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Abstract Underwater target recognition based on passive sonar acoustic signals is a significant technical challenge
in the field of underwater unmanned detection, with broad applications in both military and civilian domains. This
paper provides a comprehensive exposition of the methodology and process involved in underwater target recogni-
tion using passive sonar acoustic signals, addressing data processing and recognition methods at two levels. Regard-
ing data processing, this paper presents a thorough exploration of the fundamental principles of passive sonar signal
processing from three key aspects: The underlying process of underwater target recognition based on passive sonar
signals, the mathematical foundations of passive sonar acoustic signal analysis, and the extraction of relevant fea-
tures. At the level of recognition methods, this paper offers a comprehensive analysis of underwater target recogni-
tion techniques based on machine learning algorithms, and focus on the research conducted with deep learning al-
gorithms at its core. The paper systematically summarizes and analyzes the current research progress across vari-
ous learning paradigms, including supervised learning, unsupervised learning and self-supervised learning, and ana-
lyzes their advantages and disadvantages in terms of the algorithm’s labeled data requirement, robustness, scalabil-
ity and adaptability. Additionally, this paper provides an overview of widely-used public datasets in the field, and
outlines the essential elements that such datasets should possess. Finally, by discussing the process of underwater
target recognition, this paper summarizes the current difficulties and challenges in automatic underwater target re-
cognition algorithms based on passive sonar acoustic signals, and offers insights into the future development direc-
tion of this field.
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supervised learning
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5, FH DABR T I ARURFAIE (%) 40 ) 1. A BT B S A A
SRR AL, I SRR SR R A BUR RS Bk, i
ATURFAEHE B RE 0% 4 H2 21 75 W45 5 7E A [R] I [a] R A58
RSO, AL T RN E R R ik, I
RO B AT BT U A R 0, RERE Dt/ e 7 ) H A
WA FEM ;. P, I ARURFAIE I RE 68 £ B H B 1) B
J R, X T ANE S B K b H AR R B
1.3.3 ETHEEERRMERNHNENG S
EHEER

BT B AR RS R 1R 7K B AR SR
— PR RN EET i N AL ] KRR AR SR O VR, &
(SR A T A N SR i 38 8 e 8 J2 R AN [R) A 2391
WA &, R0 AT AR A . Bdok 3, NH
LW R E A, TN E SRS
SPPRST AL B DRI, T AR R A Y
FRAESE IO VEAR A 73X by 4y 1 AR 72 FLAR
SEP AT A F — AT I R AR A T
B AN BT, R JE RN T N IS 5 AT e R
TER SR, DAl A 2 1 0 8AE B 27 T
(AR FEATLA S R PR A3 23 AR 1« FEI RIS I 57
G S W AR O, MR T R RN
IR BRI, DLHSR 1S40 N HWT 00 2 40065 75 5 1
RUFHHREE ). MR ROBE R R A 12 i T iX —
BB FEAT . e Ak, BT R ERRAETE B AR
P, Ry s T et abEE, BT EIRRRNE, %
J7 i — E e B AESE U B T

], Bekeésy™ 3 A5 AR R I T gy J
JER L FRIAT Upe B 5 UG JBE () R 32 70 e A L 4l e 2 ST
T S H— 4L A A AL Johnstone 457 3R
Mossbauer £ A X H- g A i1 £ i IR 4k 20 14 47 00
BT, 15 2SR [37) AHXT SRS A ) S Ber 45 S
Zwislocki™ | 37— HEAE A A AR MR SCR [37)
(RS g 2 L. B TS 00 D B T A R A 2 L — ol
Ay BEJ7vE, AT TE RS AH I PR SRR SR HL. B A
2220 NEET 3 RGN R B WIR N, STk [41-42]
BTt SRS A 7 v TR H T G R 4t
RIThRE, BARRYL, 5B — 3 T R BB AR A

AN 58 B2 JZ < Wi 5 Tk &5 X3 Th g, K IR ah
I3 5 U5 5 73 N — RPN R 1) 5 A7)
7, [FIR BB RN AR, DAY 58 5 4852
75 3 U XA R 7 B OB FE
134 HETAWEREF INKIHNEMESHFIE
HEE

e Gt F PR SR BT VR AT AT 5 2275 b ) A0 R
WME F ARG &I T TARHESR A, SR
M TR B R A 248, IR IREUE B8 KK H
PRS0 RN e AR AR AT ARk, fEKH H bR
) NS S RFAE B BRI, VR B2 2 2] O iR Ay —F
BRI A HE I 0 R RAL I AR R T2 1
WHFT, EE AR T B 2 3] K b S AU E SR
ORI T B MBS 27 2 B /K v i SRR AR S

BETA WER B 5 2T AR B 7R I A5 5 RS AR SR HX
Fe A I AP A AR A8 1) 5 R AR R R R A
0 2, ) FH 35 A R 215 5 SR Bl AR R 2 3] d A0
BURFIE, B 5(a) eon T InER—Bae. iT&
A Z M %% (Convolution neural network, CNN)
HA 2 6] JR AR AP R AR PESEIE R, SCHR [43—45]
FIHT CNN MR 3 (0 S 46 B e A ik — b 27
> 5 1R 2 R AE DA 9Rr A 1 0 i 4. TR [46]
FE CNN 5] NTERE S HLE], DASE 4 3l A
BEORVEHI R B FSCE R SR, JRRA BRIEYE R
BV 0 AL T 7 AR AE P ) ) P 8 5 a0 2044
T CNN. % T X —I A1, Gong %57 fETHE LA
QI 3 4 2% (Vision transformer, ViT) HIJH
RN, ISR 7 4 3 TR L] A A
## 2% (Audio spectrogram transformer, AST).
Yang S5 UMK A H BRI 2 45 8 1 A BEIEAT 5 ),
Vet — T 2 Ja PR 50 L IR N BRIR T 27 21 O 2
DA /K o 2 00U 5 fORFAE. A EE T A SE R RS AR 2
W7, 2516 B HIUR BE 27 21 7R T DASE 4 b A
PEOK R F S 5 I ARAE, AT 3 e IR 1 RE.
SR 2 7 VA 7 R AR TE S S AT I 2%, JF
HAESERR N b 75 B2 18 U7 15 A S PR AN & i 1R 5%
i) .
1.3.5 ETBHEEFINHENEINGE SRR

T H B A S R Eh A IAAE S R SR U —
RIS TEhR R AT W R ER FE 2 20 U7 ik, BHAE
M BIUE T v i ST H AL A P T B IR
J 5 ST A SR BT 1%, I VEAN TR B bt AL
I, T EE HOAR BRI HE & SN 5. tbsb, 1%
THENEAE B 5 AR B S T A T
2], Re e B A I B i B R SCE BRIl A
FIBI VI & SRR AE PRI A, JE T B B S
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(a) T B 27 S 7K h 5 45 S RE SR MR X
(a) Supervised learning-based paradigm for underwater
acoustic signals feature extraction

