[RIVFAF 4T, HH, HhAEEN L)
(DICOM02020) ¥ > RY I L] AHI24E6H

TUYINT =T EBW BN R Y MU — 0 NBHEAR
ADERKNEICTT S0/ X MEDRE L

R SR

BEE : U A N—BCROBEIN Y, Al 2 W BEBAORZEMNEHRICITb TV 5.

AR AR

Bl 248 gy dfd!

2019 FEIZ RIS

BF YL TF =R T2 2 =503y NT =212 X B3Ry b U — 280 HE AR IREL,
HIEREE 95% Z RO RK UL TEK LTz, —HT, Al VAT LADBEM RN % 22\ 0 - DR &
INTHY, EFVERTEE (BHEEE) X AT 2V eF 2 ) T4 77V =2 a VT L TRER
BEL 5. RSO HINI RIS DARIN T 2H - EKEORA L, KISOHROEE LIRS
RS B TN A ERAEEEZED, EFTLVOONAMEZALETEIETHS. ARBTIHE
YiZTF v INT =R &R T 58T, HAZZERTELZ L 2RET 5.

F—7— K : AL [EEBE, Adversarial Training, FERYHI K 5

1. EL®IC

TEERE AT D A & iz, R BEEE AL D B E R D %
ey — b AUELZHNE $ 58 A NI 2ME L
RoTW5A., KHT, BEEROGIE - #E - kT AZHW
& T SRR BRI 2 TEE O S &AL - TIiME, £ LTI
BRESBEINLUTED, WEHOHMMBARY NT =7 ~DF
AZTZRIZB S Z EDREH L\, EEDY A N =BT IX
BEFITRA S N BT A REZR IR O RSB sk T T
W5, £IT, EFEEEEZBUTWS NLAIRE (AL) B,
Rz g ey Zd ezl UzeXa) 747 7Y
T—a v OMERREPEAITONTE D, WHERIED
FOO iz EBS 2 Bl CIREI N TV S,

— 5T, 2015 EEHP S AL ¥ AT LI T 2 HERE D
HIMLTED, WIZ ALY AT L ZERTHE (RS 2
BAZEmINT WA, KHZ, BHESEX A7 IZNT K
% “Adversarial Example” &2 F 2V 7 1 REHFEE R D
FRTHMEMSNTVS.

X 11&75% 55.7%DHER TNV & & HE X N5 HERIZ
TADSFERTERWNS 22 4 X (1BE))) % INA 72 i % K
BENEGIERIZANT DL, 99.3%DHLTT FHY
)V (gibbon) & ETADFRHAET S [1] T %2RLTWS.
BEAHRZRHEIE D Z IR L2 HH 2] B|WES
NTHY, Adversarial Example (& B B # iz 8 D FFED —

VoM S E L gE A, AR RN T R X BN 4-1-1
FUJITSU LABORATORIES LTD., 4-1-1, Kamiodanaka,
Nakahara-ku Kawasaki, Kanagawa 211-0053, Japan

a)  k.shishido@fujitsu.com
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57.7% confidence 8.2% confidence 99.3 % confidence

1 Adversarial Example O [1]

DLULTEZLNTWVWS, X2 ) FoHEETIEYLVY =
TRRANC XS B [EBCEE 3], [4], [5] A E ST WB. Al
U AT BRSO IR 1], [3], [4], [5] 1ZBED
FHRSEMHEN BT UEEHENTRWI 2 H S, UL, [
HEREL AL Y AT LA OBTEN LR 2 MAT 5720, Al
VAT LDNMEREE DS DRIEM & B/ NBIZH X 72 A
SWTEMRHEOR B2 2 Z L VEETH 5.

AFETIE 2019 FIZ RN ODBRELZ=a—F NVt vy b
7 — 2 % FAWIHEA R Y b7 — 7 BgHE 5 [6]) ol
BN ZOWEEIRRD. Fex OEHMIK [6] DA AOHK
Ea S TICmHERIINTAETILOTONZ MEE
METZZ8THSE. [6] FBEHK LTy FETFVY
VT — R CEEBIE BB B p 2 P HIE D 2 L
T, SEERDIFIZL K o T\ A IER RIS ¥ 2555 — &
EEREIIET I LN TES.

