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1. FFif

B EBINIETET LD N AA v CTERERE
o TS, BHETTHESCSFEMIRZR & O, %%ﬁ%”
EZOPITHATWD. BHIA =2 —TF VTR y FU—
7 (Convolutional Neural Networks) 7 ImageNet Large Scale
Visual Recognition Competition (ILSVRC) “C%)JE@O)EJZIJJL);E
W XS E, v S A T — v a v, iRk, &
Rk, SRR & 2HOMBIT S F < #EA é:hfb\é
L2~ L, BUR OB E BN 130 & 2 e 22 U O ffR
EJ‘ZIJJLTb\é THPrb LT, KEAOEHS B E L, T

2T ERAEOEX 2 ) 7 ¢ LOBRENRA2S)-TEH

v, BUERAL ﬁnéﬂfwé. WEEEDBEIC X - T, Hhk
FERIIANT — 2N B 2 0 2 oty v
(Adversarial Examples) ﬂbfﬂf%ﬁf&)é ZEBRINT
WD BRI o T K D RRRE OB A X 1 IR 2l
EH 2B THY, %fébﬂa B MO EgRRHE 7 13 2
DEGE [N SRS L L, uh B8 %2 B
HINCIN A 7oA D Wi & BHEERFT T ML [T F AP &
M E R LCLED.
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W4, =2 —F )% > U —7 (Neural Networks) 7 H%-é
W BB OE LWRERIC XY, BgRRER & OISR
b\'C}\F'a'ﬁjTZﬁ@*U[iﬁ'ﬁﬁ‘éjj%%OVXTA#EEE}’L'@\ :
— 5T, BRIR e BRI S 5 BREE T, ik U 72 Boer iy
P TADOLSICEDBTHEEBERTHI L b 00> T
T BCER BN R 2D L CRIAT 27200, 20X )
TRYUEN E OB RRRZR DD, IR RREIR D, BB ERG <
IZIEE LTEL LW ZHONICT AMNERDD. 20T

2L, WBEFIEIZOWTOMERBENFERK OO L DT
5. BRI TNV K D HBEFEIIZBREE I T
20, 00D LT, MAMWAERSTY hT—7
(Generative Adversarial Network : GAN) % FI| ] L CEoHI4-
YNV EARRT D AdVGAN R]MEZE SN TV 5. AdvGAN
IE—#%AY97% Generator & Discriminator 7> Sk &5 GAN
L3720, Target Neural Network 38 A L7223 2D % v b
T [ L ERRL RS Okayama University of Science

$E 25

EGRRET LV ERERT —X%7 7 F % ThD. Xiao b

[2] % Target Neural Network D %3% 5 — 4% & > ~ T Fast
Gradient Sign Method (FGSM) [1]2> & Ak L 72 et 894 7
NEMZ TS, Fxr OHATHFSE[8] T % Target Neural
Network @53 75— % & v ~Z FGSM D1 |z, Jacobian-
based Saliency Map Attack (JSMA) [4], Boundary Attack [5] &
AR LTEERY TR A D Z ERREL, LV {g
NT-WEBRMRER G TE B Z & &/R LT, Xiao D DHFSE
Fx DIEATHFSE CIXFIERIC, Target Neural Network 0)?5;’.;.27
— X ¥ MY > 7V &z C, Target Neural
Network ®u /N2 MEZ A ESETW5D. L, B3R b
P23 18] _F L 72 Target Neural Network & W= 35412, 01
N MED ADVGAN IZRIETRENRPIRTH D, £ Z T,
BN MEDEWT K o T, BB 7L O BEBEMERED
MEZEXLZ LN TELODREET D22 LDPRMETHAD.

AFETIX, Target Neural Network o &2 /3 2 M 23 AdvGAN
WCRIET BRI OWTERICHER L, ZDEZEIZOW
THGEET 5. L0 BRI, Target Neural Network 023
T—HEy FE LT, AU ITFIVEIERT — X OMIZ, FGSM,
JSMA, Carlini & Wagner Attack (C&W Attack) [6], Projected
Gradient Descent Attack (PGDA) [717~ 5 25 R U 7= st 4 o
T EEBNZ AT, &7 5.

