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¥ E. 4R R F & k4445 (Least significant bit, LSB) R Auia 5 ik , AL BT —HH 0 A K214
Bk, ¥FREABREZLEAFEFE 2L KB ZEAREANG T ELEAMS S IR GBI RREZEEAR
EFPENMMEFLEESAAGT O L MAML E £ 5 F 5 M4 4R, AN X H 8 & AL (Support vector ma-
chine, SVM) 5 £ % K HEA B Z L EXN S B EAGEFN — AHEEIRFRARELE. AXLAEZLFE
L@y mILIET RS R A, 4 LSBEREE . AL FF5 % KE B E(Maximum a
posteriori, MAP) B AR it 7 kM B L3 . AR BEAN R LB T AL T EW 2R EARRRS,
KW LSB MBI 5 ;85 5 i AL ;SVM 4 £ 58
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New Method for Payload Location Aimed at LSB Matching

Yan Xiaomeng, Zhang Tao, Xi Ling, Ping Xijian
(Institute of Information System Engineering, PLA Information Engineering University, Zhengzhou, 450002, China)

Abstract: To locate payloads for the least significant bit matching (LSB-M) steganography, the paper
proposes a new method. The problem of payload location for LSB-M can be solved by abstracting the
mean square adjacency pixel difference feature of every pixel to classify all the pixels into two parts: pay-
load or non-payload. The feature is proved effective both theoretically and experimentally. Furthermore,
the proposed method is compared with the maximum a posteriori estimator for payload location aimed at
LSB-M. When the embedding rate is low, the method performs much better than the maximum a poste-
riori estimator.

Keywords: LSB-M steganography; steganalysis; payload location; SVM classifier
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LSB #: i a5 R EUR S P i 4 M (i A Bk 2 — B B O i A B R A A5 . &T X LSB
BB S RN T IR ot A (RS A HTIA R T 22 0 O B AR I R S . LSB IR E Y R
X LSB B b 5 UEAT T RN OBl o A 0 Rk R A O 0, AR T R I T — e g Ry 48 MR R R
2 HO RS AR ik R v A T R O 9E T 3 TR R 25 43 40 A e A TR ARG T O 9k A
BEF 25 5018 R 4B H B (Subtractive pixel adjacency matrix, SPAMD RRAE [ 45 M 5 20 . 33 4 s ) 50 32
FE S 56 % IR 558 T 0 AR BOR H5 4 (R R I 0 S SR B ] BB 2 B T R AR RS B RN BEE — 2 4
WAL B R B R . ERERS 0 i K H S B B A SRR T B AR X A T, Hop— 4
TR AR B SE S R T R i AL RSB . MR AR 3R A B ORI 2 A G TE

2008 4, Ker B AL %5 1% (Weighed-stego, WS) &5 43 41" iy SEL AL B FH F B 25 1 8 107 - 42
WS Bk 25 1 1 S R R DR DA T A SRR BT A A AR T — 1R B k2 AR R R
5% 25 K/NBEE TTBR R DX 43t B 380 & L 3X Al e 3 7 vk 9% HGE A T LSB B i 5 1) 4 2% i . 2R T
VTR R AR B AR 22 A A L R R R TR T O B 8 25 ok e 7 B AR i JEARL B S Ker 26U 5 i X &
A ABC/N B AR e HOREAR I T B, R A /N U 4 X 5 (Wavelet absolute moment, WAMD) JE i #% #2
/N 3058 22 B 48 391) 235 3o, PR Ok (37 LSB DT it Bt 5 A9 £ 147 &5 2011 48, Li 21 X WS 5% 22 05 0 ik
HE 8 — B ok 22 18 R B ok 22 5 DAEEIE RS 6 G ) TR UE T IZ% 7 iR BT LSB D L RS RE A 1A R 5
[ 4F » Quach' ™ $ H T 35 K5 B0 8 2R (Maximum a posteriori, MAP) #7175 3 » 1% 7 ik 4 B A8 3
FEURSAET G 4 5 LR RS AR T IR R BRI B R G R R PR ke i & . F
XoF A A VR R A L% 0T TR BT R LSBT IR BRUE 1 E  E RE AL WAM 7R B .

