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1. XL®IC

s R e U Tl O B2 I 2> T\ 5.
HBEEZYDHMIET 2 Z L THEEBRDNT VAN Th,
FHREBRBIC KR ERMELEZTUE S WML H 5.
B E ARG A1 KK 2019 SER TR = D L v
RUZ MZETSNTE D, HRHE e il Z <7
LEEIDEFKIZ > TWE, TOHTH AL TIETY
FIZRHUTHEETEZ 295, IV 5 DA DIR
HELUT, BTV IHFDA NV AREZ OGNS,
ZIZT, KIETIETYIDANVAIZ 7 A—HA%Y
T5Z2i235. flziE, TVSHAAPLAZKLTH
ERENLWHDD - 7B, F UG RO H S HE BN
mnkkdy, TOITY TOEKFANPREL BVDTIER N
WREDFRETHIENTESL. KA DM
EORMRRZTOI I, TV SORBIZENSE L E
ZAb6N5. ARTHBEINTWS I ik 1 DDOEWIE
IZDE, 1 KIERE RO, EERENOMBEEIZHED
BWEEBZONDED, BHAOY T 7V =708 EIZE
BLUTWAEKIZERT 5 &, AKEHITHETHS.
—lEZETBE, DHVEDT 4T 4B ABED<
T YTy ) T OMEEIE 2012 FER T, AEf 400 BE
O TF YA INERLTVWBE IR REINTS
D, ZOZ e SMEEENOBEMNEIXAEICH D EE X
SNA. KT SDMEEEZEEHNE LTI S0
BHIEME % FD TRHE 70 22 2 Wt 9 2 30 ds DR 217 5 .
HAOEHYETHEIN TSI IDIFLAENR=Y
O—5 Y RIS THEH, KAIETIR=va—-F
RIVIDOT—REy MIREL T2 ED 5.

F 72 M ERR MR A7 < DR S N B IERIC
WXER D 23D B 7DD T — XIZR > T 2475 . AR
DRI (Neuron) & AR [EIFKHEDEEAY D DA A %
U2V AT LER=—AL LT, TOVAT LEHAW
IZET AL L 72% D% Neural Network & & .. Neural
Netwark #%EIZLTHWAZ LT, T—RIZEENS
Fese BERERIZ, KOS FE T LW REE 5.
Deep Neural Netwark (2 KEDT—X &2 ANTEHI T
ETNET—RICEENIREEE BB EE T 5.
U UAIDIDET — X D4, Deep Neural Netwark

OB, Kwansei Gakuin University
t PR, Kwansei Gakuin University
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EHWS & —INCHEENF LI BWI BHonTEH
D, ZDO7=%, Data Augment ¥ fine-tuning & W1
5, BfpT 55— 22 KBIZEDZDT—X1y N2 [
WCETVZIRL, g4 L TnwkT—2ty &
FAWT, FHEi%¥E U7z Neural Network % FA%E 3 5 1
HKWHY, PET—ZUPESNRNRI FIZEWTHE
EMEZ A LI LMENEHINT VS,

2. BER
2.1 DT BEEHGICET 2R
FATRZEIZ X > X DB MG % D TERGRRI % 17 S #F
7% [Matkowski et al. 2019] 2’H 5. ZDOFFF%ED T IV T
ALEET 2MOEBRD S5 1 MR IENUAZRL , 2 D
HRIZILD XY XOBEOAE G DY 2{T>72D b, Local
Binary Pattern f###& (LBP Ri#&) & gabor Filter, 2
ORI EMH 217 5. gabor filter & IZE{G FIZE
DFAIEDIEVREENTVWENEHIBETESL 71 VA TH
% .Judson P. Jones & Larry A. Palmer IZ& > Tx 3D
BTEIZ & 2 BT DIEAY 2 ¥Rt D Gabor Filter T
FHDZ EHRI NI [Jones et al. 1987]. 2D 7 1 L&
VML R0 Fa AR A & D EARERAE IS A N R —
PR EAMNZ B FIH TN T WA, gabor filter 1%, T1TEHKHK ]
& A 2B o LTE#RIND.

