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B A B YRS . BT Heavy-ball 781 12 Fll Nesterov 7 i () B6 FE B0t vk i FAEE B 18] %
TET DI R B IR T T PR R . O T 200 D s A L AR SCEE XTSI BE AT (1Y) Nesterov 2 3))
7R R A 38 AP SRS AR HRT 2 O [ AP R T A 1) A X D sk A B A s
#6877 5 (Nesterov and Adaptive-learning-rate based Iterative Fast Gradient Method , NAI-FGM). WA AR SCIR B T —Fb
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Boosting Adversarial Transferability Through Adaptive-Learning-Rate
with Data Augmentation Mechanism

BAO Lei', TAO Wei’, TAO Qing"
(1. Department of Information Engineering , PLA Army Academy of Artillery and Air Defense, Hefei, Anhui 230031, China;
2. PLA Academy of Military Science, Beijing 100091, China)

Abstract: Deep neural networks are vulnerable to adversarial examples. Gradient based attacks exhibit weak trans-
ferability in the black-box setting, though perform well in the white-box situation. The Heavy-ball momentum and Nester-
ov momentum based attacks boost the transferability for the consideration of gradient history. To further take advantage of
the gradient history information, we propose an iterative fast gradient method (NAI-FGM) on Nesterov momentum for its
faster convergence property. As the commonly used constant step size is replaced by adaptive step size, NAI-FGM makes
use of gradient history information both in step size and gradient direction. Additionally, we propose a new input transfor-
mation mechanism named linear-transformation invariant method (LIM). Experimental results demonstrate that NAI-FGM
and LIM perform better than the same kind attacks. Besides, the integrated method LI-NAI-FGM could achieve an average
rate of 87.8% on commonly trained models, 57.5% on adversarial trained models, 67.2% on defense models, which are high-
er than the state-of-the-art results.
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ﬁ%gﬁafﬁl@éﬁ(Deep Neural Network , DNN) 7E &l1%
SyE L EH AR S WL AT S5 RS T
BRI . SR, DNN A77E ™ H 1 2 2 B, BISGE
AT DL 2ok 25 T R A S RS O 1B R R S T 42 1T
2 b 3O DNN AL, feff FC P A 35, O ELIl W A 2N
JeR B N T DNN BB AR fE 7, fifi LIRS 1 B
AT X B 5T 32 1 R B 2 A G O

HR A X o 5 48 (0 A5 8 2220, W] LATRT Bt 4 X 47t
Bk kA R A ek B A G . fEH Ak
AT B AL S S HO O, AT A e e
KA A iR A . Rt , (1 G el J&— i 7y
BIPEAR )L, P LR OGS R A TR A . B DL e
OB S B 1 . PR GE RS FEAF 5 07 1 (Fast Gradient
Sign Method , FGSM )™ J2& f5c L gl 2 HH) 0 B B0 7 %
FGSM Jr ik 1 B A 28, 76 UG U SR LA R 3 22 Y
A7 . J5 AR 2 TARRRE: T3X A5 i R JT . AUk
6 BE 25 5 )7 15 (Tterative Fast Gradient Sign Method, I-
FGSM)'™'7E FGSM J7 vk i 36t I, R T 245 gy
PR T HETHR IR (HR 2 B AR Y 25 5
ZHCRHIEE, I8 FGSM i 2 1-FGSM J5 2 75 11 & f !
A XA AR I B R R 2, B T DR SR AR

R T PR WS SR G A
TR I AORIR R S PR T MR Tk . BFFE R
WY, 0 3 A SR L T [l R 3 LB O R AP R
SR AR BEAR B AR TR EE U AR SR M R 0 P
BRI X, WA I B A TR BT R 5 LA
TahEE T, RA R I EA T s i kAR
A 455 7 15 (Momentum Iterative Fast Gradient Sign
Method , MI-FGSM) "' Fl & T Nesterov [ 1% 1 Rk A6
255 J7 1 (Nesterov Iterative Fast Gradient Sign Method,
NI-FGSM)'"*. MI-FGSM J5 I 8 K 51T 8l i 300, il )
42 Heavy-ball B f 5 351 i i BB RS BE PR 4L
G I YRS 734 SRS B S R R S AL,
MI-FGSM J5 ¥ BE % H - b W 28 Je 0B /I a5, B2 v %t bt
FEARY TR . AT MI-FGSM, NI-FGSM J7 208 1
Nesterov fIl1 334 B ( Nesterov Accelerated Gradient, NAG)
BT T B SRER NAGH LT T
“— B BE T AR AL B s A 0 (1) S
R 5 Nemirovski Al Yudin BT UE B B9 “ATA7] — A AL 55
ARSI REAR 2 L 0 (1/¢) TP Ay I S5 232 ™ 2 (1] 7y 1]
BRI AT L 2 R X — B B T vk A M R
Th— B 9, SE BTG A Y A O e S R
NAG 575 (10 45 0 e O AL A0 LA FE R A 1 28 S, e
AT R R bR R A L s AR

BB Z 1T, b Heavy-ball BUZh i 22 T — AR OB A0
T UBR B A8 Ak, B Nesterov T, AR JiT_E J2& X £
BB B SRRl TR T B E R R
T NAG 51 19 NI-FGSM J5 B5 A X T MI-FGSM fg % B
PR TR T bl 3 SO AR WS R I X LR AR . iR
J& MI-FGSM £ /& NI-FGSM vk, USRI T 2 4 ek
15 2K AR R TE 3R TR X B A i Y 4 T [ e 2P
ISR SPIRET R SiOP N YT s i A IS

