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(R 25 B AT H SR RE T I, 7E AR A7 it Bt % B8 22 I W 2% o B HE B 28 1B O — N8 B R 51 )
(R TT . RIS 2] (federated learning) 2 fE N —FH M N TR BEIEREEI A, 75 2016 F AR
(Google) TSt t, BB Z A i (AFEB& . 781, MR . HE5E) 7E— DR IR AR IMAHLT,
PRI ZRASE R FLORE AN 7 i 4 J5R 48 5000 AN 12 AR b 1) — P L% 2% STHESE B BRIR 4 5] B A 2%

Sl (REM, IRER, ki, T EHE 1 B SRS o) —— — R TS8O AR 2 k. E R
{5 BRI, 2022, 52: 2306-2320, doi: 10.1360/SSI-2021-0152
Ni X M, Shen X Y, Zhang H. Adaptive personalized federated learning for heterogeneous data: a method based on
parameter decomposition and continual learning (in Chinese). Sci Sin Inform, 2022, 52: 2306-2320, doi: 10.1360/
SSI-2021-0152

© 2022 (PERZE) it www.scichina.com infocn.scichina.com



HEBYEERE B2 Hi124

BEARAL Gt P A BIL 2% S D7 00 R ) — B8 R GE IR R FL XU AT SEAE A A 1)) ZEHERS R 40 L X
Br e B BT R 2 W 6] S5 AR 22 SR o LR AR SE T S5, DR ELAE R FT R SE 2 T R 52 31 1 A
RKIE.

FETH )10 5550 8 WK 22 2 BB by, B8 DA BEAN I8 (0 07 s A AE B LLUT TH A 2 i b, X
SERL B B R A IR B A Rk, 0 HA RE TRl A A Tl 2k, X 48 i B S5 AL g i Bl S 1 2%
oy HR A A E 1 70 A0 30 ST AT IR KA ), th DR SR W o S A i AT GBS A L Bl
FAF, LA B R 537 20 2% S I A5 4 Pk ik (78 Sty Bt pb ks 4% % 7 st 25 AR [F) 404 (3
1ID), JXAERFR ST BB A — NI RURFAE, PUOAAE SEPR R i, RS 7 st B FRF 2 I P, e g
HhER A BB S KIN TR) B 1, A4S B RSS2, o HOX SR AN 5 oAb 2 P i w2k Al
Fran LT I, ARAT— N5 7 i (0 Bl 6 0 AT AR IS TR AR IR AR, %% 7 i b ) JR o S I REAR AT g
ST B TR i R RE AL T IR ARV EBHS 27 ST SRt i A il REAN L 45 AR 23 H s SR R A

SIS 2 31 02 AR SO B A i 25 PE i

ET A MW FORR, BATER R, Bl 7oA T A A 1 AT LA 8] A [ P A 4 R 3[R
INUAZE FE. A 4ERERA, MR AT LN e P i B — DN A S HeE RIF i S 2R, 285
PAASPEACAE R N BLRR 78, sREA Roib 20 7 s 2 2 (6] A EL T30, AR IRV 4E R, W R AT
B RO E VIR DL AR I 2 A ) 2P S et B B RDR, SRR AT 2 i) A R RIS 824508 T 2%

BT FRFEE, AR —F HIERLAEAECH % 2] (adaptive personalized federated learning,
APFL) J77k, 2 A 5] NEFS22% 3] (continual learning) [ 5 )2 504> fif semg (101 R $500E MIAL 5
I (L8] 243 ) B [ 4 4 ) A 2 S WD M T ARV ISR 1o . 5 20, FRAVIAE % B) R 2 805
figeskm 001 AR BIZE T BRI SR — AP0 aa A & R AL S, B M i — AN I RS 1) | H G B G| T R AR
SHER P wm ERIGR, JF 3R 1 4 R ILE SN Pt e S8 A, RATKEANE S
S PAT R AL I FE A B NP 24T 452 2 (multi-task learning), 3745 &8 58 o i 25 01 4R 45 SR A
IR RN AT S 5 IR R MM S (catastrophic forgetting) 7] &, RIAR $# BT 55 I 5 5 B
B SR, BN FE S| 2T I IEAESS. ik, ASCR 2 80E WA T7 %, i 58—~ 3 i
E U ITSE IS4 1) 32 BR BT, 42 MR SRR SE AT R TR SR AT 55 B B PR L R LA T — R Al 2
ST E, PRI AT RAAE A O ) ¥ BRI ORAP 0 4 R A1 55 BB 28, 0 4 JRy A 55 AN 25 21 2 5550 )
25T % P i SE ORI el B .l 51N AR E L, RO/ 1 A (IS A SR
K, fE1EAR LT IE VB IS ) (federated averaging, FedAvg) 2 HESE APFL JU-T-7%A ¥ In&io (B s
THE.

