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Model correction and aggregation in statistically heterogeneous
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Abstract; As a promising distributed machine learning paradigm, Federated Learning brings huge privacy-preserving
potentials, and has become a hot topic of research in recent years. To tackle client drift induced by statistically
heterogeneous user data, this paper first presents an intermediate feature generation method based on Generative
Adversarial Networks [or the aim ol classilier correction. Secondly, to deal with the particular problem of concept
shift, a personalized model aggregation approach is proposed on the basis of classifier clustering. Finally, the two
strategies mentioned above are integrated and tested on the CIFAR-10 image classification dataset. Various empirical
results show that the proposed integrated strategy, compared to the classic Federated Averaging algorithm, helps

realize both better generalization of the single-center global model, and better personalization of the multi-center cluster
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models.
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AT AL G 1 o A 20 A BB P R 0 R
R P 2 R RS W AR R I R, 2R
TG BT ok 19 1k BB 4% 4% L A AL IR AIE L 1) R
BT P AR B R R N B Al B G Al JRURA DR 4 B R
B S S XL L T B B AL IR A B R

BRSBTS B 2% ST T B — R Pk ik, Bk £ 5
SNGRAy P BolE ek s W) 2 A S B R —B, e
G R B T A O P BT A 22 L 5 BUBE IR 3
Mk (federated averaging, Fed Avg) W S0 52 B & & 150, W[
G AL T ITRIF S R O, R, B AT R R R R g St Y
TSR T SR 5 SR W, X AR B ) A R AR MR Rk B E
KEEN, AR N E, A SRS .



SAN FHEFADTTHERFISARES RS

5 20

S XL ECHE S R N B P AR R i 22, i 2T R
¥ FedProx g i# T FedAvg B ¥, g J F7 4 #4025 SR AR I
0T IE I, E A 5 R PR A P AR R A 4 R A A ]
2R, R, FedProx #H F FedAvg WA B F .
Wang %1 o P Jm 3 50 37 OB B 4 53 1 L B A
A3 Z IR 22 5 ER S S 30 Ak B A e 22 18] REAGA 0 =X
AR B SR, XTI /E# $2 11 FedNova J5 i, £ B #F
S JR AR W 45 F S MR A f bt BE R — 14k, & 1E T 4k
FbRfa 25, #F %f CIFAR-10 %t 4% £, Zhu %57 #2 i ¥
FedOVA ¥ 213 K28 N T 102088 8102
R AT EGE TR PR, Y25 )
MRS AN AR 2 43 B HEAT B A, W30 ) S 75 00 0 8 1
SRR N AR . BR FedOVA HREMR T
PR AT IRAS R F B W, B R 15 F T F P AR s 808 A
B LRSS AT . AR T ik 38 0 T 6 R R 1 A A A B
AR AN, TR A M 4 M 2o B S N
PEST L R Z M2 TTIL LAY Fed Ave BEUE 1R G0 i sl 1k
BEFIAN I, 41 XX — 5, Wang 255 42 H Y FedMA 78
T S 2 W, T S AR B B e 22 0 25 M i 2 R AT X 5
Yu 2 B Fed® 45 H T 55 — Rt 55 5 ik R 4r 4%
BT RAAEHEAT 2085, I 38 o B 4 10 43 2 4 3% 4 B 4R i+
BE B R ) A R FRRAE A9 I3 B 3R A B 4R BRARRAE T B o 4
TR PINBCTE 3, 8K, FedMA &3 (1 52 30450 & 4%, i
Fed® B T 54 28 W 45 (25 . Xie 5] AT ZH 0B
I 2 MR, IF R BB IR B AL 22 0 KL 5 3% FeSEM
KoREEFEIR . AW T ZH 0B AR, B E
T EEMSMBEENNTA BRSBTS,
(G RER=T Q)2 =

ASCHHE T FedAvg S35, I F AR B X BT W) 2% (generative
adversarial network, GAN) 34U & F8 25 W 4% $2 B 41 25
1) P43 A 5 6 T8 2o R SR AE O B8 & L SR B 9 IERE B 43 28 2
2 s s o0 2 R R SR BE M B . U, Luo
LU [ RE B T R HVRRIE L 643 2SR AT T RS, 4H L 0 R
AE 2 3 U5 B TR B R T R 2 P i A R Y 5 T A4S S B 8
PUARAE 8 it GAN £ R &5 o A iy, —E ¥ Bl T
RS ER T . 29 4h, BT FedAvg B3k 7= A By sl
A Jry IR T 1 R R S A R BT B0 ) P R AR 2, AR S 4
WMTHTEBESURBN S ARE TR KIE MR
KEZPWAFARR—R, FATHAREHN TR =42
FLREEAL, S5 4 CIFAR-10 HUR 4 #1730 5 , 3 0E
T R AE

