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Abstract

Aiming at the problems of complex network structure and large computational complexity of ex-
isting deep convolutional neural network models, it cannot be widely used in practice. This paper
proposes a deep convolutional neural network model based on multi-region features. Firstly, the
model divides the image into multiple regions and then uses the standard convolution operation
to get the image semantic context information. Then, the multi-region input is used to learn the
context interaction feature. By cascading and inputting the spatial information of the global region
and the multiple sub-regions into the convolution layer, the context feature information of the
image is extracted in an information supplement manner. Finally, the images are classified by the
Softmax function. The experimental results show that the model has simple structure and few pa-
rameters, and the modeling with multi-region feature and context information fusion has better
robustness and higher classification accuracy than that with single-region feature.
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1. 5|8

AR, TR BE 2 SIETH UL v U S T BRI D o B AT TH RN e AR LE R 40 28 1]-[11].
NERAN[12] PRI 13]. B ARERER[ 14] 55 SURIAT 1% CARE R e . A% i TR R 53 2507
A IZAGEE J1 55 . BAEME 22 . HERR FE AR B o BRI B I 28 A IR B 2 ) I = KR E R 2 —,
AAIA VR 5 ST BOR A SR BURFAE AR 2, T OB BUE L= K> T R R ZI A S8, e &
T RPN, (E15E R0 2 N 45 fe Db i A i b 38 S, DR T MR 20 28 TSI S W0 3 R R

2012 10 H, Hinton Z4% LA LA ) 22 42 R G AR A 22 X 28 15288 AlexNet [1], 7E35 44 ImageNet [15]
] T S IS b R, AR TR R B A TAERTE T — KD . AlexNet B HIZE M
LERT IR LI G, RS T IR FES R I 2% B ST . TEIX 5, BT A AR A 2 X 2 A5 20 AN T 4 4
t, EEan AR VGGNet [2]. 48K GoogleNet [3 11554 Hi i) ResNet [4]45 AWiRIHT AlexNet 7£
ImageNet 553§ FI05% . 7E 2017 45, ResNet [4[1E ALK CNN S50 K @ i i A SR — N5k, —ut
F£F ResNet (A Mg #2 H, Hull ResNeXt [5]. DenseNet [6]. NPN [7]. SENet [8]%5. £ 2018 £ 5
H 11 HAEE N ST T 19 CVPR2018 1 EE SCE T & f, SkiERIPAIESE IGCV 1 [9](1 TAE, 2
H T IGCV 2 [10]81 IGCV 3 [11]#7,

BE L FUPH 2 IR 2% IR JE O N, AR 0L G R B s, UM SR AT . (RRERGERYR, Y%k
A GRS, I HINGRBERICN s R, MR R B B> I, A5 RE DI RRAC, N Za
2P, S5, W TERAOEEME, B 7NN, BRI e WA, IR K EE
F & MRS EIMER T 2 XA R R,

TE G R G X 25 AL R 20 SRR S5y, 8 FAR A 2 Sl xR AT AL 35 H8 i B R A N 314
FRRRZE I 2 A5 00 P HH 20 2 SR, B T AN R MR IR 2800 B bR W] Re A X3 B 22 5%, AN (R 280010 v i
HAG AR AR s I RFAE A B, DRI AN I 4 SRy R AE 25 34T BB R HE R A = . A — 1M E T2
DX IR IR FE AR e I 28 B, iR it T A E R A, DLORIERHIESS B e B M. S A
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2o BIAS A A DXk 4 Joy DX B, s XIS A6 XSO 2 A B A DA 5 T 7 DX, SO
HMERNBA RS, UBRE S E LS MG SR IERRHEE R . ARG R . S5
R, T HEE R R R

2. ZXIEFEEFHERMEIRE
2.1. MR-CNN &R/ 43

RE BN &DCONN) B HEERZE . b2 EERE =R 4 W% 2 DU — N E LR
Bg— et BRUZEHATER, B3 2035 TRAE G 8 A2 SR AE AT R4, e i@l — A4
Fe 24 DR UG ARFAE , 2817 FH 70 SR 280 BB HEAT 7328 o A5 G2 145 AR 22 ) 48 75 5 AR AN A S R 1
Z AN EBAR R IAT IS, (HRBEAN N 45 2 70 SNl B N S ), s JLPETR S BAR TR, 25 5 3 b FE Tl
RAEWEIG . A CES IR EGRI REA X, SR 2@ aiE, g XKigEG
a3 R AT G o 2K

