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tecture Search (NAS) & AutoML (HEIEHYE) OfEEIcE
WTHEHEREME 2o TWa. NAS 23853 2 AN 7 — ¥
T F ¥ ORERIIEARINCANY R 57 PRAFETITOATE
D, MHEREM L D7 DIIFFITER L D BRI BED D o 7. K
2, NYRY T T N7 =% T F v OMSERTREYE O HM
HIRFFESBETH D, WRRREIBETH 7. LhL,
NAS OBIGIC X D 7 — % 7 7 F v ZRROMTHR Z BEINNCAT
52T, BEYEOEMNRAFEE L TWiR T EkRE
By NI —=0 T =X T F v HEG IR koTe. —
ATNASEAY b7 —2 7 =% 727 F ¥ DRI D 5 R
PREVEVWIREDD .

NAS ZRHWE#ME 7 —% 77 F ¥ OBERIIKEDFHEY
VR ek EREX T, KoT, FilkhrT—2ty 235
ALNDZTQRCHE LT —FT77F v 00 0HEKRTLZL
WBINETH 2. SHTFHINSE T —X -ty b OREIMTHET
57-0121F, RHOT—Xty MCRERT —FT77F v % 1E
BT 2 BB nE e %25, 22T, WbldBFEO T —
Xty MIHBE L7 —F 727 F v 2B EREEEMIC Yy Y
73528 T, NAS fThTWCARHOT—Xty MZHEL 7=
T—%T7T I F v BERT ST L — LY —2 Variational Graph
Auto-Encoders Neural Architecture Search (VGAE-NAS) %
RET 2. BEREEO< Y Y 7ICE, VGAE ITHED W
Encoder-Decoder ZH#E 7%\ 5. VGAE IZ Encoder &
Decoder ZHl\WT 7' 7 O EMHEZITS FETH D, 77
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K 1: AfFEOa S, T—XEy A, BEHIZ, Zh
FNT7—F77F v A, BEmELLEETSZ. mElkxhi
7—%77F v A, BEREEMEEZEICy Y IIN5.
LT —=2ty b XDPERIhZEE, Z07—XEy bO
R EZER LR T — %7 7 F v+ X DBEZEE D & BRI
EEh3.

THEETREEINE NASD7 —F 7 7F v Dy BV 7IH
LTWa. ANT27—F77F v tElRENLET—FT772
F ¥ DPERHS T T, BEEMEOBIEREES 7 —F 7
IF ¥ DFEERET 3. < v E VI BROBERMERZER DS
VGAE ® Decoder iIC X W EHET7—x7 7 F v RERT S L
T, NAS T T L b7 — Xty MIH L THEER
T—XT 0 F v BERTZIENTES. ks —XEy b
WHLTO»S7—F77F ¥ BRI Z5HHaR M EKIEIC
HIK T & 2720, NASICBUW 37 —F7 7 F v [BMOETHIZ
FHICEETH S, IBEFRIZHET -2y M 385
W7 —%77F > OMELEIBLTETHS. £, WK
D NAS FFICH—FT—Xty FOFEELR#ELT 205, FHitt
RTIEEZ B REERRFOEBO 7T — &+ y MWL THEIET 5
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T—XTIF A HNERTHLD, BHOFT—Xty ML
727 —FTF7F DL — A7 ERBEZEMICEL LIS
EHMET 5. AFEOMELZR 117
AFFEOBUILLTO@ED TH B, H2HIEIR—AL kD
NAS % GNN, BEFEICOWTHL, 55 3 HTIHERTE
DFFHNCDOVTHRN S, 28 4 HIIERFEE AV EZRERE &
ZOFRERIZOWVWTELERITH. Z LT 5 B TARMER DI
IR G,

