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Abstract
Very metal-poor (VMP, [Fe/H]<-2.0) stars offer a wealth of information on the nature and evolution of elemental production in the early
galaxy and universe. The upcoming China Space Station Telescope (CSST) will provide us with a large amount of spectroscopic data
that may contain plenty of VMP stars, and thus it is crucial to determine the stellar atmospheric parameters (Teff , log g, and [Fe/H]) for
low-resolution spectra similar to the CSST spectra (R ∼ 200). In this paper, a two-dimensional Convolutional Neural Network (CNN)
model with three convolutional layers and two fully connected layers is constructed. The principal aim of this work is to measure the
ability of this model to estimate stellar parameters on low-resolution (R ∼ 200) spectra and to identify VMP stars so that we can better
search for VMP stars in the spectra observed by CSST. We mainly use 10,008 observed spectra of VMP stars from LAMOST DR3, and
16,638 spectra of common stars ([Fe/H]>-2.0) from LAMOST DR8 for the experiment and make comparisons. All spectra are reduced
to R ∼ 200 to match the resolution of the CSST and are preprocessed and collapsed into two-dimensional spectra for input to the CNN
model. The results show that the MAE values are 99.40 K for Teff , 0.22 dex for log g, 0.14 dex for [Fe/H], and 0.26 dex for [C/Fe],
respectively. Besides, the CNN model efficiently identifies VMP stars with a precision of 94.77%. The validation and practicality of
this model are also tested on the MARCS synthetic spectra. This paper powerfully demonstrates the effectiveness of the proposed CNN
model in estimating stellar parameters for low-resolution spectra (R ∼ 200) and recognizing VMP stars that are of interest for stellar
population and galactic evolution work.
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1. Introduction
Very metal-poor (VMP, [Fe/H]<-2.0) stars are important relics
of the Milky Way’s formation history, as the abundance of Li
in these stars can provide an estimate of the baryon-to-photon
ratio, and simulations predict that they are some of the old-
est stars in the Galaxy (Beers and Christlieb 2005). By study-
ing these stars, researchers can explore significant information
about the Big Bang and the chemical and physical conditions
of the first-generation stars in the universe (Sneden, Cowan,
and Gallino 2008; Frebel and Norris 2015; Frebel 2018).

Owing to massive spectroscopic surveys, plenty of VMP
stars have been detected to date. The most noteworthy re-
search should be the HK survey (Beers, Preston, and Shect-
man 1985; Rhee, Beers, and Irwin 2001; Rhee and Beers 2003)
and the Hamburg/ESO Survey (Wisotzki et al. 2000; Cohen
et al. 2002; Frebel et al. 2006; Christlieb et al. 2008), lead-
ing to the discovery of approximately 2,000 VMP stars. In
the follow-up SDSS/SEGUE program, over 16,000 VMP stars
were observed from medium-resolution spectra, extremely
expanding the VMP stars database (Beers et al. 2008). Addi-
tionally, among the VMP candidates with photometric metal-
licity abundances greater than or equal to -2.0 obtained from
SkyMapper DR1.1, researchers found nearly 2,500 stars with
metallicity less than -2.0 with the help of the follow-up low-
resolution (R ∼ 3000) spectroscopic research (Da Costa et

al. 2019). The dedication of other large sky surveys such as
APOGEE (García Pérez et al. 2013) and RAVE (Matijevič et
al. 2017; Zepeda et al. 2022) also enhanced our study of VMP
stars. In 2009, the innovative Large Sky Area Multi-Object
Fiber Spectroscopic Telescope (LAMOST) was completed in
China. Due to LAMOST’s deeper observing depth and its
ability to acquire large multi-fiber samples, the observation of
medium or low-resolution spectra (R ∼ 1000 or 2000) from
LAMOST has made significant contributions to the search
for VMP stars (Y. Wu et al. 2010). Via the LAMOST DR1
dataset, H.-N. Li et al. (2015) reported the early results about
nearly 100 very metal-poor star candidates. High-resolution
spectroscopic identification of eight of these candidates shows
that all of them are VMP stars. In the subsequent DR3 dataset
released by LAMOST, Li, Tan, and Zhao (2018) made use
of synthetic spectra with line indices and made comparisons
to the observed spectra to find the best-fitting stellar parame-
ters, successfully confirmed 10,008 VMP stars in the dataset.
C. Wang et al. (2022) crossed LAMOST DR8 low-resolution
spectroscopic data with PASTEL labels and APOGEE DR16
data, applying a neural network approach, to greatly improve
the estimation of [Fe/H] and obtain a catalog of 26,868 VMP
stellar candidates.

