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Survey on Neural Architecture Search for Brain Data Analysis
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Abstract: Neural architecture search (NAS) is an important part of automated machine learning, which has been widely used in multiple
fields, including computer vision, speech recognition, etc. NAS can search the optimal deep neural network structures for specific data,
scenarios, and tasks. In recent years, NAS has been increasingly applied to brain data analysis, significantly improving the performance in
multiple application fields, such as brain image segment, feature extraction, brain disease auxiliary diagnosis, etc. Such researches have
demonstrated the advantages of low-energy automated machine learning in the field of brain data analysis. NAS-based brain data analysis
is one of the current research hotspots, and it still has certain challenges. At present, there are few review literatures available for
reference in this field worldwide. This study conducts a detailed survey and analysis of relevant literature from different perspectives,
including search frameworks, search space, search strategies, research tasks, and experimental data. At the same time, a systematic
summary of brain data sets is also provided that can be used for NAS training. In addition, challenges and future research directions of

NAS are prospected in brain data analysis.
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It 5 TR J2 1 0 X 8 R R R B2, o 4 TN 448 L G 50408 0 A AR P AF R B R R 1 T ) Sk A
i By v 1 R Ak 3R 28 R A A T (0 R RS I 5040 4R, AR BUAE G LR 2% S U7 vk, TR E A 48 I 24 B s 55 4k SIS B
HUR, HZIRIMEBERHEAS S, KRB S i £ 1) 70 A PR RE, A 2000 K i A & S5/ F D Re BRI £ )2
YRR, B AT, TR Z 04 R 4 10 B o T S B 5 2R RMEAR A A EID B A VAT S
&, o R TNERE S A U B EAR S —, FEFESMPR IS AR R RS T R R
FEHR B E [ Se A A T Re (0 i 4 R n T R, DAar W I R as AT AL, B2 54T NI R G R, /BTS2
BB N AN B, WARZRBIMAL . BT R B AN AR B A e A, BB A AT
5 DUAE il o i i s o B b, 5 B g, TS 20 TR S RIBTE 7. R R 20 48 I 48 O 78 i 5040 23 4
HHEUR TR R PERE, EIX AR (04 48 I 4% 45 ) 41 1R R B K I (R RORS 0 64T F L, A — R, Fik,
T ) B . RFE R AT S B BT o 4 I 4% 45 ) 52 3Ok 1 22 1 e i,

T2 [ 4% 45 1448 2% (neural architecture search, NAS)H T it 4%
VA B SR T 27 o v HME B2 1) 52 2 0 22 PR 28 Yk T B, o AR

5 S8 2 ] i BT —, FFEMIRA. ER5 K. -0 »

SE M E ARG T A ANBH BRRY. ek, g 8

NAS 728 9 2 25 10 AL 02554 7 T )30 1 1 S 9 P £ ; /

48 4 TR T, S0 B B NAS 31\ 28 A 40 BT U, K 0
WEHERTE T IR A B S TS B B AR SR AT 5 -

FITERE, I T IRRERE H AL LS = I %S, il 1 fros: A
2019 £EiE, NAS 72X #0870 b U i 50 7 4 R HUR 2 KR Ko
WL 2GR MR LT KR (IEEE Trans. on Affective
Computing) , {MedicallmageAnalysis) , IEEE/CVF Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition Conf. (CVPR), Int’]
Conf. on Medical Image Computing and Computer Assisted Intervention (MICCADZF F 22 AR AT MW E, &
J A HIL 5 27 >0 RIS K0 2 B ST P R S 2 RS 2 A S F T 1)

T Bk 2 B0 T 1 W R G (R 45 4 S5 DR, S AT N5 O BE S I OCICOR &R, ] W L A S AT ML AN 1
FIALER, XN BR 2 . R B S AR T RN LR R W S B R S K NAS ST
Pt TR EHE . BT RN RS A R B B, WORRREFEHL A% 7 S W RE M B 2 1
WHFT AL SRT, PR, [ A AT (2 2% R SRIR R SCHR AL, R B BB BUEE T NAS 1 ki B4 70 A it
FRIMR I B KRR T Rk, AR CSCER IR F NAS B i, MBI BF AT 5. SRR S
ANTR T3 TN BUA BT TR BEAT R38R, JF R AT A 0 LEARCN ) M. AR SCER 1A AR OGS SRR BB 2 AR
25 (A RIS 2R RIS TR N0 NAS S L BERRAY . 28 3 1950 NAS 7E s 43 87 o 16 B2 FH AT 7 R 2, PR AT
TR BORANTT. 5 4 AR T NAS IR A SEHOE PE LR S ie W, 5 5 RS2, Wik NASTE
oG B AR 7y A P AR AE B, IR ROREEAT R .

1 HXER

1 NAS 78 B 2 45
W) S R R R S 5 A

1.1 REEERNA

HHT, B0 R PR A 70 50808 = T2 mT 43 W R e 106 )y R e A i 45 A HHiE 43 i) A DO AN 5 K i
HIBNASThRE VG BN A 254, Horh, i D B H0a 2 2240 45 T Be 2L 4R B4R (functional magnetic resonance imaging,
fMRI). fixi H(electroencephalography, EEG)+ iT 4l #}(near infrared, NIR). fi¥if#(magnetoencephalography, MEG).
1E L7 R 5 R - LT 2 5. 1% (positron emission computed tomography, PET)ZE, Hdv, T NAS FIMITh g%
P A L S MRI 1 EEG PR B4R #E AT 7. 6ok, AR SRR HIe KB —RE T NIR (7T, finsds i
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B4 B HE 45 44 1 35 4R 1% (structuralmagnetic resonance imaging, sMRI). 9K B 3t ¥R B A% (diffusion
magnetic resonance imaging, dMRI). ¥ i+ H LW JZ 1 #i(computed tomography, CT)%%, FH i, LT NAS HIfix
SR oy EEEE S8 sMRI R AT W TC. BbAb, ARERIE s 2T dMRI AP RS 2L T CT HIwt .

