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Ex B ARRES (HHES: 61732019) HEHITH

E AR FTLNE (generative adversarial networks, GANs) | 289 1~ 42 % M4 |5 fl — H & GANs
R AR B kR g [ A2 —. B A, AR A BB GANs YARZ M RAREEEA K
W AR A k. AR E W M A, GANs JI AW I REEEEZ G TIERRH RS SR/ E
B Z AT EER. BE 5 o W, =5 A A 89 Lipschitz ¥ 802 & GANs A48 7 1k 7] AL #Y
KB, SRR B — AR TR B B AR ST BORR BRI E L. B, A XA B KR FIEE (KK
M), BEREE S, LR MEERER 3 M EHTT 2B LER. ZRET, AXFREED
TR AMALE GANs WHEN T REHAHAEA B E KR,

X ERAMTF L, TR AT, B BR, B E 4L Lipschitz % 41

1 5|8

GANs (generative adversarial networks) A& Goodfellow %5 M 2187514 v — N A 25 AR
Ja R RITHR T — R B AR AR Y LI A IR 4% 6 ) 2 ER A3 2R 2% (disceriminator, D) FTAZ B A 9
2% (generator, G) Jirfaf. HEG, BAR GANs O V2 R H TG A 23, i Hr e g & ik 5], 15
SCOYE] 16T SR AU, ESRIRFT GANs YIZRAEE E 1 170 A AR A Ji AT A R AT o il gt R X A 17 A7
AAMEE. GANs NZRIAERTE 15 16 S 2 A, BRIE SR AR E M4 BEAR IR BRI 22 . A AR5
B PR AR A8 ] e (1, 8~10],

FEAFE MBS T T T, Arjovsky &5 B G-I K F B, P24 )ik GANs YIZRA R E 1 3=
T T AR A 5 H AR 7341 Z [A11] Jensen-Shannon HURE MY 5804 sl b FETH SR FTI&E B O T R
XA ) L A AT H ] Wasserstein T 2B 2548 % Jensen-Shannon #5UE K E & H AN 70 A1 Z (B FEE B, i

SR WAL, FARE, EEMK, & LR i s AT E i LB EOR . hEFE: FEREE, 2021, 510 602-617,
doi: 10.1360/SSI-2019-0205
Tan H W, Zhou L Y, Wang G D, et al. Instability analysis for generative adversarial networks and its solving
techniques (in Chinese). Sci Sin Inform, 2021, 51: 602-617, doi: 10.1360/SSI-2019-0205
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MiEH WGAN (Wasserstein generative adversarial network) $y% 121 SR vl AE oo 3340 V8 2% ) 3, A\
AP 25 NI SRk BIFaE. Bb)S, Nagarajan 55 131 MAORAL A 00 A FEUE R, 7R304 UM WGAN f24E
AR BRI, BRI Z 41, Mescheder % 14 &, WGAN AFEISKE]—AN R B3 o, I+ HARE
ERATEE, B R AL AT & B — MR R 48 454 (Dirac-GAN) B AREIS. WGAN KA
Sk K FURH P SR I AR E VR W AE B0 AT 5 H FR 2041 Z 18] Jensen-Shannon B FFANRIE B GAN
AT E <5 I A

N FEMR GANs AFeE P e 7, B7F 70 A T Ao A0 g 2 2 g (2040 15, 161 | A of Fog B 7 2 18, 17181
B0 H AR pR 2 1B 12 10~21 DR S 1) 2% St 1E I 4E, 122~24) B A ] (25260 8RR = GANs YIZRIT
et Hrpb EIEAR MR — 35057 WGAN-GP 291 35y ff B FE VA8 1] WG AN #E
PR, ARG WGAN ' Lipschitz 26 /FIIFRE], 25520 7 WGAN KIREENE. WL, Mescheder
2 A ER R OB EERETTLL 1 OB BEAE T TR B WS (WGAN-GP 2 MU 1 rfrOo B FE AR 5.
T X S AL 2R, Petzka 55 270 JR R 7R H OB &I WGAN 89 (WGAN-LP), 5 WGAN-
GP ME—AFZAET, KA REUE AT R AL BRILZ AN, A — LERE 5T R XM 1 S BOR N T R
f GANs | 2829 Hrt Thanh-Tung 45 6§ P15 (1% b OB BEVE RO 1112 BOREF 19— GANs
ATEEL (GAN-0GP), BfE#E GANs HIHI &R0z ae /s, R X E GANs FFE WA —E M
TR

SETRE GNAs YIS AR E B B A FEH R B, ACSOBI A AL GANs 4
B H AR RO GANs BIANEEE P ) UBEAT IR N 20 A 90 R, GANs IZRRI AT E e E 22 i T
W Rt il o AN b5 /M AR BB 2 TBVAH EL P J BT . Fop i, 76 9 2 I Ziad R vh 2 HE X RE A0 0 ) -
R A SR R IS, ) S VRIS SR de I ) s T =24 4 ) s A e 0 ) 2 R AR e, AR R
SIOBE T AR, Gt — DA, F 0 ) G B0 AR AT R A GANSs SRR E M R Y 5%
A A L 1A A Y L SR T2 ) 0 % ¥ Lipschitz %5 B0 BT 1A U, A SCRI FH R
[#) Lipschitz %405 HBR IR SR (EH 2) DAL GANs H) 51 25 9 25 1 58780 7998 5 H: Sigmoid B
BN E RS GERE 3), S — RGN A JZ BR BRI BEVE R AR R AT R T GANs YIZKI
ANEE E P 7] L

gi b, ASCHTTIREZA LR 3 5L (1) B9 D BULH GANs A2 pids HFRps % (2) 43t GANs
AT E M TR (3) S — R S0 PR AR B2 A S S ARKA R B GANs YIZRAI AT E 1
AL ASCR T WA LIS : 26 271, 2 5 A TS GANs FaEATR; 25 3 711, FE480 M GANs
WEATEE IR 58 4 75, 2 —FA B PR AR E PR R B DT 58, 55 5 717, I SR I AR
T WA RE; 5 6 71, AN,

