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Adaptive Information Hiding Algorithm for Database
Based on Watermark Technology
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2. Ningbo Key Lab for DSP, Zhejiang Wanli University, Ningbo 315100)

Abstract A watermark-based adaptive information hiding algorithm is proposed for the Intellectual Property Rights(IPR) protection for database.
The algorithm adaptively chooses an optimal embedding scheme according to the characteristics of the data to make the degradation due to
the watermark embedding to be smallest. And the error-correcting coding technology and the majority voting principle are employed to improve
the algorithm’s robustness. Experimental results reveal that the algorithm can meet the requirements of invisibility and blind detection as well as
good resistance to conventional attacks such as subset deleting, adding, and updating.
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