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Abstract: Ordinary text-based CAPTCHA requires noise and distortion not to be read by computers. How-
ever, too much noise and distortion for preventing automatic recognition also decrease readability of humans.
Therefore, as a solution of this problem, we proposed a new CAPTCHA which is easy to be read by humans
but is difficult to be read by computers. In this CAPTCHA, characters are drawn with amodal completion
in a movie. When ordinary performance computers emulate amodal completion, the character recognition is
not done by the time limit since it takes much time for the emulation of amodal completion. However, this
CAPTCHA has been broken by Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) since CNN can recognize characters
without the emulation of amodal completion. Therefore, in this paper, we proposed an improved CAPTCHA
with Adversarial samples which can intentionally make misrecognition. We call it Adversarial CAPTCHA
and multi-overlaid Adversarial noises are applied to this CAPTCHA in order to make misrecognition in deep
CNN which is usually used for image recognition. We evaluated Adversarial CAPTCHA in experiments and
the results showed that deep CNN misclassified characters with high rate although the difference of images
from originals is a little. We also found that an image of Adversarial CAPTCHA which was made from a
model was effective to other models by the same network and also other models by other networks when the
number of filters of the noise increased. In conclusion, our Adversarial CAPTCHA has tolerance of not only
ordinary image recognition with amodal completion emulation but also CNN.

Keywords: security, CAPTCHA, artificial intelligence, convolutional neural network (CNN), Adversarial
examples
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1. FU®IC

4H, xS T EERFORNELED S Web F—E 2 %
FHST%. L2, #CHEEICTHY 2 FEERTE S
TEERERLT, Ky NEMENAHEI7H 7T LI12L -
TREBIWZT AT Y NEERL, A/SA A=)V EED DT
DIEE A MANGFEL) T A7 ADPMITL TS, 2
ORFEIZxT LT, —#%AY7% Web 7 — € X Tl CAPTCHA
A S TWwh, CAPTCHA k14, 1950 412 Turing 5
CEkoTIREEINT-a L Ya— AN XHT B0
Fa—=Y I TFAMTHY, T—F L CTREZLLZ
NICEESRLZETABE Iy Ea— % 2 KR4 A4
ATH5 [1]. CAPTCHA X 5 OF 22— Y 7T AT
hoHlbwbihz 2. rThkd—HUb DI, HEL
L CRRENZLFHN % 2 —FIIRIR L, ik L7230y
% A EE LT CAPTCHA Td 55, Wi
DEBIZED B, BHICI L Ea—FIIMHEESNTLE
FZEDHMLENTRBY, ZORMUEPRMHEINTnD,
PR & L C CAPTCHA {ER Ml i CAPTCHA 2/ A X
REATLFIIIMZ 7205, NEOTFHESKTL, -
VTS A BETTAZEDMEE o TW0A, ZOMES
RIS B 720 DT LT, Mori 5%, 7E—FLAlise L
VW N OFRSERE)) & R L 728l CAPTCHA #42% L
TWw5 (3], 4. AHIZ—BET7 €= VeI IT 2 54,
A2 — BT E—FIHiTEE LIl — T 512D
LREEORM A ET 4720, WEEEES ¢ CHmicTs
ZET, HIREBEAICa Y Yo — [ ZIERETE Ve L
Twa. L2, Mori 5DFETIE, AMPEEL LT %
AT E LI THY, ¥4I EERLTLED

ZFD 728, Sawada 5 3ZF D CAPTCHA (2540 % 703
52 LT, AWML TEB#T ARMEA LTS 2 L2
L7z [5]. &A1, COFELSFIHB EMEDEZH
WA ZET, NPT ERB#ET LSS SN S &
5 CAPTCHA %t 2+7:[6]. LA L, OCR (Optical
Character Recognition | Yo7 37 R8#) DAt =2 —F
WAy NT—=2 12k bR b#%Z 5N TEY, Sivakorn 5
FIRRE 8 % W C CAPTCHA 2 5iAMA Z A5 TE D
TEERRLTWS (7). FEFEH L, FERLERSRT
WA OT 0 1 DT, F0O%»TH CNN IS
WO TEFICBWTHREI LWERZEZL TS, £
7z, AHEHIN TV HEEERIC L 5 CAPTCHA (31H
BIZTEBHZ D5 ONN I X AREDTRETH L. +2
T, LI T E-F AT AL 72T A DO CAPTCHA

A CNN THHTE200FEHELITo 7. FHRL LT
P4 O CAPTCHA 13 CNN |2 & - TIEIT 100% 5% S b
CEHBI L7, —FT, SOFEEDZLHT CONN T AR
WIEHBTE WS DB HFIT AL EATE, LFEIEK

LTl THMpolsz & 62 0w LTHlFELTw
L Dol 2512, Goodfellow H DHFFEIZ & 5
L, TOEBIZTL DI/ A A %Nz ’b T & TCNN
LB HDIEERNRELSTHL L) HREIFEERSN
THBY, ZOMLENZERIZABICIETTOmE L XT
EHVWEEOHLLIEL LNV 8. 22 TH41EZ
DFERICEHL, ZOHEMZY AnbZ LT, OCRIZE
LifsED 27, ONN OGHIC b WD H 5 CAPTCHA
ERET 5.

2 FECIERIEHA IO W CHT 2. B EOFHL 2
DIETH ). 3w TIITRA 2T - T X 72028 % Adversarial
examples |22V CRLET 4. 4 FIZTCNN AT L 9
5 CAPTCHA DIER FIEICOWTIRR S, 5 ZITFER L
MM, 6 ETRIEFT LT — %ty P TOFM, 7 ETIX
StirMark |2 & % / 4 XDTfEFEEE L B, 8 BIIAFHLO
e T5h.

2. BEREAM

2.1 CAPTCHA

CAPTCHA (¥ ¥ 75+, “Completely Automated Pub-
lic Turing test to tell Computers and Humans Apart”) (&
A2 — Y EANMERNT 2720D0F 2 - 7T
A NTdHAH. CAPTCHA (213X F%] CAPTCHA, W%
CAPTCHA, #H CAPTCHA, #7% CAPTCHA 7 &%
HHH, TOENGDEHE TICRELEERHRICLD
fRERATHRECTH H L ENTWE, BELFH SN TV 5
CAPTCHA &, 5% CAPTCHA &IN5 FIR S 7
TNT 7Ry MW LEFDOT ¥ ¥ LTI RET 5
bOTHDH., L2rLIDHEEE, OCR (Optical Charac-
ter Recognition) # M3 42 & T 5 2 LATFE L
7572, Mori 512X % & gimpy DI TH % ez-gimpy
L RUDKEETZEMTE 5 [9). & 512, PWNtcha % &
@O CAPTCHA #7102 = 7 bl CAPTCHA D438
T A= v A ESE 10, THISHPLL, RN
T FAPMNR—A CAPTCHA O Fx RO L E LT
MrETTEE7, L2, ZomEEDEK TRy M2
T2 CARIZ D K5, Wifg CAPTCHA I$7 F A2 kX —
A®D CAPTCHA OB OFRF L L TIRES N, 2D
D CAPTCHA Tl —~VIZA-> - Hifg % BIRSE L
ETAMEary¥a—8 2 XBI¥ 5. Wi CAPTCHA T
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O HEXTH D DI Google 12X 5 reCAPTCHA TH 5.
reCAPTCHA T3 7 — I IZEE L 72HER D A % HI]L 7%
L% 6%, HEEOEBRO LN TA A= HNO T »
TV RBRTHIOIEMELT VT ALDLEE S
T W7z, Sivakorn 5 1% 70~80% D K5 T2k T & 72
EBRRTWA [11]. T/z, EBEFEORHEHIZL ) HEEGIEa
VL= FICHRTELRVWLDO TR LR ol vz b,
reCAPTCHA © % 9 1 DO/ L LT, FHic k4 L
W INLEREDA A=V 2 FHoTWVD I LD HIRTH Y
ERZWIGET — & X— A2 BFE L T2 MRS LA ENR
WEW) ZEPEZLNS,. reCAPTCHA 1ZE K 7 JL#%
WHEOoNDZ L CHEDPHMICMZ S5 CAPTCHA Tl
i, G BHMICMHEHTE S CAPTCHA 25 ET
HhHEWnR D,

