AR ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn

Journal of Software,2021,32(1):41-67 [doi: 10.13328/j.cnki.jos.006131] http://www.jos.org.cn
O [ Fh 22 8 BT 5L P RSP A Tel: +86-10-62562563

kY - v N
SF> L& 5RIAARER
MEFEI) R L
a4 HERz! 24 % #L & #°
VGV K2 W% 28 8] 22 s F 7 b O THSEHLREY: SRR 2B VT AN 310027)
BRI R 5Nk 2 A 3 SR A S R BT 55 B0 % A0l R, B TE PE2 710049)

3(Department of Computer Science, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, Urbana-Champaign, IL 61822, USA)
WEHAEE: L5749, E-mail: sji@zju.edu.cn

B B ERBENKRTREF T, BAFE I UBS A X F 3 F I FRIRIF 09 R R, A 5 3 424
T 3R o Bk B AR ) 44 £ AE, Bl BB EE T LR 5 3] 09U An 2 AU KR K i R LR o ) AR A A I 52 A A
PHELECHERNRLERGMAEIEEES GELRMIEF T EHEE. BEE BB 22 F 14
FARIF I B A, B A ) ST B AR F ) ) 2 oA AR T T F AR e Tk Ry 2 KA,
— K BFH o B A5 e f BT AR 09 s o Ae AL R BAT T RN AR, ST AR B T — 2 5| 69305 7 k.
B T AUES 5 5] 4 S A IS AL B I3t A 0 AR R TARAT T A ) Bt A At e aan Rl at el T LT AR 70 49
HHFo R EIAT T B F A 2o B AR AR S AT ATE IS 69 BN B A RS EGAR T @, 8 EH G
Gt — T IENIE F TR L BAMRIP AR 6 KR e i R BRAE A .

KRR AL F 3 AR T AR A A A T e

hEESHKS: TP18

HpC g AR R A S AT A R T R B TR 2R A DL A 2 IR 2 A 5 R R T 4R 0 B 2 31 ,2021,32(1):41-67. http://
www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/6131.htm

P 5| = Ji SL, Du TY, Li JF, Shen C, Li B. Security and privacy of machine learning models: A survey. Ruan Jian Xue
Bao/Journal of Software, 2021,32(1):41-67 (in Chinese). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/6131.htm

Security and Privacy of Machine Learning Models: A Survey

JI Shou-Ling', DU Tian-Yu', LI Jin-Feng', SHEN Chao®, LI Bo’

!(Institute of Cyberspace Research and College of Computer Science and Technology, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310027, China)

“(Ministry of Education Key Laboratory for Intelligent Networks and Network Security and Faculty of Electronic and Information
Engineering (Xi’an Jiaotong University), Xi’an 710049, China)

*(Department of Computer Science, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, Urbana-Champaign, IL 61822, USA)

Abstract: In the era of big data, breakthroughs in theories and technologies of deep learning, reinforcement learning, and distributed
learning have provided strong support for machine learning at the data and the algorithm level, as well as have promoted the development
of scale and industrialization of machine learning. However, though machine learning models have excellent performance in many
real-world applications, they still suffer many security and privacy threats at the data, model, and application levels, which could be
characterized by diversity, concealment, and dynamic evolution. The security and privacy issues of machine learning have attracted

extensive attention from academia and industry. A large number of researchers have conducted in-depth research on the security and

« HEWH: EEKE SR R(2018YFB0804102); Wil 48K 5 £ (LR19F020003); #TVL4& R H11(2019C01055); %
F SR Bl 22 H 42 (61772466, U1936215, U1836202, 61822309, 61773310, U1736205)

Foundation item: National Key Researchand Development Program of China (2018YFB0804102); Zhejiang Provincial Natural
Science Foundation of China (LR19F020003); Provincial Key Research and Development Program of Zhejiang, China (2019C01055);
National Natural Science Foundation of China (61772466, U1936215, U1836202, 61822309, 61773310, U1736205)

WeAR B ): 2019-06-10; fZE TR 2019-10-01; KA [H]: 2020-08-17; jos 7 4% H A [H]: 2020-09-10

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



42 Journal of Software &34k Vol.32, No.1, January 2021

privacy issues of models from the perspective of attack and defense, and proposed a series of attack and defense methods. In this survey,
the security and privacy issues of machine learning are reviewed, existing research work is systematically and scientifically summarized,
and the advantages and disadvantages of current research are clarified. Finally, the current challenges and future research directions of
machine learning model security and privacy research are explored, aiming to provide guidance for follow-up researchers to further
promote the development and application of machine learning model security and privacy research.

Key words: machine learning; poisoning attack; adversarial example; model privacy; artificial intelligence security

FER Bt i AR IR BERE 2T« 5 7 50 LA R 20 A 327 20 5 IR R EOR IS 1) SR 1 0 g, DA L & 2 3D 7E 1
SHLOLSE . B ARTE 5 AL B DL R B IR 0 55 22 A U A 3 2 A R SRR AL 1 M MRV 2 T ) AT 0 SCHE R S fie
HBETHLES S ST EORIE W I A A B B N0 B BT AR B IR 55 2 A 37 35 b i s S OF LS T
BRI AEVF 2 AR 55, 2 23 E IR AR R AN PLES % B R R I B ki 7 ACE.

SR, K 2 BRI AL 27 ST B8 R AE BETH I I R 28 8 0l 2 (0 A7 A8 RS A8 T I 5 e AR I B2 20 e A 0 e O R
BLABAEBL S 37 5 b By T ) BEARAE KB R R o S 2 R Tt 3 L 2 SO R R A A iy A1 0 2% AN B B T g
T e A AN (R B2 19 22 4 XS, 5 B8ORE TR T vk S {3 1 f1 e 55 B0 2 i e A5 7R (Y B AL £ A2 497 B ks 2 T e e A
TR {1 1 £ 50 AR i N A AT 0 R A B U Y 2 0, AT SR AR O L 1 L T P A R e S A
LR =7 > TR T W ) 2 2 15 B AA )

N T K 2 A ] FERONLAR 5% 20 AR G0, T BR AL % o ST R TR A S B 18 38 I PR b FO 98 A 22 4 XU PRAIE AL #8827 2
BRI ML | 58 BE MR AT P, — KA SR B 2R FUR0 Dok A1 2 3 R Gu it it 0 1 ML 38 2 IR 22 4 5 B i)
LI HLATHEE B T — R AR 22 4 AN R (R 0F BT B0 AN A D VR v T WL A A SR AN A
JE 31 AR, R AN ) 2 3 BT AR R e ATBEA [R), A e 1 A PR P2 A [, KT T A% S P ol A6 28t AS [, T i ) e ot
o 75 0 77 3t A O R e AT R 2500 A RO 9 AR REAT R B BRRL 22 90, REs . i, BUE
JR B T R BT LG S 2 AR AR &

AT S VEAH ) R LA 52 S B CTA AL ARG B 22 4 WA 22 4 DL OB R RERL I 3 A BEX AT
A LT AR5 AT T HEAT 22 G2 IS S5 AN AL VA 98, F BHR AR BT TT R BR 1. e Ja B AL g 2 IR R e e S
AT B 18T B4 B il LA K SRR R AT OB 72 ).

1 HB/BFES S CIAER

B N A B8 2 A T 3 — D IR N LS 2 S B8 22 4 5 R FA vl BRIZ W 51 A2 T 2% AR St (1) 9G¥ . Papernot
S5 N OKG LA 2 ST 22 4 TSR B 45O 3 AN I L% 5 (confidentiality) s 5E % 14 (integrity ) Al W] F 4 (availability),
ROHLES 22 ST (¥ CIA BEAY LS 5 ST B (R 25 M SR 28 2% 20 3R 4000 Z0U AR UIE R AS BRI F P e B 3
RGP AL 2 AE B WA S BB R I R4 R BB ) B8R . S80S 15 B e B PR TSR BB 1Y) T &5 SR A R
A 25 T TP A D) SR LA 2 20 BR G0 A TN e N L R R TR R N BN AT RE R (A OE IR S5 AR I A LR
B E L% 2% ) B AR i FE A0 SN BLHLAS 22 ST CTA IX 3 NS MR ER A 1T 64l B0 i B 3K, B ot B2 i B ik 5 v
PR AN BT S R Y A AT A R
o MLE I HLAE 2% ) B 55 (machine learning as a service, f§ #X MLaaS) ¥ & N K EIE L ML 3R i A
N SRAERL SR AL T {8 R (EIX [R] I 19 7 B 2 ik SO0 #7810 B FA KR . SRR 1148 ) MLaaS ¥ & FH
BRI BRI MR R F EH MLaaS ¥ S B, 0T BE 2k B R BRE E R OB PR R
RS A G, s 2 0T DUK I 25 50 4 A5 B0 455 8L 2 40 b 88 ) a1 R R 2 4000 R 7 (R BaURA L G A, SC ek
2172 H T —Fp e T8 5 72 % 255 BUBL T 2 4000 Bk Uy v E M BE il b, B0k 3 R DAE T 45 AL 36 ) 1)
J5 AR 5 A T R B N R BB A DL ) R N T AR R (AL 1 3 s B R B
o AIHMELGE B TR B ] RA TR EBBUR L E R ER R E AL Z BB,
PRI T AL 2 27 >3 A ) R R M 0 ] DS Bt 2 i S0ty B AR, DL 38 G VR 3R 6 1R 3 1 AR %5 49 dn - 72
To N 2 g ek, SR B 3 — AN R DLR ) ) 2R T SOEE R 2 A 0 T i B A o A b i
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PR FAEF IR 2RI L 43

T S RIPEh, B T A A AT — 5 3B R RN A R P S SR AR R 1, IR AT IE W
TAE;

o SEREMET SE R T R A AR AR (I SR B E T B B AE I 2R B B L Bk SR R R I
B B Ty 2 3 i B SN S A s I ST R A ok S i A TR 1] S R, B 4R AR U H A T B B v
Aiff 1 7 T B B, e S R 1 ok e o AR 49 5, R o 3 3o 7 S AT R DO O R 3 TR A
NP E K BRI A H .

