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Abstract Many existing pruning methods for deep neural network models require modifying the loss function or
embedding additional variables in the network, thus they can’t benefit from the pre-trained network directly, and
complicate the forward inference and training process. So far, most of the feature-oriented pruning work only use the
intra-channel information to analyze the importance of filters, which makes it impossible to use the potential
connections among channels during the pruning process. To address these issues, we consider the feature-oriented
filter pruning task from an inter-channel perspective. The proposed method uses geometric distance to measure the
potential correlation among channels, defines filter pruning as an optimization problem, and applies a greedy strategy
to find an approximate solution to the optimal solution. The method achieves the decoupling of pruning from network
and pruning from training, thus simplifying the pruning task. Extensive experiments demonstrate that the proposed
pruning method achieves high performance for various network structures, for example, on CIFAR-10 dataset, the
number of parameters and floating point operations of VGG-16 are reduced by 87.1% and 63.7%, respectively, while
still has an accuracy of 93.81%. We also evaluate the proposed method using MobileFaceNets, a lightweight network,
on CASIA-WebFace large dataset, and the evaluation results show that, when the number of parameters and floating-
point operations are reduced by 58.0% and 63.6%, respectively, MobileFaceNets achieves an accuracy of 99.02% on
LFW dataset without loss of inference accuracy (The code is available at: https:/github.com/SSriven/FOAD).
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Fig. 1 Greedy pruning of the filter based on the geometric distance between feature channels
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Fig.2 Robustness analysis
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RULT, Witk A8 09 b — UG BT BCR W 4
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310 HIBEEFMELER

R T SR E 7775 FOAD WA Rt s ik, 3+
AN TR) ) e R AR DL K AN [R) 1Y) BG4 2 B0 48, DA
FOAD (15 57 ¥ fig . HL 4K Sk i, 4% C7E CIFAR-10 Al
CIFAR-100"" ¥ 4i 45 E X} 3 Ff CNN(VGG-13, VGG-16,
ResNet-56) #F 17 T SZ 46 . CIFAR-10 09 5 61 & 10 4>
2o, SALA 60000 5K & R, Hor il 2R 4 50 000 5K,
M4 10 000 5K . CIFAR-100 %3 £ 0 4,7 100 4~ 2k
S, VI 2R 48 R 4R 0 B R L 5 CIFAR-10 AH [R]
Ak, g 7 B HE— B B HIE FOAD B4 &bk, 41 % Bk
$ A% ) CASIA-WebFace %1 4 4 #F MobileFaceNets™!
b BEAT TR S, I AE LEW B 42 b UEAT PEAL
CASIA-WebFace (45 41 & 1 10575 /1> A1 494 414
ik .
32 XWiIgE

A Afi A Pytorch-1.11 i 42 52 Bl FOAD, Jf- #¢
NVIDIA RTX 3050Ti GPU | 47 5255 . X F 5 e i 7Y
19 Il %k, 7£ CIFAR-10 Al CIFAR-100 % ¥i5 % I Il %
160 > Fil 11, Jf BEBEREMLAR B2 N B AE o U fb 4%, Batch
Size, W] Uf 2% 2 % | Bl ik FIAUE R 08 R 500 510 64,

0.1, 0.9, IE-4.0t Ak, 725 80 A1 120 A J& 314 2 2] %5y
3% 4 0.01 1 0.001.7E CASIA-WebFace 524 |, &
2 SCHR [43] 09 U1 25 5 W F AT A AL A I 2, A8
FHBEHLES BE T B UL A4, U1 25605 18 60, Batch Size
W h 128, PReLU HYAUE I & A 0, MobileFaceNets
Hhi e — 2 A 4 B I BUE = R BOR O 4E-4, H
b2 ) BUE T2 08 2R B0R 45, W1 4R 24 > A3 4y
FisE R 0.1 F10.9, I HAEYIZREA R E 25 000, 36 000,
48 000 Y I, #2721 243 5l 4% k 0.01, 0.001, 0.0001.
Xof T AR o ask B, SR FH A U1 S SR e R R A TR (1 9 2
MG — . Sy T Y B A MR, Al AR S 4
FPE o502 B0 PGB B i /N A T 8, OF B
SR Z S WORS BE 55 RO BE R AT L. AR SR
AT — kM sy i i e 0y i 22 e, T IX
%1, & 11 ] FOAD-G(gradual, G) 2 /i #f 9 =2 & 57,
FOAD-O(once, O) 7R — KB 5. Xt T VGG-16, B
t=1, s=0.3 JF17 %7k X A& 55 5 X F ResNet-56, % & 3]
B 22 B B R R, BUNEY ¢ & S EUB BT R KRR, TR
EACE Y 2K A fig ik B H A& 55 3, 8UE 9 R 57
I E =3, s=0.2, 7 J5 22 /9 ¥ i 208 5 i =1, s=0
X} ResNet-56 #F17#i ik 14 55 .
3.3 7E£ CIFAR-10 #{#E& FHE/HER

