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Bidirectional cyclic translation between printed and hand-drawn molecule
structure images based on Transformer

PENG Xiaowang, LIU Wei, TAO Jiajun, HE Xianyu

(School of Informatics, Hunan University of Chinese Medicine, Changsha 410208, China)

Abstract: The generation of hand —drawn chemical molecular images is a meaningful and challenging task. Currently, some
progress has been made in deep learning—based recognition of hand-drawn chemical molecular structures. However, the scarcity of
training datasets severely limits the performance improvement of models. Additionally, recognition models for standard printed
molecular structures have matured and demonstrated excellent performance, yet these tools have not been fully utilized for hand -
drawn molecular recognition. To address the aforementioned issues, this paper proposes the BIMIGAN model, a cyclic generative
network with a Transformer—enhanced U-Net generator and PatchGAN discriminator, trained using pre—training and gradient penalty
for high—quality generation. In experiments using the self—built hand—drawn molecular dataset HNUCM-HDM, the model achieves
the best FID and KID scores compared to other methods, with values of 20. 809 and 0.006 5( +0. 000 3), respectively. In
subsequent recognition experiments, standardizing hand —drawn molecules using the model before recognition could significantly
improve accuracy, with a maximum increase of up to 40%.
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0 2 = SEUT RERIR A KB 25 W B R e B e ik SR
a TFRGE G X T 25 W 0t v B die ik =

ey TERPUN RS ) Z W TAS BRBERA MR e A E R SOR AL
WS AWV R BB A NLA R FEEY . A, T T el R R

EE&TR: WM =AU IIUE (2024]1K2130) 5 #1F4 HAARMESA H LI H (20221530438 5 KT A AR 54T H (kq2202260) ;
WA b 2RI ( B2023039)

YEBRY: ERIE(1995—) , B WEs A, EEMFE T RS, a3,

BEMESE. X H1982—) B 184, #2, FEHF5E )5 10 . N TR g, fb2#15 B%% . Email: weiliu@ hnucm. edu. cn,

WriE B EA: 2025-03-03 VY ETEE I AT 5 A




78 oo ®m M5 M OH

ERRES

PRI 5L B4R B 18 J7 20, A0 ] JLix 2
SRS H AR AR R R R S AR B o
— N RRAF A DAY )R

FI Sl M SORS rp 3 UL 27 S5 R ) S R PR Ay
o2 Ak % 25 #9351 ( Optical Chemical  Structure
Recognition, OCSR) . ¥T4F3kK , i & R TR 2= )
TG 1 AU, X SE R B Bl 7 vk T D) R 3
PRl 0 AT P AR, I ELEA T 2 1) 22 36 1
AR RSN F T A A S B, V2
FEE IR T W R BE P 22 ) 45 0 FH T OCSR7

PETR B 27 > TR, R A 5K 3 1 7 vk g o 35 4
FH ISR g U B S 33 VT 1] b o R A%
S FSER TR B RIS RN ) 222 4 1R
WFgE R O ERAR B T UESE . RN, B AT AT T2
TAAGPUNIFFE R 2 TFRAR B BE = | Brinkhaus 2557
F U BRI Y T 5 4 A B A AU 5 255000
A, I TP A o T a5 M U B B 5T R 15
MOKEFH G B2V 28 K S U 5 v b
SRAREI G BAR W E B B E HrE E
HEE TR 22 T AR U BT 2 T R Ik S
THHAZI,

75— 75 T, A B R A S AR Y A5
SRAENTAER L LI/ B, 748 733850 5 42 4 1) B Rl 4
O3 T EUR I BE S P R 38 98% MY 5E A DU R 4k
T, X SRR AR TR X0 52 2% 1) T2 00 45 A i IR e
JAE R E TR, T FamEL AR
B JEAARLN S5 e LA A R R A U]
XFEOR O AT BRI T ) R Re 1S B 78 4 Al
Mo MRS T2 05 1 A5 R JEAT T4 2], e
R AR SR AL H, PRI, 45 R A iR
B B FHBUA PUNRERY 2 32 v T2 00 7 Ul v A
SRS IIPS .

