2022
AR RS TR m Ry b B T2 E

B BYASRIC K D mixup 2 FH LN
T BB EEERICET MK

JERVANES






w X ®E H

p={118

Deep Convolutional Neural Networks (CNN) (& 2012 ZELARE, HE £ U WRREIZ & o THEHESFEPR
W TR, TEIEFRXAZIZBVWTAB I BENZMREEZFAEL TWVWAD. CNN ITEIK L 7
VAT LARERDWI AT LR EWIEHT A I LT, BxDEEEENMITE AR RO TV
%7, CNN FEa a2 2 DA TWS.

9, CNNIZLk > TENZDHEE2EHT 57-OICIE KB RZE T — A BB EL LD I LD, |1
DHOMEMTH S, T—RIEIPHBLEEPRONTT — X TIE, CNNIZZEE T — X IZifH
ALTEULS RN ST 2. ZOMBEMOERNRMRISREIEIATIC L 2 KBIBET — 22y b OfE
WTHBD, ZHETEHIANTHB-OFDT — XITRAZCE R TET T — X HEHS — 5
HEns. UL, HEROT — XIEEMERDORZFinRi22E 00, HE§EFIZELYKRIE—EL
THUTH 5.

T ZTAETIE, EEAERTE TSGR EKEGEAWTT — X IEE1T 5. WEEAERET
WIEFET— X2y NENFIT S5 &5 REEVIROND 720, BHEFIZEEYEDN) T -3 v
EZWRTE S, £9, HEGRFICER LT, EAMNITLE J“EE@%%L\’CVE BARKRT 5. RE
FRFEEMH 2B AP G oS 7, BEGRMREEZ M LS ELI N TES. RIZ, CNN A
FEEA 20 BRI IR < FERL U TRl 5 Z LIZHH UT, il RAEIRIZAR - TH R U 72 i % S
F—REUTHEAT S, REFIRIZX > TERLZEGIZ, FEHT—XHBRLNTVS & EIZTHIE
T—REUTHMT S & TRIBIICIERZ M LI EL I ENTES.

2 OHOMELX, EEOD 2EE) % (5 L 72 H{4 (adversarial examples) iZ & > T, CNN D755
RPN BBPIIAEZSNTLES 2L THD. ZOEIMIAMIC L > THIT K IE LW/
ZATH Y, RAEMBDEHRTH > THHEL2HMNLMETH 5720, CNNEZRX—2L LT 7
Vr—2avDedFal) 71 DBEL 5. Adversarial Training (AT) |$EN /- HMEME 2 EETE 5
BROLEHLFETHL—F, AN MEEGPEFEOY  IVICH T s 0HEE 2SI Es L
MHEGH I N TNWS

ZORMBEITHT 2 Fiie LT, 3AME TIEFE S 5 adversarial examples D/NY) T— 3 V&
BRI 2 HEERET D, ATIZBWT, @HEOSHEELZRSE DD, BN L5570
E R LD S KRB CHEMELR T — X P ETH D Z L PEERIIZEIH I N TWS. 22T,
REFIEITT — X HWEFIE 2 A S D T adversarial examples % /EK S % Z & T Fk7: adversarial
examples Z ¥ H T 5. REFHRITEEOSFRELZMRL DD, HLWEHENOM EATES. X
IZ, %2 5 A433HIT5# U 7= Instance-Reweighted Adversarial Training (IRAT) Z #2243 5. {£kD IRAT
X, B0 5 AR BB RS0 T AMERER—AZBEY) A BEWY IV ERELT, #
RANEHAMITTS., UL, ZORBEHEEIZZ I I AEIZEEOL ST, BERKIZ2 7 7 AN
EINTWDS., £2IT, KR TREREREOFHRZIEAL, MERETHAEINAZHEEZE@YITL
WCEHEMABEELRET L. BEFIEL, W OPOKBIZNT bz LxEs 2 &
TE5.

X5, TXMEO—FETH 2 mixup LEHHGREZMAG DR ZH 7272 BEITOVWTHD



MO, mixup X2 D2DT — X ZEREONFHLTHK L TEE T 2707 — X HIETH H. mixup 1&
B2 pRAEFEPMREINTVED, ZOEZ BT —ROERAEZEHINTE D, NiFIZE
H U7 BRI A v, EEINIZ, CNN DRSS FRT — X228 T 5 2 &L cEN 5N
REVVERTE 50, FHICAMBAIIET — A R7 e XFHOEW L IR LEZ N5,
T ZCTAWMZETIE, BRPRKELRINFHILTER LT — X% CNNIZFE S BT — 21
gL PEHEZIRET 5. REFEL, HELSIFEOHODIRVFI—IT -ty NER—ZAET
MZBWTIREMERENEBTE 5.
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1.1 HROER

Deep Convolutional Neural Networks (CNN) & Krizhevsky & [4] DA%, TRIEERIZR AR 2 %05, AR
(UL %13 E EAEE AR R B R FEELL T WA [5]. CNN IZBEAAAMBEZRE L Ty b7 —2
DHEEINTED, PEHHT— Xty NMROSEREEZRMET 2 XS ICEANRT A —REFHHT
5. ZHUZE 5T, CNN X TN K THIZEHE OREBRII TG U 72 R & 13 AT 70 & NI ERIR
WREEERZ 5N 5, EEAFUNDKRLIRRAZZIZBNTHIEELTWS [6,7,8, 1]. 2021
FIZIX, CNN OMREAREE T 5, BIEPEAAANIEZ B L LA\ Vision Transformer (ViT) [9]
DEEEZBO TV, avyEa—2EYa vAIZE 1T 5 CNN OFGEIE, Bx AEHOERZ S0
5 ETHERERKEEEZHS TV, FIZE, HEEY AT LTI, A A T 5 5B 517
T EFLAHBTHILT, RIAN—DT VA NPKBEBO LT 27200 & U TIERH
TE5. F£77, FRAEHEEGSRP S NHOEMITIIREL LTUESIFEDHEBEEFKEA TSI LT,
ERiOT S AX Y M UTOREANTES. TDESIZ, CNN R~ OEEIZBEL 2 ZIKIZES 5
BB WTERVPHIR SN TE D, ERITHEPHAEIED SN T WS,

Bea IR DA D SN THAFEE LTS CNN TH 578, EIFB@NARMEEZ 2 DA TW5S. 1
DHIX, EREREGEEEBT 5O REFEHT &y PR EL LS5 THS. CNN
FFEET =26 R BEE2FE T2 Z e TEaRE ARV TEEE RS —FH, T XTImO A
H5HEXRFET — X AR IR AR E &, FLUWHERSMEZBEIERE RS, ZoMaES1L
R, AFRIZL2FHICEN BT —XROEBEREELBMESDOT /) T—a vypEEE
2505, NI ANPIEEIZEH N DML RS, 20O, BEFEOT—XE2EMIEHALT, %
BHT—XE2KEUTEZVBEE LS.

2 DHI%, Adversarial Examples (2 & > CTEZ I EOFERKI AR ETH S, ZNF TR/
& D12 CNN IZEN - HR D FEE FEB L T\ 5 XH, Adversarial Examples & IEEN 2 EROH 51
BTG UZEBICESH TH D Z BRI SN TN [10,2]. 2 OEGICH T 2 EEE AR IR
WHTHDZLh5, CNNER—RLTE7 SV —2a vy BIAE, HEEEGHT X ERDW >
ATL)DEeXa) T 1 DBE LR ZAREMAE V. Adversarial Examples (2 & 2 W8 2 R 5 72
HOFEAMTE LT, Mot FE (Adversarial Training) [11] H3A < W ST W 3B, Adversarial Training
EFEOFEHHT — 22 FHT5RODIZ, £ 5D Adversarial Examples % ¥ 389 5 Z & THEIC
HRERETNVEENST LI ENTES. UL1LARH S, Adversarial Training %@ fH L7z E 7 V1%, &
DR WT— I T B HMERENRE LSBT 72T, B/NA M#EEE (robust overfitting)
ERCLEDNTVWS. 5T, INSDMEEBEN L DDl € 7V %2 A gER 2 kN
BETH D70, FART7 T —FPREINTVWS.

1.2 fRE/N

AR T, KELSDITTEUTITRT 3 D2OHEIZDW T T,



1. AR E G Z W28 T — X OHEIE.
2. MO 2l U 72 TOVOREMBMEE B B E Y TV D0 FERSE DMk
3. WO 55K & mixup 2 A S DR - H 7270 T — X BEiE & 8k,

1 DHIE, BB e — YRR E N R e LT, BHERERE TV & > TER L 2§ TR
7R B DKIE L 217\, REEEN Ex2 HIET. 2 DHIK, FEHTLH00Y Y I roN) -2 g
VERBHIICHEFEIES I LI2k o T, @EODHREE Z RS D DB BRI 3 2 M L
HIES. F72, HEKD Instance-Reweighted Adversarial Training 3% 27 7 A5 HIZ B W TR +43 742
KIATHHZ L ZHSMILT, HRLEEMMN L2 HEY. 3 DHIE, mixup IZEWTREELN
‘L RN E BRIIZ RO T, HEAZEIMET 5 2 & TRERIEL O & @R E 2 EG O %Z Hig
T AFICAREHE B U CEEITR R B,

EREREAWZEET—9 DIEIE

FEHT -2ty FRERTE20DHEL LT, AFILEET—2NELZNSDOTFT—RIZHT
BZPEMEEDT /) T—avPEZL6NED, PO AKIZA MDBEW. #£-7T, CNN 2%83 5
BRUZITBET T — 282 L2 L T, IKAIZ T — X 2K L $ % 7 — X HiE (data augmentation)
PIELTERAINTWS. LU, 7T—XWEEIZE > TE b - 2 EEI1E, TS XA
BL2E5D0, WETIIEIUKIEI-ELTRUTHS. AL TIE, BONHEE % W72 mSRAE
%€ TNV TS Generative Adversarial Networks (GAN) [12] Z W /=5 — X MigA# Higd3. TDHT
, BN U 72 EGAE A BEZR conditional GAN [13] 125 H U T, HEAN & 5% F 72 BB K
D7-HD cGAN & HHHIEZZB L7 cGAN D2 OD7 70 —F 2L TS, EAM EELM42H0N
7o BAERE L D 728 D cGAN THRK U 72 Bl 1%, EEMFHIIIZB W TENT WA 21 T %Y
TR LTEAMTH S, EFRMFEEZZE U7 cGAN THR L ZHi§IE, ©&8KREE MR
LML ST, MIHIZFEAT — XD R WEEIZE U WG EE2FERT S LA TE 5.

BEHFEBET>ETIIVOEBEEZA LS EDD, HEEHILE TR

Adversarial Training (& 383 2 M2 @D 2 K, EE# UERTH 28T — 2126435
NEEEEZZE LS HTELZLPRONT WS, ZOMEEZMHET 5720121, BEOFELD
bW RTEM LT — X 2ZFHIEIHELRDH L 2 EDHBMIITRINT WS [14]. Adversarial Vertex
mixup (AVmixup) [15] 1%, KAREIZE R U 72 Adversarial Examples & &) 7 UEi{% % mixup [16] L 7%
MOEETHI LT, BHT — X ODENMREE MR L D DREE 2@ m B2 B L. LaL,
AVmixup TH#¥ X115 Adversarial Examples 1%, E7ZREMNTH S LA T, KK TIEELRS, N
)T — 3 VEES Adversarial Exmaples %% 3§ % Z & AT & % Masking and Mixing Adversarial
Training Z 2K 3 5. EETFIEIE, AVmixup & 0 EFH U WVEEMER E2EB L DD, @ET—X0OM
HEAMIFT 22 TES. 61T, REFRIFROEHIZK U T AVmixup & 0 $EN 72N 2
EHTE 5.

%9 5 A34EICHE L 7= Instance-Reweighted Adversarial Training D £33



Instance-Reweighted Adversarial Training (IRAT) 1%, &5 > IR T 2 HEI NPT X 2 ilHIEE
leovw—Y e UTERML, HEINPTWI Y IVIFEBRICKEREANITLTEET S
Adversarial Training T®H 5. FHZ, 77 AMERIZE DV TER(LT 2 TR, F U WVEEMER 25
HLUTWA., LA2L, ZNSDFiEE, ERI I AMRERE R T AMROANS Y=V V%
BT 5720, BRINIZ2 77 AREDPEEINT VWS, {toT, KD —IVVIFE T I AN
ZBWTATRRRITH 2R E V. RIFZETIE, 7, RO -V V9% s I 258 % M
ELUGE, REBATHOTHEZEE2HSIIZT S, BARMIZIE, BRIMRE2FEOVLO91D
U TNposEUY—Y v ERkDSNLFHERT. TLUT, WRKOY—Y V2L T ASHITHE
U RBUCEMS 572D DFEZRRET 5. RETFEEZMCRIEITHARAA, B RRIUEHL T
FHTHI LT, WL OOEITBCEIZ T BEEMED M B2 TR, B Ui O 5Bk
EHENIMEIERIENTES,

BB ARICE 2 mixup Z AW T — 4Bl E FBE

mixup [16] 1£2 DD T — X ZLEDMERTAHAK L TH 72T — X 2/ERT 2500 7T — X T
H5. mixup 1FTHZ K ORAEFEPREINTVED, TOEZ BT —ROHERAEZEHLTS
D, WIS 27 7a—FI3IEFICAhw. BHEWIZ, BEPRKE LWL E HWTERL
T — X EIEHICOETED XD ITBAZETIE, #RT — R T 2 08EEN LTS
ZOoNd. RIMETIE, BONKARZFEL TAfRLZRD, Tho DT —RITHT K% B/
b2 L5 ICFBET2FEEZRET S, NFLIEEET—2IZH LT[0, DAAT —EHTEHT 57
B, WOTHBED X 512Kk DD TIERL, HMK L R/MABER %2 ¥ W S I2HH U TREPRRE
BN E KD D, ZD72®, Adversarial Training & O LD WEHE I A N THRFLLZ KD B Z
ENHEEL RS, REFEEIDHSDET XLy NeR—ZAETNVIB W TIREMEEEZELT S Z
EMTES,

1.3 REEXDIEK

AFSIEE LIWRTE DL, 8 DOETHBINTWS. 1 ETIE, AEOEREL HINE BK
PNZR R 7z, 2 BETIE, EEERETIVEEEIEET VD 2 DOBR THOII AR ZFH L B R
712, %%%M@Bﬁﬁﬁﬁn% FeHDbH. 3ETIE, BEERET NG ZEBEMEICEAIT TS
T, manE B 4%%555273‘7?1‘%&%3%’2%%3‘5 4 T TIE, AR E 9 2 Ik & e
RETICHAAG Z & T, FEAT—Xty b UTAMRBEGRERDTE 2 FEE2RET S, 5
FE 6 FTIE, CNN OBONIIBEIZN T 2z EXE25720DFiEE2 T ThiRET 5. £
T, S5ETI, —MWNRT — XIMIEATE%E, £REk7% Adversarial Examples % %789 % 72O XA #)1E A
L 7= Masking-Mixing Adversarial Training Z 282 L C, 6 ¥ THER D Instance-Reweighted Adversarial
Training D95 52 HEFRIN S & ORI FEERIC I VS 2T U, TOFSEMBHET 57200
Margin Reweighting Z #2593 5. 7 & TIE, HOSGERZMHEH U 72H72 7 mixup Z18ET 5. WERIZ,
HETAIMEDREREZMIGEL, SHBORELIRNRD.
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RIS B2 BT, HOS I A RIS IR AERE TV & E TV O B2 B UTRIE
NTWA. B LS % W 72 B8R 42 5% € 7 )V 1% Generative Adversarial Networks (GAN) [12] & IFFIX
. =, ETVOEEER EEHRE UZBOII G, BOIHY:E (Adversarial Training) & I
EhtTtnws
ARETIE, 9 38HE 43FICEHET S GANICDWVWTHERIL T, GAN OIREFIEIZDVTHAEL
TELDHD, I, 5L 6 32 HET 2 HUTHIICE & B rIBLTH, 12 Adversarial Training @ BE#
MEEHAELCELDS.
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Real images \‘

\

. o 70 Real
Decision real or fake image

z~U[-1,1]—

Latent vector drawn from uniform distribution

(Generator) (Discriminator) \. Fake

Generated images

2.1: GAN O % v 7 — 7 Eid.

2.1 Generative Adversarial Networks: E{REKET I &
L TOEMNI AR

HOIE R R v N 7 — 2 (Generative Adversarial Networks: GAN) [12] & 2.1 (2R3 & 512, [HE
ZHERT 5 Generator &, AJ] T N7-BEGPNEEGE DG H % HIE T % Discriminator D 2 DD v b
7= SRBEGERET NV TH S, Generator 1 U[—1,1] £721Z N(0,1) D EH SO FHFTH A4
p(2) MOV VTV VT URBIERY MV z € R & AJ1 & UTHi§% 4K T 5. Discriminator I$4E%
HR G(z) £z 3FEE K x DAL INT, EB58ANIN2HET 5. Generator (& Discriminator
DT LD REGERIHWNTH S —F, Discriminator (& A IS % EREIZHET 2 Z & BHI
THb. ZOEIIZ, 22002y MT =T &2 IRV S5FEE T 5T LT, Variational Autoencoder
(VAE) [17] ® & 5 72 BIRGEM7 U CHEGEKA AL 28 5.

GAN O H /B8 #1&, Discriminator % D(-), Generator % G(-) £ 35 LU TFORNTERT I &N T
5.

V(D,G) = Egrpyora(@log D(x)] + E.up.(2)log (1 — D(G(2)))] 2.1

ZZ T, paate(x) T — 2RSS EDO M TH S, A (2.1) O HBEBUTERE % 5 S BIRHAERT
HCThHD0, UTOLSIZREHKT LI LHWAEETH 5.

V(D,G) = / Paata() log D()dx + / p-(2)log (1 - D(G(2)))dz 2.2)

x z

E51Z, ERTF—Z G(2) 2T — XD E UTE X WS, RSO 5 OWEA (law of the
unconscious statistician; LoTUS) %=\ T,

V(D,G) = /pdata(:c)logD(m)dw+/pg(m)log(l—D(G(z)))dm

xT

= /pdam(a:) log D(zx) + py(x)log (1 — D(G(z)))dx (2.3)

LREFETAHZIENTE S,
Discriminator 13247 — X L I T — X 2 EMEICHB T2 Z 2 RHNTH 5728, HIWER 2K
R BAALT ZREIZRET 5. LoTUS 2 HWTEH Lz (2.3) 1, [0,1] T D(z) = —Pietel(@)

Pdata(2)+pg (@)



BERKMIZE 5728, Hi#{l & 17z Discriminator O HJEEBIZL FOR TR TE 5.

mDaX V(Da G) = Emdia,ta,(w) [IOg D(:I:)} + EZ~pz(Z) [IOg(l - D(G(Z)))]
= Eopiaa(@ 108 D(T)] + Egrp, () [log(1 — D(x))]

log —Pdata(®) (w)} +Eqp, () {1og P (®) 2.4)

E
pdata(a:) +pg pdata(w) +pg($)

T~Pdata (il:)

—7, Generator |% Discriminator 23T — X 2 FFHT — X LMES K5 BT —X 2 EKTHZ L
NHITH S, SR 5L, Generator IFHERT — X DA EIIMT — X ONMHII—HIELEHZ L
Hi L 3§ 57728, MRNMOHELEFERSTED 1 DTH S Jensen-Shannon XA N—IV = VA (JS &
AN=—V VR ZMHALEZSHEOELZE R 5 L,

Pdata +pg 1 Pdata +pg
fdata T Pg D fdata T Pg
5 } + oKL gl B)

2 X Pdata(T) 2 % py(2) x
</w Daate!) 108 Pdata(®) + pg(T) et /wpg(w) o Pdata(®) + pg() ! )

D,]S[pdata”pg} = DKL |:pdata|

pdata(m) pg(w) X
<2 log 2 + /zpdata(sc) log Daata(@) + Dy (@) + py(x) log Pdata(T) _|_pg(:c)d )

(logd + V(D, C)) (2.5)

N = N~ N~ N~

Y720, Generator 1ZJS XA N—=V Vv AZ2ER/IMET B Z 06, R (Q2.5) 1,
min V(D, G) = 2D s [paatal[py) — 210g2 2.6)

CEESMALIENTES. HWBEEIZIS XA N—Y 2 VAN 0D E &, ming V(D,G) = —2log?2
ZER/MEIZING. > T, GAN D EE(LT 5 HRBEEIZLA TOR TR Z LA TE S,

mcgn max V(D,G) = Egmpypio(@log D(x)] + E.op (2 [log(l — D(G(2)))] 2.7

Generator & Discriminator DB AT A — XX, F#E i, REICHEFT 5 T & TENZ BERA K Z AT
e LTW5.

GAN DZEEIZE\WT, Generator & Discriminator DD F v & a¥aliZ > Z & BIEFICEET
b5, FyvatlGldnGgs, 220032y NI —IDBRLEIZRY, Generator HE — NAiE%E
BITZERHONTWS, E— NAEL I, 2.2 (b) 2773 & 512, Discriminator & _EF < Bt
7o AR REER T ARAE U C 1 FEEDEGRD AL T 5 Z &%, Discriminator O3 A3 < Al E Tl
BAERPHNEIZ 2 Z L 28T,

GAN 13 2014 412 Goodfellow 5 [12] 12 & - THRZE S 1T UK, 231293 L5112, BELDIR
AFEE UT#LEZRITTWD. AT, 2.1.1 T FHORENEH->72 GANI, 2.1.2 T [Ef#
B EBAERE1TD GANJ, 2.1.3 T TERI L 7ZEHAERD ATEE7 GANI, 2.1.4 T MERHE GO
AHFERE ] 12D WTHRR B,



717
8]:
l

I

+‘.-—

REEE
NESNS
N

IEIH

) B— NEREDE U TR WERERS (b) E— NEREEDE U Fc BRE R

(9

dacd

2.2: MNIST ¥ — X+t v b &7z € — N D 4.

211 BELEZEZEDRHD GAN

vanilla GAN TIZFEEENE %31 F 1) 70 ALY b1 E— (binary cross entropy; BCE) 37 %
WEERIN TV, LA L, BCE TN % & 728 Discriminator O HiJMEAY 0 1238 < 785
T2 REIZAE DR LU A 21272 5. Least Squares GAN (LSGAN) [18] 1%, EZBIBUT 4RI % W
BWIRBMAEDATRET DI I L TLELFEZFEI L 7. Wasserstein GAN (WGAN) [19] (&4
kD GAN THREBRINZIRNT W2 IS XA N—Y = v ZADHE/Mb %, Wasserstein Fiff D i /METE &
WA D LIZL o TARRERFHEZIEL TS, WGAN ODHKIFIRATERT Z LN TE 3.

LWGAN = Ezwpz(z)[D(G(z))] - EwNI)dam(w)[D(w)] 28)

WGAN T Discriminator D H /7% Wasserstein it & & 2 5 728, Discriminator DEMA/XT A — X
D% —EH#HPHNIZIND B Z & TY F¥y Vil a7z BB EKEL TWD. ZOMWFHIKATF
H % N#Z 9 %728, WGAN Gradient-Penalty (WGAN-GP) [20] %3\ (2.9) D & 5 (285 BE%0Z A
DL2 VA% EHETBIEAMLIEZEMNT S Z 8T, EADZ Y Y YU F L ABOMEEERL .

Lwgan = EZNPZ(Z) [D(G(2))] - Emdiam(w) [D(z)] + )‘EZsz(z)[(||VG(z)D(G(Z))H2 - 1)2} (2.9)

WGAN > WGAN-GP IZf¢ 5 &, Discriminator 731 7> v ViliGE 2 HIZHE/- 3T Z EREETH S
ZLIEHSNTHSD. WGAN-GP IZETINNRT A =R OEHLUIN T DB BEL 725728, WGAN
WCHARTEZ L DZEERHPBEL D, 2v N7 =7 DHEPKEL Ro72 8 EZFHE I X M2
Meibd., D72 Miyato 5 [21] 1%, BAAAMLEDRIZENLNS Ny FIEHAL [22] % Spectral
Normalization IZIEE S X 5 Z 212 &> T, & (2.8) D F F Discriminator RIZHIF %2 RS Z & 1THK
L7,



StackGAN++
Zhang, et al. 2019

_

Hidden concat |, StackGAN | | AttnGAN
7

Recd, et 2017 hang. i al 2017 Xuvetah, 2018 BEL B RERATEBCAN
[ )imrurrmORSOCAN
; () mmmsmgens T 5AN
AT
G. A
Odena, et al, 2017 Misato ois

COCO-GAN

Lin, et al, 2019

BigBiGAN

Donahue & Simonyan, 2019

LAPGAN

et 01 wass [ o
PGGAN StyleGAN 1 [ StyleGAN2 1 StyleGAN3
st | st | a2

Perceptual path length
Karmas, et . 2019

Sliced wasserstein distance
W, etal,, 2019

2014 2021

X 2.3: GAN DIRE Tk & FMREE D HERS .

72 51T, Discriminator & Generator DIZEEN F vy FIZE L THIIENA I N T WS, Sal-
imans & [23] 1%, Generator & Discriminator # Z N ZNEL LA NT A —XEH$THI & T, E—
RAEED A U\ WRE U228 % HIE U7z, Heusel 5 [24] 1%, 22D %y 7 =212 L TR S
FEREMFHL CEE TS, DF D Discriminator DFEHE % E 515 Z & T Salimans 5 [23] & [H
URIRZEBL 7.

2.1.2 SFEMBERERZ T S GAN

vanilla GAN 1%, &f§&E % ke L% fE/S—+x 7 b 1 > (multi layer perceptron; MLP) THERL X 11
TWb 7280, ERINRIEREZHA 2 Z EWNEFTH 0 GHERmG RS NEEL 72 5. Z DR 3Dk
ABT-DI, B DT Ta—FREEINT WS [25,26,27,28,29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 1, 36, 37].
ARETIFREM L FHRITHEE U THEEEY 5.

Deep Convolutional GAN (DCGAN) Radford 5 (2 & - THRE X 117z DCGAN [26] 1%, & AIAAML
B % 3R & LT Generator & Discriminator % #% 7 U C#E 45 Z & T, vanilla GAN & D & EHE7
B % B L 72. DCGAN Tld, Generator (2B ARAALILDM, DE DR~ Yy T2 R4 IZKE
T BB AAAMI (deconvolution) ¥, 7Ny FIEHAL (batch normalization) [22] % BE{# L TZE L
FEEFEBELTWS, 517, BB Adam [38] 2MEH I TH D, DCGAN T 1
ToNANR—=IRT A= RIS GAN DFEEIHEYITH 5720, L DFETHRHAINTVWS. DCGAN I
vanilla GAN & 0 & #HE7REGRAE K Z ATEEE LT WA A%, 128 x 128 ¥ w2V DA E 0D & fif 45 F& 7 1 (5
EEEZELTITO ZEVRETH 5.

Self-Attention GAN (SAGAN) DCGAN DI%IZ & - THEMAREG AR W 21, HEEgRER) 73

10



fx)

Transpose

[ 1x1 Convolution

g(x)

[ 1x1 Convolution

Feature maps

h(x)

[ 1x1 Convolution

2.4: Self-attention H&HE D MLER,

AREIC 5725 DD, T—Xty MR TEREIH—INTOVRVE D RHEGAEKIEHETH > 7.
Tk, BAAAIWE AN ORM: |, KB ERRERZASZEEFTHDL L
DWEEE SNTWDS., BERD & S 0BV —I T — 2RO TE D, —Bkzwiric
5 KERTE AN E TH o7z, SAGAN [29] T, K24 1TR9&57%, HAENH
(self-attention) ¥&f% % Generator @ H\ J1{11 & Discriminator O A FIFHEIZHAAL Z & T, K7
BRI % R A 72 EHRAE DS T & 5. FEHIT S v T 7 Self-attention B2 £ B 53, SAGAN 13
BDHE— T N T WO — R O R A B E D TR 78 M) B &2 SEBL L 72, SAGAN O self-attention
% Sparse Transformers [39] (Z{i > TR U 7z Your Local GAN (YLG) [40] BRI N TW5. YLG
A R R O 2 B L X 727210 T2 K, self-attention DR R A2 WET 5 2 LI
L7=.

Progressive Growing GAN (PGGAN) DCGAN %3 U & L72% < ® GAN TlZ, #BEXRZ Ml 2z
D ST EDOMRE £ ClitkE 7 v 7Y TV v 7 L TWz. UL, Karras 5 [28] & Z D% E FiE
DIMEHED D SRR 7 A i 2 R EEIZ 3 2RI & #2 2 T, Generator & Discriminator % 2R &
B2 5 %83 % PGGAN 2K L 72. PGGAN D BN 28 fikld, B 25I1RT L5102, 4x4
VIO NREORGEEZ S T ERTEL LSRR AIVIT, Hil-mEZ2EMLTS X8
Y2 LVDEiGEERTEL LTS, ZONMETEOREEETHIRTILIZE-T,
1024 x 1024 ¥ 27 2V O w2 B E k2 2B U 7. PGGAN T, BG4 RIZHE L 72 EL
T® % Pixelwise normalization % %7t L C, Generator DEED NNy FEFL L ES B TEEHL T
5. Pixelwise normalization 13, IERULETERORE~ Y 7%, TNEN ay,y, by, FETY 7TOMK
BaE N, e=10x10895L, RATEHEINS.

a

byy = LY (2.10)
; N1, .

\/% Zizol(a?x,y)z +e

StyleGAN Z 1 ¥ TOD GAN T, #EE~RZ bV % Generator IZ AJ U TCHEZERT B Z &N

11



Latent vector drawn from uniform distribution

z~U[-1,1]
;
oz v
1 [ ]
: [ 88 | L .
: : [ ]
1 H II II
1 1 I ]
1 1
: H | 1,024x1,024
: !
] 1
1 1
1 1
1

Real images

X |€m=mmmmmmmm e 22
0 | €mmmmmmmmmmmmm

o]

| | 5 T

2.5: PGGAN O # #FE.

2.6: StyleGAN 12 & o TR U 72 Bifg Iz £ U 2 R, Lk [1] & 081, )

W DHETE TN T Wz, StyleGAN [31] IXEEAE D & BEEKZ 1TV, BERZ MV 2z % Generator
D JEIZI & X 1172 Adaptive Instance Normalization (AdaIN) [41] D/XF A —X & UTIEAT 5. B
TERZ MV zIE, TOXEHATEIOTERL, Yy Z 2y b7 =2 R 5 RUZE > THI
DEMIZEHRLU7ZE D% AdaIN DT A—REUTHHAT S, ZOFEAELY, ETHYR
ARANERBIT D XS ICFENARELE 25, HEGEHIE TS L, (KMAREEDORHIIMER 4 &R
IR EMEPER S N, SREEORICERECHILO B2 A ERAE(T 5 L5k s. L
U, StyleGAN T L 7ZHERIEX 2.6 IZRT LI, UA—XRFay TOXS5% /4 AWEL .
COMBEIFARANEBRTHAI NS AdaIlN A EBRAERIZE L TWR W28, StyleGAN2 [1] Tl
AdaIN O % 3R L T, BAHAANEIHAAD Z & THE L 72, StyletGAN2 Tik PGGAN @ &
DAy b= B HRIEDHEEZHFRLUTEELTWS, 51T, BERIILMED S EGAKS
% StyleGAN2 %, {5 5L &Ml A& o1 THllil R RBINFERE S 72 StyleGAN3 [37] 2T v

12



Real or Fake Real or Fake Classification Real or Fake
Real or Fake

N /‘““\y —

Inner

product

Y
]

H

Concatenate

x y x x X
(a) Input concatenate (b) Hidden concatenate (c) ACGAN (d) Projection discriminator
Mirza & Osindero, 2014 Reed et al., 2016 Odena et al., 2017 Miyato & Koyama, 2018

X 2.7: BFEDOSMATIHIEDE.

T5.

BigGAN PGGAN * StyleGAN (%, * v b7V —27 %2 §E X ¥ 5258 Jiik (progressive growing) %
TR 22T, Atz £ LTz, BigGAN [32] 1%, self-attention FRE% Spectral
normalization 7 ¥ % £ TCOBIZHA L, BERT ML 2z D AN FAIE%E T RS 5 Z & T progressive
growing 72 F#72 U C a7 m R AE B & B U 72, BARBNICIE, FATO M p.(2) TV VI L
TBIERT MV 2 2B UL 2EIL, 2FEEEIC X 5 TIZEMANEG U ZREAR T MV E Ny FIER
{bDT7 74T A= UTHATS. BigGAN (2213 TRARZARIZEEDLOBH 5720, 4
B|UIZBERD MV EREEZEDETEBEETERT 5. 51T, Brock 5 2] Y v 7Y v
U ENR 7 MVDMVERRIZHE L TRWEESICHEEY v 7)) v 79 5 HER, BEXRT MVOMEDH
FAEI HICTAUE R EEREL TV S,

2.1.3 EHLEERERDATEELD GAN

S % ASIIZTHWZR N vanilla GAN TiE, R (2.7) O HHBEEZEL Z & THEE K ZFEBHL T
5. —F, ®27a) 2R, &% AJ19 % conditional GAN (cGAN) [13] D& IFIRAZE ML &5
WHRER X 5.

m(%n max V(D,G) =Egrpyora(@log D(x,y)] + E.up. (2)[log(1 — D(G(2,9),9))] (2.11)

ZIT, ylRax iT/RTRHEEMESTHY, 27 ATRNVPXEERMFHTEZ 2%, X (Q2.11) %
FAWTHE 52 & T, Generator DEHIE S y 12 —3T 5 & 5 Rl %2 BRI AERKT 5 Z & h3H]
BEL 725, cGAN % FJE X B 7= Tk [42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 521 13 % <HREI LTV 5
£ DD, vanilla GAN OHELIZHARD & F2FREZ L2 WA 5.

