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HHFEL HASEOXEDS BB DHENERKZ1T S MEIZEFRA S T WS SRR ED 0 & DT
H5, ZOMBEIZK L T Generative Adversarial Networks (GANs) (ZEDWZFENA WL DM REIN TS, K
MR TIE, ZTDOH T Attention B4#% %3 A U 72 AttnGAN (Attentional Generative Adversarial Network) % £ 12
U. ZDORA = AL EHRT 5, LR E U TS TIRE I N 7257 Attention B2 E AT 2 Fikz KL, Eie

BEEIT D, RFEIROFHMIZIE,
DUGENR 5Nz,
F—7—K HEZFE. £KETIV, Attention ¥éHE

1 XL &I

HARSHEDOXED & W4 % AT 5 M IE Text-to-Image
Synthesis & MEZIEEBRAICHREINTVWEHEO—DTH
%. Text-to-Image Synthesis (I >V ¥ a—XFTIzLBFY
A Y, EGIRER, EGI0LX ZRERS O R E Rk 2 T )
J—a v IR T H 5.

Z ORIz U TR4EIL Generative Adversarial Networks
(GANs) [1] Z HW BB RE T TWD. — BRI TFHETIE
ERIRDAEREL, /A XLk, GANs & W4
ETNAANASL, Hi§EERT S.

Xu &5 2] RXEERAKRDAERT 556, LREIZEENDH
FEOMMP LR LDND LHERHLTWE. ZTOMRERT N
ZEBITIEHED BRI E DB RITE S TU £ WEGO FEOKTIZ
DD, FIOMEIRL O EMLBEHEHALZXEE M
WTHRZ EKT D8, FIZHEICIR2 6 EbNTNWS. &
EFFR I N7z AttnGAN(Attentional Generative Adversarial
Network) [2] TIXZ OREZ K 5 728IZ Attention FEHEAE A
ENTz. THIZ XD HFEL )L ON#RE ERERIC KRS 5
TRII NI,

Attention BME IR, BEMEIER 4 k4 2 CIn A
TN TWVW5D. Text-to-Image Synthesis & [FEIFRIZ HRSFE & i
%%/ S Visual QA L IEENSMETHENFERZEL T
W5, 0 &5 3B THRE I 7z Attention B IE Text-
to-Image Synthesis DA FKE 7 IVIZx U TS A BEZR O TR
WhreEZ T

AREFFETII B CHRRE S 72 Attention HiRE % AttnGAN
WD AND Z e TXFZ LV ERU B G Z KT 5
ETNVOREEERROEERZITI. FUDIIN—ZAETILE
LT AttnGAN O —fi & 3R L 72 AttnGAN HEIRE 7L & £k
T5. TDH, R—AETFIVIH LTI D Attention HHE
ZEAL, BOMEERET 5.

Inception Score Z M U7z, EBRDOFER, X—ZE T )V & KL T Inception Score

2 FAEWHR

PR CBIERFZE L LT GAN % F W7z XCE D S O A4 i F
B RADOMFRICERDHEE 5 X 72 AttnGAN [2] IZD\WTHik
5.

2.1 GAN ZRWEXEHL S DOERERTFE

Text-to-Image Synthesis Tl GANs % i\ 7zl 23\ < D
PHEINTVWS. Agnese 5 [3] DIREIZ LNIEKREL 5
THHZ GAN FHEEHKENL GAN FHEO 2 BELH D,
FIEMN 7 GAN FHEIEZZOHRTRES A FBIZHHTE S,
FEM7 CGAN FEO S L U Tk Semantic Enhancement
GANSs, Resolution Enhancement GANs, Diversity Enhance-
ment GANs, Motion Enhancement GANs @ 4 f¥ih3dH 5.

ARG THEE T 5 AttnGAN [2] iF Resolution Enhancement
GANs IZ0# 35, Resolution Enhancement GANs (2734
TN D FIEIFARMBRIE D o IRZ I SRR E OB R % BT
58D GANs 2D, ZOHEHOMOREHRFIEITIE
StackGAN [4], StackGAN-++ [5], DM-GAN[6] R &35 5.

