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Abstract—The automation of feature extraction of machine
learning has been successfully realized by the explosive
development of deep learning. However, the structures and
hyperparameters of deep neural network architectures also
make huge difference on the performance in different tasks.
The process of exploring optimal structures and
hyperparameters often involves a lot of tedious human
intervene. As a result, a legitimate question is to ask for the
automation of searching for optimal network structures and
hyperparameters. The work of automation of exploring
optimal hyperparameters is done by Hyperparameter
Optimization. Neural Architecture Search is aimed to
automatically find the best network structure given specific
tasks. In this paper, we firstly introduced the overall
development of Neural Architecture Search and then focus
mainly on providing an overall and understandable survey
about Neural Architecture Search works that are relevant with
reinforcement learning, including improvements and variants
based on the hope of satisfying more complex structures and
resource-insufficient environment.
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I. INTRODUCTION
In the last decade, the process of feature extraction in

machine learning, which used to need a lot of expert work,
has been automated by the development of deep learning.
However, the design of network architecture still rely heavily
on human’s expertise and rich experience gained from
numerous experiments. In deep learning, the
hyperparameters play a significant role in the performance of
the network. Many networks that are proposed in some novel
papers are hard for other researchers to implement. One of
the most important reasons for that is it also requires much
tedious fine-tuning work done by experts to explore the
optimal hyperparameters for their networks. Hence, it is
required that machine take on the task of designing better
network architectures.

Before the deep learning became famous, the automation
of searching the optimal hyperparameters mainly focused on
the parameters in traditional machine learning algorithms.
There existed some classical search strategies,such as
random search, grid search, Bayesian optimization,
reinforcement learning, and evolutional algorithms. All of
the strategies mentioned above are called as Hyperparameter
optimization.

The hyperparameters in deep learning include training
parameters and architecture parameters. The training
parameters, such as learning rate, batch size and weight
decay, define how to train a deep neural network. The
architecture parameters define what the neural network
consists of. For example, the numbers of layers, the type of
each layer and filter size in convolutional networks, these
parameters decide the structure of the network. The
challenge is that these architecture hyperparameters are high-
dimensional, discrete and mutual-related. The work of
Neural Architecture Search (NAS) is trying to find the
optimal architecture hyperparameters, even exploring novel
architectures which have not been proposed by human
researchers.

Since the researchers first proposed the concept of Neural
Architecture Search, it has been a promising research project.
The overall steps of Neural Architecture Search are shown in
Fig. 1, and the descriptions are as follows:

1) define a search space, in which, different network
layers and operations are represented as some embedding
such as strings and vectors.

2) apply a search strategy to search for the candidate
network architectures.

3) build networks according to the search results and
evaluate their performance in some tasks.

4) begin next search iteration based on the evaluation of
the last generated networks.

Fig. 1. The overall steps of neural architecture search



The definition of the search space is related with the
development of deep learning research. In the beginning, the
common convolutional neural networks are structured
linearly, so the NAS only needed to consider how many
layers there are, which type of operations of each layer and
corresponding hyperparameters of each type of operations.
The emerge of more complex deep neural networks such as
ResNet, DenseNet and Skip connection led to the NAS to
take considerations of multi-connection structures. Recently,
the deep neural networks started to include repeated sub-
structures called cells or blocks. The researchers of NAS
proposed search based on cells, which means that NAS only
search the structures of the cells and how to connect these
cells [1][2][3].

Researchers have applied many optimization algorithms
as search strategy in order to search for optimal architectures
from the search space. For example, random search,
Bayesian optimization, gradient-based method,
reinforcement learning, evolutional algorithms and so on.
Random search is the easiest method to understand and
implement, so it has often been used as baseline. Despite of
the simpleness of random search method, its performance is
hard to be surpassed, especially when it is combined with
some tricks like early-stopping [4]. Bayesian optimization
achieved early successes in NAS since 2013 [5]. NAS
became a mainstream popular research topic after researchers
applied reinforcement learning as the search strategy to
achieve competitive performance on the CIFAR-10 and Penn
Treebank benchmarks in 2017 [6]. Evolutional algorithms
were introduced by Google to solve NAS problems. It was
also proved by Google that reinforcement learning and
evolutional algorithms achieved the same accuracy which
was slightly better than that of random search. But
evolutional algorithms searched faster and generated smaller
models than reinforcement learning did [7]. NAS applying
reinforcement learning and evolutional algorithms search in
discrete space and there does not exist a specific objective
function. The objective function is regarded as a black box.
If the search space is continuous instead of discrete, then the
objective function is differentiable. It can provide
convenience for gradient-based method to search the optimal
parameters more effectively. Differentiable Architecture
Search was thus proposed by researchers from CMU and
Google [8]. The performance of gradient-based method is
less satisfactory than that of reinforcement learning in NAS
problems, while the latter normally costs huge computational
resources.

