H3Bectus By3os Poccun. Paguosnexrponuka. 2022, T. 25, Ne 1. C. 3646
Journal of the Russian Universities. Radioelectronics. 2022, vol. 25, no. 1, pp. 36—46

Pagnonokauusa n pagrnoHasuraums
YK 621.396.96 OpwurnHanbHasa cTatbs
https://doi.org/10.32603/1993-8985-2022-25-1-36-46

BnunsHwue paspeluatouiein Cnoco6HOCTU pagmMoIoKaLMOHHbIX M306paXkeHn A
BOEHHON TEXHUKMN HAa TOYHOCTb UX Knaccnpukauum rny6oKom cBepToUHON
HEWpPOHHOW ceTblo
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AHHOTauuMA
BBepeHune. CerofHs B kayecTse OAHOro M3 Hambosnee MepCnekTUBHbLIX WHCTPYMEHTOB /1S pelleHns 3ajadu
knaccmrkaLmm ManopasmMmepHbIX 06 bEKTOB Ha PaAMOIOKALIMOHHBIX M306PaXeHVAX pacCMaTpUBatoTCA raybokme
CBEPTOYUHble HelipOHHble ceTh. HecMOTps Ha 3TO, B U3BECTHbIX PaboTax OTCYTCTBYIOT pesy/bTaTbl CUCTEMHOMO
NCCNefoBaHNs 3aBUCMMOCTU TOYHOCTU Knaccupukaumm, JOCTUraemor CBEePTOYHbBIMU HenpoceTsaMu, OT Takom
BaXXHOW XapaKTepucTUKM N306paxeHuns, Kak ero paspeLuaroLas CocobHoCTb.
Lienb pa6oTbl. OnpegeneHie 3aBUCUMOCTA TOUHOCTU Knaccnudurkaumm o6 bekToB BOEHHON TEXHWUKN FTyH6OKOM
CBEPTOYHOI HENPOHHOI CeTbIO OT pa3peLuatoLLeri CNOCOBHOCTU UX PaAMONOKALIMOHHBIX N306paxXeHU.
MaTtepuanel N MeToAbl. [TpOeKTMPOBaHME BOCbMUCIOMHOM CBEPTOYHON HEMPOHHONM ceTn, ee obydeHune n
TeCcTMpOBaHMe OCyLLEeCTB/IEHO C MCMOoMb30BaHVeM 6unbnmnotekn raybokoro obydveHus Keras v ¢ppeliMBopka
Tensorflow 2.0. Ana obyyeHns 1 TeCTUPOBAHWUS UCMOIb30BaHa OTKPbITas YacTb CTaHAapTHOro Habopa pajauo-
JIOKALMOHHbBIX M300paxeHnn 06BbeKTOB BOEHHOWM TexXHUKWM AecaTu knaccoB Moving and Stationary Target
Acquisition and Recognition. VicxogHble 3HaYeHMa BecoBbIX koadduLmeHToB ceTelr MobileNetV1 n Xception,
NCMONB30BaHHbIX ANS CPaBHUTENBHON OLLeHKIN AOCTUIaeMon TOYHOCTU KnaccudurKkaumm, NoayyeHsl No pesyb-
TaTaMm 0byyeHus Ha Habope Imagenet.
Pe3ynbTaTbl. TOYHOCTb KNacCUPUKaALMN OOBEKTOB BOEHHOW TEXHMKW BbICTPO CHUXAETCS C yXyALleHneM paspe-
LatoLLeit cnocobHoCTM 1 cocTaBnseT 97.91, 90.22, 79.13, 52.2 n 23.68 % npwu paspewteHnn 0.3, 0.6, 0.9, 1.51n 3 m
COOTBETCTBEHHO. OKa3aHo, YTO MCMONb30BaHMe MpefobyyeHHbIX ceTel ¢ apxuTekTypamu MobileNetV1 n
Xception He NMPUBOANT K yNIyULLEHWIO TOYHOCTU KAacCuPmKaLMm no CpaBHEHMIO € MPocTol ceTbto VGG-TNa.
3akntoueHune. ddpekTnBHOE pacnosHaBaHNe 06BEKTOB BOEHHOW TEXHUKM NPU paspeLleHnn, Xyxe vyem 1 M,
NpakTU4eckn HEBO3MOXHO. TOUHOCTb Knaccndukaumm, AeMOHCTppyemas riyboKo HeMpPOHHON CeTblo, CyLLe-
CTBEHHO 3aBUCUT OT PasINUMS paspeLlatoLLieil CnoCcobHOCTY 1N306paxeHni obyyaroLlero 1 TecToBoro Habo-
pOB. 3HaUNTENbHOMY MOBbILLEHMIO YCTOMUMBOCTM TOYHOCTU KNacCUPUKaLMM K M3IMEHEHMIO paspeLleHns cro-
cobcTByeT 0byyeHVe Ha Habope N306paxeHnii C pa3nnNYHbIM pa3peLleHnem.
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knaccndukaumm

Ana untrnpoBaHma: KynpawkuH U. ®. BansHue paspeluatoyeri CnocobHOCTN pagnonokaumoHHbIX n3o6pa-
XeHW BOEHHOW TeXHMKM Ha TOYHOCTb UX Knaccudurkaumm rnybokor CBepTOUHOM HepOHHON ceTbio // U3B.
BY30B Poccun. PagnoanekTpoHuka. 2022. T. 25, Ne 1. C. 36-46. doi: 10.32603/1993-8985-2022-25-1-36-46

KoH$NAUKT NHTepecoB. ABTOp 3asBNsieT 06 OTCYTCTBUN KOHGINKTa MHTEPECOoB.

