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Abstract 

Detection and prevention of forgery are of great social importance today. Due to the wide range of available image 

processing and editing tools it’s become very easy to edit and manipulate digital images and videos. Without leaving any 

traces one can remove or add important details from an image. In this highly digitized era it’s very important to authenticate 

or validate the digital content to prevent forgery. There are wide ranges of forgery technique available from handwriting 

forgery to copy-move forgery. An efficient and automated technique is needed to detect the forgery accurately. Several 

methods and techniques are emerged to prevent forgery in recent past. This review paper presents a brief view on the 

existing research work on forgery detection along with the various techniques used in. 

 

 

Index Terms: Forgery, copy-move forgery, digital watermark, image Processing,   

1. INTRODUCTION 

Alteration of digital images is very easy now a day 

because of the high resolution capturing devices, photo 

editing software, advanced technologies and powerful 

computers. For this it is necessary is to verify the images 

and detect the tampered images without having previous 

knowledge of that images. As well as text image is also 

the medium of natural communication for human being. 

After introducing the photograph technology it’s become 

very popular because human need no special training to 

understand the information providing through images. 

Digital images are playing a vital role in our daily life. 

Due to the improved hardware and advanced software 

now it’s very easy to temper an image or forged the 

image. Forged images are frequently appearing in tabloid 

magazines, political campaign, photo hoaxes, evidences in 

courtroom, media outlets, insurance claims and also 

involved in scientific fraud. Forgery is also a vital issue in 

case of our valuable and ancient paintings. It is very 

challenging to detect the authenticity of the original 

painting. The digitized version of images is easily 

available with the help of World Wide Web. This is a 

matter of concern in case of handwriting authentication 

too. From the very beginning signature of a person is the 

integral part of any agreement, contract, or business 

transactions. The signature provides the identity of the 

signer and also proves the awareness and conformation of 

the signer about the text in a document. The variations of 

size and shape of a signature is so immense that it seems 

very difficult to identify between original and forged 

signature at a glance for a human eye. All we need is an 

effective and efficient forgery detection algorithm or 

technique so that we could differentiate between original 

and forged images. Forgery detection is growing area of 

interest for the researchers. There are several works done 

on this field in recent past. This paper is an attempt to 

study and compare those existing work on forgery 

detection along with the overview of the future research 

2. LITERATURE SURVEY 

Copy move is a very popular image tampering technique 

to emphasize a particular object or to hide information in 

to an image. It’s gaining popularity because of its 

effectiveness and simplicity. In this technique some part 

of image is copied and pasted into the other part of the 

same image. Detection of copy move forgery is one of the 

active research areas in recent years. Song et al. [1] 

proposed a method of active copy-move forgery 

prevention by applying digital watermark in to the image. 

The approximation of the original image was obtained by 

applying the wavelet transformation to the original image 

at the first step. After that, digital watermark is added to 

the DCT coefficients of the resultant image by linier 

additive operation. The threshold judgment is used to 

extract the embedded watermark at the receiving part. The 

threshold value is measured by the difference between 
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two cycle and one cycle print and scan. The algorithm 

was robust and effective due to its repetition of watermark 

configurations.  Fridrich et al. [2] introduce a direct 

method to solve this problem. This technique performed a 

search procedure by differentiate the image with the 

cycle-shifted versions of its self. The main problem with 

this procedure was the no of steps it’s needed. For the 

image of size M×N, (MN) 2 must be required which is not 

possible at the real time implementation. Farid et al. [2.2] 

proposed a method which can detect and localized digital 

image forgery by applying principle component analysis 

(PCA) on small fixed size overlapping image blocks in 

order to reduce the dimension. Lexicography sorting was 

used to identify the duplicate regions. To improve the 

computational complexity Bayram et al. [3] came with 

another technique for copy-move forgery detection. 

Instate of using lexicographic shorting this methos used 

bloom filtering to detect the duplicate region of an image. 

