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Abstract: A surge in the amount of information comes with the rapid development of the technology industry.
Across all industries, there is a need to collect and utilize vast amounts of data. While this big data holds immense
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fundamental storage medium for data, they often contain large-scale data rich in content and privacy. In the event of
a data leak, significant losses may occur, highlighting the pressing need to safeguard database ownership and verify
data ownership. However, existing database watermarking technologies face an inherent tradeoff between improving
watermark embedding capacity and reducing data distortion. To address this issue and enhance watermark
robustness, a novel robust database watermarking algorithm based on dynamic difference expansion was introduced.
The QR code was employed as the watermark, the SVD decomposition of the low frequency part of the image was
utilized after Haar wavelet transform. By extracting specific feature values and using residual feature values as the
watermark sequence, it was ensured that the same-length watermark sequence contains more information and the
embedded watermark length can be reduced. Furthermore, by combining the adaptive differential evolution
algorithm and the minimum difference algorithm, the optimal embedding attribute bits were selected to alleviate the
problems of low computational efficiency, high data distortion and poor robustness of traditional difference
expansion techniques in embedding watermarks, and to improve the embedding capacity of watermarks while
reducing the distortion of data. Experimental results demonstrate that the proposed algorithm achieves a high
watermark embedding rate with low data distortion. It is resilient against multiple attacks, exhibiting excellent
robustness and strong traceability. Compared to existing algorithms, it offers distinct advantages and holds great
potential for broad application in the field of data security.

Keywords: database watermarking, differential evolution, difference expansion, singular value decomposition, Haar

wavelet transform, quick response code

0 5|

BHEAT L PRI R Rty K () 25 B R 2,
FAT VAR TR ZSCER AN N R == s, SRR RIEL
PRSI LA N SR EE G o W iR 2 5 il
PHMEER, (HHERIENERIRIN, HoEdE 40
Wk T S TR kR . B PR R R
B TRz —, HA5 B 24 @As/ M. EW
AN R 2 2 8 I BN K BN A SR AR Al R
AR 4, MRS St ER RS LLBER I N
AR R e R s KA, Mook & A e Py
BAFNG IO T AN CAE S 7 KA. £
P e s — Bl i s BRI R, R
FERIFFAAL, W R 1 8 2 AN E 2% .

Moy K ENH AR DU MR AR 215 B 2 4
@, AR — P G R B AR F AR
FBL BUrKENBORT 2 R T 2 Sk,
fH2, B0 BT K ERR S A X B . H
Al BT K ED AR 32 BEOTE AN AT DL Bt |
A VE RN B S

CIBUIYNEIES % s /65 2 NETES %7 N U R b= 8 5
37, Zhang SPHRH T 2T ISOKENELYE, %
FEAH B 7 BSR40 R TR 23 (R 4 e 4 e

3z A RIRAKED, 23 100 ia SRR
JRAGHEE K ENE &, (XL SR =,
FE TR ANVE 31 )8 e B I S B R /K A R
R5e#E, EEXF Zhang 58 HBEI A L, Hu 260
FIN T BAL RN GRS R K EIR AL B, 45
G HE IR BT W T R T AR
EETT EPF R K ERR .

X T B /K EISR A, 7K B RSGBLE 5 R 24
PEr, BHEEARAEOR, 7 B R A6 HE B 5
&, KEPWEHEIR, BabEEIRE SR KEE
B Gupta 2V EL T 3 KENBAR IG5, HEH
TEETZSY R AR FEE K, EmBOTdl
R WA B YA, @i Z 0y R B K ED
RAEE, WA E AT TR — 2K
BY, SEEUESE R TKETIRN, 520 1 28
PEI ] FVERI SRR . 2205 R ER 1 38m 7K
EIHR AN &, AHASATIRE S G K 7 Bl i R
TRt 7T AR R A SR Bk 22 0 i R
JE JK 7 1% 0 Jawad 25UV AL VA G 13T
ZEOr T AT RO PR K ERD, SR AR T AR S
VR ZE 34 AT R R K B, R = s e K B
SRR B F I g D Bl R . B, &l
PRI K AR AR A . R F2r)



