VggNet

WE AT 7R R R R0, 35 R X 4% 1R B 0 AEf R (accuracy)
FRISEIE) o FRATTHA) 32 B DTk A2 B AR5 /N 3x3 5 AU A e 248 0 26 b A TR P4 T
B IAR FE X R 48 BB, 45 SRR I 16-19 2 10 WX 2% 1] DUE BAG ¥ & 1Y X 45 PE RE S
PR ER S XTURI R 2014 1 ImageNet ELFEH AT RAFER,
ATETET BN 3 A 8 2 A Hp 3RS T 38— RN S8 Ak St . FRATTEUE R 1 SeAsi A m]
PLZ A B A B 4R L, IR BRI K. BATCEAAG T A ERE SN
LA 2 BIRY, DGR B A A8 1T SRR o H )t — 28 i 9

1 M4

B AR 2 ) 2% B 0T AE KRR P AN AR ATR ) B AR T R R, X AT RE AR 38 Tk
BRI R PE, Ll ImageNet, DL S PRRETHE RS, W1 GPU BN 4341 2
FEBE . FFAE ImageNet RAUBAESE AR (ILSVRC) X% FEE A0 5 11 244
PR EERR T EEMEM, BN UK 1R 280 —— M s 4 i 2 REE S Y
(ILSVRC-2011 HIFkME®E ) BNRZ BRI ML (ILSVRC-2012 HIFRIEE ) ——1f
BET IR &

I8 5 A5 AR A 28 DX 288 A T SR LR i 3k P 2 R BBk, ke ek 22 ) N S e
Krizhevsky 56 N7E 2012 F42 H I AR 284, DAAS B E4F R =R . 540, 7 2013
F ImageNet KFEHVERE S IF G 77 R——1E B — NGB E P B/ M2
W O ULRBNRIE K, i —Fholt T R R E A L2 A RS B2 IR A
M2 (Sermanet et al.2014; Howard, 2014) . fEACH, RATER TG
MR S — AN ——RE. ik, FATEE 7 28MF S5, Rl
ISR Z A2 e M I 28 PR BT o IX R TTAT IR, RORFRATIAE B AR Al R 5 /M)
3x3 B

PRk, FRAVSEH T TR ISR 2% 424, AMXAE ILSVRC 43 FEA € fr H L
1R IS, AL HAh I P R Sl B o B SRR R e, RIVEE R AR D fi] HE SR Y
—ER gy AT ZE ORI SYM IR EERHIE Y 88 ) o FATAAT 7P fbk
RERATY, LAERE— BT,

ARG o FEH 85, R T BRURER L BB . 52001 25
L VPAE AR AE S = HB 0 P #A o £E ILSVRC 73 AF 55 AN B B A ELACAE 5 D
MR (TS, MAA SO, T SR, IRATELEIR A iR
i 7 FA 178 ILSVRC-2014 (KA 1 R G, FFLEN T B G T IR PEASEAE HA:
B LI . S, FEME C A T ARSI R BB ILR

2 BEMEMBERERE



N T AP ERMGRIREXN N s, RIMrAERENRENITHYS
Ciresan (2011) F Krizhevsky (2012) AH[EMBEIHIEN . fEIX—HK5r, FATE L
IR 7B NS P H 58, SRJE VRN T VAl R BAREC B AN . B
AT FRATTH AR Y 5 Sl i e 4 P9 4% 1) B o

2.1 ZEHy

TEREAN NG, BRIE N 25 115 N R 8] 1) 224x224 (1) RGB B . ME— T Tl
AT RN NME Z IR ZS ImageNet YIIZREEH RGB [-F3MH. B rdEd— &% 3x3
LR GRAKSRI LA LR OrsNNGH FERE. E—MEiES, B
A 1x1 BRI, X DUE MU N BIE i e — N Eg A
B o BREIPKEE RN 1; BREMZEIEA (padding

)R O R B i 25 (8] 4 MR, 49 40 3x3 (G FR )2, padding A 1. ¥ [A]it4k (pooling)
BE 5 MRKME, BERSERERTN (AERMMEGRE) « & RhibEE
H2x2 I, WwaibKnR 2.

