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Abstract

As a necessary approach of information security and copyright protection, information hiding
technology has developed rapidly since the 20th century, and can be roughly divided into two
types: reversible information hiding and irreversible information hiding. The paper summarizes
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the information hiding technology and its development, and mainly analysis the performance of
five information hiding algorithm, which contain three kinds of irreversible algorithm-the LSB al-
gorithm, NEC and DCT algorithm, and two reversible algorithm-pixel histogram translation algo-
rithm, adjacent pixel difference histogram construction algorithm. In this paper, quantitative
analysis is adopted to compare the performance of the algorithms by longitudinal measurement of
imperceptibility, robustness and information capacity, and explore the cost of realizing reversible
information hiding.
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1. FEREENREEELR

5 2 B B B — P B NS BRRIETE ) — MO A AR Se A BUE  758 SA)
5 B BIRREUA, REFE AR ATE XA SIS S B R R AR S, RIS R0 0 DL B ER
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Fr/KEDZ 20 A 90 FARHIL — T THOR, 2l drE N E RS mELR. Fols. XF
BRI ) IR A BB E0, B S5 5 B = i h, DLIA RIS B 22 R AR DR 4745 H 1)
FOR[3]e BT /KENBRTRAN T3 gt 2 th JGVER % 545 BT HE— DRI L, I T H72E
BEAR P — RN RERIERI T K, 22— M SR PR T . BT K BN RAR BT 73 9 Fh
ETiC PRI B UL & /IR HIE IS BUIE (& 2/ = TN

AT IR /K B A ARR R P2 2 A3 7 7%, 40 1994 4F Schyndel 5 A#&H 1) LSB (Least Sig-
nificant Bit F (KA RO R, EEKAR 2 AU I — HERI A B ARSIV E B i B, IR (S B B e SR A,
KRR VEBRAE T s, XA R SR RN, ARSI ARG, H 20 JE 46 MBS UK A BIRR,
JFFEB T TRBAEENBRRAL, FENEBREE, KEEBRESEHIR. HET Ik, Cox AR
o 2 (] 4 B R # 28 DCT AR 35 FRHIR AR5 B 7%, B NEC 8. HEiO g, it
PLS AR PR = A D BENLF 51, %5 50 B i N, DA Aii[4]s Hkoxd BG4 DCT 484, & H
BEATL re 51 71 A T o (2 ) i PRLB B ELL(DC) 43 41T 1000 AN K DCT F%4 (4] I8 B et o R4
Cox ZE N KRB, Fili R /KENEIATT WAE, K ETHRA DCT ARk 28 I (AC) Bl R B I &3d s (HA
BLRIEE M, W DC KA RBUE MR S EINAIE. NREGKENAT] IR S B2 7 E, 1997
M Cox FE N$EH T DCT Hik. DCT B2 28— T4 AU AR B /K BN, B B NEC Sk LAl
S TG IEA, JEG s RIS, FHKEE B AR BT DC AR EH, R
EFERY AC EAAR .
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N AEXT FREET BT EIMEEN S, WARFERBRBIMMN, RELREFAE, DI -
FE AR A S A

B BRI, 7RSS TR ZE T B /KN EVEP SRR T — @ . 1ER TR Z TN e K En
F, BREBEFEEES ST HEEESRETINEAR . ZEEG RGO WA RS, HLEmN
AR —H R, SRR ZEM Z0TEE - FE A, ARG R, JERI 200 2 45 2 4% 1
FbAE BRI EME . ZEIEMR R TR R AEEA G, SAH SR AAAE ARG - AE 200 1] BEEE B 551
A, B E SN E S I - BRSO AN F RN, (H 5 4 S AN R G 1) 2 SR AR R o
SRR I A8, [RJES, 00 PR ANV A 2 0 2 R N R R 5 o — 2 B
2. FEEEMEN=MERR
2.1. AT

AFREME R IR IR NG B )5, JRIE EUG T E) IH AR RR R 4F A0SO ARG I B et . AN n] R
FNVE R AE B RGBT AT SR AN LA . WX —AF AR, T BRI BIRRARE L.