5
Fig.5

JEIE R Bz LR 21, T AN FAFEK T
PREE ) H AR AT

AR R BRI B 4D # (autoen-
coder) [ 4 258 WA B S N FEBR R R BLH
38 B R A 1) 5 SUARFAE , I ZRack A2 R (1 dar N
%y H A2 A [R5 05 5, ELAE X 4% 1 R ] 2 42
HYH BARRAE P AR T )5 2R 00 B AR RN ST 55, B 5(b)
JEoR Tz AR AR RFE. W Gong F50 & it —Ff
62 Sl 5 0 A P SR, M TG AR B s H 2 )
T SARAE . BRSO S
Log-Mel i 1Y) 73 BeAR [ R /INETEUE B (patch), 8
JEBENLAETD 4 patches, HB RS patches
HINFET H i as 22 VIT A rp2E 5] SRk
FETD Y patches, 5 )5 A H B 1) patches 5 R 46
patches FEATHI R SR BT, LAHE AR 22 2 BE AR
S HRHER R, 20 EALAL S MAEPY (1) )3 &,
Baade %" 7£ Gong %" TAER)EEAL Bt —Fhs
bU ZR AL (1) SR, 7E ST ) B R AL $ ) [
BF, ROIIE TR I 25, Ghosh &2 I H —
AL T Ll ST 22 )RR 75 5 i i e 4% 1% 1k
BETE T 0T X 286 0 2 A P 488 PR AN - X 26 it o B
TN 25 5 25 2 P 28 i HH 2 ) R0 bl O ke Fig A
Y2 SR B AR AE . AT MR SL L g 2
PL 2 I EL B3 K patches R /)N, AT B 4 b 2
SMES AR S5 R .

2 ETHESGEHNH[BZFIEEZNKDELR
1ot

BTGNS ST B BAR R A 208 3
A BHUE S IAC B FRAESR I B AR,

(b) T B B 27K T S PG S RHE SR =X
(b) Self-supervised learning-based paradigm for
underwater acoustic signals feature extraction

B TURPE 2 ST HK & AU 5 RIS B X

Deep learning-based paradigm for underwater acoustic signals feature extraction

o, 55 TRALHR FE A, PR SR UR R8E, H AR IR
A HIW. BHUE S TR B 1) 1 BRI A
P B AUE T BT E AR AT, 32 T A B
DEBE TRAA I3RS RS BUE BEAN K H R B 3)
W R G oL R oy, A SR A B 2
) ) ) ABURRAE X 2 1 AR G W0 1k e R A OGB4
I, A0 B AR SR IO LS 1.3 75, K
oh H AR U P RE R 55— AN S B ) RBAE T Iy i B
Wy KA. HAT, 2 TGS 2 Bk H AR
WO T, FZERRHE R A R K 5k
(K-nearest neighbor, KNN). 3 fH &L (Sup-
port vector machine, SVM). &M (Decision
tree, DT). BEHLAHRM (Random forest, RF) Fl% T
Ba I /R BFRAE R (Hidden Markov model, HMM)
754 AT, R E R0 B TR AE Rl
BlLae s S BE L NAEBR R S R %

KNN &%

KNN j&—fdt T 50 1) 22 S 53, 2K H
BRI A R T sl 7S N SRR R A B P A
AT, BOSRBUK A H AR A EA N T
TEIF B R AR 45 B KRR, FEUIZREEh TR EH
BN S R AT ) KA SEA, AR K B Sl o
XK A SEpil i R AR S, £ KNN Hik
L K2 AN S, I EE N KN
FVERE R R E B KNN 5%k S8 fa] 5 H. 5 T 5K
B, AH SO AR X AR

SVM &%
SVM J& —Fh I T 1% B B A W 22 SRR 7E

2.1

2.2



4 3] TRFFIESE: 2 TR A B IS 5 1K b B AR IR 450 657

KA BFRIEHIF, SVM 7] LA T4 K F B bR A
FORFE S TE SR BEAT IR . AR AR
Vapnik-Chervonenkis (VC) HE i Fl 45 ¥4 XU 5% /)
PCIR IR, 5 FE R — N dne D 1 T DA S IR i afs 4R
53 RSB0 23, A4 J 0 ~F T A ) P A A ST
REzt. FEAJT b2 WA BRI FEA B 8 3= —Fh
AT 7 %8, DLSEI IR B AR 2 A0 It 1 H ).
UE AN, A A% R, SVM A AT DO AR 4E =
() 24 M AN AT 3 1) AR Pt S 381 5 v 4 P 2 MR, A
GAE T 53 1), I RAE — T FE L R A v O i ok
1) 24 25 A [ .

2.3 RERWMSREHARMEE

DT & —Fd TREH L, RAAER B
{77 2O FHEAT 70 SR BRI 7E/K T H AR R A,
PRI AT LU AR08 S B RS AL R H AR SRR HEAT
PO, 2RI T UG A R AR HEAT B 4544 O 4
e, AR SRR MR, BN SRR —
ANATREAE, SR SRS ARG SR E
WL, (EEEAE IR BN, & Z B & BEAL
FRME — Pk R SRR IR B S B, e I
Hos £ HH BE AL HL— P 3 Bl AT R SRAR RR i
IR ERIXAILRE, H 2 AR, B R ARE
AT GRS 10 45 R BEAT 52 DAY E e 28 K IR ) 45
AL SRR R T LA i XU

24 RERBRER

HMM 52— Ffi kMU 1 e e ih i, B
R — A EHERE S E S /RRERIERE, AT
KNS H P E IZE R RS S8, A —4
Fra e, fEKH H ARG, AT DO AR H AR
7 AR AT D9 W 5 200 e 31l A\ B HMM
AT BRI, T BOREAS R K H BRI A
MESRBUN — R E P, Rk XA a7 5IE N
WL B4 P 47 A N BB RY o AT i s — S 82T
BN HARBIOBER 73 A1, 2R7m 1% H bs A2 R 75 22
AL F BBE R A SE BN AR, AT DA 2 1 DL
S D ) i R R A KA R BEAT H AR TR .

25 BENREBRRSKRES

KNN. SVM. HRHERMEEYLARAAL A B 22
SJEVE, e AR T SR B kAT R AL 4R,
SR JE P T B4 NSS4 K S0 AR T B 2R
FHRAY J — ik P A e F R0 — A Rk i
Sy RBEREE, AT T — AN P 71 . AR
R EEET IR BA A — B TAEHLHI Y, # 25 T
SRAHE I — Ry 2RI R 1A TR T

R 1 LGN SRR HARR R 5%

Table 1  Typical traditional machine learning
algorithms for UATR

gy NI R T AURHE Hidh 4
1992 Naive Bayes™  Hx[E G WYL IEHE SRELHEES
2016 DT 45 s AFUERARAE 15 B 4R
2014 BTN I B ATURAE I 2 K 4
2016 MFCC H AR
2017 GFCC i s A
2017 SVMPee® Btk GFCC LA B AR
2018 pugeck S RHARR
2019 A RAE H g R 4
2022 LOFAR i ShipsEar
2018 I MFCC AR AR
2022 LOFAR i ShipsEar
2011 SVDD — ARSI 4R
O MFCC -
2018 WL T SRR 42

FRGEHLER o S SR EAT KA B AR R A BT 7.

