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Spatial image steganography based on preprocessing layer
enhancement and attention mechanism

LUO Wei-wei, LIU Chang-long, LEI Qin
(School of Electronic and Information Engineering, Lanzhou Jiaotong University, Lanzhou 730070, China)

Abstract: In order to capture the changes of statistical features of images caused by stegography more
comprehensively and improve the detection accuracy of spatial steganalysis, the embedding characteristics
of the steganographic algorithm are incorporated. The derivative and Gabor double filter is used to
preprocess the image, and the filter extraction is enhanced to produce a variety of residual images, which
effectively increases the diversity of steganographic features. The optimized CBAM module is embedded
into the residual block to guide the network to effectively focus on the region with rich steganographic
signals, thus strengthening the discriminant learning ability and training effect of the network. The
proposed model is compared with the classical model on BOSSbase v1.01 and BOWS2, and the
experimental results show that the detection accuracy of the proposed method is superior to the existing
mainstream models of Ye-Net, SRNet and ZhuNet.
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Fig. 1 Overall network structure



% 12

F Uik, R T IRA B R A E T A 0 R IR EAR TR T 5 - 4027 -

W5 3B Be . Bt o B U A R Y B e R
G IR IR R A . O KB B, RIS
ST e Y R AIE A R O ) BT R AR O A AL B
EPS

Fo 5 45 T LR AR ] T 5 R JomA0 f1 d J2: 1) e
PR, B W 75 A 05 W LU AR AR, 7 8 X Lk A7 Ak
B A G E A LR IR A RURAE . TAb
PRHAE AT LUA RO D AR A N RS
(EREE T =K o (70 QO S S B A € o T B2 R
B, AR SR S 80M Gabor XUH U8 5 2% 4 iy A &
QAT AL B, I X5 0 P A PR ICEAT T 3G a8, e AR
T 324 BR 22 G, 2. 2 5 0k S Ak 38 ) B v AT
AN A

Mg 7 4 I 43 BT B B A B A BB B RS
e C = MR ERUR A . MRS 1~7 2
AR A L b i BOGE TH R DL 2R BURRAE BT, 405
PR AR B AR, P B A2 i 1N BUZ
14~ BN 2 A1 ReLu 301 R ACH B ; 158 e B J2& 7R AL
e AZam 7 1A EMRZE 14 BNEM—4
CBAM+ #i B | H i CBAM 4 #5 He J2& %t 5 4h 19
CBAM B HEAT T A0, B i 4 1) 38 18 7 & ) A
BUb AT T 840 LA U ikt G A5 80 0K 5 2 R B 24 1Y
IR) R, O A J5 B 7 2. 3 74 AT ELAARH & T ok
FEVEHEIE N T G 4 R BB B K o T LAk
BN R S PR B G (55 R , TE 25 1Y
A7 2R AL )E o 56 8~11 )2 N ARIE 43 BT
REHL B F A R A 1 TR C TR, Hoh A
JH - 35 3 Ak Sk S5 30 R8I Re AE T 09 4R 55, 1 1 26 K
209 1 X 14 BRUOR B AR Bk R O%E H2 i A TR 4
28 b RRAE 43 B A B Hh 256 G GE BCR b R
16 X 16 B 4FAF .

G325 W B A A SR FH 4 Je S 24 3t Ak B BRRAIE
SR 5 T A 4 i 3 2 FN Softmax JZ i H I 5 45 5
2.2 TRIER

TERRS 43 Hr v B S 43 B RR AR A 0 R A ok 22
EIG gy, PRt 5 A5k 22 RO S HF
TESEBOR B OCH LW, fTEAX T 456 TRER
PR AR BB B A 2 X I R 5 I e AR A AR R
(] 49 R O P %) 4 e 3 3 R T S U IR A% R G-
bor JE I &% H4 [F/E FH T WAL B 2 | A A AL R it 2 F
FHR R . LLTORE X I v R D 4 E AT 0 A1 A
I, I 38 a5 0 g ik X i Uk g A EOY B A R .