E—RINGRZE (AR EARRE) EHN 3 MNE%ERZE (Fully-Connected) -
MM EEAN S 4096 NiEIE, 25 =/ F3k4 ILSVRC #H4T4r2%, KA 1000 4
WIE (1000 MK . B — 20 softmax. &EEENRE S5FTE M%—I.

Fr B e )2 #00 FH ReLU FEZR MG PR YRR BIIRATPIMZE (B 17— M)A
& R B ARHELL (LRN): FESE VUS> R, XMsEb A SR m 4 1E
ILSVRC £ 45 L ik fE, i34 0 A7 FE RN LT ST 1] 7E48 A S O R, LRN
EHISHE (Krizhevsky et al. 2012) IS HL.

2.2 w8

ARSCATVPAS KIS L B B ER 1 5, B8 —A . 3 FRBATRAMAT N
(A-E) o FTAECEHIENE 2.1 Frid @ %, REREAR: MM A 11
2 B NEREIANEEEE FIMKEN19ZE (16 MEZE 3 MEERE)
GRIERTERE CGRIEFD B/, WE—ZH 64 TG, A EKIALZ G0
1f%, BT 512,



ConvNet Configuration

A A-LRN B C D E
11 weight 11 weight 13 weight 16 weight 16 weight 19 weight
layers layers layers layers layers layers
mput (224 x 224 RGB image)
conv3-64 conv3-64 conv3-64 conv3-64 conv3-64 conv3-64
LRN conv3-64 conv3-64 conv3-64 conv3-64
maxpool
conv3-128 conv3-128 conv3-128 conv3-128 conv3-128 conv3-128
conv3-128 conv3-128 conv3-128 conv3-128
maxpool

conv3-256
conv3-256

conv3-256
conv3-256

conv3-256
conv3-256

conv3-256
conv3-256

conv3-256
conv3-256

conv3-256
conv3-256

conv1l-256 conv3-256 conv3-256
conv3-256

maxpool
conv3-512 conv3-512 conv3-512 conv3-512 conv3-512 conv3-512
conv3-512 conv3-512 conv3-512 conv3-512 conv3-512 conv3-512
convl-512 conv3-512 conv3-512
conv3-512

maxpool

conv3-512
conv3-512

conv3-512
conv3-512

conv3-512
conv3-512

conv3-512
conv3-512
convl-512

conv3-512
conv3-512
conv3-512

conv3-512
conv3-512
conv3-512

conv3-512

maxpool
FC-4096
FC-4096
FC-1000
soft-max

R 1 MEBE (FZIER) o PEERIEREE A 2 E AR, B0 = R
2R BRZMISHA “convESZIR/N>-GHIEHD 7 KEoR, N T i, Relu
o SRR SR E R TN

R2AH TENEERSEEH . REMNBIRE, (H2MKRIREEH HEH —
AN R RGN E T T AN 52 3 R4 B HH K (sermanet et al., 2014
144M IRLE)

Table 2: Number of parameters (in millions).
Network AA-LRN B C D E
Number of parameters 133 133 | 134 | 138 | 144

x®2: ZHH=E (A

2.3 HHig

AN 4% 17 B 5 ILSVRC-2012 fF ILSVRC-2013 KEHF IR L& 522 . WhH
BRI K2 (0 11x11 BB, 153125 K N 4 (Krizhevsky
etal. 2012) , B3 7x7 BB, WEhHE KN 2 (Zeiler&Fergus, 2013; Sermanet
etal.2014) ) , AVERAMEEH 3x3 G, S MERBEMITER 5



KN . RAE, P33 EHE (FEEAEE) #249T 5x5 MEA238;
ZNIXFEE A 2T 7x7 . A=A 3x3 B RZRE — 7x7 HIE
EBH AL ? &5, BB E =AAEEMEBIEEMIES—Z, XH KR
HOHEEAX oM. Hik, ATD TSEEE: BRiX—N5H =2 33 BIREH
S I N AL S ¢ MBI I 4%, IR E N 3(32C%)=27C%; T—A> X7
PIBIRE, 72 72C2=49C? MUEZH, MG T 81%, XAHYT1E 7x7 HIJE
Wegs Bn Ty —AIENE, A EATER 3x3 MU AR EEAT R O e AR
A .

