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Optimal Parameter Estimation of the ML Test Based Audio
Watermark Decoder
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Based on the fact that audio signals in the time domain have the generalized Gaussian distribution, an
optimal parameter estimation of the ML (maximum likelihood) test based audio watermark decoder, which
leads to the minimal bit error rate, is proposed. Its superiority of performance over the existing estimation
and the conventional correlation based decoder is demonstrated experimentally.

Keywords: Watermark. ML, BER. Optimization
ASK subject classification: New Media (13.4)

LM&

YAg 7lgo] WAdt net 94, 948, 29
20} 72tz g fH2] AL % Halr} golgj Pzt 5
Aol oiF|e) AYika 2L AU £ A ©)F
oA AUct, ol2Et T Lol HEMF)L t)AE of
A AR s el ez FEZ Wolgiti{1]), oy
€9 Y2 dide AZEegy Yygoer )zt
g2 =g P45 fentot AdE A5 YJEot
390] AuAel 7|2¥1-5), FAlo|2e 7)&%
HEinl) 29 BellA AdsEE YEuiae 3o
I Y8 A3 7o) Hed) of o] 7RA B
o wizlo] ARWATL HHYS e A2 YcH2, 6],
o|2} U5}l Hernandez= ML (Maximum Likelihood)

"X} o] T & (jingeol@peu.ac.kr)
302-735 CHHZA] M7 SOR2E 439-6 HHRICKEl D MX|28tn)
(M&}: 042-520-5707. YA 042-520-6773)

g 7ig Fx G YEnl dREE Asigisy) of
© 949 DCT AeE0) 7F-AIRE 2 Hut gyizld
7HEAIE 220 o & gh=chs Ao 2ARH2). 2
€ A7 2 ojs) At geulart ARl I
of ML AlEE #8319 DCT 229 P3P W4E 7}
A ML AJge] AsAe] 7]23k tj¥¢ 2o} BER (Bit
Error Rate) 9 §@AAEo0] 3ty 222} 3t
B, AZtRoA ] 202 AZE UukshE FR2AIQL
XS 7He A2 42iA JhT]. wehM, AIEY
202 $Eota tIAG oA ML Ago| 7j&e] Alukd
A Hi} Ao] $4:% Ao Jygct & =2HME
BER©| #2271 E= ML A1 7§t 202 $JEuia ¢
9] A HprAPHE ARG en Aok Wy
o] 7|&9] wigRAuholt JePA | 7|23 o3y
B} ool $0%he 48322 sl


mailto:jingeol@pcu.ac.kr

I ML MY 7Rt 43

thg# o] evje AsE A2 N AQ HER 74
N 7)) ZY Y (frame) o2 LHRo| T,

w)=dkN+i) i=0K.N-1, k=0K.N,-1 ()

& Zaljol ulo) or)e MEE x{)e theo) a7
2 Azl TheAlet BEE 7HIEH2).

fo(x)= AP @

Ast B TheT) Zo) W4 cot 52U o 9 B
ole}. -

PERTAACIR! '’ o B
| Ty |’ 2r/c) 3

[t ok Yeolet, QuISHE 7R B2 749
A RIS B BEE BYSEY ol 242
c=25F c=19] SFe:
a8 ek 49 L d2eeliel ML g
chg 9l A3t 2.

)= x, @)+ bt @) 6) 73]

A AONO M XA A
g *zf' o, )

be (-L1}e sk el n, 4(0)s nay) 2y

groln, sl 2 go] wm 7] (kep)ol W} HE &
A Ay 2dojtt wjEQ) CjREE FHe thew} ol
et

b, = sign(r,) ©)

24] (5)0f) SJ3) Fol ML A@L & =22 3¢ &
Abofl o3 AstehE At g,

ML AR Vi 2rle HE0lS CIE0 S pledd 67

NI, 3= ¢ 9] F

A (5)8) ¢, 2 3 T yje] 2o ME B
1} AE BAL o3 (matching) Al 23 4 9ot
[2, 8.

(et

o, et

I(2/c,)

F _
@) JT7e )T (3lc,) @

Hernandez=  “H4 € § 548k ARK wWhio] o
2o} @] 452 AL G o S IR A

I S7FE 0|zl kAt of Wro) vjad ARE E A
olty e M&didichal. 2Eu, ohe Y 4¥E
A B 71229 FHA| = BERAA AHHA ol ez
Aedide 0|24 F3it}, a2jH2 B =EqAMe
BERO| 2|47} HE A28 e A3

o329 23S 7hAIQH BYE W2 MYl da
o 99 A= The9 Aoz FoiRrH2].

sng =B 2o

Vi | | Varlr,
aud Y ©)

=2 @r 0 el @-207 bl g

Var(r(i) = Z x (i )+ 426, GY" ~)x (-2, G)° } an

BERS| Zr A7t £E&8 RopRick:= A}
Aol 71&31e A2 B ¢, FHA = o gH 2o) F
o 4 9tk

Com = mfix SNR (12)

