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Structure Optimization of Convolutional Neural Networks: A Survey

LIN Jing-Dong® WU Xin-Yi' CHAI Yi* YIN Hong-Peng®

Abstract Recently convolutional neural networks (CNNs) have made great progress in computer vision, natural lan-
guage processing and speech recognition, which attracts wide attention for their powerful ability of feature learning.
However, deep convolutional neural networks usually have large capacity and high computational complexity, hindering
their applications in real-time and source-constrained areas. Thus, optimizing the structure of deep model will contribute
to rapid deployment of such networks, which has been a hot topic of deep learning community. In this paper, we provide
a comprehensive survey of history progress, recent advances and typical approaches in network structure optimization.
These approaches are mainly categorized into four schemes, which are pruning & sparsification, tensor factorization,
knowledge transferring and compacting module designing. Finally, the remaining problems and potential trend in this

topic are concluded and discussed.
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Table 1  Classic convolutional neural networks and corresponding parameters
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A0y 2% 24 Bk [EEY= LIREHE e P BE P Top-5 %% (%)
2012 AlexNet!] 8 5 2.3M 58.6 M 666 M 58.6 M 16.4
2014 Overfeat[?! 8 5 16 M 130 M 2.67G 124 M 14.2
2014 VGGNet-16]3! 16 13 14.7M 124 M 15.3G 130 M 7.4
2015 GoogLeNet!4 22 21 6 M 1M 1.43G 1M 6.7
2016 ResNet-501°] 50 49 23.5M 2M 3.86 G 2M 3.6
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o S gk LRI AE A I 25 ROSHI b T 1000 6%, [H]
FHEATHEH T T 1000 5. £t KBS = 4%
AT H AT O] AR Y softmax RT3 2 BIME R AR
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Fig.4 Process of knowledge transfer
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ZERFIR, LT one-hot #3545, KAHIRRZIRZ 5
T NG T B A KRR, W] DATE I s 1|
GrEp A 2. SR AR EAR 2 1 K 2 B R M A
it softmax PREFEREIE T 0, #1k T REAUE
J. Ba 2146 s i ] logits (i softmax pRELHET
AR, IER 0) KFmz > BIMMIE, i T
FrZ 2 TRl AR AT % R AR A Z [ BB, 55 SOk
[45] 2], Ba 2146 S0 0 45 R A5 H R 42 1 logits
FRZAE R iR F Sar 2B M2 ng )l 45, 78 TIMIT A1
CIFAR-10 #k#f L #BRE AL 15 2] 5 PR BE M 25 AH 24 1)
PSS BE. Hinton 2517 1A JE BIAR AR Z A log-
its FRZHR 2 softmax J2 AR i g s, o T 43 531
1 FNETGRSS. M8 th By R 8 (Knowledge
distilling, KD) R &ER T 18, W A=A —A42
FIAZE A A B e )y 5 (PR B 2845 45 (Soft
probability labels)). ZMEFRIREE R T HHE 451
(B A AH U, A3 KRE A AR, A H %
i I 2 A ) % DARSTAU SR 4 I 28 B2 7. Romero
181 PR Y FitNet AR T 300 9 2% 10 %
7] L, 5 280 T 98] 2 1 e 5 2 o 1 SR TR A 3] 2
AR 2. Sl X R T SN GG 2 A W 28 LT
Ui Do 2 SRR A, R I HL A S A i R R AR He g

5 2Z BT R ARSI R IR, Luo
2191 ) Y 200 X 45 1) o 2 A 28 T i Sl R T
TR GANR. X R LKA S P RAAEE, |
B2 28 0] DASRAS O 5 i R 45 8. Chen 45000 3
TR ER AR e (Function-preserving transforma-
tion) $2 Y Net2Net & hll# AR T A AR 1A 2L
TH, AT RABRE A5 B0 W 45 1) A A B8 3 T
T (BCHTE) f2pE M %%, Zagoruyko Z5P1 £ ey
TURE R R AR, $R T — M E TR I AIRT
7. AATTAE FH 2 25 rh R A HR AR A A 5 A7
R T RME E R I 2 AE M 22>, I H
MG oL mEANRRH TR TR, ORMGEE T
3 2 ) 4% 5 % S5 FHUR 28 I 2% 4 1R . Lucas 25052
P T —Fh & Fisher 59k 5 FHTH ML
5, TS TN S e P R ) 2% A K B
EIVE R U AR, S8 05 R S 225 1 1 25 0 4% 5 )
H Fisher SyA 5 B ITRPIRHMER], 7EKI1G 23
JEFFIN p Rl M 4535 4722 7K 10 £, Yim 26690
0T 2 B 2 22 T) 1 PR RRURE R A A S R, AN
L FE T PR G 4 2m AR N 2 BN 25, i HLAE S 8
il ) £ AN ] FRAE 45 -t BE SRS 48 4735 8. Chen 25054
Sh A SCHR [47—48] WA KR, Bk T E T
AT Y 2 a1 2 B AR I HEZY, ek T H Anks
DA 55 A7 FE R R 006 [R) A, RS 5 5 3 52 T 440
A RRIEE .

