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Recent developmentsin radar technology that allow
theidentification of migratory insects
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Abstract Insect pests are a serious threat to food security in our country. Many migratory insects are agricultural pests, and
their capacity for long-distance migration can cause, devastating, often unexpected, outbreaks of these pests. Insect radar is the
most effective tool for observing insect migration and is playing an increasingly important role in monitoring the migration of
insect pests and providing early warning of outbreaks. However, because traditional insect radar cannot accurately estimate
various biological parameters it cannot accurately identify species. Recent innovations and developments in radar technology,
however, make it possible to obtain sufficiently accurate biological parameters to reliably identify migratory insect species.
This article reviews the methods of extracting multi-frequency and polarization scattering parameters from radar echoes and
summarizes ways of deriving insect biological parameters from different patterns of electromagnetic scatter. It also compares
and analyzes the accuracy of determining insect weight, body length, body width and wing-beat frequency based on different
methods. Finally, the performance of five machine learning algorithms used to identify 23 migratory insect species, and the
influence of measurement errors on the accuracy of species identification, is assessed and discussed. This review demonstrates
the feasibility of using radar to achieve high-precision identification of migratory insect species.
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0o, T R E IR E R AL A (R, 2013 ) .
PRI, X o S T i S Ao M) 0 e A 3R
AN | ARy i FE R, XA~
WA, HEARIA, ReEREREA™, Dk
B DR A 1% P P82 e e LA 08 ) ( RAKHE
%, 2019) .

iR RATE AR/, Hif RE AR ]
ST, TEN B RO B WIS 2
Ah, B, TR HUE T RAT S A I R kA
(Riley et al., 1989; Chapman et al., 2006) .
i & B B 4 B W I AT 5 T B G0 e T O HULT
Wil . Fric-BE-m 45 ( Townes, 19723
Macaulay et al., 1988) , AMUZEHTFET), B%
5 Z BN KA EINRRZ ], JokxiE Rl
MR A A | A RIS A R, Ty FLaxX Sy
Tokil i B ) AT S8 A T B R R
) 55, (A RS R M LA R R, TG
PO AT TR R A L RO AN T, B A T A
1t 30 A R A 5T B U R AT o SR AR T AT e
(ks , 2003; Drake and Reynolds, 2012) .

TR IAJE N T 0FoT B A s rh i aE Rl
YT M LT I R S, AT AR
SR WEIN T, IS EA AR 2RI TAER
T, HZANR RIS L mE /N (Smith
etal., 2000) o A HIE A BGIMBEFIIN FDIRE, o
DI B AGT R L, s BBy S E
B FHTEBEEAE R, n] LA TR dU i A #y
SHL PRI | B R S AE Y S8 Riley and
Reynolds, 1979) . HIt, E AR ARG K
BT S SR T R iR T
B, SCOL T R HGE R R E R B B E AT I
A, AT T S T R ST 0

M 1968 4754252258 Schaefer #4572 & 4 —
BEHEBREIRE, £ 50 ZEMERE LR
IR R A R S MUEE UL
ZRWE IR FEZ MR AR B IE ( Schaefer
etal., 1969) . #R1M R HUH A B 2 i 45
FERT PR 3 A R, 7™ s b BRI 1 R A A
TR R s AT T i Re o (Bt
2009; Chapman etal., 2011) . EL%] 20 42 70

AU, Riley AYERHUFRIRALE SO R 2E B
PR, EE., R MNERRYR R EIE
5 GRA 3 E KA RO A D PN T, R B
P00 e B A AR AR o T (R U AE AN R PR Ak
J5 1) R RIS HUH B AR ), BRI T B A
PRI RATHURE | AARRhRI ) | R L RS R A
T4, AR R R R BA T R R
AW RSB RE DT, B AR A 32 T )
( Drake, 1984; Drake et al., 2002; Chapman
etal., 2003 ) . {HAZ MR T8k TAEAG 52802
WAL, e R AR S EA N H e S g
Ao ROTEOREBE 2% . R R HE IR IIRE AR
( Drake, 2016; Haoetal., 2020) . FEEIT
THIRF AR R, WA SR T R SR
B R EIAN R R WA S 5 i
HARAHCET 46 RS ( Scattering matrix, SM ) , 1]
DA S A B 1 B AR R, FE IR 7 B A
SEBZHBMRERIEL, T SM WEYZS
O v EA = R, A R R SR
T B AT SE TR R R HT S (Giuli, 19865
FEFISCAE, 1999)