(1) DX E 48 S 5 )

JR UGBS T2 0 U B, 43 AkRic A R R I A2 5 4 By(LT) A L5 4 BY(RT). £ K 50 E(LB)
A R T RB). B EUE T3 7 U, ] DAL T BRI R DX 4k, gk iy 58 4 b A 5 4 PR
(R BRI, 4R mnt UG = 3R 4E 15 B iRl

(2) Hht X Ak b v

BT — B U B RS 5 B R B EUR R O, DRk, BR T 0 R 46 EUG T3 3 BT sk U A3 4 2%
FEHUHE 2 BUR I R 4e (5 B4, BRI — R0 X, A5 BRI R EE B a8 G 3 e .
[ B o X el 5 DY A 7 ) £ 7 X3 B TRIRE R

(3) BB

JeitJE LA BN MR-CNN A5 — 58 [R] RUSE 1 38 % 28 EAT B AR AR o & 20 B R 43 il N
MR-CNN B “ A7 5 A A, o i a8 M RSk 3 x 3 R E N B BRI RSB0, AR R
BN S 0 2% T DUSE GRS A B R ) | R SCRFAEAS B B 1 < 1 B98I 28 v UORRRRHIE R EEAR
AR (RO 2R 7 R 20 O HT R T R IR IS AR 2R MR 1, 3N 2 RESR B B8 A B MR M RFAIE . SR 5 X R 0R 5
FS 53 PG AR R BRI RIS PN MR-CNN B =, DA—Fp {5 B A 7a 177 205 o BB B RS0
TRHE, AR =R RAPE 3 < 3 BN —2 1 x 1 —ZUEa . XFERTHE RN RIS R IE
BN, T HaEERE 2, T B BN RIE R S AR U, I 1 < 1 AIIE RSB T nT AR ks
TERARLR MR ] LR B B 4E M o SR SN 4R PRk 2 PR i 40 25 2 IX SR B A R A 4 Do 44 4
B(MR-CNN)YAAA] 1 iz, & 2 9 MR-CNN =AM RAREEH, Horh [5x5]/1:96 Fofli ] 96 AP
NS x5 FAGRIZIHT B

MR-CNN 8 o 2 57 46 PR R0 A 3 DX B8 53 il A6 B AT LASRAS 50 IRS 40 (4 4% R R AE A R SRR AE, 45
FRUG GBS AR 1) 4 R R AR AT S SRR AR AT A, (VR T OB B LF e &, RURAFAESE
ARIET ). FRAERLE 5 PR T TR BCE IR 2 IRE T 20 25 BRSSP IR 5165 CNN A1,
JEaam N UG S B8 38 AT B RS @ — NS R, R R AEEE, AR

xifrl _ f{ Z x,-(l) *kg(/‘l”) +b§_1+1)J N
Hobt. FARERRFEREEG « AERURE, X RRERUEE j MG, <V RRE 1R

J
ARG, BERAECE: k Forks: B) FORE: M, RoRE PRI N B A

J
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Figure 1. MR-CNN model
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Figure 2. The specific structure of the three modules of MR-CNN
[ 2. MR-CNN = MR B R L5
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YRR LR P R U AL (U SR R A . R, MR-CNN SR 1 ik 3 — [ 16 IR 45 Il SRR &
KA MR SV T 2 2 2 9F B D S AL KR, e e —E T L AT LR E
IENAEIFER], # MR-CNN 245 1 Dropout 2 ASx i G HIBLER, [R5 R0 2% (32 AL BE 70 B 5
MR-CNN fESANERE Z G E— N EE R E, Wb TR RSB R R, 2 1AM
KBEIE L, MM Z R S R AT

X — Mg

X =y B +p 2)
\Oos +¢
1 m
Hy _;gxi (31
o2 =3 (5 —t1y) @)
m =

Hot: B={x,x,x,  FOR m AVMERHIN, 0, OB, ol FORMUETTE, 7, fFORHE
SSIRBE, &R/ MR T S % i