2.2 REFH

WBEE L, BRI, EEOIAIZED RIS VT
FEWIEHMODERINT A= BLVREVEE 2O =2 —
FINEY T =2 %EFINELTHWLFEZIET., —ik
2, =a2—I )0ty b =2 ANE, hilE, Kok
S 300BIIGTLN, FEIE=y b/ — FERE
NAZEFEZEL, BHEBHTOAESGLTWE. BEOA
NESH-7-2=y NI 1 OO 58T 5. BEes
WCBWTIE, FlichfEo Ry b =205 2ELE, 20k
ECRBAEB W2 L REEE R, 2l E b R wIE
TICEBDERINT A= 5 EFED=a—F )V Ay bxHwn
HIENRNTH L. FHIE, SR —F V4
N ERBIC Ny FEIEN D B+ 2 5 B EERE ORI
F—=F w5, Ny F T LIRS ERE IS L ) AR A E
BL, 20HR% b LICEAOEHI THONL. 1989 4F12
139 TIZ LeCun A3 3LFRE5 D 729 12 Deep Convolutional
Neural Network (DCNN) ZffH L CTw 5% [12], [13]. %
7z, EHIZHRETIE George HIIFRMEE Ay b T —2
(Recursive Cortical Network, RCN) &9 E7 )V % i)
L ChEk D )i & 0 300 5D Esh=A9 12 CAPTCHA % f#
W B LT 5 7% 8, CAPTCHA OFHTIC b A &
N5 [14], [15]. ZOmL T, FELFTIE% CIHETH
EINLLF 2RO IEDTETHL LN T VDS,

23 BAAZ21—FIxy NT—7

EIAA =2 —F Ay b7 —2 (CNN) I$FEICHEEH
S CIREBDORENZFOIEIEA Y T -2 TH L. BY
HFI)LZy NIRTHOPHEENLDDOTIR AL, BFEDOL
ZY PDOARDHEE L TWAERN L=y hEFoTWnb,
INBIFZEARE T =1 2 7 LI L WGILBLOHE %
9. CNNOT7 =727 F X 23V 20dbh, T0k
PTHEIHHENTVELOFUTCTHMT L., /2
R1LIZKEAY VT =27 OWMEZRT.
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£1 FHENZ CNN 7—%7 7 F v OWEEE & iz

Table 1 Overview and comparison of CNN architecture.

r name #lay* #conv. #pl. #bn. #fc. #params
AlexNet 14 5 3 3 3 13.14 M
VGGNet 22 13 5 1 3 20.56 M

GoogLeNet 163 70 15 73 5 14.5M

r name: referred name (varient), lay: layers
conv: convolution layers, bn: batch-normalization layers
pl: pooling layers, fc: full-connected layers

2.3.1 AlexNet

AlexNet & 13 Krizhevsky 5729208 L7z CNN T4 5 [16].
AlexNet [ZEAM ZDOREOS8EH Y, HAD 5 IEITEAH
&, YD IBIIEHEEEBTHAH. REBICEHEEOHT
121,000 7 5 AD T NV 50 & AR 5 1,000 38 Y D
VT by 7 ABBICNEL. Zo0ry T — 2134 T
VAT Ay 7 WIRORBERKICL, THETESADD
ETIE LW T )L O3 B D R B 4R D3 2 e K
LT LLFETHL. 2, £4, H5DEAHRBD
H—F L, MOBOH— RN~y TICORTEREIND.
EIDEBAREDO N — A NVIL, E2BOEEED T — A
Xy TIHEREINL, SR -1 Y I3HTDRE O
NTOZ2—u VRSN TWL, EHILEE, £18
LU 2 DEARE I KT =) v 7BIEIER LE
L5 DBEIAREDOMTICHE) . ReLU (Rectifier Linear
Unit) &, ¥ XTOEAARBROERERE S8
OHINHEFE NS, F1OBEAAEIE, 224 %224 %3 D
ANEGE%, 11 x11x3F A4 XD IGHEDH —F VT4 ¥
JENVDIETTANT) 7T hH (Thid, =~y
THOMHE= 2 -0y OZFHEPLHOEMTH L), F
2 DEAMEE, 1 OFEARBO (EFfLshT—1) »
rEnsz) WhEADELTHY, #N% 5x5x48 D
256 DI —HAIVTTANY ) TT5. 43, H4B&
O 5 OBEIAREIX, NMET ST =Y v 7T F 7213 ERL
J@7 LTHWICER SIS, F3DEARBEIE, F20E
AREO (ERLINT =) v rahiz) BhicERsSh
723x3x256 DY A XD 34MMOA—ANEHT D, 4
DEAAEIL, 3x3x192F A4 XD 34D T — AN %Ay
L, 5 DEAAEIL, 3x3x192H A XD 256 @D H —
INVEET A, EEREIE, TNEN4096HO=2—1
CEETA.

2.3.2 GoogLeNet

GoogLeNet & X Google 7% ILSVRC2014 (Imagenet
Large Scale Visual Recognition Challenge 2014) 072
ICBA%L72 CNN TH 5 [17]. SOy T —21F, /XF
A= EFEOVLANY LTI Ty N THEEEDOREOES
222 Thsb. 7=V 732513271805, v b
T — 7 OREEAE ] SN ATB ORI 100 TH Y, LRk
BEEIR Lo TEDI N IZHZONDENITL - TE
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b, GEOFNEE T =) v e MH L, BnoEHRE
B3 5.

2.3.3 VGGNet

VGGNet 1 Oxford K5 ® Simonyan 52X N fEE SN
72CNN T 5% [18]. BAAREIX 3 x 3 DIFFIT/NS %4
L ZXTHY, £¥Z7EV (AT K1) ODANPERLE
N5b. 22003 x3DEAHEDEAER (ZOMIZT—1)
YIUTBERERV) X5 ORRTEEL, F0300
JBIZTxT7TOZEREHT L. 3OO0 IEHRILE %
MART Z L CHEMBE L VX LR T SE S, 3x3
DEIARIE % 3 BREAERIIG O AT L BT OTWT5 735 A
FHRLBOERE LT/NTA—FLENSL. [AIEICHE—O
Tx7TOEAKREIELNSL. BIES1%HMT 5. 2l
TXTDEAHRBIZEFEAADELILTIXx3DEE
MNLTCHMEND LT LIENTED. 1 x1DEA
BB DRI APNTBAREDZHITFIHEL G525 7%
<, ERBOIERIZEZEMS 5.