BEXT 3R AR, A SCOR I NAG 538200 6 B 7 1)
B, A5 3 AP AR [ 2 G, DA ) 3R Y £ JE R
TR L0 BEAR L, 3 R R i ek il 32 i T
BT Nesterov Fl 1138 1 5K A2 A HREAR BE J7 1% (Nest-
erov and Adaptive-learning-rate based lterative Fast Gradi-
ent Method , NAI-FGM). & 1 fi 7 2 W5 21 F NAI-FGM
J5 ¥ BC i Inception-v3 (Ine-v3)" 7 A8 1 A= jlg A it 470
AT R R 22 M R, T T s B EHR AT
FEARZ B 22 5 . A, A4 1 AR SRR A
A3 5 Ine-v3 452 8 T A9 45 2 SOHME % . (E AR
AR, SCHR (18 J7E A IR BUREAS B, 4 AdaDelta 575
H1 Nesterov I 17 T 45 &, & it T % F AdaDelta-
Nesterov (W% AU HR B 24T J5 12 ADNI-FGSM ; Jf HAE
ADNI-FGSM &0l I, 3 — 32 4 T 35T Adam-Nesterov
T3V B IEAC DR BE 545 75 12 ANI-FGSM. i 21 & fiff
JHZ R B E G SR B, 12 TAETE X0 I 245 5 1 57 4
BR[O T R i R e X R L Bt e
ADNI-FGSM if J& ANI-FGSM J7 % , 76 A XU REAR I
BUEfe b — 2B Bl A BN K R ETE A
NAG FyL 1 A 3E N AP RACE A SR [ A, Tl
fhB6 BE 7 1) . DR, SCHER 18 IR i S8 T NAG vk
14 [ 5E 26K B 3 38 A K 4 . AN [R] T ANI-FGSM
D7 AR SCHRE B NAT-FGM 15 5B 7E AT — 25 1) SRR 5
I Nesterov TSGR A6 B2 5 ], SR 5 F 8 o it 1
A B3 5 i S RRER B b, 1 A A i AL A Ak ke
£ N P 53 @7 S A UN ol aIYS DO /1 = 2% N7 N i K A et
W 55 Jg sk A B AR G Y 25 S B K SR B B A
T8 A A T A 1 B 255 2 1 Dy SR AR R TR X

BT D27 20 32 00 ) BE R AR — R G (9 6 B AL AL 5
2, A7 I 2H 6 B0 1S iR R — 2P 4 i XU RE
AR RS . X HUREAS (09 2 BUAE Sy — R D0 Ak R) 4 7
SKAR, G ) R & B A LAY
I G20 B R R ML AR 2 ) v —Fh i L
A REA B 1A I A AR AR B R B, AR
FEAGEAT FIWTINS , AR AS AR Se BlH AR I, R BN 20
S B G T e MR A SRR B X 250 N 23 i
JCEENA . ROREAS AR AR 3R 25 W] (R A0 VR R ], A7 AE St AR 4
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o1 M
J5i ik P15 X PUREA
20 W 2 Wy
) !" < ‘g“
.’ ’
Kig&: 99.82% e 99.99%
J Ui B

I XHUREA

LW

ifm: 87.70% i 100.00%

BEl 1 NAL-FGM A= i TR A 7 4]

APERRAE . B A B Al d T L], AT TRy
TR PE I B e e b, 3R T R R A R A
(Linear-transformation Invariant Method , LIM ) [ 4% & 3%
ST B 7R UG A I AR AT 2t
g, LA SRR AR ZREE R DL AR 3l , 32 TH XA
AT ERE .

ARSI EZTTERANT .

(D T —Fh T Nesterov A1 H & W 2 K a9 AL
PR BE T vk NAL-FGM, AR ARAS B2 1+ 5 X E 2T
BE UGB 2T IRTE NAG BIL I Eah oI AT
FI 38 1 SR, R ORAF 1 M3l i A AR 6 B Uy ), S
b [T AP B B D G, 2 2T AR A A
Dy S #6 FE AR B is TR XT BT A A iy AR i b 48 1T
Ak

(2)FH T — PP LR VAR A 72 PSR I LIM, A 2H &
B SRR TR S B R ORI AE IR
AT AR 30 X REAS AT LM AR e R v 2 ARk
PAEXS B , 2T+ XS PUrEAS ity B G e i %

(3) LB UE T A S5 R A R . NAL-FGM Jr 12
FHXS T AT 6 B2 X 7 v BAT B e 9 PR B ik i
2 LIM SRR T 08 TR S 1 58 5 125 X FE AR AT
B i 42 T 50 W S 5 8 NAL-FGM J5 125 il LIM 5 s i7F
T4, Bt A LR & TG L) 58 T B R R AR

2 HExIE

HENGIH (X xeX>ye Y. MigAx
R REAET Bty IR P ERZS B £ ()=, XF
P R AE T REAR x P 348 B — A X PR A x4,
AR S AR AR S . R R R e HbRARZE, Al
DLk vk 4y R J6 H bR ek Fn A H AR BT s
JC HAR T J7 08 X TR A AR in g s, SR B Xt

FEARREHS 1R T o0 2t AR IR AR 28, B f (Y )=y, AT H
PRI 7 S 8 T AR RS, B L f ()= H
Ly N IE B ERRREE, Hy 2y, BT iR AZEHEL
FEEAE T REAR SN T W 3 TR AR x X
PUREA X Z (8] (1 L, 5 85 B 78 J2 08 /N B Sl il e
W B [e—x||, <e. b, p B9 MRCE AT RL R E R
0,1,2,---00. ARSCEF LI L, WUE T I Hbn &
Jik.
2.1 BHEWRHHZE
2.1.1 REHEFSHE
Goodfellow 45 A3 1ok f5e K ARG 2 Xt AREA BB
JEE R AR BT HUREAS B2 10 T PR B A5 T 1 FGSM.
FUHTRL A AR R
xadv:x+8-sign(VJ(x,y)) (1)
o T AFEA 5y BREE s ML SVE I 5 sign() A AT
7 BRRG T AR R VU (e, ) AR S pRESOU A x Y
BB EE 52" R SR XRTHUREAR . FGSM T J— il i Jhy B
Bt B4 A6 B8 A0 s, LA R X BB AR T I L SR
LR e — x|, <e.
2.1.2 ERPEHEFSFHIE
Alexey % N"S'7E FGSM Ay FERN |-, 18 3 2408 Tk
R O U A P Tk AR RS B AT S Ik 1
FGSM. BB AL A 4 F
XM =x (2)

xity=Clip, {x* v a-sign (V7 (<))} (3)