2.3. Swish BUE R %

MR-CNN 5 ELA 1] CNN 1) 55 — AN [E) 2 b 2 330E e A3 Relu S0E R 208 # il 1 Swish P0G BRI 2L 17].
BOE R BB 5] NAER MBS N &R, X T EiR S AP MR ) R IA B D B A 0 EEER
Swish FREE 2017 44 AOE BSOS R 8, AT Relu BRE—#E, Swish L EAE T 5. 5 Relu R
[ H /2 Swish PREGE T HAER AR REL. KESLIGRY, 15N T 5 R0 UG 2 SN2 B 12855 A 1
IREEPIZE 4% 1, Swish BRAELA] LASRTG S Relu BRAEUHILECHI M BE 20T Relu BA%L. Kk, MR-CNN
I FF Swish bR EUE 9 256 455 78 [ s bR B AR s G G 0 RS I R . B IR RIE 0N

f(x):x-d(x) (5)
o(x)= 1/(1+exp(—x)) (6)1
Hrf o (x)  Sigmoid BR%L.
2.4. 2FHEHL

MR-CNN i s pfh G0 it A0 2, i e RIS B o (it Ak B 4 F 4 1 AR J i 4 43 UGG o S
B EF, WmRIEEUGEHEE BB, 2ERENSHEER, BOEMMEHEM SRS, A
MBS T BN WA R 72 A AE 77 MR-CNN B 4732 2 F 4 Jo PR30 2 8 b, 76 RIE — 52 HERR 2R
RTEE T, WM SR, S a2 BERAR, IR R I ZRIE R, 98 TH R BRI
[ B 9 IR A R PR LA IR R, SR R I AR FR vz A e Ja . il 3 A — M CNN B AeE s 2, K
3 44 NIN (Network in Network [18])5 Hi B4 Ja T 350tk )2 o 4 )=~ S50t Ao 0o A I 29 78 25 4 Al e )
B b A, H bR AT B i AR, BB TR 18 S PR 0 28 ) 2 S (R B A e A
T R EEARRAE B AT Ak SR S H N Softmax HEAT 732).
3. MR-CNN E%

] 4 ARSI H ) MR-CNN LD %,

R I

(1) BRI 1 R R (G) P X 8 3 e DU AN 75 Tl (7 X3k, R BF 7 Ji B RIS PO A7 X O]
SEARFE A Xk, Al oA BT IXKIRLT) . A BT IXIRRT) A5 XIB(LB). 4 K5 X3 (RB)
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Figure 3. Fully connected layer and global average pooling layer
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2) X IFEEZ (G 2 ) MR-CNN fidk—H A (D it EER, HAKQ). 3). @)itHE#tEH—1b
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(3) MTANFHAZIE 2 1) MR-CNN R il H A XD THEER, HAaX2). 3). @)itFE#E
H—WEFEREE R,y « Ry~ Ry~ Rpy MR

4) BHRFEE R v Ryp v Rppv Ry~ Rpp MR BEATZiMK (concat).

(5) BRI 5 Ha AR R A N — DM ERUZ N, %15 2 1 MR-CNN B = H A (D iHEE A,
HAARQ). 3). @itHHEIR—{b 58 2HER .,

(6) ¥ E— SR BN RIRHEEIE A 2R T E 5N, R Softmax 7 83519 3 G 73 K45 3

(7) FHAE UG5 865 TARRRZE (1 22 57, 10 AR 0 48 N 2 A5 200 3 ) 1) e Im) A 1 VR TR S SR B &
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Figure 4. MR-CNN algorithm flow
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4. KB5S

NISAUEASCEEL ) 7y e Re, FRATZE MNIST &A1 Cifar-10 #iE 5 EdbATs25e, IS5 AFEM 35K
HFHAT I, DAIGIE AR SCRI M Z R 25 T B, SR RUD BT 2 X L SCRMIEAS B LL FL X
BURFEAS B AR DA 31 5 = 1) 40 SRR 22 . SEER AT & Intel(R)Core(TM)i7-8700 CPU@3.20 GHz 3.19
GHz, 8G W AfF. LA FE: Windows10 64 (##1E RSt Python3.5, Tensorflowl.12.

4.1. KBRBREENEB

MNIST ##E2 —NF 5 F UL, B K/ A 28 x 28, HA6 & 60000 /NIl 2Rk 48 LA & 10000
ANMRFEAR . BFREN 0 KA, FFREN 255 XonBa.

Cifar-10 L 50000 5K 12K A LA 10000 5K, a4 K A6 7 airplane. automobike
210 MBI, b, ARk A # 2 RGB BB R AEE, BN 32x32 K.

4.2. LWERRTH

42.1. AEREESHMRVEZEIT

SR BRE A ST I 265 AR i 5 ) T o L RE A 380 11 23 2R E A 2%, JRATTAE MINIST 48 40 Cifar-10 Hds
B L EARFE R REEIAT .