CraTbsi nocTynuna B pegakumio 24.12.2021; npuHATa K nybavkaumm nocne peleHsnposanns 26.01.2022;
ony6ankKoBaHa oHnariH 28.02.2022

© Kynpswknd . @., 2022

KoHTeHT goctyneH no anueHsunn Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 License @ @
This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 License By

36



H3Bectus By3oB Poccun. Pagunosnexrponuka. 2022, T. 25, Ne 1. C. 3646
Journal of the Russian Universities. Radioelectronics. 2022, vol. 25, no. 1, pp. 3646

Radar and Navigation
Original article

Impact of the Radar Image Resolution of Military Objects on the Accuracy
of their Classification by a Deep Convolutional Neural Network

Ivan F. Kupryashkin®

Military Educational and Scientific Center of the Air Force
"N. E. Zhukovsky and Yu. A. Gagarin Air Force Academy", Voronezh, Russia

“ifk78@mail.ru
Abstract
Introduction. Deep convolutional neural networks are considered as one of the most promising tools for clas-
sifying small-sized objects on radar images. However, no systemic study has been reported so far on the de-
pendence between the classification accuracy achieved by convolutional neural networks and such an im-
portant image characteristic as resolution.
Aim. Determination of a dependence between of the accuracy of classifying military objects by a deep convolu-
tional neural network and the resolution of their radar images.
Materials and methods. An eight-layer convolutional neural network was designed, trained and tested using
the Keras library and Tensorflow 2.0 framework. For training and testing, the open part of the standard MSTAR
dataset comprising ten classes of military objects radar images was used. The initial weight values of the Mo-
bileNetV1 and Xception networks used for a comparative assessment of the achieved classification accuracy
were obtained from the training results on the Imagenet.
Results. The accuracy of classifying military objects decreases rapidly along with a deterioration in resolution,
amounting to 97.91, 90.22, 79.13, 52.2 and 23.68 % at a resolution of 0.3, 0.6, 0.9, 1.5 and 3 m, respectively. It is
shown that the use of pre-trained MobileNetV1 and Xception networks does not lead to an improvement in the
classification accuracy compared to a simple VGG-type network.
Conclusion. Effective recognition of military objects at a resolution worse than one meter is practically impos-
sible. The classification accuracy of deep neural networks depends significantly on the difference in the image
resolution of the training and test sets. A significant increase in the resistance of the classification accuracy to
changes in the resolution can be achieved by training on a set of images with different resolutions.
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BBeaenue. B Hacrosiee Bpems rirybokue cep-
tounbie HelipoHHble cet (I'CHC) sBnstoTcss oqHIM
u3 Hambojee MEepCHEeKTUBHBIX HWHCTPYMEHTOB [UIS
pelIeHns 3324 MOUCKA U KIaCCU(PUKAUN 00bEKTOB
Ha PaJUOJIOKAIMOHHBIX H300paxkenusx (PJINA) [1-
13]. 310 00YCIOBIICHO TEM, YTO PE3yJIbTaThl CPABHE-
HUS TOYHOCTH KiIacCH(UKAIMA OOBEKTOB C ITOMO-
IIPIO aJITOPHUTMOB, PACCMATPUBACMBIX KaK TPaIUIIH-
onnble (K-Ommxaiinmx coceaerr  (K-Neighbor)),
OMOPHBIX BeKTOpoB (SVM), MHOXKECTBa peLIaroIInX
nepeBbeB (Random Forest, AdaBoost, CART u ap.) u
ITOPUTMOB, MOCTpoeHHBIX Ha ocHoBe I'CHC, ne-
MOHCTPHUPYIOT YBEPEHHOE MPEUMYILIECTBO MOCIE-
HUX JIa)Ke MPHU OTCYTCTBUM MpeaodopaboTku mu3obpa-
xenuit [2], [14-16], a Takke X MEHBIIYIO TyBCTBH-

TENFHOCTh K CIIyYaWHBIM CMEIICHUSIM WM TTOBOPO-
TaM H300paxeHusl.

HecmoTpst Ha 3HAUUTENBHBINH 00BbEM yXKe BBIIOJ-
HEHHBIX UCCJIEIOBAaHUN B 3TOM CPABHUTEIBHO HOBOU
001acTH, B U3BECTHBIX MYOJHKAIMAX MPAKTHUECKU
HE OTpaXCHbI BONPOCHI BJIMAHUSA WU3MCHCHHUS pa3pe-
niarorei crocoonoctu PJIM Ha pe3ynbTaThl paboTHI
I'CHC. B 10 *e BpeMsi eCTECTBEHHO OXKUIATh, YTO
I'CHC, oOyuenHas kinaccu(pUIMpoBaTh OOBEKTHI IPH
OITHOM Da3pelICHUH, MOXKET PemaTh 3Ty 3a1ady ro-
pa3zo Xyxe IpU ero M3MEHEHUH JlaKe IMPH aHallo-
THYHBIX TMPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX YCIOBUSAX PaIUOIOKa-
IIMOHHOM CHEMKH U IJIS TEX K€ CAMBIX OOBEKTOB.

