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Abstract: To address the demands for high-accuracy and real-time identification of sudden geological hazards, a lightweight multi-
scale feature fusion network for Doppler radar, termed DRWAF-Net (doppler radar Wavelet Attention Fuse Network), is
proposed. By jointly integrating wavelet transform and attention mechanisms, the proposed method enables real-time recognition
of debris flows, rockfalls, and other hazard targets under complex surface conditions. The study fully exploits the capability of
Doppler radar to dynamically capture the range and velocity characteristics of moving hazard bodies, and constructs a Doppler

radar dataset for sudden geological hazard scenarios by integrating key elements from a debris flow dataset under environmental
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interference and the RDRD dataset. Experimental results show that DRW AF-Net achieves superior performance on the test set

with only 2.38 M parameters, a model size of 9.27 MB, and an inference time of 6.31 ms, attaining an accuracy of 96.77%,

precision of 96.90%, recall of 96.77%, and an Fl-score of 96.77%. Ablation experiments further demonstrate that the

introduction of a multi-input attention gating (MIAG) mechanism improves recognition accuracy by 1.87% —3.13% compared with

baseline models. Owing to its lightweight design and real-time inference capability, the proposed approach provides an effective

and intelligent monitoring solution for emergency response to sudden geological hazards.
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Fig. 1 Construction of an emergency-response-oriented dataset for sudden geological hazard
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FUG , 25 4 4 038 0 RRAE B, R AN 8 18 (FE B4
23 [F) 2 B 1) i B LR R A A R A B ) —
Xt iC A LL LH HL M HH (& 3b). Hoh LL 2 %
A EAE B AR5 4y =, T LH  HL . HH 2% A B2
IKOF T ELRTXT f 2k A

M FAL G Z4e 5B, /N 446 B B
PEAT /N o A5 B0 LL  LH  HL A HH GE % 42 {1t
B S o T A7 N [ AN - S NS = R v R T K (A TR
B AR AR B A% R AT T = A TR R (K 3).

M MIAG A3 LL LH HL Il HH¥1E &, 13
BN W Wy W 1 W, (B 3b) #E 47 REAE B A
oAb, AT DA v B A s RO R SCBRNRE T L BT X
AN TR E BR B A [F RBE AR BB 8 [ 3 N R AE S8,
HIGie B b5 ROBE anfa] 28 4k, 5 A — 4> RUBE R AiF 4
B .38 i WTConvad #2 it 19 £ ROBE SR AE , 75318 1o
MIAG 52 B BERRAE 2L 55 , 3X A 4 A B4 T A2
B R G 22 ROBE A B AR R AL R R P A 2
WAL 55 1A B

3 4R HIE

31 5EHAMEEEXT LN

R B UE 7 VR A RO ARG R R ) 25 i o
i A Vggl6 (Simonyan and Zisserman, 2014) 7l
ResNet50 (He ez al., 2016; Litjens ez al., 2017; Gu
et al., 2018; Khan ez al., 2020) . %% & 2% #r # Mo-
bileNet-V3-large (Howard ez al., 2019) At £ 1 1Y
SOTA (State of the Arts) #& % ConvNeXt-Tiny(Liu
et al.,2022) 2 Z & ¥ & ik ¥ i # DopplerNet
(Roldan ez al., 2020) LA B A2 Bt 2 22 RO FRAE Rl
B DRW AF-Net i 47 %} H 9256 .

ELRIE 7 1 02 5 BEALECRD R 42 J5 4 1H

(7)

[ 5% J Ml J5T 9 N7 2w o7 KR AR 4 TR AR 4R B 20 1
f9 He A (Liu ez al., 2025) FEAILR] 53 S 1 25 4 A ik
A2 CBRJE I b3 B KR I A S AR G I AR R AT R
fE2 2T O BT R HLED S U 2R A B G (B AE 10 %8
NN TR B 45 )0 25 U2k 100 58 i A R b, %
S I 3 25 AR AL A A b A v R 32 E TR B I
SRE YR B R A HIL ] B 2 RO R S i
b 2 O BA 25 5 7R A I 4R b o B 23 e e ) A AR
DAL L

A B 58 A8 AT Y 6 F /5 O 13th Gen Intel (R)
Core(TM) 19-13900K 4b #E %% , 3 i NVIDIA Ge-
Force RTX 3090 & % A Il Z5 . 44 B4 55 JH 19
Python % 4< & %y 3.12, CUDA i 4 & 3k 12.6, Py-
torch iA~ 5 4 2.6.0.
301 FEMEEAR PP — DR A ) AR R Y
PE45 8 AP bR U < HE % (Accuracy, A) |
K 1 % (Precision, P) . [8] % (Recall, R) A1 F1 43 %
(Fl-score,F,), Hovs=unF .