3. BAEME

3.1 FEBEFBILL2BEMEBEMML 27 E—FILH%
ZFA L 7= CAPTCHA Df##

TealL, B e MLz 7 E— Ve ez L
CAPTCHA 2B FENIEFET 500 &) oW THERE
To72[19]. 7E—=¥IVHiELFHL7: CAPTCHA 138)
] CAPTCHA T& % 7%°, WREEHDAT) Tk L THMz 1
MomgtssrZ exfEgL, ANJFMBEETLIEIZL
72 ANHWEETH L7720, AT L2EEFEOT VT
A LGRS T CTRED/NT 5 —< Y ARSI L TW»
% CONN % E-H L7-. small dataset & L TT7 IV 7 77Xy k
DA, B, K, M, R, W 52424 L 723 (correct),
i &2 (middle), % 3 — (dummy) @ 3 ff3H, 4% 120
MEo%HEL, #HT5A CNN OEFNERET 5 EER
E, ENPTET I DT NUGITICET AL ERE
Tol., EBOER, EFNVIE AlexNet 2352 &
WHREL, EPTEFI—DITRVIZOVnTIE, MEn
JEyI—%F—F 0 &R LEAIIHm SN/ F 6
L EP T+ I —D 7 TN VOGHEMEE T 52 &
g L7z, F0%, £ITNVD 0% % FBTF—5 LT
BHLTEYDO 1E% T A 7—% & LTHv, CNN A
CAPTCHA % ¥ T 2 pEREIT o7z, R, #HS
PFOLFEEEHB I N L FEFHMLSEL Iz &
DAMZIZIZRAEICIE LA HET A LN TE .

KIZ, large dataset & LT 0°~9" & ‘A’~7 (‘O’ & ‘C
<) M XFETHRINE KRBELZNOF—5 1y + %
HELZ. ZO7—=4%+ty NOWER, BEOHNTIT) %
SEAICHIE L & 5720 D (correct)’, fili Z T (1) (mid-
dle(1))’, “HliZ 227 (2) (middle(2))’, ‘¥ I — (dummy)’
O 4 FFEICE &7z, ‘correct’ & ‘dummy’ (X FTE & [ —
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1.0

0.9 i K

g
3
2 ; i : i :
3 ; : : : : :
u
5
Torl
5
v
U N N N N
< : H : . : :
0.6F---gerietreicainnns D FRREEETTEEEE ERPERN d 0
: : : : * %« Accuracy
&—e F-measure
0.5 ; H L ; T I
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Num. of images with the label 'complete' for each charactor

(a) Accuracy and F-measure with few samples.
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(b) Accuracy and F-measure with sufficiently many samples.

1 TR

Fig. 1 Accuracy and F-measure.

TdH 5D, ‘middle’ Z 22D % 4 T34 L7, ‘middle(1)’
BT E LTREATE 2 VEGCHER L, ‘middle(2) 1A
Bk o THIOLTFE LTRMTETL ) MR TR L
7. FEBIZ, ‘middle(2) 1IZDOWTIELC#FE L7 L —24
EFEANC L DT E LCREIRT A 2 LS T &2 L &R
L7z W13 1,200 B9 20U L7z, 72, ‘middle(1)’,
‘middle(2)’, ‘dummy’ 1% ‘correct’” TIE V&) BlTA 5
F—=DIXVeLTELZ, BREMIZIEIE DTN, GEfF
82, 800 DWfEzFr o> R L L7z, #HRiIL, §_XTD
FEFT—=Y AL T 554, THKEEIL0.999 £ TL
FL7. WAHOR 1O x#ilE, () BLEF) 77T E
LFEDERTDODOEEOKEFE L TWA, 17256,
BE{EOBA 4 D ETH A, HBEBLOFHEOWGA
0.9 %2 TWLIEDyhD, THT09 DIEEL F1HE
I 72O ‘correct’ & TN VT ENTLFITL
FTEN T o124 DTHAEEV)ZETHA.

CDEBRD DT, FAalE CONN DT o 7234558 12D
THE A7, a0 Ea—%13L &8, UTORED
PEFWIZ L o TRRERTWT, ABDIELHBTE %
WEIIBLFELLFEL TR TV EEANH 72, &5
12, ABIZEMOLFICHRZ WL ) b DTHoTD
SR SN/ LTS ALV AEL. 2
DHEFEIZ, a2 —FBABPRLZIENTELRZVED
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DNNE

-
o
T

91.64

SVME 2. i 100.0

Source Machine Learning Technique
=

kNNF 11.75 | 42.89

DNN LR SVM DT kNN Ens.
Target Machine Learning Technique

B2 $%2ETNVETORGE [22]
Fig. 2 Validation between different models [22].

BOLDLRALZENTELIEZERLTEY, FEIE
ERbBDTHLEDAN LS DR E & 5 A TR EARR
TwbeEZLNL, COAMEITI Y E2—FDEVIIT
E—FIVAsEEFIH L7 CAPTCHA 2T 5720 DK
EhERTHLEVR D,

3.2 Adversarial examples

T A MUBIZHMETERWIET v ¥ 4% EE) (perturba-
tion) WAL &, FHIRREEZRKICTSH720DICAT
RGBT A E Ry NI =7 OTHIKRE LENDEED
H5b. ZOWE% Szegedy 513 Adversarial examples & -
ATWVD [20]. & 512 Goodfellow 1&, =2 —F )V 4% v b
T—=r%GGUTAT 4y 7 llEg EEw= 2 —F Ay
FT=212BWT, TAMT=F NS 0GH5 b RE

BaOEE) 7 4 V5 2 ERICHEAT 5 2 L2 & o TIEK
S 172 Adversarial examples & k> THHAT 5 L~ Twn

% [8]. HEEIDINZA ENIZATNE, ET VDo TER TS
WETHE TN T AR LA, S 515 1L Adversarial
examples DA T HEIZOVWTHLERRTEY, k-
THERINZERIETOEI G L R2H BIZT e A EEWD
2\,
3.2.1 Adversarial examples O REEAZT
W A& 0
A3 4. Papernot 5IEFILDE T IV THER L 72 Adver-
sarial examples BB RO ET V2 BT LN TE 5
LIERTwS 1] F77, ChiESa—F 0k b —
I CThHDHLET L, oM FEFEICLEHTES
ELTWD., Bz M E T CER L 72 Adversarial
examples & TN ENERT Z LA TE L0 EMEEL TH
D, ZIICHI LTV [22]. B 2 1320 RERLD
DTHAH. MO Ens. & DNN (Deep Neural Network),
LR (logistic regression), SVM (support vector machines),