The main challenge of Neural Architecture Search is that
the implementation is costly. The search space of NAS is
normally enormous, and it often costs huge computational
resources to train the generated networks for evaluation. It
means that the research of NAS was not suitable for common
application. In order to solve this problem, many researches
managed to accelerate the training of NAS, such as
hierarchical representation, weight sharing and performance
prediction.

Most experiments applied NAS to solve image
classification tasks and natural language processing tasks.
The main focus of these experiments is the accuracy of the
generated models. In recent years, NAS has been applied in
other tasks including semantic segmentation. Researchers
started to take more factors into consideration about how to

evaluate the performance of the generated architectures more
comprehensively, which is called Multi-objective NAS.

This paper mainly focuses on providing general review
on the research outputs about Neural Architecture Search
which apply reinforcement learning as search strategy. In
SectionⅡ , researches about two classical NAS applying
different reinforcement learning (RL) algorithms will be
discussed. In Section Ⅲ , researches about improvement in
the speed and costs of computation of NAS with RL will be
discussed. In Section Ⅳ, more variants and extension based
on NAS with RL will be discussed. Future work in this
domain will be discussed in SectionⅤ.

II. CLASSICAL RESEARCHES ABOUT NEURAL
ARCHITECTURE BASED ON REINFORCEMENT LEARNING
In this section, different RL algorithms which have been

incorporated in NAS as optimization methods will be
discussed. Q-learning [9] is one of the most common
algorithms that is used to solve neural architecture search,
which is often combined with epsilon-greedy and experience
replay. Q-learning was first used by researchers to propose
MetaQNN which will be talked about with more detail in this
section [10]. Q-learning was also incorporated to search in a
cell-based search space [2], which will also be mentioned in
section Ⅲ . Policy gradient methods also function as an
alternative as optimization methods. The Neural Architecture
Search going to be talked about in detail later in this section
is the neural architecture search with reinforcement learning.
It was one of the first two pioneering researches that tried to
use reinforcement learning to solve neural architecture search
problems. It used a policy gradient method called
REINFORCE [11] to update the parameters of the controller
[6][12][13]. Policy gradient approaches like Proximal Policy
Optimization (PPO) update rule [14] have also been applied
to train the sampled architectures and update the controller
searching in cell-based search spaces [9], which will be
mentioned later in section Ⅲ . Monte Carlo method [15] is
another alternative way to search optimal structures. One of
the popular algorithms in Monte Carlo methods is the UCT
algorithm [16], which has been applied in several NAS
research works [17]. TABLE Ⅰ summarizes some of the
NAS jobs based on different reinforcement learning
algorithms mentioned in this paper.

TABLE I. NEURAL ARCHITECTURE SEARCH BASED ON DIFFERENT
REINFORCEMENT LEARNING ALGORITHMS

Frame work Reinforcement Learning Algorithms Involved

NAS[6] REINFORCE
MetaQNN[10] Q-learning
BlockQNN[2] Q-learning + epsilon-greedy strategy
NASNet[3] Proximal Policy Optimization
EAS[12] Policy Gradient
ENAS[18] REINFORCE
TreeCell[13] REINFORCE

A. Neural Architecture Search
NAS uses a recurrent neural network as a controller to

sample from a search space to generate new convolutional
neural networks. The controller is trained with reinforcement
learning. Specifically, the controller acts as an agent to take
actions to maximize the rewards by decide which description
string is generated in each recurrent network layer. The



generated convolutional neural network is built according to
the description strings output at each time step by the
controller. The rewards are the expected accuracy of the
generated convolutional neural networks evaluated in a
specific dataset. REINFORCE algorithm was applied as the
optimal method to update the parameters of the controller
RNN in light of the indifferentiability of the reward. The
reinforcement learning algorithm is used to train the
controller to make it generate models that can achieve higher
accuracy in validation datasets such as CIFAR-10. Later,
other researchers used the Proximal Policy Optimization
(PPO) which is more sample-efficient than REINFORCE to
modify this work to perform faster and more stable in other
environments [19]. NAS beat human-designed networks with
similar network architectures in CIFAR-10 and achieved
new SOTA level in PTB dataset. More than that, NAS found
more optimal architecture than widely-used LSTM. The
main drawback of the NAS is that its training process needs
800 GPUs which is too costly for other researchers to
implement it [6].