B cBsi3u ¢ 3TUM [eNbI0 pabOTHI SBIISETCS OIPEIe-
JICHUE 3aBHCHMOCTH TOYHOCTH KJIAaCCH()HKAIUH O0b-
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€KTOB TJIIyOOKOW CBEPTOYHOW HEHPOHHOW CEThIO OT
pa3penIeHusI UX PaIHoOKAIIMOHHBIX H300paKeHHH.

Mertoabl. B kauecTBe HCXOOHBIX JAHHBIX HC-
nonk3oBaH Habop MSTAR (Moving and Stationary
Target Acquisition and Recognition) [17], sBsro-
mmiicss 0a30BBIM JAJISL CO3MAHMSA M W3YUYCHHS ajro-
PUTMOB pacrnio3HaBaHus 00bekToB Ha PJIW. Hcnomns-
3yemasi B OIIUCBbIBaeMOW paboTe OTKphITas 4YacTh
Habopa MSTAR Bxirodaer PJIM nmecsatu oOpasmoB
BOEHHOM TEXHMKH, MOJY4YEHHbIE IO pe3yJbTaTaM
cbeMk PJIC X-auamazoHa. 3asBlIE€HHOE HMCXOIHOE
paspemienue cocrasisger okoio 0.3 m. [Ipumeps! on-
TUYECKUX M PaIMOJIOKALIMOHHBIX M300paKeHHH 00b-
extoB Habopa MSTAR npuBenens! Ha puc. 1.

W3 Bcex umeronmxcs u300pakeHuid chopMHpo-
BaHBI O00YYarOIHi, MPOBEPOYHBI M TECTOBBIA Ha0O-

pBL, cBelcHUs 00 oObeMax (KOJMUYeCTBE H300pake-
HUIA) KOTOPBIX MpuBeneHsl B Tabm. 1. M3o00paxeHus
00BEKTOB OOYYAOIIMX ¥ MPOBEPOYHBIX HAOOPOB TI0-
Jy4eHbI TPU ChEMKE C YIJIIOM BU3MpoBaHus 17°, Te-
CTOBBIX HaOoOpoB — 15°. Tlpu pa3paboTKe W HUCCIeNo-
BaHUH aJITOPUTMOB pacrio3HaBaHus 00bekToB Ha PJIU
Ha Oaze Habopa MSTAR mono0HOE pacmpelereHue
OJIM3KO COOTBETCTBYET CTAaHAAPTHOMY, KOTOpOE B
WHOCTpaHHOW JwmTepaType obo3Hauaercs kak SOC
(Standard Operating Conditions) [3].

O01ee KOIMYECTBO U300pakeHNH 00ydaroLIero,
IPOBEPOYHOTO M TECTOBOTO HAOOpPOB COCTABISIET
1923, 891 u 2503 cOOTBETCTBEHHO.

Kaxxmoe m3o0pakeHue NIpEnCcTaBICHO B (popme
MAcCHBA KOMIUIEKCHBIX OTCUETOB /, IIPHYEM €ro
pa3sMEepHOCTh JIsi Pa3HBIX KIACCOB OOBEKTOB pa3-

T-62

T-72

3uJl-131 3CY-23-4

Puc. 1. OnTnueckue 1 paJroIOKanOHHBIE H300pakeHns: 00bekToB Habopa MSTAR
Fig. 1. Optical and radar images of MSTAR objects

Tabn. 1. XapakTepuCTUKU 00y4aromuX, IPOBEPOUHBIX U TECTOBBIX HAOOPOB

Tab. 1. Characteristics of training, validation and test sets

Habop O0wexr | O6bem | O0bvexT | O6beM | OO0bekT | OObeM | OObekT | O6veM | OOBekT | OO0BeM
OO6y4Jaromuii 209 200 209 163 200
ITposepounsit 2C1 90 D7 99 BPJIM-2 89 BTP-70 70 3uJl-131 99
TecToBslii 274 274 274 196 274
O0yyaromuii 163 200 179 200 200
Iposepounsiii | BMII-2 70 T-62 99 BTP-60 77 T-72 79 302'23 199
TecroBblii 195 273 195 274 274

Bausinue pa3pemaonieii crioco0HOCTH PaANOIOKAIMOHHBIX H300paKeH Uil BOEHHOH TeXHUKH
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nuuHa. s MCKIItoueHHs BIUSHUS (OHA MECTHOCTH
BBIUMCJICHHBIE aAMIUIUTY/bl OTCYETOB HCXOJHBIX
KOMIUIEKCHBIX ~W300paKCHWH CpaBHUBAIOTCA C
MIOPOTOM

bl = 1o;
.= (1)

"o, iyl <o,

rae rnopor 1, 0= 1 q) ONpeACIEICTCA KaK 3HAYCHUEC 71-T'O
n

3JIEMEHTa YHOPSAOYSHHON 110 BO3PACTAHHIO BHIOOD-

1

KU (POHOBBIX OTCUYETOB [, =|I;;| u3 obmactu
b (b(ifl)NIJrj y

I/1306pa)KeHI/I}I, 3aB€IOMO HEC BKJIFOYAIOIIEH OTCUCTHI
OTMETKH O0BEKTa MU €ro paHHOHOKaHHOHHOﬁ TCHH,

ie[l; Nr], je[l; Nl]; N, m N; — KOIHMYeCTBO
CTPOK U CTOJIOIIOB MaccuBa / COOTBETCTBEHHO.

