F36E H5W R E MR CH KRB ¥R Vol. 36 No. 5
2015 9 H Journal of Huaqiao University (Natural Science) Sep. 2015

XEHS:1000-5013(2015)05-0535-06 doi:10. 11830/ISSN. 1000-5013. 2015. 05. 0535

KABGLAKREMSREREBRMNEE
AR ES RIS EKEEAR

e, LA, TRl

AR (5 B2 5 TR 2B .t LT 361021

TEE . A AR G 40 R I i ik A K ED B 5 58 68 A B0k R L ART B3k 5 1k 2 A TR AL, 4 i —
il B T AR L AT A 1E A0 43 e 248 J8% SR ) {0 47 SR 1 0 (SVD) Al 8 /K B 6. %o 0 ek (L ) = S (R A7 R 1k
XA K ED S I 72 7K BRI s AR U — AR B R X6 22 2 U AT et 59 45 7K B R 14T LA A 1E & 8 £ 7K ED AT DL
IR PE I SEIG B A Oy T B T K B X R T A L AR T R

KEW: BFOKEEMG: SRR w SR JUm el JUAE s S

FESES: TP 391 XHEFREL: A

B K BN AN 5 AR AL K B A AR IS L 7 491 25 22 B A DA 2 v S B i ) RSO AR 37
NS S8R PEDCIIE . T AF R 4 1 Y J 408 SRR R I /N T Nyquist SRR 28 0 ROk R A5 5 JF 52
BT 55 RAE RS 15 0. 52 BT b 7K BN HEAT F 45 R RN T0T 4k B 482 25 17 7K B it 2 A PR K B A 2R
. Zhang S5 Of R 45 BRI RIECT K EDBOR 45 4 92 BUBL ORI B BE i AT B GE O R B B E R
I A R A K ETY s AT AT 2000 8 0 T A DS ) 2 5 Tl o L AR ) 08 200 ARl ) A A 2 5 BT A 0
200 SRR 0 WA S S BOK B Y 5 B 2 B0 SCIRES Tiy AN 2« R i S (B 00 /0N 1) 8 8l B A B A
SE VR AR R X R Y AT S (E AT A A R A KR T R R L T A . R K BRI R 52 3
JUART Bt I 4% 7K B 8 A A L B 55 0 N I 0 B AS PR ] S 30K B4 B M. Sy 17 K B AT AHR
PIUTZ it A8 K ENFR IR o AT ) P PRGOS — A B AR A A 5 7K B P8 JLAR] 2k L. AR SCHR i 4 T [ 45
JUART A TE 153 B I 24 8 i 2 {0 & S (0 0 i 140 45 R VK BT H R S 196 2 7K EDAS AT DL R 42 R W AN U AT B
e B 2 b T EL BRI — B G T il O omg R A AR R MR A v SO R E B U L PEG TR 4D Rl — i
Rt (B 00 A8 RS 7% L Bl e S — L7 AL 4

1 SREFBAMNVNEETRESBEEHFEGKEDEAR

S Xt PG AT 43 B FE 45 R (BCS) o 7500 00 s3t (E R A7 27 S5 B3 A« OF: 12t A6 28 57 (L A K BT B -
7K B (P R B ik A K BN IR X MR EAT BCS . — 5 181 T 45 48 474 2 0] 348 v P 15 A
ATy — 5 T PG R A 0 2 e S o7 B g a5 A0 T 2 R R K D £
L1 SREFREREGRERE

K Lo X 1o G X ANEZ PP BRI B X B K= 1o X 1o/Bi s Ie» Io # 0T LAY By B, 50
JHOEHH S i x, o= 1,2, KL BMRES j RBEAT m OCTRSERAE S5 1 DA (1

y, = @ux,. (D

KO @y g m X BY B m PR AR B IREI Y =y ey oo s ey | RJAHET 20 B

JE 45 -3 15 5% Landweber 83k (BCS-SPL)™ WA 5B Y #44) R L W] UDRAIE 76 I 5 Y iR A 7K
KFHEE: 2014-09-20

BEEE: SEEA960-) . 2. Bz 14 EE NG ECT K E 5 YR 5R B BESE . E-mail: fengg@hqu. edu. en.
E€WH: WAy AR EEERIA(2014]J01242)




