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Deep Neural Networks (DNNs) 134 % 72 & 2 712§ [ <
HoushTtnwd., —HT, ZOFTHNIHT 2 HKRLE
RT3 Z I 3RHETH Y, FHIKRZ TOICEETE
oS BESERI ATV S [19]. Fric, EEPH
FEIR Y Vo 0B, THEIRERICH L CTEETZ 558
BHAWEETH 5 [16]. T2, RIEFALZERBFARENRY
T 3256, HEMNEAIC XD BEBELEEE LTS Z
LT, MR EEZ2 e NTE 3.

CNN iZE:D < & F T3 2 BB iU R AT SE
ENTERI6,7,18]. —/7, MENHADAERE X 71X
FEDETNRHBIRL L Z2FENZL, 2TOE
TOVTI AR B2 AR T % 2 FiEN I
Mz 2TV, KFIZ, Lambda Networks [2] 1230 <
transformer D FAHAE K TR T+ INTES T,
fEFRS R e A BB B TR WiE R I H U723 B & 4E
MTBZendHb.

D XD BREFRDNP S, AFHIE Lambda Networks {24
D < transformer O WIARMLD R ERIFA 2 LK T 5 X R
7%, 1 IZ DeFN magnetogram [13] @ [ {§ il % 7~
T, RRXZAZWEERKD &5 B ATTEBIIN LT, TV
DO EMREH T 28T, GO LS RHIERILD
HENHHEZERT 2 ZENEFE L. T, AKX
FH A BB RNHH L ANBEBICER L BB T
Hb.

Lambda Networks 12350 < transformer D FHRHAER & L
T Lambda Network D{FEMME % F W7 /7155, LABN [8]
MZF 5 5. Lambda Network DiEEMMEZ H W27
HBIXHBETROWEBASER XN e 3H 5. %7z,
LABN ZHGFEIHEAROFHEDE WV & W S BB H
5. ZZT, KAWL LABN ZH5R L, MREL SO
MRAVEHEAZ AR T % LABN-S X 12E T 5.

REFHEICBI 2HHMEZLATITRT.

« EFNLOHINIINT 2EEEDRWHEIHOE T #
L. HREEHRHOMRM: 2 =D 572912, Saliency
Guided Training [1] TIREIN/-HILZHEAT 5.

RRIZIELBTHOEAAEREBT 572D,
Insertion-Deletion score 35 & Uf PID score {281} 5 < R
JHEIGRY LT, 7 ABREEAT 5.
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KRZIICET B AN CEERIFHBEDOG

2 MEERR

ETNOHHAERZITS FHEEZIEFEET 5.
[3.4,6,7,15,18] 4 — XA FHXTH 5 [5] 1%, DNN DOFiHA
BB L CEEMICAE L, SHOAERZ 2 IK&TFIED
S8 IR IT o T3, T2, KK TS transformer
WHEOD K EFMZBIT B —RAL XL LT [10] BHIT
505, [10] 1%, H{FEFEFH X R 7128 W T transformer 12
HOLKFERETLORHZZ DTS,

EFILDOFBAERIZ. ZDEMKFIEIC X o T Back
Propagation (BP), Perturbation (PER) ¥ Z @i (OT) 12
7 & 5. BP & Back Propagartion IR @ 4] B 12 & H
LTt ZERK T 2. BPDFEL LT, CAM [21],
Grad-CAM [18], LRP [4] 2% 5. /=, PER IZ AN
WEBEMAZT, EFALORNOZE, S FHHEE
£ F 5. PER ®FiE L LT, LIME[19], RISE[[16],
Shapely Sampling [11] E235 5. OT (X AELBH LIS 2
2t HH % 42 B % F1£ T, Attention Branch Network [7],
IA-RED2 [151 &0 H 5.

