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BEMSE 2 IR RS, 3 ETIHEES T L YABRHARERL TH D, 4 ZTIHEEREABERLTWS.
5 EE, WGOEEYERE, BYRHSD 3 DX AR LTWS. KEORKIX, 1ZUDIC
(NN@ki#&ﬁE_Ovamé(WN@WE%ﬁAt%_,CNN@%%@%%WL%%%&
DOFEMIZDONVWTHERS., Z LT, BHESETHW SN FEMIZOWTHRR 24, HEEDFEDIEH
TH YA & Multi-task Learning (Z DWW TR 5.

2.1 Deep Convolutional Neural Network

CNN[5,6] 1%, ZEA—tThurO—fTHD, BAAAEELE 7Y VI JEE BIRICHEES N
—a—F)NVFxy NI =2 TH5. CNN O, Hubel & Wisel DWFFE [18] 12V —Y 3 5. Hubel 5
&, HOWIAG R ICRE DIHE 2 R DR T S S B MM, R DM E 2K ofs 2 B E
BTHNIGT B EMMIDFEL MR L 2. D1, Fukushima 52 E 7)1 & 725 Neocognitron
WD HE N R — U EREIT BT B R B AR B B £ TV 2 FEZE U 7z [19]. Neocognitron &, [Fl—®
EAEAZEO =Y b2EBNR, ATy FOHRNWEERETE ) VI 2EET S Z
& T, BFREMIINTEAEMEZFEB L TWS. CNN X, Neocognitron (23572 (E KA % EA
ULIETLVTHS.

CNN OFE L, ZffiftEFH2aiiee LTH D, AP ERRE [20]) 2 WA N @ik T
BT 5. CNN O %, X 2.2(a) 12737 . CNNIZEB OB AAAE L 2iEGE 2 BAEREIZ,
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X 2.1: HEERFRFR R A 7 OFffHE

ERAEERE L - #EN RN 2 ETILTH S, CNN DAL, —BAICIEEGEPALESNS.
ERAATI I N2, K 2.2(b) D & 5 IZEHALE TEBD 77—V % BHIAR, EEO~< v TR
OHIEREONG. ZOXy DROHIMEIZRE~ Yy TeiENS. 7=V v IETIE, X2.2(c)
D &S IR~ Y TORAEE? S 1 DDfEEE 1T 5. CNN T, #OBEUEMAAEE 7=
VITEEET S LT, RBCAM RS EERTES. BonREyy TIX, efaE~ A
HEN, EHESETEEZ 5 ATB ) 5HEREZ T 5.

21.1 BEESEICBIFBACNNDOETIL

CNN R— Z DYk # L Multi-task Learning, ¥ ¥ > T4y 7€ 7 AV F—=vay, { VARV
AR TAVTF—=vaYTHWONDET NV, BEDMETREINLZETVEN-AILY FT—2
ML TV AHID%\0 [14, 21, 22, 23,24, 17]. CNN R—ZDHEESHE TV, KL BRET LD
REINTVSD. CNN OHRONREKHZRET IV E LT, AlexNet [6] 238 5. AlexNet i, KFIi%:
R T > T 1 ¥ 3 > TdH % ImageNet Large Scale Visual Recognition Challenge (ILSVRC) [25]
THIDTCNNDEFIVT by T ozFIETH B, AlexNet DFFIGEI, SEOEBAAAE L 2ED
EREGEP SBEINT CNN TH S, AlexNet DEIFIZ L O, HEKD Fisher vector & SVM % X —
AL UT-FiE 26 # REL EEIZMEEZ LB L TWA. AlexNet DFEE‘E, AlexNet #RX— 2 & L7z
ZFNet 27) BMREI Nz, 08K, LVEVWRY T =0 2T 22 8T, SRERERSEEE
Be27 70 —FDREINSZ. Botry T —21%, SRR E SR O LT R 57
b, BWKHETREBNTES. MBI Z07 Ta—FORERLRET VL E LT, VGGNet [28]
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¥ 2.2: CNN OMLH DFEN

X GoogLeNet [29] 7% 1F 5415 . VGGNet IZf AT 19 JED CNN Z#%E L, GoogleNet |35 AT 22
JED CNN ZfEELTWA. ZD 220D CNN X, 2015 FED ILSVRC IZEWT EMOMEREZ ZER L
TW5. Z0D1%, Batch Nornalization [30] ¥ He D FEHL [31]1 %%, VI Y N —2 DEE 2 LEX
BA5720D0T 7u—FRREINA. 2016 ££121%, He 5 ¥ Residual Learning % & A U 7z ResNet %
BEL, 100 L ED CNN 2ZE L THEHTE AL L5124 D, CNN R—ZDHEE DKL X
51ZM LU 72 [10]. ResNet AREE 1172421F, ResNet & X—ZIZ U7zRk4 RETADBRESINLTH
% [32,33,34]. Zho DEBGEDEETIVOEIL, VERECEEZRH, €7 AT—Y a1t
RERHELEGEZATND. WRBHIP A VT —Ya vy THWSOND X Y M7 — 2 IXHEGD B
Py NI —ZET )N ENR—RIWHEET 5720, EGSFEOMERERN EITEN Ml X X 7 OEgE
M ETE5. 2D, BEGEHBIZMOEEEHRX A7 IZBWTHEELIHABEIZEL TV,

G HHE T IV OHELDHERITIE, CNN OEFIZMHHT 2T -2y M RESHERLTNS.
R FE O FLAN T — RIS N B AREBNZ T — Xy M, MNIST X 2.3(a) &K 2.3(b) D
CIFAR10/100, 2.3(c) @ Street View House Number (SVHN), 2.3(d) @ ImageNet 23217 5N 5.
MNIST & CIFAR10/100 Dataset D538 H > 7% 50,000 L TH Y, SVHN (train : 73,257+extra. :
531,131) % ImageNet (1,281,167 1) & -eATH > FEIZ A4\, CNN IZARO¥E Y~ 7)1 % i
WCTHEETHI LT, 2y b7 —27DPMEREZM ETE 5. %72, ImageNet FOKRBRIZFHL -
Iy NI =0 DRI A=RefHMEL U, MMOEEANEETHILHARTHS. RETIE, HED
HTHWONDETVIOWTHAEL, £205. HESHETNVIIOWTERZRIZ, *y T —
7 OPALMEREZR [ EX BB FIRICDWTHERS.



I AR N2k =2

Apple Dolphin Great_white_shark Go\dﬁsh Stingray

Ih[

Anjou Raccoon

8

Airplane Automobile

Koala Bull_mastiff

Oxygen_mask Model_T  Mortarboard

m

Horse

=
Truck King_of beasts Armire Cricetus_cricetus 0 Tench House_finch Laptop
« # of data « # of data - # of data « # of data
- train : 60,000 - train : 60,000 - train : 73,257 - train: 1,281,167
- val. : 10,000 - val. : 10,000 - extra. : 531,131 - val. : 50,000
- test : 10,000 - test : 10,000 - test: 26,032 - test : 100,000
- class: 10 - class : 100 - class: 10 - class : 1,000
+ image size + image size « image size + image size
- 32 x32 - 32 x32 - 32 x32 - 225 x 225
(a) CIFAR10 Dataset (b) CIFAR100 Dataset (c) Street View House Number Dataset (d) ImageNet Dataset

2.3: A FEIZB BT —REY b

AlexNet [6] AlexNet i, SEDOEAAMAE L 2BOEMEEEN OMEINTE D, Local Response
Normalization (LRN) %> Dropout, Rectified Linear Units (ReLU) D KED T — X THE W F v b7 —
VEFETBODT /=y R BATSH I L TNMEREZ M EL TWa. KT ReLU &, fEkD
¥ 7 EA FEEP tanh B 13570 0 2B O A ELH KR MEE 2B < 2 03T & SIEMHLBEE T H
5. ZD7z&, ReLU IZFE4 RIREFIEVPREINTE D, BIEDETNVIZBWVWTHIRAL HWS N
TW5,

Network In Network [35] Network In Network (NIN) (&, Multi Layer Perception Convolution (MLP-
Conv) & Global Average Pooling (GAP) Z 7= & Global Max Pooling (GMP) ZH{ O A7z %y b7 —2
T#%. MLP Conv i%, CNN OJEMHALBIE DR D DIZEAZT N, BAIAATH S NZIGEEE L E
N=t 7 b VIZ AT 5 Z e CHEMLBEIRS 2E T 5. GAPIE, REDRATHEZ V53 %Y
TV 7%, FED 1 OB~y 72fICid L TH S, NIN TR, HAOETY I 2D
Rt~y 7% 1L, GAP & softmax BIlE 9 Z L T&K I T ABIDMEREZL I LTNS. £
7z, GMP X7 =) v 7 Tlidel, AT =V V7 2HVWTWA. GAPIX, *v N7 —27 % EH
AAEDATHERETE 57280, NI A =X KIBIZHIKT 2 Z &N TES.

VGGNet [28] VGGNet (X, 3x3 DA =NV EFFOBARAAEZ FIRICHEEINZ2Y VT =2
TH5. AlexNet TlE, 5x5 DA —F NV afOEAAAEEZ EHIZAY PT -2 Z2HELTWD
VGGNet i%, 5x5 DA — 1 I)VDZEREN, 253D 3x3 DA—FNVDZEE LFAETH S RITEH
U, $DEVCNN ZHEFELTWE. ZD3x3 DI — 1V EFEDBEARIAAEE N— AR L 722
N7 — 21X VGGNet MR X 117244, ResNet Z1ZUDH & L7243y b7 =228 WT— N2
BARAAFEBDNNT A= L THbNT WS,
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(a) ResNet (b) Wide ResNet (c) DenseNet (d) ResNeXt (e) SENet

2.4: ResNet DIRAER I Y b7 —27 D&

ResNet [10] ResNet i%, Residual Learning ZHX 0 A=y b7 —2TH Y, 100 @A ED XY b
7 — 2 %EEAEEIZ LT\ A, Residual Learning 13317 N AFEEZ D ANTH D, X 2.4a@) DL
7% Residual Learning % H{ D A#17z Residual unit Z L TW5. AJ x (X U TEEBDEARIAAE
noffonstig F(x) LE#HLERZ, Residual unit DHJ1IE H(x) = F(x) +x &7 %. ResNet
DA, R H(x) 2%E8T 50 TIERL, Rl F(x) 2875, ZOMEIX, AJx VR
BRBEDOGEIZ F(x) D30 &5 £72, x & H(x) DFEDEITWBIGEII x & H(x) DES%FH
LXK B5., WEROEES, AN x DN RZAZE 0 ARDOHENPFELZWEEL Z>TW5S.
INSDTRIZED, FEEIZHENAY NV =T 2MEET L2 2N TE, YRR HE GoogleNet (22
) DSEUEDEI ZRO>RY V=2 &2FEBH Lz, TLUT, 2016 FEED ILSVRC IZBEWT kv
TOVREEEBLLTWS.

Wide ResNet [32] ResNet |&Jg % #E< T 2 Z & THG S HOEREZ W EENTW5. Wide
Residual Network (WideResNet) Tl3, B 2.4(0) D& S IZEAAABDOF vV 2V BAEIET 52T
BRI DKL % 7] - X T W5, WideResNet 1%, 71,000 & D ResNet (24 L T 16 & D WideResNet
ERHEEL, FSOBEL T A—XHEEH LTS, £7-, Residual unit iZ Dropout #E A$ 3 Z
T, Metgez Lo EXETWwa.

DenseNet [33] DenseNet I%, ResNet # X— ZIZfEZE U 7z Dense block #& A U, MaEm E & FHHE
a2 MR ATBREIZ U722y N U —2 TdH 5. Residual block TI&, B 2.4(a) D& S AN x & BEAA
AREDOHES) F(x) ZINFE S 5 Z & THIJI H(x) 23RS TW7=. Denseblock 1%, X 2.4(c) D& SIZAT
x L BAIAAEZEL 72 F(x) % concatenation 375 Z & TN H(x) 2195, £72, £ 5 —DHAL 5N
& LT, Residual block TIZNA /N 2% AJJ DR~ v 7 x DATHH L TWeAY, Dense block Tl
Fk#4 73 Dense block D i JifEi % /N1 /N2 & U T %. Dense block DHiJJ H(x) 1%, concatenation
ZEDF ¥ VRV ERHIT 2720123 x3 & 1x1 D=V EFROBRAAEEZMALD
¥, SHEMEEZm LI ETWS.
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15 T T T T T T T 4 T T
— sigmoid — RelU

= tanh — Leaky ReLU
— ELU

(a) R 2 AL B2 (b) ReLUBH % D i MEALBI %

2.5: IEMEALBE R D B

ResNeXt [34] ResNeXt 1&, [X2.4(d) D& 52 F(x) 2EBDOLMRE G52 5BAAAE 7(x) TH
FTHILTTHY V7 %2MHET 5. ResNeXt DHEIEIX, AJNIH U TF ¥ ¥ 2 VEDDLNEHGAH
EVa—VEHEBARL, TNThOBMAARE F(x) IZANT2. ZULT, ZhZNDEAIAHAE
F(x) THRoNZRE~ v 7I3ME (B U < I concatenation) 12 & D #iA& X415, ResNeXt 1, Fv v
INVEDDIRNEAARE Y 2 — IV EERHE T 5720, F ¥V RIVHERD T 1 )V ZDHEKD ResNet
E0EDIN. ZDD, NITA-RBFOHIEZEERL DD, v b7 =27 DN REEZR ESES
ZENTES.

Squeeze-and-Excitation Network [36] Squeeze-and-Excitation Network (SENet) 1%, R~y 7D
F ¥ ¥ 3V LT Attention #§fEZE A L7+ v N7 —2TdH 5. SENet D Attention FEHED EH Al
X 2.4(e) D& D ITHEE LR~y I LT GAP 2L, Fv¥ ANV EODI=y hEEFO2k
EEERT ZETHENT S, K~y 7OF ¥ 3 I)UIZK L T Attention B %2 i3 Z & T, Rz
BT v NV EEMITTES. X512, SENet IX VGGNet X ResNet FDfk2 %y b7 —2
WCEATE, REELZWETES. 2017 0 ILSVRC IZHWT, SENet ld b v 7' O 5Kk E
ZEKLTWD

2.1.2 CNNDNbttgEz=m Ext 3 F %

KEDT—REHAVWTHEVWRY NI =2 2LE L TEETEH-01Z, BALRT 7=y IHEAX
nNTWb. InsnT s =y 2, FICERCEBCCwIE, ERL, Rt AEETHS. Tho
DTFI=v I %BATEHILT, %Ewmﬁ%ﬁwtb FERIB T HAROHARELS S Z &2
TE5%. UFIL, TRNEFNDT I =y ZIZDOWTiHhRS,

11



B EME R

CNN THH MMz W S5 5 15 MLBI% & LT, Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) %% %. ReLU
1&, AlexNet 2% & 172 BEIZ ImageNet Dataset % XN ZMZ 2§ 5 72D H A T /- iEMELBIE T
HH, RQ1DHDEIIZ0MUEDOAIMEEZFCITIE I T 2 EERKTHS. ReLU BEEI N D HTD
—a—F)3x v MU =2 OIEHALBEIETIX, X 2.5() D7 EA NEIECC tanh BAEEE O SO FR AR TS
PEALBIEA H WO TE 2. UL, sOIFRZRIEMEALBISUI AT o AR ERETH 5 1F AT
HELPTL, ZHLNEICRD. —/T, ReLU IZANME 20 DL EDB AT EN—ET1 &
570, ARPHEELBRNEWSI AV Yy MBH DB, F72, OMTDOAAE2z 2 02T HILNTE
5728, AONEMEPHEZIORSIEEDH 5. MAT, Attention FEHEPHHKFPE T M ICE
VBRI R ST AT, RS OMEE I R 72Dz HWnwHs s (13,37, 36].

¢(z) = max(0, ) (2.1)

ReLU % & IR & 7= iGMEALBEEUE, X 2.5(b) D& STV O RBESINT VS [38,39]. 245
DFHIE, ReLU RO LA LD EOWREDOAZE I LU TWARICEHLTE D, HONRIEZZE
TH5Ze Ty b —20MREERH EXETWS,. — /T, ReLU % & b —#&{k L 7= Maxout & \»
S TEMEALBIR S IR TN T 5 [40]. Maxout DAKD HiWlE, ik 4 % Dropout DEREE 51 & LIS
52 THEN, BEHOELEEIIERELU L0 bEL, 2y b7 —270MWREEZ X DA EZIEXR T,
Maxout T AMEZH S 2= bllE ¢ & ULz, RQ2) DESIIKHTES.

r) = max X, 2.2
9() jella 22

B B

2w NI =2 DT A—XOYAMEE, REMNREE AL T A ERDO—DTH Y, YN HIME %
ETHZETEWVHEEZRELP T RS, T A= ROYIMEIZRAMIZELETHRET 508, RE
DHIPHD & FLEE R U CHIEZ P ET 5. AlexNet X VGGNet 2 2R I 724 KFE, X (2.3) D
2NN A =X OWHEZ FEEDO 2=y N SELEDHIPH % I T 5 Glorot Uniform (Xavier
DY) [41] BHVW O NT Wz, 22T, UE—Mam2R_RLTED, IDEDOA VYT Y I A, nhd
=y MERLTWS., LA LUADS, Xavier DFIHALE CNN NG T BERIZ 2 DORMENFHAE
T5. 1 2HI, WEMHAEBIEE U T tanh BIEEE O s R 2 2 Z & 2Rt LTH D, ReLU
D& S RIEHALBERE WS Z 2B LTWARWL. 20X, &0y T —22M%e L
I DIE HETH Y, RFREA THEINT VI EAAAEEHZEL TV,

6 6

12




Z DR ZE RS 572012, He 5l Xavier DFJH L Z RX— 212X 2.4) D & 5 @b Gk %12
ELTWS [31]. 22T, NIZEMRASGEERLULTED, He SOMRE U AL L% “He DY
&> & IER. He DA LIX, BAAAE L ReLU 25 ET 5 LT, KOVHEVRY MU= %2EHEL
THRELFEDPAREL 725 72, Xavier DFHMETIIHN 20D 1 v b7 — 2 BN FEEHDORFATH -
7-7%, He OFHLIZ & D, BEFNZEAER SN 30ED CNN THLFEENAREL 2o 7.

w~ N (0, ﬁ) 24)

W ERE

CNN 1& 77— )V & AT F 72 1380~ v 7 DR PR & N % ko, 1EMEBEIEE fEd 2
ETHIBRHB~y 72 HNT5. LU, BAILE-oTE/ A XRT I N IA4 Y =T — XD HHA
TINEMEDIXS D ENFHAEL, B2 K TSI E2ENE LS. ZOMEEZMERT 572012, —
RN X B AAAE TR OND R~ v TR G EOREAN 7 bV, 730G BB EEL 72
JOBEIZ X U CIE#IIE S 5. AlexNet Tld, Local Response Normalization (LRN) [6] 23FH W ST W\
%. LRN %, FEDRE~ Yy 7OAEZ ERLT 5B, EEOMNEDORE~ Y 72HWSZ LT
ERAEZTT 5. LRN I& AlexNet (26 U TIIMEED M LT 208, MORFED Ry M7 — 2128 LT
K¥EREDIA B LA 572 0, Batch Normalization [30] BMREI N2 & T, BEIT—MBKIZHVWSNT
W72,

BIfED CNN D [EM{ELTIE, Batch Normalization 28 —#% 72 IERL ik & LTl T\ 5. Batch
Normalization i%, & (2.5 DL S IZREDF ¥ 2V %& I =Ny FRATERML, % 0 &0
ZLIZT5. 22T, poldxnzhh 26) X Q7NDLIITRDB., £/, I=NYFHAT
REDF v 2V EIERMET S LT, NREEED 7 MPRIEIZLH T 2D %\ TWa. Batch
Normalization 1%, ResNet FDkk% 743y b7 —ZIZEBAINTWVS.

x' = 2.5)

= % > oxi (2.6)

1
U:v%+A1§]X—uﬁ 2.7)

UL, Batch Normalization [XPNEBILE RS 7 N 2R T 572012, I=N\vFOV A X% 16 Mk
WS 2ARBENRDHD. ZOMEEMRT 572012, 2.6 D XS 7% Layer Normalization [42] ¥ Instance
Normalization [43], Group Normalization [1] BMEEINTWVWSE. IS DIEFLDEWNIE, FIZIER
b3 288 x DI 2.6 D & 5 I1TH72 5. Layer Normalization [XFFED Y » TNV DR~ v 7H 64T
DF ¥ > 3N %EHLT 5. Instance Normalization IZFFEDY > TIVDFRFED F ¥ > F VDR~ v

13



Batch Norm Instance Norm Group Norm

2.6: Batch Normalization D FERE 2D FiE CCHk [1] 72 5 51 )

TOAIEH{LT . Group Normalization 1%, Layer Normalization & Instance Normalization @ 12
MELTEY, BHOF v v 2 IVOAHAWTIERIT 5. K2, Group Normalization (I =Ny F
YA RNHKIZEL W28, DED I =Ny FH 1 XTHHRKD Batch Normalization & [/5E DKEE %
BN TES.

B FEHE

e RIM A Bl % R 1% (stochastic gradient descent; SGD) IZ & D %y b7 —2 2584 554, FHEKy
%P E DFE T (L X & 5 Learning rate schedule 2 —f{IZEA I N T WS, 22T, SGD IFKE
DOEFHEE L IZB T DHEDOHAR VE(wWh) 226, 2y b7 —27DEAw! 2 (2.8) IZKDEHT 5.
LT, AR ITHBITE aAw! IE, w! D4 % BT 5 Momentum JHT#H 5. Momentum H(Z I,
LR OIRE 2 T 28 D b, FEELETES.

witt = w' —nVE(W') + aAw’ (2.8)

3y M7= DEFIIBITEFELE I, NTA-XROFEHEEGIWT BB THD. ¥HEy
ERELSHELVEHBETFEONENREL 2508, ARPFEH LT V. —AT, FEEp2/hEL
BE UGB AR R LT WA, FEHONRNEL 5. ZOMBEEERT 57201, Y
DML THEE L ) 2ELH T2 LT, RlfRzES L9 < LTWa. Learning rate schedule (&, —
PRI IR g 2 I8E X &5 Learning rate drop 28— IZ WV 515, SGD T Learning rate drop
EHWSGE, B 27@) O SITHE L ZERREBUIEL ZBRICZEEE g 288045, ZEHE
EREDEHEBTFITEI LT, M27(a) DESICHHINGFEREEZ LD FIFL I LN TE
5. FHEENTD - -BROKEE 2 MR L /-1, 2.7(b) @ Top-1 error 237 10% HIK T E T\ 5.
ZD7-%, SGD IZH 1) % Learning rate drop (1 v N7 — 27 DFFIIBWTHERT 7=y 7 Eh
TWa5.

—HT, F27DEICHEGR ) Z TR0 IV 72 FHTRETEDTIHRL, EHOBEET
HENZIRET 5 GEDIREINT WS [44,45]. Adaptive Gradient (AdaGrad) [46] X, % v b7 —2

14
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2.7: Learning rate drop O]

300

DHENTA=RIZH U TFEEREHG L, BETHELRNSFHTE S, AdaGrad 1, A (2.9) »
SRQINICEVRAY N —=2%2FHTS. 22T, h (Xt EHOHEFIZE I ZHE O FH %R
LTWa. iy ZHWAZ & T, tHHO¥EE , 2HBHT 5.

hy

Mt

t+1

= hy_1+ VE(Wt)2
o
Vhi
= w'—n,VE(w')

2.9)
(2.10)

@2.11)

AdaGrad % R— 2 & U2E87EE, 8% REIND [45,44,47]. RENZFEEEE LT, Adaptive
Moment Estimation (Adam) [47] 2% %. Adam ¥, AED 1K CEHE) & 2R (58) DE—A > b
EEITDIET, 2V NT—IDNRIA-REEHFT L. TNETNDOE—AY ML, X212 &KX
(2.13) D X S ITHEBBEITG L WO RN EAR RO I AR IV ERT S, BHLZ—
MDE=AY N my LIRDE—A Y by ik, RN(Q2.14) R QA5 ICK O FET EN1 T A%HHIET
5. LT, WELZ2D0FE—AY Mmy &0y ZEHVTR2.16) DX SITNRTRA—REFEHT 5.

miy1 =

Vty1 =

>
I

t+1

Brme + (1 — B1)VE(w')
Bovy + (1 — B2) VE(w')?

mi+1
1 -4
Ut+1

1-p
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(2.13)
(2.14)

(2.15)

(2.16)



(b) Fast R-CNN

2ERPEREIEIC & 2 MG

Region Proposal Network

(c) Faster R-CNN (d) Sigle Shot Multi-box Detector
Region Proposallc & % ik

2.8: CNN X — 2 Q¥ fig i

2.2 YRR

CNN R — 2 DR FAEDFERIZLE, CNN 2 R— 22 U7WAHES RKESHKEL TV 5.
Wik ix, X 2.10) O &S ICHEEH ORI BEE ZONT T 2 HET EEMTHS. CNN
R—ZDYIERH 1, R-CNN [48] 2 X— 2122 F IFT\W5. R-CNN DHERE 17244, Fast
R-CNN [49], Faster R-CNN [14] 22N, YRRHIOKE LRI X PAKEICSZEI N £
7z, R-CNN O & 5 WAt & #3712, [EEYAMEIS % #H T & % Single Shot Multi-box
Detector (SSD) [21] HIRE I N TW5B. AETIE, YikRibEE UT—MEIZHWSH 3 R-CNN &
Fast R-CNN, Faster R-CNN, SSD IZ DWW Tt 5.

R-CNN [48] R-CNN i, Girshick &2 LU =Wl oYkt TH O, Fast R-CNN X Faster
R-CNN OEffEL 725 FETH 5. R-CNN TI, X 2.8(a) D & 5 IZWikD szt U, MHL
7= (A fEI% % CNN T § 2 FIETH 5. R-CNN DHRE X N7z YKL, AT DFBI# 2 Selective
search [50] ZfFH L, BEOUATIIZIE AlexNet 2T 5. BB D AlexNet (&, (EAHEIZN T
273V (ERE2EL)ICMA, NUYT 4 VI Ry 7 AOMIEMEEEIICL V#EET S, 22T,
Girshick 5 3B DFRAI#RIZ AlexNet 2T D FE FHIET 5D Tl <, AlexNet 2 5EETE 2R
RZ L% SVMIZADLTHELTWS., Zhiz &y, YikkEoEEZm ELTW5.

Fast R-CNN [49] R-CNN DR gilE, #il U7z PAREARES O 872 1 # 0 3E L CNN IZ & 2 L
HAEITORTH D, TDD, Ml Z NS YRGS OB R 3 A h AT 5. Fast R-CNN
Tl&, K2.8(b) D& D IZANEGEEKDORH~ Y T2 H o UOREHL, MHFEEORH~ v 7D A
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P10 U TR D/NZ 2240y T — 7 TEMILEEEZ 0T 5. M U 72 YRl i 2 2B D 4 v

N7 =2 AN BBIE, R~y TR —EDY A XY Yo X3 % Region of Interest pooling (Rol
pooling) Z i3, TS DMIFIZ LD, BEED CNNIZ X 20 260 KT HENEL 2D, @i
Ykt E 5.

Faster R-CNN [14] Fast R-CNN Of2ZFIZ & D ki O F 5 3 X b 2 EIE S = nY, WiiRiEss
FEIE DML B DFRBIEE T D> BEDBH 5. R-CNN & Fast R-CNN THW 5 115 Selective search &
FHRIARE WD, VTR A LR 2 REIZT 5. AT, YRERTEE O A8
5728, MHKEENIEOMANRIIKFET 5. ZOREA RIS 572512, Faster R-CNN Tl Fast
R-CNN Z%f L T Region Proposal Network (RPN) % [X 2.8(c) D & 5 1ZE AL TW5. RPN %, filih
Ui~y 72 O CTUIRMERMBS 2 it T 5 2y b7 —2Td 5. RPN IZ X 2R MEHEED
BT, 7Y A—e WS EROIRER ORI E W5, K~y 7 LD T > 7 — 4% RPN
AT I N, MREHEIROF LB XY YT Y IRy 7 ADWEE LIS 5. 72— 3R
XYTEEATAT AT U4 Y RTL, BB ET S, MR U 7RI FEI X Rol pooling 12
FOREIY Y 7EE)D L, FastR-CNNIZAHNINTAHT IV ENY VT 1 VIR 7 ZADEIESE
ZHEE S 5. Faster R-CNN (&, WIAIRH DO —#H DML % End-to-End (2B TE 5720, SHEEND
mEEICYRRIE T E 5.

Single Shot Multi-box Detector [21] SSD %, R-CNN R— ZDYRMHIE L 1T E72 D, Wik
THBOMHE 2T TICHMHEMER2EL 20 TE 5. SSD ORI, & 2.8(d) D & 512 CNN DJEE
BB TYREREME T A2EEL R->T WD, £ LT, ZBEETHRHT 2WKE2YED A —
WIZEDPE LT WS, ABEIGEVREE TIRAT — VDN PRI L, BRI
HETIEAT = VORELRYMAEZKRET 5. SSD X, YKEMEEZ MRS 282 BEL L
7=, EEIZYEBRETE 5.

