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(1. RERZE BxampEde, b5 1001905 2. hERZEE KRS, Jbal 100049)

WE: ERARSSERNEBMELAEEEVNEKR, FHILERELSSE (galaxy morphology
classification) BCATH A [FE R ERHEM BEE I 2 — HiEHF KR (Sloan Digital Sky
Survey, SDSS) & KRB R 1HRI= A4 K i B R R T B RTEAS IHER. ST 2R3 TR
HIBRAR, TERIE 2] (deep learning) BVERER SN X KGEEREIFWEZI K ER. TR A
RIS LB T —Fh ik IR R = 2% (residual network, ResNet), Bl ResNet-26 1%
B, ZB N TR ZE BT AT O, YD TS IREE, JREIGM TN S TE R, SEI T B RIE A RHE
B EBFEEL RA IS, LIRS R, 5 Dieleman Fl ResNet-50 25 HAMFAT HIB R4 W
%% (convolution neural network, CNN) AL, ResNet-26 #2HA FM IS qE, 78
TARRRTL I RA RN KRR RIEE D KRR

* B O ER; BESSE BHMEMNLG; HREMS

FEISES: P152 CHRFRIRES: A

1 5 5

BRI R E REWREVWIIMINEAE, & RARIZE PRSI EEPUELER T 1)
. BERESEERNERAMBENGESZVINEKR, ERAERYIENELSY. w1
B RIENE EAtERLL, EJR (stellar population) F# %, =0 K2 AFA7E L IR ECA £
TR (bulge), HFHARED T ZRERIFEGEH FTHEE (shell) 45k, RFTEREHEER
RERTHEREL, oA LRI E R, AR RAENDSE BRI O, 2IHRET
BOWER, A KERAME, ARIZINEEZES). AR R P EENZIPIREG UG O
TS, A LR A EEBANEE SN EDIRE R, N TITFRA RS E R
BRE, R A X SR RARREE .

BRI KA LI TANFE brE. FeEhT 1926 462 H 21741 (Hubble sequence)

WKFSHER: 2018-03-01;  fEEIHHA: 2018-04-16
BB PEEEE =7 EEAERET I (XXH13505-04)
BiEE: &4, tongjzQ@nssc.ac.cn
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REMAT HUENERIBES S Fhrlh R am—M". W5, MTREIGEHRET
BRI S R AR A A K b, Jorh, B4 KT, R E R I T 2 5
JER I & — € R E A, FRER I B R A AT 28, WAL ER (bulge) + % (disk) 75
VST Sérsic RERINE LT S AR RIS T R AR IS
B RN E RS MG HBEORN ERBABT LT, EXEZEARSS LhrMd,
BE P H T RSP HEEANRE. BERIHSEHE. ERCEANRSYESHEEH K,
AL HARBE AT ). 2007 FHEH P E R (Galaxy Zoo, GZ) W H W E RIEE 5
Kb (5 A T 22 41 1 AR T A S 1

B WM AR 325, LA SDSS, COSMOS Al LSST %5 KK X 2 & G R - RIl 1 iR
A, B R IEYE SPGBk, X EFRIEIA FRERREL RARIRA. BE
BN A 5 2 1 7€ 55 AR 1) S 2SR 8RR BR &y, A% G 1 a0 4k BN 23 A J7 T e o AT
FT AR AT R, 06 250380 3 6397 ) T B Se BOhig E Sd pofasE . R SERd oAb B AT R
AR 20 R, BREEBAINMRITEKERE, BFFEE N2 AN T2 R 2%
(articial neural network). FMZ VI (naive Bayes). M (decision tree) & &AL =] )5
(locally weighted regression) 5 J7VEHEAT B 2407 7. (0 LR I T4 Gopl 882 5] Bk el
(2 2 A B0 K7 VE R4 M RE B e TRAE AR B AFIR ™, RS AE Bt AR I R B B
SRR AT SRR AN R e, BT AR RERT . I 3 ok, B TIREFIFEENER
TS RO AR TR B S 07 10l TRBEAR 2 WX 2% oV B N IR A 50 s, SEILRRE B 242
B %, AR E A HA A m PR e IR E IR R A R, HA a8 T 00 A
SR XTEWORTERE B T R TSN 8 ST R R A 4 FO7E TR A TR E
B RIRR, b T AL RRIE RO M. 100, 2015 4F Dieleman % N 5 Yl B 5
AWM T EREE DI, FIH GZ 1950000 25k B RE AT EAZE, IS Galaxy
Zoo-the Galaxy Challenge Lt ZE[HIEF. 4, Gravet 2 N ffi | Dieleman Fi7%, F|H
CANDELS & RHHR M= E REE, BERSE S ZE, BT 7 IR AR 58881

