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Survey of Deep Learning Model Compression and Acceleration

GAO Han, TIAN Yu-Long, XU Feng-Yuan, ZHONG Sheng

(State Key Laboratory for Novel Software Technology (Nanjing University), Nanjing 210023, China)

Abstract: With the development of the amount of data available for training and the processing power of new computing platform, the
intelligent model based on deep learning can accomplish more and more complex tasks, and it has made major breakthroughs in the field
of AI such as computer vision and natural language processing. However, the large number of parameters of these deep models bring
awesome computational overhead and memory requirements, which makes the big models must face great difficulties and challenges in
the deployment of computing-capable platforms (such as mobile embedded devices). Therefore, model compression and acceleration
without affecting the performance have become a research hotspot. This study first analyzes the classical deep learning model
compression and acceleration methods proposed by domestic and international scholars, and summarize seven aspects: Parameter pruning,
parameter quantization, compact network, knowledge distillation, low-rank decomposition, parameter sharing, and hybrid methods.
Secondly, the compression and acceleration performance of several mainstream representative methods is compared on multiple public
models. Finally, the future research directions in the field of model compression and acceleration are discussed.
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RS2 25 SRS TR (1 s 248 A T A2 4 ) P Ao 222 I 4% 2 0000 T A 1 T IR 4 65 4 £ T A R TS 2R A S R T A
5556 U IGO0 R A3 B S50 B /b . 55 K SRS T7 AR B 4 s 4 i A5 B o B B JC 7 SRORIT PN A7 5 SR BE /N A B
JEL AR R RE 3 A2 SE N2 RS2 75 5K

ARG G IR 5 5 I T T E R LB 1 A R R SRR I A 5 i BOR 3R HH BT AL
T SANBTFEIHL, AL A SO 2 BETTHR. 5 2 79 200 B Al AR T 4 S n T VA HEAT 3 A5 NS
v S8R, BEMAE . MRZEME., R0, SHSEE, BT X 7 ANT7 IR T R BOR (A R IR,
I3 Hr HRF 558 3 T R B AR SRR A 5 Ik BOR b — BRI A M IR i R R 58 4 T ERI B IR 4 5
TR A R IR R T5 1] 5 5 190 42 SCREAT R4

1 @& 7

11 HARES

PR X 25 A 7E 20 tH2 40 SRR B, R B —E AR K. E ] 1989 4F,LeCun #IRHENH T F 5+
AR 530 B A e 2 N 6 T A T B G AR A LA R B I R R R O T 3 AL 4 I % (CNIN) [ 753 42 BT SR
BT HAH 7 HBUSE RS 5B 1 R FHE B (feature map) i 5 A B8 (14 v 1] 3l 5 26 R 45 51 N AR 1E 1)
(input feature map)s& i Ci, A~ HinxWi, B9 2D % N RFAE B 415 10 5, B — AN U8 U 2% (filter) 5 i N RFAE 1 A 3 8 %%
FHE, B Cin A dxd 13 FRAZ (kernel ) K B, B HE 45 4E 18] (output feature map) ft) 4 /> i (channel) B & M1 i AN AFAE K]
54— filter 3@ 45 Az F M0 43 242 2 B T 24 I Hd 2 AR 5 /N, 25 2t Bt 4004 ) A6 B 2 I 2 R
51 7 2% 1) AL T A DK A P B ke B AR AN W K T AR AR R TR GPU B B R M A N 4
HHT IR 95TE. 2009 4E,Deng & A K A 24 B G 1 55 K A4 38 F A R B FPE ——TmageNet # 2LN 2010
SETFUR A AR 40 2 28 I3 T 3% 50808 e 1 R U B4R 59 b 38— —ILSVRC™.2012 4E,Hinton BT 58 /N SR FH VR
JE 5 TR AlexNet™ B /3 1% Eb 2%, S Bl UK AR R 26.2% B8 51 15.3%. 5, TR 2 ST TR 2 H T
N TR AT E Y Z AR5 38 T A M IEFR A EH. BT REON. 8RR E S M
25T NI A2 7= R0 A i DA B K 1) 355 B

B REFilters

SANSFHESR
Input Feature Map AR

QOutput Feature Map

Fig.1 Convolutional operator

K1 &BRHE

TR JE 5 SIS Rk BB 4 0 0 (R B, T 5 A B R A A2 4 T ST B R0 P9 17 75 SR 484 04X 8 )2 1 AlexNet! !5 22
0.61 IZANPIL8 S0 7.29 12 UF S B 5L A6 32 40 233MB A7 5 Y VGG-16PTHI P 2% 2 88 31 1.38 42, 7% 14
R RHON 1.56 12, T5 B4 S53MB WAF. T 5 BRI J2 W9 4 (% B JBE 31 2% 1] 71, He $2 H T ResNet!® 1 4%, ¢ I AE
ILSVRC LLFEP RSz TR T 5% top-5 73 45 1%, i % 1 ResNet-50 W 4% 2 HUh iA 1] 0.25 12,75 A BT R
FIE 3.9 A2, WAL TR 20 102MB.JE K 1 I 45 2 45058 Wk 5 B8 K IR A7 A7 it T 384 K 1RO 77 a5 28 0 B R B8 vk 5 1
PSR AN SR R i) PR 388 K 33 A O e PR ) 1 7 T R S PR U A, B R BT AL R RE ISR R IEE . R 1 BRI
R/ Samsung Galaxy S6 F$ FILN ] 0888 Titan X 5% [ 2% 55, S 1R 46 22, T ok il A2 Sz o 82 FH ) 5 2.
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Table 1 Inference time of different deep models (unit: ms)
T 1 AFEIGR AL (4 2 ) (22 HD)
1%
i B Samsung Galaxy S6 Titan X
AlexNet 117 0.54
GoogleNet 273 1.83
VGG-16 1926 10.67

TEIR P 25 SV R H 2 OB (08 550 0 R B 2% S AR i 20 (1 7 P 75 SRAEAS AT P A o 2D | o B s s 2
SRAG [ IS A0 TH CRAIEAH 224 15 1) TR 6 1) /NS R A0 53 R FH A0 28 090 288 1) T AR 1 B AT 68 B2 2 = PR S 7Y T 4 1
B G 72 AR A T AR T2 X8, & Fh AR R AT,