9(t) = kePw(at)s(t) (1)

Z 2T w(t) A AR s(t) DIEIK 2 RS (FEH#E
FEInTnd) .
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w(t) =e ™ (2)
s(t) = ed (27 fot) (3)
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X 2: [Matkowski et al. 2019] 12 & B fEARGH] 7L TV
X 2 DR .

2.2 Convolutional Neural Network

Convolutional Neural Network(2L T, CNN) (3@ D
Neural Network (Z Convolution J& & Pooling J& % BN L
=HbDT, BEGHMICHEDND Z L. IEMELBI
1%, @HE D Neural Network (2815 > 7€ NEBEIBU
LT, CNN TlZ ReLU (rectified linear unit) BEEAF]
AXN 5. Convolution & TlE, AIED ./ — K & Kernel
TEAAAFEEZ1T> TR~ v %135, Pooling J&
T, convolution @ 6 1 IR~ v T & HMi/INL
TH IR~y 721585, Zhix, BEEOREZE R
U s EBEORDBEHEE KEIZTEHEL TWb & AD
ZENTES

C3:1 maps 1@ M0
©1: featurs mags. S4: . maps 1555

Fig. 1. Architecture of LeNet-5 a Convolutional Neural Networl, here for digits recog-
nition, Each plane is a feature map, ie a set of units whose weights are constrained
to be identical,

3: CNN Dii#1.[LeCun et al. 1999] £ ».

. CNN 3Rz it 27200t Tcd s, 71V
RDINT A=K (BA) ZHEFTHEHLTWLAD, 77—
RBRZDENF UL BV EE, RIA-KESFEFLZ
B2 eNTET, ~BNTEEZEPRESTS. 20
MIREZ RS 2 72012, /85 A —RIZB L THr = 224030
LIS 217 5 MED D 2 LT N TE D [Glorot et al.
2010, Zhang et al. 2015, |, BRI NEHEDO—D &
o TWA, [ HBRIZ, N8R T A =X —DiE iz L
THHRITANEMET, REMFRICBWTHEEED S
WA Z BT HENH L ZEITMAT, 545
PEREIA] L 0D 72 &) 1T BB DAR N & R EMRA7 B (R %
ERaUTBREEZIT O BN H 5D [Watanabe et al. 2020].

2.3 Data Augmentation

B E T 58, ROCIIT — X BFEL R
W, B UK IEFRHDIIT — X 2ME->T\Wb 2 Lhd
5. 2D &5 RGE, BYEEHENMREE W LI
572012, FRH DT — 2] S O A il L T
T—REHEIRT B, TH% Data Augmentation &\ 5.
BEARWNZRFHEE LT, B ETRE), Kk, /A1 X
5., DI A7 % 505 [Krizhevsky et al.
2012, Zhong et al. 2020]. UL AL, Data Augmentation
KL TTF =2 2P0 WS 50 TIRARL, T
REZRUTHERT 2068 H 5. HIZE, FHSHF
T — X TR 2 LR FIE & UCGEIRL 72856, Hif
DEBEREZERIBEDON D WD H 5.
oI, mERT — XHLER k% RO % Auto Aug-
ment DT [Hataya et al. 2019, Cubuk et al. 2020] %
Wirla T — ZHLRTIRIZE T 2 W55 [He et al. 2019] 72
ENH 5.

3. REFE

KEWPRUHEDOFENE B 412K, TTERDEEERD D
NIV T %T27205, TRXRTOEMBIITL T 32 x
47N P AR, TOBT — XIBROMEL % 4T >
7o, T RYLEETI, AANREEE ERKEED 2 FEEHOML
HEBLUZ., ThoDTF—X%23) I AL,
WEE, Fod) SfEKEFEOTY S horeH T 5.
I FHANERIZIZ CNN I 2 DDBAAAEE 3 D204
EEEEZRED CNN 2H0Wa. Thrzha=y MUK 1
DODEBHAMAEN G, 2 DDDEAAAEH 16, 1D
ODEFEEEN 120, 2 2DDOEHEAENI84, 1 D2HD
EAEGREN 61275 K S ITEE L2 (K 5). Pooling &
IZ1% Max-Pooling, Kernel Size i3 x 3 Zf#HL T\
5. BBEOEEEEDO =y MUXEIT B A5 [H
6 fHIRTZ 5 7=7-8, ZDEIZIE>T VW5,
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Layer (type) Output Shape Param #
ConvZd=1 [-1, &, 28, 28] 456