AN B RTEA 3 R — P olod IR BE AR 22 N 45, 1M 48 45 G Dieleman 1581 Fl 5% 22
PR28 IR i, BT A 1) 20 R A

2 IRPEEIRZE 2%

2.1 REZREML

LR ZE M %% (convolutional neural network, CNN) /&% 7] FH >R A H 5 A SAul X 4% 25 14
B (BRI o2 m g™, ONN T CLEL 8 ) UG i R I 18 B AN, B BhiR
BUA RORFAE,  J8E 0 B 2% RFAE TR, W BG40, T8, S AE, WingE
RIBENZ k. ONN — A& ERE. EMEER. Hile D REEK AlexNet
VGGM], Inception['“}}}] 1 ResNet' ™ ' 45— R 51| i,
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VR P % 2 I ) 3 3 Ao T 5% 2 B 6 (vesidual unit), 7T B

W AR VR 10 2 % R I A 9 0 1 5, A T 7

. O B R A SR K HO3RTF. ResNet H4% 0 7F T35 2 86,

BBy piR. AR AR A LS T A B S

s, AT G B BUR MO 2 BRI e LT, KR

1 o g IEIAURL BRI IR P T L

Y A B T (R NS 2 WIRRR R H(2)e 0PI

N o BRI, (ERVIGSE R, WA R B2 B AR F(x) = H(z) — . ResNet #l

T ) EARBCE, ARFER ST A SRR H (), T PR A% S A A ) 2

H(z) —xr BVBRZE, o 3355 B 103 L0 KN P B i B0 5 U, 4505 T 160 J2 T B P

B STRREE, RO R RR O B XA 2 R E R, T I
(identity mapping). %% 570 0] PLE XON:

i1 = flog + F(x, Wh)] (1)

H, o Alagyy 50N I AFRZE RTINS f RE0E R, — BN BIEL T
(rectified linear unit, ReLU)™, ReLU = max{0,z}; F NERZEHRH: W NEBIZ.

7E ResNet fJEfl I, He 25 N 42 H T ResNet V2. TEZMIAIh, $0E R £ R AIE
[t , 45— 2 #F AT —1k (batch normalization, BN)™", -5 F FIE (pre-activation)
753, BIH BN-ReLU-Conv U84 [#) Conv-BN-ReLUs

7t ResNet HEAYrf, @i K&k 72 50 IR HE B T i) RO AR 4o 42 I 2% el ke i 8 Lo
7 G 3o o 2 TR 5 el 25
2.2 KHRREREMLE

ARLAE ResNet V2 [3E6h F, SRSk = o, WM EE, #inm g 5EE. [H
B, SERERERARGIEES, RATIRE T —F e T2 RIS 5 200 S5Ok 678 5 5k 22 W 45
A,

SO R S R B FNR 1 FoR. RS —NERUZE S, FRATHRE Dieleman 584 1) 4R
o RN ECRIIR S A 6 x 6, @IEHCA 64, KA1 IERK, REEH IR
P2 x2, KN 2 MR E. RRKMKEZERN 4 MBRA: B 2. BAH 3.
B 4 FIERA 5, HPEgANERAEE N MEESRIT, WERY 2 FE 1 ANMkRERTT
IR N RPN x 1, BIEECN 64 x k G (K RIS RPA 3 x 3, BEEECHN
64 x k HIBR, RPN 1 x 1, EIEHCN 256 x k B, XSBERHESRERY 2 1 N M
ZH I, FRBEESBRA 2. B 3 MERY 4 s —EIAT, BPKN 2 B, &
Ja— B TFELE, KN4 x4, BN 1 x 1 x 4096, w&E/ERT— M5 ML
FIEER)Z softmazr REL