(1) SBuEdas. LiZWRme—mET

25 10 {78 AR R A A R I ) B2 S 0 B
PO T — S TR S B i S A
DR AS o T BGE ORI {E S R B AL R
S B0E WA BA T B s T, AR LR
Shy e I I8 A A AT 7 TR 9 a8 mT LAA AR
BERZ MR A R IR B B A {5 5

Xf T — 8 B AR S (2, y ), o Fy o BIR
22 (8] AR AR, B AE KT 1) B89 — B D 5 R B Al 5
A LA (D A (2) i

af (x, . X
7f(ly):f(r,y)*f(x+1,y) (D)
dx

P f(ey) @ flay) @ flay)
0z’ dz" Nx+1y!
KA L £ (2, ) HE KI5 160 B4 o B 0 D7

[0 B o B3 4 B 5 22 3K 3R T RS SN R S R

(2)

ﬂ a”f<fvy>)

aym axn

amfl a”f(f,y) B am*l anf(l,’y)
aymfl al,n a(y+ 1)/”*1 al_n

(3)
X BIAR 5 SR 5 2 T R = B e it
FTUEUE o B D, R WK J7 1) R L7 15 ) By
By 5 S on By A m B B S OB DAY B TR A
SRR TE W, H, D, T RLE S (4D, ,
5D, Rz

D,,=D,,QD,, (4)
il 4n
D2,1:D2‘0®Do,1:[ —12 1]@[11}
—12 —1
N (5)

15 T 1) 5 R0 IR T LB B R R N 1
5 S (HAR 2R T8 4 4 OGP 2 Bl 3 BE B A 3
KT FEAR o PR, e 6 110 5 3008 D 2 A e — T )
AP, ACRAT 1645500
Peds , 143k 1028, 5028 MR 2Dy o Dy 0Dy 0 Do
D, Dy» Dy Dyy Dy s Dyy, IR 1R . £ 1
e BE SR 12 B AR E B 9077 AR — S T Y DR U
K 5 2 20 08 U A% ALEE R X B B, B O, AN R
BN AT A H A — AR . R1P
AN 08 Ik AR 0 SE AR AL e B R RDE Ik AR
B i X5 B AR o X 3 AR AR 0 1 g
Pk (i, 25 1), A HFERE NS X 55— R
TR Z A F IR S PR A R R 2, Y



- 4028 - FHRRFFROL F R)

% 55 %

IE AR S 5 MG 2 I FEAA e R EF R OLT ,
o ORI 2 ROR AR o PRI, O 1 gl B 3 26 [
RO, AR SO A HE B A KCE R /N AT S [) 1 b 2 33
FEHME AN T T 3B M AR S AR
3X B3RP KRERT 3HIEN S5 — T E S5 X
5R/NRE o ANTR]RUEE B9 48 BRAZ AT LA 2 21 P 1%
R [E] R /N B R AIE L AT DA 4 i b J8% R P AR Y
R AR L, AT 4R e R i B A T 4 17

F1IBEBFEHAER

Table 1 Filter details

WEDL 7 e uEk AR
o AR D
J My FARE/ () Ko /A
0 00]
;'QC;IJIJI DI,OZ 1—10 90 2
0 0 0]
5 1 —1
e 2 D]l:|:71 l} - 1
0 00
2551 3 D,,=|1—2 1 90 2
0 0 0]
24 12—l
D, =| 1—2 1 90 2
0 0 0
0 00 00
0 00 00
250 5 D;,=[1—33—1 0 90 2
0 00 00
0 00 00
0 0 0 00
0 0 0 00
2516 D,,=|1—4 6—4 1 90 2
0 0 0 00
0 0 0 00
1—4 6—4 1
—2 8—12 8—2
K97 Dy,=| 1—4 6—4 1 90 2
00 0 0 0
00 0 0 0
1—2 1
2518 D,,=|—2 4-—2 — 1
1 -2 1
1—3 3-—1
, -3 9—9 3
I ES _
2519 D 39 9—3 1
-1 3—3 1
1 —4 6 —4 1
—4 16 —24 16—4
H10 D,,=| 6—24 36 —24 6 — 1
—4 16—24 16 —4
1 —4 6 —4 1

