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An Attempt of Counter-attack-based Rectification
of Adversarial Examples

Abstract: Deep neural networks are vulnerable to misrecognition of Adversarial Examples (AEs), in which
special perturbations are applied to inputs that are hardly perceptible to humans. This vulnerability is a
serious problem in tasks where reliability of recognition results is important. As one of defense approaches
against AEs, methods that detect AEs from input data are proposed; however, these methods are limited to
detection of AEs only and do not attempt to recognize true classes of AEs. Some tasks such as sign recognition
in autonomous driving require recognition of the correct label in the original image of AEs. For this reason,
this study proposes the method of estimating the correct label in the original image by counter-attacking the
detected AEs.

1. ELHIC

HE=2—51%xv vV —2 (Deep Neural Network:
DNN) 13, BE{GIHPRH Falakie E k4 20 B C RV ERE
ERLTBD, HISHPEATHS. —7, EEOHIL
b, DNNIZHE I EFHBEIAN T —RITH LT, AR
DFNE D REERFRE I N THOORRRBEIDINZ iz
OS> 7L (Adversarial Examples: AE) #3238 L
TLESMETMNEE T2 LI TVWS. 2D
fEgstEly, BENERLICB T 2 ERERCHEGIC D S FA
PR Y, 2F 2V T4 DEBERI AT LBV THEAR
METHD, EMFATAEPERINZTREEDLDH 5.
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bOERERE
Korimoto, Kagoshima, Kagoshima 8900065, Japan
) k6838914@kadai.jp
b)  k8026496@kadai.jp
©)  ono@ibe. kagoshima-u.ac.jp

© 2023 Information Processing Society of Japan

HILAThbRTWa. HlZ1E, AE RT3 FEL L
T, ET VORI AE %2228 38 2 WO [1)
EREIUC L > T AE OFELRT[{DH 2 ANER 2,3 kY
PREINTWS. —F, AN TILVORE» S AE %
IR 2 TFIE 4] dIEEIA TS, MIHFRIGER
B INORBREELRIETELHDD, AE RHHIT 3
X E-TEY, WERMOEBRIIBIZELWS T
VORBETEERB LRV, AE 2 LTHHXATZALZ
BAICEAIT 2 2 PAJRER X R 7 BZW— T, LoD
RO Y 122 XA 7 BFET 5. FIZ X EEEIKICE T
DEGEFRICB VT, —RHFE LD LT E 2
LBz E AE & LTHRHIZTE 2500, T
EDATIE—FHEIEOERTH 2 Z L 28T 2 Z 25T
=9, MSrORUEPHEL 5.

AIFFETIE, BHETFRICL DB I AR SRS 25
~OLORBIEFIE, bbb, WEBRIOFEGICBI5IEL
WAL EHEE S 2 FIEERET 5. AFRE, AE ot
L CHERRER{TS 22T, oI Tuwia8isRs
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X 1: AE ®O—f [6]

RSO 7 REFERICEIES 5. AF%IZ, DNN O ANE
BORBIR X2 7 iIkiFESIcEA cE 3 NAEO VT
ETHZIICREYEHD 5. EBCXD, KBFEIDE
WEBIEMERER A L, [A#ETR TR U CGHEARTRET H
52 %RT.

2. BIEMAE

2.1 BORImE

ORI, WEBEEDERIMNIC AE 24K T 3 FIET
H5. AE O—fl & LT Goodfellow 512 &k » THEKE
72 AE 2K 112RT [6]. AE o/ W ZASIEIS 2 123 LT
INGZABEN 6 ZINAZ B Z e THEMER, UFoRTRENS.

' =x+35, st Cx')#C(x)

CITO(C) BOEGEONEMRTHS. %7, HH6 X
Ly /vaheZ NEZZeess (o], <e). 4],
DFroXtRIn 3.