Uk ik ZE ST AN 8 B, BAMEA® 3 MERESMN 1 x 1, 3x3, 1 x 1%
L, o, n NERIERCE, kNIRRT 1 x 1 BREEH M4, HobgE, DU
BRI SH, FRIENZR. 3 x 3 BRI KA VGG B8, Z% it H &R B 2
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* 1 BUHARIREREMELEN
1X1E, 64Xk H AR R~ %T%F?
3X3%* =T LHE1 64 x 64 6 x 6, HIEE 64
v BORIALE | 32 x 32 2 x 2, K 2
IX 1B, 256 X k [1x1, 64xk]
IX1ERL 6aXk T . BEA2 | 16 x 16 3x3,64xk | xN
¥ : 1x1, 256 x k
3X3%*¢D"64Xk ! (1% 1, 128 x k]
| ;
1><1%,\,256>_<_k__/_2_ __________ ’ BIM 3 8 x 8 3x3,128x k| x N
1x1%$§, 128 Xk L1, 512 x k]
1x1, 256 x k
3IX3HH, 128Xk BRUH 4 4x4 3x3,256xk | x N
ILX 1B, 512Xk [1x1, 1024 x k|
X VA, 128X . B 1x1, 512 x k
¥ ; B 5 4x4 3x3,512xk | XN
3><3%$f\, 128Xk 4 1x1,2048 x k
IX1VER, 512Xk 2 .- A SESAL 2 1x1 4 x 4,5 4k, softmax
1% 1%%, 256Xk x,
3X3HER, 256 Xk i\,
BN
ILX 1B, 1024 Xk v
______________ ReLU
IX IR, 256 Xk T . v
f \ 1x1, mxk
H v
3% 3%%5, 256X k * BN
IXTER, 1024 Xk, /2 .- ’ R:LU
""" v
IX 1R, 512Xk 3x3, m<k
v
3X3HB, 512Xk ﬁ%)%
¥
IX 15, 2 048X k B+N
\ ReLLU
X AT, 512Xk v
\/ 1x1, nxk
3X3EBM, 512Xk

&
1 X 1EF, 2 048 X k

pazhi]

SR, AR 5 Fia
2 KERERE MR 3 BUEMZEREHRTT

B, ATREE TR . §1 2 MEREEES—FE, 3 MEREREE T
2 NERZIEEE 4 . TRZE R ICRATEGE 775, Bl BN-ReLU-Conv, FHAEHAHH 3 x 3
B2 FIMNERZ (dropout)™ , LRI IA IR, SOkRIKRZE BT LLE SN :
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Ti+1 = X + W30’{W20[W10($l)]} s (2)

b, oy, z AN L EEAREI L o A5 BN Ml ReLU; Wy, Wy, W3 8 HI3KR 3
NEFZ. R EHIE Wy BEZ )G, W& (bias) BUA T HIAKFS 31 E .

b T e — R AR EMH softmax BRELLAL, FrABRZEEH ReLU 1E N E0E F
o WG BIARN BRBOR A R R B RS ERLEE R B EE, SEEN 0.9, LN
128, WIS E N 0.1, RER 3 x 10* DT 10 . BEMEEN 0.0001, FREERE
HH 0.8, MKEYIIABE T He 2 N fgs

TER TR Z A, AT TR ZE BT, B> T S ZEL, InsE T NS 58
& (EIEEH), FEAE T Dieleman BB WIS M FLBEECN 2N + 2 .