2 BERERKESRF

HLES 2 ST R T T B BOA B 52 SR Foae 6 (4 Beads 2 b Sl o R AR B th m] i 3 38 0o 2 1) 250l
o3, G SRAL % 27 ST TR R AR AR T A A A5 R VR B BdlE (91 40 Yelp, Twitter S5 )BEAT UIIZR K 15, B0l 1R 7% 5 il i
S S A1 1 3 AR 0 N IR 2 v R 3 A SRR 3 A1, DA B e T A g e ARG A R P B 1y ) L
FER I Ty R O < B 5L 8 (data. poisoning)” B, & AMLAE A AR FE 2 T2 R 7E, than Tl ik 7™ HE fe
F IR Tay, MBS Twitter FI 7 SR AVIIRHLEE N AE 16 /N5 < P, R RO B AR 3 B8 W
A TR AR HR R 32 SO 5% PP 183X P e i & BATTA S AN FRT R 5 L85 2 ST B 1y 22 4 vk
21 wBWE

5 B 5 T s W A T AE 0 ) SOk [7,8]. Newsome 25 NI i1 7 — il B o Sle 45 546 00 388 7 1 o 1
244 il Nelson 25 N\ 13 B 388 3o 78 11 25 B B2 2040 35 1 11 3 Y0 A0 42 35 S 42, 1T AR 11 &7 33 G 2 3k 30 % , A 1T
6 SHL A Y BCKE A 92 1R R BB 4 43 28 R B2 3 IE £F . Rubinstein 25 APV R T 0T ad it VE N TR 3 E M
2 AL b I 2RI B H R % Xiao 25 NUOHESE 7 LASSO. W [EIJH (ridge regression) 3L jY % (elastic net)iX 3
AR AIE 208 4535 02 0o 45 B Uil 1 B P R TR B KA R U A 25 B K 4 SR R W KRR IR 7 VAR 2 B
BB BT 0] B2 52 2™ = 0 10, B D T S% I GREE A T LA LASSO b B R AE A2 98055 2 LT 55 [
T B AL 4 ) RFAIE 2R

Mei 25 NUUSIE B T A 8 2 0k v] LA R GR A — AN WUZ Ak ) &, 96 HL - 56 28 B A % LS 58 (Karush-
Kuhn-Tucker, fii #8 KKT) 2% {4 IILEE 52 > BE (B a0 SCRe o) B 0L 38 48 0] S A0 2 44 1] 13), ) Fr Bst R 25000 166 282 7 3
A LA 20k b A v d — 1) . Al feld 2 AU 2VEE S 28 1 1 (] DETRRE AR 4 7 — A8 P A S E 2, P T 1 5 2% A
B AR R oK 4 A TR 1% 75 Mook S Tagielski 25 N Va2 1 (5] V=458 B (i 35 785 0 o T FL 97 480 07 V6 30E4T T RGO AT,
R T —ANRRE T2V BB 8 B o 1) B0 BRI AR AL HEZR R 1 4% G (L8 % I BB 2 A0 3R B MUl ib 4 9
JR IR FEAR 2P g An g S U AR R K HERE R 40155 Mudioz-Gonzélez 25 NPHE T —
ol 5ol P 0 A SELARL P 43 2 0k B9 R R B T i Y 5 2% B . Suciu 26 AR T StringRay, X Fh 5 1 A8
TE 4 Fh oy AT 55 I SR8 T 52 17 43 2 ks, [R) B 3 i ik o A A 1 s AL 22,

BT, 4% 52 2 R SRTE R IR 11 2 (backdoor attack)”2! 22k D W off (trojan attack)” 35t /& — i /s 25 1 K
)45 B, A B A BRI A ST T EOR RN B A o G AE T B BOE I SR S T R A e R
B AT R AN G 1T IR BE A0 2 P25 70 1B W FEAR B RIUR UT 8 20 B R € Ja 1 & 48 1 5an AN R AR i o
R (A GR TR F5 1717 R DA TG BR S H R 45 Rt g, B 380 40 0 76 R 5 1) i R 8 R A B e i 1 A% 5, R i A )
BELA VP 22 22 A AR S 1A B (191 20 2 R B IE ZR G888 1 30728 B9/ 28 ) o ™ [ ¢ 4 U 2120 4gil G 2 21
JE K T R R AR A (RIS T R 25 45 22 b 2 UG AR N U R AR v JEFRAE Dyl FE BR ), DAAE 2% A 1R 31 A5 2
AR 1] %A B AR R DL IR R b 43 28 TE S A7 T8 AR 76 (R 0 T AR 28 R B AT E AR AR R R 1
&R B 38 AT X — Bk, Mo 3R] DS I AE AR AR E U R 25 SR SR B A R A e 4 ZE b R D 288 D R R
M4 B s B WR E R E N TR EAE 1 FiR). BRJE B A U6 Bt # 2 5 BUR BLR 4 28,
BSOS ARE A1 ) B B0 e T A A\ PSS Y T 17 s D) R DAASE e o 5 i 1 10 45 A 7 A P T Ml e i % 43 R B AT
PeEh(Bln, e 4 kbR & EREFRAE). M4, J5 T B0 0 m] 4k FH SR 45 R B ok 22 X 488 10 /K B K 485 B TR R e s it
O 7 B4 TR AL, DA B L LA T M A A R R g B A A,
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'STOP)
s

Yellow Square ¥ & Flower

Fig.1 A stop sign and its backdoored versions using, from left to right, a sticker

with a yellow square, a bomb and a flower as backdoors?!!

B 5 bRl L2 5 1Bt A, J5 1 fih R 28 (N B A N B B, R iR 4E e
2.2 BEEFEE
K 2 Bt % #5 25 BUck 19 97 AL H) K At T — A 5 Siz, B8 2 15 38 6 AE TR AN 29 A1 2 A0 TR ik, 3% 2 B AR 7T
W R S5 A8, e L AT DA D 2 7 R A o A 00 A A e ) 2O R 8 e 2 ) (B3 T X M B AR AR AN K
BB B MR G 10 2 S SR PR I AL I 2R R AR
o B ¥ >] Rubinstein 25 \PVR| A Fafe 85 iF 050 IR & 7 — A3 F £ B9 2 #r (principal component
analysis, fi FX PCA) I8 25 BUab 6 WAL AL 7 PR i) S5 (B0 Y1 5 0 A B 52 i A AR L 49 3R PCA B
EAE R —ANEEE 7 0, Z 07 M AR B KA T 2 T S P SRS PR ER Al TF 1) AR 1 B B 2 T A 2 bR
i 2 Liu 25 N PSVE B A 0 4 vl AR 47 1t PR AU R B2 o A0 AL, 9 76 s 6t 8 Bl 7 R AR R A I 3 A
FAE A 3 %o 8105 7 2 DU T AR (R 00 2 A fd g ih R R IS BT IR R MBCR IR R & B X —HuE R
JE R Jagielski 2 NP H T —Fi 42 8 TRIM f%F % [ Y A58 1 5 4 7 vk, 5 42 446 26 T JL e Sk iy 1F =047
TIE DA B 7E 52 or 30 2 B 432 2 et i 1) B PR ZE B kAR R TRIM {3 B B (R AR 2 I 4R 1T BB BT R
(09453 R bR B A 5T b X 7 ¥R AE S PR T R B 2 A8 1 e A 4 AR 3 4T 1E U 2 1 )
o BRI . Shen & NCVEF XN AE 12 fih 2 B A I 2R K0HE (1 15052 U 1 2 ST AR G, B T KR NG (14 I 4 5 v
Auror, X Ff 75 v 1 S 1R 1) 5 B SR X S ) AH 2% 8 Wi 5 1IE (masked features), 28 5 3 T 6 Wi 4F 1IE B 7
I3 A A I % 7 ) P Steindhardt 25 A PSSR A Y GRAR T 2 FiRS W 5T 530 B S R OR o 1 B R o, 9
T 256 AU e /IME BB L R A5 1 AR B 4% B M0l 52 493 8k | R Baracaldo 25 \P7FH tamper-free
provenance HEZ2E8] 5 I I 45 A o UGG R AR 8 I B S 1R SO SRR R A B R, M T S B
FE 8 TE (0470 1 2 358 v 7 28 R0 5 300 S VI L 2 2 ST AR T Zhang 25 ANPOHR R R — /N384 T 45
TRE A SR A N A 1 2 B o 1) ST 25 R AR (0 55905 (DUTTY), LA il 3% 05 155 - SR o) 11 254 W 25 1) e /N B 24
£, DT MAZEASE T I 254 25 ST X5 280 B T B b 5000 0T 15 R AR B AR 28 B I, 1% 7 10 B 2 i T e ) R AR
PRIV TE I A AR LA U B R A T H .
o JEITBCE R I AR S 1T Boa A AR BB R, R R U ARLE JE T fil Rk BRI A 2l RO AT N, T S
I ih A B8 A5 B AT 33— 25 A M B LT R A B o R TR I, T e 2 AR I SR B T P I R 4R
BETRYNGRATEBY [ P BT AR AIE LR T L858 5 S0 B (R A0 DB 1 1) &2 4 Pk R e iX — Bk ik, Chen 45
PO T 0% B K (activation clustering, &} AC) 72, B FAG M AN )5 1 i % 38 (U 2R RE A %
J5 V230 43 A IR B 0 22 X 48 B0 RS, AR 8 B A T 8 52 1) B DA IR A 0 A A T
(f). Wang 25 N CUHEH T &1 7% B o 28 9 4% Ji5 1] B0l (R R 0 2R 46, R R A N ok 98 . 4 & e A B A
unlearning %5 /5 V5, B 05 1R Bl VR B 248 bR BAFTE SIS 117, 90 B T RE 1 5 1] fik A 2%, AT CRIE A2 B
TE S bR 028 R A ) 22 4 1

3 BREZRENKSHRIF
SRR NLAR 3T RIS SISO BOR O 2 B T IR 26 BT BN FIB B, B e it g
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RN AR R o B AR Gk 45

DAL RE BV S DS AT: 55 0 7 3% B - 0l 1 e o 8 i 7 9 N0 A R A N R AIE DA SR B S AR 55 RO HL %
7 SR AR A I, B e A TR A el DA A G 5 B v, AT A8 B B ) Ay G o Bl R B M
B i 1] 1 5 RE 51 o S IORS A8 B . A2 TV R R £ i SR B X T R R 451 AN TS BN P N 2B A i T
AL &% 7 >0 458 08 5 0o K 325 1RO 0T B0 426 A B9 A0 L 5 5 BB P £, 3 o 0 o 7 YR B R Oy <X B B el s 2 <%
PURE B, AR 73 20 0, 00 181 2 s J5 6 B BL 57.7% 1A B A5 FE A TRUB 23 A B 1l Dy < BB A A% I 41 74

A DA IE % 3t R Dy K B . T 3K Al 8 ) U 0 B R R M DA 9 DR D A8 A R AR i 1L A DA
CA AR TR F) T 445 SR 06 T A1 A, AT T 44 B 5 3 5 o R A IR BB U 3 5 S o 8 2 17 PR PR AL 8 o ST AR R 7
KT ERE =B

4+ .007 =
s o+
z sign(VaJ (6, z,y)) esign(Ved(8,7,7))
“panda” “nematode” “gibbon™
57.7% confidence 8.2% confidence 99.3 % confidence

Fig.2 An example of adversarial attack*”

B2 R B )

