5537 % 43 ]
20204 5 H

P ARIERD)

Journal of Guizhou University ( Natural Sciences )

Vol.37 No.3
May 2020

XEHS  1000-5269(2020) 03-0058-11

EFREREMENES
& R R E, K

DOI: 10.15958/j.cnki. gdxbzrh.2020.03.11

Bl& S B KRR

—=1,2
IRy

(LR MA B BEE G T SEIZ IR S S2 502, 5o 5tBH 550025 2. 50 M K2 iHRAHLBI 2 58 RS, StM 5P 550025)

W E.EFAGRFEAERAL O ERE, LBRBRY — AR E L, £ ESFAREITR
AR B, L AR E R BB G R RN A 122 BAT K 38 A T B 5 B4R 6Y 7T 15 K60 ok
HFAF EGHM, B, RXAAT LA — 2 Gtk o T K LR AT R R B —F L TIRAE
5% % P % ResNet #9-G #5778 5 BRI ok, 0, B kAR IR LR 2R A RIE 5 B 150
REFFIEAE B, A E DA T RARAFENTR L I BREP 09 R T Ik o G4 bE WO 4 i i ik A
B C-I L0 R E F R AR R 3h AR o AR B IR K 45 RATBOURIPAZ &, A HOLIRAZ 5 sk 2t
K AR H R RS T E K Fik ey e IR R AV ARAKI G, EKIPEFH
148 PSNR 4R T A1k 3] 36 dB VAL, B A 54509 B 3, AR BOK G, Bk T 74 B
WA EFESE, £ SN E Mk E JPEC EBFFNAE T F/E, LEMATIAEHR

BOKIPAZ 8, R IR 8800 St |

KER : B BAR AR IR £ 26 R 3k S T 18 KPP

hE 4% S . TP309 XEkFRIRAD: A

Bl D0 28 AR PR e B B R 2 A TR 12
Wi AR H BB, Koo B2 R 2% AR I 2% 1k
AT AE R AT, AR 2R T 4% 5 38 3o 0 28 1 B A7
fits ol PRS2 [ A B2z R IR, AR
BE 22 BRI IR B A5 T B2, /KA
P —PE S BREE AR, AT T & 2= BRI
A f A2

TEXT B2 MR AT IR B, Ry 1 AN Sl B A= 1
W, AN ATER R R B2 2 BRI R B Bt 36 T B
27 R AT b K BN A A S B T DT Y B R
b3l Spiar ke I YV g S R VA AT O BUR PSSy =)
Bio B, BB BRI 38 2
5% fe O DS - THT AR A5 % 25 (R A TR R B R )5 i
MG LU, 4300 o) i A R A S 3 e ] | 2
HEATING s Bk, A B R A7 1 7 B8 K ER A
BHAE G S, DENG 45 B0 B2 2 EUR 1 431X
B ARRRAE 32—l T 5 A 1 45 o
A5 B SHOK BN . P e KIS TA] R 7 T o
IS5 XSRS 5 Xk Sd i 2R A 2 3B FEHR

Y 7E B H8:2019-12-25
BEEWH . ERARF2EIL ST HEB (61462013)

LA B R TSR X, S AT R AT R X
A R AR K B 2258 450 1 561 50 i
DI R A A S8 B 2k I I 2 PR v 194 58 Jo IX B
R A XS8R, DA K T Sf S B AN R ) S5 5 DX 4
GO, P 2 R R B T g 0y B 7 B
(Code based Histogram Shifting, CHS) %.3% W H F
BRI A b B, S AT K BT R A
(i) s s P 484 90 g S (L 70 A 50 N DB A AT
AR KB, S R 2 R Y RO LR 4 L ek
FENL . B R B 2 R AT 3 7K ER 12 R 22 7 To i
W rpig AT, BBUATE I A G B 5 AR Z BT (T 2
i AME N, MIEBL S serh, i B a0 BRI
25 R LA AR 055 PGB AT T
TEEMGOK BN i 9 v i 2 A N Tk
FE K ERAHR AR BE S B N L BOE S EUA
BORABEHLIE , HAT 20 092 8002 B 34 15 K Ep
AT DLPE AR K B AR R R, K
R B i (AN AT DL 22 5 K BB A iR R
e NP QRN N AR e S (E Rl L R

EERT. 2= & (1977-) 2, flEEz W4 B9 7 I« BE 22548 AT ST RHLALSE 15 B B, Email ; zhili@ gzu.edu.cn.

