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This paper proposes Evolutionary Multi-objective Optimization (EMO)-based Adversarial Example (AE) design
method that performs under black-box setting. Previous gradientbased methods produce AEs by changing all
pixels of a target image, while previous EC-based method changes small number of pixels to produce AEs. Thanks
to EMO " s property of population based-search, the proposed method produces various types of AEs involving
ones locating between AEs generated by the previous two approaches, which helps to know the characteristics of
a target model or to know unknown attack patterns. Experimental results showed the potential of the proposed
method, e.g., it can generate robust AEs and, with the aid of DCT-based perturbation pattern generation, AEs

for high resolution images.

1. ELC®HIC

HR TR G R E DA EITE W TSRS T & W
EERLTED, FEHEADORAPHFINTVWS. BAiA
H=a—7F)Vx v N7 —2 (Convolutional Neural Network:
CNN) DOZGEZHEA T X 2RO BRI DM L%, %
DREHIENA D, —F, BEOHFICED, =a—Fty
h 7 —2 (Neural Network: NN) 2% &< S, B
FDERNTE TIOVDFEGRET % & 5 123G L 7z oy v 7
)V (Adversarial Example: AE) Q%% 1), 1EL < ¥kaR
WEFZRWZEDHESPIIZINT WS [1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,
9, 10, 11].

AE DA FADZ 1%, NN NEOIEHRTdH 2 HIEHD
e BB T5HANL W ([1]. —AHT, FIREERDOY 7
Y7 H - AEMRE LT AE 24KT 254, it
OAEHRPFHTERNGEB L. TDd, BEEIN
RETNVOAREFHATERNT T v 7Ry 7 ALK T AE
DHERADWEITDONT NS [2,3,4,5,6]. T7I7v o
Ry 7 AT T, HRUBEER O 2 BE L U WilE(bEA
(Evolutionary Computation: EC) ZfH3 2 Z & TAE ®
BB ITZABEHEZ D, EBIZ, TTMED 1 DidEsEl
(Differential Evolution: DE) ZFIfH U7z 1 HRKEZHRE
LTWwa. Lel, ZOFETIE, EEZINASWHROMEES
FCEBFEEZFIERE LEAMEEfToT0a 720, 0%
KOWMBIZEEZMZA S LS5 AE OEKIZREETH 5.
12, ABLCEEDO W AE ERA AL, HREBGDIFIT2TO
WSEICEFEEZMZ 52 LT AE 2EKT 5. RHOMED AE
EEBTEHIE, BXO, HHeind NN OREE & 0 iE<
T2 Z L DOMNADBENS, KD ECIZL > TEKIN
72 AE L ANEDRNZAIE T S AE 7 & Dkk4 72 AE % aff
PNZERS 2 Z L IFEETHS.

—H, AE 243 2 MBIEAENIC, HEEE & EEREO
£ ML —=FATOBERBRICHZEROHWEKEZED. &
TR DL  IFREAESIZ & > TEBO HNER 2 5 —0 H

HAG S SRR, IR R ARG TSR R A 1 o
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MBIz Z e dTE D, HMEREKEE T I2L HWREL
(Multi-Objective Optimization: MOO) %475 Z & T AE %
T AIFRISTEAE L AR,

IO, Rifglk, EHZ HWR#EE (Evolutionary
Multi-objective Optimization: EMO) % fH\% AE 4%k
RIRET D, REFIEE, 2aBRICE0ERO BB ZR
Rz Bl b 5 EMO OFEZTENL, 7T v 7Ry 7 A%
NTLEk7 AE ZHEFIZERTHZ &N TE S,

7z, KFETE, EREEERIIH L TELZHOEEE
fEIET 2 AE 2 £ TE S X512, 2 oGl a1 v &
(two dimensional Discrete Cosine Transform: 2D-DCT) %
FAT2EAMEZRET 5. FRICK D, REFEVERGE
DHEBIZN U TEMR AE 2 ERTES Z L &2 RT

2. BEER

AE 2HERRT &b —KWET Ta—F1%, HHensd NN
ETIVONIMIERTH 2 BEREBOAL A2 FIHAT 25 HIETH
5. Tibb, HEBBROARIZHE > TREmHGO 2T O %
ZHUNR BT 2 INZ 5 2 8T AE 24K 5. £/, ITH, T
BEOHGIZE#NZ2 525 22T, EHO NN EFILIZHLT
B EN AE OEEPTRTHE ZEHRINTVS [9).
BHOD NN ETIVIZE W THEAMREFRT 2 A0 EEE N
DD, NR—=VINERTH B T-DIZ—EZT DX — 2 DA
ERBERGITHREINTLES.

