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[ Abstract] Personalized Federated Learning ( pFL) algorithms have significant advantages in handling non-
Independent and Identically Distributed (non-IID) datasets and enabling client-side model personalization.
Hypernetwork-based pFL utilizes the client's own hypernetwork to achieve a personalized client model. However,
the effect of sharing client-side hypernetwork parameters and client-side data on the accuracy of client-side
personalized models remains unclear. A personalized Federated learning with Multi-layer Hypernetwork
(pFedMHN) framework is proposed to optimize cliént models through the weighted aggregation of local and global
hypernetworks. The server learns a global hypernetwork and each client’s multi-layer local hypernetworks and then
aggregates them. Clients use these aggregated hypernetwork parameters to iteratively update their models,
resulting in more accurate personalized. models. The experimental results show that on general public datasets, the
pFedMHN outperforms the four benchmark algorithms in terms of accuracy, effectively solving the problems of data
heterogeneity and model accuracy faced during personalized federated learning on non-1ID datasets and achieving a more
accurate personalized model for clients by utilizing hypernetwork parameters and client data sharing.

[Key words]) federated learning; federated averaging; hypernetwork; personalization model; model aggregation

S RS HR B S A P RSS2 55 W3 [ G A P o 2R T

0 35185 i Pk

BB RE TR 25 1938 B LA Bl 23R 0 R e s A
PEARIRIR 272 > (PFL) R T A 3 ~) Ul i 2 114
WFFE T 1A . pFL AL o VR A % 7 i AR 4l A i
s AT I ZR— A PR AL L DT e DRGIE R B
FARY [R) 4 i AR AE AN R BRSO SPEfRRE T . R
i pFL AESCBR I HI AT 2 35 03 (B A 1T %) 2% P

T R RIX L (R BN B4R 2 B 5 L
PEREAPEARE R B A i, B T80 197 45, BIF-
PR Z A GE T S TR L BRI Jy 7k
BINIENIE e ) SRR R 2 A 17 2L B
BEAF P GRS PE ARS8 i 2 S AR Y
R A% P s PR R . SR B

HETH . bt 8 H Z RAREITRI(KM202410009003) 5 [ 5 5 G0 & 1K1 (2023 YFC3107804, 2024 YFE0200500) ; Jb 58117 H Sk Bl 2%

H4r(4234083)

YEZRB A : 22, 5 PR i =007 e Gt 5 A o N TR R s 225 BRI TR WA AR s A R TR W AL GEAE

[(EPREC-N . S

A 2024-12-04 f&E BHE: 2025-02-08

E-mail: mali@ncut. edu. cn



134

£525 £IH/2026 £9 A/ATENTRE

(9 pFL 75 1 A6 BT 2 B0l AN [R] 2 7 i 1) 451
SRABLZZ 1) 7 8 3 4 s XA 2 AR E AT 5
P IR BE AL B PR A ER STt A
THE— AP R 2 2 1 — e 2 B ik
TR SRR % 7 g 22 8] B DM SR An R B i
BB B Fed AMP 583 AR BLIK) % - i ik
FTEZMEME, TFCA SELS SRR A RIS Rk
SRILTE e 55 A i £ ik A 300 0 A e /M K R B
ZIRISERR ] L b R LA % P i SR Y
BARISHL. CFL SED R R RIS ML 2 A 3t
TSR RORT DL A RUCRE AL DO PR RTR E
FEAKL, FedRep Bk R E Ak 7 35 A2 HE A
B Z G . AHJE bR T AR 5 AR 2
)RR AN T IR AR S A T B AN BT
K ALEAHBEZHZ B2 571k

FEIET 5T« 55 T8 R0 265 19 7k 3 Wl — Fof
HBESE T . pFed HN I FH 4 199 2 15 I 55 2 i
FLEA R — % P oA Y B P i R AT — A Il
— R A ) A A i A 328 20 PR 255 L7 A A 1k
TE BRI TR . pFed LA™ 0] I A 190 45 5 74 s 51 22
AHEE & I ZN A% 2o R TR, SR
SEHRAFAE—LEAN L Z A0 R 0l A I A 2Rl 5 )=
FRR A 42 Ry MR TT T Y RTTTIAER TS0 % B 5K
P Z B IR G R BUE— LSe35 T IMEAE AL
REFETHIIRAIR

