B4t H5 M
2018 4F 5 H

H 3 b 2
ACTA AUTOMATICA SINICA

Vol. 44, No. 5
May, 2018

AL E s av#hmIsk: £ R L%
wEEh e MER F e Eme EREs

B E ARSI YS (Generative adversarial networks, GAN) J& 245 A T8 fB2= Ao BRI P 2 —. HREHW
A R 7 ASURT A A 2 BRMGRT 1 SR 5 B, 3 R R B 145 2 M 2 ST R TG B 2 S AT 45 B A JRe. AR SCRRA 1
GAN FEA A, FEXFUTAE AN RGBS 5 N DFFE AT TAEE, S45 T GAN WL 45 255 S5 Z05 3%, 128, S
Ty, HEXE—LE N S R HEAT TR AEMCERRE B, ARSOW GAN & A N YEB AT T IR 44

KR PREEAE, A I, A R, AR, PR

IR MEke, BRI, 277, 5, £ R N TEBIRMH L AU s, Baib2af, 2018, 44(5):
775—"792

DOI 10.16383/j.aas.2018.y000002
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Abstract Recently, generative adversarial networks (GAN) have become one of the most popular topics in artificial
intelligent field.
model, but also inspired the research of semi-supervised learning and unsupervised learning. In this paper, we introduce

Its outstanding capability of generating realistic samples not only revived the research of generative

the basic idea of GAN, and comb its recent development in theory and practice. By concluding its improvements of
network structures, optimization methods, the form of the game, the ensemble methods, and its applications, we found

the inner logic of its development.
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W HJBEATHRTE, KASEOR AR A+ J3 R 2
RT V2220 A 55, WA G, SRmE 22> 48, N
FRyE ) YRR R ML 2 AN AT, WFEE AR,
AL AL R AL R, oA 25 280 i &t h B
FEWAT o, R AL ST — A ZE E AR
47 71 A8

TETC B 27 S AT 55, AR S A2 Aok ok B
PR Z —. AR 4R — DA DAE S MR
PIREARS, 27 2] A AR R A RO AL, IR
> WO T e U, A Jee 1) B AR o S o e B 2
> a) A, TR 2 ) 4% 1 A R R AR R 22 P 25 1Y
PR MR B THCRER. FET B IEIL R 2
W=, e B TR &M% (Deep belief
network, DBN)®! ¥ 3 3% /K 2% 2 #l. (Deep Boltz-
mann machines, DBM)[) & {28 2544, 3% 46 6] 25447
ZFRB% /R 26 21 (Restricted Boltzmann machine,
RBM)0 5 45fig#, (Autoencoder, AE)M 254z g
FERUNE Ry — R Ak 2 > e, I B 2 I 2R 5 =X
T3 28 ) 45 1y 1T 2 12

SR, S 300 0% AR AR A A A O R AR iz Ak A=
AR WG IR e — 2 R, e T
— RYHIRLAL. A AT 4% (Generative ad-
versarial networks, GAN) J&4: sl U R 5587, 1
& H Bl B — AR, H Goodfellow 457r
2014 4E55—yga sl

GAN W EZ MRS — B, @
TR BT I S IR — & IR A
B, B EE TR AL, HREMESHE L
EHNGFA—Z. FI—BIEZI AR, B
H 12 R HI B AFEAR R 8 T B I e A
N DL FO IR AR PR A 9 48 A8 g il O 20 o s
gz, GAN pill G B IT O b il i & R nl
REPE = Dh D i A 7K T DAB 35 58, T 8 42 U AN T 4
F AR PARBIhED. BiE GAN RRTINZE, D
Pl 2 S RE A AR .

GAN TEA4: a8 B Mg E b e T H A Y
Tk, — &R NEG R TR R JUhE R
&, GAN RNCATVE — Tt REAR AR i 2E A 2,
JIT Jet A B e 2 > REURE B 5 TR B 2 3 U )
Dy, AT — RS RRTSE )5 1 e

A SRR T AR a8 X6 470 R 25 1) 5 B A 9 0
HXPH L EES T RE. 51 WA T GAN 1
feit . BB EL GAN fE7EREig; 55 2
AT GAN FEA sUALE 7 TR eldk; 55 3 5/
47 GAN FEHMAILE 5 T recsk; 56 4 5% GAN
I K RHEAT TR I a i g5 7 GAN S
G NTEZ B SAAAE R R, X R — 25 A A
HEE.

1 GANHKWERSREH

GAN ZAEG LA B SR 1 ok, (3
S5 PAE BRI AT S 25 . AR S R 4R
JEoF 2] 5 IR B AL A B AR REAE S e e, R
G A GAN B S STk, et
WhEth GAN HFEAERA L.

L1 REF3

TRBEE S Rl S ) —FpSe B k. A —
e BBl 22 > 7 vk, B BE S ) o E 2R DO & K
N THHTRHE TAR. WF9EE0h, F LR
AR AR R R A E S, BB
22 2] B 5AESS A KPR IER R, P T3 R-E
A 0.

TREE2F 2] 8 2 )2 M 2 M 25 (Multilayer neural
network) 7 XPRUEIEAT R AT . HIHLIEGE R 2
W26 73, TR ) FEBEAE Dy T ST 758 1) fiff
T HERZ M4 (Convolutional neural network,
CNN)I8=191 - 33 |9 il 28 W 4% (Recurrent /recursive
neural network, RINN)20-22) b 355 314 (5] 2% 235
A, 33X T B 1) 28 5 R R R i, T R 48 ) 4% 1
BLRET); 2) M TR LM IT (Rectified linear
unit, ReLU)?3, Dropout®4, Adam[®° £ 1
TEERE IEN RS AR, XEH IR
AR R TR I % M S, (AR A ) i 2
W2 I i T E; 3) (A T IRIE AL #LEY (Graph-
ics processing unit, GPU)[Q’QG] . W R AR )
[4:%1 (Field-programmable gate array, FPGA )27
I 72 il L (Application-specific integrated cir-
cuit, ASIC)P¥ DA RGP Stk
UM RS, X S0k a8 (15 f 22 ) 28 1) 1| 2R ek ] R
REGa%EE, M EAT B S PRil g i ml et 4) TR T4
N FEHMFFEALIX, 3T Theano®), Torch3! =32,
Tensorflow!®3 254k 132 (4 f B B35 2, FREALIXAY
R REBEAR T VR EE S > B B T T, B T
RILW N E A, W] TR 2 AT ST AT
AT A,

TREE 7 e L Bk R Rt 5 T At X
DU 7 T ) SR AR T o A e 28 I 2 AR A0 TR X, 2 )
Z B, THEENE, AR B B A, A% R
S JRWT K. BT, AR ECh N TR REF
FEP R ER . RSN E5%,
HORAE BRI 55 Biseni it A A g H .