FETUAL 2 RSO, A SCES SR PR AR O T
2% Tranformer L N 45 FURH 28 o) 25 £ HH 1 — Ff oy AU
I | SO I [/ 7 A oA = o e Rl (S W T
BiMIGAN,, A SCHY 2 TTHRAT 3 A

(1) AR E RS K DL Transformer [ 25 4E
JhiE)JZ SIS U-Net BUAE i v, 1) SR K
TP 42 SR RO G BRIV BE ), 455 U BB TR
W2 S5 R S 22 RUBE R4 M, 0 3 $2 71 1 A
A U s T R 1 RE

() ASCAEU SR ] T A W I Fn e
TR AFINGRT-Be S B T AR BORHIE R 26 1Y) g ot 1
R PR 0 R AR 1

(3) ARSCHE T — Rl 19 T2 Ak 2 73 T 45 H R
B EIIFTERRE A, RIR A R DR T2 Ao o 1 4
Ay PG A BAT o 8O B R AT 3R , AT
tigzaake e 2 S NG R7 a m AV I B

1 HxIE

FLAE o T 5 EUS A B — ARV 5T
Jr1a), BRI SR TAEAD A (H R 5 HR R H
hF5FA AN RO BS TRKENERE, Hit, A&
TR B F A0 T 1 AT N5 AR A
PR R4,

1.1 ETUFEETEENERAE

Weir 552535 TR T F 2 k2 4> T 45 1R 51
M, Z IR FRIEMEZ, R T —FMET
RDKit {245 B T 5 1 B AE 8 O . RDKit Ji
AR B TEA, T ZH T4+
A 2Tt AR BT R A 2% 2 SR,
AT DL A AT — 62 43 T 1Y SMILES ( Simplified
Molecular Input Line Entry System) Z/n " S8 J5 43
T 2D L5 ETE . At i B T IR R AE T
Hg SR A B ARG, 38 3 ML AL 2 TR S 500 I
VRIS 7 5 SRR I 8 14 )y Ok SEE ) B
2 TR E L, 32 IS & Brinkhaus 4524 %116
& T A A R TR %0 3 A4 R R 15
BEHL M 76 3 R Ak 245 BOJF & T H % DK |
RDKit' "' Fll Indigo' "' i 5 —A~, 4R J5 38 28 O Bl ML
WELESEO EVR G 128 B L 7 in 4 Fh
PGS 5 AL R AR 2 S Ml A 8 Sk 55 O T SR A4 5
BURTRAE RS E AL, TF & & T T —A ik
PRHELc4, 3 33 RDKit (1) MaxMin 8352810 )
F M A 506 80 h BRI A [ AL A AR AR AR
%

1.2 ETERXMNERNERF X

Fogel 25224 J& H1 T ScrabbleGAN F5 A |
— PP TS 2 46 1 2 B S LTS SO
Ty BRI ER A REAE GAN FZRR LA, R
[ B T R0 88 D Z 40 BRI R 5] AT —A
SCATEUIES R, B Az B SCA BUR AT 1A . —
JITEANES D S B AR AR ¢ A R Dl i B Y
F%, 55— TR B R AT AR E 25 S vT 32 HL
LS, TR AR R R s /D T 2 A I 445 ) B B 46
&, Luo ZEopg PR T — Rl 7 vk, AT LR 4
TR D90 245 A AT T A B AN B A SCAR A e S e LT
PR TS5 XM B SLOGAN,, B SR, AF 58 4 1



5 4 1] EENE, 2 BT Transformer B T-25 SR EER L2 705 S5 A RGOl G 0 A2 10T v 79

T AU PR KRR 1 T 5 XU S50k S T 1]
T, I ] A SR RS ST A B A s b, LA
FHIL RS F-55 XU . XURS P 1T 25 R 3 AT e e
YEE KA IR EUR AT 2R R, Ak AR
W gEim L 4R 1L 5 T 345 A ERRIRE X GOk i A SO
PN, DA T S9E R Aok 15722 A A\ P9 D R P15 0k SR 376
AR AN 2 . SR, AE A 78 OUEE ) Sl 45 1Y
85 AR R B e — HR AT 7 L XU [
18,5 Z R TAER L 307 WA M 2% 1Y) 4% 3058
FAPHA R R AR IRAS T B E 4T
2 FiE

