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A GANs Model Based on Sample Feature Decoding Constraint

CHEN Hong-You' CHEN Fan' HE Hong-Jie! ZHU Yi-Ming'

Abstract Generative adversarial networks (GANs) model is a generative approach for effectively simulating the
distribution of training data. One of the common problems in training GANs is the possible vanishing gradient
problem while optimizing Jensen-Shannon (JS) divergence. Aiming at the problem, a GANs model under decoding
constraint is proposed to avoid JS divergence approximating a constant, thus improving the quality of generated
images. Firstly, an auto-encoder (AE) structured under U-Net is utilized to learn the training sample network
middle layer feature. It has the same dimension as the random noise used for triggering generative network. Then,
the decoding constraint is designed, which shares the same structure and weights as that of the generative network,
is used to train decoder before each adversarial training. To prove the feasibility of model, the conclusion is de-
duced that introducing decoding constraint is beneficial to avoiding JS divergence approximating a constant and the
type selection basis of decoding loss function is given. To verify the performance of the model, Celeba and Cifarl0
datasets are used to compare and analyze the generated results of other 6 models. By comparing Inception score,
Frechet inception distance, clarity and other index via experiment, it is discovered that the novel GANs can im-
prove the quality of generated images, comprehensive performance close to self-attention generation adversarial net-
works.

Key words Generative adversarial networks, vanishing gradient, feature learning, auto-encoder, deep learning

Citation Chen Hong-You, Chen Fan, He Hong-Jie, Zhu Yi-Ming. A GANs model based on sample feature decod-
ing constraint. Acta Automatica Sinica, 2022, 48(9): 2288—2300

AE R PT N 2% (Generative adversarial net-
works, GANs) J& 2014 4F Goodfellow & K5 %
I 25 AR 20 A1 359 7 TR P2t 1) — b B0 0 2 e
R B2 N T MR A S GANSs 1E X 4% &5

ek B9 2019-06-29 3% FI H I 2019-12-02

Manuscript received June 29, 2019; accepted December 2, 2019

[ B R FHEE 4 (61872303, U1936113) AP I BHL T RHL
BRI (2018RZ0143) %t ih

Supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China
(61872303, U1936113) and Technology Innovation Talent Pro-

gram of Science & Technology Department of Sichuan Province
(2018RZ0143)

AT ZE AL

Recommended by Associate Editor WANG Li-Wei

1 PRl R ES SERAMHUNE SR ESLRE RE
611756

1. Key Laboratory of Signal & Information Processing of
Sichuan Province, Southwest Jiaotong University, Chengdu
611756

o b EBEHA KA G A S D M2 AR
G 2% 1 H IR 52 R B ATL I 75 R S 3 1 2R A
Xt BE AL 7 R I 5 S P BB 5 M o PR AT AR
RVETHARAE UL FE. D WE 1 H 2 X 2 A
FEAS ST e e, SR VE T A= s A 2R 4 1) o
YLy FH1i. GANs ) KA 2 9T 21 05 5,



9 WG S JE T REARRHE RS 2 3R 1Y GANs 2289

G R G MZE AN D 252 B R LNIR, PE Y
REIFFIZD$RT.

H1 T GANSs 7E BGHE Al B sk B, ik
Ja NPt GANs B BRI 2 FErE (B
) AR, WU PR T VF 2 GANs ATAREA.

MBI 2 A A2 5 R0 1] 45 s 3 ) i kAT 24
2. Mirza 551 32 H ) 2 1 A2 O 370 W 455 25 A
IR EEFEA R T AE B (I BRI bR2E) KR
rrBEALE A 2 R AR, (45 A2 B RIHR BT B P
$ . Odena® $/ HY 12 I B 27 51 28 Ot T W 2%
K GANs BEAT 0, R~ M B 2 245 D W 2%
Ir2REE PR, REVE A RGR R R R 5 R s
. Odena 55 $i2 H 14 Bh 70 S48 A2 il 2O L
2% ] SEEL 2 G SR I, i H A DU X B RR RS (R
fi, ARERE T GANs BRI 2 H00, &7
HIEMIFOR. Chen 30 52 HIAE B A X
XU AE GANs X > 264 1, I8 5 A —
MNUNGREEREANS B B8 B (SR AR%s, MR
), Rk sE e 5AEMEA R RENEGER,
A R B A BUR . Donahue 558 4 X0 4=
AT HLN 4 (Bidirectional generative adversari-
al networks, BiGANSs) & — B X [ 45 1) ft Xt P 45t
8T IR g as E R4 H T S0
IMEARRD ¢, £ D ML IBAE B A RENLE S 2
5068 22 AR A BE R B A BRAY ¢ 5506 LAY ZRAF
ABEXT, 8 A SR itz R L REBUSH R 47 (AR
LL_E GANs Hxt T i ZE AR5 S 1) GANs F AR
il FAETE M T o AR 0 A
TR 28 P BB B0 5N AE AU R A S S 2 B 45 i
f, i ELSN B D 2% 1 50 AU BB,
AR ¢, B> GANs M ZSHELR AT B %, 1Y
It

M G AN 9] 2% 25 4 mlHE 28 e v 0 T AT 20t
Radford 25§ H 1 3R 5 4 AR A Rl 20 1 19 2%
(Deep convolutional generative adversarial net-
works, DCGANSs) fitl Jl EHr it 1B AR 4 i 45 1R
N G D W%, e At B R s R, JF H
BN GANs M ZE Rt ERIFRAERY 2 —. Denton
SRV R L R o 0 < B A R R T R 4%
R 454 GANs M2 GANs #)— 2840 5, {8 ]
Z > GANs 12234 s it & 3 28 R . Brock
SRR Tk 2 I % T IR R TR Al ORI 2% i
ARAERKRA, mEN A REE, B35
BRT e GANs B, 75 25 2 (1R 1 BRI IS
] B A, Nguyen 2502 2 H ) X05) 51 88 4 i 20t 4t
WZAE TP~ D 28 AL GANs 1 D 2% (173
RAESS, REAEA VI SIS SI0H B AR D 2 4% A A B 1R
M2 FEPE. TROESEN - I — Bl P E ) GANS

