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FENGEE, BBEER KA YHEE . A2 s PR, HIRAIE KRR
PR T P8 s . FE U2 SRR &, RADLIEK R H
REUPPDGIEEIR O 2T &P R, RGERDERE 1 7 A0 T N T AR
AR VLHD, MU G52 FMA RSP, H HZRT A Se R ZE, R
BOGREEIRALR 75 R BAF TG . BRI, A A A 35 43 HrixX Leig 1))
R — A IR AR P SO R R . MLER s ST SRR IR Bh B R T DA H 2
TS R BRI, S A SBGEE AT, AT ORISR TGS R AL R A ROR
PRI EL A KA G2 98 1 — A S )

AL F BT g2 W B 2O B 3h 2Kk, B e Es 8y se il
H i BRI 2K, FFE R A EHETE R &R (Star-forming Galaxy )
HE B A (Composite Galaxy ) . 153l15E 4% (Active Galactic Neuclei) F11EH B
# (Normal Galaxy ). #5285 RGik S B A A P T, "I RAE R B2
R WNERI I BRGEE) . A i A AL Dy s S A . BN, 1E3h B BRIt
WESTAWRR RGTER, iX LSRR T O R mR BOE R AR, R
I HoEiE 3h B 2 B A R R B S 240 MHE B IR R R0
TR RP RS, SO RS ER Y TE A bR B G R, TR
RNTBPEALA IR 2 e E S, I, BRGS0 RAME E R
N HIE G A AR ) B A

f£4: 1) BPT (Baldwin-Phillips-Terlevich) {2 W K42 B &G0 s i
Wz —, BRSPS X, B2 AR, fEA OB G A s
M mEY. HalC e hn B R0 3 ERA TR B = o SR M
R U, A8 SO RS~ 53k B shab 3 Zo0iB8ds , ZE R E N
JE R R A s TP R I ERAE , R GIEEE Tal A BR AR 4 R UER
PEFIPCRAREIRR S, 8 T RABLE 20650 A 372 . Ay FEZMR TR
AR = A

L. BT HERMAE MR 2 FR6HE A 35Kk

AT T — PR TGS 1 — 4G B 22 W 25 B 7——GalSpecNet, %
BAAF SDSS 195 FOt R FIRF I, SERIEN , VBRI TR
2 94% DAL, srRFIM G MHETESEMIZHE T, @B ToHR gL
g, sentifaiis, HACHACRBERTE, JUHE N T IRAEOGE SR 28 H
SRR Z R ) LR A E IR LU RR ), 3 R

TEALEE S8 . R ABIME B AN TRHME AT, ASCR Gal-
SpecNet #5124 5 BT FEAILARA . Fisher 24 ) 5170 B A1 45 ) AL 2 AL 827
M RAFIATI . G5R R, X KA B KR ER S IERER M
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Abstract

Abstract

The observation and analysis of the celestial spectra is one of the most important
means of astronomical research. The spectra of celestial bodies contain a wealth of in-
formation that can reveal the physical properties, chemical composition and operational
status of celestial bodies, providing a wealth of data for the in-depth study of celes-
tial bodies’ evolutionary patterns. With the development of observation equipment and
technology, the spectra acquired by large-scale spectral surveys have reached a scale of
tens of millions. However, traditional spectral analysis methods rely on manual pro-
cessing and template matching, which are not only susceptible to subjective factors, but
also limited by factors such as manpower and time, making them inadequate to face
the demands of large-scale spectra processing. Therefore, how to effectively process
and analyse these massive spectra is a key issue that needs to be solved. Data-driven
techniques such as machine learning can automatically extract key features in spectra
and achieve automated spectral analysis, thus significantly improving the efficiency of
spectra processing, and has become a hot direction in the research of astronomical spec-

troscopy.

This thesis focuses on the automatic classification of galaxy spectra based on ma-
chine learning, aiming to construct models to achieve automated classification of galaxy
spectra into star-forming galaxies, composite galaxies, active galactic nucleis and nor-
mal galaxies. The spectra of various types of galaxies reflect different physical processes
and properties, which can reveal important information such as the physical structure,
chemical composition, and evolutionary history within the galaxies. For example, the
spectra of active galactic nuclei usually contain distinct emission lines that originate
from the high-temperature, dense gas near the central black hole, and are therefore use-
ful for probing the physical processes of active galactic nuclei and parameters such as
the mass of the black hole; whereas the spectra of star-forming galaxies contain strong
hydrogen emission lines, reflecting the active star and interstellar matter formation pro-
cesses in the inner parts of the galaxies, which is crucial to the understanding of the
inner physical and chemical environments of the galaxies. Therefore, the classification
of galaxy spectra is an important basis for the in-depth study of the properties of galaxies

and their formation and evolution processes.

The traditional BPT (Baldwin-Phillips-Terlevich) diagnostics is one of the most
commonly used methods to classify galaxy spectra with clear physical meanings, but
the method is complicated to operate and has some limitations when dealing with large-
scale spectra. The automatic galaxy spectral classification algorithms that have been

proposed need to improve the classification accuracy and efficiency. Therefore, this
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thesis applies a deep learning algorithm to automatically process galaxy spectra, which
extracts important features directly from the raw spectra, avoids the complex process of
manually processing the spectra, and improves the classification accuracy and efficiency,
which is suitable for the automatic classification of large-scale galaxy spectra. The main

research work of this theis includes the following three aspects:

1. Automatic classification method of galaxy spectra based on convolutional neural

network

In this theis, a one-dimensional convolutional neural network model based on spec-
tra, GalSpecNet, is designed.The model profits from supervised training of galaxy spec-
tral samples from SDSS. Experiments have proved that the classification accuracy of the
model reaches more than 94%, which is a great classification performance. Compared
with the traditional diagnostics, the model does not need to measure the spectral lines,
which is simple to implement, and the processing efficiency is significantly improved,
which is especially suitable for large-scale spectra processing; and the model is not sub-
ject to explicit redshift and signal-to-noise ratio limitations, which makes it applicable

to a wider range of applications.

Using only spectra, without introducing additional information and manual feature
screening, this theis compares the GalSpecNet model with classical machine learning
classifiers based on random forests, Fisher’s linear discriminant analysis and support
vector machines. The results show that although these classifiers perform well in dis-
tinguishing emission-line galaxies from normal galaxies, they have limited ability in
subdividing emission-line galaxies, especially in identifying composite galaxies, while
the GalSpecNet model has the best classification performance for all types of galaxies.

Based on the effectiveness of the GalSpecNet model, this theis publicly releases a
catalogue of galaxies classified by the model for cross-matched galaxies of SDSS DR16
and LAMOST DRS. The catalogues give 41,250 star-forming galaxies and 55,103 ac-
tive galactic nuclei candidates, which contain samples for which the BPT diagnostics
does not give a classification or cannot give a classification due to missing spectral lines,
etc. The classification probabilities for each sample are given in the catalogues, and the
probability values can be used to filter the active galactic nuclei or star-forming galaxy

candidates.

2. Automatic extraction method and effectiveness analysis of galaxy spectral fea-

tures

The GalSpecNet model constructed in this theis is based on the feature extraction
of input spectra by operations such as convolution and pooling in the network, and the
effectiveness of this feature extraction method in processing galaxy spectra is demon-
strated by comparing it with the original spectral features and spectral feature extraction

methods based on principal component analysis.
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Abstract

3. Model interpretability study

This thesis innovatively propose the use of a gradient-based class activation map-
ping approach to explain the basis of the model when classifying, quantitatively analyze
the global distribution of the model’s attention when predicting spectral samples, and
give the spectral line features that the model focuses on when classifying. The results
show that the GalSpecNet model pays the most attention to the regions where the [N
II]A46548 6584, Ha, and [S II]AA6716 6731 emission lines are located when classify-
ing emission-line galaxies, while the Mg absorption lines are most highly valued when
classifying normal galaxies. These results show consistency with traditional theories of
galaxy spectral classification, improving the credibility of the model. The interpretation

method is also applicable to the analysis of other similar spectral models.

Key Words: Spectral Classification, Emission-line Galaxies, Machine Learning, Con-

volutional Neural Network
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1.1 IRES

R T IO A EE R 22 R, RSG5 B 2 K SC2E 9 B
BT B —o RARIGIE 248 KA 5 ) v R e e A TR J8 A 1L PN 1Y) BE
G OLHIIESR, SR T RAAEA [FE AT B N R SRR . P 55 AR S
RERSHE /R RIKRIP BRI . iy Bl RS E R, AW R AL
I3 s S AR L T S BE SR

BERGERERMRINER THZ —, a2, NI SR EHiEs
BT TR RS AU AN R B I O, anfEERAL, B ER .
SR =222 (Bernardi et al., 2003; Brinchmann et al., 2004) ¢, S 2 1) 22 355
BN N2k B S5 S A AT B T B 2R N ER o 12 BRI B 7275 (Alonso
et al., 2007), AFBHAR EFGIE A DR R 2 R P EER L. ERAHF
R RIS S ARIGe, A THERT B 2R 0 Ak Ty s FiE fb #h30 (Coldwell et al.,
2017). BeAb, B FRIGik e n] HI TR0 5 i P o S LA . B, B
FIGHETF T T B R WTE RS AT L R F A R RS FE 4
EEEEA 2 R EEE L.

B R BPG 6k o 28 5 ] WG B Y GiS B x T B R AT 28 . AR I
B2 @RI L GIERRHE, BRW AR FEREZAIER (Normal) £
o KB RIGIEE R S IREA NI, Ha 55 & YTFHIE (Kennicutt Jr,
1992a), x4 5 2R ) Fh g DI S AR RN 2RI, - PERE = BTG BRI E PR I AR
e B A AR, BRI IR BRI R BT S AR
(Heckman, 1980), M2, B ERPCHEHEE A E/R K PTZ, XEE R
MR G ER D, B HE S EX240E (Kennicutt Jr, 1992b).,

BB AN HPRF PSR . Ab2A R i s 4, BRI AN R e
F#E (Draine, 2010), B &G0 28 BEMRIEGIERAAER: B 20 A 251
THEENE R e - REENEPLER, HuEhm S ns TER
WERIEAE AT B Br W B AR BIE B AE, Shbi9T B 28 N AR A2 Fn 4 2
R TAR. HIERZEFH TR —, HtisEsah
JEH BASE I A TS 2, X LU R AR T AR O T R R B R =
JESR, AATX EEE L v DAHEWTIE 3 B &% (Active Galactic Neuclei, AGN) [¥]
Py B AR A S BT B A S SR, B 3 R e £ R AR AT T AR
o BRI DA MON I RRIGEMFTREE 15, HAE R SRR B2 AR
2 U A AR

AR, WrkER7 il K (Sloan Digital Sky Survey, SDSS ). K RKXHITHZ H
WRIEEF iR ¥ 4% (Large Sky Area Multi-Object Fiber Spectroscopic Telescope,
LAMOST) FlkGaE=6i%{Y (Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument, DESI) 4§k
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ARDERHE ORI BUAS 7 E R A, gk T R ) B ARG, BFcE %
TSR TR T 2 W E BT, B, @A B RO RHERF T B
TEE AL B AR R IS AL D S48 GEAR IR, % T2, 2020; Wang et al., 2021);
A Ao I AR S AR (R LR AR AT 5 o I B A AP, R 5 A iy B A 2
B, MBI 7 Y K RS54 45 (ur Rahman, Igbal, 2019). ST, T4 AR
ARG AL BTG K A fnf AN S ORI 5 RN S B PR HE A 1 0 26 08—
A AR AFAPR LR ) S B ) A

1.2 REIRTREN N
12,1 EBFERXIEDEFE

BRI R E RIS B R R R, HRGT 2R, Bl
'3 v 9 iR B R B T8 AT AR AR, B BTG R A S IS T 1) (0 TRk
4% (Ho, 2008), FEY&2#K B, M Baldwin, Phillips £/l Terlevich Jt [F] 4 H fi2 W
Ly R L B E A R E T2 Y T R TR B ROk A2k, X1 WA
BiFrh BPT Wi E, 54 Veilleux, Osterbrock (1987) &34 T RIS KB, %
BT AU AL Aot 2 B R AT 4028, LA SEURER ) 1] i 2E 58 HY R S 4R 1Y
FERTE BERRIN G & U5 2 RS . BPT 2 W 7 vk B R ) A Kt — 2
FEAREILEE A THEEREE RN X B EEEEE TIHER
MAEAE R Xk, B35 58904 (Seyfert) B AL HL B 5 4% (low ionization nuclear
emission-line region, LINER) EHZ.,

BPT WK 5 yEA A [O I)/HP. [N I)/Ha., [SI/Ha £ [O I[/Ha P40 % 5
L5 ORI LRI, FRBLERSINEEEM (Star-Forming, SF) &
Z. 54 (Composite) EZM AGN. AGN X432k Seyfert B %l LINER E
. E1-1)EKewley et al. 2006) I T SDSS B #7021 BPT B, Hha & T
H B H 53254 Kewley et al. (2001) 3B/ 345 AGN 43248 (fRiFR
KO01) fiiKauffmann et al. (2003b) i i S28645-3] ) SF B 24028548 (Fifr K03)., {i
T KOI F1 KO3 W25 73 RELZ RN E R I NEGR R, X E R RRI L
SF 5 Z# il AGN 145k . Kewley et al. (2006) $#2 1} Seyfert-LINER 5 &[40 254k,
¥ AGN JE—44p20 Seyfert 5 21 LINER B &, Seyfert B &Kt H &A1
FE ARV SRR A E NI R & s HE B A2k, T LINER B &R B0t v g F B 2k g
w0, (HRARMBIIGH L.

7 BPT iZ W&l #b, Fernandes et al. (2010) & 4} 7 DA Ha B¢ [O I 1% HP B DA
Ha 1% {8 5 % (Equivalent Width, EW ) {{E [OTI/HS , PASEHINT 55 2 B R 42K
41, Fernandes et al. (2005) 42 H 7 {# A D,4000 $5%F1 max(EW[OII], EW(Nelll))
X3 SF Al AGN. XSS &y e B T s SRR 4 2

RGEIIZ Wr I T AR B S, A St FU B I o AR, X YA S5
Tt AT S e B, (1) X B s I A s SR TR IR i
BRI SRR, %77 BRI R IS LR A Sl &, e 4SS xT
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P 1-1  BPT Wikl (Pl )y 511 1 Kewley et al. 2006)
Figure 1-1 The BPT Diagram Cited from Kewley et al. (2006)

JEIHEWRLE (Signal/Noise ratio, S/N) HRGEZK, TEGHEEURE o & B 2 BUATE
RZMEIEN T, BPT 2B RERTRESZ B R KE W, FESEA
HERf (Brinchmann et al., 2004; Thomas et al., 2013), (2) A3 T4 E L B2 1)
. B, ABEHT T ER LR ALY, R BUIr R K AT GRS (Zhang
et al., 2019; Kyritsis et al., 2022). (3) Zr2RE5R LR 76 SR I S,
AN FE BT AARYE B O 25 A w G % B R OGiE I T AL, B ke 1E B %
WCB A3 A S 2ot v 25 R i i R gl 2 7 AR R s M (Ho, 2008), (4) AiEH T
KIEEAE . Z ki e T ey, E8Rm, FERK, BT
BECRERE 1 A PR B (Veilleux, Osterbrock, 1987; #X 55 2%, 2008), K32
C it AREIRIHT, THEf  RGIE S, XSRS T BPT 28 &
VETE 240 R SCEEE 9T T i 52 PR AN 350

122 HS{FEIERMEIEF T PHIR A
1221 ZHHFFIHE

b5 SR B AR B LIS L 4 R A R AR SRR Sy i i, RS
FOAFEARBHRI A . RGOS E MM T N T aMrfab s, FEE&EKR
AU R T H AR R RS A KA DGR A, X SO0 %) e 4 1 A
PR SR G R SCF R T R T HER . R T 5850 A X B8 R R S 1 &
P, WFSE N TP IRFE ) 2R TR > 98 N TR e Rk sh i . Hlarse>d
(Machine Learning, ML) J@&—FXI 8347 H s M AL S50 R , Refg =Rk
A BN AR BB R R, 5 BT AN 8AS S i £ i ROR H 3
Mlas=2 S FEC @8 12 W T & KA GIEEAR 1 73 Afr LA 2 )

RS EHE IR RO CEF R — S EE R . 1, Pl B h i
P B - B AR -8 B AR 2R R R AL TR AU T L (Solarz et al., 2012), Wen, Yang
(2021) /] K 348 (K-Nearest Neighbors, KNN) . #3544 (Decision Tree, DT),
FEHLZFAK (Random Forest, RF) Fil137 441 (Support Vector Machine, SVM)
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SEML T LAMOST SGiGH) 7038, 452RKRW] SVM Al RF 7p 358 L B 4 . Peng
et al. (2013) X KNN 5 SVM Jr M4 &, fefaE-JE BN 02858 higs] 7 I
HAE ] SVM A IR R . £E R SCHE R - BURRME - B (William
Wilson Morgan) AIFEF]E - WL (Philip C. Keenan) T 1943 4E48 i —FhE &
TS HE ARG MK 4338 o X —FhEETE B 1) e i i B AN e FE i 1 % oy
KRG, #) 2N HTEESETFRA g, BFRE A T & Flgs
My, plhnEER gt A (Locally Linear Embedding, LLE; Daniel et al. 2011),
KNN (Brice, Andonie, 2019) 1 SVM (Liu et al., 2015) & 3 fif ik — ) i ,

H B RS EI 2 A L2 >0 v 2 g [m] U= A 0, A R TAERE A T 64
£ 4438 (Principal Component Analysis, PCA; Fiorentin et al. 2007 ) 1 RF (Chan-
dra et al., 2020) 7£ PN Y 2 Fidllge2: > s

R RO H8TE R SCA B R sl R IR U R, ot sl 4
553l KA AN ] o Algess > A 2 W TR RAR -, Bt 2
(Muthukrishna et al., 2019; Kou et al., 2020). #2748 {& (Arsioli, Dedin, 2020). J#{7As48
5 (Fugiang et al., 2014; Hou et al., 2023) &5, t4h, &G W HH LB 285>
BRSPS I i AR (Reis et al., 2018), FEBOEREFFAE (Yude et al., 2013; Kong
et al., 2018) FIYE1ESEH{E (Sharma et al., 2020b) £ T AE.

