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1. ELC®IC

NHATHBEX, 52505 R A7 DBHERIZH > TEAL
L7z LThH, BEEZASNTWVWERATZDATHEL, @&
FRIZFEH U R A0 THMEYNICEEST 2 BN D 5.
T bbb, FHATHGECE, BERCFEHUEZZA
TIIRT BHEHERFRELDDOH LG 56NB XA 71T
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TE2HIIRT MO EDORBOEKGIZRT LER, £D
BELRB 2 AFZx0t 3 2 KB (representation) & U 72354,
WEZFHUZRAZIZET AT 2REPED &

SITEHINZDONEHS L TR, ZO &S R R

4 U 5 =#11E Representational Forgetting [2] & ML 5.

AFHTlL, Representational Forgetting (23 H U, Eik#%
WU ZOMMFERZRE T 5. KREBRTI, 3EHONRY
Fx—0 T —REA, BEHORERRMMGEETFEICD
WC, =a—F)3y 7= ETIVORHEIHHEY 2 -
DMREZEFIIT 5 Z & T, FHUZA U % Representational
Forgetting DAt & KE I 2PET 5. MAT, HFE
Va—VDERATNDFRMEREIZIEDE, R LICFE
TERAIANDNATADBRIBELOHHZH S 2ITT
5. Rz EL THAEZERARIIITO@ED THS.

1. EPEIRZIZON, M d 2HREIZAE L % Repre-
sentational Forgetting D K& I K E LR B, EWV
BORBIZBE W T H RN T 2 5 T RELES.

2. EOHEVEORM EIZIE, ETIVOBRMKET L FE,
BRIZFEH U R AT NDBRNNA T AT B
7, MOREEIZIE, BHICEEH L Z AT ADNA
T ADMIET 5.

PAF, 2 fi RIS & KB/ LU, 3 #iTlk Representational
Forgetting DFFMIREHRZ 527205, REBRTHWSFE
R DWW TS 5. 4 HiCTHEBROZE 2R, 5 Hi
TEBRERIZOWTH®T 5. 6HitTELHEERS,
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2. BEEMRE

2.1 #wmFEFFE

Mk 2 B FiE1E, regularization-based approach, replay-
based approach, % UL T parameter isolation-based ap-
proach ® 3 D HIEIZ AT 2 e TES 3. BT
T, ZNENDHIKIZE T B RENLRFIEITDOWTIHIZ
BRB.

Regularization-based approach %, =EIDHNHIZ fEHE 3
HIEAMEIEZ 2 v U — 2 OFEFICHW S ELEBIZE
M2 eT, HHEAIDFEEIZL2FEEFEAZAID
SHIZBRT 5 HETH B, Elastic Weight Consolidation
(EWC) [4] B & OF Synaptic Intelligence (SI) [5] Ti%, &
BHEARXRA D @ FOITEELRNNT A — X DOEFHNHIR
ZMA % &S HRIEAMEHAHW S5 3S. Learning without
Forgetting (LwF) [6] Tl&, ¥k A2 OFE BB RT
DAYy M= &REREL, BTy N -2 OHHX
A7 T—=RIZHTHHAN, fRELEZxy M7 -2 ORI
I oinsg Z L 269 % & 5 RERMLENFIHI NS,

Replay-based approach X, FEHFEAXATIDT—XD
—HBEREFL, FBZ A7 DFEERIZHND Z L TEA%
B9 5 /i1 TH 5. Experience Replay (ER) [7] T,
HHZ A7 DFEIIZ, FREXAZ DT —RITMA, R
T—RLFPT—X L UTHAT 5. Gradient Episodic
Memory (GEM) [8] T, fRFFT — & & HWW=HlfIf &
REEEZ DI LT, FHBEAXAZIINT 5 FHIKEE
DIETZENET 5. Zh 6 DA, regularization-based
approach & [bR, THIZ KEEHTEZ LN TE S,
ET—RORRHERBEEL T LD, T—RTITA4NNTP
AEY OHIF & Vo EHFIZ BT B HEANOX WA T
SV, 2D XD RMEIZH L, Deep Generative Replay
(DGR) [9] &, FEFEARZRA T DT —REfHFT 200
2, ENSEFEULZERETVEEAL, FilZ A0
FHMIZZOET IV EHWTER L2V v TV EEE T —
REUTHMHETZZ LT, RO &S RET— XERICHE
TEOMEITHLT H5FETH 5.