2 &%
AEITIE, LTS NAS FiER GNN IZOWTIHRAR B,

2.1 Neural Architecture Search (NAS)

NAS i3 AutoML (HEIEMY-Y) o—n8Th b, HEEE
TEOBRBER =2 — I NIy V=D 7 —F 77 F v % HE)
FNCIHFR T 2 BBt TR TH 5. NAS TIEEICE (Layer) ®
BEH L HEE (Operation) DERE Vo722 DORREE TR
KRBT 222 TRy V=07 =7 7 F v 2 HET 5.
W7 L3V X AR5 b E RS 2 FE 1] 2] [3] [4]
1 NAS 23835 U7 EICHEIB I 7223, BHE I A M VKE
B2 2 FETHEDTRPBEL 725, NAS ZHW
T—FF I FrDERIIIRA LD BET IO —FTH B0,
MBI T =% 7 7 F vy REABPRKDLNTED, Cell R—2R
D NAS FEDSERBMERAFELE LTEH L. Cell R—2D
NAS FEDOHT b MO ROHHERR % AIHEIC L7 DARTS [5]
% PC-DARTS [6] 13IRET D FEifik NAS FETH 5. 2T,
Iy FT—=OF7—=FTIF%lE, AR I REY 2—-ILDE
BERE LTERSN, FEY 2 —MIFEMIBLEZ S 72 LT
KHEXND. Zhuc kb, R ERRZERAN TSR 7 — %
TOFXEERTZIEDER LS. HE, Cell NR—RD
NAS 7VIT VXA [T E2EMERT —F 727 F v 3L
HAXINTED, BRINLEEER 7 —%7 27 F v 2 HAH
T3NS HBBEICRS.

2.2 Graph Neural Network (GNN)

GNN [8] 127 7H#EED 7 — R IZFEFEHE DA % AiA
AFR=Za2—=IV3y bV —=2THb. GNN OHIIEZT T 757
HOTy IFME VSR RATINRHE. /— Ry I TRN
ATREZSAEEC HAUL GNN OFETIR S Z e DS A[RETH 5729,
GNN X LD 55 & [9] [10] YOS KN 7> I 21—
Pa v [11)[12] ZEWBAENATV S, RIFKETIE NAS O
N7 7REETRETE S22, AN LTHRZZEEZ
GNN FEEHHT 5. £ < ® GNN TlZ Graph Convolution
Network (GCN) [13] £ MHEN 2 BAAAEEIMEHENS. K
12 GON Tl (1) ZAWT, BEEATHISRXBATINZ /S 2
L TR S 7 OREEEEITRI L T\ 5.

FN(Z+1) _ h(D—l/QAD—l/QFN(l)W(l)) (1)

ZZT, FN EODARNTHY /) — FORMELZRT. A
By YORESBRTER S S 7 OBETY & BATHE B
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LEabELATH, WIZFEEAREREALTY, D&/ — FOM
RE2RTREATH, h ITEMELBIEL (Softmax ¥ ReLU % f#
WIHF %) Lo TWw2. ZofMoREML GNN OfFE Y L
T Graph Attention Network (GAT) [14] 23ZF 515, GAT
(& GON IZHELD Attention I ZilAATL I 2 IT&D, /—
FRIOBEEEICH L TEAD T 2TWRE M LU Z#HE
FT#%. Variational Graph Auto-Encoders (VGAE) [15] i
GNN O—FETH D, Encoder & Decoder ZHNWT T Z 7D
BHUERINE (TS 2 L AT E 5. WREHS VAE[16] % ikiE
THIET, 77 7ORBEAREL LEFRER->TVS. G
L\ Encoder & Decoder OFNC DWW TIIRET TR
2.3 BEFERCREFEDRHH

ARFFNHABLL 72 & 5 BRFHEIZ WL OO FET 5. REFHE
FEURD 5 ORIz R > TV 2:

(a) Alleviating computational cost and search time

(b) Building the latent feature space using VGAE

(c) Capable of handling continuous architectures

(d) Directly generated architectures

(e) Enabling information transfer in existing datasets
NAS BEWIRRRH L FHRa X M AMER Y LT]RD B
b3 Zen%L, (a) DX I RKIEICHE X M 2HIET 2
WFZE[17] (18] [19] 2’2 KD M ENT WS, %/, T—F 77
Fr N U THBEZID ML, BERFERZEMHZHEET 5K
T [20] [21] [22] [23] [24] [25] [26] [27] [28] DM K RET 5.
ZOHFTHREFED & 512 VGAE 2 LR EEZHD H
TR ([21] [26] [27] [28] iF—HBTH D, Mk EFHLTE 25 (b)
THh%. VGAEZHWE e TY 7 72N L THiAVT —F 7
7 F ¥ ORHEPLEEZIRA 2 Z WA 2 5. BIEFLE
LTCiX, BEEELTFHT 288 TH % predictor ZHR T 2 F
1% [29] [30] [22] [23] [24] [31] [32] [33] & & %23, $RETFKITERE
BUEREEZER» 7 —F 7 7 F v 24N (d) $5. £, 12
KPRFEE T OMHDIAAL LB S FRHICHEE 3 5 2 & THERE)
BT —=FT7F 2RI TRL, ERART —FT7F v bR
EUTIRD ZEHATEE (c) TH D, ALRRMAIERZAA (o) L
YERER BT 2 MTlE, BBFEE DT A 74 7 [7][34] [35] [36] &
BLLTWa L EX 5. BEFEHOFETE, FIX7—Xty
MEROERICELEZ YT TV, REFETET—F772
F ¥ ZDBDDOEHRIZBITFHEL TV 5. BIEFROZ CI3E
WS L2 BIE L FHETH 2D L, AL TIIRE L 72
T—Xty NN LMEOHEZHND 1225 %.
H—ReRoFEL I TR, BRONEEROTIED
BIEFEOHNIIFEST 5. L L, REFHEE (a)~(e) D5
DO E R TR > THD, ZHUIBERR L KRE RS
NTH5. 5 OORBIIT —F7 27 F v DERCEWTLTHE
EHTH5. SOIAMEORME LT, R L% VGAE Z2{#
58T, NASTEHRRLET—F727F v DRHZFHL 2
ABZEDHREL D, HBODT— &ty MZBWTEWEE
ZIERAIRER 7 — % 7 7 F v O Z BIS 300 b AT OFF
HTHs.
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3: Encoder ¥ Decoder ®##fll. GAT: Graph Attention
Network, GCN: Graph Convolution Network, Edge Classi-
fier: ReLU & 2 DD 2HEE

Encoder

3 Variational Graph Auto-Encoders Neural
Architecture Search

AT, NAS ¥ VGAE 2flaE b8 CETERME %
WMHOHL, 7—F727F v ORHZER - AJH T 2 FIET
# % Variational Graph Auto-Encoders Neural Architecture
Search (VGAE-NAS) 2853 5. VGAE-NAS IZB/ERH
BEMP LT X7 7 F v RERT 2B 2.

3.1 REFEOHE

VGAE-NAS OZEX %K 2, Encoder ¥ Decoder DAl
#K 3, VGAE-NAS O 7131 X 1% Alg. 1 1Z/RT.

VGAE-NAS X NAS, VGAE, Generating Model @ 3 f8%H
DavR—px¥ P THEEREATED, Alg. 1 DFJE (NAS:

Line 1-5, VGAE : Line 6-15, Generating Model : Line 16-19)
THEITENE. B 21RT &5, BEREEZEE LR
BAHEFERICE D 752 R ) 753 Z e il eT L%
T2 Z e DA[REY 725, VGAE-NAS Tl NAS £V 2 —
N L THRLED PC-DARTS % iV 3. PC-DARTS (551
MTEBEZERIHE 2720, BROBEZEH T 2%
FIHRICTHMA L. VGAE-NAS TS NAS £V a—LiX
PC-DARTS DAL NAS FiEZHS 2 bAJRETH 5. AIfHAL
FHEE, JOTHIR T v X2 TH % t-SNE [37] ° PCA [38]
A L.

