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Table 1. 256 size input result
Learning Weight Avg Time
A
count eeuracy F=Score (second)
1 0.67 0.63 186
2 0.71 0.71 237
Table 2. 512 size input result
Learning Weight Avg Time
A
count eeuracy F=Score (second)
1 0.75 0.77 486
2 0.78 0.8 894
Table 3. 1024 size input result
Learning Weight Avg Time
A
count eeuracy F=Score (second)
1 0.78 0.79 676
2 0.77 0.79 676

Uhe 3 12256 =7]o) gk Aas vehd Zlolrt 2] Sk
Rt Accuracy= 67%, 71%7} =2+, F-Score= 0.63, 0.71
o] =EHSIE 3 2= 51227]0]] thgh 23S vERd Zlofck: 21e]
552t Accuracys= 75%, 80%, F-Score=0.77, 0.797} 23]
o} 3232 1024=7)e] theh e vERH Zlolck 21He] S5 3
Accuracy 78%, 77%, F-Score= 0.797} =&=3ich

IV. Conclusions
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