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Abstract

In this paper, a new steganography method for JPEG image is proposed based on STC steganogra-
phy. While using STC steganographic coding to improve embedding efficiency, DCT coefficient his-
togram statistical characteristics are maintained by controlling the proportion of DCT coefficient
with absolute value of 1 used for information embedding in the low-frequency part. Experimental
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results show that compared with Jsteg method and F5 method, the proposed new method can not
only achieve greater information hiding capacity and higher embedding efficiency, but also has
better image quality and anti-histogram statistical analysis ability.
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B 'S5 AR 25 B BB AR E BRI — AN HEENH . e RS BT — A TF kg
Ak, @ AT EAAR A AL, ST S B 2 Atk . JPEG UG 4 X T DA SE IR & ) e 4
2, [FIR RS ORUF R MG, 7E RN B A s v iz A . BRIk LL JPEG EMBAE B i 1)
5 BRI AT R E B R SR B R B

DL IPEG G N4 it i BY & 5 7 vk A Jsteg [1] [2]. Outguess [3]+ F5 [4]4%5. Hir Jsteg Hx A\ J7i%:4s
S R EE T IUER TSN RF[5], 50T B 7 G R eSS SEpke i, K755
Mr, AR ZE . Outguess J7¥ETE Jsteg J7 ¥4 (F L fitk 1 38 R4 — 2 (145 B BROBUS B RS IE B T8 B
SIER BT SR, BARRIS B ORFE JPEG BIR DCT REE T EGuitRett, H21E REmA=A K.
F5 J7iERe e Bt i R 4F JPEG G DCT REE 7 BIREE, [FRf e BUSBONHIE BRGEA &, (HREER
BT DCT FRECE 7 Bl 22 I O {5 P32 AR ) RJUSC 4, B9 O 19 DCT 2 &N 4 B 2 384 m (155
B, BI“U4s” (Shrinkage) L%, X — S 58 et & B [6] .

JPEG EUE—Fr B 7 Gt RrIE[4], 1828 JPEG BRI EEAR-IE, £ 1 FH T JPEG MR IS S far il o
AnAeT 4 HB 9 RN SIS SEDLZE AT AS BRI BB LT, U IREE JPEG KIME B 7 WGttt HetE, A
AHEEE L.

SCHR7] [8]HF 48 4 i N B3R, e K PR B b9/ bR 455 JE N o 38 R 32 RS R e 2 38 5 R 5 g ¥ 22
VM —NEERE . RS TT DUA SR SIS BIRASCEE, M BN A8 1 s K .
ﬁ%%mw%%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%%Aﬁ$%%@ﬁ&o%ﬁ%%@%ﬁ%@ﬂume,ﬂuimﬁﬂ—l
ANBARBHE RN K RS R, iR 2 ARSI 1 A EdE . Filler 55 ATESCHR[9] 42 H
STC (syndrome-trellis codes)Zwtt /515, SHEFEgmAY 7 iEAHEL, T DUSEIE S I HRON B o

BT EiRobr, AEEA STC gmfd ik, FRimit = mUEAmE o 15 B M4XHES 1 1 DCT
RBULBRAREF DCT RECE 7T B GuitRett, -4 T —FoBii Ll IPEG B AE A MRS Jrik. SRiRss R
KW, 1ZI7iES Jsteg ik F5 JiEAHEL, AR BASEILEE K (E B B AR = A B RN R, T L
e MG B A B &, [FIEA] AR IR FF JPEG IS DCT REE 7 Wit hitE, Retig kit —
I 3T BT B SRR B S A

2.STC BB E 45
— A S R AR E N 1 R, RS BRI AN S 4 .
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Figure 1. General flow chart of steganography algorithm
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Hort x ZoRBAERFP A, m LR EFH, y RRIRATHE SRR 5 .
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D(xy)=x-y, =2 a5 -Yl|a E[O*OO) )
FORH N BARTTRZ UGN R I, WHONZBAR TR B AR, & pi= 1, D(xy)BI%
ANHTE BB GR B TR B E . B R H RS, H A e RaesE ke, =)+
Ext(y) = Hy =m. N T /MU S NBIREIR, B y BRI 2 W R 7 f2:
y = Emb(x,m) =arg min min(D(x,y)) 3)
Hy=m Hy=m