PRI, & 2R RN R T gepL g =2 2] K
H B R AR R A it E o — Rl 2 40, AR 45 2
wEAMRE AR, BEE RS H 2 A
BRI, BT BERT7VE AR 73 kS B A
A A T 55K, PRI H B 9 BRI 7T 07 1) e T
TR 5 S S K R H AR R

3 ETREFIFZERKFBIFAS

VAR UR FE 2 2] SFEAE VT 2 USRI H R Y
H R R SR ORI A RE 77, N EE T B 3h A (s =
7K B FR R T RE T —ASE R R 7 1, IF
BT R BB T LR L A B T AR Gl 5
Bk, FETIREE S ) ER MK BAR N R A LR
P

1) RFE S ) SR DA R A6 Hd b 3 3h % 2
B ARRFAE, 38 G N IR BERFAE () 2 W

2) RFES ) EE R A RKMAE BRI R
AT DAAL B S 4 s A AR Gt Ok &R, 6 T 2R il v
IEEAK R H bR 5 A S 5 BA S R R

3) WRBEA ) LR DLAR B O A, Ae
A 5OR P S TR, AT 72 v VR 3l v A 2 R 5056

BRI, H R A 30 A5 IS 5 K R H AR R
WHIE TR TT RK 2 H 2 3 TR 2 S R R IT I,
FHAF T RAFHRE TR . I ] 8 T4 AR A 22
Ze KR AR RO T, B JE R R T3k 4R
WA IR IR F 22 N 4% (Recurrent neural network,
RNN). B IEF# £ N 24 (Time delay neural net-
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Eitd 50 %

works, TDNN), J&T- Tl Z B A (1)L # 5% ~) (Tr—
ansfer learning, TL) % /775, HRIT S RIRA A7 5
{12 T Transformer F757% A& H BB 2] (Self-
supervised learning, SSL) 7732, & 6 4 17 #50H
AR IR TR 2 2 2] (RK A H B iRl S50 ) e
PiRE. M7 S3E AN F], AT DK B TR )
(7K A H AR RN T35 9 I B =0 (B b2k E
77) AT B (B Al 2 77 ) HR A 0 2% A5
VAN, R P2 2 ) T oy 2T AR 22 Y 4%
(77 (Bl 2k b7 SR AR ) 55 T I e 48
W25 1) J5 i (B2 o7 i A k) B TR 3
PR 2 1) Tk (B4 BT i (AN e ) s B2 T
Transformer {7775 (B4l b J7R ) 2
TIER W7 (B R R o7 B nsl), BT
To B 5 2 R 7 (B R4 T 07 A ) A
ETHRE 077 (B2 ™ 77 i ).

ETHEHRHEM LK BiRR ]
CNN & — K ARV IR L 2 S B, 3B

3.1

[ ]
Bi-LSTM
Bi-GRI
[ J
Pretrained ResNet
[ J

TDNN TDNN

CNN
DCNN

CNN
ADCNN

ResNet
DCNN

Pretrained CNN

JRY R BUE I =R e 2 RUE . 4
L i 3 B R RFAE, 2 BRI S5 AT
TARHSEHER R . B R AL R AR SR U
H AR IR 45 57—k, MWEHHTE%EZJJ%{EEEX
%ﬁ%ﬂﬁj\*%ﬁﬂﬁlﬂ . 1T ONN fEHHHA R 5 B

mn&JEET“FFJEP?EIJ‘HjEkB’JTE , Wk T %5
/£T£7J<EP EEINAVIIRTEE RiRIASE R %?%*ﬁﬂééﬂ%
(RI7K R H BR AR T v R A R 2 R 2% 1) 28
1y, Pl KA IR B HERA 00 B AR, 5 70 I X 2% 25
FIRIBETHS N 2R K AR B AR Bl P A5 5 S L
SEAL S A E BURFAE, AN TTT SEBLNS H AR 2R R 3R
B 7 IR T AZTE RIS A TR ) b 2% (K 4% 0t
—RINERZ AL ZAI R, 702K 88 2 A%
JERI . 2T CNN 7K H AR RGBT 7T 32 20T BL
X7 AT 25 B A AT 00000 5 AN [R] AR I 2%
GERTOT LA R AE M 28 T A GET ROHLAR LS ST AR SR
(¥ 2 0 B PRRRAED I = H R B R T
TEAFAEXS PR HE ) 5 SRR SRR AE AR X Jik
B SR R R R E R RIR.

[ ]
Transformer
[ ]

LSTN
CNN

[ + CNN

( -LSTN
Bi-LSTM uiLSTM

Pretrained VGGish

UALF

ResNet

SCAE
DAN-MCNN
Attention-CNN

CAM-ResNet

GoogleNet Attention-CNN

HR-DBN ](J‘EII;IN
°
Kl 6
Fig.6
SR UG AR RFAE HIRHER 1

HALRHME R 1

RBM-SSL Mask-Modeling-SSL
[ J [ [ J

Contrastive-SSL

FEFIRPL A 2 IR P F AR R FE 00 SR AR R A e e 1) el 2

Timeline: Evolution of mainstream deep learning algorithms for UATR
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4 IRFF RS JET i h A 3 B 5 7K R B AR IR ZEid 659

SCHR [66—69] K47k H H AR R 3h A5 N AE 5 i
RAERFE, SR G F] CNN A5 5] 58 4l R
AURFAE FE4E GO AN 8] B bR, He b B 300 4003 Rk
AR, MFCC i, LOFAR %%, H %1 CNN
W25 25 M B #E M %%, ResNet. VGG 4. yEEF] -
IR T7 AR AL SR RS 35 R~ 3L, XA — e AR
FE Bkss 7TARE S ER 2. Cao M BT
Bt A SR S 15 T — b o 2 3 B ONIN X 28, %
# Q ¥ (Constant-Q transform, CQT) MK
e 5 M 75 b B2 B[R] AR OGP, R i 4T B
PRl BT ZHrib Ak SR EE AT DA 4R — M
A CNN JE A% [ [A]AH O IFfR B B AT 22 5%
P, AT SE I AR M BE A B . Hu 557 fd R Al PR 27
¥l (Extreme learning machines, ELM) #
CNN HJER 2, 78 I % Ao 58 B U RS B2
FIE 93.04%. Wang 5™ § I — Rl TR B
(112 73 3 CNN, FH by & 7ML DU 42 2 A
Ik B B AR R, 2 o0 S DA I 2% 1) 1)1 2%
IHE, 1% 7 75EAE ShipsEar Zi#g4E LSEIL T 2.4% 1)
PERETRTT.

