Hindawi

Security and Communication Networks
Volume 2023, Article ID 9785972, 1 page
https://doi.org/10.1155/2023/9785972

Retraction

WILEY | Q@) Hindawi

Retracted: Gradient Descent Optimization in Deep Learning
Model Training Based on Multistage and Method

Combination Strategy

Security and Communication Networks

Received 26 December 2023; Accepted 26 December 2023; Published 29 December 2023

Copyright © 2023 Security and Communication Networks. This is an open access article distributed under the Creative Commons
Attribution License, which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is

properly cited.

This article has been retracted by Hindawi, as publisher,
following an investigation undertaken by the publisher [1].
This investigation has uncovered evidence of systematic
manipulation of the publication and peer-review process.
We cannot, therefore, vouch for the reliability or integrity of
this article.

Please note that this notice is intended solely to alert
readers that the peer-review process of this article has been
compromised.

Wiley and Hindawi regret that the usual quality checks
did not identify these issues before publication and have
since put additional measures in place to safeguard research
integrity.

We wish to credit our Research Integrity and Research
Publishing teams and anonymous and named external re-
searchers and research integrity experts for contributing to
this investigation.

The corresponding author, as the representative of all
authors, has been given the opportunity to register their
agreement or disagreement to this retraction. We have kept
a record of any response received.

References

[1] C. Zhang, M. Yao, W. Chen, S. Zhang, D. Chen, and Y. Wu,
“Gradient Descent Optimization in Deep Learning Model
Training Based on Multistage and Method Combination
Strategy,” Security and Communication Networks, vol. 2021,
Article ID 9956773, 15 pages, 2021.


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1155/2023/9785972

Hindawi

Security and Communication Networks
Volume 2021, Article ID 9956773, 15 pages
https://doi.org/10.1155/2021/9956773

Research Article

WILEY

Hindawi

Gradient Descent Optimization in Deep Learning Model Training
Based on Multistage and Method Combination Strategy

Chuanlei Zhang ,! Minda Yao (»,! Wei Chen (,* Shanwen Zhang A Dufeng Chen,’

and Yuliang Wu®

College of Artificial Intelligence, Tianjin University of Science and Technology, Tianjin 300457, China
2School of Mechanical Electronic and Information Engineering, China University of Mining and Technology (Beijing),

Beijing 100083, China

3School of Computer Science and Technology, China University of Mining and Technology, Xuzhou 221116, China
*College of Information Engineering, Xijing University, Xi'an 710123, China

°Beijing Geotechnical and Investigation Engineering Insititute, Beijing 100080, China

®Department of Emergency Management, Sichuan Staff University of Science and Technology, Chengdu 610101, China

Correspondence should be addressed to Wei Chen; chenwdavior@163.com

Received 11 March 2021; Accepted 2 July 2021; Published 23 July 2021

Academic Editor: Chi-Hua Chen

Copyright © 2021 Chuanlei Zhang et al. This is an open access article distributed under the Creative Commons Attribution
License, which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is
properly cited.

Gradient descent is the core and foundation of neural networks, and gradient descent optimization heuristics have greatly
accelerated progress in deep learning. Although these methods are simple and effective, how they work remains unknown.
Gradient descent optimization in deep learning has become a hot research topic. Some research efforts have tried to combine
multiple methods to assist network training, but these methods seem to be more empirical, without theoretical guides. In this
paper, a framework is proposed to illustrate the principle of combining different gradient descent optimization methods by
analyzing several adaptive methods and other learning rate methods. Furthermore, inspired by the principle of warmup, CLR, and
SGDR, the concept of multistage is introduced into the field of gradient descent optimization, and a gradient descent optimization
strategy in deep learning model training based on multistage and method combination strategy is presented. The effectiveness of

the proposed strategy is verified on the massive deep learning network training experiments.

1. Introduction

Today, thanks to the contribution of deep learning and deep
neural networks, artificial intelligence (AI) is a thriving field
with many practical applications and active research topics.
For a deep learning system, modern neural networks play the
core role. These network models show superperformance in
many professional fields like language translation [1], visual
recognition [2], and decision-making [3]. Gradient descent
is the core and foundation of a neural network. Just like the
engine of a car, a deep neural network (DNN) is also
composed of many parts and the core is gradient descent
optimization.

In the fields of gradient descent optimization, quite a few
methods have been proposed to improve the training

performance of neural networks. Learning rate decay
methods like cosine decay and adaptive learning rate
methods like RMSprop [4] and Adam [5] are famous in the
practical neural network training process. The methods
based on gradient estimation, like Momentum [6] and
Nesterov Accelerated Gradient (NAG) [7], are also able to
facilitate the neural network model training. Although these
methods work well, usually they are used alone for neural
network model training. For most cases, few scholars are
willing to employ multiple methods simultaneously for their
model training. Loshchilov and Hutter [8] found that using a
learning rate multiplier method can substantially improve
Adam performance, and they advocate not to overlook the
combining use of learning rate methods for Adam. These
methods can achieve certain improvement effects.
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Nevertheless, they are more like intuitive operations, and
there is no theory to guide how to combine different learning
rate methods for neural network model training.