1222 REFIJE*®

Wit o 1T ST LATE {4 (4 AS W B RN RS RTE (4 I v £ ) i B, U R R Ak
JH 28 (Graphics Processing Unit, GPU) PEREFIAWHE T, & 24>] (Deep Learning,
DL) BUS TN . VE— R T IRZ M & M 2% 1535, DL 2L 1
Gy CEERE, BFEENL AT DA IR T 4 M D WAL, SEI SRR R
INFIF IS 200 S W AR . X ER 2 Bl 20 IS 2 R e #E T2 A, R
TEBCE MG = 2 REE , SEm 2R M RRIE S ORI R 220, IS 3 5 A 2L
PSR IR RN o

TR S TG 2 PRI S5 M), R W A A FEG R 2 [ 2% (Convolu-
tional Neural Network, CNN), HAf HEFER—BoEFEREZE HAMEM
#& (Recurrent Neural Network, RNN), 0] I A5 5030, H9xf9#% (Autoen-
coder), H—IDasAl—MEDZL DA T MG Hh2i ) ka4
A AT M 4% (Generative Adversarial Nerwork, GAN) 2. i@t AWHR R &
P 8 A ZE A FRRAE , TR BE 2% 2 SEVA © & U0 Y Wil s AT A HY T IZ 1)
ANLERERZ —.

XFT RASCIER 400, AR I BYE W] A H 327 ) IR G i aE, 12382
A AP R E AL, AR B ERIE . B, 76 RSCFICRER A A5
H, SRR BRI W I 2R 2 W o R HE, CNN ZESGIE A HE A 434
RIS VFZHF5TF ] CNN AL T4E B 7328 (Sharma et al., 2020a; Zhao
et al., 2022; Wang et al., 2019) FI KA Z ¥4t (Gilda et al., 2018; Guiglion et al.,
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2020; Li et al., 2022; Wu et al., 2023), Sharma et al. (2020a) k% T ANN. RF i
CNN X F-1H GG FATE S5 R, 45 R %H] CNN RES 7/ R i 2= AR3 1.23
ANJEETF2. Busca, Balland (2018) #6317 —4 4% QuasarNET {75 CNN f
A, BEfE A A% AN Y HERf T A T RAR P R i 7 SR 2L B Akt . etk
Hoht |, FNet (Rastegarnia et al., 2022) K522 25/ 2% (Residual Neural Network ,
ResNet) #4554k CNN MZ5 G AT REAM A, BEEHEAES QuasarNET
AP HERRE , [R]85 72 1Y SDSS ik, Wang et al. (2020) A4z | AT
CNN [J SPCANet #24 AfliH LAMOST 7 #tikry e B 250 (AR #R
T J)) A3 Fif2Eoe R, ST mkE AR ARG /A . CNN A
BT HABGUS, 0 TP a REE (Parks et al., 2018). HAME H THEAERY
k5 a WIN AL (Cheng et al., 2022) FaEWEI T H AR MEEE. Liu et al. (2019)
FyE 7 CNN B85 F. G, K BUE B} 472Kk A140 28, 458 Bzt 2l
KUERIH ST SVM, RF I ANN,

X ORISR T LA 2% 2 FNR B 27 ) B0 T 40 b A B A R0 A ey
Bk R R R, AR E RS A KRR E RS
HALR AL . TR I R 2 s E RN EZORE . —, HE S =48
PEAE, %I EH AT T BPT 4 2R45 R . FEE T H A n) B ARG EL
TR FUBCAR BTG, BTG BPT 20 B 34T B #0154 I8 75 2R T K]
RN, B, SETHLR2E W E RS A K E R A EE EENRE
X, BT S AR AR AL AR, RERIGIE AR EET A,

123 BEFIRFIEENERNESEHR

HBIC 26 R 2 a0 i Lde s > Bk sL 3l B 3928 B A2O15 e 3R 5
158 8 & 4% (Tao et al., 2020; Peruzzi et al., 2021). 40, E547 (Principle
Component Analysis, PCA) ] DABRHUE RGEEH A9 804, S#EmH £ a5 B
PH B R G1g (Ortiz, Galaz, 2009; Bolton et al., 2012), B4 25 (2004) ¥4 1
PCA FEHU F 55 B A SVM 7p2eds, LB TG sh RAK 5 ARG 3h KR B 3h
XA 4 2% 5 (2007b) JT Fisher |53 A % 470 B W RIESR BUE
A5l T Normal B R FIZEEMA, KEIARA Seyfert R AN LK, Lindk
RBEIIZIT VA BES A A WO G R 4EEOT Bl A i B i 2R 0 (5 8. . BTy 45
(2008) >R H H & K3 5% (Adaboost) J7yESE AGN 1) H 851, R A Ha
[N IO S 520 I Bt B IR B B b 1Y 73 2R R . Sdnchez Almeida et al. (2010)
W K EHME AR E RSN LI E 52K, 2RERAEI TR R GERAYS
WEEH A A PP AERK R .« Shi et al. (2015) FIIH LR EVIRF G S E RN EE
ERER. WEREMEGER, 2ISHEMZRLT] 900% DA L.

Ok R 22 BRI 5T A L E R Al H RS (De Souza et al., 2017; Stampoulis
etal.,2019; Fraix-Burnet et al., 2021) FlI[%4E (Yip et al., 2004; Marchetti et al., 2013) ¢
T ML T G5BT BB 1 4 2 . Chattopadhyay et al. (2019)
ST B A ARG AE B, FERHE U RRIE DA K S e T3

5
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PG 4 (2020) ERR T K {E o IR SR IS 5 5 AT AR R bR B RO R
MR BRI R T R, %P5 0 F ] CLARA ARSI & 4k B & 1R 4
28, 255 BPT UK RS2 50 i 4 FE 5 RAFAE U A 6t | Refg e
AL AR . Portillo et al. (2020) {f 48> B 4t #5 K SDSS 11 B R Gk A%
Z 10 NYERE, FERRYE IS RFIE 25 ] BEAS BE AP HbIX 4 FE 4k AGN., %54k AGN, &4t
2% 5 ZF1 Normal £ % . Pat et al. (2022) -3 5 JE LA 5 (Uniform Manifold
Approximation and Projection, UMAP) 7y [l B} B F 7 S e LI ) 3% 1 A
TS EAER GG . T < B UMAP Bt et 8.3 X 4 SF B2 &l Normal 2 & .
AW ER KR E R, JLHZX S SE. Composite fil AGN B Z 1 H %L
AR HE— 2P

—SORFSTE R IR 27 2] R 7 R R TR B AR i), LSBT Seyfert 7l LINER
HE AR T/r2E. Zhangetal. (2019) [LE T#E [NII]. Ha. [STI] R B OL T, RF,
KNN. SVM F1 £ JZEHML (Multi-Layer Perceptron, MLP) FiZU%} % 28 B 2R 11
IR, B &Wi4r25 8 SF. composite. AGN F1 LINER B &, 53R 0] RF 4y
KRB K E AT . Wang et al. (2023) | f§ RF. KNN. SVM Fll MLP 735
LAMOST 1) & 54k B &% 525/ SF. Composite, Seyfert £l LINER B &, 4t
JLEH] MLP BB RIAT] 92.31%, FFI 7% 8 s Skt

Shi et al. (2015) f#i ] A T4 M %% ( Artificial Neural Network, ANN) SZ8i T
TR E A MERE 2, (HXRMES Y ANN Sl R RS, A5 —
JEBRUZ , MDA > AR 52 2% s BRI R 52 A% A58 v 1) S BREARRAIE

H il B R IE0E H a4 2RI 2 BT S L S Bk se o, H, ¢
ST ERAE A TS T % I A . BbAh, B B9 0 YR AT SR8
WS IE— R T . TR 2 > SR ARSI T2 1) D) 2 45 ) ol 2 5] B g At
XAUSEF R, I BT RS EE A AL B ELOE 3, ARwaE T, E g
IS O CTEE . PRI, ZEAUHE RSO AE NI AR 2 S0k, TR S BRI T
RAFHHERE . FIHIALER S S FINR B 22 2] J, RSl R IR T KB E &
JCREEE) B 2 AT A FRIE VA R AR Sk K R i b SR B

1.3 BXHRARF

BT H AR R OG0 2 MR BT BUR B R B o > SRR A G A BRI 23 A
TR RN, ARSI E 20T N AR A TR B 2~ Bk S B B & i i
HE3 38 X5 BAETRAME G873 07 VR NE ABR AR BE AR B 2261 . AN
TR E IR R ISR R, I EE— 25/ A B 8 KRR R 73 Ik
JE o AEVMERET 2 S LR > Bk i B 200 A s JEmtoeeh, alm AUEm 1
[N 1] A1 Ha 55 5¢ SIS A2 I I HO I B AR B AR AL, X T ST S R 1Y EIE TS
RIS A T IO IA IR R, fE s b T R P A, IR
REFERE TG, A SOMFEAEINEY . ANFEAT N TARHE S i 6 2E 74 2K

A EEN AR B RCIRHE R B SR BOE, o MTHA R HE
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ARV A S KT, SR RFIE SR OZ B 0 ISHCR I BT . FEAL S
H2 W T R 2 M LER 27 S A DGR A U E AR B T RO K
TR AR S Jeln a8 . A SR EIRR LIRS H S FF R iy Al sETE , A
AR > R 2 ) IR SR U 1) B AR SRR AL A R

AT RN ARXNRE S W A 3 S AT r R AT, FEREH
S5 B FGIE - REEIAT IR . RAENIER2E ] S IRE S S BEAE 4 /AT
55 EREBLH SRR ERE, (HH SRR = B PR BE AR . AR,
BEA AL AR IR T B 7 SEB SRR T R A BT ST S SR 2R &
REH ABFTERERIGRSE 7 I BT w] SRR AT, il AT 2 Ay 1 5 2R 7
JER RBERAE DT, 4878 Hor it . -5 B A5 HUex e, PP
FRMARAY—EE, PR n] {5 EEA R I o

1.4 IB3HALEW

ARSCEE R LT -

B, g, TENG RIS — IR BT SRR A SMITTE B
Ko BT LRIHr e Pk, 45 &b BRI BTTOE S, 51 H A 32 %
WHIENA .

o E, BRI A S KL D A RO B ARG A Zh KRR
BEATEE YA, i DAMERRT B R IR LR Gl Las A ) 5k, 71—
TR IR A SCBET LB G B 22 M 455395

A, BRI H 3 B GalSpecNet J SLIRZE AT . 1198, TEAHHE
BT AN 22 M 2 1 B AR 61 H Bl 70 2588 GalSpecNet [ g R . H:
W, PATE IS A ] BRI S . G PP 2R B 3l R ) R B
b, BEATVEREXTEC, oArsEmmaif. )5, HT GalSpecNet U4 B ARG
W2, AL S Fr B E -

FPUE, BARCHRAER B SR BUNE B RN N EIE LR H 3h
RO, WA RFAE AT A AL A [FIRAE S B E 1 0 2R A B, T B A
FIPEO A [l CRE R AL A R

AR, BRI . SRR S I B SR AR, XT GalSpecNet
R EAT Al ARREIE Ao SR BT 10 B Y TS IR SR FIERIE ik, T HLAL
PUBZAE 7y 2] B SRR KIS LA A . 5 258 R BE R AL,
PR 0 B AR 2R B INTE 125

ONEE, A SR XA B LA BT TS, R AR R RS
Jr AT
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25 BEAICHEH S KA HLaRE ) Sk

B2E ERNEBISEMNBEIFRE

RERAFVI LB R A Zh o R EEME. —fn2 g HeE s it
S 2 ML g2 ) VAR 2 28 3E , JRIBUCH HAT AR PERY Fisher 2k K]
AT SCRF R EAUMBEVLARMRIE AT N4 . 55— 2 AR LR LB B
MAMZERIR, FEMNE T RS REARLT . IR 5 iR

2.1 ZHWEFEIEE
2.1.1 Fisher £t H 3457

Fisher £k 1431543 #r (Fisher’s Linear Discriminant Analysis, LDA ; Fisher 1936 )
HISE G2 R P A - 247K (R AL Fisher) T 1936 E35ERE . A
B b TRV . BAES E FM IR BRI AT, e A i et K
9 BRSO 3] A4 R A ) S R ) A B Z AR O AR R (B
M) FBAARGE M. FERGE ) b, PRI AR R B B ARGE T i 25
A ARRZE R Z B RE A 25, [, S[R3 5N i SR W RE e . AP
B KA R HUE 5 R NHE R AR, S B AE 508 1 25 i) o JA S 40
HEPERE .

WA 2-17, LDA ST 5 P25 & A ] RERY LSS, LD1 #1 LD2 2
LDA Hrppgmesf, LD1 a] DUREFHLIX 73 PSRRI LA, 1 LD2 gyl ) 5
BT WADENWEARBEAREES, I LD B0 KRR ELT.

o LD2

2-1  Fisher Z&VEHIM 53 B 5016 R Pl

Figure 2-1 Schematic Diagram of Fisher’s Linear Discriminant Analysis Algorithm

BAPIRERIEEIE X, i1 X,, BRESZIERAE, Bl —
A n dEfE x, FORIEERTSREZRE n PR A OL . (1] LDA SEEURFESR

9
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WU E AT R E— A w, B x 5w FE, WERE— 42
AR, (RN RN S, R BB NG S, A XA, Bt
A R 2- TR 2-2,
2
Su= Y o > = m)x—m)" @)
i=1 | il xXEX;
Sy = (my — my)(my —my)" (2-2)

Hrp, m; = |71| rex, WX 2 | FAE IR WA EI R . RN S,
SR ZRAEA B A 2L S, IR AR MG S, A B P R RE A I (EZ (B ) 22 57
LDA iy H AR R 2 — MRS R w, MS0E IE MR KR EUE 5
RNAUEZ iR, Bl AL H AR &L

_ _ T
Jw) = 2t = _ (1'”1 mp)om, = my) 2-3)
Sw i1 i erxi(x —m)(x —m)T
A A SR AR DA R A 1) A 3] e K1 Fisher 1 UL B SHEXF B A 4FAIE 7] B o
Syw = AS,,w (2-4)

Hdr, A HERIEE, w XN RHE M . SRR i K RRE ) VR A et
WM. 25— A x, FHIE R R s w b, 1584
1

y=w'x (2-5)

RS R — g2 B E — A BIE, RIEEHEE y 5 BER X R XA 5L
Bar2e. BN, y> 0 BRRREREAR D —28: B4R —2. XFEEiET LDA &
LT EARIGHER K. 2 24 45 (2007b) FI ] LDA ¥R EAK 5IEEE RS
K. KEMT Seyfert 2 SLI T EFIIIX 41

212 ZFFEEN

S Hem=EAML (Support Vector Machine, SVM; Hearst et al. 1998) J2—Fg Il
B Y  r REL . XN T 4 E RS, BE e Bdam 2l m e\,
SRIGAEIITA ] BERY 4 K it T —ANEEF I, A5 B BEAE RE A [R) 2 01l i
FEAAF BESTFR , I FLX A 18 25 A ) 28 0 B 3 A A ) e e 5 A KAk, B
RN A B A AR o0 AT A 0 o B2 5 A T o U P 5 e kg S e ) 2
PR BT T SVM BR8] 22 X E B /E A -

WA MZE R FGEERE X, F X, , BASGEREA R — A n 4Em & x, Hpn
FHEKE . B 2-2/R T SYM BEARIRER], [ SVM Ll B R 5615 2810
H AR AR B A i w AR E I b 5 AR T I . %8P w' x+b=0

10
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e Rl

Pel 2-2 i) LS R R
Figure 2-2  Schematic Diagram of Support Vector Machine Algorithm

VE R0 2530 AL RENS B R MRS P R B AR D dn Fp A 25 R b 20 2, RIS R 2R 2%
-
yixwlx, +b) <1 (2-6)

Hry, € [-1,1]1 @5, XM iufbid, mlpAmaHig i H o1k
AU E R KR, A &R0 Bde mOu T B b ook, ax 2k
B AR SRR i, BT ARy, X ' x, + ) = 1,

SVM FEYE AR DA 3 2 — 2 AT DATE 2 A% oK B0CRF 2 1 170 A 46y A et 17)
R A2 R BRI A i 2 ) B B 30— A S Ry s [l v, 75 a4 AR A
B e g as A P AR A W 4y, R B IR LA . 2K E i R
s, UEPRA G L] ol A Bl o R A T 2, Gl R
% MBHRAAAE—E N AEL M X R, BN UK 25 U, BT PAEH 2550
A i S i AR R B, RERS AL BRI i R, X507
FRUREE ARG . Ak, SVM R R S AE TR DM B = i 84 . oRTE S
Aeazal, B EA SO . I H., SVM R S 1) Bk E A 2 AL
2 MR AN R S BRARAE ) S MBS o BRI B T A KR, AT AR —XF
ZH—X—SF R F 2 73 L R

SVM J&— s KA M ALAR S S S, FEAb B s 455 A A L vk iy
MR, BB 25 SVM ByEsLil 7B 26k H sha3ds, If
BUAS T SRR (B A A 45, 2004; Zhang et al., 2019; Wang et al., 2023).