«* BiIEE.Z= & , Email; zhili@ gzu.edu.cn.



3

Z B T ORISR L A I R B M ] K BN ik - 59 -

SCHR[ 10 ] X AR KIS 4T Contourlet A8 3 J5 | XFIL
AR oM A S B3 A, HOK BTG 32 R o0 a4
R Y e K A B I O AT BARTERUE
IR TAT] DUPER AR AE (B BA B R RO, SC
BR[ 11 T — ol B 2 S 0 e AL R O AR 1Y
ERKENSR L . AR B S HOCR T R AL 3R
PR IEHL, F A A K B AR i B M S i W]
e AE SRR SR W SIGH FE 18, 54K S U0 A 1 )
B, SCHR[ 12-13 T3 TR RBTVE XS 7K Bl AR
JEHAT AL, REAEAR A A [R] B R85 die Pt B i A
SR (H X SE 5 1 2 g AN BR AU A 5 B .
N 58 R 4t (Human Visual System, HVS) HA
SRR W AR R W S P W SRR Sk
[15 3T HVS R BUR R N 7, JF 6 HAE
K BV AR SREE | IS BTV BRI IR 2 4 PR 1 4
VR ABFERCN AR, ResNet 52 —Fh7E R AL
PRGN IR 27~ 7 vk AT DA R 1R
%) e A4 S R A T EL AT DA TR 0 2 2808 22 5 1 i
(RS BEAR AR ) 4R THEREE I 25 g o

TEVA 7K BN AN AT LA e 1 [R] i, DA E
SCHRAT — A [ 45 ik Ay 8 M O A RE 6 2 75 5K
SCHR[ 18 1 ZE$EBUK Ep MG Bad FE 5| A K-means
I, LT K BN IX B S AR A3 (H R W bR 2R
Ferprl B RN RS AE AR M AR R 33 233 K
ENRIEVEREATSE o BAE I C-Y{EAE R 5 —Fib
WL, S 8 4 0 SR IR R T R
ety FEE RO C-241E ( Fuzzy C-Means, FCM)
TEAG R AW RELE R RELERAZ R L PO
VPRSI, AT DR NS REAN AR E Y R,

EG VL LR, AR SCHE Y — FR 3T ResNet fY
B 2 P B o T 30K ER B 125, I T R 1Y ResNet
THE K BT AR B DLV 7K B 8 A W] LA 6 4
P, TESRIBOK ENE B fE v, B Ss AL B C-34
BV AR e T K ENER IO B et . ik
TR IR A £ JBE i ik 7 B 2 R 5 1) B8 T 3 K
EEA —E nY S M
1 HEXHEAR
1.1 HEF3]

BRI 24 > 1) FERib 5 2% AN ALexNet (5 4~ 1
J2) VGG (19 M HEZ) 2| GoogleNet (22 451
JZ2) , W28 B SR TEAN W AR TR | SR A I 265 1] LA IR
TR A ARRAE 0 ER | BE 2 R 45 IR,

TINGERE R FREM IS, HE 52 3 Res-
Net , 1% M £& 45 44 7] LA sk A 17 B4 25 10 246 AR b 28 1)
2R R TH < BRI LA SRS B2 AR AL ) BT, R Y B 25 )
Yok, PERESR T 2.

ResNet 5| A THk2Z22>] 4 x Rorbm A, H(x)
FORFREPOTH L . —REOLT , B AR 2 M 4%
HEAE YNGR H(x) | Tigk2E 27> W& A
ZAS T SR W 45 J2 K 2 21 g AR i 22 ) Y
2, F(x): =H(x) —x R4k i
LASH F(x) +x , SRR, FRZEREL F(x) L
H(x) BEGAMY,

— DRI 2E OCA AN A 1 R

Weight layer 1

relu

v
Weight layer 2

) 4

F(x) +x E
4
1 REZFIHET

Fig.1 Residual learning unit

relu

TEAR S, 5k 22 Aot sE LN

y=F(x,{Wi) +x, (1)

A x By 43000 R 5k 25 B o0 i i A R i
F(x,{W,}) 2 s A B 5] 5k 2% pR %K,

%X:

F(x)=W,o0(W,x), (2)

