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Abstract; Membership inference attacks in deep learning refer to inferring whether a given sample be-
longs to the training dataset of a target model. Due to the presence of privacy-sensitive information in
the training dataset, defending against membership inference attacks is crucial for privacy protection.
This paper begins by defining membership inference attacks and elucidating the underlying reasons
causing such attacks. Subsequently, existing defense algorithms are comprehensively reviewed. Final-
ly, a novel defense mechanism is proposed, delineating the defensive approach adopted in this paper.
Compared to state-of-the-art defenses against membership inference attacks, this method offers superi-
or trade-offs between preserving member privacy and maintaining model utility. Detailed explanations
of the employed techniques are provided to facilitate a better understanding of membership inference
attacks and their defenses, thereby furnishing valuable insights for mitigating privacy risks in training
datasets and striking a balance between model utility and privacy security.

Key words: membership inference attack; defense technology; privacy protection; machine learning

RS EHA: 2024 02 -22; f&E HHEA: 2024 —04 - 26
EE£WA: ExRAKRFEREBTH (U1936116)
EEE N RRE(1999—) , B W5 4. E-mail :2112106067@ e. gzhu. edu. cn
* JWIE/EH. E-mail ;864235575@ qq. com
FISCkE R RRAN, 6T, . ST RO AR A RRA B B [T TN IR R ( A RALA R ) ,2024,23(5) ¢
76-84.



5 1

R RN - T OB BRI S A ) 5 A BB A 5 7 77

Bl 7 ~J 76 1T L8 AR 7R 1 22 U R
1M SCHEE R R B A 1V 2 R USRI . fEVF 2
JERGU (AT, SRl A PLE o ) KRR 8 77
FEAT 2 22 (9 R ] AL, 33K 26 5 A T] 7 25 A N R
TR AN RS . T AR W], pla
TR PO ICAE T U I R A7 A T B B
AR , Tk 5 ] LM Y v i BOAT 20A HA 9 1F
A B o AER B o, el i P e 2
T TR B REASK I 2k H AR 52 35 H A
(RERIRRE YRR AS R 15 A8 H AR 2 T B AR Y
WZREER) o XIUBL T | ZAFAE T %A U B
b CINE S BRI s2 e k) B AR 55
ST RAE APT A4 11 sl R AL 1) i
P, K AT AR BEAR GBI RN AR B

5% FHE BRI ST AR P ol i f = 57 B A
BOUHER M B AR — LR . A PIANTT T
(Bl A« COBR L PT T W B R 1 s 0 5 i, 3=
B 22 00 B FA A D iy A Bt 4R 13t m Tk B £
FAPRIF, SRT 22 70 B FA B R B 2 BIE W] 2 B 25 %
IR ZHLg 7~ B PERE s @ P BB VR 5%
AR B AEV G , BERL PR G0 Ao 52 B 14 B 53 HE LI o
KATEI VAL . ASCHTTIRE T A

ARSCH B BTG AR PS5 T -

(1) ZE TR 45 AEL oA SRR 15 5 52
JLA SRR o 22 IR A2 AE (R 3R ZUE R 2 4R T —
b T BRI 5 A 119 i 7% 94 B 8 By 4
Jrids, Hor I RO R T AR S IR TR o A 114
AR SR TR A REAS T AR I Gad R v 4R T
Rz AL TERE o

(2) FE P ME R 5 ) 9 b 4 245 4 E
17 7 SR, Bk 1A SONE A R Sk
SR, 5 21N e ot ) B B3 9 Lo By AR
TEAH EE , A SCH 7 35 AR R 37 B8 5% B R A DR 3 A5 7Y
BOHZ AR AL T R B A AU