2.1.3  REHLFR#

FEHLARM (Random Forest, RF; Breiman 2001) 22— B IR E %> A
%, B MR TR AR SR R S TR, A AR o IRRE A AT I 25
AT , 5 20 T 45 2R PR A5 PR R SR

[l 2-3;2 RF SRR — /R E B, N BRI 7 B ASGis AT, 15
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B N ATUNEER, i 2 R et N AINRE ORI R 7, 3R AOL
TR B AT 45 2R

?)\ﬁla

A /i‘ /'i?\

RER-1 R -2 /J%ﬂwi N

l l

#HR-1 HR-2 Q*% N

l
| | B ERE/RIME | |

RETNER

Pel 2-3  BEBLARBR XL R I
Figure 2-3  Schematic Diagram of Random Forest Algorithm

RF 73207 VL ReE A PR S 4R BE . KB , I HJCTR A TRHIE %
PEE YRR B RE X A A NMRAE A TE 2R VA, A B T B AR L Y
PR, EEM G R B B TR S SR A R HERR R, AT DARR S E M
FRAE AT HE 7 BRI AT B AL RO AR AN AT fRENE s B RBAE A A5 AL P A\ 8K
P AR S 5 e . B Rz AP A ae 1 eI Zad 2
WoTIHAT, AT ARG, T RACRE S .

{H RF 77— @ sk, BIINE R B LR 2%, N ke Xt
T RO PR BRI IR, RE J5 ¥R 5 45 R 7T RB 2 (i 1) 3 — 2R 015
HEHXFTBUER B 2 IRHIE, ATRE A B RIS, SERMESE A MR .

RF C 24 1z W H T1E 2 A B R 6iE R 4 28585 (Tao et al., 2020; Zhang
et al., 2013; Li et al., 2019; Kyritsis et al., 2022), Zhang et al. (2019) fif F PUFp R
2 >) 5 KNN, SVC, RF fl MLP 73 K2l B R a2 22, I & L RF 02588 3R
P SRS 2RBE Ty o IR BERFSEUER T RE KRR GG A A B T BE T, AT
R e — 2Nz A B ARG 2R T R B

22 BRWEMEK (CNN) Hik

LR 2 W 25 ST YR T 20 tHh22 80 4EAX, ‘B —Fh il -G RUZK I 5
R R B 2 SR 4R 5 3%?&%“1‘%?%9@?&% SRR KRR,
Krizhevsky et al. (2017) % A3 H IR A6 A0 28 X 285 E ImageNet B4 1R HI%CHE

12
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PE EIUS T B 2RROR, X — RSB B A5 A T Z e Al
WFgE, HMEAE T R GRMAEAL. BIHE, CNN B4 R0N EHBR AT 511K
a5 R SR RS B S

22.1 MEHIEREN

BRI MO BT R ZRENETUZR . L2 iRz kK
R BCR AL A AR IR, AR T BOR =5 SR B eSS Bxt
i NEE = RT3 2K

2211 HERFMESERE

SRR 2GR LM 4% DAL, R M FE IR TR BURFIE )
T Bl I AR B Eh— DR E B 1 GE AR B g B
fir ) RFEIBURFRRHE . IR PRI RE ) i CNN BEGS AT R FE R Hh 1) 25 ) 4
AAEYSH

ERBRAERGB AP BCE 23 315 A G Hroek B (67 B e R B T R, It
REEERAINAG B — Rl FEREA AL B PAT S AERAE B3 ik IR da A1,
RIGERESRA AR, R AJCETR U L. KGR Y, f

AN BRI E SR, X B B 2 R ) — D 2 —— A
=, XA RS BB BRI R R . BB AR N
k—1
Vi = ) Xipgwj W; b (2-7)
Jj=0

Hrb y, @ EPBEIAYER i DICR, x @EARE i LR, w; RGN j A4
WEZE, b RWME, k@ERERMIN. BRE wie—MEmE, HTHE
B ANOGCRE R AE . SCHPERERERT, nl DA i BB s 2SR AE A
W ERAZEhIEIRE . BN, RN 1R, RS —00E: PRy 2 0, BHRES
MATCER, DASRE. BEAh, SAREAER A S 5 AR A RT3 2 X 2-8:
f,= [W] +1 (2-8)
Her, f, MBI AR RST, f AAOEIERST, K M BBRST, b
NIFERGE, s HERERAER AP IR . ST A4 A GEE Y W g5 I 25 (R At
(B, A PR OGBS R A G sl A A )
XTREEN N i AGHE, BEHEE w=(1,0,-1), FKs=1, H5%E
p =00, —RERMWZHELRRMAE 2-4F7R. BFRUZHICERE—Z M55
JURIERE, R AL, IR R 2 M 25 1 5 — A BB i —— Rl
o XRERiKIEMA T CNN SRR, Ik 7o R, BrE— R E
DTG M ARZREERZGE T LA A FASEBUIERE, RZAEHA
PAS I ff BRI EDUL AL, T2 B BRI AT ASRIBCHE Ay 52 2R A R AL
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X1 Xp X3 X4 X5 XN—3 XN—2 XN—1 XN
510|132 2 14 |-1]3 i N A s
1 1 1 1 x1
D 0 0 D
4 |-3|-2 311 LR,
Y1 Y2 V3 YN-1 YN-2

Pl2-4 —REPUSTIERR P

Figure 2-4  Schematic Diagram of a Convolution Operation

ERZERME T O SR MMz R, g M2 8,
i A 2 e fa AR R (HX T RIS S, LB AL
AL, LG ARGE AL (Activation Function) i CNN 2 fHARLM: T
BT, ARG I MR H AR BOR 2R, 4R T A A G IR Z R
IS IRE 7 o 3G AP B BGE R DB M 25 PP Y TR S A, BRI 28 A
o [ 25K 1 PURNE LB pR A

1. Sigmoid i %L

Sigmoid pRALE—FhE WLAIELE . BAIRIEIE I AR LRGSR B, L 2RI
1853 34N 2-9RIA 2-Saffir .

1
1+e>x

B B 0, D) XA, JUTER—4% «S” Bz, Sigmoid
PRACE T 0 RAE S s 2, KM 200 % B 2R, R AR ET
LB . AT, ZRBEAER MU, TER ML T AR TR,
T Sigmoid BREPK W L RERFEEGE ., BT ESAME RS . HH, X4
i NERA O EA/NE, HEFHOCRREIE T 0. FEIREEM A M rh, Bl W 48 %
FEXGIN, H4LZ2 2 Sigmoid BRELRYRE R A AT el i T2, SEWREHE R
5, SN 25 R SRR R R 85

2. Tanh 3 s 4L

XU IEY] (Tanh) &G 75— A BOE R AL, ARG 2 540X 2-
101 2-5bff 7R

Sigmoid(x) = (2-9)

1 _ e—2x

1 +e 2
Tanh pR%{ 5 Sigmoid pREEML, HEIH RIHELIGR “S” Ak, HERMA
fHILREI DL 0 Sty (L D WIXE N, BAG P.OxFrdE. 5 Sigmoid pREAH L,
Tanh pR L SECE fin AE IR O BB ARAE 1, FHCBEmMBEN, A FFH
JEAGAE . L, B — e R G TR T R T . (H 24 4 A B K

Tanh(x) = (2-10)

14



25 BEAICHEH S KA HLaRE ) Sk

—— Sigmoid LOﬁ —— Tanh 1.0r
j 0.5}

10 5 0 5 10 10 5 5 10
0.5} 0.5}
1.0t 4.0t
(a) (b)
—— RelU 10t —— Softmax 1.0t
5t 0.5}

10 5 0 5 10 10 5 0 5 10
5t -0.5}
10t 1.0t

© )
Pl 2-5 6 IR v

Figure 2-5 Common Activation Functions

s /N, BB ETH R SR AR . IR H., Tanh sREUWBERETH W M Aa 8z,
R ST B AR AR

3. ReLU $i sk

ReLU (Rectified Linear Unit) p&&{g— 7 BRI A RO TR M B 4,
A AENG 3 5N 2-1IHIE] 2-5cfm .

ReLU(x) = max(0, x) 2-11)

ReLU pRZCAT AL MR B A G S ABERT 0 B, ®h & THA
M AE/NT O BF, HAE R 0, MR EITTA SIS, WA BT Rt
7, MM EEMAAREN, ATk ElA. 5 Sigmoid il Tanh BKECA
[A], ReLU pRECEIE XA AR R E N 1, dEde TR REVH R A, A B T3 M
LRIk AR RS SR RE . I L, ReLU pREUIE S M AL #5152 2= I A 25 i B
WREEAE, THREARMEEE, KRBT e R s i,
KRR S . T ReLU BB IERT, M AERFSE A TR, FHRMEIT
PIRRBEUR R 0, FIRERBOX LEPH A ICTCIETE T, FRoA ReLU pRELY “FEIX” 1)
W, CHSEfRIX— A, A T Leaky ReLU, Parametric ReLU 25725 {4 ,
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4. Softmax J47i% ERZER

Softmax pRELHE FH T 240 KB HI 2, RFp0 28 0 28 1 S s i oh 4 4o 25
RS, AR R 4 5 =C2- 12F0 &) 2-5d R .

ei

Zj e

Softmax pRECRF 241 4 o H th LS 2 (0, 1) IXRIPY, 60 0 28 1y g 1 2k
TIH—1k, BaRAA ZERIAER 2 1k 1o XEA5- 25 1t B m] DARR A JE T 454
SRR, r IR AR B R T BB PRAL DA S S B S A ) s
o N Softmax BRI LAREGE FAKAN, (B HAEZ 40 FAE 55 gl
FRER, HOtEIF 8 E S g % E R .

2212 MKIRMESHILE

k)2 (Pooling Layer), XFX T RFEZ (Down-Sample Layer), 45 fH4
W2 () B G 4y, HA DR E T X H— 2 (AHES6H2) i RHER
AT ORI AN B4 o It 2 38 o 7 SR DX I S it 2 ) BB SRS, PR AR AR
RS, SEBUX B ARRAE I R SRR . L2 B FRRARME BUT4r, MM 45350
MOTE R, ISR AN SRS R, B BTl &S il Z2m)E
TRANTT, i b)2 RENS AR U 2550 Hh e sl i VAR B R fl R, 145 T
PATU B SR 5 38 G R TR DX S P 1) SRR, Ak 2 AR BT S T n e
A BRI R R, 25 s AR 2L R R IE A BB

I 2-6)f7~ T H it i e =X, ik (Max Pooling, MP)
F-¥Jutifk (Average Pooling) o 33 P Rt 4k 7 BIFE4R i K /ING B 10 N e 3 e KA
FPPIEVE AL EE R, S ABIE ) R4 4E . s )AL RT3 3L 1
A IR AR A 2-13F02K 2-14,

Softmax(x), = (2-12)

MaxPooling(x); = max(X g, Xgiq1s - Xgitp_1) (2-13)

p—1
AveragePooling(x); = 1 Z Xgit) (2-14)

Hp, x FORMAR 48, @ RS ALE, p NI DR, s
NHACEAER K

X REN N BBARSE, Ses DN 2, 2R8 20, kit
AP s S AR W 2-67

HoAh o DR A SRR 36 /M itAe . ARt AR . TR AL B A
T SRS BAR AT 55 T3 KA 28 G M E AT o AR ry i A5 i 18 RO 8 2

7 2-15:
— fi_fw

S

fo +1 (2-15)
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X, Xy X3 Xy XN-3 Xn-2 XN-1 Xy
31-1]012 21413 AN
i Y Yl Y
3| 2 413 AL
iy Y- Y
3 2 eeccee 4 3 %i@mﬁ/ﬂz

Pl 2-6 B KUALRPP- XAt 35k

Figure 2-6  Schematic Diagram of Maximum Pooling and Average Pooling

S, £, BORMMARERG R, AR o B AR, 5
BRI 4 Gt WP PR/ VRL K AR R 54T 5
CESIRE S

22,13 &EEE

BRI ZM S, B A2 — RSB AL SR SR U AR )
WA — AR TR AL T o X SERFAL T IE R A X AOEIRRIZ I 4R
FHIEFS, o, B R AETE AT 2 0 i A GHE h S — R SR AR X IR il R Hs 43
k.

SRRV G R 2 M 28 A A G ), T8 O EAE M B R i - %
IR0 2% 22 F3 WU T £147 190 2952 S BB 1) Jm R i, /% R RS R X 3k SR AR
PEATEAEAEHARINACRAN, FERCHRF LR , 5 2 AR AL i i 5 o — 2y
Akl o FHl e AL S R BT L AR R I, BE— AR THRHIEF R Y S
MZREE. 2, FEG TG T BRI (S SRR AL ) B A2 0 2685
(4 Softmax pR#L), SEIN i ASLIGRS T o

o |

| |

| |
T ; 25 £
A 1| E it & it & w1
y, — T A 4 3 e — .
7%'}5- }E' )E' )E' ?; T§|ém
W E R = B |= Bl R

| |

| |

| |

E———e e — a1

Pl 2-7  BBIphzemIg Ltk

Figure 2-7  Structure Diagram of Convolutional Neural Network

Zi BRIk, R AM KA aNIE 2-7RR . B AOLIEEA CNN J5, i
ZRAEFHMERIEE L LM GBI Z 20 2 REERHMERI, Bi)5, X
245 AN KR Al DK 1 G TR oo €2 P Y P R oy i i (1 = e o8 R R e asrrd B
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R —HERFAE I, e 2 T 2R

222 MLERINZGSHL
2221 JlEitiE

BRI I G AN 288, X — R T SR A I i
FEARTTDASY AT AT

(1) Pilf4% (Forward Propagation): %45, ¥ LBl A% o A
SR U1 5% o PSR S 2 R, M2 — 2 A
BRL WARIMOT SRR, RO TR E . S5, e R4 104 %t
i AT 5

() #1KI1H (Loss Computation): 34512k B $cH B W 15 2LS2ME2
925 5, B 35 PR 0 2K R SO A2 SR 2 5L ( Cross-Entropy Loss ).
577 2597 % BB (Mean Square Error Loss) %, i BF R4 1T 45 2605 1 A% 1)
UK B

(3) RIfE4E (Backward Propagation) : [ [ (il BEM M R TFA, ¥
A T AR I 0 2 RO 45— SRS MO OB, B RE (2 1
WS S, R E AR . SRR DA B RSB R
DA S B RCE

4) BHEH (Parameter Update) : AR 1 AR S BIRIBEIE (8., BEFIO
fRsk (BEHUBE T . Adam 45) SEHIMZH ISR, HEAESHOI BTG FIK
SRR G o B R WAL I A RIS R B AR, WO MR, 4
T 0 45 A KR T M B

() WCSCHIWE (Convergence Check) : FEUIZRtBEr, S 2 (G AS LA 5L
BT, IR IR AR . 0 S 0/ N 25— O AU, 7T
DRI IR L 25 5, TR

R OA A TR EER ISR, R REAE S IR (epoch) RIHIAE
FCNFRBR, et S IEE MR AR, BEZVIZRIOTEA, B4
DB R R WHRTE, A W IORAS , S A TS FE T
B I LA A KR 6 T

2222 kI

1R RN T B A AR A BN 5 S M 2257, RIURAE. %
BB T PP PR RE , 18 O RIR S IR a7 R A B Bk ME
IR/ IN B Bk 7R REAS S S AR B, B0/ IR 45 G (R AC A AR A g 40
Bl

FE MR Re B UGEAUER T R EREA I B R (B R
MBI B R, HRAEA SR AEL B B ST 9 46 )2 A A B X RE iR
BT BAEAWTIR/ MR AR, (R A T e Ui . ik, i
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25 BEAICHEH S KA HLaRE ) Sk