ARSI TTRRA R . 55—, 16 ) B 55 2 TR R ) 248 i 0 22 AT 55 22 STAE SR T, 5 RE T 7] S A B0 1
AR A 7] 8, — 5 TR F S 8000 R SRS, 5 4 R B = S0 & P iR e S50, SEIAMEAL R
21, WD P A A BT U0 T, SRS EOE WAL TF B, 8 st R 4 JR L S S e I (R 4
JE IR AR B AT 26 0 AR A, 36 = i 5| N EE A EE SR L, KO T AR ST iR A AN
THERCR. 55 =, TE 2 A S B b AR SO ET T 7850 HIVPAS, SRl s R APFL 7E
S SEgn AR AR B3 Re AR @ Sk, I B BRI o) i B AN Se i T k. AL FedAvg, APFL
£ Vehicle, MNIST, FEMNIST #1 CIFAR-10 (¥ 4E _F 09-F M I 250 52 1 5.41, 6.01, 30.42
A110.26 DN A, FIRT APFL W18 2 500 Bl B Fadfd i
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LB A T ) S5 A 0 ) S L PR IR 2 3] —— — R T S8 AN R 2 I ) T i

2 MxXIfE

N T AR B A T A R B W SiRE ), IBMRAR R RN T I AR 2 T Y AR AL Fed-
Avg B0 B AE N B AT BRI, EEOE PR EE T S T 256 FIR T, g bk 1)
FRAL T — A8 A BRI SR HAE DA R, FL 28 i B SR DU 1) e D14, DR T v AR
5 e F S o B USCERRE 0, KB I SO T AR R B B ), A WE AR BORT DAy AL . e =
SEHURIAMEALEE J LA 5T . S0 SR S8 T ) A P 2% 7 i ) 4 SRy S i — N O3 Bt LAR AR
S I BT B oA, s 7 o AL EIZR— AN AR TN 4 (generative adversarial networks, GAN)
R e AR BE S e oy — A 1D Fdladie 191, sirE w1 an Al Bok BoAT 48— 70 A 1 4 JR Hidls b ity /b &
Kot 1 AR 508 2% 7 i vh IR I SRR A A 0 AR IX R S AN 23 0 B384 A4, 1T B2 38
B it i B AR 00 Bl 5 AT H A A1 55 0 LA AR e e B it B a0 . T 40 ) 98 S SR AR M T
N Li 45 06 32 H FedProx Bk, HoON FedAvg W IN T — N FR il J7 350 5587 i 22 2 AR 35 I (proximal
term) DAIEE G 5 AR IS (1) R B ABATT 5258 25 R IR, FedProx 1E = FE A4 M 2% A LG Fed Avg YRS
ke, (ALY SACH I W SR

JUERREIIR S SIHESE B AR5 ) AR R A (A O — S RSO T 9% P o A PR A5,
FEIRISEFERANR S . 211455 3] (multi-task learning) B (fine-tuning) 3 2K, AR A
W38 A — MR G S B0k 53R 4 R AR R A R 2 ) 1) B OB Smith 45 U7 $2 4 MOCHA
TR AT 55 S SRS AR J7 5. MOCHA T8It 24155 5 ST HE LN BEAN B P i 2 S L AR AR O
BRSNS, S8 1 AL B R I 25 (R e ), (H 8 — AL I ZE R A G T3 2 5 10, 4R
e R DR 2R BG5S ) 285 1) M el g R A2 A PR 22 . R o R A A B 2 R B, TV R A SR AR
B YA AN PR E PN BRSZ I 7R, GBI 51N T 2] (meta learning) « ILF5 %% 2] (transfer learning)
GHARIET 4 R AT BN, TR o 2 81 SRR B R 22 WX 28 RS I 2R ) 43 JZ DL AT 9] 55
SR, R SR A Bh T S — AN 5 TN A R, (H R BUA TR R 2 R BT EIMI
25, iR BRI TS, T BRI R DL MU A I 251 2Rk D H bR, AR P i B0 A 7840
MVIRIAEE T, AAAEXS A R0 I & R RUSE. SRsk G, 35 DA ) B — A R ALy H b, AN AT
T G A7 S B RY 2 TA) RO RE EL MR, TR A A SRS A T 1) S ) B0 PR IR 2 2] v LA R R
(AR A AN e BT R I, AT e 4 S S ) R A IBC T 2 =) S0 DA S S A 80 T i s L A2
SE WSS K 2 80% 7 0 52 2, A5 982 — AN WA A ok 1) T80 AN SRR R

FF422% 2] (continual learning) Bi#H & G 2% 2] (lifelong learning) 19 ) H A& [ 11 25 0 25 2% 5] 2% I
ZHT AT S5 R B 5 DL SE PR B A b R (A 5%, [R) I e IR R METE 8 0, DR B SR TSRS 1 EniR. B
HTHRFEE 21 O 40 MR RF BRI M B 2 00 200 Tl B o) U i 5] 1220 i 2% = 231 S84 5%
TR T AR L FR) i FRE T 1), ABLR 4R 2 25 = S0 FH T BT 2 = AU DA il oA s 57 4 1 RO IERFR AT A Tt i HL &
—/NECET BT FT . I A S AR FE AR F B2 R AR S I SR SR, b s i A2 I 2R F AR
RURHOR B 4 5 U 3 0 e IR 3 1 2 R 1 e e P 38 s AR TR R . X 2R T AR R ] =y S 1Y
BN FRE S5 5] 13T DAEE S 5 4 AT 55 SR BRBUR 1 S 0 F e g K ) FedCury 241 T FedCL 291 J5
1%, DL RR M (knowledge distillation) F24 4% R IR AR 1) FedLSD 126 7y, ix 477 vk sk
TR AR R ZE S, — AR LR T B A R I SR, (BTSSR TV S M T A v R
R 2 18] R EL 4, 5 1) 2 1 B o 5000 S A T, 8 7 i ) 00 P URURH Z2 AR K, BRI 58 SC R B Y IE
MR, 28615 2 4 R A TR 1 SR 2 M 2% 1.

