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Abstract; Weather radar systems operating continuously over long periods are often affected by equipment
failures, external interference, and other factors, which may lead to abnormal echoes and limit their
effectiveness in monitoring, warning, and forecasting severe weather. In this study, two types of abnormal
echoes, radial and annular echoes, were manually selected and labeled from historical radar mosaic data. A
weather radar abnormal echo dataset for radar mosaics, WRAED), containing 20 000 images, was then con-
structed using data augmentation techniques. An improved model was developed based on the semantic seg-
mentation model DeeplLabV3-+. A simplified ResNet50 architecture was adopted as the backbone network
to reduce computational cost. A simple attention mechanism, SimAM, was added to the backbone feature
extraction layers to help the model focus on important echo features. In addition, an intermediate layer was
introduced into the decoder to incorporate more detailed and contextual background information. The im-
proved model, named Deepl.Lab-ARER, was designed for abnormal echo recognition in radar mosaics. Ex-
perimental results show that DeeplLab-ARER achieves good performance in identifying abnormal echoes.,
with a mean pixel accuracy of 96. 75% and a mean intersection over union of 93. 95% , representing a clear

improvement over Deepl.LabV3+. The Deepl.ab-ARER model provides effective technical support for the

automatic identification of abnormal echoes in radar mosaic.

Key words: radar mosaic, abnormal radar echo, deep learning, semantic segmentation

515

RAUH 15 P ]2 K Ha A~ DX I8 P 22 30 7 30k 41 4
i DEF A — TP BB 36 % X A m R (R . R
5 PR 1A RE S 32 T 98 X BE A0 A RE 77, 2 TR
SRR — Bl G B0k, SR KU A R
PR T RGA N LB 1T 5 Z RGN TR
TIUARF R R GERLRR SRR | T REAR B T4 S
SRR ET YA 22 i 2R A R 0 5 7 R ] ol
55 18 A7 AN T G M A R R GIE T L, 20200
B R AR S B J5 i 4 ) B R B A X R (AR SR TS
W58 A BRI A 1) S RO L TR s BRI R T 2 A7 A
ARty EROIR A SR B . AR ) SR ] OR — P AR
I 73 417 4 2% R (81 95 o 3 8 oy 1 5 P 400 v
TG T Y R0 A T R Ak B S R SR R £ R 5F
2008) o FRAR S 0] 9 3= 2 o H I8 A S AL/ AR oL
P 5| A 1) PR 0 800 i BE S S B R B AR AR AR 4
[1] 352 5 B e Pl 2 S AR A o HE BUERAR L AR (] 38 X i
G L2015) X4l S [B] AN (0T 4R WA AR O3 %)
RARGER M F b 235 W55 1 75 38 B0 19
WV HRCR . TR A B BRSO 1
e N TR 530 9 A e = {F7E T o 3K B P RO
BEAT N ARG A A ER VRHCRARTT X DL 2 %
{EAE R R GE 5o R KA iR R G55
W UBE L &b - N TS i et Y B el |
W B Bl RS X T R RO R R 5 AR

HAEENLE XL,

FLHA R ACE IR S R TR0 A R DR 2 AR
fE4t 1% Ab BEOFD N T % AiE A 5. Haddad et al
(2004) F) FH B 36 101 9 (14 i 0 A5 S, i K B B
J5 L K IR FE i 22 L TR IX 43 B K T3 i i 4 [
W, 2 I BOR SR FRAE 76 22 U0 b B — 5 ) 51
B . AL AE (2007) 5 rp (U8 I 5 /0N I AR 4 4 45
B T RATE X 18 ER AL B S 8 2l ]
FARPE T R AP BRI . ol BB AE (20100 R H A& B
o T I D U g R R R IS Y Y 2% U R AT U
P, HBAESE (2013) 45 A R AL B RRAE 32 BRI AR
EAELVEBT R EE R A SR, Sadouki
and Haddad(2013) W38 1 K B e A= 5 F i 47 K114
SO BT BB AT R X A B K Il 5 4R . Bk
TG G R 5 3R BRI T — & B9 iR 31 2L
S H R AR RN T R S T E SR

Wil 5 TR JE 2 20 7 15 1 o0 38 0 B, HAE R4
A Y A 28 TS BR CER A7 14 45, 2021 5 BRES 55
2022 2 L4, 2022 ik E A 2023 5 N 45, 2025)
Forp, 6T IR B 2 2 ) BG4 2 0806 O W FH B
KSR R XIS 202D T T E
P2 2% (CNND 1 RS 8 5 5 013 R R 51 .
Yang et al(2020) Bt FHF H 232 H T 58 K
AT I TR SR . SR AREE (2023) 3 TR
R T RATBEFHEEIPUNEA ., BRIk
Xof 3 R 30 P 2K )R i) B bR o A R L B AR
POk B R, (2RI EE FER



%9 ]