IR IT RS J7 5 BB A5 T 1 M M 28 15 47 T AN 75 22

B AR EOR, IR B AR T oA M 4o o) B AN B
FAM LB, &R RN M g 5 LA T k. SR
SR AL T T 50 1 R = A ) 2% 1) LA A, X
WEFEE KR T B R R BEAh, H AT A
TERE 7 Y USRS 19 265 i A 3 (LA Sy — 45T
WA IR, IR %5 T8 S 0 2% 25 1 k=26 4 4%
SERIR SN R I 28 1) N FREE R R (A 48
o) HAR A E M RIIIGR, Al RERESA A R AR AT
R P RE.

4 FEEEBRIZ T

W 2% B AL S R iAk . k&Sl FHRITRESE
R RAE A m TR BB AL AL b, PRUEBIZYMERERY
B T PRAGET [0 2 4 BE A 25 (R &2 24 . H s —
SO TAREL TR B R ORS A e, AR ] DASE B
oA 28 25K i H . 35 T3 S A AR 4 3 1) 1Y)
A AT RN SN REREAR T B A,
AN, TR AL 1 ) 28 25 R DAL T 3, 251
BT SRR K IR AR H Rl A R r s 40
BiHA Inception AR, [ v W RIS ZERTH, A%
HiAT THIRHE 540 #T.

4.1 Inception &R

T 35 TP B B A i G AR 42 W 2%, H ET
ENESNTRUN=P=Stibun: ) (T ELS RS i TR il
FIFIABE. (ER X 2 R A TC VR e i ) A 1)
I W 28 RT3, P28 I 25 2 5 2 IR B i,
IR FE YN ZRE AN J2 B AN ] 3 G b 27 A oL 40 45 7] A8
2) 28 R RN SRS 500 B A A5 0 2 A 284 5 I T
SE TR YR AN PN A T R v B AR, CRE 2 S 20 2R
HRE A, HEDAR FH T 55 s A% [b) .

MfEP A, Szegedy 454 MR i (Net-
work in network, NiN)P® i85 5 %, £ 4 T
K 5 Frniy Inception-vl M2 4htl. 5L GEH0
M %R 11 x 11, 9 x 9 R RF &R A R,
Inception-vl KEHFTHH 5 x 5. 3 x 3 HFZ, B
BARTE T M TERE, FE5IA 1 x 1 BRUE R 3REE
FFRRAE R 4E. Inception-v1 545 78 38 il 45 A i 22 )
28 VR AN B8 FE () RIS, B AR s DI 25 55K
AN, KRR RT R I 47 3 32 Be 08 8 IR
I ZREYE, TSR 1 x 1 AR AN T W 2%
BT IR

Toffe 250561 A Sy, Uk 22 W 28 7E I 45 it 43 J2
3 Ok TN o T <1 B a s G I S e g R S |
G FE AL, L, fAT17E Inception-v1 )34k
$EH T Inception-v2 254, 5] A T HithriEft (Batch
normalization, BN). HEARMEM—BH T35 %L
A, H i HEE AR 2 AR e S ) A2 % v ek JE ) R
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(FLHERR BT R ANBE BEIRAE) . HAh, AR AL S
VAR 25 ) R, 1 BB 1 T M 26 S50
WAL RE, B AT EE A S TR R0 k.
TJa, HF bR B IEMALRCR, AR e il
0] DA% Dropout 4753k