—HT, 799 IRy 7AEMFTAE 2E8T5FEb
REINT WS, Papernot i, WL 7%5 NN ETILON
BEFVEWMET ST AE 24K T 2 FERZIEE LU [5].
¥7z, Su ik, DE 27272 1 BRKEHEZREL (6],
Nina 51, *v b7 —27 OHELZELT 2 RTHERE L RE
L7 [4].

3. RBEFE
3.1 EXT7A4F7

AWFZETIE, T I v IRy 7 AEM T TSI AE % HIK
RS B FIRERET 5. BETLHAOEART A 77 22U
TIZRY.
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X 1: DCT ZFIH L7~ AE D4R

1. 2EMRELE LTO AE ZREtREDERX1L:

AE 24T B, 23RS L EEREO L S ICH W
BAT 2EBOENBEE RKENIZEATVWS. Lo T,
Zh o0 MBI B— o BNBEBICHREG ST, 2 H MR
fERIEE LCETIL, S — MEESDFRZAAL Z &
WXFYRT T —FThbeEXD. REFEX, HNBEKRZE
BAETREZODNRT A=RERBRELR\VE, BLY, BHoAA
el DIRMIIR D B B % 5o b T & 2 sUCHIR D D 5.
ZNE, EEEEHR EE}AR—2 p Dy /IVL) L EEEE
(Ii 7)) ©2 Oo0HMNEEZ L CTEAT L, HINE
BED N — R4 7 OBGREKEIZT 222D TES. —ED
BBz & D L — MREAE R T 22 LT, NREGOR
MIZIR U7z, D, XHHRIZEB L2 AE 2#INTE 5.

2. EEBZEMRBE L (EMO) 7ILI) XLDEM:

REFHEIF, ZHMREZFETT 572012 EMO 703
ALEFEHTE. RBETAVZ2IETE27 7o —F L KT %
&, BEFEREIREETNVEMT 2081370 <, £72, NN
PN U CE @A REZ IR A D D, X512, EMO
W32 RBERTH 2720, NREGIZHEL 72 AE Z Mk
WTED. b, REFIRIILTHIEL L ENZ AE 24
BB LIRS NS, REFIEZHVTHA%Z AE 2 /-
F2Z2T, WHEens NN EFTLVOEMEZ XD ELHMSZ
EXRRMDBENR -V 2T B LD AIREE 42 5.

Hz, EMO 2T 32 & T, EFETIE, MOARTHE,
LMD E G, M2 RREO BB S X ORISR %
HATE 5. B, BETFIEE, DEBEOHIREIZMAT
SYFERSRE DR 2 A HINBERUC INZ 2 Z iz & » T, WA
Bzt U CifiE7e AE 248352 2D TE 5.

3. B aY 1 &M (DCT) 27 HLAEBOXREA:

EE# R — v ez & W EEERT 254, BHEOHE
BRIEIZIR U CRIBEY o A0SR L, BRRRGHAREIET 5
BEPEL D, 20780, IRGCHOIMEIZ 572012, K
22 TlE, DCT RO K HBERBAEEZRET 5. HEj2 52
518 —2% DCT OREMEBESE UTRHT LI LT, 4
HRDOIBEN KR E WEGED AE 2ERTE 5.

3.2 EXME
3.2.1 RETH

REFIETIE, NREGICTT 2EE% DCT O JEEREBES
IZHLUTHR 5. T, WREROWEEME % EFELHET B )
i (BEE) 2UTOLSICERT L. EHEETIE, ek

- -
—

i, UTO &S 28K 0 »otmans.

z={s

ZZT, (u,0) i TIZBF S Ny x Ny HHEDTH Y 7 OAE
#RU, clifafinzRT.

I D% Wy x Hy Bk 3258, T[] x [
Tay 2 IIafREng.

IR UT, A TRET 24 (DCT &) &, BAF
D2 FHEDOEEED.