1.2 R

SRR RE i A 2 i BRI TR, DA v R R A A A e DU R AT T A AR T AR R 3 B AT TR R AR AN
HERR B TS 5 R 0 TR R R AR I 2508 SC B HR A 2 BRI, 73 28161 B0 Mk LU R BT I S5 AN k.32 2 2
A H T E W AN aCET R 9% SRR #EAT 7 7 2R B A I8 DA K 512 03 28 TR R S0 B AR HEAT 0 B R 0L, AR AT B
F TR R T JIE R B B I SRR, O I 4R SCE AR AE DL IR BT W A N ST SR
BHEMLEIX 3 RINENBREBOERE 3 TR G 7 20X —H7 B Iy vk R 45 H PR A 28, R 2 B iE X
— U A T R R T TR R

Table 2 Literature classification and quantity of the reviews
F2 RS REHE
SCER[8]  SCHR[O]  SCHR[10]  SCHER[11]  SCHR[12] A

LI 19 14 2 11 12 42
SH = 7 13 2 10 27 40
& ®k o> fif 3 10 6 7 8 14
SRR - 3 2 6 / 14
B4 - 4 4 5 7 22
HIR 2R 12 7 - 8 3 18
WA ) 3 — - - — - 11

MR 2 o 150 2 R R A KA SCHR[8— 11 ol SCE AR T 2017 4 W IT A R TWE FE 77 15 FGHT 77
AR

Fig.2 Article publication time and quantity of the reviews

B2 ZRIR ISR R RN A 5 HE

MRS FATH BB B PE,2018 4R Ja , RRAE S KT 2 W EHISCEIBF] 64 Ja, 5 A SCSE T 3 H S HUH R L)
40%, Fo v SCHRI131 8 S6 4 th A2 B BT AL 1 I\ BEAE | 3B S B 1 R A1 FF 9 12 A £ 3R D s 8 AU 1R I 7 i
% Network Trimming!"" 8% {5 0 (¥38 38 B0 AF 9 W filter A2 15 5 22 10 b 1k, /2 45 44 1o BY B Uk I 5 5 1
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JHITAE IR T % & filter YU PH T 09HE AR 2 3. SCHR[18132 H (AR 4 2 B50x B 451 2% bR 2 (loss) IR 5 5k H 3& B2
TSR ENA R ATHE T B A T T e = A 5 oW, 51 80 7 8 BE M E B AR R R
A DL 30 A R B T SC B AR T AR A BRI S 1 A R M 3 T A AR 4 5 sl A ) R R L AR A
PRI B FRATT I £33 DT S s 3 s SR i 1) 25
1.3 EZE==M

Xof bl ARE 2 P 4% 5 00 AT LA 1 4538 S B AR SCHR H IR 23 TR N5 A GRS R T BT T
TG T FEEAT T S AR BT AR SO T AR R SR AE E R TR 22 W ERIE 200 £ SCE N 2 iR A
FEAE 5 0 77 92 03 JEHEAT T S S5 RN A R B e — 2 B AR MR I VA TE A TR T L AT T PR REX L AR
b T AR I 47 55 e A5 R SR (K BIE T 1 A B A ST B A BT T AR R IR 47 5 B AR AT — AN 4T TR I
AR TRE FE 7 ) 41 50 A SRABE 78 1 446 5 10338 0 F 7, (12 308 2R 5 S0 8 ) 52 o o .

2 [EHEFER

AT LA H BT AR R A S I TR, AR 3, N i 2 O S 4 45 R DA i T DU IR 4 T 1
LR 72K
Table 3 Summarization of methods for deep learning models compression and acceleration

R3 R IBRER G 5 s 7V B4

B3| Bk Eiiipy
SR | BET R T2 U TR VA o D0 2 T 2 U U R 5 2 i T LR MR U AR 2 4
i ZHifl K 0 2% 2 KO 32 A 4K R ko B A B SR A
o fRHk 2> % K v o 2 i o A4 0 R DA A1 2 v
SRS R 45 A D e B R SR 5 7 T R IR 2% P9 2
VR 4y E R E MABRIE . k)2 AT 28 S5 41X 3 AN BT L ) 2%
o R ZE R AR ) JOT R Y 4 15 S8 3R IR BN e 2 A A Y
e | WETK AT RTIR LA T i

2.1 BHER

BB B T8 TE TR S5 47 1) R BB TR (0 B itk 3 T %o ) 8% 2 50K P A o DU, DA Ik S AR 8 T Bk T0 AR S 4.
HR AR B BORL B 41, 2 3BT A 1T 40 9 38 25 W A BY s 0 25 0 Ak B A 3E 45 A4 A BT A IR0 B L e 4, T DA TG R o) 2
Foi ) 245 v H B LB () A A < TC 4R 5 B0 E R R 4 i SR B B9 5 T 4% 485 A A 0 | s DA 280 T 17 1) R 465 ) A B
B or FBE EL R, BY A 1) fe /N B A2 filter P9 S B4 A 3B IS X filter B feature map ¥ B IFAR R 7,8 2 AT DL
FREEA filter B HEJLA channel A P 4% <A 2, T AT DL B 375 DA 8K/ AR B 3R15 6 0 (5 7T e <2 5 SR il
W FE B (accuracy) A T B, 75 B2 10 % A5 AL 430 (Fine-tuning) PLK & P fE.
2,11 ARSI R

LeCun 7E 20 40 80 448K #2 H! ) OBD(optimal brain damage) 2 i%:t "M il loss % 2%k — [ S35, DA
SR AR PE E BRI Hassibi %5 AANFRBR & F OBD SLvA I xd /18 ¥, 32 1 T OBS(optimal brain
surgeon) 5120 & 7oK Yk B B EAE B 0 LAAh, I HH At AL A DARME O TR 4 R B 4 5 OBS 51
IRPOSAU, Srinivas 25 NP 1M B 4 i 2 A 0 3 B, AN OB R BN B O M R AR T B A R,
Dong 5 NP2 1 738 2 OBS 53%, 58— Z#IE T IZ 2 loss B HUE AN 2 801 — B S 30 7 878 B 8 5 20
125 U R DR ST R

W 3 AN, AR 2 R A T 1 2 R N 5 HE T A A A 2 1 T e, ) A 8 G TR P 3 e T T
A 1 T 0D B U 4 3% 8, Tk BB R R 46 10 H 0. Han 25 A P33R i AR 4o 420 0 B U A 90 300 /N B 2
(B /N T 45 52 B0 A8 0 3 12, T B VI R K R R T B R A B B B2, Guo S5 APYHE T DNS(dynamic
network surgery)J5 ¥, Y 5 1 N ) B8 B4 42 Lin 25 A PSVR) F A= 27 b i #h 448 5% M 8 58 5% 5 & N Batch
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Normalization(BN)/Z it 4s K 7 yF1 filter [ Frobinus JEZI3RAR, H 2 fih 58 B K 3R 7= 1 48 0 2 1) B 1 2 242k
AR T Hofth J5 VAR T AR Y 1 BT 7 Lee %5 A\ 4% Hi ) SNIP(single-shot network pruning)ji?f[%]?f*ﬁﬂ?ﬂﬁé
A B 38 0 I R 22 VR ) T i 2 1 S AR R B SRR T 3R AT I 5, T TR R AR AT BB (R