1.2 REEMER

Je B o) HA B E A0S W e H—
A PRE R AR BN B, SO B AR TS BT A
ST RN BR3¢, LG IR 200 1) G M
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B ) O PR TR R R R I R AR )
A BT HABAE S5 1922 2], W] AKS B ALk 5 i AR
HRI A, BOR AN — 2 1Y BRI AL A fL g
PREB = RAE BRI AR, T’ATE
AR IR ARAE S5 BT X, N AUALE X 24T 45 5
IR B R K FR . To MR 2 3 T H e A
(Agent) XITIAEERITIMIGE 71, MITA R = AR EER#
PKSEBT: B, AT — e R A A A 2R
49 ] T AN AT A 3 []— N ff o P 25 58, A IEF
2 5 3| BRI TG vk S X — R 14 36,

B TINE IME S 2 —. B
RS FE R AR T B AL, sZBR3ER
22— R A AL, (X SRR A 2% B
TG, SRR A7 AL DAAE B2 FETERE AR

KT RO — B, ARE R T A R
ML A% (Stochastic back-propagation)®8 [y
V&, A BN TR R FE LA 2, FRAT]
AT DUREB E PR R 2 M 4 f () B tb B BEpLYE
W) f (@, z), I RIS % T 25 X —
J7 VAT AR 1 AR A R AR AR 2 R

PAZE 4> H 4w 15 #L (Variational auto-encoder,
VAE)®! S, fniE 1 fiR, VAE () —fif faj B g
IR A A © Ry sr i, R

&= f(z), x~N(u o) (1)

K1 A5 A gmhs il

Fig.1 Variational auto-encoder

PR FEMLAS & B A M 25, T e
T 5 x R AZANME—, W LT RE B B AL R XE
). FeATT ] PAGE I i3 B R LA & 2 ~ N (0, 1),
A BRI RN 1= g1 (x), 0 = g2 (), JRHL
ALK

T=f(2),2=p+oz (2)

T S ] AR R, 2% R DASRAT S AT A I E -5
HETEATT, AT o 2 B 2L 2 iICR . A VAE
M AR, X — IR S B L 57 (Repa-
rameterization trick).

DRI > 5 LS ) 48 T ¥R H BLAEAS- 66 11
22 2% PR S TR BEAILRE AR IS R B, ARl GG AR
AR ATE B A 2 FEPE R 5] I LR JEURE AR I S U AR
AT AR IR A

1.3 HEmRARME

Goodfellow 24 H 7 2E it 2% T 9] 465 452 7.
GAN Hy— 2L B B8 o 22 W 28 A4 sl (0 31 g 22
JCEs A ), 2B s ik I 2R B n] B A A R
FLREA A AR A 5 AR R RIAT B, GAN
525 AN FAE T, %05 ¥R AN ELE AR 20 A1 A AR 2
SR AT 22 50 HAR BRI, BRI R TR O 1,
Joil T F Rl s > 22, PGSR A R /X
Z Ay G X BER 2 A, S8
0. UGS D mm A REARREE @ S0 A A
T = G(z), ZHCN ¢. GAN HJRIZKLEH A 2 Frs:

B2 A 4

Fig.2 Generative adversarial networks

GAN Hr A it #s 5 20 5148 nT g e gE
PR PIABEAE S LR J D (0,0)
5 TP (0, ¢) , Uk RE A RS T 51 2% 2 0T
% HS M IMEB . GAN (Rl 2585 e F4%
BRBEZER) — DA g, Bl —X2S40 (0, ¢) ff
502 JD f—AIME R, R ¢ 2 JP) f—
ARIMEL R TS BLR B3 % bR BB AT X 1
ZH, B2 ERREE X TS EL, X5 — kit
ISP K ENOENER

£ GAN PR 4G 3CH, Goodfellow RfHI 5 45
B 51 2 bR B0E SR — AN HE 43 2 ) R A 52 S
BLREANT B IARZE A 1, A SRR AR XS I R AR 2 0 Ay
0. JP) gy

1
JP)(0,¢) = — 5 Ee~pania [108 D (2)]
Lossreal

SEe log(1-D(G ()] ()

Losstake

XA AR P R R R, ARE PSR TE S A )
A TR T SRR AR, A2 iae 5 ok Al
R e i A

JE — _ j(D) (4)

X —BE T, AT AN, GAN [y KR #AE
TR~ KT 5] 8 ) (L R

V(0,0)=-JP(0,9) ()
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o, GAN Il 5] PAE E—> min-max {f
A

(6)

A PARE AR AR Az, GAN B BA DAUR LA
A AE3: — BOH 2 U 52 2% T 5 4 B e 1A
Ky RETREIRAE FERIFEA A 1, AT DI 28 R0 2% 1)
YL, NG AL G — G e 2 BT
SR RN BE I A A N A BR R, AT A
TNLRER I FRE; =2 GAN AN F5
BE. A, CIFAR-10 Z4£4% VAE. Pixel CNN
b B RS R IS Y. SR, S A GAN Bl
FEREVT 2 ).

1.4 GAN TF#EHEIRR

PRSI an GAN & e i) v 22 n) @ AN s ) A
T BHAR H AR R E TR B2 3] A, — o] DA
METHE TBEAAEIEMANZ. GAN BiIl%k
X KRB, HH BB — A8 51
BT — B KIS BT BRI BB FE ] R 3 80 —
ANBLFEIRZE FFF, 7E 47T R 0] e 4% e HE T 01
BUF, HErEA e e GAN Snf DA E|—
AN . FESE R, AR R I 25 2
IR, X R W 2 HE A A PR = A AR 2 T
AEAll, AT TCIE IS BN SE R A, — ol L A ) 2
GAN Ri AN ] 14 A BRSR 2)RH (] 1 i 18 L, Ak
R TR A A (R B SO 2 08 B e, X R
U SE e Bk B S (Model collapse, PR
the Helvetica scenario).