Z 2 TIlX, Adversarial examples

© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

DT (Decision Tree), kNN (nearest neighbors) ®7 >4
YTNTHBH. TOMOHEHIE Adversarial examples %
R LEETFNVTHE., COMOBEEMITZY —7 v N i
% (Adversarial examples = 77303 4) M2 EH OFE:T
HobH., T, BEPRKRETITREVWIEIE, =7 v b
DETFIVIFEGELRILIZIEEZRL TS, 2Lz
¥, SVM THER L 72 Adversarial examples 1 SVM T
S E 100%85H S+ TwWD, Ziud, SVM CTfE L 72
Adversarial examples ( SVM (ZxF L TIHEAH 5 &\ 9
2% B, 512, DT THER L 72 Adversarial examples
(Z SVM 124 L 8.85% L @i S ¥ A 2 T E 4o
7o) 2 &2 Y, DT TER L 72 Adversarial examples
ESVM T LTS v &) 212 5. [ 2 O
fi1% /% &, DT (Decision Tree) 7%t b Adversarial exam-
ples 12X L CRAGEIE D H V. 2D %2> Tld DNN (Deep
Neural Network) 75, fx b iR HHE DMK\, DNN TIERK
L 72 Adversarial examples |Z4F L Tl 38%3r < DNN b ix
SHEEREILTVLY, 2olo=a—-F Lty FT—2
TR L 72 Adversarial examples (213 K THI 11% L 2254
SEERILTWiWw., L7225o T DNN 2o B3
DFETIERL L 72 Adversarial examples (233 L CILERIYRR
SHEERI LIS WEWR S,

% 72, Kurakin 51& Adversarial examples &7 X 7 T
HAFEE L THLTTE LW EHE R SE L L
W) R T o T A 23], SHUCKHL Lu bi3A X 70
PR MENEDLL EANTIE RS LS EEHLTVAS
B AT OIEERL AN D S L Adversarial example D A
T HZEL, BEALDYAETIELSGHTES L
127 % LR RT3 [24]. LA L, Athalye 513 A7 — v
RAENLED > THHER % Adversarial example % A T
EHTLEEMINTRLTWS [25].

3.2.2 DeepCAPTCHA

Osadchy & & F 4 & FARICHTH 2 4 X (Adversarial
Noise) ZfMH D Eia b CAPTCHA %% L T\ 5 [26].
Osadchy b DIRFE L FKA DREDOT VT XL DT €
DOPDTTTH A, Osadchy HIF AT 4 T ¥ 7 4 V& ~Ofif
:73% % Adversarial examples DVER E4FED Y — 7 v b
WCHBEDDIZ e P LTOWRLT05E. KAlde D
ﬁ@7%,ﬁﬁ&5K5%§#W¢@#9ﬁﬁE#9&W
bOEFIREMIRKO TS, 72720, ATAT YT 4ILV%
WX BHFH ) A XDOBEREIZOWTIEEE L T n

F7., HHOEWDH H 5. Osadchy HIEAT A7 274
VY DR EAE S I, DORFED T NIVIZEFEIN L
& 9 7% Adversarial examples Z{EK T2 2 &2 HMME LT
WA, FAITHEFEIC CNN 2SR & &R T X9 %
Adversarial examples DIERZHIE LTWwa, A lI A
TAT 7 AN BHRE) ) A XDOBREIZOWTIE
EEL TRV, BED? LEMICB YT %R
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74V F Tdh A StirMark # VT, EOREETR Y 7
W2 5heF vy 7 L7z F7, Osadchy & DFEETIZL
F (MNIST) TR L 72 Adversarial examples (A 71 7
YITANTIE 0T/ A XWERIIREEERTLE) 2 L
R DHRAPOR L T e v, A IELFITE S CNN 2
ittt » & % Adversarial examples DFEF AT L T\ 5 72
W, LFH| CAPTCHA (2851b L 72 Adversarial examples
DIER &) HIZBWTHBIMNEZ L TEREDNS 5 L vz
B, TADTNTY) XL e DRDTTITOWTIERFEIZT
FELCHHT .
4. REFE

3.1 fiTiiX7z L 912, CNN T CAPTCHA % Hp) s+
B, LECXBESELTCLEOEAYHA. FLTC, 2
X CNN 25 5 HEMEIC B W TES T 5 7-0105Fk4
ANICIERD e TERWERERHE L 52T AT
B B L) & &k R7z, 2 LC, 32 HiTldEE %
BHLZT A MNEBRE AT ET D LET VTR 2B %
WL, RSN EBIIICOEBEEIZEAEEDL W
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(I DNN D L) ZEDOFEVA Y T =27 I3ERLIZC w2 e
%Zik~R7z2. DNN X CNN D X9 ZEOERWA Y F T —27 T
SEABROE S I L TEIUL, CAPTCHA (JI0H L 72k
WCKRELRNEFRIETE L3I THS. 4L Adversarial
examples THW 2388 (4.2 HiCHWZITH) 2ENRLZ
& T CNN TOHHIM 4 % #D> Adversarial examples %
ERTE 2D TIE WD EREZ T, DITICZDAERK
FikERT.

41 EFINET R MEBRORE

3.1 Hi® small dataset TOFEERE 24T 729012, 4
[\ ]9 % € 7)V & small dataset T 7 T X)L E %
17572 AlexNet Z8H L7z, LRTOE TNV LRI TR v &
$ix40 95, 7 A ME{%IE 3.1 HilCB1F % small dataset
DSEATHM I N/ TF MR L7z, AR LED %
WE I MER L v L7213 3 1R, ()
DRI ZFNENDOLFERLTWD,

4.2 Adversarial CAPTCHA D{ERL

KIS, KX OFELZIEFED 1 DTh 5, Adversarial
CAPTCHA DIERDOTFHEERT. 0 xETIVDI/INT X —F
EL, 22ETUNOATN, y& o \ZHENITL5 =7y
M (=7 M afFoEEy A7), J(0,2,y) i CNN %
T 70T AT ANTH S LT 5. Goodfellow
ik, Y74 v 7 AEE EIEBENEIENA Y T —
Z7I2BWT, 0 DBEOHEDOEFIZBIT 23 A KD,
ML CTELT 5 2 TE 25546, RORXD L9 ZEH)j = H
WhHZET, REMIC, RBEANLEIENTELIL
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3 fiHLZ6 LF0T—%
Fig. 3 6 character data.

ZIRL TV 8. TDk EDsign 35 % £1 D 2fHIC
BT A ATy TEBERY. ZOFEEERYEN T
BEIEN 5.

n=c¢-sign(V,J(0,x,y)) (1)

n 13 RGB DRMWEDT +e D 2l & 72 > T B 1§ % HIR
Th, ZDOn KL TIIEMT 1 V2 FI3EHT «
W, e 2 BENT 1 L AIE IR,

RETHTIE, Goodfellow HDTFEN R E L7z v
FT7—=27 &0 b, L DEEV CNN I L TR % o g+
CTWVERERT A2, £7, BEARSF5ETHWT,
WHOEE) 7 4 V& BT 5. T4bb, ETFIVICHEE
WAL AR L, EEOKEEICH LT, {5 i
Pofrs (A Tldsign) 2RKDL. FEPIEL 72561
+e, FEBRAL AT —e T 5. RIZ, FEEL7:
BH 710y 2 LolifllEREGbE, CNNIZHEA
L, EROLTFITH T BB EDORE T A>T b
PrRb, 22T 05 %L, BELLEBREIES>TY
L, ERAbEERICH L CHEEE 7 vy &
FHEL, FikOEREDLELFEYRT. BEH 7 VY 2 H
REbEs L Es0XEK (2) ITRT.

