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An Overview of Audio Steganography Methods: From Tradition to Deep Learning

ZHANG Xiongwei, GE Xiaoyi, SUN Meng, SONG GONG Kunkun, LI Li
(College of Command & Control Engineering, Army Engineering University of PLA, Nanjing 210007, China)

Abstract: As a widely used medium in the cyberspace, digital audio serves as an excellent cover for
carrying secret information and is often employed in the construction of covert communication systems that
prioritize real-time performance, low complexity, and imperceptibility. Audio steganography, one of the
key techniques for ensuring network information security and confidential communication, has attracted
increasing attention from scholars. This paper presents a systematic review of the development context of
audio steganography methods. Firstly, we introduce the basic contents of audio steganography, and
summarize the problem description, evaluation indicators, common data formats, and tools. Secondly,
according to different embedding domains, traditional audio steganography methods are classified into time
domain methods, transform domain methods and compression domain methods, and their advantages and
disadvantages are analyzed. Furthermore, based on different steganographic covers, the deep
learning-based steganography methods are categorized into embedding cover-based, generating
cover-based, and coverless audio steganography, then the three steganography methods are compared and
analyzed. Finally, suggestions for further research directions in audio steganography are pointed out.
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TETE TR I 4 A5 b A2 i A TRR AA0 4 BER T e s 0 3 I R REOR , 48 BUR LR Al
S5 7 T AR L 22 A FVRCHE S8 15 2 R ™ B o RV SR N 04 5 1 RT LA BT 1k B0k A R R L (I
% 01/ BE BeU R %% 38 {5 RO AEAE , DT AT RE 230k X SR BRPH T (B IR T AE R O T BB R AL AR R
(] B, Bt A B3 AL R A R 1 g 6 AL 3 e TR B 2 >0 SR T R 2 BT 1 A 2 100 % A, T A kel A 4 A
PEAZHR G o A5 B BRI E — AR R % 5 B RRURCTE 2 AR 2 b i v R MGl 3 e e R A B
TA7E , FE S IR Sk AR Bk £ B R AL o B K BN 5 15 B OB EL A B DDA G A IR 2 A 78 T 5 B
I T2 4 B8 2 1 e A B AR e 3k B G A Y B 5 i R K R R RORUAR R A AR R
B BOIE B TR IR S B 2% AR AR e A SR IR SR [R] ADEEA E BRUEC  ERRE EMR RS
AT B 5 RN SCAS B 5 45 o 8 AV S N 2R 38 3k 1 32 22 O RN UL ) R (5 8, 02 RAR I IR S 38004, A 5K
P A5 A5 D A TR K BN A BAT Tz 0 T K, DR M R S B AT A IS L AR TR A
Hh SR MR B — B R kAL, Ao A ZEWT 48 & 48 (Human auditory system, HAS) 7E — 4~ R 58 B9 45 K
TN 328 TAE AT 20~20 000 Hz 2Z 8], X5 T35 i iy« M7 <JE o Usk OF BRI WT o8 R 48 L Lo &
GEH AU IR L AR £ BT S BRI A B AR A S S R R L I B T A S A 4R R
PRABAR 71, 8 A0 Al i A ) B8 e AT AT b i A B B

FE B S S o DAk, B N A2 5 4 o 2 m iy S0 U LR B A TR B 2 ) S 7E 3 4
B AN TR, 45 E AR S Al R TR L AR A S RS T — R AE AR . BR S A A
S5 RS AR R B A B 40 AT B B B GE THRR AR, DT ) B 28 AA A A i A A DGR 2 A S, T L
AT T ELAR P A 5 S SR BORAT BROES B o B AR N T S TS W 48 R B
P A0 9 R g LA B 48 5 I AR 2 O e — AR S e S A e MR T B . AlSabhany %R
Dutta 25743 Bk itk A 1 B s AR [7] % 5 00 B35 10 7 B E AT T R GE LRI, X5 0 S B B 4R
FEN 5 AR S 04T T RN G 3T, I 78 B Ja X 35 B 5 A0 M AT 7 T 5 RO AR BE . 9k 10 1A 4655 %) [ 1 4k
Z AR RS DE T R AT T R FIXT B, I v 0T 3 7 A A R 1 L PN A I S BOIR EAT T R .

