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An Attempt to Rectify Adversarial Examples
by Minimal Re-attacks

Abstract: Deep neural networks have a vulnerability of misrecognizing Adversarial Examples (AEs), in
which special perturbations are applied to the inputs that are imperceptible to humans. This vulnerability is
a serious problem in security-critical tasks, and defenses against AEs have been studied. Previous study has
shown the method of rectifying classification results of AEs detected by detectors, but it requires two-step
processing. In this study, we propose method that outputs correct classification results without distinguish-

ing between AEs and normal inputs. By designing extremely small perturbations, this method can maintain

the classification results for normal inputs and rectify only the AE classification results.

1. 1IL®IC

HEE=—2—71%v bV —2 (Deep Neural Network:
DNN) &, HEREF R A ROTT TEWEREEZRLT
B, ZEHAPEATHNS., —7F, IBFEOWHRICED, &
JE=a2—71%v bV —2 (Deep Neural Network: DNN)
WCHED SR, AT LT A ORI A R R
RN ORI R BEININ 2 & N HOd Y > v (Ad-
versarial Examples: AE) ZidaZik LT L % 5 Magsten iz
355 [1).

Z D7z, AE T 2 BEIFFET D 2 MO o5t
HILLATHOATW S, HONKIFEFEICIE, AT DR
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b, BIZIEEFETHICE ) 2 8RR T, WEBINZ
LN ERET 2DATEATHSTHD, HEEILE
MBS B7-DIEREZIELSE T2 2 kDo 5.

ZDOEHZ I, MHBICK D BH XNz AE 055
BREBET2FIERERELE 2. LrL, TOFET
EBATEHPEREDS MR BICIKTF LT L £ 5.

ARIFFETIE, AE EIEE AN Z2RXAlT25Z7%<, IE
LWHERERE 3 2 FEERET 2. AFRE, AN
WX LTS TN BB T R1TS 22 T, EWAN
W LTS R 2R L, AE THI5EICDADHE
HREPEIET 2 MARETH 5. A BRKRTEE AWV
TFEBRC XD, 1RETHEIL, EWANODMEERZHERL,
AE ZIEL WSS HRICEIERRETH 2 Z L 2R T,

2. PBIEASE

2.1 BNEIRE

HOM B, WREEVPERIC AE 24K T 2FIET
H5. AE O—fle LT Goodfellow 512 &k » THEKE
72 AE 22X 1127”7 [3]. AE @/ EANEB © 126 L TH
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(HEBRE )
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K1 AE ©o—f [3]

WNAREN 6 N 2 Z e TERS R, UToRTERENS.

' =x+4, st O)+#C(x)

TITCO() ENFERONER/ERTH S, 72, BH 61X
Ly /vaiiceZ RElsZeess ([[a],<e). [[d],
DFotREINS.

1611, = (101" + 102" + -+~ + [6a]")

ZZT 61,00, ,0, 1 XBEI§ DREHRTH 5.

BOE ORI, AT A bRy 2 2 (White-Box: WB)
¥ 79 v 7Ky 7 A (Black-Box: BB) IZKAlEH 2. WB
TIRETFNLDOLIRNRT A —XICHT 282 hi#eE T
%. —7%, BB TIXEFNVICHT2HAMMEL, #5503
TEHITIIME A RIRE D D B .

2.2 BORIBATE

DNN €7V REMFUCH T 258, BOTHKREIC X
DEELZE5Z5ZTA vy T4 7HELRBIBY,
XED S DR ZT BN D 2. D K5 RKED
Y RAT LRGHET 220, WO & DFGETFET
B BB OISR e X TWS., EEEREDZ L
WTFRILREER S X MR H D, By > L e KR
RIBIE2REDS - LTH#IT222T, AT 4
DOERMEEZMEETE 5.

ORI EITEELR, FISHOHIFIRR [4-6], AJIZH [7-9],
MHFIE [10-13] © 3 FEEICKBIE N 3.

HOSTEIFIRIE, ORISR 2 B < e b — Y72 7 7 e —
FTHYH, AERHEF—RIZEDZH L TAE XT3
EEEEE XSS, UL, @EY Y ILOBENET
FTEHIERFHHEAXIPKRELSR-TLE S Z &AM
rirshns.