o RN D) REHHE /A

fMRI % 4 5 B2 ) 0 0 32 5% 07 6 I 2 4 48 76 7% 30 AT 51 R I fi 407K P 4 3t (blood oxygenation level
dependent, BOLD)#JE 25, fMRT H45 76 A3 AN I ) i 41986 4 i 2 T S8, 7E 3 Ay, ol mT AR A 325k 4k
T# B B AEREIRRES E ES IMRDEBPUT VAL S (RS MRI). £T MRI #dE, HF 55 AT I R R 4R
B KA R RES BT B AR B2 . (55 @S2 MR T 7E. EEG &3k 2 E W48 4k, e oK 7
O 28 70 B B0 A 2R/ A B O S AE R, R O R 2 4 B D B AR 3V B 7 K R B 2 B Sk B SR THT Y AR R
w2 BEG JFUA(S S B — R ARG I A A28 A0 ) il 28 4, 3@ i (channe) 30 & 1 2 5 R 45 B AR B it v
E. X F EEGES, MO NiB B delta(0-4 Hz), theta(4—8 Hz), alpha(8—13 Hz), beta(13-30 Hz)fl gamma
(30 Hz DA h)ix 5 MiiEL. 2T EEG #dfs, 7t AN vl IF R CIRZS g i nS . FRAESR . ARt 1)
I ZR%5 2 PR R 72 NIR &/ F 0 WG AT i 20 46 2 1) g 1)) K AE 7802526 nm St Y, AT
53 R9IE LT AME I (780-1100 nm) AL ZL /MK (1100-2526 nm).  FH T3 4L 41 2 7 A0 4 M 40 28 1 B A A T 11
WOk, PR, NIR AT i 22 4% R 25 BT 7 4 4R 1) I A0/, 2T NIR 4, AF 70 N 03 0] JF Fe A o 2 i il
ST ARSI S BRI A SR B 1 AT

o AR N 45 B N A

sMRI F| i T RAE MG N LR AR S S AT @ RUG, & —FaE RN iR 58 N & 5 80,
FEHAR RN R D, O R 1) T A2 R [ 28 AL A AR M. 2450, EEFCREFFIEEE T1 F5. T2 75
H Flair F731: T1 AN 81 50175 7 3t S5 W = A0, T2 IG5 3 SC V09 ek B A 14 82 A0 2R /)N, Flair AL
G S B L. T sMIRT 04, AF S0\ v T Bl Bhis . kb8, IMss i . st
BA SSE R T, AMRI BB TCO . JO4R S A T 75 1 5568 LU 7 A 44 P9 40 ZU0K 7 F AR BRI 3, AT 45
TR BB A A ZE Ak, BTG R gE R R AT 20 mUS), 3EF dMRI e, AT R A 4 R A% R 5 v A R e
ZLFYER) Y, SEIU BRI o E] L R A Bhie . BMR L. B EES. CT MM X ST K
0 AN [ 45 D T 4D 350 5 2R R LA 0 M 2L 0 8 W A T S RSt i A% PO P P9 K B P T TR R AT A
JAE B S G AR, BTAANRATET CT BRI AR . MM %, Mg R2 ka5 m
BT AL
1.2 REESHTENEEREEISE

NTSEDLEET MR R 2is W, g ER . FHMERI. BESE. BEIRNEEN, cARZEM
IR FEE 2 21 J7 R 51 ON 28 I 08 A Bir sk, = SR 95 42 0% 2 W 4% (fully connected neural network, FCNN). %
AR 28 W 4% (convolutional neural network, CNN). /5 ¥4 #1 £ X 4% (recurrent neural network, RNN). J& & & 15 I
2% (deep belief network, DBN). K% 1™ 2% (graph convolutional network, GCN). Transformer. 4= Xt i B 4%
(generative adversarial network, GAN)ZE. 7, 75 Wi $HE 43 ¥4k b, 1A NAS 3T 5 % (backbone) i 3
TR % 3] J7 5 BL 45 CNN, RNN, DBN, Transformer A A 548 fit 1.

CNN FEHEMEZCE) . B— A S SR EE k. 75BN EE R, CNN Al R4
) R 4 B = 4 o 5 1 A R (R N, AR R S A 4 3 (voxel) I IX 2 A g s el 4 B L) CNNORLE
JR R O SRR A, RRES AR MR IR AT AR R A R B AE, A AERER, I E T XK
2 HE A T, JCFOE A T I g s AR IR IR B, 22315 7395, RNN A7 5 B4 b i i 545 B kAT 12
PEANF L, T2 AN 5 20 500 R 2 A 20 B A N 3 [E] g T 2 20 80 . KA B 2 12 (long short-term
memory, LSTM)HI[ 745453 8 75 (gated recurrent unit, GRU)#E RNN [ FHAF b RNN 2 AH ¢ 28 Fh 4 3%
RNN K AH AR Fh A & T 102 58 70, 8 4 44 48 B0 70 1) 8 T A N 1) g AR B I 1) 7 2045 0., LA R it
FEHC R 5% 28 O 220 R g, DR IR i 8% o G 2 A S0 B R AR AE 24T A 2R A ). DBN & — R e A e Y, th %
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A 52 R 3 R 24 2 Bl (restricted Boltzmann machine, RBM)ME S 11 k. 38 i 5 M 41 245 B8 50 A B Ik b 22 B8 SC A 32
Bk MRAZZ U4, DBN HAG 6 R 0] fE 08 B JE GARFAE 1) R I B AR RRAE 48 5 004 05, v EARIE S22, Rtk
R A KT B4 P i 3 B B A5 R O AT R AR SR S TS Transformer S8 KM T E VE R LS, KA H
T8-S AR 45 1. MADssth BRI ERTT M S T RRMN ESEM R, WESHEERNE. fill
PR EE R N EME M &K, BT Transformer 51T BIEE IHLH], AE% N4 M i SR RTE
(5 BB AR 96 2R DA R A 3R 55 0k R TR) f0 2 1) 5 AR, KTk T Sk K i 140 50 25 9% 30 A T T 0 i R ) 1

2 ARG RER

ILAER, N T RIREZ LA 1 LSt $RTF SRS, NAS SEIEWL 2 I T4 42 00 2% 26 4 11
kiR, FFENLER S 2T KA 2 B USRS T2 A8 H I SCR.

2.1 NASHIEARFAZIESE

WK 2 s, 4L NAS HEZR By 50 8 34 & =8 (search space), 1811 & % & (search strategy) 7 1% 2 =5[]
HREATRAE, BEATPEREIT Y (performance estimation), FEKf Tl 45 R R RA I RN, B xE AT, &K
A5 BB SR 5 37 B B AR S5 R IR B AR A 2 X 4% 46 kg U8,

RN LRVFAl

B2 NAS FIZEAHEZL E X

BRI, 7R F RS M AJG, B VG IR BE A 4 N 45 (1 45 MO ME 8 o0 A R RERAS . fEURZEAE I,
PR 25 H M 2R o A 04 R 2 T AT AT R FE . 36T 2400 DI SR Bidis, XRBE M Bk S B AL AT I 25, 153024
BT ALE W, FEHATIESR. RIS T SO0 M RE VR0 g, THEL AR G5 PERE. 1% 4% 25 i PERR AR T 4 A i
PRARAS, TUTAR 10 7% B I 4 45 MR, AT 3R 79 A A de FEAR A . AN FE o S fE I 2048 R B A E W, FH1E
IE4E R RN EILE K. B LRRE, BRRAERN TR T, Hd, HEEVEAG R
W AT ARHE A 7T H (KR S AT Wi, BRSSO, TR A R ik
2.2 NASHERZTENA

R 0] E LT NASFEHATH RIS T e B R B R I & 48 254, 2 430 R 0 Bl O 45 49 1) = 1)+
£, B T REMPEE . R EE R RAR RS, ik, — 85 BRI 2500 A RN
W5 H S Z MR RLGEGHATHE. R — R4 %5 WA 2 2 8] (macro) A4 2 7% 4] (micro) 1 28.