FETIRE =W E RS RS SCEOAE X > BRI A WS e S gl b R 2 T IR =S
1 MBS AT B A 0 S o R BB BN MR e A AR R AT AR 2 4 A TR 2 ST 1
RS T AT A 4 e . AR ORISR IR T S I BRTS AH DG A 2 TN ELAR 48 R I AR AL ELR U i
X W B 5 7 i AT T R GRS AR, O 3 R B A 2T W O IR AT TR

1 FHMRSHR

T 5 i R R R A 1 S A ke B R 9 1R R, R AR E U S B
U 38 A K 4 3 (Voice of internet protocol, VoIP) HHR A, 36 T ik A B Y Bl P 45 A A LA
A (47 33X S B G A2 R G B A B U 0] o AR 1 S AR R S 1 I R A | A A T B AT T R
A 5 0 B AR RS L PR FE AR EAT T AN A
1.1 EEHR

O Y ) AR R R 4 E B A B M ={my, my, e my, e my ) FE BB R C=
{crncomscpen o i€ K, jEL K Y L4y 5| 3R B % 05 B A1 8K (0 80dt , m, AR — R 15
B EFERN 30, o RE-FEMRE M. REEBRWE LR, &5 RS WA 5 258 i
B 53k Emb () ¥ B35 5 8 M ={m, my, -+, my }BABAFAE & WK T BT Emb(m,, ¢;)—>s;,S=
(510800 0euSp0 oeey S0 ) BN B BB, AT RAFE N TF 0 I 46 5 38 vh A% 4 o #2000y il gk 4R RO 1k Exe () A2
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Fig.1 General process of audio steganography

1.2 EHHESEHREIAR

Xof 7 FH AR B bt BRI L B, e S R A R R B L SR BN AT TEAR A AR 4 B
T A8 FF B 2 AT 9086 . EEOR A TIMITH (NOIZEU' (GTZAN"fl CORPORA" ' 45 i 4
B o R 2RI B R SR T Y A 2 B R AT A BE 0 A, T LR IR HR R O ek bR I B i A =X 00 i 2
WAV VoIP . MP3(Moving picture experts group audio layer [l ) \AMR(Adaptive multi-rate) .\ AAC(Ad-
vanced audio coding) . AU Hl MIDI(Musical instrument digital interface) . H 5 f & WL #9 2% (& 4% =X 2
WAV VoIP I MP3, 5kl AMR AU I MIDI #9757 i 80, LR BN R 1R .

®1 BERAEHENX

Table 1 Common audio formats

FH 1N a5, &

WAV RIE4 HYHET AR PIE A& AR Bl R Windows

AU RIE4E Al T R FRAESR ARE R Unix ., Java

MIDI  N/A B A AR A E AR 2 1T O A i 22 4

MP3  HURAE XA [ A5 B R TS [ B4 T 446 46, T 406 I o T 2 ) /s Z¥REM, ¥ M HBE
AAC  AHURLR o 45 0T A v L PR RE ZF¥RiEM

AMR  AHURSE  JEGE EOK R B 3 IR R, X T E i ROCR B A ZMTHHBE

VoIP A #HE4F TP P43 T 0 R L B HE T ML S IR 7E DY TR I 12 i

5 ) B, — S X AN [ 5 A X B A S R R 5 T 2 . Hayati 20 F S8 A0 L0 LR
T TR A A RGN T AR XS B A, BRI SR 2 TR o AT LA R B A B S R 2 A X MP3
WAV By & Ak =X, B RHEB R LSBBVE o Y7 &1 X5 5 M Be 5 811 1 4 IR 1 B 48— 9 PF 2 b o
EURT L3 ok A A i A5 0 3 3l A 0 R P W 4t A X R S K B o R AT R L R B B B
ZLH MP3Stego . SilentEye fil DeepSound s

MP3Stego J& 75 4 ok 2 v 415 B B 7E MP3 SCHF b, Bk U, I ok T EE T 1 Ak 20 KB ey Iy ik
B B B AE MP3 SC A ) A1 A B8 e v . SilentEye Fll DeepSound ] LT /] WAV #% 3K A9 3550, DL &
JPEG Hil BMP #% 2C 19 & Jr, BB 96 R T AES 583k X A 25 5 B 047 %85, H B 4R iU B 5 Sk R 3
DeepSound MY EA S i 19 DI 6E , i B AT X 22 R i SRS 2 S8 4% 4 19 D dg L B SR8 1] AES-256
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*2 BEHREIR
Table 2 Audio steganography tools

