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KEYWORD: adversarial machine learning poisoning attack medical image clas-
sification generative adversarial networks (GANs)
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An Analysis of Deep Learning Model’s Robustness against GANS-
based Poisoning Attack in Medical Imaging. Advisor: Asst. Prof. SURONAPEE
PHOOMVUTHISARN, Ph.D.

Deep learning revolutionizes healthcare, particularly in medical image
classification, with its analysis performance aided by public architectures and transfer
learning for pre-trained models. However, these models are vulnerable to adversarial
attacks as they rely on learned parameters, and their unexplainable nature can make it
challenging to identify and fix the root cause of the model after an attack. Given the
increasing use of pre-trained models in life-critical domains like healthcare, testing their
robustness against attacks is essential. Evasion and poisoning attacks are two primary
attack types, with poisoning attacks having a broader range of poison sample-generating
methods, making testing model robustness under them more critical than under evasion
attacks. Poisoning attacks do not require an attacker to have a complete understanding
to corrupt the model, making them more likely to occur in the real world. This
work evaluates the robustness of the famous pre-trained models trained as binary
classifiers under poisonous label attack. The attacks use GANs to generate mislabeled
fake images and feed poison samples to the model in a black box manner. The amount
of performance degradation using classification metrics evaluates the model's
robustness. We found that ConvNeXt architecture is the most robust against this type of
attack, suggesting that transformer architecture can be used to build a more robust

deep-learning model.
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1.1 anandunuazanudrAgyvasdymn
Tuthmmsseiduus liiuuianssununefidaunannisidinelula  deep leaming
wazivaneneduilifulssloninmmdmenneluladd  nunmsumduaransisugufidu
Snnadunilanldsulslenliaenssannnisiimelulad deep learing Wi ldusninly
nuiifesiilaisdinvosiaudundniumsinalulad  deep leaming  arldFasiinng
NsunisAuUasndy (security) Fesiamaluladilazanuay (robustness) Aafun1s
Taufineuenseduegabs Tl 2013 11Widewes (Szegedy et al, 2013) lauandlifiugi

deep leaming model anunsavilvignuasnlamedennuidesendt adversarial example

!
=

Fadu data Migndinudasedrausvsaloliidudunnues model agshlsh model iunedoya
ianlundsfimsanduseanuiulafigeiliandunnsinndnatmistmelulad
deep learning mﬂﬁmauuuﬁgm‘%&m’h adversarial attack Tug@iuresnumInsunvdias
mmamqmﬁwﬁﬂugﬂLLUUGU@@S(’J’@;‘JJaﬁQﬂﬁmﬂs{’fﬁm%’umiaau deep learning model 11N
ﬁquuﬁa AIMNNNITLANE (Zhou et al,, 2021) Feldnanrainraneunaagy 91nnnsi
x-ray, CT-scan, wag MRI {Jusuy m‘wmamiu,wmsima'ﬁﬁlﬁusﬁaga%’juﬁﬁiﬁ%agawmﬁmeﬁsz
sremenanelusazneuen  Wudgiemidedouasmsnennsellsrognan (Qayyum
et al, 2020) wARflnuAnenfingndenisususdsnimensumduaztiulddmsu
adversarial attack Tu deep learning model Qﬂﬁﬁ@uﬂﬂ%UMLﬁalfluﬁ’a“lhml,wwé
(Finlayson et al., 2018)

Adversarial attack seruaeadotuausaudsldoonidugesussam 1. Evasion
attack wag 2. Poisoning attack (Biggio & Roli, 2018) Tneit evasion attack tuazintuly
Fupoumsld model viuwedeyalvi (inference time) uararinauAfunainuIEves
model wihiulallginadrefef model usdnin poisoning attack Feazdunslaud o e
¥ model training tuasild model ildilu model AlifiussavEamiiniiaas
(suboptimal) Wesnglanilalddeyaiigninudandlu a neull model MdsFouiiduna
Tinsdeusihiligndednislauddsansalivarnvansmeielunisdaulastoyaioasng
poison Fungy  nsldiveluladiidudoustns  cenerative  adversarial  networks

(Kasichainula et al,, 2021; Liu et al., 2020; Shi et al.,, 2018; Yang et al.,, 2017) ﬁléﬁu



arudsalunisiunliaidoyatumnlvsifierh  data  augmentation  dwSuammg
ATWINNG (Bhagat & Bhaumik, 2019; Kim et al., 2022; Kora Venu & Ravula, 2020; Zhang
et al, 2018) mslawfsdinddannsovinldfusindlasfaedaruifotudmnetosuas
annsalivsslesiananudeanisiivesman model wisld poison wWhluluszuulneiild
ndudesludrmuauszuuitivung (Qayyum et al., 2020) LLazéhameaﬁqmamaﬁﬁmq

[y

fAfediudiun poisoning attack tufudsisdedienuddaduegnsBodomsas
Wau1 deep learning model @w5UsUAIUNITLING
Tui}wmﬁwuﬁ‘aﬁ’uﬁumq;3"’3%’8151’1/‘1”1miﬁﬂmmmmwu%ﬂ deep learning model ian
atlunumsAatenninnensunndnieldnisland poisoning attack L‘%'ué’uw;lﬁﬁ'alé‘[,%
AszvaunslanAfiviausly (Liu et al, 2021) Fadumsloufiuuy black box Iagld

generative adversarial networks %38 GANs tundnlunisasng poison Wazyinnisaduiiie

1%
] ¥ =

muvesdeyangnaiavuliligndes mslavduuy black box Wufiauauasaiiesany

Y

IﬁmammaaﬁmmgﬁﬁmﬁuawuﬂmmsLm'ﬁaaﬁmﬁmmmﬁﬂmﬁmmﬂwméf PAINUU
s lavinsinsneassinassnslaudnu deep learning model fianade 5 models gn
asuenunmstwuniuuluziiemanidnenssuves model Nranusionslaufunign
v .«.:4' a a 6 Ly} Y o 1 ¥ Y} Ql'd r.:l' 96’ LY g.J/ @ v
waztosian erdnusatuladnaueinuingens model Aandnenssunatadenunds
anunsagnlanflalaganizlununmmianisumguaznisfunuresnideiazdudise
ganliinn1sasanUnenssundanuamusionslaudunduiensidnumalulad deep

learning Maansiasiadinvaau

1.2 Inquszasn

WoANYIANUAMUTDY deep learning model Nilan1tnenssuiiuananeiudonislans

1%
¥

poisoning  attack  Wa¥ANWIANEAINNTALUNITASIY  poison  MIEIBTILNUILANRN

generative adversarial networks

1.3 Y9UAYBINTANEI

1. ¥hmsnaaessiaesnisland deep learning model iflan1dnanssuwansiafiu 5 wuulng
TiyadayanmmaniswnmdidunmenasdUanJudumuresnimmianisunme

2. ¥hmsmnassdiaeansland deep leaming model fiflantinenssusnaiy 5 uuudign
W Tundmsunumssuunuuuluuisgady  model  Usziam supervised learning

dmsunmiamlsaannyadeyaninenaisdlen



3. UsgLav98d poisoning attack NANwIUAD black box wag accuracy drop attack #4013
I3 a a a ~ = ~ Py )
Junislaudussinmanuseansnimues  model  lagiglaudanansadanusinesiuszuy
v a & o Y a av v acl v . vao .
LﬂWWNWUu@ﬂu%ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂfﬁ%ﬂﬂﬂTﬂQN@lﬂuazﬁﬁﬂﬁiﬁiﬂﬂ poison QSI%?ﬁ poisonous

label attack ﬁgmauaﬂ,u (Liu et al., 2021)