2. BEERFE
2.1 Bt Y > JIL

FiSS L ORANAZ I RN = %W%E%?‘/DAODAJJ@*T“%
RRlZ, ANZ & o THERATNZE TV AIZ b2 b b,
%T/V@%{EIJ% ibEBH LD _px.ﬂrémi%mf&% i
KHAT TN, =y NETIVfERE NG, FEEE R
U »Z7d()DTFTrEIEMIIIATIxE DENR/INETRD
ANREERESND. — BRI, Bt o 7 VR,

d(X,x) < € suchthat (%) # 9(x) (D
BT EEBRDD. T, elIBHIO K E S &HIRY
LHINEREHTHY, YOI EETLOTM T~ &2 FKS

(F7205, §(x) = argmax, f(x) () -

BT T L DR OREIL, AU A PRy 7 A
BBEET Ty IRy 7 ARBIZGHIND. ATA MRy

- -
— —

U AT, WREIIHZ—F ) FETADT —FT 7 F ¥,
TR — 5@{@ FEFIE, BT — 27 EOFERN R

EIRTEDLZL2AHEE LB THD. —FH, 77 v 7R
v ) ARBIIE — Ty NETAOWHINCORT AL,
%@W% IT7 7B ATERNWI LEAHEE LTEHETH
D WBEPWEZONTZMDZ LITIFEAERN D

T IRy I ARBEOFNEL D BEENRBEETHDS. W
ﬁé}‘]*f‘/7"/w:;61§z%§ti, S b ITEERY A I B b IR A
WI\ZHT 5 Z LN TE 5. EIRIREE T, Byt
TIATFEFE DRI D 7 7 AT IND £ O ITREHS
non. —F, FEEHBKETE, Bty 7oy 5 Rz
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B, Y PFALUSND Y T ATHEEED L HITH
FrEns. iY@, v s ERNT A Xk
ST 5. OB D ) A R Rl AR L LT,
FIRENDD1E, 1o, 1z Nlline @ 32D/ VA THD.

2.2 AdvGAN

AdVGAN & 1%, GAN % AW T, BoeRy 3 v 7 v & A+
54T TH 5. AdvGAN I Neural Network % W T, B
XY N BB EE#E AR TS I 2 HE L TG
I TWB, AdvGAN T, Generator (24 Y LA A K
VABRANT DL BEVAE )T 5. £, Discriminator %38
M B LICE>T, GAN D7 L—AhU—27 L LTEHEL
TV 5. AdvGAN OEEL % X 2 127~ T

Original instance|

z+ G(x)

Perturbed instance

Discriminator

—_——

Generator

-
A
|7 ]z
Target white-box | . I
/distilled black-box ~— . — . =

2 AdvGAN DH#EE[2]

AdvGAN @ H ¥ B $21%, classifier loss (Lgqp) , anti-
discriminator GAN 10ss (Lg4y) , hinge 10Ss (Lpinge) 72 & DHEEL
DENGHY LD, LIFRO K H IR S5,

L= Lagy+ algan + ﬂLhinge ()

F72, Lagy  Lgan » Lhinge 13RO L D12 SN 5.
Laay = [Ex[Lf(x +G(x), t)] 3)
Loan = ExflogD(x)] + E, [log (1 —-D(x+ G(x)))] 4
Luinge = Ex [max (0,1GCOIl> = ©)] ®)

ZT, ak BIIHHEHD BT ZHIHT 28, Ll f 23
1%)5?]?’5 SR % (151 212, cross entropy) , tid ¥ —4 v
K Z~UL, ¢ hinge loss DEER %2 £ EHTH 5.

2.3 Adversarial Attacks

Adversarial Attacks &1, BRI 7 & BT D Fik
Ths.