Horh, o= e/ T R R UK FHAR BEAT -5 X AT 3 /Y
K TR AR Clip,, { - ) MR BB, BEASAIEE
IRIRTREARFF G L, 3B . 1-FGSM J7 A X T B
Ay O vk B i e Tl T R (R R R
AT FGSM J7 i 22 .
2.1.3 ETF Momentum HiE R IRFHEFSHE
Dong % N\ 18 UK sl s 5| ASHIUREA A 4
1A, R T R T Heavy-ball 59 i (2% AR b sk B2 745
5 MI-FGSM. BB R A an R

xi"=x,8,=0 (4)
VJ(xadv’y)
= _ VWX L) (5)
gt 1 lugt+ ‘le(xfdv’y)||l
X =Clip, {x!* +a-sign (g,.,)} (6)

o g SR e RIEACH AR EE ;1 ok ol R L. MI-
FGSM J7 il T hn 1 shm o, 2R T BREE , RE8 HH 4f
MBIk AL Ry AR N A A B XU A AR X T 1-FGSM
BEAE TR,
2.1.4 EFNAGHEHEMSERREMERSHE

Lin 25 A\ 505 NAG 3325 1 ASHUREAS 1 4 1ol 72
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P T JE T Nesterov B Bl 5 14 2 A B A6 B2 4575 7 1k
NI-FGSM. B LA an T .

x=x,g,=0 (7)
oo aug, ®)
VJ(x],y)
g =M T (9)
O el
x4 :Clipxﬁc{x,“dv+a -sign(g,., )} (10)

Hr , X N Nesterov i . NAG B3 4H % T Heavy-ball 7!
SEITEZ T — DAY XS b BR B 28 1k &
Rl Nesterov 2l i T, A 57 F 2 %) H br R £ B 5 19 31
ol PRt NAG 5503k 5 0 PR A U SI0RR 2, o sl J2 iR
JH T Nesterov I (1Y NI-FGSM J7 12 E % 58 P v 5l 2 5 3
SRR IREA . R (6) T (10) FTLLAE i
MI-FGSM HI NI-FGSM 75 £ 48 F T 35 A 77 20 A oxt
PUREA A JE ZFH B T B K o, oA e~ %
4 £ B2 TR T s B AR
2.2 HRIEERAIE
2.2.1 BAZEHTZE

Xie 55 N2 5 3 76 R ARt A o, S i A PG
1T Z RS IR LA AT A 3, 32 2 A HE B AL S A8
P RBE AL 7T, 46 1 T FEAR Z R4 77 15 (Diverse In-
put Method, DIM). DIM fE W% 5 11 25 5 F b6 B 1 e i 7
A P HUREA TR
2.2.2 EBARETFHE

Dong % NP3 i3t 18 B AR B, 4 L 24N
B BB R AEASOR AR i FE AR Z RO AR XS B a3l
B TR A AR J7 B (Translation-Invariant Method,
TIM). T4 FECR , Dong % N 200K Z2 A BEAR 1 4 1
BN A Xof A6 BE A5 R A — RS B R . TIM GRS AR 4 4
PETE T BUAEAAE B AT B A AL i 2R AR | A
TERE .
2.2.3 REARLTHE

Lin 8 AM55h T HE R X HURE AR A RS B 7 AR
AR R, Xy AREAS BB ME LA 2 S R AR A T R
FEAR M BT R ANAS J7 35 (Scale-Invariant Method,
SIM). 5 SIM 258, Wang % A7\ 1o 75 £ kA0, %o
fiiy A E S 8 BB AE — 52 3 1Rl P BRI 3% A A X e 4k
o, $& T 22 {8 )8 3% J7 7 (Variance Tuning Method,
VIM). JGif SIM i VTM, £ 9K 75 B 42 (1 it ] 1 ¢
P5 A BSOS BUREAS (R B S 2 8 T X B AR 1 1 T
TR e RS A i B AR AT B T AR
HUESI

3 AXEXE
ST AE DT T R R L 7 b B A L L A

F T Nesterov sl i 2 ) T —Fp R A 36 W AP KB AE
B PUREAS Y i 7 vk NAL-FGM.
NAG B3 A% B T8 h LA P20 BR 2 -
vt:yvt_1+;7VJ(0t—yvt_l) (11)
0,,=0,-v, (12)
Hop, 0, WIS H 0 o 2] 3y s 28K
AR SCHE 9 NAL-FGM Bk 7 125 18 568 NAG Bk
R FRPUREAS A9 A2 A, 38 33 7158 Nesterov 2l i TAG A6
BET7 1] 5 SR G A A H TR AR R v, R B S
W AR AR N R i I [ A0, N 2T R A R
T3 SR AR B SR TERPIREA R VERE . NAL-FGM
i 77 vk W R R Gn R
xX*=x"4+a-u-g, (13)
A VJ(x[*,y)

g=1—— — (14)

| VI,
mt:ﬂlmt—l+(1_ﬂl)gt (15>
= m/(1-p}) (16)
Vt:ﬁZVt—l_l—(l _ﬁz )thgt (17)
V=v/1-5) (18)

m,

&g = ) (19)
X =Clip, ,{x"*+a-g,,,} (20)

Horp g B, HEE R O AIGE R0 /IME . -
RE T RRI A, 2 (13) 3158 T Nesterov 7, S NAG B4
B L, SEBL T 8 R R AR R v e 1 — 45 1) R AR
JE L AUs SRR AR R B . R (15)~(18) I T A
N AR, R Adam BIEBIAZ O SEBE T XS PUAEAS B9 B
S 2 A 3 [ 6 AR B AR . AR (19) At (20)
AT LAFE Y A RO U — I e, R B W A
HER N T R b, SCBE T AN ST RA A B RS
SRS R B UREA . AR SO A 1 X
FEAH , 8 33 £ 5 pR L Clip,,, { - } LR UE A B X BT A
AFFA L TEEH B e — x|, <e.

Xt He NI-FGSM 7 325 (1t 5 MU, 7T DL % B NI-
FGSM {15 T Nesterov I, & & T X PUEEAS ) FE 1
T A B U A R AR i B K o, 3
AN ) R A B BB AR B . X L ANI-FGSM 7
B TE BN, BT A& IR ANI-FGSM 75 i 1 56 7 I —
SRR IE B Adam (9 — B4R F0 B (et (28)
~(31)), SR J5°Hs A 3 25K AE FHFE Nesterov 3L Fil i 4
BET7 1) (JESCR (32) ), BB RE A .