Fig.3 Pruning connections

K3 HeTEsk

7 X2 Jn 2z (8] PR B AT VRAN LAAM B AT LA 4 FroR, BB 0 A0 4 o BCEE 64T VPAN 4R LG R 4 AN 2,3
A filter & H AT BCE B FEAERIM L LA /DN J7 80, B Z 10 2 0 7T 58 & A M AT 51 sl 72
(determinantal point process, &l #k DPP)"V# I S fi vl ML 8% 2% =) v 1) T 48 1% 5% ) | Mariet 25 A 284 DPP N T
PR J0 IR IR B, T 38 I EE BTN BOK M Bk o 4 0 S S B RGBS A TG R X RN O VEAN T B ROR AR A 2
Kingma 25 A 42 1414573 dropout 3 ARV 4, Molchanov 25 A POV 3 T4 B I 4, [R] I xof 26 A0 2 4 i 4
JEREAT R 53 50, IR AL VR R BL S 25 =) b Loss BR 400 45 511 T FH T 00 2k 26 2 JOdk AT BR L A T AL &
H ) IE A T AT DR T 18 ST B B S RN AEAE IR BB B R A7 0 B . B T 2500 Lo SEECR T oy iR S
loss % [A 9t Ak, Louizos %5 A5k 25 15 B A 6t B AL 1T SR v 5 I AL 26 140 B Dy 0,86 A oAy ml 4 il AL, 1) B 23 30T B
5 R UG 2 2 3L Ak Tartaglione 25 AU 4b B 2 5005 T H 110 RB0URR B8 M5 JEC A1 Sy 1 U A4 T3, 320 7 o A1 A
R PSE ARG 1) 2 UM G 3R AR S B 1 20 B 4% 1 A AT AR A 446 1) 46 71 090, Chen 25 A UT5 ] O\ 44 249 3R (451 n
TSR ) AT 55 B AR (U0 40 2R ) 5 K A, 56 T LR /N I ok 908 501 A (0 B = Yang: 25 A UY4VRI FEY im AU R 5 44 5
3 N JHE R B A1 T B A 1Y BB R, W BB HE IR AE S 45 1 R B AR AK 20 SR 4R AR, 9 B el T 0 B R 4 R
P8¢ (1) {5 3 It AN B A6 P i Ok A 35 ) B 32 2 1) 30 A5 B R 7 AT 345 7 5 9 4% . Carreira-Perpinan 25 AP 58
Bl <2 SR TR 45700 BB R R AE loss e /Mb IBUE F4E 6 )77 Liu 25 APYHEBI & BT DU DCT ik
KIL AR JE N filter () DCT REGAT BB,

Filters TEEEIEALNY M EgroupiBgl EhttiibfineriR R
B otk

Fig.4 Parameter pruning

K4 S8R
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2.1.2 SR ETR

(1) group % BY K,

il 4 FrR,group Z4 A BYRG  FEXHE— 2 1 filter ¥ B AR [F) A A% B A% 20 RD 1B B AN 3 07 A ) 25 4 (5] A7
B IR /IN 7 B, A% Rl 4t 4 R TR AR 74 . Wen 25 ABSYRIH group Lasso [\ 3#E4T IE WAL HLZ), 8% filter. channel
SRR J2 R (¥ G5 R B k. Alvarez 25 APOMR H AN 5 B2 10U 255 Y i N 2L s 7 1 04 50, 17 2 6 0 445 1 5 1 T
I Bhk B % 2 M4 e H H Figurnov 25 A\ P72 ! Perforatedenns, {8 F 7S 7] 55 1S 3 i 540 AL, 40 30 e B0 P AT
B %7~ Lebedev 25 APSRI I SCHR[19]7 32 H () OBD 535 K 26 AR AE AL A B R 1+ 5, LA group J7 AR s 1k
B AU, A8 s 7 B e 2, 42 7 e S B . Zhou %5 AN PO H 51N B 20 3R 080 B Jm — A A 2 (N S 400

(2) filter 2% 5 8

filter Z& ) BIA% AT LB AE channel 25 B4 4018 4 s I 25 1% )2 1 2 28 filter(R 1] v IH 25 AN 5277 446),
AT H = A3 feature map FIR A TR E 5 IX #B4) feature map HHAT BB FMN T —Z &5 filter. Xf
filter ) PFANHENI T 73 LR 4 H.

o BT filter JEALK /N

Li 25 ANV 5 filter 79 L1 YU JERHN L1 JEALH filter X [ feature map, BT Kl & I 5. Yang
2 NISTRIF Chen 28 A A ARSI OB RS REFE T Eyeriss i 5045 — 2 S FE, X i FE K 1020 46 B4 R I,
T TG A TE A R B R R B BT RS RS R SR K (B Yang 25 A 7E 3L 5 — I T AR 4R H ) Netadapt []
T AR R o T A B i s (B 38 R B 55 )V D B ASE VAN 1 U, (R 55 SR [ 1504 ) P 2 A FH 2 300 188 B SRV A AN R
BV A A AN TR SEER BN & b B B AR T 0 45 30 47 BY A, B B0 L IR U He 45 A 1P1E
HR B BRI & L2 W/ LA B AL BB % filter B 0. HAFFR 2 AMTE TR ZR 56— epoch i
1T BI M ABTE - —A> epoch " BY K 1 filter 75 2410 epoch VIl Zki 588 & 5% 4R,

o HE X filter ¥F KT

Hu 2 NP 3T Network trimming J7 32, A TA A IIEE N 0 (I E T8 £ TUA I, T LG i+ 45— filter
FBTAR A O FOBCE K AR R — A filter /2 75 1 B2 A bR vfE . Liu 22 AR E BN JZ 4 A T 2k 1 channel
) 8 B Huang 25 A B T AEMSTAT DL 11 2 SCHR[44] 0032 4k, 51N T BANE AR IR T % channel 1 BAYEAY . Ye 2%
VSR SRR [45] R JE Al b AT 040, 3R 1 T 38 T ISTA AVEEAREL AR (B B 2% ST 8092 Dai 28 NWHR I TR T4 5
& RS BY Kl 532 AR — 2 AR S A 55 M 26 (045 J2 K5 T A2 1 448 I (0 B A 48 170 0.Hee 25 N W8VRI T 5 fk 2 =
(reinforcement learning)#& fit Fic 47 5 W, AH Lb T T30 J8 e X007 5, RO S 4

o I/MLEHIRZE

BN W 2 b B — B RUE B N WBIEECN R X 5o Y, 200 (i B 2 B, A :

c K1 K
Y = ZC:IZkI:I kZZ:IWC,klykz x chklykz (1)
4
5 K1 Ky
Xe = Zk| :1Zk2:1Wc,kl,kz oS Cc,kl,k2 2)
A
c ¥
Y= X (&)