Zimba et al.[4] introduce an improve algorithm which was 

based on Discrete Wavelet Transformation (DWT) and 

Principal Component Analysis Eigen value 

Decomposition  (PCA-EVD)  to  detect forgeries in digital 

image. Another technique based on wavelet 

transformation was proposed by Muhammad et al. [5] in 

their work. The forgery detection was done by using un 

decimated dynamic wavelet transformation (DyWT) 

which is shift invariant.  The given image was separated 

into two sub bands namely approximation (LL1) and 

detail (HH1). Similarity between the blocks was 

calculated after dividing the sub bands into overlapping 

blocks. Images had been sorted based on high similarities 

in LL1 sub band and high dissimilarities in HH1 sub 

band. Threshold technique performed the math pairing 

from the sorted list.  Huang et al. [6] used a feature 

matching technique SIFT (scale Invariant Transformation) 

algorithm, to detect the copy-move forgery. The SIFT 

description of an image was extracted first in this method 

which is independent of variations in rotation, scaling and 

illumination. The descriptors then used to match the 

copied and pasted regions in order to found the forgery.  

Another passive blind detection method  presented by 

Kang et al. [7] which was based on block matching 

technique. This procedure mainly divided into three steps. 

After dividing the images into same size of blocks 

improved singular value decomposition applied to the 

images. It formats the feature matrix of lexicographically 

sorted images. Finally a matching technique was used to 

mark the duplicate blocks based on their features. An 

efficient method of forgery detection proposed by Xu Bo 

et al. [8] based on SURF (Speed up Robust Features) 

descriptors. This method is invariant to scaling and 

rotation.  A key point detector and a descriptor are 

described by SURF technique. Key points could be found 

by using Hessian Detector which depends on the 

approximate matrix of any given point.  Khan et al. [9] 

used a common detection technique using the DWT 

(Discrete Wavelet Transform). The dimensions of the 

forged image were reduced by DWT. the compressed 

images then divided in same size of image blocks. 

Lexicographic sorting was used to sort the images. Finally 

phase correlation applied to the sorted images to identify 

the duplicate blocks. Amerini et al. [10] used a method 

based on geometric transformation. This method was able 

to detect the copy-move forgery and could estimate the 

parameters use for the transformation like rotation angle, 

horizontal and vertical translation. It’s mainly based on 

SIFT (Scale invariant features transform).  The clusters of 

duplicate regions had been recognized by SIFT, which 

were later used to reconstruct the geometric 

transformation parameters. Ghorbani et al. [11] proposed 

another DWT and DCT based algorithm to detect the 

copy-move forgery. For detection of forgery and splicing 

in digital images, Lin et al. [12] proposed an integrated 

technique using DCT and SURF descriptor. Double 

compression process and DCT were using periodically for 

detection. Then the SURF descriptor was applied to 

extract features to resist the variation in rotation and 

scaling. Another DWT based method used by Khan et al. 

[13] in his work. The dimension of the images 

compressed using DWT and divided into similar size of 

overlapping blocks. Phase correlation was performing the 

identification of duplicate blocks from the sorted images 

Cao et al. [14] reduced the computational complexity of 

detection by using improved DCT technique. It achieved 

lower dimension feature vector. The method was robust 

while detecting various types of attacks like Gaussian 

blurring, noise contamination and multiple copy-move 

forgery. Another efficient method based on blur moment 

invariants proposed by Mahdian et al. [15], which were 

invariant to different situations like arbitrary contrast 

change in duplicate regions, blur degradation and 

additional noise. This method could perform equally in 

case of lossy formats like JPEG. Kaur et al. [16] used GUI 

based tool to detect copy-move forgery in his work. After 

dividing the image into overlapping blocks feature 

extraction process was applied to indentify the duplicate 
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regions based on similarities. Christlein et al. [17] 

