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Classification of Rock Thin Section Images
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Abstract: We proposed a new classification of rock thin section images based on mixture of expert
model by using five common rock thin sections as the research object to construct a dataset. The
model learned the characteristics of each rock image from the thin section images and classified them.
Firstly, multiple image classification models based on convolutional neural network (CNN) and
Transformer (such as ResNet50, MobileNetV3, InceptionV3, DeiT, etc.) were used to train the
data. Secondly, models with better performance were selected, a mixture of experts model was built
to obtain the final prediction result. The ACC and AUC of lithology recognition reached 85. 33% and
96.69% on the validation set and 87. 16% and 96. 75% on the test set. Finally, by combining a
mixture of experts model with multiple models, combining advantage of each model, balancing their
contributions between each model, we improved the accuracy and robustness of classification results,
making the obtained classification results more reliable and stable.
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Fr AR LT 0 B A LS A, R R R AR B A B T E MR AR e R S k. BT,
HARF R 3 000 Fia A, WA, IKAE . Boa . ABRESE. A VTR 2 b 5 7 F0 5 I 4R T
RAES I — ISRl 0 TAE, B RO S A IR A . S5 A R R R IR S AT S DR R g 2.
A RO S R e A v ) SRR R . A% B M TR S RO N UL B A A 1 2K ) A
TR A B R AR ) AR T SRR, 2 N R R, R R R AR, Bl TR
BHAFOR AR WR . A0 i 1 ERAR U b 51T TR BE 2 2] 1 7 12

AT, XA AHR RN RC A2 BUR. a5 1 £ 805 708 (PCAD J7 I B2 O 48 45 1
F AL, IFaE i A Bk AL L RF AL (SVMD . XA AT T 28014k S CEH R T
GBDT (gradient boosting decision tree) 53 B 1 A BB U 2 Fpile A Fb 5, R FG8 9220 W4
GRS A TERFIE RN 4 FPALAR 2 20 or SR AL UEA T3 5L R AT 7548 M4 X 1) 48 U A REAR HEAT S
2, MERARIL 99,17 % 5 Marmo S5l i P 14 Ak BEE AR FIN TR 22 0 46 CANIND X sk 2 5 8 2E 470
s U HER N 93. 5% 5 Singh SF5 SR FH 5 SCHk 4 JAH )0 i, BRER 27 2 B AR S B 4R 45 1Y B
A REZE R R B 3 2K B K 92, 22% 5 Chatterjee™ 2 T — M3 T SVM 8 %, NIF AR
189 MNHEAE Hh BE £ 40 M RFAEAE WAL A S A, XF 6 A BCE SR IEAT U, TR0 HE R Gk 96, 290
Khorram #5787 — A7 KA 20 26800, %5 SVM Ml Bayes 5 AR T8 28, SE80 T 76 A R R B B BL
XA PEHEFT 43285 Mlynarczuk %5 R i Bk SBBE AR I T 9 A A REAS IO W BUF R (R 4 R
A7 A SR AR

RIS 2 T Ok AR A A R R 2R, WoR @ AL (H X B 7 i HAR T
WFFEN G AR U B FRAE BT R . e TR B iR PR RE. ARk, BEE IR = I Bk kR, iF
Z 5% N GORE HLR A A R R O U T B RS, IR N 0 T Inception V3 M 45 Hh 4 AR
B, SIAGR 22 EH RGER ) M EAR L X 10 88 A REARHEAT 43 28, MERR A 86005 VR IR 5 45
WG HARAS I I 2% LK ResNet-101 46 x5 41 EMR AT IE R 2% > MERfR L 90. 2100 RefE dragt
i BB M 4 SqueezeNet Y 255 A1 7 BHR 4328, TESUEEE by HEHH %35 90. 88065 3K
S5 Inception V3 BERLHEATIE B 2F >, FE2A A A A 2R U0 e 5 90205 Li S04l g ik
(% TradaBoost 7k XF AN ] DX 48R 4R (9 O 25 UG AT IR 3 5 Polat 58-S R TP ANl 2 9 26 X 6 Fh 2k
R JOLA 64T H 8har 28, 0 4 FOR R E AR 28 10 73 8GR 54T T 1F4 ;s Dos Anjos 2877 21 T 4 Fif
BRI M2 (CNNORLAL, R PO Thin 057 80 EAR RS T 3 B T 78 E8 R WA e e 46 7

