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Abstract
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propose a novel grayscale image encryption algorithm. The algorithm takes the two-dimensional
Arnold chaotic map as its core, utilizing the SHA-256 hash value of the plain image to dynamically
adjust the map’s parameters and initial values, thereby achieving a high degree of association be-
tween the key and the plain image. Based on chaotic sequences driving the Moore scanning curve,
adaptive scrambling indices are generated to permute the spatial positions of image pixels, effectively
disrupting the spatial neighborhood correlations among pixels. Dynamic DNA encoding and opera-
tion rules are introduced, where chaotic sequences randomly determine the combination modes of
DNA addition, subtraction, XOR, and XNOR operations to perform diffusion operation on the scram-
bled image, achieving deep confusion of pixel gray values. The algorithm’s performance is thoroughly
analyzed and validated through metrics such as chi-square test, correlation coefficient, information
entropy, and differential attack and so on. Experimental results show that the cipher image produced
by the encryption algorithm exhibits uniform grayscale distribution, with adjacent pixel correlation
coefficients, information entropy, and key/plaintext sensitivity indices all closely approximating the-
oretical values. The algorithm effectively resists statistical analysis attacks, brute-force attacks, and
differential attacks, etc.

Keywords

image Encryption, Arnold Chaotic Map, Moore Scanning Curve, DNA Encoding

Copyright © 2026 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 518

BEABCTAIAC, B OGO M (5 B A% 552 0 3 28k, Tz B T BT 2 W, ZEFEeE
Ml AE KA NFBAAME B 2 RE 5. SRR, 2L fr 0 RS B & 2 R %A5 B 53 BUR
BERSEEL 2, REEGE A SN2t SRS S FOEN AR . T
BEAEAHMR R B RS0 B B RSF B Ry, ARG EE n# 53% DES. RSA S8 A& £ B G hn &

PEL AR R A B AR G B O BEALPE A P 1t L3l 7122 AT N 5 WS 2 BT SR VRV 5 4 AU U e i 3
A, BUREE TR RS RGNS Fk 452 50k, H i S s b ge 5 S T 5 [2)-[5] -

2% (B 4 il 2 m] ARG s g 4 4 BRI R — MBI T A, A BRI B SC R RS R S R A B
W, BT 2 R T UG E L, bohn R Reseil 7y T BHE B AL AR #EZigzagi (6], VIEHH[7], &H
FATAT RN ) G B LI Stk ZigzagHIH6[8] [9]. /0T LA ER 11, IR AR bR 2 2R Gt T DA 44 i 2 )3
7R, ZRMLEA SN BACERREE, TTH RGN R ELEE . Stk A
153 T3 70 it 22 A2 Hilbert f1 22 [10]-[12], AR SCRI I SC[13]#4) 3 (I AR bR B R G AR i o — 22 (R E e it 2%,
BiMooref A fi 2k, FEA T &N SRR E LR . Moored T $ i 2 /5 N Hilbertd 4 ih & 10— Fh AR 1,
BT 0RO R A4 Rk [, Re gt — 4L RIGR S a h— e &, HARKRE 2 2 RSB K R .
N T H R Moored =14 i 48 B AL MG IR, At T e R R kAR, ot T — R S SO A
FHORH EE N SR, R T “—BE—2%7 s8R,

B EUGIN 25 AR R, B TR R G0 5 HA B A 25 & 1) UG OIN 25 51 H 25 BON I AL 84 5 . DNA
Haldis FAHRASE 7 FAEMF T ENURE AT LS A 1), 80 k) b SR ER RS OC & DL R
FIDNAIZ HHNAT i A8 5, BA T EVERE S G675 B S FFEREAR SR, (AR MG & 43

DOI: 10.12677/sa.2026.155108 75 it 5N


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2026.155108
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

