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Abstract: Deep learning allows computational models that are composed of multiple processing layers to learn representations of data
with multiple levels of abstraction. These have dramatically improved the state-of-the-art methods in speech recognition, visual object
recognition, natural language processing, and many other domains. However, due to the large number of layers and large parameter scales,
deep learning often results in gradient vanishing, falling into local optimal solution, overfitting, and so on. By using ensemble learning
methods, this study proposes a novel deep sharing ensemble network. Through joint training many independent output layers in each
hidden layer and injecting gradients, this network can reduce the gradient vanishing phenomenon, and through ensemble multi-output, it
can get a better generalization performance.

Key words: deep learning; ensemble learning; stacked generalization; vanishing gradients; gradients injection
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T2 T A R B X e B A AR A 1) S 68 77, W] DA Bt A b2 ) B & Bl B A IR dh SORRAE . B TR B
SRR RPN A EA RO, BRI ARV ) B RS T A R M B IR 2 T 2
H 100 R R 2 3] (32 Ak T BE IR AT TS 3 I SR R AE N 4% JE BN R B0 TR B 2 R AR R R G Ok B A
(vanishing or exploding gradients)!"' ™" i) 1 33 1 15 S IR 1OV T 2 SRR 5 8 2 B N ERIROREDRE F) J=5 34 ot L 3
i (saddle point)!" Bl B T 2k 10 1) B, 3 2 44 10 D7 2O 8 R 200 02 2 0N ZR T 7 30K 4% B A 46 1k #)
—ANEGARAH, SR 5 FEAE FH I 15 4% 4% (backpropagation)t S0 i 3k 47 1| 5.

BITESI T RS M E IR BB W2 25— IR Bk 6. 7 R IR MEF 4K Lt B, 3 FLB J2 T 4R
16 9% U 25 AR R 5 v 3. 2 05 Bl A AT U GR B0 o DL R v R e ) SR B N S R A M R
S OISIRL R r ] J2 A — A A O O OB K AR T 1 e 4 I 4% £ 2 A AR 8% )2 Bt O S R R B, 2 B
A WG A5 £ 7 A 0 4% R AK, ] 8 (degradation problem)™! LIRF, W0 48 2 %5 i) 389 10 f2 1117 4 A2 Ak 1k A T 8
H— A d A 1 0 2% J2 Bt 7R SR B I R B 16 15 LA RN 45 8 340,

AR SCHR A — Tl 0 ) IR S Ik AR B 4% A% TV SOV A 2 O 2 AE % B eUZ BT AR K H 2 AL I R
I T AR AR SR B (R 2 ), £ A% Bt 2 1 O 0 R 4 AR AT SR AR 2% 20 AE VIR B B, - tH 2 X i N B8R
HEAT ST B TR0, T 5 5 PR AS A A R B st B 1 Oy AT I 5, A — BB B IR B Sk B T & ANk r
A L I S T A T S BRI AR T R B, Y % % A R R 1) TR AT e L S e, A SR AR B IR R
LA P £ T DLl 4 v o 0 T 4% TR VZ AT R I LT BA R DR 2 AR R J2 A9 0 I 8% TR 16 B2 Y 2% 1) JE 1% 7 i AN Y
AT DLRRACHTE 5T N R0 T P 4% J2 B 2 30 10 19, 96 BLAH B T B i 2 A 1 42 I 2% 1 U7 2, 38 AR b B T )11 2%
B

ASCE 1 TRIRZEE SN 2 R AT R AR O A28 3 IR IR R N 45 5 4
T I ST K bl R B L S A R A TR & T S Iz AL R EE S W HE— D R — R IR AR W 45 Rk
B S AR .

1 #RE

TR 3 2 4 i 0 % ROV I e S L IR T 1 18 22 51 5 85 B2 5 (ensemble learning)? A & 2o i B2k )
BA AR G Iz e RE, BT 2 B T JRRE2P0 e o S R AE T A 2 OV AT TR R 2 o) RN Bl 2 o
PR LB AR R B A, 3 SO R MGl 28 IR FE 2= 51 BP B0E B T ) I IR I 2R 2 T 48 1 = Uk
PRIV B ) P i AR AR R T o B, 3 0 M B N B0 4 T 1) A 3R BT I 2% AT AE A% i T 5T P
T AsE 24 R T 90 AR RO B TN 8 R 4 I 4 X A R AR R 3T R 1 2 2 5] 2% (base learner) K 1)1l 5
25 SR 5 N 5 22 A 00 48 X 465 (EL 1% 3k R SR 9 DR R O BN 25 A T3R8, TR bk R M 7E S B R 15 21 B IR
J5 2 SRR LA AR R 1) RAE R 7, B 35 2 B HE B, I 45 (1) R AE B 7 7R 48 i (H IE i A S 9 1 A A B R (no
free lunch theorems) 745 H ) FSAE, FRATAS FT & I 24 i B2 3 0 4 J2 B0t A 2 v A5 200 1092 Ak B 0 A o 4R 0 %
Pt R G A I 2% JZ 4L