1.4 FoaudunsAne

1. TIusmeAdefiiieitestu poisoning attack fidnwilu deep learning model wagly
NUAMNWNITUING

2. myadeyaiivnzandmunsiam model dwiulilunssuunamwlonuuuluui

3. Wann deep learning model fiflantinnssuunndnaiu 5 wuusmeyadeyailunanly
U0 3

4. WU generative adversarial networks %38 GANs 1 (Liu et al., 2021) wieldlunis
a4 poison

5. ¥N1MAR831a89n15LaUR deep learning model ﬁgﬂﬁmmﬁfummwﬁa 3 ity

wauaza§ﬂmaﬂ15wmaaq

1.5 Yszleruinadnazlisu

1. annsaszymiaslSeuiiguUseansnmues deep neural model #lanUnenssy
| v aa ! Yy A g o 1 ! Y] v Aa

wanasiundauamuienslaudlaivedunisihsedlugnmsiaulild model #flaany

Uaonieungsuluaunifeain Ta8iIneg19uN 1N SUNNg was a5 e

2. Jwaziilafsdedunseiinainnisil model Useian generative model Tlglunad

Ratelrnszuingen1siuneUeaiun1slaufnenaagiinduain generative model uag

YY) vy = a o a ) .

nanaulninsAnuIdeluTewesmulasnisres deep learning model Tuniaves

guamiaznswnngluyseinelne



unil 2
= awv ad v
NEY LASITUIIYNNYIVD
BT YINNTNA8D991809N151ANA deep learning model feAG poisoning attack N19
AIAulANWININTINTDY adversarial attack wazBEsUANKINTINMMARDMINTSIANA
deep learning model #@d1siodnunAMNIAsEngRag AWML RNBUNIY
NsuNnEnenslauAuy  poisoning  attack  Saudagufiiieatesiu  generative

adversarial networks %38 GANs Mduisnanlunagianldasne poison

2.1 ngufiieatas

2.1.1 Adversarial machine learning
Adversarial machine learning tudiurmansianwsluguanulasasoaunuasa
Hugusaves machine learning model (Biggio & Roli, 2018) Tnglusufnwtiuldiinns

1
IS = U

Tuiinlinin1sfnwiasausnt 2004 31nMsAUNUTT email spam filter @nunsagnuaeneag

]
ada

FidetuIsfignéunundutuindnedilul 2013 Tusufnwdu computer vision Tng
shdendniidnulumaniduiasdauhdefta 1. matenislau 2. Arduisnisussda
AuUasanolay 3. WwIN1sUeINu Imamszﬁﬁmaqﬂﬁiﬁmaﬁ?uﬁamiﬁ;ﬁwa%a%q
visosinuvaaitelild “doyalmi” Adleliludunaves model udlsiiazdu a training
w3e o 13t model lUvmnedoyalumivils model fuusswgliunfvielaiduluaud
Aaueenwuuly
mamdnyeinsluinaionnAuuy proactive security daiflunisesnuuuanuvasnded
Whansgfudunefiasintulusuianannslauiiiliaiafn  n1seenuuUsEUY machine
learning TsiUaensfererlauflunisiilsiatiaderolud
1. wWhvanevelani (Attacker’s goal) laganusntuniiasgile 3 o
1.1 miazLﬁmmiazLﬁmm’mﬂaamﬁaﬁ;ﬁw%fmrm (desired security violation)

¥

Ingglandinesnisnaenaunannisaradulaeilivieslsiussuy (integrity violation) w3ey
lauddainszanUseaninmuesssuuiieliinauRanaasog 14 (availability
violation) vi3aglauffeinisiazasumstayanuiiednuszuy, Jldseuu viedeyaluszuy

(privacy violation)



1.2 AUANEA0INSIANRA (attack specificity) Ineglaufaulanagyilmnianisvin
Fuuniin (misclassification) lugUuuy “lamziaizas” (targeted) v3e “liamzianzas”
(indiscriminate) sia¥nuattayanilas

1.3 ANUANZBIANNARIAAGTEY  (error  specificity)  agglaudfeinisnig

° a 1w = &, ~ . = v a ° a 1w
weiaseteyaniegllidu class Manza1zas (specific) vsaliinnsiueiindetays
wilsluidu class azlsilanlally ground truth (generic)

2. ANU3VRIANFA  (Attacker’'s  knowledge) HlauAaunsadiausineafusTUY

v 9 & & - ay o CY as Aoy A
Wwnglavaeseaulaeausluntensssdunsiglauisyadeyavsedanasiunlivie
loss function Seudinsenmndwesilavselaweimsilinesvesssuy lngasiussesiu
e LGN RN

2.1 anuiuwuuiasaassm (Perfect knowledge, PK) Tunsaiiiflanfazidayannegng
a4 o - v A% a X vyu 2 a i ° a
NefuszuuinudsinMsazlanigaintulaenluanunduswsinisdassnislausly

- v a ¢ a a ¢l v
sunuutiazglvigeaniuusruuanadnsiussavsnnldluaaunisaliia e nge
(worst-case evaluation) nislaudlunsdidlauffinnuiiasaassnaziienin white box
attack

2.2 Anuduuudnin (Limited Knowledge, LK) Junsaififlan@ifianuiineniu
feature  wazUssunndane3iunliudlilinnuiifeatuynteyawasnnsfivwesignussuia
vselaweimailmesnld glaufdianansalianuiinediu feature 91 machine learning
model Tlunslufiusiusmedeyaniadiendsiuuildiu model funuioguadnsiila

o =t o § v = a 13 v av v =
NNWETRaNsav I RLAUTEINNTEivesves model naanmsazlaudla Tunsal
Milaudilanusua feature Jlandanunsaldisasnanislaudse model laqanuauufgiuvesy
lagdudildamand®  “nisdwia”  (transferability) vesoyalvaiienasrs@iulunegeun
machine leaming model #ifain1sazland n1slauAlunsiglauainuIinzisendn
gray-box attack

=

2.3 150aya (Zero knowledge, ZK) \Junsaifilndifeadiurnuduasaianiufor

Iﬁmﬁﬁmm'}flﬁmﬁmzwLi’]'mmmﬁﬂﬁaawhﬂfuLLazﬁLﬁam'mﬂizim%mﬁqLLﬁ%amaaﬁaéﬁaﬁ%
I MYy 9 I ! Ao a P o v o | |

Ju “ISteya”  Annuuwilanddiaunsalianuiinesiussuudmnelded  sndegnany
machine leamning model #ignasumedayaussianamm Jlaufsedsausaslain feature
g pixels YBINNLALMEANUT machine leaming model nilaqiugnasiauutiveaIuin

v

wmzwy model Ab¥dmSuTuunamlendulsadunimdeniiund dlaufifiagdin model



Uugnaeuasigsen nlendulaufdinsanunsaldmnuanansanisawsioldivilely LK
WigauAliausiNeatusruutosndt nslauAlunsfliuuy ZK aei3endt black-box attack
mnewslunuAnuunuldlduenanuivesdlanduuuanuiddnesnanliveyausdes

Mudszampeniuagla

[y

usnanMIUsziuUsansamues  model  meldmslaudiiglondszfunmii
Lmﬂehaﬁ’uué’aﬁ?ué’aamwuszw machine learning As9zdeUssfiussuuifioseiueang
Tanftufinanniuseensegagunsfiusiuan poison Wllugatoya training set e
MMNIAaRsdIaeInslanfiluy  poisoning  attack  lawanunsassuulasieg  security
evaluation curve Fsilmnudndudmiumsinsziguuuumslasiuaznmstestuiiuansing