2 EutEmR
NAE T )52, AR TRTE A4 GANs 0 H b B BRI R ) 1) 2 X 26 R0 AE e 2 X 285 PP 463 2 eR 2, [
FFCABI BRI RA H 3 N EF S L.
MARALEE I B, GANs FIPLAL 1] e — A SR AR /N K i) /8, JEL H b R BCN
min max Eorpy,, [log D(x)] + Eznyp. [log (1 — D(G(2)))], (1)
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HorP paaca A1 p. 200N H LB AT (H AR A) MR A (SE% ). ARIE (1), GANs BIH
A IR 2% S A A X 2% R 4 O BR 70 90l N

Lp = —Egnpy,, [log D(@)] — Eznp. [log (1 — D(G(2)))]; (2)
Lg, =E,p. [log (1 — D(G(2)))] (Saturating), (3)
Lg, = —E.~,.[log D(G(z))] (Non-Saturating), (4)

Ho Le, M Le, 7rlFaAE s G MMM IEEATE A8k . O 1B bvh i 2k, i
W25 2R INFe 8, Goodfellow 5 M G HARMAIE MR R EL Lo, SRUIBERL, 3R A i
REF IR GANs N FONIEW AT GANs (non-saturating GANs, NSGANs) B, & V(D,G) =
Eompana 108 D()] + Eznp_[log (1 = D(G(2)))], X T HALFIE D*, Goodfellow 2 M 2 i1 5] .

5131 XFF—ANAERAERSE ¢, HERRHHE D (x) = #f;)(m)

Hr, @ € Supp(Paata) U Supp(Py), Paata, Py AR T LR paata pg FITRT LI 73 A7 BR 2K,
Supp(-) RARSAHILSE. F— 1, 24 D(x) = D*(z), BIAIBIZRE B S A # I, ey B/ Mb AR pR
PR R PR BCSEA B IV AR A A 5 H bR A3 Z A1) Jensen-Shannon #URE, AW F 258 (WLCHR [1] (1)
EHE 1):

5132 4 CO(G) = maxp V(D,G), # D = D*, WH C(G) = 2JSD(pdata || py) — log4, H 4 HAX
X Pdata = pg M, C(G) BUR/ME —log 4.

H, ISD(pdata || py) T BARDAT paata SHET AT py B Jensen-Shannon HLEE. 513 2 Ui B,
MBI D EFLREIRIE D 0, BMEERE G 1 E R C(G), 20 T B MEFA 552
(] JSD(paata |l pg), HIESRURIPR ¥

mci;n C(G) = mci;n max V(D,G) = mén{QJSD(pdata | pg) —logd} <— rrgn JSD(pdata || pg)- (5)

K, GANs YIZRH 2 H 2 i/ MEAE A 5 B FR 0 A Z 8] ) Jensen-Shannon #UEE JSD(+), iEfF
AR A TE B IE T B AR A, AR DML L RIRE A, R W, SHEE D TEiEIE BRI EE D
B, XA BB R AOLE). ESEbrAd, JUT-FT A B GANs B8 H I8 B A 04 D S8 L, 8
15 D REIEIT D*, DU RUR 2 513 2 540F. 4088 D ks Bl m s D i, b
(@) FEA NMFIER? 78 3.1 ANrdeiga t, ZHEEs D BIEEBIRH A D 1, &/
th C(G) 5 T Al B /M ISD (Paata || pg) FN— TR 2L

HARFESI B 1 thas 7 D BT ABAE SRR, T paace M1 pg A IRERIAR, (613 D* 12
TR, AR LAFAE; RA K paata = pg M, D* = 5 FIBL, BAMRATIEWTE paata = pg
SR L, BRI DY = L WAGE AN RAVE. RE W, D B AR ST AT E o b
FRft 7 HENG S X, AR S S (WOCER [32] E R 2.1).

SIEE3 & GANs AERUMT RWES B ERGIIEE o P, T E 2 € XAE R? ) Borel T4,
d FoRERI AT AR, F0 TAERER 6 € © HAEAT py, > 0 JLTAbALRLST, W Dy ZAE1F V(D, Gy)
A iR e — A #s, BIFT {Dj} = argmaxpep,, V(D, Gy). Hf, © RoREMS AN S H=
], Do RanEWFI DI ASES .

FETR, M — NS e K —BHE D M A#s D BRARER, LTS — D — b i E
AR TR S R AL, RIRTT GANs INGAFRE HE IR IA.
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3 ATREMELSH

AT VEANEIA GANs Afe o prid /2. @il S — A AL GANs 4 a4k R FOk IR
NIRFEA T E PEI J A
3.1 —RILKIERBRE R

7E GANs [FsEBRlZRr, F8s D 2 EEIESIA B R D, MWL ¥ D(x) =
e-D*(x), HH, e € (0, 4+00) B — NS, #ik b e 7L 0, BbE D(z) = 0, (EX} T —ANHA 568
(I 2%, IX R L L P AN AT e R AR [FIRE, T 4 S FE UK IE S e ARl REIEITE ST K, T —
B P, B e € (0, M), M N—ANEEL |1 D* (@) BIME—IETT, ¢ BEAERTR D(x) 18IE D*(x) [
LI, BAEHTRAIBIAE D(x) MHBIRES. BAR, 4 e = LI, HIRIE D(x) BEIRMR. 4 0= 252,
BB D(x) = e - D*(x) KiFF il f%%z A AR R R AL, AR S

E1 % D(x) = e D*(x), € € (0, HT"), AR A A R BREL CL(G) = 2JSD(paata || pg) — log4 +
log[—ne? + (14 n)e].