1 XTI

L1 MEHEERE

J 5 FE B — R AL 27 T Y 1Y
AATC , 76 R G B i o, BT RE D 1R 3
R HREAE S D, LA H BT 8 A 1)
P o — IR B HEIRICE 53N 3 AN EL -

(D) HERBTE . BT B d S5 H
PREICHE 4 7] 23 A 1) B S B 2R D » ) IR
D gt IR L I E ARSI ) 244 1) B AR L

(2) YNRBt RI B Be o BT 15 S50 2 B hg
S A A B 5 A5 R R AE , G AR R A S5 ]
RN SITUE PR AR TR 7 it ) QN BT S
Ji , 18 3 B R 504 B 0 B S5 AL B IBUX SRR AIE Y
LI, H B 05 05 A T G 4 i e o 48 R 2%
SVM SERRH

(3) BrliBrBe o 4@ EREAS il Ui n] B AR
FEAL, A5 BZAEAS B L OUME RRRE , K 1 B 5% A5 B
FRAEAE Ry BOh BB i A, b B8 AR TR B I A
AJEATE B bR BE R

TEARGERIBLAS 27 > vh EAT ) 03 4 P s 9 o
B A 2 5, IR P 1 B 28 4t J3™ o ) o
1.2 R AT B 1]

FIRITBT X0 i 53 4 Bl A Bl AL ) 32 8 mT 73
3 27 DR A @R A I 25
KRBT s AL 4% 1 22 43 B AL B LA AR
FERE AL, W R ITEA LT S F

(1) 7453k (early stopping) : FFIE R L H
FRAE TR RN 5 5k 7 v s o B2 4005, AT 4
I ERIZ AL RE T o JE A S IR ISR 2
AT RLR (A R LR I 2R e b BE AU ol A Y
TEASE FAPEREN %

(2) b3%5 - ¥ (label smoothing ) ™' ; b1 %5 - ¥
oM TG TR BE 2 ) BB 2R Az AL P RE 1Y
TR HIA SRR Zrad 2 b, Rt i ik A s
B2 (T8 H 2l one-hot 4 fith ) %% 4y BCbR 28 (M
O3 I AT AL B, X A AR ] DL
TR ISR R AR S T3 A HEAT 1AL, K bR 45 20 A
PR R it ABE 25 (L AR AT, ] o 2 vy JHL A 288 531 ) ABE 23 4
KL,

(3) HIHZEE (knowledge distillation) ', 135
ZRARE R — Pl T T B vy R A 22 ) 248 A TR P E R 1
AR/ INIHOR o HERA AR B A= I 45 11
WEA, RISE AR — A 52 A% ) R B AR B (s 2 )
RIS % 2] — A T AL Y /N BB (2 A= R )
Hh, DT S5 BRARRL FRHS T3 RO RE RS2 T

(4) K F ST R I 2Rk 38 ¥ Bodi 2 (An Jia
%[101 F1 Nasr fff[“] 2 1 Adversarial Regulariza-
tion) : IR 7 AR ST AE X BRI SR B 2



78 JUINREE S CH AR AR

923 %

B R T T B 3 B, B
T 7 T 0 B 4 0 LI i 4
22 W ARAR DL ) D, 0 SR X o AR 0 1%
(PR, T A5 AR

(5) B2 18 7 s 19 22 43 W A BL 31 1L £5% i
FAUT) 0 R L L7 BB, 2 2
R T S A S AP B PR L IR 224
KRB 2 A 0 T4
1.3 3 #H=E

— g HOR diffusion model ) HY A~ S 1L
AT Sl LR, 108 T8 4 LA A A7 R e ]
B SRR A0 — BB AT RO £
PR SRR , M0 020 8 A M 75 a2 1
HEE WA 25 75 B MR 1 5340 T 2
S A AR RS O o I 1 e M4 10
S FF AT RIS H  F 30  40 1%, o 5 38 A W
SFHR A g ~ g (xg) 3 LA BB
LA U116 10 53 2T 2 (1) A (2)
Feik

gCer vl xg) = T a2, (1)

q('xtlxt—l) :N(xl;’\/l_ﬁrxt—l5ﬂtl>0 (2>
W) A AL R A R B X (3) Kk
p9<xz—l |xz) =N<‘xt—] ;,uo(xzst) ,Ee(xmt>)o