1611, = (10u" + 102" + -+~ + [6]")

T ZT 61,00, ,0, 13188 6 DREHRTH 3.

ot ORI, RV A PRy 72 (White-Box: WB)
¥ 79 v 7Ky 7 A (Black-Box: BB) IZKAlEh 2. WB
TIEXETNVDHBLR T A —RIZET 222 RABEET
%. —7, BB TIZETVICHET 2H#@0EL, Boh3
BRI 2 BREEDR D 5. WB TIEETFILOLARIERE
MWz, AEN—Z DK% [1,6-10] 258 TH 5. BBIC
BT, THRERE 20 TFHIERZHVE 237 RX—2
W 11] %, FTHIKERD AL HRBEELT S PREN— K
812,13 2’H 3.

HONE O BIZE, BUSTEO N FRER GRS T 0L
B E IR Y | Y T ERATER TN
MCEMPNCES S B 2 BN RO 2 BE D 5. —
I, FHED 7 OUICHRGRIR S & 2 RED B 2 RIS
XD IFENBIR RO DEGTH 5. % DIEFEMNAIR L
FIELOWTFRIOEBEEE NP2 2 & CHEEL, EMEINE
FERE T2 FHIOEEELZ BiF5 2 2 CHRET 5.
2.1.1 HEEN—IKE

Goodfellow &%, Fast Gradient Sign Method (FGSM)
ZHE L7 [6]. FGSM 1ZE 7L D AR FE-D W THOT
B TINEERTEZFETHY, RIEEZITORVWT VX
T IRKRTFETH 5. FGSM O HINZ, A>T
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VAT F3oiitrZ v T, AEEK L0, x,y) M
IEBHIETHS.

Kurakin 51, FGSM OWEMREZSEE L, Basic Iter-
ative Method (BIM) %Z#2% L7 [7]. BIM &, FGSM %
EO/NEBRRAT v T4 XTREIFEITS 3728, -FGSM
EBHIHINS.

Madry 5%, BIM % X 5122 LT Projected Gradient
Descent Method (PGD) %Z##% L7 [1]. BIM & PGD @
EWX, BIM IZo AN T3 2—7, PGD X7 ¥
RARETHHHE L, 7 v X o RWEBHEMAEITS. 7250,
ZOMDETIEFA UL TH B2, LIXLIERATFE2 LT
Hbh z [14].

Moosavi-Dezfooli 1%, DeepFool Z#% L7z [8]. D
WBFIEIZ, FGSM R Y OBHI T X — X 2 FETHRET
ZRNENH ZFEL B LT, WBIIHIT 2R/ 0EE)
BERD D Z IR L L72FETH 3. DeepFool DJFEE
&, BEIEREDIER NI vwe &, JUERRIIRE Ak
TIENTE, 74 7—EHEZMVTIPILT 2 TH
RN PV ERD, EHRERZ U TR > 7
ZRET 5.

Carlini 5%, HONIH > I OERBREE, EHEY YT
L E Y > T DR R ML % 2 S Rk
ZEHUT CW WO WBFHELRER L 9. CW 34EEH)
ZIFFITNE T2 ZEDARETH D, WD E.

Papernot 5%, Maximal Jacobian-based Saliency Map
Attack (JSMA) #BE L7 [10. ZOFKE, vYaer
VATHIREHE L, Y a7 ATHNCHE o TR I 72 B
Ty 7B DTH L. MMIEEE < Yy TICB VTR
RKOMEEFFOWZEE, BMT LIV XLE2HOCTERL,
ZoOHEHRICEH 52 5. BEIN s e 8 BRI
ETIFET, FEHORT Yy FZ2#DEL, WYY L
ZERT 5.

2.1.2 ROAT7R—IKE

Narodytska 5%, X7 X—XDKREFIETH % Lo-
calSearch Z# R L7z [11]. ZOWEFEIZ, TTO I
DT HMERZ R/IMET 5 2 & THOTHIY > TV 2 BT
3. BMWRRRR 2 HWT, JTHEGD» 587 L E
X mAnEFEERZERL, Zho DEE»HTTD Z
NV DTRMERD RS /NS R 2B EERT 5. Lo
ATy Tk, T NUPEEDNER & DKL 722 £ THE
DR RIBIRRTH 5.

2.1.3 REN—IKE

Brendel 5%, IREXR—ZADKE ¥ LT Boundary Attack
FRELR [12]. RER—ZADKBEI T Z RLDADE
ZHNBEGEEEELTED, Boundary Attack T, [H
QORI 2 HER U 7 IR COVER FUCTR - TIREIRICE
D3 e TcEEFEZR/MEL TV S.

