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Abstract

Adversarial training (AT) is a training method that aims to obtain a robust model for defencing the adversarial attack

by using adversarial examples (AEs). Although AT improves the robustness of the model to AEs, it significantly decreases

the classification accuracy to natural samples. To overcome this problem, researchers proposed methods that approached from

several perspectives. In this paper, we survey AT and systematically summarize about research trends of AT. Furthermore, we

evaluate and compare the classification accuracy with the exact experimental details for the typical methods. Moreover, we

visualize the low dimensional feature space of the model applied to each method and evaluate the feature representation using

some quantitative evaluation indices.
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Lyvart = BCE(¥, yi) + 4 - DxL [p(xi) || p(£:)] - (1 = py(xi))

(18)
%72, MART TlZZ7nxzy bab—#EE0bDbIic, [EfE
7 ALY T RARBROWI-HFTHRPRERD I F R D~ —
VUMK E B &S RIBREHE%Z T 5 Boosted Cross Entropy
loss (BCE loss) ##2R LT\ 5. BCEloss X FORTERT Z
ENTES.

BCE@uyJ=—k%pﬂf0—k%(l—%gpj@0) (19)

3.3.3 HEBEKSAY VY- RUE LTI

JEH D CNN 25 Adversarial attack (ZHE5972 1 KD 1 D& LT,
RZERNIC B W TR L oW > TR BEZ L FET S 2
LAFET NG, RISV Y L, MUNREBITD
DIEREREFDCENZIEE e P TE B0, BRI
BRI ZHET XS BUEOBEHP Ay NI REET S Z
CHEELRD.

A=Y OZRBAWECNN: —2—F L%y Y=
Cl& Radial Basis Function (RBF) network Z i\ % Z & T, &X
JCZEB D IERMEE M BT 5 72, Adversarial attack (ZEfE &
72 % [16]. Taghanaki & [38] i~ 5 7 ¥ X[l % 7= RBF
A —A)V% CNNICHEH T 5 2 2T, FZEMEa >y 27 b
RE U CEfEMERER L2 A . L LRSS, RBF network
PwNT ) RIEEBHIETENICRD 285 X — &% L, Bh
JEDIRED XA F I v 7122 T2 CNN TZOEEHHT 2
DIFHNHETH 5. # 2T, Taghanaki HIFFHHEIVICTKD %5

— 5



Leet Lpc

Lrg+ Lpe + AdvTrain

ZLrr+ Center Loss

X5 HBAEEEEE AW 20 oMER. [39] 255 H.

RA—RERETERAREZNIA—RE LTEHKL, CNN OE
BT R — R EF e FIRICRECE S 2 2 2 CRBERISHLL
7z. Taghanaki & DEZR L 2IEREH — 2, U TFTORA TR
TIENTES.

g9(fi(xi))=exp{=B; - D(fi(xi),cp)} (20)
where D(fi(x;),¢;) = (fitx)) —c)T ()~ (filxi) - ¢p)

ZZT, fikx), ¢, BiliF, EOEN, ETALfFOIEHOH
JiE, HEATREZR | BEOHLR Y ML, FEEATRER I EH D
Gaussian DIEZRLTW5. Fiz, ZHYTHIP 2 P=ATAIZ
DIELT, A ZFEARRATA—RE L TERTHILT,
BICEEEEOR 275 2 e N TE 5.

Prototype Conformity loss (PC loss) : PC loss [39] {& Center
loss [40] Z4k5R S % Z ¥ T Adversarial attack (ZE g 72 £ 7L
BEEHLEFETH S, K51 T & I1Z, Center loss 1,
&7 I RAORHEER 7 7 AHINIED 2FRHEN D 203, FAlE
Aoty Z 2 i3E XS5 TRV, PCloss Tld, Center loss
Y ARET, 2 ATEE Prototype X2 bl w€ BEHELT, 75
AHUNCED DD, BRHENIMAIER» SBEh 2 & 5 12k
BBE LA 5. PCloss THIW 2 HREBIIR 21)~23) T
TIEMNTES.

Lprototype = L (X7, Yi;0) + A1 - Leenter — A2 - Lpc @2n
Lcenter = |1fi (%) — w;”Z (22)
1 -
Lec = =7 > (I —wla + lwf - willz) @3)
J#Yi

ZZT, A, 3 BEEROEEERIRMET 24 =85 X —
X2TH5. X Q3 IEFFRYUEZTI =BT RIEL T 220, 75
AMDBV A FRFEREADTE 2 ET L TIHBREIKE SR
5. Mo T, 1 B/ANIWETERT S22 T, LD o ~FH
B35 %2FHT 5. Prototype N7 FLIER 21) & w€ 12
BAL TS T2 I TEHT S0, 1, 12K - T PCloss DFFE
WhinT=, EERE g LT, UTOREHWEERT 3.

c c i 0 Lprototypc

wt , =w -
t+l ! Ay awf

(24)

ZAUZ XD, PCloss DIBR[EZ EIHEH Wz T X — ZEHHIA]
AEL 72 5.

