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Reversible Data Hiding Method in Encrypted Images Based on

Prediction Error Absolute Value Labeling

Xu Cong,Zhu Yi, Tao Yongpeng, Wang Xingtian
(Dalian University of Foreign Language, Dalian 116044 , China)

Abstract: With the development of cloud computing,reversible data hiding technology for encrypted images has attracted
more and more attention from researchers and has been widely applied in the fields of justice, military, and medical
treatment. This paper proposes an algorithm for reversible data hiding in encrypted images based on prediction error
absolute value labeling. Firstly,the median edge detector is used to obtain the pixel prediction value of the original image
and calculate the prediction error absolute value;Then,according to the distribution of multiple consecutive zeros in its
binary sequence from the most significant bit to the least significant bit,the optimal binary tree is constructed to generate
adaptive Huffman coding. Finally,the corresponding prediction error absolute value pixels are labeled by Huffman coding
to make room for data embedding. Experimental results show that the algorithm can achieve complete data extraction and
lossless image restoration, and can effectively improve the embedding rate of image confidential data compared with
similar algorithms.
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Hij 7084 AT 4% 25 8] ( vacating room before encryption, VRBE ) K2k,

Zhang'"” B SEAR I VRAE S0 KEERR RGN 2% , 43 it T MG E, IR0 g He b b BUR R s 3
NERLEES A L AME L PR A i A2 AR, Qin 251 3 sk B L UG 4 A - i L RS 4
e BB R A AL S 25 7 N R, SR 5 A i R0 4 i ) s 20 Jn 2 i A LR, AR IBGIR A 23 [, R B 52
TR BARBCRIE R UKL JFfE—EFRE b3 15 B A A i, A MI7ESE T VRAE 19 RDHEI
S BT ERZd I 5 AR R DA DG PEREAR, M LSS BUEE 2L 5 R A

91 #E—0 42w RDHED B9k A %5 &, VRBE 28] Wi {5 B B vk gl e th . SCHR[ 15 ) B kdg s 7
VRBE 553 25 W0 22 (6L 107 FSLRS 5 27 RGN 8 i 79 BA s ). SCHR[ 1619 R AT 17 % &%
15 2 W)t i A5 AU (most significant bit, MSB)) T %) 7 2 701 B3 fix A 25 1), SCHR[ 20 ] iE— 4R T —Fh 3L T
AR T FN 22 1 B A RO Y- T A B30, 20T ok %o TN 45 22 7 - T 43 B L e k1 Oy X9 R
afias | i AR = A T H B ET. Yin %DH 2 H 3 o P E D 2K I 2% ( median edge detector,
MED) AR ZR B PR, R 5000 {5 J5 46 (8 — 32 1 P 510 DN MSB. 3 e fIR A ZL A7 (least significant bit,
LSB) #E47 LA, X AR TR FoRR 288, 1] Huffman ZBE A7 4R 10 LATH B ik A28 [H). 78 SCRR[ 21 ] B EAL |, SC
R[22 ] 3 — 2 3 B 1 TN A 5 D 46 (8 09 = 32 7 41 Lo S i 45 19 BE AR 6 B0 09 20 A AL ek i T
Huffman b5 i A4z B  E— D4R T 715 B A 5. SR AR AR0 1SR FH A5 28 T (0 0 0000 {2 170 —
HER R H0 8 He BT 2 AT5IR 2t AR Y 25 ()R 9%

g 1 2D R R R A S B, AR SCER AL T — R T T 58 25 2 X {H AR IC 1Y VRBE 5. %5
P MED FREUR 46 FEGAR 2 B0E, JF1F 545 3 00 Bl 15 25 48 % {H ( prediction error absolute value,
PEAV). HHFRFIE A5 Z ARG , A Bl i) T i3 26 246 X (B LG 157 16 A BAT B S M e TR AR 2
FERCAR 2E (BB 3 20 e e W {1, i 26 (1 1 3 DR T 28 T /. 81 kb3 ot et FHAS 45 B A 28 S A 12 AN [
) TN 5% 22 246 XL, A0 R A% 7 PRG0N0 %8 Wiy 990 B H O & W] e 2 (), DA 82 s L8 5 B B R A B
1 SLkHNE

