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Abstract

A quadratic proportional fractal interpolation model is proposed, and a novel fractal dynamical sys-
tem based on its inverse function is derived, whose chaotic properties are numerically analyzed and
verified. Pseudo-random number sequences with excellent performance generated by the derived
fractal chaotic system are employed to design an image encryption algorithm. The proposed image
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encryption algorithm consists of permutation stage and diffusion stage. In the first stage, row-col-
umn scrambling based on adaptive Josephus traversal and sorting of chaotic sequence is performed.
In the second stage, the chaotic sequence generated by the fractal chaotic dynamical system per-
forms a bit-wise addition-modulo diffusion operation on the rows and columns of the processed
image. The detailed performances of the proposed image encryption algorithm are carried out. Ex-
perimental results show that the proposed algorithm has excellent security performance and can
resist various attacks.
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1. 5|8

FEM R BOR PR AN A, R S RA RO E, EGRARE B D EZER, HAEH,
FEft s ViR SRR G S BRI ORI (1] H LR MBI % 77 58 EZOR IR 285N . — KRR H Rk
FENnE 2 gt Oy BEAL Y 518 B IR AR ORIEATS 20, WIER RIRIE R Gt XA SRR R 48 S AR B
TR BAT SRt o5 — R RIS SR S BETh, Btk PR R R AN 5k, H& i aia 2L
B ELSEAY BeR B, TG BA A 1 REAN 2 A VR I BEOIn a 553%

FESE—REBINET 2, BEVEUT H LR AR R SR B2 1998 4F, Fridrich & /4 AT
YR Baker BRATAI Cat WU HEAT R A B0, KRR RS KGN E b i E ks (3] 3T
IR R GG T7 &b, BTN ROR 2 RUE TR MM R R 3G AR R e BT AT, kS AR
— RS HL Logistic RGTHIEMGINE SR [4]; HHRA S8 NPT 2L T IK WU A BE AT Baker WA IS B4 &)
BN FIE[S] [6]; BAEZEEARD T —MESRERS(7], B =A— 4R RGEHATRE G A4 O8T HOVRTE
R, ¥R TSHEH, AT B GINE FE R A BORIE P28 Hu S ARG 1 — Rk T5 € S s
BHEIRERILRSE, ZRGA LA SRR — 4RI, 2Rk e EAF O HTIRIE BN [8]. —BOK
b 4RI B IE m AT A A RIS HOE B R SR s RIUL, BTSN L 0 S AR
— YR R G S A R D BERLFR A AT 0 — P ik, 4R T AR G TR RE AN T A A TR R S RO BE AL
PERE. WARKSE B UZ SN Logistic WU BEAT B0, 57 AL iO/NECHEAT — 2t il RS A 1R 1 DA A Rl
SEAF IOy BENLEL 9] Alawida 55 N H it 1o i e VR Ve RS AR R 20 SO WP 1) 7 3R RAB AU RS AH
BAIE 1 1% 7 0 S AT DU et (VR T A AT S (VR TEE R B v A AR RE R B K (R VR 2 B
FERRRZ I BT T 2T GBI ) Dy AL LS A2 a8 [10] Sharma 55 A B2 H —Fd X 741 R 4K
2 (A BEAT S B, TR 13— D RENLAL[11]. Zheng $2HH T — Mgt IO RLAE AL A 7 2 LR
P AR AR S, 5 Ay R S A R BEHLE[12]

FEEE RGN HEmE b, AT T — R BN ik, WERLEIEAY L) kA
GUMEE, R INE BRI 2 A ERE . Zhang S5 AFEH T BRI “9 il - EEL - 9780 MK
B EE, Hohy A B SOE SRR &Y, BAL RIAE B I SCORBR S0 13]. T HSE NS 1 —
T Amnold AZH) BB INE T35, 207 A AL B A3 RN R 25 18] B BT BEL, W RE I 5 17
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AT DA SRAE 3 S B gsR D e (R TRAR B 14] L 98 S AXME ST Arnold 284 B &L 77 sk AT ok, A3
REBE AT 2 RN R, FRdE AT AR F a5, A B B SC R A SR R ARG, 487t
T UG AE AR PG 8 1[15]. Azimi AT Ahadpour #2 H 1 — 3 TR WLS AT DNA 2h7 4060 i 1%
L, ZEEL A RO R G TR R R (85 RGB = 1838 14 2 H 31T DNA ¥ 80, =il 1
YR EUR BN [16]. 45 NSEH T — MDA 29 8 0 7 F1 DNA Zhasgmid it B 7%, %
VRV R ST 7 AR B BE AL B D 2585 Rl [T )b, St AR A K 20 35 R ) B AL, I BLAhAS I DNA %
RIS BEHGAR TR AT 4 85, 305 48 o 25 SR Uk It SR ey B I 22 A M [ 17 LSS AR R SRR )
WA EAT ST e S — 1R —HU0 7 B4R, R A DNA 18 508 ek 4 v B2 1R s R e,
o 02 SRR RS A AR A 25 Fh IR B RS B T [ 18] PMVESHISSE A2 T —FhJE T DNA Zaf it £ B s
S, R F VRS 7 A 1) P A1 AR O B, R E L IEMER S DNA gfilh (VR 2% 1 BT ik iz 558
FRAT O AR, 122 AT AR 6T i ) R AT & [19]