BHENRY MLEXEEAAET S cGAN Reed 5 [42] IEGEEIZE - T2 HifA KD BRI & 72 5 GAN
BIEELZ. 2D GAN TlE, FERT ML U7 XEREER Y bV EFES LT Generator iZ AT L,

13



it % 4259 5. Discriminator 1%, X 2.7(b) IZ7T & 512, FEEOREEANY FILIZHE L TEEH
ET D, ZHUTED, CEOWAEZ MU 72 BEAERRARE L R o 72h%, SR 72 mifRAE kSN ©
B 5. StackGAN [43] I =B DML & - TEMEIE»D, G A FEEZT & 5 gk
BTN U7z, StackGAN Tl, #E{EN2 ML & XEZ MDA TZRHEAR 2 V% AT L T Generator
2k D EBRERSRNTE S K512 H L, ¥RIZ Encoder-Decoder f#i M Generator (2 & - T iR 7
BEREZFET 720, 2y M7= 2KOER—BLUZZEPHNETH 5. StackGAN++ [50] T,
Generator % YV F AT —)VOEBERPTE L LIITWRL, EAT —IWIBWTEHEHET S &
T 1 BfE D% T StackGAN & FFEEDMBE %K L7z, X 517, Attentional GAN (AttnGAN) [49]
T, HGAERRHICHEE R HELZ XERPSREL, ZDF—7 — FO attention % [ 12 AIA
£ Z & T StackGAN & 0 bENEIHERZ ATREE LT W5,

FHEANHEDHE KD cGAN Tl, Generator & Discirminator D AJIIZ R 2HEET 5 2
& TP LTz, Auxiliary Classifier GAN (ACGAN) [44] Tl¥, Discriminator ® 24 A7 % HEbR
TEROVIZ, M270c) DESICHABIZZ G ANEEZBINT 5 Z L TREADEABOEE %
FBI L7z, ACGAN O Generator 1& EF-< 7 7 A4 IND XS REGEEKT S LS5 ITFHI N
% 7=, Discriminator X3 2 e A1 D370 < TH 5AM % Wi 72 T WA A KA W REL 72 5. Projection
discriminator [46] Tl%, X 2.7(d) ® & 5 1Z, Discriminator @ F1[EEDRHHE &, FEDIRITEE DR
R N VAHLDIA A 7254 % NFEEFR L, Discriminator ARD H EANIIFE T 5. 20 & 5 0Lz
Ko T, BESAIZERIL X N7-5/F% Discriminator 123 U 72 RIEALHT L2 L TE, cGANIZ X
5 BRI TR BRI D B, £ 72, Sage 5 [47] 1% Generator D& DR~ v 712, onehot
RULFRMGZHRAET S Z e THOENEIZE T 5%ME0OHEZPELTWS. IRORAEEAFE (virtual
try on) [53] Z#% 5 Poly-GAN [52] TiE, SRk & SRIGHRIZEAAANIE % FEHH L T Generator D
KE~KEET DI LT, ENZEGEREAREE L.

2.1.4 HEKERDFTHMIEE

AR U 72 BT B E BRI FERE & U T, & EEN R GIEIF AR R E 225 TT S 38
WEHiicd 5. LA L, WIRFIENEMU 7SS0 R EBREROREVRBETH 5720, Bl
IR %2 17 5 72D DFREEVIRE I T W5 [23, 24, 54, 31].

Inception Score (IS) IS [23] (X GAN IZ & o THRL U 7z BRI 3T 2 FEAMEFE D Jelk i & 72 - 7 &
HAETH S, IS 1%, ImageNet 7— X+t v b [55] %W THAi¥H U7z Inception v3 [56] % {#H L
TEET 3. BARAIZIX, £ Generator IZ K> THEKLZHIGE & 2 n YV TLEDL, BTHRWES
G = {z}",95%5. LT, LEKEB 2; % Inception network ~NAS L THIHEhE 27 A
TR p(y|2;) & &, (B U T L 7204 p(y) ZHWT, IRAD KL X4 N—=Y = v A% HWHH
PETAITR2HET 5.

IS(G) = exp <|1g| Z DKL[p(y|sm)||p(y)]> (2.12)

z;€G
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IS & THROHBAI L X T X] & EREGH2EDONY) T—va v O2 O0BMRTHELTEHY, A
ATREWVEEENERERETVTHDILERLTWVWS. UL, IS E—BWERE%22Y
LT VOEIME, DF 0 FPHIRICEDOWT AT 2EHT 5720, BHEGEXKTREDHT
IV ARE S N E R R TS S Z AT ERV. TDD, — BRI E ERKT B
%4 1% Inception network Z 2D F— Xy N THYEE T LZ2HERH D, NERFIiZ T 572012
EAMETH 5.

Fréchet Inception Distance (FID) IS (3/EHREED A E FHWT Ry b7 — 27 OHIIEIIC & b 3
LTz, —75, FID [24] I3FEEGRE & EREGEEZHH L, TNENO0MH DG X % 3Hilid 2 fats
TH%. FIDIX, 1S &IF£Z 0, FEM L AEGZ N Z % Inception network (2 AJJ U 7zRED
ORI~y 7 hi ’iofﬁﬁ%ﬁéf%?‘% LU, R~ v 7 h % B 72 ERE 7R GRS R
THBH1-D, h WEEEERDMKD LIRELT, FEp LSS 2HWEEHER2ITS. Y
p &GS FEGOESE A, EPF'E:T%O)%@V v 7 hD¥EEE HE LUK, RATHETLZ L
NTE 5.

1
= — h 2.13
m \AI,; (2.13)
1
S = =Y (h—ph-pT (2.14)
‘A|_1heH

Z U T, X732 FID | i% @ﬁ iﬂ"é’%’aﬂ'zi’ﬂ?: L E py & 2y, AEREGEICNT 5 & 4t

FID? = |y — praf? + tx(S1 + Tp — 2(T1 52) %) (2.15)

FID (% Inception network {2 2 DD 7 — X % ASI UT-REDRE~ v T h SHEEEGH R 3 5720, & v b
7= OFFER LT 2T — Xty NOFHEAAEETH 5.

Perceptual Path Length (PPL) PPL [31] I Generator (Z A1 BBFENR T ML E(LEDOHINE T
BE) S SR REHMCHREIT 208 50, DX 0 AREEL T2 ABOMEIZE->7-BB %2
LMED NERUELT 52 8T, EHDOWS»S 27T 2 TH S, BARMIZIE, ABOHEE
HEOHEEERT DEIENRT Ml 2, & 20 BE X722 Z W, WOPTRERZEMTHNIL 2o 1IZ10
IR TIKEDHEER S NDATREMENE V. ZHE, B2 WO BUNTERLY DMEIZH > - E L%
LCW\Wad7zd, BRAETLVEWRS. —F, @ CHMUNDYIRI LR S N 58 XK %

WBEZEMTETEST, ZD Generator DZERDVENT VWD LEZ DI LNTES. ThzHdiflk
T52HODOXNIRODEBEDTH 5.

2 = B[ Zd(glerp(en,axit) olsterp(zn, 21+ )| 2.16)

by = E{;d@UHMﬂm%f@ﬁwDﬂUHMﬂm%f@ﬁw+d»} (2.17)
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+.007 x

T Slgn(va(e, z, y)) esign(VwJ(O, x, y))
“panda” “nematode” “gibbon”
57.7% confidence 8.2% confidence 99.3 % confidence

2.8: adversarial examples Dll. (CRk [2] & D 51H. )

ZZT, d(-,-) FAEREEROKTERIEE (perceptual distance), slerp(-,-;t) & lerp(-,-;t) XN E N, (T
BONTA=Zt Z W22 DD bVOBRHIKIEARR & AR Z R L TW\5. PPL X StyleGAN
DXHR [B1] HTREXNT VSR, RQINDESIL, Ty ¥V F iy bT—2 f() 2@LE
DIFEZE M T 2 FEM DS ER TGS TV B,

22 ETFILOBEBEMED -6 DI AR

CNN ZEN-EHESENTE 52—, M28IZRT LS57%, BEDDH BDHUNEE %25 U 72
& (adversarial examples) [10, 2] 2 W& HHIZESEHT 2 Z LMo NTWD. ZORMUNER)E,
(@i, yi) ~ D % ANEHR z; € RO LHEHES 3y, DT & UK, UTFOmELAZM Z iz
Lo TRDBZENTES.

e L(f(xi +0i50),vi) (2.18)

ZZT, fiRMXw S REF G ENRTA=RIZEDET I, € > 0 FEHFFREH, p={1,2,00} T
5. adversarial examples IZff 5- X N2 EHE)IL, HEAKIZ, AEIOBTIRMRR#ETHL LI TV
5728, CNN#R—=2 L7277V 5=y avDvFal) T4 DEEE 745, adversarial examples
FEGIZBUNEEIZ A 55 D721 TR, HGEOERMIEREZ R/E L TRIEPT 2 AF v 24 H
THIETETIVICIHAEIELHD [57,58,59] BAEL TWVWEAH, ARTIRETEDKEEZS.
Z D & 57 CNN Dffisgth 2 EMS 572012, ERETIVIZL D /A XREE DFROTEIZH T 5
315 160, 611 %, M85 % F\\ T adversarial examples % SHRTIZMU 3% 515 [62, 63, 64, 65], Fli#%
AL G515 [66] R EMPREINT WS, TOHTH, BRI E (Adversarial Training) [2, 11]
T Y TN TERDRORBMBENTH DL INTED, BAICHEN ED SN TWEHETHS.
INSERERL T, BWOTHIBSH (adversarial defense) ¥ IER. ARETIX, £7, RRMIARHO B E
FiEZ R 7#£12, Adversarial Training O BARII 72228 TR L IRAEFIRIZ DWW THAMIZBR NS,
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2201 AREIQCENBIKE

BUNEENZN T 5 =a—F )b xy b7 —27 Offgtkix, 2013 41T Szegedy & [10] 12 K > THRRAZ
N7z, Szegedy 51, ANEB z; WEED T T A1 €{0,..., k} ITHEAEI NS LD RBUNEE) » %
DFoREAZMES Z & TRDS.

minimize ¢|r| + L(f(x; + r),l) subject to x; +r € [0,1]™ (2.19)

LD U, #Y7EE%ZRD D 7-DICIEHRREZBE L T 5720, Z OWFZEARE T EEIZ iRV E
FERDLT SO —FRREINTWVWS [2,67,68, 11, 69, 70, 71, 72].

Fast Gradient Sign Method (FGSM) FGSM [2] & A JHif x; 1233 2 H5K%, A D
RIZEL TN T 5 THRA A ARERAL CEBICE#HZ2ROIKETHS. FGSMIZ LS
adversarial examples DFHIZATFORTERT Z 2B TE 3.

&= x; + €-sign (Vg, L(f(x:;0),v:)) (2.20)

22T, sign(-) ldRD7ZAED? SFHFFE2KES BT 2OO/HEHMTHS. X (2.20) X z; ITHT 5%
flifE5 y; & DBREDFRKIZRE XS ICEEZ2 KD L5720, EARNZEZDT I /AT 20K
HTHd., ZOXDRKEE, —MRIZIEENILE (untargeted attack) & FER. —7, X219 DL S

2, Ho727 7 AT TEEER HIED Z & % NI (targeted attack) & IFE.3,

Projected Gradient Descent (PGD) FGSM 24l BB BHH c 2 ETHI LT, 1 A
Ty I TEBHEEHR LTV, DD, AEOEHIZE W TEBO ERRE F 72 1% FRIEDA%Z AW
WA T BT L1275, PGD [11] 3ZE/RN, 2% 0 ANEGMNITIZ &0 BNEEVEES 2 et
WHBHEEXT, ATy T4 X a<e e MNTRERIZEE 2R 5. PGD 12X % adversarial
examples DEHIILATOATRI NS,

Y = I 0 ( ) 4+ o sign (V w L(f(&"; 9)7%))) (2.21)

IIT, X %.»7—“ 25t 35L, Bl = {d € X | |zi—d@ill, < e} THB. LhsT,
H[m”iw ZHubh e Utz VWD o Ttz ZERNIC 5 S RIS TH 5. PGD IE 1 ¥
YT U THEBORIEE L CEE ZRD 720, HER T FGSM 124 % 5 OO IEH T8 )17
EHEzHWZREZWHEE L.

Carlini & Wagner (CW) FGSM *° PGD Tl @#IZEE 2Kk 5720, ETNVOAMZRFHL T
W5, CW [68] T, Szegedy 5 [10] DEFF L GIKIZIEIR ST, @Y RELFHROEE & Kol
ANZWET S Z & THEJI7 adversarial examples 2 KD DHETH 5. CW I, [EEIRYZ BN BE
# - T\ 7z Defensive Distillation [66] & FEIX 4 5 HIFRARRE %2 F\ 72 Bos BB 2 T 5 1 - 72 JEF 1258
WIETHD. UL, CW X Szegedy 5 [10] & [FkE, EE)EHIZH KRR Z2 &P T 728, CW
THH XN B EEEBE W PGD IZ X 2B THHiI NG Z e N —KKNTH 5.
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1.AEsDYERL (Inner-maximization) ——— ~ 285 X—%EF (Outer-minimization) ~

AEsERWE w
e — — f®O) <>y

Parameter fix ’ y ‘ A ’

CNN

AESOYER Gradient descend

8 = a-sign(V, L(f (% 6),)) mﬂem—nﬂqﬁﬁ)”
t

2.9: Adversarial Training D 41.

2.2.2 Adversarial Training

Adversarial Training [2, 11] 1£# % FFZ adversarial examples % K& 72H3 5, % D adversarial examples
EHEAHUBOWEDICTETNVOEANT A —REZEHT 5 Z & THONIBCEIZS S 5 i % i E
TELFEANETHS. ZOMROERERE LT, BUTFD4 1% ITons.

1. FEARMNZ, adversarial examples DAFANWTEMANT A —XEFHHT 5.

2. S HMIHH & adversarial examples (2513 218k % FuMET 5.

3. FHPDE T IIZHWT adversarial examples # EFH L THEE T 5.

4. adversarial examples DF R L, AEAEHFINBLVE I ICHANTA—XEZEET 5.

Adversarial Training D## 70+ 1%, 2.9 1273 K512, adversarial examples DIERL & €TV
DRTA=ZFEHHD 2 DI 5 T &N TE B, adversarial examples DIEALIE, X (2.18) DL
RS Z L TEE S 2 RKDDHZ 5, AHIOFAAL (inner maximization) & FFEN 5. — 1, /T
A — X LR D 72 adversarial examples (2K T DRV E 8D L 512, ETNVDEHLINT A —
R EEEHT B Lo 5 IMUD /MY (outer minimization) £ FEIEN S, TS DMEIFRAIZ L > T
KT ZENTES.

mein]E(whyi)ND ”;n”a)i L(f(x; +9:;0),y:) (2.22)

Adversarial Training (& 1 DD % v b7 — 27 T XALME & BuMUREZ 5 [A%, 2.1 TiRR7z GAN
LHERD.

Goodfellow & [2] |Z inner maximization {Z FGSM #{#ifHL T, &gz KL L2 —F
2y MU =218 EEEZ M E X7z, Z @ Adversarial Training T (& adversarial examples & £
BORWEHEDOFE T — X DRI 2 FEE O R/IMEREZ N T WS, Goodfellow 5 [2] D
fitigE & LT, PGD T3R7z adversarial examples O A\ T¥E 3 5 Adversarial Training [11] A3
REINTED, HOTHEBEEEIZE} 5 Adversarial Training DA SMED R S 7z,

Adversarial Training {ZBOHIBHEID o T & FEH BN 72N %2 15 5 15 X, adversarial examples
XS A A (TN A N EE A robust overfitting) X0, JEE DYV TIVITHT B 0 EREEEE L <
FEEDZEMECHASNT VWD, ZD72d, THNSDOMEREMRET 272012, BEL DT 7
O—FBREINTVWEEITTHRL, ZOHKOMHBRNRMHLED SN TN,
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EERHSEERE () Ememoem [ smsmvamszosn () smnmswrans () zmomat
[ msmse e g0 BN A5 T HEBER BEESNPTEER—RCAKEEH G 73 U Adversarial Training

GIF
Cheneral, 2021

WMMR
Zeag.eral, 202

Q@
BiLAW

MAIL
N z Wang.ral, 2021
A“(:.“IE(LI?:’BML EWAT
20 Kim. et 2021
LRAT

RWP 5 MLCAT

2015 2022

2.10: Adversarial Training D &F%.

2.2.3 Adversarial Training D k4 F%

2.1.2 DRRE TN K 512, Adversarial Training |[3EN7-EEM 2 B/ TE 5 —H, HR2 WRREHR
TAREMEEDBFLT B, T D728 Adversarial Training (XX 2.10 (25T & 512, Goodfellow 5 D
Adversarial Training (Goodfellow AT) [2] £ Madry © ® Adversarial Training (Madry AT) [11] % & s1Z
BEANIREDED 5N TH D, BE K DIREFEIMREINTWS., AFETIEK 2.10 THELA
TIAVIZH->T, FROGFMZRRS.

B EHEHAEERELLFE

Madry AT Z1Z U & U7z, % < D Adversarial Training (Z 35 1} % Inner maximization Tld, &4
175 PGD TR® 7258\ adversarial examples % % # X T\ 5. Curriculum Adversarial Training
(CAT) [73] 1%, Z @ & 5 7258\ adversarial examples % #E 3 2 Z L RN E 25 S/ Z U, 58
MR E NS ERRNE BB ERT, H)FaT7 5T —=227 [74] %\ 7z Adversarial Training
295, BARMIZIE, FEOHIEEHVEEZ S FKAHETE L5128 E LT, RLICEWVEE)IE
# X 5. Dynamic Adversarial Training (DAT) [75] &, inner maximization 23X L TW B HhE S 5
D FHET & % First-Order Stationary Condition (FOSC) % Fi\ 7z adversarial training %17 5. FOSC Z,
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ii = ax; + (1 - a)xgav)

(a) BOATYTER & Dmixup

2
yl—ayl '+ @a-ay?
b) T~V & Hfili 7 XL DIERK

1
1
(av) ! e N s N

xi '
DAyx +(1 = A) x v ]
1 MM | o N | —
! Ny _ e ) ®
! Onehot R 2 kv 1Eff 7 7 A LSO —eor i - Yi
i 1/(k—1)
1
i - N - N
DX +(1 = A) % .| H
i il e e
! Ny _ Ny _ @
1 Onehot X7 F )L g7 5 ADAO—k53 45 Yi
i 1/(k—=1)
i
1
1
1
1
1

2.11: AVmixup OEEERL &, BESERDHI.

X={z||z—2"|w <} £TBE, RRLoTHEINE.

o(a*) = max(@- 2" V. f(0,2")
= €|Vaf(0,2")|1 — (" — 2, V. f(8,z")) (2.23)

Friendly Adversarial Training (FAT) [76] |£7575 % £ k(29 5 adversarial examples Tld72 <, 42T 5
adversarial examples ODEP’CEi/J\O) HAEDLDEFHET S, FAT TlX, D & 57 adversarial examples
D270, BMAENPELRA IV 7 THRBIOHRZ{F1ET 5 early-stopped PGD % i L
T\W5. CAT, DAT, FAT I¥E T7I)VOHEGRAEIIZ A D E Ti#it)7 adversarial examples %K Z &
IZ&oT, BANR MEEG ZEN UENBEEEZERT LI e TE 5.
FEPZ mixup [16] U7z Y Y TV R EE T2 22T, ETNVOIEAMLEZIT VBN A N A % 5B
U= FEEREINT WS [77, 15,78, 79]. Interpolated Adversarial Training (IAT) [77] 1&&% > 7L
\Zx$ 9" % adversarial examples % 3K T, 2 DD adversarial examples % {LZ DR A LT mixup [16] §
. — A, MmmmmﬂQMML%w@A&mmmWMmmgMTMﬂﬂm]i20®ﬁ/7w%%‘
mmmbf mixup U7z 8> 7% U C adversarial examples % 3K&, F&E 9 5. Guided Interpolation
Framework (GIF) [79] 13 IAT % M-TLAT ® & 3 12, BAHEE S & LMET 20Tk, @5
BHRABEDY > TN & 7225 K S IZEEM 0.5 DT mixup §5. ETNVOEMMELZA EIE 5720
IR T, DEDET ML o THAINEE Y > TV 2 KEIZED D BENH S [14] 720,
GIF ZEMMICERALE DY v TV R ER L TWS. T2 &b, TAT &0 7z MEE 2 &R L 7z,
Adversarial Vertex mixup (AVmixup) [15] & 2.11(a) D & 512, @EDOEE) 2 H54E L TIRAEMIZ
TEF U 72 o I TE AL (adversarial vertex) & i@ %ﬁ/7ﬁ%mmm?5 & T, EEY Y T ONHEE
&% LS ST IHEEEEDRIN R EE2FEH U ZFETH S, AVmixup DEHIE 51, K 2.11(b) D
£, FRNVAL—V VT2 HWTEHRI NS, Regional Adversarial Training (RAT) [80] I, 2 A&
25 BRI AT 5 AVmixup & 8720, 3 550 5RO AT OEIFHIZ & £ 415 adversarial examples
EYEIEL I TELLEMEDM EE2FEBU 7.
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ZN S LAMAMZH, inner maximization % REEE D B X ERHED B RALIZ U 72 % [81] %, EEE
ORI % BN KD 2 FIE [72] R EPREINNTS.

B BREHICERMLIRZEM L LFE

$E2k D Adversarial Training T, adversarial examples {209 % 7 5 A HHRE % B/MET 5720
IZZBALY PRBE—FGEPHVWLNTWS. ZOHE, AU 27 A THNIMNG I N SHHIE
MU &7b7-8, £DX 7% adversarial examples & IEff#3 p(2,) =~ 1 L2 K5 IZFEINS. Ly
U, @Y > 7L adversarial examples D#EWFEEOEFMTH D, 72L& ZBHI G5 TWi
EUTH EFKEMTEL L EEFAUHBEEZIEZALIRETHS. TOFEZITEDWT, Adversarial
Logit Pairing (ALP) [82] IZIXAD & 512, 7O ATy b o ¥ —#2 I TRME D A DHE
ZEmu 7.

Lave = L(p(2i;0), yi) + X - [[p(d:;0) — p(z;0)|3 (2.24)

TRADES [83] 1%, ALP & IZ&40, @EY Y INVIZHTE 70 Ay hu—#zE235EL, @
Y > 7V & adversarial examples = Z VDR 5346 % Kullback-Leibler X /N—Y = » X (KL &
AN=V VY A)TEDT S 2T, MO @Y Y T 2 0 SERER T OB % 5
BiU7-. TRADES O#EEBBIIUTORTEREINS.

Lrrapes = L(p(x;0),y;) + A - Dk [p(x;; 0)||p(2i; 0)] (2.25)

%7z, TRADES T inner maximization IZEW T 0 AT Y b o ¥ —i#EDORKITIERL, BEY
> 7V & adversarial examples €N ENDIERFAD KL XA N—V = v A% FEK(ET 5 & 512 PGD
THEBZ KD 5.

Wang & [84] & TRADES D IEHI{b %, @Y > 7IVOIRE T L 729 > TIVIZRE L T
U786, AREBRNCHEEEDSR LTS Z e 2R/ U2, ZHITHEDWT, Wang 5 [84] IFIRAD & 5
iz, EHEIORWIRED 7 T AR p(x;;0) % AW TIERMLIEANE AN T 9% Misclassification Aware
Adversarial Training (MART) 22 L T\ 5.

Lyviart = BCE(p(24;0),y:) + A - Dxu[p(xi; 0)||p(24;0)] - (1 — p(x::0)) (2.26)

Z 2T, BCE(p(xi;0),y;) = —log(py, (xi;0)) —log(1 — maxgzy, pp(x:;0)) TH 5.

W EEEFECHEAE Z2FA L FE

Triplet Loss Adversarial (TLA) training [85] I%, Adversarial Training (Z %] T E#f7 S O &% E
AUR2ELETH S, BARMIZIE, Y 7Ly bR (triplet loss) [86] & FHWT, AU 2 7 ADFE
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Negative h(xff))

Class 1

o

. ) Negative h(ig))
Anchor h(ifl”) D

Class 2 Positive h(x$")

Class 1

Anchor h(?fli))
EDT B
Positive h(xg)) Class 2

(a) TLA training D EEREFE (b) AGKD-BMLODEEBEZFE

2.12: TLA training £ AGKD-BML O triplet loss D&\ .

WERET ST, RAsHEREMT &5 CHAZMET 5. (EROREOREE h(@) IKHT 5
t@mm%u,ﬁ%%ﬁpm@@%m@%»:1—wgﬁmﬁﬁ%‘%%wt

Leriprer(®), ), &) = [D(h(@), haf)) — D(h(xD), b)) + ol (2.27)

n

EEATE 5728, TLA training DELRBEEIIIRANTERINS.
Lria = L(p(250), 4:) + A1 - Liipier (25, 25, 20) + X2 - Liorm (2.28)

22T, Luorm = [h@D) |2+ b @) 2+ b)) ls TH D, Ay Ay BEAENANL /=035 A—%
T&%. TLA training Tl¥, adversarial examples % 7 > 71— &', adversarial examples DIEfREZ T AD
WYY TN ERI T4 T w((f) LT, iDL 5128 L, adversarial examples 23§34 L T W
205 ADY Y TNEIHT T2l L UT, iDL I¥BT . SO, 24T TH YT,
T VI —BEDY Y TV % FENT B K 5 12 Deep Adversarial Metric Learning [87] & AW TAEKT 5.
TLA training Z#K3R U 7= Fik & UT, WA RDOEEEEYE %175 Attention Guided Knowledge Distillation
with Bi-directional Metric Learning (AGKD-BML) [88] 238 XN T\ 5. AGKD-BML IXiR43 4L T
W57 T ADMY Y Y TNV EIEMR S T AT T targeted attack U C 3Kk 7z adversarial examples
EAATA 7 TNV UTHAT S, ZHITMAT, CNN OFSFHEIKA adversarial examples (2
Ko TEM LW K ST, @EY Y IV OFEGEE%Z &M L T\\Wab. TLA training £ AGKD-BML O
triplet loss DFE W XK 2.12 IZ/RTHED TH 5.

AGKD-BML T, AT Y 7K DIEMRTHISORE 2 o TWih, b VRENEONT
W72\, Learnable Boundary Guided Adversarial Training (LBGAT) [89] Ti%, €F )% 2 DHEL T
WSR2 AR T 5P AEEREL T0S. BIKRITIE, adversarial examples DA THEE T HET
IV Myop, DHITIED, BEID2NY Y TIVDARTEET BET IV Myay DHIJMEIZED K & 512
VATRRATZHWTHEE TS, ZORE, Mo, ICNT 227 7 AnEREDR/IME, DX rpAT Y
b EE—EEOR/MEIE ThR Y. —#IZ, KLXA NV Y ZEAWT 2 D03 %IED 725
BRY Y IVOMENBE L, FEAZRREZEH L GAIGENSERPBET 2 L EbhTnb.
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d ( ) ,; ————— ---- the loss function before an update, L(-,00) @ the shortest successful perturbation

o(x . 4 fier updating the loss function, §*

________ ‘\’._y_._ , the loss function after an update, L (-, 01) after updating the loss function, 9
» o

T ,/’?{5(’; B the original data point, 3 an update at the shortest successful

- perturbation 0

-7 @ the shortest successful perturbation ; an update at the fixed €
before updating the loss function,

(b) After an update at the "shortest successful (c) After an update at the fixed € (d) After an update at the fixed €
perturbation", the margin increases. Case 1: the margin increases. Case 2: the margin decreases.

X 2.13: B BHETNRIXA—REHRLUEZBOY—Y OB, G 3] LY 5IH. )

B BNLESFREEZAVLCFE

adversarial examples IZ & > THEIN DS WET N EFZ RN, HdHY 2 TV ELEOHAER
FTOY—VUDPHBIZHEHINGEBHFAHPFAL D ERE LD LS B EM2ERT LI L
NWEBELLD. TDD, BEHHARHEZKESRMETEEL TEETLILENEZONLD, ET IV
DOMRELIIZ DD 5. Ding 5 [3] IZ4EK D Adversarial Training (2B WT, ## %8 U CREEMD
HEERFF AR AZFEAL TS, B2.1300)d) DYV UDEDBBHIENTER NI L 2R L 2.
BRI, BEFARFOMATAI A —XEHz2 LizGa, flEfeY >y TLov—Uvi
IRMB5ELHNIE, M RPAEEHEILE2RLTWVS. ZOMRIZEDINT, Ding 5 [3]
i, X2.13(0b) D &5z, FRINDOES)EAS L7z adversarial examples D F 0, AR oY > T
IZ& 5 T/RT A—RFH$ 5 Max Margin Adversarial MMA) training % $2% L 72. MMA training (Z
LU 72 FiE e UT, [ARFIZ Instance Adaptive Adversarial Training (IAAT) [90] DM@ I N T\ 5.
MMA & = PRRIZ & > T (BRI 2 TS 5 — /5, TAAT 139> 7L e IR L 72 #
B A EIPH 2 RS T REPICTIRET 5.

MMA training X° IAAT % X 51235 U 72 Fi£AS, Customized Adversarial Training (CAT) [91] T
%. CAT T, BB EIIrAHIPH2 M35 Z £ I2HIA T, adversarial examples 128 9% i@ t]] 72 4
flifs 5 2 Ek T 5 HIEEZRE L. BRICIE, 227 7 AR E L, EhaERThhIX
WSS EDY v T @ TN BHER DAL p(z;) = [0.5,0.5] L7425 Z EWHARTH 5D, onehot
TNV ERWTEET 5720, TOL REEHRFTERVWERIZRo TV, DD, MR LD
YU TNTHSTE py,(x;) # | BEINT WD, THEMRRT 572017, CAT TIFRARD LS (2
EHETREH c 2F5B U IRV AL—I VT EITD.

9; = (1 — ce;)y; + ce; Dirichlet(1) (2.29)
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/i + Center Loss Leg+ Lpe Lrr+ Lpe + AdvTrain

2.14: HRBEE & Rz D B,

ZZT, y RIEMT T A1 TEODAHA 0 D onehot X2 L, ¢ IIEEDOFREK, Dirichlet(1) X4
TONRTA=ZP1I DT 4V 7V A THS. CAT ILENEBFAREE 7 RVAL=I VT
& > T, MMA training ¥ IAAT % FE[0] % H8E% 2#RL U 7=

W EXEARPETREGERR LEFE

Goodfellow 5 [2] 13IEREM: %2 6D 5 L D IZREI LT AL, BUSHIREIZHE/E L 725 Z & %R
U7-. Z O, Radial Basis Function (RBF) % v bV —27 %2 HW\WZHEZB I HR->TW5SH, CNNIZ
RBF 1 =X V&4 % 2 L 2 €TV EEMIZT 2721 Tal, BRAFRIZ NP REL R
5. ZD7=®, Taghanaki 5 [92] IZRBF 1=y DT RTDNT A=K EFHAFEIRIST A —RIZ
EEHMATETVREITEI LT, CNNADEHZAREE Lz, 512, RBFA=v F 23 NT )/
CAHREEHWCRKEIT A28 T, ETNVORKEZA LS. 20Xy bU—21F, 3EBRED
CNN (23T Adversarial Training 72 U CENZMEREZ ERTE 20, ZEICRDIZONTEHRIA
FoEMEEBHIT, FHLHLRD.

adversarial examples D’AZ I RO SN B[ 2 ZE AT &, K214 DED K ST, B 2R
THABSEFUBEDY v TIIFERB B HERDDZ N TELLEZDLILIZARTHS. fto
T, REEZENEA»SH LU CRURNBEZIE ICED S ZEDEELEEZ oD, ko
Adversarial Training TIZZ DX S BZFEZVRFRINTVARY. K214 DE»S 2FHIZRT LDIZ,
Center loss [93] ZfAWS Z & THIUZ 7 ADRBEIZED LI N TEED, BEAMNSHNS XS
REEDE ENTWVR\. T D728, Prototype Conformity loss (PC loss) [94] &% a[ 7w 2 5 AHE
DERAWTIEMRS 5 ADRBEZED L7721 TR, B2 7 A0REELZS SH#T X5 10%Y
3 %. PCloss DIEEEABIZUTDO LS IcERKINS.

K2

1
Lpc=), {Ilf(ivi) w2 == > (If (@) = wlla + g, — w;lz)} (2.30)

i J#Yi
& (2.30) D 1 3HIX Center loss £ [AFET, EfE7 5 ADRKMEZED DL -ODBEFHETHY, T
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— Training robustness 20
_ 100 Test robustness 4 40 4
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g 401/
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X 2.15: T/NA b G & g i O B

fgo 2 ZAELEDa—2 )y N2 B UBuIMET 5. —75, B2 HURIZARIEMR 2 7 ZADHEL
D=2y Nifge, RIEfE2 I AELL B 7 AELOL—2 ) v NE#E 25 K{bT5Z
LT, BRLREHMOE EHNDS X5 FEEIND. BANIZPCloss 1%, JHATY hobE—il#ke
HbETHFET 5.

Taghanaki & [92] D FE%° PC loss [94] I FEH ICHIRZENTIETH B H, 2 v b7 =2 FHFHOHE
X, FHIRENRTA=RPETINVAREDI/INT A= RSN HBEEINT 2728, HERMEDFEFIZZ L.
ZDHMEMIET 572007 Fu—F & LT, Probabilistically Compact Loss with Logit Constraints
(PC-LC) [95] BMREINT WD, PC-LC IRy bV —URFA2EET 5 Z &4, Hhahifg
DAEDHD S PCloss L FMRDIREHES Z W TE S, PC-LCIIRAEm/MET 2 & S22 &
ns.

Lpc_rc = max (0,p;(€;) + & — py, (€;)) + A (max (0, zy, (&) — 2z (&) — C')) (2.31)

SIT, & O EENER, A S—ST AR, (@) e RF Y T by 2 ABECE AT B 0
EFTNHNITH D, FHI1HETIE, 77 ABERBIEMY 7 A KN € ZIHARRICBE X8, ¢ LTFD
77 AMERIZTNTAEMRE ML TWS. ZHitkoT, 77 AHNTEE D &5 P EP IR
INd. HE2HT, HICEZEFETHIETHMES I AZENRVE ST, DX DESEIED
BWESIFEEEDS.

Z M, 7 5 AMERZEHLTAESII70AT Y b —i#E25/MLT 2713 THL, AIE
o o A% 77w MNZT B & DI2%¥E %D 5 Complement Objective Training (COT) [96] % Guided
Complement Entropy (GCE) [97] 2 ¥ HIRE I N T W 5. EEIZIE, COT & Adversarial Training & U
TRESINLZHDOTIEZRL, BHOEGIHDONRTRESNLLHLDOTH 5.