MERR M D(x) = e- D*(x), € € (0,400), N

Ce(G) = semi max V(D,G) = Egnpyaa l0g D(x)] 4+ Egnp, [log(1 — D(x))]
= Eonpyualloge - D ()] + Eqnp, log(l — € D* ()]

pdata(w) :| |: < pdata(w) ):|
=Epnpans |log ——F———=| +1loge+ Egpn log{l—€¢: ——M———~——
Pa {gmM@Hmww & Po |08 Paata () + Py ()
pg(cc) 1

pdata(w)
Pata(®@) + pg@J + o, {bg Pazea () + py () |
Pdata (m) :|

py()
= Eznpgaia 10g D*(x) 4+ Egnp, log(l — D*(x)) + log e + Egnp, log |1+ (1 —

= Ew ~Pdata |:10g

+log e + Egnyp, log {1 +(1—¢€)-

pdata(a:)

= 2JSD(paata || pg) — log4 +log e + Ezn,p, log [1 +(1—¢)-
pg(x)

Pdata () D*(x)
T M H ‘;g(m = To@) TRF
Ce(G) = 2JSD(pdata || pg) — log 4 + log[—ne* + (1 4 1)e],

RlE 1 15IF.

AL A 1 BRI, semimaxp V(D,G) FaRY G FHER, HRRENHNE D FH
HARREL, XA T — R Bt s . S6br b, £ GANs B9 Z5R A #0A2 BR O BRS3034S AL,
WG I i /M A S 2 R A0 2K BR B SR T de MU AN 230 AT TR ISD (). HESE |, FERRACE L
YRGBT, ANl gefd ) A #2 8 B A, LA semimaxp V(D, G) SRZNENX FHsLbrfEil. X 5513 2
s R AN D MESI ARSI RE C(G) £2H XN, 7138 2 BOREL TR b
a5 D #ELE B RARA A D, K — MRS, SEBRERIFAYIE. Bk, EH 1 PE C(G)
ﬁ%f—?é&ﬁﬂaﬁﬂﬁ FEMERU R B IRER, 4 e =1 W, D(x) = D*(z), C.(G) = C(G). FI,
JRUs GANs U AR s R BB C(G) B2 C(G) MIFFBRIENL. 4 Q(e) = log[—ne® + (1 + )€,
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M C.(G) = 2ISD(paata || pg) — log4 + Q(e), BJ GANs (11— B Ab45 2k B EUE H Jensen-Shannon #{E Al
—ANKTBER L Q(e) IR T —ne + (1+m)e > 0 FIHfEHY, € € (0, 12), T 122 = 5, ik e Y
SERRVEFEE (0, pigy)-

A2 B 1L AH, MG D AR TR AR AN D B, MG AR R R A
T EE /e JSD(-) FIXTERREL Q(e). FTLLE i, MHnIE D ARe™ i T AN S D* i, &
MU C(G) IR, T5SRLES/ME JSD(-), MHULIT 252 Bk %L Q(e) IsZma. AL, PR3 Q) X ik
/ME ISD(-) FIS2IE, AT RE & FE M GANs PERER—/NEE B, 7E508 4 17 h, ASCK &t B St —Fp
A R IE T k.

3.2 GANs JIGABREHER

B RE GANs WIZRIIAFATEREL T 255 e X IME C(G) IR, 2 C(6, €) = 2JSDg (pdata ||
pg) —log 4+ Q(e), FHrf 0 ML G MBHERIR, WAERS: G 13/t LR P4 p:

dC(0,€)  92JSDg(paata || Py)

0.9 _ 2 , (6)
9C(0,¢) _ 0Q(e) _ (1 —2¢)p+1 (7)
e Oe —e2n + (L +n)e’

SEBR B, e AR 0 WIREOE . fEEH AR G IR, e = %7 x = Go(z), T 74T, £
e NHER N 0 RS BARSIH 3 f/E T D (x) FIME—PE LB 1 41 T D*(x) WIFRERAR TS
T, ABAESERRY, T paata(z) H py(x) WA R, D* (x) P5RIEREIRE. X2 e FIFETGIEAE
KA. B4R, X IFASFEM AN GANs YIZRIIANER & P 0] @R 23 M. T 1T, 3RATT 20 1) Al s R 1A
SHUIHE B A S o FEE SR R R I P 7 THI T, SRAR ST GANs YIZRANER € (1) 22 R A,

B, BREY 00,6 BUSH/AMER, RIS D KA. WREE C0,¢) S R/IME, 4
HAXY JSDg(paata || pg) 1 Q(e) IR BUER/N. B ETTAN, BE Q(e) A& HHHEZ B RR, HMZ & ™K
IR, WERKT e FFRIR T R (n > 0); ETAUR, 21X ZIREECN H(e) =
—ne2 + (1 +n)e. AR, H H(e) > 0 T[HEH € € (0, ﬁ) Ft, M e—080e— D%(m) B, C(0,¢) B
WSk B e ME, (HIERT D(x) RAEEIT 0 80 1, MRS NG D (z). MRS G 5L
PrlgiodfE s, Witk D(z) L 0 8¢ 1, M GANs BIAJCk AR Bl i 2 AR AR,