A4 T SO E )RR I8 PR IR AR 1] A ERAR S IR O ik 1119

Tk B e (A2 1] B ) o — e T 30 P 5
O S H AN TG X A B S R i AR R K
(] 52 R S T8 R 8 G G R S BRI IR R AL

P8 1 H AR BE 5 K B0 R O 1 B BB R
50 5 38 3 6 BR324 S % A
RO 2 . BB BIEOR F 25 il Loy
H L Ay VRN A k), b il SO ER AR R
HEAT R SCAT 28 S A9 4 B2 DX 43 [l 2 W A 1) AN ) A~
T T4 5o BIAS AT A B SR R 4
HH) & 8RR KRR T =B,
S — B B B TR 48 7 1k 0 ERGE A IR
B R AR ORRAE A7 0 B0 8 Tk SE i X
PRvE MR 55 I BOR IR FE 2 ) S ST kg &
B L R A R e 4 Bk S B OE A
(Razavian et al,2014) ,{H H 6 P 52 2% 58 07 1510
FRLH 5 265 =B BO 2 T 2 5 A & W 2% (FCND I 15
(Long et al,2015), FCN i i & 1 )2 #& BURR1E . JF
FI IR TR R MRS R I3 BE 32, S B TR R )
T8 L3 2 CF B RN T °F- 5 2023 5 T 2 F 52 4R
F,2019) . % RN T IR SR [E R B H AR R R
[ 95 Pl A5 AN ) DX 30 o A B CHE 8 [l 8 s 5
(8] 98 ) A 2 a7 B 0 O[] 30 1 5 v ot A A 5 S o el
5 B N v [ 1 0 N o R e NP P 1 N 718
FHIE 43805 125 08 S8 180 i A7 18 R 90 i R0
AT 72 T 7 3k DF 1 BHks o i DI 55 0 H fig

1 HRSEty

S B PR REAEAR KRR OB T i 2
B HLARE HER 1 R MR 5 . M R BR SE 2 —
Yt 55 2y 5 AR AT 55 1T LB 1 14 D 2 T S ) A
TIBITERE . SR - 78 TR BE 2 ~1 i Lo BB 2~ T
BRI SR (LU 2 B0 SR A B 2, X L L AR
THER 2RI B IR & T AR SR T AL

Tk P BCHE A T SR [ EAR R R 4
(WRAED) . iz %48 48 i I i B dl ok B i db 8 %
Gl 5538 47 1 9 Pk KR B I i RO 45 R S
(SWAND A S 4 A B R R 7 PF 18 = . o
PHE = VR A WIAEE 9 3 S BB — IR F S
(B DA% sk o3 BES R 1 km, B (6] 57 BE 2
6 min, FHEAEREITEE K 2019—2021 4F 6—9
55 % 2k = AL EIWBIR R R RS AL T
A5 S AR

FET UL SWAN B35 Pf B 80 b i 22 i B
R A R R ER LR i VOC #% X & 1k PF
Il g A 46 . B 2 o WRAED (1) B AR i
B N 20192021 4F 6—9 H 3L 77500 3k T ik BE
P [ 8 P15 R B PRI ) w30 1 40 15 S5 3 [l
Pe iy G (B 3) 5 o 2L 1002 5K AN & 48 1) S
] 95 11 [ 5 - 157 5RAN 3 IR S5 [ 1 (145, 59 7K
[i) Fsf B A% ] AR AR S [ e ) RIS

SRJG . T Labelme B QAR KA ZHTE T
HL O bR 0 S [l R AT bR 28 b i CRD
NTARZD Az i JSON #2945 0 £hodl S s Pl
JH Python Image Library . EL¥f JSON #% 2 i bR
B SO 5% 4ok MERD AR R (D)

8

2700
2250
1800
1350
900
450

108.8 110.5 112.2 113.9 115.6°E

Bl 1 idbE 9 # S B KRR EH R0 A
Fig. 1 Distribution of nine S-band weather

radars in Hubei Province

R S gkt W I g
JEikE e R | R T Ry it
FREEBRAR S8 81 ‘ J WA
Gk

K 2 WRAED ji f2 K
Fig. 2 Workflow of WRAED construction



1120 A

. ‘ ; dBz
g 75
== "o 1 70
g 65
7 60
55
‘ 7 50
Pt 45
= 40
L ° 1 W35
N 13,-4 . gg
LT RS *
4 f .3 20
. 15
g 9 10
h e | 5
Bl 3 (@& m, (b)) IR, (o4& [ FHAR L A7 19 5 4 513 & 1%
Fig. 3 Images of abnormal radar echoes of (a) radial, (b) circular and
(¢) mixed radial and circular
.o (@)
35°N - = < N dBz
34 4 m f*—* e i
31 4
V. , g g \ 40
30 o 1 ' Y ] 30
» [T g 3
% | A R 10
27 ‘!'%' >

L — T — T T — T T
108 110 112 114 116°E 108 110 112 114

T T =T
116°E 108 110 112 114 116°E

| E— T T T
108 110 112 114 116°E

()
7/ .