HEj, XTAAHERFIRNFREBE TREZ R, 1BE %L EK (mixture of experts, MoE) i i
AL FEIH G I — BB, DU A ZR B R e 3. AL BRI AT LU 10 T il Do e
SE [ 1A) 8, 17 R A RS T ) 8 7E B 2R AT 55 P RS A i MR, A SGE S # Z A AT CNN R
Transformer B0 2588, U0 ResNet50, MobileNetV3, InceptionV3, Dei T, fii J i £ 5 AU 7 %5 K 50 g
R LB ZE, BXEA A A MR BT RE = 2], IR T 2841 55, T Bi A o0 5 i 5Ll |
1A MoE (75 44 & BB N AN R % 5K, Bl 28 P i MR A~ & 500 Y 10 2 4 TG DA 2B e A i i —
B A R AR o AR ) PEE.

1 REFEIFE
1.1 ResNet-50

ResNet-50 J&—Fi I B 5% 22 W 20 I 46 45 40, A8 BB AT 55 vh 6 T ARAIE SR I, B 7E D% 52
ol 25 190 2 v i I 265 SR R N, TR TR O BB R AR T BRI 45 M RE AR R BOR AR R Ll 5] AR
ZR BN, AT RO BRI TEAR b, BN ACH S RS . AR MR 22 R AR
F R AR I Ak T A FRZ A ST R AR, T Ak 2 I AR U O S BRSO AR . o8 BB BR % L B
By EARESINE] AR R b, EE R T B B R E SR S A 1) ORI ) AR AL R
1A i —A sk i, Hd FRAH WA ER)ZH G K 1(B) A Resnet-50 B M8 451, Hof
50 MEME.
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stage | output ResNet-50
convl | 112x112 7x7, 64, stride 2
3x34 KAk, stride 2
2| 56%56 Ix1, 64
conv ) 33, 64 | 3
1<1, 256
1x1, 128
conv3| 28x28 3x3, 128 | x4
11, 512
1x1, 256
conv4 | 14x14 3x3,256 | %6
1x1, 1024
1<1, 512
convs 7x7 3x3, 512 |x3
1x1,2 048
. . LR
A) ResNets 2 HiHez il 1 000-d fc, Softmax
Bop e TN ]
(A) ResNetixz= B2 S0/ 17 #params. 25.5%x106
FLOPs 4.1x10°

(B) ResNet-50 /) 245 #4y
1 ResNet 7% Z PRI (A) K ResNet-50 [ 45 4544 (B)
Fig. 1 Example of ResNet residual module (A) and ResNet-50 network structure (B)
1.2 MobileNetV3
MobileNet""™ & —fh & Jy £ gl 5 & Fliie A B A BT 19 52 i P06 PP 48 ) 48 B 7Y, JHC H R J2 7 I

FRIE i MR R 0 [ B, f 25 0 /D ) 4% 2 40
i, MobileNet FEBIHH & Y T — Fl I B2 7] 43 85 & H—1E
BURE LGB B 7 L1, A 2 fios.
VR 45 BRI B A 4 B AT T 4 T — A ——
NSRRI, AR I TR . B B R B
I 11 25 BB R DR I 5 U 5 47 b 1 .
B+ DT 52 B3 10 61 £ 5 L FVA F 4. 3 R
T B B AR 1 MobileNet 7238 /0 2 80 & 11 [F] (B)
B A7) R AR 8 5 1 R I 2k RE A B2 MobileNet &% B8 (A FIRETHHERB)
MobileNetV3 &%} MobileNet 12k i A<, ™ Fig.2 Traditional convolution (A) and depth-separable
W TR, SHENS. 4 M, HF 5 AT IL convolution (B) in MobileNet

A OCBE Y RCHE : h-swish ST BREL . SE 38 38 v 2 7 AL TR 2% 2 1 R
% 1 MobileNetV3 W& 443
Table 1 Network structure of MobileNetV3