Metal-poor stars tend to contain higher than average lev-
els of carbon. If the carbon abundance ([C/Fe]) of the metal-
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poor ([Fe/H]<-1.0) stars is larger than +1.0, it is called the Car-
bon Enhanced Metal-poor (CEMP) stars (Beers and Christlieb
2005). This threshold for classifying CEMP stars has been up-
dated to [C/Fe]>+0.7 (Aoki et al. 2007). Measuring the carbon
enhancement of metal-poor stars discovered from large-scale
surveys is conducive to deriving CEMP stars, which are of
vital importance for understanding the relationship between
astrophysical s-process and carbon enhancement (Marsteller
et al. 2005) and the nature of first-generation stellar evolution,
especially for VMP stars (Beers 2011). Lucatello et al. (2006)
analyzed 94 VMP stars obtained by the Hamburg/ESO R-
process Enhanced Star (HERES) survey (Barklem et al. 2005)
and found 21 ± 2% of VMP stars with [C/Fe] abundances
above +1.0, which can be classified as CEMP stars. Although
the frequency of CEMP stars in VMP giants (9±2%) derived
by Frebel et al. (2006) is not good enough, they discovered
clear evidence about the increase of the proportion of car-
bon enrichment in metal-poor stars with decreasing metal-
licity, which is valuable for studying CEMP stars. A more
productive method based on matching spectra with a custom
grid of synthetic spectra was presented by Lee et al. (2013),
which could be used to obtain the fractions of CEMP stars in
metal-poor stars from a large sample of SDSS/SEGUE low-
resolution (R ∼ 2000) spectra with precision over 0.35 dex.
Utilizing the most extensive high-resolution samples from a
variety of literature at that time, Placco et al. (2014) improved
the frequency of CEMP stars in metal-poor stars and derived
that 20% of VMP stars have [C/Fe] abundance greater than
+0.7. Arentsen et al. (2022) collected the results of CEMP
studies over 25 years and compared them, finding significant
differences in the distribution of CEMP stars in the giant star
samples and suggesting some constructive advice for the follow-
up studies.

In order to identify VMP and CEMP stars, the metallic-
ity and [C/Fe] abundance should first be determined. Many
methods have been proposed to extract these stellar labels from
the massive spectroscopic data obtained from large sky sur-
veys. Depending on the medium-resolution spectra of SDSS-
iand SDSS-ii/SEGUE, the SEGUE Stellar Parameter Pipeline
(SSPP) was first raised by Lee et al. (2008). They verified the
accuracy and quantified error of this method and illustrated its
effectiveness in measuring stellar parameters for large sky ob-
servations. Some automated approaches, such as ULySS (Kol-
eva et al. 2009) and iSpec (Blanco-Cuaresma et al. 2014), are
complete software packages for stellar spectral analysis and pa-
rameter estimation. The LAMOST stellar parameter pipeline
(LASP) can also be used to derive fundamental stellar param-
eters automatically (Yue Wu et al. 2014). In the cases of dif-
ficulties in modeling due to the acquisition of an excessive
amount of spectral data, Ness et al. (2015) developed The Can-
non, a data-driven method that offers researchers the oppor-
tunity to obtain stellar parameters and chemical abundances
from lower signal-to-noise (S/N) spectra with essentially no
degradation in their accuracy. Leung and Bovy (2019) cre-
ated a Python package named astroNN, combining the artifi-
cial neural network (ANN) with Bayesian dropout variational
inference, which can effectively analyze high-resolution spec-

tra to calculate stellar parameters. The researchers propose a
general method Payne for fitting stellar spectra and physical
models and simultaneously predicting stellar labels (Ting et
al. 2019). They tested the validation of the method on the
APOGEE DR14 high-resolution spectroscopic dataset. An-
other method called Stellar Parameters and Chemical Abun-
dances network (SPCANet) was provided by R. Wang et al. (2020),
which is based on Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) and
applied explicitly to the LAMOST medium-resolution spec-
tra dataset. The semi-parallel structure with two branches of
convolutional layers is considered the most particular part of
this network. Liang et al. (2022) also considered a deep learn-
ing algorithm called Light gradient boosting machine (Light-
GBM) to measure stellar parameters after extracting stellar
characteristics using principal component analysis (PCA). This
method can handle the instability of the model and improve
the estimation accuracy. Nevertheless, as mentioned above,
most approaches for measuring stellar parameters are based
on high-resolution spectra or spectra with R ∼ 2000 down
to 1000 and there is a paucity of studies in spectra of R ∼ 200.
Therefore, our study would be an important supplement to
the above methods, providing additional algorithmic options.