BT, AW P T BRI S 24 3] (federated continual learning) FIMES (27-28] {55 2 MR AALE
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oA & g EHAT RS 5T i — AN 4 R IR S5 A AT i [R] R RE B T 45 S8 Yoon &5 BT 4R H
KBS RO RN RIS R, R B P in S BONR eSS 28, A% A & LA ik
5 A5 FH A At 2 P i IS LRS00 TARe JE AR 55 IO AR, ARATTIR D7 vk — 2B HES)) 1 I 2 ) MR 4
) RS YRR T, (BB FEI o) R TSR 2 8 I 3 B I RREE S 2], T DL R 2 B Re iR 4 5 o
2] (multi-agent lifelong learning) FI¥#i &, S5iEHIEAS A, & i B BeoRA HL TG S5 440 150 28 AR RIASE
3 A 2 2 Bk () SRS A Tl L ) OV A T AS [

3 A&

AT — b B E S AMEGIFS 2 S 500 APFL, 3.1 /N SE /28 T 50 30 T IR 2 3T 1Y
I A, 3.2 A 3.3 /N4 4R TR ST S0 R 4 Ry L S LI 3, JF4a T
AL,
3.1 [EEE

TE— A SR [ THT 1) 1 S5 4% RIS 2 ST N Gl R v, AT T (RS P 2 i o W 5 R 4% 3 A LA
AR R, AR —RIEAE T, RS AR 2 AT 4 R R ) A n — 0 25 T i, EF%FQ?ZMMQ
AT R FAL, FEHE X L8 J5) B ST R B b R 55 2%, RSS2 EATR & DL Y. (i
1)), Z JE R B A R R R, SR R GREGE TFIR B — R i (E B

AR, B S u (BA e RS B —A L 2R G A 58 )R 2 4 AT 55
ﬂﬁjﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwgﬂ%ﬁ IZHAEN W = {wi,, B w! £-5 1 BB S, B 11 H Ax

T R /IME TR H AR R A o] — AR A R, BT B s A

W) = Zpkﬁk(w)a (1)

Kb N WZH5HERIGRZ T IWEE, pr > 0 H Y o = 1, BHE AR pr = ne/ > e, HH ny,
TRz Mk LRI GRREAR S R AR AL £(W) 38 E% PR R A A 731 R 28 56 XL
(empirical risk) BFRy& a1k, Bl

Lr(W:Pp) = Z i( (2)
ZGPk

Hrb Py R b ERNZGEEEE. AR TSNS E R 11D R AR, B S48 FH 280
u%ﬁﬁiqﬁﬁﬁiﬁkﬁﬁﬂiﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ T HAX Lo s A 5 HoAth % 7 o B 5 2 L 52, DRLIG #5- 2% 7 3 ) 030
SR PE RIS 2% 2] () L AURRAE. 7EEUR ™ E R AT T, &% P b iR B AR £,(W) FIREAH
ZEELE, FHURMERIKEL, AREARIE R AP ISIBUR. 76 3.2 F1 3.3 /N, BATHREH —NBERNA
VAR 2% ST HERE, Jd i {5 F & S S 000 i AN 2 B0 E AL VAR BB BG4 B b, DL B2 A%

KO S5 4 1 B PR BE TS 2 >0 ABE PR WS S AR 1 e R

3.2 SHHE

R 3] 52 ot TR0 7 i Z 1) 70 SRR, (EARAERIIERH 2 3] 5 E Py 25 et iR I 2R 3k
BRI R — B, PRI %7 7 i AN R e 2 32 21K B HoAh 2 5 8% 10 5 SUE 55 I RE M A T4, FfﬁT*ﬁ
RIEE SIE S5 AR TT R 2 40 T FURBE AU PERE. A/ N AT B X B — 42 R 4 i, R TR 2R 2 2 i
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LB A T ) S5 A 0 ) S L PR IR 2 3] —— — R T S8 AN R 2 I ) T i

PS5 iR (additive parameter decomposition, APD) [0 SEmsHE T — MBS 7%, R
4 RSE =S, JRor ikt i MR S

XA MERR & (LR S]), BV A ZR R S 40T DL i o 4 R 3 2 28
wi M PR E S wi. BB MR R E mi, FTRLEERH S G4 R S HOEE
Uik EIgR, B

w! = wfg(k) o ml +wl, (3)

SR © FE M T (unit) IR BETEEMITE. wh ) 5wl SR, mi, € B3 JEsh uf o3 1
JRELTCHL. BRIIGRI, wl ), my, wj, FIRERE S A A v BO06 S LLEAT TEOBT, my, BAMER sigmoid
BRI ICER my, € (0,1). RFEERE, £RILESE wi ) & ERS HIHEVFIERE 2R
B W, iER A& m!, FI2 P i E S8 w, WARBEAH, S 455 T — AR BRI GRS, JRit
A I U A

AR E, ZRHEZ L R (3) BEN W = Wew © My + Wi, A RIEE 5%
Wiy = {wi b B R & I [ AIERNR, & Pt e 28 Wy = {w )} W& THiikE
F 0 ke (R E RN, DR SRS AN AT IARARAE IR 7 ) — AR 4 AR, T EL o V2 7 i e B A
PR, 3 (3) 4 VT AR WEEE T I E My, = {ml}, ESMR P i 2 (B A8 T
PO [FJ I S 7 o () (R AR IE RS . A, i AR AR S5 s e  Jm 3k =24, BRI T B
B S AIARAEI S 55 STREZR, AR ST AT BG4 A48, 1M B AT DASE 47 3 ORA4P Kt B AL

