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AFE R ZEESBESYER SN SRR AR > XS o
Bl F de » AR SRR e p B XIETIGRE A DfEAE S oo AR P TR D
NN ’%ﬁﬁu 2 VGG-16 § 1F28 nd fa 4 (T it -*%Eﬁ o THLE kiR 5 EFIGI v
Galaxy Zoo 2 A & 5 & fA1Ei% 0 % - AEFI R ~ FHFFR (E) ~ £2%%(S) »
2R (D iz ALk b o VRFAE G 2468 %R T o B (St S i i
3 94% o % = B EFFI -8k kR F(E~SO~Sa~Sb~Sc- SBa- SBb -~
SBe)iE (T4 %g > T gt p S BIiTi RN 8% 1,923 3% EFIGI ¢ 5%7] 5
% 1,258 5 Galaxy Zoo 2 chpR % § "R F AL o d A0 L & KR P 5 3F F b
WEAP I o PR RFER BB E T 54.12% 0 A A Gy 0 &k p it ‘*J%ﬁ**“% <
BYRZGApg ~ @ 27 -

Abstract

In this study, in order to classify the pictures of galaxies automatically, we have
built a model of convolutional neural networks (CNN). With the optimized VGG-16
structure and semi-supervised machine learning strategy, the model has shown
surprising accuracy and efficiency in the differentiation between galaxies. The
datasets of galaxy pictures are from EFIGI and Galaxy Zoo 2 (GZ2). First, three
major galaxy types: Ellipticals (E), Spirals (Sc) and Irregular (I) have been well
classified. With 2,468 galaxy images as training data, the model can reach 94%
classification accuracy. Then, we expanded classification to 8 types: E, S0, Sa, Sb, Sc,
SBa, SBb, and SBc. With the help of semi-supervised strategy which using
autoencoder as pretrained model, data for model training was successfully enlarged
from 1,923 to 3,181 pictures, and the averaged classification accuracy finally
increased from 12.87% to 54.12%. Despite the similarity among spiral galaxies, the
model still can differentiate E (80%), Sb (80%), SBb (85%) and Sc (85%) patterns. In
conclusion, machine learning with semi-supervised strategy has been shown a better
solution when well-recognized galaxy patterns are not enough for model training, and
we hope the method could paved a new way for automatic astronomy patterns

recognition.



(-) FEdis
ITE R A 1A E (artificial intelligence, AI) ~ ¥ £ 5 % (machine
learning) ~ ;=& & % (deep learning) i& 5 B L3 A £ 5 S P H AR G
i U E [ 5V F FRE Y122 > b4 TensorFlow v PyTorch - i
ERESY LR LG AR PRS0 R KA LFERR A B

* R AEE 0 Blde ¢ T AR R (computer vision) ~ p R FE D EJL (nature
language processing) ~ 3% § F¥: (voice recognition)...... o om AT B

FER R SN G AR > RBEFRGHROER R AR T i o
S R R YA L 0S50 RN A 08

ft,f‘:_' ;?\‘},éijf& E*?’L"E'G"ﬁn)%/al%q*mé}ﬁ'é

(Hubble sequence) » iz & _ikfz & k creh LB F A > w5 2 0 & kv

LAARNL 0 4 G eh kLA A BT o 1% A PRE A K E 2

FHEEFRA o EABRZ2 TR~ BT 0 FRE LA REORT -

(= FE P
AT REE 2 A I SRR ORI FES D] O R
Wh G BAR e 5T EF TR A AR AR T

1~ &2 #2000 5 hE A KT B (convolutional neural network, CNN)
fif‘;‘] °

2~ 2 F1 A VGG-16 0% A S icd] -

3~ 11 fﬁ*%%%”iaﬁﬁﬂ’%& S

4~ BB KR Y B~ A BRCAIR 0 RIS AL
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1~ EFIGI (Extraction de Formes Idealisées de Galaxies en Imagerie)
Booox R bR

f%$%jﬂ%74%8ﬁﬁ Bk BEMLEGT e E 5 R S
B ke g 4L o (Bertin etal., 2011)