\ N

AN

«

B4 Ca) S [l P45 I (b) e RS s 1 14 45

Fig. 4

Hi AT R UG R 77 509 5K H R &
i 16 HH A B S g PRTAR A 1218 Bk, B4 A2 LA
BN HAAE o3 A A X 8, 30 8 2 S SOl SR A i 3
PRPESMAE RS 2R T BE TR, N iR
) L R R AR 4 (20240 41 H T RIS 80 90 44 o By
Ao X JE—FTENL & 5 > UR BE 5 ) S 4z
FH A ECHE A FREOR B 7 18 3 A o AT — R
G 8 AR AT T B A WS 22 A [
RE PR BHE I A 20 5 1 QSR A5 B AR AR L i
T 2 TR B 1) P BE 5 12 AL RE

IR B G 98 Ty kAR W 2 A B T RAE AR BB
R 14 58 07 V5 AU 28 e\ B 8 ) A T 2k
A EG B s 35 58 7 i (i SMOTE, SamplePairing
Fl Mixup 85 38 A7 e T A2 o0 Bt 0 2% Hcis 2E iy

(a) Abnormal radar echo images and (b) their mask annotation images

RO a8 o AR 3C 32 R AR 1 T A AL 4 28 i dl
5 LSRR AR (49 22 R4 B ARG AE AR RS 4
L AR o B A5 KO B |3 T 4 5 e U
M — 3 1) B X [T AR HE AT T e 45 AR 5 20 i T o PR 4R it
AT TR AR /N A 5 4 5 U 3 ik 4 5Tt P AR 1) Jmy
DX o 50 A P R P A ] A Y 2 o ) 9y AR £ SR
FHAE

Zi b K AT AR T 1R LR D0 145 0 ) it
T et B0 A6 S R A L 45 3 R Ik F AT ) 9 AR
P e 5 B A 4 5 (R IN 2E AT I R 5 R Ik 4R 1 R
Or ARAEE B PR E SR BN RS . . 20
ol i 5 Bs S 3L 20 000 SR IEIGR BRCK
/N 1100 23K X800 2L R 3iE 1 42 1) A1 R AR P 26
S 0 TR .80 06 B P AR K 23 S 1T 2 Al 4



%9 B

AL T SO R S PR IEAR 1) A ER AR S 3R O ik 1121

FHF R I 25 B B 5 20 6 1y T8 0 4l 43 Sy 560 3
B4R LUGE XS Y1 545 3 #4852 R 9E 47 56308 F0 37 A

# 1Ry WRAED )il 25 %5 4l 48 0 56 30k 550 3 52
F1 7 K [0 35 A 5 L

%=1 WRAED REEIE S (B
Table 1 Distribution of abnormal radar echoes in the WRAED dataset (unit; sheet)

LGS 1 1o S [ 3 FROR S Bk 2 18+ BRR R [ 3
DIl 2 8048 45 7198 7202 1600
B 4G 4 1801 1799 400

2  Deepl.ab-ARER & %

3L DeeplabV3-+ 15 #1 S Feflt . R F a4k f&
) ResNet50(He et al,2016; Fakhfakh et al,2020)
T PG R T ) F A D R R ORI
S Deeplab-ARER #5545 8 %) JE A 45 #y A &1 5
JIiR . Hir  DeepLabV3+ & 4 # 2 7 T & B9 3£ T
2t ) g PR A e AL A S0 I R 2%, R A T A X
8 ST HME 55 04T 3 BE 20 ) Xeeption 3T W 4%
A ST 3 AR P R AIE 4 B

2.1 EFTMEMIFMEREN

R (20200 2 H T —Fh 45 5 ResNet F1 Deep-
LabV3+ &5 B & M 4% = R k. %
2k H ResNet50 3 1 W 2%, JE 4l = FI &5 76 T A&
AR R EE LA DeepLab Vi —+ R 25 B 7 , A
A5 31 L A% S8 Ty 30k s A A T KGR R B A ) A
Ph. 24 (2024) 2 T DeepLabV3+ T S 4
TEZG S BRI KB, £ T M4 RN Res-
Net101 f 73 ] 1 B8 5 #F » ResNet50 IR Z. A it
DeepLab-ARER # %I 5% F faj 1k B9 ResNet50 CHH
T ResNet50 455 DU HO 1 2 3 T B 4% 3E 17 F# 1k
7o 2N N TIN  S IR E- S N D S Rl - B S DL
WRAED HA B 47 1) 43 FRCR

BE AN 2D R A R S 0] B S
L oy PR (R G — N RE D LR . X TR
T SCATEMT 55t D R R R 8 B 16, A SR
W1, 16 J& 3 FE RO B2 22 (8] 1) d5c A 47 % (Chen et al,
2018) s MUA SCH i HE 2P R B 16,

2.2 4RfOEE
DeepLab-ARER & # 1) 4 15 % #% 12 5 Deep-
LabV3-+ AR, i i 25 25 8] 4 57 3% i fk CASPP)

P = TR IR IR Z 43 1E (Chen et al,2017) , 4%
B A TR 2 ik 23R 0 23 31 R B AT 0 B8 6 BUOR T k2 ROE

5. ASPP A FE — 4~ 1 X1 H B = A KN
S 3X3 A (B Ik 243 0 o 6.12.,18) FIF- 34t
T G DA AE . & 5 R 7 OB LA 40 S 3R B
FRAEEAT PR S A B 1 X1 B RUZ . 5 Deep-
LabV3-+ 201, A% 450 AU 78 2 5 25 0 it i 45 25 42 b fif
FZ R 7 B B E S 3 X3 B, &
UL A NG B 1 2 B3 il Ry TR A RS S B (|
X1 B L 75 4 R 1 Al 14 [ I K R AR T334