<152 W25 55 (5 8 22 gl H9%

Wt 7 —Fh T 22004 AN e 55005 () Sl
PERT I K ER v, 8N TR A B AR B
VEHEATARAL, HEOR T IOKED IR B IR T
PR E, W PiE VKBRS R
e VOV P MO A 48 1 5 & U 98 20K
EIRANJBPENL, T Z 0 IR AIKED, XK
TR B B IR 7K B N R B, Wi ity
(R BE IR . FLEE LA TR K itk (i
TREEF AL IKERAG E, 7 7HET
JEPEE B AR R R R, R T A T R AE
P Ve P Ut i B R R S (1 I . eh TR
PEAFAE IR 20380, LU 1 O3] SR A 1) 5
Wi S8 K 22 AR B, B DAKRHRE P 7K BN AR AR A
TE 7K BN 25 S R 2 3505 T P45 . Shi 5012
T Tk 52 A e A i N\ KBS B R ik
Hm R B . AT K ENER RE 88 LESE UK ER
1 [E ST IS s, SR T T 300 0 P K B,
ARIERNIKE G, B ot 5 A0 7K B0 & Fe 1t J7 T A7
FEBRRE, 5T I, Ge 25Tt /K B g BRSO 2k K
807 R FERI SRR, A — E I 2k ELTE A 4 e
TKEHRANE T . DA MR £ 2@ 5 m oK Ep
K B UK BVARFAE e 26 HiCHE 3 Bl 7 5 R I B 42
FKER N BRI H . SR T — R
(1) 2 T e i A e IX SRR 0 77 B 73 i (SVD,
singular value decomposition) [FJ/KENEE, fRIE
IKEPIIRANR &, H A RIFIAS ] IR
& RRE. KPR R R, FAR I 4y
R N T AR s B GOK B RS, AEIRUEZK EAS
A LR R e AR SRR b, SRR TOKED
BEAMEHEE. EEE AW S R,
s K BN S AR N i iy, Al
(125 BB 42 I AE A B VE T N
1 ANXHE
L1 BEER

K2 B R /K B 2 B Al ik N — 53 207
A —EIEE, 5 MEEERD HE S
IR o RO A i R T e B I
2 FHEUKEERIR, Toi R IR $ 15 B8t e
i, BRUHKEN &R IR B . N T R
PRIX— [/, FRE KA IR A &, H2

ANB IS 2 220G AR R R, s EeE R
WA X EERETURTE/N . KBRS B
A R B AR AE G 7 JE S i, ARSCHR T
— ML H &N ZE Ak (ADE, adaptive dif-
ferential evolution) FZI#& %49 )& (DDE,
dynamic difference expansion) 155 &4 2 /K
ENGE, DA TFiFR ADE-DDEW. Frif5ik sk
X225 Haar 3 B0/ A8 6 1) G ARAIGES 7 12E 47
SVD, $EHUAE 0 RRAFEAH, SR JEXTRFE(EREATHLR
XA JE R AEAE AT sh A& 4R 1 R iR N 7K
BT, 256 B G N 2o i Bk A e N 2 E
FIERE ALK RN B PELL, 55 18 Zh A Hh
16 HXUA% G R B Sk R 22 0 B e B R 3T /K B R
No BVESARREZL W 1 Fiown, FEAFEKED
TRALER ., K ENHRAFIKENFREL 3 AN &R .
1.2 HIREKENTIALIE

N T RPN S AR R B [ I
JEAT RIS B R N BE 2 0045 B A I R 4 A N
IKERKBERT H ), K /K B N B8 PE i, 75 22
TN G AT UL, N T HEEZHER,
PG /K B B A 3. BB A Ak B N B di
PEAEAE R o BRI 8, ARG T B8 e 4 B 4k
NSFEEBIRNRRE. QR MFEZERKHE
EEPER R, DR QR RGAE M SR 46 1 7K B 2k A
st R AV E DB(PKL ATt -+, Art,, -, Arr, )
Hh PK R ESFEANSTHK F#, Am
(1<<i< N)N DB I i &M%, DB P M A
T, BN, ot ety ) B TCYL ¢ ERE ME—

(=8 £ PK FI N ANEMES, 285 AN ud s i 4
JEVEE Arr RN ¢ Arr,, B EE DB 15 i 41
JE AR A {1 Ayt Al Ao FRIR
A QR 15737 R ANFEAS 2] QR A TR A ST
AfEEH QR i, QR AL AL FE 3= H 5 A AT
WA AR SVD FISNASIE4E 3 AN BL BAREREW T,