PR b, AT DL i R 2 2 R 4 s A
BRI TR FE 2 2] BE R e, (HSE BRI H H 2
A — 22t 2, 2B EERE

b, I B BE A IR, 5 Il & i, —
FE PG W ZE TR PE 3G, R A R ERAE B 24
iR TN TR D -2 SOl LTI < O 7 o I w . LT 51
Zheng 5™ {§ | GoogleNet (—Fh3& T Fi i 45 ¥4 %
THI I 28 ) A 9 3 X 28 MK H B A 75 5 R s A5
PR RIRHE, BN RE RS S HRGE S
MR, 25 R W], FEEMREE N —10 dB I, frig
JIERI RN Re . SRk RAE R 7 —Fh &
AR AEAE TN, 17T AR B PR At 2 BUREAE 1 )
fig. Irfan 5™ & tH—FP 2T 0] 73 BO G AR H il 2=
(Separable convolution autoencoder, SCAE) [
“%, JFE R 6 FhA RIS ARHE (6135 Cepstrum Wi,
Mel i, MFCC . CQT . GFCC % Hl Wavelet
packets) XJ BT i 71 AT R RE AT, UEBH Tz A
M RE LT KB4 T LL SE 8 1) T V. e Ak, W4k
BRI T S HE M R R RE, -7 T
BRI SRR

WHEEOLT, BT AR T7E P U B AR & A
FHIEAEAS B 20E B RA AR R E S, K 2 50 i
FROEREAT fil& n] LAZE G EATRIAR 5, TR 3RAS B
IR R, Hong 25 3£ F ResNet18 #il—
b B AT =30 A\ R 5 ZE 2% BT K J AR A
WK 8(a) frar, HA Log-Mel W {E N —iBiE,

Multiply

Merge layer:

| FCn || FCn |

r-r—-- ——"--"--="-"-"=-"=-"=-=-=-= r— —--"—"="=====-==- A
s BT |
w2

H5) 2 | 5992 (softma) | !

CNN #5313 '

CNN 5 3 I

: |

t | |

Feature Feature Fi n 0 K n |

augment fusion utput oA |
A vector

# |

|

|

|

Log:Mel®

- -

Feature
calculation

f

JRAG B

JRER BT

. - |
Ga(l;ssu:m llager. A 7y %I
=S V .V
Activation: = i |
Softmax 1 %|
4 filter 1 | | filter 2 |- %,u:
Attention —— 2
vector

(a) ZETFREFAER DAL T E
(a) Optimization method based on
fusion feature

(b) ZETEE WU I RAL 7 i
(b) Optimization method based on
attention mechanism
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|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

| . s
: | Fo1 || Fo1 |-
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

JR AR I
|

(c) BN FWT SR AN KDL 57
(c) Optimization method based on
simulating human auditory perception

K8 JET ONN HI7KA Hbr iR BRI TTiE
Fig.8 Mainstream optimization methods for CNN-based UATR
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S 50 &

MFCC iB/E N5 — 1838 DL 4 (chroma), ¥
ELEE (contrast). & M & (tonnetz) Flid EZ (zero-
cross ratio) &F4lp CCTZ FfiE/E REE —i@1E, 17X
W 2 i3k — 2 I NRHIERLE B RS 3G 58 =, 153
ZOEIE A S RE, SRS RN E] ONN thitt—2P 5
> AR B FARFALE , 1% J7VEAE ShipsEar #4E 4
HET R ARTE 22 94.3%. (H Lk 72 W 268 X J00 R
&, B o2 TPE BB, JF H I 2% S5 1 7 258
FAES 1 5 A B A B AT HERT R .

MTAESR, FEHE Tk 72 W 2% 1) RAR 73 S8 A0 H B dar
MEEAT S5 b, 51 NVE R LR K2 1 5k
ZEW 2% 2 FPUE B MR AR, JRHAS TR Rt
JeelTs0l AR ABE T AR K A ARl 9T B
Xiao S 7 M B J5 H R E = B KH
HAR R T, & 8(b) Frs, i 51 AE = Il
) DA R g e A A BT, AR
H bRr PR 5 BOAFAE, AT SEBI 1 35 B H A iR
FERE. Liu &8 Bit — M T X0F 2 )M 4% (Dual
attention networks, DAN) 12 4y #3220
%% (Multiresolution convolutional neural network,
MCNN) ffJ3EH, Horh DAN R DLSE 7 i 4 & 40
R Jed AR A AT 4 SR AR, R Bh A5 AL S
DL R S0 X 35 MONN I DU B (14 W i J
KL 2T IEAE LI _ER A Inception B () £
HRRMAAEITT R, I MCNN Z84 BLSe L
B b 3 B = 4 5 A KRR IR I A A, T B R FH AL
BB A [ R IR PO AT A 2, R4k
SHE ML 5 A0 11 Ja3 ¥ e R 4 R MO . SIS R B, 1%
J7 1A% ShipsEar 24545 b A~ 25 32U A 2 Al ik
95.6%. Xue %" B it —Fh T @& i = L
(Channel attention mechanism, CAM) [f15% 7% #
224 (Residual network, ResNet), H AR i {5 A
— - YEE R B AR K T B AR S T RN
ANTRIIRZR 0 7 6, SR Ao T 9 2 ke 7 M e P 5 4
SRS BCSE il R 0 5 IRAALE , e 3 AR PR ZE RS T
TN TEE & B, KO 1 i T S5 A A
Z H RS K T-H0, M ERAG 34 (R RO Li
SR LRI 28 45K, K 2 P SRR AL ik 5 O
8 AR BE 39 58 (SpecAugment) FiARE Xt f4 5 1
B ARFEREAT Y 0, SRS HER 3 R AL TIlE =
[R5k 22 B AR AGRHAE . eAh, %77 1R 28 XA 5
SR PR HURIT R Lo 453 % B R DR B 5 403 % o A S I 2%
fr22 >, Hodr, db it 2k R BOE N v RS R —
ASrfly, (AR — SR AR AR A £ S P L BT,
[ s S0 )" A2 S 453 5K R KRS 3 A2 A0 B S 1 )

IR TR A A NI O BT T LR R IE
SEHL R T SR A AL, 0 SRR H S S B —

FE W EAE 540105, Doan S8 £ B T4 % 45 R
2 M4 (Dense convolutional neural network,
DCNN) 7K A H kiR 5l 7772, o DONN # F 5k
H B3 S S RRE, T0 75 LMk iU IR R £ 5K
LT P (RIS, AR Bk R R ROR I 4E ) fe v
ANTE] 2 J2 2 18] 52 FHAE AN [R] RUBE R 2 U R A
M B T AE— NG ARR WX 2% T i 7 HE B 2 A6
FRZE S 2 P S 8 BE BV 2 &, th Tk H
FrAs S (R BEALEEAS [ DL BT AL B K R R %
Ag, ANTE] H BRI R 5 AN [F] AR AR B, A
AR SR BT AT AT T 20 9% 236 [ o T GV AR 4
¥ B bR A 5 B X 4 FF G i) . Miao &5
K HH 2 T 5 MR 26 A A Chirplet 28 LIRS RE VG
WA VA i e 221 6 2 A 5 003 B T ) A A () 1 P AR
JE R 5 A EZIK ZA R SR R T AT i pE i 2 R
BRHIE, 5 ¥ 15 2] P RHIE AT Bl & 4N 7 2
AT B AR SRR Ak TR T —
T R AR R A 1) 5 B8RRI & - 3 DA BRI R AR i A5 0
FERBE R B % BT AR 4 iy R0 P B 1 [R] B g 2D 1 1k
SIS TE]. Luo S8 $2 H 5 T 22 40 3 8 I SRR AIE 23 A
7k B AR RN J7E, IR — P T &G
FSONT 470 1 2% PR 5408 38 D SR, FH DA DRI A A
Wi, 1Z 7 VEAE T M 2% A ResNet, 7E ShipsEar
Bl g ESTILT 96.32% IR IS L.

