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Abstract

In response to the scarcity of deep learning image datasets in small-sample scenarios, and the issues
of low image clarity and poor training stability in existing Generative Adversarial Networks (GAN),
we propose a Relativistic pairing GAN (RpGAN) image data augmentation algorithm that integrates
a relative discriminator and a zero-centered gradient penalty mechanism (R1, Rz regularization).
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This algorithm improves the GAN network by capturing the relative differences between real and
generated samples through a relative discriminator, mitigating mode collapse. It introduces the R:
and R: zero-centered gradient penalty mechanisms to ensure local convergence of the model and en-
hance training stability. Additionally, residual blocks are embedded in the generator to strengthen
the ability to extract small-sample features and improve the clarity of generated images. Experimental
results show that when applied to the MNIST and tension clamp X-ray small-sample datasets, the im-
age enhancement effect shows that the FID values are reduced by 24.3% and 29.7% compared to the
unimproved network, respectively.
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INFEARBEUGAT S, ARS8 LA I 5 SO0 B BEA AR 248 30, RRIEZ AR IR, 2 5] BRI A
Mix-Up. Cut-Mix ZIR-A& 58 5 7215 SUR W« VAE. § SO 2 A il st 5 40 5 7778 AE i BGRB8
HEFRFFEE R, UmAE S BREA 1] [2].

GAN [3138 33 A a5 40 0 ae IR U 028 s, /MR BRI s R it 1 Wi At (H I ZRAEAE
BRI O [0 J (4] PVENDFFERIL, BEAHEX R GAN 2k s b 1A R R AME[5]. N
I, P2 ARG A XTI 45 (RpGAN) [6], PERERILE E 0 T 5 4h GAN #2781, RpGAN i i 75 451 2k B 4L
H G R ELREHLA e 0 500 B X B SRR R A MO AT o0 5, THE R A B “MIX BsEtk” , MR EE
A 7RI, AR R NREAT (S S 7 I ) R

X BIRAS R, ARSCHEH —Fh il S XU R BEAE T I 20E RpGAN FH T/EAS MG E 3 ot . 10772
454 RpGAN FHXTECATAINR, BIAN Riv Ry AR AFLOBR B TI[7], [R50 B SERE AR 5 A e AR Ak
FURIASBEEE, FRTHIZRIS R E L[ 7]-[9]s TEFRZA Es H N CBAM VERE I 5046, ik B
WRHERRAIRE /T, R REBIEMTEE[10]. SEUATEAMLL, ATTET R INNLR,  SBIXEREE R,
T 52 BB S BB 0 Hr . HE T Stacked-MNIST %i#545, it FID. SMD $845 & B30 R 1 25 1%,

TERE.
2. RpGAN |
Jolicoeur-Martineau [6 5 FH X BLSE MV H SEEARBCTHLH] FI N GAN, 3 H AT V8 BE X A8 BT o 2%

(RpGAN), A R ZRR A 5 R [ 11]. RpGAN HIAEidts G RIF 88 D R, 5 1% G A8 Bt e 2% fniet
B B AU A B 2% (Deep Convolutional Generative Adversarial Network, DCGAN) [12]4[H], RpGAN HJ#
S EEABAT BFEAR BT 2K, TRl R SRR 5 AT 2 257, FoIMN ESEE. G5 D
SRARXT ) B bR R IF AR MRS, 240 G A S /A . D X SR S A s A 2 i T 12
E, KB

— A BLREAL B 2 IR A R S, BN G I RRREAR G (2) - D X SRR EAR x 5
FERREAR G (2) BEATHT 4, 3308 C(x) M1 C(G(2)) « BURBR BT 222 S B AT RO LU, 4 B
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Figure 1. RpGAN architecture
1. RpGAN 4544
ERANTSEAONE
ming max, V' (D,G) = E p o) [loga(C(x) - C(G(z)))} (D

ZNPg (z)

Hif: o () 4% sigmoid WOF BT C () &HBIBMALHIH logit 5L Py, (x) WESHR M, P, ()
A o(C(x)-C(G(2))) AL EIMFI T, LIHA x AMPEA G(2) BRI HY5M i
M. INZRRIAZ 0 B, ik D BERSHERS X 70 FOSCREAR SR BREAS, SR KA LS PEA R ) g
M G BIZR AARNAR S, B A B S AL R S AN S5 2 S S8, SR A ) d A A AR
HSEREARRIMER,  NIMHRTHAE BUREAS (F138 FLBE[13] [14].