536 R R (A R B 2E O 2015 4F

EPAE AN 2 B O MR A T 25 2% A, SR Al BCS-SPL 33k 544 75 31 1 [R5 5 ik 54
1.2 JKEPHRANIL 7R
HB, 1 KEIFIALH. FH Arnold 288" Xt n X n KEN KIS W BEAT £ UCE L.
B2 I AR AR A R A v W B LA B @y DR AT R 4 R AR 15 2 BRI R Y.
ST AL (E A S i A K ED. X 0 R I AR Y R AT o B A S 0 A L B R K ED
AT PR/ R By X B, #5 HA% A e KB &7 5 (8 DU 2 B0 & A 3 K18 B JRIG E A0 1Y) Jo o
TR R G R AR X A B 2 AN BIES 4 AR S EIR A KB LR AL bit KED, E A A 3
K.XTES R BLY, AT A A
Y,=U-+S-V. (2)
SHFEXT L EICE R 1052085050085 55505 1 0F j=2,3.4 (A RAESEATRAL A 1 bit KELL A
. (s; —1/2)¢, mod(e; +w;,2) = 1,
R S e S T )

L8 WEALE K A B PRAE 5e, =5, /0051 s, WAL, [ 1010 T HUR ek 5. 6 S % 14 )
R EICRE BN L5y o5y o st oss osa oo s NI 7K B 1 U 5 {8y
Yo =U-.8S, V. (4)
H 4 H BCS-SPL F ik H A4 & /K DI AR Y., - 15 2 5K BN ENE.
1.3 JKEN{RENE 32
TR KR B 1L 2,0 EOKENEMR 1, $EAT AN H S 4 B 2 R AE X B 55 7K B (8
Y. 0PI (R RS B YRR Y AT A Hear SR o i N — B = 2,3,4 1Y A SR P ARG 1 bit K ED LA

= jl, mod(| sY/8],2) =1, (5)
0, At
ﬁﬂ% N2 +77%+7]|>25m~UiX4‘ﬂ%%EXtHE(J7KED wj:hE‘ﬂl'J w; =0.
HE 2 Jx Arnold 8. 52 IBCH i /K BN #E4T S Arnold A2 46, BIVA] 5 31 1E 8 HE P 19 K B

2 FZARBEBILAKRERKETRE

H G — A B X 32 B U AT Bty (9 35 7K BTG FE AT JLAT 5 I o 1 7K B 2% 234 B4 A £ o7 B iR
A JKE I [R] A5 41 8 JUAT B it R 7K B A 65 A 1.
2.1 {ifTHmmEGRA—HEAR
TRV G I AR B BB R 7R AR B A SEECRR B T (o ) P 0o <Ko 5 O y=<C L. R I £ A1
1% I(x,y) E‘”ﬁgff’gﬁ%@fgﬁﬁ ICao s yarr) 7,ﬁ\:':':'
(*)+ (dl J 6
y d:

Laff x d,
o)=al ()=
Vatt y d, dz Az

S Y 8 JUAT Tl G A5 e G A T T 5 D 360 47 S A i B R R A1)
R — AL B m] 232 4 A2 B AR b AL .« 7 1) shearing H—4k . y J5 6] shearing JH—1k.,
x Ay 5 4 B B A — AR H R R MR R T (2 3) = T (X omm » Vo) » B
X norm X a 0\/1 0y\/1 Xe
(y ,,,,,,, ):A<y(>:<o b)(y 1)(0 f)<y) e
KO Bay 7358 « oy T7 1] shearing IH—AEZ B sa.0 J 48 A — LS8
2.2 FIABRGHA-—URARIAEKILAMEAERE
2.2.1 JUATREFF D D @R L, B9H— 05 5B 8 B A JE0R A7 5 2) @il 0 (D5 fr
R A5 1S 90— A7 SR R A5 3) BOERFR I ER IS (s ) o JLTAR TR ST BHR R 15 (ea ) =
I8 (T s Voo ) » FEIR N