BEANSA—FICH L TEBEERY 5FE

Wu 5 [98] 1, M 2.15IZRTEDIZ, aNNZAMEEEVREUZET IV E2FHIEHIT S L #EA
EAY Y — 220, BEEHECTHEWT Y FIE TSy Mg Z 2 BELR. Zhlk, an
IZAHNEOBMATEZ L, BELMOHE2E5DM THRBEMNIZF EHiN 5.
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A NEEEGDE U 72 TIOVH RN adversarial examples 2 #8352 2K L TWA. TD-H,

Wu 5 [98] IXFh7E % i K23 5 adversarial examples 721 T2 <, EHANT A — X 2EE) %K

TH¥ 9 % Adversarial Weight Perturbation (AWP) Z 2 L7z, it > T, AWP TIXLA TN O b
B Z &It 5.

mein max E(a;,y:)~D Hgllﬁée L(f(xi 4+ 0:;0 +v),y:) (2.32)
ZIT, VIZEANRTIA-RIINT 2EBEFHOESTHS. AWP Li, W D Adversarial Training & It
U CIRHFDEANT A —R2HETE5-0, aNAMNGESZIHIL DD, X X3 X2H0d
BTN U TN B2 55 2 e TE 5.
adversarial examples |X&Y > TN T 2LV TAL 2D &5 IZEBZ KD Z—F, EAIIHT
SEIMII =AY FRROBERERRKIITEESICEANTA-—XOEH 2 RD L. TD7=d, AWP
EI=ZANYFHNTRTOY Y TUNSEHANT A —RELEFHIELEHZROTNDE I LIRS, Yu
5 [99] IFHELAMENE DIZHRE U TEA/NT A — XIIKT 5 EE) % 5k 5 Robust Weight Perturbation
(RWP) 28K L72. RWP X, &YV TIVDEED i £ D B/NIWEE, AT A—RIINT
LEHFRFOFHIZED D L 512 AWP DHEAZHE L TS, RWP HEHANT X — XIS 5
BH2ENT 2B 2 HERBIEBEA TNTOATRS Z LA TE 5.

vt+1 — Ut + Vvt 1(i:7 yl)L(f<:i:a 0 + ’0)7 yz) (233)
=1
0 if L(f(z;04+v),¥i) > Cmin
where 1(z,y;) = (A )} vi) (2.34)

RWP 2325 2L T, AWP XD EHEEN-ET LV E2EET LI ENTES. 72, Minimum Loss
Constrained Adversarial Training (MLCAT) [100] i&, RWP % E[6] B8N 72 M %22l L T\ b

BRESNPTEIZN—RELTERENEATITTBFE

e D Adversarial Training 135\ (2.22) 2 < KD IZEH T 20, IRTOYV VTN TEULELE
B S -HOBNZNMEBEENECRTV. TDD, RADISIZEY Y FIVDEEIZELLEA
PRERELTC, DEEEZBR/MET 2 FEPI VL ONREINT WS [101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106].

min Bz, y,)~D w(zi + i, yi) anax L(f(zi +0i30),v:) (2.35)
Geometry-Aware Instance-Reweighted Adversarial Training (GAIRAT) [102] I&, HEI N> 3% H
WTEY Y TIVDOEEERZTHL TS, BAERIZIE, F2.16() 12573 & 512, PGD IZBWTHID
IZEREE U 72 AT T (the least PGD steps; LPS) # W TEEENER I N, DhnEEoY > 7
NEEHEBINRT L, 20TV TIVEZIIRARAT Y THEFELWEE, BRI NS AREMEAMEN
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Center of Class j

(a) GAIRAT (b) WMMR / MAIL

2.16: GAIRAT ¥ WMMR/MAIL DEEEFEEDE . MEOKEIFEFEEOHIE2ERLTWAS.
T2 %FLTWD. GAIRAT T, PGD DI kAT v 78% K, LPS % k(x;,y;) £$5&, BAFD
AZEHAWTCEHEE2EANEHRT S,

(1 —tanh(A +5 x (1 — 2 x w(z;,v:)/K)))
2

w(xi, y;) = (2.36)

ZIZT, MEINANR=NRFTA=KTHD, \=oco Df, #H D Adversarial Training & FL < 72 5.

GAIRAT [XLPS IZEDWT, &Y > FIVOEAZERT 570, PGD LIMDOBEIZNT 2 fdlE
FZLWZ DM SN TWA. Local Reweighted Adversarial Training (LRAT) [104] i& PGD BA# D%
B HIZIECW) I 5, HigitEbERT 52 2T, PGD UANADOKEIZNT 2@ %2 M EXd -,
% 7z, Entropy Weighted Adversarial Training (EWAT) [105] I%, GAIRAT % HH\WCTF#E LZETILH
ARABERANE BB AR KRB R D Z e 2T 272012, AN YV dszrbo¥—%HEH
AL UTHATS. ZHIZED, BERMHEDOBERS BREHE I, CW X X D WSR2 sl
A EXE7.

Margin-Aware Instance Reweighting Learning (MAIL) [103] & PGD D B2 [R#1Z 5D < GAIRAT &
WERZD, K2160) 1IZRT LI, 77 AMREHNCHIIEREDY -V Vv 2EB L, EATT
T % Z LT GAIRAT DR EMHE L 72, BARINIZIE, BAFORD LS 12, Efr 72 Rb%ko72
TIAMBEY =TV ERDS.

m(x;,y;) = arg I]_I;%ij(mi) — Py () (2.37)

GAIRAT I3 LPS DEEATH 572, BNHENE L TWENENE KRBT S Z 2N TERWA, R (2.37)
WXIEDMEDR L A DMEDIRTIROEL TVWENENERHETEZ A TES. MAIL XX 237) T
KD~ =YV EUTORNEHWTEANEMRT S,

WMAIL (%4, ¥s) = sigmoid(vy - (m(x4, ys) + B)) (2.38)

ZZT, B, yIINAN=NF A=K TH 5. GAIRAT T, HANHEE TERE S NS D, MAIL I3#5;
ECEAZRET S Z LN TES. MAIL LD 7 78 —F » Weighted MinMax Risk (WMMR) [101]
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THHHINSD, WMMR IZUATORTEAZELT 5.

wwMmMR (T4, ¥i) = exp(a - m(x;, y;)) (2.39)

MAIL 1% sigmoid B% % (/3% — 75, WMMR (2 ZHH T 2 804320, MAIL ® 5
BENZFEEEEES Z 2D TE S, MAIL ® WMMR 255 U7 AL LT, §RTOIZITALD
R =Y Vro YR EA%ZF T 5 Bi-level Adverarial Reweighting (BILAW) [106] 23R X 1T \»
%. BILAW (%, A RZEH[107]) ZHVTEY » TIVIKT 2EAZEYIIRD 5.

B #Ef7: L Adversarial Training

Schmidt & [14] X, BNA MEEAZ LU I TITENZETIVEZEST 572012, @E OE G
DEFHE O BEMEDP O KRBT — X2 FHTH2HENDH LI L 2MmANCEEH L. LrL,
KRBT —RENEL, &Y VTNV T2HMESDT /) T—Yavid@aAbThsd. TDkd,
HHf{E 5 % B & L 72\ Adversarial Training & U T, Uesato © [108] i% Unsupervised Adversarial
Training (UAT), Carmin & [109] i% Robust Self-Training (RST) % 2% L 7z. UAT & X OF RST Li2:#
D Adversarial Training & 0 & BV L @E OAFREE Z M LIE 5 Z LTI L 72, GIF[79] Tl
T—RAPETHEILEARAINELNDLFR, BFEOT — X5 5 mixup 2 AWV THEMLRT — X %2 F
% Z T, UAT ¥ RST L [FABkDR R 252 Z L 2HE L TIETH 5.

BEERE 720 DD %, Madry AT (BN 7N 215 5 1 6 X, % H1Z PGD T adversarial
examples KD B 72D RZFHHEIA NPBEL L. TDd, KBET -2ty M EHWEZYE
BI@ ARV 2 BRT LA S L TH S, @ISR E TN 2 EET 572012, FGSM %
Fi\ 7z Goodfellow AT DA% 2 541503, PGD D & 5 w5\ Z 3 2@t 285 Z 28
HLWEINTWD. X512, Goodfellow AT IZ & - THE L 72E T IVIE T ~N)LIFH (label leaking)
WELRTVWEINTWS. 2T, label leaking & 1%, FEWFEAET TV % JM U 72 BRI O P55
T B MEREDY, EHEY Y IV T A MREE ERSZ e THE. IS ORIEEMNE L DD HE
b2 HE Lzigeni T3 [110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115].

Shafahi 5 [110] 1&, EID I =Ny FTROLEHFHZRDO I =AY FIZE T 5L U TET%
HAMAL A5, FGSM T adversarial examples % 3K 2 FE FGEEZRE U2, TOFEEFAIETIE, |1
DOIZNY FIZH U THEEDHE m < 10 MKEL TEEZ KD 5720, FHOMREEZ N TKy
2L Uzl N/m TR v 7 OFZ AT Madry AT & [WFEEOMREZ KB LT\ 5.

Wong & [111] 1%, Shafahi & [110] D8 AETHRER B3 28 M %, T v & LREAED S FGSM
EHEATAILTHDEREL. ZOMEFIZEDNT, Wong & [111]1 11X Ul[—€, ]l TAIY VTV %
P L T FGSM THEEjZ RO 2P FEEZRE L. ZOFHEICL > THR S mEbEEB U 7.
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Fu 5 [114] IXE TVIZHIEL TV S BER RSN 2 £ D0 % v b7 —2 25 < UK [116] 12
& o TH b 9 Z & T Adversarial Training 72 U CHE#72E TV &2 G L 7=,

23 F&b

AETIE, BHEALIEDEIZET 2HONREEYEIZ O W TR, 2.1 Tl&, 79 GAN OFEET
B HMBEBOER 2 TEIIB 28>, BHET 5 GAN DIRETFIRIZOVWTE LDk, 22T
1%, 2.2.1 TREMREOTIIREZ £ &, 2.2.2 T Adversarial Training D€ FX—3 3 > & BRI 7%
W Z RN %R Z RPN S E L7, £ LT, 2.2.3 T Adversarial Training DIRAEFIEIZDOWTHAEL,
ez,

PBED#ETIE, £9 3% TIE, cGAN ZHWZEHEHERIZH 1) 5, Generator (24 U Tl Y] 728
B AIEICE S 258 EL D #d. 2 O#FFETIE, Weighted conditional GAN (We-GAN) % $2 %
U, EAME &M% Generator IZ5-Z 5 Z & CHKEIRZ S E T 5. 4TI, GANIZX B4R
iR %2 EHESEOT — Xy b UTHALZL &, SFMEREL2LIIEAMEICDOWTEIO M.
BRI IE, SRR ORI Z ZE U CTER L ZHEGE, XR—ALRDFEET—ZPDRVEE
AT AHIET — X UCHHT S Z L TRtz m L3 5. 5% TIE, Adversarial Training %
FAWTEEHUZET AN, BHEODFREZ LI ELMEICOWTED M. RIFZETIE, T—
R BEE 1A L Adversarial Training 2 EFSMHAGDOE DL Z LICL > TEELRNY T—Y 3 VOET)
EEEL, BEODEREEZRLOOF L VEEEZ M L2 HIEd. 6 BT, Instance-Reweighted
Adversarial Training ® —fT&% % MAIL ¥ WMMR TR T 2R D~ —Y V9% 7 5 A4
HCTAT A THLMBEIZDOWTHY ML, RETIE, FTERD T I AMERERE OV Y T SH
Cv—Uvhkoonsd e zithlL, HirzffElezHWTE 7 I ANHITH L v — Y v ITE
A[HE7% Margin Reweighting Z #¢ X § 5. X FiLk% MAIL ¥ WMMR IZflAAL Z 212k - T, fif
kFEoH@EEZW EXE5. THETE, T XHEDO—FETH % mixup [16] DO F 1 HIEICD
WTHUD FE. mixup 2 B EE < DIREFIEIL, HAWIZT — X OEKRAEIZEH U TIHELED S
NTHY, NFLIIHERS AP SO LT v X LARERIC K> TARI NS, AifseTlE, #
KK L2 2N 2 BRIIZ KD T, ZOWNFILEEHL CTABR LT —XIIT 28K %2 K
/MBS % Adversarial Interpolating Policy Z #8%£ 9 5. REFERZDHOWET—X Ly b R—Z %Yy
T — 7 CENSEMERPERTE 5.
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R

BT ZFZME% AN E L 7= conditional
GANIC X 2EEBERERK & T — 4 g

ERNIZI S ADE D & 5 @t (PR E) THhE0 %2kl KOl T 2 Z 2 iE, #
WD S5 N EBETEEIRVATLABIBWCEELRMETH L. HEEFEDOLZELIREIZ
PoT, EREELRRBBAREL o TWD—F, FEICHHAT 27T — XY AREVGE, DEY
YINDEEDOTBREIZFLSMETTEIEAHONT VWS, AFICE>TH v Ve HikdT 5
e oMREm EIZIfFTE DY, ZHETHIANTH D Z LD RRE L 72 5.

HEARE TV (17,117,118, 121 13T — X DERD AT H S 2 en 6, NFELEL LRWT —

X EA~OFIHD AT E 5. KT, 2014 £ Goodfellow 512 & o THK I N7z GAN[12] I3, Bl
RZEWT 70 —F & U TN ZRUTE D, GAN IZBELBRDO AN SEBERT2HDL, BIEL
BERM (O TAT AN FERE) Z AN U THMUZEBERZTS 30D 2 DIZKHITE 5.
AT XTI ZE DD 5 T WS — T, BREFIIRERMNLTIL([13,44,46] VRREINTVDHED
D, FEREEELE VAL, AIETIE, BRERMEORHRM LICHNY 8% cGAN [13] 12
FoTHEKRTHZL2HELT 5.

cGAN O Discriminator (2% 3 5 5fF D52 I3k 4 R TRA TN T W2 IZH MDD 59, Generator
EBEEME ARG 2 525 FENRERTH S, TD7D, HEVARY NT—IEETH B ITESF
PEBEIND 52D, HAOREMNETHRIFHENPELLEEZ oNS. EBE, ZOREI (47, 52]
TEIRINTH Y, Generator D ANELIMNI &2 525 2 & THBEICHLAL TWS. AKIFFET
b, MR NMU-EHEREBGER%E T 572012, Generator & JL{TWHISE L FERRIZERFTT 5. L
UM S, E, BEERIE 1 DL LEOBUENERINDEILVF IRV TH L7, KIT 171
BB EMENEBEGFIET 5. Y VF TV EHWTEBRZAERT 5 & &%, &EMECHLTHEL
ERERHHEEXDL. TOFZIFL PALEREM L ZITETON=Y 2RI S KO LD T
F7R <, KIS EERD S IR < IZFEM Gl E i < ERICHM L TWad. ZORMZHET 57200

HEEM LG, NOBRIZE->-TEXZEYHREZXNTEIETHEN, AFITLLmiE
RALEDERITE A NP OB R EMEN WO WNHETH L. T I TARIETIE, FMEE2EZ5
HINZ B AR AR % I\ CTEAN 1T % Weighted conditional layer (Wc-layer) %38 A9 5. Wc-layer

WGANUZBHEICEANIT N TE 2720, & AJIALE% Generator H & DGR L 7R A% 5 R4 B
9% Z &M TE%. Discriminator & ACGAN [44] & F##IZ Discriminator INEET AJHERD 7 T A 4>
*5%??5 EIXNFRAIT B, P, 7T A5 %E(TD 7 T~ F % Recognition branch, k&
Ak 02 S e o AR B R 251 B 775~ F % Adversarial branch & IFFR3 5. We-layer & ¥ I)LF X
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A 7 Discriminator Z#lAGHETHE TS Z & T, KREEORIZ 70— V@, mifeE
IRBIZDONTH—AIVRIENED & 5 B KM EBTE 5.

FHEEER T, BEIREEM R OE B IC & D REFEOEMM 2R, BRI, REBFHET
FAERERDPZM 22U T VBN E S P2 ED ML TE R\, £ 2T, WA 4% R
U Tl R &2 B R L 72 i i T RE 2 WM 2 FIHT 5. 512, CNN CHEMZRMTYE %
THBUC, REFIETERBROBVENEZERL CGEMT—R UTHALZRORE2HET 5.
U2 U, ARG E CTOEMMRIE T2 72 LTV B eI R W20, AERESRE TEEICH
W7z FEER7Z 1 T <, Active learning (2 & > TT7— Z&JI L 72O MREL JAE T 5. BEICERE L
T, Wce-layer DEAAAMBOEANT A =6, £BIIBITIEEOFSROPFELZTSH. Z
NZED, BEFEEHVD I L TREMICRMFZXKMTE S L 21T,
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3.1 EEfHRE

GAN Z HHWTEM U 2 E{ 2 LK T 57-0DHD > Y TV FHELE LT, Mirza 5 DIREL =
cGAN [13] A4 TH 5. cGAN I, Generator ¥ Discriminator DM 51227 T AT )L LFEED
FMEE 5252 8L THGRERKT 5. cGAN OJLHFEIE, Discriminator ND D 5.2 51T
BREBWZFEIRS CIREINT VS, Reed 5 [42] &, XELSHEDOERZATRRE LT,
Discriminator D H1[#]/E 2 Embedded U7- X FEZ 5 & U THAET 2 FiEERE L 72, Odena 5 13E
% L 7z ACGAN [44] X, Discriminator ~D 5t AH1% & < i D 12, Discriminator N T A J71H
B 7 AT 5T, BRUZEGP DML D VBB L ZRBLL 2. Wan 5 D%
UZ=FHE 1191 1, v VF I 00 (M, Fk, TA=7+Y) ZHWTHEEGREZEKRT 5720
ACGAN t [@kD 7 7a—F 2L T\W5. Wang 5 [53] I DCGAN % 3 RGICHEEE S 5 Z & T,
FKIGELZ A 72 GAN 1T XK D HGERIEZIRE U2, £72, Miyato 5%, [EEORTGEAEZ L
72444 % Discriminator D H ENNE T2 Z 212 & > T, AR E 2 s E KA A 8E 72 projection
Discriminator [21] Z#8ZE U 7-. — /5, $£E T, Generator & U Discriminator M J5 DA A1 51k
ERZE BV TEMRGELEGREREZXS.

Discriminator Z R 3 % Z & TR i Lk % X - 72 Fik & 1387 D, Generator Z R L 72
FHELEEINTWS. Fused-GAN [120] IZ Generator D BB THLRMEM S L &b LIZHIET 5 2
&T, FMOFEMALERE S Uz B4 K E LB Uz, Yuan 5 [121]1& {0, 1} THRILU =EEN
70— N —RNIaRT MUZHEILT, StackGAN [43] D & 5 (2% SRR O B4 K T 5
EHWSZ 2T, ANUEBMEOSM 272 U /- 22 AR 2 2R L 72, Sage 5 DIEEL /-
F1% [47] 1%, Generator D& onehot RELU 7256 R 7 b L& —kRIZ5-Z TW5. Poly-GAN [52]

ML 7 B R & BIEERE B AAALIE N U TCHEORM~ Yy 7OV 1 ZiZ&bE 2%z
HAaTHFETHS. ZNSDOFERIZKY, HOUEMETORMFELE FHTES. —f, REFIE
FRMEEIEE THEIIRMRIE DD, RUEDKBERICEANITET S I & TERREN DKM
iz U7z B4k E2 B E 5.

REFEEI, Kﬁ%f¢ﬁ§ﬁﬁ)@{ﬁL“@®?ﬁ%%?5ﬁTé E WD BT Sage 5 OFE LA Uikt %
LTWaH, FEZEL CREBRFMEDANINEZRET S MRS, Poly-GAN  [FIRRIZSAMFD
?ﬁ%%?ﬁ)ﬁ‘é’ék&bk%ﬁiégut AT 50, FficHEBzEHNTWS720, XETHZ5)E
PEDIR X PR CIFFBEI N T WAV, £z, RMEIFATEEGOREHH %2 9 % Encoder D% &

ZDOAGZTED, HEDERKIZERT 5 Decoder llIZFAED AT T I NT WAV, 5T, BREF
%l ifi%ﬁ@%’é}iﬁﬁj5%’[%@@@’99@@%%%bTL\é,ﬁﬁ‘%ﬁfﬁ’l%“@i)é.

32 REFE

ARETIE, REFEOFMERRS. 3, 3.2.1 Hi CAMHIEOMEHRE 2 BARIITRNT, LI
DHiCFEDF M EZRNR 5.
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i

128>< 128

y

8 >< 8
Condition Condmon

(,ondmon
4x4 4 >< 4
VA

Latent variable Latent vanable

Latent vanable

(a) PG-GAN% RX— 2 & L - fREF 1k

Latent variable f
=1
y -
Conditi =
) o 1 3
y
Condition
(b) DC-GAN%Z X —2 & L = R_RETHE (c) Weighted conditional layer

3.1: fRZE T2 E A L 7z Generator DS,

321 MEHE

AMFFEIE cCGAN DFEE PR L UTHEX B KEBMIEICEAM TS5 Z & T, @k DRI
B EESRE ERT 5 Z ERHMTH S, Generator 1Z N(0,1) oY > 7Y I Ul dIRTTDOE
B2z c R &, nFHOHEM A2 GAEZSZMERT MLy € {0, 1} 2 HVCCHEREZERT 5. y
IZE AT U T Generator D2 DR~ v 7L #5443 5. Discriminator [ x, 72 134 ki
B x:=G(z,y) EAJTUTEENES X027 J AT 5.

3.2.2 Weighted conditional layer D& A

AR DIRETH 5 5 ~EA T % JE % Weighted conditional layer (We-layer) & FEFES 5.
We-layer % 4t U T Generator D& NG %2 5225 AV Y MILLFD2DTH 5.

L O EMETORMEDHEZ FHHTES.
2. HANTIZL O RECTRRLMEDRMZ2L5Z DI ENTES.

9, 1D2HDA Y Y MIBIL Tk S, Pandey & [52] B RT3 & 5 1Z Generator D AJIED
&M E 527258, 2v M7 — 2 DBEVETREPHEET 22PN EZSN5. T ORIITH;
5RO, REFIED BITE L FRRIZ Generator DKM % 52T, ¥~y 7%2F v *
VHERNCKEAET 2. 22 kD, 2y M7= 2R T—RRICEF UL E£BEEZ KT 2HNTE 5720,
FMEPHEERT BREAT LT E S,

33



FC
ReLLU

O i)
= p(x)+ ’H
—

Recognition branch

Decision /"‘ Real
&) real or fake ,-”
2%
‘. Fake
Adversarial branch

3.2: f2RF 7LD Discriminator DA IE.

“
4 x4
8>|<8
16>|<16
32>|<32
64>|<64
128>|<128

W, 22HDA Y w MZBLTHRRS. EHEZD X S5 1 32 Tisx U THBO B 5 &
NBEINF IRVDEE, SEMETHELZATMEXRELR DD LEZ6NE. T OME%ME<
72O BELRFEFIAFIZEZEAITITHS. LIrLEDNS, AFTKRERANEHAMITTS
Z L IIREEI I A A E W2, HEBENTH S, 72, AHCEREFEOMBERIIIKT %Al
HEHEW. IS 2T 272012, REFIED We-layer T 3.1(c) IZRT X512, A=Y
A XN x 1 DEAMAAII L Sigmoid BIEEZHWTEANITT S, I—F VP A XX 1x1THD
72, WERIZFMFOZBERIZEAMIIDAGEICR S, £z, EAFFLEZZ2ITED, £M45(0,1)
DHIFHE B R B A REMEN D B728, AHDM%E (0,1) TED S Z LA AEEZR Sigmoid BIBANEHES
%. We-layer 1%, o(y) := 1y % Sigmoid %, BEAITH Weppy £X1 TAbER™ 285 X —X&

1+ey

D ARSI G (s Weons,b) ZFIVT, UFORTHET Z LB TE 3.

h =0 (¢ (y; Weons, b)) st.¢: {0,1}" 5 (0,1)™ 3.1)

Z 2T, hid We-layer Z@H L 72BD m IRTGORMERT SV THS. —/T 5 &, Poly-GAN & ##
EREONMITEMEILZ 2 Z R TE BEH, Poly-GAN OFEAAARLIIIZM UL TEHE X ST —X
BRIV VTN TBEOICHALTWSETERS.

3.0(a) TR T K5I, REFHEDOR—AX Y M7 =212 PGGAN & H\\7zRld, EZEMNT 2
& [AIRFIZ We-layer £IEMT 5. EFEDOR—A Xy M7 —2% DCGAN & U7z, X 3.1(b) iz
AT EDITFEUAN 52 TD We-layer 28 AU CHGERZ1TS. T DR, We-layer IXEA% I
BLREWED, FETHEERIIN LU CRELEAZEZEIT LI P AREL 5. We-layer RIS
LEMINTULEME, S25BORM< Yy 7OV A4 ZZEOLETIEKRT B2 L THET 5.
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3.2.3 <IJLF 4 R 7 Discriminator

AL RFRIC ARG E KT 2 Z W HWTH 5728, ACGAN & [[#%iZ Discriminator T
7 I A% T 5. ACGAN 1%, Discriminator D 1% N +1 1=y h& LT, BEHEL I I A
DEEMARIZITS. 22T, NIZZI72AHERLTED, ROD 1 2=y MIERIWLRED T
A=y hTHD. ULDULRDBS, BRI 7 AREDOMBEEE7-DI121E, 77 AL BNk
EDWHN%E 1 DOEE» 61T 5 Z LIFMHRL <7220,

it > T, ARHH%ETid Discriminator D 1B ZHBID R A7 2 0ET 5. BEFIEDOR—ZAFX v b
7 —2 % DCGAN & U7z & E® Discriminator % [X] 3.2 (/"3 R—Z3 v b7 —2 D PGGAN DR
Generator DIFFEIBETE 2 ZVCEM L TH#E T 5. ANHE{RD 27 T 243 KHiE R 1 Recognition branch
S, SEMED AR E G DD L 1% Adversarial branch %° & 19 4. Recognition branch 1%, 2 DD
EfER TR INTE D, MR p(x) 2L TAMES LT T 5.

RYT 4 THRBHEN 1 DTHRVEEIEE, Softmax BIfe 7oALY bu ¥ —3172I12 X 55HAN
TER\., £IT, 77 ANMEMAIT Sigmoid 7B AT Y haE—iE%2H\WTEHET 5. Sigmoid
JRATY MRY—#ER, BTV EyYy, YUTUVEE N L LUTUTIZRTATRT Z AT
3.

cls - AT Zyz lOgO' X’L (32)

—H, Adversarial branch &, 1 DDEFEGE CTHEEINTE D, HEHTET57-DIZ1 DDAHNT —
a2 5.

HOTBERZE R, R—2 %y F T =272 DCGAN O, X 21D IR G2 #MELELDEHWS
¥/, R=ZF v 7 —2HPGGAN DL, X (3.3) 128 3.2) 2 U 2% W ¥EY
5.

Egan = E}%NPZ(Z)[D(&)]_EXNPdata(x)[D(X)]
+ ABxer [(IVxD()]2 — 1)
+  aBxopy,,.x0)[Dx)?] (3.3)

ZIT, x=ex+(1—e)%, el U0, 1] oY > 7)Y F UM, A=10, a=0.001 TH5.

— I GAN OFBIIARLETH 5720, HREHEDONY T—2 a3 UAEKT 5 E— NI
i T neEbhT\Wwa. £Z T, PGGAN T{#i [ X 172 Minibatch standard deviation (Minibatch
stddev) [28] Z BB DEAAAMEFTIZEAT S Z & TE— Nt B89 5. Minibatch stddev 13,
Kt~ » 71ZB U T Minibatch WOREHE(R 2 2 G1H5R U 2B R 2~y T2~y 7 GhbETEA
AL Z & T Minibatch NOZHEZ RFETE 2 FETH S, ZHERN—ZA% vy 7 =22 DCGAN &
PGGAN D YL 5 THo>THEAT S,
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3.3 FHm=ER

REFIEZE AU GAN OFIEIC K D BEHEGRZ AR L, &R E R & U € R8I kO
FHEHE 2 W TRECRIE L T 5. 72, AL E &M% Generator IZATT 2RREILF XA
24t U 7z Discriminator D &5 % Ablation study (2 & D /R9. &2, Fx DFIETERK L - HEG%IE
MUTHEE L -EREMERBE T VOMREEZ/RT. 20L&, AfL-m&z2 0 E MM 241k
&, ABRTALTT =R & @RS 5 /IR0 2 D2 HHT 5. —fRIZ, GAN OAEREIBIZRN % L0
A D5 WHNZEG L 725 Z LD BT, FHICEREE KT AREELSEW. /5T, A
FIT & BT — X F#RIHDPVEREM LICEHERS 5 L E R 5.

331 ZEBRBE

REBRTIE, FMAS EITHER L 72 DCGAN XU PGGAN 2 {tkFike 5. 202 DDOFEEAK
FERZ, conditional DCGAN (cDCGAN) & conditional PGGAN (cPGGAN) Y IEFid 5. $RETFIE
%3 A U7z DCGAN KU PGGAN i, %+ WecDCGAN & WcPGGAN L E# T 5.

FEIMHHT BT —X Y M, CelebA T—Ztw F[122] £33, CelebA T—Ztw M, 20
T E A HEBRERET ST — XLy FTHY, W1 HADHBEREEN TV, SEHEHRT —
IR LT, 40 BEDEREME T NVOfth, 5 OOBGRER (HH, S¥E, o7/ 5—Yav
NINTWS. EEME, RYT7+1 7REHIC1, 207« 7RERIZ- 1 BFEIh TV, AFER
TIXEZ B AT 272D 40 FEF S DOEMAMHEHAL, * AT« 7 RfEE20L T 5. HTS
JEMEE, HEMZELD D0 23\, Male (PEH), Eyeglasses (X /7 %), Smiling (%6/4H), Goatee (&
1), Bangs (i%%) %9 5. Generator \Z5-2 B IBEEEIDIRTEL, DCGAN 2 R—2A 2 L7z &
Z 100 ¥k7t, PGGAN ZN—RA & L7 & 512k e T 5.

E BN 7 VR A U, BTN R OB BREAM IS & o TRESEFIE L iR S 5. EBEFHE T, 21 A
DOWEREIZ X D EE L FEMEE2ER U725 %2 9 5. EBEHHOFMIL, 3.3.2 THRRS. FEFH
IZ1%, Inception score (IS) [23] & Fréchet inception distance (FID) [24] % W C#EMi3 5. IS & U FID
X, 214 TS L7z BDTHD.

BB MERRER D FEERTIE, 101 8D ResNet % 300 TRy 7¥8 %9 5. H#E bE%E momentum
Stochastic Gradient Descent (momentum SGD) % #J#iF &3 % 0.1, momentum % 0.9 & U T T 5.
FHERKX, {150,225} TRy 7T 1/10 ITRESE 5. RikIEREIL, Baseline & Active learning O
% I 9 5. Baseline 1, CelebA 7— Xty hh 5 9 HIDEEE FHWTHE U772 E TV ORME
Thb. BIT—X1T40 BELTEZAVTEE UZREFIERICL > THEGRZERT S, T—X%
EhNs 5@ MK, Baseline Tilahid 90% % T Al 2 BEM: 2 5 & U T 4,000 OEE I Z A 5.
HGERD L &, R T ATKRIT 4 T2 T RUHE D Y TENT VDB Y > TIVOHNES % &M
EUTHAT S, W42 5 ALSD 39 E@MEE TV X LIZRD 7254, BEMIZH L ERWEEMD
MAGDENEC DD, ZOLSRNHEZHHTS. ZORBMBINRY 5 2% 5 0 X LZEEL
TG, BT — X ZET 5. Active learning & U 1, RFEFIEDEREE % 2 THW T Baseline
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DFERD SBIMFEE U 7-BRORH#ETH 5. Active learning A 0 1%, MREMA LICHFSTHEZI 6N
BHGE AT CERN L CGEINFEE L ZRMRTH L. ZOR, EREHEOEEH 4,000 U285 ET
AR & B &R 0 RS, ERERICN T BHIE S, EEERRICGA &SI ET, T/

F—YaryaArEYIET 5.

3.3.2 ARERO &M

IS X° FID 732 & OFBIEHMENIE, FIZAERKEG O FHE 2 BH U CTHEMNIZEHET 5720, KR
AU TWA2OFHIREETH S, 5T, AMICX>oTHELEMEE2TZLTWE 0D
HE % T 2 EBEFHIALETH 5.

cDCGAN & WcDCGAN % Bz 21 T EBIFEM OFH%Z 5. £, cDCGAN & WcDCGAN %
NENTEBU ZHEGRE | O OHEERE ICIRRT 5. #HEE I, #BRINZEGELRE S S OGN
M ETERME 2L TWE 02 EIRT 5. ZOTHZ 150 OEBHIZH L TS, B&i&ike2a

Tk, AFICRTATERET 5.

S = ﬁ x 100 (3.4)

Z Z T, nixcDCGAN %721Z WeDCGAN ZNENDERFEZ R L TWD. cPGGAN & WcPGGAN
BFEBRIZ U TRl g 5.

333 =RRER

9, KEFETERLZEEGZX 33127, BEICK2HETIEX, 2TOFEIBWT, #E
HIWTFRE R E R ER I NTH D, ADI N5l % KL 7= BEEPER I N T WD Z L DR T
& 5. ¢cDCGAN K UF WcDCGAN i, IREFEEZEAT D Z LIk o THE B/MNH L., —
Ji, cPGGAN & WcPGGAN I, REFIEZEAL TEHEN KT 2 Z & EHEBERMNTE
72. cPGGAN DKM TH 51X 33(c) IZEHT S &, KHTH - 2GR IZ EF < R0 X
nNTWWw, 2F0, BRREIZES ETIZREIHELLTWS, 2O eh 5, DCGANRED Y v
TN, pDEWAY MU= ThNIE, @FEEOFGEGZDIENHELTVWDIE VRS,

W&&MNiI34hmTi9_, BRI G E AR L2 BETh, &R LD
D HAR T i E 7R B @@i&ﬁf%é.%%@E@%@@%imTé_tf,%@ﬁﬁt%&i
THEIIZERT A Z LD RETH 5.