FE ISR 1 B, BN E AT 43 [ 38 W T 5 2% 46 X0 (AR 12 (adaptive prediction error absolute
value labeling, APEAVL) | G NN%E BCHa Beet B ORI 1552 i 4 BB

(1) APEAVL BB : BUR A & B AG R 1 R P00 152 22 48 XHEL, SR APEAVL X $500 22 {8 268 %
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Fig.1 Algorithm framework structure diagram
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& 1, e R bR AL 9 7 s A BEINE &, A4 s A BHInE B absic s K& 1.
25 APEAVL 1Y 1, Y ATHRAR R A TR 25 ), 2R AR i R & 1,

(4) Bl S IBOR PER I IS B - PG H Wi 5 T WA 1 AN ] % B 20 285X 5 OpL 28 0 1) i B s D 4y
PG 1 i CHR A

2 JET RG22 400 i by il RDHEI 5k

2.1 BEBNRELINEITE
B EIR 1 RNA mxn, 8 — AT ISR —SIE ZAE RS

FRZ R KRB R W BN T MED 345, Bl a5 R . b
B HR ROV E LR WA 2 s  RIE (1) T35 X (4,j) B
WAE X ().
max(a,b), c¢<min(a,b) a x(i,j)
X(i,j)= min(a,b), c=max(a,b) (1)
a+b—c, otherwise B2 MG EMEALGECEXRE
*ETEK( 2) i—l»%:{%%% X( i, ]) E/‘J Fm| i%i%é’é Xd—{‘a ea(i, ]) . Fig.2 Position relationship diagram between
e ( ; ,]) = Ix ( i,j) 4 ( ; ,]) | ( 2) predicted pixel and surrounding pixels

Hrh 2<ism,2<j<n.

JEL IR TG 1 28345 3 T0I 52 2 4 S 585 A U0 5 25 e XHE RUR 1 (1, T EE— 1758 —FIE &
M1 T BB G R, HA AT EAR Z N i T X0 57 B 5 2R A T 58 2 260 W M )
2.2 FMRERFEGERKATHREEITE

PRI T 510358 2 e o {1 76 A [] BP9 BB PN, — 381 51 AL MSB 31| LSB F7E7E 2 AN ZE1 0 . 4

%1 FiR.
F1 FRERITENZHFFINES 0 ER

Table 1 PEAYV binary sequence continuous (-valute table

P4 1 T0000 152 26 4 % { PEAV [ #6751 A MSB PELG 1 T30 152 2 4 % PEAV [ _3EHIF51 A MSB
PEAV (Y HUEE | LSB YZELE 0 {HA%K Q PEAV (Y HUE 7S | LSB YL 0 {HA%K Q
PEAV=0 8 15<PEAV<=31 3
PEAV=1 7 31<PEAV<=63 2
1<PEAV<=3 6 64<PEAV<=127 1
3<PEAV<=7 5 127<PEAV< =255 0
7<PEAV<=15 4

A LA S Bifi 2 000158 22 48 P AR 385 K, 78 22 O (EAN B0 Wi/, XS F00 2 22 48 B AE 31 LAF I, X
N RELE O B EURAFAE 3 DDA b i T i BB AR AR AR 2R 19 23 (R AH SCPE RN MED iy #ER T, KRR &
) TN 152 25 246 X H(EL 25 Hh AR O (ELRRHE. A EIR 1, 19 B 5 BRI IR AU & S0 O 19 S P Fr 7 43
A4, X FE B GETTH AR T AR FE 402 RE A . 308 el R 400 2 A 25 B 1 PR 45 mp S [ 9000 352 25 446 %o {1 v 11 32
SL0 A, AT LATHER A g 1 AT i as ).

TEEG L, 1 B T8 475 — S H B ERS AR B R 1 Z 36 P51\ MSB 2| LSB fA7EZELE 1) Q
A 0,58 Q+ 1A RIAE 1, X ET Q+1 A2 EE4E (0,0,++-0,1,, ) B T B B ICAR =S 6], w715 Bk
A GHRAE (3) TR AR R M K AT S )R

E(i,j)=min(Q(i,j)+1,8), (3)

K, (2<ism,2<j<n,0<Q(i,j) <8),0(i,j) TRBEER 1,(i,j) W _3HF5I A MSB 2| LSB 1% £ 0
HANL.
2.3 [E{& Huffman %52

