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ARSI I E I 72 284 , IRV E RERS LRI D9 ™ 2 3T el 5 il X H v R 2
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TRk . BARN S, A3 T Amos A Kolter B2 AL kM, 207 ikt 11t
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2.1 [o)ERHEIA

2 EWGRER D™ = {(x,, y)Y., » FEZE 2148 A W HBR 2R HZSH 0 MRS y = f(x,0)
BEAT AT, DAEAR WA EE D = ((xa o)), SEELH UT (032 1k i

6 = A(D""; ¢) = arg min,L"**“(D"™"; 0, ¢) + R(6) (2.1)

Foof, Lhee RARRBRE, RO) RIEMG, E4E0EARIOTER T, ENGT7ERR K0S
7 T 390 AL T 6

NT B MU LR, DREAR TS S I B 1E 2 ST AT R I BAR KR, 5] b
FAERAE—MES A LT T = (D, D)L, SEHWH N TG, AL
B AR S MK ¢, (TR S IERE 2 51 A (ORSIL R, FER LS ik 5
BUMEZAE (BIR) 22HAOR.

N T SEBEK - H bR, A S B A

rrgn Er[L™(D""; 6, ), where 6 = A(D"", ¢)] (2.2)

K21 R 7R ARSI GRS AR . — B S RIS £, BRIz A ERE R
PAFE— MR B AT 558 & CEFE ARV LIRS ATVl SellifAE s = (D7, D'y,
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. ﬁ Embeddings of Weights of Score (logit)
Training Examples Linear Classifier for Each Class
Ea o () a
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Training Examples !
Test Examples
K 2.1 Overview of our approach.
AT EA A SR8
Eg[L™"“(D"*"; 6, ¢), where 0 = A(D"™"; $)] (2.3)

Ry /TR e, A3 2.2 M 2.3 BB RS T 70 ARy T I ZRAT TGl
BB B

22 BiRFEE
221 EH&

DA SIS K-way, N-shot 70 AR A EALEATVPRAL, H K RxFE0%, N
RRFNFMHNGREARE, EXEEFE. —MMEFLE 7 = (DY, D) AT RAZ LA
77 AT KA B,

SRRy Crein S TREAMESS S, H R CEERE ¢ 1) K 3K) #efA Tial
B R, INZEEE D" = (X yo)ln = 1,..., N X K.y, € CHENREE N ANEIG) PRk,
MAREE D = {(x, y)ln = 1,.., O X K, y, € Ci} (BEPSREF Q MR HORAE-

i Z W 2 DN Dt = 0, MRAIZ RZE . PARIFER 7 20N v 0 Ot 3% H #e) i
JCIIESE (meta-validation) F1JCIREE (meta-test) o A T & EHRABNT R LR H7Z
th, Crrain Cvl Crest T BRI

222 MEZFSE

RIHJEILT ZRENE 7 RAFH I8 (BIASSFF A EHL (SVMD. 124 [B] AN
W [y ) L8190, JHerp il sz ST R 0 H bR 2 i Bt KSRERAE SVM T BLE K 6 = (wilf
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. Crammer HI Singer!!) 2 H 1) 2 KBS FFm AL A U2

. 1
6 = A(D""; ¢) = arg min min =Z|[wi|5 + CZ,&,
i} &) 2

subject to 24)

Wy, f¢(xn) - Wi f¢(xn) >1- 5yn,k - é:na Vn,k

EAAAR) DT = {(x,, y0)) RonMGRE, HPENMEAR x, #HE A HEFRLE v,
—MNMENZE, HTHEGEENEREAZARE . £ P N (Kronecker) B

SVM B #r e #RIEEE

2.1 AT UL H, S 7 SEBUR B I0 IR, A SCHR BT SVM RS IR 47
5y, DMBUFELH (2 V. 11T SVM 0 ERRR MR AL R, DR EA I — 0 SR A,
AT B, (KKT) 408 08 FH BB Sk TR A BT A OB . A SCB AR T 14 A
R W R 5 T 20200, 2% L R A

minimize fy(6, z)
subjecttof(6,z) <0 (2.5)

h(,z) =0

Hrbr& 0 e R ZIEMNAER, M ze ROZMALFERMASE, HEARIE
DU {fp(xa)ye ARSCAT LLIERE SR AR DL R R0k B H BRSOV EL T (6, A, 7) RARAL H A5