1) VGG-16. fii il VGG-16 7 CIFAR-10 ¥4 % |-
I, X Y0205 19 VGG-16 PEAT 16 35 AR . 5 14
) VGG-16 H 3B RIZ M 32 HZZA N, H
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FAR ST BB X B RE, A A S )
VGG-16 B H A | D)2 B8 45 Rk 1 s,
VGG-16 #£ CIFAR-10 % % 48 I 9 BL X K5
93.84%, & Y #1 53.2% M S B A 37.3% W% miis
SR, RO 225 BRS BE BB 1K £ 94.00%, iX L L2k

PERDRG B I 220 5. S8 85 4% 70.0% 19S50 A 45.9%
I A B A, RO Z 5 0K B % 1A 3] 93.82%, #H
Vb R 2R 5 Y B B2, UL B T 0.02%. 5 B #5 Tal 2
A BT A Hoft 5 B M e, FOAD R ELH T —%E 1)
e, it L1, FPGM, SSS, GAL %5 )5 v, 7R 16 51 &k

Table 1 Pruning Results of VGG-16 and ResNet-56 on CIFAR-10 Dataset
% 1 VGG-16 fl ResNet-56 7 CIFAR-10 ##E 5 FMIESTER

) Jri KSR /% params params.dropl% FLOPs FLOPs.drop/%
L1" (ICLR 2017 ) 93.40 9.69x10° 342 0.412 80x10 342
$SS"* (ECCV 2018) 93.02 3.86x10° 738 0.36638x10° 416
GAL™ (CPVR 2019) 93.42 2.62x10° 82.2 0.343 7910’ 452
FPGM™ ( CVPR 2019) 93.54 0.41280x10° 342
Hinge"™ ( CVPR 2020 ) 93.59 2.93x10° 80.1 0.382 0610’ 39.1
FOAD-O (=1, s=0.3) 94.00 6.89x10° 53.2 0.39331x10’ 31.3
FOAD-O (=2, s=0.4) 93.82 4.42x10° 70.0 0.33932x10° 459
ThiNet™ (ICCV 2017 ) 90.76 5.30x10° 64.0 0.225 85x10° 64.0
NS (1CCV 2017) 93.80 1.69x10° 88.5 0.30741x10° 51.0
s HRank™ ( CVPR 2020) 9234 2.63x10° 82.1 021769x10" 653
Di™ (1JCAI2022) 93.27 2.13x10° 85.5 0267 88x10” 373
FOAD-G 03.81 1.90x10° 87.1 0.227 78x10° 63.7
FOAD-O (=3, 5=0.3) 93.36 2.73x10° 81.5 0.246 84x10’ 60.7
COP™ (1ICAI2019) 9331 1.06x10° 928 0.16625x10’ 735
ABCPruner™ (1JCAT 2020 ) 93.08 1.66x10° 88.7 0.164 99x10’ 73.7
OTO" (NeurIPS 2021 ) 93.30 0.81x10° 94.5 0.168 13x10° 732
CHIP™ ( NeurIPS 2021) 93.18 1.87x10° 87.3 0.13425x10° 8.6
Di™ (1JCAI 2022) 93.08 1.02x10° 93.1 0.168 76x10’ 731
FOAD-G 93.41 0.74x10° 95.0 0.178 8010’ 715
FOAD-O (=3, 5=0.2) 93.08 2.56x10° 82.6 0.165 6210’ 73.6
L1"™ (ICLR 2017) 93.06 0.59x10° 27.6 0.21232x10" 13.7
PFA" (CVPR 2018) 92.49 0.49x10° 404 0.15130x10’ 385
NISP*! (CVPR 2018) 93.01 0.47x10° 424 0.158 6810’ 355
GAL™ (CPVR 2019) 92.98 0.72x10° 1.8 0.163 52x10° 376
FOAD-O (=3, 5=0.2) 93.50 0.40x10° 512 0.151 86x10’ 383
He™ (ICCV 2017) 91.80 0.12301x10° 300
FOAD-G 93.06 0.23x10° 72.0 0.118 09x10° 52.0
ResNet-56 FOAD-O (=3, 5=0.1) 92.59 0.38x10° 53.7 0123 01x10° 500
CHIP™ ( NeurIPS 2021) 92.05 0.23x10° 71.8 0.068 15x10” 723
FOAD-G 92.45 0.21x10° 74.4 0.076 27x10’° 69.0
FOAD-O (1=4, s=0) 91.20 0.29x10° 64.6 0.07897x10° 67.9
HRank™ ( CVPR 2020 ) 90.72 0.26x10° 68.1 0.063 7210’ 74.1
FilterSketch™' ( TNNLS 2021 ) 91.20 0.23x10° 71.8 0.062 98x10’ 74.4
FOAD-G 91.34 0.15x10° 81.7 0.053 14x10’ 78.4
FOAD-O (=5, 5=0) 90.38 0.24x10° 70.7 0.064 95x10’ 73.6

