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Optimization of Deep Convolutional Neural Network for Large Scale Image Classification

BAI Cong, HUANG Ling, CHEN Jia-Nan, PAN Xiang, CHEN Sheng-Yong

(College of Computer Science and Technology, Zhejiang University of Technology, Hangzhou 310023, China)

Abstract: Features from different levels should be extracted from images for more accurate image classification. Deep learning is used
more and more in large scale image classification. This paper proposes a deep learning framework based on deep convolutional neural
network that can be applied for the large scale image classification. The proposed framework has modified the framework and the internal
structure of the classical deep convolutional neural network AlexNet to improve the feature representation ability of the network.
Furthermore, this framework has the ability of learning image features and binary hash simultaneously by introducing the hidden layer in
the full-connection layer. The proposal has been validated in showing significance improvement through the serial experiments in three
commonly used databases. Lastly, different effects of different optimization methods are analyzed.
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1] 1 0 2 EAT B0 AR 0.8 2 IR B AR 2% AlexNet®I7E ImageNet K HUBERL 5 IR Ml Bk ik 2012(ILSVRC-
2012) A1 53 254 %% v 3145 7 2. VGG LK 5 B I 45 KA BE 4R i 21 19 J2, 9793 BIFRAS ILSVRC-2014 [£]5E {4143 2%
(%5 1 4 A58 2 4.GoogleNePH2 i T Inception R 24800, M 78 T 22 2R E M4 3815 T ILSVRC-2014 (11533
52t 25 MSRAVVE i HF 91 48 1 45 37 K 5 2 PE i | L GoogleNet 5 T 26% (152 Fh. % 48 F 1 55 Sof 1 LR 5 A 25 114
PEBEAE 25 1R R IR 52 M (AN 282 it 358 0 ) 8% 958 5 2 368 Sofs P8 1 2 X AN AN 2 4 T I 8% s 2, 3 2 PRI I 465 11 1
A8 ResNet® 5] N 7 5% 22 0 45 £ 4 78 1113 IO 2% 14y 130 B A e 7 430 52 914 2 1 o 0. 76 6 JEE 7l B Densnet® &3t 7 — Fib
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W 8% J2 3 H L SR B 53— R B, 1 ) 4% A S8 R R i ) T A SR 2 IR O ) R T 2 R R, R R T
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H AT A — 2B 5080 T BRAR N 4538 4T 10 T+ SRR 0O % P 10 7 T A A — A TN G 09 4 S 2 7 0k B |-
FHAR /> 1 2 B0 4 e B 45 I 25 B AR 28 0 25 [F) I, 10 A — SR 50 30 3 oo 388 ) 4% 1 465 4 R R AT A0 28 031 10 A
AL B B 1) B SR AT TR 23 2812 A F e At of 22 K 25 1 PR 202 B2 L T A N 1 B R ) HCP o 251231,

Wil o T A X 4% B AT RIS 5 S I R 7R KB 4 Bk AT WS Bt AN AER (B T4 B 7R ST
B _E AR AR AN O N A B2 DR L T RN AT i THD AT AE B 34l e SR gl ) v b R P T O RS B4 4R 1
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2.1 AlexNet4&HEZRHI 1L

AlexNet HEZLUIP 1 BT /R AZAE R (N A R SR LI BR 28 Bt A PR T3 — S A ME SR BRATT I A
J7 T REZEHEAT T itk S5 Ak, 2 D X 26 A B8 R ) 26 PN S A A0 AN 7 T I 48 HEZE R B4k 2 R i A (L) 7E 5
2 G b KA - AE Ak T7 308 AR S i s ORI AL (2) fEIEHEZ FC-T 5 FC-8 I3 in— AN ¥7 (0K A 4
EMRE HaE 1 B RHERTR T RZ N R A B A 5 &i(1) R — E AR 2 5 X S
A #0714 4k B (batch normalization) 6 N F — AN RI4% 25 (2) 442 2 B0 B 507 F Maxout 805 B8 %,
B RSk 19 Relu B0 B 2