(3

ap; A

Xge X,
(e)-aa ().
y Ve

gc



%5 WBETF . 55 . SR IEG LA A5 1 0 3 e 1T 206 SR R0 &k B 2 S 1L 0 i 199 45 R UK BB R 537

B 1) ~3) ST XL B R AR T HREIE. phy SCERC6 AT 1« 28 i 5 A R AT 3500 JL Ao 3¢ ok 1
SRR 15 SRS KENEIR L, A AR 690 — LR o B Do il it 5 A MR S 0 —fk AT
BRIEG L. L e R 15 5 A AR 1 065 MBS S A MR A —qk . AT 75 31 1 1%
L. B0 I 5 1, AR . 250 [

AR e f BE Tk )5 B ARG wo-shearing 240 8. 7]
W1 R, BARFIE LARIE J7 % 1 A] LIRS IF JR 4 A e 1oy
Wt SRS T % — 07 7 e e B JL AT R L 10or

TR 1 A) 0 R 32 30 5 A ff B 1 T A 0k ) AT RE 23 T |
¥ Al TR N \‘———-\
H28 B 75 BOX e M BE T U A% 1E 2k 8, F A '
RHALOTRE 7% 2 B BRI R S8 L e st )| | | | |
2.2.2 JUMBREFZE?2 KRIESKHNAEG 19 (x, ), ~180 —90 6/((0) ) 90 180
MRUR Ry Tid %z 440 ke % o A A 0E  JLART A I 5 AR TS (s
DI e ony Ay 1 R i B T S B
w gc gc . ; . ; Fig.1 Parameter 8 variation under
Lge a cos sin X,
= . 9 different attack angle
<yg(.) (O b)(sin¢ cos ¢)<y(.) ) L ¢

D =gt — gl TEFALIE S B BIR N I3
D JEFACIE. R BRI, I8 oAb )E BURARIE M g0 . ¢80 A

u .
2 10

¢ arctan D (10
2CQuz + wrz)cos ¢+ 2(up; + uzn)sin ¢ = 0. (1D

LAD P u HEG L. B TS QO A B RE A 2N QD W H T — N, 55— (g +
O TR IE R BRI R IE AT RE S 5 go AHZE 180°. A 2E 180°, WX MX N [EZ I3 47 M
e W I (e R T 7 - TR 2 A 2 T i e 180°).

2) A5 MR ROE. R L I8 P B3 5w w TS AE IO B 1 2 50, B

a= (M/Ip) « (sgn(usy) « sgnusz)) b= (N/Iq) « (sgn(us) « sgnlugs)). (12)

KOEJG BRI 5998w -5 AR R AR T
2.3 HEMEGILAMKRENKENFR

TR K HERA KBS IR AT R 1 2. AKEEEGR R L.

FR2 R IFRAEEE L PO wes uso FFIES $% o shearing 2R ZH0 y L 0 0 — AL 05 5 22 4
T A

B3 HIUTKRIET S 2 SRl g IS 3E47 U RS OE , IFH B IR 5 R TS 1 shearing 48
BBH B v A s =A<ty BB — B [ <lto B IR 5 L e AP R 4L

T4 HAJUTRIE T2 LRI BRI 47 JUBSGE  F 3R E 5 BRI 1) shearing 72
BSH R v s AU <o BB — B | <<t JFERIPIR 55 BN e DR 6.

TS MKIEEEEG IE R IBOKED, SR UK EN )T 2 W5 1. 3.

F]6 MR IR I d S IBOK B SR IBOK BNy 22 [\ 5 1. 3.

3 XLWER

SR FE AP A5 1 1 (Rosn ) I — AR A DG AEL (NC) | FU R 52 38 (R ) 1 5 1 48 B Rosn 0K K B[R AT
DUPER L s NC R BER /N 7K B i 65 4 4 B
3.1 KEPEHEME AR MR ZLENR

7K B PG AN B P A5 A TR R X L AR 2 . 18T 2 (a) ~2(d) 2l 512 px X512 px {1 8 1A &
B 2(e)~2(h)Jy 64 pxX 64 px FKEIIY MR, ARHESCHRL7 ] B By =32 RFFIREL m=B; « n* /K<
Bi W B, <<8. By M/ om AL/ TS RGBT i 2% R L B, =7, 00 i =784,



