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Abstract

With the rapid development of artificial intelligence, neural networks have been widely
used in our daily life, such as face recognition, machine translation, speech recognition and
medical image diagnosis. In generally, the performance of neural network mainly depends
on the network topology and its connection weights. Up to now, the connection weights of
the neural network are trained by using stochastic gradient algorithm, and the topology of
the neural network is mainly designed by relevant professionals. However, most of us don’t
have the ability to design neural networks for specific tasks, which seriously hinders the
application of neural network algorithms. Therefore, generating neural network topology for
specific tasks automatically has become an urgent issue to be resolved, while neural
architecture search (NAS) as a technology for automatically designing neural network
topology is also attracting more and more interests.

Most of the existing optimization methods for NAS, including evolutionary algorithms,
reinforcement learning and gradient-based methods, have not employed memory strategies
explicitly to record the search process, which may lack of efficiency when searching neural
architectures. To solve this issue, we propose a new NAS method, the main ideas are list as
follows

(1) We proposed a dual-population mechanism. In the search process, the archive
subpopulation and tabu subpopulation are maintained, and the parent population is selected
through a certain probability in the two subpopulations. This mechanism ensures that the
parent population combimes the information of the two subpopulations and avoids repeated
searches process.

(2) We designed tabu rules. The tabu rules build a tabu list to record the selected
positions and operations in the recent search process. And the tabu subpopulation are
selected from these individuals which not in the tabu list.

(3) We employed surrogate model to accelerate the search process. In the search process,
the surrogate model is employed to get the performence of individual rather than use

stochastic gradient method directly.

To confirm the superior performance of our approach, our method was evaluated on
CIFAR-10 and Fashion-MNIST datasets. The comprehensive experimental results

demonstrate the superiority of the suggested method.
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softmax PRHCKEREMRAESAT INBOF R BAUE SR P 2514 . BEJS Xuanyi Dong 55 A
T DARTS #& i 7 GDASPY, fEZTAEH, GDAS jEfil T —* reduction cell, 7E#
Ziad FErp H 482 normal cell. [A]B GDAS ANTEEEANEE M 4% 5 55— node HIALEE,
M A R R B TP ACRAE T SR — Fh AR, Mtk GDAS MR R R m. 7
[F] 3] P-DARTSPIR H ¥ i G I 2 =4, R AEH 1 — 5 R IR 0 ke s/ AR 3
AR TS HIRE 2 AIIRZE . Xu JR 1) PC-DART S A #5475 1) 18 1 1 42 2
K, MR KD T REHER EAT G, RS T RNECE.

1.3.3 PR VPAS SRER B FLBAR

H T PRSI () 1 BB VP A 2 — AN R R I — AN, BRI — A MK H
BISCSTR ZE LA R LA/ . FERRZE W2 304 R il AR h, RV L
T, EEJUTAMEYE . WX AT S EHNE T EII G2, e —RE
KEVFEIRIEHE, RN XMW AR TS . T, — AN aa e Bk RevE
il ShEmg A H 2L,

FEIE BT, AT > MR PRI ], S R aeR, EHIIMM T K
B TAE, MR TSR AR EEAMCOR BT FAFPLH] . A3
BRI I, i J LAk, B AR RN B L S AL i ek ol 52 1) 2 38 IR %!
1.3.3.1 fRAR B VPAG

N TR — LSRR LS MERE, 5 FH BTV AE A 2 VI 2R 86 1 P B =
FUNGR 2 B B R BRSSO, (H I A A A bL AT FE I A AN S BRI o« BT LAAE i
S BAI R, S E IR TR R R N 4 B M RE VA 1) R 245453, L
faskul, ERRARES, AR IR R AT AN & BRI ZR4E, 5 ] LARE
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RN GRER 1 UG 5 R T B, 8 T DUIE I a2 X 2% 1) J2 55 DAY D I 285 1) 2
HeR s it 2 .

A8 P AR B VP 1 5 v B AR TE — B R L mT LUODI 9 4% (1 VP A, E el 1 LA
JEV BRI A 206 78 R ) D) 248 A 20 B 30 20 TR Al 2, P DA B VA 4 SR B S g X 28 &%
AR —EMIRE o
1.3.3.2 BEHLH]

FRA AL AR TE I 5 9 28 AT [V I A N ZR Bk . B AR ULAE I ZR 1A I, i
FH e 8 A5 Y, R B FH A VI SRS , (U T OB 8 IR B0 s, R
WERBUNIERIREL Bl FTE B P0G 2R R HE LNk 10 48, I DA AR N R0 25 48
TR RS 53], Zheng 28 AAE 2019 1] MdeNASPO TAE b8, ZEAH B I ZAC KL T
WSR2 I BE LG 53— AN I PR RE BT, TS AKX AN 2 BRI SR BB, 25
SR A2 JiR R B L 0 R 285 B I R P RE 0T

BT RS, A4 B R BER T DUCKER T, BT DAYEA 2RI 2 15 21 )
ZEMEREHET o
1.3.3.3 HVIRZ! (surrogate model)

B ARB L TR i) R — R AR AL 7 . RUNTEAR 2 SERR in @i rp, AR Te ik
B ECE AR MESR A, mT DA T S B /N . SRARIRGH ) a7 AL AR R ok B AR R R )
SR, TTIE R I TARER M H 1

125 [0 245 2L R 490 2 S R PR TN 4 A TR A3 gl — A L 2R P o A K ) 8« AT 1)
W 5E A V1 22 23 A A TR SR S A 2 DX 28 A 44 2 (A 5 o 1 Sun 714 A A
FA BE AL AR AR I 25— A B8 28 1 5 AR R 0 X 4 A R fg P g o [ AE S, Lu 25 ATE
NATBES A ] T B R iR A sl sk g, 2 2 AL 2 P I R 7 26 1 B AR
RS SR AR W9 £ SR PR Ve R, AEIX AN AR, 55 DA 19 55 2 B A QR R 5 v % B A
RUNBREARAN—FE, % AR R I AR Al B AR R B 040G 1 I 4 4554
A A 4k A T ORI 2Pk R I 285, 5 i I it AR AL A R A R o
BRI SH . 2T A B RhE TE RSB R 2, JFE N —
AR IR R E R/ — D BB,
1.3.3.4 EHE

B 7 LR LR R PRl SR HE Ab, BCE LRV AR W AL — o X
TREILE, HE RIS One-ShottP*000 ik, fif BSR UL 75 B — N MZ, %
P& T TR A FTA FTRENE,  — N7 W4 45 K AT DL 1 A2 76 X 48 P SRR
AL, R EARIFIRZ AT &I T IR, AR5 TR R M BOW B RRE 1)
O 265 225 K] BRI G A AR L 58 T8 DA 8 I 28 R St 82308 43 (R AR B e ek 3k 7 U 48 2% HH SR 1
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[P0 25 S5 AL gl ) ASRAS LU IR A6 2 50, kT IX e S AT AR IR 0 2% £ R 75 B0/
I ZRIE AR E T LASRAS LU i 1t e o DRI A L2 i 77 2, ) AR K2
AR R MEER R, EREAIZRE P R B Tz s 7 e 8T
P2, BT ARG X 2 o> LB e R HOE T2, IX 0 TR BRI AR T TR 22K .

1.4 FTEMAAE

ASLUMEFEIE T 00 SRAE S5 B4 WY 28 QAL 13 R SEAF Rz Do S A, DAL SR
EEACE L 3 RPN (EYSIE S0 -3 1) i B2 SR AV briZ A A SR IS EL g VIR VR L i AN B
FEAL ZR R P RN R B REAL S0 10 e UMD R AN A8 2 VR IO AR e R, SIZ B PR vy Rt
RN REE LI N4 . BB A B W

(D TG R, SHP LR R B st st A HDOOR
P RIBEACHIIL S, TS & A SRR AR B3 R VR A 22 I 28 SR 4 R T i

(2) BRI BB, SEIN O R0 i X T S P L. DT R
AP RIRRE, SCHIHER I R A

(3) WEFCEE TR AL RO X 2 SRR 2R, Vv A A AR RO I D A1
B EAMRRPEREZE R, TR RS R R R

1.5 X ENRHE

A E DAEF, SADEWREAEABTLR:

W 0. AT EENG T R W2 ZEHE R B SR S, R
VAR T A2 2 SRR R (W S BLR, IF48 R T B R e . W BLR ANE Y
TR At

SR AR AR E A ARSI TN SRR AR, A e R 4 R Ak R
R BEEE B R B A AR T R I — S B AN

W= BT HABERMBNEER A S SR R . R T Z N 251
Sehk B, MNGER IR R AICAZRRE, R DR AN R SRR (K 0OR R P [R] EE, 52
AR VERE o RIS ST AR, (5 P A AR ORGSR R ) 1 RE R AT VA
FEFP, AT B A 22 0 2% ZR A 1 R A

FVE: SEIREIR S M. (AN A ZER IR 1 AT 2 [ CIFAR-10 #EAT 4
A, AT SRIR SR, (R A H At 24 iy St 5 34T U

BhE: BAiERE. MIZENT, BTN A Bk S
ZERBEAT B4, SRR SR A SO R B AR TR s 5 P IR AR SCHIE FE AUk ) AR
R LARRIRT SR AT FE
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E2E HXERFE

2.1 AL E

HEA 5 7% (Bvolutionary Algorithm: EA)J& — Ak Tk /- 3G AL 8 AT i 1 J8 k2K
S, HEEWE 2-1 Fros. iRV BRRARTT DL A WIaE AR . TR SR
FEfl ZabsktnE . RRIRSERASE XA S S FE AR

(ﬁ%]

A 4

PEAERIUG IR

A 4

RN EPFO: T RANMACE

A 4

Ao

T A 20k 2%

\ 4

i R AR A

AR P X AR

K 2-1 #LFkRAZR

KT WL — B ST

(1) AMEFIMHRE: AR LA ) R — AN mT DA B A — A
&, ZAMEH SRR — Pl RIS Y, BT e R A A
EREGwS LL BRI, Pt DA — R 85— BRI DR AR G 0 D - 7 3

(2) EMNEM: AT AR TR ZE 7, THER S B A IE B Rk
XA PR HEAT VPAS o (RN I8 N FE A 2 R 4B 7 SCARFR B e 8 (1) — AN L 24845

(3) Jafk$s: MG PR — 8RR AR A 25 UK AL e 3
REBLIF AR OR B R oRAE SR, JFIFAE T — R mPE3E . & IR B A Fe A
TPRAE. WA RE. SR RIS GBI E RS

(4) ZXBSF: X R 2 EE R R E T 8 RE 2T
MAARARE H IR P AME, SR JE SRS 3858 o g, FEO0F5 S B mbs B

i

11
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WAL T8 o IR AT IRFEDR B A T e 4L H R R AR R R AR A R TR X
VR ZE AT I FE A AME, A3 U 2k F— N MARRITAT . BARR UL,
AR SR BRA RS T £R IR ) B B 22 A2k R B P BOEEAT A2 57

BEASE B BB S R A RS 1, 7T DU S $R B K 70 5 2% vl L) 4 JR A
SCIRUER, S5 S B PTAa AT IR RA R AL B B, (8 P BEALSEVE T AAE LA 4 3
AR R BB . A FIREA W e A

(D RFEACTIEA TR EAT A R IBE AR BRI #EAT IL AL « H AR 2 B i,
PR P B ™ B K pR B O P AR B R AT AL, (AR AEBLSE PR ZfLik
[T 6 P A5 B AR M 2 58 AN AT RETS 21