2.3 HITERH

ST ERBIIMERHEOT TEREER R A TH Y, KRZABEDEFTY — V0o HTH 2R
THEMEND L. HITERIB T, HITEORESPRBOLM, RE, A7 — VIR R E R
ST ARBENDH B, 2012 £ F TOHITHEMMIL, Histogram of Oriented Gradient (HOG) R [8] A3
AwenTsEh, HBITEOAR AL A NS T LA ERBEL LTI 28T, HITEOME PR,
A&7 & D [ 2 O EEE AR 2 FEB L TW\Wb. HOG FEONRRNALFETIEL LT, Latent
SVM % R— A 28— R— ZADH17E M % A EEIZ U 7= Deformable Part Models (DPM) [51] %, 2D
DfHFfEE»r SR o NS e A N 7T LOFEE % FHH 3 % Color Self Similarity HOG [52] 23%5 1) &
5. HOG FE A —INIZ VW S 12D, BPARE O~ R EIEZ EEROF v > 2L D &
ITHAGOEF v v 2 IVRHEE % W\ TE475 M % 9 % Integral Channeled Feature (ICF) [2] %
REINTWS. ICFIE, il U72F v > 2 VFEEE % Boosted tree (2 AT 5. F ¥ v RIVRHEHIZ S
fiif, Tv IHORL RS E T U, Boosted tree T X E 2R E 2 BUEEIR T & %728, HOG
Feg & 13820, AESAOEP Ty V2RMNIIHWS Z L TREEICHTEEZMRETE 5. £
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N S BEe

IRHEERNERN
N

G001 o o1 o1 i G001 X G001 o
False Positive per Image False Positive per Image False Positive per Image False Positive per Image

_ MissRate
Rat
Rat
Miss Rate

e ChUFtrs(2009) 56.34% e ACF-Caltechizo1s) 44.22% m—— COmpACT(0t5)  11.75%
== LatSvm-V2(010) 63.26% e SDN014) 37.87% = SA Fast-RCNN(o1s) 9.68%
= CrossTalk@oio) 48.73% = LDCFo14) 24.80% = RPN+BF 016 9.58%

2009, 2010

2015,2016

Cross Talk

2.9: BATEBHIMEREDER

7z, HOG R E D IEFULAEE P & A b 7T MMEDB BTN 72 DFH AR IR ITR <, @i s
TE5. ZNSQHHNP S, ICF 2= A2 L STEREESHE CRESINT WS [53, 54, 55].

2012 2B X 172, ImageNet Large Scale Visual Recognition Challenge (ILSVRC) [25] D — &4
KRR T > 7 A MZE T Deep Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) % fi\\N 7z HiEA b v 12725
T LA [6], CNN Z BT HMHNZIGH U2 FEPEL CRESI N T WS [56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63,
64, 65, 66, 67, 68]. CNN % N— (2 L 7247 E ML, CNN R—ZOYikiritiiE e KE 20
ZFoTWA. 21012, CNN N—ZDYIAIRILTE & STERIEEDOMGRZ L vy T2 R
Girshick 512 & D R-CNN % 2L X 71, Hosang & 2SH7EHMIIZE RN R-CNN D#&ET 2 2% L
722 & T, CNN R—2ZADHTHEREIROVEREAKIEIZ 17 L U7z [59]. [FIERIZ, Fast R-CNN & Faster
R-CNN 2MEE S 7=, Zhang & DSH(TEMHIZA RN Faster R-CNN Di%ET 226 U, HIrEMRE
DOVEREZ KIEIZM EXE72 [69]. ZNSDHTEEZRIT 27200 IT %Wz FEIEE
REIN, HTEREOEENKIEICH LU, MAT, 2018 F£OHFTERH O TIXYIMARHE
15D Faster R-CNN 2 R — 2 & UL FEPRMIIRESINTEY, kU Tav sl AVTF—v 3
VXRWEBRE R AN/ FIEX, Generative Adversarial Network (GAN) [70], Attention #HE %
B AN FHEE, a7 7a—FOFEMREINTWS.

2.3.1 HITERHEDOES

BATER O DIFZETIZ, Y0 H U717 E G &8 FEGRORRME L U THbdi, Wavelet
K & SVM OB ORI K W BT ER@EIT o TV [71]. LT, 1D T LV —Lh o817
FHONE e KE X ZRET DHBENER L, 2004 F£ICHRE I N7z Viola 5 DFIRRH OHFZEH AT
HHHEIZIRHEI N [72]. LA L, EROFEED AN % Haar-like FiE I, BE O TIXEW
MEREZ FEBLL TV B0, BITERBTIE 23 E2 R o Neh o7, £ I T, Dalal 5IXHEBDIRGE
TR BT HDOABICEH U CTRIEE & 3% HOG FiiE 2 22 L, Support Vector Machine (SVM)
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2.10: Caltech Pedestrian Dataset {Z 35 1 5 {7 &M EDOHER

CHlAGDLE S Z T, BT EREOMIEREE KIEIZ EX 7 [8]. HOG RifiEE2 R— A & L7z 4
THEBIEEIES CREINTVWS. RRWRTFIEL LT, DPM 23H 5. DPM I, fRGE DR
% HOG & % H\\WT, Latent SVM IZ & 0D 75 7 R—=2IZHFHED A=Y DALEZ FHIL DD
THEBRIBOKE 2 LG5 FIETHS.

2009 F1Z1E HOG R D & 5 AT H DAl 72 1 2 RE & U THRMAT 20Tl R, KED
ARG H, Ty VEREREEL UTHS F v V2 VRBEEZ R—A & L FEN RESI N,
F v U AOVEEZ W BEE, AR, T V%M L7212 Boosted tree TR IZA R 7
BEEZPEICLVERT ST, HrEERETS. 72, Fv rxIVREEZ HW ICF 2] %
DOFEIL, HOG FHHE L 1380 7Tuy 7HOIER{EP e A N7 T LMEEEZ TR WD, FEHRIC
FEIZEE T E 5. SITEOMIEKEEDS F ¥ v 2 IVFRHEE R— A L U7 Fih HOG R o MRt %
ER->TWAZEEHD, 2010 4005 2015 FEDF v ¥V A NVFFHEZ X — 2 & U= FIEPBE < RE
ENTW5S [54,3,73].

2012 Az — AR D 3 > T 1 ¥ a > TdH S ILSVRC [25] T, Krizhevsky 5D CNN % R — A
WCUEFIEO) Ry Tk, HEERHIZEWTE CNN 2R—2 & ULZFENIEE CIRES N
TW3 [56,57, 58,59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 69, 68]. CNN 2 & % £H4THE M DSEEK IS & 72 5 Joint
Deep Learning [57] i, AJJEi#% CNNZ ANT 2 Z & TR~y 72 E/ L, N—VHEERI 121
B¢ ® Restricted Boltzmann Machine (RBM) [S7T] ~NANT 5 Z & THATEEMET 5. £, Luo &
AT BRI A S 708 — Y §EIg & 812 & 0 3EIRT 5 Switchable Deep Network (SDN) [58] % 2%
L7z, 205 DFEIXR-CNN O E 2 ZITTE D, 2BBOMEBETEHINTWS., 2 Bl
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2.1 KT — Ry b OFFEM

Fof ZE D =D T (4 FoN=T3a> BLEYI
H Ped. ‘ PAZEN SR AVEN BRIE ‘ [RgH] ‘ 14 14
1 192,000
Caltech [74] || &Ffili : 155,000 33,171 4,024 EfTY—r | 3HH HY
- 27 VAT
ETH [76] Sl 12,000 - 1,101 il 549 Hb [N
¥ 15,600 | Ped. : 15,560 27 7% 2T UATE®
Daimler [77] FHI : 56,500 | Bkg. : 6,744 21,790 ETY = | GHED &) »HY R VUT AV IR T AT =V a v
ATVAIXZ
LIDAR
i B R
Yk on &
KITTI [75] 25,000 80,000 EfTY—v il »HY [N 274
YTV TAav IR T AV TV a Yy
3 192,000 A VARVART AV F =V ay
CityPerson [78] || #Fffi : 155,000 33,171 4,024 EfTY—v 3 Ikl »HY AT L AR

DK, 13U DITMBDFA & THATH MM Z R U, $B:D CNN T U 72 8 738 fsliaiisi
K UTHATEPEDZEHBINT 2. 2 BEOMIBE IS 20O TIX, SMTED =Y E2FEHX
5 CNN 2#HE L, STERBOBE2M LIS, Z20%, HTEHEOAS=VIFERTITRL, H7
EE RO IRENEZ FET 5 2 8T, SMrERIEGE% W E X 72 Task Assistance-CNN (TA-CNN)
MBIREI NIz, 2015 FITIE, EEOMAE%E 7 A7 — RIRIZELE U 72 Deep cascade X, Rl 12
BWTHAT — Ni#iE%E A U7z Complexity-Aware Cascade Training (CompACT) [64] H % X 1,
CNN (2 L 2 BT HEBH OG22 MHIRIZEE S 255 B HL D Ml E s 72,

¥ 7z, Fast R-CNN [49] % Faster R-CNN [14], Single Shot Detector (SSD) [21] % X — A2 U 7z #:47
FEREEBIREINTNS [65, 64, 14, 68]. TS BT HERIIEIX, AT —IVD/NE WTH TG
T570IZ, CNNDEETAT —VORLLZHETHEEZRH LY, T —OEETHMT SR
<~ TOMMGEEERE T HIREDTREZMLTNWD. ZNETIZTRARTZ, 2004 405 2016 FF£i12B 1)
BHATEMEBOMREDER 2K 2.9 1273, X 2.9 OMEKEEEX, Caltech Pedestrian Benchmark [74]
THELTWS. ¥29 £, HOG+SVM DIRHIKTEZ A 68.74% T Fused DNN DR HFEE A 8.2% T
HY, 2004 Fh 5 2016 FEDRT 59.16% MIKEE LW ELTWE Z b2,

232 SITEREOT—% v b EFHEIER

BATHEREE R R URMECTIMET 572012, £ 2.1 DX S Blk4 RS TEREDOTFT—X 2y b H
NBENTWS. Dalal 51%, HOG RH#E & SVM DA S HE %3 $ 5 72812, INRIA Person
Dataset [8] Z#35 L 7=. INRIA Person Dataset I, 2,200 WFEED/NRELR T — 22y N THY, T
VRV AT T I N EE P SRS TWS. LAL, ICFX® CNN R EZ2EY VTV E% ik
BT A EEENHWS NS & 5127420, Caltech Pedestrian Dataset [74] % KITTI Dataset [75]
DESBKEERT =22y MPHVWONE XS 1Tk o7z. AETIE, HITERBEOFETHWS
NE&T—Xky bE, FHEEREIZOVWTERS.
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(e) KITTI Dataset (f) CityPerson Dataset

211 BHATEREOT — Xy MM

STERBICBI2EERT -9V b

Daimler Pedestrian Benchmark Data Sets [77] Daimler Pedestrian Benchmark Data Sets {& Daimler
HEDMER U I 0BT E M T — X2y b TH D, HH A T THRE L 28l 2 X— AT — X
v M EMBFE XN TS, Daimler Pedestrian Benchmark Data Sets 1, 2L — A7 — Vli{{ THF X
NTHO, Yo LU TEREI N EEGEEREGEP ST — X2y MAEEINTWS. iy
BiFiE, WS AT O DR CERRP AR, YN ORI Rk i Eifi a2 g L Tnb. T —
Rt b OBIEIZHIE LIPS 5 Caltech Pedestrian Dataset & [AFEETH b, FEH > 7L & Gl Y
v TV TR 36,000 D BHATEDIZEIEL TW5S. 2010 4ELAKIZ Daimler Pedestrian Data Sets (%, A7
VAARATORE LAY 7R, V=V AV F—2arvDF—REAMLTWS.

INRIA Person Dataset [§] INRIA Person Dataset (%, T X)X 5 Clifih 74 2 RE L
Y=o EINTWEHTEREDT— XY b TH5. INRIA Person Dataset (3D 7 — &
v M EHART, ANOEEIKE S RBREVRE WD, DT =Xy b & R THHOH S EHME
W\, INRIA Person Dataset DFREE, X 2.11(b) D & 5 70l EIZHEAET B 4475771 TR, AK—
VRV ay By FELTWEADEDOHA LN T—Y a VOBTENRT - Kty MUIEET B.

ETH Dataset [76] ETH Dataset X, ANEADRZ Wil 2 Y U -28E» Sl InTtnws, %
7z, RGB HEDA TR, AT VAN AT T UG E ARSI N TE D, HT7ED 300t
fiE e b Ty F TR ENETZ L& UTHEINTWS. ETH Dataset D #EIZH 1,000 B2
ETHdH, B211(c) DEIBRIERDY — U RL W -OBMHOHGEHPILIRMIZE . £7-, ETH
Dataset |21 FE AHEEVHEINTE ST, HITHEDRZHT WS INRIA Person Dataset [8] 23
HY 7L LTS 5.

Caltech Pedestrian Dataset [74]  Caltech Pedestrian Dataset (%, H#H X 7 T L7-ET7 T — X
MOEREINTWSET =Xty hTH5B. Caltech Pedestrian Dataset 1%, 2.1 D X5 ZfhioF—X&
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Ty b EHARTHELPRKEWT =Xy b THH, —fuEPEHE, bRV E DRk RIGHT TR
SN 6 IR D ETIMEN LRI NTWS. T—Xty buzid, HTHE?N 35 TRGFEIEL
TWa., 72, BITHIZEAINV=TU a3 UDBFEL TVWEDPERD T NN HME5INTWA. Caltech
Pedestrian Dataset DFHIiCl, ZDA I N —V a3 v OEEEBHITHED AT — )V CHMIOH S E %2 &
W45 Z &N TE 5. Caltech Pedestrian Dataset I[$H#H A X T T S Wiz 77 7 — Wi % W THEE
INHDOTOTF—RE2Y N THY, T—REPT— RT3 T ~)UER, Y — 3 FEEL T
WB7-8, FEBBATEREOT -2y D1 D22 UL THWSONTWS.

% 7z, Caltech Pedestrian Dataset Tl 7 ~IUHT D I ADHEINTH D, HITHED T V2 ,HF
EL7ZT =PRI NTWS [67]. AT, XHA[67] TRATEMREIZE T S ADMBREE %R
LTHY, BEOHTEBRIBETIEEZAOMEMREZ ER> TWRWEEZRLTWS.

KITTI Vision Benchmark Suite [75] KITTI Vision Benchmark Suite 1%, #{7##HCHEMMKRHE,
TEPE R HSE D Intelligent Transport Systems (ITS) BRDMZLAIF IZ/EH I NAZT — XLy b TH 5.
# 2.1 12”9 & 512, KITTI Vision Benchmark Suite D% H ¥ > FVEOBIE MO T— Xy h &
HARTIEFIZ K E . KITTI Vision Benchmark Suite 13502 < O#hi & RIFFERZ T2 Z £ T, £k
BAEFBRBICHIGU 2T — &2y OWELHNE LTW5. %72, RGB BT TR, ATV
ZH 3> LIDAR O 3 (RICRHET — &%, GPS OMIMIEHR AL DT -2 AT LTS, Thod
T— 2T, 20 EOBAITEMEZ T TRL, BEEOMER IS O 3Rt EOMEFR, KT
W EDORED T XIVEMEINTWS., Zd & >iZ, KITTI Vision Benchmark Suite (&7 — X $H3
FEHIZZ <, AT L AHED LIDAR O 3 RICmAEOERG Ehk% T — 2R REIhTHE Z e h
5, 2012 LA AT H MR 721 Tl SHMEIR IO b T w F 2 75D ITS I2B0 23R DN F
=2 UTIRIAEKIERINT WS,

CityPerson Dataset [78]  CityPerson Dataset I%, 27X > 57— a3 v OFHiTHW 5415 Cityscape
Dataset % H{TEMBHD T — Xy MIEIELZT—X v b TH 5. CityPerson Dataset (%, fhd
—ITH 72T =Ry MR THRABRETOT— X2 KBEIZHEATEY, HEIZHTLIE~
VITAYIRITA VT =2 avD I VEERMICEINTND Z s —BIICHW ST WA,
CityPerson Dataset I&, Caltech Pedestrian Dataset D7 / 7 —3 3 ¥ [k SFTHTHEMED T )L
MiFsncTsy, HIrEDOA 7V — 3 VI Cityscape Dataset DA Y AX VAR T AV F— 3
VEMioTITRNIFENT WS, 7z, Cityscape Dataset (21X 7% T — X GPS OIEHREE A5
INTH DY, CityPerson Dataset THITEH M % § % BRIZ Cityscape Dataset DfF 5| %2 T 5 Z
EHLHEETH 5.

W EE

HITERHOFHEITlE, Daimler X Caltech, CityPerson Dataset D & 512 1 OG5 #1735 D
MEZBET 2 & 5127572728, Miss rate vs. False Positive Per Image (FPPI) IZ 51} % Receiver
Operating Characteristic (ROC) % J\ 7z #fi &, Recall precision curve (Z & % #EAlli 23 —f% 2 WV & 4
%. FPPI TIZ, 1 MODEifd 7= h DFMRIHDOEE 2R L TWa. FPPIIZ & % 3Hifild, Caltech Pedestrian
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# 2.2: CNN R— 2 D#17E M E D44

Dataset % 2£5H(Z Daimler Mono, INRIA, ETH, CityPerson Dataset D FF-lifEfsE & U TEHAI N TW
%. KITTI Dataset Tld, Recall precision curve 2 FFlifEEE & U TERHAI N T WS, B L 70 2 51l
B2 1379 D Miss rate AV 541, FPPL 28 0.01 525 0.1 £ TD 9 KD Miss rate DA H NS
5. T Z T, Caltech Pedestrian Dataset DfEIE I 72D I X)L 2 HWTCFHEi$ 25&, 9 XKED
Miss rate D F-¥9% W TEHi$ 2 D TlE7e <, 0.01 £ 0.0001 @ 2 DO Miss rate % i\ TFHi s 2 D
BRI TH 5.

7z, INSDOBTERILTIIME T 257 EDHAEEZZR L ZFHEGEPEAINTWS. R
M7l & U T, Caltech Pedestrian Dataset T THED AT —)b, BAELTWE A7)V —Ta D
HE A Nk U 7 FEHFE S HE X T4, Caltech Pedestrian Dataset D354, #HTHED A — LT
¥t 5} 1% % 431} 72 Near Pedestrian, Medium Pedestrian, Far Pedestrian 23R INTH D, A7 —V 3
XS 2 #EFE X No Occlusion, Partial Occlusion, Heavy Occlusion BAHEINTWA. I 60D
FEAMfEHE, Daimler, INRIA, ETH Dataset IZEWTHHHT 5 Z &M TE . CityPerson Dataset T
1%, /INE AT % F1illi§ 5 Reasonable small, A7)V — Y 3 > DR\ x47# % G4l 3% Reasonable
Occlusion, 7—X v MOETOHITH 2T 2 All OFHEHFEIAHR IO TN S,

2.3.3 HOG %#E & CNN ORI

2015 fERABE D AT HEMITEL, CNN 2 R— 212 U BT ERHENERICIREI TS, 22
T, 2004 £ 5 2009 FEDHTEMH TNV 5 T W72 HOG R & AlexNet DRFEERE
DMEREE M a7V ATHET S, o 70 7L AlZIE, INRIA Person Dataset % {#ifJ L, False
Positive Per Window (FPPW) 12 & 0 FEAii 3% . HOG R % 72 1% AlexNet 7 S G L 7=~ v 7
% SVM T8 95 Z L THMILT 5. AlexNet 2513, 3 FMEORMEZ ML, SirHEMmEEREE
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X 2.12: 2 BB Dk HRE DR R

HEET 5. 12HIE, 1 BHDOBEAAARED A — )L Hh 5 HOG FHEE &[RRI 9 J5 1M D Al Kt
TEHEH—F )& IOMGEIRL TR~y 72 ¥E L, 7oy 2ESbe e A N7 T L bE1T - 72
BTHD. 2T, OMDOAI—FVIFEFIZEDERTS. 208K, 1 BEHOEARAAED T —2
VEETERRLUCHM~ Y 72EE 0, 7oy 27 EbE e AN I 02T -RHHMETH S, 3
DHIZ, SEHEHOBEARAAEORE~ y TE2RHEL LTHHETS. 22T, #7325 AlexNet i
ImageNet Dataset T8 L7 €TV &M HT 5 [6].

B4 2.21Z, AlexNet & HOG FHEE DMUTKEE 2 /"9, 9 MDAEL 1A 77 — )V % FH\ W 72 AlexNet &
HOG F#E DREFE % Ml U 721K, AlexNet DMK 1X HOG R K W EMERNLTW5. —
1T, —EED 6 WD H—3)NV%E WS, HOG FEE ORIEFEE L © Miss rate 25 5% HlJ&
LTWb., ZOfERLY, ko HOG R & b AlexNet DRETIO N EMAETH 2 Z & A
RTES. F£7-, AlexNet D 5 BHOEH~ v 72 H\W-54, Missrate 258 2% £ CHIJRTE /-,

234 2EXEBEICK 25 TERY

CNN Z BT EMRLITISHT 556, ICF F0ld & CNN % 2 BB ICHlE U T 2 Mg
%. 2 BeRE OGS I & AT EMIE, BAEERE ML T AR S BT H S 2.8(a) D
R-CNN & [¥] 2.8(b) ® Fast R-CNN 733449 5. 2 BB OIS IC X 2 5785tk x2HHT 285
&, BB DA THATE DR Z G - ICBREIFDO L & WEZ2 TP CRIREZCED T
KPBE L5,

2 BB OMHESE I, K212 D& D5V Y TVDODHEIPFET 256, HBOMIETY Y 7L
D434 & CNN Tillhl 3 2 HipH 2 R L, #%EB¢®D CNN Tzl 27> TWwb. K2.12D &5
2, REED CNN AT 25N — V2 HIRT 282D 5720, #MHIZHIRTE 5.
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2.13: ICF R o fli it CCiik [2] 51 )

B HIRICAWS HITEREE

2 BB OBREKEEIZ B WT, ATBE T 2 @RI E O RIUIIER ICEETH 5 [59]. & LT D
WA TAITERED ZIZ UGS, BBEO CNNIZANEINT IR 25, 72, A I A b
2HZRET 556, @mEIC D A RER AR A2 WA BEN D . 2014 FEIZIRE X 117z Joint Deep
Learning & SDN T, BIED#I#RIZ CSS+HOG R [52] #HHWT WA, F7z, 2015 AR
chmmh%m&wﬁﬁﬁtbfﬁwaTmé.$%Ti,m&@%ﬁ%thfmmbMTmé
FIRIZDOWTFEMITE NS,

Color Self Similarity HOG [52] CSS+HOG &1, AEH TH 5 HOG K& (Z Color Self-
Similarity (CSS) F##m D lFH 2 lAGOEFHETH 5. MIFRIE, HITEOHCIRLE, HHE
DA, NIWMEFEDOCDEALFEL T W 06, HITERBICEN RS G TER
WeENTWe, LU, CSSHREEZmGeROtlERe Hn2s0Tida<, EHEND 2 DDE
FREEDFELE 2 FBE L LTRSS 22T, HITERBICESRREE LS.

Aggregate Channeled Feature [55] Aggregate Channeled Feature (ACF) 1%, ICF 2 X—X{ZF ¥
YAIVRHEE 2 U 2 RICENLHE 2 L TRBYE S Iy b 2EALLTIATHS. ACF THWO
5 F ¥ v RIVRHEIX ICF LB TH D, X2.13 D (a) ASEEOBEHEL, (b) REREZEHL 7=
HER, (¢) HR—IV7 1 VR %EBHAALTZANMEL, (d) Difference of Gaussian (DoG) 7 « )L X % &
AATZEE, (o) ABUEEHE G, ) v VHEHE, (o FEHLMDAR—IVT 1V A, (h)2 HEED 16
F v U RVERHMEEFAND, F v ROVREEEZ I U2, SEHN0IEEITS. ACF O&EMLEE
TlE, &£F ¥ U RIVRBEDO RSN EZRAIL, Fiz2F v U xIVREEZERT 5. Mdi L7z
F ¥V RIVEFEE I, R T MVIZEBI T, Boosted tree (2 AJJ X415, Boosted tree (ZHH L 7z
Fy U AIVREEEANT S LT, WRRREER» S HTERLICAE RS ELZEINTE 5.

F v VAVFHHEE RXR— AL UFER, Fv 2 2VRHEE D4 L & Boosted tree 12 & 5 RH#ED
BIRPEAR MG o TWD. KT, F¥ Y AIVREEOERIZBEWT, N Z—Y a3 vpg
BRF Y UVANVREEEZERTSI LT, @EEIESI LN TES. ACF D5E, HFEHWLHIZ
L0 1HMBHZ0DF ¥ v FVREERIIMNSNT VDD, €I Iy NEERTEIILETF Y32
RO N Z—2a V&P LTWS. ACF 2 ~X—2A L L72FET, Locally Decorrelated Channel
Features (LDCF) [54] &, SquaresChrFtrs [3], Checkerboard [73] %3 5. T o DFikEiE, ACF D
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B IEIN e ] . .-
=l e g slm|m|m Ll 1 L]
mlAEl=15% EE|EB = -
HAROE NN W= |m
(a) LDCF (b) SquaresChrFtrs (c) Checkerboard

2.14: Filtered Channel Feature @ 7 1 )L Z /X% — > (3C#R [3] 51 )

7 2.3: 2 BYREIZ & B 4T M & Region Proposal (2 & % #5478 M o MERE Hriik

FZ7V—=T=a> CNNFEE
Fik AEAC | Miss rate [%] ¥ [fps] || 28— TR I +ag AT —Uabs R—ZEF IV
Joint Deep [57] 2013 39.3 v v v CNN+RBM
SDN [58] 2014 37.87 0.7 v v CNN+RBM
TACNN [60] 2015 | 20.86 (18.8) 1 AlexNet
CCF [61] 2015 17.32 v VGG
Deep Cascade [62] 2015 26.21 15 VGG
DeepParts [63] 2015 11.89(12.9) v GoogLeNet
CompACT [64] 2015 11.75(9.2) v CNN, VGG
SA-Fast R-CNN [65] 2015 9.68 2 v Fast R-CNN
RPN+BF [69] 2016 9.58(7.3) 2 v v RPN (VGG)
MS-CNN [66] 2016 9.95 25 v RPN (VGG)
Fused DNN+SS [68] 2016 8.18 0.5 v SSD
Perceptual GAN [80] 2017 9.48 v Faster R-CNN (VGG)
HyperLearner [81] 2017 ——(5.5) 4 v Faster R-CNN (VGG)
Adap. Faster R-CNN [78] 2018 9.18(5.1) v Faster R-CNN (VGG)
SDS-RCNN [82] 2018 7.63 5 v Faster R-CNN (VGG)
RespLoss [83] 2018 ——(5.0) v Faster R-CNN (ResNet)

AL IZ B\ TR IR ORI 2 KD B D TR, MAD 7 4 W EZNAR -V R BRI Z LT,
Fr UANVREEDON) T - a VEBIEL, X0 EEERSTERIEZERLTWS.

Locally Decorrelated Channel Features [54] LDCF &, X 2.14(a) ® & 5 72 ACF OEH Iz %
BY Y INVOFEMET 1 VR EBAAGUEEEZBIL 7-FETh 5. ENEECHHT 2 AEE 7 «
JV &%, Linear Discriminant Analysis (LDA) [79] iIZ & VRO TWS. Zhuz kb, M LEZF v o *
WVRHIEOMHBEZE D R 22D TE, SREEZFEHTLZ LN TE S,

SquaresChrFtrs [3] KD ACF Tl, —@EY 1 XDATEMNUHZ 1T > Tz, SquareChrFtrs
X, X2.14(0b) D& 5 REHOY A4 ATENLMEIT-oTWA., 2t Ly, EWUETHREL T
T2 A7 =V DN 1357 DRHEE DR T A MEN B I N, AT IV DN R HTHE % S
fbizkitcz 5.

Checkerboard [73] Checkerboard I&, ACF OHEMMIIZH 2.14(c) DF =y H—K— KX =V
D74 NREBIRAOFIETHS. Frvh—R—RRAR=2DT7 4V RIIEHT 132 8% — U ffif]
LTHY, ET74NVREBRADIETF vy U RIVEHHEDON) T a v 2P L, GRElEZE
HLUTW3.

26



B ZRERICAWS CNN X=X DHITEREE

BEBAZHW SN T WS CNN R—ZDBTEMITEIL, K23 DL 5BIN—TRINTESH. £2.3
D B E 2 B 0BT R EZ R LUTE D, F¥45 5 Region Proposal 2 & % #Ax47H k% R
LTWa. 22T, “Miss rate” 1250 T 11T W 5 FfE 1% Caltech Pedestrian Dataset D 7 <)L % H\W T,
FPPI 7% 0.1 725 0.001 £ T®D Miss rate D2 RUMETH 5. 71y INOEAEIL, Zhang 512k -
TEREINZHLWT /7= a3 v F—XEHAWTHIHE U 722D Miss rate 28 LT\ 5 [67]. AfHi
TiE, D) A=YR=ZADHITHEMEIEE 2) 7V —T a v EBERIONIG U 7 A7 &ML, 3) CNN
FHR: & OV 72 BT E MR, 4) A7 —VICHIE U2 B8 E, 5) Yo/ —TIzbEE an
BT FERHEIZ DO WTIRR S,

NR=YR=—Z2DHTEREE CNN R—2DHTH DN —Y fFHE W7z FHIZ, Joint Deep
Learning [57] 3% %. Joint Deep Learning I&, CNN THITHIZN T HEN -V DAaT7 2 AL,
RBM THiE UK E & 2 a7 2 AU T AP ERD»Z#HAT 5. AJJHEi# % Joint Deep Learning
ANASUEBRIZ, BRSO STHEDOR A=V I T 5 2a 72T 5. 22T, HAUBEDHIE
(21 Deformation JE2 % v, Fifd DR~ v 756 REL A=Y DIREMEZI D FRoTWwad, 2L T,
Deformation J&§ CTHUS U 72K~ v 72 T, BHITEDE/S—VITHT 5237 %2445, RBM IZ
I, CNN DBEHAAETROND I~y TeHZ A=V IINTHAaT 2 AT 5. AJ1d % CNN
DRI~y T, WEDHIRIZY A 200 1RETASTT 5. 1 BHOD CNN T o /e B 7#H D
BNX=DIZHTHATTIE, RBMOEEDOEAEL LTHWSNS. Joint Deep Learning 1%, #47#
D=V FEB ORI E T RBM 2l b LT WA 728, READE(LIZHE/ 2 ST EREZ2EBRL T
AN

Joint Deep Learning 232 X N2 1812, B7H QIR RHIS DR/ S—Y TldaL, HTED
EERE, NG DS— % H\ 7z Switchable Deep Network (SDN) [58] 232F X 1T\ 5. SDN
&, BITHEO BLEEOM, TLEHONN— VS SN A RN =Y 2 EIR LA S FE T L
T, BRELRSTHEREZEZ LTV, Si7ED/N—Y OERIL, Switchable BiZ Xk > Tirbivs.
Switchable J& %, HAAAUE L 7— 1 > ZUWEEIZ & 0 B~ v 7% Spatial Pooling IZ & 0 73—V {5
IZ43#] L, Switchable Restricted Boltzmann Machine (SRBN) (Z & D #H47EZ D/ 8=V 2 3& L T\ 5.

