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o X EH 5

HERZREH 21X, ETADREECES LIZAEREHNOET NIRRT 5 Z 8T, 47 X=X KDH|
BRMRERE LT HOEMTH S, ETLVOMNmEHE L Ul d BEARNLRAZAE X, %%
BAET VORI ERMT 2 L5 IWCRFFETNVDFEEITS. one-hot X7 ML TR XN
IEfEZ L e lERT, EFT VO HICIETADEE TER L2 7 A OBELEEHR (dark
knowledge) BEENTED, ZOEHRPETNOBWRERBHFG L TVWEEZLNTWS. Ak
KX, RIRXA=ZPBORKREVERBEAETNVOHE T X —=ZBDOPIRVKFHRETANBZ
32— BOHFIEEIC L > TETNVBREMEREH L2, ETLVOBRENMEHNE L THEIED S
NIHGRBTH o720, 87 X = RPDEFDOEFEAET NS OGBS R EFDET IV
DR T OHFEFICB VTS, MEENENRETH 2 Z L ARSI TR, MHaEm B2 HIY
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X — ZERI K o TREB» DM R EE O BERGT 2 FZH L. R, 1 DOETLOERE
ZHETIECROHFRFAEICBY 2 BHVZ, HRYEZITIEBET AP S22 7V — TR OWE
WHER L, 7YY TN FER DD DOHEFEIER 2B L. £/, HEEB/ 572703070
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1.1 HIROE=R

HEDEOREFE T ML, 77 A 10, 1] oW [12,13], x>T4y 77X
T—a v [14,15] RE DMEEVERE TEWERE T ER L Tw5a. FEREICBWT, 7L
HEDHERT — &ty FOKEELIZHEST, EFLDRT X —ZBUEIERTH 2. ZD7-
», MEEDEL 22 L AFFICEIE I A PRXEY aZFBEMLTWE., AX— 742 REDT Y
PTINA AT, FHEERPERONATNE 225, ZOXIBRKEBE»OEa A MRETILEH)
PTZEERETHD, HRFEORED—DO LR TWVWE. DL RERLLHMAREZIIUD
T BETNOBEEMBIMIEENEFE o TV 5.

HEZERE X, ETADFECTHES LA EZRDOETNVICER T 5 2 2T, 5 X —XDHIE
PHREEEZTORMTH L. ETVOHN DML Uik b EAN A [16] TlE, %
BEAETNVOHNDHEBMT 2 X5 CREFETVDEE#1TS. one-hot X7 ML TRE XN
JZIEfRS L HERT, ET VORI ETADRFEE TEE L7 7 AHEOELEFER (dark
knowledge) YEZENTED, ZOHRPETILVOWRELBIHFG L TVWEEEZ LN TV [16,17].
HERZARK, RIX—ZBOREVEFEAETNVOHEE T X = ROV OREEET AN
BZA 22— AOHGRIBIC X > TETAVBENMERB L. E7VOREMEHWE LT HE
D HNIHFREE TH o 72Dy, 8T X = XD FFEDHEHEAHET D & ORI [5] PARFEE D
EFILRNC BT 2 N FRIORERERRS (9] ICBWTD, MERESGENAIRETH % 2 ¥ ARSI TR,
PREM B2 BV LR DITOATWS. AT, ZOXSBRETADLETAANHMEIE
B3 28k EEE e ERT 5. HAYEOMINX, HMEHOKET, BRERORE, €
FILOMAE DY, HEROEBITH L Vo BE A RWENTOR TS,

LoL, TNOOEELREROMAGOEAEWRTH Y, SEZEPEHIEAG-TWVEZL
o, TERETIER S NMABEDEOEMEL 2SI > TRV, flZIX, T LOMA
ABbt L HFEOEB OB TIE, T X —=ZBPREVET AL S/NEVETIAAD— D
HIFRERRS [16], 35 X — XD FEHED 2 DDEF MBI 32— OGRS [5], /85 X — X EH
FED 2 DDETIICET 2T AIDOHEREE [9], T X —XEHBRKRDZ 3 DODET MBI
BERY 72— 5 I D HIFRHERS (18] LW o=k 512, ¥ v PR S EMEZBEREE T2 TFHED T
BRRL, &b TE k. ZofFAEHOFERNE, ¥HIMHHT 2 ETVEDHEZ 513L,
ZRRCHEMREREID TE 2 X512k 2D, FHRD CHRNLRRGEZ T2 2 e R 5. 207
B, 32O EDEFAEACEHFEETIE, ST TRR 2 HBERCHEAEN R T 218
MR LRI AREIARE T H 208, MKRETRETOEFTAM TR UREERHT 2> > Pz
FHcEE-> T3,

1.2 mHEEB

ABFETIE, MRS 3 DDEEIZOWTHD #Ts.



L. JEREsE 75 712 X A B FEEE
2. BRI X B 7 Y v TR
3. —HEEANE E B S XY ¥ 202 & 3D D HhFEEE

1 oHZ, EAEYEHORENLRMEKREEREZ S 7RBUCTE L LIAA, 77 7BEDHASOEREY
L TN =85 R = REFRZATH & T, EMLBERNEZ EOSRRRIERYEE OFh 53R 72
EFEEFE TS REIET. 220HIZ, 1 20T LOEREL B TR HEF2EE BT
BHMN%, HEEEZITIERET AL SR E L — FTHAOREICHREST 5. 3081, FAEiH
D EDORENRIEKER 77 7RBUCE L LidA, RAYED S 7RBH e lAaGbE S Z 8T,
FEE D D I FEEE IR T 5. FEED D HFEEE IR L2277 VSO RZEL T, Al
HH¥E - FBETD D FE - BN LEE OB E B LR oG 2 Hig T
DIFicEHEEI BT 2RO HNZRT.

HMiEEET 5 I & 2 RBHREEE

HEFEE, HEEHORET, HEEBEBOHRG, E7VOMAGDLE, HMOERMO 4 DODE
BRBERIIOVT, ZThPNOBEREPLEHERZOMAEGDOEHICOVWT, AFTHET S I THE
LTE. Lo, Tho0EBEREROMAGOEHIIWKRTHD, SERIEHIHEAG> TV
2Zehn, HERIETIERONIZMAGDEOEMEL2HS IR > TV, £ I TAIFSET
&, HFEZEEONRRNLIEKEE 7o 7RBUTE L LiAA, ERIEEEAR SRR 2 R
AIRERAGRERRE 7 5 7 B4R R T 5. HlisE 5 7Tk, =7 40% /7 — R, BRBEBEERT Y D,
Mo AMEAEMT Yy POMETRET 2. £, EEEICEAMTEZTS 7 — FEREEK
BBUCEAL, M@ EHIEST 2. ¥— MK LT, HNORL 2 5507 — FEEE
HEtT B, oI IRBICBWT, /- FTHEAT2ETVOEESTy Y CHEHAT 25— M
HOMBELZEREDOD DICHET 5 2 LT, IERERICRIELHAGDEFIER L DZ LYY
ERBDICHFTEHIDNTES. BRENES 7 78X, AFRCL> TFEY THRE DT 2D TIX
%<, J—=FTHHTZ2ETLVE Ty THAT 25— FEEEHGRIZE 77 7 DNg 08— T X —
R LT, N RN=NIRX=RFRIZELoTPRET S, THUTED, TNETERINRD o T 1EH
TR Z SO 2RI E O SRR FEE HIEERA T 2 2 L 2 HIET.

SRGHBERICL 3T TILEE

HEEEZ, EEROEBEFLVEERAL, 2% 1 20EFLOMEENEL HIEYT. FEOEF LY
LT, RIRXR=—ZHEDOREVEEFAET N EZHHT 25837 VOEERL, 5 X —XHDiH
FEOH¥PRBEAETNVCREBETNEFRT 25837 VOERKELLEMFEOHNE LTW5 Z
EDBWV. H2B1O0ETLVOMEICER L TH¥ERITID, RENICERET LV EESTESC
e 5, HRFHCINSDEBMETNE 7 VI Y TN BFICL o THAET S 2T, HixsMREN
EDNAHETH B I ERENTVS [5,9]. UL, 7rHr 7 uEEic k2 MaedElx, 858
NIRRT 5 L IZKBRIRNBMRTH D, HEEEE 7 o3 7 VEEOBRIE, S IR
TV, ZZTAIMIETIE, % 1 O2DETFNLOWRERETIZR L, HR¥E TS ERET L H
5257 —THNOWERHNE LT, HEAPEOFRGEITS. 30D, HEYEOIEREL



7B INVFEOBFRESNT S, RIZ, SOEAENCHEDINT T V3 Y TAEE DI DEZ
BRIEFEEZONVTHRETT 5. 2 LT, HIER T 5 7% 7V — THRAOEEIET 22T
VHYTVEBICERAL, 77 7REEDANA R—RF X — R IFRIT K > TEHERILEEE 2 Wi
7YYy INVEE R AEEGETT 5. RIS, BEIRGLEETRCI DB ZREOD 28
BEFTNVOHHE 1 DDETANERTZ 22T, 7UH IR X3 EWVERER#ER LoD,
7Yy INVEEOHEERa X P REIET 5.

—HMIEAML CBUUS R VT IC K 2 FHENDH D HEFE

HFEEE, FARAVDH D T =X EHWLZEMD D FEOBREICBNT, i RFEOHIIITH
NTWVW3. FNVRLT—XEERUEE AR UTERED D 2805 5. FBEiDH D ¥H 1,
SRUHDF—RETNAKR LT —ROM G2 HOCTETFAEEET 5. FHED D EEHOREN
RFETH 5 FixMatch [19] 1F, FRNVIR LT =R XV Z2NE L THEEZITHO BRI NY ~
7y, B 3BE8EMNELER—F -2 oM hic—BEEERE 2 X 5188 T 3 B AL E
HABDLEETFIETH 5. FixMatch DBIGLE, FixMatch 2 FEH0T » U-IRETFESRZE R
ENTW3. Lo L, FixMatch IZ8F 2 —HEEANL L UL Z NV > 7 OfAEDE T IEFEH CF
FrEhTE D, HAGLETICHT 2 EENLZFAET I LITbhTniRWL. 2 2 TAMIETIE, P
flid D 2B 2 —HEEANL L L 5 RV ¥ Z DZRERHAS DR OB & HFEZEE BT
27 VIR LT —=2DEMZHNE LT, FHEiD D EED-D ORI 7 7 2i&et 356, F
Hid H 2 H ORKRWRIERIEE TERERICHMEL, HilkisE 7 7 TRET 22T, 777
MEOHR 2l L T —BEIEAUL e BNV ¥ O ZRBMAEDE 2T 5. £/, 77
7 RS DIRIRMED &, TEROFEND D FE 2 P RETH D LR EANEGITHIREEL 72 5. FH
flidd B 2 AAATZHGEEE 72 71X, Bilid 038, FHED D FHE, Bk Lo 3
HO¥HHERRIT L0 TES. IO NULLZRRERERICBII 277 7#E0H
RiZkoT, —HEEAHLE FEZ XY > FOfAG LY, 3EEOYEHIEOEYE, HEEEAD
WRZEE R LB B0 BERG 21T, BEIREISWLEBHEZ OGNS 5 28T, ¥iliHl
Ho¥gzHiET.

1.3 AR DB

ARFsE, M 1LIWKCRT L6 DDFETHRINT VS, 1 ETIE, AFROERE HIVE RN
7o, 2ETW, HEZEEOMZICOWTIAN, HEZEHEOER L KRR EPHHAICOWTIANS. Z
D, BHHHAICB T 2RBLIERIFEICOWTIAR S, 3ETIE, HEEEE2EFAYE L L TER
L, i@ o 7 v 72 7B OHRICOWTIAR S, 4 ETIX, BEfETH 28 IcBY
%7 Yy TNVEFICOWTHRN, HEFEE 7 V3 Y IR OGH L HiREE S 7 7D —
THAM OB ANDIFRICOWTHAN S, 5 FETIE, BEMITDH 2 L&D D FETONWTIHRN, F
Hhfid D FED 7T 7RE L LB D EFALHEANDIEIRICOWTIRR S, 6 HETIE, AR DO
YIREICOWTIRRN B,
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HEEBY S 7 Ic k3 FBERARE

- HBEBREHERPBEUCER

- HEAREE TS 7 TRRUBE—NRER TG

C T TEEDINAIN—IFA—FRRITL DR HFAFE = BEIRE

TIW—=FLRILOBER (ZrH¥rTIEE) SNIBLT—F DER
ETILHE DS HRIEDRHE HETH DPE - D 0 FE - BER UFEOEE

SREABEBICE 37V TSR —BERML SRS R Y > J o & BEHE D #ASE
HAFBET VY TN BOBRENMT EHEB D FEEY ST TRELTERRS D ARLBALE
HAFBEIL—TRUOFE (FUYYTNEE) NEE LS TMEDRRERY SH I R R S
- SRS BMAET L OBRL ARICED W BFEOF IR
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wREES
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THIET, NIA—RBOZVETNLAFOUREEZ IS 287 X = ZBOPRVET NV EAE
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pre-trained Pt

\4

Teacher —>

|
|
|
; Cross Entropy
|

v

Student /> <-------
Cross Entropy —

Ps Hard target

\4

2.1: Knowledge distillation (2 331) % 28 751k
P1 cat

Teacher sheep
(pre-trained) goat
dog

Dark Knowledge (Ff-%0:8)

EfFY X dog

2.2: Soft target DXIHR

2.1 FNEE7=EEE

AEITIE, 1E U DICHGRZRE DI FA TP % Knowledge Distillation (KD) [16] IZDW TR, #
DT KD DU D HIFRZAE ORI OV TR S.

2.1.1 Knowledge Distillation

Knowledge Distillation (KD) [16] 1%, 7 7 AR R 7 2B L eT7 VOBELEZHIE LF
ETHD, $FRXA=ZRDBNFEEFAETNVOM N HEA#HE U, AFTERLLIERZ e
FEBEAET VO EH VT AT X =R BOVRNREEET V2 E T 5. KD OME X 2.1
IRT. KD T, EEBEAETNZ2HME T (Teacher), ZEHE TN OHHEHNTHEETBET
NEAEFEE TV (Student), AFTIER L 72 Ef# T L% Hard target, €TV DH 177 % Soft
target ¥ PR, KD X, #fET Ve EEETNVIRA—T—22 AN, £EETVOHI7H%EIE
RS NOGED T 2B, AREET VOGS AZEMET VO FMITEDT2FED 2D
ZRIFICITY, EEETALEEET L. 2O E, ZEET I RTI X=X ZEELL, (T X—
XDEFHEITORN. T, ERETNVOFE MR T 27 -2ty NI, BEIETLO¥EIEH
L7 =&ty b2HT 5. Softtarget DRNIEREY 7 XA OMEREIL, K221 T X5 RIEMRS Z
2y OMHBEMERLTWE ZeBHISNTED, ZOIEMRZ I 2 v ORI (Dark Knowledge) %



XY RNT—U DN z 10 softmax(z/T), T=1 o softmax(z/T), T < 1 o softmax(z/T), T > 1

0.8 0.8 0.8

0.6 0.6 0.6

0.4 0.4 0.4

o Bk N W & U o

0.24 0.2 0.2

0.0 T - T 0.0- 0.0 -

[ 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4

-2

B 2.3: ST X — R K BRI DZAL

HECHAT % Z 2T, AT TN Hard target DA %E FIWT2HEE L7GE & N TEWIEE % 5
HFseEZLNTWS (16, 17].

AREET A BETET VO NIE, EETNVOREHISITH % logit IZX L T Softmax BI%E %
W% Z 2 THEIST 5. Softmax BA%Z R (2.1) IR .

softmax(z;) = L(Zi) 2.1)

7 exp(z;)

ZZT, zlXlogit iZBIIE 7R R Ray, Cldr 72 TH%. Softmax BAEUIX, a4
BEEL & AR CEI 2 IERULDOME D 5 logit DHFTIHRBRKZWVWSI FARa7 % 1 ITHWVHEICERL, Z
NUND 7 FZARX a7 % 0 ITIEWVEICENLT 5. Z2D78, Softmax D H /1% Soft target £ LT
FHT 22, REMZ 7 AOMERMEIIEF /NS LIZ o0, T TV OHEIEREE T ST
TMEb S WATREEDSH 3. 2 2T, KD id Softmax BIBUCIRE RS X — X BEAL, REAAT X —
XTI T, &7 7 AOMREDORNERIZZDE FICHEREOREZ I 2L L. RE
£ & Softmax %2 X (2.2) 1ITRT.

?MaﬂU 2.2)
>_; exp(z;/T)

ZIZT, TIHRERTIX—XTH3. HENRT X —RIZXBHERSADOENEK 2.3 1T, HE
I RXR—ZN 1 DHERDMIX, BEDY 7 b~y 7 ZBBUC K 2R M RIS, — /T, BE
NRIRX=REIRBOMIZTZZTlogit NOKERIZ FARaA7R2 IDBFHATAILNTE, |
ERXIRX—2% 1 %2BZAEICTS I8 Tlogit NO/NIRIZ FRARAT BT HIENTES.
KD T, lEASTX—2% 1 B2 2{HICEET % Z & T, Dark Knowledge %783 L, #hfi€T
NOHEEERFETANGE LR T L.

KD IZB1F 2 4EET TV OEKBEEIE, Hard target ¥ DALY b o B —8% Lipa & Soft target
CORAETY PR E—BK Ly D2 DD, LI NS, EEETLVOBKEKEK (2.3) TR

softmax(z;/T) =

Liotal = (1 — @) Liabel + aT? Lig (2.3)

c
Liabel = — Z y; log softmax(z;) (2.4)
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Online Dualnet  Large scale distributed Be your own teacher Learning a unfied classifir  Data-istorton uided self-distilation Dataset Distilation
Distillation {Anil+, ICLR'18] [Zhang+. ICCV'19] [Hou+, CVPR'19]
e BEABEES RVEOMBEENENES
| = S
Q DML Collaborative learning o =
4o [Zhang+. CVPR'18] [Song&Chai, NeurlPS'18]  [Lan+, NeurlPS'18] 4
Y R REAEE  EEORVEEERELT/SA—THE
Qé‘ﬂ £57 Y Tl
= Offline Pl Student becoming lhe master AM-RADIO
1?\ Distillation [You. KDD' 17] [Park&Kwak, ECAI'9] [Shen+, AAAI9] [Ranzinger+, CVPR24]
———J 2 BESHEEN  BUTUTEER REBHMI R EFRULEMORE £IET 29T = EHORRETIL (DINOV2, CLIP, SAM)
W | mmomnz sanms W
120HEHTT o SEE DT LI HETE T
e T —
CVPR'18] Win, ICCV'19]  [Cho&Hariharan, ICCV'19] [Hao+. NeurlPS'23]
fEnF vy TEBHIG
== =
AN Teacher Assistant G DENES
‘ oy A)..I ‘ s A)..I ‘ e A‘}"I [Furlan +, \CMUB] [Mirzadeh+, AAAI20] Oracle Knowledge Distillation
Large — Middle - Smal K16 [Kang+, AAAI20]
HENF vy TRBIIB) Winani+. ACCV20) FUYY INBEO D DEEDEFILME
TN EBEOAHEDE
BEOY Y, #8, TFILCHY BMEE R
Learning efficient object detection Improving fast segmentation  Large scale incremental \earmng SEED MiniviT Manifold Distillation CLIP-KD
models with knowledge distillation ~ with teacher-student learning [Wu+, CVPR'19] [Fang+, ICLR21] [Zhang#, CVPR22] [Ham NeurlPS22]  [Fang+, CVPR24]
H [Zagoruykos, [Xie+, BMVC'18] © Ba: Vision cup
Iy PR €221 £ DlogitBk Ry RO
® - o
= Transfer  Flow of Solution Procedure RKD ble KDZero
S [Zagoruyko+, ICLR'17) [¥im+, CVPR'17] [Park+, CVPR19] [Okamoto+, ECCV'22]
& Attention map = YT A EEORBADY
R Dark Knowledge FitNets i
. Knowledge Distilation ___, [Romeror.[CLR15) — Knowledge Review MGD Knowledge Diffu
[+ Hintons, NIPS-W'14] B DR L [Ahn+, CVPR 1] (O 1cm 201 [Chung ICML 20] [Chenv CVPR21] [Yang+, ECCV'22] 1y
@ ity HERRR 3 e "y THS ik
a% 5 T B 77 LTMREE B
%’ Model compression ate Preparing Lessons pisT Function Matching Effectiveness of function matching
(Bucilua+, SIGKDD'06] [Minamis, i 19) - Wens. Newrocomputing21] [Huang+ NewrlPS’ 221 (Beyer+. CVPR22]  __ indriving scene recognition
o HESRLELT " [Yashima, ECCV-W'22]
N Jho = L B 2 ‘7, 3 y 5N LTS EBNTHER Y F oY
t t t t t t
2000 2014 2016 2018 2020 2022 2024 4

X 2.4: FIGRZRHE D

C
Lyg = — Z softmax(z} /T log softmax(z5 /T) (2.5)

ZZT, ald200BKONT Y RAEFRET 2R, v \FEMT VBT 57 7 R i ORER{E,
GARET LD logit iZBII 27 7R i DRAT, L FBETET LD logit TBF 57 FRAiDRAAT
TdH 5. Hard target ¥ DALY bu P —#HETIE, 1ERDY 7 b~ v 7 RBEFEH LRSS
EH X4, Softtarget ¥ DALY bu b —i8LTIE, BEMNEY 7 b~y 7 B EH L 720
ROMHHH NS, HERM X Softmax BIBUC X 2R HEHWELELY o ¥ —EBERO L
&, BERTIX—Z TICE>THRDORE XN /T EEXN3. 22T, HEEIHLTT? 2RE
22T, BEPEERD Lyaa & Lo DFTFHREZFLI LTV,

2.1.2 HFEZXE OER

KDkié%r»ng@ﬁ%@#Téﬂqu X 2412783 LD ICKD ZEM Y L THA 2R
HEFEMER NS, BETEORENLR Y To—F 2K 251087, REWNLZY Te—F2 LT,
ﬂﬁﬁﬁkmm%éft77n FETNLNOMAEDLDRIERZY T Tu—F2bH5. Zh
LD7 I —FI%, BENETADERLLHEE X O RNCERETAANEE T2 2 2 HIVE
LTED, EEETNVOMREERIEEE LT 7 APHEX A7 ICBWTHHEDThivs., Zhesn7 7
0 —F OFEIE, FRFEN 228k 23 i THRDE. —HT, 77 AKX A Tid ResNet [10] %
Vision Transformer (ViT) [11], ¥i&#EH X A 7 Tld Faster R-CNN [12] ®° FCOS [13], E~ YT 4v 7
IR YT —a ¥y RAZTIE U-Net [14] R DeepLabv3+ [15] ¥\ o7z &k 512, REFKEIIGT T



Pl Teacher FEFE—
. ma
Co Wl [0 [ AESH D FH
/ - ¥HENH DB
ETSE Gt L]
large-small small-small Student® . ~ s s
HRNTE logit Few-shot®%
- BAER
Teacher - LR
v ...etc
RISERRE ——
BHxv7 _
7P|
ERPEM R FRER 7o TILOFA Student® & R _
B IXYTF=Y 3y
- YfsIR
‘mtitii! R XA VIS
: CFIREE
Attention map = .
B0 D FI A B9 ESOMBOFA Yy TO—#E
...etc ..etc ..etc

B 2.5 ZEFEROT Tu—F

ETNMEEORETPHENMTONTE D, MERESLEELIE, T MVEEIC L > TETADEST
BRGEDIRZ 2 A[REED D 5. 2 2T, MEDHRE WL L HEAR OFEMTbhTn 5.
EDOMBEREICERZ Y TR Fa—F & UTYHRBH & 2 7 128 % S TRFE 20, 21, 22, 23]
R T AV IR TR YT =2 a YRR IERE Y TRTFIER (24, 25,26,27], FREDEEFIRIC
BRxY Ty Ma—F UTHEAETD D 28R Y TR FIE (28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33] R HOHK
fifids D 2N R YT [34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44], FFEDE T NEEICHES®
BTr77u—F e LT VIT IKERZ Y TRTFIE (45, 46] REDPRESINATVWS. £, T A2
5ETNANDOHGRIEE L W S BfRE 7 — &0 5 7 — XAOHGERIERE L WO BIRICE 212 5 Z & T,
F—Xty hOBEBETS T —&XEy FEE [47] bIREIA T3S,

22 MFRRICEREZZTETIO—F

KD IZBWTHER Y L THF XN -HROMIE, EFLVORKENTH D, AT FNLHFEE TR
2122 7 AMOBBRERIL TWE. LHL, MRSMICK2HEEDIL, HMETA0EELL
HEFEO 1 DOfE LHARBLTEL T, ZEET LVONGBICETEE REHRE T0IEHTE R0
EWHHEND B, 2T, MRPMLINOHFEEIERAL, HEHE T NLONHRIEZ DD D EARE
EFNVHEEBS X E L TEMRZ CIREIRTWS. AEITIE, ZUDICHNTEICBT 2 FHREHIC
DWVWTIRAR, ZDRICHBIEIC BT 3 HFHRIICHOWTIRR S,
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22.1 HARICHIT S

HAE BT 2 KB, E7VORMKHANZNMAT 2 ehs, HEETAPFE LIHE
ROEITIN U TRHEIDITON TS, RIHTIE, 7 7AGEERY, WERILA R 7, k<Y T 497
IR T =2 a BRI EE L OMERE THME L TH S 2 fERD & W 72 JERR BT
BRZ2NET, 77 AMOBBRERB LA 7 7 ANOBFRE KB L ZAERICOWTHERS.

W 75 XAE DR

MR 7 7 AMOBMRE LRI LG E LT, MR [16] & logit [48] PMEREI LTS, 2.1.1
TH TRz & 5 ICHER DI, logit 12 Softmax B E 3 % 2 & TIES T %729, Dark Knowledge
HIFFI NS KR S, BENE TV OHGEEDVEREE TV HHMED I WATRESED H 5. 2 ZTKD
TIX, RS E Softmax BIZEA L, HE T X — X @YU EICH*E S %2 Z 2 T, Dark Knowledge
ZRRAE U CIRN R AR 2 AlEE . L7z, —J7 T logit & W= HIEZA X, Softmax BAE% #
T BHID logit X1k Y U CHEEMHAT 2 Z 2T, Softmax BIEICHBIT 2 RIS HIE L 7=,

BREE MR R Ak L8R BRIE, KD IKBWTRKETY Fr Y —#%, DML [9] 2BV
T Kullback-Leibler (KL) Divergence, Knowledge Distillation from A Stronger Teacher (DIST) [1] 123
WTE 7Y VHHBERBDMERH S Tn5. RAET Y br ¥ —4%E KL Divergence I, 2 DD 53 1ffH]
OMHEEZRITIHETDH D, HBEOEEZRMETZ2 X ICFEETLILT, R77RADRaT7 2K
i3 %. KL Divergence & W7 28818K %X 2.6 IT/RT.

Lia = KL(p' || p°) (2.6)

c t
Db;
KL(p' | p*) = > 1} logE 2.7)

ZZT, Cld7 7 2%, p" \3EENE T AN LR, po 3BT T AP LIRS
Td»%. KL Divergence [ZFERED N 27 SHETld Wiz, KL(p' || p*) & KL(p® || p*) 1338
WREAHEL 5. —HTE7 Y JHBEGRERE, 22007 — ZMOBEEROEX L HHE - 1
5 +1 OHIPADETERILT 2 TH D, EIRKZWVIZEEDHIERR, EIV/NZWIZEEORY
BRICH 2 e 2EKT 5. ©7 Y YHEBREEAWAEEE TR, ©7 Y YR &R
T2EOIFEETHI LT, 77 ABMOMBEBEGRO AT 5. Zuc kD, HEET L EEREE
THUEDENAAD R r =LA 7y FOEBRPFHICKIITHELRANTES. ©¥7 Y VHE
B - ZREE 2 2.8 1ITR7.