TEAS BRI, o A5 R BRI AN mT g e M 1) 2 W6 s = 2 VR 1145 M L (PSNIR) AT 7 142
ZE(MSE) [5]e X T —A mxn BEBKEEE, B E G EAAR G ARG B 5 M8 R MG = 11
A f (i) g(i,j), Hhiellm],jelln], E4K PSNR 1 MSE {85 54 A

PSNR =10log,, | —— fmxf(ﬁﬁz (1)
nm;;(( J)-g(i))
MSE=E;;( (i) -8 (ig)) @

T 8 ALK G B K AE M 255, W) PSNR 0] KR A
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PSNR =101lo 3
Eio [MSE] (3)
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B @, HEEER F SIRAEEERER G BAALL, WERZE £(i,7)-g(i, /) g,
MSE [{E ik, PSNR FME RO . RIAS R AP AT PSNR HI(E A IE . PSNR {8 5T 40dB i BH 14
R, AR RGEE, HAE 30~40 dB i FLEE RN BT 2 A 0 (BD USRS i, wTLLgR
W, AHA T AT Z T N) [6]. A SCHIEIE & B A G IR KBS S EXT L PSNR (E R FLfh 87K BN
AT B

2.2. B4

B oK BB R 1 2 38 RN AT B R B A A% i A B8 S5 R T 2 )7 1 — BB TG ek e A [ 5% 5 (An 4 9
i, ARRDIEIRAE), BRE R LR BT )E, VYR B IERR BUK ETRIRE (7]

ARG A AE AN [R] 5 2 (MR 7 SN BRI K S ) BER B (B R PR 30) SR PP T AR H 57K ED
FERI B

RKTHEEARE, N KRR, FATTEICY: 2 BER AR T 15%0, ZHEAA &R,

23. EERARE

B EARRIGARER T KEN S8 IR REREE,  FRAGEA TR A K ENE B R 2 LEs .
B AR, IXAERE— R LL B ARRREE 2 MfE
ARSCHG R T B K ENSE 5 B A

3. EESHARTRHBFKENEERN TR XILE
SR 1 SR AR FAR R 5 512 % 512 FI K E B4 lena.bmp.
3.1.LSB &%

3.1.1. LSB BERSCE

LSB 4*#N Least Significant Bit(5 KA U7, & —Fi M E B S A, & T2 Ak
M —Ff . MR 512x 512 K BURAE ARG BT, KA UG O BB i s AP 1R 3R
MEZAETE 0~255 P4, B 00000000~11111111. FEREAME R A RSB SR B — AT P, 52
KIS . AP ek s, B i TR USSR 2, X U I K B (B DT kel ok, ELAR D LoRe it A DG 14
HRR, AR . 5 RARALFIA K LT A2 B i BEA LM i, AR EARE EIGAKEE. K,
A CATE S AR A7 P T i N K ED BB 255 2., B LSB Rk R .

3.1.2. LSB B A REN MR

1) AN ERAE

BEHURE S “lenabmp” , FEHILEAL N 4G FAE R 76 LIk LSB HIEMEAL -, 52 X psnr
B, RAAIFIRAS EHTHE T PSNR EH L.

TEERMZ, HTYE LSB Bk IER — R &= s BRI — N RIS B, [FI PSNR {5
BTG B E .. AT BRABE G BN KESHAE R SN ILER RS &, HkE
TNEHG R T 5 A S (B (K B A 8, FEAS B 2 Dits per pixel (bpp), MEH BT, FRSEEEN 0.4 bpp
B AR S B KBRS BROEL . AR B RS EIEE N 0.01~0.09 bpp (HIFRE (S B BT
N 2621~23,593).

Y ka5 BV AE 0.01~0.09 bpp Z [AIFF, 15 H ) PSNR {417 1 fiw.