BB EE G, W D, NILSEARAA Py, (x) THIRESTSEREA v, ISEH5M P, () TP RE R 7
z o I G PR R G (2) o DAY IR x B G (2) MOLATSY, BEIC(x) M C(G(2)) - B RATIT
FZE C(x)-C(G(2)) LI sigmoid Wi, B ILEMEME o (C(x)-C(G(2))) - D kit Hbri
KA G IR T SCSEREA P A A T SIS S L, B M GO0 SR 532K -

maxL,=-E_, [loga(D(x)—D(G(z)))] )

z~Pg (z)

HAR R EOE XS AR GAN MR, FE4R K BRAES A L ORKE— 20, DO DAt A 248 % SR e
ARIXTEAR . LA B AR A RIS EE AR (6], (H AR RA B R AR i, AR e A T 2 i S
SR AT, PRIE T AR BBCR OB IR B

FIBAE D RN TR G, BAEREEE D P, (2) 5 T HSEEWE G B, (x) I, D ki
FAXT EURR X 7y SRR AL R AR . OIS, X TAE R B Se A x AR G(2) , —F 135048
%, WC(x)=C(G(2)), HMHEMEME o(C(x)-C(G(2))=05. G5 DIEHLHIIL, it M
G MUK RE, 2L B AT BT IR IE B SE A, B BIHPIRS .

DOI: 10.12677/jisp.2026.154051 584 K 5{E5 a8


https://doi.org/10.12677/jisp.2026.154051

3. £F RpGAN #3a% %
3.1. SIAFEHLBEETILE]

2023 4 Nick 1 Jayden #YF Mescheder % A2 Hi[¥] DiracGAN [6], ¥ NHF RpGAN, 8% Dira-
cRpGAN. %I DiracRpGAN [} ATt Fi 27, A IEMILT RpGAN 385 X LIS, T B2 4 511 R i 2 92 Tt
GAN YIrfaeth, MRS AEAREE[15]. A gX — 8, ARSI NF R OB RIS, ESLE
Mtk RpGAN 5 JRUA IR BAT [ 25 1 = 3R U SRAIE . 7E StackedMNIST #dli4E L HISZIGFR M, BEEET
RpGAN SEEL T YIRS R iR IR TS R 1, A GAN FIBE T35 R A R R AL T 7 sl v 7 &

OV B AR T SR
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R=LE [[v.c6e) | @

Refre y RE BRENILIIRIE, £, o E._, HBONMESCEIRIME B,,, » LA 50 P, RIH,
V,C(x) 75 D Hiith C(x) AR x HUBBIE, [ FmBEREIRIAIIT 7. R AT ELSSHAR D BERET AT
B, D ERIRANDE RIS, SANGRENE, Biik D WIS RI RS . R, 5 D 7ek
OB OB ETEC, 6 D X AR RO W R A T T, it — IR0 D (15 2]

3.2. FIRIERHE

FREAE BT 2% (SGAN) 1, D FI Tl v A R B SEEAR IREES, G I 2R LB A2 OO AR
RNELBIEIEER . BEE A REIER 21T, ENBIES A BFIK. B fiE 'SR
(o (C(x)) WBEA BEE R IR (0 (C(G(2))) ) M AN ZIERE S, 40E 2(a). FRABFEIL T D i
i o(C(x))=1Hao(C(G(2))) =0, GREE o (C(G(z))) =1 FIEHRFE o (C(x)) =1 AEX— iR,
FLSCHEARH MGG ZoN 1, 38D BERICEBCERE R, 51 KRB AR 16], W& 2(b).