T ARUEFRA ST RIS R “ drop” TR,



Jit Bt SC AR = — o R 1 S O 296 35 ) ) 1 I B B vk

1843

30%~50% WF, ‘E AT TR0 J5 BRS B 4B B FOAD ZLAIK. 78
1B 51 % H 50% L) I}, FOAD [l #f B 45— S {3, 4]
W5 2 B0 RN 32 B BRI 87.1% F1 63.7% B, 1
JE 2 J5 BORE E A 93.81%, AR T GAL, Tl 2 J5 kg
JEH L, A AR 2. BT NS, A EH
o FEAR AR T £, RO S R B e NS i, kT B
HRank, 7£ 2 5 i AV 508 5 i PR AIRAS 258 2 1 Ol
T, EANTROE Z 5 RS B R 92.34%, Tl FOAD H) kS
JE 2 93.81%. XF T 70 fm i 5 4, B i 3 5 PG
£ 70% L I B}, FOAD 7E i 8 Z J5 (4 85 B BE 18 3k )
93.41%, XF Lt [a] 9% il 46 5 5 (%) Ho A 5 3, FOAD ¥ JiE
1 5. U, CHIP K VGG-16 (1) 2 8 & FliF s
T3 I FEAR 87.3% F11 78.6% I}, 46 BT J o 455 TR i
4 93.08%. 1fii FOAD ¥ VGG-16 [ 2 ¥ FliF s 5
B0 9 FEAR 95.0% 1 71.5% I, 16 59 Ji5 1 A5 U K g
M 93.41%, R 7 o iz B fE (IR A CHIP £, {H &
SR 1 BRI (95.0% X L 87.3%) FE BY J& (1) #5¢ Y
K B (93.41%) %}t CHIP(93.08% ) 43 #58 KA . X &
K>k FOAD BE#S A R0 K BRTUA R iE, HEH T
B B 08 B S s i i2E S8 BY ), itk 18 B £
1 BY A R 0] LR AR A A AL T CHIP 78 5 AR
LU 8 1o 0 BT, 225 G 15 ) — S 5% A 78 5 K A 1 3
S BB A MR BB T R 3 K 2 S B0 R U T
FOAD fi % 45 2 b il 3 F1 K 4 CNN, 45 34 ) FH 4%
ik ST 308 38 (] ) AF PR A B T 300 T A B AR A L K
2)ResNet-56. ResNet-56 F £ 4~ 5% 2= He ¥k & 1 Jl,