2~ Galaxy Zoo 2
Galaxy Zoo 2 (1T 4 s GZ2) hiviz 5 w[*>H v & kA 5g3t 4 o

GZ2 4 ~ ENSRE o 1 F 1515§Lﬁ§_ﬁf;A\igﬁl e ok
L '?“Muzﬁ’ﬂﬁwmiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂwk’%uﬂ
AR A kiR RHBRY B AT A 243434 5%

5 AR5 o (Willett et al., 2013)

= M

Is the galaxy simply smooth and rounded,
with no sign of a disk?

Could this be a disk viewed edge-on?

How rounded is it?

Does the galaxy have a bulge at its centre? the centre of the galaxy?

If so, what shape?

Is khere anylhmg odd7

v
Is there any sign of a spiral
arm pattern?
il e

How tightly wound do the spiral arms appear? <

Is the odd feature a ring, or is the @ 6 6

galaxy disturbed or irregular?

Ll
ol

B 1: Galaxy Zoo2 % s 4

How prominent is the central bulge,

How many spiraﬁ arms are there?
compared to the rest of the galaxy?

#8 o A2 (Willett et al., 2013)



(Z)?"RKHE 2 =%
1~ 177 %
(1) %+ : GeForce® RTX 2070 SUPER™
(2) zla% : 16 GB
2~ FE kR
0 ED L HFagp F L E sy 0 A2 % Ubuntu 18.04 1% 5 A oenif £
3 MERRIEE BN
(1) 2 24532 % Python3.8.11
2) Fr%E Y% 4=% 5 PyTorch 1.9.0 + cul02

- F1FiEAER
(=) RAnEghix

Poav BB * enk kA% 2 54 (95 5| (Hubble sequence) » i 4_d
* 2§ REEF = F 4 19 (Edwin Powell Hubble) ** 1926 & 4% 11 > & dx &
e A S 1T 457 (Seeds, 2005)
1~ ¥R 4 & (ellipticals)

LG Eo bR R RASEHRRAS 0 ¢ s o Bigibrm o T MR Ry

PR R i 3 EOS BT fr ik se=1-20 37 a3 #rf

HL E B o b 5 W A e dh o Gldc e = 0.7 Sl & ke 5 ET -
2~ ¥R R & (spirals)
Tk kP & SRR R E P o HRIR AT i g 0 2 R o
FPe ARG e RS BRI § o ML S FPu A
FEBSHRA S BEE k0 RELE SBo gttt WU @%*@%?‘f %
t4% & fm /A % Sa (SBa) » Sb (SBb) ~ Sc (SBc) ~ Sd (SBd) « 4r % 3% &
R A FEA B 0 T U 2 Bl B E A e o bilde Sab o &
337 % i chA) 455 Safo Sb2 Y .
3~ # 4% % (lenticulars)
eh A Y ORI E AR e Rk en B B SO o
4~ 7 RpP|& & (irregular)
Sfhh ARG FRAREDORE T UL wA F A § - A
T Do & jendhBLa $H > 42 0 & Pro &P BTSSR % - A
el s & % 22 g s e ok $HE -



Edwin Hubble's
Classification
Scheme o

" Sa
Ellipticals \ 3
EO E3 E5 E7 SO
- ® - @

B 2:s R 7AM 22 573205 % (B % %ik: NASA/Hubble)

%\’ 1 : %%ﬁéfhj‘fﬁé S + = (Z‘ ‘;» ;_ ,J ﬁn%"{i V%F—(‘»\-‘F' v"‘J)J
(E]’w“ % &  EFIGI 2 GZ2)

M49 (E2)

M85 (S0) NGC3623 (Sa) M31 (Sb)




%\' 1 (“E‘). éﬁééﬁr Jm& i pgu- * ’/2' =) ,_,: Eﬂ%{,}l r#ﬁ—(‘x’?gﬂl
(El%‘ic;&l-EFIGIl GZ2)