The Chinese Space Station Telescope (CSST), also known
as the Chinese Survey Space Telescope, is a large-scale optical
telescope with a diameter of two meters (Zhan 2021). It in-
tegrates high-quality performance with a large field of view
and high image quality, as well as the ability to maintain and
upgrade on-orbit. It can cover an observation area of 17,500
deg2 and a wide wavelength range (255-1,000 nm by three
bands GU, GV, and GI) and is expected to launch into low-
Earth orbit around 2024. The main goal of the CSST is to
carry out seamless spectral surveys and multi-band imaging
and to provide high-quality low-resolution (R > 200) seam-
less spectra for hundreds of millions of celestial objects (Yuan,
Deng, and Sun 2021; Sun, Deng, and Yuan 2021). The de-
velopment of new methods for estimating stellar parameters
of the spectra of R ∼ 200 will be of great help in studying
the low-resolution spectra obtained by the CSST that may
cover plenty of VMP stars. In this context, we design a two-
dimensional CNN model that includes three convolutional
layers and two fully connected layers. We use the spectral data
obtained from LAMOST and reduce its resolution toR ∼ 200
to validate our model. MARCS synthetic spectra and other
machine learning methods are also used to test whether our
model has higher accuracy.

The paper consists of five parts. The data we use is il-
lustrated in Section 2. Then we elaborate our CNN model
in Section 3. Section 4 presents the experiments and results.
Section 5 discusses the comparison between CNN models and
other machine learning algorithms, and brief conclusions can
be seen in Section 6.

2. Data
Two types of data are used in this paper, the LAMOST database
and MARCS synthetic spectra.
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2.1 LAMOST

2.1.1 Data introduction

The Large Sky Area Multi-Objective Fiber Spectroscopic As-
tronomical Telescope (LAMOST), also known as Guo Shou-
jing Telescope, located at the Xinglong station of the National
Astronomical Observatory, is a transverse north-south Re-
flecting Schmidt Telescope (Cui et al. 2012). As a representa-
tive among spectroscopic survey telescopes, LAMOST applies
thin mirror active optics and spliced mirror active optics tech-
nology, which ingeniously realizes an optical telescope with
both large fields of view and a large aperture. Due to its 4-
meter diameter, faint celestial bodies of magnitude 20.5 can be
observed, and 4,000 optical fibers can be placed on a 5-degree
field of view. Another breakthrough technology of LAM-
OST is the parallel controllable fiber positioning technology,
which can precisely locate 4,000 observation targets and ob-
tain the spectra of 4,000 objects simultaneously. This is also
an internationally leading technology that dramatically im-
proves the efficiency of the census of celestial objects. LAM-
OST has enabled people to reach an unprecedented level of
understanding of the Milky Way galaxy and has also pro-
moted the leap-forward development of technology for build-
ing large-aperture astronomical telescopes in China (X. Li et
al. 2022). So far, LAMOST has released the eighth version of
the data to the public, containing 10,633,515 low-resolution
(R ∼ 1800) spectra of 10,336,752 stars, 224,702 galaxies, and
72,061 quasars. The basic stellar atmospheric parameters of
A, F, G, and K types of stars are automatically derived from
the LAMOST stellar parameter pipeline (LASP) (Yue Wu et
al. 2014). The determination of M-type stars is developed by
LASP-M (Du et al. 2021).

There are 26,646 stars in the dataset, including 10,008
VMP stars ([Fe/H]<-2.0) and 16,638 common stars ([Fe/H]>-
2.0). All spectral data are from LAMOST low-resolution ob-
servation (R ∼ 1800). The VMP stars catalog was derived
by Li, Tan, and Zhao (2018) from LAMOST DR3. The rea-
son why we chose to use this dataset is that it still provides
researchers with the largest pool of bright and accurate VMP
candidates to date. The stellar parameters of these VMP stars
were determined by line indices and by comparison with a
grid of synthetic spectra, with metallicity ranging from -4.5
dex to -2.0 dex. They also present that the CEMP stars can
be detected by G1 and EGP (Placco et al. 2011) line indices
sensitive to carbon enhancement. Based on the criterion of
G1 > 4.0 Å and EGP > -0.7mag, 636 CEMP stars were dis-
tinguished and labeled from the VMP stars catalog. Since Li,
Tan, and Zhao (2018) did not provide [C/Fe] values for these
VMP stars, we crossed these 10,008 VMP stars with the stel-
lar parameter catalog offered by Yuan et al. (2020) and found
the [C/Fe] values for 8,117 of the VMP stars, which were ob-
tained with high accuracy from the SEGUE Stellar Parameter
Pipeline (SSPP). These 8,117 VMP stars were used in Section
4.2 to verify the ability of the proposed CNN model to esti-
mate [C/Fe] values.

Since the approach that Li, Tan, and Zhao (2018) used
is not very suitable for defining stellar parameters of common

stars, other 16,638 common stars come from the recently pub-
lished LAMOST DR8 dataset, where the stellar parameters
were determined by LASP. We randomly selected data with
[Fe/H]>-2.0 and minor uncertainties, which have a signal-
to-noise ratio larger than ten at g-band, to ensure that the
accuracy of the stellar parameters of this dataset is compara-
ble to that of the VMP stars dataset. The parameters of these
26,646 stars range from 3824.88 K<Teff <8866.15 K, 0.213
dex<log g<4.897 dex, and -4.55 dex<[Fe/H]<0.699 dex. The
errors of the paramaters range from 0 K<σ(Teff ) <399 K, 0
dex<σ(log g)<0.94 dex, and 0 dex<σ([Fe/H])<0.4 dex. Figure
1 depicts more clearly the distribution of the parameters in the
training and test sets.