3.2 Encoder

Encoder 1334 (2) ZHWT p & logo 2B T 2. ETF
HEDAINENAS FETHRE LAYy VY =07 —FT7 0 F %
F 7213 NAS OBRRZEMHD S 7 v X LY 7Y v 7ETID
L7 —F707F%ThH5.

n = GNN#(FN, A, FE)
logoc = GNN, (Fn, A,FE)

(2)

ZIT, Fnid/— ROR#E, ARy YOBHETY, Fel&
Iy PORMENEENS. J — FORME Fn & NAS DA
N7 —F, FREl/—F, Hh/—RFTHBREhTEY, 3EHED
J — FOMEIE Y LTASIE 5. PC-DARTS O 2 ffH
D Cell Z#ABDOE 255G, A/ — R4, i/ —Fid
8D (NARNRFTRA—K), Hh/—FiZ2ovhk3. %72, AN
T 7 70y VFiE Fe DRRICEET 2. =y IR
# Fg 13 NAS OBRZEMIKFEL, PC-DARTS Tk |0 =8
DB (Skip Connection, None, Average Pooling 3 x 3,
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Algorithm 1 VGAE-NAS (1
Input: Dataset D

A7)

Output: Latent Feature Space z , New Architecture AL
: Prepare dataset D
: for Epoch = 1 to Specified Epochs in NAS do
Update architecture and evaluate on D

Retain architecture A, with best performance

: Convert A, into graph format Fn, A, Fg
: for Epoch = 1 to Specified Epochs in VGAE do
Encoder < Fn,A,Fg

1
2
3
4
5: end for
6
7
8
9 Wi, 0'1-2 < Encoder

10: z < Sample from p;, Ui2

11: Decoder < z

12:  A/,Ff < Decoder

13:  Loss = Difference (A,Fg , A',Fg)

14: Update weights w of Encoder and Decoder by descending

Vw Loss
15: end for
16: ,ui,a,? < Trained Encoder with Fn, A, Fg
17: Latent Feature Space z <= Sample from p;, a?
18: Generate z’ using z and the generating model algorithm (Sec-
tion 3.5)
19: New Architecture A} < Trained Decoder with z’

Max Pooling 3 x 3, Separable Convolution 3 x 3, Separable
Convolution 5 x 5, Dilated Convolution 3 x 3, Dilated Con-
volution 5 x 5) 23T 5. KA FI Ty VKiEE F I
MIGLTED, 20Ty VK#E FE I Embedding Layer %
&Y. FIFFFIZ Z D Embedding Layer ®XRIZEE L TWL.
Ty VR E Fg % b 212 Embedding Layer % {#f L CH®
At WX THEHETFRTOMREERER T2 Lok,
BHET OWEHD & DIBEEMIC KM ks. #EF
ETRY 7 7MER I TRy YOHRZBEREMTRET
5729, 7LD VGAE Xy VRBEZEOAL R ERERE
HEMZTWS. Fn, A ZAJ1E T % GNN OFliZ GCN
DHEHVEEE 3 D X512 GAT & GCN ZflaabE
JED 2 HIC>TW3. 2EHZMHAGTDES Z L THED
GAT Layer TiifF/ — N O BRI 2 BAGRED B Z FE L,
#%¥12 GCN Layer %83 Z ¥ Tiliff/ — FKEO R 7 Z
7R EEE T2 OREA LT 2HMHAL RS> TWVWS.

BHERMEE z 3EH L7 4 & logo TREINZIEHRZMIC
WS eMREL, I, (B) TziHHT 5.

N
q(z|Fn, A, Fx) = [ [ q(zi|Fn, A, Fr) )
i=1 3

with q(zi|Fn, A, Fg) = Norm(z|ui,0°:)

T, N3/ —FETH3. Encoder TIEBHDTAD T A —
m_gt LiAA, %/ — FINTZERSAORERS Z 8T
RD5HL LTWS

FI6ETFT— Y TR2EERVIIA YV MNMIETE74—5 A

3.3 Decoder

Decoder TIRIGTERIE z 2> 53 (4) @ Inner Product T
75 IMER T 5. 22T, ABERSNEY T 7Ok
P TH 5. Fe 3ERSINETy DORBMETHY, Ty
CoREEERT. £, BEREE 2z 25 Edge Classifier 2
Bk bzyoEE2 T 5.

Inner Product ¥ Edge Classifier 23% £41% Decoder TH
W L7277 & Encoder ICANT 3ITD T T 7 HF—DIF
1275 &5 Loss k6 L TRELT S 22T, MRrx37
77 OBERBEREZIMO T Z e A AR 72 5.