B kadectBe Takoli 0061aCTH IPUHAMAIOTCS YYACTKH
M300paKeHUSI ¢ WHTEPBAJIAMH WHICKCOB [ e[l; N,],
je[LNg]| w ic[LN,], je[Nj-Ny+LNg |
(3amITpXOBaHHBIE O0NACTH Ha pHUC. 2). 3HaYCHUE
HHJIEKCa ONPENENAETCS B COOTBETCTBHU C TMPABUIIOM

Puc. 2. Obnacti ()OHOBBIX OTCUETOB

Fig. 2. Areas of background samples

2C1 BMII-2

T-62

T-72

n:int{2erN¢)}, rae Ng — KOIMYecTBO CTONO-

IIOB MaccuBa [ , BBIICISAEMBIX NMpH (hopMHUpOBaHHU

BBEIOOPKH (DOHOBBIX OTCYETOB; pe[O; 1] — BEpOSAT-

HOCTb NPEBHIIIEHUS TOpora I aMIIMTya0i (hoHO-

BOT'O OTCUETa, T. €. BEPOSITHOCTD JIOXKHOMN TPEBOTH.

Tak Kak mpy OTCYTCTBHM (pOHA UCXOIHAsSI pazMep-
HOCTh M300pakeHnit ot 128 x 128 orcueroB u Oojee ¢
TOYKH 3peHUs] KIACCH(DUKAIMN OOBEKTOB SIBIISCTCS
M30BITOYHOMN, Ha CIEAYIOIIEM dTale HMOATOTOBKH JaH-
HBIX OHa MOHIKaeTcs 10 44 X 44 3a cueT ocylecTBiIe-
HIS OTIepalliy BU/Ia

lij = Tisin( N, /2-/2p jrint{n, 2-N/2) - (2)

rae i=1,_N u jzl,_N npu N =44,

Pesynbrat noporosoi 06paboTku (1) u nmoHmxe-
HUSL Pa3MEpPHOCTH (2) KOMIIEKCHOTO H300pakeHuUs
npeoOpa3yercsi B ICIOYUCICHHBIA 8-OUTHBINA (Hop-
MaT B COOTBETCTBUH C IPABHIOM

- - .8
o I, 1; <27
Y148 7058
2°, Il-j >2°,
— [l ~I'min
rae [; =int 27 x J] 5 Tmin ¥ Ipax — MU-
max

HUMaJIbHas U MaKCUMallbHasl aMIUIUTYAbl OTCUETOB
MaccuBa I COOTBETCTBEHHO.

Ilepen mopavelt Ha BXOJ HEHPOHHOM CETH LENIOYNC-
JICHHBIC 3HAUeHUsI auanazona [0; 255] npeobpasyroTcs B
BelllecTBeHHbIE Trana3zoHa [0; 1] nenenueM Ha 255.

IIpumepsl n300pakeHui TOATOTOBICHHOTO HA0O-
pa npu Nq) =30 u p=0.01 npuBeeHbI Ha puc. 3.

BTP-60 BTP-70

3uJl-131

Puc. 3. Tlpumepsl n300paxkeHnit Habopa JaHHBIX C MMOJIABICHHBIMH ()OHOBBIMU OTCUETAMHU

3CY-23-4

Fig. 3. Examples of images with suppressed background pixels
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Pa3zpaboTka n 00yueHHe ceTH OCYIIECTBISITUCH C
HCTIOJIE30BAaHUEM OHMOIUOTEKH TIyOOKOr0 OOyUCHHS
Keras [18] u ¢ppeiimBopka TensorFlow 2.0 [19].

ApXHUTEKTypa CeTH, IUIsi KOTOpPO Jajiee B CTaThe
npunaTo ob6o3HaueHrHe C-CNN (Custom CNN), mo-
Ka3aHa Ha puc. 4 U BKIIIOYAET MOCIIEIO0BATEIbHOCTU
geTeIpex map cBepTouHsx cioeB (Convolution Lay-
€rs) ¢ OJMHAKOBBIMHU sApaMu 3 X 3 U eIUHUYHBIM
marom cepTku. Ilocne kaxoil mapel BKIIOUEHBI
ciion noaBrIoopok (MaxPooling) 2 x 2. IlepBas mapa
CBEPTOYHBIX CJIOCB BKJIIOYACT 1O 32 (QHiIbTpa, BTO-
pas — no 64, Tpetba — 1o 128 u yerBepTas — no 256.
[onHOCBSI3HEBIN Knaccu(UKATOp BKIIOYAET BXOAHOU
ciaoit (Dense) Ha 4096 BxomoB 1 256 BBIXOOB, CIOU
50-npouentHoro mnpopexusanus (Dropout) u BbI-
XxoHOM cimoil ¢ 10 BbIXOJaMH MO YHCIY KJIACCOB.
B kadecTBe (DyHKIINH aKTHBAIlH CBEPTOYHBIX CIIOCB
U BXOJHOTO CIIOS KIAcCH(pHKATOpa HCIONIB3YeTCs
kycouHo-nuHeiHas (ReLU). ns onmcaHHOW apxu-
TEKTYpHl KOJIUYECTBO HACTPAaMBAEMBIX IIapaMETpPOB
ceTu coctanisier 2 223 082.