XL HBRERIAN GR1H O 2 —MAREEMAEZLER R, A2
GREEZ . REEIXE, Ix1 (GRS _F MR 4 &R G
ANFE L IEEAR D, (HREIEREGIAN TIELER R EEERNE 11 B
JEEITHE Lin 2\ (2014) FH7E“Network in Network” 5 #)77.

INRSF AR IR I 22 2 BT Ciresan (2011) £ A FHIE, {H At AT rR 0 28 0 5 5
INTIRATT, 3F BABATTVE A E KRS ILSVRC 24 FAHFfli. Goodfellow 25 A
(2014) 7RG R A IMES P TIRESHRMENLS (11 2) , BRT
WA FE AR A R PERE . GoogleNet (2014) , 7E ILSVRC-2014 [ AT 55
PAF T BAERM, BRGSO ANE, (2R 2 0 2E T1R IR (MG R 4%
(22 ) LA AR/ NI SE R 2% (B T 3x3, AT T 7 1x1 1 5x5 HIJERK 2% .
{ERARATH 28R A LU IRATT R B B 2%, 7 oA T b i B, R E B B =5 18] 5 9%
RIEH— ERERIVR I . 7R3 4.5 300 R BA T B/ B — P 28 73 S
HZ T GoogleNet.

3 SrRHELE

HIT TR 73 FATT 40 T IR B B 4R o X — 8070, FATH PRI 7 K5
2 W25 I 55 VP A o

3.1 Yk

LR &I ZRII RS Krizhevsky 58 N (2012)  (BR T 2 ROFIIZRE AL A
HIEEY, Jamad) BW—F. g, S ER/NMEERE TR (3
TR FAERE 2 W8 4 B A AR A0 38 SR R AT I 2R #EIKCOK/ N A 256,
AN 0.9, EIEBUEZER (L BRI E N 5*104) M AT PIA 42 = it
17 dropout (HE#E 0.5) SEBLIEMIML. 2% 2 Y4010y 0.01, ZEUELEAER T AZ
FHEFEL 10 R (BREL 100 o« BHIRUL, 221 RT3 K, RIE IR
Ko 370K (74 4% o FAVRERE, RAE S Krizhevsky (2012) 25 AFIMIZHIEL, &
MIKIMZSHE L, WEETER, (HaR A ZE D epoch RECRISL, By (1
RIS T B /NI AR B R A o 1 Bk (20 JELEEPAT T IR AL .

P28 B AT AR AR B2, el IR BE R BB R T B AR E M, AN T aa e &
BEASS2>T e O 1 R AN ), FRATAIIZRM 2% A (R 1) JTR, B2k, #



HBENLRIGE . SR, ISR T IR N 2 S5 R, FRATTH NS A A BT 4G4k R DY
MNEREMNE =A2EEZE CRRZERID « MGz, ABRKE IR, 1
VAR 22 ) i R o . X TREALRIa I, FRATA 0 BMEFN 0.01 HZEMIERS
AP EUE. WMZEVIGHAN 0. EERENZE, TATKIATLLH
Glorot&Bengio(2010)H I FEH LA B TR 7 R XS AL E AT W a4tk 1A 7 23k T T
Pl

T A3 3 [E E ) 224x224 1) RGB S A B Fry FRATHENLN G 3 RS 4 i) )1 254
B R it 47 #8Y (5K AR IR SGD IEARIN # BT —k) o AT B xhl s
Byt g, wE sy B A B3 T BE VLK R & RGB Bta e . YIZRE A1)
JST 48 TECR A S T 3