A £ 2 ik & 5L # out SE NL s
224* X3 conv2d — 16 — HS 2
1122 X 16 bneck, 33 16 16 — RE 1
1122 X 16 bneck, 3X3 64 24 — RE 2
56% X 24 bneck, 3X3 72 24 — RE 1
562 X 24 bneck, 5X5 72 40 N RE 2
287 X 40 bneck, 5X5 120 40 NG RE 1
282X 40 bneck, 5X5 120 40 N/ RE 1
28% X 40 bneck, 3X3 240 80 — HS 2
147X 80 bneck, 3X3 200 80 — HS 1
147X 80 bneck, 3X3 184 80 — HS 1
142 X 80 bneck, 3X3 184 80 — HS 1
147X 80 bneck, 33 480 112 N HS 1
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gx1
Continued to table 1

LN (8 gz Bk 72 % £ out SE NL s
147 X112 bneck, 3X3 672 112 NG HS 1
14° X112 bneck, 5X5 672 160 J HS 2
72 X160 bneck, 5X5 960 160 NG HS 1
72 X160 bneck, 5X5 960 160 N HS 1
7% X160 conv2d, 1X1 — 960 — HS 1
7% X 960 pool, 7X7 — — — — 1
12 X960 conv2d 1X1, NBN — 1280 — HS 1
17 X1 280 conv2d 1X1, NBN — k — — 1

h-swish J&—F g X MobileNetV3 £ B i+ mBOG R, B 456 T A MEMAEZL ., BA &1t
BRCR AR T YN R, h-swish W51 A BT YA ReLU pREL, $EAL T R A7 19 3F 2 1 AR 6 R b6 3 A% 45
HEoR T M 28 I FRIKBE S AN ZRACR . SE Jl 38 T 2 ML S i i 42 JR - 2 v Ak = A5 31— A4l i 2R/
AR RFAIE o) i PP 4 2 2 RN oK TS B — ST ) R R K TR T ) 1) R AR R R TR A Ofe
B A2 TR R A RRAE IR 00 2% 2R R 48 2R R TSR AL o )RR AL R S HOR 18 R BT T LAAE
HREMTTRART . B REMLH M SRR S8 HAR M T —Fhs &8ory 7 205t 5E B 41 /Y
FORL,
1.3 InceptionV3

Inception" " J& —Ff I BE £ AP 22 W 2% . U FR GoogLeNet, L EZHFRJEGI AT Inception FH.
Inception BEHRALE T 1X1,3X3 Ml 5X5 BERUZR LA K 3 X3 e Rt L)z, X Se# Ak If 47 kAT, JFAE
el AT A, WK 3 PR, SR TSR L, Inception #E 3 X3 Al 5 X5 14 45 B AR R ff
LX T BUE RS2 AT R4, AR08 T W41 S 80808 fit 5 2 . Inception FBEH 1Y X ik
(i 9 25 78 B )2 G AR fiE B 302 X 3@ DA R ST B ERAE. Inception V3P %t T Inception #ik %3t
HAZ A, I AT EZRERANACERAE, RN & PRSI T AL RO . DASE A B /Y 3 15
Ae S5 IR KRB /NERE, WK 5X5 BB BUEIR AL 3 X3 M5B, 76 PR F5 4 R) 8%
2 B R) B 4 SR N 3(B) TR, [EY, InceptionV3 #1711 bR 28 H AR

!

| | |
[ 3apl | [ ssep | [ pakst |

<1

[(ass ] [ vassl | [ 33kR |
f f f

\
A

++++++ R Y

B @ FHfl; e Gkibil; e E85; 4
@ Dropout)z; e 4447 ; @ Softmax.