AT R — Pl HE T 22 2 48 0 2% 1) D PE AR KR 2
>J (pFedMHN) 8.3 . 15 75 F| 1 J5) i A I 4% 1 22 Jey
7 190 245 114 Jea e SRR 22 Jg SR, AR TP A A 1Y
AIHERR R . IXHESR AT DLSE UIRIR 7 3 AL Y 2 9
T R UM 20 S A R v A — J2 A 8O DA
11 )AL AT = ARk 57 [7) 2345 (non-11D)
BRI ZRPERE . (R 55 f i » 0 B P i 5| A
)RR R 2 — 2 4 R M 2% 7 pFL Il ZRid
R rpae ) B P IR . IS5 Ay~ 42 SRk )
ZR NN P S ) 22 J2 Jrd S 0 465 T AR 5 4%
B ;i 2 R R 2% . 0 s ) AR 0 46 2 Bk
REH Pt AT ZHOR G A WE AU B & P
AR o TR 2% S ORI P s B A0 3 =2 52 B
T S EORT A PR L O R G s A ] T
St R 22 AR G 3 X IR W AT LA
et Xt non-11D K 5 i APk 22 > IF Hatt AT A
I S 86 UET T 4R 9 pFed MHN 7)™ 32 fiff ]
RURE S b Al DR S m i PERE . ASSCRY BTk 3=
gﬁn—F:

1) ASCHEH—A4~ pFedMHN (I ZRHEZSE  F1

=2 SRR 0 25— = 4 Jeg i 0 4 I 2 AR
7 AR R AR R 28

2) ASSCH) TR W 28 S 50CR % 7 didi A Tl B 1Y
FEmE R A A A 4R T = A 8, I Honl
PAFE 53 R R R 4 SR MR T 2 2R 5

3) ARICXT 4 Tl it 7Y 9 18 o3 AT 55 HEAT AR I
S 4 R R I AE non-1ID Kn 48 i
B R T TS LS T RIS B A iR

1 tHXIIE

1.1 BEXFE3S

XING 2 —Fh T Fed Avg B35 EIBE IS
S H I N-FedAvg, B 78 il B 24 > w1 Bl Bl
VERERE P I B A5 2 o SRS R 45 1) R, 3% 07 1k
A Ao O 0 428 25 1 i L AR 53R K 2 ) SN B R s
Lokt TAES N FedAvg B0k SR THBE R MR 4 | %
AR PR B, -4 1 T 38 (5 R AR LA e
ZHANG %5 32— Bl 1 B 6 2 ) Jr ¥ CC-
Fed Avg, 38 1o 5 il 113 P IR e 1530 S5 A 1 Bk ik Tl
L S RIS B KRR T A S, ZHOU 20
$21h Overlap-FedAvg, i) 43 BSR4 F1T 2By
BCSUN LR B, /38 5 T8 s B 2 > Wi Sk
JE . SUN % DFedAvgM K H b IR , 75
FE S R E B E S e Sk . LAT 207 R
— MR RG22 Ok TR S CT K4
Hfg COVID-19., 38 3o 1% i - S5 R AiE 1) 1t 35 02>
WAE WM R, &S Bl — N
GenFedRL A5 FR o0 fh 27 > HESE , 38 o AU e = B
ARLRAF A BRI D) o R B i Ak ) B RE AR B AL AT £R
3 o [ s TR A 35 AT ML AN Fed Avg 536 SEBIR
TFi) X 4% 235 K ) R AR ) ) A B R 52 . AR B 1Y)
FedAvg J AR Ffv 30k 8 1 Ble st 2 7 i 5 L 2% )
SRR 0 U5 A H FHIE S 2 ] B iR A
B (EL S 5 367 3 B B AR TR R AR ) [ A R4k
Ble = B XA AL TR BTR LA
1.2 MEiER