WIZ, AR R % R FEA U 7265 R A2 R 3R T. R LU ZEGY 1 ik, 2@ ToOFiE
128128 [pixels] £ L 7z. ¢cDCGAN & WcDCGAN D S TIE, IS IXARED AT T TH Y FID I
0.5 K1Y FRWAIT T, EBFHEIZECRTFENEL< LS. SVlANE, ROERE2ELZ L
MTERM o7z, T, We-layer & &8 I1ZEA U CTHIRA KT 5 121X Generator DJE 2729 &7
772 EZ S, —F, cPGGAN & WcPGGAN D ILERTIX, IS 1A% TH 57, EBEHE & O FID
I WePG-GAN 23 WA 2T £ 725> TW5. FEZ FID X cPGGAN & AT 5 R A > M @Rz A
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=R

Male

Smiling Smlhng

I B 1
iy i w!

Male + Goatee

FAEAC 10

Eyeglasses + Smiling

(a) Fused-GAN o i 54 iRl (b) cDC-GAN 0 Zisifge A s (¢) cPG-GAN D HHIBI {5 AL J 451

Eyeglasses + Smiling Eyeglasses + Smiling

7 Eyeglasses + Smiling - Eyeglasses + Smiling

(d) WeDC-GAN D BHIE{5R 2E 5451 (€) WcPG-GAN O B {5 A R A1
X 3.3: & FiEOBHMEHGRAE Sf] [128 x 128 pixels].

a7 #ER Uz, EMERNRRHED S R TE 5 2B D, PGGAN 2 RX— A2 5 Z & TDCGAN X
DEENEEI NS, Tk, PGGAN % DCGAN & K U T EDEAAAE THREE I T
5120 THBLEZ5. LLLENS, £3.1DETOERFMIZENT, cPGGAN X WcPGGAN
DAATEVENATITTHEI NS, BWERY bT—=2/ERME 20 ANEDAANG 2 125
BEMRHEELTWEEE XS, LoT, HEOWHEED Generator TS % 3572 U DD Bk il 7 28 ) 4 4 Ak
29 57012F, BEFEEZEATHIIEVENTHLLEERD.

%72, ACGAN D IS 3 X U'FID |3 WeDCGAN DA a7 L [EfEETH 5. ZD I & H 5, Discrimina-
tor DB I AE KBS DFEIZH F D HELLRWT L3 E S NZDY, ACGAN DfEHEIZ WeDCGAN
VBRI TTHZ720, EPBRPOAMENDEEEZX 5.

3.3.4 Ablation study

AHiTIE, We-layer 3 & U Recognition branch DR % MEE S 5 72 DEER%E 3 5. We-layer (2
THERBRIILATIRT 3BTRS 5.

o Inputonly: ANEDOAIIZHEZZDEEEGRALET .
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Malet+Goatee
3.4: WcPGGAN T 192 x 256 [pixels] oD i {4 A k44l

o Alllayers: R COEIZFMN2ZDEEHRADET L.

e All layers + Wc-layer: We-layer TEHAM I L7252 2 TOREIZES 25 ET V.

ZD e &, £TDOET VL Recognition branch ZHH L T##E 9 5. > T, Inputonly i ACGAN
L [F UMEi&E & 72 5. Recognition branch (239 % %ER 1%, Recognition branch DA TS 5. ZD
& ¥, Generator ® We-layer IZUJBRLZWVWED LT 5.

3,10 € B B R AT ARG SR

Method | IS 1 | FID | | E8GEHE 21 A0) 1
Real image 3.21 - -
ACGAN 1.59 | 17.19 -
cDCGAN 1.70 | 17.22 53.1
WcDCGAN (Proposed) | 1.67 | 16.70 46.9
cPGGAN 1.68 | 11.90 44.5
WcPGGAN (Proposed) | 1.73 | 6.10 55.5
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& 3.2: B2 5 M AT TTHED R B FHM.

IS 1+ | FID |
Input only 1.59 | 17.19
All layers 1.62 | 19.23
All layers+Wec-layer | 1.73 6.10

7% 3.3: Recognition branch D45 £l 0 7& & 1.

Recognition branch | IS 1 | FID |
1.65 | 10.82
v 1.73 6.10

B Wec-layer DR DREE

£ 32 ITHIR DM AN FIETERL 2 EGIC T 5 & &R R %2 /R 3. We-layer 2 7z
REFIRIL, ERFIREARIZADEOAM M2 5272 E LD IS & FID HIZENTHS Z 2
RTED. T/, BEFENS Welayer ZFRZE L T Sage 5 OFL [47] LRI URHGFHI L25EES,
We-layer Z Wz & SIZEL5ERTH L. FIZFIDDAITIZEHT 3 &, &bz EMiceETOE
ZH R T2 TIVOERHEGIE AT OS2 G5 Z AR IO BLZIZE 25T, We-layer
EUATEZZETAIATHRBNIIHEZE L TCVD I ENPHRTES., ZOILehs, BTOREITE
% 5.2 THG AR Z $ 55618, Welayer IZ &> TEHEAMIF UZEAEZHWCWTEHBGERTEII L
DHMNTHDENWZS.

B Recognition branch D&HR DREE

7 3.3 (Z Recognition branch DA fETH#E U 72 € 57 )L O LK E R O & BMFHERE R 2 RS, BET
%72 5 Recognition branch 2 EJfR$ 2 Z L IZ &> T, ISOAATIIRERWAFID DA T HELL
7-. Z#Z, Recognition branch M7 % f/IMEd 5 Z &A%, Generator AMEH 7R i % LK T 2 Z &
ERELTWSE 2 WZ 5. fi£> T, Recognition branch (ZHEIH A E/ERAERIZIIBERERZZ L WZ 5.

3.3.5 ENRER%Z BV -ERE MR

BRI PERR A AR ER 2 [ U 7-BROMERE2 R 34 1R 7. EEOBMEOIFREE Accoyr 1ZLATIZ
RIRIZEL->TRD B,

N
1
A =1 — E ; .
CCattr 00 x (N pt 31) ) (3 5)

1 argmax;p(z) =t
s = (=) (3.6)
0 otherwise
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7 3.4: HRMEZGRORER (%) . wlo AL 1% active learning 6 L, w/ AL X active learning A 0 %5 L
TWa. K7FI%, Baseline »SREENA ELZZ 2R LTWD

E  z - 2

=] z o 2 2

z =

ER- & g < 5 2

@ ES 5] [P I 2 2 Z 3

5 4 2 2 2 ¢ £ = - 0 i g = £

2 3 5 = & 5 2 % 2 z g 2 % = gz -

S 8 E & 2T £ » w 2 5 5 5 % 2 B ¥ & B : B

w < < & A ® @ A m @AM m &4 @ U A g O ¢ = K
Baseline 946 840 819 848 988 957 71.6 848 898 958 96.1 880 92.1 951 963 99.6 975 979 91.6 873
Fused-GAN 943 829 806 837 989 955 705 829 887 952 956 867 919 952 960 99.7 974 982 910 862
cPGGAN (w/ AL) | 943 83.0 80.6 837 989 954 70.6 831 889 954 958 864 919 951 959 997 973 981 910 86.1

98.2 913 873

©
=)
e
°
9
©
2
n

ours (w/o AL) | 94.8 83.6 814 846 988 958 714 840 897 959 955 885 925 953
ours (w/AL) | 948 832 80.6 847 99.0 957 712 839 898 958 96.0 885 924 953 963 997 975 982 914 874
2
()
° £ ) 5 & e
= » . & - . E - z B 3
S < = = (5]
2, 5 - 8 o & = 3 £ 5 4 £ 5 2 2
17} < = 1 2 -g 4 = = g e = fos} ) 80 80 o0 on
< 5] g b5 = 7 2 3 o 3 £ ) g 8 g g g g on
2 2 ¢ 3 5 P 2 £ 3§ %z g% E : 2 3 § 3 3§ 3 £
= = 2 Zz Z2 & & & & 2 & o & B B B B B B 2
Baseline 982 937 970 866 962 759 97.1 761 934 943 976 929 830 835 90.6 99.0 941 876 968 86.8
Fused-GAN 984 936 968 868 960 732 967 741 932 945 977 924 822 828 899 99.0 932 864 967 87.2
cPGGAN (w/AL) | 984 933 967 868 960 721 966 746 93.1 946 977 922 822 825 899 99.1 93.1 866 966 87.2

ours (w/o AL) 984 939 970 874 962 739 970 754 93.6 952 978 928 838 839 906 991 932 873 969 873
ours (w/ AL) 985 937 969 871 96.1 747 970 764 93.6 949 979 927 835 836 904 991 93.6 874 97.0 875

Z 2T, p(z) I% ResNet-101 ~NHEGREIR « 2 52 CTHINT B2 7 AMEH, N IIHGHRT — X OFRE, ¢
IX ground truth D1 > F v 2 ATH 5.

9, TREH L OREFEOMBICEHT S L, 19 [HAOEEM:H Baseline 7 5 KA E L
TW5 ZEDMERTE S, K2, “"Narrow Eyes”, “Rosy Cheeks”, “Straight Hair”, “Young”i% 0.5 **
1Y MALOKEERM EEER L. —TF, T —X#Ej]7 LD Fused-GAN 1%, KA LU @A
9fETH >7-. £7z, cPGGAN IF7 — 2% L7215 59, Fused-GAN & ZH 572\ HERT
BB DA TE S, Fused-GAN X cPGGAN DFERIE, 7— X ZEIL TH KL LTS
BUERDI N b h s, ZOMRRIE, EREGIEET -2 LTET TRV, AN U
2z TOWRVEENZ W ERFEINLEE X 5.

I, T—2END O DREFIEOFRICEHT 2L, WMEMLUZBERIET — 2#RR LD
e R TH o7z, LD LA S, “Pointy Nose” DidilififE1d 7 — &R LOKEL D 1 A1 > b
M ELTED, Baseline KV HFEVWEETH S, TN, T—XERNT X b Ik E INEL
T, ETANMP VT I AF ¥ E2RAD IV TELRABELL VRS,

MU EDRER LD, REFIEZEREARDE LR WEGEETH, Baseline RMFIEDOKER L 0 £ K
M EZFE5T 208, (A A RS E % < FRIZHW S Z & TR Z D 5 WEME O 8k & 1

WHG T ehbrotz. £72, EHRVPBRZEMEIXT — 2B RN & > THELEGZEMNL
72 UTH, BHENAELRWZ EEbholz.
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35 e B Male 3
¥ Blond Hair

g 5 Eyeglasses --
o No Beard
T 25 - --
e M Smiling
_5 20 F-Wgr ool g | RREEE LR T
=
= 15 |- - --- -
s

5 L - S —_———— _———— g5 L -

0

Layer 1 Layer 2 Layer 3 Layer 4 Layer 5
B 3.5: WeDCGAN (251 28 & & DRV D 5%,
336 ER

REFIETRM 2N UZEHEGREENTE 2ERE LT, BEAMNESRMHITL D& CREREH
EMEERMLTWEEEZ 5NE. £ I T, Generator DEAMOHFLGRKEWHAT S, FH5RIZ, £
We-layer DEHAAREDEAT 1 VR e HWTHTET 5. FH5RC L, BEAT7VZXE%E N, Bk
BE M, BEAT71NVEEW, F5L2kD2EE2t TR GBDICE->THEEINS.

N
1 Wi
Ct —— | t,"'

—17tnl (3.7)
N n=1 Z%:l |me’ﬂ|

WcDCGAN & & U WePGGAN D& BIZE 1T 5 X EIEDT 5 R 2K 35 BL UM 3.6 I2ZNZNRT.
Z 2T, WcPGGAN T, Ao EKEGPIGTE 5720, K3.6 fIZZhThmRL k.
AR B R 1%, Blond Hair+No Beard+Smiling % A2 5% U 7z R D B T H 5.

%73, WeDC-GAN OFLGRIZEHT 2L, | EHOMMNDFSENE WA, EAKIZLTOMREIZ
BOWTHGRIZKRERETSDENRVEDPHERTE S, /o T, RTCOEIHELRRETELEEL S
ZABIZENEETHDILLERS.

Iz, ™ 3.6 D WcPGGAN OFERIZEFEHT 5L, Male (MH) IZATEETOFERYEL,
HHEITEDKIZONTEL &5, L ->T, FllETIZBHCHERNPRELTWES EEZ N5,
R AEESRIZBWT S, I OFEGERNEL 2@ 0 SEDMEHP 25 Z L ¥ ERTE 5.
Eyeglasses (X /7 3) IS ABEETEHWHEGELRTH D, ANBEMMETIE, FLACERME LTHEHAS
NTWRWIZ EDHERTES. TDD, @RGIERIZ Eyeglasses IZEBEH L, BlEIRZEHKL T
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m Male

® Blond Hair
Eyeglasses
No Beard

B Smiling

Contribution Rate (%)

Male
Blond Hair :
Eyeglasses :
No Beard
Smiling

[
32X 24

16 X12 64 X 48

3.6: WcPGGAN (2 81 2 EHJE M D25 5- 3 & o ] 4 sk 4.

Wb EEZ5N5. Smiling GRIE) [XHHECTHFSENEML, ANKCHEIIE TIEEFSEME\E
M2 DI EAMERTE S, REEREGTD, FEEISED IZONEHORIENEEHIZZR S, No
Beard (B 7)) 1%, #ETHFSRIZAE22137%\ . Blond Hair (&%) 1X, ANETELLFELTED
HHEANED T ONFEGRIMEL 5. Male & Eyeglasses IZEHT 5L, *v b7 —272Kk% il
UCHESGRWPKIHIL TWEZ DR TED. UL o T, MWRHIDHE U 7252 1 2500 5 D M
THEMNPERINDEEZAS. Z0LSIZ, BEMPEECTRALIZFLEETHLI s, ¥H
%38 U T Generator ’EE R &M D KMALEZRETE-L SR 5.

34 F&H

AETIE, Weighted conditional layer (We-layer) Z 8 AS 5 Z & TRBEMICSRM 2 KM T 5 Z &
A HE 72 Weighted conditional GAN (Wc-GAN) ZF2E L 7z. Wc-layer (% 1 x 1 OB AIA AN THERL
I, FHEBEMEICT 2EMAITEZAREE U7z, We-layer 2 Generator DB ANAAL Z 212k -
T, SEEMEOEY)IRANNE L HETIRET S L2 gL L.

ERKFHE L D, $2EFIEIEXPGGAN D & 5 WAy b T — G2 HWBIZHRNTSH 5
T MR U, 7z, KBIZE AL We-layer TRILE 2 HEM: 2 07 U 72651, [KAREER
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CHERI 7 & ORI 72 EE, BRRIEZ I 7 B2 D TG R ¥ ORI B AN R I & B A IS
HBZEHHIH U=, EREGEEBENRBROEE T -2 ULTHWEESES, BETFERIATICX
5T — X #EJ| 7 L TH Baseline & D EN/-IRMEREERLT HH, T—XENTEHZLTHLD2H9D
PHIENEIZ B\ TR 5 iR M LAHERR T & 72

UL LD S, GAN OFiE |, FEAT —XIZEEN2 Y ¥ TIVEPHE DR WEEEZ EF<
BT B EAREETHS. ZhiE, REFEZEDZE <D GAN OIREFIEITHE L ZMETH
5. Lo T, SHBOMEL LT, 28T —XOY ¥ TIVEUKRITE U2\ EHRAE A AT RE 72 238 /5
EDOERENPETOND.
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B4E

FRBEEZEERE L7 GANIC & S E&
iﬁi

HEFH I RDPOLHREICEARE T — 228 T2 L2 &> TENEEEZERL TS, A
FILEDBT—RIPERT / T—avid, T—XEEZ2HEPT-OOEBNRMIKE LTEZLOND
D, SRR T—RABPPRETELLRRSBRNILITMAT, GIAMTHD. ZOMEREMEHT
5712, HEWIARSE T, BFET—X EFSAHALTT -2 A MiET 2 Z e BN TH 5.

T — X DA IZTE(L QERE), [liK) 3> b I AN REZIIMT—XICHEHTEZ
T, ?“ﬂ%&%ﬁ‘[‘%%iﬁﬁ?67‘7:—‘y I THhD. BB EEAT L2 TRLS, 22074
ELREOWHLLLTEKT % mixup [16] %, HED % K% 3 % Random erasing [123] 72 & D D
REINTWVWS. ZN5DT — XIEIEI ﬁ%%Tw IRHUTHRNTH D — 1, BT — 2 I TED
LT 728, HARNIZT 7 ZAF v R RO RIIAZETH S, £ I TAIETIE, GAN[12]
ERHAUZT — X BEIEICHESRZ YT,

GAN [HMER DIBHELL D ST — X 0% T 5 & 5 RHERAERATE 570, EkE 22
R [26, 31,29, 32, 1], A XA VAR [124, 125, 126], #EFEEAL [127] 2 EIZRHEI TN S,
T 5T, T ZWIEICER R EGAE KD PR GAN OFEEAIEDREI N T WS [128, 129]. Bl
T—=RE UTOERKEBRIE, @EkEMZIEEHIE T IVICROVEES KITTH, CNN IEHROR
B 7 ST IR U CRlN 9 223D 5 [130, 131, 132]. D F D, FRBIN SR ORI 72 fEIK % 5
U7z i 2 FE T E i, mEOEREGRTT — X WiET 5 L 0 RN LT 2 2EZ 5.

% 2T, AR TIX CNN ORI OEEE %2 GAN OFE I AIA A 72, Discriminator-Driven
Attention-Aware GAN (D2A2GAN) Z1£% ¢ 5. T~ 1d GAN OFEITEMAHIE 2 M AR L 72012,
Discriminator (27 7> ¥ a VR B AT 5. TT vy a VR, B~y T ESEEE BT
5 Z & TR EI R RS A . IEAIfEISIE, Attention Branch Network (ABN) [132] @ Attention
branch % Discriminator D fzf&fE ~EH1T 5 Z & THETSJ 5. Discriminator (3316 5 O REE 72 5
I % Ak U CEIEHIE S 5728, Generator (XN EMSIEZ B R U 72 BGAERSTREE 72 5.
GAN DT 2 EERIE UIX VISR NS HA D 57280, EREGICNT 240 ES %278 T —
R L [ERRIZ onehot X7 ML E UCEERT 5 Z & Id#Y)TIEAR\W. £ 2T, F 4 Id Discriminator 23
119 2 Tl oA & A RE RIS B BUAE 5 & UTHAS-9 5. D2A2GAN 2 & 2 A, ¥
TVEBRONZT =Xty MEEET -2 UTHATLZ L TR EXE 5.

45



4.1 FEEMHRE

AZETI, £74.1.1 TF—XBIE, B2 GAN ZH W2 T — ZMIFIZOWTRAR, fEkFELiE
EFREDOBRNEZIHMEIZT S, RIZ, 4.1.2 TCNN IZBITAHBERZHFIZOWTHRR S,

4.1.1 T—41EE

F—XMBIEET N EIMT 27200 F - X LT, FEPICHMELPIY T A NOE
ZHEATHI LT, RRT—XIINT 2PMRER @ EE 2 PRI 25T 7=y o Thbb. ML
EFHALZT—XE0ENV TV a VvBERT X2 T5012, ZLOWEZIZE->THE T
WX A 25 U P R G RE R I N T WS [16, 133,123, 134]. £72, GAN % W TAREMIZT —
REWET 2 FEDREINT VS [128, 129].

Antoniou 5 1%, AT — X E2EZDRTAEKE LRI MLV EBEESEZE AW THEZ AR L
T, T — XHEIZH 9 % Data Augmentation GAN (DAGAN) [128] 224 L 7z. Han 51, 7,
PGGAN [28] % I\ TEAR D S EERE L2051, EHEDY 7 71 A2 NFiE (135, 136] 12
Ko Tl T — X DRHITED T 5 2 BeBEDEHRAERKZ L TWD. X512, GAN X5 X 7254 % i

HERERPTEL-D, T—XBEZHNE LEWFIETHo THAEKBEHREEET—X 2 L
THANAETHS. mzi DCGAN [26] (25 AJ17% hil % 7= conditional DCGAN (cDCGAN) %2,
Discriminator IZ 7 T A3 $H85% &1 ACGAN [44] D AT % EREEBROBEIME 52 35 Z 2T, dl
T — R &2 EREGRCHRT 52BN TE 5.

— 75, MEFEFEREERDY 7 714 X2 Mo UTEAELBE &40 S HiGAE KT 5720, L
C R R S EiR AT 5 DAGAN X 2 BB CIblE T — X ##18% 3% Han 5O Tk 7 Jo—
FNRLD, F72, F41F Discriminator T2 7 ANHT % Z & T cDCGAN & b BN 7= [ % %
U, ACGAN & 725 RGO NHER» o2 FERMEZRHA L T2 J A DN B2 A4 o 1758 U 7=
BHfE 5 2 KRBT 5.

4.1.2 HRERIEEA

CNN (BN 7R RE 2 FeHE T 2 — /5, RalAG R OMILZ TS 5 Z L AWEETH 5. Class Acti-
vation Mapping (CAM) [130] %, CNN O#EFERIZd 3 2 RN AHHA L FHETH 5. CAM
I AR OBEA LR~ Y T OERERE RD B2, EBD 7 T AT HiEEMEEE #E
T5ZEMNTE 5. Attention Branch Network (ABN) [132] &, 7EffEEZ H T2 75 > F (BB,
Attention branch), {E*ﬁvﬁﬁé’&}i@% U7~y T 538 R 2 i $ 5 75 > F (LA, Perception
branch) & AW T EMREZR R Z EB L2 FHETH 5. CAM IZANEBDEM T T A LUS O H
BEWHULT 5 Z N TES9Y, ABN I | DOIEGEIKD AL IS 572D EM S 5 AL DERIH
ARG TEZ RN TER .

ABN (ZEN7-BGMERE 23 ZM T 572012, 7T V¥ a UHBREIC X o TR L <)L TR SR D RE
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Attention map loss: £, Classification loss: £

2500 25 cls —
— Real —— Real
2000 [ Fake |1 — Fake |
1500 15
w2
192)
S
1000 1
500 05
0 0
0 10k 20k 30k 40k 50k 60k 70k 0 10k 20k 30k 40k 50k 60k 70k
No. of iterations No. of iterations
Adversarial loss: L, Total loss: £
16 - - e
—— Discriminator — Discriminator
14 —— Generator —— Generator
12
10
w2
L 8
=
6
4
Il
Il
0 10k 20k 30k 40k SOk 60k 70k 0 10k 20k 30k 40k 50k 6Ok 70k

No. of iterations No. of iterations

B 4.1: FEGOREFIEOELDOHRE

B2 ERE R L CT\W A, —F, RBEFEITFEMEREN E2EN TR, GRS R O R 72 FEI
RERBUEGERTSZ22HMELTT 7Y a v % Discriminator (28 AT 5.

42 REFE

A2 TlL, CNN 2Bz E H 3 2 5% & 8 U 7- | R 4 & A3 7] BB 72 Discriminator-Driven
Attention-Aware GAN (D2A2GAN) # 2L T 5.
ARETIE, 42.1 CTEHEFHEOMEHRTCEZBRT, 422 UK CTEEFEOFHMIZIOVWTHRRS,

4.2.1 [EIRERE

ARWEZE T, Discriminator 12 & 2 BEHIERTDF ¥ R IVED c DR~ v 7 f(x) € ROXw 2k
UT, A OEMER M(x) € RV 2 KT 2 2 & T, HEHMHEEFE L 72 GAN I & 2 i
A& HiE § 5. Generator 1%, N(0,1) 256H > 7V Y7 U7 diRTTOBHEEK 2 c R &, IEf#
7T AN TENIUND 0D n IRTEDRMERT MLy € {0,1}" S EGERT S, ZIT, nldy
T 240 7 A &KL TWAD. Discriminator (FFE M x € R3>*"w £721%, Generator O 4 i
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L1 norm Attention branch

e B
¥ )
" &)
z Feature 2| & e 2| 1. -
""""" ME = pEEmEE P NE
: . %) E e
Y extractor E £|& % £ é SlE E
SIZ S8 S| |”
N J
Adversarial branch
= ABN training = .y
. . 2l E < Real
—— Generating GT attention map é g E 7§ - é E . 7'. eal
—— GAN training % ElEE Z é 2" @) Fake
SIE|Z]||= S|3

4.2 REETFIROMIE.

& e R¥>*hxw 2 AN LT, BIHEKRTY 7 A#%ETS. 77 A0 & BEAIEE, Discriminator
D E#&JE % Attention branch & Adversarial branch @ 2 D243 #| L CTRIFIZ T 5.

RETIEE, BEGERICET K Log,, 77 ABINET 8% Lo, EHREBIZNT 2HE%
Lop ERTMELU-E QR BMIWREELL TS, 22T, Lo EHA1ITRT LT, ok
AT — VR BT, BAA=1x10"" 2R/HET LI L TAT—LE2GDbES.

L= »Cadv + Accls + )\Eatt (41)

4.2.2 EtH%EIE %% E L 7= Discriminator

Discriminator I3iEffHIS 2 Z 8 L - EEHE 29 5728012, ABN @ Attention branch & 77 > ¥ =
VA BAT S, IRETHEORY MY —I#E2X 42 12R7.

M Feature extractor

Feature extractor |[XHf% A1 LT, BAAAMEZE VIR L TEEOY A XORH~ Yy 7% HH
T 5. WEMAEBEIBUL, BAEEERWT L TORE T Leaky ReLU 2§13 5. m&EORH~ v 7k,
Attention branch 3 7 U 721 EMFEI E T 5720, FFATRVWE ERLEMzBRHFATER W,
D7z, HAREOTEVELEEE ReLU 2§52 2T, K~y 7OHD B2 MlA3[0,00) & 72 0 1M
FHIS A D T MY 5 Z 2 DA BEL 72 5. Feature extractor DMLIRIY, HEOEANTA—X%2 W,
Feature extractor DJE#(% L, a(-) % Leaky ReLU &35 &, AROARTRT Z LMW TE 5.

f(x;0) = Wrhar(WE=tar 1(...a;(W'a)...))]+ 4.2)
x if >0

where [x]; = (4.3)
0 otherwise
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<

Batch norm
Conv. 1x1

E Gsum (x) — min gsym (x)
E M(x)<—{ max geum (X) — min ggym(x)

@l E ~lE —
HEE Kl NEI N E 2| %|E HNE

ol 1= [ = Z| Ele—»|2 *l 2= =2[= B °
Ef& EQE'E HEIE < :>;:d >g'q_.>7><5‘ > 2
clz 3l 3 3 = = kel 1= 2lcl=| |2|9|3 &
Sz Sz S @ Sl= S B Q @

2 e o3 I o) I )

H

(a) Attention branch network ! (b) Proposed method

4.3: ABN & 2R T D Attention branch DK EF D&\,

B Attention branch

Attention branch |3 ABN & [Al#£ T, Feature extractor 2371 U 72§~ » 7"% AJ1 L T Global Average
Pooling (GAP) [137] /v U722 5 ZGihl &, FHERE T 5. 77 A OEE L 1%, TV
TV % N, Softmax BI#% o(1) 2 LT, A (44 DI/OATY bObE—ETRINS.

1 N
Las = — v loga(f(x:) (4.4)
=1

| X
-~ ; log oy, (f(i))

ABN O Attention branch (%, (0] D& AGAAIE % R TER L /2 g(x) € RV %, X 4.3(a)
DESIZEHANT A =X O DEAAAILIE ¢ 2 HNT, BTOXTHAGE M(x) 2Kk 5.

M(x) = ¢ (9(x);0) s.t. ¢ : RPxw o Rixw (4.5)

BRI, M (x) i sigmoid BTl % (0, 1) ICEHULT 5. ¢ &7 7 AN S ML TV B A,
ABN TI& Perception branch TH 27 7 Zi#fijll 3756 Z & T, #AAE2ZEL TR @5 DT A—&
0 ZHEFT D0, BAKFOIEMHMEEZ > EK<RBTLIENTES. LErLAAs, BETFHER
Attention branch & Adversarial branch THE742 2% X A7 2R 7=, ABN OfEE2 2T DX £FIHT 2
CHEEHEIZET ZEEDATR G5 DT A=K O ZEHT LI LITRD, FRAIR O
BT DN D,

Z OB T 272012, BEFETIE 430) BLUOR 4.6) ITRT X5, R~y 70
B & i/ MEIZ & 5T [0, 1] (ICIEBUE U 72 M (x) ZiEfERE LTk S.

_ gsum - min (gsum)
M<w) B max (gsum) — min (gsum) (46)
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2T, Goum = 250 9(T)i, Gsum E RWW TBH D, ¢g DA— 2NV A XiF 1 x 1 T3 7=DZEMIN
RO ERNTIZ RS, gla) DEE I RIVIZEAITTEZ L TF ¥ 2V AADEHRZEN L TW
DWADIENTES. £z, gla) DF ¥ FIVEE GAP ERTOBAAAMLILD AN L OH kT
BUXFAUTH D720, 77 AHMANEED B2 0UE g(z) (&N B B E RBLTwWb L Wi
5. UdioT, XN4.6) 2RMHALTREBEENT L2 T, 77 AERIROR#HEZ RHL 238
IR TES. 202 E, N@4.6) IXFHTELRNNTA—ZMB RV, BXREDOAEET S
ZtxTHiTtEs.

B Adversarial branch

Adversarial branch (%, Feature extractor D )] U72R i~ v 7 f () ITIERMEE M () Z A FOR
CE o TR U R~ v 7 f/(x) € RO*h>w 2 AS 23 5.

fl@) =1+ M(z))f(x) 4.7)

%72, Generator DE — R % PBT 572012, I =y FHOREUERAZRD T, H-wEBb~y
7L L THi4 9 % Minibatch standard deviation (Minibatch STD) [28] % & A3 %. Adversarial branch
NDOBRBDEAAABI, FHH~y TR YA XDEAT 4 VX EHNT RXXw R 2§35,
B A BT B S B O e B8 201, ERTFIE L RIRRIZR 2.7) IT&k > Tk 5.

W OERBEICET 2 —BMERK

FRETFIETIE, ABN L3545 HIETHEMAEEEZRDLS Z L 2AME LTS, & SIZIEMRE
BRSBTS 572010, HAFE A ABN OIEGRFER M(z) 220055 & LT FORE R/ME
5.

Lot = | M (x) — M(x)]]1 (4.8)

ABN & GAN OEFAERNIL, 1 THRY 7 ZEIZRHIZNTIA =X 2FHTS. 72, GAND/NNT A —
REFEHTEHE XL, ABNOEANRNTA—RFEELUTERFLEY., Tk ->T, X0 EMRE
B ORI 2 Z R L - EGERNERTE 5.

B ERERICHT SHEESONE

A T RIZ N9 B BEE S, BRERFICH W . y 2T 2 Z e PRBHRRAETHS. U
U S, AREGIE, URXUIEEERPRE LR 20, 77 ANERRE EDVH 5. 22T, DN
CRTARZHWTIIMT — &, #iwT — %, FFEOERES, ThEThOoTy o= oMm%z
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M train [ test [ cDCGAN ACGAN M PGGAN W D2A2GAN
0.7

0.6

SVHN CIFAR-10

4.4: Rl d L OB FEOEREHROFHREZ Y bo—,

N
H(p(ylz)) = =Y ply = ilz)logp(y = ilx) (4.9)

i1
TNTNDOEBFEOTY b —%K 44 1R3T. 22007 =Xy hed, AREHEOTY huE—
AT — 2 PR T — X L D BVWELHERTE S, FiZ, CIFAR-10 OAEREGIZIRET — & &
BUTHEICHE N Y hOE—TH 5. ZOMEPS, EREGIEIIFT — 2 CHHmT -2 L0 D
RN HETHDH L EXD. o T, onehot XZ ML XV & soft RAHEEE2 MG T2HENDS.
AREFFETIE, REFIEDAKEERIZH L T Discriminator @ Attention branch 23 719 % &R %
BESE LTHET 5. ZhlkoT, A7 IADBRAEBZRTH-TH, ETVIES <R

WITBHEMNTES.

4.3 FHMmELR

ARETIE, REFEOEBMMELRT 2OIPERFELHIKRT 5. ERIZHEHAT 2T -2ty M,
CIFAR-10 & Street view house number (SVHN) [138] £ 9" 5. CIFAR-10 l&Z#&fH & L T 50,000 ¥~
TN, HEHRAE L TI10,000 > TV E2ET 5107 7 AOBEARERTHS. {77 A0Y VT EI
FEHE L L TS5,000 %> 7V, #EmHE LT 1,000 %Y 7L THS. SVANIZONS 9 £TD 107
520 digit F— Xty NTHB. FEFHOF > T VEULH 70,000 THER LI 26,000 TH D, &
512, SVHN IHENTF—& £ LT 500,000 3> FILVHEI N T WS, CIFAR-10 ¥ SVHN 1%, FHIiZH
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7% 4.1: Inception score & FID O L.

IS 1 FID |
CIFAR-10 | CIFAR-10 | SVHN
Real 9.67 - -
cDCGAN 3.12+ 0.03 63.0 75.7
ACGAN 4.27 = 0.03 28.1 15.2
PGGAN 549 £ 0.04 19.2 12.5
D2A2GAN | 4.51 = 0.05 21.1 15.3

Y1 XH32x32 O RGB EHETH 5.

4.3.1 EROFM

AREBRTIE, BEFENR—ZIZL TS DCGAN [26] % F:ff:4 £1Z U 7z conditional DCGAN
(cDCGAN) &, RZE T & [A4£ T Discriminator (22 7 AZEAERHE A XN T W5 ACGAN [44], &
L U'PGGAN %R L L CTHWS. £72, REFEOAEKEBGIZHN T 5 A5 5 % onehot X7
ML & U7z & & (Hard target) & Discriminator @ Attention branch 2571 U7z F |04 & L7z & & (Soft
target) D 2 ¥ % LIRS 5.

EREEE DR T — 2 & U CHEMTH 50 5 D EiERT 572012, BAIAALIED 18 J§ D Residual
network (ResNet) [5] DFEIZHWTHEGRIEREZ LK T 5. R—R L2 2F# T — X 1% {100, 1000} &
UTC, 1077 ARTOY Y IVEDBEFELSBRD LS VX LTHIET 5. WiET — X Th 2 4ER

£i1%, {100, 1000, 10000, 50000} &3 5. cDCGAN D A4 R RIZ %3 % #hilif5 5 1% Hard target O
AMEHT 5. ACGAN |32 E Tk L [FRET, Discriminator 22 7 A#iA % & 372, Hard target 3 &
¥ Soft target DA DVERE % LK d 5.

A BRI 5RO S FA 12 1, Inception score (IS) [23] & O Fréchet inception distance (FID) [24] % {#
H$ 5. IS IXEHEGIEOME E SVHN % 545 72 & IZ Inception network [56] % & 7§ 5 HE
M %728, CIFAR-10 DAGHMI S 5. Al EEOFM ARG R GKIX 214D BN TH 5.

