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Camouflaged object detection network based on global context interaction
fusion

GE Bin"*', CHEN Ning-jie', XIA Chen-xing"?, ZHENG Hai-jun', WU Tao-lin*

(1. School of Computer Science and Engineering, Anhui University of Science and Technology, Huainan 232001, China;
2. Institute of Energy, Hefei Comprehensive National Science Center, Hefei 230031, China)

Abstract: In camouflaged object detection, most previous studies on feature fusion have predominantly used multi-level
feature integration while neglecting the differences between various features. In this paper, a global context interaction
fusion network is proposed for camouflaged object detection, which employs an improved pyramid vision transformer
(PVTv2) model as the backbone network to extract global context information at multiple scales. First, a boundary
enhancement module is designed to focus on the structural details of camouflaged objects and acquire the edge features
of objects. Second, inspired by the hunting mechanisms of animals, a feature fusion decoder module is proposed, which
provides position information for potential object localization to produce a rough localization map. Finally, a global
context aggregation module is constructed to fully interact with multi-level information and reduce information loss
during feature aggregation. Extensive experiments on four publicly available datasets demonstrate that the proposed
method surpasses that of 17 other state-of-the-art models under four evaluation metrics.

Keywords: computer vision; image processing; camouflaged object detection; contextual information; feature fusion
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Tl (CGn 7 5t 2 THT B FROAR 2T Al (G RS )
SR (R ARG BT S8 U a8 A R 22 T AE 1) 18
FH, 33k 2 W Dy 25 E AAS 0 AR PRI 9 ELAT 3 E 11
=98

O 2 E AR AR I 5 v R SR 43 R s — R A%
GiJiik, BRI T IR I WOk AR ST iR E
LR F T FRRFAESRAS I Oy 2 % R 151, i
SO OGRS (HRAE R A OL R, T F LR EUY
FFAEE AR 2R3

BB TR D BOR RS, B P T IR 23
TFARBE 2 1 B H AR I 7 v, FEEUE T 53 AR
. Zhuge 256132 1 T CubeNet HEZE, il 14 X #4275
R O 4 ) B - A B 30, Wit T — R 2 it 2
Rl R, IR B X N X S A AR A B A T
TE Rl A ff S 28 A1 10 i 4 o Hu S $2 1 1 DA
AR A5 1 7 8 I 75 4 SRR AR R AR 29 R
RRAE, FF 8T T — Bl AR WA 2R, S AN S 0% 42
N 2 L3 T A48 7 — Rt R B A
WS BIEAT D2 H AR ARIRE S, AT 55 F A ol e
33, B BN SCYm g RS AN S P g D B AR kA A
JTVERERE T Ry O 2E B ARAS I 1R 1 e, (EL R Rl 1 i
T rp 5 2% 515 SR U 4, F 30 F 2k 5 B RRE
5 5 DL SREAIE 2 TR) R AR BRI IR FE (5 B AL £
15945 B A 28 TR BAAS 5 HEAf

TF 9038 S Sh A4 € LA Bh 8 i X 4y
AT SOR S5 2, B Se 18 52 28 R 5T hor s b s 7 H
P, B S SRR T S A6 0 DX 3, AT A s L HE £ 2 36 2
5 RX 0 TF. Yue 200 52 244 1 78 b 48 2 R0
(1 )a &, e H T — > COD R MIAE S, J A5 B T [X 4k 4%
FHLFR B H bR AR 0L B, S8 5 FIF X I 4np A e
SRS RFE LLR B B BRI HERS {7 B ; Zheng 250101 42 H
TR RMHEL, e T ARERBGHNZ
NAE SRS 20 FHRE IR0 17 ;
Xing ZHHEH T —Fh = BE2EH, 20 B R L HOK
R 5, 15 28 R BOK 38 43 B 0 RIS s A AR 8,
TRER S B E XX R AT AL,

R COD Sk LS 7 — ke, (12 BLA
B 7710 T O e B bl s SR A7 R BR V. 1t 4h, B
P A6 AT 45 388 05 45 300 A5 B R e B B 3R, X D 3
Xt G0 AT 58 LA TR = D H AR D B
He 5502 1 1 10 25 2 g A5 8L, 01 FH AT 2 30 1) /N BOKS
REHE 43 R R AS [ (AT, 6 7 15 B i 3 & I B,
DAFZHR DX 3 A S A1 D 2R 2R Jia ST 4 H T
SV IEARGIEHE L, VLT T — b ) B HE AL, {15 W)

28 1 22 b OG5 O 20 GO OC 1Y) E B SR AN A 2.