4 SAE N C ANlTE B I B L T4, B B i PR S R A 748 S M &l 5546 C AN liE 4%
WY B2 A B
arg min(Y - z X j] 4)
S jes
Luo 2 N\¥MR T Thinet, s 28 #8792 0 F — 2 B0 B S M 5t /N B channel. He 28 A PO F 9% 1% Sk [49]
AN BE B0 A o0 WS T 2 JB 3T Lasso [BIUAX channel 47 3% 314 M B, 48 )5 A B /N —3RyLE M feature
map.Yu 2 NP5 X JE — 5 softmax /24134 8 hidden layer J9 final response layer(FRL), i i 4354 1% % 2% 5k
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T 2 25 AN R AF 1) EE B AR 40, S 1 A% L 15 B0 A I 4% 55 2 1048 40, AR U5 1 BY bh SR kA7 8 BT B 10 SR )
J2&, FRL fi () 2 235 22 e /s Zhuang 2 AN P215] N ZAM R 51 &0 Toss, fll Bh % 35 20 1E 7 B T3 (1) channel, %
4 B R ZE L L.

o HAhTTI

Molchanov 25 AR B A 1] 8524 /E — AN 4k 1] 78, AL 2 80P ik 4% — NI AR AL, 1875 loss IR B0/,
WO BT R 5 TS FE 2200/ S HUR A BB Lin 22 APY TR MME 2 A0 78 TRt 4 Ja ME b PR A5 A filter
B B Zh A b AR BT R, I FLAE Y% F T A 2 BT T AR BT R filter. Zhang 25 AN B 1) B4R
B A LR AR Pk in) B8R A 22 B R 36 vk 2% (ADMM) 43 il R 5 AN 1 1) 8, 1T 43 B SGD A T i
SRAR. Yang 25 AU T AR 55 STHR[SS TR T AR AR BN BEREAE 20 3R 4% 1 388 ik 3002 44 ] ) o 03 47 e A

22 BH=EKL

SRR YR I BARAL T8 R R JL Y ) 32 ALVF SN S S8 N S A FERGEE . BUSE . ME IR E 5%,
A DA 8 — A2 56 (B0 16-bity 8-bit. 2-bit A1 1-bit &%), th i LR HE 22 560 5 — 5 5w B i 25 AN 17 () oz 5. 2 8
IR (1) R B S HUF 2 W5 N AE G 2B S HON 32 607 s B E R 8 A B AT 4
AN T5% BIAFA 25 1], 30 T S5 B0 YR A PR 110120 5 1 A FHIR N 35 % 30 AT IR BB 25 ST ABE 0 (1% 3500 38 R A FH T A 1R K
HIFE Bh;(2) REAE IS B B, B A T & BE E, 15 I 32 A2V s BT 75 1 9 T DA R BT s N 4 A 8 A B 40, 5 BB
T 3E A L s B IS SR R SR e 6 B AR 12 £ T RE AH LATIAZ7E — 8 1) R PR, P 28 2 B0 o7 B el 2D Bk 7 —
oG BB, 2 8 BCHE SRS B 1 T B, B AR R 008 J6 i R i B 40 R i B (L A A SR B T R AR ) B e A B A
BRAL B8 I AR 2 BUA W25 7 R 7 & A&, R Z 0% B R G480, RAE TEA &,
221 —fEfk

ZHAR IR S HIUE N 1 81, ORI FRAG B2 7 i 22 8] 1PN A7 28 [8) 1Y) 75 3R 9 B TSR 11
VLR AR LA BN B R AL 3R AR, B35 3R 5 7 342 S5 T L[] Rt A I Sl JEE MRS T e 11 e 8.

(1) —MEARE

T ACE 7 D 2 2 B0 DK 4y, — SR AT B R ) 4 B 3R AT AR AL, DLIK B R 48 4% 1 B Y.
Courbariaux %5 ANPHE T Binaryconnect, ¥ — {814 5 0 FH 1 1T 114 550 0 52 15 A% 4% (E 76 46 FH Bt WL FE B8 37 7%
(SGD)H # S5t 41 75 18 e i 1 96 Hou 256 AP — P B 3% R (B AL BUEE XY loss 7= AR B MA (1 —H AL
15, SR FH K g A G0 AL 3T AL A 0 49049 B (AR A X &5 APSR R 3 (B A(LBC) R B MRAE S EH,
LBC H— AN HE X filtery — N ARZ WU B HOR — 343 7T LA =) (AU 20 1, H A A 0k B 5 0%
(4% 8557 filter MR R 25 3. Guo 25 AP T Network sketching 779, 1 F A8 A EE 3£ 2 (W 545, B0 5 F 7
JZ BB RUE S M RN ), PR B AT — B B 45 R, 35 U R ) 4 43 B2 B 45 . McDonnell 25 A1)
Y 755 B0 BV Sy S B B A 1 5 25 Hu 45 N VOV Jo s 75 447 B0 45 B 3 0 W 3 [0 )4 2 o B 2 500 In) A4 R
—ANE AR T B A6 A 1] R

(2) ZAEACALE N POE

FE AR A P 28 BCER () B b B 7 N 5 B R R DA ] R AR AR B O A, DA DD B4 23 FE . Courbariaux 55
NI2¥ g $2 Hy 7 Binarized neural network(BNN), ¥4 i FJH A8 &6 2 +1.Rastegari 55 A 7E SCHR[62] ) 5 fil
32T Xnor-net, ¥ 45 BB xnor A3 1F SE I M Sk YNGR — A B AL 4% Li 55 N U7E Xnor-net! ™[y S5k |-
e O M B4k, 3 Y T High-order residual quantization(HORQ)J5 3% Liu %5 NS H1 T Bi-real net, £t
Xnor-net“HEAT /) 44 45 44 2 3k AU 25 AR A6 Lin 25 NS H 7 ABC-Net, Fi 24~ 8 VR InBUR L& 6 AU 1.
222 =itk