ITpu 0Oy4yeHNM UCIIONB3YETCs ANANTUBHBIA aJro-

putM Adam ¢ mapamMeTpoM CKOPOCTH 00y4eHHMs 107

(Mo yMOJYaHWIO 3TO 3HAYEHUE COCTABIISET 1073 ),

Input
3
3x3 Conv. 32, ReLU
3x3 Conv. 32, ReLU
2x2 Max pooling
v
3x3 Conv. 64, ReLU

3x3 Conv. 64, ReLU

2x2 Max pooling
¥
3x3 Conv. 128, ReLU

3x3 Conv. 128, ReLU

2x2 Max pooling
2
3x3 Conv. 256, ReLU
3x3 Conv. 256, ReLU
2x2 Max pooling
v
| Flatten, 4096 |

)
| Dens. 256, ReLU, Drop. 0.5 |
¥

| Dens. 10, Softmax |
v
| Output |

Puc. 4. Apxurextypa cetn C-CNN
Fig. 4. C-CNN network architecture

00yd4eHHe OCYIIECTBIISICTCSI B T€UEHHUE IBYXCOT BIIOX.
B kavectBe (hyHKIMM MOTEph MPUMEHEHA ITEPEKPECT-
Hast sHTporms [19]. Obmiee Bpemst oOydeHUsS ¢ WUC-
nonp3oBaneM GPU (GeForce GTX1660SUPER)
COCTaBJISIET OKOJIO 25 MHH, T. €. IPUMEPHO 10 7 ¢ Ha
amoxy. B KkadecTBe IOMOJIHUTENHHOTO —TIpHEMa
IPEIOTBPAILCHNS TepeoOyUeHUSI TPHMEHSETCS pac-
IIApEeHHe JaHHBIX (augmentation) CMEIICHHEM KaXK-
JIOr0 M300pa)KEHUS TI0 BEPTHKAIH U TOPU3OHTAIH Ha
CIIy4aifHOE 4YHMCIIO THUKCENIe OT OJHOro JO IATH U
IBYKpaTHOU Ionaded oOydaromero Habopa Ha BXOX
CeTH B TedeHHEe Kaxnoi smoxu. [lo pesympraTam
KIaccuuKanuy HU300pakeHnil TecToBoro Habopa
cetb C-CNN moxkazama touHocts 97.91 %, T.e. He-
BEPHO KJiaccuuimpoBaia 52 u3oopaxenus u3 2503.

IIpu BEIOOpPE apXUTEKTYPHI CETH OCYLIECTBISICS
mepeOop pa3UIHBIX BapHAHTOB COYETAHHS THUIEP-
mapamMeTpoB (KoJIW4decTBa M Pa3MEpHOCTH CBEPTOY-
HBIX CJIOEB, THNOB (DYHKIIUH aKTHBAIMH, BKIIOUCHHE
cioeB makeTHOM HopManm3anuu (BatchNormaliza-
tion), cimoeB mpopexuBanus (Dropout) Ha paznny-
HBIX 3Tamax u Jp.), a TaKkKe CpaBHEHHE CKOPOCTU U
KayecTBa OOyYEHUS NPU Pa3IMIHBIX CIIOCO0AX WHH-
a3y BECOB, TUIAX W IapaMeTpax ONTHMH3a-
TopoB (Adam, RMSProp, Adadelta). B nenowm, k 3a-
METHOMY YIIYUIICHHIO TOYHOCTH KJIACCH()UKAIINN
BKITIOUCHHE JOTONHUTEIBHBIX CJIOCB WM JTalloB
00pabOTKH HE TPUBEIO.

Hecmotps Ha 10, uTo cetb C-CNN mpencraBusiet
co00if KaccuyecKkyro cBepTouHow ceTh VGG-Tuma
[20], mocTurHyTas TouHOCTH Kinaccudukamu 97.91 %
JIOBOJIGHO BEICOKA. TeM He MeHee, Ha CEromHSIITHUN
JIeHb CYILECTBYET 3HAUUTENbHOE pa3zHOOOpasue Oosee
CJIO’KHBIX apXUTEKTYp, BKItovatonux bottleneck-cioun
(cerm thma Inception), residual-Oyioku (cetn THIIA
ResNet), a Takxke paa Apyrux pelieHui U Ux covera-
HUH.

Kax mpaBuito, 3ti cetrt 00y9aroT ¥ TECTHPYIOT Ha
HaOOpe JaHHbIX LBETHBIX H300pakeHnil ImageNet,
ucrionezyeMoM B mpoekte ImageNet Large Scale
Visual Recognition Challenge (ILSVRC), B pamkax
KOTOPOTO pa3IMYHbIe IPOrpaMMHBIE IPOLYKTHI €3Ke-
TOJTHO COPEBHYIOTCS B KIIACCH(DHMKAIIMHA U PACIIO3HA-
BaHUM O0BEKTOB M CIEH B 0ase janHbix ImageNet!.