AR Tr AR R AE R — R R BT X LSB U R B 5 S B 6 A8 a2 0 . B 3R G /IR ] L 307 A
Tl o 10 L& AT A ] — R . 1 S0 8 UG A T AR 7 A 2 A % L SR 5 R A 3 A0 304 % 5 D
U R R T ak 22 AR I - 3 5k 22 M (EDR B e B Y B B . SEBR B T DO S BE B R — A 4
2 G R A7 B AR A0 B 2 o) O, B 7 T RO A ARk R AR R T AR BB KT
B, AR SO A B %l % SPAM 45 AE X LSB UG e [ 55 46 0 1) A 2kt o 7 4 T A1 48 4% 1 (B 3 % [
BIR/NHD BB B AR D R K 3088 R R — R R AL R o AR IR UG MG R AL
B 72 QAR R 22 00T O BE KA, LABCAE 40 KRR AE B A SVM 43 26 28 L MK A SR B 1A
o F) 1E B 1 28] v R 3R A AR R AR D .

1 ENBEBEERE

SPAM H#AE fi i F 41 %t LSB Vit B 5 i A o FL R i R A SR B B2 0 F L o 2 L TR BB AE 8
A5 1 B EE RS O T T EARGE L BB AE 8 AN H R ) R L N AR S AR < > v
AamooNGw T 2R R RS AR I T R WY A (W) — O 1) AT R I LK P ) R AL R BT AR
HoAty 7 1] B RRAE SR DO BB B — 2 . i ST IR 25 A0 IR AR I D LA ZE B A5 K- T 18] C— ) g 3]

D =1,—1,, i€ {1e..om)j€ (1o sn—1)} (D

Arb T RREBRIBR R, — P SPAM FRE F'™ 54 22 53 R @Ry — B Rl R B4 3 1 % T2K
S A2 B A 5 1]

M., =Pr(D,, =ul| D7, =v) 2

AH:uve {(—T,..., T} . & Pr(D;;=v)=0,4% M, =Pr(D;,, =ul D;,=v) =0, _Fr SPAM

FRAE F2 o 2 43 PR A S i B IR A] A B A5 3 44 [R)RE 3t % 5 7K SF- I 1)

M, ..=Pr(D;,=ul| D =v,D; =w) (3)

K wv,we (—=T,.... T o AR Pr(D; ., =v| D, =w) =08 AME M, ,..=Pr(D ., =ul D=
v, D, =w) =0,
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T W/ A AR R K AR B G 4 ST 1) B SPAM RFAEICE 35 4 X251 L A ARAE
P49 0 59 45 2 30 R HRAE

Fiow=[M2 MM+ M

F/+1ZA:%[M\ _"M\ +M/ —.—M/] 4

B 22 00 PGSR O AT BRI S5 ZR i RAERY L o 7 — A5 AU A BRAS R A8 19 22 7015 3% BUfEL X —
B /R A SRR, k= (2T + 1", T HHUE IR R 2255 TTBL . Pevny 450 X — B B K AT e 62 7 I 22 43 1)
BT =41 T=8, X #Euk o BIAKTS T 26 =162 F1 2k =578 4 — [y SPAM $EAE ; XF — iy &y /R o] RAEAY L b=
CTHD  HREFTTR T=3, X2 7 686 4E4FAE. A SPAM FFAESEBLEH X LSB VT BL KRS (9 6
N0 A 0 P Ay 25 e S — Rl PR e M B R S R T 1
2 EAXFE
BUAT B9 AT XS LSB DU BE B 5 4 B 280 5 {37 50 v A 2 o 0 PR IO /AR ) L B 28 6 A [ o — i 4 T
AT 00 I HOR B ) — R - S A T B SRS 31 01 B R 22 R A 1 39 % 22 R/ R sE i k. AR SO07
AR TE AL A AT EE T 208k T B T — O BRS 5OUE LR A Tk 2 R R IO AL
FRAE K A3 2 B 208 B30 VR BT A 8 3R L U Jes 380 1 A 19 28 03 (O 480 1 i A B R 8D v
AL F o SPAM RHE A 32 Uit B K AT X LSB DG e i 5 A (14 %80 . 45 5 & B0 LSB L Bic B 5 ik A
SR IMB R IR SRR . IR 200 T il L.SB D B S 012 A i i) 0 43007 A [ 1 28 TR AR B I —
MEROE MK ARG RAE LR A TN E BARRERE T2 AL 8 A5 MR R
WALt 2 52 ) — i B S 0 AN [) s PRI A ) ) — AR R AL A 8 A5 1) AR R 22 0 UL GE T » SR I T4
fiEH AVNZRIF ) SVM 72885 5 BT 5 3R 07 B4 IR — 230 28 )70 B 1E i A9 200 v o o it S 3 1 R 30 s
2.1 HBBRESTFAERITHE
A SCA 4 SPAM FFEXT LSB T L a5 A A7 281 SR IBOR &R 18R 22 937 5 (L G 1R AIE ke <2 B £ 4%
FEAL . (BB R AR L N R 7 A R A O R RN X RRALE (R REA
)R e IEEEHEG s P AELGB R (BMR RO E  ATEBE BB 1 S 755 1 5 n g,
BENLE j (BRMN x, ) i AEH—T7 1 LA AR SBIR R IR AR R AL E  AE3% 07 0] B AARIR R 20
Lot = Tpg — Thow k=1,2,--,N (5
B BE % A PR L9 IR 2R R o P R R LR (R EE N 2 VAR 1 E A AR R 0 &
ROE j CBRRER «, ) B AR B R R AR R ALE 72107 ) LA R R i 2200
Thoad = Tpog — Tha (6)
Wit 2 B T SR AR B AL AR R B R BRI A UE e N 2 s PIE BUER R
AL T I HILFE O .