A Ah B BT Ik T ORI T R U SR TR IR 5
B AT ) B A AEY S B B S T —
FE B FE LA , IEAT5 AR SE B H A S R 1 10 5]
( Drake, 2016 ) . ZAEAERIR T CR AR,
WATARARE B M R R A= 2 EUE B B
WA | R RTERIREIUR S . X TG
B ik, TR IR RO BIm A ( Radar
cross section, RCS) FrfiFS%0 i 8 B Uik EE, £
THRZ R/ NAT LA E] 40%, HAA X FARE Ak
e IS IC 4 (Drake etal., 2017 ) .
% (2019) $2H T TR AL AN AR 5 i i L He iR
SR T, KR AR R R S A NE T
25% ., IR GHRZES/NE T 15% 4. St
B, AT T 200 B A B TR I B,
T T 200 Bt RCS R RRF o5 52 18 B U AR
PR AR TE ) 7k, 4 B AR | (AR 5 s
R ZE T NEARE] 17% . 1% 14%, B diA:4)
PR R R B BORIE R ( Hu et al., 2019 ).
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P a5 R /MR ZERT LA E] 1 Hz (Wang et al.,
2017 ) o iF KR R ESEE 25 B S
FREC, X TSL B T ik ) B A R B Ay &
PR,

ASCEENH TERE RCS R, SRIFZEA
T ZFLER 2R 2 RO, X AT T TR R
W ACELESRRIE S50 B AR | IR R TE 1
BORS B, JERZE T R BRI TR BRI A W
%o BAEET RPN 23 FhE R A%
P, SRASCREM ML, FEHLERAR . AR DL
k-JT4R5EH: (KNN) il BP #iZe g1k 5 FibL s
22 JPIEXT 23 R R T 4 R HHR ST
BIRUE T B AP IR AICR o S S kA FH 75 3k S
IE R AP RAER T T, ASCl A TR A
AW 2 R I 1R 2 AT KR R R R URS
JE 50

1 EHB# RCSHHE

H b 0 7 328 B0 A R R s HARXT T
HE S L O 0 A RE O i — M B, AR PR R S
WESAHWIAERE T AN AT FE i B, 637 RCS MIFRIA
HE X ( Skolnik, 2008) :
e[

o= lim 4nR? | .
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Horr, B HE 4337 A S RN S5 Y L
R, RFE/RHREITFIBZEMES; RCS 1Y)
B SN B ST AR S P E bR RO R
T2 5 4558 J5 ) A ST B AR 9 T i D) %
W LR An 3, O AR m?, E AT
T o xR, WM ER RCS MRZRERARZE, L
NS . S =X E R A R
AR5 (Aldhous, 1989)

11 BEHBEER

RCS J&— A Tl H s v i i U ReR
e, B RN IA B AR EUR AR R, =
Xt T U AL AR 5 2 JERY FARRFAE ) 3R
fito Pk, FEXTRAGXI/NEIR, S TS8R A
ARG TERE, 25 AR

Wi WA R E RN SRS SM & XuF
( Aldhous, 1989) :
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RARRE S H Btk &Sk s 5
T BT B HURRIES A VAL X F R Eis, A
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747 T R ARSI, RCS B/ IME H e AL 7
N ENEALER X R DA D A BN =2t =G - r o]
IFAH (Riley, 1985) o Bl 1 /T 3 FiA[H
AT B et A Ak T 1] T, 0°/180° 7 fia) Xof 1o S B A
BT o 3 FP R AU R ZE AR A AR R, R
A EE 43900 26.5. 400.7 F1935.3 mg. MK
LATDUE L, B R AR AR, B ARrikf
J5 1) [ ke A 2 AR R (722 A o /NRL R SR AR T ]
FURIE RS 8“8 FIE” |, RCS MK fEHAE
AT Ty 5 A RS SO AR T T R AR — A

180

“i P I, RCS 7647 b e BB Bkl )y
[ 4577 LE AR, ELAE AT (A 7 i = 2 R R
{6, e B R HUARA T ] 7= A R AR5 BER A
TURGR, [ T B AHT 1i) PR R (B A Bl
BCRAEL, A7 Ml 5 i) A L8 7 8 I
(B Py m P RCS S AR IAE AL T 1]
AT T R ARG R R HUE SO SFATR R
RCS e KA BUTER AL J7 1) 2 BT B ATl
BAGESCy “HEEHEA” .