(2) BEVEIRE G TIATIZE . RO RIE TR EE, FTURE
Gyt ] LSEBUFAT AR TESL, IR R I S8 4T R

(3) BEARSEIE AT LABE R A i AR B o 3 T MR DA AN AN 453 2% R KR O R
FEfE R, A AR A SR E A A A S e 5y R N R A e AT RO R B o

(4) BEARSE AT R GFHBAL BE 80 H AR A0 22 H BRI O0AG il i), Sigde H ARt
MR AR ST A B, SRR B AR KIIIL S, RO EA T LS B E . A Sz a)
BHUR AR F N s[RI A S E RIS AR BUK, I HRE ik 242
TARMEAES: X Ry 5. DL, BEALSRE AT UG T HABELRAE . AN E
P m e 7 R el
2.1.1 BALSIRE B R R e

FEREAR S 8l AN [F] B AL AP e 38R 21 52 Bt (mating pool)
Hr, BEESE R AT EI R MR E AR, R AT T PR AR TAR,
JIT DS 8\ D978 Bt 5L T ) S AR B — FRCHR A2 LU “ I B4, T LA Al A
FREEIREE “IF 7 AMER — AR 4% 5 7= R M RE I I MR AR 1 B0 A% e e 2]
LR — AR, —BORUIEFEH IR, B4 BT 1A 2 ik . X Fof
PR R B AL R e T e AR R B T o A R WSO FEAE AR KRS |
HHIEEEE I8 1), IR EE R R, WSO FEMOR o A SR T DAAE AR R e iz 4%
JE TR BB T R . SR, a0 R R ARG, e SICH B 1R AE
TS A SV A0 B BEAC I (R SR 4R B B AR A . IR B 1 5 ik vy, #EALSEVE U
SRS Ig N 7 R T R B AR AT RENE o BEXT IR RIS, ASCEHENAE
FH PR, EL3E A SR AN 6 B ke 46
(1) HPRFE%EFE (Tournament selection)
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P E g T R I

‘ BEH LI

() () () () () () () (=) (=)

B 2-2 =fmiregiedpidds, BEPeyf RTER (A

TEMAR IR SR O, —ADNHEN SO L AR s. MtnFEE IR /e fin 2L
B s PRt Tk . 1E s BRbR R ORI UL E A AR AR X s AN PR RE
WAFE A, SRR PN RIS B b o I A, A AR SRR AL
SRR ME Y- 3538 N P AR AT AT LG SR AR MR ()1 200 B P AR 2207 . AE TR ARSI AL
AT DLE G R bR A s SR RIERRII R . BRSOk, BEAE MR SR s BIEOR, ik
5 R IR0 A 1R 3 8 A 2 B -

B 2-2 Bl AR R =R R R . Se, WFREE R BRI EE R 3 A
AME, RGP AT HE R I A rh e 0 B BEARL S i 1 — M E AR o Il SR AR B
BN AT LLE a8 ORI AME A — 8 2 de i 1AM, (R AE AR AR R fE T
PAIREE T S i A AR S B DN EEAARSR T SX A A A AN 2 B A M v i
ZAER . WAL, BB RS EUE s B3GR, G5 L RPRE b 3 7 B B B v AR
PRI REPE LR, AR B S T MR R I, a3 H SR B B o ot whoidh . R {1 e e
R TR, — O MiR R S E v 2 B0 3, g AR A =5 Ar .

(2) ffiEFE (Roulette Wheel Selection)

q,= Zp(xj)
0.14 0.49 0.06 0.31
4 A ' A Y_/Hf A N
0 0.14 0.63 0.69 1

Q1 q2 % Q4

A 2-3 BHEMEFHL ELGHT
AL G RO S AT DARY M A e B, R D o B SRR R R AR AR N A A AN [F) 3

13
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R R S A P 5 B AR D 0 8 L o 2E 4 SR LR R RSP AP B p (1
MU B LA, I AR BE A shAMA o T BLEEEN fla, )
A a, KERLFEE A fla, )s aya EREERLEEE 3N fla, -fa, ) FAERIGH
AN p(a )op. (@, f-p.a, ) BRI 1o FTUIAM § BEERERHEE 0y

p,(a; )—L j=12,..,n (2-1)
> /(@)
POR PR BB
0.a)=Y (@) -2

TERS A G S vp BT AMARE RO RE R AN 1, FrPASEPREE K 2-3 fios. B
T EHEAMMETEMR g , RIEREE—A 0 B 1 [MEENLE p, WX p A1
MEBEME, ¥ p<q.a,), WEFEMEa , SNEFENME e, , 13 q,(a,)<p<q(a,)
2.1.2 BRMAEX

HRR X % RN
|1 | |
| |

A

A

A A

XA

A 2-4 ¥ 5 LA A

FEREA SR TP AR ATl I AR S NS A 7 2 A AR — BT, &SGR
AMAM B A BBy By, XANIAER S T HAR T R MEE FEYE A Bl AT Dy,
IR MR B R i BUAH A O BRI A S M A TR X7 b FENDNME S,
A2 5 77 AR e EE MR RITT . BAR SR, AR R R H B B i SRS B ]
BURASAR, X007 G T A A 52 B A SR 2T AR R R AR, IX M
AR TT A ANE I, A ] e Bk i ZE, DRI A v — R 2 SR AR I R A
RABKKERERE .

B s RS X, B R 28 X (Single- point Crossover) P4
A S (Double- point Crossover). M FE] 2-4 ] LU, 7858 S AN A4

14
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AT 28 SARAE A — B 2 BENL ™ A2 58 SCRT, W3R 5 i 38 O R f7 E— A5
N, SR RS ST B AN A SR o FERE 128 SRS P I AN AR H 0T I 1
B Bt AT A 58, R A T NI AR AR, BR TR EPIARAE X7 A BAAE,
WA HE LM X7k, w5138 X (Uniform Crossover). 24138 X (Half Uniform

Crossover) fll=3FZ%%A¢ (Three Parents Crossover) .

255

R

R

A5
B 2-5 &AMk

b K 2-5 A FH— AT, AR SRR RS SR AU, R ERENLIL
PR R AR A g AL BE AL AR S Oy HoA S o FESERRR R, BT AR R R E ]
PAP=HE B8 22 X g3 B BRI, BT DUy T dte S i A i A2 h B R N R EB e, AEAE W]
DA FH A2 S AR R FE MR B 2 1 B T BT T iR A8 e R A A o — 2eAp
ST, WIFEAER (Power Mutation). 2485 (Uniform Mutation). JE¥%)4%
5+ (Non- uniform Mutation) {45 4% 55 ( Shrink Mutation) #1757 4% 55 ( Gaussian Mutation)

2% =9 2R 575 (Tabu Search Algorithm : TS) L& Glover T 20 tH:42 90 FAXTE
R eSS R INIRE o AFDRE T A ARV R T B AR P & AR A I SR, AR 2 R
s MR T RIS R 2 RIE S FEE . MR RGN, s —
MEESIR (ZERHIRD RiIdFH RIS RE, AT RAJVNERPASHUT AL
SHFRVT R e . AR R ERE I X AT SR T R R, HHE RS
) 5| 5 R I A, 1RV TE AR 5 RIS 2 R A -

BRI, SRR E AN IE Mt B, K48 E AT BN Bl fE
?)ﬁ)ﬁféHU@#E‘J%EEHL/‘L?QEH?BijﬁfrﬂjﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁfhgﬁoE@Biﬁqjﬁﬁttf—'lﬁﬁ%
ka8 SEREA o S cu by YA T R AL LN S5 S o/ ey R 1 B2 s 1 Y2
AT AR, NIFRZDR A ET IR 28 R, AR AR ik, =R
(1) FC A AR AR S AR S 1 BRI 0,

AR RN AN S

15
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(1) WIAGMEANIE AR : DR B2 K 2 BRI IR IR i SR AT BENL ™ AE 1K, ]
CAAE P 80 N RO A o AR e PR 5 — P AT sk 2 T v 1) 3 I P38 A A vt P AR ALK o

(2) TENFERH: MBLENESREL, SR R A R 5 208 SN b
HORXS AT PPN o GNP PR L) 3 SRR R R L P i R P IR —, G E
(E VISR BRI SRRITERE . — OO MGG N A R, AR I R RE RS

(3) RWIREEH . I8 H K 7 25 AR 1) HE U B T IR AT ki 4 o fE 2R S R BT
B I R RIS R P A AR AR . AT SRR T, A AT A A
oo HE. WFEE. AR RO R A R AL AN HEE R

(4) ZEExt . S HBGRA T IR, AITE B> ToRE R, 17
R R AR, BN R UUAE I H Ao i DLEE S A0 B — IO R4 74 P v IR
SR, HRFRGISIERZTRE . I BB Ei i, ZEext GO —
UGB A Xt o

(5) HEMAEN: EARRERE P 2B ) — SRR G O, B U0 i A Ik e R B e 2
27, BEEHBL TR ARE USRI, e AR RELL P1 SE I BLR I LSS, B
FMPEES T o £ ERXAMEOL T, — e (i IS HE R B AL 2 & MR 1%
RN AR e, TG IR TS AR IR 9%

2.3 P W28

AR, MM AEVE 2 B SIS R R, R ALBAESS . HLEsALE
MHRIE S A 5. EXEES E, BRNNERZ RE R WEESNEE
AbEeh, EAERENLTROIHRZ AL, ERAEERMES £, WHEN, 17 NER%
S b, TR ERRE L A, AT AR AR A T I R T
22 P n] UL E Shit BRI FRFAE, I R] DL RCRIEHRFIE, D N T2 Y, afboRk
Py ARG RO AIERE . AR 2 D L BAT 98 R IRF AL S 2T RE T AEARSR AT AR K S
e 7y, I AA BB TME .

2.3.1 BFPHE 4%

N T FRRET T A 20 X 25 10T [ 22 55 2 2 ) (1Y) A TE R T A IS R 22 ORI )
HATRE T BRMEMLE . RV L, BRI 2 0] DU S U0 Rl e Bk
WA TEHE, RIS P R S R 1 07 ARFE & A2 h R e S2Ap 1, R DALE ) 2%
BRI () M i T 4o

MAEDZEI A E R, 20 2D 60 454X Hubel A1 Wiesel ©8145 A 7E X 4 AU 0 52 )2 40
FLFIE FE B T IR SE BT B . B S H AR SR OO IR A BRI E AL, X
AT DAEAVE RGNS 1 1 IRSE I o AR T A B AT 4%, B2 0 MG % — 4
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Bl SE AU, RIS A A E L ML B B S SRR B D o BRIE
4% 7 LR Rl 7 P o R BB I RV B IR 2 A ) 2 —, T L LI 9t 2 24 i N T g
(OGRS, R RBRIN 2 [ SR I 2R
2.3.2.1 HBHRELE

HIEGT AR A M 4, BRI B RUZ R T BRI —$ s 5 1
TR EREZH . SR T HREZINSH— R TER % (Convolution
Kernel) F{iES4 (Bias), KILTAEGMN EURAIE LN 8, — M BRZHZ
—ANPRIURFE 5, BT AR SEBRR F op— N5 AU2 LA A T B2 AN RO Rl 4
B 52 B AS FRIRFAE

Bi.5) = F(W % X) i) 1)

Ty = J(W X)) +b)

T { | ?
= f(ZZW(m_I_u H+E)X(i+m,j+ﬂ) ‘|‘ b) :f(’(U1A-|-sz+...+1!;9M{_—_1?)_,,-'
— 2 2 e e e .
AlBFre] D |Et-o__ JPELASPE! 2 Fa
Fle|n | | o inr=sgyl T
B s Al (B Wy Wy (w3 | 27 --Jf==
K|L|IM|N]|O i ’
= - 0y | s e -
Pl QR4S | TT~--- P & e
= S =-a x.w’r- _'w-&_ng‘ ;:—," A .__,:‘-""' -----------------------
U |V e - - l,-_'_i'-"?}(afa)=f((W*XJ(3,3)+bJ

:f(w1M+QU2N+.+1UgZ+b)

B 2-6 30 BARM T H a9 (B P BURET % —F fo kb — & 6935 it 42)
TRAERIE R BN £ BRP RN, TRGAMERERZ P, A RRHEE
FRX, TELIAMETRSECAW , MBI D, WK KRAEN:

;}U’j) _ f((W*X)(i,j) +b) = f{ZZWéHk—l n+ng(i+m,j+n) +b] (2-3)
m n 27 2

HARP iSRRG 2-6 froas. ESEhRMMHp, FEPEINERZA 24
W =W Wy W} SRR E B = b0y b, I ATEZAGALUE oy i ARRFAE P2
H13X & AN ERUIZ AR B2 R A SETERER .