Attention Branch Network [7] &, 7 7 >~ F #1E % F
L= RNHADERZI T2 ETILTH 5, Lambda
Attention Branch Network [8] (. ABN % Lambda Networks
WA L. transformer 1230 < & 7L D H 1Y & #H
DERICHDHALETVLTH %, %72, Multimodal
Attention Branch Network [12] 1X, S&& L HED~ L F E—
RV IR E W THER L 7248R X DFBHIC Attention
Branch ZF|H LTI DA ZETF VL TH 3. ABEN [14]
¥, Multi-ABN 2J53R L, ABN %% 7'V — FHA THE
ZHANY 2 Z & o T, RIS 2 FEMREHA L 4
BLZETATHDE. ZDESI1C, 77 YF#EEHV
FRRENBHDOAERE, HeARXRA7THERAINTE
b, FHAMEIE.
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M2 REFEDORY FT—JBE. ‘Conv’ I3BHAHEERT

3 MERE

REZ, FHEMEICBY 27V H BRI H
HHAOARE LT, BEEHFOEELRHEEZAHL
2227 %>, KT, Lambda Networks [2] {ZFED <
transformer IZBIUF AMHICHEREZHTE. KRR 7ITE
WTE, ETLVOTHNCEB L ZBERICHEE LR
THHPEE LW, REARIZDAHNEZLTO XS ICER
35.

o AJ1: EENROMGR x € REOVW1X
o B B2 7 RET AHEROTHRIE p()

ZZT, c1, wi, h1, C,y BZ2HhZhANEBRDOF v >~
IOVEL, BN, HENE, 2 2 2%, F~L (€ RITOD 1-0of-K
R #RT. £/, HATIZ T, EFLHO attention
map @ € RVVM ¥ U THIGOFEZEICB T 2 BEEHNE
BB, 2D a ZHENHAL LTHHT 5.

&2 2 7 OFFMi R EIZIX, Insertion-Deletion score [16] ¥,
AR — AR BT 5 IR E L 7z Patch Insertion-
Deletion (PID) sore [8] % Fi W\ 5. ZSFfi 3 1 Lambda Net-
works 123D { transformer ZH{IE L L. 7 7 AIHKTFEL
ROHRBENHHEERT 5. X512, AEICX2HEN
FEHDBIEII MDD DL T 5.

4 REFE

41 @&

BEFEOA Y VIV - HBEER2ITRT. KAy b
7 — 2%, LFE, LAB, LPB @ 3 &Y a2 — L 6K &
N5, BFLDIZ, N7 K—=VFy b —TFBRNIED
Bottleneck JETHEIL, miY¥% LFE, %% LPB 3 5.
JRIZ, LFE ¥ LPB ORICHi%IZ LAB #E AT 3.
T, N7 R—=2Fv FU—721F 1 DD bottleneck &%
=i

LFE O AJ1E 2 HiCRER L2 E{§ x € ROW1Xm T H
X hypg e REW2xh2 TH 2, T Z T, co, wo, ha IT%
NZFNLEE O o F v > 2%k, HEiE, Mg RT.
T/, K2WRTEIICLFEX 1 DDEAAAERN Y
FIE#{LE, Max Pooling JE% &4, HRORMEE % MH
T5.

LAB &, @tBAER Do @ f1), v @i 8 % i
U227 fO 2o rhs. fl), OAN

> >
[,

X hire "Cjéb, HZ a e Rv2r2 TH 2. HEGH
CLTHEBAT 2 ald, a Z#wixh KIERKLTHEON
%, %72, FHENCEE TR WEBEZHIBRL TLPB ICA
HNE272012, adD>5b 6, IhB/ Nz 0L LT
a’ eRW2X2 g %

&= f s (hurp) 1)
, | @i (6 < @)
@iy = { 0 (otherwise) @

2 DANE hipe TH Y, HINEANEGED L D2
FARIBT 20 DOMERDOFHIE p(§rap) TH 5. HKHE
BT p(rap) BIMA B Z 2T, LAB % 50 5HIC EHERI A
FTHBIBEIeHNTES. ZOME, HEMERLHE
< BHE S 2RV Z AR TE 3.

JRIZ, LPB X LFE ¥ LAB O R TTICHEZ1TS.
LPB DANZ @’ O hrpg TH B, ~RAZNHE LTza b
hipg ZHNIEDEZ Z 2Tk D, FHRNCEEZERD
AREANE TR, £z, HORANEBS Y DY 7212
J&5 % OMLO TR p(3) ) THB. ZIT, 043
7RI —NVEERT.