Probabilistically Compact with Logit Constraint (PC-LC) :
Mustafa H50HEZR L7z PCloss 13, FFEEESISHELZWEIC
Prototype X2 ML EFKEL, ¥ BT I2HENH 2720, A
HAZ UL EHE X M EW. PC-LC[41] T, HKEKDE

ety b —2REOEEERTZ Ik, HEABEBOR
FHEEET 2720 TR9] e ABROENEER LI-TFIETH 5.
PC-LC OHEEBEBIIULTICRIT A TERTE 3.

1

Lpc-1c = . Z max (0, py (%) + & — py (%))
y'#y,ieD
A
+ 503 (dyj - C) (25)
n x; €D

ZZT, dy;=max(0,zy(F) - z; (%)), z(X) ¥ % &2 AN L7k
DrYy b, yi FERZ ZAPH TR Y Y FHAEWT TR
2RLTWS. PC-LCIXIEMRS 7 RANERBIER % & 121358
X8, [£,1] OHFAN DY ¥ PVERFEr ART T S
AWZ a7 MIRBT S, %7, 7y(F) - z;(F) > 0 A
THIET, BOESI 7R HLB I EHIELTWS. &
NHDEEFFNCE > T, FrR Y bub—#E%ERZ LTIEL
SOFELOD, HEERETLVEBSTE S,

3.3.4 ¥ TN ¥ D Weighting & V7= Fik

PERD AT T, 2TOV > Izt LTEL L EXEEE
L T Outer-minimization %3 % 72, AEs 2% 3 2@ 5034
LTV INTVS. @EEPELPTVWERE LT, K%
VRZPMENY Y TV BEEY A7 PENT Y IAEEL
sz ehBFons. [toT, #ERMEOY Ty
77 AFNSEWY Y TNV TEHEENRL S LA THET 5
BB 5.

ARIHTHRZ 2 TOFREZ, FY > TS T2ES w(x;, y;)
FRAWT, UTOXERHELTZ2I2ickoT, HOo0WIRHE
R E T LRSS B,

ngnﬁ(Xi’%wwm,y»L(fi,yi;a) 6)
Geometry-Aware Instance-Reweighted Adversarial Training
(GAIRAT) : GAIRAT [42] ¥ A JTH{RZERICBWTHEY > T
DG D 5 ¥ ORERATW S 22RO T, HIEW
FBEYREREAMIZ L ToHEBREERIMLT 2. EELHE
PGD O HEH R Z MM L CEAGER e £ T ro~v—o >
(geometry value) DFTEZE L7z, DRWEETESEIE T Y
INVEHEDY A7 pEL, W, FEE L7z PGD OEHT
AL WY Y T VEBRED Y R BERWERZ S Z 23T
3., FVYINEIHT BEA w(x;, y;) DREZ, LTOR
TERTES.

(I —tanh(A+ 5% (1 =2 x k(x;, y;)/K)))

2

ZIT, K, k(xi,yi), 113ZhZh, PGD DRAKEHEL, x;
IZXt3 % geometry value, [EEDRETH 5. KH > Fuicxt
THEAZ(0,1) DHPFTHEZNS. GAIRAT TlE, &F
TR LT geometry value 23K, X (27) TEADRELRT
27203 TR, UTOR TNy FHNTEADEFD 1 725 &
SIWZIERILZ § 5.

w(x;, y;) = 27

w(xi,Yi)

_— 28
Z%:] W(Xm, Ym) 29

w(x,y) =



ZIT, MZV Y IERLTWS. > T, GAIRAT T
BUToRBEREMS T, HEREFTAEZERT 3.
GAIRAT 28R LT LT, RFMREANT % T % Local
Reweighting Adversarial Training (LRAT) [43] IR I N T\ 5.
Weighted MiniMax Risk (WMMR) : WMMR [44] 1%, GAIRAT
LERD, FRERESEIHERA LYV TIND2—I v 2RD
T, HADWER T 5. GAIRAT T, Natural Z2IREETFASHH
LTWEH Y FNEEELEATIRINTRWVD, HkE
REAWSE e THlRSE LYY AL ELSEE L -EAD
PEZRFEH L2, WMMR T, BEb &5 7R, DFDIEMR
ARV TROEVWI TR DR =Y VFIH L-EA

WEET S, WMMR IZLTORICL > TEY > T T 2
BADREET 3.
w(xi,y;) = exp(—a-margin(x;,y;)) (29)

where margin(x;, y;) = py(x) — max p;(x)
J#y

ZIT, 0 IERORETHS. RV ILD~v—I VI,
margin(x;, y;) > 0 DI, IELL HETEL Y ILE2RLTE
D, margin(x;,y;) <0 DK, BBPET L2V TV ERLTVWS
F 7z, margin(x;, y;) = 0 OFRHFFKANTER Loy > IrisRLT
W3, 1K (29) 3FY 2 TR LT (0, 00) DEPATEHEAZ R
ET 27D, ADV—Y VIFYKREREARENZINS LI
%o TW%. WMMR Tld, RDZEAZEDF FHHRAEIC
TR L Tm/MeRiEz <.