X o relu WH&EL, W, AW, 235312 lay-
erl Fl layer2 BIALE , K T LR, B0 T W2,

F(x) +x BEAERE L 1A DR FXT
NICR AT IR AT R, XA R A
SINBINSEL, WA I 42 B, Al g ok )2
B2 Ry e Re R Ak ) @, (1) H A
AT 3 x FIBREL F A2 2 0 O Ar— B, 75 00 X6
Al i x PATEERSE W, SRS 4ERE VTRC, R

y=F(x,{Wi) +Wx, (3)
1.2 BEEM C-HEEE

FCM B —Fia s R A, HEA R
B n DMEEAREHE N = {n, 0,0, L PR c
BIPRIBRE LV = (v, 0,01, NI

J

RREAS n, X j 2RISR L u, , 3 AR T LR



.60 - MR 4R (A AR

537 %

ANAREMI SRR R U = fuy, o uy, o, b oo

FOM i i i/ LS TR B 1 U AN et VG

hmam=2§umwﬁ (4)
Syt Sl

du;= Luel0,1] 1<sisnl<j<ec, (5
j=1

KA. SHom > 1 BRI R 5, ARSI E
HiFE U MBI, m BB 38 m = 2 02
HCBSARI N s d, = || n, =, || 9 n, RSP
v; Z IA] A MR B, W A% ) H S0k 455 24
FAA  HAR R T, (U, V) 1338 B/ MERY 202
MR (6) (7) Fion, X (6) FI(7) #EATEMN
s, BRI

o (d.)m1
py =1/ |0 (6)
! k=1 dik

b= 3 ) S )" (7)

FCM B35 X 0] 46 58 26 vh O U 5 5 WS T
Jar B A . 1R AE A (Genetic Algorithm, GA) H
A TIRTC K M RERE 2 R R i Ty, Has Ak
SRR KRS T S, W LA SO iR D FCM
SRR OC I e S H 38 A SRR A IR ) R
BRI P FCM Bk 8 A0 24k
1% FCM B A Fm A2 an il 2 BR

1‘#’

wIG LR
}
FHEEA A N
SN INE UL GE S

ZeHL

FCM# %

Al
S

B2 EEEN C-HERRER
Fig.2 Flow chart of genetic fuzzy C-mean

2 EiEZXHM
21 REKREMEZEE

TERA R LT, K2R KEELR T 3h ik Bk A
SR ANUEAT B , AR X SR R AR ik A 5
BETAEAN AT B MR v . S T SR AT
PES G A BT R AR SR I — R R AR 22 )
ZEABIR A R 25 A 2T T DR AR R L
SEIE SOHAEE ZRHEIYRE ST, SRS B A R
Xt ) S AR | 1 S AR AR K EDER AR A

LR BE 5 22 I 45 B AU LA P 2 YR AE M i A,
B 2 GO IO I R AR BEVE AR 28, 27 ) BR 27 R
FIEMG A 35 B 22 R] B 5 56 3R, AR AR 25158 1
J& , AT DA B i B 2 EUR PO A SR E . TR
UG K IN— PRI, R T R oo R 4% A 40 A i
FFGIMAEA B i, B8 2 R 43 1 32x32 IR
PE R A
211 RMsH#H

WE 3 fis, MR —J 19 2, IG5
2 BRZERIT AR H AR iR MYk
AR/ 3232 B BE2E IR, o, i 14
FRZ (RN K 3x3x16 B ; Hik, &
i 9 AER2E BT (43 K/ R 3x3%16 3x3x
32.3x3x64 WEPL) , H TIRIEZ HE 1
REOEAR L, 26 B I 80 H I 25 0 2% 119 TR S B 184
s PR, W 265 DA 4 Jr P-4t Ak 2 D 43 1 25 285
B RN I A ABRIE . W45t Kl 2
MR BT T RAE . i T ARFFRAIE B K
INSEA BB KA IR SN 1,

FREHITH 2 MERUZAN 1 A BRERE " 4
B, ERUZE B K/ANK 3x3 BB, 2546 2 4
7 B TRE RN 27 (1) 24 i A A R AIE 1T A R
ANHRTRIE 2 R AN b — 2 HA A R B 1 4 )
s (i) AN RRRAE T 9 R /IN A 0036 RO 1) 450 i
T, A G 4 A 2 0 IsF 1) 42 2 B8 e Ok BR 6% B2
Hh ) M AR ) 2 B R R W] DL B A
1) (AR 3 TR ) 5 242 B B — 5
FZ(3) PRI B T B e B (A&l 3 HE k) .
MBS BRI 1x1 BKH 2 B
S