1 HEHE#HER

1.1 BRPBEHESE R
FedAvg BEB BN ERIILBE A ERN .

w' pargmin > f,(w) ¢))

Hrp, £, RFAF n WA IR R, w HEP
LDRRERNSEN HP .
1.2 & pfoxt b 4%

GAN I DL 2 — B e 0 ™ L B i 2 R
HE TR 5 S 5 2% 2 1) B 36 4 X 4 I e s 2 2] TR AR =3 ]
W& 09 23 A0 » AT & OB AR AR FE T8 e SRR A2 1] A B
BRI Tz b tEse. th R GAN A4 hig £ 2 i A8 Fp,
Hif Mirza 2™ 38 1 T 4} GAN (conditional GANSs,
cGAN) , 72 H 51 8% 5 4 1A% 19 55 A Bt cGAN B T 451
15 8o S (9 0 1 25 AN L RE % Bk i A RF A 0 B 34 g
fig P A RE AR RS 5 & R ILEC, 5340, R GAN
T AR 2 B I 0L 28 00 FLYE R B AP T I o DI 2
EH AR AR NGRS BRA VRS R, ik bk
B, WGAN-GP"' " #i| i Wasserstein B 8§ it 1 J-S 8%,
FF ) FE AR B AR 30 L R A5 4 B g B LAk B bR RO R 1-
Lipschitz £ £,

ASCK KA ST WGAN-GP i cGAN A, H ip
TS A R KBRS AE B A AR A R O i 4L ]
BARHE . P B SRR R AR AR Dy 30 S B8 L A Y R AR
TEAE o B A K3 %
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2.1 ETGANMEMBEERSSEERIE

MR G TR BRERMERST N AAHE - DHRP
Ui (Phase-1) , & F P #EAT A M 88 B I 45, 0 L&A s B L
2) IR %%t (Phase-2) ,iz2 17 FedAvg B, B S A LR ILZ .
INRERAF ;3 M5 i (Phase-3) , & 7 3E i 20 LR AE
P22 i B EC S 0 v I J2 R AIE R X 2 L SE R AE BT
G GAN; & EAE AR GAN by A= 28, A sth Y
WRAEAE B 40 IR 55 ¥ (Phase-4) , I 5 4% A 5 2% S HH A% F& U1
FRIE, 2 — WA & H P 4 282 A 5 4y K2
TERERP ., BERBNERE 1.

Bk LT GAN BRI IER & 54 22K IE
WA ARERRE T Z5NENHP BN WHLER
BAELw' = (g",h"), H g" AARBEMIERIZ, b’
RFANG 322,
1. t=0;
2. while t<T do
/ * (Phase-1) i P i % /
for n in {N} do:
4. 2 LE Y ey B SR AR e 00 A -
W, :argPinf'n(w);
e bt w, = (g, b)) SHAKD,;
6. end for
/ * (Phase-2) IR %5 % » /
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D

g‘ n g,
= E - .
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/%(Phase-3) ] '3 % /

8. for n in {N} do:
Wil g BB EBARE  IF U AR R R
8, = (Dis, ,Gen,)

10. g LA A AR Gen, RARE(F A ;
11.  end for

/ % (Phase-4) IR 55 ¥ /
12, 3t {Gen, } BARZAG B BUE URRE

FEXTARIZ R, VB MIREEN R )
13, iB47 FedAvg ik, BB NEZE:

h = L ';lt,,
Zn%““ EneL\UD“
4. KHMERER w' o (g ) RRELEF;
15. t=t+1;

2.2 BEFHEBEERENMEADEARSE

FEAENE S R B B0 15 5t h . 1217 FedAvg BEL BT 13 9 51
LA R AR O R R R A P R A 2 . T R T R A RS
23U BBIESE BE A RO L A R . T Sk
Z DR 2 > A

