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FEH I XFORMIL, $RIT, A7 4 ARREETHHT 5
ENH 5. RITTIREHOL WFE X DOEZEPHIR X 17z
BEEOXFE AF v T CiAMD TOEET—4 L UTH
DD ZEDTEETHD. A T4 ARKETIE, FTEHEOD
AEINSESE THA BRICEPNZ T E AF ¥ F Thit
A TXFRBLTF AT =R L UTEHNTE S
UL, FEEIXFRELE L > TXFDORRPKEL
BN, XTOFTALE, XLTFORIINVKESLET D,
KR DY R T NNRE N R E ORIBESDEFEL, XFOD
HimeHL <L TW3 [5].

BRDESHY, )1 XDH B FH I LFIHEIHFEL,
TDEDBIXFAIINT MR EIFMET D, XMk [6] T,
Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) % H\\NTW % 23,
Max pooling i& /) ¥ XD H 2 FEHEZLFITAHTIERND
EWRINT WD, £ T, KR Tl Average pooling
25,

2 FESXFRHDOEITHRE

Huang 5 Ofiff5% [2] T, Deep Learning &4 bV —
I DENEL B BIEERY N7 — 2 OHAE FLIHE L E
IZKF U, ResNet[l] # X—AL UTRELZAY hT—72
ZRHVWS I THEOH LEZITo /2. #RE UTHEEL &
FHIETENR L U, AlexNet[3] LIREFIED 2 FEx H
WT 4 A {0°, 90°, 180°, 270°} WA [ L -
FHIETOLAMEREIFREFTIETIX 984% TH Y,
AlexNet([3] 1% 96.7% Td > 7=. F 7z, [T O 6] f
FE DR R % L U 72855, ResNet[1] 2 X—A & U7
Y T —=2TI2 0.6 THY AlexNet[3] &V 1.7 HEEN
M kU7,

Xu 5 D% [6] Tld, Gaussian / 1 A & 721X Salt-and-
pepper / 1 A& 5 U 7ZFEHIHFEGIIS L, CNN
R ORBEEDOR EE2fTo72. CNNIZAHEE A
EEEL 2 DOEAIAARE, 2 DD Max 7—V v JJE
MEDTRETHD. IRECNN =g —t 7oV
Tk O Lt B, Gaussian / -1 A TiE, PSNR 2
15.8034dB Ti& CNN & 0.7241, =@/ \— 7 b Vi
0.6901. 12.8856dB M4, CNN Ik 0.5598, =E/\—+
7 b1 V1% 0.6305, Salt-and-pepper / 1 ATiZ PSNR »3
16.2916dB Tl% CNN 1% 0.9718, =@/ 3—% 7 ha > Tk
0.7188. 13.2293dB D34, CNN 1 0.9171, =@/ 3—& 7
FE 13 0.6754 DFFHKEETH - /2.

*L g @mrSET, https://www.fujitsu.com/jp/group/labs/
resources/tech/techguide/list /character-
recognition/p07.html, Accessed, Dec, 31, 2019.
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Xu 5 DA% [6] Tl 2 FFEED /) 1 X% FHL TV,
I A RIEH T ADAHE> ik ) 1 A Tdh % Gaussian
AR, HE BOBEABRLD Salt and Pepper / 1 X, 3t
FEODOEAIZ L B Poisson / A X, HD ADAEHE > - ik
M) A XTdh% Speckle / A K23 1F 605 [4].

4 Average pooling Z /2 CNN DX

AETIE, Xu 5D [6] T Max pooling % W 7=
CNN X/ A ADH2FHEIXATHL TV RN b,
Average pooling # i\ 7z CNN #{2£4 5. X 1 IZRE
U7 CNN O#i&E% 7”9, CNNIZFAKE L HAhEEZ AT
TREOAY NT—20680) 1 EHIFATIE, 2 @HIZE
RIAARETHY (5 X 5) Yo XDEAHAARE T\ 6 [HDFF
B~y TR L, IEELBEEUE Sigmoid BI%ZE HHT 5.
SEBIE TV Y IRETHY (2 X 2) 1 XD Average
pooling 2175, 4 J@HEL BARAAETH Y 2 JHH L [FIKE
2 (5 X 5) 1 XDBEHAAZIT, 12 HORE~ Y 7
2R UGt LEEEkIE Sigmoid A% Z (T 5. 5 E@HE
T=DYIETHY (2 X 2) 1 XD Average pooling %
75, 6 BETIE&EE& %475 DT Flatten 217\, 7 EH
TafEa 270, EHELBEEE Softmax B & U, &
T 5.
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5 /AXDHBZFEIXFORHER

ARETIK, 4 ETRELZCNN 2HWT ) A ADH D
FHIXFORME L, ik [6] THEMHXI /2 CNN, MLP
EOFEBHEEORE TS, A ADHDFEI XTI,
FEILFT— KLy N THD MNIST 22 AL, /) A
A% FHTERTS. HHTD /) A XL 3ETHAL 4
D) A A THD.

AFEEBRTIX, 0753 F5 X python 3.6.8, /
1 ADH KL Scikit-image , Deep Learning D #E4EIZ 1%
Keras2.2.5, OS & Windows 10 Home, GPU & Google
Colaboratory % i[9 % DT NVIDIA®) Tesla® K80 T
H5.