proposed rotation-invariant selection method, Same 

Affine Transformation Selection (SATS) to indentify the 

duplicate regions of digital images. This method was 

based on the shift vectors which can detect forgery when 

the duplicate region was rotate irrespective of the size of 

the image. Gopi et al. [18] developed Auto Regressive 

(AR) coefficients as the feature vector to locate the forged 

region in the sample image. ANN classifier was used to 

train the system. The ANN was trained by 300 feature 

vectors from various images and tested with another 300 

feature vectors. Myna et al. [19] exploited a method using 

wavelet transformation and log polar coordinate to locate 

the duplicate regions. To reduce the dimension wavelet 

transformation was applied at the first step. Phase 

correlation acted as the similar criterion. Only the 

matched blocks were used for the comparison at the next 

level.  Li et al. [20] investigated a blind forgery technique 

by using DWT (Discrete Wavelet Transform) and SVD 

(Singular Value Decomposition) to indentify the duplicate 

region in digital image. To reduce the dimension of the 

image SVD was applied to the fixed size image block 

followed by the DWT. Lexicography sorting and 

comparison technique performed to locate the duplicate 

regions. Another passive blind detection technique was 

described by Ardizzone et al. [21] by bit-plan analysis. 

The image analyzed after decomposing them into their 

bit-plan representation. For every bit-plan, ASCII code 

encodes the block of bits. Lexicography sorting sorted the 

series of strings. If the image is duplicate of not can be 

recognized by analyze the output of the last plan. Sharma 

et al. [22] employed a framework based on gradient based 

image reconstruction by solving position equation to 

classify the images as duplicate or not. Wang et al. [23] 

presented a technique based on the consistency of defocus 

blur for detection. The blur kernel size is same for the 

images which have same distance to the lens.  This 

consistency is tempered in case of forgery. This method 

used local blur estimation at every pixels edge to calculate 

the defocus blur inconsistency. A horizontal based 

localized technique, intensity based edge detection 

method and color reduction technique was proposed by 

Zhou et al. [24] to detect the tempered images. The main 

idea behind this paper was the degree of standard 

deviation of tempered image regions. This algorithm 

could detect the tempered images automatically by using 

standard deviation. Another approach deployed by Wei et 

al. [25] in his work, using the interpolation-related 

spectral signature as detection technique. Relations 

between rotation angle and frequencies needed to 

calculate the angle estimator. Fake images were identified 

by parameter estimation and rescaling/rotation detection.  

Due to the advance networking systems, enough storage 

space, availability of sophisticated editing software it has 

become easy to manipulate the digital video as well as 

digital images. The forged videos can create real like look 

even without the loss of quality. Several forgeries related 

issues have been arrived now a day’s which invite the real 

threat to several organizations.  The most effective way to 

detect the duplicate region in digital video is noise 

detection. Hsu et al. [26] developed a technique to locate 

the forgery by using the correlation of noise residue.  As a 

classification feature, block-level correlation noise 

residual values had been used. Gaussian mixture model 

was the basic framework to distribute the extracted 

correlation value of noise residual. Bayesian classifier and 

video in painting were act as the optimal threshold value 

detection and performance evaluation. De et al. [27] 

proposed a method to identify video forgery by using the 

readout noise. The pattern of readout noise belongs to 

consecutive frames can detect the marked variation.  The 

noise signal was extracted from the frames by using 

subtracting the de noising signal from the original signal. 

A video forgery detection technique using HOG features 

and compression technique was delivered by 

Subramanyam et al. [28] which could detect temporal and 

special copy pest effect in digital video. Kobayashi et al. 