A o TP + TN
Y T P S IN+ FP+ EN
.. TP
Precision = ——
TP + FP
(8)
TP
Recall = ———
TP+ FN
2 X Precision X Recall
F1 score=

Precision + Recall

/1. TP(True Positive) , FP(False Positive) , TN
(True Negative) #l FN(False Negative) 43 5l 3 7/~ H
FH M B B B AR DL AR B PE . Accuracy J2 i
F(A), RN IEF R FEARL G A S8 L) .
Precision J& 4 i 28 (P) , H] T 7 & $5000 Sy BH M 19 A
A B AR REAS ) e ] Recall J& B MR (R) , H T
b= R S S TRV S T o N2 I = = N <
F1_score R F1 03 8(F) , 256 F 1 TR % (P)
A Z(R), Fm N TRACESE, 8 & RRE
TP B G X AN EN 4845 (AL, PR, F) 1Y HUE
WY AL0, 1]

A, 1R R [ (Confusion Matrix) AJ D) $& it 45
oM R 1) 4115 B (Heydarian ez al., 2022) . ik
VB BRI AT RO 8 TR I S PR AL, B
X R T T JE T R AS BB, X f 2ot R
22 71 1E B0 T B A A R . A AR A I G AR A, T
(BT X £ 42 %% 4 43 A1 28 WIASE AU 1) 1k e A 4, 3 5 TR
A B [ TR AR 25 B 0 A BT ) R AR O 2 MR L
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Table 1 Comparison of models and analysis of edge-device compatibility

Model (year) Params (M) FLOPs (G) Size (MB)  MREI e
Vggl6 (2014) 134.29 15.47 512.29 102.10 L R AR RAGAY
ResNet50 (2016) 23.52 4.13 90.06 20.61 b 8 SAGASHS
MobileNet-V3-large (2019) 4.21 0.23 16.30 2.51 0.8 8.8 ¢%¢
DopplerNet (2020) 100.94 0.14 385.07 17.59 0.8 & $A 0%
ConvNeXt-Tiny (2022) 27.82 4.46 106.23 23.62 .8 SAGASHS
DRW AF-Net 2.38 0.29 9.27 1.86 Fokokokok

H#r(Liu et al.,2025).

312 EEIMERE R 1ELIK 2244 9 224 4
JE 338 AR i RSk O AR I T ) 2 % ML BT K
N 2 e 7 Rl A e SIS I o g B S TR 4%
15 80 ) 2 80 i (Params) |7 4538 B K BU(FLOPs) |
B K /N (Size ) DL B B0 % 5 80 % 48 b5 (Model Re-
source Efficiency Index, MRET) , I PFAf Xf i1 2% 1% %%
B FE M o O MRETR A R -

MREI = v/ Params X FLOPs X Size (9)
o Params & LA 7 (M) by #0704 80 2 500
FLOPs J& L +A42(G) 2y B AL i A5 B 45 #0 Jir 5 1 34
i, R A A — B R Bl AR 1 SR R 24 B Size &
PLIE S5 (MB) 2y 57 (45 ALK/ MRET 38 1 1 #
RYUTE PR T O T B 8038, A B /) R WL A4 3
R i — R L

MR 1% b B HE 0T A, DRW AF -Net 76 5 7
BRa bR B E  HSHE U 2.38 M, &
R RSE FE 45 2 9.27 MB, 9 100 A% .0 46 B8 248 T %
T8 % % 38 & B9 MobileNet-V 3-large (4.21 M
Z:41/16.30 MB RUSF ), B0 Xof Lo AR 2 v i 6 28 1) 42
R H A 5k (0.29GFLOPs) B 25 T Mo-
bileNet-V3-large(0.23GFLOPs) ,fH45 4 2.38 M Y
NS RE , PO REYCRRIRA R X
i 35 % B AL BT AR L G B i iR A
W 81 T I8 AR g0 A5 AR R B ) U 3 &
HL A MR O A —— Ik 18 R TR ) A7 i A | S RETE
IRy R 1 A 1 32 B0 o A B, Dy S A Ak A4 45
At T O TR J7 % .5 ResNet50(23.52 M
2 4/90.06 MB R ) | Vggl6 (134.29 M 2 %/
512.29 MB RS ) S5 4L G B ARLUAH [, DRW AF-Net (Y
BRORBAL K TTE 9 1/10 3 1/50, J& B H 41 %5 %% I1
7 BRI 85 (4 R B A AR

fili 26 1 rp S 8) F A58 14 04 Ui A O s
AL HEAT YN AN, HL A4 25 S R 5.