4.2 IEBKEK
BB LT TR #ERT 5.

L="Lipe+ Lras + ALk 3
Liag =CE(¥raB, ¥) C))
Lrpp = CE(JLpB, ¥) &)

LxkL = DL (s (*)|[yLPB (X)) (6)

T IT, % yue(z) RENREN, x AL 7 AEB T
A7 U7HETg, z # A L& D LPB D %EFE
F. ZIT, N T REHREE, FIRESICEEASHE
B BRI EFHE L BB TH 5. £/, CE(,),
DkL(|[), AEZzhzh, KELY brE—3RE I
Ny 7 - 7477 —1ElE, HEEROEAZRT.
4.3 FHEEIR

ARE R T OFHfifERE 2 LT, Insertion-Deletion score [16]
B XU ZDHLERTH % Patch Insertion-Deletion (PID) score
[8] Z A\ %. Insertion-Deletion score i&, #iAHT{%D il
By U TSN RFHMEEE CTH 2 DA T 5. £
7z, PID score 1%, AR S— REEMEEBEZHE T 2 EBGICH
LU 723HEfEETH 2 72D HT 5.
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®R1 REFEONTA—FEE
Optimizer AdamW
(81 = 0.9, B2 = 0.999)
. LAB, Linear 1.0x 1073
Learning rate —
LFE, LPB 1.0x 10
Weight decay 0.09
mask ratio 0.8
(2 0.50
loss weight 0.50
Mguided 1

FMEY 72 Deletion score 1, attention map DfED KWV ¥
Ze A bEIC, FEFEMEY 0 TE#REITS. —AT,
REFIEIZ, N4 7 AEBIZBY 3R CMEBOWERET
B 3.

ZZT, aj, 01FFHZN, attentionmap D (i, j) T D
{E, Eﬁfﬁ%i@j— it’., fij, xlfj Ci%h%h, lﬁ*ﬁ&?ﬁo)
Hf, NAT7RERD (i, j) KA ERT.

KRR R CEHT % PID score 13 XATERINS.

PID = AUC(patch-insertion) — AUC(patch-deletion)

Xij

’
xij

(aij > 6)
(otherwise)

Xij =

Q)

®

Z ZT, AUC X Area Under Curve %375,

patch-insertion HHER I & UF patch-deletion HhifRI, DL D
FIHTHE SIS, 1FUHIZ, AJix B8y F G175
pij RV ZHEITE. ZIT, mIF NSy FOKREX
TH5. RIZ, @l max pooling ZIHA L, & vFZ
ez @, € Rm2 ’E’f’lﬂﬁ?’é ap @%Ei%ﬁ%"@&: @y jy s
Qigjos -oos Xigjm & LT, BB A, BRDESITERT 5.

Ay = {(ix, jo)lk £ n} ®

TZT, ni3HEA - HIFRL 728y FOREXRT. A, ZH
W53 ¥, patch-insertion, patch-deletion D AJJ iy, d, \&%
NERRD LS IcRIN 5.

(in, dn) = {

BB, in £ dy ZET VAL EDH AR
zheh, ylosn) y(ebn) v 32 zprx nt
yim )y wgn oy L L@ s zh e
1, patch-insertion Hi#R, patch-deletion HifRTH 3.
T, cBxDPETA77A%KT. ¥/, m=10>TE
D (i, j) KBV, p;;=0 D55, PID score |IHEEHERY 72
Insertion-Deletion score {2 —3 3 5.

5 B

51 REBRRTE

A B D 7 — X+ v b2 1% DeFN magnetograms
dataset [13] % f# F§ L 7z. DeFN magnetograms dataset X,
Solar Dynamic Observatory [20] DV = 77— A4 7 XD
IIY%E U 72, Helioseismic and Magnetic Tmager [17] TTH#iis X
N 1 IFHEERO KBERS & O 24 IRFEILIANICREE S
BBRRDKGZVT 7 IR %7 L LTEL. ¥,

(pij; P{J) (ia j)EAn

(plfj, pij) (otherwise) (10)

> >
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(a)

(b)

(©)

(d)

(e)