Z B T ORISR L A I R B M ] K BN ik - 61 -

output:
32><32><16:—

output: | X3 00m% 32 2 | T
16X16X32 il
3X3 conv, 32 L
i{ _____________ e
3X3 conv, 32
33 conv, 32
3X3 conv, 32
3X3 conv, 32

3X3 conv, 64, 2

I
3X3 conv, 64 _,./

3X3 conv, 64
3X3 conv, 64

3X3 conv, 64
3X3 conv, 64

A 1
ouipat

4X4X64

output:
8X8x64

o]
I

output:
1X1

B3 REKEMELEN

Fig.3 Deep residual network structure

2.1.2 M%) %

AU 22 0 2 O U1 i e gl 401 2 BRI B
MR AR SCIR TR B 5K 22 I 28 A5 2R TN ¢ A\ 5
JEEFIARAE R A B B B 17 1R 25 41K PR

10 =3 W) =5 P (®)
Aot BHAEIE A D, W SRS HE
. HHALERR A § USR5, R x,

IR AR | (W, x,) I TSINER @ 1 IS~ PR 4 ik
AR

A SR AT BB AILAR B2 T Ja ok die /N4 2% bR B
TEREN IR 5 MO BB FiE, FRAT TR At & A
—4k ( Batch Normalization, BN), BN JZ2& B T M
2Lk, Hb i R /NE B R 64, BIFEFEAS G h Bl
BLIEH 64 4GNS Z X% Ny AR A5k BEAE
— RTINS, WL —3EIZE T 200 ep-
och, %22 M 0.1 FFUR , 2GR 2245 iF I o 27 2]
FrLL 10,

2.2 KEMRANEE

FE|1 PUEHPEER, BA R T RN 2M %
2N, TRIE N o bit, g 1 S A5 3R i ) Y T i, 52 30
S AT TE R A K B ZHI, R B AR ER T Y
BRI

G = i TG > 2~ 1=
POD= gy v it 1Gd) < -9

K 1(i,)) AEEER TR (L)) RERER
{6, I'(i,j) AR RRE, () AERERLR, B
1 <i<2M,1 <j<2N;nZHERE Hn=21,
S22 s/ NERBIE (Mean of Wavelet Coef-
ficients, MWC) ELJ7 18], Fikit$% MWC ELJ7 FIfE
SR A DI, A BTS2 K B G A AT R
I FH % B /N 3 A8 # ( Integer Wavelet Transform,
IWT) K Ak BRS04 B~ R 17 3R AT 0 ik, SR ) i
/N 7 v A A A (LH) A IO 7
(HL) ¥ HEAEZ I E SR/ NHA b x w 51
e HE AT L MWC, JE A MWC 5
LR

N PRI DA

K. S, N kB MwWC, PV RS E B
(u,v) DLE BN R
PR3 AHBEIEZ R EUE R, MWC B 7
PR EE B2 h B H 0 oA, Gl 4 iR,
BMWC 7 AR S HLAR A Dy O e, T
HRAIKERE B o B H 1 B 52 3 43 378 18 Y %%
MR, R B 2 R USSR e S

d(x,8,)=1]x-5,]|, (11)

d(x,S,) <6,1 <k<n, (12)

A d(+) M Euclidean B pR%L, x € {x,,x, |
i MWC ELT5 R PSR R, 6 S TS E Y 1Y
(B, IF AT DL 2o 8 S F & oF R il K Ep s o




62 - MR 4R (A AR

400 k]

3001

=

Wﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁ

10 15 20

T AN

100}

0 ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬂ(

-20 -15 <10 =5 0 5
AN 37

4 MWC EHE
Fig.4 MWC histogram

SR LT IRERZEM T E KA GREE A,
TR BE 5 2 0 28 ] LA G-t 2 P 2 PR AR RURE
S P N BB AR RE 25 S AL, YN R B 2 [R5 R
R EE R OC R AL, W&l 3 B 7R PN 2R g
JEBR 72 W 248 5 U B 2 R A T AR B A 5l
A