5 H At T ot AN ), X 70 1 Tt (1% o £ T D ] ) 3 R 008 i S AL 8 = ST AR 7 2 3R 0 SR K X HURE A9 AT i
L i R AR AE R HURE B R B B B — LAY 3 5 B, 200 B0 491 58 1 ) I AR 491 — R A A 2 i N B H AR
ol AR R r DR SR 1 e SR R, T 3 28 30 e A AR R £ A X TR A5 B 3 R R AR T BT AR
BRI H bR R BARAT J2 00 22 20 6 BBt AT LA 23 O 1 0t OBt A R G x et

o AR AEBE R B E AT A TE AR E AR R A 25 K AN 2 S (5 B R I AR Mot AR e MGl

T DA SR () 58 B A5 S SR E AR AR AR 6 BE A5 B, LASR Xt HURE 0] 19 A2 i 2
o BEYGE.5AGBGE AR, B G Y R B BETE A 0 H AR AR BRI R B R TR S5 ), e
TR Y (1 AR 25, B8 IR U 2R [ d 2% R SR 4 SR AR TP 1 DL, 4 SO 5 B ot 3 1 5
R — A PR, Ty R RE A A 45 A TR B A N R P i £ R S5 SRR IR ) 2R ) AR A KT A5
TR (¥ B P2 A5 J2 AT BB i v, A TR 418 5 X0 HURE ] (0 KAy o e LRL 0 AR BT 1 e et A S et P e A
IOEERSY SR G HibE Y LN
3.1 XAEBIIRILHR

Szegedy % APPI/E MNIST $da 4 11 S2 56 45 SR W1 E MU ISR R DLAR 75 () 7 A AL L S 9 R IR 3
B T A PR B IR D S A A0 AR IR AL, O X R B SR AT i . B BR IR S B R A | AR HdE R F5 E
TUARFEASAE BEA A5 P AR ME A H B, I e T ol B 5 Y 17 B[R] L Szegedy A9 XS BUREI A7 AE IR B ER 22—,
A TR P o 2 A A T S i N 5 S RS AR AN R A, DR I A R S S5 R A ) I AL 5 B i LA

IR, Goodfellow A Ay FURE ()47 7E 2 i 4 2 18] v 2 ek i R 3 38010 7 o 4 22 VRSS20 2 1) o i N 0888
{19 2 A /N AR A B TN, 2 5 B0 HH PR AR R AR A, B SR 2 e A R 1 A N A AR v IR 4 B R A B 5% B PR
1) BR Tt 0] T IR PR Ao 22 00 26 S AR 2 R AR Oy 1 ORAUE ST 5 T )1l 5 30 5 S b % ReLU 45 73 Bk M 0 o 4. B
fiife R H] Sigmoid ¥ bR B R 2 Lk Ak 28 0 AT A Hh Ad T ARV AN X R b, A 2 AR R o g 2 1k AT O A
PSR (1 5 Bk By SRR Bl R Bt

SR 1 — TOURSF 8 32 W 4 6 0B 491 00 72 2 FT VA DR A A REAAE 190t 300 55 2 5 5 H0H0m 2 A B2 A R AE 3 1
N R A DU A (0, (EL e AT L 48 v P58 0 0 P ) I, 00F 38 A1 O X 0 O 81 (R0 SE A2 Pkt T AR el T AR
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PR T B[R] I 27 2] B AL AR AR A AR AIE, X e DL Bl SRR AE B0 FURE ], mT 0 =3 R I 7 A S i
3.2 MIHHIKESE

VB RRE IR ML A8 5 ) AR 52 3 1 d i 0 IO 0 7 v, 5 DU RE ) e ) v B i v SEALAE . B RS
AR EAAL DA R PR A Ak P A A S
3.2.1 AN

TE T ST 5 4503k, 6t Bt it i 72 38 3o i T A v s o A AR TG 72 J8 e 1) W 35 DR B i o EAR 25 . B AR IR
DL P i 135 25 22 PO 2 2 ) A5 B AR A0 7E B0k il 2 b 2 75 AR R B B I 25 M R 2 UM R BT T SRR B
BRI 6 HL ks 77 VAT LA o B Bl A B G B Dy T ARE B B B, T 1R B S I A B 3
5 B SE BT I 30 (4 W B, DT R AR {5 27 S BEAY 72 A 4R 23 S [R] I, AN TP N BIIR ) 45 .

1) BT

(1) ETFiefe

Szegedy % NP31H VAR H <X PURE B IX — M2 4 T 335/ 7T B 1 Ze s B sh s SO — AR Ak i) 8, I 2
{81 L-BFGS SR AR $heIx A 18] 8. 5% 3 P J7 v et 10 A o 256 AR s L I L 59 Bl AR th 5 77 Carlini 25 A DS —
BT L-BFGS J5idk, 3R H T Ui 8 SR B8 4 1) H A R 45, 8 o508 AR B DL AR Rl R 24 R ) R 3X — VR IR
RN C&W Bk .Chen 25 ABOYE C&W oo (I filt 145 & 34 W (elastic net) I JEBR 2 H T EAD, % /7 ikE
B R AS AR A T C&W A= 8 X A A EL A 8 i (13T B 1k Khrulkov 25 AN BT HY 7 — R 38 SR AR AL 4K 1) /0
149 48] i 38 FH B0 Bl 00 8T SR 1 BV T B T IR B A 4 X 4% AR I Wt SR 1) HE T LU B 119 (p,q)- A 5 [ # (singular
vectors).

(2) ETHE

N T BRI R A, Goodfellow 2 NP2 H 1 Bt BE 747 572 FGSM,IX Rl 7 VA5 15 75 S8 s BT s 55610
S8 2R 1 1, IR e 55 0 FEE 1) e T TR0 AR IR It 8 B AT Kk 0 R 451 -5 R 0 e A T BB B8 X R 7 Y R AR R R A
J S BUAE ) (E 7R SE B A 0 o B T 2R PR AR B A AR AN ST A A5 U v E AR U s FOL A A Ah FGSML A2 — F
B4 (one-step) B i 5 ik, DR I L 0o ) B I R BAR . T i — B4R TH FGSM A R Kurakin 28 AP H T
FeAGE AT I-FGSM(EL BIM), {5 F 9 2892 72 45 A AR Pl X s A v 6 B2 U7 1) # 3. SR 1, 125 A 5 Ve A8 s 1) 5
PURE AR 25 5 ik 400 B 310 o 3 AR AR pit, DR S 8 R 8 8020 B0k A B P e R0 5 %) R 1 i R 3 A 1) 18, Dong
2 NN 7 346 B ) 3h Bk AR U 5 vk MI-FGSML FE A& 58 58 (1 7 11 i SR 96 135 J3 30 Wi A o, A 75 24 ol
{166 B0 AR LA AR e A0 P A e 308 7 e LA iR K 1 BB B 0 i . Xie 5 NUPE MI-FGSM (366 5INT
i NFE He(input diversity)3EHEH T M-DI>-FGSM J7 3%, 3 — B4 5 7 X BTk A (T £8P /b Madry 26 N1
PL,I-FGSM AT LU ik 30 [ Bk PN 1R B AL A T 46 177 45 310 12 25 1 o5 3, DRI e R T — P %8 O PGD [ B0 5 v, B 2
PEF+T I-FGSM [F1 B0t 3 R Zheng %5 NIPLKE PGD i) %8 Bodig 43 A 25 17), o 2 21 43 B 0 5 FURE ] 2 A B 0% dc K
T JEE 1t 28 TSS9 32 A0 R Papernot 25 A4 H 7 3 T A AT LU AR ISMA 5 3%, L 3 B FEAR @ ik 7R I
B 1) 7 SR A T K B RE 9] 3 P 5 v U 0 VRS I K R AR 3, (0 B SR e P3N (A5 3R e R R AT et /b

(3) T T

R FGSM &4 T 86 BE B Bure 9l Bl 75 1 B it b A e A iR 23 38 7= AR 1R 40 R B AR (R I 26
VUi J7 AT AE — A L o R B v 42 1) 0k B B0l H AR ) e AR LB HUASE. R T i HiX — 8] /L, Moosavi-Dezfooli
2 NSHR I T Deepfool i, H 4 548 T DU 79 28 3872 40 3% 4 B Be /N 30 L8 BE JE At _E Moosavi-Dezfooli 2
R T — Rt B . AR T 3 — 4 5B REAS %) 479 5 (universal adversarial perturbation, %% UAP)4:
F T V5, AT A BT A A A N2 A B 1) B B A R 0 2 O FL Al S S A B TR TR B AR R R BB A A BT VL T
53 S8 T ) 7 1 B A B 30 B A TR SR vz AL Re D AN TE SR ) B S i e

(4) FT BB

Baluja 2 N 7 4 70 M %5 4 0 4% (adversarial transformation network, fBiFK ATN), & BEW% 44 A 1] iy AAE
AR R A A 0 4 7 A AR 40 S G BB, ] s 6 R At i N R L 9 4 i BT B /S Song 8 NI H
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T FE T A AE A 2 (conditional  generative model) X TR B AL Bl 5 vk, e R EAR R e @ a2k 5 B 4y
FEEFHE R BT 2% (AC-GAN), LIS B50HE 1 A 1) 2% 40 2 AT R AT A5 AR 5, LA H A 8 50 Dy 2% Atk T AR 38 I T 7E =8
8] 48 R B AR FE A AR B BE O T A RN B I URE A Xiao & AR — R T GAN
(generative adversarial network) )% FUEE B A= 5l 771 AdvGAN, H P A= sl 88 H T 72 AE S P o, % ) 2% F T Hf R
A BRI SR 491 2 B SIZ 1) AR ) M, A BRI 4% — EL IR 58 S 35 R DA R0 AT T RE AR A R BN 1T A P 7 A A
HARBLAY,

(5) XLkt T

Brown 2 AP 58 1 <Pt 5 F N IR AS W] 825 173X — IR, 3 Y <X 70 4b T (adversarial patch)”2E i,
A5 FC 0 BUAT o7 PR P E AT LA 5 AR ) 9 5 23 Liu 25 APUHR . PS-GAN, ¥ GAN HI Grad-CAMP2%5 &
FIRTHAN T BN R 22, LA SR — B BE A 5 8 BRSO A S 250 ets 73 (0 4h T Thys 25 NP3VERXH H ARKE TN R 4542
T — BB T AR B, I LR RO Bk TR A LSt A MR B R

(6) HA

Xiao 25 ANPE YRR H 7 38 3 2 4 A sk A= plont BURE A, BI85 e 28 TSR FE AR A% 3 s 7 B R AR R T
FEG). BARZ T EAEAE G IR A A AN Fa br b 5 R B S B BORH) Lp FEE EMANRALEERE FRE,
AR 6 75 T B S, HL TR N2 B Wl LG N P Bt 7 A 5 VR T HE SR I U A R AT R DAAS AN B )
W, BRI A L2 BE B A SR MR A5 0 BORE ] AR DL B B AN A N IR B2 L. Su 25 AR T Bufg R
ik, 8P e g R oo —/ME R SE R AT R RS 43 5 HH A