SAEA R IR AR IR EBIN 0 M 3 BME D B AR 2 L S NI T =0 E 4% TWN,
K BUE B AN {(~w,0, 4w} A FAEG G | S AL E 35918, Zha 2 A H T Trained ternary quantization(TTQ),
A5 FE 7 A T I G 0 4 G B T4 2R 8K B Ak 31 {—wi, 0, W ) AR AN Xof iR £ X 44 B R % . Achterhold 25 ALM4
HH T Variational network quantization(VNQ) ¥ f: Ak, 7] B IE 2 Ak Sy — N385 73 HERH ) . 51 N\ T4k S 56, B Ja vl LA
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B FIRRF AR RLE b e id frik 75
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2 08 e KR, T R SR 2505 Rk AT A k. Gong 28 A0V LR K k-means KA T B4k 4 74 12
FESHWE 5 B 5 AR BCE RS B A N BUE 2 BU RS AR ¥ 2 51 5T LR FR A7 RS AR 2 51, J0 75 A7 A
JEAERE 5 2. Wu 25 AU k-means 52540 & 5136 B2 K RO A B 1) 43 AR 22 B 00 ) TR IR0 A, I 42
i A5 R B S B2 )2 EARE 22 Choi 28 N0 T EALIRZ 5 loss KIE 52 2,1 E i 2%
TN 2R B0 3 S B A AN B J 0 LE L b R 4R T B T AR I k-means 2K 0 AL 7V Xu 25 AP
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15,SLQ JrVEE N AL TE, R k-means B AU 73 JURKR, IR I 24K loss, ¥4 755 R FF AL LA AN TR I 2R 4, fr 2
AV EH 1 B A 5 FH A P9 R O A R L SRR N I S B0 I 4. MLQ 77 VT SHIRAL 38, A F SLQ Tk — k&
WHTH 2 MLQ F iR HZE = s 7

Fig.5 Flow chart of clustering quantization
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B T AR I 24 4 B IR ASE B 1) 0K BB 70 BF 7 N B 8 HE T DAAR IS 46 56 3 T3 s e e 1 0 4 S 4 S 4L
Lin 25 AUH7E BNNIGIEAS b 32 AT 32-bit B MEZE b FE 4y — 01 = el (414 Zhou 2 AP H T
DoReFa-Net, ¥ B FE0TEE 4 9 8L F] 1-bit 1 2-bit. Mishra 25 AU 1 7 WRPN,H4- K A0 4 51 84k
F| 2-bit 1 4-bit.Koster 25 N2 H (1] Flexpoint [l A5 — > T 3 4 2 (1 S S48 50, UE W 16 A R EORT 5 A 42
FEHIY) Flexpoint i) &R /R 7E B SO AL K LB S 1B LR MERESE {0 Wang 28 NUVSIEFH 8 (7% s Kl A7
25 5, 0 43 AR B 5 0 NS B v 8 (10K B AN 32-bit FEAICE 16-bit, 15 3 55 32-bit ¥ k7 KU 2 AH 7] (¥R 2 KT
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{1 75 5 1 B A B B A A 0 bR L3R 4.8 WL AL G I E AR EALE . BORE . BRI AR 2.

Table 4 Comparison of several mixed bit-width quantization methods

F 4 JUMR G ALIE R AT LE

ik W A G E L
Ref.[79] 16 32 32 32 FINBENL A NEAR
Ref.[80] 32 8 8 32 nd B A% i, 52w AT UL 2R M R
Ref.[81] 8 8 32 32 AN A FH B i
Ref.[82] 8 8 8 32 iMEMENREPRRTEESRKEE
Ref.[83] 2, w89 8 8 B O SR R

2) BEHIE
T3 8 8 P28 S 3000 56 A7 E — 52 (1R BR 2, AT CA S o — 58 B SRS, DL 3 B I 45 e 3 A i@ A e 2
Khoram 25 NS A A% ] Toss RIS B 5 54> 2 5010 o 0 67 58 A6 45 XA 06 TN K 2 2 B2 () S 804 A vk
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AT AR ) 2 A 7 2 e TP % T AL AR B0 L IR 32 282 23 A A DR s A A b ) 90 288 9 A7 B i 4 80 98 B A3 1]
DLV 280 25 T FE R AL Ak
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PR 45 1) filter AT LA AE A2 VU 4 7k 5 55 P wx e B hx B TE AL ox A BUZ AL n, Bl ¢ T n S 09 465 45 49 11 8
P RN LK, BT DL T 45 A% (wxh) R B A5 12 TU A% AR s B LR R, o AR A R 4 i 7 Y 8 A7 I 468 R 46
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26 A A B B R 45 RN T 2 R 2 AT AT B 4R B R B AELUE R AE R TR AT B I FE T B TR R SR R4
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23.1 i@

Jaderberg 25 NPV wxh [R5 A0 K% 20 R wx 1 AT 1xh (R385 A34% , 2 51 3 1) 7 SR 28 46 1 2 4 2440, 75 38 A L
feature map. Liu 25 A7 P9 B B 20 3208 72 filter FRO3E 38 5] A8 58 P 0 A% Tai 25 APPSR —Fh it SRRk Ik B
I3 R IR B3R R ] BN J2 55 e P 308 B 68 B 70 1 B0 Masana 25 A9 35 SR LR AE K B0HE 48 B2 1 W 46 72 /N H
P35k B4 A5 P il A0, 0E B T 46 B I 5 RO ST R, 2 S A B B O RK 0 JRIE] U ) L Wen: 25 AL1O0)
$EH T Force regularization, 4 5 22 B {5 B 0 8 2R 23 18] . Wang 25 AU OURE 7 5 st 20 i, T8 5 O 4 0 15
W R R E P AR PR B P e S HAB R T filter 45 18] B A JE 2 A BR 23 AR B35 R 7], Peng 25 A UO2 ) 4%
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232 ZIUHR
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P 0 HEFEAT 0 A Kim 25 AU T Tucker 40, 055 1 AN B WY 4 NG IS 453047 — 00 R, 75 8 wx 1. 1xh
A Ixl BT 2 DN dxn HFFZOKE TR (R L AR S N\ R i 4E 40 ik O 2RI, Wang 55
N TOBIARE ity 5 R A IR 5 1570 40 i8R 1 B 350 5 S8 (BTD), Y — S8 5 /N 1) Tk B 2 AL UL R SR A E R B fE =0
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Chen %5 NMOTVTIGE R 0 25 571 HOKE W0 28 2 S0 BE ML 40 41 200 75 4 v TR — AN A 0 2 3O — il Aw i I 1)
FE 35 S B BB Wu 258 NS S RUE 4T k-means B3, 31 51 A — 5T B MA B H k-means 1E T4k 77 2.
Son %5 NMLKE k-means TR T 3x3 H R, — A filter FIBUAE P T x B bt R £ R,
2.43  HAbTT%

