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LT AEs 2/i$ 5. AEs Ol AB 281U T
MR EZRD S, WEFERIUTICRT 3ATY TH oK
5.
Stepl ABN Z#HED¥EF— X MWL T, EF
1272572 AB 20 L TEXLT 5.
Step2 PB O )1 L HHES & DFE%E AJJTEEFIZBIL T
WRT B L THEERRNIZTDEMNT MLERD B,
Step3 E&4{L U7 AB 2R L2y T —21Z, AEs
PANL, FHEMEEERD S, LT, EEMEEEEAMS
U7~y 7% PBIC A L CH#HEZRZ1TD.

112 Step2 & Step3 O —HDFEINZERT.

—> :Forward <—: Backward

[x\gx\s Feature Perception |
-
' | extractor branch é‘ﬂ ME

Weight parameters 9

Feature ‘ /\ Perception : o
%’ extractor )_‘ @ branch | =T P(®)
-

l m Weigh parameicrs 6

1: RETFEOHEN

e

Perturbation §

+e-

Adversarial exal

4. 5TMRER
REFFEOEMM 2R T2012, SRR DHE
fili e VB 7 ARG D R 2 5 5.

% Adversarial examples ICTEf#7% ABN
ER17079 WJIIFAAER

BEHIR  BHLE

4.1.B8R%Z M

AERBRTIE, T—XEy b& LT 100 7 5 2D HREE
% &1 CIFAR-100 ZFH\W 5. CIFAR-100 lXEY 1 XH
32x 32 ¥Z7&)LD RGB W& T, 5 HWAFEM, 1K
MPHERHTH B, ABNODR—2 1w T —272 LT 110
J&®D ResNet Z{#HT 5. I= Ny FH4 131282 LT
300 epoch #¥ 9 5. HEDIEHKFIELIL, ¢ =8 D FGSM
35, HRFHEIEE O ABN o#fHiER LY, ABN %
AEs T LU HERL T 5.

4.2. BBRER

# 1I1ZmRT &5, ABN IZ AEs D2z & b 283
HPZELUE TR LA, —H, BEFER, E%mb%AB
MU RS 2 R~ Y TICRRT 52 & T, 60 K
A v ML EOMEREA EARRER L. AEs 2 HOWARWES
(Am@@%%#ﬁ&%f?ét BEFHEF 1L RV b
BEOLZICTEDLZ e 2aHEE Lz,

#& 1 R E Ok (%)

| ABN | ABN+AEs | Ours
top-1 | 77.18 1.82 65.22
top-5 | 93.54 9.12 87.49

HHMEEE2 X 21287, M2 &0, RETHEILAEs 2
ABLTWBIzHEb 5T, FAT HHEKIE ABN &3
Hbf%é EMERTE L. ZOEENS, AB I AEs

IZE > TP SBRINTH, ANBEGITFLTELW
AR TEHT AN TES, £/, AEsiZ& D FE %
FU-RHEEZELTE, ELWERESEZ RT3 Z

T, MiEr M bh ok

‘ ik
a) Original images

E\BE}
a9 5\ &

c) Ours

& 2 : Y}:?ﬁnﬁﬁi@%

5. 804 IC
AFETIE, NLHWREE TH S Adversarial exam-
ples(AEs) (Z5{#7%% Attention branch network(ABN) %
RELZ. EBED, AEs AT INTHIEGHEBOZLH)
fJ‘?:"ﬁUJ\'C HDILaEMR L. 7z, RRERIEADEG
Wt U CIEMRERZ RIS 2 2 8T, HAREMRFFTE
ST AL, SR, AREETFIEOERD DN e
5YETH 5.
SE B
[1] H. Fukui, et al., “Attention Branch Network: Learn-
ing of Attention Mechanism for Visual Explana-
tion”, CVPR, 2019.