(2) Gabor JE I #4% . Gabor JE I #4% J& — 4~ 7]
DL T 83153 B 0 R PR U I 2% L O B AT LATE R o8
D5 1) b 43 B B R A S MR G AR B AR
T BCUE D AR AN TS, SRR AR 22 BRI 2R .
Gabor U8 #% 7T LA 8 S e 37 R BRI 4% 5% bR B
o B, H AR IR KN X

,,2+ 2 .12 !
glx,y)=exp W)COS(ZTKI) (6)
267 A

A x'=xcosf+ ysind, yy=—xsin0+ ycos 4,

FE AR 3C 52 55 R 98 B A% 19 J7 10 2 8K 66{0,

Ll

N

2t 3w
e
A=0. 560, /= Wi i 5 % 14 25 B A6 Lty = 0. 5,
W, 77 A B R AR AR 8.

(3) M uE I A PEIURRAE . 2R E 3l
TR USRI R T RS RRAE A 4R R,
Aib B 2 R — A [ U8 D 4R R T R B A X SRM
H 30 A4 e 38 IR R A8 0 . SR, H AT RS 4
P 0 B2 | HJ2 %) SRM H 30 /> 1k I8 4% 14 ] 2
N FH L T SRM [R] — 2 8 rpr g g8 Dk 25, L 4 i
(AN [] 5 i) £ 5% 2645 B S AN [] 38 1 e A1E 14
A RZ A R A B 22 AR AT 1 R R AR 4
AT, {H 2200 1 AN [R] 7 1] 0 0 #4518 A AH DG M L 330
AN TR 7 T 19 5% 2 P12 43 B 33K 6 REAE 42 U 55
AR . el , SCHRE19 1A SCHR [ 20 175 4 1
SR I A% A Gabor U 5 I L B 5 IR A 1]
B, R TSR R R 8 U A SR Bkl [R) —
ST P A A0 5 22 AR B R By, SR ECE 4
AT 19 5% 22 R AE D, AR SO0 5 85008 Uk 2% A Gabor
e 1 T] — 28 20 8 ol 2% 00 R AR AE R AT T RS
BT

AR BE A 2 LR BE A8
3], 368 3k HOR F R R A A T B B 6 Y P
BE AT IR BB A J M . P e AL AT DL 3R
N EE— 7 ) b G [] HOAR G 2 B R R R A . X
BB AR E ST AR R G, T e s IR
EA A — 1F — T A 15 00 AU A BHCW L THBR T
— B E RS RE, T T RS FRIE R S
A, 4 T H Fe KB RilA s HUER 6 B U S AN AR
W o i W 3 M ARAE R T SRR R,
I, 7S SCR FH AT 35 0 R A il G T 9 o 1 i O
W aw PR BURRAE . SIS RN K 2 TR FE R,
“Original”“Mean” 73 1| 22 7R JiL 1R 19 24 A~ /55 38 18 I
a A TR RS k. ATLUE L, 58
Uz A %) TR B T AH EG 0 A Rl 1 5 S 0 RRAE A
AET BRI AR O £ H Wk ER RS
AR A DR E

},RE?%%%& o €{0. 5, 1}, A 5% bR B B K



% 12

F Uik, R T IRA B R A E T A 0 R IR EAR TR T 5

- 4029 -

R2EBEFHEREGHENMTENERSGHTENMNEE
0.2 bpp B3 WOW #1 S-UNIWARD 7 71 & ;% HiR 46
R B NN 7E BOSS ##E & it 1T)
Table 2 Comparison of false detection rates of 0.2 bpp
WOW and S-UNIWARD algorithms for net-
works with and without mean fusion features.
(Training and testing were carried out on the
BOSS dataset)

Bk Original Original + Mean
WOW 0.175 3 0.170 0
S-UNIWARD 0.214 2 0.206 5

2.3 FEANE

BE T B 28 I 2% (1) RS B 5 43 A 3 B
GREE T Ed G ERZEANMEEFERS
23 5 BRI R S R . E B B T A
A A2 A B AR ) A5 X 1 10K 5 300 45
Z R OB RRAE HEAT R B 2% 2 B Re 1 R, S T B
1E 9 2 27 2] K Z2 T8 T R AIE, 52 e A 00 1 6 7 4t
o DO 2 o FE B REAE Y DG T B

