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Fine-grained recognition of aircraft targets in SAR images based
on improved YOLOVS
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Abstract: This study proposes a synthetic aperture radar (SAR) image aircraft target recognition algorithm based on
improved YOLOV5 for the small target and multi-scale detection problems in the fine-grained detection of aircraft targets
in synthetic aperture radar images. Firstly, a small target detection layer is added to solve the leakage detection problem
of small targets and improve the target localization accuracy. Secondly, the polarized self-attention mechanism is
introduced into the neck network, and the bi-directional feature pyramid network (BiFPN) is used for multilayer feature
band-weight fusion to improve the attention to the scattering information of aircraft targets. Finally, SCYLLA
intersection over union (SIoU) is used as the network loss function to improve the convergence speed. In this paper, the
effectiveness of the algorithm is tested by using the SAR-AlIRcraft 1.0 dataset, and the improved YOLOvV5 achieves
92.6% recall, 84.1% precision, and 90.1% mAP@0.5. Experimental results show that the proposed algorithm has
higher detection accuracy than other mainstream one-stage algorithms.

Keywords: SAR; aircraft target fine-grained recognition; YOLOv5

0 2 PR ) 5 AR AE ZE TS RIS AT T AR X E

ZRE L, EANAME SAR EHR CHL B Fra il 5k 0 oF 5%

A W AL4% 55 ik (synthetic aperture radar, SAR) E. %% S W HE R OB AR EBRRRAE B B 20T 4 S 4% B O v R
BRI RGBT EE R BRI IR M WEETRES,

HEEZMNHME . CHERNEZWER bR HE %7 R A IR A T SAR [BIG R BE AR A 5545

il

I 5 B 8 :2023-12-07
CTEEWA EEH AR R4 (619014440 T H BF B

Hh B O T EAARFMEEAR — 143 —



R X #

B 7E TR 3 5 R A AL B BRI BB 1k B 4 5 1B
B BRGS0 SPCFAR F 454 7 WHLH AR
DRI ENE R SR TR S N B e R D0 oy R TN S
Y5t B TCHL E AR AG I [0 8, B2 T — Rl 2 A X s R A
TEFNZ YRR AE R BN 7 vk . T IR B A R 3 R ik SAR
PG TCHL E ARAG IR FH o 75 5606 2585 32— Bh 3 T S R )
ML (support vector machine, SVM) [ £ 554 730 25 05 ¥,
A AT X A HE R SAR BMGREE BRR T —Fh 3T
JUATRRAE (9 € AL B AR A 358 1

45 SAR EML CHL B Ar R I 7 v 38 & R AR 20 H
JEHEAT BG4 BN B2 R 8 B AR A A Z 0T BARM
CERREVE B E A M G R, F 2 T IRE ¥ I W
SAR FEIMG AL H bRk A 58 57 1 kb g2 . TR
T 2017 AR T R T LeNet-5 W 4% ol 7 4 B 95 4
B R ER AR AN I B SAR G RAL H bR AR I fa) 5 4
T —2 M YOLOv3 KAl H Frofl 12 BUSE P RIL X 86
ik $ USSR 1 A 2 A T AR . P SAR ER KAHL
H AR I rf H A 09 RUBE 20 2 T 5% 00 58 5 T 30 1n)
T — R4 3R R ML R A R E Rl 0 ek
# YOLOv4 BFe# %, £ 3% SAR EIE €L H Ar K
S RS HORE FE v B R RHLTR 2 0 SRR AR R AE g
559 56 ) 0, BN R AR 4R D T R T O R AR Bl A 4 K
BLE FRAG IS . 28 I AR T — b 3 TR T 4y
BB 2 M4 5 R HLHNY SAR BHER AL BRI
BE . AFx SAR IR L B ARt 2 2% 1 ST LA
Hr 2 RFE 0] 8, Zhang 21 F 2022 4R H IR E Y @
RPN R IR 1 0 4 T35 W 4% Ry 2L 2k 1) SEFED 4%, 4 %)
MR TF BB 22 2T 1Y SAR TKHL B bG48 8 4 Ju BE
WA A A, Han 255 F 2022 4F #2 1 — Fh {7 80 5 5% 1)
SEAN M4, Ak T 35 T W 45 BB EE L 184> T R 45 B9 S 8
Bom AR, X SAR BR R B AR S EAS 15 WL L
B R SE AR IS RUR AR IR B, Xiao ZFU VR T — R A IE
T A5 T ) 45 55 D {EL R AIE G AH 45 B 10 TCOBILARS: TN A O k.
B RALERAEAG I SAR P53 B IR X 52 3505 20 28 7 Y
TRHURE AT Bl i )R Jia S50 R T — BB BB A2
HESE , 38 3 22 7 i K A DI 5 F0ASE 80 3R 5 ok A 2 50 4 74 e
BRI A, Ya U8 T — A £ B B 0E R
SRAESE U 50 A2 06 2 G i R 9T 2 8 SAR K
HLAG I BE