4.3.2 HEpEROEBFTE

F AV IZBFEOEREHRD IS & FID 2,53, cDCGAN CIBEFILZ T 5 &, BETFIEIXIS
& FID N HETH D. ACGAN LIEETFIEIE, IS DfEE SVHN @ FID OfEANFFEE OAE T
HDEN, 1S DIRZEDEIEH N LS ELERDN) T—2 a UDREBETHS L EX5. CIFAR-10
@ FID OfEilk, ACGAN &0 7 RA VY FRWHRETHS. PGGAN D IS DEIXIREFELD 1 K
A1V MELSBENTWSD, FID OEIXKIEAEWIZR 2o 72,

I, BFHEOEMEG & IREFIETHES U EREE% M 4.517R3. SVHN OASEGIZEEHT
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SVHN CIFAR-1 0

LI L7 Al GEEE. I
IIEIEI II =

a) cDCGAN

(b) ACGAN
= Vi

c) PGGAN

II ""”’
III (Ul

(d) Ours Generated images)

(e) Ours (Attentlon maps)

B 4.5: BFIRO B G & R-ETIEIZ L > TER U A,

LY, BTOFETHTLRBAUELREEIERTE TS, FFIETHGE KT 52, cDCGAN
AERBEGDON) T—2a VBRELTWSEWR S, —1, cDCGAN PO F3ETHRK L 7= Hifk
WEBEDON) T -2 a v ThHhsH, FENRT 4 ) T 113 PGGAN(c) 23 H B\, CIFAR-10 D4
BRI IE, RTOFEPHENICY 7 A% RET 5 2 L BWNEREGRTH 5. IREFIEOELHHES
WEHT 2L, %277 AORBRBEEIES KL TWE ZEDMRTE S, Bz, AETHRL
TG IZ R L 722 S ADYIL Ty b EIRAS XS REBICERLTWA.

ULofRzs s, SENICIEZLFETCHRBEDZ £V 74T, EEMIZIZ PGGAN IZIK
WCREFENIENERTHS.

53



M cDC-GANs [l AC-GANs (Hard) [ AC-GANs (Soft) PGGAN [ D2A2-GANs (Hard) [l D2A2-GANs (Soft) ----- w/o data augmentation

100 100
90 90
80 80
$ 70 I 70
T 60 T 60
g 50 g 50
— —_
2 40 Z 40
2 30 S 30
20 g B --- -BR--- - S-EE - 20 . - | :
3l < i
0 0
100 1000 10000 50000 100 1000 10000 50000
No. of augmentations . No. of augmentations
(a) Training data: 100
100 100
90 90
80 80
g 70 g U R | N R | | P R | | .
= 60 = 60
T 50 s 50
g 5
2040 e o L — ol | B Z 40
2 30 2 30
20 20
10 10
0 0
1000 10000 50000 100 1000 10000 50000
No. of augmentations No. of augmentations

(b) Training data: 1000

4.6; FEFHETER U ZEGE AW TEE LT TV OBIKEELE. (a) B X0 (b) #1245 CIFAR-
10, A3 SVHN OFHIEE 2R L TWAE, FIIZTF — X BiEZ2 AW U 2T TV ORI E
EHRLTWS

4.3.3 FCITHHZR & OFBBUFEE D LR

BFEOAKEGE HIET — 22 UTHWTEE U ZETVOMIKEE 2K 4.6 \TRT. £7, _—
AL BHET—ZH 100 3> TN D CIFAR-10 DFfBIMEEIZEH T 5 L, EEFIED Hard target
DFEENE, 2 TOMIEET ACGAN ORI IZ Soft target Z AW TFEH LzIR L FfEETHS. %
7z, ACGAN O i if4 12 Hard target % F\ 725551, cDCGAN & b %&Eu\%fa MRTES, I
1%, ACGAN D4 i 1% cDCGAN OAKEHR L D £ T b r =2 EWIZEH B 53 Hard 2
fifE 52V Z 2 IZRKNT 5. TD7-d, Soft target # W5 77 7"(5“@”&753‘ c¢DCGAN XD H R W
K% T 5. —H, PGGAN OFERITIEIFEA 1000 ¥ > TV ORI HEETFVEIC Hard target % fF
HUZAER % LR 255, IREFIEIC Soft target ZFIH L 72#ERICHDFERTH D, B4 DRETFIE
1, Soft target DfTG-2MEREM EIZEERL TH Y, BHEA RS EN T2 PGGAN 215 5 #G % 21K
FTEIENTES.

FET—2H100 %> T IO SVHN OFERIZ, JlTB A7z @ A & b B IZHNTWS. ACGAN
IZ Soft target % W7z #5581, Hard target & 0 HPEREDBIMIZEGE L TH D, #REFIED Hard target
OUREL D EEV. UL ULAAS, REFEOAKEBRIZ Soft target 2 5L THEHTEHI L&
T, BEIEHAY 1,000 > FIVEL EOKRHZ S BRWHERET, EREGROBEIFEZR L1 S/ 70 K12 D
WM EZER Uz, U LARDS, RETFEDERBEAIC Soft target 2 f15-L THE$ 5 LT,
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7 4.2: Ablation study.

MSE Acc.(%)
SVHN CIFAR-10 | SVHN CIFAR-10

Baseline || 0.0419 0.0437 88.9 60.34
w/o Lat || 0.0885 0.1006 89.7 52.7
w/o L5 || 0.0483 0.0487 6.1 10.0

RS 1,000 ¥ > TV EORHIZENZMRER RBEIL TE b, EREROMIER L S8 70 K1
v b OMRER EZER LU 7. PGGAN & Soft target % i\ /2 2R FIEOKE R % LK 2 L FAfEE T
H5.

R=A L BB T —ZOEH 1,000 3> TAZHEIM L7z & &%, 100 ¥ > TV DR L HEEL T,
SVHN & CIFAR-10 HAZ & T T — X HE %2 U TWARWAER 2 S OREE R LD 7w», 7272, 2
DOT—XEy M HIZ, FREFIEIZ Soft target Z V5 Z & TREZDMEREZHET 2 Z LW TE
%. FfZ, SVHN OFERIZERT % &, $REFIEIC Hard target 2159 2 &, BIE T — X BHEN
TE5ONTHRENSILT B. —F, Softtarget 153 % Z & TR DS BRI L T ReATHIZE 0 B
ZUDKE LB RWVEERZER L. PGGAN & Soft target % f\ N2 HE R FHEDOFERIT 2 T OBIE
BIZBWTHRETH 555, PGGAN IXFREFIE L 0 SR E T IVEREHT & o TrkEl 72 s 4 mk 2
FEHLTWDS. FEE, K41 D2 OREFHEOEEILX PGGAN T4 2 Z b h 5.

PAEDKERD S, REFIRICER S T Soft target # HHWTHEETEZ L IZ &> THEM ET2HN
AL 7z, 7272, RREFIEIUEROREI 2R E A ZBEEERTH 5720, FEIPHEAPT <
Soft target TR E % LT B TT — XKL LCREREME LZLEA 5. 5612, #2
FFEL D B R B O LA TR TETH > TH, Soft target # VWD Z & THRIFEE £ 72132
MRAEBT LI ENARETH 5.

4.3.4 Ablation study

ERRGEEIZ B 2 —BEME S Lo, B & T Attention branch D7 5 AN BT 2485 L4, TN
TNEREFEPSUIIRL THEE T 5 2 & THBIEROEEE %2 CIFAR-10 & SVHN % W T
HT 5. CENFMEEEE, EREGEHET — & & U T3 U7z ResNet-18 OiAIkEE 2, BATIC
RS RS (MSE) & ESIREI WS B aTlifERL . U T 5.

1 N
MSE = —[|M(z) - M()|3 (4.10)

EMSE |3, ABN O M () % 3% ¢ U T, Discriminator DA M (z) BMENT W B Y
S EHBIEETH S, 22T, M(x), M(x) € [0, 1)]VH*W T, NiZ¥ > 7L TH5. ResNet-18
FFET—X 100 %> TV ER=2L LT, 50,000 %> FIVOEKESTHEEL CTEE L. F£7z,
MSE (2 COH#imT — X 2 AL TEIBE L7, TNE N0 MFERZ £ 4.2 1TRT
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D2A2GAN (SVHN) ACGAN (SVHN)

9 9
8 m 3
7 7
6 6
5 5
4 4
3 3
2 2
1 1
0 0
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
D2A2GAN (CIFAR-10) ACGAN (CIFAR-10)
truck T35 &L truck
ship : ship
horse l.}-. horse E
frog frog
dog dog
deer deer
cat cat
bird bird
automobile automobile
airplane airplane
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

4.7: D2A2GAN & ACGAN, ZHFn D4R IZEI 9 % Discriminator D HE 515,

Loy DKL L TEENTOWARWRETIEIL, MSE 28 SVHN 8 & OF CIFAR-10 & £ I1Zf5LA LD
75 Z &H 5, Discriminator T ¥  EHHEES 2 E/TETVARV. #AKEILX, SVHN IXH
FREDIETH 275, CIFAR-10 DFEEIFE T OM N 2R L 72, ZOfEHRIE, SVHN % CIFAR-10 &
D HFAARPEMTH 27280, RN LREEP A NSRS TEHENMRIFENE Z L 2REBL T
W5, —Jj, CIFAR-10 I3 RAEMETH 2728, R % 5 £ < BT 5 & 5 s
MENHAT S ZENEELEEZS.

Los U THEE UIRETFIEIL, MSE 2 Baseline DI & HREETHS. ULLULENS, Ly, %
YR 5 Z 2, 77 ZA#H% Discriminator 72 5 HIRT B Z L I1IZFE L W28, FAIKEE ORI 2K
TERMEERALZ., ZhE, 725 ANz URLEZZET, ANUESEICHIG LU ZEEGE25E5 2 &8
Wz 220, EREHRIZRODPECTWS72OTHDLEZ D, B, #BIIRI B SVHN 28
CIFAR-10 X W EWKEETH S Z 21X, BICABRRZZHHICERNT L E2 5.

UEED, Loy BET Loys DYIBRIFILIZ, ARHEGZEET —2 2 LTFELZETVOMES
LB ERITEoNTERBEIbr -7z,

4.3.5 Softlabel ICE8 T 2ER

ACGAN C FEETFIEDOE KB L £ 12, Hard target & D & Soft target DFAERD AR, 7z, i
ETEIX ACGAN K 0 HE UK HEREM ELTWA. 2 DDTFIED Soft target & FAIKEEE DR % i
T 2572012, FEXIEKTFIED Discirminator 7 5 #5935, ROV v TIVIZEET 2 FlllER %2 28T
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5.

ACGAN B K URETHEOFRMER 2K 4.7 12837, MPr o TE 5L B0, ACGAN D Hikh
HRIIPR D 72 < onehot R MIUVITEWZ EAMERTE 5. —F, #RETFHEIL SVHN $ LU CIFAR-10
EBHITIEMRY T ALSNZD, FEB U722 5 RAITHERDP AL T VWA HEPHRTE L. Zhik, £h
%N ® Discriminator ND 27 T AR # D% EH HiEIZEK L TWwa. ACGAN I, Discriminator O i
Mgz eiEazBHAL T, BENE L 7 7 X% 35720, EffT7 7 ALSDI=y FHFEK L2
WESIZEHANRNT A =R EHHT S, §£-7T, HAMES L U THW onehot X7 MVIZIR D 72 <3k
L3 5.

—FH, ZEFIED Discriminator I& Attention branch N T GAP 2 A\WT 7 Z A9 572, R
< TOEIHED AL IR T HIMER L 70D, DF 0, HMRIAGIRERICER T 2EHANNT A —&2H
TFHELURWZ®, ACGAN &V b Soft iz R T AHNTE 5.

E&Y, 722 ZFHEBEBIZEELREBEEZERLZELTH, EREHRIZITSE TOBRIBEL 5.
DD, FULUTZT 7 AR U TEHERIA L TV BIRETFIED Soft target D f 238 Hlif55 & LT
BNTWbLE25.

44 FE&H

AREETIL, RO EHIE % & 8 U 7= iR 4 B A AT BE 72 Discriminator-Driven Attention-Aware
GAN (D2A2GAN) Z2ZE U7z, IBEFEIL, N—2A L2 3%BHT — X D375 W IR IZ A 4R 12 0
L T onehot X7 MVOHMIMER 25 L THET LI L CRITMBELAREOHELER L. X
7z, HRETFIED Attention branch 2* 5372 PRI A 2 HAE S L UTHFE U256, BITHsEi v E
U \WHEREIA EASHERR T & 72, T TdH 5 ACGAN (2B W T B [AFRIZ Discriminator 23H 1 U 72 %
HWAMAEBMIESE UTFE LA, REFHRICKIFRVERTH S Z EAMIHAL 7.

ACGAN Y R FEOTFMOHZ DT L2 25, ACGAN X4y b7 —2 DF%EF E onehot X2
FVIZER D 2 GEWAAERH I EIND Z e 2R L7z, —H, BEFERIIFEMLZZ T AW LT
HHERPE DU ToNB LI RTFHA/GETH B0, TRNNVAL=Y VT DL S RIEALRI R D
BRIIZE A N, MREM Iz DD/ EFEZX o5,

RETIRIIHIET — X & U TENMEREZ FHE T E 5%, GAN OAEREG I T — & 234574
CEFPICEPEELG 2L PS5 NTWS [139]. £77, GAN T & % Wi Ak IX CIFAR-10 2
BEOY YV TINVERREL B0, BonzY TV EOT -2ty b2FE L, —Xtv b %
BIET 5 Z EWNHETH L. Lizhi->T, SBOFEL LT, BonzT—28TS £ < EHREEH
A RE7ZR 2 ST IE DR R ATHIZE [140] & DA B DENBE TSNS,
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B5SE

OB > 7L DS iR % 1558 L 7= #K

XY E

CNN (2B WTENZ BRI E FEB T 572D121F, 7— KZIEilE [16, 133, 134] 1T X > TT — X D&
ENYVIT—va vEBRLTEET e BINTHS. ThIZLoT, CNNIZATIHEGIZ [
PR E), FREAZM bR & D HRFEERN R/ 4 KK U CEIZ 7 5 A%, adversarial examples & L T
HEHETWAEZOH ZEEIC L > TR XS5 N/-HER [10] 1255 TH 5. adversarial examples
FEGRD LT T <, VRO AHEE [141), XY Tav 2T AT —2 a3 [142]
BWTHR- M2 FRTE 5. ZOEBNC L 2MUNRZ bIE, —BIIZ ABNTIXERE IR EE T
H572, CNNEZR—ZA L7 7V r—yay (BEEEEGER LY o 7R O F ) 54
DEBE2E. TDD, BE K DHHEMRESNTWS [61, 143,110, 111,2,15]. ZOHTH,
Adversarial Training [11] & CNN Q552 HET 5720 DFiEke LTHRE 27 — D8RR F
% Td 5. Adversarial Training [JIEENE R Z X —ZIZETNDNRIA—REFTHTEHILI2E-T,
adversarial attack {2 U T NZA MRETIVEMHET 52N TE 5. LA’ L, CNN IE Adversarial
Training FIZEE L WEBIZ (5 Lo F 8235 2 LT, I 2068 H ET25—4,
BEDRVEE T TS 2 0 BEENE LS LT 5. ZomEEE 2BRBEO ML — R A
ZIZBLT, < OFEHEIT & o Thk~ BBl S BERIY S K CRERINZZEEIADED ST\ 5.

Schmidt 5 [14] IZHEYED 72 DI IZERER LA LD SR TEHML T - 2P ETHHI L %
HERIIZEE U7z, 2 OEERIZHEDWT, HEIESHR VT — X 2 KEICED THHIZL LFEE %217
5 Z & T, kD Adversarial Training & © H¥EREM L9 2 Z L BVFEBRKITR ST T WS [109, 108].
Yin 5 [144] 1% adversarial examples, 77 A/ 4 A% 32 k5 A ML fog A L 72 7 — X i,
clean 727 — R % BRI 56 Z £ C, RIEZRBVIZ/R U2, Yin & [144] 12 & % &, adversarial
examples (ZIEHEOEBGR L D B HRFEKRA VL GO, @EOEG LA 2 HFEB» R0, b
L—RNAT753%4E9 5 & EiE U7z, Tsipras & [145] %, adversarial training & @5 D FE TETIIH
EOHRDRMENRID Z L2 IRERBIZ K > TR Uz, Tsipras 5 [145] OFfERILE B IK D&
WIZHSRLTWA &EFEZ 51 5. Lee & [15] 1% Adversarial Training (2 &> T Y h 7 —27 DEAD
F AT B A A B b X 415 Adversarial Feature Overfitting (AFO) % /3 U, AFO [ 55 D [a] 85K &
L T AVmixup ZiREL 7-.

INORTMIEDERZEFLDD YL, MU —RFATOREFRBRANV Yy VaFEOT —XEH
EHWEZHIL o TRIZUNZAMBEGZEMETES. £IT, AR TRIOMELZET
N=varve LT, BEOSEEEZRD DD, EN/EEN: %2 15 T & % Adversarial Training % £
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%3 5. AVmixup (SRR EE U 72 EH & D mixup [16] B & O label smoothing [56] Z F|fH3$ % Z
T, ETIVIZIEANLRIRAZBEALDDER T =X DO ANy V2IEEL CTEEAS%Z P L7z, Lee
5 [15] 1Z AVmixup OFIFIZHT 2047 % L TWARWAS, Guo & [146] 12 & > T mixup L7=H > 7L
ETEDELRRIR L B B L RMANGHRINDG Z EHRINT WS, AVmixup (ZHEFH 2 MERER FHL T
W5 AY, Adversarial Training (Z & - THlll## 3 2 BB E AT R ITRELE L2 D TH B 72D REMK T
HD. ZTOEOAMETIE, FEPOEBHEHON) T—2 a2 I S5ICEFITTH201C, Hf
N CHEE)DFRE 12 R — X % £572 ¥ 72 Masking and Mixing Adversarial Training (M2AT) Z{2£3 5.
REFEFUTICRT 2 DO L% # T adversarial examples Z E#H 3 5.

1 B NAA DM EE R & 725 KD ITER L 72N F ) v 2212 K 2 EE)D Masking.
2. —ER7ZVEEEAD 2 D& LR DN Z W T Mixing.

adversarial examples IZZHfE 5 & U CHEED I RIVAL—Y V7 2GHTEI L, 77 AKDOH
IZE> TUIRUVIRITRE ARSI 5. 22T, @YY 7L L adversarial examples £ Z WD F
B34 % 8 U CTHEAFAE % Z & ©, Adversarial Training (238 L7z 7 NV AL — YV 7 % 246
5. KMEOEMZEZLHBILLLTDED THS.

o RERINLFEBRIZ L 5 TI NNV AL =YV 7 DORMES KT, adversarial examples % CNN (25 %
REDRDEENEHS DI, HTR I RNVAL=Y VT ik REET 5.

o Fllfgirh @ adverarial examples D/NY) T— 3 Y EEGHEEIDE ) v F 58T, KHELH
D X vy THEF AT & 558 /)7 Adversarial Training % #2873 5.

e CIFAR-10 T— &t v F 2 AWEERIZBWT, BT E @A L 5 RO MEE 2 &K
L7222 %2MEL, RETFEORREVHRIZIOWTHRT 5.
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Clean FGSM PGD

Ground truth: 7, Prediction: 7 = Ground truth: 7, Prediction: 4 = Ground truth: 7, Prediction: 4
1.0 1.0 1.0
© 08 0.8 0.8
Q
=
Q
S o6 06 06
=)
=
3
O o4 04 04
0.2 0.2 0.2
0.0 0.0 0.0
0 2 4 6 8 0 2 4 6 8 0 2 4 6 8
Class index Class index Class index
Indices: [2,0,6,3,1,9,8,5,4,7] Indices: [0,9,2,5,1,8,3,7,6,4] Indices: [7,8,5,1,9,2,0,6,3,4]
___________________________________________________________ @ e
Clean FGSM PGD
Ground truth: 6, Prediction: 6 Ground truth: 6, Prediction: 6 Ground truth: 6, Prediction: 4
1.2 12 12
1.0 1.0 1.0
L 08 0.8 0.8
Q
=
Q
g 0.6 0.6 0.6
=
3
U 0.4 0.4 0.4
0.2 0.2 0.2
0.0 0.0 0.0
0 2 4 6 8 0 2 4 6 8 0 2 4 6 8
Class index Class index Class index
Indices: [8,2,0,7,5,9,1,3,4,6] Indices: [5,7,0,1,8,2,9,3,4,6] Indices: [6,8,1,5,2,7,9,0,3,4]
(b)

5.1: @E DY > 7 )V, FGSM & PGD T3K& 7z adversarial examples, TN Z % ETIIZATI LT
oD Tl e FHIFRER.

51 FRDHODH

¥ 9, [3JE% X adversarial examples % £ D & 5 IV — )V TARIEfRY T AL UTAFET 5D07 |
EWD T e IR AR R & LTI 5 5. Zhang & [83] IZFRBIBEARAHE DY ¥ TV HIHUN R E
Lo TR RS AANBET 5720, ML - EORMEICEENEC S Z &2 FRU .
ZOERIF2 77 ANFUTIRE T XEEIZR T E 208, %2 7 A5HR RPN EIZ 5.
U723 T, @Y > 7 )L & adversarial examples (233 2 PRI Z 0 T5 28T, 22008
TV OBRMEZ I S 2T T 5.

5.1 1% CIFAR-10 TH#H L7z E T WVICEH 22 L DY >~ 7V, FGSM 2 & % adversarial examples,
PGD (Z & % adversarial examples % AJJ L TR/ L N5 FHISA & FHIFRZRL TV, FHMEFL
T IAENTNDAS VT v 7 AFET T 7 EHIZELTWS. £z, &7 77 FiciEEnz
oYY TNEETIVIZANUEBIZFHE N2 J AEAL % FIHIZ L TR LU TWS. [ 5.1(a)(b)
XZNZ N, FGSM & PGD $HIZFEDFEDE U726 & PGD O AR E U 7-Hl 2R L TWAS.

5.1(a) 1ZR 9 & 512, FGSM % PGD iZ & - TR 7= adversarial examples (%, FIEE T > T
ENFLUIZE Q2 F/HIHERPE WY T ALENET DMAIZH 5 I L DHRATED. ZOFE
&, e-ball WIZHAEL TWAIBIBEFARE DY > TAH, BUNSEENZ X - Tl 7 A #E s &
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ONZEMRABIENTES. JNBIIZ, ER7 I AE2RWEZE2TDI I AMERBPE D 2<EL L
LA, BRKEDOY 27 2B T 5 LN TE 5.

B 5.1(b) 12T D1, FGSM iE 1 27w S THEEZ KD 5720, UIXUITBRIZERT 5 Z L h
HBH, PGD 2B Z L T2HEHIZEWS ARSI NS L5 E#HERDODLZZENTES. Z
i, FPHIDGIZBWTIEMZ 7 AR EIHD T T AMERPIMEIIZE W2, PGD % H\W 714
BB K D EYICERSH I E 5 EEINRD 5 5.

INSOFERIZED L, ETNVE DA AT FHIAM DR 5 AL OfESR %2 SEHIZ
T5Z LT, HONBERIINS D@L BT S WA S, FEEE, Fu b [147] 1 ET NV AL—Y
VI RAWEFEIZE ST, WS OPOHNREEZHETES Z 2 RLTWS. XD, #h
7o MEE % 153 B 72 1Z1F Soft label 72 ¥ 2 FIWTETF VDO INAZEIHIZT B Z L BNEETH
% Lig FiRY 5.

52 REFE

ARETIE, Masking and Mixing Adversarial Training (M?AT) 22X LM 2R 5. M2AT i, #
HrizNY T —3¥ 3 VEER adversarial exmaples #FE U, [Eff7 7 A 2R\ ERSH%2 T T
MITB2ZLNWHNTHS. ZOFEFGEICL ST, @EODBREEZHMERE LS, @nzeT0
DFEEMEZ ST 5.

5.2.1 Overview

REFIE Madry & [11] EFEBET, & Q2D ITRT L2, BEDREBOKEIZ L > TEE)
0 € R¥>*hxw 22 F)LDARD SMERT 5. ROZEENIREKD L S5 12H v TVICERENSLTTE
T IV ARBUNIEHIESDTIZNRL, RETDH2 200 E N LU TEHZMNE5T 5.

9, ROZEBENINA F VAT Lo T HOAEH ZIKEH L, SROEHEANIET 5. D
0, ZOLEZEU TIERKT % adversarial examples (%, [Hiffd D —E D AMUN 2 BB A H X
TWBZLiTiqd. WA FIUYAT 2 IS ETRMOUMELZIT\, 2 DD DAEINZ &L 5%
b X Nz Eif 2155, N1 F YA OEHEPCEINNGOFMI 5.2.2 THAZ L X THMIZTIEN
5. X6, 7 7ABDEMUZBOINELRREZ BT 570D T NVAL—Y VT 2EAT 5.

W, FEERADBUNREENZ X > TELSE S5z, 2 D20Y Y TV A EREO LR THIEAHM L,
1 D ® adversarial examples % fEk 3 5. SLITHIZETIE, ROEHHZ2HLOY > FIVICEBENE S
20, REFIEE 2 EEOME OEF VRIS 5 & 512 adversarial examples Z kS 5720, €T
UDRFETZEEHON) T— 3 U EMIET 5 Z 2N TES. 20D adverarial examples (253 % ki
fE51E, —HOALEHDEE NIZEGICH L TERLZHNIES %2, S 5IHEMAITLIZ itk
TEHETS. IS DOUEDOFEMIL 5.2.3 TR 3.

Bf&IZ, ¥ 5.212 M2AT O adversarial examples {E% FIEDOBE&X], Algorithm 1 (Z$EEF1E D JLHL
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®

M € {0, 1}>w T Partially perturbed
image
Perturbation Input image Adversarial example
A\
M Partially perturbed

image
5.2: M2AT % i\ 7z adversarial examples DfERLD I >+ 7 X,

DRI — R E2/RT. B521280WC, MEINAIFIIRY, M=1-M, @ L @lFThth, &
FMEBERILOMERLTWS. £72, A\ i Beta(a,a) 6H Y7V VI UEAFGHTH 5.

5.2.2 Masking phase

EE 2~ 27T 5T, £9, XM FUTRZ M e {0,1}> 2HWTR 2.21) TR 7=
HE) 6 O —EHEBEMHE L, VTN il TE I T HOAEBI Nz E&EERT L. Z
DUIEE N F VY AZDORI, 2FD 1 - M OBAEEITI. Tk D, M 2AWEE IR
W, 1—MZ2HWZEEIIEEAPE#SINSZ 12k, ZNSOWUBIZMTOATERINS.

& = z+860M (5.1)
€ = z+60(1—-M) (5.2)

NAFVIAT M DIERDRKEZ B = (rgy,TyysTags Typ) 1, CutMix [133] & [FFRIZ, —HRIAA
U0, 1] 5% 7V v UEROME N ZHWVTUTOX S IZRET 5.

re. ~ U[0,W], s, = min (W, Wy/T— A+ 7"11) (5.3)
ry, ~ U0, H], r,, =min (H,H\/l A+ ryl) (5.4)

SSAYFHTN & RRICELSH YTV Vo LEE LTS, SHORE S ry, &1y, BT VR
KMEPEES D70, 3=y FRORTH Y SN CREDHIBMEE KE XARD 505, Kb
P HE DR N T, T ORTRIKIEAS FY A2 M 253 5.

1 ifry, <M. ; <rg,,ry, <M. <r
M= 1 J 27" Y1 Y2 (5.5)

0 otherwise
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Algorithm 1 Masking and Mixing Adversarial Training

Require: Training dataset D, batch size n, training epochs 7', learning rate 7, model parameter 6, hyper-
parameter of beta distribution «
Require: The function deriving adversarial perturbation A
Require: Masking function ¢
1: fort=1,...,7 do
2:  for {z;,y;li=1,...,n} ~Ddo
3 &; + Az, y:;0)
4 0 — & —x;, \ ~UJ0,1]
5 data masking and label smoothing phase:
6: €, & titi — &(24, 65,1, \1), A2 ~ Beta(a, )
7 data mixing phase:
8 & A&+ (1- )&
9 Ui < Xoti + (1 — M)ty

10: model update:

I1: 04160, —1- %Z?:l VoL(Zi, Ui 6r)
12:  end for

13: end for

14: return model parameter 6

2T, 1y < M. j < vy \FHPFAND 2 S AROERIZ 1 ZRATHIEERLTED, 7y <M, <
Ty V& y BT ABRDOILZ475 Z e 2K LTV 5.

X G BLORK (5.2) TRDZENEND —HEHEGIT T HEHAE 51, EROKES I 2R
T B Ay TR, (EEIX AT A\ i IR o mR X, = 2 o)< =rn)
BV TA=RE LT, MADTRNVAL=VVTIZE>THRET 5.

t = NMy+ag(l—X)s (5.6)

Sl
Il

gNis+ (1= X\)y (5.7)

ZZT, ylXIEMEI I AN 1 D onehot X7 bV, 4y=1—-ylZIERI T ARRL I TIANRETI D
N7 MLERLTWS,

WHDOINVAL=Y VTR ETDY T AZELSHEREZED M TED, 77 ZBDPEML &
BE, 177 AZEH DY TONBIERINSISRD, LIEVIXREARRE S, ZOTNERKE %
WEFB72012, BETDZINNVAL-Y VI TIHMLREZEONUTEI I A%2RETD. 77 A%R
ETBHEELT, UTFD2 D%iftd 5.

1. EfRI Ay 2R\ T ADS TV RALIIRET 5.
2. Algorithm 1 1D & % AJJ U 7zI¢ D FRIFERIMR N2 5 ZHERZEHI D YT 5.
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TWREZE DU TEISAA VTV IAEEGEM, 25ABE K £T5L, BEFEDOTNVAL—
VI THAT RN s BRIk - TREINS.

iTieA1

S${i=0,...K} = (5.8)

|

0 otherwise
CDEIBHERPFHFE T NINVAL—I VT TEHILIZLE-T, MELREBHZ#IT DD, koo R
WAL= v T L EROMBEPFRETE S,

5.2.3 Mixing phase

AVmixup [FEHEDOY VTNV EALEOFREEZ RE L 2B TH SHTER ENETH I L IT& -

T adversarial examples Z/E 9 5. U2 L, BEREEOEIBLIIROEHZDOLDOTHD, D
BRI 72N ) T— /a/@&&?ﬁb BEEEGEON) T—2a v e W B TRENTH 5.

& % 13 adversarial examples DNY T— 3 V&S 52 L IZ K> T ML — FA 7 OfHZ A A
5% 7-&, Masking phase TRD722 DDH > T & &/ L T 1 DD adversarial examples % {EK 3 5 45
DD, TD=d, HEEZRETEOESEETIE, AVmixup ® mixup 23&I1ZL T, ELEOHNF
&@20@#%®&EﬁéM# BERAT LI THiGeh2EHTS. 22T, RETIRZE
U CH#45 T & % adverarial examples 1, 1 DDERENIZ 2 DDEEOEEANIEL 72 HfF L 05 Z &
IZIEEI N,

Ao ~ Beta(1,1) ZNffitb e 95 &, mixup L7V v 7L 2 & FNITHT BHHIES g 1FxAI
XoTkdbons.

& = X+ (1-X)E (5.9)
g = Xt+(1-X)t (5.10)

Z OHLER % 8 U THERL U 7z adversarial examples IZBI LT, Ay =0 £721F A\ = 1 DI, AVmixup O
v=1EMRUIE LR B. ZDD, AVmixup & D HNY T— 3 v EELR Adversarial examples
EEETHI AR D, HR SRR ESHIGFTE S,

5.3 FHlEER

AKETIE, BEFEOHHEMEREZ T 372012, W OOk TEE KT 5. KEER
Tl¥, ¥—ZX %ty b & LTCIFAR-10 & CIFAR-100 % f#ifi 3 %. CIFAR-10 %, 32 x 32 ® RGB T,
50,000 DFEFHHY > T ILE KO 10,000 DHEGRAY Y TV EET S 10 7 7 AOHRE G T — Xy b
Thd. {7 I7AIHT2H 2 FVEIE, FEHALLTS5,000 8> 7V, HawHe LT 1,000 9> 7
VHEINTWS,. —f, CIFAR-100 1%, &2 52D 2 FIVEMFEME LT 500 3> 7L, #
MAHELTI00 Y Y FVHEINTWS Z & 2R\\WT, CIFAR-10 LRILTH 5.
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531 EEROFMRHRTE

AFEERTIX, CIFAR-10 $ & OF CIFAR-100 & % {2 WRN34-10 (Wide Residual Networks) [148] % fii
MUTHEET 5. 1280y FH A X% HANT200 TRy Z7%8T 5., HoEbBEEIIIEE RN 0.1,
EAVZRLN09, weight decay 732.0 x 1074 DE A > & L E R A B R (momentum SGD)
i3 5. CIFAR-10 IZBW\WT, ZEBIZEHEIED 50% & 75% T 1/10 129 5. CIFAR-100
IZBWTIX, cosine annealing Z W THERE A Va—) v 735, FHKOT — ZXBIEIXS >~
K21y 7 ¥ Horizontal flip Z L, &Y 27 v [0,1] DHEPIZINE 2 & 5 ITEHET S, %2
HrhoEHIE, KEFREHN k=10, BEFEHEEI e=8, AT v THA XD a =20 PGD %{#iH
LTk b, EEHFEHH e ATy TV A X ald, ANMF Y TVDRTr—NIZEbE B HERD
L7280, TNThEY 7 XIVORKIMETH S 255 THET 5.

T FOVOREEN: % Sl 5 72 D DOEUTAIEIX, FGSM [2], PGD [11], CW [68] Z{#i/3 5. PGD-k
X CW-k D k IZXERIEZERL TWDE. REFIELDOHBRRIUTIIRTEEITHS.

e Standard: BHDOFEF —X DA TFEL-ETFI.
e PGD: kK =10,¢ = 8/255, o= 2/255 ®D PGD % A\ 7-38% D Adversarial Training.

e PGD withLS: T N)VA L — > J% F\WTiliH O Adversarial Training. AL — V785 A —
2%, #Ed, Beta(l,1) oV TV I 5.

e AVmixup: Lee 5 [15] & [AIBRDEE T #E L 72 AVmixup.