Lya =1—p,(p", p°) (2.8)
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label lable smoothing

1.0 1.04
0.8 0.8 1
0.6 q 0.6 4
0.4 4 0.4
0.2 4 0.21
0.0 T T T T 0.0 -
car cat deer dog cow car cat deer dog cow

[X] 2.6: Label Smoothing &3 F 5l

C
t. — gt S _ 58
o8\ L COV(pt’pS) _ ;(p’ p )(pz p ) .
pp(P", P°) = Std(pt) Std(ps) = @
J k=0 Y- )

i=1 =1

22T, Cov(-, )12 DDOMERSMDIHITE, pIIFERDMDOVIME, Std(-) IFMER DM OFEHER A
ThH5.

HFRDEBHEE KD, I Ny FHNDOTFT—R I IKERIBREHEL, I=NvFHOLTOT—
2T 2R ERETANMBET 2. LaL, BEETAMEIHTLHIRTOT =X L TIE
frd 2 L3RS T, BT TN OFFOFR o AR AED IR A EEE T VI IS &, F
VPPN LELRBAREMEDH 5. 25 LRI LT, HOERHFHELITS FEIRESH
TW3%. Gradual Sampling Gate [49] 1%, i€ 7L DIFEICHK D WELEANDEATPIEMR L
72T —RDBER AR 21TV, o AR OER % #If| L 7=, Preparing Lessons [50] X,
S TR R HERICEREFEZMA 2 2 007 Fu—FI12 kb, AREICEKER 5 2 2 HH
DOEBEIH Lz, 1 9HIX, iR L7 — XL T, 207 —X T 2RI MDD D
2, Label Smoothing [51] Z#A L7z 1EfE T~V Z2HEH Y LTHERAL, o RHBOEB 2 HIHIT 5.
Label Smoothing 1%, X 2.6 IZ/R T & S ICIEMEY 7 ADHEREE —EDEN G/ THEAL, BE L9
DMERER B Z ZALINTITFIZEHID BT 5. FRo MR % one-hot 7 ~IUWICE ZHZ 258G
CHA, FRICK o TN REREZRFFT 2 2 e MEXN S 720, HimB O EPARFTE
%. 20HIZ, W Dark Knowledge 23T X M7= ANEFEMEDO S WHER LM LT, 7—X Tk
WCHRE ST R =R BN ERE T 282 RS2 Z 2T, NMELRAFROER 2GS, Zh
HOFRE, HEETLVOFOETOMHE ZDE BT 20 TIIRL, FHICAMIZLEZ N
DHGFD AZBT 2GS TR 5. — /T, HEAE AT T L e EEET VO |2
BWTC, FA—=7—20fEEx~yF 7L TRIISE 2B~y F o 7R, HEIET LD logit
R EEE T 2 BB B IRR I N TV 5. logit ZFHWARAEIE, 1 7—&R2TeD~yF
VDI, logit ZZEEEREEE T 5121E, logit ZEINDM A RIGITT~ v F ¥ 7% IT5RENDH

12



Existing methods

Input r ¥

=34 44 3
o PP PP P

t S1 ta  S2 t3 53

classes
e e e St Conventional KD e e e e
0aloro2fo2 o KL divergence 05010102 o
2101102102101 2101101102101
0.5

< instances >~

0.1 |0.11f 0.2 Our DIST 0204 [0.10.21f 0.1
Inter-class relation
03(01]01]0.1'l04 Intra-class relation 0:3--0.1 1 0:1--0.21 0.3 corr. corr. T~ o
Teacher Student Inter-class Relation Intra-class Relation

X 2.7: DIST (238} 2 Higdizfe Ok (11 X b 51H)

%. % ZT, Function Matching [52, 53] &, mixup [54] 12 & 37— X LR T vz LT — X DIEH
WEoTRKEDT—XEHEL, B~y F > 72EHL 7.

B 75 XADEE

HLZ7ARET 2T —RICEHT 2, HHEx3N3 277 AR a7 CHEHEIIEZS D ENTFET
5. ZORLOEX, HFETADN (EOF—ZNZD7 7 2CEDELTWE2] 2 WS H#EE
FoTWadZeZRmLTWa., 77 ANOEFRZMNEE L-FHL LT, DISTHZEFoH5. DIST
&, 77 AMOBKRE 7 7 ANOBFRERGRE LB T2 FIATHS. DIST OMEXX 2.7 1R
T 77 RANOBRIE, FALZ 7 RCET 27 —RIIHT 2IEM 7 7 ROMEREE, 77— 28R
RITBE ORI MLVOETHENT S Z 2T, Ak LTRET 5. DIST T, 77 ANOMFRE
ke LBk LTy Y VHBRBE R T 5.

222 HPERBICHITSHE

REWZHHEBORHFRE LT, Flvy 7RI 7Ty >ary~y 73,55 56) BFons. &
RBETVORH~ v 713, BEZFHEMICEBRIN TN S, EELEKET 22828 TERL.
% ZTC Romero 5 [2] 1%, ERET VDR~ v 2 HENE 7N ORHAZERNICEMSR T 5 Regressor &
N B JE 2 EEETANEMT 2 28T, R~y 72 WA EAR e e L. 77> a
Yev X, EFTLVOFEMRERE - vy STRIT 2 22T, 7 AOHMMRILE AL 72
HDTH%. 7Trarey TRAME L THWS Z 2T, Regressor D & 5 REMHRETTS BHAR
Brhkd., £, TFVEROTREEEREL TH@RITHhbAS Zeh s, FEoHet %R
ZHEE UTHRIAT 2 FE (4, 57, 58,59, 60] BMEREINTWS. ARETIE, SHERIICBT 51
R TIEIZOWTHRR S,
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Teacher Network FitNet

W= ATEMIN LHT W0, W) w,= argmin Lpg (W,)
WGuided

(a) Teacher and Student Networks (b) Hints Training (c) Knowledge Distillation

X 2.8: FitNets 12513 2 Hafizfe Gk (2] X b 51H)

teacher

attention
mapping
W
attention
- map
attention H
transfer
attention
- map
C
student

2.9: Attention Transfer {2351} 2 HIFIERE Ok [3]1 K D 51H)

| RS- e

K~ v 72 W RENZTFIEY LT, FitNets [2] %1 5415, FitNets D E %X 2.8 127K
F. FitNets 1%, Fii~y 7EEB T2 AT v 7L RS MEEBETE2 R 7 v 70 2 BFEO2EHIC X
D, EEETFTAVEEETE. BRIZEFLVORM~ Y 7%, BRIFHEMIEHINTVWE 29,
BRI T2 e TERWV. T, HMET LV ERTT ML, BORIR YR 2T IUEEE
M3 57D, Rt~y 709 A4 HRRRD, ERNEKT 2 Z P TERWY. £ 2T FitNets T, 4
EETIVOR~ Yy TEHEMETNVORHE~ v 7OV A4 ZiH by, A€ 7L ORHEZEMIC 55
9 % Regressor EMHIN 22 AEEETANEMT 5 Z 8T, K~y 72 W HEZEE % 7l hE
L7z. FitNets \IZBF 2R~ v 72 MG e U ZR8#EL 2 2.10 1TR7T.

1
Lia = 5 [[un(@) = r(ug(@))]? (2.10)
ZIT, ¢ EANT =&, up(-) ZBECET VORI~ v 7, u, () FEEET VO~ v 7, ()
1% Regressor D] TH 5. FitNets D XS BRH~y 7D7 74 X v MERZ Y TLFEOM

W, BEBEREUET S e TRy 72 HWARER 2 0E T 2 MO A BIThA T
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_ Fiun (A) Fr(A) Fy(4) Floum (A) F2,,(4) Fi(4)

-~ o
b o

< L' B ; F

31 -

H

g r

z

3

v

;

3

IR B D Attention map HHEFrIDAttention map

R Ntml

2.10: Attention Transfer \IC k377> ar<vy 7 Ok [3] £ DFH)

% [61, 62, 63, 64].

Br77>aryvv”

TTrryaryey TEHAWERENLZTEE LT, Attention Transfer [3] 23281 5415, Attention
Transfer D2 % [X] 2.9, Attention Transfer I2 & 277> > a >~y F7OFI%X 2.10 IZ7RF. Attention
Transfer \&, ¥~y 72 F v XV FANET 2T 7 aryvy TR 5. 7T
Tarxy ZOERENX 211 ITRT.

C
Q:Z|Ai‘p (2.11)
=1
ZZT, ClIdF#i~y 70F x a8, A 3R~y 7cBII % i F v Y AVHORHE, pld

NAR—=IRF X —RTH5. Attention Transfer BT A7 T ar<y TRHFHL U-2KEEk
PR 2.12 1217

kd = || Il (2.12)

IWJQ\WNQ

ZIT, Q3ERET VDT Ty avey Y, QR BEIETNDT T aryey STHD.

B EROEERR

ETFNVOANZHM, HWhEBEZET 2L, THBOREEIIME 0 ZOHEREREREZ S
ZeMTES. LaL, s VORHEOREEZEREM T 2 2 2id, EEET ML > T
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[ 1 7
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[ | .
| ——a— _% |a
| Feature
| map \, m
—— Transfer the
I -
I | nC=) distilled
b—— | S knawfedge
: : /" FSP matrix:
B e Flovw of DN
m
1 Feature
| map
\ « o /
N 7’ _—

Teacher Net

X| 2.11: FSP matrix 2 X 2 BRI OMHERR Ok 41 X b 51H)

SRWHIFIEDE = L e 2 AEEMED D 3. Z 2T Yim & [4]1%, TRIRS R 2 EEET 2 0 TldR L,
MR DR % B U7z FSP 34 2 B3 % Z ¥ #1ER L7=. FSP ¥ E %X 2.11 IZ7R77F.
FSP 175, T VHNOEED 2 DO & LNIRH~ Yy T2 HWT, &F ¥ 2D ZEMF
HNEEFET 2 2T, BEIOBROBNAERRT 2. #E T 25 v 2 LOHAGDEIZR Y-
DTITWV, ZORREZTIIDIETRILT 5. FSPATHIOEMZ K 2.13 1TR-F.

CFL () x F2, (x)

h
Gij=)_ >y —=H o (2.13)

s=1t=1

ZIT, z BANER, i ¥ jE3RETy TOF v Y AAES, b w 3RET Y TORE LIE,
Fl () 3R~y 72802 i EFHOF v YA VND 1R, F2, () 3F#E~y 7icB05 j &
HOF v > 2V NO 1 BHRTH 2. FSPATHIZAM L UHERZN 214 1077

L = |G" - G*|I3 (2.14)

22T, GHIEETET LD FSP 1714, G \3EEET LD FSPITAITH 5.

W 5> 7L EOEUEREF

HRGHRRHI~ v TR EBHHE LREE, | T— R ICHBEEBT 2. 2070,
FEOIH>RT—XEOBEFREFEE LETUIINLT, FETES LA ZERLRS 2 ki
B2 ehNEiTcHs. 22T, 27— XEOMBREZAEE LLFiE, EET — & MoK H#
CUEFE, 7200 MEHEE LIFESRESIN TV, 23 Y I OBREHE L-F
% [57, 65, 66,67, 68,691 1%, 2 0DF —XEEFNMIASIL, F—RITHT 2 H 7R BB 0 PRk
ZHERE LTS3 5. EET — 2 MOBFRZ AR LT (44,70, 71,72, 73, 741 &, BT — X%
WX BN EHWTT — X OBGRE 7T 7TREERHERNATREL, A LTERT 3. v
TADH G U Tk (75, 76,77, 78] 1%, AEFHETE 7L % Generator, i€ 7 /L% Real 7—X
¥ UTHOAEE [79] 2175 22T, BEETADEE LY IO mefike LTiEs 5.
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223 Fo

FERRBICHEREZY T 7 Ta—FI&, BEMET A EE TR E LD BRI,
T, Wzt LBRoERET VOMREZWET 5. AEKREIE, OB hZHGERE 527
Tu—F, fEOH N EHEE 357 Tu—F, HEEOH I ST 5 7 e —FIicK
AMTE3. WHEOHNZH#Y T2 7 Fu—FTid, WRIHP logit ZHFYE T5. MRS H%E
ke 320, BEMNEY 7 b~y 7 ABBERAL, BE S X — X 2@y B s 3
MENRD L. PREEOHNERE $27 7u—FTld, Fl~y 7E2HAE 375, Hfitrr e
EETNVETRE~ v 7OV 4 XK 2R 5 Z e 5, Regressor REWCE D7 T4 X b
DREY 2%, FREEOH > SHGEEMET 27 7o —F T, Fi~y 7L T2 L 50
WEZERT 22T, 77 vyary<y 7REBOEROTA, FEZEME BT 23 7L/
DR OHEERIT 5. —H CHEROMEZ, HHOWEIZ X > TR~y 7O0F v > 2L
MR A OERPEDLDATLES. F, &7 78 —F TEAMERIICIE U 2R ELORE
HIThNTW\W3.

23 EFILOHAEOEICESEYT77O—F

KD TliX, T X —ZBDZLNEEFHEAETNENRT X =RZBDDVPRKEFET LD 2ODET
NEFRL, ZEEAETALOREEHETAANABZEE TS, ZOETFILOHAS ORI
DEFERAMRIE, BEARHABDOBICHIRT 2 2 TE 5. AHTIEX, EHHFATTLVEREEES
NERWEA 754 VREY, REBEFTALDAERANEF Y 54 VEBIZOWTIRRS.

231 FAT75+40 K%

F 774 VFEEIE, KDDXSIXHFEBEAET LV THIUMET N REBETNVTHIERET
NEERL, BETETADLOERET AN Z IR T 27 0 —FTdH5. 207 S u—FTl3,
1 DOAEFRET MW LT, BRARBRBETE T LVOMAEOEAIRRINTWS. KIHTIE, RERY
7% 5 DOHEME T NOHAEHLBIZDOVWTIHANS.

B 1 DOHEMET LD 5 OHHFESR

1 DOHEHE TN 6O E, BRDI Y IABAETHD, HFEKRHOLBELEGEIONK
ERYETILOMAGHODELINCESEZ L TR Ta—FIZBOWTALFHINTWS. Affitr L
CEEETVOMAEDETIE, RIXA—ZBOZVHENET L E T X =2 BV RVAERET
W 16] 723 T3z K, FFED T X —XBOABMET NV EERETTVOMAGOLEIIBVTD, 4
EEFNLVOWRENRET 2 ZEBHSENTWS [5]. —/T, HEFLEEREFTLOMICKE R
RESIX v TDEET 258, OB S £ VLRV I EPHISN TV [6, 18, 80].
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2.12: Born-Again Networks (2 351) % BFERY 2 HIGEARE O [51 & D 51D

—
B

Trajectory of Trained Teacher Network

ProER N N N ONE ONE ONE ST W ONE ST N N N N N N N N N N NS N O W O W OW WO a
1 Step 1 Step 2 Step N 1

: ]

: ]

supervised | Yi-=f(x) supervised | Yi,-=fi,(x) supervised | Yen-=fen(x)

A A 4 A 2
[sum == s ] 000 ={ 51 ]

Training Step for Student Network

[X] 2.13: RCO (2B 2 HIF#ARE Ok [6] & b 5IH)

W ERFER R AR

Born-Again Networks [5] 21X U & L7281, 82,83, 18] 1%, 2 DDETNERAWHHAE %
OB ULATV, 1 ORTOHRAR CHE LIAERET LV ERITET L 2 LT, HiREmETVEY
BT 5. REINMEROETVEEET 279, #HaRICEET VORI M EFEIT5 2T
ETNDOTMEENTZ 7 TAEITH LT, XI55 MHENREDARETH 5. Born-Again
Networks 12331 2 BFERY 72 HIFRZAHE 2 X 2.12 127”9 Born-Again Networks Tl&, #HEET L &4
EET VTR UETNAEEZ M H S 5. —7 T Teacher Assistant [18] 1%, BEJIF vv THIEDfER %
HivEe LT, KHBRZZEET LV, PHREZEEET L, MIBEZERETAVZHEL, KRR
HENE 7LD & FRIE R AETEE T ANDEY, KEROPHIBRLAERE T VD o/ MR AEE T
NANDFRE D 2 BFEDEE 217725

B FEzRHRT LIEBMETILOFA

HIHGRIC B 2REH ¥ vy THIBEORAD 5, B3 L b A RWHITE 7 L ORI ERE T 7
NOEBIANTO LIRS R, 22T, F8 % BT LI BHIE 7L ORI [6, 80] At & T
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Residual Further KD

Error
T A
[— Fon
i [ R 1 [ e | i
i [ ] i [ ] i (] i
i [ ] i [ - ] i ﬁ i
:I ] i [ ] i [
Y m— ! J

2.14: RKD 2B} 2 5% E Ok [71 K b 51H)

W%. Cho ¥ Hariharan [80] 1&, #R& 7285 X —XBOHANET N ZHE L TRNX vy THED
W2iTwv, RBEFTHEE TR0 RBEE T L AT, 2R 2R T LBEE 7 L2 HnWi%
BICEREETNVOMRENWET 5 Z & B EBIIZ/R L7, Route Constrained Optimization (RCO) [6]
&, FEYD SRR TORFEBREOHENE T V2 HH L7z, RCO OMEZX 2.13 127177
RCO TlF, AEETNVOFEEREICELE TARBICHEHT 2BIMET VOEEBREEEE T L2 L
T, BENF vy THEAMIG L, ZEHE 7L 05 E IR Z B L7220 o W DOIsE 217 5.

B MRz #HBT3ETILOFA

KRR 2 M 2 7 L ORATIE, #EHE T ERET VAT, MiEEE2H#T 2
ETNEREANT S, WOHIFEE 2 U 7HEEH (75,76, 77,781 1%, EWEE TV EEEET AT
Z, HEEETFL L BT T A O E K59 % Discriminator 2 FIWT, BORMIYEE [79] 2175 2 &
THIFZ R T 5. Discriminator 1%, HEFET N EIERET VO EATE L, AND4RE
ETILEHEMETNLDOEE 5D D% THIT 282175, —HTHEEET L, EFEETILOHM
ST % Discriminator O FHlFESR % F\WTC, Discriminator 232EHEE 7L DHIFRICH L CTHEiE T
ALOHERY THIT 2 X 5122175, AREET ML, ZETEF L DAL ONEER % HW-E
P72 B2 1T H 720238, Discriminator 2/ LU CHEE 7LV OFFOHGEED i 2 Wk 3 5 Z L H3T
% %. Residual Knowledge Distillation (RKD) [7] &, BEJI¥ ¥ FRIEAOXIGZ BV LT, Hi
EFNCAFETABOHGOZE 2B T 27 A& P EFAREA L. RKD OWEZX 2.14
RS, EEETOUE, BEIETLVOREREBRINST 2 X5 WFEEL, TYAXY METIUX, Al
TN AEEETILVOHGELEMT 2 £ 5183 5. #Hamkx, Eers o7y A%
YEFEFTLOHNEME LS OREKEH I LTHAT 2. AfEFVCMAT, 7Y RAX Y b
EFNVEHET 2L, RIXA—XROBEBEMLTLES. £ZZTRKD T, AEETLVOKEE
F v Y ANHANCHEIL T2 ODETAEHET S I 8T, NI X—XOBBEHEPT e RL, &
HETLETIRE Y PETAZHBE L.

19



— image

!

Student

~ TEST

l J

feature

TRAIN ~ back-prop

output 1 output 2 output N
FEED
 feature 1 feature 2 feature N

FIXED— | i

teacher 2

image

X 2.15: FEED (2B} 2 A##%8 Gk [8]1 X b 51H)

B EROHENET LD 5 OHMHFADR

BERBOHETE 7L % W AR X, SEET 70 SN AT T AN G358 T 28
W& (8] &, BHEET NLOHGEE 1| DICENL T SAEMEET AR T 2 K [84, 851 (T KT =
%. FEature-level Ensemble for knowledge Distillation (FEED) [8] I, Fifi~ v 7Z2Hl#kE LT, &
filiE 7oL SN AEREE T ANFERZ /8 U7z, FEED OME%2K 2.151TRT. ERZ2ETLD
R~y 73, R~y 700 4 XRHZEMBRL 2720, FRETNLVORE~ v T2 R EE T
L DRHYZERNC BAR S % 7= D Regressor TH 2 NTL ZHE L, ERNCHFBEIE T 5. ST
TLDHFEZEEET VIR T 2 Z 8 T, BBENICERETVET Y H Y 71D &5 RIE-DOH
FIET VDR EME LIcET N RD ZEHHIFRFTE L. —5T, SRZEMET A h HERNAERE
TANHRZ TR T 2 L, ZEBROFEIX MR ARBRONT VA ZHEST 24 8—0%F
X =R OYPBEIE T NVORIG U THEMT 5. 22T, FHETETLVOHEE | DITHET S Z
T, 1 DOHEMETNER N2 Y INREE IV — LV =7 THET 5 DAREL 12 5 [84].

=t

P

eva)
[==]

232 F2S3M1>

~

A VEBE, A7 94 VB ERY, REHEFATHIEEETNLDAERNT, 4t
ETNLNDYERICERET AL SEEETANIBEER T 27 0 —FTh 3. 74 V&Y
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Logits Predictions labels

Z1 P1
Network 0, I ' Leq

H
KL(p2[1p1) 1 F] Ki(p1]|p2)
g

Z2
Network 0, I Lz I Lcz

X 2.16: DML (2381} 2 55258 Gk [9]1 X b 51H)

T, BROAERFETAZHWEEE Y, 1 D04 FETLOAEFAWCHSHEOHE#EERHT 2
KRBT E S,

B EEETILDOHZAVWIHHZAER

EEETNDOAEFHOCHBRRE I, FEHECHERE IS T4 RTFEMRE SN, £iEE
FOUMTHEZ TR L2580V TAERE T VOMRENNRET 2 Z e ATV (9, 86, 87,
88,89, 90,91, 92]. AMEET N DAZHWIHGERZE DK ZFEL LT, Deep Mutual Learning
(DML) [9] 3% F 575, DML X, BHOEHREF L ZRERICEE L, ST 7 LETRT RIS
WEGELES FETHS. DML OBERX 2.16 1IIRT. FEHRZE, SEfEFTVCH—T—&%
ANU, WERMMERD. Z0%, FAEMETILIT KL divergence 12 & » THER DA OMEE % 5
HBL, HEEI R/MET 2 X5 CEERETALEYE TS, DML, SEEETADFR—DET IV
Mg & B2 2 7 VRSO ST THEMNR Z EBFEFHINTREINT WS, £/, DML OFEE IR
BEMEETILOBICIE L TEAEEE T LVOMREL T L3 2HAICHZ. —HT, EEETLOKE
BT Z 3T X —ZHDWINZO%H D, FHRCHELRFTREMOa X s8N 5. 22T,
Collaborative Learning [86] X° On-the-fly Native Ensemble (ONE) [93] I&, EfEE T I/L DR VEDEA
FEBETLVEITHET 2 28T, NI X—XHOWMEFERL /.

B 5585 OMEZ AV HEZAE

H7 BH OHERZ WA, BOBEOHEZRWEALER T2 22, 7—XIRRY
W EBHA—T =203 27 VHNOZEHZRHT 2 22T, 1 DOEEET LD A% W THER
AR ZEBL T3, BOED?SERVEANDOHGEEA (58,59, 60] 13, HRWVELIANTHEWEDTS
AN EN R EREEATVR EREL, BEWEOHHBMERVEANLE TS, 7= 257 —X&
NDHGEZERE [94,9511%, 1 DDT =X 057 —RIFRIC K o THED T — X Z2EK L, FA—7—%
D OAERR L7287 — 23 2 HF A — T % L D IFEE1TS
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233 Fo

ETFNLDOHAGDLRICEREL TR Y Iu—F1F, HBAEOMBIREEE TV OHROEN 12
CFEZCICERZHNT, BRARETVOHAGHLEINEAINZ. [ERD T X =2 DK
FVHEIE T E T X=X DD INVERE T VOMAEDLEZFITIERL, HEDATX—X
BOBATET N ERETNVNDHAG DY, BROEEET AL LR 2MHAEDE, 3ETALULED
TEH, 2B @ P O N DOIER L C A2 2T LOBREICEWT, H#EEos
IMEDHEZR IR TVWS. LarL, ThHDEFTALDOMHAEDLESIZ, AFICLoTHIFSINTED,
MR T TV, 207720, X HOIRNERE T LVOMAE DY DIFEET % Al HE
NH5.
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Sl

L5 Y S 7ICK B RBHRFAFE

a3 P2
=ml

TR o34 %o rh RS JE DR % W -0 LR O FIERIERE, BRI 2 - A7 Ta—F
POMHRDIERE 7 7a—F T, LREAFHRFCLIORBELTEL. Z05DERECBITS
FHEHRFOMER D S, ROLAFREE ORI, EFALDYA X, EFLO, HFEOEBT
M, EREBOFGD 4 OOBEEPEHETHLLEXS. LrL, ThoOEEREROMARD
BREARTHD, HHITHEAE STV E 1D, IERETRAF TR SR oA EDE L
AT h ATV,

RETIE, ERIKICH—NREEE S 2 % 2 2 TEERAGRIEIEILIRATRE L, ZEM%
MR O R R HRFRIC L D HEELGEH 32 Z L 2R T 5. AR TIE, T D 5T T AN
PR T 2R R REEE L ER L, CROKFEFEE ENE L DD, #HilkHtFEE % R A]
REMR 77 TRV CTH DM T 7 72 ERT 5. Mz 77 71%, 1ERARINTEZLD
HEPEB RS E2 5 2, ARROBEEIE O Z M » TR K& LIRS 5. ARk 7
77T, /—REETAERL, Ty IRBARROBHE M BRGHEEZRT. fTy Y TRR S
KEBERETHIeRE/ — FTRRZEFNMELZRET 5 2 T, SRAILFEYE % £BHA
RETH5. 2L T, AEETLVOMREIEL RI2AHIEB S 7 7 oME (EFRYEOHE) 2 A\F
THETT 2D TERL, I 7HEEANA R—RTA—ZGFRT 2 22T, A\t LAy
£ D BRI LILFFE DOFERE HIE T

AHlEER T, 11 EED Y I AR R D7 =2ty bEHAWT 6 DOBSED HIRETFIEDFT
fizf7o5. 1 2HE, HWRICXVERLILARER S Z 7077 7EORHLTH 2. HRICKD
FR LTRSS ERIE Y B D X 5 ICE R 2 D0HIT 2. 2 oHIX, 1EREL OFEELET
Hb. 7IAGERAZIIBNT, HEFAYEOIERE L BRI X D15 S N FYE OFEE % ik
5. 30HIE, BRICIDBONLEAYEOEBMEOIHMETSH 2. HFRICX DE N EFAEY
D, AT —ZEy FTEVHEZHEET 200FH0T 5. 4 0HIX, FRICXYELNLIFEY
BonHitds., HRIEVELNLZEFAEHO—H%E, HERDILFEYE O ICE & X 2D
KEZ» S, BRICEDVEONTHIESHEICHFS L TW200%iHiid 2. 508X, 77 7H
WOMRBRHED W TH 5. HRERIFIEIRATHE IR HERARFL IS DO ZRMEDBRRAE R G 2 2 8%
S 5. WRIC, 77 7EEOHRRICBIIZFTE IR MoV THEmT 5.