x1 RENEASGEZSEESR

Tab.1 Difference values of two adjacent pixels before and after steganography

E | ERIEEE XA /- Ay MR R E RN E
N TR \ Thd = Tpoa | Toa = Toa — 1/
1%%{33] ﬂ:ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ Trysd — Lhod o fred o b
Tt = Tpow T 1
Lhysd = Lhied / Lhysd — Lhoed /«Tk.w = Zpu T2 /
'f?ﬁ?ﬁigj %ﬁﬁfﬁg Thysd — Th,ed +1 / Lhosd — Thid — 2 / Thosd — XLhod 1 /

Xpod = Tpoa — 1 Tpoad = Tpoa + 1
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NS TN E B R BRI 1) L A AR R 22 0 F O 1S BB TR B TS
NGO . AWTBCH RN G B R E RS MR R E J WA E R LR
— P B0 LSS B0 0 51 4 S X0 T N B R AR R AL AT 1) B 22 0 D (A B E IR <
TARROLE ¢ MRRALE j #IE A E B2 B S H S DAL EAL IR R B R A AR R AN 3% 2 BT

®2 AMESAHNERSHERRERETUNBESR

Tab.2 Variation probability of values of two adjacent payloads before and after steganography

% Bl ME MR REAE  MEAMGRREHD MR G RE ]
AL E j AR EEATE 0.5%0.5 0.5X0. 25 0.5%0.25
i j R FEE+] 0.25X0.5 0.25X0.25 0.25X0. 25
P G AGE M —1 0.25%0.5 0.25%0.25 0.25X%0.25

XN AR R AL @ AR ) B AR AR R R 22 X B 2k 3 FR .
RI3 WMIHESAHREERSHEGREEESIES

Tab.3 Difference values of two adjacent payloads before and after steganography

| BE B RMEAZE  EARRET] R BREE ]
ﬁi% ] ﬂ{%?ﬁﬁ”{‘ Thosd — Lhod Lhysd — Xhoed 1 Thysd — Thk,ed +1
ﬁiﬁ] ﬁ{%%ﬁ“rl Lhysd — Lk,ed +1 Lhosd — Lhied Lhysd — Lhkyed +2
fjﬁj ﬂ{%zﬁfl Tpd = Tpow — 1 Tpod = Tpod — 2 Lhosd — Lhocd

B2 Xt T B N i 3508 I’EI% BEALE AR X — T 1A L2200 T (HA (N
E[x% ] _E[*ZT» ] :*E[ZT» ]

E[(o 5X0.5X b)) 4 (0.5X0.25 X (2, — D) +

(0.5X0.25X (2 — 1)?) 4 (0.25 X 0.5 X (xp.y + D) +

(0.25X0.25 X x.4) + (0.25X0.25 X (2,0 + 2)°) + D
(0.25X 0.5 X (xp — D) + (0.25X0.25 X (4.0 —2)°) +
(0.25X0.25 X 25 ,)]=

S+ DD =Elat,) + 1

i LU AR X B T U A B (R AR N O PR G R — R R AL B AR AR CF . S IR R
R A T AR B AL AR 1) R AT B B AR B 2200 T R B (AR 4 PR

®4 REWERBGERESTFHENSE

Tab.4 Mean square of difference values of two adjacent pixels before and after steganography

| AR R AE AR E AR RS | RPN E
BEAE AR E El+% 4] = E[2% 4] El2% o] = E[2% 4] + 0.5
BRE RO E Ela" 4] = E[2% w]+0.5 El«% o] = E[2% ]+ 1.0

PR 4 55 2 B RIEE 3 9IS KB E AL E i AE R B SR N AR R A . B S
FHABR 2R 2200 P T H I BE R AR i 2 ih 0.5, B4 Y ATR R AL E « 5H AR R Z 5 HE
Y SR TT DAAE S X AR R A B S 5 02 10 3k B 1R .