o EMARER M

TR R AR AP SN — AR AT 8 XS], BB S U R AT A S W E 3
Fr7R). H AR B BRI 2% IR B B S E PN S EO AT R, AR AW W E 8. B— =207
AR &R R AT R, 552 (8 454 2 i N & S 2 A R 2 (8], A )2 R ERAE T A N
BFEd, AMEmSnERE. A2, SE%E. BHRENBRESEEHITHER. BT ERE RN
BOR, AR REAT P28 S i R I, TR e 30 HORA R B B A G TUR M R4 R, SCRHBREHHE R
FEESRBC G P ATV S BT IR L BRI R AN R 4

o TMAEER AN

ROV A8 2R 75 ) 2 40 A ol B A o 22 I 288 [ P S0 5 A0 A Dl TR AT 8 U TR (W] 4 o), B EE S 2
A (block) B2 il (cell) 3R15F e 24 [ R 48 45 4. 38 SR Uk, O 45 0 Nk T — DN TIUE I s i, 18 35K
W6 U OU A 2R 2 B N AR AR S AT R . B, W RTRE AN EMEREL R)E, XEREN
BN IR E R g E AT 1 R, BIFEEEH N conv3x3, pooling 55) B ¥iE B B (40 skip, tanh 5§). BN RS
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(AP P9 R S8R 0 N TISEE A S HL. T RO R 2 8] A4 R 05 sUE R R, HER R AR
(EURAAR % AR 28 2 ), W 4 2% 2 1) SR A FA) A £ ) 4 T A ek A

s — 3 — 88— 8 #cN JECTHNC

il (2

B4 oW 2R 25 ) s = A

2.3 NASHERFAZENE

FF e LR R 2, NAS W8T E L AADxA>M. Hf, DRREEZS ], MOARZE S W 25
lH, ARRIEHIRZEMEM LS. MR INEEE FER DRI LW S B TUE LR TR bR, 04 L1
RE MET, NAS %207 i 1 B 55 1k 2% 3] (reinforce learning, RL)P!. #k 4k % % (evolutionary algorithm,
EA)PH K 1 B 48 & (gradient-based) ! 145 J7 3.

o HRILEZ

BT R AE ST AR OC NAS TR EE R 2 W 28 25 S AR AR T, 8 — KRR 2 8 stk i) — M7
N, FHETIGER KR — RIAT N, KPS M8 R 772 2 T {H (value-based) ) Q-learning
77 V5L TR & (policy-based) FI SR MS AR AL 7725, FET 38K 32 2T 1 NAS 5358 A RNN 1E ¥ il 43 4 s ik ¥
W4 R B H, TR E T 28 25 4. TE R4 R+ W4, HAEeirEsE Bk B H MR, DUAAT RN
RS S BRI AN S8 ERUOERT, EHae T HAERERRIN M E M LLE s MR E, M
Tt O f o A1 I 8% 225 4

o b

BT 3L EVER NAS JETE R — IR FNE AP IR b 2 /D B A & 4 S P I — N i, 0 AR
AR (parent) = A J5 SR LA . BAS FRAFEVIMGI . SOAEE R A R AT (child) ik HE PR, R OAE
B EFMNAR RA R F RS MR, @ EA R TR M EVEE R, PR R B RIEA T
— IR AL DA R TR B B4R R, BB AR TE K.

o MEMER

BT BABE A R A OC NAS Ty 06 1 R 23 (e 224k, SR P B0 5 e rt) v SR A, SIZ LUK 85 44 420 T 245 1) 1 80
MR, ZRINE R EAA FIREF, TEEE BRI A, BRI B 2% 70 b &5 14 11 v 1 e A 448 ) 2%
Horb, RIS 8 &R EE (differential architecture search, DARTS) VR i BACEME (3 T-H6 10 NAS Ry
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L WA L BT RN A R IR B, 0 SR R AT ha st R SRR R AU i L ik
WRI S HTT, (E N H A R SR IR AR TR, e R B U1 T A3 24 1A o 22 R 245,

3 NAS ERBHESTHRA

FEIE T NAS i £c8 70 ik Fe e, K 2 Eomik 70 70 53 Bl 6 2 048 2R 2 1) s oW 488 28 2 1) O e 4o 2 ] % 45 4
M ROAET T, =3 o5 H AT ST T 80%(W1 ] S(a) ). (E48 R Ems 7 I, AL S0% BT 7t {8
JH 2 T A4 3R SR TT R WE FE (BT (b)), | T I8l 2 W U K F 78 H IO 2%, DRIk, AR ZRad K KR
PaERALHR, 73 N“NAS £E 15 By B8 208 70 A b IR 703t JiE AN “NAS 15 10 45 44 K045 73w (K Bk 70t Feg > P T
LSS AN LR I 7C, 3 3 51 2 1) U5 3 1) B A B T T A

20%

39%

=EM B - BN wIRALEE S m BB W B R BEALER

(a) M2 AR (b) JHZ MRS A
Bl5  NAS 780508 2 0t S BIF 50 16 o AR
3.1 NASTERINREHIEFES PN RHE

NAS 1E i Zh BE 2 7 Hr b (BT 5L 38 ) B MR, EEG 52 Filias$dls, HArIta 20 REMKHIT. & 1
SEE T NAS £ D) e B 70 b AR ME AR, $MEHAE 55, T DURER S8R TT 20 K3, 70 il 7 7 2K/ Tl
FE55 IR RFAE SR AR 55 AL, T TH0RE AR S AN 7 10 [ 0 BT L AT S 4 20 S e 1 21 2 (1.

1 NAS 7L Zh e Hod 7 A b AR 1 AR

=3 HiE 2 B4R EFHE R 4 1]
Liu SF, et al.”! TPNAS-Net P CNN FW

Xiao AQ, et al.?¥ DLS-DARTS PaE ] CNN FE A B
Rapaport E, et al.'®! EEGNAS %k CNN %M
Dong HY, et al.l*® - e CNN F
Du YP, et al.*” Multiobjective Evolutionary NAS e CNN E
Duan YQ, et al.*® CTNAS-EEG 5% CNN O
Kong GW, et al.””! - Ve CNN (zel
Li C, et al.”! - bES CNN T