*2THE MNIST DATABASE of
http://yann.lecun.com/exdb/mnist/,
28, 2019.
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Deep Learning T, AldiEIE Stochastic Gradient De-
scent(SGD), /3T A = ZHEGFOFEHR, Ny FH 1 X, T
Ry Z780% 0.7, 60, 300 & U, EEBEKIS Y - FEiRL%
HMHAT 2. 3EEORY NT—21Zx L, MNIST O3FIlf#H
T—&%w 60,000 EEALUIBETo7 1 ADE
X TiZ, Gaussian / - A& Speckle / 1 XiZ 8% 0.05
25 0.5 DRFIT 0.05 §O8IX+E 5. Salt and Pepper /
1 X&) A A& TH S amount % 0.0 5 0.5 DT 0.05
TOMMIES. /A X&MAx 5T —2I%, MNIST O 7 A
NAT—4 10,000 fATH 3.

F1,£2 £3, RAITAFEHD ) A X% 3FHEOL Y b
7 — 7 CRMIE AR ERT. CNN AL THEMHEIE
M > 72Dk, Gaussian / 1 ADE, Average Pooling
%A U 7z CNN I Max Pooling 2@/ U 7z CNN &V
FRAINEFE N 56.82% » 5 73.41%, Salt and Pepper /
AD%E, 43.48% 75 69.52%, Poisson / 1 ADHH,
98.25% H 5 98.78%, Speckle J 1 AD4A, 50.20% H 5
56.56% (2% %. %7-, Peak Signal to Noise rate (PSNR)
EHVWDSZLTHLLDT—RE /A ADHDT—HEDR
—H &L 21T .

# 1 Gaussian / 1 A

variance | PSNR [dB] | CNN(Average| CNN(Max MLP [%]
Pooling) [%)] | Pooling) [%)]
0.05 15.8039 95.97 95.50 82.89
0.1 12.8893 73.41 56.82 62.71
0.15 11.2499 41.56 23.08 41.84
0.2 10.1667 22.44 14.08 28.90
0.25 9.3757 14.92 11.75 20.94
0.3 8.7921 11.44 10.39 16.00
0.35 8.3208 10.72 9.900 13.09
0.4 7.9488 10.45 10.15 11.39
0.45 7.6364 10.04 10.70 10.51
0.5 7.3735 9.73 9.76 10.03
# 2 Salt and Pepper / 1 A
amount [%] | PSNR [dB] | CNN(Average| CNN(Max MLP [%]
Pooling) (%) | Pooling) [%)]
0 - 98.80 98.42 88.61
0.05 16.2950 96.34 95.08 86.72
0.1 13.2176 87.40 76.71 80.84
0.15 11.4441 69.42 43.48 68.98
0.2 10.1968 47.55 22.82 53.43
0.25 9.2149 28.64 14.43 38.93
0.3 8.4215 18.80 12.18 28.13
0.35 7.7465 13.98 11.12 20.79
0.4 7.1630 11.97 10.67 15.88
0.45 6.6500 10.60 10.16 12.73
0.5 6.1946 10.27 10.12 11.50
# 3 Poisson /A A
PSNR [dB] | CNN(Average| CNN(Max MLP [%)]
Pooling) [%] | Pooling) [%]
| 30.3823 | 98.78 | 98.25 | 88.50 |

# 4 Speckle /1 X

variance | PSNR [dB] | CNN(Average| CNN(Max MLP [%)]
Pooling) [%)] | Pooling) [%)]
0.05 25.0860 98.64 98.16 88.05
0.1 22.2134 98.38 97.70 87.44
0.15 20.5686 97.42 96.04 86.36
0.2 19.4821 95.63 92.96 85.22
0.25 18.6912 92.07 87.53 83.74
0.3 18.0839 85.87 81.35 81.16
0.35 17.6123 7777 72.85 78.82
0.4 17.2257 70.61 65.35 75.64
0.45 16.9022 63.17 57.37 73.48
0.5 16.6383 56.56 50.20 70.41
XFERSY DM (B IX 255 DE M, WA DOEFEMEIL 0
DEBTHD. HRITITHEFEE 255 @El@ﬁ‘{tb)\btiﬁ
&, Max pooling % 175 & HFEME 255 WKL I H, HRT

hHdELEBHLUTUES. U»L, Average pooling TH

NI, EEREDOF % & 2D THAHRT 22 < Z
EMTELRMENDH .
6 &IV

AIFZETIX, 4 D ) 1 XD H 2 FH E XFEL ’iﬂ‘b

Average pooling % i\ 7z CNN TXF#Ri#z L7~ 5

TRUZZAY | J A ZERDRNG A, Average pooling %

f#FH U 7z CNN I& Max pooling #f##H U 7z CNN & V) }EE

MEAUT.

S DI, Max pooling, Average pooling D& H 5
ERBED ) A XD HBXFITUTHRICEBHNZ & n
5, pooling #fE% 2 < T2 & TRRIMKEEN LA T 2 M
MNHEZLTHD.
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