®) bbbl

B 3 GoogLeNet #1 5] N\ % /2 &Y Inception 3R (A) # InceptionV3 M 4 &549 (B)
Fig.3 Inception block that introduces bottleneck layer in Googl.eNet (A) and InceptionV3 network structure (B)
1.4 DeiT
DeiT (data-efficient image transformer)t?7 & —Fh £ T Transformer F 805 B2 /0 5B 8, DeiT
BT AR N R0 2 B AR ZE 8 (knowledge distillation) , A5 A 75 £ 42 /0 ) 18 0 A5 1R
LR PERE. R e — BRI ZRBOR . 5 T i 2 38— A R O A 2R ) SR PR Ik — > /N B 2 A
B, %07V B AR S22 A B RE S A 5 2R IR AR 0L g P RE L [] I D 2 o A A 4 52 e P R 5
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A S5 33 TS 80 AL T LD/ T 470 . -
152 SR T A M F RO Dei T AR A ! I
2 e B AE 43 2 AT 25 9 B #2300 R0 1 (0000000000}
o T ELR 22 e BERUAE Y T 40 | B I S | |
FOE SR A0 TS 80 1 T 5 ) A 2 e AR ‘ ]
2% ) S 40 {] 5 A PR o 0 T 4. DeiT A | |
58 A R 4 T 7 }Fggﬁﬁ }
DeiT K3 A T — R 57 1 i1 8 40 5 07 2 Bk NS I
2D IR0 A . SR T 7 2% 8 T 4 b T EELLEETY
patch 5 H AW T A patches £ 2D 55 8] H (1 4 X 37 4 Deil REE 24y

(AR R T A b A KR 0 A T S . Ak Fig. 4 DeiT model structure

Sy — R E R PERE . DeiT 25| AT token mixing W&, FE Y25 Fe b, DeiT 23 HL %k £ — sk
PR DI, JF X B ATTHEAT JR 3 A8 DT (o A5 760 B 4t Ao 3 A b 1) Jmy 3 A8 Ak 33 i Bt AL 1 51 AT
S8 AT £ B RN AL e

2 EAHERBEGSERE

AR BRI R B AE AR Z [ 0 MR R b 2 o] B B A 40 PR B R AE . O X HEREAT 7326,
ACHI AR A L FBARA B, |2 AT CNN M Transformer (1 1815 53 JE 81D X K8 £ 17
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PRI P A5 R . IR LS ANIET 5 FTR.
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Fig.5 Structure of rock thin section image classification model
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2.1 ERERBEGRKESLE
AR SO A B ok B Sy o ORI B I 4 S5 0 3t o SR LR KR IR Chietps s // www,
cgsi. en/). R E AR BRI T o 2R MG, B R s B 3 BRI A R BB e, 3t
43 1 539 AA A MR BURAEAS, Hoh & 11 370 sk2A A MR BRUR. Wik S G e A1 1 2 FRFEAT 43
2%, AR R R R, IR BCR AT R . ARSI TR 2. A A R 6 k.
x2 EOHEREREINEHE
Table 2 Corresponding number of rock thin section image categories
5 b ) & ¥ Ak
B 4737 3913 1306 1001 773

(A) Wb

D) 1ﬂT:‘ (E) fERi#
e HRHEREGTH
Fig. 6 Examples of rock thin section images

P2 B BUR X B RBEAT RO I B, /N — 2, IR BEAT B bn AL B A, T BR o T AN R 18T Bk
LA IR M R A E R N R S B B 22, DR e A R PRLR R A B9 U BE . o PR AG
PRI PERE . KRR AR HR 14 = 3+ 3 B L BRI » W U ZR AR | S0 4 R aC A, O 3 A R 4 2 fE g
J1 XN GREE TR R AR b 00 B K R EAT BEAL R Y | BES% . WA B Bl S AL B, DL AR UCE 2 AR Y
WNGREEAS . §7 B S 1) Z2 B . I (A R % T 45 1) 28 A0 A B 4 9 2 Y g
2.2 BEAERHREGSE

L2 A4 F3F CNN M Transformer 95302, 4l ResNet50, MobileNetV3,InceptionV3,DeiT.
i P G SE A R AR B A B BN 2R 2 80, FE XA A 0 W R EEAT R R 22 >, IR T 00 84T
55 ARSI L SR T B S B U GR R E. 1EE R A R TR AR AR A BB R R X R AT R AR
PR IR 2 2T 5 LU, Tl i S w4 3 Sk A AL 7 1 X R AR ) 2 Bt AT I o R TR ol A R g
YEA M TR A R R 20 5 RS s SR ZASRE L, I AR [R5 R SR JH AN [] 1 0 £8% 445 g 0 2 i
B LB BN TR R A4 AL 2 7R BE ) F o ) g

R PEA A RIVERE .l B SO 451 2R pR A TR 2228 000 23 84T 55 v, 58 U AL 2 T A4 SR ) it
IS5 2R 5 B bR A Z 0] (Y 22 S AR L. il i e /M AR K BREC, TR 8 T R R 2 B, B i X A i R
3 R IR, S8 SUIR A 2% pR B T3 A 5 0R