Li C, et al."”! TNAS N Transformer — ff M +%2 M

Wang H, et al.’” - e CNN O+ W
Nguyen KP, et al.*" - ot Dense NN F M
Zhang W, ez al.®Y HS-NASNet FRAEFEEL DBN T
Qiang N, et al P NAS-DBN FRAEFREL DBN P
Li Q, et al.™ ST-DARTS/ST-DARTS+ REHEFEIT RNN e
Li Q, et al. % eNAS-DSRAE FRAEFEEL RNN G
Ren YD, et al.*¥ Two-Stage Deep Belief Network-Based Model — #5£iE 42 HL DBN PR
Dai HX, et al.*!! GR-NAS FRAEFEEL RNN e
Duan FX, et al.’¥ SA-NAS-BFNR R HEFREHL GRU oW
Pang TJ, et al.*” GS-NAS FRAEFREL DBN P
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1 NAS TE00Zh a8 Z0d o Fr AR I AR ()
1 T ZR e Hops KA HdE &
. 91 . IEFH: 56
Liu SF, et al. BRI R ABIDE 11 fMRI P i 2 T ASDYBE R 53
Xiao AQ, er al®¥ | BEEHR Rz B R SR & NIR Ji2 SR 98 B 124
1. BCI competition IV 2a EEG BCI competition IV 2a: 9
2. BCI competition IV 2b EEG BCI competition IV 2b: 9
25 N N 3. High Gamma dataset EEG High Gamma Dataset: 14
Rapaport E, et al. ™) | LS 4. Kagggle Inria BCI Challenge EEG Kagglge Inria BCI Challenge: 26
5. Opportunity activity recognition | 4P zh ¥ -
challenge dataset
26 o < JE I K 2 IE# i 89
Dong HY, et al ™ | #{t%>] TR w JIUHUE i 3 B ELASD)HE : 86
Du YP, et al.*” b5k | LIRIS-ACCEDE MU & B 4 EEG IE B R:6
1. BCI Competition IV EEG BCI Competition IV: 9
Duan YQ, ez al.®¥ | ¥R 442% | 2. SEED IV EEG SEED IV: 15
3.SEED V EEG SEED V: 15
1. Sleep-EDF-20 EEG IE##R: 20
Kong GW, et al.?! | %142 | 2. Sleep-EDF-78 EEG IEH R 78
3. SHHS EEG B 329
. 5 v~ | 1. DEAP EEG DEAP: 32
LiC erall’ BILFT | ) DREAMER EEG DREAMER: 23
. I } . 1. DEAP EEG DEAP: 32
Li C, et al " HALSE | DREAMER EEG DREAMER: 23
20 v s | 1. SEED EEG SEED: 15
Wang H, et al.®” R R 2. PR TR AR EEG o7 BRI AR 27
Nguyen KP, et al.”” | BEHLIE & EMBARC clinical trial fMRI IARRE#AR: 37
Zhang W, et al.®" | BEALEIVE HCP fMRI %L 32
1% 4L 55 600
T A 552 600
123115 600
Qiang N, et alP¥ | #Efb 5 HCP fMRI 5 1145 600
KFEAES: 600
L AE S 600
TAEIR 24T % 600
&AL % 750
T AT 550 750
BENES: 750
Li Q, et a1 R HCP fMRI B H 145 750
KRS 750
FEAAE S 750
TAEEIZAE S 750
&AL 5% 700
T AT 550 700
Z2h{T%: 700
Li Q, et al.* Sk HCP fMRI HHES: 700
KAEAES: 700
FEAAE S5 700
TAEIRIZAE % 700
Ren YD, et al.*” HEE W AR S50 fMRI EE R 17
Dai HX, et al.*"! T RE 48 % HCP MRI 154 AE 5% 750
’ ’ oo TAEEIZAE 5% 750
1 %A 5 200
T AT 550 100
BHMES: 200
Duan FX, et al.B®Y | BiEEH R HCP fMRI 5 145 100
KRS 100
FEAAE S5 100
TAEIE1ZAE 5 100
161155 865
Pang TJ, et al.®! B R HCP fMRI AT 5% 865

5 S A% 865
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TEIE T NAS i D g8 £Hs 43 =, B 50 N 53 AR B8 Iy B Bk 5 M i mT e 1, A B B NAS HEIE &
oG Ty e P9 £ R BURN 23 BT (s 2 X 2% BRI, K20 78 2k T AR R [ Rt 7. BEE T MR, — 25K
DIReAH G 73 2 Wit 7E OB A0 B T O R A 0T e, DLAR T RE R 3k 3.

o SrZ/TII

53/ TMAT 55 72 NAS TE i Th 5e B4 23 B Sl b i LI AT 5%, 350 10 KRB AHSSHT 78, B 5 804 DL fMRI
5 EEG #ils R~ E, BAAN AT ARSI SOmsk, B8R, RS2 A ar. Mg,
WE T M RER, NRHINENERB S E TSRS RIE. BTN AZ, TR
K4 NAS 72106 T e 2008 10 43 28/ B0 A AT 55 A (AT 78, 950 A SGHIF 70 ¥ 4 2% SR M AN 48 2R 2 i) b 3 3047 43 AT

EFIAMBE T b, BENLAE R HROAF . EMMHZR TR, Neuyen 2 APOEF NAS Ak fi il 4 14 4%
(dense feed-forward neural network), T 5 & HIARAE & 5 [0 MR B4, SZI AR 3 5 2599 S Wt 1 ) A 4 1
ZAE S B S B R E], N A R E s BN R M A o diE . Bus R, M
HIENI . Dropout 255240, A5 8 H BENLY RIS ME8 S 808 R A R g T R, BV &L 35
3T 3 ECRE L 2 BN A 0 X 4 A, ) A BT IR S AR ) S AR R 5 ), [ R T 24 ) S S
FURIRG DX, Bl LAS 2 SRS — R T 2 4 2R 2 (B AT, (R R AR AW B LS T BRI S, TR AL
R RME L — PG NAS J5VE, BB A& TEMRRIE AR LB = &R, (R 7 B 2 K 1 i 1) ELSS o
HERBK. AT REEREE, KZHET NAS BT AL 2 i FUbE f5 R BT HARR I 2 g, %
TR R Ak 2 o S 2R R ) SREE HE R

AT B RRTHE R, BN ROR AN R4 2R HEE IR T J5 42 78, Rapaport 25 ALK 451 o H 1
v B bR R B AT ISR, $2 P RNAS [ (0 A EE 4k 7R (weight inheritance) /7 25 %6 BE 4k 48 2R S NR BT Bk, B R AR AR
4k 7K (same-model weight inheritance)5 38 XA FE 4k 7K (crossover weight inheritance). i 7F SZI6 A E 3 AL
FARFRHUE]: FEAER AR AR +2E OB AR R . 28 OB 4k 7K . oAU k7K, T TR H¥R, F & T EEG 3
SN AE . (ERCAEAE B, Li % AR Du %5 AZEDF 7T U2 7Md F 2 H bR 4k B9 (multi objective evolutionary
algorithm, MOEA), TEF 35 73 G 4 W 48 25 i AR AL (1 R, 2% P& RARALBEARLK RN, = AR Z,
Du %5 NP7I5CHE CONN B g5 My g i, i Li 256 AT {8 Ff MOEA KBS transformer #EAY 2 M EAT R, DL
EPATEIEE T NAS 0B E S AR R AT 04k, RIBFEESR A 1 2T EEG HUil 15 B RN i 28 gL R 0K
W T B, DRt K 22 ik 2 L9 3 4 ) i T R 250808 1 9 AT AFF 9. 53— J71T, Dong %5 APOVR| A 34k 2% 5]
R NEILE Q-Learning 18 2% SR & X PIUMCAE 3 £ %45 (autism spectrum disorder, ASD) & 3 34T 1R 7112 .
9T Tk G JR R R A D, (R E  p g AR ARA ER, AFCR A T AlES A A I R T . R
(PR BB, & Aetk o 2 ML E B E R RER,; 755 @I RM B, 2B EREG K, M5 stit;
Li % APYVRIF RNN 1B Al 8%, 7598 2 28 8] ol £ et 48 5 by, 42 TH 15 R e i 6. i 0F T8 4 R 31 i
1 22 DO 2% BT LR B0 UIE B b (1 HE A SR AR D SHEE 22 B, 408 L T B0 2 SR TS SR e B, TR AT T E AR AL
M. 2T NAS RA6E R TSE R, TEIEEGR B IR . el R . RAE LS AN g E B AR, w2 H
RGN RAE, W) 58 F 22 W48 22 S ms th m) 28 F A0 8 22 SR e T R 7. SRR, 98 2% 2 [A) ) R ) o Ok
T B =T E 1.