Hxk, AN D SRR AR D> B EH, K3 O (0, ¢) BIB ARSI, HEREETT
& (6) A1 (7) ATEN, JSDg(Pdata || pg) MISEEH 22 e B2, IX MG A2 BAs I E R BH A B A
5 RS54 Z [ () Jensen-Shannon #UE, IEETEHT Q(e) BREL. TEHIHIEE D(z) EIEHMFNEE D*(x)
R, BT e BRI AL, B 29000 A R A IF, 0K SR s Hh I B AR . LR
TERERIYI SR 7], 5 3 68 LB RS, BIE D(z) — 0, 2 = Go(z), € — 0, B 29009
BT K. Bk, £ GANs BEIZRZ AT, A B as B B2 1) AR AR B2 A e K. FESEER R, ASTHIAE2)
Tofs FEE YO R 220 X P FE AR AR B, S0 45 AR e 7 MU S T ax N8, Y e %55 T 1, B D(2)
SEAIENT D*(z) B, € X JSDg(Pdata || pg) BIBEFES B REM /N (MR (7) HEIBEER 1 —n). TifE
SERRAR, HI5)8% D(x) LT AT RESE 2@ AR5 8% D* (). Pt 6% 29000 BRI A5 1k, 2 3 g
A B AR AR PR B T AN RS 1) 32 B A

25 Enl 1S, GANs YIZRA T 2 i T A48 D FAE s G 2 (B AH 57 J& B, BI/E GANs
g2 HBLXFE R G : 9 RE G USRI/, FEs D Bk B HImI 88 D 14
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Fnlas DL RAHIRIES D K RE T, Al G BB ARRE. AS0AN, X472 T8 GANs
IZRANTR E HIAR VS T AE.

4 TREMLESAK

AR o 0 A R Y T TR SR AL B GANs I ZRIAN R e M 0] . 5, (R IRBh FE Ya 4
EATHANTREM R GANs IR T ILIT 6 ; FLUR, UEWI B4 GANs 51 45 W4 46 (1 B 2)) 77 56 4
PRE TGN S ML Sigmoid BRELIK A JZ BREIIAR I ; A2 BEEERS |, S —FP A& Sigmoid eI
JEBREI AR RO HE GANs BT E P 7] /4.

4.1 #EHFIFI2ZEY Lipschitz B

B 3.1 AN AR SE R/ B AT A, GANs YIZRIT AR E 1 0] 88 32 252 T B Q(e) & RUH
F AN A RS AR ELP JE IS BRI, BRI Q(e) S/ IMEPRAN 43 A Z [A) 1) JSD () 1 5Z M 2 fif th AN Fe e T
v ) LR R RAR, ] e BIRALTE R, PR JSDg(paata || pg) ZECE BRI T, 4584
FETY 0 P B TR, RN i MEAE AR G SRR S T B/ IMb AR oy A 5 1 5293 A 2 [
(1) Jensen-Shannon HUE. M X H D(x) = e D*(x) & D*(x) WIME—ERT A, #2551 e AT BN T
AR D(x) ARG RE, FUEFREE D(x) PR TE D ff o GANs ANFE PER oA 1. ik —
A, ) ) 31 5 A A 3 LSS A T2 ) 3L Lipschitz &5 4k 59,

X F— R GANs HIBI 8 4%, Lipschitz L& HAREZ. it — D0, BB Ly
KT HMLSHRE C2 HELEM, WA | min(Lp)—max(Lp)| < My -Lv/12mn K |min(VLp)—max(VLp)|
< My - L/ 12mn BEOL 331 it m, n, My, My 73 WIS BB & %8, U Lp 78 X FH—
Br Al ZBr i K FAUE, X = Supp(Paata) U Supp(Py). HIMFTIL, Lipschitz # 4L L AMERLAZH] D(x)
(RS S L, 3 P LA ) 0 ) 28 451 2 bR 5 R 38 A Y T B FOAh FE AR A Y L. DALk, 428 1) ) 310 88 1) Lipschitz
W R i P 2R WS FE TR, 25 IR AT, $ M #R 1Y) Lipschitz 7% 804 2tk GANs
ANFRE VE IR ) SGRE T E . BAE GANs Hs il ) 5 25 WX 28 (1) Lipschitz # 202 LU N AER 1S, R
e B T — AT T 2.

EIE2 ([34]) W F:RP — R E—A O %L, H Re & p 4ERUS (A, T F(x), © € RP 2
WHCN L [ Lipschitz BEIFRE R || |[VF)? | < L2

EHL 2 45 T — AN F(x) & Lipschitz BB A%, R BORBIBE VG B~ 0y N T35 T —
ANEECL?, M) F(x) 5/t Lipschitz WECA L REL IR, 22 2 WA T IXAEIEESL: Lipschitz F 4L
AT AR HIRE B 095K, STk, Al GANs FI 28 H AR B3 Lp BHUCN T BREIZEAE || |[VD ()|l <
L? W Hbrea 4, BIRTIE I #58) Lipschitz 840 L RIS HIEE B YOk, AR SRS, A A
BAMIN & TIE. T2, FE0 BArm BB oy~ sie

Ly = Lp + ABgmp, [max{|VD(a) | L2}], ®)

Ho X RIESTN 7. Falds B, XFEST S WGAN-GP 29 [ 7E 5 7 52 & A H; WGAN-GP &
N T A WGAN 1 Lipschitz 2504 (BRI, 75 557 v B8 301 Lipschitz # %08 1; HIk, WGAN-GP {#
FA 5T R B0 P 1 R B 2. TTAE L, ", Lipschitz 302 RHA 1, #ig BT BUTAHE 7%, 3
K, THEREE RSP R 2L
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4.2 JEF] Sigmoid REBIAE R

W& GANs [EAAETIR. 4 D(x) = Sigmoid(f(x)), Sigmoid(-) EAEHE ML i J5 — 2 i
TEER K. AR, GANs IR AL il AL

00 08X E e, 08 Sigmoid (/ (@))] + Exn [log (1 = Sigmoid(£(G/(2))))] (9)

FInlas D SAERMEE G RIHK R B AR R 4, R R UM 40 T e B4
EE3 WH D(x) = Sigmoid(f(x)), W GANs F 54 F1AE AR 145 2K 0R BURIBE FE 43 53l