(w”]a argminz iri,”f,,(w;)

A€ (N} i=1

w, =argmin2nes f.(w) (2)

Hi INMEHARPFNES, S RERE AR
4,C FraEH. (N} =USS.BH NS, =0. r" IVEH
FanWEAB G € S Wr? =160 r” =0, w R
B AP H RS ERT

HALTF Ghosh " HEH g IFCA HESR , R BAF
BT ERAB A A REPL R, A5
TFCA R[] 4% 3C 0 5 AR IE Sy 53 25 2 5 B0 AR B 1, T R
BRI . R R A T ETEREBO T . DA
F1 3 (Phase-1) , 25 F P71 47 AR A R I 25, 3 | 5 2 Hh s
#1;2) IR 55 % (Phase-2) ;1517 FedAvg 5135, B A ffiE #2 B
25 3) IR 45 3 (Phase-3) : LAAS MBI (1) 43 2K 2 A R xH 4,
BITREE R, AP AR KBRS HE
G FIRARRL, K AT 40 R K E 0 R AL
BmRAE 2.

¥ H K
/ * (Phase-1) H ' i % /
3. for n in {N} do:
4. % LE R RIS M
w, =argminf, (w);
5. e btk w, o (g k) SHAED,;
6. end for

/ * (Phase-2) IR %% * /
7. 817 FedAvg Bk, RERLREUZ
t o __ D" . t
g Enew E"s(mD" &»
/*(Phase-3) I 55 % * /
8.  XMARBRETREARR BISLASERE
0 PR CANERET, {(w = (g ")} s
D

h(c)r, — E : r(c)z . i . hz
ne (N e . "
e N [ M n

9. WG -, NEBER (w' ) EXR A
10, t=t+1;

2.3 EHREFR

MRITE AR SRR 1 5082 W2 5 5
BERTSCHTR R 2 BhJr RAE S 1 LR . & 58, R A
GSCC BAT7 % H 22 R BN A U S ol 9 3% 22 A
b I EORS BT R S SR 4 R A 4.5 Ik BT R
Wi 55 A R AT B L2 R B B R A s Hok VT R 3 T 6 R A
LLCFL ., 1 2 #5705 AS Wi §5 L B0 0 32 2 9 74 3 9 30
JE T I B B K, R 55 2 DR A S R A TR A A

®1 FAEARSIEHER
T4 i gl R
FSCC Feature Sharing for Classifier Correction
) T 5 IR ESCRHER A 0 KR RE
GSCC Generative Sharing for Classifier Correction
BT BRI R G 002K ERIE
Last-layer Clustered Federated Learning
LLCFL

BT RIZRBRE RS MBI

3 XBENN
KRBT G REFE MR 2.

®2 XBRAEHRERFR

Bk 2 3T AREREMMELSAES AL E I SR EP-)

WA 2RERRE T:APE N T RER v = CPU Intel(R) Xeon(R) @ 2.20 GHz
(g°h"), GPU NVIDIA Tesla P100 PCI-E

1. t=0; RAMCCPU) 24 GB

2. while t<CT do RAM(GPU) 16 GB

« 104 -




SAN FHEFADTTHERFISARES RS

5 20

3.1 HIEENS

BAm R4 J7 S T SCAR[15-16H “HR4E B Ay
ML 4 FR T AR FE MR R, TR
FHEY I, T 3035 ER Case D 241, B0 03R48 W 45 48
HIREA, BoiR) o377 2 0°F

1)Case_ A (BR1E 2 6 i #%)

FEABR > 2 =M :[0,1,218%8 —H,[3,4,51 8% =
#H,06,7,8,91 0B =4, LHFA 10 % 5IR
H0~9, RS HA N S AEA > N AR ) . 407 P
AT B R A 2 v T T B 4k B A

BRI AR AR R “07“37“6” AL AR B IR %407,
FRAE R 1A T R AR B AR B T AR bR 2 R 2745”7
“YUUOTMIRE AR T AR A2, B IO M P KT 3 A
I 1R

B 1 $iERlsr-Case A

2)Case_BpZE 431 W)
FA P A SR RN 6] Case AL WA 2 Bk, R
TR B BB AE

K2 #ER-Case B

3)Case_CHE & MEL)

FERWFHATHELIF Z 4y b 3 4. W 3 iR, 58 —4l
FEAS T 5 MR%E  BREE N G+ 1 %5, 58 HFEA M|
SRR i WEE NG H2) %5, FANE = AR5
MR RWHEANE 5 MrEAE, WEGFEA 9L
P H P SEEACREEFNF Case_A.