Parameter isolation-based approach i&, * v b7 —72
DNIA—RELEEREUIZHDEEERRATIZED
WTHILT, FUFRARRAI ORHEZR2IEET 5
HETHB [10,11]. TS5 DFiRIE, BEHlZBRIHEd
5ZEMWTESD, ETNVEMAULBERIINSRT —X
DFfE R AT DIER%E BE LT 5728, incremental task
learning scenario [7] D AIZ L EH T E 7200,

2.2 BURBYSEI DR

INETIT, BRASHIERIIN S 258 HE D 73X
nNTWARW. mIEDYE [12,13] T, ETVORMEHT
Fiz, BBIZEE LR AT ANDNA T ABFHEL, O
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NA T ADREH O —HNTH 2B LB RonTNDS. —
73, Xiong & [2] I, Representational Forgetting 122\
THIHTERL, 2y b7 =27 DHEHFEVEORHIZH T
5% Representational Forgetting (Z2WTH, KEAISEZ
FIEHEITHERERNTHS I 2HRELTWS. £
Nguyen & [14] 1%, Z A7 OB L ETILVOFRIMEGEDH
FRIZOWTHAEL, X A7 OHEMES L FRIVEREDRIZIZIRWN
MEDRHZZ L2 RLTWS. I s Of5RIE, Mk eY
BLOWHEHSH O~ 2HEEZHSMIZLTWEEHD
@, Representational Forgetting (243 2 B XK 7ZHEA
TWVWARWEWZ 5.

3. FH@IER

AREITIE, £3, AWMEICBT SREREICOVTER
Db, K, KB, BIOREEICZEL 1T ADR
775 Representational Forgetting Z €& L, D, A
FeTIT o 1B B L ORI I W 72 e A 2 B T 5.

3.1 MERE

AW TR, MIADR A2 05785 X Z2FIT = (T,)M,
IR AR TFEHIZOWTEZR S, BRAI T X, 75 A
HBEC ERNRLT DI IANFERIAITHD LINET 5.
ZIT, ERD2 XA T, Ti(i #j) L, 77284
Ci, C; IFHWIETHHETH. TN, ZA7DHEME
EHIINHERNRERD I T ANPENMT S & 2EKRT 5.
FEETIVIE, IS MEORAZ % 1D DBRIRNIZ
FHETL. B, 77 AOHERIINRT — X DFTE X X
JI135-25N0\0W=d, BEETIOVIZEGRICENL 23X
TDITIANS 1 D07 A% THTEHENHE. 20
X 5 72 E L, incremental class learning scenario [7]
T, MHRPEICB W T BNRMERED 1 D TH
5. —H, ZOEI AV IA TOEZRIIFL, £7F
A VFETIE, BEAAIOT—RE—EIZHNTETILO
FEPMTOND. ZIT, WENSHEE, 227 T, D
P o TEBRBEAD T T AES Ci(i < j) T B E
TLOTFHMRENIZFELU MM RNTE2HR{LL L TERTES.

3.2 Representational Forgetting & /31 7 X
ARTI, FEETNLVELTTA—7T=a—Fxv b
T—JETNEZZ, TOREDEY 22—V OHI %R
CIER, F£7-, ETNMIEZONBELDATIRY MVIT
NETBEYa—IVOHII%E, RAJDORREER. §4b
L, RELIIFEMDOA VARV ATHY, RAZ %Y
LR ZERTEDL L TERALONS. AT, EEOR
BzBWT, HRREDTZ 7 AT EREDAMIEL
KEHINTWBIGE, TORBIINATANGFHET S L
EHETD. ZDLE, EFVTOIIRBIZBENTNATT
AMEDL, ZEHBEAZRAIZ DA T E2REN S X
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NBBRD Representational Forgetting TH 5 L EHETE
5. Z®D & 572 Representational Forgetting & /81 7 A D
BE{RM: A2 5, Representational Forgetting ¥ & OHYKI =
Wz XD BESHBT B720120F, BEUZAET .1 720D
HE, $3bb, EOXAZIINTERIANVEL S EHS
NTWLDNZEREL, ZTOMS Z2ERKIZFM 2 Z &
NEETHDILEZOLND.

3.3 Partial Retrain Accuracy

ZIZTIE, T, MITRORMEICIG T B R T
Y a— )VOMREFEMiTEE T H % Partial Retrain Accuracy
(PRA) IZDWTCHEAT 5. 22T, EEOREHTE
Va—)b My 129 % PRA L, AFOFIETEHET 5.
L. BRAZIZDOWT, BRINZETIVEIIRKY 5.