CIFAR-10 I8 WT, BEFEIFZIEMY 7 A 2R BTD T T AT —RRIZHERZE D 4T —Hn
HEAWTIRNVAL=I VIS, EVzse, ZONHIERGYITBWT, 2521V T Y
I AFEEDREIN M| =9 LEMAUIETH 2. CIFAR-100 1ZEWT, REFIEIZEMS 7 A%
BRNT 10 7 5 AIZHERZE D YT S, AFERIZBWT, VX LII0 7 AEERT ZIETIES
MZ2AT (rand), 7 T AMERIMEN T T A0 6 EINT 2EEFIEE M2AT (as.) L KilT 5.

532 FRELLERER

£ 510 EOT 1y 712 CIFAR-10 OF5H %2 /73, M2AT X FGSM & PGD-10 & & U PGD-20 %
PN 7= B i 2 B U C BRI BEEME S B U7z, 72, IRETIEOEE O T~ 0FE
U7z AVmixup & 0 1 KA ¥ MREEL DFERTH - 725%, AVmixup D SCHE & (X FIFRE DK % 3%
U7z, CW OFERIZEIL T, AVmixup DFERD S5 3 KA > MREE U 2vEENSEE S W id -
Tz —H, BEFIERIIBWT, PGD-10 8 LU PGD-20 & 12 80%% L[ 5458 TdH Y, PGD O
RS 30 BA > b, AVmixup OFEER P S5 20 K > MEBEMER M ELZ. 2512, K 54105
K DIZ, M?AT (& AVmixup & FABRTHE/NZ NG % AT & 5 2 & AR T E 72, AVmixup (&
TN NMEEGPECRWE FRINTWSDY, F22E L 72 AVmixup [JERSCE & FFRE OVEREIC £ B
b6, 531 2RFT &DIZ, ONANEEENEL B Z & E2MHER L. BEFIRIECW SN OKE
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F£ 5.1 BEY Y PIVITKRT B MR E & HOTI BRI A O . KFIXEREMERED TIE,
« IR MEOREZIHL TWAZ 2R LTV,

Dataset Model Clean FGSM PGD-10 PGD-20 CW-20

Standard 9548  7.25 0.0 0.0 0.0
PGD 85.83  58.66 52.09 50.80 30.16
PGD with LS 86.33  61.67 55.87 54.78 30.36

CIFAR.10 BAT [75]* 91.2 70.7 - 57.5 56.2
AVmixup* 9324  78.25 62.67 58.23 53.63
AVmixup 94.81 80.28 69.29 65.01 54.8
M2AT (WRN28-10) | 92.09  73.67 65.83 63.06 55.04
M2AT 93.16  83.35 82.29 80.66 56.90
PGD 61.29 46.01 - 25.17 -
AVmixup* 74.81  62.76 - 38.49 -

CIFAR-100 | AVmixup 77.15  53.32 - 27.00 -
MZ2AT (a.s.) 67.76  43.05 35.62 33.80 -
M2AT (rand) 68.76 4491 36.62 34.66 -

BT, WEOSKME LHEEEDOX vy TEBINICKETETWA Z e bnd. £z, R—2A
EF)L% BAT [75] &L ETEH U AHERIIBWTD, @E OO ERE B X OUEEM W LU 7z,

£5.112BVWT, BEFERS 2 TOTFIEILFGSM & PGD-10 X PGD-20 DI 10 K1 > Mg
EOX vy THEL TS, SEIIC, REFIREIZNS OREEENIZL AL RN EDHERTE .
Z OBRRITIER ICHRE N2, 5.3.4 THMIZERT 5.

£51DFDOT Ty 72 CIFAR-100 DFERIZEHT 5 L, AVmixup Oi XAl % A2 K55 % #153
B EINTERD o7, EELU7 AVmixup & D SRR ET VEEST S LN TES. AVmixup
DORERIL, FH 512X 5 CIFAR-10 AW /252%E! % CIFAR-100 IZAHE L7722 LTH, iz > £
SEHBT I ENTERN 57, PGD DFEREBEFIEZ IS 5 &, FGSM 131E & A LA UK
Thh, BEOHFERE L PGD-20 1£7 K1 > h& 10 K1 ¥ MEEWEI N, Zhik, REFIE
P PGD & b 4 HEREIE L MDD F vy TE2FERT 572DITEH L TWDHE WA D, TNV AL—
VI DEWIZELT, AIES I ANSHEREE D Y TEIMERIZITI VAL IAEZRDL LD E
DIENICLBHERTH 7. ZhE, BIEHZ 5 ANHERZE| D YT 5 HENFEH R[> T,
EINTIVRLENRZ UL B ZEMRHEKNTH 5.

7 5.2 12 TRADES & OMERELER 2R T, 24, AVmixup RIREFIEIZL > TEH T L5720 DHE
% fER LT, TRADES QLM EF/MET 2 L5 ICFETHERTHS. REFIRIIB IS8
H D HKEE 1X TRADES % F\\ 72 AVmixup 1245 2§55 TdH 5 A%, PGD-20 &9 2 M1 10 K1
VIREMELUZ., 5010, REFEREEOSHME L PGD 1T & 2B I T 2o o

I'The official implementation of AVmixup: https://github.com/Saehyung-Lee/cifar10_challenge
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100 100
90 90

80 80
70 70
X

60

iv 50 v«MvNuM-Ww——w-—

%)

g 50 o
g 40 |

Accuracy (
Accuracy (%)
g 8

20 20
10 10

1 51 101 151 1 51 101 151
training epochs training epochs

(a) Clean data (b) Adversarial examples

5.3: @E Y > 7V & adversarial examples (2 X3 2 4 KEKEE D HEFS.

7 5.2: CIFAR-10 123 1F 5 TRADES & OB, KFITmxEMEREEZ R L TWD.

Clean PGD-20
PGD 87.3 47.04
TRADES (I1/A=1) | 88.64 49.14
TRADES (1/A =6) | 84.92  56.61
AVmixup 90.36  58.27
M2AT 89.35  69.76

X vy 7% AVmixup £ D HFEMNIT 5 Z & 2R L /2.

5.3.3 Ablation study

F 53 IIBETEN S < A7 B (Masking) & 2 DD T — X DREGMEE (Mixing), 7RIV AL—Y
V7 (LS) YR L7z EDLETOMAGLEICBITAMEEZRLTWS., FEETIVIEN?TRRZHE
BBREEZFEHLTEELTBY, SNNVAL—=Y VYT DNT A =X Beta(l,1) oY 7)) 7
L7zfied 5.

£53&0, FNNVAL=Y VT RFEHALTEFET 721 TH, £5.1 TRUZ AVmixup & [[AFE

% 5.3: IREFIED Ablation study. RNFIdEmEMEREZRLTW5.

Masking Mixing LS | Clean FGSM PGD-20
v | 8633 61.67 54.78
v 89.60 54.75 44.70
v v 19397 7481 60.96
89.92 56.36 43.72
v 19336 65.80 42.46
v 90.21 60.14 49.25
v v | 93.16 83.35 80.66

ENENENEN
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Accuracy (%)

E—I;l;dget L e-btdget €e-budget
(@ a=2.0 (b)a =4.0 (c)a=8.0

5.4: ZAEBFF AP € %\ 72 adverarial examples (253 28 E OH#HERE. FGSM 32 TD o7 7
THUMERTHB.

EDRERERTE 2. TRV AL—V VT T - 2DORANEZMAEDE S Z LT, PGD-20 D
HEAREE X AVmixup DFSCE % B[R DHEEZZER L 72, ORI, AL—IV VT NRT A= RHPEH)
EThH25ZLERNT, v=10 AVmixup & ¥flin¥ETH 5.

NAFVI AT BHNT 721 EE) U 72 adversarial examples 2 D £ F#2H 32 &, mHEflM I
# 5.1 D PGD DFEHRIZH L2 H DD, EHEODEIEEHIMENTH LU, ZORRIE, HEEn7zH
HEBHINTRWEBORZL 5 HEHEE S £ <RI 5 Z 2T, @HEODHREDOET 2T
5T L%&RBLTWA. adversarial examples @ DY > TV A EGHHT 2 Z 212 L TH A
BRDZENEZD.

— ORI D AEB U7z HR LT RVAL =YV TP TERETE T, @EONERE L
FGSM 12519 % sHEVEAN W 195 A%, PGD-20 OFERIFFEBRETH 5. —J5, 2 20— HEHEEE
FRIEA# L T 1 DD adversarial examples (2 £ &5 Z & T, PGD (209 2k LA Ed 5032 D
HOKENHIT D NRSIWRTES. bbb, ZNo6DOFFIZLTONIEEFIHL -1
EFEPBRLBOHEREEPTEL I 2R TN,

5.3.4 Additional discussion

M2AT (2813 % FGSM & PGD OBk  —f%#iZ, PGD % H\W TR % adversarial examples 1%
e-ball DZEHINZ EEIZHRER T 5720, FGSM & D HMWEF 2 W THRI NS Z L1245, Lk
MoT, Zho 2 DDKBITN T HHEIEDHIZIZRE 2T vy THEL S, —7, 532 ThR%
£ 212, RETFIRILFGSM & PGD (Zx1d 2 BEVEARRREIZ 0 5. ZOBRKZMRNT 572012, €
TV EBRS HEEOBEFAH e x KE L2 EOKEHBZHET 5.

X 5.3 1%, SEEFFAHPZHWTFGSM & PGD-10 M2 TR 7= adversarial examples 1249
DNBREEEZRLTVWS. MS3DRTDI T 7IZBEWT, l##H FGSM, F##23 PGD-10 & L T
W3, AVmixup (F e =8 2z & SENMREZZRTE 5D, e =8 £ D & KEREHFAHIH
Tl FGSM & PGD-10 (29 @M & HIZBIIZHLT 5 Z LR TE 5. THid AVmixup
PEFRIZHA W EEFAHEEIKEZEL TWE 72D, IDIAVWERTERI NZRWEENCMEY &
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%% 5.4: PGD-20 Z H\\ /= Transfer R—ADT T 9 IRy 7 AT Ry 7 DFER., BOFHEEFIREE T
W, WDTEIGHET LVERLTNS,

Defense Attack model
model PGD PGD withLS AVmixup
PGD - 50.83 50.86
PGD with LS | 54.89 - 54.86
AVmixup 64.86 64.76 -
MZ2AT 80.77 80.62 80.82

5. PGDIZBWT, ELWHIZ b 57293, AVmixup & FIRET K E 2 BB 2R AR I LT
FTHD., WIS, REFEFL2TOMEFAHFAICEVWTEFEID SENEREMETE
5. oI, BEFEIBVTe=32 FTOMURIFIFELVWEMT EZ 22, @Mz iR T
EHZEDERTE 2. DFED, AVmixup IXFH A U - EBh A RPN O 22 I LD R K
ERBRAVIDVELFEL TR EEZEZ OGNS,

Black-box attack Ff%(ZE 7 )L @ Black-box 7= K853 2 BEMEN: 2 PFHE T 572012, [LREOFIE
THEUEZETIVOEHZAVTHOETIVEKET 5. white-box BWKBEIZETIVDOEA/INT A —
ROFEBERERTRHINIREBORETH 5720, FHHENTHS. TDD, WENRO
NTGA=ZRETRADIREBIZH U CHEETH D Z EREEL RS, R54I1TRT LT, BEFIE
FADETFINTROZEBENHN U TRBEN/Z AT A -V ARERTE. #oT, RAXDTHE
FAWTEELUZETVITESEEUNDE TN DOEED S/ER L 7B ) h & DFEEE 21 DITZE
UTHGAEEZIT) 28N TES.

54 F&H

AFETIZ, N FVIRAZE2AWCTEEZ 2 DI L T, EEONFFLLTIEA T % Masking and
Mixing Adversarial Training (M2AT) 228 L7z, 512, 7T ABDBHEMUZBO I XV L—T v
TN ELRRINCE 2720, ZOMEZRIRT 72O 7RI NIVAL—V VTR RELE.
FFHEIL CIFAR-10 T — X &y MZBWT, fEkiEL D BRINICE@MEZ N EXE 27210 Th<, @
WONHREE OMFFHAREE Uz, LA L, CIFAR-100 7 — Xt v b Tld, RERFEICITET %
MR SNTZE DD, CIFAR-10 D & 5 723 UWHEREM RIKER T E R0 o7z, T, IREFIEL
BWTEEZ SR L TEREDEETEM L 72 adversarial examples 7%, 29 2 aiDEE) & Bz 3 7=
b, FEPAZEIWLR->TWEHEEZ NS, /2, XM FVIAZIZL>TY Y L -EEERO
ATETIVHPEDNFET DI R>TVRVWILEHEFEKD 122 LTHEALNDS., TD=d, 54
DL LT, HENAOEBEHEHBOATE T IVEMOEI TSNS & 5 REEREH HEDOELD,
TRNAL— VT FHEOBEE R ENE TSN 5.
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Hoz=
%S ABDY—I v EEREL -

HFE

O EIBITFI4 D 1 D Td 5 Adversarial Training [2, 11] 1& > ¥ TV 7R 58 F ik 18 & (B 72 iifi
WEESTEE—F, BNNRANMEESCEEY VIV T A2 0EBEZLILI T2 250
T3 [83,149]. 5 & TlX, %HBk7% adversarial examples 2 ZEHFIZ/ERT A Z L 2 HIWE LT W=,
AFETIE, BNRA MEEE %< 72HDSED—DTH 5 Instance-Reweighted Adversarial Training
(IRAT) [101, 105, 102, 103, 104] 25 H U 7205 %247 5.

IRAT 3B R e &Y v TV oo~ —Y v 2 BEEE L UTEHRE L, FRBRHINBELEE AT
HANEHT D, £ UT, IRAT 3RD7ZEHAZEY V TIVOEEAED NT, HA S HEREZE
B/MET 5 Z 8 TENZE TV OMHEEN 2R T 5. Zhang 51T & o THRZE X 117z Geometry-Aware
Instance-Reweighted Adversarial Training (GAIRAT) [102] %, PGD DF/NAT v 7H (LPS) IZ & > T,
BV TNVOEEEEZEHRT D, LPSIFEFEY VIV 2R E LT, PGDIZ &> THBEL R K
LMD U ATy THERLTVWE 2O, ANERIZBIT AR D~ —Y v ERL
TWHERADZENTED. Y=V UAWNI VTV IVEHBIER L EL, HEDOY R 7 A EW
72, RELEADVEHID YT oS, GAIRAT I D Adversarial Training & 0 H E 7- mH{E M %
HFTE LN, LPS LD Y=Y VEHRNMNE LD, PGD S OKBIIH LT TH L. 5
12, GARIAT 3 L \Wa A ME#EEHRE T 5.

Margin-Aware Instance Reweighting Learning (MAIL) [103] & A 312549 2 FllfE R & A TRk B2
REDI—Y UV 2EHT DI LT GAIRAT DFm 2wk U7z, BARMIZIE, MAIL ZIER2 5 AL
Kb K-S0 T AZNETNDOMERD % IERCI MR Z W TEANEHT 5. MAIL & [FRD
WMBT~Y—Y V%KD BT UT, Weighted Minimax Risk (WMMR) [101] 2RI N TW5. Z
No ik, FEMPIIBIMOBEHIE WD D D, MAIL O HH3MENMEEL AT E 5. MR EA
EF% T D GAIRAT L IFE2 D, MAIL ISEAEOEATHEN TE 5720 0N MG 2 RS
BIENTES. UL, MAIL ® WMMR IZHIZIEEZ S AL REEK S22 T ADAIZEHLT
R=VVERDDIZD, 7T AREBWTHEYRERIVTES V. ZOB@WNRMEIE, X 6.1(b)
WRT LI, AMUKREX, FAREBOIACEFLWY=VUDRDSNEY V TII L TEL .
BRI, ZOX3BY U TNIZELT, v=Yuikdohize UTh, #7205
ROZRMNIEIZAHGT Y Y TIVIEEREBREAN IV INERETH LD, ERIECIBNTID
L BRBVEHEINT NS

PERIEDF R A fRH T 272017, AWZETIE, BARMZH%Z AW THER U 72 & 5 2REPEC S
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,,,,,,,,,,,, s o
= m @
A x1 [
- N
A % m
. . AN
margin=A —[] margan[A—D] x[r — m]
IEVANESS MEVANRY: margin(x;) = margin(x,) margin(x;) > margin(x;)
p(x1) p(x2)

(a) Before assigning weights to

each sample

(b) After assigning weights to each
sample with MAIL or WMMR

(c) After assigning weights to each
sample with our method

B 6.1: ERIE L IREFHEEZMARALZRIOENER L2V T M. MEOKE I IZEADK
T, FEMEBRITNENAT A - ZEHAIROHAGR 2Rk L TWS. X/, MIPOREHIIR
B0 7 AKLTND.

ZEEBHONITS. ZFLUT, K61 IZRT LI, HEROEHFGIETRKRDIZY—V IV ELT T A
DI L 72~ — Y VAT 572D D Margin Reweighting #18E$ 5. £ 7 AHpFEIT#E L 7-H
HERDDZEBWLRT TH—FLUT, EMI IALZOMDEI TRALDY -V VEFAT ST
EDEIFSENED, SVFITADT =Y % 1 DOEMIENT 720 DI INEE % HE
W TARBERD D 7-OEFAPRNETH S, TD72d, KETIE [REMRIZEEFNS top2 D
MWEROEE] LW H7- 5 E2IRET 5. 7T AR AL DEBRERLTVWE VD
FATIEDHE ZIZRZNE, ZOHRERMERDOY » TIVBER S 7 A0HIHBEOR mffnoy > 7
NMESPERETHIENTESL., Lo T, FAlGIEEEMNER 2T 2%, 20
FREERRERD Y — Y VICRET 27210 CHEUIRRBUCE T 5 Z N TE 5. REFHRIINEKIEL
FARADZ 2T, W OLOREIZKT 22K EIJd 5. £22L, RFEIIUFITRT
O BHEZELTWVWS.

o KM TRIERIEDHERIZE D =V VD% 7 I AREERE L GE, A HaRRBETH
5Ll 5. BARIIZIE, B350 7 AMREZL OV TADPSRY B{EFLVWY =Y
VRO SND T L ERT.

o R TIImRBKS727 T AL RIEM Y 7 AMERDBEBRZIEH L THERD Y — Y v & lY) 703K
BUZE D 088 7R Margin Reweighting % 1259 5.

o ERRIZE T, RETERIBERTEOHEMNEZ M LI ELDITATHL I L 2RT.
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1004 - Correct samples
I Incorrect samples

0.50
0.25 4

0.00

Margin

—0.25 A

—0.50 -

=0.75 A

—1.00 A

0?0 0?2 0j4 OjG 018 110
Confidence

B4 6.2: CIFAR-10 % FH\Ti@% D Adversarial Training U 7z ResNet-18 17 %, 1Ef#2 J AMER p,. (x;)
ERQINITE->THEIN Y=V VOB, ALY TI—DEIE, TNENIEMY > T
ERIEEMBY VTN 2R LTWD

6.1 EEDIRATICHITZ5H

Definition 1 (top2 DfER). (x;,y;) ~ D 2 ANT =X, p(x;) € [0,1]K % x; 12T 2 PN LT
5. ZUT, top2 DHERIX pa(x;) = argmaxyy, pr(x;) ELTERIND.

B2 S Z1X, Definition 1 @ top2 DfEHE L p,, (z;) < p2(x;) DI, £TDT 7 ADHTEHRE EHW
IIAMERL D, ThbD, topl DIERL L. LM LAaWKs, SEORFAZEITZZOHIZ, K
METIEZIDLS R TIZEWTE top2 DIERE L TRELTHZ L ITEEI N,

0 T AMERIZEED SR D IRAT 13BN -l Z S5 ND K, mbko722 T ADND T 5
EOBBRIEFERINTVARV., JIFEHBELMERETRVRD, 227 7228556, HH2 5
A DHBABER DO LR AN AT 2H Y TVIEBTHEAET DIETTH L. ST 7 ARDBEMPHE
AT @ﬁ%@io:%%?%#%b<@é:ohf,:@ioaﬁy7»iﬁm¢éi?@%%
ZD7=%H, WMMR ® MAIL 13% 2 5 A58 E2E S LEICEWT, LIXUVIXEARBVZA 5 TH
LZENRGIIHETE S,

Lemmal. R (237) &> THMEINZY =YV EEHAT—X Ly b D= {(z;, ;)7 KEALT,
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UTOREZBRET BT Y INRTWNDRLEE 1 DIFFHET 5.

m(x;, y;) = m(x;,y;) or m(x;,y;) =~ m(x;,y;) (6.1)

Proof: FEMT—21y s D= {z;,y;}l, %, LFIDBETELY Y TNVEEST .= {(zi,y:) €D |
argmaxp(x;) = y;} &, AP ELTWE T VY TVEE ST = {(a;,y;) € D | argmaxp(x;) # v}
D2ODY Y INVEERIIAET S, £3, STBLU S HIT, py,(z;) = py, (z;) DI, Lemmal A
LT B LIS NTHS.

RIZ, RIRDWELREFFOT Y TINART, $DE py (x;) # py,(x;) IZHWT Lemma 1 A3HILT
5L ERY. REDMEREROV UV TIVIBLT, STHEIUSTIZEEhZETOY Y TV,
Py (i) > po(xs) £7218 py, (x;) < pals) ZBT G723 72, U FOERZET 57 51F Lemma 1
EBT AT 5.

Py, (i) — py, (25)| = p2(i) — pa ()] (6.2)

U7z o T, BIRDIEMI 7 AMERYE top2 DIEREEZLDIZEPNDST, FLWVEZIXED L%
LW =Y UDEBENET VTV RTBELET S, O

Lemma 1l DEMETDE, RQ3ANDICE->TEHENEZY—Y Vv 2FETS. 7, EMI7I2F
721d top2 DHERE L S —[IZEWEEENE D B Tond T v IV, ios I A sHn Ty
LZEeNKIND. DFD, ZOXIBRYVTNVIREMRI T AEEtop2 DT T AEL SN —FD
75 AHDMBEIZAH L TWE Y Y T THE. 205G, BWMEEHENE D Y TshZY Y 7L
CARWEEENE D YT oY Y TUHETR 6.1) BB LRI 2, K62 XVHHONTHS.
FDH, WO 27 IA/FIZFELVWEERT, XQ3NEHWTY—YV2EHLTHME
AN

—H, Eff2 A8 X0 top2 D7 7 AITUBNMEEEIE D BT oNGEIL, EEZ 7 A0
BBER DR STANECFET B LA OGNS, TDD, TOXI RV TNIE2Oo07 7 AIZE D
BTONDMHEDVRD L SFELWHERITTRL, WODITHRRBHEE (py, (x;) < py, (x;) PED
WMTHNEGEIZBEWTH, R (6.1) BRI T 5. M6210RT &S, HlRIE, E-EH[0.2,0.6]
OHFIZEHTHE, RO EFELWIY—VUBREHINTWAZ BT ES. 20X, ;2
B 7 ZADWAHRDORZRITIEL, z; FODBHBYZIPENZ 2R LT0S. #HIZ, Zok
DY TMICELT, RQ3NICL-TRHEINZY—YVOEEFFHIMBHT LI LI, %7
TARFEPSBHEIIBVWT, NEYTHEL 525, ZOLI RV VIR UTHEEILY—Y
VEEHETSHI LT, HEREOERLIUGEHAGFTE S5, WMMR ® MAIL TIXZ NS R EEX
DTV,
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6.2 1BZEFE : Margin Reweighting

AFETIE, RETEOFMELEND. £, DKo T AL REMBOREBRERITE ¥
BREZRET S, KIZ, REUVBERICTEOEH 2 S EL52dDHELLEAMNITIZOWTHENR
5. mBIT, REFEZERECHAAA S E ORI IMBIEIZ DWW TIERS.

AMEDBE Fx OEMEEEL, B2 5 RALBES 5 AHERLSRKD -V VDO ELELD
D, HRAEAMITIZE-oTRHUY -V V2@ AR BRI EHMT R Th 5.

621 YT—IUVIIRTEIEEEDE=IL

B DHEREZFEFOWLS DD Y V FIVIZEL T Lemma 1l BT 22 2BWEZ 3 &, ko
TV VEBPA TN THEIEBZHSLTH S, ZOMERERT Z-ODOEKNLRT 70 —F
i, RQ3DEZHWTEMIZ SAZBLETDISALDY—V U 2EHEATLI L THS. LHrL,
RVF O IAR =V V% 1 DOBEYJIREATENT 5 IR INBER Z HEICKEG T 2 0E1 D B
7, ZO7Ta—FEEHRTSEILHNETHS. Holtz 5 [106] 1Z A XEHEZHNTYNLF 2T
AR =TV VERBERNEHL TWED, EHEREE» OFEREP NS 5.

Definition 2 (RIEf#3R). (x;,y;,) ~D 2 ANT — X, py,(z;) €[0,1] ZEff7 7 AMERE TS, L
T, RIEMREILDTFOLSIZERIND.

p%(ml) = lfpyi(mi)

T D, KZETIE top2 DMERE NEMEEZRMHLT, ZKbkoks 72 ZDMD I FAD
MfRE2ERLT 270D EME2EET 5. Lemma | REZZEFHEZE OV TILARTITHT 55K
SMERET S, REMFIZEEND top2 DIEFEOEIGIZE L TRt K AEXDKALT 5.

Proposition 1. AJJ7— & (x;,y;) & (x,y;) LU T, m(xz;,v:) = m(x;,y;), py,(x:) > py, (),
py (@) > & THBLTD. TLT, EF VT NVIZBF 2 REMRIZEEND top2 DEFIGIZOWT
AR DOARERDILLT 5.

o(x;,y;) > o(xj,y;), whereo(x,y) = 132(:]:) (6.4)

py(z)

Proof: ANT =& (mi,y;) & (m),y;) THBIF2ETNTNDIEMY T ZMERD p, (x;) > py, (x;) DH
2D & T, Lemma l RIS 5 Z & 2ET B &, BATIZH top2 DRERIZEA T 2 REX %7~
FTILIEFHONATHS.

pa2(@i) > p2(x;) (6.5)
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Bz, 2TOTF—RIZET 5 A IEMRIE
Py, (%) < Dy, (x;) (6.6)

Ziied 5. top2 DMERIZUMMRZGEITEVTHREMEZBER LW EWRILTE 5720, B
T S AERDRILT 5.

p2(Ti) S p2(z;)

6.7
Bye @) By () 7

btﬁof,dmw:ﬁ%%%%méztﬁ,d@yﬁ>d%wﬁ%E%Té:tﬁT%é. O
X (2.37) TRD7zx =V U, FHAIEER & OBIRPAERDY » TADFESFHL TV ENE S DDA
KELTWD., —Jf, A=Y EhzY > TNIZBI LT, Proposition 1 IZAREfERrfz 4
EN 5 top2 DHERDEGEZANS Z LT, HRAXANTESEILE2KXL TS, MAIL ¥ WMMR
DEZS, THHLLRQINITE>THNIZ FSALEEDOT Y TILEOY—V v 2BIZRLTWS
Z LI, top2 DENIGHIMENY Y TVIIEBD 7 7 ADKRSMEIZHH L TWS LI TE 5.
U715 T, RIEfRRIZEEND top2 DIERZ X 237) ILk > TEIRE I N =V Iz EFL A
THI L TCHIBEEZMRIRT 5 ENTES.

ST, IRIZ top2 DEIE o(x;,y;) DILD G DMEDHFPIZ DWW TS 5. top2 DFEHR py(x;) DHL
D15 BEDFIF % Propy = (ﬁ;ﬁ‘;),pyi(@)) LTBY, o(xi,y) REEAWEZEO LRES X OF
FRIEIZA T D LS IZEHEINS.

sup oz, y) =1 p2(x;) = Py, ()

p2(xi) € Prop2 (6.8)
inf iYi) = g=1 ;) = Pul)

1&@Héawzdw Yi) = g1 pa(®i) =

R (6.8) 12 &MU, o(ws,y:) W pa(as) DRD R KEVWE E, FRINE Ve 21T BRE & FRAEIC
DL 72, top2 DENGZEEMHT 5 Z L ITAMEOHKE K UIRE WL R 5. I, EE
DR reNIZE->Ttop2 DEIGEKIEIEAHZ L CTHYIRHFAL LS. LrL, T=1%2F2 %
LBAED ERMEE FERMEIZRAD X S 1I2kE 57720, R BEYRERHNBTETVWRNWI LIZRS.

sup (7 —o(@i,yi)) = 1= gy palwi) = ﬁ;((_m1)

p2(®i) € Prop2 ©9)
inf T —o(xi,y:) =0 x;) = Py, (T

p2(mi)€Ptop2( ( 4 )) p2( ) Py ( )

X (6.9) 1%, pa(x) ~ py(x) D top2 DHERZFFOH > T, DEDFEHL FARHNHE L TV S adversarial
examples 7%, HIFPEANRNTA—KXEHIZEENHRNVI L EZBEIZRLTWAS.
WoT, AFETIEHUTOARTR Q3N ILLoTRDIZY—V VIZEATH2EAZERT S.

s(xi,y;) =T —o(xi,¥;), s.t.7 € Nxg (6.10)
ZIT, Noo F2BELOHABESGEERL TS,
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p(x) ) p(x)- (1 —M) , p(x;) ] p(x) -1 - M)

z z
z z
< s 04 =]
e I e
~ 02 02 I o~
' ‘Class indices ' "Class indices ’ Class indices ' "Class indices
(a) Low-confidence example, c(x;, ;) = 0.7083 (b) High-confidence example, c(xj, y]-) =0.0143

X 6.3: () (RWMEHEEB LT ) &WEEEDOY VT, TNFhOFHINAIZEL TR (6.11) TEH
U VHOEHEDORFR. REIET Y INVICBI2IEM I I AZR LTS,

6.2.2 AFIEMEIIXNTZEEERR

62.112PW\WT, EEODZ 5 ADIREFITENY Y TP E S DOREDTRERREZEEL 203,
ﬁmeiit%ﬁ#$+ﬁ?%5.E%%:i,%w%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ:mwbtﬂyfwmﬁbf,
RIEMRZ 5 AT U T—HRIZE U S HERDEI D M T HN=251F, top2 DEIGIRESEDY » 7
WERD RS EFELL RS, DFD, BERHEDOY Y T Vidtop2 DEIGHELS 2D, EFRI TS
7292 TVid top2 DEEIMEL BRBHEIAENRINTVRY. Tho5DY Y TIVIFRALLEAEHEI N
LERETHDHI NS, AEMBIZH U TCHEEENRRLILEZERLTWS., £IT, KAT
KINDFHMERSAMGIZET 2 35 1 VHLEIZ L > TRIEMEOEEE 2 RET 5.

<p(=i),p'(xi) >

irYi 6.11
(@ 9) = el - T @)l 6.10)
22T, pla) € 0,15 1 @ CRT B FRMEAHERL TS, p(a,) EIEMRS T A% HHRLT,

EfRD T AN T THENAF VXA ZHNTHHERLTED, UFORIZL>TROSNS.

p() = p(a;) - (1 - M ,stz_1 (6.12)

B 6.3(a) iZmT &5, R(6ADICE > THEINSEHUEZ X, Ef I AMHERIMENY > T iz
HNUTELS BRBMEAIZH D, —F, K630b)ITRT LI, Effr I AMRBENY Y Tz LT
FHEOEMEL RBMHEAAH S, 2O LD BEMIE DY > T L TEITTRL, K64 15K
TE21Z, 2L DOV IIITBWTHEHBOMEADHRTE /2. X 6412RL7Z, REMERERX (6.11)
WX THEBUVAZBHUEDOHBAZRAZHWTEHRELZE 25 r=0.98 LIEFHITRNEDHBEL B
52 EMERLI-.

i i Py, Clz) P)(c(mi, yi) — )
\/ Zz 1pyl x;) \/ Zz 1 c(i, yi) — c)?

, (6.13)

T, nEYYIVE, = %Z?:1 Py, (), ¢ = %Z?:l c(xi,y) THD.

(
(
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1.04

0.8

Incorrect rate
o
o

IN
'S

0.2

0.0 A

010 012 014 016 018 110
Cosine similarity

] 6.4: CIFAR-10 (28 1T %, {SHHE L R (6.11) 12 & » TR 75 LUE DR,

fit->T, R(6.11) 2R (6.10) IZHEHAT D2 2T, X Q37 TR —I NHEY REAZED
MTHZENTES. DELD, UTIZRTRZE T (6.10) 2 HEE) R REANEHT 5.

s'(@iyi) = s(@i,ys) - c(@i, yi) (6.14)

6.2.3 TEEDIRAT NDIREZEFEDEA

INFEFTT, RFEOY—IV VEHPIAFRTHEI L EHLSPIZLT, RNQ3NDICE>THKRD
72—V V% top2 DEIG Z W CHEYIRRBINEH T 5 720D Margin Reweighting #RE U7z, T
ZTl¥, MAIL & WMMR NEEFEZMAAL HIEIZDOWTHRRS.

9, WATRT L2, R (6.14) 12Xk > TEHFE L7z top2 DENE &K (2.37) TRDFZv—Y Vi
RIS,

m(xi,yi) = m(ei, y;) - ' (@i, ys) (6.15)

FLT, HEY I ADBANEF DR EMNEDY VTN T 2EEELY T — AT 4 VI L=
VEAWT, RREOIEIERMBEECE W CTEAIET 5.