TM74(S¢)

NGC3992 (SBc) ks R e () 1C559 (Irr)

FHfLr %
I~ FHFREVI=SE
PRl R FREYIEE A AR IR AR KE

# 7 PyTorch - PyTorch s £ % Torch » d % Torch €7 Lua B @ = 1>
% b o e 2016 £ 22 ¥ Python B 4 > PyTorch ehig * F &g e
PyTorch snig g &>t v - &2 i % > P PFLFH L5 B > @ PyTorch 485
g ER XS o @ ¥ PyTorch & f&h Pﬁ*frPython— HHE > A
e > AEE @ * PyTorch -

2~ A g r apd SRR ’]‘ﬁ

Poobo ¥ AR LR R SRR S CNN D e i@ ¥ ool
& #ic (activation function) & &M/ S 3¢ (rectified linear unit, ReLU) » 4f %
g% (loss function) = 2 % *§ (cross entropy) ° # AT * otk 7 > £
WER® F iRt B (optimizer) » H|4o%E R T *# (stochastic gradlent
descent, SGD) ~ p if & #E s 3+ (adaptive moment estimation, Adam) > ¥ ¥ 2}
Ba X gitahtyg o ,T* L8 8 Y & (learning rate) » FEF 35 I FEE T &
e g oo “ﬁz p2 ko A EFE R FRFEE ACONBT] > T4 » p i
BERES L EHENEY (semi-supervised learning)



(=) i #"‘#—-ﬁ HE AR
1~ &8 7%*-\.&?;;3; 33
Aig* s BPEHEEEIR 5 - BAEFIGL o TR F RR IR
g R a R @ ¥ - BERE L GZ2 0 g TR R iR A A
3L ST A RN GZ2 T RS > R % GZ2 P ¥ o EFIGI
Benp R G 44583k 0@ GZ2 § 243,434 58 0 PG R RPOTARELS #Ko
FiLF BT L S e T AT E @ 7 X TS R Y (Vashishth,
Yadav, Bhandari, & Talukdar, 2019 > ©1 7 § 3% #* o f 3 30 ¢
(1) £ * EFIGI en> & FHL - B2~ E > 45 F % GZ2 m«;&ﬂfmc N
PR B ORIR AR S T A kSR
2ode :\.m’:‘;xlﬁF L %Lbi%ﬁ:mﬁp FL 'lﬁ—lﬁ:’*‘]m_]_ﬁ:{ .
(2) F1* p # %75 B (AutoEncoder) i {7 H3] eIE 20 3R 0 A B0 UL A 18
%8 @ 3] CNN #3142 » Flet CNN HEA] 7 5% Sgipd- 41t S8
# it CNNF {45 end 3 o

2~ HERBRRYE
(1) i % 4 5 peg
p @ #r ¥ % 49 CNN $503) £_Yann Lecun %23t 1998 # 3% 1! 5 LeNet-
54 7) » 14 LeNet-5 #-73] &2 MNIST < 8 %5 2205 &) » H #7
ﬁﬁ;@amwm cARET S Bk

C3: 1. maps 16 10x10

C1: feature maps sS4t 16@55
INPUT 6@28:28 maps 160

Convolutions Subsampling Convolutions  Subsampling Full connection

B] 3 : LeNet-5 -3 ‘féf,:fﬁ_l?] (Lecun, 1998)

a. ﬁ*] % (input layer) : ﬁi% L o
b. *énf;: % (convolutional layers) ﬁz—ﬁe?] AL S A A A =
Al E 33 A SXS GEAE - B BB -

c. # i & (pooling layers) = 7 i* & € #-F] & chj27 & "% ™ » F T H
50 P P Bt > F s it &+ ¢ 1Y (max pooling)
L 33 ib (average Polling) °

d. 2>:i# 4k (fully connected layers) @ #-% i & ﬁa?] MehFpl R ar
BFEE B G ARG B BT A B softmax £ o

