$55% $5W THRRXFEFFR (T FR) Vol.55 No.5
20254 5 H Journal of Jilin University (Engineering and Technology Edition) May 2025

I

BT R 5 ) B R AR B BB R 2k

Rk, w gt RR—7

(I. k#ERKAF AR IEFR, T T Ki#E 116600;2. b EZMEMR KF W% = A%, 100191)

W EATHANGERERATULAKGEREMETEHGNAF ATAEEF & H
HEFEZARTEEE MR ALIEREELAGRFTN . EENEEL2ORARNARZ —
AXEERRTETREFINEGERRBEF AN ER R F A L8, AE R E I F5
ST LR R 3N A ﬁ%$w FIAMEARRE T EHTFNBFRNBTAH X EE
BEEMTEHTRE AL THAGERBER AN AT &, 10T HEEAEBRRK
AW # R T, ﬁw%éﬁﬁzé‘]ﬁ ¥R BERGENFEED,
XER.FEAERA;EEBRB;REFA HEBE RS R;&FAH

HE 4SS . TP309.7 XEkFRER A NERS:1671-5497(2025)05-1497-19

DOI: 10. 13229/]. enki. jdxbgxb. 20240381

Review on image information hiding methods based on deep learning

ZHANG Ru-bo', CHANG Shi-qi',ZHANG Tian-yi’
(1. College of Mechanical & Electronic Engineering, Dalian Minzu University, Dalian 116600, China;2. School of Cyber
Science and Technology, Beihang University, Beijing 100191, China)

Abstract: Image information hiding technology can achieve the goals of confidential communication,
copyright authentication and other information security protection behaviors during the transmission of
pictures by hiding information covertly in images, which is one of the hotspots of current research in the
field of information security. Firstly, we discuss the important and difficult problems of image information
hiding methods based on deep learning. Secondly, we discuss the deep learning—based image
steganography method from three perspectives: structural features, training features and application
features. Then, we introduce the main datasets and evaluation criteria related to the domain and summarize
the experimental performance. Next, this paper summarizes the applications of image information hiding
techniques. Finally, we discuss the research directions of image information hiding techniques to provide
insights and suggestions for the further developments in the field.
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Fig.1 Generalization of image information
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Fig.3 Process of image information hiding method
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RAEAAINE o S DR TR A% S5 0978 B 5 4 5 )5 09 18
SR TR, HIDDeN {5 1] Ji2 46 1 5, g 5% 8 2 2 1)
fRCo RS i I R R AR K .l e dR /A A
T4 B ANEMG I A b 3 LR 2k 52 B e 2004
Luo M558 1 % 2% B R A] 401 7K BV HE 22 Distortion
Agnostic Deep Watermarking & ¥ ifil] 4 5 B 1% )
SR T N B ARAE R R AR R B 2k 23

WE AR G B S G T S R AT
BZ R Lok . FESCHRE62 R 4G 1 B M
B REASE A 05 & 1, $2 HCH 9 B M B
TCER AL O~1 N B TF s 8. AR UERL % 5 B 11
HETR K 5, 1% 05 B Al T AE 28 XU 5% B /M M
S5M'zZE 2SS . 1458 5 sz br v, 7
B MU E AR 0B H 1 ST
DeepMIH"" ¥t 1F 1] e i 452 2% 52 Sk B 5 T 44 A
AR MR Z 18] g — 2248, X PR 22 (6 0] DL £, 8
Lo 35 5 A it 5 [ AE S ) R A2 43 2 B e S R A2
1) b 2% RGN AR MR Z 8] ) £ 88 £ 810k o RI-
ISP I 5 Bk =2 b 7 TR A2 I 245 g A R TR A% R R
G BRI BRI E Tt R
Lo=|X—X'|,+]s—s, (3)

Ao X X300 R AR AR RN R 5 1 R AR
BG5S FS 43 0 Sk I s b %55 AR RN &2 1Y)
B .
2.2.2 KRB DT

J T AR RE I HE — 2P R T AR A AT A
F R RECIE AL T R TE T 2RO s B T
AN SR R AR T FH R A 4 A AR AN
[R), $03 2 pR A B Tt 25 A FE R R el it o B, A
A S R AT B AR B Ok Al R A A8 /N B R
L N 3 S B S ) R2 S O I 75
(1415 18 RO 7 3 2 81 R G A e 1400000
J) 590 2 B4 A 2 48 G 50 A A X B A 2 RN — B
PORIVERTHRE MR R . T A S
Ik b DA RESE T A B 0 B 2R AT B9 9 O eR U ek
it