X3 (a)RISE, (b)Lambda attention, (c)ABN, (d)LABN,
(e) REFEDEMHIFER

DeFN magnetograms dataset (% 2010 4 6 A 2> & 2017 4F 12
AEToEF 613159 ILiEDL

DeFN magnetograms dataset 1, Sx KDOKEG 7L 727 F
ADIRILE LT, 0, C, M, XD4EKEDOKG LY 7
S2AEEL. FIT, 0CD 56078 %> L% “< M”,
M:*X®D5237 5> % “>M” &3 52 BRIEICEBILA
R2AZTH/S 70y v L, Effx1d512x51212V 34
XU Z T o 72, X512, N4 7 RAEEE << M” 27
2y LCHIBES GBI L. 72720, ANEHE A
A7 AWRT< AT LHGRE DR ZITS 729, o
F— ZERIFIT o TR\, F72, 2010-2015 FD 45530
B2 IV EIIRE ST, 2016 D 7795 ¥ ¥ T E MGE
BEIT, 2017 D 7990 B2 T T A FVEAICE D Y
T7-.

g E, RAES, TAMERIZERZRAT XA —
RDEEE, NANR=F X —RDOWFE, MEEDF I H
HL7. BEEEA B 2BKBEBOMED 5 blEk Ttk
3E L&D o 735812 Early Stopping 21T7-o72. ZD & X,
MEFESICB I 2 BREMOEIRDBBEVE ZDTF 2 b
LB EEEZRENEEL L.

MEFEORIRXA—ERELRIITRT. ZTIT,
mask ratio, Mguided (& ZALEN, ANEBGRZ N4 7 A H
BT~2 2T 285, FEROTAZDRy FOKRKEX
BRT. £, REBRIX, warmup & Cosine-Decay I &
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x2 BFEICEIZEENER

PID
Method TsS m=1 m=16 m =32 m =64 m =128
RISE [16] 0.670 + 0.044 | 0.319+0.015  0.179+0.080  0.130 £0.045  0.136 + 0.050 _ 0.101 + 0.033
Lambda attention | 0.670 + 0.044 | —0.101 +0.074 —0.105+0.073 —-0.116+0.081 —0.123+0.078 —0.093 + 0.054
LABN 0.653+0.118 | 0.111+0.273 0.084+0.111 0.150+0.183  0.183+£0.253  0.230 + 0.329
Ours (LABN-S) | 0.795+0.08 | 0.560%0.160 0.748 +0.102  0.755+0.100  0.757 +0.094  0.756 + 0.096
3 Ablation Studies D FE SRIFEER

Conditi PID

ondition m=1 m=16 m =32 m = 64 m = 128

(i) wio Lxr, 0.124+0.205 0.446+0.175 0.405+0.224 0.388 +0.236 0.382 + 0.248

(ii) w/ LABN scheduler | 0.305 + 0.311  0.559 + 0.368 0.792 + 0.086 0.547 + 0.394 0.538 + 0.096

(iii)w/o N4 7 ZM | 0.460 +0.271 0.774+0.117 0.792 + 0.086 0.808 + 0.060 0.807 + 0.069

(iv) Ours (LABN-S) 0.560 + 0.160 0.748 +0.102 0.755+0.100 0.757 +0.094 0.756 + 0.096

LZHEBBEDAT D 2 =) 7R {To7. FEUD 5 =
Ry 7 CHEPEELEHICHEMEE 5. warmup & THROD
EEREES LT, 20K 10 TRy 7 THEERERD
X, AERERICELARICEIZIES 2 2EDR
L7z, 2EEIC1E X €Y 16GB #5# D GeForce RTX 3080 3
& OF Intel Core i9-11980HK % L7=. €71 DI
MBIU1 Y IAH-) OHFRICE LR Zhz
n, WITREBXOW 1 BTH - 7.
52 TERER

R—2AF 4 »FiFEL LT, RISE[16] & Lambda attention,
LABN [8] %= F\ 7=, transformer D7FEEMEME 2 5iHH L LT
FIH U7z [9]1 5% 12, Lambda attention DR & HYGHHH &
ERK L 7=. Lambda attention & transformer {213 % giHH4
ROIEHRER 72 TFETH D, RISE I T FICEA
TEXBEENRFEDEDR—Z5 4 VFFEL LT
FHL7. %72, LABNZ A S— XL EEMHERZ A5 3 H
BICFHE U 723 A R O REHEN IR FETH 2 12D H
L7z. 7z, DeFN magnetograms dataset \& B B AHIHAHY A
o — 2§ % & 728, PID score & FEFMENE ¥ L
THEHA L. m=11281F % PID score 1%, fREAIFIHD
FEHER) 72 FTMiFEAE C B % Insertion-Deletion score ¥ —2( 3
5. £/, ETVOFERE L LTKE 7L 7 FHlZ 2
B WTEEN R FHERECTH 5 TSS Z{HH L 7.