7



e. Softmax & : softmax * f & ETT?— iL #gﬁx&vﬁx v B oenE g PR
YRS S ARG o B A B x B0 B A ST %

v
=

XT~Wj

P(y=jlx)=m
F2EAR Y DY LR E W TR ) 2256 fh X
256 hEehk KRE R OE ARYFE F e FEBZ B
B o Tt~ R ) R255 X255 )30 Bt ) ¥ G
330 4k gk i @ i %] (pooling size) 3 2 x 2 H #F (strides)
520 PP EFALEHERS (overfitting) cfing 4 > A A 2@ RR
4e »~ dropout K MEH £k IRA A S A o

22 @EA SRR

% it "R o o) "R
1 i~ K 256x256x3 8 LA A | 32x32x512
2 THA | 256x256%64 9 vk | 16x16x512
3 # o Ry 128x128%64 10 LA | 16x16x512
4 AR | 128x128%128 11 #o R 1x1x256
5 #o R 64x64x128 12 > ER | 1x1x256
6 B 64x64x256 13 > EA | Ix1x128
7 # o R 32x32x256 14 B A1 K 1< 1> #F

(2) ¥4 e VGG-16
VGG-16 ¥_2014 # 1 ImageNet ] g 28 87 7_i= P i % S E o
16 BrEF A » 24 * VGG-16 :&(7 11T 1384 § B o (Chen,
Papandreou, Kokkinos, Murphy & Yuille, 2014)

MaxPool

M:xPooI MaxPool
Depth 64 Depth 128 Depth 256 Depth 512 Depth 512
ot ] (o] [Conva_T [ConvT)
onv3_ onva_ OnVS.
Conv3_3 Conv4_3 Conv5_3
Front Layer 2 Layer 3 Layer 4 Layer 5 Layer 6

Bl 4 : VGG-16 1 & 7 1 B (Berardino, Ball¢, Laparra & Simoncelli, 2017)
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1 VGG-16 %

EHE 0 A F r VGG-16

3ﬁ”ﬁmﬁ€

FHBRY VGG-16 % > Fl i R4 VGG-16 e384 £ & i
]‘ﬁ;ﬂ;‘],}_—\ X H'Tu”""‘)” ﬁm%ﬁ‘é‘ﬁ m g i# 1\.mv}r
»FRD P 256 Bk X256tk 0 R R Y PR AR S g

-r\i 3‘
fktrens ] ¥ 5
PP 5

&g 30 A g~

= 39 T

§ e

JZ\'LFL] 4F °$;T]

] H_256 x 256 x3 > ¥

K

3x3> #ﬂﬁm” B R R 2X2 HFE 2
2 %A 4r ~ dropout kAT

T é’u@%&b 2RI IS SE N A

%31 %A 5 VGG-16 % 4

L e 2R Y3 % BB
1 i~ K 256x256%3 12 L AR 32x32x512
2 =Xk 256x256%64 13 Lk 32x32x512
3 =Lk 256x256x64 14 LAk A 32x32%512
4 woi R 128x128x64 15 L 16x16x512
5 Ef A | 128x128x128 16 L5k 16x16x512
6 EFH A | 128x128x128 17 X% K 16x16x512
7 sk 64x64x128 18 5k 16x16x512
8 =Rk 64x64x256 19 # ok 8x8x512
9 EEik 64x64x256 20 Egs I 1x1x4096
10 LA 64x64x256 21 rH R 1x1x4096
11 #oi 32x32x256 22 P RA | IXIxEEH d

(3) p # %% B (AutoEncoder)

Hinton ¥7 Salakhutdinov ** 2006 #

Ay f B dh B o A F

PE S EA s B 0 - TI% R4 %% % (encoder) > % - B

R4 A_f24% F (decoder) > % 4 4.7

Vi g B %5{%@

PR B BB I SR e R R A TR )