(3)
AT L 24 T A 3R SR 72
B[ - logp,(v0)] < B, [ - log—2et%0:r)
! q(xl;T | xo)
Pe(xt-l I x,)
Eq[_]ogp(xr> - 51,210 ‘g(;:TQZIS* o
(4)

i FHY BB, n] LSS R R A B TS
BeR BG4 AT 55 o

RES SR

ARAVRETRAN A ST B 7 58 LA B
BN YRR AR A P AR B AR T 4 18
FIAR B 4 — 5 2o R AL b it s, A 3T 1%
Bt s 0 H AR SR A B A R T
IBEA S AR B FEAS TR H AR B AT O 22
St 5 DT D682 BG83 AL ot e 2 1) S T ek XL
BEAh A TR A REAS AR H AR R AT 25,

PARE— AR T HZ AL RE 1 o A SOk ERAAR 2R
JRASHE AR & IR B B
2.1 HERHIE

e A B B, A SCH Se i D, M G5 H
RS DM, 7 HUBIR DM A4 A2 A2 oK i
9 B 5 D, K B R — R o A 9 B R
(ol PR A B PET AR AT U 0 o D0 S0 1) 2RI
P AR R B B e X T A B9 A A1
JNSRAS Tk 2 i s i A SRR G5, e & 4 fili
PRI PERETE D O 1 0 A B PR A X BT 4 i
AN, AR SCRAN IS5 T — A B R 6,0,
TR R . MR 6,0, 2 TEH D,y
WIZRAFEN RS BE o 26 2 o T AT 1A A B PRI AR BT RS
ST HOMRL IR E SR . R TRR B oAy
JITAT (¥ A2 8% P A I A DA 2 D ASE R ) B A, 45 200
TPV Y P CELAR 1)) AR 0 B34 BB X
AR 2 | [ IR AR B0 48 1) B R B AR o B (LA
6] F5E JIr A 4 1 HP fEL R R IR — 4B BE I () S5
B I BIE EL B, R ARAT R T BB [ET4R B LBk
P& e A B RS D, o BT JER TR
BHR SRR i R B 2 JR7R 1 U 2
e f AR A AR o

LPN S 0.1

s — F
= —) 09
0.05
0.05.

Bt —
|
|

.
ZERR, BHLHBEEAA
BT A R SRR A R 7R ]

Fig.1 Schematic diagram of generating dataset sample pairings

ERMER
Ek

Eﬂ~s il =

HmiRa BISHHEEH085

[ a ‘ BiEEE
R - ‘|‘ o
h (I
K2 Gk ReA R
Fig.2  Process flowchart for sample filtering

L LA, A OB B B B AR A 1 3
7R



LERE

R RN - T OB BRI S A ) 5 A BB A 5 7 79

ERBAN
BUHRE ===

Lok
ERER 4mm=m HRE

l HimiEE l Fik

EEE]
== =) EREIRE
i

K3 AR s AR i

Fig.3 Process for Generating Synthetic Datasets
2.2 RAEINE

TEAF B BG4 D, Z 5 BT IR 5 I 4k
BrBt. i £ RN, BRI 2R A (Bl SR
A) EEFERIMNGFEAR (CHERAREAR) L2257
PG R A 5y 52 FR 7 A PR i 22 18] A7 7 i 2B
P, A SCR AN P 4 0 H Bm B 2 EL I
ZRHAMETY, fE BBl b, X PR EHZS S
WIZRAIREAS , 3k SEAEATE HARBERY | i) BUAS
PR TARMGREAS , T — R E T IR,
S D, AN 2R HARRL R4 e H b
Mz ALRE )T , G2t H BB g 5 B AR

