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W2 TR T D 5B TRREAICAT I TR Y
[4][5], BADRESIEE TRNDMEHEHEE LR 72 & D%
HNCAHEHATHL Z ERmashTWnb. ZOHTHER
12, BHRAHF=a2—F /L% U —7 (Convolutional
Neural Network: CNN) % FH\W =48 TIEEV RS TO
TRAFER SN D Z LG SN THD[7]. &I,
S L 7= CNN BT LV OREIE % Ak 35 2 & T, ik
FFRNCEHEE & 72 DS HOWNTEEAIT > TOH I
72t 5. 21X Xu et al(2015)[8]DAFFETl, CNN £
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bZAT S TR, BEOWmECH & OB DTl
(CEEZRFHEE LTl &R, ZAUI A OB
DEEE—HTHEEZREBL VD, 20X,
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1%, SEATHE LTRSS 2 @ o 5 FEOMET 2 B Y
2326 DONRZE <, NDHIJATIZEET 2 E ORI
ROMESJINTEA T = X LD Z B & LTchigtidd £
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CNN E7 /v EBEEFIAIC X 2 TR & i3 57
O, EWrEoOXF~v—27EFT /L LT Linear
Regression(LR),Gaussian Process Regression(GPR),Support
Vector Regression(SVR)% FVY, ZNENDTEIZHOU
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P OXED LEFITEDFEDOY A XaR L, FORL
WITZDRIZB T DB ART. 7=V TR
FEATEDERIZ Dropout DULELZIT-> TG, 1HMHAL
BI¥UE ReLU 28 L, I =3y FH 1 XiZ 64 THEIE
L, 1000epoch CTHFEEIT-7-.
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CNN BT VAL, FEMGEAIT 7o fER, Bk
BT —2%y FEHAWTRIETIET A M7 —# 2kt L
THH) 0771 OFRBEDER S, BT —% & b
ZRWERRETIET A b7 — 22k LT 0.789 @
RIS ER S . BT E O TF~v—T BT L L
72% LR, GPR, SVR O FHIFEEEIZAMEET — 4 & >~ |k
DOEEITZENZN 0225, 0356, 0.704 LT — 4 &
v FOBFEIFENLI0.199, 0354, 0703 THY, K
ET VB E OB TFE L i L Th @R T
ol 5 EIDZFERREDM R 22 1 TR,

12544

64x64x3  B4x64x32  62x62x32 '
“"534 1
[omee-
," dense
conv3x3, 64 conv3x3, 64 maxpool2x2 ;
conv3x3, 32  conv3x3, 32 maxpool2x2 stride (1, 1) stride (1, 1) stride (2, 2)
stride (1’, 1) stride (1, 1)  stride (2, 2)
flatten - dense
K1 TRy PUV—7K
K1 FEEEHERGRER

model sex 1 2 3 4 5 average

. male 0.753 0.798 0.750 0.750 0.806 0.771

AEF/1 (CNN)

female 0.792 0.787 0.794 0.807 0.790 0.794

SVR male 0.743 0.730 0.696 0.676 0.672 0.704

female 0.702 0.715 0.678 0.713 0.707 0.703

GPR male 0.386 0.340 0.388 0.361 0.304 0.356

female 0.342 0.314 0.361 0.369 0.386 0.354

IR male 0.234 0.167 0.279 0.286 0.160 0.225

female 0.206 0.155 0.249 0.185 0.197 0.199
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