2.3.1 Fast Gradient Sign Method

Fast Gradient Sign Method (FGSM) & 13, 52 B = AN
XLT, =% v NETAOERBEENENT 2 X5 28
i H A RR RO, SEOGBEHEL T, 7 7 AHIRER
@ﬁfﬁé‘%%‘%&béi INCEEFFSNTARTIETH D, HEK
i EREINESE 2 LBROEICRD &V D RIEIZ RV,
‘h/\iﬁéﬂfm’ VARH v ADIBLAE] i ) TRWES X
DHEERERELSRDD, BOBEICE ENHFCE
LHFETHDLENVZD.

FGSM 1%, AJzxt3 2 KBEBO AR 2 FHE L, BIRL
TNSREME AROTF 57 M EEITEDOEDL Z LI
Lo TUNSREBEHEZFEYV T Z & THET . FGSM 1T &
S THERESNDEAY > T RE, RO LD ICREND.

X=x+ ssign(VxL(B,x,y)) (6)
T 2T, VL0, x, MIE, AJIxIZE Y DA 0E R T
bH5.

$E 25

2.3.2 Jacobian-based Saliency Map Attack

Jacobian-based Saliency Map Attack (JSMA) & i, itk %
Bl 970, *%B@J\ﬁ%%l%:b@‘%%dﬁ@] e
T L CHEY Y N E AT DL 2L, FGSM D LS I
ATEBEOTNTTIERVICE X, FEALELERT LK
BLIIXENTH D,

Neural Network (2 k23 E&P A LNDL FRIShZ Y
T b 7 AT S VFO)IZIEE-SW T, Saliency Map 13
DX HIcFREND.

0 if VX(i)f(x)(t) < 0Qor Z
c#t
X(i)f(x)(c) otherwise

Vaof @0 ), ¥
%

ZIT xpl3xDiFEHOBREZ TR L, tITKBEORR LR D
KED T~ L% 39, Saliency Map 2T, ¥—7 v 7 F
W L CTEBEORGWANEREZREL, TNODOEHR
EEETLZ L CEEIZERTD.
2.3.3 Carlini & Wagner Attack
Carlini & Wagner Attack (C&W Attack) & 1%, Ak 72 I
AN Y ERMET BEBEIZARTHIEEANE LT
W%, C&W Attack DERALITIRD L HI2£END.
minimize(||¥(w) — x|I3 + ¢ Lew (Ew), £))

VX(i)f(x)(c) > 0
S(x@yt) =

where ¥(w) = l(tanh(w) +1) (8)

ZIZT,wit, %= —(tanh(w) + 1)& B X DOEE

ThHY,x%[0, 1INIZHIKNT D72DITEAIND. 72, Lew
RO XS IzERIND.
Lcyw = max (mftx{Z(f)(i)} - Z®w, —k) 9

T Z®) ) 533EZRD logits @ i FH OSY, tIZF—5
v N T UL, KGR > 7 i ﬁ?éﬁ¢®@ﬁibw
B~ — Y VBT DT A= KT
2.3.4 Projected Gradient Descent Attack

Projected Gradient Descent Attack (PGDA) & i, Projected
Gradient Descent & W9 Fadi{b. 7 /v =2 U R A EFIH LT ARk
FiETh 5. PGDAIZFGSM # YR L= FIETH Y, S
AT HIFNER L7220 K 912 FGSM Z 25 [mliik 0 K L 7e 2
AKX T HTETH S, PGDA 12K » THARL S5 #e iy
BT RO K D ICEEND.

xttl = 1_[ +S(xt + asign(V,L(6,x¢,y)) (10)
X

Z 2T, VL0, %, )13, AAIxIEET 2 KB OERE T
b5,

2.4 Adversarial defenses

Adversarial defenses & 13, HCarBYH o 7 ATk L TR
LHETHD.
2.4.1 Adversarial Training

Adversarial Training (Hoeta7=E) &I, FEA XL —v
a v eI Y VR T — 5“2/ MIEAT S

ZEILE o T, ETAEFYE IS HYENETH D, B
FRBREBLIRDO XD ICRKIND.