K5, DRAWF-Net 7£ [fi [7] 58 & M Jf ¢ % N
S0 O E e 4R L P BB R BLAR 4 R —— 1A
T 5 I AR ME R RS R MR F L 404
BN, DRW AF -Net A0 o 5 R RS B 5% L 4 o] R
M FL 4 BotE I 256 20 A~ 208 s R e ke 7
96.3 % B 3T , I s BBl /T 0.5 %6, 1 H: Al A5 Y 474 7
22107 W S M BE IR ¥ . IXRE 1 R BHE R B R
49 11 2 2850 3 R ¢ U5 R P 238 A 7R T PR i AT B, R R
& A K IR A5 5 R (GPU/CPU 46
FEL T ) AR DA TAT S B A TR R R (R B ) 4 2k
R T8 A ) 5 YT 55 1 VC LR AR

& 6 frar , Vggl6 . DopplerNet 5 ConvNeXt-
Tiny £ % 95% ; ResNet50 fl MobileNet-V 3-large 5&
% 95% ; DRWAF-Net L 96.77 % Ay i 1 2 J& 7, #%¢
AR A (ResNet50) 4 F+ 1.05 %6, sz Bl H: 7 A $3 1)

4145 . 7 i, DRWAF-Net & ik 96.90 % Y A% B
TR A TN 1 28 R A W RE P i, 1R 4R A Ik (A
AE I /D TH AR DAE ) s 1 01565 96.77 V0 AHEL
F ResNet50 [ 95.73 % B 1.04% Hy P34, X ok
& 0 REAS 7 55 BE T, R R PR E 410 1 e A (40
TEE AT RS ) s F1 80k 96.77 % , i 3 i ik
XF LA A (41 ResNet50 1 95.71% 1 MobileNet-V3
9 95.58% ) , & B DRW AF-Net #r i % 5 i 4> 1
T A . B Ak B, DRWAF-Net £ {8 4 ifif 4 5
MIFE AR R B, AN UE T H AR 2 b e L m ok 8 5
o R T 58 R I N R N A e 1 S e
oA PRI T T RE R T A R O %

N 2 fr s, B DRWAF-Net 16 8 11 7 5K
(0.29GFLOPs) F1 #f B FE 1 (6.31 ms) b IFAE &4l
B 256 PERE W 3 900G A8 DU R A% O 46 br |
ConvNeXt-Tiny. Vggl6 F1 DopplerNet (41 F1 43 %k
4 46 DopplerNet 5.73%) ; #H % #F & % — W)
ResNet50, i B B 71 0.94% , HAER R (A) K
FE(P) A F(R)MFLAR(F) & =1%. 14
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Fig. 5 Performance comparison of all models on the test dataset across epochs
a. HER T L s b AF B RS E s oo A T 3% L 5 d F 12300 He
93.09% Fl-score
Veglo 93.26% Recall
(2014) 1 93.73% Precision
93.26% Accuracy
95.71%
ResNet50 95.73%
(2016) 1 95.83%
95.73%
) 95.58%
MobileNet-V3-large 95.59%
(2019) 95.63%
95.59%
91.04%
DopplerNet 91.19%
(2020) 1 91.24%
91.18%
. 77.02%
ConvNeXt-Tiny 77.69%
(2022) 79.55%
77.68%
96.779
DRWAF-Net 9677"2
(Ours) 96.90%
96.77%
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Percentage (%)
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Fig. 6 Comparison of evaluation metrics for the best-performing models