% 7z, Joint Deep Learning X> SDN @ & 5 ([ZHATHDE A=Y ORHEEZ W TR T 5D TIEZR
<, FEHEZHTHEDRED /=M U TRFIVT 1 %5 2 % DeepParts [63] HIREINTW5S.
DeepParts (%, RiE:DOBHEAIE L T RIVALEDER D AED SEBD CNN ZHEEL, BB OMHAL
B e T UENER > TWRWS=1Z0 U TRFIVT 1 25 %%, DeepParts DEH TIE, B
DOMHEAIE L 7 _RVAEOZTNENTHEE LU CNN &, Zho2HA L CNN O3 D2iHT 5.
ZDLE, #if L7z CNN ORIBIIHEHT D CNN & b K& L, BIBOMIEAIE L T XVALE TR L
DFELTVBNN=VIZH LTI VT 1 D52 560, BRNRHOPEONS.

CNN FHEZ WS TERIZE  CNN 2 o il U 2 RE L iR HIFE EEZ Aas b 7z
RFEH7TFiE L LT, Convolutional Channel Feature (CCF) [61] 7% 5. CCF %, ACF & CNN %
HEDEISITEMBIETH 5. WRD ACF TI, LUV HEPAREGED 10 F ¥V 2VDF ¥~
IVEHE R % Boosted tree (Z AJJ L TW7z. CCF Tld, CNN 25356 NB R~ Y 7% F v 2 )UK
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MEX LU TANTS. CCFTHHTE 2y N7 —2FT)IE, AlexNet ¥ VGGNet, GoogLeNet [29]
THIEENTWS A, 16 BD VGGNet Al BEW& XN TW5A. CCF X, 16 B®D VGGNet 7 5%
LNBLBORE~ Y Th o, SHITEMREICE 2R EE % Boosted tree TIEIRT 22 LN TE 57
O, ERELSITERLZFERL TWS.

Complexity-Aware Cascade Training (CompACT) [64] (%, CNN 7> 5155 115 R *> Self-similarity (SS) [84],
Checkerboard, LDA %Z%if#& & U, AdaBoost THyalnlas & U CRHEE %2/ # N 2 BT EMRHTETH
%. SS % CB, LDA, CNN OFi#iE% AdaBoost THH U756, K% HUEICRHEE 238 IRT 5
728, CNN ORENZL BRI NS, ZTD720D, SS X ACF 72 & O LRl i) s (2 R s % B
TEREEEIREINT, FHRENERICRD, BAIEENKIEC ERT 5. CompACT I, ##
IFZRFER DG HE I A ML FEIES Z LT, SS X ACF 74 ¥ O R s I R & 7 2 — R
AdaBoost TERIND LSI2F5. Zhizky, Mgz L OB RZHEIKTE 2720, &
BEDP DR R AATEMRIE 2 EBL TV 5.

AT =IICHIG L STEREE 2 BEOSTERBIRIIE W THTED AT — )WL 7=
RFWH 72 FE & LT, Scale Aware Fast R-CNN (SA-Fast R-CNN) 73% %. SA-Fast R-CNN (%, Fast
R-CNN Oi#AlfER2HNTH2H2Y b T =7 (BT 2Y NI =) AT =)V RKEVHITH & AT —
VDN WHTHEZHINT 2L ITTNTN2 OMET 5. BILRHIE, 200% 73y b7 =295
BEAIT7E2HNL, HBHEDAT =V ER—AZEMINTT S & TRAMZBHA T 2YE
T5., 2T, BITHEDRT —)VITHERRSTERBAAIEETH D, Caltech Pedestrian Dataset
DAY F I =228 WT Miss rate % 10%ATDOVEREZ KL T\ 5.

ZDMDSHITEMBEE  Task Assistance-CNN [63] (TA-CNN) (%, Multi-task Learning (Z & 0 217
HLHROBYEZFEHIES Z e Tati e gt 2 ZH LU TW A HITERIBIETH 5. M
U7 ra oL, MEPHIEEICES>TWS Y, HHlREDIFETHL. £/, TROBEME
42D T AV T—varvDT =Xty MpOEINTED, EXK, @Yy sfEEHL.
FDJEM X Semantic Tasks &\ D AIEIC L D 15X 5. Semantic Tasks £, ¥F/ AV TF—Ya v
DT — X+ v hH 5 Hard Negative Z ML, £ A YT —32 3 D F )L & Hard Negative DR HY
MEZES LEbLEEZ e TEMEEMS L TWD. EEREX, Task- Constrained Deep Convolutional
Network (TCDCN) 12 & 5 FZE A DEMAFIS &, Task-wise early stopping (2 & 2 it7 & O %217 -
T3 [85]. TCDCN & Task-wise early stopping I%, A1 VX AT DFEHEHPTEE51CH T XA
JEFETELD, MERLEZARRIZLTWS.

Deep Cascade [62] 1, # AT — FEEEZID AND Z & TY 7R A L TUM AT e A TE MR INTE
ZEILLTW5S. Deep Cascade 1%, 2 BOM LG Cled @l BT HEMIIETHS. 22T, Deep
Cascade D ETELIZ I VeryFast A EEH T 1T\ 5. Deep Cascade Tld, K/INDHUMENRIRS 2y b7 —
JEFNVE2DOMAWN, HATF—RNRIZBEELTWS. 22T, /NS 3RY b7 —2 (Tiny CNN) (X
VeryFast DEZEZHH L, KB 3 Y b7 =202y N7 — 7 DBEBRICEET 5. &xb#
Bz d B KBS + vy N7 — 214, VeryFast & Tiny CNN 2343173 & HIE L7255 DAFH I 5 72
b, @EHEIZHITEERETE 3.
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+2.4: 2 BB IZ & 2417 H M & Region Proposal (2 & 2 #17# M H DM RELLER

Reasonable | Reasonable small | Reasonable occlusion All
2 BB o (LDCF+VGG) 33.15 58.42 81.55 68.07
Region Proposal D! (Faster R-CNN) 22.87 50.84 54.95 47.53

2.3.5 Region Proposal X — X D&{TEREE

Region Proposal N\ — A2 DAH{TEMIIE, BITEGEMBEIROMR 2 & B it #s RO S £
T —D20D3%y N7 —2 THUHF 5. Faster R-CNN X SSD %D, 1 DD % v b7 —27 THlfER%
H T & 2RI IED %49 5. Region Proposal R— 2D FIEDFflE, HirHEMRE O —HEDML
AR —~ORXY N =27 TUMTE 5720, SEIZHTERBDTETHS. T LT, ITHoD—H
DAELZ B —D % v bV —2 T End-to-End (ZFEH T 57280, 2 BBEOBTHEMRMILL Y mkiEIc4
ITEERITE 5.

2 BRBEOMIHEEIEIZ B 1) 2 H1T7E M & Region Proposal N\ — A D FEDMHKEE % [LIKT 5. 2 B
RO ERLE 12 B 1) 2 78R, §IBHIZ LDCF 2{#H U, %2 VGGNet D 16 JEE T )L (LA
T, VGG16) %#f#if1 9 5. Region Proposal X— A D FILETIE, VGG16 % X — AIZFEH L 7= Faster
R-CNN % f#fi 3§ %. 5 —X+ v MZIX CityPerson Dataset % I\ T, Reasonable, Reasonable small,
Reasonable occlusion, All D 4 D OFHllifEEE CRHlid 5. K 2.4 12 2 B OMITHEIE 12 B 1 2 BT8R
ik & Region Proposal ~— Z DATEMATEDMMFER 2 /RS, £ 2.4 DFEHRA 5, Region Proposal
N — 2 DBIFERIENE 2 BRSO H1TEMAE & 0 2T OFMFEEUZ 51 T Miss rate 2MEWNZ &A%
DIr%. X2.1512, Faster R-CNN IZ & BB TEMKIER 2T, K 215D & 512, @EHDO/NE 74
P RRERITN Ui © & T\ 5. Region Proposal R —ZADFIEITKEN R <, LIEHIZ
SR R AYEWV. L7z, R-CNNIZHTB DG & OFEHOFEL L ETH D, £BtD CNN D
HPEEIZH LW, IS DOHHNS, 2016 FLARED 175 Mt Tld Region Proposal X —ADF
BRSO NT WS,

2T —=IVICHIS L SiTEREE ST ERIICB O TRIEREE 2 KEICE TS E2ERDO—D
EUT, BITEHEDAT —IVOREND 5. HITERETIE, HA A FI12 X0 R L 2 ETEG D
SHTEERE T 2HENRDH D, HEAA T OHITEETOMEI EGITAET S, HEGEFD
BIFHEDAT —VIINS K725, 72, HEHEIZT L -0 5%2IE1ET 5 £ TH 2 EEHREZ
ML T B2, @S OBTEMRBIEBEAR T RGBT TH 5.

Region Proposal X — 2 DYIMEBHE K, REHEOBRETE Y v 32 7)) v 7 I NG L7k
W~y 7EHWTHETS. D728, Region Proposal X — A DA% % & 15 O A7 H MR H G H
TEHEDNRHREETH L. HITEDAT —IVEEZ RIS 572017, Zhang S5IFN—ZAF A Y TflifHT 2
RPN 25&E FDHTEEMBTESL LD 1T k4R 2y N7 =27 DHRE%E1T>TW5 [14]. Zhang 5 »°
ToRIEEID, RINT 2RE~ Y TOMEEE LIF5Z 2 THS. VGGNet & X — A ITHEHEX
1% RPN (% VGGNet O itk D5 HIA A& h S YRl s & M i U T\ 5 A%, Zhang 5@ RPN 13
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2.15: Faster R-CNN (2 & 2 #{7&M i HE 5
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BED 7= VI TEERD BRWZBRORE~ v TR AV TR E R T 5. 2tk D, &
2T SR~ Yy TOMBEDN LAY, NERBTEBMETELL51CLTWDS. £z, Hi7H
DFRIZEEAL U 72 Hard Negative & & © SR EIZHMHITZ % X 512, Boosted Forest 2 & A9 57 7
—yIZHEALTWS, ZDX5kxy N7 =27 DL 57 7 —FIL, Shanshan & DT
HEO M FEFNTWS. Shanshan 51, ANEBEOY 1 X% 245125522 T, EBETEIRE~ Y
T OMMRE % ] EXE T3 [78]. F7z, CityPerson Dataset T3 L 7z Faster R-CNN % 7L h L —
=V 295 Z LT, Caltech Pedestrian Dataset D A&7 EMHKEE 2 M LI ET W5,

BATHED AT — X IE U 72 Bl D47 E ik & LT, Multi-scale CNN & Perceptual Generative
Adversarial Network (Perceptual GAN) 23% %. MS-CNN Tl¥, —#%#7%: Faster R-CNN TIZFFED 1
DOJEDHE v 775 RPN & Fast R-CNNIZ K D i 2170 T\ 7 s, Bfx @Ok y 72 Fwv
THRIEZITS 7 70 —FThd. ZOT770—FIESSD LBITH Y, B4 REORE~ v 7 Sl
D T & TR — IR ST H B % ATEEIZ LT\ 5. Perceptual GAN 1, A7 — )L D/NX
YIHARDRE~ v 7% A7 — IV DK EVYIEDRHE~ v 712 Generative Adversarial Network (GAN) [70]
THEMUTZ2FETH S [80]. ZHUT LD, NS 2YMEOKLZ X 0BRSS Z L AETH 5.

BRELUTAIN—2avICHiG LS TEREE HBHOESTY —VIZBWTA I V-T2
VIISTEPHBEEOMERBBRPSBELP TV, A7 NV—Va ik, HEEREOBEZET
SHLZERNDO—DTHB. HIHHEDA V-V a2, HBESEOATYIC L BRNE, SiTH
FLOBRIZLZBNEDS. ATYNCEDZ A7V —Va v T, RV T4y Il Ay T—
¥a v EAWEGEPEE CREI DTV S.

Fused DNN %, SSD O#&{FHERHMER L YV T 1y 7w AV T =2 a3 vV OfER% Soft-rejection
based Network Fusion (SNF) iZ & VAT 52 & T, SBELRSTEREZEHRL TW5 [68]. Fused
DNN T, 1ZU®IZ SSD IZ & 2 BT HBMHEEOBRIL L ¥ v Ty 72 T AT =Y a v i{FS.
ZZT, ¥ VT 14w ¥ A YT —¥ 3 iZid Fully Convolutional Network (FCN) [86] % X — & 12
MEFEL 72 CNN 2L CTW 5. Bl L7 BT EBEMERE ZOfEOe~ v Tav /w7 A v T —
¥ a v ORERIE, SNFIZAN S NTHEAMNBBITHRHIM R Z 11T 5. SNFIE, #Riti U7z 5755
MBI LTO L 1 DTNV TEETEDTIHRL, SSDORIERAIT eI v T4y 72T Ay
T—YavOEEPS TNV ERAT—Y) I LTWS, Bp5T7T7u—Fe LT, ExrvTav ik
TAVT—=2a v TR, Ty IHRCA T T T u—, B GEEER) SRt L, Fv
YANVRED K S ITlAB DY S Z & THITEME ONEE % [ [ X ¥ % HyperLearner 2R I T
W3 [81]. XU Tav T AT =2 a VBT RMMITIZTRA NN, IV T a4y
B TAVT =2 arvDIRVERCTICHTEOMHEEE FEMH L FEHTERL, SMrERBO%
BEZ A LI BT EMIBEDIRESI N T WS,

HATE R OER D AFE LR T OWEERISEB 2 AT E ML L LT, Wang 5 D Repulsion Loss
H3% 5 [83]. Repulsion Loss i, HITEHEDNT YT VT Ry 7 A% EETEHHEIZ, GTONY VT«
VIR O REMB VNI VT4 VIR Y O A kR TR HRERBE, GTONY VT 1 V7 KRY
IGALWH VTN YT 4 TRy I A% I 552080 2 DD % /" L T\W5. Repulsion
Loss DEAIZ LD, BHITHEOHIZHAETENY VT 1 V7 Ry 7 AHRHGIEE, BERIEER AT
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(a) TEEDCNNIZ & 2SI R 7 DX (b) Multi-task LearningiZ X 2 %% 2 7 %%

— Y 2U3DHA

2.16: Heterogeneous Learning % & A L 7z CNN

FWIEZEB L T\WA. Wang 5D Repulsion Loss 1, 2018 1235 1F % Caltech Pedestrian Dataset D
RNYFI=2IZBWVWT by 7OMREZFEB L TW5.

2.4 Multi-task Learning

BEDORAI % 1D2D%y N7 —2T¥YH, @Rikd 57 7u—F & LT, Multi-task Learning 7°%
5. BBORA 2R BT 256, M216 DESIZ1D2DXRAZIZH LTI 203y hT—2 %
BL, #B#Ts770—FrWoNnTWz. LAL, IN56D7 7a—FIE3Eild 5 & A2 BH8n
U7zBRICEHR 2 A b B HFIL CTHEINd 5. — /5T, Multi-task Learning 1£[X 2.16 D & 5124y b7 —
IJDOHNEUNDEE 2R A7 THELL, BXAZER#BTSH. 2k, 1D20xy b7 =2
TEBDORZ A2 2F#HTED. 2LT, SHANEPSBONRIMHER» S ZNETND XA Y THaE
ERHEL, *v N7 —2%%8 3 5. Multi-task Learning ® —# & L T, Heterogeneous Learning %%
& %. Heterogeneous Learning |&, &% X2 CHEEAEZBMT HEIT, R8O EHABK
Till%E2H T 57 70 —FTh5. Heterogeneous Learning DRFEIL, DX A7 PMIGR A7 %
H—Dtvy b -7 T¥H, BHTELENTH5.

SNV FIZEBFEHOGE, EUDIZFET Xty Mo M EOFEY VTV E#ERL, 1=
Ny FEAEKT B, MAEAOFEEY VT NVary FT—=2IZ AT B I L TEEEE L KD, CNN
DA—ANVAEGEADNT A=K 0% | BEHT 5. O, Multi-task Learning %2 CNN (ZHEA
TH5E, REDXAZ 1T U CiRARBRZE D Y TTHEEMAE L 2KkD 5. Multi-task Learning
X, FHEORI=w b, BRRXZAZIZNTEZAAT7E2HEILTWE., TODD, XA ¢t HElEH
REDIRARIZ & o THABEE RGN 2R ENPH 5. FRHEEDLEIZN (2.17) D L2 /LA 2 Fiisk
ZHWV, FBOGERZR 218 DI/ ATy baE—EEEZHWS., TULT, X AT DFEEEE
Ly 05, R (2.19) OFEVEREEE VT CNN OF — XV AEEEAZ EHT 5.
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M
. 1
Lfegresswn _ i Z ly—o ||% 2.17)
m=1

. 1
L?ecognztwn _ M Z —y 10g0 (2.18)
m=1
6 «— 0+A0
52
- - Z Lat=1 "t 1 2.19
00 @19

CNN (2 X 5D JENE 238§ 2 Bl T, @M OB EN:Z ¥ — D CNN THE$ 2 FEIEZE <
REINT W [87,88,89] ZNid, HirHEBEHAFBMOMEICESWTHRKTH S [90]. —HT, H
—® CNN IZ & W DR KR, HITEEMEZ IV F X A7 %% K% Heterogeneous Learning (<
FOHET D FELREINT VS [85,63]. TOBUZ, EEDR AT ZRMZEET57-DD7
TH—F L UT, EAMTEEEBBOXE®, PEY Y TVOHRNLEEFELEALTWEF
EHES 5.

25 F&H

AETIE, HEFRFHIT THO SN S CNN OEEMER LG XY E R 2 R R 72502, BEmRICD
VTitbk.Zhiﬂi(NN%% 9 2@ ORGP, 2y T — ﬁ@Hﬂﬁﬁ IDOWTIRAR
7z. F7z, CNN % R— 2 2R X 7z AlexNet ¥ VGGNet, ResNet 5 O [l 546 T — I W S
NBET VIOV THMAL 7RI, CNN OPALIEREZ Al LB BB DWW TR AT, 2.2 BT,
CNN R — 2 DYHEMHTE & BT ERBTEIZ DWW T DY — A 247\, IR AR, —iy
KHWSNE T =Xy MZDOWTOFERIT-72. 2.4 ETIE, Multi-task Learning ® 7 )L T X
LDFHH L, EAM EHEAEEKEDEY I T AEEFEIZIOWTHEL, 27,

DBEDETIX, 3FL 43, 55, 6FIIDVWTHRS, 3ZETIE, RilEL 2y N7 —22%D
NIA—RBDB ML — RA7OBRIZH ZMEICI Y M. ZOMER @RS 272012, AT
Random Dropout & Ensemble Inference Networks Z 2 L, /8T A — X DENZIHI L RHB S 3y b
7= ORI EXES. 4BETIE, 2 OOMBEIZOWTEYME. 1 DHIX, EAEFRERE
&7 70 —FIIREDR A DBEDOA RN EIEET7 70 —FRHVONEETHD. BE
FHETIE, REAZIIBI2EEEEDIESODE2EE L CHEABROEA2Z KDL T, i
LZEBDRAOREERA ESES. 20HIE, VY TVBOEEWMENY T ADKEMET LYY
WIRTH B, BETIETIE, £2 7R8I 59 7L0OEEL S MY CNNANANTEH Y T
EENT LT, PEVVINDI I ADME RN LI5S, SETIE, HETEOHWRIZ 7
W 272012, 2y N7 —IHPEMRLZEEE <Y 7 TRELL 72 Attention map % W THENT 3 241
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R E TV EINHT 5. EROEREMERHEE T VOMERE N 25 S LY WHEE R T
572017, HRMENTE T2 513515 Attention map % Attention #fE~ G T 5. Attention £
IR EOHEBOREAMAI T2 Try N7 =2 O LERER M EX B2 FETH D, Rl
ZBEWTE S HIBR L 728 Z aT b § 2 R NEIHFIE S AEMEIER ICR V. ARETIE, SEINET
BHE 7 )L % fk5K L T Attention £§## % 3 A L 7z Attention Branch Network % #2849 5. SEHEHIHHE
T V% Attention BB 5 Z & T, HENHIHE T VOMERR%Z M L 2D, Attention map (Z X
LIEBTEROES %2175 Z 2D TE 5. 6 ETI, Attention Branch Network % b3 12 )GHT 5.
Attention Branch Network % 5#{LF#ENSHT A Z & T, T—Y =¥ b ZHIHET ZBUTER U 72 5K
AL TESLLDICT 5.
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R

Random Dropout & Ensemble Inference

Networks IC & 2 5{TE R & Z2HERH

K7 EFERRIDVIRIE T TD B 7 4 NOHWr &2 28529 % ADAS Tld, St CrEEsalil 2wk
FETRH, AT 2 0ENHD. £72, ADAS IZBIT D I 05 OFRFMEMMNIE, N DK AGA A
L OB ETE2RENDH L7280, FTEIZANDEOHAGREZEREST I LEND L. STHEBRL &
PR E, HEA A TMBEOE T L —LEAVIAELER T V- L EHWS GEIIAEINS.
AATER & BRI, HEAA TMBROR T L — LAV HEEERT V- L2 HWD
FCRHEINE, BRIV —L2%2HAVEFIEE, AV TFANCHESBEREZAMNATE S720, @k
JER MR R RE L 2B, LA LALS, IV FFA MR SERIZ, HEaR FIEFEICE
W, ZRIZHLT, B—T7 L — A KBTI, ERETREDTIRETH 208, EfTERE KM
DZEPECTH | MOEGD & SFEE IR, AT 20EPH 5. ARETIE, HEAATIZX
LEG LBV AT LD R EHNE T 5720, B—T7 L =012k 5 HETHNZ21T5.

BT ERIL BT, CNN 2 W27 7Te—F 2 E CIREI DTV [11,58]. Ll
W5, CNN ZHW27 70 —FIdmWHEZEKXL TWE A, HBory N -2 28ALKY,
JE % KEIEMT 5 Z L TR LMEREZ I EXETVWE. 2 DEBERDZODFRIE, *v b
T = DNRT A= KIBIZENEES. NI A= XEOBWIMIFHEI A N2 KIFIZENnE &5
728, ADAS D X 5 LAl AAABERIZ K D2 BREL TG EICKRERMEL 5.

CNN DX T A — X Lo DE ke &2 BT 572012, Ptz m L85 720I2 W
545 Dropout % f|f 3 5. Dropout i, FERHI~EDHEETTI VX LZa=y FEERL, &
% 01295, JVALITEIRT 52 =y ML, SHEHUHTERS. Fx ik Dropout DEARD 2 5
CEHT . 1 DHIK, FEUABIZBNT, 2=y FOREMEZ 02T 2HGEZEE L TWDR, 2
DHIE, FEHREANOEAIZEE->TED, #AIRHZFEROMEIIITONTVWAVWKTHS.

AR TIX, Dropout Z# X—A & U7z 2 DOFEEZEET S, 1 DHIF, FEHEHZH WS Random
Dropout, 2 DHIX, #HIKIZH % Ensemble Inference Networks (EIN) T& 5. Random Dropout i,
FEFEMCInEEEZ 02T 28EE2 T VA LITHET S, ZHITLD, SHTHECERORNP I

WIZALICN U Tty b7 =2 280, UMM ZA ESE5. EINE, #ELA1D20%y
=067 v RLMTER LUz =y bOREEE 0123 2 8kEE 2 EBER L, R&al
NEREDHE TiEZE WD Z & THAT 5. MEDRLLIEBOEREED A Y b7 —2 2
THHL, @29 562 LT, iR &R 2 BT 5.

35



(a) Dropout (b) DropConnect (c) DropAll

3.1: Dropout D FE A D Fik

3.1 FBEEZE

Za—Ih2xy b= 0FHITHEWT, NEMREEZ A EX 5 ER{EE L LT Dropout [12] 238
%. Dropout 1%, K 3.1(a) DL S REGEDO L=y NEFELZEEE T T VX LTERL, 0
JBEMEE 0L THEE T2 FETHS. RGDH DL, 2=y bOIEEMEZ 01T 2581 ml
20, 1=y bOIREMEEEREST 2B m, 211232522, IBHDO2=Y I j OIEEHEZ ]
HLT\W5. Dropout %, FHEHFMWMTRALZ 1=y N2 EIRT L2 T, BAd—HBOMEEHELD
BRONZGEICBVTHRANTELZLSITRY NI =T BRDNRT A =R PEEING., ZONHE
k0, 2y N7 - o#FEEINHL, NEMEREEZN ETE 5. BRI, PEHRICEELZ
=y MOINEME 0 12T 5 EEE 2=y NOIRNEHIZEET 5.

z; =¢(Wx+b) -m; 3.1

Dropout % % & |Z DropConnect [91], DropAll [92], Adaptive dropout [93] A 42X I 1T\ 5. Drop-
Connect I, 3.b) DEDIKESEAE T VX LITERL, TOMEEAZ 0IZTEITETHS.
DropAll i%, BI3.1(c) D& D=y b &IEEEAZMAERNL, #RUZ2=y MZBRLGEEEHE
ALEIRUAEGEADM A% 0123 5FETHS. Adaptive dropout 1, FHIZEH 1=y bDJ&
BhE%E 012 2E A %KD B /7L TH 5. Adaptive dropout 1%, IEEMEZE 012 2 E & %KD BB,
Dropout 2175 %y N7 =2 2{7bR\\A Y NI =2 D2 D% FHETHHENH L. TD2H, FH
3 A N HEKD Dropout & AT 2 fFHEIZR 5.
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AR N Maxout 7—VU V& Maxout O WHE
BoLIfE BHAHE a
LELE
1=y hOHIREE 60% 30% “%  40% 70% % 60% 50% %

C
BHMER

3.2: Random Dropout ® 7 )L IV X L

32 REFE

AR TIX, Dropout # X—A & U722 DOFEEZEERT S, 1| DHIEX, FHKHZHWV S Random
Dropout TH 0, 2 DHIE, #AIRFIZH WS EIN TH 5. AT 2 DOREFIEDOFMIZ DOV TiR
R5.

3.2.1 Random Dropout

KD Dropout T, MEMEZ 012F52=y FhDOEEIX, FSEHUHET—ETHD. RET D
Random Dropout I, J&&E% 01295 1=y MOEEGEZEEHUMTT VX LB TE 5. K32
IZ Random Dropout @ 7 )L 3V X L% 7R3, Random Dropout I%, FH 1 EHD L &, KEDI=v
~ DHIIEHE 2 60% & 30% & LTWwWaH. £UT, BHH2EHETIX, 40% & 70% & LTH Y ZHEHL
HTRL>TWS, ZZED, 2=y MR RLSTHRU LS BRRER/ROND LS ITF A —
AWEFEINE 0, M2 LSRN TES. 22T, HIEBROHMIEX, HS5H1LUD
BETHNRITA—RL L, 2a=y MPHIBEINRNESICT 5.

3.2.2 Ensemble Inference Networks

EIN X, #E L7721 20%y N =0 oERAERLZ G- EEBERL, TS50 %
METHILT, &Rt 1%2185. BINICX 200X, K33DLk5121)BAAAES X
CT—V) VI RIZE PR~y TOARK, 2) BEROLMEEEIC X280, 3) REHEOHKAED 3 DOh
SR TV,
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@) BHFRAH=1—F )by bT—7 T

" asnnm  T-UVIR Maxout e -
BHDHM | ot maanm J-VUYUE|EBEAY bLicEs

— (b)Ensemble Inference Networks:

n
o
N
w

|
|
| 0.23
I 015| RiE mm 023
| 0.77 . Hi7E 077
| .
! 042
FEANY VIcER e
I 042 TR FIE . EE 026
| - 058 & 073
|» 058 |&Y5AT |-
V—F :
I 0.77
| :
| 0.85 AME ’ﬁ“:%; 042
| A H17& 085
|
|
|
1

Step.1 £ v TDER Step.2 EHDLFEAREICL HH5] Step.3 IGEEDHES

33: EINOT L ITY XL

BEHRAABHLTT—) VJE EINDEAAAEL LT —Y Y JJEIE, /KD CNN & [H DAL
HTHh5. EINIL, BRIEEOSIEAEEEHRERT 20, BAAAEE -V VI EIZLETH
5. ZZT, BARIAAREE TV ITEE MU BORBREREAN PLEUTHRET 2. Zhi
BEBU-E2EEEICANTEILT, BAAABBLO =V VI EONI AR E LTS i E
L, AHEIA N ZHIBT S LN TES.

LHEABOER KD CNNIZ X BRI, X 3.3) D& IR L2 EHEEBIZAN
U, £ AZHTH2Aa 7204535, ZorE, AkTseEA6EIE1 >TH5. EINIZX, M
33b) DESIIZEBUEZAY NI =7 DEEEE R LIZT VR LTERLZ2=y FOISEEZ 0
A efEaEE NEAETS. TLUT, BERIZ M EAERLZ2E I AILTE Y T AD
AAT7%RDB., ZTNE NEITHZ LT, WEDRL e zEL TEONZ NHDES I A
DAIAT%RDBEIENTE B,

323 WEEOHME

HIEiCRO 7B RAEGBIZB T 22 T Ak OMER O, ZHAVTEENRH 2k 5. £7, &
ERBEOMERE 7 S AT LITKINT S, 202 E, K75 AIHT2IGEMOES%E S, £ T 5.
EIN D& 2 7 21263 2 Bk i fy Sy 1%, vhoefiil SMedian Xospthyfy §Mean 5k fiff SMaw jn 5
ks, 22T, COMOBEHGEINEL TWELIE, MEREILICROEIENTED LD
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#3.1: &7 — XLy MIBITSH CNN OFidE

F—=Rtv b | ANME 1EH 2MHE 3MH 4RH SRH 6 i H e
JEPR KTE KT
AR | Maxout | =V 7 | [#AHAH | Maxout | 7=V v | BHAHA | Maxout | =V V7 | 2=y M| 2=y M| 2=y M| YT bV IR

Caltech 108x36x3 | 40,9x5 2 2x2 64,5x3 2 2x2 32,3x3 2 2x2 1,000 500 100 2
Daimler 96x48x1 100,5x3 2 2x2 80,5x4 2 2x2 70,5x4 2 2x2 1,000 500 100 2
GTSRB 64x64x3 60,5x5 2 2x2 80,5x5 2 2x2 120,4x4 2 2x2 2,000 1,000 300 43

HOG+SVM REFE TRUE
[ Y v e} [ Y s e}
Y FODSRARRF 4 iFALSE iFALSE B
&= B2
— 1EEBO%E —— 2 ERPEE OB —

3.4: 2 BRFEALERIZ & B B TE M

Wb L T\ 3.