ACHITUVE %% 8 o — i 75 A5 500 vh 5] A 4
JRFE A i s AN s ) B4 R AR 06
e ST Ak RO By i Ty kL AR 2R 2 v N s
SRR, SR IIE T A R S BB T I PERE .
MA 21 R AL B 22 2] pFed LA HEZY,
R A ARk N7 5] 43 A 58 v A 2 S AR R A i
PRI, 0 1 PO A R PR AR 53 2AT 55 1 S 96 0E A
HAEREETBUA k. YANG S50 42 H — Bl fifi
43)2 Fisher {5 BE RS Z5AEAL SR WS 8 5 H 1 B



$£52% F9IH/2026 £ 9 R/ATENTE

135

05 A B i AR A 4 S S i/ IR 7 B
YANG 45048 R R T 7 i 4 45 R A B AE 48
pFedPG, il it s B AL AL $ R ST A 2
SR ORI AS AL . YUAN 250220 45 o G o 228 g v
T I FH BRI A8 A P A A2 ) Fed TOP HEHE,
Ff R T IR PEREAIG L I 45 22 4 R A B U A2 4 ()
RO, SR 45 R I, A W iy R b AR T
WERPERI G e . AR SE R  — R SE T AR
BN A A N SR RIS 4 2] (ACFL) 83k, il i
P Uit A BT A L] e RN ) R s SR A
TR TS B o A AR AL 25 7 o ) 43 B A [T
55 IR T RIVERE . R RS R —Fh B
FOBR I B 358 7 58 4 s AR M A O G 22 40
REAR G it DR BSR4 25 5 v S R (i A [, 245
B RO I 288 1 22 43 B RL , T BRI I R RE AR
A RIS 25108 BCRE 1 o 0 O A B ) A A R s 25
W2 RN . R vk BOAR AL i A [R) SRm R
FE& P AR I 35 R 1 (H R 2T A R A SR
P ol s R SR A R AR B AR AR e = X £
JER AR A
1.3 HBMEK

SHAMSIAN £ $ i — b 5 58 9 45 (14 4>
PRI IR 25 218 i X AP O R AE LT A R
WAz AR RE T XTI 2R 1) oK B8 A0 8T % 7 s o %
FHA RFEE IR % 35 VR S Imd A A
FR /NGBS . YANG 255 $ H —Fh HyperFed
AT CT #if&, HyperFed i AILAL $# 5 9 3 5K 5
o0 245 i1 4 Jey L T2 AR T 245 B AR B, 3 2 55—
WHET FL B9 CT pifg, iz ELR R, T LU
Iy R BIAFE M CT AL G b PR A E 4, LI
ST fifi R 9 25 78 Transformer [ [ 56 J2 24 B¢
S HE I, LA B A o VRV, SR
V117 a7 1 D2 i S R e o S 2N o = €2
PRI Z AT 55 Ik T e T I O A A T A R
[ 5t
2 &Rt

FEAATH ek AR IR 2 ) [n) BE 04k, 4R
Ja R T ANMEARIRIR % 2] 2 28 4 v
2.1 (o)A

AR ) B AR A% 7 i 22 TR DM DI 25
APEARBRL, [8] B (R 5 T T A HOBR A M . %5 18
I HA M R A TS B9 N A% i 5 B %
Fuits 4 B BCHE B AN R D= ()
VOO A< <IND RS ¢ ANE R EUR S, 1

o B MM ABEREAS, v, XN ARRAS L 5
i B L BEREE KN m, Ko 0, AE
P BRI S8, pFedMHN () {14k 7] 81 A 36
TN

. . i\
g —arggmlnN;L(@f) (D

1 /er . .
L,-(el.):m—zcﬁwi;x;”,y;”) (2)
i j=1

AP 0= (0, .-+, 08 R FTA % 3 B9 AL 2 8
s L 25 0 SRR Dy A SCH) % 7 S ik e
B Lop AU pREL
2.2 pFedMHN & £iEZE