HK, Rig GAN HgH T4 g, 7o
VAR B HCEE (A AREE). MEW EPEAR, H
T B RCAS R UK EHT ) S A T e ] )
AL B R, Ho A2 L . ik —
A, HAFRE RS, 2HTRE GAN &30 ff
T Jensen-Shannon(JS) ¥ JSD (P.||P,) /EN
fir i A SRR AR g B R AR v 0L, B 8 P 3] 0 43 A B
embedding 5% 4L (1) R 7 A TOVE S IR AP 1 25
FICEICHE 2B .

feJe, AH IR AR UL Y, GAN BY3FA4 H)
HANEME. 5 VAE A, GAN Fyn ACH BEALEL
5, Lk H MAE SHEB R TR, —kim
T, BT A GO A SRR A AT PR A,
5% ] Inception score (IS)MY, Frechet incep-
tion distance (FID)#2=43] 295 k34 A iR, (i
I BLEU 280 LS B il dhor =
Al DA S T KB IPAG 5 R, W98 & AR
TEIX L H B PP FE b AR FE E R DT Rk

SR, BHFGTHR Y, ZEVE 8 bR T fig
K BT E TR S S 5 B, maAEE S R

(G — argminmax V(0. 9)

S AL, RF A USSR, HE TR
TP T IR S S PN T R BT, — SRR
B P 20 R AR R AN R A6 SR 1™ By A Y
FEARMCL FESTERrh, B0 75 TARE H R H A 23k
B IER TR,

2 GANElEINERE

X s GAN fyRARA R, BF5E NZAT7
SN DA . FE AL SOVL R O T, W5 TR
TR ) A I ) AT 55 U Y AR X
GAN JPAURHE. SR T AR M 254544 .
INIEN 255, SRR RS B A vk 45 it
AR, X YT IAEAE & ) i B — A
AR, ARSORIEE AT T2 25Tk AR 70 JE i als.

2.1 LKL

DCGANUT 2 GAN % J . 4] b 4 i 70 fi —
Kt BRI L M 2% (Convolutional neural net-
work, CNN) & B AL BT 55 o5 i —Fp ) 265 25
), B m] DA E SR BUE R RS DCGAN
FrE g i 2k 2 H I B (Deconvolution)
JZUST AR, A R AT 5 R B T AR IR,
HEHENE 3 Urs. E, H GAN #17
1R AT 55 0, BRIA ) I 2% 25 4 — el 5 DCGAN
R RE. Hul, GAN YEM 28 4544 5 T 1y vt &
BLE I INATIME B B X R AR AT R R AL B R
SEEL. ST N G A BT H 2P e Oy =X andEs
1G5y FARZEN) Ty R HERE B GAN A AR AR 1
RN X AR B TR T RGBS EE,
GAN XX T BB AAH K G RHAE, I 2
WA R 2 B4 S F AR ALE

FET XM, A O Pt M 24 (Condi-
tional GAN, CGAN)M $2 11 7 —Fhafr & E 2o 1
GAN, FEA B G FHIEIE D e 5]
AFAFAR 5 o, M ABIME BRI N 2514, PAFE
SEAER A BT RE. CGAN g5 A 4 k.

CGAN "yt & ¢ — NS a5 ER X
R AR, WA PR, A g s s
z G R o, AR G (2]c) SAHFISAL &
c FH N ESEAEA R H TR B8 FHR Y,
CGAN 1y H bRk £ :

minmax V(D,G) = E, [log D (z|c)] +
E. [log (1 =D (G (z[c)))] (7)

ACGANPY & CGAN fEH MG 8 TAE. E1E
Flilds D BESEEE © WA T 250 ¢ BIfER, 2t
— R G AR ARG AT, AT A
LF S AIAELL.
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Code  Project and resh 1 Stride 2 1 %é s
ode roject and reshape Deconv G
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613 DOGAN fryffi ity
Fig.3 Schematic of DCGAN architecture!7]

K4 CGAN fy3nTh4iHy
Fig.4 Schematic of CGAN architecture

InfoGANPY % & 1 ix FhUEUAR. @i 51 A B A
B, InfoGAN AL 16 AR T 20d Y 0 2
P, b AT GAN W97 8 BAT T — % /Y Al R A
InfoGAN (&5 INE 5 FiR

Real
Fake

B 5 InfoGAN [H3HFNE5HY
Fig.5 Schematic of InfoGAN architecture

InfoGAN 4 s 5 CGAN 25{Ll, AR #:3Z
Mers z HSIRMFRE SRR c EhEA. 5
CGAN K[ 2, InfoGAN #2222 IfIED
AE R, HE LRGSR AL, H5laEe
iy th 5 )50 GAN 2RI HWr, [FE InfoGAN i
—/NEOMY RS Q, H T RS e A AR
Q (c|z). InfoGAN [ HAnsRECHIF LG GAN 1 H Fr
PRSI b 2 A i 5 A R AR TR B ELAR R, BRI

G(z,¢)= ménmgx V(D,G) — M (¢, G (z,¢)) (8)

Horp s U HAS B LR:

I(c,G(z,¢)) = Ecup(e)oncizellog Q (c|z) +
H (c)] 9)

A BIRARIES . HAR SR RS
AEAS B ¢ XA S (A AR MR i

BT A BT GAN 4 T &, %2R M 4%
i T SR SR E KR LREAS A E. CGAN i
ELIEAE P 25 A RIS AEAE B ¢ DAIR B e th 45
FRHFEA H Y. InfoGAN ] DA i P [ A 5
U A R R R A R, X AR A = ZE R AR 0
T e A4 A .

5 A H b oR 2 b o B AR B Y JE,
gy TAEF T B 9 i AL AT 27 2] e AR 4 2 7 i 1 5T 0f
GAN BEAT T8t DA VAE-GANP? Sy, %457
FA2 5> B amtatlS GAN Zher, HE5HE 6 Fok.

A2 GAN 5 VAE #8281, HH iz
PR R = AL

L = Lysior + Liike + Laan

[vj - S\ [(Real]
Encoder Decoder/G 4 U
7'y + .o

N

(10)

K6 VAE/GAN KR $MNER
Fig.6 Schematic of VAE/GAN architecture

;H\iqj7 £GAN j@ GAN *ﬁﬂﬁg B)F/_]:\‘]%I%&7 ﬁprior ﬂ‘j
VAE #yJcin 2

Lovior = D1, (g (2]) [[p (2)) (11)
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p(z) HBRASRE 2 M0, q(2|r) AomiELER
Encoder (z) W% 41H.