MaxPoo12d-2 [-1, &, 14, 18] ]
Conv2d-3 [-1, 16, 1@, 6] 2,416

MaxPool2d-4 [-1, 18, 5, 3] [}
Linear-5 [-1, 128] 28,920
Linear-6 [-1, 84] 1@, 164
Linear=7

Total params: 42,551
Trainable params: 42,551
Nen-trainable params: @

Input size (MB}: 8.91
Forward/backward pass size (MB): @.04
Params size (MB): 9.16

Estimated Total Size (MB): .21

5: CNN ND /8T A —ZE.
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4.2 ERER

FERERIIUTOR 2, R3IDEVTHS. 2D
accracy 1% 52% T, 64k% 7V X LI UL EDIE
EROHRE, 0.17 LLhRB & BN AFER L o7z,

#* 2. FEHER 1

’ R4 ‘ precision ‘ recall ‘ f1-score ‘ support ‘
Frxruv 0.59 0.87 0.70 23
roaay 0.43 0.29 0.34 21
TEEXOY 0.48 0.55 0.51 22
AV 0.50 0.52 0.51 23
TV 0.00 0.00 0.00 4
|l = S 0.00 0.00 0.00 4

# 3 FEREER 2

’ ‘ precision ‘ recall ‘ f1-score ‘ support ‘
accuracy 0.52 97
macro avg 0.33 0.37 0.34 97
weighted avg 0.46 | 0.52 0.48 97

4.3 EE

AR Z L iz BRUMER, Tv e en L T
U2 T — XD TN T2, FEPEPITET, pre-
cision, recall, fl-score ¥ ZNF KL I o7z & FHET
5. F7z, FrRaIBL MoK T
AR & DENIHE 2720, T OMOMEE L LT 5 & &
WMENRH 722 BRT D, T80 % L, 2Rk LT
ZENS ELTETWRWEZD, CNN ZHWS7ZITT
BHEEXGTOIRELTWREVWEEZSND.

5. SRORZE

ORI E - T, BYIE®Y 7 7 V58— Tiafik
DUEFRERE, B4 CIMTEIEENARRIIRS L EZ TV
5. LirL, ZOMFEICIEEEFEEZETRE RN Oh
H5. HEMFRIZ S IZEB LTI 7 OfEKRZ#NT 2
ZezEYIEBE DO Siv ofilo 7272, SORHHRE R A
% & 572 Kernel(Filter) ZfEp L, CNN (ZHlAAATZ
W, 7z, BORHEEINGTA720ICTY) SOEDOE Z
DR HDEDNEHZRBERD D=, HoPLHTY
TDOHDAE ZHEL, BONEZHRECZT 2HER D
5. DM & ORMHIZ I gabor R & # HUE L, EEUE
RDOEAEG DI % KD, NREGOREFEL DY F
V7 %47 o THDM E & #E 3 % Fik [Srimuang et al.
2004] ZFA L THAW. 512, CNN ONA 8= 8F
A—R—IZEHUTHHEVPBETHLLEZATVS. &
72, T — XDBAERNGIZ AR\ T2, RS & — R
2T 2K, LHITHPUTERETS FETHS.

6. £&&
AWZE CIHIBEEETH B TV SOMR#ELZHHE L
T, 3V T OERENZ4T S 7212 CNN & H\WTER



EiTo7-. FEBEERIT accracy52% T, 7V X LT
FHOLEDOMMHEL L HEWKER 2B, BEKRD T —
BTG U TIEBERDNEH L TWDE720, NALMEREZE &
O ETT—RINENPBETH L. 5#IE, SOREZE
X % & 5 72 Kernel(Filter) & /Fk L CNN (ZHAAL
o, ToREEPYT L, ONN DA =T A —
X —DHZZTV, K OREEOEWEERDOERIZED
FHE.
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