WA E R KRR S, 456 TR RS IDNAY G 5 1) B GIN% FE S 740 B Bns e ae[14]-[17].
SC[1A]5E T — el & DNAGw Iz 5 5 TR T R A 0 BRI k. %07 ERIFSHA-3 Bk A s S EIE
PIRGAAE BN AS R EVRTE R A WIUR S, I3 98 S0 B SO BURR s dd VR 3R 4 26 i) Dy B L
J7 B BT A5 2 [ S SR G e 46 (O DNAJFP F1 kA7 18 55 DA K R B BLERAE, T E— 2D 38T 1 028 B ) %
FABURYE, REA RGN 55 2880t Goit Bl Ry ki o SC[L5]4 TR T 41 SRS i sh A P R, i
i YRV 7 41 11 DNAGR D 5 38 SR, 3958 T N % 22 A Ve e . SC[16]45 &Rt R ZURIDNA
FR, 1R T — PR IR UGN 2 S . s R S v SR SC A Y DNAG B R B (1 DB R B
[RIBEES, JRH 2P VR R G A B B . N FE il I DNAR B IZ LB, HUS TR %
2, B RERPU G ZE 0BG LGt o i B SR 2 Mg . SC[L7)E B G BeA U S IR
LWL, KRR T — NSRRI RS, IR45 A DNAG I IE F AR BT — AN AR R AF 0 UGN Ty

%o

ARICH HIERL Moore AR IE R AL B EEL, DNA Zifidic FIG R KB EY B K —4E Arnold
R RGN R OSRENLIEARZS &, R — Mo AR S MR N ik A0 Bl RN Tk h % 1 5 W]
SCEIRIR G 5 QRSO AR 40 B LR AR [ 5 M AR T A8 2 T AR DG DA K B — T HIR AR AR e AN 2
S, ASCRIER AT 2 A AE. 1) MEE Y - BIORRESLE: AR BSOS A E s A2 IE Arnold
SRS YIRME, BRSPS AR SRR A . 2) Bt BE N ERLHNG . Beih 7S IO R
Moore F#H 12k, #4)ie FI&E R AG R AL B B LT % . 3) I B DNA FHUE L. 51 X34 DNA %
PSS, 0 BELS R REIATY 8, RTINS Sk i 2 i ge.

2. XA
2.1. =% Arnold B HBRET
2 1) Arnold IS CURRA ISR ) /& — i sE CFE — 4R B FRTE T2 =[0,1)x[0,1) L AyiRit R 5e[18], H:

P A (2):
[Xm-lj:[l 1][anmod 1’n:O,1’2,..._ (1)
yn+l 1 2 yn

WL R IR TR, BT U T 8 BB R R A BB AL, (H R WU 2 P ERAR,
TSP O T $RT L A, KA B E B O, B SIAPINSLISE S 5 a M b SRy
KRGS H 6], IR P EA 5w AU, HE) 1 =4 Arnold BRI 2(2):

Xn+1 1 a Xn
= mod ,n=0,1,2,- 2
Yot b 1+ab)ly,

HAPHIMA %0, ¥, €(0,1)» %@, beR . ZWIHKIITHI det(A)=1, FIFERZIRIARA. 1ZW 25582
TRIMAT R, EREIFA X, y, } FARAIOERENLIE . X IGE AN S8 o Ut IRE & T 2R el
BB 21 BT UGN Sk (4] RN S b, AZ WU BIVIIRME Xy, y, M ARG S Ha, b WA SN .
N T SRS WA SRR S, R A SC B Y SHA-256 75 (X AN B SR T8 1E, E ke — B —5% 7

MUEh AP, AT 52 3R T+ SRR 22 2 Moy A L RN e 56 W] SO Ll F g

2.2. Moore $3iph%k

Moore F=$f i £ 72 1900 4 t 407 2 Moore $i¢ H 1) — R4k Jo A2 ) — 42 (a3 78 ih 26, J& T Hilbert
T b 2 (0 R AR A, HAH S SCELREAE AT BR [X 3 N it #—E  BRA Jo X8 U 1 7 5 T A 0 AR A
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Rt T DUR TR G I BT 15 3 . Hilbert 4214 il 28 o7 38 i £ 5 R kAR B0 52 B, 10 Moore 4514 i 28 mT

