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Adaptive threshold channel pruning method based on mutual information
CHEN Zhen, YANG Juan

(School of Computer and Information Technology, Hefei University of Technology, Hefei 230000, China)

Abstract: Deep neural networks have shown excellent results in computer vision and natural language processing, but they require
high computational running costs and suitable hardware resources. However, most of the existing studies use regularization methods to
converge the parameters to zero and prune the network using a uniform threshold, which leads to insufficient pruning or excessive
pruning and affects the accuracy of the network. In this paper, we propose a layer —adaptive threshold pruning strategy Mutual
Regulation and Threshold Selection (MRTS ) based on mutual regularization, which combines the regularization method of mutual
information to converge the unimportant parameters to 0 values and the important parameters to non—zero values, improving the
importance distinction of channels for subsequent network pruning. In addition, this paper adaptively calculates the pruning threshold
for each layer according to the distribution of parameters among the layers of the neural network to prune the unimportant channels and
further reduce the computational effort of the neural network without affecting the accuracy. Experiments show that the structured
pruning method using MRTS method achieves certain results on CIFAR10/100 and ImageNet datasets, especially in terms of high sparsity.

Key words: network pruning; mutual information; mutual regularization method; deep neural networks

SCERL6] g th 7T L1 IE WAk X 2 8 A7

0 31 = TG 5 2 MO T 0 Bt T

B PR R IK ¢ 3 M S e 3 i TR 4
W2 CL eI MR SO A5 AL R4 U AT
TRFBCR, (AR S — B R RE IR
I EL Sl B g5 % T SO REC R BUR PRt
REEORE TR o 22 R 28 AR T RS A 3 B sl i, 7 B30 Lk
PR e TR, AT 0, fF & i 1 H
(R I Z B R i, 1207 TR RERE AT R AR TS L 1 i
FLRI AR RSA 0, 56T R4 3T AL Ak
FEEEAI ARSI BTRL ™ R B Wik,

EEWE: HRAREAHS (62106064)

LS BTRCR . L2 )R, — R S5 A EN{LTr
N ZR B R - A T B R 4 ik Bl i, X
JriEgI A BN ZE A it L1 IE kX BN )2
Fo IR A5 1 25, 3236 5 He 9] TR 47 o B
¥, B e e SO 4 R BEH TE BT AR E 2
WA XA B ARCR Oy TGS T AR KA
{E 3K BE BTG 7 AT I A7 AE — 22 BRI BR A

(1) L1 E e XS e il R 7 3615 U1 2k, 2200
AT B H A PR IS5y 0 A, S B0 E 4 IR 7 22 ) 2

EERAN: R E(1999-) , L BEBESE A, BRI IT 1) 28 R 45 A5 TR TR 4
WIWUEE . 5 18 (1983-) , L, Wt YR, FZAF5E 7 ) R4 >) . Email; yangjuan6985@ 163.com

s EHEA . 2022-12-18

PV L ENRERRN o2 A5 x5 & A




10 B o /5 M5 MM

ERRES

ERS AN VY] S | B SR

(2) B TR M4 B — RSB AR AR
8, PRI 2% 2 2000 T4 28 00 245 1 el B Mt AN ]
FEUE SOG4 Jm) B (ELXT M 222 ) 268 EA T 1B 5, 3l 5 2
PRI LB BT, JOIE IR B 2 A5 Y
JEATERE

BT LI ASSCR T L IE WA L R R {1k
PERMS AR T 58, AR B SRR PIAS AL B[]
AR EL ORI EE | DAL Rl LA A5 3] e 1) [ 1~ 5902
o0 22 1 A4 A5 SRR AU L f91) PAL ) B A | ikl 2
HIEWAETs v, EE A LA 2 i B AE e Ty
VEINZRE WS ENAE O {8, 1A 2 A Lo 1) A 5~ WA 8 3
O fF, R g 1 L D] 5 ) B M D T fe
MBI TAE, 4ha AN B ZR)S i L il IN 5,
AR BEJZ 1) FU AR 5 A AR IBGE &4 A= A B E,
Xt HUBI A BEAT TR HER? /N T IR B (LAY EE A A 5 %6F
SLEE BT | N 1 B 2 A AT AR AT, O HAE R
R AR i BT R 50 FE BB R L