L6, A,v,2) = fo(6,2) + A" f(6,2) + V' (6, 2) (2.6)

W52, ARALLEL AR g0, A, 7,2) = 0 K3KAF H ARk B i, Hp

VoL(0, A,v,2)
g(0,4,v,2) = | diag(1)f(6,z) 2.7)
h(0, z)

THF—ARE f(x) : R* = R™, ¥ D, f(x) F7~NE N Jacobian FEFF € R, .
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A3 B R PR BOE BT KKT 254, AR 2] T S fUig 6 oy NSl 66 B2 1) ) & T a0k
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SHBEZE S
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HAWREA: £
wi@h) = " akfylx) V. (2.9)

] AR i 22 ) LA 1
ky 112 n
max | - 3 ; @) 11 + Z o]
subjectto " < C, of <0 Vk #y,, (2.10)

Zaﬁ:O Vn.
k

RS B A R2 AT T R AR R (095, LR KA (QP). AT fRUUHH S
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Lmea(prest. g, b,y) = Z [ - Ywy - f5(x) + log Z exp(ywy - f¢(x))] (2.12)
k

(xy)eDrest

Hr o =AD" ¢) = {w}K,, v &—NEI MRS H
3 5SSt

3.1 SCIGRE

T )W BT, AT HEH T —4 ResNet-12 W &%, JEAEI2U, HT
ImageNet fi7 4= #5452 (19 /R 48 2244 Y. R64-MP-DB(0.9,1)-R160-MP-DB(0.9,1)-R320-MP-
DB(0.9,5)-R640-MP-DB(0.9,5), Ifil F - CIFAR £i7 4= 204 4 11 /X 4% 2244 4 : R64-MP-DB(0.9, 1)-
R160-MP-DB(0.9,1)-R320-MP-DB(0.9,2)-R640-MP-DB(0.9,2). A</ 474 0.9 ) Nes-
terov ZfE A 0.0005 HIFB E I SGD 1E utiftds. FA R &YW EN 0.1, RIGIEH
20. 40 £ 50 > epoch I 23 HI 5 54 0.006. 0.0012 F10.00024, X F&RAER 92k .

FETCINGRIIIE], ASCRA 7K-FRIS: . BELEBT MG GREE. X EE BE RN AN D
e msg g, 2 bk ASCTEPAB B 5 #8002, X R MG RITK T
PERI22D, StF IR AL 4, ASOR e IZ5 shot 13 B A5 J0 shot AHITHED, X &gl 22
A X T SVM AT [B1, A SO 523 /355 7011 25 shot = T~ 70l shot AT LASRAS B 4F
IR, 3.1 o BRI, FETTIIZRIATE], AR SCEE XS ResNet-12 [#) minilmageNet
K25 shot W E A 15; X T8 H 4 2 CNN ) minilmageNet (/£33.391) ¥4Il 25 shot 1%
BN 5; KT tieredlmageNet, FKillZ5 shot X BN 10; X T CIFAR-FS, ¥4 llZ5 shot & &
N 5: RF FC100, il shot WE N 15,

3.1.1 7E ImageNet FINTEHIEE LRISKIG

minilmageNet #4412 2 H T /DA R 7 R Ar e E #ENK, H ILSVRC-2012
R4 BN LIERER) 100 NRAA . tieredImageNet FEHENARS J& ILSVRC-2012 24 ffj—A
KT, 608 MU, 4R 34 DM@, £3.1845 7 5-way minilmageNet F
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82| © _ 525 W’——o
L g0 £500

g8 3475
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::d 74 E 425
72 40.0
70 % 375
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Meta-training shot Meta-training shot

K31 ERARFCIZGREAZR, 7E minilmageNet JCIHREE F IR E (%),

tieredmageNet 255 . 7E minilmageNet I tieredImageNet JoIlliA£E L, fHH 95% &
{5 X 1] (735 few-shot 73 KHERIR (%). “a-b-c-d” FoRBGAEHHG a, b, ¢ Fd AN
PEARH 4 ZEMNES . + Rl TS TIRiE R R TRt > 88 . “RR”
RFIEENH . ARSCH)FTIETE 5-way minilmageNet fl tieredImageNet & IR _EIAS T &
Jei T RE o