TEARWT ST R, 25 3 258 70 ) F A i o0 288 X 1)
A B RE ST, LA S Z IR T 2 A BB R AN 3
7 %) 0] T, A S LA B Az il ) 2% Sy B il I 2% g
Tranformer 5| A W& i () 4= 1 2%, ¥ patchGAN 5] A
P& B 2 42 T BIMIGAN Az B 4% | [] B
TR 2 LA R Ao B AR 1) D7 1 S5 AR A ) RS

real X

fake X
recycle Y

Cycle—consistency loss

EYNG, LA RAAIVERE 2T
2.1 BiMIGAN [ 4% &Y

BiMIGAN %) 2% 155 7 i F S 47 B4 A= Jsi % 4t I 2%
(ZEH , BERARZER BTN 1 BF7R . BiIMIGAN
FERIE— 2K CycleGAN A R RS | #8024
A= AR 2 A ) 2E R, 3 Ao I A B D B KT
) SEI 2 A ARRC BA BRI 2 TR A AE B 4, 1% 2
ARG 08 X R Y, ARG, 22100
PG X 3843 v 3lirh R R Y, i 5]
75 D, WGB3 P 4 5 i R R S B, 2R
I, 55— ARG, TR Y i G e
Sk X ARG, FIEED, T X A X HR i B
B 5EMASG, ., Dhik B IR

TR T AR RS R 25 43 0l — A )
% BiMIGAN BL7 5B G 4F PR A Bl AN ] Z b SR
AT EF L W45 Transformer TR & 45 #4 19 A= 1%,
@A PatchGAN H5 8% , JF H 2R A1 1 5 5 9 0 6 52
TESH A HLH R P A ALY 25

Cycle—consistency loss

fake Y recycle X

real Y generator losses

discriminator losses

1 BiMIGAN kW % &4
Fig. 1 BiMIGAN network structure

2.2 {&EZ Tranformer 4 X 2%

R rp g 2R A SR FH T — PR T U—Net 22844
BT (H RS o3 1) vh 18] 2 8 B 4 2 MR R
2 Vision Transformer ( ViT) #He, WA 2 frx, U-
Net Ziifihaid i 4 SRR AT RAEZ 2 I 154
TIE, B — 2 (AR L 3 3 S B 4% 32 1) 6T 107 ) i
a2 B RZ W FHERm A S VIT Bikrh

T U-Net Jhid 7 v, J5 06 15 0 e o 448 Ji2
N (wo by, fy) BIRHAETKEE A& BUZ MR
IR k=3 p =1 EFE, T RN NS
k=25 =2 MER&, WL, BEHE )2 ARHE

BRI T 14 B 88 R e RE DR | TR A 4R BE A5 — =
PRAFAE A1 PRI 3 JZ P BT . e, b

wy,  hy
H—NYEE N (w, b, ) = (— 81, ) FIHRAIE 5K

16° 16

i A VIT i AL

ViT f1— £ %) Transformer Zmfib et S 20 1, R
TIEM VIiT BO% A, U=Net Ja iy H A0 R AR 5K 1=
PRV H—A> token JF 51, FEA token J7 51 B JEE
Hw X h, T token E—MKER fFHYME, AT
458 Transformer FIWLSE  WFFE PR T ReZero 1E
WAEE A FFFIAT — DN SE o, T



80 Bk

2N A | = T A ¢

ERRES

Vs 22 e dE 3 SR EE . Transformer Y%
RS IR £, IR R T w0 A EE b,

SA Block
flatten
Position SA Block
Embedding
Linear
SA Block
Transfor
N mer . .
NX Encoder SA Block
Bloc Pixel-wise
Vit
Linear
Reshape

TEARM G, L T 12 4> Transformer 2 5 25 A5
He, IFE f = 384,

Feature Concatenation
Upsample

Conv and Downsampling
Conv3x3

Flatten or Unflatten

Post—process

B 2 BiIMIGAN [ 45 i) 4 B B8 4544
Fig. 2 Generator of BIMIGAN

2.3 FIAREBEETILE

AR PR 1) e JU) SR FH LR PatchGAN K|
SRR A B S B R E A S SURE /)
e SRIE X A NP AT LS R W, X FR VR A
) BEINARLEE A 405 A B T2 i Azl ER Y B
HOME FLEE , PatchGAN 5 85 5% FH 42 45 BUPH 22 0
ZREEHY SR BT AS AL 9 2% RE A2 b BT B /N Y
A\ VER T Ho e A D TSR e T
&

AW S A B /N ~F O7 52k DL R B R A
( Gradient Penalty, GP) ™' Sfe i J1 51 2% i 1 B
) 90 8 3 e A | L R A 3R LA R e/ MK
FISE R A HE ok BT 41 2k ek B, X6 T X BB
SR, 5% R BT LLE L

1
Lo = S 0 [(Dyx) - 1] +

SEe LD (1)