STC (syndrome-trellis codes)Zifih 3K fif 77 #2 (3)Fe it T —Fid 45 . STC G [91E A — Fh ki £ 184,
H?ﬂﬂC%@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ@,WC@ﬂ%ﬁdQWhﬂﬂ@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁEﬁﬁMn%@%oMﬁ@
AILAEH, STC SAdafi /e A\ m X RZIBGER C(m) 48 T Hh 5 R IR B 7 71 x AHEC R B ER/INE) 2, A A4 hd
iy, HD

y=Emb(x,m)=arg min min (D(x,Y)) (4)

yeC(m) yeC(m)

STC 4t & 26 FEEm & — NP AL AERE H e (0,1 (l—AF4F A e (00" TR &
F), XA L Hy = m R —ANMERAS NI R I — 2848, 11 5 R (4) SR ARAR 3 3k W 4% F) e i 4%
FRBSR A 10 8, T A R A2 T DA ER R LB ) s £ 3

—EOLR, BERARNT 0.5 B, STC Zifidfete B 238 mim ARCE, (B2 MR AR KT 0.5 i, STC
Yt ESRATSR AT U A, (HIX IS AN RE 65 58 4 R 5 H PR MmN R 1) R U R
3. BT STC 4wmh5r) JPEG BRI E
3.1. HRNRHEE

RICEE A STC 9, $EH 7 — Mot R HIEH BAL R IPEG BRI STk, &ITE(ERK STC k&
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B gmADHE m RN SR IG RN, SR B RN SRS O FE DCT R AU BT B GETHRR I o« SR AR N SR L A
LU

1) FEMAR, EHELXEAN 0 1) AC DCT REGHATE BN, HIEMARH. faREREEL
Eeky 0, HIIEZT A% 78 REUCES B 1, ¥ DCT REUREMIGE BHAHER—5, 1ENEIEF5,
SRIG A STC mfid g fib %5 (5 B G EIX N AT 5124 . STC 4wt )a, SERFTHIMLL, #84kF 5]+
MEATCR AR, PRI R DCT RELaxHEn 1, #&A KAELBN, WX DCT REMEAE.

2) HTMEEEERN I REL N B AL S M, S b2 5 maE GBS g
1’E75H&U\i@’7/\%ﬁ6’141&%l BEAL LRI - B NS B 2 AT 8k B 9 X, &1 DCT %éﬁzaﬁlj\j H(X),
P(X = )&~ E T EIHX)HE 91 (1 DCT RECH I AR 45 JPEG EIE DCT R¥— MG ih R [4] [10],
P(X=1). P(X=2). P(X=3). P(X=4)FHEHELL FH DMK R

{ P(X =1)>P(X =2)>P(X =3)>P(X =4);

P(X =1)-P(X =2)>P(X =2)-P(X =3)>P(X =3)-P(X =4);

RAZ RS NE 1 B TEAE, SRR B R, A4 DCT REUE t1 T8 B AN R AR MR
WAL 0.5, B E BN G2 ER Y, HXR DCT RECE 7 B H(X), P(Y =j)RaE 7 E H(Y)
i1 DCT REHIAEL. P(Y = 1), P(Y =2)r LA P(X = 1)\ P(X = 2)i#f17%7R: P(Y=1)=0.5 x
P(X=1), P(Y=2)=05xP(X=1)+0.5xP(X=2), i LAMFH] P(Y = 1) < P(Y = 2). iX P& i I WAl JPEG
E1% DCT 2FE 7 BGuithit, 5 43ET DCT REE T B G IH RS o Bk«

Xf JPEG 4 e &AL 5 1) 8 x 8 DCT R EBEAT G v 70 K I, fE B AL J5 11 8 x 8 DCT H¥Herh,
A XHE A 1 DCT REOGH AL T A IRSTE Bl . ik fe BB AL R e, BrHfReF DCT REE T #
Guithett, i R H TE BB MEXHE 1 1 DCT REL6 o, SEbr b B PR 2 (%40
g S 2, R e B 1 DCT RECAHEATE BN, DU/ Z4ant i A 1 1) DCT REAL % H >k
SEPLE . X H 2 B r FSURIGT 2 1R RR Zigzag TR, Wil 2 Bk,
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Figure 2. Zigzag scan order
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KT 0 KARAEIE 2, e, HARSRELT:

HT JPEG G B 5 BT FR A, AU BUE N IEEE 5 DCT REGHEAT /4, XHEUE N 55065 43 1) DCT
RECHAT /M oT LA R RIRE S5 3 BoE B EE X H 5 BBy 1 (9 DCT 2%tk o, 18
FIRA LRI, BUEfA DCT REBMMEE A 0.5, FRIMAE, HRBRMEG Y, HXIN DCT 2%
BB HY), P(Y=)FRREFE HY)HEA j ) DCT RECEBLEEL, W P(Y = )5 P(Y = i) (X BEAL
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P(Y=1)=P(X =1)-ZoP(X =1)

P(Y=2)=2P(X =2)+Z0P(X 1)

P(Y:3)=%P(X=3)+%@P(X=2) (6)

P(Y=4)=2P(X =4)+ZeP(X =3)

P(Y :5):%P(X =5)+%6P(X =4)

Y% JPEG EI% DCT &% E 7 K itH4E[4] [10], P(Y=1). P(Y=2). P(Y=3). P(Y=4). P(Y =5)
B R R

>P(Y=2)- @

M5 (7) 1321 0 HUE T

P(x=1) " 2P(x=1)
P(x=2)+P(x:3)—P(x:4)< 2 P(x=2)-P(x=3)
P(x=1) 3 3P(x=1)

MR 0 HYHUAE V6 R (8) WT LA 2 1 2 0 BUEE I 1 r BUE . 24 T AR RHF DCT REHE T B G iHFr
P B4 [ I S B K A R BB, AR v BUE PR AME rins RIVBRSE AEARIIIE I [2, ] TP 26X 1
¥ DCT RECAHAT(E B IRA

3.2. BASSIRERTE

3.2.1. EREBRAEY

Step 1: 3% JPEG EIE 1) DCT REUGHEM:, FH#fiE H THHH N & B M 4axH By 1 1) DCT KA1
(AT [2, P

Step 2: RGNS 1, B T HAMZ(EEH DCT REACE IS B LR HER — 51, IExt H TR ¥,
Z e NEAR 3 cover;

Step 3: fR 4 STC 4ifi, ¥4 Ak (5 2 LLAF P 51 msg R #1452 2% 48 7 51 cover H, 13 2 Bl 7 471 stegos

Step 4: fi 45 FaF 741 stego, X Bk 51 BEAN ELRERT I DCT RELME RIS 1 EA7 44 : Wik stego(i)
5 cover(i) N HHEE, WPKEXT L) DCT RECGHEATANHME N 1 MR 0 FAHSE AR

Step 5: ARYEFF B MIFEECE FL % A5 S 1) DCT RECGHME, 4K2E JPEG 4nfid, 15 FIFaFREIE .

3.2.2. (EEEENES

Step 1: 3 FIREAAEIEL A DCT REEFE, REHXSEUSE . HEKE msg_len, STC 4ifitZ % h,
AT el BR 22 23 ins

Step 2: HHE IR E ARG H, 4 200 DCT REUCE IS B ELEF R — 21, 3F 515 BB AEE 7 Step

(®)
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2 HEAT IR YE, BT EIREHLFF 41 stegos
Step 3: #i#ls STC %ifih, % A\F2fLF41 stego, VMR msg_len, STC 4ifhS4 h, HRENIGHIFLE
15 msg.