2.3 fRAUES

DeepLabV3-+ 4 fif 5 4% B 55 M 2 5 5 3= 12 B
2 FRAE (LI 5 AP IRE) Zad 1X T B B RU
AEIERCR . SRE KX LD A 4L 5 g A AR
i PR o g A g R AT T 4 AR R R
BE o 33 2 R nl 73 s 5 BUR BE— 2 ik
PHEJE BVRFIE . 45T R FR R BEAT 4 A5 XA BoR
B dda s BT 1K B AUk AR i B A5 2R b 45
BB ) S 55 2 01 ) M DT B

T T 35 B S R AT 55 L AR 1) S (]
IR W e BN A %l ARG A BROIR S (] i ) R
R R DIREg E G R SUR S SN S R AP oy K
T AR BB U WK A DeepLabVs +
JEAT B A il 5 5 3 S 20 rh RO S5 4 5 S nT RE e
b AR JE LR SR AR YA B R I 55 . Dt AR ST
DeepLab-ARER 8 4 i % 25 3=+ 38 I 1 Fe ik
R HZ (B 5. R 1X1 B,
I 2 A XA R AE S LG I At 47 6l R iE )2 7Y
KW o IoeJa g SRR A 7 S0 R AR R AT BF 4
i g b R AE B I T DA — B n] B A G A £ PR
A 25 Ok 8 P RS AR TN A A 2 o DA T 8 9 S [
e XIS 73 ) e B

2.4 EBNER

B ML o AS 6] X34 B AS 5] A A,
TV AR SE  i A AYAH 2643 (Guo et al,2022), E



1122 A

% 952 %

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

! 1x L o] 5 4 R {b 4715 (ASPP)
> 256

2 4 ) A At

>

3% 3Gl 5y B
256, k=6

A B
1100 x 800

LR = w)]
BEH(SimAM)

>

3% 3G Al 4y B
256, izl =18

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

:

3R ) BB ,Ej el
> Xzs?q§;%$:12 Bz —b@—» Ix 1R
5 256 |
|

|

|

}

|

s Ty |

|

|

; FHIER ) !
| FEH(SimAM) !
! I
l - ERHE x4 e ;
l DOER e 2 :
| 48 : !
! |
! |
| - Yy A . . |
| TR 1x 148 i3 3% 3ERpE Al 3% 3EE AT 1 148 %
I BEHA(SimAM) 48 i 4y B A IH256 5y 845256 FREE x4 3] i 11100 x 800
|
|
|

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

5 DeepLab-ARER 5 5Y {) 28 45 f4)
Fig.5 Architecture of DeeplLab-ARER network

AR AE DeepLab V3 -+ al H At 43 1 % 2% rh 5
AR A B T ol 2 249 5 Ny B Az o #
R (Azad et al, 2020; Zeng et al, 2020; Jia et al,
2023), Hi, B2 55 (2023) &1 % i 55 40 ET 55 14k
T DeepLabV3—+ 76 £ T M h5] A ECA B, 1E
ASPP S A & AR 2 ) Pl (CBAMD ,
P TS EIRE . R w4 (2024) 4y I E TR
12 GURFAE fil & R0 43 50 5000 22 i in A CBAM, 23
T DeepLabV3-+ X} & 1% 2l i IR0 . B EH
4 (2025) 5] AW AR B E 1 ML Ok 2 i Deep-
LabV3-+ A% T+ T 5% 0 i 2 A G % AR ARG il
fig. WK 5 iR, DeepLab-ARER #5875 4 A~ FFiE
PEWUZE Z J5 ¥ i fa 5 & S MLl SimAM (Yang
et al,2021), SimAM 2 — AR AR I HLE .
NGBS SE B = AR AR5 I
by 7 18] 0138 38 VR 7 ALH AR PR — 2 5 4R AL
&, B SImAM 435 AR Z )2 TR 2 R AE $2
Bz BRI AT DAAE AN [A) i S 2 9% b v 5 % 5 5 [l
P AH SRR 1) 567 . #8271 DeepLab-ARER X} 4% 7]
FVERAR S5 18130 )RR AE 4> ERE T o

2.5 MEEH

AR Deeplab-ARER i X 43 #1455 7Y 52
XS AR 1] PR S 7 s i M i g U A BT b
JE EHR B R PO B = 73 2 [n) R, Fiv DA SR s 1 1) 228

SUIAE 45 2 BB . 32 SUIR 0K R BIOE LANTF

N C
L= vdn(pu0 (D

i=1 c=1

Ao N — 5K 3k [m] i SR R 0 B8 C Sy 285
Bt AR R 35y, FREE T MR SAES ¢ DG
) one-hot 4t (1) H 52 1H LHRZE, pi.. %7~ Deep-
Lab-ARER BRI Y25 « MR R B T4 ¢ 4126
TR
38 3 AE 3 2 W Softmax pREUKEF DeepLab-
ARER 500 by 44 £ W 56 20 [0+ 17 5% 1] L6 A2 44 o
Z I 1., Softmax pRECME LUNTF :
Softmax(z,) = —&- 2)
e
K ex, HEEMAE ANTCR 0 N EWLEE.
TEUETHE AR S P 7E TR BE A HE 42 v ) B S B
T Softmax pR £ 5 A8 U 0 2% oK ER L 6 B 53 I ]
Wk EEE R EFE AL .