AUAINUTUNUDINITNAADY

: 4 Security Evaluation Curve

: : >

H O
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: .0

: > kS
9 0
5 2
0 fe;
8 )

attack strength

A 1 MwuEng security evaluation curve (Biggio & Roli, 2018)

NN 1 zmiuladnauniugveiitnun 2 tuninnidiswun cl wanngld
adversarial attack §ONLUUTZUUBIAILABINTT 1 UINNTNTUBIRINTANUAMUNINAT €2

dl' o a a =
LN@iz@Uﬂ?iIﬁ]@JGlLWMJJWﬂ?Ju



2.1.2 Poisoning attack
. . 3 [ a a8 1o ' 1% a Y] o

Poisoning  attack  LJuuszinnvesnisilauilaudldietadeyaiigndnulacuazgnaing
X | Aadav Y % .. A a o &

Puiegnidnduiillyadeya training set LiBIUNIUNTEUIUNTREUIVOY model Tuna
TiUsgansninuedmodel anadiiloun model lUihueteyaynlvailnedoyaingnasnatusn
TunudneaziSendn poison Falneviluaslnudnvuadeadsiudeyassaduegian
wu - anbunsdlveaninaglianunsousneenlainlunmiignadunusivieiiuresdeya
seRngaduanuadavesflandvhliAnnisiaeuulainisnssaneimvesdaya (data

distribution) ATy

AN 2 NANSENURIN poisoning attack M lAtAnN1sIUAsULUasvRUANISAREUTD

(Liu et al., 2020)

muﬁﬂwﬂuﬂa’qﬁummﬁmmﬂ poisoning attack ponidu 3 Jukuv (Liu et al,, 2020) Ao

1. Accuracy drop attack flasfsidmnefiazananuusiuglassiuves model nou
inference time

2. Target misclassification attack flaufvihnsiasuulasdeyalugndoya test data
Tnefidhmnefeteduly model viunenavesiiogsdeyannasuilanzianzas (specific
test instance) RARBU inference time (Shafahi et al., 2018)

3. Backdoor attack glaudlddaydnual (backdoor) unegradluludayanie pre-

trained model Lﬁ@ﬂ%U@m model #8u inference time

Poisoning attack HULANUAEITIAUNUNINNITUNNILINNIINISTaNRne
inference time 8819 evasion attack \eswnglaumAiieanen1snagld poison NI 19U

WlUlugadeyadmivasy model Felifinnuinduiiasdosdlumuaudayalnensiogned



vnlu evasion attack (Qayyum et al., 2020) 879397158519 poison Hudsdrainvalsuay

fnansznuiu model Tuszaun1siwmasyinld model nadwsiuluiiuszansnmdulunudn

ey

AUNABDINTIUIULNNISIANRADENS evasion attack TUAINAKANUKNAYINUI8YRs model



2.1.3 Generative adversarial networks
Generative adversarial networks %138 GANs (lan J. Goodfellow et al., 2014) Wulasaasis
wilawes deep learning model ﬁ%’@agﬂuﬂssmmaq generative model ufiuussinvues
model finenenmazUszanumsuInuasestioya (data distribution, Paarq) 10eHadWST
1pann15UsEanRsunuiiEY Pmoder (model distribution) GANs  aglulssinnues
generative model #ilailéUseanns probability distribution 183 Pggeq WenTausayld
Fnsdusegenismnuasadineaiignidsufinfioduasgideyatuinlnviedenty
Implicit density model

GANs ﬁuﬂizﬂauﬁw deep neural networks 2 4 D generator Way discriminator
Tnenszuang training wes generator AU discriminator tuanusassuielunsiauny
sewia 2 failag generator anfufaisdoyaUasutiuanlngazdy noise Tuanan latent
variable Z @ discriminator ay3uteyauasufiai1anin generator wazdeyaaieainym
foya training set uazawidouiiiazuenlivonindoyaildyulutoyassvidodeyaiiaradu
fe generator lnedlonszuiunis training WulU eenerator ﬁwéfaaﬁaui’ﬁ%a%ﬁaaﬂaﬁ
iU UNANTLNIINNSLANLAsYBIYATENA training data

MNMINIIENTNOTUIENTTUIUATT training Vo GANs Idindunisidunusening
2 JlAUvise zero-sum game %ﬂuqmmauﬁuﬁa generator @unsafiazadne data sy
ANTINNTIUINUAIYBIYATEYA training data Wilewu discriminator agmenaindutoya

PSwseuasuianuinzluwiniu 0.5 i 9atuazEendt GANs gidng Nash equilibrium
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D tries to make
D(G(z)) near 0,
G tries to make
D(G(z)) near 1

D(x) tries to be
near 1

Differentiable
function D

@ sampled from
data

x sampled from
model

S

()
=D

Differentiable
function G

2A 3 ANFIUATZTUIUNSINTUASNVBINITWAIUN generative adversarial networks

(Goodfellow, 2016)

generator ua¥ discriminator - anunsaunulddeilsitumsndinmansiianunsom
auuslalag generator azuwnumeilendu G war discriminator azuvudeilandy D
NSEUIUNIT  training ¥e9  discriminator D %L“T;Juiﬂmugﬂmuﬁﬂﬂﬁum supervised
leamning dmuauduundeyauvuluuidfazduundunmesniiu 2 class Ao 93vidouasy
oy D 2¥u X anyadoya training data uaziomwinmann generator uwazdl 02 19y
msfimesveninisadiu generator G as3u noise Z Wuduwauard B % Humsfwes
YDITTUU ﬁgﬂ generator Wag discriminator Awil cost function Wuvesies lae
discriminator faan1sazan J2 (02, 09) wazagiinameilovhnisaeu discriminator &
wiloufu  generator  Tigesnsazan  JO(OP,09) uavashildameiiovinisaey
generator LLazé’wmmﬁ cost function vadLsiay network Gﬁuaguiﬁuwwmﬁt,ma%maqﬂwma
1 nIPUIUNIS training UBY GANs dzungaufinzesuneindunisiduny (zero sum
game) lnsfinaaguvennufie Nash equilibrium @slunsdiide (00,09) Adu local
minimum 84 ]D diauitu BPuag local minimum ve3 ]G Jieutu B9 Tu parameter
space  @mSUAUNS  cost  function wes  discriminator  WUulUmuaunissinuans

(Goodfellow, 2016)

1 1
]D(QD G) = - x~pdat [lOgD(x)] _ EEz[log(l - D(G(Z)]
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Hpe  cross-entropy  U10sFIWNIAMSUA T mUNLUUlUWEAT  sigmoid  activation
function +Uu activation function # output layer uswAnNAALATI discriminator Jzgn
@ousag mini-batch vostoya 2 ¥a Aedeyasinyateya training data Nvdithemiudu

[

1 uavdoyafisnain output ves generator (G(2)) Magdithemiudu 0 dmiums

training U89 GANs Mg‘dLLU‘U minimax game %39 zero-sum game U cost function U84

generator Wulumuannsauai

%ﬂmmma’;ﬂiéflﬂu value function 1u;5ﬂmaﬂ discriminator cost function #U@UN1T
RVGAN

v(er,e°) = —j°(6°,6°%)
Iﬂa‘ﬁ solution ¥BY minimax game Julumuaunisaiuana

argmin max

G*x
o = 9¢  gP

V(eP,e%
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M151991 1 9ANB3NUNNS training Y84 generative adversarial networks

sanasiudi 1 Minibatch stochastic gradient descent training of generative
adversarial nets. The number of steps to apply to the discriminator, k, is a

hyperparameter.