TR 2 2] B PAT I FR A1 AT LA AR 2 2 2 i G (1) B, R 2 AR SRR AE 2 T2 1) v 4 SR 1E, JR 1R
FRAE M 2 132 75 0 T A 45 5 BOAF 5578 2, MGE 7% 2% S (transfer learning) P AW 25 K B (E 1 2 W 4%
22 3] B B HFAE (V2 BROECR ), B R A B T W 4 R 2R E B AL JF BN 2 AT % % 3 (multitask
learning) > WL 5 SR A, 75 I8 58 25 31 11 4% B2 [ B Jon DA 27 o0 11 2 56 45 ) 1 11 5 HH O L 32 A0 o R 1) i SRR A

TR L S A i I 24 9 T DU AR R S R 2 ST Bk 2 1 B B o S B B B R A F 22 J2 () IR 2% ST g
A P A ] 2 BN B, LA I R R o 0 ) 4 ) R O ) R A R AR R ) 5 2 AT 45 5 ST I AR
GRUR B 5 SIRE R 5% G2 07 10 R AR B A A X 2 I AR L i B B SR F L RG2S N 2 I 25
T3 O ok B TR I BN AV RETE /.
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2 HXIME

TR Bt 52 4R M 48 T B A 2 1 Wolpert 3 H i HEB72 fh(stacked  generalization)COf— i g . R, 1% 75 v
S AT R 2 2 1) 757 45 2 A 0 B (meta-model), 28 J5 #4306 e A58 B (% th A 8 T — 2 T B (R N 4T
AR SR AL 2 2], 20 2 2 5 20 5 M S R 2 I 2% 4540 0 SR 22 1) E B0 18 2, 8 40 ol 7 1 ] 2 25
T IO 2 A B B T % VR AT AT R M 5 22 R e AR 45 A DR b R DA 40 {8 R b AR T G B R R L
1 5 37 #5 [ B /L (support vector machines, f&i#K SVMs)P3H 25 4 1) i B 37 1 ] Bl (stacked SVMs)P4*% 5 [a] )4
15875 25 45 (1) M B [7] ) (stacked regression)P*®), 55 Boosting VLM 454 (1] DeepBoost™ "] i 5 it 42 H (¥ 74 B #x bk
(deep forest)* I J -4 Bl AL AR PR I 55 2 R 0 T J2 00 488 465 ) A )t M 8 32 A 455 o B 5 ST ST b 9 L B
% (autoencoder)** 1 52 I 3k /K 2% 2 Wl (restricted Boltzmann machines, & #% RBMs) Ok 45 & 1 HE 2 [ 3h 0 5 28
(stacked autoencoder, f&F} SAEs) L Kz i & A5 W 48 2 A 1 L ST 38 o 7 48 0 (10 B T I 4% 46 4
HE B2 A ™ EL I ) BRAE T, % R — 2 — BUME S I 25 SR A T3 2R 3 o 00 SRS AR 25 5 0 2 AN I
28 Bea N S B DAL, T SR DX 5 1) R — SR A BTN TR UL HL S 0 P A B2 3 s e, DR A 4 ) 3 2 A AR A
I F BUVRJZ 0 HE B 2 AR R 2 2] V8 85 P PR N 3% 2 M B R TIN5 7 SN AE S8 2 I 4 2 s 2 A
F BP B EAT A4 (fine-tuning), 38 1 55 52 1) 2 1) % 1% 7T LUK 99 2% gk — 25 i LAY AH2 1 T BP AR B A7
TE A FEE 3 2 [ A, 4 ) 8% 3 28 B B0IR (1) )2 B0 IS 2= B X S AL AR SR I A 7l i BP SRR REAT B BEAB IR A
2014 42 H ) GoogLeNet ) v i 78 A 5d ek 78 Hh 18] J2 51N R /4 H J2 SR G AR % J2 4o 22 19X 4% BV Hf B 91 2K ) A
5 B2 WEUE B B TIINZRAS IR 2 3L 4 jl X 45 I AN A2 — 2 B HE B SR 1, T A2 5 4% G i 46 I 245 A