IR /N A0 2 1) i ROk B e R AT R
JELAE {043t A B L BRI 43 i b A
BEAEG W . KL, e 1T i A W7
AT ] FK A5 S B A R A X, a3 R vk
AT DX 35k T A8 7 48 2 ST BB /0N o AR /N I8 9 2
38 3o 24 R AR G RN B S RS A AR X Sl (o — 2
R R ABARL, DA T S AT 85 s 55 1 v AN Rl AT . Hi-
Net ™ B T 15 115 LB Beome 461 2% Ak &2 #2206
et R AV /N U 461 2k 20 SR R S R 28 /N U A it O 1Y)
(S R = N ES R T (10 7 N = L e
B, LA skt S BHKs b 25 17 8 BRI AE i 3l b . Hi-
Net fiff FH A AR A5 /1N D 53 2% T 3R 2
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(T % k)

% 55 %

N
L= > G(H(2l ) M2l ) (4)
n=1

X Hxw D N RS E AR N AC W T 4
H 2 D N BRAR R B IR AR T30 5 00 M BR AR R
b 5 B AR AR 4 Z [ B 22 5 o Deep-
MIH 4 [R]REf T 3 Fpodi 2k .

LA, n SR AR B A AN W] A AR g — 20 4
T, I 0 AR BT i 8 3 O ik ) 2
o 380 JE AT 8 T B A E AR B K. Tan
SN R 3 R T A% RN AR R R S AR A R
1) AN ] 43 B R 7 3 bl H MSE fi & B & K
B IS A BNAUR o AR R R RN R S B R
IR B VGG M4, e /ME B AT TE TR BE e 5
Z A 25 5 o AT FH ) 3 b R R 2k B T
Al RIR R

L£,=MSE(VGG(X),VGG(H))  (5)
A X H 53 50 0 AR R R S K&

W) BE |, JE F 55 10 A B X 40 W) 2% 1% 7 3% Steg-
GAN B 7 fdf FH XS H 48 2% F MSE $it % | 340 fiff FH A&
F UM VGG16 R [ 8% 451 2 Y1 25 42 B
a5, LR 58 R 48 (Human visual system,
HVS) br i 4 2R Fel R, Ok 1 BRI 58 B
MG A K . Bui 2558 H AR RoS-
teALS ffi Hl T MSE &5 & 18 A 45 2k LPIPS 1 46 2%
wit, i RR K

Lose = y(X)—y(H) |
Loty = Lipws (X, H)+ L yse (6)
Koy ()N RGB 28 [a] [ B B 5] /) YUV %5
(i) ) B S o B8 5 @ R — N B H B XAV H 43 53 R
AR MR MRS K14 .

W & F 22 4 M 09 7 MIATS ™ R 1 4 3IF A
G B B R B 5 A R L AR E
A B B AT RN W . A M, R AR
WEE AR A A ot R TN A
FUAE L R R 2R o PN A R E R B B AR (A
i B %) 5 B S AR Z 18] 38 0 AR ARl 2 3, SR
o 5 AR K R B R % R W B i 5 8, DL
HLE T B 5 AR AT U0 AN T R R N
B M A2 ok, Bk 45t T NI A5 JEL A 42 A i Jit
KBS o 2 — 2 B A 5 IR AT 55, T ) 95
Je R B AE U A5 O R = Je 4l B R A 4 A AR IE
Nz G 43 25 6 B P, AT DR UE T MIAILS

PN T A . A EE SRS
7% RoSteALS"™/ 38 1 it A 2 i 452 40 Wt 75 foff b 25
fiff i 5 T LA AE 25 Fh BCHE 1 9 N #E AT U 2, R
fifi | BCE(Binary cross—entropy loss ) {15 7 ] fi
ORI ELR B 2 E] Y L AR R A R i — R e
o B R .