Based on the above analysis, a gradient descent opti-
mization strategy in deep learning model training based on
multistage and method combination strategy is proposed in
this paper. In summary, the main contributions in this paper
are threefold:

(i) A framework to illustrate the principle of com-
bining different gradient descent optimization
methods by analyzing several adaptive methods and
other learning rate methods was proposed.

(ii) Inspired by the principle of warmup, CLR, and
SGDR, the concept of multistage was introduced
into the field of gradient descent optimization, and a
gradient descent optimization strategy in deep
learning model training based on multistage and
method combination was proposed.

(iii) Extensive experiments have been conducted and the
results validated the effectiveness of the proposed
gradient descent optimization strategy in deep
learning model training based on multistage and
method combination strategy.

2. Related Works

Gradient descent optimization methods have been used
extensively with numerous applications for decades [9].
There are also a great number of deep learning frameworks
giving practical optimization suggestions. In this section, a
brief review is shown on the methods that are the most
related to the research and the exploration of gradient de-
scent optimization.

Learning rate is “the single most important hyper-
parameter” [10] in training neural networks. A fixed value of
the learning rate does not work well. It is impossible to
achieve the best training performance with a too large or too
small learning rate, so different learning rate schedules [11]
try to adjust the learning rate during training through a
predefined schedule, which usually take a function to make
learning rate decay or change parameter when epochs fall
below a threshold [9]. However, these methods, based on
schedules or thresholds, have to be defined in advance and
they are unable to adapt to the characteristics of the training
dataset [12]. Different from the learning rate decay method,
the learning rate warmup method is to raise the learning rate
at the beginning of training, and the most successful warmup
method is gradual warmup [13]. Moreover, both CLR
(Cyclical Learning Rates) [14] and SGDR (Stochastic Gra-
dient Descent with Warm Restarts) [15] have found that
occasionally increasing the learning rate during training may
cause poor model performance in the short term, but the
final training results are better than traditional methods.

Adaptive learning rate methods are a series of learning
rate optimizing methods, which do not need to set a complex
learning rate scheme like learn rate decay. These methods
just set an initial parameter and they can adjust the rate well
based on the specific situations. Adagrad [16] is the first
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widely used adaptive method. RMSprop and Adadelta [17]
have both been developed independently around the same
time stemming from the need to resolve Adagrad’s radically
diminishing learning rates problem [9]. Adaptive Moment
Estimation [5], also known as Adam, takes advantage of
Momentum [6] and RMSprop.

Momentum is a classic method to achieve the conver-
gence quickly and reduce the oscillation of training per-
formance. SGD updates each time in the direction of the
current position along the negative gradient, regardless of
the value of the previous directional gradient. The Mo-
mentum, by introducing a new variable, accumulates the
previous gradient (obtained by exponential decay average)
to accelerate the learning process. Based on this, Nesterov
Accelerated Gradient (NAG) [7] is a way that adds a kind of
prescience ability to Momentum term by a revision factor.

The concept of multiple stages is used extensively in daily
lives and many engineering fields. Different from the one-
stage methods that only employ just one single way to finish
tasks, the multistage ones take specific methods at different
stages, respectively, which can produce better final perfor-
mance than one-stage methods. The idea of multiple stages
has been introduced into deep learning in many aspects, and
some of them have gained many achievements. In the field of
object detection, Zeng et al. [18] took a multistage archi-
tecture to handle the complex distributed samples situation
on pedestrian detection. Sermanet et al. [19] introduced an
unsupervised feature learning model with multistage feature
to help detect pedestrians, and Ouyang et al. [20] proposed a
multistage and deformable deep convolutional neural net-
work called DeepID-Net to assist the work of object de-
tection. Though the object detection methods based on deep
learning are mainly divided into multistage categories and
one-stage categories, most objection detection methods
belong to multistage methods. Moreover, a multistage deep
learning framework was proposed by Yan et al. [21] to solve
the problems of body part recognition. Besides employing
multistage methods to improve training performance, Yuan
[22] showed a multistage analysis method on real-time
malware detection.

With the development of deep learning, it is increasingly
difficult for us to train gradually diversified and complicated
neural networks with single learning rate adjustment
methods. In fact, in addition to using an optimization
method alone, multiple methods can also be combined to
improve the training performance of neural networks. Al-
though some engineers have tried to use multiple methods
together, these operations are intuitive. The advice that a
learning rate multiplication schedule on Adam can be used
to improve performance is claimed by Loshchilov and
Hutter [8]. Szegedy et al. [23] reached the best performance
of models using RMSprop with an exponential rate to decay
learning rate. Different from the conventional suggestion
that Adam does not need to adjust, Wilson et al. [24] found
that the initial learning rate and decay method for Adam can
be adjusted to achieve a significant improvement over its
default settings in all the cases. Meanwhile, TensorFlow,
Keras, and PyTorch also allow developers to set the decay
factors to control built-in optimizers like SGD, Adam, and
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RMSprop. These methods have certain effects; however,
there is no reasonable interpretation for them, and there is
no guideline on combining different optimization methods.