4 B AT B A JSE A, D X HSFEARIPEY C (x) B 1P TR 0.5, TR A e A
(VP4 C (G (2)) REM 0 P8 EFHES 0.5, BB, 8 2(0) iR,

AR LR E T, Jolicoeur-Martineau $& Hi 1 AH XS A2 B T 4% (Relativistic Generative Adversarial
Network, RGAN) [6]. #%/0> FAEJ244 D i th A LS 5% D9 AHGE B St , AN P I “ FEAS 2 15 9 L8,
M2 “ HSCFEAR LA BUREARTE BUSLMER” o D i iR oR .
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Figure 2. Generator training process comparison diagram (a) Ideal training process; (b) Actual training process; (c) Divergence
minimization training process

2. RN IEX L E (a) BAANZZIE; (b) EFRNGERE; (o) BERNMIGERE

GINAHXT I 25 ) RGAN [R5 42 BREAHIBE A 8., 1 G 3R THAE R A S 7y I PR L sk
FEARAS Sy, WITZEMAE D BEFEEW R R, 2 FHIZRAS @ o {H RGAN A7 LERTFE A ] ¢ 22 AN 7843 1) 1)
e NI, ARSCHE— 5 5] AABRHRECRT A2 SO 1 45 (Relativistic pairing GAN, RpGAN), £ RGAN [#)2
fih b, SRS A R AR AT BN LU, R AR X B S PR R R
3.3. BIAKRER

SN 2 R BE A BT S A A A, AR FR M S R 2 T R BV R BB E[17]. FEAAE D FEA
W r, NGEIRAIR, RZEMEEHEE TS WA BN R RI, FECERER IR 4075k 5E
R o AT G b FE IR AR A MR AR RFAE SR ELRE 77, A SCHE RpGAN AL 1 5] A ik 22 B (Residual
Block) [17]45#4, fEBhBkERIEH2(Skip Connection) &) EAESE MRS, ARUEMI 25 BIAE NV 240, B6 BEATI AT iR 3
fE3E . DL 48 x 48 R K/ A GO BI[18], 14 3 T T A SCHE HA R B 26 AE X 4% 2544
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Figure 3. Improved generative structure diagram
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WIER 4

ZE 3NESHL BIASCRUERLAL B R/ 16, WA H4ERE 2 04 100, FIHRMEFFEA RS 1x 1, JFlX
3ANSEHRE AR T R DU 4T, R AT REASLERE DN[16, 100, 1,1]. £ G 5| AFRZEM 2%, fE4E
FRRFIE B RO AR R T 52 T 3 SR IEARISRE TT, Bt —5K 48 x 48 AR MEIZ

ST AU SCHCEER) RpGAN #5732 R B G RA INRFE B S AN RZE RIS, TR TR 5
FEHIRIEN T R EBERZAT, REWE DRFEENFE . K%, PERHEEE E%k.

4. MELER

A SCAE ] Pytorch 33475256, #:4F 24t 8 Windows11, CPU A Intel Core i7-14700HX, GPU A NVIDIA
GeForce RTX 4070 Laptop. ¥ I5HCE A Python3.8 + Pytorch1.8.0 + Cudall.7.
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N T BAE S rh LB BE AR AL B RE ) S B 2, A FE LT 1R ISR s BN Y
RpGAN 5 J5f RpGAN BEATRE A0 b o BREBFZIG T TSN, PIALSEIGAE M 2 58K | B S MO B A R
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Figure 4. Model-generated image comparison (a) Improved-MNIST; (b) Original-MNIST; (c) Improved-X-ray of clip; (d)
Original-X-ray of clip

4. HERE PR ERFSEEE (a) BU#E-MNIST; (b) RIA-MNIST; (o) B - kR X ; (d) RIA - &R Xk

4.2. F73ZRM

T TSR R RITERE, AT AR F S L] o SEIR T Fk 4 e XL EIRAE AT R, K
ARG A% GE 2 BT 2% 55 ESCE I 28 AT R AS U 0 HER R 06T b, BOAIETT VAR A R, 45 R0 L Ean i 5.

DOI: 10.12677/jisp.2026.154051 587 K& 5155 kb


https://doi.org/10.12677/jisp.2026.154051

0.8

0.6

KRN LEHRE

0.4 4

0.2

— ¥REGAN
—— RpGAN

50 100 ) 150 200
kit iR (epoch)

0.0

Figure 5. Comparison of recognition accuracy evaluation results between standard GAN and RpGAN

& 5. #54 GAN #1 RpGAN R B EFRREIE ST E R

FHSEIG A vl 0, SRR, A A A A5 RpGAN R G0 HERfG Rz 7k, HZ2 8
BLETAriE GAN FHaTRoe, TibsiE GAN FEUIZrrh B T RIS .t R AR 40 01 2% BE A R0 4%
I 5, OGS A RFEAS ) i &