NEEEF RS 4 s N ) A AR ZR B RN, B RRPE I 25 K\
FE NI (S WMBHCHINIZRST) o« #EYRSFFE E v 224x224, JR0) | s AT
PABATAT R T-45 T 224 BIME: 4 S=224, HETEGRAE AN BIURRSHHE R,
AR I REUR BN 45 $>>224, FBTEMG S BER I —/ sy, A
B MR GO B B

WAV A PR 2R BN T S SB—FREE S, &R~ A1)
k. GER, HEIMEAREGHNEIREERRE L RSTER A g5 B 15K
oA, VAL T B AR E RS 2R R . S=256 (£E 2 RTHF 78 0 V2 A# F DA S=384.
B NERMEN LS, & H $=256 YIIZk. N T I S=384 11k, f# H7E S=256
BTN ZA SR AT E A, HLAS AN FIWIE6R5 21 % 0.001.

B E S 05 I 2 RSP RGN, BIAEAN 25 B F B89 R~ 9 [Smins Smax)
Z R HIBENLEL X BAE ] Smin=256,5max=512) o T B F 5% G ml GE R /INAS—,
BT LA S rp SR A X Rh 7 s A I . 31X 0] DU AE A& — P AN 5 (scale jittering)
IR R IG5, 15— R BRI A S P RS I % . B REBIRE,
BAVEH SHOA G S=384 {5 — ST FUIN R B AR [R] 158 B AR T, Skl gh % R
PR,

3.2 YA

FEMRIS , 25 %€ — N IZRE HIE R 2 4 2 — sk N B v, HIBLT 75 5G4 73
Ko B, FRFTEGBRRIUE L E/NL, oy Q (BFOSIARS, EE Q
AT EET NGRS SCEAESE 4 B R, /A S EH 24> Q al AR = PERE

SRJA, HRYE Sermanet [R5 V0R 4 s L M FHAE DG B A b, it i, itk
BN ERZE G DEEREEN 7x7 ERZ, RMANEAN 1 %
RIE) o XA 2 2B R M 4 1a A2 B0 BB _ECREDIN). fnth 22—
ARG, EIERCS IO BT IEYES, ARl B AT SN A R .
fJa, N TARREE RS 2850 7R, K 2RA5 70 Bk AT = e P 2440 GRAN
——itAL) o FRATIEREASE KT A A R BEAT G 5 £ s P R AR e
18 L1 soft-max 73 FSHEZR (1P B A v ix g S R e 4454



H TP B G AN 28 FHAE T8N EUE, BRIAS 75 200 UG 3T 2 8Dk
F£ (Krizhevsky2012) , PEAMIZE RN BB RS AR R K. (HE,
R EZVIEG T U e, 1[F Szegedy 5 NI 4%, RORFI 45 FH Y
AL, EReAE RS TN BB FRAE . [FIFER, BT ARIPERL AR %A1,
Z ER VIV 5 28 VA 2 TAMY . N — N ERBTE AT B IR 2%, GRS 2 1Y
FRIE BB 0 sH 7R, 12 VR, A R DT R 7R B AR TSRSk A T B A R AH AR
BE (HTHBRATEMAL) , KRN | 28 RAR 35238, FrblEZ E R
13 BBREL . R TRATIARALE LB R 2 RT3 00 BEUE S I () F S50 18] H A e 1 B
HEAESHEEWRBIIET, HR2A T %, ARG RS RS T
50 sKEDIEUE (5x5 ASH RIS DL AR T8l FE), 3 PR —3% 150 skE VTR,
XA Szegedy &5 N2 A 4 Fp RS — 3 144 5k U1 EUG 2 T EERY .

3.3 SETRHY

BATPISEILAE R C++ Caffe T HA (Jia, 2013) (2013 4F 12 A 30
BT T — 2 E B, RTFRATHFE— N R 2D GPU YIZATHl A,
PAR A RS RGBT BRI 2 R4 (Escig 2100 71405 . GPU it
B TR SRR, BCPSSEBE N A UK IR . BRI AR 2 S GPU
R FEAT TR, BT RS 7ERA GPU LI —FE.

