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7272 CNN O EFIIPIREI N,

Y ILSVRC 28 1F % AlexNet DE LI,
H=a—F iy hT—2 (CNN) VB ZENTT 77 h ARV Z— R ikote.
—gbfu;b\u%*ﬁ}#o)mj: %’g‘b"c %f:.

HGERERIZ B VW TITEEAA
ILSVRC TIEHHED K 5 I12H
CNN [ZEGEDFEZ T TR R L, A Y

F— 3 VORI R A R R AT BRSO DR—2A %2y hT—2 2 LTHELFAI N TETWA. AfgT

1%, AlexNet BABEORERZ: CNN OZEZIRDIRS L & HIC
FNSEZEOMLOT IO —FIZHEL, T 5. HIZ, REWNZETNVIZOWTERD T —X
BETNVOREEL XU

TH—=R_A Zf70,

v M EAWTEE S K O 2R Bl 2170,

*F—7—F BHRAA=Za2—F )32y FT7—72, deep learning, MR,

1. B LC®IC

BAAAZ =TIV I3y NT =2 (Convolutional Neural
Networks; CNN)  (BAF& CNN) &, EGRBRIZFAE T N
éil—ﬁw*vb7—7®*ET%é.CNN@%E@,%
VIO D E RIS 2 M A B R [24] 2 TICEE
¥ 17z Neocognitron [10] (255 Z £ A TE B. Neocognitron
13, Rl 2 AT S BT I N ST 5 B AR A L, AL
S NEIET DM E &R ORI IE S % pooling &
CERHIZBBINIIRE L =2 -V 2y NI =20 Th5.
Neocognitron Ti&H bz X 2ZE B Tbh T WD, %
D%, LeCun 5IZ & D CNN D backpropagation % 7z %
BEEAHE 3 4, BIZIE LeNet [31] 13, SCFRIMIZ B VTHI
ZIND 7z,

2000 FERUIZBWTIE, EGRERDE T, SIFT [36] FDHRA
EMK&JéM#%@AﬁbwaSVM£®ﬁ%%%mAﬁf
FEPERE RS> TV, ZORRIZEWTE=Za—F L3y
N7 =2 ORFFIZHED ST E D, DWIT 2012 F O EGEH
a7 4 ¥ a v ImageNet Large Scale Visual Recognition
Competition (ILSVRC) (Z8WT, AlexNet & IEiX#5 CNN
EHWEFED, TNETOBEGRBOT 7727 PAR Y X —
RT& -7z SIFT + Fisher Vector + SVM [43] £\\5 7 71—

CKREZDITTEBL, —BEEEEMEEHINEZ L
otz TNLUED ILSVRC T, CNN % AWFENER
L, WAEFR CNN OETAREA S, —ELU TR
WEOW EIZ%HS5 LU TEZ, £ U TILSVRC TEFLHKH%Z
b7 E TR, HGERHTDMOBE” R ALY Zff < T
DT 777 MARVE—=RRETIVELUTHAINTE .

CNN G2 T TIdRL, ¥ AT —va v [3,5,35)],
YA [34,41,42], ZBBHE [4,39,58] M ERRLXRRA AT %

I, BEREINTVWASEL 7 CNN OETFIEIZD W

B OMI DV TR
H—nt

RS F2DDR=ZF Y b =2 LTHIELFHINTETY
5. 7z, HE RN AL V72 TIERRL, BASIELE [2,28,64],
HESHIFE [54,55), 7 —2L Al [45) ZFONHTHAHHEI NS
BY, Za—=I)0xy NI—=I7 DR TEEERMNEEZ HDTW
5. ZOXSRBEROL L, AT, AlexNet MFEDRRMK
72 CNN DETNVOEEEZRDVIED L L HIT, BFEREINT
WB A REFIEIZDWTY —RA 2T, ThoEHON
OF7 Tu—FIZHEL, EHT 5. HIZ, REWRET VIO

WTHEEOF— &ty k&2 AWTEE S & ORI 0 5 S
21TV, FETIVORES I CEERMOMEAIZ D W THER %
175. 2B, AT, CNNOEFTLEZED &S LiEEICT

EMEVSETAT —FFTI2FvIEREDTTEY, HxD
R EED LR EICODWTIEEER LW, 0728, kb

JRFEZRNEIZ DWW TSR [14] 2 2RI 0.
AREOBRIZLUTOEY TH5. £3 2EIB VT, ILSVRC
ITHESFREEZNO T IVEMESL DD CNN Ol %
B9 5. 3ETIEEREINTVWS CNN ORETFEEZ ZFD
T7a—FNo 0L, ThEN@EHT . 4 BT, WHER
BT ANV FI—IF =&y MZOWTHEEIL, RER
BRETFNVIZODOWTERDT =&ty b 2HVWTEEB L OHE
T 24T, KEB X OCFEREOMEMIC O W TEREZITY, 5
HETELHERRS.

2. ILSVRC TikYiE% CNN Di#1k

AFETIE, 2012 5 2017 £ £ TO ILSVRC D F T 43
AR (LABETIEHIZ ILSVRC) 128 W THEF R Z N D
ETIVEIEIZIEDED, CNNBRED LS mitfbzil->TE
7D &S 5.

2.1 AlexNet

AlexNet [29] 1F, 2012 4D ILSVRC IZ8WT, RO

1 —



# 1 AlexNet D&

Layer | Filter size Stride Output size
input (227, 227, 3)
conv (11,11)  (4,4) (55, 55, 96)
maxpool | (3,3)  (2,2) (27, 27, 96)
conv (5, 5) (1, 1) (13, 13, 256)
maxpool (3, 3) (2,2) (13,13, 256)
conv (3, 3) (1, 1) (13, 13, 384)
conv (3,3)  (1,1) (13, 13, 384)
conv (3, 3) (1, 1) (13, 13, 256)
maxpool (3, 3) (2,2) (6, 6, 256)

fc 4096

fc 4096

fc 1000

RIEBDT T 7 NAR Y RX—RTH o7z SIFT + Fisher Vector
+SVMmmam57fu~%t AEDFTEBL, —HR

FEOBEMUEMS LDET IV TH D, LTI
ﬁ&&%thmjgt%%b,A—Z74/tbfﬂﬁém
5ZrbHb.

% 117 AlexNet Ot % /R 9. Filter size 1% 7 1 )V XL
BOH—F )Y 1 X%mR L, Stride XN S D 3EHBEZ =
9. AlexNet i, BEAAARE % 5 J@HEHA DD, pooling & TH
W~y TaMNL, TO%, 3EOEREEIC X Y R
B85, HANLRT —F 77 F v OENEMIX Neocognitron
® LeNet Z 8L TWS. FHERHIIE, LD GPU DA EY
Hf» o, EEOBHM~ Y T2 F v 2V AICHEIL, 2/HD
GPU THNLLTH#ET 2L WS 7 —F WMo hiz. D
NOBIAAES JUCLEEE T, &AL PET
25728, £51HD GPUPHMSLTWEF ¥ 2LbE AL
THHELTWS.

CNN DEAIIH D A3 H D ELBUZ X 0 LS h,
E—RA VR LN E OMENAR R NI (Stochastic Gradient
Descent, SGD) IZ & 0 @b fThNnd. &7 A —XiX
weigtht decay (f2 IEHI{L) 12 & b EH{EBfTONT WS, B
PERURL IR0 R A IV T THEYRE 1/10 LB EES
ZebvitbhTsh, LEOEtoFiklE, BEBVWTHN
ANTT T4 AL UTHHAINTWS. AR T, AlexNet
CEA SN HERERBANI OV THIE T 5.

ReLU. ik, IERULRIEME(LBIE L U T, f(z) = tanh(z)
¥ flx)=A+e ) P BHHINTOWZS, f(z) = max(0,z)
L EFK I NS Rectified Linear Units (ReLU) [27,37] ZFIHT

T EEHRELLTVS .:hﬁ,%w?vhv—aﬁ
PR DVEMALEEE E R U 725812 36424 2 A iy 20 8 % i

WTEB7-DTH5. ReLU Li, ZOHBRED R T Wi
BB REINTWS [7,16,40] A%, FHOET TV THEEHER
RIEMEAGBIE E U TIRKMAEI N TN 3.