2. My KOECEIZEFEET D21 T A -2 &2HT 5.

3. ALEDS M, $TOREIZHTHENTA-RDEE
EELZDAT, RRAZDT—REM[MAL, £77
A VFBIZ Lo TETNVEEREFIRT 5.

4. FHIFBETIVD accuracy 2T A M T —XEHWT
FHEL, TOfE% PRA £ 5 5.

PRA OMEDS, JRODNSAT T4 VFEBIZ X D% 4T -

72 TNV D accuracy & AR TEDL - 723545, M, OHAT

» B HHIZ B\ T Representational Forgetting 23 F4E LT

WwWpeEZLND.

PRA OFHEI, NI A=K7 = —Z (Step 2)
&, Xiong SAPREL R 2] LHETHD. 2D
P 7 = = X0F, GHEARDEY 2 -V E D EVEIZS
B85 A—XD 5, Step 1 TOEPFEROFEE L KET
570ITBIMLTWS. EBE, wliftzirbnwgs, Z
NSDNRT A—RHEEH (Step 3) ZHFEL, PRA Off
ERMIELSTHI LD H 5.

3.4 NA T RBFDI=DDIEE

HITETIRR7Z & 512, PRA 251H 352 T, £ED
Rz 51 % Representational Forgetting DAk & X 2=
FHZHIET 2 Z B HEETH S. LA LAD S, PRA X
I EDNRA 7 AIZDWT, TDOHEERE &\ o - EH
ERTIEEFITERN. TR, TNS5DOHEREMS -
DOEEE LT, Bt eEY 2 - M, 28% 2 Ui/
A E TV D micro-F1 (F1) 2w, 22T, £XA
T ZNL, FLEATOLS IZERSI NS, 0B, F1I
PRA DFHERFD FHFERIZE DWW TEHET 5720, BEIC
I3RE DRI E Y 22—V M, DMREZX B D, BAFD
EHTIREHRDZD, M, 220V TORRIZEBKLTWS.

_ 2Recall(T}) - Precision(T})

F1(T;) =
(1) Recall(T}) + Precision(T})

(1)
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TP,
RCC&]](T]) = ZCECJ
(checj TPC/) + (ZC/EC]’ FNC')
(2)
TP,
Precision(T}) = Zcecj

(ZC’EC]- TPC/) + (Zc'ecj ch,)
(3)

ZZT, TP, FP.,, FN, ZZhZFh, 2IFRAcIiZBT BT
ANT RIS 5, Bk, B, BEEORTH 5.
FLIMMERED X A2 23T 2 50 JERE 2 5§ 5720, %
DEIMERNZ L 1F, WNREXZAZIZHTEERED, FxA2
BRIz 52 6N X A7 DFZIZE > TRAIINH, F
BINTWRWIZI L2 RLTWS. £/, D2 XA
TF1 DEPKREL BLR->TWEEES, BWFLOHEZRL
T2 RAT NDINA T ADE A ROBGHUIFIET B L& X
5NB. FIT, B EIZELEAITADRE 2 EEN
WM 24815 & U T, FlRatio 2 FD L S IZEHT 5.
ming, e F1(7T3)
maxy, e F1(T;)
EHEP SIS & 512, FlRatio AV/NXWIZ 2k, T
WD LTINS 7 ADMFET B2 & 2 HEkT 5.
4. EEBRBTE

AL T, SRBUZB 1T 5 Representational Forget-
ting, BEC, R EIZAEU BN T AT 2720, E
BOREBEMRPREEEFEIIOWT, 3EHEOTF— Xty
MERHALU-EREZIT->72. RETIX, TOERIZEITS
HWEIZDOVWTHRARS,

F1Ratio = (4)

41 T—9ty hEYRIDER

AREFRTIE, MNIST [15], SVHN [16], # & CIFAR10
(17) D 3FIEDOT— Xy hEHWEZ., Zhoik, Mk
BWEIZBEWTEL AVWSNTWAEEKT—X 2y hTH
D, WINH 10D 2 I ARSI NS, 22T,
FATHRSE [5, 7] IHEW, HifEdT 52007 T AENRKL T
LRHERATE 1 RAZ L UTEH L. MNIST %42
L2, 1BHDRAZIIIFIAODV EITATD DT—R
ko THERIN, 2BHDORXAZIEI2 A2 LT A
BOTF—RIZE-oTHRINE., ZOL31ZLT, &£5F—
Rty MZDOWTH5DODRATEEH L.