4.3. SINREREAT M

ARSI T AR HE GAN 55 et W0 4 10 20 4 2 pR B, IITZREE S A0, B8R 51 NFR 2= B i 2ot
SN 5 2 pR B 58 T SO S AR e, FEAKR IR IE R sh & I, & RRETEL 0.7 £4, W
K 6 . it GAN B f/ME 0.9, & ToaEm %, HAEWZMAH 7 2R KIEREY, BAAR
fasg, w7 Fras.
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Figure 6. Improving the discriminator loss of RpGAN networks
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Figure 7. Discriminator loss in standard GAN network

7. #fE GAN RIZEF 25k

5. KBTRS S

DNV AR SCHR BB A R, IR AR BT B e R R AN T T, B ILPERE S AN B AL
X, AR R RS RpGAN. & R ZHMR MG GAN BRI DL & R MR 46 GAN FEAY,
Fr A HEARR AL AE StackedMNIST #4545 E AT %%, HSLRmFM S A CHEM T2 3. H
StackedMNIST /& Ji 46 MNIST #4541 s hic A, ddid s s QBCE AT TR . ISR B A A il 5 5
S RHEA LI HE 25 7 ER

5.1. BSBUEE

5.1.1. BEEETI Ry

Ry AESTIE A F B SEREA, 2SR B 5% 75 FUSRE AR AT P RO RH FE MR 5 5 Ry 78 S I0UVE FH A= Jl bt
A, FF LA BAE A AT B AL IR . S E y IH FBUE X A 1~20. 24 y BUE/NT 2 1,
TESISRIEA L o PRI EE T2 S RN W 0 5 BB s v, A BB E R, FID JHH, SMD )
Ko 2y BUEKT 15 B, IENIAES R B0 58 32 S HUAT, 4500 R BBl A T 0 s IR 2% X 5
FUBRFEARE I A & A5, SMD &3 RNF%, FID L.

SIS AE R, W ZEIREIN S, y WA SEUEX AN 5~15. ARSLE NEGHE R, R R FG—%
BONMFE RS, BUhiaME 10 fE e, ETXTE. EOUER R BTG R FAEE S, yBL10; 4
R 5 Ry SESII RN E I, —#H BCE AN 10.

5.1.2. 2IEIr

GAN X 22 ) F 2 H = FE U, DCGAN. RaGAN PR3 2R BRI R 1125 1 08 0.0002., #5542
R BIAN, BRGSO E 2 KRS, £ 100 #LT A RFEA B i 22, 3RS P AR R ) 75 22
BINNgREe IR, B S B  ESA BT E R E K, NGRS IR ZIE, Bk RS
RAAEBAL, 255 MR B R &, FID $8brxfE DAAERF RS E -

AR S A B DL R S ) B A ] 5 2 ST T = 0.0002, A AT VR, E TR 6 B
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5.1.3. BER

A s F AR DIE S, IR S (A BT 48 x 48 RGB. k=AU I /b, Y 227775 KA
HRBACMI G, FRESEEE L, WS RPN R, RS ATCRSEE .

AW TR 4 DIZEHI BRI R E A5 F)4S, FE5IN CBAM JEE /IHL 5 70 G R BR R T
RIRALRES . LR TP HEICOR/NBEE Y 32, R M4ERE B E DN 100, FEMZE 100 4 epoch YIZKIEA A 5E L
Wesie. i R AR EIA I SEIR BT EOR, BRIENIUT OGS GAN $UR RSk, iy S ALK R 26 45 4
MACE S IR IR SRR R — 2, AN BE SRR, DHRTHIFFCEs R L.