1 AREFEERIRLTEE
Fig. 1 Insect polarization pattern of different body types

2 BHRAEYEFSHRERR

[N 9E % N SN 7 NN N e S 22 S S R R 7
SHCE LB AR RN EZESE (Huetal.,
2018) o HAl, EHFEIRIETCHESLIHAMAEPHA,
BRI LS B R B W) 27 2800 [ i ( Wang et al.,
2018) o 20 fE22 60 4FAX, HIXE RPN TR R
IR, (HR R R BRIy X B
PR, HREI B ORI (0 %8 B N [7) 5 1) 5 A T
N, TCEN A BT A S EER I ( Drake
etal., 1981) . 20 it 90 FARM KA Drake
S A T EDULI B 35 ( Vertical looking radar,
VLR) , SRH] “HE B0 . el . BHE

( Zenith-pointing, Linear-polarized, Conical-
scan, ZLC) &, HREEH T xR A HiR
AR RN AT A I e, SR 32 FR T3 K TR A
il , % ER B TC AR I FR AR LA 5 B AL
B, HEBRSHHER LR (Hobbs et al.,

2003; Harman and Drake, 2004 ) . 2018 4Fdt 5%
TR 2E T IB BRI b i 2 0B (X
Ku B ) eibmar P sis, AR T
VLR JEAHZ . Rk, fb L —. T4E
ROCRARN s, HLRBREXT R R PR | AR |
TREE | ARl ) S5 A ) 2 S 50 S B RS Tl
# (Huetal., 2018; #AFSE, 2019)

21 EBHEERE
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BRI T SLIRIFSIE T RCS 2405 R dufk
HZBMKR . ERITEAEET ap (LT
¥IRCS) WIREAI Tk T 0 (CPATHAL
RCS) Floy, (FEEMAL RCS) B THI7%
IR g Fll oy R TEAGI7 8 (fiFR 8y & @,
k) o Hrlr, ag Fom 360°H AL T5 ol B R
HIEE RCS WIS oy o oy, A B REUNAR
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o MBI, XTVATRAR, o, AR 10
SEAT TR BRI RCS, Xt TEER R,
O TOFRMAL T 1) 3 5 F B AR B 9 RCS. %
Gt ag ik ooy ik, 8y &ay JiiERIS
T ZLC 3 VLR 5Z8 et ibm s
ik, T B RCS Mgk s . TR el
R PR | BT D R BT 9 A i
S ik Hal T 200 B et A o e Ik
211 ao 5% Aldhous (1989 ) H B2 HF|H
B A AT RCS S8k a) i R AL e, 5T
SEIEY 54 HEHUREARE S, bl TR AU
YR A

lg[m(mg)]

0.1 cm? <&, <10 cm?

1997 4%, Russell F1 Wilson ( 1997 ) F|F i
Y R BB AT TR T4 RCS BT A G
F, i TETSH e R AU R A

8(1)/3 12 /e 10.12/3.12 a() <0.262 CIIl
0.325

ag;” /€

2002 4, Chapman % (2002) #F 112 H
S EL BRI, el T Aldhous 48 1 ARG
Dy, B, R T =AM E AR
0l B e o e S i 2

102-205+0.827log) 3 +0.332 3(logy 8)*
b

=4.24-[(4.17-3.82log;y a)) ,

m(mg) = { 5
, 8 >0.262 cm

a, =0.25 cm?

M(mg) =4 /a, x10° / 6.4,0,, >0.003 2 cm’ &

a, < 0.25 cm?

Jo, x10° /64,0, <0.003 2 cm?

2017 4¢, Drake %5 (2017 ) JEF B KA E
BARHEA, $2ih T — AP0 ny B st i o B s
Jii:, MIHETF Chapman W5, & S i ) 35
TRIRZEMN 0.23 TRERT 0.20, B E AR
wmr:

2.207 +0.51g(ay), 3 < 0.25
2.331+0.912 4lg(a,) +

0.342 5[lg(ay)*, 0.25 < 8, < 7.21
2.079+1.51g(ay), 8 >7.21

212 owloy ik 1992 4F, Riley & TS E

lg[m(mg)] =

HOEESE s ToRrAh A R s E AR, 2 A
EHT o, <0.1em? R, P x> &0
1 B R ERAL FE A X, HARRI S RCS A B

i, AT (Riley, 1992) :
o, x10°
m(mg) = 62
Oy x10°
m(mg) = 5
Hrr,
=8+t +a

Oy =8 —& +&

Aldhous (1989 ) Wikl T T o, ZHINE
MR e i Ty vk, HE B 0.01 cm? <
oy <10 em®, BARAAF

lg[m(mg)] =2.54 +0.7661og,, (0, ) +
0.179[logy (o, )T’
213 ag&a, ik Drake 55 (2017) iAf2EHH
TIHTF a) il a, WL T & S i, HAS R
L KR E AR TR 2ZERRRE] 40%, 2560 T
lg[m(mg)] = 2.712 + 0.506 8lg(ay) —0.465 5a,

/ﬁ\:q:' y O E"]%X?{l

=2

Eh
214 ETEME RCSHMEIZAMAE EHB
() RCS BEA A 1) mi 17 fHh 2 76 i 1] DRI 4R X A7
TEF 5, SCHk (Wang et al., 2018 ) W58 EH,
£ —P s o, M FERIX RN (B2) .
PR RCS( 0y )5 BT I A XTBBLE L
P A LA (A )5 AR BUE L o B2 T 11
BB, Hu 4§ (2019) BT 15 HERAEARDN &
B, BUE T P50 K S AR I R A
S IRZE N 17%.
m(mg) =-771.814% +125.544> —

max max
72322, +0.172 .

215 EFRUDZFEEFEENEERER
% LRIk R A AR T A P4 R
HLE R XT R RCS flTHR IR, (A2
TESEPRR A, B AT 7 AR, (R
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RCS
A
Al X
Riley region
WIRIX
Resonance region
0 B

B2 EH RCSFESZE AN R i £
Fig. 2 RCS-frequency curve of insects

B RCS, 13T B H Graves TR M4 1Y P45
(RGNS 8yl R B s i = AR N
Y RCS (Huetal., 2019) .
G=glgo {911 912}
91 9
Graves YR K [ 1 A FEAEAEL 20 51 °R

_ (9, + 922)+\/(911 - 922)2 +40,,9
2

_ (9, + 922)—\/(911 - 922)2 +40,,0;;
2

A4

4
HATHIA AT LLRIR K
DetG = g;192 — 9129
XEFEATR AL, A4 A, 4l R Ak 1) A 7
T P B AR ) RCS; X TaEELR R, A F
A 51 SRR AR AR T 1) 3l B AP A T F R e Al A
) RCS, XFF A A B, # Ak i) 26 BT
EL HUARBIAS Y RCS Bl B R %) (A 3 14 R — )
B, Hu %5 (2019 ) 046 3 A A2 By e B
TR AR RCS FEI R B2 AT R fUk &6
B, R
V_{ﬂz,lg(d) <-3.65
A, 1g(d) > -3.65
dE— M, A R BT R AR RCS 5
L U AT DA AR R Y S 0 A N
lg[m(mg)] = 0.011 8-[lg(V)]> +0.211 7-[Ig(V)]* +
1.751 9 -[lg(v)] + 6.983 1
216 ETFRUDMBEETIXHEERES
& O3S XS FATR IR E R B
S5l ABRR 2, HILEIRZER K, Hu %

(2019 )i 4Rt 1 I T B2 HOA A 2 A B AR e )
oA S Hd Fei B R . 175150 det G By &
WRINFREETr, A7 FEH RN —BE,
L

d =+/detG = \/911922 — 01292
TS E A AR AN
lg[m(mg)] = 0.041 2-[Ig(d)]’ +0.718 4-[lg(d)]* +
4.619 3-[Ig(d)] +12.037

22 Bk, FERE

AR5 . ZLC Hil= VLR Joi:i &
Bk R5ES%, BTk HiE T
ZIBL WAL E A P ik, FEA ST RALT)
R PERAEAE . 475 2R 2205 45 5 P
iR
221 EFHANFEEHEE. TIXWRE
Fik REMERK SRR AR 2 IEAHDCH,
EL . Graves TIRHH M I REAF(E AN 751 Xt mT LA
MFRBAKE (Hu et al., 2019) , i
L /N il ol
length(mm) =1.05-[1g(V)]> +19.461 1-[Ig(V)]* +

121.988 8- [lg(V)] +270.760
length(mm) = 2.248 9-[Ig(d)] +39.091 9-[1g(d)]* +

225.992 2-[lg(d)] +445.878 1
BRI A AR K TR 2253 518 20%H11 23%
222 ETEHMHBARMNRERZE MR 3149
A%, SCEk (Hu et al., 2019) K34 E A £
RCS # S XM B, GRS T FIRK &
LR AN
log,o[length(mm)] =—54.3157, +2.94c72, +0.080,

width(mm) = —4.4143  +0.6942  —0.034_.