IF) TR 5 1 B R 5 45 03X B AN ] LA AR TIN5 2% 2R 500 R i 6 020 25 % O SHEES BT 6 N 1 ) 340 e B8 AR 1) R0 2
I ZRid 72 v 30 3 200 % 2 1 % )2 25 B, OU0R B o B 2 (8 B 2 Dy s 24 0 Bt T 78 VR 3 3L = 4R I 2% v
B 14 2 A0 45 B OR B BRAT 78 40 R %5 2 104 S 3T AR T S e, 5 IR R LR T A R R A R,
FEAE B T 5 A i e Z I 4 R
ARSI SRR 2014 4E 4 H I B W0 I 2 L3132 I 4 [ R A P v 1) J2 6 FE R N B0 5 3 3
PRF T A A 2 X 25 7 BB 43 28 1) S Hp ARG 0 B2, 3 LR W B I 4 0 ] A A A ST IR 5% &85 A 7 H H E L 1
B F) — AR 91 B 5 A S 0 8 AN (), AT 3 AR % T AR N — AN IR B 2 S 5 AR R I M4 A R AL AE
2 AT DA M R 2 A AT R 40 0 4% R AR TR R MBS I T I G R 51N 1 R 182 B R S R I 2R 4 RS
Bk, T FRATT (0 2 30 45 SR R BH DR B & v 18] )2 5 )2 2R AT BESE M A AT A TE Az A R
3 =R
AT S A R P I A R R 45 (A B 4 ) AR S T A A 28 G e I SRR S S A R I 4%
31 REHZ=HERMEIERLH
WE 1O)ATR,SE 1(2)FTR 1L Gtk 2 W 48 A8 bR S S 4 BN 45 1 B — B VA 2 AN G i i 2 4
Pt N 2 G % ) R 82 HEAT RRAE 3R B 8 5 T3 52 |h 2% i H 2 04T 2 KB B A B S5 T % 2 I o e 4 SRk
TSR Rl PR 2 45 AT S R L R M2 R I B E SR | e (1,2,..., L), aVRoRm 5 | 2B &
@=x), W'V FIR | B 1+ B LT ARE R, b KR | B E R 11 R 2 T B0
FRAT BOBUE R B0:F(0)=1/(1+exp(—X)), B G ZE M LRI | ZRE 1+1 BREEDAROAARQ)
Fr7R:
Si(|+1) _ Wi(|+1)a| n bi(|+1) 0
at*h = £(s1) )
B 6 Ao LB b LB e 2 I BT, ¢ R LR 1L R 5 b 2 0 £ B, ot
R 1 25 T AL S H 1A B I R ERA M Y softmax TG BR BEEAT H Y I8 A TR B L T A R 4 R —
JZ i A n 2 SBT3 (4) s
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oi(|+1) — gi(l‘r])a(”l) + Ci(|+1) (3)

out"*" = softmax(o{"*") )

T f5 2% 1) B2 B LR S FRATT AT DR FIIBSL#% 52 1 07 SR AT 4 e B R e R — > N 23 B AE %5 Ne

(1,0} B R B8 V250 AN R B, 7Y R 88 V250 1 AN 2 58 n AN H 2 28, D00 VR Sk S 4R R )
2 B B 1 H et 2 2R (5 A1 A K (6) T am:

vote, = ZL:ZI:/;’UZ{?) (5)

1=1 i=1
ensemble = max(vote,,vote,,...,vote, ) (6)

2% I BCE P BRATEF R BEERE SR E N 1, M0 8 P BUER 1007 AT 5 i (B RS, 0 2R 5 i R
(¥ 360 R A J5E 22 B K, T DAL — A 5 8% 2 BRI BEAT 5% I 150 5% o Bt AT AR 2R

e i 2

o ENTEN LI
LX) LX)

o ‘¢ ‘@

o O 0 &

@ e o o
(2) FRAERIZE 2% (b) IR R 2%
Fig.1 Diagram of comparison between multilayer shared ensemble network and standard neural network
1 R B SR P I 255 5 o v A 2 10 24 5 A 0 bR R