Lie S VAE [ 5 06 558, AR AR H
HEFEAARIER. #id AE + GAN fg#
X, BEFEVAREEGTE FEEENRA &
PABE AR TR, BRI B B AL HLHE Fr R
B, RS 0 1 T Denoise-GANDP3! | Plug & Play
GANDBY | o-GAND Zigei A A % 2R ] PASR
R 1 11 A ) 2B B I8, AR 3D AL AR i T
Ve EI Rl 1 P9
2.2 IEMZGE

IR as GAN (1) 5y — T d B ek 2 A F 4 o
H—FR AN IE W vk, #tE#iE e (Batch normaliza-
tion, BN)B7 2y B 24 ) i B — b 18 00 07 3.
SR A SEAE R A U ST LA B R 7 1) i AR SE
A, 115 mini-batch #i 45 R B IE N 0, J7
Ze k1. BARTWE, 4@ — e a))2 M 2 n A
U = {ur, - up}, TEOH B oR B LT R4
PRI ET, e R

1 m
mp — E E Uy,
i=1

1 m
2 72 : o 2
95 m <= (ui = pis) (12)
N U; — KB
Ui <
\VOoE +e€

hi «— ~vi; + 3

Hrh, v BATREINSE, ¢ h—R/NEE. IE
W5, P2 Rt 1) hy 2847 F—2#4E. BN
A] DARR R AR o A 22 0 25 A B2 ) i 2. DC-
GAN PR —H ARG A GAN gyl IFEtS
TARAFRIRER.

K AH BLTE AL (Weight normalization, WN)P®)
A REEI R E BN S —MIENERE AR 5
BN ARy 2, WN 3= BE R 28 W 2% i AU 4T
H—1k, 5 7 25 28 BUE B DA . 78
GAN b, w L E A2

Wz
| Wl

Hop, W O Z2MHIBAUE, 7. B NTFFI S E. 5K
KR, #£ GAN Rz rpfifi § WN a] DLBUS He BN
B AR ).

W 7 AEA WA ) i ) BN WN 45053,
AWFFEE B EXT GAN £t TSk (Spectral
normalization, SN, 2 7 %l 3 51l 48 1) 4% 2 it

Y v+ 08 (13)

¥ 44 %
HE(E .
Wos =~ (14

Horr, o (W) @AUHE G 8, AR S5 T 50 ) 5
KA FE. SN o] DA R = GAN 28 SR,
SN-GANSs 2/ LA AT DA B — M 28 A2 A Ima-
geNet 43 1000 ik GAN 2544,

BRI ASN, o8 A T Minibatch discrim-
ination*! {77 3%, R A AEA (K 3F R
I GAN S0 B AN AR BOREAS) it Il 22 AP 2 SR DA e IR
ABE X 15t [V A
2.3 ERF

LR 2% >) (Ensemble learning) 2 i #4 #
GEEY A2 3] B R SE B F AT S — oy 16061,
— A . —J Tt (Boosting) Jrik,
VA REAE AR, G 48 55 VAR 5528 S iR T A
SR 2R, I3 — RN 24 [F] 2828 > 28 X Hdls
AN R FER AT 22 2 I, T2 ) 45 S e fhoy
¥4 (Bagging) k.

FT Boosting BERYLE 7 VAT AR BN
Wi —FTAENFER M LA . B S8 T 4F
2 AdaGAN®2 2y vks@ 5 AdaBoost 250
BRI GR T A, 7256 ¢ Bl g2
L, HT— R BE ) A B B IR . IR
W E B RN Gy = (1 - B:) G + BiGE, B
F—GE R SE. ARSI 153]— R A s
MG, Gy, G RHEAMHNAEE o, as,--- ,ar,
S = 1. B A

T
=0

B 7 Stack GAN HHhFMEEH
Fig.7 Schematic of stack GAN architecture

73— R TN BRI RN Mg BN %Ik
(0 TR R BRI A GAN, 5 _F 2 AR s i
TR A S A T2 A, Stack GANI 2 3
R IR T AR, WA T B, AL AL s
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ST RN, RN G #3294k
AR iy Se—DBEVUE R 2 MEN R AR
NGRS, %L LN GE— DI gs B, 70601 3
HHTR)Z A R AR RS R ) S — AR I .

W LAERY I — s UL 07 =X 38 5 & AN R] 4y
PRI AR M 45 S A LAP-GANY Sy,

WP 8 Fw, AR o b — 2 A s Y
Ly FERORIG (80 1) SHEHUAE R 2 — AT
*E—:’Iméﬁy T*%E’Jiﬁﬁﬁ h; 5 l; é’#j‘? Ii7 I; 2301
R EAVE RN N —Z R A

Kl 8 LAP-GAN H#i$hatity
Fig.8 Schematic of LAP-GAN architecture

Ja 4% /) PG-GAN (Progress growing of
GANSs)[55] 5 358 A i A 90 4% 2 iy et 7
X FE SR 7 b e 2T R AR o PR
RUR B EZ M 2%, FAERZ M2 E3GINZ%L. %07k
AT AR B A e e 9 T 1) (R

ET Bagging BUAH S5 % T 24 RS}
15 (Mode collapse) iX— GAN Il 2k &5 WA
WS O, I 22 A I 2, B I 28 1 KA [R] 1
WEHAT IS, 2 J5 PRIk L8 [0 26 i H0 AT A £

AR gl LR CoGANISSl 5 MAD-
GANIT 5 338 10 S 1 22 3 BU Y 26
i DASE IR 2 FEEAE A B Y. PR X 1) T
T, CoGAN i F T 5 4 sl R A B0 1) 1 ) 7
M MAD-GAN {i | 1 2 i 1 i SR 1), 3d sk A0 )
H 5 R BRI BT AL 1 55 4V H AR R BCK 5 | 342
B

FHECT BT Boosting B4 K ¥k, BT Bag-
ging 1) GAN SR EIH BATE— BRI 55 L
RFREFCR. (Hili T Bagging kBN EHIE, 1M
AT 55 H fig AR A BRI R AR T
24 MHEE