Chen B1%, E¥ 7 ArnuikzE AW TR ZIER
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SoEBZITS 28T, REGHNOLYM ZHEE S % Hop-
SkipJumpAttack Z#2ZE L7z [13]. AE dfF O &k
ERSEICEERARZHEL, R AaEbE S
ZrizkotHEERER/MLT 5.

2.2 BOHIBATE

DNN £ 7L EMFUSEA T 2858, BOTHIREIC X
DIEEREZ 22 TArRy T4 7DELNBRD,
XED» S DBERZ T BN D 2. D K5 KD
LY AT LRRET D720, HOHIBED & OHEFET
B BHNHIBEOMELR L XN TVWS. FREBRREDZ L
WTFRILREER S XN H D, By > L e KR
BRIBI2REDr —22 LTHHEIT222T, AT A
DR ERIETE 5.

MO ARG FE,  ECHONRTFIRR [1,5,6,15], ANZE
#1[2,3,16-18], MHFIE [4,19-22] © 3 I AHIZN 3.

ORI, HONHIIREBRZ R Sl d — IR 7 7 —
FTHD, AE 2B F—RIZEDH L TAE XT3
FEEEZE XS, UL, B@EY Y ILORENETR
FTEHRIERFHHEARXIPKRELSR-TLES Z &AM
LFehns.

ANZERZ, ATLEIC X > TANT — RICEBENZ 3
YT, AEO¥ERHOZFETHS. HEDEHEXR Y
WHBWTIE, R&P A 2] % JPEG A¥ [3] 2 W &k 5 T,
ANER 2T 2 FiENH 5. R&P £HuE, ANER%
7 VR LIREGEY A RICEE L, BEBROFEFICE R T 4
VI ERITSFETH B, £, JPEG ZH#TIZ, JPEGE
fEEE L CHER %175 28T, AEDFEERIED S
LRMARET 2. LHL, ZhoD ANEETFIRE, T
DY ¥ TN FARRDE 2 B T 2720, @HEY > T Ad
BT K o THEA, DFERBEMETT2REELD 2. %
72, ERRERE LW o2 DNN DA F— X OFEFNIE L
TSN EL Y 72 5

MHTIEZ, ANV Y ILOR 5 AE TH % h % ¥
AL, ANMPSERNTZ2FETHD, HONIEIS ANE
Far B DEEY TV OMAEE R IRD Z E HARET H
5. UL, BENEEICET 2R & D A S 23 B
R A7 23| IZBWTOEHADBKRETH 2 &\ S MEED
H3.

2.3 &ITHIR
2.3.1 AE OH55M%ICEE T 3%

Attack as Defense (A2D) 13, 21213 L9212, AE
DifagsE, TRHLOBERBZEMIZE VT AR ZRES I
WCVEL, BERBEZZITIZ L AZGICRERERALBZ Ty
HRERVED o TLESFHHICER L TR ZITS 4. 2
DiegIEDR S, #DIR UK 21T S RIEROKEZHAWT
ANT =2 ICHREZMZ, BREDaX L, ThbEH
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REHR

mus AE/
SENEN ) ﬁm BT,
IZXb K

BEY T

X 2: RN BT OIS > I DiiiE & gt

AFERZZAL X B 2 7 DI B KIERIBUE TR, Bt
FH 2 TN IFANCARE LMY~ TR BWTH 5
PUDTAE L AE L@lEY Y VIR TA2REI XD
BWHS AE EMHT 2208 TES. —JF, LD LS
KRB FEE, AE OBMHICOAEREZENTED, HE
HIDOFERDOEL WY 5 ADHANFIZE R L TV,
2.3.2 AE ORBIEICEY 3R

FELD &S REFEORMERICEH L, Kao I
mJHE Al (eXplainable AL: XAI) ZHW/BLEFIERIER
L, XALIZ X D #HEE SN2 B 1E £ 72 13HIBR 2
22T, AEZEELWVWH Y IVCRT Z e HARETH S 2
ML [24].