[2] 1. Goodfellow, et al., “Explaining and Harnessing
Adversarial Examples”, ICLR, 2014.
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ER17048 R E#{A EEHR LR

1.1ECoIC F7z, DA RIEA 3) ITRTED, TOEIER
IR 1% Teacher Network DA% Student Network U fEIZ 725,
WAEA B Z 8T, HERTZIELUDDETF VY1 X% EE n
9 5 FETHB. Teacher Network & Student Network D Liotar = Z LikporcrD (3)
EFNYA RZKRERT vy TDB 5 &, Student Network i=0
DOREEDM ELARWEELRD L. AETIE, Y1 ADHE 4. LR
72 % 85D Teacher Network % Fi\» % Multiple Teacher VRt o eSS £ ST S s
Network %TE%L/ KI5 D s e % EE@C\:T%. %%?\(ﬁgﬁxﬂ@%uﬂﬂﬁﬁét&), u¥ﬁﬁ£5ﬁ%'f‘fj TA
0. KIS & P9 & U3 5.
. 4.1. EBRPE

HIERFERZIE, Teacher Network ®HiJ1% 4 % Knowl-
edge Distillation (KD)[1] &, iz FH 3 % Con-
trastive Representation Distillation(CRD)[2] 235 5.
11Z Student Network % ResNet20 (2 L7z8;80D KD IZ &

5 KB DOKERE & Teacher Network DE TV A X (/85
A—&H) %39, Teacher Network 7° WRN40_2 & h K
ERETNY A AR5 L, NiFLHERTEZHEZ LD
5. KIFFETIE, ZOMEMFEET % Teacher Network
% Large Teacher Network(LTN), &4 L 72\ Teacher
Network % Medium Teacher Network(MTN) & FEFR
5. ZOMEEMRIST 5FHEL UT, Teacher Network &
Student Network {2 Teacher Assistant(TA) & IERE
TUEBEL, BRWICART ST 3] MREIATH
50, BN e nEE T 5.

# 1: ResNet20 12X 2 7K E k5

Teacher Network‘V\r"RNQ&l ResNet32 WRN28_2 WRN40.2 WRN28_6 WRN28_10

NTA=Z5 | 371,347
b 71.27 71.12 70.98 70.25 70.14 69.60

3.IREFE

ABFETIE, X128 T & D124 D Teacher Network
» 5 7&¥ 9 % Multiple Teacher Network #2853 5. Z
DEE, YD SIZ Teacher Network % 3EIN T 2 & R
THAHHET 5. RETFIETIE, Teacher Network DifH
AEHE%E MTN+HLTN & L, MTN (Z Student Network
& LTN OfEE LN E 21735, £72, MTN O &
THREBZ2T-o7288X0%, LIN 280 THRHETSL &
T, TORERBIEHTEZ2LEZ 5.

WRN28_6 ResNet32 WRN28_6 WRN28_10

®© ® ® ®

ResNet32

\' / \.l‘/h'KD CRD

\bier \bir
X 1: ERFEOMEX

ARHFSE T D Student Network & Teacher Network [5]D 7%
BFEIZIE, KD, CRD oW zHWwsd. KD OE%
%z (1) 1ITRT.

Lrxp = aLhard + (1 — Oé) 7—2Lsoft (1)

ZZT, aldfBE, 1 IXEENTA—K%/RT. CRD O
KEBER (2) IR

eg TgS/r |
ed S/T—F%
e (2)
o )]
ZIT, TIHREAT A=K, MFTF—2ty hOH—F 1
FVTF4T, T—XOMHEREDL SWVWHELDELSNE
FLTWE. NBZANT—XOIELYURT D TH 5. ¢°

T 3&2y b —o 0l hEFH»SHELEH %
WA X Y, 12 JIVATESMLLEZEDTHB.

Lcrp = ]Eq(gT,gs\C:l) [lOg

+N]Eq(gT,gS\C:O) [1 — 10g <

466,457 1,147,251 2,248,991 13,155,603 36,497,171

F—X+&v Mk CIFAR-100 Z{#H L, 3o
Ry Z8IE 200, N FHARXE 64 &5, FHETIL
|% Student Network (Z ResNet20, LTN (Z WRN40_2~
WRN28_10, MTN iZ WRN28_1~WRN28_2 Zf\ 5.