2 BEEEREEHE M 2 AOTHRE S R AR foht

AR g

B EGIEVIH 0 AR P ﬁvﬁnl.%%ayf\ ¢z > - 1 CNN

A3 2 B Aoy - BRI R

B fg L e b

T\LI’( Eﬂl:%ppﬁ-%\'&r'm%ﬁx ’

2R o A g P B A ReOREE 4o~ FIET

AP S RTERA SRR E KR Y G R T 4 o

71 CNN i

/»0



F4 RmERYE

koL LR~ aR kL LR~ ar

1 ﬁl?l » K 256%256%3 9 A 16x16%256
2 Lk 256x256x32 10 X A 16x16%512
3 AR 128x128x%32 11 R, 8x8x512

4 A 128x128x64 12 LAk A 8x8x1024
5 A 64x64x64 13 A - 4x4x1024
6 Rk 64x64x128 14 K 4Ax4x1024
7 wie R 32x32x128 15 ﬂi%, R 4x4x1024
8 cEik 32x32x256

L5 RmEEE

3 B 2R
1 B~ A 4x4x1024
2 EEik 16x16x512
3 25 48 K 64x64x128
4 25 48 K 128x128x32
5 i 4 256x256x3

4) Fl -score

*af‘ﬁﬁgg%e Worka ot B hpEiE A s B % B FE K (Accuracy) it
P Bl R By (T ik mw" ﬂbﬁ’é*‘ et oA G i
s blderde k4 100 B AR B¢ 3 0B AR 60 F 10B5F
50 HF‘—/? | & % %74 90 'E‘J_Fm’ He e g;} G| E B > T
Ltﬂhﬁ % 90/100=90% » B225F 90%:hi FE s » fe §dek £ % A&
A Bp ¢ RIVIRIFRIE B ér’x; K73 O%nu FES o 9704
‘QV%’]‘?\*@ZE’%J‘@T’ ®* I Fr El?;fﬂ;fw“f R X PEE G ORORER

Al e

S Fn e F’

r] (VNN ,Fa ®#

7 Fl-score § ¥ % = #4p ik > Fl-score £ ¢ Precision
Fv Recall &3+ &

p ke #P
L TP
Precision = TP-I-—FN
TP
Recall = TP—-I-FP

ERE A é I TP ¥ %5 5 » 2 3gRl5 & & 0 gy
71 FP 3k fg%-,auul‘?ﬁﬁ'/?]af—’Az\““tﬂﬁ'/?l'«r\’f‘m’FN*
T ¥%3 E > e R A B A k?E,PJq\%m’TNﬁ*'«r\fé% » B
——E’;E‘Elﬁ"b" R R?F‘/?Iﬂ'\?‘f‘m"

2

1 + 1
Precision = Recall

F1-score =

10



GdRAELT Ut g A Flscoreo @ APy e g6 5
%8 %] (multi class) =H2] %7 » 3% {9 & * Macro-average 73 ;% #3255 )
RN & B9y (T2 8 ihdp ik Jid Floscore ¥ 12 { 5 2keh
H %74 ez o (Chicco & Jurman, 2020)

4 61 B BGR X AEE

Positive(True answer) Negative(True answer)
Positive(Predicted) TP FP
Negative(Predicted) FN TN

(z) FHRV
1. #* @5 LHM gpp
D&l 514 hRENDRE > AR* EFIGI TR EF ¢ IR
P

28
5 erielf) (B) ~ i%(Sc) ~ 2 AR (D3 MR P e 78 % 0 v RFH
4 2,468 5E > BIEEFH 10055 » B ¥ % 5 0.0003 5 it E L Adam -

,;r/lﬁv S fcf_ReLU » #+ & « -] (batch size) % 32

(2) F2% 2 R4>EFIGI T4 8 5 4458 k% » L § LR Y o FH &
R ¢ TR AT POEARR S v IR SRR > PrE O keh
PRFA G 1,923 5% > RIRETAG 1455 o K5 A SRR (E) ~ B
4 (S0) ~ #2>2(Sa~ Sb~Sc~SBa~SBb~SBc)» £ 8#f » &% & 5
0.0003 > 1 B & Adam - - S ReLU » #+ £ % /] & 32«