[29] proposed a technique of duplicate region detection 

from a static frame of video based on the assumption that 

the relation between noise and irradiance depends upon 

response function, quantum efficiency, exposure and 

efficient gain of recording camera. The region which is 

taken from different camera has different parameters 

value, so that the noise must be different of the forged 

region compare with the other part. A passive detection 

algorithm was introduced by Su et al. [30] in which the 

background was separated from foreground by using K-

SVD (K-singular value decomposition) and k-means 

clustering. The art of forgery is not only limited in image 

and video, several biometric identification systems are 

also in threat due to this attack. Vocal forgery is most 

common in the list. The two main aspects of voice forgery 

is voice modification and voice conversion. Voice 

modification is relates with changing some parameters of 

speech like timing, pitch on the other hand voice 

conversion change the voice of a person(client) with the 

http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/search/searchresult.jsp?searchWithin=p_Authors:.QT.Subramanyam,%20A.V..QT.&searchWithin=p_Author_Ids:38504925500&newsearch=true
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voice of another person (imposter). A text independent 

detection approach was proposed by Perrot et al. [31] 

using the ALISP (Automatic Language Independent 

Speech Processing). In his another work SVM classifier 

based method was delivered as a mode of detection.  

 

 

Table-1: Shows Summarizes Of Different Types of Forgery Detection; Method and Classifier Extracted Features 

with Dataset by Previous Work 

Serial no Author Paper title Year Remarks 

1 Song et al. Digital Watermarking 

for Forgery Detection  

in Printed Materials 

2001 Proposed a method of 

active copy-move 

forgery prevention by 

applying digital 

watermark in to the 

image. The 

approximation of the 

original image was 

obtained by applying 

the wavelet 

transformation to the 

original image at the 

first step. After that, 

digital watermark is 

added to the DCT 

coefficients of the 

resultant image by 

linier additive 

operation. The 

threshold judgment is 

used to extract the 

embedded watermark 

at the receiving part. 

The threshold value 

is measured by the 

difference between 

two cycle and one 

cycle print and scan. 

The algorithm was 

robust and effective 

due to its repetition of 

watermark 

configurations 
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2 Fridrich et al. Detection of Copy-Move 

Forgery in Digital 

Images 

2003 Introduce a direct method to solve this 

problem. This technique performed a 

search procedure by differentiate the 

image with the cycle-shifted versions of 

its self. The main problem with this 

procedure was the no of steps it’s needed. 

For the image of size M×N, (MN) 2 must 

be required which is not possible at the 

real time implementation 

3 Farid et al. Exposing Digital 

Forgeries by 

Detecting Duplicated 

Image Regions 

2004 Proposed a method which can detect and 

localized digital image forgery by 

applying principle component analysis 

(PCA) on small fixed size overlapping 

image blocks in order to reduce the 

dimension. Lexicography sorting was 

used to identify the duplicate regions. To 

improve the computational complexity 

4 Bayram et al. An Efficient And Robust 

Method For Detecting 

Copy-Move Forgery 

2009 Came with another technique for copy-

move forgery detection. Instate of using 

lexicographic shorting, this method used 

bloom filtering to detect the duplicate 

region of an image. 

5 Zimba et al. DWT-PCA (EVD) 

Based Copy-move Image 

Forgery Detection 

2011 introduce an improve algorithm which 

was based on Discrete Wavelet 

Transformation (DWT) and Principal 

Component Analysis Eigen value 

Decomposition  (PCA-EVD)  to  detect 

forgeries in digital image 

6 Muhammad 

 et al. 

Passive copy move 

image forgery detection 

using un decimated 

dyadic 

wavelet transform 

2012 The forgery detection was done by using 

UN decimated dynamic wavelet 

transformation (DyWT) which is shift 

invariant.  The given image was separated 

into two sub bands namely approximation 

(LL1) and detail (HH1). Similarity 

between the blocks was calculated after 

dividing the sub bands into overlapping 

blocks. Images had been sorted based on 

high similarities in LL1 sub band and 

high dissimilarities in HH1 sub band. 

Threshold technique performed the math 

pairing from the sorted list.   