TE|S JKEMERABRL, WAL BR 3 B4 8%
B AZKENE L iR AT RERE 3L

Sy =8 +BAb,, (13)
SRO] _ S*
p
e 14
p abs(S/” = S™) ()
ST = &}rg ‘min{d(x,S,':O] bo (15)
vela vl

s Sy NS kAR A KBNS O R LAY
MWC, S A k NEMSEBEE) MWC, A HEETFIR
JE 5% 25 M 28 AR B AR EE , b, W5 K ALKED
R
FEe HEEFEEG, Wik AKERB/NET
AT IWT HA4, B a] 45 214 A K ED S 19 B& 27 1]
B TEEUIIRY R, G B AR R A i
FEWOT , ALHE T RN hoxw K ER ASR
JE A FOVRRE IR R AL B4
2.3 KEMEENE %

T PIUESGEY, 158, RHR A K EN S 9 B
LG T AT IWT J3fif , 26 U/ N 41 H i A &
AT (LH) S 7 (HL) B AS 5 78 b 53 i
n e o AN e MWC, IR 3 MWC By
P P, ) 15 1 24 o 32 BB A 7K B 1) JR% %
Best =[Sy, 8 8

T2 (B LR CHERETILEX S B
B, WERKNHCN 3, KEAN class = { classl,
classll, classIll | , >R FHI SR C-Y(H 58 2557 Xk
A XA T B8 30 53, #A XA o3 iy BAR D B

BN REARSES ST =[S, 80, 8] VB H =3,
HERWET = 20
Wil RIEERME U, REPLV

GA B3 (A1)

Stepl BCEWHEICKE = 0, FHBEHLII B AL FREE (Fh
BB N = 50) 5

Step2 TN N R, HOE B RE RS = 1/ vew  Jren
s (4) s

Step3  TEFEHRAE R HIEE f kR ok e

Stepd 38 SHRAE SRS 2K ZSSMER p,= 0. 65
Steps ABRHEAE, LIS p, = 0.2 44 Frik AR
B AT — AR, 0 = ¢ + 15

Step6  WIR ¢ KT I RERUE 7, W5 1R R AR, 15 5
AR Rt A WR [ Step2 4R2E%AK ;

FCM 5k (8643 )

Step7 HmMEAIRRETLAT AR FCM Hk;
Step8 FIFI(7) EHRE LV,

Step9  FIHI (6) HHHRIBHIF U ;

Stepl0 15 (5) , WIS HARRBOSL, B 05 1k 4
SR BER I U R v AR AT Step8

FF IR MWC H I EBE T =4 X
I AKIKAC N class], classll A1 classIIL, 40/E 5 Fizs

400 -

TS
s 8
S (e}
T T

—

(=}

(e]
T

i1, Wy gl

15 20
Class | «=F——> Class [ «——+ ——> Class Il

E5 #AKENEGZMWC EFE
Fig.5 MWOC histogram of embedded watermark image

I3 MRS RAEG RIBOKEE B, $EHBOUKED
BLR Sy
0, if S; e classll,
b, = (16)

1, if S} e class I or classlll,
K, S) FoRE kMR ATKED 5 B8R 1)
MWC, b MR 5 & AKENE S,



3

Z B T ORISR L A I R B M ] K BN ik - 63 -

SR KRR, IRE A

Sp=S; —BAb . (17)

A S, A kMRS OSBRI MWC,
$]|S LREFRE T . BN 2
IWT FAGZ ), SR R 9) BBV EAMR AT i A
AR R AR R TSR R E AR T
3 SKIWERSH

N T BUEA SOK BN RY v, B e,
SHONIERER SZ A, S S HON A e B 32 1 I
FLUC, g T SRR 3 | ] 3 P A AT R
I S 07 FLAS 3 PR, 20 0l 5 3 TR GE 07 ik
NI TR A% > )5 vk 1 B T 3K ERGRA12Y i
FPEREXS L, 5250 R HT & 2 MR KU 22 ( Medical
Image Database, MID) [) DICOM F A BRLE T 1)
300 M fg 3L 4k B A5 ( Magnetic Resonance Imaging,
MRI) R, A SCHEICR /Ry 512%512 # 3k fifi | il
i PSS AS TR0 (1 MRT MR AE S 280k, 1l 6
Fi7s o ZKENE BR ANBERL — 2 751

(2) & HMRIE (% (O)IMRIEI

(O fEEMRIFE & () AFIFEMRIFE

Ee MiXE%
Fig.6 Test image

3.1 HERETFNIER

RS KB T 0 g S [v] s S B /K AR 1) T
WEPEFNEARYE B AR TC A EE T a] LR &2 15 F 1K
5 KED, LA K 24 52 3 i J5 n] DA TE A 9 52 /K B
— MR, A PR B PN bR 3 A4