N N

p(A Felz) = [[[[p(Ai, Frijlzi,25)
i=1j=1 (4)

p(Ai; = 1|zi,2;) = Sigmoid(z;] , )

3.4 Loss Function

VGAE-NAS @ Loss Function (¥, VGAE ® Reconstruc-
tion Loss (Recon Loss), Edge Class Loss & Kullback-Leibler
Divergence Loss (KL Loss) OFITHMT 5. BRKIITLT
DR (5) TRT. Wgage 1 Edge Class Loss (3 2 EHERE,
Wi 1& KL Loss ICN3 2 HEEZFE T 214 5 X=X
(AN 1.0) TH 3.

Loss = Lrecon + WEdge * LEdge + Wk * LKL (5)

Z 2T, LRecon & VGAE @ Recon Loss TH D, Positive
Loss & Negative Loss Z WL TDH (6) THTF. Lgecon
3277 7 2RI L THIB 200 2 REITH 5. We 1& Pos-
itive Loss I3 2 HEE, Wy 1 Negative Loss {ZX13 % &
BELHET ZNALNRRTRA—RTH5.

LRecon = Z Wp * Ai,j IOg(A'LJ)
(i) €A (6)
+ Wy * (1 — Ai)j) lOg(l — Ai,j)

ZIT, Ay BEDY S 7, A 3ERENEY S 7 ORHET
FNDifT jIIERTH %, Lpige |3, Ty P OREZTHIT2
Edge Class Loss #& LT\ 5. Edge Class Loss {%, Cross-
Entropy Loss Z HWTEET 3. Lpage & Ty P OFEEEE
BRI L THEZIEOT 2BEITH 2. ZDMD Loss l3TTD
VGAE THEHEN 3D, Lrage 13 NAS Ol WRHECZ # A
T ERDRBFEICTEMLTWS. Lip &, BHELBOIER

370 £ HH9 7 D KL Divergence TH D, IFOX (7) TX
3.

KL Divergence 1%, ZODMRSMAENIZTER 0%
B TH 5. L BEEZEMZERANIC L, ZEELES

LIEZ B D.

[

D
Lk = _72 1 + log( Uz /‘12 _01'2) (7

[\

2 (7) T, D SBELRORTH, 1 GBELROTY, o2
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FBAEEBOHERT (R (2) TEE). 25D Loss D
BEIDRERTEOHIBEETH % Loss Function ¥72%.

3.5 Generating Model
7—%7 7 F 2 BUTOFIHH > THEKT 5

BWHERZRT Ay bU—2 7 —F7 7 F ¥ D
TEREE z 2RE

STEP 1:

RE U7 IBER R 2z 2o BERME L B8
LAKILT [0,1] OHEEFIC ERL

STEP 2:

STEP 3: ERLUIZTRARZ Y AVEZT =) 7L, MG
3% STEP 2 OIEM{b LB ERME A L

TED RO E DI B 2 Hi 7z e T ERF R 2 A2

STEP 3 TAMR L =¥ 7= 2B HERHUE % STEP
2 DR L OGUEIESRL L, #i-2Bess
BEOFEEEAD VGAE O Decoder 12 A1

STEP 4:

STEP 5: ety vy —207—%77F v BHEMK

ZZT, STEP 24 DR7—V Y7 TREUTOR (8) D&
IR DT TN K LB RIBERE 27 24T 5.
Sen WHEBHKTHD, ANBEOHFEERIKET 2D, —HRELE
U(—=0.5,0.5) 2 HEITTICF LT —1 £7213 1 DfEER A
NZ FADEREINS.

Znormalize = w, d= Sgn (Z/{(*OE), 05))
Zmax — Zmin (8)

ZI - (Znormalize + Y d)(zmax - Zmin) + Zmin

STEP 3 TIIICDEIERME DITHTH L WBTERHLE DB
BT 27D BEIE RS20, —HEHE vy ZHVS.
FENARRTIRA—=RTH 5. EREL EBEREEZEEOH
THERZ ML OREEEE —EICT 3 28T, v DEIZIST -4
MNEEEEIS . ER LU RAy N =27 —F T 7 F v i
TEORVEIHET 20y bV =27 =% 77 F ¥ 2IHVRHE
EFRHOrEZS. KEOEBRTIIER LT —FT7 7 F v &7t
fliL, REFEEWAT 5.