R, A SRR IR T4 R BRSO B R A RO e
H bl X 2% (COD network based on global context
interactive fusion, GCIFNet). BRI &, & 56, 14
S48 55 AR B (boundary enhancement module, BEM) %
S IG R W R R B AT 22 20 AN, B R i
T (R P B B B, 32 HY R AR R AR i B R (feature
fusion decoder module, FFDM), £ F ‘& T~ " 2% $& B 11
FRAE AT KB 2 7 B 5, K 42 ) B R SO A
(global context aggregation module, GCAM) SZ K 2%
FROE S = R AR 5 4 Ry R AR T] ) 56 458 L, "6 A il
ANTE] RT 0 SR A B 1 S AR A FEHE R 4
AT R E S, SLIR 45 FR B GCIFNet B A it
E.

1 7%

FEARTT R, B 6, MR BT £ th I 25 #5278 GCIFNet;
SR, TR R RS AL (1) & 4 0 70 i, 4 H A
TR PR BE AR A1 5% R O S0 E AT R

BT AR BRSO H RS O H AR 4%
MEZE AN 1 Fro. 1 56, A TS I 2Rt 1 PV Ty 2014
VERB T M, 73 015 25 N B 7 #E3h (1/4, 18,
116, 1/32) 12 REEHFAE X, (i = {1,2,3,4}); K4F1E
X1 M1 X, Hin N BEM 5B b 4 SR04 55 B KRR
Xo X3 A1 X, i N FEDM A5 B A A= RSORE e 1) e o7 18]
SR 5, FH DASPPUSI 4 O 8k 52 B SR A 3K B8 22 B 4815
GRE.EE, N TR Z RERFIERN 2 RAEE, R H
BEM B HL 3845 114 5415 B A FFDM B sk A3 1 467 B
{5 X GCAM LR HEAT 1Y 5. B Jim, I GCAM A
BRAF I 2R I 25 2R, [R] f A FH 22 20 M B SR e vl 2 Y
2. B SCRRT S B DL R A K e BSOIEAT TG IR
1.1 A FIERIER

LA () COD J7 1 v H T340 SR ABA 5 S AR 58 Bt
Y, AR ME DA 0 T 8 H R ) HS A A 1 5 7 R 4
T BT I L, AT 3 SRR SR AR R BEM, W] 2
B, B RHE X A0 X 35 N BEM B A, 5 5, 1 E
fiE X1 & V351 AR A1 21 5 R AE X AH R /N E
AiE; SR, B AL J5 RFIE R X A0 G 1 45 SR kAT
B IR AHTORIEDIL G B, IR L2 E R E R
RHRFE 1, 2 &R b & 1R 13 2RI X, X, a8
LA BT — A B O A EAE X, A,
¥ X 5 X1, #4712 70 1A T AR NS 2L 5745 B
Bou. VeI FETT HA 411 :

X! = AVG(X;) @ Convays(Xs) & AVG(X,), (1)

o>
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1 GCIFNet#EZe

2 BEM%#

X3 = Convsy3(X2) ® AVG(X:) @ Convsys(Xa),

(2)
X1, = Cat[Convsy3(X7}), Convsy3(X3)], 3)
X, = 6(CBR(X},)), 4)
Bow = X @ X1y @ X1,. (5)

Hrp: Convsys A3 x 3EFEAE, AVG N4 5Tt
1k, 6 4 Sigmoid Ui B %L, CBR N #ftEIH—1b
Al Relu 0 B 4, Cat KR fEIE EHHEEERAE, @ FoR
BICR MR, @ FoRIB TR,
1.2 FHERL S RRRDIRIR