3 ARSI T

3.1 HUESEIER

BEAIWES R AERNBTH, BT G ES RIS R R CRGINES
Xt RT3, ASCRAM R R REWIEE 2 (Galaxy Zoo 2, GZ2) FEAH:AIHEF14r b,
Hop, e BaEER AT B RIEE Kaggle ¥ & F247010 Lk % Galaxy Zoo-the Galaxy
Challenge. %t ZE I 28 L 5 5k B 178 K0k 16 R ¥l SDSS DR7™ 1 61578 Ik AR
FIE RS RGB A, WA BIRS N 424 x 424 x 3 18K, SDSS X2 RPN EEE 5
AMEEEBE (v, g, 1, 1 Al 2), AMTEFEEGET 3 MEEL (u, g M r) EHE & RAHR ) RGB £ &
K%, S—ikEAPRREN 1 x 37 FRE, KAT GZ2 BEHHEN IS IE R iR,
GZ2 R RILA N 11 AR 37 NMER, ASCERIF 5 FKAE RATHAN)I ALK,
X5 RKERMNNEATLER (EERMFHER). FHEER (WA TR EEERM
R FIERZEMER). FHRER (RIEMIRFEER). MR RFERE K.

GZ2 B RAG BB B I TR (well-sampled galaxies) BIEXEECHIM"™, HI
SHFE—ikERE R, WHEAT B ERE N HURT 20 4, BilEA RN RiHEES
BB I L — e BIE, ZE A AT BB E R K5 B, —ikEA L 3 4
BE 2T (Freatures /disk = 0.430, fedge-onno = 0.715, fupiralyes = 0.619) 7 I H 43 i 2 o
GZ2 W15 A BEE BRIt TR 57, 0% Bk 5 R pFEE R (REE R, HIEE
ZMERIRER), BB IEIBIMEIEAE AL BA L. N T 152 RS E A TE A
ZHMAR, A SOKFE B R R R R AEE 0, 0.8 B2 T 0.5, il 2 2 A e
AR BN IR GZ2 B0 R AT AR B s ABUE™ . % 8 A SeSebRR I 5
VAR SR (R BRI

M R B B A SRAS ) TR FEAR LA 28 790 Sk E R A, HAREE R, HEA
R HARE R, MR R RAERE R E 054 8434, 8069, 578, 3903 1 7806 7K. &
B A TR A SR AR S R BN LB 5 22 R
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F2  Ferammumn

EE/%%@ 'fi% I‘Eﬂ'fa Nsamplc
3 TOl sSmoo 2 0469
GRS Jomooth <454
T07 fcompletely round 2 050
~ Tol smooth > 0.469
il R Jomooth $060
To7 fin between = 0.50
N TOl smoo 2 0469
LHRE R Jomooth s
T07 fCigar—shaped > 0.50
T01 eatures/dis. 2 0430
i 2 Freatures disk 4003
T02 fedge—on,yes > 0.602
T01 ffeatures/disk > 0.430
ﬁ}%]’%%% T02 fedge»on,no = 0.715 7 806
T04 fspiral,ycs > 0.619

H: TO1—T11 A GZ2 1 11 DM RAB:  famoorn A IKE KN TFIEE R
IR feompletely rounds Jfin between M feigar-shaped 7304 — 3K B v #53 3KH 5¢ 4 [H
My AT BAE SR TR R RIR: froatures/aisk N KB A B3
A RHE / BUIRGAIIIINE . feage-on,yes M fedge-on,no 73— TKIE A B F M A 2 &
FEEN PR R IR fopival,yes A KB FONTER R RIVIIE: Neampre AL
ES[IRE N (=

BFE%

FIBE R

MEE 5%

heiRn 2 %

4 GZ2 PRI ERE R

F 28 790 TR TR i 9:1 BRI AN ZREERINREE, RIYIZREER & 25911 7K
B A, MNREEE 2879 sk A, IR TR, il ge T e 2 vz AL s
K3 EBARTINGEMNREF S - RERNWERAHE. TULESE, EINSGEMIRES, 5
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JE A B R B0 6 AL (R 0 A K