LRN. Local Response Normalization (LRN) %, R~ v
TOE—DOMNEBEIZHD, BETLIF vy LVOEHTTOER S,
HEOHJOME%EERT 2FETH 5. EMIZEEET 5
H1HFERE L TIERME % 1T 5 Local Contrast Normalization
(LCN) [27] & H# UL T, ¥fEZ 5 < LHETHT, & DY)

#* 2 ZFNet Offit

Layer | Filter size Stride Output size
input (224, 224, 3)
conv (7, 7) (2,2) (110, 110, 96)
maxpool (3, 3) (2, 2) (55, 55, 96)
conv (5, 5) (2,2) (26, 26, 256)
maxpool (3, 3) (2,2) (13, 13, 256)
conv (3, 3) (1, 1) (13, 13, 384)
conv (3,3) (1,1) (13, 13, 384)
conv (3, 3) (1,1) (13, 13, 256)
maxpool (3, 3) (2, 2) (6, 6, 256)
fc 4096
fc 4096
fc 1000

BRIEBEDPTAB L LTS, %k 5 VGGNet TIIRIRH
D 5N 572 Z &%, batch normalization [26] D E551Z
£0, EEQETIVTRAMAINAELS ZoTWV5.
Overlapping Pooling. Pooling J&1%, s ¥27 3 Dt
7270w RIZBWT, Al 2z ¥27Z)LOfE% max ¥ average
Bz L > THENT 2N —bT 22 W TES. @HE,
pooling ik s = z L X, ENINEE T LLRERD T ) v
RIZE 72085 Toverlap LRWZ 23— TH - 72. AlexNet
TlX, s =2, z =3 ® max pooling ZF|HLTHbH, ZD
&, BTN v VEEBR A NSy T2 812k 5.
Z ® overlapping pooling 2 & b, @EHEEZEBL, LT DI
ARSI D B 2 L BRI NT WS,
Dropout. Dropout [48] I, F#EEDX Y b7 —2ZDW0
T, Em&w—;—uyégm%iﬁﬁwmﬁéiﬁﬁﬁa
ko, BUMIZERRELSE T —FT 7 F ¥y TEHETD
Zeeih, TRV INERLAKROMREEZSL, KO
LENZETNVEEHTEI N TES. AlexNet T, &)
D 2 DDEFKESEIZZ D dropout 23EA XN TWAB. Dropout
EITDRWEGEIZTIEN D OBFEEBHE L 20,
I ZomFEEEMZSNDE—FH, PRETDAT v THEIPH
2o ETINT WS,
2.2 ZFNet
ZFNet [61] I%, 2013 F£D ILSVRC OEBET LV TH L. &
212 ZFNet DE PV AT, Xk [61] TIE, CNN 23X DX >
EERERBLU TV E0E2HEML, £72253HIE CNN DK
Eﬁ?%éﬁ%@ﬁ?épt%E%tu(WN@ﬂﬁk%ﬁo
rwé.%@ﬂﬁk@%%,mwNm®2o®ﬁiﬁ%%#
RO, ZhoOREZFRT 2HREEZTV, EREEIZDRS
TWb. XHk [61] THHS 2 L7572 AlexNet D 1 OREIX
WA DEABRAAED T 4 VRD, KEWRH—FNY A X%FH
LTW3B Z & D oMbl & JJl i S ARSI D IE IR E ST 5 7 ¢
NREeTRo>TED, TNODEDEBEED 2G5 7 1)V
ADFREWD 072 WS N TH . 52 OMBIL, 2 FHODER
W~y TZBNT, TAVTYVIRRELTWSEZ L THD.
ZhiE, BYIOBAAARIZB VT, stride (24 £\ KER
lEF->TVWEDTHD. ThoOREEMIT 2720, 1)
B DOBAARED T 4 N EZT A X% 11 25 7TIHEANL, 2)

dropout (Z



#* 3 GoogLeNet D&

Layer Filter size Stride  Output size
input (224, 224, 3)
conv (7,7 (2,2) (112, 112, 64)
maxpool (3, 3) (2, 2) (56, 56, 64)
conv (3,3)  (1,1) (56, 56, 192)
maxpool (3, 3) (2,2) (28, 28,192)
inception x 2 (28, 28, 480)
maxpool (3, 3) (2,2) (14, 14, 480)
inception x5 (14, 14, 832)
maxpool (3, 3) (2, 2) (7, 7, 832)
inception x 2 (7,7, 1024)
averagepool (7, 7) (1, 1) (1, 1, 1024)
fc 1000
stride Z 4 55 2 IZHEI/NT 5 & WO WRZ1T\, AlexNet %

2 ERARKE S 2 R L 7.

2.3 GoogLeNet

GoogLeNet [52] I%, 2014 f£®D ILSVRC DEE TV TH
5. ZOETIVORIHIL, TE TR T % Inception €Y 2 —
LVOMHATHS.

Inception £¥ 1 —JU. GoogLeNet O —&DRHIL, K
DB HIAAJER pooling JEH S RHERL X 15 Inception €Y a2 —
WEREEN B /NS 2y N7 — 2 (micro networks) % &% L,
INZRHEDEARAABDOLIIZERTNWSZETID2DK
E7 CNN 2/E0 EIFCWBETHSE. AT, Z0L5%
INETZRY N T — 2%V a— VEIRRZ L LT 5. ZOHKE
I, BAAABEZE A A— T boy (FEEIT1 x 1 BHA
A)IZEDERINEEY 2 - EYDHTHAL 7 Network In
Network (NIN) [32] IZ K ERHEEZZIT TV

[¥ 1 iZ Inception €Y a2 — )L DfEE%E, F* 3<m)
EYa—)EFMHUZ GoogLeNet D it % /R .
EVaA—TE, xY MNT—2%REIE, Y1 XORLZE
AIRAEIT T2, ENSDOHNEOREGDLE S VWS UM
Z{ToTWa. ZOHMIK, BEAAAEDEHA% sparse IZ L,
NRIA—RPED MLV — KA T72WETEHILTHS.

ZTHZHBAAAEIL, sparse D OILFIN/-EARFEOE

BEEARTIENTESLD, ZOBRAMAAEEKE, AN
FrINVE T4 VROEHRE LTIk dense BfEEEZ LT WS L
EA25. ZHIZH L, Inception EY a—ViE, ZTOANF ¥
2L T 4N RDEAD sparse IR 272D L ARG LN
T&5. $4bb, K1 (a) D naive 73 Inception EY 2 — )l
1%, maxpool ZFRIFIE, AKIZEAD sparse 72 5 x 5 DE AR
H1DOTRETEIENTES. ZNEHRMIZ
Va—VEMHTEI LT, BRITARNATA X THED
KEBE 25D CNN 28T 5 2 e TES. £/, FERBIC
MHEZTNTWAX 1 (b) O Inception EY 2 —)LTIE, &EA

Inception

Inception

Inception €

AAEDRIZ 1 x 1 DBEAAAEEZFAL, RTHEEITS Z
ETHIZNTA—ZZHIHLTWDS

(FE1) : D Inception €Y 2 — LA TWBEHTTIE, BEKIZHIF v
FIVBDBEIM U TWAE D, AKTIEEHED Inception €Y 2 — VO I F v %
NV ZE LTS,

[conv 1x1] [conv 3x3] [conv 5x5] [ maxpool ]

concat

(a) Inception €Y a2 —JL (naive version)

[conv 1x1] [conv 1x1] [ maxpool ]
I ! i

[conv 1x1]

[conv 3x3] [conv 5x5] [conv 1x1]

‘\\\“///’

concat

(b) Inception E¥ a—Jb

1 Inception €Y 2 — )L D&

Global Average Pooling. GoogLeNet Tl& Global Aver-
age Pooling (GAP) [32] PEAINTWVWARIZHERL .
HRDET NI, BAAABORIZEROEMEAEEERD Z
& T, 721000 7 5 AFEDE 1 2/ 555G L o Tz
N, INSDEFEERBIZ AT A—ZBNEL, T@EFE 2R
TZEDFREL > TED, dropout 2EAT B Z & TlEFY
EMZ2RBENHo7-. XHk [32] TREINTWS GAP I,
AHENFE~ y TDOY 1 XL [E UY A XD average pooling
%175 pooling BTH2 (ThHbBEHIIEL x 1 x Fv¥ RV
DF VYD), XHk[32] Tlk, CNN OmBEOBEHIAME
DT v 2VE & B i DUotE (27 280 L R—
L, ZD#% GAP (B & softmax) 2EMAT A 2T, £
EAEENMMAT 2 Z b RN 2R/ 2 L 2RELT
W5, fEEGEEMALRNWI LT, NI A—2FEKELH
WL, WEHEH SN TES. GoogleNet TlE, mED
BAAAREDOHENF ¥ 2N a2 7T ABEHE—IZT I LidE
T, GAP Oz efEaEE2 L ELZDEHL, BRH%2152
e LTWa. 20 GAP ORI, BUETIRY 7 A0%%
15 CNNORANTFF 774 ALimoTW5.

GoogLeNet DFEETIE, v N7 =27 DEFMNSHIEIE/
PTFY T =2I2BWTH 27 T AREEITL,
ZEMTZIEBTONATVWS. Zhitkh, 2y bT7—2D
HEICEERER2ERS TS 22T, AfdEEEICLEE
IZxy b7 =27 OEAHEEEB L TWB Y,

Xk [53] TiE, 5 x5 DEAMIAAE 3 X3 DEALAZE 2D
FhR/7ZHDIZESHZ 2 Z L THIZ Inception €Y 2 —)LDN
TA—REHPK LD, T 5 batch normalization [26] %
ALY T2EDOHEPTHNTZ Inception-v3 DHREI N T
W5, HIZ, XER[51] T, nx1®1xnOEAAREZE
BAL, BELHAERED ML — N4 7 %2%EE L 72 Inception-v4
X, #i3 5 ResNet DO % B Y A7z Inception-ResNet 73
REINTNS.

auxiliary loss

(2) : 272U, ik [32] T, ZOUERIRIE 0.5%FET minor THd &
ERINTVD.