HARRPR GNP BOE Sed 2 D, T BEHL
?Mitﬂg/l\?% Dsub ,15"?” Dsub}a ,)I%‘ DxubL::j Dgcngﬂ
B — I ER AR, % IUR S AEA R B9 2R 07
IEUIZR AR, TR B REA SO — B T 88
SR BB, HAZ O AR AE I o A o w4
AR RIREAS B R AR FIAR 28 AT PR TR S, A2 i —
AFIOREA  IRARA MR NR(5) PR

x=Ax; + (1 =1)x;,
y =1y, + (1 =1) y;, (5)

Horp o, R 2 P IR B REAR % 17 AR 45 53331
Ny My, AJ— IR Beta 73415 Y BEHLALS 5 , i
FUEAE O ~ 1 Z 18], il ad i Fi oy 20, BB AR I 25
R A RE S 55 ) B B REA YRR, S8 REAS
A BIREA Z B Y 5 2, AT B2 5 1z AR e
AR A 4 Fros.

EHFEESE

BRAL Y .,

M ﬁ

maA
”E

[
—
Ik

K4 REGRERE
Fig.4 Mixed Training Process

' J
r
|
\

BRI

3 ERiffh

ARG E S A B ML E, RS
AR S 1 Rt 22 8 03 LA M RE
3.1 HIEEMEWEE
3.1.1 HKIELEHLA

AR FH G TR 0 401 388 Hh 1) 7 1 5 o R B
£ Rl CIFAR10 F1 CIFAR100 3 #Ef 75256 PP .

CIFARI0 %48 S &2k | 10 AR 200 1)
60 000 7k 32 x 32 R R E @ Kl [, &K uAH
6 000 5K & fr o X EEARBIEHE Pl JAEE B K5F,
CIFARIO 38 F T IPAL UG o R BE R P RE

CIFARI00 B 4R 65 1 2k A 100 A A 26
SRR R RO A i S, B 28048 5 600
sl R, e A 4 AR BE 1Y 28 51, a5 A sl i A
Yy scil T HAE, CIFARIOO M4k 4454 5 CI-
FAR10 2L, (H2E R 2, 2R Z [A] 1 X 73
JEIE , PR, X T PP AL AL 14 S A PRIz AL g
APk
3.1.2 SRR BHLH

BRER il E . FIA R — 2 A
SCSEHG T 5444 CIFARIO B FRHLAE 70y 4 1
R BNTFERZMIZE, 7HER Bl
e L BARBERNINAAE 5 TR SR A Y 1
RN . BASTFHA 15 000 MEA, By CI-
FAR100 (#5455 CIFAR10 44 4 B A AH [ 45 &=
IE&, i DL CIFAR100 #8542 %) 7 i & 5 CI-
FAR10 B 53 53 e —30

AL O AR E B AN SO T PR T RO
A, %P T CIFARIO 3441 &, A< SC{di i 15 000
5K CIFARIO HFRBRIYIZRARN T 555 | T
PR, XF T CIFARI00 445 1M &, B oy H A
A2, I AA ST 15 000 5K CIFAR100
H PRI ZRAE AR Sty R A5 1R 5| 3 14 IR
R X PR HOBE AL 5 AR (] 1 o 2 2244, R
UNet, UNet J&—F%F FR B filt 28 ) 25 HEBE , 73 Ay 44
4% (encoder) 5 fifttth £ ( decoder ) , it #4745
FRERAE , T i A A 64T LR A IRAE . X TR
FIFHY BB B S B E W T . T Ry s
B, BEE R 100058, e [107*, 0.02] ; Dropout 3k
0. 15 ;222 3N 10~ IRk AR R 70 000, X
T A5 T B 9 BB R 1 2 50



80 JUINREE S CH AR AR

923 %

T:T BB B B E N 50058, € [1077,
0. 028 ] ; Dropout 7 0. 15 ;23] Z %y 10 5 il 23k
FRUELR 50 000, 1AL, 45 1 28 0 A5 4 %o A
AR AR FE R S5 w B 1.8,