Volp = —EBarpa(1 = D(@)) Ve f(@)] + Eanp, [D(®)Vs f ()], (10)
Vola = —Eznp.[(1 = D(G(2)))f(G(2))Va f(G(2))JoG(2)], (11)

H, 6, 0, JoG(z) P HFERAIEME S8, EREM&SHR G(2) T 0 11 Jacobi .
R R () A

VoLlp = —Eanpaaa {vd}D(m) VeD(z) ] ; (12)

Dia) ] + B, {u—m»

[B&E]

VyD(x) = V4(Sigmoid(f(x))) = Vg [H—expl(—f(ac))} = D(z)(1 - D(z))Vy(f(z)), (13)

#al (13) A (12), WH
VoLp = —Eznpgua[(1 = D(@)) Vs f(@)] + Eznp, [D(®) Ve f(x)]

FROL. [FEEATE, VoL = —Eaep. [(1 — D(G(2)))f(G(2))Vaf(G(2))JsG(2)] L. iEEE.

MEH 3 ATLLE H, HIEN GANs JRAEE 30 TR 2R f(x) FIBEEE, B Sigmoid BN E
BRALIIRREE. BT Sigmoid PRIEL Lipschitz % 8IAL R L, T&4%M] f(x) I Lipschitz # 8N T4%
il D(z) I Lipschitz %4, 46 KA f(z) WALTERI SN TH6] D(z) ML TERL. XiE e 2 2
Kz (8), AT ZRREL f () HIBEEEVEEUET] T A B 28K sR 5L L, DASLFE il 0 1) 28 1 AR A4 3 .
BER GANs $52 2% R 508 e

L} = Lp + ABqsnp[max{||V f(")|%, L*}], (14)
La, = —Eanp, [log (Sigmoid(f(x)))], (15)

H, Lp = —Epepa,..[log (Sigmoid(f(x)))] — Egnp, [log (1 — Sigmoid(f(x)))], A T T, L 2&H#
2 Lipschitz %4 (HAVERIRE, XBE) L FFAZAEMRS], 7O ERKAER . RE W, — &S
O L ERHUE/NE, AR LRI, Hoh, % = te+(1—t)y, t ~ U(0,1), z € Supp(Paata), ¥ € Supp(P,),
p* NELDAE LR ARR G 6.

SEFR_E, METEREL max{||Vf()||?, L?} (14) BFEATLAE H, Lipschitz 530326 TR f(x) 1
BE B ARALIE | {15 W 48 S HCE Fr P2 A ST B B R, R, X AES 7 X EEs A 2otk
L GANs YIZRIAEE E T 0] .
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5 SCIG

IS MNHR K R AR S R (W)« B I AR AR Ak i s DL K 4R B AA M g 3 AN D T SR 45
&R GANs PERIIZRRa e k. BRI Pytorch 35 Y112k, I ZRSE1E £ 5 NSRS (TG
B 3873809 3 x 32 x 32):

e CIFAR-10 B0, —AMEU/NEIEEE, H 60000 5K 3 x 32 x 32 B F Frid i, FodA 50000 5k B F#)
N ZREE, 10000 5K B F A4 i BF 3, AR SCFH 20 B 48 2 2052 f5 I ZREE (50000 k).

e SVHN B7l 4738 15 AR5 i 4, Bt f 73257 5k 3x32x32 K f.

e STL-10 8. 4l 5T ImageNet B9 1 EMGIRAIEIREE, K/NJE 3 x 96 x 96, PRI Ik
£ 5000 sk ARZE AT 105000 5K TERRZE B B MREE 8000 FK A FRZE K Al 100000 5K TCARZEE A
AT BT S8 1R FH AR AE HH 11 100000 T8 TCARZE B Fr

o CelebA [0 A RBIEIESE, €5 10177 N2 AN G0 202599 FKE A

e LSUN (bedroom) 1. —AMg EGHHESE, FEASENE . B5. &7 #ESgR IR, A
(BT A SRR fa ] b =2 28 37 5 T8 LSUN (bedroom), 34N 7281 Fi B3t 3033042 5K &1 F, FEiK &
RPN A—.

T, 1E 5.1 N, BLE GANs HING A EHSHRE, AFEERENNESE A M L K
W, 18 5.2 /NI, MR R EIIRGTR S (ISIPE), 56 I SRR A& A AN T T L 3 AN R 2R
% (WGAN-GP 23 (2017), WGAN-LP 27 (2018), GAN-0GP [26] (2019)) S5 11E A 3 7% 577 B AR X i
P GANs AFasE P 1] A 0. REFE e, BT R A R, AN 5 B A SEE8 45 FANAE CIFAR-10
WZRFTfe, FHofth 4 MEERE LISIGss R IAN MR &5, M BEARMERE i % HE 5.3 /N1, 18
5 MRS FISIEA SIS T EOR PR R R, SR 1) — e M R EXT L, LR IR 3 Fl
B BN P R AR AR T AU (LSGAN Bl (2017), SNGAN 221 (2018)). W48 B4R RE I IEN FR ARk
£ FID (Fréchet inception distance, FID) {& 071 FID {E#R/N, 2% BEAR M BRI

5.1 MELEHRESHIRE

MELEHIREEXSHIRE . GANs MG A IR 2 Fh 2457 RS SEFR 75 (10 2% S5 46 FE AN 2
ARSI R E L ARS8 EE R 52 AE DCGAN (deep convolutional generative adversarial network) [
(Rt b gt — M 2 H A S5 4. FERDN 2R 2% b Bt E AR HEIL (batch normalization, BN) 42
LBk, LEREARHEAL (spectrum normalization, SN) 221 FUIMAF Sigmoid /ZHIRT— 2, 1M HAth)Z A
FARAEL R, fEAE A B, BRI ) 311 AR (RIEFZ (kernel) A 3, K (stride) A4 1, INid
¥ (padding) A 1 BIERUZ); 4£ Pytorch W, 311 BRZASUCEEG IR, 8N 311 A% 2. A
AR IR 28 5 R ] 2 WS AL BRI AN, RS EOR B 2 PN 22 2] F 355K H 0.0002, fitE K
NI 64, BT 2 ~ Niog(0, 1), HIAIEE FH IEACHI UG 431, AL i3 A Glorot IR 14T, B2 in g
HIEMHH OAdam (optimistic Adam) 57k #51 H 81 = 0.5, Bo = 0.9. AL HI SRR 1:1, B
FERFRC TR, RFEURT 1 AR RS, gt ST 1 Ik, ARG R 100K K.