BAREOE SR T 2 I SR M I 2k 7778 (Krizhevsky2014) , ‘E1EM
ANEE F AR AR AT, (HREATR AN vk E s, HTE 4
> GPU R4 F [P BEAHGTT-#2 GPU #2711 3.75 fi%, #£ NVIDIA Titan Black GPU |,
YIZRERAS X 2 75 2L 2~3 JE (B [a] o

4 3R

BUEE EAZ, AR T HBMZ W4 1E ILSVRC2012 FHE4E b 11402545 B (b
FH1E ILSVRC2012——2014 $hA%FE 1) o FIHEA S 1000 N5, #iorH —=5 7
WL (L3MFKE R , BRiFESE (SoK 5kKFD , MiRE (100K 5kE A, &A
PREE) o AR RefE PN IMETEAS . top-1 AT top-5 error. I E & — N2 2K4)
FEFIRR, R REMEILE]; 53 & 7E ILSVRC LI 3B P ilbrlE, BIE
SERBIATE top-5 TSI 2 H i B 1 A3l

HoF TR E 4y 5286, FRATE A IGAEEAE IR EE . Fe szt e R E Lk T, JF
PR B 7 ILSVRC IR 55 28F “VGG” A B\ Z /Il ILSVRC-2014 %3¢

4.1 B—RSHURABEE Al

ATV 7E 58— RUZ _EAE ISR 2.2 HhC B MRS A 4 R R M RETT 46 .
AR F KNI FBRE : T H S, Q=S, X F 225 ) SE [Smin, Smaxs]» Q=0.5(Smin
+ Smax)o SR 3 1,



Table 3: ConvNet performance at a single test scale.

ConvNet config. (Table[l) [ smallest image side | top-1 val. error (%) | top-5 val. error (%)
train (S) | test ((Q)
A 256 256 29.6 10.4
A-LRN 256 256 29.7 10.5
B 256 256 28.7 9.9
256 256 28.1 9.4
C 384 384 28.1 9.3
[256;512] 384 27.3 8.8
256 256 27.0 8.8
D 384 384 26.8 8.7
[256:512] 384 25.6 8.1
256 256 27.3 9.0
E 384 384 26.9 8.7
[256;512] 384 255 8.0

SR I L AN M o D e Y 2 S G

T, R R SAREL NG (A-LRND FIPERE IR A LR AR AELL 2 1
A e BRI FRATCA 1R SR 48 45 1 LA AR e AL iR4E (B-ED

Hx, BATEI P IR R E SRR MG W 11 20 A 2 19 JZ 11
Eo &, REREME, iKEc (BF 340 1t BRE) ANE D (A 3x3
ERZR) VEREL, XEWERIMIELMEERHAM (ClbB i) , HEMAEH
RECEA EFUEEEAH (D i) « HEREAE] 19 2R, HRZFIAH
AN, AE R B R 0 Bt S Y SE IR AR Y > B A o FRATTB A 2% B 55— 5x5 [
ERME CQREH BERK 33 BRZHUL T 1> 5x5 BHZE, 5 2.3 Fifnid#Z
AR ED AT 7L HRIZPILE top-1 £ IRE L B (FEHVLEBTIEE B &
T 7%, UEWT T /INJE IR B R A AR I 2% L DRI IR A G 2 M 8 P e BE

e, RS RSFAR4(S € [256;512]) P RE LY ] %8 £ /NS = 256 or S = 384) 1)

VEREZELF, A DI A 0 A2 B — ROT o IR gl il A2 RST R AT %
Ja 18 5 (A HE SR IDCE 2 RSF I A eib5 5.