ATLAE H, PSNR A KT 40dB, ZWFH LSB MIATRMPERLT . HEEIRNG B REERS &)1AN
#4K, PSNR {H 72 IZH /)N -
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Table 1. PSNR values of LSB under different embedding information sizes
% 1. LSB AN BN E 28K/ TH) PSNR &

s & 0.01 bpp 0.03 bpp 0.05 bpp 0.07 bpp 0.09 bpp
FER (5 B K B (bit) 2621 7864 13,107 18,350 23,593
PSNR (dB) 71.2884 66.2664 64.1346 62.7272 61.5640

2) BEREAE

tHT7E LSB 80 FANAE R — 5 3= s B AR IR — A EURR (S B &, W LSB il k38 512% 512,
Bl 262,144 bit. 3 H, MR AEEEA G AKRE, PSNR EHA 51.1548 dB, 1§ LSB AN ] /&
SPERLT

3) Bt

X LCB B9 i N Bb %15 S5 B PGS I AN [ 56 B 1) vy B e 7, 2 31) i BB e iy AR e /5 SR R )
G, M5 BER . 45w 2 s

Table 2. BER value of LSB under different intensity Gaussian noise
% 2. LSB AR ESHTRAF N TH BER &

e T P i 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.09
BER 0.2083% 1.8750% 3.3333% 5.4167% 7.2917%

BT LSB BIEH NC { KT 0.9818, HAE—EME A2 ~, BER IR/ T 15%, [Hik, LSB &
I &R T

X BRSEIGEE R LAE H, BEERARENI R, REEIENA T EAMEA RS, 253
B KHRAZY R, L PSNR AT 40 dB, B8 T BRI oAV o [RIE 7EAS (R R e 1T 75 1) 5 i
N, BER ERGERBARA T, FILBRATAT LA, LSB Sk A I A R 4 M 7R IA B AL U7 KT
AARFT RN, LSB BIEMIIR AR =2 R TR B, HME LASEERT R R s SRR S

3.2.NEC &%

3.2.1. NEC BRRYs2i

SEE S Job S e N T R TP AR D BEN LT B, 1% 5L T NQO, 1) AR IARAE8]: Hevont &
%4 DCT 284, e F Do BEML =300 210 R R ) (B in) iz BUE b LR (DC) 2 AR N AR ) DCT &3
[5]e ASEREH R =4k DCT 28 He i &K — 4 G N 25 A1 Sakfe 80 30 AT 5 30

S0 UG A HEAT —4E 0 DCT 284, 7R3 2Rk b F 3B M N A DCT 2% index KA
KEMEE W, AL = X, (1+aW) B EEKEN DCT 2401 b o RRERF, HTHEHIRA
SREE, ASZIGH o =0.1). Faib T 4B DCT A8, FEK% 3 2K BE MEREAT 8 {3 H A8 1 T-[0, 25512 [,
T 73 2155 K B R

3.2.2. NEC EEMaE 4R

1) AnfEsnt

I E A R RS S A0S B0 PSNRE, 45315 3 fis.

AT PLR I, AANFEE SIS &, NEC (1) PSNR HAL A, (HIRA4ERAEBAR /K. H1T PSNR
T 40 dB A E I EGE B A A, Rl LA, NEC SyEMASal AT BN
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Table 3. PSNR value of NEC under different embedding information sizes
= 3. NEC EARRBRAEEE A/ THI PSNR {&

s & 0.01 bpp 0.03 bpp 0.05 bpp 0.07 bpp 0.09 bpp
Fib A5 A B (bit) 2621 7864 13,107 18,350 23,593
PSNR (dB) 40.0911 39.7353 39.4123 38.9014 38.7353
2) EEAE

FHAIRS T, W#EIAE] 1 bpp, B 262,144 bit. M) PSNR {4 37.2284 dB.