HEERE - DRWAF-Net{{ 75 0.29GFLOPs & J7,
AN 2 ResNet50 f 7% (4.13GFLOPs) , 15 i1 4 % %
B B AR A RO R R IR H S S 2 E M E
IR B0HE T A BCRD 1 it 2] 1 #2410 WA 45 (Roldan

et al.,2020; Ristic et al., 2022) , DRWAF—-Net #fi #
FEIT 6.31 ms & 5% 42 1 S S A A B SR (A - X
+ ms). % |, DRWAF-Net 751 5 A3 (00K B — 20K
A7 (96.77 % HERR R 5 0.29GFLOPs) , il N 58 % K



o554 IR T RS T 23 W7

SENIEY SR N A 1239

F2 REGEMESHEERNIT

Table 2 Comparison of model performance and inference time

Model (year) FLOPs (G) A (%) P (%) R (%)  F, (%) Time (ms)
Vggl6 (2014) 15.47 93.26 93.73 93.26 93.09 2.35
ResNet50 (2016) 4.13 95.72 95.83 95.73 95.71 6.37
MobileNet-V 3-large (2019) 0.23 95.59 95.63 95.59 95.58 6.42
DopplerNet (2020) 0.14 91.18 91.38 91.19 91.04 1.26
ConvNeXt-Tiny (2022) 4.46 77.73 79.79 77.73 77.02 5.69
DRWAF-Net 0.29 96.77 96.90 96.77 96.77 6.31
Vegl6(2014) ResNet50 (2016) MobileNet-V3-large (2019)
g 0 0 0 g :
. . . 1000
& &- &-
& & &
=] =B <3 800
= 2 E
§ (’/\‘KS ('K[IEK DIF DROT\JI'.SPF.O'PLI', RO‘(‘K VEGE (:’\IRS (’RE‘F.K DIF DROINI',SPI',O‘PL[ RO'(K VEGE ('.‘\'KS (KI'jl',K DIF DROIN[SPY.OII’L[ KOI('K VEGE §
;':'o DopplerNet (2020) ConvNeXt-Tiny (2022) DRWAF-Net (Ours) (S
E g 0 0 0 20 £ L 400
o o 1
£ E- 0 £
5 = . B L200
< 9 < — 0
2 g b g
g &- LTy 397 g
('A;{S Cl{tIEK DIF DR();&SPE()‘I"LL R()‘(’K VEGE CAIRS ('RtIH( D.F UR()INI:SPI:()IPLI: ROCK \EI(H: L'.—\'RS CRLILK DIF DR()‘?\lESPh()‘PLh R()ICK VEGE
Predicted
PTG AS AT 22 4328 Y TR 145 R B
Fig. 7 Confusion matrix for multi-class classification on the test samples
EIVE=NIIR B IR VN RYAE S B A B W A O RO L ik — 25 g B R

W& 7 f s, DRWAF-Net 78 % 3% A & 5 Wk
S TR % B A 3 6 IR A N BB 2 4
ZOCHE E PR A 2 (DF) R G E o, Vegl6,
ResNet50 , MobileNet-V3-large & DRWAF-Net 3
K F) 100 % Y HE RS 2 i AE TR A 28 (ROCK) K i
% (CREEK) i %] |-, DRWAF-Net 43 %1 L 96.9%
1 89.5 % Y HEM A 405, AH B PL B AY Vg 16 X
Y HEH Ry BIAR TE 0.4% F0.3%. SR, £ 5
DRWAF-Net 7£ A (4 5 515 38 £7 76 “ K i — Jo AHL
TR "4 . XK i 26 (CREEK) Y 12 ) 5 35 8 i
10%. X R fE T AML S KT HFrAb F 235 1) 5 ik
AHTR 7 L f S A0 0 S 5 B AR ok 1020 1Y
R 238 A IE S 15 ) Ry e A WL B A A, A4

B, K5 T APLMG S H AR TR 2 81 2 2 46 Bk 1
JE BT A BB R AIE 2 78 HL A B v A R L L S SO R
FE X433 5 25 H b e DA SI2 B4 0 R I 4 28 kG
B AR 7R B 25 (VEGE) R 5, DRWAF-Net
WA T 96.8%0 M A %, b AR T Vggl6
(207 K i%43) .DopplerNet(95 ¥k %43 ) Fl ConvNeXt-
Tiny (598 ¥k 15 43 ) 15 AL v R 8 25 3 5438 8l R AiE 42 e
AR FHAY 8 ROCK-VEGE 1R 7] 15, $i% 2%
R SRR ZEAL 9 A RN 2 A A T I RE
DRWAF-Net AU & T K FAMK KA K F FH
358 T W0 By 2 el 7 288 A R3] 0 o 0 L G i — P R
KT 2GRS
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32 SEWANITIEEMER