Margin-Aware Instance reweighting Learning (MAIL) :
MAIL [45] {3 WMMR 2B UTEEDES 772D —Y
(PM: Probabilistic Margin) %% 83 % 7z DICHERIER T HWT
HAZRETS. WMMR TiE, AEs DANL~Y—I Y REIH
3 %—7, MAIL TIELL TR g 3 EOEFIESIRESh
TWa.

PMhat(xi, yi) = py(xi) — maxpj (xi) (30)
PMadv(xz,yl)—Py(x) maXPJ(x) 3D
PMyif (X, yi) = py(xi) — py(%;) (32)

PMpy¢ (& Natural iIZ303 3~ —3 2, PMygy & AEs & iz~ —
YV DPE, PMyr i Natural ¥ AEs W~ —Y Y OIRE

ERLTVWS. MAIL KBWTEADOPERIE, sigmoid BIEK
EFRHOTCUTORTEETE 5.
w(x;,y;) = sigmoid (—y (PM(x;, y;) — B)) (33)

ZIT, By 0BT, PREFOF— &AM
REBRBEAEFHORNEDPERT AT X=X, BRADIES X
EHET 29 A -2 TH5. MAIL d GAIRAT L[FkET, K
(28) ZHWT ANy FATHEAZEFLL THBREICRET 5.
WMMR ¥ 13 #E7% D, MAIL & sigmoid ZERI TEHATEHRT 5 7=
®, MURICKEREAPBEHING Z R0,

Bilevel Learnable Adversarial reWeighting : Z 1% TO Tk
T, BEDAS 772D =YY DAEER L IZEARED
ENTW, L LA s, Holtz & [46] DFEERICE S &, K6
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g

6 CIFAR-10 IZB} 238583 % 7 7 A D@E. [46] 2 55| H.

A Iteration . Update parametric weights w (x) B Iteration t: Update network parameters 6

Meta-update | | Step 3:
i 0,= GD(6,,w)

X7 BILAW Q%% 7 n+ 2, [46] 22 55| H.

RS L9, BMWEEIBME SN AEs 128 2 BHEHUBED
JIARALBEGET Y TANEN LHFERTES. 2O
fREHIC, FEELIIIALT I IR DYV RERL, 8
X MV v 7 RBEBE I WTEAIRE % T 5 Bilevel Learnable
Adversarial reWeighting (BiLAW) ##2Z& L7z. BiLAW T, ~
ANFZF52D°=Y Y% A [0,1]F - [-1, 11K ZFWTUT
DOXTKRD 5.

AD (i, yi) = py(xi) - pji(x;) (34)

RGHEFIZFIRjrov—Yr0itEesELTED, it
HEEMRI IRAEROVIZ FAETIIHNLTITS. Kb~
NFZFADT—I %, KT A MY v 278 s : RY — RY
WAL TEAZRET . L2LAEDVS, sIZNT 2L
JHEREGT AN EE A2 728, BILAW TIIX X R O—RTH 3
Model-Agnostic Meta-Learning (MAML) [47] Z FI\WT2E 3 5.
BILAW D8, R 7TITRTLHIZ3 ATy Iroillsd. &
3, EEF—2r 1 KAED s PHAT2EAEHNTZ 72
SRR f BN T v I T T 5. RIS, BEET &ty
b 2B T — X OHBEBEGRERAWT s DEART X — R EHH
T3, mRIC, ¥ETFT—XRHFND s ZHWTHEESS f OHE
BNRTRA—R 0 RBHT 5.

3.3.5 Friendly Adversarial Training

BEHED AT TlX, PGD % F\ 7= Inner-maximization {2 & - T
AEs 2K %72, X8 EBRITRT & 512, PGD DEHEED
B3 2o THAIBER 2 RE BT 7 A0RAT 5.
Zhang 513 Z @ Inner-maximization H3MERE % H b X 1 2 JRIK 72
¥ # %2 T, Friendly Adversarial Training (FAT) [48] Z#2R L 7=.

FAT 396K D AT 2 13% 7% D, Inner-maximization % = (35)
127”3 & 9 7% Inner-minimization % F|H 3 % Z & THRESLE
TR LFETH 5.