REOHBIILTO@ED TH 5. 3.1 HiCHEBHRFAYEOERICOVTANS. R, 3.2 HTHR
RTETH DA 7 5 71200 TR 3. VT, 3.3 HiCIRETEDOFHMFEERICOW TR S,
BRI, 34HITARICOVWTE LD .
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Unidirectional knowledge transfer
Large-Small Same Step-wise
N —_ —e—

L] L] L
L L , K\
= = = = o
Knowledge distillation Born Again Teacher assistant ) ! -?;(
[G. Hinton+, 2015] [Furlanello+, 2018] [Mirzadeh+, 2019] 3
) 9,
Bidirectional knowledge transfer \hq-l \ﬁ

A
Large-Small Same No. of models = 3 °\b, 1
e 3 (\l o =7

(_\A . m. ° \q
= = T |
Deep Mutual Learning [Y. Zhang+, 2018]

Conventional Collaborative Learning Diverse Collaborative Learning

X 3.1: EEHEFREE a7 b

31 FEHREFEH

F2ETHEN LI & WCHERZRE X, TET LDV A X, T LD, HEROEHBEGH, ERERO
BlE D SR & RAGREEBIROIER I A TWS. EFLOBRELEZHINE LTS ED =4
WA T D oDy, T X —=ZEDIFRIFEDLENE T LD & DHIFKIERS [5] RLAEMEE T LE DRI H D
HIRREERS [9] ICBWT D, MREENTIRETH 2 Z L ARSI TLIEIE, MEREm EZ2 BV L72%%
HIThbN TV, AFETIE, ETAREMEZHNE LEROHGRZAE e HrEdE 2 B e L2k
AFEE, Mo BARICER L THRAEE L ERT 2. HAYEFOa Y7 2K 3.1 1TRT.
Zhuz kb, AIEENIIGE TEELINTWE T LDOMAEDEHREE TN DEETIER YD
WEZ X DFMICHETT A e ZAlfEr 55, fle LT, 1 DOHENET LV EBOAEEET LV EH
WT, HEMET A2 HBERETNANOHGRIERE, SAEE T VM TORBIEE 2R L7, ¥R
BUIE7 72NV —LRAT—LDEIREEPEFT NS, MAT, 0O XS BRHAGBIBEGRE T T
2L, BEND D EERNHED D FH Vo i B 2R FIEOEBE T VO, HBEETVRE
WESEYTEIL—TLNLOMERHNE Wo 22 LRHEFREE L EENE. 200, HFEY
Bk OB AE oA R, HaEZ&E, HEYE. Co-Training CEEMD DY) 2w&
THHEBE LTERT 5. HAYHZHMNT 2 8ERICBVWTARER 7 70 —F OflZ LT ITRT.

« FFEEHW  EFNADOREL, | ETADONE, BRETNVONRE, B8 5EOHEE
s BTV BEH L AERE, DA, EESFEILETIL, BEORRZETIL
o T L —HEOHEERRS, POTHROHEERE, 7L IRk 3B

ARClE, MIREEMCERZET, MREHMNCICC TETAREE TR T 2 28T, [ERD
FIFHZRHE OV A 2 1 2 7= 27 LR 228 O MRt 2 B ETIT 5.
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K )
=

Diverse Collaborative Learning Knowledge Transfer Graph
X 3.2: Hii#E B 7pay 7+

Knowledge transfer from m, to m,

forward backward Target node

L 75l L 21
Through Gate Through Gate 1
Cutoff Gate ﬁ Cutoff Gate Backprop
Linear Gate Linear Gate
Correct Gate t Correct Gate i
@ Pax) | | PrC) @ @Eﬁﬂ

source destination source destination

Auxiliary node

X 3.3: HliHsfs 7 7 712 B %77 7 RB

32 REFE . MBEBEI S0

ARETIEX, ERDIELFEE 2 ¥ U WHFRIHE IREANRER 77 7 RETH 258 77 7120
WTHRR B, HEREEE 7S 70art 7 F 2K 32 1R, MEiEE 2 S 7Tk, fEkoHFE¥E %
MR 7L =L =7 TRIT S Z LT, IEREDIREFERIERIEDHAGDE 2 S T2
HEYHERBABEL T2, BT VOMREDE 72 2 RV HLFEYEE, AFCHRIEE 2
57 DREERRETT 2D TR, NIRRT X —RPFERICL>THHRG T2 22T, IbhEw
MRER BT 2 BT T L OER i, iR O¥SEHIES. REiTIX, 3.2.1 HTHRIE
B2 712803577 7RH, 322 HTEAM, 3.23HTY — MEK, 3.24 HTET L OHRHE
b, 325HTY I 7HEDHRRIZOWTIHARS.

3.2.1 HEER T S 7ICHITBRTTTRIR

AIETIX, FEREERE TS 703l WTdRS., J—FB M 232 Lz E0MHBIE s S 7%
X33y, Wi 7 71k, E7 0%/ — K, BRERETy Y, [EfR7 L% § TRT. ¥
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EFEETIL

2/—ROUZ7KRE Knowledge distillation Deep mutual learning

X 3.4: {EHKIED 7S 7RI

BT 2 i /BEOETVE ) —Fm; &L, &/ — FEICHAPRRS 200y Y 2ERLE
MZo77855. Ty YO, H#ENMEbLIARAERT. 20D, /—Frb/—FA DTy
DIFHGRIEROBRERL, 000/ — FADT v DIFIEMR T Ve HWHBiH DiBLkEERT. H
FRERFETCD / — RIX source node, HIFRERFESED 7 — R destination node & PR3, HIFKIRFE DIEKIC
B3 2 372 niBlE, destination node DA EFTWY, source node NEfThHAWV. ZAUT KD, source
node 7 & destination node \DHFE DI D ABTTHIS.

Ty DITHMEROBEELEE, / — FICIEROEF LV EHEMEL T5. Hlz1X, Ty I TRHU
HERBMZRET 5 2 8T, 1CREOHGIZBEIEN R TE S, $4, Hv I TR LEKE
BeRETHILT, &/ — FEERZAGBEIBICIDEE T2 b, [EREERn
P& I FEEE DRI TE S, 200/ — FRFOHGRIERE 72 712813 % 77 7HEDHI %X 3.4
WWRT. 2007 — REROHAGIER 77 7120 LT, 2200/ — FZZENENFEFHRAET LV ER
HEETFTAVEFREL, —HOTy PEHIFRT % Z & T Knowledge Distillation (KD) [16] 23R I T =
5. F72, 2007 — RIZRFEFETNVEREL, Ty JIFHIBRL7ZWZ & T, Deep Mutual Learning
(DML) [9] BRBITE 3.

3.2.2 18K

n T —XEHDANEG x,, £ ZDIEfRT L g, THRINE I =Ny F% B={z,,9,}_, TX
L, SRy F BONyFHA % |B| TRT. ERT~L g, XIEREZ ZADID TH 5. Hikin
7570 — FOEE M, HEREEEITTTH % source node & my, HIFRIEFESETH B destination node
Zmy &5 5.

J — FEOHIHERDAR %KD 5 F213, Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence KL(ps () ||pt (1))
AT 5. ZZT, psldsource node DHFI73HH, p; 1 destination node DI TH 5. K
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T, softmax BRI & o TIERL SR ITMTH 5. KL divergence 1%, HEOAEEET
VT BEWCHERZ #5532 DML THEAXI ATV 2EEMBTH H, Hiake U CHERD T %
T 555 DRKRNBEREBDO 1 OTH 5.

IEf#Z ~OL g, @ one-hot X7 MAVRBLZ p; £ 35, p;, & destination node m; D] pi(xy,)
LA, uRTy buY—B8 H(py,, pi(x,)) TEET 5. H(py,,p(z,)) &, 310X
512 KL divergence * HE.= > b r ¥ — DN HETE 5.

H(py,,pi(z,)) = KL(py, ||pi(xn)) + H(py,, Py,)
= KL(py, ||pt(zn))

(3.1

Py, (Fone-hot X7 ML TH 570, ZOHCZY Y — H(py,,py,) 3012720, H(py,,pe(x,)) =
KL(py, ||pi(®n)) DK DD, £oT, BRI~V HAMOEAES, / — FREIOH D% L Ak
12, KL divergence THRILT 5. LU, py, & po(xn) =py, LT, ERINLE 0FE/ — PO
7 po(x,) £ LTET.

source node ms %* 5 destination node m; ~NHIFKZ IR X 2 FRICHEH§ 218K % L, TRT. #
YeBIRK Ly, %38 3.2 1R

|B]
Loy =Y Gor(KL(ps(xn)|[pe(n))) (3.2)

ZZT, Goi() 37 —1rBBTH 2. 7— PEAEUZ, 7—& Z LICEIR L7z KL divergence DfEZE ¥
DEITHEET 2026l T 2. 7 — FEBOFEME, 323HTHNS.

BHEHYIZ destination node m; DEKEEIX, &/ —FroELE2RMNT 2R L3, HEWAR
destination node m; DEKEEZ X 3.3 1ITR~7.

M
Li= Y L (3.3)

s=0,s7#t

323 4—FE#%

H¥H T 2 —XERITHH 5T, source node DX % 2T destination node N5 Z % &, destination
node DB ICHEE B LY 5 X ZH[REMDH 2. 22T, ZHERARIEBIREL 725 X 512, A%
BZ 2B %S 2557 — BB EREBANEAT S, 7 — FEBOMEZK 3.5 1TRT. F—

MEEBNE, HEBEBAH N LT -2 Z0EEDS L, COBRKMELFEET 202D 5720
DEATIFEITS. 7 — FEEE LT Through Gate, Cutoff Gate, Linear Gate, Correct Gate, Sine
Gate O 5 ffHZ EHKT 5.

Through Gate (&, ANNSINBREZZOEEH e T25 - EKTHZ. Zhick b, 1€k
@ source node DAk % 4T destination node Mz X % HIFREEFE 23R BT = 5. Through Gate 3 3.4
IZRY.

G (a) =a (34)

s,t
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X 3.5: 4 FELHDZ — O

ZIZT, alddb 1 7RI THEROETHS.

Cutoff Gate 1%, ANSNBREICEST02HNT 27— MEETH 5. Cutoff Gate Z W\ %
I T, MRS 7ROy PEYIMTA 2B TES. 207 — FEKICE D, KDD X
SET DS ETAAND—FHDHGREB LR 21T O R WBIRNRILTE 5. Cutoff Gate
R 3517,

Gorof(a) =0 (3.5)

Linear Gate 1&, ZEIFHIC X o THELDEAZPBICZ(LSE 27— MK TH 5. EEIIIAC
WBEAZ/NEL L, FEPEDICONTEAIKRELRS. 207 — MEKICK D, FEPRIIH
Z FEMANIZIERE S, LR EDITONTHIEZ 1R 4 1258 < Bof 3 2 B R FERIEFE s RBIC &
%. %72, source node EHHIFBHAET L TIRBRWIGEIZ, FEVHIDOTHED RAFROERL O
H2SEARFC & 5. Linear Gate 30 3.6 IT/RT.

k

GE= (@) =
en

a (3.6)

ZZT, KIXBEEEHERTDH D, ke FFERTROBEHEEKTH 5.

Correct Gate 1%, source node D3 IEfRE L 77— X DERDAZET 7 — N THZ. Zor— 1+
BT XD, source node 3[HE X J2 7 — XTI 2 MR DB ZHIH| T = 5. Correct Gate 23 3.7 12
ZNE

oS tagy) =4 (3.7
0 ys #9
Z 2T, ys l& source node m, ® Top-1 7 7 ADID TH 5. source node D3 HANFEHFHEAE T LTI
WIGEIT Linear Gate ¥ Correct Gate 1%, M7= 8RR TE 5. LA L, Linear Gate 2347 —
R DEFMEICFICEAEZRET 2 DIIH LT, Correct Gate 137 — X Z L ICERATIEATEET S
7o, FEUE» SR Z IS 2 Z L A[RETH 5.

INBD4FEHED T — P 2HWTHREYEE 2 B#EkGEH T 2, &7 — MAHEZRENZF > Tw

b7, HEEG L-RRAZEOMRNER 5. —AT, HoPUDT—bDOX—V% 458
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X 3.6: Sine Gate DHIEL

FUCHEE LT\ 5728, BIRT & 2 HEES OBIRIIREN & 72 5. £ 2T, Through Gate, Cutoff
Gate, Linear Gate * NTIL DD, XD ZERAREANMNIFHRIAAEEL Sine Gate Z %513 5. Sine Gate
i, NAR=RTRX=RTH D ¥ ¢ITILEU TERRIREALNTHENE 2 RIAATRER 7 — P TH 5. sine
Gate Z 3 3.8 IT/R'S

fofe(a) = (0.5+0.5 sin(27rfs,tkL + dst)) - a (3.8)
end

Sine Gate 12 & 2 EATIFEIEOHIZK 3.6 ITRT. fL oZENZTN0OL 1/4-2n ERETH I LT
Through Gate, 0 & 3/4-27 LE%E T % Z & T Cutoff Gate, 0.5 £ 3/4-21 LiET % Z & T Linear
Gate DRINTES. ZDEIICf L ¢ 2T 22T, HAREMEANTREEEHEE DY) D &

ADRBAETDH .

324 ETILOREL

FHITBZETNOEFALEE Algorithm 1 1ITRF. IEZUDHIT, ETOETNDOEAZ I T
$5%. 7272L, /— K m; % destination node &5 %% — M G, 32T Cutoff Gate D5y, FH
72— AN m X EITDRNWI IR 2120, FHBEAETNVOEATIHILT 2. 28 EA
EFML, HFEEETCHHATETF—&ty MZBWT, ERIRLDAEHWVTEEZ2{To-ET
NTHD. FEHBEAETTNVOEATHICL L2, — K m,; X, EEPCEAZHEL, EADOEH
fTofvizw., 2070, ZD/ — RIZKD B 2HETEF MY T 2KE 72 5.

BTD/ —FQBRICTF—&%2ANL, HEZHETS. FohBRPOHEEZFELT, 2T
D/ — FEFEICEFT 2. X33 DEELEER L OAEIE, /— K m KOAMEESH,
fhid / — P23 &% 5270, DML T, 1 2HD — FOEAREH LML, EHLE, —F
WKHETF =22 AN L THIOHERS. 2 LT, Bl —FEEDRE& — Ko hafhis
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Algorithm 1 H[FZE B 2T VOHEH
Require: / —FE M, =Ry I E,
Ensure: 2 TODETLDEAZIHL, F/2E, FEEAETILVOEAEGHAIATL
for _=1toEdo
HBE TN my, ZE—ERE A LR p, 2155
%= RO pi(x,), p2(xn), -+, pu(xn) 2195
R BIWKH->THEEL, KD 5.
L, DEBLH S m, DELDEFEERD 5.
ETOETVOEAZEHT 5.

end for

5/ — FEOEIZHEHAELT, 220HD  — FICH L THEBETERZEITTS. 2hze2Toh
J— FOXEHEINZETEDIRST. LarL, TOFEHFEE — FEPEINT 2Lz ->TEEa
2 FBKIEICHEMNST 2. 22T, ABRTIE—EOD forward i ETLETD /) — FOEAZEHT 5.

325 U578 EDIER

HFEZEBIC X D MREER [ E X E 72/ — K% target node ¥ FETX, target node D2EE % ¥ K— 3§ 3

%E|D 7 — R % auxiliary node & ML, target node CEH 3 2 €7V O L JERIEE 77 7D /7 —
F @gﬁ&i BRZITONCDH O CDORET 5. HMIEHE T 7 7 DA =085 X =&, auxiliary
node ¥ LTHEHATZ2ETLVOMEr =y D CHHAT 7 — VEROEETHS. =y, /—
RZEWRMERT 2NANR—RIGRX—=RDBEZETS. ZD7D, FREMORTZE, /— Mz
N, EFVORENE M, ¥— OBERE G 32, MO-D.GN )2 Ch3. i, HlziE
N=3M=3G=4t55%t, 200 Hil D L EOIFEITWRZHEFLENRITE 5.

7 — FEEIROFEIRE LT 4 DS — b, auxiliary node OERZ & LT 3 EEDE T MG
WRET 3. HERERE Y2 7 ORGSR, FTy Y05 — FEE Y % auxiliary node D E 7 LIS & T
LTI YR LMSEIRT 2 28I ko GEIRT 2. 7 — FMEIBOER L LT4EHEDO Y — bofb
DIZ Sine Gate Z{HH T 255, BTy JIBWT f 2005 1 O, ¢ % 005 3/4- 21 DOHIPH
POllE T VX LITERT 5.

NA R=%F X =X DEH{ETFE L LT Asynchronous Successive Halving Algorithm (ASHA) [96]
ZfEM$ 5. ASHAE, WiA0BERE TR 2RI TZ2EA LS Y X LAY —FTH D, R
RENEEEWLT DD TES. N =T X—ZFEREE, DED GPU ¥ —N—%2fFHL,
BY—N—TIEFMZ LTI VX LGEREI N7 ISR AT 2. & —N—IZBVWTET L
i, Algorithm 1 Z2fEH LT, BRI NT T 7B ICH DS WAHEEEEBITONS. &P — =T
X, 1,2,4,---,28 =Ry 7 HCHREEH 7 — &% % W T target node DFEFE % 3l 5. target node @
FEEE 2338 K EHl S 1172 42T D target node DFEED 5 5 L 50%ICA - TWEHE, ZDP—N—
TOEE KT T 5. BRI Ry 7 FRFFEP R T LRO LR Y 712B1) % target node DFif
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B, ZOY—N—THHLZT I 7MEDFHIRAT 7 5. FEERT LIz —"—TI%, #L
WHERIERR 77 7B L THEE 2D 5. ZOK, FililER LR 7 2 7 0% 7 — R,
324 THICHDSWTHIHIL 2T S . BV —N—TEEEKT LAGIER 7 7 7 ORED Tk % %
T, BV —N—THEHFHlZHEDIRT. THEDZZ 7HEZ T L 721, &b &L target node DFF
EERER LT 7MEERREROHNBIERE 7 735, 33Hi0FEBETIE, D=30,T = 1500
DEEMZHRL 7.

3.3 FH@EER

FHMEER e LT, 77 7HEDOERRIC K D 8IS U HERIRFE 772 7 % -V THE L 7 target node
DYEREZFHES 5. 3.3.1 THTIE, FHMEFEENCMHEM UEREEICOWTIANS. 332HTIE, R
WE DR LABIE S S 7077 7EZAfbS 2. 333HTI, 77 AR ZITBEV
THEFEOIERE L BELZ KT 5. 334HTIE, 77 ANHEXRZIZBVWTETLVORELE
Hiy e L= RSE ek e E 2 LT 5. 3.3.5TETIE, HRICEVESNHEYRE 2 HR
R B 27 —&ty bTAHEiST 5. 3.3.6 HTIE, HEROERINSY — MEBOBE MM Z S
%. 337HETIE, 77 7HBEOHRRIIBY 57— MEAROEMO I ERRERICE 2 288
S 5. 3.3.8HTIE, 77 7MEOHRRIIBI SFIHEIRX MZOWTHRT 5.

3.3.1 SEERMF

ATETIE, THMOEBICHER LT —&Zty b, BTN, EFNLVDEEEM Mgty 7o 7/
DEYEZZFIZONWTIRR B,

Hmr—42tyvh

72 IRGEDHRD =D F— X+ v k¥ LT, CIFAR-10[97], CIFAR-100[97] ¥ Tiny-ImageNet
(98] A3 5. MEREFHMEiD /2D F— X+ v b & LT, CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, Tiny-ImageNet,
Caltech-101 [99], FGVC Aircraft [100], Stanford Cars [101], Food-101 [102], Oxford-IIIT Pets [103],
Oxford 102 Flowers [104], SUN397 [105], DTD [106] % {3 %. CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, Tiny-
ImageNet, Caltech-1011%, ZHZHN 1027 F X, 100 7 5 R, 200 7 5 X, 101 7 5 ZAD—fRYIET
B XN z7—X+ty b TH3. FGVC Aircraft 13 102 7 5 ZADFRITHEDOHEFE, Stanford Cars 1 196
75 2D HEEDERE, Food-101 1% 101 27 5 AD BV DOFESE, Oxford-IIT Pets 31 37 7 5 2D
KA L fifE, Oxford 102 Flowers 1 102 7 7 ADIEDOFESE, SUN397 IERITHOFELa > Pa—&
N—DLRED3IT I FADY—, DIDIE 4T 7 5 ADT 7 AF ¥ THEEINzT—Xty b TH 5.
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#3.1: EfREIRNVDAE A NEBICBIT 28 ETLOMREE [%]

Model CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100  TinyImageNet
ResNet32 | 9299 £0.28 70.71 £0.39  52.89 £ 0.18
ResNetl110 | 94.01 £0.28 72.59 £0.54  55.49 £ 0.55
WRN28-2 | 9440 £ 0.07 74.60+0.38  58.60 = 0.25

HEFI

EF /¥ LT, ResNet32 [10], ResNet110 [10], Wide ResNet 28-2 (WRN28-2) [107] Z{#H T 5.
INBDET NI, CIFAR 7—Xt v bOEHIGEY 4 ICHDLET, BAIAAE R EOFTEITHLN
TW3. ATHOEBRTHAT 2 CIFAR AN DF— X+ v M, CIFAR & HEARTHGEY 4 AR E W,
Z®D7-%, Tiny-ImageNet 7—&Xt v s THEET 558, BRIIDBEAAABDA N 74 RE 11T
JET 5. £7, CIFAR &t Tiny-ImageNet AN D T — Xty b THET 25513, 1 EHDOEHAAAE
DH—AINPA X" T, ALTAFE LT 4 7% 3HKEL, 1 BEHDORICH =NV A XD T,
ANTA RDT, 287 4 ¥ Z7H 0 D Maxpooling ZEAT 5.

BETNEERT NNDAEAEFACTER LEGAEOEEER 31I1CRT. 3 2DFEFTLDOHT,
ResNet32 X b FEEDEKWET L, WRN282 X EEDEVET L TH D, ResNetl10 lEZDH
MDETNLTHS.

B 7L OFEBRM CFHMER MG

AT BT 22 TOEBRE FERBWT, UMORTEERM LaHliskiF 2R3 5. BoEty v
') X 1% SGD ¥ Nesterov momentum Z i/ L, #JHIEERIX 0.1, momentum 1% 0.9, v FH 4
%64 £ 55, CIFAR THEE T 256, 60 =Ry 7 T IZHEEFRE 109D 112L, AT 200
IRy 7 D¥BE %17 5. Tiny-ImageNet THE T 25E1F, 40, 60, 70 =Ky 7 HIZHEERZ 10 7
D1IZL, AEFT80 =Ky ZDFEHEEITS.

CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, Tiny-ImageNet Tl%, FE 7T — XL T4 LT LADNRT 4 VT, TV
ZraruayZ, FYRLT7Yy TeTF=2IRE LUTGEHAL, 7R 7 =20 L TET— 2R %z
Thiw. Zofio7r—2ty TR, ZET—RXIINLTIyXaray s, SURuT7Y)y TR
TR LTHAL, 7A T —XOEBII LTI I A Aty & —ray TE2HEHT 5.

WETAMRIE, ETNVOEAOHMEZEZHE L CSEREITLL L ZOFEIHEL FHERETDH 5.

B U5 T BEDRRFEN

T—=REy bDT AN T —=ZADOBFILBEEZR T2, 77 7HEOHRERIEIT—&%Ey k
DEBF =R %77 TEBHAOEE T — R 77 TRZHOBGE T — R HEIL, T—&tEy bZ
HAEINTOWAARRKRDT A T —RIEMFH LRV, 77 78RR DIEIETH 5 target node D

32



Label

irhrough

Label 1. ResNet32 (72.93%)

\:ﬁuvh{m eu/hrouoh

2. WRN28_2 (76.56%)

(@2 / — F (72.93%)

| Correct Label \Linear 4. ResNet110 (76.08%)
Linear \ / ec
I
. —

3. ResNet32 (74.14%)

()4 / — F (74.26%)

3. WRN28.2(77.57%)

e //“;_Q

/ 6. ResNet32 (74.05%)

e /7 A

Through @021 wmm_z @1.77%)

troush ( n /¢ ‘\\

(
N
S— ~
\ \ 5 WRN2S 2 (7730%)
AN \
Comee(

—

\n%%;\\fwwf S

T 4 WRN282(77.19%)

()6 ./ — K (714.73%)

Label

i"hmugh

Label 1. ResNet32 (73.58%)
&l\:m 7hﬁmu%hmu gh

Label 2. WRN28_2 (77.03%)

w@mugh Linear

3. ResNet32 (73.56%)

Linear

(b)3 / — K (73.58%)

Label - . 1 ResNet32(74.31%)

2. WRN28_2 (77. 34%)

inear
/h 5. ResNet32 (73.93%)

ugh Label |
Lmhu . / \ / /
- v
Correct Label 4. WRN28_2 (77.16%)

\\\\/

3 WRN2S2 (17.59%)

d)5 /7 — K (7431%)

Label

Libel LReNed2 (421%)

—
3 WRN2 7. 49%)

H7/—F (714.21%)

B 3.7: 4O — b & 3EOET NGB L L7258 ORRER

WE, 777 7REMOMGEET — 2§ 2 L2 EH T 5. KR K D IER LA 2 5 7
EROCTETFAVOEE LFHiZ T 2 21E, 7—2ty FTHEEATWE LA DEETF -2 T
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AT =R HHT 5.

CIFAR-10 ¥ CIFAR-100 7 —&X+t v s 2 WTHER T 2581, 50,000 %> FLDFEE T — X%
75 THBRADSEF— 2 LT 40,000 %> 7, 75 7HRHAOMEFF— % £ LT 10,000 %> 7
MZ3EI$ 5. Tiny-ImageNet dataset Z FIWVWTEREKR T 25813, 100,000 ¥ > SV O¥E F— 2% 7
7 IHRBRDHE 7T — & 2 LT90,000 %> 7, 75 7HBZHADOKGEET — & £ LT 10,000 %> 7L
WHEIT 5.

BERRD GPU H— 3 — & LT, 90 D Quadro PS000 ¥ — % {3 3.

332 FREEBODT T I7HEEDRIRIL

ARIETIE, REHDT—X+ vy b LT CIFAR-100, target node ¥ LT/ — K 1, target node T
FHT2ETNAMHEY LT ResNet-32 2 L 255 0FERMERERT. ¥ — MEKO@ERHE L
T Through Gate, Cutoff Gate, Linear Gate, Correct Gate, auxiliary node O € 7 UEDEH ¥ LT
ResNet32, ResNet110, WRN28-2 Zfiif L 72355 OHRM R 2K 3.7 1T/RF. 7 — FEEE LT Sine
Gate, auxiliary node @€ 7 /L8 OFEFH ¥ L T ResNet32, ResNet110, WRN28-2 % ffif L 723550
BREER T X 3.8 ”F. Sine Gate TlE, f & ¢ DEZHER L. ®TDFF 7IZBWVT, target node
DFEEIZFE 3.1 T/R L7 ResNet32 O L IR L TRWAER E o7z, £72, BRRIFDIEEL LT
f#H L T2\ auxiliary node OFEE S FIFEICEK 3.1 TRUZKEE L R TEWERE ko 72, HE
[F2EE OUERE & DFEELLENL, 3.3.3HTRY.