FET Haar /N AR UGS 46 BOE %O
BARGEE T EMZER RN 2 (O
DARSTAN = A0 , K B3 ik A T e A G R
—AMESEG, T DAEA R RS RS LR
WG R Ah EUG AT 45, k2G5 B2
(1) H () - Haar A28 56 4> T 2 FUHUA J5L 5L 0GR A
T3 S K ED O AT IR o A SR Haar /g AR



55 VERBEE: ST A R R B MO P K B ST 75 - 153 -
IKENTR AL 3R IKEHRN TKEN$ER
BHER SR
L =)
L org | [ oreg |
(ﬁw\wum ( }
Haar/Jh i 25 6 K
| P 5 | I
s
%4y BRI
provyse R "
i AR i
T AR X AL SVD¥iEH
L3I 25 I
Haar/|N 53345 e
T\ BK E PR
| et |
| et |
B SRR AR
Figure 1  General framework of the algorithm
Xt QR BH MG AT A o A, T RAIE 4L | o_a+ b
HRGRZHEMAEREE, 3 HERSE 5 TH )
GIEYE . = e s 25 2 Fh G FE B E B IR 9 [ _ctd
Y N 1,1
HRARIRE 77, B AR SCHREU) it I AR A UG AE 2 (1)
HEER5E AR ED IR . B DR 1 4 A4S l, =422
1B FZ1E & a,b,c,d], T Haar NEAHA QR 15 oy
B i B AP IR U R II,, = >
TE1 ¥4 MEREWHTA, 155[ab) L
*D[C,d]o Ioo_ 1,0;_ 1,1
S8 2 WER) A EIX AL EAET L 2
PHEMZ(E, 1R 51453 EMZE D 52 I, =%

(1,00, JRILL, L, 1 SR TR, 1 Fom
. P EHEABONLL, L0, T
SEFA I E R R — SRS

BB 3 SRR G (-8
(811,01, 1D BZEERSE, AR L
YN R BT, H RS B T,
My o i Ty RVL, o B ehi2b 08 2 Hopi A — I8,
BATLAEE] 4 AR (E 0, b,o A — %
Haar /N ASH RI 1, 0,11, 0,11, 0,11, 1o

SBA HRSCERI TR E ST IR 2.5 3,
S SR B R AL, ALK EE A 14

SVDU) 3 T i Fi 76 $5045 W 4 04 I 445 4
W, SRR SIS R, Jokon AR
A6 PR SE SR R BT (RO 1 B S 3
ST DR A 2 ) s, 2 — AR
FFIB SN, AR FA AL A2 ) FHEAT 0 —
MeAsi CREE eSS, LA LTV FUW i
SRR, (R 2 S A S B 5



<154 W25 55 (5 8 22 gl

TE AR TIZ AR 3 EAR b T ). FEIX L[]
AT, T AR RIS . BT Rk
Jii, SVD n] DMBEITE R LI EAR, A0 EHEIE B
IR TR E e 0 12 S S H 5 s R

HHT, FEURAE 7K ED RN 2 1) 37 5 Bk Ak
et B RIEUR, AN E S T BUR ik
NS HJE W FEARR . XFE SR 7 AU B
BIRSEA — e Mk, i Bl T 50 e 1) o 41
AFETCBRIY, B LRI B — & (1 PR o
T A B R KB R4 B — 4R K BV 41
S SVD HARNHIIE 4 i )5 S L I A
B0 R 4H , EIGHS A FRAE A AE K BT 41 . SVD
ANELR BB RS I A R S8 0 B B 4k g
Permr TOKEME B RESR S, fEA3AH R 7K En
AL 2 RS B .

i QR BEEEZE— A MxN HERF 4, 23
SVD A] LA g an =X (3) T e

A=USV" 3)

Hrh, UeR™ ZETAERE, VeR™ ZA
TREARE, S e RN R REMME, AEX A
2 bAME, HttooRBy 0, H—gEinX4)
Btz o