Reagen 25 NU2HR T A HUBUE 4 9 75 % Bloomier filter, LA 51 A BE AL % 22 AR 4 ke 5 45 43 18], 1) ) 46 22 )
2% 1 254 B 14T BRI R Havasi 58 AUPUEE BT BOMMAS R ¥ 18, 3 P B B 10 4 78 43 40 A1, S B S 00 2811
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KBTI A Y 70 b iy bk AT S HUR 46, FLX 6 05 vk ERAT 0K 0 B T B8 %) 1 8, 75 L ke 8 o IO 245 1tk
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Bl LE T bl T R IR A M AR 5 F A 0 R 48 5 s VR A A 8 B2 A MR 2 AN E AR D TR S B S
Bl AR 25,
251 HBRZL
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Iandola 25 N2 T Squeezenet, {8 ] 1x1 HAACE: 3x3 FHH, N 7 18/> feature map (MR K52 54
A5 B 2 squeeze JE M expand J2,/b T 4L 2 Howard 28 AU 11T MobileNet, ¥4 3 3 35 57 95 4 B
depth-wise #& M point-wise 3587, I/ T i Yk ¥ Sandler 25 A U2°HR H1 ) MobileNetV2 #H Et MobileNet!'?*] 7£
depth-wise BRI Z BT LM T — 4 1x1 expand JZ L& TS $, 3815 7 ¥ £ 9 4E4E Zhang 25 AUPHE H T
ShuffleNet, 9 5 i}t point-wise #5F1 1) & 5% BA FEE 20 31K A 7 1% 212045 # (point-wise group convolution) Al i@
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1 2H 2 AL (FLGC), 7T LA N AT AR BE 4o 22 W0 268 30047 0 Park 25 AIP2B T BB R 6 A0 H TR 5 10
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(2) TajH filter 414
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Kim % NS H T SplitNet, H 505 2565 W 48 J2 53 1 22 41,3045 — W T 45 4 110190 48 1 I L 22 2 AL
= .Gordon 25 NI H T Morphnet, 38 ek Wi 46 R i [ B G FRHA0 9 4 7 YAC 446 9 B, 388 3k s 1 00 A 330349500 250
AR M Z 0 N 48 T 25 Bk 7 R I B A S8 FE TR ECR G — 3 R T BN T EEM A i E 2 12
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Fig.6 Flow chart of knowledge distillation
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Bh A GE R Hinton 25 AUV 56 52 Hh A8 FH S0 B8 10 28 SRR SR 4 H 1151 soft target, 9 7 J7 (15,38 51 NI
4 Yim % NG O RS ) 4% 2 2 18] (¥ O S BE 2 SR B, 58 SN ERFE [ A7 Chen 25 AT
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2,63 UIZET

Czarnecki 25 N H T Sobolev I 45 75, K H b o 510 5 B N 1)1 28 4 2 bR 08 I 28 10 U1 25 b 24 )1
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Fig.7 Flow chart of Deep Compression!!®”!
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Bl 250 H: I 455 30 5L 18 2% v B Aaccuracy=JE 4 JE A5 2 accuracy— R UG AL accuracy,#Paramsy =5 {545 7 2 H 1/ Ik
7 J5 B S 45 #FLOPs | =5 A A8 A 7 s v 5 K/ 03k 5 18 2 37 s U 5 UK Weight bits F1 activation bits 4353
AR 2R BUAE FOE 18 W 4k 5 1 78 2 $t . T-accuracy AR MR 1) accuracy,S-accuracy 4% 3 & 4= BT 1
accuracy.T-#Params &R ZUMA AL ¥ 2 5 & S-#Params AR 2 AR 1 S 4R &

KSBERTSHEIR. BBEME., SRS, MIRERBARS T RIX 5 REMHRAR M — LR M 7 e
FH MNIST H4lE 55 7F LeNet-5 - HIEZE 2R, v LUE 5 7 SCHR[157]7 KB KK accuracy 72k LA, Hosth 7 ik
B S 405 50 SR A5 accuracy B SR G 3@ B fastfood A8 4515V R 5L B 47 7 3 31 1 4 2% 5 66 7] I B 3 T
T accuracy; NS HUE 45w B RGBS 7 3UIE accuracy BT RIS OL R, B SEHL T IR OK B E 46 e, R,
SCHR[169] 1) 25 R 5 e

Table 5 Compression effects of different compression methods on LeNet-5 on MNIST
£ 5 AREEEITEELE LeNet-5 on MNIST _b ) 1 45 243

Sk i Aaccuracy #Paramsy
Ref.[23 +0.03 12x
SR DNS[[“]] 0 108x
ZHUR Ref.[30] ~0.1 63x
FDNP[34] 0 130x
B 4% Versatile!3) +0.02 1.97x
B Circular}t projectior}lsl[;(]] —-0.03 5.8x
Adaptive fastfood +0.16 11.1x
IR ZEE Ref.[157] —6.18 2%
Soft weight sharing!®! —-0.09 162x
Deep Compression!'®”) +0.06 39x
R Ref.[169] -0.01 193x
Ref.[170] -0.1 156x
Ref.[171] 0 10x

R 6 BN T SHEIN . BEMNE . SHILERRE 7 X 4 KRG AR — R T J77%E 4 F CIFAR-10
HARETE VGG-16 L1 R4 5, 7T LU H,IX 4 2807 728 00 1R 45 85050 22 ) B A K AR TR, 485 W A B R 1401 i o
U, R A 21 T X % S 446 A0S 1 28R ;accuracy A BUHR T U BE AL S 5 7 1L BE s SE B K 159x (13
K 45 L accuracy B8 R B

Table 6 Compression effects of different compression methods on VGG-16 on CIFAR-10
£ 6 AFEYE I ELE VGG-16 on CIFAR-10 ) 46 2R