A =n | 5y

BEE kR BERE WbE BRE BEE BEREE Wz 4

Fig.1 AlexNet architecture and the optimizations
Bl 1 AlexNet 4545 14 & &AL Ak
2.2 Maxout+Dropout?E #5711 £ [ 48 & U HFHE 37k
1 25 A0 PR 5, 10 Sigmod . ReLu HAEFBLA — 44 bR 3, T A 72 12219 1], Maxout B % 0045 1 72 445 32 1 55 4L
Maxout A5 784 g — i 5y i) £ 47 45 140, SR P a5 K (R0 08 T 3 8 g BN x e R (R o W] DA 45 58 OB N 161

B, B R FREIRE), Maxout fi A Z — AN iR IE Ay
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TE ML R 2 Maxout BRI & ANBRUZ 1 o () S A4 2 o SO KA o H A D m B i SR
Maxout 3% bR H T LA 1 A — AN o3 BEZ M B 5, T DAL 6 A 5 1 R B DR A e B 271 U 2 I e 7R
B AR SR AL ). X ZE Maxout BTG A 2 ANSE M A KR T R 04 B B G ZEP A Maxout it T
DS BT B30 45 bR ) 9UL A AL DL bR K0 TR T, X 438 T BLIER 3o )1 2 51 45 BB Z AT 5K 2.

9 T f P Maxout #i HH IR AR B 1 i1, Dropout bR BOBEINE Maxout 2 e, LA B i i i ) 28R A SCAE
AERJZAI Maxout+Dropout AU &SN Relu i f 4 S IR T 54l 5. B () B RRFAE. 5 i B
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RKFRBE LR AT 55 (0 Mk B AR FE AN TR 1R 43 84T 55w S ey & ) B3 v o B8 4 (1 vt b =2, 0 L R 78 R FE I 4%
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B )R FC6-8 REML R I Hh A I BUE B 3% £ v |2 1) PR BURRAE 7R IR 43 288 L Aar 3R AN HAAT 55 b 8 0 AR G 1R 2 IR
EI BT IR AIE 72 %642 35 FH Hinton (%175 3: BV FCT J2 283K G RRAE (B FCT J2 it AORRAE A2 o 4 (10, 35 06 25 88 i -
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G 77 3Q R AR AR R GINBRUZ, — A>T DL R I 27 ST RFALE 2 32 00 8 A i 54 1) 2 A 4o 22 190 2 S R0 A3 DAY 22
R RFAL 27 >) RTIE A5 G A 225 B0 AR AE T AN ORI AT T 68 15 2 >0 SR P A5 R AL (1 BE 710 RN e A G A 6 1 4 I
F10 Hs 245 Ak B 5 3, 38 B X A AR A 48 19X 226 14 v 4 R i Y R AT RO S 4, 56 49 19X 2 B L B AT 5 v SR 1 SCRFIE, BLAE
AR AIE 1) B B A KR A, REAE AR KRR FEE gt ke A A7 o YR DA R o B TR 55 i)

3 ZWERSH

N T BT AR ST R 7 VR A R A SR CaffelOse Bl 7 40 B 1 B 28 5 0 Ak R0 B 27 ST HE 242 % P i
Y G5 R 28 AR R 1) 757 X, B FHAE ImageNet 0854 - I ZRaT AlexNet [1RUE KA 46 1k W 4%, 715 B )2 A 2 1)
FAH SR F BE AL 46 A4 10 77 20,38 0 ) A% 38 596 00 B AR SR 48 R N 48 2 80, Se B 7 s I B K IR R 2 ).
SEEG AR L B A5 17-6800K CPU,32G N 7E 41 GeForce GTX TITAN X &£ (1) T 1k b E#k4T.