3. Analysis of Gradient Descent
Optimization Methods

3.1. Affecting Factors on Gradient Descent. Gradient descent
is the core and foundation of the BP neural network. It can
be seen from the update formula of the parameters and the
changes before and after the update at each iteration:

0, =0,_, —ag,, (1)
AD, = —ag;,

where 0§, is the parameters of t iteration, « is the learning rate,
and g, is the gradient estimation value of ¢ iteration. We can
detect that the main factors affecting the gradient descent
method are learning rate o and gradient estimation g,. At the
same time, it can be found that the learning rate and the
estimated value of gradient are two unrelated factors.
Therefore, optimization measures on both factors can im-
prove the gradient descent method, respectively.

3.2. Categories of Gradient Descent Optimization Methods.
From the analysis of gradient descent above, the core factors
that can have an impact on performance are learning rate
and gradient estimation. There are two common categories
of gradient descent optimization methods, which are
learning rate adjustment methods which improve the sta-
bility of models, and gradient estimation optimization
methods which correct the gradient of current iteration to
improve training speed.

Obviously, the adaptive learning rate methods are based
on gradient instead of learning rate. And to illustrate the two
categories in a more exact and specific way, several common
optimization methods for corresponding categories are
listed in Table 1.

4. Framework of Combining Multiple Gradient
Descent Optimization Methods

4.1. Analysis of the Adaptive Methods and Learning Rate
Adjustment Methods. Just like Loshchilov and Hutter [8]
suggested in their paper, schedules can substantially improve
Adam’s performance. Although the names of these methods
are called adaptive learning rate methods, in fact, these
methods are kinds of optimization of gradient estimation.
And the analysis of these methods is as follows.

4.1.1. Adagrad. For Adagrad, compute gradient and accu-
mulate squared gradient of each parameter at the iteration:

t
G =) 9,90, (2)
7=1

where © is an elementwise multiplication and g, € R is
the gradient of the current parameter at the 7 iteration.

The update value of parameters in Adagrad is

A6, =

(44
— o0
[—Gt T e 9, (3)

where « is the learning rate and ¢ is a smoothing term that
avoids division by zero. As the learning rate is predefined
before training, equation (4) also can be seen as

1
AB, = _“(——Gt — Ogr). (4)

From equation (3), we know that G, is the calculation of
the previous gradient, so the expressions enclosed in pa-
rentheses can be seen as one kind of gradient revision. It is
defined as g;:

1
/_
9t = Gt +£®gr- (5)

Thus, the update value of Adagrad can be described as
follows:

AB, = —ag; (6)

which is similar to the update process of classic gradient
descent. So Adagrad can be seen as an optimization method
based on the gradient.

4.1.2. RMSprop. As RMSprop is the improvement version of
Adagrad, the update process of RMSprop is similar to
Adagrad. For RMSprop, we can calculate an exponentially
decaying average of squared gradients first.

G, =BG,y + (1-P)g, 09,

Lo (7)
=(1-p) ) B g.07,
7=1
where f3 is the decay rate which is usually suggested to be set
t0 0.9. And the update value of parameters in RMSprop is the
same as Adagrad:
o

AO, = ——
t /—Gt T SQgT- (8)

Similarly, the simplification idea of the Adagrad method
can also be applied here. g; is described as follows:

1
!
=—Q0
9t G v 9r, 9)

and the update value of RMSprop is defined as
A, = —ocg;. (10)

Therefore, RMSprop is an optimization method based on
gradients actually. On the basis of the analysis, the learning
rate optimization method can be used to improve the
training performance.

4.1.3. Adam. Adam is another extensively used method that
adjusts the learning rate adaptively for every parameter.
Adam is a combination of different gradient optimization



Security and Communication Networks

TaBLE 1: The categories of common optimization methods.

Learning rate adjustment method

Gradient estimation optimization method

Momentum
Nesterov Momentum
Adagrad

Adadelta

RMSprop

Adam
ReduceLROnPlateau
Piecewise constant
Exponential decay
Natural exponential decay
Polynomial decay
Cosine decay
Gradual warmup

SSSSSS S

S SNSSSS

methods. Not only is an exponentially decaying average of
past squared gradients computed, like Adadelta and
RMSprop, but also Adam takes an exponentially decaying
average of past gradients, which is similar to Momentum.

M, =B M, + (1-B))g; (11)

G, =BG,y + (1 _ﬁz)thQw (12)

where f3; and f3, are the decay rates which are suggested to
follow the default values. M, and G, are defined to estimate
the mean of past gradients (the first moment) and the
uncentered variance of past gradients (the second moment),
respectively.

As the decaying rates usually cause some biases problem,
it is necessary to do the bias-correction work.