2 B BES (5 Bk PR
MP3Stego MP3 T NG
K& By ik

S-Tools WAV LSB N
SilentEye WAV LSB N
Hide4dPGP MP3/VOC LSB N/
stegandotnet MP3/WAV/MIDI/AU LSB N
StegoStick WAV LSB NG
Info Stego MP3 N/A NG
Scram Disk WAV N/A NG
DeepSound MP3/WAV LSB NG
Steghide WAV/AU LSB NG

SR AR B . 53 Ah, DeepSound fE #1442 i e A B 5 5 04 5 AR L 2500 AR LI /N R i
WRSCHF R 1/8 I, BAT B e W BT i, 2 00 1/4 b, BAT IR A Bk, 24 0 1/ 2 ), 35 % 35 3 B B AR
1.3 iFM¥ERR

TS B 34 T2 B R b o O A RTIERE RE A RRE EE, —E  EACR BT R .
2 oy Mo R R — PERE I, B 5 A0 I E R R DAL A — AN B 5 (R I 5 O 3 0
PERE o AN AT SRR | S B R P BB A0 2 B A ) S A

AN AT PE B B9 VF B 48 AR E 2 B L (Signal-tonoise ratio, SNR) | I {8 7 M [t (Peak
signal-to-noise ratio, PSNR) . & M 5§ 2% 2% 5+ (Objective difference grade, ODG) il ¥ Jy 1% 2& (Mean
squared error, MSE) %, SNR.PSNR Ml MSE = B2 /R & % % M 10 2% B, B0E B K 6 m 2k H /)N, W)
B A T JRR T b B AR 1 R BB AR U L B S R 9 SNR B AR/ T 20 BT

ODG &3l 1 BN R GEX o0 M1 2515 5 F A5 243 1 725 W RS th 2 %5 5 Fillil (5 5
39 I R I B9 05 5, 32 2] T B R R HEUEE B [ 4, 0 ], —4 R Ron SR 5,
—2~0 Z [A] 278 T MR AR B4 o NI, ODG #Y BB, AS ATV B, PO S5 AN 55 3 i /i o

B S A R AR — T A T R 2 BB AR AR B, R AR N ARSI ) 25 1T AT R E A
AR B i R A 2 DA R FER A X F AR B A R AR

B R PR A B B (R B AR BU A R S AL BEAYBE T . LR IR I3 (Bit error rate, BER)H ] T

7R T A RS R R AR AR LR B R B H BER (RGBS D0 4R A Bk 2 15 BOEOER . AE
RS R, UL N B 03 JE R R PR A Y %3 ODGEMZZHE
e W % # iR % (Equal error rate, EER) R B /Z 77 Table 3 ODG evaluation scale
BT UE NS 3015 B EER MU, 00 358 B 35 4 rp ODG R 0
B UL TR N B Oy E B e R 0 TRT 45 i
. , —1 ] ZE 58 0N ) H: R

2 GEMRE AT

EEEMBRE AL ., EROE "

AR TR Y B 4 A B AU [R] K A% 8 R RS -3 PAEN %
W A R A R D FE 4 58y ik, TR TSR P A1 B R —4 R R %
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2.1.1 LSBRSBF %
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U LSB W5 J7 v LA T B 750 S0 8 R 0 VORI 7
A 28 7 B A e Sl e SR £ B P A AR R 2 A e RS ik
[ B2 4 ] B0, S 5 0 55 T 2 15 A 55 M 4 0 ok 2 5 22 4 b Fig.2 Traditional audio steganography methods
BIVKr A 15 B0 % 5 B A BUE 2K . Gambhir 2
il RS A B39 8 s 25 15 S8 0 28 i % 3, SR U 1 A 1LSB 5 k& B
W BRI B . Mishra 5 RB S BB R Sk I
ASCITHH 4R J5 i 3 35 4% 00k A 0k b 16 30 i AR 25 15 18 1Y \
AN B, B n R LSB J7 325 8 8 2 15 B X AS ASCIT 6% [1000] [1001] [T010]
AR, Nassrullah 25707 5 15 T LSB B9 5 28 51 K4 A /
557, 3 A R A R T I 2 o R R 2 R A A R
P2 5 BRE MR AR L T BEAR A % {5 2 K/ R R /INVRT SNR H
T I Hb B R A AR AR A BRORE LU A R 1% ik R R
1 2 A3 AR AR A AR 0 A e R Ak (DA TR i 2 D
B — A A F 5 (2) B A4S 35 4 2 1R e B A B A2 i A
FF B Rakshit S0 ML FRA LSBISEDHE  SEBE| oD -
S Z T R T vk R A o S A T R R o £
AR LT AR5 AR LSB &% 9 K 5 7 ik 24
T 1 43 590 e A S ] 0 35 41 S0 A o
2.1.2 AAS B ALTE 5 7 ik