TR e b 7S 05 (4 455 B ] L 2 T BE [0) b 1 2%
BT S 40 3K T BE 4 B A R ) 3F 5B FIR
B, BLAl ) S BED T I8 BB G L TG T 4 T
ST REHR B A AT L B, S 3R UE MIAG A 2,
Z: 5511 il 52 50 1 AR AL AR Al A [R] A1 T I 2% ) R il
BR[|, Ja 49 Al R 433 18 i) W T Conv2d #4
1 DRNet-v1(Doppler Radar Network version 1)
fdfi FH AL AE WTConv2d 454 AG BB H # (1) DRNet~
v2 (Doppler Radar Network version 2) | fifi ] 1 7¢
WTConv2d il A MIAG #& Bt ¥ # ) DRNet-v3
(Doppler Radar Network version 3) DA K& ffi H
WTAGConv2dBlock #4 % ) DRW AF-Net, 43 51| i
TRIX 3 AR Y A T [ 5 % b 5 O N e Ly A4 4
R PERE RN

m R 3P, K E B MIAG 5 AG £
DRNet-v1 BRI R S e/ (6.50 MB) |, 4 BELFE i 5 MG
(4.12 ms) , {H 345 3001 68 45 br 259 fe AR (F 1 20 £
93.64% ).

12 % i AG #E B () DRNet-v2 78 # %1 ] <
(6.88 MB) 5 #E BEFERT (4.93 ms) [ &, HVERE 4R
PR DRNet-v1 FH T2 0.53% , 5 0E T AG Bk
A P (AT A T8 3 95 %6 /Y 7T i S

2% i MIAG B 8 ) DRNet-v3 £ B R~
(8.88 MB) 5 #f B #E B (5.90 ms) 34 I % K (4%
DRNet-v1 4353411 2.38 MB #11.78 ms) , {HH 14 fE
FEAR TR 1.88% , H 4 T 5 AR 3488 5 95% , ik
] AR X SR AR B T MIAG B8t 1 fig 42
B 23 5Tk .5 DRNet-v2 M Ho , MTAG 5 B 45 5 1
PEREFE THIR 5 T AG B

e 4, DRWAF-Net 7£ 1 kb DRNet-v1 3 K
2.77 MB (9.27 MB) 1 1 fin 2.19 ms #E ¥ #& I}
(6.31 ms) WIEOL T, 4 T4 0 M B $8 A5 42 1 4056
F ¥ % DRNet-vl #2 F+ 3.08% (F1 4 #k 4& Jt+

R3 HMKEMRETLE

Table 3 Comparison of performance in ablation experiments

Size A P R F, Time

MB) (%) (%) (%) (%) (ms)

DRNet-v1 (None) 6.50 93.68 93.85 93.69 93.64 4.12
DRNet-v2 (with AG)  6.88 94.20 94.44 94.20 94.15 4.93
DRNet-v3 (with MIAG) 8.88 95.56 95.73 95.56 95.54 5.90
DRWAF-Net 9.27 96.77 96.90 96.77 96.77 6.31

Model (block)

3.13% ), TE X H A A v Ji B0 A5 S i M A AR T
DRNet-v2 5 DRNet-v3, DRWAF-Net £ £ ) <} 43
W3 K 2.39 MB A1 0.39 MB, 1 8E 48 Fx W 43 51 K
246 BFAE 2.61% , N 117 % & F- 2 1.22%.

gE A BRI ROSE | HE B ORE B & M e R OB
DRWAF-Net H14E i () MIAG #5 e gl 3F B 2 4 52
AR R O LA
3.3 itig

ZRGH SC S I A5 R A T B AL O T e [ SE A
TYAE S o i ] B RS Ad 1 5 ORI S X T
S3HTRTSCO AR B G L % 21 R AR
5 7 R AR B 45 e — BOME il £k (loss consisten-
cy curve, LCC) PEHI 43 BT R g — 3 bk YA 2 1k
FE 7 110y 1 S R E R ok LA AR B R, IR T AR A
B4 S B 8 28 7 2R (L & X SE bk ) 225K ), B H W
PR 1T DRWAF-Net 4 /5 PF GE 52 A 17 72 i fb i it
T T A A

Hor | LOC 20 8 A 154> 26 AR5 Y 58 s
4R 5 IR 2k Z A0, 8 softmax #0TE o6 B0

ZJE W L
1 .
E'\f CE ( o (Ptest,), Ttest”) .
N, “r=1 ,
LCC,= test
m . CE ( o(Ptrain, ), Ttram,,)i
Z.e[l,Epoch}ﬁZ i (10)