B 3.7a D/ — FE2 OHEBERE 7 F 71%, BATNCHER AR Z G 5 HFFE L 75T\ 5. ResNet32
225 WRN28-2 AND L v ¥ Tld Correct Gate, ZHLUID T v 21 Through gate 2HER STV 5. /)
XETINTH S ResNet32 75K ERETILTH % WRN28-2 NDHGFRDILIZIB W T, ResNet32
MPRNEZ /28 Y TNV OHGEEZ NI T, WRN28-2 D2EENEZELE 2 I WIRED 3 &
ZAbhb.

3.7b D 7 — R 3 OHERIERE 75 71X, —HAOHERIEFE & W5 MO HERIERE 2 HAa S hE 72
HEZE > TW3., EEOENZ, Linear Gate 2NMEIR XN 7=x v P DD 0 1TEWEE 725 7=
B, /—F1&/—R2TIENHAOHIRE, /—F205 /7 —F 3 TE—HAOHREME T
b d. ¥EPELICON T, Linear Gate PNEIRI Nz v DB 2 HERIE IR &2 ITEHIC R
57280, /—F2¥/—F3DEO¥EEN—T RO & BT R OFGEREENZ L, / —
F1¥/—FR3ZBOT—HAOHGIESH-1Tbs. 20k, —HAOHBEE » W
M DHIFREEFE Z A GO, FEPICHER OIS BN S 28 L RS EEE T Z
VARA=T R

¥ 3.7c D/ — R 4 OHEREAE 77 71X, &t 6 DOHERIBE IR ERRERF T, 1 DO—/FAD
HEEARS, S OOMAMOHFER 2T O HFAFH ko TWwas. Ty JWEHTS L, Z{DTy
T Linear Gate 2RI NTW5E. 207, EEHUINIEELIEVET ANERINTZ ) — K2
X/ — N4 O HWEE TN 5. BAEMCIE, 7 —F LI3EELEY  — F 4 OHE%E
FAWT¥E, /—K31E/—F22 /-4 DHBERWTEEZITS. £, HEEPEVW/ —F2
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(b)3 / — K (74.89%)

Xl 3.8: Sine Gate ¥ 3 EEHDE T VLSRR L U258 OFERER
¥/ —F 4 ORTIX, WHROHEIERR M THI, BWABEHWTBEVWORREEEHD G > TV
BYERD. FOR, FENELICONTHA R/ — FRITRIG A OH]

BRIEEYE I, BERKMNCADRTT2O00PRNETHL L TR 5.
X 3.7d D/ — FELS5,

ISR fTONS. 2D XS

X 37e D/ — FE6, R3TfD/— T OHIEER ' 71X, ADER
T35 2L WEMLRBEROERIEE o T WA,

Sine Gate Z iV z[X 3.8a D/ — F(2 ¥ X 3.8b O/ — F ¥ 3 DHIFHIEME 75 71%, EHEREA
TG 72 o T3, BIRAJELREATIT OISR EE LW & T, &b ZHEREAITEE

PEREN, 37077 7 RTAHRN ) — FETEWEEZZER L 7=,

Lo L, FEEICHEME:
HAMNITEIED =D

, S OHLERE OISR NIRRT 2 Z L BREHETH B,
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7% 3.2: CIFAR-100 12813 B3 10E3k1E L OF5E HEg

Method Accuracy (Node 1) Node 1 Node 2 Node 3 Node 4
Vanilla 70.71 + 0.39 ResNet32 - - -
DML [9] 72.00 + 0.44 ResNet32  ResNet32 - -
KD (T = 2) [16] 71.88 £0.78 ResNet32 WRN28-2* - -
DML [9] 72.71 £ 0.18 ResNet32  WRN28-2 - -
Ours (Four types of gates) 72.88 + 0.41 ResNet32  WRN28-2 - -
Ours (Sine Gate) 74.10 + 0.48 ResNet32  WRN28-2 - -
DML [9] 72.09 £ 0.43 ResNet32  ResNet32  ResNet32 -
DML [9] 72.89 + 0.21 ResNet32  WRN28-2  ResNet32 -
Ours (Four types of gates) 73.46 + 0.28 ResNet32  WRN28-2  ResNet32 -
DML [9] 73.03 + 0.27 ResNet32  WRN28-2  WRN28-2 -
Ours (Sine Gate) 74.36 + 0.38 ResNet32  WRN28-2  WRN28-2 -
DML [9] 72.76 £ 0.35 ResNet32  ResNet32 ResNet32  ResNet32
Song [86] 73.68 + 0.26 (4 xResNet32 with shared intermediate layers)
ONE [93] 73.42 £ N/A (4xResNet32 with shared intermediate layers)
DML [9] 72.87 £ 0.49 ResNet32 WRN28-2  ResNet32 ResNetl10
Ours (Four types of gates) 74.06 + 0.34 ResNet32  WRN28-2  ResNet32 ResNetl10
DML [9] 73.38 £ 0.20 ResNet32 ~ WRN28-2  WRN28-2 WRN28-2
Ours (Sine Gate) 73.77 £ 0.29 ResNet32 WRN28-2  WRN28-2 WRN28-2

333 WHKELDFEELR

CIFAR-100 # FIWTHRR L7275 7GE IO W A% % CIFAR-100 12 BV % 228 Tl %
15, BARICiE, RERIEKRE, 3 BFALLEE WSS A RERMECRIE L B & i3
%. ResNet32 D7 A b7 —=ZRITH T 2FEE DA R 2K 3.2 11T, &/ — FEUTEBIT % Ours 13,
ZNZH CIFAR-100 Z{HH L TR L=/ — F#2, 3, 4D 7 (X3.7a, X 3.7b, X 3.7¢c) 125k
DWTHHE 2T o7z target node DIFETH 5. RND “i 13MIET 2 FEDFR XD S5 H LIAEET
HBZEEWRL, “I3ED/ — NCHAIFEEFAETUIRHASIN-Z e 2E KT 5. KD[16]
X, ZEHET LV EAEFEETAD 2 ODEFNAE AW —HRIOHEE TIETH 5. FHFEAETIL
THHRHEMETNIE, 7 — N2 D Ours TEIR SN/ WRN282 ZEAL, IRENFIAXA—2%E T =2
2 LTEE L7 DML 9] X, HHOEREET NV E R WA ORERIERFIETH 2. DML T,
ETDETFILE ResNet32 L T35, %/ — FHBOD Ours TERSNEFAEMEHT 255D
2R — T %{To7-. Songetal [86] ¥ ONE [93] 1%, %/ — FOEFAMTERWEEZILE T
% ETNANEEEZ AT 2 T OHGRESFIETH 5. Song etal. [86] ¥ ONE [93] TlE, &%/ —FK
D% T VY TN X DG LRSI EATRE L, NAROHGRIERE 21T 5.
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%2 3.3: CIFAR-100 1283 3 7 VgL %2 B U70ERE & OIS E g

Trained Knowledge type

Method Accuracy [%]

Teacher | Feature ‘ Relation ‘ Logit
FitNets [2] v v 70.94 £0.22
AT [3] v v 71.88 £ 0.17
SVD [34] v v 71.39 £ 0.34
VID-I [61] v v 71.22 + 0.54
CRD [62] v v 73.76 £ 0.27
KR [108] v v 72.38 £0.30
SRD [109] v v 74.69 + 0.19
PKT [110] v v 72.45 + 0.48
RKD [65] v v 70.87 £0.23
CCKD [68] v v 74.71 £ 0.07
SP [67] v v 74.66 £ 0.11
ICKD [111] v v 74.68 £0.14
KD (T=2) [16] v v 71.88 £0.78
DKD [112] v v 72.49 £0.34
KD + DOT [113] v v 71.41 £0.33
KD + logit standardization [114] v v 74.65 + 0.12
Ours v 74.10 £+ 0.48

BRRICX DIER U HGRIERE 7 2 7 2 LT L7 Ours 1F, HFEEEHOWKER LR 25
BEMR L7, Ours CEIRINI-ETVEMEHLZDML X, R3.7D%77 707 — MEBEET
Through Gate ICE XX - FHE 52 5. ZD/H, Ours CERINIZET NV ZH L7 DML &
HEEZL T, Ours DREEDA ELTWE Z e n, 7J 7HEEDHRRIC X o TRV R HIGRERFL N

PEREINIEFR 5.

Ours (Sine gate) 1%, / — FEDI2 ¥ 3 DEEITEWT Ours (Four types of gates) %l X 5 faE % FE
L7, FHZ, 2 /7 — F® Ours (Sine gate) 1%, / — FEAY 4 d Ours (Four types of gates) & [A]5F DFE
EThD, ZRBZEAMTIEIEIRGAEER Z 2T, &R RAGREERIEEE TR S
Z5. —HT, /— REH 4 D Ours (Sine gate) 1, / — FEHI2 ¥ 3 D Ours (Sine gate) & D KW
JE ¥ 72572, Sine Gate I3Z R EAMNITERIE A RIARGER —75 T, / — FEIIIS U CTRIRATRERIL
F2E OBAHHINT 5. ZD7®, SEEER L7 1,500 B O 77 7#iE% 7 > X 20GER L CEHil

T AIRRITIEZ, Sine Gate Z HWIRRIZE VW TIHRRAEDOAREMENE Z S 5.
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K34 ERGE R D7 — &Ly MBI 2 FEEFH

Number of nodes in graph

Method
Two nodes Three nodes Four nodes Five nodes Six nodes
Caltech-101
DML [9] 48.59 40.49 38.84 11.44 12.02
Ours (Four types of gates) 58.65 60.60 61.33 59.24 60.18
Ours (Sine Gate) 60.42 60.94 57.94 59.29 58.00
FGVC Aircraft
DML [9] 23.88 11.10 4.11 7.29 2.70
Ours (Four types of gates) 38.70 38.76 36.84 41.55 43.38
Ours (Sine Gate) 34.23 40.32 35.88 43.05 42.93
Stanford Cars
DML [9] 43.10 27.84 10.83 8.32 14.61
Ours (Four types of gates) 59.63 59.57 59.22 60.08 57.49
Ours (Sine Gate) 58.74 57.79 55.34 59.06 55.35
Food-101
DML [9] 53.70 5491 57.22 56.65 52.62
Ours (Four types of gates) 55.01 56.61 57.52 58.63 61.15
Ours (Sine Gate) 58.48 59.85 58.01 56.36 61.43
Oxford-IIIT Pets
DML [9] 14.47 13.19 10.28 9.59 8.07
Ours (Four types of gates) 36.39 31.94 31.97 33.93 40.83
Ours (Sine Gate) 30.66 36.20 31.04 31.72 31.32
Oxford 102 Flowers
DML [9] 22.67 5.27 8.49 241 3.71
Ours (Four types of gates) 33.70 37.38 35.26 39.29 37.47
Ours (Sine Gate) 29.31 37.32 38.04 40.25 39.55
SUN397
DML [9] 23.58 25.75 26.37 28.30 29.04
Ours (Four types of gates) 26.28 28.35 27.79 29.20 30.27
Ours (Sine Gate) 26.60 27.85 28.37 30.04 30.24
DTD
DML [9] 11.17 8.24 4.26 6.97 6.33
Ours (Four types of gates) 21.97 20.53 18.83 21.91 25.32
Ours (Sine Gate) 17.71 18.40 18.56 22.66 17.66
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3.9: TRIC X D BEIRX =4 — b OFH

334 EFILEEMEEHMNE LIREREE OBFELLR

HEEE B 3RO TEDEZ LI, EFLOER(LEHNE LT, ZIHEF A SEEET L
AND—HE DRI EITS. 22T, K3.7aD /) — FEH 2 D5 7I2BVTERE Mz WRN28-2
ZHETE TV, ResNet32 ZAMEET L& L TIERERYE L, MEEZ1TS. CIFAR-100 1281
% ResNet32 D7 A b7 — R0 5 2 FEE ORI R 2K 3.3 27”7, Ours ¥, WIEMDFIEL LA
TH 0.5 K4 ¥ MRV L 72 o 7. REMOTFER, BEAEBORET, ANRRE T X —XI12HE
MEYTE7 e —F I DEVHEERER L TWS. —4T, Ours lXETFABOAGROIEBER
R RA IV ICHEERELTTVWR IS, B3 7 0 —FI2 & h) RIEHO FIEICILET %
FHELER LI EZ5.

335 BHRICEDERLILI S 7BEDEBM

BREAToTHRER S 7 7%, BRRLBELR L7 -2ty MIBOWTEHEZITS. BRI,
CIFAR-100 77— &ty N THRLZ/ — R 205 6 DT 7HiE%R, MERENKEL RS
DT —&ty FTEHLFMZEITo/. &7 —Xty MZBIFS/—F 1 (ResNet32) DT A
FF— 2T BHEEE R 3.4 RS, DML [9] 1k, £TD ./ — KT ResNet32 Z#H L. £2TD
F—&Ey MZBWT, Ours DREEH DML [9] % EEl->TW3., ZOiERIX, HEEL-2 7 7/
PERRCIZB LT -y "ABHAETHE I EZRLTWS. 20720, FRRELIZER
BZHLVWT =&ty FRBEHALREEI, L7 7BELHRKT 2B AR TE 2729, K
M2 HE 2 2 b OHIEDAIRETH 5.
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K 3.5 7 — M OZHRIEDRRICG X 20H

Gate types used as candidates in search

Accuracy [%]
Through ‘ Cutoff ‘ Correct ‘ Linear ‘ Sine

v 73.22 £ 0.40
v v 73.29 £ 0.20
v v v 73.42 £0.26
v v v v 73.46 £0.28

v 74.36 £ 0.38

3.3.6 IZFERICEDFERIN=S— F O

BRI X > GEIRX N2 — BB target node DREEANG 2 2% A3 5. targetnode & L
TResNetR2 ZfHHL, /—FEDP 206 TETOS 7 7EErZNENHRERT 5. 7¥— FMEKDE
i LT Through Gate, Cutoff Gate, Linear Gate, Correct Gate Z{# [ L, auxiliary node TfEH3 %
EFIUEEDOEM . LT ResNet32, ResNet110, WRN28-2 23 3. /-, HERHDODFT—%Xt v
I & LT CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, Tiny-ImageNet ZfffiL, ZhZhD7—%t v FTHJ 7
ZIRRT 5.

HT =Xty MIBIT S target node DFFE %X 3.9 127~ 3. Optimized 1%, &5 L 7=HFREE%E 7 2
7% VT E %17 - 7= target node DIEETH 5. Fixed 1X, EH LIHRIER 27 7 DT gate
FA%4% Through Gate IZZH# U 7zHIFREAE 77 712 & D 8 %1T - 7= target node DIFETH 5. D
728 Fixed 1¥, EFIVDMHAEDLEHETRLZDML TH23 ¥ X 5. Optimized 1X, £TDOEKMH
IZBWT Fixed KD S EWVREEZZEKR L. ZOZehs, WYIRS— b 2R LU CHERERE - HilH
TEZLOHEENZRLTVWEEFERS.

3.3.7 T— MEEOZHRMEIRERICE X L EDFHE

77 7S DORFITBT 57— PEBOBEM O ZHRMEIRRERICE R 2 B2 ii$ 5. Bk
MN2X, /—REBD 2200277 7DRRICBEWT, 7 — FEIBOREHOBEETE T 5. FHERTI,
auxiliary node T § % € 7 LG OB & LT ResNet32, ResNet110, WRN28-2 Z {3 3.

FHEARS IR 2R 351 RT. v IZ, 77 7HEOREKRINCS — MEBOEME LTHALEZ L2 E
W3 5. 77— MEAROBEHOKEZHELT &, BENM LT 2EMICHS. ZOMEE, &7 — MY
BPZENZIEEICHFG LTSI E2RLTED, ¥— MNAMOBEHMOBEESLT I TLDZ
BRIZFEFEDRIAATREL 2 D, FERE U CHIRI RIS ORI EFTE L ER 5.
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£ 3.6: Sine Gate & W= HERI2 BT 2 R (Wall-clock time)

Number of nodes | Two | Three | Four | Five Six

Time (h) 943 | 11.87 | 16.03 | 15.95 | 24.90

Top-1 Accuracy (%)
N w H (6] ()] ~
o o o o o o

=
o

0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200
Epoch

3.10: R D7D O¥BEIIBIT &7 7 7#EDREEZAL

338 S I7BEDEEIRX K

77 7EOWR AR M, 77 7MED /) — VL, i3 %277 7REEDR, T 201 8-
RT R = RFROFRIMAFT . REFOFMEREETIE, A R—RFX—=RFEROFEL LT, 7
VR LY —F & ASHA 2 L7z, ASHA 1Z, MFHRRAAIRERFAID 7030 XL D7z, R
DI 2 A MEAH R RE R BRITENC R AE S 5.

1,500 D27 7 #&E %3S 2 277 7 REEDRRITHE & L7z wall-clock time 2% 3.6 RS, 77 7
D/ — FEIIE U T, HERPET T2 FTIRBERKBPEML TWE Zepbhr b, Zhux, /—
RO Z 2 2 & THEYE 21T BROBDEZ, T forward ILEERHELGHE O [RIEAHE X
Tl eDERTH 5.

BROIDDHFBIIBIT &7 7 7HEOBEZLZK 3.10 1TRT. 2L, IRy 70
FEF X ASHA L2 FHOREMIRTICX T, #EPKT LRIV 7E2RLTWS. 200
IRy ZHTRERVWEA IV 7 TREOHPD 258, ASHA 1L > TEEORAK T TONLZ
CERER®T S, 1,500 077 IHED S L, 6 MEOMEDADRMK IRy ZICEELE. ZoZt
25, ASHA IZX > THENE L 23 RIAAR WS 5 7GRN T B 5 Z v T, $hERWk
BRETHOZENTERLEX 5.

—HT, 7— MEBOFIX, FEOEHEEIC X > THEEIHT 2 EAF I OMEIET 25—
MDD B Z e 25, ASHA W Ko THEERBICEVEE L R 2 X5 RFEFIEZRK T LT
LEoTWAAREMDFET 2. £, WRBRIERZEMOTH S 1,500 D275 7 HEED A% 7 L T
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Wa 7, $IRNLTZ 7BEDOERIIARETH 25, BT LIRBREVWS I 7HENELNATNS
PRAE 7. HERERRE 72 7 027 5 7 MG U BRI IRR TR DRRGEHE, SHROFETDH 5.

34 X

RETE, BROEFTNVHETHMZER T 2 FEZHFAFE LERL, HAPSEHOEREZRE
AIBERFIGRERAS 7 7 2 4R R LT, WEskE 7 2 7Cld, E7 V%2 — F, BKFHE L HEREEE DY
ey I TERAL, HAFEHOICRIECH ez 52z, £, HKRBEBITEKREICEAN
275 — FEBEEAT 5 28T, SMRRAEEESIIEZ RBIAREE L. 2L T, #IRNZ
77 7EE NI DRBGHT 2 DT, MRICE - THERKRES 2 22T, ERIETIEHRRL
ENTL Do T KB DRI R ORGT 2 ATREIC L7z, 11D 7 — X £ v b 2 fv 723l
FERTIX, SRR X DISRIE & B7s 2 MR O WIS 2 115 L, $RRIC K DR L L HFRZEE 1
Kikz LRI FEEZENT 2 I 2R L. £k, BRTHERRSINETUEER S — D
FEICHFG L TWa Z e 2L, HRRICBT 577 7THEDBRMOZIRIENKREZ WY, FHR
Wiz o 7GR RR LT VW L 2R L. SROFEL LT, HEDa X MEEeHHED
HERDEAN, 7N — TR DOMRESENDILNRZ EBEIT o0 5.
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F4E

SHRHBEBICE BT YT
3t

DML [9] ZiZ U & § 2 WA ROHF¥EE X, BROEEE T VOEERCEEE T LB THY
WHERZ R T2 22T, SERETVORERR LS. X512, #amRRHCHEEET Lo
PV T 7Y IV ERERACS 2T, HERXILICWET LI LDARETHS. LoL,
HEFEELETAOT 3 v IV ERE, HEAYEZHORW—RIVR T % > 7058 b g
LT, HEOWEREMEL LS. ZOMEA»S, 73y 7N & 2 EEM ISR RZET
NDOZFRME Y HFYFICBY 27 VO e ORICIZBEFRESH 2 EZ 3.

Z ZTARETIE, 7Yy IV ER e RAYEOMGRE SN L, SRRHAROER 2R T HEY
BleXkoT7 vy IV EHEORRKENEZITS. 7Tk, ER7LDH%EHWTEE LER
DEFMIH LT, EFAEOHBROMEE Y 7 >4 > 7V B & 3 ER EOBRERE S 5.
Z 0%, FMOMEAICHE VT, ETABOHERICEZRELZIEST 7 V3 ¥ TV FER D10 DI
BlZOoWTHES 5. 7oy 7V ROk FEEE L LT, ET MO EHE T 2823
9%, UL, HAhnmEiie 32 HAZE BV, ETAHOMRERETEE 21T 7245
B, HODHOZREPHRITE 20, TTLOBERTHIEEINS. 22T, HEKTEZS
T EHERZEB-0ICT7TTFryyary~y ACERL, Hhofiv 7y rryary~y 7%
HIERY LAY EZITS. Sk, 7o INEBITH L -2 RS 2 R TX 3.
F/z, HAFHEETAMI 2 ICRR RS OFGTE T2 2 BATRERE D, T BTG U T
HAEDEADBWRIZIRZ72D, 7oH Yy 7NVFEHE L R E 2 AFTEMNICRETT 5 2
CEIREETH B, 22T, HiRisE 27 72 7N — TR OEE RT3 2 T Yy IE
BHEHAL, 7YV Y IAREERIEEL LTY 7 7HEDOHREITS 28 T7 ¥ 78I
L7 HFA¥E 2 BERET T 5. BRI, SETLVOMEEEZE R L ER(LD D OHBIEFiEL
Et L, BEEREt LAY EIC X DEE L 2T H 2 0T 7L ORZ H— 0D € 7 THE
B3s2eT, 7ryHrIEEOHHR AR P OMERRIRT 5.

FHEFEEATIE, SEEDO Y I AGEARA I DT =21y FEHWT 5 DOBlRD HIREFIEDFHM
2175, 1 2B, BRICXDEBR LIRSS 7077 7SO TH 5. HRICK D
U= ARSI DMERIE L YD X 5 IR 2 00FHEST 2. 2 0HIZ, EkREL OB TS
5. VAR ZICBNT, BRICE W EONLHFAEEIC K 27 V3 > T KEE 2 HLE¥Y
DIERER 7 3 v 7V ER e kS 3. 3 0HIX, SR & Y1552 R E RO O FHf
ThH3. FRICE DB LNLHFAEEED, a7 —Xty bTEWEEZRIET 2 00l

]
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3. 40HIX, FEBROETLE T VI Y INKEOBBROSTH S, RIS DB SNHFY
BRI D BB 2HBEER LS ETADR T VY Y IABERHFS L TW200#AET 5. &k
12, ZRRBAHGREFOEBOET VIR LT, SETLOMEMNEHE L -BELD -0 O HEHILE
FEOPMZ1TS.

AREOWBIILLTOEDY TH 5. 4.1 B CAEOREZEFERCHET 2EEFH B 7>
NEBIZOWTIHR S, 42 HICHFEEE & 7 03 Y IV FER OOV TIHRN S, 4.3 HiCHRE
FETH 2 ZRBAMIIIC L 27 VF Y TNV EHEBETNVOMEN 2 E R L EE(LD 72D DA
IR DO WTIHINR S, 44 HITREFEOFMERICOVWTIANS. RKEKIZ, 45 HITARFEIZOWN
TFe® 5.
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4.1 BAEMRE : FEFEBICEIT3 702 TIIEE

7 oWy IV, EROKREEETAEHAS DR THAT 2EMEE 713 XL TH
5. BEOFGHAEEZER L, &SGR OMNZHMET 22T, 100508 L 2H#Edm L
AR TR ED M LT 2. RRVZTFEL LTIAF U I (151 R T =R T 4 Y7 [116] BETF S
5. XXV, TR IS T—REIVRLAY YTV ITBZITY Iy FEERL,
BRI R 2OV Ty b OFRTE. T—RT7 4 V7%, R E 10T o%H
L, 7—X3#AlgRICZ N ENEANT 21T . FEHEROHAEFOMEDL S 7P L VT —
RERFETEL XD, 7T—RHLUTEAMTETV, ROFWHAREFE T 5. S55%05H
HAOERET 2%, 9RO 7 - o5tH L ABEEICE SO THIERAT
@E?@K%Hé?vﬁyfw?%@,Eé@@%@ﬁﬁ&é@ﬁ@%?w%@jbfiﬁL,@
BoETVEFBLUIHGREITS. IEROBIMFEBICBI 27 vy v 7V e Binh, SET7ME
BALADYHHED ADERZ D, T—2ty s OEERPRFEFMEIFR—TH 5. BROETLVEH W
HeEm, AT =R U TEET DM UTHERDN £ 7213 logit &3 U 740D o HEGR 2 1T
5. BRoOETAERWE#GHER @) IORT.

1
y=17 > Pm(®) 4.1

ZIT, MEFETVE, ppn() EETAOHT), 2 3 AT —2%EKT. BROETNVEHVTHER
1528 T, 120ET ML 2w RNTERBRENM LT 2. £, #HmcHWSET L
BUISCCRlAAEED M B L, $ 27 V2B A RS CRliRE M L LR 7R 5 Z e p3Hl S
NTVW3., KETWE, HEFBCBIZHROAZITO 7V INERE 7 3 I, 7
YU ITINMERC X BRBEL T VY Y IONAEE, TV VY IONAEERNET A 00FE 7 Su—
FhT7 BTN LR,

ﬁ@??mzwé7y%y7w$§®¥&d K& L EHRFRHERRRFD o 2t DOHITE, B4 2R

RENOHEM, 7% ¥ TAHRD I & WS BHED SHEBITOI TV S

AR MOHERE 7 >3y 72, BROETVEFET2HEL2 ST VB TEA ST X —
REDMEZ 7=, FHEFLHRFOFTEaZA M XEY 2 X FAENIT 3. Batch ensemble [117]
¢ Hyperparameter ensemble [118] 1%, ET/LETEHA NI XA —XD—{ZHLET 5L TRI X=X
BN %Ri W2, Snapshot ensembles [119] 1, 1 DDEFNLDEEFRIEFREDE TN E2RE
L, HEFRICHIHT 228 T1ODETNVDEEDATT 4> 7t Z ATRE L L7z, Knowledge
distillation [16] T, 7 >V ¥ 7V X 2 MERSAEZ AL LTI 20ERET NV EFE TS Z
eT, TV IR AREOMRETRIET 2 1 00T AEEE TS Z L BA[REE L

B2 BEEREANDER 7 ¥ v 7 HEmE, HibH D EEIC K27 7 A0EMEZ T TIER <,
AT B D 22 [120], Adversarial attack [121], Out-of-distribution #%1 [122] 72 ¥ hk & 72 RIREZRE I
WU THRRERET 2 Z BRI TWVS.
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71 71
—e— Independent DML —@— Independent DML
70 70

69 > 69
g g
5 68 S 68
g g
x 67 2 67
= £
2 66 2 66
=z S

65 " 65

64 64

0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5
Number of networks Number of networks
[ ) » )
(a) ETFILDNEE (b) 7 ¥ ¥ ITNNEE

X 4.1: T & B FEEZEL

TIoH O TNHEROD RKEFEET MBI L7 U3 Y IAMRORRIE, EART X —=XDY]
HfER I =Ny FOF— ZBEIRR C2ERIED 7 Y R ATRESN B BERICE > THELT, 40T
FADOMN LA b DEEZHNTWS. Allen-Zhu 5 [123]11%, ETFNLDEAIRT A —
ZOPEMEIC X D BFETADRRLZBAIAAT 4 VR EEETZZeH, 7oy IAfEmcHs
LTW2D TR0 e HEm, EEBRIWIRLTWS. CNN X, BAAAEIC X > TREEmMH L,
Z ORI L TEATEME#EDIBET 22T, RENCHERHEHRNIT 2. 2070, X
NEFHEDERLR 2 Z e TETMIBRR MRS ML NIL, 723 7RIS T AT L
TR RN L THEREToTVW 2 e EX LTV,

42 T TIINFBEHERFEDSR

M FOHFFE & UTRERNZ DML X, #BROEFE T V2 W THEMNCHERZ 85 5 2
T, EI7 VDA ERAWFH R TETLVORBEDSM LT 5. RETIE, FIRGMOE
R 2T o2 ETVDRBED, ERI VDA EHWEZE LZET VRN TARELLMELE
WHEDHLST, WAHRORFRIFEE 2T TADT ¥ TAREED, IEFETNNLDEE W
BLEETAD7 Y INAREENPSRELMLELEVWZ 2 ERT. ZOMEANE, R ICEIT
BHERE 7 Vv AR B Y 2T VOEMEICBEREDR D 270 F e EZX S, 2T, ETL
MOHFKOHEE L 7 v 3 ¥ 7RI L 2 BER FoFREZHAE L, HEEZao0 2 HFRYE
FIEZ BT HREE 7 V3 v TAMHEIRANG X 2B RRET 5. AHITIE, 421 T VYT
NEB e HFEYEORMR, 422 HTET VORI EEDO TN, 423HTT? Y ¥ 7NV EEDD
DERLRILFFAE OBENT OV TIAR 3.
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421 T TIEYHHEFEFEDOER

DML 2B 2 ETNVDFEEE 7 3 ¥ 7 UEEOBRZK 4.1 1I27RF. E7 /L& ResNetl8 [10] &
~NR—ZE T /L& L7 Attention branch network [124], 7 — &+ v b X Stanford Dogs [125] Z{#HF L 7=.
Independent &, EA 8T X — X OYIHHED R 2EBBOERET Ve, EET VDA ZHWTH
S LUTHEID DB L BORBETH 5.