StackGAN 1% 2 DD GANs D, Stage-1 GAN TIIXE
&) A X SYHRD BRI 25 & ORI 2 ARG E CTERT 5.
Stage-l GAN TIEFH U XHEEFE L, Stage-l GAN D{KfiF
BB GRIZN T 5 REOEMEEZTTS. Stage- GAN OH X
256 x 256 ¥ 1 XD EREELEE L w5, 7z StackGAN T
I% Conditioning Augmentation (CA) & IFIEN 2 FiEEREL
7o. CAIZE D AJIDOBIEER DA & 72 D HEZ BT 5.

Stack GAN++IFHED GANs %2 RHEED & 5 I2/>. &H)
D GAN TIRMREE DG Z ER L, ZOBOBIELEEZIRD
GAN ANANT 22 L TRZICEHB Z BIREICT 5. 7248
KB E UTXREIZ LB RMNEHZT TR, FMAMLUIHE
MATWD. A EHTIEERESAFEIZ—HLTWBEH
EERL, MU CIRAERBEGRP AR PR 2FET 5.



StackGAN++3 [FABEIZ 256 x 256 Y1 X D & {5 ik D 4=
A AREE T 5.

Bl f&k X 17z DM-GAN Ti& Dynamic Memory ##it % Y
DANGZ L THICAER I NAEBEOEEICESEZ L TTY
. FZTOIENMIBLINSEIRL 2L RETIUNRES
nTW3[7][8].

2.2 AttnGAN

Xu & 2] EXBELARETGEALZE—DORT MVOASEM L
U Tl a £ 5 LMo BEEERS Kb 2 L fahid 5.

AttnGAN [2] £ Z OMEIZHA L T Attentional Generative
Network & Deep Attentional Multimodal Similarity Model
(DAMSM) &IEEN 2 #53E % R D, ARHFFE TR Atten-
tional Generative Network ® % v bV —2IZ&H U 72Kk %
5. Attentional Generative Network I3 H.55 & BIfRD & 2 1
W% fiE 9 5 Attention BERNE % FED.

Attentional Generative Network (& F&E IR IZHEED Gener-
ator b 0, KEETIIRIEOWHELBE AL LTERSZ
& CIRRGEEG D S SR EEG  EKT 5. BB TIIETE
ZH & H GRS HE (Image Feature) &IPS, K FEE O I %
Attention #HE %2 FFDE T IV F* (e, h) DbV, ZOHHEH
WTHEE L RO H 2 IR O 21T 5. F*" (e, h) ~NDA

T HEE R 50 L 72 BRI (Word Feature) e € RP*T
LEGEEE L e ROY THD. D ¥ D IFTNENHER
B e AR ORI, T IEHFER, N IZEGREE DI
AEEERLTVWS. MAHEE N X&ES H, B W OHiGE
BEPS N=HxWIZXoTERLMEL 5. Attention
Bt Fot (e, h) OMBLIZOWT (1)~(4) XzRT. 1) XTIk
U € ROXD (2 kb iR & WIS IOR: ¥ [ LY IC B L
7o e 2185, IRIT (2)(3) T & © BFEREE o & m Gk EE
h OFZFHEL, HEEIZBIL T Softmax TERML L7 B, 215
5. Byl i HHOHFED j FHOEAEIUITT S HEZD
FORMETHD. TDH (4) N CHERBED j FHOHSH
WU RS % word context N2 hb ¢; 2135, word context
NRY MV % B GREE & EES U TROBREO AT & LTW5.

e = Ue (1)
sii = hje; 2
Bii = el ®)

k=0 exp( )

¢ = Zﬁme? (4)

1=0

Attentional Generative Network @ ¥ 72528 % (5) iz
~T. (5) XD Lg 13 (6) RD & 5 124 B D Generator DI
KB EAF UL 725, (6) RNTHRLU % Generator DIF
KB Lo, % (7) XTRT. 2B 1 HARMAM U H T4 R4
WA TH D% ZRL, 6 2 HOSMN & I 4 pKim
BRI LEREDEREL ATV EDEERT L. m IZBEOHK
W, G, 135KED Generator, D; &%) 9 5 Discriminator,
e IIXFELEEFE{LL 72T ML (Sentence Feature), # 1