X¥; = argmin L(¥;,y;) (35)

X;€B[x;]
s.t. L(¥;,y;;0) — min L(%;,y;0) > p
yey

ZIT, y#argmingy L(X,y), Y =10,



Natural data Step #1  Step #3  Step #6  Step #8  Step #10
Natural data Step #1  Step #3  Step #6  Step #8  Step #10

8 HH D Adversarial training & FAT 2B} #5155 & AEs O
. [48] 22551 H.

COREHBETIDNERTRNIXA—KTH5.

FAT 23 Z 2T, X8 FEIT/RT & 512 PGD O HH[AI%K
DAL TR MPIBEFANED AEs 2B 32 N TE 3. &
@ Inner-minimization (%, PGD % FJ#& T X & % early-stopped
PGD (PGD-K-7) Z i\W2% Z ¥ TEBRMNTZ 5. PGD-K-7 1,
BROEHERE K ¥ LT, R TXE244 I 0% 1T
BET 3. PGD-K-1 13 K =7 ORFICEFED PGD L {EX 5 Z &
MTE5.

PGD-K-t TiX, EEDOY 7L T, MaE»sEtrTth
LITRTy TRET B0% 1 Ik - THRIET 2. —l17% AT
T, EERPRANMET 222 DAICEHLTWS—F, FAT T
FERGEPEC Y D2 E KT 5729, Natural DERESL
ZRHS BN TE 3.

3.3.6 Learnable Boundary Guided Adversarial Training

PERD AT 2 E10% { DFED ABs R EHFE T2 Z 2 Tl
BRETNVOEEEAREL T 553, K 9(c) WRT X1, il
BRI AES IC7 4 v 3 %728, Natural (283 2 HRED LS
%. ZZ7T, Cui 5% Natural DFEAIRAZ A A FIZLAEDP 5,
HEf# 7 € 7L % #15 § % Boundary Guided Adversarial Training
(BGAT) ¥ Learnable BGAT (LBGAT) % #2242 L 7= [49]. BGAT
% LBGAT T, Natural DATH¥E T3 ET IV Muar £ AEs
DHBTHETIET IV Myg, D2 DT 5.

BGAT TlE, Myq ZHFHRNTHEE L, #AER T Mg, 1TH&
B3 % Z ¥ T Natural % 5k U 7zl 72 £ 7 1 DS D AT HE
7%, BGAT B TIT R REtR 2 2T, HiERET
NEEET 5.

H}ginE(x,»,yi) en [IMSE(M,op (%:), Mnar (x:))] (36)

k
wMeMwmm:%;mrwf
2T, Mpop(FD), Mpar(x) 1ZZF0ZN, FEFADBHENT
20Ty FERLTED, 01 F Myup DEARTX—RERL
TW3.

BGAT I & o T M,op OFEEFEREDIETS T % %53, Natural
DAHT & FH L ROFAIE A3 L S ) Riz#E L
W3 IR 520, LBGAT & M,op & Mpar = 01HHED 5 [H]
RRCHFEEE T2 2 2 I & - CHEAR ZEBERESAFCEZ 2 F
Er LTIREEN. LBGAT BUToRZRE(LT 2 Z i
&b, EFLVOEMEREE RIS 5.

(b) Classifier boundary of our robust model
M st

(a) Classifier boundary of clean model
natural

(¢) Classifier boundary of robust model
trained with previous methods

9 AEs YR 0BMRMEDH. # A Natural, Ef0h AEs &3
LTW3. [49] 2255 H.

g}g}E(xi,yi)eD [MSE(M ;-0 (€7), Muar (x)) + BL(x, yi; 6")]

(37)
ZZT, 01 Mpgr DEANRTXA—XERLTWS. LBGAT
T, Muyg DA% 7B ALY bR —#ETHHEMEDR/N
LEITV, Myop WKL TE Mgy OFFIEREZHET 204
THdZITERI .

PERD AT Tld e POBERBRICK LN ENEL 2 Z e %
WZehBHISERTWS. (f] 0 ReAATHEDMSHE) i,
ABs DAREH L CGRAGEREIET 2 Z e PFRA L EZ 51
%. —75, BGAT % LBGAT T Natural DFFIERIC 7 + —
HALTAES DA TEZ X5 IERT 2720, ZOLIREA
SEENHIT 2 Z e AATRE 12 5.

4. EERFHEEER

H{RIFICBWT, EFVOMREZ AT % & HELIEE
ELUTHERENMEAENS Z 220, SR Acc ld, #
WMT—Xty b DY LTA YOy —28K1[] ZHVT, X
TORICE > TERIT ZEMNTES.

D, Llfx) =yl (38)

(xi,yi)eD

1
AC(,‘:—A

1D

L LA S, TEREEERFET 2 &30 7 ARPREAD
ATy I RAERRER LT, HEMEE L —HIT 20EB0DAT
LFHli L Thiniz o, EEELH R LR TE T
WV, D% D, BRI BV TENEMER»E 5 o
HIWT2SREET D 5.