4.2. EBRIER

# 2 1% 2 DD Teacher Network & W T U 7=k &
Z7R9. TN1, 2, 3IZEZENTNBEETIVEMAL,
TN3 X TN2® TN1 £ h K&, TN2 X TN1 EHh k&N
EF )NV TH5. Teacher Network DFlAEHLEIX, MTN
DH, MTN+LTN, LTN OAD 3 FEHD 5.

% 2: 2 DD Teacher Network T L 7- k%

Teacher Network REFE
TN1 TN2 TA | KD | CRD
MTN DA | ResNet32 WRN282 | 71.12|71.26 | 72.13
MTN+LTN | ResNet32 WRN28.6 |70.83|71.24 | 71.73
MTN+LTN | ResNet32 WRN28_10 | 70.24 | 71.37 | 71.61

LTN %4 | WRN28.6 WRN28_10 | 69.37 | 69.92 | 70.75
#2756, MTIN OADHENRLMHENEL, LTN O
ADEGED B o572, MTN+LTN 04 1%, LTN

DAL DEENEW. U EXD, 2 D0 Teacher Network
DHH 1 2% MINIZT5Z LT, Student Network &
LTN B0 TH L 2MEEREHT 22 MR TES.

# 3: 3 DD Teacher Network T L 7- k%
REFE

Teacher Network

TN1 TN2 TN3 TA | KD | CRD

MTN @& |WRN28_1 ResNet32 WRN282 |71.18|71.92|72.19
MTN+LTN | ResNet32 WRN28_2 WRN28.6 |70.24|71.06| 71.83
MTN+LTN | WRN28_2 WRN28_6 WRN28_10|68.87|70.15| 71.00
LTN ®A | WRN40_2 WRN28.6 WRN28_10|68.99|70.01 | 70.55

3% 31X 3 D® Teacher Network % W CZEH U 7= K%
R, &30S, MIN+LLTN OBE, KEMET 2 MH
FTEIENTERNWZ NI DR SE. MTN OADY
ENRLERETH S, LAEX D, Teacher Network %
XL TH LIN 855546, mEAPEL W &2V
AL 7-.

5. 850V IC

AW Tl, BESIZ2DH 5 Student Network & Teacher
Network D ZZE DERIZ, MTN+LTN OfE&EE2EHT
IO EFEMIZAEIELZ %Tﬂf%bf_. Zhiz Ly,
Teacher Network % 2 Dffif§ 254 IXKEE DK T %M
Z, MTN OADKEEIZILEL, X5 L: Teacher Network
M1 DDATHEAEZITH>I-HBEL VD EHENM ET LI L
BHER U7z, £7z, TA LR 0 BRBENLZEE2RELE
T, TORPEEEMEEHECTES I L B L.

SE ik
[1] G. Hinton, et al., “Distilling the knowledge in a neu-
ral network”, NeurIPS Workshop, 2015.

[2] Y. Tian, et al., “Contrastive Representation Distil-
lation”, ICLR, 2020.

[3] S. Mirzadeh, et al.,
tion via Teacher Assistant”

“Improved Knowledge Distilla-
, AAAL 2020.
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ER17074 ® &£

1.xLC®IC

MDD ERE, TRVHYTFT—RETNNB LT —
ROMFEANZFEIETHD. LHED D FHFEEL
LT, 220xy MY =2 THIFER%ZER T % Dual Stu-
dent(DS) [1], DS ®* v b7 —2 %% 4 DU RITHRL 7=
Multiple Student(MS) [1] LI TW5. MS iF DS
IZHARTEWEETHIH, £ TOxy NI —27MTOM
IR % — BT D TN TERNZD, FERIRNE N,
Z ZTARWIZETIE, shRIRAGRIES Hikic X 2 E
ZHELT, 1 EIZ2TDRy MY — 7RI CTH#Z R
3% Refined Consistency EIRETS. £/, —EMcE
DWIEH D 0 ZHEFIRICFA I NS T — X ILRTFIE%
WU, MEZ{b%E T 5.
2.Dual Student