2.4 VGGNet

VGGNet [46] 1%, 2014 4D ILSVRC IZ2BWT, 2 D
HEZERLUZETNTHD. TOV VY ITVRETLVT —FT
IF v REFFAETNVDBEMAINZZ D5, BECZENT
ER—ATAVDETNELT, £/20 5 AREUND R A
DR—=ZFy b7 =7 PREHE&HEE LTHRHIATWS
SR [46] D LB, CNN OES R D & 5 1Ak ;%2%
TEHENEHONIZTEZI L THE., ZOHKNDZHIZ, FTidd
EIRETNT —F T2 F v O A EWREICL, EIDOA
DHEEPRFHETEL LS IZLTWVS

e 3x3(—#1x1) DBEAAADAENHTS

e FA—HAF ¥ A NVBOBRAAFEE K ODNEREZIZ
max pooling IZ & D K~ v 7% 3THINT 5

* max pooling DEDEAIAAEDHIIF ¥ 2V %E 2 £5
x5
DL, TOBODETIVT —FT27F v IZBWTIA

<WDX%@MTV(~K&&5.Yﬁ%@i,kﬁ@ﬁ—%
REFFHOTL, 2y VU OEIEZEMIE T Ty
ARy MIKEENWET S 2R U

FED 3 x 3EARAABEBOHMAL, ETNT—FTI7F v %
YU TNIZT BRI TIEERL, KO KRERI—IAT A XDE
HABEERAT2HE LU T, REBEH LT A — R
DMLV =N T72WETIHEDPDS. HlZIE, 3x3 DEMA
ARE%E 2DERZAY MU —21F, 5x5 DEBAAARELFE—D
receptive field ®¥ 250D, NTA—ZH%E 5x5=25»
53x3x2=18CHIKTETVWB L ER 5. HiZ, ik [46)
DFRTHIESZBEMEGRZENTERZ 05, TDHE
DETINT —FT 27 F ¥ TlE 3 x 3 DEHAAEDIFEHERIZF]
HAIhsZ s,

£ 412, 16 JED VGCGNet TH 3 VGG16 DHEZ R T .
AlexNet X ZFNet TR X TW72 LRN X, VGGNet @ &
IBBENRY NT =T TIEHE VRN N o722 LR
nTHoy, FAINTHARY. VGGNet I, e L THE
WEY NI = THEDEEAPHELL, FTHOERY FT—
7% FEL, TOBBAAAGEZEMLZHE XY hT—2
EERTHLE VI A ER->TWD. —F, TOHOKFET,
Xavier D#IHML [13] ZFHT 2 Z & T, FEIFHLRLTHHE
Wy b= DFEEDETH I EREINT VD

2.5 ResNet

Residual Networks (ResNet) [17] 1%, 2015 ££® ILSVRC @
EBHRETNVTHS. VGGNet TREINZ LT, 2y v T—
VERLSTHI RN RN LY, RBHELRET
50, HEDIZEHE VR Y NT =T IINRN L FZEH DN T
»Ho7z. ResNet |%, WHEDRY b7 —2D&L5Z, MLl 5
DRI T Ty 212 & BE M F(x) 2 BHMIROBIZIEL TWL
DT HL, TOWUETay 7 ~ADAHHx &2 a—bhy b

# 4 VGG16 D&

Filter size Stride Output size
input (224, 224, 3)
convx2 (3, 3) (1,1) (224, 224, 64)
maxpool (2, 2) (2,2) (112, 112, 64)
convx2 | (3, 3) (1,1) (112, 112, 128)
maxpool (2, 2) (2,2) (56, 65, 256)

Layer

convx3 (3, 3) (1,1) (56, 65, 512)
maxpool (2, 2) (2,2) (28, 28, 512)
convx3 | (3,3)  (1,1) (28, 28, 512)
maxpool (2, 2) (2,2) (14, 14, 512)
convx3 | (3,3)  (1,1) (14, 14, 512)
maxpool (2, 2) (2, 2) (7,7, 512)

fc 4096

fc 4096

fc 1000

256-dim
‘

\ 3 conv 1x1, 64

i1 [conv 3x3,64 ]

some network

i [Cconv 3x3, 64 |
F(x) ‘ !

i 1 [Lconv 3x3, 64 | i [conv 1x1, 256 |

identity 1
mapping 1

2 Residual Y 2 — )L DOREE

U, H(z) = F(z) +z 2RODBIZET Z B Thbhd. 20
Ya—bMAy b EEDZNUHELLE residual Y 2 — )L &I
X, ResNet Ti%, ¥a—br#vy &L T, backpropagation
RIZARPEE FTEICED > TW Z itk b, EFITHEN
3w R T =228V THRIRIIZ ”"ﬂ?b"C%Enk SR o T,
Ya—bhy NEFATAETAT 4TI, gate EIBUZ L -T2
& F(z) OEAZEHARCHIEY 5 Highway Networks [49,50)
ZBWTHHAINTWSA, FEEIZENLIY FT7 =220
THEZEETBAIZEE>TWRPRo 7.

Residual €2 2 —JL. 212 residual €Y 2 — )V OfiE%
AT 2 (a) & residual €Y 2 — )V ORI HEE%Z R U
2 (b) FEEIZHDN D residual EY a2 —VDHlZRL T
BY, HOF ¥ 2VED 64 D 3 x 3 DEAAAEH )2 D
flE X NTW5D. EMICE, BARAAEICMAT, #ild2
batch normalization & ReLU AEiE I N CTH D, Tk [17] D
ResNet TIZTFRED & 5 RFEIED residual €Y 2 — VAR H X
na :

conv - bn - relu - conv - bn - add - relu

ZZTaddid, F(z) & ax DMZRLTWVWS. IO residual €
Y a—VOREIZE U TIIEBORRFEMREINTED,
3.1 HTHARY 5.

2 (c) I&, residual €Y 2 —)L® bottleneck N—Y 3 > &
ENDEDTHD, 1x1DEAAAMIED, WGTHIEETT >
7RI 3 x 3 DEAIAAEIT, TORISHIZ1I X LIZEDIR

(#£3) : Receptive field (ZEE) &%, HEHH~y 70 1 WHEIEHL T
WARIDEDZEMDIEA D TH Y, ZEBHIENE E RGN RIgi 7 a v
THRAMEREEATNS.

(74) : HHF ¥ 2 VBUX, ResNet WOMLEIZ & W &LT 508, 22 Tldskad
3 % bottleneck /N— 3 v & QIR D 72 DIZ BRIV F ¥ FOVEZE GL# LT
5.



# 5 ResNet-34 D&

Layer Filter size Stride  Output size
input (224, 224, 3)
conv (7, 7) (2,2) (112, 112, 64)
maxpool (3, 3) (2, 2) (56, 56, 64)
3 x 3,64
residual x3 (1,1) (56, 56, 64)
3 x 3,64
) 3 x 3,128
residual x4 (2,2) (28,28,128)
3 x 3,128
) 3 x 3,256
residual X6 (2,2) (14, 14, 256)
3 x 3,256
3 x 3,512
residual X3 (2,2) (7,7, 512)
3 x 3,512
averagepool (7, 7) (1, 1) (1, 1, 1024)
fc 1000

TERETTEEVWIBERSZ LT, K2 (b) LHA%EOFER
ERLENS, KOBVETIVEEETLII N TES. EE
IZ, B2 (b) @ residual €Y 2 — )L &R L7z ResNet-34 & [t
BUT, AEONIA—REEzROK 2 (c) DEYa—VER
FIU7z ResNet-50 IZA & SHIEAWEL TWD Z enfliE I h
TW5.

Residual €E¥a— )LD a—rAv b& LT, EAKIZIX
identity function f(z) = x PRHAINE D, AJF ¥ 2 VE
EHBF ¥ ANV R BIGEIZE, RRELULTWEF ¥ x)L%E
0 TH® 5 zero-padding &, 1 x 1 DEAAARIZED F ¥ I
Bz J%ET 5 projection D 2 /83X —> DY a— My hHER
b, ZD>5H, zero-padding DT FH—F DI S A3, /¥
TA—RERMEIGRVIEDRORVWE INDED, ERIEY
72 projection BFHIND Z L HL .

Batch normalization. £\ 42 v N7 —2TlL, HEHED
NRIA=RDEHIZL T, ZTOIRDBEAD ATIDRAHINY F
BIZRESE L TE S WHILZE S T I (internal covariate
shift) %4 U, FEPENHE E 2 OIIENH - 72, Batch
normalization [26] &, ZONHHLLREY 7 b2 ERLL, &
ERLEEZ VLAYV LTEEVTRBED1ITHZ LT, #
B E2ZEl - mE s 5 FIETHS. ResNet TidZ D batch
normalization % residual € ¥ 2 — )VIZHAA T Z & THEL
v N7 =2 ORRNLFEEFEB LTS, ResNet BAED
E 5L T, batch normalization DMEERIZH VNSNS K S
272> 7=,

ResNet D&, ResNet &, Bl D residual €Y a2 — )L
BRAEND ZLITLOMEI NS, £51T, fleLT34/8
® ResNet-34 OREEZRT. £ stride 2% (2,2) DT x 78
AIAAEITF o T2, s =2, z=3 @ max pooling 2175 Z & T
R~y 7&MNT 5. ZD#IE, VGGNet & FRRIZ, [f—0
HHF v 2VEUEFED residual €Y 2 — V2 EHER, 0%
Ry TR DTN L DD F ¥ 2OV E 2 /5129 B
ZEEFEOVRTZETHAY M= IND. Bz y T
SRS B0, max pooling Tld7 <, £ residual
Y 2 —)VOKRANT stride 2% (2, 2) DBARAAEITH 2 & TE
L TW3. F7z GoogLeNet & FIkkIZ&fEAEDHIIE GAP

ERATEEWI AHER->TWS.

