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Abstract

With the rapid growth of network distributions of
digitized media(audio, image, and video), there is an
need for copyright For
watermarking is a well-known technique for copyright
protection of digital data. To embed

the image, discrete
transform(DCT) and wavelet transform are commonly
used. In this paper, the performance of the DCT based
watermarking based
the

urgent protection. now

a digital

watermark to cosine

technique and wavelet

watermarking technique were compared and

influences of the parameter @ that decides the strength
of the watermarking data were considered.
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