ARTBEZ B ERIC BB E %2 E5EF L e ¢
2 [alEEN R, 7 U CHBEE 2 Hb X &9 [aBk g 1
UCTETIVEBNZ MIT BT EEZRT. Reld~n
U = T HANZN T 5 [EE#SEE TH 5 Append attack[5] %
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3y N7 —=2%F 2T 1 OBEERATH ATIZISHL, ¥
T [6] DENEKER LB 2. B2 IZEEEONE L U
T, MEHED metric 727 — X243 2 [AIEEBEE O A% 72 Bi
{HIFBTdH % Adversarial Training[1] % non-metric 287 —
ZIZWHA U, non-metric 775 — & iZ Adversarial Training
ZEAUZBIZAEL 2570 e T OMRFEEZIID T
MUz, BEUZMRFERIEREAEOWREE2ET 20
NARNBRETNVDEEERBTES.

ARROMEHIL 2 BT, FHERE E BROFTRE G 2B,
3 HECHEMZEEBNT 5. 43T, RAIRET B[
WL BHFEEZ RN, 5 BTEREERZRT. HEI
6 BECREFEOEMME & HBEBOERIZDOWTIENS.,

2. *im

AF TR AR & BB DRSO WTHIT 5.

2.1 [OH#RE

T 2.1 (EEHE) H57T—REITVOME (x,y),
WENRONEEE fLT5. TR x2RIALET—
2 x W) 4yl Bo [HEEOX R 72T 2HE
D&M P %723 & &, EIEKRBIZERIILZE WS,
[E] R B | B R D JH R D R A 7 TAKTE U TR Bk
SZMENEDL B Z L ICERI NV, HIXIE, 1 E=ETHAL
7= Adversarial Example (&H{R 2 FH X X 71259 5 [\l
BTHY, KPP TAMRTF—X x ERTAT—X X/
DEFEWZLKDN Nz | THB. ZDEME PIEH 5/
TRFEHe>0IT/UT, |x x| <e &EAMLTINGZ
DL, ARRETH D WEHIESRITN T 2 [ SR O 5404
Plid THBF—&Z x DRI AT —X x' OshBEias
T AZL] THD.

2.2 WEEDRE

WEEDREIIZDODWTHIAT 5. &L I, Black-box
attack ¥ White-box attack ZE#&T 5.

EZ 2.2 (Black-box attack) KEHMPLHENRD )
B fICBETAERDOALIRT (%, f(x) 2182 2 &H
TE 55D T TIT 5 BB % Black-box attack &\ 5.

E& 2.3 (White-box attack) % % % /X Black-box
attack DERMITMA, WSRO 5 f OWERIKE
155N 5 5&MFD T TIT S HE% White-box attack &
Wi,

WEEORIITMA, WEEOUHRAES HEIZ R 5.
BIZIE, WENRO MR f OFT — X RiHii 7 — X 12
B9 BHERIEHBEBEIZ L > THBEIZEHTHS. AT
FH - T — 2 BT 2 HER R OB EE E [HHOH
LMEEE | LI, HEERZARWVKEEZ RS W
WEF | LIPS,
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3. BEhEMR

ARETE=Za2a—I 03y b7 =22 XNy b
7 — 7 BORYIE S A (6] DMEE & Adversarial Example (2
NUT, BRED RN RBEFIETH S Adversarial
Training([1], [7] {2 DWW TR 5.

3.1 HEHRRy NT—IBBHEAR

2019 FAZ B & HHRE U 7N+ v b 7 — 2 BB E
FRITHEE & DE#E 7 + L > Py 27 B [8] £ %Rt DREF
TR (TYYNT—=R)DFEFRELIz=a—F kY
N —2 9] #MlAGDELARTHSE. —BikIZ, Fx
FEHTESZ 2y NI DS EEET — R EREICNET
5. UL, BEULED O FEZLTD 70T ER
WRF—RE2NWET L2 IZHL . HET — ZPEEOR
VD S, BUBRAIY AT LXK T — X R EHET — X h
SHNBIETH S Z L 2AHRE LT, EET—2hoi0
HEBRITZ2T /< VBRHEZRALTVWEH0HhL V. —
HT, KJIISiE TATA Suspicious Activity Playbook [10]
ExRBHERUIZHET — X EBHIL 722K T — & (M
T, BT —&) ZAWTEY LZET NV, BEEFEDH
HRED VU & D TH S LIME[11] %3 U T MR % i
THET - REAEKT DT — RILAHEM R RE L. K
Facld 17— XEARFEAM CER L2 KE T — X 2B
T — XS, WS OEET + LYYy 7 HiffiE s