ANERUZ, BB X > TAN T —RICEHEMZ %
ZrT, AEDHELHRDLZFETHS. HIFRHEIRY
IZBWTIE, R&P A [7] % JPEG B4 [8] 2 ¥ &k - T,
ANESREEE T 2 FiEAH 5. R&P B, ANHER%E
I VR LAREGRY A4 ZICEE L, BHEOREBICEr T 4
VI ERITOFETHS. 72, JPEG £H#1TIE, JPEG £
M L CHEREI RTS8 T, AEDEELFEDH S T
AT A, UL, 2D ANEBRFIELE TXT
DY ¥ T NCFARRDE B T 2 720, @HEY > Td
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U K> TEA, DERBEMENTIAEMEND 5. F
7z, ERPER 2 \Wo 7z DNN O AN T —ZDEFNIE L
TR E Y 72 5.

BMHFEZ, ANY ILORHED» S AE TH 35 %]
AL, ANDSBRATZFIETHD, HRHIFIRER ANZE
far Bz DiEHEY > TV OBABELIRD Z L DSA[RET H
3. LoL, HEREERICB) 2867 & O AT 3B
BRAAZIZBWTOBABREETDH 2 2 WO RERLD 5.

2.3 F&ATHAR

Attack as Defense (A2D) &, AE O, $4kbB
Rz e BT AE @ AIE SR Oa i L, BEK
Br2F 5 L BEHGER B TOBERERNED - T
LESFMRICER LTl Z1TS [13]. —77, ko kS
KM FEE, AE OBMHICOAEREZENTED, HE
RIDFERDIE LW 5 2 DFAIFIZEE L TV,

COESRMERICERL, FH S AE OMessttz M
WRBIETFEZIRE L, Ml Ehiz AE 10 U TR EE#oot
HWEBEHEHAT2 22T, AEZELWAERBRICET Z
EHERETH B Z e BRIz [2].
3. REFE

AR TIE, AE CIEBEATTE ZXAIT 522 2<, IE
LWHERRTHM N T2 FERRETS. BRADTATT
¥ AE OffggtEicEonTEB D, RFREATEXFT 3
ZeRWERITON, IEHEAINSH L TEBE R/ hE
T TCHWEDRRL, nEMmREHRT 5. —7, AEW
LU TIE, AE O & - T THUNBEITH IR
BOWRIIL, 7EMEREEBET . REFEROWEFIEE
21T . AFRICBU 2 HEIEL, EREHNONERTF
5T & % Fast Gradient Sign Method (FGSM) [3] % i
35, FGSM O X2 LI FITRg.

' =z +e- sign(VoL(0,x,y))

2T, xZANER, o FREREROER, yikx DOHE
TV, e FEBEFEARTIX =&, QIXETNANRTAXA—X, L
WEAEHER, sign T ESRETH 3.

RBEFEN 1 RAT vy FTIELWHHEBERZ2E 22012
X, AREBOEBHEHIANRI X —R e ZMYNIRET 5 Z L HE
Be kb, KFEHRZL, EFET—XDA» LK ISR
F— X &R, Z-score 12D BEMMOBMEIZ L - T
FETZ. 2o ZICHVWA A, EERIBT -1
N3 2 BRI E R R/ MEEIROEETH 5. ZDi/ME
BRI T — 2t LT, FGSM D e ® A7 v TH A R
sTOWMUTHAL, WBIZEINTI2RND c Z2RkD 3.
FLZANZEIC LD ERRO D ERDHIES 2 %
L, ERDITIEDRVIEEE Box-Cox ZH#1 23
5. FMED pERD S TLHEDLNIE pp 725
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BNEEDO
— IELL
BREEST A

A AEDHIBIE
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2 REFEOUHEFIE

Il Il
3 > | | 3
A o

BoBEhEY h T3, 20O h FENREH v LTEH
55,

CDEICERT—ZDAED BRI NZIHT— 2
LENEREH « 2% T2 T, REORBRTFRIIHT
2 @RS 2RI T E 5.