BRI Z 98 % 5 T % R T8 B AR R 5k O
G FH 3] SAR G775 P 1 [n) B0, ) 07 5% 2 2% L B
FRoe BRI B R RS BT R
HL B AR AR B 1) 2 RO AN/ B ARk iy nl @, 5+ 5. B
IR Z 80X SAR EMZ KL H f5 1Y BIF 75 AR T 46 0, %
AT I A Y KHLI SR G, R A SO IR T 2
Y SAR BEIM& AL B ARTRLEE 50 i/ B AR F 2 R
JRE WA K ) R0, 48 1 — b 3 T Ak R R AR AR LA

— 144 — HEHABRTMEHEAR

2024 6 B
H43% FbH

1y HAR RS 7 .

EF%F SAR MR KA B AR 4000 B2 TR 50 0] 81, A% SCk $%
YOLOVS fE R Z Bnta I B e . A T 8% /D ERE
T 1) 80, 4 8 H b A8 0K BE L AR SRS R 46 3447 S A L S 0
ANERRREIZ . [F ST B AL B AR B B O
AR R TS B A SCHE SR M B 5 | A fe 3=
FIHLHL L FFAE DG FRAE 4 5 38 451 AT 22 2 FR Ak 4 A il
o W Hh, S T 4R R R g M SR BE, AR SC i T SToU
(SCYLLA intersection over union) {E Jk W £ 4t 2 R %L,

1 HHEEZRET
1.1 YOLOV5 M4 /43

SYHT, TR AL S5 S F %) 45 AR L 0T 4y Sk BB B
R BEPI , BA R BERE R L YOLO £ 915358 g 1t 2, X
BRI L) R-CNN #4108 03% . YOLO Rk H
TR 0 45 B 4 19 W T, YOLOVS 820 T 3R H AR 6
451 38 Y 2 22 B, RS B R R R b 4R e B AR L R Bk
JL RIS A YOLOvS B 58 Bl SAR % K HL H b
R, YOLOVS BB 48 25K a0 & 1 itz » 1T 43 o
AAHR)ZE RS SR R 2 FRS I Sk 4 S ER AT

Input

Backbone Neck Detector

Output

B 1 YOLOv5 JEiE%E

YOLOvV5 original structure diagram

Fig. 1

1) % AL 3R )2 32 AR TR X i A JBMR #EAT 5 2 5T
A&/ N P AT ) W I S B VA L D i R TR L
P,

2) BT M 4%, o 32 B4R R A B AT R AE 4R
I, YOLOvS5 #EM8 T CSPDarknet 75 3 3 T I’ 4% >k $2 It
FREAE B, EZE G Conv B H, C3 Bk, SPPF ## B,
Conv B i B B2 T — 102 NS R 500 B C3 4k
B 3 4~ Conv BLHU A, 25T H B2 3800 P25 TR B L 48 1 4
FESRELBE J7 s SPPF 3 it 2/ STt Ak J2 GOk 4 AL LA
A IR R M RRAE (S B .

3) FHHS P &5, 30 I 45 A F 32 T 4% AR I Sk 22 7]
A 2 36 32 I 45 42 B0 A [R] 2 20 00 e AiE B il AT 2 %
AlA

Mk, H AR R4 T B
WU, 58 ok 5 28 1) [l 05 T3

Wi 2 B, A SCHE YOLOvVS 4% i B 5l F 4 Xt
SAR EHME CHL/N B bR 22 R K I 45 Xk o5, In] R 3E 47 38

Hh BB O T




2024F 6 B

Immm | F43% S0

(£ ST DRI AN E R 2 Rl D= D &N E Ry AT R
2) T Xk 2T 0 285 14 A iE 2R B SR T OUIA AR AIE < 7 3B 254
R AN TR 2 G A LASR w85 F s 6 D R (82 BE 1 530 51 AR
CASRE =Wk N P =D NINER 7 /€ IR R =N I E
AT SToU A1 24y 9 28451 5 BRI, iR 100 266 i S0 2 i 1o
o8 245 A 0K