3.1.2 CIFAR JREBIEERIZE

CIFAR-FS ${#5 851200 S f it 2 H i) few-shot 1% 70 2REEvENR, B CIFAR-100 [26]
H AR 100 B4R, FC100 H RN 52 55— M H CIFAR-100 261 fp8dlaE, 4
4100 NG, IREERTIHE K 20 IS, RI2M8LE T S-way AT SHILER, AL
] MetaOptNet-SVM J77ESZHL | iz St i 1B

3.2 SEIGLERELE

R33N 1AL A AR RN ZER I JE 27 ) S8 R B S5 SR o 24 AR SO AR
4 JZERM L, FREEFERUIC (1600) I, FiBRIME 73 2827 AEAIRLERFAE N R R
i, 10 Prototypical Networks!?® ffrzr. SR1M0, ik A4EFEIL =T 16000 Bf, SVM EE HAth
FEEE SRR PR UL (1) few-shot fERYE . DL, 4 4ERRAE v FHIN, TEUAGZR I 2 Bt 2
7 &,

X T ResNet-12, SIS K281, IR [RIAE2E ST 2R I AAMTRS 28 13%,
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5 Z AI7E minilmageNet #1 tieredImageNet L T {E#1TELER

minilmageNet 5-way

tieredlmageNet 5-way

model backbone 1-shot 5-shot 1-shot 5-shot
Meta-Learning LSTM* 64-64-64-64 43.44+0.77 60.60+0.71 - -

Matching Networks* 64-64-64-64 43.56+0.84 5531+0.73 - -

MAML 32-32-32-32 4870 +1.84 63.11+0.92 51.67+1.81 70.30=+1.75
Prototypical Networks* 64-64-64-64 49.42+0.78 68.20+0.66 53.31+0.89 72.69+0.74
Relation Networks* 64-96-128-256 5044 +0.82 6532+0.70 54.48+0.93 71.32+0.78
R2D2 96-192-384-512 51.2+0.6 68.8+0.1 - -
Transductive Prop Nets 64-64-64-64 55.51+£0.86 69.86+0.65 59.91+£0.94 73.30=+0.75
SNAIL ResNet-12 55.71+0.99 68.88+0.92 - -

Dynamic Few-shot 64-64-128-128  56.20+0.86 73.00+0.64 - -
AdaResNet ResNet-12 56.88+0.62 71.94+0.57 - -

TADAM ResNet-12 58.50+0.30 76.70+0.30 --

Activation to Parametert WRN-28-10 59.60+041 73.74+0.19 - -

LEO WRN-28-10 61.76 £0.08 77.59+0.12 66.33+0.05 81.44+0.09
MetaOptNet-RR (ours) ResNet-12 61.41+0.61 77.88+£0.46 6536=+0.71 81.34+0.52
MetaOptNet-SVM (ours) ResNet-12 62.64+0.61 78.63+0.46 6599+0.72 81.56+0.53
MetaOptNet-SVM-trainval (ours)f ResNet-12 64.09 £0.62 80.00+0.45 65.81+0.74 81.75+0.53

#*32 AEAFRBITIIGHEARET, CIFAR-FS 1 FC100 X EAMRERE (UENERT)
CIFAR-FS 5-way FC100 S5-way
model backbone 1-shot 5-shot 1-shot 5-shot
MAML* 32-32-32-32 589+19 71.5+1.0 - -
Prototypical Networks*f 64-64-64-64 555+0.7 72.0+£0.6 353+£06 48.6+0.6
Relation Networks* 64-96-128-256  55.0+£1.0 69.3+0.8 - -
R2D2 96-192-384-512 653+0.2 79.4+0.1 - -
TADAM ResNet-12 - - 40.1+04 56.1+04
ProtoNets (our backbone) ResNet-12 722+£0.7 835+£05 37.5+0.6 52.5+0.6
MetaOptNet-RR (ours) ResNet-12 72.6+£0.7 843+05 405+0.6 553+0.6
MetaOptNet-SVM (ours) ResNet-12 72.0+0.7 842+05 41.1+£0.6 555+0.6
MetaOptNet-SVM-trainval (ours) ResNet-12 72.8+0.7 85.0+05 472+0.6 62.5+0.6
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minilmageNet 5-way tieredImageNet 5-way
1-shot S-shot 1-shot 5-shot
model acc. (%) time (ms) acc. (%) ime(ms) acc. (%) ime(ms) acc. (%) ime (ms)