AREE, N IINARN=RNIXA—XTH 5.
L = Le+ ALpamsm (5)
m—1
Lg = Z Lg, (6)
i=0
1 .
L6, =~ + Bs,mpe, log(Di(1)]

: @
- §E@.Npci [log(D;(%:,¢€)]

%8 D Generator 1ZX)53 % Discriminator Z£#D. Dis-
criminator @ FRBEBEEBIL (8) XD L5124 d. (8) XD«
WEEEG (EET—X) TH5. $F1HE 2HEPLMAMUIET
ERERVP AR B THE N EHEBL, B 3HE 4 HISE
P EHEHTEREGP CEORKREZRA TV I E2HET 5.
Discriminator O KLBEBUILREIEEICEI R I NS,

1
Lp, =- iEmiNPdami [log(Di(w:))]

~ 3 By, log(1 — Di(i0)]
3 Fapi, loa(Di(:, )]
— 3 Bsiapg, ll08(1 — Di(is, @)

(5) NEE_IHD Lpamsm & DAMSM 12 & 2 HEBEBTH
5. DAMSM 3T FAPZYI—KEAA—ITVI—KD 2
DDZa—J)xy b= THEINE XY hT—20ThHS.
DAMSM (2 & b XEAkE & O HEE & A2 s 0 KL % Jl
5. Lpamsm \TXEOEIEZHEZ 2 EGOERKZ 1T > B
BelLTHEZLONS.

Xu 513 3 BEE» SR S N 2 & IC & - T 256 x 256 1

BB EZERL TWED, RIFFHETIE2BEOREEIZL-
T 128 x 128 ¥ XM %E LK 5. DK 2 EDET IV
% AttnGAN PR, AttnGAN O—E#% K 1 12mR7. AR5
TR D7z DIZZ B8 D Generator (ZAHY 9 2 M 25 L
T First Stage Generator & Second Stage Generator & £ i
D7z, 1 @ EIZ First Stage Generator & Second Stage
Generator %% Attentional Generative Network (ZfH49 5.
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3 R—=ZXEFTI

AR BT ER=AETILTH S AttnGAN HEIRE FILIZ
DWTHARS. AttnGAN $ERE TV %K 2 12T

R T R 72 AttnCGAN [2] @ Attention Hff T I3 BB R
& HEGREE % Attention 2, % O 1% WG E & B
5. AttnGAN HEERE 7OV Tkl R, BAAAME, Batch
Normalization & Gated Linear Unit (GLU)[9] ZEH L 7=.
R—RETNOEEZRIZEAL - GLU ZATZF ¥ 2V
228U, #EDF— X% Sigmoid TRILZIZHTED T —
REDEZEBEEMS LSICLTHWS. GLU & Xu 5 [2] D
AttnGAN OFEHEIZEWTT TICHWV SN TS AR I
BATZILT, UBOWMBETES AWV A X2ElHT 5.
AttnGAN #i3E € 7L D [Attention, #AE (concat) , BAiA
# (conv) , GLU] & % & & T Attention Block &R Z &2
T3, BAAREH—F VT A X3x3, ArT1 K1, ¥
Ta4VvZ1ELTWS,
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BEETFTIVER=ZAEFIVIZINZAT 2 IO Attention
HW2EIMUEZ., R=ZAETIVEEREETILD Attention Block
EE3IZRT. 418k 4.2 HiTIER—ZEF VO Attention
Block (2B U 7= 2 FEEED Attention BFEIZ DWW TR S, 4.3
i Attl $25E 7L CIXHLEEREE 125 L T Attention B %
BAUZRBEIDVTHRRS., 4.4 ffi Att2 BEE T IV TIEH
SERFIE 721 T  EREF R U TP Attention RS %
AUREIZOWTIHR S,
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4.1 Modular Co-Attention Networks

Modular Co-Attention Networks (MCAN) X Yu & [10] (2
Lo THREINZ. Yu 5 Self-Attention (SA) & Guided-
Attention (GA) THERL X 7172 3 D Modular Co-Attention
Layer (MCA Layer) %%, MCA Layer % fi\ 7z MCAN %
RELTWVWS. M3(b)(c) KRTHREETNVIZI D 3 FEEHD
MCA Layer DE% SHEIZERKL 7.