FRE R A SRS SR TR T X 28 PERE I — AN EH B 3R
DUAE BB 0 H, G0 ok F Bk ROz 42016 L U A o 201 7) 4
FERE SRR 1) R & (R B AT 5 5N K& g
L ATAT X 25 () B AR M RE FEAIC. A T AR — ) g, A
SCHR HVRHE Bl fiF P B FFDM, FFDM R L0 45 ]
& (graph convolution, GC) BEELFIEFE AN 1L (feature
refinement, FR) A, 4118 3 frzs. BHHFAE Xoy X3 Fl
X, I NFFDM B8 556, 5 X, (0 = {2,3,4}) I
AT % N GCALHL, f 26 H b X 380 ) 5 AE 2E AT 1 58 DL

7853 A BE B, SR m R IR I Rk B 5 985, F
A ) 45 R 48 PR HAS 213k — 25 440 IR R AIE X
(i =1{2,3,4}), B &2 Z 81347 M TR & 15 2 i 24 1)
FH IS 2 57 B Moy, Mt FE AT F I8 40 R -

X1 = FR(GC(Xy)), (6)
X31 = FR(GC([¢(X41) ® X3] ® ((X41))), (7)

C(X31) ® ¢(Xa1))), ®)
Moy = Cat[((Cat(¢(X41), X31)), Cat(¢(X31), Xo1)]-
©)

Horh: ¢ ERFEHRAE, GC I FR B 3 R XS AE F
SRS,

3 FFDM%Z#

1.2.1 BEHBR(GC)HEHR

H A, B AU Em OR S0 = o R —
FORIET I BB, 5 — RN ST 2= E S
AT G R P P AR I SR S R, AR S
SINT — R 5 32 BB A5 U8, G P 4 o, ot
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JE T g & e R E N UE R EE. 1A
73 SO0 B AR Z 18] 1 38 [ 5% AR 3R AT A, 5, 8
B NHFAE F #5052 28— A e bn 23 (8] 2 s AR5, #3547 T
RAE ARG i AN R AL A2 T A s 22 8] Y R RS AIE F
Sk S 4 JR HE B, ZERFAE P SR 3R AT 5 ST 2k
Ve e @ o SRAE BT F AR AL G s i), KRR AE G
20 b R MR 2 iR 00 P A o 22 1], 75 28 5 24 A AR
Go. W RE T HR 40T

F* = AVG(F), (10)
k = Conv¥  (F*), (11)
q = Convi,, (F"), (12)
v = Conv¥,, (F*), (13)
G1 = Convixi[6(k®q") @], (14)
Gy = Convyy (C(Gh)), (15)

Hrb Convy g N1 x 1EFERE.

4 GC4#

B 2 AN 70 SCAE W 28 R AIE PRI 4 P AT A
MG 22 I ASE. 8 26, R N RHAE F#050 BARFIE
5] ©, 155 FH BRI € 95/ N N SRR AIE R 4 3, 435 ek o 1R
R NFFAE 2R P20 S (FErP ek fl g st 1 x
L&), 1345 2 KT R IE G P R G kRA 24
DX 35 ()45 2 SR, 0 I ) 2 418 B A5 18T R ARr AR
G3, B HTRFE Grg WS 28 B A Han 1Y) Ji 4 A1 b 2 [
13 BB AR G B Ja, B TS 40 SR 45 SR AN R
JEREAT A IS BIRHIE G, it FE T RER I

xR #39%
Gz = U(F) @ n(F), (16)
Gis=(1-N)®Gp oW, (17)
G5 = Convy 1 (Gr3 @ n(F)), (18)
Gy=G30G, @ F. (19)

Horb: Convy g A1 x VB, N i f7 % 5 -7
Mg AT B R, WO I SRR AE.
1.2.2  FHE4L (FR) B
K2 BRI FE 2 WY, 0 248 v g 24 1) B ) 4 SR o

A — L SR A T 7 T B I0AS 2. 5 e A 2R P
PERE. Ik, AR SCETE T — ARG R, G 1] S
N BH G BHRHIEA 1 x 1 BRI A Sigmoid B8 045 2173
BB ay, ¥ H 5% N RHEE AT IZ J6 2 AR, R, K
i NRRE 5 5 ) R = AT A 3R DLk — B2 4845
B B, W AN 45 B AT AN AT A AR B A 44 1)
HAFAE Aoy, SIS FERTHEIR T

a; = §(Convyy1(Gy)), (20)

Ao = CBR[(a1 ® Go) @ (1 — 1) ® Go)],  (21)
Hr Convyyy A1 x 1EM.