4 R BR

AT, BROBRLRLZT—Xty bEHAWHERIC K-
THREFE VGAE-NAS OF AN ZFM$ 2. HRLT—
¥ 707 F ¥ OBIEREEZES LAHLT % 20 25Hii§ 5
DICHERR A %, BTERBEZEME» OHICER LT —F 7
7 F 2 DEWVIERE R RO 0 FHi$ 2 72 DICHEEE B 1T o 7.
BRI 1 57120 LT NVIDIA Tesla V100 SXM2 16GB # 1
DHW5 (ImageNet Tl 4 2D GPU %W CTHFIEHE).

4.1 SEER A-I: CIFAR-10 £ MNIST TiE&EL=7—*7F
I F v DEERBETRILRRORE

Experiment A TIEHH & L TEZ LR OBED 7 —

FI6ETFT— Y TR2EERVIIA YV MNMIETE74—5 A

# 1: EEFRE (T : NAS, | : VGAE)

Number of Initial Channels 16
Number of Training Epochs 50 Epochs
Loss Function CrossEntropyLoss
Initial Learning Rate 0.1
Learning Rate Decay — 0 (Cosine Schedule)
Learning Rate for Architecture 0.0003
Data Augmentation Random Crop, Horizontal Flip
Optimizer for Training Parameter SGD
Optimizer for Architecture Weights Adam
Number of Training Epochs 500000 Epochs
Initial Learning Rate 0.001
Learning Rate Decay — 0.00025 (Cosine Scheduler)
Optimizer Adam
Dimension of Latent Features 4
Seed 2024
Wp , Wn , WEage » WKL 2.0,1.0,05,1.0

4 ® ® CIFARLO
A A MNIST
3,
°
2_
1_
0 e
A
A
_1,
e
_2 ‘
A ®
-3 r r . .
—4 -2 0 2 4

X 4: fRRFILRTES L BERMEOHEK, 2 Xoto
PCA v v + EOFEIEH, A &7 -2ty s OfE

Xty MW LT NAS TRl 7 —F 77 F ¥ 2 BEL, £h
ZhOF =Rty MLy b7 — 27 EEDEBERBE % AT
b3, F—&tv b & LT CIFARIO[39] & MNIST [40]
ZHW3. CIFARIO IZFEEYE L NAS OEBRTIHVWSR
327 —=Xty bTHD, 60000 HOEGELET—Xty MIEZE
NTW3. MNIST 3FHEXEFOHBL X DT -2ty
FTHB. ET—X by FOBEORB MNP %
HiE T 27-0, 25D Cell ZRIT-#ERANTE7—F
FTI7F v LTHWS. NAS % VGAE OFREIZR 1 1R
5 FEFED Seed Z AWV 272, NAS AN 5 [MHERLTED,
HZ1ENE NAS 703V X A%k E TEITLRVWEREER L
7REEERRD L TWS. VGAE DA LT, 2 ED T —
Xty e 5 HORITTHERLZ 0O 7—%7 7 F v &2l
ALz &7 —F727F v I3y YOEHEEFRe =y YO/
EAEENTED, /— FORBEEXATNS.

4.2 B A-II: CIFAR10 ¥ MNIST ORRBFERr R
K 4 ICIREFETHES L ZBERYEo RN 2 R
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£ 2: USPS 7 — &+t v b & HW/-EE B-II OEEHER

Architecture Model Size Best Test Acc. Search Time

(Mean * SD) (M) (Max * SD) (%) (h)