2.3 EEEFNABS

I SO 7R JE T A v DU B 4 4 5 F Y O Tk
HEAT TGS o AR T 1) S PR A2 A% 0 ] 37 S
1 G AT B BEs 7 v AT 4
2.3.1 [ AE LA 2SR 4%

7 2t 22 ™ 4% (Online social networks,
OSN) 2y HI F+ 42 it & Fof 3¢ 2% 0 A2 i A 6 35K ) 3
B, FE THP AR R ., B2 A K
EIG # AL B 5 B O 58 OSN - &,
OSN & 28 B Ry A A0 A% S RIS %) {88 8 =R AT
Fri . SR, OSN 42 At 1 5 38 A 35 1 2% Fh
AR AE Can 38257 AR 4 ) 25 AR Be e 1Y 22 4 1k
TR TR BRG] 48 5T R T OSN {5 18 /1Y
RS IR A b SE B L T OSN3 5 10 & 4 22 1)
KRS, o 58 il 2 — o 2021 4F, Sun
SEUSHE T — B AR X OSN 3L 52 10 & 05 3 245 5K
ER 4 AR o Ml AT R B Facebook 1F X % 1 OSN,
FI 11 Facebook #& it (1) 4 4 {5 18 19 K5 o 4141, 42
H—F DCT B ny 7K BN 5 ¥ o %005 s BE % A3 B
8 B AT AE o] 24 55 5, B B XF Facebook I A9 A7 fi
AR ELAT v B i TR B e PR AR e
R R A A B . 7 EE U RE R e B H A
T AT B9 OSN, Wl fil {5 A1 Twitter, 2022 4F , You
VIR T P #E OSN b A7 Beie 8 {5 ) o
= AL RS M 4 CIS-Net (Coverless image
steganography network) , 3 1A i OSN il {5 B %
3 5 i AE B, DA e R R OSN 42 48 1 w42 {5 3 1%
i A AR B OR ARG Y R o Oy AR W AL
i A F R R AR B — IR B S R R0 A
XK PG i BB A 25 45 S DA T S R S 2 L
AN I R AL 28 N 2 b R As S AR 9z 4l
FH B s P FpE 0L R 8 X% AE S, T i
— b B AR R BE . CIS-Net fie 24 52 B3 5 A gL A
o PR R R A5 AL, 7 OSN L 17 B 4% [ B i &
Pl AR ME 7R .
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Fig.7 OSN-based implementation of covert

communication flow

2.3.2 i ER B R
T ARAT S R DR A8 1 R
L BRI Y 1 7 55 B 2 b e R 3 B S A 9 v
2020 4%, Tancik 45" {5 AL Jo 37 4 TH 006 0 114y ol 1%
R GE [R) 87 ) B v i B Al AT B A
Fe 5 559k StegaStamp BE % 7F FRUBL (5 B A AT 1Y
7 BT R AT R e S e R AT B A 2 T iR D
5 AR ] — 3R UG R — A B B 42 6 A7 R AR R
AR5 T8 2 Y AR J R A F AR IR AR
JAE SR 5 A PO ) B4 2 i PR AR K 6 2
i R D) FRAT BN (B s 7E L 7 o 1) IR &2
B R A WLER RO B TR H . P A
FH S AG 2 G 41 92 60 5 G 6 1) B IR 90 AR R
WA, 2% A0 PR GRS N 25 o i A P 4% 3 47 001
BT B2 AR A AL B A ER LUK R e —
A7 2 0 e T T R R i 2 O A6 3R 5 TR A

BG4 P 8 i

SCHR[64 138 12 B SN 88 T 247 T & He
Gx, 16 2 L 45 A B 4% 22 18] 1 — 4 al it 3h i
0L Hy 49 B R AL AR 5 S B 2% B o R e i %
T B B X BT R ] B AR A0 HIDDeN fiff =l
23 [ 8l , Deep ChArUco ™ fifi H 25 [A] 14 2 (] 4t
SN GG AN A% A T B AR 18 Bl A
KA BERE MHPLRGMS JPEG k48 %% K
oo MR RO AR SN T T B R
BEE®
BERR - N