SCHR [41-42) 552 N H6F 7 B AR R A A 22 L
HilE R &, B AN BT 5 5 48 1 A AR 42 Y 4%
T3, HT KA BERERBE. W 8(c) B,
TG Bh— A T B AUS B R A B 1 Wy
BB 7 Wb AR S DI D RE, R 5 AR IR I A
1B 5N — RINA RIS & 5 A5 T, [F
BARLI R /INAT AR DLSEAUL T it 22 491 52 3] 7 8 o0
WG XA A E RO AR FE . SR 5 1E M 25 (1)
AR iy HE B B AL 2 RN A 42 2 AR U (5 5 1)
TRAE, FAEH — AN S 2R G FF A M5 5 IR
fiE, % Ja ¥ 2E 2 B R IE S A B softmax JZ 5 H -
RPN SR, % BB BB A NG AL Z
MAEREZZHARZ RO E R R E G IR
MIRE TR R, SCHR [42] Bt — M B W 4A 25 K A ik 22
A IR P SR A O R R T VA SR B, BELRAE T 15031
FERE N TN, 3K 2 HI%s 17 FEREET CNN
(7K A H FRRA 7.

ETREHEMLERKk+ BARiR 5l

TDNN A J5i A LAFf#E Ny — A —4Ef) CNN,
N T PP R IAIAL B TDNN 2 A
JEAR R I AL 22 A AE BTG, KPR NAS 5 1R AT
[P # 5 2N, 50k &6 AT 4R e, 4
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Table 2  Convolutional neural network-based methods for UATR
A AR BT 55 5047 By R BEA TN
017 HRUNZ L S B SR, BT T BRIk Historic Naval Sound ¢ e
and Video database
2018 HHEFMAFK PR BR 2 STHUAR B A P2, J780 T ML RS P AR 3%
R 22 o 2.0 0 =B AL S, T AR B T A A R 2 e 1 F g 5 %
2019 LT 7 A R ML 1 5 FRIAWT 58 2R G0 SL B 2 RO S AR AR 2 2], (A9 R AE 7 L) Ocean Networks ”
22 [ g ZlES Canada SES
Net B 2 e AR AR B AR, MR A T 24 $2%  Ocean Networks "
LT ResNet 75 5 A R LR s = g s 4%
2020 f#1F DONN E SIS T, FAE T AT T B RS i
— R BB E R 2% DCNN ) A HHE 4 12 2%
—HMEA B GoogleNet™ FET A P 2 BT T S50, SR THRE 911 2580 (UEE-E 5 S 3K
i ATEGRERIARSONS g 2 7, T T T B DeepShip 5 %
R Eﬁfﬂ%#%m AT AR, BT TR ShipsEar 5 %
N B
2021 e - 5 PR R AW LA T PR P A (5 S T .
SETHERE T HUBI R BE 0 22 25100 B, T i v [ g g 4%
ST R NI L R SR 2 50 R 3 A P 6 4 55 L (E T L B, X R oL T -
28 PGB AR T FI SRR B B S 4R S B tpstar o7
T 2 PR B S RIS B0 2 5 R A I 250 52 S A T L B, g 3 g , ‘
AR R BRI A KT BRI R A B, TR TE T R R 3 ShipsEar 5 %
FE TG 2 WL R 2 R % 52 JETE Y T AL ) A PR A 15 50 B ) S R AR BE EL A S A 42K
MR AL, 7t T BB A FAS =
2022 o R A AT S B R R N A S P R WL 0 2 ST B S AT o »
HI % 22 ) 2% 891 T LR TR BT T DeepShip ShipsEar 58
TE DL P 4R AE B DEEER M K
2023 HETEEANBINE 4% CNNI EEAMANMEEERRNERER, £5XRM0 ShipsEar 5 %

SRR T TR ZR R

H—AMRFAE 1] B SXAMRRAE ) AT LA T AT K
H A5 KR AT S5 . AL TR G i) R 7, 2T
TDNN 77 2 B8 e Jii i 35845 S A AEAE 20T By
FP 7 A T BEAT AR, A AR I A Bk
ANF B ARSI A RE R A, JF BLAEAC B 8] 57 471
R AELF R, [F, TDNN &) Uil 88
AN 7] B4 28 e B A 2 R 3 AN [R] BT 55 1 5K
%183 TDNN [ _Eif ey, Kb+ TDNN K
H HFR R 51 1o B RE.

Ren %% Rl TDNN Xf 7K o H bR AT 331,
T EAE H — Bl e S H bRAR S 5 G 43 A 1Y)
NS EE (Wavelet packet component spec-
trum, WPCS) RHEFE AN, SEI S5 SRR UM LE T
ot B AFAE, WPCS HFAE ) PERE SE4F. SCHR [88]
Wt —Fh 2 F 0 % 2 i v (Underwater acoustic
learnable front, UALF) 7K H briR i 77 2.
UALF Wit —41R] 5 2] 1) — 4ES AR DRI 2% FH DASE L
G5 A RIBURE G &, RE B AT
AR IR A5 5 AU SRARFAE, FH BLSCHR 5 8 2% 1)
¥2]. BT UALF MR & AUE 5 b B Sy =)
B R AE SR S A, T SE B BE A ) 1) A

FRE$EH. /£ QLED. ShipsEar. DeepShip %44
FREATSEE, 45 R UALF 2 2] BIFRAE LT T
FHIESS T IR STFT %, FBank 1% 45 2 3Lt S 47
IR RE.

E TR M 4& 897k BiRiR )

BT RNN 7K e B AR 3 — FhdE T IR EE
21K B bR . RNN & —FPgets xf 7
FIVER AT B R PR & N 25 H R & — N IR
g5%, AT RLRE T TP RN S B AN T AR
i 0 A AR AT VR LK BAR IR A, RNN
AT DA T 250 B B0 51 3 B AR . Kk
HAIC 28R (Long short-term memory, LSTM) #l
XA K R A2 Y (Bi-directional LSTM, Bi-
LSTM) &M Fh ER AT RNN 2244, T H MRS
B R g R 6 I [RDIR S B 1% 4 BE T IR 8 97 922 43¢ 362
5, BT PAZE AL KR P S T IR M e A s BT
SEORHIOLH. teah, /Kb B AR BT A B4 30 75 i AE
5 B T AEAR KRS RE LA =y S I A0 JS ATt (1]
FHIMRAE RS, 5 RNN RHE+ 0 34, ik, A
K RNN N H TR HAR .
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Li S50 F PR H 2 T 1) A R D 4 i A AR OC .
AR HY Bi-LSTM J7 M TR AN H bR U % 3.4 ETF Transformer Y7k h BFRiR A