538 LR FF WM AR RO 2015 4

(e) cameraman(& 7K Ej1) (D) lena(F7KED) (g) boat(£ /K E1) (h) pirate({F 7K ED)
B2 K B G ORI Ak P A5 i PR A 5T A X L
Fig. 2 Comparison of the visual quality between the original and the watermarked images
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Tab.1 Measurement of robustness of the watermarking scheme to common attacks

U e R .
cameraman lena boat pirate
5 I 7 (0. 000 6) 0.004 2 0.004 9 0.003 7 0.003 2
3T A (0. 001 8) 0.085 2 0.115 5 0.128 9 0.117 7
A (0. 003 0) 0.204 1 0.052 5 0.2715 0.2539
HLER I 75 (0. 006) 0.114 7 0.107 2 0.128 2 0.108 4
BRI 7 (0. 008) 0.150 1 0.169 7 0.189 0 0.182 9
BUER 75 (0. 010) 0.205 1 0.218 5 0.222 2 0.229 5
= A g I 3 <30, 4) 0 0.400 0 0 0
e T BB U 3X3(0. 6) 0.045 7 0.049 3 0.090 8 0.073 2
e TG B I 3X3(0. 8) 0.246 1 0.249 5 0.278 1 0.283 4
JPEG JE45(95) 0 0 0 0
JPEG JE4i (75) 0.087 9 0.083 7 0.068 6 0.063 0
JPEG JE 45 (55) 0.202 9 0.204 1 0.178 2 0.185 8
FYICET 1/8) 0.092 8 0.092 8 0.092 8 0.092 8
WYICET 1/0 0.204 1 0.203 1 0.194 6 0.202 9
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Fig. 3 Rpsx variation with different parameter Fig.4 Security experiment of the watermarking scheme
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Tab. 2 Comparison of the proposed watermarking scheme with reference [5]

NC
ik Res/dB C/bit WM BUHMES  ENEIGE  JPEG RS g o
(0.001) (0.006) U i 0. D (95) "
B NS 35.4917 64X 64 0.978 9 0.916 8 1.000 0 1.000 0 0.956 6
CHRLS ] 34,4300 50 X50 0.694 0 0.776 6 0.904 3 0.6911 -

# 3 JLAT B T KBNS R I

Tab.3 Measurement of robustness of the watermarking scheme to geometric attacks

RBE
AR Al A2 A3 A4 A5 A6
cameraman 0.065 9 0.068 8 0.117 2 0.049 8 0.127 7 0.005 6
lena 0.089 1 0.076 4 0.128 7 0.060 1 0.147 2 0.1255
boat 0.120 6 0.106 7 0.177 2 0.102 8 0.218 3 0.016 0
pirate 0.118 4 0.032 2 0.163 1 0.095 5 0.183 1 0.176 3
AR 14 al
A7 A8 A9 A10 All Al2
cameraman 0.111 8 0.075 0 0.152 3 0.1951 0.157 5 0.026 9
lena 0.143 6 0.082 3 0.137 7 0.189 2 0.124 3 0.036 6
boat 0.202 4 0.1211 0.181 4 0.202 9 0.157 0 0.106 4
pirate 0.180 9 0.114 0 0.181 6 0.203 4 0.149 4 0.035 2
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Robust Digital Watermarking Algorithm Based on Image Geometric

Correction and SVD of Block Compressive Sampling Measurements

CHI Xiao-fang, FENG Gui, DONG Xiao-hui

(College of Information Science and Engineering, Huaqiao University, Xiamen 361021, China)

Abstract: It will lead to the poor robustness when the watermark is directly embedded into the compressive sampling
measurements. To solve this problem, a robust digital watermarking algorithm based on image geometric correction and
singular value decomposition (SVD) of block compressive sampling measurements is proposed in this paper. The water-
mark is embedded into the singular values of the image in compressive sampling transform domain. Meanwhile, the water-
marked image under geometric attacks is corrected using the image normalization technique. After geometric correction,
the watermark can be correctly extracted. Experimental results have shown that the proposed algorithm achieves the bet-
ter robustness to common attacks and geometric attacks.

Keywords: digital image watermarking; block compressive sampling; singular value decomposition; geometric attacks;

geometric correction; robustness
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