FAR T AE R 2%, — 7 BRI E i R S R AR M FE R R A 5
BURZKN, it o 2 LS IR TR K. D RESHL PrAHER
Wi T MUERRREE . O, SRR E SR BN A s, T
RGP ESE, RN a5 A M E R E R, KR 7 M
N SH, W T YIRS B 2 i s % o e

BT BB IR R S A7 B R L, B RUR MR T — B B 6 — A Rl sz
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HFREAT T HANSRR IS SARAE,  LASRAS 2 1 4oy  Re AL P A AN [ 2 e A7 B P AR A i

2.3.2.2 HfbiRiE

AL Z (Pooling Layer) & &AL R T B EIM R —FEHEEMZE, H3E:
BLHAE AR A2 I REAE ) 2B A RST R/, RIS m] DUt — 50 F — B R E R E &
FrUL, FEM 285t HR AT AT 2 o S Mt e A AL 2

WA BT, H AR R HR AT KA JE (Max Pooling Layer) A1)
Ak 2 (Average Pooling Layer). HARRUE, s Rl Z i 1 H 82 B o KR
AR, 1T~V S50t A0 DU i HE RS2 B N IR AE P 300 . ) AN AL J2 38 B AR Tig e A1 4%
AT, ONEERER 7Bk e, RUASESZ B N R RHE R B e e 1, Hofmo Rk
B B IV RFAEATS SR 2 — B0
2.3.2.3 &EERE

RN T — RPN BB EFAEALE 5 5, BUGRFE I 2 [ RT3 2 28 i ok i
N, PRI G T BN R IE R TR FRHEERGROR, IR 5 W Rk da H 22 0 98 48 (A,
softmax 73K 48D . fEDIRE FoRE, 2IEREE W] DUEE 21 EE B Ak 5 AL
SHTEAR S 73 RS G

SEE AR R, N TR 2R Z S, I T IxLEBRRER
BREEREZ. [N, HIxIBREET A EE RS, EEh TR eERE TR
[H] 7 WX 28 PRI 2 AL, Al DX 28 RS TR SR P B i o

2.3.2 ZHFIHEMELER

2.3.2.1 LeNet-5

C3:f. maps 16@10x10
INPUT C1: feature maps S4: f. maps 16@5x5
6@28x28
S2: f. maps

oz C5: layer ;
B@14x14 Ir rr 0" 78 layer QUTPUT

|
Full mnAection ‘ Gaussian connections

Convolutions Subsampling Convolutions  Subsampling Full connection

& 2-7 LeNet-5 89 R % & 44701

LeNet-512& 1 LeCun %5 AT 1998 fE2H 1), I TMRF S A IFRM 145
R N 2%, [] IR 2 A5 AP 48 I 28 7 SR B FH A A L I 4 B A 22— ] 2-7 2
—™ LetNet-5 2B ], M H ] LA IR 20 7 2, NN Sl iE )
32x32 MR, Hitho 10 NSRRI KRG . X 7 AL )Z 5

(1) BRJZE Cl: C1 EAMSRIE —NEGRE, EZENH T SXSKER%Z, $
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K1, THER. Bid ClLZEE] 6 4K/ 28% 28 [HRHIEE .

(2) TREE S2: S2 ENiibE, fEXBEMAT 2x2 - riiifh, SKEE
N2, Gt E B T 0SBk sigmoid FEZRMERI . &0t S2 JE1EE] 6 M 14x14
[RRFAE

(3) BRZE C3: C3 NWMEME _ANERZ, HE%ZHEFEEH T 5x5 1EH
%, BJE1FEIT 16 MM10x10 PIAFHEAE .

(4) TRFEZE S4: [A S2 2L, mE1FEIT 16 > 5x5 FIRHER.

(5) BZE C5: T A S4 ZE, i ASxSHRHER, 78 C5 A T
SxSMERZ. Siliaf, AEBART 120 MEHIE.

(6) EREZ F6: 5 C5 ZHMH2IER, 4l 84 MFE.

(7 fHE: fd 10 MRS EER.

2% FFTIR, LeNet-5 P48 301t SHLTE @ H NS WA BT AE, #lin, 7EEeE R
Bk F b LeNet-5 EFEM & sigmoid WUE AL, (H2WAE—MES: tanh, ReLU 8¢
H leakly % . fEMALZHESE b, BRI R H SO, A2 F Rt HA
A AN A2 LeNet-5 BTN T B ML M EERE, TIF 7 BB LM% 5t
KiTe

2.3.2.2 AlexNet
| it |
S 3] Nl
? . oar \d
| 192 192 128 2048 2048 \dense
57 128 —
N 13- 1 1
\ Ay ’ AW
13 i ’ d
37 - i l 13- 13 ense dense
AN 1000
192 192 128 Max L
Max 128 Max pooling 2048 2048
pooling pooling

B 2-8 AlexNet & I 25 25 41"

Alex FENT 2012 IR HA MBI 258 AlexNet!), %ML 1L [F 4545 1
ILSVRC-2012 BIE 5 FRFRITEZ . AlexNet [f1 2 &5 #y bl 2-8 i, A FEHAT LA
EHZMNEPERELA 5 2, MaEEZENA 3 Z. HET LeNet-5, AlexNet K
7 KRERFHA, E0E R EER A ReLU K EZAC sigmoid B, JFEBm N 4 —1k

(Local Response Normalization, LRN), X H] Dropout!VEAE DL & fd F GPU K ik
BN LR, BARR:
(1) BOGRKEL: AlexNet JFAIMEMAEBRRIZ LS N T ReLU AR AEUE e
B, FAXTT sigmoid BREL, ReLU 1] LAR 1E X 28 3ot %3 B R0 6 B2 ok B R) &, [F] B ReLU
BA IR0 1 v CLGE R OS2 T .
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(2) JRERma N IH—4k s AlexNet ZEWGE B EUS 8 1 R & S5 — 40 R4 & 4%
BRI Ak RE
(3) Dropout: K Dropout LLJ5, MZH I TS U—E IMEEF, X
FE—E R BT DURE G #0055 1) R, 32 s X 48 12 e
(4) i GPU l%k: AlexNet i T GPU RIIGMZ 1155, 76248 BT GPU
it BRI R, AlexNet &1t 1 0 HEM, YIZRI k& RS B 5040 76 AN AS [F] 1Y
GPU LiMTIg 5, &5 FKHIXFA GPU A s iRk B AT 40 & oM 5 I
2.3.2.3 GoogLeNet
GoogLeNet!?liZ ILSVRC-2014 1573 28 R B8 ()7 ZE I 28 155 8 . 7 GoogLeNet 2
s B TH W28 11 RE I 75— M mT DLE I G I 2% 1R 240, (R 2 B AE M 2% 2 2 3 hn 2>
HINSHOL 2 | BEEEIRSESE R BT XX L A 7, GoogLeNet 52 %] Network in Network
(NiND VA JE %, 185 2 B E R 5 4 1 5 B, JF32 H Inception Bidl, @ IIBILR
HIHE S 20 R X S AR, D7 (SR AME 2. Bl 2% AN T 432, Inception BT DA
N A NAFERICA, 4337 N Inception v1, Inception v2, Inception v3 F Inception
v4.
(1) Inception v1:

Filter Filter
concatenation concatenation

1x1 convolutions 3x3 convolutions 5x5 convolutions 3x3 max pooling

Previous layer Previous layer

a. JR4A M InceptionfH B b. B4 Inception b

& 2-9 Inception v1 &% [ £k 25 44(2]

AN T AEEERZE R —Fh SRR EAIR, Inception v1 7 [F]—R44% = i
73 ) UR R B SRR A, AFE 1x 1, 3x3 I Sx 5 SRR B A SR 30 75 1 W 2% 1) 72
Inception v1 MJREGHRARWIE 2-9 Ll s, I JURAS [E] 15 A% o] CLIE] B i 4
BHEAS RIS B R AE A B, G R UG,  FHR IS AR A% AT LUSE 25 G il e 21 R i e
i BRI AE, S 2 G P BB/ B AR AT RLIE /N RS B R . (HRAE A — 4
MZE AT 7 Z2MAE RS RE AR B, AN AT 508G i N 48 S H0d 2 1 i, A T
FEGLIX AN AL, Inception v1 IE 5| T Ix 1 BRI M FIRFAEREAT B G, [R]EF I 932
W24 24

(2) Inception v2:
Inception v2 #JF | Batch Normalization (BN) URik43— = i th # 4 7T LIS
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—HENER AL, CLHSE i SR R S 1, 28] DU RLBE K927 =) Z2 R XTI

25T SR, INERM2E R RE B . BRILZ A1, Inception v2 Ry T it — /b 24 &,

ER T A 3x 3 BRZ RIS — A 5SS BRRZ AT B, [FIIEIG N 1 (28 VR FE
(3) Inception v3:

Inception v3[*I7E Inception v2 HA:Aill Bilf— 2044 Sx 5 M1 3x 3 (G RZ AT 70 i »
Horols Sx S B3 N Ix S M S LI R, Hodrli 3x3 BRRZIR 0 9 1x3 M1 3x1
PG, DAL SRIE 2> S B S 28 PR FE ) H 1) [FIR Inception v3 FIHLALAR
/7 RMSProp, FZ& IR~ H 244 %244 450971 299% 299 , 340 1 % N EUE Y
F&F, RE T HEZRRIBE R

(4) Inception v4:

Inception v4U4 3 EAE Y T ResNet | bk Z R (Residual Block), %1t 1 Inception-
ResNet-v1 1 Inception-ResNet-v2 £i#4), SEIa Ik BT A B+ A] LAZE DN ER I 2515 B i) A
N F2 oy X 2 A TR A
2.3.2.4 ResNet

(a) FRZEFHIT (b) TR (e) JFMILZ IR
B 2-10 7% £ A%k

N T I 2% S BOINER T HH B PR B8 A M R RV S 5 ) B, He %5 A AE 2016 4F
FEH T ResNet! 2 1578, ResNet [ 25 25 1) ) FE AR EL 5% Z2 B4t (Residual Block )
B ZE L 2 B AR DK S\ B Bk G B R g e, Wi 2-10 Ha B, R
BRI N TIRFIE AN x, BEHEH N H (x), WIBRZE2: I HRFIEN F(x) = H(x)—x o

ResNet FZIRH T MR Z B, —A FEAEBI P BN 3x3 G
L, W 2-10 1 b Fiam. A—ME Ix1, 3x3Fl1x1 BREAF B BEE R 4 R
FiFkZEAELL (Bottleneck Module), #IFE 2-10 W ¢ fizs, FEM A 1x1 B0 LAk
ZHE D, IR LM ZHOMEE, W] AR T AR (1 JE LR

2.4 AU EMBIMER

M R, S g e R 2 ZER AR A Ll g N AT T, IXAMUNEER
BT E A 8 AR FIR, A R AR KR A B8 It s 22 2%
RN B s vt O T Ra vl F oK
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9T N A b HE SR, VF 22 7 VAR R DAAE e Bk i i) 7E AR Z TR
i, BT E  48 BE M) $ 2R (Evolutionary based Neural Architecture Search
algorithms: ENAS) L& 4aiaf 5i i FmTiEZL —o

FET L IR AP N 28 BE R AR B 2-11 P, MBI BUE h E 250
FEUNR

(1) PhEEWIAEA: FREEYILEA T LA FBEAL W) 461 (Random Initialization) HI'E
A4 (Rich Initialization) . FEHNLYIGAHLE 5 E E S 28 2 (R Va | A A FH BE AL
TP PR TS AW R BV R Pl O A& S alis &
M BT 22 B 2 AR AR 9 T aR A A