He O#M#AL. VGGNet TiX, 7V X AW T 2EAD
A =)V & EYNIHE T B Xavier DYWL [13] 2FHT 5 2
T, WA Y b= THHRAFEE B LU TEENTRETH S
EEINT W, LA LEA S, Xavier DFIALTIFHONS
AT =V 7, EOEMELERZ IR LTEDH, ReLU
ZIEMALEER e UCHAL TWAESICIET TRV, Ih
Zxt L, SCEk [16] T, ReLU % &M% LCHIHT 55
BOEYRAT =) v 7 E BEIICEH L TH Y, ResNet T
&, 20 He DFHHERH NSNS,

ResNet DEIFFENMEE & LT, VXL 1 D721 residual
EVa-NLEHIRLEZELUTH, RABEMNZEALETLR
WZ ERBIFENDS [56]. Z1l, residual EYVa—IL DY a—
Ay MEBHRICERELTWE, BR2EIORY b —
JEMELTVWE XY NT—J LRAETH D Z LARINTW
% & 512, ResNet BIERNIZEBRO XY VT —2DT7 ¥V
TNVEREFoTWARZHEEZLNT VS,

2.6 SENet

Squeeze-and-Excitation Networks (SENet) [20] i%, 2017 4
® ILSVRC DEBET LV TH D, B~y T2 F ¥ 2 I)VEIC
B SINZ E AT 95 Attention DEFEEZEA L2y T —
I TH5D. ZD Attention DHENEIX, Squeeze-and-Excitation
Block (SE Block) 12 & > TEHENS. K 32 SE Block Dff
EERT.

SE Block 134 BTDE D, Squeeze AT v 7 & Excitation A
TvTD2EEOWMENTFbN D, Squeeze AT v T T,
HxW x C ORI~y 7125 U GAP 2L E 1, HfO%
BB I Nz Ix I x COT VY YUDRHIINn5.
IRIZ, Excitation A7 v 7 TlE, 1 x 1 DEKBAAIZLD, R
B~y 70F v 2VHEOEAEGRIRB TS, BRI,
HAF v 2V Cfr D 1 x 1 DEBARIEFH XN, ReLU
ERT, HICHAF Y RV C D1 x 1 ODBARAADEA X
N5, FRIZY7EAS NEEDSEAI N, BB~y 7OF v x
NEOEABHIENE. ZOF ¥ FI)VEOEAE AW TR
Wy TERAT=)UITEILT, BEEEDIVTFAN
FEOWREOER 2 EBL TV 5.

Z @ SE Block O##EIZMd THHMT, FARIZIZED &
SWETNMZHEATHIENTES. 3k [20] TlE, ResNet
X, 13 5 ResNeXt, Inception-v3, Inception-ResNet-v2
EWo 2 ETIVZ SE Block AL, I VAKX Y MIMENR
HEEEBLTWS.

SENet Tl¥, F ¥ #IVHD Attention ZEH L T\W\W5A3, 22
M - F ¥ 2V I U T Attention Z A L TV 3 FELTF
1£3 5% [57].

3. BH O CNNHREFE

ILSVRC TEFH LR EEE M) 72 FIEDIMZ B k% 7 CNN O
WHFEFPREINTVWS., AETIE, ZhoDFEE, 1)
residual €Y 2 — )VOWE, 2) MEEY 2 —)VORH, 3) i
Hx7u7—%727FvOFH, 4) ERML, 5) @bz &%
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HxWxC

1x1xC

1x1xC/r

M 3 SE Block O

L7 —=%527F%, 6) T—F727F v DHBEIHZD 6 I
SEL, TNETNMET 5.

3.1 Residual EYV21—/LOHER

ResNet (%, residual €YV a— a2 ERTWLZIFE WS ¥
VINVEBEEITH O NS, mELRRMEERHTES I,
5, 7777 MAR VX —FIBRETIVE R o7, ZHITHL,
residual €Y a2 — VN ORKRER* Rl T 5 Z & T, MREKR
HEMDFEPERREI N TV S,

WIHHD ResNet OXCHR [17] Ti&, TEID & 5 4 residual €
Va- VOMEPREINT W

conv - bn - relu - conv - bn - add - relu

ZHUTH L, ik [18] TIE, FERD & 312, BN 8 &0 ReLU
B EAAAEOFNIEIET S Z & THRENKET D Z LIRS
NTW5 :

bn - relu - conv - bn - relu - conv - add

ZhiE, Ya—hhy bOBIZRELUILE BT 754 R—V 3
VEITDIENWI LT, ARPEDEEANTEVEIZED T
W&, IR FENTEL-DEEZ 505, B ResNet
EBRUIGE, THODMEERLTWS I H DT
BPBETHD. WRIIZ EFEEORED residual €Y a2 —)L%
FHLU 7z ResNet TH 5 Z & 2R THEITIX, pre-activation
(pre-act) @ ResNet & B IND Z L%\,

XMk [15] TlE, pre-act @ residual €Y 2 —J)LAD ReLU D
Bak121I2L, BIZREICBN 2125 Z e MREINTVD

bn - conv - bn - relu - conv - bn - add

Residual €Y 2 —J)LN®D ReLU O % 1 D295 Z & THE
PHRET DLW T i, Xk [9) THERINTVS.

R [60] TlX, pre-act D residual €Y 2 —WIZDOWT, K
HDBEAAAEDERIZ dropout 2 AL Z & THEDNITKEE N
METEIEPRINTNVS :

bn - relu - conv - bn - relu - dropout - conv - add

EitF TOFHAATIE, ResNet D bottleneck /X— 3 > DRk
EITR LU TWARWAY, bottleneck /N— a B WTH FRED

HA PRI T WS,

WideResNet. 3CHk [60] Tld, ResNet (XL, @z
HRHDIZ, % residual EY a2 —I)VNDEARAADHTF ¥ *
N EBMX 7 wide 2 ET NV TH S, Wide Residual Net-
works (WideResNet) @RI NTWE. KX D EIRI, &
< thin RETINEDE, %< wide RETNVDIES D, BRI
BREEB IUCFEEEDNTENTVWE LW EDTHS. i
ZIE, 16 JED WideResNet 2%, 1000 & ResNet & L L T,
FHEOHEBL LTI A -2 T, BERSEHTED L
AWRENTWS. F£7z, WideResNet O TH LLIRHENE T
VT, residual EY 2 —ILN®D 2 DD convolution J& D iz
dropout ZFiAT 2 Z L THEMNM LT LI LHRINTVS.

PyramidNet. Xk [56] Ti%, ResNet BEHD v b7 —
IDT VBV TNVERERS>TEY, T VK ALIC residual €
TVa—ILEHIRUTBEHEEMZLACEK T LRV LAREIN
T, LrLads, BExy 7OV A Xegnxy vy
TIVF 5 residual €Y 2=V EHIRU ZGEICE - T, x5
HIZ R E BT AR I LTV, Zhig, Ko vy S
V¥ 7 %475 residual €Y 2 — Tl HIF ¥ RVEERG
HWXETED, HAMIZZOEY 2 - VOEEENKEL Lo
TLEoTWaEDEERZLSND., TUyH Y T VEHOB SR,
S5, FEDEY 2 - VOHEREENPKEL->TLEI 2L
Hx L, ThEMRTEZ42y M7 —2 & LT Pyramidal
Residual Networks (PyramidNet) A g X T\ 5 [15].

PyramidNet Tl&, ZU V%V TNEITSEV2a—ILDAT
HOF ¥y 2 VBEMEEIES2DTIERL, £ TO residual €
Va—VTAUTOEAF ¥ XVBEBENSE 5. BiloX¢
He LT, BN 5546 L BBNIcEnNsE 5546 % 1
BU, BN E25A801FE 5 PHEENPRVI EHARINT
W5, BEIEBEMEE 554, kEEZEHD residual €Y a—IILDH
NF ¥ 2V Dy BIRDESITEHEIND

16 ifk=1
[Di1 + a/N]

Dy =
otherwise.
PyramidNet I, bottleneck /N—3 3 > ® ResNet 2 X— A &
U, 22 WO WAy M =2 2 ¥R I 20T, HHE
CERBELEHEER LTV,

3.2 MAEYa1-ILOFA

Residual € ¥ 2 —J)L* Inception €Y a2 —)VDEILH»" S, %
NOIZRODFIZREY 2a—NDEHIREIN TS, £<0D
FiEM residual EV a2 —LER—2L L TW5.