B R 50 B
AT UL 4 24540 B 28 09 BB R R, A
Lipschits £53 = IR, BUTTBY 11415058 1 6 f
(VB AR L 362 5 B R 1 B 5925
M, SRR BRLE T ), AR R
(¥ GP A LA SO -

f=r, + /\GPEE( V..o N =) 7y (2)
Y i

Hor, A FRMSE, FH TR 6060 B BT 1Y A
JEE R x IR A || VD, (x) ||, FoREIA
I S BB T Y L, J0ELy 2 — S £ B
2.4 BHY%EWmils

T S — Ry KA AE T AT 55 I R85
KL BRI A RO 350l A B0 Zr o i AL 22
SRR IT UEA T 00 A 2 R 2 W O T R L IR
b, TEARFSE T X BIMIGAN B4 N84T T %
BEAES ML, Bk, ¥ EG # AR H
B 32x32 K/NK patch, FFBEDL IS 7 3545 1
H 40% 1) patch WG EEVRE . Az s 8 i 150
AR ARG, I L, #5155 sR O 217 U1 25,
ARTIFGE P T 2 R AR

(1) FEARHEERRIA 73 —F EAR S 46 1 A7 w0l
4

(2) 7 TmageNet a4 EabAT w145,

FESS S 1 ARE SRS F X 2 T A A
AR X TN 2R B I LA T T TH RS 5

3 EEIHgIT

3.1 HIEE
AT FE A8 FH A B S A A TR 2k B Bt A e A



5 4 1] AL, 55 BT Transformer BF-22 SARUEEN 1L 737 4544 B OU R AR A2 10T 15 81

A, ZEB SRy Befl s S 2 4~ — 102
ChEBML #rifE5r+ %048 £ , 84>k H ChEMBL {2
NS TR E 353t 190 J5 45 /Nor T SMILES F4%
R T FE 0 T EL X 3 S S A5 B R AT B 2B b
HEAb2z 53 7 B8 55 — A4 J& TmageNet i 3l 25 55
B X SE— N TF I RS N 2R 4 | 76 BUSAH 5
55 ATz A . RO B B, A 1Y 2 5
A [ 2350 42 HNUCM -HDM, Z 30 £ T
KA BEANFL20) 9134 sk F4 40 T EIE X e E G
()5 FIA SR S P A O R WU = S 2 Rl ik
ST I ORI BRI A RS 2R R AL S TR
G B 3 A Tz B SRR (B, s
LR ESLF20 T R H IR 8 « 2 By Lkl 4
YIRS AR AE | 6] i 22 401 Xk 107 (%) s o4 BRI 43
T A AR v A5 el ) DI 2 AT 3 B | e T b o
TGS T4 50 F R Z 0] 02— X 2 1 Bl 55 56
Z, DRI ok PR 0 5im 1) TF- BORE A o R B
£V REHF20 TEIGEEAMHS,
3.2 KRINE BSERITFMIER

AR SLI s T W3R 1, B S50
%2,

x1 TRHRE

Table 1 Experimental environment

Python CUDA  Torch

version

CPU GPU

version  version

AMD Ryzen 7 5800 NVIDIA RTX4090 3.9 12.0 2.0.0

x2 #BH
Table 2 Hyperparameters
thALE:  BIERE2% Epoch
Adam 0.000 1 500 1 0.8 0.1

¢ R SORAE TN SR B R FH P s el 1) R
W, FERICR B Be , I 2R i 12 BRSNS, J5 2 BOR
FHER 26 D3R

1535 EHRAE AT 55 v, O 1 A TP AR AR Y £
A BCPERE AR SO T T A BRI U o UL AR
$8¥5: FID ( Fréchet Inception Distance)L28J M KID
(Kernel Inception Distance) '™ | 3% 2 AN E AR & A4
JRER B RFAEAR RN A . DA T S A A 114 £
T

FID 38 53 He 2 A ni 1A 45 A0 5L 52 P8 e il
Inception V3 AR HUAYURZFRE_L STt 50 1, ok
i 12 TR L [A) R AL o 152 I PRI R ARA A ) i 1Y)
RIS )7 W4 3 e, LS, EUSCIE G045
ik o) A SE R B 7 22 3 300 0 e, A1 S, o DU R fefE

Batch Size  Agp b%

TR
FID= |, - I3 +7T(3, +3 -2(3,3)*) (3)
o lw, a2 FeoR MR i k2% 97 1 L,

WHGT, FORMREIE, (3,3,)7 F Py 2R
3, WS R R,

KID A5 15 (0 22 50026 o 0 ) 35
R MU 531 5 2052 B985 GF 4 i 2 191 0 26
YBT3 % DR A AR
I, B X ot R ¥ o FOSE PR R 4%
1, R k2, MECE T AR BRI .