ANTA T ANI-FGSM J7 i, AR SCHE H 9 NATL-FGM I
B MR TE b — BRI I8 e Nesterov 10 il
i B 7 1) (LK (13)) , SR 5 A6 A 7 1) 3153 Adam
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) — B A A B A (WL (15) ~(18) ), A2 2T 81 £y
JEE Fil 5 Py SR AR S, B PO R AR R R T
B

B 7 23 0T 1] R A A £ R SR AR S b
Hb, FRATTR 42 T Ze M8 e A A8 P SR LIML R AT K 4l
Wai gk — PR R G G R AU T o
PR A 8 R RS B LI SRS

L,,(X)=k-x+b (21)

FOrR e WREAS 5 kR b R RS B B8 414 LIM A
NAI-FGM 3% , M # T LI-NAI-FGM Xk Jr vk, iR 4
AN 1R .
HA1 LI-NAI-FGM
N TR bR 48 bt R RO 8D e R AR UL Tk s
BB LN SR b
B XPPUREA
Lx%=x;g,=0;my=0; V,=0; 0= &T
2.FOR t=0 TO T~ 1 DO
3.0 WS =xraug,
4. EEHEE = VIS VI

5. FORn=1TO N DO
6 L k= 1/nH.be[-ep/n,ef/n]

7. Xof x e HATER AR L, , (X )=k - X[+ D

8. KBRS RMNE, =g+ VI (L, (x).y)

9. ENDFOR

10, FISEPHIBRIE 8= &, /n BHHEIE 8= 8,/ | 4.,
1. W —Bdim=pm_+(1-5)g,

12. WM V,=pY, +(1-8,) 8,08,

13. fiZEBiEm,=m,/(1-p)FV,=V,/(1-55)

\ LA g g __m
R Y
15, EEATREA S = Clip, (x4 a-g,., )

16. END FOR

adv _ adv
17. x* =x7

4 ZWRERSH

4.1 W HEFR

ASCELES BbR R LR LA 5 TH -

(1) 38 3 0F P BE Mot J7 s, ik A S H Y NAT-
FGM i 7 ik A R0 5

(2)3d 3% e 1A B0 T v B e AR SCHE () LIM
B iR 2k n A Rk

(3)3# 11 %F [t SI-NI-FGSM £l VNI-FGSM J5 1, B:31F
A SR Y LI-NAT-FGM X )5 vk i A 3001k

(4) 38 32 %] HeAS [R) Bt ik SRR S Bk A | Baik
AR R .

4.2 XWEE
4.2.1 HiE&E

7 SC S B Al P A4 B 5K 1 TLSVRC2012 B ik 47
HrBEHLAER 1 000 5K & H-, [ 5 NI-FGSM™ " J5 i
R B RS AT ] . A O B A 1 iR AR 1)
JESF R 299%299x%3.
4.2.2 A

ARSCSLIG AP K 12 AR o 44 H I 2R
U445 : Inc-v3, Inception-v4 (Inc-v4) , Inception-ResNet-
v2 (IncRes-v2) "l ResNet-v2-101 (Res-101) >’ AERHA
BB T A O BUREAS 5 3 AN XTI AR R AL 45+ Tnce-
v3, 5,Inc-v3_ ,, IncRestemBO] L DA 5 A4 B AR 7Y 4, 45
ComDefend”", R&P"*' FD'*¥  Bit-Red**, JPEG" , YE K
e R TR AR T RS B
4.2.3 XMERERFE

T B AIE NAI-FGM J5 35 1A 850hE , AR SCE 5 % He
T AT Eh R B 77 MI-FGSM U2 I NI-FGSM 2, 5t
FHIE IV NAG B 20k 5 i ANI-FGSM ™. Sl 1740 B A
T O SR X P G T BT R S, AR SR I R
T 3T Adam 193 AR BB 2 Adam-FGM Al JE T
AMSGrad 9 2% AR A B 77 7 AMSGrad-FGM. i,
Adam J&—Fh [ 38 N 27 2 R B E  ANMEMH RS S
FEBE A T EL AT R 3 A 2 o) SR AL Adam
AT RE AN 84 B 1T B8 A48 ek 4 Jey i MG ik 1Y) 9] R, Reddii 55
N et 2 B B RO R S5 i T
AMSGrad J7¥E . 0 T 5E LIM 56 B 09 A R0t , S280 %
T DIM™) TIM?) | SIM" S 4 14 55 5 Wg . K T S0 iF LI-
NAI-FGM 7 2 1943 s v, 5238 %F b T SI-NI-FGSM ™,
VNI-FGSM 7Bt ks . A T B UEAR S 36 A i %4t
FEAS W 1 e KB = 0y BRI, SC 88 X e T MI-FGSM,
NI-FGSM, ANI-FGSM, SI-NI-FGSM, VNI-FGSM 1% i
ik
4.2.4 BH5EE

S S 53 I E A e ik S ER
NIE . ASCHE Y NAL-FGM, LI-NAI-FGM J7 i, LA M 2
5530 Fe Y Adam-FGM , AMSGrad-FGM 75125 , B2 i 1% %)
ST SCR13 ], BV R 8l i ¢ My 16, 3ERIRER TR 10,
K ol o/ T, BN F o 1. 38 B IE RN A K R
FEIRZERB, 1909, 8, 570.999, B/ ME 5 1x107°, 1 941
a2 AR P Adam BRI TOALI BRI B SRR

rh, LIM SR (08 2 S IR SCERLT ] B kR 1n, b 2R
—&f/n 5 efp/n ZIAIWIBENLIE ,n=1,2, -+ ,N(N=20) ,e =16,
p=15.