F Hilbert 3346 il 2k AT A4 AS 2 H n 0 H3 (K Moore i L IAL B R SIEFFC A M, WM AT

AR N -1 o BER I Hilbert i ZGAOAT B R SIMFE H 1331, FUR R AU WA 50(3)~(4) [13]
Step 1. IEfAAK(3), A5 n-14 Hilbert HRHHIEH ,, »

H2_ 1 4 1H2k+1_

Hoo rot90(H, r) Ak RERE H 8B £HER: r<90°,  fliplr (H) SEIUAERE H 1076 45 BHE .
Step 2. LA (4) £ n & Moore FHHEREFE M, » XTRL 1~4 22513 ¥) Moore =148 Hh £ 7353 4 [+
1(a)~(d).

H, +4" H,. +2x4"
k=12--,n-2. ©)
rot90( fIipIr(H2k )3) H2Tk +3x4*

rot90( H,.. ,1)+ 4 rot90( Hoo, 3) +2x4™!

2|1

: (4)

rot90(HZH,1) rot90(H2n,l,3)+3><4“’1

(a) resolution 1 (b) resolution 2

(a) 7 HFR 1 (b) 73 #E% 2
e Bl mmmn BN AR mmmn B mmm]
[ | l_j [ | L.I o '.J l"'l I"J I..I J I.J
N &g M| AT AITAS
| | { i N -
M| | _ L il mimimdimirn
il u i B L L L i
| | | | PRI A
e e L L
e [ R ldh
[ | I | T H SR PSR H
L L M| fandf==11 IF==00 DR N0 AT TAs!
1 ] LIy
M| L mllmimlimlm i i
] rMirm 1 TSR
1 TTETTIT1 ] fandiazliasilandiazilad aslies]
[ NPy [ W -

(c) resolution 3 (d) resolution 4

(c) %3 (d) ¥z 4

Figure 1. Moore scanning curves

[ 1. Moore 133#iph%k

23.DNAEIBEEHE

2.3.1. DNA Zmig#n|

DNA PUABRIE A A (BIE08). T (Fliming). G (SIEme)F C (fRILMNE). DNA 4fdilidfs — ik
IR RS DU R BE RS, K e 00, 01, 10 il 11 (SR-F3EHI% 0, 1, 2, 3)%FREFIPURGH
SEHATARS . HRHE Watson-Crick FAMUU, DNA BRIEA 8 il DUSCHEHOSHT0 . ARSI, W3 1 [19].
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Table 1. DNA encoding and decoding rules
3= 1. DNA 4rAgFnfRag M|

o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
00 A A T T C C G G
11 T T A A G G C C
01 C G C G A T A T
10 G C G C T A T A

2.3.2. DNA ZE M
DNA IZH AR L. Wik, SefFESEEEEN, Wk 2. & 3. InEHEE+S DNA BHEF S5 —id
NA,, WRHE e BRSNS HE RN, ARG in. BHRAERE, REBEHLE.

+r=1
—r=2
A= ®,r=3 ®)
o, r=4
Table 2. DNA addition and subtraction operation
= 2. DNA IERASEEH
+ A T G C A T G C
A A T G C A A C G T
T T G C A T T A C G
G G C A T G G T A C
C C A T G C C G T A
Table 3. DNA XOR and XNOR operation
7 3. DNA 7.\ RizH
® A T G C O] A T G C
A T T G C A T A C G
T A A C G T A T G Cc
G G C A T G C G T A
C C G T A C G C A T

2.3.3. TS DNA BH

FEE G RE R, WSS AR 2 A B R TR R G0 2E B DNA G, fihis L RS SR, U aT LA
i%ﬁﬁibu%}ﬁ?fﬂﬁﬁ%%ﬁ PTG FEN 2 et AL DNA bR A S — 5 — A5 (rT ke
ML HIN] 1~8), 1ZHHNRH A HEHN], S B SCRRE—A DNA Jatish % FH B AL )32 R .

