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Pyramid-enhanced noise-resilient watermarking for
robust and high-quality image protection

JIANG Hao', YAO Yuhan?, WANG Jiahao?, LI Xingchen?, WANG Dingke?,

TANG Xinkun', LI Juntao®, KOU Feifei’
(1. Academy of Broadcasting Science, National Radio and Television Administration, Beijing 100866, China; 2. School of Computer
Science (National Pilot Software Engineering School), Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Beijing 100876, China;
3. School of Information, Beijing Wuzi University, Beijing 101149, China)

Abstract: To address the widespread issue of unauthorized reuse of images in digital media, robust blind watermarking
is essential. However, existing methods struggle to simultaneously withstand real-world noise attacks while maintaining
high extraction accuracy and excellent visual quality. To this end, we propose Pyramid-Enhanced Noise-Resilient Wa-
termarking (PENRW), which leverages pyramid-based multi-scale feature embedding and a watermark-decoding qual-
ity enhancement module to achieve highly accurate watermark extraction under strong noise with minimal image qual-
ity degradation. Experiments demonstrate that our method surpasses current state-of-the-art approaches in both robust-
ness and visual fidelity.

Keywords: blind watermarking; information hiding; copyright protection; multi-scale features; robustness; noise at-

tacks; end-to-end learning; deep watermarking

TERCTF R R e M 4 b & S R, R T R — ), A 7 2o B B K ERBOR
TR SRS RW 5 ZkE, TR, B BURA S 59 [H i)
We#s B H#A: 2025-07-16. 4% 2 ki B #A: 2026-01-05. DRAF A 00 10 L ok, 08 T ¢ R 0 285 14 45 A
EE T - HZH AT AR 2 500 H (2021YFF0900200); 5. SR, WA KENE EEAE L L R T Al Be o

F%HRB %S H (62002027, 62472042, ‘,‘ " N e .
62572075); b5 Wy ve S b RSB IR b PR 5 B A IR TE R U0k, ok s G 2 R RO il
(BWUISS31); db i A AR 2= B 4 Wi H (L233034, S o > ; sep
L257023); 11 ¢ i B JE AL 7 B (2025TSQvorn),  eds i HIKEIAS BURAL. BATHY B R AT K By
ISR : 7% JEAE . E-mail: koufeifei000@bupt.edu.cn. BRIy AL G (U LSB(least significant bit)*

© (HRERSAR) SR MU 4



https://doi.org/10.11992/tis.202507022
mailto:koufeifei000@bupt.edu.cn

<73 - 5%, S — T A N SR A BT OK BT 1 - THT 1) 54 i o 1) PR AR 4

LIl

S-UNIWARD(spatial universal wavelet relative distor-
tion), DCT(discrete cosine transform)!”!, DWT(dis-
crete wavelet transform)®®*!, SWT(stationary wavelet
transform)!'”! 45 ) FIIE T U B 22 2 () 51k o