. RAFIR
WL, RIFE
, BB
BEER

8 mADEEEEMIAG
Fig. 8 Encoding hyperlinks and tapping to

recognise them

HUE7INS BE/R R G P 7/B DAL SN i
b BEOR AR B B RAR T T S I . A R T AE
BEATOLIR (BIR (B AL S S WU R A A B 17
DLTT 6 R [ 45 53 A0 ot e ) B P AT S I i
. StegaStamp 7E 2 55 J7 BE % A2 e Hb 4 R 56 fif
A BE AR, A T A A LR R Y R K R P A
— LA R

e

558ca524138020

itpJfen wikipedia.org/wiki/Tricoratops

= H1HY BE A

Fig. 9 StegaStamp in real-life scenarios

3 % I

3.1 HIEENA

PEE AT B B B0 5% 36 50 4f 8 A R R 5K
F5E AT AT AR A AT: 55 9 SRR B £ 14k ) £
LHATII SR AT A A T ILRERAE B R
S T 43R DAY ) ROHRE B
3.1.1 ImageNet

ImageNet £ 45 472 H /i 78 IR ¥ 2= 2] B 1%
SN B )T M EE S . 24 ImageNet & 4
RN 1400 T3 5k KGR, 2 T3 24200 1 K
FEASEAL e 00 B £ | 5 26 0 2= D40 4% 500 5K
IR . B AR TR o T 4% Fh g 5 RO X 4, G045 3l
Yrom ONZECH A B, RN
TBo BT #2435 09 058 204 % U5, ImageNet
i il i 2 Jp Bk AR € ILSVRC (ImageNet large
scale visual recognition challenge ) ¥ 8l B 1% 43 2% |
H AR A | BR84S0 BF5E . 2012 4F IR
B 2% 2] 5 AE ILSVRC AT W 38 09 28 i, 3X b
A TSN S5 A R KT B B o SOk
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(T % k)

% 55 %

[42,48,53,54,56,63,70] % ¥ fifi ] ImageNet %{
P LA R S TR
3.1.2 MS-COCO

MS-COCO (Microsoft common objects in
context) FUHHAE R BT 2014 4F B AR E Y R
TRy A S 0 0 3 B A o B SRz
T HARK I G #5455, 02 B i R0 A 15
Moy R KRB EZ —. COCOHIEEME
8O, BN = A 5ok R . % BUE
Sl 33 7 sk I R, o 20 T3 sk AT T R
T I A i FHE SCHE TS L AN EUE RN
40 GB, JE4i 5 K/N R 25 GB. A, iZ 8 s
B2 BT 200 T R R 40 B R OF LA W LY
YRR R 5350 FH 2 AT LUAR 4f A 52 3 R R fiE
P 6 Bl 4 HEAT A R o SCiik[41, 42,
44,49,53,56,60-62 i 1 T COCO %4 4 .
3.1.3 DIV2K

DIV2K R 7E 2017 45 4 G 43 98 5 5k %
FErp gl AR SRR o BRI . XU R A
10005k 2 K 4r #3049 BE, b 800 5Kk FH F I
5,100 5k H F K 0E , 100 56 I F ik o % B 4
A T U0 G R DEAG 8 43 9 R A AR 3R UG T i
J5 1 B AR . DIV 2K 40 42 1 R R 55 2 Fh oA
] N 25 Fl b 5t A0 4G A AR IS AN 1R s 2
PLAF . X EEMRAR R R A AR B m
S R PE ML S, R I DIV 2K B4 42 BE 0% 42 i 11
i85 HER SR Iz AL RE J1 o DRI T T LUAR 48
H O R R R DIV 2K B 4 A A 7] 43 3 %
(1 %, 5 L BE 1 B0 b b 8 AN [R) 550 3k 76 A [R) 43 9
RFMPERER L. DIV2K 548 476 (41,42, 44,
49,53,55-57,64 ] H gl {di .
3.1.4 CelebA

CelebA(CelebFaces attributes) ™ & —A4~ "1z
(LENOPNITIEE 3+ &/ T I RN DN PN A
BN A @ MR AR B o B AR R s
R 2E L WAR I E PR HE . CelebA 54 4
15 10 17744 N5 43 1 202 599 5k A & f o
X R B AR R R TR 7 BT SIS B
gt 2 AR U 2R 8 o PRLE, Celeb A 04 45
AeH A T A8 AR IR U 2R O i 1 25
PLRbric N OCHE AR 55 . B T R A &
CelebA % 4l 42 18 2 41 7 40 Fh K [ 0 72 B, 491 40
/AR BT I 4 kR DL R A 4 (A )