EFLOIEEICEH T % L DML X, Independent ¥ LR THEMNA ELTWS., DMLIZK 3 ET
NOREER R, EEZECHEHT2ETLVEDZVEEELRD, ETAVED 4 DHEITH 4 K
4 ¥ FAELTW3. Independent 1%, EFLMTHIEIBE S, ML TEEERITOI 1D, 7
M E ST FAREOREZREL TW5.

7By IAMEICEH T 5, DMLIZETFLOREER B LT, 723> 2SR/
M EroTWa., ETAVED4DEEX, TETNLVOBEN4ERL Y MALELTOWRIZHHLS T,
TUH Y TUMEER L RA Y RO EICE EE o TWA. ZoEmE, HFEZEEICBT B A
e 7YY INVERICBT B ETNAOMEEICEREDS D B0 EZB.

422 ETFTILOHE EEDI

421 HOMEAD &, ETF B OFERKOMEE L EEOHEEOBFEAET 2. AHTIE, 21MM
DETNANZRANT VY IAUHERCERZ S TTONZITS. 7 LVOAGEKE U THERD M2 H
L, HEDOMHERE 2 LT DML OfHE Y LT X5 KL divergence Z 5 5. HEEDOHERZII,
ETNUVEOMEMEITE N D 21ZE 7 ¥ TG K 2 ER LORRIEL R eEZ, TV
¥ IS X A REEN LRt e 5.

B G ORERE LBt DRERE

HMFEOMEE HEROMER L, MEROMUEOMEE %2R T KL divergence (I X DETHET 5. Lo L,
KL divergence (XERBED NI E 72 iz, SFMED RV, 2 2 THON T, FREOHEE% KL
divergence Z FHWTRD XS ITEHKRT 5.

N
Mutwal KL = 3™ 2 (KL(p (@0)[p2(0)) + KL(pa () [21 (1) @2
. S ()
KL(p @n)[pa(n)) = 3 pi () log (43)

ZZT, NiZ7—2%, =, 3AN17 =4, pi() & p2(") EETNV | OMERZH L ET N 2 DR
fii, p§() & ps()IEZ TR cITHTBETIN 1 OREREL T L2 OMERE, Cl137 7 2AHTH 3.

BEEDOHEE BRI, 73y IAMEIHERT 22T LVOEGRE L 7 >3 v 7L
DREEDEPSFHET 5. 2MHDOEFALEZRAWEY V3 2 7RI X 2 FEER FIZRD X 5 ICEFE
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7 4.1: 100 {E# d ResNet (2B 1F 2 FEEEN [%]

mAfE /ME S RRE CFEE
Stanford Dogs | 66.28  63.79  65.02  65.02
Stanford Cars | 8547 8238 8391  83.89
CUB-200-2011 | 59.16 5552 5779  57.79
CIFAR-10 9250 9131 9205  92.04
CIFAR-100 | 67.78  66.00  67.13  67.10

95.
AAccuracy = ACCops — %(ACC1 + ACCy) 4.4

T 2T, ACCops B 7 ¥ 7SR, ACC, IFET L 1 OFSE, ACC, IZETFNL 2 DFEETH 3.

L BariE St

T—XEy bZRIZI10HOETAZHABLTCHOMZITS. 7—&+t vy M, Stanford Dogs [125],
Stanford Cars [101], CaltechUSCD Birds (CUB-200-2011) [126], CIFAR-10 [97], CIFAR-100 [97] %
3%, EFMIE ResNet [10] AL, 7—%t v k23 CIFAR-10 ¥ CIFAR-100 D ¥ & ResNet20
Zfff L, Stanford Dogs, Stanford Cars, CUB-200-2011 ® ¥ %= ResNetl8 {3 2. EF L DY
ZFETOT— &ty MZBWT, it /5% Momentum SGD, fIHA2A3%2% 0.1, Momentum
DIFE% 0.9, weight decay % 0.0001, I =Ny FHA X% 16, FEEE % 300 epoch & L, 2EEHK
1 150 epoch & 225 epoch DX A4 I ¥ 7 TO15F 5. 100 HDETNE, BEART X —XOYIHAE
DR 100 HOETVEREL, ERAYERIIITOTICHIL L THAND H#E 21T, 79
¥ INAHERE, 100 HDET AL S 2{HDETILEFRL TTV, 2 TOMASOE 4,950 /) 128
W CHIEROFHE R & 8 O HEE OFHEi 217 5.

N 100 BDETILOER

EFILOEE &7 —&ty MIBIF3 100 D ResNet DFEEEZFK 4.1 1TRT. T—&XEy MickH
T, F—DRGTEH LG ECBVWTHRBEINERIESOERDH b b,

TOBVTIBE &7 -2y MBI 2 4950 o7 3 Y IAKEEERK 42, 7% I
WC X ARER 2R A3 ITRT. TorE, Ty IOAMERIC L AREER EER @) ik E
ML, 7=ty M&kod, 7YY IAHEmIHEHAT2ETNVICE ST, 7oV I7EE Y
7Y YIRS X AREER EICXS0ENH L e brb.
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F4.2: 4,950 $HIZBT 2 7 W > TOVKEE OEN [%]

mAfE /ME S RRE CFEE
Stanford Dogs | 69.24  66.88  68.02  68.02
Stanford Cars | 87.34  84.65 8592 8594
CUB-200-2011 | 62.08  58.54 6042  60.42
CIFAR-10 9406 9291 9350  93.50
CIFAR-100 | 73.15 7105 7209  72.09

F4.3: 4,950 $HI2 BT 2 7 o v IR Xk B REER_EOfEA [%]

RAE RME RfE FIE
Stanford Dogs 3.71 2.22 3.00 2.99
Stanford Cars 2.81 1.46 2.05 2.05

CUB-200-2011 3.89 1.77 2.69 2.70

CIFAR-10 1.92 0.96 1.46 1.45
CIFAR-100 5.88 4.09 4.99 4.99

B SHER

KT =2ty MBI 5 2 ODIEEOBRME  HERKZ X 4.2 17T, BUIRRICB T 2 KR,
H231IOT7 ¥ ITAHERIB T 2FHEMRERT. &7 —X Ly MIBWT, WHRDMAOMHEEE
L7 Yy AR L AREER EOMICTTWIEOMHBER D B Z e bbb, ZOZehs, BT
NOMNDHENCERREZ R 2 X5 WCFBE T2 28T, 7ody 7RI X 2 REM Lo
ENRADZEEZ LN,

423 oYV TIFBD-HDZHREERFEYE D&

422 DI DMERAID & 7 >3 ¥ TOUHEIC & DA EodE 2 HIYE LT, Az i s HLFE
FEENET 2. 22T, ARELOT 2 EFEYE & A Z B KRR 21T, 73 Y 7k
BN ECHET 5.

B E7ILEAOSHEZ (R IRKKET

422 THDO G TIX, HERDHOMERE L 7 >3 v I AHEmc & 2 FE R EICIEOMBERH 2 Z &
2R L7z, ZOMEMICESWT, EFABOMRSMZEEM ST L5 2EE LGS, E7 10
FEEMET T 2D H 2. Z 2 THERE LT, T LORKINRETTH MRS L HE
DERERT 7T oar~y 702 0%FHT 3.
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Correlation coefficient : 0.237 Correlation coefficient : 0.499

A Accuracy [%]

2.8-
3.6- .
26-
3.4-
.
$32- - 32 .
> . - -
® 3.0 g22
= fo
=} - =1
1 o
<28 - g20-
< < 0
2.6- 1.8
2.4- 16
2.2 - i
155 1.60 1.65 1.70 1.75 1.80 1.85 ’ 0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95
Mutual KL Mutual KL
(a) Stanford Dogs (b) Stanford Cars
Correlation coefficient : 0.322 Correlation coefficient : 0.386
18-
3.5 .
. <16
3.0- =
o
0, e
S5 1.4-
. 3
3 .
2.5- < .
. <
: 12-
2.0-
1 1.0 -
17 18 1.9 2.0 0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90
Mutual KL

Mutual KL

(c) CUB-200-2011 (d) CIFAR-10

Correlation coefficient : 0.325

A Accuracy [%]
2
53

4.25-

4.00- _. . . . , ! !
2.85 2.90 2.95 3.00 3.05 3.10 3.15
Mutual KL

(e) CIFAR-100

4.2: HIGKDAHEFE & 81 D RE E D BE £#
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TERSAIC B S 2 RGN, HERSHZ D) 285812 KL divergence, HERD % BETHEIC
ag A VEMEERFASTS. 7rryary~y JICHTRIEEEFNE, Ty aryvy TEREDOT
BGEEY RIS, T vy ary~y TREETHAICa YA VEMERRHT 5. BENRE
T DR, RDLSICERT .

M

Li=Leg+ Y Les (4.5)
s=1,s#t

ZZT, Lep BEMIARVEET NVt OMNHHORELY bu b —HE%K, L, EET Vs 1HE
TVt NOHGFEEOBKR, M IIHEFAEEIMERT2ETAVBERT. L, 1%, ESHEZEOT
DK, WMRIMERETEEL, 7T ar~ey TEEDTIREE, TTrvar~y TREETIEEK
O 5 1 DEFEIRL, £ TOETAMCTHUMREBOELR 2 HEHT 2. 20k, ZoE
KRBT X 2 HFFE X, DML O X5 BNARORFZEZEHOIRELIRZ 2N TES.

Y

E7 V& ResNet18 [10], 7— &+ v b Stanford Dogs [125] 25 5%. 77> a v~y 7,
Attention Transfer [3] & Fiu T ResNet18 @ ResBlock4d DH 11 SVERK T 3. (775X Momentum
SGD, #IHA%=E#1% 0.1, Momentum DfREE 0.9, weight decay 1% 0.0001, I =Ny FH A1 ik 16,
228 [\1%20% 300 epoch ¥ L, 150 epoch ¥ 225 epoch DX A I ¥ 7 THER%E 0.1 555, 7K
1254 2L, 4FHOHKFAZERICENT, HFREAKFOT Y INVHEANOEEZHET 5.
ZOLE, ETNVED 1 OBER Ly, R LR, BT VDA EFWZD D 282175

W SR

HIFREE O BRRREHC X 2 7 ¥V I NVREDOZ L2 M 4.3 12RF. 2 2T, Independent 133
R 2ITHWHE, Prob(KL-div) IXHER M 23001 5 H[E%%#%E, Prob(cosine sim) IXfE2R 57
PEETHFEZE, AttentionMSE) X7 7> ¥ a v~y FERIEOT 2HFEZEY, Attention(cosine sim)
W7 7vyary~y TR HREFEEToET AT VY Y IIUEETH L. FEERIS, €
TNV D I G E TR 2 LD 2 HFEEE, ETAMMNZVWEECT Ty ary~y TR
BESHEFER T O3 Y IAMERICENTH L FR 5. £z, TET VDB 4DEEIE T T a
¥y TR B LA D HFEZEE D Independet D7 VB TAFEERBI TS, DI Ehb,
MO 24 TR EMARDEZ 2T, EhEWT VY Y IR RP PRI TE S &
Ex5.
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/

—e— Independent
Prob (KL-div)
Prob (cosine sim)
Attention (MSE)

—eo— Attention (cosine sim)

Ensemble accuracy [%]
[e)] [¢)]
~ [0

(o))
[e)]

(o)}
wv

1 2 3 4
N networks in ensemble

X 4.3: ZREREFREEHICE 37 Yy TAURBEOZELL

F 44 HERDA R Y LI-BRICBI 2B 2 7 V3 TIUVEEDZEL [%]

F45 7TV

Loss design ‘ Knowledge H Ensemble accuracy

KL + 69.95
—cos + 70.00
1/cos + 69.12

cos — 69.88
—KL — 57.87
1/KL — 67.88

a v~y TRAGY L7-BRICBU2HEEIC L2 7 U Y TUEEDOZEL (%]

Loss design ‘ Knowledge H Ensemble accuracy

MSE + 68.91
—Cos + 68.93
1/cos + 68.98
cos - 70.35
—MSE — 64.73
1/MSE — 68.50
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B ERARICER Y 3ERICK B BEEL

HIFRHCFE ORI T 25610 7 V3V T INEEANE Z 28 e ET 5. 43128V, €
T4 DBETT TV ar<y TR0 2 AN DOHFEEE D Independet D7 >4 > 7 KEE
PHEZTVWAI N0, EFNAEA4 DEEICBWTEEEOIEZTS.

FERDHZHFR Y LRI B I 28R 2R 44, 770 ar~y TR LEKICBT 3
FERE K 4.51Z7RT. Loss design (JHEKREFTREITMHEA L 72165152 K L, Knowledge @ + I3HIF& % LD
JBEEE, - BHMERE T HAYE THh I ERT. oL E, —HOREICE W TEAME
WX 2EAMNTEITo72. BEAMITOMEE LT, MESMEHRE UKD 1/cos & 10e—4, 7
Ty aryvy TERAFE ULZEED 1/cos & 1/MSE 1224 10e—1 & 10e—7 ZfEH L 7.

2 ODFHIIFERD S, HERDHE 7Ty ar~y 7OMST, BEEHAIL 2oTWS Zehbh
%. HEZEO 25E810%, BERGHC IO TRABRED Y VY TG L I ofe. — )7 THIGRZ Bt
THER, AOHEEZFH LSBT v Y IARENMET L. 2ol ehrs, HEEEE
HEtT 250, MU 22 X5 1SRG T AR ER DL L E X 5.

4.3 REFE SHREHMFEFERICLZT7 TV TILES

42 fiTix, WAMOER¥EE L 7 o3 v I AHEROBIRE I L, 4 FBEOZMRREFRYEEH? 7
VYU INKEEANGZ BB RHE L. T IVEENEL A RAEEEE, T T
HEERICH W2 ETAMEIC K> TRRZEATH o 7. 205 DAL, 4 BEOKFEEZFOFH S 1
DREIRL, MR EFREZEOR BBV TIHEiZITo7. Z07k®, 4EHEOLFEEELHAGD
BEHZET, BRLZ7 VY Y INANEEONRELERNTE LML H 2. LrL, FETLVEICE
WTEWT Y3 Y I ANEEZZER T & 2 HFEYE 2  NF AT L GGt 5 2 i, #HAaED
BROBEIOWEEL 722, £, 7oHy IAHRBZEROEFT L 2MHHT 220, HiRFEDET
HaZ b PHE—DEFLEUNTEL LS. 73y IAHGROFHEa 2 b OMEE RIS 2720
12, 7YY INAMERIC X AR EAH#E LTI DOET AL EEE T 2FEMERINATWS,
Zhuckh, 7B IO AFEORBEEHET S 1 DOETARERTES. LirL, Zhb
DFHEFETVOMEEZEZER L TEL T, BR2HMEROEEE TV O EZ TR T 2B,
HERDIRFE DSR2 72 2 ] REMED B 5.

ARECUE, ZRRBAGEE AW 7 V3 Y IAHRD 7D ORFEEE L RET 5. 1| DOEEE
TOADREEZFEL T 572012, T VDAL LERLHGRIZBHIS DG 21T > TEMERE L
WBEED, 7B Y IAKEREL T — THAMDEERAZITS. £F, BRI 7
Fryaryvy FRARME UTHAL, MEEiLo0 28Kk Mz sEL2#&it5 2. MxT,
HREICEAMNT 2T 77— FEBEZEAL, FEoMEE, HaOEENg, 7 — MRSz HAS
bE 2T, ZHERERYHERIEE REAREL $5. 1220, 73y IAEEICBT 35
BRIBEORELZHAGDLDEE, T—XEy FRPETAVEBIC X > TERZAREND D S. 22T, A
WIS 7 7R PN — TR OEFHRT 2 2 T Y Y IAEBICHEA L, 7YY Y Ik
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ERIEE LT 7 78R KT 522 T, HAFEERWET Y3y 7% BEEGHT 5.
RZIC, BETLOMEEZERL-BRELO D OB FIREZRTL, HEEGI LT V3>
TVEEZEDEBRLEZHNEOH 2 BTNV OB EE—~DEF NIRRT ST, 7Y
YIONMMERDFTE a2 N OMEERIRT 5. AEITIE, 43.1HTY VY IV EED-HDEZf R
HEEARS, 432HTY Y Y INFEE DD T T TR, 433HTERRIRELFFOT7 > 7
LOBEBEIZDONWTIBR S,

431 T2 TINFEBD-HDZEGHFERE

7 VW Y T AHERRD T DI ' TV ORGSR 2 (2 S 2 MR 2 RET T 5. B
Wi, FEke LCHRED e 77y ary~y 7EFAL, HEREEDT 248K e BES1EK R &G
T4, ZOLE, FOERLEEZ—Fy bETFILL, FA#OILEY —ZAEF L s 2T 5. 423THIC
BIIsR44 &R A5 OHMNCED E, AR 2 RIMEE L L THEE 21T Lo, A#EziEo
VB ARSI E B SR CE R B IR R T 5.

W ERSme M LIcAHEEREK

MR 30 2 3ED1) 535513 KL divergence, B85534 4 Y ELIEZMH S 5. KL divergence
ZRWABRBEBIIRD X5 ICEET 5.

X}g )log g; (4.6)

ZIZT, xlZANT =R, CE7 728, pc()IdY —REFNADY TR i3S BHERM, ps(-) &
R—5y NETFADZ TR ¢ ITHNTBHRIETH 5. a4 A4 VHLEZFHWHERBEBIZRD & 5
WCEFRT 5.

. @ pe)
2@ T2 i) T2

Ly(x) (4.7)

ZZT, ps(-) &Y —RETLVDMERDM, pi(-) 3X—7 v FETLOWRSMTDHS.

B 77raryvy TerE e LICHEGBIER

Trvvarywy A, ANT—FZNTEETCHENZREBICEL BT 5. SRR K E XX
—RZVICER B0, WRYAED R ZEFNICER S KIS LTV 2D ST, FLELE
RBGENDD. FZT, 77>>aryy7IDray 275, V—RETADTT¥arIy
TREBOWTROHEOEVIEEZFNCIESTED 7 vy 72TV, =7y PETLIEY —RXETIL
CREICNEZ 70y 735, BEOY A XTIy 2TV, ZAZHDT A4 2B 3EELED

54



+>»:f'

lens (x)

1 L
F d 23 Backward B2
sackorop
Lys==+ (L, + Lyap) Lys=+(Lp + Lmap)

Probloss

TT  Detach
@ p2(x)  p3(x) @ er}_lgzlaI p3(x)

(b) ()

E ....... L ﬁ«{j B..... .............

X 4.4: 75 7REEBEA LS RFEE RV o3> TR

P EMNTIBRIEE T2, 77y aryy TRIEDTGEII P RERE, BIHEIEa
YA VHBEZFAT 2. P RREE AV TARKBIRUIRD £ 5 1ITERT 5.

K
1 QF(®) o 4.8
Laap (@) KZ ||2 10 @) [ “8

ZIZT, KiZZuy 78, Qi) ray I LY —RETADT7 TV vavy~y 7, QF()idrmy
FPLER—F Yy FEFADT TV ary<y FTHA. ¥4 VHEUE HWREBEERIIRD &
SWERT 5.

@ Qi)
L, 4.9
ol Z ] Qk o TQH) Tz 49

432 FTUoHUITINFEZD-0DTZTRIHA

WK 2 7 % 7V — THAOEFIIRT 2 28 T 3 U IVEENCHE S 5. iR
TI7CBIET Y INVEED ST IREARN 442 1T, I 71/ — Ry I THEKE
Nz, J—FRiE, EFTVERTETN/  —ReT7UH Y ITANETI TV TN — REEHETS.
ToDlF, BEHEEZRL, E7V/ - FHOZy DIEFHFEYE, ET L/ —Fe o\ gEoxTy
PEHEN T AV WAL br Y —iBRERT
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BEFIN/ —RETIOHITIL/—F

442 I2ETN ) —FeT7 Yy IN ) — PO Tu w2 %2Rd. €7/ — KT, /—F
WEHIDYTRET A m T =K a2 B AL, WEEDN M p(x), Yy b l(z), 7T7¥>arzy s
Qi(x) ZEUGFT 2. 7oH >IN/ —FTWE, TRTOEFNL/ —Foudy hEHVTEY Y O
FIEFET S, 7YY I — RICBT ZUHERD X5 ITEHRT 5.

1 M
ens — s m 4.1
! M;;zu) (4.10)

CITMEFEFNV — RO, () IZET N/ —FDlogit, 2 ZFANT—XTH 3.

B /- FRAOHRZHE

ETN/ —RHEOT Y & — FEIOEFEIFEEZITS. K44b 2K 44ci2/ =K me 226/ — K
m3 NDLy DB BEIGITHEONEBREL RS, Ty I TIIEINX44b D XS RS 7 T
v¥arvwy FOHFFEE OEEFERITS. HEFEEOBELFTEIRD XS CEXRT 3.

/

Ls,t<w> = Lp(sc) + Lmap(w) (4.11)

Zotk, 7— PERITEM T 5 22T, RERIFEEEOBRKLE 5. F— FEIRITEA L 723t
F%E DRI XS ITERT 5.

N
1 ,
Lot = > Goa(Ly (xn)) (4.12)
n=1

ZIT, NEI=ANYFOT =X, Gou() 17— bEBTH 2. HFE¥HOBEL» LRI N
AftX, Ty PDAZRIZE > THRELRZDZETADZENTS. J—Fme22H/ —Kmg NDLy
DB ZAEOTNER 4.4c 1TRT. TOHETE, R—7 v VETALTHS/— K mz IZDA
A2 L5112, V—RETATHE/—Kmy DRI 7%y VL THAREIEZSZ L
T, /= Fma 25/ —F mz NOHERIEEITHONS.

B €7/ — FORRBBIEK

ETN — ROFRENRERIE, 7L/ —FEOZy P ETIL/) — R FLEOT Y DT
HEINZEBEOBNERE., ET L/ —Fe 7LDy T, o~V E2HWERELT
Yhub—EBEIEHEIR, RDXSICEHRTS.

C
Low(@pi(®)) = = §° log pf (x) (4.13)
1 & C
Lhara.r = 3z ) Ghard (L (Gn, pe(xn)) (4.14)

n=1
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Gate

* Through gate
* Cutoff gate

* Linear gate

+ Correct gate

Loss design of knowledge distillation

* Probability distribution (+)

* Probability distribution (—)

* Attention map (+)

* Attention map (—)

* Probability (+) , Attention (+)
* Probability (—) , Attention (—)

K45 7YY ITNEEDDDT T ITREEICBIT BN 8—RF X —&

2T, gREEETZ AL, p( ) FET IV — RO, ¢ 3BET S RXMTEBIT 527 7 & c DfHE,
PSIFET N — RICBIT 27 TR c DMERME, Grorat 37— FEETH 2. BHELET L —F
DEFEFRD XS ITERT 5.

M
Li=Lyaras+ Y, Loy (4.15)

s=1,s7#t

B U5 JBEDRR

A5 T TREBEDNANR—=RTRXA=RETRT. TTTDNAR=NRFRX—=RE, ETNL/—F
Moy YOEEFE, STy POBRREEAINS 7 — FNEBTH 5. BRGNS, RS
DTS (R 4.6), ERDMEHST R47), 77vvarvy TRiESIT5 (48), 77> a
vy TEREET (R 4.9), RO T T Yy avyey TERFERIOGES T % (R 4.6+ R 4.8), RS
fe7rryary~y 7eRARNCEEST (X 4.7+ X 49 ot 6 BlHr 325, 77— MEEUE, Through
Gate, Cutoff Gate, Correct Gate, Linear Gate DFl 4 ffHY §2. ZOWR, TF L/ — RDETFILII,
Hifictkd 72 1 EEICEET 5.

72 7MEEOWE L LT, 7 & L% —F & Asynchronous successive halving algorithm (ASHA)
[96] Z{EHT 5. ETHIDIC, HEFRIFE T Z T DNA = RFTRX—=XDMBEDEE T ¥ X LITE
RU, BETNVDEBLATA—R2OHLT 2. BIRL 777 7HEICE OV FEETET LV
PEBLTVWBEIZ, 1,2,4,8 2P TR JDEA I VI TTRANTF—XIINT B 7 %> TFE
BEEitET2. L7 VPV IARENRIC TRy 7 X4 I 7 TURNCFHE L 7= 77 7HiED 7
VB Y TMEEOHRIMEL D b EWIEE, FEIERD 2k TRy Z TS, 7YY IKEE
THEFET 5. ST V3 TR ENRIYE X DIRWIGE, MENCFHEiS N2 2 7iE
IDSENT UV Y IIUNEERERT 2 RABDRRVEREL, 2077 7THEICHESVWIZET L
DEBEEET T 5. FEPTETEREKT LR, Bilwy o 7/Er 7 v X ERL, FAko
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Ensemble

-
»
lens() = — D 1,(x)
A [
Teacher3 »> >
i) e S e s
with
r— temperature i
Input Know\edgé distillation
F- (CE Loss

v
T
Softmax with temperature

logits Probability
distributions

4 4.6: 7 2% ¥ IR ENR & L ARREERIC & 2 BRILOIERTE

—»| Teacher]
:E P Conflicting gradients
_. S TR . g
[ e
Pi g

e b :
Input conflicting

e ] I T

Softmax

i gradients
: 8i
with

temperature
e g
8j

logits Probability
47: EF VDS R E M L IAEECE 7L & OHGRIEK

distributions

Tt 2%(75. FHEiEAD T T T HE DD ENIHRE LBICELLGE, 77 7 0RBEEK
T$5. ZLTC, iMEiLZHTTY Y IARENRSEWS T THEZREMR L T5. 08
KIaLRZ, 7oV IEE L FHEFEADOHAGDEOE Y —N—THET LT, i
FIERRHARET H 5.

