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Figure 3: Sampled images for Fashion-MNIST
and CIFAR-10. Above red line are real images. after PixelDefend (right).
Below read line are Pixel CNN samples.

# of images
(o))
o
o
# of images
\l
(@)
o

Figure 5: Distributions of p-values for different attacks. Figure 6: Adversarial images (left) and purified images
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