CNN DR ZE 2 HEMICRIT 32 ik LT -SNE[50],
UMAP[51] R EDBRREINTWE D, TS OFRIGIMGE
NEENDT0, BRICHREMEZDE % 2 JOr R TRET
e TERV. o T, EIITZEM % IEHICETHES 2 720
W2iE, EEMRFHEARNE L2 5.

FHEZERICBNT, BN 9RRX Y Y IR TETWE %
FEBMIRTIEE E LT, Calinski&Harabasz {842 [52] % Sil-
houette A 2 7 [53], Homogeneity, Completeness & 27 [54] 7%
CHRREINTWS. RKETIE, ZhboDfEErzhzh,
WHE U TEIC AN B

4.1 Calinski&Harabasz 351

Calinski&Harabasz 8% (Cal.) 1%, 10IRT &I, 75
ANGEB W, &7 7 X3 B o8B0 72X ¥ I
TERPEIDEERMNTIRT Z LD RERIEETH 3. Cal
T, BXRITLRFEARY PARITTHIRT 2 22 %<, Z0%

—8—
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We=3 X lx—cgl3 Be= ¥ ngllcqg—cp I3
q=1x€Cq q=1
¢ o\ : °
o °
e ) \;’*02 1 *
- 3 : ’\ / c;
/ol NIy B 0, e
L _/ e 4 N 1
N\
G g
s 63\ 3 ¢

10 Calinski & Harabasz 5D LR

FIHMICMEAT 2 e TE S0, ElLFME T2 eh
TE5. Cal. BUTITRIHRZHWTRD 5.

tr(By) _ (ng—k)

&&:UU£)X - (39)
k

Wi=> > I =cqll3 (40)
q=1x€eCy
k

Bi =) nglleq - cell3 1)
q=1

ZIT, k, Cq, ¢cq, CE, ng, ng EITHhZTh, 7728, 7
FSRAGDIIAR, 53R gD IAFL, F—Xty ek
DOHD, VIR gDV IV, T—Kty bekodr S
BrRLTVS.

Cal. 3R a7 D ERPED SR THWARWED, BWIEEEN
TRERENTETWA I ERLTWAS. #IiZ, Cal. DR
TR0V YRS 2 R0E], D% D 7T ADRE
LTW3ZexRLTWVS.

4.2 Silhouette X 37

Silhouette 2 27 (Sil.) I, fEEDY ¥ I HEYI 7 T A&
RKELTWA22ERIHEIETH S, Sil i, KILIKRT LS
12, ROV TN xi DBTHITRAX Cip TEENI Y
TN DY, Chp POIRBIITNT T AR Cpear CEEN
Yy IV DEMEFAT LIk o TKRD S, Sil. B
Cal. L[AIBET, RN b LD 52 &Y > 7MW ERER FHET %
7DDIETH 2 2 h b, KTHlE T 2 0EZ0 V. fiEo
T, RITHIEZE AW RER 23T & D b IEME Rl R C
XD 1O THS. S IEMTIORTREANTRD 3.

n

. b; —a;
Sil. = _ 42
1 ;max(ai,bi) “2)
1

a; = Xi —Xj (43)

i |Cm|_1x;c llxi = xjll2

J in
1

bi= —— Xi—Xj (44)

i lcw_”x_;_ i =112

J in

ZZT, n, xjplidEhEh, FHliT Y TVORE, Cin T
W Cpear CEENZT TN ERLTVS.

Sil. 1X [-1,1] OFFTERINZ R AT TH 579, Sil. ~ 1
O, x; WIELWZ ZRRIZBLTEYD, av 7 bpovA
FRFBEERANPTETVWE Z 2R LTV, g, Sil. ~ -1

73 29 ROFIEEHOFE

U325 EDFIEMOE

a® = ; > x®—xO, p® = ; ¥

I x® — X0,
|Cinl = 1 x0¥ecs, [Chear| = 1 xhéCnear
g x () ° o - K o ®
A ® N . o) , o
.

o ° . ° L] [ ] ° ° [ ]

° ° ° °

XX . o 00

o)

Cnear

11 Silhouette A 2 7 DHEZX

DR, x; Do FRARIZBLTWE D, &7 7 AMR
ALTW2ZE2RLTWVS

4.3 Homogeneity, Completeness X 17

Homogeneity X 27 & Completeness A 2 7%, V-measure [54]
CEEND, BREREH WY 5 AKX VN % AHiE
BTH5.

Homogeneity X 17 (Homo.) : Homo. {37 5 2 R % FARE&
LT, BERMERZMES AT I A2 Y VY IRROE
BIRFHEZ 3 5. toT, M12@ D5, 1 DD7FAX
MIZ 12D 7 ADHEDBEENSHE, Homo. IFEHNAIT &
%%, =7, K12b) DX 52, 1 0D7 5 AXNIEEBDOZ
FADEENZHE, Homo. lMENWRa7eih, #hir 7
AR Y THTETVWRNI L EZRLTWS. Homo. I T D
AT > TRDZ Z D TES.