3) B

XA NEC S0 N BB A5 2 1 PRGOS AN [ 8 58 ) v e 7, 4 ot B8 EBCAm s iy AR g 5 A5 o i)
EAER, 11H BERfH. SRWE 4 Frox.

Table 4. BER value of NEC under different intensity Gaussian noise
% 4.NEC ETRRESHME SN TH) BER &

15 B s 75 i 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.1
BER 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0.1%

ATLURBL, 75 I 1 5 TR P R L X T BER {8, BOGRRAE (075 F W £ B3R U LT
WA, MR RREAT) 0.1 BF, U4 0.1% (5 BB, ik, NEC SRS HEIEIR SR . STidx
RFSCHRAG A4 T LA, NEC Sk @bt AE #3, 7E B — P Bl (4. 5940, IPEG R4
SENH R K, 23— BRI D99 TT LUK DAL UG 3B K9], 4 5 9 NEC SLI7E AR [FKED
Mgt K H R ( S HHAL

Table 5. NEC algorithm detects secret information under different attacks

3 5. NEC EAATEKE TR HRRESMER

IKENBL ik Kot K EN R
HUER I 7
R
BOR it
Lk
JPEG JE 45

o> oam >
oF  OF GOF

i

o>
[

33.DCT &%

3.3.1. DCT EER)sL I

DCT Hy2:7E NEC Syt BT 7 dulk, OO nT B A S5 A . DCT Sk FFE TR
BRI AT BB AE . DCT SRS re s I3 g AT UG K o 5, K R A A2 T4 8 <8 Ik, X4
— AT DCT A4 5 Bk K EVE SR N B EUZ 1) DC A R 5

P EEI— 8x8 /N, DCT HUEHLE X ZHGHAT DCT &4, K5 73 ik P e 5 ML i)
AL B (X B (uy, vy ) B (uy, v, ) ARERFITIZE SE AN RECIIALKR),  HEAT DU R HRAE
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DS B =< B | | R 2 T

1) W3R B, (uy,v) > B, (uy,v,), AREREEG 1 WnSRAHS, WAEHeh 25

2) R B (u,,v,) < B, (uy,v,), AL 0; WIRAHS, WIZZHep R E

KT RBIEB TR TR, AR REBOHZBOR, W BRI 0K, R IR 1 428 AH T 1)
E AR E) .

3.3.2. DCT ELM4EE o4
1) ASul A
SHRA T 0.01~0.09 bpp K/INIEE &1 R AT S256,  FT#5 ) PSNR E U017 6 iR,

Table 6. PSNR values of DCT under different embedding information sizes
F 6. DCT RN EEE A/ THI PSNR {&

fa 5 & 0.01 bpp 0.03 bpp 0.05 bpp 0.07 bpp 0.09 bpp
Fib 15 B AC B (bit) 2621 7864 13,107 18,350 23,593
PSNR (dB) 75.8949 71.2227 68.8674 67.4699 66.4839

ATLURIL, XS NEC ik E, DCT FiEMA T EMMA 7RI . MR, B RS =T
B0, PSNR EBA KIEEMAS, (R T NEC Hkre A al B0 7 TH 5 e i R o

2) BEEAE

HARAT, HkZE A E] 1 bpp, P 262,144 bit.

3) EFEE

FITARYE NEC BESGHETS R, MUIRE T NEC Hikam &t rRRIE . RN E BJG I g
TR K EN G e, BRI E R, SRR T FR.