4.3 HEWLHAE
AT B AE NAI-FGM J7 ik A ZPE , AR X T A
[) Ao B T o T i 1) 2 T T R AT FE A1) M-
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FGSM, NI-FGSM 2414 it 1 8y 2 O Ak 530 1 A o i A
M5 s ANI-FGSM J& E AT 5L T Bl N NAG I 5
%5 Adam-FGM , AMSGrad-FGM ] R A SCi% 319 T 56
E 38 N 5 B TR SR S B v A R 0y v B
RN 2 AR 3R .

o FE B2 86 45 S LA Tne-v3, Ine-v4, IncRes-v2, Res-101
Sk B bR AR T T o A MR SRR LA R AN SR 1 TR

H%2 Adam-FGM

N T REAR o bR 25 y it 2 BR AL AR 30 esle R ARk B T
WU XA

Lxi®=x;g,=0;m,=0; V,=0; 0= &/T

2. FOR =0 TO T -1 DO

3. HEHEE =g/ e,

4 HE—BHEm,=pm,_ +1-5)8,

5. WHZBHEV,=8V,  +1-5,)808,

6. (WML di,=m,/ (1-p)FIV,=V,/ (1-5})

adv m,
V,“+06

7. HHHUEEA X = Clip,

8. END FOR

adv _ adv
9. X"V =x7

B3L3  AMSGrad-FGM
HIN: TEREAR 2 bR % 5K BT ) et KA B T
B SHHUREA 20
1. xg""zx;gozo; m,=0; V,=0; I}0=O; a=¢T
2. FOR t=0 TO T -1 DO
3. X RS- g/ |2,
4. B m =8 m,_ +1-p5)g,
HH B V=4V, +(1-5,)8,08,
6. MEMBIEV,=max (¥, . V,)

m,

7. WA X% = Clip,, S
.t

x4

8. END FOR

adv _ adv
9. x*"=x7

o, " FoR B  IHEAE S Fe g

M 1] LI, NAT-FGSM J 4 1A R REAS
HAHEA TR . TS 7E 5 I 2R A 13 2 %t
PN -, A X F A 2 A 1 77 7% (MI-FGSM, NI-
FGSM, ANI-FGSM) 5% & [ & S | 38 3 3 i 7 ik
(Adam-FGM , AMSGrad-FGM ) 34 EL A7 W] & 0 v 9 22 &
Yok . AR ESE R A EE AR UE T AR SCFE NAG 3

1 ETHENESWHERINE AL %
H Ar i Wi Tk Inc-v3 Inc-v4 IncRes-v2 Res-101 Inc-v3, Inc-v3_, IncRes-v2_

MI-FGSM 100* 44.1 4.1 36.7 13.1 12.8 6.4
NI-FGSM 100 52.1 492 40.4 12.2 12.6 5.7
ANI-FGSM 100* 476 453 39.4 13.3 133 72
fnev3 Adam-FGM 100+ 45.1 416 35.6 13.9 125 72
AMSGrad-FGM 100* 436 415 34.4 12.9 127 5.9
NALFGM 100* 59.7 56.2 464 152 154 77
ML-FGSM 55.6 99.8 45.6 413 16.4 14.8 7.4
NLFGSM 64.1 100* 50.6 45.6 15.6 14.2 6.9
ANLFGSM 58.7 100% 485 422 16.4 144 7.0
et Adam-FGM 55.0 100* 46.1 403 16.4 15.3 7.9
AMSGrad-FGM 553 99.9% 46.1 40.4 15.9 15.2 7.7
NALFGM 703 100* 57.6 503 18.4 17.6 82
MI-FGSM 57.9 511 98.0" 44.4 2.7 16.5 112
NI-FGSM 61.7 543 98.9+ 459 200 16.2 10.2
S ANLFGSM 60.3 53.1 984+ 457 213 15.8 10.9
Adam-FGM 59.2 50.7 97.9+ 35 217 155 11.9
AMSGrad-FGM 59.4 502 98.0* 44.9 226 17.0 114
NAL-FGM 1.4 645 98.3* 535 25.0 19.0 119
MI-FGSM 575 50.4 49.1 99.3# 24.4 2.1 12.9
NL-FGSM 63.6 577 56.3 99.4% 240 206 125
eton ANL-FGSM 57.8 53.6 50.0 99.3# 247 204 12.8
Adam-FGM 57.9 50.1 479 99.2% 248 214 12.8
AMSGrad-FGM 58.1 49.9 477 99.2% 247 217 13.4
NALFGM 1.4 655 63.6 99.3# 28.0 24.1 15.6
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WRFERE BB [ R W T X R A, REAE Iy
] R 27 ) FEPGAN £ i SR ARG b B A B P 3, Ay
FIXTHUREAS LA B4 SR Tt i %

AN, % NI-FGSM I MI-FGSM Wi #5718 &
BRI 5 e, NI-FGSM J7 36 BT B PR e A | i
PET MI-FGSM J5 . ik — 20 W 48 & B, NI-FGSM J5 v
FE 5 RN G 7 PR G ek i T R v H R AE X
HUI Ay F i R T MI-FGSM J5 ik . i)
T W AFAEUESE T Nesterov WU {# B @ TR 7 71 19
[, 75 5 AP AR A (12 A RE T
4.4 HEWHFHIE

T IR LIM SR A 50t AR 1 6 e TR 3K
d 75 LIM SR B 25 10 5 4 G 5 09 8 & Ut i
A4 HI LA MI-FGSM, NI-FGSM , ANI-FGSM , Adam-
FGM, AMSGrad-FGM 77 {2 2 Bk | VR i LIM 55 i, #4)
T LI-MI-FGSM, LI-NI-FGSM, LI-ANI-FGSM, LI-Adam-
FGM, LI-AMSGrad-FGM J5 % . X} Fe 3255 43 51 DA Inc-v3,
Inc-v4, IncRes-v2, Res-101 Sf F Frbi 51 v o HoAth B2 At

R B RNE 2 firR . O T S AF B LIM 3R i 42
T B i 77 vk BB G Gk BUYR AR T X HEAR TR B
FRASE A | AR 2 s iy D) SRR AT T A
SN 3 Frow , KL 22 fe L4

MR 20T LA Y, LIM SR s BE S 54T 80 B 10t Oy
HATAL A . N3 AT LA Y, LIM 5 R 65 A 242 7t
T JE o T vk ) B G e T R L ) LIM R
MI-FGSM J7 3 ¥ 42 7+ T 30%, % NI-FGSM 7 - 1
P TF T 32%, XF ANI-FGSM 5 12 F 22 71 1 35%, %f
Adam-FGM J7 3% F 343 T T 36% , %F AMSGrad-FGM J7
BT T 36%.