10

11

for number of training iterations do

for k steps do
Sample minibatch of m noise samples {Z(l), . Z(m)} from noise
prior pg (Z)
Sample minibatch of m noise samples {x(l), e x(m)} from data
generating distribution Pgaata (x)

Update discriminator by ascending its stochastic gradient
m

1 . |
Vo, Z[logD(x(‘)) +log (1 — D(G(z)))]

i=1
end for

Sample minibatch of m noise samples {Z(l), ...,Z(m)} from noise prior

Pg(2)
Update generator by descending its stochastic gradient
m
1 .
Vo, — ) llog (1= D(G()))]
i=1

end for
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2.1.4 Non-saturating game (NS-GANs)
TumaUinisld cost function lugUuutwes minimax game  Huagyiilfiintlam
gradient vanishing Jutu G dlosnlutiausnawesnis training T G é‘falzia’]mam%uiﬁ
wwaaewmaliviloutuyadeya training set ol D ansnsausndunmiinuedlesuls

dawalyi gradient Ndenaulum G dudipntosann

J(G)

—10 L

— Minimax
4 Non-saturating heuristic
—  Maximum likelihood cost

—20 I I ! I
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

D(G(2))

i 4 mwuam{]zym gradient vanishing ¥89 minimax GANs (Goodfellow, 2016)

[

WINaNSHAlAaNISIUAY cost function a9 G 1Wusiail

1
J¢ = ) Ez[logD(G(z))]

%3 cost function dmuuuiigeradu cross-entropy Wissusaduleiiuvresdeyaly
~S& = I3 av v vy o v & v a a & L.
mnefaednaildan G wliiteiiududoyadss lunmsfianudely minimax
v A .. | & a | o v § Vo ¢ o
game G #93n159132 minimize Aaasdun D aglddheidulviuedwnvesiiiegn
wilu non saturating game 1 G ag maximize AuUnavluf D Tdteiduiin (Ao 1d
Temdudeyasssviiedneiiinan G ) willesaneeuiinislidaunisluguwuuiivinlaly

a1u130a5UNENUME value function duRealauazinuazlily zero-sum game vinlvingug

NgaUReN15gi170e minimax game lalanunsatanleiu non-saturating game g1
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2.1.5 Reconstruction loss Tu GANs
TaguUnfAud Reconstruction loss azgnitlu auto encoder wiAldinuAnwiiith Ly
reconstruction loss uuindlulu cost function wes G waz D wazanunsatiewddaym
A3 training filsisfunsuay mode collapse ¥B3 GANs léﬁmﬁqLﬁuﬂmmwsuaﬁagaﬁgﬂ
a%wﬁuéha G (sola et al, 2017; Li et al, 2019) lng@un1sves L1 reconstruction loss

1%
v A

1 1 [~3
281998 UUNIY

LLl (G) = AEx,y ~Pdata z~pz(z)[”x — G(2)|l4]

lngi
A Ao miinuiorduuszans reconstruction
X fedayadsInyateya training set

G (2) Aewdnmann generator

2.1.6 Conditional generative adversarial networks (cGANS)
Ty GANs audufiawdiinaganusaiings training ssuulvigiinlaudiusdnednaiadiavy
I < | 1 v o v v o o a S a
1nn G Budusuuduliianansanivaulaniuidesnisla Tuldeadunn GANs audugn
Wnawe (Mirza & Osindero, 2014) lalauaguuuuves GANs Mi@nansanIuAun1saiedeya
Tnsdves G lemenislatoyaiiiandy (extra information, ) wWhlufusdunnves G way
D Wedeyadiundy Yy tuaunsoiuerlsildlummgufwuiiemiunsedeyaniawm

DU objective function Y83 minimax gam Julusuaunisaiiuana

minmax

o p V0.6) = Exopyy [0g DEI] + Eyopyi [log (1 - D(6(2l)) )|
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L~ N
(" Discriminator Dixly) {.|

I
(XXX
-0000® (©0000

~

)
Sl Y Y X 1)

0600 00000

z
E\\

A 5 uauiuanslaseade conditional GANs 8819418 (Mirza & Osindero, 2014)

2.1.7 Deep convolutional generative adversarial networks (DCGAN)
UITYYee (Radford et al,, 2015) LﬂwumﬂﬁﬂssmmmﬁﬂL%Qiuﬂawuwaﬂawuﬁ%l,ﬁu
Us¥ANBATMUB9 GANs #aenstd convolution neural networks $113dedui @9y
mMsvnassruAitegmtnauinduiuLuUIsuesn1sleu GANs lneft G waz D flaseads
il convolutional neural networks Tneffdavindadelasaadnaiiluin DCGAN wazsionn

[

Tassasndldnanadunasngiulunisasnes GANs audslagiu definasddavindunuiiveil

Y

[

dmSunsEUIuMT training DCGAN Tiiltaaesnmilssil

muuzthdmsulassadewes G wag D

1. lifin sy deterministic pooling layers (1Wu max pooling operation) s
Waswdy strided convolution (convolution operation fifinnslden stride unndn 1) Tu
D uag fractional-strided convolution M'%aﬁiﬁﬂﬁuiu%a deconvolution Tu G

2. 14 batch normalization ‘1/?&1‘14 G uaz D

3. l4ifin514 fully connected architecture

4. 1% RelLU activation function Tu G sntiudwsu output T4 Tanh

5. @115V activation function Tu D T4 LeakyRelU

fuuzt  hyper-parameters  AlddmIuMs  training  Anzdnsildvinnismaaes
TrssasamuenaueTuaniu dataset siaviun 3 dataset Usznaulsae LSUN bedrooms,

Imagenet-1k, Faces lagaAUsznauuesnIs training Heasil

1. WAk pixel 84 input 270 training data Teglutis [—1, 1]
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214 batch size ¥11m 128

3weights Tu neural networks L‘%mﬁﬂﬁ?jummﬂ zero-centered  normal
distribution ﬁﬁmlﬁmwummgm 0.02

4.1u LeakyRelLU activation function T#lt#1 slope winfiu 0.2

5.4 Adam optimizer fU leaming rate @1 0.0002 waglUdsus1 momentum By 1t

Wy 0.5

Al 6 Tasead1auuu all convolution style (Radford et al., 2015)
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2.1.8 Fréchet Inception Distance (FID)
FID udsinaiigniauslag (Heusel et al, 2017) WuuSmnadignuiuuseanain inception

score (IS) Ingn1sidAatinveInInaTUaznMNNa319IN generator lEMIANAIUMIIY

[
a b =

wazgnitegawnsrarslunsinaun nvesteyangnaitsluunlag generative model lag

A1 FID 79N989UUaNienMAIMYaIUaLadn generator MINAASINUTRYAIITE NI1TMIAN

FID Wulumuaunisaiuans

1
d2(x, @) = |lux — wg|* +Tr (Zx + Zp — 2(2,3,)?