Huffman g At i fff AT A8 BE A %o Y5 A A5 647 bty , 35 b e 2 5 FH T 28 1 B0 58 18 I £°F
5 K T 2R HIRRAR AT SR gt 75 =X mT LA/ T A 555 4t 10 g i 4 B, S S

— 128 —



T WA TIN5 2 20 X bR T R s PR T A R RS T 1

P FE A58 1 E Y. A S i b iR 0 = SR 4 5 A= 1l
AVRFF 5 14 Huffman 265,

TN T2 U5 B A R O SR R AR BRI

WA 5 MF5 7 50 ABCDE F HAE Ry i 7235 5 (R
K312 3.4.6.8.9, MKHEAHE 19 R /N BAT fie /DA B
NECEPIANT 50 A B BIRCE AN, A2 A 257 7 979 55,
BZy R T 3 D55 ELCLD FRRARIE A E /N FEAT
/N B/ MRS SRR AR T — 2 5 R n A
T 13 W AL EEHATUL A, BRI A URA B RARGE
30 AR T AL K259 AR R AR R L Y — SR, 45 2R A 3 Huffman B4 5 E
® 3 . Fig.3 Huffman tree spanning graph

P 3 7345 v 58 B N (LR 73277 AR DR T A 38 G i 1 P11 501 01 7 0 DU A 14
A Huffman Zmfid.

HRARE 3R T2, e ok IR P 152 22 46 X (AR ic TR

B R L T QE(SER 1R Q EE SCHIF) B2 T4, F L Q BIAFIBRE (M 0 2] 8) 1
A A5 5, POZIBRME R RGeS B gt 35 RG34 IR R 5 i A g de I — SURS, AT
He AN ] Q {E AT T W A Huffman Zafis. 2 2 245 H K% Lena 1Y Huffman 2 A7 5.

R 2 Lena HTMIR 24X B3 R A9 Huffman 4HE3R

Table 2 Lena prediction error absolute value Huffman coding table

PEAV Eg,:#ﬂﬂ’? 4 'W\,MSB %m?gﬁﬁ Huffman %575 || TEAY Eg,:#ﬂﬂ’? 4 'W\,MSB ﬁﬁj{ywﬁ Huffman %%
FI| LSB 3ELE 0 (A4 Q SiitHAE F| LSB M3ELE 0 (A4 Q SiitHE

0 6 022 10000 5 31 493 101

1 9 926 11110 6 32983 110

2 11 053 11111 7 20 623 1110

3 8 796 10001 8 125 104 0

4 15 121 1001

WK T R 22 A A HE R PR SRR A, AR R N R 15 22 e 6 i, 8 7 LU e
YR Q+1 1224 (0,0,---0,1 ), BIr LAE S Q (B % 07 (4 Huffman 2% DLAL 4 ) 7 OB LT Q+ 1
AL FE AR 888 23 LA, P S R T 00 35 22 48 X AR 3R 00 8obm i (s i i PR3] Huffman 2 ith DA T B
E QE, I — DR IUE BB R ENR )  BARPR G R WS 2.5.

24 BN

P s s s s 1

B, mnEEH K, LR — OB R(R/NR mxn) 8Tk B ER T BE R 1,(i,57) BT
NFEFE R FICE r(i,y) MBI (4) L (5) Fe4Ry 8 AL dEHF 5, IFArich 1,(i,j) B (i )).
I,(i,j)mod 20*

]z(L’]):L 28—k J’k:1)293"”)8 (4)
r'f<i,j>=L%J,kﬂ,z,z,mﬁ (s)
MR C6) W 15 ,j) A (i) AT F BB 5
=i j)®r'i,j) ,k=1,2,3,---,8 (6)
R (7) 14 525828 R b L 1
L= S P(ig)x2™ h=1,2, .8 (7)

2.5 Mm{EEERAN
N T IRELIE IR IR 1 R, 75 ZAE I MR 1 i A s 8.
(1) Huffman %% H: AR EMER 1 AE Q (A1) Huffman Z % (Gl SCH 2.3 Jr AR ) |, 14 2
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Huffman %53 H. T Huffman Zf% 809 A& BE , A [ SR 2 5 5 A AR TR AR ANT . #5184 £ 2%
1 Ji + Huffman 45" 189 75 2URKAEAS Q (EAN 0 5 8 (¥ Huffman Zifh. Horb.4 (7 4afih K5 &0 4 07 Hods
Fhif Q (LAY Huffman 2585 B9 K B, Q2RIZ Q (EANAEAE, W 4 37 4 1 BEFT 00007 7R, BIANFR S5 2 1)
A, 258 LAY PR Lena 3 H 1944 Q (H4RAD , 25 RN 3 FTR.
%3 Lena WK HHHEN Q BHREE
Table 3 Lena encoding table H for each Q-value encoding