M,
£ 1— tl’
(13)
~ G
G =—".
1-B,
Therefore, the update value of Adam is defined as
(44 —~
AO; = ——=M,
G +¢e (14)
The gradient part of A, also can be defined as
S
9 = —=——=M,, (15)
G, +¢
1 _
A, = —a| ———M1,
G, +¢ (16)

_ i
= —Qg;.

From equation (16), it can be found that all the oper-
ations are based on past gradients of the current parameters,

which have no relationship to learning rate. Hence, Adam
could have a better performance with the assistance of
learning rate methods.

4.2. Combination Framework for Different Optimization
Methods. From the analysis of adaptive methods and the
categorization of learning rate adjustment methods, it can be
found that these adaptive methods are not pure learning rate
methods and they can be seen as optimization of gradient
estimation (for the whole training process, the value of
learning rate is still the initial learning rate and not changed
by adaptive methods. In practice, adaptive methods take
gradient as an extraregulator on gradient descent, adjusting
the actual updates of parameters based on the changes of
current iteration’s gradient, to attach the called adaptive
performance). So, in this section, we will justify the com-
bination of different learning rates by explaining the process
of calculating the current learning rate in neural networks
training.

According to the operation rules of polynomials, for a
set of equations, multiple terms can be combined into one,
and a polynomial can also be thought of as a combination
of terms. Hence, the adjustment operations of the learning
rate can be regarded as a combination outcome of mul-
tiple equations. That is, the value of the learning rate at a
certain moment can be obtained by combining multiple
learning rate adjustment methods, which is shown in
Figure 1.

As shown in Figure 1, this framework for combining
multiple gradient descent optimization methods can be
more intuitively understood. For multiple learning rate
adjustment methods which are set simultaneously, we can
obtain the actual learning rate function before training, and
then the change curve of the learning rate during the entire
training process can be obtained.

For different gradient estimation-based optimization
methods, they are based on gradient but have various
method logics. As we know, in the training process, each
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FIGURE 1: Framework for combining multiple gradient descent optimization methods.

parameter has its own gradient value at every moment, and a
parameter only has one gradient value at the same time.
Therefore, two and more different optimization methods
(based on the same gradient) can be combined without
conflicts, and the widely used Adam which has been ana-
lyzed above is the typical example which can be seen as the
combination of RMSprop and Momentum.

5. Multistage Gradient Descent
Optimization Strategy

In this section, a gradient descent optimization strategy in
deep learning model training based on multistage and
method combination strategy is proposed.

5.1. Multistage Gradient Descent Optimization Strategy.
Just like the other applications of multiple stages in deep
learning, we propose a new strategy in the field of gradient
descent optimization which can improve the performance of
models with the idea of multiple stages. And this strategy is
inspired by three methods: warmup, CLR, and SGDR.
Warmup takes a pair of opposite methods for the beginning
and the following timepieces of training. Both CLR and
SGDR divide the whole training process into several
timepieces and have an adjustment on the learning rate value
of each timepiece.

This kind of strategy is to divide the whole training
process into several timepieces and set separate methods for
different timepieces. Different from the fixed cyclical
timepieces or the predefined changes on cyclical timepieces,
this strategy is more flexible in training, and one optimi-
zation method can be used for a long timepiece. One long
timepiece can be regarded as a continuous timepiece that is
composed of several short timepieces. Based on this, one
optimization method can be used for this long timepiece to
achieve the performance of training in a long timepiece.
Meanwhile, as each timepiece has its specific method, not
only the optimization methods can be arranged before
training, but the method of the next timepiece also can be
changed following the current timepiece based on the
training situation in the current timepiece. To illustrate this
strategy clearly, the features and differences of the proposed
multiple stages strategy and CLR/SGDR are presented in
Table 2.

The training procedure can be separated into three steps.
In the first step, the training process is divided into several
timepieces equally. And in the second step, different or the
same optimization methods are set in separate timepieces. In
the third step, if the arrangement of optimization methods is
inappropriate for the next timepieces, the arrangement can
be changed. The third step is optional. Figure 2 shows the
process vividly, and the training time can be divided into
several timepieces. Then, learning rate methods can be
arranged to separate timepieces based on the training
situation.

5.2. Combinations of Different Gradient Descent Optimization
Methods. We have analyzed the combination cases of
learning rate adjustment methods and gradient estimation-
based optimization methods. In this part, we will try to figure
out how to combine different gradient descent optimization
methods.

For each of these two combination classes, various
optimization methods of the current class can be utilized
together to improve the training performance, and this can
be called inner combination strategy (the combined
methods belong to the same class). Meanwhile, we have to
face some more complicated situations where the inner
combination strategies do not work well and need a new
strategy that is equipped with two or more classes of
methods to handle these complex situations powerfully,
which is called mixed combination strategy (the combined
combination of methods belong different classes). The ef-
fectiveness of the adaptive learning rate adjustment methods
and other learning rate methods shows that the two classes
optimization methods can work simultaneously to accelerate
deep learning networks training. The combination idea is
demonstrated in Figure 3. Figure 3(a) presents the inner
combination cases of learning rate adjustment methods or
gradient estimation-based methods and Figure 3(b) is the
representation of mixed cases, where learning rate adjust-
ment methods and gradient estimation-based methods can
work together.