Tnofi

Hy, Ug Fonnmesdnaiiovesieyarsuasdeyadunsziiainamn generator

Ly, Lg Aowmindanuuysususaw (covariance matrix) vestoyaasuazdoyaduasiz
fias1991ngenerator

Tr () #o trace vosumsng

war Xy ~ N(Uy, Zy), Xg ~ N(lg, Xg) fonnaesiiooninanawaianrie

Y94 inception v3 3azilvun 2048 YestoyaduartoyaduATIEiNaI1991n generator
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2.2 9Adeiifieatos
oehafildnanluudluindefimn  owdnvilutlagduiulduds  adversarial  attack
sonifuassuuuusnmunnanilaufiiu evasion attack wag poisoning attack T evasion
attack tuuSuAsuteyadunmg model mou inference time tHunarlugnsviunedi
Apwannundiognadu uAnwves (lan J Goodfellow et al, 2014) leuansliliiui
GoogleNet  thuldvhunssuniunudiignieniusemnlursifennudiulaiigs  dwy
poisoning attack lavd o training time %9 update time E\’ﬂ%uﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁagﬂwﬁﬁum
wioudutheifufiligndeailedluasu  model wiodwman model fhuaziliAnns
Wasuuaswauwnnsinaula
Tunsldmalulad deep learning Immmammwwéuazmmmqmﬁu poisoning attack 3l
araAeitesiidessfudustranniasannislaufidhe s dduedouadesnsllaud
Udeedeya poison Wngszuufieitleanladsinuiieuty evasion attack #idesiinnsiddis
Gé'iaa;ljaLﬁ@iﬁmmwﬁauﬁﬂﬂﬁu poisoning  attack  avanansaviliintuldasannnin
uaNANi poisoning attack Hufinasie model Tussdumsilmesilosandilvwouans
saavladuddeulullduainaseraruesuunistagfineu inference time WUU evasion
attack

Hagtuldfen@nwdnunideiviinis@inw  poisoning attack Tu deep learning
model $1W38ves (Munoz-Gonzalez et al, 2017) fWeuldvinisveaesiu deep
learning model fiammnilonussaduiansuazausuunnmaeiesiay TnofiTou

v aa o . Aad 1 aa . PN ° v 1Y)
IAlEueIdn15a319 poison MTT8113D back gradient NEUNTOLNILTRIATUIUTDUNAUNITIN

'
=

ayiusves loss function edNluAaNNS optimization aessvAunaslanadnsdu

€Y a

poison Tununsindudawsii@eulduandiiuindnsnisienainfigadeya test set vos

Y
[ '

neural network 1 tawwesiiufiil 10 neurons thufiaBuainunide 25% lunisvaassuuu
white box uini1dmsu model Fmunnmaeilefuariusnsnisinnainfiyadoya test
set ﬁ?mﬁm%uuﬂ%ﬁaﬂ%ﬁ model Wmsnewdu  convolutional neural  networks
UenIINTIRNS back gradient Tuldnsnennsaluaznanummaiiiofiazasns poison 3k
aua33 MuAnwily (Yang et al, 2017) 10135 back gradient 1USUUTIMaZaAIN1508ALIAN
n13a519 poison e 200 wilasnisthandnenssuues generative adversarial networks
1 ldlnedl autoencoder 18u generator ey model Wanmnewdu discriminator ;:\JTL%EJuVLﬁVT’]
msveaesfiuyatoya cifar-10 uag mnist ¢l neural networks 2 waiwasuay LeNet 1l

model TununelagdnanIsnaandAaaIuIsaNdnsINISRANAIlADE1UY 16.59 % U



19

neural networks 2 lalgeiidouseyadoya mnist waz 20.74 % AU LeNet Midouseyn
foua cifar-10 AawsiHnaAseinanluinsiuazanmsaland model lausingideulsdvinns
naaedluzuuuy white box attack #slaianads swids (Liu et al, 2021) Fideuldiaue
FBnslauived poisonous label attack &4l DCGAN ffu reconstruction loss lun1sa$ns
poison 17'@L.Lé";am%qLLaza%ﬁaﬂwﬁ']ﬁ’Uﬁﬁ@ﬁ’;ﬁ%‘ probability transition vector Jiligulavi
mMannaodlaud LeNet fignasuseyadoya mnist wazanusaanAANusiugwes model
fiypdieya test set I6a 65.4 % wleld poison Wluluszuu 900 1 uAdledideuldiviey
Feudssesiudesianeunindisiuiu poison whiutuerldnainianeuntnaosdaaanse

1 o

anAUNNEITaY model NYatauA test set LAuNNNTIUENINIT poisonous label attack

[
1 1

TuiltenandisnountluitunenisPAstidunislaufuuy black box @eiimiuaulanas

£
=

aunsavibiAnduladiandn

sumuldifinuddesnunilldfnwuasausiinisland deep learning model uae
a'mﬁaiwaléfl,wiwﬁmumaawaamumd’nfuﬁ’mimamLLﬁﬁUﬁm%’agaﬁLﬁummwgm
lilsyateyaiaviantilulanausduasliliyadeyadmivnusunmsunmedsnse
uaﬂmﬂﬁam{]mmsmm model Li’]mmaé’uﬂmmuﬁugm (Mozaffari-Kermani et al.,
2015) ¥auanislaud poisoning wuuilididan model lngnsldadifivesyadeya training
set visRYATRYAMILNY  LAEYIINITNARBINUYATBLANINITUNNERUUATIY 5 Yauaziu
model 1Whnine 6 models Fasauda deep learning model Tneldnadnifadiold poison
1l 30 9% Wtsuiusuaugadeya training set anunanmsnanALLLuS Tigatoya test
set 989 model a3unlA 20 % wag 26 % @1m5U deep learning model ﬁaaué’awm’f%a
IsalnsoonuazlsauziBaiul 911338989 (Finlayson et al., 2018) laasureinvily deep
learning  model  Tusudunsunmduazanssnguiuieinudssiivrgnlailudues
usegdlamansRuuasdaymimanaliavesssuululsmeuia glsuldnandfiatdaym ground
truth - Tunmsifadelsalununsduunninmenisuwmdsuaganadofiosendeiindsding i

UszaunsalvintuLaALLa s LN oA LGNS Izasdua L AAN1SUS U Y

[
LU

ToYaN NN NNITLINNENNTLDE19941AaLa 1150059 IULAYINBATIININNIN TN UL

I3 c{' M va a Y] ~ & i Y]
F’TJ']@JL‘Uu&l’]mﬁqiquw%ﬂﬁlﬂiﬂmﬁﬁqllclﬁa’]ﬂﬁaqEJL‘V?@JEJUﬂ']WW']VL‘ULu@ngﬂﬂ"IWLwa"lugﬂﬂqﬂﬂﬁﬂ

a

sruuTignAIAIaneg i linasduSewnunivseAnuiuvewa@inudunnsgIug
Ko o = v o Y a av v dg” = . A v dg” o 1%
ituanuilsladenagyhliiinnislauiladieduilenn poison Mai1WuNnzgnaTIadule
gINkarANUVaINaNaIgveINRlUtuaNsoanavenslandld  flguldinnisnaaes

lnedl model 1wingfe ResNet50 waglitoyamuyniume YATaLan1MLUMIUTUAT YA
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Toyan1menaisduonuin waznmaIeusSImIvily wags1e91uI1 ResNet50 fuawmiagﬂ
vaonldlaeduds (Aseari Tachanaki et al, 2018) lévnisaassuuuiiiondiu (Finlayson et
al., 2018) Inglnslaufivislusuuuy white box wag black box Tnefdeuldvhmavaaes
fiu model LUmueAe Inception-ResNet-v2 tag Nasnet-Large uazlanaawsinilousu
NUANBVDY (Asgari Taghanaki et al., 2018; Finlayson et al,, 2018) Syl deep
leamning model Aiflandmenssuiiadislvgfiiannuiiieduunaimmisnsunmdausagn
annooUszavsamldudminviaosnuidodudenld evasion attack Fwneideideing
UsednEnmeeendn poisoning attack lunumisdunsunnduavansisaay Ieinug
atfuilasdnumanislaufiues poisoning attack eenuuuiniioanUszavsamlnesude
MslauAiuy black box %38 poisonous label attack gidevinnisnaassiagld deep
learning model duiumsduunuuuluuinaanrdnenssuaielva 5 models fum