1% 58 97 vk 0 I 5T 0 3R AR T A ) d A 0 R
Bl 25 A1 ik DL IR 3037 (least significant bit,
LSB) B kM R, oy il iR B RN
AR RO R i AE B, B R S B, (H L
AE B 5 BRI 2 55 5 B0E B R 22,
AEArT R ) TR A PR A5 A 0 ] s HL 58 A IR P
SRR — AN R, WIS O B 1) AR, A
07V R NI 0 22 98 6F 18 4504 1 S U 1)
FE RO BRUE R o Hoh, BT R HUR 5L AR B (dis-
crete cosine transform, DCT) 1 7 % K H. 5 JPEG
(joint photographic experts group) [ 4a & i A4 N 7E
RHR, TEHRYU T 4 Yo J7 1 3R B0 R AR LA
T 25 1 /N AR He (discrete wavelet transform, DWT)
WIGEAE T PL Y 240 PR S BT 1 5 A0 &
AR SRV K3 NP 3 S B ol 7
X TE i . e 5 4 LA 2l i HRBE J7, B SR AT AR
R Tk DWT 547 S {H 4 f# (singular value de-
composition, SVD) &4 RAH LS A IR A 7 &1,
B3 2 X 7K B AT A Ak Bk 4 o 4k,
Te vk 25 0 R FH Logistic BLST 5 Arnold 25 8 X6 PR
T B S (quick response code, QR i) 47 X EE il
o BRI, X A% 5 Ty A AR — > 3 [ O 5
AT T B e . F TR et AL, X
75 HIZ AL RE 7 32 R, 4 T X B I R T 0L i &2
ZRol A e B R A S SR R . IR
> 1R 24 A K BRI ok T U AR L0
A T A8 vt 2] ity 0 TTUN ZRBEH DAB [R O Ak 4%
Wiz AR . Horp, Zho S50 42 14 ) HiDDeN
(hiding data with deep networks) HEZE B YR A4 #HE T —
A EH G A A | T R P 2 RS A 2 2 A A S A X
PrI g AE SR, 3 o AE Y 25 B 2 Fh Ok L, SEER
TR ARG S e Y B R A e . TR
ZEMF 5T FF HiDDeN (1386l b MAS [R] /1 BE B 47 T ek
oo B, T G P N AR M S AR
4, IGA(inverse gradient attention)!"™ 5] A T 355 5 i
HERSIHLE, 51T K B S fix A 20058 A SR
U X I . £ X JPEG 13X — BT 19 3E o] o
MBRS(mini-batch of real and simulated JPEG com-
pression)!"! &It T — i & B AL 5E JPEG
AN R G U ZROR e, B PR T TR AR X
JPEG 45 i9& 4P . 1M StegaStamp!'>! 18 15 455 4]
FT B RIFA 5 0 T v ) 4% PR AR, A T A SR

B FLEA R A R R R K ED

AR, WF T IR PR3 Se i 1 2 2] i 5
K FRPERE B . — 28 TAER A Bt M
#% (generative adversarial network, GAN), ¥ | 1 #&%
W 26 U 1 Bk R A 6, 38 X T U1 e 1 g
T 25 A S MEZE e /K ERUO, A W 5 i 51t
[F] s DG 32 4 Jmg R Jmg B8 AR AT P B0 H 53] g T 4 T
TEAL 7K BT G 0T 5 1 52w, AT 2F — 20 42 5 K
BRI BRI O — 5oL ) I BOR B 2k
N &% T B Wi 2% 2] (self-supervised learning, SSL)
B9 8 AH, 40 SSLW(watermarking images in self-su-
pervised latent spaces) 7K E[J B 4% % A 3] il 1] A5
Y TS FE AR AR 25 8] oy, LSRR g R 35 g 1 M
AR AN AR YR W R T T X R MG Bz Ak g Y
Ak, Bl N T2 REAE BN 4% (artificial intelli-
gence generated content, AIGC) 7 R Y & J&, ¥ 7K
BB R B 42 4R B4 OIS Y 45 R AR iR A 1) A=
Gt A rh s © 8 A 52 O T T 24T 9T T T

REFETRESIWN LS T RKEH#HD,
R S B 1 FH BT T I PR R Bk R o, A
ME DAAEHCHT R 5 2o 9 R Bsp Rk ER BT f . e
K, A 7 E 2 D BEE T L St (an JPEGH)
P A M AT I3, T 20 T I S B e R L Y
JUfar Bty (s 5 A8 46 | e ) Lh S MUY 1Y) 241 5 Mg
A

S AR PRAR, 2 ROBEFRRE 3 Mg fit 17—
SR L S i e SR B 02 AR S e
B, G 2 ROEEAR B B R S0 2 42 B R 46
B S w5 )2 0 R SO G, IR B R ok i 4
k7 BE A0 RN Yz B R SCRRE . R0, B
DR A 22 RUBE Y 7K B 7 1k SRR % B8 /) I AR
e, R R FE o A 15 v B i 2 > AN s SR 4
SIS 2 2 AR e, S BT 3 v i TR TR