FET 2MiB: RCS M2 S IR S iR 22
1%, PRYEREIRZERN 14%,

23 BEBHRIFRSEHMERE

B R B iR R R E ST R I RAT O A
MERISCHESHL, W IT R AU BAT RS
o Bg b, B HRIRE 2 X R 1k [l A i B A
FAOL_E AR RIRCR , BRI mEE S AL 251 R
WS, ik n] DLW B 1 Bk . B R



33 OB T CRHVEY SRR MR <571 -

P332 1) S B H R A PR O e R EE
. Z A ( Wang and Darke, 2004; Wang
etal., 2017) . f&4n9 ZLC HiI=X VLR JEAHS 1
PR S BRI A % 1 W B 54T FFT, XF
KE B IRB BB 2 46% , (H AR %
FPEPGE A AE B, HXTF/NR HUh Tk i
BRI AR . Wang 5 (2017 ) HUCR A2
AN IR S EEE O, I WS BeR
S W BAHS B A X B Ul A T AT, SEE
T/NR BRI R, WEDR2EIAF] 1 Hz
DI, S28l T B R S E O s B &, B
W C T 2B e ib s o e is .

3 EHMEPASH

B HE RN E R NS — R g
PR (Pasollietal., 2012) . SRR R A3
PO 8 YL A — S XTI e A 14 7 250RE IRTAGO8R
B, EMER AL B | R AR B BORIRFIE R 38 J 4 i A
v, LHE AR AP (RIS, 2010)
FURURS i A5E CR A (B S R B
WIARREIRBIEOR, T REEE B\ KL
s i R I, RS S R B T B AN R S
A R R T R AP 2E (Hu et al.,
2020) . R HFRINAYHIHES) TaF R R2En Ak
JE, R CER R RHEHAR T A2 ( Schaefer
etal., 1976 ) . Wik HIRMIRE I FER HIE &
s BV Z2 0 ATt (Wolfetal., 1993) .

E AU, AT B ARTEA R B i i
IR 22 R XSRS . RIS [ (Martin
and Shapiro, 2006 ) . {HJ&F K5k iE 11
AR, BHHETHAGEE T H AL T R RSB
PR, H AR B A 4 2 K925 5 ( Drake,
2016) . IbAh, 2R C SRR REINEED
A2 1 PR B S 3 2 A B AR 2 S 80 S T
(Drakeetal., 2017) , iR R4V ¥SHUE
FRIEHILS M EZESH (Yang et al., 2015) ,
H e Al LIRS E B A28 (Hu et al.,
2018 ) o YIRS T H AL AT R RURP 2R HER
B RIAT e, RATRAIHZ /L= 07, st
T A M 3R 2 AW 2= S E e B A5 BRI 1

bl = A S SRS T A
31 ERHIEHE

AR GEA P T A 7 23 175 HUKT R U] dl
T BT RIS RE L, SRJERRIRINAL . Webr
KA 53 2 — RFESFALEHNAG T R R R | R
| PR AR R A Y 2= B4 MRS SRn
F 1R, LEPILGETET 23 MR A, R 1S
TSR BT RS G T SRR R
MIREAEL, v AR AR FR 28 B PR A B 2s 4
K, G A 2 BREARRL, 1574 1, i
FE R Psilogramma menephron 1A 29 HAEEA
Rk il TR BRI =SB E
FIbRERZE . UL, R 1 A, 23 FPSCsh R
R SR R A A, Al R

AR R AR E R EOR, KRR
FREREA R, AL 500 H, HE, 3
TR R Bt Y B A oy R | AR AR RN 1)
YA o Bt BT IR R SEER RS, AR B
—FERH, HAEYSS O IE S .
BTG @A, JAOTH 2R AR
3R 5000 K, FMRUHT LB, R
A2 S BCBR N O iR 2210 . BLAh, R
P b SCRTA, TR IR 0 R A AR S T
TE—E MRS, Fr LR SR IE 3 T3 A S0 T R
HFREHR AT TIE , F5 0 HT 3 T I iR 24 1Y)
PSRN B R RS R, AR S0y
BT, B IRI L B AR TR | R . AR TE AR AT
R F/MRE IR 17%. 1%, 14%7F1 1 Hz,
P, X b3 1 A8 B SE 8t , il bt
N IR 2w, R T IR 22 WA B8, N RSk
HEAT B RO 2B A i SR A S s S H