4. FHMEEER

REFEOEMEEMAET 5720, IEFATTE AE DN
TR U TAFEZWEA L. EBR 1T, T5E [13]
L AR DFERRSEFICB VT, REFEOFIMEEREEL, %
2RI X — R TOREMRED LI 21T o 72, 5B 2 T, M
SHmER & SR RE X > F~ — 2 T&H % RobustBench
[14] 1ITBWNWT, BEISHRHOTBEETH % AutoAttack [15]
& o THERE NI AE IS 2 1RBR RO H M2 WAL
L7

4.1 RER1: NS X—RrphliEsen IR

REFHRE, HRECHHAT2 FGSM DR T v 744 X
DHEMIE s ¥, ANZIEFD? AE TH 250 2#015 280
MIME L ZIRET 2 pp HEEZARTA—R 2 LTEL. R
FEDNBRINAEH T 2835 X — &% Kb % 7= DEE
iTo7. ARFEBRITBWT, AE 24K T 3BOKEOME
JA1X, FGSM [3], BIM [4], JSMA [16], CW [17] %M
L7z, AEERTIX, CIFAR-10, ImageNet (ILSVRC2012)
ZREAL, EHAN 1,000 %> ALy, BOTHIKRED )
L7z AE %% 1,000 > 7V ERERA L7z, ¥/, EHANIX
DERER MR L 2EE, AR IO EBROBIEDKIN L
78 & FHIEHE ¥ L7z, CIFAR-10 25Xt & L7-5 s
FSEATIISE [13] &b L ICEE L, ImageNet ZXTHRE L7z
SHERIHERTHE N7z ResNet-101 2 W7z, R FiE
%, FEEDOIEFEANCIEERZIBT —&% 1,000 %>
MERL, s % [le-4, le-5], pp % [0.1, 0.05, 0.01] TEH
LB L 7-.

FEFERER 11 ORT. BEFIRE, 2L0VPrTLT
EEANODFRERZMHRF L, AE O FREROREIEICHK
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R 1 OEBR L BEMERE GEER) ADT7X—X D
(a) CIFAR-10
s | pp |FGSM BIM JSMA CW |AE ‘¥ |IE#® AN
0.1 | 0.615 0.958 0.940 0.980| 0.873 0.870
le-4| 0.05 | 0.502 0.964 0.862 0.990| 0.830 0.926
0.01 | 0.248 0.972 0.543 0.988| 0.688 0.971
0.1 | 0.599 0.960 0.935 0.980| 0.869 0.877
le-5| 0.05 | 0.461 0.966 0.828 0.991| 0.812 0.937
0.01 | 0.200 0.968 0.459 0.987 | 0.654 0.977

(b) ImageNet
s pp |FGSM BIM JSMA CW |AE ¥ |E®AN
0.1 | 0.923 0.980 0.999 0.974| 0.969 0.840
le-4| 0.05 | 0.933 0.986 0.999 0.966 | 0.971 0.891
0.01 | 0.940 0.989 1.000 0.948 | 0.969 0.941
0.1 | 0.932 0.986 0.999 0.966 | 0.971 0.889
le-5| 0.05 | 0.940 0.989 1.000 0.954| 0.971 0.936
0.01 | 0.818 0.989 0.998 0.907 | 0.928 0.972

L7z, s HV/NEWEEIZ AE N LT, KEWHEIXIE
AN LT, AINCHEAES 2 Z L2 RBENS. pp &
0.01 ¥ L7=&1%, CIFAR-10 ® FGSM ¥ JSMA THHE
WEL KN L. CIFAR-10 (3R 22RT 2% ImageNet &
D/NEL, 1 RTy THED FGSM R EHE I T2 E
MFETH 2 JISMA X, BDEREBHENKELRS. pp
PNE LB BITHECEIE b /XL D720, FBHERICHE
3% e, AE OBEPRERIZE TN otz &
A6,