(1) A3k

K14 485 1% % (Image Error Rate, IER) 3P4l 7]
Wi HAR AR, R SEVE R AT R, o

NErr img
Ry=—"x100%, (18)
N

A Ny, e WIRE RS R B R SEL
N, IR EG SRR S

(2) AN AL

ANAT BRI v A R 5K B EHE ]
W {5 Mo Lt (Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio, PSNR) P
flirat o X
Rpsy = 10 x lg 2M giw XN X2 © (19)

_21 Zl[lu,j)—l“"(i,j)]z

K 1(i,)) F (L) R A K BT S
EURH (i,)) BLE PR ERE, 2M x 2N HEUR KRN,
PSNR B8 =1 , 15 BH 7K B 5 0 00 3 o o A 4, B
T 5 B AN 25 5 B 50, [l Z IR 8K, B E AN Y
PSNR {H KT 35 dB B, BI& R 22 il WIR 2 2
T HEATHN

(3) Bk

FEEERYETT T, FRB 2 RN = s (O 22
4 0.01) HEEME (T 224 0.005) JPEG R4 (i
T 25) Fil JPEG 2000 46, R H AR 2
Z(Bit Error Rate, BER) 3 fiif i £ B /K E[J %) 1E #f
l’i,fﬁ%

Err

Ryp = X 100%. (20)

bits

e Ny, HARBUKENE B R, N,
TR ATKEME BB S LU RS, BER (HBIE, R W42
HOK BB TE B R R, K BN () e P

(4) %k

i WA A R T T 3 R BRI 1
KIGEECE, — e AR KEH F 2 il
{5 B — R X EFRTE RGP SL bR i A
IR EM BN 2l
32 SO0
321 #HARAE

TR BEACRAT I AK D[RR 55 | 52 0 45 7] 3
PE BRI TR o AR SCSE 50356 B/ N -7
H A AT (LHD) A A 741 (HL) |, T35 40
HeR/N R 8x8, BIE N 10, 24k A SR HEH 5,10,
15.20,25 B, AN} x5 B2 AR IO (%) Rl 3 P | 8
PEFR LA an i 7.8.9 Fi, ],
Bt 7K B 8 DR B AR B30 1) 8 A P AR T 3 e
TR R | (EE AN ] JBREN M R i 22



64 - MR 4R (A AR

537 %

322 KA
SIS N T TR AR S A T (LHD) A
B (HL) , Fr s/ A 8x8 i ABRE A 10,24

BI{E LI 2.5 .10 IF AHRHRAZKENME RS H) MWC
JrEANE 10 B zs AT 25 R BN
5 VR SR ] X, U ey LB o it £ UK B L

25
—e— SLFMRTE (% 18 —e— MR (% 40 M-
—o— MEIMRI % 16 —o— IHSMRLER 39 DG
20 T PRI —a— FFENR T2 ig:’mgi:z
Th R 14 > BREMRTE 38 —>— MR
37
- 15 o
g < g 36
< B z%
10 <& 8 & ay
6 33
5 4 32
2 31
0; o o P 0 _ ~ 30L
5 10 15 20 25 5 10 15 20 25 5 10 15 20 25
NS RN HESE RN BEIE
E7 #SNEEFAFEENXER B8 FRREERNEE T JPEG HE#HHE E9 #xN\SREFA PSNR FIX &

Fig.7 Relationship between embedding

strength and reversibility

-5 -10 -5 0
NERH
(a) B 92

5 10 15

-15 -10

Fig.8 Robustness against JPEG at
different embedding strengths

5 0
UNER (4

(b) BB N5

Fig.9 Relationship between
embedding strength and PSNR

510 15 =20 -156-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20
UNER (4

(c) FRMEN10

10 MWC EFHHE
Fig.10 MWC histogram

B 11 S R e B 2 5,10 .15 B, AN TR R i
TR, BEE BE AN, BIE R E R
B, Z IR RS 2R SRS Y, M E 8 =
A2 B BB BT RIERR A

20
18 | 5wt

16 —B— JJFJEMRT 4%
—b— B MR T {4

R/ %
=

10 15
e

E11 HEMERENXR
Fig.11 Relationship between threshold

and robustness

323 Tk

T PRI R S i AN TR T
P ) E B PR 2R S 3 /N IR A v AR A
T (LH) R A0 747 (HL) AR EE A 10,24
Fr i HR /N 4x4 8x8 16x16,32%x32 B, B
FEAA PR IR PERE R