Ty = Tp—1+E€- Sign(vxn,l J(e, Tn—1, y))
(while prediction probability < recognition ratio)

(n=1,2,3....N)(2)

BE) 71 vy dERGLELOKRERTO=2—F )b
toy POFEFITEHCI Ry TEENS, E L7zl
IZE - 25T, i7% CAPTCHA O & 4. K
LTI, RIS SN2 EH) 7 1 V7 2 B ER
HEbELDOEBEE/ A1 X, BT ) A X & ICHiE I E
& b7 CAPTCHA % Adversarial CAPTCHA &
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Algorithm 1 Calculate Adversarial Noise

Require: Pocnn(z,l) : Prediction probability of CNN as a func-
tion of image = and label [.
Input: Image x and step width e.
Output: Adversarial noise z — x.
| « argmax; Pcnn(z, ')
z—x
n«—1
while n < N do
n(z) = e-sign(V.J(6,z,1))
z— z+n(z)
if Pcnn(z,1) < a given recognition ratio (e.g., 0.5) then
break
end if
n«—n+1
end while
Return: z —x

5. Bodi 2 4 ZoEROFE P T — F2 7L T1) X4 1
R

R ATy Tl et 13, ROXHICLTHRET 5. £
T, B R AT Y TIREBBHAELTBL. Z0%,
AT v TaEREVDLDOPLIHIZHWT, ThrIT) XA 1
IZHEV, Bodhy 4 R ERER L T ZFOB, SEE TR
i (MSE) Pttt iiings (MAE) & ExHWT, 1§
WENTZHOTH) 2 4 A0ExFHIlL, 210 55 LoE
DTBWLEWEEZMND T IE - 72EEED AT v 7iE €
FRE R AT TR E LT DT A, 20#HDa—F
ETIVTY XL 2 IR,
ZHTHIET, AT TROTRTOERHD ) 5T,
WS ) A XOEDPLEWEZ FHLbDDH L, KD
eXRODDLIENTEL., —fIZ, AT v TIEIFIKRENIZ
E, W ) A X ER T B 720D TRy 2 ISR L
T LoD, SHEENL %R b, Lo T, ki A
TR e & LT, ERENAHN 4 0D &
WEZ TS bD09 5, SHEESRL DRI ) LD
DRFALZ LI A.

Algorithm 2 Optimize Step Width

Require: AdvNois(z,e€): Adversarial noise calculated for image

z and step width € (Alg. 1).

E: list of candidates for step widths.
Input: Image x and threshold ¢.
Output: Optimized step width e*.

sort E in descending order

for i« O to the length of £ —1 do

if MSE(AdvNois(z, E[i])) <t then
e* — EJi]
break

end if

end for
Return: ¢*

PERL L 7oy 7 A X% E 4 (a), TTOHIEE (b), (a)
% (b) IZE AT T & 72 Adversarial examples % (c) IZ7R7.

© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

(b) TLOWIE ©
(b) original sample: x

(c) WOty /7 4 X & s b TTE oS- 72Hifg
(c¢) Aversarial CAPTCHA generated with adv.noise

4 Adversarial CAPTCHA
Fig. 4 Adversarial CAPTCHA.

Goodfellow 5 23/Ek L 72 Adversarial examples | #ixS Y
AR I AR LD TH B, A LIINEZRKAT
40 =R 7479 . 2%, 1MOBBRIZHL, KT N=
40 OB 2 A4 X% & LT Adversarial examples % 1E
Y5,
5. FEER & FHE
5.1 BE7T 1 V2EBORE

1 L®IZ small dataset D) B 1 T2 A L, #7588
7 4 WV Z T Adversarial CAPTCHA ZfER L7z, il L
72TIEW TH D, R L72HEE) 7 1 L F TR, € =0.001,
0.003, 0.007, 0.01, 0.03, 0.07, 0.1, 0.3 D8 BN TH 5.
Z @ Adversarial examples & {ER L 72F UE 7V & Hw»
T, PHURSERED L) IZHRT B0 I oWTEREZITo
7o, 5102, P2 FiEAE (mean squared error | MSE)
LR (Mean Absolute Error @ MAE) 122W T
DS FMEFICEHE 21T 72, P 2 iR I3 4 0S5 0
IV EHOGR ) £ ZOREINNSVE VW) T EIIh
5. PR RR A S T UEAS IR 20 & P 09I & OFE R Bk
NTVELRERTETHY, ETVOFIRBED [ES]
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F2 HEET7VIIET LD MSE & MAE
Table 2 MSE and MAE per perturbation filter width.

#step_width #under50%epoc  #under50%MSE  #underb0%MAE  #under1l0%epoc  #underl0%MSE  #underl0%MAE
0.001 unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown unknown
0.003 36 0.006 0.067 40 0.007 0.073
0.007 17 0.007 0.071 19 0.008 0.078
0.01 12 0.007 0.071 14 0.009 0.080
0.03 6 0.013 0.096 6 0.013 0.096
0.07 4 0.031 0.139 4 0.031 0.139

0.1 3 0.038 0.171 4 0.052 0.177
0.3 2 0.202 0.336 2 0.202 0.336
A - a7

A Ly ~ 050

2 A ~ 0%

T ﬁ - 00

- 02

050

py - 0 - o

(a) e=0.03, =Xy 7 =1 (b)e=0.03, =Ky 7 =10 g g

(a) € =0.03, epoc =1 (b)e = 0.03, epoc = 10 V < - :
- . = |
G ) B ’ 7 ) 0
g - 2

(d) e=03, THEy 7 =10
(d) e = 0.3, epoc = 10

() e=03, TRy 7 =1
(b) € =0.3, epoc =1
5 {HE)7 1)V FIF 0.03 £ 0.3 DHILEDE
Fig. 5 Difference in degradation degree between perturbation
filter width 0.03 and 0.3.

HET. TN 0ICHEVWVETHLIZEENTVWELETILT
HbHEVZD., fHERER 2 IIRT.

X5 ® (a) (ZEH 7 1 VFIE0.03, =Ky Z7H1, (b)
X7 4 L F1IE 0.03, TR v 75010, (c) 1ZIEBET7 1L
ZE 0.3, TRy 781, (d) IFEE 7 1V FIH0.3, TR
JBI0THL. M5 »oEE7 4 VYIEPKEVITES
LRV E PR TENS,

F212Hb L)1z, BET7 4 VIIEI/NE VT E MSE
& MAE BBAEDVN S W L0 olz. T ORRIE, 1E
SN D O A RITEE) 7 4 VS TRV NS I &R
HAESBEPEHFTHL L EZRLTWA, LaL, EE
7 4V FIEH0.001 Db DIFIAE Y 7 [EA RO 40 12
o TH TUAEREDS 50% % T2 Z &idhrolz. &5
2, BEI 7 A VY IESREVIZERSHEELFTTOL
Ry 2B L L TEL e horz. 72, [5 25
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6 FEE)7 A VY IROEWHITEDRNI L B HE O &
Fig. 6 Direction of gradient due to difference in updating

method of .