3. MZ|EE

AR SR E B S BT MZ 0T, BELEEXNER T RA B TRLE S
W Tl AR EUGER AR EAE BBt &, SEILW SO TR PR I = B 0 . R &N Moore 34
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W &

it 2t B8 St 2 1A B AL s A B —4E Arnold Vil it A2 % BV 5 DNA B SR 741, FF51 N DNA %
iz S0k BEL B R BT I HRAME, BRI % BRI R E 2 fox, BAOPIREHE Step
1~Step 7.

: B SCSHA-2561 7 _i
! |
| T hD SR A 25 & T R HiskH
| VIR | 1B IE%EH DNAIZ & 51 :
: a,b,ilfg,yo a,b,xo,yo |
I
| mt)\ 4k ArnoldB T DNA% TS, JZ5. 76T ||
! |
l e ] B | pypEHLR
| XY JFHIXLY1 !
e ., J

Figure 2. Flow diagram
2. WizE

Step 1. EAKERIGE P (K/ANAL=MxN), H% reshape ¥/t P &Y , KENL . @il
K@) 5T fH-
T =mod (sum(V),139)+111 (6)

T B T T Moore i 2R B ELEE, (R RGBE R BMEIKBTUSUEE, WEH
TR A A T S R AR TN R PR AP RE B AT

Step 2. i#id 2.2 WM ZEE R Moore FHHH IR IIHERE S , KA 2" % 2", Hodin e 2" x2" > L
/N EBH, Bln=ceil(log, L) » BRI ceil (x) iR BIA/NT X i/ MES. HIT SR#rERmAiE, Jf
H & S SE A /N R RO B B L. B S Fefb Ry —4Em s SV, SV KT LR ESR, FT
) L AN e R HIRA RIS, 85)1,2, L— D E#e, idkind, FHLLERLKEBEE.

N TR EALEA BERNE, ARG RN E ST LS SRR R Z R E X, Moore $14
BTt ERLENERS, KRV RIETTE T MEBRE, R, SREFWEVL . REREE RS ind,
MVIFBEHEREOCER, FRMREidAV2, BAR(T):

v2(i)=Vvi(ind(i)),i=12,L )

Step 3. K 4 Arnold YR i i 5 (8) K A VR 41
o A L

yn+1 b 1+ab yn
W RIAMBE ¥ N a=33,b=19.17,x,=05,y,=0.5. ¥4E, il SHA-256 M4y ed /T Wl SC &
%, £33 64 /> 16- M A ET I K, K, Ky, » R ARV ER K, Ky, Ky, K, » HE—2 5 A 20 (10) %)
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SR PIHHTIZIE, R EI5 W SCHRII S a,b, X, ¥, -

64
Z K16><(i—l)+j +t0 1 64

k=J1 {2 %Y'K.i=1234 9
! 100 ° 64; : o

a=a+k,
b=b+k,,
X, =mod (X, +Kj,1), (10)
Yo =mod(y, +k,,1).
Step 4. FHIRIEBLGT(8) A BIRTEF A (X, Y 1k =01+, T, -+, L+T =1}, FITFHIINE% SERI Py BEHLAK
JEEFFFIM DNA F41), Z5KEMENY HOLE. Pt T ME, KRR LAMEE R i
X = (X e X 2} =Y e Yorr )+ I ARALY AL XY FybyBEHLIR R R SIS S0 51 XL YL,
F81 XLV 2 34T R R AEAS 217 4IV3 . V3 =bitxor (XLV 2) -
X1=mod( floor (X x10**),256),Y1=mod|( floor (¥ x10**),256) (12)
Step 5. I A AXNRIEFS] X, Y FEAT LB/ E] DNA BN FSE , KENAL .
E(1:L) =mod( floor (X (1:L)x10*),4)+1,
E(L+1:2L)=mod|( floor (Y (1:L)x10%),4)+1,

(12)
E(2L+1:3L)=mod|( floor (X (1:L)x10),4)+1

E(3+1:4L)=mod| floor (Y (1:L)x10°),4)+1.