P f

________Sigmoid
5 FRZH

1.3 ZHEZT T EE FIE ML (dense atrous spatial
pyramid pooling, DASPP)

15 Gk i 25 3 1, DASPP ¥ 25 i 45 B 5 1% 2
M IR R AR S5 5, A IRZ I IK R BUK, = )2
K 2 85 v, RIS, 23 4 AR i B R e L A5
BT KR BN R 59K R BRI 2 A EAKH
DASPP i ¢ S B /2 1 24> LU 3 ARG ) 2 TR AR
JIT % B FR AR AE 1, AN 2 T B3 8 4 FA) P ALE <2 7
P& i e BRI B, A2 B B B X

= H

=P

14 £RETIXEAEER

Bt} ik Z 5 AN RIS 43 2 ) B 22 AN 0 G Ta) g 4
JR B OO AR, T B 1 AR AR R A TG V2K E Hh A 42
B hEE R, e, AR T AR BT CRE
BLH GCAM, Z A% a1 #7248 2 U R) (9 A G 1 Sk A
RO B RHEAE B, Wl 6 Fros. B 2ex T8 k (k € {1,
2,31 B BEI GCAM, 56 k + 1T B (I8N Grar) 11
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B XS ATAB TR LaAMAE R FANR% 3351

i 5 DASPP A H 2 1 By BE (12 4 Dy) 3R 45 B RFAE
FHALE, H LA HRFIEL 3 x 3B HUS 2IR-1E GD; 28
J&, ¥4 BEM LR B (134 545 B Bow 43 x 3B
BAE, BB RE L ERAFRE S GD AT B TR M
3 A FH B 22 3 149 ) it 45 SR Bl B, F
FFDM B 15 21| (1) FH B 5 £ ] Moy #E4T 534 55 B
By MH A B HRAEAT 2R IE Mgy 505, B HRFE GD . By,
ML AT R GG E] Foy. S FETHER U0

GD = Convsy3(Cat(Dy, Ggt1)), (22)

By = ¢(CB(Bouw)) ® GD & ((CB(Bow)),  (23)

out —

Ml C(CB(Mout)) ® GD @ C(CB(Mout))7 (24)

out —

Fyy = Cat(BL,, M}, GD). (25)

out’ out’
Horr: Convsys /93 x 3B, CB AL EIH— 4613 x 3
B

= | v
— o — ]

=

—em—]]

upsample

6 GCAMEZEH

15 RKERH
FE COD AE: 55, —AH A8 XM 5 2K (Lpep) |2 H
TR MBI, R, AT SRR R
TN T FUR R B BRI, B ] e 2 7 EL R ) 1
56N T RRRIEAN ) 8, AR SR T T A AR AE U
K (Lypce) ML AR E B R S HA BB RN ZEME
TGRS BUAS R I BUE. B 45 #E TOU 457 2% A1 AL
IOU i 2k AE & 2 H ARt vp iy 47 Rk ik, A S A
HIALIOU 451 2 (Lyiou) LI A R L1 IR. FEIXFHIF LT,
JIT e A (R FE A 2 R BUE SR
L = Lygce + Lwiou, (26)

Horb Lyger F1 Lyiou 23 BRI BCE $ 2 AINAL TOU
Pk, B RUAT 5 W B R S Ao S
Mo FVEEANBY BLAF B 4 A TS G2 Pry Pos
Ps fil Py). FASYIZR 1 R d5 2R 58 UM