B A B R, — e R A AR U
GBI R A, GANs [ 248 2546 1R 1 1138 o X BE K,
XA H ATk, @ SRR GANs BE
R4 M GANs R RUE 2D 1 3 22 I A

MARAY B A R HObh 23 25 07 T EAT 5. GANs
{4k Jensen-Shannon (JS) HUEE I AT A 3 0k B2
o5, MR NZRRBCRAN R 2, ZFREEA M. B
T ER A AR B ACES IS BUE. Arjovsky SEM
& HH R B8 B R B AR R SO 0 4, R R B A 3H
BB SR A IR A D P AN A B R ALLE ;XA R 4 1
Al IS B 45 25 L BR FE R IR, X D MY
2B B A LL RO 2. Mao 507 32 H i B/ — 3k
RPN 4S (Least squares generative adversari-
al networks, Least squares GANs 8{ LSGANs) &
FIH B/ 3R R B B G AN D W 2% [ 45 2k bR Bk
TR/ e A, (E 15 GANs Ok A st 7 A
FYIZREHE 73 AT 1) Pearson B, 8 G FETH %
I B AR R BSOS R B P45, Berthelot 551 $i2
HE R P4 A i U BT 2% (Boundary equilib-
rium generative adversarial networks, BEGANSs)
W= BN DM, &k T G D M%%
R ~F- 187 B DT VR ARG VR B I ER B BT 5 GHT
(R S HORP AT A W 25 11 2k, DLIHAS 30 58 47 1 A
HCEME. Gulrajani 25807 32 )86 B 7 51 PR3 il
PR B AR U T M 4% (WG ANSs with gradient pen-
alty, WGANsGP), Wu 25 $i H 1) 3K 35 30 5%
A RO P N 25 35 72 WG ANs B SO 8 =
WGANsGP 386 B2 4% 111 (1 77 X B e b AL BT ),
N T 26 B, PR A B B ) 5 SR A AR b AT 2 E i)
Tofs FEE 3 % T L. YR G5 U 3 50 A i x4 D 246 e i
IR WHHUE, A 2B WGANsH D /4%
ff) Lipschitz 214, X RE PR EE IR 2 0 B 28 FF &
A3 AT ) R EFPEBT (G0 JS BRSO I % i) L)
Sull $2 Y HIR A GANs AR, il 5] N A B AR AR
B R N UDO N B SEUNER LR S 2 ' TN e
KIEZETE A, TG 2T WGANSs /21
Lipschitz &1 f1 2 %0 GANs &5 5 & A 86 T 2K 1)
. Zhao %200 4 W BT BRI A R O R 2%
e¥s D WEE CRe R A, SRt T M T RE R AR
B GANs, JF Hilid pull-away term RS K 1k
o B2 2R 10) R B AR QI . E D AR SRR
— AT AR ZE R R AU GANs AR, R R
FEBAEMEAEN G M, ReTRBT 28 156 BE T 2%, 7E
A BUBCR AN 2 27 2] 3R B BT IR T, IR TR R
SR BEAT RO Ao R % I i, {8k 5 2 LU B2 1Y)
EARREL, Frnl 2 AR B rH R B 1) GAN, 1
HONEAS D 2535 2 1-Lipschitz 2514, ME{IRY



2290 H

48 %

¥ i

IV R AR T e 75 200 HdE AT 2 Uil 2.

Br itz At HoAl i ot i A, QI B A5
SRR AR R A BN 46 1 B0 T IR GANs i
PIBAUAE RN ZR 73 A O fiE /7, AR 2E R A g g 3
i 171~ 5 3 S LA v A AR AT B v P R 2 ik
K. Zhang 25 & HY Y H R ) A2 U Bt R 4%
(Self-attention generation adversarial networks,
SAGANS), FIHEREIPHEIHRN G HZEHT D M4
Hh AR IS I 45 i B L 2 S W 2% A SR I
Z BB SE w T 2R R R R A 2 AR, (HILH
2RI ZRIE AR AR Bir s .

HRERIAL IS BT 5y e SR (I 5L 1 2K [t
T E GANs BAEYIZR B ERAIIE mi. A SR
SRR TS HEUEEARE N EAL HAR RIS T, S 17—
TR T NGRS A R A R B GANs
R i it AR R A DU Bt Al JSHUE AT fE
7 R BB FEVH 2% i L, RIS 3 1 25k GANs [ 2%
AhEE R, RN B (RS AT I 2R LL3R
1 GANs BMRAERRRE 1. 56 T I B AR AR 2
BRI FUN 5 YN GRAEFEAS B T J2 R s 2R S F
—A5 G LG — BB R I ERIARD S Dec,
FEAF UGN ZR AT A P A SCBETH B A SRR AR AT 1
BRFL D B Jm FFEAT AL TS BRE A GANS Xt
PiA ). NURIERT BT GANs PERE, A Celeba
A1 Cifarl0 2d 4R, XM T LR GANS 4
R A R SRIREE SRR, A ST AR 2
e A AR ) 22 P A R O RT3 k2D 1 2
Fr % 1 epoch 44

1 SR

GANSs (LRI 250t — AN R RS G A ) 3
D A k. G ML IR EIZREE X #E47 8ds 4
&, D W2 TS5 2 o0 I N IRE A )8 T X Bl
G(2).

G MM MANE N —DEEVEF 2, 2 € Z
H Z ~ Fz(z), BENLREFS 2 (70 A0 R A By (2) H N
IEAS ARSI S oA, WG EAR 2, e X HX ~
Fx(z), 3 Fx (x) HINGFEARSE X B0 A0 k2.
4 DG & R4 5% R 53 70 9

m

lossp — %Z [InD(z;) +In(1 — D(G(=))] (1)
lossg = %Z In(1 — D(G(2:))) (2)

K, m R BRI P 28 REA A 2. AT 4
ENRES TS TP EOSE

mcgnmgx V(G, D) =Ex Fy(2) [In D(x)] +
Ez r,(» [In(1 = D(G(2)))] (3)

X, V(G, D) = Iel/ MR R 5 R 4
E(-) JIEE 3L DALtk el B & H NS G(2)
G itk 0 A Fo(o) &I T ZPEARLX 10 A
Fx (z). AET LIRS, i HIREA % 2 b B8 2>
A1 R BCR AR 7 A7

2 FRRSZIRAY GANs

AT S HrLAL IS HIURE W] RE AT R A L 2%
7 SRJE SR T AR SO R T, RN g i T R
HET, ARSI R T5 ISR RS B 45 AR 3L
LN D IR,

[B] 7% 53 4

RAEF M At i, J651 N\ Kullback-Leibler
(KL) BUZAT IS BUE I .