Step 6. 1 DNA gufd Nl 1 % V3 i T9miy, 53] MN 17 4 ZIf¥) DNA JwidHifEv 4, FHHsiisk

JE ) F TG AR AM AT N B SR AD e B PL o K 25 EH U Y LVEME [R] 1Y) DNA 4afi, 7351 4M 47 N 31 1) g fidsE
FEY2 . Kl E EBrHES R AM 4T N ZIR94EFE EL, B DNA S350 AN 2 3 (13) % g A4 s PLATY 2 52
Jitizh 7 DNA E5, 73%] DNA FEFEQ .

Q(L1)=PL(LL)Agy, Y2(L ),

QL) =PLL ) Agyy ;) Y2(L §)Agyy QL J-1), j=2:N,

Q(i,1) = PL(i,1) Ay 1Y 2(1,2) Agy; QI -L11),i = 2:4M,

Qi J)=PL(i, j) Ay 2(i, 1) Agyi Q1. i -1), j=2:M,i=2:4M.

Step 7. Kt DNA Zafid 4 RE Q FHHTHEZI N MN 17 4 ZIFIHFE QL, I DNA fERDELN 3 HEAT RIS, SR)f5
A BRI IR N 0~255 2 a1 10-BEHI %, 753 MN 2 H & Q2 , fJrf# AR NI M 1T
N 71 E S KB C .

4. HESRESMERES

SIS AE AT EHLEC B 4 Windows 11, 7 MATLAB R2023a V& b k4T EIG a5 S0 i 256
UK FEZE KR Lena. Bridge. Cameraman, MAESEK K4 Tire. Pout. Coins 1/ENHSCENR, fia Al
fa gt Rl 3 fon. WSCEMG A 3(a)~(d), ZSCEMGaE 3(e)~(h), Mz EIGmE 33)~(), ZIIE,
fil s U5 B SCEE se A — 8 TR Ja 1) MR S 2 AR LI 7, e dr BRI SCEE A5 2,
FRMPR R, FIELREMRE,

(13)
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W &

SiEs i

(e) cameraman %% & 1%

(g) coins IN%F

(d) tire 5% (hy tire HnE P2 (1) tire AR IR

Figure 3. The simulation experiment results
Bl 3. FEXBRER

41. EHFES
B EREGHEANKESRCET N 0~255) KGR ES K, H T EMG i K BEAE R AL
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MEITE TG T AN, EEOKEAE RS TH R ENRENL, AFE rE R, AT R A R
BT ETEMG T 8et. E 4T ERT Lena 5 Tire 780105 1 5 B 5 B 4047 o 7 B oy LA b U 5¢
|, Lena Fll Tire I WISCIEE K B AT BN BN, BAT W I GE g AR KR AL s 1710 3 SCIRMR (M A A9 A1
WAL N¥I5T, BT R M2 T P40 XX LERE, a7 S A ) E SRR BT R
51, BeA RO G IR A R O GETHRFIE, T SE A DR BB A5 B 22 42 Dk — 20 g & 20 m 1S R
HESCEBIES AT BNz R, AR Pearson  y® Rt 9935 (1 22 B HEAT HUE _E 43 B

(a) Lena ML (b) Lena Z XX K%

(c) Tire BICEE (d) Tire % 1%
Figure 4. Histograms
4. BERFE

R E R PP EE AR AT S L S BEN LI AT RS, AT T IR N 3 S0 B SCGe vH e P (R AR
FERE o BRARA I SR P A (K B S EME N B SRR A RAAIE, BT SR 7 e B e SR
XTSI GE T U B o BOER I B Z KT @ = 0.05 , fRIRER Y H, « BIBIKIE 2(0~255) ) b
ARG LI 0T BB H, « BRI (0~255) I SEFR AT AT S 9 21 70 AT o 5 TH AR BIRRI7(E
TG FHE 305255 = 293.247 , MIESZIRBL, BB ATFT 510 A0 R FELE SR [ 20]

Xt BISC MR BEAT I, AR B B # SRR, 0l ge vk WIS 5 SR 2 KL% 0~255 1SR i
DUIREL Py, Pyees Poss » ARSI AT RO ERIE S e kit $5MEA A4)THE R RITE 42 .