TEMCH F T, AU —Fhm 25 B 3& Y
Z RJEIKEMIR A SRS J7 58 o A SCHEE R, R
Pk A B 4 S I S5 A 2 T H AL o 451 du — 10
B H A 2 RO RIS R . ik S R
PRGBGSR, GRS FEA TS IN#i ST A
BUAS RN S0 A RT3 T 38 5y Rz B, A
AT R R ER B LR SCF B2, R E AR
Somh b T A (A 4 i AL AR R, A I AT AR
HZAANEY kB KGR, 78 R — 2 h 3K
IRl A 2 A R RV RRIE, 225 W AE 8 X5 E) 45 5%
EETOMAT: 55 Hh R I 1 B PR RE ™, o 2 RUBE 4By
1R AT 2 BUR B K BN A KRR AL
B KBNS B 5O AT IR M 2 A AR S N TR



521 4% B OB A

S S <74

127 I, T 22 ROBEFRAEAR 4F e 4R it 1 — A~ 2 AR
18 1 7 S W B K EDAE B A BRI o) 1
CHLRUEERRTE) b, BEOE A UKL 48 | W P 450
UL Xt 5 7R FC i A e Ay g (AR B S0
WA B T4 4 R Y e vz i o, A 2
SR 2 ROBE (R B RS 5K BN PR fE, H K 2K
TARGERY /N A8 e 8 02 e B I 28 25 K T, 32 I )
K, ASCRFPE T T —Fh 4 A R G AR
MK B /7 1 (pyramid-enhanced noise-resilient wa-
termarking, PENRW) [ KRB F /K EPHESE . % AE
IR R O R BT — A A FIE R ik A (pyramid
enhanced embedding, PEE) 1, fff 425 [0] 4 715
WAk AR, G — A IR TR B R kR
35k A, I EMR AR S Roh 2 Ol & =+
HMEZRERE . A EZETTE T

D) G T T A I R A (PEE) £
Yo, B AE A B 2 e B AT T,
W5l AZ RERGER, B E =TT 7K BN Bk
PR, IR RG R T X 2R R 25 Bk i e .

2) Wit T — P A T s AR e, I A —
AWt 3 3o 3 b e i 2 B R R RN R A T

Y2, DA S35 B THAR R X 45 KM P e o (65 e

3) SLER R AW, A SR A [ GO K ED
HEZE PENRW 7 WL ot Jot o A6 4 T 1l 49 0 T >4
B e 71

1 Tt 7%

ARSI ERE A R B 1 s o i AESE
s — Ui B i A n N 2R R g8, HoAZ O A Tl g —
A GE— B XM 5 T JE 2O — A i K B RO K
2% TG 7R K B4R IR 45 20 05k T Y 5 e
HEBRIEATIC G U0, T8 A Y 7 A S AT R
PE5 BRI R R AZ O EUAE B 2 1 Pk AR =z 1)
PRI S R B S T B [ S e L (n
o T e ) 5 LA e L (s AR ) 1 R A A
B ARSCER B BT T — A AR | 250 K
#% (denoise network, DNet) Fl#7T 15 L 2 B W 2% (per-
spective distortion- resistant network, PDRNet) 2% Bk
VT S ) 7 0% o 1 i S ke, 7 i 05 1 %o A2 4 PR
AT EIME R SRR, 5 S i g B 5 A
AR IR AT, T S5 42 T T S fif i s e 4
FAET RS BRI A

(a) BRI | (b) Z5Fa P
i \ sepine 10)  STIERERIA
E AR .I‘fﬁraﬁ% o] WEE i E'}li
N ! 5 9HLHR 2 i | 1 e )= || =<1
S %(%?FEH%- ’ = ﬁﬁ@ﬂ m ».»es» ST i ]
— E } - i - > BT
Ny g S U g g, Ak e [ROEER],  TEREL
- BT IKEHEA T [ (GO 1T S
47T T i R Al FRZETEE IR (RAM) i
it 0 | | [Imn i |ﬁj§@,§9§ ER) : :L Convil{Conv2 £
———— (101010101 4—“ ; 747 Elﬂ]é% IX—XJ?% {‘ - 1\7777777777777. 777777777777
e | e L 775775 7| 1he-Conv} RN - REN~{Convi~
M gREme 8 TN " E@% Ex%?ﬁ &JPEG || N
o o ————- by HUEMKIIRY
| © 1] 1] ] PR [T] (4] | L
Urmeesse  Qumeepo 0% BT N
PRI T PR R | BoUmh) [P Eea ey e o4 @)
m ReLU HY5FR1Z Joemz | v L y Vy /T
e ) Bl Bl B R s
B 1 ASRHMFTEERNTRE