N
L= > ylog(p!), (D
i=1

Hoh oy FoRER I B SARE . N R FUR I B8GE . L O H0K R B A
L YR 2 A BABERL IR BRI AR R AR A B BN 45 25 . IR O RAR 22 A S 1 oy AR A,
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T SR H AT A [ B AR RS B, BB X A R R A [R) R AR A7 2 2] TSRO
2.3 REEHRERBEEAHEREGS X

TE BRI Y LA L, IR A L BRI HE— P 3 a0 W R FUR Oy S A PR RE. 3 K OR L
R Z A PRI AT AL, SR ARG TN A58 . AT A B 5 e R A SRR 2R AR IRA
L G i B A2 By — 2L R — A [T R 2 . AR B R g A BSCHE AR 0 A 55 2 2R 0 )
IZ A X IR FFAG A DX B 20 Bl — A B A e BRI, B A L GO AT L O T Ak B R A X O
Kb, WA e 52 (1 B AR

PR 2 A ] M S AL, B RO B TR AR A SRS B — AL, X LA
P T 7R AN [R] e GG R A Ak P iy A8 P A B BTRK . — BOR T Softmax 147 bR 408 i % 2805 4 73
A AT, N, RN 3 LR, f A RBEARFTREN 0.6.0.3,0. 1, WIER/R S —A>& Z X A B
HEEE B TTHk R 6026, 3 AL RN 3000, =L RN 100,

R L ZBAE ) — L Z B, eI GRid B b, 1T PR DR i A 09 B0 20 10 B AS [A] ) e A
BYP AT AR B N TR B9 L A B B AR B [R] M2 A i ARl s 7 B R v BTSN L R
Bt X i A F KR 7 A AR LAY L X S R R 2 5 R L T AR B2 A B E T 23 BE B AL BE AT
INALEH A B IR 2 B B 5 2R 3R & SR R A I 2 aed 82 vt e = DRI e 207 ) JELAE A ot 1) R A A
6 T 7 A P R S A L AR AL . FEIR A T R Ak B A K i RUA D Bl R R
VRO B TR AR e G RAL TR BB RS X FOIRAS BRI Fv . Wi M R IR A e R
TEOR A, 2 4 TS A I 2 0 4 2 5 AR ORI DG A

K7 iR G LR R, — AT TR T 0 B B4 R i HE A, X — A AREAR

fittio oy H i DR FEBA R ol BESEIR 4, W
HAR R R BOm] 2R7m
E = > pi(d — o), (2)

Horb ps R N BRI B 25 45 6 ZERE R A A
B pi BT 455 SR B A L R HR RE A T3

0, 0, 0,

[exim| [exitn] [exivn) IR B AR ] GOBERL AT 3 4
5 AR 2 0 PR IRRE AR S 4T 40 S U0
i DRHn 445 2 00 1 A AR 3k e R

& 7 MoE [R12
Fig. 7 Principle of MoE
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BT GO RY A i 1 3fe LIAR I A AR, K 35k 4 i AL o i SRR, DT A B i 2 A TR B ) T 45
RORG LR RI LR A

X e N
:N;PJH ;pz:l’ (3

Horb p RORGA T GERIRIN R AR y R RSB BL TR0 45 28 I RE R i 25 21y RoR 2SR 1
FUH, N LR AT A B RS Rk SR T A BB A T 2 FI 45 7 1, Il e AR AT 55 T 1.

TEIR A L G R 2 o] Y i R v 3l i R0 - 7 % Y 2 (] Y SRR, P B A Y Y 2
3 e B e R T R 2 AR R D 2 Bl o3 BC AR B AL Sl e PR R WA AR S A R A
oo JRE IR R R o KPR RE A . 5 ARG LR, A e M 2 A AR R S,
AL 5 BIL ) Ao R A AN [ 9 AT 3 7 3 0 36 MR e R R RE T A M) T 2 i A AT 7 b B
AR A AN AR S AR A A A TR IS B o A R T
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3 XBWEERSH

