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1. Introduction

H o2 omA, Ao, 24 T TRt ZofellA
w2 e Hola ot ot ‘:‘u 3y Rds2> 1
7Isel  wet  o2frEAl stelw mpetmE (hyper

parameter)S 7}AH, o]#gt StolH uEtu|EEL RH 9]
Yol 2 g Atk et stolw seuleo)
dEle wale) 45g Adslelid 494 AR .

O FoME o HAEE (o]st MLP: Multi-Layer
Perceptron)! 2 BEle o 2y REAE & 7P 7|xHel
AZ A7Yel F FHEA, AL R HopolA

s ZEET ekt 9 ST MLP melo] 4be
stol®  matulge] wle  wgeith  old@  slold
sfelalE S-S oA AAshife] wah mulo] Aol

A E=2td 4 Q7] wiel, stold niemlE {Y
MLP R2d sh5ollA w83k a0l

B HiMo|HdE CIFAR-10% dHo]lgAlS  o]g5}o]
MLP =¥ gh5of g3FE mA|l= dtoln merHES
EA%%, o]& foll, e 249359 F7] (hidden size),
izl A3} (Batch Normalization)® AHE §%, Sh&5E
2A1E®  (Learning Rate Scheduler) G2 WASA|A7IH
ol Aol uwAs dFE AAZReR  EActa
Hwgtty,  ol& &of, MLP RHoA of" 3slo]n
oepu|ErzE 7Y Fatt g oheA, d8a o"
Z3te] stolw mEtalElZt A B AdF S Hol=A
ropfj 12} jhet

rlo

2. Backgrounds

2.1.  MLP (Multi-Layer Perceptron)
(e}

1% A7 (Artificial Neuron Network)S ¥ 9] 72 9]
TEE BHste TEoxl duEEe=s, dgiEdoe=r
dESH S5 Aol e 2Y ASe w4, &
HAER (perceptron)” 27} o] dggict.

HAEEZES <Qld Eﬂ [6E wob Wa i S5l
VA (weigh))ot FF FH, dART Hwste] 2L
A3}, o]=gh ﬂr@% o HAEES o &R/
EAE siAe 4 AW, XOR B4 & w4y B&

AE E 5 gioe
sjdstaz s
A5 S5 A
Folff B4Rt v =A o AT
MLP 249 ok A2 &xu} (f
=4 AL (loss
propagation)®, 7}zl AHlolE
+9d. o= dHolHe &AnE
7He2 2t B3t dFE ol8ste] ALt
9 dgoer HdHr

orward propagation),
AHdnt  (backward
(weight update) 2
sl 2 SolA
tel E2gho]l o=

G R i =
%__

calculation),

=99, &4 A @AM E FESOIM AdE
ASg AAgS  Hluste] EAgE AR o]
A2 2o Ase dede Axz AMEdY O
O, gAn dAME &A%l E83oA dEse=
deom AHudn. 7 Folde =gl it &4
UEge AAstL, o8 ol Foz Auigit. o]
oA ZHEAeF Bl Higt vlEgtE AEn

ot5E (learning rate)o]eh= Stol¥ m=u|HE ARg-SHo]
A fUlelEL 2718 22 4 o

MLP £ 9] 4 B2 whaslo] sy
(epoch) Ut  &AZko] +HT w77

sted e Az Holgd s A5S st

2.2. iz A3t (Batch Normalization)

Ay AW sy WY 5, o]
WieotA A tEo] A= dlojglof Tt
gHolz]= 7 g & Qo = Els
(Overfitting)o]2tal R2=H], 35 dlol87F Y&F HAY
Rdo] BEAs AL A3 e},

HA%t ZAE oidsty, REo] AdsS =07 flshA
uz] A4tk (Batch Normalization) 7S AFgS 4
Atk viz] AE= MLP HEoA AREEE= ZF Fo
old  dlolge]  oisl AFE  (normalization)S
FattoRA oy A dE  HolEe REUt
HalotH A HAPst= ZAES i2de & ok A3 =
golHe Hue] 0 ol B4to] 1 ¢ BIE ZIk=E
25t olg Fo o= deolHe 2xIb dASH
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ERERE