32 BERMEWRTENE

BT LRSI EE, nTLAIF 2R 2202k
woR LB R A B O HHR . SRR SCRE W
=l ( Support vector machine, SVM ) ( Cortes,
1995) . ML M ( Random forest, RF )( Breiman,
2001 ) . #pZ D147 ( Naive bayes, NB ) ( Maron
and Kuhns, 1960 ) . k #ziT4B( k-Nearest Neighbor,
kNN) ( Cover, 1953 ) FLA T #l1 £ 45 ( Artificial
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K1 RBWHIBRERREATHRENESH
Table1l 23kindsof experimental insects and their biological parametersfor classification
» . KSock; ﬁ> 3
vy VRE (mg) A (mm) %8 (mm) %LVJ:/?. };b“:h)
Y B o &R FEAKK Mass Body length Body width ‘ngbea
Sample frequency
No. Insect name b - - - -
number  Iufy  FRifE2E WA AnifE2E BE bRdEE BIE tRdiE
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD
1 DEJERE B Eriopyga grandis 473 6298 241 1122 1.12 335 068 4515 3.57
2 K#h#JE Agrotis tokionis 382 26645 497 2718 135 711 0.84 5830 5.85
3 NFEHEE Agrotis c-nigrum 43 21501 538 2447 147 547  0.55 46.44  5.41
4 B EE Agrotis praecox 78 233.83  7.86 22.70 1.83 5.70 0.46 42.47 538
5 #lgrk ik Spodoptera litura 129 14397 259 18.64  1.35 3.86  0.54 56.88  3.98
6 75 ik Heliothis dipsacea 84 107.37 272 15.51 126 358  0.54 4431 348
7 i HX ik Speiredonia retorta 32 32696 10.63 2547 188 391  0.69 2475  3.02
8 LA ik Dermaleipa juno 61 47279 13.09 4256  1.47 1152  0.89 2834 248
9 UG Acronicta rumicis 58 8535 418 1472 0.87 297 0.18 4876 3.92
w "N ' )
jo MA@ R IM Caospilos 0 1043 304 1878 139 203 006 2597  2.84
suspecta
11 AZUi5)T ik Spilarctiasubcarnea 296 94.60  3.54 18.10  1.11 433 070 4778  5.10
12 HE LT Spilosoma niveus 48 18820 435 2738 120 546  0.54 5294 419
13 £1.44T1% Amsacta lactinea 27 21871 17.49 24.81 1.18 526 053 57.00 295
14 H ‘EEHM _ 144 13430 3.68 1677 120 378 043 4627 295
Rhyparioides amurensis
15 TRk Clanis bilineata 53 45928 2332 4298 218 1234 1.75 36.51 1.76
16 FKIK Psilogramma menephron 29 32618 582 46.00 1.87 852  0.63 4148 1.62
17 %K% Ampelophaga rubiginosa 41 381.99 8.60 46.85 1.37 9.24 0.77 48.46 1.95
18 gk Kik Callambulyx tartarunovii -~ 35 304.78 13.68 3129 134 1391 095 4560 1.93
/N H ik
19 84 22729  7.00 27.77 147 1237 077 23340 19.60
Macroglossum stellatarum
20 FiHbIE Loxostege sticticalis 892 6737 239 871 0.6 137 048 4721 435
21 FHEEFIE Spoladea recurvalis 1574 1452 279  6.19  0.58 1.02 013 4228 488
22 % Pantala flavescens 768 182.77 13.07 66.64 226 1239 072 13748  5.70
23 G4 Enallagma cyathigerum 54 12515 205 4719 191 528 056 8276  3.87

neural network, ANN) (Jainetal., 2015) &£
FhAILER 2% 2 J7 ik 2 0 R P Sk, ak 4
BLAS 2= > Bk AR R RS 5 AT & e
F N R o ABFFEXT oA 1 SCREm AL B
BLERAR . AN DI . KNN FIRHZ 450X 5 F
BLAR 2 AT R A H Ry TH A1 fE