XF H NI-FGSM 5 i A HA TLA R T F & A K
BBk )5 vk, A [ NI-FGSM Jy 1 RE % 25 U /5 i) 2B
S R A, AT R I NI-FGSM £ 5 FLI s
ISR N AR ou g v Y (P (| T = By v
SR W (1 B0k 7 12 24 BE A A X BN SRR R E R U T
NI-FGSM 1 58 & S i o % . X vk B T ZE AR Ak X b4t
Bl R rfoR A A I R W DA 2 ) S AR R AR B
RERS— AR L AR X TR AR A i ik iz A

R2 A/LIMKBHESWEHMINE HA 2 %

FpRAsE ki ik Inc-v3 Inc-v4 IncRes-v2 Res-101 Inc-v3_ Inc-v3,, | IncRes-v2
LI-MI-FGSM 100% 52.5 48.0 44.8 25.7 24.4 14.0
LI-NI-FGSM 100% 82.9 80.7 77.1 48.7 44.9 29.8
Ine-v3 LI-ANI-FGSM 100%* 82.0 79.5 75.6 48.2 46.8 30.4
LI-Adam-FGM 100%* 82.5 79.7 73.7 48.5 46.4 32.3
LI-AMSGrad-FGM 100% 81.4 78.9 73.0 49.9 472 32.0
LI-MI-FGSM 88.7 99.7% 84.4 815 64.5 60.7 46.9
LI-NI-FGSM 89.3 100% 83.8 79.6 59.5 55.9 40.2
Inc-v4 LI-ANI-FGSM 89.5 99.9% 84.0 78.7 62.0 59.2 44.1
LI-Adam-FGM 88.7 99.7% 83.7 79.5 64.1 59.4 45.4
LI- AMSGrad-FGM 88.7 99.7% 833 78.4 62.7 59.9 455
LI-MI-FGSM 90.2 86.8 99.0% 84.4 72.9 65.2 63.3
LI-NI-FGSM 89.1 85.8 99.4% 82.1 64.7 56.2 51.9
IncRes-v2 LI-ANI-FGSM 90.5 87.7 99.2% 84.9 71.1 63.4 59.9
LI-Adam-FGM 90.0 87.0 99.1% 84.9 72.2 64.8 64.4
LI- AMSGrad-FGM 89.3 86.5 98.9% 84.0 71.6 64.4 62.5
LI-MI-FGSM 80.3 71.0 77.4 99.8% 62.5 55.4 43.6
LI-NI-FGSM 823 75.3 75.7 99.9% 55.6 49.0 38.8
Res-101 LI-ANI-FGSM 81.1 74.7 76.2 99.9% 57.9 533 39.9
LI-Adam-FGM 80.4 74.4 76.1 99.9% 57.7 535 42.9
LI- AMSGrad-FGM 80.2 75.1 74.6 99.8% 57.5 54.8 43.1

R T BUE NAT-FGM J7 ik i 41 T g 1, AR SOx
T NAT-FGM 54 [R) 55 4 448 5 55 w24 & il FAL & I 1Y)
Y B RS % A DIM, TIM, SIM 3K i 5
NAI-FGM J5 ik AT 41 &, #9 i T DIM-NAI-FGM, TIM-

NAI-FGM, SIM-NAI-FGM J5 % . X} kb 52 55 43 51 LA Inc-
v3, Inc-v4, IncRes-v2, Res-101 4 H i 59 v o HoAth 22
AR AR R 4 PR

kT T G b 15 B AN [ 5 1 58 SR s X6 NAT-FGM 7
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®3 HLIMKBASHENTHEEREHERINE LA %
Wity ik Inc-v3 Inc-v4 IncRes-v2 Res-101 Ine-v3, Tne-v3,, IncRes-v2,
MI-FGSM 57.0 48.5 45.9 40.8 19.2 16.6 9.5
LI-MI-FGSM 86.4 72.1 69.9 70.2 56.4 514 42.0
NI-FGSM 63.1 54.7 52.0 43.9 18.0 15.9 8.8
LI-NI-FGSM 86.9 81.3 80.1 79.6 57.1 515 40.2
ANI-FGSM 58.9 514 479 42.4 18.9 16.0 9.5
LI-ANI-FGSM 87.0 81.5 79.9 79.7 59.8 55.7 43.6
Adam-FGM 574 48.6 452 39.8 19.2 16.2 10.0
LI-Adam-FGM 86.4 81.3 79.8 79.4 60.6 56.0 46.3
AMSGrad-FGM 57.6 479 45.1 39.9 19.0 16.7 9.6
LI-AMSGrad-FGM 86.1 81.0 78.9 78.5 60.4 56.6 45.8
%4 DIM,TIM,SIM KBS NALFCM 735 B A B &R H M IR Hfr %
HARBIR Bty ik Inc-v3 Inc-v4 IncRes-v2 | Res-101 | Inc-v3,, | Inc-v3,, | IncRes-v2

DI-NAI-FGM 100% 83.8 81.8 72.8 36.7 33.8 19.4

Inc-v3 SI-NAL-FGM 100* 84.1 81.1 723 36.9 34.5 19.8

TI-NAI-FGM 100% 62.3 56.8 49.1 28.1 26.4 16.7

DI-NAI-FGM 80.8 99.25 70.7 62.0 21.8 21.9 12.5

Inc-v4 SI-NAI-FGM 88.9 100% 85.0 774 49.9 45.8 30.6
TI-NAL-FGM 72.9 99.7% 60.6 513 313 28.1 213

DI-NAI-FGM 77.0 71.5 94.7% 64.6 31.5 24.8 17.4

IncRes-v2 SI-NAL-FGM 90.5 86.9 99.25 81.2 59.1 50.2 43.1
TI-NAI-FGM 72.5 66.6 98.0% 56.8 39.0 31.8 283