4.2 Z R BEEE PG

PP T B AR ZX AR YA B — RUSE B IPEREZ i, BRATTIAE SR PP A £ I B B A
FOTREEIRCR . B2 A ROl Bis A (24 afd) » ARJatt
NIRRT EME. BRI SRS ZER KRS S8R

B, R [ € (1 S W2k, JlId 3 DMESTIIZREE RIS T Al « Q={S-32,
S, S+32}o [N, YNZRI A RSBl I e 18 A S e RS R,

U\ﬁﬂ% Se [Smln,smax]ulléﬁﬂ/{]*ﬁ:@ﬂaEjﬁ‘?ﬁE/‘j Q ﬂéiﬂ?ﬁi, Qz{smin, O-S(Smin, Smax),

Smax}o

ORI 4, RYMEMGUN B R EEh & vEREELF (MR 3 thi— RS
S8 . HZHTHEE, sIRKECE (DM E) RIKELF, It H IR RZHs)
PO E /NG S RIVELS o BATAEIRUESR F oy 1) FL— R 2R R AR R RN 24.8%



(top-1) 7.5% (top5) , {E3 4 P .. 7EMA4E L, WCE E X R| T 7.3%) top-5
HiRZ,

Table 4: ConvNet performance at multiple test scales.

ConvNet config. (Table[I) smallest image side top-1 val. error (%) | top-5 val. error (%)
train (.S) test ((Q)
B 256 224,256,288 28.2 9.6
256 224,256,288 27.7 9.2
C 384 352,384,416 27.8 9.2
[256; 512] | 256,384,512 26.3 8.2
256 224,256,288 26.6 8.6
D 384 352,384,416 26.5 8.6
1256; 512 | 256,384,512 24.3 7.5
256 224,256,288 26.9 8.7
E 384 352,384,416 26.7 8.6
1256; 512 | 256,384,512 248 7.5

R4 2 FOHIREE BB 4RI
4.3 ZHBIVRAL

Table5 HHHAT IS S 2 AR I 48 Al A1 22 BLRL DI PP IEAT 1 LB (L Sect 3.2). 3K
ATRIREE VAl T AR T 5L soft-max f i~ M I BANE R . AT AR
H, 8 2 B D) LU R I RCR IS L, JF PR AZ 5  TANY, M
BHEIRCR CEE— RS . ARIE LSRR, FAMBRIZ R X TR0 5 o
PRI AN [RI AL B 7R 38 D -

Table 5: ConvNet evaluation techniques comparison. In all experiments the training scale 5 was
sampled from [256; 512], and three test scales () were considered: {256, 384, 512}.

ConvNet config. (Table[l) | Evaluation method | top-1 val. error (%) | top-5 val. error (%)
dense 24.8 7.5
D multi-crop 246 7.5
multi-crop & dense 24.4 7.2
dense 24.8 7.5
E multi-crop 24.6 7.4
multi-crop & dense 24.4 7.1

#£ 5 GRME TR AR .. A LIH, S RIET[256,512], =Ml R~}
Q {256, 384, 512}

4.4 BRMERE

BIH AL, FRATPEAL 7S SR NS BIR PHE RE . X —F o seEs, A TRIE
LAY soft-max 73 ML I - SBT3k T 4 & . th T AR
B HAME, B S T M3, iX M H7E 2012 (Krizhevsky et al., 2012) £ 2013(Zeiler
& Fergus, 2013; Sermanet et al., 2014) 1) ILSVRC {45 1 4,

RN 6. 7F ILSVRC ELFE T FATHEIZE 78— RPN A2 R~FIZ D (VAY
WOE T eEREEMAENEE) o« 7 MR A S RAE ILSVRC R A R RN
7.3%. )5, BATBEEHW N RTRIMZ RSP (DA E) B T4E,



il I SR PPAS I AR R R 21 7.0%, 38 FH 3 8RN 2 3BT PPl I AR %0 6.8%.
TEANZ, BAIREER R IR RN 7.1% (B, £ 5) .

Table 6: Multiple ConvNet fusion results.