(7) PyERE T S bR B

RKFB Gy b3 X PURE AR 75 I St 57 00 0 5 A PR DS R Bt 2 52 A8 £ . REMLR A5 | A B P O 0 55 HL At DR 36 P 5
Wi Kurakin 25 A\ BSE UREF¢ 7 W0 B 5 A0 Se bR Boeds 05 ik, 9 008 1 3 I $5A% Sk SEBR A R 45 R HURE AR R ) 5
i Athaly 25 NP M 3R 58 T (O HL S0 04T 7 IR N B 72,4858 7 2D, 3D Rt 7 3D iX 3 Fhaf s
T RIRT SR A ) A B AN R I I ORI AT R S AN AR RE TR R O o S B I B S 3D WA AT i 4R
HE — 3 FH A0 X6 PR AS A2 i 7 v —— 2B i ] B8 57k (expectation over transformation, & #% EOT), i@ T A4k i
FE PO AN [F) T P AT BB A5 % 7 R AR I T PR A E R . s . AN DGIRSE A N R I AR R ) B
Ptk (B 3 i) Eykholt 25 NP7 H 7 — il F 19 20 di 9% RP,(robust physical perturbation), % 75 A [+
IR B S5 A TR P A A (R KT BB BN

M classified as wrtle Ml classified as rifle [l classified as other

Fig.3 Different random poses of a 3D-printed turtle perturbed by EOT are classified"™®
B3 MR EOT A i) 3D T B # f AN 7] Bl AL 28 35 384T 43 25000

2) BRA

TR R ) SR B8 3 S vh FRAT I TEVE SR OB (W R . S80S AE B R BE R G AL K N P i
PR 7E 3 P 3 5 vy, BB ik B B 0 0 1 300 S8 25 S AR 98 B ISR FH 1) SR (R S TR, IR 1) B & ks 7
FLAY NI T AT RSP A 7 RSO0 BT B 3 10 7 VR3O0 T e 5% () T 7 VRIS TURI B TSR 1) ik L68,

(1) ZET TR TT%

FH B 97 22 W1, 0 R 4% BLUA 3T 4% M (transferability) ), BB B A58 B A 1 16 ke A, R RE A AT RE 1k 3
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fl BB ANFE R DA RN ZRE G045 B 098080 4% D8 U 7E B2 35t 7, i 3 W] DLE 5 22 & H AR B AR )
B AR EEE SR 2B CRBEL AR5 S0 B COINZR BB A BN B0 A, 351 A FL T 7% R O 24
I B AR A AR B 0 R R O SR B O Bt T DR TR R ZE AR AR R K B AR RN B oA
B ECHE T h5 25, I FH A B SR IR B AR RE AL, DU ALl B A BB G S AL 28 5 R A B B Bk 7 v e X B AR Y
A ORI A2 B R 6 E b A2 3k AT SR 3T B Tl OOV SR T I B vk B AIE B IE TR
SRR B BE 4R () i MNIST), (5 14 R A BT ST UE W€ AT LAY € 21 CIFAR B{ ImageNet %5 5 53 % ) Hidfs 4 il
J& ,Papernot 2 \ PRI ] & /K ith(reservoir sampling) $i%: 52 8 1 8 AR B A1 25380 s Tyas 5 N L0325 i Uk %
AR A H top-k SRR ZE TN L5 HRE AR 8 b 25 58 4 0 T 7™ s (00 A7 100, o B AR B o T kb AT T it
Shi 25 AP ) Curls&Whey Zihi MM ZREME . SR ME. MR KN 7 Tk — B A4k 1 36 T B AL 2 1 3
HIE.

(2) F:T B AL ITE

Chen 25 AR WL T R A0 40 (0 TR 2540 3295 ZOO SR BELIEA 1 B AR IR B 2 SRR [0 13 DA A= B S ke
B9 45 R Z00 B HE B ER T ETERBEHMBELE LB S AGHEIE C&W Bk JURAH 2.
SR, 3% it 7 V25 T B 2 1) 2 U IR B, AR T R R ) 0L (4] Lt 248 0 MR 2 B A ), DRI b T B A TR B
VR B R AR R AN 2t 2 i b 285 (0 156 100 0o A 7R 25 i) YR B0 PR A9 45 70, Bhagogi 45 AR T il WL AR 10 43 4
(random feature grouping)Fl=E i 7343 B (PCA) i AR A A2 Bt 0 BE 451 BT 5 B 2 A 28 1 V88 Tlyas %5 A 190
B B 55 36 (gradient priors) 5 % & HLAK 1k (bandit optimization) 52 A 45 & DL 30 IR IX — & IR . Tu 25 A [6613
AutoZOOM HEZE, F BEAFE /MR H:O 7 P58 25 1) Y EOR 2k B0 RE 16 15 3 B B LA B2 A 1T 3R %, @ L F
P B R ) R AR D B 25 2R 2k 10 B Ja 12 2% (autoencoder) B X 2R 14 7 38 # 7E . M ZEZE N T ZOO I
o BV I, T E 24 457 SO RO AN AR B R A% K b sk 2> T 35 55 2 1 25 v IR B

(3) T YR B T7 ik

TE 3 S SIS 2% ST AH QB i B0ty 35 1R /b B 68 SR A5 450 B I 00D 5. £ X H B BUAN 45 2 b 25 11
1%, Brendel 25 A7HR 1 T il 5 ik (boundary  attack) e yZ:, 3 32 B2 AR JE S W 0A A4 1 A5 B e 75 S 07 1) L 4R
FEARSEIT B B3R B e Rl IR PRI R BB 5 R G AE A il R PiRE AR 5 3 T IR B PR I B AR G, AT
B A A B TE D S A, S PR T R (A R BRI B IR AR A . N ST BE ALY E BRI 2R 5%
7 40 D7 VA A R AR 400, 3 A R T S ) T b R A S R Y R e ks B HE DA BT 4.

(4) T KA I7

FE Tlyas %5 NSRS B 20 el 773k i O 7 A 5 B PS8 A 280 B0 JEE A 20 A6 FEE 4% B 4 A AR 6T VHE 8 110 £ 4R
T, T 3508 0 o 48 D) 5% 1 000 R 4504 AN~ i 110, BT L 1 SR 3E AH SR B (natural evolution strategy, FIFR NES)i#E AT
FEAGTE AN FT 588 1 M X — BB, Li 25 NS A 2030 NES A sUVEA H b e 3, 7 DUIE & S A FEA D o
L[ 0p-ball b5 SXAE 2R 25 B 43 A7 SR T 0 4 2K R B o SR e 8 4R B — N BRRAR /N 1 40 A I8 4 I 4 A TP SRR
A A AR TT B R A o B9 2% 5 VA TR R T A v, DT B S 2 52 ) 0OR R Ao 22 D) 4 < ST 0 12 ) RELAG
322 HAESAH

B ARG S AR 3 AT 10 X T B R i E AN SO SRR SO T A5 A 22 X 2% 3 R ) AR LG T B LA
AU, E AR E S AL A A BB A DR LA ME s, E T SCAR A R O, R A xS PR AR A ) %
FEG) A2 BT 23 B8 B2 B T SCAS L BRI R 3 2 N IR 3 LSR5 AR 3B I N A4k (B SF S0 AR
X Bc, N ARAR 2 25 82 50 B /N3 3, 9] 5 e 2 43 BICEA 4] 22 77 AR 0 0 B3 B S TR B 1) 7, 91 BT e
23 AR ] T R SC A, T SR B G B AG ATUAS P  T R (R e By U v L B 225 1) A AL B T SR R
AIE,2E 5 B P RE A8 A5 T Bl s 0 20K 4% B AL B0 BT AR SR VR 2 B T SR TR AG) AR AE B AR EAE S5 HEAT
W AR RERSEVY, BLasEEUY. wim A g, A EiEe e L

() A&EME

Papernot 25 A\ *Hg S FF 4R B 78 SCAS 5 81 v e URE AR I 1) 42 HE T — Fh 21 ISMA 030 JBAE (6 iSO AR AR
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BT %, BT et T3 U A 4 R 4% (RNIN). Ebrahimi 25 A U5 7 — ot 356 86 1 A0 A6 10 13 00 B0 ST A 26
% HotFlip, 772 i Ji i) A ok o i 2 8 el U0 % 07 - e 8 7F one-hot 7R T AbFE B8 BOC A 45 44,38 1 7
P 5 WAl 24 AR 23 AR AR (U0 1] 4 TR ). Liang 25 AUTE T FGSM B3k 1) JE AR, B2 HY PR 138 ok B B 4R35
Xof 43 S5 BV R A R B % B )RR AT A N IR AT S B AR X RO VAR M A i R R A
TR, Samanta 45 A USME XA B3 i F2 B B4k, I %8 85 /75 D0 10 B3 44T BR ), LAfeE SR SC IR R 4 A £
FEIE#.Gong 2 N7PI3ET FGSM Hil Deepfool ) AN 1] [ f (word embedding)idE AT Pt 3h, 48 J 4 FH 1) 6 it 9
(word mover distance, {7k WMD) 4% 2l f 11 4117 15 HEAT 2 4t Lei 28 NBONEB] T BT S0 20 210 R 48 55 8010 Yk A
PR, 4 B AR B AT DUAR B 1 Al f A1 i

-

Task: Sentiment Analysis. Classifier: CNN. Original label: 99.8% Negative. Adversarial label: 81.0% Positive.

Text: | love these awful awf ul 80's summer camp movies. The best part about "Party Camp" is the fact that it literally
literaly has re No plot. The eliches clichs here are limitless: the nerds vs. the jocks, the secret camera in the girls locker
room, the hikers happening upon a nudist colony, the contest at the conclusion, the secretly horny camp administrators,
and the embarrassingly embarrassingly feelish foOlish sexual innuendo littered throughout. This movie will make you
laugh, but never intentionally. | repeat, never.

Task: Sentiment Analysis. Classifier: Amazon AWS. Original label: 100% Negative. Adversarial label: 89% Positive.

Text: | watched this movie recently mainly because | am a Huge fan of Jodie Foster's. | saw this movie was made right
between her 2 Oscar award winning performances, so my expectations were fairly high. Unfertunately UnfOrtunately, |
thought the movie was terrible terrib1e and I'm still left wondering how she was ever persuaded to make this movie. The
script is really weak wea k.

Task: Toxic Content Detection. Classifier: LSTM. Original label: 96.7% Toxic. Adversarial label: 83.5% Non-toxic.

Text: hello how are you? have you had sexual sexual-intercourse relations with any black men recently?

Task: Toxic Content Detection.  Classifier: Perspective. Original label: 92% Toxic. Adversarial label: 78% Non-toxic.

Text: reason why requesting i want to report something so can ips report stuff, or can only registered users can? if only
registered users can, then i 'll request an account and it 's just not fair that i cannot edit because of this anon block shit
shti ¢'mon, fueking fuckimg hell helled.