ONN&Gf9_

|

i S FifH |

| SR |
| [4] - [
gl | Al | s |
van PR =
G || tmmmmmmm e R
| it |

N

VI3

Pl 2-8 GBS IR R P

Figure 2-8 Training Flowchart of Convolutional Neural Network

28 285 1 2 ) SRR R AN WO AR Y [y 5 2k R AR, A LR B B B e/ MIE R T
.
22 R8 XN 2% BR % (Categorical Cross-Entropy Loss Function, Goodfellow
et al. 2016) J24r2 A A — i F B R B R R 8. & R R AR B
SN A SRR A S BIMRR  Z RI 2E 5, R0
N
Leg == ), ylog(3,) (2-16)
i=1
Hr, N FRFEHM B, v ARSI, § 2B fi i 25
WA . AR BLYINZE) B b e i/ IME 243 2838 Ui 2« ARtk
PARAEZ W/ ]S, A2 B Gy 2 i LSS ) AT, AR = 0 S TR R
2223 fiLEE
etk T RSB AR, BE THRBSEI T =0, HiEE
ML U SIGE BE AT PERE . DA R AR 1M b #s
1. FEMLELJE R (Stochastic Gradient Descent, SGD)
SGD BB i HEANMAEELZ —. B MR E TR E, #iixitH
T RIEE TN = 4 SRS R Ol
TEARERG AL A6 % (Batch Gradient Descent, BGD) ¥k, &F—ikik
AR T UG ASE T R B SRR, ARG S YUEHREMR K
B, X AL AR S AR E AER) . SGD ByEA RER B FEALIE R — A KT
SRREE, HUTERREER R T SIS, SRR . S ECE R
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P
0,., =06, — nVL(®,) (2-17)

Hrr, 0, £ 5 t WiERUGHIS L, 0,4 RTINS EL, n 3R] 3, VL))
TR K REL L KT S50 1B

SGD ki s oy S L, (HURSGHENE , OB RI R . ZEERK
TR S B — A, BRHERA MR 22 . 52 Pr i #53% ) BGD #1 SGD &
wEdTH, B/MIER B EE T BE5R%  (Mini-Batch SGD, MBSGD) . MBSGD
TERFUGEAT, FEPLEEE— A MR FEASRITTERR R, FRARIER B 0~ (R
TR 24 XAERT AT RIS, I HAHXET SGD Bk &, 408
BT I AR -

2. WEh B FEYIALE % (SGD with Momentum, SGDM )

SGDM HATE SGD Al 5| A T ahi:, R R 2wt B r {5 Bk
MRS HCEH AR, ESHE R, ESEEHRNE:

U1 = Pu,+ (1 = PVL(G)) (2-18)
0141 = 0, — vy (2-19)

Hr, pFoREBERE, v o E—2 s,

SGDM F3K ] DA RASE ALY RNy g SIGE B2, 1R, 1 T IR 4%
IRIZ M4, HRF 238 RSB S HE T .

3. Hifi B (Adaptive Gradient, AdaGrad; Duchi et al. 2011)

AdaGrad SFEFARYE S B0 D7 Sk BE AR R R RE 22 2] 38 0 % T H B AR B AR
S8, RHBRI)Z S FIATH R MR T IR S S, RABUIN
A RIATE R . HSHCEHHNZ -

G, = ) (VL)) (2-20)
i=1
n
0,1 =06,— ® VL(, 2-21
t+1 t \/ﬁ ( ) ( )

Hrr, G, RPTIEEEEERR, e RFIEI, B IERRECH 0.

AdaGrad S3E W] DA B & W HIZE 27 2] 32, GBS A R TR [/ S50 BE T =7
Ko ABIZEVEICA % BRI, ) Rl ge ol T, 2 f55% ] 5
AT R T s Ads B HoAA W gk B 5 B O .

4. I HREFE (Root Mean Square Propagation, RMSProp)

RMSProp ¥4 3T AdaGrad %) SR, {ED6F D7 S0 BR BEEA T T 85035, A

TME T 24 ) PP R, SN 24k, HSHEH T
G, = pG,_y + (1 = PV L)) (2-22)
0, =0 - ——0VL®Y,) (2-23)

G, +e
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Hedv, pFIRIEWE, (1 - B(VLO,) LR AHHEN T, G, WRN
I SRR O R AR U3

RMSProp %} T Adagrad M5, it B EFITIREOMABCEY, Wb T2
> R R R ek ), SR SR AR E . {HA&, RMSProp 3SR fFTES:
A FGPOEE R R, W] e B0 PE R IR RS O . AR T AR AR
FEHER GRS BRI 0L, R B TR IR A 2 M 45 1AL

5. iGN PEAALTT (Adaptive Moment Estimation, Adam; Kingma, Ba 2017)

Adam B34 £ T Momentum il RMSProp i BLAE, (L4 T BERERS— B
A (O9ME), BFETHEN AT (J52E), M4 i #2% >
F. HSEEHHNT

m, = pym,_; + (1 — p))VL(,) (2-24)
v, = Brui_y + (1 = B)(VL(H))? (2-25)
. my
= 2-26
my 1— ﬁi ( )
~ Uy
”=1_y (2-27)
2
6, =06,— gleom, (2-28)
t

Hrf, m, f o, 5 —B AT (BhE) st (BRI
BB ), By Al By sl ETAIRE FE I R m, A 0, 2 AW ZE
& 1E G AR FE — B RE AL T TR I aEAk T By 1 By A sl A B T 114 T o

Adam BFEEEG T B8 BB A B M S R, BRI SGEE
AT R RE RN, FESC Rt €1, AHX T A A SRR LA R i S
FidE HPE. (5 Adam WAFAFE AT B RSP A1, FF Ho RERR B TH 2 DASE B
mfEPERE .
2224 IENMEEAR

TEALAR T W A, TR T8 AR e s U gt oK/ S 3y i 42
A LR . A Rt de s I B E DI 44l FRILR 4, (BAER
ULt i e _ERIAMER LS . BRI, o IS R Al e ] T4
B e R ALAS B, S EURETE U R B B RIAR A, (BAER AR iz
AL S

TE N ARSE T e fiat A ) Bk, FERIE S ) il 2 X H
BIVER o« 5 DL IE AR B AR 4E L1 IEN4k. L2 1E W){kF1 Dropout 1F 4K, .

1. L1 IEN4k

L1 1E b 38 3o 7 451 2% BR B P s IR B S 800 28 X HE 2 FUORIEST SR KN,
NIRRT N U S e AN 5 A N BV S (TR 0D I R 7 T e RN
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i LT I N 2k =08 -

Ly = Logu + 4 ) 161 (2-29)
i=1
Hr, Ly WIFIRWEBIRIR R R, A HIENESEL, 6, WAL S

L1 iE AL Res (e (i S BRI AHE RN, PRARB A A0, $ et
BAZACRE ] . (B A ] BE S BB SRR a5, SE BB ) 2k e T

2. L2 1E N4k

L2 1F WAk 38 S e 351 2% R B P IS I 2 2 350 1 T 2 AR AR S 80 KD,
FEASE S EOW BUE TN, BRI 4T . FEHI S R Eh s m L2 1=k
TR F kR |

Lis =Ly +4).,6; (2-30)
i=1

L2 TE N LR BB A p i S0 XU, SR e BBz bie )1, X RE4
T AR AR . BAE AR AE M B B G 0 T, L2 IE WAL ] RE
ORI LT IE N

3. Dropout 1FIj{k,

Dropout 1EJAEAERF RN GRIERT, PAR p BEHLE FEph 2 M 48 P g3 43
20, RIRFH BB 0, W] iR Ak A B 0 B2 (A 22 (Hinton et al,
2012). ZIEWE T YA RES A AL R M 5 R A AR, 32 A AL 32 AL R
I, W EA SRR

B T A ENAER NSRS, A — e HAR R N 7 %, At bR ik
(Batch Normalization) . %5358 (Data Augmentation) 4, ‘B 1HENGENS A Rk 2%
FARR S 2 ST B S A T, FESE BRI, 0 TR AR R A Y ) R A
T AU A ) I AL YA

23 EETENERR

AT R RN RS ZR A I P ZSBEAL , ARATA 41 T LA IR
B2 B PR FR AR . X EETPA Fe b 2 i LAY M BR AN LA e )
TH,

1. 2552558 w2 (Categorical Cross-Entropy Loss)

TE222. 22NN R T 20 A UM S BR A, HLA SR AE B 22 43 252 SRR
%o WA HURRBFERBY Gt B h EH, 85 F —RER ML SECE
e BEAL Y243 272 SURE 5 2R T i B 0 A A i P A R 0 7 5
SEARGE 2 ) 25 R AR

2. IR % (Confusion Matrix )
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25 BEAICHEH S KA HLaRE ) Sk

TRVEH TR s B A R 5 B TG ol . R2- 18R T — 4325 )t
TR FERE o AR HEA AL B T S AL A B B SEARE , AT DAKRFTI 45 51 438 EUOE
5 (True Positive, TP). {&1Ef (False Positive, FP). {&fif5] (False Negative,
FN) FIEHF] (True Negative, TN) PUFHIEAL.

#2-1  IRIEH M
Table 2-1 Confusion Matrix

FLALHRAE

T 51
E%E TP | FP
g FN | TN

IR | 2k

N DG 253K A, X TR DA — MR E R .
BEAFEAR FITA R BEREF R — N X N 3% M, HrpaooR
M; ; LB TINS5 J REA R B LB

3. R (Accuracy, Acc)

HERR R S B IE A 0 SRR AL R BB el . B R s B A 4
bz —, HEEA AN

TP+ TN

Acc =
TP + TN + FP + FEN

(2-31)

4. ¥51% (Precision, P)
T AR N A B A b ARZE o R B REA BT g i, HER

2Ny
TP

P=
TP + FP

(2-32)

5. 4 #% (Recall, R)
A R B AR A B REAS LAY s W >k i G A A i G e Ee i,

B AR
TP

R= TN
6. F1 434 (Fl-score, F1)
F1 80K A0 G M2 R~ 50E, H T2 G T T4 e,

(2-33)

_2XPXR
P+R

7. ROC {4 (Receiver Operating Characteristic Curve ) fil AUC {H (Area Under
the Curve)

ROC £k =2 PAMRIE I3 (False Positive Rate, FPR) “Afiill, EIEHIZ (True
Positive Rate, TPR, WA NHEIH) YL Hli Lk, R TIEA R S E ~

F1

(2-34)
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A2 PERE . ROC B4 Ry ARED AUC, il /1 0 F1 1 28], AUC fE#ck,
FONERIVERE Y, UM ETEMAE A R BIE ML IR A 2 SRR B

FEZ 7R, Ace, P, R. F1 %Al AUC (A5 PG bR i+ 3R 07 20 ™
Fire —Feer (Micro-average) , Xy =CRETAT JE A B0 BN 45 R HEATIL A
NIRRT 30T, Frfy JEn I 45 R 90 2 [H—MEE R M
DR A R A B BRI MERE S N 6 . 5 —Fh@ 5 7% (Macro-average) |
7 A AR I ETR . SRS TR R HE AR TP . XA O
BRI, RSP REVA R S 2 . FESRPR Y, AR E
SRR AT 55 T EEe P & H WA T35
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BIE ERNEBINSEEE GalSpecNet RILBERTH

AN TIOEBIR MRS SR, METHEHME MR 2RO 3
HiAl——GalSpecNet PEAT TR S5LH, TR T REAL K N 28 45 AW LT A
Yk e, JFR T AT LDA. SVM Fl RF BERXT L/ 2sLah, X Arg H 3l
ARSI B A R BT TR R AT o TR LU SIS R AR Y [ B () AN o PR S
438, UERH T GalSpecNet BiZU Al fE . fefi, BT ZBALGHH T—-%F SDSS
DR16 Fil LAMOST DRS (% LR &K E £,

3.1 FiEEEESE

RIS DAL Ry FE Rl 2R}, R S0 G R SO 34 £ SR U 45 gk
PifE BIRA T IRFH AR IR . 25 L HE . B T AR R 45 b LD KL B e
iS5 28 AR AR s AT AN A, B B G 3 1 ™ A 3 AR A0 S
WK, X SEHdR R R T B R G B4 S I ) AL

SDSS' S22 4 11 B BL S 7 i K BB RS R I H 22—, A 2000 4E T4
B4 I H 1 3 BAE S5 2 AT B S P ER N BT A 47 K 3CH  (Apache Point
Observatory) [ 2.5 KEFLEIEE RS HEE 71 RIKIPDGRE . ML B kB it
OGRS 2 B REF U P =400, 187 FH A5 B & 0 A6 55 1)
15, SDSS i H $RIU 1% 7 25 5l ~(3800, 9200)A, G/ R ~ 2000, #;
1k SDSS B85+ 73k il & 11 (Data Release, DR) ##lik 1, T35 E &b
[ A 3,234,563, HAP RS B INY . XA B 2R 1A e A ) D' 1
o 2,963,274,

LAMOST X AREspiinss”, 23kE B 1:0F& 1 i B AGR Sitiss 5 2
Bi (Cui et al., 2012; Zhao et al., 2012), ZHEmEGHB T H T RIBOGREE R, [
AT S APHE S E 3R ROR, HRe 2 AAE TR T H AT ROGER
ENEAR, 765 M. 175 KEARM R LECE 4000 ARYEEF, BT AR5
4000 N RARIGHE , 224w FICRE R R A = Y BB . LAMOST (A 4L
WA 4K, BHA R KDL SRS CRImE 2 —. FEE 1.5 /N,
LAMOST #] AW EI I 35 20.5 BAEMRIA, HHBCH R NE Rt i
Bt A 2 . LAMOST E 9 T4 HlAR M A EE 0. FHRIEERK
A 18 00 5 5 HH B 2R P 4 R S LR AR ) B2 1) 45 T 98 . LAMOST
T-2011 4F 10 H 23 HIEA)FaheER, T 20124 6 H 24 HE5W . H 2012
£ 9 HiL, LAMOST iEx#E AR KRBT B, 1% KT H DRS 19 1.0 iU 5
2011 4F 10 H 2 2020 4F 5 H gt , b a4 219,776 M E &, HobikE S

Lhttp://www.sdss.org/

Zhttp://www.lamost.org/
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JiE ~(3700, 9000)A, i 3% R ~ 1800,

SDSS Fl LAMOST Y R i o e . I K78 15 30 SRR IR 20+
1. 3 H., SDSS fy3{HE £ (Value Added Catalogs, VAC) 2L X} B RyEik
() BPT 4324t PRV A S 3] F SDSS 3 K3 H ¢ BBl 45 B R it
43I GalSpecNet, I F1 %A AN LAMOST Skt B 2025, PA
B Pz AR RS E

SDSS DR16 LAMOST DRS
RA Dec
BR
MPA-JHU Portsmouth
BPT#i45
SF
AR 1N -
Normal
SF Il
- M2 C .t -
SR e ComPosite
Normal

3-1 Rsdt Bl A i A G

Figure 3-1 The Overall Process of Constructing Datasets

PR S R AR AR AN B 3-1r s . A SCHFSE R 2 & H b2 SDSS DR16
F1 LAMOST DR8 A2 SRR, R NHAEE 1 AP, 2 WE15E TA7 119,436
MEELE R E R ZE RN R SDSS Stk T Il Z5A1 i GalSpecNet 1541,
KR ) LAMOST St g T B 2 it iz AL P AT RS 1

SDSS i~ 8{E B % (Value Added Catalog, VAC) F145H T E & 1) BPT 43
KFRZ, B “Galspec” Fil “emissionLinesPort”, 1% B4~ VAC 435115k H L 7o [ 7
FARY BT ZE i 5 2955 7834 W K2 (Max Planck Institute for Astrophysics and the
Johns Hopkins University , MPA-JHU ) #1425 8741 2H ( Portsmouth Group , Maraston
et al. 2013) ., “Galspec” 5 FE X} SDSS DR8(Aihara et al., 2011) {8 dE 3474
#r, FT Bruzual, Charlot (2003) 1 B & S AL AIE B AL 1Y A 0 I A T i
/N34 (Kewley, Ellison, 2008), F| H—#p4 %t SDSS B2 Gtk 2 44X
RSB B RS A S 45t R BPT 724 L. i E R AW
1H B SRR K 5 2R i AL 7 ] DAFEBrinchmann et al. (2004), Kauffmann et al.
(2003a) FlITremonti et al. (2004) F | AH W iR, “emissionLinesPort” E 32 ) %
SDSS DR12(Alam et al., 2015) 1) & ROGIESATAL I, FEHL T OCIEIY A ST i a Al
AR e FE & (Thomas et al., 2013)., % 5 M| flMaraston, Strombick (2011) %45
H A BT MILES JH 2 % (Sanchez-Blazquez et al., 2006) 1) B iR, PA M Maraston
etal. (2009) 5 H A9 . T UVBLUE Hif /% (Rodriguez-Merino et al., 2005) fJ K
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/NT 3500 (RIS SR b B A B . B R BPT 4325 il Kewley et al. (2001)
FKauffmann et al. (2003b) ()5 2SLAE HFRUE. BAh, SDSS A4 T “SpecObj”
R, Hphad e Bdemats. nkGunifEFE . REZERPRAL T 6
EAAMEIES M E RN Tk, UREEEENER. ERERIGIIERK
&, (BHAIEIRES BRI VAC K], Hay 2 i 5 A S0 45 HARA
. F, A3CHKHE “Galspec” Fll “emissionLinesPort” 2 231k BPT 432544 1,
BAEIR%

H1 T B ARG BRI S I, N R B R T A S A B I I BOR AT,
SIS TR B R R R B SE AE 22 R, XS R H Y I B s 4 4
%) BPT 432455 . BN, “Galspec” B F# M HKEK BPT 4K rif i) K T4
ML AT A SIN > 3, FAE— ROTEORIR B R AR, WHZ B RPN AT 22K
“emissionLinesPort” FF&Xf T B 5 K S 2k (1) T ge A o )2 ST 4R I PR 55 M 2
I, Amplitude-over-Noise > 2. Fitgi R E~, “Galspec” BEFILTTA H 48,669 4~
SF B & . 7,652 /> composite £ & . 14,559 4~ AGN E £ F11 38,285 AR 2 B
% ; “emissionLinesPort” SR 45 H T 49,032 /)~ SF £ % . 22,287 /|~ composite 5 £ .
33,360 1~ AGN E £ F1 4,485 AT KM E R . A RIREE > 5k = BEHOI
THARER T E, F, FEWEEIEIRZER, MW EIRPASE R it T BPT
SRERER. FH, N DREBIRFRER TSN, H#E “Galspec” B
T HA A R 25 (reliable = 1) Fl “SpecObj” 53 v H A7 1A I &t 1)
Z1%% (zwarning =0) [ E REHIEIREE. LA, EH BRI TR 2 MPA-
JHU. Portsmouth FI “SpecObj” %A 45 i KGR B R REE R . KRB ERD)
TR TR HETE 2R 3- 1P TR4HS) H .