SEQE ALy S RINVE Y AN R S B B2 TN
o . H T CelebA B4 42 40 & K i FL S 5
T R G, B bz N T RS RS S,
UL B IOEFH 2 K N G Ay e s 2 A 7
A i an, Sk [49, 67 1F] I CelebA 54 4 76 N
IR E e 4 04T NI B S G A s Sk [ 65 ] 7
CelebA ¥ 4 o oA iU S W 4 47 T
Al .
3.1.5  JHAbEHEE

Shy T 4 T b A B T i O ol EL G R AR Y
W i K, 3 AT SR A 1 22 Al v B30 B T IR
& A5 B BRORT 40 0 . 3 2 4l 4 AR 4 B 7 R AN
], A1 45 i 28 10 1 MG R AR DG B bR 1R B . B
5 4% BT B 4 BOSSbase ™ | T 5 %0 i1 5 54
4 MNIST™ e y7 B 4 L TR 5 46 O NI
B A0 b RO AR AR E WL, o,
W T RS o b SUA I 9T 5 M e A ) BB
£E BOSSbhase ™24t T — RN LT BRE R i A
B 5 UG OROGE IO 1 5 R R U . B T R R DA
W 55 40 BT 3 M L 3 2 R R 7R RS B
W g 43 i ] . MINIST!™ & — A4S F 557 K
BEAEE A TR R — A 6 A
S B DI 2 A RN — AN 1 T A S G R 4
SRR 50 MB, BIHE 3 B E A HE . FE R
A, 2818 %, LA —db il Oy XA fif . £ 1R
T CHER R R BRI  E R . B0 R

®1 BOBEELS

Table 1 Summary of selected datasets

SR
HHin 4 Sk Al ERHR /5 5 R
liiF=e
[42,48,53,54, )
ImageNet L 140007 jpg —
56,63,70]
CelebA [49,65,67] @it 2077 jpg 178X 218X 3
MS- [41.42,44,49, ) )
#3373 ipg —
COCO  53,56,60—62]
I 800
[41,42,44,49,
DIV2K B UELE 100 png —
53,55-57,64]
MK 4E 100
BOSS PI4E 9 074
[5] o ff  512x512x1
base K4 1 000
Y4 60 000
MNIST [48] ) dx  28%x28x1
ML 4E 10 000
LFW [43] 13233 jpg 150X 150%3
CIFAR- 50 000 Yl 2k
[60] ) —  32X32X3
10 10 000 i 4
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Fig. 10 Sample images of commonly used datasets
BRI BRI G .
3.2 EMiER
Xt T R AR B BRSO 1 RE 229 [ ¢ 3
AN BE AT VAL H AL, B B2 BT RE I S M E AR
o AR 0 AU R B AG R AR R AT AR

il\g{g]’o

3.2.1 PSNR

PSNR (Peak signal to noise ratio) B[ 1§ {H {5 M
Lo —Fh PPN R 0 % U bR 1 . PSNR H %R
Ak PR 5 BB T O, B dB. PSNR ) LLA]
T o B PR SO A RN A B A AT DL
YE TN W, B HO I ER X R Y,
PSNR i & it 5] 5 8 4b B &5 2 8] 0 35 J5 1% 22
MSE(Mean Square Error) i€ S, 2441 F -

1 W H 2
MSE = Wi Z;[Xj — Yw.:|
, (7)
MAX?®
PSNR =10-log,y——+
MSE

A X MY o0 o R X Y Ty (i, ) Ak
15 2R (B s MAX O R A fie RAR A, W 2R R
fE ol N AL R R R4 MAX =2Y— 1. LI
A SR BT R K AR B S 07 R IR XY
e S RE N W B H Gl IE RO C YR 6 114
] 3 e A 2 A R B R
1 w o H c 2

MSE = WHC ZZZ[XIVM* Yi,j,k:| (8)

P X, MY, o AR XY e AR bR i j LA
K3 2 A R R AET

1 UG AE B RGBT 5t T, 20 (7) g R X
Y 43 B R A B R R B S R, PSNR H AR
T B RRE B X Z 0 2 545 0.
PSNR B i i K, 1% & MSE M/, 95 5K [/ R A
o, G R BUg Bk /D | B0k G 2R I B S RS o