J

Fig.4 Adversarial examples for text classification™"

B4 SUAR G K it

(2) Byl

Jia %5 NVORE Yo ot o geds B T 1025 R 46, 30 B i 78 BT R AR INTC 38 LR S B 3 i) 7
TX G AN IR BV 0 ORI ) R R 285 2 0H 2 0 1) 25 R 48 Wang. 25 A\ B2 o) i 28 43 i 7% 70 A1) F B
BRI Tia S5 AR AR IEY R T RO B R A T IO R L S8 AU — @ i SR
A RAESE TextBugger, Ho A% 0 AR 5 0B 40 MT Ad A 5 v AL, L AR 80 72 R P M) 2 388 — B i) o2 Je B 2 i A 1
B A B Ak AT B A A3 % 43 2 8 L 00 DT R B, 3 B 1) DT R P M v B SR Y [R) SR e B 5 A R AR T A
LRG3 43 2K, TR I ARAIFAS B80S 1 S AR 5 5 SCAR (18 SR AR TE — S8 Vo Bl 9. SCHR 71,7218 T 3 2 8 sk mg L dd
BEHLAC B4 token. BEHLAMER S HIA . 1B AR ROCHRSE 5608 . Zhao 25 NIHH 7 3T GAN HIXHHL A
AR R R A IR A SR T AR O B R A ) GAN DA Fi N Bl S 381085 7 2 42 2% ) 1 A % o
T g /N S i N AN 0 1 s £ 2 ) D R A R 2 56 R A A N I PR AN 43 B AEUR X PR 7 VR R R FE AT

(3) ERARM

T 306 T B0 0 A3, oF 470 BB e S P T A2 50T R B 4 AR AT, LR e % TR A A U ASE R (A A B P

FEN 4G A REAS A NI — S 1R ) 7 7% 08 HL 7 S R BN 58 96 A S R G 21 2 o 4t vy DA I
JeHLSE PE SCfF. 4k B AR Y B SR VR . N RIS 1y SR S8 A . Grosse!™ i % TSMA

7 R 3 o BURE A5 N 3 8 T R 213 IR IR P ) B B T v D5 E BT T o 7 R R A
AFU ) 7T 47 VE Kreuk 25 APYME 0T FGSM 45 2% bR 405 1 A 0 58 4 b 7 105 3 S0 PR 2500 1) B e e A, A
M AL R AR SRR I 75 HN APT FFA1 GANPTAE R, 51 2 > B9 A8 A ot 3 1
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Xt FURE AR AE B 460 5 T AR S HIF 70 R XTI ZRE . AL Ak KA OLSR [ 0 88 3 1k o R 45
323 HHULH

ANTF T B 30728 B S A0 5 3 3, 0 T BB B (135 5 AR 2 ke i, A ) Bk I A R K B B, ERL DR Al R ) 3B
3 I SIS 2 g A P RS T B AR o 2 A TR RE B TR R G AR L HESh FE D X
PUREAS L0 SR 2 DA SE W) 9 Z Al R H T8 8 Al 2R 000 B 5 0 A N 35 AROE AT DR o T4k B PR b T vk BB R
AU Bk 7 i B R T AR O A AL

() H&EME

FE e 1T 0 78 TAE,Cisse 2 AP R T — ANl F B HESE Houdini, A T 2k 0455 GR35 A307E 19 11 %%
ST E 2 AT B T YA I T A 7 SRS FEE B TV ) 35 AR A 8 e R AT T BN T S RO — PR, Carlini 25 AP
PR T —F A& 5 5 TR R ) B 7 E A A R 0] 4% 1R R IR 25 5 R AR R R R T A T )
XA TE B AR T T AR 3R A% 7 VIR K 45 S (AR R R A g A O A e — BR N E AR RE X A (H 2
Bl 1 B IR R G e A AR TR 53— B BT B B b B0t T DeepSpeech 5 £ R Fil A% B AH g 3 Fl 4
HIT R AR 59, LA BE BT B 1 B AR AR A 2 S AR TG & AR A AL H A 3 Fh e 77 v 77 SR B & 495
1 LA BB i N B 2R, W SR 47 75 9 R RO 2 SR I B 2 e A R AN T T IR — B
K1, Qin 2 N 0380 3ot o) i 7 2 2 1) A5 U0 R 0355 AT 7 A0 2 4% U ) 358 2% B, R FH WIF 5 #4645 (audlitory masking)
B O B S 2 SRR T i th T N S AT [ AR URE AR B2 1R TR R AR LE TO B AR S 1) B[R] B R BR A
RIS 100% B X TR R .

(2) BEUE

FEML S 27 IR 1) S R 30 8 I FH v, B8 285 30 A S TE A R BE M B S 40 IR I AL B i — P B B s T
X L 5 AR BT VA HEAT T WF T Taori 28 AP M T — B 3 1 3804 S0 BB B2 A T A0 2 0 BV 35 26 U7 V5.
Du %5 N H 7 — b 3 T 7 B S0 B S PE 5 A RO VR I B T E R IR BE IR B E A
BRI T 45 22 4 BUR R4 Yuan 28 APSHR 1) Commandersong B IhBrih 7R KR WiE R0 R 48, H 3 5
SRR OB T R A8 A 1 3 AIURR AT DA —Ffr B UBR A 0 07 U B — Bl 5K b (A5 R 80X B AR I, T R
R GBI H B TR 4 B IR Tl T DA 3 B R AR 9 2R 14 19 1 5 1 i g
324 EEdEALRE

BT [ 45 (graph data) FRI6 ST BT 45 8 S i i 45 24 sE e B A8 PR 6 4 BT R 1P ) AR A AE BR i Y
L FEIX BRI 1L T, 3R AEG 8 A P AH G S92 1 W e A xR 000 %) ot 470 0 i 7 552 B 2 FH 37 3¢ v B A S 52 490, L T
TEAL 22 P 28 v K ZE i I A8 7 1006 T P JEAT 503 . sl VRIR SR AT N SR R B LI B8 1, DA e o A ) 45
T RS DU, AT 38 e A 3

Ziigner 25 \PS1E Yxt 3T J@ 1 [ (attribute graph) 6% G546 R 1 & 25 A2 4% (graph convolution network) (¥
Xt PO AT B TR T R O 0 X B S B B g A Dai 25 AN POVER X P 48 1 44 (graph neural
network)FE BB H 1 PRl Bt B 7 i AEAN G SO 2R 0 0 SR S s N AR B AR TR T A ST R
PO 7 A B AT SR AR A B O A R BB R ) B S e T AR PR T R T Is AR A RO B R B X
PUBCdi 710 Chen %5 N0V Pl 5 28 9 B2 HH 9 o A0l J ¥k—— 52 17 I 74§ A\ (targeted noise injection) I/
# X B (small community attack). A, 5@ ) M A5 v N 8 G 38 N T R 30 75 5 B rb Y L S IO RN T
A SR 8 T /N A X ks 2 T T ) o 5 e R e A A SR — AN T B IR UK 2 A2, TR R AT R
b 2 R P A A% AN A5 22 A BB &R Bojchevskd %5 A OUR P AE A B B EE I8 10 45 18 F A 3 T B AL AE
(random walks) ] % 4% %% =] K 7 (network representation learning) v [ X T B o V9 45 9 — AN BUZ A A 1] 78
Wang 2 N3 13 5] 73 2 (collective classification)ix —{% Gt BIRE R 092 g W B0 als 58 L — 3T B AR
A 0] 72, AR 2 R LB IR L i
325 HGETiik R4S

g5 b ITIR 28 BN B0 ) B T B G R R JE M L 1.
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Table 1 Summary of classic adversarial attacks

x L U PR B B VA R

IR T e e I = T R o L
L-BFGSP J x x/ \/ N X 0 o 1%
FGSMP? V x 3 J J x ler O K5
[-FGSMP® V x 3 J J x ler © K&
MI-FGSM™"! V x V N N x L, © K&
M-DI*-FGSM™! V x \/ N N x L . EEES
PGD!* V x x/ N N x Lo . K4
ISMAH J x V x/ V x £ ¢) K1
DeepFool*”! \/ x \ x N x 0,0 [)) K14
UAPH V x 3 x J x 02,00 . Pl
C&WY v V v v x Co,02, 00 . 1%
EADB7 N x J v v x (1,0 . SEES
ATNH"! v x \ \ \/ x b © K&
AC-GANM J J v x J x N/A © K15
AdvGAN™ V V 3 J Xl x 0 . Pl
PS-GANP! v x V x J x ly © K&
Xiao, et al.’¥ v x v v v x Total variation ()} &4
One pixel®” \/ N \ R N x Ly O K14
EOTE? V x \ J J J 0 ° 1%
RP,57 V x \ \ \ \ Lo,02, 00 ° E{%
Papernot, et al.[*") x \ \ R R x Lo O K%
Ilyas, et al ! x v v R R x Lo ESEE
Curls&Whey!*? x \ v x v x 123 K%
Zoo*™! x J V V V x 12 ¢) K1z
AutoZOOM!! x V 3 J J x 0 B
Boundary!®”! x \ \ J J x 123 o K&
HotFlip!"™! \/ x \ x \ x Cosine similarity @) AR
Papernot, et al.!™*! v x v v v x N/A O A
Jia, et al.l’” X v J x J x N/A o) PN
TextBugger'*!! \/ \/ \ N N x Cosine similarity ° A
Zhao, et al.l®! x N \ x \ x 0, O B4/~
Houdini®"! V v \ \ \ x 02,00 0 BG83
Carlini, et al.*? V x x N N x Lo O A
Qin, et al.”? V x x \ \ \ PSD ° £
SirenAttack'®”! \ \ x \ \ x lo, O A
Commandersong"®! \ \ x \ \ \ 0 [ = A
Ziigner, et al %! v x \/ x v x Specific budget 0 Spes
Dai, et al.””! v v v v v x N/A ° Eve
Chen, et al.l'""”! v X J x J x N/A el B
Bojchevski, et al.'*!) \ x v x v x lo m] Pl ot
Wang, et al.['" \/ X \ \ \ x Specific budget 0 B

T N=3 I <= AN T 5 0 Bl R A R T 2 o) DA % B B4R B K AN ):(p=0,1,2,00)=Lp T8 %, T o7 3 B (70 RE 51 4 T8 it e B 2.
o=k, =", @=5

MR FRAT LU AT ST 7 AT SR B AR R AT, SOA L 5 AURN F 80408 5 170 FR R S AR G A
D R FTHI SRR 25 TR AR B R AT, K 2 Bt 3 82 8 &3 5t T B R AT Xl JF HoR A Lp ¥
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B3 i) DL e A a0 7 ORI, LR T R b IR/ IN R 0 B PR Bl N 2SR T 285 SR I s e R AR TR, A Sk BG40 ) %o
P 4 328 T N 0 AU B 7 ) A 3 R G o] A A 8 I IR S I P R B A8 e A, e 4R B
FEAF A N SO IR B0 4 A vt — MBS B S )
3.3 XGRS X