1 45 HTE MNIST #l4E b, A7 iE S HAWA RN 2 FEENE AT BUR 7 B IR B IR EE . ARSC
FERI UG 2 KR BIER 2 MNIST #dli 8 BAR T HAh 5%, AMHEL PCANet [19]. Stochastic Pooling
ConvNet [20]. Conv + Maxout + Dropout [21]7; FI$#E & T 0.27%- 0.12%- 0.10%, IEF] T 99.65%. FLH,
SLIGUIZRES, FEMREE 5 B A 10 4 Batch-Size $i N ML HEATIARIGE, AN S250 45 R FE M T 20 KL
5 I WO S {E 3 21

Table 1. Comparison of classification error rates between model algorithm and other
model algorithms in MNIST datasets

= 1. ANEREES HMRBE A MNIST HUEEM 2 X ERRMELIR

Methods Error Rates (%)
PCANet [19] 0.62
Stochastic Pooling ConvNet [20] 0.47
Conv + Maxout + Dropout [21] 0.45
MR-CNN 0.35

72 45 Cifar-10 ¥E4E b, ARSOO7TE S AR 40 AL FHEAT BUR R 20 RS B L IO L . A&
SCEE R R AR AR 2 AE Cifar-10 Z88 800 T HAh SR %, L PCANet [19]. Stochastic Pooling ConvNet
[20]+ Conv + Maxout + Dropout [21]7; A #1577 11.48%- 3.75%- 0.30%, JAE] T 88.62%. [FIFfHL, SCL
IR, RN BCE L 10 4> Batch-Size NWZEHEATINRLRUE, B> S5045 B AEM 7 20 RSEEE 5 HX
FRME R3]

4.22. AIERSHMIER S RE T
T WAL R, [RIRESS DU Fh 48 i f o 28 o 28 165 70 45 % B 3 AT EL IS 0l . LR TR f) X 2% )2
BRI 28 BAR SR N 3,
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Table 2. Comparison of classification accuracy between model algorithm and other
Model Algorithms in Cifar-10 data set

2. AERE LS HMRRIE AL Cifar-10 BIREN 5 LB ERILLR

Methods Accuracy (%)
PCANet [19] 77.14
Stochastic Pooling ConvNet [20] 84.87
Conv + Maxout + Dropout [21] 88.32
MR-CNN 88.62

Table 3. Comparison of five model network layers and network parameters

I+ 3. APREME R R BRI

Model Number of Layer Parameters (M)
AlexNet [1] 8 60
VegNetl6 [2] 16 138
GoogleNet [3] 22 5
ResNet50 [4] 50 55
MR-CNN 6 3

M3 TLUE ARSI IR R 4 2 B B D), AT 6 J=, x LAt 2 SR ) R 4 25
fHAFZ . BEIR AlexNet ML ZHIRA SR MBI ZEA L, HERMZ RAFEEERZ, R
R SRR L, HFME AR, IR BT SR, W TAERCE TR RO
PR 2% Z KR R /D 1, XFEE GoogleNet, MIZgZ 4 BARMHZEAIL, (HERMKZER L, 4t
PUB A o o A SCRI AR Y (1 19 2% 2 K B FEAE 2 B IE O ZUBEE 70 (B A R AR S Ry iy L, R AU
b, BRI R ERAR. UL, ASCHT SRR M 2% R A AR R Z R G R, HoA B
PR D ) I s PR HE B R

4.2.3. ZAXEREXIEE
N T AT R XA O BB AR RS, 7E Cifar-10 5 BT &S5 XA S - P2
B AT LR AT
MG 4 TV, RIBRAT RPN 2 XK 70 R FE R ZE AN R, ASCIT R K MR-CNIN B 1) 73 K08 2
BT EAT. XAEH, GO 7 IR RE(S B AN 588, A SCH) MR-CNN AR B i 4 1 1 40 =) 358
FHER 4 RRFIESE &, 1935 M7 B KL .
Table 4. Comparison of classification accuracy between proposed model and two sub-

regional cascaded models

3= 4. FTRER SR XIS REAR B A5 2B T EE

Region Accuracy (%)
R, +R, 85.85
R,+R,, 86.13
R+ Ry 86.16

Ry + R, 85.99
R,+R, 86.17
MR-CNN 88.62
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MFE 5 ATRLE H, BIBAE R =0 X 23 R R FEAH 22 AR, ARSI MR-CNN AR 1) 43 kG
SR T EA. XEWH, FEE A XIS B RS 5%, EXFH%R 4 FEATERA Xk 5
KRR m—L, B, B2 — N0 XEAERTIRAEZMEBRILER, eI, HpRg
(17 MR-CNN 7Y 55z 1 1 73 MG FE