AR HARIEAEIZRTRERS S 47 X 73 LE 1 PR 11
B, O ARG A2 1 E AR R A R B9 B, 78
BB R E O [R) I  R R EE R RO 288 AT TR

1 tHxXxIE

1.1 W&

D 2% B A T AFESRASE AT P Be LR TR AR
o Sh R AL B AL 7 vk nl DR T 452 10 2 K
HATHE T AU REIEOR B SRR ) S FRES AR AN T L
P E ORE R B R SRR S, BT RO e R B AR
R IR B EHE A B R B 5 4, o )
KHERAE T ey i i FE M — A AT A ) S
SR IR SR S HE R AT T B 3l W RN S
B AN E LMY, SCHR( 5 ] HefiAL
L HEAE R i L AR AR (EJ R R 45 1)
M SECR SRR AR TE8T kx4~ )
R F 5 R AR N RIS in 1 D0 A 2 B 3 2
FH L1 IERMME N ZRA R, A E fmi i, X T454
FEBTRCR UL, RVE AT S5/ AL A TR B AR, 5 38
A LASSO J7ik!"! %07 10 A4 g s A R R A T
GACYIZE, SCER 1112 i FH 28 ) e R VR A 1B 57
B, X i g A HEA T BTAS; SCHR[ 4 ] R T BN 21T
AL, ) BN ZES I 7, e H AR A L1 )
e HARHAL , 2 58 BT N F R B /NG (e, HAR
DL D7 A — e R S T AR A B A, (L
FETERE R WS [l — A Y [m) 8, A o A 22 )

X AT EEANE IR, AR T2 S5 B AL, A i peix 4>
B0, SCRRL 7 J B0 1 FHA B 5 A (Y 25 (A
SR, X L1 IE AL ARG, A5 2 8o A 45
KA, ARSI IE I AR I EIAEE S 4 S
Z IR A — e R PR SCik[ 13 ] $2 il
I LASSO [R1)= 77 3386 i 285 s Bk 0 IX 43 B, LD
PRI T L1 1E Wk 29 s AGE , R 22l T i
N IR AR (RO IR BT RO R AR
PR IE A SCHRL 14 ] PR H kRIS Sk B2 5l 1A 1Y)
TR I AR S 3 3 E B PR s E AR O
{8, (A EEVEX AR IHAR S, AR SR T IR
WAk, {68 5 A 2108 1 DU A T3k (AL 8 1)
HACE R TREEZ IR, W5 ] TR S
WEERZ BRI B AR Zad Bt e &
P VARG E B X3 O e 2 i BT AR AT A
TR, IAEHET LSBT RS TR R,

o 4% B ASE el A B T L — 2 B AR, PR et
TR ARG A3 R T HES 5 |, 2% 5 4/ AL
I ALRERS AR A 2 P 2% B 8, TR AT DL gk
FEPEIE A 28 JEAS [ I R85 50 (B S o
ST E I B BTAS H A3, et X 24 P[] — L A5
TR TR X ERE NG «% (3B 2153
57, T REZ MR AR, e E AR
BYRL BN O] BE L A — EBGE S A i O, K 5
LR IR RO ARG B, R A SO T
™2 I P S (S R AR R — )2 AR 43 A
FARBGE AX — 2 M B AL LB, o7 D KR 2 i
B JEE P TR B RS S A D 245 (AR g
1.2 BEER

PAEBT A T ik 233t 210 % JBACE M C R,
WSCHRL 6, 10 ] H gl SR T FUAS EE A 248 6B R /o
Ve B B R 5 A SR 15 ] E R B I A
PG, BRUCDIAN AT EA 1A 25 MG AU E 359
XFF Loss [ELIRZMA , (HCN R AR SCHR[ 16 ] TPt &
AT BT IR Hessian 20 B, 23 IR 9% 3 Z0H B8R
AR SCHE A I L 5 B fE B S 8 45 B AL
T 55 5 SR ] ) A 2 >k ) W I AR T R
RO T DL Tk i R R . BAR B S R A FEAL
ASdE X RN Y BOMBRERE | RI— A8 AR AR X 55—
R . M EAFEN 0 B ARZEAMK,
(B CRR DG PE A, PRI AR SO Bl FH LA Bk 3R
YRR 55 o 2 D 4% 1) RO R 2 22 T ) LA S
L R ) 4 224 iy AL R X T ol 2 O 245 f14) 52 W) oK
XA Lt B IE NI 2k 2 )5 A T AR 2