433 ZERBHBZIFOT7 YU TIILDESL

WERD7 B > TN WA L 27 LOBREE, K46DXS57 7L
MERDMZHFKE LT1 O0ERET A ZYE TS, Lo, ZOFEREENE T LB ZHREE
ERLTELT, 7YY I Lo T 1 DOMRNMICENT % Z & TEHELT 7 VRE ORI
DR T BN H 5. 22T, 2REOD 2HETET VERWEZETAVEME LT, K470 X
I IZKHTE T D SEBNCHRIER 2175, —HT, ST 72 SMEINCHBEEE 21755

, BHBERET AR ZHEHITIEH L TV R EDOHM D) O AR OEIENIR I D, FHEIMEHRT
5T%ﬁ#@5 Z T, BHEEEOEED SFE U AEISR L CAEERN 127 ZEH T 5.
ABEMNNE, 2 DDHRANZ MLEITHEZFTEL, NWEPEDOEEICAREEI R > T\ ¥
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ET B, ZLT, —HOHBNRZ bLhr5b 5 FAFDOEEARY ML EZEL TW5EEZHIRT 2
ZeT, AREREMRIET S, ZhuC kD, BEBOHEET LS DHEEIRICEVWT, FETLD
AR BINCIER S 2 Z e 2AlREL § 5.
EFUREBDDOHGRIERE TIE, My L TR 7Ty yary~y 72EHT 5. 1
ROMOARIEBIERE, 7oxzy b —1BR2MHT 5. e UTHEHAT 2R MICE
REMTEY 7 b~y 7 A% [16] ZBHT 2. EAST X=X, 1, 2, 5, 10D 4DDHEIHNA
NRe=RFGRX—=RYF—FIZEDRET 2. 77y ar~y TOHMEEEEKIE, Mean squared error
2T 5.

4.4 FHMEZEER

SRR LT, 77 7HEOHRIC K DER L AR S 2 7 e FHOTEE LERE TV
D7 ¥ TINEELRTMT 5. 441 THTE, FHMEEBCMEH L ERFREICOWTANRS. 442
HTE, BRI DER/LILAGRIZS 72 7D 72 IER RS, 443HTIE, 77 AREERD
WBWTIERIELREZ T 5. 444THTIE, BRERLERLZT—Xty FAD T T 7#EDR
BMEGHGT 2. 445THTE, ZEROETA L7 VY U 7UEEOBGRERET 5. 446 HTIE,
BEBOBETE T ADFEOHGRCZ RN D 2 538 2HERERIC L 2 7 3 v T ffimoitE
LT DWW TEH 21T 5.

441 HEREZMH

ARIETIE., FMEEBRICHER LT — &ty b, BT, EFTNLVDEREM, 75 7HEDHERSEM
IZDWTiHRR 3.

BF—2tvh

T —&+ v M, Stanford Dogs [125], Stanford Cars [101], Caltech-UCSD Birds-200-2011 (CUB-
200-2011) [126], CIFAR-10[97], CIFAR-100 [97] Zf#f3 %. Stanford Dogs, Stanford Cars, CUB-
200-2011 1%, T2 120 7 7 RDOKRHE, 196 7 7 AOEHHEDOEME, 200 7 7 A DS TR X
5. CIFAR-10 ¥ CIFAR-100 1%, ZNF1 10 7 5 2DO—BYE, 100 27 7 2 D—BRYIA TR X
nas.

HEFIL

£ 57 L1E, ResNet[10] ¥ ResNet ZX— ZE 7 /L ¥ L7z Attention branch network (ABN) [124] % f&
§%. 7—&+tv bH CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100 @ ¥ % ResNet20 #{#f] L, Stanford Dogs, Stanford
Cars, CUB-200-2011 ® ¥ %= ResNetl8 Zfiifl32%. ResNet D7 7> ¥ a ¥ < v 7, ResNet iIZBF
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5% D ResBlock DH J175> & Attention Transfer [3] 12 & o TERT 5. ABN X, €7 /LT Class
Activation Map [128] IZHDO W7 T ¥ a v~y TOERE 77 > > a > < v 7% Attention HA#12
AT 2 A R ETALETATH S, ZORED, 77vyarysy FeHnEHE¥%SEE,
ABN MERR L7277 ary~y TRERT 5. £/, Atention fick - Tr7vyar~y 7
WHDWTRE~ y 71T L TEAMTIMTbN S 720, 77> ary~y TOZHA LD R
bBrEZOLND. KFFKTIE, 77> ary~y TOEER LYK~y SITEZ 572912, ABN
O Attention BEEIZ B TAA PSRBT DR,

B E7I)LOFEBRM CFHER MG

i b 7751% Momentum SGD, #2235 %1% 0.1, Momentum DfREIX 0.9, weight decay 1 0.0001,
I=NyFH A RF 16, FEEENZ 300 epoch & L, 150 epoch & 225 epoch DX A I ¥ 7 THEH
011535, F—XMIEE, T—Xty Mk TERRZFREEMHAT 3. CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100
D E, FEHT -2 LTI Y X aREARIRE HATREIZ1T 5. ATRENE, BEgREIz4
7 XNDT 4 ¥ (reflection padding) Z1TV, T ¥ X LI 32x32 DY A X Trmuy FT5 2
LTHEITT S, £z, FHiiAT— XIS L Tid7 — X EIEE 1T 4. Stanford Dog, Stanford Cars,
CUB-200-2011 ¥ &, #BHAF— Xt LTI Y X AH I Ty 7, 224x224 DEEY 4 ZAD Y+
AR, T YRLREARIEZITY, FHEHT =220 L T7 AR bR EE U CEIRO LD 256
YN BEEY A XDV A4 X EHGEHIIIN LT 224x224 OEGRY 4 XD 7 vy F2{T
5. 7Fv¥aryxy7DrZay FX, ResNet ¥ ABN TERLZZREEMHT 5. ResNet DA,
3x3, 5x5, TXTD3DDHAXTruy FST5. ABNDEEE, 3x3, 7x7, 11 x11 D3 D
DA XTIy 755, ZERICBIZEER, EARTXA—-XOYPMAEEZEZ THFE L5
EDFEEZHRET 5.

B 57 D\RERRMN

T—=REy FDT AT —=ZAOBRLHEE L 72D, 77 7EEOWEFIET—X € v b
DB F =R %77 TRBEROFEE T — R 77 THRBHOBGEE T — R 2nEIL, T—&Ey bZ
ABRXNTVEAKDT A M F—RZFEHLRZW. 7 7HEOHEROIEETHZ 7 o+ T
J— FORER, 77 7HBHOMEET — 2103 2EZEHT 5. HRRIC K DIER L AT
B2 7HWTETFLOEE LiHiiE T 202X, T—Xty hTHEINTWSILA DH¥E T —
RETANT—=X%EfHT 5.

CIFAR-10 & CIFAR-100 7— &t v s ZHWTHER T 25581%, 50,000 %> 7 LD¥EF— 2%
75 Z7RRF DB F— & 2 LT 40000 %> v, 75 7HERHAOKEET— & £ LT 10,000 %> 7
NMZHET 5. Z2oo7F—2ty P 2HWTERET 2558013, ¥YEHAT-20¥nx 77 7HR
HDEETF—&, BO DD TF—2% 277 7HRRAOKGEET — &2 2 LTHERAT .

BRR D GPU #— "—& LT, 90 B® Quadro P5000 % — N2 3 5.
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0. Ensemble (74.01%) Label

v
0. Ensemble (74.2%) 1. ResNet18_ABN (70.8%)
)

robi
1. ResNet18 ABN (72.77%) Label (me\
Label 2. ResNet18 ABN (71.25%) th(+),Ax,lmil;un(ﬂ

b b (Through
Pro +) Plo (+) Linear
(Linear) T'hrough) Through Hol) +), Attention(+)

g (Linear)

2. ResNet18_ABN (73.26%) 3. ResNet18_ ABN (71. 63/)

@2/ —F (b)3 / — K

1. ResNet18_ABN (70.26%)

Label

. e
4. ResNet18 _ABN (71.74%)

N\ / Aftention(-
\\ ~ / (Correct)
O\ .
3. ResNet18 ABN (72.73%)

L ResNet18 ABN (7200%) <

©) 4/ —F )5/ —F

4.8: StanfordDogs 7 — &t v MIBIF 2 HREHHR

44.2 BEFRBEEDT S I7BEDRIHRIL

Stanford Dogs TIRE L 7-2"7 7 %X 4.8, Stanford Cars TR L7/=2'7 7 %X 4.9, CUB-200-2011
THER L7277 7% 4.10, CIFAR THRL/2Z 7 72K 4.11 1 RF. RO/ —RNE7 37
NI =B, JKED ) —RIFETN/ = F2RT. Ty JIULER S NIABLHRET L Gate O Z R
L, Ty YOfHEREINT Gate DFEEEZRL TS, ZDE &, Cutoff gate [JBKEFIEEITH R
W Gate D728, Cutoff gate 2NEIR XNy DI 77 70 6HIBRL T 7 7% udib Lz, &/ —
R8BI 2 HHIMANORIEE, HERICHWT -2ty F TiTo =TT NVDEAI;RT X —XOHIHAHE
EEZTS5E(ToZFHED S HD 1 EORKETH 5.

BF—&REy MBI 3 77 7EER2 Y, 7L/ — FORMN2OD 7T 7 TIEAE LI
ZETDOADEIRIN, TN/ — FOBD 3 DU LD 7 F 7 TUEAHGERE LD %Gt & B3 36T
ZHlAGEDE I MIEZ IS L. Stanford Dogs Z HHWTHR L7/ 7 7ICEHT S, ETL/ —
FOBM2OD 7S 713, ﬂﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁigfbéDMLm%#ﬁbki5ﬁ??ﬁ&%ﬁ%bt
EFN/ — RO 3DODIZ 71, /—F 1k /—F3DMTE—HAROLFRZEETH 2 KD[16],
—R125/—K28/—=F225 /7 — N3 TIXERMNLRILFEE TH 5 Teacher Assistant [18] &
ﬁi@ﬁ@#ﬁ?%i&%ﬁ&Ab%kiﬁﬁ&%%ﬁLt ETN —ROBDB4OD7F7 78
50077 7%, MiEEoT 2528 T ZEomAMERIN, AFTERNCEKGT
DINEE R EME R BT E R R L
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n(\ Prob(+), Attention(+)
(Linear)

/ )
ntion(+) - /hrough
-

! -
5. ResNet18 ABN (88.45%)
-y

(Linear),/ (Thror

~Linear

P
4. ResNet18 ABN (87.61%)

d5/—F

MBI 2 TRERAER

0. Ensemble (74.54%)

Label

iﬂ\mugl\

1. ResNet18 ABN (70.71%)

Attention(+) Prob(+)
(Linear) (Correct)

ttention(-)

(Through)
Attention(+)

Prob(+)
(Linear)

rob(-), Attention(-)
(Linear)

(Correct)

3. ResNet18_ABN (0.52%

b)3/—F

0. Ensemble (74.81%) Label
roug

1. ResNot18 ABN (71.25%)

<
\i)
4. ResNet18 ABN (72.59%) fitention(+)

potnti
(Throus

5. ResNot18 ABN (0.43%)

Kty MBI 2 HRERE
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0. Ensemble (94.2%) Label 0. Ensemble (74.35%) Label

ifhrough b’hrough

Label 1. ResNet20_ABN (92.96%) Label 1. ResNet20_ABN (71.07%)
. rob(+), Attention(+) Prob(+), Attention(+) [Prob(+
\T‘]uougi// 1) Atten &Touqh ((“orrﬁc )(Lmear)
2. ResNet20_ABN (93.36%) 2. ResNet20 ABN (71.91%)

(a) CIFAR-10 (b) CIFAR-100

X 4.11: CIFAR ¥— &t v MZBIF 3 2 7 — FOHERHER

node node 1 node 2 node 3 node 4 node 5 node node 1 node 2 node 3 node 4 node 5
avg. of entropy  0.5629 0.5625 0.5498 0.5451 0.561 avg. of entropy  0.5804 0.8793 0.8102 0.8973 0.7793
=, \ — N, - i
- - - « - e .
i || — — — ]
entropy (predict) 0.0450 (True) 1.7942 (True) 10346 (False) 0.2221 (True) 0.0376 (True) entropy (predict) 17252 (False) 1.8525 (True) 15065 (True) L.5754 (True) 14042 (True)
Ll | - ] -
B = ] E 3 = X = . e X - r N
¢ E e et ' A-
entropy (predict) 0.1831 (True) 0.1904 (True) 0.2877 (True) 0.5478 (True) 0.0468 (True) entropy (predict) 0.0171 (True) 0.8330 (True) 0.8409 (False) 1.0722 (False) 1.0733 (False)
A nﬂ -
- -~ ¥ e
entropy (predict) 0.1128 (True) 0.9819 (True) 0.2187 (True) 0.2857 (True)  0.0865 (True) entropy (predict) 0.6532 (True)  0.0652 (True) 0.9195 (True) 0.6463 (True)  0.4530 (True)

(a) Independent b ERLIFF 7

X 4.12: 5 ODFFAZHWEEBIZBIIA 757y a v~y TOAHIL

M 4.12b 2K 3.7dDZZ 7 TH¥EHLIZABNDO 7 Ty ay~y 7%RT. %/ — N3z 214H
B EF T\, YLy b —ICEHT 3L, ROBEO—HICESEZYTTWSE/—F1E5
BTy br =RV, HEEAPERICEAZYTTVWSE/—F2, 3, B4, /—F1B
FUS BN buY—%foTWw3. X, BR2GHMOEEICE SV THERITD
N, 77var<y TOREDPHERSMIHEL G5 2EHKRLTVWS

K 4. 12a IR FEHENTET NV RMEHT 27 0B INBI 277> ary~y T2RT.
RE(LXNr o7 7 e LT, S SN eETAEHHT 27 0 7LD FEHT b
PRV, 2L, ERNCEHE I ATV 20b 5T, EFAMOEHEEMIZIER T TH S
oD TH5.

K413 1K 48 DK T 7 THEELIZABND 7 7> ary~y TERT. £ET /LD Stanford
Dogs DETDT AN TF—XIIWNT 277> ary~y 7RIS L, UAMP [129] I & D 2 KITIZE
ML THHb L. B2 72BI3 77y yary<y 7OMERAIE—ELTWS. 207k, £
ZIIRBRIC K D B 2P HEIROGEIR I N2, 7oV Y IV EMRT 28T VIERRE 7T
Tarvvwy TOEENMEINLEERS.
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d5/—F

413: UMAP I K37 T ary~y 7oAtk

443 ERZELDFEELLER

Stanford Dogs 7 — %t v MIBF / — FOFIGEE, 7oV IUEE, 77> ar~y 7OM
EEEZRI6IRT. 77> ary~y 7OMHEER, 7—XJRXEETADT TV ary~<y s
MTEOBNZHEL, F87—XO7Fryary~<y 7TOMEEZ T2 2 e THE L. “Ours”
BREIL I 7 7DMERTH D, “Independent” 1ZEFNCFHE XMz E T LVDOMER, “DML” 1k
DML [9] Zfff L7z EF L DFER, “ONE” 1Z ONE [93] 2 L7z~ A F 75 v FEFNLDFERT
H%. “ONEB X 2" 1Z2 77V FETFILDMRTHS. F/2, “ONE” ZVLFTIF3VFITEB Y
VIUNETNADRYD, TTv¥ary~<y TOMEEZHE LRI o, “Ours” DT V4 ¥ TUFEE
%, “Independent”, “DML”, “ONE” ¥ ltXT@E\. “Independent” ¥ “DML” Zitiks 5, /—F
DB EIZHART7 3 > ZARBE DR EIZ/NX W, “Ours” TlE, “DML” & HEE L TE T LD
EXRHET22 eI vy IAEESHLEL. 7Ty ayey TOMEEICBWT, “Ours”
I% “Independent” & “DML” & LR LT, MWHEE LR o7z, Lo T, “Ours” I3FHITK - T
ZRMEER T2 TEWT VY U IEEERET 277 7Bt 5 5.
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£ 4.6: Stanford Dogs I[ZB 1} 2 HERE L DL [%]

Accuracy [%]

Absolute Error of

Method Node
Node Ensemble Attention Map
Independent ResNetl8 x 2 || 65.31 £0.16 | 68.19 £0.20 14.32 £+ 0.30
DML [9] ResNetl18 x 2 || 67.55 + 0.27 | 68.86 + 0.25 9.37 £ 0.22
ONE(Bx2)[93] | ResNetl8 x 1 || 67.96 £ 0.41 | 68.53 +0.39 -
Ours ResNet18 x 2 || 71.38 + 0.08 | 72.41 £ 0.20 5.82 +0.08
Independent ResNet18 x 3 || 65.08 +0.23 | 68.64 £+ 0.38 14.14 + 0.23
DML [9] ResNet18 x 3 || 68.66 +0.34 | 69.95 £+ 0.39 7.90 + 0.02
ONE(Bx3) [93] | ResNetl8 x 1 || 68.49 £ 0.60 | 68.94 + 0.56 -
Ours ResNet18 x 3 || 69.58 + 0.15 | 71.87 & 0.33 11.48 £0.29
Independent ResNetl8 x 4 || 6529 £0.35 | 69.27 £ 0.49 14.35 £ 0.25
DML [9] ResNet18 x 4 || 68.83 +0.44 | 69.95 £ 0.58 7.13 £0.12
ONE(Bx4) [93] | ResNetl8 x 1 || 68.48 £ 0.32 | 68.85 +0.37 -
Ours ResNetl18 x 4 || 70.34 + 0.12 | 72.71 £+ 0.13 41.99 + 4.17
Independent ResNetl8 x 5 || 65.00 £0.24 | 69.47 £0.13 14.23 +0.24
DML [9] ResNetl18 x 5 || 68.77 + 0.17 | 69.94 £+ 0.20 6.44 +0.10
ONE(BXx5) [93] | ResNet18 x 1 || 68.51 £ 0.18 | 68.95 + 0.24 -
Ours ResNetl18 x 5 || 52.28 + 0.87 | 71.35 & 0.48 59.99 + 11.12
Independent ABN x 2 68.13 £ 0.16 | 70.90 = 0.19 11.46 £ 0.54
DML [9] ABN x 2 69.91 £0.46 | 71.45+0.52 9.49 +£0.21
ONE(B x2) [93] ABN x 1 69.38 £ 0.38 | 69.81 +0.33 -
Ours ABN x 2 72.77 £ 0.23 | 73.86 + 0.26 30.56 + 1.30
Independent ABN x 3 68.04 £ 0.28 | 71.41 +0.34 10.82 + 0.86
DML [9] ABN x 3 70.50 £ 0.26 | 72.08 + 0.42 8.73 £0.37
ONE(B x3) [93] ABN x 1 69.96 £ 0.47 | 70.44 + 0.44 -
Ours ABN x 3 70.95 £ 0.16 | 73.41 + 0.30 26.94 + 0.90
Independent ABN x 4 68.30 £ 0.27 | 72.06 + 0.53 10.83 + 0.25
DML [9] ABN x 4 71.50 £ 0.31 | 72.87 £ 0.29 8.53 +£0.23
ONE(B x4) [93] ABN x 1 70.16 £0.47 | 70.54 £ 0.54 -
Ours ABN x 4 71.46 £0.22 | 74.16 + 0.22 41.25 +£1.28
Independent ABN x 5 68.24 +0.26 | 72.32 £0.18 11.01 £ 0.24
DML [9] ABN x 5 71.15 £ 0.28 | 72.50 + 0.16 8.22 £0.20
ONE(B x5) [93] ABN x 1 70.59 £0.28 | 70.89 + 0.14 -
Ours ABN x 5 70.23 £0.33 | 74.14 + 0.50 40.09 + 5.97
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(%21

Ours (ResNet18 X 4)
Ours (ResNet18 X 2)

~
=

Ours (ResNet18 X 3) Ours (ResNet18 X 5)
ResNet18 X8 o ResNet18|X 10
73 tl !
ResNe£18 X6 @ ResNet18 X9
x X
72 ResNet101 ReSNEt18 X4 o ResNet18 X 7
ResNet18 X 5

. ResNet152
ResNetl‘S X2 ResNet18x3

Ensemble accuracy [%]
~N
[iy

ResNet50
70 ResNet34
69
68
ResNet18
67
0 50,000,000 100,000,000 150,000,000 200,000,000

Number of parameters

X 4.14: 35 X — RO X B FEE LR

NI R=ZBU X DREELE XK 414 1R F. &R, ETAVERR-XET VDR S ABNIZ
FZHBEERLTWS. HOOMAFIE, X—XEF/L% ResNetl8, ETAHE 2025102 L,
W7 oH Yy ITNVERCE B 7 v Y IAEERR Y. ROOD=MIVI, %7»&%12L,«—
A&7 L% ResNetl8 55 ResNetl52 N & JHHEZ L L HEDETVORKEEZRT. KEOUATE
X, N—ZEF /L% ResNetl8, ET V% 205 4 2 L, Stanford Dogs # W THREIL L7577
W27 I7NVEEEZRT. FOOMNATFBICERT 2, ETAHEERST I Tr vy 7L
FEERMAEL, EFUVED 8 LIRIBEN M ELTWRY., RED=ZAFICERHT 2, BHEHE
RTIETETNOBENMLEL, T X — &ﬁ®ﬁ5#6@7/ﬁ/7w”mk£ﬁé%7wﬁ
EPHEPLLGALAREOEEN LICHZ2 525, BEFETHZ/KEOUMICEHTS L,
%@7Vﬁ/7w%g®ﬁﬂ%%ﬁK57/#/7»%?%LWL,ﬁ—@%Tw%L%@7/ﬁ
VINWEBEHANRT, RIXA—ZPROBVT YV TNV EEFEZEETELLER 5.

444 T 78EDRNH

BF—REy MIZBWCTETL — FOBD2OD T 5 ZIZOWTHERZITWV, EBER LSS 7%
LEIFERT XLy PTHMiT 2. HMRICEIDBONLE T T 707 V3 Y 7IUNEEZR 4.7 1R
3. “Hyperparameter Search” 1&, 7' 7 DHRICH W7 —& €y b %ZFET. “Training & Evaluation”
X, ETNAVOFFLFHEICHWET -ty bERT. FT Xty MBS (F) EFEES
HwiloFr—&+y b, (G) I ZF—BMEEROT—2 €y b THBZ 2Rl TV, BRI D
F—X+t v +TdH5 Stanford Dogs, CUB-200-2011, Stanford Cars TZ, FEMEIEREMN DT — &£ v
M TR L7227 T 7 DMERIE L IR TREWIBEZZER L. — /T, —BUEEEo7—%t v b
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RAT HRRB R T7—Xty MINT 5277 70PN (%]

Method Hyperparameter Training & Ensemble

Search Evaluation Acc. [%]
Independent - Stanford Dogs (F) 70.90
DML [9] - Stanford Dogs (F) 71.45
Ours (Fig. 3.7a) | Stanford Dogs (F) Stanford Dogs (F) 73.86
Ours CUB-200-2011 (F) | Stanford Dogs (F) 72.43
Ours Stanford Cars (F) Stanford Dogs (F) 72.79
Ours CIFAR-100 (G) Stanford Dogs (F) 71.53
Ours CIFAR-10 (G) Stanford Dogs (F) 70.08
Independent - CUB-200-2011 (F) 65.26
DML [9] - CUB-200-2011 (F) 66.90
Ours (Fig. 3.7a) | Stanford Dogs (F) | CUB-200-2011 (F) 72.06
Ours CUB-200-2011 (F) | CUB-200-2011 (F) 69.81
Ours Stanford Cars (F) | CUB-200-2011 (F) 71.27
Ours CIFAR-100 (G) CUB-200-2011 (F) 66.43
Ours CIFAR-10 (G) CUB-200-2011 (F) 66.42
Independent - Stanford Cars (F) 88.49
DML [9] - Stanford Cars (F) 88.89
Ours (Fig. 3.7a) | Stanford Dogs (F) Stanford Cars (F) 89.76
Ours CUB-200-2011 (F) | Stanford Cars (F) 89.50
Ours Stanford Cars (F) Stanford Cars (F) 89.44
Ours CIFAR-100 (G) Stanford Cars (F) 88.90
Ours CIFAR-10 (G) Stanford Cars (F) 88.63
Independent - CIFAR-100 (G) 73.16
DML [9] - CIFAR-100 (G) 73.61
Ours (Fig. 3.7a) | Stanford Dogs (F) CIFAR-100 (G) 72.19
Ours CUB-200-2011 (F) CIFAR-100 (G) 73.66
Ours Stanford Cars (F) CIFAR-100 (G) 72.53
Ours CIFAR-100 (G) CIFAR-100 (G) 74.18
Ours CIFAR-10 (G) CIFAR-100 (G) 73.37
Independent - CIFAR-10 (G) 93.99
DML [9] - CIFAR-10 (G) 93.97
Ours (Fig. 3.7a) | Stanford Dogs (F) CIFAR-10 (G) 93.87
Ours CUB-200-2011 (F) CIFAR-10 (G) 94.09
Ours Stanford Cars (F) CIFAR-10 (G) 93.93
Ours CIFAR-100 (G) CIFAR-10 (G) 94.37
Ours CIFAR-10 (G) CIFAR-10 (G) 94.15
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node 2 Inpde 3 _node4 node5

-Qf;th -

input nodel node2 _node3 _node4 _node5 input node 1
Al ~ T G
— .

(a) Stanford Cars (b) CUB-200-2011

M 415 ERFERLL2T7 Xty bCEELEBEOY Ty arsy S

node 1
node2
node 3
node 4
node 5
;

=25 0.0 25 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5

(a) Stanford Cars (b) CUB200-2011

X 4.16: R B2 25— Xty b TEHLZBO UMAPICX 277 a v~y 7oA

T35 CIFAR-10 & CIFARF-100 Tld, —WiAR#EO 7T — Xty M THRIE(L L7227 7 hERiE L
HARTEWHEEZER T 2EATH 572, 2k, Flbic k- TRIERE WIS L7227 T 7 #iE
PELNZZZeRRLTED, MEREPRILGEICBWTY I 7HECIINAE D2 5% 5.
Stanford Dogs TR LZETIL /) — FOEA S5O0 57 (K4.8d) ZHWT, HFRIFL RS
F—REy FEEELEBD ABNO7 7y ay~y 7OA#{L%EFTS. Stanford Cars %% L
t%®7%yyayVyftamamam1%%%Lk%@??yyayVyf%H4wmi?
M41507Fryary<y TeM4 12077y aryy 72053y, 7 — FEEHNFE LS
W77 ryar<y 7OERYLEoTWBE Z e bh b, Stanford Cars ¥ CUB-200-2011 57—
Xty MIBUZ2R2TODTAMT=RIINT 277> a>r<y 7% UMAP [129] 12 & D 2 XJTiZ
JEfE L CRIAE L7/ R 2 X 4.16 1R, X 4.16 oA & X 4.13d oA Z KT 32, /—F&
BHRR UGS M ER o TWB I bbb, ThbDZeh s, HERTHELNES T T
WK o TH/ — FOFHEGTIEOHEAMEIN TVWE L F R 5.
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FA8:FHTSE ) —RICXkd7 0% ITUEEDEN [%]

Used for ensemble
node 1 ‘ node 2 ‘ node 3 ‘ node 4 ‘ node 5 Ensemble

Y Y v v v 74.50
v v v v 74.30
Y v v v 74.06
Y v v v 74.31
Y v v v 74.23
Y v v v 74.44
Y v v 73.76
Y v v 73.80
Y v v 73.71
v v v 73.87
Y v v 73.28
d v v 73.65
v v v 73.51
v v v 73.88
v v v 73.40
v v v 73.01
Y v 72.54
Y v 72.69
v v 72.74
v v 72.28
v v 72.62
v v 72.69
v v 72.18
v v 72.56
v v 71.52
v v 72.44
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445 ZFBBOETFILETZOHOTILEEDORBIR

Stanford Dogs TIRZE L7=ET L/ — RO SODZF 7 (K4.8d) ZHVTEET 3L, X4.12b
D7Traryey TDIIC—HD /) — FOPERITELFHR T 2. 207D, 5O/ —FH»7
VYV INMECHE L 52\, ERIERELSEZCO AR D . 22T, M4.8d DT
7 7HWTEET IV — ROFEEEZTV, FHERIC—E D/ — ROAEHWTT v % > 7L
#17T5. F—X+t v b+ ¥ LT Stanford Dogs, 7 > ¥ > 7 AHMERICHHAT 2ET NV — FEE 255
5Lt E207 oy IMEERRASITRT. v 3T vy IOAMERICHER L —FTH B Z
YERL, KFO7 Yy ITIUNEEIIRETL ) — FRICBWTRIEWT Y H VY IUKEETH B
ZrERT. BETNL/ - FRIZBI2RIEVWT YV U IAEEICERT 2, £ TOETNV/ —
FREALGELHART, 7YF Y ITARBEMET L. ZOoZehs, K48dDT T 7138 T
DETN —FBHIT 22T, BT Y Y ITINEELZERT 2FEHIETHLLEFER5.