F 3 NEEMNREFERE RS
B R R ERIEIPEE TR ER IEEEES IR AR R it
N e N H N i N, L N bk
/(%) /(%) /(%) /(%) /(%)
Y& | 7591 29 7262 28 | 520 2 3513 14 | 7025 | 27 | 25911

MREE | 843 29 807

28

58 2 390 14 781 27 2879

B4 | 8434 | 29 | 8069

28

578 2 3903 14 7806 27 28790

I

gk
A/IXG/ALXB
Ligilhdeg \

o 2 5

PR
80x80%3

SR WFELRE.
R RE 0 17 1

K /
|

64x64x3

SEi

64x64x3

5 INGREFALERIZE

- o

S=[170, 240](220x220x3)
Q={180, 200, 220, 240}

3.2 HUETIACIE

L IR AT AR B AR I 7R AT 4L
P ELf5, 5 AT AR 9 AL I 25RO\
I ZR AR A B T B AR AN .
SRR T BLR AR QI ] B B

Wk sEE LTS8, MlGER FEiE
AR, A% 30000 k. KT EELWEIR, F
8 FH HdE 14 i b 3 7 v, DLURVE I KU SR AR 4L
o YIRETHEE — D2 A B AL B,
(3BT e B BT B —MEREME S, FONIgR
REERLF) (training scale jittering)” . P& #
PLEBY 2] S Y6 Bl MER, AFRE R 2
PR BT RA R R B R —3k E Fr, 7EA
[7) 1) 325 A 0 BB 1, 2 B 3 B BRAS R IR R ST ok
BYRACRT LA B R 48 1 AE B, 3B AT DAY B — L
MRS, WIRR. BT ERIEETLFRTE E R
#HALTE AW IEFE, WA T KRERGS
5t BT AT B A Hh ) 3 8 21— ANVE Bl
S = [170,240]. IXFEACEE AT 7EfRIEE R BE R
PG OL R, B B BRST R 2 R 1/4,

5D N BGESRE AT
KAEZ 80 x 80 x 3 83, LLUARIMFL4ERTTETHE
GEURIH . B =R AR R AL, B AERE L
BT, BENLIERE . ACHRIEE RO AR S, i,
B B3 B Ak P P BE LA BT 22 64 x 64 x 3,
DUMEEA SO 2 2 B AR 2 s L, IRk

P 5 H 390 22 SRR ) 256 5. BEHLIER: A B2 Fa 0t B BEHLIER: 0°, 90°, 180°, 270° 1T
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B RE R BAREAZN, g5 ERE N MRRSEA S, Kk, H 36K 2 ok
14 fire IKFEIEIASSUE B RE T PhR2E, Fik, BEEn3b K2 E R 2 . Ju s
BRI FESCR . M, A MEISE. &P REG O, BUR R AEARE
FIn BA R, EG A nT DL AN 1 TR . B a, WA E
Fr KN 64 % 64 x 3.

IR T Ak B0 BRAR G f . 35— DR R R B b 3, B MR EZ LS (testing
scale jittering), & #BIH] 4 M EAMME, Bl Q = {180, 200, 220, 240}; 5 — b TK
FEALEE, BRAEIIRRAE B T REES 80 x 80 x 3 1825 4 =B Myt T el #k B kb3, 41
BT R 64 x 64 x 35 FIREG AR, &5, 73212

4 SEE N

4.1 BEEIEE

TE S IR BE TR 22 I 28 v, 35708 S B0 00 v B A e R R B 2 7 SR PR R ) R B I R —
ASCE X —NEREER KN IR T b BHERZESR TR N MEEERNEBSH
FE— RIS, DIfE e ERE. BARStid . Bk, fxaES8, EEA
ANFEHERAT BRI SR o, R ZR15 20 R R AE MR AR 1Y) 4 AN IR RUEE B 43 it 10 1K
s BRI R BE 1) d 0 &5 AT o MR RE I LU AT

(1) H—MEBREMETZ KNG WSRO R

NTHEBRE-DERZNERZ KNS MR R, AT & T 3 R
K/N: 3x3,6x6 FMT7TxT7 3x3MEITIET VGG TRAR/NEEFZER; 6x6 &
Dieleman A H PIEE—MNERUEMBFARL RN 7 x 7 2 ResNet H 1) 5RIE. HAMSEIRKF
AR, SEIGEER L 4.