12

Wiie, &5 MIRTELAR SR 1938 N 1 R 18 59 AT 11

SR — BRI 3) 0 {6, A
R TR AR X P

2 MRTS

2.1 Tig

SR 4 0 24 BRI AR AL 18 A g AL I 2k BT R A
T =20 B e g A 2 i A v, R i 24 TR
IR AT AT (1) A

A

0 = arg rnﬁinL(O) + R(0) (1)

Forp, LC-) (R(-) H1 6 23 BIACFAR K s % IE
AT AII RS EL

AT AR B A ) REAR g 0 A — i
J& L1 IENE, R A SO B — 205 A—0 L
BIAT K IR Ny e R BT BN JZELUE
(Y ROZ BTRL TAE R B2 (], S TA BN R R LE
B TR NP2 TT i LE R 51A BN JZ
BIPR ¥ B pe 2 R 28 g DI 2R 4 H b ek 5k

~

0 = arg mainL(G) + Ay, (2)
b A BRI, v, FRAEX 2T i ] 7
(¥ L1 ERAE,

ARG BN ZEHEIH T Z2FEAEERIZZE
IR BN 2, BT DL A28 5 3R 3 b i X g
KRER, RIS

L1 T D0 A 3 4t B A 2 Bl s 3 423 0, fidi ]
{18 B A SR DU RS e 3 — 1> 4 Sy I (B R A T B R4
1B B TSHEREL 0 (A B0A U8 X/ O
A AR B AT 5 11 2 R BU B 3y 5l
BRI, ok & & B i e RE . o T ok
IR IR A SO TR TE D D R {3 4 T A
T, DA E LSRG 0 (8, SBLIX 7 &
EHAEESZH AN I LN ES 888
VEFE I G 00 A AT 08 BY | d5e 2 25 I 28 s i |
N RE R INTSE A

~

0 = arg mgnL(H) + Ao, (7) (3)

Hob L) @, (+) F16 2 HRFRIR K R H
IENfE AN ZR S50,
2.2 EHIEM{L

HT BN B2 B Boh oI AT A
Ty = (y,, v, v, , Heib oy ARFIEITES i
AT LU R T B B A R A B IE
BOFHASR By, € [0,e],e >0, LI IEN{bLZAS
Bl min,,_ro . ¥, AR R 0, R L1 1E D)
SN A B R 4 ) 0, AR SCT7 6 )2 ke
A e R U s ] 0, BLAR SR ICAR X i 4 W)
285 MR R, X EE 91 PR AR L 1 B OE AR U1 25
J T — R B AL, T A5 B N AR B T 45
AT, BIENAE TS L1 E WAL T3 v X He gk
RWE 1R, IR R N

e =7llyl, = | I(ysz) I, = X 7ly, |-
i=1

[1(y:52,,) |, (1 € Ry, € [0,8]) (4)
K Iy, 20, )RR v, X T MRS EAZ
5 L1 IENWAEARR 2 A SCH A T S8 k=1l
Iyl A, AR Z AL TE T3 T — A 53 {E 5
= 1Cysz,,0) I, FHBR S TR AN Ty X
A3 FF , e LA PR IS B — A, (AR BE B R
B AT R |l ) PR il IS8, LR AN EE 2 ) 4k 22 ) O B
Wk, E A U OR B R Al . AR SCHIA BN JZ
Pl B 5 [ ] 2, 0 20, AR © MR ZE o0 BN JZ Y
S BN 2 &4 B AR Ry
~ g -E[Z4] R
Z=——"",2,=v2+hB (5)
Var [z ]

Hp y, = JVar[z,] . B, = E[Z,] ,Var[z,]
E[2,] mnEE 2, iy 2 E, Bk, =04)
(1 & NIZEE R 15

E>wvy,Ge [l,n]) (6)

A9 R {1
(a) L1 IENI{L

L BIA T
(b) HIEMfE

E1 HIEFSH

Fig. 1 Scale factor distribution



12 /ORI B NS5 NMOA

ERRES

2.3 EMERIRERE

TERTA SR IE AL IR 58 0, 735 1)
WS LB I, S T bt BRI 2 B B
PRI LA Bl FE DAL, D8 AR A 1 7 vk
RS REEEN B, v, (O A LHIH T
B, vy IREERE I LG TR, v, IRFEAR
B LB THE A v,y S AL O TR L,
HA Y 1yl WHAEN, BT e, 5, Y LA,

