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v - 33.33 58.56

; v v - 45.10 71.68
ERTR v - v 39.76 66.57
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2% KT, [I-model 1T, MEOHLICHVWS 2y b

1EEHUR | BELE

V- BEHTEAY NT—IDE—TH5. ZDD
NRIX=R 0, ZdbDOry NT—TVETNVE /) —FKmy &
LT, mi 26 my NOHGIE L LT/ 5 7ICRITE
5. —HMHBEREBRACKRADFEL - N ZdHd Ty T
KRBT 3.

Mean Teacher ® 7' 7 ¥l %X 1(b) IZ/R3. Mean
Teacher {3, 28 2l 3 2 1&E| 2 R OfBIE 8 (EMA)
EFNEEAL, EMA EFL0D 2 5 AR f(EMA(0,), 2+
)T f(O1, x4+ C) PEUT 2 L5 12¥ET5. EMA £
TNADIRT X =2 EMA(6,) DEHFEER (2) 1WRT.

EMA(@Lt) = aEMA(@l’t_l) + (1 — a)&u (2)
CIT, al3NAR=—NIX—&, t ZFEHRTvITH
%. Mean Teacher &, EEBEEHTEHET LD T X —&
EMA(01) 1% 6, ® EMA THE#HT 5. D70, EMA £
FAEERT ) —FZ2HVWT, EMAETLE m 12X 3N
HEOFFERR L LTr 7 7ICRHT 5.

3.2. USSR VIEDT ZTRR
FLLZ R > ZEOREMLFE L LT Pseudo-Label [4]
D7 7REZX 21T7RF. Pseudo-Label i, f(01,2+¢1)

Loss
udo-Label
Graphlcz\
ey
+
r0p

2 : Pseudo-Label ® 2" 7R

DOHER 7 7 2% 1 2§ 5 one-hot N7 MLEAERL, 4K
L7z one-hot X7 b L% AJJEBEOELN L F vy &
LT, v & fO,z+C) PELT 2 X512¥8T5. 8
KB Lpse 23N (3) ITRT.

Lpse(w) = —Ery'log f (61,2 + (1) (3)

Pseudo-Label DELE%% PseudoLoss £ L TT vy ¥
WRHHL, mi 225 my NOHRRIER E LT 71K
T5. i, BUTNVEERT ERy FU—2 e HEHE
T5Fy NI —IDBRRDGE, SRR &ED ./ — FRR
RBELYy VERAWTEGICHERTE 5.

3.3. BENLEFEDT FT7KRR

BEWZ2EEEY LT FixMatch 0275 7€ HZX 312
RY. S A, Ry b — 2 WEER R T DR EF

X 3 : FixMatch ® 25 7&H

BIZBWTHERHBANC X W 2282 HET 2RSS H 5. £
D 7= FixMatch 1%, LSV E 7 5 AERB—FT 3
XD WEHEE T B, 75 RAMERIEE T 2BX BHEDA
BT NVEERT 5 2 e THREAEEZFHIES 2. 757 T
BANT2HEKER o £ LT, BEISNRY 2t 318
SAEDHIE % 5 — + BEsE GThreshold(q) TR L, FENHE
23 (4) Ry

GThreshold 4y — 1 (max f(z) > 7) - a (4)

FixMatch 1%, PseudoLoss T37/z#8%:% Threshold Gate
THIHT 2oy PEHVWTY 7 7ICRBT 5. £/, HY)
¢i % RandAugment Z ¥ ORWEEF L T2 2T, X5
WERHLAIRZ S0 2 Z N TES.



3.4.7 5 7RBIbIC &k 2 FHENDH O FHEDBENERGT

PERD2EEEENELDD, K4DEHIT/—Fexy
PEMAEDLETEEEE BEEGHT 5. R I
T2 DICEBED Yy — NEBEEAT S Z 2T, 2Rk
HEAZEBRPERTZ N TES. 7 — ML, #HAHE
ZHIEIL TRR — RESIRINET XE 5.

G(L(f(82,), £(61,2)))

\iackpmv

t

10,0 0,0

- WideResNet2§-2
* WideResNet28-

Auxiliary node V,r"“
~~-<cll9 - EMA model

4: By YOOI & EREHEE OB

7' 7SO BEIREHCX, FEREEE ST 7 5] OfiE
fLiEEZRHWS. it U7z WEHEi R/ — REERL 7 — K
ZAf), — e LT, FHlinR — FOREIRAET %
KoM, — Rz I NnA NR=RF X =R P —F I
EOEETT 5. 77 7EROMAGORBUIFE RIS Z
ENZ L, MO IEFRMIRNIC E TR RE AR FB bk ASHA
FHWS. ASHA X, VXLV —FIZL o TREINT-
NRIRXR=ZERHWTEITL, FREF Ol mEICH
fTU728T X —& 2 g U 7= BEE D EIE % NE 5 IEAL
THIUIEND 2175 .