TE X 1P AN B R A 2516 Q BIBE L
AR X G LR B R N fx (2) A fo(z).
KL 8 € M-

KL(fx(@)|lfa(x)) = [ fx(2)n E8de (4

FRBET folx) M fx(x) Z [ AR FE,
W fo(x) 5 fx (o) AL, A KL(fx(x)]|fe(x))
N, KL(fx ()| fo(z) AR, 24 HAL
Y falzx) = fx (o) BNESR/ME 0. A BA @i
25 bR B P R RN = AN SRR TE(E B KL
BUEERRIE R fo(x) A TR fx (o) B P21
EPSEinb =

TE X 2200 B A B A R RE A 22 8] Q B REATL
A X F G IR B R B0 A fx (o) B fo ().
BATTHT IS B 5 XA

2.1

JS(fX(ﬂC)HfG(x)):%KL (fX(x”Jc)f(x);FfG(x)) N
LK ot L Jel) .

JS HUEENAR TR EL, fo(x) 5 fx () BRI
JS(fx ()] fa(x)) B/, HANE fo(r) = fx(z) B
BARE/AMA 0. fo(2) 5 fx () AU JS(fx (2)]]
fola)) BRI 4 1. B H A BE B s 0 1% R Al
SAANERTER.

i (3) 4t T GANs W #HRE B, Goodfel-
low % 45 H GANs BEIIZAEN C(G) 24 HALE
fa(z) = fx(z) MBUSERHR/ME. 1fER/D R, C(G)
(IR /IMEN —Ind. C(G) 1 R flioi:



9 MR 5 T REARHIE RS2 R GANs 2291

C(G) = —Ind+2-JS(fx(@)llfa(x))  (6)

3 (6) &M, 2 (3) BLtk H AR H S22 feME
WIZREE X HUMER 5 R AL fx (o) A REE G(Z) 1
MR B LR fo(x) 1 TS HUE.

Arjovsky ZEM £ WGANs B4 it #2 H #5 H
YA ARG fo(x) HGINGFEARED A fx(x)
A AE AL B BRI, B =2 9 A 23 A1 B 52 SCIX 38 /)
JS(fx (@)|| fo(z)) BRI T HH 1. XA RES| K40 %
BREOE BV R IR 72 GANs IIZRd 2, fo(x)
SEIBWINE fx (x) AR, TS B 0 A Mo mT 6,
7E GANs I ZRHE D B BOBS L R R BE W] B
i GANs BEW 2k Sl LA VA AT S HOE R, N
13 fo(z) 5 fx(x) A RBRIMAZ X, HFHEE
% epoch BHEAT I k. R PIZAN ] A — M 722
{8 H Pearson HiU& 8RB T IHER 240 IS HUZ &
HrscrHUR B

2.2 FHERERSZIREI GANs

B 2.1 M AT, IS O Sy T 5 FH
RV S — A BB fol(n) 5 f (o) ROATRLE
SEBSMIE, TB LB EERIT fo (o) MILT fx (o)
T L3k B R A 4 IS B MO B, gt
ST IS + A KL AU 12 . 2
AR KL(fx(2)||fe () 10 F R A fo(z) 5
F () BOAAE X S0AE K.

W 1 FR, ACE I GANs 2K 3 AN
S 1) HEIERE ST H RO TSR 118 X 1
BRAEHE C. 2) MRTDSE ST 904 I St AR S i
VB AR B 240 SR 4 R AE B O HEAT RRED, 5
KL(fx(@)||fpec(z)) 2990, SERILEE Dec 5 G

............................................................................

WSSO g
UNet AE VAR

E | Iy

1 p— ﬁ#ﬁ%‘/ﬂi%:
I (o)

i S .H =‘\D+ﬂ "|Dec(C)

W2 gk — 3, ZHOLE, DUERUE R KL(fx ()]
fo(x)) 2R, mAAERERA TS BT fo(z) S5
Fx () FHAZ XA K, IS BUEA 5 A H, MR
T BURE T R BLR. 3) XU ST ER 4 it
Al IS HUEAELR fo(x) BN fx (x). Ferb RS >
BB S TR 25, AR 2 ST ARG S 300 75 B
A, 5 E AL HL GANs AN F 2,
AR E BN GREHLEEE H A2 TN 2k o] RS
fiE. ilan, 5 XA T BT 4 A L BR ST RRAE ¢
ANSIRN D W28 H S50 3 B3 S 5l
2, N TS24 >); 5 BEGANs Mitk, D M4
RSN 2K, TdmisDhRe.
221 $HiEFES)

1E BB FRRE 2 2], 7 B EUH BRI RS (5
B, AERIEREGEEG. HRmERIES S —ME
R PR AAE 2 ) 7329 % FH R E Bhgm gL %2
BN 1 Bhgm AL AL Zad X I ZRAE A i A\ g s 3
IT BRI 2RI RE, AE S o3 I 4% 2 > 31 8 &4
HIANAS PEASAE , SRAF 1N BEAS F E AG 250R0 o AR 11
I WAR B BhSm AL 2 B8 4 i Hh B AL I SR
A, FEHRINGREAR—ERRE R B A AL,
Pt E ZhgmAg AL X F B dm A A RS AL LS &
AT PAF BN R A () 7 0 3 AR AAE . X — BT
%, B F BSR4 e [ S D A LAR AL LI,

BT BE AL S 2 4 B A A% (W1 64 5% 100
Yt), FRAESE TS5 AH R fa B, H 9 3R BB 1) EE A
EUERCR. A& B 3 L5 & U-Net W25
BB ST 5 B4 ER 2L U-Net 1 H 3h%w
AL T C BI3REL, I HAESRAE ¢ M4ERE S FEHL
MR o f2E R R AR, B 2 45 H T U-Net % H 5)

.........................................................................