EAE E B
3% 3 B 5% 55 1% 1 &M
11 %8 4 4 4
A 1x 158 1x 1% 3 < 3 Ak
R

K5 Inception-vl ZE5f4H

Fig.5 Inception-v1 modulel

M HE— AN N K, Szegedy 45T H
Inception-v3 WM& % T VGGNet YEEFRIZ 0 it
MLBRTHR T x 7.5 x5 ERRWERE SN T
LR 3 x 3 B, iR/ n x n BRAZAEXRFR 7
Flxn Finx 1 WAMELER (M n = T8, ZER
). Inception-v3 5] AfB) 432548 (Auxiliary
classifiers) DA i3 5 AHp 28 0 28 31 5 1) e S0
¢ T Inception-v2 H g HEARE (LA E N ALAE
UL B FAL 5, Inception-v3 YRS
T A 28 (A IR B RN S T HLA AR AR T s ) 52 2%
Hasa) S 4. Bk, Inception-v3 MEYI I A FH
W T A, AR SR AL T 48 0 AN [ 2 REAE
[A3E BY Re I AR ER AR ). B 6 (a) BN T —
A5 x5 EFAL RIS ELE 3 x 3 MERKIG
BTHENRE, T4 5 x5 BFZA 5 x5 =254
SR MR 3x3 BRI HA 3x3+3x3 =181
S50, AISBEBEIR T 28 % 1 ERBURMIE; &
6 (b) R TH—1 3 x 3 BRI —1x3
LR 3 x 1 BRI AR, —13x3
BRA 3 x 3 =9 NS4, M e ERA
Ix3+3x1=06"1M2% SHERINT 33% ME
TR AN ]

Szegedy %P8 f Inception 4%y 5 5% 25 454
FHEE G, KT 5% 28 S5 14 W DARR i il e ) 2% i 1|
ZriE &, $2 H Y Inception-Resnet-v1 A1 Inception-
Resnet-v2 #5781 ¢ ImageNet ($E £ 19 Top-5
FERR A SIS 4.3% M 3.7%. Al fi] R R
H T Stem. Inception-A. Inception-B. Inception-
C. Reduction-A. Reduction-B £5— &3 [ 2% Ja1 351
g1, H DA ) Inception-v4 W28 BAY ) A K H
O T MR, 0 T 5 RE, TR B PRIE T 4%

WHSEEE T 2R Z .

Chollet 2559 A Ay L 45 1) 36 B T ] i AL 4
23 () 5 — 4L E T = 4ERRFERR L, 1 Inception-
v3 HRr HiKE A3 [ A 5 T B E 4 BT, AR 2R
R NZE 2 HA R, M Inception-v3 11153 )5
%, Chollet A\ A1 8 0 25 FR R RAE P 1 25 1) 4
55 30 18 2 FE 1 I T AR o7 A AR, T AT
T —F XA F— B (Regular convolution)
) Xception (Extremely inception) #itk, I DALY
1 H Xceeption W 2458y, Xceeption HEELANE 7
N, T 5 T A RO i AR AE 2R AT A B, X
T B RRAE B A AN EE A — N B R T
FRBRAE, S5 P I i LB DR R A5 20 B ) R AL .
Xception M 2582522 b Inception-v3 W % 5
/b HEA 5 Inception-v3 W 4% AH 24 1 1H SIS 25 Al
YIGREE, T HAES R BRI B SN L.

[/ T N |

[/ 1 T\

)
[/ | T N[ | [/ T T~ T [ ]
L / / [ A/ v/ I [\ N\ [ /
[/ 1 | ] ]\ 7] [/ 1 JN T 7
I/ | ] [ [ \]/ /I [ N[ [ f
/T T T TN /A " |

(@) A5 % 5 BRRILIM R ATEAESLE 3 < 3 BIKL
(a) A 5 x 5 convolutional filter can be factorized into two
consecutive 3 x 3 ones

s = e

(b) =43 % 3 BRI MEN— 1 < 3 BRI —A 3 < 1 BRI
(b) A 3 x 3 convolutional-filter can be factorized into a 1 x 3 one
anda3 x 1 one

K6 HRBAMRERPT

Fig.6 Process of convolutional filter factorization®]

TR B
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K 7 Xception (5]
Fig.7 Xception module!
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Inception %5 #4 M Inception-vl % &% Xcep-
tion, MHZEU THIMBR I 2P 251 R (45 IR
FERTESE) PASRTHIE AL AR £k PR R IR RE . I T ikt
G N 5 S B0 DT R LA I 2R B R AR S i
UG % M8, Inception 58948 H T HtAniElL . B
53 P 55 O TR A A TE R 2 YR 1 I 8 5 44, (A5
TR G B9 W 28 2 00 AH LG T T 06 D) 28 R AR B 2 B/
YIZ H R 1 A 28 A5 R A 25 A I Ao £ BRI T
MRS, Inception Y R HE— AR T3 01 M
2% RoT 24 T M 4 v e o mT 5207 X, Xt 2 A
28 W 28 AR i — A JE ).