3.3 BEFEICLDHITERY

ARFHETIE, M34DELH 22 BBEOMEMEZAWSZ L THITEE2MET S, 1 BBEEHT
HOG+SVM % W THA7E DIREMESR OB 0 AAZITS. T U T, 2 BEH T D IAA L ESI
U CRETEIZ & b B zi#in 247 5.

3.4 FHMEER

AT, Caltech Pedestrian Dataset[74], Daimler Mono Pedestrian Benchmark Dataset[77], German
Traffic Sign Recognition Benchmark (GTSRB) Dataset[94] % FH\\ T, REFEOMREZFHIT 5. £
EFEDOFHEI T, Random Dropout & EIN OZIRIZDWTHRGEES 5. £72, MEREZFHIET 57201
MFEFEE DI %21T 5.

Random Dropout O EFEAfi T &, Dropout @ i3 & & U Random Dropout @ il 3 o i [ %
Zib X THIR T 5. Dropout ¥ 7z 1% Dropout D FEEE D FIEDHIJREK L, 40% 75 90% £ TE
{ft X+ %. Random Dropout D HJEHK I, HIEED FRIEE 0% & L, ERMEZ 40% 5 90% %
TZLTE 5. EIN OMREFHEICIX, AR T 228G OME 1 7o 33 T THiE%
R4 5. FILREKROKERE S S, Random Dropout & EIN D85 A —X 2 REL, RERKOHITH
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m Dropout
DropConnect
DropAll
Random Dropout

3
8

°
8

90

g 80 g 80
=] = =
il 70 i 70 15
T T #
< z 10
] ] ar
5 50 % 50
= = 5
40 40
30 o0 . 0
0% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 0% 0% £0% 70% 80% 0% 0% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%
EREHZI R EIG (%] EREHEI IR EIS (%] EREHEI R EIS (%)
(a) Caltech Pedestrian Dataset (b) Daimler Mono Pedestrian Benchmark Dataset (c) GTSRB Dataset

3.5: Dropout & 5#3 % T & Random Dropout D RE EL#

M IR & BEEERERETE % Lk § 5 2 & THRA&I 7 MERE % F1lid 5. Caltech Pedestrian Dataset T i,

CNN, HOGI[S8], HogLbp[95], LatSvm-V2[51], VI[96], DBN-Isol[97], ACF[55], ACF-Caltech[55],

P1s[98], FPDW[99], ChuFtrs[2], CrossTalk[100], RandomForest[101], MultiResC[102], Roerei[103],

MOCOI[104], Joint Deep[57], Switchable Deep Network[58] & Eb#9" 5. Daimler Mono Pedestrian

Benchmark Dataset Tl&, CNN, HOGI8], Shapelet[105], HogLbp[95], LatSvm-V2[51], VI[96], RandomForest[101],
MultiFtr{106], MLS[107] & tbiRd 5. F7z, EE%EEERTIX, Random Forests, Human Performance[108],

Multi-Scale CNNs[109], Multi-Column Deep Neural Network[11] & Lb#RS 5.

BT =Xy MZHUTHHAT 22y NV =2 0OEE R 31 IZRT. FPRITA-RIE, 2V
N7 — 2 OFEFEEE 50 Hll, FE{EENL 0.01 £ L, Caltech Pedestrian Dataset & Daimler Mono
Pedestrian Benchmark Dataset ® I =\ F4 + X% 5, GTSRB Dataset ® I =/ 3y FH 1 Xk 40 &
T 5. FFERIL, SHERITLTWA.

Caltech Pedestrian Dataset DFFAlil, 87— &+ v MZx LT HOG+SVM TR U 7z 45473 Gk
#74,000 # & BB S KOV VX LY 0 U 7B R Y TV 20 SRR RN, S 4
8,723 WA M L7z, #BMTHE Y > TIVEFETHE & 2 — V) > 7% 5 > & LTI A T Data Augmentation
U775 > 7VER 10 a8 Y > 7))L e U THWA. Daimler Mono Pedestrian Benchmark Dataset
&, BITEY TR 3 IR LT BB S A — ) v U % T 2 R LZHIA T Data Augmentation
Uy v TG 13 Jie, FET— Xy MU T HOG+SVM TR U 72 BRIZ 64 U 7 3R
FHHB LT VALY U ERY Y TV 25 T EFEICHY, GRMEGS 21,790 # % Gl
L7=.

GTSRB Dataset T, &Y > 71T 39,000 M OBGREL &, FHGY > 7V 12,631 ORI
% M\ %. GTSRB Dataset Tl%, Data Augmentation (Z & % H[{&D Bl 1XF7H 72\,
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Dropout Q@  EIN(PHRE) e
DropConnect O EIN(FHHE)
DropAll ® EINEKBE)
Random Dropout @

25
15
g 1e
= A _
E " g \:{:3-%'
& S~ e
I O N
_ e~ 08 @
~N= —
—
5 10 15 20 25 30 15 20 25‘ 30 5 10 15 20 25 30
LEEBOENH N SEAMOLRH N SEABOERMN
(a) Caltech Pedestrian Dataset (b) Daimler Mono Pedestrian Dataset (c) GTSRB Dataset

3.6: T 5 BAEAEEDOZEIT X DR O K

3.4.1 Random Dropout D REZT(

Random Dropout D &5 Z 2\ T, Dropout, DropConnect, DropAll & kK9 5. &F—X&v b
WU T, BTFIETEHE L 72 CNN O Miss rate B & OFRREE %X 3.5(a), (b), (c) ITRT. ZIT,
3.5(a), (b) ® Missrate I&, ROC /1 —7 % I\ CFHli L 72B%iZ, FPPI 2% 0.1 DEFD Miss rate % 73
LTW5.

3.5(a) & Y, Caltech Pedestrian Dataset {Z 3 \»T, Dropout IZHIIEZE DS 70% DK Miss rate A3
40.45% T& 5. —}, DropConnect IXHIIHHE A 80% DIRFIZ Miss rate 7% 40.52% L 78> TW\W5. BE
F5Td % Random Dropout (ZHIIHEDEIFAH 0% 5 & 70% DEFIZ 39.65% D Miss rate TH b, $2
LPVED Miss rate DI HIENZ & 23552 5. X 3.5(b) D Daimler Mono Pedestrian Benchmark Dataset
TlX, Dropout ZHIJEHED 70% DEf Miss rate 23 39.81% TdH 5. — i, DropAll IXHIIEEL 40% D
2 38.22% &> T\ 5. fEEFIETH % Random Dropout (ZHIJEFE DEIFHAH 0% H> & 70% DFIZ
Miss rate % 35.79% TH 0, RETFIENHE Miss rate RN L3071 5.

3.5(c) ® GTSRB Dataset T, Dropout IXHIJEHE DS 40% D 1.33% DiRE#ERTHBD. —H,
DropAll IZHII%E A% 50% DRFIZ 1.39% L 72> TWa. 2EFETH 5 Random Dropout IXHIJEEK D
#HiFHAY 0% 225 70% DKHZ 0.81% DGR TH b, REFEOEEHRENRBMBMNZ 2300 5.

3.4.2 Ensemble Inference Networks 04 BE5T i

EIN Q&5 O A, Bk OPE k%2 ST B W THKT 5. X 3.6(a), X 3.6(b) (2
HITEMIET — X2y MIBT 5, 2GR OEREIZT 5 Miss rate DZL, X 3.6(c) (ZAHERR
T—Xty MBI eMEEOERBITNT 2 A MEROLERT. b, M3.6(), X 3.6(b)
IZ FPPI %% 0.1 DIED Miss rate TH 5. Z Z T, EIN DHIMEDIEA 51k % rhyufl - S - Bl D
3NRX—VTHIET . 2EGREOEREN 1 DEEIE, BEINZHOTWRWESTHD, X 3.6(a),
3.6(b), 3.6(c) Dl EDFSIZHY T 5. Fifi TOERKER & FFKIZ, Random Dropout %3¢
HERWHREE 2> T\ 5.
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LatSvm-V2 63.26% ==

8 os Pls 62.10% Lo
b FPDW 57.40% & 1"‘&\
- ChuFtrs 56.34% e %, \
a CrossTalk 53.88% = = - a <
= 04 DBN-Isol 53.14% ===**** S o4 VJ 94.68% o
ACF 51.36% ——— Shapelet 93.78% I
RandomForest 40.15% — — - HOG 59.81% W\
MultiResC 48.45% ««««xx MultiFtr 57.22% ssssssss 2 \
Roerei 48.35% = HikSvm 55.03%
03 CNN 46.31% 03 Hoglbp 48.72% WK
MOCO 45.53% LatSvm-V2 38.00% \\ )
ACF-Caltech 44.22% CNN 32.50% =rs=nsss %
s

RandomDropout+EIN 31.34% s

Joint Deep Learning 39.92% = = =
RandomForest 29.40% =*===*="*
MLS 28.43%

Switchable Deep Network 37.87% =**==**
RandomDropout+EIN 37.77% =

pors

02 n n I 02! T
0.0001 0.001 001 0.1 1 10 0.0001 0.001 001 01 1 10

False Positive per Image False Positive per Image

(a) Caltech Pedestrian Dataset (b) Daimler Mono Pedestrian Benchmark Dataset

3.7: BATE BRI 1 DHRETIR L RERIKD L

% 3.2: GTSRB Dataset |25 1} 2 IREFE & /ERED Mg

RS i (%]
Random Dropout + EIN 99.24
Multi-Column Deep Neural Network 99.46
Human Performance 98.84
Multi-Scale CNN 98.31
Random Forests 96.14
LDA on HOG 95.68

IZ EIN 2 W72 54, 3.6(a) »* 5, Caltech Pedestrian Dataset T l% Random Dropout % & A
U, EIN Ofi& B2 HHA LT, ERED 33 D & & Miss rate 28 37.77% THREMENR .
EIN % W T W72 WD Random Dropout & D £ K T Miss Rate 7% 1.88% J#A> L TWa Z &b h 5.
3.6(b) 5, Daimler Mono Pedestrian Benchmark Dataset C (& Random Dropout %3 A L, EIN O
MG AR 2 LT, A 33 & & Miss Rate 28 31.34% THH RBREHAMEWV. HU &
512, EIN ZHWTWZARWIE® Random Dropout & D £ K T Miss Rate 28 4.45% J&A LT3 Z & A3
Db, H3.6), K3.6(b) &b, HFEREICENT, EIN ORf&H D 5k bl e %
AwsZeT, RitMgEzm LETE5 2N TES.

KRR D R F < —2 TH 5, GTSRB Dataset DFER %X 3.6(c) 12737, ¥ 3.6(c) &V, Random
Dropout Z & A U, EIN D& HIKICHRKREZ AL T, EREL 17 D & & Miss Rate % 0.76% T
mRERW. X7z, EIN Z2EHEATHZ & TO0.1% adilMEREA A ELTWE Z DR TE S, X 3.6(c)
&0, 2207 ZARBTREREEZEMRENTE U THWSORE.

42



HOG+SV DPM Random Dropout + EIN

3.8: BT HE M HAE S D LB (Daimler Mono Pedestrian Dataset)

343 TERAEDMRELLE

ET =Ry MBI BHEkEE IRETIEDLIER 1T 5. X 3.7(a) I Caltech Pedestrian Dataset, [X]
3.7(b) iZ Daimler Mono Pedestrian Benchmark Dataset D LLiHE B % 7397, Caltech Pedestrian Dataset T
1, FPPL#Y0.1 D& EHEKD CNNITH U THRETILIL, Missrate & 8.54% T 25 Z L AITE TV
%. Deep Learning (Z & 2 FIEIZH W TR @k E 2 A& ML /15 T8 % Switchable Deep Learning
@ Miss rate 1% 37.87% TH V, 2EFIED Miss rate 1£ 37.77% TH 5 Z &5 5, Deep Learning 12
KB FETHRDUENLEBVW EB¥bh 5, FHREZ, 3.7(b) ® Daimler Mono Pedestrian Benchmark
Dataset {235\ T#H, FPPIHY0.1 D& EHEKD CNN & IRETF7E% bR T Miss rate 28 1.16% J84> L T
WBZEWHERTE S.

# 3.2 \Z GTSRB Dataset D LLigkE R %2 /79, AR DOFRHBMFED 98.84% THZDIZH LT, BEF
#£T1399.24% ThH b, ANHOR#EMGEEZ L > TV Z e ERTES. CNNR—ZADFIETH
% Multi-Scale CNN & Multi-Column Deep Neural Network DMERE% LLER L 72 & &, TN E 4 98.31%
£ 9946% THBHZ o, BETFHEZINSOTELFAEOMEEEZEHLTWS,

3.8 £ X 3.9 IZ Caltech Pedestrian Dataset & Daimler Mono Pedestrian Benchmark Detection O #*
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HOG+SVM DPM Random Dropout + EIN

3.9: BT E SR O LR (Caltech Pedestrian Dataset)

&R p 2R g, 15 H OB ERBENIER D AT HRIETH 5 HOG+SVM ORI TH b,
2 HH o A&7 &R 4L DPM OBl 3 5IH QST EBEHIIIREFEOMEHITH . /KD
BATEMEIETIE, EAITEET 2T H R OB K ENAHTH IR LU THRHARETH D,

L DFEMIEDPFEL TS, TRIZHUT, BREFEEZEAT S & TRRDSITERBETHR
HTERPoBTHEERBL, FMEZHIRTETVD Z LA HRTE S.

¥ 3.10 12, EREEERT — X v MizE 1} % Dropout 28 A L7z CNN & H2 R F L O RSB % R
T. ZZT, FT TN 3MNETOMBETHS. 72, KT I 7EX—=Tv NI T ADRE%R
RLUTED, HWI I 737 5 2D REEZRLTWS. X3.10 & b, ko CNN TIXBRIZS)
DEHOME, BEEDKT, A7)V — a3 v OFKEICH U CEBABAFEEL TNWS. %muﬁb
T, IREFECTIHIBPAZEHCEROME, MREDET, A7V —Ya v ORENELUEEITBWY

LB AHETH S Z L PR TE B,
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P ®@®G ®G®G PP
PR OWE PPk
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>BB BB BO® BB

PED PP 000 Bk

W e 80 100 20

ATIEHR Dropout Random Dropout + EIN ATTER Dropout Random Dropout + EIN

00 80 100

3.10: GTSRB Dataset |28 1 2FETFHE L HEED CNN O _EAL 3 DDA 3T D HER

3.3 F8Y Y BT B Miss rate DHER

Y TOE | Dropout | fEETFIE

3K 47.73% | 46.17%
6 It 43.13% | 43.12%
10 5 40.45% | 37.77%

344 EE

PRI TNVERX Y b7 - IREIC KB MR RS 5. X7, BINIZ X 2 2HEEOEREIC
KgBEHRE A N &Y 5. ARFEERTIX Caltech Pedestrian Dataset % {4/ L, Random Dropout @
#iPHZ 0% 75 90%, BINIZ k2B % 33 95, £/, IGBMEOKAE HIE A ZHEHT 5.

KIJWEHY VTV T B IREFIED Miss rate 283, FEY v TVE, 3K S 10 5
METEASETVWS. I0LD, #EI U TNVEERPT I L T Missrate MEFLTH Y, Data
Augmentation {Z X D FEH YV TNVEEHEP T I EDREETH LI hbhr b, 2, ZEFY VT
WEIZHBWT, Dropout Z HHWTHEH UL 7ZHE XD Missrate ZK F XD ENTETWNS.

WIZ, 2y b7 —IRERIZ XD HIREREITS. R—AL Q50 y M7 — ML, 3.1 TRLU
7 T& D, Random Dropout & EIN OMULELIZE T 2 G EOEHRE 1=y Mzl Tl
B9 5. £341F, EFAEOREORIZ X MR, K35 EFa2=y MUZ X B MEREHEKDRERT
hb. K34 L0, 2iEAEOREREIEE LZGAPREEELRY. —F, X35&kba=v
BEaDIRSTHEWEIMETT S, 2=y MEEEZNZHN 1000, 500, 100 & U725E0 &6 M
REAY R,

# 3.6 ITFE RO 2 R T, FEH X, GPU:GeForce GTX 980 TiioTW5. #£3.6 &0, &
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£ 3.4: A E ORI T 5 Miss rate DR

FE# | Dropout | jR% Tk
1@ | 4547% | 51.05%
20 | 37.96% | 45.52%
38 | 40.45% | 37.77%

#35 efEEEO =y NUIXT 5 Miss rate DHERS

HFEDOI=v MK ‘ Dropout ‘ REFIL
500, 250, 50 40.45% | 42.66%
1,000, 500, 100 40.49% | 37.77%
1,500, 750, 150 40.12% 38.33%

EFIEOEERIZIHNS 3y N7 — 27K Dropout 2 I1EIEE U THS720, ¥ OMILRERFTIZ K
EREMIL NI DR TE S, F72, K311 IZEEEEOEREIT & 2 35RO MR 2 R .
AAIALEE X, CPU:Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-4790K CPU @ 4.00GHz Tf7->CT\W5. [X3.11 £ 9, EIN %
AW WS (N=1), WX 11ms, EIN 2 & 2 A% 3312 LU 72546 OEERFH X 37ms TH
5. fEEEOERBIE 33 MFIChoTnaEY, BARAAREL 7=V VI EOAE 2ftEa=
%@mﬁﬁ;b3%&§tm01mé.:m&b,?%ﬁyfwﬁxﬁﬁvbv—aﬁm%gxt%
ACHLRETFEVEITH LI eDbhb.

35 F&H

AkETiE, PAbMEgEDM EE2 HIE Uz 2 DDOFHEEEZE L 72, Dropout DEIEG % :E O S A1 4L
T LT T VX L TYFE T % Random Dropout 2 I AT 5 Z & T, MRz ELxgsZ e
T&E7z. EBINIZ X2 CIE, AR T I Y X ATEIRL ZIGEMEEZ 012 L, HHROLKEE
JgzEmk 5. T LT, ERUEEREGEDIEED S RN 2RI 5 2 & TEkE L
MEEHE Uz, SHROFEL LT, VTNRA LTHTERIZFEET 572012 CNN O E# L%

2 3.6: “FEG D ML ]

| Dropour | EF®
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Multi-task Learning IC & 2 88 EHED

EE ot ‘
=" Ys|

Multi-task Learning |&, —2D 3w b7 — 27 TEEBOD X A2 % ##$ 5 FETH 5. Multi-task Learn-
ing DFEETIX, BREXAIZDITNVEROY TN 2H, EEOZ A7 OEABBEEHTSHZ
T, AV NT—2%FET L. DR, T NG VARFEELMEDE LR T, — BN RE G
FET IV X DFEEL . ARFETIX, Multi-task Learning D% % W#IZ 325 DO ERFIZDOWT
HU D #HE.

—DHIE, FHROERAZIZE T 2FEBEEDILS5DETHS. Multi-task Learning D
i, BT EEX AN U CERAERKZHIVIRS. 2070, FHIRIIB T 58X AT DFEHR
ZIZESDERELRTV. BEXAZIIBT2FEHBEEDITS DS 2GS 572012, KK TIE
AN E AR LD A7z Heterogeneous Learning % {23 5. BHEAN SHEEKEZEAL -
Heterogeneous Learning IZ & 0, X A7 IZHIT2FHHEEDIXS DS 2MEIL, FHE2LZEIES.
Zhiz kv, BEEMRROZREEZN LI 5.

—OHIE, FEFVITNVBOEEN I FATROPTVWRTH S, ZEHY VTV OEEMENY
7 A CNN IZ A DS NBHER DN, FEY U ITVEOEGER DT 5 ZFEREIME T L
®3 . F7z, Multi-task Learning THW 23> TIVIZIZEBD X A 2125 LTI RVDE X NS
72, HERAAZIIBIBERY Y TVROEEGEIFIZ LD S CNN 2 28T 500NETH 5.
Z DT Z RIS 572012, A5 TIIMAE %28 A U 72 Multi-task Learning Z #2853 5. 2L FE
T, PET 2Ly hOEI FADY v IVBOHGEHWTHPELZENTS. £ LT, BiliL
MAEZ VT CNNIZAN T S2EY IV B IR 2 28T, ¥ IVBOEEDRDHmND S
AD¥EY LV TNVEEFEZANTEIENTES. ZTED, YV TVBODRNT 7 ZADRH
WEZAEXE5.

I U®IZ, Multi-task Learning DBIEAZE L U T, EA EFERBICLZ T Tu—FL, b&E
DFEY Y TV B T BT DVTHBRS. £ LT, EHAM EFEEFBEEA U7z Heterogeneous
Learning (2 D W TR 724212, MDEZHWHTH BRI OWTIERS.
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4.1 FEEMHRE
41.1 EHFZRERW

Zhang & OF{%£(E, Multi-task Learning (Z & 0 1 OEHEBRIZ H 2 B E =00 MRl, BHOmME Ly
DEBOEENEZE ¥ —D CNN THE L TW5 [85]. Zhang 5D T TR —F Ik, A VRXAZTH
BB E SR ORE 2 E EX B 52012 Y 7T X A7 OFEBEBBIIN U TEAMREE N5 5.
E7z, MELVEFMITELEY TR A7 D% %5113 % Task-wisely Early Stopping Z3E AL TH
D, AV RATDFEIZFELRWY TR A7 OFEEEIET 5. BT SR, Multi-task
Learning (ZBHEIZHE A I N T WA, Tian 613, HTH & EREHICH L TEEEREZ NS5 L
T, SRS T HERE %2 5B 3 % Task Assistance CNN (TA-CNN) [60] 42 L T\%. TA-CNN
WZBWTH, Zhang 5 OEMA SFEBEKEAZEALTE Y, SrEEERHSE ST ERIBORE R L
ANENLTT\WA. Zhang & DIRET 2 BEAN EHRABBUIRBT 22 TOX A7 OWEL ET 5
72O THL, FEDAL VDRAI ONE %A EXE 57 70 —FThb. Zhang 5 DG ITHRE
M ORE DO AR EXH, Tian 5 OEGEIISTERHOBED AN ELXE5.

Bz H, Li S IFEPRBESE O AMKD /S —> & i il % Heterogeneous Learning (Z & D #HI 3 2 BRIZ,
EAN EAMBEEA L CREREZA ESETW5S [110]. Kendall 51%, <> T4y 2727 R
VF=VaVvEA VARV AR T AV T =V ay, BEHEERR O3y T =2 THIFZEET S
Briz, EAEMAEEBAZEBATEIETETOXAZOREER2H EXHET WA [111]. Kendall 5
DEME, A VTF—VarvDIOATY NOY—#%E L EEHED L1 /L AEAEDBAED AL
EEMIELEIBEAZEALTVAS.

412 FAHEHERT—FEY MIHITBT7TO—F

Multi-task Learning (2851757 — X2y NADY > TIVEOE SRR T — X2y b 2RET
DHRIFTERIAITONT WS [112, 113, 114, 115]. —f&i7a7 Ta—F & LT, EA M SiREERE
W7 7a—FRREINTWS (113,114, 115]. THSDIFETIE, YV TVEBOEE2EED
HAMEE UTHHLED, DEOVVTIVDI I AL BREOY > TNVDI 5 A% EH L CTHMAER
HHLTWA. —J5T, Huang 5D 7 70 —F X Triplet Loss % #55K L 7= Quintuplet Learning % 2%
LTEY, YTV EDENWI SALDBEDOY VINVEDI I A% RTTCHEETHILT, Y07
RN U WEE R R IRE L TW5 [112].
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4.2 FEHTERERBEZE A L 7= Heterogeneous Learn-
ing ([ ck 5 %EE'l‘ nlb\E&k

BHIERIZ A N5 BHEE mUCMER, Fl7e E OBEMERIE, ~—7 T 1 VRO EEAND Y —
CADE %[ EIEEEDITGHINT WS, =7 F 4 v 7WIETI, B S BE D ERP M
MERMGT 2 LT, TOBEEOMRPENZE > 7-EmEELT D2V AT LFIISHINTVWS
ez, BB CIIEZRMR L - RICEHEZRET 27 7V r—y a v — 2L, HERITG
HInhtTwd

— T, BERE ROCMER, Fkne & OEENE 2RI 5121, KEVEICN U Tl 2 T
LZRENH 5. BEERMEIZIE, Active Appearance Model (AAM) [116] X Conditional Regression
Forest (CRF) [117] WS B, F7z, EiEE0MERFGERTIX, Ml U 7-ERE S OALE X context,
Local Binary Pattern(LBP) f##(&E % A1 L, SVM RIREARTHFH, #Hild 5 [118,119]. F£7z, CNN
% —MRREITEIG U (6], mWHEREZEBIL7ZZ &0 5, BHEE s [87] X 4EMEE [88], 1
BIFRGE [89] R EIZBWTH CNN 2 W27 T u—F R REIN TV 5.

PR R AR HEE, MR R & OO IEME 2 HEE 5 2556, HEE S 2 J@MEDR7Z 303
EHERTIMBENDH L. HE T HEBEEORBIZIEY, 2, @l a X bS5 Z e s, EMHLD
HCHHENTH 5. EEDOEMZ B —OFBERTEYE, T2 7 7u—F & LT, Heterogeneous
Learning 733 %. Heterogeneous Learning |% Multi-task Learning D —fiTdH 0, EEO[EIFHEE %17
SRAY (MRHEER A L) LBHBEATIZAAY @RWMAAY) #R_—D% vy N7 — 2 TEH, s
% }iiTdH 5. Heterogeneous Learning (%, HIJEDOEI =y MIEXZAZIZHT DGR % i)
THEIIEET LI LT, HBERAZDHHEZFEHRL TS, AR TIX, Heterogeneous Learning
ZEAUE—OCNN 2T, HE#EAMd, VERERER, e, AEe, KEEHED S
RAD &l 5.

Heterogeneous Learning % CNN (ZEA L THEH L& &, £X A7 @?guﬂ%o)li‘@. DENHLE
U, 2B ICEYER2 52 55603% 5. Heterogeneous Learning TH#H 3 515412, — BRI B IFHE
EﬂlﬁﬁiL2/»A2ﬁ%i%@@b,wﬁﬁl?fﬁ?nxl/bmt—b%%ﬁ%@ﬁ?
5. L2/ VA2 FE#EE 7n AT Y bV —BOREBIL, WO ELRAEDHHANKE S RRD. %
D=8, FFkA A7 DRAARZ L2 /v L 2 FEARBUCZTE T 52 & T, [ljRHe X A7 L35
XA TR EDEAOHPFEME—IZHSE. X4.1) 12, BAEBRE L2 /002 FEEIHE L
Heterogeneous Learning 238 A L 72 CNN T5 X A7 2 Z B U -BOEEHEELEER2RT. Ejﬁﬁﬁiﬂ 3
DT RIVEIZ 025 | DERHETH 2 DITHL, wﬁa17®7«wmio#1®%ﬂmfﬁé
Z D7D, BiE A7 TIEERHEE X A2 1A, FEBENKREL 250D, M4l@ DL
BHAEDOINHMEIZKERENEL S, 4.1 DFHMEDIZS D EVFAT, I4um®;9
FEBEDOPRME P R RO EERE SR OMREME T LX< 485,

% 2T, ARWFETILEMT & Heterogeneous Learning %3 A L7z CNN 2 2% 5. £79, EEAF
ET2HMNEATINS, HEL R 227 HELZ D) 2B IRNT L. 20k E, EELZZ7DMND
RAT Y TRAIEEHETSH. TUTC, FEEOY TR AT DFEEFBRAITSLUTEHEAZE5 X5, &
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Training Error

BBRERRE (E)F) V V V V

EERRE (TR
10° —— FEEHE (DR
—— MBI ()
—— NERH (BH)
10°®
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

# of iteration[ X 10]
(a) ek DHeterogeneous Learninglc & % 2% 3%

O RHBY
® {RiiRE

(b) BidsE SBH OB

4.1: Heterogeneous Learning % & A L 72 CNN D223 58 » FHAE s G

YITRAZIIN U CEA2GZ LT, FEBAEOPRMELZHFI L, RAMICET 2EEEE
Mg 5. EAMNSFAEEBIC XV EEELZET LI LT, HROHBEMERBOMREZAEIES.

421 REFE

#EHK D Heterogeneous Learning (%, &KX A7 U TEEICEERAZB T 5. 20720, [HF
HERAZ LFRHWEAT DT NVEDBENERRET, ZEHBEDIXSDENEL L. REFIKT
%, HEZZAIDNOY TRAZITHU, FEBE L \CEARS A 5. £Y T XA OFGEREIC
HAEZG5ZA25ZLT, EFTRXADOEEBGEDXS DS 2L, ZHELESES.

BE—-5927DCNNODOZEE

MDIZ, M42DESITHIERZ Y %IRRT 572012, R A7 Z{HH]O CNN THET 5. {H5]
THHE U7z CNN OFHFFEL, Heterogeneous Learning D FEFRA L B D, XA HOFHEE
RTHL TV, ERLUZFEEE, HEX R 28T 5oL U THHAT 5.
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UVV D sz

A 4
Tfainirjg Error

TR Xu 1 2 3 4 s 6 7 8 9 10
‘ ) # of iteration[ X 10°] .
B—y2270%8 FEREOET & EEBORS #EH X DER

4.2 FEHE X X 7 DEIR
WEEERICEAZEADER

ZUT, £XAZ%[EBID CNN THEE UZBROEREBAEN S, ERAMMEHVTER AT L D¥
FHIAEDIMEEM N, 2K @4.) o3RO D, EFNMIIBIT B R AT t OFEFAERX, Ve L%
iz o D3 FEOFDKXMEIZ 99.7% & EN 5. ZOXMINE, RERNEE L -ERHMRETHD, Z
D XA % A5 U CHAEE N, 235kD 5 Z LT, BRMNRFPEFEEDRE LTI WEHEEZ KD
LZENTESL. ZTDH, N@.1D) DXy L EHERA o O 3 GO ZIAEM N, & U TH
W5, B N, X, BT EIETORAZIIHLTkDS.

Ny =p+ 30 4.1)

BUEEE RO, HER A7 2 BINT 5. ARITIX, HEM N, WERBEVWR AT t 2HHEX
A7 UTCEIRT 5. 2078, 5 XA O TR SEEMOM, BEHERE ML X A7 2 ML 2
2L, TNUNDRA T %Y TRAZ L UTHDKRD. EEXZ T LY T XA %8R U241,
BYTRAVIZHZ 58 A ay #RDD. RYTRAZIZH5ZDEI oy 1%, BHEE sk H O FEHE(HE
Ny b &Y TR QHEEME N, ZFHANT, R4 DESITRDS.