ISAESEIGAE 3 AN AFEHIE A MNIST. CIFAR-10. CIFAR-100 L #H47 &N Hi 248 3E4T 7 In T 3 Mz
AP AR A T b S0 (1) 7R I 4ni%E 822 ) Maxout &t Relu SRS R B TE FC-7 5
FC-8 ZIAIBINFRJZ H;(2) TEF 1 FioR 4 HESL A SE R 176 6 A2 I L RS0 A A 28 5(3) FH e K- 1E M fk 7
ERAR AL GE I B KA AL 92, BLAE 403452 2 K A Maxout F17E FC-7 5 FC-8 Z 18] 5| AB&JZ H, Bl & 1 e 4%
HE T 735 1) ) 285 HE 2, 410, AR S F 24 B2 H 1190 920 B 45 Lo 4 O 448 HE 24 ) e 24 AR 4k T v

BUG o 2R RE VRO Fi8 br S5 22 28 M0 e L R

ﬁ%$ZW%ﬁ%%%E@ﬁ

B oy R S5

x100% (16)

31 HEE

MNISTEUM R4 2 1 0~9 2 18] 9K P F 5 ¥ 4L i B 4, 3640 8 10 25404 60 000 kIl 25 K5 A0
10 000 5k Pk % . 18 K /N 28%28 14 2.

CIFAR-10B2% 45 4 3 73 54 10 2% 45— 35 H1 6 000 3K % (4 IR 41 R 3L vh 405 50 000 5K Il 25 E{4 A1 10 000
TRl BT B R/ R 32x32 B &K

CIFAR-1002 44 4 7 (1 B4 K/ 55 CIFAR-10 —#E, AN 32x32 15 240 4 (H 2 1% 3008 2 5 100 2K 1%
R —JEHE 600 TR A R, 42 500 5Kl kB A A 100 7k E A

3.2 MNISTHIRELE RS

MNIST %4 45 2 B 10 AN 25 91 () A5 4 B35 1T, BT DA D) 4% 60 i 1 985 9 10 3, B LB 48 8 T 10 M5
HE R BN, V5 B E AN 2 TC I AN B n=48,batchsize=64, H115 % > % LR=0.001, K F BEHLER B K B4 (SGD) Il 4k
B3 X S0 1R 45 BN E ATk RS bL B LT g v D2 248834 g L e 45 TR LR 1,

Table 1 Performance comparison of error rates on the MNIST dataset
R1 RS EERE MNIST FEER SR

5y K0Tk REH(%)
2-Layer CNN+2-Layer NNF! 0.53
Stochastic Pooling'®*! 0.47
NIN+Dropout!* 0.47
Conv.maxout+Dropout!??! 0.45
AlexNet-Fine-tuning!**! 0.47
AlexNet+FC.maxout 0.66
AlexNet+FC.maxout+Batch Normalization 0.67
AlexNet+FC.maxout+Max-Ave-pooling 0.50

MBS S 45 SR AT LAt AE A SC R B 3 R S, A 42 8 T Maxout i bR KK £ 2% 23 FEF RIS T
JEAE R Batch Normalization f{% 1% 7 248 2 # PR A 5 -4 b A0 14 5 925 (0 0 20 S 3R K T RHE 22 £ 1 g
53919 0.66%H1 0.67%. [l R FH F k- H (b Ak J7 FE 286 45 R 5 LEBHEHE AlexNet™ R1 I i ¥ g B2 i 1 7
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2,0 NINBUAT Conv.maxout+Dropout@23 A 557, — J5 1, A MNIST $iodfs 4 i 8, — 9k 18 A 5 145 A5 B H
D ARG LA BBV MR IE SR I 2 J5 45 245 12350 RE A AR 4 3 0 e ok, DRk, Maxout 76 5 2% MR A5 5 b s %
AR 7 b 33 A7 R I 2028 P AR RUFE AR B H 4 vh R R PR AR KA FL 5 — 7 1HI Batch Normalization & %1% & 4411
) 5% HIE Z0 10047 R U1 5 1) AEL7E A S0 X 488 i B R BRATT R I, R 23848 1 000 ¥k 2 J7 W 48 Bt e I 31124 2% 1)
iR 5y 952 BT LA Batch Normalization )51 AT 43 2280 BT e (¥ 48 F AN K B R DAFE — 5@ R 13 Bk g 2 31
U N - RN
3.3 CIFAR-10¥IB &L EE R 74

CIFAR-10 4 & vh % 26 5 1 434 10 28,7 LAAE R 4 o HH /2 - 10 3, DAHOR T 10 2K 51 1)
CIFAR-10 %4 B4 1) 43 2. IR, 15 58 B B AR T 1N n=48,batchsize=64,¥) 6% 2] % LR=0.001, 3% F BE HL
B BE T B2 5 (SGD) VI 25 i A8 M 308 122 E 9 L X sz M fE 5 Stochastic Pooling™®. CNN+Spearmint®®l,
Conv.maxout+Dropout, MCDNNE®S, NINBY, CNNE4ZE MNIST #0384 FAE T LL#k, 45 50 0% 2.