DS, 220y U= &2V O FET
BThsb, £xv b7 —=212iF, BUARICHLUTELZS
BHiZ2MA7=2 20 A %2525, LT, HEEZL
THEEIZ B L 5%HT 5. X612, BEEE WS %
AWwTxy =2 ho—EBMW2FHEL, ZEMIEW
2w M= oEN-HFEER I ETWS. HEliEE
KDEFxY NI =SB I ANEWEELZEKTE
5. MSIE DS ##5EL, 4 2Dy MY —=2Z2HVTW
5. MSI, 1EIZT VA LR2DOD%y v T =2 &AW
T, DS L AEDHETHFET 5.
3.IREFE

AWFETIE, 1 EBIZ2TOR Y MU — TR
3% Refined Consistency Z %3 5. MS LHREFIEIC
DWT, 1 4RV —yay e ORERESO G 11z
RY. BEFEOFHAEER 2 1ITRT.

n+1
-..e.a.mnm (era(lon
I Knowledge Knowledge -7 1
iteration ! Translation | Translation !
(a ) MS (b) Refined Consistency
B 1: FIERHERRE S OB (2 v b7 — 28 4)
AN izt s sy U —2 i OEEEK L(z) 2R
(1) Zmg.
Ci (x) = ‘Cils + A1£ion + )‘Q‘Cita (1)

ZZT, AL, SEAMRBTH Y, Lo 3HERTEE F L
MORZZETY MOV —THY, aBNIRLDHDT—XTH
LHEDHRIHET D, Loon 1F—EMEBE, Lo, TLEL
BEERT. ZEELIT, &2y v —2o0—HMiEk
EFHWCEET 5.

—EMEREE, B ERE ANICE XL EOELIHE
KEDEAETH Y, EHINIWIFEE R Y NT =2 2EHNC
HETHEHZ L ERT. ~EHMHEELERX (2) TRT.

Llon(@) = Eeep||f(0", 2+ C1) — f(07, 2+ G)|]F (2)

ZIT, DET—REy b, (0, T VEMOHBE
B, £(0,2) I3EAIEEDRY VU= OHBRERERT.
e bRk, —BEMRAEZHEROREE LT, &b —
E%E%ﬁméwﬁvb7—793#6@®é1®*vb
RIS EET 5. BREORY NT—2% 0 &
?5& WL, FREREEDIILESIEETLI L
TR IS, ZEfbEEERX (3) ITRT

(A=2)

- 0
Loa(z) = . 9 .
) {|f<oam>—f<es,m>| (otherwise)

T, A={i | RU(O, 2+ C), f(0', 2+ C2)) = True}
ThHO, RLEWGADzzHL, EEFZMNELZBOHN

ESHIR  ELE

Final loss
Li= Los+ 21Lbon + 22Lita
— Dataset —
Labeled 5
Lais Lglsﬂ
+61 ) +4
Network Liom Lim Network
+{> it 93 +05)

:'I
ﬁé%
LA
- £ L Lhs
Unlabeled + +4
| Network Lim Léon Network [ |
+{; 02 04 +{
S .F62|
W : 24 303 ¥
2: Refined Consistency @& Hik

(v T — 2% 4)

FO x4C) & O, x4+ C) DY TAN—BUEHEICE
s,
4. FT SR
4.1. 2=

REFIERE MS OFEE KT 5. 7— ﬂﬂ/bkCHAR
100, R—ZAETIVIZ 13 D CNN ZfHHT 5. EH[EK
1% 350 epoch, v b —28x4, 82T5. F—XIk
e LT, EAREE, 7YX AREZEBETBELZOL
tﬁ%ﬂ?fyﬁéﬁﬁ.cmmmwou,a%xﬁﬁlm
ThHy, FEHIZ 50%0& HEZMAHIZ 10,000 O HE{E T
M s, RERTIE, ﬂﬁ$%®o%10moﬁ%7
NLH Y F— &4%@ﬂmmé7mwabT 2r¥ 3.
—HMEIZE DWW BRI H 0 FEFE T, RandAug-
ment(RA) [2] M EDKELEH %25 25T — XIRT
AR Z e THEPR ET S [3). £ZT, RA DA
L BREEEALE IS 5.