3.2.1 ResNeXt

ResNeXt [59] i, ResNet AOLIEE T 1y 7 F(z) IZBWVWT,
TROESIZANT ¢ 22 E, F—OMEER>=a—
INAxy bT—2 Ti(z) TR Z{To 728, TN o6 DMZHS
ResNeXt €V a— V2 RHTHFETH S -

C
F(z) =) Ti().
i=1
ZZT, HIEE C X cardinality & RN T WS, ZDT 1

— 6 —



256-dim

.% L
conv 1x1, 4 | [ conv lel, 4 |

¥
[[conv §x3,4 ] [conv3x3,4 ] ..
[conv 1x1, 256] [conv 1x1, 256]

256-dim

[ convixi, 128
[conv 3X3'9128' g=32]
conv 1x1, 256

[conv 1x1, 4

[[conv §x3, 4 |
conv 1x1, 256

(a) (b)

4 ResNeXt €Y 2 — )LD
FATIR, BEO=a—I13y N7 =200 7w
Z, KOPHWZR Ti(x) ITEEWMRAZHDTHDI NS,
Network-in-Neuron & FEIEN 5.

B4 (a) 12, AHHF ¥ 2VED 256, C =32 & L&
D ResNeXt €Y a2 — IV OMHEEZRS. TIT Ti(z) &
1x1, 4 - conv 3x3, 4 - conv 1x1, 256 #JIEIZ@#MAT 0 L LT
EEINTNWDS. M4 (a) OFEEI, FEIEK4 (b) DL D ICH
EMABZLNTES. M4 (b) TBEWT 2 OHDBEAAAL
grouped convolution (AFETi% group {bBEARALIER) &
M, AT~y 7% g SEIL, TNENINLIZEAAH
EITONMETHS. X4 (b) DRI, conv 1x1 12 & D IRILHI
BWEITV, QLR IO - S A
T->THD, EIX bottleneck N— 3 > D residual €Y 22—

IZBWT, 3 x3DEMAAZ group {bLBEAARIEHL /-
LD ARTIENTES. Group [LEMAIAMAIE, Inception
EVa— VeI, Ty RIVHEOREEDVEIRNT A =X D
PILNEAIAATH 5. FEEMIZ ResNeXt 1%, ResNet & Hilig
ULTRENENTA—ZBDO ML= FAT7HhEEIN, FAFED
NIA—BZETIFHEN L2FERTEILENTETNS

3.2.2 Xception

Xception [6] &, WIZIE, BEOEAAADNKD D IZ
depthwise separable convolution [44] (LAF% separable E’J}J&
#A) %7z ResNet TH 5.

Separable E#iA#H. BHDEHRAAD, ASIFE~ v 7D
ZEE A & F ¥ 2OV AN URIIRHZ B AAAZLT D DI L,
separable B &AM, ZEMAM E F ¥ 2 VAN EAA
AELTD. THE, BARAAVBINSDHMIZH REESEES
BZENTEDLWIRBUE DT WS, D EIAHS
I% depthwise B AIAA, F ¥ IV HHDEAIAAIL pointwise
BAARLIEENS. B 512, separable & &5A &K DKL %

mY.

Depthwise BAAMAIE, R~y 7OF ¥ 2VEIZZNTH
ML U CEMARDOEIAAZITI U TH S, Pointwise & A
AAHE, ARTEMELBH LR, 1x1 OBAAADZ L %{F
. AT~y TOY A4 X Hx W x N, HIF v FIVEH

DHE, BHED K x K BHAHOFHEIZ O(HWNK?M)
aaé.mﬁ,ﬁmmme%&ﬂ&@%%%uognwwﬁy
pointwise B AAADFHETRIT O(HWNM) L7425, $74b
L, B OB MRIAA%E separable & AJA A (depthwise & A
A + pointwise BARA) ICEEMZ B Z LT, FHHEEN
O(HWNK?*M) 75 O(HWNK? + HWNM) [ZHlEE N 5.

, conv

conv 3x3 217 o721%, conv Ix1 IZ

]

1
1 ==

7 1

N N N M
(a) Depthwise & Ak (b) Pointwise &A%
5 Separable & #iA A D LI

IZB->THY, @H M >> K2 Th
Zems, FREEN 1/K? RBEICH

HERTE, 1/K*+1/M
% (e.g. K =3, M =64)
Wz,

Xception €Y 2 —Jb. Xception THWOHNSEY 2 —)L
BNEHDLILBDTHS :

relu - sep - bn - relu - sep - bn - relu - sep - bn - add

Z Z T sep | separable HAAAEEKT. BEOHFFTL LT
%, 2y b7 =20 AHEINTEWEFT ML EELD Xception
EVa—VEHWV, s =2 2z =3 max pooling IZ & 0}
Xy TEMUNLUDD, FORAIVITF v 1 VBEMEE
518t &> T3,

Xception t&, FFRLO LD ITHEEDBEHAAA LD BEHES &
VIXT A= ZBDINE > separable HEAAAZH NS Z & T,
ZTORETIVORERIRNIEEZ KRELLTEHILNTE, HENIZ
ResNet % Inception-v3 & 0  @EERR#MZEZETHL T2

3.3 MBAY/O7—FT I/ F v DA

Residual €Y 2 —)VOHRP, MHAEY 12— LOMATIX
FEDEY 2 —VEIEFIZMAERS WSO T —F T
JF¥ERUTH-7z. —H, TOXIERT—FTI7F ¥
DVWTHEMEDRELTWS XS FHET 5.

3.3.1 RoR

Residual Networks of Residual Networks (RoR) [63] i, #
D residual EY a— )VEIZHEIZY a— A7y NEBINT S Z
& T, ResNet ZHIZIHELLPT L TRETIVTHD. Ya—
MAw M, BEICEBET 2 Z2PREINTE D, EBRW
I3WEETOYa— b Ay BRI TH 722 LIRS
NTWwad (1 BEEILEE O ResNet). RoR I&, "—A % v b
7 —2 % UT, ResNet, pre-act ® ResNet, WideResNet % [t
BLTHD, WideResNet ZRX—RA & L, 3.4.1 ETHHT 5
Stochastic Depth £ RoR Z#lAGHLEHE ICHRE BVl
BENMESNTWS., 7228, Stochastic Depth ZE A L2\

BIEFICEEMET T2 Z PRI NTWS

3.3.2 FractalNet

FractalNet [30] i, TEdD & 3 ICHRIZER I NS fractal
Tay 2 EHHATAILT, ResNet DL 5 a—bhv b
ERATEILRBENRY NI =0 2FEHTHILNTED
ETFNLTH5 :

(715) : Depthwise & AAADMIRRFITIXHEEEIZ K E ARIEL
BRI IR 5 W 2 e D%,

, AFEELED DM



fi(z) = conv(z),
feq1(z) = (fe o fo)(z) @ conv(x).

ZIT @ REBDARAEFETOUITH Y, Wk [30) T,
BRI OVEWEENA AR —Ya vy UTEHRS NS, L
SO T oy 7%, [BIZ s =2, 2 =2 D max pooling % 1T X
AW SERTWL Z 2T, FractalNet 2RI N5, 70y
28D B O FractalNet DfE#i% B-2°71 £72%. FractalNet
DFHTHRHBNTH LD, HHIEETHELETILEHDNA
% dropout M & 5 IZHERMIZ drop T2 Z L 2THMTH 5.
Drop OFffiH ¥ LT, local & global ® 2 M drop Hik#% i
FLTW5.

Local. S2%MAETHETASII/NAE TV X LIT drop X
5. HU, WK1 DDNNAZKT.

Global. HAFAEZE—DFNZ LD EHIND 2% 1
DRETRHT 5.

LD/ A%E drop TAMHIZE D, xv N7 —2DIEA{E
701, ResNet & 0 bEMEE LR ZERHLTWS. HL,
WideResNet % DenseNet (Zx U ClX, HBEBTEH->TWV5.

3.3.3 DenseNet

Dense Convolutional Network (DenseNet) [22] &, * v b
T =7 DEVAYHREIHE L T EMEE RO Z & RO
EFILTHS.

Dense 70v 2. ResNet T, | FHD residual €Y 2 —
VOHAE, WBOMET ey 2 OMA (1) &Y a—h
Ay bz OFE LTV

;= Fi(zi—1) + x1-1.

Z I U, DenseNet Tlk, TONIETIX, HBL 1Y LD
HOLA YOHRADETE2ESELZFBE~y 72201 VYDA
3233, Dense 70y 7 %FHT 5. Dense 70 Z7HIZH
321 BZEHOVA VYOI TATERIND :

= Fi([zo,z1, -+, 21-1]).

ZZ T, Dense 70y I ANDATIDF ¥ 2 VE % ko, &L AT
DODHEA F() DF vy a2V E keTdE, IBHOLAYDAS
Fr 2VEIT ko +k(l—1) &5, ZOLDIZ, AAF vV
Bk $OMMS 5720, kiddxy b7 — 2 DEERNATA—&
EIFEND. BB, LA VYOWE F %, bn- relu - conv3x3
KD E NS,

Bottleneck /X—< 3 . DenseNet Tld, &L 1 VYDHN
F ¥ ANVBEAZNSWEE 5> TWED, AHF v 2 IVEHIE
WIZKEL RSB0, FHEEZHIIET 572012 ResNet THIH
TNTWVWBANF ¥ 2 VB EHMET 5 bottleneck it % Fi| A
T5. BERRIZIE, SLAYOME F 2 Fidic kD EHT S :

bn - relu - convlxl - bn - relu - conv3x3

ZZT, conv Ixl DHITF ¥ 2 NEIE 4k LFREI NS,
Transition L 1 7. DenseNet 13, EF® Dense 70 v 7 %
BRREAENRD Z & THREEX N, & Dense 7 1 7 1% transition

[__conv3x3 ]
[__conv3x3 ]

L emm e m e

6 Stochastic depth (Z31) % residual € ¥ 2 — )L D&

LA vick I NS, Transition L1 Vi,
bn - convlxl - avepool2x2

IZE DR E NS, T D transition LA Yk, @EALF ¥ 2
WEE BT F ¥ 2 VEIEE— . TNBEH, 0 € (0,1] ITL D EH
INBEMBLZITHNF ¥ 2 NVE2HRT 22 L REINT
B, 0=052AVSGNS. FHMEEERTIE, bottleneck % Fl
AU, D transition L' 1 Y TOEMZT\V, k BLOE K%
REL U=V a U ERELRZR#EEEL LTV 5.

SCHk [21] T, DenseNet 2 B A7 — IV ORE~ Y 7%
FOKSITHRL, Bizxy by —20@PTEREZHE T
52T, YUTNVOBGEIZ L o TUIH 2 AL T3
Multi-Scale DenseNet (MSDNet) 2RI N TW5.