1
nn = 1) ;k(xi,xj) +

D k(y.y) -

m(m = 1) i)
2
— 2 k(%) (4)

AN SRy T B I DAk AR A A B RS Y 1
PERE, AR AT T E AL R 25, Mikrp, 3%
FEE BRI — R I EIME X S B AL A% 2E il
53+ BUR B T2 00 FEURBELA L, 2 5%
T 2AE 6 s [WLEEIN ] P, 45 0o ] 7 A ok PR 0
BEAUAE Y B BN T4

h T I E ARG R SR pE e L
THFE R (True Classification Rates, TCR) Fil B AH
Tk i AR EHERA e S B HA A

KID(X,Y) =

TCR d 5
;_N ( )

Horb ) N, FR IR A X A ) ¢ AR
AR, T, KR E Erxh A p 2B @ 1y 8124 B
PIFEAZL

XUEGE TR RE % ELH R R 5 T A e
DX PR 5 S PRI ot ) o R B, BT iz ke
A W B BN T2 R E 5

TESE B BEAY IR B b, s R T
OCSR Sl 5 09 PP Ak 24k 58 2 VL C % ( Exact
Match Rate, EMR) #l Tanimoto 548", IS PEAN A4
B GO T AR TR A BE A 2

OCSR 1T 55 1) i 1 235 S 3 8 & — > SMILES ¥
e PRI, 5 4 DG C 2 AR 41 A5 7R 750 0 1) SMILES J&
5 H AL SMILES 4iht 58 4 — 8Ok e, A
RIAE ) SMILES 5 GT 524 AH [, W EM {50 1,2
ZNH 0, 584 VE R %02 58 2 VU R 45 SR i 3 (E , AT
STIBUR NS 0 =1



82 oo ®m M5 M OH

ERRES

Num,,
Num, (©)

oA Num,,, 327 03045 5 56 4 VT I () 500,
Num,,., 2784 b G HUE .

EMR {ER—Fh ™k B P br o, BE ELU b Sz e
PONBALE SRS T 01 RE.

Tanimoto $i§ F= — Fh & FH %) AH AU 14 A 2 7 %,
L L A A R AR Y SMILES 4 5 5 B 55 1Y)
SMILES it 2 [ia] i) 3 [ R ik e 115345 21, BRI
7 , Tanimoto RELM T ILT 2 MEG R HE 5T
B HAHR AT

EMR =

| Sy NS, |
IS, US| (7)
Hop, S, FRBIRA: 1 SMILES 4 i i %
RLHY > THRAESE S, S, 2R HSE SMILES 45 it 19 73
THHEES  Tanimoto ZEWEANT 03 1 Z (8], 24
Tanimoto Z BN 1 W, Ui AR A= B A9 SMILES
W5 g e M A, BT Tanimoto ZEXGEHS
SR A3~ 25 A A AR AR B, BRI ASE 78 A R0 i o8 4
TEA 0 At | 28 b A i T PP A A A AR R0 &2 4%
I3 FESHRT TR RE

4 ZWERSH

4.1 FLEHTFEBERER
TESE — 9 A O OCSE g vh , A WE9E 5 B AT E 0
0 F 2 5 1 45 /) B 1% E il T 2 RDKa' ™' Al
RanDepict' " DL R JF UG 1 CycleGAN HE4T T XF He
XYL T B T 45 AN AH [R] 08 A B ok e, A
UGG SR ) R 2 2] 7k, i S ATz
i A A Bl T DL ST R R B 2 ) AR T R T
B, RS 2 T VAR B R 76 A Al T4 0 T I
IR, RIS R 7 3 9 25 S vk 5 S 4
FRANTE] 5 2 i 6F L 25 2R DL 3, AR5 vh 42 th Y
BiMIGAN B[ FID {E A1 KID {3 Ik T HoAth ¥y 77
2,43 514 20. 809 F10. 006 5(+0.000 3)
F3 TEERF ROV IER

Table 3 Comparison of machine evaluation metrics for different

Tanimoto(S,_,,S.)