2.2 HFEGHEDBEEES FAUEFEMNRN
2.2.1 72 gARAREEE ST F WA
FSCAERE FAER] T R A S A AR R 25 00 O B X — St i, AT DL OR X A Y TR R
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fERA SR, 82 EAR AR 2 0 MR8 K T ek A FRAE 4R 58, B AR &2 2% B, 5 R SCk
(10 4 TTIR T = 8, Wl Bl . A ST AHAR R R 22 0 s R 2E 8 X E A KT 8 By 2240 R 4%
o X N g g% BRI — DR SR R A — i Egeit 22 0F r EEBUE 5 3 Ry e 07,17, -, 87 1Y
BH R R BB AN SR ERE AR RN E (1 29 QBB R R 2007 O B ERRAE .
SRIGXS 3O T A Ti 1] < A v oG 7 a SO ) i G 3, 15 80 00 25 58 3 i MR R A & @ 1) 10
272 YR AR R 4T O BEARE . R ME R ER 72 ERRIE S B AR AF R SVM 432 e,
RRp % fr A AR R AL AT 402
2.2.2 RBBENLE

o 30 3 0 3 B X AR E ORI B AL B R BLA BR LR A A 14T 1 81, AR
R BRI RR LB H AT AR IS 72 AEAAARAR R 2240 7 7 A RRAE . SR AE N G p e g . o T
PRAE I R0 T R RE B AS 5 20 i AR R ABCR R AL B R AR L B AG R A B #E AT VIR BT

3 XBWERRSM

3.1 BEBEEE

Sk R T AR S B M B3R A T 15 P B L #E BOSSbase0. 92 B4 PR AT 52 8. % S B AL A
9 O7TAWGEK/INHy 512 X512 MG . i/ 2% B A SORE MG BY 1K/ g 64 <64 19 5, I P 4T
IR 0001 , A LSB DUt B3 43 51 2 B A R R 10 %050 %6 1Y I3 28 4% PR 4 B 30 R N
A 8 AR i AL B A . IR AR A E o R IR R BECH 64 X 64 =4 096,

3.2 HEBVBEERINEGIE

AR SVM 43 2585, A b 34 AR e Hp AT ik 5 03 TR 4RO 52 19 300 i IS VR I 4 B 1%
L.SB VE it 53 325 40 B A Bt AR R 10 26,50 20 (1 YI 25 38 25 AR 46 . T B2 00 R 9 2, X L A il 45 3 2% 1B
BEME AR BN, 5 AR R R E B RENEHRA SRR, N THRIEINZH 00 2538 R 8RR
KN G AR B A R INGRREA T EMR KN A 64X 64, R U ZRFEAS (1 R 62X 62 =3 844, 1fif Il ik
A BHON N 64 X 64 =4 096, $HE 2.2 W5 A9 B IT A VI 2R B A SR 72 2 AH AR5 K 22 40 B
FRAE I 25 SVM 432580 B W]

N ZRay 2 g i ok F A R B0 HORAT Rk B 00 s il T BUR R/h— s B R R AR A B — 8 R AR &
RN EUGEE 2/ 0 miek s . BEBUK 2 A EMGEH T T I055 . 0T e 2R il i $2 BURRAE B 9 5 2% B L e UK
AR ECE BTN SR s LS AN ZRRAE 52 RS N 252 B S sl o, Rtk B i 300 i L F Il R wT
3.3 EMERE

AR STy 30 05 SCRREL5 T g — B L B MAP 8 A5 3105 5 M 7 He g, B T Sk [ 15 146 2 ik
A CRIE A 07 BB ECH MO ZE T AR 7 2 8% 22 0 58 A 6 2, 4 U0 1 B 48 07 1 4 B I 11
g M AS SCOR FH 43 28 48 X8 T 0 807 B AT 4 28 L T A R s 1 B AR BB E AR E S M
W s AR SR FH AT 4 56 FAE 2 P A 8 AR R PRI T 30 AL PR R . L, 2 A o SO <38 A 0 AR A R
Hh A IE R B AR B R R R AR B E ] S e B R AT B MR B 2D A R SN
i gt 2 L G Y T R R R I A 4 6 2R A E ) R T 6 A E AR B B
HERYE . X IR PR R RS M B bR . A0 B FE S IR0 B T 3 B O kG I HE 1Y f 4R
V7B AN B L R v I R T 1 S BT S S 2 B AT R
3.4 IWHERESH