0/1

K1 afkain ek
Fig.1  Overall structure sketch



2292 =l 3

S 48 %

FEHIFEA o

MANFER o

T ©

B2 RIS S M a5 1

Fig.2  Structure diagram of feature learning network

Zi B AL TR X A IEEE C R B AL Z M4
H 5 R e, 95 3 R TR, Rk
BRRN LSRN S 2 4EFEAH—E

IR AR, 5% bR A0k 38 U5 2450 K e A

1
l :*E i —x)?
0SS AR - (z; — x7)

i=1

(7)

o, A X A A R
2.2.2 MRBRIINFES]

WNGREARLE X S RRFIESE N C, RIS Es
Dec, ©'5 G MZILTRE, ML —E. id X 11
MEZR B FE RN fx (o). fRIBEE Dec(C) IR 2% 2
BREUN fpec(). SERSIR BRECN:

L
1085 pec = - ; [|z; — Dec(c;))|] (8)
K, 2 X HHIREAR, ¢ N SERT O IFE
A m NFEARAEL || - || R AN FEA I PR S R
H, H R RS T A L2 B

TEJRAT 1 IS HUE X HU4 2% B 51 N A 4%
RBEAT LR, 75 B SRS 2 R &5 Dec
BRI N DTk, FERIALLF 3 &A1) G
LB R U X 2 ZRHE, AR B G R ™
BB ARAGAR K PR BOR FAR R T — BT MR E
o, BRI S 3 20 R S g . 2) Sk BRI L
JS(fx ()|l fa(z)), MRLHRRECR A KL(fx ()|
Fpec(x)), TALIG & BLARXT G TS (fx (z)|| fa(x)) H
HHCR &, A& A IR EE T BT AN e A — B
PMARIE JS(fx (z)]| fa(x)) & EMRATTH. 3) i —
TR (fx (x), fo(e) AR FARM=T04L (fx (2), fo(x),
FDee()) MEEETEAR. 4 fpec(n) = fol(x) B, FHY4 TR
R HT .

IR EICA b 1, AT LE R4 2K R R
HRB, WA S 2] 2N LAY ). 24 gD 4 2k

ek % (8) 1M L2 AL BB , A BT AR A 2K
BRI T
l0SSpec =0+ A+ % Z(JEZ — Dec(c;))?

=1

m

9)

b, 6 AR, 1 FoR BT RIS IIZR, 0 Ko
FEMEAERD N s N S MR 453 2% R BSOR E ZR 0

5= {1’
0,
A, ¢ 2 M ATIIEA epoch 2, & 451 F ARG
IR, 1A B fm — A R 2 ) A
O BT TR, WA 26105 5K (10) A Redzs il
29 SR 2% 1 A F S R BRI A 6
H I, S5 2 PRI I 28 451 2K bR O
min maxV(D, G, Dec)lfp..(@)mfo(@) =

(tmodr)=0At <l

i (10)

V(D, G) 4+ losspec (11)

T D M2 —A R, FIH S bR %
S AR BT 4y R AR i, XA TR
K SR 4 R R X 5 . A 2 B I 248 A v mT DL e
FX A o 3 (1) BEATARZE T b 7.

AT LT TR AR IR AR U T TR AT
TUTR 3 A1) RIS+ N - KL IBRAHUEXT JS #
FEAR RN HEE R, 2) A IS + X - KL JRA B XS
AL S A IS BRI T A% (fx (z), fo(z)) BRI
AN R B PRI . 3) AL KL B0 I AR 45
KRB E BN HE. Ik R 3 ANy it 4T 7
T

WER 1. PRHIARID 2 Dec MRRGLI R A% Dec
W 28 ZH0 TR IR FE TTER, BLAETS fpec(2) = fo(a).
A2 N Gk ik 72 o 51N RIS 29 3K 4% 4 AT 3k 4
JS(fx ()] fa(x) NHEL.

MERR. ZF B Ay 4 i, HO EIE B 5] N LR
FIFEAMNT fo(z) BT fx () RITT.

5 ¢ KRS 255 RIS 4E Dec(C, t) SR
MR B REBN fpec(x, t), 5t WHHIIIZE LR
AR G(Z, t) X IR E RN fo(a, t).

H (6) B C(G) 51, G MU 2L
folz) B fx (z), FAERG(Z) = X. frbtitbid
TR — MK AU S 72, B

Jim fe(z, 1) = fx(x)

t X (8) AT A, X T2 Dec [ EEAE H AR 2
K C — X WS, 15 Dec(C) = X, HIl:
||z; — Dec(c;)|| =0 (13)

A, @ A Dec(¢; ) 70l 24 B FEAS S A AR

(12)



9 WG S JE T REARRHE RS 2 3R 1Y GANs 2293

FEAS, H. ¢ /2 o BIRFAERD. MO RIS 28 Dec HIFEAR
HAr 23 Dec(C, t) JLFAAWSET X, (HB T
Ik, 8 R eER 3 an i

||z; — Dec(c;)|] < e1 (14)
T Dec( C, t) MRS T X, B
P{gg&|DedClt)—;¥|<62}::l (15)

HuET
P{im |foecle, ) = fx@l| <eaf =1 (16)

K, e MR/ IESZEL.

IR A A A 2 A S50 T K o3 AR USSR (R 2 Je
P78 BB R AT). FHHAFAEFM fpec(®) =~ fo ().
FrUABI AL %A G, et fiifs fo (o) MRLT fx(z)
IR ZRAR K. O

il 2. PREIARID LR SR Dec 28 S 400E
WIBREETTIR, HAETS fpec(2) ~ fo(z). AT 50
X (fx(x), falx)) NS L) R A4 J5 vl A AN
Wi ST 40 S8 P 453 2K B 50 T B 1 B bl /DM R

UEBA. HEAb X (8), HBE 5 ok 0 F i PR AR £
PERTHN, 2 HAN Y Dec(C) = X B /IME 0, 1
B fpec(z) = fx(2).

IR D fiff AL et R 2 8 e R R 2 5 P BRI fpee (2)
BERGELT R fx (o), 20 (8) MITR Z T2 MY J5 15
B Dec(C) MIXEE B X 0I5 EHFE. HOm f6s 1
E:ApSE

min KL (@) e (2) an

FGUEMI X (6) FIN KL(fx (2)|| fa(x)) AT IEA
53 T T 40 % bR B0 PR R A AR /M R R BT R R
C1(G) = C(G) + KL(fx ()| fa(x)) (18)

P JS HUREA KL BUPEEXT TAERI AR (fx (),
fo (@) AR S B bR 4L

XA IS HEEAN KL HEN HANY fo(x) =
Fx () LA AR NME 0. #ifi 50 (18) 25 HAL 2
fa(x) = fx(x) W AGHMER —n4.