6, 0.0 0 0
0 6, 0 0 0
S = “4)
0 0 - 0 0
0 0 0 o, 0,

A S =diag (0,,0,,,0, )& — X HFE,
{0,,0,, 0y } R BB IFFAEE, KA E
0, =0,==0,=-=0, BHEFFEEH, FH
—MRHEE o 1 KT HABFREE, B8 REZM
Bl SR, CLMGEHE, BORERRHEER)N, 2
FEEBC. BT R, SRICGE KEN
BIVAE 25 2K 3 23 R AEAE A s e 7K B B R
G

JKEN SVD 2w 2 fras . 2 7 I
IKEME S, AT ATE A M A B i, 43 Sl e HL
RN AE BASCAE B0 QR A IA G 17
SVD, B IR B A B, #3547 SVD, 7
HE B AERE S, A S, , SRIEM S, F1s, it
IR 0 KBS 2] — 48 KENFE A W (0,,0,, -,

0%
o), 1<Sk<(M+N).
V]
HAHQRf| SVD | RIS
Ry 8 "
/
i
KENFHIW
\
AORe| svp | O
(R (s — i

K2 JKEDSVD g

Figure 2 Watermark singular value decomposition flow
1.3 EiEgit

(1) Hedfs e 73 4l

K2 K BN ) 7 R AR GE Vs A 43 41 7
%, FHFEEMEIENSEOAT rH . HES
AT R EARRE, O 1R AT REHb I N EE 1
RH, AICRHERSHETTE, AL EERE
B4, TR TTIEAT DUk G I 52 B BLBGE
() H5 4R P v 2 BRCHE SR PR 7K B EL P () I . AR
K-means 5 3E "%t #0048 B DB ( PK,Arr, -,
Arr,-- A, VAT 3 AL, K R PEEUE B AR L
L A—H, K5 K DRAAFERFH
{G,,G,, G }o N THREKEPIIERENE, KT
RRNKENB T, RIS FREANSTA kUL, H
Ryt N K B 1) 76 4H 45 fix A 3] (0 7K B R4
RS E SR /- H = K=L, L NERANTKEF
IR .

EX 1 BHERE: 2 U ERAKE G
KT AR Ja 11 47 e KA B /N T fe /MBI S8 VB
FRAER B . BIXTTH N AN EES R EE
DB Kiji, RRAMFRIEEESEE AR R B TE A
[Arr™  Arr™ J(i=12,---,N ),

EX 2 KEHAZLE (WEC, watermark
embedding capacity): R A 7K E[1 ¥ Je 4L E0R A TG
HEL ) LUAB E SORIKET RN &

T 7K EP R ANAE S e ) @ A b, PRk
EH IR AR B S IRAKEIA B AN A, Bl
B R AN K ED ) T B G . KBTI N A =
T E (). K, Tuple FoR%dfE



55

VERFEE: ST IR0 TR G HE RO P K ENSRERT 7T <155

G FA e A S 2, Tuple,, RN RAK
B PR A 2k LG L e 44T #.

Tuple,,

WEC = (5)

Tuple

EX 3 HHELHE (AoDD, amount of data
distortion): J& MR A\ZK EIH{ /5 J& PEAE 1 e 3 F 0%
PREE. X TAERBIESIRYL, A IKEE
FSCFRT ARSI ZE (B AL 1 51 K 22 2 TR ) LG AL

s 1Ak B2 SR AR BUE s R . Bk
Kevd, — 7 HEE AR A B L REAEIX [R][0,9], 1
PR ZOU AT LIS 30,991, LASEISHE, BT LAAS HE R
IREE B S, P RE R BRI EROR, R A
S Rl BOMEUE AR, N T E R ES R
ARAF. AHHE R ARRITHEITEINA(6)
iR

1 Col 1

AoDD=—% —.
Col/ Z E s,

(6)

|2, At —t, Arr, |
max min
Arr™ — Arr;

> |t .Art/ —1 Arr, |
-+
Lo, Arrimax _Arrimm

o, Col FonHdls e R NJKED I J& M ZIAN 4
Sy FoRE @ A E IR AKENE K@ E RS,
E, 3R S P2 TTER, An™ RoRE i SR
PEHR R RME, Ar™ RonEE i FIR M &/
ft, 1 Arc FOR5 rATE §IREER, ¢ A &
TNER P AT | HIRAOKED S B E . T 225
T REARME A THSE A B, R
I3 I O B AT

¥ L& WEC F1 AoDD BANEFRE N H bR ik
B RS2 AR Bir ks, mX(7)Fs.