3 BERIPEAL

3.1 EMAE

Oy b — ST A G R T 4 B 7 3
B 5% 9% [0 53 808 9 (WRAED) . xf DeepLab-



%9 B

AL T SO R S PR IEAR 1) A ER AR S 3R O ik 1123

ARER 715 HoAth 32 37 119 CNN 35 &G 43 #1 58
FEEL, 4l DeeplabV3 -+ (Chen et al, 2018), FCN
(Long et al,2015) ,ResUnet(Zhang et al,2018) 5
UNet(Ronneberger et al,2015) #F 47 GEXT 1, H
H, % J& 3| Deeplab-ARER #% %I & % T Deep-
LabV3-+ gtk 1 >k A 6K H 5 2k B Xception, Res-
Net50 A& ResNetl01l = Fh A6 F T M 4% 9 Deep-
LabV3 -+ AT A %) 1 o

3.2 EfhIEHR

DeepLab-ARER #5 B A 4 i 2 1] W 5 8 0] I
TQE PN T L AT BE 0 e 45 S R Y
2 AIVE R . PRI, AR SCAE T 455 780 B ) B %5 S8 A% R
o3 NG B AN X B A R Lk AR R R R (PA)
S5 F HER F (mPA) (38 3F e (ToU) IS 2 58 3
e (mIoUD R T Z AP 8 br . Ry itk — 25 43 Hr A A
X 2% 28 Il i U RE ) R R R R T ) =
A BIFE AT - Ay vh 2 (POD) L iR ) 2 (FAR) 5 ffi
(Bias) .

3.2.1 PA 5 mPA

PA FF G ihH0m 45 5 8 E o oy B 1R R b
LR E R B X TR R DEE SR R 55
15 - PA AT LS e A5 7Y AE B e R 1 i iR R R
Iy AR AR N

TP+ TN
TP+ TN+ FP+ FN
. TP TNLFPEN 23 5 & Bt 25 55 [l )k 1 1 IE
o1 A7 AR I AR B 2 R, R R
F AR U IR A B0 45 0 KB R R B BIR R R
A IERFRSIEAES E R BB R RIEGNREER
I TIN5 7 25 ) AR 3R AR B BB A5 R R R iR
AR 45 KRR E .

mPA & SR AN 28 B IE 0 TR R % 25
FLIRR BB AE 1 P 73 A el
5 PA ML . mPA BERSU S FEAR S ANE R 2 5
XV 25 S 10 5 o B3 A F 43 A AR R ) A S5 R
SEH ISR R 2B R RE . S AR

N

PA = (€D

mPAzﬁlz1 TP L FN @)
b Ny S Il R 2RO0 B 8 G 1 530 U
3.
3.2.2 ToU 5 mloU

ToU F i B 55— 28 501 T X 305 L S b 1 IX)

MZ AR E AL . IR b A T8 I A T 1R
RO o [A) 2 BURG J FER 45 R B L DY e
5 A e i e S o 9 DX A S ) DR RC AR E . GO
NGV

TP

U = 15 T Fp 1 PN (5

mloU M2 i+ 5 i1 A 28 5 ToU (¥ H. 1+
TN BRI AE 2 2 RG240 EE 55 i R R R L.

iR 2 A — Ak BUEYE o [0, 1], H
H0 FORPEREAS A BUEEE I 1 )RR PE B iR 4T .

3.3 RENRESSHIRE

AR TE 45 NVIDIA GeForce GTX 1080
Ti GPU py3H5 1 a8 B3k AT SRR i 5 2k T
PyTorch ¥R 2= S HELL 58 8. Y 2R B A BHE R
5o 1100 48 3R X800 R & Ak K H Adam, 451 2k
BRI BN E FH 22 2800 28 U Ok . E IS H0 B
T W IR 2= 2R R 0. 007 Hb i1 K/ R 100, Y2t
il GPU s A5 7Y 31 582, 9 P/ A7 B 58 U1 25 19
54 5 A RN 36 0E AL PEAN HE AR