3.4 @ Rl {t

DNN IZHEWTIE, Wl EH 2 mEEL, NbshiteT
NEZRTENPBREETH Y, €T IV L T dropout ¥
weight decay 4%, FE T —XB LT AP TF—=RIIXLT
ik, VR Lruy ey IRkhKEEDT — X LRV ERIL
DIDIZAVSNTE /2, EF, ZOLIREAMBIZELTS
UTNTH D RSB RFEIREINTNS.

3.4.1 Stochastic Depth

Stochastic Depth [23] I, ResNet (25T, FIFFRFIZ resid-
nal EYa—L% I VX LICdrop TE WS EEEROET I
THb. X612, Stochastic Depth (251} 5 | T/ H D residual
EVa—-LVOMEERT. 22T, b 3R p T1 %,
L1 —p TOZMBRLVA—AEHTHD. p &, | ZEHD
residual €Y 2 —)L» drop SNTICESK IR (EFHER)
THH, xv NI DHAEITENZE /NS REZIS &S
IZREEE N, pr=1— i LEHFEEINDS (L Id residual EY 22—
VBO. Zhuz kb, o THHFETRZE E0HS ) 1%
7Ry, FHIZBELRRFEEMI NS & L HIZ, dropout D
LD REALDRRAEB I NS, b, 7A MR, h
ZFND residual Y 2 — )V DWTEFRHREDOHRHME p, 2 M
HEPFZ2ZETAT—LOF Y ) TV —2 a3 VETD

3.4.2 Swapout

Swapout [47] I%, ResNet (Z%f L C dropout Dk %47 >
EHMEFETH 5. ResNet @ residual €Y 2 —I)L Tk, AH
% x, residual EY a— VN TOMEDE % F(x) £ 95L&,
H(z)=F(z)+z 2RDBEIZHIT 5. ZHIZXH L, Swapout
T, ANIOYa—r Ay bz BEO F(z) 26L, @Al
dropout Z#MHT 5. EMEIZIE, H(z) P FHOLIITEES
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05 :
H(z) =010z + 020 F(x).

ZIT, 01 8L 0, 1F, BEEEMMLIERIND N X—
TEBUZ L ORI NG, BTV VIV ERY A ZDT YN
THhY, O FT XY —LETH 5. XMk [47] TlE, stochastic
depth &[FIBRIZ, drop Rz ANEP»SEIIEET, 0405 0.5
ECRIZICHEMT 258 ITBENERD Z LARENTY
5. HeamiElk, dropout & H72 0, BRIIZEE DT % HRF
BIZEDFY ) TL—2arTERVWED, TANT—XITH
U swapout Z A0 U7z £ £EHE| forward 217\, THh o
DIFEGE % HRAER L TH TRV EREEN TR W & AR

3.4.3 Shake-Shake Regularization

Shake-Shake [11,12] /& ResNet & X—2A & L, &v b7 —
7 O ORE~ v 723 d % data augmentation %175 Z &
T, MAOREAMLZERT 5 FETHS.

71Z, Shake-Shake THHX N5 | FHD residual €Y 2 —
VDS %779 . Shake-Shake T, residual €Y a2 —IILIAD
BARAAE 2 DIINIKXH, forward BFIZIZFNSDOHE 12—
PRELE oy € [0, 1] IC&X > TIRETH I L 217D, Ttk D,
i % XI5 & U7z data augmentation IZEWT T X Loy
VY %152 8T, ZOHBENIZEEZN TV SYKROEEGEN
ZEHLTHONZ MR TED LS ICFEVTES LS1T,
Shake-Shake TIZEH L ~VIZEWTH ERFHHOE S LT L
THONAPREEITEDLLIICLT VD LIS 22 LD
TE5.

B 72 D1E, backward B2, forward BFOELE oy & 1%
BB —HRELE B € 10,1 ZFIATEIRTHS. Thi, Ak
24 REMA B EREDA BT 5 [38] & 512, forward &
R DEBEFHT S22 8T, HIZHRWIEAMEORE %2 £ 72
SLTWAeEZOND. HwFIZIE, SLEBOHIAHMETH S 0.5
ZEETHMT 5.

ERED a & B iz TiE, BEDONRRZ—vDAaHbEE
HOREIIZIRGE U 72851, YB oMV LZEBE T2 AR
LTI CWA. £z, Ny FHREAT EEOREER DD
DEFMT 5, BEFEBA THIIZRET S22 20WTH, M
BEALTHSLIZIRE T B1E 5 PRV EERIIRINT NS,
ZD & 51T, forward/backward REDAELIZ L D, FRWIEHI{E
DOFREPE 63N, 4.4 BTHERMNIRT L1, FEIC
R R FEHL L T W 3.

Shake-Shake D% #E TR LT, ¥EEDREZE
cosine BIBUTHIEAIL, #%E 300 TRy ™3 TFEEEITS>L 2
A%, 1800 TRy Z P THEET B AT SNE Y.
113 Shake-Shake DRIRIZ & b, BHRNZZE 7 — X HBIEEIZ
REZHD LD BREBL R >TWEZD, RRMOZENER
ThddbeEZILND.

3.4.4 ShakeDrop

ShakeDrop [1] I, Stochastic Depth IZHWT, J@% drop §

(£6) : 4.4 MTRT LI, 300 TRY Z7OFEHTHAREEDEOND.

[ con\i 3x3] | con\i 3x3
[conv 3x3] [conv 3x3]

[ coan 3x3] | con\% 3x3
[conv 3x3] [conv 3x3]

/31 l_ﬁl

N ’

N
\
'
1
'
'
1
'
1
1
1
'
'
1
'
1
1
1
1
]
1
1
1
'
’

,- N

Backward

[conv 3x3] [conv 3x3

[conv 3x3] [conv 3x3]

0.5 0.5

N ’

7 Shake-Shake (28515 | HFHD residual €Y 2 —)LIZHBI} 5
Forward, Backward, Test IR DR

b v iz, forward/backward K#iZ Shake-Shake @ & 5 74t
HLEMABFETHD. 8 1Z ShakeDrop THIHEI N5 I F
H®D residual €Y 2 — )V OR&EZERT. ZIZT, b i, HERp
T1%, 1—p TOZEWBRNX—AETHS. Stochastic
Depth & FEIBRIZ py 13y P =2 DHEIIEITEWVIFEREZR
EEEY, pp=1- L LEHFRIND (L& residual €V a—
VD).

a; & B 1% Shake-Shake & [F#kiZ, forward/backward iz
HWhEATr—V V73588 TcHs. 7 A MRFIZIE, forward
WD —1) 227 b+ (1 —b)og DEARHMEEFHWT, HHD
¥y VYTl —av%475. ShakeDrop IZBWT, p =1 (%
12 drop L72\W) & FHUTEFE D residual €Y 2 —)L & [A—IZ
720, pp=0 (§iZ drop T5) &9 NiE, Shake-Shake & [F U
2T ETOATITH UANILEIMA B reisual EY 2 —)L &7
5. £, a;=0% B =0 & FHi, Stochastic Depth & A
—DETINERD.

ap & B DELD S BHIFHIE, BOLOBEMLORBEENR
Ware[-1,1] & B €0, "MEFHINT VS, oy & g &Y
DHNTELEH B 2MZDWT, Shake-Shake T/ Ny F HifL
EHEGHALD LI TN T WA, AR TIHEICF ¥ 3L
AL L RN TH AP TONTED, F v X IVHEATOR
ERRWI ERRINT NS,

ShakeDrop I&, Shake-Shake & [G#L T, 2 DIZHIKIET
WEAIAAE 1 DIZUEBETHAKOEAMEZEBL T
WBRTENTWS., ZHZED, NIXA—ZPEHIMTE D
72, HMMIZETVE L DIELSTEHIEDAEELRD, RX—
A4 v b7 —=2% LT PyramidNet ZF/H L, HIZHET 3
random erasing L #lAEDLE S Z & T, AFEHERS (2017
£ 11 H) TiE, CIFAR10/100 iZBWTHRHE VT T —R% =#
BLTW3.



Backward

| [conv 53]
| [conv 33]
: Gy—El[b, +(1-b)ey ]

8 ShakeDrop (2B 5 | HHD residual €Y 2 —I)LIZHBIT 3
Forward, Backward, Test Dt

3.4.5 Cutout / Random Erasing

Cutout [8] ¥ & U Random Erasing [65] 1%, €7 /LD IEHI4L
% H L U7z data augmentation DFiETH 5. [H U < EAL
% HIE U7z dropout (3 &AEGE CIIRRNTH S —F, HA
ARSI UTIETE % 8T A= R PP W72 DR P RER T
Hotz. 72, CNN D AN THBHEGEVNROEGE, B
FICHBERH Y, TV XL drop LI LTHZDHH DY
X NVTHIBTETLES 2, FEAMLOREIBRENTH >
7z. ZZx L, Cutout/Random Erasing Tld, AJIE&RD
TURLREEEY A LT LES Z LT, LWEALD
MRZEFEHLTVS.

Cutout TlX, YAZDEIDEY A ANEETHL DT
E S, A7 ORRIGHEM Y 4 XEEOEAKEFRAL,
Z DY A SR P RIZE SRR DU EIT> TN 5.