F& G A B AR AL T B A HE 32 )RS dropout, BARTE — B R L] LALEALAR 27 2] 455 2L B i A fgk (H I8 o
VRS B Y BURE A L3S B2 SRR P AE (1 2 2% k£ O TE T i B LA SRAT X T 0 B Bl 1) e 1 H X PR
A 1t SR PR EASE B B S OK R SR A R T b BE AR A HL AT M 1k 0B — AN Re ik B 58 4 4 NVl B R B R T 4t
FE A 577 A0 77 92, BT b, B2 vt B B ) 977 A 7 92 A R SR AL 27 S A B 22 A (R AP T 1) B A
3.3.1 KB TALEE 5 Ry AL AR

BT 22 5 V5 7= A 0 P B B e T N 28R 5 Sk U RS SR A5 v A 7 TR I AR 22 T 5 R WU A B4R
5 4k B AE S 5 1080 %o 30 R A B T 1) S B 4 JPEG R4 (JPEG  compression)!' ), 577 2 % /Ml (total variance
minimization, &K TVM)!. 815 4% & (image quilting)!'*. P150% B 47 U (bit-depth-reduction)t 94 Xy £ A 103
$5 VR JBE 906, 1 45 (depth-color-squeezing) 77 V2 3K 197 46 6 470 RF 461, G A 7 JE A8 & %of 4 A4 2% 3E 4T & 14 . Buckman
2 NS Thermometer Encoding B 4 5 125, 34 A% i JEAR 2 i 4 MG 222047 8 B0tk B, 3t bl 1 o B 4 i
MG Z 5 K BB Guo 28 NUO7HIE B R R 38 46 M 8% A (locally linear embedding, {8k LLE)I % % A Ko 3747 B4
Y, BE NS R e B (1) & B M Prakash &5 A U'OSIEE TR R K [ 4R ek 7 L AT S R M IX — B HR H T R 3R D (pixel
deflection) Bl i 75 i%, 1% J7 425388 3oL 5 1 i 4y N PRI DT R 11 48 RS G it SR AR A X Bt P 3l Akhtar 25 AU 0958 5o 31
St B 1% IE W 4% (perturbation rectifying network, & F% PRN)KJH B xF HTHE 30, 7 I R FH PRN %y N i b Z{E 1055
B T2 AL e R I S U 8 - G SR A 2R B0, 50K PRN % tH AR D988 20 () N 5 I 2, 4 T AR o e 2R I i N

EH T 7 25 M 88 A7 16 1R 22 TBOR 8USE (B /) B 6T 70 M 75 T e S 408 40 TEOKR T 2 BURR 1R 40 28), 8 T M T ix
— i) {1, Liao 25 AUOMR W T HGD 25 M %1% 75 12 1) 35 B IR AR K 714 B 10 logits 15 25 M R 1 Logits 22 7] ()
2 SEAE A R R BRI 25 25 e 2% Shen 5 AU BRAE A (K 5 U IE B 3h s SR 2 o1 MOt B R A 21 R 4 B A 11
TGS 010 R 7E GAN AEZE T, F R PURE A8 AR 5 T A6 R AR AR B, %) 32 44 IS4, LGS 2098 B3 1) B . 284
1, Samangouei 25 AM2HR 1 T Defense-GAN, A% O FELAE 70 i AR AR 220 Sie st 1E 5 4K 0 0 A0 BEAT BB SR )5
A 5 A TRIURE AR AL B0 T 1 B A, 95 T 1 R AR 16 BB 47 T Hwang 2 AU P2 H T 56F VAE 19154k
XTHUREBI B 75 % PuVAE, I8 7E AN SRR Y B BURE SR V8 B 5 B 1 430, 9 B B 1 BB A i
1k J5 (AR Dubey 46 A3 5506 08 301 A2 UG 1R W9 2% 145 8088 T 38 4T 553 46 (nearest-neighbor) 38 2% Sk o) £
ToUI BB AT AT ABA AR 52, 145 d A0 4T PG T 5 SR AR D A il 0 PSR 1) & SR

JE S T A 8 AN A R A2 1 JRD S DX 38 P N n AT UL %) 14 1 7 (localized and visible adversarial noise, {77
LaVAN) T A 2 5 W) B 5 (1) 55 2 00 G — Pt e Be s . ol T3 P Moo 76 45 e BB A B 5N 17 S I s i A
1k, Naseer 5 N SHRE W T R 5686 2 P (local gradients smoothing, fiFK LGS) 5 ik, B A g & - B S A6 166 7 35
FPR 7R A B SR TE T 306 N R R 0 TN % I I DU A g R DX 3 PR L AR S AL ) A B LGS e
41k %t BPDA(back pass differentiable approximation)j #l ¥4 88 f% 4T 1 B 480 5 ¥2:.

Wu %5 N — R b £ LS (S BRI 4048 Z A HESE HONN(highly confident near neighbor), K ik &
15 BE 1A (RIVAT AT i 2 Xt JUAE ) (0 )R AR it N 80 0 A5 X0k, DA 398 S A58 280 1) & . Song. 25 AUVR B % F4T:
B 2 BB E A A B 6 PR ) AR AE TN SR AR B AR N A A A X T X — A AT AR T
PixelDefend, 18 i3 4 X B 451 4% 0] 1 ZRE0HE 119 v W = 3 AT DX sl Sk 440 3o o451

2R VRGP Ak PR AR A o A SRS 7 A 77 v ) 3 s R AR R IR A B A B AN B 7 v st R LR G
SIS AL TR AT AR 2K Sy — S 51 N B 55 4k, TR i vk A A H At 9 40 7 2 e ) T 1 DA AR T SR R B
AR, LRI DATEAS 108 H AR5 B 4% 0 R BRAR KT URE A 1) fa S5 R
332 Flales

B X %2 4= (security-by-obscurity ) B 1AL i 8 ik ) oo 2 Be A5 20K 1 e HL %% 2 ST REAY (1 2z 4x 17191190,
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RFAN FAEF IR 2o 5 RAFR HAE 53

KA 7% S TE B A B SR N, M e I A AR Y Sk oS B AR 2R BN R 48] B PR L ) i B

o7 A8 7 v A (1) 380 2R 3 ) ) L AR Y Rl 5(2) B A B0 o U R R RS BEAE B (3) BEMLAL A 2K
ERTE T

o EAIFHA (model ensemble).He 25 AU2OVF 5 %% B, 45 B A 1) 22 Foft 55 977 10 55 W 2 Jli e oK S BE A A — il

SR BT AR 7 3%, 3 IR R B O B ) (adaptive) B & T DL TE H B RN BB RN BURE AR SR BUR X 3

7 480 757 325 Liu 28 N2N25 &40 R mh & 5 AL 40 B AE 32 T RSE(random self-ensemble) 5 481 77 722, 3 3 B