3.4 FHER

3.4.1 DeepLab-ARER /% 45 5 #7

i I fii 4k ResNet50 £ T A9 DeeplabV 3+ i3t
VAR TR 3 Ao 7 36 offE AR R (3 AN ] 6 B C R k] B TR
Jon 7 BR 3 7 L A b 2 AT X HG R 5, Al Deep-
Lab-ARER # I PERE. £ 2 Won, 4 HJm A Si-
mAM,mPA #5 T 1.50 N EH A, mloU #5371
LT EAA Y HmATZE mPAST 1.61
ANEE . mIoU & T 4. 71 NE 2 A5 24 SimAM
Frb 2 B i A BF, mPA $25% T 5. 88 NHE 4 A,
mloU $& 5 1 9. 49 DMAGr . 1EIT A B AL K,
[ B 5] A SimAM {3 2 J7 #L i #1 b )2 (9 DeepLab-
ARER £ iz i, mPA Fl mIoU 43513k 5] 96. 75 %
M 093.95%0, X —Z5 UL, p 2 R TR
Xof S TR 4 18] 45 44 1 e 3R RE J7 . I SimAM 1 &
AL BE 6% 75 FRAE B2 IO R b 5 0 56 v 5 [l Dk R
fE. EESA G BT S E X 5 AR
E— i . TR 5 A Bk DeepLab-AR-
ER #5570 3% 3 fg f6 6 W 288 5 [0 e ) 4 ) 359 B A
&0 POD Mg ALK FAR, Bias B ind%ir 1, {4
15 VE B R TE T AT B AR R, PRR SR T O R
B R AR 20 42 ) S B0, B H O & A POD
HHEALH FAR, Xt J Wl 4 H OB A 4519 5 5 T 95
RURHE 53U
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Table 2 Results of ablation experiments based on WRAED dataset
A 1) 5B [l ok 5 5 [l ik

KT IR 0 ToU/ Y PA/?

BRERHA mloU/%  mPA/% POD FAR Bias POD FAR Bias

R ALY 84. 46 90. 87 0.85 0.11 0.955 0.87 0.10 0.967

FEERE R+ SimAM 86.13 92.37 0.88 0.09 0.967 0. 90 0.08 0.978

FEAERLT 4+ p 2 89.17 92.48 0. 89 0.07 0.957 0. 90 0.05 0.947

DeepLab-ARER #5 % 93.95 96. 75 0.93 0.06 0. 989 0.95 0.03 0.979

3.4.2 ARREEZE S HIHE AT UNet ( Zhang et al, 2018) 5 UNet (Ronneberger

AVEAE IS, BT DeepLab- ARER #5233
TSR J7 AL G B PR vE 3K ) (SimAM; Yang
et al,2021) . F% JE A5 (SE; Hu et al,2018) % fH
HeiE & ) (CBAM; Woo et al, 2018) R i E &= 5
(BAM;Park et al.2018) . /& % i i 1 3% /1 (ECA;
Wang et al, 2020) ., = & 1 & f1 (TripletAtt; Misra
et al, 2021) 1 W ¥ 13 & 1 (CoordAtt; Hou et al,
202D M RE . S5 R L3 3. MR BIFEFR B - R
Fl SimAM BEL# mIoU 4 93. 95% . 3% Fi SE [y
A mIoU 24 93. 08 %6 , A XF - 3 o 455 AU Pk G 42 7+ W
. SE fiHtBmMEREHE T . M5 A Z EIN S8,
1M SImAM Jo 25 1+ H 8ok BT A 7 2 B B AL
VERE . MZEIIR AN 45 R A . SImAM £ 4% 1] 5 3R
SEH T ) 2R AR A, FLAR ) SR IR POD S
0.93,FAR 3 0. 06; # 4k 5 4 [ ) POD 3k 0. 95,
FAR 4 0. 03, it BB B 78 O 55 48 = i v 2R 1 [R] )
BRI A X ALK, XF R B Bias 43 5 0. 989 Al
0.979, AEF £ 1, F I HOM 25 1 5 B LA S it
ZIE w25 5 /. ML Z R . ECAL CoordAtt 45 Xf
Rk S [\ 19 POD Sk 0. 96, B8 &5 F SimAM, {H
H FAR WA Fr i hn H Bias KT 1, 3B 7632 & 6 b
REFEIEATRESIA T Z R R A E— & i K
i, PR AR SR 2% L SimAM {2k DeepLab-
ARER FE S,

3.4.3 LHRE B E AR

255 A [R] ER o B RS, 4 DeepLabV3 +

(Chen et al, 2018),FCN (Long et al, 2015) . Res-

et al,2015) 7% WRAED $(#&4E b tEpe R . H
Hi,DeepLabV3 + 35 T A A B9 3 F M 45 (Xcep-
tion,ResNet101 il ResNet50) , H &% 15 7 35 L) Ty 1
HiEh 16 FEirM . B 6 4y T RBE AR JLA
I o e R N R T = U S o
DeepLab- ARER #5713 51 45 5L 46 B 37 b ¥ [ 45 241
SN 0T S 1 S [ A RSO A

e A AR RS0 RE 1 2 PP AT SR .
HARPERE R F , DeepLab-ARER £ mloU(93. 95%)
1 mPA96. 75 %) B A% O 4 B8 A% B XL T T A
S AR D 5 [, B R (10, 41 X10°) 1 B F K T
K EEFER R UE DeepLabV3 -+ (ResNet50 1
W48 (124 37. 30% o{H mloU $2£F} T 6. 32 P E 4> /5.
RS HAFFL TR 538 B 8 (FLOPS) (1465, 92 X 10°)
W e TR B AL (TS A T B B R I R AT
THERCR . 588 /1 | . DeepLab-ARER 7£
e 1a) S [l U TR 0 O 3R B R 4P (POD = 0. 93,
FAR=0. 06 ,Bias=0. 989) , 75 FFfR S5 3 [m] 3 iR 91 F
WS A 5 (POD = 0. 95, FAR = 0. 03, Bias =
0.979) , HLW 3 34 4 it A3 B 78 b dge 0wl 2 30 e A
A ECZ T At AR B A 5 20 B AR B AT
{349 5 R A6 R TAORS B2 L 808 R0 28 1 R I A e 1k b 5
WAL, Hl, FCN-8 (ResNet50 1 M 4%)iH
FIFRAR S 5 [0 35 i POD B 25 (0. 96) o H H S H0m
I8 451. 51 X 10°, #E PR JF 45 B K 1 Res-Unet f9 2
Bt AR /0 (8. 23X 10%) JH H A T 5 48 bR 2
E AR