WwMMR = eXP(_m(xi7yi)) (6.16)
wyar, = sigmoid(—y - (m(x;, yi) + B)) 6.17)
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Algorithm 2 Adversarial training incorporating our approach

Require: Training dataset D, batch size n, training epochs 7', learning rate 7, model parameter 8, amount
of warm-up (2
Require: Function deriving adversarial perturbation .4
Require: Hyperparameters 3, v, 7
1: fort=1,...,7 do

2:  for {x;,y;li=1,...,n} ~Ddo
3 &; + Azi,y:;0)
4 s(i, yi) ZT—O(inyi)
6: s' (@i, yi) = S(wu yz) ) C(fBi, Yi)
7 (&, y:) = m(@i, yi) - ' (24,93)
8 if T > () then
9 if MAIL then
10: w; = sigmoid(7y - (m(&;,y:) + B)) X
11: else if WMMR then
12: w; = exp(—m(&;,y:)) x M
13: end if
14: else
15: w; =1
16: end if
17: model update:
18: Op11 < 0, —n- 2370 Vow; - U fo, (&), yi)
19:  end for
20: end for

21: return model parameter 6

ZIZT, BAENANRN=NRTA=RTHY, 6.3 OFHIERTIIRERIETHAINT VS ERZE
55, ULihoT, REFETIEr OBEYLRHEERET ZHELNDHS.
WMMR F: (2.39) D & 512, X (2.37) TRDIEI =V VIINAN=NRT A=K o BRET 2D,
Q EREFHEICESHMA S L TERKTS. ZEHYMHEIETOY VIV TCw=1%2HVTET I %
TA—LTvTITEH, DFD, FELULEZEELAAOEE L@ E O Adversarial Training & % U <
5. ZOT I =y 7k, FEYWOREY) R EAKEE BT 5 HNT GAIRAT X MAIL Tffib
NTW5., BEFIEEZMAAAZEE 702 ZOFMIE Algorithm 2 128U I — K& UL TRT.
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6.3 Experiments

AETIE WMMR & MAIL IZIBEFEAMAAD Z L OFREEE2RT. AERTIX, @FEY Y T
IRT B EREE D KO, BRa RIS 5 € 7OV OEENE 2 63 5 72812 CIFAR-10/100 [150]
T—Rty bEHHATS. 7, FHOFEMARHRE L O K S ICHoS N & FEfiT 2 22 DWW T
6.3.1 THATZ. 2L T, ki DEEMEHGi%Z 6.3.2 THE LT, 6.3.3 TMAIL X WMMR LA
S D IRAT & PEREHLER S 5. BIRIZ, NAN—=NF A —& 7% 622 TEA U LS HED BN
REIZDOWT 6.3.4 Tiind 5.

6.3.1 Experimental details

AREERTIX, IRFEE U ClE%E O Adversarial Training (“Standard”) [11], WMMR, MAIL % {fi f§
5. REBRTIEELRZILS —FE2AVTEE ULZET VO L EHEREZ AW TETHEE
flid . 7z, EERERIIFZHKTHEOE TV (“Last model”) & ZEH Db FMEAER € T )L (“Best
model”) ZFHIiT 5. ARFEERIZH TS Best model &, #EET — X T PGD-20 B L o7z F =v
IRA VN EBLTWS. ANFRFHIZ 3 572012, CIFAR-10 7 —& v b %\ 7z WRN34-10 D
ZLHEREDHE L Pang 5 [151] 12 L7 > TL2TOFIETH 7 5.

BBEFDORE: AEMRTIEIR—2A% Y F7—2 % LT ResNet-18 [5] & WideResNet34-10 (WRN34-
10) [148] 2T 5. FETIIE, 128Dy FH A XL EAVZLAD 09 D SGD % HWVWT 120 =
Ry 7%8$ 5. SGD OHIHIFE KL, ResNet-18 DHRHZ 0.01, WRN34-10 DHFIZ 0.1 IZFEE L, {75,
90, 100} =AY 7 T 1/10 \ZJH3= 9 5. weight decay I ResNet-18 DIFiZ 3.5 x 1073, WRN34-10 D
12 0.5 x 1074 IZRET 5. mfRiZ, £ TOFEICEL T, BEFFAH#c = 8/255, A7 v 7
1 X a=¢e/4, KEFE N =10 D PGD ZHW\WCTEH Z/EKT 5.

INAIR=IRF A =% MAIL [F#XMEIZ L7z >T B =05&vy=10, WMMR IFa=2%2%2TD
TRty NCHATS. IhoDERIFREFEOERIII»DSTRIUMEEZMEHATS. 22T,
RETFEEZMAAALTZ WMMR o 2& W I 2 IZERINZ. BETETIZ, WRN34-10 (28
LT CIFAR-10 8 X UF CIFAR-100 5 5 D65 7 =2 AT 5. —/, ResNet-18 IZE LTI,
CIFAR-10 T¥&E 94 52 7 = 2, CIFAR-100 CTF#E T AHIZ 1 =3 2fHT 5. ETNLDOT+— A
Ty FIRIS TRy 2L LT, TR, EAfSEEZREMETS.

BOSHITRMRME: AREERTIE, W@EOY Y TIUTHT B 9 8ERE (“Clean”) 7217 T72 <, K = 100 ® PGD-
K, CW D#a%% H\\7z PGD-100, 7 0@ AT b1 ¥ —i%% H\ 7z AutoPGD (APGD-CE) [152],
AutoAttack (AA) [152] (29 2 B Ay el % A3 5. Wang2021 & [103] £ TW5B K512,
Black-box B IIAFIZFHHITE 2 Z e W EI NS 720, ARFEERTIX White-box HEDAIZEH L
COFEMERE % FEAT S 5.
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3 6.1: CIFAR-10 iZ 81} 5 & F1ED Last model DM:EE (%).

Clean PGD-100 CW-PGD APGD-CE AA
Standard 85.69£0.15  48.86+0.22  49.26+0.20  48.34+£0.23  46.38+0.26
WMMR 85.71+0.17  49.60+£0.41  48.311+0.36  48.994+0.38  45.23+0.37
Ours + WMMR | 85.65+0.13  50.31+0.25% 47.94+0.13  49.59+0.291  44.79+0.18
MAIL 82.53£0.30  56.66+0.17  47.71£0.26  55.75£0.13  45.22+0.31
Ours + MAIL 82.66£0.107 57.96+0.131 47.24+0.16 56.95+£0.191 44.78+0.29
Standard 87.89£0.17  48.11+£0.50  49.33+045  47.66+£0.47  46.82+0.38
WMMR 88.03+0.12  49.33+£0.41  49.951+0.33  48.88+0.43  47.37+0.38
Ours+ WMMR 87.99£0.14  49.39£0.1917 49.97+0.221% 48.96+0.181 47.50£0.171
MAIL 86.40£0.13  59.30+0.21  51.824+0.22  58.57£0.26  49.29+0.14
Ours+MAIL 86.48+0.241  60.56+0.42F 51.55+£0.30 59.64+0.451 48.92+0.30
6.3.2 fEFREE DLER

3 6.1 1Z CIFAR-10 & % 6.2 1Z CIFAR-100 @ Last model D#E5HE, £ 6.3 I1Z CIFAR-10 &K 6.4 12
CIFAR-100 ® Best model DR Z ZNF RS, £RICBE LT, LB ResNet-18, FE:AY WRN34-
10 DKERTH D, 72, REEROBRIIKRTFTEALTED, 1 IIREFEEZMUALALZ L TH
HREIREBINZZLE2RL TS,

M Last model |23 3 % SHEHER

Z ZTl¥, CIFAR-10 & CIFAR-100 % 23#| L T, Last model 251} % FlifERIC A U Cikind 5.

CIFAR-10: % 6.1 ® EE:®D ResNet-18 DFERIZEHL T, REFEZMAALZ & (ThbbH
“Ours+MAIL”) 1Z & T PGD-100 & APGD-CE 2% 3 % MUt s EMERE AN B L 72, & 51213,
Ours+MAIL (% “Clean” D 73 ¥HE A MAIL & O EDIZHE L 72, Ours+ WMMR OFERIZEWTH
[Fl Bk D I A3 B T & 7=,

WIZ, 6.1 O FED WRN34-10 OFERIZEI L T, Ours+WMMR 134 T Do s 81z 5 LTt
KD WMMR & 0 & ENZFEMEZ R U, BHD, AA ST 2D FEMEH 0.13 1 ¥ ik
BLTHED, SOOFEROEHERFANEL KL RS, —7F, Ours+MAIL Id#E Y > T x$ 5
IFEREIE DIE & RFEETH D, PGD-100 X APGD-CE @ & 5 7 PGD AfE DB I 69 2 i »
ZLAWEINT.

CIFAR-100: % 6.2 ® _EB&IZ/R3 ResNet-18 DFERIZEI L T, Ours+MAIL (@ E ¥ > 7k
DNHREREN MAIL LR L T 0.73 1 ¥ MENZMERETH U, PGD-100 % APGD-CE (23 % 7H
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7 6.2: CIFAR-100 (Z 81} % & F7ED Last model DMEEE (%).
Clean PGD-100 CW-PGD APGD-CE AA
Standard 60.10+0.22 28.65+0.21 27.89+0.17 28.12+0.18 25.01+0.13
WMMR 60.4240.28 28.14+0.16 26.66+0.18 27.47+0.15 23.59+0.14
Ours + WMMR | 60.50+0.181 28.24+0.121 26.96+0.20T 27.58+0.141 23.86+0.157
MAIL 56.77+0.19 31.23+0.08 25.68+0.26 30.45+0.09 22.99+0.09
Ours + MAIL 57.50+0.231  31.2340.16 25.304+0.09 30.46+0.17F 22.61+0.10
Standard 62.634033  24.8240.12 25804017  24.53+0.13  23.70+0.13
WMMR 63.3240.12 25.87+0.22 26.2940.20 25.4540.19 23.81+0.19
Ours+WMMR 63.76+0.091 25.45+0.24 26.51+£0.15T 25.14+0.21  23.944+0.187
MAIL 62.5640.21 34.29+0.08 29.31+0.19 33.58+0.09 26.50+0.16
Ours+MAIL 63.19+0.217 34.324+0.1317 28.9440.18 33.47+0.18 26.18+0.14

MDY MAIL EHREETH -7-. —7, Ours+t WMMR [Z Clean DFER 1 T, 2 TOREIZX
LTO010 KA v ML, Bz EETE /.

% 6.2 O FBIZRYT WRN34-10 IZBI LT, Ours+ WMMR 1358 H D ¥ > 75§ 25 5k L H
044 RA > A LU, X 5121F, Ourst WMMR 1& CW-PGD % AA (249 2 s i & vz
73, PGD RO BRI T e 3 E T BT 5 2 & 2R L 7z, Ours+tMAIL (33@%H >~ 7

R BN REREED 0.63 ESNTHE D, PGD-100 (243 2 EdEM:A MAIL L [AEETH -7z, Z
NoORERIE, REFIEVREOY VIV T 2 0EREEEZUET 7210 TR, kL FE
J& DA OO RN 2 ST 2 -0 ICAMTH B e ZRLT VWS

M Best model (59 % FHE#E R

Z ZTl¥, CIFAR-10 & CIFAR-100 % 43#|L T, Bast model {23 1J 2 FFlifE I U Tk d 5.

CIFAR-10: % 6.3 127”79 ResNet-18 5 £ O WRN34-10 ¥'5 & OfERE, BEFIEEZMAALGZ &
WXk TREY Y T 2 08 ENRE S N, BT, Ourst WMMR (ZlE Y > TV 2 dH
KEIZ P TE S, ResNet-18 IZBHL T, Ours+tWMMR 8 & Of Ours+MAIL €5 5128 W TH PGD-
100 & APGD-CE \Z %9 2 sl AY 0.5 R+ > ML R E U7z, WRN34-10 (2B L T, Ours+WMMR
X CW-PGD & & U AA (Zx 9 2 @A 0.5 KA1 > MREEWE I N, Ours+MAIL (& PGD-100 3 &
" APGD-CE (249" 2D 1 KA > b A ESE S N7z, Ours+MAIL Tld CW-PGD % AA (T4
T BHEBMEOWEPBBI T E R o720, MAIL L EBEETH - 7-.

CIFAR-100: % 6.4 (278 L 7= ResNet-18 & WRM34-10 OfE5 1%, CIFAR-10 D5 & [FkE, 2%
FHEILEI->TEEY Y IVICH TR HEREZNET LI D TE S, Ours+WMMR X CW-PGD
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# 6.3: CIFAR-10 (2 B 1J % £F£ D Best model DMHERE (%).

Clean PGD-100 CW-PGD APGD-CE AA
Standard 83.84+0.171  50.98+0.21 50.50+0.31  50.55+£0.22  47.86+0.13
WMMR 83.74+0.23  52.33+0.21  49.12+0.12  51.70£0.25  46.57£0.12
Ours + WMMR | 83.87+0.271 52.914+0.167 48.52+0.24 52.17+0.16T 46.04£0.24
MAIL 82.37+£0.23  56.99+0.20  47.90+0.19  56.07+£0.23  45.44£0.18

Ours + MAIL 82.66£0.091 58.36+0.307 47.43+£0.23 57.24+0.301 44.824+0.36

Standard 86.67+0.21 54.17+£0.23  54.05+£0.15  53.794+0.22  51.73+0.32
WMMR 86.57£0.18  55.16+0.37  52.76+0.39  54.64+£0.35  50.36%+0.33
Ours + WMMR | 86.91+0.311 55.00£0.25  53.27+0.081  54.49+0.30  50.73+0.12%
MAIL 86.28+0.12  59.77+0.21 51.91+0.29  58.93+£0.26  49.47+0.33

Ours + MAIL 86.45+£0.191 61.05+0.25F 51.87£0.17 60.08£0.211  49.264+0.22

X AA IZXTT BEEMEMED WMMR X 0 & {EIZEI N, —F, Ours+MAIL 13 & OBz L
THHEMEMEDR ERHERTERD) 572, Tk, WRN34-10 DFEETHRBETH S, WRN34-10 %
Ours+WMMR TH#E T 2% & £ TOBRBIZNT ML 0.16 225 0.82 KAV hlEX -,

6.3.3 FDMDIRAT & DLHER

AETIE MAIL & WMMR % FR< IRAT & PEREIGIR T 5. ARZEERTIE, Last model DAERDAIZHE
HU Tikid 5. CIFAR-10 & CIFAR-100 D#ER%ZFE 6.5 £ K 6.6 TNENITRT. FRIZBWVWT,
EEDY ResNet-18, FEEAY WRN34-10 DFERTH D, HEMEREDFER 2 K FTHIAL TW5.

¥7, £ 6.51ZR7 CIFAR-10 DFEERTIE, PGD-100 3 & U APGD-CE X9 % mEfii: (X Ours+MAIL
NEEEN TS, APGD-CE DM 13 Ours+tMAIL (28T Ours+WMMR 23N T W5, X5
(2, Ours+ WMMR (F@HE Y >~ TS 2 2 BREEN RS ENT WS, CW-PGD X AA (253 %
fEMEIZBIL TIZ EWAT 128 245 & 8572, T DEMIE WRN34-10 3 & U ResNet-18 &5 & & [Alkk
THhsb.

RIZ, 3% 6.6 1233 CIFAR-100 DFEF T, ResNet-18 & WRN34-10 &5 5128 WTH Ours+ WMMR
ERWAZ 2k, @EY Y TINVIIHTEBEIREENTWS. Ours+MAIL iE ResNet-18 &
WRN34-10 £'5 5128\WTH, PGD-100 & APGD-CE D@t EEN T W5, R, WRN34-10
IZBI L Tld CW-PGD % AA 1213 M S @R T W5,

PEXD, BEFEEZMAAL Z LIZE-T, —HOBSHKEZFRITIE, MAIL X WMMR A4+
D IRAT & 0 £IEF ITENTEBVEDER TE D LI 2 LN TE 5.
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3 6.4: CIFAR-100 (2B} 5 %F £ D Best model DYERE (%).

Clean PGD-100 CW-PGD APGD-CE AA
Standard 57.4840.50  29.5140.06  27.76+0.13  28.71+0.55  25.16+0.14
WMMR 57.8240.45  29.03+0.16  26.84+0.20  28.34+0.21  24.0240.27
Ours + WMMR | 58.07+1.357 28.94+0.09 27.034+0.281 28.3040.13  24.19+0.041
MAIL 56.65+0.18  31.36+0.07  25.72+0.18  30.62+0.09  23.0240.17
Ours + MAIL | 57.5940.127 31.25+0.16  24.80+0.24  30.4440.17  22.0640.24
Standard 62.214£0.19  31.43+0.31  30.51+0.27  31.00+0.27  27.96+0.10
WMMR 62.08+£0.16  30.99+0.12  29.09+0.17  30.50+0.17  26.6140.24
Ours + WMMR | 62.514+0.647 31.1540.291 29.914+0.221+ 30.73+0.311 27.22+0.351
MAIL 62.36+£0.21  34.64+0.12  29.42+0.13  33.94+0.14  26.674+0.08
Ours + MAIL | 63.004+0.117  34.56+0.18  29.074+0.16  33.7840.19  26.3840.21
5 6.5: CIFAR-10 281} %, GAIRAT & EWAT & DM EELLER (%).
Clean PGD-100  CW-PGD  APGD-CE AA
GAIRAT 83.56+0.32 52.67+£0.35 35.00+0.52 48.854+0.43 31.8840.45
EWAT 84.77+0.14 49.88+0.10 50.31+0.12 49.4740.11 47.70+0.13
Ours + WMMR | 85.654+0.13 50.31+0.25 47.94+0.13 49.59+0.29 44.79+0.18
Ours + MAIL | 82.6640.10 57.96+0.13 47.24+0.16 56.95+0.19 44.78+0.29
GAIRAT 85.8940.13 56.42+0.27 40.86+£0.45 50.554+0.47 38.3340.42
EWAT 86.44+0.21 52.35+0.77 52.554+1.16 51.884+0.89 49.71+1.21
Ours+WMMR | 87.994+0.14 49.394+0.19 49.9740.22 48.96+0.18 47.50+0.17
Ours+MAIL 86.48+0.24 60.56+0.42 51.55+0.30 59.644+0.45 48.924+0.30
6.3.4 Ablation study

ZZTIE, A6 DELMEHEZHERLUZE ER, BRBANANRN=—NRNIA =X r 2L
SOMRIZER BB OVTHEMT 5. RERTIX, INE TOERFA, 5 DODRLDELHT —
R % FHWTFE U7z WRN34-10 O FEEFS % & e fg 2= Ok R %2 R 7.

#6712 1 = {2,3,4} ZH\V/2D Clean, CW-PGD, APGD-CE Dfi#%/R9. ZI T, #£6.7
D LB Y TBUXZNF 4, WRN34-10 & ResNet-18 TH 5. CIFAR-10 DFEFRIE, 7 WK EL LB
DT, WRN34-10 Ti& CW-PGD DM:REANH LT 5 Kifii, APGD-CE OMREIZBIMIZHEEZE I N5,
ResNet-18 1% 7 2MEHNZ > T, CW-PGD #3%4t3 % —J5, APGD-CE (253 2 fifidlh:1d WRN34-10
CHRRRTELULSEMT A, Clean HMEREIZ B 5 DIGETHMENZHATH7ZIFTHD, TOREX
WHRIEL R WEETH 5.

2% 6.7 DAIZRT CIFAR-100 OFERIE, 7 OEIBEINT 5 L@E Y >~ TV O N HRENSLEI N,
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3 6.6: CIFAR-100 (Z$ 1} %, GAIRAT & EWAT & OMERELLER (%).

Clean PGD-100 CW-PGD APGD-CE AA
GAIRAT 58.32+0.14 23.10+0.26  18.77£0.12 22.08+0.32  15.66+0.20
EWAT 58.224+0.62 28.69+0.10 26.69+0.22 28.25+0.12 24.54+0.34

Ours + WMMR | 60.50+£0.18 28.24+0.12 26.96+0.20 27.58+0.14 23.86+0.15
Ours + MAIL 57.50+0.23 31.23+0.16 25.30+0.09 30.46+0.17 22.61+0.10
GAIRAT 61.33£0.22 24.40+0.38 23.64+0.32 23.88+0.37 21.18+0.26
EWAT 62.59+0.31 25.71+0.16 26.11£0.17 25.36+0.11 23.89+0.16
Ours+WMMR | 63.76:£0.09 25.45+0.24 26.51+0.15 25.14£0.21 23.94£0.18
Ours+MAIL 63.194£0.21 34.32+0.13 28.94+0.18 33.47+0.18 26.18+0.14

#6.7: NAX—=F A—X 7IZEH9 % Ablation study.

CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100
Clean CW-PGD APGD-CE Clean CW-PGD APGD-CE
T=2| 8648+0.24 51.55+0.30 59.64+£0.45 | 63.19+0.21 28.94+0.18 33.47+0.18
T=3 | 86.394+0.14 50.65+0.35 60.77£0.48 | 63.44+0.22 27.79+0.25 32.65£0.17
T=4 | 86.37+0.25 50.49+0.50 62.09+£0.47 | 63.62+0.29 26.87+0.23 31.38£0.19
T=2| 82.66+0.10 47.24+0.16 56.95£0.19 | 56.80+0.26 25.81+0.13 30.36+0.14
T=3 | 82.78+£0.16 47.07£0.18 56.71£0.48 | 57.50£0.23 25.30+0.09 30.46+0.17
T=4| 82.354+0.32 45.54+0.39 59.30+£0.20 | 57.78+0.16 24.68+0.11 30.15+0.06

CW-PGD & APGD-CE »%1Ld 2 Mf[fA % 5. Z#id ResNet-18 ¥ WRN34-10 ¥5 5 R U & 5 72
fEF BT & 5.

CIFAR-10 8 X U, CIFAR-10 & & (ZHUSHBEREMEDY 1.0 K1 > ML ES(LT 5. LzA 5T, WRN34-
10 1% CIFAR-10 & & TF CIFAR-100 & $1Z 7 = 2 DY) TH 5. ResNet-18 (2B L Tl¥, CIFAR-10 I
BWT =2, CIFAR-100 IZBWT 7 =3 WY TH 5.

WIZ, K68 IIREFENSRX (6.11) OFMEFHEZHRL TFE LUAZETIVIIKNT S Clean,
CW-PGD, APGD-CE OfER%Z//RT. Z 2T, K68IZBWT, sim. I& similarity DEMTH b, L
Bt FRBUIZENE N Last model & Best model DAERTH 5. Clean X> CW-PGD, AA D5 ITHE L
EHEEZHRT 2 Z 212X > THIT 5 —4, PGD-100 & ) APGD-CE &% H 12 i fl P A3l &
N7z, ZOfEANE Last model & Best model & HIZFAMETH 5. &7 PGD 13 IEE IZ5R\WEEE DS
TE 57, PGD DA THES Z W 2 LT T INOMREEE G 2 ATREMEA E W, £72, PGD ®
APGD-CE (28 J B MEREA RIZFER ICIRERTHE 2 e o b, RETFRIIELVERMHEHL TEH T
HZENHEYITHBEEEZONS.

84



7 6.8: X (6.11) DFMBUELFHRIZEI T % Ablation study.

Clean PGD-100 CW-PGD APGD-CE AA

w/sim. | 86.48+0.24 60.56+£0.42 51.55+0.30 59.64+0.45 48.92+0.30
w/o sim. | 86.40+0.09 60.88+£0.36 51.07+0.23 59.91+0.42 48.73£0.23
w/ sim. | 86.45+0.19 61.05+0.25 51.87+0.17 60.084+0.21 49.26+0.22
w/o sim. | 86.27+0.17 61.35£0.17 51.454+0.21 60.39+£0.17 48.77£0.26

6.4 Discussion and Limitations

EAREZ LT, ResNet DL S IZF v T T A AVNEWVETIZEWT, #HED Adversarial Training
I AA & CW-PGD (12X 9 % HEfdME A WMMR % MAIL & D BN TWSZ &0 632 ol cs
5. ZORERIE, +oRFr AU TEREZRVETIVICEL T, MAIL 2S838WKERIZfiHTHEH Z &
ERAIZERLTWS. TD, BETFEEZ MAIL ISHARL Z & T, PGD 2 2 fEfHM: % gl
WZIEIELMAMEE LT, MAIL AED - TW5 CW X AA IZXS 2B ER 2 i g1 2 hiE & &
TWABAREMED E . — T, IREFEZMAAALT WMMR X, R (6.14) Z2HEMIZY—Y VAR
T BB DD 53 CW-PGD X AA 2 &% < DBEIZH LT WMMR % S @At X &
L5IeNTES. ERERETLZROIZ, REFEZ 0p2 DEGEZHVWTWS D, £H T
CH U CRAREERETAZIENTES. ZOMKRIE, BEFELIHOTEHBLEZY—Y UM
ZEIEEENT 5720, BEFEEZHVWTIY -V V2B RRBIEHRT S 0aREE &<
LT3,

BTF—Xty FOFEEIZDOWT, CIFAR-100 (2813 % MR X CIFAR-10 DFSHE & i3 % &
REMTH D Z P FERE OBBITEZ, ERIZIE, REFHRIIERBISERAPEEINS &
57, KB T —RLy N CEET L SICEEREEH 2R -TETTHS. Lrl, REFE
&, BT 7 AMORERE BRI > TWBIZ#E R\ 728, CIFAR-100 e EASERE R 72
EEZHRD.

65 F&H

ARFETI, FHIRERZ HOZ/ERD IRAT BEERNIZ 2 7 7 A2 R ->TWb7d, £ 7 A
AHMEZBVTHIER L O — Y VEBPA T A TH MBI OVWTIO A, ZoME%
fRRd 272012, £, KD IRAT DX — Y VEBDVA T TH D Z & & BARK 242 FHWTH S
M U7z, ZOMEREHET 572012, AETIE, IREMERIZEENS top2 DEIE] & TRIE
fRRIZ T HEEE ] 2HWT, ROV EL T T ANHEITHE L - REANEHT 5 Fik%
KUz, BETFERZEREICHAAL Z 2 I2& 5T, —HOFEZ B CEEM M BT 57213 T
e, EEY Y TINMICRT A HHEREELREINDS Z R TE 2. ResNet-18 D & 5 12F v /8
T A DN WVWETIZE VT, WMMR IZHIAA A 7Z5E1XIEIER T OEENE P LGE S Nz,
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UM U, CIFAR-10 T3 U WG EAHER T & 7248, CIFAR-100 IZBREMTH -7z, Zhid,
REFENLTOI I AL OEBREEZEZHICHAAG I ENTETRVAEZDTHSLLEZS AN
5. BTDI I ADHBREEZEANALZODERNLE XL, YVFIIAI—V UV EMHATS
e ThdN, BATEHEBEBOXGRE T 7 ZADEBOENF 7 E R LR EFET 5. Lz
NoT, SBOBEL LT, VY PNBRHRETINFIIAT—U V% | DOEAIENT 2 HED,
MAIL THEA I N T WS /3T A — ZITHRIF U 2 WIERTE R B O E 3G i E 1T o b,
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BTE

BB A RIC & % mixup Z W =T —

iEEI I1]EH P—‘u 333 /ﬁ

CNN [FFEATREA /N T A — X 2 JHYNTHEH T 5 2 & TRRREGIEE AR LTWS. Lol
CNN DO N T A—RIBWRCTH D720, BYRETIVEGLEREMDBHEVICHLILTES. £
D7D, ETNEEAMLL TNAI A - X EROEREZREST S 7 7o —F2fHLTHEETH I L
MK TH 5. Guo 5 [146] ILHED L, TOEFIMIHT B IEAMLIE 15— ZITKFE T 5 EA
{1 [153,154,155,2, 111 & 5 =X IZHEKIF L2 WIERME] [156, 157, 158112 AT TV R TE 5.
AL T — AT T B EAMLIZEB LR TH 5.

ZNHRAF T B IERMEIE, F8E T — R/ LR E %2 [T 7 — X g [153, 154, 155] %, &
YTE’J%ﬂ 2, 11] A EWRZYT 5, BNNFEEIE S mEB L6 mTHhRARZ K510z, HEgMEsm Ed 5
KIH Tl OAHRENST 5720, MaEn FHNTHAINS Z L I3MTH S [159]. £D7=d,
T — ZBEZET IV OPULIERER L2 B E LTHE < DT 7a—FRHREINT WS [160, 16, 161,
133, 162, 163, 123, 164, 134, 165, 166]. 3 HH L' 4 BT, EEiEGRE T — X HIRIZEHT 5 2 &
TR—ATA VORENREZ A ESE2 I 2FEB L7, Rz, 2 DM Loz EE&bETHi-
BT —REMERT BT — ZIERIE S VTIPS IR IZRRINTH 5 72 DA IR D 5T
W5, mixup [16] & TN S DIRFEDEEK T LR FETH 5.

mixup lZFET =Xty b D= {(z;,y:)}7q 5, 22DH VTN (x4, v:), (x5,y;) ZIOHL,
ERDILHE X ~ Beta(a, B) TANT — & LHHIME 5 2 AR 5. mixup ZEN-VEREZ G T
& % KT, manifold intrusion [146] AU R T WD R =X PHE DN T A — X ZEEIZRET 5 5
$33% 4. manifold intrusion 1% mixup IZ & > TEELT — X BRID L ERANIBIZZAL T, BlDY 5
ALERTHZ e THD. BEREMIZIE, manifold intrusion B3 U7z T — X % IEHEIZ AT 5 Z L 03T
ENIE, BN BEREEOEAP AR TE 5. Adaptive Mixup (AdaMixup) [146] 1%, AT 522D
T—R%EXY NI =22 AN U THER L 2N T mixup 974 Z & THEHED mixup & O &ENME

EZIER L7z, AdaMixup [3ENMERELHFOND D, HEHEIIMNZD XY NT—IDREITRE T

CINZATT =R ASHIENEHETH 5. MetaMixup [167] Tl A X538 [107] % F\ T AdaMixup
EOE TV TNIREETIET, AdaMixup % L0153 BKEE % K L 72. Metamixup Tld, manifold
intrusion Z3##l) 2 & 5 RNFFLLAVER IS,

LA LU, AdaMixup ¥ MetaMixup (Z3EH D mixup & D BN DN TE 5 —F, EMLFZE HIE
RAFMUAMNZE 2y N T = BRBIT R B M THIRERZ L. 22 TARWIZETIE, B 7.1(b) IZ
AT LI, BORKAEREFIH L CTEEIRKE 725 AHLE %KD (inner maximization), 1EE D &
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— Arand ~ Beta(a, @) —

Adversarial search ———

Amax

» &

(1= Amax) %1 + Amax - X2

Adversarial search ———
Amax

(1= 2rana) * X3 + Arand * X4 (1= Amax) * X5 + Amax - X4

(a) Standard mixup (b) Proposed method

7.1: JHE O mixup LREFIEONFRLDOY > 7)) v 7 HEDEN.

INE T2 B & DIZET VNG A— R 2 HHT 5 (outer minimization). FEETIETIE, o4 i/ME
BEAEA2 M ESIZAHAUCARILLZRD S, FHbE, KMERIZLLTOERZ LTW5.

e IV a—REVayRHIZEWT, HONKARZFALU 7 mixup 3FEL TWRWH, K
MEDT 7O —FREDI I BIRZBENETEIDNRMTHS. LD o>T, RIFFEIZXSIZ
mixup Z HEI B L 72DICARERIEREZIRMLETLH LN TES.

e AdaMixup * MetaMixup & W % > > )47 7o —F CHREE £ 721k 0L EOMRER EB T
E5.

o REFEIIHOWET —X Ly bPR=Z %y MU —=2IZBWTENLSEMERE#EGTE 2.
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7.1 FlmrE & BEMRE

Notations. ARif%ETlE, Hiff z; € RO & g, (23T 28R y; € V= {0,1,. -1} %
n*)L/711/€?{f7‘—§HZ‘7 D= {xy,y b, 2HS. 51T, EGZEMDS T ROVZER| ’E@Wé
0 THRIA=ZLEINTZETI f R0 5 RE 245, HEaafb RO 3 2 BB, koo
Axvbpv—Ee My 5.

L(fe,D) = D] Z —logay, (fo(x:)), (1.1)
(®i,y:)€D
ZZT, o:RF —=[0,1)% i softmax BA(TH D, oy, IZIEMY T AMERERLTWD
mixup [16]: mixup 12 DDF—X ¥y M ELEONFLLTREESELESZ LT, Fir-kT—2%
E5 7 — X HIETH 5. mixup & — X374 Beta(a, B) 2 SELD H L 72AERDREE X € [0,1] &2 W
TRD LS IZERT 5.

& o= Axi+(1-)) -z, (7.2)

Ayi+(1=A) -y, (7.3)

]

ZIT, y; &y WXEMRY I AN 1 TENDAD 0 D one-hot X7 MLV THD. UL7h->T, A
BIL 75— R R THAE D i (&, g}, LT 5L, mixup CHROBELRZM = L1275,

minE . g [ (fo(®:), 9i), ] 7.4)

22T, D(fo(@).9:) = M- L(fo(w:),0s) + (LX) - L{fo(@,). ;) Th 5.

71.1 T —4% &g

T REEIIEREZE T — X ENEL T CNNIZERRART — X 2 ENICEB ST 57200
TIZv I THY, HHENIREOFEFT — 2R ML (B, [, X ) A 573
i, —7, mixup [16] DX D IZHET — R 2GR L THiz2 T — X 2EKT 57— X HEIES 2
EINTHD, mixup 23FIZIRAE L 72 G5 [162, 168, 169, 170, 171], HiffD —E% RE S5
%1160, 123], HEEO—HE2ETEOE D L [133,172,134,173, 174 IZ AT T 54 XTE 5.

Manifold mixup [162] IX45EE L X)L T mixup §5 2 & T, AJIT — X% mixup § BHEHKIELD
LEN-DEREEZERL TS, AugMix [175] X2 208 Y TV EEKT ZDTIERL, 12D
T = RITRk A RO RMA A EBEL T, BT —XE2EEEDE S mixup TH 5. SmoothMix [168]

EREARENIFIZ L > T RRIZFE LU ART 20 TIERL, AU ARHEICE DV TCHEiGEREY
AbHE 5. Co-Mixup [169] X Puzzle Mix [170] 1% 2 D DE D SAEMEMEIS 2 £ L IZH T 5 %
WELTWSE., VJIAZLDT—RENELWT — Xy MIXNT S mixup 213 T, 757AZ
EDTF— XD T — Xty MZE L 72 ReMix [171] HIBEI LTV 5.
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X 512, mixup THIEM X 11TV % manifold intrusion 12X 3" 222 £ e 5T\ 5. Adaptive
Mixup (AdaMixup) [146] 1%, ~N—ZAEIZHED WL T3 <, [EED X v b7 — 27 5 5l AfH
HA#EHE LU T mixup 5. Z DK, manifold intrusion 234 U TWARNERZRHET LRy VT —72
EHWSZ LT, ETIMIHWIEAMEZ 27 TW5. MetaMixup [167] 1% AdaMixup D #HE7 % v b
U — G RWET B 72017, A XFE[107] 2 HWCEY) AR Z RE T 5. Local Mixup [166]
&, E< DY YT E mixup U 7zH#Z manifold intrusion 734 U3 W E HEZ T, k-nearest neighbor
WZE o TRO7ZFEHE% B L IEFEY > 7V E mixup §5. T 51T, Sohn & [165] IE manifold intrusion
ZITRL, IRVEMTHIERIESHEVE T S22 mixup ICBEWTHETHEZ &2 FEL, &
A TR 7= BUiE 512 7 5 24 &2 i U TIERIZIZ 9 % GenLabel Z 25 L 7=.