7 Huang et al. Detection of Copy-Move 

Forgery in Digital 

Images Using SIFT 

Algorithm 

2008 Used a feature matching technique SIFT 

(scale Invariant Transformation) 

algorithm, to detect the copy-move 

forgery. The SIFT description of an image 

was extracted first in this method which is 

independent of variations in rotation, 

scaling and illumination. The descriptors 

then used to match the copied and pasted 

regions in order to found the forgery 

8 Kang et al. Copy-move Forgery 

Detection in Digital 

Image 

2010 Which was based on block matching 

technique. This procedure mainly divided 

into three steps. After dividing the images 

into same size of blocks improved 

singular value decomposition applied to 

the images. It formats the feature matrix 
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of lexicographically sorted images. 

Finally a matching technique was used to 

mark the duplicate blocks based on their 

features 

 9 Bo  Image Copy-move 

Forgery Detection Based 

on SURF 

2010 Based on SURF (Speed up Robust 

Features) descriptors. This method is 

invariant to scaling and rotation.  A key 

point detector and a descriptor are 

described by SURF technique. Key points 

could be found by using Hessian Detector 

which depends on the approximate matrix 

of any given point. 

10 Khan et al. Robust Method for 

Detection of Copy-Move  

Forgery in Digital 

Images 

2011 used a common detection technique using 

the DWT (Discrete Wavelet Transform). 

The dimensions of the forged image were 

reduced by DWT. the compressed images 

then divided in same size of image 

blocks. Lexicographic sorting was used to 

sort the images. Finally phase correlation 

applied to the sorted images to identify 

the duplicate blocks. 

11 Amerini 

et al. 

A SIFT-Based Forensic 

Method for Copy–Move 

Attack Detection and 

Transformation 

Recovery 

2011 Used a method based on geometric 

transformation. This method was able to 

detect the copy-move forgery and could 

estimate the parameters use for the 

transformation like rotation angle, 

horizontal and vertical translation. It’s 

mainly based on SIFT (Scale invariant 

features transform).  The clusters of 

duplicate regions are recognized by SIFT, 

which were later used to reconstruct the 

geometric transformation parameters. 

12 Ghorbani 

et al. 

DWT-DCT (QCD) 

Based Copy-move Image 

Forgery  

Detection 

2011 Proposed another DWT and DCT based 

algorithm to detect the copy-move 

forgery.  

13 Lin et al An Integrated Technique 

for Splicing and Copy-

move 

Forgery Image Detection 

2011 Proposed an integrated technique using 

DCT and SURF descriptor. Double 

compression process and DCT were using 

periodically for detection. Then the SURF 

descriptor was applied to extract features 

to resist the variation in rotation and 

scaling. 

14 Khan et al Reduced Time 

Complexity for 

Detection of Copy-Move  

Forgery Using Discrete 

Wavelet Transform 

2010 DWT based method used by Khan et al. 

[13] in his work. The dimension of the 

images compressed using DWT and 

divided into similar size of overlapping 

blocks. Phase correlation was performing 

the identification of duplicate blocks from 

the sorted image 

 

15 Cao et al A  robust  detection  

algorithm  for  copy-

move  forgery  in  digital  

2012 Reduced the computational complexity of 

detection by using improved DCT 

technique. It achieved lower dimension 
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images feature vector. The method was robust 

while detecting various types of attacks 

like Gaussian blurring, noise 

contamination and multiple copy-move 

forgery. 

16 Mahdian et al Detection of copy–move 

forgery using a method 

based on 

blur moment invariants 

2007 Another efficient method based on blur 

moment invariants proposed by Mahdian 

et al. [15], which were invariant to 

different situations like arbitrary contrast 

change in duplicate regions, blur 

degradation and additional noise. This 

method could perform equally in case of 

lossy formats like JPEG. 