1995 4F Cortes Fl Vapnik (1995 ) 4&H 34
) AL, I AR A A A D/ MR AS Rl E 2

PR RS T OEE, T8 R A 3 1
B A (Mayo and Watson, 2007 ) . f£4H95C
Fem e — 20k, S LN F £
SR, 2Ok D2, —Fh s
URPRR S S| | & S 5 e i A
KA 3 2R, SR 5 R 5 25 R R
SHEREPURDE (Chen et al., 2011) . 4Nl 3
fis, 35H AL B, CHID UAZES, TN
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KR Z AT or e, EF = A SRl 28
%, B oA = A T s, Hi AN ]
2500 18] /% AT FH 2 18] 4 250 B 47 PE AL ( Chen
etal., 2011) .

{A. B, C. D}

{A. B} {C. D}

A B C D
B3 XHEEN-REMELITEE

Fig. 3 Support vector machine-decision
tree algorithm diagram

A, B, C, D 3R mzs 4 MBI R H,
A, B, C, D means different kinds of insects.

20 {42 80 4E4%, Breiman % (1984 ) 21
TAr 5 RIHRE ( Classification and regression
tree, CART) 53k, WJ5 ML T 2w iak, 48
H T FENLARMRE E: (Breiman, 2001) . %7k
FIR AL i, SR 2 TREARLE, R)F 3
TREATHARERE SN, ReE R EERR
KA B I 25 5 2 R S RS 3
FZACRE I AF SO0, FE R R SR 2 172
FIN (25K, 2013) o

ANZR DU 17 5328 Ty 02 — i 3 T A e s A
1432777, H Maron Fil Kuhns (1960 ) F 1960
AR, AN DU TR T SR M [R]RAH B
ST, BRI TS T R 2R R R AN 2
AR, (BANER DU AT RETE 22 80003 28 Tl s rh i
AR A A R . Ttk 1E S —Fh ] SR S R
FBE, AR DLtz M TSR
Aidel ( SRME FIRE T, 20075 5K =4F, 2006 ) .

20 42 60 4EAR, Cover (1953 ) #£H T kNN
Bk, ZAGE A AR y /) K AN IEAR,
W ZAAREAR y IR FX KL AH  Z5UE T
PIARAN S AH AR, kNN B B
B G RREE ERE, TE 2 IS SR ES A R
H(CBLEAESE, 20155 RARFR, 2014),

BP # £ [ 4% ( Back propagation neural
network ) & — R TR 1N TR 25 ) £ 45 75U
(Buscema, 1998) , HEAKAY2=>]fE
AT LS A S =2 ) e B AR L T,
J Iz BN T Al b . MY BP R R 4%
A Z . FROE)Z Ff 2, HA&)ZZ R 5L
MeER, EANMZLIcZmJoiZEH: (Buscema,
1998 ) . BP 125 W 2838 12 I [l A& K AN W i 4
P2 R IE RN (R, R AR B 12 2% . 1A 4
Fy— LA = 2S5 ) BP PR 4%, SEFR{E
AR, ATLIRCE 2 BR)E . AR, B2
KO N TR BFRGU, BP ML ML
E B Dy i T R A o 200 (R AR,
2005) , EEHM U (ZRBEHISE, 2007 ) LA
FF R (5REE, 2002) o

Fael=
Hiddenlayer

WAR
Inputlayer

Wz
Outputlayer

B4 Z=FBPHEMZERAINEHAE
Fig. 4 Topological structure diagram of
three-layer BP neural network

33 BERMEHRALGR

FF b SO AT I R 22 AR A I R
ZW R R AEY SR, Wit R L
BEMLARAR . ANZE DUI-3r . KNN Al BP 128 ) % 5%
S UL AR R B X AT AN R L
aE 2 ER N A BRI RE , AT A Y2 E S
BOAEAEN iR 22 B X B R RS SR 5]
SERLANEE 2 PR

e, P RTIREN R B AEYF S50

OYREER, 5 Rl A BRG] T AR Y
BEREER, ULHIA SCHT Iy 4 MRS H0n]

AR - 220 o B A 25 1 o AR T AL 4
FpLas 5, kNN Bk PR 22—
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F2 ETAENB[FEIFER 23MEHFHIHAER
Table2 Average recognition rate of 23 insect species
based on different machine lear ning methods