26 3-1 R RO e br i
Table 3-1 Specific Selection Criteria for Each Category of Data

Galspec emissionLinesPort subclass reliable zwarning

SF 1,2 ‘Star Forming’ 1 0
Composite 3 ‘Composite’ 1 0
‘LINER’, ‘Seyfert’,
AGN 4,5 ey 1 0
‘LINER/Seyfert’
Normal NaN NaN NaN 0

X ARDGIE R, ST R T AL BT 5 — R R e LY
HRTIAL L J5— @ X IR LS I H 1k AR PRI R AL B . i s W G FH T
YI|Zk GalSpecNet #57Y  &5 1| AL ARG W) T39I 25 rest-frame GalSpecNet f5%Y | 5
TEVT LR R AL Sy R EE R By 5 . AR BAC BREAE B — Bk, XF SDSS Hl
LAMOST ) JGiG i K A48 — MR, JR i Gk Fn i ik AR AR 15 i i 4 Y 1
Sy SRR (3850, 9000)A Fl (3800, T000)A . 33 114 3 - 15 85 I 1T AR IE R TR 43
SDSS Fl LAMOST (it o, Xk TEIREN S —. S KA 2 PA
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B —JuERDCER S, 2500, e SDSS JGik Al LAMOST Jti sy
AL 5 4% B S EIREER) 1% A1 5% . ARGk 2 BRI Fir g KK 1 SDSS Fi
LAMOST )22 XHHRAEIAT LS . TR MBS BB i, sy o 2
AL 118,756 MHildid, IRZLAS s AR 5 118,954 4~k

HY S B A BB S R, A2 B R IWER IR, XA I 25
FAPEREIEAL AT BEA AR W . A T MR BIIN-F A 8E, XF SF BRI T T
TOREE, MHBEHLEERCT 9,000 4~ SF B RMEA, 5 AN IR Br G A AL ([ 1)
BT @R . I X PPN, BTN P T AR AR A S A AR
B AR T AL BLAE YNGR AR R P X & R B R A FPE . I T8 BB 5L 1)
FEAZANS L BNREASGL RS T8 3-2, XS N 5 2= S A 1 25
SIEAG R T HE SR

32 B A ION A R B B
Table 3-2 The Number of Each Type of Spectra in the Datasets

SF Composite AGN Normal Total
BB 41,557 6,196 8,882 7,701 118,756

A FARS |73
IR wpogis 0000 6196 8882 7701 31779
‘ L Mg 41701 6220 8915 7,693 118,954
BLLREI

deEindE 9,000 6,220 8915 7,693 31,828

SDSS KL 2 iDL & (0 T X R0 K A5 RO . oy (8IS S, A
ASFERE S TR T R R I KA S N S, I i S B0E e
KR AR RV [ RS 0] . SR, B S0 DA 2A S B g 74k v
M, SEPCREBRAE S E I 351 . IR AR

v = x L (3-1)
£+ (yy—y;), otherwise

X[—Xj

oo, x Ay A S A KRR, X Ay 40 B A b KA
Fdke kR BRIR T USSR R B i S x] BT TSR TR,
W X, < x) < xp0 CORLHREIRE, RGN, 2575 ASREE ST
A, T A BROE RO 1600 ATRE AT . ORI (AL B KO
Rt T G5 HA B RURRE S, (B TR0 A 5 R

BRI S BT DA A m ARG, R0E £ = (1o fo oo S
o £, < m AFRTESS | AR BB TR . Pl TR G S Al
TR TR LI BRI I B R R, R R R T R
DEHRCRRIE S, RN SR TT A 2 1 350 K FE XD R B X
SHMERE (%5 %1 45, 2007a), N 7 I I SRR E RN RIS, A0 BEREIGHER
BT fCAb BT, BB A SRR RO T 601), 43 40k
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R AL — (RN EA T4 . AR eI AT AR -
_ S
6(f)
(EARERRZ, BT BPT i2Wr BT i 4o iy FL (R SE B A S 2 R AR OB 9 73
K, MXOEER SRS —GIA S BRI LR, HIL, g A
SRR ARG W IR EH A s
(D e/ MEH—AE, GEA T R e R B A/ MEL.

f! (3-2)

6(f) = min(fy, f2, .0 fin) (3-3)
(2) FRMEHE—A, R T R e R Y R (E .

6(f) = max(fy, fo, s fin) (3-4)
() WEH—k, AT AR i A R
6(f) = L (3-5)
m

i=1
@) FEA—AL, GO TR R IR R T E

o(f) = median(f7, f>,.... f,,,) (3-6)
_ Simt1)2 4 m AL
fm/2+2fm/2+1 W m Rk

(5) BRIk, FA T R B O LA

8(f) = \‘ Wi (3-8)
i=1

B/ MEM ERAEIH— A7 AT B B H 2 T3, e P il i
(EARF U, — BAENm R R (EH, RS E8UH—aieihin 2 2 B8
Wi s EIA—AL B T TR G R R R, R R (R I,
PR SRR IS EREEON T, I IRAE—E R B/ 1 R ERH R g R
RIS, DRI nA 6 s (E A — At T DA St B X 615 s A E AR e (L, A
ORI T EA & Z B (E R BRI, (E% 07 AR 2O e i 04T
HEFp, R IR R, AT RE S MR B R B AT R T
TR XTIV I, BEAS B b R B B URIRFALE , (BT iR BB 2
WAL R AR AR O, NG TR SRR R A K NITR B, 2 S 4 45
(20072) X o 7 & AA— AL I AR RAESS R B, SEhm g R ORE .
{E. RN EALE A A AT S5 SRR B S BRI — LAY RICR
P E AR — AT R B AR R I T A AR AL B R T,

(3-7
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SEMERS T EE, IS — 07 ¥ P RS S MR RS A ELARI . A g (B —
ACAEA RPN E P 5 TR ] R A T (I — k. BT DA Evhe, Ak
e IEIA— 07 o ARG T I BE . X — 5 18 1 O7 YR A R
FOETE, WA AR, EET AN TR @l EA—f, WAL
MBI AEO FIAL PREE RS20, [F] I PR IR R TGRS RS E AR
PN PAT 55 BEE BT AR Bl . LAMOST A G vEAT 1 M REAY A (i
A — L FAL B

TEUIZRER ARG A 2l B, B0 188 DR R Al o S, RIRE A
BAEderh 6« 2 0 2 WL BIBENLI 2 M INZRER . Bk R AnIatae . o, ks
AT I RN R, BEE ik A T WNZRER A, 1825 ) A S
SREUAS AT BB HbADL 3K 2 IR B AR5 AR AU R AR 2 . DI ZRER IR
PRI 08 2 ROREAS R o7 2] 2 8 B ARG i ML BURRAIE , e i B2 92 fL g
710 BRI T MM Gt R rpod 5t B Ly, B ZUEE eI R B 5E ik
—ReEod)a, HERIESE B TIEREVERL , BIZMAGUIZR H AR 2B EITE VI SRR A
ZALRE N Z M S T4 o INAER TR R RN U GRad AR SR, XA i
ZAEREMATASL . A IR, IR E R AL SRR L B R S 5
B R PASZ W AR 2R 437 ORI BRI, AR B 4 2R A
i AT S B B U (EL A E SR AR

& 32221 T AT AREIR R AR S (3-2a). £0F% (3-2b) FIfEMELL (3-2¢)
AR AT I, AR Rl 7o AR, FEVINZREE . B ubAe il
Erh, AR RAE R AR AR A . R, T INZRAEREAUT T
IR R R SR R
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[ Training set
[ Validation set

[ Training set
[ Validation set

j \
0.6 | Test se‘.ty 0.04 Test set
fry .03
n 0.4
c
(O]
a) .02
0.2
0.01 &
0.0 0.00 4 20 40 60 80
BPT label S/N
(a) (b)
10 [ Training set
[ Validation set
8 | Test set
|
> S
A
c |
P} |
Q g4 / \
| \
2 |
|
| \
o 4 —
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Redshift (z)

(©)
Pl 3-2  Bdabs®s. ZRBRMEREERBL A VI
Figure 3-2 Kernel Density Estimates of the Data Labels, Redshifts, and Signal-to-Noise ra-

tios

3.2 EF CNNHBEZISHEAEE . GalSpecNet

BRI MK it

A T — N HET BRI AR 251 GalSpecNet £, B E Rk
H 32 . BB 2 2t AL PR B R Gk, X S DA—4E ) 2 TP X
For, HEd—FRIONMAEIZ TR RO 4328 . LA I 28 45 4 qn 1] 3-
3R, BET 104 REMMLE, L s 4 M52 (Convolutional Layers
K H 378k Conv) . 3 M kb2 (MaxPooling Layers, & /13880 MP) £ 3
4322 (Fully Connected Layers, & 413k FC) .

GalSpecNet 184 1 W 28 G544 rh AL S DU EBRUZ . IS ERZE R 64 1~
Ix3 K/PEFRZ, JFNETRZENR A 32 4~ 1x3 /MBI . B EHE2
Ja BIR#E ReLU UG k%, HToIAAELME, FIFEZYRENS B il &2 225
e TERI=AEHZEZ G, K 1 x4 RNERMZ, M2
JEARIIEE N SN SRS R =2 REERZ, 7l 64,

3.2.1
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Input data Conv MP Conv Mp Conv MP Conv FC FC FC

(1@2575%1) (64@2573x1) (64@643x1) (64@641x1) (64@160x1) (B2@158x1)  (2@39x1)  (B2@37x1)  (64)  (32) @)

5
{

$

I

|
§ ; ; )

1 D]
3

%

£

fi\, ] 1 P(Star-forming) = A

sg o P(Composite) = B

% P(AGN)=C
L =] P(Normal) =D

£l 3-3  GalSpecNet Bi%I 2% 45 kel
Figure 3-3 Network structure of the GalSpecNet Model

32, AMHRZIT, FIAATERZ FAER T ReLU $l R, fja—>aitdk
JZWIRH Softmax G ek, T4 B ELRE i AR I 0 25 SR

T B R  EORURE  R R, SR A Rz AR S, AR A
FIAT =A% N p = 0.2 1) Dropout 7, HITSLBLENML . e i & 1y 1
L BEAZETERA p = 0.2 IOMRRBBENLE T, XA B TR Ik LA B %2
RE P A A B AT IZ AL PR RE

A R, T SR M A A OB HE R T AN Ak
MR LSRN A B — AR IR R I R, SO X ARZ S H MBS
S ASSCINA T ZOR R M BT, el e R ROt 2R 4055 b
PEREIRAFIA I 2545 o R, SCBRILARE] 2 I 45 SRR 207E 107 B, i
Y25 AL BEAS AR ORI A0 B A TR, SRBLH BRI SR 2

322 #EEI%k

TR AR PERE R B AT 0 SRR, R T e o R SR A 4 25 A AL
A28 BT oh, DGR A, R pR R it . 27~ RN EE
L

ARSI B ARG H 370 JAT 55 R — I 2 73 FAT 55, Rk I 728
KSR R BT TR Sl R I R R AR R AGE T T 2 0 2R4T
55, i1 FE B AR R 11 5 B SEAR S MR T Z R 22 57, I R i
/MEX PP ARG, HESH AR S (e fd AR h R S A, PAB I E
UL E SR SBMRAR A o FES A R AR, el Adam AL g1 BB 2
BBk, TERRIgGad Rt , 24>J% (learning rate) HIHIUH{EHBLE N 0.01,
HERBL— g ) R ROR M - I IE SRR (E S =~ epoch R JLH 2P A,
BRI X BN R] Y22 ST ROCR 55, IR T 0B 0.5 o Xl
SR A B TAERL R iR VAR N PR AR OB 2 0, a0 IR 2 ) S5 v S B Ik
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sl A R O O T AU R RO I ZRad A, R AR5 (early stopping)
DLV BRSSPI 2 . ARSI, IR UEER AR R AEZELE 7 4 epoch
RO, WYCHBRE 2ed e, AL, R EIRGH 7 1 epoch
AR iR A b, SEIR PR/ (batch size) o 64, FoRERIRAH
64 G A 7] e A2

GalSpecNet B Zrid ARG 7 “YIZR-Fik-Ta" p9Bia, BARRIgk
grEgE A T UNSREE ISR UELEE , l i SO SRAT T ) AL RE AR 2 S I A i, AR
PN ZRERAEAS Y i A CRE AT R AR &5 AN W BT P 28 2800 Bk A S 42 s
Wz AerERe, FEIGRd R By 1k 1A, PASRASE 2 T B S PR VI R 5 L ) HE A
MR TIZACRE ST, HARYE AL S B A SCHIK . GalSpecNet f 7 YE
WNZRId AR B TR R A Y AN 3-4 078, 5% €0 il S RnRs € th 2 0 A1
SREERIBIESE , BEE VAR HEE, ISR MER RSN, BRE RSN
/N, RO WA T VISR RAEA R RE T, 70 2ERE B W5, Xl g%
R G RE BB = ISR MR RS R 114, SR(ESe MR
HTPg, RIEINIZGPY, Bk qEm A a5 VI GREE R A v, B
BRSSPI GRBER RTINS R WS BT RE A DRSS T RAFAYZ AL RE ST, R,
BEENZRARA , BRI B G . BT T 33 4> epoch 1%, H
5 26 4~ epoch i, MIATHRII UG TINGEA . NI, HREZRM 40 26 YA
ORI A i 2 1Y) GalSpecNet B2, FH-iEAT G2 5L . B IIGRE R S i
TRAE3.47T .

¢
0.95 ///‘/"ﬂ 0.8 - train loss
. ] val loss
0.90 Early stopping 0.6
30.85 o
© 0
(@]
§0.80 S04 \ |
\ Early stoppin
<o.75 . y stopping
0.70 —— train acc 0.2 ‘
o val acc e ;
0 10 20 30 0 10 20 30
Epochs Epochs

(a) (b)

Pl 3-4  GalSpecNet (SRS YINZAI Py o ) AR e £ i e
Figure 3-4 Curves of Accuracy and Loss Values During the GalSpecNet Model’s Training

ARSI TAFERLEAH R 4R (A N JT %, GalSpecNet AL fi] Tensor-
flow J5 i) Keras HESE (Abadi et al., 2015) 523, (- BREE 2 i B 2= b 53 i
% %5y Cent OS 7. 64 (V#E/EZR 5. Intel(R) Xeon(R) 258 Platinum 8163 CPU,
2.50GHz/4 ALFE#S . NVIDIA Tesla V100 SXM2. 16.0GB P 1f. FtE 3055
42 Python 3.9.7, Anaconda 4.12.0. cuda 10.1. cudnn 7.6.5 #/I tensorflow-gpu 2.4.1,

33



ST LA~ 1 B AL A 307 KT

33 ETFEHRFEIEERXTL LT
3.3.1 Fisher 515 #rL I8t

T Fisher Lot H0 BT A SE BT, i R BE R WS S 80 SR A4 A1 1 0
S48

SKfgdR2 LDA W) — MBS, Yo T AN - T RRAE AR R A
%, W R KR sy g A SE 2 i (Singular Value Decomposition, SVD). /)
3yt (Least Squares, LS) F4FE/f# (Eigen Decomposition, ED), H.H SVD
SR AR B3 A T4 A SRR 2 S O

IENME S Hde e T ECAE WAL Y, 8 3 T )4k a] DARE 5 23 4 1 Ak
REJT, RS EHAEKAEAT N LS A1 ED B AR . 22 RAZ NS LR IR, AR
RS T, BT B RGEN M ARHER Z , I SVD S fgasFiA gt
AP IE NI o 2R B F A HET R de ey, SRIR A R R AE 5334715 .