(2) PhREEGREE: MR AR B o LR A Bk AR 55 1Ak

(3) ZHH#RAE: AT LM AR iR R RS SR AE P AR R AR, EERAN AR TP R 2

(4) PILRERI Gl E: XA IR T f 20k b — D BT R AR B AR S it
ITVEREHERAE, WM g B N 2 N A8 . SR JE AR GR S AT IR, T8H R
YLIX AN I A 72 BN RAE T S A FE I [

(5D THELIE N E R A : FEIX AN AR 77 ZL AR bl 2 P 28 AR AE I 258 AT BIE
IRJETEIR RS EREAT ISR,  JF A0 UE AL 28 AR i B AR

Cii:y

Y P
PUTEES (FEIRURSE BI6
WA HER %)
\ 4
4 & )

% TENZREE LX)
/////N\\\\\ RPN E S

é E Hott AT U 25
\_ —/
B 2-11 A T3t H kayabsE W& 22 M3g 48 BlAAE R

2.3.1 E&TF block-level FJi4t

Genetic CNNPSLZ — 3 T block-level FIREILIT, AT LA E B2 3] Wifa] 5 A4 24
MIMEEZ — o A FEER DML B L L (Genetic Algorithm) VS
T T, R AL BN B A AR 2 WY 2% R SRR AR R v, DT 25 ST AR 2 s DI A AR i
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B, N T AT MR 2 IR R, T IELIR T 4 KR L
E%F(wgﬂ%mm%Fﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬂ%m I HAF— RS — R P TUE LI
B (Block). HHRUL, XEEFE CHRLHRHAGE H M G RIRIEMALERAE. 555, %
ﬁ&u%ﬁT—ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁH%Aﬂ%&iﬁ@ﬁlEﬁ%:ﬁ%%@jﬁﬂﬁﬂ
FHB A% SR A R A R W EAT A

£ Genetic CNN Hxof [ 28 A5 B A0 A0 HE 17— B PR«

(1A% 120R W 48 45K 73 AN R JE L), B eh AR (R R AR R 4L
FEIX A B R RAE ARV 1 (Node ) o £ 1R Py th ARRFAE BT 4R E RN AL

(2) BEAMEREERAHT R AR A — NBUARY R ERE, XA E RN H KR 7k
e BB R IR BE RS AR B X

@)t%Aﬁ$MF2®Imﬁm@%Fﬁﬁw B, XRG4
gD 5

(4) FVFE I R AL, SRR A S 5 AR SAERE . RN E
BWRE XN RN ARG T, 2R BRI AT & PN R & oy —
Stage 1 Encoding Area

INPUT POOLl next stage

Stage 2 Encodmg Area

rev. stage POOLl conv@ 64 oolin POOL2
i —‘.—»

16 x 16 x 32 Code: O- oo 100-0101 8 X 8 X 64
Bl 2-12 Genetic CNN 9% 7 X, Jtop 20 & & A AN N4, &R R R TRIA
b By o 1% 058
Genetic CNN {145 77 SNUTEl 2-12 Fivs. ZEER T 2 BN gL, 8 —2
$%%MH%A R I AZE RN RO R, s — =) A0 FITAS TS
;SR BO AT B6 . AT BRI Rk, HEEESCRA B E 0
ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%% XF TR T ROR T, K R E RTINS AR R 5 s
FFHEAT RN, e JE AT B AR RAE
FE— 2, BT EOAIPEAN T s ok, HARRAT fdloE O @y a, e w2
WA f . £ — BT A R A PR, B R AR
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R RRAE . N T RSB E M MIEFH LR, ME T1ER—Z R S
VEHR 1R B AR R B B UZ /N RE TE 2

T 212 iR M T B . BB EOE NS =2, K =4, K, =5,
Horh S RRBEANMGNZE, K, R E RS @ T S . T e A
WHRRIY, ZISE X T 0 FoRER, | oA ER. TUES B K, =4
6 AN RE RS, B AR UL DT N -

(D) FE—F: 12, 1M3, 2FM3; 1F4, 2F14, 3514,

(2) B F: 182, 1F13, 28 3; 1814, 2F14, 3F4; 1F15, 2F5,
35, 4F5,

P B IR R, xR 2 2-12 4R tis oA -

(1) H—J=: 1-00-111,

(2) B _JF: 0-10-000-0011.

Genetic CNN FrR F g% BE 2 RN T

(1) Wiaat: Z AR e KN L gmiKRE, SR J5 18 F BE ALK 75 i A
BERIAMA, BN GRAD 7 15 #8 R FRAR B3 R 43 AR AT AT R R o

(2) HEF: RAMYUERR IR, @ TR — A MR IS R 5
W FAR RS, & S R = (1 A e e PR 2R K

(3) A5 HAMEREE — @ MR SR A B4, B R EE, TRl
BEAE TR A B N R B AR B2

(4) A& X AT CALEARAR B/ FL AR (1 2 54

(5) VPAL: 0 4 45 M 7RI IR AR T IR HERF A MR 1038 B B A

BRSRL, TEZ AR 5 A 1 20 SR B AR T DAYs/D T R S (] fYa , (E 2
ok T — B R PR . i, [ AN SRR ERAE, B AR RIS RO N FE
TEH . IXTERPEBE PR T R T LE I BE B
2.3.2 # T node-level (L

FE_E—5H] Genetic CNN H2 3], HT-[EE 1 MZEHISH, PR 17
Z PR o EFXHXAN AT, 55T node-level H IR U 16 1 B 45 4 25 4% (Large-Scale
Evolution of Image Classifiers) U7gJSRA 1 X W2 (BRIl Jalis 76 W 2 AR 1 e it 1
MANSE . BIR & 6 S A TC SRR I 2 il B AT a6 4k, (RIS 7 28 A5E80 1 AN X6 ) 245
IR B AT IR, LS B o 12 AR FH R A0 S5 D — A i 157 R 1 19 2% 22
R IFaa sk, 8 T e BN [F) 38 53 07 200 JRAGIMAEAT AR S04 . RIS D 1 n Bk
B AR, 27V T A LR K 7R ) 5 V2R IR I A

XTI ERAE, B AR R AR N BB DY 1000,  [RIRAOEE e A
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gt — KA WA 2-13 Pros i R E 0T aa1E .

Input

|

Global Pool

l

Output

B 2-13 #4&5AKRIT,

TR, Z AR TR Zbrik B0, AR BEN LI H
AN, R T N B MR REAT 1 LA e A AR S AR, RIS PR RE 22 1
AMAMAPHE 5 B

HEARETHRE L, ZTAERE T 11 MERET, B4y

(1) AR,

(2) PILEZERIIRFFAAR, dRE %5,

(3) FEHTIE M ALE .

(4) FHNEREAE CERZ KN EN 3x3; BB KBENLGE N 1 80 2; B
(R E HON B TE R B0 s LA M E b, REFERENLIUE £
batch normalization A1 ReLU ¥0i& R %0 .

(5) BEREBHE.

(6) EBGRZINBK (RREERN 2 XK.

(7)) BB GRNIEES (FEVLESEEM L SR,

(8) BB HBRZMI AR (FEHLERFEM L R SEANG, AR5 LSRR B
HEH 7 1A BRI, R R AU E D .

(9) WINBRIERRAE

(10) FBRBERRAE.

AD FHA—X—EERZ RN T, BN 1 8L 2, @EHMm N mEE—
FE, % JaEBENLR E /2 750 _E Batch Normalization A1 ReLU i 2 %0) -

TEIER MR L, ZTAESI N T SR 4R ANLH], 7= A AR
H kAR A E 28 . BARRUL, tRE—ZMREE2ME, AP —
JEMNEZHGH AR o DT Bl e U — 28 7, —2enT DL 4 IR B ACARARL
HBH (BN, DR ) BN RS, GRS R E T 54
ANTTRER B AN (NS Frik EANE AR R E 1) A — L] LR BE &6 3 AL
(B, RPN .

B RREIGN 2-14 Frose B OREOER 73 3mSR B A2 T IR AN, T A

25



BN T e VA7

AR > WAL R R TP R B R ORI BT R ERRAE /ORI, WTARAL KA T
BT R, BEARRLRE ) 4 SRR AT 2

94.6 |-
91.8 |-

85.3 |-

:T
R 50 Oy ..C .
. :

:

o) L]

P>

<

>

Q

@©

5

8 C+BN+R+BN+R+BN+R+BN+R [C+BN+R+BN +R+BN+R+BN+R

©

— C+BN +R C+BN+R

8

= LT
C+BN+R

22

Global Pool

0.9 28.1 70.2 wall time (hours) 256.2
B 2-14 #tibit2R7
FE R B AL 73 S8 1A AR, ARl N TR TI0, @ad KBEf —
ANTRT B 28 A — AN BRI 4, X 7850 R B T SR A Rt . R HAE A TT
a4 CIFAR-10 EHIER] T 7.10% 08 1R %, HiaH T2 T/EREREMR R RIET
T, — A NBE U TR I 1% TAE AT I
2.3.3 ET cell-level j#Efb

R B B ORI A A SR> TN T RIR B BIN . BARSR UL, fEMIERIIG 10
SR T RE X T B P X 2 A, I X s B AT DL 5| R R AE A IS AR v AR P P
FERIM 28 2584 o B2 5| N BB 2 550 FR I T v A 2Lk Ak R R 28R B i 3 A8 g 2
HHtk, a2 H T AmoebaNet!*, £ 7755 T cell I Z 7S [A], 1E cell WHRH 738
ABNBR 72 455 Bl P k3 45 44 A Inception BEERL ) 22 B 73 S 4540 RA R B EMR B RFEAS B o
e Ja 18 M 25 R4 g _EoR A T A GoogLeNet Al DenseNet LU 2514, 75 2% Hh K & 5
S RAGENN cell £5#). HLERT ML, AmoebaNet 7E 2 25 ] FIM 45 2844 F#BSI N T LE
LGP vy SIRTAN

AmoebaNet [+ ZUEA

(1) AEG AL R8I B YRR I BN, T % TAR oA ()
ZREER]D W GIN T RS, AR R b B D0 g (] T8 B BN SE R MR, AT R
FEPREEIIE 776

(2) 7T AET R ST NASNet** WELLAR, %078 T A1 NASNet 4[]
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AR AR . A SRR —NRUZ RRE, RIS E A CERERAE,
MWACERAESE) . IR S 35 A b R S B R HRAE A

&l 2-15 /& AmoebaNet [ R 25 1A], M 2-15 (K72 BRI AT 5048 B T —Fh 3L T cell
LRV S HE S ) AR cell Z (AR 7 2Abk 22 B 4514, Wil 2-15 (Al B
7o 1E cell N BRI —A 2 B8 73 SCE5 K, an &l 2-15 A3 B Dy g fe v i) — A 1.

Normal Cell | x N

—>

4

Normal Cell

—>

Reduction Cell

Normal Cell

—>

Normal Cell | X N

-
-
~

—>

Normal Cell

Reduction Cell 3
4 Normal Cell L !
Normal Cell | x N .