(Dir)
u,v,c

(1)

(u,v,e)el’

r = XUw(DCT) (2)

_ (PS)} 3

X {xum el (3)

2(PCT) {m£DCT)} (4)

1<r<Nap

mq(ﬂDCT) _ {xéggT)} (5)
1<p<Npcr1,1<q<Npcr

zz, N5, EREH (p,q) © 2D-DCT F#ixe £ $

DCT AT, Hifk7 1y 7 OREUIHE > TATIEIR T % ES
MBS E 572017, Nap MEOEEN N -V 2RO &
YU, ri3Sa—roFRSEET (M1 . 0P, A
B I NOEB Ty 7 (u,v) IZEAT 5 2D-DCT HRBODE
BAx—vERT. $hbb, x5 €{0,1,...,Nap} &7
5. 5D > 0 08, b 2EHSX - 2HEK T Y 2
(u,v) ICHA L, v =0 0ok, METT v 2 0REK
eSS Y (AR
3.2.2 HBEHEHK

IREFHEIZ EMO 2BHT 57200, HIRBIEBR fIRISR:%
FWTHRETE, HD, B0 HMBEEE AR BT 5 2
EMTED. 22T, WREGEDPIEL BTN EOFEHE
X, MEEGICNAZEHORYE % 2 DOHKEKY 5.
TR E D, NREGIC BT B AR R » OBIEE &
MWL 5 Z L B TE, ¥/, $4 AR 2 —EDRHEIILT
LT eNTES.

minimize

fr=P(C(I+p)=C())
fo=llplle

minimize
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(a) Ofiinal (clean)
image Iy

() Perturbed image ()
I, + p by direct

method method

2: HEER 1. kX N7z AE OHl

# 1 FEER 1 B S N 724 AE O R & EHE

C(I.+p)
JEARL C(I1) Rz DCT 7%
Ist | Tabby: 60.8% | Envelope: 13.6% | Coyote: 35.2%
2nd | Tiger_cat: 30.4% | Jigsaw_puzzle: 10.0% | Wallaby: 16.0%
3rd | Egyptian_cat: 7.4% | Carton: 9.7% | Wombat: 13.1%
4th | Doormat: 0.4% | Wallet: 9.7% | Hare: 4.5%
5th | Radiator: 0.2% | Door_mat: 9.2% | German_ 4.5%
shepherd

ZIT, CC) WAMRERAERL, B 1 HNBK £ 1, Hge
RBSEMMPEBIEBG T+ p ZIELWSI T A C(I) ITH5ET
DIEMEEZ RS, H2 HWEKIE, BEp D&% [ /LA
Lo TEHRT.

3.3 ANEFR

AFETIE EMO O 7 )V TY X5 e LT MOEA/D[12] &
HWwa. flio% < @ EMO &k, MOEA/D I fifeEtlio 4 ik
L2 R0 RS T & CHBMES TR T 5. e & 2EA
THEE, MHEms NN €T VAW CEEZ A 72 Hi§
ORBERS, TOMBPIEOWCHWEEOME AL T 2.

4. FHMm=EER

4.1 EERFE

RET 2 HRNOEMM2MEET 572012, Keras 7 LV —2»A4
T — 2 IZFEE I N RIS FEAD VGG16 ET NV E NG L
LT AE QA2 A, MOEA/D T, % HWRE/LRH
ExE AN T Bl bEEOER AR T 572012, Fobv
TIEEFEIRUS. EfEY A1 AN, 1310, 6 =08, n, =112
PRE LT,

4.2 EEBR1:DCT EZDOBWMEDIRIE

EfRRE DERIZB 1 5 DOCT IO EMMEEMGET 5720
12, X 2(a) 1277 ImageNet-1000 OHEIEIZNT LT AE % £ 5L
T5ZLT, EEEL DCT DK ETT>72. AFEERTIE,
ImageNet-1000 TEID Y ToHNZ TNV LD N7 5
A%ZRT 5. Thbb, ELWI NV “Tabby” 2§D I, O
AE 2T 256, MOSEOND Z )L (“Egyptian_cat”,
“lynx”, “Persian_cat”, “Siamese_cat”, “tiger_cat”) HIEL
WI ARV EBR LT, B2 HINBIEIE, R e AR i
O ZFEEEAGERE (RMSE) & U7z, s, KREERTIE,
FHFRIRR MR NMEAR Z WK T 27212, P(C(I+p)) <04 &
WS il & EmL 7.