% DEATHIETIZ, B 1DODRXR AT EFIEFT DM %
AWTEBREZT>TWAS [7,18). LLAEHMRS, 20k
RERBRBETI, ZFAZMIZAEUEZ F1 OEDED, XA
7 DETMEFTIZL, HxDRAZDHEDER S Dk
WIZ k> THEU BN DD, 22T, ZTOXIHREA
DB IZ LD EERET DD, KR 1LIIRT LD
2, RAZDETIEFpZKEIEE I THEEHOX A
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Table 1 Task execution sequence in each trial.

Trial number | 7t 7p20d pdrd  pdth p5th
Trial %1 n T s T T
Trial #2 T T. Ts T
Trial #3 Ts Ty Ts T T
Trial #4 T s T.2 T T
Trial #5 Ts Ty T> T3 Ty

R 2R L, &R AZNER%HWT 5 EORITE21T - 72,
BB, R1IZBWT, @5 T € {1,2,3,4,5}) XEHL
i ZBHDRAZ%#RKL, TN (5 € {1,2,3,4,5}) XA
JETFERICBWT j BHIZEFINEZ AT E2KT.
2T, {72 BB — NE2HWT 5 ETW, Zh
B EF 25 AT 515 5 N B FHEE O I 2 BAL ) e kS R
EUTHW .

4.2 v N7 —UBEEHH

AIEHTI, EBICHEALZAY N7 =27 DREIZDOWT
BAREZDL, 2y T =228 2REOEHICDOVTH
BI9%. MNIST IZX$ B FERTIE, 3EDEAAARIZE
¥E4 % B 7z Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) %
Az, 2B, BAAAEDOF v 2VEITZENZT N 16, 32,
64 & L7z, &7z, I—NH A XFTRT3 L, 2/EH,
SEHDANIAR%22LTHIETRXYYH VTV
ZWMH U7z, —7%, SVHN 8 & CIFARI0 (2 %3 % Bk
Tl&, reduced ResNet18 [8] (BL'F, ResNet &IEZ) % H
Wiz, ZZT, & 212 ResNet Ofi&E 217 . FFRIZE W
T, 3HHIFRIETEEY 2 — VDR DOBEARAAEZ KL
TW5. 7z, BARAARFED/NT A =&, “conv( 71—+
NP A XNV F X3V L LTEHBELTWS, AT,
module3, module4, moduled D HH] D EAAMAEIZHE N
T CONN LD HETE D YT v 7% EAH L T-.
7235, batch normalization layer, global average pooling
layer, B&UV7 7 ANFBIZOVWTITEAKL TW5.

Wiz, &3y N7 =228 2REOEHIC DOV THI
5. CNN T, &BHAHEOIEMALETD 2R L
ULTCEHEL, ResNet TIHEEYa—ILOHTZERHE L
TEHLZ. T4bb, CNNZETVOEKENEZED
72 4 DDRi%E B, ResNet IXFAIBRIZ 6 D DRHZE FFD.
BE, SREIZEL, WY 2EOWS NIRWIEIZER S
T &fTo 7.

4.3 ZEAE

AFERRTIE, LT OMGEFEFIRIC DWW TR ETT 5 7.
Fine-tuning I%, €TV Z2BH DO HETERATIZDWVWT
BRI T 2 FiETHS. SI BLCLwF X, EAl{b
JH7% FA U 7= regularization-based method T#H 5. GEM
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#* 2 Reduced ResNet18 DAt
Table 2 Structure of reduced ResNet18.
Module name  Output dimension  Block
(C7 H’ W)
modulel 20 x 32 x 32 [conv3-20]
[ conv3-20 |
module2 20 x 32 x 32 X 2
| conv3-20 |
[ conv3-40 |
module3 40 X 16 x 16 X 2
| conv3-40 |
[ conv3-80 |
module4 80x8x8 X 2
| conv3-80 |
[ conv3-160
moduleb 160 x 4 x 4
| conv3-160

BXUER &, {-F; 7 — X & FIH U 7z replay-based method
THb. £, TNSOFIRITMZ, BRXRATZDTF—RIT
DNWCAT T4 VEETET IO EZIT S Offline 12D
WTHERZFT - 72, Offline 1F, FHMERIZ BT 5 _LIRE
BHEZDLPFIFEELUTERDBIENTESL., /2, ZhoD
FHEDONANR=NF A=K LT, SI, LwF 28175 1EH]
{bfR%% 1.0 2 L, GEM, ERIZBIIBK I T AT L D%
¥ 57— & %%, MNIST, SVHN, CIFAR10 ® %I Z il
DWT, 128, 128, 512 & L7z,