4)Case_D(Z 5 Jiifh St &
A AR E O A ) 5 B 5, TE I SR Dirichlet
I A HIE Y Case_D $dls #£5% , Dirichlet 4345 AT A N J&

SO B R EE R A -
F(zleak) K a 1
FaiTeay TGy " o ®
H, DO M R (SR E N EH) s « € RE N
8,0 K BT R A A .

Dir(0 | @) =

D10, =1,0,=0.a, =0 o)
TE R A B A I
) =ay; = " = ag =« 5

AT SE A PR o O EUAE s o P B o A O IR RS R
Mo (HAR KR, £ REAR A A iR 38 5) 5 2 o (HMEE T
0Bt & P IREAR IR S, AL E« =0.1, 7
MR b X P AT S Case C HHE AR S B #3275, M
1M 5| A& IR 5t
3.2 BAESBSHRE

SECRA 3 2 CNN R R 3 s, HRZEZ
[ 2% FH ReLU #4035 s #. IR T A EBUZ4/E 8 GSCC By
FRIERIUZM LLCFL 2R R A B . RE M2 E B EE
3 GSCC (43252 LLCFL RS2,

®3 3E CNNMIEREH

iM% A %R i 1 A
Convl HEM 5x%5 6
max_pool oAk 2% 2 6
Conv2 LR 5%5 12
max_pool N 2%2 12
fe Ik - -

LI HMESHRERN . 2RERRE T=50./RiE
B E LE=1;batch_size 2y 64, F 7 A b Il 45 9 P b 85 3k
R A s a1 SGD. 2= 2 Ty 0. 01,2 > B 48 Bk R
Bl 0. 998 A MU G S EM I A 1 1,

3.3 GSCCRBREFELE

GSCC By %t 7 2 A 45 4t 57 2% 2 (Indie) . FedAvg 5
FSCC. RH# T £ EBRAMILA WGAN-GP 1 4 F 4= i X}
B g, o A AR S F AN 3R 4 BRI ) 2% Y A 4 A0
F5R, FYEK 0.000 2, batch_size 5 8, LeakyReLU
X R 0. 2,

R4 CGAN-AERF|&H

G5 4 WAAE b WO R
fcl 30 64 LeakyReLU
fc2 64 128 LeakyRel.U
fe3 128 300 Tanh

Case_A,Case_B 14 Rl #E# 2 G2 A G-Aco)
& 4.5,
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£S5 CGAN-¥IZBEHN
St AN T Hh AR W BR AL
fel 310 64 LeakyReLU
fe2 64 1 —
[case A]
55.0 A',.J'\. "’“‘"“'.‘\IN.“A’:./'
525 » - &
, 500 — GSCC
S 475 —+- FSCC
D A ¥ FedAvg
5450 = - Indie
42.5 \ ’ ,sl'\’\\l\\/"‘\,.’\\/’_\”ll\/\yl-\l ”
P AR
40.0 \{',I
375
0 10 20 30 40 50
T (&RIEREED
B4 GSCC X sEH-[Case_A]
[case B]
s PSR N 2"
45+ ./-"’"“‘)-'\I"“- v
40+
S 35t
2 ;
L 30r
o ¥ '—GSCC
25 T =«=FSCC
------ FedAvg
207 —---Indie
0 10 20 30 40 50

T (RS
Kl 5 GSCC *f H 528 -[ Case_B]

By B 4 W], 7€ Case_A 35 : Indie B9 SR ALH A R
44% ;FedAvg ££ t =22 BF B WK 3K B 50% DL F, £E ¢ =45 H}
B ERALE 53. 98%; FSCC 72 t =3 Bk 3] T 50. 44 %, 1
t=24 Bf ik B R AR AE 55.82%; GSCC £ ¢ = 9 B ik 3
51.34% , 78 t =35 WL B B ALY 54. 16 %,

Hi & 5 Bl 1, £ Case B 3 & 1 : Indie ML E A &
30% ;FedAvg £ t =12 B B RIS B 30% L b, 7E ¢ =49 i
SKENBARAE 39. 63% ; FSCC 7E ¢ =2 Wik 3] T 41.88% . 1E
t=46 I ik B AL (H 48.16%; GSCC ¥ t =10 Wik 3| T
40.14% , 78 t =14 BHE B F AR (E 43. 05 %

LRGSR LR 1, M8 T FedAvg, GSCC A #
AT2RERY B SKBE (RAESNH 0.18%.
3.42%) IR T 4 R AR B A 8 (G B B e A A A IR,
BB L3535 /5.