BESHE. UL FID E NIRRT XA RS, A5 H A =10, L = 0 ARIESEL
X— RYN R LI HR AR5 CIFAR-10 F#HTH, £ 1 /23 L =0 I, AR X R FID {4;
ATRAEH, 2 X = 10 B, AR FID B/, MESHERERE. R 2 2% A = 10 I, ANEK) L EXM
¥ FID {1, L = 0 W RCRE A [ 2 fseiss RE R L FBUEYS FID R IEMHR. 5—J51H, N
T BRAEEI L = 0 &3, DB R, B 1 &% A =10, L 733K 10, 5,
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#1 L=0BEFEHN N RE FID & (CIFAR-10)
Table 1 Different A and its corresponding FID value when L = 0 (CIFAR-10)

A 5 10 20 50 100
FID 15.41 12.91 16.28 34.61 32.82
Fz 2 A=10 HEAFREMN L XE FID & (CIFAR-10)
Table 2 Different L and its corresponding FID value when A = 10 (CIFAR-10)
L 10 5 1 0.5 0
FID 18.59 18.56 16.47 15.40 12.91
10
—— D _loss L=10 —— G_loss L=10
i D:loss L=5 121 —— G_loss L=5
8 —— D loss L=1 101 —— G _loss L=1
—— D loss L=0.5 — G_loss L=0.5
61 —— D _loss L=0 81 —— G_loss L=0
Q‘ 4 5| 6
4 4
24 5]
|
& | | | ! | 010
0 20000 40000 60000 80000 100000 0 20000 40000 60000 80000 100000

Iterations Iterations

B 1 (MERFEE) A =10 HAER L EREMBRKAEHENL (CIFAR-10)
Figure 1 (Color online) Different L value and its corresponding loss function variation when A = 10 (CIFAR-10).
(a) Discriminator loss D_loss; (b) generator loss G loss

1, 0.5, 0 I, L840 K BB AR A a3 JLH B 1(a) A1 (b) 20 3R 7R H 501 48 RN A= i 43 Kk R BB AL, 18
i (iterations) SEIEMIREL, Yl (D loss, Gloss) Rt Al. B 1 SR, T8 2Kl g ik & AF il g4
REREE, 2 L =0 NP B4R B BIR G R A B (). 8563k 2 PR 1 B4R, i
B L = 0 R eI, s il giimerAs, thae i, Rel4R 2, 72K 1(a) M (b) 1, N T
THEWHOR SR LA T UK R BERGIRE, Bk L =0 SM AN L A U RME S ER R ) BT #2.
X E IO HWEAE IR, R0 SRR (457 2% B BRI B2 R, R A — AR R, 45
FAE NP ARG AT AR AR . S5 BRI HE S Bt b, AT AP RS B A, DA 75 T 08 5 S 56
ghIR gE b XA RIS R FIRIE T Mescheder 25 M) SCF IR SUMIE I 4518 OB BT EA
GRS, B L =0 i,

ESTHEARB AR IIE

FAD, BT BEVE RN TR AOR BT R GANs MURGETE. — B, GANs YIZRIIAEVES ISR Y
BURBR B, DLSCEA TR LA B IR G, BRI, — MEE R GANs P24, HA5 K R Bk % 52
N, TG RN, BRI EEANK, BRI T 22, A2 A A A I s A AR 6 B 31 2k B
BRKEDLGL. 29K, GANs 2B BUPEA I 5 AR R AR BLAG E PE R L B R bR 2 —. R OR, WAk e B IR
e R (WSlorE) BRI SRR S AL, i IEIFIZE R GANs A1 WGAN B TRV E NS
ELIBONS GRS UEA ST Hh AR 485 31T B R DR AR R P 1) PR A R0 B DI X 2% B AR e B i

5.2
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8 @ 2.5 ®)
GAN-0GP D_loss GAN_OGP D_average_gardient_norm
7 GAN-0GP G loss 201 GAN_OGP G_average_gardient_norm
6 Our D_loss ' — Our D_average_gardient_norm
Our G_loss Our G_average gardient norm
51 . 159
2 8
2 4l 2
3 ;
N O 1.04
24
I 0.51
14
_ fme=m
0 0.0 i T T : T
0 100000 200000 300000 400000 500000 0 100000 200000 300000 400000 500000
Iterations Iterations

B 2 (MERFE) AAETTRARMIRKRBE LR R E BT RESILR
Figure 2 (Color online) Comparison of the loss function variation and the general variation trend of gradient between
two penalty techniques. (a) The variation of loss function; (b) the general variation trend of gradient