3.2 AL

TR JRE L S 4 B 2% BRI R 77 3 A G e 0 I 2% A [, #82 ( H] BP B3k EAT 66 B2 s 1) % B A2 S TR AL L
(B2, o T A 2 AR L, 25— 2 B A N BR 3L S AR R 46 Th i A 22 A a2 HEAT S e B EE [
it R b, 122 0 5% 1) =2 B3 5802 T AT 2 BB FE B IR vk BB FE AR 2R DL 0 AR S AL AR m AR ER,
EAR T FOREE i AR, U D e [1L,m] xORRE | A MAEE YRR | AHIR I B S K900 KR
DRI ST I I8 TR P2 2 31 5 P A2 SR 4 2k v it 28 :X(7) s
IW0) = 33" og(g(x",w,0) + (1 y*") og(1 - g < w,0) )

R By R 5 VRS | AN RS, J, (W, 0) o3 1258 | AN 2 IR0 % bR B0 IR 4 IR B S 2 4
I 2% (1) 45 5% bR AL A () s :

L 1
IOSSensemble = ZZﬂl,j‘]l,j(ng) (8)

1=1 j=I
1 VW R 2 MRS, T bR § 5 1 24, T AR | s AN 2, B A 2 (8) i LU, vw®
Tt S gt i A () P, % A SR B, 2 12 B RR 245 T 29102 2 b & fa 2 B i BUA AT B 5B B 22 AL
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4. (W, 0)
w“)—;;/fm, ) — ©
T 7 A ER A, AR ATIE AT LA VW RIROA S BT R R R S B R R E R BRI R 3 3 00 R
S | BRI S P, a VR OR S | R AN T4 5 | BRI AR B 1 mt dn A R (10) TR
v = s0a® (10)
B SO Fon s |25 | TR, W) SRR R | CERE R 11 R | ST EERUE, 8 #R

1R T RITHIE NP ORI NBOE R S s R 1+ BIIME A4S | R 1 Bt ibs B
AR FTR:

o <[ S a3, P an

= = oa)"

SERE VIR B S S AR N R I SR R N BV 1 o,
BOE 1 BEMURSRE T B S B T U 2008 B L S 4 I 45
N2 B A X=X x P, x O Bt AR Y={yDy 2,y % S K,
it Y R AL B Ak AR YO iters, M 46 28T LA — 20 H EAN B .
BUTRE =R RN KR 545.
1: for i=1:iters:
BEHLRARE m 25 2R 80
a® «x
for I=1:L:

PATE—REE H: al « f@Pw?)

for j=1:J:

AT —fr 24 i o] D« a e
HITEEHZME K E5EE.
8: ifﬁ%i)%?‘ﬁ)g%%%'
L Ay log(g(0™)) + (1 - y")log(l - 9(0(”)))
o)« — ;;IBLJ 60“)

9 WHEEREEEjHENERE:

& 5 0y log(g(0")) +(1-y")log(1 - g(@"))
&m;ﬂ B o6

10: EER ER | R 0D « o + avel
11: for i=1:L-1:

»

~N O W B~ W

12: l—L—i
13: for j=1:J:
14: EEZHE b E A
1 Pl (i)l O(i) 1— (i)l 1— O(i)
Vo L35 20 0B +1- v log-g(6)
i
15: THEE | 228 | it 2 BB
1 Kl (i)l (i) 1— (i)l 1— (i)
vop <Ly 20" oglae")+ Uy logt—gio")

16: R R | i ERE: 00 « 0V +av ol
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17: T | B Rk 2 6 :[siwﬁ')d“*”] f’(a‘”)+ZJ:Vo(j”
j=1 j=1

18: HEE | BEREERERE: vwh = 500

19: Fa e | B ERE: W «wh +avn®

4 SEEOEEIR

FEA o BRAE IR S AR R T R T IR T R AR e X 4 L R A AT R 2% D R IR FEE R TR IR 45,4 )
B RIR S E AT B 2 WG . IR FE LGN N 4 TR PE L LG IR A RN 4 I LR T 45 2R A I 4%
TE A5 AT 55 o 14 P 38 o S 56 A RATT R I, R B e 52 4 Rl 5 v M AR 3 i vy SR A X 45 PR 2 A PR REL DA T 2 R
AT L 1) 5 36 H 4 4.

o MNISTH I br i (1) F 5 $07 R S0 4

o CIFAR-10M AR v fg /I8 1 4R T A5 20 o 4

o GTZANOL ] T35 5 4 JE 10 35 SR 45

o SEMGHU: ] - #1501 i A JER A 50 45

o IMDB™): i 175 18 43 2 ) FL B A 16 DSOS A K die 4

e UCI $#54“LETTER. ADULT. YEAST {C4:¥45 4.