’ Input Image| [0]
K 2-15 AmoebaNet 9 [ 24 25 M) Fo 4§ & 7= 7] 142]

£ AmoebaNet [ LA, WML H TR BOELFH, WAREEFRHE KR
I 2g 454, R REEITIEINIE IR L, HEBHE 21 cello BEALIIRE - RAT I AlAS[H]
() cell, IXAE—EREE B4/ TR T H . fx)5 AmoebaNet 182 HiSK [ 24 G54 £ 2
TFHCHE 52 11 BE B UGB N SR B TH I 26 o X BB 518 41K Je 30 il vl BAORRHR
PR AN RE .
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£ 385 ETESRFANMANE ZNHEMELRRREFTE

R 2 BOAT (A 22 25 F 42 38 SRS AR AT AEF R 1T RS P (i I IZ SR R T 2
AR B X, XA B ERERERERIUR, R R
TIRRIX— R, ASCAERET cell £ IR R AL R 7 —Mai & T2l
il (BRI e X 28 SRR R R Sk . AERAN R B e ERE A R, 4iats
M, BET T ARSI . B, AN R SIRRRAT I e R
o fa] X3, JFxt Q2 R i X I AT & Bk ik, 8OO TR AR AT
RE IR 2 5E 2 1) DX A ) ) B DR A A R E . D T — D3R THE R AR, ASGE
AT 7 B AR R SR o 4 P A1 E 2 AT REL S ) 00ty AfEE R A5 1] o) 2 A R ) 1R

3.1 B SHELL T
1

S— SEE Wi
§ ind_1 [[2.23..353] 122% Rt : : .
i HiF —» [z [o3.653] 2% | ?ﬁﬁ? 3 %,f{‘ﬁ:/:': % Ej’\ﬁ ‘ =)
3 |m‘1j3 [1,2,3”.4,5,3] 72.i5% ‘ a i iy : fmﬂﬂ%& § }
T | ‘ ——— 1 = i
. : e 22U 7 — & — T SGD! — Z& lo— -
a2 3 ey G s iﬁﬁ% | ik B
AR e R e BB 3 \. N
| o 5 TREZS 3 A

AR SRIHE SRR D AR A B 3-1 MRV 1 P ANEIPPar AR HE, A
RMFIERIZ B BRI R SR HEN T SO AT, XA
R ORFFPIASTMRE, ot T AR ZE AR R, I3 e SRR S
ARSCHENTARAE IR, AEIXAS IR AR A SORE R A AR 52 A3 S 5 2R 7 A2 JE AR
[t RE N T N AR AR A, RIS XS v AN SR LR o hB N (34T, AEASC
HHoRE R A R A B IE £ B I HER R A N ARG N EAE . O T SRR, FEARSCHRR
T B AR RN & B B T R R . feJm, BRI Ik R T &b, Ra
P20 N B

B% 3-1 AT SRS

I
nArchive : AT FEERIR/DN;
nTabu : =5 FREEIR/AN;
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T+ BROKAEL
nTenure: %5gATHI;
K o SURFHER N
nCan : AR HMBIE AL
Wi SOUATAT AR
1 ¥gstk:
2 WIgsALREE POP ;. Wit 2E R 53K tabuList ;
3 MRAEVIA A RERIAG B AR predictor
4 while gen<T do
5 M POP 3453 nArchive &A1 Fiii archiveSubpop
M POP i&@3d tabuList 3:13 nTabu A~ AT Fh#f tabuSubpop ;
PG ASAACTHE P
P = getParent(archiveSubpop,tabuSubpop,K) [/ 3-2
et T AU O
10 for j<1 to K do

O 0 3 O

11 foreach p€ P do

12 M Pl AR s 07 0 AR TARIMA G

13 0=0uq

14 end

15 for j<1 to K do

16 foreach g € Q0 do

17 Wil predictor A3 q 13 S FRINAE ;
18 end

19 AR O BTG BB HE 3R AR AT nCan MEEME C={C, €5 - .Coean ) 5
20 for j<1 to nCan do

21 foreach ceC do
22 A5 FH BB AL B SR SR A e AN € ) LS g
23 end

24 7 POP .= POP U C ;

25 i AN C 95 B B tabuList s AEFBEEANME C 1S B B predictor
26 gen=gen+1,;

27 end

28 Hr: HALATATRE
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3.1.1 FEEEIaEiL

TEARIFIAMN B, B ST VI, B s 3-1 10 1-4 7. 9 T Wb
MIGE P FOTE I A N 6], ZERRBERIAAL IO B b, 25 SR A8 P 9 B AR R v 4 O B L
FEARNE AWIGE A FRAE . BARSRUE, AR SCAS FH A b 0 e ML A1 A A o [ AL 4tk EX
100 MR EZHIAME, FECUBAE ARIA R RE . B IX AT, 7T LLZERIGA LI B
SEAT DL RO R T RUF R RS . IR, o TREACR A R BN LI AR R, 7R IR A
SR A BINK Z S AR, AT AL A Bl 5 i 2 R
3.1.2 RR%EH

MR 3-1 HEASA AR o ] DAt SOAURRBEELER T L T RO RIS & TR B 3
Gyo WAL, WSV 3-2 BT, AR BEE I R R RIS R . Fh
HH R 2, Horp—38 0 A TR G A 5k, RS AR 0 B B (B HE ke ik
PR TRORE; 53040 MR A ) T AR SO 28 S Sk e PR At 2 TR

Tt R B RS R A R 7 3K, I SR I SRR IE AR AN TS B T MRS
N E IR SR bR, IEE 8 T2 BT RIS FE A 2 Sk B 7 a0 MR AR [E] . 1@
XA RN RS, — 7T T DL R T A AR e B R AR,
J7 T ] DL LR 2 i 2k AR AR 1] % T PRI R AR R ] L e R R 1)
LRI A, AN e AR R IR, KRS R AR

3.1.3 FARAMERIFZA

TEARSCH R 722 X7 724 AR, B FASCRTH IR 2 [ AR L R R
Z, FTCLH IR XA Ry A S . HE T, S54RI AR in ],
AKICKH T —MEE XA X7, BAkan 3.5 /N TR .
3.1.4 ENEETE

FETHLIE N AR AR o Dy 1 el 48 2R R v U B3 L A RV FE I 8], AR5 5]
N T B AR R A — AN AE AR RO TERE, I 2 R R 0 H

([P KBttt SN 2 L YNE6 ol TR Avie v =i I LRE N iRy Py 7 9 R AV A TP
JSEJEAE,  EARIXAN T AT DASRAS AT A A v A PR S B2 A, B EU O AE TSR BT
FEARSCH, A SN BAHE RIS AR (3 B AR AT I . BARR UL, fERE—IX
AR, S R AR R BITAT 7™ A B 7 ARREAT PERE TN, 85 7 ERCT 0 428 e A
4f B RT LA PSR A R Dy foice AR08 P BENLIE FE b AT I 25, A9 B L EOSE i PR RE
B Jr R I LA A A I N SR EE Hh I LSR8 R A F DLSE i AR R U 24
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3.2 R MMEmE B

3.2.1 HERTH

P2 2 (A AL T 2 P A I 28 QA 3 R AR I — AN B B AR, — NP R 25 (A m) LA
RARFE =8 BACRFE R G5 F 75 1 ur R 7 b, o 4% 22 23 A0 B Q98 & 25 1)
I AR R A R T cell MR R LA X b, fEARSCH R T2
T cell it R0, PKONEIZAE R AT R 75 28 R H normal cell I reduction
cell, ZRJG T — & WAL EEAT HE S ik o] LU e— AN PR BR LLELUF (A 2 I 2% o AFGE
M S5 R R, X PS54 TN 2 i ELRE B YRR AR X LD

B 3-2 cell &R T X

EHZIIFEF, normal cell Al reduction cell N2 —FERT. XFT normal
cell R, Hofar i IRFAE B ZE FE A4 N 1) 2 — B0,  7E5E— normal cell WA ik T
FRIE RIS AR, BARMERFELE . T7E reduction cell H1, 1% cell = ZE AT 2
TRHMIERRELE, FERIREEDK (stride) WA 2, ihH b FRHE B 58 742 %
A=, DLHSRIA BIRHIE B 4E RS2 s SRR B 1

W] 3-2 & —> cell T RURBERIE L, ERE—A cell HHGEH n ANH 1T A
FRHIAT 0] oA B o T8 — A1 fn SR, HARGR )& B — k5L AP 1] (feature
map) . X T8 (7, j) RN ' B 0! BB HHRAE o), FELFrh R —5%
WARER 2 BEAERIREIZE, WEHRERE. MLEAEMBOERIES . ACH0E T 5
—A> cell NERHT, BTN /U 1Z cell FEHRMIA R, 55— D17 R cell IR
B A, HARITT SN cell FINERTT Al —MRUL, 7E cell H B TR I R #2 AT
A cell IR Ro 0T cell BLTHTA A8 RUR UL, 719 s B0 % A\ ER AT A H AR
bk, BARHEAXN.

n(l) :Zo(i,]')(n(i)) (3_1)

i<j

Z% | HAbSedt ik R it , ASCRINAUE 18— il A REE RN A
AUSRT i, BSOS T A K is 545 ) add #84F . X T4ty sk yd, s HoN P
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A N B R concat B AE

X cell i — kil Eikiz FiRE, A2 7 HAl et TAE, W& 1 8 i
L IAE, 20008 3x3IRER BB SxSIRER BB, 3x3 G
SxSHMBR I3 Pt 3x3 fkitift . BRECERR CER:, It 8 Fifrikiz
Ak,

3.2.2 gwigitit

R RARE RN T RS AR, AR AT 1 18] e i3 R Ok R il
MR , fE A cell W, AT T AR ST 0 n® AT T . ARTEAT
SRR, R A M AT R, 0’ -0 AW AL nf ORI AL TR
S Y R N2 [ E, FrUEAR SO, AfZEX WY /e’ —n® BEAT SRS
HIFAE cell WHRRH] 7 A TR EIEE R, B LU BT 5 n® —n® HRIKE 2 A5
S AN I PR RIS A

©) ® ® ®

— " ——— - ~  ~ ~

_ OPS? | OPS? | OPS? [ OPS? [ OPS? | OPS? [ OPS? [ OPS? | OPS?

normal cell reduction cell

& 3-3 normal cell #= reduction cell # %45, B+ 45 OPS? £ T 1%k 6941z 5

FEgmASH, ARSI Bk, X T8 — 0 SRR A, A
HEATH 1 AMckFRR S &R, 7 LR SRR E . Wi T A
n®, fEH 2 MCRFRREFNT A n® Mo B T A R, WFEAEA 5 ANk
FORHINAT R n® —n* WIER. TR, EX—A cell B M ZE IR BT gD O I, LR
B 243+4+5=14 MG . EARSCHRA T A 28 DMEEEUN AT ERORGAS, FEAM
RITERELZ N 0 2k, Horp ko Alsig AR SR, EASChE LT 8 kit lE, Al
k=8 . WKl 3-3 iz, 28 NMEEECFRFE Gwts 73 053, 045 normal cell 4% &5 4 1]
YmTLF reduction cell IZEZE Mm% . AT 14 137378 normal cell I8 45H), )5 14
{77 7K reduction cell FIMZE L5, . Fll, 7E normal cell Zwtd &, EREIUANN
AR —n, BRI R B THATIK. 5822 2B 3-3 P — g A
oy, EARET R "M A PRI, TR e KHRIER AN 2 B n* s
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}() €%éﬁﬂrwmm“mmwmmwmmwm?

0. max_pool 3x3 1.avg pool 3x3 .