T 5 22 b A A O B R A, IS BE AR 1B BY
VGG-16 — ¥ & 55 ResNet-56.7F 15 87 ResNet-56 ], %}
FrE Y P G — ZEAETEEY, R BE Ti%
RN T UL AT M B R AR BB Rk 1 TR,
ResNet-56 7E CIFAR-10 %5 95 £ b Il 25 1) 5 28 B 180 8
J¥ 4 93.31%, FOAD 4 ResNet-56 fit) 2 ¥ i Fl T 2 iz
PR BRI T 51.2% 1 38.3%, iR 22 )5 BORS JE 1
FELR R RURE AR TE T 0.19 4 43 45 (93.50%) , X L
L1, PFA, NISP, GAL, FOAD A H & (1) 1& B 3R FUk; JE .
TETF 8 BR8P 50.0% LA B, X EE R 9 58 BT R
()7 1, FOAD {7548 R B0 T 540 53 i P . 91 4 24
SRR I A8 B 3 98 81.7% F1 78.4% B, 13K
i 22 J5 B 2 fiE % 3R 2 91.34%, X It FilterSketch FI
HRank, FOAD 5 B = (1) 5 & 5% FURT B . DA 52 56 45 21
K Fi, FOAD X H A7 i 3% B 45 VR 1 10 2% A3 7 h BB %
ARy, HRBH THRARTERE.
3.4 7E CIFAR-100 ##E & FMiFEE R

1) VGG-16. CIFAR-100 ¥ 424 0 £ (9 201, 4
ik B B K, A SCfd FH VGG-16 1 CIFAR-100 | 47
TVEAS, PEAG S5 SR 3k 2 F/R, VGG-16 7E CIFAR-100
| B LR RS FE N 73.12%. FOAD 5 — 865 ki )7
AR S NIF TS R DL O 22 5 AR X 3
VM PR bR B EAT T H#K.FOAD 1T LUK VGG-16 1Y
SR T 25058 538 43 0820 79.4% i 48.0%, Thi A
JE A T B K2 .COP ¥ VGG-16 B S 5 AT s
BN WIFEAR T 73.2% 1 43.1%, 1EKE B 72.59%
FEARZE 71.77%, 1fii FOAD 7EAG FE M 73.12% & 7+ =

Table 2 Pruning Results of VGG-16 and ResNet-56 on CIFAR-100 Dataset
% 2 VGG-16 fl ResNet-56 7£ CIFAR-100 #iiE5& FAIEETER

%) ik i1 params.drop FLOPs.drop
PFA™ (CVPR 2018 ) 70.00 66.9 42.9
COP® (1JCAT 2019 ) 71.77 73.2 43.1
DPES™” (2021) 67.06 19.9
VGG-16 CHIP* ( NeurIPS 2021 ) 72.15 39.9 43.0
DI (1JCAI 2022 ) 72.00 80.4 56.5
FOAD-G 73.30 79.4 48.0
FOAD-O (=3, s=0.3) 73.21 72.9 44.0
PFA™ (CVPR 2018 ) 69.22 18.5 20.6
PFA™ (CVPR 2018 ) 68.05 26.4 333
DPES™ (1S2021) 57.81 16.19
ResNet-56 )
CHIP™' ( NeurIPS 2021 ) 69.00 382 41.4
PGMPF"™ ( AAAI2022) 70.21 52.6
FOAD-O (=2, s=0.1) 71.00 43.4 422

I BHBEIIRA IO % FOAD RSERESSR: “drop” Fon IR,
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73.30%, ARG BT B 0 R BE I8 2 O 2 S BORG
B (73.30% %t b 71.77%, +0.18% X 1t.—0.82%) , FOAD
#E L COP B HAL#. 5 PFA ML, FOAD L4 % %5
(1) S8 T B (=79.4% X H—66.9%) | V7 iz H T
[ (—48.0% XF H—42.9%) LA N T &5 09 4% FE (73.30% Xif
It 70.00%) . 5 CHIP #H Lt 76 S50k FIVE fiis Bt %
Ik 15 A0 i), FOAD H A T & 198 B2 (73.30% X [
72.00%).