£ 17— K vs. 77— X+ ORI T — 2 DR

Accuracy Precision Recall F-measure
T — X 0.890 - 0.556 -
LT — X ifE 0.945 0.386 1.000 0.557

=2 aENBBENSBET O NNV ESHL, ET
Ih-)E—MEEa~ Y NOREEZRELTav Y RO
FHERZITS. BISIXEESOE®EY + LYy 7 Hil
ZHWT, 2y hU—Z@E,PoHELEZ Ta U R4 -
ATvay - FHTATV NG - 7 7 ANVIRTAE] ©
HHREZBEET—XORHEL UTHAL, 9 OFIETE
B wmAeFEmLE. FLT, ERUAREHET—X %
T —RITICMATHEEZITS. KR1IRT XS, [6]
DFNITBEHFET — X Z2BMT 252 212k b, KE 0.945
FREO R LU TERL .

3.2 Adversarial Training

EBSEX AT 5 ENEETH D Adversarial Ex-
ample IZX U T, &b ALRHHFILETH 5 Adversarial
Training IZ2WTiHT 5. n KOTF—%X & 7LD
(X6, Yi)iep) ZAKT —2 &L, BoNLEEFAET IV
F 95, [3U®IT, Adversarial Example (2D \WT
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HHT B, HEIANMEBEZD T VDM (x,y) 1K L
T, F(X) £y 2T WIALZAT R =(=x4+0) %
Adversarial Example & \V5. Z 2T, § (XEBEEITEIEN,
WEEIADRBTERVAE I OMLEDMEZERTE 5.

Adversarial Training O 7 4 7 7 IXIEHIZT > TV TH
5. ETNFEBAEFZTANTOIMT — & (%5, Ys)icn) 1N
U, ZEBEAETIV FIZMT 5 Adversarial Example x;
BEBL, TR T NOM (%, y) 2T — 22
ZCTHZHEEZITS. EBEIIZ, &7 — X D Adversarial
Example #8352 212k > T, HzmET NI Adver-
sarial Example 2’ A I ENTH, FRHE AL Z A gEMED
&< 7425, ZTNE TITREI NI Adversarial Training 1%
AT — 2 D Z )L % F\WT Adversarial Example D2
xR EMY 2 FE (1], [12] & FEMERN M (HEEDIM)
ZROMITHEFRE[TIZHT6NS.

Goodfellow & 2R U 7= Fik [1] 3kIi@ 72K 51T,
il — X D Adversarial Example % g7 — X120 x
THPETLILT, UNAMRETIVERLZEDTHS.
Madry 5 IE&FfHT— % & F VDM (x4, y:) 1L T, 8
KzmKbd 2EE § € A 2\ 7z Adversarial Example
AT — ZIIACTHYET 2 FHE [12) 2EL TV
5. [12] ClImAos#EHEZ <. 0 IZET NV F OHE
&, el 0 EDOEETHS.

. . ' _ <o
Hgnzi:%leagd(fg(xz—I—(S),y,),whcrcA {|6]oo < €}

Miyato & 2MRE U 7= FiE 7] IZHEMERSMHE 21 S T
95 Z &, Adversarial Examples (23 U TEF )L Z BN
AMITB. 2T, ETIVEF OEAR 0, FEMERIH
% plyx,0) £ 35L, JIMT -2 xEHEDT—Xx+0
2T B HEME DML p(y|x +6,0) £72 5. Adversarial
Example (37— X xBED T — X & 72 550505, Miyato
SIXHBMERE D ply|x,0) & plylx + 6,0) AHENMEIZ 72
BESICHIEMAD Z LT, T—X o iEEDT — XD
AAE RS RIIED SRV E DIV TET L EZBNAMIL
7z BARBZ, IRAUTRT KL XA N—Y = v 2% EAIME
HE UTHRHTAEEHAEL R TWS.

Akr(6,x,0) = KL[p(y|x, 0)||Ip(y|x + 4, 0)].

4. REFE

LI, FEMIMEENET R 6] DT — 2B A% 3T
U, $x DEEd 2 MK L i TE2 3T 5.