FEOHNZK 31TRT. SRR NN 22D
FED S5, Integrated Grad-CAM & W5 FBHFEZ HW
7REIEFETH B, Grad-CAM ki3, Selevaraju H032%R
L7z DNN €7 1O FHIBILOFHFETH 2 [25]. Zhou
5DHEZ L 7= Class Activation Map (CAM) ¥\ FifATF
iK12iX, Global Average Pooling (GAP) B2\ X T
SN B S PIEEATEIE LT [26]. 2 2°C, Grad-CAM
FETNVDOREEAAABETDONRY 7 DM EE
W2 Z 2T, GAP BORWET /MK LT HHATIEEEH
H32Ze»nlgE o7z, Z®D Grad-CAM 12Xt L THE
EAEEEAST 2 Z 212 & - T, Integrated Grad-CAM %
8%, ZOFIETIE, Integrated Grad-CAM ZFH\WT AE
DBEZITS. £3, REAAEEERL, Integrated
Grad-CAM Z W THHEN ~ v 7 Th 2 F A Z A
T5. BoNEHBEED S, THREDET 2-D0H
BRRMHEZHT5 k<, AE B 2EEREREZE
E3%. Zor ZEREBRE, 7YX LCHERLZHIRS 5
72, Gaussian Blur Z FHWT T VX LICHZEZ XD LHZR
WEHT 2 2 L THBRDOBIEZITS.

COFERZANORARE IR N DFHEZHE L Ly
72, BIFOMEFEICE T 2MERZET 2 M T
/. L L, BEOKRIIBIIHEFERIHREL TREL
B2 2 RICHED D o 72

3. REFE

3.1 ¥—74A4F7
AW TIE, BIETFECE DI AE SN L TH
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. AETI37 Ly

DNN%¥588

AEE L THRIH

RHER
(B %)

AETlE 7L

AEE L THRH jBEe

(BRI & B5BIE)
4: IREFEOM BT

JEREBEMZ S Z 2T, FREBROELWINLVEHET S
FERIERTS. $4bb, Kao 5I12& % AE OFEIEL[F
o HMZ%Z, A’D X FMIC AE OEFIMEICEH U2 ERE
ICEDERT S, AFEEZ A’D OBNE Y UTHEDT
5ZHTE5.

—fgc, NLHREEED 3 XS I sn=28HET L
WZBWT, @EY Y TMIPIGES D & HIEIREN T\ 5.
—5T, ANEPHETERWVEEOEBZMAME N AE
GIRER R R Z JOEFICIB T 2. 2 OMEsst Ik 4 72
FHEIC Lo TEREIN S AE I2H5@8T 3720, AFEIEZZ
B BEF RIS U CGHARTRETH 5. X A Z IR L 72
BALE (ESRILFER DNN 2B 2 FEke / 4 A5/
MRES) XD AEZBET 2223 EZ 005D, #E
FiEiZ DNN O A S 7 — X OFERIZ DR W AR B
3. 1272 L, ARTIREGLEE DNN 255 e L ToA
BREZATS 7o, BAPLHASHESFENR L T2 DNN I
B2 ERAMEORGEZSHOFEY T 5.

3.2 B AIEFIE

REFHELICROIHEFE L OBREX 4 1273, AF
FEE THEBIC X 2% E OWHZHES . $4hbb, AFE
BEEFED AE MIEFEFICX DB I N AE IS L TH
EREZTS> 22k D, FHEBROELWSY 7 22HET
5. BB HIRRTRER FRICIERRCHIBRIE 72 < — 7
FEOIFIHFRETH 5. 72721, FGSM [6] % DeepFool [8]
BREDKRT A bRy 7 AREBIZ, BIERICHHT % DNN
ETNLONEIERO ARG SR oS, VIR
t, BHZ v R oNEREHRZ AT Z 7% DNN
PRHT 258, 79y 7Ry 7 ARBFEEEHWTH
WEZTHOVEDD 5.