E Backbone Neck —— Detector

Input

H

Output

# 2 B YOLOvS 454

Improved YOLOV5 structure diagram

Fig. 2

1.2 /MBirEnE

KAHL HARTE SAR 5 v 35 Bk 85 50 A0 5 ST A 4
A 1E SAR RAESHERAE T 1 m WE T, 8 % 15 5] 8
SAR EMgH 1 RALE R /N B FR I E L. SAR ElZ /N
B Ar CHLAG I 1 1 1 B % 7E AR 4 B8 S /0 B AR T DA
MMEEEER D A S Z B EFE =0 TH. BT AR
FEHbREMAERE RN ERRES FEAAERZRHRER £
A EARR A GRS, AR SCE A SAR TKHL/N H AR AR T ]
X AR PR BEAT T I L BRI T /N B ARKE I

EFAT 640X 640 JBE BB A BIZ L 25 3 W 453 4>
PR E Z )5 YOLOvS B KL 2 2 7E 80 X 80,40 X 40,
20X 20 = A R R B HEAE L AT ML E AR AR
VAN ER iy U=y e e R R 17 S [ S S e F R
2% 80X 80 FUEEFRAF &I AT 2 A% L SR AR S 1 o R 2R A7 4%
fERL A A B — S T R R TG SCRR AR R 218 SCRRE Y
160X 160 N B By £ il 45 1E A .

7E SAR FUE AL E HrAG i s in /N B A5 K 2 wr Ly
FE TG /0N A O 3 SR o A

DSAR EMRE % B AT B 2B T g 4
1 B0 B S RRAE 33 (5 5 E A 3R AT o A A ARG 0 R 4 ) AR A
PRI . R 25 SCE B AT AR A4 o SE R /Y 55 10F » BB 6% o 47
Hi e H AR I AR S B A AR B . Bk, /N B AR R
E A R 2R UE B SAR B B ARK I 14>
Kok,

2)SAR EM& H B/ BARFE A R T RSF N AR R 4%
JE PRI ARG . 38 2 TR TG N B AR A2 AT DL
IO A0/ B bR B RRAE R 7R, L6 S03 B R A A ) 6 &R
ENTITE/-T=YNER N OE SalliTz

DBEWZ A N BT RE RN R L RES %
FIF B KBTI, B/ B pr R 2w DL e 8]

Hh B O T

AR X #

£l ESE ST ol N e ST 4 N 7 W (05 I = WA NI E R 7 i
R 0 o A e

FEAR FLE B QA 3 I B AR 4 AR 0 2 09 4R AF 58 i
FRIE 4 iR . AR T AR S RRAE B W] A, /N BARZE 40 X
40,2020 1 5 A RUBE 19 5 AF B oK 88 A3 B A8 R0
80X 80 JRLBE MR 121 B 4K R 48 B3 4 M A i/ RUBE H
PR A B AR E i £ R B e b 5 TR S T 45
FRES I AR R 2 S Y 160 <X 160 RUBE Y 45 AE &
T AR B MERS MR U H AR B A5 B, BB SE R T
HELR.

3 HEAHMA

Fig. 3 Ground truth of the sample

I 2

(a) 160%160

(¢) 4040

(b) 80%80

W= B
BERE
BER -
BE-RE

(d) 20x20

P4 BRSO [A) A6 I J2 A A 36 1 K]

Fig. 4 Characteristic channel diagram of different

detection layers of the sample

1.3 WihiH & FESHMTIRE

YOLOvS5 4350 1o £ (i FH a7 20 (%) B 422 15 1 X e A 5]
PEATRA o (E Pl R 1 06 (X A0S TR) R A T B STk BE . A
T XA )8, A SCHI AT BIFPNTY 45 4 ke 1t 17 L

FEAE A

FE MR I AR —

145 —



R X it

AR H TR 2R A0 BF 3% BIFPN AU ERE &5 A W F
g,

DEHE(E B F 5 BiIFPN 45 BURE & fe s 4% 2 14 2
RRHATE B P e — e, DA T 4R 4L B S YRR AE A R, 1
HEANZHREREEFEEANFRRRNIEXFEE . AT
P = L BRAG I  ofiE f 4