FIFR RIS . ARSI 1 A AS [R] Y
B2 2084 , 393 2 ResNetl8 5 VGGI1, BARZHLIRY
SR A T AR ] 0 0 25 224 . BRI L
TR E IRk AARECH 200 %7 2] #3254 0. 01,

BCAAERBGR L E . T 3R AR ST
AR, TE LB T SR P B T 2 Fh s Ot HE LI
i

(1) Salem %) FT 5 H 1) i 28 (9 2% 2ig o A 750
REYd (20 NN Attack)

(2) Sablayrolles %' T 41 H ) 3 T 451 2 {1 15
(B R A HE BRI (322K Loss Attack) .

(3) Song %17 R4 HH A FE T4 B0 180 5 e o
15 (L% 1 03 #fE R e oy (12 Entropy attack il M-
Entropy Attack)

XF FEBT A T R . AR SR T Z R T
BHEAT XS EG, BT A Y B A O 2R 43 el v Z H AR
BB |-, EIXSERS LT IR B REARBOR FR4E
S L5 Dropout J& T AL 5% 2 I 2k B b
WHIPENE T, BEESZ A AL 5 4.
T BSEEES AR IRCE

AT 2 %) 25 B 7 ik 18 2 A 5 1

(D) IR BHEALA (Mixup) : X F Beta 73 1
a ZHEHN0.1.0.2.0.3.0.4 F10.5,

(2) HR%5SE ¥ (label-smoothing ) : 75 45 45 3 15
H R G O B HIPR A5 e 4 BRI A, o FH T
il A AR A AR 2 28 ) B R, 1 - e BN IE
BRI HE R, & IIR{E A 0. 1.0.2.0. 3
0.4 #10.5,

(3) R i e B 2 AR 5.25 .50,
75.100 #1125,

(4) Relaxloss : Relaxloss & Chen 257" #1211 iy
— PR BAG 2K Y B A T3k , DOl AR SN T5 1k
AR B2 R R 2R R (8 2 O, Relaxloss 72
VIR RAETE (0, o] XTI N, BA A 5 2% ) H
b, N4/ Tz Ak 2500, 800 1 AR . o 7Y
BfE>50.10.2.0.3.0.4.0.5.1.0,1.5f12.0, «
O, U HA S SR A B AL DR AP

(5) Dropout : Dropout J&—FEM LA, T
WP 2 1t LG B S . TERERL A I R AR

1, Dropout BfAIL LS — 5 70 #2870 1) i Hh 3 R
2, INITAE B 3% A B AL M 25 35— 3B 4 #2200
MG e ASCH R T AR XT3, 20 R
0.1.0.2.0.3.0.4 f10.5,

TEMHEARULE o 7 SCAPI A T T K PEAL B £
TP - ORI 7 1, 8 3 H AR
AN R Al s QIR AAIR P 7w, 5 DA R F
830, R A BGE BRI E) AUC {H (ROC £ T 1
BO kAl ROC il 28 J& — Fh LA FH 2 ( False
Positive Rate, FPR) i %l , B 0% ( True Positive
Rate, TPR) JAGHAY LR . — 1> 58 36 B 15 it
XN AUC (B 0.5, A SCHA S8 BAR ) [ 480 7 7%
JEAESE SR BRURA ) [R] st A B A Y s8R AS 32 451 2k
IR, BIFE XS AUC {H8 0.5 [ R, ARIEAR R %
FAAH HEIEER AN Z 3K
3.2 ZWLFRULA

ASCHE CIFAR10 1 CIFAR100 %idii e I 5fA4
BWE Y QO E S TP & o e =
PSRRI GR A2 I 2 ) TR B A4 19 5% A 4
& LR TR A e S R AR B DA R Y
FROEHEA TR A, U Gkl Mo BE RS SR 5, 7 B A st
IR B DAE BN R 07 K 2k th B AR R R
FRER A 3R X Ll B AR 7 3% A KA S 5 43 i)
I 25 Fh 2 B A ) B AR s e, 1 H ARt
RIYINZRAE | H A58 B 4R g o A R ) | R A
RIS T U e LI A5