3T TUAAT 5 — PPt 58 AR e AN TURTT IR O TR, B RB T AR RO L A T LA R TR R
MIPR ], BEGS AR M AR R T 2 AR . AT G 3 AR ARAE N T2 LTS (1) =
BN 5, IR EE LS E B A SR BRI AC R B R G BUAAELE,  SEIL TR B AR R i AR 2
HEM . ZEARRBAEGEAEE TG, @R FIN E AR BURALR], BE 45 ) LT RAAE 23 i 3] = 3 Eis [X 1A
T 7 47 B 3 e A B i TR O AR 2R P SR AN B 25 AR AL 4l 5 . 1890 4F Peano & B HJ LA FH AR b
ARG (IFS) ()7 1548 A 76 2067 1E 77 T (1 i 28 (Penao 3 70 i 2R), LA /Z1% IFS (20T 9 8ahr 1E )7 T
[20]. BT IFS EZETE, AT LA AR B RALIE T T L IR )1 RS0 ImFER, MHmiasE NET IFS
R ARAE 7%, PR T P HIMEE A TAE, FIH 2 TR E 5 T B A RV ERERI 30 1 &
Gt, FFFH A TR R BIAE R B R T BN B vk o SCHR[2 1R STHR[22] 50 590 38 T 4k A =4 )5 5
AW S TEARAE 75, MG TR B e = TR IRVE R G, ke I T A s il hn 2% ik A2 1) Dy B AL
BURHIR, 2B TR RN ROR 217 [22]. SCHR[23 1A SCHR[24] 20 BE I S 800 =251 1FS 5515
BB ) R Ge, TR TR TR B 3 T3 ) R G B LI A, AR TR R A1 B A TR
PEEE 2 RIERE, Hdert 7 RA R Rk Re 0 BRI k(23] [24].

AR N 7 TN T3 T — R (1 BRI 2 5k . 1 Se s — P T e Lo o TR AR 1 43 T 30 7
ARG, AT AEREHINE SRR SR BT TR E R0, 10 3 e 20 B A Rt B (1) AR
WAL, HFHESEIN DL N RS . 5 CHR2 1 RTSCHER[22] 5 B 2 AR R R [E], A ST
By s AR AR B R G kI, SEOMEE I RGERAGHEZMSHEET, § K T7THET Y
TR R 40 () UGN R M B s R R 2 Atk o @i oy 2 . 2R R FR . A AR RR SR R GuE
BRI T A BEATPERE 70 A, 45 R WG 1) 40 T8 ) R G A0 R RV, dl I 1% RS04 B
AR YIMEBURME . AR SR R . IR, BT Z a1 R G A IR
BV BT T — R “EEL - I BGOSR, o B LR I & R 2 55 0k T A
TR T FIHE Y LI, M58 T SERCE B S R RE s IOV E I IS AT B 4 A i BB O SR
B PRI AF I BOSCR . W SO R B BN S A AT T TR RR e AT, SRR IR AR
BRI AaMERE, U A .

ACHI R A ZH R o BB AT T AN R T R W EARE R R s 1 RS, R
TE8h 11 R G R FI AT ERE A AT ANBE WL I AE « 55 =174 — AN T 29 3 R g AR 3 41 HE e 1
F & B ELERAE DL SO0 BB IS S R 4 B B D 5 Rk . SR DU GO AR O LA, I
IESER S A ERE . BB HE— N A g,
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2.1. ZRELSFAEE
RN AR PR FARLAE AW, TR A EEIE {(x,,) e R :i= 0,1, N} M TG {H &
W, (x.y)= (anx+en,cnx+dny+pnx2 +tnxy+fn),n =12,---,N (1)