4
Ligta = Z L(P;,G) + Lpcg(Moy, G). 27)

=1
X B G Oy Hb T BLARL, R 58 A7 1R A W B I T bR v
BCE 5 2k, 1 % 4 A B B 1 30 P >R X (26) R 4T WA

AX
B

2 SEIFNZER
21 BEE

A X fE H 4 A4 COD % #5 £ CAMO PO,
CHAMELEON 211, COD 10K 221 fll NC 4 K %31 3k ¥
i T 7. CAMO H 1250 5K 0285 % A1 1250 7K
A0 25 B 4% 41 % ; CHAMELEON %5 76 5K F TAriE
(1% COD 10 K .35 5 066 5K 0y 25 1% . 3 000 5K 75
s 1934 5Kk JE DA 3 R NCAK R o — MR A
COD Il H e £, 145 4 121 5Kk [ H 196 M f1) 45
22 WWE

FIT 4% H 7 35 42 A FH PyTorch SZHL ), F Fl Adam
P Ak 2% 55 35 W 2% 2 5. B S 58 34 72 7E NVIDIA
A 4000 1= b HEAT . A5 U2 P A 4 R i N U
AR /N HE 22 352 x 352, TE Il Zhid #2 H: i K epoch
9100, HEALFE KL 9, 5 2] TH Z N 8e-5.
2.3 iFNIERR

AR I 4 AR AR AT € B AT, 20
SERFE B (So) PY SPIBYSRIE & (Ey) B AL F FE
H(Fy) RORISE 2455060 12 72 (MAE) P71 JHdi: S, 0 By
F1Fy {E B MAE [FI{E BN, 2 B BT

SFER(S,): &P 5 Tt E 72, Ml
BTG AR BRI . BT R R

Se=axS,+(1—a)xS,. (28)

Horp: S, REUA AR IER, S, FREUX IRFAL, o NS

E L5 (By) K RSG5 BRI E A4
R PP Al O 3 F ARSI 25 2R (0 B AR = B R . L
PRAT A

Horbo9 Ay 3o — SOV RE R, WA H 43 3N N1 5
FERNTEBE, C AN G 43 ) el A s 4 P
F [Z & (FY): /& F-measure f) SUHERCA, FIHT T
DOACRS i B2 AN A ] 22 BARTT ik Ay
(B2 +1) x PR
PP+ R
I AERT R ZE (MAE): F R VST A0 SR
[ REAME R P45 R 2. BARA iR

MAE = e 330 [Cley) — Glany)l. B

=1 y=1

24 S5HMSOTA 7 A#ITTEL

A 30K GCIFNet 5 17 #p B A AR 1) COD 77
134T HL AR, 45 PoolNet 281, EGNet 21, SINet 221,
PraNet3%),  TINetPB'.  PFNet(?,  UGTRP3,

FYy = (30)
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RankNet [23]