B b, WG I 2 R 5 AT S0 R, 2 AR DI SR A A B A 1)
m, PR SO B S8 - IR s 2. SRIe 45 R BoRIXFE BB E— DRI T BIEVIN &
B, IXAWARIL 7L O (fine-tuning) SEEAAN AL AR 1Y) AR

3.3 ZRHEESHEMNE

FIN ¢ FoR R GREC IR, (E58 ¢ B, %) i kb DA ik 9545 0 K i) 4 R iy Wt
VERWIGE S5, FEHR R At E5H o FLdkAT SE 7. 25 %% 7 o 508 A ELAS Tm) T I 2RI IR 27 >0 o,
F R BB SR HAFAE AT B ZE R, AT BLA N S 8 1 2 ST S5 AN BT 324k, (BB S I 2o 18
Sip. P, ASCR LR R AR @ NI AT 2], R B R R Wl B
P SE R IFAT 55, R A RS 56T A A0 2 2] 10 A R L = S M Wg ) B ERTE S5 AT H A A4
PAANJTTH: 5 —, MW RIAE S h 3R 56 DL S PREE 474 5 3 iS5, 58 =, 2] BHlES I, A
W HEE TS,

BTSN RIEL R, S5 T AR 5 b s 55 2 R AR R, B 2 4 & 22 2
KT IREHE S ELE RO 55, X AE RS B AR AR T RER 7B o5, 7T LK LR L g bl 22 I 2%
) 9 MEPE 108 ) R R4l 3] R S BUE N 77k, B HE EWC (elastic weight consolidation) M) ST
(synaptic intelligence) "2, MAS (memory aware synapses) [13] 25 i phix — o] BRI 74 208, 1X
MOTEAFE SR R 4 K 2 B 2 M 2 3 2 I S8k (over-parameterization) E(J, W2 SH0 B n LA
AR RIPERE, BT BEAF LS E B S 800 T8 S5 i A, HF R0l IIME S IS H. Hik, 4/
WA S EWC MY S0, 3k — 04 R PR R 2 21 i K S BOE A U 125, S IRIBCHE 2% =) 1) ¢
M4 153 A 1) R

EWC M Bk M T (Bayes) FIRLA B A2 28 125, B0 Tdd 4R S 8088, Rk
AT S5 AR 2 10 [ I OR55 THAE 55 1 s B e KAk, AEBTAE 55 O Zad AR b, Sl it A2 THAT:
5 HEZH 2 M SRR B ST S S S HI AR R Z XN A SE IR KA S, N T
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EAZHOYEX T IMES RN, EWC HERM AL THE Fisher (5 S B4 ZH0r B TFIOHER L,
FFH4E L € SCHIHT IFAE 55 2 B B B4 Dy L AR 285 311 3008 n 210452 2 e .

ARSCAERS P 3 ) J S AR RS I Bk EWC BT, LA 21 4 R L 240 s 42 R4
FEEZHACI IR, FFRTExT AR EZ SR nT I, RIAEE E 24 A A BOm 52 S %, £
55t R mR g kORI EWC &SI Ry, W1 F BTk

Rie(Wsy; W§) = ZF(Wg)jj(wS(k),j —wh ;)% (4)
JES
Hr j e S RERILESH W HEIRS], F(WE),; /& Fisher {5 BAFEFE § DX MAIGHIE T
e T BRI, KRS RILESH W 908 we; MEZMRE. BRI F(WL);; 3R
i I SRS TR, BORE ws; 1ERT ¢ SR TBZ I RRESER, MR ES s, Hit
FEER ¢4 1 ReHRFR SR we; BRI B RHIRE, S U 32 21 f) PR ] BE /)8

EWC 5% AP AR5 EIIGAG RIS S B 4 — NS0, B DA T 00 2 B AR 55 50
BRI, RN ST h, N kAT U A SR AR R A G — AN E S TR AR L B2, R AR
SCRA online EWC 29 Sk, FEARTE WY I g —ANEEnd Wigld i In i) £ 511350, 1 5 B A
F(WL);; WEREUGHAC R I 7 43 2

K
F(W§)j5 = AE(WEY 55+ m [(Vﬁk(Ws;Pkﬂwgl)jr, ()
k=1
Hoh K FORARR S GHIE 0% P mE, F(W),; #m E— R AR EZHALE, X € [0,1]
B AR B, A TR 2 AR 55 T 5 A R R 2 4 SR TR S BRI, A AR T 0 2
WER 2 R RCIZEE /T, XK, BReR R4 R AL RAZ.