HERD mixup 2 A LE K DIREFIED, YOS T—XE2H5KT2NEHLTWS. —F, K
FElET — 2 DERKETIEZR K, AdaMixup X MetaMixup &[RRI AFF LD PRE HIEICEH T 5.
MetaMixup (& AdaMixup D EHMEN: % M U CTENZ D BEREZER L TWED, 2y NU—=2%7
UTHRLLZH D LTED, FEUEZVWET VSN BIDET VEHET A HENH S, £/, &
B & & PR DR > TV 5. T 2 TAIE T, EREOBKEIZE W THEED A (E
LR BN E AWT mixup 217\, FEHIT LI L TROREL D BENZ SN2 HIET. B
Bz, RDOEEZR/IMET D EIICETIUNATRA =R E2EHTLI LT, ETNVDOPALMERED
MET2IEPEEIND. UBOETREFEIIDVWTHIZENRS.

7.2 Adversarial Interpolating Policy

AETIE, FTTIREFHEOMEL 721 BT, 722 CTREFEZZFMIZHAT 5.

721 REFEOBE

AWFETIE, 7=y b DRSO LY VY TIVRT (z,y) & (z),y;) (CBLT, BAKMH
A= [0,1] THEEDMKME L 22 2 NI A\, Z3KOSD. DF D, AL NI U CTHOSTHISCE 217
WHEAMEZ KD D, Lizhi> T, RFETIHEUATOREAREZM Z itk 5.

min Bz, 4., (2, 4,)~0 |max L' (fo(Azi + (1 = Na;), Ay + (1= A)y;) (7.5)

Adversarial Training [A#£(Z, inner maximization & outer minimizarion % &34, AfLLEZE LI ET
HEZERLT DR TERS. BNNKBOLGE, EED IV LAZER RN BT 2 R T 5720
FGSM® PGD D £ 547 70 —FBHENTHS. 2F0, EHEZMADNEVPERCTHSLD,
FIRNICEH RO ZENNETH S, —F, WRL N TIRITCDOAN S —ETH 270, Hil
M7 B/ MEBEER A Z2 WA EICRHT 5 28T, EREOT —ZRXTICBWTHEEAZRKIZT 5N
DR ERD D Z N TES. AT, ZDIRETFIE%E Adversarial Interpolating Policy (AIP)
bl 3 e
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Algorithm 3 searching mixup policy with the ternary search

Require: Sample pair {(x;,y;), (;,y;)}, model fg, the number of search K

1: Upper bound: A, < 1+ (
2: Lower bound: \; + 0 —(
3: while K > 0do

4:

R AN

10:
11:
12:
13:
14:
15:
16:
17:
18:
19:

e+ (2N + A)/3
c2 — (M +20,)/3
data interpolation with ¢; and co:
iz +(1—c)- x
To—cr-xi+(1—c2)
compute loss for Z; and &s:
Ly ¢ L(fo(®1),5:) + (1 — c1) - L(fo(@1),y;)
Ly < co- L(fo(®2),y:) + (1 — c2) - L(fo(®2), ;)
if L} > L/, then
Ay — Co
A — A
else if L) < L/ then
Ay — Ay
A 1
end if
K+ K-1

20: end while
21: A= (A +N)/2

22: return interpolation ratio A

722 =9FFRAEFBW-EBRKERRE

mixup T, N\ THRIEMBE L 2B 2 O FHAMIBEL Ty & y; TNENTIZR AT b0

VA2 E LT AL TRIBHIL 25 D2 ERE TS, Ln> T, MAMEIXZ0772H 1
DUNFELRWI EAREI NS Z s, Z0BBREHVTHEIIRKE RS N ZIERITK
5. REFEONMELEEFIHIIH 72 12R$ED TH 5.
SR TIE, EEOMKEICE T SHRETIREL, £ LIRME N, & FRIE N 2RES D
BED DS, mixup DNFELIL [0,1] DX TERIND 720, N\, =1& N =0LT25ILNHE

BIIZEZOND.

. _2)\l+)\u
173
c _)\u+2)\l
27 73
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i tc ~
= —@_’ p(}cl) . Ye,
i3 a | ‘.,
o e

Stepl: [A;, A, ]2 =5 Step2: ¢; £ e, ZNZENTmixup L THEKRFHE

1 4

A €1 C2 Ay

=0 if £, <.,
L7 1A, otherwise

e if £, > ¢,
* 7 A, otherwise

=" |—0—¢—¢—0—|

Lo P
I A Ay A ¢ [ Au
Stepd: BRXBED T v 77—k Step3: 4, EX,DEESET Y TT— NI 2HRE

7.2: ENYERE H W NFRFER.

WoT, [N, c1) £72103 (e2, A\] DED S —FOHFHIFEER S N, L L, &5 o OHFIZE M
KEDFAET B AHEMED D B 728, ARWFFECIIBERZERIC & I —fld 2803 5. BARMIZIE, T
HOBBCEMALT, ERMEE FTIREOHIMEEZ ZHhZEN A, =1+ & N\ =0—-C ELEHLTHE
KPR T 5. ZOWR(=1295Z LT, HIHMO LRMEE FTERIEDBEMDY cp =0& ¢ &5
7=, [0,1] DZEMZRTHRR LI LTS,

W, KDz ey &g ZAVT, FHHAT XY b DRSO LYY TIVRT (x,y:) &
(xj,y;) ZELFD X 512 mixup 9 5.

531201-331‘4-(1—01)-:[:]' (7.8)
To=co-x;+(1—c2) (7.9)

mixup U TR &1 & @y (KT B FWA fo(dr) & fo(ds) CHLTUTDOESIc7B AT Y b
0V N 5.

Ly = c1- L(fo(®1),y:i) + (1 —c1) - L(fo(®1), yi) (7.10)
Ly = ¢ - L(fo(®2),yi) + (1 — c2) - L(fo(Z2), i) (7.11)

BRI, ROZEEOBEFED?S EBRME N, & N\ ZEATO LS IZHHT 5.

Ca if L} >1L oy if Ly < L
Au = , A= (7.12)
A, otherwise A\;  otherwise
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ZOWE, A BEU N K[0,1] DHEPHZBEZ 2 VL DIZZ7 Vv EY T T 5. Zhs OB ELED[ME
WK IR LT, BRI Mg AT O X512 ERRMEE FERAEOH L UTEHRT 5.

Au+ A
Aas = % (7.13)

ZZETOFNIE, Algorithm 3 IZ/RTHED TH 5.

REFIEFZAITEBIZ T B HERD mixup 721 T <, FHEZEMIZX$ % Manifold mixup 125 %
PG AEETH B, F£72, AdaMixup ¥ MetaMixup D & 5 1IZEMm v b =2 FEtE2BLE L L
BN TR, KERB K 2O 2572 THFEPTELRTI EIERTIEIISHAVAETDH 5.
FEERIIZIE, K ={6,7,8} THIKMEIZINR T 5 Z LD h>TW5.

723 BNHARZERY SMUE

HH O mixup 1FZ DT —X £y MIBWT Beta(l,1) = U[0,1] 2 5HUD i U 72K % FH\W 7=
B OREEDMEN T WS — 5, Manifold mixup [162] 1% Beta(2,2) % W72 354 I k@ RE 2 &K
5. EVWHZ % &, Manifold mixup 1 0.5 (13, D% 0 RAKDEIHEONTFILTT — X 2G5 T 5
ZENEHTHEIERLTWS. TD728, Manifold mixup 22412 AIP H A I8 % &
J& AT 5. Manifold mixup (ZEED 2 DDT =X I LTI v X LAZAFILORE S NS —F,
AIP [FHERPR K L R DN Z BB RD S Z A AREL 0 5.

WIZ, AHEIZET 5 mixup IZDOWTiEid 5. HASHEUHEOSE TIREIN TS, FGSM
W% W CNHR LI U2 B8 % (153 % Adversarial Mixing Policy (AMP) [176] 1 A /18 2 3
UG ATEMREM ET 52 e PlEINT0E. XEIFMEEDORT MVIZHOAATHS XY b
7 — 7 TS 578, AJEIZHE T manifold intrusion 2 EC D6 0WeEZX 55, LA L, H
BRI B WTHEENPKRE S RE2NFHLLTERKT S Z £ 1%, manifold intrusion F4: D Al gEME D
F<7R0, WREHIZ DN D, fEo T, MEFHRFIANBEROZhEICEAT 5. ANEIZH
17 % mixup (FHEKD mixup & AR TR—XAHENP SO H LN TT — X 2 &80T 5.

7.3 FHMEER

AETIHERFIEL KT 5 2 & TREFEOFNEEZRT. 7, 733 TEROZKZEIZOWVWT
FEHIZRANT, 732 CRERIEEMERELLIRS 5. 7.3.3 £ 734 Tk, Thzh, WHHEEREEOE
WEANBIZHIREFEEZ SO IGEO P EMRIZOWTHRT 5.

731 EEROFMALERTE

AFEERTIE, mixup ZHALTHVWETLVOMREEZX—ZF 4 > & LT, mixup, Manifold mixup,
MetaMixup & R EFEZVEREK T 5.
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Algorithm 4 Adversarial Interpolating Policy

Require: Training dataset D, batch size m, training epochs T, learning rate 7, model fg, hyper-parameter
for beta distribution ¢, the number of search K
Require: Ternary search function v

1: fort=1,2,...,T do

2:  for mini-batch S := {x;,y;}2; ~ D do

3 I ~{0,1,2,3}

4 if [ = 0 then

5: A ~ Beta(a, a)

6 else

7 &’ « Shuffle(S)

8 A+ ¥(fo,S,S8',K,l) % Compute interpolation ratio with ternary search in Algorithm 3
9 end if

10: Ve @i | Aoy + (L= N) -y,

11: %Y ={yi|lyi€S,i=1,....m}, YV :={y. |y,eS,i=1,...,m}
122 X @ A Sy @) + (L= M) Sy (@)

13: % X ={x; |z, €S,i=1,....m}, X :={x}|x,€S,i=1,...,m}
4 00—y S VoLlfy (@), 1)

15:  end for

16: end for

17: return 0

T—&tv b RFEBRTIL, CIFAR-10/100, Street View House Number (SVHN) & Tiny ImageNet %
ffifi3 5. CIFAR-10 1% 10 7 7 AOHARMWET — Xy hTh b, FEHA L LT 50,000 4%, #iiHH
& LT 10,000 RDT—XBHBINTWS. EEEY 1 X1E32%x 32, %277 ADT — XBUTFEHAN
5,000 ¥, HEFRT — X A% 1,000 AR ST W5. CIFAR-100 1352 7 AD T — R EEA L LT
500 ., #EFRT—& & LT 100 RSN TWAS Z & %2R\ T CIFAR-10 £ [AIUT#H# 5. SVHN I
Google Street View 2 SINE U 72 RALD 7T T — X TH S, 77 AFZ0ONS9ETDI0T T AHY,
RO HMI L2 BTN U CTHEIE S0 5 S T\wb. SVHN IEFlfT— & & LT 73,257 D
RGB ity 7 A M & LT 26,032 MR XN TW\W5. X 512 SVHN I, extradata & LT 531,131 #%
DIFRISHEERT — XA BEENT WS, HfEY 1 X% CIFARIO & [FFETH 5. Tiny ImageNet (% 64 x 64
DO— YK T — 22y bTH Y, 20027 T AZTNFIUZS00 DT —XDZEEHHE L THEZ
NTWab. BEEHE 7 A NAEGRIZ, £27 7 A50 HEShTWS.

BT AREERTIE, 188 & 34 JE D PreActResNet [177] £ WideResNet28-10 (WRN28-10) [148]
ZHHALT, £TDOTF—%&% Y b T PreActResNet-18/34 D ¥ % 500 TR v 27, WRN28-10 D & ¥ 400
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7% 7.1: PreActResNet18 (251 B SRR, 1 X5 XA 55 UETH 5.

Last model Best model
CIFAR-10  CIFAR-100 SVHN Tiny ImageNet | CIFAR-10  CIFAR-100 SVHN Tiny ImageNet
Baseline 95.16+£0.14  75.48+0.36  97.07+0.07 57.46+0.34 95.28+0.10 75.75+£0.33  97.11+0.05 57.84+0.16

mixup 96.32+0.08 77.2840.37 97.38+£0.06  60.69+0.66 96.50+0.07 78.024+0.31  97.51+0.06 61.16+0.39
Manifold mixup | 96.47+£0.11 78.82+0.17 97.73+0.04  61.35£0.38 96.68+£0.08 79.224+0.10  97.88+0.02 61.71+0.32

MetaMixupt - - - - 96.88+0.09 79.64+0.16  97.04+0.06 -
AIP 96.88+0.18 79.50+0.23 97.77+0.06  63.78+0.14 | 96.97+0.16 79.961+0.29 97.91+0.04  64.27+0.18

TRy 7%¥ 3 5. Tiny ImageNet % PreActResNet-18 DA THHli S 5. wof{b Tk, WIHHFE RN
0.1, momentum 7% 0.9 DRI A FLME ik (SGD) 2T 5. FHKIFX 2 TDTIET PreActResNet
D& & {250,375} TAH v 2, WRN28-10 D & ¥ {200,300} TH > 2T 1/10 IHE L, weight decay I
1x10~* %ff 3 %. CIFAR-10/100 & SVHN D, mixup (% Beta(1, 1), Manifold mixup /& Beta(2, 2)
MO N E Y > 7)) 79 5. Tiny ImageNet DIRfld, mixup & Manifold mixup $£(Z Beta(0.2,0.2)
Y 5. REFEOHEREIMILSVHN D& & K =8, CIFAR-10 D& & K =6, CIFAR-100 &
Tiny ImageNet D& & K =4 & LT, AHNBEIZHE T 2L mixup & FAOZRE2HEHT 5. £
TOFIET, Tiny ImageNet lZZ7 B ALY hu—, ZNUHNOTF—XEy MINAFYrmATY
MO —E2HWTHAEGFES S, &Fik, BAD55 20— FEHWTER L AKET VO
JEDNYG & 7% DT HIERT 5.

732 FRELLBRER

PreActResNet18 OFER %3 7.1 12779, Last model 3 & O Bets model £i2, fERTFENETHOT —
Xty NTRHBENZEREZZER L TWE Z A HERETE 5. BEFIEL Manifold mixup % LIRS 5
¥, CIFAR-10 @ Last model T 0.41 K7 >}, Best model T 0.29 ;K7 >, SVHN @ Last model T
0.04 K1 > I, Bestmodel T 0.03 K- > I, CIFAR-100 @ Last model T 0.68 7R-T > b, Best model
T 0.74 KA > I, Tiny ImageNet ® Last model T 2.43 -1 > b, Best model T 2.56 &1 > b 43k
EAsm U7z,

RIZ, 2% 7.2 @ PreActResNet34 OFEHRIZEHT % &, CIFAR-10 @ Best model DFER % RNT, #2
EFEONFRENPREENT VWD Z L PR TE 5. CIFAR-10/100 (2B L T, Manifold mixup &
PreActResNet18 DFER L D HHILL TWB A, REFIEITHELRLKEE N EAHZETE 5. WRN28-10
@ Last model D% 1% Manifold mixup (245 2 /3 3EEE TH 5%, Bestmodel lZETDT—X& v b
CHBWTENZSEREZER L. 25 OEBRKRINS &, REFEFSHKEREGSED -
DT —XWFE LTENT WS Z B bhd. B, @R T—X% D077 ZAHOHEIMZME-
T, BEFEIEDITE L Z &AL 7.
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7% 7.2: PreActResNet34 & WideResNet28-10 (251} 5 D ¥AVERELLER. 1 58 UZETH 5.

Last model Best model
PreActResNet34
CIFAR-10  CIFAR-100 SVHN CIFAR-10  CIFAR-100 SVHN
Baseline 95.36+£0.17 76.36£0.23  97.13£0.05 | 95.48+0.14 76.69+0.25 97.20+0.05
mixup 96.74+0.13  78.74£0.40 97.20£0.16 | 96.94+0.08 79.29+0.20 97.60+0.03
Manifold mixup | 96.98+0.12 81.10+0.23 97.694+0.04 | 97.18+£0.12 81.36£0.16 97.85+0.05
MetaMixupf - - - 97.49+0.15 81.49+£0.20 97.55+0.07
AIP 97.06+0.16 81.52+0.43 97.96+0.08 | 97.26+0.09 82.00+0.30 98.11+0.05
WideResNet28-10
Baseline 96.00£0.16 78.72£0.35 97.38+0.05 | 96.09+0.11 78.82+0.30 97.484+0.06
mixup 97.21£0.12 81.65£0.21 97.49+0.08 | 97.38+0.08 81.98+0.11 97.804+0.04
Manifold mixup | 97.40+0.13 81.83+0.41 97.83+0.03 | 97.51£0.07 82.05£0.33 97.99+0.03
MetaMixupf - - - 97.524+0.10  81.55£0.17 97.67+0.08
AIP 97.274£0.10 81.73£0.34 97.76+£0.20 | 97.57+0.03 82.36+0.30  98.04+0.07

F£T13: KT =Xty MIBIF 2 NMEEREEOE N & 255 8HEE.

Number of rounds
2 4 6 8 10 20
SVHN 97.35+£0.03 97.80£0.03 97.80+£0.02 97.91+0.04 97.87+0.07 97.854+0.06
CIFAR-10 96.11£0.10  96.92+0.07 96.97+0.16 96.89+0.07 96.83£0.07 96.86+0.11
CIFAR-100 77.34+£0.28 79.96+0.29 79.73+0.23 79.64+0.13 79.47£0.23  79.38+0.29
Tiny ImageNet | 60.24+0.50 64.27+£0.18 64.18+£0.45 63.75+£0.15 64.05+£0.32 64.00+0.20

733 RIBLIFEROMDEWIC L 2 08EBE

AIHTIE, PreActResNetl8 (25 1T 5 5740 5 AR B DO B EIZ DO WTHER S 5. AFER
T THRARZZFREEFHT 5. NIFLBERIE {2,4,6,8,10,20} [, ZNEFNTHRALS 5 DOHL> —
KT%3 L 7= Best model DG E THIRT 5.

RKTIZWCET =2y b OBRREBOENN L 2 08HE 2 RS, FEMEHRI D, SVHN X 8 [HH
BEMERETH B2, CIFAR-10 Tld 6 MDD & SmmMaEThd. 512, K OEMTY 7 2B LW
CIFAR-100 X Tiny ImageNet | 4 [ OFERP RS EN P HREEEZFL I LN TES. T o DR
RBEO, BEIIABNLVEE, TRy NOBEMRIZE DR TREERE R E K T
5. BRAAEEZNE, 177 AB70 DT —XEPDRNEE, DI WEEREET 5 7250 4 JEk
JEZERTELLERALILEHTES.
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& 74 ANBIZE T B RETFIROAEIT L 5 0B .

Last model Best model
Input mixup | CIFAR-10  CIFAR-100 SVHN Tiny ImageNet | CIFAR-10  CIFAR-100 SVHN Tiny ImageNet
v 96.554+0.14  77.854+0.53 97.41£0.24  61.924+0.25 | 96.89+0.08 78.24+0.31 97.85+0.07  63.1940.18
96.73+0.08 79.11+0.06 97.77+0.06  62.97+0.40 | 96.89+0.07 79.64+0.13 97.91+0.04  63.75+0.15

ssoT
$SOT
$SOT

(a) mixup (b) Manifold mixup (c) Adversarial mixup

X 7.3: CIFAR-10 %227 L 7= PreActResNet18 7824 .

734 ANEBICBIP2RFFEOMR EBREHED AR

KTAFANBZBWTHNFHBERLZEEL, REFEOHEEZRLTVS. TRTOT—X
Yy MZBWT, BRB520DT7 VKLY — R TFEY L 7z PreActResNetl18 DFEERTH S, K74 »
SaANNDIEY, 7T AEHD7\ CIFAR-10 ¥ SVHN TIEANE CTHRILER L2 LTHH
FRETHD, FLWERERLITRW. —F, 77 2ABMBEEMNT %1225 T, CIFAR-100 Tl 1 K1
> ML E, Tiny ImageNet Tl 0.5 R > ML EDODEMERELLBHIZS NG, K> T, BELUWAH
A ANECTHMAT 2 Z 2 E0E2 7 ABDBL T — Xty MEEETILO underfitting % 73 < JH A
5.

WIZEFIETHEEH U ZE T VORAMEIZ DO WTHEMT 5. iiafimid Li 5 [178] OFiEE AW
THRLT 2. K73 OFRAHEICBEWNT, 2,y WITEANTA—-RIINET S/ 1 ADHX, 2
EEEZRLTEY, (1,y) = (0,0) DEBFIZL > THEBLARERASTA—XTHS. M 73(c) D
REFHEIE, X 7.3(b) ® Manifold mixup & LU CTEEDILWZ EHHERTE 5. 72, X 7.3(a)
D mixup IFREFIEL D E 6 AAIIZEL, Yy —7RHMIETHE. 2O ens, REFIEOEE
HhE i & 5T, FEFAST A —XE7Z1) Tk < JRHEP THEAEME V2D, BN 0REE %
ERTEZEWZ 5.

7.4 Discussion and Limitations

7132 TR E DI, REFHEREIHOSD LT — XLy MIBEWTHERIEL D LENVEREZ ER T
52D bhr o7z, BT, Tiny ImageNet (2B L T, mixup ¥ Manifold mixup Tl¥, Beta(0.2,0.2)
ORPEEEEIZEEDL ST, BEFEZAVEZGAENREENT VS, REFIEIE, ATEOA
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K15 PERIR L REFHROUBEE. (K =8)

mixup Manifold mixup AIP
elapsed time [s] | 0.035004 0.034844 0.175844

CBWTAR=Z MNP SHO U AL Z VT WAL 00, hiffE CIXELI RK L 725 N
& BT RO T mixup LTWD. R=ZGHADNT A =X E2HBIEL T, 0.5 KL DED HBEHE
ZELALTYH, FURLRY VYT U ITEINDOFFIZEHRT 2 TE SN2V, T,
FERIZELSEHIRT AAMLEDRE T —ZRTIZE > THEARLZZ 2R LTWS., LED-T, D&
S IR A BRI RO THFET B Z 2 id, AEEEN RICEELEEHEHS TWD L WA 5.
REFEIENVEREZERTE 2 MH, =2HRIZE > TR Z KD 5 72 DEEREEA N
T HICON TR T 5. BERIICIE, K =8 THEEMNRKIMEL 22 NFMEIZIKRT 5 2
ENhPoTWD., £7512 Tesla V100 % 1 BEA LT, 128 DNy FH A4 X CIFAR-10 T—X & v
I % PreActResNetl18 TZEE U 72BED 1 Ny FIZE T HUBRHZ/Rd. K75 DREFEIZK =8
ZMALTWAA, B D mixup ¥ Manifold mixup & H#E L T 5 f50A EOMLEERET 2 KB L § 5.
DFD, TREOWNPE A Y VT —IEETEISICEVEHBEIANPBREL RS Z L IEH
SMTH5. REFTHEEISIRRMTE720121F, ZDEROEHEP RN B EdE 7%
T TR —FaFERTHNENDD.

75 F&H

ARETIX, T—XBIEDO—~D2TH 5 mixup IZEWT, FHRIIKRDEMT S E X 5NN
ERWTTET 2727 mixup ZBE L 72, mixup IFEEOMROMAHN SO B L -NFELLEZ AW
T22ODT —RELHEESEGR L THEETL2MNRT — X EIETH 278, 0.5 (HEDNFFIZ
& > TAHB U 727 — &1 manifold intrusion 3¥E L, DFREDOHIEZHL. ZOMEZMHIET 5
721z, YR NHF LT mixup 97 % AdapMixup * MetaMixup DR I N T W5 A, #HEL v b
7 — 7 EEHREAEEZ GO OIEFICHERELSZ L. EREIIZIE, FIZEEDERD A< RN
EHVWTT =228 LUTHFETSHILT, mixup DRREEZHARICF EHTIENTEELER
5N, I T, KHIFETIX, Adversarial Training THW S NABOSIN AR %2 5512, BEERKIC
TN E EIZRD, ROZWNIFLTERL 72T — XK 2% % FvIMEd % Adversarial
Interpolating Policy (AIP) Z #2594 5. WIS Roummif e 220 [0,1]) DAH 7 —fHTERI N
5728, Z0HREAVTCELMICEIET S, Lk U2 X 512, ANEHZ 0.5 (3G DT mixup
9 % & manifold intrusion 534 U3\ 728, Manifold mixup & [FfRIZ PRI IZIREFEEZEHT 5.
FRETFIEIX AdaMixup *° MetaMixup @ & 5 REHELEHRR LT, HoWET KLy hER—A %y
T =2 2B WTHERIEL D SN R Z ER L 7=,

LD L, EFIEREIEDEROFERBDVEMT 5L, ETNNRIA-REHETIIETIZET IV
DIEEIBLEE RIS 5. AKEBRFIZE T, T—XBEMDP DR Y 7 AN L WIFE, Dlang

98



RO TR EMEREPERTE S Z LR T E 720, @H D mixup X Manifold mixup @ 2 {524 ED
MM Z T 5. ZAEKREEL T — X2y FPERG R Y N7 — 2% HOWGE I 2R
Beled. foT, REFHEDOEEAP ZHRIIND 2 BN R KERR HiEZIRET S L
NEBOFEE LTEITOND.
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H8E
e o & R EE

ARETIE, BoTHISCERIZHMESS 7% CNN O % W E X 572012, Adversarial Training IZEHU
THFEZ 4T\, k72 Adversarial Examples 2 #8832 Fik e £ 7 5 A5 FEREIZ# U 72 Instance-
Reweighted Adversarial Training 22 L7z, X512, B AKE BT — X EED 1 fETh 5
mixup ZMAG O Hi 727 mixup 2L LU 7Z. AT, RinXOfiine SBOBEIZODVWTHRR S,

8.1 i#&Hm

BEOIELHEFLTOMED THB. 2 HTIHHEGUEDEFIZH T 2HOTHEREZE %, EBEK

IHITBET R & CNN OHfEg1E % /19 2 72D DEONI RIC T T5 14 AL T, %X’L%‘VHCZ

DWTHMNZIE AR 7z, Bt 55K %2 AW 72 B4 % 1%, Generative Adversarial Networks (GAN) & I
ENTE D, BIEEEE AW THGAERKT % Generator & A [H R % B E 3 % Discriminator %
HNEIELZLIE T, T -ty FNEMRT S & 5 REFEKATETHS. GAN IZF
BAHEPETIVEGPSEINTE D, BIETIXAROH TIEEREG L EBRBEOX A TE 20N
1 ERER R E SRR TREE LTWS., BT, EF L ERE SRS EiE KT % Progressive
Growing GAN (PGGAN) 7> 5 /A 5% 1245 5 ML O BEE % FLAIA A 72 StyleGAN3 F T O FE R I EHI
BAERIZ B W TIER ICAIREW. CNN O 2 & H1d 2 72 OFOSI /51, Adversarial Training
CMEER, ENEEESR SN DS —F, TN MEEEREE Y Y SIVICHT B R E LS
9 5. Adversarial Training I$EARMIZE T VRHEIZREFE L2V, DE DT —XD AN HIEREED
FHEAHER ENEEIND Z L L, FICHAER Y Y TVOBBREE2ZE X -7 7 a—F 2%
ZBEINTVD

3ETI, HBEMRMZ WL & L7 conditional GAN (cGAN) IZ & % F — X BIFEIZE D MlA 7.
EFHIZBWTT—ABAR L TWEEEIE, BFET — X8 bR 2L TT — X2 KE LT
% Z TRt REZ [ EX BT WA, BL iAW T — A HWIEIMKRDORZ N EDLEEHD

HENOYMAIE—BELUTHUTHS. D7, cGAN ZHWTH - 2l E £k L, FffFe L

TANURT MVEBEIES L $2 T — X MiE%2 5 2 5. BHEGEROEE, 1 2OY VTVt
BOERBRMWELT /) 7—arvIntsh, ThzThofEEEIXE L ZANME R HLEEX LR 5.
7z, 2v MU= IREEPELSIRBIIONTHABMNIETRENHET 2720, AU SRM%
T RSN 2D, 22T, ANMBEUNDBIZEKM%25 2, &ECHEY) BN Kk
T 572 DIZEHATT U TEM:% AJ1T 5 Weighted conditional GAN (WcGAN) % #2579 5. WcGAN

100



FRERIEL D, mE B GRAERE EE U2 T, EREGEEIET -2 UTHEAT S Z
ETEHEL DHEHBEMERR—AT7A4 VOREI Y M ELT-.

4 FTETIE, B ROREI ARSI E H U7z cGAN IZ & 2 E/RAERICE D A, 3ZTTIE, M
Gk ERNIZ AR U CHEIET — & & UTIER L7228, *fi}%: CNN (3WK DA 7 S 12 5 <
BHUTHET I eBHIONTWS., SV NE, Bl Rz2 TEICERTENE, +59, ¥
g7 — X UCTOEMABIMFTE L. 22T, RO FGSEE OIS 567 Attention Branch
Networks (ABN) & ¢cGAN % flAG 0 2 2 & THATGUITIE U 2 BB ERE LB T 5. RETIE
2k o THB T N2 EGITE BB EFM CRRIEICE 2 ICHBDb 6T, HFEHT - X2 Ronsz
HOHET — X UTHEMTH D Z EDHERTE -,

5FETIE, T — X HE &M A S HE T Adversarial Examples (AEs) Z/E& L, N T—a v EE
7% AEs % ##9 % Adversarial Training (ZHU D fl A 7Z. Adversarial Training (&3 > 7 V727 70 —F
TENHERMEPR O NS KE, BNA MEESXEE YV TV 250 8MRENR AT 5 Z &M
fEHIN TS, ZOBRKEZMHT 570121, —BNREE L) EEH T RLT — 22387
B EN D D L EERIIZ E%éhfmé.%:?,?~ﬂ%@tﬁ&ébﬁTAm®ﬂul~
voa v EBEEL 2 5% 5 Masking and Mixing Adversarial Training (M2AT) 22X 3 5. HiK
Iz, MPAT 3RO 7-EBEZ2TEOMEED Y AT 2 AW THENMIEE G5 I b X 512Y)
DIEE, mixup LRI =X DGR ST Y 7)) VI UHERIZE > TEKRT 5. HifE 513 label
smoothing Z L TS 2 Z & T, HEEMEPBIIZH LU0 Th<, @BEY Y 7INHT 5
DHNEE MRS D 2ReL U7z, F7z, HEFFAHPANKE KR o7z 12 M2AT 13 HERE
0B EVHERME A MR S Z DR T E 72

6 F Tl%, Instance-Reweighted Adversarial Training (IRAT) (242 U % BB AIZ D W TH D LA 72,
IRAT 3& T Y TV ORBINPT I 2ZN 610 ﬂ?é%gﬁtbfﬁﬁb,égﬁé#ﬁ%EM%
BaHWTHEANERL RIZET V TVOEERANEANIT TS AT TH 5. KD, 77 ARERIC
D < IRAT 13BN 7 M 2 A LT\ 2 KIH, EfR2 7 AMER L bk ot772%?#bégﬁ
ZRDDB7-DOBEMZ 2 7 7 AEMPREINT WS, £ZT, £, BERIMIZ2 77 A5EMNE
EINTWVHHERIZHED < IRAT D55 2 REERINZLEERIZ L > TH S22 5. BARIICIE, %
250 7 AMREE DY Y TUDOROLFELVWEBEENROOND Z L 2R Uz, ZORRNS,
XHRK- 720 T AMERPAREMREZ HD2EEEZHANT, RO-EEELZ LT 5 FHELIRET 5.
REFEZIERIRIMALAD Z 212X 2T, WL D0 OBCT BRI S 2 VAT B U 2721
TRL, EEY Y TIIVITHT 2 08EED M LI 2 IR,

7TETI, T—XWEO—FETH S mixup DWFFLLE TV XL TIERL, FREIICKROTFEET S

WCHL D KA Z. mixup IMTEEOWNMEL T2 DOTF— X2 AKX L TH-RT— X E2ERT 25N
BT —ZMIETH 5. mixup DIREFIEET — X OARGIEICER U-FENE L, AFLITHEIZ
VRLRMERTH D, BB, REBERIEL RN EHWTER LT — X & EMEC S
TELLDZFFUAZET IV, HRT — XN LU TEN-EGRIEPTE I EEZONS. £
T, WONINFE22F 12, BAPRKE LN E EHWIIKRD, BEEZR/MET 5 Adversarial
Interpolating Policy (AIP) Z$2% 3 5. NfitLIXE Tl T — X L 80, [0,1] OHPHTER S
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NBAHNT—ETH D78, w7/ MEZEER Z Wi S IR A U TRRDEE & 705 A% 5K
b3, Zhizk D, Adversarial Training 2 B W5 E X 0 £ EMELD, KA N TR ZEFHE
THIEWHEEL LS. REFEOEHEMIIMEZOPHEE Z L L UT, ANENERSI N
BIEEH D mixup & FERROWIEZTS. FHEERICE>T, AIPRHSPET—XEy hEX—2
ETIVCHREEREZZERTED I L 2R U, 61T, T—ABEMEPDOREY 7 ABDZLVIFL,
DI CEEREI T B RE D RN T & B T E BNERRIITHIIA L 72,

8.2 RE
AT, B ARICERZ S TT, 7— X MIEIC X228 E M | Adversarial Training 12

& BEEMME A EICE D FHAZ. RIS TIRELZ, HiLWT—XEIETH B AIP X ¥ PVt
ThHORNOEH, FEWICENZSEMRENZERLTES. Z0Z206%, REFIEIZCNN ZHWE
HEEDEOEECHAINSG RN T —XBEED—D e LTI INE eEZ NS, LrL, E
BCHMRINT VS L DIT, WE O mixup (ZHART 2 5L EOMMIFHZ BB LT 5. Lizdio
T, BR2I6HAEREAT, Z0BBEOHELEZT, REFELZEHRLT LI LPEENS. £
7z, ARFETIE mixup PEEDFEOAZE SR E U72AY, mixup DIREFIEA DG B3 LA D
RATDI-HDT—RZBEEE UTOSHAINE Z L EENS.
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