4.1 F—9®RX

31 HITHEARZZ LD, WS DEET + L vy 7 Fiffi
EHVWCRET—Zhsa~vy R2EERT 2. ®IET—
Ao~y REEBERU %, ORISR E W TIRE
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EVREEMNHEHATZ)E- MEIT Y R2E5DTEY
Ya VEMNTHHL, ThoE2TUVIVICERT S, £y
vaveFEERLE—Eoav Y RHIT, vy arvil
21 >DFv Vb, EEEE, 721k, BEEF
BRI AN >TWD. K 21T &5, £7081 3
<Y R ORGP EREE KL TWS. A% TIE, [6] L[
Bz Taxy R - axy R A7y ay - 7hov b4
HET7ANEG - 77 ANIIRT& - 74 VR4 O 6/
DRz FEHT 5.

192.0.2.1 198.51.100.3

o B

2018-12-0109:00:00 Commane d | Option Account Shared | Extension Directory
auth NTLM Administrator SERVER -+ Name

Auth NTLM | Administrator n/a n/a n/a

WET—2(FUIIL)

2018-12-0109:00:02 Share admin$ -

2018-12-0109:00:03 e WRITE wa 7a
File WRITE malware.exe ¥system32 --

/ a
2018-12-0109:00:05 sc create - sc start n/a n/a n/a n/a

2018-12-01 09:00:06 sc start -

2 TUYYMEDA A=Y

4.2 EMNERBHERICHT 5 ERHKE

ER D FEAR TN T 2 TH S Adversarial Example I
BN RDE T IVONEHIREE FEAEBOAE) 285 L T
M ENT-IEE 2 RDB. LrL, EFa )74 T7 7Y
T—=2avDE AT ANDHEMETH 5725, Adversarial
Example DK A1k REICHEHT 52 2R TERV., &
#2.1ITRULZ & DT, ERERISERNIE SR FIZXS 2 (A
BEEIRIALEZT —XO@RVILORET — X DMme %
REET 2REDDH 5720, AJTOEERHIFRE Vo 72E
MIRHEETH 2. ToIT, BHFEDORY MU —FBRETHEE
MTERWEEIRAI VAT LAIANINE Z 2R\
b, WTABDT — X PRTBEIZHEMICETTE D0
DD, ZhoOBEE» S, EHNEKEHERIITT 2
AR A 723 b2 IR CTERT 5.

EZ 4.1 (Strict con.) FEMHLIACEE D [n] i K5 A3 72
T LU DM % strict con. & L.
- WCRERERE DR EE,
BT AT — R PRI T ENICEB 5.
T2 IZEHREOSLM 2T 7201, [HET — X O]
H, FREBACERET—XEEBNT ST — 2RI AL
EIRET S, ZOFIEIE Suciu 5DOIVY = THANIKTT
% Append attack[5] ZJ&H L TW5. Append attack I
WIS RE T N OHEGROFER, SHELETHRE LU LHES
NENAFVT7AND— eIV T = TIZEMNTE I L
TR E BT 2 FIETH D, WEH IR EHR
R UT, UTFORMZTEHOERET — X x (ZEN
T5T =& Xqqa £ UTERT B, 2T, F(x) € {0,1}
T O EHERE, 1 I THBEEEZRTINLVTHS.
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(i) F(Xqaq) =0 Zii7=7,

(i) WT AT — X DR WS IFBLEMI FEBLATEE.
ZDOREIE x40 BFERT B2, HBAE2RNEESET —
XD EH B BENRHL., LoT, FEOHLHEED
Black-box attack TEIVHHETH 5.

4.3 EEHREBICNTY 2BHEFE
P BIRET BHHEFIRIZOWTHIAT 5. ##EFIED
AR T A 7 71 3.2 BiTHI L 72 Adversarial Training
CHERIT S, IR, (1), [12]) OFEE OM#E A E 2T 5.
(1) Adversarial Training: WEHIERRIZ AR 722 T Ol
WETF—X x LWEI ) (y=1) O (x,1) 27
T — 2B
(2) Balanced data: %7 — X 2R L, WET— XKL
HWT — A EH—
(1) FBEFTF (1], [12] &k, T — 2 Ic w7 —
REMAD. MAEFETRIEEREIELT XD
b, REDHUTAT—ZDAMAS. —HT, HxDFkL
WM EARFKEI T EIITRTCORUITAT—REEINT 5.
Adversarial Example I3 T — X 2350 T — SEF I FAE
TEHZENRIHINT VWS, REERERELTIH
TAT—RDATHRLEERZONS. UL, BxDOHRE
FIREIWE T — R P T — ZEFEIIFET 5 LIKES wn
720, TRTOEUIAT—REJIMT —XIEMLTNWS,
(2) E T — 2 REfERTH 5. [1], [12] TIEAIFET — X2
BT 2T —RBHB LT —RIZH LU THRNED, K775
ADT — 2O O WNE < ETNVOREEIZ G 2 28D
. UL, REFRFIET — 2B 57— 2%
W&, 77 AMDT — 2D D IR TV DREIZKE
BGEEG 25, AR TIET — XA MK E LT up
sampling Z 3 %. Up sampling Z[EEKED 7 — X £
WL A UM T, 2B T —RXOBAIZT — X Xeqq %38
MUTT— X EERT 5.

