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Table 1 MobileNetV3 network parameters

A AR ik P3N exp size #out SE U PRAL
1 224’ x3 Conv2d 2 — 16 — h-swish
2 112° x 16 FMCbneck,3 x 3 1 16 16 — ReLU
3 112" x 16 beck,3 x 3 2 64 24 — ReLU
4 56" x 24 FMCbneck,3 x 3 1 7 24 - ReLU
5 56" x 24 beck,3 x 3 2 72 40 — ReLU
6 287 % 40 FMCbneck,3 x 3 1 120 40 — ReLU
7 28% % 40 FMCbneck,3 x 3 1 120 40 — ReLU
8 28% x40 bneck,3 x 3 2 240 80 — h-swish
9 147 x 80 FMCbneck,5 x 5 1 200 80 N h-swish
10 14 x 80 FMCbneck,5 x 5 1 184 80 S h-swish
11 14° x 80 FMCbneck,5 x 5 1 184 80 v h-swish
12 147 % 80 FMCbneck,5 x 5 1 480 12 N h-swish
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Fig. 10 ROI extraction results. (a) original image; (b)
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Table 2 Number of each data set after expansion

Hmde KIGiEE Wi Vo sl
IR 5899 6053 5263 17215
IHIESE 738 757 658 2153
WMHAE 738 757 658 2153

RN 7375 7567 6579 21521
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CPU #1574 Intel Core i9 13900K, GPU iy 16G
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Sample data enhancement effect. (a) fusion state; (b) burn-through condition
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Table 3 No data enhancement test results

el Kz TEH s 7% PRtE
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EHIEIE 3.0 96.0 1.0

PeoF 15.0 5.0 80
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Table 4 Data enhancement test results

bl EN 5 IEHRGE PeoF
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Fig. 12 Learning rate comparison results. (a) validation
set loss value curve; (b) validation set accuracy
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Table 5 Ablation test results

DRTHEIREGE  LeFFHit kS FEITES F15% ATES YLt
i M3 BNSA DG FI cO CI € C €I C € Cl € ¢ Cc1 2 t/h
1 — — — — 85.1 86.9 85.3 80.6 81.3 80.0 84.6 87.3 84.5 87.5 87.9 86.8  4.07
2 1 — — — 81.2 83.7 81.9 74.7 80.7 79.2 81.1 83.8 80.9 82.1 84.3 83.5 3.23
3 1 I — —  91.2 923 92.0 87.8 88.8 88.6 92.5 93.3 92.9 90.3 93.8 91.4  3.58
4 — — I — 90.6 91.6 91.4 87.4 89.0 86.7 90.6 92.4 91.0 90.8 92.4 91.3  4.94
5 — — I I 91.3 92.5 92.1 87.7 89.5 87.6 91.7 91.6 92.2 91.7 92.6 92.4  5.16
6 n 1 n 1 94.6 95.4 94.9 91.0 92.7 90.7 94.3 95.5 94.3 95.9 96.0 95.8  3.76
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Table 6 Test results of different models

sl g HEER FLo%e fERRR UIZkRvh BORIAAE LT OMB BURILERMREACSE B[R] /s
MobileNetV3 82.2 80. 1 81.3 85.1 3.24 17.6 0.16
ResNet50 90.4 89.3 90.0 94.3 6.18 179 0.78
ShuffleNetV2 85.1 83.5 84.8 90.2 3.04 9.85 0.11
DeiT 75.5 73.3 74.2 80.3 3.27 35.8 0.35
tttCeiT 82.9 80.7 81.0 87.8 4.07 44.8 0.47
Improved-CeiT 92.7 90.2 91.6 95.4 3.76 27.7 0.24
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