XN fpec(a) = fa(x). BTELT AR HLIE PR
WA RS T34 (fx (@), fa(z)) FEAANAL:

C3(G) = C(G) + KL(fx (2)|| fDec(x)) (19)

T A A 5 R 95 5 R M 26 1 B
/M. -

R 3. MM X A EAAR, L Dec
N3 L2 78 pR %

MERR. i X 6 RIYIZREEN C, S5 Dec(C).
Ix(zle) N C 4B, X 14 MR 2R 55 1 oR 4.
foec(zle) N C HER, RIGEE Dec(C) 5T 14k
X A2 FE R AL, T4 MRS 2% Dec @5 i)
H A RIE NG fpee(z|e) = fx(z]c), BI:

[fpec(@le) = fx(zle)]| < e (20)
X, e RATE /MO IE S

ST (B KL B RIE BIeE XTA):

min K L(fx (z[e)l| fpec(]e)) =
IBirclEceC [ln fX(CE|C) —In fDec(x|c)] (21)

RN In fx (x|c) N EFIRIINZREE X K HXF B H
FRAESE ¢ RIAWE R, FTLH N8, ARE T
BEACAR B AN B8 B i o k. ks (21) & Ttk
T

IB(IEI(} _ECEC In fDec(x|C) (22)
XN
—EcecIn foec(le) = = f(ei) - In fpec(wiles) (23)

i=1
U, m R AN I 2 A TR B

BT o fECH, IR e AR, b
fle) =1

NN, X fFEIESTA, X ~N(x; 2%, a?).
Horb o 2 o B4l TE (Dec @1 2 FiiiE e &5 5, /I
z* = Dec(c). MM (23) 5T

= I fpec(@ile;) =
i=1
“ 1 (x; —x})?
— 1 . — v =
; n< 210 exp( 202 ))

m " (zy — at)?
5 -In(2m) +m-Ino+ ; 53 (24)

KA, 2 = Dec(c;), ¢ Nx; WIRHIE. BT 2 D2
BT, R BRI R G BR BE Ao R, A R R —
TGO T R A el DTk, 307 ZE R R

m

lossyse = = > (z; — a})? (25)
=1
P (24) MR s 1AL (25) T4 AL
i (24) M T (25). O

HAr A 1 A5, SIS AR MY fpec(x) ~
fo(x) BEBEAERT fo(x) 5 fx (o) EALL MIMTIEE]
BB TS (fx ()| fa(z)) FE BOREALE i B
(1), A8 1 38 G 453 5% bR B0RH 55 2 114 19) A



2294 H Zlj (4 ¥ H 48 &
L 2 T, 5 AR P AR B wene

B L) SRRV, 220 VAR T4 A Sta) =2 2 (Hi+1, )~ 16 P+

(fx(2), fo(x)) RBARME— B AT 1054 H 16, j+1) - I(i, §)?) (26)

HHIE.

Hidm il 3 AN, A GRFEAR X 75 & IS 0 A,
e Y3577 ZE A R R . BT UINZREE X AR A (R 4
HfEE (JURTESHE). s SAEmE (5 -G
SUHEMIOR) S RBRFILAE B, s = KOl iR e
BT A3 AL 1525 0 A R e B B 2 A (R 2.

M L& 2R

I DA EFEIR ) mT DATS B REAN I 25 [ I 2507 1%,
s Frs:

LB MR (7) o UIZk U-Net Y H 34w
AL, SREIZREE X RHIESE C.

S 2. Mk (10) THE B AIGME 6, RS =
1 WX RS 28 Dec (fRt5 s 54 Mdy G IEILE
W] 24 25 ) — B0) 8 FH 35 7 R AR $R A AL 7 VR AT i
WGk, BERBANHEE RSTAS o O R RFERY c.

S8 3. AR RS 2 FG(2) B A 5
# D W& A 3T AR B PR 7 V200 Hadb AT AR
FEHT.

LI 4 AR RSS2 B4 A G g, ff
FH 383 77 ARAE $B LAk 7 0 JL AT R W8 782
221k G.

S5 BEE LT 2~ 4, HIEF &K epoch
oAk,

3 SRR

AL, R 3 EEAR RSN, Tensor-F-
low1.12.0 GPU A, CUDA 9.0, cuDNN 7.4, %
15 GTX1080, GTX1080Ti, RTX2080Ti i F.
SEG ) HABES a0 .

TN R R BUIRE
58 TR EG A BT 2 A AR OB Y A= R P MG A
R, EH Inception score (IS)55 34, 5 H5 8 HE £
(Frechet inception distance, FID)® 4 135 i
FEBEAT VRN . 1S A2 VPAN A2 B UG 1) ot 2 A X 2071
ZREMERIFEAR (6 2 RE PRI B A — 2%, JRAR(E
. FID 2 PP A i UG & A0 22 R 1
AR, TR IS 80 A T EAIZRER oo B, 15
FID x5 ZEUIZREEfont e, FID B/ 3R B 5 1)1 25
LG & I 2 v . T R R R
(AL 3 JoT B R b, e A B 2 QUSRS R IE
b7 5 7 V238 R FH ) T RE R BR S RIB T A

2.3

3.1

K, 13, 7) RRTEEBFEAR o KR (4, 5) /bR
FAEKA, w b 73 AR SAEARE G o 15 5
B AR S () Bk DAEUSAR AN B AR 25777 B

NEIEA S GANs AR AR Rl EUR RO ROR, ik
HY Celeba A1 Cifar10 £ ¥a 423174, B 22 140
5 BT FIR.

Celeba B EILEF 202599 K F A L2
BB, FikEB KN 178 x 218 B K. fES28
BEHLHT 50 000 5k KI5, &80 H 64 x 64 N K&
fERIZREE. Cifar10 45 A 50000 5K I ZR4E
FaE G 10000 KR E R A EIZ. BikE A K
/N 32 x 32, 10 AN G AE I ZREEFN I 4
e AR AH ], S2B63% F Cifarl0 fIYIZREE/E N GANs
M. B 3 ~ 4 R T INZREERIREAREE.

Kl 3 Celeba HiiEFEA
Fig.3 Samples of Celeba dataset

Kl 4 Cifarl0 BEdErtAk

Fig.4 Samples of Cifarl0 dataset

3.2 4FEF LI

TEEGRHE S 2 HRLIT U-Net 195 2
EEE WIS TR ], BEMEOEEN:
wxh+10x10, 10 x 10, 10 x 10 flw x A (wﬂlh
A& EE TE A BT, S B UM softsign, A
Adam F7EHHTOL, 2218 K 0.001, ShER 7N
0.9. BFHEFEHL 100 AMFEAS EUE I R (8] ERFAE, 1548
WHCH 7000. £ GTX1080Ti BE%M:F, Cifarl0
BE S E AR AIZ) 8 7 /N, Celeba $idE 4 bRl
FERF 2074 18 /N
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P 5 Jios 1 AR I GRAEAS AL RN SR AR
L. s 3 AT BB SN — A RTT, B RITH AR
LATRJIER, 5 2 A7 R M, 55 3 AT XS L RHE
B, FERFE R, B 1A% R SRR AE B 1A
PEBER.