2) B F 3K, @it BiIFPN 4 BUSRAE @il A& % B AN Tl
SE AR5 Bon] DUAR B S i A . R SRR A ]
MG B Z 1) R SUE 8BS IR 2 9 (15182 9L Re 8 B8 4
i B g B R SR RO R

3 ] 7% 4% , BIFPN A7 SRR AE fil A 62 3 8 1) 3% 5, X
AT DA A5 A [ 2 2 1) 5 AE T 422 52 B R A5 58 10 4R A 1) —
HEME T, XN EEATRFEFELZNATEEL,
ISR A (1) H A5 21 R 28 (8] 67 19 5 3 B
1.4 HRULBEENESR

SAR FEMECAL EH Fros i i B T 5 S R R IR i
MM Z A B EH R HEBE RS0 T, H
PEAE R 45 R 5] A PSA VE R AL ok 32 w5 45 6 F AL
IR B R SR B RNk | S E BTk,

R ARy WA IR S B 1= R s 2 g 1 s A B -
A% S W HRAE 1 42 30 AT 43 £ 5 A A 4 R AR
KRR B B E RNV A R B HE R .
T 10 3 A S TR B i b A A TE R R R

Input Channel
Branch

Channel Spatial
Branch Branch

(a) HR1: Zh+ Z»
(a) Pattern 1: Zh+ 7+

u

Spatial
Branch

i

Qutput

(b) FFR2: Z» (Z")
(b) Pattern 2: Z* (Z*)

&l 5

2024 6 B
H43% FbH

IR (D R, 25085 3068 [ 32 S PLH A 2
V¥ £ B 6 A A AT PR AT 4 5% 2 ) R AIE 22 1 A 25 ] O R
TSR R R S HAR R Z ) A5 3
25 [A)AN R L MR 0 A B 32 28 1 by HE A AR BT B AR
PSRN o BN 3 I E- W EAY b7

AT (X)ERT,
AT (X)=F[W. (6, (W, (X)) X

F g (o, (W, (X)))] (D
AT (X)ERHY,

A (X)=F [0, (Fg (o, (Fsp (W, (X)) X

o, (W, (X))] (2)

i TE 43 37 AT LUK A R AE PR R (RO B
FEIYTT . a3 (4 SRR S I B BN TR B bR =2 8] Y AH XL
FERRBE 56 3 W A MR 2 TR L S B Ay A R A
iy,

Liu %55 FF X6 3 38 A28 1) 75 A 43 A 45 1L i T
PR S 0 0 20 IR B BRI AR g o A R — B
R SCHER A& AT T ER AN E., WA 5
R, a1 IR, a2 MR, R 3 A e E
I Y A S S s A A SR, A 4 S S
Jo 23 ) 9 B IBC 4 Sl 5 A 4 0T e, SEE A R
T LR AT UL 4 Bh AR FRER S A A o RIS T &

R ROR .

Channel
Branch

Channel
Branch

Output Qutput

(©) FR3: Z0(Z7) + 7
(c) Pattern 3: Z" (Z%) + Z*»

(d) F5R4: Z"+Z0(Z°)
(d) Pattern 4: Z"+Z(Z°)

AT il 5 3R B

Fig.5 Diagram of different fusion modes

%1 FRBEHTIMBEX L
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Table 3 Ablation experiments

i 2% P/% R/% mAP@0. 5/ % mAP@O0. 5:0. 95/ % SRR/ (X10%) T 550/ GFLOPs
YOLOv5s 89. 1 83.2 87.9 62. 8 7.0 15.8
A 92.1 83.7 89. 6 63.9 7.2 15. 8
B 90. 6 84. 6 89. 8 64. 6 7.3 18.6
C 90. 3 85.3 89.8 65.3 8.0 19.0
D 92.6 84. 1 90. 1 65.0 8.0 20. 5
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Table 4 Comparative experiments

&) £ P/% R/ % mAP@0.5/% mAP@0.5:0.95/%  ZH&/(X10%) 7% 80U/ GFLOPs
YOLOv5m 91. 3 84. 2 89. 2 64. 2 20. 9 47.9
YOLOV51 90. 9 84.1 88. 4 64. 3 46. 1 107. 7
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RetinaNet 84. 6 78. 6 85.0 57.3 38.0 40.7
EfficientDet-DO0 72.2 67.9 77. 3 47.2 3.9 22.5
Improved v5s 92.6 84.1 90. 1 65.0 8.0 20.5
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