NPT R MR, H AT O — et 728000 e 2 A () b it B SR A 1), R R BE 1 R e
o 60 228 0 2% 5 F R B HEAT A, b, Dai 25 APJET AdaNet HEZ8075%F CNN (R R 25 W kAT A 4k, AT S 3
X K8 (sulei) 8] (gyri) & = [81 32 X 55 (3-hinge) (19 73 25, ZWF 50 K FH — b B 3& B2 38 & 4% 22 1 7% (incremental
search process), M TH]ERIIZVEBLYTT 4R, M4 5 ZE W N 2 5 I ZR 10 0 22 J0 AN A0 S (14 2 ) 2% J2 50k 3 i
W25, LA I FR A ™ ), I CRAIE SR — 1 A R AR, KR AR TR B I 3 R M 2. 7R RS I, Liu
2 NPLRH one-shot 148 2 5%, 1 NAS 48 2 Fl3h NS WAL I AR 45 &, X MobileNetV2UP¥gE Mgk 47 e fk, A
FEFH R4 151 £ 43 2. Kong 2 NPV DARTSP 8 9k 3 7 vk, M JELA6 G v, mP B2 BSR4 2880 fi LS A 1,
SE I vy 3] v 11°) RIEE IR i HL ) 2%
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Wang %5 \BOME AT (1 35 T 16 5 (10 4 48 45 W48 R Sk 10 3t B dbAT 7 A 4 v A BsadE Al Ak, &1t 38 4
Y438 T 5k 45 1) 38 & S (partially-connected differentiable architecture search, PC-DARTS)Pil Zhid 2, 51
4 H 1& M AL (layer number adaptive mechanism)Fl {5 /L1l (early stop mechanism). %24 5 & MAL 18 i
VA7 B BR 2 42 (skip-connection) LA S I 25K BE, 3@ 87 389 im i ek > HE B 5 5 1) 250 BCBR o N T R R, T AR
PR VRSV P 2 7512 1 M ar i R AR, @i A X ONN Sy 8 &R, KRR 5T BEG 4
IRFS RN ERR 2. T 00 B 4 3R R N R (A st AL B S 2 (Al 3k, (R, i R 5 58 DAROMLAS 2R
6] R 1R Tt 73 UL 2 5 0 R0k

o I M R HRE Y

R F 22 A 22 [ i X W ) 00, S TR A B T K E P VR A0 9 A, R A R 28 1400, i X 1) f 52 A P B e
MBI, KT —RINE 2 BRI IIRENG B, PR R I KN 7E 25 7] - 19 P9 2 3 41 5 I AN B[R] b ) 5%
22 H T, T B RN A T AR AL A 2 S I R R B A T R 4 B R B SR AR B 15
1 G BT AR PR REAE [ B, il Jb 220 1) A I ) 4 5 4 T8 R R[] 7 2 AR ABE 2, AT s A2 R T I\ 601 T R T 7 1)

PUA T NAS 6 K T B X AR AE AT SR BB 78 h, K Z 30 78 B DBNP235420 g RNNL0-2122.3443)
NETFEE, TS 5045 3] Fbh FE AR A 5050 4 28 WX 2 A T 4 M AT DAL BB B, IR ¥ 2 F ik s
A T 2 ) 2 BB P A5 5 R A B 22 K |, 15 BT S o 2 22 AR 0 4.

T ZE KN T e, RN RFRE T — R SILL DBN N EFRIEIFITT. B 5E, Qiang & AP
T BEOL A S (particle swarm optimization, PSO)5| N % DBN W 4% 45 #4138 R (L, ¥ NAS-DBN HE4Y,
T MR Z0HE $2 BRI X 25 R E. %A 50 M 22 W AR 0T DBN [ 4% 45 14 1 2 450R0 1 S =i T8 %, ' DBN
B 2R R EVE 9 PSO HI BT R 484, B R RS E2INAES IMRI B4 |, T2 RN
WAL R 5 1) DBN  Sh5H4 R % 17 200 S8 30X 1 D) B 9 28 R AE (W SR B, FLJE T I [ 30 265 i) S0 RFAIE 8 2 5 IR I P 45 5
FEF T LR A (generalized linear model, GLM)Zfife H 1 Fixi T g 4 2% HA w2 — 0. %0 90 A &5 SRAIE B
T NAS-DBN 2% =) B B 0 D) Re X 4% 1) T AR AR M, ELdE— D3R T NAS BVEAE TR EUM I §E W 48 RFAE (1) 5 2
P, TEREIERE I, Ren 58 APURT Xu 25 NU21E— 2515 Mo T Bl (0 30 0k — S50 A gtk 1) 1) 222 Sk, 4R T — il
T NAS-DBN (13 44— B R0 A e 72 M 00 i T 8 D 4 R AE S HUHE 28 . 1 AEZR 7 WA B 56 1 Y BCR
RAGH DBN X 820 7K P 1) IMRT S04 3047 245, 28 2 [ B UL Bl 4 28 19 DBN B BY R FH T4 MRI #E [,
DLk — 25 SRR A4 KT (9 o D) BE P 25 REAE. AR TSR A NAS #8578 1 /IMAFIRE A o (0 4 4 41 2 18] 1) 22 745 R,
X T AN A 1Y) 8% AR I 8 s B A B L

N T RTHFER IR R, £ LR R FE R EA b, Pang 25 ABY15] N Gumbel-Softmax, KM% T
BRI R IEH BRI RN ESH R, %P AR H 75T Gumbel-Softmax [ #H1 45 ¥ 45 45 #4948 28 5035 (GS-
NAS), HLLE BT DBN 2544, M S2I i h 68 X 25 16 7 R DA 2504 T8 8 R 22 fe /MR R S0V AR T 1) 41
FURF, ZAT T P 1 DBN BB 4R 7R K i T e IV TE /2 IR PE 45 4. GS-NAS AT DL R Ak X 45 8 2 1
KBl 22 0 50 B AN 25 R FE, TR T IMRT 25040 X fii T e 99 2 a3 AT A AE S B 1 96 b 8 B B R A 3, s
R R0 P J2 R T B R 48 B 4L 1T (K UL AR Tao 5 AI7E DARTS 48 & 7 VA 26 Al I T S5 MR, it—25
SEILT R R AR R B R O 2 R B B AR B O B S ST, R T A SRR A I R, T S
T Ao 1P 265 R ALE B2 X

phAh, A7 — LR 7T LA RNN R EERENO20221 0 454 1 4 i 3% (autoencoder, AE)ZE 4% 45 #) i 46 345 92 2
BRI EASIE. H ahD 5% B gm i %5 (encoder) M D 2% (decoder) 4L ik, 2 1% &% 5 i B0 WL 5 21 s o 25 ), BIAY
T DR 285 AR5 AR, 17T 7R 2% DU 467 G R 285 2 20 B 1 i o o AR AR 5