Table 2 Performance comparison of error rates on the CIFAR-10 dataset
F2 R AFRLE CIFAR-10 H4m 4L LI L4 1

EVRS R (%)
Stochastic Pooling™! 15.13
CNN+Spearmint[®! 14.98
Conv.maxout+Dropout!??! 11.68
MCDNNE! 11.21
NIN+Dropout®*! 10.41
AlexNet+Fine-tuning** 10.60
AlexNet+FC.maxout 11.10
AlexNet+FC.maxout+Batch Normalization 11.37
AlexNet+FC.maxout+Max-Ave-pooling 9.80

S 5 AT LA H B TE 4535 322 08 ] Maxout B35 BR B E AN e BUASE 6 1 d KR T 78 BT L vk
b T e KT AR T AE B AR R A 2 A MaxoutP g ik B 11.689% 148 15 7 262 A SCHR H 11 5 1
R4 ER R T Maxout 0% BB AT LUIAS 11.10%(1 2 B, BARTE B3R TH I AN B (B 75 I 2R I X 4% 5
BT E I RN D T E W 2% )5 B2 i Batch Normalization 403, 14N B8 AR 47 b A 45 40 28R 22 1T
N K- BB 2 5 R K3 T B R BRI, A B T4 9.80%. B U6 AT I, f K-35 (it Ak J7 =M T - 5
M B K AEIBAY, 25 A T P RS AN AR T RN T AR AN AR P A a0 75 K FoA B B 58w i B e DR B T
B (1 EEUGREAE, 1 A 15 009 2 75 I i Jk A8 rh oA B8 0 10 27 ) RE AR B 246 2 2] 31 1) W 24 UM 1 2 580 4 3@ . Batch
Normalization ftk #3464 1K 51N, IR R T 5 R JBE 4o 228 04 268 )11 S R ¥ £ 3 o, o BRI 45 )1 23 32, 7 1) 45 &%
AR RRF A E A IR BEA AR GR I % L, Batch Normalization FAF FH 72 AT LL4 200 1.

3.4 CIFAR-100¥#E&E LI LER 74

ST IR IE AR ST H 1 0 5 A5 R TE 22 24 0 ) K a4 L ¥ R 4y 2K RE U, CIFAR-100 4 42 4 I ok kAT
it b S 56 R DT TE 2% H4% 48 10 % H 28 8 100, 190 46 455 B ) 4 HE e B A 100 AN IS, I 1% B E AR e N ECh
128.[FJIf, BESE batchsize=64, 4] 4R % 2] Z LR=0.001, % I MBS L T 1472 (SGD) Il 2 . A ST 5 HE AL
Learning Pooling™"\. Stochastic Pooling!®*!, Conv.maxout+Dropout!??!, Tree based priorsE&F1 NINE4#: CIFAR-100
MR ER i g R L 3.

NS5 48 SR DA A SR H 1 9 2 A0 Ak v LA AR B 1z A BE D E 2 8 KB L 42 CIFAR-100
E IR AR ZE G T LA S HE - AlexNet+Fine-tuning™ ), th 0t 24 81 1 B8 % 47 1) BS540 25 05 135 48 4 1 5 Sz nt
bl A ST 7 25 72 SR FH i DR - 34 A WA 4 32 52 2R Maxout 0% bR B50K% B3 2 H IR A 1 2% 455 R A 8 3
D H B I 1 2 S P B R ZE PRI R T 29.15%.
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Table 3 Performance comparison of error rates on CIFAR-100 dataset
£ 3 HHRKRIE CIFAR-100 Kdi 4 b (1 H i 45 R