TEATT AR SORA 1 B Hh W5k 20T
iR A R 2 P s s — J2 I F A LASE B2 10
MEAAETIR

pFedMHN SEAES AN 1 firos . A% P
U ] U R M % . LITER pFL Jeig s 1l
SRR v, A, YRR 2 OO 1) B0 K0
2% 30 AR SR i R T P mBE L £ — A v, A
R TR T @ B G 755 B 228 0 45 X B A
AR VAFES3 R4 R MR A B R =z Ty 2. i
SRR e =2 Rl M 4l — 2 e /3L =
B2 . HING (v, 500, i P00 26 J23 F) 190 268 76 507 2o
T v, Ml (HER RABE v, Al g, IIEIRZ T
Ui dS F 2K B R X — T e B IR TR E
S 7S A ) S5 R A 0 R A RE AR 40 5 i )
PEALT SR . HNG (v, 5 ) i 28 )2 1 R0 2% 78
R AR . P S BEALIEFE— > v AR A TR
LT @ AOELDN L 52, 30 ] LR 2R 2 1 3 22 1] £
A 8 i A S RO R AR S ) DM A B
T AR 2 A % P s ) SRS RBCR . HNG (v
@) %2 R 57 SR R P v IR BT &
P A 1] B PR T ; FOMER 260 P 0 S
{H X — ZE R A & s R i — 2 e
PR SE 2 A7 Bl £ SR RS R ) S Ak b R A B
LI A RN HNG (v o) 8258 12 14 ) 2 7 58
B AR v F @ RUMEARIEIL 20 L Ay & 7 S T 1Y
S ) —ME 2 JRyl W 45 2 SR AL T R i Y )R
LT BRI % P S e — E PR B AR — 2K
P RESRA T I B

I =2 JRy P X 2% T — J 2 4 Jmy o X 28 A 2R
B AR A R R4 IR UITZREAT
BRI AN B i ) B — T 2 A R A AL
Rt A0 g — A B 2R W 28 JZ 4% B 20 7 S A
FIRGIF T RGH P . % 5 il A Wk A 21



136

£525 £IH/2026 £9 A/ATENTRE

Task sent

e e O A

HN(0)

1 pFedMHN &%k B &K FEZE
Fig.1 Overall framework of pFedMHN algorithm

A H AP AL A A, I IR (] 45
BB .

ZRAIE RN E PG T =2 R W
2% IF Hik i 4 7 —)2 & R A 45 7850 F) Ry
R A A SR AR e = L B AR LB o A
FA it ELAT B R 1) 3R B B S AN 5 5% L 1) 4 . BT
Mk o AR SCHERE = )2 Ry I 245 F1— 2 42 Jey R I 2% 1)
UKL, BRI - R R R S AR R A AR 5
PR R AP IR G . &P it () B8 o A 3
LA W 5 T 52 D 45 X A 78 434 B i
SPE . P AR SOR H =2 R R N 45 o A
FA st AR A P A A A5 70 TR T 4 e ) 8% )
BEags— 2 R iR 2 R — Bk, ot A

B 3 T R 46

HOF T R AR S 2/ R A L L R T T A
PEACA Y ) 35 B PE AN AR PR . BT & R R
PR 0 2% 14 2 A BT A B — T2 RE A8 A BHLUA (]
Y 00 S STV < B — V2 R T A 0 28 AR A0 7 S
A BRI A S R 2 R i S )
7R ) 225 ASC R o i A AL % P S 8] 69 DI 5 5 =)=l
TEIC SRR 27 i ) A 18] a2k — 25 3 58 4 SRy R
AR AR IE 2 4 el 19 24 )2 0 O 2 Jy —
FOPE S TR Y Y SR M IS N RE g . e 3 Al
JEWRACBETT BB RE 8% 1 X 52 2% Y 5 Jo 1R 5 5K [+
INf PRSP0 58 1Y) 2278 E

ﬁI%%TW%%% MT—HREHE ¢,
LA G T JZ GO B AR &5 5 S -



528 F9HI/2026 F£ 9 A/HHEN TR 137
gt grt e gt PRI B3 4 A eR AT SRR
.2 2.2 .. ol 1 X
I P R | DI N 2L 00T
g N L N HN; Vigsvie)) (10)
(3) :T‘K:EF':V:{VMVN”"VN}%g/l\g)ﬂfﬁ%ﬂgﬁ?(/\m