FEHERA (%)
Average recognition
7% Methods rate

JCixZ Without error
HiRZE With error

SCHF AL 98.13
Support vector machines

FfiL#E Ak Random forest 98.15
ANZE LM Naive Bayes 98.02
k 52320 k-Nearest Neighbor 97.24

BP #1£®%% BP neural network ~ 98.21

77.22

83.05
84.12
77.14
84.21

g HyK, W R2E I B U YA S B 4 28
GEE AN DR BP MM IS T R
USSR, SRR AL KNN P25 SRR 2%
BEAN, XF H T AR R 22 M iR 22 AR 2 S8
(o 2REE Fnl A, SR iS50 AR 2
BF, PRSI TR, (BT S Fipldner
A ERPHERE R R T 75%, B R AU A 7E
SO N R B S S Y D | R - AN (B (P |
Bk Z 205 10 T IR B A BE B
IR R B AT B R 2 B AT

BT R Z M AEYESEN 23 FhE R HE
PR 3 FIE 5 i, algn, Ko B R #F

*3 ETHRENEVFSEM 3 FERPHAZE
Table3 Identification rate of 23 insects based on biological parameterswith errors

PHIE (% ) Average recognition rate (%)

% EL A4 SRHERBL e g KBOESE  BPMZRI%
No. Insect name Support vector RN k-Nearest BP neural
machines Random forest Naive Bayes Neighbor network
1 JEHEK R Eriopyga grandis 85.76 87.24 88.92 81.64 88.40
2 KM= g Agrotistokionis 66.60 77.72 77.88 65.32 78.48
3 \FHE K Agrotis c-nigrum 40.92 43.32 43.60 37.12 44.64
4 LREHIEE Agrotis praecox 58.60 66.24 70.32 55.28 70.12
5 B8k Spodoptera litura 80.76 83.96 86.08 76.80 85.86
6  HTE’IK Heliothis dipsacea 53.08 51.60 57.20 45.32 56.68
7 Ji€ H ¥ Speiredonia retorta 87.92 99.16 99.16 97.88 98.96
8  TBWA Ik Dermaleipa juno 86.44 95.76 95.84 93.64 96.16
9  RLBILUK M Acronicta rumicis 71.56 73.04 75.96 60.72 74.12
10 224K 4: 2 Rk Calospilos suspecta 93.68 99.96 100.00 99.96 99.96
11 AZ05 kT, Spilarctia subcarnea 59.08 63.44 62.44 50.48 64.72
12 HE LT Spilosoma niveus 60.92 63.72 65.68 51.44 65.32
13 #1247 ik Amsacta lactinea 55.52 62.00 65.44 47.32 66.26
14 %L % Rhyparioides amurensis 64.84 66.52 68.24 57.48 68.96
15 E X Clanis bilineata 86.64 94.32 95.56 89.88 95.24
16 FKk Psilogramma menephron 84.40 94.28 94.64 88.28 94.04
17 #i%j K ik Ampelophaga rubiginosa 87.68 95.76 96.64 93.16 96.40
18 Mgk K ik Callambulyx tartarunovii 90.00 99.32 99.16 93.40 99.40
19 /& H 1, Macroglossum stellatarum 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 99.92
20 MR Loxostege sticticalis 86.80 92.88 92.16 89.08 93.20
21 KPR Spoladea recurvalis 99.04 99.96 99.92 100.00 100.00
22 %% Pantala flavescens 87.60 100.00 100.00 100.00 99.96
23 & 4% Enallagma cyathigerum 88.36 100.00 100.00 99.96 99.96
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Fig. 5 Identification rate of 23 insects based on biological parameterswith errors

SVM: (i idl; RF: BEHLARAR; NB: FhER U KNN: k fir4B; BP: BP fHZER(%% .
SVM: Support vector machines; RF: Random forest; NB: Naive Bayes; kNN: k-Nearest Neighbor; BP: BP neural network.
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RIKEARKIRTE . )i, ZE TP
23 PR AR, M 7R E AT IR 22
1 B B2 SR, o SRR AL L B
PLARAK . ADZRDUI-3 . kNN Hl BP #1282 25X 5
LA LR 2 R, DAL 2R A,
Ho SRR T ICRZE I B A~ 2500
REGR, 5 BHLAR A A AREIIR B T AR 400
W (HIRN R RV 22 HEIA T iRE,
MR BRI R, ELREHLARAR . ARZR DL
W AN BP i 28 9 25 PR 5 EE ORI A T A
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AWy A 2 PR i R A H AR BT T T
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