Func,,, = w, - WEC + w, - AoDD (7)

Hrh, w, (w, >0 A7KEHIR A & WEC IR EAE,
w, (w,>0)2%HE R 5 AoDD [IRLEAE, 2 w, —
w, =10 AT DU X 7K B R N 25 B M A 2k L
AR T RS NG SHL

(2) SR B PRI

2 SCR 38 R 2 53 kA S AT K ED
RN BRI FE, R E RN B 1 R 4
PR BRSO, Rk, W ERE— N ud
ZAE /N B VEREAT IR, (H R FEAMEL

AR N ZEE IS . T2, RN KENZ BTSN
— KB PER AW, R I e R G Y
PEALE B N E R B AL ERAE, Bk
ARRINE

FT 1 WIRIEERIRRE X B BRIEA(S)
BEHL ™ A B S N AR T 46 B R RE
X = {00y, xn s X SEEAMARE — AN AL
PR A B PE T AR B R S PSR,
T, BB RS MR KENRJE AL, /)
B R s AN KN B PEAL . 5 58 X
BT CR, HiE s KIHHIEARIREEL,,, » ¥Iih
EI=0.

x! =rand(0,1)- (ub—1Ib) ®)

Horr, ub Al 1b 435128 x BUE R = 5, rand(0,1)
RNAEXTE](0,1) A BEHLE— 4.

FE 2 RERO)~XA D)X HILEFE K Pk
1778 S AL PG B AR 57 i R R A KL v

VI = + F( = x.) 9)

VR = x4 F()c[]]El - x‘fl) +F(xt, —x™) (10)

EI
1- 3’&;1),Funccbj =Func
’ f (xbcsl)

F'= (11)

EI
1- 3}%,Funcobj =Func_,,

S8 3 MBI E rand; , rand, €[0,1]
1R rand, S CR B j = ), WARARORE
BN AG S0 AT AR 2R AR AR
A (12) 4 A AR AR R HBEAT 20 X
1, AR R KM U
o |7 rand; €[0,1] < CRELH) =
’ _{x;:‘,ﬁﬁﬁ (12)
(] =1’2’...’N)

ST A UM X ERIE RS, &
L IEE PR BN Ut BT A S A

SRS RIS 1 EHREHL A AT
VIR X, JrBITHS XA X IR TE L B AR

SEe HEEHITHIE 2 PP 5, HRIRMG
B It PSR 1) B s K B e KIS ARRE, iF



<156 ¢ W25 55 (5 8 22 gl H9%

SELAS B g A R 2 T HOHE 12 T A B AR RN
IKERJEYERE, 5 T02H 35— M UK BV R N B
% adet.

$B 7 RGNS E5KEZEER TR &
Ja B e ZE B A/ N I N JE M, AN S /N 24
(RI7K BN AT B 2 mdt. X} adet HHT )@ VE R ELH
W7, SR e RN KBNS A T A R ETE
LK FKEP R AL FhRid -1, R Fheh
—1 (67 B mdt 1 FARRAE, A B &R
IKENJE AL B % ade mdt.

(3) KEHRANFIE

ZENY BRI % 0 B AR ) P B AR 1A
(P I (A AN 2 A TSR K BV R N SR Bk . 36
FIX 45, ZEoY BIVKERNANRIR &, HF
B U R 2 [ 2R, NIt 5 5 15 21
(B EE S B AR K, B 1 2Rk LA T4k
Po 7K ENTRT AT F M o DRI AR SOG ZEHR N 7K B ) 5 al
BHATA KGR, R B EE 2 8 i 2= (A 4%
E—EaE A, HAZEST RS S EE &
ERUNGIL ST S PN 8

B E R NIK N R IEE R A 4, FERA
K ERELRR N W, SR ZE Y AR T ER
7 R EEAREUE A ) 28, w3,

a, =4 modVal_,

a, =4, modVal_,

. (13)
div, =4, / Val ,
div, =4,/ Val
i, an a, NBCRJGEIR AL, Val,  AHUR

B, div, div, R0 ERE
R 5 B A R (R 3518 avg FIZEAE d THE N

KADHFTR.
~ Lal +a, J
avg = —2 (14)

d=a, —a,
Horb, L) SRR m TR, FEKEHRARY B, ik
NIKER 7 R ZE AT R, (15,
d'=2d+W, (15)
FENRA KNI BURJE VA as oy » THEID
R(16)FTr o