IRy VRPBPNEIERTZBPSBIL L N2 &5 5
25, ®5(b), (c) 2 RE~RBETEY ¥tz 175,
LCHHEE 7 4 VYIRS KE RO HILATH L V.
IhE, TRy 7 B=1 LTEB T VIEEER LT
TTRULELFICKELS AR FEYBETLT WV, R
HERECHEZONTLEIEW) ZLTHE. GbET
F 2 OFUAEED 10%% Tl 5 BEOEE) 7 1 L % 11§ 0.03
L03%RAE, BEI7ANVIIR0.031ETRY 756 TF
HABEEDS10% % FlHl> TWAAS, BEj7 1 V7 IE 0.3 13T
Ry 782 ThHAH. THIIHEE 7 1 VFIE0.03 13X 5 D
(b) D& & HHDD T VIRE T TG LAY 10% % T 1l 5
LRy, BETANVIEF03IEIX 5 D (c) L) b
L7ZIREET R W EFRREN 10% % TS 2wk n) 2 &
Wb, BREZDLI LI EPRILONIZONTIZE 6
BEINT, K6 OFRL %o T B ESITHEEIRE
W2 ERIRLTBY, FL o TWLEGIZIEEI /NS W
CEERLTWD, 7, KA Z Ry 7HERLTW5.
Adversarial examples ZE T % & X3, ATTH{Z DI
WREL B2 HANIAREZ#ED LY 55, T0LEEN
CHWVHEDPKEVHINIEG DD % b L85 EE) 7 1
VEETHL, e —FICRKEL LTLE) LHEEIETK

687



1FHRAIEF =5/ EE Vol.60 No.2 680-695 (Feb. 2019)

WlOOO w0999 W0787 wooo4 W:0.000 woooo W:0.000 W:0.000 woooo W:0.000

A:0.000 A:0.000 A:0.137 A:0.988 A:1.000

] 12 1.8 14 1.5

A:1.000 A:1.000 A:1.000 A:1.000 A:1.000

16 17 il 19 20

W:0.000 W:0.000 W:0.000 W:0.000 WOOOO WOOOO WOOOO WOOOO WOOOO WOOOO

A:1.000 A:1.000 A:1.000 A:1.000 A:1.000

A:1.000 A:1.000 A:1.000 A:1.000

A:1.000

7 EEI7 4 )VFIE 0.07 D& XD Adversarial example D21
Fig. 7 Adversalial example change when the perturbation filter width is 0.07.

EL B bDODBEEDOTEEIZIZEEL 2. B 6 ORI
Fla s L4802 TV B L ODTE FIZIZEL T aw
CENRTERSE. 7, ﬁ@74»7ﬁﬁk§w&1@

CH D ) A XD DICEGEOHM L b, HW
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HBWZ ENGr A, ZIUZL D, MSE, MAE 25& 12/
SWHTE ST SR VR CHE L 21887 1 LY
MEAQ Y TH DL E VR 5.

F2&EBE, 0.007 £ 0.011F50%% Flalo7-& &D
MSE, MAE ZEI CMETH A2 b 5§, LERIRY
7813 0.0l DF AR, 51, FHREED 10%% T
% & &D MSE, MAE % l~_THEH 7 1 )V ¥ 1§ 0.007
0.0l DEZITEAERVD, TRy ZEIZER T 4 vy
i§ 0.01 )75 |5 < 0.007 ® MSE & MAE Ofl 23
LTWwa., F72, FHUBEN0%% Thls L E0\H 7 1
VEZIE0.07 & 0.03 1Ry 2HAT 2B LD SRV
b6 T, B 7 1V FIE0.03 DA MSE &, 018
INEL, MAE $.043 /hE v, FHlIED 10%% FlAl % &
ZLFEMETHL. 2O DD, AVLEE 7 1 V7RI
0.01 & 0.03 258E)TH B LfEHRTIT L EDTE 5.

X 7 1 3BE 7 4 VFIEA0.07 TRy 7 EERQTH-S
72 & & D Adversarial CAPTCHA 75 & 9 Z L3 5 212D
TELDVDTHL., TRy ZHNF 5ol 8 &5

W 256 ANFHIASHEIE L 722 &30 5. S 561
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5.2 Small dataset T? Adversarial CAPTCHA O
TER

KIZ, 4.1 HiClk7zK (1) OEFE) 7 1 V5 0 25 Eod
) A4 X&ME L, 3.1 §iCilk~x727 € — ¥ Hlise % FI
L 72 CAPTCHA @ small dataset |ZxF L CEEAli 2 47 - 72.
3 (1) @ y 121% small data set DLFHTH5 6 TN %
BELE. ZOyICREFEDTIANVORZIRET LI LD
WEETH ), HILFFED T NIVICEEHR ST L 2 &b THE
ThHH, RFROHIEED TV IZHIFR DT 005
BEDLT L, FFEDTNVERELZT AV 2 BT 5
&, FOTRVOLTBAICHHERITREL 2o TLEH
TREMNHH L ZEBLT, yORNREET )V E L.
BEI 7 4V Z RO EEIZL D 0.01 & 0.03 25HEYITH
B Lotz AENGRERGEHE COIKR Y Z A%
VW 0.03 W THEERZ T 72,

MEa+R 3, |4, ®5, X687, 331Ky
JFERIEZLDTHY, FikIZE 415Ky 7, £5
F10 TRy 7, 61320 TRy 7RI HDTH 5.
BFEDOVITHOH#W, #B, #K, #A, #M, #R 1%, #od
0/ A XOFEZLY, ZNEN W, B, ‘K, ‘A’, ‘M,
R OLTERFINTMERTH Y, #DMY L4 I — [
G GEENTMERTH AL, #MSE & 3P 2 itz
#MAE &3 FHARETH 5. T 2 il Ll E il
DIFLOEHEZHENIIRKTOIDOTHY, 4ROHE O
VT EHOTH ) A ZDEBEI/NENE VWD T LIk B,
PGS FRAE X T RME DI 2> 5 P E OFEEERE T
WAEDERTETHY, TFVOTFHRED [ES] 25
T ZNIZOISEWVETH B IZEENTWEETFTILTH D
LWz D, BERO2ITHDS TITHO ‘W2, B, ‘K, ‘A,
M, R, FRFNEEO T2 FLTWAE, 728 213,
24TH® W’ 12X L THA OftiA51.000 THILE, ‘W DL
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®3 BB A XBHY 1 Ky 7 TCOTFRRE

Table 3 Accuracy in 1 epoch (with Adversarial noise).

#Char | #DMY  #W  #B  #K  #A #M  #R #MSE #MAE
w 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0001  0.030
0.000 0.000 1.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 0.00  0.001  0.030
0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0001  0.030
0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.00 0.000 0001  0.030
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0001  0.030
0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0001  0.030
0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 — —
0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 — —
0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 — —
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 — —

TE>FRWEBTEZERE

R4 WM/ A XHY 5 2Ry 7 TOFRRE
Table 4 Accuracy in 5 epoch (with Adversarial noise).

#Char | #DMY  #W  #B  #K  #A #M  #R #MSE #MAE
w 0.033  0.889 0.000 0.000 0.077 0.000 0.001 0010  0.090
B 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0010  0.085
K 0.004 0.000 0.000 0.996 0.000 0.000 0.000 0009  0.081
A 0.052  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.946 0.000 0.001  0.010  0.086
M 0.002  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.998 0.000 0010  0.085
R 0.222  0.000 0.001 0.000 0.001 0.001 0775 0010  0.087
w 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 — —
B 0.000  0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
K 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 — —
A 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 — —
M 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 — —
R 0.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 — —

R5 WM/ A XY 10 2Ky 7 TOFHHMHEE
Table 5 Accuracy in 10 epoch (with Adversarial noise).