[e)
= =ol

FASHE=E ot ok :
_%

A Aaeks A8shl fsiMe ML Rde]l 7
Sotet Wiz Ao ASS Ftslior Atk o] A2
MLP R ZF Fo] 24t o4 ojde] 9jx|sH,
A dlelgel et et A2E At Aaiet Az
olFols &4 5o A S5 A drk

w2 st Agotd MLP BHol b wprofA]
A dlolHe] Rt Ao R {AHH. °lE FS
ohg olMY S Eold, = Jls) 29
T FINE o

]

27A1E 9 (Learning Rate Scheduler)
SEC 7ISA dHPRIE Aol dmy 2 AN
SR AHsh= stoln utetulEoelt). Sh5EC|
H ook £Lrb L], S5Ee] vF AW
(diverge)® 7Fs/dol eB=r, StgES Aok
WATe AsE MAdstke d 2 dFE 7130
2759 (Learning Rate Scheduler)&= S}
7IHog, Hdo] ol A Fof
Hste] mde] gsS AT
SE= oy, 2
do] +¥S H& afHor =8
oteE AED WY T dRE Cd=E =9,
StepLR, ExponentialLR, LambdalL.R, CosineAnnealingl.R,
gk oled
2AskeAo] uhet then,
olg Bo mdel 458 AT & Aot o =
StepLR = A QH A"mtt} sk5ES a7l WA=
Exponential LR & X4 T¢5
S5ES ARt LambdalR 2 AREA} Aol &
ol e5E& x4dotH, CosineAnnealinglR 2 FARI

SLAE O
St ES

PO v
o 3 41
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rr

CosineAnnealingWarmRestarts o]

PHse 27 SHEES 0%

Z7dg

CosineAnnealingWarmRestarts = 3HFES F7/4o=2
HaAZlsdl, o ol o F719 d5ES ISR
ARgRITE offdt WES AMESt] MLP Rdlo] 45

umsta, stols] wfetulele] 9T BT & et

3. Methods

2 RAAL stoln mefuest mde] ko
WAL QY Fohur] skl my euFe A7)
(hidden size), 17 37F3te] 48, A58 2AZY 5 5
3714 29 nefsirt

3.1. Hlo]Aztel (Baseline) =&
Stoln] miEtm|Ele] HWHILE & Rdo] Aol
oL Ao BiE 7HHQEAE Hrt Yot mtetsty]
A8l 71224 Ho]A=el (Baseline) MLP Rd-& Table
1 3} Zo] Aostqiet. Ho|Agkql MLP HE9] 24F2
2 e AREStRen, & 24F9 I7|+= 256 o=
Yottt =gkl g EEe HAYAHoe=
TrEol57] 9gt #4438t 4 (activation function)=
ReLUY $t=5 A}-8-53iTt.

7FEAE QHlolEsks dagEel SEutolA
(optimizer)&= Adam"-& ARgo}om, JEuto]z] 2]
Sh5E2 0.001 2 dAstot. Bdo d&Egtat AAgkel
zZtolg UetlE AxS &A% oF 25 A
HeHom ARREE &

Agshart

>
o

3
0,

%=¢Ql Cross Entropy Loss &

y=9] =A7] (hidden size)”} MLP =2d9] AL
A e dobnsl S, eH3el aslE 32 e
2,048 742 2 WA ESHUFEA, F 6 e mdS

Aolotdet. 2439 Mg ¥ ymA 2AET Ston
utatu|EE2 HojAakel mdyl A5ty on 72 MLP
nd Y7o Az 2 T 243590 IAVE FYUsHAL
Table 2 & 2klshH, 717} AZ w), =g
mtetelE £k 7 AzE AL AT 5

3.3, Hix] At AE ofF
2d YEo vz AH3St (Batch Normalization) IS
ZotebH, Aarst | dlolert A ofie & ot
WA AFSE dolst eHze Euw Awel
=™, F4e = Holge o
S5 AXttE A2 Table 32 53f &1gh 4 gt

o
ik
ox.
ok
&S]
%
S
=
(@]

—
c

Layer (type) Output Shape Param #

Linear-1 [-1, 256] 786,688

ReLU-2 [-1, 256] 0

Linear-3 [-1, 256] 65,792

ReLU-4 [-1, 256] 0

Linear-5 [-1, 10] 2,570

Total params 855,050

Table 1: Hjo]Agtel MLP Zdlo] 72x¢} mlafulg 4=
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Hidden Size 32 64 128 256 512 1024 2048
Total params 99,722 201,482 411,146 855,050 1,841,162 4,206,602 10,510,346