DI-NAI-FGM 81.5 76.6 75.5 98.5% 37.9 335 213

Res-101 SI-NAL-FGM 85.0 81.5 80.1 99.8% 49.5 44.9 304
TI-NAI-FGM 70.0 65.4 66.1 99.4% 429 39.0 29.5

S IR IR R 7 XA FLRBUR |3
B B AR R BT T IR T AR

R B B SR WA T2 A T B9 NAT-FGM J5 ik, LA K 2H
AT LIMSEI&H LI-NAT-FGM 532, i B4 S22 5 Fs

®5 NALFGMAEERRBEERA FASHEHBERHMINE A%
Wi Jr i Ine-v3 Inc-v4 IncRes-v2 Res-101 Ine-v3, Ine-v3,,, IncRes-v2,
NAI-FGM 71.0 63.2 59.1 50.1 217 19.0 10.9
DI-NAI-FGM 79.8 773 76.0 66.5 32.0 28.5 17.7
SI-NAL-FGM 88.1 84.2 82.1 77.0 48.9 43.9 31.0
TI-NAI-FGM 71.8 64.8 61.2 524 353 313 24.0
LI-NAI-FGM 91.4 88.4 86.4 84.9 65.6 59.5 413

AT LIFE H, DIM, TIM, SIM 5 % 4 it 5 NAI-
FGM J5 kil AT A 2t . RS AT LUE R R B 1
SR SR BT RE SR 55 NAL-FGM 5 i i SR & MO i % Jf
AR S Y LIM SR B X NAL-FGM J7 v 1) 2 T 2
B e E IR P48 T T 27% (75 T DIM 1
14%, SIM [ 22% , TIM [ 2% ) , TEXF P 2 AL -2y
FETH T 40% (75T DIM A9 9%, SIM f) 24% , TIM 1 13% ).
4.5 LI-NAI-FGM 753%

T Bk LI-NAT-FGM J5 ik B4 P A 15 % He T
%7 155 SI-NI-FGSM, VNI-FGSM J5 7 (1) 28 & ik o)

AT LAY SI-NI-FGSM, VNI-FGSM J5 B ¥ HUS 1
MR e O ) B ST TR L X G S5 4350 DA Tne-v3,
Inc-v4, IncRes-v2, Res-101 2y H fr i AU | B 42 201y 35
YIS R SR 3R B8 & s s %, HoA)y
HEERANFR 6 iR MBS R iR s L . o T AT
H 136 BH LI-NAT-FGM J7 75 14 85 e, X 78 AN [] H bRk A
I ARE R e R R AT T A Rk 7
s IR S s e L4 A

MFE 6 0] L Y, A SCHY i 41 A Xt O ik LI-
NAI-FGM B & BA B & () PR & s oo . 3 7 1)
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PLE H, LI-NAL-FGM B Jr 7 H MU ZRAsi AU | 1 37
¥ e o 2 % N 87.8% (i T SI-NI-FGSM 1)
77.2% , VNI-FGSM 1 74.8%) , 15 %} Bt Il Zrd Y _E i) -
¥ e i B %N 57.5% (& T SI-NI-FGSM 11
35.3%,VNI-FGSM 1% 35.7% ).

R T ARBORR S 7 ik AE B AR A i R e ek
B, A S 43 i d ] LI-NAI-FGM, SI-NI-FGSM, VNI-

FGSM 7 ¥E7E H AR Ine-v3 b A AHLREAS , SR 5 fdi
JH B ComDefend , R&P, FD, Bit-Red , JPEG % 24 Ji%,
HIXTPUREAS AT AL, B AR T FEAS 5 752 s e
il B SR A SRR ey o, o A R 3k 8
B, LB M e e g5 . R 8 T LA, A Sk
Y 2H 4 0T )7 s LI-NAL-FGM 75 5 (A5 50 | i BB &
s R 244785 T SI-NI-FGSM Hl VNI-FGSM 512 .

®6 EHIIGEBMGMIISERYBIWHRINE Hfs %
FI bR Wiy ik Inc-v3 Inc-v4 TncRes-v2 | Res-101 | Tne-v3_ ., | Tnev3,, | IncRes-v2,
SI-NI-FGSM 100% 76.7 73.9 66.9 335 29.9 16.6
Inc-v3 VNI-FGSM 100% 77.4 74.6 65.6 34.0 335 18.4
LI-NAL-FGM 100% 90.0 86.7 83.0 55.4 52.0 32.9
SI-NI-FGSM 84.8 100% 79.1 72.7 43.9 40.2 24.7
Inc-v4 VNI-FGSM 833 100% 75.6 66.3 39.6 36.7 24.4
LI-NAI-FGM 93.1 100% 88.1 83.9 671 62.8 47.6
SI-NI-FGSM 87.2 81.5 99.5% 75.4 51.4 42.6 34.8
IncRes-v2 VNI-FGSM 81.3 77.0 98.3% 68.9 474 40.1 347
LI-NAI-FGM 93.9 91.3 99.3% 87.7 72.9 64.7 62.1
SI-NI-FGSM 79.9 74.7 74.1 99.8% 423 383 25.6
Res-101 VNI-FGSM 79.0 74.8 73.4 99.6% 46.3 425 31.0
LI-NAI-FGM 87.3 84.0 843 99.8% 66.4 58.6 46.5
R7T ERMNGEBI TN GERE FHBEWEHERIIE A2 %
Wi Jr i Inc-v3 Inc-v4 IncRes-v2 Res-101 Inc-v3, Inc-v3,, IncRes-v2,
SI-NI-FGSM 84.0 77.6 75.7 71.7 42.8 37.8 254
VNI-FGSM 81.2 76.4 74.5 66.9 41.8 38.2 27.1
LI-NAL-FGM 91.4 88.4 86.4 85.0 65.6 59.5 47.3
®8 BEERNBRERERINE HA 2%
Py s Wik Inc-v4 IncRes-v2 | Res-101 Inc-v3, Incv3,, IncRes-v2, R3]
SI-NI-FGSM 62.2 59.1 62.1 54.1 52.5 42.4 55.4
ComDefend VNI-FGSM 63.5 60.6 60.1 549 55.2 433 56.3
LI-NAI-FGM 76.8 71.8 75.1 67.2 68.1 56.1 69.3
SI-NI-FGSM 71.4 70.3 66.4 32.1 31.8 17.4 48.2
R&P VNI-FGSM 71.2 70.1 62.7 359 323 20.2 48.7
LI-NAI-FGM 84.9 833 80.9 55.2 52.5 34.7 65.3
SI-NI-FGSM 67.9 67.3 64.3 52.3 51.6 41.7 57.5
FD VNI-FGSM 68.2 66.5 61.5 49.7 51.1 40.7 56.3
LI-NALI-FGM 824 80.5 79.4 68.9 67.0 58.3 72.8
SI-NI-FGSM 53.2 533 52.8 29.8 32.0 23.1 40.7
Bit_Red VNI-FGSM 56.4 54.2 50.4 28.4 28.5 22.9 40.1
LI-NALI-FGM 66.5 64.2 65.3 40.0 41.7 32.1 51.6
SI-NI-FGSM 76.4 72.7 66.6 57.3 54.2 39.6 61.1
JPEG VNI-FGSM 77.1 73.8 64.2 57.1 53.7 40.7 61.1
LI-NALI-FGM 88.6 85.5 824 76.2 73.2 57.0 712