2. skip connect  3.sep conv 3x3
»(:) '4.sep conv 5x5 5.dil conv 3x3 |
56 dil conv _5x5 7. none

2
4 skip_connect
7 : ¢ k-2 dil_conv_5x5
7

- sep_conv_5x5 4
7 fift iy

avg pool 3x3
1 2
7| - @ sep_conv_3x3 > c_{kj}
. 3 ;

5 ¢_ilel sep_conv_3x3 M 5
7

wgpool 30—

B 3-4 cell 4% # 4]

E 3-4 o 1A cell gaftSISES], Zeiio—A> cell BI%ih%, 4 LN EAR
I A REIN, AT Ay e N ARt S 1) R 25 ]

MR G AS AT RD, 5 n® BRI HIERE T n® Mon', XSRS 6 A 3,
L ARG TR 02 Ny SXS BB, o NIXIWE W EE . [FH, Xt
TR, B ARG, H5 7 NTCEE, T R’ FNEZ R M, 8
R ARG ISR AT ] 09 Ny 3x 3 Ak, o 3% 3 AR

3.3 ET XM R BB AL R

BUAT (22 B SER (0 e 22 19X 24 ZRK) 480 28 ST AE 42 2 R i A A R A6 P A e
WIREAL, 2R — A B RN AR R AR IO 5 B I HERf R IX — MR R . R RIS T
&~%§%E%§Hﬁﬁ£4€ BEAL R ARE 5L 2 25 2 B N Jm B A i DAkt ok o AR S v SR T XU e

BEACRIBLE], B AR SCAIE B R R A S 0 7 P AN 25 o 7 Pl o 38 XUR A
%EMEA,ﬁﬁkkﬁﬂm,M%ﬁ%ﬂi,%%ﬁ%ﬁb

FEARSCH, 73 BRI I 7 AN AE o 7 Rl 7 B 7 Pl rh ade g3 L
FJEARIIAE . G5k 3-2 Fron, O 1 AT DA R A on] AR AL A A1 Rl i
M, ACRE T R p, AEFERERET, QRHATENIM R c<p, B4
IR A P R AR BEL RIS FE— D ME . ez, WA TRl B R L £ —
AR B IR LR, T BARIEIEFE RS 5 R RSB & 1 W b5 Fi
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ISR .

SR 3-2 RURHAE Wp [

1 Function pop = getParent(archiveSubpop,tabuSubpop, K)

2 SAUMRHEE P < ¢

3 for k<1 to K do

4 if random() < p then

5 fE AR ZE M archiveSubpop i —ANMME D
6 else then

7 i ARS8 tabuSubpop i —NAMME P
8 end

9 P=PuUp,

10 end

11 return P ;

12 end

4 RN v
3.41 B3 XR

Il r 24 25 26 27
AR T12(5(7
TR T1215(7

%F:P\Xj‘%: [4,1]

B 3-5 $AE R AR

BN RIGH R SR EPZE S MR e E, B AT DAB O 2 NAARAN A
A AT AN R S GBI, A SO R Rt E NS & BRI
HH R A BRI, gafdad EILA 28 £, AL B3 8 hik$E, At
ARICPILE 28x8=224 NEES X R . ZESXSRAUFEG], Wil 3-5 o, B ER T $R
MRS RG] T NEFRL R T BUE W, T ARA IR 2 AN 4 559
PR T 1, T AR — IR A ZE B R Rt 2[4, 1] WERMACAE] TACHI AR
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IR A B A UL AR A A B, AR St 5 R BT A A [
3.4.2 BRTFFERERE

FEARCI BT, 2R TR R R 575 18 R e ME I EE s i R R 1
SRS PRI RAE, WAL FEZAA, BRARIZA R K38 N B AE W] UK 3 2 A i
75 N kSRt~ — M.

o TR R RIS R L 3-3 Fos. AP IRIT

B0, IRAEREAT AL AR IE B AR R 2 RO 1 M 34T s 2R A REHE
FFo

5500, QRIS TN G N R e T H AT IR R B PR RE, X LE
IRAEZ AN T B 7 2RS0T A Sk R BE R BUERERIFRT T, Dy 1 DR B B R4 ik Py
B, ASCK 2 BT (RSN, EEGIZAMAE BRI SRR Wiz ARt
RERIL— B, AR TR EWEESINE, WRZMEREE SR RAE Z AR5
Rerf, A AL A2 AR (0 G B AR B (454 AT — BN R GETT R 1, 8T
RRZEES R TRE, MRz MEEA RIS TR Gz MEm s
XHGIEAESR A, WEAANFEA AT R ot U7 R 20 B, 8 TR R R
], R iz MR, FemiBhit T — R E BB & BRI TR

Bk 3-3 AR TR

1 Function fabuSubpop=TabuSelection(POP,nTabu,tabul.ist)
FIsa At B TR tabuSubpop < O ;
PRI R 5] J < 0
X FHE POP AT REHE
for i <1 to nTabu do
while true do
RIPOP % ] MA P
if AMA P FEERNAE A MATERMR or P HIZES N SRTE tabulList 7' then
break;

O 0 9 N Bk~ W

—_
[en)

end

[u——
[u—

else then

MRS B = +1;

—_ =
w N

end

—_
I

tabuSubpop = tabuSubpop U p ;
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15 end
16 return tabuSubpop
17 end

3.4.3 2RFIRANEE TR

O 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 27

o B

ops1 3

o g
AN

ops4 4 4
ops5 3
ops6
ops7
— 4,,/)\___\v/___J
Normal cell Reduction cell

B 3-6 £ E7 R eG—Hp)

SR RATZ — M RHRACZ I R, AR SR X R AL 0SS,
MRYIRREDMRELETN—ANEER . BRIIRE YA E5 0, EiXA
GRS TITA RSN R TER RIS, BT IRRAF TEHRIE
I LA 2RO Y X

RS HIFR P LA BRI R SR R T IRTC, AR, fRIf 2%k
SXTEA R IR IR B iR AE S AR R B A, A S HELEIR, B R A
s WREELK, MaiE RS K. 22 TN K — 8o, st
FIEIABE R BN n MRRZEETH RAE n RIERIRBEN A SHREHEERR. &
— AR SO RN AR AT B 2 B A A BT TR D, EERD Z 0.

BT, BE 3-6 B A— MERE R — M ETIIRAES] . FERZEZRRD
FEALFR RN 28 D4t PALFRRIRINZ 8 NS H BT, IRl A% S 7R
NS ARG N RIS MRIERERT A o, W BAEAE R B n R iR AR AN R
HILEE i MRS 7 PR PR R S5 M R AME CBRARB = A AN ] LAFT 25 2ol
WD, CAE A A2 IR e HEFR F 8y 5 B, %47 B 4 ariE R g i ir 4
2 MEERAEI N 5.
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3.5 FREB#RTTH
3.5.1 BREBIERTT

j@ j@
® lo
| ®
4| ) 4|
— it A AR i —
% {} L@ ERTA W B {} L@
7 7
7] ® 7]
7] 1]
KO — ©
12 1 0]
15| L7 ]

B 3-7 & F AR
FEASCHVRE B FH AR AR A P A BGHT I 28 S5 4 o RSO AR e id B9 =2 .
F—, M 28 LLAIZRIBHT 8 N5 4 (normal cell A1 reduction cell % 4 71 &) B
LI m AR (m <8), FFRFIL R ORI s USRS 7 i B 00, fEPTIE AL 57
T B RE L R AN AT IR R T RUE T 8 U B AN RTDR, XS T35
53715 Ri, G normal cell HHITT R R® s nts RS PTREA ML 2 MEIERTIKD . E=20, 1F
JIride AT R _EBEATLIE B — P Eis
W 3-7 A8 FARAE B — AN FEE], B AT RS — 2P £ AR 7 ON e
bEJEES B A R A M S G R R 2 I R Rt RN =0
FHEFER N s FR R T, BRI 00 =41 029 =2, 009 =1, 0% =0,
EAFER IR, 25 =2 i T30 s ™y R T 2 I i, 75 DR ik
(I HHERAETRAE o TR 7 i BB Y 5 B 00 = 7 T R, B 009 =7,
09 =7, o* =7, Mg “7”7 Xix “THAE".
FEAR SRR rp AR SO I SR P A 1k A K ) T] — b AR St ) 3 o A S
(BE— M MEE F T B — B0, AR AR MEAIR R LR 2B ZE.
iR @i, $R%E 5FF & (Exploration and Exploitation) 781 —/NM2g #iLfyy jn) @i, —
J7 A A BRI R NIRRT 2 ()], $RBE Z M Re. (H2 5 — 71, A
A DME ORI X0 AT F &, DUEER A XS N R B T P . B2 T ik, A
KA T AT AR A RS, AP RS — A R KRE, T2 R Pride S B 7E 48k
£ ERRE R R T R RE, — MK 1t RE A A8 S B /D B A AR R AT 7E 1%
MR T REAT IR, 1 REZE AR R 3R 22 1715 i AMESR R T 22 1 AT B [X 38
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3.5.2 X #AEBL

! e
A A i A A
r \ N i \ [ \

AR

___-'; -
|
W
|
|
—_
~
S
~

A2

T2 4\ T3 | 7771257

B 3-8 L AL

FEA SO RIFEAE A8 SR E NAARH = A AR 4B e X730, G 2.1.2 7
JIrid & B TG A R AT 22 X, AT DA G i AR e #3658 X, ARG B8 )R
W2 . AR A AE X7 20 0dE T8 — AN b Ar & A ARSI 55, EAS ST difidh &
THR IR R 2 A, BN 2 (B AT BEAH B OCERAIZI A, 5 amsef T i =15 sl n® SR
ut, Hgmidh EE 3-8 BAEs, BARgmiSNh2-4 (Yt fr N\ 0 FFh) . 78 [F—2H %k
B R R B B A 535 SR AH S I 200, B nAE— 205 s R o i 5 28 2 A0 SRAH I
Fe, HABMAA RS N K g A 75 Z R E N 7 CE#RAE) . ITeL, fEARSCh iR B
A58 FH R DA Ry FE A R B R0 5 S, T4 58 X B F-AAA AT RE TG 2 ok B i 1
LRFMT -

BE T AR ST ASE FH A48 22 (B AN R AR U, AR SR F B 1715 R 22 SCRUN . FLAASR
UIAETR AR, £E28 AT Je s FH AR BRI 48 H PN AS R I AMAAE N AR BB AT
FHBENLEI 7R 8 N5 . (4 /) normal cell 1 & 1 4 4 reduction cell 71 &) HIgwhdH
R A X e, SRR 2 R s . BRI aEl 3-8 B,
HRER T —A cell P A2 XIS AR, AR AS X R ot 9 5 B S #SARAMA 1
A2 7S R n® FHOR ) A B s, A2 He 5 i 45 3 an B8 3-8 ST R,

3.6 BAEREAIBIT

FEVPAS P2 S5 R RO PR REIT , K 2 BOAT (0 5 R A Y e v A 4k S0 N TT AR 11 2k
P Sk SR, MBS TR ARFEI 1, 2L 22 I 2% B 18 R B AR A
TE T ZIHAE LT GPU DAY A BeSe il — IR IR o 118 A& AR (R 5 A A
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A DLAEAR JE IS 1) N 304 — A R 8RR S (DA T A 5, B AR HERf R — IR L T A
RHERIN, (B ARAEXAF BOBH A /& 2R DI X BE AT B X 20 ERT AT
IR B R AR ) R i R 22 T2 R LR R A vy 17 R 55

-

HHLT
HE A R SEINAEAN
pol2]t]3]s]1]o]3]2] SS £=7098 P
”2|9|4|2|1|3|7|2|5| T % sap =7 HEFETOP3 ptk.fw 7127
: _— e . - > hJr2 = .

relafs[nfefolsaf1]s] O@y £ =71.04 p;:f,=70.99

rolalols|2]als]4]1] E E £, =69.45
" AL | |
: 3 R 70 Y R BRI
HanBEEnnan 77089 ; loo0 PR
: _ g P fyn =T1.04
e lofafafifsrafs]] gy A7 AHTOPS | i % 6D p'f'7127i
I : 2 2 Py, =L E
:p”"|2|3|1|6|0|4|1|3| f,,=71.03 p; p,ﬁf,=70~99§
annnpnnnn X S =