MGL B4

C2FNet**),  DGNet®l,

FAPNet [0, SINet-2 71, ZoomNet 38, BSANet 3%,
TPRNet [ L) J FSPNet [#11,

241 EEHE
2 1 Nt H GCIFNet 5 HiAth 77 V% 7E 4 4~ COD
NITEEE I EES R N TEMNEE, TUE

*1 BMEEINIRE LREIRERTLE

model publyear CHAMELEON COD 10K CAMO NC4K
Sat Byt F¥ 1t MAEL So 1 Egt FY+ MAEL Sot Ey 1 F¥ 1t MAEL So 1 Es 1 FY 1T MAEL
Based ResNet 50
PoolNet CVPR/2019 0.854 0.933 0.690 0.054 0.740 0.844 0.506 0.056 0.730 0.819 0.575 0.105 0.785 0.699 0.635 0.073
EGNet  ICCV/2019 0.848 0.831 0.676 0.050 0.737 0.810 0.608 0.056 0.662 0.766 0.612 0.124 0.767 0.850 0.719 0.077
SINet CVPR/2020  0.872 0.936 0.806 0.034 0.776 0.864 0.631 0.043 0.745 0.804 0.644 0.092 0.808 0.871 0.723 0.058
PraNet ~ MICCAIL/2020 0.868 0.923 0.785 0.037 0.794 0.868 0.645 0.043 0.780 0.835 0.687 0.086 0.829 0.883 0.740 0.055
TINet TCSVT/2021 0.888 0.911 0.786 0.036 0.803 0.848 0.629 0.041 0.793 0.834 0.690 0.083
PFNet CVPR/2021 0.882 0.931 0.810 0.033 0.800 0.877 0.660 0.040 0.782 0.842 0.695 0.085 0.829 0.888 0.745 0.053
RankNet CVPR/2021  0.894 0.942 0.848 0.031 0.809 0.884 0.684 0.035 0.800 0.873 0.728 0.073 0.842 0.898 0.772 0.047
MGL CVPR/2021  0.893 0.918 0.834 0.030 0.814 0.852 0.711 0.035 0.775 0.812 0.726 0.088 0.833 0.867 0.782 0.052
C2FNet TCSVT/2022 0.888 0.935 0.828 0.032 0.813 0.890 0.686 0.036 0.796 0.864 0.719 0.080 0.838 0.897 0.762 0.049
FAPNet  TIP/2022 0.893 0.940 0.842 0.028 0.822 0.888 0.731 0.036 0.815 0.865 0.776 0.076
SINet-2  TPAMI/2022 0.888 0.942 0.816 0.030 0.815 0.887 0.680 0.037 0.820 0.882 0.743 0.070 0.847 0.903 0.770 0.048
DGNet  MIR/2022 0.822 0.896 0.693 0.033 0.839 0.899 0.769 0.057 0.857 0.910 0.784 0.042
ZoomNet CVPR/2022  0.889 0.926 0.835 0.026 0.828 0.923 0.716 0.029 0.793 0.840 0.715 0.072 0.847 0.891 0.782 0.044
BSANet AAAL/2022 0.895 0.945 0.841 0.027 0.818 0.891 0.698 0.034 0.796 0.851 0.717 0.079
TPRNet TVCJ/2022 0.897 0.948 0.834 0.028 0.825 0.891 0.704 0.035 0.814 0.868 0.737 0.073 0.825 0.891 0.704 0.035
Based Transformer
UGTR  ICCV/2021 0.886 0.940 0.793 0.031 0.818 0.853 0.667 0.035 0.784 0.851 0.684 0.086 0.839 0.874 0.747 0.052
FSPNet CVPR/2023 0.851 0.895 0.735 0.026 0.856 0.899 0.799 0.050 0.879 0.915 0.816 0.036
ours 2023 0.903 0.947 0.851 0.024 0.858 0.920 0.764 0.026 0.871 0.927 0.823 0.048 0.879 0.926 0.825 0.036
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FI| GCIFNet 7£ 4 4™ i b b 1014 B8 B S8 f - o 7 k.
15 CAMO 035 ££ b 1) ZoomNet #H b, Fr 42 Hi 32
FELNI LR So THIERIE R By IBLF & FY
E AR T 7.8%. 8.7%. 10.8 %, -3 4 X ik %
MAE F [& T 2.4%; 5 CAMO %4 4 L ) 3 T
transformer f\) FSPNet 4 LU, 45 K J5 & S, « 31 om &
EEy. MBFEEFY 2R T 1.5%, 2.8%.
2.4 %, T %F % 2 MAE R I% 1 0.2 %. tb4h, i 7
FioR, A SCREIR T 1E 44> COD A JF#HE 4 | GCIFNet
KA [F) J7 v B Precision-Recall #1 F-measure #H 2%, 41
128 ) GCIFNet.
2.4.2 EMEHE

] 8 5 GCIFNet 5 — L4 B A AR 14 ¥ COD 75
AL DL Ll e 48 . 7RI 2L AR, e AT T 2L A
PRI 55 7 2 AN 7 T, B KA AA N ids . 2 ANk

AN Eij P

g~ e T

MR ST DL TGV B e i A B R
250, FAF. S HIRE 8 F, v LAHERT i GCIFNet
RS T A 73 BRI 3402 B DN 5% v O 286 H AR ik i 5t
AR SR AL E, XA DT i th 6 12 08 s A R Ry
AEFA AR, 1] 8 IS A 43 B 0T & B, GCIFNet
A RS P e 7 D R R R A R TR SCR AR EORE
KA RRHIESEAT T @A . GCIFNet A RUPELEIX
e gk SRR 5 5] B B, BIAE B R R T RE S 3R
P35 v A E AR
2.5 HRMSIE

9 7 B E T ) 3 A AR, B BEM AR
FFDM 1 4k PL K2 GCAM #EERTE Dy 26 B ARkl o 1)
RO, #2 R SRR & R AT — RYTH R AT, BT A
B ()€ B A5 RAER 2 h 45 DL I, T RRAK L 4 SR
K9 .