Error

Combined ConvNet models Top-TvalTtop-3 val[top-3 Test

ILSVRC submission
(D/256/224,256,288), (D/384/352,384,416), (D/[256;512]/256,384,512)
(C/256/224,256,288), (C/384/352,384,416) 24.7 7.5 7.3
(E/256/224.256.288), (E/384/352.384.416)

post-submission

(D/[256;512]/256,384,512), (E/[256;512]/256,384,512), dense eval. 24.0 7.1 7.0
(D/[256512]/256,384.,512), (E/[256;512]/256,384,512), multi-crop 23.9 7.2 -
(D/[256:512]/256,384,512), (E/[256;512]/256,384,512), multi-crop & dense eval.| 23.7 6.8 6.8

% 6 LHBIMLRL AL
4.5 5WAREFERIHLE

Bha, BAER 7 5L Edyas k47 7 e, 7E 2014 51 ILSVRC HLFE) 432
1T55, AT VGG FIBNIAS T 238 — A HI G, R T 7 MR ZH A il e
WHE, N73% RAZ)E, A2 MERPEE, BEERRF KRS T 6.8%.

ME 7 WTLUER, RATEIREGFARZE /45 ELE ILSVRC-2012 A1 ILSVRC-2013
RS G A R R B SR B . FRATTI &5 SR 5 7 AT 55 1 e B A 24
(GoogleNet N 6.7% 1% %K), F£HIHE L ILSVRC-2013 )7 % Clarifai ()R BLLTF
1%, e ANS I ZREEER A RN 11.2%, 1A FHAMBEERA 11.7%.
FANENER A, FRATR AN 45 B 3 AR T 2 A —— X IR K 2 3
ILSVRC Z AR AIT /D, R — L PERE L, BRATHORAIES T B4 1 45 5 (7.0%
MR 1% %), L[ GoogleNet fik 0.9%. {HFERIIEZ, FAIFFEAHF
S MBI GEAESE, JF i 35 3 IR X e e T T 5T

Table 7: Comparison with the state of the art in ILSVRC classification. Our method is denoted
as “VGG”. Only the results obtained without outside training data are reported.

Method top-1 val. error (%) [top-5 val. error (%) |top-5 test error (%)
VGG (2 nets, multi-crop & dense eval.) 23.7 6.8 6.8

VGG (1 net, multi-crop & dense eval.) 244 7.1 7.0

[VGG (ILSVRC submission, 7 nets, dense eval.) | 247 | 7.5 | 73 |
GooglLeNet (Szegedy et al., 2014) (1 net) - 7.9

GoogleNet (Szegedy et al., 2014) (7 nets) - 6.7

MSRA (He et al., 2014) (11 nets) - - 8.1

MSRA (He et al., 2014) (1 net) 279 9.1 9.1

Clarnfai (Russakovsky et al., 2014) (multiple nets) - - 11.7
Claritfal (Russakovsky et al., 2014) (1 net) - - 12.5

Zeiler & Fergus (Zeiler & Fergus, 2013) (6 nets) 36.0 14.7 14.8

Zeiler & Fergus (Zeiler & Fergus, 2013) (1 net) 37.5 16.0 16.1
OverkFeat (Sermanet et al., 2014) (7 nets) 34.0 13.2 13.6
OverFeat (Sermanet et al., 2014) (1 net) 357 14.2 -
Krizhevsky et al. (Knizhevsky et al., 2012) (5 nets) 38.1 16.4 16.4
Krizhevsky et al. (Krizhevsky et al., 2012) (1 net) 40.7 18.2 -

® T 5 ILSVRC 73 AR B 45 R EBL. JRATHITEM V66, REBIR 1 RAE
FIANER I R Kt 1) 45 R



5 Zid

ASCVRAG TR BEGARNES (2 19 J2) R Fr 70 8 RN . 45 REH,
RIEA 2 T3 R RN LA R, JE AR A% G 16 AR I 28 HE 2 rp 4 P BE R 1) J= e g
£ ImageNet Hdlife EHRUISIL RIS R . Mistrh, o 1 ATHIARL AT AR 45 1
Z AR 2 Bl A, VEREIA P BT 1 RSB IR I MR R IE LR R
AR . FRATH S E5 SR AR IRB N T IR BEAEAL R TE Hh A A