ARt 57412 BEROA 19| im0l olFoiA
TE I 9§ o8t i J|EY 3=
29 ANEZo| By B IRt Hernandez”’} A&
B AN olzd 2xaty Rl :Y3]= ey



58 HI SRS MRS A2E (2006)

BERAA i o] E= FH gro] wA| S5l
U, Aoz ARk Aokt 2L U=
=9 2o H AZhREn7t 27t == FozA
BERo| 3|47} Hek= Hojl4 I ghgadol 9rt,

Iv. Mz

20j2 Nzo] vt vha7) BEREE HYSYRRS
o} g 3k o] Qlork4] AAR] o) AnHoE
Bassia”} AQH WS 0|83} Thet oj 23]
Foheia),

6,() = 0.01x, (7} a3)
AR LS ol83 YHoR AR g Bs

ol A 2 2719 Yejntag AR + gled o] ¢
U AR O R Bassia’l ASH Wt o opA7)

(v e e S omtter s
\
. 9
o: existing estimates
i g} x: propesed estimates
: 6t
'
©osp
ioef
it x
P °
‘ 2t o ° % e o °
1- ° (o} (o)
bt ©
[, . . . .
4 1] 2 4 & 8 18 12
; indax H
L emor et b o emm s T vee A bt e
(a) S| Classic
g
o: existing estimates
gl x: proposed estimates
7
3
5t
o
4
3
2 o o
(o] o o
o] [e]
1 [e]
o .
g 2 4 8 8 1 12
index

ol
a8 1. eEm (c) M=% Vocal

Fig. 1 Parameter estimates.

ZEgte] 5ol 779 wet Wssin, & =E3 ML
A8 79k YR 2 Ui OO oA
FERRS SiAbe] 7P Et BassiaZt ARV e st
o} kw2 13t 12 ZhE BT s,()e (-1 1,
HE gt he(-L1} o] opnd) ZEE} AY sFd F
A ZAdef AldEeh A 208 (BEH Faps
44100 Hz, Zo): 27} ¢} 30 )2 S (Tchaikovsky
symphony No, 6}, 322 4%, e AN
ZYYe Zolg ta ZA 27 A9 HEZ (N=27,
oF 3%) g A9 AP 20 gt 7[&e] Wi 9
B e AR W AR whge] oft 242)F J¥ 1
of Vethgich 2ol o) 2o 439 divE
9] Ty g 71E Wof 2t s A7} 13 24
ofofl EAst=t ol YL 417t YNistE FRR-AIH
BEE 71E debdoh, B3 ARISE el &3t &
A 7129 W] o3t 437 Bt RE Z Qo
Mo & 3& 7 § 233 7 Adude oE S
& 4 ek

o) AE MeE 200N F ouly F7I8e

9 T
©. existing estimatas
g} »: proposed ssimates
7
8
5 i
“ i
a H
3
2 < o O
% o o
it o © < o
uﬂ 2 4 5 9 8 12
Index
(b) §A Blues
9 T v
Q: existing oslimates
gL x proposed estimares
2t
6 '
£}
o
Fys
3 F
2t
o o o ©
1t ]
o
o ! 5
i 2 4 6 8 10 12
index
(d) #2F Chorus



27 A7 BB 7| WA &% BERE 19 20l ViEh
et 2oflA £4ZHBER)S b, =-1% b, =10 ¢f
& Zade BE AF7) 208 A5 U, 2% 73
£ o, -, 277 A 128709 WE PG APR3}
of Faigch, oheby), SR, B8R4 s, T
3 BERS 25 H|EQ| =& Z}Z} 2816, 2560, 2043,
153622 e glolt}, ZAETERE A W)
g A7 BE 2ved dfF] 1o 45 We
YA, 712 AR AePLE o1RA Fiitn &
33 gl Pk o =29 AT gk AMRS)
£ B%ET Aol BAUE ¢ <+ Ak Al ¥y
o 2Jg} BERE 7|&2] A Qg vhisct 2 &
2 27 g oJ3tE H3E &+ it EF,
z¢le) 27|17t ez A2 A 7|&9 F4A|
o% BER £37to] FEtso] Yt ol of Af 4
(M9 & 78 4 gl A 710k w2pA, AR
B2 7|22 whiof v AXHLRE o PSR o}

%he& & +

O:c=2
1T o existing eslimajes
o x - ptoposed estimates

10* 16°
Ho. of sar{!glas

(a) 4 Classic

'
05 i
0:c¢=2 H
et 4 © . exisling estimates
o x° proposed estimates
Laf o :
23 a -l
a3r a
R ot o °
a2l (o4
o5} N e
01 x o -I
a0} ™ i
o . N Lox
10’ T 10°
No. Of samples
{c) 44T Vocal
28 2. BER 53

Fig. 2 BER Measurements.
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