2R3 A SCTR 4 10 I T2 080 5 1) 3R 6 A B 0
& E@E%ﬁ%%HNf (Vz’ ;90) :,81 ’ HN? (V,‘ Qi ) :,82 ’
HN! (v;0,)=p" ,HN, (v; ) =p",

WA 4 A7 (g . B%. B0, B ) B T LA A A
FIREEES K, X TR Fe K TR AN
[\ o) o

SRS BRI £ TR R @ 9 12 35
B =l (D s

”a;« sz /Z(U«L.,‘)Z D
bl BRI @h (055 ] 40

TR TR M AR b B L2 JE BT, an
) iR

N

Se=>lail. (5

i=1

MG L2 i B8 LE B 04> & FEAT INACKR
L AFEINECE 5 A Tl e -

s e

m—é(ak' S, ) (6)
2, AR A 4R

&:{k:&k|l€€K} D)

53 g, =a. BIEPHRENE e HWRHALS
IRk, A FEAGIT L2 B k.

TER ML v SR A A, o &K P i ¢ 18
RIZE SR, B0 .0 - ORI % P S AE 7 H
VIZRSERL 1 (R B 2 B8, o B — 4> 0™ =
(01,05 s 0%V EITE RS n BES,
Ho% BE S N RS 0 BRERIS R Rk
o B BRI SRR IR fr e,

0, =10 .07 ++.00 1 =1{0" 0" ,+++.0™ ) % £,(8)

Horp ol AT LR R -

N

05-” — Z 65118?1.]' (9)

ji=1

=i @os s on L IERENF P b Y X 2% 2
v AR BRA ] o 0242 J5 8 R 28 28
Pk . pFedMHN B85 % 7 3w 2480 0, B9 PLAL IR) et
A G P 28 R A T B v i v Fll o HRA ) i
TR %) 245 Z B8 ST R -

Vi L=V, 00"V, Li=

[{6".6"% 0"} XV, HN{(Vidsvio) 1"V, L,

Vo L=V, 00"V, Li=

{007 5++50" ) XV, AN (Vigsvi) 1V, L

VL=V, L=

(40" 20 +2.0" ) XV, HN. (Vigsvi) 1"V, L

V\L=(VA) Y, L=

(407207 26" ) XV, HN[ (Vigsvi@) 'V, L

(1)

LR T R A v, RTE
P PR OR BRI L RIBREEY, Lo AR Anfar o
PZESH @ KT P i 1 AR BREL L, i b B2
V,, L. pFedMHN {25 HESL K 2 Fiis .

BEXTE s ¢ BRI BB RS HNG (v, 50,5 v
©) v v il BYSEFTIT N0 (12) s

Embedding vector
vi
¥

Y

HN(v;0,)
X . 0 Client ¢
Weight aggregation i )
HN/(00) 3 <
> 0=(0",0") Xe, F(-50)

S ——
91’

HN (039

HN, (v;p)

N —
Hypernetwork

2 pFedMHN HJF#E P £5HEZE
Fig.2 Framework of pFedMHN with hypernetwork

Av,=(V, 070, =[{0",0%,-+,0" } X (V, HN{ (v, 3¢,)+V, HNi (v, 39017 A0,

A, =(V, 0 A0, =[{0".0",-+,0"} X (V, HN(v,30,)+V, HN! (vi¢,)) 1" A0,

Av=(V,0.) 00, = [{0".0",++.0" } X (V,HN! (v30,) +V,HN! (v;¢0)) 1" A0,

A= (V0" A0, =[{0".0" ,+++.0" } X (V,HN! (v, 5¢0)+V,HN! (v39)) 1" A, a2

2.3 pFedMHN Hi%ifi2
BT Z M 45 HY pFedMHN 53k 14 A4 %1

%%{Dl » D, 9"'7Ds\'}7gjﬂﬁﬁlﬁ%}j$ ﬂ’ﬁméﬁﬁ}j
oy R wumft ik R, & P il ek E. ¥iaik



138

£525 £IH/2026 £9 A/ATENTRE

PRI SR 1 1 4 28 fin i D I s > e A A 7
{01:025,0x ) RESASHITHE LN

D 7E SUMR 55 A I ZR0CR R 5

DHHRAHMLEHN (Vig;vie);