4. M2 ER

EEIERET L7 LWEEET D D P B R iTHME S 5. 7—
& v MZlE CIFAR-100 ZHW, L dHh 57— 2E%
2,000~10,000, #HFTEIEE 15,000, / — FEx2 & 3, #F
fliftER 7 — FiZ ResNet32 &3 5. &RitZEmx, =570
7% ResNet18, WideResNet28-2 ¥ 28-6,EMA E7 /LD 4
i, $#HEFED KL-divergence,PseudoLoss ® 2 f#, 7 —
I B##4%% Through, Cutoff, Threshold, Positive/Negative
linear @ 5 i TH 5. Through &/ — FREIOEEHE, Cutoff
13U, Positive linear ¥ Negative linear |17kt %
#3. Positive linear I3FEHHELICONTEHADIKE
7% D PR Cutoff X [FRRICYIMT T 2&EIZdHD. £
UK LT, Negative linear {ZFE I UINT 3 2 1%E %
HoO.

4.1. FFEfER

J—FREINVH D TF— 2BDENENEBFMFITH
UCEpc 8 EE HERRET L, BEEGH L 2 E e i
REOHRFBREEDOLWEZE 1 1TRT.

1 HEREG L3R L IERIE D RS LR (%)

Number of labeled data
2,000 4,000 6,000 8,000 10,000

Supervised 20.85 32.35 41.56 50.38 53.61

Pseudo-Label 29.01 40.59 47.79 54.51 56.67

II-model 29.54 41.98 50.69 53.44 55.98
Mean Teacher 31.28 43.10 48.85 49.98 54.52
FixMatch 29.31 41.87 47.33 51.28 54.03

Ours(2 nodes)  42.04 51.92 55.94 60.65 63.08
Ours(3 nodes) 42.55 54.60 57.12 62.49 63.81

Supervised DITIE TNV H D 77— XD AT ResNet32
THETD D HE LB EORBEETHS. £1 kb, 5
NUH D F—ZEBVTHOBEICBWTS BB L
EEBEPERIBICHANTERBETH D, /— FEH» 2 »
5312k BEIHEENR EST S, 2L, BHEREGILE
EBIIEH L EREER SRR, /- FEDEX
THIZEMR T 7ED 5 BEIRRGHT 2 Z L OBFMEE
£, T, [ERECHEET 22, SR Y F— X2
2,000~6,000 ¥ DA WEEE—BEERILIED [T-model %
Mean Teacher DFEEDE L, LD H 7 — XEAH3 8,000,
10,000 ¥ Z2WHEIEZ XY > 775D Pseudo-Label D
FEREW. 2070, SNLDHHF— X2 & - THEYy)
BEEBENRR L e Bbh 5.

LLLLL

(a) 7= RBIEK (ZNH6K)  (b) FEITEE (7 NLEK 6k)

2. WRN28_6 (60.49%) 2. WRN28_6 (60.49%)

PositiveLinear PseudoLabeling
A/
1. ResNet32 (63.08%) L >NegativeLinear 1. ResNet32 (63.08%)

(c) 7'— MEEEK (S~ 10k) (d) 22851 (5B 10k)
K 5: /=282 BEEGT LY EED S T TGS

3. WRN28_6 (49.91%) Label

[ S —
i
-

1

3 WRN28 6 (49.91%) Label

= = '
0132 (57.12%) 1. ResNet32 (57.12%)

ZoThrough

~a « | P
2. WRN28_6 (57.59%) 2. WRN28_6 (7.59%)

(a) 77— MBEEC (S~ABC6K)  (b) B (58 6K)

2. WRN28_6 (60.54%) 3. WRN28_6 (60.54%) 2. WRN28_6 (60.54%) 3. WRN28_6 (60.54%)

\;
NegativeLin

(c) 7= MBI%L (LB 10k)  (d) ¥8AE (F 4L 10k)
K 6: /=R 31282 BEEGT L-EEED ST 7HhE

4.2. BB L BEH D FEE DT 5 718E
HERGH L2277 7o EFHle LT, SNUVHHTFT—X
B 70 6,000 ¥ %0 10,000 DIFAIZ, CIFAR-100 %
FAWTHERRG L2280 25 7HiEEX 5, 6 1IORT.
Ty IHr— MR CHERBERE WS 2 00EEERTZ
Lo, F— MR ERTED 2 DOBETRILT 5.
D 7 — RIFFHlI R, & KED /) — REmh/ — kT
HY, BEAED D EE X 2EEBAETNVERT
FEREICERT 2, K5 LD/ —FE 2055, J
NVD Y T = ZEIP I NGEI LB FRICEW D D EE,
Z WA EE IR S NVERE RO EBEAET LD
BRI NY V7T e hn, FHEID DR ITBL
TIIEE PR IR TRR 2 FEEINRANTH 5. £,
X6 &b/ —FE3DHFEIIBNTDH, FNLHHF—&
V70 551E Negative linear Gate 12 & D 22 D
7 OUVIBRIEH B E N, 70D D T — X BDZ W
&% Positive linear Gate & L7 XNV > 7T & D 223FH&
BO I OUVBRIEHASHRFAEI NG, LizhoT, FNLH
D 7= ZERD R CGEREETE, 205EERERCS
~NOUVIERZTEHA ST 2B EDNRNTH 2 Z e hBbrb.
5. 60 DIC
AEFSC T, ECRDOFHEND ¥\ EE 7T 7 TH—H
WRIL, BEEREHc X DL S SRELRFEERI D D EE
EERER L. 5%, XM XRBELOEA, BOHEDH
D B ADIIRIC OV TG!S 5.
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