3(b) THRT Attl FEEEF L TIRHERHME I T 5 At-
tention & L C MCAN THW 55 3 Self-Attention HH (IX]
4) ZH\Wz. Yu 513 Self-Attention & Guided-Attention {2
DWW Vaswani & [11] DIE? S HRE2E/2 L BRRTHB A,
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DHEHET 4 —R7AT7—Figxy b7 =212 & &@b.m
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MNTHB. KifFE T Self-Attention BEREIZHEH L 72 Dropout
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4.2 Convolutional Block Attention Module

EERRFEE IS 5 Attention IXEERHBEY 1 AP KE L,
AR P90 Z e B TFHIND /280, BEEAR Attention
REPEE L. T 2 THEREREIZN T S Attention & U TH
AR BT 5 5 Convolutional Block Attention Module
(CBAM) [12] %\ 3

CBAM & Channel Attention Module & Spatial Attention
Module & IEEN D 2 D DR % HFD Attention HHETH 5.
CBAM D% % ¥ 5 1277 9. Channel Attention Module &
F ¥ XV HFNZHT 5 Attention TEHROH S H DIZHEL %Y
THEd 5. BRI MaxPool & AveragePool %17\,

@ MLP i2@d. 2oz MBE L, Sigmoid L7zEHA%
DT — & k%fﬁf‘fﬁ:ﬁ 5 Z & T Attention (Z & D A I N B
NR =& KMEE 5. Spatial Attention Module (X225

1253 % Attention TDIE ZIZH EDITHEME Y TH@MEH
H5. F¥xIVAMIZ MaxPool & AveragePool %17\, ik
%, HAAAJEIZET. ZDOH % Sigmoid UL7ZEA% LD

—RIZEERETI) L TRMIES. RBICEOHIE T
DAL MBS 5. AW TlE Spatial Attention Module D&
PIABED I —FNY A X% 5x5 & LTz, RifZETld CBAM
IZ &% Attention % E/FIZXF 2 Self-Attention & FEX.
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Attention Attention

5 Convolutional Block Attention Module

4.3 Attl REETN

Attl JREE T IVIEIR—ZEFTILD Attention Block 2 Lh~R
T HFERF I U T Attention B2 A LTV, Attl $2
FET D Attention Block %X 3(b) IZ/RF. Attl IREET
IV 4.1 Hi Tk R 7z Self-Attention B % HEERHEEIZT LT

BHT 2., 2k D BEEREEOEE RN X -V 2L,
HERFEF R O Attention 125 W T EEHEEN R I EE0 MEEAS &
DI NDEZ RIS,

4.4 Att2REETTIL

Att2 fREE TV CIREEREE 7217 T/ < R FEE 2T L
TH Attention % E AT 5. Att2 F2EE TV D Attention
Block % [ 3(c) IZRT. Att2 IERETIIX 4.2 Hi TR 72
Attention #RE % Attl 25 E TV D Attention Block 123810
U7z, 2 & 0 EERFEEEICT LT, SRNRYIRNE 2

DHEBZH S UHRT I &T, HERMEYL D Attention
EEMNCERIELZ 2205,

5 % B

ARG CTHEM L 2 FEBRICDOWTHR RS, 5.1 fi Tl IR
EUTHALZT— & &y M T OMOEREEIZ DWW TIRA
%. 5.2 HiTIEFE T TDH % Inception Score [13] & A ELHE {5
Iz 2WTikR 5. 5.3 fiTld Inception Score % F\ 7z & &
PR ORERE2RT. EFER—RAETFIVEREETTIVDERK
G U TR 23 5l 2 17 5
5.1 RBRH|TE

ERBEEE L ITRT. SHEERREKOELEF Xu 5 [2]
DFEXESBEIZ LTz, FHEERBRIE Xu 5 DFEEEFRIZU
DAMSM [FFEFEADET N ERAVS. RIFETIET—X &Y
k& U T The Caltech-UCSD Birds-200-2011 Dataset(CUB)
[14] Z AW/, CUB T—& v ME 200 7 7 AT 11,788 ¥
(Ff4:150 7 5 A 8,855 W, 5 A b:50 7 T A 2,933 ) DMHif§A
5. FAEGEIIHLTI0MHDF ¥ 7> 3 2D [4],[15].