N
o = FJ; 4.2)
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7 4.1: Heterogeneous Learning % & A L 72 CNN D&

Input HfRY A X 100 x 100

=N A X 9%x9x16
1/8H Maxout 2

S TNVAS IV 2x2

=2 NH AR 9x9x32
2/EH Maxout 2

BRIV v 2x2

=3I AR 9 x9x64
3/EH Maxout 2

ST NASD INE/4 2x2
4EH | 7 E1 NBEE | 200 (Dropout:50%)
i 17

B EAH T ZRZ=EE% B A L 7= Heterogeneous Learning D% E

ﬁmbk%ﬁ7&17®%&%‘ﬁ@%@&i’%ié BRAZTIZL2 VA2 T % M
, EQHEDBAA VR AT DFHBEABB, AOHEPY T RZA7OFEEEBEBEZRLTVS.

1 M T-1
2 2
=A4§:<hUWn—Wwa+ > aM%mrw%mm> 4.3)
m=1 t=1,t#f

ZIZT, Ypam & Opam 1%, BEHRESBREO T OUEE HIEEZRL TS, £/, &Y TR
t DFHPEIIGEZONDEEA o 1, BEHEWT-ETH5.

4.2.2 FR{M=EER

REFEOESEEZRTZDIL, K#BHNX A2 2B —~X A2 D DCNN & #¢3£D Heterogeneous
Learning, fERFIEOAKEE % LIRS 5. RFEBRTIE, BHIRE MM, MG, Fite, AE
R, FHEHRSETS. ERERMETIEIAGE, £H, &, D04, OOKEHDE S sOhLE
ZHREIFIZE DL L, FEHEHTIZ 005 099 FTOEZHRZLOHET S, £/, AEZ#ET
X, 7VT AN, BA, ﬁ%)x@ﬁﬁ*ﬁ%:ﬂéu;%wé FEERTIE, K41 DEAAEN3E, 2AEEEN
1D CNN 2T 5. FENTA—-XIE, ZEREEO0], =Ny FOY1 %210, FHOH
FEE 100 e 35, F—XE2 v MZik, Web 2SI L 7z 53,663 DB IS LTS DD
HHEMED S NV EMET S, 22T, FEY VTN 42,663 W, FMiY > 711,000 e 35, AH
T5H 2 TIIE 100x100 HEDZ L — A7 —)VEHETH 5. EHED T ), EERAOEEIZ X
AEFHEOIMEEFH L D%, EMINILETE. FE, £F—XEY IO S 66 7%
EFTOANYOHEBEPFAELTEY, TOANYOERE TNV LTHHAT .
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Training Error
>

10 BEEARE (2F)
FHHEE (ER)
— XEEHE ()7
— AR 3
10°
R 2.3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

# of iteration[ X 10°]

4.3: I L fRETF RO EH L D LK
FEERCHIH S 24K D Heterogeneous Learning & 2 & FIEIE, K41 LFKTHD. £z, £XA
7 %ffHD CNN THE T 285586, BHAAAEKOLESEOMESIIFAKTHY, HHEOARAY
G U7za=y ME ko TW5.

B 2EREDOLR

4312, REFHEOE R AT OFEEELRT. HERIED Heterogeneous Learning DA X A 71T
B 2FEHAET, M41 DX KR AT DICRIEN R > TED, RiliX A7 OFEFRAEITEH
BHCFEBGENEB LTS, —f, REFEOFHIEL, &R 7 OFEEDPRME I —
INTHED, BHROZFHFEPEH L TRV LDEATES. ZNSORRNPS, ERAID
FEHERRENTORICEAZMNG TSI LT, FHREONFMZFM L, BN LRFEIEL
Mgz 2eT, WELEFHEELTWD I bnd. £z, REFIEDOER AT DFEFEE,
SR 7 5 RS DR A H3E Sk O Heterogeneous Learning & DR\ Z & 230 5.

B REFEDHBEDLER

4417, B—X A7 TH¥HE U7 DCNN, £k D Heterogeneous Learning, 2R FIEDMBIKEE %
AT, HEFD Heterogeneous Learning (%, Hi—X 227 Ti#Jjll L7z DCNN & LR U 72 & 12, (Al E
R DFHIREEPRE KT LTS, KT, BERERREOBENIREETFTLTWS. ZA,
BRARE U O R OINHED R B /NS W 2D, DX A7 OFEGAE L 55085 %107 <
R0, BHERERBEORENKRELFLEZEEZONDE. RIT, REFELHERKD Heterogeneous
Learning % l#g U7z & &, 2KOMAKEELH 5% LU, H—X A7 Ti#BIL 7z CNN & RS k-
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4.4: ERIR & ARFET IR D FRFR L D L

DIEETH S Z EDVMRTES. KT, HEERRIIIBEWT, 8 14%WE1 M LU 2. REFE
DI AIZ & D, Heterogeneous Learning DFEWLZE L 72 Z & T, BidnE M AR 2 R %2 58
BULX TR/, XM ELZEEZSNS.

X 4.5 12, €K D Heterogeneous Learning & X FIEDOFHAIFERZ/RT. 22T, 1, 3FIHIIR
kD Heterogeneous Learning DiliAlfE R 2R L TE D, 2, 4 FIBIFREFEOHAFERZ R L TV
5. K45 &0, kD Heterogeneous Learning (& [FJfHEE X 2 7 DWREAMRNZ &30 h 5. L
U, BEFETITHOMEPREOLMII LT, HEEIHNIPTHETH D Z LD MRTE 5. £z,
1 &7z v OUEREFE L, Intel Core i7-4790(3.60GHz), A €Y 8GB DIRIETIT - 7258, REFIL
138 22ms TS5 R A7 DN TE 2. ZLT, HEDAIZELTWB DI, KD Heterogeneous
Learning X REFIEOFMAERTH O, Lol Fk, A, XEETHD. WildEH1T, &K
XFTRUTHEHAIE, R HBUTCVWEIERTH S, HEEIZH DRI, BB UZEREST
H5.

B FERZFHOM—DMR

fiE D Heterogeneous Learning Tld, X A 7123 U TR AR LG 812, [ARH#EE X
AZIZL2 /v 2 R, RBgAZic70ATy o v—ElEKEHWS. L, L2
IOV 2 FEEAEBRE 7 n AT Yy bu E ORI TIE, MY BOEOHMARE S RES. £
Dz, 7OATY b E—ilABEBOKEREANEIRIEE X A7 OB EE2 5 2, Mk
THTULES. AT, ZOMBEICHLT B72012, [T X A2 LR E A7 CHHT %8

55



Male
12 year
Asian
4%
Male
59 year
Black
91%
Female
40 year
Asian
33%
Male
49 year
Asian
5%
Male
5 year
Asian
21%
Male
54 year
White
2%
Male
38 year
Asian
59%
Male
50 year
Asian
15%
Female
13 year
White
6%
Male
32 year
White
4%
Female
25 year
Asian
45%

Heterogeneous Learning

Male
10 year
Asian
1%
Male
59 year
Black
91%
Female
40 year
Asian
25%
Male
50 year
Asian
7%
Male
1 year
Asian
15%
Male
60 year
White
7%
Male
31 year
Asian
63%
Male
41 year
Asian
30%
Female
20 year
White
6%
Male
37 year
White
5%
Female
25 year
Asian
65%

Male
21 year
Asian
2%
Female
27 year
Asian
90%
Male
45 year

Asian
42%

Female
19 year
Asian
82%
Male
18 year
Asian
18%
Female
30 year
Asian
27%
Male
27 year
Asian
20%
Female
30 year
White
79%
Male
35 year
Asian
4%
Male
35 year
Asian
66%
Male
18 year
Asian
18%

Heterogeneous Learning

4.5: PR R O " AL

56

L

R
=

PRETR

Male
8 year
Asian
7%
Female
22 year
Asian
95%
Male
37 year
Asian
69%
Female
22 year
Asian
86%
Male
22 year
Asian
29%
Female
25 year
Asian
83%
Male
33 year
Asian
17%
Female
30 year
White
79%
Male
41 year
Asian
1%
Male
29 year
Asian
84%
Male
22 year
Asian
29%



100

80
X 60
%
2 40
20
O Heterogeneous Learning (#9282 & Cross entropyifz)
BHeterogeneous Learning (F192%&:R %)
0 1 [ 1 1 [ 1 1 [ 1 [1 [ 1 [1 [ 1 [1 [ 1 [1
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4.6: FHA BB — 1T & B HERE WG O L

AR L2 VA 2 FEAEBBUCHE - LT\WA. AETI, FHEEBEROK X8 %E,
AR & 0 AT 5.

HEHK D Heterogeneous Learning & #2472 BH$ % #%— U 7= Heterogeneous Learning O “# & iR % g L
B DFER %, K 4.61TRT. M4.6 &0, FHFEBBOR—IZ L 23 DOHPFADK — %2175 Z &
T, [EHEE R A7 LREBA A MOBEEDOEEZIHITE, BAKENH ELZEEZ 505,

B LEWVMEZEELKREOEESY R 7 DFEELLER

[ X A7 OFMFEERTIEL EWVEIZL D, TV HIEDAEL L EWELLIT OG5 25
B, UEWEM EOGEITEIERE U, BRI EZFEHBL TV, L2, LEWE
WEE U TR L T\Wa 7280, #HERRE IRV EDENEDRERVDONE TIFFHMITE T\
W, FIZT, PO L EWMERZZLX TSI LT, #HEME 5 RVOREEEE T L, &TFEoM
RE% A3 5.

X 4.7(a) 12, BEMESREIZS T 2BME2 /I E-BOBRE2RT. X470 &0, B—-X A
7 KD IFMREIES > TV DM, fERKD Heterogeneous Learning & D K E S HEEM M ELTWAH Z &
DHERTES. X 47(0b) ICEHEHTO U E Wiz 2L E-BEOME, X 4.7(c) [CERMMEED L
EWHEZZLIBBROMEE2RT. M470b), KM470c) &b, T RAZIZHEIT B EFHE X A
7Tk, BREFEVPRBUEEIEIEN LR TE 5. LHERE L EinHE OB ENE—D
CNN &0 EUZRRE UT, REFECHBSESRILOMERENIRES M ELEZI EAEZ NS,
Heterogeneous Learning DEAZR B s DREE 2 M EXE7/2 2 LT, BEHONR=VIZEHLX TR0,
WA GREEZEZBIZLVEELYC T Ro/720, BFHEEN N ELZEEZILNS.
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B H—RIVEFHEYY TOTRILER

CNN D 71— )V RO, EHEi§E AN LB B o s R~y 72 atiftd s Z & T, CNN DX
DL EMERT S, 22T, AfbETE5DIECNNDEAAAE I BHTHS. ¥ 4.5a) itk
@ Heterogeneous Learning O AT LKL R, X 4.5(b) IZIREFIEOAFMLAER 2R T, X 4.5(a) DRk
@ Heterogeneous Learning D — 1)UL, /A AP AV MTARDRIE-EZ D L7 1 VXD
LNTWVWS. UL, Rz y 72 /BRI, BXOHDOHREDT v VDFHT« DR~ v 7T <
BoTWBI eWbhrd., FIUIRLT, M4.5a) DREFEDEART 4 IVRIERP )1 AN A>T
WBA, HPOSOHREMMIKIELTWE Z b s, HROFDBRENML KL 2T,
PHARE MU R RBEHEE, R E OMERED M ELZDTid R nwhr e Bbhs.
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4.9: Heterogeneous Learning % & A U 72 CNN TRk 5 #1775 J@ 1%

43 BOEERWESTERERS

ADAS DEZ [ EF 2572012, HTHEBRIEEGREMPHo TS, —BIN VS TS 4
TEDOBEBMRERE UT, SMTEOETHAPHRRD M R EDVET SN D. HITE OMIT AP AR
DHE 2RHT BT, HITEDOTEHZ TR, BEAOROH L EHEEIZRAITES. £z, #&
TN EEZ S UZBRIZEADN T o b 720, WRKROHITE & HEEOEMAKLEN LHT . 2
NS OZWERDIRK 2T 57212, HITHEOEMERMRNEZ L 725, AFTIE, Heterogeneous
Learning Z&E A L7z CNN & FH\WT, X 4.9 IR $HTHEBMME, BEROME, BomE, Y,
REILTVEND S DODRAZ Z#HT 5.

HATE D E IR E OB R A 27 2T 256, @l 2 X A 7872 @AM &2 T 5
BERH D, ZDD, #HATERAZBI S TEY, @A NBINT 52 ehs, FEAL
DHETHBENTH S, HBX A2 %24 5 /ikE LT, Heterogeneous Learning [120] 733 5.
Heterogeneous Learning (£, =2 —J )% v hU—=2 0¥ ED 12T, HOEOEKEI=Y MIEX
A2 R R AT B LI EHTH I e TEHBR A2 2T 5.

Heterogeneous Learning THWA 4 > 7Lk, 1 DOY V TIVIZEBD R AT DT RVPAE I
TWa7z, /27 7 ADFEEY Y TVBOEEG IR BRELPT V. TIT, HEXAZIZETS
%0 I ADFEEY v TNV DEIE &, Heterogeneous Learning ZE A L7z CNN 12 & 5% X A7 Diffi
MR 2B 414179, K414 &0, FEEMEND 7 2RFEY 2 TVEOEEMENZ & 2b
5. FHRELUT, YV TIVERDRNT T ZIIZBUTWBREEY V)V, FERFIZ CNN ANAS
SNDHERMEN 2D, BAHMEMETLPTVWEEZONS. 22T, RIETEY VY TEN
PRI TABLUTWAEEY TN LT H TN, U TVEDRL N T AZBLTWEE
BY I vEaeryrIneds.

IS OFREE RIS B 721, HEKD Heterogeneous Learning % A L 72 CNN 2353212
W, FYRMGERUZEEY Y TN E AL TWARUIZEHT 5. kD Heterogeneous Learning
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(b) D & &k

B egd o ThWw ¥oT?
(c) TR (d) A=k

B 4.10: FBTHE BB T 5B Y 2 TIOVE L TR OB R

ZEA L7 CNN Tl, #E 7 —&X+¥ v MMZx L T Data Augmentation (2 & 0 =8> 7))L % i3
5. ZTLUTC, MIELEZEZEY VTR SEHDO I =Ny FE2ERL, CNNANATT S, — iy
BTk, 2TOY Y INEHEFEIZCNNAANINS 2D, YV TIVBOEEIMENT T AIZEL T
WBFEEY Y TN CNN ANAT IR0, ARETIE, ZOMEEMRT 572012, FHY v T
WHUTHAEZNG TS, MAEE2M5T5Z2T, LT Y IAVERHEBICEAL I =Ny F 24
K9 5. 22T, FEHYF U INWVIIMNEGT DL, VY TURELTWE Y I 2D v TILED
HEPOSHEHT S, MDEEMNG UZ&IZ, LT3 7% Data Augmentation (2 & O FE ¥ > 7 )L
2 CEIEL, 22 Y Y 7IVICIE Data Augmentation (2 & 2 FEH YV TIVOMIEEZIIZA S & 51T
FEY TNV EMIET S, ZUT, HIELZF2EY U TUEPS CNNIZANT S I =Ny F2IE
T35, FEHCTHEMTEIANYFRRETE20I1, FEHT Y TUVBEPSMHHT S I =y FOfE
AR EBIER L, SNV FOEMPSL T Y TN EZEEIZEATWS I =Ny F 228 T
T5. ISV FERERT I, ZEY Y TV U THRAEEZMNEL, LT Y PV E#EEICS
AEI=ZNY FEEKRUTCNNAANT S, 2060 —#HOMBIZ X b, ZEY VT Dbiny
ZADHHINEEZ A X5,

431 REFE

FEY TNV T ADHAKEE %2 F BT 5720012, IREFETIEFEY VLT
PEERMAEL, VT TVEEEIZEAEI =Ny FE2EKRLUTCNNANANT S, /RO CNN
DI Ny FEHEZ, M411 DEZEHY Y TIV%E 5V X LIGERLUTCONN ICEBEANT S
728, LTY YTV CNNIZ AN I NS EEPEN. 2D, FEHY Y TVEODIRNT T AD
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Bx9x32 Conv ;2x5x16 c i2x5x aA; HEOMERE
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y ‘ Units: 1 1
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SNy FOIER | e |
- i | nits: —> BEER
' 1 1000
& @ i i — BEomERE
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Size:1 x 64 x 128 : : 1 1 1
Input image ! ! ! ' '
< i @ | ] Output Layer
[ i Yo PSe B e | S e e | Dropout
! BHABE L]
B2EF—Hty h FBF—45 vk (Data Augmentation) Heterogeneous Learning% & A U fzDeep Convolutional Neural Network
pa . - e e
4.11: HE D Heterogeneous Learning (2 & % #4474 @ M8
FEY Y TILORER
7
- wr 9221%
RE "
« 9
;“;%” N 31.03% 31.63% <R
#S
D o o % > o R % -
\xv\'
SHRORERH BOEETH MR 2R
- ROEOHH 7/
@ BOE 1033

BRIV EHBTD
FBYVIILOEEEEE

$BF—5 Ly h

4.12: WA EDEHE

HWAKEEDME T T 5. BEFIETELV T V7V %E CNNAANT B EHEPST 2T, 2EY Y
TNDBBENT T ADHFHIMEZ A LXE5.

muwa,?gﬁyfwﬁm.“N}Kﬂbf%mﬁéﬁgié.mt,?ﬁﬁyf»n%Dm
Augmentation (Z X W IIET 5. ZDr &, ZEY Y T n OFFDEDLE S X Data Augmentation
WCEOFEEY T In BEELBIEL, FEY VTV n O E MR A X Data Augmentation
2K BEEHY Y TV OREIE A HIF$ 5. Data Augmentation 12 & D ZEE Y2 TV EBIE L 721412, &
BDOI =Ny FOBEMEFERL, LTV TVEBEEIZEAZI=ZNYFEZCNNAANTS. R
2, FEZART L TY AL DOWTIHRR S,

B HVEDES

ZEEF TN n L, EX AT TRELTWSZ I ZADFMMIiE %2 & R]INIRTHADE R, 28
T5., FZEF TN IIRDEENGTEEOMEZ, M412125R7T. ZUOIZ, FEF—Xky
MZBWTRET T ADERY Y INVBOEEE2KRD S, 2PV IV ET BHDE R, X, &K
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27t TRLTWS 2 7 ADFEY v IVOEEGEEZHNTR (4.4 DL ITHET 5.

T-1 min

p
Ry= (1—pne)- 1—p%wﬂ“ (4.4)

t=1

ZIT, p3FHEY UV INVOEEEZRLUTED, p, 3FEI TN BEZA7 t TRBLTWS Y
T ADY Y TVBOEE, prer, plm Z R AT LIZBIT5 7 7 A0 v TVEORKE B/NDEIE
ZRLULTVWS. R4 DOFE1IHIZ, ZAZtTRELTWSZ I ADMAEELZRLTED, 52 HX
RAZ t DY T AMNIBIF 2T TVEDRED 2R L TW5.

B THOMAEL, FEY Y TIn BRAT t TEEY VY TAVBOEEMENT T ZZELTW
LEEICE 1 HOMAEIZELRY, FEY LV TIVEOEENEH WY 7 ZZE L TWBHEITEN
DL RS, BWRHEDRAZ tIZBII2¥EEY Y TVDRLIL, RAT tDKT T ADY VT
DEEDSREBVEEGLBVEILEZHWTRD S, 22T, RAZ t TRV TILVEDOL NI T
ADEEGD 11275 XS ERET 5.

W 7%V E IZHE - 7= Data Augmentation

L7 I NEFEET— 22y bR TARWEIGDOY VTV UNFEEL TRV, JEVT Y
TVEER T =Ry MUZKBIZFHELTWS. TD7, #@EO¥EEY Y TV ERLTY T
oy MERERT DRI, LT Y PSRRI B HERITIEF 12K\, Data Augmentation (2 & D 2
RV VTNV ERMBLZGEIIBEWTE, LTH Y VPRI NSHERMEVIRETEEY >
VBRI NG, BEFIETIE, BHUZKADEIZ LD, Data Augmentation THE X & 2728V~
TVEERDEIZEDZ(T S, ZhuckD, X413 D& 512V 73> 7L % Data Augmentation (2
X O BZ WX E, 2% Y2 7IViE Data Augmentation 12 & %58 Y > 7 )L D REiE % 1] L CHr
LRFEET -2y P EREET S, FHY U TN OMIEX R 528 TS, X, X@S5 D
£HITkDB.

Sp =R, - A+1 4.5)

Z ZT, Al Data Augmentation 12 & D BlE X B2 ADFEEY IV ERLTWS, DRI
JEUTHIRT 2%EY  IVEEEZ DI LT, TEVY Y TIVOMERREEY 7L O RilE % 1l
FILTWa, 2=V Uy IIVOMIEZINZEZ 8T, ZHEY VTV EERUTI Ny FRERT
LZEIZLTH VY TINBBIRI NS HEREZ M ELT WS, £z, RERTEEY Y TG 2 5%
Z2AbiE, SEATBEI IR, N THD.

B =N\ FOEMDER

Heterogeneous Learning Z & A L7z CNN IZATJ T2 I =Ny FEPET H72DIT, HBEDI =y
F O E KRS S, TLUT, LTI Y TNVEMEEIZEATZI =Ny F2Buinr o R 5. £,
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Majority

Data Augmentation

Minority — #&4%>7)L

4.13: M EIZHE - 72 Data Augmentation

HiffiD Data Augmentation (2 & VIR U 7283 > TV SEEE LNy FH A AL EEY 7
WEEIRL, I=NyFEERTS. 22T, ERLEZI=ANy FIINTI2mDE RE %, X 4.6)
DESTI=ZNYFHOEEY VT m IIHGEINTHBHADE R, 2HMLTKkDS. LT,
ZDMEE I =Ny F ORAIE K 72180 K.

M
RY =Y Ry (4.6)
m=1

FIZNYF LIZHT BFADE RE 25 U781, =Ny FITHT 2% RP &2 542y —
MU, AR RE DS I =Ny FARFEBEICMHHT S, PREEZFED I =AY FIX, BDED
FBWFEEY Y T E, HAEOERNY Y TUPEEICAEI N T WS, FD7D, LTV TILE
HEIGERUTCI =Ny FERERTE 5.

B REFEOFET7ILI) XA

REFIEOFET IV TY) X% Algorithm 11RT. 1EUHIZ, FET—XEY b D = {(xn,¥0) 1
HOFEY Y TV U THDE R, 259 5. TUT, #ET Y TV nit5UmAE R, 1206
UCHIIE S 258 > TVES, ZPE U, Data Augmentation (2 & D 8V IV EMIET 5. Zho
DUFIZ X b, Data Augmentation (= & 0 4§ L 7877 %8 5 — 22y ks D' = {(xp, R, your )} N,
EERT 2. 28T Xty b D 2IER LKL, CNN 28T 5. REFIETE, 2ET—X
Yy D POFEERY U TIVEBRUTI =AY F2MERL, I =Ny FITHT 2D E RP 2k
5. I=NYFOEREMEDE RE OMGIE K HIT5. ZUT, ElLEZI=N"y FOBREMHRE »
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FEY Y TILDER

e 2Ny F

FEY Y TILDER

FEY Y TILOER

T 2NNy FK
B 4.14: I =Ny F OO AL

5 CNN OFEETHAT 2 I =Ny FERERT S, 20L&, PHTHAT LI =Ny FORIRE
X, SSNYFICHTEMADEEY — P UEBICh R 2 FOI =Ny F2EFIHEMAT 5. %Y
Jiikx, ek %17 Heterogeneous Learning & A L 7z CNN L [FfkTH 5.

4.3.2 MR

BRAZIZBWTEY TADFEY v TVER ARG T— X2y ML, RREFIEOEMME
EAMBEEBRICE O RT. 2T, RETFHEONRT A -2 E 3 2 L TEHEROET DL %
AU, WEFHELHET IBOREFIEDONTA—RERET L. REFEOLIIEELT A —
Z 1%, Data Augmentation |2 & D BIIES 2R KDHEEY > TV A L I =Ny FORMHR K TH
%. Data Augmentation |2 & DRI T2 mRKDFEY VIV A ZEHE T2 LT, MPEIZIGU
7z Data Augmentation |2 & 28 Y > TV OMIEDERMEICOWTHRS., ZLT, I=N"YFOIE
WK #ZHT 52 LT, I=NYFOMEMPSFHIHEHT S I =Ny F2ERT 26802 R
TS, BETFEORER/ T A —REBPREUBIC, RERTEE OB Z KT 5. fEkik
EUTHIRT 2 FHEEZLLFITRT.

o TNTENDRAL %Y E U728 —~0D CNN
o BTDRAY %% 7= Heterogeneous Learning % & A L 7z CNN
o PRETFIEIT &V ¥H U7z Heterogeneous Learning % & A L 72 CNN

o IEEFILIZ & D FH L7z Heterogeneous Learning %3 A L 72 VGG16 [28]
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Algorithm 1 f2EFEOFEH T LT XL
1: Data: ¥H T — Xty ;D = {(x,,¥0)}0_;
20 /1 FEEHY Y TNVATKR U TR E R M5
3: for 0 to N do

4 Ro=3 (L= pas)

5 S, =R, -A+1

6

7

8

9

T

for 0 to .S,, do
Data Augmentation (2 & 528 ¥ > 7L DIEIE
end for
: end for
10: Data: Data Augmentation D ¥EEF—X v b
D’ = {0, Rurs yu )},
11: while not stopping criterion do
122 /1 I=Ny FOMmPEEZEL RP
13:  forOto K do

14: FET—ZLy N D' 256 M EAOFEEY >V TIVEFERL TI =Ny FE2IER.
M

15: RE=%"_ R,

16: end for

17: =NV FOMDE RE g 702 I =Ny F 2R
18: BRULAZI=ANyFE AN TEEHRELHET

19:  FAEMERRECZED XY N7 =2 DT A—REHR

20: end while

F7z, WERFELIBEFEOHBIMREDILETIX, I =Ny FONY FH A X% (510,20} L&
EXECTHBIMEREZ kS 5. AT ET =Xy M, HEH AT TR U7z 46,956 DB 17H
2RSS, fHT5F—Xty bOFITEHITIE, M4.9 OHTEDEME, SAEOME, HEHD
ME, MHl, B2ILTVWBENRDSRAZDINUPNEINT WS, £, RXATDEEY VT
WVEDEGIEZR 414 DX 512> THED, mMBFEY YV TNVEDIPDLRWI T A R I LTS
IIATHD I LWHRTE S, BITETNME LIS D K X X7 OFHi HiEE, FRXAZIZBTS
&0 ADORBHEREE L UTIHEd 5. A7 mammid, MbdRe I vofiezE L L, U
EVE X D BB T VUSRI LTWA. 22T, UEWEIKEER & mEDH#D 10% & U,
MR & U=y > T SR 2 [l U CRElid 5.

ARERBRTIE, M216 DEAAAEIEE2MEE 3 E»OMEINTVWS CNNZHWS, 22
T, CNN OZEFEHIZ0.001 TH Y, ZEHOEHEEIL 50 HEITH D, AERTIIRZFERIZHL T
S5EERATL, @AKEEDIES D E 2 BHERAIC K VT 5. £72, ANTH2FEY Y TILOENZ
K BHAKEEDIZS D E 2T 572512, CNN DEA T 1 L X RFESEADYYEIZETH —L
TW5.
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# 4.2: EEIZMH S 5 CNN D

J& 2l YA X
AD TV =27 —)VEH | 1 x 64 x 128
conv.1 5x9x32 60 x 120 x 32
maxout 1 2 60 x 120 x 16
pool.1 2x2 30 x 60 x 16
conv.2 3x5x16 28 x 56 x 16
maxout 2 2 28 x 56 x 8
pool.2 2x2 14 x 28 x 8
conv.3 3x5x64 12 x 24 x 64
maxout 3 2 12 x 24 x 32
fc.1 sigmoid 3000
fc.2 sigmoid 2000
fc.3 sigmoid 1000
Output heterogeneous 18

B ASX—9DERICLBZHBEDEIL

Data Augmentation THIFET 2 ADFER YV TIVE A & I =Ny FOERMM K 22{bX 87
BROZPE L KRR A7 OHAIEREE T 5. AL K 22X E7-Bo#MBMEREZ, X 4.150@),
B 4.15(b) (ZRT. TZT, M4.15(), X 4.15(b) DFE2IT 5 HFRIT U 7 BRO&HEFHEIE D FH
AR UIMETH Y, BBEOT T —N—1F 5 FERIT U2 BROEEFEZRLTWS. K4.15a)
T, A% {5,10,25} LZfLIETED, 1 DO¥EEY v TV N7- 0 OBEIEEUE DI L D 2L
HEHE LI ERVEETHIRLTWS. K 4.15@) £, AD25 D& ZIZREKROFAIIEEA
RHEL, XEFEY Y TIVBODRN “RE I L TNWE"T T ADRBEI 4.6% M ELTNWE D
ENMERTESL. L L, “BAROHMEDERE “EHOME DR, MR DM O 8HR Ik
FEOFBEMET LTS, ZhoD2 T AL, “BROEE E “SHEHomE”, Moz A7z
BOWTERLZFES Y TINVODRNI T ATH S, X4.1612, HERECRETIED 1 epoch HUZHH
U788 TV ERT. X416 K0, A= 25 ORFCHERIETIZERITH 110 HROZEE Y >~
TWEMBHLTWEDIZH LT, REFETIIN 40 TREGY Y TV EFHL TV, IBEFIET
i¥, Data Augmentation T I E > ¥ v TV OMIEZ I L CTW5720, AT 2FEHY > IIVEEK
IRATETMATVWS Z LR TE S,

¥ 4.15(b) Tl, K % {1,5,15,25} £Z{LLTW5. ZZ7T, X4.150b) DFEERTIX, A% 25 T
ELUTERLTWD. X4.150) &0, I =Ny FOEMM K 2809 2 & TREERPMEL, K2
15D & 12 74.18% THROBBHMENE V. £72, IV FOMRMGHR K 28032 ik b, EHE
PRAT U 7B OREHEfR D 2 0D 1 FRE F CTHIR CTE T WA Z LA MERTE 5. X512, K 4.15()
T “BROMEDIER” L “BOMEOIER”, “MEHOZME OFRFHENIELK L VKR L TWzoixf
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: Data Augmentation (A=5) [l | REF% (A=5)

1
\
a0 : Data Augmentation (A=10) [l - 12 F 5 (A=10) .
: Data Augmentation (A=25) [l : $ERF% (A=25) bt III '
i
—_ o
g I fi ; H[ |
v 113 Irz il 11l
M Hing [y B !
ﬁﬁ 1
G- IIz; I
B2 it i :
1
1
1
1

40 N "
& F XL v o v % P B e s L g B P ’b“t:‘\ N &P
SITEEBRE SEOEERHE BRDEERH MERIFRH 2R
(@) 787 X = AZRZH L 7D R
! I 1
90 .
I I '
g 80 = I I l I
1] I I [t "I
?&f 70 I I I i I 1
i 1
R « i I i | ERFE (A=25)
P B RETE (A=25, K=1)
3 N [ ERF (A=25, K=5)
B REF K (A=25,K=15)
B RFE (A=25, K=25)
40

& F F L s o v 6 L b s L g P P S PP

% \’v\r K2 \.‘/m
SATEIARE BROBERH BomERHE TERIRE fot ]
(@) 787 A=Y KELEH L 2B RHEE

4.15: %‘7\0:7- A—=RIZH ié*ﬁ%%‘{ﬁ@nm n&fhﬁf

LT, KEBINEE2ZETRREAFEULOFFEL LoTWND.