Table 5. Comparison of classification accuracy between proposed model and three
sub-regional cascaded models

F® 5. HRERES =N XERIKER T LRI EE

Region Accuracy (%)
Ro+ Ry + Ry 86.53
Ry +R, +R, 86.50
R+ R, + Ry, 86.33
R,+R,,+R. 86.35
R,+R, +R, 86.42
R,+R, +R,, 86.33
R.+R, +R, 86.43
R.+R,+R, 86.35
R.+R,+R, 86.28
R, +R, +R. 86.30

MR-CNN 88.62

WA 6 ATUAE H, BIRAER DU A2 XAk 20 SR R FEA 2 A K, [RIFE S A SO ¥) MR-CNN A7
Wi RRGREAH — 28220 . IXRY], UMY 7 XL BIE A 52 B, (HXTHAR 4 fk 5, ZUkiAE
B2 X JUBAE R =0 D 2 R AR 2 — 2. PRI, SEMBEIERI S — A XA
MTIRGEZ W EBREEE, RGN EHRE . MR-CNN BT KIS e g, EERRKEA
P8 73 SR SR AL AN 4 JR R A (4 A S AR O o5, BT IR A58 i ) 0 A

Table 6. Comparison of classification accuracy between proposed model and four
sub-regional cascade models

+* 6. FHREE SN XIS RIKER 5 LA R

Region Accuracy (%)

R.+R,+R,+R, 87.37
R +R,+R, +R, 87.34
R,+R,+R, +R. 86.82
Ry + Ry + Ry + Ry, 87.20
Ro+ Ryp + R, + R, 86.80
R.+R,+R,+R. 86.95

MR-CNN 88.62
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4.2.4. RTAXEREZNRSHEL

N T WA SO R S5 9 R 2 M0 B BB 0 SEHE R AR B2, JRATIE MINIST Bdls 8 AN Cifar-10 %
Ptk L nlft VAT E R AFEOE R A4 P B A ER 2 B R B SE

7ML 8 4yt T AE MNIST #di 4k _LANE Cifar-10 Edfa 45 LRI 70 XA SRR AE A e L
A AR DL 20 R RE I 2% 7 AR 8 TATHT AT H JC IR AE A SOREALIE A& OB P A 73 X I 1 O T
AN T AR ACE AR TR A A IR A A i SRR, TR DU AEAS SO e o, ik
H— xS T UG > KRR A P e AESEIR b, JRATH AT LU HUIN 7t E A — e+ B B iintk 7
025 BRI R0 P2, 0 A5 W SIC E R IR AT TN R I 2% 1548 T AR IS IRI AR, 4R 1 JRATH I 5 B Y
TARRR . A SCREF I AR, 34 R IXIURF AR5 254> 7 DXSSRARF A R K ¥ 5 R P LS R 1 73 3%
Kl IR B ey I RCR

Table 7. Classification error rates (%) with or without batch normalization on MNIST data

7. £ MNIST #iE&E £, BL#MET— LA HEIRE

Region With BN Without BN
R, 0.42 0.65
R, +R. 0.39 0.62
R,+R, 0.43 0.68
R,+R,, 0.44 0.69
R,+R, 0.43 0.67
R,+R,, 0.44 0.66
MR-CNN 0.35 0.58

Table 8. Classification accuracy (%) with or without batch normalization on Cifar-10 data

% 8. f£ Cifar-10 H#E&E £, BRMEIT U LBEHE

Region With BN Without BN
R, 84.94 82.64
R, +R. 85.85 82.73
R,+R, 86.13 83.01
R,+R,, 86.16 83.15
R, +R, 85.99 82.88
R, +R,, 86.17 83.07
MR-CNN 88.62 84.24