2.1.2 Data pre-processing
To begin with, we reduce the resolution of the spectra from
R ∼ 1800 to R ∼ 200 with 391 feature points to simulate the
low-resolution spectra acquired by CSST. The Coronagraph
library provided in Python with the noise_routines.construct_lam()
and downbin_spec() functions can bring the data down to the
resolution we need and output the degraded flux. Since the
flux range is inconsistent for each spectrum and there is a lot of
noise at both ends of the spectrum, we interpolate the flux data
to 4000 to 8095Å to obtain spectra with 410 feature points.
This reduces the effect of noise, and the more sample points
obtained help the algorithm to be more effective. On this
basis, the flux values are then normalized by a linear func-
tion (Min-Max scaling), which can achieve equal scaling of
the original data to convert the flux to the range of [0, 1], as
follows.

Fluxnorm =
Flux – Fluxmin

Fluxmax – Fluxmin
, (1)

As a result, the final spectral data can be obtained. The demon-
stration plots of the spectra with resolutions of R ∼ 1800 and
R ∼ 200 are shown in Figure 2.

2.2 MARCS synthetic spectra
Another dataset used in this paper comes from the MARCS
synthetic spectra that Gustafsson et al. (2008) created, which
is a grid of about 104 model atmospheres with nearly 52,000
stellar spectra containing F, G, and K types of stars. This
grid of one-dimensional LTE model atmospheres can be com-
bined with atomic and molecular spectral line data and soft-
ware to generate stellar spectra, which has been widely used
in a variety of studies. Roederer et al. (2014) applied MARCS
model atmospheres in order to process standard LTE abun-
dance analysis, and statistical corrections were used to mini-
mize systematic differences, which made contributions to mea-
suring detailed abundances of 313 VMP stars. Lu et al. (2018)
measured [α/Fe] using the Haar wavelet and LASSO methods
and verified its validity in the MARCS stellar spectral library.
Other studies (Reggiani et al. 2019; VandenBerg et al. 2021;
Salsi et al. 2022) also illustrate the practicality of MARCS syn-
thetic spectra. Therefore, the wide applicability of our model
can be further seen by using synthetic spectra to conduct ex-
periments.
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Figure 1. The distribution of the fundamental atmospheric stellar parame-
ters on the training set and test set.

Here we select 9,644 of the MARCS synthetic models for
the experiments to further verify the efficiency of the CNN
model. The range of the stellar parameters is 2500 K<Teff
<8000 K, -0.5 dex<log g<5.5 dex, -5 dex<[Fe/H]<-1 dex and
the step sizes of the parameter distributions are 2500 K for
Teff , 0.5 dex for log g, and 0.25 dex for [Fe/H], severally. Af-
ter the interpolation and normalization, the one-dimensional
spectral data containing 746 features is folded to a 28 × 28
two-dimensional matrix and used as the input to the CNN
model. Section 4.3 shows the specific results of estimating
stellar parameters of the MARCS synthetic spectra using the
CNN model.

3. Methodology
3.1 Introduction to theconvolutionalneuralnetwork (CNN)
Deep learning has been widely used in various fields in recent
years. The concept originated from the study of artificial neu-
ral networks and was proposed by Hinton et al. in 2006. This
paper utilizes a CNN model to test its performance in estimat-
ing the stellar atmospheric parameters of the low-resolution
(R ∼ 200) spectra and better identify the VMP stars in the
universe, laying a foundation for us to explore the deepest
mysteries of the universe.

Convolutional neural networks, presented by Lecun et
al. (1998), are the first actual multi-layer structure learning
algorithm that uses spatial relative relationships to reduce the
number of parameters to improve training performance. It
is a machine learning model under deep supervised learning.
On the basis of the original multi-layer neural network, a fea-
ture part is added; that is, a convolutional layer and a pooling
layer (dimension reduction layer) are added before the fully
connected layer, and the network selects the features by it-
self. It is a deep feedforward neural network and is widely
used in supervised learning problems of image processing and
natural language processing, such as computer vision, seman-
tic segmentation, object recognition, etc. The more classic
CNNs are AlexNet, LeNet-5, VGG, etc. Generally speaking,
the input data of CNN is a two-dimensional image in the
form of RGB. A complete CNN model must include convolu-
tional layers, non-linear activation functions, pooling layers,
and fully connected layers. Moreover, sometimes, we need
normalization layers, dropout layers, etc., to prevent gradient
explosion, gradient disappearance, and overfitting problems.