4.2. BBRER

REFEB LU MS O, PRI LT RA %28
FMUKERE 1IORT. BRI 5 \ET U 72RO IEf#
O L BHIEETH S, £ 1 HS, BEFEIZMS
YHART, 2y b7 —284T026pt, 2v T —2H
8 T 0.31 pt HENEW. LoT, BEFFIIE T DM
ERIIESTHBEEERS. T5I17, RA LEEFEEZHM
AEDLELI LT, TOMBITEALRD 68.18% % TH
kU7

# 1: CIFAR-100 % FA\ 7286 2 LU (%)

\ o =%
i | =
4 \ 8
MS - 66.70+0.15 66.93+0.09
RA 66.4340.14 66.3440.10
N - 66.96+0.12 67.2440.06
= »£
REF RA 66.964+0.04 | 68.184+0.10

5. 804

AIFFETIE, 1EIZRTDORY MY — 7B THEZ B
3 % Refined Consistency 2R U7-. FHMiFEBR T, &
EFEPMS ITHATEEETH L L 2R L. S,
Wt 72 7 ~DISHZT D PETH 5.
SE B
[1] K. Zhanghan, et al., “Dual Student: Breaking the

Limits of the Teacher in Semi-supervised Learning”,
ICCV, 2019.

[2] E. Cubuk, et al., “RandAugment: Practical auto-
mated data augmentation with a reduced search
space”, NeurIPS, 2019.

[3] K. Sohn, et al., “FixMatch: Simplifying Semi-
Supervised Learning with Consistency and Confi-
dence”, NeurIPS, 2020.
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ER17073 & £ =

1.IZC®IC

HEEAEE I, EEPE M E R ASDE Y
BHETH S, ibFHIE, 25N SHEETE DN
DA EBERE U, BolR{TE 25T 578 HIETH
5. BERACSEEFRIE, KU TlifE R — A & HRR—
AhD 5. EEBILFEHIINOMEEZBR L2 H 5D,
FIRZ LI F BB R RN R D72, BFHRIZY
D & 3 BN D B HIMETIRN. F 2 TARMSETIE, i
fER =2 - FEEANR—= A TREWZZ TV TV XL OHE D
BEITD.

ul

2. 7E®ibEE
HERLFEE, BEEE bR lAasbE ¥
HhHETHS. LRI, flifiR—R & HFEN—ADFIEIZ
HrARB,
2.1. ffifEX—2R
iR —21%, FTEIOMEDR LTSI E2HKME L
T, QFEE2HVWTCEETS. QFHEITTD #HAEIZLD
TEIOMEZEH TS5, TD % 5 1EH IR s TITH o
2175 L EOTHOMIME V(s) &, fTEIBRORE s 2B}
BATHOME V (s') DEED LIZR (1) D& SBT3,
TD #EAENKEWIFEIRE s TOTEOIENEL 2 5.

§=r+V(s) =V(s) (1)

22T, R() D, rITEwM, v 1F, FIEIERTHS.
Deep Q-Network(DQN)[1] : {TEIDOAlifE (Q ) % &
AIRAA=2—F )2y NT =21 X B NEBTREL -
L EETFIETH S, £72, Experience Replay ¥ Target
Q-Network, Reward Clipping Z& AL T, KRB
DEBFATIIIEL T WS,

Categolical DQN|[2] : DQN %3 U, fTE)lifE% 24
EUTRHAT LM EFETHS.