CENAS [35] 0.57 89.94 7.4

ASED [41] - 97.75 153.6

NASDA [42] 2.70 98.00 7.2
VGAE-NAS (Random Model) 2.15 + 0.28 97.96 £ 0.10 0
VGAE-NAS (CIFAR10 Model, v = 0.1) 3.32 £ 0.63 98.01 £ 0.11 0
VGAE-NAS (MNIST Model, v = 0.0) 3.37 £ 0.60 98.01 £ 0.09 0
VGAE-NAS (MNIST Model, v = 0.1) 3.16 = 0.66 98.11 * 0.13 0

B 413 PCA K> TRITHIR L7225 7 TH Y, ENIIBTER
MBOZXICT — & % [T L SR O FEAZic Y 5%, K 4
D, MNIST OHflo 1 REfRE, &7 —&ty MTHLT
BERBED B e UGEFICEE - TV 2 EAD AT E
%. CIFARI10 & MNIST TiZH{HY 4 X7 —&t v b OFF
P (CIFARI10 (& RGB HEif%, MNIST Z2°L— 27 —)L) 78
EH 72D, NASTIREDF—&ty rORMERLIZ7—F
TOFXPERTETWB L EZX L. £/, CIFARIO IZHE G
B A XD3532 x 32 TH5DITH LT MNIST 1 28 x 28 TH
DANT ZEGF A RBEZD. fEoT, F—&Evy MIHL
TRERLWVIBERMUES ZhZEETETWE 225,
CIFAR10 & MNIST TP ER > TWVWD Z DR TE 3.

4.3 REB-I: REFEATERLET—F T/ F v DT
AERERDFRE

FEE B IR BRFETER LT —F T 7 F v & 7 VR Lk
ML7e7—%F727F % USPS 7— &+t v | [43] £ ImageNet
T—&t v b [44] THRL, BEFENERR T —FT77F %
BERTESLD, ZLTI VYRR —FT77F v 2L T
HREM LR SN2 08l 2 2 2 HWE $5. #ijzicfi
5 USPS (United States Postal Service) &, FH ZHFOH
BF—XEy FT, 16 x 16 DZL— A7 — LERTHEIZ 0
H5 9 FTOFEZOHFTIEENS. USPS i& MNIST %
LBORXA VHEAE LTS XILAVWHORAEBLT -4ty
b [45] [46] [47] TH B 7=, FB L7 — &2ty MIha#Eb X
N7 —F 77 F v ZEAROMREE R OPERBE B-IIICXD
MEES 3.

AEBTE, ABED7 —F 77 F v I L THEE 270V
PEREZ AT 5. 55 112, 15 L 7z MNIST A O &
(y =0.1) 2offol27—FF5727F v. % 212 CIFARIO J&
AOEMERHME (v =0.1) 2offok7—F727F v, 83
WS L7: MNIST OBfER#EE (v =0), 470X A
RIBERAEDP SMEo 27 —F T 7 F ¥ THS. y=01%rL
FFEHY LT, y=00D7—F 57 27F vy DRMEIRZ DD,
—HELET7—FT 7 F X THDB I oEUDOBEREEY
MR T 285 X =& LTEET . MNIST & CIFARIL0 i&
ZNZN 5 MEOBERMENTFMEL, AT MVAERRRIC
HETIEBE AOERIE T —F 7 7 F v BHEL-. 47/
YETAHEN 50 M (5 Random Model, 5 MNIST Model (y =

0.0), 20 CIFAR10 Model (v = 0.1), and 20 MNIST Model
(y=0.1)) ZFHl L7z, ZDOMOEBREITR 1 IS 5.

%72, ImageNet [ZEEFANIT X < Hw SN2 KRBT —
XLy bTHH, XR=R& LTW3 PC-DARTS T% CIFARI10
THRLET7—F 727 F v D Cell 285 L T ImageNet T
fliL T\, 25k B-11I Tl& CIFAR-10 AL OEEREED &
fEote7—F%727F % (20 #5iE) ZfFH L T ImageNet T
3 %. ImageNet IZTCOMIFEY A XHIRKZ N &0 5 224 X 224
wrmy 7L, 7YX AIEAREE%1T5 RandomHorizon-
talFlip £ 7 Y X L2 ERa Y P IR MREZELEES
ColorJitter % Data Augumentation ¥ L CT#MH L7z. Initial
Learning Rate % 0.5, F%2% @ Epochs % 250 ¥ #ET 5 &
&, ImageNet HHDNA T X=X ZHWT 425D GPU T
WHNFE 21T o 7.