[ poBEpKH TOTO, MOBIUSIET JIM CYIIECTBEH-
HBIM 00pa30M BBIOOP apXHUTEKTYPHI CETU Ha Pe3yiib-
TaThl KJIaCCHU(PHUKAIIHI H300paKEHHUH C pa3HBIM pas-

1o cocrosmmo na nexabpp 2021 r. mepBEHCTBO B €O-
pesHoBanun ILSVRC ynmepxuBaer cetb CoAtNet-7 Goinee
YeM ¢ IByMsI MIJUTHApJaMHi HaCTPanBaeMBIX IIAPAMETPOB.
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pEIIeHUuEeM, C HCIOJIb30BAaHUEM TEXHUKH IMepeHoca
obyuenus (Transfer Learning) [18, 21] momomHwu-
TeNbHO J000y4eHsl cetm Xception [22] m Mo-
bileNetV1 [23]. TlonHOCBsI3HBIE KiIacCH()PUKATOPHI
9THX CETel 3aMEHEHbl Ha COOCTBEHHBIC, BKIIFOYAIO-
M€ BXOJHOM ITOJTHOCBSI3HEIN cJION HA 512 BBIXOIOB,
cioit 50 %-ro mpopekMBaHUS M BBIXOJHOW IMOJHO-
CBsI3HBIN ciioi Ha 10 BBIXOJOB MO YMCITY KIJIACCOB.
[Tpu 1000ydeHNH HCIONIb30BaH onTuMu3aTop Adam

C MapaMeTpoM CKOPOCTH OOy4YCHHS 107. C TEIBI0
o0ecIieueHns paBHBIX YCIOBUIA OOYYCHUS U KOPPEKT-
HOCTH TIOCJIEAYIOMIETO CPaBHEHUSI PE3yIbTaTOB BXOI-
HbIC U300paKeHUs repea nogadeld Ha Bxox cereit (C-
CNN B TOM wumCle) TPUBEACHBI K Pa3MEPHOCTH
128 x 128, Tak KaK OHA SIBJIIETCS MUHUMAJIBLHOM IIJIS
cetn Xception. Hauiydimas TOYHOCTh Ha TECTOBOM
Habope Ui CeTH Ha OCHOBE apXUTEKTyphl Xception
cocrasiisteT 97.36 %, MobileNetV1 — 96.47 %.

B nenom, ucnone3oBanue npeaoOydeHHbIX ceTei
¢ OONBIIMM KOJNWUYECTBOM CIIOEB WM 0Ojee CIIONKHOU
ApXUTEKTYPOU IpH UcxoaHoM paspemenuu PJI oko-
110 0.3 M 3aMETHOTO YIY4IIICHHS TOYHOCTH HE JaJI0.

[Moxroroska Hadopos PJIN ¢ yxymiieHHbIM pa3-
pelIeHueM OocCylIecTBIsieTcs (pumbTpanuei n3oodpa-
XKEHHI Tocsie moporoBoi 00padotku (1) u cHUKEHUs
WX pa3MepHOCTH (2) Kak

N N
Li=2 2 |Imn|G(m—z,n—]),
m=1n=1
(m? +n?)
2k?
€HT, XapaKTepPHU3YIOLIHi, BO CKOJIBKO pa3 B pe3ybTaTe
(bwIbTpaImy yXyamaercs pa3penieHne n300paKeHHsI.

rae G(m,n)=exp| - ; k. — xoaddum-

2Cl1 BMII-2

BP/IM-2

BTP-60

BTP-70 D7 T-62

Jlucranuus, M

Puc. 5. Ceyennss HOpMAPOBAHHOH aBTOKOPPEISAIINOHHOM
(byHKIMK H300paKeHHs IPY PA3IMIHBIX K,

Fig. 5. Image normalized autocorrelation function cross
sections at different £,

B xauecTBe Mephl paszpelraronieil cnocodHoCTU
NPUHATA [IHPHHA ABTOKOPPEIAIUOHHON (PYHKIHH
nzobpaxkenus:s mo yposHro 0.5 ot makcumyma. Ha
pHC. 5 MOKa3aHbl CEYEHUS] HOPMUPOBAHHON aBTOKOP-
peTSIUOHHON (YHKIIMM OJIHOTO M TOTO XK€ M300pa-
JKEHUSI IO OJHOHN M3 KOOPAMHAT, WUIIOCTPUPYIOLINE
ee pacmmpenue npu &, =1, 2,3, 5u 10.

[Tpumeps! n300pakeHnii OOBEKTOB ¢ MCXOAHBIM
paspetenueM 0.3 M u ¢ yxyaumeHHsM B 2 (0.6 M), 3
(0.9 m), 5 (1.5 m) u 10 (3 M) pa3 moka3zaHsl Ha puc. 6.

Oo6yuenue ceteit C-CNN, MobileNetV1 u Xcep-
tion mpoBeaeno B Teuerne 200, 150 u 100 3mox co-
oTBeTCTBEHHO. [lapamerp ckopocTn OOy4eHHs OI-

tumm3atopa Adam mnpuHUMAICS pPaBHBIM 1074 s

ciryqae C-CNN u 107 — 8 ciydasix MobileNetV1 u
Xception. 3aBUCHUMOCTH, WUTIOCTPUPYIOLIHE TIPO-
necc o0yuenus cetrt C-CNN Ha pa3nuyHbIX Habopax
n300pakeHuil, MpUBeICHBI HA pHC. 7.