IS R HEAE 5.3 /N AL

5RI%EAHK GAN EFHFALLE. BAVENGIERH I GAN-0GP 20 fEHHEX L. T,
£ CIFAR-10 4 4E b7 ) SEge PR ARG T B 2, —MIETILE f(x) b (ours), 53 —FhAETIFE Sigmoid(f(z))
F (GAN-0GP, A= Jilias -5 20 5 23 T JT 302 1:5), FEMEH 2% bR AU S, B RS AR AR ka3 B 2
P E T AR R EUR I (K] 2(a)) FIERE SRR (K] 2(b)), HERER, T2 A
AR D doss A RAIR Gloss, AL ARMHK REHR G IEE B3 /T GAN-0GP 2% 4
REBBARGIRSE; [FIRE, TEREFE A 3 b ARSI 26 (106 B S R AR (i 340 .25 T GAN-0GP
PR 28 156 FE AR AN A 3P 2%, X UE 52 T AR ST AR e B A R 7 1 BV S B0 HE , RTINS IR S 7 AR SO,
A FAH B BE A S5 L GAN-0GP BEnfae. A IR PAN 75 TR S50 36 0E, 481 Sigmoid 2R AL N 2 bR
K f(x) LWEHAEL] Sigmoid MECEAA AL, HOKHIIE S T GANs YIZhmifase e, Felfe &2, X B2
FAAFUGEARHI P 3086 BE AL (78— AN /INILERE AR P THE T80 FE Y550 SR S B VAR B B B AR
b,

S5RIZAH WGAN ETTHARLLE. XA LRI A AL WGAN &SRB BN &, —
A1 HPOBE RS WGAN-GP P21 55— 0 HD i8S WCGAN-LP 7). [FFE/E CIFAR-10 %1
WA N, AR SR el 3 R 4 ) g 2 3 FhEAIMIBR R U LhE, f5# 2 3 M
TEIRR B B AR A L. TERUR BRI 3 o, TEIR A2 I AR 2 A A 10 0K B A, AT SR P 43
KPR BRI L 5N T WGAN-GP Il WGAN-LP I8 MBERG R, 75 H 02, £ WGAN
H 78 21 34 51 2% Th RE 1K) B8 BOPK v U BR B (critic function) 12, HLARAK G B AR BOBOEAS 2 ™ 1% 5 B
PR AL, TRITE SR BRI 3 A — S B2 A ME. (H X 58 AN R M FRA TX 452 2% v a3 PR 46
BRI, FIRE, ERRRE A SAZSba3A b (B 4), Bie A (K 4(a) ERE KA (K 4(b)) 1
P BE AN, AR ST A B FE AR A B B T 25 a3 B B35 AT WG AN-GP il WGAN-LP. 1XA~5 56—
RT3 IAIE, ARSCHIBAR G AL GANs ANFE M 0] VA G R8O8Rl 1072, BT WGAN-GP,
WGAN-LP (5B S2E 5:1, MASCHI TR & 1:1, Kt WGAN-GP Al WGAN-LP [ 5] 22451 2% 28
B B A SIS I FI R TR 5 65 (B 3(a)), FUBIES HOBE M FIFE QI (B 4(a)). BRIk
4b, 5 WGAN P ANE TR 0] P SRS IR UE SE T A8 o A 5 B bR 7 AT 2 8] 1) R B8 B 2 07 S AN 2
SE GANs AR M E R, T GANs /285 5 28 R0 A2 i 2% 2 (8] AH B o7 J& A4 5 SO Fa e 1 1)
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@ —— WGAN-GP ®
54 WGAN-LP
Ours 07
0,
. —10 1
§‘ -5 é‘
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—101
301 —— WGAN-GP
—151 WGAN-LP
Ours
20— T T T T T —40 T T T T :
0 100000 200000 300000 400000 500000 0 100000 200000 300000 400000 500000
Iterations Iterations

3 (MEhRFE) 3 MEANBCRBEN
Figure 3 (Color online) The variation of loss function in three algorithms. (a) The variation of loss function in discrimi-
nator (critic function); (b) the variation of loss function in generator

2.5
\ WAGN-GP D_average_gradient_norm 71 —— WAGN-GP G average gradient norm
2.01 WAGN-LP D 7averag'eigradlent7norm 6 WAGN-LP G _average gradient norm
—— Our D_average _gradient_norm —— Our G_average_gradient_norm
£ 159 L0
2 g
s 2 4
o 1.0 £
Q o3
&)
0.54 2
14
0.04 L— L
(@ 01m)
0 100000 200000 300000 400000 500000 0 100000 200000 300000 400000 500000
Iterations Iterations

4 (MERFE) 3 MESERBE ST LEs
Figure 4 (Color online) The general variation trend of gradient in three algorithms. (a) The general variation trend of
gradient in discriminator (critic function); (b) the general variation trend of gradient in generator

B 5 bR AT () LA 2 A, RATTANEL 2(b) A1 4(b) (SZIe & R I 2 4], B R (1
A AR P IR 35 W R TS B de K B IR B3 on, AR sk b iy, HRIRDZ D ARE . | 3.2 /1T 1
AFasE el mnL, ERTFIRIS € — 0, BEEE (7) BT IEF5 K, 1X 5 B rAH B AR e B 5 K. Bl
FHINLREIEM, BEIR GAN-0GP (& 2(b) iR HIZE), WGAN-GP (K 4(b) £kt iiZk), WGAN-LP
(F 4(b) ekt Zl) 1A LA B AR IE D AR B AE — AN VE I N, (RTS8 IR A8 A s s i s 55 B
Frit e v, A SCRIRE BN E B AR B AR B FE A TR, T HOE RedEmI7E— MR/ANIYE R, &
TE I Gh oz W1 BB M3 sl i B AR ALY ) X R T X6 e PR ks ], DR b AR X A s 28 6 FE Rt
) (SEBR b, IR A A R T 0 R R SR AR e T, B 4(a) WAl ZR), AT SRR (1111 5
T RaE. X FEHESE, SBT3 5 28 1 Lipschitz 5 $ok32H) e ASLTEE, A8H Bk GANs
IZRBIARR E P 1] .
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& 3 FIAMEELLE (FID fHi#l/#sF)

Table 3 Algorithms performance comparison (The smaller the FID value, the better)

CIFAR-10 SVHN STL-10 CelebA LSUN (bedroom)