Table 7. BER value of DCT under different intensity Gaussian noise
7. DCT A RIEE S HIRE 0 TH) BER (&

e T g 7 i 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.1
BER 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0.1%

FLE 1, DCT SEMEHER NEC ML, ZSEERARERKIGTTINRES ), EBORA R T A
Wi, HCAR R PR AR A A REAE AR AR KT

34. FRESETEBEE

34.1. BREFEFLBEENIH

1§ & 7 BB S — R S GG 2 B 7 B0 0 aT 385 L BRORUSvk . e I I e A
1B A5 2 1B ARG R AR VAR s B M A A, 0B O~1 BRI A0 B IR N W AR s R 3¢ HH 7 248 A It 2 1)
B, NIERHRN KN H K. AL T e /KN Tk e . o8G5 B 7 BP R
SBINT

a) K EGG R BN R E T

b) i 5 By I AR e B R 2 0 s 1) 4 R

c) KU T AN AE A 2 18] M5 3R 17 A (B 25 o A WA A 70 ) B [ A (355 25 o5 AR WA 25 A ) S
Fo—ANRAT, TEUEMH 2 57 0 — MRS (]
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d) FHAIE R I A AR R M(RD ¢ R ARS), Bei, RIS EE S B R A ER
B, HEABRESETIHEHTERANOREERN 1, WHZERE-1; HERA 0, WHZERELERFA
Ao R, FHEIE I EHT R R S A MR ¢ REREATR), ERMEHESBRAERER, HX
REBRESETIEEETFTERANBRERELE N 1, WZGEEREH: AR 0, WERRMERFAZ.

3.4.2. BREHETBRE LM

) EEAE

BERETT BRI RN B2 R T I S AEARSEIRAE T I R A8 EHR R A N, KRN AN
H 5056 bit, I PSNR {4 59.3220 dB.

2) AnliEgnTE

WG BEESPE, BOKHRAS RN 5056 bit, KHAENT PSNR #4700 M, 88 N BdE &7
FEI7E 0.001~0.013 bpp Z [AI ¥ EUZ AT S5, B3 ) PSNR {H W15 8 fi7R:

Table 8. PSNR values of pixel histogram translation algorithm under different embedding information sizes

#* 8. BREHBETHBEEENRBRANEEEX/NTH PSNR &

a5 & 0.001 bpp 0.004 bpp 0.007 bpp 0.01 bpp 0.013 bpp
Fib A5 BA B (bit) 262 1048 1835 2621 3407
PSNR (dB) 59.8948 59.8008 59.6969 59.6110 59.5166

LRI, B HRONZS R, PSNR AR KA B A% T 40 dB. (R R 2 B 7 BIEE )
AN NP SR H A FRoE

3) Bt

ot PG EAT AN ) 58 B v i e 75 1 T 10 U, SR I MR (B 2515 S8 9 5 5L R 2 £ BB AT LU, 79 217 BER
En7 9 Fror.

Table 9. BER value of pixel histogram translation algorithm under different intensity Gaussian noise

#9. BREHBETBEEENRRESHMRAE I T BER (&

e TR 7 i i 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.1 0.5
BER 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

FTUUAEL, fESREDY 0.5 MIMEF N T, AKIHA AER RIS A E 2. WHBRETE TR
2 BA MR & R

3.5. MR EEMESESBEESE

3.5.1. MG REMEE S EEERNSEH

NP KN R, Ni AT TR 2 5l — A0 S A AT (5 B, (EZ 7 VETE T SR UK
ST 75 BEHNIE B2 A 2 T — A s o B 5, BRI IR &, 3Nk Ik 7 7% ZEAR i 4L
. JFH, — B EER, Wais ok EE BRrMEs, fFE—Eneaekd.

ST UL ERF, Tai 384 T — ISR R ZEEME E 7 S, ZEERNISRE TRARR. BA
UG RUNT :

a) W YR R PRI S BT AT, B4R

b
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b) THEEA AR R I ZE I E,  DLHA E B3R 22 BT B LR LA P

o) FRAFHEIE, X TZEEKRT P IERET TR, M TEEST P OERETHIRMN, &5
EEE RIS 8

d) A FEFER) P AAREAT (5 RAREL

e) WJatkEIRIHEIE.