L(6,x,y) = aL(6,x,y) + (1 — a)L(6,%,y) (1)

T 2T, L6, x, )T SRR, X XIEHE 2 AT, RITHO
MR A ERT. al T EF AT & ﬁﬂtxfﬁ’]fxﬂjj D KIH
DOEAHT ZHET2EHTH Y, alXid@E 0.5 IR E SN
2.
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3. WRILAA LT A&

Xiao b DAL & F 42 O FeATHFSE TILIFERIZ, Target Neural
Network % #txf )8 34 2% Z & 12 & - T, Target Neural
Network @ 2 /32 MM ) B &, Biostag 3 o 7" Wkt LT
MiPE% B 72, mos 2 MEE A ESE 572002, Xiao H OHF
72 Cld, Target Neural Network D585 — §7Jz v & LT,
AV I NERT —F L, AV O VERT — & & ITiC
FGSM (T & » TAEMR L2y 7T fio TV 5.
T & DFATHIGE T, Target Neural Network D228 5 — 4
v LT, AV T NVERT —F &, AV T VERT —
4 % JGIZ FGSM, JSMA, Boundary Attack (2 X - C/AERK L7z
Bt T B o TN DL Xiao © OBFIE L Fox DT

ZeDM# & 12, Target Neural Network (212 /XA R 75
V& VT, AAVGAN D528 % L TUW % 23, Target Neural
Network @ /3 & hEDY ADVGAN 12 & IE T 52 B RERIE ¢
H5.

roT, K%%T X Target Neural Network @ 2 /X 2 A3

AdVGAN | WAEBICOWTHREET 5. Jffirik e LT,
IJZ%%ﬁjzljua _OU\TH:@TZD.
4. EBRAE

AEBRTIIFENGOT — 2y MIFESHT O
R EAL7Z MNIST, #ik % iy & Lieh 7 — i@ h HAgRL S
7z CIFAR-10 @ 2 F¥EAFIA Uiz, $£7-, FBBROEFEE
b 1@*’“. TIEHE LT,

P, BRIEE T 120, BET—4 &y FE LT
"Eieb ﬁ&zﬁé’ﬁf v 7% FGSM, JSMA, C&W Attack,
PGDA % AW CTAERKT 2.

%N T, 6 FRFE D Target Neural Network Z #5895

) B O 4 FEFEIZIX, Target Neural Network O 5 — 57'12
v MZ, AV U VEBRT — 2 &, el ARk Lz s
CINEMAZD. 2FE Y, Target Neural Network D223 75—
2y MZAY O VEBRT — 4% & FGSM b AR LT
Bt o T WA L, AV S VEgR T — 2 L
ISMA 755K Ltﬁ’ﬁzxﬁﬁﬁ/wv%ﬂ%wt Ba%, B
O 4 FEOAEKRTIEE AW, 4 FEFEO Target Neural
Network OFHIFE % LT, R ez HE EEE 5. 5%
5 2 FEJEIZIZ, Target Neural Network O%EF—% ¥ v k

WA CFNEBRT —Z DR E, A T VEGRT — & &
4%’“%0)9352??}&73 DARR LIzl it o v & v b

Z LT, F#E %% % 7= Target Neural Network %)ﬂb\f
AdVGAN #8425, Zd L =, AdvVGAN @ Generator <°
Discriminator ®7 —%7 7 F ¥ 72 &, Target Neural Network
OB T — 2% v MZHAWEFE T — 2 UL, T CFH
RET 5.

Z D, R A 2T Generator ZWTC, B b x—4
v b TR T BES Y TV E AR L, FHITH
T DRI AT S .