D59 LR ) A s B N B A b | B 2
SIEMURHIE, 72— FE R L 7 N TRRE S HURT
R AE Bk, AN, Bi-LSTM {ii 4535 SR [H]
i B ik 2 AR SR G B AE R e, BB A .
Wang 251 $2 tH —FhyR A1 7 X 25 FH T 7K H AR iR
A, %M 2 XA ]$5 #T (Bi-direction gated re-
current unit, Bi-GRU) f1Z Z [ 1#H. T (Gated re-
current unit, GRU) &1k, Fi8 5 RN %
W 28 2 JO3EAT D04 DL 5 ) B8 15 2 ORI E ARRRAE. 5K
WeE KM, % EMARSA 4 2 Bi-GRU Al 4 2
GRU Mg ety F BA R PUs T3 ae /i i
P PERE. Qi ZE0 R A LSTM A4 A DL2E ) %
AR AR A SRR, FE¥s 2% ) B R AR AT Bl &
PLRRF B AR 1 e 52 4 AR 18 57 AT AR 47 Hh =
>R EAFAE, T RNN ] AR A £ () B 45 5ok
23] BR SCRER ) A &%, Kamal 2502 3 H —Ff 3
7 CNN 5 Bi-LSTM ft & KK H xR %, n
K 9 Frow, 127 AE F — 0T 2= 2] 1S 28 FH DA42
A ) 75 A 35 A0S 5 TR BIURRAIE SR i K B AR AiE
MABGHEPATERIEH, &5 H Bi-LSTM
AT ZI B2 B 205 AN 7 R 21 (1) B 35
WA, S5 o 10 F e B0 B ) 2 R B A 3 e AiE
PLAT B FRIR 455, Han 2% Wi —Fp3EF—
YN LSTM AHEE & HIE & M 28 32E 477K o H AR
WO, Hod — 4 A T B 2 40E LSTM
AE [R] i O 17 S A5 B A S /5 2, A FT 35 A
P (R IR SR AR SR

T RNN K HAR R B A% T TDNN
AKH B FR R SRR MoK A B AR BT AR R4 30 7 IS
5 o B B I R AR AE R bR AT B BRI ) 7 V.
SR TDNN J& —Mai m 5/ [ s & M 4% @il &
AR 2 11 A R 52 B N 7 21 R 1) R e i, 2
BRI s A B 1R 30 I AE S 3 AT AL T
RNN F) 3= S5 W2 530 5o, i e i Hef id
EHE BT I L, EEKRHRE S hRK
ReLLU

2[n] * h[n] Maxpool

Transformer J&— 56 4 3L T H ¥ & JIHLH
W25 308 . 5440 RNN AH B, e 0T DL B 4 e 4
NJFH A B R OC F, e 1 A& G (1)
I AR ) R S AR, FE HARE B AL THEL
MLE 4, Transformer HU1G 7 H (L BE. b
Ak, BRIP4 A4S Transformer 7] LI
AT VR, AR SR B, FF H RS 55 47 4 4
AN SN ey L T (=2 oy LN VAL R
KA H AR RSk, 753 T Transformer 7K H
FRUR A, 7 22 A5 8 A A 4 7 S I B R A
ERINE, SR EHI T Transformer 2% H1 i3k
175 2]. Transformer [ H ¥ & 7ML 5805 4 2 i
MNE T HAFEA B R RREOC R, 5 2 2 H AR
FEHRHIER IR, B 10 45 T iZ 7 AR SR ZEH.

Li 2509 1 IR 2 ¥ Transformer 5] A7KH H
PR B A0, B2 H A L R (Spectrogram
transformer model, STM) F T-7/K= HFriH 5. %
D7 SER UK A AR A R 30 7 I AE 5 I
W (B4 STFT i, Fbank i, MFCC), JF M
SIS AL R HR o A E B RN 6 1916 x 16 K
ANTEUG B, SR JE A4S — AN it g i 2 R A BB
et N— 41 W &= 751, $i A\ 2| Transformer &
R rp 2z ) A R I E R AE. T Transformer 42
F AT DA G-t 2 K P S D B 45 B AT 4 R AR %
A, e 4 CNNL CRNN Ll ResNet18
HEATXT L, 1Z 7V (E ShipsEar B8 bR 251
AT 13.7%- 3.1%- 1.8%. Feng 25" 7E Trans-
former B ) IEA F I —MBHZEZEREER
Token Hliil] (Progressive Token embedding stra-
tegy, PTES), @i £ 3k HiE & AL it 4 R 5
B, B2 2R A Token W2 2R E R B E:
P, 2 o) RS A 0 75 B R AR R s, AT 2 5 2R 1)
PG BE.

T EFE R, 5T Transformer 7K H H AR

Log

(@ s

. @G~ i PO O
M s> & O mrie HOnumsi

Bi-LSTM
Attention
Classifier

@ s D 1 PO wxee P{Orsss -

9
Fig.9

T CNN 5 Bi-LSTM fl & (17K 75 B BRI J7 v P 25 2214
Network framework of UATR methods based on the fusion of CNN and Bi-LSTM
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R 4G \
l Transformer
encoder
[ FFAE SR ]

P RFAIL
A 4 A 4
[ LMY ] [ o= ]
patches
v v

CLS—{ B g ]— (mmge

B 10 #:F Transformer FI7K 7 B bRR B 1L ALY
Fig.10  Basic framework of Transformer-based
methods for UATR

PRAT AR T8 DR (1) 5040 11 0 R A A I 28 25 5 A
I8 B RAF R HERE, XHCRBRE] T e N A 5. S
EAAE IR, He RAE R BEEHEAR
Mt — 20k A Z 5 AR AR, 2T Trans-
former H7KH H bR i85 15 A B A R KK H
B ) PR B BRI 55 5 ), KR BB A ) H A
YV U A RV v TR S A At B v AR R
FERIIfR T 2. 3% 3 B%s 17 EEM 3T TDNN,
RNN FI Transformer FJ7KH H AR J5i2.

3.5 ETiEBFEIMk+EIRRR

BRI FE S 2 TR K T BARRGIMES EE&
AR 7 REFTERE, BRI R E KRR
R I AR R B R SRR I 2. B TV 85
FR A 2 PR 5 B3 S ORI REFE, Kb H A B = A2
()45 B 7 I S 5 AT AT 7 T L A T R A =
B L KA et 2 o1 B Bm 1) & A bR,
XA AT SR B AR (A — MR L3/, HE DA S
PRI HIIR B 2 I 8 R B 2 2] AT ) —
WEFER I, L8 5 210 Tl A B SR8 AN 2 1Y
e 43 0T, TL 38 A — N R A SG #
P (Vi) BNgR— AL, SRS A /NI H b
S5 %) B B SR A R R IR G AR 2 4, T
BRI S EI B dndk. TL v DLRI A 76 4 5= 2
S En RN K H AR R ISR £, MM 2%
i 7K R A S5 R A R AN T A ) B L R, R
P TP IR R WG 5 2] 51 A K b H AR R .

SCHR [98-99] FIFHTE ImageNet!*? £ 4 4 Ll
SRS 3 B P RE AR 7 1 I 28 A SR I 25455 8 (Pre-
trained model), % J& /N BEARE ) 3 00 b 73 24
SRR RS BEAT S, A TR AT S5O R L ) 3 B )

1155, Hodr ) SCHR [96] FIH LE T SOMLAR 0 40 38 4 g
KI5 ResNext101M F1 Xception" 1E ATl
YIZRABEAY SR 5 R FH /N AR B AT R AL kiR
SERRIZIT VLIRS BESE = 1 20%. SCHk [99] WIE
79K H VGG16+ ResNet LA DenseNet 1F A i
YIZRAR I FEBEAT fol B 2k b Wtk — Pl R £ A
B BLE— B3R THRBITE R, FE L FTIE 96.56%.