Random Erasing Ti&, SHZIIF U AT 2T 085 W,
TAZHBDOY A X, TARY M, BiiE T v X LIZREL,
Y AVEBOWEEE T2V L ARIVTT VR LREICE E
AU ET->TWD, BRFRRDN S, HESER A7
TR, MEBREPAMBE X A7 IZDOWTEEMMER
ERIHhTVWS, 9 1Z, Random Erasing %17 - 7z H {41 %
Ry

3.4.6 mixup

mixup [62] 1, 2 DOFEY > TV DORT ZEES L TH %4
Ay > TV & VERR T 5 data augmentation FIETH 5. B
BHZIE, T—RETRLVDRT (X1,11), (Xo,y2) 25, Fid
DR & O F 7Y > TN (X, y) 2IEET 5 -

X = AX1+ (1= NX,
y = Ayr + (1 = Aye.

ZZT, 7NV, y2 iZone-hot RELD R ML TH Y, X1, Xo
BERORZ PR T VY VTREINDZEHT -2 ThH 5.
E7z, A€ [0,1] &, X=X Be(a, o) oDHF TV T

X 9 Random erasing % i# i U 7= [ 545

conv 1x1, s,,; | Squeeze layer

| conv 1x1, ey, | | conv 3x3, €3,3 | Expand layer

¥ 10 Fire Y 2 — )L OKEE

WWEOEEL, ald3NIR8=RFRA=RTHb. T—X X1, X
EITiERL, TNV g,y BRAT 2 RAPREINTH D, W
BRBBVTLZOEHMEVTERINT VS,

3.5 mELEBHLALT—FTIFv

MARBT NA 2%, A% — b7+ VED, FHREFEAER
TEHBRVEBIZB VT, @EICHET2ETALNEEL RS,
ZDES B b EHRLZT —F T 7 F ¥ bREI LTS,

3.5.1 SqueezeNet

SqueezeNet [25] 1, 1 x 1 BARAZIEHLTNNIA—& &
FEEZHIERU: fire TV a— VEAERD Z L THEES N
ZWMEIBMETIVCTHD. M 1012 fire EY 2 —VOREERT

Fire €Y 2 — LTI X7, residual €Y a2 —I)L® bottleneck
N—3 3 %, Inception €Y 2 —)IVD X 517, squeeze L' 1 ¥
D 1x1EAMAAIZL > TATFH~ Y TOWRTHHIEE 5.
Z D1, expand LA ¥ D 3 x 3 DEAIAMRIZ L 0 R %
FTOWDDWMILDETLEATI N, TD—H% 1 x 1 DEIHARIZ
BEEMZ 5. X Inception €Y 2 —) )L X ERRIZ, HRINIZ
sparse B MAAAEFTD T & T/NT A =X EHIIRT 2 0HEH»
HB. SCHR[25] TiEX, ATIF ¥ RIVEE squeeze L 1 Y DT
F ¥ 2V s1x1 DL, BEWexpand L1 ¥ D 1 x 1 HAKR
ADHIF ¥ ANV er1x1 & 3 x 3BHRADHIF ¥ 2 IVE
esxs DILETET 52T, BEMATEZMALRES T A4
BAERBIZHIRTE S Z LD RINTVS.

3.5.2 MobileNet

MobileNet [19] i&, Xception & [E#kIZ separable B AAA %
ZHTHILIZLD, FHEZHIBUZBELRETVCTHS.
BARIIZIE, FREOMILT 0y 7%, stride 7% 2 DB AIARIZ
L ORI Y TERBNLDD, FyxIVEE 2 NS
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ZEERITVWRNLEAENRD I TETADNEREIND !
dw - bn - relu - pw - bn - relu

Z Z T dw (% depthwise B AIAA, pw IF pointwise & & iA A
Z&RLTWD. Xception & DK Z72E WX, ResNet D & 5
Bya—rAyv bEFHALUBRWI & &, depthwise BARAE
pointwise & HIAADEIZ batch normalization & ReLU % F]
HALUTWAETHD. FHIHHIZDWTI, STHk [6] Tl batch
normalization & ReLU ZFIH LA WIE S BHEENE N &
REINTHY, BRABETAVT —FTF27F ¥ IZ& o TR
AR EY 12— VORBERBEPRRDEZEHREBINTWVWS.
MobileNet T, F¥ 2 NVEEHIHETH/37 A =% a € (0,1]
&, ANEBY A XE2HIHT 237 A =& pe (0,1] ZEAL,
fA—DEFILVT—=FFI7F ¥ T, TNEDNANR=NFA—=X
WL ORELWMEED ML — N4 7 2 fHRICHETZ e
3.6 ETINT7—FTUFvDEEHE
INETHWULTELZETVERTAFIZLDET LT —F
FTOFXYDTHALUBRFONTEZ., ZIRL, HENIZE
TNT —FT 7 F v 2&it$ 2AELEIET 5 [33,66,67]. H
ZIE, TR [66) Tk, 2y b —22MEBTALAIYDNT
A — R % 1719 % Recurrent Neural Networks (RNN) % 2
L, Z® RNN % REINFORCE 7 V3V XL TH¥HEEBZ
CERRELTWS. ZDORNN % 800D GPUIZLh¥HEL,
12,800 fEDE T % EEUTERS & O%FH U 7285 5H, DenseNet
WHDREEDETFVOAERIZEILTWS.

4. BETNDOREES L CLEERE DIRGE

AETE, TNFEFTHHL TEZRRNRETIVIZONT,
BROT— Xy bEAWTEEEB X OMRE 20k Al 2 17
W, FETIVORES L OZERM OB OV THRETS.

4.1 F—IR—=2

BT —F T F v 2REERERT 5T -2 =22 LT, /NI
72 CIFR10 $ & OF CIFAR100, K#if57: ImageNet, Places &
L O Places2, COCO ¥ 5. CIFAR10 & & U CIFAR100
1210 7 5 A F 7213 100 27 5 A D —WikiR#HT — X2 b T
HD. EHGET A ZXN32x32E 7, BT — B 5 I,
AT — 21 ARE R > TH Y, MERETEE T2
LN TES.

—7%, ImageNet (X ILSVRC THIHENTWVWET—XE v b
TH5. ILSVRC DALEHRFE (Object localization:LOC) & A
2 TlE, 1000 7 7 A DYMKD R & AL ERE DREE % 5> TV
%, FHEF—-X13120 AR, TAMT=XIE10 ARB Y, Hiff
YA XF—ETIERY., Z<DT—FT27F v T, EEYA
A% 224 x 224 7215 229 x 229 12V 4 AL TAHL TV 3.

ImageNet & [[AkkD KFEZR Places 7 — X & v b %, 1000
AR 2o THEY, 400 7 7 AL EOBRNE IZEN Y —
VEXNRE UZEENSERINTWS, £z, COCO F—
Ztw M, WikREXE~vry T v oI AVTF—Vay,
MNEDBERBE7ZIT TR, HEIHT2Fy Fvarvs—&

*6 MELBZGTST7T—F77Fv

T—XT70F ¥4 JEE F—RR— 2R
AlexNet 8 ImageNet
VGG 16 CIFAR10/100, ImageNet
GoogLeNet 22 CIFAR10/100, ImageNet
SqueezeNet 10 CIFAR10/100, ImageNet
ResNet 18/50/101 | CIFAR10/100, ImageNet
WideResNet 101 (k=4) CIFAR10/100
PyramidNet 101 (o = 84) CIFAR10/100
FractalNet 20 (Cols = 3) CIFAR10/100
DenseNet 72 (k =12) | CIFAR10/100, ImageNet
SENet 50 (r = 4) CIFAR10/100

HNGINTWE ARG T — X2y N THS. ILSVRC L[H
FEIZ Places & COCO T—X kv hEFHALZIVRT 13
VHERINTWS.

AT, &7 —F77F v DRELLIKIZ CIFAR10 & &
O* CIFAR100 %\ 5. 7z, ImageNet 7 —X v MIDW
THERBNLRT —F 727 F v OHBIZHWS.

4.2 BELKBZIT>T7—F¥TI0F v

WBENERTLE2T7—F727F v %2RK61TRT. AlexNet, VGG,
GoogLeNet # & U SqueezeNet IZJFE L HUEEH, 71X
PAX, T4V REETEH, FHONENEEZED D701,
Batch Normalization % & &AM JE DR IZAIETS 5. ResNet
@ Batch Normalization 8 & U ReLU I$EAAZICEE L, &
Residual €Y 2 — VOB FEZE LR U THS. Wide Residual
Network (WideResNet) (&, JE#% 101 &L, [E/ T X —&
kZ42LTW5. £72, & Residual Y 2 —)LOEIE 101
JED ResNet £[d U T®H%. Deep Pyramid Residual Network
(PyramidNet) 1, JE#% 101, o % 84 £ L T\W5%. Fractal
Network (FractalNet) &, 70y 78 B =5, 777 X4
HEC=3D20ED+*Y F7—2 2T 5. Densely Network
(DenseNet) %, E#% 72, fEHE k% 12 £ LT\W5. SENet
1, BEEE 50, EMERr 2 429 5.