T T AL Bk W A 52 5 45 RPN 28 I 45 1Y
PERE 7 B A B R J1 . SENet ™ J& — Fl B H AN
T4l P 3 T R ) R e R T [R] ) A DGk
T Sy 388 38 43 BEAS (7] AR, 355 B ) 6% 5 3 S 4
HEMFE. R 17— LR TR PR A 2 4
T E R 5 MR S A R R
Pt CBAM™, 5 SENet #f] b, HAE $2 T 9 45 P 6E
TIN5 o 5 b DL e i A & 2 B M AR A
S AR THRE R ME BEAH L, ECA-Net ™ i 1 7 —Fl 5
RO B TR B B ECA iZ B He sz 91 T AR H
Ry R P I 3 T RS L [ R A T R 4 45
EEEIWRMEIER . T ER%E, TR

1x1xC

T I 26 1 14 7] s A 384 Jonn Do 2% 149 &2 24 B, AR SCR A
ECA BiHe B4 J7 i CBAM Fb (1 18 18 1 7 77, B
65 1) CBAM %S i 21 5% 26 e rp | AT 5 Bly 19 2% 27
> FERHE A B

(DB EE . ECA & —Fp LR AR R 42 22
JE AT AT AL 2E S Wl T TR B KN R
PRGAL 1 2 4 B A IR g — i 1 N L e 4 1Y )
IS5 T8 A8 ., I L3k A e A o 3 T8 3 R AR Y 5
Wil T RES T R Al %R IR T —Fh
I I B RE R AE 5 3, B RS L ) B 5 Y (N
K/NR) SIETELEE R ] . ECA E#E H TR
T AR ALK R G B EEE R, X SR
T KAk WA A TRV R AE X 52 10 55 — 4k ek, AT LA
H5 B e Ve T DORS A ) 3 T R T, PR AR S R s
it FH - 2t £ 0 e R Ak R 2R B SRR AR 18] 1Y 25 TR
B DR R A RN BE ) o B 1 ECA R
(Improved ECA,IECA) &5 H 4 & 2 i .

T P 2 AR AR K R R R A
FEAE B0 25 (a5 B AR BP9 R SCHE A
¥ F g T F s EATT 3 501 26 705 1 X2 3 Ak Rk o
T AFFAE o SR J5 B 3K TR ol AR A1 o A S I 2% 1
E4 i AN SN Rala ol i (OIS G (= IRl < I A
M (F)eRV Hop Gl 145 B0 T AR
A 1) Jey F8 5 A B ARG o FLIH R R AR R

M (F)=0(C1D,(AvgPool(F))+

6(C1D,(MaxPool(F)))=
S(CID(Fi))+ o(CID:(Fi.))
(7)
AHFERTT Y R ARR1E K ;6 i Sigmoid #
TG PREL; C1D 2 14 TR, S8 e /R A2 1. B o
0 CHD 145 B A% K/ ) o

1x1xC

Sigmoid BETERSIM,

BiERE ¢

1x1xC
E2 IECARRZH
Fig. 2 IECA module structure



+ 4030 -

THRKRKRFFHR(OT F RKR)

% 55 %

M F ECA B 5 76 35 X M 4l 2K J5) 8 5 3 i
SEH PRI, T B A H Y A 56 L T A8 LY
T 0 PR 5 A e C — R R Fe Y . e m)iE
Ui, B &5 CRIREAAAE — i) ¢ 5B 4L B C il
HRLE N 20, R 38 T A e C s
(1% 78 5 3 R A 22 1) ) R e b e 3 5C R T U R X
HEAT R

C=¢(r)=27"" (8)

AR CTRMELA T, v LLE i F 2
B I MR GE 1 4k R R RN
1og2(C)+2

7 s
Acrpefe] A eMRIEAE A, TR SR
Ry B O A T AR R 2 F 1

(2)ZS R 1. 25 B I W25 F an &l 3 B
N AT RE R TR R R A R R
BEAFRAE e e B 1) 2 [B) 4 B, A A A TR R W T
AR B AR o B SN BT O R AR LA IR LR
e FLE B R4y, ik 5 3 3E TR Y AR .