, d +1
a, =avg+ 5

a, =avg td,J
D —avg—| —
2

4% BORI B BRI 3 in _E 4 N 7K B R R 4 8 1
{EIE S5 A5 B B AR N K ED B I HUE 4 4 o
AR

Al =Val
{Az’ =Val

(16)

woa -1V, +af
. , (17)
-div, +a,

mod

B 22 03 1 TR BRI Ut 22 3 1 F AR 0
{8 1 A 52 3 SR A S Z (B o, AR A 3
ATLVE H, fERUAEHE /N T 10 I, E5EH)%E
YRR R R B RN T O I E S TR,
AR SR EEE Z KT 10 I, ok 22 209 e
R R B BN TG E Y . ik, @&
BURANOKEV AL B, SRz A E S
PEZAE d, 2R d<10, MIEFAEGRIZ DT RH
%, REFSEHNZED Y R,

600

ssoft [ttt RS
[ | —=— s st

— NN TN OSN0NO 000
— N O N

200
250
300
350
500 =

g3
< <
Rt

K3 AEGIZS Y RAISU I ZE 28 RN R
7K BN 5 PR B A S0 B
Figure 3 Comparison of the amount of data change between the
traditional differential extension algorithm and the improved differential
extension algorithm after embedding the watermark

BT B IE R Gy A NS ZE 34 R 7K ER
IRNBENSE | FR. B e 80 kAT 528
IR K AT HO I T AR B E B ZE
B FEE £ K BN, A SR 5
B4l 5 foe N ZE AL SR E SRR EMIR AL
Ja TR A K ENEUEL R R 2206, AR Z2 A 1 TE
A ILEFAE GBS M Z 0 i RS, KO



553 VERFEE: ST IR0 TR G HE RO P K ENSRERT 7T <157 -

THBATIKET AN o Rt BT TR
RN Rl — 7K ED ELARRAT

B35 1 ADE-DDEW /KE[H# N 52

WA B DB, Bl HE K, HRAK
ENJEPEFIEL N, FHR A KBRS W, BURAE Valmod

Wil WAKETR SRR DB, AR
JKENfL B R ade_mdt

1) ade mdt=[][]
EIf7 B3R ade_mdt

2) adet=[1[1  //HIGEACARSE B & N 22 Jr i3t
TS K BT B A RN SR VEA B3R adet

3) mdt=[][] /WIEEARE RN EEITE
7K BN AR N B VEA B 3R mdt

4) DBj«—kmeans(DB,K)  //#JH K-means
SR AT AR EE L, RB K AT

5) For i=0 to K—1 do /&P EEAF2H %
NIKER, 152 A 7K BN 2 DB

6) adet—ADE(DB,,K,N) VAEBCINE =
ISR S e S AR AT IRAE adet B2

7)  mdt—MD(DBK,N) /N EE R
T ZE RN B PP IBAE AL mdt

8) If Distortion(adet) ¢ [Amiw, Amax] then
JIREAUL R N 7K T W2 75 1 o VR 2R TS

TR B & IR AN IK

9) adet[1][2]1=1  /WRHELH KA
T, KA REBEEME FhRE N1
10)  Endif

11)  ade mdt— ¥f adet ZrZHH FhrA—-1 1)
# F mdt i AR CE

12)  For j=0 to ade mdt.GetLength(0)—1 do
/138 5 241 AR A K ENAL B R ade_mdt AR
(VAL

13) For k=1 to ade_mdt[0].length—1 do

14) If ade_mdt [7][k]!=—1 then

15) If d<10 then---//IR N7K ENE{E
HIZE/NT 10

16) FIHAL G Z 05 R BOR 1k
NIKED W

17) Else

18) I FH BSuisk (9 22 504 R BOR ik
NIKED W

19) End if

20) DB« R 4 3 (17) 38 Ji7 #: N\ 7K
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21) End if

22) End for

23)  End for
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25) Return DB’, ade mdt