A ASE 23 A 2 R FH LA X A 37 2 3 A A1 58 A5 3 e il 8 AR 07 (i S B, of e 5 Ty LA R v S
P, R BB TR Ak i 7 B R B AR Bender 25 o B A0 1R B A 437 5 ek 2 B0 80
S ML B Bl , BUAS B 1 19 SNIR , {H 3 25 43 f5% 2 1] AH 57 22 A9 A8 4k, ) AT fiE 72 21 2k L. Dong %041 1
T VAR A G B 7 s, % MIP3 R 4t LA S e G — e AR e R A M A 1 — X (B )
AR 4345 1A KR X AR AT BB . Malik 25V 3R T — B RS AR AR — 4 B N TR SR 4
i 3E P 4% (Allpass filters, ApF ) Z{f AT 45 40 {57 16 B0 09 7 1 L 2 5 08 0 28 2 Bl A M Bt AT 4 i, Bof
BRI B 7% i, o BB L A8 5 A 8 R R JB R P RN R o AR 7 i B 1 B S TR R R TR
WA B B, SR BT % A BT ¥ X S R4 PR S AL 22 . Alsabhany 25 Xt B 5 1
REANFfiir (it 2 1 35 N7 R0 B 2% A O 04 [R) A0, 3 M0 38 N 22 GORE A A RS Y TR o AR N BOAR TR GR Y
TG F T S R A SR I 38 i A R RVBOHE 28, O FL7E i A B2 oh 2 0 T B 8 4 AR B 4
RS VST~ € I TR o S el N D S I @ | 2 I A R85 1 L s

MRS S
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wEEE| 6 - [1[0]
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#e

¥ 1
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3 LSBREJ
Fig.3 LSB steganography
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2.1.3 MEBRSBF*x

17 B 5 2 R HAS H A BRCREPE |, BB Sl 8 0, 7 B 55 R 23 430 b im ACAS [] 428 38 7 |1 75, A
T B 25 5 L A B 55 2 e | B e 1) S T U L R R B 5 S B A s O &R T
] e A T B 8 T 6 R AR A BT AN R AR Y R 0T e A R R [l e R UL AR S b
A6 A LA R 0 PR AP B O . Erfani 450 R T — b 3 T 18] P RO Y 5 4K DB R o o
et 265 A A 1 e e R K A A B AR X DA S A B A B R R BCAT . Ghasemzadeh
AU S 22 D A O 22 Ak 3 st A W BIL 5 3 A [ A SR, B T Il R RO A Ak . ROk
wh, AR A AL B 2 i A D BE AL T 51, (5 FH 2R 1A I 40 4 S i A B B 2 A 2 A i AN Tm] i 4G B, DT 2
R A RO AR AN R K A O R A R AR R R RO Y o B 24 9 T e R R A R
A B MU TR) B 175 B, o T 3 U B 6 % A D BE MLBOR A= 2% %7 90 T B AR L B
KRS R . ARG TR A B ny B T OB AE 249808 B . A1 X5 A% G2 [l 5 B B AA e
S A B 0 A0 45 K 2 TR, Wang 251725 4R T R R B 23 1] 28 26 (Sparse subspace clus-
tering, SSC) 52 Bl 1 K& T Wr A UL iy |l 75 3 56 35 & 7K B O ik R A ] 8 045 5 T A 45 A Y i
(Time-frequency, T-F)$FE Y 15 Bt 7 vk o M6 I i & RS 5 e e s 4t T-F 2o AR B A
AFARL T-F 45 AE i) 1 ] 7 28 258 3] [7] — 25 6] oy, 6 J5t 8 0003 ik o 25 ) R R & > 23 ) 6 0, T —
B FAF S o K O A B i 1% % N T e i T 5 S AT K B A FE SR G R P R 4 T-F
AR 52 - (8], I ) FH 481335 23 A B2 BBOK B
2.1.4 FHMREF*