2.2. ARNR—2Z

FEAR— 2L, [TEIOMME 225 fEE2 RELT 5 &
ZHME LT, HRAREEHWTEE TS, ARARE
WX g DIXT A =R 0T, WIS (HREDIRFT) OIRHE
EWMALCHAREZEHLN (2) OXSCHEFRT . X (2)
D o ZFEEARE, J WA ERT.

0"t < 0" + aveJ(6) (2)

Asynchronous Advantage Actor-Critic(A3C)[3]:
B D worker & FHWVTIEFRIARIZ AT XA — X HEHHZITS
Asynchronous, 2 A7 v U EEOHEN % EET 5 Ad-
vantage, BIfEDIRAEIZ B 1) B4TEEIR & 17E) % 57l % [F]
FFIZ17 5 Actor—Critic ® 3 D& &b¥ b FE Y FET
H5.

Trust Region Policy Optimization(TRPO)[4] : &
i L EI DS o ,, D KL X1 N—Vx YRk U
EWME 6 BRI Z 202 VT, fRE2dET 5L
FETFETH 5.

Proximal Policy Optimization(PPO)[5]: TRPO %
BT & R D TTR g, DEALEE —E DHFPIC
7V ey e TR LESELMIEFETILTHS.
3.{fifE - ARAN—ZDFEMMERE

BEDZ 22128 WTEEEE TR E LT 5. A
FER T, T 2 b EFEE LT, DQN-Categolical
DQN - A3C - TRPO - PPO % fi\\ .

BEHIE : BELE

3. 1.:AERIE

BEBEIZI, Open Al 2323 % Atari 2600 D7 — L X A
2 @ 5% Breakout, Ms.Pacman, Pong, Qbert, Spacein-
vaders 29 5. 24 S OEBLILHMORELE®, HEEN
25 X SITEIR LU 72, Breakout 1%, NNV THR—=ILZFT
LELTay 22T —ATH5S. Ms.Pacman 1%, I—
ANEEGELRDS 7y F—%BXRET—LTH5. Pong
IX, CPU &y r—%175 7P —ATh%. Qbert i, V¥
VLTI Ry JDMEETET L7 —LTHD. Spacein-
vades I&, 1 VY R—=XEHHBHLS T —LTHD. £FikIL
1.0 x 107 T¥Y — ROZE£247\, 1000 [17 2 b U 7zIR
ORI T RENT S, T2, 7V X LITHEIZERL
G EDAAT LB T 5.

3.2.iAEHR

RUIZET — LB B EFHEOEIIR T &2mT. K1
725, Breakout * Qbert * Spaceinvaders Tld, Categorical
DQN, PPO D& A7 %4 L 7-. Categolical DQN %
TElifEZ DA TRIRT A2 212k, FHIZEENE WV
KRBT 2TEMIEZRZELSRDBZEDNTESL D,
AATWHELZEFZEZ NS, PPO IXAKRDOELED Y
Dy VIR I D EFIEENDREICA—N—T 1y
MLUZRWD, AaATHARELEZEEZONDE. ZD3D
D7 — LT, flifER—Z - HERR—ZDELSHHFHT
H5.

Ms.Pacman TIIlifi R — ZADFIED HFBREH VAT %
HEE L. i, Ms.Pacman DT VY — KL THEES
TELWMDDRL B LW, 7= LDHEITIZEDLETE
BTEHIMNED 728, RN — A TIRETRTH 215
52 MTER. Pong 1, RTOFEIZBWVWTEHAD
TEEF/TETCWS. Zhid, BEOXRAIVEGTHS
728, FIEIZLBRERENHEEL /12D THBELEZ