R4F . PSNR AL 5ok T 1z 0 —Ff R 2 WL VF
Bragdn , Hm RYETE T, B 2l i 5000 AR R R
[ (14 0 22 A7 Ak T 158 22 BURR Y [RGB & DEAR L T
IF AR 7 1R A A0 5 5 M (R X6 225 i) 43 38 A IR
F9 X b 22 S SRR R B8 L N MR X 5 B8 X6 1 22 S 1Y)
AR A R N HR X — A DXl g JR e 5 AR 25
32 B H R R AR 3 DX Bl 52 e 45 ) o R, PSNRAE
HY T 285 2R 5 N 35 s T fig 2 A — 3k, an A
LR . — 5k PSNR R A9 % S 3 Lo
RORAAIRNE
3.2.2 SSIM

SSIM ( Structural similarity index measure) R
S AR ARALL TR i A, 2 B T A5 A 15 R Ak iy R T
I Tk SSIMAXETHARG XY Z
] /9 3 A LE %5l & 2 22 B2 (luminance) | X L B
(contrast) 125 # (structure ) , LA T 3 M i A 2K
ME R G, Al K™K
2uxpy T+ ¢
M py oo

20v0y T ¢,

(X, Y)=

(9)

c(X,Y)=

(b) PSNR:22.3985

E11 #MEERUBEAXWA%K(a)PSNRESTF(b)
Fig. 11 Visually degraded portraits with(a)
higher PSNR values than (b)
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% 55 %

e B XBIE 00 Y BIIME 508 9 X B
T2 ot NYM T E o0 N XM YT 2,
o =(k LY, co=(kL),c;=c2/2 034 %%, H
Tk BR B 05 L oy BB AR 2 (A 1 95 [, RD
0~2"— 1. M2, 4 &M iREB‘R XY, SSIM it
SSIM(X, Y )=[l(a,y)ec(a,y Ves(a,y V] (10)

A e By A1, WA R E O SSIM &
AR

(2uxpy+ ¢ ) 20xy + ¢3)

(px+us+c)loi+ o7+ )

it Ee , HEMNE R EI—NX NI
TR JE AR shE O s T R BOE 9
fE R4 R SSIM . B A =0T, SSIM R [ E ¢
[—1,1] R LW ik BR e TR . 78 EHR
&R RURAT 55, SSIM (K, R RS EMR 5
B BIG EL A 55 0 10 45 4 R AL | R R
AR B A R0 OR ] EE B R AT 5
SSIM Y FH AR Rl . SSIM B T AR B #r 46 b
JE B A AR AR B |, 8 28 W PR 458 % PR
F2BGE Ty UL EIAR h R A AE R T
PSNR ., SSIM ff ( % F ImageNet 5 5 ) , B ok
P8 T SCik[42,48,53,54,56 ],
3.2.3 BPP

G A B B 5 1 1 25 i — M0 EL R f 15
% (Bits per pixel, BPP) 115 . BPP RIR7E #A4K 5]
G BAR FE R A SRR S Rt gk, A T 3K
15 0 B A B, AU = BPPAE . BPPEITAE A
KLF .

SSIM = (1)

L
HWC

BPP =

(12)

F2 #4775 K PSNR AN SSIM & 3 Lk
Table 2 Comparison of PSNR and SSIM values

for selected methods

T PSNR/dB SSIM

o BB -k s S -k /R %R
4bit-1.SB 33.68/31.26 0.940 1/0.903 3
StegGAN!! 42.24/37.17 0.990 5/0.950 8
Rahim 21! 32.9/36.6 0.96/0.96
ISNIY 38.05/35.38 0.954/0.955
HiNet'*! 44.6/46.78 0.992 8/0.995 2
DeepMIH"™ 40.31/36.63 0.980 0/0.960 4

A LN ERR B E G BN EKE H W.CH
T A AR AR ) i v B Gl R, R 3G
¥y T BPP 1A .