K5 U-Net Azl
Fig.5 Samples of U-Net auto-encoder

i/ 5 FTLLE t, U-Net Z5#4 T 1 H S iDL A
A A 1 B S A R B R, P B B 25 R AR
A LA R ER IS BE 7. B 5 v DOWLER H &
BHEMIBR TS, BRI OB,
R, FHIE B L B — . ] 5 K R
W1~ 4 513k R BRI S AR R I, TR
Y IETH. 25 5 ~ 8 #1155 U, 8 A 2 XSk KB
OHERLLELEE B . 5 2 6 B, EATT I RHIE A B
BBE X 2, AT R BT 5 2] B R R T
JR 4 B ) — 2645 B, an BRI 7 7). £ Ci-
far10 Hod & PR SR G R IRER, Re B, J5
4 HI MG U S T, R et i .

F 14T Celeba fl Cifarl10 Hd 4 = A4 #f
RGN ZEENIEE(S L (Peek signal to noise ra-
tio, PSNR) FIZEHAHLEE (Structural similarity,
SSIM) Joi & FAti HiE 4.

® 1 HEBSEMEEGR PSNR A SSIM {HEE T
Table 1 PSNR & SSIM between original and
reconstructed images

3.3  EIMEMELIEXTEE

AT SIS NI UERE AR A 25, PR i RS )
TR A P D6 B i AR o B B e 3 11 A A T
WIR SRS, 1) IESFHE (BN GRFE A XS B I RFAE
FFEPRUEIEZ AR ); 2) BIETREIE (R NI RREA NS
LR & (-1, 1) (32150 45); 3) L1 f# 4R
KA. 4) L2 RS L %A, (RAS PR R 4 2K R 4
(KR E BT, 5) AT (L2 RS Lk 46 1F, BR
X5 B EORS BE DTHR )5 Bk, BT T IR R 1 F
PrAE S BAXS B 4.

B Sl 38 7 AR SR 7%, 221 %A
0.0002, h&EFF N 0.9, L& 1N 64, epoch %X
15 AR 1 A& 385 e, 3 (9) IS =
1.0x1077; & (10) H, r=2, 1=11. fE% 4 A&
B, A=1.0, r =1, I =epoch. Celeba Fll Cifar10
SEYS R AR B 50 000 5K B AT Geit e i, 3R 2 ~
3 EIR T Guit B ER1S B R S T FE A g R, HoA
LR TR R AR IR L2 2506 5 4k 5K AR FE Tk
PO SEEG, 28 5 B THE 5 IR A S M FE 3 (B I 2=
PRAE, MR R R .

2% 2 Celeba AN A fif AL S 25

Table 2 Results of different decoding experiments
in Celeba
X IS (o x0.01)  FID  FEWREMIME  EWESEEE
IS 2.71 +2.48  0.00 107.88 0.00
IEZSHFIE 1.88 + 1.25  42.54 121.40 13.52
WSIHE 1.82 4+ 148  43.04 123.02 15.14
L1 1.99 +£ 153 32.95 120.16 12.28
L2 1.69 &£ 0.97  46.08 96.88 11.00
L2 (AX) 205+ 1.84  25.62 114.95 7.07

F 3 Cifarl0 AN FfFERG SLI6 45

Huhidk EGLA HiE ez MME O BORME

PSNR 40.588 5.558 22.990 61.158
SSIM 0.9984 0.0023 0.9218 1.0000

Celeba

PSNR 46.219 6.117 28.189 66.779
SSIM 0.9993 0.0019 0.8180 1.0000

Cifar10

% 1 W LAE L, #£ Celeba A1 Cifarl0 %¥ii 4
|, U-Net B! 4 3h4mhhL EMIFIREAZE PSNR A1 SSIM
Tobr B AR IL. 454 5 okE, HIREUK
RHEEA VN ZRIERE A I RRAE R RE

Table 3  Results of different decoding experiments
in Cifar10
I IS (o x0.1)  FID  JEMESME TS EE
VIS 10.70 4+ 1.47  0.00 120.56 0.00
IEARME  5.63 4064  48.21 139.88 19.32
YRR 5.51 £ 0.79  46.57 137.13 16.57
L1 5.63 £ 0.79 44.53 138.04 17.48
L2 4.69 £ 0.55 79.10 119.62 0.94
L2 (A3) 5.83+£070 42.70 134.97 14.41

1) AT TN RUSHRIE ¢ LB, X3 2 ~
3 P IESFHIE, HISIRHIER L2 (A3C) RIin]
B, ASCITEAE IS A FID X IS fabr b, ¥
AL, FEAEE FID $8bs LA B ERTF, RAMH
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FEUGRFE ¢ BEAT fiAY 2 0 B0, BN IR AE 2R R 2
ANRERE SO L. X I BT R, A ST I I B R 4
B BN K, EJR A ST T B B 200 )1 R 4R ()3
b 7K T, 26 B RE B & R AR 1| 25 8 v A .

2) S W RRRSAT S R AR Y R A BE . X bR 2 ~
3o L1 A L2 (A3) ATA1, IS A1 FID f8 bRk SR 2
ARSI, TEW AR L1 2900 SR B H AR
BRI G E R M SCEEE B 2  (HAR SO VR B %
R SR B A 31| 2 B 3 A

3) F3 v PR ] g A £ SR 2% A 55 s o R R o B
PSR 2 ~ 3 1 L2 L2 (AR 30) mI 40, L2/
IS F1 FID #8458 & 5 95 %, X R H Z A A
BB B HE bR 22 %o BV 37 0 52 38 b v DA R B AN PR
il L2 23R 2% A 08 B i ok, 2 52 e AR R R
TSI . NERR 3 T L2 A R R T
TE T FE A AR I SR IR, T2 RO SO Y & 2k
SEUEMWE TR, 5 F N EUR R B R A S
SRR D (AR UL, 7K. KHLEESE)) S8
ARG T RE.

UL 3 AN T AT DUR I, ASCT5 i
rh A BEASRRAE AT A 2 26 B 1) BN P R A R
TER A B A B X T RS 45 2k sh B0 L2
BORFEA, B — B B AFAD 451 2% bR Hiont
BEEERI TR, (75 fpec(x) A for () NI ALLAH S5 2 2
B JE W A SRR B A BT o — 2R

K] 6 ~ 11 7R T1E Celeba 1 Cifar10 ¥l %
o B SRR AR PR BB I L2 L3R LKA S T ik
SEI6AE AEAR.