#1 ERK

ot AL B Adam
Discriminator %% 0.0002
Generator &% 0.0002

Ny FHA X 20
BRRTRY 78 600

FEAMG T3 Inception Score

5.2 T ffi F &

BET T 23HTIE Xu 5 [2] 25FI1C
[13] # F\»5%. Inception Score DFIH X% (9) RZRT. In-
ception Score IR DL ik & BRI REMEZ W E REE LT
FHINEFMHFETH 5. x IFEKELE, yIEinception EF
WMZEBTXNVDFRFRERTH B, M EHER p(y|x) 13HHK
T AT ORTWIFEFET Y brE—2NI <R 5.

Inception Score



— AR p(y) 1FEREGEN SRR T NVIZEINDIF
ExvhpbE—RE< Db, ZORRKL XAN—Vz VA
(Dxr) WFFELORER p(y) & 5T SR p(y|x) DATRDZEDK
EWVIZEKREL 5. Inception E TV [16] 121 StackGAN [4]
2 5#IZ CUB T— &y M fine-tune T N7z E T IV % H
FAU7z. Inception Score Ml % &€ 7V THE L 72 30,000
MO L TITS. 7272 L2 TOERBBIIN L T—EIZ
Inception Score DF %175 D TIE7 <, 10 H#E L ZDFH
CEMER A RS R E UTRT.

InceptionScore = exp(ExDxkw (p(y|x)||p(y))) )

Inception Score TIEXEDHE % BMUNZ XKML TWB 0%
R5ZEWTERY. £ T Inception Score B3 E\WETILT
ERU 72— HOEGIZN U THEZITY, XEOMEZEAD
ZEMTETVENHRS. £7-ZDFEED S InceptionScore
L DORREERTS.

5.3 Inception Score IC & % FLffi

5.3.1 i Tl Inception Score [13] 12 &k 2#5H %2 /mRT. 5.3.2 fi
B LU 533 MiTREREGRERL, EMERICTHET 5.

5.3.1 #&E T D Inception Score D H

FETIIZH T S inception Score [13] DFHANE R % £ 2 12
AT, R2IDRTR—=—ZRET IV T OKERIX 300epoch 72 5
600epoch % T 10epoch 4512 Inception Score % FHfll U 7z fx kK
fHThHsd. £20 1T7HIZH S AttnGANGEX) 1E Xu 5 [2]
DFHNIZ L BFERTH 5. RBEARWFEICH T 2 ERE GO ES
YA XH128 x 128 ¥4 ATH 2 DIZX LT, Xu 5 DFEHRI
256 x 256 1 A TH 5.

£ 2 & O R=ZEFIMIZHARTHREE T )LD Inception Score
NEWIZ LR bh b

# 2 Inception Score

5L Inception Score
AttnGAN(Gfi30) 4.36 +0.03
R—=ZAET ) 4.43 +0.05
Attl f22€E TV | 4.59 +0.06
Att2 IREEF IV | 4.50+0.05

5.3.2 &ETIVOAERKE

X6 IZRITERBEBRIEITNTNFY TP a v 1 nLoKETIL
10 AR U 758 TH 5.

M6 Lo, R—XPERNETFTIVEBIED Z Wby
%, BlZIEH 6(a) LB RAAHR S, 2 6(b)(c) Ikt BIR
PBE-oED L TWBESIZRZAS. FZEAUETNVTERKL
10 EHARZ L, MKOREIZBTVWED, BRPR-ARY
PHEBGFIZRREZEhbRrd

*y7Fvavi
“this small bird has a bright fiery red breast tapering down to
a yellow tail that is contrasted by a completely black head.”

(c) Att2 IREET IV

M6 Fv7¥arlizxd a4

5.3.3 Fv Va3 O—iEEEL ARG

M7, 8 9IFKETNT, v 7¥a 2D “red” % “black”,
“yellow”, “blue” (ZZ X 7zIRHZ EREHHRN L D & S5 12 &L T 2
ZRT.