Table 2: 2459 27] (Hidden Size) ¥ MLP &2 @ e] mtztu]e] 5= (Total params)
Layer (type) Output Shape Param #
Linear-1 [-1,2048] 6,293,504
BatchNorm1d-2 [-1,2048] 4,096
ReLU-3 [-1, 2048] 0
Linear-4 [-1,2048] 4,196,352
BatchNorm1d-5 [-1,2048] 4,096
ReLU-6 [-1, 2048] 0
Linear-7 [-1, 10] 20,490
Total params 10,518,538

Table 3: Hix] R3S A5 MLP mdlo] 1x¢} mtata|g 4= (hidden size=2048)

3.4, Ot g5E AAEHC v

S5E AMEE Bl 8T o, gntdoez=
SEato]z] AAel SEE AAEZE A AAIL
olgA AR 5E AAlEds BY o5 oA o
ofZ (epoch) AIt S&=H, er5E a2 Yool ERi

2 BuAd= 14 s5E (0.1, 0.01, 0.001)7} StepLR,
Exponential LR, LambdalR, CosineAnnealinglR, 121!
GeE AEUE

CosineAnnealingWarmRestarts 52| St5E

ARG Hdlg vt

4. Experiments

4.1. CIFAR-10 dlo]€Al

CIFAR-10& 10 7]9] Zdg22 FAH 3x32x32
27191 6 W i owAm  o]fox FI HolHA
(datasepolty. & 10 7He] ZHHArz FAEo glor,
Figure 1 & 71 & 455 dehd Zojrh on|zx] &F
flofl ot58  dlolHAY HAESR HolEAle Z
50,000 7l1€F 10,000 712} olm] x|z /st

HAEG dolelAlo] tigt REo] 45 H7lstr] fl6l,
A&k (accuracy)®t £=AZL (oss)E AHESITE Aot =
AA dolgAe] M & Hdo] o3 At AR
=20t dAst= HolE ] ArE Hlgr UEhd ZojH,
1 o 7PReas Rdo] ¢ AZsHA dSste A
ojmgte}, &AL Rdo] o Axer AAl L 3o
2folE SAstH, Fro] 2245 ndo| dSo] Al gt
7Vt Elcin= FerE 2l

2
2o B Hetstera

10 g

oli

<
=
=

st

80

Figure 1: CIFAR-10 Hlo]€]AlS] of|A].

100 120 140

4.2. Hlo]Azrel (Baseline) RE9] A%

wlo]22tel MLP Rdo] A%g Qlsty] 98, i
7] (batch size)& 512 & A3}, AA| & (epoch)S
50 o= Adstar. % g
A9 %o, Figure 2 & Fdl 3 = of
k5 MEo°] digt Cross Entropy Loss 7} ZAsh= 2=
sjalg 4 ook BAES doleldle] g Hojxztel
MLP mdlo] AHSE (accuracy)= 0.5251 £, o
0.0076 &= 245kt

<4959 "

=90] 7] (hidden size)E 32 HH
SE7HEA Aot F 6 e mEo]
&t5-8 dlolelAlo] thgt Cross Entropy Loss & ol &ufch
Uebd Zojty, mEe] ymz] Fxet A 2AEL

=1
HlojAgtel  melo] A A Ay Fdstalod,
24939 A717t AdSE sh5g dolele] tigh Cross
Entropy Loss 7} Zfopith= & &R1% 4 itk E3,
Table 4 & RIstH, 2439 27|17t AZ4S HAE
dlolelAle] tiet ALErt Fotdls AL ST 4 ok
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Without Batch Normalization (BN) With BN
Hidden Size 32 64 128 256 512 1024 2048 2048
Training Time 10m 1Is 9m 60s 9m 58s 9m 59s 9m 59s 9m 60s 10m Is 10m 5s
Test Accuracy 0.4847 0.4923 0.5002 0.5251 0.5434 0.5518 0.5525 0.5911
Test Loss 0.0031 0.0035 0.0053 0.0076 0.0081 0.0089 0.0094 0.0057