4.2 MK (Network in network)

RGN 2 W 28 1 B FRAAE S — PP L4k
PR (Generalized linear model, GLM), 7£illl %5
A 1) B AR SRR AIE 2 2 MR ] 40 I RE 8 SR LR iR R
WO S AE R AR, HERZESTET, PRI
B PFEARE & A AR Lk n, RS S N E
FRME AN BB A R U 230 AR T 2 F#4iE. Lin
2501 R T R X BT SRR A ) A L 4
14— Mlpconv, BIFEGR G HEEN—A2 2845
#HL (Multilayer perceptron, MLP). HTZ ZRHIHL
BEMS P S AT R 4L, TRk Mlpconv S5H38 58 T 9 2%
K J5 T B B B R A R e A AR & R R A e
i 1 HEE Mlpconv JZ2 44 & H 14 W 25 95 T 52 Hh PRk
W R (Network in network, NiN), #1/& 8 fw.

WA 1 ) A A B Mlpeony Z5 8 A7 S 2k P AsE
BUDAAL PR Ry 5 2 AR 2Pk 1)@, I B 42 s 33 ME
WAL AR A 32 A D YN 2R 28, ke T Il Ghat
A B LA AL (BRI 2, Mlpconvy J2
P EEREE AN —4 1 x 1 B, JER
)2 B T 4E Inception 78 N Y& M 25 T 1Y
1 x 1 BREAZE T M M E k. TEHEG
TP T R EEXT W A W 2549 19 e 2k 5 i, Chang
21001 §) % Mlpconv JZ 1) ReLU i BRE A K
FREEIH R AR, R $E A Maxout £t ReLU
DA BRI — 1) 3, 53X — I 2% 25 K B i Maxout
network in network (MIN). Pang 26U A K1 T
MLP 7 Bty A0, 75 4 7 352 P 4%, 336 AN ]kt f 2 fiff
BINGSERNEEE N, U Mg n MLP
B IR ok ) MLP, Jf B 768 8 48 B K 2 5 4%
1 (Unshared convolution) [ij7E%s [A]4E 5 4# H 4t
Z4 M (Shared convolution), 3X i £& 25K W FR Ay
LB (Convolution in convolution, CiC).
Han %5062 $2 11 %) MPNIN (Mlpconv-wise super-
vised pre-training network in network) i 1) iy
AL BTy E W A 4k W 8 AR B 4 2 N R 2 488, T
G R HEAL 5 ) S5 RE S I 25 T R 2 IR

AR 2 M 2.

(a) &RILEREH

(a) Linear convolutional structure

(b) Z JZ BB DI

(b) Mlpconv structure

8 BRI S 2 R IRANAE AL )
Fig.8 Linear convolutional structure and Mlpconv

structurel®®

W R 25— 2848 2 2 12 ) R
¢, ik GoogLeNet. ResNet 7£ AR ZE B4
25 EPE 2 T aX — &5, 5840 GLM BRUZAIL,
¥ R 1 Mlpeonv 2 ] RASE i 5 38 38 14 45 Ak 52 1
SEA, LR TRTIRE 1 x 1 BRI IR RE S IUERE
W Al -5 T 4E R S RE, 15 I 45 B 7R IO AE 6 42 RCEE A
G AR AR DA D 52 2 ) AR Z P IR, 3 m] AT 2
SERJZ I P 25 M0 PR B SR S 204 Tl 2 u . (6
BEERE, BT Mlpconv 545 A THiSMY £ 2
JEFIPL, A 7T RE S-S EUN 2 s 1T AR, X Bt AT
R SRR ARSI — AT ).