R=ZETF LB 7(c) FEEMTADVIEN>TVDE LD
IR Z 2D, REETIMIZEBHSE, 91 “crown” DAL E D F
OB HRERMUTVWELSICARERELHEDONELE-

TWa. LU “Dlue” T L TR EDET L E 2D
NOMNRR B, 7z “speckles” 123 U TEDIFHRA M X T
AV 4N



FyTvav2
“this smaller bird has a gray belly and breast with red speck-

les, a red crown, and a short pointy bill.”

(c) “yellow”

(d) “blue”

9 At BEETFNMICEDZF Y T ar 2120 T B A R

6 & ®

12U Iz 2 D Inception Score [13] DFERE S LIZKET
VORI ZEAT S, KR & D IRET TIOVIE A G D % Bk
T NTARTMLEEF Y TV 3y 2 T B A T I D T REME AR L7, RIS Attl REE TN
BEEWEZRSHUZ. — AT A2 IREET TV Attl 125
E T IVIZHAT Inception Score DMEWAER & o7z, RN &
LT CBAM [12] &7 v 1)V M & Z2[E] /1 & $ 12 MaxPool
& AveragePool % i\ % Attention B TH 5 Z & BFEIT 5
3. MaxPool & AveragePool % f\» % Attention BTl
Attention |2 & 2URFABAIA K E < 225720, FHMlARMEH»K
PUTVWEDTIHRVWINEEZSND.

(d) “blue”

WK 6 1R T ARG E T 5, R—ZETIL (¥ 6(a))
TRERMIZBEGANRHELD. Zhid “black” MV EiMR RIS

(b) “black” 6(b)(c)) TIHEDERLRH B, TDDEPHADKA % DI

TV, FAEREFEMOHEB T “red breast”’ IZFEHT % &

.. DERBAERZ TS ESITHAS. R 6(c) I HATH
6(b) DS AR AN T N\ 72 DB A 72 & % K3 L

F7-533HTRRZESIZXT, 8, 9L TH DM

BTHEIZL > TA=YDORFNZENERONG. 2D XS

Xu 5 [2] L TWB 512, HFELRILVOHENRTE S

(d) “blue” Zxizk v, ERIKREDS—Y O FIRE 7 ¥ 0 T

ERIELTWS20THEEEZLNG. —AREEFL (X
Att2 FERE T (X 6(c)) DFA Attl $2EE TV (K 6(b)) &
(c) “yellow” 9.,
RO —BOHFIT/N—Y DX FIPEHEBITENE RSN S,
M8 Attl HEEFUICEBF v 7 32 2 IR B AR BEEA L, T ORRHADTVPT <D, Inception




Score DA LIZ DR 572D TIHBEVWNEEZONS.
PUERS Att1 HREE T Att2 IREETIVOMHIZEAL
7 BAGEREE IZ XS % Attention BEREDSERITdH 2 W REMEDE
W, F 7 EGRRFEEIZN T 5 Attention BRI Inception Score
OFERTHFERMED A Attention $§EZ2 B A LZETNILE
503, AREBRO—FIZBE W THEOBEHRIIKM T E TV S HE
NHBIehs, WEORMADHDLFZZOND.

7T ¥bhY

AHFZETIE MCAN THEX 172 3 FEHD MCA Layer O
ExESFEIZ, M TREI N Attention BHEZE AL - E
FTIEREL, FEEBREEL%2IT>7. Inception Score # i\
7B B A ORGSR, REETIURR—ZET VLD EHV
AT sk U7z, BT HEER R IZX S 4 Attention %217 D
Attl $2EE 7V Inception Score (ZEWTHRITH 5 ArAeM:
NEWEREZRUZ., SHOKER-AETIVEREETIVOER
MR % I U 25, —BOEERIZEVWTAR—ZETL LD D
XEFENZR - - MP B ENRETH D Z LHER L 72, 5B OH
& U T Inception Score MM DFEAMFEIZ L 5K ETFIVOFE
fili, DT —%%Ey b TOER, R—ZETIVRREET IV
DWH & 256 x 256 ¥ 1 ADEBERDAEZ 5NS. FilfT
[¥ AR T Z 2 TEMERPHEMEIZOWT I S5ITHRET 54
ENH 5.

ARG O—IE, BUFEER (B) GREES 17H01746) DX

BEZITTEITU.
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