5. FH@=RER

Pl T4.2 HiCRE L ZHBFEPLEHEHA [6] 12
RNUTEMPEP] & T4.3 BiCRE L ZBETFIED 6] D
FREHEESLIET, oA MNEEAETEE0] O 2
RAZDWTCFHi 247 - 7=.

5.1 EB®RT—%

AWM THHAUZRET — X & ¥KET — X [6] THED
NT—XThHb. KRETIIMED AT 5.

KT —RDS55, T — X% TATA Suspicious Ac-
tivity Playbook] [10] 55 %& 25 1Z/ER L, FEBITBREREL
ZBWTHoNEEENT — X 2 MR L7,

BT —2D5 b, §Hli 7 — X213 8 # i B 8
BOS(Behavior Observable System) DA% H T — X & v

© 2020 Information Processing Society of Japan

;b (BAF, BOS Dataset) & ¥ /N — K EEFHF| F g STAR-
DUST[13] 0@ F8Hl 7 — 2 nfHI T WD, R\,
BOS Dataset (Z3)V7 = 7K D 7= DWZEHT — X2 v
I (MWS Datasets)[14] IZ& 1T\ %, STARDUST @
BEBNT—2D055, HAXABOMMEZER L L
DragonOK]|15] & PowerShell Empire[16] (2 & & BB D@
FEHT— X 2L 7.

EWHT—XIL2018FE 3 ANS 8HXTD 6 v HHICH
TERASXHNERT 22y b= SIREL T — X
Thd. D55, Wi¥3r AR ZzilfT—%, #¥3~»
Haz3HfiT — 2 & UCTHEAL .

5.2 %23

ERRIZHWZHIE T — R EEBET — R DF — K& 2
DEY THB. 6] DEBTIIEET — X DN KET —
AEDELVAHEIREEZFET 572012, ERX—V,
EHT—ROEREEZTI0MDOT —2Ey M EMEKL,
BT =Rty NEFHEUZ 100N EHREELT 5. W
B 10 MO FHBROFITHE B L TV 5.

x 2 T — & LFHliT— X DT — XK

T — & T — &
BT =% 171 o
KRBT X 171 748

5.3 ERAE
5.3.1 NERER
EDEREAORIA T —RIEFHII T — X DRET — X

CEBT R EMVWTAERT S, 42 fiThN7Z LS 1(Z,
evasion dataset([IEEHOWIT AT —X & v ) IZ5E
MEER L, BEIHEORXY N - TEHETE R
W IF RV, UL, 3XRTD evasion dataset ¥ strict
con. 279 Z L ERMRT HITIEEMRICELEF v o
WET, RN Z N OBE»SIEBLENTH L. A5
TIXEEREORMA 2 EMN L, SERTRMEEMZTZ L
AR T & % evasion dataset 24K T S, T 2T, strict
con. Z &M L 7z relax con. ZE&ET 5.

E% 5.1 (Relax con.) AWIFEAER U 7z [a] K A
72T AR DR % relax con. & IES.

- WEEHRE D IR EE,

CWE AT — R PRTIEE TR HER THEMNIZER 5.
Relax con. % {723 7212, B ITLA R DR % 7= 33
BT —RXEBIMT— X xqqq & UTERLU.

(i) F(Xqda) =0 %2727,

(i) Xqqg DI Y FHIZHEDMHEE G E .