3) AN P S AR AL 5 B 2GR I 26 HING (V505
Vi) RAEMFEIEAL Y

4) AG;<ClientUpdate "V ) ;

SOMHEXADTH v, g v g,

AT AN -

DIl 55 g A 8 SR 5

D PATAMINGE E K

3) iR [ 2 [A] 44 5 AD;

TG I 55 A 400 i A DU SR I 25 A5 S AT
RS i Hh R 2 A I 2%, 1455 % 1 i A R 47 A
NYZRRE ZJ5 R T R G &Pk &
P SRR R TEAS M AT AR 25 i 55 A% 1R
(IR Al 55 fe AR S B B 2 P i ) R
Jev o ST A B 7 S X T ) JR) S R ) 45 D 4 SRy
[

2.4 pFedMHN EiER AEHRE
1 TR LU & X
x1 HEXFSURIEE X
Table 1 Related symbols and their corresponding meanings
28 P
& i i R
e 45 g ) DIl 0 %
& P i ZREE 5L
& P i A M R R I 2 T 2
B R A SR N 28 R A T R 2R
YRR G 28 1T S 2
FHSE v, v, v Fl o TR S
% Fm 5 e g5 4% Z IR A BRI A

0 o O =R Z

IR 55 s st 18] 52 4 B O (A) +O(N X B) +
OW)=0(A+NXB+U) , Kt 5%,

DEFREBMLE OA);

2) % P iR S M R A O(B)

3) BN P i R 5 i 2 I 28 SR 5 A B AR
B O(NXB);

DIEHBE v, .o, v Al o FHEIFR OO,

R g 18] 52 2% BE (RS A R

DR 55 # AL 3£ AR O(P)

) HAT ARG E IROEXC) 5

3R AL Z a3 O(P)

RN S ) BB ) B 2% A

O(P)+OEXC)+0OP)=0@2P+EXC)=
O(EXC+P)
P N AN i » T LA AT 28 7 S P P ]
RPN -
NXOEXCH+P)=0(NX(EXC+P))
BRI A AN«
ROA+NXB+U)+ONX(EXC+P))=
OR XA+RXNXB+RXU+
RXNXEXCHRXNXP)

3 SREGIR

3.1 KIGEE

A FE CIFAR-107% | CIFAR-100"" | MNIST*
I FMNISTYY 4 A $i4E B3l pFedMHN HEZE,
YIRE v - I A 85040 52 108 43 A 2 A A ST W) 4 A
B A TESUASTE non-TID & B 19 % 7 i B4 . A<
3% Dirichlet 7347 PRELI S8 UM I E ¢ =0. 1,1%
(BN U BH SRR B, BT A Bl 4R 4k 70 Yo il
SREEFN 3090 I 4E

X Mg : Fed Avg 75 ik 55 45 v 14 17 55 8 il AX
A7) pFedBN 14 5 4 4~ & F i A9 it B — 1k
(BND JZ 76 A< i 555 s pFed HN J2& — Fift i F 8 I
B A PEAL B Y pFL Y pFed LA
S BT 43 2 B A P Ak BB IR 2 o) kD
FedTP & —# 3 T Transformer 1) 3 B BE F 2% >
HEZRET

LI, S pFed LA AH 7] 1 45 FR i 22 ™)
2 (CNNDZEK . fEARIRIR T B B AR AN R &
P 2 ) B A R 8 45/, X F CIFAR-10 A1
CIFAR-100, FHE R EZ JF In T BN 2. X} F
MNIST 1 EMNIST, #5#I th %4 BN JZ, HFi5
22 B A B 18 I 45 2 LA™ 4 42 )2 1 ] R 45
¥ EFREE 7 bt B — )22 A A TR 8 D 24 B AF D 4
AR . ARSI T pFedLA B3 PERE. 47
BIE T 10 5 20 A% P Lh 1004055 T
il k. #E 100 #2k0 (MNIST £is i & H
50 H# 3% B Zhrb , Bt IR 15 3 Bir A & 7 i Ao A
RIE-EINGRE . X T Ir A7 S 80, AR 52 4t FH Atk 5 K0
32 BRI G L SGD AL #%, 10 % P o
25| i A< # Epoch %k & 10 %, CIFAR-10 Fi
CIFAR-100 fJ24: )%k 0. 01, MNIST #il FMNIST
[ >) %k 0. 005,