4.3 Z2BFBLCFTHOERE

FEIZBWT, data augmentation 23E K7 Z L IXE L FIS
N T\W5. data augmentation D fikE U Tk, (&AL *H
fn, K5, AT7—NVEENZZZEMNZV. ZnsDE{E
MADLEDLZ L THERET—RON) T -V a V2P e
T 5. CIFARIO 8 & U CIFARI00 (28 2 B E LI TIZ,
EBO EFERIZENETNAE 7LD -V Vv EMEL, T
VAL 32 x 32 DA DS I T, MEIL DL
EMAB. 72, EAKEEISIZT VR LMIMA L. FHT
Ry 783300 TRy 72U, REIZEE—AVZLFED
SGD W, FHEHKIF 0.1, E—AVAALIZ09LTE. ¥H
R(E, 150 =Ky 7 T0.01, 225 THRv 2T 0.001 1IZ/hX<F
5. Ny FHAXF 128 LTWVW5,

ImageNet 1281} 2 ¥ E LIS TIE, H&EY 1 X% 256 x 256
YUY A XU, 224 x 224 DFEEE S VX LICYI0 Y. A
KERZDOWTH T YR LTMA S, Ny FH A Xid 256, i



# 7 CIFAR10/100 (281} 2 T T —RE L OFH I

T=FTIF v T7-% (%] S [h]
CIFAR10 | CIFAR100

VGG 6.0 27.4 2.9
GoogLeNet 9.3 31.7 4.6
SqueezeNet 10.8 (18.0) 36.0 1.8
ResNet 101 5.3 (6.5) 25.9 9.2
WideResNet 4.8 (4.0) 20.7 19.6
PyramidNet 4.3 (3.8) 22.0 15.6
ResNeXt 4.5 (3.6) 20.7 27.0
FractalNet 5.0 (4.6) 26.0 5.1
DenseNet 5.1 (3.8) 24.6 19.6
SENet 4.8 24.2 36.7

# 8 EHHLZEALLEEDT T —KE X OEHINMH

IERMETF TI—% (%] SRR [h
CIFAR10 | CIFAR100
ResNet 101 5.3 (6.5) 25.9 9.2
Stochastic Depth 5.2 23.5 12.0
Shake-Shake 3.0 18.4 77.8
Swapout 6.0 26.8 42.0
ResNet101 + Cutout 3.5 25.0 13.1

{LIZIEE—A VR LfFED SGD ZHV, FEHKITL 0.1, E— R
VAALZ09 LTS FHIRY IBIZI0 TRy L, F
BHEE2 30T Ky 7201159 5.

4.4 CIFA10/100 IC& 2 ¥E LS

& 7.2 CIFAR10 8 X U CIFARIO0 (2B 3T 7 —F L%
HERH 2R, FRROFZHEDOZRERTH AT A —RITLD
FEEIZEZDNH D720, {ZEFROFMAIITETOREEZRLT
W5, CIFARI0 IZBWT, FLAYDFEILT T —F 10%2h
T&7oTW5b. SqueezeNet |FJFE TIXH 18%TH - 7243,
ARFELETIE 108% L HENT ELTH Y, FHRRLDOHEI
SOBENRRELELEDLEZ DD 5. VGG ® GoogLeNet,
ResNet 132N ZF0 6.0%, 9.3%, 5.3%&7%->TH YD, ILSVRC
L [FRRIZ ResNet DL T —RAPMKL 2> T35, ResNet % Jitnf
L 7z WideResNet ¥ PyramidNet I&, £ 21 4.8%, 4.3% &
IHIHEERZ N XL ENTETWS. — T, FractalNet
% DenseNet 1%, ResNet 2 IZIFFRED 5.0%fBFE L 2> T W5,

CIFARI100 (28 W T3H ResNet 5 VGG * GoogLeNet &
H T T —RPEL, 25.9% &R >TW\W5B. £7z, WideResNet
X PyramidNet, ResNeXt 7% ResNet & 0 HHEENE L, 20%
L DT T —RKREIRH>TWA, ZThE D, ResNet ZRX—Z &
LT, &VRZERZEEZFENESVEREZERLTHNE I N
bbb,

FHERMZ KT 5L, VGG ¥ GoogLeNet, SqueezeNet
RIEFIZERETEETETWAS. —F T, WideResNet ¥
ResNeXt (X224 19 B, 27 R & 1 HET#ED D25, SENet
WD PE B0 36 RFRE L R->TWnWa5,

4.5 EAHED#FE

ResNet & X— 2 & ULZZIEAMEDFEIZDOWT, ZD#HRE
T B, R—ALFTBT—FFT 7 F ¥iL 101 JED ResNet &

# 9 ImageNet (251} 2T T —RE L OFH I

ToxFoF v T5—% (%] | ATA—KK(M]
Topl Topb

AlexNet 49.9 | 26.2 (16.4) 62
VGG16 26.5 | 8.4 (7.3) 138
SqueezeNet 44.2 21.3 0.7
Inception-v3 22.8 6.6 22.5
ResNet-18 30.4 10.7 0.2
ResNet-34 26.7 8.6 0.5
ResNet-152 21.9 | 6.1 (3.5) 1.7
DenseNet-201 23.5 6.6 15.0

T35, RSWKEHMLFIEIZELSE T T —K%E/7RT. Stochastic
Depth 1%, CIFAR10 TIRIEDR S HinDds, CIFARL00 2
BOTEHII—RPETLTWVWS. AR TE55—XLv bH
WZBIFZ7520N) T =Y a VREWGEIZRIREEH D Z L
M5, Shake-Shake &, D IEHIM{ETL L L L T KR
I —REEFILTHED, ROBBNFIETHD Z A Dh
5. RHEERTI, YEOT KRy 78% 600 & L, FHEDA
rYa—1) v 23300 TRy 2K L 450 TRy R EEER
0.1 2L T\W5. Shake-Shake DRFETIX, FHIZ Ry 7%
1200, #BRDAr Y a—"Y v 721 cosine ZFHL TW5.
AHREBRTEFE TRy BP0 B0 5T IR
FWHE L2 5> T\W5. Cutout 1, ResNetl01 28 AT 5 Z
T, TIT—REB/LFIVLILNTETCWS. CIFARI00 T
IEEIRP DIV, FEIKY JBPL T THEZENE X
55, FEWR 2T % &, Shake-Shake A3 77.8 Il & fih
DIEHUETIEITHAR S & KIBIZHRE A2 > TS, — AT
Cutout %, BEHRIZ < A7 % H T 5 ULELRERE] 43 LB S A38E X
TWaH, 131 KETEHTETWS., EZHREE =5 —K)
5, Cutout IIFIHRW L EALFIETHELE R 5.

4.6 ImageNet ICH |} 2FEELLE

ILSVRC i BU TENZT —F T 7 F ¥ PFEIREI L
TWVW3., —RIZAENhTWE T A MERIK, #EOXY b
7 — 2 TFIOVOMACIEEGO) D H L, Kl LD data
augmentation 217\, TN SIZ K BHEREMET 2HEMN L
DFr7=v7EHVTWE., —HT, RVFI—IFEPS
i, 7—=F 77 F v IZ X BMMPBNEEZ KT 2DH0H L.
AEITIE, B—7—FF 0 F v ICLBBERLETS. £ 9IZ
Topl TJ—3R & Toph TI7—R%2,R3. ZIT, FLI7—%
I Val T— Xzt 32 HETH D, TOPS DFEIA O EE 1%
ILSVRC IZ81F 5 test T— XIZH T BHEETH S, test T— X
Eval TR, TXERBRRLH, 1FLALDOXEICE N
T, FIEA%OBEIZR>TWS. AlexNet 1, ILSVRC2012
DFANTF—RIZHLT, 16.4%D Tops T —RTH 573,
M7 =577 F v DELEIX262%LR->TH Y, KEEMED
Ty IREMETHEZ b5, VGG Ik, BE—T—
FFIF Y DOBHETH 84%D Tops TF7—REH-THD,
TANT—=RIZHTHHEE (7.3%) L KERAEIZRV. VGG
i, =T —F77Fr ThHb+ohEEELERTETWVS.



GoogLeNet @ Inception €Y 2 — )L %% R U 7z Inceptiion-v3
1% 6.6%, ISLVRC @ 2015 4FIZ# B U 7 ResNet (152 /&) 1%
6.1%, DenseNet (201 &) 1X 6.6% & ¥ —7 —FF27F v CiF
ERAEDOHELR>TWS., IN&D, 2y NI =225 T
5L LIEERF-EDIEDE—T —FT7F ¥ OFFERM LI
RBETHBZ DN S.

5. ¥ & &

AT, =3—F L3y k7 —2OhTHEIREOEL
WEAAAZ 2 —F )1y b7 —2 (CNN) IZ2W\WT, iR
W3y _5 1> a3V ILSVRC IZ TEF LMK IO -ET IV
RSS2 T, CNNOLEBZIRVE- . £7, SEERE
FEINTWDHEA 7 CNN OBEBRFERIZDOWTY =1 2170,
BEFEOT T —F RO FEEITV, TNTNRSEZIT > 72,
REMBRETVIZOWTHEBOT— 22y FEAVWTH¥EB &
OHIBI BRSNS 171, % 7L ORI S & ORI O
@Iz O W TRz 4T - 7=,

ZITOHRERROER, ETNT—FT 7 F v 2RELT
WBFIEDFRED, 1 x 1 BAHAAAIZ L BRTHII L, sparse
IREARAAIZIZE D 8T A =R HIHEIT, TDAFY b7 —
I DI RMEEHEIME LD Z L THEM EZEBLTWSRT
Hd. £z, 2y NV —IBLOT—RIIKNT 2R IERIL
FUBK E U FH L T U S Lisw. AH
N, B2 IR R A B ETOEFVOEER, HizRETFN
T—¥TUF v BT S ETOSFIIRNEEVTH L.
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