1. Convolutional layer:
The convolutional layer is the core layer for establishing
the CNN model, which can act as a filter and reduce the
number of parameters. Let f (x) and g(x) be the integrable
functions, one-dimensional convolution is defined as

(f ∗ g)(t) =
∫

f (t)g(t – τ)dτ, (2)

the discrete form is

(f ∗ g)(t) =
∞∑

τ=–∞
f (t)g(t – τ). (3)
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Figure 2. The demonstration plots of spectra with resolution R ∼ 1800 and R ∼ 200.

In convolutional neural networks, the discrete form of two-
dimensional convolution is usually used. Given a figure
X ∈ RM×N and a convolutional kernel W ∈ RU×V . In
general, U<M, V<N. The convolution between them can
be denoted as

Y = W ∗X, (4)

yij =
U∑
u=1

V∑
v=1

wuvxi–u+1,j–v+1. (5)

The convolutional layer extracts features from local re-
gions, and different convolutional kernels are equivalent
to various feature extractors. Based on the standard defi-
nition of convolution, strides and zero padding of the con-
volutional kernel can also be introduced to increase the di-
versity of convolution. Strides refer to the number of steps
each convolutional kernel moves when performing a con-
volutional operation. Set stride=k, which means convolv-
ing k rows and k columns from left to right and from top
to bottom. Zero padding represents adding zeros to the
outer side of the image. Setting padding=d, which means
supplementing d layers of zeros around the input vector.
Zero padding allows us to obtain more detailed feature
information and control the network structure. After the
convolutional layer, an activation function is usually added
as a non-linear factor, which will deal with problems that
cannot be solved by linear models and enhance the ability
of the network to interpret the model. The commonly
used activation functions include ReLU, Leaky, sigmoid
function, etc.
A simple example of the convolutional process is shown in
Figure 3. A two-dimensional input array (3×3) performs
a mutual correlation operation with a two-dimensional
convolutional kernel array (2 × 2), resulting in a two-
dimensional array (2 × 2). The convolution kernel slides
over the input array from left to right and top to bottom.

2. Pooling layer: The pooling layer, also named the subsam-
pling layer, is designed to reduce the number of features in

Figure 3. Convolutional Process

the network, thereby reducing the number of parameters
and avoiding overfitting. Max-pooling (giving the maxi-
mum value within the neighborhood) and mean-pooling
(giving the average within the neighborhood) are two
widely used pooling functions. Local translation invari-
ance is an essential property of pooling layers, which in-
dicates that pooling is approximately invariant in its repre-
sentation of the input when a small number of translations
are performed on the input.

3. Fully-connected layer: The purpose of the fully-connected
layer is to connect the result of the last pooling layer to the
output node and map the feature representation learned
by the network to the label space of the sample. It acts
as a "classifier" on the network. It should be noted that
when encoding the model, the last pooling layer needs
to be flattened first to make it a one-dimensional vector
before connecting to the fully connected layer.

The feed-forward of the convolutional neural network is to
extract high-level semantic information from the input layer
step by step through a series of operations such as convolu-
tion, pooling, and mapping of nonlinear activation functions,
and ultimately formalize the target task (regression or classi-
fication, etc.) into an objective function through a fully con-
nected layer to output the predicted value. The task is to train
the CNN model, that is, by calculating the error or loss be-
tween the predicted value and the true value, back-forward
the error or loss layer by layer with the help of backpropaga-
tion, update the parameters and repeat this process until the
model converges.
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3.2 The structure of the proposed CNNmodel
Since Convolutional Neural Networks are very capable of ex-
tracting features from images, we collapse the one-dimensional
spectral data containing 410 features into 21 × 21(441) two-
dimensional spectral data, which is fed into the convolutional
neural network as an image, and the remaining 31(441-410)
features can be filled with zeros. After parameter tuning of
the model, our final CNN model consists of six trainable lay-
ers. The convolutional layers filter the processed 2D spectra
using a filter of size 9 × 9, and the input is filled with zero
space on the boundary so that the size of the output layer of
the convolution is equal to the size of the input layer. The
9× 9 convolution kernel can acquire a larger field of percep-
tion and therefore can capture more characteristics. Then the
convolutional layers are followed by a max-pooling layer of
size 2 × 2 with a step size set to two. Max-pooling is bet-
ter at preserving texture features than mean-pooling. After-
wards, two fully connected layers with 128 and 64 channels
are added to combine the features previously extracted by the
model. To prevent overfitting, a dropout layer can be set af-
ter each fully connected layer with a value of 0.2 to avoid the
over-regularization of the model. Batch normalization (BN)
and ReLU activation function layers are added between each
layer to reduce overfitting and enhance the expressiveness of
the model. The final output layer is the predicted values of the
stellar atmospheric parameters derived from the model. The
detailed parameter settings of the model are given in Figure
4. The kernels for each convolutional layer are 64, 128, and
256, severally.