L2 EEBWHERZRT. IBEFRHECBVTIE, #
Br 4l TV, ZOEEEERFEET R LE. £,
NR—=R 74 VFHEOERIZLABN [8] X b 5IH L 7.
ZC, PIDscore DFIEIZIE, “>M” DT —XDAEEH
L7z, Zhid, <M’ D7 =%, @ty L TETIZK
B L7ICHET2HEBEE TRV THS.

£2&D, m=112BVWT, ERTFEIZRISE, Lambda
attention @ PID % ZHZ40.325 K4 > b, 0.186 RA ~
P EE STV, BRI, m=16 1I28BWT, ZhFh
0487 KA > b, 0334 KA ¥ b EE>TWiz, 51,
LABN Y IREZFERIK T2, 5008y FH A4 XT
PID A L L7, 2o DORERIE, BEFENEEFK
M2 = 2RI LT H YRR AR L-Z 8
ERLTWS.
5.3 Ablation Studies

Ablation Studies ¥ LT, LT D 3&HEE2ED.

-
—

() LxL WX B2HREANDF G 2HFHANBDI1Z, Lk &8
RICEFETWCER T 7=,

(ii) scheduler IZ & 2 EEENDF G2 TN 2 /=012, HIR
¥ LT, LABN ¥ [A#®D scheduler 3 TK v 7 ¥5E D
MELRWEEICEERORESE Licd2) 2 H
WTEEE L.

(i) N4 7 AEHRDFIHESICEZD 5 Z ¥ DHEHEANDF
BEZ2HFNDB 1012, N4 7 AEGEINFEESD SR
WTEEEITo 72,

%3 12 Ablation Studies D EEMFERZRT. (1) & D,
BEREED S Lk, DHEHEHIFRT 22, Gv) 2 HEBELT
PID score 23 EARINIZHY 0.3 KA >~ MBA L=, F72, (i)
& D scheduler 2ZH 3T % ¥, (iv) &L T2TOD PID
score 39 0.2 KA > M L7z, £z, m=128 B[R %,
FEEEZEZN 0.2 KA ¥ 25 0.3 KA Y MEIML TW
5. —HT (i), (v) I, KEREWZRDPoT. ZhdD
FRDP S, N4 T7RAEBREFHRES MR 22K 2
PID score NDFENIIZ L A RV, T2, Lk, BEMNT
520 &oT, BEREEHEZELLFREST 2 Z2HT
ETWBeEZILNS.

54 FEMEIER

M3 ICEENREREZRT. %171, L5 5 RISE,
Lambda attention, ABN, LABN B X SRR FEOMHEN
FEAERT. T, SVIEEBRFRECBOTTFRNCEKD
L&A BI 29> FL%RT. RISEWZKE 7 L
7ORRAE 2 BRZEOHBEBICEREL TV, ¥
7z, Lambda attention &1 R (R 72 i w5 iEH
L, ABN ZFHMBEBICFHNCER L2 VWHEZ ZA T
7z. —7%, LABN L EREFEIZESAZM» <FHHAL TV
72 5T, RETIEIZLABN kL L TERELIOR
WU REROFHERZ T2 2B TER. 2050
Bao, IRETFHEER—ZAS5L yFHELEBLT, EE
FE DR W OB R BIH L, D &S WREREE

EERT 2 eNTERLEEZLNS.

6 HHHIC

AR TIE, EESEET BT 2 HWRLORE
MEIHZ AR S 2 X A7 MDA, RETFEOTH
BHVZ I TITRS.
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e T LD T 2 EEE OO O AT
L, SHENFHOBIRMEZED 572912, Saliency
Guided Training [1] TR S NBLZEAL .

e RAVIZKBHFHDEEERT 57291, Insertion-
Deletion score 3 & X PID score 1281} %~ R 7 [H &
LT, NA 7 AEREEALT-.

« IR TFEIX, Insertion-Deletion score 3 & Uf PID 125
WTAR=2F A Y FEE LA 57z,

HiEE
AEFFED—ERIZ, ISPS BHiffE 20H04269¢ ¥, NEDO D
IR EZ G CEMEINZDDTH 5.
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