ES Ji ik Aaccuracy #Paramsy #FLOPs{

Bt Ref.[40] +0.15 2.78x 1.52x
B M 4% Ref.[140] -1.0 13x -

. Ref[119] —0.8 13.7x 7.63x
SH0Es MIRACLE!?! -0.07 159x _
oA Ref.[170] -0.2 14x _
RETTH Ref.[172] 0.8 14.5x -

xR TR TSHBIN . BEME ., (KD MH. SHSLEANREG 7 X 5 BIEEH AN — 2R 0 ik

Fi ImageNet #5427 AlexNet [ R 46 2500 HE AR |5 275 1001 31 (1) H 4 250 S0 A0 s s SR L 55 35 1 ,accuracy
RS N B, ST RO A 5 7 A8 A8 S I TE K 1 R 48 LU AEAERR 43 A 1) I T 28 SR B A 5 R R T VR
ANEFE B accuracy T F%.

xR 8 N T SHHE AR R S HELZ R A T7 UK 4 B EA 1) — L AR P 7 V75 {f ] ImageNet
HAREETE VGG-16 b1 e 45 200 B R 1R 40 5 I g 5 SR # AR B 2, 3 P BU R 7 vE 1Y) accuracy BRTCA ATHR IS
TR A 5 Ak B R 46 b e . 28 A 25 5 v B AR accuracy A AT R B EDNE SR E MRS

R9RART SHEE BB SHILEMRE T X 4 BEAEEA ) — AR 7775 {f ] ImageNet
IR AETE ResNet-50 11 R 45 A0 R B 4>k & ,accuracy (19 Pt 2 LA BR S, 400 5 i 2 SR A dan F At oY) 4% 7

© hRBIEB IR

http:// Www. jos. org. cn



82 Journal of Software k3 4% Vol.32, No.1, January 2021

ImageNet b RI4F Hrp IR G 7 SR8 BUR 40, SCHR[169118 B 15.8x 1 R 45 b T 72 S Bt = 5 v b (G IR 6
REUTIIA BT foe v I B 5.82x.
Table 7 Compression effects of different compression methods on AlexNet on ImageNet

T 7 AFEHTTIEAE AlexNet on ImageNet | [ i 45 25 51

e Jiik Top-1 Aaccuracy  Top-5 Aaccuracy  #Paramsy  #FLOPs{
Ref.[23] +0.01 +0.06 9x -
Ref.[24] -0.31 - 17.7x -
et € FDNPP* +0.26 +0.14 20.9x -
Perforated CNNs!*”! - 32 2.0x 2.6x
Ref.[54] -1.78 -1.15 - 2.77x
LCNNU3T -15 2.1 L 3.2x
= Versatile!'**) -1.2 -0.9 3.15x -
R Ref.[140] 2.0 - 8.03x -
SplitNet!'* -13 - 2.28x 1.03x
Ref.[98] _ -0.37 5x 1.82x
(737 Ref.[100] - N1 _ 4.05%
Tucker!'"”) - -1.70 5.46x 2.67x
Ref.[110] —0.4 -0.7 11.27x _
E e RedCNN! -0.3 -0.1 - 431x
Adaptive fastfood!'"”! —0.12 - 3.7x -
CLIP-Q [166] +0.7 — 51x _
A 730 | Deep compression[167] 0 +0.03 35x -
Ref[169] —0.84 - 19.1x -

Table 8 Compression effects of different compression methods on VGG-16 on ImageNet
%= 8 AFEHE 5 1EAE VGG-16 on ImageNet - [ i 45 &5

7K Ji % Top-1 Aaccuracy  Top-5 Aaccuracy #Paramsy  #FLOPs{

Ref.[23] +0.16 +0.44 13x -

Perforated CNNs'”! - -6.8 2.4x 2.8x
SR Trimming!"” +2.08 +1.35 2.59x -

Thinet”! -1.0 +1.35 16.6x 3.3x

GDPPY —2.81 -1.47 - 4.08x

Ref.[98] - —0.29 2.75x 2.05x

BRI Tucker!'"”) - -0.5 1.09x 4.93x

SR RedCNNIM -0.3 —0.1 - 9.63x
Deep compression!'®”] +0.43 +0.41 49x -
WA Ref.[169] -0.98 - 17x -
Ref[171] -2.356 — 2.35x L

Table 9 Compression effects of different compression methods on ResNet-50 on ImageNet

&9 AFEEYE 7L ResNet-50 on ImageNet b [ JE 4 2% 5

ES Jj ik Top-1 Aaccuracy  Top-5 Aaccuracy #Paramsy #FLOPs{
Ref [23] ~0.01 = 6.2x -
Ref.[25] —0.62 +0.6 4.34x -
ZRBTRL Thinet!*"! -4.46 -2.84 2.95x 3.51x
DCpP -1.06 ~0.61 2.06x 2.25x
GDPPY —4.21 -2.16 - 2.46x
o Versatile!*) -0.8 -0.4 2.33x -
RiR P Ref.[140] _1.61 _ 2x -
Stz RedCNN!! —1.1 -0.5 - 5.82x
A CLIP-QI"®! +0.6 - 15x -
RaT Ref[169] ~0.01 _ 15.8x -

F 10 JBR T — 8 ERELH AL ImageNet i FE7E AlexNet | fIJE 45 %501, 34, weight bits 4 1 F£IR
TAHALM 2%, weight bits A 2 R —AH AL BRIk 2 ANE A — SRR AL T, LR, SCER[89]H Y 3 {2 RAR AU M
0,£1,4£2) PPk 3 {42 +4) RRAUE M {0,41,22,+4} 3k 5 XNOR-Net!® 5 4R 68 1% 3% 1) bb 52 45 1) 1K 45 7 B, (2
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TN A 1R T
Table 10 Compression effects of different quantization methods on AlexNet on ImageNet
F 10 ANEEALTTIEAE AlexNet on ImageNet b i 1K 45 2

ik Top-1 Aaccuracy Top-5 Aaccuracy Weight bits Activation bits
XNOR-net!®! —12.4 -11.0 1 1
[85] 0 -0.8 1 8
SYQ +1.5 +0.6 2 8
-3.0 2.7 1 32
-18 -1.8 2 32
Ref.[89] 0.8 ~0.6 3(+2} 32
0 -0.2 3{+2 +4} 32
TTQ™ +0.3 —0.6 2 32
SLQMT +0.46 +0.3 5 32
INQFT! +0.15 +0.23 5 32

F 1 EART B EREHE A ImageNet R4 TE ResNet-18 11 F 4 % SR 4 Ak F ,accuracy 1T
e A K, o AL RIS A ) DR RS R 7 SR AN [ 2 B (RS B 45 2% SLQUPVRT INQY R B &AL B 5 4o,
accuracy &4 #27t.