L

H. 51

ﬁ\:l:'j a,,,e,,,cn,dnspn, n

{Wn (%0 %0) = (%,:2,1); @
W, (xysvy) = (%,.,):n =12+, N
Wd poo HAMER, 4 L-x, —x, MNARQEHLE R, WARGHIT.
a,=L"(x,=x,).e, = L" (xyx,, = %x,),
&=L 3, =301~ (95 = 30) = 2 (33 =50 ) =1, (o =530 ) | )

f=L |:xNyn—l Xy, —d, ('xNyO ~XoVN ) + P, (xoxzzv —xng)— L% Xy (yo — Yy )]’
2

BG4 {(0,0),(0.3,0.7),(0.5,0.4),(0.6,0.58),(L1)} » B d =[d,,d,, -+, d\ [;p =[P, Prr> Py ];
1=ttty | ZASECR AN, WERERM TR XTI e S8
d =[0.81,0.84,0.76,0.69]; p =[0.52,0.27,0.93,0.16];¢ =[0.44,0.39,0.67,0.83] [ /r FEAGAH B 4L, 151 1 o 1 4
BB EH R S8 d =[0.5,0.5,0.5,0.5] Fl p=[0.5,0.5,0.5,0.5] i fif thi 2k . — V€ oM TR D@ 51N JEZR
PR, FEANT ZIE A SHEE ] B — R TR T, AR TR E I R S e R A, R
FRINRIE RGBS A
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Figure 1. Quadratic proportional fractal interpolation curve
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FRGE N+IMEEAUKLBHS R, p,.t, , WL ARG HHEABFZER R R RS
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SCHER, ik

A
+t

aycpe,, fon =10 N o AR IFS BiE, {337 —AMEBEN ARG, WARE@)FE.

{Zkﬂ :(Z/f -e, )/an 52 e['xn—lﬂ‘xn]7k :071:27'”

4
Wi = (Wk _pnzlil —CZpy _fn)/(dn +tnzk+l)‘ @

H T4 T ORI (200, )52 € [goy | » BEAEARUCEMINT, 2z, 2ARIETE [y, | 210, T w, WA
TR, DR | GBS BRIE, W0 w, GHEE [0,1] 20, BB 1 385E MR E LA R(S), Hop
mod FEBUEH, mod (u,v) I —ARH o WL = kv -+ 7o €[0,v) « A ORI MO R B2 A G X )
FRELFHIBL 1| H3E5E . 59T 3505 LR A S RO (06 5 TR (L9 2 4 T2 0 2 .

Zkn :(Zk _en)/an 4 € [)C,H,xn],k =0,12,--
5
Wi = mOd((Wk - pnzlirl =z — 1y )/(dn 1,20 )’1)- ©)
2.3. HRESHT
WIEEHRE . 31 RGO MIVITHER H B S E0n A 2(6) s .
{(0,0),(0.3,0.7),(0.5,0.4),(0.6,0.58),(1,1)},ZO =0.22,w, =0.57 ©

d =[0.81,0.84,0.76,0.69]; p = [0.52,0.27,0.93,0.16];¢ = [0.44,0.39,0.67,0.83]

A T UOE o TARME AR BE 22 T30 70 R GE(5) 100K, FAERASRSEFS XY . HT 000 % 3)
71 B GE(S)TE B IET5 T TR MR .

2.3.1. HE
MAELEERIVIIRE . RESHEME S, RG(5)RIHET 10000 ASHUZE A 4B B 2 fros, [l
DA H 12 R GUIE AR A ) 55 3 A0 b 3 A 75 SR TE DT TR

1
0.9
0.8
0.7
0.6
>~ 0.5

0 0.2 04 0.6 08 1
X

1

Figure 2. Phase diagram of the generated two-dimensional sequence
with 10,000 iterations
B 2. AR 10,000 R RLE —4E 75 HYHEE

2.3.2. HEE
NERNNIAGH BT ANEEME, ENTRRSNRGMES LRSI . 08
Kb, MRS RGNS, MRS REHIRE . W & BT DO RSt 4 2 5
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Figure 3. Bifurcation of sequence with parameter variation

3. FIIMESHEUNS R

233, FREIEXRER

PR U RAGBOR AL RGO VIR KA BURME AR . IR — A3 R IR 2 0 AR HOR T
T, W ARG HE B A BURHBE . 75 2 4EIR T R Gl K2R U R A8 8O T 0, AN R G RAVRTE
Rtk JRIEEN /I RS ZFHE U AR B0, WIS SCR21]. MERSE d, p,t SUER, RG5)HIRK
R U RGBSR T 0. Kl 4(a), [ 40) R BREN N RG(S)RT p,t AL RIGE, D
KAlE 7925 p,t BUALELO, 112 IAR, ZRGH AR ARMAT .