3.3 BHEFZX
REFETE, TRORBEFEREHCTHRERTS Z
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Algorithm 1 FGSM % Fi\WW7-FHIE

Require: XN/ AE z44,, BAEIHE cnge, ATV 7
L steps

Ensure: FIB XN/ AE z,,,
1: e+ 0
2: for steps do
3: €< €+ (€maz/steps)
4 w’adv — Xady + € 5191 (Va,y L(0, advs Yadv))
5 if C(x,4,) # C(Tadw) then
6: return a:ladv
7 end if

8

: end for

EMTES. TITTR, IS [24) iy, AE OREIE
BICFIFHF % DNN 7 LONEIEREFIHTE 2 L IE
L, FGSM [6], BIM [7], DeepFool [8] ® 3 Fik% FIK%
WHWBIGEITOWTEHHT 3.

3.3.1 FGSM #RW:-BHRE

Witk X 7z AE xoq, 1L T, FGSM % VT HKE
2179.

Tody = Tadv + € 5191 (Vas,, L0, Tady, Yaa))
ZIT, x,, FEEBRBOELR, yew 3 e DTN,
e FBHEZHIETEIRTXA—X, 0IFETNANTA—X,
LIAEHR, sign \ZFFESHEETH 5. BERNZR 7 LY
X L% Algorithm 117RY. AREERTIX, BOIHIKRES 4
7'V TH 5 foolbox [27) DFELEIZH DX, ANDERD
HXN3%T, 27y TBISC TEHEZR A ICHPT
Zkds.

3.3.2 BIM ZAUWIBKRE
Mt &7z AE g, LT, BIM ZHWTHK®E S
£15.

’

Lodv(0) — Lado; (1)
madv(nJrl) = Clipmadlne (madv(n)

+a - sign(Va, ., L0, @, (n) Z/adv))) (2)

CZTN¢MMMﬁ&%@@@@wwﬁi%m®i&m
QWEZRT Y T A X, 0FETNANRT A=K, LITAEHE
%K, sign BB THZ. n=0~ N OFKEER, Clip
BEE % F W THOSTHI S > TV EIZ T D A1 D e FHIBAT
RELINE X517V TT5.

BRI 703V X 4% Algorithm 2 1278
3.3.3 DeepFool * AL\-BXE

DeepFool 1%, IEFEIT/NEIWEENCB W TREH AT iR
BRI ZeT, BRXRNY MLERD, BERRTZ ML
o TR > TV EHRET 5.

SRR f() 2R ARTE, ATz iZO0WT,
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Algorithm 2 BIM % W /=-FHIK%E

Algorithm 3 DeepFool % i\ 7= FHINE

Require: M X7z AE z44,, VA e, X7 v 7V A
X o, RIEEE N
Ensure: HXSE XN/ AE @, ,
1: w;dv(o) = Ladv
2: for N do
3: :c:ldv(n_H) — as;dv(n) +a - 5ign(Va,,, L0, ado (n), Yadv))

4 Ty (ngn
5: end for

— Clipa, 4, e (m;dv (n+1))

6: return a:ladv(N)

flx)=WTz+b

B, 22T, WIFEA, bIINATRTHS. Fi,
ANz lZBNT, TV BN T 250585 f() o %
fu(@) 32y, TSN E(e) 13,

@@)=a@£MXh@ﬂ

ThH3.

M XNz AE x4, 123 LT, DeepFool %W THEHK
WEITS. f() BTN k(®aa) & HITT 2 Z2HTEB OB
RDS5B, xagy ICHRSEVETEE [(€a) £T2 L,

‘fk(wadv) - f];(madv)(wadu”

[ wk — Wiz aay) H2

lA(:cadq,) = arg min
kAR (T adn)
ZIZT, wy FEAW D ELEFHOELETH 3.
AU KD, mogy BB I(Taqy) ITHH
DEDEE . (Tagn) 2725,
Fitagan (o)

BT ML

~ fi(@aan) (@oa)]

s (madv) = w[(mudu) - wk(madu))

H Yi@aan) ~ Yh(zaaw) ”

22T, fi(mad (Tadw) 1& l(madv> ToOR M f(-) DTG
RTH%.
BRWZ 713 Y X L% Algorithm 3 1Z7RT.

4. FHMERER

RET 2 FEOANEEBFET 2720
v b, WRFIERECTOMAE (55 1),
7% [24] b DR (EER2) EBiTo 7.