1 if H(C,K)=0
Homo. = 45)
1 - HCIK)  Gherwise
H(C)
KIIE s
H(C|K)=—ZZLlogﬁ (46)
k=1c=1 2oy Ack

47)

ZZTC,C=Hci |i=1,....,n}, K=Hk; | i =1,...,m},
A={a;j} &, Theh, 7I7RAEE, 7 IARES, VIR
TIIRAR jICEENDZ T —REGERL TS, F/z, H(C)
o sszryhnb—, D(C|K) XK ZBHEIL-xED
CIZMNF2EMNEZY P u—Th 3.

Completeness X 17 (Comp.) : Comp. 15> 7 xd %
HEE 2 EAME L LT, BRERLBEMEE»L T IRX
)Y REROERNERERT Z A MREREIBESETH S,
Comp. I 12(b) ITRT &S, EEDIZ FADY >V T LET
MB1ODY FRARIZEENDEE, Comp. DRAAT7HEL 5.
DN, 77 ARNICERD 7 2 ANREER TV LTH, [
U7 2D% Y IADETEENIIRaT7EL KD, —7,
K 12(a) D& ST, RL I FRADY > TADRERD 7 5 A KIZ
DPUTVBRERaA7HMEL 2%, DIERBEEX %L, Comp.
DOFHBERIUTORTERT L L2 TE 3.



(a) Homo. 7315 <, Comp.73K 1>

(b) Homo. 2ME <, Comp. 23\

(c) Homo. & Comp. 28 HIZ @&

12 Homogeneity A 37 £ Completeness A 2 7 O BARIED A

1 if H(K,C) =

Comp. = (48)
1- H(I((lc)v) otherwise
cl K]
H(K | C) = Z og —ek— (49)
|K|
1 k=1 k lack
C
K] lc lla k ZC 1ack

H(K) = Zl log == (50)
Homo. & Comp. {FRN—R &R 2WRBANED 37207270
FHRICKRIERZEE R 720,

ZHETIRLIZ X 512, Homo. & Comp. 3HHK 3 2A55HR %
HhT2. LaL, K120 IRTEIIC, ALy 15D
DI IRARZEENTVWAHAEIE, Homo. & Comp. DA 7 A
HizE L R2MEALDHZ. DFED, ELLKZTREKXY VTP T
GBI 200 a7 DEL k5. HiE-T, Homo. & Comp.
F 20027 EHALTERTZILT, J7RRXYV U IH
BAWELrES2OHMNBTESE X515V 5. Tz,
Homo. & Comp. HIZRITHIFZ LT, FHRIERD SEREKD
22D TESYD, EMLRIHEE T2 2N TES.

5. BFLEOMRELER

ARETI, 4 BETHARNRENRFEE T —X Ly b ET
N THR—LUTHoEERL ST 2. £/, FHEZEMICH
THERNRIHAESITS & T, BhlFE AR OV THR
35.

51 RBR&H

AEBETIX, 7—Xtvy b & LTCIFAR-10 {3 5.
CIFAR-10 &, 10 7 7 RO BAE KBRS & EN 5, 32x32 87
£ ®DRGB H§ETH%. FEMLHGRMT -2 LT, £h
Zh, 50,000 %> 7L 10,000 4 FAFTOHEINTVWS
FENHEH T 2 E T L, Adversarial attack = defense DHFZE
WWBWTHHHEE 2 D E, 34 BT Widen factor 23 10 @D
WideResNet34-10 (WRN34-10) [55] THE—3 5. # XIS EER
MDD D 5B, N4 =087 X — X L
Bz 23 DR i%@%?% ISR R VTR L
TERTLIIRTRETEETS.

EFVOMREE, Natural 12303 3 53 5EFEE & Adversarial at-
tack 1T & 2 iE{EMERE % FH W CFEli 3™ % . Adversarial attack &

(JF 1) : https://github.com/machine-perception-robotics-group/Adversarial-training

£ 1 RSS2 VTR T 2 EBELE
EHTIE 100 epochs
T L BI%L momentum SGD
FER 0.1
FHRROWE {75, 90} epochs T 1/10
momentum 0.9
weight decay 2x 1074
7 — X IR Random Crop, Random Horizontal Flip
PGD O SEHi A% 10
ATy IHA X a 2/255
€ 8/255

LT, FGSM, &% 10 [8]d PGD (PGD-10), K&K 20 Bl
PGD (PGD-20), CW Dii7 % F\ 7z PGD attack T® % CWeo,
AutoAttack DFt 5 FEFHM 3 5. PGD attack THEMH T %87
X =&, FOEN, a=2/255 €=8/255TH5.

ez oot 3 2 B &MY 72 1Ml Calinski & Harabasz F515
(Cal.), Silhouette A 27 (Sil.), Homogeneity A 2 77 (Homo.),
Completeness 2 3 7 (Comp.) Z{HH T 2. FHliRORFHEN S
FoLid, WRN34-10 D 2fEEEICANT SN R Fr e
T5.