5. EERER

v XA MMED S > 72 6 FiFHO Target Neural Network %
AZE Lz, 20 6 fED Target Neural Network % T,
AdVGAN %Z¢#E L7, 2 LT, 8% 2 7= Generator % [
WTC, U PFNEENSAY DT VEBO S T AL TR
RBHE =Ty NI T ALK LT, BRI VR AR L
7z

$E 25

FFF, FH A& % 72 Generator DEHii & LT, 7 —FF 7
F ¥ WD EET VK LT, FEET VICKT DK
BRI ETRT. 4 iE‘ET/Wi’_l';HT bV N Nzl %
FUEBEOARERNT, FEH LZET L THDH. R 1IC
MNIST 235 1F A& FEE 7 /L D RS EE, 35 X O, loetid
PNV ORI A T, R 212 CIFAR-10 1281 A %5
ETIVOEMIEE, 3 L O, eyt o 7 L OB Hh 3 %
A9 None &, FET—F By b4 /ﬁ‘/l/ﬁ@;T*

2 DFHTHE L7z Target Neural Network % W\ T, 24 %
Lf:AdvGAN ThD Al LIL, FEHTF—FEy MYV

FAERT — & & 4$$*E®§£Ek$/£fﬁﬁlﬁé’3??§ L7z
Target Neural Network Z VT, F3E L7z AdvGAN TH 5.

#1 MNISTICEAAY PF AT —Z kT 58T
NVOREEE, 1 J U AdvGAN THFEE T /VIZKR L TAR L7z
B Y o L DB R R
Model A B C
Accuracy[%] 98.96 99.06 99.24
_ %5 None 21.18 22.28 22.32
S 83
g 2o FGSM 2154 21.88 21.06
© S =
% i § JSMA 20.91 22.46 20.44
2 — kB
E g %’ C&W Attack 22.16 20.72 20.54
é g9 PGDA 21.70 21.44 21.18
£ S 2
£ <<
All 2152 23.04 2112
#2 CIFAR-10I2L A4 Y UFH AT —ZITktd D 5T
FOOKEE, 1B L AdVGAN THFEE T /LICHK L CTAR L
7~ B v L DO BB R Bh R
Model D VGG16
Accuracy[%] 74.62 76.78
_ %5 None 83.04 86.28
S 83
g 2o FGSM 55.82 61.24
© G ‘=
§ 35 § JSMA 63.44 70.36
<5 —_—
o T n
E % ;Z: C&W Attack 60.36 66.74
R PGDA 58.09 58.86
£ S 2
£ <<
All 63.88 67.62
#F1 kv, FEHROT—F+E > MM MNIST 2F]H L7z

54, Generator |2 X - TARK SN D ECHHIT v 7L DB 8
MEREICH F 0 B LIT N Z EFER T 72, L, £2 &
n, ??ﬁﬁ%&@%“ #% v MZ CIFAR-10 % Fi| Lt;ﬁm,
BT — ¥y MY I EELNE I NT, K
BMERRICRE S BN H D Z EDNFERTE -

WIZ, Generator TR L7-BE# &1 5 L7120, AT
~§74251 IR B TFRNEA LT AT —Z OBOE A %5
M7=, EHEoOKE S epsilon i 0705 1.0 £ T, 0.014AT
FHL7z ZokE, ERTAEMMIANT —FDI T AL
TR0 T RET UV ERIREL, ZEDT T A X —F
v NI TALTH KIITFEET—F+% > MZ MNIST % A
V7= Generator (28T, FHEI L7/ R 2R T, K4 105E
F—X%% v MZ CIFAR-10 & F\ 7= Generator |2 X » T, #f

WU E2 T
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CEW Attack
PGDA
Al

FRAELLEZAA

.oo

06 08 1.0

psilon

00 02

FROXE Se
3 MNISTIZ X B K& & epsilon DEE)Z N 7-BRCT
WREAL LI AT T — 2 HOFIEG OHER

Mone
FGSM
JEMA
CEW Attack
PGDA
Al

oy
=
o
=)