Table 11 Compression effects of different quantization methods on ResNet-18 on ImageNet
%+ 11 AFE AL T 1EAE ResNet-18 on ImageNet & [ 45 20U %

Ji ik Top-1 Aaccuracy Top-5 Aaccuracy Weight bits Activation bits
XNOR-net'®! -18.1 -16.0 1 1
Bi-real net!®! -12.9 -9.7 2 2

ABC-net™™ 43 3.3 5 5
18] 6.2 —4.4 1 8

SYQ -1.4 -1.2 2 8
TTQ™ -3.0 -2.0 2 32
SLQ™T +0.82 +0.46 5 32
INQP +0.71 +0.41 5 32
43 2.8 1 32

2.1 -15 2 32

Ref.[89] 16 11 3(42) 32
-1.1 0.7 3{+2 +4} 32

F 12 JBoR T B MR AR M85 ¥ 4E MNIST. CIFAR-10. CIFAR-100 1 ImageNet #E £ _F (#) J&
GRS E T (0 BTSSR0 2 A AR TR 13 I 8% &85 A A [ BT LA FRATTHS A 8L 1) accuracy A1 U8 #R R /R
K, L7 {8 5 35 06 L. BT DU H R b At 5 vk, A iR 28 T AR BY accuracy P& E 2 4R LT /N B ATk E A K
HIR RN AE AR B 45 5 s ATUEE A AR K IR R R ).

Table 12 Compression effects of different knowledge distillation methods
F 12 AREERZENE TS I 48 2O

EITE VRS T-accuracy  S-accuracy  Aaccuracy T-#Params  S-#Params  #Paramsy

MNIST Fitnets! ™) 99.45 99.49 +0.04 361k 30k 12x
Ref.[147] 88 85.8 22 35k 70M -/

CIFAR-10 | Fitnets!"*" 90.18 91.61 +1.43 9M 2.5M 3.6x

Ref.[l[SlAl‘]] 95.21 94.08 ~1.13 2243.5k 542.5k 4.13x

Fitnets 63.54 64.96 +1.42 oM 2.5M 3.6x

CIFAR-100 Ref [151] 76.15 72.92 -3.23 2243.5k 641.3k 3.5x
ImageNet | Ref[151] 73.27/91.43 73.39/91.38 +0.12/-0.05 21.8M 8. 1M 2.7x

SR AR G5 7 R4 5 N 735 2% A A B i SR A A BT B AN R I AS BE B AL R 2 AR
5 MR A7) B I P 32 55 R0 B S 5 S, AT AR AT 7 9 A 248 B A8 3 T A A A B AR RO\ s B0 T BLAE AR S5
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WBTR R A = AE R, DAOKE 2 s B0 o P F P A7 R/ 0 T 380 PRI B R B 156 0, 7T A5 R K i
0 % 30, L4 I 5 0 % ond T 30 B v S 4 B 5 0 B P R 3 S5, T DAE VR 5 7 3, 2 A LR R 4 5
T

4 RERRAGE

FRl b B R IR R 2 ST AR T A 5 s R e R R A AE SRR S8 M B A KT IR AT AR K I 0
(6. T 48 T LAME A R 5 0 R BB 7277 170,

() FRZRIRAE 9 — FaE A8 27 21 BT 2 W) A8 /MRS T B8 22 b2y 5] SR BRI iR B A 7 iR RS A
RSB A~ & BOE A (B H AT, S 4 LR 28 08 5 1 R A1 A AR B R SRR Z& B AT A BA R LA J7 1)
JEITHE T AT softmax bR A A PR ), 45 & v R AR JR A AN TR FE 20 A0 R0 0R 5 £ 38 6 2 A B R PR 45 4
I, T DA H At T ik B s T BB 55 O PR ) 9] 2o B e o 288 QUSSR ) VR ST 38 L A 4

(2) BRI A B 5 B AF B BT AR GG . I 45 038 77 95 K 2 A A 2 T B AT A,
I LA IR 75925 b 18 AR RE A1 £ A TR, th AR L At R s 005 0 2 AR AR SR mT A 6F 2 9 D s 45 45
TITVE R [TV BE AR AL, R B8 A2 DA JE AL L e A28, S5 M5 A [ 77 925 A R AR

(3) il E B AE AR T A R B SRS H AT, JE 1R A2 2 B R T R I A vt T R R I I 4 4 A R R A T
BUAT AL 9 3 W 46, T Bl i 5 008 P i 2 SRS 0 AT 00 46 DR, 6 /s 1 A R 4 R 2 1) R SR T A
I 9 A 2 5 S5 HEE EAT B Bl 10 2% G5 A 1 2R, 15 B B AL 1) 1o 4 5 44

4 R BRI B ARHE B 2 AR FME 21 6. H BT A 45 5 0058 5 3% 2 12 0 B R 73 AR 55 1B AR
22X 28 AR B T, SR TSI B IS P v 30 A K A A TR N P N TR R UK, 8] 4 i 5 AR 3 AL 4
AT B AP 10328 U e 22 P 48 (RININ) - 0 R R0 4 ) BT o 22 ) 2% (GININ). 9 s R 2 R 28 A TR
1 s 48 5 0 T 5 V5 BE 75 FLEH T RNN 5 GNNLIE 7 2R R N R2 21 & (8 REF AL HLAs A
To N B BRI A AR R ) B H A PR A T S B UR RS 1 R B 2 SRR B BB, AT X A
B A B I 45 05 1%, D R — A BRI

(5)  BEIRL R 4E I ) 2 4 I B oR T 2 I 4 0 T 9 B L 4 58 U A 55 8 RE (181 B 23 2RATE 55
accuracy A& 75 FEAK), 0 20 1 A5E2RY Is 246 T e Y SR ) 2 A e B 91 4 B JEURE R R 75 5 8 5 XT 470
FEATL T T DA AR RAE S T R B FD [R] I, e R R 1 2 4

5 B &

IR S RR B SRR R 45 5 s B AR R 535 B VR, R IR R VR BEAT 4 TN S B8
BB BB, MR, KBRS, SRS RAETRIX 7 AT KR RE RS BE
G AR T i — S A% 22 P T AT T 445 O PO B8 5 S5 R T T AR T 445 AR o K 1 B T A HE AR S B 5 48 T
FEE M e e T MR 455 55 B A 0 5 22 7 A, (12 3 R 0 2R 445 5 e R R D R ke R
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