PRI N ST > R PR AR

—

R e
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Figure 4. Lyapunov exponent of parameters for power system (5)
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2.3.4. FFHIR9HEXM

— AR B AEIR & JAR B A OC R B T4 8 6] — NI [R] PP B ARRS & AN 2210 87 FIME 2 (8] R AF O
PERV/IN G HAH G F B0 5 P A AN RN 8] 3 51 2 (B AR DG, ZEIR & B B TELAH OC 2 5 i — AN I [R] 7 31 5
IRk AN ZIE S — A TS E 2 A SRR . AR5 A AT 2% SCk[22]. 4 BIXF VI AR 1E N
2y =0.22,w, =0.57 Fl 2, =0.22+10°, w, = 0.57 MRS 1 R (S)= A MF A Y, Y, THE A A DE R A B
FHRERE. 741 Y, FRER 0-200 I B AHR RE W El SR, A1 Y,,Y, BIER 0-200 AR BAHK

ZEOE 5(b)FR.
1 ‘ \ \ ‘ » : 1
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=
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Figure 5. Sequence correlation analysis results

B 5. FIIRXMESIER

2.3.5. SP800 BEH B e
NIST KA — B2 A G M bR v SP800-22 Revla Y, Z5HI T 15 Fhilli s, H IR &
GE T A U EL RS I A B BEA LA PE . MR HE SP800-22 Revla, XtFilAbFEJE KA 106 751 ¥ #E4T IR,
R RIE 1 fros, FHIERA P AEH KT 0.01, EEFENAERN . S 5800 0~1 Hdy 7@ 2
LN ENAFE.
Y:mod(ﬂoor(Yxloé),Z) %)

Horf floor A2 [ FHUCREERAE, IRIBIAKT x B ARELL.

Table 1. SP800-22 Revla random characteristics test results
% 1. SP800-22 Revla BEHLAF MK AR

NIST St itk 5 P H(F 5 Y) L S
LRI ESN7y 0.3692 idit
ENSpESe 0.9978 kol
TR 0.7315 Bibus
P 1 iR 0.0635 iU
3t R R R K 0.1194 iU
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i3k

2y g G e 0.5045 it
A B SRR TT I X 0.4921 LIV
S R UL A 0.0157 $ihuN
Maurer 38 FH 4 HHIIH 0.9025 SliiBus
N 2R DI 0.3151 @it
IR ZINIRE g%% ik

I AL AR K 0.2429 i
FmANI #: 05156, A£i: 1.0000 i
BRIt 0.3830, 0.7130, ogzgzéyO&?ggé 0.8482, 0.4207, it

0.8635, 0.9150, 0.7062, 0.5487, 0.4270, 0.4214,
BEALIRAT A A 0.2596, 0.3338, 0.8439, 0.8903, 0.4668, 0.2414, it

0.1927, 0.1640, 0.2124, 0.2031, 0.2036, 0.1631

3. BBmEREZ%

SV MG A BRI AN B, I 2 588 I g SRR AR AR e SR A6 A AT 41 B LA
Sy TAGE B0 P BE B 71 2 G A K 3 SR B R B AT FA S Ay s In s AR A I LA 6.

\

] [Tz [ s | [ sees . — o
e ol A e ——»[ﬁ&mva}—+{w&mwm}—+-azsﬁ

Figure 6. Encryption algorithm flowchart
B 6. MEFERIZE

3.1. ETEENABREHELL

LRI IR R — A3 A BT LR R R IR A e A NSRS
IS NTFUGRE, S AR BEER SN, S8 ABHERR B R — N ATF 4, dhgi a4
AR, BRI R T AN BRI Rk, B psf (n,0) » IXH n NICERANEL NP K
255 R [ ) 45 AR Tt — A TR AR [ 75T B HE, A TR I BB BB — K. )
i, e psf (10,3) &H 751 [1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10] %4 [3,6,9,2,7,1,8,5,10,4] .

el BB L S A e S PR G 3R o B HEAT SRR, A R 9 AR A BA BRI, X
T8 0035 PR 0CR o AR SR FH 240 88 38 3 73 )% U HEAT AT ELELAN S B EL o %KAM x N BISCEE P,
EAEX A ATRFATERL, mTELRBEG R BN ASRG R, AT BSR4 2 K
Pittp @ @)%, BELATE K 7 # AT LA A HE ) EURAF 2, AT ERAIE N 2 PR BE 8 B 0E i

I = mod(i(P(i, j)),ceil(N/4)j+10 (8)

Horbri RBtAT BEBRIERATIPEG N BB IIBIEL ceil(x) 2 ) EECRE KB, IR IFIA/NT x B /NES.
AT B AR 2058 59038 1 92D S WISCIRMB AR OGRS AR W1 ST B Bk M 00N 75 5K B 2l 11 B0
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AR, AR RCR A A . SR G N, AT DU N B S S R A RO, AT S A

PUR P, 2 4y Bk AN PR W SC G
B, AT AT EELS ER R AT EEL, RS ERLRA LB IR K L a4
/= mod(i(f; (i, j)),ceil(M/4)j+10, ©9)

b j ONHHAT BERER VPG M NEBRIAT L. 13305 BRLACH S KR P BT R — 2D I 84k .
3.2. RERMEBEEE

BOE “UGE D TEARE R Z50(6), BAMBIRIMARSL(S), ERKEN AMN {5, B AT 5
MN ANECEACR KN M < N (RERE S ¢ R FHEAT B3, 135 4 DK M x N 1) 4RI
A,B,C,D, wmARA0)FIR.