XA R (S ~ B 8) AT S 3 T 30
X A2 AR B AR it , B A 5 4 By 10 ol B i P I
T TE O T YA B = RS PR RE ; @ IR R & AT
IR A B br A @R AT T AR i H
Frfsiil ; 3R fd A T Dropout /) HFRALEL; @ £
FAHH T Ralexloss (1) HAREIRL; WARERMH TR
BREAFR R H AR A IR T Rk iy
HFRET ; AfCRA SO 7 58, B i Al 3
R AUC i, A 8z 1 R B An i Al
() B RO T 2 AU B . Al 3R 7R H A B T ) 2
R FLAE B AR T iy o] R B . AT T
o i ) S B 2R R R R B AR Y A A R R
L,

1E CIFARIO %i## 4 |, ResNetl8 ) 5206 45 5
WE s fis.

1t CIFAR100 %454 |, ResNet18 [ 525545
WE 6 fis .



LERE

AR R AE BT RO AR A R AS 1) 8 B3 HE B DI A 77 vk

81

BRI FI%

TR F%

I RI%

FRRISR%

~
3

38

36

34

32

30

28

M-Entropy Attack Loss Attack
80
75
] 70
£
&
£ 65
60
55
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 | §
0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
BRAUCH BRAUCHE
(a) M-entropy Attack sS85 4% L[5 (b) Loss AttacksLZ %y 2% 5L
Entropy Attack NN Attack
80
75
270
[
&
&
K 65
60
55
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
BHAUCH WHAUCH
(c) Entropy AttacksZa 4% FL1&| (d) NN Attack 525545 FL [
KIS  ResNetl8( CIFARIO ¥dfidE ) £ Mo e a4l R 5]
Fig.5 ResNetl8 (CIFARIO dataset) results of various attack experiments
M-Entropy Attack Loss Attack
= 40 =
38
36
n s Lk
§ 34
B
=5 ® |
32
- wl
- 3 -
L L | L L ) L L L L L 1
0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
BRAUCH BRAUCH
(a) M-entropy Attack 525345 L[5 (b) Loss AttacksZHy 2% FL &
Entropy Attack NN Attack
| = 0| x
38
36
|- § =
g 34
=
5 ® -
32
L I
L |
1 1 1 1 1 ] 1 1 1 1 1 1
05 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
WHEAUCH WHAUCH
(c) Entropy Attack 3236 4% 5L & (d) NN Attack 28645 H[E

Kl 6 ResNetl8( CIFAR100 %#i4E ) £ Mk S0 45 SR
Fig.6 ResNetl8 (CIFARIO0 dataset) results of various attack experiments



82 JUINREE S CH AR AR $23 %

1t CIFARIO Ffa 4k |, VGG (152 50 45 5. fn &

1t CIFAR100 %44k I, VGG HYSEER &5 R AN

7T HiR.

HRBIFI%

BRI %

M-Entropy Attack

RLERI%

K8 PR

Loss Attack

0.8 0.9 1.0 7 0.8 0.9 1.0
BEAUCTHE BEAUCTHE
(a) M-entropy Attack 2825 HLIE| (b) Loss Attack 28 4% 5L |4

Entropy Attack

BRI /%

NN Attack

0.8 0.9 1.0
BEAUCH

(¢) Entropy Attack 52545 JL[#

0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
BEAUCH

(d) NN Attack F2He45 R

K7 VGGL1(CIFARIO $flade ) & Bt e i 2 R
Fig.7 VGGI1 (CIFARIO dataset) results of various attack experiments