Figure 4. The structure of the CNN model used in the experiments.

4. Results
In this section, we use spectral data described in Section 2 to
test the effectiveness of the proposed CNN model in estimat-
ing the stellar atmospheric parameters and classifying VMP
stars. We divide the dataset into a training set and a test set in
the ratio of 7:3 to train the model and measure its accuracy.
The training process is performed in batches, with the size of
each batch set to 128. The Adam algorithm, with an initial
learning rate set to 0.001, is chosen to be the optimizer for
model training, which is an extension of the stochastic gra-
dient descent method. Kingma and Ba (2014) suggested that
the advantage of the Adam optimizer is that it can speed up
convergence by adapting the learning rate, making it well-
suited for deep learning problems. A total of 1,000 training
epochs are set, and the L1loss (MAE, Equation 6) is used as the
loss function. An early stopping mechanism is set when the
loss function no longer decreases beyond 250 epochs, which
can effectively prevent the model from overfitting.

Three evaluation indicators for validating the effect of the
model are shown below. Suppose that N is the number of

samples contained in the test set, y denotes the true values,
and ŷ denotes the predicted values derived by the proposed
model. Let ei be yi – ŷi, and ēi be the average value of ei

1. Mean absolute error (MAE): MAE is a loss function used
in regression models, which can express the fitting ability
of the model more intuitively.

MAE(y, ŷ) =
1
N

N–1∑
i=0

|yi – ŷi|. (6)

2. Standard deviation (STD): Standard deviation reflects the
degree of dispersion of a dataset.

STD(y, ŷ) =

√√√√ 1
N

N∑
i=1

(ei – ēi)2. (7)

3. Median value of error (M): The median value of the error
can provide a better measure of the outliers in the dataset.

M(y, ŷ) = median(ei). (8)

4.1 EstimatingstellarparametersandclassifyingVMPstars
using the LAMOST dataset of 26,646 stars
We first conduct experiments using a total of 26,646 spectra,
including VMP and common stars, with a resolution of 200 to
test the ability of the proposed CNN model to estimate stellar
parameters on low-resolution spectra. The dataset is divided
with a ratio of 7:3 into a training set containing 18,652 stars
and a test set containing 7,994 stars. The training process is
performed on Teff , log g and [Fe/H] respectively. The pre-
diction results obtained on the test set are displayed in Table
1. For Teff , MAE=99.40 K, STD=183.33 K, M=-0.49 K; for
log g, MAE=0.22 dex, STD=0.35 dex, M=-0.02 dex; and for
[Fe/H], MAE=0.14 dex, STD=0.26 dex, M=0.01 dex.

Table 1. The prediction results of the three fundamental atmospheric pa-
rameters on test set including 7,994 stars using the proposed CNN model.

Parameter MAE STD M

Teff (K) 99.40 183.33 -0.49
log g(dex) 0.22 0.35 -0.02

[Fe/H](dex) 0.14 0.26 0.01

Simultaneously, we plot the scatter density plots of the
predicted and true values on the test set (see the left column of
the Figure 5). The green dashed line indicates the first-degree
polynomial fit curve of the predicted and true values, and the
red line is the image of predicted value = true value. The closer
the green dashed line is to the red solid line, the better the pre-
diction. From the figure, we can state that the fitting results
of Teff and [Fe/H] are very close to predicted value = true value,
while the results of log g are relatively poor, which repre-
sents that the proposed CNN model has a better prediction
for Teff and [Fe/H], while log g is relatively more difficult to
estimate. In addition, the right column of the Figure 5 illus-
trates the variation of the residuals (true value-predicted value)
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Table 2. The prediction results of the three fundamental atmospheric parameters on VMP star test set and common star test set using the proposed CNN
model.

Teff (K) log g(dex) [Fe/H](dex)

MAE STD M MAE STD M MAE STD M

VMP 118.26 173.61 0.27 0.31 0.43 -0.013 0.17 0.24 -0.007
COMMON 75.84 156.14 7.79 0.11 0.18 0.016 0.08 0.13 -0.001

with respect to the true values. The red line can show us more
explicitly the turbulence of the residuals around zero.

Furthermore, experiments can be conducted on 10,008
VMP stars and 16,638 common stars separately to test whether
the CNN model has a significant difference in measuring the
parameters of VMP stars and those of common stars. The
VMP star dataset and the common star dataset are divided
into training and test sets in the ratio of 7:3, respectively. The
prediction results on the two test sets involving 3,003 VMP
stars and 4,992 common stars are listed in Table 2. Briefly, the
MAE values for the predicted and true values are 118.26 K for
Teff , 0.31 dex for log g, and 0.17 dex for [Fe/H] for the VMP
stars, and 75.84 K for Teff , 0.11 dex for log g, and 0.08 dex
for [Fe/H] for the common stars. We can clearly demonstrate
that the proposed CNN model is much better at deriving the
parameters of common stars than VMP stars, which specifies
the necessity to develop a model that can effectively measure
the parameters of VMP stars.