T-72 3uJl-131  3CY-234

Puc. 6. TIpumepsl n3o6paxxeHuii HAOOPOB € Pa3IUYHBIM pa3pelICHHEM

Fig. 6. Examples of image sets with different resolutions
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Puc. 7. Xapaxrepuctuku nporecca o0ydenus ceti C-CNN npu pa3nudHOM pasperieHur H300paxeHunit:
a—k.=2,6—-k.=3;6—-k.=5 2— k. =10
Fig. 7. Characteristics of the C-CNN network training process at different image resolution:
a—k.=2,6—-k.=3;6—-k.=5 2— k. =10

PesyabTarbl. XapakTepHOW 4YepTOM SIBISETCS
Bce OoJiee paHHee MPOSBICHUE NMPU3HAKOB Mepeoly-
YCHUS CETH TI0 Mepe YXyIIIEHHs pa3penieHus: Habo-
pa AaHHBIX (IIPEeKpalleHue POCTa TOYHOCTH M POCT
MOTEph Ha MPOBEPOUYHOM HAOOpE MPH HEMPEPHIBHBIX
YIy4IICHU TOYHOCTH M CHIDKEHHHM IOTEph Ha 00y-
yaromieM). Hawmnydmime TOYHOCTH Ha TECTOBOM
Habope npoaemoncTpuposanu cetn C-CNN ¢ Beca-
MM, HacTpoeHHbIMM Ha 172-# ( k, =2; 89.82 %),

141-i1 (k. =3; 79.13 %), 129-i (k,. =5; 52.2%) u
13- ( k. =10; 23.68 %)
MobileNetV1 mokazana Hawiaydimde TOYHOCTH Ha
126-1 (k. =2; 90.22 %), 95-i1 (k. =3; 66.07 %),
145-i (k, =5; 40.83 %) u 113-ii (k- =150; 20.99 %)
3moxax, ceTb Xception — Ha 33-i1 (&, =2; 86.54 %),
95-it (k, =3; 69,47 %), 94-i1 (k. =5;4491%) n

100-i (%, =10;21.59 %) smoxax cOOTBETCTBEHHO.

snoxax. Certb

CpaBHUTENbHAS AMarpaMMa JOCTUTHYTOW MakcH-
MaJIbHOW TOYHOCTH KJIACCU(HKAIMU TIPH Pa3THIHON
pazpeluaronieil ciocoOHOCTH NPUBEEHA HA PUC. 8.

[TonHble pe3ynbTaThl, BKIIOYAIOIINE TECTUPOBA-
HHUE BCEX CeTel Ha BcexX HAbopax C Pa3IHMYHBIM pa3-
pelieHueM, NpuBeIeHbI B Ta0I. 2.
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Puc. 8. CpaBHuTENBHAS AMAarpaMMa TOYHOCTH KIIaccU(UKaImm
TIPH PA3JIMIHOI pa3speraromnieii crrocobHoCTH

Fig. 8. Comparative diagram of classification accuracy
at different resolution

PesynbTaThl TecTHpoBaHus ceTei B Gopme rpadu-
YECKUX 3aBHCHUMOCTEH IpUBEIEHBI Ha puc. 9, a—¢. U3
UX aHAJIN3a CJIEAYET, YTO YyBCTBUTENBHOCTh K N3Me-
HEHUIO pa3pelIeHHs TECTOBOTO Habopa SBIIAETCS
MaKCUMAaJILHOM JUIsl ceTel, 00yYeHHBIX Ha Habopax ¢
BBICOKHM pa3peIIeHUEM, U CHIDKACTCS M0 MEpE €ro
YXYJILIEHNs C OHOBPEMEHHBIM MaI€HUEM TOUHOCTH.

C menpl0 aHanM3a BO3MOXHOCTH PACIIMPEHUS
JIMana30Ha paspeleHnid n300pakeHui, 3pPEKTUBHO
knaccupunupyeMsix cetbio C-CNN, 0pun chopmu-
pOBaHBl O0Y4alOIIMi, MPOBEPOUYHBIH M TECTOBBIM
HaOops! u3 4063, 1904 u 5249 uzobpaxkeHU COOT-
BeTcTBeHHO. Haboph! M300pakeHHH KaXKIoro Kiacca
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Tabn. 2. Pe3ynpTaThl TECTUPOBAHHMS ceTel Ha HAOOpax C Pa3INIHBIM pa3pelieHneM