Sy RS . fff B RTX 3070 GPU, 3. 6 GHz
AMD 5500 1 32 GB RAM 7£ TAEu; FEHUTA %
FA S MR 554 o



$£52% F9IH/2026 £ 9 R/ATENTE

139

3.2 GRS

DR YERA 2R 50HT

FEBEHLA R £ 45 AR ST [R50 A7) _EANR &
Uit AR S A SR AN SR 2 TR L L 2R R e A
Bl . 3% 2 TPEEEAS SO IR e AR
BRI 2 S B T SR AE 2 ST S h A2 AL R
(& PR B R IR A 52 i S 2500 1
REUE B, BB/ N R R L A e . SR 2 W LU
W AR SO R BERAE 10 AN P i Al 20 AN i 1)
SEE B bR T AR B RSO I Ab K T A AR
10 M P E L. X HAE SR FedAvg, FedBN,
DA R 8 I 245 1 A PR A S, 7 R R B 46
PERAY B MER R SEAIRAE T iR k. 7F CIFAR-
10 Fedlnde v, pFedMHN F33:45 31 A9 450 A o fff 252y

61. 21%, 3T L2 %A pFedMHNL2 %153
BB B U B R R 60, 31%., SR JH RS R 4%
HN! (v;0,) B pFedHO %345 2] il A5 B o 1 2R
57. 83%., 1 CIFAR-100 %% 4 % rh, pFedHO,
pFedMHN Fl pFedMHNL2 %4 1 15 51| 45 70 7 1 2%
S8 Sk 58, 46%., 60. 27% M1 58. 59%., #B T
FedAvg,.FedBN, 7E MNIST %k #i 4 1, pFedHO
BAS B AR MER R O 99, 41 %0, HERE R &AL, &
FH &Y, 78 FMNIST %% 4 4 ., pFedHO,
pFedMHN F1 pFedMHNL2 5. 45 31 (1) 45 7 o i
K93, 79%. 93. 77% M 94. 06%, #E = T
pFedHN.pFedLA . FedBN, 2ZiGzh 5200, F| FH &
PSRN 4 Jry R Y =2, BRAE h A (W] Y 2 1 v 1
AR,

% 2 7£ CIFAR-10 F0 CIFAR-100 £7#2£= (non-1ID) F AE X A THEHERE

Table 2 Average accuracy under different numbers of clients on CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100 datasets(non-11D) %
CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100 MNIST FMNIST
ik EgRkE e B % AR E IRkt B AL E IRkt E IRkt EgRbiE e
10 4~ 20 4~ A 104~ 20 A4~ 10 4~ 20 4~ 10 A4~ A 20 4~
FedAvg 52.36+0.18 57.8340.23 31.3640.15 31.4540.13" 97.9140.21 98.01+0.15 93.8840.14 93.9740.12
FedBN 52.3540.23 57.6740.28 31.3940.23 31.4540.19 97.52+0.29 97.58+0.31 80.834+0.21 80.9140.19
FedTP 59.47+0.35 59.514+0.42 60.1340.29 60:2140.28 99.31+£0.22 99.38+0.25 93.8940.45 93.9540. 37
pFedHN 50.42+1.55 50.35+1.69 30.0541.56:29.9541.69 98.64+0.17 98.50+0.23 93.5440.87 93.4340.92
pFedLA 58.03+1.35 58.11+1.39 55.7842.18. 55.8642.37 99.26+0.13 99.35+0.19 92.3340.32 92.4140. 35
pFedHO 57.83+2.43 57.88+2.41 58.4641.37 58.554+1.59 99.41£0.17 99.481+0.25 93.7940.26 93.8240.25
pFedMHN 61.21%£1.77 61.32+1.6860.27£1.33 61.37£1.41 99.214+0.08 99.2940.12 93.77+0.72 93.81+0.75
pFedMHNL2 60.31+1.93 61.431+1.88 58.5941.25 58.6541.35 99.22+0.07 99.31+0.13 94.06%0.59 94.10%0. 61