TR, Tl BB D | R R B
B D | 7K B A 25 T B A RN 38 in i
Wb B 12 FTLUE Y A ORI b K ER
AT, )2 IRk W 13 AT LUE B
THE B R/ N, PSNR 2 R34, M &l 14
LU R bR 30, B 17 43 R/ 4 3
1 1171 G P WA L e S G | S
3.3 XWHE

R T B UEASSCRL AR 45 1 DR R AL
% 2% UG R AR B 7K B A IR IR, 552 30 45
WES s, B15 H, (al) (b1) ((cl) ((d1) N



Z B T ORISR L A I R B M ] K BN ik - 65 -

JEAR A, (a2) L (b2) L (e2) . (d2) 95 K ET Y ]
1§ MWABERCR AT , Sk BN 5 SR bh UG L
WA AR, A R al 8 R A
PSNR % WLIEAN 3 7K B MR 5 T h R 09 o 6 22
S, AT AAS S K ER R B PSNR B 2351 K 38.9 .
36.5.37.5.39.0 dB, # Al LLiAF] 36 dB LA L, K&K
A R R A4F, B 15 1, (a3) . (b3) . (c3),
(d3) A EIKEDENE 55 R r 22 (E 1K, aT LB

A KB A FTE 19 BHG2200, LIEBRZK ENE 8
EmA IR E G, B 15 1, (ad) . (b4)  (c4) .
(d4) HEEBUKEE B G MR E EIE, (a5) (b5) |
(c5).(d5) WIRE B 5 R EG M EE K, %=
B 4 FE I 3R TR 52 TR RN i Rl e 4 — B
A Z BB RO T SR A R iR EHR
(152, TER {2 0, U B AR SCA 2 S T 58 4l 3
PSR

3 000 p——— 39 10

SHBMRIFE (% O e

[ e D ;;mﬁiu g 9 ui,tﬂ

2 500 I 38 —8— T MR TP % 8 —

I 1 b BR —>— JPEG2000
2 000 37 !
H m 6
< < X
i 1500 % 36 EE
K o < 4
1 000 35 5
2
500 ” 1

0750X1 8x8 16X 16 32532 33 %7 38X 8 16X16  32X32
e ‘ 4X4 8% 8 16X16  32X32 "
TR/ TSN FHi RN

12 FHESRXNIRENXR
Fig.12 Relationship between

subband block size and capacity

13 FradK/h0 PSNR BIX &
Fig.13 Relationship between
subband block size and PSNR

B 14 FEMRKNNEHFERXR
Fig.14 Relationship between

sub-band block size and robustness

(al) 3k MRI E{%

(b1) Jifi&h MRI E%

Ccl) M8 MRI E{%

(d1) JIFE MRT B

(a2) KEKENEG
(Rpsn=38.9 dB)

(b2) i K B
(RPSN :36.5 dB)

(c2) MERE/KENEE
(Rpsn=37.5dB)

(d2) AFMEKEN B
(Rpsn=39.0 dB)

& 15

(d3) Z{EH’, (d2)-dD

(ad) hHEEZ
(Rig=0%)

(b4) il 52 B G
(Rig=0%)

(c4) JEIEWREEIE
(R[H:O%>

(d4) FFmE% S E1
(Rg=0%)

Fig.15 Experimental results

(a5) Z{HWK, (a4) - (al)

(b5) Z{EKE, (b4) - (bD)

(c5) ZEK, (c4) - (D

(d5) Z{E K, (d4) - (dD



- 66 - MR 4R (A AR

537 %

Sk TR AR S B B I X K ED
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(F24 0.005) JPEG JE4 (i [ F 2~ 25) Fil
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Tab.1 Robustness test %
Yo ik KB it i JHERE
P 2uain 0 0 0 0
e S 3.9 7.2 1.2 2.2
e 5.6 8.5 2.7 33
JPEG 45 2.6 6.7 0.9 0.7
JPEG 2000 4 2.6 7.2 0.9 0.6

3.4 EIeXtEE

Sy 1 25 U AR SO B 0B, DA RT3
PR AN RERANE B T AR 4 A7 T S SRk
(18] [ 24 | AT HEREXT LE , SCHR[ 18 | 25 TR 2
/NS A B T G K BB SCHR[ 24 ] R AT
G2 28 1 B4 m] K BN