KA LCCHEH L LCC 1945 SUEUE 5 N oo FI N 53
) e 0 A NI 4 Bk 5 CE 8 AU JE B I3
1 2% (8 19 22 I 45 25 2R (cross—entropy loss func-
tion) ; o ] 22 7% softmax L1 28 %0 ; Ptest, F1 Ttest, .
Ptrain, il Ttrain, 53 51 23 MK 4 I 254 205 o
A 1 55 AU T R AR AR L SEAE s Epoch a2 B 25
W R T 1 R BBz AL R4, Rt 4
B A R RS 2 R T 1, 5 ZU 4 7 A A A 1)
G4 B A R AR AR iz fkBe ) T RE .
mE 8 s 752 5L Y 9 DA h | & R 5
LAY 1 45 2R — Bk i e 78 U 2k 05 0 34 A E TR 1R
U, HAH K/ — 8 F2 B b Re s eIl g 2 A i i
R 2B % BB LCC 22 BB K 0.042 9
(MobileNet-V3-large ik #| 1.045 4 1fii ConvNeXt-
Tiny 124 1.002 5) . FAK 53 Br & 86 8 5 8 B & (O g
F 2 F1% 3) : ConvNeXt-Tiny i LCC {i & 3 17 ¥ i5
S ARAA 1, IR — Dk 22 S A /0N L BI040 AR 0T A
fe o, JFARBE AL O 3 A 4 Ry e A, T i R AL T Y
PRSP R 0 A OE N AL SRS A
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Fig. 8 Loss consistency curves of all models

LSBT B, H 3% R S AR B 45 /N LCC (1Y A R
T H DRWAF-Netid il & 8 B 5K, LL 1.017 94X
T ConvNeXt-Tiny, Flth #5251 — [w] 4 B2 4 LA 1= 0]
bR AR LA R B, S5 B % A AR AL
SRR RAR 2R A LCC R, 7T LA LCCfH £
14 0.02 B9 X [a] Py, B89 Ak R4

BT, ARk AR B X ¥ i T ) 58 % K E N
20 NG 57 5¢ % DRWAF-Net” # — 40 &
TE 8 Bl A AR L 2 R R I (i
LT KA IR m B Oz AR RE ) kL ST A
H 35 3 i B IR R T T IR R S
3 il T 5 HC At /) D B Ok R B M A L e b L
ok 1R 2 1R B2l A 5T R, 4k 2k s 4 1 P AR I 5 T
FE L LA R 300 25 795 500 A i T R B AR I 4R RS
bii R INRA /TR L e NEE I B [ R o A I
5 1 4% 55 (spectral masking augmentation) 3l 25 %S Ml
W, S AR R B2 24 7T = N B SRR A B4R T

PR P fiE RRBERG TR 2RI RE Y
SRR UE AL B9 AL RE ), Ol i T B8 o o U R
AR ST HAR YD R R AU T S0 1 AR

R

X

4 Z5ie

I xt 28 e k Hb TE 9CSE R 0Y ORG B  S i
TR ARG T — RS T 2 T R TR
2 5] B 25 4557 DRW AF-Net, Jf-38 i £ 45 (0 114 i 52
55 5% b 56 I, GIE B T OT $E AR TR RS B RIOR iz
FRRE 7 1 0 3 A 34, hy b T 9 L e o B AL T
B A R %
(1)DRWAF-Net 7£ 4 # 7 47 25 848 4 - s
T 96.90% (K5 5 M 96.77 % By 4 B K, % Dop-
plerNet # &I & F} 5.52%~5.73%. H & ¥ & X
2.38 M BEH R SF 9.27 MB, B i BEFE R} 6.31 ms,
A% ResNet50 %5 J i 465 80 3+ 55 2 sl /b 93 %, 3 2 K
EANE=75 N HInE ey
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(2)Z ARG o it 2 A ERE T E
(MIAG) Y, 58 1 48 1145 AL 1 3 A BRI, 52
B2 U5 R AR Y FGE N Al A A5 A DI s R
(WTConv2d) B8, {ifi A Haar /N A8 4o 42 7+ 2 R
REAE 42 BURE 77 5 3 o B O R AT T & T

(3) B ZE A8 Y 7 4324 Rl 500G 4 T 25 U8 A T
BA TR AR FARME LA TIREA, Rk EIR
ST 55 32 435 T f o AL I 6 . DRW AF -Net 78 1
POERS AT RE TG R R RS,
X ¢ ARSIV B R (AN e A R 5 TR A I R A
100% #196.9%) , H A8 A L IX 4 5 I & H bx CInig
A SR R E 3.1% F13.2%), g iR
L e 3 B A T A RE A M T
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