Table 4:

1.75 4

1.50 A

1.25 A

1.00 A

Cross Entropy Loss (Train)

0.00 1

Epochs

Figure 2: 2459 =7]o] & @] Train Loss Curve

4.4, WA Aske) Ag o
A, eYZo] A7]7F 2,048 91 MLP Rdlo] 714 =
AYEEE 7= As ERlsklr ol Ao s df
mdo] o uix] 4#3} (Batch Normalization) ¥4
Foleto] mele AlgA Helohn e sHalsknh
Figure 3 oA ®izx] A3t (59 oTE 58
gloleAle]l gt Cross Entropy Loss & 21 &= itk oF
=
o]

il

"N

40 of|E7IA= &Aool Aozt glo] Holzgk 40 of
o|SRE  Hix] AHysE EET ndol &4k
rgH oz Fracte AL AT & St
o272 Table 4 o]
!

L2U=0] 37] (Hidden Size) ¥ BJ2] A3} (Batch Normalization; BN)2] A8 &5 #H MLP Rdlo] A=

1.6

—— With BN
141 \ —— Without BN
124
= )\
©
£ 1.0
2
S
> 0.8
Q
e
£06
"
]
§oa
0.2 A A
00 XJ\/\/ ;_

0 10 20 30 40 50
Epochs

Figure 3: ¥ix] tste] 28 5% 2 Train Loss Curve

45. ThFF 58 2AED ¥
oA g Aol FUW BdL eqze 277}

2,048 ola1, wiz] A2t ZIFeH MLP Rdlolt}. o]
A oAz o] HEo E
2AEHE AHESte] B A5 vl

WA, Figure 4 = 14 358 4 58 AAlEy E2
50 ofZ F<te] sh5EC] WHEkel o5& to|g Al thgt
Cross Entropy Loss & WEeRH Zlojtt, 123l Table 5 +
AAlE E BE9 sy AR, ALY, SA%E e
Zolty, d5Ee IPAA HEZ SFFAX Afole=
S5ES 0.001 2 AR mdo] Ago] 7PF E94
gt5E AMEdE S 2E2E 7Fdl Cosine—
AnnealingLR & ARgRF RElo] Aste 7t 7Pt =0T

LR Scheduler o1 COOI:S)TM 0.001 StepLR Exponential Lambda Annecaolj;r;e; CA Warm(_;[zstarts
Training Time| 10m4s 10m3s  10m2s 10m 1s 10m 3s 10m Os 10m 4s 9m 58s
Test Accuracy| 0.5031  0.5631  0.5834 0.3478 0.2279 0.3228 0.5186 0.5141

Test Loss| 0.0053  0.0069  0.0047 0.0034 0.0040 0.0036 0.0081 0.0065

Table 5: th¥Fst 815E (Learning Rate; LR) &271E8] H MLP &9 A5
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Constant (0.1) Constant (0.01) Constant (0.001) StepLR
25 25 25 o 25
0.10 0.10 0.10 ’
2.0 2.0 2.0 08 2.0
0.08 0.08 0.08
% 15 % 157 & 15 % 0.6 15
5 006 5 006 = 0.06 =
é 008 10 § 008 105 5 504 10 é 0.4 10
0.02 VNG fos 0.02 05 0.02 05 02 05
NA A 0.0
0.00 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.0 0.0

0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
Epochs Epochs

ExponentialLR LambdalLR

[ 10 20 30 40 50 [ 10 20 30 40 50
Epochs Epochs

Figure 4: 114 a5& 4 ' AAEY

5. Conclusion

2 HiAoA= OJZHWW ’3%%51 A= 9= MLP
2d9o] slojn mEH|EES AHEN Rt XFES
Aot Zdlo] 53 %1,01 STt

CIFAR-10 dlolejAls Bt Ad ZAx}, iz H3ss
AMESHEA He 24E (2,048 THAE RE9
ALt =t AL SISk, ShEE AAERETE
1AHE 22 sh5E (0.00D)2 st AP wf, =]
ALt wohe AS Akt

gr5E AAEHES ARSStY] AeS gelgt AxnE

Zo| A  CosineAnnealinglR 2 AMFS wje] R
=7t 7wt Ae sk
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