Fig. 1 Illustration of the proposed framework
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Fig. 3 Visual quality comparison after watermark embedding
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Fig. 4 Performance evaluation of different algorithms on PSNR and SSIM metrics
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Table 1 MOS scores for different methods

Jitk HiDDeN IGA StegaStamp MBRS SSLW PENRW

223 &M
A SCAH FH ACC 1E S BFAl $8 s 78 A1 [R] A9 52 58
T R B — MR P b NS S5 T AR AR AR b 4 B2k

MOS 3.70 4.12 3.98 425 430 4.75 IR [ e AT T A, 2SR 2 R, A4
e MR o) B {45 L RDRLI AR -
R2 AREGRET TREBESHEREE LEREXTEL
Table 2 Comparison of different models under various image attacks on different datasets %
B FEE(ACCY)
LCLES BOW PSNRY HOWEMR  (REEF 4nn mNWGY  JPEG R Oigbame P
P=30% P=30% 50% R\=0.3 0=50 D=I5° S=10°

HiDDeN 30.45 91.16 93.10 95.93 86.31 8537 7344 70.71 85.14
IGA 32.81 88.23 94.41 97.61 90.21 87.31 85.73 82.54 89.43
StegaStamp 33.88 96.41 97.24 98.31 94.38 9632 9522 96.72 96.37
MBRS 34.74 95.73 94.34 97.72 94.73 99.52  89.12 95.46 93.94
Coco2017 SSLW 35.10 97.30 98.22 84.89 97.82 96.60  97.55 93.52 95.12
De-END 38.47 92.13 95.63 95.21 98.75 99.12 9532 94.33 95.78
ARWGAN 34.59 97.06 98.81 92.83 98.26 9536  95.70 95.53 96.22
FlexMark 30.73 98.96 98.28 95.00 99.36 91.25 9250 95.26 95.87
PENRW 38.14 99.01 99.60 98.67 99.41 9930  96.23 96.53 98.39
HiDDeN 30.55 89.96 92.28 95.53 84.24 84.62  70.10 71.72 84.06
IGA 32.53 87.67 93.21 96.14 90.51 87.42  84.43 81.87 88.75
StegaStamp 34.01 97.32 96.73 98.71 93.67 96.02  95.56 95.21 96.17
MBRS 34.54 94.24 92.92 96.25 94.18 99.14  88.02 84.92 92.81
WikiArt SSLW 35.06 98.02 99.05 94.27 98.24 97.96  94.55 93.80 96.98
De-END 37.62 90.21 94.58 94.33 97.32 98.05  94.58 93.05 94.59
ARWGAN 34.96 95.14 97.45 90.00 96.19 94.88  94.80 94.33 94.68
FlexMark 33.96 98.78 95.14 91.43 94.50 89.91 77.29 78.50 89.39
PENRW 37.94 98.81 99.22 98.53 99.55 99.23  95.92 96.25 98.22
HiDDeN 30.75 90.54 92.67 94.94 85.01 84.42  70.75 70.21 84.07
IGA 32.44 85.51 94.14 96.23 89.24 86.62  85.39 82.10 88.46
StegaStamp 34.11 96.77 96.48 98.34 93.87 96.45  95.80 96.03 96.25
MBRS 35.14 94.98 93.47 97.49 93.96 98.79  88.60 85.21 93.21
DIV2k SSLW 35.08 97.11 98.83 93.82 97.84 97.18  95.73 94.32 96.40
De-END 37.51 91.53 94.75 94.00 98.99 98.23  95.17 94.08 95.25
ARWGAN 35.59 94.49 96.78 89.36 95.28 9534  93.86 93.71 94.12
FlexMark 30.39 98.44 97.72 95.53 99.06 90.71 91.19 94.57 95.41
PENRW 37.61 98.71 99.54 98.02 99.33 99.17  96.89 96.42 98.29