2)ResNet-56. 5 It [7] B, A 3¢ fiff ] ResNet-56

1E CIFAR-100 Z4E 47 T 14, ResNet-56 7£ CIFAR-

100 | F) 35 28 455 RUKS B o8 71.58%, 1Ak 45 S R R 7
F 2 f . X} L PFA 9 FLOPs, H: 40 %) F 6 T 20.6% Fil
33.3%, FOAD ¥4 FLOPs (%A% T 42.2%, 8 Z )5 Wk
b 5 (71.00% X H 69.22%, 68.05%). % H CHIP,
PGMPF, DPES iX 3 1 Jy %, FOAD .4 57 K A9 11 #.
X iE— B UE B T FOAD X 1200 3 2 i $ci 45t B
A — R

3.5 7E CASIA-WebFace #{#E& FHIEHER

MobileFaceNets J& — 1~ 75 A & 3 51 401 3k 4% |32
o 09 B B Bl 2 W 4%, ELA L 55 9 R 10 45 I g
If HR—A 0 AT e i A 2R A b e e T
2, R K /MUY HA 3.99 MB. 4R 1 78 — S8 353 9%
P54 53 A BR Ay ik A X35 48 i, IR AR IH L BOK, B
T A B I 2% 114 3 A ORI 4 VR B, K A R b i) oY
26 10 REAE B2 BURE 77, BH AT DL FOAD A 2h % 85
MobileFaceNets.MobileFaceNets H1 22 ™ i 7 B 2H 1%,
BAMSIEE 3 N EBUZ4U, i TS 17 7E
O R AR, BN RS — 22
TEA SO AN PUAT 8RB AR, T ST i 26 2 > 45
FUR VR EE B, VR B 6 B0 B A58 T8 4 o i a0
I— 30, WAE B B B B 28 1 2B 2 2
TR B A PR 2 i) — A K.

B BT 25 3R 3 TR, SRR AE LFW I /RS
&N 99.17%. 165 Bk F V7 5538 58 40 5 F F% 29%
1 34% WF, 76 LFW _E (08 BE AU B 1 0.03 4~ 43
15(99.17% XF . 99.14% ) . BIORE A7 FE 475 2 1.75 MB,

FLOPs [# 11k 63.6% LA J 2850t 98/ 58%, £ 33X Tl 3
BT, SR 2 5 MR AE LEW B 1) I a0RS 34K 4%
fiE 1% 35 5 99.02%. N Ik, FOAD 78 & Ze 5 fli 4 F i Ay
AR R R, T H AR BEEH T FOAD Xt 1 45 i 591 4 1)
B T 2 ] LAAR G- T
3.6 HBRIEHS— RS S T

55 [ B, AR SR AR [ A 05 B9 32T X LG T
A& BT F— UK A8 B 1 R0, X e SR R 7E 3R 1
FIE 2 v, AT LLYE 28 1 2, 7 ik =08 BT Lt — IR B
BY RS B A MK SRS B, 1 InAE R 1 b, 294 VGG-16
()37 255 3 B3 [R) R AR 609 22 A Ik, 87 ok =X 05 5 e
— UK P A B ARG BB O R (93.81% Xt HE 93.36%) . £ TF
S B R RAIG 70% Zo A, ik U8 B A T A Y
FI(93.41% XF Lt 93.08%), iX Fli I 9t 7E X ResNet-56
PEAT A6 B It o] DUOWLER 3. [RlRE M, 7 35 2 2
Rl 235 3L i k= B 3 SR 00 RS 4 A& 59, 1T — IR
P& 87 38 SR — 2 B4 R 40 b 18 5Y 2 0k 25 15 a] A
B, AR AR AE AT B T = RS B, i — A BT 0 5
Z M. ER %t H % B FOAD & H T i ik 2015 87 36
W, I Bk — 25 500 T 7 i Y AR T ik B BT
B PR,
3.7 FOAD T& o

A SCXF FOAD MR IR HEAT T AF5E, $240 1T 2 Fh s
AR TIE B A4 B R AE 22 BRI A ] At S I U AR R A
PEAY.2 AR R EE 1) BT R B AE OGP B RRAE
FE B AH SRR A RRAE. 2) BEHL. 18 59 2 J5 R LW 45 1k
SRONS N, N T AR UE A F- 1, 76 T il 52 46 v 35 fif
FH—W P87, HA FOAD DL J HAR (R 4 16 87 R A 45
TER—7K 4L, BIE s=0.FOAD ¥ VGG-16 1£ CIFAR-10
R VE B R PR T 72.6%, S 1A FIBEHL 2 Fh AR K
W T 64.7% WITE s s S AR SCHER] 3 i T 4%
Pl A R () & BY R, T LLE 21|, FOAD B &g L FLAR {4
A PERETE AL, AR 23 BT, B ] AR IR AR T AR 1 2 K
P, PR EE T T A SR S AR AE . X UL T R IR 2R
PEA 25 T W4 53 25, iR i FOAD 9 fI Bk