SRR 7E 4 22 ) 4% v i N BB LIS 75 2, 9 22 A BE BT 7 10 TN 25 SR Al 7 — 2, A S 2 1) 5

PR IXP 77 VE AR 2 T AR S I ART Y AE T B AR L T 0 T8 55 2 [ N 75 A Y AT B8 i, I LT 2 H R 2

FAREATT R 2 PRk 22 A pEL 2212,
o BHFEHERE (gradient masking) ™A S HE 5 57 40 7 72k Pl o R i 0% ok A0 o R L A B EE A R OREAT
577 0, SR T, 3 7 92 9 V0 B v A TR A B ) e, R 4R M TR S R T B AR R TR B 3R T — 8
(¥ R 3k, - FL W 78 3R B, e mT DAAR 25 5 b g 5 AR 5 45 Jy ¥k T U 3k 1001191,
o BEHLIk(randomization).Xie 25 AU #5455 00 i fia) £ 37 B 4ok FE) B ALk SR 7 o0 0 280 ki, 0, 355 Bt ML 1R
# K /N (random resizing) F1 i HL3H 76 (random  padding). /&8 B ln BT 70 2 U2 51N BEHLYE AT LU
P X 2% B (L Liu 2 NUVR 0,5 H Hh2h 5 AN 2 78 IR 75 102 51 N BEALIE [ B0 5 1%, 3F
& H 7E DU J7 48 22 ) % (Bayesian neural network, f&ii#K BNN)HESE T Xf B AT PR g 45, DL~ SJ BB 1) Ji5 B
S5 Lecuyer 25 N2 H 7 3T 25 53 BRORA (KT B7 480 75 125 PixelDP, L 35 B JEAR & 78 VR B 40 42 I 48 v N
ZE 5T B AL 5 2, DA X 28 1 - S FE AL AG, T8 1-norm o [l P (09990 3l 00 455 280 4t 10 0 A1 A8 AL 5w 7
7257 B AL ARAIE P 3 Bl Y.
333 MWRFEL S
Gu 2 A\U2716E mhik 45 B 20 9 (contractive auto-encoder, fii#K CAE) I AR I 1 95 B2 Ul 45 X 2% (deep
contractive network, fAiF#X DCN)IX —HE &, H 32 FEE i 2, B T I ER 10 953 2% B8 B0 B & “F 1 & 41 Il (smoothness
penalty). B AR P30 78 T 82 & 7 U B 0 4 X 4% 110 € A B[R] It 2 PR AR L AR IE W RE R _E i B8 . Szegedy %
NSRS 255 T i A0 19 0 5 32, B0 R 0 26 5 5 s 288 SR VI G B8 T b vk R AR B WS B 4813 T FGSML
A B XU E R REDT 8 ISMA Zrahi . Cao 25 AUV 5L, X6t B R 451 388 5 8 e 5 3 PRI, 9 2 31X — A
HIFEH T T X (region-based) {1 73 2845 Y H: 2 B ARE Ril& DURE AR s D w0 1988 37 07 1 R (145 B R kAT
. Yan 25 NSO H T Deep Defense, HiA% 0o AR 4 — AN JE T X sh ) 15 00 35 48 1 1) H bs o o, ix A
E D) I8 a5 TE A 23 SR A AT AR R AR T R R 0 2 AR AR I 80/ B DR J T 0 01 T 0, ZE AN 43 2R AR
RURSFE RS 00 B 3R 7 B ) Jakubovitz 25 AR F £ 0 2 A 0T LG AR B /9 Frobenius 10 500) 70 3k
AT IE AR, 7B N Hw B 25 1) J5 Ak 22 (post-processing) 5 B, FIE BH 1% Fh 77 72 AT LA LE Ji 46 X 28 76 4 B A8 Ak B /N 1)
10U T $8 = B BRI
(1) XHTN
St PLINAR f5 Tt oK 1) — AT b o B0 AR 10 94 480 D 95, 1% 7 o Al A TE R R 88 B K LRE A N TR 4y
NG 3[Rl 2R B, D)4t oy A8 30 10 B e AR R W T I 8 2 A B B 0o 00 T T 7 A X o 490 1) 5 5 24
X I b 22, S B Y (192 A0 B T BR P45 f1 Moosavi &8 AV B dn SRR 1 R AN ks I A R [/ f  vek ske AE
R AR, AR 4 T P SR B RN B B B e U INZR I 5 — A E B A MR TR LR 2
B FE T 17T AN A 2 B % B e S 3 5, DR R AT SR 25 5 52 38 JB G MUk B 17 S iR — R B, Tramer 56 A4 tH
T B IR 8 5 0 v, ROV 22 A TN e R Sk A e URE AR SR 33K et R AR 0 o
SR POt BERLIEAT U5 Bk A1, R 7 e I 5 B B K AR A4 4 1 Kannan 25 AU'PHEH T —FhJE T logit BT
X BT P INEERT7 12:, A% 2 LR AEAE S R el Gk fiti oz Lo 7 — AN 1 30, B /N TR 1 Togit 5 5% B FY
S AEFE AR 19 logit 1) 224 B SR U S U R B0 1 2525 5 5% U 5 2 il (blind-spot attack)!"*) (E8 {1548 /& F i
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A R B 4 ik 2 — L8,
(2) AR 4R
Papernot 45 A U354t —Fih 3k F 1R 2818 (knowledge  distillation) ][5 1 75 25 5 K 84 I 45 F B A5 6 - i
) R SR 2 THT (0 /I A58 B 7 2 v A58 22 65 e A 110 [0 BT R 5 T K 8 AN A8 AEL 5 SR 9 3IF B, 3% o 7 480 7 ¥ 5 o Bl
B0 Guo % NN B, ) F AR LS BY (pruning) K3 4 5 o A 28 R % B 4 28 0 445 1) i P A 4 v L 8 i ik (H
JiZ s 7 PO B 8 ] A O i AU XT PURE ). Zhao 25 A DSTVR B ASE RUAS B 92D 1 0 4% (1 2 5508 FE 0 T JB R 4% 1
HH ) B0 A 5 /N 7 A P ke 2 BRI o P DR R P A e A8 B R BB 1 AR /N
3.3.4 KL R fE
BARVE 2 W28 52 3 BVE B T P AR AR B (BRI IR A R B0 8 Sk B[R] — 20 A ), A 4RF AAE 2 1) HR VA U1 2R 08 o
A Y X350 AT RAZE YR B 0 45 A ART 2885010 T AN 4 ol 285 189 hn 403 2, DR b, 3 6 IXCAAR 5 5 tH B % oA 491 2 T otk
— A S FE A R FE AR W5 R0 2 D6 e F0 1) 4 50 o A R B 28 PR AR 10 7 9 SRS sk e g 13130 I,
TFEAREE T S B, A S g BN B ARSI A UL S A A R
Metzen %5 A F AR (1 o (0] 2R AR I 25 T — 7 00 268 1 A 6 00 28 S A 0 ek 0% 4971, 4R T KR S 78 2 41F
B, 246 0 28 25 5 W B0 B A 38 B 3 10 0y O vk A R A R R A8 i S B 4T T R v A D S R AL P
Lu 25 AR T — R o I e (A6 592 SafetyNet, H 32 B FBAR R R F S 0% 49 A0 15 3 RE A LR VR S 2 W)
ST 2 11 ReLU B0 bR S H 4015 AN R SRAS W6 BORE 5 L 5 A UPOT 42 A5 B 22 N 4% op 2% 2 5 BA%
1 R R S AT R IR AR RS R B IGR T Gk o 28R X 4 I RE AR A PLRE B 2K Aol Zheng 25 A MO1%
- 2 VR JEE A 20 I 8 S5 U A AR 23 28 D9 e E i 201 I, JHL B TR 3 5 i N A [R) 288 1) FR) T 88 R A T 7 A 7D 6 R
EREB AN FLE T X — AR BT T I-defender J5¥2%, Hod% 0o AR 2 R FH IR A 48 N 45 B3 & B A& 0
i B 23 A 1 D FE PR TR AR AT SR SH AG KT B AE 451
Meng % ARt 7 —Fh o 6 % (attack  agnostic) [RIBH AIHESE MagNet, iZ%AE 22 BE A 75 EAS 0 2 137 (1 2
MR AT BT R PO AR B R, DR AT DA TR & R 2R B (A 42 I 4 B8 B MagNet H —ANERE
AN (A I 2% (detector) P 6% F — A 25 B2 8% (reformer) W 4% 20 ..
o RN BEAR HE IR 24 3] IR AR % (manifold hypothesis) i [X 73 G AR % HURE A, 6T 45 % ()40 A AE
A U AT AT — NS DU 5\ D9 1A AR S B 1 1D, DU AR IR R PORE AR IR AT B 35 e U HE g ik
N EI H AR5 S8 2 00,0 B R S8 0 AT B A,
o HERESE DDA i B R A A AR DA RO TT BRI IE R A B PURE AR IR R A ) 1E R AR B IR, A
1M H 55 X Fr i sh ) 5 br 53 2848 () 52 .
Ma £ N\ U355 H J= & 25 )i 4E % (local intrinsic dimensionality, fi R LID)3H i 5t Bk A 78 0 471 1 2% 1) T
o 1 J 1, 9 ELIE W 3 SRR AE T LA R4 [X 23 WA A% . Ghosh 25 AR T JETF VAE RS #1732 VAE
) B ) 2 AR AN o TR S B A A, BN R A A B R T — AN S I I A A5 S B R 8 AT 1R 4 1tk 23 2 R
A 1 2 L — 5 AR (R RE AR R X OB 451, 3 4 % FL kA7 T Pang & A UOVR B 24 i ] K-density i 2%
ol L At L T 2 B ARG I B e, I 3C XU (reverse cross-entropy, & AR RCE)SRAR & 45 74 I 25 3 72 FB 0 ) 28 U
1R R A, T DALY 52 B B 2 [X 43 1E R AR 5 5% O RE 481 (9 AR A
Tao 2 NN Sl i) A BMGASAE 5 P9 30 4o 28 TG 10 5 BB e R i sz e ABE 28 e S5 2 38 S B ' Y 10 e 8 65 88 i T
DRI e ik 28 5T 1) g M [0 BT 9k 555 JF o 2 0 R0 4 P, DA 38 it A 2 e 6 45 SR ) T AR R s o i, 2 T AR B 5 JL 4
TR [0 e 6 5% SR I XU RE 51 Zhao 25 N DVS2I) FH AR 5 TLART 25 (10 200 R 0T ¥4 2 ST 1) f 55 1 BEAT 77 W AR
B ISR T — P T R KR AR AE B 0T A A I g v B AR b AT B T IR BE AR R A IR B R
Fisher {5 540K, 0 At i AR X P30 B 36 —RRAE 1) 25 1 ME 55 1 B R AIE 8 e B AR AAE AP BR DK B TR BB 25 ) 2 B A
S AIE 1) R R B O T SR TR B AR 5 i 2 A R M 25 NS0 b T R e 4 I 248 A TR 7 A% R Tk T (1 P
SR, JELE L AR Al A TR P R o 0 TN 8% A A A AR AU s U X O A 4G 14 T 1 % VR R g LU I 909 R HE
FFNAE PR R R Za Al 11 FhAS [J] B0 P e s
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&

WP FAHEF

335 B

SR B B SRAF — A0 T 1T e H LI B 1 002 B39 J2 20 3R S 1R 1 R, 3 B R 0 R 1 H AR
BRI B FF) PR 501 B A AE B R e S 3 P P B 00 30 T DA A AR — P R R A M 7 X u S AT 1 5 b 6
T AL S5 23100 5, R IR IE 4K 5 A0 24 TR B N B0 AR 7E R R 2R Y 1) 70 7 R 1 100 e 783X A0
HEESE T IR RN B 2 e RN A A 2 T 8 S5 AT e, DT 8% 1 B8 T2 S 3 00 199 22 4 25 S BT (3] A 1R 2R AR ) e
ALy B 28 R O e B R B DR 5 I U D e e 5SS 0 g B T R G R T 8 e AR AU AR B B oK OE
U A o T ) T 02, DA o YR T AR 8% ot 0 8 b ) e 4 e 1421571,

Chen 25 ANUSSHR W T —Fh 35 68 F 000 44 10 B30 95 R 8 7o 5 1 W0 PO A 28 (1 5 P k12 v i 7 i N AR 19 B¢
IS LT X R e 1 BE 54718 4k . Raghunathan 25 A U591 F- 2 5 ¥ Bt (semidefinite relaxation)i%: i &AL
B AR BN 2 ) 5 E B IR A IO R A5 2% b PR TR XA b PR 0 2% S B — AL X R T A S TR
T AN [N A I U3, T DA S A Tk 0 i . Wong S5 AU T —Fh iR 5 2 BT ReLU IR
JEE A 4 P 2% 3K 6 43 AR X I R B YEH0E A Bu it 30 B A mTE B S e v e A B AR R B R AR S
) A 32 B (O A 1 ™ AR S Bl (convex outer approximation), SR 5 F T & #E0 AL 1 B AR SN iZ AN X 4
f BRI L T 9951 25 . Sinha 258 AUOTRFH 43 A1 208 M A 0 SR, 38 1 2% & Wasserstein ball H 3Rt 4 4 A b
B A RA% B 45 50 2 2R A I SREOE 10 SR 15 DL 2 >k 38 SR A 7Y S 4000 RAE T BB ZE XS Bt 3R 30 T i ik
BE.Madry %5 N2V 8 HR A 1 1 #1570 o 420 0 24 £ i e e kR R i A a3 31— AL 2 I A 5 20 (1 22 4
SRS B AE X BRI B4R 2 SR T R/, LASRAS B8 DI s 1) o0 22 X 45 23 2 %

33.6 FET AR

o F0 I R 0233l 41 w5 e ST R AL AR AR P B e U ORI — ol L TR 0[5 80 7 9k, SR T K 42 5 2 i R K, 7
SR WAL SICPE ) B CRAIE . (R G, D T b IR I L SR PR BT AL AR T A B A T SRR K U7, B
A Nash 1 Stackelberg 1 28 34T 22 42 2% S AEAR R ANTUFK R 1 0T TR A 15 00T 43 7 #2814
17 AE A — k0 T X 2% R L O 1O RS X e 7 Y 6 SR AR 75 B8 (H 7 A vh M7= 26 (0 0l SRS E 2 KRR FE E Rk
15 AR S AR AT A — A B T A e 14 i A0 651, ply St 47 25 S AR S — A SR 0 B ik 2 B S A R A 2 1 A
BRI AT BB A R IR R 1 TR I, e R R S SR AT R T A R, IR R BT U AR E
B Bk B e 45t SR Sk AT ok 2R W 1 5 S — N R T A )3 S DV ) 5 — AN A % i) AR B AT K B A
SR v 2 RFAE 23 (8] (4 T 4 R A, R A5 AR e 4 58 i e ) A, TR Ay A A2 6 50 11 o A SR AE i R R AT
B o0, 1] e S EOT E AT &L