SR AN SR 8L 5 R U 55 J8 T AN [A] i 4k
I, ) A FH 72 R K4 2 TmageNet Il kALY
WIS 4, o T BHR E s 5 & S s 4 5 1)
] A5 s 2 2= BEAR L AE R UEAE 55 B vERER I, Atk
SCHR [102] FISCHER [103] e G IR R 2 T & WK 4L
P4 AudioSet FITRYIZRABEAY, FF¥s H AT #2 21 HoAth
A IS N IEAT S5 . STk [102) FISCHR [103] #8
SR FH 2 T 1 48 DX 488 0 5 A 5 (R B A0 03 AT D7 VAT
W 28 285 K () T v, DASR SR A 75 1) & AR AIE .
& T HERERMAEM 12240, 55 ML VG-
Gish 1ERH T M. b, Fyslomas L n T i re ik,
J& 5 225 A PR i e R R A T B SR, wTE T
BT — 4G 08 FI N 25 IR 2% R N TE R L
], ik AR AL 3 288 A S ET E AR R AT
55 W35 AEFAE. 7E ShipsEar £ 42 L4 B3R,
AR EENS B IE R AK H E AR SECREE, 7E &
Tl B AR ONATE 55 R I A T2 5 ST TR RE, 52
ABLE XTIz A R m AT 5%, 3 4 FI5 7 R
T TL WK BAREN T .

3.6 ETERBEFIMBEEFIMKPEFR
AFEE

BT B A STA B E S ST RK R E AR R
Tk B B B 5 G AR AR AR A SR
BEAT R SR IS AL 5, IATIT38E 5 1 5 2 K LR
ZEAYE R . 5 B I TT AR R, i
IR E W TR A R R AR R
EARERE, B EA E A AT et A .
3.6.1 ETRmEF IRk BIRRZ

TR B A ST K B AR RSB VA R BT
SETIEEINE SNV 2 YN N et EUSY R €
st AT ). Horp, B A% T DU AR AR T
Braf o), et EA N Hdh ok 2 2 Kb F AR e A
IR Bl P I IS IR IE R . SRR i 2 4%
ARBRVE B 73 BRAN R 250, AT 3R A5 Bt 1)k
(NS

REEEEM %% (Deep belief network, DBN) 72
— PSRBT E g i A 1 X 45 B, Az R T K
t HAR . DBN /& — Ml 2 A2 IRBUR 2 20l
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Table 3  Time delay neural networks-based, recurrent neural network-based and Transformer-based methods for UATR
Fr PR KL B 5 3 pIEITE SR i
2019  FET I IEARZE P2 (] UATRE I SEA 22 00 25 B8 2 3] B AN 745 U8, T3 i L R e 0 R CE 2%
QLED 2 2%

R 2 5T B — SR AR B T DL SE LS B P B SRR L, QLED, ShipsEar,

— ] 2% ] i s 3
2022 R TR LI G T THR B 5 7 P DecpShip  orpsbar 8 %%
eepShip 4 &
T BiLSTM [ % 8 = by AU R AT UBI NS I 27 31 5055 sk R BERIM P21 ., A . ‘
%ﬁﬁgg UATR® = T 5 A AE 260 4 125 S5 = L AU B 8, SR i 8 Sea Trial 2%
2020 TR
TR AR P 0 0 N 22 PR P 02 6L, T 3 1 90 58 L0 0 e
T Bi-GRU [ A I Fr W 2510 ) S IR, B LT F R T AR E 3%
%m LSTl\'T Eﬂé gimﬁ?ﬁ[m] 1277‘/2%?@?ﬁﬁ#ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬂ"]ﬁﬁ*ﬂﬁfgﬁ?ﬁ 9?13[1 Uﬁ'}lﬁ', }J\ﬁﬁ %Lﬁﬁﬁ% 2 ;ié
TP R (3R 5
2021 CNN 5 Bi-LSTM ¢ A UL B [ 56 3% 5 3 e PR AT 5
ONN 5 Bi-LSTM AA M UATR™ 3 ot ) 35 AU A, 42085 7 B (IR 30 [GE-C/E S 3%
BT — 4 % FURT LSTM 159204 00 4% 75 M0 4, e 5 75
2022 —HE%AS LSTM LA UATR®  HRr 5 50N 10 IR R B 0 S50, Rz iR e i ShipsEar 5%
iR
K3 T R AR ST R, T T B (R A ShipsEar 5%
2022 Transformer®’ TINZJZ R A1) Token ML, [ Wi 4 /{5 B A0 R SRR 2 ShipsEar, .
B T L R B A DeepShip 5K
R4 BETEREINKE HRRB I
Table 4 Transfer learning-based methods for UATR
Ay AR A BIRAR 5 40H Bl R BEATAN
o AR 0 2 e 5 4 0 X B R AR 1 53R (EL R IR AT 25 1 .
2019 & T ResNet fIE 2S¢ PR AE A A A7 1E A 2 ‘Whale FM website 16 2%
ST ResNet [03ER52% 5] 7N MO (B b B B, SRR R IR e 5%
e TR RA A TR, (R R TR 6 0 MO A3 A 2 E A 2
2020 N 1 AudioSet 5 HUEURHEIEAT TS5, Wke T 7R U A 55 1O K4
T ONN (AL 520 A 305 A7 TE R 8 4 2 - -
23 AudioSet $HEHEHAT BN G5, 3E Vit 36T I 45050 W7 154 2
2022 IEF VGGish HIER: 50 % 7 H AudioSet Hdl S 34T T 45, 8 1HEE T 500 51 = ShipsEar 5 %

JIHLHI S & BORFAE SRR, R TR Bz AL e )

(Restricted Boltzmann machine, RBM) ZHE 1
B SR A P 2% ) 1X 28 RBM AR il %k, LA
i 328 22 A2 B T2 UK B AR AIE 2 7 SR 18 93 R AE 1) 31 J31)
P, 5 ) S A iR SR BEAT I, LAt — 2D 4R
e IR B

FEKH H AR U, R B A X 2% T LA AR 5
PR AR B (0 75 A5 5 B B STRFIE R R, AT
SEILH ARSERLE . 205 AR R T BLE Bk
BURFAE, 388 5 1 T8 BTHRe AR A DR AN 5 2% 4%, JF
HAE AR P AT LASRAS e B HE Al A2
fLhEss. T DBN B ER{Ls, IT4RHET DBN
K e H AR RO TS+ 20 2. SCHR [66, 104-105]
HH DBN 1E TGRS B LA S e 7 45 5Bk AT
Nk, SRJEAE TN 2Rt i) DBN AR Ji5 i N 73 2K
JEBEAT R AR, Ferh SCER [104] FERE 40 DR