5.3. Multistage Strategy Combining Multiple Gradient Descent
Optimization Methods. Though the function of these
methods can be combined as a whole, in practice, the neural
network executes all methods one by one. And such kind of
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TasLE 2: The differences between multistage strategy and CLR/SGDR.

Features CLR and SGDR

Fixed or predefined
Only predefined

Proposed multistage strategy

Changeable
Predefined but changeable

The length of timepieces
Methods for each timepiece

Training time

<>

Step 1
Piece 1 Piece 2 Piece 3 Piece4 ... Piece k
Optimizer | Optimizer = Optimizer = Optimizer Optimizer
1 2 3 4 k
Step 2
Piece 1 Piece 2 Piece 3 Piece4 .. Piece k
Optimizer ~ Optimizer | Optimizer  Optimizer Optimizer
1 1 4 3 2
Step 3
Piece 1 Piece 2 Piece 3 Piece4 ... Piece k
FIGURE 2: The training procedure of multistage strategy.
Learning
rate
methods
Method 1
Method 2 Gfadle.m
estimation
Method 3 methods

Training time

(a)

Training time
(b)

FIGURE 3: Combination strategy. Each method has its own color to mark itself. (a) Inner combination case; (b) mixed combination case.

implementation inevitably will lead to some conflicting
operations. For instance, the conflicting operations happen
when learning rate decay and warmup are triggered in the

same iteration, and this, which takes a rise operation and a
decay operation on learning rate simultaneously, would
waste lots of time and computing resources. Actually, the
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result can be obtained at a relatively low cost by calculating
the final value of the learning rate before operations on it at
the current iteration, and this can work well because we just
execute the significant part which removed the conflicting
part from the whole. To avoid conflicting situations, in the
proposed multistage learning rate adjustment strategy, these
methods which have conflicting operations can be arranged
in separated timepieces.

In order to explain this process more clearly, the process
is presented in Figure 4. The left part shows the two strategies
introduced above, and the right part demonstrates the ad-
vantages of the combination of the two strategies. Obviously,
this strategy is a combination of the proposed combination
framework and combination strategy, using their greatest
strengths to further optimize the gradient descent method.

Many methods belong to learning rate adjustment
methods and the typical conflicting situations are as follows.
For the combination of learning rate decay and warmup, the
actual operations on the value of learning rate decrease and
raise which is the typical opposite operations, and the effect
of this combination might be worse than separate use of
them. However, when they are allocated into different
timepieces, it is possible to achieve the amazing performance
of training which is more accurate and stable.

The conflicting situation of gradient estimation is likely
to happen with learning rate methods. Thus, there are
scenarios in which some methods with similar principles,
like RMSprop and Adam, which are the original method and
improved one, are employed together. It is better to allocate
these methods to different timepieces and they are used
separately. This is to say, for some timepieces, only one
method might be a better choice. If the two methods are used
at the same time, unpredictable results could be produced.
Therefore, arranging these conflicting methods separately is
a wise way to avoid some unexpected results.

The details of combination methods also can be pre-
sented in Table 3, where “Y” represents the workable
timepieces, “N” represents the nonworkable timepieces, LR
method means learning rate, and GE method means gra-
dient estimation-based method. Thus, a simple schedule
table can show the methods in the whole training process.

6. Experiment

In this section, we evaluated the performance of the pro-
posed strategies by training ResNet and LSTM (Long-Short
Term Memory) [25] on the MNIST [26], CIFAR-10 [27], and
IMDB [28]. CNN (convolutional neural network) and RNN
(recurrent neural network) are the famous models in deep
learning, and the ResNet and LSTM are the typical and
extensively used CNN and RNN models. The MNIST dataset
is a handwritten digit dataset with 10 types of digital labels
which contain 60,000 examples for training and 10,000
examples for testing. These handwritten digits have been
standardized in size and are located in the center of the
image, which is a fixed size (28 x 28 pixels). CIFAR-10 is a
classic CV (Computer Vision) dataset that consisted of
60,000 pieces of 328 x 32 color images, and the dataset can be
split into 10 classes and 100 classes, respectively, with 50,000

training images and 10,000 test images. Moreover, the IMDB
dataset is another typical dataset for analyzing the perfor-
mance of RNN models like LSTM. This dataset contains
50,000 comments from the Internet Movie Database, all of
which have obvious emotional bias. Among them, 25,000
comments are used as the training set and 25,000 comments
are used as the test set, and each part accounts for 50%
positive and negative comments. The experiments are
conducted with hardware configuration ThinkPad T480s
with Intel Core i5-8250 CPU, 24GB ddr4 2133 MHz
memory, and a GPU of NVIDIA MX150.