9 MIFE 10 45 T /E MNIST ¥ EAIE Cifar-10 £ 4E F, ASCHHE H AR RGP > 73 X33
PRI SR P AN [R]0S BR A 7 SRR RE o K AR SO SR AR 211K Swish 0% bR K5 BLAE 550 F 1 Relu PR KA
TXFEE . MR SRIG A5 RAR N, ARSI LR BRI B Swish BRBUC IR E 425y XA 2 75 RIS A 73 X dgk
HOLL Relu BRI 73 BRI — 2. Hoy, FEASCHr 2 IR, Swish BRI EE Relu R 801 B 70 SRR

REEGHERE.
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Table 9. Classification error rates (%) of different activation functionson MNIST data

9. £ MNIST ¥iE |, TRIBERBAIN HKIHIRE

Region Relu Swish
R, 0.51 0.42
R,+R. 0.47 0.39
R,+R, 0.49 0.43
R, + R, 0.48 0.44
R, +R, 0.50 0.43
R,+R, 0.49 0.44
MR-CNN 0.45 0.35

Table 10. Classification accuracy (%) of different activation functions on Cifar-10 data

F< 10. 7£ Cifar-10 BBE L, FRIBBRBH N LEHEE

Region Relu Swish
R, 85.44 84.94
R,+R. 85.48 85.85
R,+R, 85.46 86.13
R,+R,, 85.82 86.16
R,+R, 86.03 85.99
R,+R, 86.05 86.17
MR-CNN 87.18 88.62

11 IS 12 45 1 7€ MNIST A Cifar-10 2#55E I, A SCHrHE H A o SilAE T H 2 2 A )R
SERPALE I M RE . SIS R, ASCBI N ARk 2 B R T ARG TR, M4
BB T RRHRAD TS0, (MR nfaitk, I 2B il Zod B4, TR TE 4 & X Igid &
FERIKRPEA 73 X IR AR R AR A IR R 3R T Horr, AT ) MR-CNN RS 1) 43 SRR R B i (1)

Table 11. Classification error rates (%) of fully connected and global average pooling on MNIST data
= 11. 7£ MNIST BURE&E £, £EEMERTIBLRN s EERE

Region FC GAP
R, 0.78 0.42

R +R. 0.76 0.39
R.+R, 0.83 043
R, + R, 0.86 0.44
R.+R, 0.85 043
R,+R, 0.85 0.44
MR-CNN 0.72 0.35
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Table 12. Classification accuracy (%) of fully connected and global average pooling on Cifar-10 data
12 7E Cifar-10 HEE £, 2EEML[HTHBUND2HEE

Region FC GAP
R, 84.72 84.94

R, +R. 85.09 85.85
R,+R, 85.37 86.13
R,+R,, 85.40 86.16
R,+R, 85.73 85.99
R,+R, 85.77 86.17
MR-CNN 87.04 88.62

712 NN SIR AR, ALY MR-CNN R 5 73 S0 1400 50 0 42 3 X dk g gk
PG DB 5 SRR o AR T A 1 4 o [ 7 OB A 4 X e, HEREJA— L Swish B2
A5 T 445 R 23 S I 5 ST S5 A BB

MR SRI MR (0 45 R, 2T AR (X815 2/ R H (X BB (MR-CNN) G 43 S P RE BE(R T 3 X
L PIAN KRR AN PO BB . A SCAR HE ) MR-CNN SEE7E % R A 4341 X B 1
BT, AT R EHIERERR, BT KE IR 2 KRGS B4 &, MR-CNN A 5] T it
2R HH I, R ELIFRR L 1) MR-CNN BRI 5248 T 32 4 2608,

5. 86&

ARSCHR Al 2 T 2 XSRAE FRVR LG B BB 70 AR A, B2 ) MR-CNN AR AL 30 14 0 B 1Y
0 2% 5 R SR B BB 18 SR SCRRIEAS ., R GRS AR 2 SR R AL A R FS R A i 15 P 517 B AR
JESRIUEE B AT R IX T N SO HARHIER BT 4828 . MR-CNN FIAE sk B 0 AR [ DX 1 iy N R
JE W 25 S RHEAT & S RHERER R . Horh, MR-CNN {EEIR M2 /XIS 25 KT 4H 4
R T KGR S REETER, FERE . Swish A4 R Bl =F 45,
S [RD bR X 265 A5E 70 1A I S P2 R B2 i D S A R ) 3 S BE - AT IR B B PR PR 70 R8RSR S5 SRR
B, ASSCHEH K MR-CNN AR [ af fif &, 2 Hb, S8ERCD, i H 2 KRR & BT
SCAF JE A A b B X IR AL A AL A S 0 P 5 R R B T PR 23 R
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