4. SKEER5 5

i%HY Lena. airplane. baboon. peppers 45k 512 x 512 ) JPEG #% =K B B4 (i & R F 4 80)iEAT
S, HONBENLECR AERE AR 0y 1 P FMENRREAS S, XHR_RHM M ITEAT I 1L, HE F5 ik,
Jsteg J7IAAEAS BRI B AR B EGTHR I OR R 7 AT EEE,  DABSUEAS SCRR HR T iR i
R o

K PSNR Kffi & ik A5 B 5 B R B &, IR R DCT REUEAREDE 71 R E(E 5
PRk AT B, THEA LT
RN FLE (5 B E
DCT A& %ILSBH A4 H

STC i ERR A LL(Z) KT 0.5 I, PERESA I NIE, AR ASCHR LR PERE = AL 5o m . DAtk
BEAT TSRS, A0 AAEAR RN LA Sy RN LU RS 00 R 0 SCHR T IR AE RN . R R T &, |
77 B GRS RE T T EAT 204, JF45 Jsteg. F5 J5iERFAT LA

1) EMCHRANLEIE DL, 4% Lena BUKREAT S50, 43 AME A =M 48 Hodr ik N 10,000 bit £ %15 .,
SIS EERUT

WK =

x100% )

Table 1. Comparison of embedding efficiency in the case of low embedding ratio

= L AREBRALLER TERABER LR

Tk AR PSNR
Jsteg 2.0004 49.7692
F5 2.0396 48.1130
Proposed method 4.9237 51.6080

7% 1 ATLAE Y, Jsteg. F5 J5iEHIMARCRARAE 2 /47, b F5 ik BARR A 1R, (H2
M T RIS A, PP AETRARN, FECHLSEPRIRA RGN THIRE . THre A7 2 IR ARG
R A2 FS. Isteg J5ik MR AR —ff. FIRATRAE Y, B F AR &, AR AR TER
RN SRR KR DCT RECRIEH /D, Rk R B BR BT B4 . AR EE(E) B LR, A
SCHR TR AR B EER ) DCT R BBy &5 AR R BT BAH BB B B AR AL

2) ERIRATEOLT, FF baboon BIRHEAT S, 7358 =Fh A4 kA 30,000 EEAY .

Table 2. Comparison of embedding efficiency in the case of high embedding ratio
2. BEIRALLTER TERAMERLLER

Jii: (AN ES PSNR

Jsteg 2.0150 44,5881

F5 1.9657 42.1009
Proposed method 3.6792 44.6262

B2 2 AT AEH, FERIRA ST, BT STC whdthre TR, A SCHRHITIERABE G N,
BTSRRI Isteg F5 J7 iR . [ AT LTS HFE ik N U DL A SCHR 73k 26 i el P 155
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T F5 J7ik, 5 Isteg 77 vk A i e B G 5 AR

TEFR A LGS R NG B G JIsteg 779577 A= Faib & 0 B 7 RO 1 W8 AR %t IR AT 1)
MR Ol F5 vk AR v MR IF AR RE B 7 B Se i Retk, (2RI RE “Uids” MR . A
R RGBS T Ui IS, 1 HAR G OREE JPEG & DCT REE 77 B Guit etk .

CEA MR LE AT SR LIS D0 R B SE 30 45 R nT LAE Y, A SCHE W BT T VR AE PR R R L N B R 08 At
R JPEG BIME DCT REE 7 EIGe iR, Al TR A STC Ba5 %ihd, SRR BEIR S, 5 Isteg.
F5 kAL, TEMRN FIREK RS BRI OLT, AR08 T B TAE B NI # A R i 2z, Bk
BIG B M SR G UG T i, DR AR SCHR e A 7 v U S s M L Ra 5 2 T R

5. &

AH 5 STC RS HAY, FEH 7 —Mopr SN, @ R 7 15 BRI 0E
N1 1) DCT Rk R FF DCT REETT STt g, — Mo £ xd JPEG BRI S T
PIASEIRRY], ZJ595S Jsteg. FS SRS T iEAR b, AMEAEBOA EE (S B R BUA BT DL BT
{R¥F JPEG K& DCT RAEETT Gt ithett, 0 HAENS SO K5 BB, RN i TRM STC
G, b T ETE BRI X AR G s, e TR R R R, R A BRI 2 A

RSO BT HE LA M B Z R IPEG - — B BT Gt R R T R, AR BTy
I ERAEW B OREE DCT REE T ESEHRE, (HAREIRIE DCT RS g it Rtk A kA2 .
T DCT RZEH = et AT IPEG & 1 H At RHAE 2= T 0 B 5 Sk e ekt AT o, 22D
SREATWIIT.
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