332 X¥FEENXLEILIT

TEAF B, SVML I 52 V4 0 40 S AR Sl A Sfe (o i) A AR A5 B 2R3
AT SR AE VI GRAEAS Hp A SR 25 | AR B e A 20 JSHE T, 1875 Bdn/ s
PR ol XA R R A AT AR T . % S S SR BRI

() ESRE (C): EIIRBEMAK, SVM Rr2ilf/ MU R B REEE
F, MM SRR 2 kil it . /MG C B W] B2 S BOE i BRI Lk A
{E R R S AAAE AU A1) ) A

(2) HZRREL (kernel): SVM SCB i A sR AT ATERE , R IER . £
WA mITE S . R BRI R R T . AR BRI
LEMETT A, G A R BRI A . IR B SR AT F G T AT ) o
F, WIRTRAZS & A% R 4

(B) EITEREIRE () v (HREE T SVM gl R 2, sk
e A R A TERS . v (EBUDN, SR B h et o, Yol sk
P K2, v BMEBOK, ST R B i e, R e . 5B
TR, v R — PN ENLE S, IR ZUFAE AR B B FE I 4 253L
o MY y T RES SEUEA R T, MBIRBIAREL; kKA y
EHAT RS S Ep R AT TR S, BB R ARIRE .

(4) YR R%EL (decision_function_shape): YRR T46 A3 2 2553
KA AR KNS, OVR FRfiifil “—XF£” (One-vs-Rest) SRMS, 1% 50%H i AF 4
AN H R A 28 SR ] — AR BISR R P 2 2 51140 25T OVO R
A “—Xf—" (One-vs-One) %, %KM ITFERE WIS A2 [AIF4 B — A4
g fift e 22 2 1A

(5) HAEMYIE (class_weight): ZSHZ—NFH, HrpaAE (key)
#R—AEIMEG], XVAME (value) ZZEHWNE. BINEHLT, Prf
FBIRBCEASE 1o FFHEA 2 AR EE 1 R v B (LR (512 24 0 14 38 2 o ™
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¥, AITHG X AN BIR 3 ZEROR o T PR A EIR /N 28 31 B = A L, W
AR AE AR AN -7 1)

ENLER A, X SRR B S XY Y P g 7 A F B 52
Wi o 2 T PRAE S AR S BRI 1 3 8RR, SEIRAE ] RERY SHCS NN AT T R A%
% (Grid Search) . MIMIR R —FhiE MBS EIAIL I, Er 2R
JAFTRER SEAL G, Frlad s VIR PP B D S B A TERE , B TESEL
P 2 BEGS 7 AR U VERE I S B SR NI AW S B &, PRIEFE 555
PALZUPERE. SVM MRS RIS 4L R T

-C: 0.1, 0.3, 05. 0.7, 09. 1;

- kernel: linear, poly. rbf. Sigmoid;

- y: 0.001, 0.01, 0.1, 1, scale, auto;

- decision_function_shape: OVR, OVO;

- class_weight: balanced. None.

Horfr, kernel HO(H Y IR IO R BR B R IERG . 2R FT%
AL Sigmoid B, 2 y (R scale I, FEH o T M peanires
BRI ST RFAEAL, X var() WRARRIO I 22, 24y (H28 auto I, FLAEN
. Y class_weight {H{Jy balanced Y, HRHH AL S HH T
HISLIRUEE, B8R B I BB NI , T B A (928 BRI LR
FRUEASC AR Ay SR 228 ) HE 2 S R 30 Y- 7 RSB A A
AR, %4 class_weight [{3{fi4 None I AHES T fFA .

BRI GE SRR, RS B LRI SO R AL A AT
C=1. fAEmZREL KAy =001, fH OVR YRR ERIAIEF T2
5, SCRGERA N3 445 .

3.3.3 MEMFHRMELEIZIT

RF BIE M ERE 2 B REARBCR A & AR ESCE AR R . R s s 24
R BRI, 76 S A HE £ B BEEL b AT T iR A R iy A RRAE v 4, DRI DA
RF [0 25286 v F305% [ S SR Ak . RE 0 2R88 £ 858 B B I

(1) FiE%E (n_estimators) : RF A5 2 NP BEMTER , AHS 2 i1
FERARSE AT BENLRAT 2T AR ] R BEH U AT VI ZRmi A5 20 . — ROk,
PRI, B R R st iy , EL[R] B 2 B SR g Y1 25 B 1) P A7
5

(2) Bootstrap (bootstrap): Bootstrap ;& —Fi# H (1) B BIRAE ¥, BN
JEHA S A ] AR R T AR [7] AR IR 58 1% 2505 il J& 75 5% A Bootstrap
SRFEJ R S A B R 4

(3) BENUEHERIS R (max_features): RF Hf/& iR 2 0 5L T —
ABEALIERAE F-EE R IEA TR 4, ZSHUT T34 BEALERAE 74 HARFAE 19 4L

=

H o

b
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@) A KRR MEAREL (min_samples_leaf) : 24145 i FUFEAR S
INTAEAS 5 SRR B R MEAE 2T RCREAN TR Ay . OB T
TR B R/ MR DARRARB B S 2R, 7 1kad U .

(5) H/IMEARRI T H (min_samples_split) : ZSHAE AR T m e
A RIREARE . ST R FEABUNT IR ER, U IRk ER . %S H
TR BT IR U . GRS HOERAV), B RS EUG, SRz
PERER 22 WARREG AR, WATREL B R IA, AR BN B ATA
B

(6) WHITRKIRE (max_depth): WRIERIIRE, RIMAIRIZE. S
IR ] DASE M B B L G e ), (H ] BB A, IR — A id
(LU0

(7) #EW) (criterion) = WEW T A5 &5 sl 2%, % W BHENE Gini F145
(entropy) HENHFh. Gini HENET Gini ANLEEERIEALTT R AAIRE, T4 fE ) )
BTAE BRI S A . — 8ok UG, Gini NS5 ] T A B LE YRR AEAS
S, TR DU D0 B AL B B RO AR A

N TR S B G, ERADBES S NPT T AR, MR
RS EBCEIT

- n_estimators: 100, 200, 300, 400, 500, 700, 900;

- bootstrap: True. False;

- max_features: sqrt, log2. None;

- min_samples_leaf: 1. 2. 4;

- min_samples_split: 2. 5, 10;

- max_depth: 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 70. 90;

- criterion: Gini, entropy.

Horr, max_features {173 3|27 B BRU S 25 TR FRFAELICH BV IE £ (-
TIARARHE . SRR B A 2 AR A B AL I AT AL

PR RIS RN, BRI A R R A RSB Gl WRIEE N

400 £, N Bootstrap SRAFEIT VA, H147 il 2400 2 MFEAR, 35 fidil o i 207

A 2 AMRRAR, MR TREE N 20 J2, G AR A 8 i A8 . SICHR 2 R R e
INTES3ATY,

34 BHFELBERILL
341 EESERY

K P SRR — P J ARG B, A BT S At Al 2 pr P R
HRE AL A BRI T R, 5 IR R 7 i K AN AR T4R
REHEAT § . AR, KA TRAEINASE, KA K-14
THEAERNGLE . RJFH K KRR ERBCFSEA R R AR PG4 R . AAE
A, K PSRBT (1) RN K M EAEL R T4 (2)
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PR — AT, Ha K- 1D TRIERIGSE: (3) TEI%E L
IR, FAEMNRAE BT Hi ;s (4) ICSRBBAE AR FREREFEbR: (5)
5 2-4 BHE KR, BUGERAFEPINLLE: (6) 75H K RS- FPERTs
br, VERBRAMITFAGEER . K Prag SUI kR 35 B0 A2 7T PAFE 43 R B 46 1)
EEEE, BRI TGO [FEE, K 9738 g8kt ] DAY
DREALERT PP SR 2 m P PR A R i TR

h TR T AR AN LR A A RO ERIM T BE , X GalSpecNet., rest-
frame GalSpecNet, LDA. SVM #I RF 43 2&88 55 AT K 738 LIRS . HAh,
Chen (2021) #EFIYIZ T —4 F T IX 4> SDSS DR10 [ Seyfert1.9 Fl Seyfert2 ¢
W) CNN #81 (PATHRH Chen2l’s) | %A Seyfert].9 Gk 1) K458 T
91% HKGHi% . Sharma et al. (2020b) $2 i T — I T1E BG4 260 CNN 54
(PAFHRH Sharma20’s ), % EA7E SDSS 3 REHE_F IR T IR 24 > Sonhifg &
BRI KRS . XIS TAER B s B EER S AR AL Z AL,
PR3k P A LA F T 5 A SR AR LA T AR

K BLBUAE A R E A A _ AT IR A PEAS, S BGERR R Ace. A8 U 2R
Loss Fl AUC {EAE M40 FEPERERITEAL AR . Acc 2487 S8R IR 43 RAE AL S
DB HO . HERRFGBR , 43 2RARIIPEREBNGT . Loss I feAfl &4 AR
RFEAS_E AR 5 SR 2200 . JURAEEV)N, 20 R M gy . AUC
& HRVEALBAL 73 2 BB A m . AUC {EBOR , 73 RSB MERE LT . 285 A2 Uiy
UESEERASEI) Ace BIIIME mean {F BB A HER A PPAG S5 R, FARUEZE std
VERB R VR, A mean +std /rR . 3% 3-3Bn T K #1532 LIRHIE (K=5)
SLHRIIEER

#¢ 3-3  GalSpecNet. rest-frame GalSpecNet, LDA., SVM., RF. Chen21’s fil Sharma20’s
BRI S Prag SURUESS R

Table 3-3 The 5-fold Cross-Validation Results of the GalSpecNet, rest-frame GalSpecNet,
LDA, SVM, RF, Chen21’s and Sharma20’s Models

AR Acc Loss AUC

GalSpecNet 0.9356+0.0044 0.1938+0.0084 0.99064-0.0007
rest-frame GalSpecNet 0.9454+0.0021 0.1600+0.0073 0.9946+0.0006
LDA 0.6976+0.0050 0.9643+0.0356 0.8833+0.0020
SVM 0.8107+0.0031 0.4805+0.0043 0.9431+0.0011
RF 0.721140.0009 0.7996+0.0122 0.9045+0.0024
Chen21’s 0.5163+0.0315 1.4626+0.1556 0.7655+0.0217
Sharma20’s 0.8158+0.0080 0.4736+0.0225 0.9518+0.0028

2 3-3fn, 1E=PEUra4E F, GalSpecNet il rest-frame GalSpecNet
BB P35 0 R G5 AR T A T FP 2R Y . FE =P B bLas 24 > Bk,
SVM R AT, XA RE2 T 8B R S n s 4 etk e g . SVM
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AR Acc Loss AUC

GalSpecNet 0.9356+0.0044 0.1938+0.0084 0.9906+0.0007
rest-frame GalSpecNet 0.9454+0.0021 0.1600+0.0073 0.9946+0.0006
LDA 0.6976+0.0050 0.9643+0.0356 0.8833+0.0020
SVM 0.8107+0.0031 0.4805+0.0043 0.9431+0.0011
RF 0.7211+0.0009 0.7996+0.0122 0.9045+0.0024
Chen21’s 0.5163+0.0315 1.4626+0.1556 0.7655+0.0217
Sharma20’s 0.8158+0.0080 0.4736+0.0225 0.9518+0.0028

) A I B 4R 3 I B 20 B AR ik 2 [B) R A (] 2R 3 T, PR £ Ak 3 vy 4
FEEEE A K R ek ih . LDA 33t 48 21 5 BB 43 B AN [R) 28 B RRAE 1 e 1k
HERTLIFE, MOCIEFHERIR Z [ B X RIRE =0, BERREASRIER
If . RF @8 iz > vk, R0 o 40 A i) 5 e R Ak M s 5000 1Y)
T4, SR 24 30 R A AR i 52 2 K R IE, BT REAN AN SVM A 2. CNN
(R 28 B B0 T Ay A B TR 4 R S O RRAE TG B S, AH LT Chen21’s Al
Sharma20’s A A4 5, GalSpecNet fil restframe GalSpecNet 7] HEM i A Y E 2%
ik rpas o] 3 7 R iR AUA IS BN EA R 1R . HF H., Sharma20’s 151
AUEE Chen2 s BEAUYEYI SR F IR ABEBE . -2 nI L, BRI AOERE R
A RURAERY RE ) B 58 . IEAbh, rest-frame GalSpecNet Hi7U f)-F- 15 R I HIFE E
PEERFH AT T GalSpecNet #5221, SR, rest-frame GalSpecNet 452U 14 BEAEAF A (1) 21
AR SEAL b, X AT REFREGIEAS & DU AR S . AU B ROGik I 2R
GalSpecNet FRBLEVETE AN (&8 . & HIM R E) ™, DASSI R/ NI 43 R e R 22 A ph
e HUE Tz i E A s 2 EAR, HTE RS sk (553.57) fif
FH GalSpecNet R 25 /BB 5%

342 F[/EAMSTERH
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Figure 3-5 Predictive Confusion Matrix of the GalSpecNet Model

FHH) L R EBRRE A M, AR R HERR RN 97.41%, JUHEXT SF B &
(7 A HERR 2K F) 98.20%. M Acc. P. R Hil F1 JUANEM IR E, restframe
GalSpecNet #E AL} SF il composite & £ i 1R HIRCR AN & 5 i) . GalSpecNet 5
T (A BEWG 7D T rest-frame GalSpecNet #5201, {H & (& 43 HER 2 H F1 15404
iKE| T 97.07% F1 93.94% , JLHEXT Normal B &R 43 KB & W5 HFRE KT 99% .

T Chen21’s #i7, HAMAINIT Normal & & (17> JMER KRR T 90%,
SVM 73245 11) F1 155 95.76% , 1iBH SVM FERFIE 25 [0] U HERR HOFR 2] T IX 73
Normal B A2 ST E RI 0 FGE T . SVM BRI T2 50 B R R B
T LDA I RF #5281, JF—20UERH 1A B A 3 v ' i 50 [ AN & IR e
KN A AR LDA 7511 5] Normal 2 REFHRIMIT RF, X HRKFTLE
R RIAERB , RITFEIZE ROGIE - 28r, Kf Normal B 5 5 HAth
=R RGBT AR R AN m R AT

ST KB AR BRI 28, LDA, SVM il RF R {1 A ) o 7 A
F CNN 1) GalSpecNet FiI rest-frame GalSpecNet #iFI2=R %, KA AYETRM SF,
composite F1 AGN B F ] 73 JE 45 R iy & Wi Fa bR L AL T 90% . HiHr X} composite
R BIECIRE, SVM TEH 5| composite 5 2 BRI i m, (HiL 2
61.4%. 552 LDA KAL) composite AN, HIM[FAA 14.35%, JLFA
BETH A X Fh2E A B 2R . Chen21’s A1 Sharma20’s FAUFE X 43 & W 4k B R B), ol
S A B R ER - AR X composite B & 17325

Nk, LDA. SVM Fl RF =2 i pllai > BiAIFE X 4> Normal B 2 A%k
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PR B R RIEBT, (BN 2 ARG [ 2 AU K i 4k B 2R T BB B9 5 ARk
Chen21’s B AT g th T Y SR B e AR AU AL S R 2, WP E Ry BRI
#REZ 2= . Sharma20’s ALY R I T I LA LA 2= > Bk, (HRARIUNIE G T4
SCRTT AT 251 GalSpecNet £l restframe GalSpecNet #5i7
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Figure 3-6  Accuracy Curves of the GalSpecNet and rest-frame GalSpecNet Models for Pre-
diction of Samples with Different Redshifts and Signal/Noise Ratios

SNT A ML RS RS M FL X A4S R 22 46 GalSpecNet #11 rest-frame GalSpecNet
B REAYSE MR , s FH X P AMEEAL 53 0[] — 2 AR A FEA T RO, 33K 263000 3
A5G R 3-Arp ] B I A A — 2

E3-6Jf/~ T GalSpecNet fil rest-frame GalSpecNet #555U7E A [R] 21 #2 Fll {5 M L
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ZME T MR R ARG DL . FHAZ BRI, BT R TR B S L R E R
(B NFEAELE XTI AH X K FR o TELLRE T, M2 MH (0, 0.25) FEJE I B}, GalSpecNet
Al rest-frame GalSpecNet A BUHR A S 7 tH B S W LR HORPE , RIS AN 1 B AE 14
TN 2 RIS R A M YRR E 14K 6E ). JUHE GalSpecNet A4 A] DAIR IR
ELEULI B B RS T 28, TIGRR P AS MO TS B LR &, A it
U] DAME) . BN L ARG, & e ) FEE MR Ly T, M A T
fEME YR (5,30) WREIEERR I e HARRE 2. AT, HEME TR
TE (30,40) B, BB T HERA R R I B SR R g, B R TR AT DR A
90% DAL o {EAS—4ERE, RIAHTADOHME M LA AR i, BIAUK RGeS SE AN
HER 28 FEMNALE S, (A 1.3% MZIR T 0.25, [FUR KT 40 B/ T
SHREAWE A G 1.7%, Hit, X ER A - R RE R FR A 5 2 LA ik —2
A

3.44 ERGZ M

FREALZ AR Pl 2 R A E U SRR 2R 2 S B it YR BLRE ST o X b
BE A TR — R R TR 2 5 — MR R UV BB, 3395 LRIk
GERRN], BETEAR ) SDSS Fdltr A B I— 2, BRI R AR PRI &R
e ERABGRI I IBENFZALRE ST I, AT AL A B A R
B HoAth B2 e oL i Bt i > SR BE 17, T, 25 J&AFAE SDSS Yl 1
RRIBLLRY i T LAMOST [ B &Rt 2K.