Table 3 Pruning Results of MobileFaceNets on CASIA-WebFace Dataset
3% 3 MobileFaceNets 7£ CASIA-WebFace ##E5 FRIIEBIER

A LFW %5 /% params params.drop/% FLOPs FLOPs.drop/%
MobileFaceNets 99.17 1.00x10° 0 0.38x10° 0
FOAD-O (=1, s=0) 99.14 0.71x10° 29.0 0.25x10’ 34.0
FOAD-O (=2, s=0) 99.07 0.54x10° 46.0 0.18x10° 52.6
FOAD-O (=3, s=0) 99.02 0.42x10° 58.0 0.14x10’ 63.6

E: “drop” FoRFEAR.
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Fig. 3  Pruning results for FOAD and its variants
3 FOAD KRR BY AL R

3.8 XL AEEEHFEEECERNTE

TR BEHR R AS R 1 B o v %o 0 B ) A A
KR R, AR 35X E LA I S R4 5% A1
RLEE 2 B B S A AU 09 05 3. SE B 45 R AN 3R 4 R,
7 CIFAR-10 il CIFAR-100 % %5 45 b, {f LA
FE B E AT 18 BY 0L L A % R RL R B A a2 R R UL
Ay B2 TN T 22 AR 2 ] v 45 S SR TR Y 48 0 R T
717 4% 52 R AR JE T M0 2 A o) o A ) Y 25 5L A
T R B KA R 2% AR AE R B U AR 1Y L R Bl R
I L, il L AR P A DL S5 SN 3
3.9 7[E Batch Size 4% E) B &7 14 g€ B9 22 N 43 47

TE 2.3 71, A SCXTH i AR [R] Batch Size 119 %1 85
HEAT B A 7 A 1) U8 i AR 10 32 I LU A8 T T B0
FEE 2 i A A B, BN AR E R R, &l
FOAD Z J& FIT 12 B (A & % #8545 75% LA I J2 AH [ 11 .

N T 3 — WA, A £ XT AS A Batch Size 7E VGG-
16 Fl CIFAR-10 F #E47 T #H 5¢ S5 5, 4 Batch Size 43
W N 16, 32, 64, 128, 256, 512. 9 T R3IF 4 52 40 4
IS, B4 52 =1, 5=0. SCEGZE AN 5 TR,
JCi® Batch Size JRZ /b, 75 258 FIVE A8 i LT
HHTE) A I 00T, B A 4SS 80 f) G B A 25 8 K. i T
PLAS 2598 A SCT7 B FOAD R T80 2 & iy, 1D
N N2 /DB, FOAD #B 0] L s &% b 46 57 /9 2% .
310 BSH M sHHH

FOAD 17 7€ 2 /> 0] 15 08 S 80 ¢ Al s, IR %
T B 22 B, R4 3980 s T s K, R4 8 fIK.
s FOAE R o) ok 0B B . A BT A A A AR, BT AAR
it R 405 2R 10 5 SR B S e s, AR S 8
Fls 4 F 7™ A B BTSRRI A —FE. itk A SOl
FHN TR 04 8 2 800 A, R P98 T A8 3 2R A7 B R 5K
B, LY 45 SRR 4 froR, B A 0N R R [ 2 s=0.3 B ¢
ST, 2, 3, 4, M FRIR 8 =2 1) s 437 B0, 0.1,
0.2, 0.3. H. P & 4(a) B 7R 1Y J& VGG-13 7£ CIFAR-10
B A 2 AR, B 4(b) B R 1Y )& VGG-16 7E CIFAR-
100 LA BT AL &5 L. nTLLE B, B & « W3S K, S50
FNE S s R /D B 2, RS R OO MR E s (1)
WK, S8R RTE T8 T s D ORG BE HN.
23 MR I, S 80a RN s A i (9 B % T 1 1Y
A A ARURR, K R PRy s A 1 FH R A A BT
48 B 5K 1R T BOKE T B R 20, AT LUGE 4
A s SR A 2 sk BB BT A & 4Ca) A TR, 2