3.1 XWHESSHENIEIT

SEIy L) Python3. 8. 10 /E R 4 #8218 7, UL PyTorch fE ¥ JHEH, FRA K 1.11.0, GPU %%
RTX 3090, @FFH 24 GB, CPU & Intel Xeon Gold 6330, WTER 25 GB. R U4tk U407, ik
KD 64, AT YN 2R G AE A Y v 58 B — R HR B — Wk AR ) iR 2k 2 R0l 0. 001, kP K
10, FIH TR 0.9.
3.2 #EfHrigtR

S R AERR R (ACC) I AUC VBN IEMNHE b5, ACC 2 i 5 455 75 76 T A 00w 1E 7 40 25 19 1 4]
fieix TP, TN,FP,FN 43y B BB, B F] . BOEe] . B 6 8. W ACC iitE AKX R

. TP
ACC= 55 - (4

AUC 23T ROC £ (receiver operating characteristic curve) i34 H 1 — N85k . T IEAL AR AR
AN EE T B 28k e, 25 AUC 093t 5 5 U2 i DUIRCIE 1% (FPR) i B A b . L IE 1] 32
(TPRO A ARzl it i ROC M4~ iy A4 . Hirb, FPR M TPR M3H5E A X500 R

__FP )
FPR*FP—Q—TN’ (5)
. TP
TPR—*TP_’_FN. (6)
Skl AUC T A1 = 4026 AUC B THI7% . 31554 50
AUC = mean(AUC, ,AUC,, -, AUC,). (7

3.3 BB SMESIE

% ResNet50, MobileNetV3,InceptionV3,DeiT 4 AMMHERIFEFT YN 25, 4 DMAERIZE 200 WIE T HY
PR . ACCHH . AUC HZE i & anE 8 . M8l 8 Al WL, DeiT MIRCREHF . 7EFEHLAS )5 40 k5
R HERR R K 80 LA I, ResNet-50 &R ik 2.

14 @A) — DeiT 080 | ® 0.95 -(C)
InceptionV3 '
121 MovileNetV3 075 L 0.90
1.0 - R ‘
esNet50 0.85 -
K 08 o 070 - 9]
= 2 2 080 -
0.6 - 0.65 - i i
— DeiT — DeiT
04 - 0.60 | InceptionV3 0.75 |- InceptionV3
02 - . MovileNetV3 070 - MovileNetV3
055 ResNet50 : ResNet50
00 ! ! | | : | | | I ! 065 - | | |
0 50 100 150 200 0 50 100 150 200 ) 0 50 100 150 200
Epoch Epoch Epoch

B8 AEEEYIZHMEME. ACC. AUC Tkt &
Fig.8 Loss values, ACC and AUC change curves of different model training
3.4 BEERERNEXR

P HETR A T GBI RY, WS A FH 1% 5 125 J5 A R X 25 0 T8 R 1 288 00 9 Ay 23 %o L A R 5 A 4
Tt BRI A5 AT H, ResNet50 57 AR LU A BUAR 2245 22, JF H 5 F A AL 25 44 1) 55 &2 B
B WOREER AT MobileNetV3, InceptionV3 Hil Dei T 1 g % G20 Bk IR & & F A,

T REAR A A S KI5 e /N BB e B 20 AH 22 6 £, Ik #E AUC s KIEAE N & R A
TR B, 4L FARR G, 20 BIR 25 Softmax B9 25 FEHEAT ITRCR A, 76 5 3E 48 2R FH W K 8 %= 19 7
KFHRIRG TR DKL FHEIEAEMAE LS, Ho Softmax AL A% 48 2 B R8CR K 9 s,
& 9 7] W, 24 DeiT,InceptionV3, MobileNetV3 BYALE 43 %]~ 0. 67,0. 27,0. 06 Hf A R R0 B . X
3L HBAL, WHEIRA & R RIIER IR bR AR AL, A & S50 R1 T BT A 7E 55 Uk 42 Fn I i 4R
IR RCR S T 3.
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B9 LTREEET Softmax FHITMANA M EZHR
Fig. 9 Weighted grid search effect of expert model through Softmax

#3 HARIFE ACC,AUC REF R LB
Table 3 Comparison of the best effect of model validation sets ACC and AUC
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RAELR 0.853 3 0.966 9 0.871 6 0.967 5
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