12, BT — X
72 & TSR ATH

4.1 ER1: 742ty - KEFEHOLR

FE 1 TlE, ZHERT—Xty b e BFEEHAGD
B CREFEOBEMREEZMIET 2. 4B, PEFEC X
D AE RSN L WS HIHRD S & T, AE OFEIEZR
B2 T ETo 7.

AREBRTIZIEATISE [24] 1My, DNN €7V O NEREH#R
ZRATE2 LAEL, AE 24K T 2 BORBOREEIZ,
HEAN—Z DB EEH &, FGSM [6], BIM [7],
(DF) [8], CW [9], JSMA [10] &, 227 X—ZADBE

DeepFool
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Require: X7z AE xq4,, KIERE N
Ensure: FXX N7 AE z,,,
1: m;du(o) < Tadv
2: 1+ 0
3: while k(x adv i) = ®adgv or i <N do
4: for k # k(wadv) do
wy  Vfilx adv h) —
fr fk(wadv( y) —
end for

vfk(m d )( adv )
fk(wadv ( ad’U(z))

F

7
lwill,

5
6:
7
8 [+ arg min

k#k(@ady)

’
1£;1 !
iz Wy
ol I

9: T
10: L dv (i+1) < Zodo (4) + 7
11: 1141
12: end while

13: return $;dv(1\1)

5513 LocalSearch (LS) [11], TRER—ZRDKEDR 5%
HopSkipJumpAttack (HSJA) [13] ZHAL)z. ZhbHD
WEREFRIBEFHEO N 4 K T4 > [14] 2z, FEULZ
FEORHAZ R, LETRERNLRKBEZEEL TV,
FGSM &, &b BRKBEMTDH 2 Al —RITBT
BHMILNBRTETHY, VAT v I TAE ZERTE
%. —7, BIM & FGSM % X W /N AT v 7 TRIEHE
KTZZLT, Xbififi’ AE 24K T 5. DF (XA
T AE 24T 2700/ MEBI R KT 5. CW IIHE
N—2ZDHFTHHENBRBETH Y, BVRERIIREHED,
JEFIT NS RBEHE R LTV, JSMA I AR —
AWRFHRE R D, HERMCEEZMR 5. £, 4
BERN— R IXBR2EBRENEERB LT, AaA7N—2X,
RER=A05ZNEFNLS, HSJA #HRHA L 7=.
REFRICBI 2BERBEB X, FHiFERICEIT2 AE
AR DOIKEE, foolbox [27] ZHWTHEE L. foolbox IZ
LB/ HRBEFIED AT X =2 %R 1ITRT.
AJ17— %1%, MNIST [28], CIFAR-10 [29], ImageNet
(ILSVRC2012) [30] @ 3 FHHOE({ET — Xt v +Z i
Trzrrl, E75—&ty MZBWT, DHEEFADE
g% E L < BT, 2o, HOHIBERAEE) L 7= 1,000
Y INEFH L. £, BIEKRD AE 255 L 72 FE%H
MERERE R CICR 2, TROBEBEDSKRYLEIEZFE
ifsty L7=. 98EF VI, MNIST & CIFAR-10 %%t
v U B I oWTIE, TR [24) 2RIcFE L.
ETILDR L B RT XA —RIZOWTIE, £2, 3, 41
RT. ImageNet ZXfRE L7z 5H881% PyTorch THE
ENTVLHEFIFEEFO Ny FIEALZ &8 VGG-19 [31]
W=,