Tab. 2. Results of network testing on image sets with different resolutions

Pazpemenue Paspemnienue TectoBoro Habopa, M
oOydaromero Habopa, M 0.3 0.6 | 0.9 1.5 3
C-CNN
0.3 97.91 % 13.22 % 10.93 % 10.93 % 10.97 %
0.6 14.34 % 89.82 % 31.61 % 13.9% 11.54 %
0.9 16.39 % 52 % 79.13 % 19.27 % 10.86 %
1.5 21.43 % 28.73 % 37.62 % 52.2 % 10.69 %
3 12.62 % 153 % 15.18 % 16.27 % 23.68 %
MobileNetV1
0.3 96.47 % 17.63 % 14.02 % 11.86 % 8.61 %
0.6 16.38 % 90.22 % 393 % 19.51 % 12.02 %
0.9 11.06 % 36.05 % 66.07 % 23.88 % 12.5 %
1.5 12.1% 20.75 % 31.61 % 40.83 % 12.46 %
3 11.26 % 11.26 % 10.62 % 13.02 % 20.99 %
Xception
0.3 97.36 % 23.92 % 15.76 % 14.46 % 10.89 %
0.6 19.51 % 86.54 % 44.99 % 18.67 % 10.77 %
0.9 11.78 % 48.19 % 69.47 % 24.32 % 11.09 %
1.5 13.54 % 23.12 % 33.77% 44.91 % 13.14 %
3 9.13 % 10.49 % 9.86 % 12.78 % 21.59 %
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Puc. 9. TounocTH Knaccu(pHKalUH, JOCTUTHYTHIC HA TECTOBBIX HA0OPaX ¢ Pa3inYHbIM pa3pelICHHEM:
a — C-CNN; 6 — MobileNetV1; ¢ — Xception; ¢ — Ha cMeIIaHHOM HaboOpe ¢ Pa3INYHBIM Pa3pelleHueM

Fig. 9. Classification accuracy on image test sets with different resolutions:
a — C-CNN; 6 — MobileNetV1; ¢ — Xception; e — on a mixed set with different resolutions
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Tabn. 3. Pesynbrarsl TectupoBanus cetn C-CNN Ha Habopax ¢ pa3IHIHBIM pa3penieHHeM

Tab. 3. Results of testing the CNN network on image sets with different resolutions

Paspemenue TecToBoro Habopa, M

Cayuaitnoe (0.3; 0.6; 0.9) 0.3 0.6

0.9 1.5 3

87.41 92.70 89.46

71.76 21.47 10.89

BKJIFOYQJIA CITyYaiiHOE KOJIMYECTBO HM300pakeHUH ¢
HCXOIHBIM, YXYIIICHHBIM B 2 U B 3 pa3a pa3pelicHu-
eM. Pesynbratsl TectupoBanus cetu C-CNN Ha Bcex
HaOOpax TaHHBIX MTPHUBEICHBI B Ta0JI. 3.

Ha puc. 9, 2 mpuBeneHBl 3aBUCHMOCTH MAaKCH-
MaJIbHBIX 3HAYEHHH TOYHOCTH K.]'[aCCI/I(bI/IKaLII/H/I, H0-
CTUTHYTBIC PA3JIMYHBIMH CCTAMHU, OT pa3pema}01uef/'1
CIOCOOHOCTH PaHOIOKAIIMOHHBIX H300paskeHNH.

B memnoM, HecMOTpsS Ha HEKOTOPOE YXYAILICHHE
toyHoctu ¢ 97.91 no 92.7 % npu ucxonHom paspe-
[ICHUH, MPH €r0 JIBYX- U TPEXKPATHOM YXYIIICHHU
CeTh MPOJEMOHCTPHUPOBAJIA MPHOIN3UTEIBHO TE K€
TOYHOCTHBIC XapaKTCPUCTUKHU, YTO U CCTH, o6yqu—
HBIE TOJIBKO Ha COOTBETCTBYIOIINX HAOOpax JaHHBIX.

3aximioyenne. TakuMm o0pa3oMm, OOIIMM BBIBO-
JIOM SBJISETCs OBICTPOE YXYALICHHE TOYHOCTH pac-
MMO03HaBaHUsI 00HEKTOB BOCHHOW TEXHUKHU C YXYIIIe-
HHUEM pa3pelIaroniei CHoCOOHOCTH UX H300paXeHuil.

Tak, mpu paspemennu 0.6 M HawiIydiias TOYHOCTh
coctamia 90.22 % (MobileNetV1), 0.9 m — 79.13 %
(C-CNN), 1.5 M — 52.2 % (C-CNN), 3 M — 23.68 %
(C-CNN). dpyrumu cnoBamu, 3¢pdexTuBHOE pacmo-
3HaBaHHE O0BEKTOB C TOYHOCTBIO JO THIIA TIPH pa3-
peleHun, Xyxxe 4eMm 1 M, MpaKTH4eCKd HEBO3MOKHO
Jla)kKe TPU UCTIONB30BAHWU OJIHOTO M3 Hambolee co-
BEPUICHHBIX W3 CYHICCTBYIONINX WHCTPYMEHTOB, a
umenHo ['CHC. CymiecTBeHHO MOBBICUTh YCTONYH-
BOCTh TOYHOCTH K M3MEHEHHIO Pa3pelleHUs MO3BO-
JWII0 OOyYEeHHE CETH Ha Habope H300paKeHUH ¢ pas-
JUYHBIM pa3penieHneM. [lomydeHHble OIIEHKH MOTYT
CIIY’)KUTh OIOPHBIMH TIPU OIIEHKE BO3MOXKHOCTEH
pacrio3HaBaHusi 00bekToB Ha PJIM B menom, Tak kak
BPSL JIM Kakue-1u00 U3 CYIECTBYIOUINX aITOPUTMOB
CIOCOOHBI MOKa3aTh 00Jee BBHICOKHE PE3yJbTaThl 1O
cpaBrenunto ¢ 'CHC B 0003puMoii TiepcIieKTUBE.
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