4.3 FRERR

Bt 5 1 FE A 20 90 28 720 1) TR 2 I A g, A 4%
155 T e AR A 18 T T A e UL T, L A 3R LA
251 RE AN Tt B R S R 3G I 4 T, L 2 A R 4 R
FEGE— 25 G I AE DL P g B i e R e, R |
A—FhFR R 5% %32 ) (Bypassing connection) 2%
a4k 3 AR W] A 3k A3k — [ J. Srivastava 25167
M A4 HE 2 8 ALY (Long short-term memory,
LSTM) i8I %, 31 A2 [ THHLE (Learned
gating mechanism) DAV Y 24 Hr 45 EAEREEE A2,
POV 5 8 2 2 W 28 AT AR G, X — BRIP4
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HufR R s 4% (Highway network). 5% i % 2 (i
15 I ) A5 47 Hh B o B A 15 i — 2 B 2 )2 A5 4%, T
ANE TR ZIBE Y B 2 H 5, L H BELS
BT 32: (Stochastic gradient descent, SGD) )l|Z%
A3k f0 T FE P )2 M 2% (Plain network) Hv 5 it
PRIIREBETH RIS 55 B TER G, 0% T IR FE
IRE) 40 2B o 2645 ThT IR A TR AR BR ], 2E—2 4
BT 9 245 R B 1) i 001

He 200 #2411y 5% 2% WM 2% (Residual network,
ResNet) 45 Highway network {0}, W2 f 45 A
5T DAES B AR 2 G . DORIAE T2 2= W 4%
BT TBRAIL S AN T2 n] 22 3 1, LRI IR 2R F55 B
THARZ, XA HIRAR T W 45 52 2% B2, i 7 (25 J1]
ZrRid e, [ ZEME T M 2R A G S TR BE R . 5%
ZERIRANE 9 iR, BRZEBIHW A E O X, B
HE X H(X) = F(X) + X, 3228 Lh F(X), 1E
R R W 22 2] 5k 22 F(X), iX b H2 ) St

H(X) EhZ 5.
Xh

24 2

F(X) ¢ ReLu X

ZE9

FX)+ X

ReLu

B9 B
Fig.9 Residual modulel®

% 22 ) 2% 1 $2 A 75 5 S BRI 2% R e 3|
TN B, 25 XA KRB I AT R ik 2 g At
FreiitE. Huang 251960 Fi ] BEAL I ¥ (Stochas-
tic depth) ZEYIZRa R FEHLILS 4, HEeeas 2
o 2 S5 M T R A oy, IR — 4> 1202 J2
AR R 5% 2 0 245, (] B R T i s 1) B 2 ) 2% 5 K
B TTREEH. He 2007 % P07 B3OS %L (Pre-
activation) AMUSEFEBIALE INZ ), i H., f£—
EARE LR T A R DAL T—4> 1001
5 ZEM 2%, 7 CIFAR-10 #la4E E iy siR R %
% 4.62 %. Larsson %510°) #2143 R 2% (Fractal-
Net) 7658 ERGEE Lt — i ek 2a 450, I —
AR~ Drop-path (77 ¥EMLAL W 25 U1 25, #E B Fr oy
AR B IE R 2T T2 4%, Xie 26008 $ih

1 ResNeXt &% T Inception 53 AR, i3
TN55 % 2 B2 1 B DAE— 2097 98 W 28, 76 AN 38 il
265 R B AT B T B R BIMER R, [F B IR T
B EP B

SCHR [69] AR ZE M 25 AR A T R 2 M 2%
M A, S8R TR BTy, IR
iF 50 2 W 2% 2 2 L B, F I H Bl AETE R
TEAIF ST T AE M 28 55 5t R T A 5 22 ) 285 1) 25 7).
Zagoruyko 21701 3\ 5 ResNet £ 45 B} TG 78 4%
HiEE H FRAE (Feature reuse), H AR AL BE I 7]
BRI & 58— PR ZE B (Residual block),
AR RY R ZE ] A% 3] 28 F B FRIE R s,
Vi 2 Y 96 5% 22 W 2% (Wide residual network,
WRN) 12 384 01 90 2 5 B2 - 08/ M 28 TR B, I ok
FEFR T HRZEM ST T 2 15, (HM 225080 T
50 fi5. Targ 2™ 41 T —FierE 25 N 48 MR 4
TR 28 W 28 AT A Bz A TR 22 I 4%, HEOR FE A 4K
FRAEZR B W R 5 B T 08U B, B0 T M %&
i5fEJ1, £ CIFAR-100 #i#4E FSCR 2 3. Zhang
(T2 ik 2 I 2% 4 IR A B 5% K T 4, T L A
T FE DA R W 45 1922 > BE 7, $2 17 Residual net-
works of residual networks (RoR) 1] DAAE Ky #4) it
W 2 130 P BB, Abdi 2573 it S e S Tk
W 2% S TR 2 I 45 il 15 B B R UE, R IR IR
ABE 2 30 2k 14 IR ZE A B v B 2 bR B ) AR DAY i A
BRIBRE T, BB 25 =M 47 CIFAR-10 Al
CIFAR-100 Hy53 2R F A5 BRI