MFE A TTLE W, U —BEPRIIRSHER N 6 x 6 B, B R RS, bl 5
—EBERZI RS E R 6 x 6.

(2) INTER T k FIRARZE R T N 5MEMRENICR

NTEZINER Tk ML ZE R ITTH N SRR, RATETT T 4 4525%:
k=1, N=1; k=1, N=2; k=2, N=1; k=2, N =2, HihSHI=HA4E, LiHssR
W 5 fime M5 TUEH, Mk=2 N =2, PKHDIEUEREER.

®4 FE-EERRRTEMEMHEERN #5_ MERF L MBERESTH N SMEMERNXR
ET k N B W/ (%)
FBERERST #EwER/ (%) k=1 N=1 14 93.4028
3x3 92.1181 k=1 N=2 26 94.756 9
6 x 6 95.208 3 k=2 N=1 14 93.0556
7x T 93.7153 k=2 N=2 26 95.208 3
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£6 RERANSREH (3) PREA R R/NE W25 BE 10 R
BEEY X &R NTHREREERRNGNE R CR, REESIELE
PREE WIE/(F)  ApksEr st 3 x 3 BILE, FIRPIEEH G, HASHRE
DD A SRR BUR. TR, S REIEN 0.8 BT, R
0.8 95.208 3 BRESE RS
WL ER— RV, M —EEBZMRST N6 x 6, I
T kN2, BHRERITCECN 2, DLAREEN 0.8 B, 152 B8 B A AH X &A1
o PERE. BT EBAMSILT 26 J2 (B 25 MEREM 1 NEERZ), Kz A b
PN ResNet-26. ResNet-26 JLiH4 2.6 x 107 N5, AN R E R 220, IR ECHN
4.2 x 10* W HUAS B 1 45 SR
(4) B REUZ RS M PERE IR R
R TR R R ER SRR B S B s, A SOK R R RGB BUR AL UK S, 2R
Ji K ResNet-26 % RGB EIMGFIKE EHG AT LLEE, S55R Wk 0 fros. nTRAE W, XMTK
FEEIG, RN REE N 240 B 45 SR e 4, Hi s dEmi =AU 93.4722%; X T RGB K4,
e ER FIL B 95.208 3%.  TE7r RIEREVEAT TR IR F1 MH. 23 TAERHIE (receiver operating
characteristic, ROC) Hi£k NITHFN (area under ROC curve, AUC) FHAMEM fabr L, RGB
FMG IR &5 Rt TR G AR 25 . B &5 R, 2 R RGB BE M 3 1M it
TG AR () 3 R RE SR TR A R, A SO B R B B2 R RGB BIEAE VA

#*7 EZRGBEGNREERGEMNIRENSSERE. F1 EMAUCE
BgRA | WRRE (Q)  WEWER/(%) Fl1{i AUCH

RGB KB 220 95.208 3 0.9515 0.9823
AL 240 93.4722 0.9342 0.9786

4.2 ResNet-26 SHERELE
N T BAE ResNet-26 A8 1153281468,  LEAH R AR AR LG T, 4 ResNet-26
5 Dieleman F1 ResNet-50 2517 TR F5E 25 FH o 25 4 50 1047 SI2 56 %6F

06 4 F 4k
s MkEmEEE BEsmr g 0 2 ResNet-26 HRER

REEN KWhx Apx FLMA ResNet-26 {13541 45 RAEMB LN 220 B
AR R 09611 09634 0.9622 g, SRIERREFR. AREE. F1{E. BIEHE
FIEEFR 09561 09431  0.9495 . ROC HiZEA1 AUC {Hin#k 8 MK 9 AR,

iﬁﬁ?igzﬁ giigﬁg 22 B 4 T RAE A — 2K R 2 KR IRE
ﬁ;%?%%f% 0.9573 0.9782 0.9677 . HERMELE B2 09512, 0.9521