MR 1 R, BAVE ARG 7S 7] 24k 5 5008 48 10T %o LU Se 36, R 82— W i 42 3 o0 I 25 85 5 R 4R
PN

Table 1 Data set partition
F 1 RREIEERN

pAEE Hd 7 A s 4 15 JE S EES DR A AR
MNIST Bz &R 784(28x28 K JE &) 60 000 10 000
CIFAR-10 ANEL IR R AR ) 3072(32x32x3 F(A) 50 000 10 000
GTZAN 5 R 3 840(1280x3) 700 300
SEMG FHAIRA 3000 1 440 360
IMDB P& EN 500(# W7y 500 K ) 2500 2500
LETTER g5 2 16 16 000 4000
ADULT R4t 14 32 561 16 281
YEAST 45y 25 8 1038 446

TE 25 Bk MINTST #0905 45 132 2 5 bl 2 56, I 28 &4 1) #0 R BUA% 2 3 YR 5 2 (5 I & I 45 0, A I 46
A 3x3, 680 ONM 48 RS AL same AR ERAE TRA T 52008 2 B FERIE B b b 7 k4T TR
FE B — 2 P 45 FR AT F At 03— A SR R AT R 2% 18, A0 leaky ReLU 1 i o kAT HE 2 M 0 L =
LA FPEEN 5 ADEEREZIHER softmax #EATHH AR VIZRT, & — 2 W BCE K 77 ZH46 18 0.5,%
)R 0.5, 51K 5 21 260 0.001, f3 F 2% 2] Ze 48 B3 4 7 AT VI 25, 3048 1 adam B FE T P& BVE AT AL
R 2 44 TR CIFAR-10 3 42 16 /0 48 25 4.

Table 2 Architecture on test CIFAR-10
%2 It CIFAR-10 ) /9 48 25 #y

" CNN CNN+sharing ensemble DNN DNN-+sharing ensemble
A 32x32x3 32%32x3 3072 3072
same #5F7:3x3,64 same % F1:3x3,64 AEREE:3072x1024 AEREE:3072x1024
L1 stride 1,BN,leaky ReLU stride 1,BN,leaky ReLU BN,leaky ReLU BN,leaky ReLU
2 P 32x32%64 A H 4 P 32x32%64 HH4ERE:1 024 it 4E 01 024
same A5 F1:3x3,64 same % F:3%3,64 AEREE1024%512 AER)Z:1024%512
stride 2,BN,leaky ReLU stride 2,BN,leaky ReLU BN,leaky ReLU BN,leaky ReLU
L2 A Y 4T 16x16x64 A H 4 B 1 16x 16x64 it 4ERE:512 B 4ERE:512

5 AN AR :16384x10x5

5 4 softmax )z

5 AN AEIERE512%10
5 4 softmax )z
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Table 2 Architecture on test CIFAR-10 (Continued)
£ 2 M CIFAR-10 W 2% 45 19 (58)