Bl 3 AN [l B0 45 T 256 78 00 I3k v 1 R
Kl 3(a) J& 7 CIFAR-10 £ HR4E T iy il ik off o 32,
AT LA AT A SCH: HE 1 53 T v 0 2 )y T DA —
At T F Bk e UE B T R R 3 A A
4 JRh R Y 3R B2, BE A8 R B A A ofE A R
&l 3(b) &1 CIFAR-100 $c4s 4 T il i o ff %
AR SC T i SR 1 AE o B R 5 IR T L Bk
&l 3o & 7F FMNIST %4 4 T B il i o i 2%, A%
SCHTER A A R X S . B/ 3 (D SR A
MNIST #8545 A9 I8 v 56 2R, BT 41 3800k A i 1
R F X

2)TH LS55 53 HT

A5, i F#F FMNIST 1 MNIST 4 4
B o R AR L A, B FE CIFAR-10 1
CIFAR-100 $itd 8 L iEA 7 @S2, DL PPAk A5 A o
BATR XA RE AR R . 38 % A B B AR R AR
I 2%, FEA% L 531 ) A 88 8 IR 2% o A5 751 f14 o 2 i

KEE, 7F CIFAR-10.CIFAR-100 %4 4 ClEh <7
[ 4045 bW 10 A% 7 diig 1) 7 24 B 0 o aff R ¢ 3
FiR. MR 3 AT LA L BBRHN: (v 0 G 1 = )2
FELS % P B () MER % 5 pFedMHN AHLE R
R LA i 7E CIFAR-10 30448 T R R P39 T
BT 11,66 Hor i, LIS REW,HN (o) 7E
BRI L R a3 T RO A EH]
I HZ R Z M A kA . bE
T IO 2% 1) J2 50/ 2 2, A L ) E R SR A T T
B, BB THN (v,50,) FTHN (v 0 Z S5 HZ
B I 26, 6 % 7 i R TR F8) o A 2R T LA T LA R
JEABRGE , 3[R RE IR GIE T3 DU J2 8 X 2% 8 i Y v
EE] T —AFAMAVEH S 1 B AH A2 R AR, R
AT AN 6] 5 7 ity (4 OSSR 38 T DA B AR
M7 3 B A P4 SR % P s I A PE A R RS
SHRAERGUE T BT SR A B i ey A —
FE R



£525 £IH/2026 £9 A/ATENTRE

140
60
50 |
40
g 7
é‘ég 30 } /7 ~ FedAvg
& FedBN
20 <~ pFedHN
i FedTP
= pFedLA
10 ~ pFedHO
- pFedMHN
] X e e
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Epoch
(a)CIFAR-10
100.0 - FedAvg
FedBN
975 [ - pFedHN
FedTP
95.0 = pFedLA
~+ pFedHO
925 | = pFedMHN
=S ~ pFedMHNL2
% 900
8
£ 815
85.0
82.5
80.0 A : 2 1 1 L £ % :
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Epoch
(c)FMNIST

3 AEHBT\ETAREEH X AERE

Fig.3 The test accuracy among different algorithms under different datasets
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Table 3 The average model accuracy on the CIFAR-10 and
CIFAR-100 datasets (non-I1ID) %
BB i
CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100
HN! (v, 5¢) 58.454-1.18  56.27+1.15
HN (v 50,) 57.3541.23  58.51+1.23
HNf(v;go,) 49.55+1. 65 48.57+2.06
HNi(vup) 55.88+1.35 57.47+1.13
HN! (v, 50)+HN (v, 50,) 56.7841.43  57.46+1.87
HN! (v, 50) +HNE (s 0,0 50.24741.87  49.23+1. 83
HN( (v, 50) +HN, (v30) 57.2641.93  56.59+1.75

HN! (v 500 +HN (v30)) 49.53+1.69  48.79+1.73
HN! (v; 50,0 +HN, (v50) 49.2141.58  47.78+1. 64
HN: (50,0 +HN, (v59) 55.9342.06  56.83+1.86
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different algorithms
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