4.4 RER B-II: USPS DERBRFRr R

R 2124 NAS FiEORREZRT. | 2 &b, BEI—F
WD Best Test Acc.(Max) 25 98.11 % %7~ L7z MNIST
model (y = 0.1) TH 2 Z e HHERTEL. EFHRID, H
BL7zF =&ty M TRELINBENFYRESE ITHEL
727 =% T2 F v D ROKRZRL%. MNIST model 2%
Random Model % CIFAR 10 Model & h RWHEEZRL7=D
3d52A, MNIST Model D TH v =0.0 £hd v=0.1
DETFTIADEREETH -7z, ZHX v = 0.0 25 MNIST Tht
fbxh7z7—F727F%ThHbH, USPS T—Xtv b HEHLIL
DO EBLIZNETHZ1DTHBLEXS. FiLwrF—2&
Ty M LT HEBOFIHTEEDEEL 72 5729, NAS T
02 H6HRLEL THL LD, HRIFEZ KIECHET2 2,
MTE3.

4.5 & B-III: ImageNet DRERER

R 312% NAS FiEORREZRT. & 3 &b, HEI—F
VDL Best Test Acc.(Max) % Topl T 75.43%, Topb T
92.60% %~ L7z EFED CIFARIO model TH 3 Z & D3t
MTE. oI, LEHOMRPERERIR Z 21 312 LA
RTH2ZriEERT DL, EHCHRORNMEREZ RET- L
F25. REFREEBGY A XBRKERT XLy b Cell &
BRI BLRERT —F 7 7F v THEMMH < Z & 2355
R HHHSITIR - 7.
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# 3: ImageNet 7— &t v M ZFHW2FE B-111 O FEEREHR

Architecture Model Size  Best Test Acc. (Topl) Best Test Acc. (Top5) Search Time
(Mean * SD) (Max * SD) (%) (Max * SD) (%) (h)
Inception-v1 [48] 6.60 69.80 89.90 0
NASNet-A [17] 5.30 74.00 91.60 43200
AmoebaNet-A [49] 5.10 74.50 92.00 75600
PNAS [50] 5.10 74.20 91.90 ~ 5400
DARTS (CIFAR10 Model) [5] 4.70 73.30 91.30 96
PC-DARTS (CIFAR10 Model) [6] 5.30 74.90 92.20 2.4
iDARTS (CIFAR10 Model) [51] 5.10 74.80 92.10 4.8
VGAE-NAS (CIFAR10 Model, v = 0.1) 4.61 £ 0.75 75.43 £ 1.12 92.60 * 0.64 0

5 & B

AHFZETIX, NAS ¥ VGAE 2flAaEbERTIL—LT—2
VGAE-NAS ZH\3% Z ¥ T, NAS ORERERDERIED R
FERBELE. AWEOBREYL LT, HificHE L~ NAS F
BO7—F7 7 F v REREMCOAMIEL TWE HH 3.
ZD7h, SMIGHHER T —F 7 7 F v PWRZEMEILIR L TN
ABOEWFIRICHB L T BREYH 5. REFIEOLH
WZED, 2y MU= 7 —=F7 7 F % ORECMEREICE T 28T
T HREMETE 3 v E X 5. FERINICIE, IBEFEEHAV
FEBOT7 —F T 7 F v DFHliE X 5ICKSICT 3012, &K
B XN B ORELNOBEN M B2, =749
A RXRREDHATRZ L EO7—F727F v) ZHHT 2T
ETHD., Fh, F—&Ktv FEOEMEH 3 FE 52 [53]) B
TFHET 2729, BEFELHEAGDLDETT Xy ME DR
ZERLL, BEFBEEMCRELET FEARB L
We#EZ 5., ZOEENR 7 e —F25, AutoML % Neural
Architecture Search D772 REXE, v bV —I@&ET L
FOELDOEIIC X DIEWVAZE D 20T 2 2HIFT 5.
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