7 SRR A —Br MAP J5 gl T 300415 21 /0 G 3k 0 45 21, 1 S2 R B MAP J7 ik fh
THEARAS 20 i e 25 S3 AR A ST H vk
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RS BRAE=10%H, FESZEECHETHECLNH
Tab.5 Number located with different numbers of stego images with the embedding rate g=10%

N ps N ioRlIRIN e TE W A 0 A B
‘ s1 S2 S3 S1 S2 S3
1 409 409 317 43 43 148
100 409 409 705 113 103 321
300 409 409 630 276 229 371
500 409 409 378 315 299 359
1 000 409 409 347 402 400 346
F6 BMAE=10%H , FAEHZTEGHE THEMER %
Tab.6 Location accuracy with different numbers of stego images with the embedding rate is ¢=10%
N oo A R
‘ S1 S2 S3 S1 S2 S3
1 10. 51 10.51  36.19  10.51 10.51  46.69
100 27.63 25.18 78.48  27.63  25.18 45.53
300 67.48 55.99 90.71 67.48 55.99  58.89
500 77.02  73.11 87.28 77.02  73.11 94. 97
1 000 98.29  97.80 84.60 98.29 97.80 99.71

RT BANEq=50%0 , FAAHZTEAREFETHELNH
Tab.7 Number located with different numbers of stego images with the embedding rate ¢=50%

N R E A 01 B
1
S1 S2 S3 S1 S2 S3
1 2 048 2 048 0 1049 1235 0
100 2 048 2 048 16 1410 1664 16
300 2 048 2 048 2 695 1680 1 882 1897
500 2 048 2 048 2 217 1 862 1952 1907
1 000 2 048 2 048 1948 2 027 1996 1891
K8 MAE=50%M, FARAHEFEGEETHEME %
Tab.8 Location accuracy with different numbers of stego images with the embedding rate is ¢=50%
N oo R
i s1 S2 S3 sl S2 S3
1 51.22  60.30 0. 00 51.22  60.30 0
100 68.85  81.25 0.78 68.85  81.25 100
300 82.03 91.89 92.63 82.03 91.89  70.39
500 90.92 95.31 93.12 90.92 95.31  86.02
1 000 91.46  97.46  92.33 91.46  97.46  97.07

(1) WMEEFK 5.6 1] LUK BL. AR kA RIS 78 A 6 808 QR F R AR SO ik KA LA — B s — B
MAP BARAG 77 1 A7 5 4 (9 B0 2805 37 1 RE - 0 O AE 2808 R 8 H B A W 1 00 R AR SOT7 iR R i {7

MAP # Ak 7k

(2) WEEFR 7,8 AT LUK B, @R AR AR SO 65 MAP 8l 7 3678 S B B D (A 1 iR
B EGO IS LT R 5. AE iy P 28R R P A A 0 S ) - MAP R A 31 77 2k 19 8 A I A K —
SE T IR R B R R A A R G A MR AR IR B 5000 22 Ay A Y T RE LA I . I AR ST I R
2 DLV g A BE A 07 480007 8 T 40 3 AR R 2 v B A ESRH B3E 2  AR SO A R
Wl R R b 5 T MAP SRS 107 3% .

(3) AT BN RSN T EMAEREVL R AL T MAP BARAG 1 I7 3% AE S AR RAFT A
% T 2B MAP 88107 3% 5 — B MAP R 7107 2 AL PEREAR 2 o AS ST — > 408 10 ) JiE 25 18
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B 55 0 28 R o TR T 30 AT 23R R A M P 0 i S B 1 SR B o

Bt X LSB VCHE B A SCHRE 1 — FhOT (9 0 302 (7 i . KBRS TOBUE LB A — A A e,
K 2808 R MR R OLE R AR R 0 AR AR L il i P2 O AR AR P B R R AL B AE 8 A>Tl L f) A 4R
B2 2250V I (EAFAE , AT SVM 73 384 o5 45 5 3R 07 8 40 o 21 15 5 19 00— B 3R o B il 9 At
B MBI R S0 W TR ] TR B 5 i A Sk o AR SO UK B S0 80E L 1R REUR AR L R )
I 368 2o i BT AR AIE Ay A 248 4 ok S B 00 BOE 7 5 75 BUAT 2R AF T W B0 2% i B S O vk ORI O 1 R R U2
2o 3o A WL AR O S B B O ELAR A T A BRI R o IR A LTRSS SR AR R AT LA L 2 A B
X B ARG I 11 P A5 G T R o Lt S B X R 1 e TR AE I 3 B 28 A [ A L R B R A X LSB
B 5 67 4805 A 1 T 0 23 R T X A KR S Ty 1 1 B B i T R

S E 3k
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