3.4 LLCFLB&FELR

AR BT T 2R SRR, B E R
A Ward W EE, Lk Case_C @, 1 5638 i #0788 43 25
FEZ B WAL, BB W E R T L1 {84 (Manhattan #i
B L2 { i (Euclidean J725) fi Cosine AL EE 22 &b, B
KH T Pearson #15¢ R 41, H 3 H B A A8t f RO A 48
P38 T B B v 2 r B =2 [ PR A G

+ 106 -

P 6 TR 3 AP R B S5 T A

8§ - 78 8 0123

6 A ARAE 1 dgk A A BE 40 P -[ Case_C]

PRI 3 AN ER VR FE b T R R C 1Y
BUE (R 6) s I 2 ANSMERIEMT 16 b T IEAG R 2L 50k
WRLLREGHELRINBNZ R AN D, WA, SC
A CH 16 b BEAS MERA PFEAf H SRR AL C=3, HIR IR LMW
R IEW GEREE RN :[0,0,0, 1,1,1, 2,2,2]),

R 6 BEMRNEEIRIT-[Case_C]

MR SC CH DB
2 0.61 19. 67 0.53
3 0.74 61.49 0. 31
4 0. 44 42. 85 0.51
5 0. 26 33.98 0.51
6 0.26 29.16 0.47
7 0.25 26. 62 0.23
8 0.05 25. 31 0.29
9 0.04 23.73 0.18

SC:Silhouette Score
CH: Calinski-Harabasz Score
DB:Davies Bouldin Score

®T RBEYRIMBIERITA-[Case_C]

_ . 14 b
PR AR RERELER R =i
SC [2,2,2,1,1,1,0,0,0] 1.0 1.0
cH [2,2,2,1,1,1,0,0,0] 1.0 1.0
DB [0,0,7.6,5,3,4,2.1] 0.12 0.29

ARI: Adjusted Rand Score
FMI . Fowlkes Mallows Score

B 4 R AR R (single-center model, SCM) 7E 4= &
AR F AT RORS B R RAE 0 35 7 5 09 o — 3T Ak (L, 2 b
Lo FEREE (multi-center model, MCMD 7E A< 4 U 320 4 b 1Y
Wk Bt 07 2% AR N B TG 2 R R Az AL Be 0 . JR
BIPMER B A I E . & B AT RIT I A
2 T,

D FERE R TE A 0 05 b 09 o P X vE A R G HE
MCM-L-Acc;

2) 4 Jry BE R AE 4 Ry M K 4R b I B v R R D AR
SCM-G-Acc,

M7 8 U1, T =50 B, % JH Indie it 572 3 (9 JH P 4



LLCFL T=20 48. 57 . 26 18. 35

AU K HBRADT THRFRFIRUVRKES RS 4 20
B FASHRAR G Y FedAvg 1 1t SCM-G-Acc & F 10 FHEHFRI L L (Case C)

T 4.99% .MCM-L-Acc & T 0.32% ;3R il FedAvg # I / MCM-L-Ace SCM-G-Acc
B/ 5 LLCFL 4tk MCM-L-Acc & T 5. 64% . 15, i WHIR/ Y% g R/ Y% Kk
B 9 o 5, R A Indie M 57 % 2 M T FedAvg 5 T=10 45.33 1.40  25.65 2.15
LLCFL, H. SCM-G-Acc &3 Ik T 5.87%.0.86% , MCM- Indie T=20  47.90 1. 34 Gl Gl
L-Ace 43 BME T 10.45%.17. 2%, % I+, % A LLCFL ¥ T=5 @I GhE I ML
Gl REBATIRTZ P ORI AL AR . FedA T=10  40.27 1.52 24.74 1.99
COOVE r=20 w422 142 2789 1.94
#8 LLCFL %t 4 (Case C) B 50 us22 L33 3064 192
ik MCM-L-Ace SCM-G-Ace T—10 42.45 1.35  16.79  2.47
w6 K s/ Bk LLCFL T=20 48.57 1.26 18.35  2.57
T=10 45.33  1.40  25.65  2.15 Tz siss  L17  20.35 2.7
Indie  T=20  47.90 1. 34 S EilS T—10 3134 182 30.43 1. 83
T=50 FHEb HE FAE A P;SLLC(;; T—=20 47.10 1.42  31.95  1.82
el A B = R
GHD 50 sz 133 3064 Loz Gscot o0 S Rs e L
T=20 42.37  1.49  29.75  1.91
T=10 42.45  1.35  16.79  2.47 LLCFL o0 =0 95 198 AL L