14 0.0512 00521 O0.9515 F10.9515, Hr, RFEERIUS T &m0 HER

8 0.961 1, JgimE RIS T HBIEFHTH 12 0.978 2
A1 F1 14 0.951 5.
=0 NI ERTRE R, b, ZIARESEARZ, T AT, MIBEHREH R LA
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t, 1815 KA RE . 762 ik HERE . 34 kTR E RE . 368 5k &
RE R 763 KRR A RE R BIER IS, BT RO E 5 AR R R
AR RIER R, 96.6785%; FIHER, 94.4238%; FHAMIRER, 58.6207%; MM ER,
94.3590%; JEmE R, 97.6953%. T4, H 29 KEAFKE RE A WSS THIHER, 12 5K
THCRE RE A 74 TR E &R, 18 skila 2 RE kst 45 7 S A E R ATES
TN, TR RE s B RE T IERINR, FVERAEREE T FEER,
HW#E AR X 0 TR AR E KA M E RS WEC R, 2R, &
WD HE, X R NS B RIE TR B AR UM BT 25

*9  MAERVRFER

FIEER HNHER ZIHRER MRNER KRRER
SR 815 21 0 0 10
AR R 29 762 0 0 17
EhRER 0 4 34 18 2
) 2 2 0 3 12 368 5
N AVEN 4 7 1 5 763

KB NIIRREER ROC fhek, Hig—MaieaRE - MERIN. HIERBZIT 1, #
IERBEGET 0, R i mAeker, Mat2dul, Migan e b, ARSI N
BRIl &, R — 2R RAE, ol 2 RIS &L, & AUC {24 0.993 9; FHii
RE RTMASHI N 2288, H AUC i 0.948 1. AU AUC 85 0.982 3, i HARE AL
BRI RE AR 4T

1.0- r S —— =
,/
,/
0.8 Jad
,/
’/
//
M 0.61 -
= -
fa el
0.41 -7 == FHROCHL(AUCH 40.982 3)
g [E ¥ & 2 (AUCHE 40.993 6)
g — a2 R (AUC{H 70.982 6)
0.2 g THRE R (AUCHE 790.948 1)
Jad — {2 E (AUCHE 50.993 9)
0.0 g ieim £ R(AUCH70.991 7)
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
RIEZ

6 MIREL 5 MERAEFE ROC Lk

M ResNet-26 BRFrIRGAIREAR. HZ F1{E. RIEEFE. ROC HZAM AUC &
X6 AMERATLE W, IZRAEREE R, PEER. MFERAERE R K72 KR 5
hERDMTS, F1AEHAAE 0.94 BLE, HABEIEE &R, ME 2R MR E R AUC A
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7 0.99. ResNet-26 £ igin 2 R 150 KR, HrRUERIZRIER] T 97.695 3%; X0t
HR A R )50 K Re R I — M. WIZREE TR I SRR R I B AR B/ D 2 i i oy Sk e —
MR 22—
4.2.2 IRABER G £ AL

ASCAEM R IR T, A AR F B AR X 3 AMBEALHEAT X LE 5258, Dieleman 5%
T EERMEMLE, A4 DMEREM 3 Mg, HAEVIGA G R E
SCHR[2E]); Resnet-50 4 50 2GR 2 M4, HACEWT LA A 2R 5005k B SCk[34, 85]. 3
BRI 0T bE S 45 SR an 3k mm A1ER M0 Bros, Hob, R m AR 2 AN RBE B 1)1
Bz, BRI R B B 10 P B B I B 45 RSP 35048 IXRE AT DU ASE 2R () 4K
SERTE AR E. R O A FERRE AR B s dEifZe. F1EM AUC {E, HIfE
FEASMECREE B 10 DA LS BB SR BE B 45 R BURER 10 fisk 11 o LLE H,
F 11 LR IER m P Rg R T