TE: IR s B R A4

GEREW, FE 2R, AW
PENRW ¥R I I R . FET A 3 3K
e I, HOF ACC ¥ K8 4% T i A X ey
. PENRW 7E K Z B ey O H 2 R ie
TS AR A T UG, TR PEREDLEIC B .. ]
an, 7€ Coco2017 Fuda4E I, Heh% B T ACC
iKF 96.23%, i 1284 T 5 5] 96.53%. 1F 215450

PR JBE 27 2] 7K EASE U A T X X R ML PR RE 2 2
JRR B, PR SRy L An] A8 46 23 0 SR 25 119 223 T) X iy 5%
A, FEURIS AR UE”, 1 PENRW 7 LI T
P SR, W1 UE] T AR B Y e i
J4& PENRW 7E COCO02017 4 4 b i %t
JPEG JE 45 A 5 A8 e o B I AF e f:, (H LSS
AR H i w52k, JF#E WikiArt A1 DIV2k %X
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LIl

Ptk LB H R iz AL RE 1 o ZREORA, AR

BIZE 3 NECE4E I ()54 ACC % F HiDDeN

IGA . StegaStamp ., MBRS Fll SSLW 1 #+HH i, B 15
T AR ERE

AL — DI TR — B PR v R
PRl 3 A FE L IR R AT 2 A M TGl SE e .
e 3 1 Negmoinea A R T8, AT IE R PERE S
StegaStamp. MBRS F1 SSLW #f tb ¥4 71, 18

A B0 4 T A 41 A Bod AU, PENRW 1
P B R LA 25 A . LR ™ o
(<0 B AR e & Mk 7 & JPEG TR 45414 Bt
T, PENRW 7E Coco2017 5484 KK ik 15 3]
92.53% HIHERRR, MRILRZ 1) SSLW 1LH 89.19%.
LR g5 R 5/ UE B, PENRW JGig 7E 5 —
WhE A R A M SRR T, AR ANE
Pk

R3 MEMARRFNERE

Table 3 Comparison of ACC against combined noises %
. T & P55 e &
Hopnse HER 1541754 & IPEG 2T T & Tpe - s -4y
B " PR it TR &IPEG
StegaStamp 90.15 87.82 89.97 84.50 88.11
MBRS 88.34 90.37 82.67 75.28 84.17
Coco02017

SSLW 94.42 93.59 90.83 89.19 92.00
PENRW 93.22 97.89 94.34 92.53 94.49
StegaStamp 89.62 88.20 90.13 83.92 87.97
MBRS 88.91 92.74 80.57 73.40 83.90

WikiArt
SSLW 95.38 94.32 90.25 87.57 91.88
PENRW 93.07 96.73 94.51 92.64 94.23
StegaStamp 89.89 85.83 89.42 84.88 87.50
MBRS 89.41 91.09 83.59 75.14 84.92

DIV2k

SSLW 93.83 93.65 91.04 90.28 92.20
PENRW 93.98 97.50 94.79 93.75 95.00

TE: IR s B R L4

23 HELEER

%6 iE PENRW AE 28 rp & 20 14 1 2k, A
SCHEAT TIHRESE S . Y EE 44 (PEE. DNet B
PDRNet) AR I, &4 MAESR RS B, 5200 2%
Wk 4 i,

F4 HUMARER
Table 4 Ablation study results

T ACC/%
PEE DNet PDRNet PSNR/B il it gl
MEFE AR iR
N 36.66 99.72 85.01  80.21
\ x/ 3779 9331 9573  89.70
V \ 3551 99.13 96.76  93.05
N V 38.14  99.41 96.53  94.34

M BR PEE AHLE, BEA1 ) PSNR M 55 5 1Y
38.14 dB . F & % 36.66 dB., il i £ ] HRAE
fill 4, PEE A5 B 15 7K B0 B % 5 % AE b itk A &
18, M 76 A A e PR I AT T, i R B b
PR T R BRI G it . 2485 Rk DNet #E2

B, AR R SR BT o 30T e R B RE T R 55 . 7R —
i A g, ACC M 99.41% BR % % 93.31%,
PERE TR T 6.10%. 4 [k PDRNet LT, #5275
XF LA B i B A e ) 32 2 E R, AR — )
St R, ACC M 96.53% T [% 2 93.05%, %
HH R 25 () A5 8 ) 2 #4) 42 1) PDRNet #£ 4% 1E JL AR
RH | PRUE RS A8 i A 557 T A — 2 B RCR .