5.2. RHEBEI

K 8 s 7 ANUIZREIITAG, A SCRERLLE 100 IR A AR B RE AR . BT R A B T 2 REAL I
HEBHT, HABMNINZGERE PR TRENE. MEZT, Hft = ABRAE I ZRad 72 rp 24 I i 25 751
RSB

Epoch 1 Epoch 10 Epoch 50 Epoch 100 Epoch 1 Epoch 10 Epoch 50 Epoch 100

Figure 8. Generated samples during training (a) RpGAN + Ri12; (b) GAN + R1.2; (¢) RpGAN + Ry; (d) GAN + R;
8. IZRITFEP A BAEAR(a) RpGAN + Ri2; (b) GAN + Ri2; (c) RpGAN + Ri; (d) GAN + R,

5.3. V&4

RPN A RS (R T R S5 R AR (] RO ARALLRE , 7S Sk FH K B 77 72 ek i (SMID) [19] [20] A1 Fréchet Incep-
tion Distance (FID) [21]-[24]{E AT TabR. SMD & —Fh LS % GIEW BN e bR, @i TH 5 ERG A48
R FR IR L ZE ARHE I FIR S BB IA B RIAR I, (B BCR FRR GG T . — IR KRR £ (i, 7), R
SFAM <N, SMD € IR

M-1N-1

SMD = Y (| (1)~ £ (g =D+ (i)~ £ (i=1.7)) ©

i=

.

FID 35 157 2052 B 5 2E B EHR A Inception [25 119 25 R5AIE 7% 18] (0 43 A7 FE 2 A i — 38 B AR AL,
(BB A 1l B OB R S0 Ao FID B THHSRL A 0N :

FID(g.r) =[x, -,

2 1
5 +Tr(2g +3 —2(2g2,)2J (7

X g Mr HIREREREG S JLER, g, u, WS ERALRENE, 2, 2, O8I 25, Tr
TRFEREI L o

NYSUEASCHGE B (A R, PN EESE sl iH 5 7 AR AR ) SMD A1 FID 4845, SR
MEAERLIZRAS B A G, U FHERBELAEA 100 5K, TH5 SMD “FIMH, 28R 1 fis; FID
W T A B A PR A 5 FUSEREAS T AL, S5 R0k 2 o
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Table 1. Generated image quality comparison

# 1. £EGBREN

" SMD
EAEE
RpGAN + Ri2 RpGAN + Ri GAN + R GAN + Ri.
MNIST ¥4 4472222 42526.58 40932.30 41017.37
Mok 2k Je X Heghiase 49318.95 45952.13 47289.70 47827.94

M 1 AR, AEMADEESE L, RpGAN + Ry BB A BRAIREA SMD 8 1) e th oAt =M, I84IE 1
CACHEAR RS S T 1A (R 75 B 3 A7 28

Table 2. Generated image FID comparison

2. £pKE1% FID 3jtt

- FID
AR S
RpGAN + Ri2 RpGAN + Ri GAN + R GAN + R
MNIST ¥#i 4 10.79 30.89 43.88 14.25
ik e Je X Heghdase 86.06 92.01 147.71 122.36

MEE 2 HE AT, OIS AL E B S B0 4 b FID (B R =R Lt B R, b
GAN + Ry #HLE FID {5735 B A% 24.3% 5 29.7%. BEAM I Zod fatese, A EIGEE s, 4075+

==
=

& o

6. ZHRIB

N T FREURIIAT A R R 48 T /IR A UGBS 1 5 b AR R GBI B . I R FR 45 5 3 L I
B SCIPHERATR X L 7] 5, AR SCHA 3R T — Pl & AT ) 31 25 5 22 R OB PE AR STALA (R« Ro IE UML) AR X 18
Be Xt A2 BRI 26 (RpGAN),  FEAE AR s B 5] AR ZE HUR BB RHIESEHEL . 7E StackedMNIST F 547l
Mif ik 289 X S/ NREASRAE LAl T 2 X LE SR, ASERR AR BRI &AL FR FR(SMD, FID)H /7 T K F
SEO6 2k SR U A SCBE L R T Ry IENAK A RpGAN FlkRifE GAN B4, 1E B 1 et 2 vl 47 HA R0

AKINEAAFAETS 73 SR PR, AR e S sCPH s, TERE AR FE B = 251 N AR IH 2 tH I 7 s U
s Ry Ry RUERAEEAESTIG AL R AR T35 AP R IS HUKRTFEN THSLIRIE, BHdEE
ERCFHEER WS, Jae N g AR 0 2 FEE L A — D S U s TR B B R 7 v B (X
HET T EA: LB KA AE NN, JPREET R RIS A. BRI, B X
FERTIM S SRR 5, PRSP RERE T, BB a5 (R A a3 0

ELWMB
L RBHE R 22 B 7T AR QF TR H (YKICX2520511).
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