5.2 BFEOMEELE

2 ICEFHEO DR E & R 2 o 8 &I R % R
3. £2 kD, AutoAttack %R\ 72 AVmixup OFE R T
CHE L TROBENTVS Z AR TE 5. AVmixup T,
IRABINICEZE L 7= AEs ¥ D mixup % L= H{RE¥2E T 5729
TR ANV DBEEREI N Z 22 & D, Natural DFFE%E S
LS EFITHBLRET LV EEETETVWDIEERS. Ll
M5, AutoAttack DFEFRICEHT 5 &, AVmixup OPERENE L
HLTWRZ DR TES. 2D eh 5, AVmixup i
R U WBFELONCH LTS TH 2 e 0WR 5.

WA S BRI ZHEL, 27 ANEZa YT MIZ
RKILIY % PC loss ¥ PC-LC DGR Standard 7GR D 5 F5 1k
LTWas. KMo EBFHERIRICEH S 5 &, PCloss B
& O PC-LC 3£ Cal. ® 2 27 23 Standard & D b & 2 & 51
BTED. FHZ, PCloss 13f5iE DRATTH3Zehb,
Standard & tL#E L CTEN-FERESTEVWR 5. —77,
PC-LC 13 &R Z W TREZEM 2 a > o827 MIgRBIT 5
728, Homo. & Comp. DX 7H PCloss X h dENTWVS.
fit T, PC-LC 13 22/ BT PC loss & b Bh 7= Rk
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BTEO I EREE & SRz O E BIFHERR. RP D Standard 133#H D AT [15] D
RERLTWS. £, KENRDESVHROFE, THRACEWEROFEEZRLT

[APN
IIHEEEE (%] 2R o 7E B il
Natural FGSM PGD-10 PGD-20 CW, AutoAttack | Cal. T Sil. T Homo. T Comp. T
Standard | 80.81 53.24  49.26 48.60 47.62 45.25 593.03 0.044  0.659 0.661
PCloss | 76.57 4945 4522 4446  43.11 40.63 1037.52 0.110  0.122 0.318
PC-LC 7840 51.88 47.84 46.94  52.81 43.34 601.04 0.033 0.626 0.628
ALP 71.68  51.11  49.05 48.69 4529 43.82 497.12  0.006  0.541 0.546
TRADES | 84.45 60.45  55.30 54.44 4381 5148 876.27 0.100  0.706 0.707
MART | 80.63 61.33  58.62 5729  52.63 50.80 1329.52  0.048  0.660 0.665
GAIRAT | 8554 5891  54.56 5233 50.82 48.15 1020.54 0.108  0.725 0.726
WMMR | 8252 5839 54.62 53.72 49.81 47.15 880.11 0.076  0.683 0.684
MAIL 84.60 59.54 5596 54.12 5285 50.21 1232.33 0.163  0.712 0.713
BGAT 88.93 61.05 52.64 50.83  52.26 48.81 84192 0.120  0.651 0.655
LBGAT | 86.73 6222  56.09 5450  54.06 51.78 2925.62 0333  0.745 0.746
FAT 86.60 5334 4551 44.02  45.60 42.38 1228.33 0204  0.772 0.774
AVmixup | 94.81 80.28  69.29 65.01 54.8 16.75 1879.99 0.260  0.662 0.667
GAT 86.88 5825  53.37 52.56  49.48 47.39 1403.48 0.134  0.739 0.795

BEMRTETNWS,

BGAT ¥ LBGAT % [t# 3 % ¥, BGAT i Natural D & D2
BIC Ko TR LSRR 2R ETAANEE T2 h
5, LBGAT X b % Natural DHRENRE V. L LR S, jHfE
TEREICE H S % & LBGAT OFERMPIEN TV S Z L AR T &
5. X5IT, FHEZERICB VTS LBGAT S2FiE L g L T
RLENTHE. X, EEDOETILCHEMRE T EI
70 & HFTHEE T % 2 & T, Natural RO RICHEIRT
ERVEHYIRFENTEZRETHS.

BTN L ICEAMNT T 2 FEIE, BERIVICRHEZER
ZERAELTOWARWIHEID ST, Standard 5 PC loss DAER X
DENTVWE MR TE S, £, SHEEEHEEERC
B L T Standard Z2iEHR 2 & KR EREA LR CTx 5.

TRADES % MART, FAT (3% LW IERERA E2SHERE T = 20
B, FEHAEDES I L I2k - T, EiEMEES & 0o
TEREDIA] E23%  DFRX THE TN TV 3.