#Char | #DMY  #W  #B  #K  #A #M  #R #MSE #MAE
w 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0028  0.137
B 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0030  0.143
K 1.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0000 0030  0.143
A 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0030  0.144
M 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0000 0033  0.151
R 1.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0000 0028  0.136
w 0.000 0.999 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
B 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 — —
K 0.922 0011 0.001 0014 0.049 0.003 0.000 — —
A 0.990  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.010 0.000 0.000 — —
M 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 — —
R 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

®6 HUSH A XHY 20 2Ky 7 TOTRHEL
Table 6 Accuracy in 20 epoch (with Adversarial noise).

#Char | #DMY  #W  #B  #K  #A #M  #R #MSE #MAE
w 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.077  0.223
B 1.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0000 0085  0.230
K 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0080  0.222
A 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0093  0.244
M 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0094  0.243
R 1.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.000 0.000 0083 0227
w 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 — —
B 1.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 — —
K 1.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 — —
A 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 — —
M 1.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
R 1.000  0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 — —

T EWFH) ) A X BT A 7202 L 72 7 VA%
—DBEDDHDTH Y, 8~13 1TH DIMIZFAE I L
BTNV EHRN ) A X2 R T 57O L2ET
VDS ERLG BEEDOFTH L. T, 9, Goodfellow
LOERICBNT, FRICHEHL-ET NV EET , 4 X
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Fig. 8 Relationship between correct classification and epoch.
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Fig. 9 Confusion matrix of each perturbation filter width.
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&7 HEE)T7 4 IVFIE 0.01 ORI
Table 7 Evaluation of perturbation filter width 0.01.

char | Precision recall fl-score diagonal
0 0.65 1.00 0.78 40
1 1.00 1.00 1.00 40
2 1.00 0.90 0.95 36
3 1.00 1.00 1.00 40
4 0.68 1.00 0.81 40
5 1.00 0.60 0.75 24
6 0.71 0.85 0.77 34
7 1.00 1.00 1.00 40
8 1.00 0.45 0.62 18
9 1.00 0.55 0.71 22
A 0.60 0.53 0.56 21
B 0.58 0.65 0.61 26
D 1.00 0.53 0.69 21
E 1.00 0.45 0.62 18
F 0.53 0.62 0.57 25
G 1.00 1.00 1.00 40
H 0.87 1.00 0.93 40
I 1.00 0.78 0.87 31
J 0.53 0.45 0.49 18
K 0.34 0.57 0.43 23
L 0.51 1.00 0.67 40
M 0.33 0.28 0.30 11
N 0.58 0.45 0.51 18
P 1.00 0.47 0.64 19
Q 1.00 1.00 1.00 40
R 1.00 0.65 0.79 26
S 1.00 0.68 0.81 27
T 0.50 0.97 0.66 39
U 0.69 1.00 0.82 40
A% 0.85 0.55 0.67 22
W 0.89 1.00 0.94 40
X 1.00 0.30 0.46 12
Y 0.58 1.00 0.73 40
Z 0.80 0.88 0.83 35

ERT AT EDWEETH AL, 72k 21, RER? B %
Z =y e LTWaAEE, £y 7 TRTEBEHON
7%»%&%%/4%&L1m%¢5_k~;0 R
B2 B D52 EDMMEEE D, ZOHE,
Xﬁ%/7w#u¥k\ﬁéﬂéﬁfﬁﬁﬁm A
‘C, ‘D, ‘EEZFDFEFTB LM ENAMERIEENS.
CAUTIBIZ EIRARIZEMO A SN LHERE TS
W ) 4 XS EETUE, SEET B IS ESND
LHEEETE L., 0L, ERHOLTFIEASFSE
B &) BN A XRS5 2 ENETH L. O
2, F=y e T U AIRET A EICL o THE
% (= He) 2% Adversarial examples DZAL/ 8% — % F
WLTHET AL ZGCIERIAEDHTHAL L VRS,

© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

£ 8 EE7 1) yIE 0.03 OFFH
Table 8 Evaluation of perturbation filter width 0.03.

char | Precision recall fl-score diagonal
0 0.54 1.00 0.70 40
1 0.53 0.70 0.60 28
2 0.33 0.33 0.33 13
3 1.00 0.40 0.57 16
4 1.00 0.38 0.55 15
5 0.45 0.25 0.32 10
6 0.30 0.33 0.31 13
7 1.00 0.70 0.82 28
8 1.00 0.15 0.26 6
9 0.20 0.20 0.20 8
A 0.18 0.17 0.18 7
B 0.21 0.23 0.22 9
D 1.00 0.17 0.30 7
E 1.00 0.17 0.30 7
F 0.13 0.23 0.17 9
G 1.00 1.00 1.00 40
H 0.41 0.47 0.44 19
I 0.45 0.25 0.32 10
J 0.09 0.15 0.11

K 0.08 0.20 0.11

L 0.18 0.35 0.24 14
M 0.07 0.10 0.09

N 0.11 0.15 0.12

P 1.00 0.17 0.30

Q 1.00 1.00 1.00 40
R 1.00 0.23 0.37 9
S 1.00 0.25 0.40 10
T 0.17 0.35 0.23 14
U 1.00 0.90 0.95 36
\ 0.31 0.35 0.33 14
w 0.46 0.60 0.52 24
X 1.00 0.10 0.18 4
Y 0.49 0.85 0.62 34
Z 0.29 0.30 0.29 12

6. large dataset T Adversarial exam-
ples DIRFEFER

AETIE, 3.1 BiTHENTZXTOKE 0-9, ‘A-Z (‘O
O ERERC) D 34 LFITHLIE L 72 large dataset 12 Ad-
versarial examples % i LaFAli % 47 - 7245 R 12D W Tl
X5, i L7:7— % i large dataset @ 9 B ‘correct’ d
H &L, ‘dummy’ (IEH L ad o7, 207057 FITfH
L7487 — ¥ $13 40,800 T % . M L 725Hii € 7
Vi Adversarial examples Z /R L72ET IV EF—DH D
L7z 72, EE7 4V FIEIZ0.01 & 0.03 &L, EH)
ZEAQL BT 40 & L7z, fER S L7z CAPTCHA40
FTRTTT A M &Aro 7z, B 9 1 5H & HFATFIC
BALL7zb D CTh A, (1) AL L, AR EDOLLIE
(o Twh, ZhiE, Adversarial examples Z#H L 72
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CAPTCHA #5538 L 72 &, BLAEDPLEF{(HHETE
TWhZEEET. M9 0 [2] TRHIRFATHOxfa# EO
L, FEFEALY VT =2 12L o TBIIMED 7 5 AN
ELCHEESNTVEHERT. 2F), HEOZ FALT
WENTr T APIERE —RTDHHELRL TS, ZL
T, ARSI VI EEICIR ) S E L Tw b
EETa R~ T. K9 OxFAHEIHE 2o TBY, HAMHEL
LAV IVSHIL D, ZIUERAGHEEDE < A L BT
FHETETWhREWI LEZEL TW5A., small dataset D
o, BEIT 4V Z RS 0.01 DA T D BV TR
MR E TW/228 34 LRI L BRI IE R VBB T o3
WBHELE,o7, T/, 7, R 8IZHEB 71 IVIIE
0.01, 0.03 ZNZENOFHti 5L L7z, FH D diagonal 13 40
IRy 7R VOGHENIEE 5 E R L TWwh., diagonal
WCEHT AL, MUEESHZERQTHTHBRGHEIIBT LS
AIVIDPLFICE > TRELERLRLZENGhAE. FL
EOET AL EBSHEERI o 23 10 45
DAEZRLZENTEL. FFITO R G, ‘QlIvnind
HEE A A0 ERE LTHROFERIT I 2 0H
T&TWA, BRCESHEARITURIES, 9, A, B, D,
E, F, J, K, M, N, P, R, X] C&Y, ‘B, P, R %
EWTIR A F o T D LFEP BN R CROEE R L
RFTWVWI ENSD o, DX RFICE L TRIRES
RPERTH L., 72, 52HTHNLy =7y MEnd
NHPDLFIIT L HERRAVL I LT, 4hEsHE RS
S0z LTI L THYRESFRNEHRNIT S T L5
HETH 5.