ZIZT, PiFERE U CEBIEDEARN I MERE 2 MEES
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R 1 KB/ HARBTIEDRATX—L

R4 DHEETLD¥EBARGA—&

BERFIR RIA=R MNIST CIFAR-10
FGSM steps = 1,000, €mar = 1.0 Optimizer Adam Adam
Learning rate 1074 1072
BIM €¢=03 a=005N=10 Batch size 128 128
DF N = 100, subsample=10 Epochs 99 99
Test accuracy | 99.50% 82.60%
oW binary_search_steps=5, max_iterations=1000,
confidence=0, learning_rate=0.005, initial_const=0.01
JSMA max-iter=2000, num_random_targets=0, .
theta=0.1, max_perturbations_per_pixel=7 7% 5 WERFHKICHE T 2 FER (MNIST)
LS r=1.5, p=10.0, d=5, t=>5, R=150 ATl E AL IO BT
FGSM BIM DF CW JSMA LS HSJA
HSIA iterations=64, initial_ num_evals=100, BRI 0.992  1.000 1.000 1.000 0.898 0.597 0.515
max_num_evals=10000, gamma=1.0 EigiEEiE | 4.344 2.487 1.801 1.398 2.964 7.147 1.591
# 2: MNIST 73 HE 7 L DML # 6: WEFHRICHT 2 PiFEE (CIFAR-10)
Architecture Output shape i AE AR OB EF ik
Conv.ReLU 24 X 24 X 16 FGSM BIM DF CW JSMA LS HSJA
Conv.ReLU 20 X 20 X 32 WERIH®E | 0.980  1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.243 0.821
: B EIE 1.139  0.270 0.196 0.157 0.724 5.756 0.468
Max Pooling 10 X 10 X 32
Conv.ReLU 6 X 6 X 64
Dropout(0.25) | 6 X 6 X 64 27 WEFRICET 2 P55 (ImageNet)
Linear.ReLU 128 P AE R OWETFiE
Dropout(0.25) | 128 B FGSM BIM DF CW JSMA LS HSJA
Linear 10 WEERR I 1.000 1.000 0.999 1.000 0.990 0.031 0.814
IR E = 1.184  0.235 0.145 0.154 1.243 6.369 23.074
: CIFAR-10 7HET LD e " .
R 3: CIFAR-10 578% 7/ O 5, BBAHOWE L VEATHS L hinms. 7,
Archi h N [N
;C“mm Output shape FGSM OIfR4T % BIM 12 FGSM & b % FEHEBRA ]
.ELU 30 X 30 X 64 = ST A
COHVB NormELU | 28 x 28 X 61 X, DF % CW ZBBEE X 510N X 55 2 L HAffE
onv.BatchNorm. RO - =
) Thh, HIERMNTEHEZE X% JSMA & LS X, SHE
MaxPooling 14 X 14 X 64 BBk & < 725 = ¥ HEACE
SERECH Z SEFET .
Dropout(0.25) 14 X 14 X 64 < < e
Conv ELU 12 % 12 X 198 BEFRICEIVHERBET-oEHROERER S, 9, 10
Conv.BatchNorm. ELU | 10 X 10 X 128 (ORT. SREORRPE, WINOT Xty b, AR
MaXPOOling 5 X 5 X 128 ?‘zﬁb:j”slf\—( #) 90%L>{J:®%IE&:E§IJJ L’Cﬁ D ) }K%‘E‘t;
Conv.ELU 3 X 3 X 256 Nz, £, IRNTOT—XLy MZBWTLS XT3
Conv.BatchNorm.ELU 1 X1 X 256 FBIERIRSHEBIMRNMERZ R U . FPRERKLD, LSIC
Dropout(0.25) 1 X1 X 256 B 2EEBGE AE OBFRNIREI VW EH 5, AE HH
Linear.BatchNorm.ELU | 1024 HELSEENTWE R —DODHERFE L TEREXNS.
Dropout(0.25) 1024 CDZLRATEOERNR T AT 7 TH5, AE T
Linear 10 B OB Z  TRIEMARES L WD 2 & AVRE

3. {7 —REy MZBWT, BORY > 7 L% 1,000 Y
YINVERT 5 FTORBRINRE XU, ML 7% 1,000
B> L DR HEGR & HOR Y > 7L OB E R IO W
T&S5, 6, TIORT. ZOL2OEHRIZ, L, /LA
WKEkoTRtHEIN S, SHBEOKERINHE, 5, WB &
DBEIIAFERZ W THEE 2 HRR T X 2 DR IERD