B 3-9 A% Al AL B k& Aa R RAZ AL AT B W 250 Ak 69 5] 3T E

X, EARSCH LAEF T 42 M 2 K%L (Radial Basis Function, RBF) £
ARSI SRSt [0 265 452 23 P 7 A 3 P8 AT DT e TN o 425 1) 2 o) 0t R il 2 X 2 1) —
Bl AHEH MR LA B, & — PR Regs= 2% . fEPERE B M e B A R
SRIIENTRE T, Hoor R8I TAI 7 2] B 77 I FE H 0t T AL G 1) I AL SRt 2 I 2% o 7
ity b, AR A I L R, R — R EEUE . BRI, S EaRHmAE
S RARRBIEINE: B R AEEZ, 122 8 SR AR SR AR ) 1A A O B
=ZRENWMME, ZE R INE SAEREN . BT P aE R fai s, BT DA ) 2 Ry
BN ZRAEXT fR B, e Slos BE AR R . B AERSEUZ A% e 3, RBZE X AN R &
AT AR, ARE AR S N B s A e B S 4E S (A N, (1S 7RISR 2 (B N (R 2 P AN T
3 v A i 4E 2 (] N AT, (RIS BE 25 5 @A B AR M i 8, v IR N R i bl
ZINEL ) 7]

A58 1) 5 R BV A I 28 1) — o, [RDRE 7 A A o AT I SR EACSTH,
W P2 AR Y1) 28 Srgm AR Jy ik, [F) SR A F B ATLA S VR A 380 1 PP 2 A R Y e A
94 SR B N B X 28 v, b A7 ) B A S0 N () DX s A R o R 5 A N HE T 2R 1)
BRI R A TN B EUR Y, AR RIT AR RTBEALRAT 1T — AP 2 Y,
I FH I [ 456 B SRR 0 P £ AR R 3R AT I 2, DABEAS 2100 AR Y () FLSEVERE o SR JE R4 17
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SRR BB 7 B M AT I %R, DME T AL A KR . EERERR, BT %
RIS B R R A MR AR K — B, 7 DAYEIX T T BB, — IR, R R (7
GHEITT, T A — PR SRRER I 2, TR K240 T H R B B F i )

UNEE 3-9 SR T ELHEAE B HUE BEVE I B8 PO TR ST P 38 17 P 1 %
P B LA e AT, R R SR B B v, TR A
AL BARET A W2 AL, SR 1 P LR T AT 400, B0 014 M AR 110 1
AL ONEIRORE T, TR HO AR £ 2 P 3 R i
SN AT T IS5, X 7E SRR R — RO UR IR 3 . BRA BT — N M AR
7 P TARAR N 0 I S R N . — 7 e

A T 3 97 T B S A P AT B 1 26, 2 FRIR T DA 63
SR S BT TN, 0 3-9 FEIFTR. WiLfs Sk 4 TOP3 A fE Jyfi
SR, SR JF AT PR AL w28 o 2, B 4 B LA BV 2/ sl 47
NI CE R, s K AN B R o

FERRILRE AR, T SC I R AR e R, th 24 S PN B B AR
HoIZRREA R, WP 31 F. SEIHRR TR, W RTRR T A B IEER, — 7T
W £ 2 AR ok T I BB (R 3 — T, VP B PR
PERE, R B B AR I R A

FLASR . B, 452 R A A2 5 B Bk T 7 A 1 R MR A s
HOVERE, FERPMERSHEATHEFF . BOUC, ST RS AT £ 10 R4 M 5 Ik, (8 FF b
HUBE IS SV I 26 A7 28 DL A B S SR be . BB, PRI AN A
AR 22 A2 I BRI S0, R BRI 25, DMEHET TR IE I,
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45 TREREHH

AT B OCHE I T A A R AR R [ R 2 P 2 R A 1 R R AT R
BAIE N T MIA J7 AT B, AR ST R 2 A TF 45 46 CIFAR-10 A1 Fashion-MNIST
AT RN o LSS AN LL A AT, A ST HR VA 3 R AR R 4% 5 K AE R 2 M R
MR TR ZR R R B S MR EIERA —E NS .

AT FEL I N EL 3 0l e BT A8 2R [ BORIRS R VAL B B o AERSE L4
R B, BN ST R H AL BT normal cell F1 reduction cell #54. 7EAR T PFAk By
B, EEMFUE RN B R RIS cell Abul s — 2 7 T HE B 41 8 v wh
22, SR 5 FRAS F B ATLAR P SR I 28 A A R R IS 8l DU SRAT 0 28 AR 1 L 5
PERE.

4.1 ByEEE

4.1.1 CIFAR-10

kA

I
it

BRI

Gy

il A &

EEEE-

[ =

K 4-1 CIFAR-10 %45 % #-15]
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CIFAR-10 #(#E WM E 4-1 iR, & UaiehE M 848 R TR BimAT A
THHREL — anmﬂmEmMm$Qm9$hﬁ$il% FREAEEE, 1E CIFAR-
10 FHEIEEFE 10 N 2RBEdE, 7202 WL IRE S, . My, i B, B,
REFI-RZE, —A204) Jﬁ6moﬁl% fANEE N 32x32 K/hH RGB E4
CIFAR-10 BANHAEAEILA 60000 #EE, HANKEEA 10000 58, JIZEEA
50000 5K o

4.1.2 Fashion-MNIST

Fashion-MNISTUO4 45 2 26 N T 2017 £ ATFH, B7EARE MNISTBIF 54
TR G E S . Fashion-MNIST & H 48 [ (1) — K i RH% A 7] Zalando #2411
R AR L, KR8 T, 57, BhA2. B, FME. Wi A2, 83
B AT 10 N385, AT MNIST 284L, Fashion-MNIST [ &4t /2 Fid 18 m
KRG, BB RN R28x28, HAadE 6 kI B A1 kil B, L7
sk

=== )
2 == S [k

e |

% (.
O — B — %)

—_—
e
—

-

) D===m—am)

-
-

—

B Bewmel

-

SRR

ey 1Y =

qunus-—-;};'-i’-—_:—:a-ﬂ 1
e o BRI D) ——=aag m)

=

B ime==

== ]

: -]ﬂ-mz-::umazn:‘m'

L B

T e R

S B -l i—a—=—3n) &)

i
]
i
?

e ) | = U

L DBl @aR:

X J
LR

o oD s B~ B B

AN
Aﬁ-ﬂ_‘—-ﬁ-‘.ﬁdﬂ‘“-—ﬂ!‘.ﬂnﬁﬂ-ﬂ-ﬂ".‘.‘“““-ﬂ"ﬂ“f:"
R T R T T T e . |

JJJJAJjJﬁJJJJ : AN
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EAPAAsI NNz a PP 2B AL 2B ABRLnnAl R U

& 4-2 Fashion-MNIST # 4% % #%15]
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4.2 P EER

RS SEIG WP B 35 T8 2R A5 21 0 R 28 1528 1 AR R 4 b A R B BROTE FE 1T B BF
VR BEFR B o 70 W 28 AR Y (R HER R Fe bs b, F T AR SCIAE 55 A2 48 i 1) B 2K i) it
DAL A FH R 2 0 28 n) B T HERF R (A ccuracy)Tebr, BARTFE AW

Accuracy = [P+ TN (4-1)
TP+ FN+FP+TN

HH TP TN, FN, FP WA RS W R 3R 4-1 Fios:

% 4-1: ZURFEE

ANThre RIER ANIHrERHE
HEHARIRIESR E A (True Positive, TP) FATE (False Positive, FP)
BRI R fMI1E (False Negative, FN) H[AYE (True Negative, TN)

BN RO BUOTH S BRIR AN R bS, ASCRAIEZ GPU DAYS HIVFHIBRHE.
GPU DAYS 2 fR7E4E R B BU I B GPU AN H3fe DAE 2 T 75 2 1) R 2L

4.3 LR

4.3.1 SZIGINIE

ARCHISEEE LT Linux #:7E R4 GPU £REAR 55 24 1E NS gL &,
BAE RS AN Ubuntul8.04; H GPU U5 4 NVIDIA-GTX-Titan-XP, 1HHEETIN
3.6, BAEZREN12GB; HH CPU RS K 56 #%0: [ Intel(R) Xeon(R) E5-2680, T4
2.40GHz; ASCW K B[4 N 268 75 82 5 38 Pytorch. B 7 7RIS UEHE 2R H R 1 B AR
FAIERE B2 GPU 38 IF4T (Data Parrellel) 975 sMEE I ZRAN, A0 TC4s 515
B, ARSCHISZIGIIAE B GPU B NllZk. M KBS .

4.3.2 LK SR E

43.2.1 BENBESHRE

AR R BN S HOR E b, N T IREERE, AKCRA T 6 4> cell i
ITHES, HAEFHE 4 4 normal cell 12 /> reduction cell. fERMYNIZGSE b, A0
BAE R RWE N16x16; K48 —IRIIZR batch size WE N 128; K JRAG 1
AR E Y 8; Wm0 2k B A B OSSO R b as i b, T
SGD fft.2%, R3S (momentum) BEE N 0.9, 2 IR E R 0.03.

WIS EBCE T, RSO AT FEAE S TR RN BN 105 KA
RABER RN FEIRERE N 10, XERE R NI T AE S 7 Al Bk 10 M
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s BRI IR B E N 2005 FEACARIIE SR, ARSCRAM A LR i bRk
ik, ERARERERNRED, ACHEBEIHREN 5; RIBEBMIGKER cell N ELEE
— A PIR RIS EEAERL, ASCHEER SR E N 8x 28 R/NK = 4ERM
4.3.2.2 HiBr B SHE

TEPEREVTEAL I B, A SCHAR R Bt 2 2 s A AR 1R 9 28 S 303 AT BEA LW a6 40
I BEN RS B LS AT ) S5 (TEF RN BRI N8 S HUG 8 E 55 ) TE SR 1 %
B, ASCEHEE 20 ) cell 2R, o normal cell 5 18 /> normal cell Al 2
A reduction cell, P> reduction cell I E AL T BEAN M 2% 1/3 F1 2/3 HIALE -

HNT BRI, A XS % DARTSPURIM G SRR E, Bim ARG R
PR N 3232 KB UNIZRIN batch size BN 965 [N N T BRI GR, A
M7 cutout L, H cutout FIKEREN 16; fERALEERE L, EAMYILGE
EHOREN 36; ERMSEHIRRINESE B, ASCE#E T SGD fifhds, FEIN k2]
HIXEN 0.9, KUM= R K EN 0.025, FBHERERKIZE N 0.0003; N T 7] LU
BIMNCKTF IR R 2SR, A SOK e R ZRik ARk E & B 600 4™ epoch;  [AJFFHE,
N T WA PERE, A SCHSEA T drop path IEMAL. AT BEGI R R H RS
TN AR BT R I P R, AR S [RIRELE W 28 S5 4 s 17 46 23887 (Gradient Clipping)
HR,

4.4 SLHRER 5N

4.4.1 ¥£ CIFAR-10 F R IBELE BMOHT
%42 A EIAARAPIREARNRAPEHGIT L ERE R

PR BENBROEHSER (EFHE%)
RTHEE + AT 71.98
HOR B s A7 71.70
RIRE AT T 71.51

* 4-2 JE/R T AE CIFAR-10 #dliE Erg 2 A2 vh 0l AR B i 7 /b, R
RS T PRBEAN RIS OR B S AR PP N 2R R R B AR R R . NG RAEER W, [F
IR BE S T PR AN AR 7 PR AT DA e e R I B R e T o AR RO R v [E] I
RB T TR EEAZE B AR s, PTDUE RGBT RE Y 71.98% 1 i
A& T A AR T AR ECE ORI i, 1R AT B s A A B Ay
SN 71.70%H01 71.51%HITHERR .

RIEE 4-2 &5 Rt an, £ R REET TR R, MREREE. XK
B, T AR IR E AR s A, BAA YT DUl IS 2 R R T 2 X3k, 44
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I JEIEA e U7 REEEAT 2 TR, SEURILE R AE . R OR B SefL 7 i i i
1, B L RAEIN O B AT MORE R S5 R Z BBV, IR IR R R T e e 5 Fe
FERPEIME I ELBOR, RN RS G4 s TR R, HREEIA g .