SCUR S5 R B . PEE BLHORE 4 A5 5 R AR
BE i (PSNR) #2TF 17 7.4%., 1E A — = i e s 14
i A B — {5 Bt AR B 05 R, DNet £l PDRNet £5
A3 S B HE R R (ACC) BEIRTF T 6.10% FiI
11.52%. 75 5552 7% 1 ey S0 it 7 5 475 722 46 2 5 T
7 F, DNet fil PDRNet [ 51 ik [d] £E 2 2, 5 545
KT 4.64% Fl 12.84% M HERG 42T
24 IHEHFESTLE

VB — R s PSR ) B AR, B K BN R T
T TR SAS R AR AR . A SCR S TR e
Y2k ad B vh pirifs 9 S AR R TR A B 1Al 4
bR, W% 5 i o
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Table S Comparison of parameter quantities for different
models under the same settings

F ST
HiDDeN 412
IGA 427
StegaStamp 2517
MBRS 2092
SSLW 2189
De-END 684
ARWGAN 3092
FlexMark 12 368
PENRW 2 305

25 G T A SE Al S L AR A 5 A SRR A
MR BEE T RSECRAT L, DIPEAS T A, b
|3 7K BN J5 ¥ (1 HiDDeN ., IGA F1 De-END) J& 3t
I R S0, 8 DR RETE A TN

M Z T, T GAN 1715 S 50s K iR b
T 5140 FlexMark 155 1.236 8 {Z B4, 1fij StegaStamp
5 MBRS S BOHMAE 2 000 J7 ~ 3000 J7 . A
PENRW #5275 LR F5 48 5514 68 1) W) f, o S 400
T HI7E GAN W25 (1) 45 BEYE FEL N, HAK Ry 2 305 J7

HE— 2 b, AR SCHEAT T 4% 2L R A AR A
(1) 2 B30k LA BN 2 st i) %) 52 W) (1 SE 56, A 6 i
No FLLEF, PEE BIMAIG N T 24, (B2
FEYINZRBF ] b L 22 /0 TR S A Ak i bR 1
W, A AR SCHR Y PEE 7R 32 THME e 5 R R
Y RA R

R 6 BEHTIEESEE SR E

Table 6 Impact of each component on the number of mod-
el parameters and training time

AL W SHct YIZRETE/(s/100steps)
None 5957524 23.17
PEE 5957 857 23.11
PEE+DNet 6 184 868 53.58
PEE+DNet+PDRNet 23 055 460 58.77
3 HRiE

A SCEE N T — 24 Ry 4 5 5 1 iR T IR K ED
(PENRW) [ BAHE SR, 38 1 51 A 22 ROBE R AIE $E L
5 1 B R A B T o 1 SRS, 7 THT R AT K
B8R, K WA AR B T SRR 5 e 2 TR
FIEWA BT R . PENRW 76 & Fe 5 i
BT R AR AT S RE . 7RI, PEN-

RW 75 4 K 22 500 o — 2o 2R i 5 5 4 1
B T el i fc A M BE, HL O $ A S s T
PRSP A A R g R
Bt — 2, AR BE AR B A SCHp G X EL A AL L
BB, R T A o a1 i A e A b B
B EE P 2% . e, THASC IR LB I 56
UE T A SCHEZR B 11 B4 1%, BB T PEE A H X
PRBE Jo B ) ok 5E M1, A X DNet Al PDRNet £
He oy e SRS 2 W A L Aar 25 )y T A AS T ¢
Rtk

g5 LTIk, AW I Y 22 4 S 56 45 SR 3L R UE
T PENRW J&— /76 A Al S8k 5 8 4 1 =22 1) B
18T — WA, R i R 7R B 42 LSRR N R
FRUEE R e 1 RE U B K DR L T %6 . BN BT
P25 4 RS AR AP B AL T — U 52 Rl A7 19 37 7 1k
HA ) TAEK BTy T3 — 2 3 T 7K B AN ] S
PR, 3G 50 B 2RI QU R AEGE) &
Bk, IR R ILHE SR i 22 W00 A5 I At I A2
R AT R o
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