ToyanINaNLse
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unil 3
2913 HUN1TIY
uniagnanisiunounisnimeaesiiaaamslauise poisoning attack lnseSuneyatona
ﬁgﬂﬁmﬂ%’ nsaeu deep learning model M dumunenislaud nsaeu generative
adversarial networks tagn1511 generator lUlalunslau@ poisonous label attack uag

Fanosunltlun1slaud lnunmsiuvesnIsneasadusial

Training data

2. Train 1. Train 5. Retrieve
GANs Models Results

3. Retrieve

v
4. Generate poisons and update
Trained generator

AN 7 ATNSIUNTTUIUNITNIY

3.1 Yadaya

E] Y
didelaldgadayaniniengsdleniuunmssdudiniain (Tahir et al, 2021) lngyntoyail
Usznaulumenmausinfe Anentisguondnialainl9 AweneisdusnuIn wagnw
nsdUsnUnd LU9IINUBULATE1UITEADNITE@OU deep leamning model d115UNT3
° = = A q' %] ¢ 3 a a <,
TuuntuvlvuindndeniagldnmengsdvsauiunaznnengsdUsaun@iilosainidu

[V

Isavaniinduninsuuuudlaensnsyatedvesnmluusasgadeyadulunumsnadisil

] a v
AN 2 a’l‘c’JaZLa‘c’Jme?;mlaQa

Foyntoya Uszinnvesdoya ERIVRINIGHT Uneiiu
YAUaya training set Mmenyisdlanuns 6849 AW 0
AmenaLsguanui 7208 AN 1
Yadaya validation set AmensdUanund 1712 nw 0
AmenwLsgUanui 1802 a1 1
YAUBYUA test set Mmengsdlanund 2140 0
AmenaLsguanui 2253 A 1
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amnaluisasgateyalignianuagetanavuUsgulviivun 128 X 128 dinwa

Y

i 8 fedrennenaisduanunfianyadaya training set

Py

M 9 dregnemuienaisdvanuinanyadaya training set

wazluudazyadeyadmuiunmdaiuauna

3.2 M3dau model wWinune
WeNzUssliuanuamuyed deep learning model  ludhduusngideliden deep
learning model fiflaalngnssudadionaun 5 sUukuuiRudmIuOuIILUnA N
ngsduaauuuluuiilag deep learning model NEsnuntuiiaaUnenssunsnaluil

1.VGG16

2.ResNet50v2

3.MobileNetv2

4.Inceptionv3

5.ConvNext-Tiny
deep learning model WA NAIUIAULANANDDNIIAUNIIULIVDITIUIUNITITLADS
° ¢ P & e Na A =y
Tunuawasmatanitlunisesnwuvandnenssungizasiudmsasiingfinssud

oA | v A vaw o o Y aaa o« o A
wansineiuileagnglanislaud §3devinnisasu model Mavuamgsimvileuiuiienluay
nsnaaesuazlimelin transfer learning #Relalimsilwesngniseusuuaiiuyadoya

ImageNet  (Jumsfwesfsdiunardansomannisilinesaiuilianntuwnuiaiusiiun
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FanNagdIUIwUN L lAEa19991191n (Kora Venu & Ravula, 2020) Taeflaeasninisnd

ANUAN

ANSI97 3 A519LEN9R9AUTLNBUVBIEIUIUNEUSULAazaa1UneNT U

IoLaLeas

AbalasnsTmas Nl

Dense

512 nodes

Batch normalization

RelLU activation function

Dropout

99151 drop out 0.2

Dense

128 nodes

Batch normalization

RelL U activation function

Dropout

9931 drop out 0.2

Dense

64 nodes

Batch normalization

Rel.U activation function

Dropout

9%131 drop out 0.2

Dense

1 nodes

[

wagyinIg training fMglatUasnsniinesndl

= 1 s a ¢ o (4 LY
M99 4 G]']’i"l\‘lLLﬁﬂ\‘lﬂ’ﬂﬂLﬂ@iW'ﬁ’]ﬁJLﬁl@iﬁ’]%’i‘UW@NU"l model tmune

lawasnisiwmas

A
fLaen optimizer Adam
A1 learning rate 0.0001
A1 epoch 300 50U
A1 batch size 64

ﬂasmé early stopping

99 16 59U
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\{l9viNN3 training w@3aLsleivinnas fine tuning v model sialagldnagnsnu lng
Uamssnanvesmnsdnaivnmiuyniaesvesdiunignasuunsieynteys ImageNet

WIS training Aadn 16 S8UAIY learning rate AinNIANLazLADN@NIE model l4

v

Usedninmiigadeya validation set geantunsazandnenssululddelaglilawos

Y

[

PIFITLHBITHIUANT 1G9

A191991 5 M1519uaneAlailasnisainesaInsu fine tuning

lawasnisiwmas AN

A1 learning rate 0.00001

A1 epoch 16 59U




3.3 N1SWRAIUT GANSs

as1vannUnenssuves

conditional Alenanildlu 2.1.6 waz 2.1.7 IneiiaedUsenaununIs19aIuans

generator

ey  discriminator mugULLU‘UGU’eN

Label input + Embedding +
Flatten +
Reshape
Output: 128 x 128 x 1

Image Input

Output: 128 x 128x 1

AN 10 LHURILEAILASIES1989 discriminator

v

Concatenation layer

Output: 128 x 128 x 2

'

Convolution +
LeakyRelU

Output: 128 x 128 x 64

!

Convolution + Batch
normalization +
LeakyRelU

Output: 64 x 64 x 128

|

Convolution + Batch
normalization +
LeakyRelU

Output: 32 x 32 x256

l

Convolution + Batch
normalization +
LeakyRelU

Output: 16 x 16 x 512

.

Convolution + Batch
normalization +
LeakyRelU

Output: 8 x 8 x 1024

Flatten +
Dropout + Dense

Output: 1x1

DCGAN

25

bUU



Noise input + Dense + Batch
normalization + RelLU +
Rechape

Output: 8 x 8 x1024

Label Input + Embedding +
Flatten +

Rechape

Qutput: Bx8x1

26

| ]
¥

Concatenation layer

Qutput: 8 x 8 x 1025

v

Upsampling + Convolution +
Batch Normalization +

RelU

Output: 16 x 16 x 512

!

Upsampling + Convolution +
Batch Normalization +

RelU

Output: 32 x 32 x 256

.

Upsampling + Convolution +
Batch Normalization +

RelU

Qutput: 64 x 64 x 128

|

Upsampling + Convolution +
Batch Normalization +

RelU

Qutput: 128 x 128 x 64

|

Convolution +
Tanh

Output: 128 x 128 x 1

AT 11 LHURSLEASIASIE519Y89 generator
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ludiureins training Wuidelaldiiesyndaya training set dmsunsaaunszd
LidasnslmAnnisialnavesteayadmsugadoyanldlunisusediv model viMs training

TaeldlawasnisniiwashasmataiuANAIUAITI9A1UES

A9 6 A519EReATbEUBS NN TMBSEIMSUNITNRAILT GANS

lawesmsfines A1

flden loss function Binary cross entropy + Reconstruction loss
filaen optimizer Adam