S =reshape(Y (1: MN),M,N),

A= reshape(mod floor (¥ (1: MN)x10°),256), M, N )

B:reshape(mod (floor (¥ (MN +1:2MN)x10°), 256),M,N), (10)
C:reshape(mod ﬂoor (2MN +1:3MN)x10°), 256),M,N),

D= reshape(mod(ﬂoor( (3MN +1: 4MN)><106),256),M,N),

H S HTEGGENETHFMEE, A,B ATy #, C,.DRHTHM .

s

HIN: KA MxN BIHCEB P

fith: KN M xN B SCEB T

Step 1. FIFH B SCEUE P HIWA A B B W1 /3B %5 40 o K B SCIEME P AN SHA-256 #5073 2K
256 bit EFIFH) 7 , A2 32 A 8 bit ] Hash {H, &N K,K,, -+, K, » 18R 1)A RS BHSCH KT
hhy, oo by FREER2)EHIMER R, 1R H 25, w,,d, p,t -

K. .\, ®K,
hi: 2(171;-;6 2:, i=1---16 (11)
d= di+h dy+h di+h d,+h p= piths pythe py+hy pothy
2 727 27 2 ] 272 7 27 2 ] a2
= hth Lthg by +hy, 5 _Zythythy W :W0+h15+h16.
272 20 2 7 3 7 3

Step 2. % FUISCEIE P, iBit A H EATLBIRBIOSK, S0 SRR, WARA3)
Fis, AR EG .

B(i[L.2,-.N])=P(i,ysf (N.1)), i=1,2,---,M. (13)

Step 3. AT BEAEIG P, Wi ARO)HHEEIIAB KB IH K, S ERIER, AR314)
Fi, AEELEG P .

B([12M],j)=R(vsf (ML), ), j =12+ N (14)
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Step 4. @It BT A A MRE LR, TR RS(5), BBTFIUE, HEH AR M xN
(ke S, 4,B,C,D , WA= 10)His.
Step 5. XTEGLEG P, SRR HMKE S AT AR AT HE T, 152 bR D, A K15 P,
i=12, M, sort( ) NHEFEE, HEEEZE .
[~,index1] = sort(S(i,:)),
(15)
Jg(i,[l,z,---,N])=Pz(i,indexl).

Step 6. Xf EELEIE £, Xt S ARSI, RRIRSIMNE, mAKXAeMR, =12, N, #HIEK

[~.index2] = sort(S(:, /).
(16)
R([1,2,--,M], j) = P, (index2, /).

Step 7. FIFHERE A, B % BHLEMR R HEATXURAT AT BB BEHR U , T3y Bod R A
A~
IEmyEERES, W Fi=12 M,

U,(i,j)=mod(R(i, j)+ A(i, j)+ R(i, j +1),256),j =1,2,--,N -1, ,
U, (i,N)=mod(R(i,N)+ A(i,N )+255,256). an
}iﬁ*ﬁﬁ&%’%ﬂij’ X‘j‘ﬂ:i:MaM_l,"'al ’
U(i,j)=mod(U, (i, j)+B(i,j)+U, (i, j—1),256),j = N,N —1,---,2,
(18)
U (i,1) =mod(U, (i,1)+ B(i,1) +255,256).

Step 8. F A FE C,D Xf U U d3E47 XA Fl 3% ALy 845 20 % SCRG r, F3R A #od 72 A X
(19)~Q20)FT 7~ .
Ry g e, T j=12,--,N,

T,(i,j) =mod(U (i, j) + C (i, j) + U (i +1,/),256),i =1,2,--- .M —1, (19)
T,(M,j)=mod(U(M,j)+C(M,j)+255256).
SR, 0T =N, N =11,
=mod(7, (i, j)+ D(i,j)+U, (i—1,/),256),i=M M —1,---,2,
(20)
mod(T(l 7)+D(1,)+255,256).

ISR e, HIERIEE SRR NI W R, AT LG AR AR
3.3. INBEER

IR LS Lena. Baboon. Peppers, WiE RAIBHEHN z, =0.22,w, =057, RASEN
d =[0.81,0.84,0.76,0.69]; p =[0.52,0.27,0.93,0.16];¢ =[0.44,0.39,0.67,0.83] , £ 3 Jin 2 A0 A 255 48 116 I A A 1
PR 7 s, @~ AR, (O~ONECER, (9~0)AIERE 1 &
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Figure 7. Experimental results of image encryption
7. B IERBER