ASTHR DIRREE 1L 224 x 224 BFEIZ VYA XFTHZ L
U7z, E#EEFHT 256, Ny =3 E%EL, Eiiz T
DOREFERMBINU 72728, FWETEBOMREL 5,625 TH 5.
DCT #E% AT 2454, Sx8EMEDO T Oy Z B CHMAT
55D & L, Npcer = 10 /\0&_\/@%@]%%%’:\3—51 el
72728, REHEBOKRENL 1,424 Lo 7.

e, ]
Perturbed image
I1+p by DCT-based

£ 2 FEBR2IZBWTIELWEARLEZ T AT AL

WE 7 ~b ELWEBHBLETAL

I, | electric_guitar | acoustic_guitar, Violin, Banjo, cello

I3 Plastic_bag mailbag, sleeping_bag

Iy Promontory Seashore, Lakeside, Cliff, cliff_dwelling, Val-

ley, Breakwater

¢) k&7 AE o

(
I I 1y
(

d) (c) DEBS K —>

30 SR 2: R HE & URERER

X 21z, SR NL AE 2R, R 1ICEKS L
72 AE ORFFER L EHE 2R Y. BEEES KO DCT EOM
Hed, AlmERT AE 2ERKTAZLICEILEZZE, B
KO, ENETNRLREOEE SR -V R ERTELZZ LN
bbb,

4.3 ZEFR2: thd AE DERRAA

EE 2 TlX, DCT #E%2HA\WT, ImageNet-1000 DAH0D ik
KU T AE QAR EAATZ. RERTIE, TRTOEEMN0
ZRYAE S N fstil o 2 WIHAEERNIZEMU 2. Z Do FEER
GAIFFER 1 CRRTH S, M 3(a) 3R E T DHEEG Z R
. B, LR LEEE R2I1IIRT LI, TINRILEH
MDIZIATNVEELWIRVEARTIE L LI
Bon-#LEMONHEERK 3 (b) ITRT. o Z2BMNTEZ
T, MEUVAZFEIVFRE L EHERO ML — N4+ 70
REMRMEIZTHZeNTER. P, DCT &3 DCT £4#0
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* 3 ERR2: BRI NAE AE ORGSR S

(a) I2
J[EEivA SR S & S THEE
C(I2) C(I2+p)
1st |electric_guitar: 96.7% | Eft: 19.7%
2nd | acoustic_guitar: 2.7% | Banded_gecko: 11.3%
3rd | pick: 0.4% | European_
fire_salamander: 10.2%
4th | violin: 0.1% | Common newt: 10.1%
5th | banjo: 0.0% | alligator_lizard:  9.7%
(b) I
IR ARG R LB E
C(I3) C(Is+p)
1st | Plastic_bag: 96.2% | sock: 22.5%
2nd | brassiere: 1.0% | brassiere: 8.6%
3rd | Toilet_tissue: 0.2% | pillow: 7.8%
4th | diaper: 0.2% | diaper: 7.8%
5th | sulphur-crested_
cockatoo: 0.2% | handkerchief: 7.8%
(c) I
AL ARG R e fE
C(L4 Cs+p)
1st | Promontory: 96.6% | alp: 17.8%
2nd | seashore: 1.7% | Irish_wolfhound: 8.8%
3rd | cliff: : 1.4% | marmot: 7.5%
4th | bacon: 0.2% | timber_wolf: 7.4%
5th | lakeside: 0.0% | bighorn: 7.4%
WEBIZED, g DRMSE X0 RS RWAICHEI N V.

BRI NIz AE & ZOEHI X — > Dfil% K 3(c)
BLO(d) ITRT. e REHEOEESZ—-VRER LN, #F
T kDY H R EGEVEIZ R - TESIIZ AE 2R TE 3 2
Ehbh b
%3 _w;’ﬁ%*%unﬁﬁﬁéra“ LB, I3 &t
fbf%&&ﬁ’]&@%“tf@ Bk B & B LSRR S T A
I NT VB b9 B

5., &

AWF5E T, EWEEE TV OMRRHMEART D AR 2t
(bR HINRoi s & 0 Bk d 2 Fik2RE Lz, REFE
i, SREFNONIBERELEL LW T Ty IRy 7 AT
HETHY, L — A7 OBRIZS 5 EH O HMEIEE FIRFIZ
B3 2 TER AE 2R TAHZENTES. £,
RS DEGIZRT S AE 24T 572012 DCT % #l
UCHEEIZMA S HEE2IRELRE. FRIZE D, BRETFENS
fRBE DR E R E U TEEZ AE 2R TE 5 Z & 21
AUz, 2B, MEORITE S 57D HIER RAEZO M X
AWFEDOEELRBETH 5.
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