1 2
1 2

T=50 53.86 .17 20. 35

%9 LLCFL %Lt 234 (Case_D)

ik MCM-L-Acc SCM-G-Acc
W/ Y% Wk HERR/% MR
T=10 35. 04 1.79 16. 00 2.40
Indie T=20 39.05 1.82 16. 29 2.33
T=50 40. 01 2.13 18.77 2.58
T=10 41. 06 1. 50 19. 14 2.19
FedAvg
X T=20 43.70 1. 54 21.90 2.21
(L)
T=50 50. 46 1. 37 24. 64 2.20
T=10 45.01 1. 40 16. 27 2.45
LLCFL T=20 51.08 1.29 16. 75 2.63
T=50 57.21 1. 16 19.63 2.71

3.5 GSCC 5 LLCFL &£B A EXH

REF B R ¥ 7 & M GSCC 3 LLCFL #4455 1%
BF T=13. M FSCC %] LLCFL py¥i# 5% % F T=18,
3 10 5 Case_C &5 m] 50 .

DFEYI R 280, B AR R A Indie A1 LLCFL (1 #% 4 1
MCM-L-Acc & T HAh 7 % . HEANH SCM-G-Ace HU{E TR
Q7% ER Rk IR /N e #He i 2 J5 . GSCC/FSCC 5§
LLCFL Ry4-& 8 BN MR MCM-L-Acc H 3 T Bk
A K, H GSCC M A FedAvg 17T 2. 73%.,

2) % GSCC.FSCC.FedAvg B4 %I 1k ) SCM-G-Acc
KT 30K B i &Rk EMKK y T=11.T=7.T=
43(GSCC By 38 R F AL FedAvg 1 3.9 %), SCM-G-Acc
) ok 7o TUAEL 43 3 R 29. 75 % .31, 95% ,30. 64 %,

B 11 5 Case D &5 Al 4.

DAEYH S 2 8 % A LLCFL R MCM-L-Acc
T H A % A SCM-G-Ace BUERAL (16 76 2247 Hik
W/ FE Y S5 2 5, GSCC/FSCC 5 LLCFL # &5 4 f#
BENHHEBE MCM-L-Acc 5281 7 BkBR 03 K, H GSCC
BB (E % FedAvg 3F- T 6.82%.

2)F% F GSCC.FSCC.FedAvg 4 %34 % SCM-G-Acc
KRF 24N T 2SR BUKRK D T=7.T=9.T=47
(GSCC )@ iREL R 2 FedAvg 19 6.7 %), SCM-G-Acc A

R11 ERHFHEXLESEI (Case D)
ok MCM-L-Acc SCM-G-Acce

WEHR/ % MK ERER/% HR
T=10  35.04 1.79 16. 00 2.40
Indie T=20  39.05 1.82 16. 29 2.33
T=50  40.01 2.13 18. 77 2.58
T=10 41.06 1.50 19. 14 2.19

FedAvg
T=20 43.70 1.54 21.90 2.21

(FuE)
T=50  50.46 1.37 24. 64 2.20
T=10 45.01 1.40 16. 27 2. 45
LLCFL T=20 51.08 1.29 16.75 2.63
T=50 57.21 1.16 19. 63 2.71
T=10  39.54 1. 64 24. 09 2.37

FSCC+
T=20  44.87 1.43  24.96 2.48

LLCFL
T=50 57.26 1. 25 [6 I [a] I
T=10 39.94 1.64  24.43 2.35

GSCCH+
LLCEI T=20 43.01 1.53 [A b [A)
T T=50  57.28 1.26 ENS NS
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