T RN K P - AR i R %, Li S NPRET ORI 2R SR SN BT RNN ) 99 4 45 ) 48
FAH, 75 FH RNN S FPRHEF AE $EICF AR LS, S T IR ZMELIEEE B gk 1b #h 2 W)
25 55 M8 R 515 (eNAS-DSRAE). JE I i1 5% N\ fMRI ¥ 5 5 8 504 7] 1935 77 1% % (mean square error, MSE)
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VAL IR AR e 5 EA R 2 R 2= 5, FHENIRAGTPAT TR AR, LUES eNAS BITEH & U7 M. Bt H 700
LTSS AS MR Z0RE, IO ZIE T 7 AN BUE ST 04 57 1 i 2 18] I 28 60 B[R] AR 48,

ST IMRI B BUHE B = 4E 5 . i S A M RE s, X RNIN BLE I I 26 45 f i AT # R AL, AT 8 R % e
Xt B R O 5 AT 48 RO, AR A R 5 % WA R s (A 4 I A -, Li 25 A0l — 2ol DARTS 1%
— R TT A G N BT BERFE PR E R, 25T DARTS # RS, $EH T — Rl -2 Al 25 ) 245 25 1 14
# H % (spatial/temporal DARTS, ST-DARTS). %55 AEH8 PR £ T MR Hd £ O -7 i ) 28 R 41, 40
ZANFME S R IFB R, F7E AR i — 5 5 NS PG, W8 ST-DARTS+HH %, H ARk
T DARTS Z 51 53574 () 1 35 1) /8 (collapse issue), Fik— 5 HE T+ T 1 Zh AE X 48 RF 42 B . Duan 25 AP H
TR R TR R R UL NAS A K= NS GRU FR4E &, dlid bk FE AR A SR SE LR Z A 42
2RI R E R AR AL

R LA AT B AR I D BE X 48 A AR R IO T AR 1 AN B B RCR, (ERTIR B 7T (48 R R I AR B B R
N7 E A 2R S T AR INE RS R b, R AESLBIE T RS L= MR, F, Dai 25 APUTE R 7% 1 3%
fifh b, K B[R #) /X 2% (graph isomorphism network, GIN)fix A ST-DARTS 38 Z it Ferf, #5548 R 7 LA
embedding 175 NEE W BIE SIS, M T —MIE T BRRH NAS HESE(graph representation NAS, GR-
NAS). 7EZAMESA MRI HUE 4R FAF B T A4 Hh 485 B0 7 fioi ) 44 AR E S B 7 T 190 0 A

BT T 10 Th s S04 AR AR IR BT BRI A M IR S B E R, MRS RS TR £
K, H A7 EZSUR AT 78 K 2 2 T 7 WA &R = BT g 5 —J7 1, A8 o4 & = A i 5 R 2 % 8 3
fMRI B 1) v 4 B A vy B2 0 PR M, DRI, 6T 00 2 ) R 8 42 48 R 0.
3.2 NASHEREGHEIBD PO RIER

AT A LR I BRI R IR R, B AT NAS WO #3250\ 25 i 450 20808 1 o fr H, s
i@ ® HG sMRL, CT 5%, DI, AHIMEREEELS T MDA T EENSR, FHEERE 2. A1
RS NAS 175 S5 53R AT 0k B, 5845 NAS 7EIX S T 5% E IR, 7536 T NAS (19006 45 1 £ 4
SIHT R, ST B B AV AT B RS TR SO N 4 2R A (AR SR R ke . H T X i 5 A i 1 4y
K2 S5IGKTEREADT 5y, FEOTEIVER R BRI RE &, Bk, K20 7R A MRS R 25 05 8 2
REMHE AR A o, B TERTENRE T SE0TEE, Fik, T8 RE, 805 T KEdE
I SCERR A T O A R S (R AR 25 A 1R 7 AT R AR L.

# 2 NAS TEM 45 1 50 70 vh AR 1 LA

1E& HILAR R KA ETHZ% RN
Huang QY, et al.l’! EMR-NAS HE CNN WOW
Yan JP, et al.*"! - i CNN O
Eslahi SV, et al.*¥! ERNAS g CNN W
Chen HZ, et al.*®! - B Fully connected NN T
Hu XB, et al.[* AutoGAN-Synthesizer g GAN TR+ W
Kim SW, et al.*”) SCNAS 4y U-Net o
Bae W, et al.*7! RONASMIS 454 U-Net oW
Wong KCL, ez al.5% SegNAS3D 45 %1 U-Net TR+ Z W
Guo DZ, et al.”! SOARS 4541 3D P-HNN oW
Wang FFP! NAS-3D-U-Net 43 3D U-Net oW
Yu QH, et al.P¥! C2FNAS 45 %1 U-Net TR+ Z W
Calisto MB, et al.*”) EMONAS-Net AE| 3D U-Net T+ R
He YF, et al.®” DiNTS & UNet+Auto-DeepLab+Multi-resolution input 430 +% W
Milesi A, et al. - 45 %1 DiNTS 4% O+ 72 W
Peng C, et al.l™¥ HyperSegNAS oAl DiNTS W% O+ M
Xiang TG, et al.l*” BIO-Net++ 431 U-Net FW
Ye XH, et al.®® SOARS 4541 U-Net oW
Tchetchenian A, et al.l*") - oy U-Net O
Chitnis S, er al.I*! LeaSE e Resnet e
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T2 NAS 7l 45 £h 7 A e QR T T AR (50