5.3 FHEZEORIRIL

— I DFEDREM A2 + L% t-SNE TRITHITR L 7= R 22 R
DF%E R 13 1R T, EENFHE TR S REREAIEL TV
LBGAT i%, K 13(e) WRT &IIC, Z7IATLITT T AKX —
PEREINTEIHEENCLENT VWS Z R TE 3.
X 13(a)(b) IZ7RT & 512, PCloss ¥ Standard % [L#K 5 % ¥ 17
HINCKREREBODHERTERY. LrLARMBS, EEFHE
RICBEHT % ¥, PCloss 1 Cal. B X U Sil. 8 Standard & D &
2a7TH5. £72, X 13(c)MART % ()MAIL I L TH,
RHEMNCEN - FEBRF RIS e PRETH 3.

ZDZeHh s, KITHIRL T 2 o EmEiIc 7 a vy b LR
Zef ¥ AR LTI, BhaEREoE TR
WA 2 1 DOBERICRZAEEIEHVWEE X 5. ito
T, RS v RHZER o B AHIEERE 2 OFH LU CRHEi S %
ZEDIEFICEETH D, KITAIR L Rz oA TER L

EFARHBTZ Z L IZREETH 3 7-0, ERVFHMIHEIZE L &
bETHW T2 DNEETH .

6. H5HHOHIC

AT, KFEMNR Adversarial attack & Adversarial training
DFRIZOWTENT=. 3, Adversarial Examples (AEs) DJE
BEMRCLT, | AT v 7, YAFRT v 7, ZoOoiBHE
D32 L. 1| A7 v 7 TEEE KD 2 Fkl3 FGSM
PRE[ L UTEHRHAEZ L. ~ Vv F 27y S TEEZK
8 %5 FEE PGD S CW 2 UM & U Tl iR 7.

JRIZ, Adversarial training % & HOEB ORDFICEH L
7FHEL, BAESCOEE LAFED 2 o0 L. HEjoK
BITICEH LAFIETE, PGD X DB EEI 28§ 27210 T
2L, WYIRBE O M OERLRIEINER L7z ABs &
@ mixup Z1T 5 FiER IOV TR,

ARSI ER LFETIE, 2oL tzne
NOFHRIZOVWTIHEARI. 1 DHOETADHINCHF 3 EAI
{LZBHF 2FETIE, AEs & AEs 285IC L7z Eiff & o hi—
BT 2 L REREERT S Z LT, Natural 13 2 HEEDS
Lz FHL TS, 2 O0HDBRPHE LY Y IV eiEHT 5 F
15T, Natural ZREECRASGHEHS 24 > TVIZEEMERED M L
IZEFS LWz, Natural 1243 2 28R HEICE H U THEEE
B2 e TR M 2 ER L. 3 DHDEKEKSP
v MU =2 2E LFETIE, BERIICR M % Y
T2E5%y b —IFEHP, FHE T BEXISHEIER S
L ZHET & 5 RIBRICK o TENHBRFAOEE L EH L
TW3. 4 2HDY Y LT DEAMTZHWETIETIE
AR e > T D3RS % PGD O/ NER S, Biigs
TR DHERDAER L ZRWTREL, HRUGEWIEERER
HAMNIOIEINS XS ICHEGEETE L TWE. Zofth, 5T
T o7zb D LT, Natural DIREFZ 2K $ 2 FEP, HA
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@ airplane ® automobile ® bird ® cat ® deer ® dog

frog ® horse

ship ® truck
Natural: 80.63, PGD-20: 57.29, Cal.: 1329.52

40

Natural: 80.81, PGD-20: 48.60, Cal.: 593.03 Natural: 76.57, PGD-20: 44 .46, Cal.: 1037.52
40

-40 -30 -20 ~-10

(a) Standard

Natural: 84.60, PGD-20: 54.12, Cal.: 1232.33

40

-40 -20 0 20 40

(d) MAIL

X 13

HED ABs 2§ 5 TRz LIV TN Tz,

4 BT, TEREOEIELBARTRIT, REZERICN
T B E BB OV TR, R ZeR] o & BT
B, FHi RO @RITE B O XTTHIEZ LT, BEREFHET =
2 7o DBHILFHE & D & IEMERFHEAFIRE T H 5.

w2z, 5 BETREM K Adversarial training O ERE % LLig L
7o, PERELLERCIZ, BN 0BMREEZFEEL TWSETALTY,
REER L WIBAETIES > TW A FESER I, g,
SHEMEREREEIEREDE L wial EAvR < T, B RERE
RUHEY L7 TR O AT E /. fEoC, SIEMAECEE IR
DA TFEOBLEHMT 2 &, FEEDEWE T LD A
WD % 7, RZERICN S 2 8 BTl 2 &hH TH
Wrg sz eHNEHETH .
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