With the results obtained above, we can conclude that the
proposed CNN model has good accuracy in estimating the
stellar atmospheric parameters, which indicates that we can
use the method for VMP star identification. First of all, pre-
cision, recall, and accuracy are defined.

1. True Positive (TP): VMP stars predicted as VMP stars.
2. True Negative (TN): Common stars predicted as common

stars.
3. False Positive (FP): Common stars predicted as VMP stars.
4. False Negative (FN): VMP stars predicted as common stars.

Precision =
TP

TP + FP
. (9)

Recall =
TP

TP + FN
. (10)

Accuracy =
TP + TN

TP + FP + TN + FN
. (11)

By analyzing the metallicity of the total dataset involv-
ing VMP and common stars, setting the label of VMP stars
with [Fe/H]<-2.0 to 1 and the label of common stars with
[Fe/H]>-2.0 to 0, we find 2,999 VMP stars and 4,995 common
stars in the test set of 7,994 stars. The confusion matrix of the
true and predicted values is shown in Figure 6. Then we can
calculate the precision, recall, and accuracy of the proposed
CNN model for predicting VMP stars (see Table 3). Among
the 2,966 stars predicted to be VMP stars, 2,811 stars are true
VMP stars, with a precision of 94.77%; among the test set in-
cluding 2,999 VMP stars, 2,811 stars are correctly predicted
to be VMP stars, with a recall of 93.73%. Overall, our CNN

model is also able to classify VMP stars and common stars well,
with an accuracy of 95.70%.

Table 3. The results of classifying the VMP stars on test set including 7,994
stars

Precision Recall Accuracy

94.77% 93.73% 95.70%

4.2 Estimating [C/Fe] using the VMP stars dataset
In this section, we conduct experiments using 8,117 VMP
stars obtained in Section 2.1. The dataset is divided into a
training set containing 5,681 stars and a test set containing
2,436 stars according to the ratio of 7:3. After 1,000 epochs
of training, the best prediction results obtained on the test set
are MAE=0.26 dex, STD=0.37 dex, and M=-0.01 dex. We also
plot the scatter density plots of the predicted and true values
of [C/Fe] and the residuals (Figure 7). It can be seen from the
figures that the proposed CNN model is also able to predict
[C/Fe] well, which provides a good basis for our search for
CEMP stars from VMP stars.

4.3 Estimatingstellarparametersusing theMARCSsynthetic
spectra including 9,644 stars
This part displays the outcomes of predicting the stellar pa-
rameters of the 9,644 theoretical spectral data using the CNN
model. The results of estimating stellar parameters using the
CNN model on a test set of 2,894 stars are shown in Ta-
ble 4. For Teff , MAE=53.03 K, STD=80.78 K, M=12.96 K;
for log g, MAE=0.056 dex, STD=0.097 dex, M=-0.002 dex;
and for [Fe/H], MAE=0.047 dex, STD=0.093 dex, M=-0.004
dex. The results derived illustrate that the errors are much
smaller compared to those obtained using the LAMOST data
set, again proving the CNN model is valuable for estimating
stellar parameters. The scatter density plots between the true
and predicted values can be seen in Figure 8, revealing there
is only a little deviation between them.

Table 4. The prediction results of the three fundamental atmospheric pa-
rameters on MARCS test set including 2,894 stars.

Parameter MAE STD M

Teff (K) 53.03 80.78 12.96
log g(dex) 0.056 0.097 -0.002

[Fe/H](dex) 0.047 0.093 -0.004
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Figure 5. The scatter (le�) and residual (right) plots of the three fundamental atmospheric parameters on test set including 7,994 stars using the proposed
CNN model.
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Figure 6. The confusion matrix of classifying the VMP stars on test set in-
cluding 7,994 stars.

5. Discussion
To further verify the effectiveness of the proposed CNN model,
we employed Random Forest (RF) and Support Vector Ma-
chine (SVM) algorithms to make comparisons. The dataset
used in the comparison experiment is the same as that used in
Section 4.1, which includes a total of 26,646 spectral data and
basic atmospheric parameters of the VMP stars and common
stars. The training and test sets are also selected in line with
the previous experiments to test whether the CNN model
outperforms other algorithms.