4. HEES TR
4.1. BXGiHHE

FLATRIAMHR R0 GE 7k, T VA S SR P B e PR (R, BT
AR T A REE B S — BRI B SRR A B BRI B B 59045,
LB, A RS AREUS T /BT . #0 A SOFHRH OB % R4 2] Lena, Baboon
1 Peppers B3R DA B SRR IO BT, 4551 8 . HURED 8 B, ELW L BRALA 195)
(RS, TS (0 L7 PR AR 0t R P BB ) R 07 LS 5 02
e —WRRREAR, SOTEMN [ =1 n o EIRIIAAN g =1 n s (FRIR Hy: FEAKH
B SR, i - S Y E  ey a-1i 2 .

i=1 &
T EE RN M N 1) 8 LR REEETN E, R B T7 BT &SR A I £, TR A
N g =g=MN[256,i=0,---,255 . HEBEVEKT o, M P{y* 2 22 (n-1)}=a» B 27 < 22 (n—1) BHHE
W% H,y o BREMEKF o 5 0.01, 0.05, 010, 42, (255)=310.457, z2.5(255)=293.247 ,
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Z0.(255)=284.335. 115 Lena, Baboon Fil Peppers B3 EUG LL K % SC UG o2 Goitefl, g55n+k 2
TN
3000 T 1200
2500 r 7 1000 4
2000 1 800 ]
1500 - 1 600 ]
1000 - 1 400 ]
500 - g 200 i
0 0
0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200 250 300
(a) Lena 1L EH 7 (b) Lena % X H 5
3000 1200 T T T . .
2500 1 1 1000
2000 | 800
1500 1 600
1000 — 400
500 + f 200
0 0
0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200 250 300
(c) Baboon 3CH /5 K (d) Baboon % X H 7 E
3000 T T 1200
2500 - b 1
2000 H 1
1500 A 4
1000 1
500 1 1
0
0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200 250 300
(e) Peppers BI XL EH 7 () Peppers % 3L H 77K
Figure 8. Histogram analysis of plaintext and ciphertext images
8. A EGFE N EGNERE S
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Table 2. Chi square test results
F2. FHKELER

K14 Lena Baboon Peppers
B3 1.58024 x 10° 1.87598 x 10° 1.38836 x 103
15’8 237.6465 270.8125 273.6191

7 2 4950, 3 ANISCER I o2 Gt R IBUE I KT 2 (255) , AR E BRI 2 Goit &
THEAE/ANT 22 (255),00 =0.01,0.05,0.1, FIAKRTEIX 3 FHBZEAKT R, 3 AN SCEE I EDT EIXE 5
orAie bR T EBE DSBS, TR S SRR BR Z A . — iy, BISCEBAEKT . EH.
TE X A RS £ 75 1) b AR 4145 2R At 1) 150 B A DR R A DR, 170 85 S PR AR A &A% 3R A ) SR TR 39
RIS AR FE LR R PR L EL 6000 X AHABMIMEER 2, ICHKEEEA (v, ),i =1, N, W&

w={u,} M E v ={v,} AKX RLE r, TEEARQD)~Q) U, TH I SCEHR A SR 1AH O R 5L
WA 30 HIEE 3 AR, WIS AR AR R AR SC IR 0, 1T SRR AR AR R AR SSMEHRIE T 0, JEAUTE

FHIRAE
\/iv(\/i cov(u,v :%g(x.—E(u))(yi—E(v)) 20
D)= Yo~ Ew))s Ew) =D, @)

i=

Table 3. Correlation coefficient between adjacent pixels of plaintext image and ciphertext image

3. A EGME X EGRRMGERNEXRY

1z K EIH TEXHf Jt £
Lena X 0.987950 0.970747 0.967985 0.968091
Lena % X —0.007119 —0.002071 0.018741 —0.013085
Baboon i3 0.752005 0.864266 0.733154 0.725095
Baboon % 3 0.004918 -0.001829 —0.002690 —0.006558
Peppers B S 0.982332 0.976975 0.971109 0.967218
Peppers L —0.005856 —0.001264 —0.002762 0.008542
4.2. HAHU

B R N B SR B AR BB R B . ARG s TR, BRI SR R S
BU, DA DRt S BURPE VP58 5 A R R AR R (NPCR) 48— 4384k 58 (UAC) Fl
S8R A 5R B (BACT) = /NS HOR T i . NPCR KR il I 25 UG 2 B8 AU L s, UACT Ros il
I UG 2 AR BRI P &, 1R BACT 7R BRI N 25 R 2 [ AR AN /N G B b~ 3578 A4 588 5 11 B
B, HitsE AT 2% Cik[1]. NPCR. UACI Ml BACI 38 HIEE 7518 99.6094%. 33.4635%FH1
26.7712%. BLLLK/INR 512 x 512 ] Lena. Baboon Fl Peppers 2K 5 G N, X AR TN 5 k3047 %
PRI M7 o« X CA ISR 2, B3 10719, d,, p,,t, B3 1071, 4SS — B SO I 2 J5 1)
B R NPCRY UACK M BACL, 2554055 4 Bz, AT LLE H NPCR. UACI A1 BACI il A 15
Pem B A, REAA IR K I S A R (0 B U
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Table 4. Sensitivity analysis results when the key change amount is 10716