GAN myfeA BvE 2 o — A B 2R 2Lt Iy ).
GAN i /i [5] 22 46 £ F B# (Simultaneous gradient
ascent) [ ERALMI L, — M nT DAE LSRR R
iﬁl f(¢> 9) 5 g(¢7 9)1 ;H\:EF (¢7 9) € Q1 X QQ- ﬁ%
1 W E R KA R f, i 2 B9 HARNZ
R R g. Qi (i = 1,2) AR BRI A
REfTh 1A, A8 GAN v, BT R & A2 s 5 H0 51

WIS HIE A . GAN FZE A A SCHE 17 R 3
(Associated gradient vector field) &

_ v¢f (Cb, 0)
V(% 0)= ( Vog (¢, 0) )

XTEAEE, A f(6,0) = —g(0,0). f£—ik
B, @v(¢,0) = ¢ -0 I, fHFEABE TRy
VSINESAC RIS

{ 0 (t) = 0 (0) cos (t) — ¢ (0)sin (¢)

(16)

. (17)
¢ (t) =0(0)sin (t) + 6 (0) cos (¢)

20— AN B, HA Tog5 /g X i3
o TR MR A 1H E R AL BR G E iB AT, (K
F 27 3] U B AT AT BE T MR e 28 & H. AR R Ol
T, AR ILEE RS 0 = ¢ = 0.

il e ixX — i) @] DA A £ 4k (Consensus
optimization)©8 {77k,

FEX L () = 3llv ()|, AEIERHN %L

{ F(6.0)=f (6. 6) =L (¢, 0)
§(¢79) :g(¢7 9)*7L(¢7 0)

WAL T L (¢, 0) SBR[k “ILiH”,
RN TT YRR [ 2516 5 W T VR A S MBI

B T MARAL T ¥R 1 F BE, IF T3 3 3d e e G
ERITE RS GAN fTPASGIE.  fe ok 5 WL R 7 v 2 i
JH SR A2 3 v SRS A B Y100 T00 DASE I A B
HZ B H Y.

(18)

(b) GAN i

K9 GAN 5 Actor-critic 5%
Fig.9 GAN and actor-critic models

GAN 558 fb24 5] 45k 1) Actor-critic 45770
M RGIE T 2 R k23] (Re-
inforcement learning) (™ #5314 ) 12 AAa] K5-HR 25
WS R AT 3N, DA RAR AT # K el 4. Actor-
critic AL IR 2] HRs IS vk, FEX —
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R, TRAEAT 83 (Actor) HSHEPFA (Critic) P
TR, Hor, A7 83 RIS R GRS PR, PR
FRAT AW AT A A AT WK 9 FoR.

A PAE H, GAN #7815 Actor-critic HA 45
AR, PESEE T — N H LA ) 5 —
XA LSS, PAS— ARl 22 3] TR AT, i 13
ARG K 0 oK f#. Goodfellow %A
4 GAN S —F i A RL 575 e A s Asi A i)
BT, P DO E AT GAN i 25k
W P 2240 B i L R AT Bl R R 7

Actor-critic A6 7 ¥k 2 2 & T REIN-
FORCE 5547 Muatk ) S m s B8 0y . %07 vE Y
TR 1788 A —S B R AL 7 (s50),
UATENIIEINER ar = 7 (s4]0). #FH—DBERT AR
R KIAE e Q (s¢, ar) MEREZAT S Y H I
JLEE, TN BEARZAT B0 B L. K0 4 — ik b
LR G . B IRAT B0 5 TR R R A S AL

60— 0+ Vo,
VO = E[Vylogmy (a]s:) Q (s, ar)]

Hrr, VO A SRR

TEIE GG GAN AR s 2 > (OB H) ) 25 1] 1%
WIS EE. T B UE BRI ER TR, JRds GAN o
VAR B HCE R rY AR B R 3 1 % Actor-critic
IRy AR, B T — RN E TR MR AL
101 GAN A% (& DA — i) .

SeqGANIT] J2 5% — 2 51 T4 v g B s R A
Bz —. EWA s 450 R R 5 TR A
W) GAN Z5fpl. HARREER AN 10 fs:

Policy gradient

| z G(z) |—>|MC searchl—c 4

(19)

K10 SeqGAN Hy#HEH45HY
Fig. 10 Schematic of SeqGAN architecture

SeqGAN R 7751 4= B A R Ay 37 ke 55 1) i
b3, i RNN VERAE M 2. PAEASAIER
(Tokens) Yy, 1 VENSAPRA, AW iy T —
AN e AT R, A s B 2% SR g L AT R el
$for, IR D SR, Tokens [9E K. N T
1L U A A R MR, SeqGAN 7R 42k
i —A Token Jg, (i fl 525K % 182 (Monte Carlo
search, MC search) {75 VAR A)F#EAT 405, FEFF
#F R AR AFNEE D. SeqGAN [ {E R £ L
2 (20), BRI MR WL (21):

Q(D;i (s=Yi1,a=y) =
1
5 Lons Do (Vitg, Vit € MO (Vi N)),

fort<T

D¢(}/17:LT)a fort =T

(20)
VOJ (9) = EY1:t71~G9 X

Z VoG (yt\Yu_l) : Qgi (K;t_l,yt)

Yyt €Y

(21)

WX — 775, SeqGAN willg T )45 GAN Jo
YEAE B R T 8 1 ) R

Jii G2 T AR oL e R 0 25 2540, 256 25 8L
PERB G Ed— Ll T GAN B BEdE A i
BEJ7. i MaskGANIS (i ] Seq2Seq!™ 15k 4= i 4
2%, 13 GAN A4 7 fE J. SPIRALT fgi
SR B 7 5B R SRR AR, AT AL AR i
EAREG.