1. The RF algorithm (Breiman 2001), which is a specific
implementation of the bagging method, where multiple
decision trees are trained and then all results are com-
bined together. For regression problems, the prediction
of the Random Forest is the average of all decision tree
results. The advantage that this method can operate ef-
ficiently on large data sets and is not prone to overfitting
has made it widely used in astronomical data analysis (J.
Wang et al. 2019; Mahmudunnobe et al. 2021). The Ran-
domForestRegressor function in the Scikit-learn package
in Python is imported to carry on experiments. After pa-
rameter tuning, we choose the number of decision trees as
100 and use median squared error (MSE) as the measure
of quality. Setting max_features to the number of sam-
ple features is more applicable to the regression problem.
The MAE results on the test set are, 122.56 K for Teff ,
0.30 dex for log g, and 0.26 dex for [Fe/H]. The preci-
sion, recall, and accuracy of classifying the VMP stars are
91.93%, 75.63%, and 88.37%, severally.

2. The SVM approach is a binary classification model, which
is essentially an optimization algorithm for solving convex
quadratic programming problems. In addition to classifi-
cation problems, SVM can also be applied to regression
problems (SVR), which centers on finding a regression
plane such that all data in a set are closest to this plane.
For non-linear regression problems, SVM can introduce
a kernel function that turns the problem into an approxi-
mate linear regression problem. Here we import the SVR

function of the Scikit-learn library in Python, utilizing
the third-degree polynomial kernel function for training,
and make predictions for the test set. The MAE results
on the test set are, 181.14 K for Teff , 0.27 dex for log g,
and 0.24 dex for [Fe/H]. The precision, recall, and accu-
racy of classifying the VMP stars are 94.88%, 76.69%, and
89.70%, respectively.

The specific results of the comparison experiment are shown
in Table 5. Both in terms of MAE and STD values, the esti-
mation accuracy of CNN for stellar parameters is higher than
the other two methods, and the median errors of the three
methods are basically comparable. In brief, in contrast with
the other two approaches, the CNN model proposed in this
paper can predict the stellar parameters better.

We also draw a bar chart of the results of identifying VMP
stars with these three methods. From Figure 9, we can clearly
demonstrate that although the precision of the three meth-
ods is comparable, the recall values of RF and SVM are much
lower than that of CNN, which indicates that the probability
of VMP stars being predicted as common stars can be greatly
reduced using the proposed CNN model. In terms of accu-
racy, the CNN model is also able to better classify VMP stars
and common stars.

6. Conclusion
This paper investigates the effectiveness of the CNN model in
estimating stellar parameters for low-resolution spectra (R ∼
200) and the ability to identify VMP stars. We constructed
a two-dimensional CNN model consisting of three convo-
lutional and two fully connected layers and selected a cata-
log including 10,008 VMP stars and 16,638 common stars for
our experiments. The resolution of these stellar spectra was
reduced from R ∼ 1800 to R ∼ 200 to match the spectra ob-
tained by CSST, and then the spectral data with 410 features
could be derived by interpolation and normalization. By col-
lapsing these one-dimensional spectra into two-dimensional
matrices and feeding them into the CNN model, we can then
estimate the corresponding stellar parameters. The results show
that for Teff , MAE=99.40 K, STD=183.33 K, M=-0.49K; for
log g, MAE=0.22 dex, STD=0.35 dex, M=-0.02 dex; for [Fe/H],
MAE=0.14 dex, STD=0.26 dex, M=0.01 dex; and for [C/Fe],
MAE=0.26 dex, STD=0.37 dex, M=-0.01 dex. Furthermore,
the CNN model is slightly less capable of deriving parameters
of the VMP stars compared to common stars, but it is still able
to distinguish VMP stars from the test set with a precision of
94.77%, a recall of 93.73% and an accuracy of 95.70%. We
illustrate the advantages of the CNN model over the RF and
SVM algorithms in that it can predict stellar parameters with
higher accuracy and identify VMP stars better, with a recall
nearly 20% higher than the other two approaches. The ef-
ficiency of the CNN model was also tested on the MARCS
synthetic spectra, and the MAE values obtained on the test set
were 53.03 K for Teff , 0.056 dex for log g, and 0.047 dex for
[Fe/H].

To sum up, the CNN model proposed in this paper can
productively measure the stellar parameters of spectra with a
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Figure 7. The scatter (le�) and residual (right) plots of predicting [C/Fe] on the test set including 2,436 stars using the proposed CNN model.

Table 5. The prediction results of the three fundamental atmospheric parameters on the test set including 7,994 stars using RF, SVM, and CNN methods.

Teff (K) log g (dex) [Fe/H](dex)

MAE STD M MAE STD M MAE STD M

RF 122.56 201.09 4.48 0.30 0.45 0.03 0.26 0.41 0.02
SVR 181.14 302.06 -2.31 0.27 0.41 -0.003 0.24 0.40 -0.002
CNN 99.40 183.33 -0.49 0.22 0.35 -0.02 0.14 0.26 0.01

resolution of 200 and can identify VMP stars more accurately.
This work is a good foundation for future studies of a large
quantity of low-resolution spectra obtained by the CSST and
searching for VMP stars from them. This will not only greatly
expand the VMP star candidates, but also lead to a better un-
derstanding of the evolution of the Milky Way.
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