AEERTIE, PRA, F1, FlRatio 23H T 512H7- 0
MR PEICLDETNVEIBEL 218, A7 540 v FHICk
DETIVOFEIEEITI BENHD. ZNSHIHIZE N
T, b FiEe UT Adam [19] 2L, FEE% 0.001
WZERELUZ. £/2, Xy FH L zo0nwTik64 2L, ER
BT —RZ2DFEZIZOVWTHRUANY FH 1 X
ZMALUZ. AT, MEFHERIZIE, MNIST, SVHN,
CIFAR10 DZNFiZOWT, TRy Z8% 5, 10, 101
BEUZ., FRIZ, 27— Z2HAV2HEIIBIICE, HU
IRy ZEEMFERALUZ. X512, WFEYE 7 o — XOHHGK
ik, BARAAFEDIRT A — X% He OYIHIMHE [20] 12 & -
THIHLL, £HEBD/5 A —X &N 0, HUEEFE
A 0.01 DIEFS A% VT L 7=,

5. RERIER

AHiTlE, PRA 12X %5l % A\ 7z Representational
Forgetting DOfi#r, & FlRatio & F1 12 & 2§ %
WS E DN A T 2T SR OFER &R AR D.

5.1 PRA IC& 23T

TARTOT =Xy FBELOFEIZBIT S, PRAICK
BAHIiFER AR 112789 . 22T, feature index A i K
iz & 5%, PRAIZETVOHIIEOREIZHN T S
accuracy, §74bL, MEEHOAERBEH LU ZGEDET
VD accuracy - L TW5B., F£72, Offline TIXETILOD
Bz TRV, T XTO feature index IZHWT
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—&— LwF —4— GEM —%— ER

CIFAR10

SVHN

1 2 3
Feature Index

X1

Feature Index

Feature Index

EF—RXuy MIBY 3 EREHEEY 2 - 1T 5 PRA

(% : MNIST, #4 :SVHN, £ : CIFAR10)
Fig. 1 Scores of PRA for each feature extraction module on the datasets
(left: MNIST, middle: SVHN, right: CIFAR10).

---- Offline —— FT —v¥— SI —=— LwF —4— GEM —»— ER
MNIST SVHN CIFAR10
1.0 F—= = = 1.0 1.0 =
2 2 2 g
£ 0.8 - £ 038 £ 0.8 -
[ [ [
06 T T T 06 T T T T 06 T T T T T
1 2 3 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
Feature Index Feature Index Feature Index
2 BT =Xty MBI BERHIZ T 5 FlRatio
(72 : MNIST, ## : SVHN, 45 : CIFAR10)
Fig. 2 Scores of F1Ratio for each feature on the datasets
(left: MNIST, middle: SVHN, right: CIFAR10).
FUMEE L 5. ZEe2EHRLTWS., Ihs DfERIE, Representational

9, TARTOMGEETFIEIZBE VT, PRA 2N HFH
DERNZH D, feature index BAKE 7251224, Offline
EDAATEDPREL LS TWVEILDH 1 S5 bn5.
ZDZ i, FEHIEL RBIZON, WIST BRI U
Representational Forgetting D KE XA KELR>T W3S
ZEERLTVWS., B0z 5L, BRWETIE, 77 AM
ZIGET 2NN RREADPZHIN TR LEZ 5N 5.

Wiz, &7 -2ty bOMREIIKT 5L, &ikiF
BFike Offfine L DA TN, F7e5 feature index
LRNBOTND Z Lhbhd. EEE, CIFARIO Tl 2
ZBHOREP S A ITIZENELTWSA, SVHN Tl
4 FHOREA» S AENELTWS. 51T, MNIST T
BEOREIZEWTDOARITENKNTED, ZOZ
&, MNIST (2x U T, fERDMkkE FRICBWT
Representational Forgetting 23#2 & 2\ 2 & 2 ZBEL T W
5. MAT, AAT7EDKREZIZKT 5L, SVHN 2H
Wea &0, CIFARIO 2 H\W72356 O 1 itk DRz
BROTRAaTENKEN. ZOZ &, CIFARIO (Zx3
% Representational Forgetting D KE X WL h k&3

