AISHIOI

202241 XKL CIOIE| &8 L QISXIs HEICHE 2S HSHM

R-DoGAN: GAN 7|4t 1% =239}
DoG HE2A7Y s 83l A 1=

f
T
k0

AAQY, AEF, FAE

.29 72 a7

1 dga 24k A5sE A JAsE N vy A
AurAel gud Aeld 2AE 2L A3 FEOE FAAW, odF WWe od A w4
of kaEv 2AEY X% 7] Fol uhet £B AA} ARHE B9 @k webd, AeA 24
AEEE g guk onAZ Gl ol Ao et Aede BHES FR)FHE AAGE 2

2. 718 7IAISkE 7Rk ded 28 1Y

g A 2AF A5 3E $18] CNN(convolutional neural network) 7]18Fe] gl d R3t 2 So] A et
H ®vF QA (Chen et al, 2021; Byun et al, 2021; Lee et al, 2022). 3%
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£317] Boies, dEd B AAe 548 18 A 53 (task-specific) CNN 28 & Ak 2 7k
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(29 3] deld AF Ao digh b7 3 B3 RAf vAE it £ AA S FAE vl
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[29 5] R-DoGANS TA3te= £5
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7 2o e AFES AEstd ¥ 13 2 Baseline 8o 83 R-GAN2| dg]d B3 Ax}o
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% 54% 2y &Y

Aoz B DoG d#e] glrets shgshs AlA DoGell si3st= v A
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[3 1] R-DoGAN, R-GAN % baseline®] B Hg Fuk oju| x| o] dg]d #3t Az

IoU Precision Recall Mean IoU
(1) Baseline 0.332 0.359 0.815 0.651
(2) R-GAN 0.345 0.391 0.743 0.660
(3) R-DoGAN 0.326 0.361 0.766 0.649
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2. 71 ng3le] AlS uln

NeEl R-DoGANS] A5<S Lee et al. (2022)¢ Byun et al. (2021)9] =& vy et 19 8
I 7o), R-DoGANY #& A7} Lee et al. (2022)] ®Hl&] A& X FA7F efa, FLo] How njA
Aol gk A Eo] Ut s ARE =FSte] 7 B Axet vug A3H(E 29 £ 3 F
%), R-DoGAN % R-GAN®| IoU7} 71&9 B E] Hl& :%om, Byun et al. (202Dl wsiA =
recalle] AH o ® =9om Lee et al. (2022)°] H]8jA = precisiono] A& o g =9to)

R-DoGAN % R-GAN9| u&}u]E 7§57} Byun et al. (2021)3} Lee et al. (2022)°l ®]8] <k 24]
ZElan oF 10M) o] AvheE e nd IS W, FF B EolA AkbEd GAN 7IRE 1] EA gt

DoG ¥d8< ¥ 2 Rgol A&sto] uAe deid £ ZdS Med ¢ S Aoz g4

Lee et al. (2022) R-DoGAN Lee et al. (2022) R-DoGAN
q,'{ . F -] 7 4 Fd

[3 2] Byun et al. (2021)3 R-DoGAN % R-GAN<9| Hek ojn|x] dg]A &3 Al dvn

TIoU Precision Recall Number of parameters
(1) Byun et al. 0.380 0.510 0.643 4.88%x10°
(2) R-GAN 0.453 0.532 0.754 2.02x10°
(3) R-DoGAN 0.444 0.502 0.794 2.02x10°




[3£ 3] Lee et al. (2022)7 R-DoGAN % R-GAN¢| A £ A5 vl

TIoU Precision Recall Number of parameters
(1) Lee et al. 0.321 0.325 0.961 more than 2.28 X107
(2) R-GAN 0.345 0.391 0.743 2.02 % 10°
(3) R-DoGAN 0.326 0.361 0.766 2.02x10°
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