A1 1 ves Adam 0.5

A1 o 993 Adam 0.9

A1 learning rate @1%13U generator 0.0001

A1 learning rate @1%3U discriminator 0.0003

A1 epochs 200

A1 batch size 16

AduUs¥AVS reconstruction 0.01

dmsuiuden loss function mudildnanaluly 2.1.5 wennnsld binary cross
entropy Tifusnasguudmaidelduan reconstruction loss dlulaglumauiifiude
N15U2N mean absolute error loss function %58 mean square error loss function W1l
Imaiuﬁﬁ%mﬁamﬁ mean absolute error loss function ®14 (Isola et al., 2017) Tudiuvas
A1 learning rate wldldinAfinfidedn two-time scale update rule fitiauslng (Heusel
et al, 2017) msldan learning rate Tupneafiusewing discriminator wae generator thy
sghlinng  training  fhedesamanniy  uwenanilaeialuundanisadrsaandnenssuves
generator thiglfiawes convolution transpose MegIvelaldimatialaias convolution
AfuLALEes nearest neighbor upsampling (Odena et al., 2016) osnfinisdneinnis
ldae03 convolution transpose ﬁu%ﬁﬂﬁuwwLﬁ%Uﬁ?EJMWiNM@JWﬂEﬂ (checker board
artifact) 1Antwhlinmiidueseinaunnlifimslfimadaaees convolution gifuia
w3 nearest neighbor upsampling Yuazdieaniaymil viefigauitevilifauuy GANs
Juwuu  conditional  1573dlfiales  embedding  iedsulithemiureusazan

< a 6 o ¥ v o 6 a 6
naneluuns ndwazinlugaudnnunnenwsgUanunfwazn ne nasgUanuIL
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3.4 N15NNABINTTIANR
dwsusuwuunslanangidetnmaaesiiedn poisonous label attack lagiauslag
(Liu et al,, 2021) Tagld GANs Tunisasranndaasiznduunantulmatadsuteniu
vosnmuulnduthemiuduiiligndes poisonous label attack dudunislaufiviin block
box tunnedelanfanunsaiianuidestaneiudmanefausavinislaudlanasidu
AslNAUSELNTanUsEaNSA1nued model Taesiy Inenamudsnistaufdaylvlaufwuu
o v A P | ) = = o Yy a o
Wnzvasiuteyaneglunaranisquaiaunsaliufeulilaniuuuliddenaatald anv
mslufdsdunstauindesniseglitoyaidmunegninneduaaiadulanlinlildaaa
NADY
Y
Tuduvaanistoun@a GANs teunausluuaqlu 3.3 dndrudamadanisindramiiuia
I (Liu et al., 2021) lngtiausdodinne symmetric poisoning vector Lag asymmetric
poisoning vector Vl’mﬂeﬁfﬁllﬁaﬂﬁﬁ]ﬂ% asymmetric poisoning vector 1199310 symmetric
. . & A A a o w & = % | I3
poisoning vector uuiigspadsuthemiuvesnmluduieduwuuduimennuiiasly
ANty (uniform distribution) wagsieeulee (Liu et al,, 2021) MiUszansamwnlufwe

[y

asymmetric poisoning vector ﬁf’u%L‘U?WﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂlﬂLﬁuﬂwﬁﬁﬁﬂmLawwsmzm'ﬁ'
lﬂﬂiﬂwﬁﬁuﬁgﬂﬁm (two-point distribution) waziiuszansnmilunistaudinni
audilananlulu 1.3 veuwanisAnediesnin model Whvnsveusudugsuun
wuuluuidnsld asymmetric poisoning vector tuRensasutheffuvesnimenaise
Vanunfdaameziluifuihemfuresmmenssslenuiumsensiasuuthemiureanin
wnasdlanuinduasziluidutheffuresnmenasdUenunidanse  mndouua
nsdllansdindensTanfesifunuuianizianzas (target attack) wianusauSuUdsulmdu
mslauiuuulsiiden(indiscriminate) IdlnsnsAsuisaesnsdl mafidedeniiusuiudsu
mslauddusuuliideniiemnniswasuthemtufisaananalanananisazsiilinng

o P = v a
N3¥186I903AA18N model LABLIBUFHILUAULUAS
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ganasiy 2 N13vaasd poisonous label attack nslan@wuuliiden

fAauts - M target trained model, G trained generator, Z random noise ~ N(O ,1)

C1 label of normal lung x-ray image Cz label of penumonia lung x-ray image

X1 generated normal lung x-ray image XZ generated penumonia lung x-ray image

Xp all generated lung x-ray imase Yp poisonous labels

Xtest testsetdata Viegt labels of test set

1.

2.

3.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

for each model M
initialize ACC « [ ], SENS « [ ],SPEC « []
do 3 times
M < get model
nitialize acc < [ ],sens « [],spec « []
While count < maximum poisons
X1 <« G(z,C),X; «G(z,C)
Xy < [X1»X2]J’p < [Cy, 4]
train M(X ) yp)
predictions <« M(X¢est)
accuracy < evaluate(predictions, yYiest)
sensitivity « evaluate(predictions, Viest)
specificity < evaluate(predictions, Viest)
Append accuracy to acc
Append Sensitivity to sens
Append Specigicity to spec
append acc, sens, spec to ACC, SENS, SPEC

end
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3.5 MTINAIUAIWNUYBY model

Security evaluation curve fildasungluly 2.1.1 ashuldifieussdiunnunmuues deep
learning model  iflaaninenssuiiunnsnatunieldnislauafiandslunslauivieluiitae
$1uay poison TlalUluszuufisTulnefinUssansamiidenliae

(%
&

1. AAugnaes (accuracy) Wudadiuvesnisinuneiigndes duerauInase (True

Y v

Positive) Wagnaaua3s (True Negative) lngaansadsuduaunislaned

TP+ TN
TP+TN+ FP+FN

Accuracy =

Tned

TP @o wavinasa
FP @0 waauasa
FP @e navinans

EFN #s waavana

'
a =

2. manulhisernuseEan (sensitivity, recall) A ATIAUIEENSAINVDY Model
ANUI0TTYNALINTIFREgNseY Wy annsaszylaegignievindaudugiasdeauaun
AL

TP

sensitivity = TP+ EN

3. AIAIUANILLEAN (specificity) AaAinUseanSAImves model Naunsaseyna

auasalagneies Wu aunsaszylaegsgniesinlaunivenunfinAuaInnguAuNIvun

Fici N
specificity = ———
TN + FP
o =3 I v W 1 dyd' o a [ ddy 1% o 1% [ .
Vl’]ﬂ?iLﬂ‘Uﬂ’]G]’J’JﬂLMaWULlIE]VHﬂ’ﬁL‘WlIi%@’IUﬂ"liIﬂiJWUULLﬁ’JU’]ZﬂﬁiNL‘lJ'L!ﬂi’]‘V\I security

evaluation curve LWeILATIZRAUAINUYIEY deep learning model
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unil 4
N1SNARDILASHANITNAADY
4.1 szuvuazsuidniildlunisnaaas
Tunsmeaesiasld Google Colab pro plus  lumsinsveassuasliinisudsnie

tensorflow @1sun1TmUY deep learning model 954U 2.10.0

4.2 Yszansn1wwae model wnung
s deep learning model filananlulu 3.2 Tagldnsnsarauiina1ily enns
Wawnasedud model MdentuusavanilnenssuainUssdulszansamiuyadeya test

[

set Tnelananatl

fl
=

M13199 8 A11UERIUTEENSAINYRY model L nunenyadaya test set

an1Ununssu A7 accuracy A1 sensitivity A1 specificity
VGG16 0.9463 0.9387 0.9542
ResNet50v2 0.9313 0.9387 0.9234
MobileNetv2 0.9360 0.9316 0.9406
Inceptionv3 0.9367 0.9348 0.9388
ConvNext-Tiny 0.9369 0.9243 0.9489

4.3 n15U5etU GANs

MN1TIAIUY GANs auatsazdealu 3.3 Taglunns training Tuvhmsvigriiaaun 200 seu
WagnNg 5 SeUILAIIMAT FID 3 ﬁhLﬁammmLﬁ?ﬁLﬁa@@mﬂﬂwmaq model lanns
training ¢l dmfusuuvures FID Alddudidedentilusuuuures (Parmar et al,
2022) Fafunmsnaiithdenisufurunavesnimdniniinnsasiewazldtan FID Wiy