fE& ZR A e kA | R AR
Huang QY, et al. TR Calgary-Campinas-359 dataset sMRI i F 4l : 35
Yan JP, e al.*”! BhE R fastMRI dataset sMRI fivi F ks 150
Eslahi SV, et al.'*") PR A fastMRI dataset SMRI i 4 1250
46] v~ | ISBI2019/2020 MRI White Matter
Chen HZ, et al. AL 0] Reconstruction Challenge dMRS B
[45] " 1. BraTS 2018 SMRI 65 2 TR B
Hu XB, et al. PR | 5 X SMRI 600 4 T4 #k
Kim SW, ez al.'*”! B4R MSD sMRI I J 6 A - 484
Bae W, et al.””! AR MSD SMRI 3 Jr 923 - 750
Wong KCL, et al.®" AR R T1-weighted MP-RAGE images SMRI G B 43
51 . 1. H&N 42 OARs N
Guo DZ, et al. BRI | S MicCADRO1S CT 4 - 142
Wang FFP! IR BraTS 2019 SMRI 460 %k
A B+ ..
Yu QH, et al.™™ 1&1 MSD MRI s 1144
uQH, et a e e 22 s i H
. A+ ; ;
Calisto MB, et al.’”! : MSD MRI X 1 B 15 260
alisto eta W % s I X 5k P 15
He YF, et al.” BEH R MSD SMRI Jivi K 484
Milesi A, et al.™! B % BraTs 2021 SMRI i 48 - 2000
Peng C, et al.®¥ B % MSD SMRI i $4fE - 281
Xiang TG, et al.> KR MSD SMRI 195 4 Bk
156] : o | 1.MICCAI2015 CT 1.48 4K
Ye XH, et al. BB | ) SiructSeg 2019 cT 2.60 £t
Tchetchenian A, er al° | BhEE# % TractSeg dataset dMRI 105 £ 0
Chitnis S, er al.!®" T R4 & Kaggle sMRI fivi Ee - 3264

o KHgHEE

0 225 ) PRI L S St i T DR A M 4 R A AT SR Sk R B W A R R IR S M T S BRI AR B
TR T A 20 T 24 1 i 25 40 UG B AT 25 R I T2 L, R 22 (AT 90 253840 NAS I BI G AT 45 . &
G A EUE R R R AR Z IR T2 B K, Bl ESCRT, EFEAREARAR.

H AT, NAS 7E35F sMRI. dMRI %5 () % 5 84T 45 BAT 32 B9S2 R R 545 R T NAS #9592 7T BL
TG N KF T2 a5 10 R IR, 7T CLE 340 Mk 508 6 B 5215 3 AT 55 B P2 254, DT 312 s A5 2 1) 2
AMERENT. B4, NAS T DA B [ 3hih i i X S B X s, T 0 A% B AT 55 h 3R T E B

FE3ET NAS HEA7 BIM% 5 #7200 539 B, Huang 2 NS T — Rl R 5% 22 i JE AR (13 22 5 1.
Xt FAEAN S A b 1 B O AE F NAS R B 30 i $8 5 0% B AE v 0 i FE 4R A, A7 B TR LB FE S R M. Yan %5
ABE] N NAS SHfift ok 5 45 /S MRI(compressed sensing-MRI)f 1] B8, LLR] f i) 5 R T E X ERE I &R
25 A P B 2R R 0. 5 2 A S HE (5 1A B, NAS 48 2R 15 2 (1 W9 4 ) DLRE AR BT sSMIRT B 25
R, BIEFER TR R EEIK T 2 60%.

B, N T I8 sMRIF T P2 242 3B 5045 5%, Eslahi 25 A\ VSIFIF NAS A8 46 J5 118 J2 3028 /0 4% IR SR FE ST
W4T sMRI . g5 KM, T NAS # R MG B Z T AN TR sMRI B A5 Chen
2 NHSTE IR NAS 51 ANF] dMRT FE 7, KB Eid NAS B 102 2 EANHL AT LK K2 o il (3 )52
A2 R ER U T R 22, FEEANEIAY MRICGREE GRS T A Sk,

F—J51H, T R PR S B P e DASRAS e 2 B MRI IR BE, Hu 2 AWHEH T —F B AL MRI &
7% AutoGAN-Synthesizer. %8 782 T-56 B 40 20K 0E, E 304 2R A pas B0 280, LIRSS 1 MRI
A R R IZEE R AT DUE A R A 2 0 HEERARAE, FERI T GAN IR A48 2R A5 R R A R A 7R 55 A R AN
PEBE 2 8] )T 47 o) B A8 &R F L, AutoGAN-Synthesizer A 75 12 > GPU /M HLAEH R E]— 6.31Mb 23]
M52 & B LA B R R T I P2 e
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o ¥l

i &35 ) 3 0 2 8 A T M AR O B I 2E 200 B H R I AR, o EDRS FE K B R IG PR S W i HE R M.
TAFEBIREI W BUE & LR ESB XA E . KNFTEARBIAS R, i 4548 1 2 BT 5543 4 & ZEF 3k it
IREME M2 450, BT NAS MINEE #3107k re % H S Pl st i e i AR I & S5 RS 4, BB T8
e A X o AR R S AL B X RIS A . Bal, O MMEEM TIEZRE NAS 5N BN g
KB 53 BT S5 o, X AR 32 A 08 F 30 Jie e 9 Ak 1 2 3B DA B L o S A X 2L 2R ) 45 .

TE 0 45 ) 2y BT 55, AT e Je HER0 5 V35 DeepLabv3+, U-Net, nnU-Net &5, 81, F L& Mm%
FIZE R AR L — B R IR, £ T NAS HE AT DR & R 15 20 BT 55 WORS B I/ S P A 149560 243,
THI 7] i 45 44 20 B0 1 NAS FIETT 5 AP IS 8% 2D 1R R G5 F108 i 407 kb B N0 ok A Rl 28 43 BRI 4 2%
3D SrEMERLR. HTMM 3D BB BRI Re s IR 2 45 M2 (A5 8., DRt ay S 45 AR,
HH T4 3D BUE I o0 B 5K, DR K 22 WF 058 T oW 2 (B FF R 7. bAb, i &6 1) 1 40 1) B ks &
b, FRARIG LR, (IO GG A RN 2 L 45 M B aEAT B A Ak, DL N T AT SIS 4UE £ k. Bk,
B AT A — LB 05 OUL 65 #2225 M AT B A Ak, AT IE IS 44k 43 510 1 B 1.

2019 4, Kim % A f TAEYIE Yok NAS HEZL 5] N 2 45 #3008 (10 2 FT 5 h, IE T 36T NAS B3tk
RIS F T30 BT 3D U-Net. BhJ5, SR M #8200 NAS 7RI 4544 43 BT 5 LRI,

NT B NAS fF 3D 0 EME S T A FE T FE A B, Bae 25 AP T —Fhiin ) 3D BG4 21 B IR AL
NAS HEZE RONASMIS. iZA R R EURE S5 T W 45 AT YNGR SR G, B AT X 28 A 52 (1) ST Wl 2Rk, M2 v
NAS I RBE, HAEW R EUES T35 7tk nnU-Net S #FHIPERE. Wong S5 ADPMRE T —Fh4 R
SegNAS3D [1] NAS HELL, i8I WX 4% & M) 3R /s N T 52 ST A M IR B, SsSB4 4504 5 73 BT 55 B G 52 ,
PIFE A2 R 3. SegNAS3D 71 fisi 45 44 (¥ 43 BT 55 Hh A THIHE B 1 4R AR, 3 HAR i &5 i b N T 3
MZEH/NEZ. Guo S APHRH T —Fh 48 SOARS W ZE L84, B0 Hw k0 MR 2R 5, I RS
PATEHILH) NAS g, Wang 2 AN PUER AR [ (OB HR B i 7 45 52 R S 3007 2 o) e 1, 40 R0 /2
) 48 SRR O AR B B Bt B A B 25 4y, I 7 M Pl 43 BT 5 L AIE A T NAS #8211 W 48 78 AT AT Az A 7
MEFTS .