5 R ERTAR

q

- I A N TS
- S AR T NS

« S A T TS
v =
N S N IS 5

UGTR i

8 ARIERHATHLLER

R2 HBSEST

- CHAMELEON COD 10K CAMO NC4K

Sa® Eo1 FY¥ 1 MAEL So 1 Eg 1 FY + MAEL So T Eg T F¥ 1 MAEL So 1 Es t FY 1 MAEL

Baseline 0.893 0.941 0.834 0.029 0.844 0.914 0.741 0.029 0.855 0.910 0.799 0.055 0.872 0.922 0.816 0.039
Baseline+BEM 0.898 0.943 0.846 0.027 0.845 0.915 0.743 0.029 0.857 0.914 0.803 0.053 0.874 0.923 0.818 0.038
Baseline+FFDM 0.900 0.944 0.848 0.026 0.847 0.916 0.744 0.028 0.859 0.915 0.805 0.052 0.875 0.924 0.819 0.037
Baseline+BEM+FFDM 0.901 0.945 0.849 0.026 0.850 0.917 0.749 0.028 0.868 0.916 0.810 0.050 0.875 0.924 0.821 0.036
Baseline+FFDM+GCAM 0.902 0.944 0.850 0.025 0.853 0.918 0.750 0.027 0.869 0.919 0.815 0.049 0.876 0.925 0.823 0.037

BaselinetBEM+FFDM+GCAM 0.903 0.947 0.851 0.024 0.858 0.920 0.764 0.026 0.871 0.927 0.823 0.048 0.879 0.926 0.825 0.036
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i 1f Baseline ~ Baseline+ BEM FlI Baseline +
FFDM ~ Baseline + BEM + FFDM P 4145 A 7] 46 1iF i1
F B GRS A R 03 2 BT, A G TR — I A
fili X 4%, Baseline + BEM 7 CAMO $#7 4 -3 3 5
JE B By AUINBLF 55 Py 952 1 0.4 %, T35 48 %
% 2 MAE K & T 0.2 %; #H Lt T Baseline + FFDM,
Baseline + BEM + FFDM 7£ CAMO % 5 45 | &5 #) &
B So IBLF EER FY 73532 T 0.9 % 0.5%, 1
# X% 2 MAE R B 7 0.2 %. 4k, BB 9 /T 0, A
BEM 5K A/ 1 5145 B RN RFAE H, B 5 1A
RN S ER A

i 1 Baseline ~ Baseline + FFDM #1 Baseline +
BEM ~ Baseline + BEM + FFDM 5 £ 5 %4 1] 46 JiF 4%
TIE A AR A B R B A R, Un 3R 2 B, A B T B —
) R Tl fY 4%, Baseline + FFDM 7E CAMO ¥4 45 | 45
MR Sy FHMRL R By I FEEFY Loy
RS T 0.4 %- 0.5%- 0.6 %, T4 1% % MAE
F% 7 0.3 %; A Lt T Baseline + BEM, Baseline + BEM +
FFDM /£ CAMO $( ¥4 L 45/ & S, L F & &
Fy B iliE 1 1.1 %, 0.7 %, FH 4504 3% 7 MAE
T F& T 0.3%. A, FFDM #5495 32 7= COD [ 74
R, AT 55 7545 204 B - b 5 7 PR 2 0 1.

i iF Baseline+ FFDM ~ Baseline + FFDM +
GCAM #1 Baseline + BEM + FFDM ~ Baseline + BEM
+FFDM +GCAM WA BB AT 3G ik 42 J/) B R SCR &
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Baseline + FFDM + GCAM 7£ CAMO ¥4 8 b 45 ¥y &
B S PR R By INRLF LR Fy byl
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PR By IRLF R FY, TN IR %=
MAE )14 f& 55 4. 1 P 9 Bt 7= [0 R o % Ll 45 SRt 56
E 11X — R, S A A ROV AT A5 X 25 B 8 B 4 i ker
DB 20 55 1 5% 8] IR 4B ik 22 5
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