6.1. Conflict of Learning Rate Adjustment Methods. The fa-
mous warmup also consists of the conflicting operations that
raise and decrease the learning rate at the beginning and the
rest of the timepieces, but it can achieve a good training
performance. Thus, the obvious consequence is that better
performance of training can be obtained by arranging
conflicting methods in separate timepieces.

To explore the influence of conflicting situations when
combining different learning rate adjustment methods, for
example, in every iteration, learning rate increases 1% and
then reduces 1%. In case of the disturbances on learning rate
from gradient methods, we take SGD on the models of
LSTM and ResNet-20 to evaluate the performance.

The result is shown in Figure 5, which shows the ac-
curacy and loss during training. It can be found straight-
forward that the curves of rising and decay are similar to the
only decay one. And the performance of conflict cases is a
little poor.

After the analysis of training performance, we involve
execution time as another performance indicator. Because
the optimization methods are executed one by one, there is
no doubt that too many operations on learning rate value
will slow down the executing speed. The documents of the
executing time about conflicting situations and non-ones on
ResNet20 with common optimizers are shown in Tables 4
and 5 by units of ms/batch and s/epoch, respectively. The
tendency can be vividly found from the two tables that the
complexity and amount of operations on the learning rate
will prolong the executing time of optimizers. This analysis
indicates that users should avoid the low-level conflicting
operations and time costing complex operations.

6.2. Results of Multistage Strategy. There are many indicators
to justify this strategy and evaluate the performance. We
choose the most intuitive way to demonstrate it, taking
different methods to compare the performance of different
adjustment strategies and executing 10 epochs of training for
each method. The performances of these are shown in Ta-
bles 6 and 7. For each of the two tables, the outcome of the
first line which uses SGD for the whole training is worse than
the performance of the next two lines which take another
optimization method on the second timepiece of training.
Therefore, it can be vividly concluded that the performances
of a multistage strategy are better than the ones that only
take a single optimization method during the whole training.
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Method 1
:D Method 2
Method 1 Method 3
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FIGURE 4: Multistage strategy combining multiple gradient descent optimization methods. Each method is present as special color, and the
timepieces are filled with the corresponding method color.

TaBLE 3: Schedule table for optimization methods used in the training process.

Optimization Pieces

Methods Piece 1 Piece 2 Piece 3
LR method 1
LR method 2
LR method 3
LR method 4
LR method 5
GE method 1
GE method 2
GE method 3

27 7
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< ZZ << =22
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FiGure 5: Continued.
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FiGure 5: Comparison between a conflict operation and a single operation of learning rate on CIFARIO0. (a, b) The comparison result of

LSTM, and (c, d) the comparison result of ResNet-20.

TaBLE 4: Executing time of conflicting situations on learning rate.

TaBLE 7: The performance of the three timepieces training.

Methods Decay 1R1D 2R2D 3R3D 5R5D
RMSprop 64 69 70 71 72
Adam 70 78 79 81 83
NAdam [29] 79 91 92 93 95
AdaMax [5] 74 89 90 92 94
Adadelta 83 104 106 108 112
Adagrad 82 107 108 109 111

Unit: ms/batch; kRKD: raise k times and decrease k times on learning rate
for each iteration.

TaBLE 5: Executing time of conflicting situations on the learning

rate.

Methods Decay 1R1D 2R2D 3R3D 5R5D
RMSprop 100 108 109 111 113
Adam 109 122 124 126 129
NAdam 124 142 145 146 149
AdaMax 115 139 141 143 147
Adadelta 129 162 165 168 176
Adagrad 128 167 170 171 173

Unit: s/epoch; kRKD: raise k times and decrease k times on learning rate for

each iteration.

TaBLE 6: The performance of the two timepieces training.

ResNet-20 on Cafri-

LSTM on IMDB

10
Val-loss Val-acc Val-loss Val-acc
SGD + SGD 0.9409 0.7419 0.6890 0.5831
SGD + RMSprop 0.8670 0.7706 0.4336 0.8367
SGD + Adam 0.8751 0.7641 0.9210 0.8100

ResNet-20 on 4 o o1 IMDB

Cafri-10
Val-loss Val-acc Val-loss Val-acc
SGD + SGD + SGD 0.8673 0.7599 0.6341 0.6461
SGD + RMSprop+SGD  0.5108  0.8822  0.4824 0.8330
SGD + Adam + SGD 0.5994 0.8524 0.9417 0.8112

6.3. Results of Combination Strategies. Two typical learning
rate adjustment methods called decay and cosine decay are
used to make a study. On the ResNet20 network, the
comparison of the training performance of single and
combination strategies, respectively, under 100 epochs is
shown in Figure 6.

Now, we compare the performance of single decay and a
combination of cosine decay and single decay. Based on the
results in Figure 6, accuracy and loss curves during the
training process of 100 epochs show that the big benefit of
the combination strategy can bring in training.