17 Kaur et al Copy-Move Image 

Forgery Detection Tool 

2013 Used GUI based tool to detect copy-move 

forgery in his work. After dividing the 

image into overlapping blocks feature 

extraction process was applied to 

indentify the duplicate regions based on 

similarities 

18 Christlein et 

al 

On Rotation Invariance 

In Copy-Move Forgery 

Detection 

2011 Proposed rotation-invariant selection 

method, Same Affine Transformation 

Selection (SATS) to indentify the 

duplicate regions of digital images. This 

method was based on the shift vectors 

which can detect forgery when the 

duplicate region was rotate irrespective of 

the size of the image. 

19 Gopi et al. Digital Image Forgery 

Detection Using 

Artificial Neural 

Network And Auto 

Regressive Coefficients 

2006 Developed Auto Regressive (AR) 

coefficients as the feature vector to locate 

the forged region in the sample image. 

ANN classifier was used to train the 

system. The ANN was trained by 300 

feature vectors from various images and 

tested with another 300 feature vectors. 

20 Myna et al.. 
Detection of Region 

Duplication Forgery in 

Digital Images Using 

Wavelets and Log-polar 

Mapping  

2007 Exploited a method using wavelet 

transformation and log polar coordinate to 

locate the duplicate regions. To reduce the 

dimension wavelet transformation was 

applied at the first step. Phase correlation 

acted as the similar criterion. Only the 

matched blocks were used for the 

comparison at the next level 

21 Li et al. A Sorted Neighborhood 

Approach for Detecting 

Duplicated Regions In 

Image Forgeries Based 

On Dwt and Svd 

2007 Investigated a blind forgery technique by 

using DWT (Discrete Wavelet Transform) 

and SVD (Singular Value 

Decomposition) to indentify the duplicate 

region in digital image. To reduce the 

dimension of the image SVD was applied 

to the fixed size image block followed by 

the DWT. Lexicography sorting and 

comparison technique performed to locate 

the duplicate regions by bit-plan analysis. 

22 Ardizzone Detection of Duplicated 

Regions in Tampered 

2009 The image analyzed after decomposing 

them into their bit-plan representation. 
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Digital 

Images by Bit-Plane 

Analysis 

For every bit-plan, ASCII code encodes 

the block of bits. Lexicography sorting 

sorted the series of strings.  

23 Sharma Design of Classifier for 

Detecting Image 

Tampering Using  

Gradient  

Based Image 

Reconstruction 

Technique 

2012 Employed a framework based on gradient 

based image reconstruction by solving 

position equation to classify the images as 

duplicate or not. 

24 Wang 
Digital image forgery 

detection based on the 

consistency of defocus 

blur 

2008 Presented a technique based on the 

consistency of defocus blur for detection. 

The blur kernel size is same for the 

images which have same distance to the 

lens.  This consistency is tempered in case 

of forgery. This method used local blur 

estimation at every pixels edge to 

calculate the defocus blur inconsistency. 

25 Zhou 
A Mathematical 

Approach to Detect 

Tampered Images 

2014 A horizontal based localized technique, 

intensity based edge detection method and 

color reduction technique was proposed 

by Zhou et al. [24] to detect the tempered 

images. The main idea behind this paper 

was the degree of standard deviation of 

tempered image regions. This algorithm 

could detect the tempered images 

automatically by using standard deviation. 

26         Wei Estimation of Image 

Rotation Angle Using 

Interpolation-Related 

Spectral Signatures With 

Application to Blind 

Detection of Image 

Forgery 

2010 Another approach deployed by Wei et al. 

[25] in his work, using the interpolation-

related spectral signature as detection 

technique. Relations between rotation 

angle and frequencies needed to calculate 

the angle estimator. Fake images were 

identified by parameter estimation and 

rescaling/rotation detection.  Due to the 

advance networking systems, enough 

storage space, availability of sophisticated 

editing software it has become easy to 

manipulate the digital video as well as 

digital images. The forged videos can 

create real like look even without the loss 

of quality. Several forgeries related issues 

have been arrived now a day’s which 

invite the real threat to several 

organizations.  The most effective way to 

detect the duplicate region in digital video 

is noise detection 

27 Hsu et al. Video forgery detection 

using correlation of 

noise residue 

 

2008 Developed a technique to locate the 

forgery by using the correlation of noise 

residue.  As a classification feature, 

block-level correlation noise residual 

values had been used. Gaussian mixture 

model was the basic framework to 

distribute the extracted correlation value 

of noise residual. Bayesian classifier and 
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video in painting were act as the optimal 

threshold value detection and 

performance evaluation. 