T RS AT BT AL F(W) ;. EWC SRR B SRR K B &AL R 1T 55, %
MES LT 532 2V G A S BT T —AMES 121, BRIl ZRad R R 53 I SR I B, 7E I 2RI
B I8, Al AN S AL, RG] (B0R) xRS T S EESHN AR B SR —
TERAER R 2 ) IR AN AL, BRONTEBRHR 2 S AR I GRS R B2 7 3 LA A QI 2R IR
RS, KR P HEE i A E, BRI GHE A ARG REE R EWRERAZER, X
RORE BEA BRI A1, JUHZTENIZRA RI Be. FEIXFME LN AN IS A K R0 SR A — A
1155 W2 B I IR0 R TR F(WY) 5, BN 0 42 R R R 2 A 2 B A AL 10,
ifif H S B SR R RN F(WE) ;5 B2 R BI65 T FedAve IS 548

% Aljundi 55 B0 B2 RS TEC (task-free) FEAE ] i i B ZEVERLH BRI, A S0
A JR 1 R S 8 0 PR/ P~ R R R U 1 D ST S B PE AR IR L. 42 SR S B N R IS 3 ik
BT A H AR BIREA, PRI BRSBTS IR, IR — T — BRI BO AR — A <0
Bt J5 451 9% T A SR 2 o) L& T AR, I TE S IR A2 8 . A SRR P Y 2 B R
TURTRRI, S DU EIE S T — TR E D RMERIME + WREZE (ugd + 099) B, 3Bk
WE 7 ke BB TR R ST AR, 2 T A PRI S5 R A K S bR v 2R T
1B (8,0, 65) I, ik A B A ASU o ) SR

I8 ARSI 6 0 7 R R B, 2% ST SRS T LA A AR SO AR LS5 R A5 HE Fed Avg HUIEE TN
IR T, AT58R CRUE A Hb 22 A2 o M Ak 35 5 1 1] A

B, dia (3) A (4), BIEIMESZ RG] 1, 498 T AT R RIS 21 72 7 i Jm 34 F A bR 4L
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LB A T ) S5 A 0 ) S L PR IR 2 3] —— — R T S8 AN R 2 I ) T i

min »Ck(WS(k) © My, + Wk§,Pk) +
Wiy, My, Wi

=

> E(WE)ji(wsg,; — wh )7, (6)
jes

Hrb g RIEMWSE, B T X2 REESHN EWC IR, Bk 1 A 7 A &N A
PEACERHS 2% 2] 500 APFL i BARUAE.

Algorithm 1 APFL: adaptive personalized federated learning

Input: Training datasets {’Pk}k]\’:l7 number of clients trainined per round K (indexed by k), number of rounds to start
parameter decomposition z, update thresholds for loss window ¢, 6o, and model hyperparameters 1, E, p, A.

1: //Run on the server

2: Initialize Wg, {F(WS)“} = 0, loss window Lyin = {}, u%ld =0, o.([)lld = 0, peak indicator p = False, indicator for
importance weight update flag = 0;

3: for each round ¢t =0,... do

4: Gt «+ (random subset of K devices)

5: for each device k € G¢ in parallel do

6: {Wé?‘kl) , Vﬁk(WS)|W§} < ClientUpdate(k, W, {F(Wé)“}, t — z,flag);

7 end for —

8:  Aggregate the Wé?'kl)’s as Wé+1 — %7

9: Update loss window Ly, and compute pu(Lwin), 0(Lwin);

10: if p A p(Lwin) < 0p A 0(Lwin) < 05 then

11: u%ld = p(Lyin), O'zld = 0(Lwin), p = False, flag = 1;

12: Update {F(W§+1)jj} using Eq. (5); //Update the importance weights when plateaus of loss are detected

13: end if

14: if =p A p(Lwin) > p$d + 094 then

15: p = True; //Detect peaks in the loss surface

16: end if

17: end for

18: //Run on client k

19: ClientUpdate(k, W}, {F(W});;},t — z, flag):

20: if t — z > 0 A (M}, and W}, not exist) then

21:  Initialize My = 1, W), = W;

22: end if

23: Perform E epochs of mini-batch SGD (stochastic gradient descent) on Eq. (6) with {ﬁ'(Wé)”} and learning rate n to
obtain Wé‘(*',j), and update My, Wy if t — z > 0;

{ (Wl VLR (Ws)lwy ), flag=1,
return

24: to the server, save M}, and Wy locally if M} and W}, exist.

W;(ﬁj), flag = 0,

4 SR

N T T PG ASCRE A R, ASTAEAN R R S e 4 AT 438 9000, 4.1 /Nt T
FEANRSEIG BB R R, 4.2 /NTTE SRR T APFL 58X I EAE 2 D S Bdntk ERgskia s R, R
JERES: T APFL XEANFE Z BRI AR i 1.

4.1 LENEE
4.1.1 FIEAER
RNT VS AT ) APFL ByEXTEE 11D B BRI FRENE, AR SCIKIE Sl S &2 5] 5

2312



HEBYEERE B2 Hi124

*1 BEIEPBYRERIHER

Table 1 Statistics of real federated data sets

#Samples/clients
Dataset #Clients #Samples
Mean Standard
Vehicle 23 43695 1899 349
MNIST 1000 69035 69 106
FEMNIST 200 18345 92 159
CIFAR-10 100 49757 498 344

e, 75 4 DESLHERE BT 14 E VR

Vehicle. {1 Smith %5 7 FF KB Vehicle 24, GG 23 AME AR AL 43 A1 KM
BRI S 5 L MR AN LD AN A A A, T T AR AR B BN AT B AR AT 49 28 B MR
M 100 4ERFAEEEE A —A 3EHIFRZS (aav BB dwv BZR4H) LAY . SEIG B AL R E N —
& v, I I MME I 2R — DN SCRF M AL (support vector machine, SVM) #8458 g — 432
fE%.