W ERE & DR

41917, KD I =Ny FEREFRTHIMEE Z KT L. 22T, fEREEREFIETS
=AY FOYARM % {5,10,15) (CEH U THAEL BT 5. 41955, §—0 CNN THfF
HEBAIH U 72 BE & D Heterogeneous Learning % & A U 72 CNN D #4735 EBALMH D IF 5 D EkE
IZRIBTETWD Z D25, Hi—0D CNN THITE DA 2 A L 72458, Wi OMRMERED
Heterogeneous Learning Z & A U7z CNN & O KIFIZIE T L TW5B. 475 AL O RS AYKIRIZ
M EUZRERE LT, MoSTHEBEEZFRRICERTSIETHREDMEEZRAP T LoTWVD
EFEZH6N5. X 51T, Heterogeneous Learning # & A L 72 CNN I EEFEEZENT HZ L T, ¥
BY v INEDODRNT T ADRBIEREZW LTETVWS I EWVHRTES. £z, Ny FHAX

% 2L S 72BIT, Heterogeneous Learning Z & A L7z CNN (ENy FH A A M 22012 L7z e &
BOHMRENR L, BEFETEINY FHA XM % 512 UBICHRS LR,

B 4.19 (ZEREME IR 2 R . AATE OB &R TR T AT N T NE & BRD A E 2R
ULTHED, STHICOEIE ML H D80 mUIMRE U727 H BN EZ R L TWS. £/, SMUD
Bounding box D EIFMHN 2R L THEYD, FARHME, FPaMETHS. ZLUT, 2L TWHER
WEINGE A TZRZDT A I VBNELTWS. [X4.19 & b, Heterogeneous Learning % & A L
72 CNNIZ & D B2 BB DBITE N UTHEBZ A7 OB W RETH D Z L AR TE 5. Ly
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N
N

R =<5
=

—
(=]

[

# training samples (x10°)
(o))

A=5 A=10 A=25
# augmentations of one training sample

4.16: RETIE L RERKIFIT BT 5 lepoch HUZH L /=28 ¥ > TV

100
920
80|
— T T
X 70 I
M
#= 60
i
e 8525 OCNN (M=5)
ing . {EkDHeterogeneous Learning (M=5)
50 © ftFDHeterogeneous Learning (M=10)
* sk DHeterogeneous Learning (M=20)
0 : ERFE (M=5)
DREFE (M=10)
REF R (M=20)
304

& F F L s s v v P B v b P g PP Z\)&i\ o &£ P
htd N
SATEERRAR SO ERH BADMERH MERIRH 2RH

B 4.17: IR & AT IR O FRFRGE D L

U, ERETIEFEET Y TNDDRNT T ATH D “BARDPIERZ W T WS HTE L B IEH
ERIWVWTWASHTEHE?, “BE2 I L TWARHITE OFRBBRETH 2D U, REFIETIKRH
ARETH B Z L DR TE 5.

X 4.18 IZ VGGNet & O FRifE RO #L A /R 9. VGGNet TlE, F 4.2 D CNN & D35 X — & ¥
DR TH 2720, FHY VY TVBOEEOHELZZITIRT V. TDD, REFHET Y T VED
HEMEN B2 I LTV BBHTE ORBIEENKIFEICETRLTWS., — 4T, IREFETIE %
S LU TWABEHITE DEENKIBICHEEDNH ELTWS., fIOXAZIZEWTERETIEDOEAIZ L
DMERED ELTE Y, 2RO E D 3% ELT\W5.
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— 7

X

M_ 60

il

,:3 50 I
i

40 FERDCNN
REFEDOCNN
HERDVGG16
REFEDOVGG16

I'N "IN TN
P o N S T S T A I SR S D L R . G N R I

NS
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SITEBRE BEORE R BDRERH MR RRH

4.18: VGGNet IZ ck é n:muﬁ*iﬁ;o)ktf

ATk PRTE
ek Tk RETIE ‘ FKets)

4.19: fERIK & FREFIRO R R O WAL

44 FE&H

AWRGETIE, EA EFABHEE A L 72 DCNN 12 & % Heterogeneous Learning &, /4N %
W BT HE BRI ERE L7, EAM EGRAEREE E A U 72 Heterogeneous Learning 1%, %X A
IR B I 2 FHBADIESDEREAMNITICLVIHITE S, KXATOERBPEDIXSDER
Tz z2T, 2y NI —2DERERENATE, BHRAZORHBEL2H ETE 5. 5%I1F
Heterogeneous Learning % £ 5E A L7z CNN OF# %, X OLEIZTRADT Y TH—FDELEEITS.

D% W ST BRI T, R A7 OFANZB WTEEY Y TVBO DN T T 2

OMEREZ [ L X ¢ 2 FIEERELZ. EZEY UV ITVICHUTHRIEERAM G L, N5 UERDE
(2t U C Data Augmentation |2 & D FE Y > FIVEBIEL, VT Yy TV EHEEICEATZI= NNy F
EHWCTHEET 52T, ¥EY U TIVEODRN T T ADRBMREE W ETE 2. SHOREL
LT, B EEEEZ WA ERBOSREAIE TSNS,
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B5SE

Attention Branch Network | & % #1{&

=H =
=ey=

CNN [ZEH§R I % 1% U &9 2 Wi P R MRS TR WIERE 2 L T 5 [14, 10, 121]

2, BEFHIIEER L2 HRIC Ry T — 0 2GRS AL H L. TDD, xy FT—
IIE ST BRENT A= ZDPRFNT, SR T 2 HWARIL AR 2 D P n. 2ok
572, WREFEIZBT 2 WA fEIH S 2D fHARIERICI D M ENTE D, bRX R FER
REINTWS [13,67, 122, 37].

W BT 2 BRI O ClIX, v b7 — 22RO CHEMAL %2 vy TTR
BiL 7= Attention map % FH\ N CHIWARHL % fifthr 9 2 “BIRMEII B — IV o d . BIRERIE
PHOFHEIE 2 IO [IEIT AT TV 4313 TE, Bottom-up DF-4E & Top-down DFIEIZ/HFHTE 5.
Bottom-up O Fiklk, —MRIKNZAFIERE /1 A% 7 7 AERE2MBIERE UTCHHT S Z 2 TE
BifEIR % #1539 5. Bottom-up DFEITFHFAE P2y M7 — 7 DEEEFTHT 1T CNN OFHHEEZ
BARTE LD, FEHBEBOBARIZARERE L E L T 5O ERELITI BEND L. NI,
Top-down 72 FRIE—E DIE(EFED 5 CNN OIS Z #RTE 5. Top-down (%27 7 AIZHBIT 5
RIS % B AOAAJE DISEED 5 #1535 Class Activation Mapping (CAM) [13] 2RI N T 5.
CAM iZ, B5.1(a) DL IZBfEEEDORD I, BAAAEE GAP 2BET 5. LrLAAS, &
FEAEEZMORNT Ry MY — 2 2R 2055 D, CNN O LMEREZE I T2 56015 5.

Z DRTEE BT 57212, CNN OfifEffr F15121% Bottom-up 72 FIES—RINIZH VSN T E =, H
A TS T & % Attention map &, HIRERFRDOHERIFIZE W THE S HBAL 2 I Z R L TW5.
AMRFETIE, NEEFEDEFE T Attention map % 15T & % Top-down DFiE%E WS 72012, HHEK
FHHIZ BT 5 Top-down DFik% Attention FEMENIGH T 5. FRNEIHIZE 1T 5 Attention map %
Attention FEHEANIRHT 5 Z & T, RET D4y b7 — 7 IFHEGERHICHE W CTHEEE O & WS E
HWUBDP O Ay b7 =2 2B TE 5. GRNFIZ N— 2B E N/ Attention f##1X, CNN O
figehr & VEREM L& RIR /75 Z L A ATRETH 5.

ARWZE T, R % Attention Bl ~JGH U 7= Attention Branch Network (ABN) Z 2% 5.
ABN %, X 5.1 (b) D & 51T Attention % 77 > FREENILD AN D Z & T, Top-down DFik%
Attention BfE & U TRy b7 —ZIZHIAAA TWD., 4T % Attention Branch Network 1%, 5 5.1(b)
@ & 9 T Peature extractor & Attention branch, Perception branch @ 3 DD E Y 2 — P S5 1L
%. Feature extractor 1%, #H DB AAAREZE T ANESED SR~y 72 M35, Attention
branch (%, Top-down D FEA H 119 % Attention map % Attention BERENEH S I H A& L > TV
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® > | Attention map

HCA
: Great grey owl
Feature £ =
—_— B | e | B
extractor 2 g
3 )

Feature map

Ruffed grouse

Input image

(a) Class Activation Mapping

Feature '
extractor =Y. .. SoSrrIiiiIooicics ! 2
3 1 ' 3
1

) ' -
: Aﬁent'?n 1 Perception branch "—L
1 mechanism vy, per(X)

]

Inlput image

(b) Attention Branch Network

5.1: Class Activation Mapping & Attention Branch Network @ % v k7 — 2 it

%. Attention branch |3 Attention ¥t & HTEHIEAAD 2 D D& E| % H S5 Attention map % fFK 9 % 7=
&, ABNIZHBWTEER%E %> TW\W5. Perception branch %, i L 7-k#~ v 7 & Attention
map % T, BfbRE& 7 7 2B 2EREZ 1T 5. ABNDxy b7 —7HGEI3EREIcY VT
)V T&H Y, Attention branch & Perception branch 7* 5 H 1 X 412 2284 7% % i\~ % Z & T End-to-End
2B TE 5. £7z, Attention branch % X — Z & 72 % ResNet ¥ ResNeXt, Faster R-CNN, Multi-task
Learning IZE AT A Z LT, BRBITSHTE S, AEOEMIL, LFD3DTHS.

o ABN [ HEINEIIIZ B 1) % Top-down D FiEIT Attention B ZHLD AN/ 77 v FHEE %2 E
ATBHZET, *y b7 =2 %S 5. ABN X, Top-down DFiEE x v b7 —ZIZHD A
N5Z e TR ELIEIHUOTDOFIETHS.

e ABN I, "—Z &725% VGGNet X ResNet, Faster R-CNN, Multi-task Learning (ZXf LT, $v
N7 —2 % 53#| L T Attention map % [f!J73 % Attention branch ZE A9 5 Z & THA L3y b
T—ONEHTE 5.

o ABN [3MEREM 2B L 2D, CNN OHIBRILDOB MR Z FIFIZT 5 Z LA TE 5.
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5.2: Gradients weight-CAM O f#;&

51 BEEMRE
51.1 ERIBHBLEFICHSITBAHEIL

BB T 2 HERRS T, HEERRFD Attention map 2 M5 L, T H O HIWARHL %
fiEht 3 2 PR AIBIH OEATEFITI D M E T WD (27, 13, 122, 37, 123]. EBEEROHER I,
A)fid % A\ 7z Bottom-up ODFiEE x v MU — 2 OaHAME % % Top-down ODFED 2 FEMNH 5.
Bottom-up D FEDHIE LT, SmoothGrad [37] 3@ 5. SmoothGrad %, AJHEEIZ /1 X% {15
U T Sensitively map % #1759 2 WH %2 0B UITV, TN ENHER L 72 Sensitively map % F159
% Z & T CNN OS2 #E 5. MOGERNFATIZE 1T 5 Bottom-up 2 Fik & UT, Guided
Backpropagation & Gradient-weighted Class Activation Mapping (Grad-CAM) [122, 123] MR I N T
W%, Guided Backpropagation & Grad-CAM 13, HZFEDRFED 2 7 BT 5 EMHED A LD A H
W3 Z & T, CNN OyE#GHEIK % #1583 5. Guided Backpropagation & Grad-CAM IZf5ED 27 7 AT
B1F % Attention map ZFEZ R T VLV ML ==V TETINSERTE 5720, CNN O FEE L
TR —fIIZHW SN T WS, Grad-CAM D%, X 521279, Grad-CAM i&, RED 7 7 A
DHNEDI=Y M oAl EFESE, Fivy TE2ERT L. ZUT, IHERBRIZE T 5580
BHAAEORE~ Y T/ U T, GAP ZHid. GAPIZ & DR LKA Y PVIFEA L UTHE
AU, ARER—ZADRH~y I U TEAMIEHERD L. ZOEASESHTROLEH~Y Y 7
IZReLU Z i3 Z & T, FED Y T AT 2B EEGRT LI LN TES.

BRRIEIIZ B 5 Top-down DFENE, v T —27BHA U7 EE%E W5 Z & T Attention
map %3 T & 5. Top-down DFikld Attention map 2 G T 272D %y N7 —27 2 FHELEL T
HEET 208N D 50, EEHBOBERETE Y 7 AZE T 2IEGHEE 2 ESTE 5. Top-down DF
EOREWLTIETH S CAM [13] X, BAAABOIREM L 2FEAROMEGEAZ WS Z LT,
%2 J ZIZBIT 5 Attention map ZEHETEZ 2. CAM EFEETDH b FH BT YR ERHETH
WHEREZ ZE L T WA DY, G E 2 BAAAEIZ AN Z 25 DI NEIR 7= BB TS
WTIEMRME T 25 & Z LY T 0.
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%9 5 ABN I%, Top-down (T Attention map Z ¥#/5T&Z % CAM 2 RX— A2 v b7 — 7 % RE
5. CAM IFIEEFED#FE T Attention map % 1)1 U TR~ v ICEAN T TE 5728, Attention
BRE & DFMEDIEF IZ . WIRIZ, Grad-CAM %5 0 Bottom-up 72 51X i4 W E% 2 W T4
M2 RO 2 MENDH L7, Attention Bl & DAMEATR <72\, Zh o DBH S, % 5 ABN
I& Top-down D FikE%E N — ZIZHEE 217 5.

5.1.2 Attention 144#

Attention B¥H§I3, HEEFRDE 21X U & U BRE FEUIEE D2 2B TIEH I T\ 5 [124,
125, 126, 36]. iz, Attention $#1% Recurrent Neural Network X° Long Short Term Memory (LSTM) [127]
HFxHWRRIT — 2 2 WA TETIE S HFbTwa [125, 128, 129, 130].  #ifk & KRF1IC At-
tention BREZ HA L 2RRWRFIEL LT, Xu SOMFLE [125] 2D 5. Xu SOFFETHWSND
Attention /% Tld, Soft Attention & Hard Attention ® 2 D ® Attention map 2V SN T W3S, K
12, Xu 5D Soft Attention t& LSTM @7 — h 2 F|fH L T#H b, Image captioning X Visual Question
Answering DT CIEFRIZCHW ST WS [128,129]. F72, FEE2SKZ KL 72 self-attention %
CNN (2 —f%1k U 7= Non-local Neural Network [131] X, & L2232 & 0 S 22520 > THE)
TEDLTFEBREINT VS [132].

E7z, 1 OB %S Attention B2 JEH LU 72 FIEEBIRE I N TS [126, 36, 133]. KM
72 F¥E L U T, Residual Attention Network [126] % Squeeze-and-Excitation Networks (SENet) [36] %
&% %. Residual Attention Network I%, 2 ¥RICD Attention map % FH\ 725D Attention ##% % 35 A L
7€ T IV TdH%. Residual Attention Network TlE, #ED Attention % 75 AA L Stacked Network
Structure X°, Residual Module (Z & % Attention map D XM 5% T % Attention Residual Learning %
B AT\, SENet @ Attention #4134 Residual Module (23 A X 41, 1 ¥R7ED Attention map
BRIy TOF v VANV UTHT Z 2T, 2y N7 =27 DM RER A EIETWS.

R%ET 5 ABN (&, RBSEHEIHZ N — 2102, BERGHRICA X785 % 51 U 72 Attention map % FH
WTHRH Y Y TIZEHBMNIT T 5. FERD Attention Bl Z I D ANty b7 —2 TR, HEEDIEG
FHEOAA TR~ y FICEAF T2 LT W, UL, 1ET 25 ABN IFHERENEHIHIC & b #15
U 7= Attention map % i\ % 72, BEREREHIZ A RN 72 5 & 5REH L X970,

5.2 Attention Branch Network

%9 5 ABN I3, 5.1(a) D & S IZ Feature extractor, Attention branch, Perception branch ® 3 D
DEYV 2= SR INT WS, Feature extractor 1, AJIEIERD S B DB AAMRE I & b R
< v 7EAIHIT 5. Attention branch 1Z, CAM D&z W5 Z & T, TR —Z D Attention
map % 1719 %. Perception branch TIZ#15 L 7z Attention map & R~ v 7% Attention HkE~Jt
UCTHi 7=~y 72U, BEINREZ FAIBIT 57 7 AEREZ 1T 5.
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(a) Attention Branch Network D

o [
~ b||b <%
2REEEERD By HiE P By § §
CNNOETIL hxw 3118 hxw hxw I
(] ™ w w
(ex. VGGNet) S| & AT R
Convolution layers Classifier
S ol fa ol fa NS ol | ol
oo o||o ol o |G oo ol
— W8I T © : 4 g g g T yT WYY T 0 : : : : : WYY T
ResNetEFIL N S 1= pig M sl Liglgl | e
hxw 518 38118 8118 Xw Xw 5138 31138 8118 (hxw) /2
olle 2|2 2|2 Sl 2R 2|2
allé &||& &||& allé A& &||&
& &
Convolution layers Classifier
(b) Attention branch D& (c) Perception branchd i

5.3: Attention Branch Network D ##i&

ABN %, VGGNet [28] ¥ ResNet [10] FEDR—2 L7453y N7 =223 LTT T v F il E
D AT\ 5. Feature extractor & Perception branch I, X—ZX 51>V Dxvy NI —J7 2K EDET
EIT S THEST 5. £ LT, Feature extractor D IZ, CAM O EAiJE % R — ZIZHEHEL 72
Attention branch 2% A9 %. ABN (%, Attentionbranch # X—Z 51 > D%y N7 —2ZIZEBMT 5 Z
& T, KA REBGREBR AT NSHTE 5. AT, ABN Z W%, FEMERA, WikkaH,
JEMEFGRANIGH L, AR E T 5.

5.2.1 Attention branch

CAM IF, BI51 D&S5IT K x3x3DEAAAEL GAP, &fEiGEZHETS. 22T, K&
I ARERLTED, “Kx3x3"1E“3x3Dh—2NV%E K F¥ V2V DOEAAAEERLT
W3, K x3x3DEAAABIIFEDZ 7 AIZEF M2 R U K x h x w DR~y 7
2HENTE. Kxhxw DR~y TIEGAPIZED Kx 1 x IR YTy v ran, s
xRS 2L TEITACBIBMHEREZENTS. &2 T AIZE1) 5 Attention map % "/ 3 %
UL, &AEOMAEATEAMIT TSI LTz,

EREEEOMRDDIZ, CAM TIREARAAEEZEANT 5. ZOHl#I%, Attention branch IZHWTH
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LS. ROEDI=y b EEIIFHET 2 BHEEEIL, BEARAAED OGS TE S EHAMHEED
MERBREHBIELTLES. £D7%D, VGGNet D & 5 R efiGE 2 RT3y b7 -2 %2 —
ATA4 e UTEHAT A5G, B 5.50) O EHBO L 512 CAM L RBRICEEEEOMRHDDIZ 3 x 3
DEMAABEEATEIHENH D, £/, ResNet 2 RX— 22T 54, ®5.50b) DFHD X ST
Perception branch & [EkkDH#iE % F5D Residual block 2l iE 3 5. 22T, R~y 7OMEEL
Fen7zIz, BLiES % Residual block D 1 JEHDBEAAAFDA ST 1 N 1IZHET 5.

Attention map % 11§ 57292, Attention map & %72 7 ADMEHLREZ )19 2 LAIEEMHEHET 5.
L7 L, CAM I3FHFEADEESEDEA % W T Attention map ZEK S 57280, FHDOMHET
Attention map Z{EK T2 Z &N TERV. ZOREEMIRT 572017, Kx1x1DEAAAEZE
LAEEREONRD D ITHHET S, ZO K x1x1DEAIAAEIE CAM OLEAEEZK LTS, [
U&EZH-> TS, K x1x1DEAMAABDRIZGAPIZL VR~ Yy 7220 97 v
U, Softmax P Zid Z & T2 7 ADMERMEZ 1T 5. miRIZ, K x hxw ORI~y 7%
FI\NT Attention map % /135, KD h x w DR~ v 755 Attention map % 1EK 3 572812,
Ix1x1DEAMAABEZMT. 1x1x1DEAAAEZMST I LT, 1xhxw DR~y 72HT
T5. 1xhxwDREH~ Y 7T Sigmoid Bi¥iZ i 9 Z & T, Attention ¥ TH\\ 5 Attention map
MRS 5.

5.2.2 Perception branch

Perception brach T, Feature extractor %* 5 filith U 728~ v 7'& Attention map % Fi\ T Eef&ih 72
RASE R A2 )19 5. Perception branch DF§iE&EIX, X 5.5(c) D & 512 VGGNet % ResNet 5D R — A
TAVETID LN FAEOREEL 72> TWA. [ZUHIZ, Attention Hf#I1Z £ D Attention map %
K~ v IS H 5. Attention map 1%, R (5.1) &R (5.2) DKM AEEAWS. 22T, g(x;)
M Feature extractor DR~ v 7, M(x;) H* Attention map, ¢'(x;) »% Attention B§REIZ X D Hih & h
R~ v 7, {c|l,...,C} 3 F ¥ VRV ERLTWS.

ge(xi) = M(xi) - ge(xi) (5.1)
go(xi) = (14 M(x;)) - ge(x:) (5.2)

K G IFEMBREEDTF ¥ ¥ 2V ORI~ v 7 g.(x;) & Attention map DEHTH 5. X (5.2) X

Attention map 7358 < St U 72 SIS DR~ v T2 i3 5 Z L A3 TE, Attention map D 0 I I X}
UCHR~ Y 7DHET 202 28 TE 5.
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5.4: Attention Branch Network % 3 A L 7z Faster R-CNN D ##&

523 v NI—UDFEBEE

ABN (%, FEA7J#IZ Attention branch & Perception branch ® 2 DD 7' > F %2 liE L T\ 5. ABN
DEFHAE L(x) 1k, RGIHDEIR2D007 7 FOEHBRADHMAMAEIZL D RD S,

L(x;) = Lo (x:) + Lper (x;) (5.3)

Z 2T, Lau(x;) % Attention branch O #F47, L., (x;) % Perception branch D HFHAETH 5.
BT T FOEEBEEL, Softmax BAEL & Cross entropy itAE% W THHE XN 5. ABN @ Feature
extractor | Attention branch & Perception branch DAL % %13 HL 25 Z & T b I N 5. fhOE G
WARA T NGHT 258, R—ALT5%y M7= EFINOBABBIZIE U GHEIGHIZAEETE 5.

524 ZOMODEURERFHSY XV ~DIHE

HSFEET VD ABN %, v b7 —27 0 EAJEA Attention map 2 )1 T 575 v F L& F
ADMEREZHITETI0FEHAVWTRY b =272 L TW5. ABN X, Attention branch %
BAT S TR EHBERRICIGHT 2220 TE 5. AFETIX, ABN % HEjHHIHE & 4
T, Multi-task Learning NGHAT DRy b7 — Z7HEIZDWTHRRS.

BEESIE ABEEE T, S D% E R— 212 ABN 28 AT 5 [134]. Kl S OWF%E T
i%, Bojarski & [135] D5t SIZ B HHIHOERZ1T2>TWb. £7, Bojarski HITHBjH &
ERMOETIZ L 0 HEEEHEOFERZ 1772 > TS A, #H S 1X Grand Theft Auto (GTAS) D7 —
LDV a3V —REBEEEAHAWTEREZTR>TW\W5. Bojarski & DEBRERBIIIEF ICH I A MRDA
HHREDBFAET L REED D D, EREEEZNET 20 ICHETH L. T —LDYa IV —X
EHWSZ LT, FEREIETTIEKIANTEREZTS LW TES. HHEHOHIMETIX, B
BFEOATT ) v Aay MVEZEEIRIZ K D )19 5. Bojarski 5D CNN Tl, A7 7YV
JHEDOHCNN THALTW2D, 28y MUEZFACEDHIELTWS., AF7Y v i Ary
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NMVEDW /5% CNN T4 2 Z & T, ez HBHi#zZ/T>. 22T, FHTLSCNNIEL 7
V—LDAANIND =, HEDAVY — FE2ZE L REH2»R#ETH 5. Z OMEE kd
572017, CNN OGBS UTHEEZ ANTSH. T2k, BEOAEY - RF2ZELTAT
TV e ATy MEEZHT SN TES.

ABN 26T 5556, BARAAE LGB TY D 771, Attention branch Z#83 5. L L,
R SR % 71— 3OV TERAAGBAAAE L, BIHEST 228G I A TR E s R &
Thb. ZOMEEMRIT 572DIZ, Attention branch 23 11 U 72R#~ v 7123t LT, R~y 7
YA XD A=V EIE L TRE~ Yy T2K% 7 —1) > 29 % Weighted Global Pooling (WGP)
ZIRETSH. WGP IZ& D, ANIhaRE~y T2E2EAMFLAENS T—) VI TE L0,
R~ v 72RO E RET 2 Z L e FRMEZE 1T E 5. BRI EIREIX, WGP O JIH
IZ tanh BB Z BT Z & TN 5.

SITERE SITEMILTIX, Faster R-CNN [14] 125 L C ABN 238 A T&E 5. Faster R-CNN I,
YRRl fEIR 2 M 95 RPN &, MRl U 72 WA ERSEIS A & 7 7 TV 2% 17 5 Fast R-CNN [49]
DO E T WS, Faster R-CNN D & 5 72 R-CNN X — 2 DM ANER, Yikwhssitd & 7 =
U B ONIRA M EEL T\W 5728, B¢ D Fast R-CNN (2 & % 777 IV 2 %UZx L T Attention branch
% AN T& 5. Faster R-CNN (T Attention branch & A3 554, Attention branch 1&2 T A3 JHD
A4T 5. Attention map DIEAL JiiE Y, Attention map DR~ v T A D KR 5L IZER D FEHE T IL D
ABN L [FABTH 5.

Multi-task Learning —f#%7% Multi-task Learning 1%, HOEOEKE 1=y MHBFFED X AT D A
AT EMIT B L o TV [136]. FEIFIHEDEOZNZND =y MU THEHAER
BaeBatdal T, BBROX A% 1203y N7 =2 T¥ETS. LML, ABN % Multi-task
Learning (ZJGH T 25610 — DA RBAET 2. BESFEPYERMRE T, 1 2OATIZH LTI
DDRAZEHIILT W, LA L, Multi-task Learning 1% 1 DD AN U TEBD X A7 % 1)
LTWb. AN HIOBEA 14 1 DAL 1D Attention map TRILTE 523, Ao
BIRAY | W% D413 1 D Attention map THIITE R\, Z OREZ RS 572017, Multi-task
Learning 23 A U7z ABN [&%& X A 712G U 728D Attention map % 13 %. Z 2T, Multi-task
Learning % 3 A U 7z ABN I& ResNet101 % X— 2 (ZfEHT 5.

&R A2 D Attention map % /19 57281, XU DIT Attention branch (Z Multi-task Learning %
HAT S, 1ZUDIT, Residual Block 4 23 U72R~ v T2 LT T x 1 x 1 DEAAAE % I
TIET, TxUx 14 DR~y 72 Nd 5. FEDXAY {t|1,..., T} OMERMIE, Tx1x1
DEHABIEIP SHERF LTt FHD 14 x 14 DR~ v 7126 LT, GAP & Sigmoid BI# % i s Z
LTk D, FEWEL, Sigmoid BIE Y Binary Cross Entropy i2z£f% 2 W5 Z & T¥H T 5. *
LT, 14 x 14 DR~ v 7% Attention map & U CTHEHT 5.

Perception branch {Z % L C Multi-task Learning % A3 %. Attention map % i U 7-4#~ v 7 ¢/t (x)
E, BI55DEDITREDR A tIZH1F 5 Attention map M*(x) & Feature extractor DR~ v 7
g(x) ERHWTIERT 5. K~y 7 glf(x) ZIEER L7281, RED R AT t DIfi#{H % Perception
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5.5: Multi-task Learning % & A U 7z Attention Branch Network D&

brach ppe, (1) Z FHHWTHIIT 5.

J'x) = (1+g(xi))  M'(x;) (5.4)
0O = pper(g/t(xi); 9) (5.5)

O(¢"(x:)) BT X2 DERAZIZE T DMERIEZIEWL 7475 THBH. 2T, AWTHD S Multi-
task Learning 13, FFEDBIEL T2 0G0 2 EEEMT 2. FEDX A7 t DR~ v 7 ¢ (x;)
% Perception branch pye,(-) IZ A U720, K55 DX S IZRED X AT t ORERMHIZIE O(g" (x:))
EHWD., ZOUHERTORXRAZIZH L THDIELITS.