(© 2020 Information Processing Society of Japan

Forgetting DK E IWFEFMNK L LT WE—HED XA T4
HROBMZIITKIFELTE Y, £/, HMTH2IFLE LK
WEORBTL O RESBHMPHRETSHZLZRLTVS,
T oI, KT HFEOMREZIK TS, FED
feature index IZH W T, PRA DED K/NEILERHHE—TH
5ZeWbhrb. EE, £ED feature index IZHE W T,
ER DMt #kfi 3 Fik L O K& PRA Dffiz & > TH
D, GEM DRIZKEREERZ L > TW5., LELERNS,
feature index HV/NX £ 72 51200, M E FEMO PRA
DIEDZEIFNE L > TWAS., ZNSDFERMS, EFIL
DENEZIFUD LT IHEVEOREIZE T, ER &Y
DOWEE N FEFEVSHOBANCKRE L FLT 5
—7%, BOWBIZEWTAL 2B REIIE LTI, £D
FELZORICKELRETZLRNI LN,

5.2 FlRatio 8 KU F1 (& %%

F1Ratio # i\ 7z, HEE ETONA T AOBSIZET
LZEBIERER 212787, B8, EFNVOHNEOREIC
DWTI, RBIZEE U R AZIZRERNA T ADDH
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LZENMoNTVWE ORI SBRWZ. £3, Offline
OFRIZEHT S &, &7 —&Z kY MZBWT 1IZEWMH
BELoTWbIENG, NATABFEAEFHELRZWT
EWbhE, ZOZ X, RATOERE KA X5 AE
BRERIEDY, RAZEIFIERIZ BT B R A7 DWEMES D%
ERETETCVWEZ L 2EKRT 5. IXIZ, MNIST OfER
WWEHT L, IRTOFHEIZBENT, O EIzH N
AT ANFEAEFELRNWZ EAibh 5. —J, SVHN
B LU CIFARIO 2 W35 4, BOWEIZE W T FlRatio
DEDBHD L TNWBZ s, TS DO I/ N1
TADBEET L2 Db 5. EEE, SVHN TlE4HHD
o N4 7 ADEUTED, CIFARIO TIX3HHD
K 51 7 ANETTWS., X T, PRA DIFEE
FRRIZ, BAEL R5izoh, Wins 2R ETONT T
ADRIDNE DR BB Z Wb h b,

DL EDOFERD S, SVHN B & O CIFAR10 % AW 7zi54,
FEVEBORM LIZ Nt TABREL B2 b hr otz T2
T, N T ADFAZFARS 18, N4 T AWE U =R
IZDOWT, £ERAZIIHT S FLOEESFLEZ. £7,
SVHN %AWz BI1T 5, 4FHE 5 HHORHBTD
BRAZIZNT B F1L OfEZE 312”7, 4 FEHOREIZ
D\WTIX, FlRatio DFERNSH SR &S, FT 2K
KTRTOFERIZBEVWTAAS TANIZL AETFEL R,
—FH, FTIZ2WTIi,, ZRIZFHUEZX AT ADENA
AT ANFHT D, £72, 5 FHORMETIE, FLAED
FHEIZBWT F1 OEPHEFEIME 2R L TWS. 20
Z Xk, 5 BHORHE Eiz, T, T DX SRR AT R
FIREECTHFH U2 A0 (LAF, BRI 7 LIER) AO
NATAPFHET B L E2RBLT WS,

Iz, CIFAR10 Z W 7=528RI2 BT 5, 3, 4, 5 FHHD
KM TORXAZIZNT S F1OEZE 4 12R7. £,
5 BHORMIZIEHT % &, SVHAN 04 L RMkZ, 1EX
A EDFIEIZBEWT F1 OESBEFEINE 2R L TW5.
—7, 3BEHOKMTIZ, FT 2B s8R0 75 7RIk %E
RLTWA., ZOBKRIE, 3BHORM EIZ, RBIZFHE
Uz RAT EBRINZFB U2 R AT ANDINA T ADEET
5 AR RBLTVWAS. KIZER T, BBII¥FELEZX
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Fig. 3 Scores of F1 for each task on SVHN
(upper: 4th feature, lower: 5th feature)
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B 2 REURFEE, SkGEFEE T TUHRT S SHIHIE OB
BIZLZEDEEZONG. THbLL, ThoSHEIED
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TWAZEERBLTWS., —H, TS DREIZEWT
MR 271269 5 F1 OEDSERIENZ &9 5, REL
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52 & RUEZ. ThoDFRIT, Sk FEO¥HE
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Fig. 4 Scores of F1 for each task on CIFAR10
(left: 3rd feature, middle: 4th feature, right: 5th feature).
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