© 2023 Information Processing Society of Japan

ENTWAB., —F T, MNIST IZ8F % FGSM % ImgeNet
IZB1T % HSJA DEFHRIEIRENH DD, FBERIIRIEE
W, FAEFEECHHE L T\ 3 BRI, FFEDR
K> T e RESR & ORRREL B 2 T RIEE 2 v
270, FBIEICERB L 723 > P uicef L TE £ (CEEE %
iR 2, ERBEAMTRABEMZMITE 5 L, CTHEER
RERETA Vo, XLRIMEDPDETH S.
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# 8: EER 1 MNIST 2x 5 UREERYI%
REIERE AE 4K O B FE
DFEB
BEFIE
FGSM | 0.999 0.999 0.978 1.000 0.993 0.938 1.000
BIM | 0.998 0.999 0.978 1.000 0.995 0.937 1.000
DF [0.993 0.998 0944 1.000 0.987 0.939 1.000

FGSM BIM DF CW JSMA LS HSJA

7 9: EBi 1 CIFAR-10 2R 5 & L-BIERTh®E
KBIERT AE 4 R O BT
DEB
BFE
FGSM | 0.992 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.994 0.911 1.000
BIM | 0.992 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.993 0.911 1.000
DF |0.991 0.997 0.999 0.998 0.994 0.913 0.991

FGSM BIM DF CW JSMA LS HSJA

7 10: B 1 : ImageNet ZNR ¥ U ZBIERIHE
FEIERE AE R OB TFIR
DB
S
FGSM | 0.926 0.991 0.999 0.994 0.999 0.981 0.997
BIM | 0.919 0.999 1.000 0.992 0.998 0.989 1.000
DF 0.923 0.997 0.997 0.993 0.998 0.987 0.997

FGSM BIM DF CW JSMA LS HSJA

4.2 EER2 ! FTHAE DL

FE85 2 TIE, XA ZHWEBIETFE [24) 2 EFEoH
BxfTo7. AE 2R T 2 BoRBOMEIL, FGSM ,
BIM (L, L), CW ZH L7 —&+t v biE, MNIST,
CIFAR-10 ZffH L7z, BWEFE, nHE7 L, M
EEER L YFAMTHS.

FRZR 11 ITRT. HEBRFEOMRIE, MR Ehn
TAERD 5 BRMFICERT 2RO B TREDHERZT]
AU BEFEEEERCHHLY Y IV B XU
EFUDBBRLDZUREMNNDH 2 Z 25, BELILE TR
WA E I 20,

Kao 5 DF% [24] TlE, CIFAR-101ZBWT, CWIZ X
DA SN AE 2 IEEE LT, FGSM % BIM 12 & D ARk
SNz AE OBIEDRKIIRME T 2 AR AN, T
T U TREFETE, 72ty PR EFEOMA
EORICE s TRIBBRELIENT 22, IXRT
DB L CTEWIEIEEREZ R Lz, JeATIH%E [24] T
&, FHZ CIFAR-10 1ICBWT, FATEI R - @ E 5
LHERNE L, HREDKRBALNIZEERIATWVS.
—J, AFETIE AE BT 2ME5HICER L THEEL
fTotlz®, T—XEy b AE BERTZRBEFIRICK
7S, BELBERNERLRLIZEERS.

5. Yhim

AWFETIE, B AE IS U THEREZ1TS
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F 11: FEATHISE [24] & OREIERYIRO LLER

Fex AE AR OBEETF R
ey b FBIEFik FGSM BIM BIM CW
(L) (L2) (Loo) (L2)
FEATRISE [24] 0.889 0.949 0.905 0.972
MNIST PFEFE (FGSM) | 0.999 0.996 0.999 1.000
RBEFE (BIM) 0.998 0.996 0.999 1.000
#EFiE (DF) 0.993 0.992 0.998 1.000
FEATRISE [24] 0.581 0.616 0.729 0.936
PEEFE (FGSM) | 0.992 0.997 1.000 1.000

CIFAR-10 .

RBEFE (BIM) 0.992 0.997 1.000 1.000
#%EFiE (DF) 0.991 0.995 0.997 0.998

¥ TAE 2RIEL, WEROREBROIE L WoEER 1S
ZFREERRRE L. ERERD S, BEFRIECETEL
B L T, SRR AFEIC > TERENZAEZ LD
BEMHIETE 3 Z e REz. 5%, MBIk
BAFEANDHED BIEICKKT 29 > SO ZH
BT 5.
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