7. StirMark (C & % Adversarial examples
NDHE

HIZE L@ Y] 2 SCr R BE) 7 4 L Z g E A,
GEHLEEDL LR ONN BT ENTELZ LD
otz Ll BEERET S EHFTEICNN I
S EMD I L7 CAPTCHA 25452 &N TED.
Kz TIE, Adversarial CAPTCHA @ / A AT Pk % Mgk 4
57280, BT ENLO@WERER Y 7 M Th 5 StirMark %
i/ L C StirMark # 4 ? Adversarial CAPTCHA A% &
DOFEE CNN OHEICTFZ 5N B DD WTHEEZ 1T -
ToAGERIZ DOV TR B [27].

7.1 StirMark

StirMark & 1 Petitcolas & 28f%8 L 72 Wi{&&E A L 7 v
T ALRZDOMD AT H ) 7T 7 4 i OBEEM T A b
DDV T T 27 ThbH, TIUET Y7 IVEIEIZHH
THIENTE, MORINELLILEGATH ) 7T
T4 = Ay b=V BHE L CHErOHETAIENTE
HTWENIZENLEEFEL. ZOTNT) X LT
MR EARZWEH L, 1 A= VIZbThRMO, JHT,
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10 StirMarlk j# 1% & 3 1A OHEEm 5
Fig. 10 Verification image after StirMark application and be-

fore application.
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Fig. 11 Confusion matrix after application of StirMark.
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7.2 StirMark D&FEEER

StirMark 134 73 a v #1277 + )V N THETL
2. TNV DNTCETTAEEES, 7 a 0B ER
S2.0% -0°0.7 -d’'L.5 KRS A, 0 A T 3 G
DEEAHE N EEONG BB T 5D THY, ‘o473
JFAMAlomgE GHF SN D) S EROmICREIT 5
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& 9 StirMark EHZOHEB) 7 1)V 51 0.03 OFFfi
Table 9 Evaluation of perturbation filter width 0.03 (with

StirMark).
char | Precision recall fl-score diagonal
0 0.55 1.00 0.71 40
1 0.55 0.72 0.62 29
2 0.34 0.33 0.33 13
3 1.00 0.40 0.57 16
4 1.00 0.40 0.57 16
5 0.43 0.25 0.32 10
6 0.30 0.33 0.31 13
7 1.00 0.68 0.81 27
8 1.00 0.17 0.30 7
9 0.22 0.23 0.22 9
A 0.21 0.20 0.20 8
B 0.22 0.23 0.22 9
D 1.00 0.20 0.33 8
E 1.00 0.17 0.30 7
F 0.13 0.23 0.17 9
G 1.00 1.00 1.00 40
H 0.41 0.47 0.44 19
I 0.50 0.28 0.35 11
J 0.09 0.15 0.11
K 0.09 0.23 0.13
L 0.18 0.35 0.24 14
M 0.09 0.12 0.11 5
N 0.12 0.17 0.14
P 1.00 0.20 0.33
Q 1.00 1.00 1.00 40
R 1.00 0.23 0.37 9
S 1.00 0.25 0.40 10
T 0.18 0.35 0.24 14
U 1.00 0.93 0.96 37
\'% 0.33 0.38 0.35 15
W 0.48 0.62 0.54 25
X 1.00 0.12 0.22 5
Y 0.49 0.82 0.61 33
Z 0.31 0.33 0.32 13

9, B 10 (a) IIRTH L RO FEREZHD 64 x 64
Y7 L oG % E L PPM R 28 L 7% StirMark
%-92.0% -0'0.7 -0 DA T a Y THEIT L. T
StirMark 75 PNM (PBM, PGM, PPM ®#Fr) & LA
WE2 el ATy arORBE Rl $T-DThA.
A OME% X 10 12RT.

X 10 (b) TIAEFORFBIEA Y VF A58 L T
WS, Ml o TV BREFTE KL o TV AERTAS D)
BT D B 2 EDRERTE 72,

7.3 EERER

StirMark % # 9 % 72912, Adversarial CAPTCHA %
ppm (2253 L StirMark # i #2 (SR jpg TESNIC AR L 72,
jpg WA B BUIEREIE LT vy, F72, CAPTCHA
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DFHMiIE 6 B & ML TiTo 72, 11 (& StirMark % #
HL7Z%OFMEZRFATHTRLIZODTH L. T2,
& 9 I StirMark BHZROFHEZ /R L TWwA. XM 11 257
TORZHERHENEDLRVEIIZRZLH, £90D
‘diagonal’ # &% & LTI L - TIASHEER I T4 1 3
YZEALAR NI, L, &9 D ‘diagonal’ & 7T
GBHEBY TR LPMBEL TWARWT L2 0b. 2
DGR S, Adversarial CAPTCHA %/ A AP
AN B LIk RBZ LD TEX A,

8. iEim

LRI OB 4 AOEREDLEIZE Y CNN ISHEE L
MO ER IS LI L. T, TE=F I
Wise & A L7z CAPTCHA &, fEkD WG H X
PCNNOELLEHAWTY, MAO—fKMNe T v Ea—
T E RS- 72BEE I A Z LIZREETH Y, —HT
TE—FMAEICE D ARICERE#ZELLT VLD ER ST
WhHEWR L, F7o, ST AR LA
CTIAIVIWEL o7, 2, ‘ddummy’ & W
Mozl Il o, BT EOLENIHEINSL LI %
MBI L2 L ERTIE W E 2 5N 5, Ay
AR OGERCGRC L3t 27 22, MR N 2D
M7= 45B 2 F5 O LT DT A LT Th o 7o, s
BRI S ol 0 R QR T E s Fo e
PHELZVWILTFETHY), LT T 2O FITET S
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DTE=F NI EF L7 CAPTCHA g+ 52 &
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KA LEURLT, ATIVAY—7 T4 v 7R & 54T
I EEMHIETE S L) BERITKE W, F72, StirMark
ZFIH L7z Adversarial CAPTCHA ~OX Y, | 24554H 7
L4V RBETLREICNE /22 Enn, /
AZXBRCELTOMUDSH D L) TENTED, b
231213 SVM  (Support Vector Machine) < SOM  (Self
Organizing Map), F72&AARE T bR WiREFEH T
DRSBTS0 4 X DB v - 05
WHETH B, Lo L, akBUKEEE DA & WG RARR 12 iRRE
FH ) e Th CNN PHE IR D —RYICHibTwnb
CLIEFWS»TH Y, HEEEEAROMESL A~ — 7+
SOT TN =2 a s ERTTIRAFET L. FD2DH
P& EARMFFEIZB VT SVM % SOM Tld % { CNN % B
BLHME)PITEEE YT/,
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LA, Ay PT— 7 BEEINGA IR ORSHH
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