AT 1000 MFEA FAEIE R T 90.23%. SR, %
TIEAE N EROR SRR 2, W REAEAE
LA B RS, A7 2 BRSO i H — bR I AL IR
BB A5G M4 (Hybrid regularization deep belief
network, HR-DBN) H - T/K s HAR R, Hofok
b5 B IE N 5% 5 R s e & R M L, 1
9i T 5 1) B P AR ALE 1D R 0l A2 5 Bl B S I U 4k
SR U2 ) F KB B e bR B A AT T 2k, Mrh
52K B AR SRS AR Sl RAE, 515 M4 5E
UFdh 2 o). FE i TAER AL b, Yang S50 3 —35
fe i — % T DBN H5a 422 I HLHI 45 & oK H
PR T —— G568 S L TR B LA X 4%
(Competitive deep belief network, CDBN). Hf&
K, %I5IE T e KB To bR % S IEE DL
B W7 % RBM. Ok, X FRRZE, %
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B ARAE AN [F] 791005 7 (1) 1573 X5 Bt J2 5 7o 14740
H. SRJG, I AE 53 20 BE et 2 B T TR S s ()
TR, M 7 B A A N Y s R 2 TR R AL AR 1 S
JZ, HE S Z IR BUR 2% 2 HL (Competitive re-
stricted Boltzmann machine, CRBM). & /&, ¥
CRBM &5 CDBN, FFX 8 A 1T R0,
DA KA TR B AR ERE . 1% 07 ki 5 i
FEAE, AT LLAEAE ) 4 2 =) BT B ) 1 A
FRAE. SRT Y4 Bak = & it Z i), i AR A
FHAE 2 18] 1) BLAS SR AR, 2Tk, Shen S50 42
H— B H 4 () CDBN FH 3 i A0 4 559 gk 5 ()RR A0 27
>3, A 8 4 5 ST B WL ASE 15 [7] 28 3 A A AR AE B
INEEEE, FR A2 T BA B BT SRR 2 BRI 45 1
TURZHL. 245 BRI IR B B CDBN
T 5.3%.

% Hgmias AR A K, Cao M fH MR H
Ui T 25 BEAL AT H AU 5 RAE S 2], FHAE W 28 K iy
ffH softmax ZREAT(E 5 MM, HrhES A D
LA GE R M B s s, I DAJC R B S Ak ot
HATIRZ IR, R E 3 KA N4 EX
FEISH) T 94.12%. Luo Al Feng!''"! it —Ffi & T
RBM AT MY Z5. ZiBk BP #f &M 453t 47 K+ H
PRRBIIK T3k, 12075415 5 1 MFCC At GFCC
A SR AN, (A 4 )= RBM #H7T R
() B BIAREAIE 5 21, 74445 21 (00 & SR i A 2] BP

PR 254 3 R 28 JEAT A5 5 R 1. 78 A 1 ST A
S R O A Sz T VR AT AR, 45 R %
T3 T T FIRFIE B B v B AT B8 4 R A R
JE RN A
3.6.2 ETHEEZIMKFBEIRR

FF SSL K A B bR iR 2 R 2 s A & 1
P TE S5 M RN P 3R AT 2 2T, AT SEBRAT H bR ISR
S5 . %5 iR A B BT S ok AT AR A |
Sx, MIMTTHEBRST N TARE B R bR R, W H
AR BEAT 5545 X bb 2 SIAE 55 AL 45 Hor, 5
bb 2 2] B 7ENS K B R — FE A A R B 47 E
LA S REAS 2 18] FROAR ALY AN 22 S 1. #E 7K b H AR
S AT PABETER B ST S, Wil — A SR S AR
N 1) AT AN R D) R AT 5 B Jd ik e b2 5
ISk, W TT L2 3] B X 2 H bR A SRR IER
7. INAE 55 D 2 3 3ok 5 75 tof o Sk ml e 2 167 1 4 3
AT, DL ] Bl () A S5 . FE7K A H FR iR il
o AT PABETHFNAT 45, G0 S 1S S R — A
R T) 25 B 8 R AT X 3k 38 3k AT 4% 1
W28 T A2 31 356 H bR JCBRRFAE (1 AR A .

Luo 2 2 i —F T RBM [ H g2 5
FA K B AR R 7. i 11 fos, B
e —ANiH %2 2 RBM B 1 451, H DLZ
EIRBUE S R 05 L. B AR 2% S g 28 1E
gER)_ExERR, FCLR Z BRI . e

Rt e

A
r A\
P Loss [«
WZRER »|  Original spectrum RBM autoencoder

4 - 3 !
fiE I
i | '
# | :
| | |

fil —— I | Reconstruction

= | I d spectrum
|
: |
MR »  Original spectrum L | I L | :
L | | L |
| I RBM reconstructor :
N J
Y
M 72
K11 ET RBM H 25 a8 A KA H AR 7RS40

Fig. 11

The framework of RBM autoencoder-based reconstruction methods for UATR
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(8

v

= 4k 50 &

175 R AR 5 R G N 3B AT X e B — 20 3 R
BET, LIRS M5 2], 1% 7 G Dh 2l A
DEMON & {E N R4 N, #£ ShipsEar $4fE 4
FHUSE T 92.6% BIiRAIPERE. Sun A1 Luo™? ¥4 5 I
B EE A 2 B RBAR SN KA B BRI, B H
ttZwfid 2% 2] (Contrastive coding for UATR, CCU)
.

TR, 7 — PP T AL @A) SSL A&
Bor FAT S5 BRI RIFIMERE. Gong S5 $2H
— PRI G A0 S D AL I B B AR 2T 7V (Self-
supervised audio spectrogram Transformer,
SSAST) H T &AM SE&E 7K. B 12 R 1k
(1) DX 4% B A0 S S S T e B N A R AE K
BV B ) 7 R /N A S H B AN E & 11 patch, X
patch PUATFEALFERS#AE (B H K ) patch), &t
LMY BN patch iy —4Em &, 7EgmhD m) &
MRS patch X7 B g A A e 28 B A5 2
N, &N Transformer encoder H1 2% 2] ¥ 5 2 1K
1) HARHFAE. Transformer encoder fJfith: 1) 7ETi
IR B, % A2 Reconstruct head Fll Classifica-
tion head o4 5 A FERL ] patch FEXT IR & 11

Input spectrogram

By 4+ Py

patch BEAT 7338, a8 VPl B A RICR A4 2R0KG BT ok

B3 WS 1) S AL 4% 2) TERURBY B, H T & 4
3. SR, T IEAE KA B BRI A58 S R AT
MBS, BT IXRERIMEE, SCHk [113-114] 5
P AL AL AR 5] K HAR IR AT S+, $2
FEND AL 2 RAE A 7 VA T K B AR,
HIREARIRFAE S SSAST ZALL, H#5 A 2 A 4% 6 |
patch Y15 BENLAERS 5 B A (FUIZRBY B T
SRR, Hoh g BB RN Log-Mel, 18P
A~ decoder 4375l F T B A B HERD (1] Log-Mel HF#AE LA
S Grammatone A, 18 i P45 5 A4 BUR AT
MR AR T W 2% BRI 25, 1% 7775 4E DeepShip 4
A LI T 78.03% HIRIKE L.

SIS, FETE IR SR ST A AT L 4 )
FARbR IR AT IR, ITHE Sk H AR R
PEREFNZ AL RE /). IXFh 5 VA £ A R 5ot BASR
bR IC S S 0L N A, IF HBR S A RS0
IKHR IR 5 e VRIS A T T TG I B 2T 1
J7 Va8l R R E PR e S e IR B A S 7k, IR
BAERBESSE5I%. Wb, RTERESIM
T8 H RR S R B s MRRIE, (B2 2 81t

Audio event

|
—n— |
n —— Ey o4 Py — |
|
] ——mask = Py —— |
g | |
. W N N R g E
= R : 4 g E, == Py g | |
— £ g 2 | |
N B i 3 a
EEEN : p e+ | |
= _ g E

= £ |

- - |

6] 6]

Patch split ok | |
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