PR A) 2 A T 3 SRGE AR 00 M R IE {5 R A% B T B g —FOE S T . B R SIA
TR B BRI TR S 1 12 R T R 2 Al B A AR S A T R L BEAT R S
B B BRI L 7T LA 43 b T3 43 7 90 7 0 A Bk A B 4 7 A 0 15 . Matsuoka ™ B T — i B P SRR (Y
FEAl b, AR B R B B AT R R Y . TEEBUE S sl AM BRI E A T 5 PN
(Pseudo-random noise) 5 5 BYAHICPE . FEXT S G 15 5 AT M9 I, w] LA D7 {68 il DA 5 930 oo A 00 S ik A 7Y
ARG S R E S S B PO R 098 A . Kuznetsov &8 258 T 76 3 45 b A ] B 88 4% R B
FE A L 7 BRR T SRS [R] 0 7 A= 70 81 1 T 6T A R S Y S
2.2 THIEGE

7 4G 1 Ty 1 S AE AR e IS B B S R B P i B A R, BB R R G A 4 Ay I el AT R
B, LR ERE QN &1 4 TR o B FH B4 78 B 3y 3 A PR s L it A8 3 (Fast Fourder transform, FFT) (B AR
7% 7% 4 (Discrete cosine transform, DCT) FIES # /N 728 # ( Discrete wavelet transform, DWT) &

Gopalan'™" 48 H 7 — Fh 7¢ K5 45U B0 £33 S e i A B 455 1 6 B0 7 3k, 55 A0 1) 2 481 335 Bl e Sk %
i 42 X B 3% FET A9 . Fallahpour %V 38— Fp 3L F FFT A8 1935 0 B35 7 o, B (IR A2 28 5 A
SR PR B RR 1% 5 IR AE 5~15 kHz 2 (8] 1Y 551 % A5
5 W A 15 1, I ELE O N T B R AT i | RERR
Ao Dieu &5\ S 3 T I 48R 04 5 451 B0 07 5 0 T R
DA A 5 b BRI R URAE AR 5 55 A R (il 2 AR 4 Emb(.) —’[’a‘%?ﬁ%% s | sy
M9 77 12 ARG N i+ 58 52 e v S AR B2 At 1 B A g SRR T
o i ARG E W R S AR T R T FFT
Ik T FPT A4S 80 M B s | TR || mbi
S, 3 A A 1 A ek AR A R P4 I v b P i

W 21 2555 B X B T 09 1 A T 1 T ) Fig.4 Flowchart of transformation domain method
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B, WA 7K R BROE T A 79 . Kanhe 28048 Y — i 56 T b 35 R0 55 A0 35 0B S ik, 0 ek ok
FHEE B DCT &40, 0] LE TG A MR ik AT 215 B .

T T A8 0 5l Y 5 A B 5 B v  DWIT S P T B0 B el 1 e A 28 48 07 1%, BB B8 M 20 1 I Bl 5 A
SO R ET . B S AR A A I T DCT B 35 95 I B 16 kA B 15 B 004 Tt 2 5 3075 U 19
TR e RS #AR AT DWT A2 4 JF I — 1 9IRS [ 2045 5 L SR 5 #2045 5 fl 22 5 Arnold
A 8 B 2 {2 A BV AT 2R B (B v, RS AR A5 B A 3 A . SCRKL 36-39 1 e IR Rk ik AT
DW T 28 48, P F] FH B3 b (8 LSB J7 i 70075 0k 45 R A7 B 5 15 B0 A A, A LG it 7y ik T K 110 G i 25
5 T v ) R
2.3 EHEEAE

R 2% 1A% R B SO R 2 0 G TR A 0 SO o R R A B A SR AT B S AN e g 92
fiff A% i ol 9 ) R, A B A AP B 5 A A U o KT, 8 00 40 B3 ) 8 3 o b S B T B R 1Y TR
TG HAE B, PR G 3 6 4 300 5 A0 e 5 vk A G T ol B4 R A U MP3 T AAC, Hod
MP3 f Jiit 47 o T 1P #1515 5 (VoIP) A Jy — R0 2% 3 il 3G R, )iz i T8 BE LA 5
BLIY 22 F a8 A v, G ob SR FH 00 38 5 S B 2% 30 o 22 oA 0 4 10 O 3k I OB 4 7% . S 50 S R &
i i ) X T B RCHE AT A L PR VoI P BRS Jy ¥R A O He 4 4y v o
2.3.1 MP3rR57 &%