2163

"~ CNN-+sharing ensemble DNN DNN-+sharing ensemble CNN
A 32x32x3 32x32x3 3072 3072
same 15 f1:3x3,64 same #5f7:3x3,64 SRR 512x512 SRR 512x512
L3 stride 1,BN,leaky ReLU stride 1,BN,leaky ReLU BN,leaky ReLU BN,leaky ReLU
S th 4P 16x16x64 2P 1 16x16x64 i 4512 At 4R :512
same ¥ F71:3x3,128 same #5f7:3x3,128 SRR 512x512 SRR 512x512
stride 2,BN,leaky ReLU stride 2,BN,leaky ReLU BN,leaky ReLU BN,leaky ReLU
L4 %t 4R :8x8x128 A H 45 B 8% 8% 128 4Rz :512 4R :512
5478192105 5N HEE)Z:512x10
5 /" softmax JZ 5 /" softmax JZ
same 15 F7:3x3,128 same #5F7:3x3,128 AERE)Z:512x256 AR :512x256
L5 stride 1,BN,leaky ReLU stride 1,BN,leaky ReLU BN,leaky ReLU BN,leaky ReLU
i 4R T :8x8x 128 i 4k 8% 8% 128 i 4E 2256 i 4E 22256
same % #1:3x3,256 same % #1:3x3,256 L) :256%256 L EE:256%256
stride 2,BN,leaky ReLU stride 2,BN,leaky ReLU BN,leaky ReLU BN,leaky ReLU
L6 vt 4 :4x4x256 i HH 48 5 1 4x4%256 it 4fE 2256 fi t 4 22256
5 AN ATIERE ) :14096x10x5 5 A EIERE ) 256x10
5 /" softmax JZ 5 /" softmax JZ
same 4 f71:3x3,256 same & #4:3x3,256 AR )Z256x128 A iERE256x128
L7 stride 1,BN,leaky ReLU stride 1,BN,leaky ReLU BN,leaky ReLU BN,leaky ReLU
it 4 S 4% 4x256 i 45 :4x4x256 ot e fE 0128 i 4 2512
same 5 #H:3x3,256 same 4 H1:3x3,256 A EHE)Z:128x128 AT 128x128
stride 2,BN,leaky ReLU stride 2,BN,leaky ReLU BN,leaky ReLU BN,leaky ReLU
L8 i H 4 S 2% 2% 256 it 4 2% 2% 256 ot e fE 0128 i 4 128
5 MAEERZ:1024x10 L EE)Z 12810
5 /> softmax JZ 5 /> softmax JZ
Wi SEREE:1024x10 %f 20 4> softmax JZREAT AL A FEHEE:128x10 Xf 20 4> softmax 2 HEATF

softmax )z 4 H

Bt

softmax )24

RS fn i

4.1 REHZHERMEEREEIHEK

TR 5 ] I 4 S T IR I 90 296 6 £ L BB FEE 9 SR B R AR ) 24 45 P 0 R 2 o 22 8 (0t
sigmoid) i R B 27 1l 2 A2 15 Al i AU 2538 5 75 AR /Lo M) 3R (0 S B L ) gl 0 A7 19— e A 2.
N TR R JRE I o A R I 4 1) 75 1 P2 2R P L BR AT T MINTST #odla S0 TR B R e W 2 5 iR 3L 2
AR 10 46 (8 )220 B S A B 2 s

¥

I

52

0.995F

0.990 ¢

0.985F

0.980F 09777

09751

0.970F

0.965F

0.960

0.9898

0.9887

0080  0.9%97

0.9853
09818

(LOR03
09788

0.975

0.955

— N BRI
— R B

0.992

0.99
.98

0.965

0,950

i i i i i i i

5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19

EETE

Fig.2 Layer by layer comparison experiment of deep CNN and deep sharing ensemble CNN on MNIST
K2 IREEREA 5 IR G R 44 MNIST £o#li 4 F 1912 )2 HL R SR
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LE S5 A A — 2 AL 3x3x64 (B RUZIEAT same B RURAE, R T CRAIE 26 A 45 9, B AT T804 16
AR I BB RSN L IERE WA ML & E B RUZ EEN— N 2E8 2 JHE A softmax B HUHAT
B PR TR FE S R AR U % A R B BRSNS AN A B 2 I 4 1 48 P softmax R U HY 3 e A P AL
P T4 77 2O AT B S SO FE T R B G BRATIE R T tanh 1B 9w 28 I 285 1F IS R B, 1 1 2 LL A Y 5%
(32 Ak 1k B S 6 T AT F A BRI = ST 100,86 5 R B 575N adam, 2462 2T RN 0.1, AR 1N
0.001, 18 FH 2% 31 A8 K i it 7 AT I 058 Se B e, an I 2 o, 3R 1 B, R 8 3 =2 3 R 4 il 0 4% 7 W)
26 2 BRI AT LA R0 22 f B0 33 2 175 o, B {6l A 4% J2 B80S I 388 o, R 2 B3 332 Ak kg
4.2 CIFAR-10E& IR SL6 b 5%