F 4. BPARTERN 10 FEBMEIITER

febr Lena (%) Baboon (%) Peppers (%) IR E(%)
NPCR 99.6094 99.6109 99.6166 99.6094
2, UACI 33.4803 33.4332 33.4404 33.4635
BACI 26.7742 26.7853 26.7240 26.7712
NPCR 99.6147 99.5975 99.6105 99.6094
d, UACI 33.5587 33.5084 33.5034 33.4635
BACI 26.8245 26.7588 26.7766 26.7712
NPCR 99.5911 99.6071 99.6101 99.6094
)2 UACI 33.5180 33.4949 33.4827 33.4635
BACI 26.8086 26.8084 26.7685 26.7712
NPCR 99.6117 99.6052 99.6181 99.6094
t UACI 33.4383 33.5206 33.4908 33.4635
BACI 26.8400 26.7996 26.8487 26.7712
4.3. BIA=IH

BRI R AR S SRS RS PR G B Y1 BOZ L0 K, T 7T DA 2
XIS R T, BRI T Jy 128 o AL AN B SOE M B YIA 2, pt, Sz, 0 B 1
ZIGSREAA, T d, p,e B 4 A5k MU 4.2 B IR BT H, JORE ) 2, AN R
1076, 91 d, pr AN SY B BN SO R 1071, R AR ST R Ok A0 9 D 2 B K
1%4mw@wy4mﬂ&@wyFb&@mﬂzww,@ﬁ$n%,%umyﬁﬁﬁm@%M%ﬁ&
R AR B ) i

4.4. FASCHIRAE

BH SCRBURRAE 23 A A2 i 15 P [R]— %85 AR 85 22 il S N B PR AN B SC U, A3 20PN AE R 3 S, ERE
XA ST UG ) 22 0 o G0 SRX AN 3 SCEMRIR ZE 080K, TIIRR 12 BR324t B A 0 1 W Sl
BAECLR/NA 512 % 512 B Lena. Baboon #1 Peppers 2K B BG 5, Xt A SC AN 28 J7 63047 W SCBU M
(534, R BISC MR AT a8 43 2 % SRR 1, FFRENLE I SCER I 1 ME R AL BUEZ B R S, &
ey 1, M E—2 X AT N %15 205 B 2, tHEZSCER 1 s SC B4 2 1) NPCR. UACI
FBACI, sEEgbfanse s fiam. W LLEH NPCR. UACI Al BACI (Ml E ¥ B B IR, RIIA
SCHE SRR A R R B SO, R DU RO R ZE 5 Bty o RS X0 3 R TE RS B S - S50,
FH T A W SCRBURR A iR T BORH LA A ST B8 SO e R T A0, e DA o 4 1 s A HE R e FL At %5 5. I HLA
SCEBUR A A Bt TE VR I ARG O A 3 1 B S S SR AR S I BE TR AE o DR G0 in % R0V R A A A
HEHT O B S AR B I S

Table 5. Plaintext sensitivity analysis results

5. AXHRMEDER

izt Lena (%) Baboon (%) Peppers (%) HILE (%)
NPCR 99.6095 99.6142 99.5998 99.6094
UACI 33.4917 33.4832 33.4071 33.4635
BACI 26.8011 26.7792 26.7743 26.7712
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4.5. WM

BESCIUBE S HT B E S W 3 SO BEMG R AR VNI, A TR 1 PR 5 TR 4 I SC MR I 22 501 R
XA B ST EUR I Z B, MIFR 1% G B0 3R G0 B A BT 3% SCRUBE M - LK/ 512 % 512 (1 Lena.
Baboon #l1 Peppers K5 EG B, St AR SC 1 02 77 1L AT 5 SCREUBE 1) 2 b, X6t B SC BBk A7 n 2 15 3
B, FERENLERCE SCEE L 1 AME RS, ORI R SUE, R EN 1, RS
TR EAF RIS MR 2, THEBISCENR 1 FESCEME 2 (1) NPCR. UACI Al BACI, SE3a 45 R Wi 6 fio.
AL H NPCR. UACI Hl BACT (¥ S50 B e M EE AR, A SCHR H A B0 L I 0 11 235 S ik
PE, AT LA R g £ % S8t

Table 6. Ciphertext sensitivity analysis results

6. mMXHRMEDER

fok Lena Baboon Peppers
DR 1B/ % BB H/% TR 1B/ % BB H/% DR 1B/ % BB H/%
NPCR 99.6136 99.6094 99.6214 99.6094 99.6152 99.6094
UACI 28.8875 28.6237 28.2534 27.8429 309176 30.9762
BACI 21.0134 21.3216 20.1898 20.6225 23.1317 23.2168