Atoum 25 B FE MP3 SCIE T BE B905 15 A 25 O PR AR AT (5 8 R4 oP itk A (5 B R R 46 5 kA (5
B3Fh Ik IR Z R 4 MP3 B 5 R[] LSB # AR 414 A7 e ot . ik 43 T DL R B, R 4
HAR B2 AR B R SRR, B M 1k 22 s R4 vh i 8 W S AATEMR A m R R . Y AT MP3 s
SRk BB RAE SR G A TG e A AR HLB0R T B Huffman 4 #5535 AR £ . Huffman % 5% 5
0 AT T8 i WD R A R A LR AR O 8/ O BT 10 % Huffman %57 , 35 K 75
MP3 A5 35 40 B 5 B 0k A (A5 e 2 B R A . YR X X T A MIP3 ¥ R T A
FE LA P55 At A SRR [ 3 N 22 B Tl 0, B 10 T A A R e e S T AR L S A0 B
F ARSI S i 2 R AT B A B B, DT B e B S e A B 80 B P L O HLR T B AE N Y O s EE RS
) B9 5 9005 S HEAT D0 AL, LLAR i 3 1 00 P . Yang 2510 N B S 200 A B2 M R, 5 1B 1) 2 1T R £ 5 0
fa 5 7 B ME DL A PR RS 2 T QMDCT (Quantified modified discrete cosine transform ) 2 50 A4 23 1 P 3h #2
HEHE R MP3 BRE 81 5 ik 8 T — B0l QMDCT Z& B0 linbits 7E 4 i A% B 3E B AU A MP3
S %, R M5 BLL k] STC (Syndrome-trellis codes) i@ i LSB ik AR &— 2 . 8 1 E M H AL
M eREOE R OO BT . 7RSS 2 )2 AR S 1R B A GE RS 2 2 A AR R B EE AT I R JF
R XUZ i A 25 4 Linbits AT B IE
2.3.2 AACREZ*

WF9EF AN, AAC EA B 0 B0 1 4 - OR 35 0 (0 AAC 35 450 008 AR BAG, AAC B J7 3k
(O BFF 58 R B/, T B A O S T AAC BV R 40 O R TR 46 1 B S0 5 A S B0 5 A BT ek e
AR AE T (8 3 Rl BT B g A0 gl e A o R 2 B R A 0 SR B A B IR R Y ) M B — b R T
MDCT (Modified discrete cosine transform ) i fk 22 5 AY A AAC AR BRE 7. LI R 7 —Fb
TR LN AAC FMFRE Bkl {38 R MDCT REOF R AAC 46 £ R BECH B, &
SRR AL AN AAC R4 W B h i MDCT ZEH#E AT B AN 95, R AAC R4 R LS,
BE T AT Bk AN SO RN 22 P AR T BRHPE RPT A b . Ren 2V LA AAC RS 5T
15 JCHE R4 Huffman 8% 7 5075 B 70 A5 AT TR QMDCT REB SRk, S 3RS e 50T Atk
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B2 A PEAR B ), B — R 2 AT R A LR AACRE T L. R EETZRMAGIT KA,
454 Huffman 8% 7 B G170 A5 L QMDCT BT A 0T 18] S8 TH AR 5GP L K B 7S 7 A AR v ) 51 4 SR 4
i, (5 s SR P B AIL L 30 60 25 it e 5 H 0 B 5 1 R B AT DR AP, B v 17 U B 22 A
2.3.3 VolPI&5 7%

VoIP 7 W 46 41 A VA b gl 132 i 7 T, DA I Vo P JIF SR FH 4 I 40 35 A1 S A 35 49115 8L RO 1 2
TR A LA T A P T 0 R 190 B M . 0N E SR BT VoIP RS RS A0 7 Oy ik R AT T
A THT A 1] B RN LA L TS VoIP Fa S ik Mg 28, A

" \ o LHETMRKSY |
5 E MR AU BUAT 19 5% SCHk O VolP B Jr ik : -

- o o . BRSO KRS E ik S5 |
Y AT R 9 W 5 T e R 03y T 2 L SH 2
RS LT E WA SRR T H S B A S 5 FERBASH |
MBS T3 i S R E;?%;

L 4572 0 H T 24 %0 A4 R R B B 22 | PkKs |
SERESERT VoIP KA | HENS 2 5 A AT BRI PE 42t — A e | wmeaeE |
FH LSB B 5 Jr ik 2 7T AL 1 B SR S HY 138 7 1P 3
BRGNS R S R s R Al |

AR G 1 D U] i — e R T o e B5 VolP 5 )ik
¥l IC I VoIP F&E Jr ik, B A 3 55 1Y B B 3508 s i Fig.5 Classification of VoIP steganography
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Fig.12 Generating cover-based Audio steganography based on GAN
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