4.4 HUpREMEIRELR

TE W 28 ZE R ) B T =S AR R O 1T, I8 K& T
YEEEXPRE IS T I 9, B T — R BUR.
R AR Z IS8T, ST [55]) B e
2 R E AL (Global average pooling, GAP) #
AR, YT AR 25 254 E A Ak By
IR WG, &R I E AL TERRAE 5 e 2 R bR 2%
Z ISR AR, M T e 2 o A AT R, B
J B 9 H ) DA B2 GoogLeNet #f55R F iX — 4514 #8175
THEREERTT

Huang 257 JA A A 3 9 265 A B o P8 T 55 %
BT, AT 1 B 4R (Dense block) 7
{EAR[ )2 M 26 2 TR B R, X TR R4 2,
BB AR UE T R TR T A O 4 2 1) T A
AR LR T A 4 2 . TR AR
U T MG B SRR A, KT M4 B IR
WA TER], RS A/ NVER AR BN ZRn i #06 )d.
AR 5 — R ARFRHIEEE Y, 2Rk
) DenseNet H A 450 %%k, WESPOLA. KE
2 1T0) LM 0 B A S AR 22 I 4% AR AN AL R
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P W2 R S R, 18 10 DA REE
8 FAYPER SRR AR TR G 4. 22 5 40
Ff LeNet-5 [ 28 ) Mt Ak )2 5 &8 2455,
P B> AR5 B T W 28 S5 SR I B G2 IR FRE 5
FE UL, FE 215 TR S BEAFRCR.
Howard 25177 $£ 411 MobileNet 1% %5 2515
TR NIREE ] 43 B4 FH (Depthwise convolution)
& & (Pointwise convolution) W, FEAAL
K/NFITH G EERHAT T K& R4, H IS
=AM 2 GRS FE RS B i A ik 4 HizqT. Sandler
S8 g a2 M 5 R T Ay B B AU A A, B
T A MR I iR AR (Inverted residual
with linear bottleneck), I #1E ) MobileNet v2
e B FERRE_F#L T MobileNet. Zhang 4™
7E MobileNet [f3hh it — 23 T & T8 S
% (Pointwise group convolution) #1i i & 1
(Channel shuffle) f¥) ShuffleNet, 7 &1 5> 241 H
FRAAT: 55t AR R .

5 HRIE

Wi o5 R 2 T e R R A S A ) f 2
K, IRBEG R 2 W 26 H B3 28T LI . i
. BARE S PSP U k. B
fHb, BRI 2% 2 5 T AL A A SR L A g
71, RIB B a7 R Iz AR BE T, TR
TRV FRVRE A B i 25 A4 DU SR UE T BB s 47 I 55 B2
SRE I RIAAEEOR. R G R 22 W 2% T 1 2 40
WAEPA TR P RRIE S S MR IR R Y, H i B B
() A7 2 5 1 255 ) 52 4% P8 i) &4 LA o) ] 40 3k 1) 56 i
S5NH. fEREYER B, R AWM TR REE K,
{E K AL P B4 56 (Graphic processing unit, GPU)
T IZ SR ST, IANRE E B 32 R S5 —
SER SIS LR . FEAS YRR b, Bl A AR
H fif DB AR S0 A O 28 TR J32 T 30, X S 28 1) 7 i 4
TR LK, XH 2T RE SRS S AERL B
FHL. i A B A G TR AZ FRIREEI Y

