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Digital Watermarking using a Quadratic Equation Embedding
Method in Wavelet Transform Domain

Yong-Dal Shin'

ABSTRACT

We present digital watermarking using a quadratic equation embedding method in wavelet transform
domain in order to improve the invisibility. Generally, embedding watermark used a simple equation form,
but we extended a quadratic equation form in this paper. We performed a computer simulation in order
to compare proposed method to other methods using LENA, GOLDHILL, BARBARA, and MAN images.
By computer experiments, invisibility of the proposed method better than the conventional methods at
100 % normalized similarity.
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