To measure the performance on combination strategies,
taking the cosine decay with decay of 1le— 6 as the learning
rate part, meanwhile, SGD with Momentum, Adam, and
RMSprop are three typical gradient estimation optimization
methods. Figures 7 and 8 are the comparisons of a single
category method and combined categories methods, and it
can be vividly detected that the performance of a combined
one is greater than noncombined.

6.4. Multistage Strategy Combining Multiple Gradient Descent
Optimization Methods. The researchers evaluate this strat-
egy with extensive experiments, and the outcomes are shown
in Tables 8-15. The whole training time of 20 epochs is
divided into two timepieces equally and follows the
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FIGURE 6: Performance of decay and combination of cosine decay and decay during 100 epochs of training on MNIST. (a, b) The accuracy
and loss of the result (init-Ir = 0.01).
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FiGure 7: Combined strategy versus noncombined strategy (1). A combined strategy of SGD with Momentum, Adam, and RMSprop with
cosine decay versus SGD with Momentum, Adam, and RMSprop. (a, d) The comparison results of SGD with Momentum and cosine decay,
(b, e) the comparison results of Adam and cosine decay, and (c, f) the comparison results of RMSprop and cosine decay.

multistage strategy to take various gradient descent opti-
mization methods on these two timepieces. We take the
same method on both timepieces to simulate non-one that
takes one method for the whole training.

The conclusions can be drawn from the training
performance that, (1) compared with multistage strate-
gies, no single method alone is able to reach the best
performance. From Tables 8 to 15, we can see that the best
result follows the multistage strategy in all experiments.
(2) Not all the combined strategies of multiple stages

methods will work in all circumstances. For instance, in
Table 15, the performance of the “(Adam +d) + Adam”
method is worse than the “(Adam + d) + (Adam + d)” with
ResNet and LSTM. Therefore, it is crucial for users to
realize this point and resort to other effective multistage
methods (3) For the results of ResNet-20 on Cafri-10 and
LSTM on IMDB, there is no method which can achieve the
highest accuracy on these two cases at the same time.
Hence, taking advantage of the flexible feature of the
proposed strategy is a wise choice.
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TaBLE 8: Performance of the proposed method, SGD.
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TaBLE 12: Performance of the proposed method, SGD with decay.

ResNet-20 on LSTM on IMDB

ResNet-20 on LSTM on IMDB

Cafri-10 Cafri-10

Val-loss Val-acc Val-loss Val-acc Val-loss Val-acc Val-loss Val-acc
SGD + SGD 1.0178 0.6948 0.6919 0.5570 (SGD +d) + SGD 1.0363 0.6929 0.6888 0.5778
SGD + (SGD + M) 1.0763 0.7134 0.4408 0.7971 (SGD +d) + (SGD + M) 0.7713 0.7875 0.4271 0.8044
SGD + (SGD +d) 0.9607 0.7168 0.6890 0.5777 (SGD +d) + (SGD + d) 1.1088 0.6678 0.6888 0.5871
SGD + (SGD + M +d) 0.9040 0.7557 0.4353 0.7982 (SGD+d)+(SGD+M+d) 0.8374 0.7716 0.3906 0.8250
SGD + RMSprop 0.9408 0.7419 0.4287 0.8367 (SGD + d) + RMSprop 1.2161 0.7117 0.4230 0.8371
SGD + (RMSprop + d) 1.0131 0.7298 0.4342 0.8237 (SGD +d) + (RMSprop + d) 12169 0.6751 0.4650 0.8346
SGD + Adam 0.8751 0.7641 0.9210 0.8100 (SGD +d) + Adam 0.8920 0.7580 0.8291 0.7968
SGD + (Adam + d) 1.0692 07274 08172  0.8130 (SGD +d) + (Adam + d) 11164 0.6890 0.7607 0.8131

m: Momentum, D: decay by le— 6 every iteration, and “()”: take methods
at the same timepiece. The bold values represent the best results.

TaBLE 9: Performance of the proposed method, RMSprop.

ResNet-20 on LSTM on IMDB

Cafri-10

Val-loss Val-acc Val-loss Val-acc
RMSprop + SGD 0.5968 0.8513 0.4859 0.8358
RMSprop + (SGD +d) 0.5889 0.8529 0.4676 0.8344
RMSprop + (SGD + M) 0.7347 0.8057 0.5672 0.8311
RMSprop +(SGD+M+d) 0.8832 0.7754 0.5583  0.8309
RMSprop + RMSprop 0.8139 0.7978 0.8128 0.8143
RMSprop + (RMSprop+d)  0.7960 0.7927 0.7715  0.8126
RMSprop + Adam 0.9790 0.7513 0.9848 0.8129
RMSprop + (Adam + d) 0.6724 0.8258 0.9556  0.8126

The bold values represent the best results.

TaBLE 10: Performance of the proposed method, Adam.