3 GAN FIRIHHIE & R

T G IR RE B AR R BUR R 22 2] h 2 R
)T — A7 B b R BT LA 21 AT 55 A%
FEif) R, PRt R BE L bR . 72 GAN /il
Zrd T, HARREOR TR F 2 H AR A R e X
A DR3P, il 5 g A m g Ts 7,

Ji i GAN {73 SR ZEAE N B0 1 5 2R 1
SRR R B . 2B N B BRI, A2
AR R BN T B S 5 AR U T 2 [E] Y IS
HOURE. SR, CUER, 4 S0 A0 5 A AT Y E
B DI AT 2 B, IS WU R —H AL, MO AR BLAR )
AL N 0, Foghith—2p 5100,

AIFEEINR, X— R T )5 4G GAN
fBeise 7 H M 28 B A ToBR A HE ), W AR T
FIREA A HEAT H. SRR T— R A S, |
S5 A R A BB AR ICRET 159,
T B HRIX — [, 5T 5 X AR 20 A AT PR
1 5 ¥, 30 I BR TR A IR A RS ISR K 1) o 50T DA sk
Yoo EE T 2R 17 i) A
3.1 Lipschitz ZE

— R B AR Y B 2 R R R AR 4 A1 iR
Lipschitz #£¢, BIHARREE S f () IR

[/ (a) = F(0)] < K |a =0l (22)
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HRGE AR K E#FRA Lipschitz 54K
X Ty R ) B AR 3R 2 Wasserstein GAN
(WGAN)BU, WGAN (i [f] Wasserstein-1 B (X
Fr Earth-Mover (EM) BF &) VBN B0 5 2E B
SR EE R B . AR
W(P.P) = inf B (lz— )

'YNH(PT’PH)

(23)

HAr, Bz [l — Z||] 24T B S5 4R A
IMRE 0 v IIEIES, B S 1A ok A il o
M FR e U WP, W(P,P,) 2iX— “H
R i IME.

5[ G NP R (S /7 E R 2/ N Y [
Kantorovich-Rubinstein ¥ {E 52, EM FE 559k 54
) NN

1
W(P.P)=g s B /@] E If @)
) (24)
H f() 22— & Lipschitz ] éi <Y ?
B AT DA AW XS f () HEATHEA
It WGAN 1) H ¥Rk H0CR:
minmax E, [C(0)] - B, @) (25)
LR C B Lipschitz 585 fF, —

R A AEL B BT SR 29 3R 10 T SUPRAIE. 78 WGAN
i, FRE (BRI ML C ) i E RRIER P 5
Py, 1 EM BEES, Az plige i H B2 fie/ ME P RY
EM Bigf. WGAN M4 fnial 11 frs.

I

Bl 11 WGAN [dfi$hasts
Fig. 11 Schematic of WGAN architecture

WGAN el SctE s T )5 ih GAN, —242
At E I TRRB Y. S4Bt A WGAN-
GP J@ 1 7R b B R iy X%, b — 4R T
I RRE M, TEZFh W g 2hy L nT s Bliesl, & H
HIPERE SR AE, &2 GAN 22 fz —.

3.2 BEERH

W 7 s i Lipschitz 3% ZEBB0FEA 43 10 HEAT
LS, ] DA AR R SE N B ) GAN &5
1, B AR 2T s GAN (Energy-based
GAN, EBGAN)®4, EBGAN ¥ 5148 D #k—

ABER AL, %R AU T SR A AR R, 1M
BT R O A B i e . R 2 S A A ] 12 P
7N

Encoder Decoder

Kl 12 EBGAN [{#ihgs
Fig.12 Schematic of EBGAN architecture

FERSCH, EBGAN fi ] 17—~ H 3h 4 i HLAE
R %, R E S LR A DR ZEAE A

figst, B

D (z) = ||Decoder (Encoder (z)) — z||  (26)
VAL e o
JP = D)+ m—-D(G ()" (27)
JD = D(G(2)) (28)
HAr [7 = max(0,), m & —AFla LAy H R

(Margin), == BAE 78 T 8k 5 20 0 2% 1 5 5 Bk
AR LR A HEE R, S hE i H iE
Ry 5 2 > 891,

T AR AR B AR AR B T A 2 R
EBGAN 2 5 7 — M2 ) %, #x°4 Pulling-
away term (PT), HiE:H

NV-D) Zz(wuusuf 2

Hoh, S oA g S = B . Gl RO PT
{E, EBGAN W] DAAT &3 TH A AR AR 7Y 22 AR 4.
EBGAN Jhy#if GAN 24t 7 —Fh 2 die.

fer (S)

4 GAN HRNMH

GAN feA: U E G FRvEe i A, —&
FEETIE TACKIRIE. BEETIIITRA, DTS
BTN B ARy — R R ik ai ) 07 A g, It
— A S T HRPUR R, o GAN Wghitg it
AT 2] 15 AR T 138 S50 2 ATk,

— i S, GAN [ R B A Y BT 5
ﬁ%%)‘i*’l‘?ﬁﬁ%ﬂ% TR 2SR P R L A
o3 — 25 M8], PR AT A X — A Y S
.l AU SR PSR AT: 2] AR A e S A 2R
IR ARSCRF GAN 8 B AR S LIS A8 P S5 7
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N = BRI, ORI, PART
A AR
4.1 BIEERSIEE

VERA AR, GAN £ B VE XI5
BARIEAT R, AR RS B T, X — 2R
AT DAGT R AR AR N 1G5 5 TR AR AN IS SIS, Hil
BRI G B HEAT SECRD, T BT AL, AR 4 S A,
FEH PRI R, 5 W FE RS G
8RN PR B 0 A 2 R R B A S AT R R R A I,
HEARFHBIREARSEE.

A MR IR L2 )N S, WF9EE s 2%t
JEARBHR AT R . A, HERE SRR, X B
SRRV — YR TEAR R AR, S —
AU T Z M 4275 5, SOMARE, DAKSIEHE
1 (i) et

Bim AR AR TR XX — TR . SR
FHALE i 2 B NSO 8T o R el g A i B
RLAT T3 B0 =00 |l d v ALY &5 % T AR
BRI B B ) BCa B S A A AR LA,
WA GAN Il LB iR ZE (Mean
square error, MSE) &5 A\ T35 T4 2 sR &, M
S5 T G 48 S BT R

PABR IS B SE AN B 458 — A5 B Bk
Bdls, WER g R EZREG, FATAERE RS
1 Ho At R Y R — B, BB AR & R A5 B
A R 13 Frn, ML S (Image meld-

N B

Image melding

GAN

ing)l*%, JEF GAN [0 SN DATE 7 42 16
BHE B R, THEAF Y P  = I NE.

W T EHI AT 55 # AT DAl GAN 3458 4]
B UARETERE. B T BRI 2E, B skl &5 HAT 5%,
GAN B8 H T PURE AL A i1 SEHiT
%, 1 APE-GANCT 5 3of 6 5 4708 A 2 4k Ay ] ¢
H AR B R E AR R B FE A, Generative adversarial
trainerl®” fgi fj GAN A= g0 HiE4E5h (Adversarial
perturbation) f5 R £ it {5 YA 5 R HEA —
HE>), L.