YEYN

PRLHC AT AR AP FORSRAS B
H A SRR BN LB 1 B o S L 1

>yl
bR N et RO (L T R
> 1yl
- e > vl
7 BT LA ok SR 5 O R A
eVEYumnl
FEE TG, WA
e‘yez)’ml 7' e"”f\‘l ma,x";’yw‘\l N
CYE% |’)’| = e"V;J '“in1‘)’y—1\ = e"%\' maﬂ‘y‘v "7')/ """"YY‘ <7)
Y oIyl
ﬁ¢ﬂ§ﬁ|ﬁ%xigwwﬁ%5ﬁﬁwm
Y
R, Y |y | AR R EE LT

YEYN

R, Y 1y L AR I R R, A5 S

A, A SCK o 2R A S S F T8, n (RBERE
LR WA &, max| -] IURES T B & KMHE,
min{ -} REESPE/ME, BT A EZNEE
HAT 0,04 max |y, | =0, FL ¥ (7) im0
H

a = el—ny),\ min{yyl! ( 8 )
TS 3 SRR T AUE, T LA E
> Iyl

Cyery e"yy MY ! mas |y} |

' = gny Jmaxiyyllony, iyl
e 2 1Y = Vit " Yiotal! o o I ( 9)

Y €7 total
A L A5 (9) Il

B = elﬂl‘/t(»«(nll max | Yiogal | ( 10)

Hrp, n REFEES T FEGE, IR IGAEE
I F LR S WL B <6 < a,
IR Ay, 2 .

e XY (5. X iyl <, X Ity (11)
YEYN Y € Yiotal YEYN

Horpr, 6 AR LGN TFT 5 LAy, WA

fli; Y |yl REES y A IGERIM,

YeyY

TR B (EL 1 Yo 2 X LU I b 47 TR
SRR BN IR — 0 2 A 211 B9 FE B A 7 (B
Y, , ZJEHen] AR B EXS A R B BN JZ LA EAN ]
(R B AR A TIE BT BT LB N 7/ T oy, 138
B, SRS B RS B2 RT DLSE A A (BT R A
TR /N o) R ARSI ) 3 BT I 5 (O B BT
BUm MEHEA R B YRR B, BEPLP) iR LA
o HE TR ) RBEATIE i B m M v, O B
I KPR RAF T A PERE

B2 iR SARITEA R R AL
TR SR T AR S AR WA IS A n
FH BRI P77 0 T s £ ) e A B AL

ERUISERIER
B2 HEEE
Fig. 2 Threshold selection

3 ZWERSHMH

AR SCE i K LT MRTS 7 ke 4325 K%
RO FER TR A R 4 T e 4 AN [R] 9 455 80 O 3
i MRTS (4 %4, 78 CIFAR-10 ,CIFAR-100 L4}
ImageNet [ JE4i VGG F1 ResNet JHF KM% 432, I
A& (FLOPs ) 7 N i bR
3.1 HIEK

R SCHR[ 16 ] B 5 X0 st 76 /INERCHE 4 A R B s
£ FAEHRIRER BT 2%, T 2 B 25 /AN S AR R
PRI, A< SC 43 A8 /s 48 ( CIFAR - 10/ CIFAR -
100) FREAE 4 (ImageNet ) W 77125 (194G R4

CIFAR-10 #5417 10 2 60 000 5K 32x32
A EUZ , HorP 445 50 000 Sk IITZREIE AT 10 000 5K
M %, CIFAR-100 HdE 4% 100 25 60 000
sk EG , Hira$E 50 000 sKIIZRE1E A 10 000 5K
MR, ImageNet B 4 — E R PFAL G 28 Bk
PERBAYEUE | J2— A KB b5 2 UG I BR 4, K
294 1 500 Ji kB R, 2.2 T80, AR Sl
£ ISLVRC-2012, VIS4 128 JTT kB A, k4
450 000 TR K F, X 2L 5 JE T 1 000 A [A]2E
T AR S U BE 28 W 45 25 #) VGG — Net 5