* 10  FRERMZ MR EFIERE

g et e /(%)
IZRREE (S) MR EE (Q)
Dieleman' | [170,240] | 180, 200, 220, 240 | 93.880 0
ResNet-50" | [170, 240] | 180, 200, 220, 240 | 94.097 2
ResNet-26 [170, 240] | 180, 200, 220, 240 | 94.687 5

F 11 FRERNEMNIRERSERE. F1L{EMAUC &
Y ) WARE (Q) #HEWZE/(%) F1H AUCH

Dieleman' 180 94.652 8  0.9456 0.979 3
ResNet-50" 220 94.687 5  0.9461 0.982 3
ResNet-26 220 952083 09515 0.982 3

M m 7T LLE i, ResNet-26 HU15 T 5 s I ER 2 (94.687 5%). Dieleman A4 &
ITAERE R RIS S M i, A E A 93.880 0%. ResNet-50 RE & LA
ImageNet $HFEM BT, (HAEEREIEE LRI TRAEZIAE S, HuEfRikE
94.097 2%

F# I 7750, ResNet-26 7E AN A 220 FFEUE T & FIVERT 2R (95.2083%), LR
B F1 1 (0.9515) A1 AUC 1# (0.9823). Dieleman FRLZEM BN N 180 i B F H i 47
45 3. ResNet-50 EMNARE 220 W HUS HRGFEE R, JF3R1S T i) AUC {E (0.9823).

S, LD EXS AR AT LA, ResNet-26 147 R 1ERE iR i
4.3 SCIGTRIE

NSRRI FANAR, BATBE T 1 & GPU %4, HEE 25N 2 #t NVIDIA
Tesla K80 GPU. CentOS Linux 7 ¥:/F &%, 8.044 R4 CUDA # 5.1 R4 CUDNN, It
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4, FATEFH T Python, Pandas, Scikit-learn'™, Scikit-image , TensorFlow  2&1E & Hl
o ASCHERIRAS AT LLYE https://github. com/Adaydl/GalaxyClassification b F#k.

D

5 M 4

VIR FE AR PP WX 28 B T RIBAS 70 R R SCORER AU o B R B T R,
R B 3 53 S0 ) — AN ROT V. A SCHEIRBEVR 22 W28 IRl b, sdad esodk sk 22 Fi e, ik
PSRRI, INTE LS 5L LSS 718, HEE R RE A ARG IRE S, Wit 75T ool 1R R
ZEM & B RIS RHESE Y ResNet-26.  S£46045 RN, ResNet-26 #5 5 Dieleman 57
A ResNet-50 BEAUFHLL, HAFIYHERIZE. F1 EHM AUC EHEEFEMFabst v th. Kk, AT
WRUE 2 m i E R RE A EE, DL — P IGUE ResNet-26 #5784 (138 P, FE7E 8 400k 5
BREA KT HFATIRAT T B, AT 2N T8 BRRAE I B 22 X 2%
DU T #2280 245 1) 73 SR R
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Galaxy Morphology Classification Using Deep Residual
Networks

DAI Jia-ming*?, TONG Ji-zhou!

(1. National Space Science Center, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190, China; 2. University
of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: Galaxy morphology is closely related to the galaxy formation and evolution, so
galaxy morphology classification is one of the most important processes in the study of the
physical characteristics of different galaxies. The massive galaxy images data produced by
the large scale surveys, such as Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS), poses a new challenge to
classifying galaxy images accurately and real time, and deep learning algorithm can effectively
and automatically deal with the kind of very large collections of galaxy images. In this paper,
a modified residual network (ResNet), namely ResNet-26, is proposed for galaxy morphology
classification. This model improves the residual unit, while reduces the depth of the network
and widens the width of the network, and realizes the automatic extraction of galaxy mor-
phological features to identification and classification. The experimental results show that
ResNet-26 has better classification performance compared with other popular convolution
neural network models such as Dieleman and ResNet-50, and can be applied to large-scale

galaxy classification in forthcoming surveys.

Key words: galaxy; morphology classification; ResNet; CNN
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