LSGAN (2017) 22.20 3.84 20.17 5.10 5.23
SNGAN (2018) 20.70 4.53 18.11 5.56 12.05
WGAN-GP (2017) 21.89 4.09 18.19 5.01 14.61
WGAN-LP (2018) 21.01 3.62 17.40 5.12 15.21
GAN-0GP (2019) 18.91 6.10 14.49 4.53 7.14
Ours 12.91 2.78 12.85 3.91 6.85

Real datasets 0.46 0.24 0.84 0.34 0.55

5.3 ERMEELLEL

GANSs F# A Ret 27 & AR e MM E 28R 2 —. W LAH E 142, GANs AR RS
Higm s UM, ACH FID K& GAN R PERE, FID {EBV/N, HERERER, A R A ) i
BT, EMGBEEE. Bk, BATE CIFAR-10, SVHN, STL-10, CelebA & LSUN (bedroom)
R FSIs Z FhEE, A RS E T ET 100k X, HITHEARRIE) FID {H. H A+, LSGAN, SNGAN &%
AR, EAMNE A BT S, LR RERAER 3 . H, & 3 )5 —172 JHaul
) FID {H. AT LA H, T 8 S HoR M8 2 BT HR RS, ASCIR S 2 AN Bl 4E 1
#HEEN TR 3 PHANSE (R 7E LSUN (bedroom) ¥4 R IIHE % T LSGAN, GAN-0GP),
XA I EE QIR R T GANs MUBEARTERE. Wi R MR YERE I ARse M, 2 T04E I,
ARSI R T GANs YIZRiRae tE. R, 8 3 MSie s Bk 2 A S 5 A B T2
1 GANs AERSFEAR IR L. Rl fie 002, v T 98 FID T ER 2, RSN SEREARFI A BRFE A
H &AL 50000 MEAK T FID fA.

SE4 5.2 F1 5.3 AINTTISEIGSE B TCIRRAE GANs 28451 2% bR AU Sl S Bk B AR AR fh e % b3k
SEAE M B HEAARMERE I, AR SCHTHE B A ST R (0 I 28 A e M B B A0 T FAh BT IR TR E S T ARSI
FEARSH R GANs BIAFR e M 1) LR AT 2 35 R R

6 ZERIE

ASCM IR R SR BB A, %5 GANs WIZERO AR RERE (TR A BT 8, B0 GANs
i A DR A2 B T VR 0 U058 5 M LA 17 FTEC. e — 25 5 BT, il 03
B0 Lipschitz 5 50RMUE GANs IS AKEPE R BIZERETT. ik, ASCRIMIHISI28 % ) Lipschits
ORI Sigmoid BR MU P 2 B8 MBI PE M2 D05 3R M 1 o A TR KA A A
FE GANs LIRS P L 762 MEORAE B0 8 1 GANs Sk, JUAESR R, TR AR B
AL SIC P T 6 S5 AR 93 F D24 B PPl L, A SO U1 0 BR300 T3 05, i
FEAMIESE T ASCITHEH A FTHEAR R AL GANs IR AT PE I8 AU 3 RO AOR.

SRR GICHE I A A SRS T8 A, LR S AR, A SR U 015 T B A 0 P 2 0
HOBSRF, SRR M4 LTI MR, B, NSRS HR RIS B i
(S R 9
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MisE A BU#ARY DCGAN RLEH

* A1 FIRIEE, ERRTRE 3x32x32

Table A1 Discriminator, the image size is 3x32x32

Convolution Out-channels Kernel Stride Padding Normalization/activation Bias
conv 64 3x3 1 1 LReLU(0.2) True
conv 64 4x4 2 1 LReLU(0.2) False
conv 128 3x3 1 1 LReLU(0.2) False
conv 128 4x4 2 1 LReLU(0.2) False
conv 256 3x3 1 1 LReLU(0.2) False
conv 256 4x4 2 1 LReLU(0.2) False
conv 512 3x3 1 1 LReLU(0.2) False
conv 1 4x4 1 0 SN True

- - - - - Sigmoid() -
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*® A2 EKER, ERRTR 3x32x32
Table A2 Generator, the image size is 3x32x32

ConvTranspose Out-channels Kernel Stride Padding Normalization/activation Bias
convT 512 4x4 1 0 BN ReLU False
conv'T 256 4x4 2 1 BN ReLU False
convT 128 4x4 2 1 BN ReLU False
convT 64 4x4 2 1 BN ReLU False
convT 3 3x3 1 1 - True

- - - - - Tanh() -

Instability analysis for generative adversarial networks and its
solving techniques

Hongwei TAN'2, Linyong ZHOU?, Guodong WANG! & Zili ZHANG! 3"

1. School of Computer and Information Sciences, Southwest University, Chongging 400715, China;

2. School of Mathematics and Statistics, Guizhou University of Finance and Economics, Guiyang 550025, China;
3. School of Information Technology, Deakin University, Geelong VIC 3220, Australia

* Corresponding author. E-mail: zhangzl@swu.edu.cn

Abstract Training instability in generative adversarial networks (GANs) remains one of the most challenging
problems, for which both the theoretical root and an effective solution are needed. In this study, we theoreti-
cally determined that the mutual contradiction between training the optimal discriminator and minimizing the
generator leads to training instability in GANs. To address this problem, we propose a targeted gradient penalty
technique. Unlike other penalty techniques, we penalize the Lipschitz constant of the discriminator, which is
the key to dealing with the instability problem (this amounts to controlling the Lipschitz constant of the dis-
criminator). We performed a series of experimental comparisons from three different perspectives: the oscillation
amplitude of the loss function (convergence), the general variation trend of the gradient, and the holistic perfor-
mance of the network. The results demonstrated that the proposed technique has a significant and positive effect
on the training instability in GANs.

Keywords generative adversarial networks, instability analysis, penalty technique, gradient norm, Lipschitz
constant
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