1

£
Gl

0.8

04

0z

FRANELLIADT—SD

00

o8 08 1.0

?EE;;DD‘Cééepsilon
4 CIFAR-10 {2 XL 5 K& & epsilon OfEE) & N 2 7= BRI
FRNEL LTI AT T — 2 5o BIG OHER

o0 oz

- 24305

3L, FERICFE N GOT— %% v RS MNIST 128
W HEBEIORX S2B(LERT L LT, Efk S 5ot
B T ORI £ D B biF /N2 L PR TE T
Lo, X4 kv, F8xt%nsT—% % v 2 CIFAR-10 12
BT, Target Neural Network & i E 45 = Lick»
T, B NR MEZ T ESE85E12 L 5 Generator 23 AR T
HEENY, FEHT— 2y MHEA LY 7
Ko, FHINE LI AN T — 2 BOEGN R D2 &
DHER TE 7=,

% LT, FGSM, JSMA, C&W Attack, PGDA O 4 FlFE D 4=
MFEE O TEGRISEE 2170, B3R MEZ [ E S
T2 T MK B BRI 2 7R3, & 312 MNIST I281F
LI R 20”97, % 4 12 CIFAR-10 12381 2 B R oh Rk
BoRT

#3 MNIST I2L % AdVGAN THFEE T /LTHT L TARK
U 72 B0y v 7V OB R Th R

Model FGSM JSMA C&W Attack PGDA

Accuracy[%] 99.26 99.24 99.16 99.28

5w None 18,64 1858 18,68 17.34
s 83

g 2o FGSM 1852 17.11 1832 18.09
§ SE

s 0E ISMA 1802 18.98 19.02 1868
g L=
T 0

S T2 cawAttack 19.96 1836 1856 1882
3 5%

2 8

R g PGDA 18,08 1864 17.80 19.06
< <<

Al 19.32 18.36 18,68 21.09

$E 25

#4 CIFAR-10 |2 L% AdVGAN THRIEEF /LK LT
% U 7= foet i o 7L O TR R T R

Model FGSM JSMA  C&W Attack PGDA

Accuracy[%] 64.08 75.22 7474 65.86

_ B None 63.85 74.56 73.76 89.48
S 83

T 2o FGSM 7114 58.04 74.42 69.14
1] 8

é ol JSMA 76.36 66.36 74.88 75.14
g =5
T »n

% S ;Zt C&W Attack 72.38 62.01 64.48 70.32

g g9 PGDA 67.92 57.26 5754 67.02
T T
Iz <<

All 74,62 59.96 64.25 70.74

£ 3LV, BRI ERNGOT—% & v A MNIST 0%

G, WERRDET VRGN EE 2 LTV Th->T
b, AR D EO A T L DPEREIT R & 2R A RERR
TERDST. LL, F4 X0, #8407 —2% v b
23 CIFAR-10 DA, WKL OET /LR NA k&AL X
7= F /LIZEBWT, Target Neural Network % e 228 4
D2 L& o T AR I DY T L OB RE A
RES BB LR TET.

6. f&m

ARG TIX, Target Neural Network o & /32 k23 AdvGAN
W RAE TR SOV COREE L7z, BRADICIE, Target Neural
Network O F— 4% v MIA Y PFLligsT —x Lt
IZ, FGSM, JSMA, C&W Attack, PGDA 7> & Az ik L 72 et i
B T A EBNC W THE 24T\, Target Neural Network
OuNRA MEZF EXETZ Z0%, e XX MMERAELE
Target Neural Network % F T, AdvGAN D8 %17 7=,
ZTORER L LT, Target Neural Network % Boe)538 4% =
LICE T, BfBED NS —HgE Rl Lz & X,
Target Neural Network D587 — &t v Moy 47
NEeMZ D EICEk- T, ERENDERIHT 7 VOB
BEENMET T2 2 EPMRATE . L L, XBHROE
T VISR RO EE ATV, BO Y 7 v icxE L Clit i A
ERoza A MERH ELZET VIV T, Target
Neural Network D585 — % & v MG T > 7 v %00
BT ET, —HOFRMETT, BNT-BBEMREZIEET L 2
LR TE T,

SE X
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