BRED Y b7 — I TEHTELBEE2RIUIAT —X

BERT 7012, Hxlddndes 1ty ay THEK
FELUABRNAT Y RERTREDHEEZ & RWVENT —
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R Xead ZERL, HEN LT —X24ER L. IEHEN
RBEEZRT TR EMHENIIRETED LR SRV,
R U 72T — X LR R CHEMICER B8 ETH 5
ZePIRTE S, R L 7z evasion dataset % [6] THRZE
INFHENFB/IZANL, WEMREBEREZEHR L.
5.3.2 [BAfEIRER

5.2 TRk 512, [6] TIE10fMDT =Xty h%AE
BUTET— Xty h2ZH L7 10 HoSERZF AL
THBSEEZITo TS, BRLFET XYy MIHLT,
REUZZBGHFEZEHAL, HWRUZIBT— X2 HNT
Bz Tz, FPEHEFMEH LT —28%2K 31
RY. B ITER U 72 8dR DY Tstandard dataset([6] DFF
fli7— &% b)) IZF U THESILL TWRWA, levasion
dataset ZIEL K BT E 50 @O 2 mziHii$ 272012,
standard dataset & evasion dataset Z F¥#H L TR oz
ETIVIZANL, HECHERIEREZREHUZ. £72, K
%2 Cld relax con. D T, WBRIAT—X24EKL T
WB 7z, WERBIFEWOBUNDFMAYI. £ 2T, strict
con. 7z T HENI AT — X% FIEETIEHK L, evasion
dataset IZMZA 5 Z & CHEMOBROFEMEH 72, %=
B, FEECTERLEZT—L2D5H, [6] THRATZ AWK
SAT—REERTRHLZ.

% 3 WETEOIT — X & FH 7 — 28K

AT —x FEET— &
KT — R (relax con.)  3678.2(°F¥3) 5319
B85 — R (strict con.) — 9
XBT—R 3678.2(°F#) 748

5.4 EERER

Fx OHMIZINZ, T7— XA HREE (inbalanced data)
WG 2 58 % B3 57-H1Z, inbalanced data &
balanced data @€ 7 VD FHli £ 47 - 7. BEEIFEER & B
EBROFEREZR 4 I1TRT.

=S
6. &%i

6.1 EMEKBHERICHT 5 ERHKE

T4 DMRFE U 72 B EIZ DO W T EEREE B 5 58T 5.
FEEROBRE THMRP K BEOLZMED FTHI AT —X
EFREETERL, 6] DARIZHRAI N NKET — X
DEBEHARETH D Z L 2 HER L. HERD » 2 EH X
Black-box attack TH % DREFEZEH L TEKIZK
Y E RO R AR T T — X2 ERTE R LItk 5.
50T, EEEKBEORMGZHEDO NTHER LRI AT —
2E 4% UDNKRBHESINR P o7, THOoDRERNS,
Bx OBEFEIEHT, WO D 5 KEH D Black-box
attack CHIEKEZFEHTE 5 L AbNh 3.

© 2020 Information Processing Society of Japan

6.2 ELEKEICHT BHEFEDMR

AHF5ETIE Adversarial Example (2% U T IR HAT
» % Adversarial Training % [6] D FRIZ@EH U 72, BEFE
521k Adversarial Training Z#HA T 5 &, HELEKROHK
50%%IEL K BEETE TV AN D 5.

Inbalanced data Tl relax con. % {7z 9 evasion dataset
2 UT, 49.7% D EBIROMEE FBLL, HERD Adver-
sarial Training & FFRDFERBFE SN, LA L, [stan-
dard dataset {ZXf LT, [6] »SREHILEIELRNWI &)
& Tstrict con. %729 evasion dataset D55, 11.1%D
ELEREOMANZEF 5722 &1 &Y, inbalanced data
TIEF %~ O HEERD T E 4 H -7z, Inbalanced data 1%
Precision 7% 0.250 TH 5 Z & H 5 BB D @ FIMAIHSBEE 12
ENTWD, BEMAORA T — 2 I2E& £h 5 B
TR EBET—XEDHLL, HTT-I1F > THEHE
UTCTHIEMT 2MERNEL D720 TH5S. F7z, strict
con. %723 evasion dataset D 55, 11.1% L B MEIH T
IR o722 h 6, FEETIER LU ZRAEII R D
EHT — XLV T =R TWA I e RPHEIh5.
— /T, balanced data Tl relax con. % i 7z 9 evasion
dataset IZX LT, inbalanced data & D £ K\ 39.0%D[A]
WMEBEDOWMEIE 72 o7, LA L, inbalanced data TiEERK
T &P o 7z Tstandard dataset 203 2 KEHLZ S
mWZ & & Tstrict con. %723 evasion dataset {26 L
T, 55.6% DMK BEEMHMLZZ L] o, BELZER
T&EZ. WRHERI_MERETH 2720, BEHEDTHEBZD
EORE I TANFEIY T — X ALIEIREVE T IV DR
BIZGRBHENRENEEZZIOLNS.