VN, S (ne)

e= 256' _iz (14)
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A0k A 1 B S S 5 3 S R R T X EE 4 T, 6 MR B 1 B SR DT (b T 104~108
B, WA TIRAE 2205255 =293.247 , S W B SCEMGOK B2 o3 A A PR B i FE3 S M. TIN5 J5 1)
MG R TR LE 230~260 X[H], BI/NFIGSHE 42,255, L2 R B H, » B SCERG KB 4
RRFEII S04, BB SCRENE BRI IR A SC R R FE ge vt B, B dnguit ot detine /1, )
A RHAR S T 2 B Ay A (R B0 0 A F B

Table 4. Comparison of Chi-square values between plain image and cipher image

4. X SEXEG R EX

Lena Bridge Cameraman Tire Pout Coins

BISCE%  4.9144e+04  1.1856e+06  1.3752e+05  1.3752e+05  3.3687e+05  3.4804e+05
EEG 256.1016 236.9238 230.8616 230.8616 259.5959 230.0245

R

4.2. HHREEOH

BIEHUE S oE BUdi R S ARSR S AEAR DGVE s B, BIAH ARG SR AEAE DG/, I8 P ge it
drAE /TR . WISCEMBAE KT SR EL. IEXT AN A1 7 [ _E AR AR SRR R K S AR W A7 AE smAR Sk,
RABAIHERRIL 1; BRI F0EE B AL ¥ iR SR GARRER R 2P BERLYE, HCR
HOELT 0. SRR BT L2 3((15):

_ Cov(x,y)
- 0,0, ’
Cov(x, y):li(x,—u )(yi-u,),
1 . T i=1 1 . (15)
Uy :Féxi'uy :?éyl
1 13 2
T2 = 12 (v, )

Hrbx=(x, %),y (yl yr ) RS B IR R E,  r VAL BRI RS, T R4l
uﬁf%%%ﬁﬁ’liﬁl H, u,u, Jjj XAy HIME.

Table 5. Correlation coefficients of adjacent pixels from plain images and cipher images

5. X EGMNEXEGORMGERXRY

B AR R 2L 7K FH Xt £ ST
B S K% 0.9716 0.9410 0.9182 0.9446
Lena

FCEIG -0.0215 -0.0003 0.0070 0.0029

; B SCEE 0.9324 0.9419 0.9007 0.9023

Bridge

ESCEE 0.0066 0.0005 0.0044 -0.0315

B EIE 0.9590 0.9380 0.9189 0.9187

Cameraman )

EEG 0.0252 0.02919 0.0170 0.0077

PA Lena. Bridge. Cameraman E1G A, ikt G A 22, 75 FMEAE 2 X IBBE LA i 5000 N AE
MR R DEMER O8O BOLATT (x+1Ly) ~ BT (X, y+1) A T 7 (x+Ly+1)« A LT (x+1y-1)
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M R AEKT L XA SO A DA T AR SRR AR R Rl RIR R S AR LR O a4 X
BT7 AR SRR R K AR A N BARERY » MR R E. RIEZ 5 B SEie i xt b il o, SR s B SC
BAEKCT B 5 A L AR R R B 1, AR AR R 1] 2 2B 5 3 (O AH PRI - 3 S BB A A
7 ] AR 9¢ R BB ARE 00 IX — S5 RARHT, 1IN SIAae A 99 BB BIR R AR S, AR st
grit Boahife