Table 4 Methods for Comparing the Similarity of Different Metric Feature Maps
x4 XA REEFEEBMNENTTE

PG/ FER K% params params.drop!% FLOPs FLOPs.dropl/%
ARFLARLEE 93.49 6.19x10° 57.9 0.29x10° 53.8
CIFAR-10
JUmEEES (A3C) 93.52 6.79%10° 53.9 0.30x10° 523
ATEAMEE 71.26 4.35x10° 70.5 0.20x10° 68.1
CIFAR-100
JUTHEES (AR30) 71.67 4.75x10° 67.8 0.18x10° 70.8
T BRI FERA SO FOAD RYSZIREZE I “ drop” FrRFAIL.
Table S Analysis of the Effect of Different Batch Sizes on Model Pruning Performance
# 5 7~[E Batch Size X E) 5T 57 1% 88 I 500 53 4
Batch Size K BE1% params FLOPs
16 93.69 6.74x10° 0.297 93x10’
32 93.56 6.58x10° 0.292 00x10’
64 93.52 6.79%10° 0.299 29x10’
128 93.48 6.89x10° 0.303 72x10’
256 93.70 6.76x10° 0.302 35x10’
512 93.46 6.78x10° 0.301 25x10’




1846 IRV S KR 2024, 61()
0.90 — 0.95 0.80 098 09376 09365 0-95
0801 7 070} 7] 7 — —

I i 10.94 0.9328 10.94
0.70 09364 0.9368) 10.9349| 009275 0.60 2
0.60 |
| 5 50+ — l 5
% osol | 0.93 ﬁ‘:z g O 0.93 ﬁ‘:g
e I 040 F -
® 040r {1092 8 & 0l {092 S
030} = ' =
020 ¢ {091 020r 1091
0.10 | 0.10
0 0.90 0 ; ' ' 0.90
1 2 3 4 0 0.1 0.2 0.3
t s
(a) VGG-137ECIFAR-10 [ B 45 1
0.90 0.75 0.80 0.75
0.80 0.740 8 — 070 F - 0.740 8
— 10.74 77 10.74
0.70 | I
0Tm0 oh3a 1 0.60 0.730 074
0.60 B 11 i 0.50 o
y 0.7321 10.73 . O Jo73 =
8 050 " ¥ v T
= n  040F n
= - =9 = =9
® 040 o2 8 B g3l 10 1 {072 S
0.30 67
0.20
0.20 1 10.71 10.71
0.10 0.10 |
0 : : : 0.70 0 : : : 0.70
1 2 3 4 0 0.1 0.2 0.3

(b) VGG-167ECIFAR-100_E [#1 85 k45 5L

COSHE ERFABHE —TOP-1E

Fig. 4 Analysis experimental results of hyperparameters ¢ and s

B4 ESEC R s BT IER s

A ¢ FEATBR A, B s=0 B, 2500 M7 05 is 5 A
W T 70%, Tk BEH R B 3 92.88%. X ¢ #EAT R
i, 1 s=0.3 B, SR 5 AR BE AT LA 21 93.68%. iX
A AR AT LAFEIE 4(b) ol g2 3. 285 K 1) SE 5
BRI, Y € (2,3}, s€ {0.2,0.3}F, A] ik B 45 4 1Y 45 57

AR ICHR T — BB U U A% 18 39 U573 FOAD.
W5 W5 FE 4RI T R AR S T A T A S e A
FEARFAF 8 A8 (] 4 785 £ A Ak A A 8 U 2R I TU AR AR
J&, FOAD ¥ M 4% 45k Fi)ll 25 #2508 57 3o R R A7
M, AR TR A T B BAT 55 LA, Sl i S g WAL R,
BAAS B R N AN (6] 64y A PR 8 899 2 ) O B A A5 R
BB BAT B R . AR A [R) B0 B DA KA [R] 0 465 25 44
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