CIFAR-10 ¥ 5 & — B R B 5 =) A i 18 B 450 1 () 5 o i s 42 2 3000 45 9 308 60 000 5K 32x32x3
19 10 4328/ E AR a0 3R 3 BT, BAiT 4 59l LH e T 468 P o 28 D) 48 5 4 Ui 28 D) 465 TG 45 U T L 22 48 i 7 V44
2 R SR P IR 2% P i s Y KO 22 I 4% IR IE AR SRR 44.50%, TN _EIR B S B 2 SR I IE RN 47.35% .48
2 AR 25 (I FRATIEEL T AlexNet 1By fiki 4 25, 3L IE i R vl 3k 83%, 1 it ok 78 Hh 18] Z 82\ 22 /Nl Sr i
25 M 4 1 RETT LLAR T B 84.23%. RIS, T J7 8 FL A, AT T I N FoAth — L8 BEAE N HU R S %

Table 3 Compare the test accuracy of CIFAR-10 dataset (%)
=3 L CIFAR-10 $dE S0 1E 7 3R (%)

ResNet 93.57"
gcForest(gbdt) 69.00°%
gcForest(5grains) 63.371%%
Deep Belief Net 62.200%
gcForest(default) 61.785%
Random Forest 50.171%%
Logistic Regression 37.3208
SVM (linear kernel) 16.3288
DNN 44.50
DNN-+sharing ensemble 47.35
Deep CNN(AlexNet) 83.00
Deep CNN+sharing ensemble 84.23

4.3 GTZANE R L LWL

GTZAN HHR LB E 7 100 B 10 P& 4R Kbk S U8R, 5 18 & AU B K R 30s. AT IR 2 45048 K1 43 700 1R
NN ZREHE,300 B 1E IR BE . 748 S256 rp FRATE Fl MFCC $RAE Sk %7 30s 11135 805, I8 b ¥ 45 8 30s (1R
IR IR T 1280x32 HIRFIERERE. IN5R 4 FioR AT T IR BEIL A A R 4« IR P 4k 5 R Al
£ J L of BRI 280 330 A7 SI2 6 7 SIEI6 H TR BE A 8 I 4% DL B R BE S R 4% R IE AR 23 A 60.33%F1 63.00%,
T AE A 7R B A i 5 V2 S AR Y TE A 28 43 3l AT LUIA B 61.20% 1 64.33%.

Table 4 Compare the test accuracy of GTZAN dataset (%)
F 4 B GTZAN M E A% (%)

gcForest 65.67°4
Random Forest 50.33%%
Logistic Regression 50.000%
SVM (rbf kernel) 18.3388
DNN 60.33
DNN-+sharing ensemble 61.20
Deep CNN 63.00
Deep CNN+sharing ensemble 64.33

4.4 SEMGFHIRHISEIGELE

SEMG HUBEEME T 1 800 2% 6 PR A B HIE, 545 1RFIEA 3 000 48 BATE I X9 M 1 440 241E
RN ZREHE 5,360 25 1F IR B0 5 A5 FH IR 5 k=2 48 im0t P9 24 VR B8 L S 1l LSTM [ L SRR o] 4% A 8 g
175256, 7E LSTM [ #2252 56 7h K5 JEL U6 3 000 4 1 5038 358 4 6x00 i EHE, Horb 6 1F Nl 2K 300 15 E—
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I 6] Fy BUA B LSTM Hh i N4 2 0% 5 s 3 e Sl 56 PO e VR B2 A 28 I 5% DL SR 2 LSTML H ik IE i 26
T AAE 42.23% LA B 47.33%, MM R FEFE S 4R B 2 I B IE 8 2 23 B3R TH 1) 44.52% 01 48.00%. {EL 7 It %6 I, ¢
FESCE AL ITER T LSTM YR RE B3R T ke 15 A+ 23 SN, O BAE A L 00 T, R 2 ik LSTM 1 RE.
Table 5 Compare the test accuracy of sSEMG dataset (%)
=5 LI SEMG U MK IE #1 2 (%)

gcForest 71.300

Random Forest 29.628%

SVM (rbf kernel) 29.6203

Logistic Regression 233308
DNN 42.23
DNN-+sharing ensemble 44.52
Deep LSTM 47.33
Deep LSTM+sharing ensemble 48.00

45 IMDBXAIERES ELIELE

IMDB ##E 4L & A5 T 50 000 1 95 ST RS VP EAT 15 /8 43 28, 30 9,25 000 43 1F A Il 255048 ,25 000 43 F 9l
R ARSI P O AR SCARK RN 500, 3CA K B R I AT AN R A, B T AR SCAPER RN tf-idf RF
E, A MEFRATT G — 45 tf-idf R AR FE 3y 100 2 14301 1) 8 35 AT S U0, 7E 45 AR 4% 1) S 36 o FR AT T4 T 1 4 AR R A0
BLANER 6 Fiom, o MR IE VR B L S AR AT R I 48 . IR FESL R A4 . IRFEILEE LSTM LA 8% [ XoF B2 1 o) 6%
PR HEAT bR I TR0 PR VR P AR 2 I 4% . IR SRR 4% DL LR S LSTM ik IE A/ 28 73 I 7E. 88.23%.
91.35% LA K 93.34%, T IR FE S8 il J5 I TR A/ 28 23 7 52 1 3 89.56% 92.00% LA K 93.78%.