44.6 T TIIHROEEL

BRED TS T THEE LEEBETVORAHEE 1 DDETANEETZ 2T, 73 7L
MOFTE X b DHIEEITS. 7 — &t v b & LT Stanford Dogs, Z4EHEET /L& LT ResNet-18 2
HOWABN ZHFHL, K3.7dDF7 7 7 THEE LS DOOHMETNCEZ 7 V¥ TR
EFLE LTHAT 2. MEke LTRSS 7Ty yary~y 7RERL, 73 70 LN
oMk O HRRE, ST T L0 ORBERZ KT 5. £/, FEsiELO ARG
BRICAEENEEAT 2 2 I X 2 MR EHT 5.

HEET N e EHIETHEE LIAEEETNVOBEEZR 49 1RT. 7 V¥ 70 LIRS EH
e L5E, AHEETLVORBEBREEET LD Y VY TURBE L R TERY., i, 7 o9
VI KD BBETE T ARE OHBIHEA L e ZEKLTWS., — /4T, ST T L O
ROMEHE LGE, BT AOBEE Y 3 > IV UTMRSH 2 HE e U mE v
HARTEWEE L R o7z, BHEE T VORI M2 L UGB AR EN 2 EA LS
B, BALRDoGALAREOEE ko, A LTr7ryary~y 72EATL L, &
AL o7BEENTHEMET L. Hilke LTr7ryay~y TEHOESEICAEE
WEEATZE, 77> a2 AMERTAILNTE, ROGVEEL Ko7,

BHENE T VORI M A L U8 OBEEOHEEZEDOEEE K 4.10, SLETET LD
TTrvyarey TRAE LHEOBBRONEERDO B E L 411 1TRF. HERD A & G
¥ LA, AEERESREI > TWRW., 2070k, SHETE T ILVOMRSHER Y U R
WCAFCENZEA LT HREE I D R oTz. 7T vy ay~y TRAME L2354, AT
BUEZEnFgELTEBD, Bciil o7y Fryavy~y @iz orsryavy~y 7, Hfi2 0
TTyIaryy TEHEMSOT Ty aryvy TOMTHREZOBEESEW. Bl D7 T
Tarwy FEK4A12bD /) —F 1, #fi2077ryary~sy FEK 41206 D/ —F 2, Hfis oD
77 yaryvey FEK 4126 D) — R 5THS. HimAOEHZRTHRES L ERAOTH%E
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K 4.9: BRELAGERZ FOBEBET DS 1 T ANDHGRES

Ensemble Network Attention Gradient Network

probability | probability map aggregation Acc. [%]

Ensemble accuracy of teacher networks: 74.52 [%]

v 69.45 £ 0.30
v 73.80 £ 0.15
v v 73.86 £0.22
v v 71.95 £ 1.89
v v v 74.00 £ 0.14

K 4.10: iR 2 HE & U7 HIGRERAS IS B 2 HELEZE D [EE

Teacherl | Teacher2 | Teacher3 | Teacher4 | Teacher5
Teacherl - 0 0 0 0
Teacher2 0 - 0 0 0
Teacher3 0 0 - 0 0
Teacher4 0 0 0 - 0
Teacher5 0 0 0 0 -

A1l 7Trvar~<y TR USRI BT 3 AR EZE DA

Teacherl | Teacher2 | Teacher3 | Teacher4 | Teacher5
Teacherl - 173 25 33 64
Teacher2 173 - 26 26 124
Teacher3 25 26 - 0 26
Teacher4 33 26 0 - 34
Teacher5 64 124 26 34 -

5 MR 2 [FIRHIC A E $ 5 2 8 C, AEEEIEEL TV EEZLNS. 2D, HELEH
R AN o GEICHEENNLEL LD, BEMETLEEEZLONS.
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45 FroH

KRBT, 7oH Yy INVEEIBII 2 ETNVDEREZIEHET 2 72D DRI 2R L, A
WEARE T 7 DBRRIC X o T 7 v IAHERICIRN R F R 2 BEEGE Lz, X518, 70
DERMED AL 2HFBMOEREER LTz, SRRBRAFE R OBEROBAT T V2 W€ 7T ILVE
BIEFEEZEIL, 7oy IAHEROFE IR FORMBEIHIE L. 5207 -2ty MBI 3
ISR &, BERERG S NALFEBECREID bSOV T U Y I ARERER L. E612, #
HOBHIE T LD O H—DERETANDET VBRI TIE, SBIPETADRLLZ 7TV ay
<y TEROGEICAROEENFE L, ISR RN T 2 2 e 2GR L. £, RELLET
NEBACFEN AR OEREZ MRV L, 27Ty ary~y TRIEH LT VIERL
DARETH D mlic. —HTO 7 7MEDHEKTIE, 7YX L% —F & ASHA ZH\WT 6,000
WD ORERFHME L7200, BRAXMPEVWEERDS. $i, REGERS T 7HBIEOKH
BRI, 3L HHRIC K o TRIERFIEN BERGT SN REEZ V. SRoOFEe LT, Al
IR 7 F 7 ITRHE L 7R 2 R N RERRFHEORG L RS R 2 W BREKRIC K 2 75 7 G
ROWENPET LIS, BERINCIE, EFERPOHER L7277 7MEIHRRICHER LT -2ty
P BMERED T — Ry MCBOWTEWT VY Y IUVEEERREL-Z 25, HNORME
R 1IN FRERE O/ NI 7 — X R W T 7 5 7S DR 1TV, ZOHRERE VT
HNOMERECBWTABET - X EHOTEETEIRXRR T =V IR—ADBERBRENEZ S
n3.
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ES5E

—EMEEALEREUS AU TICES
+FHEMdH O HEFFHE

i 0#EZ, ETAPENT 2RI 2 NEDPER LB S XL e —HE 82 K 512%
B35, BidOFETHEELLET VL, BWEELEZERTE32—/4T, ERINLVOERICIE
NI - BRI 2 2 R0 5. RBETD D 2EEIE, SAADHDF—Re IR LTF—XEHVE
¥RHETHZ., F-AVRBLT—XREEFERT2 2200, 7—XPNERICEMNOI R M2 LT
FEE DO EDHARF T % 5. FixMatch [19] 1, —HMEEANLE FEIZ XY ¥ 7 2fliaabE &
flido D EEFETH D, BRITMDPHEEID D EEHFRICB T 2B\ e Lo Twa. —EMEIER]
16 [130, 28, 131, 132, 133, 134,30] 1%, Z~VR L7 —RIEE#HZMNZ, 2hoOEEFNTH L TET L
DIEMEICT 5 K OWEET 5. —77, BEZ XY 7 (135,136,137, 138] 1%, FLIR LT — &0
L TETAVDHNACED VTR T NV E2MNEGT 5. TV NG L 7NV LT — &3,
SLH D F— X AR TE 5. FixMatch X, Tho 2007 Fu—F2HAG0E, 5508
Bk 52727 — 2T 2O SER LR T R~ e BWBEE 5 2 727 — ZIics 2
N % I3 XD ICETNEEE T 5. FixMatch LIFED T FixMatch % A & LT,
FLw L EWEEEEDE A [139, 140, 141, 142], B 27— X OBBROTEH [143, 144, 145, 146],
HOH D D228 % FlW/-Ha158 0E A [147, 148, 149, 150, 151] 72 ¥ DRk A 2R Th L7
L2 L, FixMatch 1281 2 —BHEEANL B Z XY > ZOMAEOE S IEFE TN TED,
HAEDEFICHET 2 Qi RHREIX E2Tba TR,

Z ZTAETIE, FHED D EEHORRRMEKRE 2 FERBERIIHMRL, Mg s 7 7Tk
BHT2ZLT, /7 7EOHREB L T—REEANL BT RN ¥ ZTOZRMAEDE A%
Mt 5. £/, 77 7HEOHERED S, 1RO LEHEIDH b 78 2 8D b HFEEENEZ I
PTRIRFTRE L 72 5. FZN D D 2B 2 HARAA LRI 72 713, Ziid b EE, FEd H¥H,
iz LEE 0 3EOEE HIEERIAAEE 5. IhODBEREFNE L LSHREREMICE
3% 275 7HEOHRIC K o T, —BUHEEANL e HELIS RV ¥ 7 offlaabY, 3EEOEEHED
i HFEEEANOIREEZER LA EAEO BEREGH 2TV, BEIRGt SN B8 B2 N T
%ZeT, FiikHAoEEEHIET.

FHiFEERTIX, CIFAR 77— &t v FZHWT 4 D0O8S» B RFEOF]MEITS. 1 DHIZ,
FixMatch {ZHD W2 HRRZEZIC B W THERERE 7 7 7 OBRREITV, HREMGER L RO FH A H
DR FIRCEEILERITS. PEED D FHORECBWT, —BHEANL BTN ¥ 70
HABDLEHERBEOB AL SFHET 2. 2 DX, ZHRERZEMICE) 2 HERZEMICB W THIR
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W77 7 OB EITV, BRMEREZ LD D 2E OB RIEKRIE L BEERE1T 5. FHH
H Y HFEEZHOFREICBWT, MERIEOKEMEMD & 70V dh D 57— X B & E 5 g o B R % FHiffi
T5. 30HIE, HRICXDESLLAMIEE S S 7027 7fE0n it Tthd 2. HFRICIDHER
U 7= MR IS S ERTE L Y D X S ICE L 2 D0 %M 5. Rk, HFERERD 7S 7D
LI LNTHRICEDSNT Y S 7SO FERGET 2175, BRI D ERLLHMAPBEEICHFS T
D%l 5.

AREOWBIILL T D@D TH 5. 5.1 i CREOREFIRICEE T 2 LEEDH D FFITOVTIAN
%. 52 i CHIREFIETHD 2 —BMEANLE B ELZ XY > 2N X 2P b HFEEH IOV TR
%. 53 HiCTIREFIROFHERIRICOWTHENS. RIFZIZ, S4HITAREICOVWTELD 3.
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5.1 PBOERAZE . F£¥EmdH b FEH

REITIX, RENZEHETD DEFO7 T a—FTh 2 —HMHELEANL, #ELZ XY >, FixMatch
IZDOWTIRR 3.

—HMERME —BUEERIIE, LR LT — &% W3 & EENO 3 2 itz 55
%. REMLTFEL LT H-model [130] 2% 5. II-model 1%, R4 2BENZMA AL T —X DR
D% —HEIEZ X ICETNVEEE TS, [-model 22, XFXFH—HEEANLFEIRE
SN TW3%. Temporal Ensembling [130] 1, —ZHMEIERHLZEIRE T 2RI MO 1 D12, BEOHHE
BoMERAWE7 vy IV T2 T, dtREaX M 2HIBLOOfE 2R EXE 5. Mean
Teacher [28] 13, EA T X=X D7 V¥ ¥ TV 21T 5 HEBBEHFIET VO Z2FAT 2 2 &
T, Temporal Ensembling ® X 5 RS2 HE S 5. MixMatch [131] 4%, BEZMZ 7% K HoD
T = ROWMERJMIN LT, 7oV 7N e BPtEZER T2 2T, KDEWKEELERT
%. Virtual Adversarial Training [132] &, BUOMHYIREE (Adversarial attack) ZfE&jr L THHAT 3.
Adversarial Transformation [133] (%, BOSHYEEE 7 — ZXILRO—F & L CGEA 5. Unsupervised
Data Augmentation [134] {%, RandAugment [152] 72 ¥ Q#1727 — XL 2 EBE e LTHHAT 5.
Dual Student [30] (%, II-model THE X417z 2 DD E 7 /11Z Knowledge Distillation [16] % & A 3 %
T, FHED DB A OE R R L7z, Multiple Student [30] 1, FZHidH D
HFEFFICBI 2 ETABEHESLTAEMMEEZ R L. Zhs0—8MEEANLFRERE, ERIo 1%
FAW#Hid DEEE TR LT — 220 —HHEED 2 DK S X 2 HKEEEL
PHWCETLEEET 3.

—TC, —BHHEEDO XS REBEEZEANHL, VR LT —XOAEZHWTET VEHYE T
277m—F e LT, HOHMD D EE OXMIRFE [153, 154, 155, 156] A 5. HOHHD D ¥EH
&, FRNVRLT—RDAZHWTETNVORAFEEZITOFEETETDH S, HREETE, F—
T =2 oBEEMNE LU TERE N 2 DOEBRT ZIEFIRT, BT -0 088%2 51
TERE N 2 DDOEHBGRT7 ZAHIRT EERL, EHRTIZBI2REBEOHEMUEZREL, &
FIRTIZBII 2FHBEOBEMEZ/ NI T2 X518 T5. Zoex, Hir L cagHhro
Zrrzay ITHEHENS. SfR¥EEE, A7 oS THEEDHEaX FENTs 2
Mo, EFIRTDAEHWCEZFENMERINTWS [157, 158, 159]. ZDIEFIRTDAEHWE-HD
D D FEE, —BEERL e B8 ke oTE D, HEjofE e B HEICEHT 21
e D ADERIZ D

BUSANYT BUTRY Y ZE, TR LT =R U TR NAVEERL, 7X1HD
T=REFUIANVDD T =R ZHOLBMMD D FEL o TET A RFEET S, RUSRY 7
FIEIZIX, one-hot 7RV 277 [135,136] £V 7 F IRV 2 [137,138] D 2 FE$ENH 5. one-hot &
RY Y&, 12D7 AW 1, ZRENDZ 5 2950 DEREE - 72 7 XV EIERT 5. —/T
VI EIRY VAL, K75 ADMHEREEF o725~V BER T %. Pseudo-Label [135] 1%, one-hot
SR BT BRENZIEKETH 5. Pseudo-Label TIE, HBANCTIALH D F—XEHNT
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BETNEFEETE. R, FNABHYD T —RTEHLIZETNMITINNRLT—XEATIL,
ROHPTHRDEWT 7 AZIEMY 5 22 Uiz one-hot LT NV EERTS. ZLT, I\LHD
TR NVH Y F—REFAWHENH D %17 5. Label Propagation [136] 1X, T\ &
DTF—=REFAOVR LT —XOEMMEZFHAL, ZVHD T =20 T NVERE 7L R LT —&
WARTE L TR NV 253 5. Arazo 5 [137]1F, FRAHH F—XO3Mz2EELT, Y7 b
L ~OL R ERS 5. Noisy Student[138] 1%, 7\LHH F—XTEE L -HiieT Vo145
kY 7 MREBBZ ALV LTHAEL, 9V H D T2 e BB NVHH 7 — 2% AVTERE
TNEEETZ. EREET VOB Dropout [160], RandAugment [152], Stochastic Depth [161]
REDBWNBEIENEGT 52T, BOVEEELEBL:

FixMatch FixMatch [19] 1%, —ZEERNLE BT RY > 72 laabE 5 2 e TRWEEZER T
X3 I ERLIFETHS. FixMatch 1, 59W0WEBERINZ 727 — X0 SER LRI XLy 8
WBEN R NZ 727 — X DR IR XS ICETFAE¥ET 5. 3908 L TAEARIZE KF -
FE S ANOFATREEIZHH L, 580882 LT RandAugment 235, HHELZ 01X, B E0D
FERED L 2 WMEEBZ 258 ICDAERE NS, FixMatch DI T, FixMatch %2 3885 ¢ LT,
FrLw L EWEEEEOE A [139, 140, 141, 142], B 27— X OBROIEH [143, 144, 145, 146],
HOH D b 228 % Fl V30228 OE A [147, 148, 149, 150, 151] 72 ¥ DRk A4 B ThA TV
3. IS DREmDYELD D HHFHECBY 2 —BEEAL L U Z XY > 7oA ELE
%, FixMatch D FEZFHA L TW3. L L, FixMatch iI281F 2 —BEEALE BB XY > 7D
HAEDLEEZ, AT THEISATWAZ oM T LARBLIFRS T, 20 &5 RiHAS
OB T 2 JRHIRFAE I TOIL T VIR,

52 REFE —HMEEANLCREUSARU D TICEBFH
fid D HFEFE

FixMatch [19] 1%, —BMEEANLE BESXY ¥ 7 OMAEOEIFEER LICEHFS5 T2 2Rl
2. L2L, Thb0HASDLBIIFETHRITENTED, MAADOTICHET 2 LH AT X T
TVWRW. £ 2 TAETIE, FRIERE 77 7 0B8Rz AW LD H %8 o BERGH 2 18R T 5.
—HUEERHL BB Z XY O ZFOREBIRIERE R FERBERCHML, TNoEH—INCT T 7
TRETS. Thonr 7 7RI, Hilid b ¥R, FEED D EE, Bk LUFEENTT 3E
5. LTI 7MEOBEREL T, —BEEALE BN IR >V 7 ofAaEOE, b
D - AT D DY - BN L o, HEEEAOINREF R L E TR0 BEEGET
ZATH. AREITIE, 521 HTHHEED D ¥EO T Z 7R, 522HTY — MEREEREE, 523
HTY I 7HEDERRIZOWTHRS.
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Input x _-I.l.-_-_ Loss
Network f(01,x+40)
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Graphical
representation CE Loss
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B 5.1: D D #ED 75 7 KB

Input x

fOLx+4)

Input x .-l..-.. Loss I
5 Loss
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- 1 Network
¥ o

BackProp.

f(EMA(G,),x +5)

KL-div
Graphical @9 N
representation oving Average
——
2 Network
(a) II-model (b) Mean Teacher

Input x .-.I...-.-.
/I o

2 Network
0

Input x .-l...-.-.
| [ Network F(6ux +51)
6,

with
Threshold

Graphical
representation

T = ()
—

with

Network
2 Network 6,
[}
Threshold

(c) Pseudo-label (d) FixMatch

Graphical

i representation
oot (™)
E—

B 5.2: FHEN D D FE SRR LHERED 75 7 KB

521 FHEMHDODFEEDIT S T7RIR

FHET D D HF BT R NRBNRMEKED 77 7R ZR 5.1 LK 52 1 RT. §IXERI L,
J—FRZEEFN, Ty DRBEKEEERL, Ty POHRBAENEES NS HHERT. BHTy
IW) =R me o —Km KA»IHE, 2Oy Y FOBKE L, LERT . KS1ITRT
2112, FRNNBHY TR0 —RNLREMDDFEIZ, 120/ —F, 120y, §jTH
WEN2 7578 LTRETES. 22T, g5/ —RRAOAMBT Y DX, HiidHiBLEZEKRT
3. LTI, —BUEEAL, B S XY > 2, FixMatch 1281} 2 7N LT — RS0 2 ML
DT T 7REUTOWTIBRRS.

W —HiEEAL

—FEEALOREH 2 AEFRKEE L LT, [I-model [130] ¥ Mean Teacher [28] & 275 7 TR T 3.
[I-model D25 7 RKIEZK 5.2a 1TRT. f(0,2) 1%, RTRXA—K O EZFOETNVDANT—& x 1T
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Mo ERT. H-model l¥, FI—F—RICERZ2BEEMZ 2 TIER L2007 —
Zax+¢, ¢+ EETMIANL, &7 — XI5 3RS f01,x+¢1), f(O1, ¢+ ) D
HT2E51, —BHEBRICE>TETAEEE TS, —BHEBRIEIRD LS ITERT 5.

LG =R(f(0:,x + 1), (05,2 +C2)), (5.1)

22T, R(,-) IZIERERIETH 5. —BUWEIEANE T, FERERIE LT =332 % KL divergence
WERINS. RETIE, HHEREE Y L T KL divergence 23 5. II-model D77 7FKH X, / —
Fmy 257 —Fmy NGRSy P20/ 7 7 LTEREL, Ty id—BUIEERK L7
EHEATS. Ty VORI EEREDEL / — R TH L7z, WA IT-model D277 7RBUX, 1D
D/ =R 12DLyI%FFO7 778 LTRIT .

Mean Teacher D 25 7RI %X 5.2b 1277F. Mean Teacher {Z, II-model IZEEFSHI €T %
EAL, Il-model % 2 DDETINEHWIFEAYEET 5. Mean Teacher D—EMEHEK L, 85 X —
R0, BFOETNE, EMA 8T X —X EMA(0;) 2F2oE7 A E2HAWT, R51ICEVFHETS.
Z 2T, EMA %5 X — &3 Backpropagation 2 & o THEHT 2D TIERL, MHDETNLDIT X —
REBUED EMA 87 X — R ICHEHENMA T 2 Z L TEHT 2. EMA X7 X —XDHEHIRD K 51
ERT 5.

EMA(OWC) = OzEMA(Gt,k_ﬂ + (1 — Oz)et,k (5.2)

ZIZT, al@3NA=F X =& 0, 3 kEIDORTRX=REHFZIToIET N mg DXTRX—=KT
HB. RETIE, a2 LT0999 2#HT 5. Mean Teacher D77 7 £KFZ, —HHELIC X > T
F52/)—Fmiy, EMARTIX—ZERKED/—FmeD22OD/ —FiKEL, /J—FKmy b/ —
Kmy ANDTy Y LSO ZFD7 778 LTRET S, AT, EMAE7LDRT7 X —XEHICH
THE%RY, HELFRBRICART Yy O TRHT 5. ®EMIC Mean Teacher D 7' 7 KX, 20D
=R 20Dy IRFEOII T LTERHTSE. /—FmlE, /—F my OMERGHZ AT
FHRIT B ehs, ZOFEEGEE Knowledge Distillation [16] ¥ HEZX 5 Z 2 I TE 5.

PN 2

Bl XY > 7 OREMRPERE L LT, Pseudo-Label [135] 227 5 7 TR T 3. 52¢ 12
Pseudo-Label 25 7 RH%RF. Pseudo-Label 13, FERIT (01, + ¢2) 1BV TRD EWVHER
xS Z 2%IEME7 5 A ¥ L7 one-hot U 7 ~oL o BAERRT 5. BT L DERIERD &
SWERT 5.

(5.3)
0 otherwise

/ { 1 if ' =argmax; f;(0s, T + C2)
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Consistency regularization
(Collaborative Learning)

Consistency regularization

Loss Loss

53: 77 7HEDOEHEIC X B IRET A & HFEZEE N OHLR

22T, EERMIAVD 7 7R ID, i ERSADZ T RID TH5S. £ L THEEZ ~LOERNZ
2, By b (0, + 1) rORELY bR E—BREAVCTETARYETS. BS
RNVEFWEEREIRD XD ITERT 5.

C
L == yilog f;(6, @ + 1) (5.4)

L7235 T Pseudo-Label D277 7&KBUZ, / —Fmy 225/ — Fmy ANefishizoy Y LT %
Ko/ 7 LTHRET 3.

B FixMatch

X 5.2d |2 FixMatch @ 2" 5 7 £ %/R3. FixMatch 1%, L Z2WELBEZEA LS~ >~ 27
L, Bl v WEEE TSNS, Lzh - T FixMatch D25 75X, Pseudo-Label D
77 7RBUC L EWVELHEZEAT S 2 TRET 5. LEWELHEZEA L ZELLZ ~UERIE
RDEXSITEHRT 5.

L = Vmax, £,(0024¢)>r) - L5F (5.5)

22T, TIELEWMHE, 1[max; f;(0s,x + C2) > 7] € 0, LIFERBEETH 5. 8RB, max; fi(0s,
+¢2) > T DHFAEIC 1, FALUANDEEIC0 5. AETIE, 12 L T0.95 Z#HT 3.
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B EREDIREFEPHRZE B DHLGR

77 7REEDE I X A MERIEDIRE FIEPHFAZEEADIERZ X 5.3 1IR3, 1ERED TS 7%
BEHAGDE ST, 1EREDIREFIESCHFAFLFCEZIHNRT 2 TE 3.

522 —rEBKCEXREE

XD BRI D D B 2 RBAARE L T 57018, BAFHFEICS — MERZEAT .

W 7 — MR

Iy DK ERET % Through Gate, T v ¥ DYIWi % EKIE$ 3 Cutoff Gate IZfI1 X T, Positive
Linear Gate ¥ Negative Linear Gate %3 A5 %. Positive Linear Gate I%, ##EHDHETIZIGELTO 25
| NRFAICZA LS 2 EAZRIBIMEICE T 5. Positive Linear Gate (XD £ 5 IZEFKET 3.

ositive k
Gg,t ! ('Cs,t) =7

o Ly, (5.6)

ZIT, k3BEDA T L= a VB, keng E$FEEERTROBA TL —2 3 VETH B, Negative
Linear Gate (%, ZEHDETIZIIGU T 1 2056 0 N\FBICZE(L T 2 EHAZBIMHEITHEM T 5. Negative
Linear Gate I3 XD X S IZEFKT 5.

Gg)etgative(ﬁ&t) — ke‘;: ; k . Es,t~ 5.7

I 5D 2 FEFHD Linear Gate Z i3 Z & T, FHEPICHFEEKZTI D 2 2 L8 ANH b ] %2R
T2 ZehaffEe s, T/, LEWELEZZ — MEEE LTRETS. LEWHELEEZITS
7 — FEEIIRD XS ITEET S.