Q18 Huffman %% Huffman it Q {H%iY Q18 Huffman %% Huffman ZifS Q At
0 10000 0101 010110000 5 101 0011 0011101
1 11110 0101 010111110 6 110 0011 0011110
2 11111 0101 010111111 7 1110 0100 01001110
3 10001 0101 010110001 8 0 0001 00010
4 1001 0100 01001001

A Q IR BT Lean Y ZmAS 3R H.

() TR EUR 1, R R (S HBRERIN) BRI IR p (i,)). RIE(3) e g R
1,(i ) B AR AS A E (L) 0 E (i) 20 ZAE0 1 PR R Al s A2 F6E R A9 Q ) Huffman 24,
AR AR SMOME B, R (8) B iz R F e i i iR &.

(1, i L(i,j) +1<E(i,))
PUD=N0 i By <L(i.j)+1 (8)
A LG L) BRBR ]p( i,7),Q EFr XN ) Huffman Zefid1< 2.

p(iL, )R VRIMEER 1 (i) ZTHRER , S THRIG R, Seit i AT AR %, IFH 18
A7 LU Ip i s HYA.

(3) TR EUR 1, Th A TR R 19 Huffman 2% LA (i /).

(4) HTHIRER [ R ER (S FHRRIRIL) S 2B A5 1 LR S AR (9) i R 1 K18 R
X P45 o

(1 if x> (L))
$(0.)) 0 ifx(i,j)<x(i,j) (9)

s(i,g) A 1 RIAFFSA R IEME, BN AE. B ITA s (L)) T e R A s — eI S, 18 7 LA
Is it S AR .

(5) MG 1, IS 2.4 R INEE Sk s A IR R 10K H  dp | Is MRUCE B R LA e Y
T RAFAEIN B G 155 1 AT 1 SN SRR b B T IR R EVE N {5 & L1

(6) Ben#E MR 1, b i Fir AT A AR R R 19 MSB 5450 0, 5462 1 19 L AR 0 AR UK 32 A S B A4 2,
L2; TR R MSB B fe o 1,385 L(i,j) LR AR E Q (EX R 1Y Huffman 4afi® LA (i) #7846, 52
B 1 ARZRBIBRIC, T B TCA %S 18] WU AT At o 2 1) A T 15 2 A

(7) B BEEIE L L1 (L2 (S 3R S I H BRI F M A S 25 BEE 1, TR R AR 10 )5 4%
MTCAR A Al A A FEINAE B AR IC & B 1. A AW (10) 7.

1%27 + g)LA(i,j)k x 277k 4 wz (mb x 27THEDTE ] (i) mod 287 B (i) < 7

k=1

[pem( L ’.]) =

L(i,j) 7=L(i.j)

127 + D LA(i, ), x 275+ D b x 27D E(i,j)==8
k=1 k=1

(10)
K1 (i) FR IR 1 ATHHRE S E (i) FR TSR MK TT AR 3 LA (1)), FR THHR 2
Y Huffman ZafSAa9%5 &k A7 FbARR; L(i,)) T 8 £ ) Huffman ZRfS 5 E(i,j) - 1-L(i,j) R imiZ R
PRCE TCRZE ], TR B ;b FR ZHR ARG B LR 1, (1)) AR #A BRI B A2 A b
IRE.
A1) TR R AIR A .
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EC= Y (E-L-1)-If (11)
o SRR 1 TR B B, FRE TR BB TUAR A 5 L, FR5 i A AT R 9
Huffman 55K 307 228 R 1105 AT K I .

2.6 HEREEHRAN

R BRI A A B IE ERARiC B A 1, RIS R AR5 HEA TR B A

A A BIE B AR ICmaE EIE 1,

iy A PR BRI RR 1,

(DML RS FAR R PR H p 05 ARIER H BE 1, PR R Huffman i FRic. R
i H R EER Ip s BOMERREBEINME R L1 L2 S AR BE.