2. #* B KRR VGG-16

(1) 5% 3: i * EFIGI 7 & ¥ #c® # % chiflf] (E) ~ ¥1%2(Sc) ~ 7
Bl (D) 34FPR » 295 » 2T RFITF 2,468 58 » B3R 7 100 38
Y X5 00003 it BE Adam > ot it * B % 5 (weight decay)
Kpak RS 0 B E RS E S 0.0008 0 jFos Sl ReLU » 4+ £ 4
|5 320

(2Q) F%4: R4 EFIGI & 5 445836 Y » v LR P chaff7 &
RiaR S o FIL AR POEAR R S g A ST PeE D keh
DIRFALG 1,923 5% 0 RIEEFALG 145% o #-E k4 LR (B) ~ B
4 (S0) ~ ¥2>E(Sa~Sb~Sc~SBa~SBb~SBc): £ 8#f » &% & %
0.0003 » H & % & 5 0.0008 » i1 F L Adam > o 3B RelU
FES]E 320

?“m-
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1
(1)

2)

o x

(1)

)

ﬁi%‘??ﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ
TS AL ZIFRLE F(E) i h 5(S) 2 2 AL & (I)3
Mew Rl T Raba o R ﬁﬁfm&? EE A SR
AR A I x1x 128 pF#-% 8w @ » & ~ t-distributed stochastic
neighbor embedding (t-SNE) #5342 *% & (dimension reduction) » #-
TR P2 M2 {5 * K-means § & ;2 &4 ¥ (clustering) - (Van der
Maaten & Hinton, 2008; Le Cam & Neyman, 1967; Krishna & Murty,
1999))
FE% 6~ 5 1FF (E)~ &4 (SO) ~ ¥%*_(Sa~ Sb ~ Sc ~ SBa ~ SBb ~
SBc) 8 BAARE » K-8 B W PF Jp'—ﬂiﬂ VR AF S R B A e
B ¥ A A S I x I x 128 pFd-%dkcw @ > @ ~ t-SNE #i-73) 42 %%
224 R %% K-means § &2 k&% o

E;_‘E, By 8L L kA
5T AW GZ2 ek A %]“"%%4 PR kiR e o
FE I R BR GRR R R LT M TR e A TR
«} W’IE,\V/Z{ -5 %k A PR “H%J)\—‘\i'itb*\_i]’mtbj}:ﬂ\—;{:]é}rj—l«
%‘- HlerE_E i B 0 R F HUT A H SRR P hp RS
Bt p RS ER - B LE A SEUEAR LK
8B A AL M F AL B AT o FR 1S FT4c ~ fo R & EFIGI e/ & 4%
FaH VGG-16 03] » - B £4 0 6418 > & P 031 L
GZ2 T AR I Z S B PR T o
P AT S BFEHT o §E RN LREA VGG-16 e 4
gy AR S A A N o AR BRI KR B S
BARCA TR AR GZ2 243,434 R PR VR (T B B KRB
Rl o BRI §x|9 5B @ - B AT CNN f#?m $
VIR B kS R hE Y L 0.0003 0 it EE Adam o o Sk
L ReLU > 4+ & % /] 5 32 @ ix 6 CNN e v ff 5 & 40 i5ie
B o ANl B A Tie B CNN 4 b > o 2§82 4o
N R SRR AR R f’?.ﬁnl.%%’ {6 » M-S 8B CNN >
£ @& * EFIGIfr GZ2 chF#L & » VR F 4L $ 3,186 &E(L“J" RF AL
SR Bk TH o BB S ehTOR) 0 BIERT T 14538 5 A SEHER
(E) ~ 15 4% (SO) ~ ¥2%_(Sa~ Sb ~ Sc ~ SBa ~ SBb ~ SBc) % 8 #f % % >
/5 CNN e 3 5 % 0.0003 » i1t B2 Adam > jfoffr e
ReLU - #E R E 5 001 > #+& %] 5 32
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5. @ * Resnetl8 {r Inception v3 #-3]:& {7 & & & #f

