSNR i 42 (R F5 A48, FL PSNR A% i SCHR[11] 1% PSNR
a5 AT DCT ZE0A B B 0 i 2 A0 3/, H. PSNR (B IX A& K Ok Bl 5 5 A 97 DCT 2 B2 K, 7K
IR A B 5 A R B A 25 R I K s N 5 2 1) 2K B 5E K T DA, SCRR [0 047 A5 R (R DCT REAN S S
AN DA 22 ) PR 2 T AS S BE5 1 K B R N AV B A P T AR 3 R 0N B T 2 i Tk NS 24 5 3L BR 5.
55 6 /> DCT A EXM¥ LSB, LRIE T &84 (A v WAkt DL AS SCER VA W T R OR3P DCT R B35 A nl WLk 2 )
WA &, BAHR A& T IR R, 5% T KB Aw] WPk

mE 4. B 5. B 7 Ui MG 45 LT LG A SCEEAT I B, LA PG e b5 TR B N SR 1) 8 4l 3k
AN —E B HAFOR ) i BG B 1R B S 2 i 1 S0 I S O ) 2 i 4 2 T B R AR R B AR ) K ED [
TERNTE WK DCT REUK LSB, AR P T RS R B A v AR 0 Ji 36 3% T K BRI AN ]
JLPE.
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1.10 —+—SSIMgs of Ref.[11] 55 —#—PSNRys of Ref.[11]
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Fig.7 Invisibility of proposed and Ref.[11] with different embedding positions
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K5 B HGTHE e 1) IPEG iG55 /K BN Az SRk T IR IR I 2 DCT R AN # P A 1 4 Like /K BN 6 Bl
HLIN B LA P 15 B A 2P KB A DCT AR B AT R, e P P e 55 LK EIR A D) 8 4B
AN B A B BRI PG B 1) TS A A 3 2 R AR SORS: I A0 A — BB SCRI B I et [ R 5 2R 5
GEvESCIR I AE 1 HE T I IERA R BRI S0 BT AN S 4 SRR I S 48 L B R PR AR BRI SOSE A REAE B e BB AL
AR SR ZK BV (K B S50k i 78 e K 7K BV A AE S A D KB K AL DCT (0 B fRAT 2, e 175 ZK BN I 4R
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