pred » % gt

generation methods

‘ IR 7
Jrid
FID | KID |
RDKit tool 45.252 1.532 1(+0.002 8)
RanDepict 58.765 1.743 3(0.001 1)
CycleGAN 131. 674 2.574 8(£0.119 2)
BiMIGAN ( ours) 20. 809 0.006 5( 0. 000 3)

4 FO7 B r A RS ARG RS AR 3, A
R, T IEEEET G 2%, e e i — 5 2R ST
B S>, fe A7 i — NN R B A F2 00 01 EE.

3 HBR T CycleGAN J5 ¥k A4 B Y EIMG 5 HL5K
FLor TR RZ AN, Hofh T HAE W F 457+
RUGIIE— e B - 5 A T4 FHRL X 500
TR R bR A 25 S — 5, CycleGAN fE R I 24 2
(R 7 I V80T A B A 1) A i S, o L R ] i
FE TN SRt B8 rh B 2K 31535 ME LA, e 2 A6 A )
PIUNZREE T 72 A: TR A5, 5 BIMIGAN #E A2
AR FLERTIE 146 BE AR S 1Y J 2 LA &2 Tranformer A=
BLAR R S

BRUEEN A
¥ RDKit tool  RanDepict ~ CycleGan BiMIGAN ~ FL A\ F4: K+

B3 AEAEERFELSTFEGERILL

Fig. 3 Comparison of different methods for generating hand -

drawn molecules

(B 75— H2 02 BIMIGAN L8 2 — A3 i) (8] 4=
PR 3 B R R A AT LU AR i 2 T AR
FL250F 0] LK T4 5 -3l 1) ik 5 it o+,
AR R R AE R 4 v X R AR MER T
B e SL U 58 ik 1 A

FL P R 25 B A 5 iR, SEue 45 S 3 W
BiMIGAN HERIFE TCR 4 |- fe 4230 5050 T 2 50405
iR, TETA BT EEREA T A 80.14% 1Y
MW F AN L F L EG 2 5 ANTFLEG, 7
BiMIGAN EURMIAFEA A 76. 45% B A E A K
BORY A B 5 B EMGOR LN T2 B, 5 FL 5L BHE
FHEL 22 BEA 3% 2247, 3K — b A8 3z a7 8 o At A i
TH, AST2ERIEH TCR AL 100% 2Kk 5L
UGN A B EUGIR & FE — B A7 i DK 1] B 3k
BT A R 3 A5 4 it 25 1R
A5 3 T AR BSOS 15 BT UG sl 24
B3 TR BUR A E 8 T HA s A5 1 A



EENE, 2 BT Transformer B T-25 SR EER L2 705 S5 A RGOl G 0 A2 10T v 83

HAFLT

tH SMILES i fith
(EEILAR{HENTIEN
5

hEANFL5
TR EN R
a7

El 4 BiMIGAN fRfELF RS FEG L)
Fig. 4 Samples of standardized hand—drawn molecules by BIMIGAN

100 RDKit

90 CycleGAN 81.14

30 BIMIGAN(A L) 7645 ©
Real

70 RanDepict

60
50
40 36.69 36.57
30
20
10

TCR/%

29.33

IR )
E5 EAERMKLE RS EE

Fig. 5 Comparison of Turing test results
4.2 FHRH/FIRHEE

F BB T2 00 T AR UE T R R TG
1) e ROE A FEA T U0 —Fh A I i 7

PR ARG BT 1 5 LS8 M T 4 MR [R] Y
P o7 U T 23 5 R T BIMIGAN 5% 4L Rif Al
Ak S5 W UG ARG R L) X Tanimoto 8 %%, HLA Y
MG R I 4,

To 18 & T U AR o 3 7 R pg AR (i
MolSeribe ) , i HI TR 51 2543 F EUR A AL (4
DECIMER2.0) , 554 T2 KR 2 BiMIGAN £ 51 5%
e R FRE ST EUG S FER S A B U0 45 3R 1
HHEPUN IR TG &3 T, XL
TARBIARAE > 7 MR X — 4@ T IU I I, B
R THELL 40% , X W T g s g,
RIVRE %K I A Tk U Y T2 RGP 8 hy A A A
A LASCIR B s =

F4 FLEGITENLAE OCSR ER LK
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Table 5 Results of ablation experiment
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ImageNet vV 25.226 0. 011( 0. 000 4)
None v 55.465 0. 018( 0. 000 9)
E[R 453 ¥ R x 58.080 0.019( +0. 002 4)
ImageNet x 63. 130 0. 020( 0. 001 7)
None x 93.980 0. 056( 0. 001 5)
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