5.3 FE{MsEER
53.1 EEDEOEBREE

REFEOEMMEZ AT 572912, 1& U DHIZ CIFARIO, CIFARI00, Street View Home Num-
ber (SVHN) [137], ImageNet [138] Dataset % i\ CH[{E DR 21T 5. AT OEHY 1 XX,
CIFAR10/100, SVHN Dataset Tl 32 x 32 pixel, ImageNet Dataset Tl 224 x 224 pixels TH 5. 7 7
A#1%, CIFAR10 & SVHN Dataset ¥ 10 7 5 A, CIFAR100 Dataset % 100 2 5 A, ImageNet Dataset
H1000 7 7 ATH B, FEFE, M7 Data Augmentation % ffi3”. CIFAR10/100 & SVHN Dataset
TlX, 4 AAIZ dpixel DEONT 4 VT E[ELZHIZ32x32D T X honay ¥y 745, 2T,
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% 5.1: Attention F§#5I1Z & B K& DAL

| 90 [ 90 M) | g0 - (1 + M(x))

ResNet20 | 31.47 30.61 30.46

ResNet32 | 30.13 28.34 2791

ResNet44 | 25.90 24.83 25.59

ResNet56 | 25.61 24.22 24.07

ResNet110 | 24.14 23.28 22.82

— resnet-110+ABN (Att. branch)
— resnet-110+ABN (Per. branch)
ol - - resnet-110
—_— — 1 — resnet-56+ABN (Att. branch)
X X 5 — resnet-56+ABN (Per. branch)
C . - ‘w‘ - - resnet-56
g g g’; — resnet-32+ABN (Att. branch)
@ o < |\ — resnet-32+ABN (Per. branch)
- R £ -~ resnet-32
Q Q © |
& & =
pt
20
B 50 100 150 200 250 300 50 100 15 = 200 250‘ 7'3 0 50 100 150 VV/;DO 250 300
# of epoch # of epoch # of epoch

X 5.6: CIFAR100 {2 5 1F % 238 & Gl D top-1 error & FH %, Left fHli4 > 7123 d % Top-1
error. Middle 7 ¥ > 7 )LIZ%f 9 % Top-1 error. Right 72472 D H#EF5.

EAKEEE T > X LICHEY. ImageNet Dataset T, 256 x 256 12 ¥4 AL 724817, 224 x 224125
YELZUy BV IT 5. FAMKC, AAKEE T VXL, FE, BGE, Y TV OB
i%, CIFARI10/100 D8 Y > 7L H3 60,000 ¥ & FEAfi - > 7L A3 10,000 ¥, SVHN OFE > 7 )b
A 604,388 X (train:73,252, extra: 531,131 #) & ZlliH > 7V D3 26,032 ¥, ImageNet DB Y > 7
V31,281,167 #T 50,000 MDIREEY > TV & HWS.

FHMZEERTld, Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD) (Z Momentum HZEfT B Z & Try T —2
% ioi{bd 5. CIFAR10/100 Tlk, FEOHEH[EEZ 300 epoch, /N FH¥ A XH3256 THET 5.
SVHN Dataset Tl%, EHOEH A% 40 epoch, /Ny FH 1 XH3256 THHEF 5. ImageNet Dataset
TlE, FHOFEHEIEE 90 epoch, /Xv FH A XM 256 THEBT L. FEHRIIPION 0.1 THD,
50% & T5%D EHHRFZ 0.1 159 5.

532 Eg&o9%HE

Attention #E DT X (5.1) £ (5.2) D Attention B % I\ 72 BXD ABN @ top-1 error % LLii
5. HBIZHEAT 22y 7 —21%, CIFAR100 Dataset T3 L 72 ResNet D {20, 33, 44, 56, 110}
BETFTLTHS.

#5.112, X (5.1) &K (5.2) D Attention BEHEZ FHW72BRD ABN OF§E %2 /RS, I T, g(x;) 1&
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# 5.2: CIFAR10, CIFAR100, SVHN, ImageNet Dataset {Z 3 1} % Top-1 error D LLEK

Dataset CIFAR10 CIFAR100 SVHN [137] || ImageNet [138]
VGGNet [28] - - - 31.2
VGGNet+BN - - - 26.24*

ResNet [10] 6.43 24.14* 2.18* 23.0
VGGNet+CAM [13] - - - 334
VGGNet+BN+CAM - - - 27-42*(+1.1s)

ResNet+CAM - - - 22.11’(*_0_08)
WideResNet [32] 4.00 19.25 2.42% 21.9
DenseNet [33] 4.51 22.27 2.07* 22.2
ResNeXt [34] 3.84% 18.32* 2.16™ 22.4
Attention [126] 3.90 20.45 - 21.76
AttentionNeXt [126] - - - 21.20

SENet [36] - - - 21.57

VGGNet+BN+ABN - - - 25.55 (—0.69)

ResNet+ABN 491 (_152) | 22.82 (_1.32) | 1.86 (_g.32) 21.37 (_1.63)
WideResNet+ABN 3.78 (_o.22) | 18.12 (113 2.24 o8 -
DenseNet+ABN 4.17 _o.34) | 21.63 (—o.6a) | 2.01 (_g.06) -
ResNeXt+ABN 3.80 (—0.04) | 17.70 (_o.62) | 2.01 (_q.15) -

SENet+ABN - - - 20.77 (_o.80)

« ITERERL ZBROBEZRLTWS.

KD ResNet DIFEZ /R LT WS, 1ELHIZ, KD ResNet & M (x) - g(x) D Attention K& DK
EEIET 5. EBRERID, M(x)-g(x) D Attention ¥4 D /5 A top-1 error 2MEWNZ & 3 5.
RIZ, 2 DD Attention BEHED M (x) - g(x) & (1 + M(x)) - g(x) DFGEZ T 5. 2 DD Attention
BEHE A LI U 721, (14 M (x)) - g(x) @ Attention BkED i THENR W LR TE 5. Z
Z T, [FU Attention ¥ % E A L T\ % Residual Attention Network (% M (x) - g(x) @ Attention 1
EE AW T 25 SR I LTz, 207k, RET 5 ABN IZEGSFITAR) LIz
KIRTETWADDTHD. REBRTIE, (14 M(x))-g(x) D Attention ###% 7 7 4 )L b & L T/
M9 %.

IZ, SHFEBUZ BT 5 Top-1 error & FEHFRADHERBIZ OWTHIKT 5. LK THHT S % v
N7 —21%, ResNetD32/E, 56J8, 11I0BETNVTHS. XRL TV HlIERIL, ABN O Attention
branch & Perception branch, fi¢3®D ResNet TH 5. [X 5.6(a) IZFEMY > 7 IVIZHF % Top-1 error D
W %2R, ABN D75 > F DR & HEHKD ResNet TR U 72, #E3KD ResNet & © Top-1 error
PMENZ & DR TE 5. £ LT, ABN O Perception branch D f&fE 1 Attention branch D¥EE & D
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7 5.3: ImageNet Dataset |23 1} % SENet & O L

Conventional + SENet +ABN + SENet, ABN

Top-1 ‘ Top-5 Top-1 Top-5 Top-1 ‘ Top-5 Top-1 Top-5

ResNet50 || 24.11 | 7.21 | 23.12(-0.99) | 6.60 (-0.61) || 23.12 (-0.99) | 6.65 (-0.56) | 22.20 (-1.91) | 6.30 (-0.91)
ResNet101 || 22.51 | 6.42 | 22.24 (-0.27) | 6.13 (-0.29) || 21.82 (-0.69) | 6.01 (-0.41) | 21.15 (-1.36) | 5.70 (-0.72)
ResNet152 || 22.19 | 6.20 | 21.90 (-0.29) | 6.08 (-0.12) || 21.37 (-0.82) | 5.72 (-0.48) | 20.77 (-1.42) | 5.57 (-0.63)

BWZ D bnb. X5.60b) DFEFY Y TIWIIxT B Top-1 error % LI U 7288+, [FRROMEAIAA:
LTW3. [X5.6(c) DFEiRAMIRZ MR L 72K, ABN O 77 > F OSBRI D ResNet &
0 ZERFAEIME. A E AR D REE % K7D Perception branch & 3D ResNet D% 7475 % Ll
U 7zH, Perception branch O FEH A D HHMEW 728, IREFIED Attention FEED XY v 7 —27 D
FHIZENTH D ZEDERTE 5.

CIFAR10/100, SVHN O#E 3% 5.2 (Z CIFAR10/100, SVHN, ImageNet Dataset (231} % Top-1
error Z /33", CIFAR10/100, SVHN Dataset @ #¥Aifi Ti%, —f%HI7% ResNet €7 )L, CAM ZEH AL
ETN, RETDABN 2B ALLET IV ELKET 5. K52 OREIRE, KENZE TN TV 2K
ELREFEOMEZRLTWVWS., 2T, “IIIHEERLZBOKELZRLTWS. () OFMHE
X, R=ZAF A4 VETINELD Top-1error DAEZRLTWS. HRIZHEHAT S0y hT—2ETIVIE,
ResNet (depth=110), DenseNet (depth=100, growth rate=12), Wide ResNet (depth=29, widen factor=4,
drop ratio=0.3), ResNeXt (depth=29, cardinality=8, widen factor=4) TH 5. Z I T, T 5D ResNet
£ 7 V1% Residual block 3 T/#[9° % Z & T ABN 212§ 5.

5.2 &Y, ResNet, Wide ResNet, DenseNet, ResNeXt iZ$5 T ABN DEAIZ & b MEEA A L
L CTW5. CIFARIO Ti%, %#iZ ResNet & DenseNet @ Top-1 error 7% 6.43% 75 4.91%, 4.51% 925
4.17% Z Top-1 error SHIIK S N7z, MZ T, CIFAR100 TiZ%2T®d ResNet € TFILIZHEWT 0.6% A
1= Top-1 error ZHIJET & TW5. SVHN Dataset IZ 5T % Top-1 error % Bl T & 7=.

ImageNet DFEE X2, CIFAR10/100, SVHN & [FIfRIZ {553 5% 2 5.2 T ImageNet % FH{id 5.
ImageNet DFEAiTl, VGGNet (depth=16), ResNet (depth=152), SENet (ResNet152 € T V) %
THHET 5. 1ZU®HIZ, CAM OMREZR KT 5. CAM OREEIX, 2FEEAE 20 R\ T GAP 28
AT DREDND D70, FRAHMERMETUX T WRENDH 5. [FERIZ, VGGNet (Z Batch Normaliza-
tion (BN) [30] ZEA L7ZETMIZEWTH, VGGNet DMERELRD UK T LT W5, STHAMIZ, ResNet
IZ CAM 28 A U7z356, KEIFITEL b o7z, ResNet D EA7JE X, CAM & FEkIZ GAP &
A IC 2RSS TE R BLE L 72 i & 2> T\ b, CAM IE, %D Residual Block O stride % 1 125
EL, Kx1x1DEAAABEEEATZZIITHEATES. TD7H, CAM #H AL 7= ResNet
X GAP & 25 OERE N D, MRETHRI Shho/zeEZAOND. — /4T, ETS
ABN 3 VGGNet & ResNet D8k 2 &b 5[ LI D I LM TE 5.

WIZ, KD Attention 4 % B D A417= Residual Attention Network & SENet D Ltk % 3°%. SENet
DALY, HEFD ResNet DFEE % 23.00% 55 21.90% % T Top-1 error £ THIKTE 72, LH
U, #&%9 % ABN 1&23.00% 55 21.30% & THEEEZHIIKTE, SENet & O KA LLTWA. I
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GT House_finch Whippet Kimono Ping-pong_ball Missile Australian_terrier

Original
image
ABN
“House_finch’0.99 _‘Whippet’:0.91 “Kimono:0.76  ‘Ping-pong_ball:0.99  ‘Missile’:0.63 ‘Australian_terrier’ : 0.99
h a
]
‘House_finch’:0.70 ‘Whippet’:0.90 ‘Kimono’:0.95  ‘Ping-pong ball:0.99  ‘Missile’:0.39 ‘Seat_belt’ : 0.58
Grad-CAM ?

; — =3
‘House_finch’:0.97 ‘Whippet’:0.97 ‘Kimono’:0.98  ‘Ping-pong ball’:0.99 ‘Missile’:0.52 ‘Seat_belt’ : 0.66

5.7: CAM, Grad-CAM, Attention Branch Network (Z & % Attention map D LLH#HE 5

AT, ABNILSENet LT 5 Z W TE 5. SENet & ABN 2035 Z & T, HE2ED ResNet D
KB % 23.00% 75 20.77% % T Top-1 error ZHIIKTE 5. ZOMEMIK, R53DEST, kX728
D ResNet IZBWTHKEEZM EXEBZ &N TES. £72, Residual Attention Network 1% ResNet
N—ZADBFEIT 21.76%, ResNeXt N—ZADFEIZ 21.20% OitGBiiE Tho7-. LrL, SHDE
BRCHR U 72 F LD H Tl ResNet152+SE, ABN %°20.77% Td b, Residual Attention Network & ©
HWENSWI DR TE 5.

Attention map D A1t ImageNet Dataset |2 51} B IEFEB D LLEAE R 2 5.7 1I2RT. 22
T, CAM I ResNetl52 2 R— 21y b7 — 7 %HEHE L, Grad-CAM I3HEK D ResNet152 % W T
Attention map % #1373 5.

57 &Y, CAM, Grad-CAM, ABN OEHFHIHIZIZIEFAMKTH S Z L PR TE 5. M 5.7
D1 HFEEHDOEE, 3 2DFTIVIE “Violin”ZZB#, L, “Violin” D A7 (278 < Attention map %5 itx
LTWa. 2 ZFHOHE FEIC, “CLffDfEI% I3 L T Attention map 258 < KIS LTW3. —F
T, 3 & HDHEEIZI “Australlian_terrier” & “Seat_belt”h & ENTW5A. ZOH|TIX, CAM & Grad-
CAM (ResNet152) Tl “Seatbelt” & #i L TW5A. LA L, ABN I “Australlian_terrier” & #8a#8 L T
B, HD “Australlian_terrier” & “Seat_belt”|Z Attention map 23 )& L TW5B. ZD72%, ABN (T
BHIZEBEDREENT VR HATE, EHEOYMRIZ Attention map & KI5 d 5 Z LN TE 5.

Attention branch (X, CAM % ~X— Z{Z Attention map % 1119 5. Z®D7=%, Attention branch H3F
U722 2 2 LT ED K S 7 Attention map A I XN D& IR T 5 BB H 5. Attention
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GT Space shuttle Rhinoceros beetle Kingsnake Irish wolfhound
Original
image
Attention
map
Attention P — .
branch O Space shuttle O Rhinoceros beetle X Sea snake X Scottish deerhound
Perception ~ - . s PR
eb:ii:n O Space shuttle O Rhinoceros beetle O Kingsnake O Irish wolfhound

5.8: Attention branch O i JJ#5HIZ X3 % Attention map D4

7 5.4: CompCars Dataset {2 3 1J % il R 0 Lhii

task HIE (%] | A= [%]
VGG16 85.9 90.4
ResNet101 90.2 90.1
VGG16+ABN 90.7 92.9
ResNet101+ABN 97.1 98.1

branch M Hi 17 LU 7z Attention map & #3722 5 2D %X 5.8 IZ/RT. M58 DX S5IZ, Attention
map PVERERIZIEI U 7258 & R L 72356 CRIGRZ <, REDYIAIZ Attention map 7358 < K& U
TWBIZeNbnb. ABNIE, &2 5 ATE T SERBORE~ v 7% 1x1x1 DEAIALET
MG 9 572, Attention map % Hi 19 2 BXIZ Attention branch D FRFFERIMEKIZEL . D728,
Attention branch TiiiRiiz L7254 TH, X 5.8 O X 5 IZ{EHGEHE % #15 L, Perception branch T
B R 2R 5 2 LT E B,

w12, X 5.9 (2 ImageNet Dataset (2317 % ABN O Attention map D% /773, 59 D& ST,
K E DYIMAIZ 3 U T Attention map 2358 < ) U THE D, BHHRFITH LTIk Attention map 35 < X
JH U7\,

533 MOEKRRHE S X I ADIGHA

SEHMERB  FEMHER T, Comprehensive Cars (CompCars) Dataset [139] % FH\CFHis 5. EERT
&, STHR [139] & [AIBRIZ 136,726 #D BB HEiER %2 FWW T 432 T O Hiff & 75 FEH D A — 7 23853
5. ANTBHEGIE, FEHY Y TN D bbox DN ST ART MEO VYRR L, 323x224 pixel
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‘House_finch’:0.99

GT : ‘House_finch’

GT : ‘Spoonbill” ‘Spoonbill’:0.99

.
‘Norfolk_terrier’:0.99

|
GT : ‘Norfolk_terrier’ GT : ‘Boston_bull’ ‘Boston_bull’:0.82

GT : ‘Flute’ . ‘Kimono’ I ‘Kimono’:0.76

GT : ‘Ocarina’

{

T : ‘Piggy_bank’ ‘Piggy_bank’:0.99 GT : ‘Ping-pong_ball’ ‘Ping-pong_ball’:0.99

GT : ‘Pool_table’ ‘Pool_table’:0.99

GT : ‘Power_drill’

GT : ‘Vending_machine’ ‘Vending machine’ C GT : ‘Ice_cream’ ‘Ice_cream’:0.99 GT : ‘Bubble’ ] ‘Bubble’:0.99

5.9: ImageNet Dataset (2317 % ABN @ Attention map Dl
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Chevy Cruze sedan Chevy Trax
Original image Maker recognition Model recognition Original image Maker recognition Model recognition

[X] 5.10: CompCars Dataset (231 % ABN @ Attention map D]

7% 5.5: CityPerson Dataset {Z 31} 5 # R D Hhig

Faster R-CNN | Faster R-CNN+ ABN
Reasonable 24.08 23.45
Reasonable small 58.43 55.61
Reasonable occlusion 56.15 54.58
All 48.49 48.64

YA AT S, [fHTHETIINIEVGG16 & ResNetl01 TH D, SGD+Momentum THE T 5. 4
H O FEHEIEE 50epoch TH D, Batch size 1£32 TH 5.

CompCar Dataset |2 & % izl & X — WAl O R 2, K54 187, HERBOL G, i’
KD VGG16 & ResNetl01 OFRGHMEE L, ThZTh 85.9% & 90.2% TH-7-. LL, ABN ZEA
$5Z LT, VGG16 & ResNetl01 DFRFHMEENZNZNH 5% L8 6% 11 L U7z, A —J—F8
BWTHRMKOMAN RSN, IREFIEDOHEAIZLD VGG16 & ResNet101 @um\nﬁk**f%wj:f%@
2% £ TR L. THhoORREPS, FRIERNIZSWTH ABN AR TH S Z L AMERT
%. ME13 U 72 Attention map %[ 5.10 (2739, HFEFIRE A — A CHHL TWHEE, FEMHE &
A —Td2HY, #1FTE 7 Attention map (FFRFKT 5 X A7 U TELLTWS. HFEGAGTIE
F BB ORI 2R SIS IR IR T 508, A — HF8HCIE A — A ERFkC 3R W #iIPH T H B 2RI
BRI LTS

EBEGE /EOMEIFETIVE ABN 28 A U7 ERE TV OHEHEE DB REZ, #5611
AT FREEICB VT, fEkomlEE TV e ABN 28 AL ZEIEE TV OHEERAEIL, ATT
Y ¥ Z'& 21w ML T Mean Squared Error 7% 0.001 Kiii T H, KEMREENR SN o7z, IR
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e ]

Original image Attention map

5.11: CityPerson Dataset (2513 % ABN @ Attention map D]

# 5.6: Mean squared error on vehicle control

\ Steering \ Throttle

Reg. Model 0.014810 | 0.019124
Reg. Model + ABN | 0.015480 | 0.019331

\Z, 13U 7z Attention map Z[X] 5.9 (2R 9. X 5.9 DEDHITI, FIHICN Ty IBEHRLTWS T
b, WiADNTYIZDTFANT VT (T —FF 2728 LT Attention map V8 < ) JH LT W 5.
F7z, K59 OHFLEHOEITIE, HEHT DED Attention map Z L L TW3. AT 2546
AR D FARIC Attention map 2SR KR L TE D, L9 25 E 13O HFRD Attention map 7A°
L MIGLT WS,

HITERE ST EMITIE, CityPerson Dataset [78] 2 W TCHHES 5. #E Y > 7L TIX 2,975
B, MGEEY > 7L TR 500 RS 5. £72, EBRTIE VGG16 % X — A2 L 7z Faster R-CNN % i
W3, ZZT, {#f9 % Faster R-CNN O Fast R-CNN Tl “pedestrian”, “cyclist”, “sitting person”®
3T DBITH 2T 5.

Cityperson Dataset D gF{lifE R %, % 5.5 12/, 9. K 55 £V, Faster R-CNN I[ZIREFIEICE2E
AT 5T, &TOFMIEHE D Miss rate 23H]J T & 7z. K2, “Reasonable small”& “Reasonable
occlusion”IZ B W TIXENZ N 3% & # 2% D Miss rate ZHIJE L TW5B. ¥RIZ, 13U 7z Attention
map %X 5.12 (2R 9. BT ERETIX, 2478 OUEEE & i 125 L T Attention map %33 < St L
7o, BEEIABTE O LB OZATHEERETTH D, DM person, cyclist, sitting person % ik
M BB KRENERTH S, D78, SEHE W2 U T Attention map 235 < Kz U 7z
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Attention map

5.12: BEIEHIEIZ B 1T 5 Attention map D

tEZHNS.

Multi-task Learning Multi-task Learning (23 F % i Tl&, CelebA Dataset & FH\T 40 FEE D
BE MR D Ffi 2 17 5. CelebA Dataset I%, 40 FEOEHEMED I XUAFEINZT—X LY b
Thh, FABMURFROMZ —HICH WO NS T —Xty NTHD. FHiICHEHTE 2y b7 —
2 1% ResNet50 {2 Multi-task Learning 2 A L7ZEF IV THY, I=NvFH A X% 16, ¥HK%
0.01, Momentum+SGD T 10epoch & $ 5. LIRIZfHiH$ % F4IL, ResNetl01, FaceTracer [140],
PANDA-I [142], LNet+ANet [141], Mixed Objective Optimization Network (MOON) [22] TH 5.

CelebA Dataset {2 & % #Hlifi 2K 5.7 1TRd. K57 &0, 1FE TS5 ABN DEAIZ LD ERDOE
JEME AT & 0 Rk A3 LT\ 5. FaceTracer, PANDA-], LNet+ANet DFEEIZIEL A LD
BN BV THE D Ef > T\W5. ResNet £ MOON TLh#R U 7z, F#Z “Arched Eyebrows”,
“Big Lips”, “Pointy Nose”, “Wavy Hair’, “Wearing Earrings”, ‘“Wearing Necklace” D EHJgE It Z23% D¥
ERH ELTWA., IRIT f% 3 U 7z Attention map % 5.13 (2R 9. B RTEEGTIE, ThEh
K€ DEREMEIZ Y 3 554 128 L T Attention map 235 < Kt L T\ 3

54 F&oH

ARETIE, BEEEIZH ) DIEGER % Top-down IS TE % ABN 242% L 7. ABN X, CAM
% R— 2K U -1 2 Attention B ~NIGH T 2 Z & T, FREMREZUGE L DD, HRA i
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2% 5.7: CelebA Dataset |23 1F % 23748 & D HLig

gz g v g
: : ) : < 5 2
2 ES 5 = £ E 3 = ” % %
< © ] ” E S &} g 5 3
: 9 ¢ 2 e 2 2 £ T 9 5 2 E 4 2 3 9
] 2 % % = = ]
Task " < < M @ Q A a ) =) =) [ [ [9) a ) ¢] ] = =)
FaceTracer [140] 85 76 78 76 89 88 64 74 70 80 81 60 80 86 88 98 93 90 85 84
LNets+ANet [141] 91 79 81 79 98 95 68 78 88 95 84 80 9 91 92 99 95 97 9 87

PANDA-1[142] 88 78 81 79 96 92 67 75 85 93 86 77 86 86 88 98 93 94 90 86
MOON [22] 9403 8226 81.67 8492 9877 9580 7148 84.00 8940 9586 95.67 89.38 92.62 9544 9632 9947 97.04 98.10 90.99 87.01
ResNet+MTL 9439 8266 8100 8403 9898 9575 7057 8329 88.68 9523 9582 8642 91.99 9541 9624 99.68 97.37 98.14 90.86 86.22
ABN+MTL 94.53 8426 8136 85.07 9870 9568 7246 8196 89.56 96.03 96.24 88.55 9238 95.17 9651 99.54 9733 98.11 91.20 86.80

£

S E 2 ~ o1 ©

2 = 5 2 = g

2 . & £ 3 = £ 5 % £ g & £ 3z 2

g 5 = 3 g Z & 5 £ o o | on o on o )
., <= & B 2 5 % 2 £ Y 2 E & 2 E £ £ £ i o
: ¢ % : 9 2 £ £ § 7z 35 2 = % § § 3§ § 3 %
Task = = = z z <] & = & & A % & £ = = = = = =
FaceTracer [140] | 91 87 91 82 90 64 8 68 76 8 94 8 63 73 73 8 8 68 8 80
LNets+ANet[141] | 98 92 95 8 95 6 91 72 8 9 9 92 73 8 8 9 93 71 93 87

PANDA-1[142] 97 93 93 84 93 65 91 71 85 87 93 92 69 77 78 96 93 67 91 84
MOON [22] 98.10 93.54 96.82 86.52 9558 7573 97.00 7646 93.56 94.82 97.59 92.6 8226 8247 89.60 9895 9393 87.04 96.63 88.08
ResNet+MTL 98.33 93.64 9688 8694 9624 7327 96.69 74.62 9322 9452 97.87 9249 83.17 83.16 89.88 99.08 93.69 86.93 96.84 87.78
ABN+MTL 98.19 9372 9692 8722 9598 7513 9670 77.16 93.57 9501 97.77 91.82 83.38 84.13 90.70 99.01 94.06 87.98 96.70 86.18

YOI

- h
Wearing_Earring Brown_Hair Big Nose

Y h
Original image Mouth_Slightly_Open

O

Original image Sideburns Eyeglasses Wearing_Earrings Blond_Hair _ High_Cheekbones

Original image ye Mouth_Slightly_Open Sideburns Wearing Earring Wearing Hat Smiling Wearing Necktie

[X] 5.13: CelebA Dataset IZ 517 %5 ABN @ Attention map Dl
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RER AT NEHFRETH B, FERTIE, BEEHESBIZE W THRRD Attention $§#E 7)1 TdH % SENet
% LR 2MRERZER L T\ D. 7z, SRV TEEWVEREZFELIL, /EkDxy T -2 E
TIVE D EKTHI 8% OMEREM LA FEBH L WT WA, £ U T, fMEMER T, [IREEPYIA
fHi, Multi-task Learning IZ B JGHTE 5 Z & 2 fHIiEERIZ L DR U 7=,

6 FETIE, AT~V E2FPECTHEMLLWIEEFEIZ ABN 203 5. BbFEANDISHIZED,
IT—Yx v b ZGET 5 EOEGREEZ kT 5.
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BOE

Attention #48 1C £ 2 ZER{IELFE DE
= BN R AT

FREEAAFEIE, T A7 4% u Ry O HEIEEREOKL X 271280 TEWIERE
LTS [143, 144, 145]. BERIALPE TIRIBREBOBEL /N T A — R 2 2 FEIT L 0 AT
72017, BWRENAZ—VOTEZTHERA LR 0 FE TS, ZOLS ITWRBBD AT A—X
FRIZEVERTLILT, MR AOKEZAREE LTWS. UL, WIBOHEEIIEH L
DI I NTATENTN § 5 HIWRILZ PR S5 Z L DN TH 5.

Computer Vision 778712 5 1) 2R EFEH QMM TIE, 5.1.1 TRz 3y b7 — 27 h3 im0
U 7-%ld % < v 7 CRELL 72 Attention map 1Z & D fif#hfr 4 2 SIRAEIAL — I H VW S T W0 5.
HRERALFE D E T, Bottom-up ZHRFIEIAZ W5 Z & TR E 2 it 9 5 FIEL 2
EINTWA. UL, Bottom-up 2RI IXAENERZ G5 T 572012, TEEFIC X D #Hinks
REBRUBICHEREZITO BENDH L. —J, Top-down REFMMNTIX, v b7 —27 DN
DJSEE % W T Attention map 2 #1589 5. Z D78, Top-down 72 K55 35 BH 1L NEAE 8 D i FE D A
T Attention map Z R TZ 5.

Z ZCARMZETIE, WAL EIZB 1T 5 Top-down 72 Attention map % #1753 57282, Attention
Branch Network (ABN) % {EEiR{bFZE AN LI0HT 5. ABN X, Hhlid 0 FEOMWGERMA A 712 H
WHNTWS., 2078, FlT NV L RV 8 I EESEA S 2 O REETH 5. O
REE R T 57212, AFTIX Actor-Critic 7% & ABN D3 v b7 — 7 #i&EIZEH T 5. Actor-Critic
BiE1 201y MU= 0 5 HREREMMEEZ BT oME L > THE D, FERHRREMMHE % H
WTZ—V Y M U8 Z2WET 5. IREFIETIE, REMEEZ ABN 2851 22007 )L
DODRH O DHEHEfEE L THNWS Z & T, #{b¥HIZE T % Attention map % Top-down IZEFTE 3.
Atari 2600 7' — L & FAWZHERIZ K 0, REFIETIIHED I NDTETXS 2 HIWHRHL % Attention
map ST TE S Z & &/R3. £7z, ABN LHKRKIZ Attention B2 HE AL, TEIZIRET S &
TI—Yxy bOHENZEIT BHEN LTSI L %2nRT.

AFFEDOEBRIILAT D L 51274 5.

o EEMRILFEIZH TS Top-down 2NN 2 522 5. ERDBILZEE T B 1T 2 A
Hr T3 Bottom-up 2 FEAH VSN TH D, WRHKIC X D ARIEREGHET 2HERDH > 7.
— 1T, REFIEIIEZEFEDOERE T Attention map 2 #EHTE 5.

o L7 Attentionmap IZ & D, T—Y ¥V NOITEIREDOBERNEZMNTT A L2 W REL T 5.
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Atari 2600 7 — L &2 W EFRIZBEWT, DL RIFRMITEIREITHEE G TVWE 1%

aham 9 .

o 13 L 7= Attention map X FIWIARILD MM 7217 T2 <, Attention BfEIZ I h =—Y = v M DFF
BB TGS 5. BN A SEIS I TR < G U 72 Attention map 23 A5 Z & CTIYERER B
EHT 5.