(1) ATy L

FATRH IER FRIFAGA RIS w80k A
TCIFREE T i i T e S BRI S5 7K BN e Ak LR
i SEERAEIRNGR 2 FR R 2 R S ]
WA T ARSCRYE T LASE @ SBT3k

Fz2 AT

ARCHE LM PSNR {H Sk 39. 0 dB, MG i = 2
T SCHR[ 18 1 AISCHk[ 241,

x3 AR
Tab.3 Comparison of imperceptibility dB

HNEWESEES SCHRL 18] SCHR[24] AL
SLEB MRI B4 30.24 37.1 38.9
Jifi# MRI &% 31.86 34.9 36.5
i J MRI %14 31.02 36.4 37.5
JFAE MRT &% 30.26 38.0 39.0

(3) EBEtEXT L

ASCH BER XA [R5k A7 PR X L, 3R
4—R T WoR TR, ATLUE L SCHR 18 BTkt
ER M R T B g 22, AR SRR
TR LA 7, JUHAEDT JPEG FR4iF1 JPEG2000
FEARE , JHERE R AR DR AT LR 0.7%F1 0.6%

T4 SHMETE-MERERS(FZE=0.005)

Tab.4 Robustness comparison-salt and

pepper noise ( variance=0.005) %
M E S SCHR[ 18] SCk[24] A3
ST MRI B4 14.5 8.9 5.6
Jifi % MRI &4 10.8 9.6 8.5
i 1 MRI B4 10.0 4.5 2.7
JTIE MRI &5 8.5 5.1 3.3

£S5 BHEUXI-BSHRE(FE=0.01)

Tab.5 Robustness comparison-Gaussian

noise ( variance=0.01) %
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FFHE MRI &% 17.5 3.6 2.2

* 6 EEMITL-JPEG E4 ( REEF=25)
Tab.6 Robustness comparison-JPEG

Tab.2 Comparison of reversibility %
i A SCHRL 18] SCHR[24] A
3 MRI E{5 0.4 0 0
Jilid MRI &% 0.7 0.3 0
JiE 1% MRI &% 1.1 0.2 0
JEIE MRI &% 0.3 0 0
(2) AR L

ANTT SR S X6 K P R B O B A R AT
i, 3 X T AR A PSNR {H, "TLAEH,

compression ( quality factor=25) %
T E SCHR[ 18] SCHR[24] A3
3HB MRI 4 11.7 6.9 2.6
Jili#5 MRI 1% 10.8 13.9 6.7
Jig s MRI &% 9.7 5.8 0.9
JFAE MRT % 9.7 6.4 0.7
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Tab.7 Robustness comparison-JPEG2000 compression %
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Robust Reversible Watermarking Algorithm for Medical Images
Based on Deep Residual Network

LI Zhi'** ,ZHOU Xuyang'*, YIN Xinwang'*, ZHANG Li"?

(1.Key Laboratory of Intelligent Medical Image Analysis and Precise Diagnosis of Guizhou Province, Guiyang 550025, China;
2.College of Computer Science and Technology , Guizhou University , Guiyang 550025, China)

Abstract: As an important basis for doctors’ diagnosis, the copyright protection of medical images has always
been the focus of research. In the copyright protection of medical images, it is necessary to ensure the lossless re-
covery after image modification. However, most of the current reversible watermarking algorithms for medical ima-
ges do not consider robustness. Therefore, this paper proposes a robust reversible medical image watermarking al-
gorithm based on Deep Residual Network , ResNet. First, the algorithm uses depth residual model to extract depth
feature information of medical images, and adaptively determines the optimal embedding strength, and balances
the invisibility and robustness of watermarks. In addition, the genetic fuzzy C-means clustering algorithm is used
to dynamically divide the watermark region and extract the watermark information according to the clustering re-
sults, so as to effectively overcome the influence of signal attack on the watermarked images and further improve
the robustness of the algorithm. The experimental results show that the PSNR value of medical images with water-
marks can reach above 36 dB after embedding watermarks, with enough image quality. After extracting the water-
mark , the algorithm can recover the medical image completely without loss. Under the attack of Gaussian noise,
salt-and-pepper noise, JPEG compression and other common signals, the algorithm can still extract the watermark
information accurately, showing strong robustness.

Key words : medical image; copyright protection; deep residual network ; clustering algorithm; robust reversible

watermark