4.6. 5B

EEM ST EBRERRATEN., BN, EERER, AR, KEEERER Rl
Ky ATRUE BB o X L=256 (AKRZRENLIES, 588 H BARKE 8. E&MERMITHEA Y

L-1
H==) plog,p, » i L ZREGIOKEMBEEL  p, FomRKE i IR 53 50T HSCEE Lenas

Baboon Hll Peppers A & K HAH R & SC BRI B, SPRIT& 7, WU H# SCERBR S B A
FEHBOLRENL R B RS B 8, EWRE B OSCHIBEMUYE RUANER € P, s R G 2 ki, T A
ROBARTUE 25 I B RS 73 i o

Table 7. Experimental results of information entropy
= 7. [ERIESIINLE

Lena B3¢ Lena %30 Baboon B3¢ Baboon % Peppers B3 Peppers % X
7.445568 7.999308 7.357949 7.999283 7.571478 7.999353

4.7. MEREXTEE

PLA/IN 256 x 256 A1 512 x 512 [ Lena G B, Xt EEAS SCHEAIZ 2 Rk 4 FhELIE1S 3 10 % S
FGHERELE R, 3k 8 fIZk 9 Fiom. MR T E R, ACHEIE SR Bk LA Tk E IR T is 45 R .
4.8. INBMBERE

HH— &M E AMD & 5-3550H. 16G WA A MATLAB R2017a 18 5 St A SC )0
B MR UG KN A 256 x 256,  FHASIE HO2 87 25 B SC RS 100 R, e BN FER, SR BCF
YO, RPN 0.5139 s, T AH N i 25 P Y38 fE N 0.4870 s 31X ik B 5y LA B H i n a8 1 fie
R, ] T SERR A PR .

DOI: 10.12677/sa.2025.145133 155 gt FE 5N


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2025.145133

RS, M HRA

Table 8. Comparison of cipher performance results for Lena images with a Size of 256 x 256

2 8. KA 256 x 256 B Lena BGZE T M RELE SR XTEL

i N FHR R EL

Rk NPCR (%) UACI (%) 5 50

7K FHH EXTH
A 99.604691 33.491189 7.997226 0.008314 0.000056 -0.017331
SCHR[4] 99.612366 33.477064 7.997479 -0.026234 —0.009887 —0.006287
SCHR[S] 99.610474 33.798463 7.603058 0.023834 -0.012035 —0.005798
SCHR[15] 99.612656 33.475881 7.997125 -0.003917 -0.003496 -0.019516
CHR[17] 99.608459 33.486934 7.997075 -0.017735 0.020275 0.004567

Table 9. Comparison of cipher performance results for Lena images with a Size of 512 x 512

22 9. KA 512 x 512 BY Lena BEl& M ELE RXTEL

Rk NPCR (%) UACI (%) ¥y MRAH

K EH EXT A
AR 99.609665 33.478715 7.999308 —0.002652 —0.008136 —0.003647
SCHR[4] 99.608021 33.459501 7.999267 0.021702 0.026257 0.031013
SCHR[8] 99.610535 33.469607 7.491935 —0.002245 0.009089 0.006437
SCHR[15] 99.608170 33.465217 7.999322 —0.009831 0.010076 0.007293
SCHR[17] 99.609688 33.456008 7.999185 —0.001069 —0.012652 —0.009815

5. &g

AR A UGE e AR E B R Y, R s TN s i R4 I HAEUE
EHIRAE T %3 ) KRG AAN R ARIERE . HZ 0 IR R G i s R BE AL 21l 1
SP800 FEALEU I, FTIZBEHLFFIBLT 7 — DR RGN E L. ZEEBREPNBL HBrBOR
FIBISC BB AR 3K FE AR BEAT — 6 G L Y 2 T A B 0 I AT FI ELAL,  IFdi sl 7y R g v R
FPRBEAT 88 — R AL T HEFP RAT I E AL . 28 B BOE T 00 I3l 1 R e AL I BEHLFP 91 93 il 5t B B AT 513
ATHEAL N A B A, 2 BRAF AT IR S A P RS 1 B RSO R . SRIR s /R, %M
FRA KK EYIA N, RSP URYE . WISCBURYE AN U YE, SR B ARA I RS
e, FTUALARGRPUE Wl Zo B, EEESCBGR MSc sy, RAA I R athge, T H T RE
BERIIR . RT3 1 0 B0 T RGHE R S JIX AT — A Lyapunov $8¥ONIE, fERXLES i
H, RGAEABIRTEER, W R AR AT 2 0 ml e Vi Bl LA R VR SR 1 2 T A (AR A R — A
EAFEE— LW TR, Ay BEAE DU AR T A AT DU X — [

E&WE

TR Feh 5 N SE R 70 3 4 (No. 2023A1515030199)% BhI H .
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