NS RER S ERER, Yo 2 APYLL K Xiang 258 AP 5030 7 BB 40 0 P B B8 &R0 2, DAUR
ZEW AN BRI AT I R M N AR IR Ay, fE BRI B R AR R 2 B, Calisto 25 AP — BRI T 4
& EMONAS-Net FIfa{# @) 3D EH#EG 2 EHEL. ZHESRBEAHAREAM: — B R EIR RS
AN 7 W 45 K T B 4 R S A — AN TR 2 B An bt Bk, T2 i S M s R AR KR
175 SegNAS3IDPOEAL, A 45 #4 f A 7 3R B R oR, T 2 W 45 K FHl SaMEA L3270 58 4% i 2 A B3 B2 LA &
[T S BOE G I ETREAE, FRAE KM 2 FE 55 R RIS i 1 PR RE.

B2, N T @R E N A RS E 2 A5 R, Tchetchenian 5 ANSOE4L TR T FEHRME T
NAS #ZR K U BRI B 50 BUESS ErtERE, KL NAS R E 3 KM% A] LLE b5 GPU N A7 KT 48,
HAUHE T RO M H) NAS R UG MERE M BB R HR A+, & IR Tl B 53 2 BIAE 55 1) NAS BB SGiE 2 W44
FA], KBS S BN B4 B .

BT iR TAERZ AR RAESERGIAE U M s, N 7 SCRFa B RIE AT B 48 %, He &5
APt T 4458 DINTS 9 3D B2 5% UG BIHELE, KR 2 4 22 00 4% 45 K 1195 2% 1) R0 M 8 2 ) 2 A o 4 HL
AT A 1) AR, T ST RETE e B R 9 0 26 b 2 R R ) POl &R . BT DINTS AT DAZE R AT 37 R 48 R 3 &
FEE SR T AE B 5 7T R 2 72 AR U B8 SO 2R g [l @, DR R B RS T F U-Net EF803%, DINTS AR 7E
i TP 9RE LA R i Ty 1) 2y I 55 3RS i MEfE. 5 DINTS MIiHE AW &84, Peng S AP T —F & N
HyperSegNAS /) 3D B 24 B 1% 43 #) NAS By, it Yl 25— N8 N 48 R4k > B 22/ g P Re, DAERAS— A~ H
B> B AR, i 2 — BN ZR 58 st T DA RS B, MIA S TES M R R SIS 4. 5 DINTS A
L, HyperSegNAS TEAN[E 15 424 L& HUAS 7 B 47 i 25 3, 175 i g DA g 15 1) 7 BT 45 B SEBL T &2
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HE 1 BE.

o K

TEG A5 M FAAR 1 4y 855 0, NAS wT LUl B 3 1077 S8 R AR eh & W 2% S5 M M S 8 G ok R a5 T
TG SEAZ 1) 23 2RI 8. I 23 248 W DK T 45 440 PR AH O 5 AR BEAT 12 W AN FILIN, 2 i &5 4 B8 0 i b ) — AN IR
. IR TN G EEE A S A v, BE T NAS R ERNIRZE S S50, 7] DL7 5 7298 i 45 44
FARBE T IRRE, RS0 JEHER R, AR 70 R0 PR B B R H A, S, iRt
SFRIWIERE, K2 BSOS, LB RE N BRI 2 SRR T R 0 7L

Hal, FEME B0 ST, NAS T T I8 i vrAl. 10 7 (0 T et 35 B TE IR 97 V& ) Hh X ik
TN GRESL T, RS HER A sMRT % b2 il BroRd 369 £ 24 ™ S RLE. 40, Chitnis 25 AU H
T —Fp i Learning-by-Self-Explanation (LeaSE)f] NAS J5¥%, iHid —AMEBEBEI A — AU i, HaiiER
PR BE B AR IR 26 5 1), DAEE AN MRT R b i b o0 S i M. e v, AR A Y Jei ok 385 Jlh 4o 448 IR 8¢ A= R Fl]
S5 RS DR AR R 8 R Mh RE AR, MW AR F T 0P Al R I OR EURBE . FEIROBTUR . TR L AR R
JREW I PY 73 AT 2% T2 38+, LeaSE BEBUAE 375 S EUIEOL FIARN T 90.6% M HEM &, BN T rHE
R S RUERA AT T 6%, SEUTFE T 90%. 2SI 4 LM, 5T NAS 777 m) 8 A =R LR B2 i
PR SCHF.
33 ETNASHRBESHARPERERBERZTTHNEE

HAT, 2T NAS B EE 2 dr it 5o, BN K2 ABIEFE B I ANRT 58 £t AR, 4% 58 i) NAS 1%
ES RIS R

FEFG R SEME T T, B0 5 Th B 1y L3030 AT 7 K 22 SR HEALA R SR A 27 20 19 77 AT e e 22297273133,
BEA NAS 7E B0 70 v AN R R, B RBR 22 1) F 50 R B T 00 R 0 R S, T S PR AR R R
FCS S B WO, T HE T NAS B 45440 (0 B 43 7 9 T SE A ) T PRI AR B 2 A A, IRk,
FEN B3 5 106 L T B FE 1A 4 R SR TF J g g5 04547:49-57.60.010,

FEFZR AN J5 10, F TR 08 0 2y B 20308 B0 45 AE 3R IR AT 75 2 M MR ) A 2 I 48 S5 A, ST 5 I T e R 4%
A JEURHE L -2 PR R 2 IRV ORI O 2R, TRk, F 90 N 6% A o - 76 2 W4 2R % [R] e Je g g 1222173333
T 7E 43 28 4F 55 A0 5 04l B 2 0252000 | g ol g (AR i e o, WF 038 6 6 R SO T2 100 2% 11 LA S5 44,
PRI K 20 2R P 00 B g (R O R 5 () T R 7E. e b, A2 BRR 7 B, WEFE N S Ay BN 2 RO I A1
SRR AR ) 2 J2 g3, DR G S A ) T I PR MOV 5 2 A R 2 R AH 45 4 7 sUTF S g 092348,

Foe b, HARAN R ORI S R A ] DA AL, EMNE TR FORE, 1832 0] 5 48 R g 2
BTG, 3 EUR ARGAR VR . T A0 e 0 2% A5 R T4 RO FE SE I B L B, RS RN 5
TARRE, BEFCN GBI TSR 2 WA R 2 1) 5 AL VR BSRAG 2 21 T AR 4 4 ity Ty s 222072324088 g g
N GUHE R T 2O R A RO AR B2 W 3 B 45 2R AN SR TE A 28 0 4 5 A4 2R 5 R R AR PRI, B AT
1] T SR FH SOV 4 2R 2 ) 5 o PE A R T VAR 4 5 9 7 ST S g 9 101021 3449515657600 ARG L, O T RE RS 42
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