MABANTT training MUFUAUAN
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180+

160

FID score

= = =
o ® o N »
o o o o o

N
o

0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200
the number of epoch

AWl 12 n3WugAsA FID WAeynY 5 epoch

NFUAUUULEAIAT FID deaelidngniidal FID whesmaniufie epoch 7 165 uaglam
FID \nfeegil 33.58 AugIdedain generator MlAa1n GANs #1 epoch 91 165 Hululdvi

nInAaeBlagfBg N WAlAaIN generator 7 epoch 1 165 Wil

Pneumonia Normal Pneumonia Pneumonia

iz

FA

o

Pneumonia Normal Pneumonia

§
4
Normal Normal Pneumonia Normal

Normal Normal Pneumonla

N

AN 13 A20819NTNBNVSTFUATIZH
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4.4 NANISNAABINISLANG

7 A o < v & =2 Y a = A o
NAINTININARBY 4.2 Uay 4.3 1@3auaitiy 9oanesyulun1sned 9 winsvnasy

(%
v Y

~ [NgY) d' 1Y ~ a a o
ﬂ']ﬁIﬂllG] I@IEJQ'J"UEJ@NG]U"UWﬂ model ‘VlQﬂﬁE)u&l']LLﬁ']LLagll‘Ui%ﬁVlﬁﬂ']W@']ﬂquﬁ'N 10 »1Ag

(% ' '

a a

Swan 5 model fife poison 7ia319u191n conditional DCGAN waztherdudinn Sudu
pensasIneneisilenunidunsziuaznimenglsdusnuindunsisieg1sas 32
A SIEY 64 nmwindua batch size nsadutheffuresniwenuussiiadl 8 Tu
A519 9 ndamntuFailudnan model Tagldidn leamning rate Wiiumeu training tude
0.0001 2 nifusiarn maximum poison 13 14000 wiosanifuduszanasaunimlumgg
Uoya training set ﬁ’jﬂwuw‘%awm%ﬂaﬂwﬁaLi’wi’ﬂmiﬁww poison 1 epoch

dusumssian model luwsavan dnonssudufitevhaianan 3 A%y 9niuFaiam

[

avanawmALadewaylananNgUIuEN

1.0

— VGG16
ResNet50V2

—— MobileNetVv2

—— InceptionV3

081 —— ConvNeXt-Tiny

accuracy score
o
o

o
S

0.2 1

0.0

T T T T T T T T
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 14000
the number of poison samples

| Vv w dd o )
AN 14 nSINLEAIAINIIN accuracy Mdatind poison
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1.0

— VGG16

—— ResNet50V2
—— MobileNetV2
—— InceptionV3

081 —— ConvNeXt-Tiny

o
o

sensitivity score

I
S

0.2 A

0.0

T T T T T T T T
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 14000
the number of poison samples

AN 15 nLERIAIR2IA sensitivity Bty poison

1.0

— VGG16

—— ResNet50V2
—— MobileNetVv2
— InceptionV3

081 —— ConvNeXt-Tiny

o
o

specificity score

I
IS

0.2 1 e

0.0 T T T T T T T T
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 14000
the number of poison samples

AN 16 NSILERIAA2ITIA specificity NLUBLNN poison

A9 12 - 14 giuind@usudain accuracy way sensitivity 131 ConvNext-Tiny 2
JuaoUnenssundanuamusionislanfiuiniignauuisie ResNet50v2 waz VGGL6 1
1d a 1 aa = Y 1
JuanUnenssungeunedon1slaudfign ama 14 wansliidiiuin model nnaa1lnanssy
& =) o s a & I3 A v a 1 < Ul [y
tuiidgymsvhumenimenasgvanundiulannnsndunsinmeegesinsudingeau
nslufazdades Tunm? 13 9zWiudn model wansnginssuiaulasgimilsdelugag
SusuvesnsluAAwadn sensitivity duliAgauluyn model usindnilanisvaasssniiy

TeAdinfignaslumuszdunislauf
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4.5 aAUTIHNANTNAADY

aonUnenssuves ConvNext-Tiny Thupdlgesungidlumdde (Lu et al, 2022) &
dnuaiziindnendmatgegistuanidnenssuuuy ResNet wiviififeuldldimaiasisgan
Swin Transformer iarldluaniinenssy ResNet o1aasiduvuail ResNetsov2 thuil
ANAMUTDIAIIN  ConvNext-Tiny  lunsnaassuazenananldimaluladiiunan
Swin Transformer Hufiduteatvayunnuamusomslasfunnaninenssuuuuii

9814 VGG16 uananid ConvNext-Tiny way ResNet50v2 dudlianwuzdfnsiniunesne

a0 1

Tfaatnenssuluy residual connection FaAenvaziidiutislunisannansznuaINIslaud

PN 14 zfulddn poisonous label attack taansafiasifindnsmauInassliu
model Igliasnduanimenssuuulvufadunalviendin  specificity Huanases
smuandlifiiuin poisonous  label - attack  sudszauaudSalunsland  deep
learning  model  Aantnenssuanadouasfadumsiiuddmudeueves  deep
learning model sensTasuuy poisoning attack usdoendlsfinunislaniiilslldeoma
Tnaauamaiutulusaniisnmiioutufidmaliiunauinasusnmslaufidndansoan
AIRIA sensitivity Iéfagjﬁ

v
= N Ya v

fageii3delduandliiiudn deep leamning model aandnenssudradeanuisgn

anNaUUsLANTAINLAIENS T EUB IWINGITNUSATULUULANAN9INUIINH UL ASTED T

Y

dwonlianUnenssunaadeuasldyntoyalulananuasdununmamsunmdranismaass

= My v 3 A Y Aa ! = a
GUEJ\T\T]UWmU']uVL@ILUU‘EJ']ELULi@ﬁ%@ﬂﬂqimﬁﬂﬂqﬁaﬂq{]mﬂﬂiimmmﬂ'ﬂqmﬂﬂwu@@ﬂqﬁi"\]ﬂGIELU\WUW

o =®

AosAiafadinegrsnumanisunmg dniawannsaldaalnenssungnuuzdiluanudnm

[
=) 1

Hiilasiovanaing deep learning model Aivasasadalula
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unii 5
dyunanimaasy

"3‘1/1mﬁwuﬁ‘aﬂ’uﬁc’ﬁ%’ﬂé’ﬁwmwmam‘[wﬁ deep learning model @835 poisonous label
attack  wazuandliiiudn  model  fiflanitimenssudadoigniaunsiitesiuuna g
msunmduuuluuituannsagnanvoudsyansnnle §3Teld conditional DCGAN fidin
D wds 3358 lumsadunmenvsdUenduneiiusuaraduthefifuresam
Huasnght ntulsdan model fignimunanudade poison uardunmiiufindeszavsd
anas fAsuAumuhaninenssy ConvNext tufinuasmusenisTaufunniigamannde
ResNet50v2 fhasenaazannsnuenldinneluladiunain Transformer wagnsld residual
connection HufidutheaiiuayuALAmUTes model wavaniilnenssuuuuNug Lo
VGG16 fiiuawad convolution sdpufutumsiiagvanides

TuouARLUIANADEOARDNTYININTNAABIAUAISIANGA poisoning attack WUUBUAAU

model anntnenssuaradoniznianiswindwaziidlienmiagnawu  Swin  Transfomer,

'
a

Vision Transformer way model duqaidiugiuuiainnaln attention UsNINTNITNAADS
Wieganuaansalun1suUsHazes model (interpertability) neldinislanfinalsAineg

41579
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