YRR &, R S M5 R 2 AN B R B ot 7 SRR —PRse 4
B RAL B R F R . TEFE 1 I SO, A AR A . BEMEAT 25 A0, YA
TR AL, WVTRA TR HEBERTET 25 WEGEFR 25 Hh, LR WIEE. X5,
RIE T A T B ORI Lo

Level

(] [~] [=][<=]

Figurel. Pixel adjacent difference binary tree

E 1. BEHEMEZXK

3.5.2. MG REMEE S EE A YRES T
1) ANafEsEnE
XHERA T 0.01~0.09 bpp K/ % & G TSEL, B8 i0 PSNR W14 10 Fix:

Table 10. PSNR value of histogram algorithm constructed by adjacent pixel difference under different embedding informa-
tion size

F10. PG RENEEFEEEETRRNEEEX/NTH PSNR &

s & 0.01 bpp 0.03 bpp 0.05 bpp 0.07 bpp 0.09 bpp
Fb 15 B AC B (bit) 2621 7864 13,107 18,350 23,593
PSNR (dB) 56.3532 51.4510 49.0248 47.3406 46.0303

ATLAEH, ZEEM PSNR (BN E, HAKIBRT 40%, SLEHTERLEE BBV, MG R
ZE R BT P SVEAR IR B B AN T I S

2) EEAR

AREFHI B RIMNG BERE SR EN = SR LEE R, WE L. KA 2N PSNR {E
W 11 fios:
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Table 11. Different L corresponds to the maximum embedding capacity and its PSNR value

F11. FEMN LA AKBRABTENRE PSNR &

L 0 1 2 3 4 5

B RN 5 (bit) 22,377 63,117 129,428 198,557 237,215 241,399

PSNR (dB) 483169 42.7123 37.6841 33.5547 30.5697 26.5668
3) &t

73 A SEUINE Fi AR e AR R A5 S, THA BER B, $dfE W% 12:

Table 12. BER value of adjacent pixel difference histogram translation algorithm under different intensity Gaussian noise

# 12. BB REEHETBEEEANFRESHRAZ N TH BER &

e ST g S i 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.09
BER 52.7% 48% 50.5% 52.3% 45.5%
4. BRI
giA LRseIRsE R, wLME R 13, 5K 14 Fik 15,
4.1. PSNR

JrHT PSNR A w DUACHIL, AR ATl S030 AOAS rl IR B8 5 T T S AN TR PR (NEC. S0 B
bhy. XA, AIESGONIERIM ISR H K, FEMA ORI E, TR A IR R A2 R
ARG R, BETTIE B R E . PRI, BRHEAS BN e 72 2 SEEL AT i AR 22—

Table 13. PSNR values of five algorithms with different embedding capacities
* 13. AMEEEREIRASTETH PSNR (&

45
PSNR 0.01 bpp 0.03 bpp 0.05 bpp 0.07 bpp 0.09 bpp
AR =
LSB 71.2884 66.2664 64.1346 62.7272 61.5640
NEC 40.0911 39.7353 39.4123 38.9014 38.7353
DCT 75.8949 71.2227 68.8674 67.4699 66.4839
FHAIME & Z W B 7 RS 56.3532 51.4510 49.0248 47.3406 46.0303
R
PSNR 0.001 bpp 0.004 bpp 0.007 bpp 0.01 bpp 0.013 bpp
AR =
B EF#% 59.8948 59.8008 59.6969 59.6110 59.5166

4.2. BKBRARE

FE [R5 PSNR 7K-F-A1 BER 7K-F-HIHTHE T, T LA, AR ] SEA R N A B B K T i) 1 SE ik
AF R REGRZETT KPR EET DB R ECR IR AR &, (BEAAREITEA R R B KT i
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Table 14. Maximum embedding capacity of five algorithms