#3 EF WRAED HRREEANH FTHERBER

Table 3 Performance comparison of attention mechanisms based on WRAED dataset

N ) NN A 1) SR [ R S g
ER AL mloU/ % mPA/% B BH/1 POD FAR Bias POD FAR Bias
ECA 91.35 96. 07 2100 0.91 0.07 0.978 0.96 0. 06 1.021
CoordAtt 91.16 96. 11 900 0.92 0.09 1.011 0.96 0. 07 1.032
TripletAtt 90. 95 96. 16 11800 0.92 0. 10 1.022 0.96 0.08 1.043
SE 93.08 96.55 11200 0.93 0. 06 0. 989 0.95 0. 04 0. 990
BAM 92.53 96. 31 33200 0.93 0.09 1.022 0.94 0.07 1.011
CBAM 89. 54 95. 39 11500 0.92 0.11 1.034 0.94 0.09 1.033
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T R i

UNet
(VGG16)

DeepLabV3+
(Xception)

DeepLabV3+
(ResNet50)

FCN-8
(ResNet50)

DeepLab-ARER
(ResNet50)

Kl 6

x4 ET WRAED WA EIER RN ILER

Table 4 Results of performance comparison of different models based on WRAED dataset

B DF R TR 15 A [l 58 20 X 45 288 i [ 5 1 L1 45 2R

Fig. 6 The original radar mosaic images and the recognition results of various abnormal echoes by different models

. . A I 5 PR  m
8] T M 2 mloU/% mPA/% Z¥ht/10° FLOPS/10° POD FAR  Tia POD FAR i
DeepLabV3+ ResNet50 87.63 95.01 27.91 1397. 47 0.91  0.07 0.978  0.94  0.04  0.979
DeepLabV3+ ResNet101 80. 32 92.76 46. 98 1785. 36 0.86  0.12  0.977 0.93  0.11  1.045
DeeplabV3+ Xception 86. 90 94. 55 42.19 755. 45 0.88  0.09 0.967 0.95  0.04  0.990
UNet VGG16 78. 49 94. 14 25. 86 4372.14 0.89  0.14 1.035 0.93  0.08 1.011
FCN-8 ResNet50 90. 63 95. 95 451.51 2756. 86 0.91  0.11  1.023 0.96  0.07  1.032
FCN-8 VGG16 77.93 91. 29 134. 35 790. 44 0.83  0.12  0.943  0.91 0.08  0.989
ResUNet - 72.54 91.51 8. 23 3621.53 0.84  0.13 0.966 0.89  0.09  0.978
DeepLab-ARER ~ ResNet50 93.95 96.75 10. 41 1465. 92 0.93  0.06 0.989 0.95  0.03  0.979

" — "3R8 ResUNet A7 AE S 0 i 2 T A A A8

3.4.4 Deeplab-ARER #£ % % 5] 4% 3] M 48 5 #7
otk 5w BBy ToU Sk 95. 27%, PA R
97.00% ;42 15 B8 [l % 1 1oU & 88. 13% ., PA

93.00% (%), ToU 225 & WY , 457 X6 BROIR S 4 1]
P DX I 0 T 5N bR T 45 SR A R L AR
) S ] 98 A 0 SR R 3 A Y A AT AR AR — E R 2
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ROk S 15 9% 19 POD 3k 0. 95, FAR g 0. 03, £ [A]
S A POD 24 0. 93, FAR 24 0. 06 (3 4) . $i8]
ST Xof A AR S 5 0 30 ) T A R R A A X 387D . Dee-
pLab-ARER R X} PR 5 4 8] 1 3500 00 T 42 1]
SE B X EE S5 RPN S EESA L. R
w1 22 LA A Bk A A R L il L SR v AR, HL
T2 AR DX IAE X AR T BT 85 AR G 2 o) OB A RRAE .
A8 1) e [ 0 30 R B0 A T T AR AR ) S i Y AR AR
SEAL) O BE RO A3 (8] B RE R AR A R K Il g B i
WH2E o KRG PR 5% Y Bias 23 5
0.989 F1 0. 979, B4 1, Ui BRI Sk 1A W
A 1 ek A e A {1
3.4.5  FEHI M