6M5'§1:mmIEV~F%®$%X:7

Breakout Qbert Spaceinvaders | Ms.Pacman | Pong

Random 2.2 375.0 75.0 218.4 0.0

DQN 89.2 4325.6 803.5 4226.5 19.3

Hiff < — A Catr?éolscal 406.5 | 14099.5 1483.5 3995.2 21.0

A3C 2.5 4353.2 186.2 1941.6 18.7

FR— A TRPO 2.6 1401.2 876.6 1698.2 21.0

PPO 4275 | 15897.6 11285 1680.4 21.0
4.5bHYIC

ARFFETIE, Atari 2600 12381 B kR~ b 28 F ik
DENEFEZ1T -7z, W Z S T & VBB 134
A=A, RAIZH I — & OWM % EHE T & 2RI
Categolical DQN, PPO BERITH B Z L hbhro7z. Z
DIEME S &1z, MEOHMILEEFREEMAGOET v
YU 7NV EFHEORRIIMHTE S, SBRIFEHD
BALFETFEROHERLPELITS.

SE R

[1] V. Mnih, et al., “Playing Atari with Deep Reinforce-
ment Learning”, NIPS Deep Learning Workshop,
2013.

[2] M. G.Bellemare, et al., “A Distributional Perspec-
tive on Reinforcement Learning”, ICML, 2017.

[3] V. Mnih, et al., “Asynchronous Methods for Deep
Reinforcement Learning”, ICML, 2016.

[4] J. Schulman, et al., “Trust Region Policy Optimiza-
tion”, ICML, 2015.

[5] J. Schulman, et al., “Proximal Policy Optimization
Algorithms”, arXiv:1707.06347, 2017.
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1.1IECoIC

A ORI IR BB & 0 RS 2T T <
ML EENEHERH L. —H, AT=a—F)L%v
F7—2T%, Echo State Network (ESN)[1] %& i\ 7-#%
BEDMLDFIEDIREINTEH D, RE ORE £ 72 13 22M
R—VIIRET 52 -0 v EEETHILMERINT
W3 2. ZOFHETIE, Genetic Algorithm (GA) ZHW
T ESN @ Reservoir D =2 —n1 > Ol & EAZ PR
I 5. BEDOIERD S Reservoir BD=—a—1>DHI &
EfEZ NV SHEFRERZEL L, el T
W5, LaL, GAIZX 2 EEREADOBRRIZIIE KR
BRI 5, F T TR TIX, Hessian-Free % A
Wz K DR RR L ERET 5.
2. %1THHR

ESN %, AJi/E, Reservoir &, HIED 3 B CTHiK X
N, HAEOAEFEET S, AJIE L Reservoir JEDEMAL
075 1 DETT Y XAIZRET 5. Yamaguti 5 [2] i,
1 D & 51Z Reservoir D=z —1 > % Input Neurons
& Output Neurons (2431} 7z #IsR S & ESN CTZER -
B R — v OREEIT>TVWD. HHEOFEEE, GA
% F\ T Reservoir 8 DR§&E & HEAZBERT 5. TOBEOD
FZoa—u VOMEERE,S, *v MU =2 OKRES L
EHEALTWS., UL, 2=a2—0>YOEHEADMAED
I K720, GA 12 &2 HERHEE BEAOMH %+
DIZERTLZ L IIRNHETH 5.

HAE

Reservoir/@ ) s
Input 17 Output Woue O
: Neurons /€S Neurons o

Win

ANE X§<O
g ~O
a e

Wit

1. #IRSGAMEAS E ESN O 4w b7 —JRdE

. REFE
AIFETIE, =a—8 v OEAREILE ESN OISR
Re BT FEEZRETS. 22 —nry0HEA%E
Hessian-Free {£I1Z &K 2 EADRMEAL L, GA 1ZKL % Reser-
voir DG 2 R Z MV KT Z & T, RNITHET S
ZENREE 2D,
3.1.Hessian-Free &% i\ \ /- ESN O%%
Hessian-Free 751, HlRll=—a—J)Lxy hU =7 D%
BIlzB ) 2 A0HEE - @RI E R L DD, RN T—
2 DR A BE2R B TH B [3]. Hessian-Free 7%
lF=a—10 v OBEADEFEEE T ORHFIEADEER
T AR ARIETITS . HRAREZ AW HEOEADE
FEX (1) 1TRT.
Wit1 = Wy — T M (1)
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