6.3 WAMABRRAICOWT
[E A R T B HRIZ DOWTEET S, JiT—&
BT —REIza~y N RL 5., B 3 IET—20

NN benign
50 - . attack

20 1

A

' lll AL 1L l ‘ 1 1 1
0-— Y T T T T T T
0 25 50 5 100 125 150 175 200

M3 Jifr—2oa~vy FEIZBETE AN S A

AV RIS e AN I 4TH B, fllinia<w v R
B, Mt EHRERT. ¥KT — X (benign) & HET —
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3* 4 Standard dataset 12X 3 B ¥EE & evasion dataset DFREIH

Standard dataset

Evasion dataset

Model relax con.  strict con.
Accuracy Precision Recall F-measure Accuracy  Accuracy
[6]’s model 0.945 0.386 1.000 0.557 0.240 —
Adversarial Training model on inbalanced data 0.895 0.250 1.000 0.400 0.497 0.111
Adversarial Training model on balanced data 0.947 0.397 1.000 0.568 0.390 0.556

2 (attack) DB T I <Y REE WS BATHMITE D A
H5. Bz, @ETF—20axy NEPKETF—X2 LD
BWEAYH 5. ZOEAPBEOHEREIC R >TWDS
Wiz THE, AV FBPEVWKET —XE2ERZ L
THBUEZEMHTETVWERPATLEZ LN TE 5. EE
2, A DREL B SEBIERE T — RIS R T
KT —REEBINT S0, I REBEL LA
Hd. T —2D7 T AMAEOMR D IZHERAERIZKE
B RIS 720, WERR/MET 2 TREBETH 5.

6.4 EIENEDOERATHEME

FHEIZB 2R EOERAEIEIC OV TERT 5.
BEU RS RIXE 5 72010, WBHIE [T —
R T — XD ERDOZ L] BDBERAREEZZS
Na. WEENINS OHFRE R\, D0, MEAN
Fy N7 =2 B EENCRNS T — X QMG E Rz i\
&, HERNTH £ 0 HbNTWARWVEE %2 FAE X & THRA
INDHAHEEMENEV. £z, BEEPHEEFEIINT S
INEEER LD % < |E White-box attack & U & ML W
Black-box attack TN A2 EHT 5 Z & THEDEH
MEPBEEMZERLTWS, LA L, EBD AL VAT A
S B BRI SO DR R B M B BRI RO T — &
EFANTERZL LTS, MO0 HEIBEOH R R % /I
AL, WEZFIIAINIRIGT 2HEHEZL
MTERN. UL oT, EBD AL VAT LDORESM,
1% Black-box attack & D HEE L WML 5.

FREEEE R, HEKOEF AW T —XONRIXE
WMHEDOEWN) ZATBMES 720, LE LRV, TLUTH
IR DB E I R OEENANEE L Z 2 SN D.

7. FED

AR SRR BB E 4R [6] 1T 2 RS 2 KL,
FOWBIZHTBETFTINDOENRA MEZREL -, B
A AT B BN K TH 5D Adversarial Training
% non-metric 727 ¥ VIV T — XIZHEHA L 2. ZHUTEL
FAET DT — XA AEEIREE RN T 5 Z & T, RIS
HERDBELEZMZ RS ET IO AN NED
ET2Z 2SI L. X DREFIEIIEETIELE
F UK recall = 1.0 Z3EHK U, 4% U DRI TE LR o7z
B B EE % Y 40-50% 1S 5 Z LTI L7z, S&IER
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ARERZFHEL T, EFIVOEBERZEEY T — 2K
ROME %217\, EFTLOUNZ MEDX 545 Ex H
5.

BEE AMIEEZEDDBIIHY, BELKET 20
i, KO, B N—REFEL B “STARDUST” % Bi¥
U 7= N AT BOE NS BB S sekéRE (NICT) (1Z/&#h W7
LEY.
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