4.3. BENESHR

SR T E RS BN e, BEEK, BURGREKEE A5, BnsEiEmngit
YR s eR, HAtHE WA 0(16):

'_
AR

H=-3 p log, p (16)

o

Horpp, R KGR EAE | BLORER, BRI EREON L =256, 5 R2WEIHAEN 8. % 65
A EBINE TG B0E SR, BSCRBRE B S RE T 8, R m CEE IR R IR SR iR
B, A FE e SRS B geit- et

Table 6. Information entropies of plain images and cipher images

6. A EGMEEGHIEEE

izt Lena Bridge Cameraman Tire Pout Coins
= BRI 7.3497 5.7055 6.9265 5.7598 7.0097 7.0097
U mwmEl 79971 7.9993 7.9965 7.9973 7.9973 7.9973

N7 R ASC L S A SCERIEAT ELL, SRR/ g 256 x 256 1) Lena B #EA70f L sigs, 45
Wi 7 iR . SEIREE R, ARSCHEIEME BN 7.9971, 53CHR[21]-[2714H L, 15 B R T EARE
SE 8. Bk, ASCHE I EVEAERU G TH Mok U7 T A AR P R
Table 7. Comparison of information entropy among different algorithms
7. TEIBEEERHBIE

Hik ARSCEY: O HR[21] SCWR[22] 0 SCER[23] SCER[24]  SCHER[25]  OC#R[26]  SCHER[27]

ERsY 7.9971 7.9970 7.9971 7.9967 7.9969 7.9655 7.9935 7.9896

4.4, BB
AR R A G I S EE R A B R O BN SRS M A% D AR bR, EOREH NS
Ae 5| R = SCEG IR ZAR L, ARBLTRIE RG0S5 N2 iR S B ) v PE AR . D 6AIE 2 A RURE, BEih
FEEEG: A% KEYL PLA KEYL FBUINILE (A SO 10744 Al KEY2 4351 Jin 2 #H SC 1415 312 S MG
C, AIC,, Hilg R AR (NPCR)FIE — L -F 3515 AR 1b 58 FE (UACH) 5E 2 7F-A R 28 %5 SC BRI 22 53
NPCR 1 UACI 1115 W23 30(17)~(18) , 256 25 7% 5 &% 1) NPCR A1 UACH Y BRS S LB 20 1) 9 99.6094%,
33.4635% [28].
2.

NPCR =2

=z EMZ

17

by {o,cl(i-i)=cz(i,i),

x N Lcl(ivj)icz(i’j)’
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UACI =M—1NZZ|Q(L i)-C, (i, )| (18)

i=1 j=1
Herbe (i, ) A1 C, (i, ) 23 I A F PN oIS 22 5 3 B N 8 )5 )86 SCIRMBFEAR R (i, ) K EE .
7 8 &1, 6 MaEdik BRI & UK T bR NPCR {H1E 99.5865%~99.6398% 2 ], UACI fEH{E
33.2722%~33.6498% 2 1], ¥5 256 K% EUR ME R MR ME m W&, AFRBEURRFa bR shil/N, e
Sk B AR S HBURYE, A R A ) Bk

Table 8. The Values of NPCR and UACI for key sensitivity test
= 8. HMEAGRMMIRXA NPCR 5 UACI &

A et Lena Bridge Cameraman Tire Pout Coins R
NPCR 99.6368 99.6063 99.6170 99.6110 99.5947 99.6016 99.6094

2 UACI 33.4280 33.4502 33.4829 33.3922 33.4885 33.3514 33.4635
NPCR 99.6200 99.6257 99.6032 99.6215 99.6248 99.6463 99.6094

b UACI 33.5630 33.4847 33.4828 33.4299 33.4859 33.4474 33.4635
NPCR 99.6398 99.6200 99.5925 99.6215 99.6162 99.6097 99.6094