MNIST. f# Al Li %5 061 A1 R I B MNIST £ 4E. MNIST £ 4E B2 2 F5 5= 1R il il
2 i3 FH B4, N2 — I8 28 %28 (JE-F R 784 4E) MG, Hitk & 0~9 Z IR, AT
B ACHE S A4 (R BB 22 ST W, R 0 A 7E 1000 N2 b, K28 o R 2 MUy RER,
BN P TREA BRI A (power law) DABLAS IS FIREA S0 A, 26 i DME I 5 — S 2 10
Z#[AJH (multinomial logistic regression) &%,

FEMNIST. f# fI A Li 45 061 4 [A (548 FEMNIST #(4E 4. FEMNIST ¥4 33 & MNIST
¥ &, T SEEINEE S F 5 F R TS, HA R MNIST #H[H 0BRSS . i
M FEMNIST HHHEEL 10 NMINSFRF (“a”~4"), NN/ il 3 i fireA, B3k E 200 NF
F s, I IEFR 2 ST WV I 5 22 1503 4[] VA A 70

CIFAR-10. 3T CIFAR-10 #5451, CIFAR-10 $EEY £ — ) 2 T S B
£, BMER/ANA 32x32 183 (BT Ak 1024 4k), —ILFRvEN 10 28, S23e AR 30 40 A 78 100 AN 7 Ui
) AR P uIA 5 ANRITREAR, BN A IR A BOE S TR A DU B (R AR A &
g ME N Zh— N BTN 4 (convolutional neural network, CNN) AR 4587 &y A Ay L3 18 K 5 1
CNN W& EHANERIZKNA (5,5) MBRZ, BRZEES 58 20 1 50, BMEREEE A
ReLU #ih/Z F1— K H i KAk (max pooling) 77 RICHALZ, MtbiZ KN A (2,2), SRiERE T
ANGEREE, A 800 Al 10 AMHIZ L.

FARAEMTE G B WK 1 8T IR 7 B 2 2] BE AR s, BATEFAN R T B
RS BARER) TID WA K o0 AR 7 %7 ity 1) BT A Ea 45 ke R Ja ST AT B AL R 20 A AR &
Fuity 1, 485 LA mini-batch SGD (F = 1) 1ENRALES, fEREFCERXT FT A 2 v 30 347 5 I 2%, DA
REAOLAE Hh 52 ST I (1 R B

1) http://www.ecs.umass.edu/mduarte/Software.html.

2) http://yann.lecun.com/exdb/mnist/.

3) https://www.westernsydney.edu.au/bens/home/reproducible_research/emnist.
4) http://www.cs.toronto.edu/~kriz/cifar.html.
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4.1.2 XttbAE

o FedAvg 2. TIAEE TID HE42 H BIEE 1 ANFERPBCRSE 2] 7k, E8dEIE 1ID S HAS T 4%
R, S B RIS 2 IR U RIARAESE LR . Fed Ave B3 DL P o I SR B 2 304 A E 8 Je 3 B A
BRAL. {E FedAvg J7E, &P k FETARHINZEEE P, LI (2) BMIIZGEERE &8k i B bs
AT mini-batch SGD SEHTHAL. %% /1 i oA AH A (122 21 % n Al epoch £ B, HI RS54 61 FE — BU
B X AR 2 350 AT~ 3.

o FedProx [16], %1%} T 25 1) FedAvg 224, FedProx g 7EEEN =3 H bx p& EUH I8 In— NI i
T BR ) A5 1 5 A TR R 4 SRy BT (W7 JRy A TR ) 2 T ) O PR B, 3 25 P i o ) H A 129 4 =)
Hr.

e FedCurv 4. [RIFEGI NFREE2E ST R EWC 925, 3035 Jm) S A 20 448 o e 4822 =) 1 ) 331 e AR 4
i e b I A S W R MEE . VA A 1 BRI 2Rt SAF 2R Fisher 15 B REFEHE .

o FedMeta B4, — Rl [ LA JG 2% 2] 07 1% SEIL SR SR (R B 27 1 k. 8 P oA R AR RS AN ]
HIICF 2] (model-agnostic meta-learning, MAML) Il A58 B4 46 S0, {8 Ao ) Zr i 2 7 4 A 2D
B H bR o b RS AT PR VS T DA SISO

4.1.3 SLIGYATS

SEISERE. SEIGR T B 1 AR IRSG AT N AN R ST 4k BT Li 2% 1] A
MIHEZES) 2B T FedAvg, FedProx, FedCurv, FedMeta il APFL ik, FT LIRS 2 4 Intel(R)
Xeon(R) CPU #1 1 4> NVIDIA Tesla P100 GPU [ Google Colaboratory z ¥ IDE igfT.

WREREFImEE. A % o b 0B E 3 BEN LR 73 N ZREEFnlR 4R, T Vehicle, MNIST,
FEMNIST, B30 IR R AR I 2R AR A, XFT CIFAR-10, KB4 % 1 5m b 80% MIBIEREHL R
a3 RINEREE, 20% K73 AR, R, XTBCH 05 2] FedMeta 771, BFN% 7 o b I 258 A
HE—35% 7, 80% 1ENCHFEE (support set), 20% 1E N UIEE (query set). Vehicle, MNIST, FEMNIST
A CIFAR-10 $H 4 10 i AR5 582 BB EN 20, 150, 200 AT 100. Fr A S2ie RS 24 48— 1S ny,
Ko B E ] A E SR % P ik 1B PR SE T 288, RRRR I o 7 o (R B S WO 10 FEREAS A L SR
[ B A IS AT R IR BE AL 1R A 15 A AN B L BT (mini-batch orders).