(1) % 9 : Resnetl8 {r Inception v3 % E4f 32 ¥ {*/F 1] - Resnetl8
% 68 K 'Lk o @ Inceptionv3 § 306 & EF R > A p TR
CNN #4575 29 & 'k @ © > @ b Deep Learning %% 3 ®
B E A R A AREAR G LR A R FIR AP B R BRI
BRI REFE Aol FE A EN{EFNEE > REIANER 4
Bl A%AF f2 0 Flm € 4v = overfitting % € > 3% i & Resnetl8 33"
BB Y F 3 00003 0 Bt B A Adam o & #ci_ReLU »
£+ ] 5 32 tInception v3 Fm0 B¢ hE ¥ & 5 0.0003 > it E
A_Adam > RS e 8_ReLU » 4 £ < [ 5 32 & B3] o
FLF 1,923 38 > BIGEFALG 14558 o #-% kA LR (B)~ 54
(S0) ~ £2%_(Sa ~ Sb ~ Sc ~ SBa~ SBb ~ SBc) > = 8% -

B P RFAHE
COEEN ER S Fi X 31
1‘?%13§?9é3@@%%’ﬁﬂ&%$ﬁﬁ%’wéﬁiéﬁﬁ
BE928% ¥ & & (E) fodd ek & (S) cniplid Era s ¥ v it 7
95%14 + » Flscore 5] 5 0.92 » % 2A1 & & (I) crup|iR i rg b i< o
S Ph 83% T o AP ETie A F L 2 RRE kA L RRG - R

ATV ES e EEA] R R vk FERA A RATE ko

Training and Validation Loss Training and Validation Accuracy
10 —— Taining —— Training
— \alidation asdl— Validation
vk}
[k}
fry
£ os £
o7
04
06
02
o 5 10 15 20 25 30 o 5 10 15 20 25 30
Epochs Epochs
. . 2z . K L, 2, 22
B 5 5% 14 % -epoch B 7% ] B 6: F 5k 1 ®rx-epoch B 7 B

13



Loss

E 32 0 1
@
=]
Cl 1 28 4
L]
=]
=
5 2 0 2

predictéd label

Bl 7: %53 1R %EE

%7 ?55%1)3« BE K RIFEE 2

B | rrk | B% | B
S 32 34 96.9%
E 32 33 96.9%
I 28 33 84.8%

8 Bagw|epFiz » &% 22 1 epoch P iEHE L » m 2 &
%rg’liay?dé FE¥F 5 36% > Fl score 5] & 0.34 o 3¢

xrﬂiem?l FEFABORTF EFEAPAPHE LR GRERETT 6K
LR 2R BFMBEHEE LR 2 F AR
VPR {4t BRI KK -

Training and Validation Loss

—— Taining
20 — Validation
18
16
14

12

10

o0&

o 10 20 30 40 50

Epochs

B 8: 5 24F 4 -epoch B % )

14

Training and Validation Accuracy

—— Taining
0.5 { = \alidation
05
[y
C o4
5
o
.
03
02
01— T T T T T
o 10 20 30 40 50
Epochs

B 9: F 5% 2 %rx S -epoch B % B




true label

predicted label

B 10: F 5287 B
81 W2 LABATE RREE E S

Al | tedk | R% | eS| AN ek | 3 BrEF
E 9 20 45% SBa 5 10 50%
SO 13 20 65% SBb 6 20 30%
Sa 1 20 5% SBc 5 15 33%
Sb 20 25% Sc 7 20 35%
3y R L2888 R EFAGRRE S X REEY kT A X3 B
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