° UACI 33.6213 33.4528 33.5373 33.3859 33.4781 33.3394 33.4635
NPCR 99.5758 99.5868 99.6017 99.6257 99.6033 99.6341 99.6094

¥ UACI 33.5540 33.4170 33.3853 33.6498 33.3446 33.2722 33.4635

4.5. AR S RIES BE)

A SCRBURRE 2 BB 2 SRR AR 22 40 B I AZ O MERE SR I SC R I MG AR BB 51 R 235 S
BRI RIE A R AR AN, o AR SO SRR 32 K B AE P BN 1 77 3 QBRIE 0925 W SCRIUR M « B ATLIZE R S B IR &
IKPEAEAE 255 AN 1, 4 255 Bk 1, X B — 1R E SO IS I PRI B S UG Al s A3 2% S C e,
X C, AT C, 12 R RefE AR NPCR, UACH SR %IE Mg . SE4Gi%HL Lena, Bridge, Cameraman,
Tire, Pout, Coins JyMIRIEME, Xl UG SL I & 50 VB SCRUBMENR, T 50 iR NPCR 1
UACI &5, FHECFIIME.

7 9 w4, 6 MEMREEH NPCR “FH{E¥IE 99.6050%~99.6163% 2 [f], UACI “Fi#{H ¥7E
33.4504%~33.5038% 2 1], 455 256 ¢ /K 5 EAZ R i B A fE (NPCR: 99.6094%, UACI: 33.4635%) =1 5 V)
&, BAFEGETERE NN, VERERSE o ASCHIE BA BRI W SCRBURE, oA RICHRAE 22 70 T ity
W2 UGN 2 1) R AR

Table 9. Average values of NPCR and UACI for plaintext sensitivity test
= 9. BASCEURMMIRA NPCR 5 UACI Fi51E

fatn Lena Bridge Cameraman Tire Pout Coins
NPCR 99.6158 99.6096 99.6138 99.6163 99.6137 99.6050
UACI 33.5038 33.4563 33.5020 33.4504 33.4885 33.4581

NG A SRS B SRk HEAT Hedse, BUK/N A 256 x 256 f Lena PG BE T X LLsizat, s i
10 Fion. S2Bh gl BB, A SCHEIEK) NPCR Al UACH {43 HIo4 99.6158%, 33.5038%, Lt 3Ci#ik[29]-[31]
BBz T3 AR AE 99.6094% 11 33.4635%. K|, ASCHE H I SR AR HOAR 22 43 Mo Oy T B SR MR
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Table 10. NPCR and UACI comparison among different algorithms
= 10. FEEAHI NPCR #1 UACI %kt

Bk AR Cik[29] SCHR[30] SCHR[31]

NPCR 99.6158 99.3700 99.4100 99.6200

UACI 33.5038 31.8500 33.5700 33.4000
5. &RiE

ARG 4k Amold TR, Moore $5i I 285202 DNA SZ5HN, $2H 7—Fogr R K R
N 5 o 2SR W SC SHA-256 I 75 fEXT Amold WU 28 S WA E AT A B 1E, (1528 5113
A, BAT RS ) A PR E 5 W SCRUE Y, A RAREIER M DL, CRICE Z Ml FIAR
HI Moore 94 ih £k 5 B B & NAR K B AL, T8 EMR 2 IRAR S, AR AP Bagek 1 WSO i (A ELAS
N — DRIV E SR BIE Gt Mo i 22 4k, SAAE B ELG 5INZhZAS DNA 4l 52 #U DNA 25,
HE G TR 1 S8 IR L 1. A5 R AR W], AT BTN & A BAT L RIS tE 5 e Pk fg,  RENS
G . BAHEE . Z0 Bk SWISCSGLE AR

E&WmE

WX R B BIE A R RFAECBANLIE , 77 R4 A5 N Bl 5T 5 4 50 H (No.
2023A1515030199) LA A ) R4 #0 A T8 38 = i EE URHIEI H (2025ZDZX2020) .
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