sigmoid

WIE R

BIEER M,
B3 =EEENMEHE
Fig.3 Structure of spatial attention

ik — BB y F'e RO Y Jor
H . W C 6 Ak 1B e B 90 2 AL B, i ot
Xof i AR AR T 2R A7 1 38t Ak R e K AR HR A L 3R
31 Y A R AR ), € R ORI R R Ak R AR
Fr  €RVTV SR SR e AT B 4R AT %
BLIiE kB 6 B2 A R s | R E K
Ms(F)eR" ", i & 2,25 Wik it At #
WX (10) fis
M (F)=6(f""([ AvgPool( F ); MaxPool(F)]))=

SO ([ Fis Fiu))) (10)
K0 K Sigmoid BIE BREL; /7T RN G E R
KN KT X THEREZEE

(3) 7 [a] 5 38 18 v 2 i o B IECA i A
T D) RN 23 6] 1 3 ) WA T RSO 5 S I Uy 53
WA GE A T8 AR A G 0 = R I i A 8%
ZE b A A5 Hb B I 4 G R IR 4 T Y AR IR A
BT = 045 M BB 1 [ B — e R b R I A AR

k=¢(C)= (9)

BNRFEF

B, KA S 9 CBAM B0 /E CBAM A,
HEERME AR o

BE—NEEEREEeR VR A HRAE
] F 25 5 388 38 7 R AT 3] — > 1D 38 18 A &
M. eR MV FRIE B F 5 i 38 AL E M, AH TR 15 5
] 45 R FY SR 5 R AE R B2 5 25 1a) T i S
P53 —A 2D A MALE F M, e RV A 4
JER A E R A RN (1D R

{F/MC(F)@)F (1)
F'=M.(F)QF'
i
A

El4 CBAM+Z#E
Fig.4 CBAM+ structure diagram
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Table 3 Combined with network performance compari-

sons of different attention modules (Training and

testing were conducted on the BOSS dataset)

S-UNIWARD WOW
AL TR 2 T
0.2bpp  04bpp 0.2bpp 0.4bpp
RIMFEZ PRI 02565  0.1372 0.1995 0.1140
7R CBAM By A5 4 0.2078 0.1208 0.1708 0.099 7
WIMCBAMA 1Al 0.2065 0.1112  0.1700 0.1045
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Table 4 Comparison of steganographic false detection rates under different algorithms

(All networks were trained and tested on the BOSS dataset)

S-UNIWARD WOW HUGO
o 4 A3 15
0.1bpp 0.2bpp 0.3bpp 0.4bpp 0.1bpp 0.2bpp 0.3bpp 0.4bpp 0.1bpp 0.2bpp 0.3bpp 0.4 bpp
Ye-Net 0.4469 0.3587 0.2861 0.2374 0.3937 0.2916 0.2459 0.2136 0.4276 0.3479 0.2849 0.256 2
SRNet 0.3975 0.2982 0.2153 0.1832 0.3261 0.2479 0.1724 0.1459 0.3895 0.2872 0.2248 0.1967
ZhuNet 0.3662 0.2580 0.1857 0.1526 0.3153 0.2218 0.1563 0.1217 0.3770 0.2641 0.2060 0.166 4

A 02938 0.2065 0.1412 0.1112 0.2638

0.1700 0.1253 0.1045 0.2930 0.2058 0.1647 0.1420
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Fig.5 Comparison of steganographic false detection
rates of different payloads on S—-UNIWARD,
WOW and HUGO using Ye-Net, SRNet, Zhu-
Net and the proposed algorithm
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Table 5 Comparison of steganographic error detection
rates of different algorithms under BOWS2

data set enhancement

BOSS BOSS + BOWS2
Bk

0.2bpp 0.4 bpp 0.2bpp 0.4 bpp

Ye-Net 0.2916 0.2136 0.2569 0.1429

SRNet 0.2479  0.1459 0.1922 0.0935

ZhuNet 0.2218 0.1217 0.1735 0.0874

AKICHE: 0.1700 0.104 5 0.1470 0.0683
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