(2) LUSHHA8 T 34 1, S8R (S ERRERIN)  RREK 1, (L)) B MSB 2 0 WZBRE 2T
AR R AL 2R MSB Dy 1, MZAR R 2 TR R, AR H SRR Huffman 525 A48 2 i AR 25
B E T AR XS LI Q (SR R ITUARZS ] E (i) AR 20 (10) $2BUZ AR ZE Fri A5 8. B2
BR(1) C&W0E 7S SR, BT LLA] AT A58 P S ORI A i AR BRI 2., 9 A 2 R4
HY AR .

(3) MRHE(10) LA Ee e 1 77 oW 2t IROEU 31 K, I J5 ML £ 8 0 A B 19 T iR R bmid
J5 BT A AT 25 (B) e, A A L (5 B AR IC IR 1,

27 EEMEAMEGHRE
2.7.1 RAABBRERK,, KBEIER L

BN B ARICER 1,5, AT (5 5.

A APV BRARC R 1, BREE K.

i HLAE S

(DM, FHBRSZBER CB—AT5 ) RS 4 07 4654 B2 + Huffman £ 65 19 9800 35 B Huffman
iR HHe A AR 18 LUARDY Ip F1 18 URFAY Ls.

(2) S 2.6 B 208 A B At A BN 2058 — T AR R b iR =X (10) Jf-4 OB
IUFF MR AR IR 22 T A THRAR R i A I AL (5 6L, A Ut 81 K, W s R JAS s o HIL 38 £ 5.
272 RAEMEEN AR AR

BRI ARIC IR 15 R R R EA.

A A DU BAARC R 1, %8 K,

i i < IR M.

(D) EMOoT e B 1, 5 S 2.6 977 2ORIE B A RIS &, JF 0o L1.12.S
= #B53.

()M L BB HRRTN H lp s, UL I TH IS HRER. FI K, A BB HLAE 4 R, AR 3 =X
(6)iBJ5 1, B h SR R A,

(3) LOGHHAIUT 434 1, PR R (SRR ) HLHE MSB [ (B8 1€ BT A 14 T ik FIAS AT ik 5
2, HP A AR R Y MSB AR L2 Ty Rk . A FHAERE R ARYEC(6) i85t 1, & A T]
AR R B R, TR Z AR Huffman 28538 H, 5 €12 R 1Y Huffman SRS FRZS | #E— 20 & X Y
Q fH. a2k Q 184 8 WHEERTH 8 > 0 rde ; A IHT Q A HUFRRALA 0 B4, 55 0+ 1 i 1 & de. 4R (10)
AR FALE Y HEARER 2 s 1), HAE AR B AT R R A AR | DRI T 6 8 1) B e ] R B R -
AR (6) 385, [AIHT Q+1 AL R A5 T8 5L 1) BB AT i AR R 1 (B

(4) &3t ERPRIER R EE .

(5) BIMg 1, 5IERER TS B FAE , HI AT LR E R IR ER S B8 R | a1 RO
MWUFEMEER 1, PR ER (L)) (SHFBRRIN) IFiE MED ZREHE, a5k 1,(i,7) iEk 0, W
PO AT L% AL B SR RS T AR R A 5 75 0 75 S BRI SV S X Rz (8 MO PF 52 4R A
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(EIHFRIE (13) T 1(,)) IR %A AR SR 1 1R .

L JIGDHLGLY) s ==1
IGD= 0 (13)
G =1,(in) s s(inj)= =0
18 137 SRR YA SRR PR 1 BT (R, S AL
273 FRHE P e 5 F A IAT ROE R AR B

BRI BB AOBRICIENG 1, J5 RSO 2.7.1 L 15 B, R 2.7.2 PR 144,
3 SEHER b

3.1 REMSW
3.1.1 ZBATR M

XoF T8 AN K mxn (R B G, T BE R mxmx 8 B AL — 341 516 AT I 2%, e 9 vh i 4
AR 0 5% 1. 8 2s AR = (14) T

ks=2""%, (14)