M-Entropy Attack

Loss Attack

2.5 M 325 /\A—/\A
30.0 Vs - —i— 30.0 p=== s —i—
2.5 7.5
® 2.0 R 5.0
E E
S E -
B 2.5 H 25
& &
20.0 200
17.5 17.5
L 1 1 1 1 ¥ J Ll 1 1 ¥ 1 1 1
05 0.6 0.7 0.8 09 1.0 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
FAUCH BRAUCHE
a) M-entropy Attack 25545 BLIE b) Loss Attack 284k HL1%
Py
Entropy Attack NN Attack
2.5 /‘/\/r_‘/"‘\
o DA
LY ii
7.5
8 8
B0 =
) B
@' 2.5 E‘
20.0
17.5
1A 1 1 1 R 1 1
0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
BHAUCHE BHAUCHE
(c) Entropy Attack 25 4% 5L 5] (d) NN Attack 28344 GL1E]

8 VGGL1(CIFARIO0 ¥uHiatk ) & Bt Se g st R
Fig.8 VGGI1 (CIFARIO0 dataset) results of various attack experiments



5 1

AR RN T OB R A

R (1 J8C R HE B BT A8 T 0 83

MES ~ & 8 Haf LLULELH, 78 CIFARIO %%
RN R] 28 ZE ) b, A SCOTEETE R H Loss at-
tack , Entropy attack F1 M-Entropy attack Jy [ffj 34 4%
T A X R BLA B8 5k o 7EXS FE IR 7
2, B T Relaxloss HIF 58 L 7E By i 3 46 Bt i)
A EROR , AR5 8 TR AR L 1 7 7 )b 28
7o [A]), Relaxloss F1HM 45 125 I A fE 56 4 R IR
RIKUN , 5 Z A, AR S5 3 B A A 850 1% 10
TABPRIE TR

TER 1 NN attack 777, 45532 1 Relaxloss fE
BT e 36 B AR, H 1)@ A7) J2 T 125 DR TR AR B A8
A SCH A IH 2R B0 €8, 76 4 55 AU 280 1Y [)
AR TR FA%E 4, DL ResNet18 2% 3], 24

Hridi B AUC AR E] 0. 6 LLRI, RAFA SO
DA T AR TE; LD VGGIT R4 R ], 24 1<k
# AUC {HPFEMRE] 0.6 LIF I, B A SO 44
PRI A Z A, HoAth )7 iR 1 B T A [ e
FEROTIRS ; 76 CIFAR100 %42 4 1 AT L 75 5|
FAIR A5 18 o 3 Je 30 HE AR SC O 1k E 22 1) 4% 4
¥ 138 A4, 33X B A L 5L R T 1 R
P, DT Ry X B 8 57 i B o 0L T O R A A A
RIS

F 1 FI% 2 JB/R T CIFARIO %44 LA )z CI-
FAR100 %4545 I & A 158 ) 12 A6 3] Bt ( generali-
zation gap ) , o H ALK R 145 B AEDAE 2 1) H Br s
BRI ZAT AT B AAE SR 1) H AR

F 1 CIFARIO Z#BE T ResNetl8 B {LE BB

Table 1 ~ Generalization Gap of ResNetl8 on the CIFAR10 Dataset %
B A 77 1% il RAHEA Fras - Dropout Relaxloss LSk AILTTE
VIE=ES =35y 100.0 100. 00 100. 00 100. 00 97.80 100. 00 82.48
5 4B 6 g 72.4 72.66 76.43 74.87 69. 89 73.47 75.95
Z b2 27.6 27.34 23.57 25.13 27.91 26.53 6.53
=2 CIFARIOO #{3IE&E T VGG11 Wi {LE8E
Table 2 Generalization Gap of VGG11 on the CIFAR100 Dataset %o
[DiE i IRES il TRAERA FRE&T- Dropout Relaxloss N R ARIXTE
VIERS =35 100.0 99.97 99.99 100. 00 97.31 99.99 84.01
MIREwE S ity 30.1 28.94 29.89 36. 40 26. 64 36.99 33.11
ZALZERE 69.9 71.03 70.10 63.59 70. 85 63.00 50.90
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