B, g8 e 5 2 2 0 mini-batch SGD 1EAAHKRARRS, #LE K/ (batch size) R E A
10. &5 epoch #t B FI%E 23 RIS I LG I SH, T 3T AP AL, T RRXT L
A YRS N E YW E N 5, & 7 ELE Vehicle, MNIST, FEMNIST f1 CIFAR-10 (K24 > 55
W HEHN 0.03, 0.03, 0.003 F1 0.01, FedMeta Hi% 1705 2] ZAE BT A Bda 5 I EN 0.01. FedProx,
FedCurv Al APFL PJIENSEL p S i E N 1, H FedCurv Al APFL ¥ LIZAL (empirical) Fisher
5 EAERERIRHA 00 Fisher 5 EAERERIX 70, APFL Fi4MEE KBS N (S R%) BUEN 1,
B LS B R SE AR AE ZE I RME (6, 6,) 76 MNIST Fl FEMNIST $#fi4E F &N
(1,0.5), Vehicle a5 E¥% B A (700,400), CIFAR-10 3E4%E B AN (1, 0.2). 2 JFIESE RN
) WEN 2, N THRERRISE R AR R AR A W BAEFFIES B RGP Pl
i EERE.

TENFEHR. SR > SOk A 387 4 i M RE TPl Fa A, TR Bs £(W) S VIZREERF
B B R AN I T3 B # (accuracy) SFRFR. BT RO AEEANIRE B A #O0 BL TR € I R A I

5) https://github.com/litian96/Fed Prox.
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Figure 1 (Color online) Average & the highest testing accuracy (%) of each method on different datasets. (a) Vehicle;
(b) MNIST; (c) FEMNIST; (d) CIFAR-10

AV, PRE DA [l 77 sk iy 45 2R

4.2 HERMTHE
4.2.1 HREEEER

B LI T A SEmaBn 45 b T R4S FR VR I~ AR IE 2R O R s AR IE AR T LAEE 3,
TG AP AEAE, MIEL ID $0dE F A mini-batch SGD (E = 1) #EAT LRSS, FEUER) FedAvg
HIEAE MNIST Ml FEMNIST s 46 RS A QMR T [, Hodton e S02o0 ) e AU, (B
APFL TEFTA SR HHE S EAHUS T i s -F MR B i 26, AH LR HE FedAvg 751550 BIERTH T 5.41

W L 2 AE Vehicle F1 CIFAR-10 3zt 7 11D $di N AOE R R SR, XUt 1 B 4
N RIS ST W B M A A SRR, T LS B TR R S M EER I, FIR S5 KB APFL
A DA ST A T AR IR AR IR A, FL3d T 22 Fh s AN I ZRAsE L.

Kl 2 B EIR T BTA SO0 E0E A 1 80t LU 5 vk (4 SF 34 42 B0 453 2 AR E A 2R B8 A [ B 1 AR
k. FTLAE th, FedAvg I FedProx WSIAHXT 9218, 7£— 6% /i b Ioik g L e 40 2k e =AM, 1 B4

6) I 0 IR TR,
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Figure 2 (Color online) Training loss and testing accuracy vs. communication rounds of each method on different datasets.
(a) Vehicle; (b) MNIST; (¢) FEMNIST; (d) CIFAR-10

JRAEBY I IE i R AT — AR S HIRES. FedCury HIRIUEEA S eyt A Y, BAREfEH EWC
BRI L G2 A JR) PR ARL  ZI F) S M8 0 — e R P LR T e S R SR B, (B TR R
SRS HONE P i A VEACE AR T2 8, AR TE iR G Ve A v R B R R 2 8] A L. T L
FedCurv [ H Z VA E 58 4 th bR AOIGRE /A E, — J5 A2 7 S RE R 82 5 I 2R IR 2 2
AN REAR AT St ke 21 08 B 42 R SR B RIR AR, 53— Tt e ot B ZEME A L (R T SR A a2 e N £
FedAvg FIEfE A, FedMeta HI T T 7052 ST HOR, AR T B ST AT ZR, (HAEIZRI
TR IIRCRBONANRRE, T H k3 iRk TR R TR .

K 2 Wox APFL fEfE BRGIIZREE bR A5 i £ B 200K I SIS /ME, KU A R
AR, TSR BRI TR AL PERE, 2 A Seae B g EARRE O L S 11D HdE
TR RNGIEL R, L RUY] APFL @i @ MEAC B 45 R 2 8% 7 im 32 4, 10
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Figure 3 (Color online) Impact of E and 7 on the average testing accuracy of APFL. (a) Impact of E on FEMNIST and
CIFAR-10; (b) impact of 7 on FEMNIST and MNIST

bR BEBLIEA N S — A R, FE Rt R RO IG DL, %207 i (AR R SRR B2 18] 32 21 7 T30
APFL 38X 4 J3y RIRAN R P Sk 5 FR A 70 i, SR 7 S D9 I8 A i 4R AR, BoAT S s Az AL g
73, M EHAEBY T Rpskas 5] IR, 4R B RSO InAS 4. Bedt, JATH o SAhric i TSR
fish e TP BRI AL, 25 R ER 1 BRI ET 3 e 4h, N EE SR B APFL U RREEAT — Ik
TV ST, T L HAH LU UE FedAvg 7575, BEARAN 22 RASMMEAE T4,

4.2.2 SEEBMES

4.2.1 /i FedCurv 1 APFL B3P0 LLah BnT DUKREUAIL APFL X IENME S50 1 AR (g 1.
KNI HT APFL X HADWE B S B, o F1 N 1RUSE.