GAN el 440 e i ) T AR, F24E
W FE 0 B A K B S 8 A X i T AE.
TEVF 2 1), FSEEPE i Wi 4R T o TR dE B 2
1, A FE T B ACHE B4R A A 0 VAR I Al
Z AL AT B S AR 508, WRgT E R T Pix
elDAPY SimGANI | GraspGANMOU e e 7 pL
R ). % A ) AR Sl T T GAN
H AR VR RS g (Refiner), i B EAT
Bthifg, S BB . %I VA AT DAL
TR B REAEARRNES, ARSI A2 5, P
AR, BAEE D5 B A S 0 B SR R AT
S0

GAN £ 0] PAH T #2 7+ FF ik 45 43 25 (Open-
category classification, OCC, H[If: 5 Il 2k £ N %K
P B BN — B RE A DX 43 Ry B — %) T A ) 42
REDOS. o A AT S B H A B 2 A R

13 GANGO 5hgigr % gt
Fig.13 Image completion by GAN[9 and traditional method®?
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ANEARIIREA, GAN B] DA K HUSE T2 FS 2R AE TR
LA PR RE.

Bode A i 5 SR TARAE A 5 2 I 22 > A
BEAR, HHWAETH 5 5 220 B 2- ) siag b2 >
PERE. — 3P W22 ) i TAERMEH T GAN
AB WS R W5 3¢ IRGAN X 305 245 5
K% (Information retrieval, IR) #EBU T, fii H
CGAN R rh i 1 51 254 A [ 15 43 2281091, Pro-
fessor forcing!'%”l J ki H GAN #£7% RNN [
Y E, %%, HTXHTMREMAFERE, RTH
M A SCAMBEFE AR 2.

4.2 T XBUEENE

N [ U AR AL A A 45 B AN B RF AR
. E RS B BA S AR, B RO WY
HOG EERZ A0 E B AR AL B A 4y
H, EE DA BT SR L. () S5 ) e
B, AR R AR e Ak, A SR AAH 2 5K
P, T ELX T v b 2 ) 2% 1) W iR R B oA
LR GAN O S8 WA BRI 1 T A
A SO A AR OO SO AR A
TEEA L GAN el BB & T4
pRINIVA R
AR P 2 B B IR A AT g A 2R e —
REPERAL S5 BFFE N R T IGAN A3, i
1 RPN InfoGAN A5 A58 70 ] H¢ [0 it PO i HE R AR
W73, 5 P B AV AR B, Sl T IR E 2l
P AR O L ORI 14 R, 2%
JEK, BIRESR T RN IR (i )
R 15 F, V52 AL 1 AR BRAT 55 1 n] A
BERF—IKIE R B o —iKE A, A A
VPR A ok B2 ) B A 1, 6 T2 et g By,

mXERIsRE

7

\ ¥
TEEFHE

i SR ST AL

HZ=E3

BAHRG %N AR RS Isola &8 H T —f
%0 Pix2PixM2 i 753, FIH GAN S23 1 X Fhl
PR, AT EER N E 16 PR,

PR TN

AR

B 14 iGAN f2E et
Fig.14 Images generated by iGAN[!10]

K16 Wb F 5 G ¥y Pix2Pix F55
X ERLE (z,y), 107 T2 BB #0554,
R BEEE, y @XM EG. 75 v My ik
PR, BTS2 o RS, AR BN B AR AR 9,
FIRNES Doy FI 2 5 g R EBECX, FRERE % 25
FIPEAS. v M o AR IR I AT

Pix2Pix W% T IEE g AR, 5 4m
Pix2PixHDM3 25 T 4t — B4 7 HoA: iipe A
5 BTG T RE. Ao, B g Sl 2 A bR
U B R B, X BRI TR . N T R
X ), g EeE > M pRgE R T Cycle-
GANT (45 55 757 7 7 1 S5 K00 1) — %o — B e 5
] DAFEVRIS A H bRik 2 ) SE B 4. CycleGAN

HEETR O

=K HARTIHR Y

Bl 15 Pl e s )

Fig.15 Examples of image to image translation!

112]
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SSHINIE 17 Frs.

Real or fake pair?w
'y X

A 4

v
II)—DE—V Real or fake pair?

K 16 Pix2Pix FY3HFE5HY
Fig.16 Chematic of Pix2Pix architectur

Cycle consistency loss (x)
I

1
Cycle consistency loss ()

K 17
Fig. 17 Schematic of CycleGAN architecture

CycleGAN (3R N

T ARRC Rg e AT 2%, CycleGAN &
T PR ARG 2] Bk, SR PR [m] 40k
B AR R, AT B AR H s B
XTEER. S TARIEZ “FIE 1 B2 31 pr
HHNE, CycleGAN 5 AT E3h—HER 29K
FIE.

Pha iy BORRHCON B, BiEds G 2% o 9
A, A BLIAEA g, BlESs FOERRE g BN 2
Hlae Dy EezbfA y 5 g, FREDA A A A
FEA. & 5 o FL, ABRUEA RIBR AT 7R 5L. I,
SCHRHIREA— SRy HE SN

Leye (G, F) = Eo [|F (G (2)) — 2] +
E, [IG (F () = ylh] (30)

TENZR GAN 1 [a] PR R G PR — B0 29 3 e/
1k, CycleGAN gl nl DA = 35 e %o 5 S5 80 48 47 1
WSRO % AR RIS S Pix2Pix 4082k
BT H T BRI SRAT 55 46, AR T A
25 A& 4 (Neural style transfer)16] &35 Rk T
((EAN

4.3 T XERRE

PAESFEH TAERZ X T B, HAEFTSER
. Scbn b, FATRT LA B ) SR R, 0
WA 178 B 44%.

%R BB T AR 22— S A SRR
2¢>] (Generative adversarial imitation learning,
GAIL)M7. #4552~ 5] (Imitation learning) 238
g ) g — AN E R, HH A2 R an i WO
HOBHE A ) B ORI AL B TR T B Y
W SR B A AN 1, L O s 2O e AT BRI
AT B RIS A B R AN RE R G iz k. B9 —
A Sz ) k2% > (Inverse reinforcement learn-
ing, TRL)!M8! S fift ik — [, i 4 2 >) — >
] 4R BB %L (Surrogate reward function) R (s), I3
TE % bR B B B M SRR L 2 AT R, P ph AR
P SRS, IRL s gk 7 — 258 A
RO, AN R AT o, BRI P ML A
E@[UO] %

SR, IRL Sk B M &y, Bkl 10
e XTI mE, BEiERE RS Agent
AT PAI AR L R g, WAER A O RO SRR 2. BF
e M GAN RIS 35 %, $2 i T A iU
fli2#>] (Generative adversarial imitation learning,
GAIL)M g3k, GAIL §)—B&5 i 18 k.