4-layer conv (feature dimension=1600)

Prototypical Networks 53.47£0.63  6+0.01 70.68£0.49  7+0.02  54.28+0.67  6+0.03  71.42+0.61  7+0.02
MetaOptNet-RR (ours) 53.23+£0.59  20+0.03  69.51+0.48 27+£0.05 54.63£0.67 21+0.05 72.11+0.59  28+0.06
MetaOptNet-SVM (ours) 52.87+0.57  284+0.02  68.76+£0.48 37+0.05 54.71+0.67 28+0.07 71.79+0.59 38+0.08

ResNet-12 (feature dimension=16000)

Prototypical Networks 59.25+0.64 60£17 75.60+0.48  66+17  61.74+0.77  61+17  80.00+0.55  66+18
MetaOptNet-RR (ours) 61.41+0.61 68+17 77.88+0.46  75+17  65.36+0.71  69+17  81.34+0.52  77+17
MetaOptNet-SVM (ours)  62.64+0.61 78+17 78.63+0.46  89+17  65.99+0.72  78+17  81.56+0.53  90+17

SVM 25 3] 28 FIAAN T8 2074 30-50 %,
3.3 @A mHEiEe

NT GG, BT, AR Tl SR AN TR U AR 1K T B SR o I R ik
N, REFEZE (5101 epoch HO SRRT W EMIF . R3.1MK3 287 7 G 911 0
WZREE (BN MetaOptNet-SVM-trainval) 455K . AT RE, 8 H 2 1ol Zx
“R7 BT IO STIRNA B TR R e SRR R S

34575 T IENAL 7% MetaOptNet-SVM 5 ResNet-12 (520 . A SC & BT A
fEFIEAE, W) ResNet-12 [{1ERE = FEIRRIRI 3HAEZE 64 NiLig a1 4 RERML N
PEREKF . IXERBIIEMMER T o5 21 4R B .

x34 HMHAR

Data Weight Drop Label Larger lshot 5-shot
Aug. Decay Block Smt. Data

51.13  70.88

V 55.80  75.76

\ 56.65 7372

\ V 6033  76.61

\ v V 61.11  77.40

V \ \ \ 62.64  78.63

\ \ \ \ \ 64.09  80.00
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N T AR XUCE LA S AT RO = ), ASSCAE QP SR AR IO A A ARUE R I &
T e ErguEte. S5 RERTER 3.2 . QP SRMEAFTE R T — UOERME T
HUER] 70 BT B RS EAR. l. ghbh, ASOWERINTT 1-shot (£55, QP SVM K
ffaeAE 1 YOS AR T AR . X EESRIG R, DRI ILT, MR
SVM A [ U1 (%5 48 H AR AR5 2.

minilmageNet 5-way 1-shot minilmageNet 5-way 5-shot
63.0 J J J 79.00
—625 __ 7875
R T T T £ 7850
>62.0 >
E E 78.25
§ 61.5 g 78.00
< 61.0 < 77.75
—— MetaOptNet-SVM —A— MetaOptNet-SVM
77.50
60.5 ® MetaOptNet-RR ® MetaOptNet-RR
77.25
1 2 3 1 2 3
Iterations Iterations

3.2 fEHAEPICIGFEAEE, 1E minilmageNet TR I IRAAERFE (%)

4 BR5RE

4.1 g

AL T P WA ISR TT s ST, TR SR )l A R
R KKT 26, AT PLSRBLH SR AR = oese 21, Renli@ i AR 2 2 . 5
AL RR P IS E AL, LR SRASAETE LRI TH S RAS T O T S LS S iz AL e (A
RI3P7R)e ASCMSEIRRY], RN AEAR R a] A Jolk /b i 0045 P [R] IS S B8 =25 B sy
IR A GESE

42 FRERE

AR R IR AL LR 0 SREA T v B a2 S d e AL I B B A BRI . KRR
JFFETT IR R HAh T 22 3] S AF v At S e n 2 I R R, A% SVM
s RFCHEHE— BRI 18] AR LR 5% 108 Fo VR B8 2 N R T T AR 55, A
1B IR R B I BE T

#
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