I 75 35 B 1 52 49 %5 45 43 BT DeepLab-ARER
B RRHOR . B 7a 2y 2020 4 8 J] 8 H 04:54
CHHEFL R TR @9 87 35 PF B 5 b R 5 S8 18] R
MR, B Ta WLLE W CERA TG T Y
P S H L R S I 2 R A A A L 5 B
BEREA, BUEATE 20~65 dBz., X FP 54 [0 3% 2 5 5
H0 B R T AR A R AR [ B R K A iR . I Ta, WU
Sy S R R A SR L DA e R] DAY A B
[l 6 114 6 B A6 B A B 1A RO

B 7b k2020 4E 7 H 7 H 18:42 Wy kPR JE
IR EMR S i LB RN 5 A . ] 7h, AT DAVE AE
B E AT 2 AR ) R E L, BRI
2 BRIy 3% 22 1) B B S 1 A8 ) R A3 A RRAE (9
W R AR HRE 20 ~40 dBz, X RP S E [ O 4l 45
RPFEAE Z A 1 O ) B A . AR 7D,
() 5 1 D U 45 Rl LA BB 2 AR 1
[e1] 2 B o 8 TR L PN RICR: R AT

&l 7c k2021 4E 7 H 15 H 0618 By TH L P
S e R S 8 R 25 R . B 7o T LA
I ARLF: [RLAR B B AR S 003 L HL R B A AR — SR AR 0]
S A 3 1] 9 B 4R TP E 20~40 dBz, X i
IR AR ] SEAE 1 S8 T 3p  — A B0k X DA ) B
AR NIEL Tey 1Y 5 103 000 45 5 T LA
B FORAAR 1) S5 1m0 3 9 [ Bk EL S8 R b iR

SR » DeepLab- ARER #5 8Y [6] £ 77 75 15 PR 51 1Y
oL, B 7d 2021456 1 H 11:00 (18 ik PR
J b R S AR R U S5 R . SR R A
B DR B B T R R AR (LR AIE B 15 BRIl
SRR S IO bR TN T BE A8 X 58 95 L A AE AR TE A IR (B

BRI 1 FEARE B Ls U /D O I R 23 o B
27 7 S W N C BV I H ) 2 IS GINA S IS 2 /NI
AT RE AR B AR TR AROR ) R AR AN AL DL AT X
BT EHOT BRI . B R R LT S 5 R
PO s 42 fi) [l 962 52 4% 2248 o ¥ 4 A8 1 1m0 90 5 A K
[ 352 A/ WA B+ BT 53 SRR TR0 50 8 43R

1 g Hie

T 111 35 BF R M 55 I T o S 1m0 3B R ) 7Y
S PR [A) R AN 2L 5K A SCHF e 1 A T i S AIL A
U TE SCAT ENHOR 18T 35 BF ] S [RD i O R
P S AR AN 2598

O EFXRT 2 T 189 43 1 50308 8 A S50 11 1) R, A SR
FHAL T 35 BF VB A4 2 T T A B S el R
Sy EVEE S (WRAED) . 805 4 2 43 F1 A AL )|
55 VAN BE e R4 09 BOE B, TR O 7R A R Il
W B SRS PEAL ORI A 55 BT

() FE T 2 1Y DeepLabV3 -+ 151, il 53 i F
fET A1 ResNet50 12 321 W 45 ff H 2 A 31 /0 28K
AR AR AL TR TR B U 51 A ) BT
JIPLH] SImAM., If- 76 i i 28 B A2 th 45 G o b )2z
P T ) R FE IR DR S U Y DeepLab-
ARER #8122 WRAED A 75 75 1k 5 81 1
& 43 F0 07 T AL T35 43 0 19 CNN 35 55 ) e
BRI mIoU #l mPA 4351 ik 93. 95 % F196. 7500,
AN, 5 B A M E E T M2 DeepLabVa -+ A [,
Deeplab-ARER ) mloU 42 T 6. 32 1~ 4 /.
MEBEHW D T2 62.70% ., 5 ik Pk & 520 53
WAL 25 R R W] DeepLab-ARER #5284 68 4 % U
FAOIR AR ) T 28 S5 [ e AR AT

R4 DeepLab-ARER £ WRAED | Bf8 T 3%
W E g R, AR TEMMAE —ERR.
WRAED = %3k [ 1 4t X 35 75 15 9f & 588}, 54 [
BREA R R LR EE LAY &, Dee-
pLab-ARER # AU L CNN £ F1 45 #g o 32 5 45 1F
PRIy 26 I ] 7 35 PF L rp iy 42 Ry 43 8] 56 &R BE
fif AN 843 . AR SR i RO B 4K i s 4k
K5 5 IEH KBRS ARG A,
FAHs vt — Y B WRAED fIREAR B IR R
F] Transformer 8 CNN-Transformer & & 28 #4 J7
2 DAAR AR S AL A U 8OR
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(a)2020 4 8 A 8 H 04:54,(b)2020 47 A 7 H 18:42,(c)2021 47 A 15 H 06:18,(d)2021 4-6 A 1 H 11:00
Fig.7 (a;, b;s ¢;» d;) The original radar mosaic images and (a;» by, c;» dy) the abnormal
echo recognition results of DeeplLab-ARER model
(a) 04:54 UTC 8 August 2020, (b) 18.:42 UTC 7 July 2020, (c¢) 06:18 UTC 15 July 2021, (d) 11:00 UTC 1 June 2021
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