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ABSTRACT

We show that image make converts of multiplex resolution using wavelet transform algorithm. To evaluate
the robustness, we have measured comparison of similarity using various sequences which is inserted
important coefficient of middle frequency band. The wavelet transform is advantage that it has a special
quality of frequency domain and a special quality of spatial domain. As result of experiments, it is to certify
that The chaos sequence similarity is higher than other sequence. So the chaos sequence will be used for
watermark sequence.
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<Table 4> Similarity Measurement Result of Lena
Image
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