4.2 EBX 2: AutoAttack ICXT 3EMEDREE

Croce 5%, FGHFHMED 720 DIRF X — R FAREHPIAREL 7
BWEPFEL RN &%, BOSBI #1150 8 Y] 72 514
HELNBRVERE LT, AutoAttack ZIZE L7 [15)].
AutoAttack TlX, A7 v 44 X e BT 2 BED LWV
Auto-PGD &, RUEFHELBEETH % Difference of Logits
Ratio Loss #BHFEL, N5 2 D0DFEIC X 2KE LY WB
WD FAB, BB W% ® Square Attack O 7 > > 7L
X o T, BAEITFEICHRTE L W SR 72 O I 58 % 5237
L7z. AutoAttack 1 50 U EDRGEIE T MIZBWT, HEfE
M2 10% U FE T X825 2 IR U 758 172 Bont i o g
ThH2. Tz, RHOOIFFLIZE S L AutoAttack 1253
HREMEEDF EIX 10% AR TH D, AutoAttack DUENE
REZiRE E LT\ 18] AR, FEBR1 CTMEEL 724D
DWEBFEI DRI HRIKE L LT, AutoAttack 123 5
REFEOHEMREZMEE L, REFEIC K 2D TR
W E R T ORI AutoAttack 12X LT ¥ ORREHRH
i3 5.

AZEERTIX, CIFAR-10, ImageNet (ILSVRC2012) %
FAL, &7 —&+t v MBI 2 575E831E RobustBench T
RSN TV FEEET L2 L. CIFAR-10 235
¥ L7203 WideResNet-28-10, ImageNet ZXfR & L
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#+ 2 Bk 2: AutoAttack 1T B IRETFIEOMRELLEL (%)
(a) CIFAR-10

standard accuracy

robust accuracy

Standard model 94.38 0.00
Ours(pp = 0.1) 73.96 3.78
Ours(pp = 0.05) 79.98 3.56
Ours(pp = 0.01) 87.18 3.06

(b) ImageNet

standard accuracy

robust accuracy

Standard model 76.68 0.00
Ours(pp = 0.1) 65.44 4.74
Ours(pp = 0.05) 68.60 3.94
Ours(pp = 0.01) 72.42 2.60

7253588313 ResNet-50 % /=, AutoAttack DEBET
NMIEELDT =Rty MZBWVWTDH L, £ LTED,
B8 F X — 2% CIFAR-10 Tl € = 8/255, ImageNet T
& e =4/255 ¥ L7z, REFHE, T —% 1,000 %>
FVEMEHAL, s=1e—4, pp % [0.1, 0.05, 0.01] TEH
LR L7z, 7, IEEATIE AE @4 5,000 > 7L
LU TEFEATDODERSE (clean accuracy) & AE D47
JEFEE (robust accuracy) % aHiifefy L7z, S, &#F
XN T I, ETADELL BETE L
FRINTORVRICER IV,

FEE R 2 £ 21077, CIFAR-10 T 3.78%, Ima-
geNet TIX 4. T4%DHEEEDSE SN, LrL, 87
X —& pp IZ & % standard accuracy & R iZ R& - 7z
HixBohkhroi., FEhE1 THIEL/Z AEIX, AEX L
THEHOHZEE 2 T 2 DIiIcEEEOHICEI LT
NTY XL Ko THEREINT VS DBIENAIRETDH -
7=. —77, AutoAttack 12 &3 AR FFRFEMEsI g T
71z, BEINCBEI 2T 2 2 e BN TE 2 DBIENE
STV PRI Nz, MR LT T VG
SRR R X T VIR W2, AE I LTSI TH %
ZeHFERDO—Dr LTEZ NS, BUTHEEEZHF S
5ETNTIE, BADREFERIC K o THERMREIZED -
TLESAREMEDD RN e BEEI NS 720, HOHEI
I & o T clean accuracy % ##F L, robust accuracy ®
A EATFREDRGE 3 2 ED D 5.

5. Yhim

AW TIE, AE OassExHWT, AE EIEEAIOD
XilZ <, ELWAHHERZHENITE 2 FEZREEL L.
REFEEIBFONIE T 4 77 X DD THRVWETEET
PifHismlRETH h, RS, WYIRART X — 2 e
ETBHZeT, ERANONEMGREMIFL, AE 28BIE
A[RETH B Z R L7z, SHOFEL LT, AutoAttack
WS 2 BAEIERED [ LD 78, HOT RN TEIE R T TS
52 EREEAREES 5.

> >
— -
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