7RI R (%)
Learning Pooling®7 43.71
Stochastic Pooling!®! 42.51
Conv.maxout+Dropout?? 38.57
Tree based priors'®®! 36.85
NIN+Dropout!*! 35.68
AlexNet+Fine-tuning!*4 32.62
AlexNet+FC.maxout 31.75
AlexNet+FC.maxout+Batch Normalization 32.34
AlexNet+FC.maxout+Max-Ave-pooling 29.15

35 BEMHATNMHMEGSXERNZM

9T BIE R R R O AN HON BUR 4> B8 IR FRAT 0 BITE B 3 AR AR B IR [F 4 e AN Em
BIE 7 K B2 £E 0 MNITST. CIFAR-10 48 5619 10 73 AT 55, 1% € [ Z 40 & a4k n={12,32,48,64,128} .5
CIFAR-100 %4l 441 100 25,2 T 38 b W 4% 2 P N UL FC 1 175 450, 1 7 B JZ3 4 28 76 A4 n={100,128,256}.7E A 3
PR H IR B A4 7. AlexNet+FC.maxout+Max-Ave-pooling L #E4T 5256 batchsize=64, K445 =] % LR=0.001,%
FHBEALSE BE R B L (SGD) I 2R £t sz 3 45 IR L3R 4 A 5.

Table 4 Comparison of error rates on Table 5 Comparison of error rates on
different hidden unit (I) different hidden unit (I1)
T4 HERISBEREAFRREMEIG =5 HRISBEREAFRBREMEIG
MRS B (1) AR EE (1)
sk 12 32 48 64 128 pignES 12 32 48 64 100 128 256
MNIST (%) 045 048 050 055 0.58 CIFAR-100

CIFAR-10 (%) 1219 11.00 9.80 10.05 10.55 %) 77.62 51.10 39.46 346 32.16 29.15 29.54

M IR AR BT LUR B E 22 TB B UG o R FE R A R 1. T MINIST B 45, b 45 a2 ol
2T FRIIE N, 73 2N B R AT BRI (HAR Z AR R AE 0.1% &2 4. R KN MNIST Hii &m0 G5 B
SR TRT B 3 N 48 TE A B2 15 0 4% S 0L, ARG 40 S B2 5 F CIFAR-10 $idi 48, M B Z i & e M4/ 48 B,
I 25 A B3 i, P 15 40 280K RS BRI 7 (R TE 48~64 2 (R, 23 2K FE AR AL A B 5, B 128 ) M 248 R i i 0L &
PR, 53 G B FF IR PR AIG. X T CIFAR-100 %4 48, R Dy 43 28 H AR 100 5, 71 LB R 1 fE R B 4 oA 30h
T 100 W) WX 25 4b T RANEARFS, E 128 F1 256 B, 19 26 [ 73 FEM B L A FE - 2% 6 25 R MG 40 20ks B DL R v B %
RS (8], AR SCE MNIST BB 4E R CIFAR-10 048 45 7 BT FH A & I 25 Hh B 2 2 6N B0 48,78 CIFAR-
100 $HEEFRRZEM S LA N 128 4

4 LERE

AR P TR B B W 2% AlexNet [ (B A 75 G 2 K HE 28 38 5 76 % B 2 A i e k-1 B 1k
b 77 FITE 42 242 2 R FH Maxout W0 R $i DA K 78 B2 S8 30 MBI 75 9 A, B 0% 5 I 2% ST RFAIE 1R RS 1 22 T8 0 i
R T AE S T gD R, A SC 4R R T 3 Batch Normalization 3 F 78 5 822, DL B ] Maxout 405 bR 3045 3
fh AT BE IR T Fe, R AT T % E B0 LB TE 3 ANH AR R S RO R M B 1 5 i . AlexNet
T3 VEIEAT HOXE S50 RO 18 3 b, 45 R R TR S AR E A S oK -3 B A 5 5K 7E A& E R A Maxout BUE BRi
OB A8 WA A 4 B0 B BT (1 B8, 3R 1R 4 10 S BT B R SR AR TE B i B 2 i Bl b 3k — 25 1
HEP) 25 HE L, 5 o) SERE T 0 R AE Rk R 2 N T BB R . H AR IR 1 55 A 22 B4 0 W AT 55 .
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