12

Wiie, &5 MIRTELAR SR 1938 N 1 R 18 59 AT 13

ResNet, 7& CIFAR-10 .CIFAR-100 P4 &% ImageNet |-
VAl MRTS 75125, 76 B 080 4 DL B AN [R] I 28 25 44
I, 50 kR BB B R I 2 254 Y S e 4
AT TR,
3.2 XWEE

SR HET VGG ALK BN JZ IR INE] VGG 1Y
SEREE IR IET ResNet AN A S i 48 A
FI NS 7 e Rk st Nt FE | 2%
H Nesterov 2l A 0.9 1 5 %) /0.000 1 BEHLER
FETFBEEL (SGD) #E1THEAL, M4 284 200 4~ epoch 1Y
Yk, wR2E 21N 0.01, 24 2 A4 60,120,160 4
epoch ZbHEVdk, SZIG XA IEST T IR, £ ReLu
HIHE I BN J2, FH BN 22840 Dropout /2, ASSLE0AR
i F F PyTorch F1 Torchvision PR T. HL.3Z8, A
{7 P DAL, MR AR S 6 2 1) S B0 14, el UL (B A 1145
Flr= 1506= 0001, HTALE, XT ResNet
DR EAT BB $ (AR AR ARl 2.3 T A B (E B
BEMBRIEA Y3, BARA T REA SRR S 0 51
fhIFAT 40 LR A IE B BN 2 HURRE B B
B XX RS BN 2, A SCREAE NS iy
25, (38 A BE R R A B R] 2% A E
33 XWERSHMH

DAFE BRIFSY T AR 5 20 S 4t 4 sl
AR EATSCH0 | 3 25 A% 5206 4 5 D 52 50 45 SR %o
Pt i T R AE, PRI, R AN TR] A B0 S s |- A
SC B A AR TR B 4 LA S AR R R | % 5 1Y)
SCEGEE R MATXT e, BRULZ AN, — S T
AN B 2%, W CCPrune ™ | Ry 1A - i X R 52
I EE IR RSO AR S0k B8 iR T AR

XFTF VGG—Net, A SCHEHE VGG-16 MZE 451 14
HAE CIFAR-10 LA K CIFAR-100 | #4790 %5, {1
MRTS J575 P47 35 B 5 X5 55 B 5 10 90 45 2047 A 5
ResNet 1£#: ResNet—56 P& 4586 1 Fo 43 1E/ NELHE
£ (CIFAR-10,CIFAR-100) F1 K % 4 £ ( ImageNet )
EFATYIGR, R MRTS Jy &7 59 A X BY RS 1)
WL A TIROR, SEER LR 1, Hoh B RS AR SR
SR HTAERR S, SRR AR BT R 5 TR
A, WFRPATLLEBL, i MRTS 254491k 59k 2
Je A 22 IR 4 235 i 1 R P AR Ak R LA 2 R, X AR
FARSCT R EAENAE T R g i T AN
FOA9 R 75 E 7 OB R 4 DX 0, L I (R B 5 s
B TR G BIE , I, B B 4 () A &
XoF A28 P 45 i B AN R R 28T, 3k B S B0 45 TR
UEB T MRTS J5 24 B

F1 HHAIEAERESLE

Table 1 Comparison of accuracy before and after pruning

B EICITE S LG % BIRURREIE %
VGG-16 CIFAR-10 93.63 93.38
CIFAR-100 733 72.6
ResNet-56 CIFAR-10 93.15 93.36
CIFAR-100 71.85 70.68
IMAGENET 76.93 76.15

H T 2BVl MRTS 75 i A R0k, A 9080
XS HE T AR BY 75 85 A0 B AT AR D7 TR Y
PERE, /R TAERRERY SC R B8 N (AN R 7k %
[l — X 248 S5 A4 1 ) — it £ L AR 2 B 2 R W
AR ARXS L 315 6 T RS AE A BE T RR(EE Y
JE BY R A 22 10 245 i RS 8 15 RE AR i RS 2
A ZEMH, THE T (LR A RSR A2 BT R RIVBTAS:
Je BRI R 5 RE 2R A R T 5 25 (B A LU R
Iz AT B o R BN B s SR & CIFAR K dis
8 i HR Ge tuJe Ai 28 I 285 DY A5 o v B L B
ez —  IRLAS SO 9 /N B 4R ot CIFAR %
fadie. 7E CIFAR-10 Zdladk ERYSLRR SR 5 1A 5y
ROk R Bl 2,