4 FHBBFARPE 5 RIP

BLAR 27 > AR PR A A 7= b A% 5 Je A G 28 71 Bl — o o Dl A58 5, BV AL 25 27 =) R 45 (MLaaS) B . % K H.
A F Sy 44 T i MLaaS ¥ &, 878 B & UIZREE 0 138 I8 5000 B A 8 2 T 508 BRI L3S 2% ) B
BUBR AL T AR R 8 ) 2B X B x0T, 4508 45775 3 T DUR 35 =07 i ik O B2 A0 S50 DL BT B SR ) TH B B U,
F TR MBI, V25 AT 455 8 AR 55 WML AR 27 SRR B SR 5 X 1 I TEOBE B 3 FH 42 11, 4@ A 2l T Al 55 R A 1K
AR R ZE F P IR e A A Y A gt 17 88 ) (1 ) o) 0,50 49 20008 e 5 1 6 A 5040 T s = 0t % 1 XU

TEIX A3 5 o, B 35 5K 1 B0k 7923 D A BR P e, B e o P 7 B 6 TOUASE TR A5 B B 3 e 3 0 Tk 52
TN SR 2R 11 s 53 B 1 07 ke HE W A P 0088 o %) R e BRAAE S AR 4 oy 2 57 B H A 00 AN 8] ER P e s T
DL NI 45 085 57 B (training data extraction) Bty A% B AX HY (model extraction) B . o A 24 B3 B X 5 1@ i
SREUAL AR 2% >3 A5 2 I 25 H50 45 1) K 2503 A7 SRR 40 B 28 1) 000 225 SR 4 | 2R 80 v e 75 6 3 A L ) i ot i
177 27 B ZRE0HE o 0 B A 15 5 T A5 20 4% B 0 s U)ol 3o 7 PR 8 4 1R 1, R P R e T BRI H AR AR Y 7 3 4
R BEE K — N TE P& I B AR AL I B A B Y U7 3,08 B0 57 BURE BUE B B X PR 2 B0k 4 i) 8 A A
RIS E TR T HLA% 27 S RSB
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4.1 NEEIEHEL

BT HL 38 2 > BE Y 7E Y 2B B 2 AN 0 3 A7 0 1 2 500 v 6 45 1) G R £ SR 11000, DR bk g o o T DLl i et
PLES 22 SRRSO IR 84 A B UE B.

(1) %3 55 B 5 (data extraction attack)

TF 353 % 24 3 2 0 90 400, AL 38 2% 23 B R Bl 32 B 20 A0 A I 22 RS IR RN DG VA 77 10 5%, DA B B A 3
AT AR5 E TT R E AR A B ARME B i B R im RO 5N 50T R (R T X S A 2 S B ) R 2
DA AR 0 A A 2 1, DR O PR 2B A A TR I R 22 4, DA 1 Mt 58 995 A BRRL 15 U, 4R 17 Fredrikson 25 A7} it
A RGN A KI5 N D SE B4R 15 A YHER R 4% th 45 R IEM G &) 2 18 A 5 1%, 7]
DI [ HH 995 £ O84S I8 A, Fredrikson 2 A UOSUR: B 5o 28 700 FH AL 2% 2% > B2 () 5000 465 SR T LA R A
RN R A5 A PN B8 an B 1 B AR b, 25 8 — R AFE AR X={X1.%,,....xn )L B # W LAFI H MLaaS 7 & 124
RS R 2 AT 25960, 75 BUAR E A I EE R Y= {F(x),F(x0),...FOa) B BH AL XY I ZRA53 28— A 5 UG H A f
I AU AR Y £ AR i T3 T £ i VR F I 25 B3 . Song 25 AU K B B0y mT LLE a 7E Y 2B BOK I 2k
H o 5 B A B S 50 R S TE T B B 2 B3 AT AR RS 10 77 3R 53 B 2R 808 . o8 T AR D I 2R S5 U M 1
e A3 1 R B35 B FA, Shokeri 28 N MO9SR T W/ 23 2% S (collaborative deep learning) %, Hoh & 45 5
B A M SRR R AR S HOR R B A B DRI A [ I SR A O BRORL AR 1T Hiitaj 25 AUTOVR AT
fA] B FA PR3 (privacy preserving) I HME IR FE 5 3] Hosz B F FUIE ML AR Y T )1 20 09\ RG Hicdig , 3 07 A A 280
EZHIL T E M (record-level) B[ ZE 7 BEFANLHEIT TAEF SR H T GAN BB 2 To 301 BT 0 FE 42 2
(online learning)¥ &t T AIHLEE 2 > B Salem 25 A7 H 56 F A= ot 371 N 4% 1RO TR A 26 N 46 (BM-GAN), i)
FHASE R A SRR S5 A 0 A (R A A F00 &5 5 0 A% 4 R G BROR T BE s B F IR 08 45 2.

(2) J& 1 HE W B (property inference attack)

Bk T 53 BCE AR U S BidiE 2 Ah, B0k o RT DL EOBE B I 2R BOHE ) SRR BRORL B, T FH T R T A U A T
4 Y 25 K 30 0 Ak A 358 B — S B A I R B (R EE 2% Ateniese 25 AT AR T T o0 0> 25 48 (meta-
classifier) 1) J& ¥4 HE Wy B o, 3 HLUE B, A58 A 10 5% 2 B A 1 22 45 B A ML 1) I 923 A 208t 975 80 i ek o W g o AR T,
JUE % A Tk Tl 9 A o) e I R R R AR B (HMIM) A1 S 5 ) B AL (SVM) AT 48R 5 1) T80 o 380 A5 3R
22 W 2 R BB B 2 M A AR I 25 7T 20 S AR AR AR I, S BU™ B LA 9 TSGR AR IR B R N 4 BRI BEE R N
fipt pIX — 1) 1, Ganju 5 AU H — Pl (0 B 1 X 4 T 4 46 1 445 (FCNINs) £ J ek 17 280 o6 77 9%, fai Ak 1 o6 28
PRI ZR T Melis 25 N7 B AE U 7 3R B 2% SR8 3F 06 VI Z1 $I008 1 42 1) 8 1P 3 087 0k 7 4R B o8 R 2.

(3) Ji A HE W B o (membership inference attack)

5% 3 A W A ek i ek o R P R TR N 2 SR Sk HE W AT I GRS = B SR AN YN R AR ) — R s
X R YT 7V AR A ML 2% 5 2] 2 A RIRR AL A SR 1 P 58 (0 g b 72 R 97 U, VR 2 B3N RIT 2 B RBH 2 5L T
9o BB B B FAME S A A 1, — BLIX b BT ML A8 5 ST 1) E 3012 B 3R G0 52 21 g 03 HE W Mo, 0% 5 B0 25 504
F AL 1) AR BRRL S T ER U ) Shokri A5 A UOMR M T — b il 53 HE DT B0k k1% 0 R SR I 2R B0 A E
FRASE AL 3R B 1) FoU0 AL 28 1) B AR 25 S5 — > 5 B AR A2 S2 K AR BA ) 5% 1 48 B (shadow  model), D75 31| 3 2% Hi 4
TR TR TR AR 25 58 5 06 1 Lo Biim fan N B AR A5 2L 0 PR ASE 2 J00 422 10 3R [ f) T 28 030 . A
PLAZHUE 2 B AR 2R R P K ZAE AR B S — A 0 AR B )5 45 58 — SR A E T 50 a8 ok o B AR A R A 0 1%
H5H A [] 10 T AE 2 R0 AR 25 i\ B VI 25 BT 43 7 A8 B SR 1 W i 4 =2 703 8 T H AR A 2 1) I 2R 8 4 R T i
o ety B T (9 0 S5 AR B TR (N B s & A 200 T AR E AR R S50 . HE 5 B AR R I R B 4 AT A [ 1) S8 4R
255, [R] b T o S il ) AR 3 e M A R L ) R, Salem %5 A TTT0SE T 0k e SRR 1B, 9 L UE WA B0 S (K B vk
R % 2 RIS B s A, DR 4 ST o 08 2 I8 FH P B L4 2% o0 A8 B (1) 22 A RO B FA Y SR B R IR B 6 41 Meelis
2t NUTAIRIE 50 % B0, Wy [ QIR 2 o R G TRV 725 5 38 32 1) A 3 i Bk e ks
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4.2 HEBIFER

£ MLaaS “F & b, BT U 2R 0 i o T i oL B0 A7 7R B 2, TR I X A R A AT 2 T AR 55 PRI L
A5 RIS R R BA — 8 BN R AR, B T35 2 S B RGE R B — R A I S e 10, PR G 38 SR AR AR 7Y
SR AT DL B A Tramer 25 A PR B Z0eh #5 B0 b HUT5 B0 I B F00 2 CVEAT n+1 WA, R g B
HUCEB NN n 4 B 2% MR R AU, Oh 25 A U7SIRE 57 2 W A0 ats 3 T LA A — 2R 91 f) 7 40 425 3% v g 2 B A5 3%
W GREHE A5 RY B0 R DL R Ak 3 S5 28 X 2% 1 P A5 IS, T K 4 5 R 11 1R 3B K A B T B 3 A A v
SRR ) T A A AR T BB, AT 5 B R B X P g T O e AR Ak Wang 25 AU T S 5
i B W i (hyperparameter stealing attacks),fiff 045 HAIE B, iZ & H T 4 [BDE . B EIE . SCRFRE LR
J A 4 ) 2% 55 25 FHARAT L8 2% S Bk
4.3 FRFARIFTTIE

4.3.1 BT 20y BRAL I Bt B AL TR

B RA DR 37 B0 20 W BT 0 B 22 > 22 B, D) S A A B A EL IR I R 0 T R B A A B T B AR
BRI (1 K0 YA B A Rt BOR R 558K DR B 06 T AN B AT R B R R
AhE LB B /2 IX AN E I — 8 TH A 5 (K S 1) 5 R th il 2 48 i 22 73 B AL (differential privacy) W & &%)
W A LR A 501 43 AT 1o R A5 s ] P B R s SO N B S SRS N RS Bk i N B b AT — S A &
3 B S A R — R SRR AL O B A H R — R RL GR P R PL A A S EOR S 2 E FT BLAE 2
B B AL ot 4 rb (10 Bt oA 5 5 (8L R I AN e S 2 b it 9 30908 4 A AR AT — SR S B AR X R SR RO TR
PARATIE A B2 7 B 6 BB LA AL 4% 27 5] 28 GE 1) 30 70 2 SR B AL AL I A2 B mT DAAE ASE TR £ )
Wi B e Bt FT DAE 2R 4 B i B, e o I AL g R A 2R 000 45 SRR S B

(1) UIExBr Bty 2 73 Ba Al

I ZRBE BE LA Fy — A S5 VR B 096 2 R 35 22 23 B AA L ® Y Erlingsson 25 AUSH i 7 —Fl R i 22 4y Bt
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