5 GAN 214, GAIL 9 H W 2% — 14
WG W g e, HE MRS AT AN Ay =
{(s1,a1) -+, (sr,ar)} W PAMKTW B 588 Dy, i H:
TER G Xy 5l LKW mp kg Xe. GAIL
1) H AR R BCH

mgxmemV 0,0) = )Ei

(s,a

[log Dy (s, a)] +

Xg

LB llog (1= D, (s,))
(31)
SR 4 A EE [ 45 oK H5 A
7 (St,ae;¢) = —log (1 — Dy (s¢,a)) (32)

5 ) SRS A R ATEh A (AR ER), B
LAFRATAE MRS L R E B &k
AR 2 o b 20 MU s 22 ST 45 h, B
15 T RAFRIRCR.

5 GAIL #iZ¢l, IRGAN!23 (i i bty X4
mif5 B Z (Information retrieval, TR) #2Y jifi .
— i, IR BERUAT 3 A 2. — 2 AR i AR
A, HHER RS — A (Query) F|3CRY (Docu-
ment ) [ RIS, FIH %5 1000 B4 2 i) 14 1]
FHRIREREER. 73— AR H AR, ZAEALAT DA
X o3 A RIS (query,, doc,) 5 TCRERH)AE
HIXT (queryy, docy). X4 AN, ZAAL AT
IR AR P IC G SRR R 2 Tk A
BT, IRGAN RSB AR il IR AR
B TR BAVEE A —4 GAN #E4L, Fiat
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SRR LA 77 AR T P 2L A6 2R A

Policy gradient

] - e

B 18 A i 2E>)

Fig.18 Generative adversarial imitation learnin

AN, GAN 88 HH T % ol S0 45 4 1) 28 AT
5. WUH T A SO B 1 MalGANUI2 4574
T p DNA J51 1) FBGANI20L Fj 223 iR A
Fi~ (Graph embedding)!*2™ f#) GraphGAN . [
Thmilli, AR 2.

5 REESREE

H 2014 4F52 DK, A2 U i m 45 3145 1)
REY RS K. GAN R AR BOR M2 i 21
FERLAR 7 ] AT 2R 2 BORII T |, LeCun £ 3 K¢
PRy il R AAR TR > sk ek Al A
T

AIEEAT GAN fEHIE 5 W J7 A BCR,
EMARRA AT 53 R PSR B ).

S A7 e Hp A A AL g T, Y
[ R AT B — A R G, PAF ] — R
AR E| HARZS R . e b B T e
BEVIEE A 1 100 2 25 P R 1 B D10 A 598 AR w8 A
Wil oL, WA A2 BB DA R R SR AN
bR A M o) DDA R S 2 M [R] Y Bk
ChILIEE

5B AN I A HAE B g T, LAY
) 2 A S 1t A PR A A — N 5 2 )
A3 1P L. ARG b AR T A S SR
AP F R, FER A B A SE2 A GAN
S R R B R AT S5, DA S AT B R R A
F4, REFEAh TR A DA~ R 3 B A B ) A

GAN TERdE R, P o], sifbas > %62
JrmiARgs RS TEEAE. (RN A ], R
1Y K AT AL T B B, 18 2 AR AE ] 29 GAN
W% . Bl GAN BT SR B, H
i R A KT TR P GAN B9 30K,
GAN Ry TZE 5 WL 77 B 2 o 4 i
S, BUA R ST R B A R ) HE A B AT 55
HRIR A BT RE. s, K GAN B TAE
IR ERZ S AR, ORI FEAE S R R AR AR 4
fil @ 7 2l ImageNet 45 HEAAT 55 AMA GAN
Jr i WA AT GAN FOBCENLE], I e
fili Bk S GAN KA 1, 54 HE S ) 155

AR IR BE 22 ST M s T4 GAN B 57 HH 9
KL EET A R E R R.
MEEBES, GAN BRI m 7T AT
BRERIBF R HE AKX, WF5E ) E S MALSE . W o 4
TR A ) ff e e SR AR SR TA N R R RS . 5L
AR B SR b, 336 25 B ) A A A N R T AR
F-F R, Kb X 2 1) R P e e O A S BIT FR) A 98 7 3.
T 2 i) A ) DX AT AR Y i Ak 2 ) i R
Z5F HWME (Explore and exploit dilemma)” [
AT IR, WA 19 Fros. TR R, FRATA
—AN R B B bR DA S H ARl s B, i
TR R RO R k. SR, XTI R A,
FATH aeE o OB R H bR ) vE ok IR, H
AR AR T g Bk T 5 s U0 A HE. e [
AT yttge &8, 8 AN BRI SR re ik &
W Sk B Jm B A UAE, SO ok it R 2e 3 KR &K
R IR DS E, FE A R TR R T
REPEZS [H], DATE L o S P 75 22 > 9 H .

K19 RS5HH
Fig.19 Explore and exploit

P ARE B — 07 2O HE L 5 BB
PLAFIABAL. GAN W] AR AVR X R — A R &,
WA A LRI AR, GAN BLf5 1 B
S S NI I AL, o R R DARE Y
FEARZ ALy — R 52 2R PIHE Alp-
haZero, it H FRFFHIE R KL, M
TR — A E RSN FEX—FriprreiE i, K
RS I T BAS S T By <) 7020

KT YRR S T 2 AR AT AR
REMpLZAb. P EERTE, Bl ELRGES
NTLRGERE, AT RGP AL o5
—RGEMHE . TS5 R ES S TAT
A S HLEAE ISR T AT ) RS e
AT RGP Al L WNAE Y 551, A
PABE S AR AL 7 ) O YRR A ROCR, 7 ReE )
MR E 25 ], SE A M/INBCH ™ A KB, P p R
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WPATEE ) R4, B FINE R H SRS, AL
IAREIL N T RS, MR RE Pl 14
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