28 . De et al. [27 
Detection of Forgery in 

Digital Video 

2006 Proposed a method to identify video 

forgery by using the readout noise. The 

pattern of readout noise belongs to 

consecutive frames can detect the marked 

variation.  The noise signal was extracted 

from the frames by using subtracting the 

de noising signal from the original signal. 

29 Subramanya

m et al. 

Video forgery detection 

using HOG features and 

compression properties 

 

2012  A video forgery detection technique 

using HOG features and compression 

technique was delivered by Subramanyam 

et al. [28] which could detect temporal 

and special copy pest effect in digital 

video. 

30 Kobayashi et 

al. [29 

Detecting Forgery From 

Static-Scene Video 

Based on 

Inconsistency in Noise 

Level Functions 

2010 Proposed a technique of duplicate region 

detection from a static frame of video 

based on the assumption that the relation 

between noise and irradiance depends 

upon response function, quantum 

efficiency, exposure and efficient gain of 

recording camera. The region which is 

taken from different camera has different 

parameters value, so that the noise must 

be different of the forged region compare 

with the other part 

31 Su et al. [30] A video 

forgery detection 

algorithm based on 

compressive sensing 

2015 A passive detection algorithm was 

introduced by Su et al. [30] in which the 

background was separated from 

foreground by using K-SVD (K-singular 

value decomposition) and k-means 

clustering. The art of forgery is not only 

limited in image and video, several 

biometric identification systems are also 

in threat due to this attack. Vocal forgery 

is most common in the list. The two main 

aspects of voice forgery is voice 

modification and voice conversion. Voice 

modification is relates with changing 

some parameters of speech like timing, 

pitch on the other hand voice conversion 

change the voice of a person(client) with 

the voice of another person (imposter) 

32 Perrot et al. 

[31] 
Voice Forgery Using 

Alisp: Indexation In A 

Client Memory 

2005 A text independent detection approach 

was proposed by Perrot et al. [31] using 

the ALISP (Automatic Language 

Independent Speech Processing). In his 

another work SVM classifier based 

method was delivered as a mode of 

detection.   

 

http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/search/searchresult.jsp?searchWithin=p_Authors:.QT.Subramanyam,%20A.V..QT.&searchWithin=p_Author_Ids:38504925500&newsearch=true
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/search/searchresult.jsp?searchWithin=p_Authors:.QT.Subramanyam,%20A.V..QT.&searchWithin=p_Author_Ids:38504925500&newsearch=true
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/search/searchresult.jsp?searchWithin=p_Authors:.QT.Subramanyam,%20A.V..QT.&searchWithin=p_Author_Ids:38504925500&newsearch=true
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3. CONCLUSION 

The originality of an image is a major research 

challenge in the field of image forensic for real world 

images. Verification of truthfulness of an image as well as 

recognizing the areas of tampering on images without prior 

knowledge or manual processing or need to any expert 

support on original image contents is now a days 

becoming the challenging research problem. Hence to get 

rid of this problem recently some forgery detection 

techniques were presented and furthermore new 

techniques along with modification on older techniques 

will be developed to make better and harder to detect fakes 

on images. In this paper we have summarised different 

methods of detection for digital image forgery as well as 

video forgery studied by different researchers. For the 

future work we suggest to work over improved new 

method with efficient forgery detection methods.  
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