26) End for
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, d
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ADE-DDEW 7K E[J 4 XU 550325 7 1) FH ek (1) 22
YR AL AT K BV SR, 3l R N K B
[ R B IR A 2 s, BdE T AR, R
8500 B B — e REIR, FREUR K ED AT BEAN 52
B, REE PR T DL E I, A AR ORBE T A
FERIA] FPE . X SEECH K B 51, AR 4R
R 45k 2 —4EKEN P 5], AR¥E SVD s ik
JE ARSI, B m il Haar /N i 30625 i Ji
th QR . AR H K QR #(E 5, 7 LAHE
W22 By, W . REAHL, B fEE
JR QR AR, HEAE—E i A rT A
HRE S EE, = T/KEMEEE, nE
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E3%X2 ADE-DDEW 7K E[IHEH 2

M AR DB, RAKEIZEE ade_

mat, H¥i A K, WAR1E Valmod

Wi KERERGEEE DB, fRBHHr
IKENFHI W, EJE I QR BEIE

1) DB—kmeans(DB',K)  //#]H K-means
SR ATEAR EE L, RB K AT

2) Fori=0toK—1do  /IERENTFUH

3)  wE0w=0 /I SIREUR 0.
1 M A S, T RER R

4) For j=0 to ade mdt.GetLength(0)—1 do
IEAEA T AR T Tl

5) A'1=ade _mdt[;][0], 4A»=ade mdt[/][1]
/ARYE ade mdt HEFEHHR K ED 1 & M

6) MRHEIRABYXT A"\ A% AT HURARAE

7) R4 L Q0) IR BUK ENHI ELRHE W5
WRIERQHMAQRYKE IR IEEUE 414 4,

8) If W;== 0 then

Er ke

9) vott GRS K BN LR
fH4 0 A%

10) Else

11) vitt G RREUR K B L
fHR 1 A%

12) End if

13)  End for

14)  If vg>v, then JIRBFR

15) W=0  /JARSEEURIKED 0 A
R 1AL WHZFARIKETEERR N 0

16) Else

17) W=l AR M K ED Ly
N1

18)  Endif

19)  Wappend(W)) IRIRA GRS T4
SERCA 7K B LR R

20) QR «SVD(W ,UD) JIW RV A
T AR A AR ST 45 B B 150 K QR

21)  QR«—Har(QR) /AT Haar /Nl
4L SR 1 QR 5 EE

22) DB=UXDB;, /&1 HdEESIT
FS 5 U6 AR P

23) End for

24) Return DB, ¥,QR
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22 XSS

TEXG K BV R N B 2 11, 75 2% QR RS AN
K PE AT TRAL I, AR A K B P 514 25 B8
ZEE, REBRARE. N TEHRKE TFHE
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AN, RN QR TR AR AN SCA
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AR PERRAR . A 5~30 HIEUAE AT T 5K
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ADE-DDEW K EJ5 2R F H i B 22 43 it
WEREAT F AR B AL, AN 1R (1) b M AR X 5
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O R E/ ST 5 N e =4l TR [P
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Bl 5 Fron, RN, SRR 90 B, H
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Table 1 Comparison of wavelet transform with embedded digital QR code
} QR T 64x64 QR {524 128x128 QR B R %A 256x256
R IRZES Hr R ZE T ERES Hr R ZE T ERES Hix R E R
Haar 70.7 001 953 5.4 001 247 78.3 752 441 7.3 896 444 93.3 868 408 9.094 947
Daubechies 68.8 720 703 1.0 516 032 74.2797 851 12221 335 82.588 195 1.4 687 962
Coiflet 71.508 789 1.4 861 683 75.8 422 851 7.6 738 615 84.6 649 169 1.8 301 996
Symlet 69.2 626 953 1.0 461 462 74.1210 937 9.0 750 518 84.1 064 453 2.1753 364
£2 WMAXAE QR BRYNET RIS
Table 2 Comparison of wavelet transform with embedded text QR code
‘ QR 455N 64x64 QR 53y 128x128 QR {53 256x256
I JERZES YR B KT ST ERGES YR B KT St ERGES LSRNt
Haar 69.5 751 953 5.9 685 589 83.203 125 7.3 896 444 89.979 553 7.6 738 615
Daubechies 67.8 955071 9.3 791 641 77.1911 621 1.1937 117 81.054 687 1.4 164 767
Coiflet 68.2 617 187 1.3 672 206 79.461 669 14278 214 81.561 279 1.938 388
Symlet 68.2617 187 5.6 616 581 77.746 582 7.7 305 807 81.381 225 2.1638 108
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Figure 4 The residual value Valyq is plotted against the amount of
change in value
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Figure 5 Comparison of the adaptation of different population sizes
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FIbRAE2E 2 72 Dy, /K BRI S5 A [R] 488 2 7K
EUEVE BT 30ME  Fn 4 22 8 A0 R0 7 35 4 0 1 22
it Rk 4 s, ANFEFE R MAE 5 2R
TEf G —1T . Dv F1 Ds 5 a0 (25)f10(26)
FrR o
= |Mean - Mean'| (25)
Dy =|Std - Std| (26)