=14, AMEZENRABRNETE
Hik LSB NEC DCT HFKRT# 1B £ E=H T BT
L=2 L=3 L=4 L=5

K 262,144 262,144 262,144 5056
129,428 198,557 237,215 241,399

4.3. BEEY

PRAE o025 L, X SRI0 AT ) = AR T BRI B I S, LR LR R AR R R 1
PR AR IH BEAL T HARIK T o X TP A n] 18 BE R U, 7R AR [FIFE FE e s s 1, A ARME 3K 22 BT B P
%:&Eﬁ BER {HiZ KT 15%, 1B EFEER BER (BT T 00 %R 22 5 10 R D8 35 B0 5 2 1)

AFEMERK. BB PFBEEFIRANSZNE 5056 bit, MAHMEE % BT TFRELRIIRAS &
ﬁbxﬁlﬁﬁtﬁﬂﬂﬁ%ﬁ&a@mkmkﬁgo FHUL AT DA H, e v 2 Sl vl A5 BB AR 2 —
PR REN S, SRRV EIER =AM bR AR, IRANA BRI G AR IR KR,

Table 15. BER values of five algorithms under different noise intensities

= 15. AMEEAEANEREFERE T T BER &

2R

BER 0.01 0.03 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.1 0.5
W& 75 53R

LSB 0.2083% 1.8750% 3.3333% 5.4167% 7.2917% 8.1685%

NEC 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0.1%

DCT 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0.1%
HITEER 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
N v e

*H?M%%’%jm’“ﬁﬁ 52.7% 48.0% 50.5% 52.3% 45.5%

K%

&E ik

[1]1  XB#E, 2T Markov HEMIE BRI RA AT 5% 1H[D]: (W1 2200e 3], Rl & B K%, 2005.

[2] H%EME, &, ER, IEFE. G RERIRE AR L HAE AL TR N RED]. Jbal SR %4, 20144):
101-105.

[3] MfEA, g s, BRI, BUFKENEIARBEFE ). HHENL LS #Tt, 2005, 26(2): 326-328, 334.
(4] HEHEMS. SEHCT KRR FENESOR[D]: [l H2# 07050 M ALk, 2006,

[51 B4, ¥inh, |EALE, HEEL. BEEBREAR BRI MM TEN RS, 2011, 32(5):
953-957.

[6] FiHy. =T RMTRASAR AN Al NS 52 5 N R 7E[D]: (L2408 50). RRT: ZRF K, 2020.
[7] HE. EUEHF/KENEEERTE[D]: [t hrig ). s bR R, 2012.

[8] ZEHuaF. 3T+ DCT % ’é@f%ﬁk@ﬁ&[ 1: (2200 18 3C]. FeHR: 76 e A8 I k2%, 2007.

[9] BT 2T DCT Al A i N 5 PR T B K BN R AT 78 [D]: (AR A 0018 3C]. R REE TR, 2017.

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2022.1210234 2299 THEAURF 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2022.1210234

	信息隐藏技术概述及实现可逆信息隐藏的代价分析
	摘  要
	关键词
	Overview of Information Hiding Technology and Cost Analysis of Realizing Reversible Information Hiding
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 信息隐藏的概述及其发展
	2. 衡量算法性能的三个指标
	2.1. 不可感知性
	2.2. 鲁棒性
	2.3. 信息容量

	3. 定量分析方式下五种数字水印算法的分析及对比
	3.1. LSB算法
	3.1.1. LSB算法的实现
	3.1.2. LSB算法性能分析

	3.2. NEC算法
	3.2.1. NEC算法的实现
	3.2.2. NEC算法性能分析

	3.3. DCT算法
	3.3.1. DCT算法的实现
	3.3.2. DCT算法性能分析

	3.4. 像素直方图平移算法
	3.4.1. 像素直方图平移算法的实现
	3.4.2. 像素直方图平移算法性能分析

	3.5. 相邻像素差构造直方图算法
	3.5.1. 相邻像素差构造直方图算法的实现
	3.5.2. 相邻像素差构造直方图算法性能分析


	4. 数据分析
	4.1. PSNR
	4.2. 最大嵌入容量
	4.3. 鲁棒性

	参考文献