6.1 BEHR
6.1.1 RERILEE

T—Yzr bOHBEEE#ESTIX, Q-Learning [146] % Actor-Critic 75 [147] %% RX— A2 U 7= E
ALFEREDS, BA T —Y oy P OEEERIZBE OV TEWIEREZER L T2 [143, 144, 145]. &
JEiafbEE WS NS FEE 7L 3 XL, FEIT Value-base, Policy-base, Actor-Critic 7D 3 D %%
—ZHWSOND., ZNSDFEEETHVWONDIET VI, v b7 =2 DHIEIZENY D S.
Q-Network [148] ¥ Deep Q-Network (DQN) [149], Double DQN [150] % ® Value-base D & k7 —2
1%, R&s, TR U7ATH) a, DA% /R U 72 ATEIE Q(ay|s; ; 0) SHIJ1 X115, Trust Region Policy
Optimization (TRPO) [151] ** Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO) [152] % ® Policy-base D & v k7 —
71%, R s, (BT DS w(ayls, ;0) ZEHETIL, Policy Gradient [153] 12 & D 2wy T —2 % iy
#itd 5. £ LT, A3C[154] X Unsupervised Reinforcement and Auxiliary Learning (UNREAL) [155]
LD Actor-Critic JEIZBIT B2y b T =21, K w(aylsy ;0) LIRE s, 1B 1T 2 REAMiE V (s, ;0)
2T S, KT, Actor-Critic JRIZHB 1T 5 2 DO ML TH D, HII N5 %K m(ars ;0)
CARFEAMME V(sy 5 0) 2 PRI RRNWI LT, RIS XY NT =2 2FPEHT LI ENTES.

Value-base D5&{LF &L Value-base D v b7 —271%, {TENMMHE Q(as|s, ;0) ZHiJI$ 5. Value-
base DIRALFETIE, R (6.1)ITLV XY MY —228EHTSH. 22T, KLt 1IN 2578 % a,
K% s, HIERMZ r, XY FT—2DNTA—R% 0, BMOERIRZ v &35, X (6.1) D&
512, Value-base DFRALZEEIE TIXHRA & 72 2ATEME Q(ar|s; ;0) ZHWEHZ & T, 2y b7 —72
EHHT 5.

Vo = « (r + Wm(?xQ(aﬂstH ;0) — Qa]s: ;9)) (6.1)

Actor-Critic D38{tFE%E  Actor-Critic ¥&I1E, 755K m(as, ;0) L AREMME V (s, ;0) 2 HiT1T 5.
TR TR, KRB s, 0BT 2R L TV, REMEREEL, REs, TBWTEETE 3R
Mz, v N —2HETHNTAEBTHE. DD, EETEIHMLET S RE s, D
BT, EWEFHE DI NS, Actor-Critic D x v 7 =21, R(6.2) 12XV NTA—-RETHT 5.
Actor-Critic 7K TIE, K (6.2) DL STk ATy THROREBOWHM %, IREMAEREBIZ L v FEETE
5. ZD%EE T Advantage L IEIENTHE D, Value-base DIRALFEEE L IFEZ DA T v THD
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Attention

map |

Feature s || 5 —> Value Feature —J>—>:Value branch—> Value
% © Voo
extractor 21| 3 — Policy extractor ol !
: Attention
. 1
:meCha"'sm:—> Policy branch—> Policy
(a) Actor-Critici: (b) L& F: D Actor-Criticik:

6.1: R D Actor-Critic % & $2EFED Actor-Critic & D&

REZMRLU RS2y b7 —2%2%HTES. LT, X (6.2) DEDITHE (arls; ;0) & log &
fisZ T, EHfEzt T 5.

i=0
V0 = log 7 (ay|s; ; 0) - (Z Yoreri YV (sek 5 0) — Vst ; 9)) (6.2)
k—1

AIFFETIL, Actor-Critic I J1T 5 J55K m(ar|s, ;0) L ARFEAME V (s, ;0) TN UTEHT 5. F
W2, CREBAME I X PR R TFIRIC B W TR ZIIC 31 % Attention map % 1§ 2B HT 5. Zh
I¥, ABN D X > 2 fHEMFHIHIZE5 1) % Attention map % Attention BEREIZ S U 722 AV REE 72 0,
TR 7 I e B D NV L TG U TIRETED A Y N — 2 2ZFETE 5. AT, RETF
#% ASCANIGHT 5 Z LA HEETH 5.

6.1.2 BILFBICH T D ARICOBEERR

BAEFEORHIZEWTEH, BEFENED XS YRl cz—Y = v b A2FHIFEIL 200 % 8
BTN TS [156, 157, 4]. 58/bFE D3ETld, Saliency map *° Attention £§## % H
W FENMS CIREINT WS, Samuel 5DWZETIE, YAZ AT U7 4 VR —%EL T2
EEEGRE W5 Z & T, BRI H1) 5 Saliency map 2 G L TW5 [4]. BAAAEE R—A
WCRESR X Nz ik kL, CNN THW S0 5 Bottom-up DT FikZ MG TE 5 FERH 5. L
7L, Bottom-up 7 fi#fr TiEIZAIAL %2 15T 5 72 DI EIBO NI 21T > BB H 5. Samuel 5D
FiEIZ, T4 5 D Bottom-up DfFMTFiE L b @kEMIIC Saliency map 2 #ESF T E 5743, FKIZAR %
BETIBRENDS.
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Reward R Reward R

Zé “@ Z(': ¢ O

Reward J*
ﬁ x ﬁ / Environment N O '
W - , @
Action d;

—_— Environment
Agent Tt i @' Action at %
Q(a,|s, :0) > % Agent
Qa5 :0) n(a,ls, ;0)
(a) Deep Q-Network (b) Actor-Critic

6.2: Deep Q-Network & Actor-Critic %D Bi{%

6.2 REFE

Top-down IZ EEERLFEH 1T ﬁé/fﬁﬂﬁﬁi@ﬁé Bairy, SRR HEEEzEETE Y b
U — 7 R RET B2, ABN ZERERIEEANIGHAT 5. ABN & FEREEFEICIGH T 5B,
Whlidp » #38 & FREEALEEOFE HEOENPAEL S, ABN I, 2y T =201 BT~
NEHAWTHM»D VD FHIZLD 2y N =2 &2 m#lhT 5. LrL, MbFHIIRE» /6N
WD 2w N —2 2 REALT 2720, BT NUDEFEIE LR, TD2H, ABN Zi#flZEEA
EHISHTSOPNETH L. 22T, BILEEIETH S Actor-Critic LD 1 v b7 — 7 kil & %
BHEIZDOWTEHT 5. Actor-Critic IO, T—Y x> DK m(ays; ;0) 1Tz TRAE
filifl V(s ;0) ZHIIL, 2w b7 —2 % Fi#{bd 5. Actor-Critic JED & v b7 — 22313 5 RME
filifl V (ss ;0) 1%, IREE s, DI EDORREEBAL TV A 22 BUEMIRLTE D, Z OREE(lifE

V(se ;6) #bﬂX%ﬁ%&@lR ZROTR 62 DEHFRICED XY V-2 2EHTE. R (6.2) 1B
B0 i+ ARV (s 5 0) 13HERS LIRS R 2 R L TH YD, R(6.2) LM 620b) D& IT
Actor-Critic £ T )1 U 72 4RBBMME V (s; ;0) DEHEER Y b7 — 27 OFFIZFHELTWE. 22T, v
IR DEISI R, kA HIMEZRTEIATY T, 083 FYy N T —IDNRITA—=RERLTWVWS. %
D728, Actor-Critic D 3 v b7 — 27 D319 ZARFEAME V (s; 5 0) 1%, #hilid b 8B 1) 2 Ll
FRVDRLY DL LTHEZLIENTES. — T, DQN %D Value-base DiffbF 8 %1%
H U 7458 S 1 BIIE Q(arls, 0) % B L CHMEEGET 5. 20k, K62 Ok 5 I
FU A EE R Y b7 — 27 DHINICTFH L TV,

Actor-Critic D v b 7 —21%, K 6.1(a) D & S IZHE m(arls; ;0) &ARFEAMME V (s, ;0) % Multi-
task Learning D &K 512§ 5. D720, K61b)DLI>7 ABND T 7V FEEEZIND AND Z
& T, Attention branch %> 5 IRFEfMifE V (s, ;0) % HiJ1 L, Perception branch 7> 5 /55K w(ays; ;0) %
NT 5. T &Y, ERM7cMES% Attention map T#HREL X 72 T Attention BEREIZ ST E 5.
INoDOFEEME R, ATl ABN R— A Attention F§f# % & A U 7= Actor-Critic {A 2 #2E T 5.
AETE, BEFHRICBI2PELER R Y M7 —7HEIC O VTR S,
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Attention map

GAP
Output
<
L
[«
o

3 2 2
4 < & =
: I | =
zZ|l e zZ| o ) @
G|l £ ol £ ol £ > g(St)
ol g|]o ol 8 z
H % % S
'
* = = == Value branch =======
State s, 3
1 x 80 x 80 c:: §
£ —| © —_—
Feature extractor : £)5 Policy
L

Policy branch

6.3: IWETED A v b7 — 7 kidE

621 RBREFFEFDRY NT—0EE

Actor-Critic {512 ABN 28 AT 572012, R—AL %353 DDEYVa—)LEMEHET 5. Actor-Critic
JEIZABN 2B ATHEIZ, M61DE>%xy NI —2 2T 5. X6.1(b) DHEEIL, ABN %
BEL 7-#8iE 1272 > TH D, Attention branch (ZALE S 5 77 ¥ FIRIREAMME V (s, ;0) 2T 5. %
U T, Perception branch IZ{\f &S 5 7T > FIXHEK m(as|sy ;0) #HNT 5. 22T, REFIED
Attention branch |ZAREE(MifE V (s, 5 0) % HiJ19 % 728 “Value branch” & FEFRL, Perception branch (% /5
Km(ar|se ;0) DAHITIT 5728 “Policy branch” £ IFFFR 2. Value branch (%, REEMMAE V (s, ;0) % i
719 % FE T N 22 fEIsk 1258 < XSS B Attention map 213 T& 5. £ LT, #43L 72 Attention
map (% Attention BEHE 2R H X 1, Attention map % Jifi U 72 4##~ v 7 % Policy branch ~NAJ1 9% Z
T, AR m(ase;0) 2HI1T 5.

6.2.2 Feature extractor

Feature extractor %, X 6.3(a) D& D23 BDEAAAEE X—ZIZHEEET 5. Feature extractor D
BENIHERD ABN LFHBERTH D, AJTEGE» S BAAAEZHTRE~ Y T2t d 5. fiHL
Ry T, BREO2ODT I VFIZAINS.

Actor-Critic i TlZ, & v N7 —2 ® EAIJEIZ Long Short Term Memory (LSTM) [127] 2% & T 5.
LSTM (2 & D KR ZE R U - RdhtE Sl ge e e b, T—Y = > b O HEBFERORE 27 LT
% 5% [154]. LU, Feature extractor Df4JE D Value branch (3B AAARE % RX— AT T 5 v F &S
25720, FGRHER-ATHEEINZLSTM 28AT 5 2R TERN. ZOMEL RS
728, LSTM D{X4 9 iZ Convolutional LSTM (convLSTM) [158] % Feature extractor O Fxi& & ~E A
9 5. convLSTM DEAIZ X D, BRI ZZEL 7R~ v 7% %8 D Value branch ~\A I TE 5.
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6.2.3 Value branch

Value branch 1%, ABN @ Attention branch %2 X— 2275 » F % #5945, ABN D Attention branch
&, BAAAED S U2~y T2 FH L, GAP DIGEEH S Attention map %159 5. [H
FRIZ, Value branch £ BAAME%Z X —AIZT7 TV F ST 5. Attention branch % X — A |Z Value
branch Z 59 % Z & T, IREMME V(s,; 0) % Hi )19 552 T Attention map % KT E 2.

Value branch D#§&E %, X 6.3(b) 2779, Feature extractor 7> SHlH U 72K~ v 72 3%I7HLD, 2
JEDBHAAEEREL, GAP TRy 72Xy v v TV v 7L TekiaEA~ANT 2L T,
RREMHME V (s¢;0) 2 HIJ19 5. ABN O Attention branch Tld, GAP 23 HiDBEAAAEDF v
FIVBUIERFRT 20 7 ADBICRET M4 ENH 5. LT, Value branch I[ZIRFEAME V (s4;0) DA
H19%. ABND XS 5 AEMOKE~ Yy T2t id 256, 1 Fv 2 VOR#E<y 7%
N BEBPAAEEEBRET D2BEDPDH D, ROBVEHMAAEEMAENRD I LIZH5E. 7z, Z
DRI IREHIAAE LTS 2 REEMMiE V (s;0) & Attention map DEE) 2 AL EIZIED. TD7=
%, ResNet D LAIED & 512 GAP & &Ff5GEEHWAZ LT, WYY INIT I v F2HEHES 5
ZEMWTESD. ZZT, GAPDEDEAAABDF vV FINVEBITEREDOTH 5 128 1ZHRTET 5.
Attention map 1%, KD ABN L[ABRIZ 1 x 1 x 1 DEAAAEZ L 724212, Sigmoid BB i3
ZETHEKT 5.

6.2.4 Policy branch

Policy branch Ti%, Attention #f#!Z X b Value branch ® Attention map % Feature extractor D 4#{#
<y SRR, FE 119 5. Policy branch 1%, BAAANE L £FEAE %2 X—AIZX 6.3(c) D &
ST TV F &S 5. Policy branch (25 1) % Attention #4## (%, ABN O Perception branch & [A]
FROMWIEZIF>TE D, WHTERENET T AITBIF MRS FHK n(ay]sy ;0) IKEHELTWS.

Attention B DI X, ABN & [MRRIZ (6.3) D HiE%E T, Attention mapM (s;) LR~ v
7 g(s) MO~ Y T g/ (s) HIJIT B, K (6.3) D Attention #§HE (%, Attention map % fiti L
TN~ v 7 M(st) - g(s¢) &, Attention map Z i L TWARWRHEIY v 7 g(s;) ZIMFELTWS. B
#fi72 Attention map &R~ v T OB D ADEE, Attention map (2 & N5 L0k TRE~ v 7
PHET HMELFEET S, TD72H, Attentionmap Z2RE L 2R~y 72 MAET 52 & T, F
B~y TOHEELZE < L IEIZ, Attention map 358 < St U 72 SR DR &2 i T & 5.

g'(se) = (14 M(sy)) - g(st) (6.3)

6.2.5 A3C~DIHH

AIRFETIE, $EEFIED Attention BEME %, Actor-Critic JEDRKRIIRFIETH S ABCNEAT 5.
A3C (% Actor-Critic % N — A2, AT v 7HDWM %% & L 7= Advantage training &, YL FT—
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Yz ¥ MBS T 5 Asynchronous & HL D ANz L FEETH 5. REFED ABN %
A U7z Actor-Critic %% A3C ~NE AT 534, A3C O Global Network & worker D % v 77— 2
ERO3ICESHR S, RBEFLIE, ACOXY NIV —22ETE 572 TIGHTES. 20720,
A3C DD HEFETIH % Asynchronous & Advantage training DLERIZZEEH % I X 2 BE A7\,

6.3 FF{Mm3E5R

REFHEOENMEZ KT 7201, FHMERZ1TS. ARFEERTIE, OpenAl gym [159] (25 1F 5 47 ff
D Atari 7 — LA DEREEEZ HWCIIIS 5. B ASDRHE, AJJEGICN U TRE D% 8] 0
U, 80x80 M7 L — A —)VH/{RIZEBL, [0, 1] IZEHLLTHRY NT—2IZANTE. 22T,
MO UMEIXT —LBIZEoTRES. FHARTA—-KIE, FHE% 0.0001, worker £ % 32, ~
%099, RRTEY — F¥% 10,000 IZRET 5. FEFAETIVELET 2548, BATEY —F
% 10,000 ENZFEE L, 100 [EIFH U 7ZBR DO A 37 % W TR 5.

FEERIZHA T HR/ERD ACD ARy bT—2HEiE%E, £6.1I1ZRT. RO A3CIE, 6.1 D&
4 JEDEHIABIEE LSTM, 2 DODHAEP S 2y b7 —2 2T 5. RETIED A3C1F, £6.1
BER—AIZRKR 61 DEIITrY NI =2 %WHEET 5. Z 2T, FE X Feature extractor, VB 7%* Value
branch, PB 77 Policy branch /79, ULDL2RDS, N—ATHHAT 2K 6.1 D4 EHDEAAAED
ST I N B~ v 7L, 4x4 pixel LIFFEITEMRBEETH 5. REFENHIIT S Attention map
FERER 2 R CEZ 2REOMBELZLEL T 5720, M~y TOMBEZILKT 20 %5
AT5. 12l 3EHEE 4EHD Max pooling ZfkE$ 5. £5—2I%, 2E@HL 3EHDOEHARL
BEDA—HNY A X% 3x3ICELET S, 2fH L 3EHDOEAMAAREL, ST 107 %1 TRE
LTWB720, 5x5 & 4x4 DA —F3 IV EBEARRAATZBRIZRS< v TN N5, Z02 D00
g Z & T, £6.1 DX IZ Attention map % 10x10 pixel £ THKTE 5.

6.3.1 MERELLER

HERD A3C LIRETIED A3C DMEREZ LI L, #RETIED A3C DR ZFHli T 5. AFEERTII,
Tesla V100 % 3 MU L, 4 R3S S E7-BROMAER LIRS 5. ARG Tl 47 FEEEOD Atari 77— L DER
BERAWTIMEi 21755, AX—ZADFEEH S “BeamRider (BR)”, “Breakout (BO)”, “Spacelnvaders
(SD”, “MsPacman (MP)”, “SeaQuest (SQ)”, “DemonAttack (DA)” D 6 DD — L% NRITAR 3B,
ZOMD 7 — L OFERIZBEI L TIE, TR EZSBUCTHEE 2.

K632, BRTFENERLALATT 25RY. BRI, KD A3C &, LSTM Db D 12 con-
VLSTM % & A U7z A3C (+convLSTM), ABN %A U7Z#8 K F:D A3C (+ABN), #RFETFED Value
branch 725 1 F ¥ ' XIVDEAAAE ZHLD R\ 72 A3C (-1Ch. Conv.) D4 D THhB. 1ZUDIZ, [k
D A3C & +convLSTM % H#K$ 5. convLSTM D A Tl%, BeamRider & Breakout A D 7 — A 1%
PEgEA EAYR o e o7z, IRIZ, +ABN & OMEREZ LT 5. ABN 28 A L7856, “MsPacman™
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F6.1: fERIED X v U — G ®6.2: MEFHED X v MU — I Kk

Layer ‘ Detail Layer ‘ Detail
Ist Conv. | kernel:32 x5 x5 FE Ist kernel : 32 x 5 x 5
padding : 2 Conv. padding : 2
activation func. : ReLU activation func. : ReLU
Max pooling Max pooling
2nd Conv. | kernel: 32 X 5 x 5 FE 2nd kernel : 32 x 3 x 3
padding : 1 Conv. padding : 1
activation func. : ReLU activation func. : ReLU
Max pooling Max pooling
3rd Conv. | kernel: 64 x 4 x 4 FE 3rd kernel : 64 x 3 x 3
padding : 1 Conv. padding : 1
activation func. : ReLU activation func. : ReLU
Max pooling FE 4th kernel : 64 x 3 x 3
4th Conv. | kernel: 64 x 3 x 3 Conv.LSTM
padding : 1 VB Ist kernel : 64 x 3 x 3
activation func. : ReLU Conv. padding : 1
Max pooling activation func. : ReLU
Ist LSTM | f of unit : 512 VB 2nd kernel : 128 x 1 x 1
Outputl f of unit : 1 Conv. padding : 1
(Value) activation func. : None activation func. : ReLU
Output2 f of unit : number of action Global Average Pooling
(Policy) activation func. : Softmax VB Output # of unit : 1
(Value) activation func. : None
PB Ist kernel : 64 x 3 x 3
padding : 1
activation func. : ReLU
Max pooling
PB Output f of unit : number of action
(Policy) activation func. : Softmax

DA D2 a7 H3Hekd A3C & D PEREAME T L 72, Z#iE, Value branch 2 F 21z, 1 Fv v
ANDESAAEEEEEALTVEDOMFEKTHS. -1Ch. Conv. DMREZE KT 5. RE L2
LEBD 1 F ¥V ANVDERIAAEERMD RS Z LT, +ABN &0 227 2% MG, 7z,
“SeaQuest” & “DemonAttack” ASMIMERD A3C LK D ER/RTE AT HEL .

6.4 12, IREFILD Attention map & Samuel © @D Saliency map [4] D% =9, Samuel 5 D
Sliency map &, €D A3C »*5 Actor & Critic 1259 % Saliency map # FNE N9 5. K64
D Actor (29 % Saliency map I&, T— x> FEAD Enemy FDOBEYNC K UTKIEL X T,
ZD7z%, Spacelnvaders D & 572 1 DY — VI KED Enemy DMFEAES 254, HH /KT Saliency
map 2358 < K59 5. Critic D Saliency map £, T—Y x> N PHHET 5 EFTD Enemy 125 L TK
JE LRI, FEETIED Attention map 1%, ConvLSTM A3 H LU 7R~ v 7% I\ T Attention map
NS L0, FRIZERBLUEAHEBZEGTE 5. M 6.4 I281F % MsPacman D4 TIZ,
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% 6.3: FHARHIZ B 57 — LA X3 T DGR

A3C +convLSTM +ABN -1Ch. Conv. BR BO SI MP SQ DA
v 16,570.24 402.16 1,695.70 2,348.80 1,874.00 38858.90
v v 18,065.04 43221 1,356.72 2,183.30 1,841.60 35680.30
v v v 11,442.88 36593 57335  2595.50 1,837.40 29884.90
v v v v 18,083.42 428.87 2,075.70 2,945.00 1,860.60 16971.60

T—Y v MA@ S AR OBEEEIZ T — 7T BEDH%Z R LTS, Samuel 5 DFETIL,
Actor & Critic D i /0 Saliency map 237 — 7 OM I KIS E2 R R o7z, — 1, REFED
Attention map Tl& 7 — 7 DOHLATIZXS U T Attention map 7358 < K LT\ 5. £7z, BeamRider X
SeaQuest, DemonAttack Tl, Samuel & @ Critic {231} % Sliency map & [FlIFRIZRFE DEUZ G L T
Attention map H3E < KL TV 5.

6.3.2 Attention map D w451t

IREFIEHELR U 72 Attention map % Al L L, A3C OHIBiiRILZ @l 5. AFTIL, 63.1 %
THRAR72 6 DD — 1% KEIZ Attention map DT 217 5.

Ya—F 445 —I BeamRider & SeaQuest, Spacelnvaders (&> 2 —F 14 V277 —LD—DT
HY, TV bOESICHBUZHEBLELE T T —LTHD. 3200 a—T4 VI T =L
BT % Attention map %X 6.5 IZ/R 9. BeamRider @ Attention map |, 65a@)DELHIZT—Y TV
b e E TR B KIS L TWA. SeaQuest D Attention map 1%, X 6.5(b) D & 5 (Z i DA
7 5 BT 2HUTM S SIB L TWE. &7z, O FMIZH 5 “OXYGEN” D AT — R AN—LfE
I DFEIHIZ H Attention map 2358 < St U 7z, BIEI O AANEEDFEAET 5728, Attention map 7V
SKIRLTZEEZ 505, OXYGEN DAT —XAN—%, T—Y ¥ MKFTIHEETE 5%
RUTED, AT =X AN=HEL< 72 25 # i LI E) LT OXYGEN Z#fifad 2 B H 5.
DD, &0 EEREERT 572012 OXYGEN D AT — X Z/N—{Zxf L T Attention map %V <
Mt L7 & 2 50 5. Spacelnvaders DX 6.5 1%, T—Y x> ML EPLEETHE DD, K®WL
TW5Y—2THh5. Attention map Z AL 7ZBRIZ, T—Y v METOBGEE LR L ORI LT
Attention map 2V < KJE L TW 5.

2T, ERUZATT U AREEBME V (54 0) DR %, X 6.5 D5 7 THERT 5. Beam-
Rider DY a—F 1 V77 — L, MOHBEHEREREVIRLUITD. TD78, &N 25 REM
BV (sg; 0) \ZJHEARNC B LA ZEDIRLTWS.

Breakout & MsPacman Breakoutld, T—Y x> hTHBI57 v b 2EEL TR—IL 2 BIKL,
i L OBEAR IR L C A3 T 2R TS —LTHDH. MsPacman %, T—Y x> hEEEELTXR
BAD RNy N22THINT 57 —LTH5. MsPacman DEKFKIZIZ4LDE VAR —DVEBEINTE
O, EREOWICRHES N7y F—2ENTHI L THABTES. /7, Bl TEVAX—%
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BeamRider Breakout Spacelnvaders MsPacman SeaQuest DemonAttack

0002364
ETR 01

Example of
state

Ours
Actor

Previous work

Critic

6.4: F2EF LD Attention map & Saliency map [4] D LLE A

HRITZZLT, BETELZRAITH2MEERE. ZD2DD% — A% BeamRider D & 574 2 —
TA VT —=LERRD, T AT LDUDNSREINIIRETT —L2HEDS. ZD7d, {7
el UBICT A 7T APHEDAMEBERREZREL 2L EFIRORE s, 2HHT 5.

Breakout @ Attention map D% X 6.6(a) IZRT. MO EHIIH 27771, EREL-AaTH
J U TARREAMAE V (545 0) DHERB Z R L TW B, ARFEAE V (sy; 0) DSEKIZ/8 o 72 Pointl 1, K—)b
MWEED EXPIZH D TR A L2 — > TdhH 5. Breakout DIGE, BED EFIZKR—ILIRAT S Z & T,
BED EYBNTRED IR LR — L 2SkiR 0, £ < ORBERRIEL CRA a7 2 KEIZEBFTE 5. REMM
6l V(se; 0) 1, RE s, (2B 2NEHIM R OIIFHEZ R L TWB. R—ILDMRZA L7 Pointl 2B\
TREDAITHESE FIAD 720, IREAE V(s; 0) BRI ERHULZEZEZ SN 5. IREMME
V(se;0) DERIZIR - 7248, HE N IREEE V(s; 0) 1ZIRD AT — VDB & % £ TR Ui
17 T\W5. Pointl TH#43L 7= Attention map 1358 < Kt U722 o 7253, #80 7 L — A% D Point2 T
BED BRI G L7z, £ LT, %< OEEDHIE X 7z Point3 T, M L TR —)L Ak
S ALEIZ Attention map AR < [t U 7z, ARFEEMMHIfE V (s¢; 0) 3K & 72 5 7z Point] Tl Attention map

100



25000 6 2000 18 3500
mls 3000
1500 E 2500
[ 2000 &
Q 8 1500 O
1000

~20000

15000 ©
o

(%2}
5000

o = N w &

(]
®
>
100002 8
©
S
(2]

State value

500

7‘0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10 %0 - 500 1000 1500 2000 2580 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 306)0
# of frame # of frame # of frame

000264 000264
ELTR 01 EUE 0L

I:‘Fnemy 2
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6.5: ¥ a—F 1 V77— LIZET B Attention map D

DERS KR U o722 &6, PESHI R & OMBEBMENWEEX 5. JHLUT, 77y bTHR—-L
ZITHIBRTERR, BO L THDIEU R -V RS U 7ZBRIZ Attention map 2358 < St U 72728,
BRI » 2 153 2 BIZIEG U 72 )8 % Attention map V/RLTWH EFZ 6N 5.

MsPacman @ Attention map D% [X 6.6(b) (257 . X 6.6(b) DZF 7 XD, MsPacman (251} %1k
REAMAE V (s¢;0) &7 — LB L T — Y = ¥ MAEIERIREIC AR o 72 BRI IR & 72 o 72, [X] 6.6(b) D
Pointl & Point3 Tld, @EfFm7RE Y AX—%E$HED Attention map %/~ L TW5. Pointl & Point3
@ Attention map 1%, T—Y =Y MAEEIZH U THIKIGELTWS. 7z, flioH#lE LT MsPacman
WZEWTEM»PSHRIAT — T3 2842, BEEOM Y NiZx LT Attention map 2358 < St U 7z.
— 737, Point2 Tl Attention map 2358 < Kt U 72 §EIE AN L 2 B A3 4E U 72z, MsPacman 128
WTH, T—VzV INPNETBHEBEPT — T E0E, EYAX—%E2fHRT AT Attention map
PE < Kt U TH D, Breakout & [FIBRIZ BRI r %2 453 2 BRI EHE & 72 5 (7 12 Attention map
IR KIG LT WS, Point2 TlE, REEAIFET 527 v F—2 B THILAZ LT, A7 2
RTEBEVAR—ZHET L2 TENMSRD, Attention map WK U R0z EZ 6N 5.

DemonAttack DemonAttack (¥, BeamRider & FIFRTY a—F 1 V77— LI N D Atari
75— Td%. DemonAttack 1%, BeamRider & FIffICT—Y =¥ M2 ELICBEII TS Z L THZ
WL, Ra7 %2535, 75— LDOMRkIX BeamRider & FIETH %A%, DemonAttack DD BifE
DEOBEMIZRS>TWD. F72, K63 X VHMEED A3C LR TREFEOEB[TELZRAATHKR
BIZIKFLTW5.

6.7 1Z, DemonAttack (ZH 1} % A 37 LARMEAME V(s,; 0) DR 2RI, X 6.7(a) 1%, kD
A3C 2B %A a7 LAREEMME V (sy; 0) DHEBZRL TS, KD A3C IX, Pointl IZHWTIREE
filifE V(sy;0) 2 EFH L TWA. Pointl DY — ik, HET LALLM, EHETER2 ATV ER
T5Y—Th s (Fig. 6.7(c) DLEM). — /T, B 6.7(b) DIREFHEDIREMMME V(s 0) 1k, kD
A3C DRFEMMfE V (sy;0) D& S WMlD EADBR SN h o7, Thik, REMIE V(s 0) DHEEHS
EMERNLTWSbEEZSNS. IREME V(s; 0) DREMLTFBEREIZED, kD A3C &b
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