*3 oA ERHBPPEIL
Table 3 Comparison of BPP values for

selected methods

W5 ik 5 % & /BPP
HiDDeN'*/ 0.203
SteganoGAN™! 4.4
k[ 48] 8

3.2.4  HAbEIR

RIS RO SRERE R R s il o=y & iU B ]
K AR T IR 2E 2] W5 I T #UA 2 Flds
b X B 5 s R AT A it L (i A 2 0 A A
FRABLEE LPIPS ™ fff i % % WL 15 B IR B
VI 2 RO &5 #4) #H AL 1 48 20 MS-SSIM™ |5l
FH % 5 38 5 UQI™ I8 BB AY FL 4R RS bit ac-
curacy ™ Az B EE Y B E B Fid RS B
RN TT K H P Pe %197

SCHRL77]3 B, 7z 4 ] B9 PSNR . SSIM |
FSIM " 8548 5 78 1] 87 1 R A9 Ja% 2R B2 1) 45
T HNFEBAM B SR AL Z T T
> G SERARARL R B i A G AR, T
58 R AL 9 ARE 8 3 R AR U, B FE RO A
251 A SR T LA B TF B FRATT R A — Ak
IR RS LAAT G NS0 W iy =X 7 s PR 1)
AR R BE o e, 3 4R R 9 & IAE ImageNet Hril]
ZR) VGG M &% 1 FEIEAE Sy IBHR G BL I Zhdit 2%
e A M . LPIPS M {E B, 3R W5 7K (&1 #AH 1,
2 25 5K, & H R B PSNR A SSIM 41 i H
BNTZ RS bR 2 — .
3.3 EIntEgExtLt

AR5 X R SO K iR B 27 2] O 5 Y R RE A 0
PEATUAGN . 3R 4 TR T 384y BA AR 7
POD A SR &7 S R e S I a2
TEFE Bl B 3N PERE SR AR, OF HLX S K Z K&
B 114 7 5 (ISN, DeepMIH \RIIS) , {2 31 T Bt
SR K P15 IE 0 07 ) R . SO R IR A Sk [ 40—
44,48-52,54,55,57-59, 63, 68, — 3 /1 3k P 3¢
R 45 3 AH DG B |+ 2 80 4 S SOk A e Bk
PE . o R AR BB 0 I RS O i
ANEE UK 5B R BGRB8 A &
1537 i PSNR/SSIM {4 .
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Table 4 Performance comparison of deep learning based image information hiding methods
Ik AR CRIRE AR ) Bl g R PeNK/aB SSmM BPP
S - A /R R A -k R IRE
HiDDeN'*/(ECCV2018) cOCO ik 37.27 — 0.203
SteganoGAN(2019) DIV2K e 36.52 0.85 2.63
COCO 36.33 0.88 4.4
COCO 30.05 0.71 3
FNNS™/(ICLR2022) DIV2K kI 26.25 0.73 2
CelebA 27.77 0.72 3
ImageNet 42.24/37.17 0.990 5/0.950 8 —
COCO 36.26/31.92 0.979 9/0.942 8 —
StegGAN™(Springer2022)  DIV2K (A 34.39/31.85 0.974 4/0.941 0 —
KODAK 30.97/29.49 0.978 8/0.936 3 —
SIPI 30.97/29.49 0.978 8/0.936 3 —
ISN(CYPRI021) ImageNet - 38.05/35.38 0.954/0.955 —
Paris StreetView 40.49/43.33 0.980/0.991 —
DIV2K 48.99/52.86 0.9971/0.9992 —
HiNet ®/(1CCV2021) COCO K% 46.52/46.98 0.9961/0.9957 —
ImageNet 44.60/46.78 0.9928/0.9952 —
DIV2K 43.72/41.41 0.9895/0.9801 —
DeepMIH™ (TPAMI2023) COCO &4 40.30/36.55 0.9805/0.9613 —
ImageNet 40.31/36.63 0.9800/0.9604 —
B DIV2K —/44.19 — —
RIIS"™(CVPR2022) A
ImageNet 43.97/46.71 — —
DIV2K 41.39/40.71 — —
PRI (2023) ImageNet - 39.90/39.26 — —
COCO 37.98/37.16 — —
VOC 39.64/39.35 — —
GA (2022) COCO — 32.59 — —
DIV2K 46.02 — —
TDSL'"™/(ACMMM2019)  COCO HE il 33.51 — —
ABDH""(AAAI2020) Set5.Setl4 & 1% 33.50/30.42 0.964 7/0.948 7 —
UDH"™(NeurLPS$2020) ImageNet ESREA 39.13/35.0 0.985/0.976 —
GSN'™(ACMMM2022) CelebA il — — 1~2
Rahim 45 (ECCV2018) ImageNet R 32.92/36.58 0.96/0.96 8
LuoZ"(CVPR2020) COCO b 33.7 — —
Tan %" (IEEE2022) COCO i 41.84 0.983 2 3
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