1.0

0.929 0.037 0.018 0.016

Sl (5014) EREE (156) (136)

c o 0364 0.494 0.097 0.045
OMPosite 5 161)  (2,927) (577) (266)

True label

0.190 0.097 0.613 0.100 0.4

AGN (16200 (832) ICPELIM (855)

0.2
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Prediction
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Figure 3-7 Confusion matrix for Prediction of LAMOST Spectral Samples by the GalSpec-
Net Model
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P4l GalSpecNet fA14E LAMOST el iz (b rERem r e P, —
PR N N 7 (VA Sl w11 NS R P D O it Bl A= <3 I (S kSl |
W, ASCRASE ROy HAkH, K6 H SDSS i I 2545 51 1Y GalSpecNet £
BUE PN AT LAMOST B R G RAAR B2 BT . BERU) LAMOST Y6 itk
7% J& GalSpecNet 1574 ) RS AE LAMOST FRgxf i B &R . &l 3-ThE/R T 5%
IR EE SR IPRVE I, R RO MER RN 59.24%, 2P GalSpecNet #E%Y F 42
I H#E LAMOST SGiggidhs Erizibae A B . MRIRIRERE, /$9 GalSpecNet
BRI SE 2 (] LAMOST {6 g Il 25, (I8 98 %) SF B R 42
HET A NBEEEIY AN EE R HUERIRH 92.9% . AT F A1) £ 2R 2
X Normal 5 2 K725,

FERLAE LAMOST Gz b st fr 2B o bR AR, 22 AP
FILEER 80 . Flan:

(1) SDSS il LAMOST i) & Z s B feo ik etk L AfEE R, XfpER
S PET M BE A B A« B2, LAMOST 245 1) 40 B R AR T SDSS B tés
H LASMOT [kl 4 1% A i 4600 i f e An . GalSpecNet L AUAE I 2R B 5=
LT SDSS Y HE i T4 3], WREE AL T X SDSS Y4 aE .
X} LAMOST SEiS a4 740 250}, HAERA YRR IR R BB A A R R BIFIHR I,
FEIAAE LAMOST yti% o 25 B PERE T % .

(2) LAMOST (Il A e A4S i A7 i s 22 10063 (G L e 45, 2017),
AE A AR P A S R A TR A e Bk . 1B 3-8 R T 28 M LAMOST |
GREA P HRE ) RS, B 3-8alf Bt A R I R H B 3-8l
TELL SRS PR DO PR Bk, [ 3-8l Gk s i BT 2, BIAFEAEiE
e PN K S AR R RS, [ 3-8di I G P S

JE 8 TAER A LAMOST Bttt AT 2 WAL, R BIH51 B 7
itk FESLEAN b, MR RS ES) i dE 2 IHIE GalSpecNet #ZU % LAMOST
itk B RIS RNz A RE T . TR R — LA T BOR, BAEE R
— AU EE B RR I B 55— R SRR R R 4k, AT s H ARAT 45 i
BE. £ RIS, TR T AR R AR [F B Bt 2 [R] 6 i A s 1)
FEFVER RIS FEJREE (SDSS Mitdidas) LlZmmiaic &35 7
— S HPRHER N, X SRR AT BEXT B AR4iis, (LAMOST HifgidhsE) 2
AR B, W DUCRFIEATHS Y RRAE s i A 2 B ARG, A H FReiiek Lkt
RS E BTN GE, DAERN HFMESS . TR AT LAMOST il n
AR IUAT B L BB B I AR BT, R R B BB S 7040 R FH VR 4T3 %) R R A
fE, I ROEE N B AR AR, AT = R HER R R Z AL RE ) .
TRE2E2], W DAE A EF Bl AL, i/ B AR rAric BdE R ok
MRS . R, TR Aok TAE— Ay, nfAHSB)
PR 1R 4 AT AR R ] SR e A L 3E B
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Figure 3-8 Anomalous Spectra in LAMOST Data Samples

35 SHEEXR
351 BRARFMIR

6 I R4 1) GalSpecNet AU BRI 4R 1) 118,756 AS)Gil HEAT 1 Hi
AR TR R AL 10.21 R RTA 45 X EE e o R EHR, K
P AR 5 ) 73 280 . GalSpecNet A2 A1 45 H Y 56 ¢ B % T PATE China-VO 1)
PaperData JEH7ELLIREC . /M E RS T A ERHAN A . MPA-
JHU FIARR WA 4145 iy BPT 7338455 . SIMBAD Al NED i X B AR 1Y
IrREER . BRALRF RTINS 2% S 4 A TR R0 0 AR A A i 2 T 2K 531 o
R3S T RERBIEE, Hhg— b EFRon i 3R 3-UEBG2)

3https://nadc.china-vo.org/res/r101152/
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IBRZE o
#3-5  HRERGNEME
Table 3-5 Content Description of the Classification Catalogue
54 LY VAR 11137
specobjid SDSS KAK ) SpecObjID
ra deg R.A. (J2000)
dec deg  Decl. (J2000)
z SDSS 45 4L #51H
snmedian SDSS #5 Hi 1 S/N
bptclass “Galspec” HE#25 H 1) BPT %
bpt “emissionLinesPort” B 45 i) BPT #p%:
bpt_label 4i—1 BPT #5325, 04 SF, 1 5 Composite, 2 “& AGN
SIMBAD label ..  SIMBAD ¥iEHI%i— 4525, 0% SF, 2 % AGN
main_type SIMBAD (4% % 1Y) main_type bR%:
other_types SIMBAD (4% % 1) other_types PR
NED_label NED Z4E 15 —#r%:, 04 SF, 2 "5 AGN
pre_0 GalSpecNet BIALREFEATIIN Hy SF B2 R 1R
pre_1 GalSpecNet FLRUREAL AT > Composite 5 & TR
pre_2 GalSpecNet BIALFFFEAFIN } AGN B R A
pre_3 GalSpecNet FLRLRLAL AT > Normal 5 £ UHER
prediction Predicted result of the GalSpecNet

A BT B FOR T 50 250, BT A B ) 2T 2 i
K TR max(pre_i), i € [0,3] FRPREAOL i i B 0T e
(RS RLE REREI I, 8 3-OFR T 4HIHXE AGN R R B2 R0 A
IR, GalSpecNet HIZIXT AGN FUIIZESLAY Acc. P. R Al F1 H2sfbiliZ.
M e T DAAR ], B AR, BT AGN By P RIS
e, R, I R I 30 R A T g B R P S
BEAl AGN (ORI KT, A 24 HOHIE hy AGN. SEHE0 w6175 T
et IS B B AGN BE, M TSRS AR RIORT I s 9600 300
AGN {7 BB A T IR (LA B A B R 5 4 Ay FE A6, e
) AGN FEZR A AW/, Ace F FI 5547% 16 TRATRAI A I, b T 4L
TSP PRI P07 . BEERZ LI RR , S I HERR B SRR Y
g, BRI P A B TR 5 2, TR, AT
PRHERRAAI FL 4080 AT, IR E] e R, BIEIXE AGN (7 % 2
VAR, SEOCRELE AGN BEABERH, X Acc Il FI AT,

G LR, T 308K T e R BN M AT GalSpecNet HZH7E AGN
LR AR M AR B AL . B2 0GR (A BT SRURCH 56 46 10 AGN fab i E A
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Figure 3-9  Curves of Acc, P, R and F1 when the Model Takes Different Thresholds for the
Predicted Probability of AGN

EETHE) 2R AGN, AR R R MR R 37 575 TR e i 130
{EI RESR BEBORS B 1 AGN e 1A, 3 I X e B (ARG BEAT B i R BIF AR 55
ARG T SF. Composite il Normal B & . FESZPRMN I, MRS A
PRI EARAITE R, AR ROE U AR B, PASEBLaR 0 RRCR

352 HREAHE T

TEPY B fey B A PR U, RS ST A 00 P S Pk 2 S B e, [l
TEE RIS H B A5, iR REUR R AN T (5 B R AT IS 2R 2%
WFTEAORER o XTSI S5 R B AN B s PEREA T PPA A Bh T B A RS 2R iy Tt
IR S Oy Et L R

AR T 58 % (Monte Carlo, MC) dropout J57 , B 124 1) dropout
JEAR AR Y AN %E 1 (Gal, Ghahramani, 2016), MC dropout J5{4/2
AT AE BT Be AR A2 Y dropout J2EE , XAl — i AR E T 2 i (A
SRR S0 ), BRI BEPL “ B3 Mg —E e a T, A —
IMEARE AT 2, BREARHEZES] X SO YR G i 1P
B RE TSN ) AN A O e 1 B0k Sy e AR R O A v 2 e . 2R A
SETERR, ULIATERU N 2 SRR, FITINS R A AE BB .

3-10kL# 7~ GalSpecNet #5248 B He i A28 15 5k Hl MC dropout J7 141535
AP AR . G5 R ER Y, X EWRERIAE dropout L2l T Ay TN 44
RIFR KA BEZA, VIR AR E M. [ 3-1 145 R TR
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CNN predicted probability
©c o o o o +
(9] (@)] ~ oo (o] o

o
~

o
w

03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1.0
MC dropout CNN predicted probability
Pl 3-10  GalSpecNet Bi%UF Fii IR 4 15 HAE MC dropout Jjiki T FilIRE %
Figure 3-10  Predicted Probabilities of the GalSpecNet vs. Predicted Probabilities of the
Model with MC Dropout Method

SHAHEEZ BB AR . BEE TR 3N, X AN a2 1 i
No EAFEEI: BB RSB TNECE F 0 (RS ) , HORH
. SRR AR R, B HERREEN 94.13%, IR E MR 0.0199, H.
80% FIFEAIIAHR E E/INT 0.034, BEBASER AL A s AL TR

S RHBIBURE E R AT, ATDAS R 4518 ARAYAE MC dropout #8011
TS5 RS B S5 R A2, BoR BRI AR g N B J )
e BRI ER R B AR, FRAE AR A AN B P
TP, XUEM TRANE B ARG AT P Ry R EEYE. R H, TR A
AEA TR A B O RBAE — E AR LI R R E R, B
B, T REERGTTE , TR 228 B3 A 4 R RS AN PR A A M
Tho XERBUAH MR At dE— i E T A R KRR E R .

353 HSHMERZIRIE

e GalSpecNet BTN 45 th ity 73 FEE &, A5 41,250 4> SF Al 55,103
A~ AGN ik . O T I IEX S Ry EE e, R 7 2 Al SUBIETT VA

5%, F MPA-THU Al Portsmouth FJ 5 2870 45 R A Rl B 3B 7154 BPT A
A5 IR RIS UE X e R e A 45 R S 7R, 37,940/41,250 4~ SF e fA A1 8,670/10,249
A~ AGN fiifefA 5 BPT #r%s—2. HAHY 44,854 1~ AGN itk sk = BPT 4545,
TEYEAATHAR X 5 BPT A% LAY SS R KW, GalSpecNet FHZUFETIN SF &
RINAETHIF N 99.64% , HI812RHK 91.25%. MifE AGN B RKHH L, AR
Ay FREER N 84.59% , TR H 97.61%. 1% LEHIESS T GalSpecNet FHI7EH

47



ST LA~ 1 B AL A 307 KT

m
—
0.35 >
o
0.30 d
0.25 :';;u
' O
2 o
= 0.20 ol
g0 :
8 L=
c 015 - ‘e
S
0.10 |
|
0.05 |
. . _:'a_ |
0.00 Mean uncertainty = 0.0199 . N |
0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

MC dropout CNN predicted probability

P 3-11  MC Dropout Jj ki F BEBUI FRBA % S5 A Pk
Figure 3-11 Predicted Probability and Uncertainty of the Model with MC Dropout Method

%I SE Fl AGN B & 5 T AT M, T RASS B R SC2# 5807 SF Fll AGN i (4 DA
HL5 SR .

N T HE— B RAE RS R, % E £ SIMBAD $ffi % (Wenger et al.,
2000) 1 NED %{#ji %> (Helou et al., 1991) #4752 L ULHE, &2 2f420 1 fafb. 1E
SIMBAD %i#EZEH, A 119/152 4~ SF kA F1 3,671/3,673 /1~ AGN fesidk ik 5%k
AR —30 A6 NED B¥ e, £ 8/18 > SF i {AF1 353/353 1~ AGN fiik
RS E R — 3

PLAh, R TP P RE , FF SDSS DR16 [ T A & &% 5 SIMBAD
s R AT A2 SUPLEL, PERCEs SR 7 SIMBAD TN K 724 /ME B TP R &
24,524 4~ AGN HE %, GalSpecNet #ALIERHTM T Hd 594 MEEE S E &, H
A FE 127 AN BPT 43 EA9AEASHT 1 A BPT JLE4R— I IR A £ AGN B
RFRMITT, BEOERERT 21,344 4~ AGN B &, H U 5,400 %4 BPT
A FEMIFEAFN 78 A4~ BPT Joikgh A RIMEEA . iX—45R KM T, GalSpecNet 3
BN AL FEELE BPT FRZEIEEA, IBREA AR B FLLR8 . fFMtLLRR
il B Bl D b B R BT 2R T A BPT 2 W B W R g0k t i SE AT AGN fiéiefk, R
HR ARSI )8 M A & LR

*https://simbad.u-strasbg.fr/simbad/

Shttp://med.ipac.caltech.edu/
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3.6 ARENG

ARE LT BROGIE KL, WAEREEREIRERS. AT 5
28 W & B W 2T RN 2R, A5 T H T B R JGHE A 31432511 GalSpecNet
1 restframe GalSpecNet #i2 , = Fh 2 L AILgR 24> 7% LDA FI 515017 SCHFm]
FALFIBEPLARAR,  FIP Fh I T R 28 0 25 1) 1% o FA B F T 5 A S0 45
IR T LR, S5 R R IA S I MBI ALULH X T R B R e b R
AR PERE . SREXIBIBLIEAT TN MV, IR TR AT M. S,
HT GalSpecNet U5 T — 2R B3R, HhaE 41,250 4~ SF A1 55,103 4~
AGN il
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F4E ERNBRINENREGERFHES T

TERFIECE T RAES P, FHERPUE B R BRI LR —, EEEPWE >
R PERERIZ AL RE ST o AT YGRS T B SRS O IA , [RlNHF
HAG BRI C i R AL 0 7 vR 04T U . AL (B 4 T ALAL LB AN [
LR REZR AL, AT e B R G 28 A R

4.1 FHERETERR

JE G IS R AE 22 0 3. 1797 BT A i B FAL 3P B s, AR E AL
2575 AN RAE RUPDGIEFEA . RE X EOGRERHE R A R m I E S &, BB RS
R R 2GS RIS . EWAAEER S M TR M, Hm g s
AP T RE S ER AL WG BT ERCRINT . I, —MRERZR R R CRE R AR 2
FTRFAE S

TEHEFFE SR U AZ O 1 I i B e 45 o o8 FUA {5 B AR 2R i i 2
HAE TR IRIRAY . = 4E B R By B A UM {5 B s AR
FR, DAMET 0 8 s PR AR AL PR » RIS IR A T DA B2
PEAAERE . DM s FRIBOC S S IR AN GRS T o> 26tk e . 7
G GIE AT R, SGIERHIE R S FE AR T IR YeE , Bl BPT i
Wir P s B0 e S SO i BRI A BELAR . EERC NI [O IO, [SII]. [O1].
Ha F1 HP /SPGB0 RBERHIE, H TR AFREMNWER. HTEMRE
a3 FMHAOEEEHE R, ARFEME T3 G225 A S DGR B 3l
B

E 85453 # (Principal Component Analysis, PCA) 22— i GIEEE B
PRIV o VR A0 1 1 e P AR 4 S A ' B A RS B — A IR T
Z3 (6], B MR R 4R R A O e Te e IR e I, ATTAR B T 2B 1)
FEAF R . PCA =AW ARGERHIE ] 5 REOS PR AR I 4E B2, SR m T3l
R, R AT REHLOR B R A G R 5 B i

Fl 4- 1R THBOR R E a1 PCA 8040 g R B 85 B E 4 e, 2448
B 1100 Ao, PREEDGIEE EiA%] 98% PA L. ik, JEZiSfH PCA
MIFELEIEHERFAE P2 BT 1100 54y, BRARIGHEM 2575 4ERY AL 25 ] ik
SE] 1100 4ERYRFEZS ], 33X 28 32 540 AT AR IS R AR G R H 98.05% HIfE 2 .