E 1 n BIRM. 42)5 epoch 1 E 15215 n RS BN EZESE — epoch FEY
T VIR BE 308 N4 28 X 4 Hh 56 B — T T o B8 B IR Il AR A I 7R, RIGEE K1) B 3RoR ANl 5 [al
AR U BAT B 2 R B TR, A s ORI R R R X BE T RE R ORHR S 2 IR
2R BRSO B2, A AT R BT % P i 1 500 S 4 T SO 2RI B8 DG R H AR s e, 1 i 42 R
IR (PIUSCSIORNAE R I . 1727 ) 2R o IR R 2 ST IE P, 2 ) SGEK, S8 0B (b, [ B S 70 =7
) 570 B D S AR, ) AR 2R R IR AT i K

KN THHE APFL SyEXT E A g UM, 2 5FH FEMNIST A1 CIFAR-10 ¥4 L&
FEMNIST A1 MNIST #EH£E/R EF Ml n FEEX APFL SyRNRIEf R gsm. 4050 e o o
413 /NTFR, WB E R&%EERN {1, 5,10, 20); FE E =5, W& » M&%EEHR {1074, 1073, 1072,
1071}, PASRMERVE FedAvg Ml FedProx 45 FAE NN LE, ses6 2 LK 3. HE R0, APFL £ E
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F 2 )\ WEX APFL K EME (%) M
Table 2 Impact of A on the average testing accuracy (%) of APFL

Dataset E 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1 Mean+Standard

5 88.65 88.69 88.67 88.71 88.59 88.66+£0.05
Vehicle

20 88.29 88.24 88.22 88.31 88.32 88.28+0.04

5 84.62 84.66 84.78 84.93 85.08 84.81+0.19
MNIST

20 84.81 84.92 85.16 85.42 85.67 85.20£0.35

Ay BB P RSBl A TR E R, KB T APFL X147 epoch HURI 24 3] Sk B Rafid b

A BB, GBS R A R T ANEE R R A R RICIZ A 7T, A 8K, BRI 4 RS
Bictz. wE A M EEN {0, 0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 1}, T Vehicle F1 MNIST ¥dE4E /041 E = 5 f
E =20 B, AN[F X BUE T APFL MIPERERIL, TR IER R S Ehgh 1 3% 2. W[ LLEF| APFL /£
IR KIS HHUE 6 B NPT DA AR (1) R AT 25 51, SR M (G B A R i, i H— Mok A &
BEEERMR, TR B BUSCKER, R R SRR, EF50E T R i 2 5
A AT e R A A AR Y, R RN A RS HUE B N

ARSCHEH T — P A AR 2% 2] I APFL, [R]I M2 6] R 1) 4 FE AR AL Bt S A8 R I ER 2 2]
APFL % T 280 i s I R 4 R L= 28000 i 1 2% 7 i MRS HL, DAGZ AR ) s 2 TA) AR R
T, Frt— R TR 2 i EWC Bk & R SRk A7 s o A, DLt 4 R AR il
AR . REBOIR ) e He B 46 LR SEI 45 KR W], APFL HA DB RE, 7T LASEEL RIS AR 2 Y
WSk, #id BA a4 R IR RO R AR LU R UE FedAvg 7572, APFL P33 MIA IE 52 53 0 2 T
T 5.41 (Vehicle), 6.01 (MNIST), 30.42 (FEMNIST) 1 10.26 (CTFAR-10) I~ H 43 55, HIEAESHHUE
EEARARIE. ASCAE RN DA R) A 25 [8) 4 52 1) 2 A 55 2 ST B AR 2 2 Jld 5 N Hr8:2 2] i 8
REARTHEOE 7 b R R o S B BRI, IR e R A T — Mo AR R . RSB H S 2]
I 52 IR TSNS DR, T D ST A LR 2 ) AR BT s RO e AP B A ST LA, T
REZHEERARNTTE.
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a method based on parameter decomposition and continual
learning
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Abstract Federated learning allows resource-constrained edge computing devices to cooperatively train machine
learning models while keeping data locally. However, federated learning faces the challenge that the global model
slowly converges and even deviates from the optimal solution under heterogeneous data. To solve this problem,
this paper proposes an adaptive personalized federated learning (APFL) algorithm, considering the federation
optimization problem for heterogeneous data under a multi-task learning framework that includes spatial and
temporal dimensions. First, a parameter decomposition strategy is adopted to decompose the model parameters
into globally shared parameters and client-specific parameters to achieve model personalization for each client
while extracting general knowledge for all clients. Then, APFL models the local optimization as sequential
multi-task learning performed on each client. An elastic weight consolidation penalty term is imposed on the
update of the globally shared parameters to realize the memory retention of important parameters and the fast
learning of unimportant parameters for the globally shared model. Comparative experiments on multiple federated
benchmark datasets verify the effectiveness and superiority of the proposed method.

Keywords federated learning, edge computing, heterogeneous data, multi-task learning, continual learning,
parameter decomposition, personalization
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