&2 CIFAR-10 L RREB# 77 E IR AT LE
Comparison of training models with different pruning

methods on CIFAR-10

Table 2

Bt A DR WETRE/ % TR TR %
CIFAR-10  VGG-16 NS4 0.23 52
FPGM[ ) 0.06 34
SkpL2] 1 62.8
HRANK 2! -0.3 54
Ours 0.3 72.8
AMC 2! 0.9 48
NIsp[®] 0.02 42
PFEN'®) -0.03 28
NSt 0.6 49
ResNet-56  Cp[?) 1 50
FPGM! ™! 0.1 53
SkpL2] 0.3 50
HRANK!2!! 2 73.8
cpOT 1.3 52.6
Ours -0.2 62.7

ResNet—56 BERI{E CIFAR-10 $ci4E iy
XF A B A kA A B R e, TP RS R
R — A= R U, WA 2R B9 A A A 78 L SR B LA
27 = B RS B MRTS J74R15 TR H i LA



14 B o /5 M5 MM

ERRES

KAAEBE Ny 62.7% W B BPRE . #F MRTS
Bk TR R R P VGG-16 FiRIZE CIFAR-10 %k
P FATHR R TR, [RIAS B R i 5 3L
AR 2E A K, FE/NEE 4 CIFAR-100 | 1)1l %%
VGG-16 1R & ResNet—56 #5180 1) 52 56 45 5 5 HiA
SYROTIEXT LU L IR 3, TEMZ AR DA B AL T
YETE CIFAR-100 b 3175255, BT DAX 5 T /Y 55 30 45
Rig b, R AT LA 1, ResNet — 56 15 A 7
CIFAR-100 £ #984E I Ag A8 fb 5 L Z AR
& By A R A IR ) T I Tr vk i 2 £, X & B
MRTS J5iAKIH A 2] T FefESE  , AE R 5K B 1Y )
B T] BEE 45 () T
% 3 CIFAR-100 EREE# A5 SERI T b

Comparison of training models with different pruning
methods on CIFAR-100

Hllnse st RO KRR % TR AT %

Table 3

CIFAR-100  VGG-16 NS4 -0.37 38
copt®! 0.9 2.8

Ours 0.7 58.6

ResNet-56 NS 1.1 25

FPGM %) 6.04 51.8

CPOT!2 1.3 52.1

Ours 12 54.2

CWBETE
(c) VGG-16 HIE

1T ImageNet £(H54E 5 CIFAR EHlE4EAH L 2K
RZ PRI AZ B2 IR I R, (AN KT ResNet—56 F A #E 1T
TNk, 7€ CIFAR-10 $#454E LIl 2k ResNet-56 1
SEZE G HA B A AT LB LR 4, fEFR
AMER 25 THR R B (A AR 228/, (H 2
MRTS J5yE7ERE R N 7 Tk 3 T e R AR, 15 51
T /NS R A e i B D RS

%4 ImageNet E7RE 8K A S48 A X LL

Table 4 Comparison of training models with different pruning

methods on ImageNet

WEE BB ik

W/ % HEE T %

ImageNet ResNet—56  NSL3 1.21 52
FPGM! ! 1.93 51.8

SFpL20] 16.3 53

ours 0.78 53.5

S X DR B B AT 5, MRTS 7 B 7E /N
P KB LER AT T AR 25 A B A 2 R

N T i R B AE N AR i L E
HEIIZJE B ResNet—56 5 VGG-16 H1, BN JZ i A
ForAaneE 3 frs, metnl W, A7 B B
ST EAAAE AN (A, — IR (ETE O BT, o — U
{EAE— AR 0 (BRI, PG E A kb3 A 2 I &,
55 P22 SR T BE A R A A

A9 PR
(d) VGG-16 %510 )2

3 EEMHINGEHILGIERFIHRESE

Fig. 3 Histograms of the scale factor distributions after mutual regularization training
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Fig. 6 Comparison of parameter distribution after training with different thinning methods
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Fig. 7 Comparison of accuracy and pruning rate after pruning networks with baseline method and TS method
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