K 4-3 JBoR T R EAFKTHETE CIFAR-10 Hd4E LRI RE, BRIk
AR BT R REAGIEAR I UREL, IAARKR R AE 23 BRI B e R A DI R i o
. B A RBIOL AR R SR B E, HAP i 2R e 3 R AR R Or
LT REEAZE S TR, B ORI R L 7R, misxCA AR T T
T

0.720 1 — Archive + Tabu
Archive only
—— Tabu only

0.715 1

0.710 1

Accuracy

o o
~ ~
o o
o 6]

0.695 1

0.690 1

0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200
Iterations

B 4-3 = # R 7 ik4e CIFAR-10 & &t A2 b B — K Z Lt
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LT R A IS A, £ FT A — BU 18] A e L 5 8 b Al P R B e, (ERAE S 30
IR LG T TSRS A R AR TR, HA R K, n2h
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AT — IR A8, X R 4-3 A] DU EARIE . TEHHLI I, B=E
THREMIERE EAR b, BARRA K RTERE R s J LR, Rl 175 A
J5, WA BT IERE T RIS, WifE 185 AN B 7 — BRI T ik, X R UI7E
BEAC ) IR 2 AR A 22, R AR dR A AN 1T kAL, 551 4-3 WK
FEREA IR Ja T3 e AL VE e SE 4 1 AR
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4-5 JE7s T ASFERFEANEOS B AR (R 2R E0  fti&E B AR 3 5 R
w7 (Root Mean Square Error, RMSE). 7 5iIl# A T M 100 21| 500 I FAF %L
¥, MWAARAREE A, k%t RMSE Gy 0.01 2 0.015 Z[8], RZH
No IXWULEH, AR BB AU HA — & W1 .

skip_connect

¢ {k-2} sep_conv_5x5

sep_conv_3x3

5
sep_conv_3x3 7 \
c {k-1} W 2 sep_conv_3x3
- 3
max J)ODE

a. normal cell

sep_conv_3x3

sep_conv_5x5

dil_conv_3x3 | 5

max_pool 3x3
k-2 = > 4
S sep_conv_5x5
c_ ik
avg_pool 3x3 3
dil_conv_5x5 )

il
c (k1] dil_conv_5x5
avg pool 3x3
b. reduction cell

E 4-6 7 CIFAR-10 ¥ ¥ £330 % F4

AR 77 CIFAR-10 F 442 F 48 215 3 1 &4 normal cell 1 reduction cell
WK 4-6 fion. MEIHATCAE H, X T normal cell K, HITRER /7 EEFTFE N
Uk, fEi% cell HIAE 5 MREAT BB, HobH 4 MBI A3, HA 1
MRS5S, HiZcell G HIL 7 — NBRERIES:, Ko _{k-2} (HTET— celD %
BEERINE] n° 75 5. X T reduction cell SR, H NG LAE AR, Zcell i/ T 5
FIAE RS FRAE, a2, SxXSIREAEER. SXSTER.  3x3 TG,
3x 3P BRI 3x3 B KAk, A AR T BBk i .

4.4.2 {E CIFAR-10 1 Fashion-MNIST _k I8R5 S A0 404

F 4-3 @R T ARSCATIR AR 2401 e i 7 VEAE CIFAR-10 Bda4E b 1 S ie o) b 45
R, BWEE, AT CIFAR-10 354 S H T 1.25 4> GPU DAYS &l
R BHEAREN 2.52%, RUKISEE RN 3.73M KL L5 .
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[F) N T B A 20 X 268 A LU, AR SCA5 380 1R 1N 4 25 A0 7E B iR 2 AL /N B TR
ZHCHET N LR TS BB S 28, 41 VGGNet. ResNet fll DenseNet 5.
Hi9R ResNet (depth=110)7ERER /N EAHXTRE/N, SR 0 HAH 15 AR 7 o

X T oAk S TR AREL, NASNet 7E48 2 I [A]_EJH#E T 1800 1~ GPU DAYS,
FEIT LLIK; Block-QNN 8 A 7 FAZHLE, 7R 20T ) 2L NASNet ZATLA D,
B2, BT REPLEITEEMER A — N ME R VERE, BT I S &R H R 28 I R iR e
FEOT R s [ERE b, ENAS 15 S A T RCE 46 AL, Bt DLFE I 2R I R BRI i 7t
R TAUL 44 GPU DAYS [¥18 18], B 7E4% 1% % _E X Lk NASNet 2> T 0.2%.

ST I TR B 5%, JRUE TAF 2 DARTS, Ho 3 B4 i 2 1 R R A
XD, FEGEHAAUEH T 4 A GPUDAYS, (B2 7E 382 2 DARTS s B 1) &
FEABRT R o F 5 21 TAR AR BT XT an SR T D P48 R BE T ¥ 1H 1, 41 BayesNAS
FI GDAS 73 HMXAY 75 5 0.2 1 0.17 4> GPU DAYS . 2 71 Fine-Tuning DARTS £ DARTS
FRFER b, ZER S A BN T VR B, AR LS 7B I e, LA R T 2.48%
R R EE, ASCHTHE 71205 v LAZE 26 FROINE B IR, it DA B O V7 14 R
w1 T 0.04% M RE, HRAXHIMEBEESHE LT 0.4M.

S T F b 7%, FHIH AmoebaNet YHAEVTIRE K, TE T 3150 4~ GPU
DAYS, {H7&HARBFBIAR /NS GF. XFT CARS B, BT HAH 7# M
LR IEAT M LB AL E S B kK, BT DR R AR, R L 2R SR AR R /N B A
XTI 6

ZEA T EERT A, ARSCTF B SRR N 45 1570 2 400 B 5 0 DARTS F CARS 8% 11145
BT, fEMERE_ L ANSEHE )77 AmoebaNet A1 Fine-Tuning DARTS #AHZ A K. [AIHT
TEARZFR) b, AR SC3E e B AR Y g ek v DASE R Y 48 R ) i FE BRI AE 1.25 GPU
DAY 1, AH%FF NASNet 1 AmoebaNet 1]JL T4~ GPU DAY, A ikEA
THRER S 28 BT, ARSCHTHRE 55T DATERE 2RISR X2 R ALY S 450K /1
RB| =LA BP, 5 AT R B A A Re
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% 4-3: KX kA gt 7k & CIFAR-10 338 & Feyst b 4 2

Test Error | Params Search Cost Search
Architectures
(%) M) (GPU days) Method
VGGNet 7.66 20.04 - Manual
DenseNet-BC 3.46 25.6 — Manual
ResNet (depth=110) 6.43 1.7 - Manual
ResNet(depth=1001) 4.6 10.2 - Manual
NASNet-A+cutout 2.65 33 1800 RL
ENAS + cutout 2.89 4.6 4 RL
Block-QNN-S 4.38 6.1 90 RL
DARTS 2.76 33 4.0 Gradient-based
RC-DARTS 2.81 33 1.0 Gradient-based
GDAS 3.75 2.5 0.17 Gradient-based
Amended-DARTS 2.81 3.5 1.0 Gradient-based
BayesNAS + cutout 2.81 34 0.2 Gradient-based
Fine-Tuning DARTS 2.48 39 1 Gradient-based
Genetic CNN 7.1 - 17 EA
AmoebaNet-A+cutout 3.34 3.2 3150 EA
AmoebaNet-B+cutout 2.55 349 3150 EA
CARS 2.62 3.6 0.4 EA
NSGANet 3.85 3.3 8 EA
OURS 2.52 3.73 1.25 EA

N T ISUEAR SR IR, A SCHIS £ Fashion-MNIST #i#fiE b AT Sk
B, SEEESRUNGR 4-4 Prox, 85 24F00 50 AR, ASCHr iR kR B A T H

M.
K 4-4: AT EAHAR ST VEAE Fashion-MNIST #4545 I [1)xf L 45
Architecture Test Error (%) Params(M) Search Method
ResNet-18 6.65 11.2 Manual
DeepCaps 5.54 7.2 Manual
Neupde 7.60 0.4 Manual
WaveMix 6.22 9.62 Manual
DARTS 4.26 2.6 Gradient-based
OURS 3.92 3.5 EA
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FESE RESRE

5.1 W ES

AR B TS AE 3 FAT 55 L B 48 X 2 B 8 28 B0 o PR &8 X 48 SR 1 R A
AT — AN TR, AT DA I A R A, R IA ) — e 28 AR,
FE—SG 30 F 1R 2500 4R B0 JE 0B o M 1 ) R 58 B Y 28 B 2R ) | A 8t o S AE o
FEPE 0T DL IR D 1 22 00 2 T v PR T A, [T B 28 o) 24 By () v b A A o 1HL
72, A PR 2 28 B R38R B P E R B Bl T30 & B L O 28 20 1 X
25 By 38 B S A R ACERRAC T 1 I @, (] o A 2 PR 28 A48 R (R RS PP At — A
R TE SR ) 7, S T ORE IS B X 2B R () MR 2, SR B 9 T GPU DAYS.
T LA 222 X 24 5 K] PN 0 2 T FR A S A R R IR 20 B, X 6 ) S 25 i 22 I 2 R ) 4 R
O R NGOE? T

TEARSCHFRH T — M B 28 T3 RE A2 S R s & I 28 ZR M R,
SEMAE 7y RAESS BRI R G 2 3 sh A 2 o A SO T Dk A

(1D $2H 7T EE A SR R O ROM HEZEALL], AT T DA R 2 Tk
T R o 228 X 2% B 8 2R SRV T o B A A R PR AR U A8 4[] ) 1) R, AR ST 7
ER UAEAR RIS R A 1 25 2 91 Z kT 1 S i A4 (R AT 5, ATk 1 B4
R [F) AR TA) () 1) R, R v 8 Rk BE FA) [ B 7T DA e 1 R RO

(2) TEHT cell 85441148 2 23 18] _E % normal cell A1 reduction cell F4T4— %
15, FEAEAR e B b R F AT 45 A8 S AL, XA (R B B AR )44SR AN [R] 138
FKE, fm T ERNE.

(3) WA N, BTV IR IR POk £ 1) 55 S RORAF
FERAER T . FREIE AT T A SIS, X I S AR 0 ) A A R AT L
PR mYERE

(4) I T B DO PRS2k 15 rp i I 28 B R VE R PP Al T . FERE R TT

BT, T RS RAT B FE A E 8 VI ZRA% ) 22 R 250 DLAE 9 TR0 99 286 A5 200 ) 25 A QA Y
FE A% 2R IR v g 5 TR R BT 1) J LA ass A4l FH il ATLASS 52 P BV SR AR TR 1)
FLSEVERE, SR E RGN I 2545 F) 2 eR BRI AR AR v, AT I8 2109302 A2 PF-A [
N3 e A RS TR P B 1T H B

5.2 BiARE
FEHN 2 P28 S BRI A, BT I B BE R 6 4 FL A, AR

50



BN T e VA7

IR AR TV 2 AR A IR AN Filan, EEURAEAES b, B
AAEAEE A 2, B AR RS A R ASE T 2 G RABIE B DL AE N 4%
(i a7 BT I R B I R PP A B8 s A0 B, 3 ARE AL, JEEA A
28 W 25 R RCR A5 14T, Bt DATE I 2% 1 i B 75 2255 L8 an 4 45 #1212 (Long short-term
memory, LSTM) i, T35 0 (Gated Recurrent Unit, GRU) A/ TH G
(minimal gated unit, MGU)%5 . 7R K2 75 A] LLE S i 1A) AT 48— ) gmbs, k5%
AT ASEILITA E AT S5 1 B sh A8 2 o {152 0 25 ZE A6 48 22 AT DL SE /b i ARORURH 5% 4
B FENR,  JEEI SEIL 2 AT S M2 H AR ) @

H AT #H 22 10X 28 B8 A 48 2 AT DUER PR S () 1) R Bl e AR e = e ], IR 60
SR EYE, BT DR — MR R M2 1A . (H 2 w4 M 28 Q48 R OCTk 4R
P2 Sk BARGF AR, B A A —FEFFIE . R, FEARSRIAE G TAE R R
FEARHERHE BE H 520 A2 R LB .
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