B. MetaQNN
The other one of the first two pioneering researches that

combined neural architecture search with reinforcement
learning is MetaQNN. It models neural architecture search
problems as Markov Decision process. The main procedures
of MetaQNN are very similar with NAS which is mentioned
above. What is different is that the reward in MetaQNN is
used to train the Q-learning algorithm. The researchers
trained NAS in datasets like SVHN, CIFAR-10 and MNIST
with 10 GPUs for 8 to 10 days. The best performance of the
generated neural network can beat the same-scale networks
which are build by human experts [10].

III. IMPROVEMENT IN THE SPEED AND COMPUTATIONAL
COST

The two pioneering works of NAS with RL [6][10] need
too much computational resource and are trained for too long.
On the one hand, the two models need to train the generated
models on the validation dataset from scratch every time in
order to get accuracy as the reward of the reinforcement
learning algorithms. And on the other hand, search space is
too large when NAS search the optimal structures for the
whole architecture. The speed and computational cost are the
main obstructions for the NAS with RL to be experimented
and applied widely. To solve these problems, more studies
have endeavored to improve the speed and reduce the
computational cost have been published. Weight sharing is
one of the popular directions of improvement, which is
aimed to reuse the weights of existed networks. Hierarchical
representations can also accelerate the searching process by
reducing the scale of search space.

A. Weight sharing
The researchers were inspired by Network Morphism, a

method of transform the network without changing its
function [20] to reuse the previously trained weights instead
of training the weights from scratch. The Efficient
Architecture Search (EAS) generates new networks which
can represent the same functions as the given networks and
are reparameterized to improve the performance. In this case,
there is no need for the new networks to be trained from
scratch. Hence, it can greatly accelerate the training speed of
the generated networks. The meta-controller of EAS

functions as a reinforcement learning agent, which takes
actions for network transformation [12].

As mentioned above, the Efficient Architecture Search
used a function-preserving transformation method called
Net2Net [20] which allowed the weight sharing [12]. To
address the limitation of classical Network Morphism which
can only add or remove layers instead of changing the
topology of connected paths, the researchers of TreeCell
presented a new type of transformation operations for neural
networks called path-level network transformation
operations, which allowed modifying the path topology of a
certain network while allowing weight sharing to maintain
the functionality just as Net2Net operations do[13].

Instead of transforming the smaller networks to larger
ones, another method is proposed to select a smaller network
from a large and comprehensive one. The process of
searching the optimal architecture in classical NAS can be
viewed as choosing the optimal path from a single directed
acyclic graph (DAG). The Efficient Neural Architecture
Search (ENAS) trained selecting a subset of edges within
DAG representing a large model simultaneously with the
controller. The controller, a long short-term memory(LSTM)
network with 100 hidden units was trained to select a path
that can maximize the expected reward. One of the
advantage of this method is that it enabled the parameters
among all architecture in the search space to be shared
efficiently. Apart from that, the design of the search space of
ENAS enables it to not only learn the operations as NAS [6]
did but also design the topology, which is more flexible [18].

B. Hierarchical Representation
Due to the fact that the deep neural networks started to

include repeated sub-structures called cells or blocks in
recent years, researchers have been considering searching
based on cells, which means that NAS only search the
structures of the cells. But how to connect these cells is pre-
defined [1][2][3]. The search space is therefore reduced to
include cells of identical structure but different weights.

The researchers of NASNet [3] designed a search space
called NASNet search space to make the complexity of the
architecture unrelated with the depth of the network and the
size of input images. Searching for optimal blocks or cells
not only accelerates the speed of training, but also improves
the generalization ability of the generated models. Faster
BlockQNN was further proposed with network performance
prediction [1].