Horh, Mean A1 Std 735 A£G S5 4 Al 126 1) P24 (L
AbRUE R 726, Mean 1 Std 73 AR A K EN )5

IKENEX N BIE T EIEUR B ENE AR FIE MR EE IR

Table 3 Mean and standard deviation statistics of different database watermarking algorithms before and after
watermark embedding

J g Kb P ADE-DDEW H7% GADEW 5{#:  RF-GADEW %75 GAHSW 5i%k  RF-GAHSW fik

i Mean Std Mean Std Mean Std Mean Std Mean Std Mean Std
T9 19.483 2.015 19.476 2.009 19.082 2.382 19.575 2.133 19.483 2.015 19.453 2.035
RH_9 41.548 4.151 41.541 4.143 41.383 4.601 41.476 4.285 41.572 4.139 41.563 4.148
T out 7.4 5.317 7.389 5.308 7.201 5.528 7.523 5.203 7.443 5.348 7.432 5.329
Press_mm_hg  79.769 7.399 79.757 7.405 79.829 7.021 79.892 7.256 79.737 7.371 79.748 7.385
RH_out 755.523 14.901 755.518 14.901 755.401 14710 755437 14.834 755556  14.850  755.549  14.924
Windspeed 4.041 2.451 4.052 2.459 4.284 2.649 4.184 2.392 4.086 2.411 4.067 2.428
Visibility 38.342 11.794 38.35 11.789 38.742  11.620 38492  11.630  38.393 11.756  38.361 11.775
Tdewpoint 3.753 4.195 3.747 4.204 3.932 4.348 3.629 4.275 3.702 4.264 3.737 4.218
vl 24.986 14.496 24.972 14.511 24.847 14730 24816 14583  24.932 14.558 24971 14.526
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Table 4 Mean, standard deviation change and mean absolute error statistics of different database watermarking
algorithms before and after watermark embedding

R ADE-DDEW #ii% GADEW 5% RF-GADEW %i% GAHSW #i% RF-GAHSW 5%
: Dy Ds Dy Ds Dy Ds Dy Ds D Ds
T9 0.001 0.002 0.023 0.063 0.002 0.192 0 0 0.003 0.045
RH_9 0.001 0.003 0.019 0.320 0.187 0.073 0.006 0.072 0.084 0.065
T out 0.002 0.001 0.380 0.754 0.003 0.018 0.038 0.047 0.026 0.194
Press_mm_hg 0.002 0.006 0.049 0.128 0.218 0.007 0.014 0.005 0 0
RH_out 0.003 0.002 0.020 0.870 0.010 0.501 0.106 0.023 0.008 0.073
Windspeed 0.001 0.001 0.076 0.018 0.009 0.129 0.080 0.007 0.017 0.072
Visibility 0.002 0.001 0.890 0.342 0.227 0.284 0.004 0.039 0.080 0.160
Tdewpoint 0.004 0.001 0.017 0.050 0.001 0.547 0.072 0.216 0.021 0.015
rvl 0.003 0.002 0.430 0.081 0.039 0.028 0.193 0.074 0.047 0.007
MAE 0.019 2914 1315 0.852 0.516
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Figure 10 Comparison of BER of watermark extraction by algorithms
under removal attack
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Figure 11 Comparison of BER of watermark extraction by each
algorithm under modified attack
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insertion attack
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