K 6 Celeba HHJEJRIESLIRAEA

Fig.6  Uniform feature experimental samples in Celeba

7 Celeba H' L2 ARG AR Hil B E STI0FE A
Fig.7 L2 decoding with not restrict weight
experimental samples in Celeba

¥R 8 %

K8 Celeba A 7 sLIGAEA

Fig.8 Experimental samples of our method in Celeba

B9 Cifarl0 "5 574 L SLBb REA

Fig.9 Uniform feature experimental samples in Cifarl0

Kl 10 Cifarl0 L2 AR5 A BREIE LI A
Fig.10 L2 decoding with not restrict weight

experimental samples in Cifar10

B 11 Cifarl0 A7 VL2 I REA

Experimental samples of our method in Cifarl0

Fig. 11

P 3 FIE 6 ~ 8 ATLLE H, AT H % (K 8)
A R AR AR, R SO 7S 2 R A B Sk
KRGy, PLE R ST T 24 AT AR i B S
(Kl 6), —Legr B {E BANE 78 2 050, 1M HIiSHE 7
BT S Xk, X 2R 2 A L IE I RE 2 AR O v 1 R
Rl R0 & Re % A2 i B 2 I SC B4 Y, H 2 S T4
BARBAR. T L2r AR g (E 1) BEE Ok
L, AR REA LU BN, S0RAE BH A R E, %
Wi 7 A AR 2 B B o] B 45 2K R EO0) o B B
(1) DT R A 0 L 1T
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WA 9 ~ 11 " BUE Y, ASC7i% (B 11) fE

B A ol PR Pl SRR S0 20 T 2 SIS AR AR
EGR (K 9) SR RAE 2. X L2 A
% (&1 10) M REWS A B G AR XS RO it BLE
Bl b 2 R B By W 3R B, AEAR ST,
AR U R E R, T R IE IS RS R AR
T, R A A 240 SR 2% AR A L DA R e B 5 3 PO g % R
KRR,

3.4 FERTSAT

AL GANs AR G A D 2% 545 741
5 DCGANs —2, I HASCK IS BUE/E N B
Hix, FER IS BUE/E AL H bR, NS IERIAL
FrRERS AR, 72— & & GTX1080Ti &R Mt
AL B T DCGANs MIZA 2 GANs 18 14
B, AU XS 2 AT H A ST R R B TR AR AR

R 4 nf DL 78 FUIZR B IR 8RR AR R AE
RT3 T, A GANs SFER A P B, X835 T4
f{) epoch H/b. 1B AL FER A T E, XIET A
W GANSs fEH 58 epoch I 25 JH A N 248 B g i5 4
WEAE. 2R 3.3 TsLIRw Bl UG H, IS H 1)
fEFAXAE 0 10 B 11 2 W IBEOINZ: A W rp ) 3t
6 K. TERFAESE B AR, B2 3.2 19 mrfn, HiE
i3z KT T S A B SRR . R EH AR L
G ANs 7EHRFIE 2% > 1L R A 5 I 2R A B AR AN K
SFEI (P98 D A R 1) 2 B0 A R T BRI
fEF.

R4 R

3.5 AN[E GANs SEI&XTEE

TEXF PN ZRSL I, AR SR G M AT D
W 4 454 5 DCGANs —%(, LSGANs. WGANs Al
WGANSGP (1) 2% 45 g Kb 38 75 16 AH [F]. 3 B35 77 iR
FEFEARATT 7%, 2% 2D R A B2 K43 518 0.0002
F10.9.

BEGANs 1 SAGANSs 43 Bl 4K 35 SCHk [16, 23]
AL B S5, SRS S E S —3, %A Adam
A, B seis mh 4tk & RS 64. 78 Celeba il Ci-
far10 A4 5256 45 25 B 50 000 5K B A #7047 500k 4t
i, 3158 5 ~ 6 SLIREE. f£% 5~ 6, SAGANs1
i WGANsGP ik sk £ (PRAIR S B E)
SAGANs2f# ] DCGANs #5126 % (b JS BU%);
KTARHT T GANs 285011, A58 50 2 g
KPR S 4G J5 235 /& U-Net H 2304
(EYIRERE = (g

XA AT 5 SIIG I T R

1) XFECAT 5 NFIA L GANs B8 (TS $5 45
ATLLEH, A BT LSGANs. WGANs fl
WGANsGP, HEANZ A 1S 48 F5 3 A — 5
DCGANs fl BEGANs 8 7, 3R 2 FE R
B2 T HA 2. 78 FID 6845 b, A ¢ GANsH R
B T3X 5 4~ GANs BiA! REIA L GANstRAY
FEXT B B A RSN SREE 70 AT . 7RG B e b L
EARIG I EIEA R BOR, (B2 E 5 IIZEZ
T 0T B A ZE PR R /N SR A SC GANSs X s A
PO EE A5 B X LU R S0 mT ) fl TR AE 4 )
HSHER D, LIRS GANs A% H B 2

Table 4 Test of time cost RS MR, &SN epoch iﬁ[ﬂu%ﬂj, A
s By epoch ¥ AFEHT (s)  EALFERT (5) XFF iR GANs B B SRS
Coleba DCGANS" 20 3616.03 180.80 2) Xftt SAGANSs A GANs 25, M\ SAGA-
RIRE 15 286833 1912 N1 AIASC GANs #5550 7T 40, 41k I 55 47481
Cifar10 DCGANs® 20 2388.53 119.43 FEEI [ SAGANSs LA AR T, 1S fabrH A&
ASHE 15 1sest 1 M4, FID $RARREAF T4 30 GANs; 5B fi b
#£ 5  Celeba F1AF GANs Xf Lt
Table 5  Comparsion of different GANs in Celeba
GANs B4 epoch HeAT 4R (x10°) IS (o x 0.01) FID T2 BT S8 TR 221
VS 2.71 + 2.48 0.00 107.88 0.00
BEGANs!"™ 35 YN 4.47 1.74 + 1.29 46.24 77.58 30.30
DCGANs"! 20 JS R 9.45 1.87 + 1.58 50.11 124.82 16.94
LSGANs!"® 35 Pearson % 9.45 2.02 + 1.63 39.11 122.19 14.31
WGANs" 35 KRBT 9.45 2.03 + 1.75 40.31 117.15 9.27
WGANsGP! 35 N 9.45 1.98 4 1.82 37.01 121.16 13.28
SAGANs1® 30 TR R g 10.98 2.06 + 1.79 21.94 109.94 2.06
SAGANs2 30 JS W 10.98 1.99 + 1.79 31.04 99.57 8.31
KR IVE 15 JS + A KL 8uUZ 9.45 + 0.84 2.05 £+ 1.84 25.62 114.95 7.07
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¥R 8 %