4.6 ITHFEARITLE
T K AE NAI-FGM, LI-NAI-FGM J5 ¥ (94 %%k
AR EWM LS T NAL-FGM 7 ik 5 9E 41 & it 77 i MI-

FGSM, NI-FGSM, ANT_FGSM 4 i i) % Pt 4s , LI-NAI-
FGM J7 ¥ 5 204 Y )7 ¥ SI-NI-FGSM , VNI-FGSM 4= Ji%,
BIRTHOREAS . X FE S2 38 L Tne-v3 g B ARALEY , 43 5% 25
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S B — B AR A TN S0 BR AE Z% B REAS AT 0t A R X
PUREA I 2 B . B2 Fp R ATTIRI T 25 Y 1 X iR
el 45 5% 4 3 SSIM Al PSNR {H, FH F 7 5 i e i ok
FEF A X BT R . Hodr, SSIM (Structural SIMilar-
ity ) A EEA AR , o — i AL [R5 R 25 A AR AL ) 35
B . SSIM 8 FRJ&—4~ 0 1) 1 2Z [a] 1%k, B8R FRIR 4 7%

5L 0 V{3

MI_FGSM

S5IM:1.000, PSNR:100.000  SS5IM:0.512, PSNR:75.905

NAI FGM SI_NI_FGSM

SSIM-0.519, PSNR-76.068  SSIM:0.500, PSNE:75.475

ik R MI_FGSM

S5IM:1.000, PSNE:100.000  SSIM:0.908, PSNE:77.093

NAI_FGM SI_NI_FGSM

SSIM:0.910, PSNE:77.171

SSIM:0.899, PSNR:T76.576

SSIM:0.500, PSNR:75.647

SSIM:0.507, PSNR:75.704

SSIM:0.905. PSNR:76.961

SSIM:0.906, PSNE:76.847

Ll 0 RS 5 D5 e TR 5 % 2 B/ I B PR R BN
PSNR (Peak Signal to Noise Ratio ) MIEEIGME L, & & —
T 12t e 75 AT (4 BE S AR E . PSNR 8452 #E 47X LAY
PG 5 5 0 PR 22 il 4 i 22 AR T (20— 1) f %
BO(E . BT AR iR 22800, PSNR NIk, A 3 RIE i i
LT

NI_FGSM ANI FGSM

SS5IM:0.509, PSNR:75.871

VNI_FGSM LI NAI FGM

SSIM:0.548, PSNR.:76.245

NI_FGSM ANI FGSM

SS5IM:0.909, PSNER.:77.085

VNI_FGSM

SSIM:0.897, PSNR:76.195

2 Rt ik A s BURE A X L



L fify

oA A A TS A K SRR S s L 4 T S B F

167

ME 2T LA 1, TCIR T St — A REA I 2 o 3
B3 M REA , NALI-FGM, LI-NAI-FGM J7 3 14 SSIM F1
PSNR {H 5 HoAth & A7 19 S 7 i 38 8 o #eik . HARHD,
NAI-FGM J7 3% A8 % T ML_FGSM, NI_FGSM, ANI-FGSM
Yoii O, AR08 S — RIS B AR R AR AR 1 A B
PUREA ) ELAG A 5 B9 SSIM A PSNR {H . LI-NAI-FGM J7
BN T SI_NL_FGSM, VNI_FGSM Wi fh 4 & )7 s , 7615
SR — AR AR b A B BT RE A LA RS R Y SSIM I
PSNR A, 7ESCRE Z= REAS A B XU AR 1 SSIM
HTPSNR {E U FH A .

ZEA UL AT, AT IAS R LA R 8538 AR SCHR
H 7 AR T 2 A B Mol ik ZE R IE SSIM AT PSNR
TR RIS, BB 6% AR IO o 1) SR s LT %

5 HZitRRE

AR SCEE X B Tk T s, AR R A R 1 1 AR
K WG T BREPRALS 4 T 5T Nesterov Fl H 16
N A BT BURE AR A BT 75 NAT-FGM. R T i — 24
R TR AR SRR TR R AR 2T
2R PEAS 3 S A8 PESE G LIM. NAL-FGM J5 A S —F A
BEY T et MR s B R AL A L B s R S Gl
B LIM SRS AE Ry — P g s B R, BRSAVE T
T JBE X o Ty i, A A RS M TSR ) X BURE AR . SR
B, NAI-FGM J5 v& AR X T FLAb s B e 7 vk B B
1) 2B S T B, LIM SR M AH X T A B e s B R
X PR G Moy BT S SR TN B & 45 Tk ik
LI-NAI-FGM 7E & R LAY |- i3 -3 B g s o %
K5 87.8% , FEXTHHU IR - 1 °F- 14 FA G oty s ol 3%
K E 57.5% , 7E BB I ()7 24 2 G ek i T A 3
67.2% , YR 1 A fi i AKF-

5% Sk
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