FEWAT SRS DL, B AN % 25 1 23 [R1 3R A5 58 4 IE 8 R I 46 7 50 LTS AN Rl R Y, DR i 4 43
A R R et
3.1.2 BRE

GRS B S e IGO0 B2 43 A 1 B HACRR B  JBs JRCU06 B K B A B 1) & ) MG e 4. 3 1 IR
MR RAE N 8, R E (15) 115

255
H(T)= = 3, p(x)logy(p(x,)), (15)
i=0
o, T R4 256 DS IKEE SRR K E EUR  p (X)) 2 KT X, (0<i<255) RYMER. K 4 FIHh T HIA
SCREINE TG 1 6 18 B RE R .
x4 MEEGNE
Table 4 Entropy of encrypted image
EFEA T R AN BRI 2 G EFEA T R AN BRI 2 S

Airplane 7.999 2 7.996 9 Barbara 7.999 4 7.989 9
Lena 7.998 9 7.995 7 Boat 7.998 5 7.987 3
Peppers 7.999 2 7.992 7 Baboon 7.999 6 7.986 2

SEILSRI . 0 MG S ADLEE (S BUR B9 UL B (B AR 23T 8, HAT IR b 2e e,
3.2 BEgik
VEHL 512%512 JKEEES Lena #E17I04L, 285 S 1A 4 s,

(a) iR AR (b) e 14 (o) IRAMLE S B IARIC IR (d) SERWE MG

B4 BEGNXE
Fig.4 Image test chart

K 4(a) IR MIRIRER 11 4(b) B s 545 20 K% K 4 () Fis & ILs (s B A
JEFRIC RN G Hat AR 3.472 bpp; F 4 (d) BT R ins 4] K, 2R E %, 5 G E G AR, 2
JE IS R R4 1 PSNR 42530 + oo
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3.3 HEiktEaewik

T EOULH I A A B, AN SRR AE 3 A RS ARBIEET KL
1%@11;); E:I‘— ﬁﬁ‘]‘ i Bﬁ éﬁ % ﬁﬂ % 5 Fﬁ, T 7{ 3 /I\ [g ’fgﬁ é{& f)é'i Table 5 Performance indicators under different databases
JE I, APEAVL 3% %) Average ER ( Average Embedding Database Average ER  PSNR SSIM MSE
Rate ) 43514 3.982 bpp .3.784 bpp .3.191 bpp. 5% Posbee 3982 e : 0%

. ' ] BOWS-2 3.784 o 1 0%

i PSNR ( Peak Signal to Noise Ratio) j4 T + o , SSIM UCID 3191 ‘o 1 0%
(Structural Similarity Index) %% F 1, $& BCEPE ) MSE
(Mean Squared Error) 5 0%.
3.4 SEREEELENIR

R T B UEAR SCRR P RE | 5 SCHER[ 20-22 ] HEA 70 RSB0, 25 R anEl 5 & 6 .

O Scik0] O SCk21] O Sciko] O SCiik21]
on W k2] WA s W it22] WA
351 4.0
3.0F & 35F

§ 25¢ 7 301
¥ 20t < 25+
< sk ® 2.0r
¥ aF 15F
1.0F - 1.0
0.5F 05k
. 0.0
Lena Man Jetplane Tiffany Banboon BOSSBase BOWS-2 UCID
M5 Bt
5 MiREG EHRANEE B 6 HIEELFHHMANENLILER
Fig. 5 Comparison of ER on test images Fig. 6 Comparison of average ER on three databases

GEIR AT SCHR[ 20 3153 s BRI A0 S0 15 2 |, J48 S FH 17 F- 1o %) 2 R P 4 DA o PR 1 T ik
2 (] EZ SR A 2 B 3 AR FH T 22 6 1) 43 A7 SREAE , 17T AR SR 3 D ) 03000 25 6 190 4 A R i B A T
FEZE | REE I — D40 = 0 22 (B TUAY S () 4 PR 2R, 3RAS T 0 i A A . Yin 2801 70 315 R 2 w0l (E
J& B NG 5 IR AR (EL A MSB 21 LSB #E47 LA, MR RS LA 9 B, 2 B BE LAY 9 Huffman 4
M2, LATREE e ml fix 2 8] AERATSRAEAE A 2300 AR 3, BAR T AT 0000 22 (45 /0N, 8 o) 1 A Ji 1
TE R B S B A S0 BT A3, B[R] R TR RAIC, Te kA iU 22 (9 T ik s H). TR 9% T
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