% 6 Cifarl0 I AR[A GANs Xf

Table 6 Comparsion of different GANs in Cifar10

GANs 7 epoch % AL SR (x10°) IS (0 x 0.1) FID T I S5 E ik W7 A4 A
HERS — — — 10.70 + 1.47 0.00 120.56 0.00
BEGANs" 35 TREE T PR B 3.67 5.36 + 0.65 107.64 80.89 39.67
DCGANSs" 20 JS #uUE 8.83 5.04 + 0.27 54.27 139.12 18.56
LSGANs!" 35 Pearson #/¥ 8.83 5.70 + 0.36 43.35 135.80 15.24
WGANs! 35 355 17 JEL B 8.83 5.25 £ 0.33 53.88 136.74 16.18
WGANsGP! 35 R T E B S 8.83 5.39 + 0.30 50.60 139.17 18.61
SAGANs12 30 TREE BT PR S 8.57 6.09 L 0.47 42.90 126.28 5.72
SAGANs22 30 JS HUE 8.57 5.37 + 0.46 53.49 133.54 12.98
KRT7k 15 JS + X KL Hu 8.83 + 0.23 5.83 & 0.70 42.70 134.97 14.41

b, EREE S EMEARSORE R, BASHE
rﬂa‘%%ﬂs—ﬁz, {HHANZE epoch FHH .2 T 43 GANs
AL FEXTHE SAGANS2 FIA ST GANs o] 41, A
CRE R SUR B B AL TR AL IS BREE ) SAGANS
AL YERH 2 TS B AR A B bRel E 04K H Ax
I, AR GANs R LG fl N = A AL A ) — 1k
AL SAGANSs BRI LT (. [R]INF, 38k o 87
%t DCGANs 5 WGANs. SAGANs1 5 SAGANSs2,

ATLAE ) Ak IS HiRE AR A A il G 5T & 22 TR
AR R B I PR SRR A G R R X AR T
WGANsM {204t JS R B AT 6 i SRt B 2k
I R, SR B T T

% 6 7l &1, 7E Cifarl0 Hdl 4 H K SRTELE |
R SZ I G, (HINGE R R A, %A H
FMEAR I 4 B .

JE I DB SEEGH e K A el A, RS GANSs 25

G YERRIA BIBR T AL WHFE RS (1) SAGANS 4
(B R. AT &, A3 GANs 7E5LL JS #E
REMRAL B AR, B 22 A B ST A iR B iH
PE B SAGANS, - H W4 45 0y 335 4l FvE & )
MU ARSI — AR Ak . ]I 78 TR 2R B I 2y
MERIHTHE N, A3 GANs BRI B /> epoch %L

HHE 12 ~ 19 BIJE7R, A LLEDWHEXT t BEGANS,
DCGANs. WGANsGP Al SAGANs1 ) GANs 4
SR

K 12 Celeba H' BEGANs S2a R4
Experimental samples of BEGANSs in Celeba

Fig. 12

K 13  Celeba 71 DCGANs SZ¥aFEA

Fig.13  Experimental samples of DCGANs in Celeba

B 14 Celeba F WGANsGP SZEREA

Fig.14 Experimental samples of WGANsGP in Celeba
Kl 15  Celeba #1 SAGANs1 SLHFEA
Fig.15  Experimental samples of SAGANs1 in Celeba

XF bE 43 M1 d F Celeba 45 8145 GANs 14
R . & 12 7750, BEGANs BARAEIR %] T
BFFAEHEAT 52 21, B R LE PR AO™ (1) s A B
FRIG, I HARMEGHIBEE. mE 13 ~ 14
Al %1, DCGANs Al WGANsGP 4 s B 40815
SR X 22, b an i 2 IR T 35 1 v A S B
AR AR R G A A TR SR S S B ELR,
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16  Cifarl0 ' BEGANs SEEFEA

Fig.16  Experimental samples of BEGANSs in Cifarl0

Kl 17  Cifarl0 1 DCGANs S5 FEA

Fig.17  Experimental samples of DCGANSs in Cifarl0

K& 18 Cifarl0 H* WGANsGP szt A

Fig.18 Experimental samples of WGANsGP in Cifar10

Kl 19 Cifarl0 ' SAGANs] S FEA
Experimental samples of SAGANs1 in Cifarl0

Fig.19

X R A X R I T R S8 A 0 A e 1 DR
—. [ 15 REAR W 0 4% B A0 A R B A 3 R B 1
SAGANs A= BRI MR, 78 [T F 7 25 Al S0 8 45 R AIE 5
S, JFHEGE 8 (ASCRCR), tRE AR I 47 i
A B UG AEAS, LR 25 R0 S0H 25 4 2 0 LA T .
XfEe Cifar10 Hs A28 o U, BRIE 16 7T LLEH &
G ZE A, M LA E AT T A, AR5 3.5 A
6 B AT 7o

gi TR, AR (IS + A KL BUE) AT
T DCGANSs (JS BU¥) A8 8 84T, 76 1S 48
br LB AEIA ] LSGANs (Pearson #%). WGANs

(PRZEWIHPEE) 55 GANs B8 U AR R, It
HAE FID #5845 bt —D prdd s, thah, R0
AT S R BEIE I A TR R W HFR B ) SAGANS
BIEACR, 3 S8 E I B3N, 7RI 2Rkt
ARHE TS 2 SE R, RS s 21 Be A R
YIZRAT T ) epoch %4

4  LERIE

NIEE GANs BB AERUT =, % RER IS BUE
AT f A A ABL KA A ke o A ke PG R R 1 AN
M) A S R o 498 T R AR A0 AR 240 TR 2% 1 SR ik
FHIXLLRIM . SEEG 4k SRR B, B F AR AR AL AR RS £
WAEBAT W BN L3R, 45 R T AR A il i &
PEFE AR /D epoch . [T, A SO VERERS A HE
HOREFEL I R 4R O R AT B 4. AR SO v I 4k
FEAS T 2 =) PR ASASAE, B/ DN 7 4% 25
&, (B B2 R LR B R0 8] % T A
FRAESR B 2, REAE 20 A 5 BE AL 75 40 A 1) 9% R 0
A SR I S B A3 — P i A
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