Table 6 Compare the test accuracy of IMDB dataset (%)
F 6 LH IMDB ¥ i 7 2 (%)

geForest 89161
Logistic Regression 88.621%%
SVM (linear kernel) 87.561%%
Random Forest 85.3213%
DNN 88.23
DNN-+sharing ensemble 89.56
Deep CNN 91.35
Deep CNN+sharing ensemble 92.00
Deep LSTM 93.34
Deep LSTM+sharing ensemble 93.78

4.6 UCHERZERTEI R4 NI EEER

FRAT IR A AT P R P e S B 48 7 — 2% UCT I 4 i 48 kAT SE4e 4 b % L 7 LETTER. ADULT,
YEAST iX 3 & 438 453017 9256 o 7 LETTER 3RS T 16 MNEFIE, 16 000 25 1E N I 275138 ,4 000 26 1E
R ADULT A5 1 14 AMFFAE,32 561 2 E NI ZREd, 16 281 25 /E M5, YEAST A7 8 AMFFAE,1 038
TE ISR EHE 446 AFNREE. thTX 3 BER LN FERE R /D, A KT EHUL CNN. LSTM X5 &1
0 4% 5t g, DR I A1 A0 e YR L S 4 I 45 X 4 AT B2 R 7 BT, #E LETTER ¥ 45 ob IR 5 h 22 R 2% 1)
TR TE T 2 95.70%, 117 3% FE 34 2 4 5 i 457 X 45 (0 AR TE 7 26 h 96.88%; 75 ADULT H475 45 H U8 1 28 ) 4% 11
TR 260 85.25%, MM AR i 4 A B AT 15t X 2% 1) 3K IR A1 28 85.70%;7E YEAST Hids 4 8 Ji o 25 X 445 (1) 1
HALN 55.60%, 1M i V& T S 4 Al A1 15 ) 4% 1) (A 26 24 58.00%.

Table 7 Compare the test accuracy of UCI low dimensional dataset (%)

F 7 LI UCKH IR 4E 20 6k 1 1 2R (%)

LETTER ADULT YEAST

gcForest 97.407%1 86.40°% 63.457%

Random Forest 96.501%%! 85.4913%1 61.661
DNN 95.70 85.25 55.60
DNN-+sharing ensemble 96.88 85.70 58.00
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5 &

TR P e T A R D 24 2 — o A TR P R S A 2R A L T 4% G 1 B R ) B8 T S BRI 2 R
75 7R P A B D 24 AT AR K M sl 20 1 5 2 B0 B0, 1 20 N 5 R, 9 LS T DL P K 122 B0 g D IR
LA A AR N 4% DL R IR 5k 2 A R B I 4% S5 T IR S 2 SRR AR AR B R (R L IR JE L AR T
VAT DL 3 45 AR T 1%~3% 1032 fh Ve RE

R B 3k S A B VA AR A R T AU A 19 ) RE, BIV BN TR B A 3D R S ORI I 2 R % 5 N R B —
FEHRERE 2 /AN R e A S, T AR BT 55 450 1 AT S A B TR B 7E SE G LR
AT BILTR e 2 R D 8 %oF 10 A 01 228 D 45 £ 12 R T i A E P AR A B R a1 X410 R 0 4% 1D 106 B0 R M A
Vo JE L S A B 7 vt R 45 1 M B B T BT RS AR P IR 0N, B I B A S AR X 4% 1) P e, IX R 7R R SR T AE
Hp T R TR My R B SR A RO R (2 A BRI T Rl D 4% 1) &5 ), G 7E A B UG RUAT: 45 B TR
JE e L A R A 0 N 4% 5 1R R S T I B N 4% 11 1k i 2 S Al K T % 2 B T b A7 38 5tk X 4% ) s v [
AHb, e ) 3 B L T e DR R TR AR R R AR R R SR AR R R A AT
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