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K1 REFEDNTA—ZRE
Optimizer AdamW
(81 = 0.9, B2 = 0.999)
LAB, Linear 1.0x 1073

Learning rate

LFE, LPB 1.0x10™
Weight decay 0.09
mask ratio 0.8
Oa 0.50
loss weight 0.50
Mguided 1
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A B D 7 — X+ v b2 1% DeFN magnetograms
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DeFN magnetograms dataset (% 2010 4 6 A 2> & 2017 4F 12
AEToEF 613159 ILiEDL

DeFN magnetograms dataset 1, Sx KDOKEG 7L 727 F
ADIRILE LT, 0, C, M, XD4EKEDOKG LY 7
S2AEEL. FIT, 0CD 56078 %> L% “< M”,
M-X®D5237H YT % “> M &3 52 BFEICAEIR LA
RAZTH/S I~y L, Biffxld512x51212 V34
X UL BT o 72, X 51T, N4 7 RAE{GE “<M” 7
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A7 AWRT< AT LHGRE DR ZITS 729, o
F— ZERIFIT o TR\, F72, 2010-2015 FD 45530
B2 IV EIIRE ST, 2016 D 7795 ¥ ¥ T E MGE
BEIT, 2017 D 7990 B2 T T A FVEAICE D Y
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LS, MALEE, TAVESREFRETAART X —
RDEEE, NANR=F X —RDOWFE, MEEDF I H
U7z, BEFEESICB 2 A OMED 5 [BhEfE T
3E L&D o 735812 Early Stopping 21T7-o72. ZD & X,
MEFESICB I 2 BREMOEIRDBBEVE ZDTF 2 b
EBICBY2RBELREINEEL L.

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



x2 BFEICEIZEENER

PID
Method TSS m=1 m=16 m =32 m =64 m =128
RISE [16] 0.670 £0.044 | 0.319+0.015 0.179 £ 0.080 0.130 = 0.045 0.136 = 0.050 0.101 £ 0.033
Lambda attention | 0.670 + 0.044 | —0.101 £ 0.074 -0.105+0.073 -0.116+0.081 -0.123+0.078 -0.093 +0.054
LABN 0.653 +£0.118 | 0.111 £0.273 0.084 +£0.111 0.150 +£ 0.183 0.183 £ 0.253 0.230 + 0.329
Ours (LABN-S) 0.795 + 0.08 0.560 + 0.160 0.748 +0.102 0.755 + 0.100 0.757 + 0.094 0.756 + 0.096
23 Ablation Studies D EEMHEER
Condition PID
m=1 m=16 m=32 m =64 m =128
() wlo Lx1, 0.124+0.205 0.446+0.175 0.405+0.224 0.388+0.236 0.382 % 0.248

(ii) w/ LABN scheduler | 0.305 + 0.311
(i) wlo /N4 7 A | 0.460 £ 0.271
(iv) Ours (LABN-S) 0.560 + 0.160

0.559 £ 0.368 0.792+0.086 0.547+0.394 0.538 £+ 0.096
0.774 £ 0.117
0.748 £0.102 0.755+0.100 0.757+0.094 0.756 + 0.096

0.792 + 0.086 0.808 + 0.060 0.807 + 0.069

BEBRERDAy D a—) 7 kiTo7z. ¥BUHAD 5 =
Ry 7 CHEPEELEHICHEMEE 5. warmup & THROD
EEREES LT, 20K 10 TRy 7 THEERERD
X, AERERICELARICEIZIES 2 2EDR
L7z, 2EEIC1E X €Y 16GB #5# D GeForce RTX 3080 3
& OF Intel Core i9-11980HK % L7=. €71 DI
MBIU1 Y IAH-) OHFRICE LR Zhz
n, WITREBXOW 1 BTH - 7.
52 TERER

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

T2 W ERBRNERZRT. HEFHECBVWTE, £
Bk 4 0TV, ZOVFE FESEREZ R L. £,
NR=RF74 VFHEORERIZLABN[8] K h5IHLZ Z
ZC, PIDscore DFIEIZIE, “>M” DT —XDAEEH
L7z, Zhid, <M’ D7 =%, @ty L TETIZK
B L7ICHET2HEBEE TRV THS.

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

Ablation Studies ¥ LT, LT D 3&HEE2ED.

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

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

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

%3 12 Ablation Studies D EEMFERZRT. (1) & D,
BEREED S Lk, DHEHEHIFRT 22, Gv) 2 HEBELT
PID score 23 EARINIZHY 0.3 KA >~ MBA L=, F72, (i)
& D scheduler 2ZH 3T % ¥, (iv) &L T2TOD PID
score 39 0.2 KA > M L7z, £z, m=128 B[R %,
FEEEZEZN 0.2 KA ¥ 25 0.3 KA Y MEIML TW
5. —HT (i), (v) I, KEREWZRDPoT. ZhdD
FRDP S, N4 T7RAEBREFHRES MR 22K 2
PID score NDFENIIZ L A RV, T2, Lk, BEMNT
520 &oT, BEREEHEZELLFREST 2 Z2HT
ETWBeEZILNS.
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M3 ICEENREREZRT. %171, L5 5 RISE,
Lambda attention, ABN, LABN B X SRR FEOMHEN
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L&A BI 29> FL%RT. RISEWZKE 7 L
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7z, Lambda attention &1 R (R 72 i w5 iEH
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7z. —7%, LABN L EREFEIZESAZM» <FHHAL TV
72 5T, RETIEIZLABN kL L TERELIOR
WU REROFHERZ T2 2B TER. 2050
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FE DR W OB R BIH L, D &S WREREE
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