SRR DA FEUA 22 ) 28 SR AR R TR B = S R
W) S, HE—2 b FE 2R . a4 . Hih
B EZ TS, AR TR Tk FEx H 254
AL REIT T R EWTST. PLBY BRI W 2% 25 44 11
B ARALTE W 28 5 A 5 Ak . SKaE . FITHT
ARG AR, B =Mkl RECA =t
RE A2 Y Bl b RS I I DAGIHT, FE AN R A
A SRR TR ARG AL R B A
SERTE . KGRI T YR N 28 1 3 1 A R
A 32 P A 5 T R SO e DABR T I % M i, AR A fi
TR A5 AR P 228 [0 286 THT s 1) B () 52 2% R 25 ) A
B A I A 2B R T O AR ST AR, AR

H OB PR AR SEh T % G DA M R ) R DA R K
By

1) 28 By A 5 5 Ak BB 8 e H RS Ak - R R 0
LR ERE, DARE/INVRE BE T 2R R AR A e 45 190 28 FILAE, 2
I 5coh ) iz M as i it vk, BRETKRZ
B2 A R M 2% T AR B IR B 20T, X FR
2SR B A ek (Non-structural) JXUE:,
BB TR P R AEIEN{E (Irregular) PAFAT
BTy = T 2 PELA X 26 0F— 20 Ml . — SRR Bk 1) 3K
BEF A2 I R 08 22 fi K — TR) A, AR T 22 5 B AN 1) 30 2
WORBSMOIEES. J— i, R — e SRR
L AR A 25 A8 A B A 7 2 e A A e A A 2 ) 245
7 CPU 1 GPU _L#EEET IR, (HH T O E
BRI E S E R T — RS ZEE A, A0l
R ) 2505 417 2 ™ B 17 ) A

2) H Al E AR B T EAT A T
TR TR T AT IS B, 7MW 4 i A
ZIEEIRE R, WEFZRT &2 Wik
J2E5E 24 (Hyper parameter). AN [] 1 168854
T 2% g Z VR BB ] g A 5 AN R Y B2 ), S 2
AT KB L ERISUEAR RSB ILS, 15 M 2%
MBI FER KRB A Y 1, AR TIRERAL
P S S . PR BE, W AR AR B Bt 45
B PR 2 M 24 11T 23 [ #8 % (Design space
exploration, DSE), XJ T hle ™ £ 5 i #2 A4 50
TREEA ) Vs T TR Y, ) B S e BEAE ]

3) WA AL T B TR R AR, H HX TR
J5 45 AR A 28 ) 285 1) 25 40 A A 18 v 32 BN 2 T o 1
. dafTIR] . BRI INGE Ty T B PG, (EE A S
AT VEO FE AR T A BN [R] 9 25 1) 16 ms R e i
KA. BT HERR ., Srafi) . B/ NEL
SGifetr, A HECRFEN (Multiply-and-accumulate )
PRAEEE . HESIE] . et . B RERESE TR PRl
AFEO R R, 32X 0 MO R 5 T E A B AL R AL T
TN SE & W5 S, WA B TR g T R[] W) 26 P BE VT
Yragbr g — 1) )t

4) et &, WEGHM S M &S E £
FHIRTBEIER T 5S04 8 A 1 AR 8
- R A 1 it X i T 2 R A AT 2
YEWREBRIRE T B FIL. Ylas N, B35
LR AZBRA 5 R FE TR R, 35505 30 2545
BURRE e RE R A5 e vt, (B -5 Al AH VTR,
MU — 4w e et 5 s AT, ]
DA/ D ) 28 RS 5 REAE. R, TR AR AU B
TERLRE A Bl T 4 2R R B 2 S ) T AR AL Sl
FE P 2% ZE R AL ) E R 5 7 1)

5) A SCIHGN-5 B8 B W 25 25 R AR AL A AN ]
A0 B R Sy B, E IO 28 B A 55 A i Ak T v B
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8 ARAFR I FEGH L, 7] F X T 000 26848 11 55 1 48
/N, FERG MR AR AT I A5 RO IE . SRy
FRRENSAR R B Y A da AT i e, iy H i 21 i 1 128
JEAEA T AT 5 S, AR 127 YR AN REBCA
Hi s IR A, T HLAE A AR RS /N s
RANHE. HHRERE 7 VA REE A 0T ) 45 1) 450K
KRR T 22 R NG5, TR/ MEARIREE T A B
AN E. IR, SRR AL RS S I
PO 24 55 A i D ) D A, SRR B R Y
PSR AN TAR 250, 5 oIy JRAH L H A LA
B DRI, TEGEH M5 S5 LA SR IR 2% RS B
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