Gg},ltreShOld(E&t) = I]-[maxi fi(Os,2+C2)>7] ° Es,t~ (5.8)
LEWEMEZFRF L7 — P E R 5.5 O L 2 WEIEZ NE U 7=EREEE BIZG U TE
TYB 2T, 77 7EEDFERRICE T 2 HEREMOKENTFIRENEENS.
W BKHE
BRFREIEET Yy T I, BN — K my OIBKRBERIIRD L5 ICERT .
N
Ly =Gy(Lys) +Gei(Liy) + Z Got(Lsy), (5.9

ZIZT, NEZST7HND /) —FOEEERT. Ty T IB L2y — PEBEEIRTES L5127
52T, X BMREEERIEERE T2 283 TE 5.
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Node Edge from nodel to node2
Types of network: Losses:
- WideResNet-28-2 - EMA edge

Edge from node to node
Losses:

Edge from label to node - KL divergence loss

Losses: + Pseudo-label loss

+ Cross Entropy loss « Pseudo-label loss with thresholding
Gates: Gates:

+ Through + Positive linear « Through - Positive linear

+ Cutoff + Negative linear « Cutoff « Negative linear

5.4: FixMatch I2FED W= 2" ZREEDNA 8= F X — &

Targe node Edge from node to same node
Types of network: Losses:
- ResNet-32 « KL-divergence loss
+ Pseudo-label loss
Gates:
Auxiliary node * Through - Positive linear
Types of network: + Cutoff - Negative linear
. ResNet-32 + Threshold

+ WideResNet-28-6
Edge from node to another node

Losses:

+ KL-divergence loss
+ Pseudo-label loss

Edge from label to node
Losses:

- Cross Entropy loss - EMA edge

Gates: Gates:

- Through - Positive linear - Through - Positive linear
« Cutoff - Negative linear « Cutoff - Negative linear
+ Threshold + Threshold

5.5: HFEHEE 2 SO EIRIBIRRZERITEIT 2104 8= F X —&

523 IS IBEDFER

7T TREEDNA NR=R T R =RPEREBE LT, YD D FEFEE G5, 77 78
DNANR=NRFGRXA =R Z 54 LK 551TRF. NANR—NRTRXA=RERTE, =oIIEHHET3
BERe = Pz y DT 2 1iT#ERT 2. HARE LTEMA v INEIRE N5, EMA
Ty YDKR/ — K%Z EMA E7 /L ¢ LTRE L, Backpropagetion TIE 8T X — X B2 {THIRW.
EMA = v D25EIR XN T, Cutoff Gate IZ K > T—YIEEF 2Th\Vw/ — FBEELLGE, 20
J—REIRLHHF—RTHED DB L > THEAMFEINZEF NV EMHHT 5. HiPE X
NETNE, 77 TREEITEONWEFZEHPIIRI X=X BHIEL, 7 X—ZDEHIIITHIR.

R R LTF ¥ X L% —F & Asynchronous Successive Halving Algorithm (ASHA) [96] % fifi FH
$5. 7 7MEOFiRa7 e LT, /- FOKERZMAT 2. 779 7MEIIBITE ./ —FORK
CREERALLIEW — F, FHIZATS 272 7REDRIL, 77 7THEDTREANICH 5 Ud AT
THRET 3. BEERRAMELLEZW . — Fi3, targetnode ¥ FEXR. FHlliR Y 722 77 7#EIE 7 V&
DITREEINDG. NAR=F XA =XFERPE, —EDA 7L — a YHIFET, target node DIEFE %
TANF—RERWCEHMET 5. 1,2,4,8,...,2% [0 HOFHERFIC ASHA I & > THEEHORIFK T D
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5 5.1: FixMatch (ZFHD W= BRRZERNC BT 3 225 %44

CIFAR-100
Training Iterations 1,048,576 (= 229)
Labeled Batch size 64
Unlabeled Batch size 448
Learning Rate 0.03
Weight Decay 0.001
SGD Momentum 0.9
SGD Nesterov True
RandomHorizontalFlip,
Perturbation (; RandomCrop,
RandAugment [152]
Perturbation ¢, RandomHorizontalFlip,
RandomCrop

HEZITS. FHEREEDFEIC XA 2 > 7 OBICEHI U 7R & R LT, PIMEDREZ TEl- T
WALEREERIBYS. Z0%, LWy I oML 7 VX LTRIRL, 2075 7H#iEE H
W LW ERZRG T 5. 2o 0L, FHIiEAD S S 7 HIEDRAHERNIRHOE L 727#Hili L
TeWT o 7REDBICIET 2 T THRDIRT. RIS, FHliL 7% 7 7TREDT TR S mWRKE
BEM LT TRERRRERE T 5.

5.3 FHM@EER

FHliEER Y LT, 277 7HEEOHERIC X DR L RAERIEE 25 7 % W T4 L 7: target node D
PERER A S 5. 5.3.1TETIE, FHMEEBICHH LEBEMITOWTHN S, 53.2IETIE, FixMatch
WEED W HRER AN B 2 RRAE RO 21T 5. 5.3.3 HTIE, ZERARERRERICBIT 215
FHEROIEEFHH 21T 5. 5.3.4HTIE, HEERD 77 7SO HLE1TS5. 5.3.5HTIE, BHE
WEROZ S 7BEPSELNEARICESWT Y S 7HED FERH 2175

53.1 EEREMH

AIETIE, TMOEBICHER LT —&Zty b, BTN, EFNADEEEM Mgkt 7o 7/
DEEREMFITOWTIRR 3.
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K 5.2: ZRRIGRRZEMIC BT 2 FH M

CIFAR-100 CIFAR-10
Training Iterations 82,400 ~ 98,800 160,000 ~ 192,000
Labeled Batch Size 31 50
Unlabeled Batch Size 97 50
Learning Rate 0.2 0.1
Weight Decay 0.0002 0.0001
SGD Momentum 0.9 0.9
SGD Nesterov True True
. RandomHorizontalFlip, RandomHorizontalFlip,
Perturbation ¢
RandomCrop RandomCrop
. RandomHorizontalFlip, RandomHorizontalFlip,
Perturbation (5
RandomCrop RandomCrop

-2ty hk

CIFAR-100 & CIFAR-10 [97] ZfH 3 5. &7 =X+t v FD 50,000 ¥ > FILD¥E T — XTI,
AFTERINER T AT EINTWS., FHED D FEHOEBTIE, FEHT 2271
HODF—RE IR LTF—RIZED YT, SNAELF—RIZE DY THETF—ZDIEMR T
FHLZW. fle LT, SNUGEF—&RE LT400 V> PL2E D S TRGE, SR LT—
21349,600 > S b,

HEFIL

X 5.4 @ FixMatch 12D\ #RERZE/Tl%, WideResNet-28-2 [162] ZffH T %. X 5.5 DEHER
PRRZEMTlX, ResNet-32 [10] ¥ WideResNet-28-6 [162] Z{#HH$ 5.

B 7L OFBEMN L FHEsR M

FixMatch IZHEDWAFHERER, FEFFC Lo TREPREL A LT 2o TVWS. 22
TIX 5.4 D FixMatch IZFED W= HERZEM T, FixMatch 1D W RERIE N FER K EZ(TS 729
1, FixMatch [19] THEH I N2 E &2 MEH T 2. FixMatch IZED W EERERICBIF 5885
FeR 5.1 1R, —/TH 55 OZRRERZEM T, LHEEID D ELFY¥E OMNEKRETD % Dual
Student [30] CEF XN/ FERMEEZHHT 2. SRR EMICB T 228502 R521ORT. ¥
BFLFLr—ravid, SRR LTF—RICESWT 200 Xy ZICHET 3. 200, 284 T
L—2a YORER, FNVRLT—XOBUTIN U TR S, £ 5.2 O¥ESEMIE, FixMatch (258
LTWRWATREMED D 2 RICTEEREDDETH 5.
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%2 5.3: CIFAR-100 (2 381F 2 FEEEFHMA  (FixMatch (23D 7o FEER 22 /)

Method Venue 400 labels 2,500 labels 10,000 labels
Supervised® - 10.13 £ 047 38.75+£054 61.01 £0.14
Pseudo-Labelf [135] ICML ’ 13 12.85+£0.87 4091 £0.61 61.14 £0.09
Meanteacher’ [28]  NeurIPS * 17 | 9.66 & 0.65 38.87 £ 0.57 60.95 £0.12
II-model’ [130] ICLR ’ 17 12.87 £1.25 39.92 £0.61 60.90 £ 0.16
VAT' [132] TPAMI 19 | 16.89 +£027 46.83+0.57 63424021
MixMatch' [131] NeurIPS ’ 19 | 20.05+£029 50424062 67.9040.13
ReMixMatch' [163] ICLR ’ 20 4290+0.00 65234+032 73.82+0.23
FixMatch' [19] NeurIPS * 20 | 46.63 +2.15 6571 4+043  71.724+0.18
UDAT [134] NeurIPS * 21 | 46.56 £2.06 6563 +0.28  72.48 +0.10
FlexMatch' [140] NeurIPS * 21 | 49.854+ 151 66.65+0.33  72.88 £0.04
Dash' [139] ICML ’ 21 46.02 £+ 2.31 65.53 £0.12  72.28 £0.13
CRMatch' [145] GCPR ’ 21 50.61 £1.16  68.65+0.27  73.76 £ 0.26
CoMatch' [149] ICCV ’ 21 39.02+0.77 6276 £0.24  71.85+0.16
AdaMatch' [164] ICLR ’ 22 52.18+1.48 66.74 £0.55 7247 +0.12
SimMatch' [165] CVPR ’ 22 51.18 £1.07 6746 +0.27 73.58 £0.18
FreeMatch' [142] ICLR ’ 23 50.76 £2.16  67.21 £0.21  72.83 £0.11
SoftMatchf [141] ICLR ’ 23 5036+ 146  6695+0.05 72.74+0.03
Ours - 4699 +£090 66.79 £043  72.124+0.40

B J S TBEDHRREMN

77 7B DHRZRRF, CIFAR 7—&t vy bD¥E 7 — % 50,000 > IV HEBDOFEE T —& &
LT 40,000 %> 7L, ZRDFT A FF—& L LT10,000 3> FUCHEILTHEHT 2. LzdoT,
BRFWIITTADT A DT =X Z2HH LRV, NL =5 X—RBERKZ, EROF—ZEy T
ERINEE T — R T AT — R TEE M2 TV, PEkiEL By 5.

7' 7S DHR T, FixMatch IZHD W PR 22/ & H[FZEE 2 50 K D ZRRRRZEM D 2
FBEOBEREITY. K54 DFERZEMTIZ2D/ — FOBEDS L, BWHORKER YT 7EiEDF
ffifEx LCTHEAL, 60 D77 7EELZFHEis 2. X 5.5 DERBZEMICBWT, /—F 1 OfEE2 75
IREEDFHMIE Y LTI L, 1,500 FE®D 275 7 #GE %R 6T 5.

5.3.2 REREX DRBELLSE : FixMatch cED UV -IFRZER
54 OBERZEMIZBVWTHIRET L-IREFHEOBERKE2E 53 1R, BE2THEE, 2

TDH TN EF—ZHOEHTIZBWT, FixMatch 2882 3EZER L. — 5T, BRIt
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3 5.4: CIFAR-100 I28 T 2 FERERTAM (AR 7 BRERZER)

Dataset CIFAR-100
Label Amount 2,000 4,000 6,000 8,000 10,000 all

Supervised 20.85 3235 41.56  50.38 53.61 69.93
Pseudo-Label [135] | 29.01 40.59 4779 5451 56.67 -
[I-model [130] 29.54 4198 50.69 5344 55.98 -
Mean Teacher [28] | 31.28  43.10 48.85 49.98 54.52 -
FixMatch [19] 29.31 41.87 4733  51.28 54.03 -
Ours (2nodes) 42.04 5192 5594 60.65 63.08 -
Ours (3nodes) 42.55 54.60 5712 6249 63.81 -

% 5.5: CIFAR-10 (Z3B1F 2 K5 RERHIE (A7 PRER 2= )

Dataset CIFAR-10
Label Amount 1,000 4,000 all

Supervised 55.42 7594 91.82
Pseudo-Label [135] | 63.73  82.58 -
II-model [130] 5441  77.54 -
Mean Teacher [28] 53.45 82.50 -
FixMatch [19] 52.05 84.46 -
Ours (2nodes) 63.78 85.08 -
Ours (3nodes) 8245 87.03 -

@ FixMatch X— 2 DFE L LT 2 ¢, EFEOBEIXFARE /L3 RVWER ko7 22
T, CRMatch [145] 1&H L W—BMEERNE O BRI HE 0% 24T 22Tk, FlexMatch [140], Dash [139],
AdaMatch [164], SimMatch [165], FreeMatch [142], SoftMatch [141] 1357 L\ L 2= WMEHEEE 12 H 5

5D FixMatch R—ZDFELIFRL D, BEFRE—BHEEAMLE LI XY >V 7oflaEbEIC
EEEUTTW5. 207k, BEFRIRLHOFIEL B2 HECE->T, RAFEOSENREE
Lz EZ2%. £/, BERENC X D ESR L2 E AL BAMOFECB 27 Fu—F &
BTHIET, IORAEENLEPHGFINS.

533 WRZELDRELLE : SHRGHREZR

X 5.5 DRI BWT HEEGT LR R FIEORBE B 2 £ 5.4 1Z7RF. Supervised 1, 7
N T—=2DBEERCHAD D FEOMRERT. IBEFEE, IRXTOINLDY 7—2HD
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lLoss : KL-divergence
Gate : Positive linear
Loss : KL-divergence
2. WRN28 6 (57.81%) ) Label

Gate : Positive linear ate : Through
X L : KL-di
Loss : KL-divergence oss divergence

Gate : Positive linear
1. ResNet32 (55.94%) | g : KL-divergence

Label Label
bhmngh Supervised
__PositiveLine A
2. WRN28 6 (57.81%) ;') Label 2. WRN28 6 (57.81%) Label
~ / ~
S PositiveLines /\ hrough KD Supervised
S 4 ~a ¥
1. ResNet32 (55.94%) ;')l' sitiveLine 1. ResNet32 (55.94%)
Gate function Training method |

5.6: BRI SNz 277 7 REE D Rl Ik

FHFIZBOT, EREIDDEVREELER L. £, ##EFRE —FEE 2056 3 12HPT
ZeT, MENELWAELE. 2, /7 — FEDMENS 2 2 & CRIATRER LA D D H[FY:
BN, 7NV D F—RBOEMHITE L -EEHEIMEONR T Rol72DFEZX 3.

FixMatch DF5EICE H 3 % &, II-model X Mean Teacher ¥ \ o 7z —ZEAIL D A% W= Fik
% Pseudo-Label & W o 7HHU T XY ¥ DA W FHEL AT, FAFEELIFERWEEZL 2o T
W3, ZAUE, FixMatch D XHEAN T/RENT WS K51, EH M FixMatch 128 L TWiRWZ &
NEERTH2EZONS. —HTREFEREZ, BRIZE o TEEHEFMRINLD D 72 ¥ 2%
BL-HERGTDThON D2, £539E54 LWV BRZEHRLZMETICBVTHEVEEEH
HTErF25.

CIFAR-100 2B 2 —HMEEAML e BT RY Y 7ICEHT 2 2, —BMEEANLFIETH % 11-
model %> Mean Teacher %, 7~ UL} & 7 — XA 2,000~6,000 D & 512D WGEICEWEE 2R
L7z, —F, Bl RY ¥ FETH % Pseudo-Label 1F, TN & 5 — X EAHS 8,000~10,000 D
IRV EEICEVWKEEEZR L. LEdo T, HEYIRYPEFIRI T U FETF— 20z k-
TERZZePEZLNS.

534 BRREODOT S IBEDORMRIL

RIETIE, 2 O0EREMIIBY 2HREBRE2AMHAIT 2. =y 2, 7— MEKCIEERERD 2
DDNAINR—=RFG XA =R EFOD, 120757 ETalfifkd sy, EHRREY 3. 22T,
X 5.6D&5I2KTT 7GR 7 — B HEEEED 2 OB ST Tl b E1TS.

FixMatch [CEDW/HERZTR S~UH D 7 — XD 400, 2,500, 10,000 DEMHICBWTEHER L -4
REzrhzhX 5.7, 5.8, 59 1TR7.
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Label Label

NegativelLinear lSupervised
1.WRN28 2 (41.84%) > Through 1.WRN28 2 (41.84%) L | eshold
’ - ’ K ’ - ’ Pseudolabeling
EMA updatei EMA updatei
v v
2. EMA Model (48.47%) 2. EMA Model (48.47%)
(a) Gate function (b) Training method

5.7: CIFAR-100 % Fi\ 7z FixMatch (2D W RN BT 2B R (L HH 7 -2 :
400)

Label Label
Through Supervised
1.WRN28 2 (62.10%) > Through 1.WRN28_2 (62.10%) L —— Threshold
» i = PseudoLabeling
: : Threshold
: iveLi EMA :
EMA updateE Negativelinear updatei ‘PseudoLabeling

v v

2. EMA Model (72.45%) 2. EMA Model (72.45%)
(a) Gate function (b) Training method

5.8: CIFAR-100 % Fi\ 7z FixMatch (2D W HERZEERNICB I 2 HRBRHER (S HH 77— :
2,500)

Label Label
lNegativeI_inear lSupervised
1. WRN28_2 (62.10%) > Negativelinear 1. WRN28_2 (62.10%)
EMA updatei ‘Through EMA updatei ‘PseudoLabeng
v v
2. EMA Model (72.45%) 2. EMA Model (72.45%)
(a) Gate function (b) Training method

5.9: CIFAR-100 % Fi\ 7z FixMatch (2D W HRRZEERNC B 2 RBRR (L HH 7 —X 8 :
10,000)

5.7 1%, FixMatch IZ81F % 7 ~\)LH D A\ Negative Linear Gate 12 & % #EH DY) D 5 2 ¥l %
HBALLEE B RoTWS., 2070, FEEIFHIEIERD FixMatch 21TV, ZZEEFEL 20
B Z DT R VDA THEERITS.

5.8 1%, FixMatch {Z EMA €7 L0560 L 2WEMZHEUT RNY V72BN Lk 2o
TWa. 2Ot %, EMAETA2LD L 2 WENZHEMIZ XY > 720 LT NegativeLinear 2354
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ENTWBZens, /J—F 1LIFEERTEIC FixMatch AR DEHLLZ XL ¥ EMA £ 7 X 5 L
FANNLVD 2 DEAWVTHEEZITY, FEBRFIIEKRD FixMatch THE 21T 5.

X 5.9%, X57°X58EZD, FixMatch ¥ K& B 328 5k ko TWwWb. EHHE
7 0vd hiEE, —BEERNE, EMA 7405 QT LD 3 DOD¥EE TV, FEEYE
EMA 755 DFU S NV DA THEEZITS

ZRRBFERZER 7~ 1H D 7 —ZED 6,000 DHEICEIT S 2/ — FOERERZX 5.10a, 3/ —
FOBEFERZK 5.10c 1ISRT. 70LH D 77— X EH 10,000 DIFEICBT 5 2 7 — K OHEKKER
%X 5.10b, 3 / — FOEREREZK 5.10d 12R-F. KD/ —RiZx—7v b/ —F, Harkf
D/ —RiFHB ) —FTHEZx2RT. T/, FBEODO/ — NIHEIH D FH X 2FMFEET
NTHBZEEL, 77 7BV EERICERII ThR .

B 5.10a D5 LD D F— ZED 6,000 DIBEITHEIT22 ) — FOEEEMIKCEHT 2L, 3200
Iy PIZBWT Positive Linear Gate 233 IR X 1T\ 5. Positive Linear Gate 1%, FEFIFTlE=y P
DU N2 720, &/ — REHETH D EE WX 228 %2175, —FH T¥E%FE Tl Positive Linear
Gate BRI N v IR INE 720, &/ — Fid II-model IZK 28y, /—R2hd /) —
B 1 ANOHERIEFEIC X 278 21T 5. FEEZR PO, [T-model £ Mean Teacher Z A EHE 72
FEEER5. £54 T, 700D D7 —203720I5E12 Tl-model £ Mean Teacher DFEE 23 E
WHANCH 2. Lo T, HRIZE->TINLH D F—XEUTIE U7z, EVIEEE 2 BB AT RE 22
flido D EHFEEFRLTVWEEE X 5.

X 5.10b0 D F~LH D 7 — X EH 10,000 DIFEICBIT 3 2 /) — FOFPEEIBICEHT S, /—F
il D = v PIZBWT Positive Linear Gate, / — K 12256/ — F 1 AD I v JIZEWT Negative Linear
Gate 25EIRX N, /7 — F2IXHAEEET L o> TWA., targetnode TH S/ — F 11X, EHH
2 Tl-model DEE 21TV, FEBPICHEE T ADPMER LA ~v e W TEE 2175
ZO—HEIEAUL 2 BTNV ¥ ZOMAE DRI, TEREIZRWVHAGDEATTHD, HR
o THELRMAAGOREADPRBEINZEEZXE. R54TlE, 7DD 7 —RENLWEE
IZ Pseudo-Label DFEFENEVMERICH 2. Lz -T, F0LH DT — 2D 6,000 DIGFE & Rk
12, BRICK->TINLD D 7 —=XBIE U Tz, EWEEZERAIREREEE D D F8 FIE T ER
LTW3rEZ5.

3—FDF5T7TIE, 27— RKDJ5 7 eEEOEAPBEEZEINZ. K510 DFLH D F—&
B3 6,000 DEHETIEAERHICHETD D F#EITHRHA SN, K5.10d DF7~0vdHH 7 — X283 10,000
DBETIXFRBRPLHEL TN Y PRI TV 3.

27 —=FRre3/7—-RBI277 7fEOHERN S, FLHD T —XEHBPIRNGETIE, #8
R H D D 28, FEBPIC—BEEALEITS S PMRNTH L E2 5. —HTINIL
HHT=RZEHBZVIGETE, FEAPIC—BUEERNL, ZERPCEMUINY Y7275 e
MR THZEERD. £z, FRICIVEGONLT I 7HEEE SN T2 28T, Hil-BmAREE
BIBZePTEREFRD.
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53,5 BERZRICEDEBONT-HRICEDOW =75 7i8EDHHRET

75 THEEOHR T, REAHER S 7HEORD AR -0, %F L dRELMENFoh
TW3 RSV, filZiE, K5.10c D7 7%, 534HTELNMRO—H%Z KL T\
W, ZIZT, K5.10c D77 7 E2BLNHARICESWTAFTHRKE L, EBRLLELNHRD
BAC K 2EEZERHET 5.

FECHEHR LS 72M511ITTRT. SNUH D F—XEBD R WEE I —EE RS
WS 2 BT 2 HENCEOWT, /=R 25056/ — F2ADI v P % Through Gate % F 72—
PEERICEE L7, targetnode TH 2/ — N 1 DFEEIX, X 5.10c DEHEFTD 7S 7Tl 57.12%72 -
72D LT, K511 DEEHRDZ S 7 TE57.26% 70, Bo=HMROENC X D EESRA L
L. 2oZed»s, BonMAZER L CEEAELHRE T2 22T, KBEM EOAREMED
HrrEzZ5NS. —HT, ¥HMDHEEICBIT 277 7HEOERICHE L FERTEORZ
SHROBETDH 5.

54 ¥

ARETIE, —HEEALE RS RY 72— 7 7 CREL, —HEEAL e 7~
V7 DAGEDE, D DEE - FHED D FEE - Bllie LEE o, HEFEEE A DR E
EIRATRER ZRIGIRRERNICBWT Y 7 7TEOHRR T o 7. FRRICIDVFEohT 7 7GR
IS 2 2T, FEEDVFE BT 2MELMAZES L. £, BERGIESNETEDLS
JFoNLHMAIE ST, FICL 277 7TMEDHRG 21TV, BENR LTS Z L 2R L 7.
—JT, 77 7MEORRICET 2 HFRRaAX + ORFEILETE LTRIBIRTH D, HRRZEMDOZHE
PEIZIECTIRERa R oINS 5. FHCHBEID D EETIX, FNUHD T —=EZBDEMFITE - T
WY E ISR R A D o T Te D, FRUDH Y T = RHOFM T THRT 2 Z e i %
L. SROBEL LT, FHEED D EEICBT 277 7HEORRITHE L 7 HRRITTEO R %
JFohs.
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I\Egﬁ t 1§t3§

AT, ETADOETANABMEERE T 22 2 AL L ERL, HFAFEE BT 2%H
HEIE D2 AR SRV FIEORGHCHEE R Y T, RAZEHORBNRIECKEE 75 7 RIICHE
L LiAA, ERER G AR ZIRIZHFYEE 2 RATRELAGEES 77 7 2RR L, 77 7HEo
AEDEMBEE U TAA =T X =R ERELTS 2T, MROLRILFEEEZ BRI L. X
12, 1 20T NLOENEEZ BIESTIEROIEFYH BT 2 BHNE, KEYEZITSERET AL
BB ITN—THAMOWEHRL, 7oH Yy INEHO-DORFEEZHER L. £/, 7%
YINVEEOHEER I A T OHIEE HE LT, BEETMIBI 2O SHREZE R LZETV
BREFEERE L. 20%, 7R LT—XOERAZHNE LT, PHid D 2EHOREN
BIERER 77 7RBUCHE L LA, PHETD D HFAYE2RE L. T, KX oOfbme 5
BOREZITOWTIBRS.

6.1 ¥5iE

BEOFEDEIUTOMDTH 5.

2ETIE, HFEFHEMBERICES LY TR 7o —F, EFLDOMASDLEICESEYTEY
Ta—F, REOKREIFL L7 Ta—FIn L, &7 7e—FIZB 3 FEOERICOWTIA
N7z, 201k, AROBREFHRICHET 2HMEFICERZ Y TR Tu—F L, ETLOMAE
DODRESEYS TR Tu—F IOV TEEIFRE £ & D7z

3ETI, HFAFE B 2 FEHEOZ L L SRR TFIEORFNCER L YT, 1ERIEEEA
TR R IR & REITRERKGRIZRE 77 7 RIB R L. A7 2 7T, E71% ) —§,
BEREHE L AR OBGRE =y O TRIL, HEFREEOIERIECH N fRE5 272, 7, #
KBABUCHEIMECEAT I Z2ITS 7 — PR EAT 2 2 2T, SHRAEREEHNS T R A RE
L7z, 2L T, SRR 7 7 7HER ATFIC K DG 20Tk, HRICK->THERETT 2
Z 2T, PERETIHRR L g0k d o T KB DM 72 LR A OfGt 2 rTREIC Lz, 11 SO
T—=Xty FERAOZFHEERTIE, RRIC X DIERE L B2 2 HERIER OIS 2 S L, R
X DIER L 7MKL LR 2 REELERT 2 Z e R MR L. £, BRTHEIRIN:
EFMMEER S — MNEBAEEICHFSE L TWD I BHER L, HRIFICBIT 2277 7#EEDERH D
ZRREDPKEVZY, IRV Z 7 7SR HA LR T VI L 2R L

4FTIE, 1 20T LVOEMBEEL BIETIECROEFYFICBY 2 HE, HLFEYE 2175 8T
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FAMBREITN—THEAMOREBHLREL, 73y INEED-DORFEEEZRR L. 7V
o MR HFEEEOBGRE S L, EFADOZRMN RS 2 72D O HIGREE NS 2 3451 L
To. 2O, HEREAE S 2 7% 7 0B Y INVERICHNRL, 77 7HEOBRRICE->T7 o7
HEFIC RN R e H M2 2 HEIRET L. 2512, EFLOZSME» 54U 2 HFEOELEEZEL
7z, ZRRAGERE R OEROAEE T LV EHWETAVBEBLTFEERIL, 7oV 7w
SR aZ FORMEIHIE L. SEEOTF— Xty b EAWEIHMEER T, HRICKVES LT
FEEPERIEI D ENT YV Y TINEERERT 5 2 e 2R L. BRI K W ES L 2 HLF%
B, SETADRLZIEMHEREER T2 2R, 7oV IMmICHE U 2R 5 85
L7z e %ME L. —HTEFARETIE, ZOZHMEICE > T&E TN OIS O AF D
EHZEL, FETNLOHEE 1 DOETNEHE T e ALV L 2R LE. 22T, AEEHE
RRHT 2 FEZEAL, BETAIROSRREMERZEH L7 VEE(LDAIRETH 5
xRl
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WY LA, PHGND b A 2B L. FEE D D 22 B TRENRIERIETH 2 —
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ARTUE, HEEHICBY 2 EEEOZEL, 71— TR OEEANDILER, TNV R LT —
ZDIEHIZOWTHE DA, 77 7HEEDOHERIC X > TEIW D HAIC BT 28R FYE % 5
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