BT R 2 ) BB RS U o —Fh s IR B 8RB0 ¥, Z vk
AR B 2 2 AL A G AT i 1) e FE R AR 2% 2D RO L. FEARSEgn p, A
22 W) 45 18 3 B AN AR S R M i A K Th R BURAAE , 0 — ZR 9 RRAEHR B4
YEJG, BB RAERE A A T8 2 S e — 2 0y o A IH S84 55 . I, 7
GalSpecNet #5128 1, i AR S U RHIE Bl 5 — B2 B0 % o AR HE3.277
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Figure 4-1 Percentage of Data Information that is Retained when PCA Extracs Different
Numbers of Principal Components

X GalSpecNet B EEH I BT, R)a— D EBURTEUATRF LIRS, RR460%
FEA R 32 AU TIRIURAE , BB A5 37 AMEMRHEDS, KX
SORRIE IS, B REA R A A2 1184 MR HURFAE .

42 EF UMAP By4SERTALLL

UMAP (Uniform Manifold Approximation and Projection; McInnes et al. 2018)
s A TR LR T ALY SRR, BRI RE S TR, K R
SPEMRZE A A, AR B R A AR B S5 R . VA RO UL 8K
BRSPS, Hl XA G RS —MRgER . B
M —FhEETEIBR ¥, Jet g s B h By an S8 &, SRR 4 —
MERGEAE ) (T4 =4E) PRIEIE . EX AT, UMAP s 480 fi 2 18]
(1 B B A AR 2 () T AR RARE [Tt 2% TS 1 e s A % BE RN A AT A
FAXE T HARRELETT IR, UMAP FEOf B B ES F AL T T 2 B 6, el @ %
T e A P R

A /NTT 43 BME I BR ARG TERRIE . BT PCA $RIUN SRS RRIE AL T AR
A BAE SR H EERAAE A N VIR A E AL, 1] 4-287R T UMAP J5ik
X LE R AL e 2 22— 42 [m] f) WAL S5 2R o 18] 4-2af14-2b ) il 2 SRR G i
AEFNELT PCA SEERADCIEAFE R PR AE TSR, X GIERIE RE R I st X
43 Star-Foming f/l Normal 5 £, {H Composite fil AGN & &5E/FE—B, RMEhn
PAX Yo 18] 42072 BT BASE B SRR E R, I T AL R R R 52
BOARRB A X 7 PO AP AIAY EAR , AHIRZEIA BAR R B i R A RCR
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Figure 4-2 Dimensionality Reduction Visualisation of Original Spectral Features, Spectral

Features Extracted by PCA and by Convolution and Pooling Operations
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1 LIS SR I, ITTHSE B FERORHIEARIT Y - o T HER A2
SEERTEASEARIOT R, S0 T LDAL SVM I RF {803,
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PR SR B 6T B RO AR S ok, A R it e =
EMFE T

AT FER N T VAR R AR T 28 R A Rk, Rt R85 1
ZRBCEAR BB . LDA 20 3ede il SVD 1K, AUEATIENIME; SVM
SRS REOE N C = 1. RHFRECH v = Un_features Wiim iz kgL, i
I OVR VR AL IR 2 26 ) 53 FE A SRl o WP 28 HEA T840 s RF 432688 ik B4R
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B TVAREAR, BH 2 ADFEARABEIATI R, AR BCE IR, 7
S —H A 34 2 A W AR AL B Al ) 2 B B0E B S/ MEAS SR, A Gini
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Figure4-3 Classification Results Based on Original Spectral Features, Spectral Features Ex-
tracted by PCA and Spectral Features Extracted by Convolution and Pooling Operations

43R T T =M SR 0 AR ISR 1) ROC 2, 2k
SR LA, e PR R R T AR E S I T 2R N R IR T T
FRAMPBEARR, AN ISR REA R [F] S5 20, PRIHOR 5P 391

54



B 4w BRI A SO IS R

ROC {4k, 454k ROC {4k AUC {HARIAER GBI, AUC fHBR, /2Rammi:
REBRAT . P, RS anih Lo A2 E T RIS EIERHE . PCA $2HURE
TERHIEA CNN $EEUCTERAEAT 2 1 AR 4551 B 4-3a. &l 4-3bAIE 4-3¢4)
Bli2 LDA. SVM FlI RF 732828 MR EE 1 . %5556 ] PAFS 3] DA LS5 8

() WP CTERE LS SRR KRB EM SR B, RN RA
SVM > RF > LDA, #4518 5% 3-315 28I 4582, Myl X s EEmms s
T S AR — B0 W ISR A i e

(2) WA FEPCERHEAEA R R EEN SR B, BTSRRI S B
PR GRS AR Y 20 R A U T IR IR VGG 4R AE T PCA HRER GRS AL
24 AUC = 1 i}, BRI Re IR AR, 5 TS AR AL SR PR B
PIYCIERAIESS 5 =R F LIS 21 1 AUC fHERTE 0.97 DAL

(3) H# LDA Fl SVM 43258s, T EARFREAS 2 1) 73 2485 58 AUC fHAH2E
250.04, FT PCA $RHUWFFIER AUC {HAHZEZY 0.06, H T H AL 5L EUY
FRIER AUC {HAHZE2Y 0.01, AH[E M RRELEAR R 1 4 2 A5 21 AUC (HZE(H
FN, LIRS G RHE SR U — 3R, REFHESR RO R R . R, B
T B UAL S BB BUY YR BB 7o Rk IRt (5 B, I Bxt 4
FEEFGRE TIEREM , MET PCA Jy iR UG iR e e AP IR 2tk
WEZMEE, A& AT ZERIEGED TS .
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MEFHE P AE TR 7 AT A 23 S BE . XTI EIEHFIE . BT PCA HYRFAE
S BOTEANEE T B AL S5 R A S B BRI HEAT 1 HE A 3K BERY
SKACRERY, BTG BIAMAL S EAR AL SR BOUT IR A L RERS 7875 2k R
IEIHEAFIE AL S AR 2R M5 B, I HEEERT R JAE 55 7 AR IR VR, 45
I A A B IR ALY 7 4R
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F5E HRUTBEMHR

5.1 TR HTHEARER

A FERENE AT L B I TR S 2 ST A B G ) — N2 T . R CNN 7R
RZ o FATSS Th R PR PERE, [Hi T CNN M1 24 F R 2 7 )1 25
P AW ESE, XEBBEFEIA N B . X—RrEEwE
PRAE CNN 1 P B AN AR B2 — T B B Bk P A 45 . % CNIN B2 | ]
PERFSEA B T BB R . I b B e P, R AR B T B A A
MR T B

ARG ETHER 2515 B (Grad-CAM, Selvaraju et al. 2017) J5ETT
AL A AT AR IF ST . Grad-CAM Jy & —Fhidh T 2T CNN 22 My g iizdr)
FRRERYL, BRI AT Y 7 2R s A A A AR 23 SR PSRN SEVE I i A
DA, XA A B A b s — A RRZ I 32 SR A o WS 2 A 2 iy ) A m ik
) A RRAIE DR o A 5 KA 2R 370 T 174 A 85 43 A 2 2 A L A0 A 2 A 2 W0 43+ A PR
A ZTH T .

5.2 GalSpecNet ¥R B AT R IR T 5
521 BHKE

GalSpecNet FARUAEXT A MEA AT IR, HE A ERES ) B BT A fe e —
MGRUZR A 32 ML N RIS 6, B RFAEIE 37 Lk
WX IRAL I R BRFTTA LTI INpA 45 A DRIy G TERE S, AT Grad-CAM Jy
TR E R DO A . BRI, 2@ — D IIZRREAS, BEUA R
M5, TR SO SR 37 A, TR B AT TR R 2 AT
IR T IR AL (R A B SR o TS SR 1 AR A L Y i b, 251X
SRAF AL R L S o SRR RS DRI BEE (A 32 MR T _E S B4 R 1 3k
e, 1580 37 AP A, SRR DRI U A R R S A . AR
BEAS DI SCTERCE, DAL AR Y, a2 (0 BRAR AR R i DX I
AR R B, BRI DX A2 T ) i kB

AN DA H A 520, M T GalSpecNet FALAEXS A [A] 50 B &
REAR AT F00I P iy B A S O X e B S-145 M 7 B AL R Y — 2R R
B, HA LAl A S, ARk Bk, BRI 4 AE [O
IT] A3727. [Ne III] 13869, Hp 44861, [O III] 144959,5007. [N II] 116548, 6584 .
Ha 16563 Fil [SI1] A46716,6731 45 &5tk (P Kammiry) Bz,

A, S SF. Composite F1 AGN EARR, [NI] M Ha %
UPER B QR X B A AL T A R [R] — X, UOR [S T At ek.
S-laffizr, BEBUFESTN SF B ARRIUHANE, JLP58 R ET XL,
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BPT label: Normal, Prediction: Normal, SNR: 44,1556, z: 0.0437
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Figure 5-1 Heatmap Examples of the GalSpecNet for Interpretability Analysis
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& [OI] AHt4k. Kl 5-1cER T AGN 2 & 1¥7Rfll, 5 SF Fl Composite 2 5
FHEL, BEBETIIN AGN B 7R 5 A2 2% i) e s, BEBORASETE: INIT], H
a. HpFI[O ] &4k, i FEX) [O 1) A1 [Ne I ATy it. Feale, 7&
X} AGN B RZ 7250}, Mg WU Iz 2] 7 3T ARAY 563 D3 i A X
ANFRI, ST HOGRERRE I 2 e SO B A B AR

T # 5-1dffr7n iy Normal B &, [k Mg WA, BB SR S 2R A X T 73
B, AR R E B ST R AR AT o AR R ) TR RS E AN KT L
Il 21 o i DI B AR R AR . 3X 5 Normal B Z AR AN 1E B I B s AR
DL BRI AH AT o

TEE 1-107R /) BPT W R BT R R A i, 2 [O 1] G4k a2 5B
B X3t 75 BPT iIZWi B, 1% A B4R 2 M T IX 4 Seyfert Al LINER £ 5%, iX
NETASC R H AR f#fEBaldwin et al. (1981), [O 1] 43727 F B T IX 4
AN AALE], [Ne IIT] 13869 J&— %W A B T KM%k, HBT5H
oA e BRSO RIR &, 3052 RS 0 r i 2 i S 0 i P RS TR M, PR L AE A
TS W E I R« 25 B, GalSpecNet BEZLYE XS B 2R Gk b A7 70 2 i i ¢
RS 5L G W E 5 B KPR P B R BARSS T —3, IESE THT CNN ¥
5 FRICHE i AR S AR S B RO 4 NS RO B ARG SR A VI A

522 EWM4S

AN B R W AT BL, X GalSpecNet FEAUTE B 2 )1 0 R AT 55
TN S5 R BRI AR Rl T A RREATE R — XIS EA AN
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F5-1 BRI A5 O B ZR ] ST 1% Ze K AH R fr AL
Table 5-1 The Spectral Lines and Their Corresponding Weights that the Model Focuses on
when Predicting Various Types of Galaxies

SF Composite AGN Normal
line weight line weight line weight line weight
[N II] 46548 0.72 [N II] 216584 0.65 [SII] 46716 0.52 Mg 0.35
Ha 0.70 He 0.65 [N II] 16584 0.52 Hp 0.22
[N II] 46584 0.66 [N II] 46548 0.64  [S1I] 46731 0.51 [O 1] 45007  0.21
[S II] 46716 0.47 [STI] A6716 0.52 Ha 0.48 [OII] 24959 0.21
[S II] 46731 0.45 [S1I] 246731 0.50 [N II] 16548 044 [O11] 0.16
[Ne II1] 0.12 Hp 0.23 [OII] 24959 042 [Nelll] 0.15
[0 11] 0.10 [O1I] 0.21 Hp 0.41 [ST1I] A6716 0.13
Hp 0.05 [O1I] 45007 0.20 [OII] 45007  0.39  [SII] 46731 0.13
[O1II] 44959 0.05 [OII] 44959 020 Mg 027 [O1] 0.09
Mg 0.04 Mg 0.08  [Ne III] 0.25 [N II] 16584 0.08
[OIII] 45007 0.04 [O]] 0.06 [O1I] 023 He 0.07
[O1] 0.02  [NeIII] 0.03 [O1] 0.12 [N II] 46548 0.06

BUBARAE R EZEME . 8T, T ROOGIRE i i B  SC, T AYEA R IYEL
P b LA A R L) DX, A TS B R R AR A SRR AIE A 4T

TS BTN FEA 2 B R AR B R AR S RS BRI, i Grad-
CAM J5¥A7E GalSpecNet S I ZR4E I HAL T B IERR T RO FHEAS . SRS,
5.2 195t K RS i AR 3 BT T MBI T IREE IR AT DA S A A
TET SRR AR, AL AE BN NGRAE PR W EZARE . FF Grad-CAM
TG BRI B RREAR YRS, B B —Fh Bt B H o

TRk B HOO Y AR SRR3R S5-1v, BUEEEBRy , R AL A RHZ 2
M SZ R 78 . FHIZR AT DARAL, 25t 5 B R A 4 R e e 2 — 3k
1t GalSpecNet #5525 %} SF, Composite fil AGN 2 212 fe s, NI, Ha Fl
[S IM] A4k s = St A I 2 . HAE L BUE W, FETX =R E &R
I, ARLAYER B . EATEER R, HATEXS AGN Fl Normal £ £
i b, Mg W 2 AR 0.2 TXFT Normal B &R, AN EEH S
PIEL, X R IIZEIADN TR A B R B R K i L
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PCA R B AL . BT GRS B B R i R R O 145 Rt
TWRFIEREAT T HAR, SRR BT BRSSO e R BB 8 5T 70 SR BUR
e R AR, AR TR R AR . TR R . AH AL
A ML 53 B P 7 A A 2R 0 45 288 531 B 2R I 3 ) DSt EA 7 1 A R
B, UEH] 7R ONN B R B A0 H 3l KTk S e G B iy — .
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ST — N 10 A AR 45 2 BB TR 2 M 458180 GalSpecNet, 1%
B F) B AR AL SEERAERT AR PR G A TRE R B, I RF R B Rk S
AW Rz, SSIE RGN B3, BERIGIER - A, R E
HEEMER. RAEER. WHERBAIERER. RET/ELLWT:

1. B &% A 305> F588L GalSpecNet Il 25 535 iE. 3T SDSS DR16 F
LAMOST DRS8 2z X B &, ¥ MPA-JHU H1 Portsmouth 5 H 1) B & BPT 432K
GERANE N BARARES , H A5 T GalSpecNet 432645184 . 7 SDSS SGIEHEA FHY
MR ZE SRR, AR o> FUER R B 94% DAL, HorxkiE B i 8 R A 3)
H Z I FRE R A8 99.64% F1 84.59% , 1 [0 3R 43 31K 91.25% F1 97.61%.
SRR T A SEAN B A LR, AR R ARG R AT A I 1 7 2 M fg
T RN . I H, EEAEIELLRS (2 < 0.25) FEIE LG (5 < S/N < 30)
AR, BERENY T Z B R

TEAGIMIEANEIME SR HEAT N TEHMEFRER RO T, K GalSpecNet 3
A1 5 HF Fisher ZMERIBIHT . SCRF AL BEHLARAR A 2 AL 3825 3] 40 25 8%
BEFTXT LY, SRR S5 AR IR LL 7 RER T DA 4y A TR B R FIIEF B R, (HEMEX
SRR B RITIEA, T HEXE AR RN AFEINE 2, GalSpecNet FA X}
BB R SR IER AT -

2. st Bk . BT GalSpecNet £AU45 1 T SDSS DR16 £1 LAMOST DR8
TXERWEESR, Hia$E 41,699 A~H BT W R R IAF 55,103 A& D)
H R BRPFERE B T REUEREAR TN N & 20 M . PRl A
BUAERBER S B AR, PP R ARt se &, a5 SIMBAD HI
NED %4 i3 LVCHEE, #F—P Wk T8 B Rm Tt IF H, BRI
WIHE 22 DRl 2 i DS R I S T 7E 2 48 BPT 12 W7 18 vh kB4 251 SF 1 AGN {3k
(NS

3. BERURHE Y H SR O EF5E . 92 T GalSpecNet #5528 5 BRI AL 55
TSRS USR5 R ERSRHE AL T PCA BRFIEFE I EAH L
B, WEH T E TSR S BRI R R O A B ARG 2 P R

4. BIRUATFRREME AT . (i H Grad-CAM J73k S EI T AL e AR, %) GalSpec-
Net #I8UTE B F OG5 KBV ER ) A kAT T & /i PAFIARE AT . 45 A 7
7 AT A R AT TR 2 S B B RRAE , SEBL T X RET A 2R AT AR AT
ZE R R S e ISR 035 [O TT] 43727, [Ne I11] 43869, Hp 44861, [O
111] A44959,5007. [N I1I] AA6548, 6584, Ha 46563 Fl [SII] 116716, 6731 2 % B2k
DR 5L AR B RGeS S R S W) A, B IE TR
BRI 3 S5 R ) AT iR
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AR SO T2 EETTHR B LA 5 T -
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L&, o RRRE R, JUHGE I TSGR B (R, AR T Ak
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b JEE Y S T TR R B R AR 0T 4 Ry E A, AR B AR R
P MR T T AR o X —FRREIE 0 AT i TR R I R, Rk 1 A2 AE O
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