C. Performance Prediction
The most time-consuming process of NAS is training the

generated networks, which is aimed to evaluate the accuracy
of the generated networks. To get the accuracy of the
networks more time-efficiently, proxy metrics were used as
the approximation of the accuracy. For example, the
accuracy of networks training in some smaller datasets or
training for less epochs can function as an approximation [3].
Though it may commonly underestimate the true accuracy of
models, the target of this process is comparing performance
among different networks instead of obtaining the absolute
metrics. Due to its efficiency, performance prediction has
become more significant in NAS.

From another perspective, it is possible to predict the
performance of the networks directly based on the structure
of the models. A surrogate model was built to guide the



search of network structures [21]. The input of the surrogate
model is the string representation of network structures, and
the output is the predicted validation accuracy of the
generated networks.

Based on an intuitional perspective that many metrics
curves are often observed to help researchers decide whether
the model is good or not from an overall perspective after
training a network for specific epochs. Extrapolation was
applied to predict the learning curves [22][23]. After that,
Bayesian neural network was used to model and predict
learning curves [24].

In TABLE Ⅱ and TABLE Ⅲ , several representative
works that have incorporated reinforcement learning with
neural architecture search are compared in terms of the
performance of the best architectures they generated
evaluated on CIFAR-10 and ImageNet. Efficient architecture
search costs the least computational resource which is at least
10 times less than any other models evaluated on CIFAR-10.
TreeCell obtains the best accuracy with relatively acceptable
number of parameters and computational cost. NASNet is
the most light-weighted models of all on both datasets and
achieves the highest accuracy on ImageNet dataset.
BlockQNN can reach satisfactory results with much less time
spending on the computation on ImageNet. In general, jobs
on improvement of speed and computational cost have
fulfilled their aims.

TABLE II. COMPARISON OF SPEED AND RESOURCES ON CIFAR-10

Models Performance
Error(%) # of Params(Millions) GPU Days

MetaQNN[10] 6.92 11.18 100
NAS[6] 3.65 37.4 22400
EAS[12] 4.23 23.4 10
NASNet[3] 3.41 3.3 2000
BlockQNN[2] 3.54 39.8 96
TreeCell[13] 2.99 5.7 200

TABLE III. COMPARISON OF SPEED AND RESOURCES ON IMAGENET

Models

Performance
Top 1 /
Top 5

Accuracy
(%)

# of
Params
(Millions)

Image
Size

(squared)

GPU
Days

NASNet[3] 82.7/96.2 88.9 331 2000
BlockQNN[2] 77.4/93.5 N/A 224 96
TreeCell[13] 74.6/91.9 594 224 200

IV. EXTENSIONS AND VARIANTS OF NEURAL ARCHITECTURE
WITH REINFORCEMENT LEARNING

A. Multi-objective NAS
With the emerge of the need of applying artificial

intelligence on platform devices such as mobile phones,
more light-weighted networks which are suitable for
environments with limited resources such as MobileNet and
ShuffleNet started to be proposed and widely researched.
NAS also evolved from single objective which only
considers accuracy to multiple objectives which consider
accuracy, compute intensity, memory, power consumption,
latency and so on. However, one of the challenges of the
multi-tasks optimization problems is that single solution
which can reach the optimal situation of all the subtask

simultaneously is hard to be found. In consideration of that,
researchers often search for Pareto-optimal solutions.

Mobile neural architecture search (MNAS) approach [25]
takes model latency into consideration of the main objective
so that the search can identify a model that balances well
between accuracy and latency. Resource-efficient neural
architect (RENA) [26] takes computational resource use into
consideration of automated NAS targets. RENA can find
novel architectures that perform competitively even with
tight resource constraints. Multi-objective neural
architectural search (MONAS) [27] optimizes both accuracy
and other objectives that are brought about by numerous
devices such as embedded systems, mobile devices and
workstations.

V. CONCLUSION
Although the automation of deep learning can generate

architectures that perform better than the state-of-the-art
hand-crafted networks, the gap is not as large as it is
supposed to. One reason for this is too much restrictions that
are imposed on the search space. Common search space
consists of existing human-designed blocks such as
convolutional layers and pooling layers. It is less possible for
the neural architecture search to automatically generate novel
building blocks. It may increase the performance of the
automatically generated models substantially by reducing the
limitations on the search space. Hence, the searching for
innovative elements of new architectures will be desirable.
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