ResNet-20 on } orr on IMDB

Cafri-10

Val-loss Val-acc Val-loss Val-acc
Adam + SGD 0.6088 0.8494 0.9167 0.8135
Adam + (SGD + M) 0.6582 0.8335 1.0421 0.8156
Adam + (SGD +d) 0.6108 0.8451 0.9032 0.8140
Adam + (SGD + M + d) 0.7453 0.8093 1.1045 0.8150
Adam + RMSprop 0.6929 0.8304 1.1457 0.8089
Adam + (RMSprop + d)  0.8948 0.7816 1.1166 0.8038
Adam + Adam 0.8138 0.7999 1.2044 0.8060
Adam + (Adam + d) 1.1411 0.7164 1.3086 0.8089

The bold values represent the best results.

TaBLE 11: Performance of the proposed method, SGD with
Momentum.

The bold values represent the best results.

TaBLE 13: Performance of the proposed method, SGD with Mo-
mentum and decay.

ResNet-20 on LSTM on
Cafri-10 IMDB
Val- Val- Val- Val-
loss acc loss acc
(SGD + M +d) + SGD 0.6324 0.8340 0.3736 0.8366
(SGD + M +d) + (SGD + M) 0.8533 0.7737 0.3770 0.8369
(SGD + M +d) +(SGD + d) 0.6485 0.8278 0.3970 0.8234
(SGD+M+d)+(SGD+M+d) 0.8289 0.7868 0.4274 0.8036
(SGD+M +d) + RMSprop 0.9795 0.7593 0.4949 0.8245

(SGD + M +d) + (RMSprop +d) 0.8371 0.7884 0.4587 0.8279
(SGD + M +d) + Adam 1.2722 0.7058 0.8569 0.8091
(SGD + M + d) + (Adam + d) 0.7481 0.8112 0.9056 0.8070

The bold values represent the best results.

TABLE 14: Performance of the proposed method, RMSprop with
decay.

ResNet-20 on LSTM on
Cafri-10 IMDB
Val-  Val- Val- Val-
loss acc loss acc
(RMSprop +d) + SGD 0.6149 0.8464 0.4872 0.8338
(RMSprop +d) + (SGD + d) 0.9866 0.7530 0.5555 0.8289
(RMSprop +d) + (SGD + M) 0.6012 0.8493 0.4848 0.8341
(RMSprop +d) + (SGD+M+d) 0.7868 0.7915 0.5462 0.8257
(RMSprop + d) + RMSprop 0.7120 0.8212 0.7487 0.8161

(RMSprop +d) + (RMSprop +d) 0.9602 0.7771 0.8846 0.7980
(RMSprop + d) + Adam 0.8002 0.7920 0.9164 0.8114
(RMSprop +d) + (Adam + d) 0.8254 0.8000 1.0931 0.8146

The bold values represent the best results.

TaBLE 15: Performance of the proposed method, Adam with decay.

ResNet-20 on LSTM on IMDB

ResNet-20 on oy o0 IMDB

Cafri-10 Cafri-10

Val- Val- Val- Val- Val- Val- Val- Val-

loss acc loss acc loss acc loss acc
(SGD + M) + SGD 0.6313 0.8359 0.3745 0.8170 (Adam + d) + SGD 05980 0.8513 0.9323 0.8143
(SGD + M) + (SGD + M) 0.6970 0.8191 0.4320 0.8130 (Adam +d) + (SGD + d) 0.5959 0.8528 0.9291 0.8150
(SGD + M) + (SGD +d) 0.6468 0.8321 0.3924 0.8225 (Adam + d) + (SGD + M) 0.6745 0.8217 1.0951 0.8172
(SGD+M)+(SGD+M+d) 0.7518 0.7969 0.3808 0.8318 (Adam+d) +(SGD+M+d) 0.6960 0.8232 1.1128 0.8137
(SGD + M) + RMSprop 0.8214 0.7911 0.4959 0.8300 (Adam + d) + RMSprop 0.7657 0.8078 1.3052 0.7917
(SGD + M) + (RMSprop+d) 1.0059 0.7338 0.4626 0.8325 (Adam +d) + (RMSprop+d) 0.7760 0.8100 1.0837 0.8137
(SGD + M) + Adam 09730 0.7499 0.8488 0.8143 (Adam + d) + Adam 1.0136 0.7399 1.1720 0.8048
(SGD + M) + (Adam + d) 0.8190 0.7899 0.9352 0.8083 (Adam + d) + (Adam + d) 0.9641 0.7509 1.2429 0.8060

The bold values represent the best results.

The bold values represent the best results.



14

7. Conclusion

In this paper, we investigated an optimization method
combination framework and a multistage combination
strategy for gradient descent optimization methods to im-
prove the training of DNNs. Our combination framework
has improvements compared to noncombined ones for the
100 epochs training on MNIST. Meanwhile, we conducted
extensive experiments of ResNet-20 on Cafri-10 and LSTM
on IMDB for 20 epochs to evaluate the proposed multistage
strategy which is based on the proposed method combi-
nation framework. The experiment results demonstrated
that multistage applications of optimization methods have
better performance than one-stage ones. In future, we will
extend the proposed strategy to more classic CNNs training.
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