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Abstract: Breed identification is fundamental to livestock conservation and plays a vital role in genetic
resource management, breed purity assessment, breeding strategy implementation, product
traceability, supply chain optimization, and ensuring food and biosafety. This review summarizes
both traditional and modern methods for breed identification of common livestock and poultry (pig,
cattle, sheep, dog, chicken), and systematically reviews recent advances in machine learning-based

breed identification research. Traditional methods, such as morphological assessment and physicochemical
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indicator analysis in animals, are increasingly inadequate for large-scale breed identification due to their

limited accuracy, operational complexity, and time-consuming nature.

With advancements in

intelligent animal husbandry and high-throughput omics technologies, machine learning-based

approaches have gained wide application.

This paper reviews major achievements in breed

identification using machine learning, analyzes the strengths and limitations of various algorithms, and

highlights challenges in practical use. It offers insights for future development and supports molecular

breeding and precision livestock management.

Keywords: machine learning; breed identification; livestock and poultry; SNP; image recognition;

omics; intelligent animal husbandry
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HLE§ 2% ) (machine learning , ML) J2 18 ja %5 754 fifi
THEHLNEE A 32 S IR AT R R R —
TRl G Ge T 2E FIRE 2610 1Y 2 A SUE R, R
NTEREW — A0 3 Bldep S L TH KB %
LB AL S J 08 Bl v 2 )RR R LA, DA
B A s B R K 2E T RE S A
Z AR TR R RN MER 3 PLER AR ) C O AR R B
B v Ab BRI AR 55 A A T
HLU R e R A BILR A 2)  JER AE
Bifi Il £ MK (random forest, RF) | 3 £ i) & #Hl (support
vector machine, SVM) K % 4B (K -nearest neighbor,
KNN) | % 1 22 % 4% (convolutional neural networks,
CNN)4E(FR D).

RF & —Fp 8 il B 2% > O v iZ AL i .0 78
R CYE N E i K NE R B L VR B S 0 S  )
HHEAT 432 B R G ok R A D SRR Y 5 5 A R
el 78 4y 2 B B A PSR Y B 1 I, RF
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Bt 55 R0 o e S AR RIS Y AN W T O, O U
i, Y25 B B A i Ak 38R B 55 1 45 0 U O FE S R
3 IR BRI A NA RIEE I, SVM &2 —
Foft W B 2 3] 39, i Cortes Al Vapnik ™ F 1995 4F B
et R TG ) e (SLT) A+ IXURS: 5
/N JEFR (SRM) 4 #1082 ) Bk W ] T4t
R LRy s Ml ) B L B A 4k
P 0] 80 30 3 A% R 5t S5F 38 v 4B R S [A], DA T 7E 1%
25 ] H b 2 R T T, SIS [ 28 B AR A
B4 . SVM BATIZ AL RE J7 5 A 250k 3w A A
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W 2% Jm T IR B 2 2 Bk e O Ak B R 45 R 45 A KR
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Pt Cln AR AR 000 B . CNIN AR T 52 B
PR AE SRy i A DA <08 79 ot ) ] 452 e 42 BB i) 4 Ak
VIR E) R E Ok S B PRI 4328 o R FE A R
I 2 > Rl 1 Bk IR e Pk 5 2 B A 1 28 P
A3 A A I SRS TR IS B 7 ol 2 = K51 i
B 55 b, H A vy 2 2 1) Bl | 2 A o B2 A
1B 55 AR . 2T CNN B B fiE # 22 > # dE Y
FEHY (41 Inception-v3  EfficientNet , Xception) g 5 4
AL B RS E A s I 2R

Table 1 Comparison table of traditional machine learning algorithms and deep learning algorithms

ik e o J B KA 2% 3CHik
Algorithms Category Core principle Key advantages Reference
Bl AL AR A IR 2 W R, T RE S R Sr e mE R PE [12,13]
Random forest ({5 ML) 4k
SCRE ] L WA R AR AR A A BT T, R R R iz AkRg iR b e e [14-16]
Support vector machine (e ML) Ao 3 AR £ 1 ] A B SR
K I 4B W AR HEA SN Z R HOE PRI R0 EDUL R0 Mo [17]
K-nearest neighbor (e ML) 119326
A TR 22 19 2% WHEA S HOBCERR R AR AL R IEHR R 2 QU R B s 8 47 [18,19]
Convolutional neural networks [i] R ] S AE HE AT 4328 HE 2 HURE ) o
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2.1 MFBEIEERMETHRAOEA

HAT, B T8 i R S e 5 b, 2R
PR AZ AT IR 2 35 PE (single nucleotide polymorphism,
SNP) $ 45 44 g & Fhoke 5 v pr 2 1R 32 6oy
43 B (principal component analysis, PCA)"™ #f & H
it TS, IR K SRy Al X R A AR HE AT P 4
E o (HAE ISR 2R AR UCHS 1 B A O OB Y 35 R
B 8 3k T BB D T R AR O i R A
Fh AT 580 o B 12 5T SNP S i $dls 5 2 Ml
i o 2] B IR R A BRI

Xu 25 R [6) 2508 1Y & Fl bR 25 SNPFIA [A]
KNI 25 4R X 13 A4S J i B AT PR AL, 45 R K
B, 71 & Bl bR 28 SNP L B HL SNP GE W] 2 4 & 4
SEWEHPE o Gao S50 3 BIUAS 7 4 43 T (linkage
disequilibrium, LD) #l PCA \RF M54, ) 23 /54
PR 1 059 A~ A 1% 56 R 28 5388 v 0 32 ¢ b 1 000 4>
SNPs 4 5 i ¢ AF T8 Az, DA TT TR 3t 4% b A o, JE
T R ) o [ A R Ry TV A R GA #9932,
Schiavo 5 E 2019 4E 5 T 7 A BRI RN Y 2 7374
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Fig.1 Flowchart of pig breed identification based on SNP
chip data
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P& T4 TR Y 1 G P O B I L o 0L XU | A Ak B
et o 2K A B 5 Gao WY BIF 5
BIEW] , RF 52 fff P 22 i B st 4% 43 284 55 19 B AR Ak ok
5% . Pasupa %7k A R B 04 50 0F B AR FL7E A
PR S HERRPER 2 52 I 0T L 45 A 1 B
#5 (information gain, IG) . & £& 5. ¥ ( genetic algorithm,
GA) i R ¥ fF 3% $ (frequency feature selection,
FES) % R AR 507 6 55 SRR 1] & 0L 03 28 05 i 4B
AR L, Ve /D i d5 1 % SNPs PRI i fl . 45
REW,1G+modified GA+FFS 41 & fig#% PCSNPs
(% 732 SNPs) % i B 2 & SNPs 9 1. 62% , PCA
53 B .78 BT 1 PCSNPs B8 R IX 734 i Ff L 23 28
W335 95.12% . £ b ik, Ao & & Fh ke S+
PEAS B SNP 24 22 5 2L L =k AR B 5 i R

Yoo TH M0 FMCHEE . 2023 4F Miao 55 ™I & T
PLSR-PLS-DA k5 £ 81, 5a 3o i £z /)y — 7fe [7] I
(partial least squares regression, PLSR) M £ 45 4
i 1 28 /0 3k AN K HE SNPs v s, i 5 /s — 3 4] 531
7 M1 (partial least squares discrimination analysis,
PLS-DA)YE N 53 548 XF 91 A it Bl 2F 47 K5 1 X
(MER R 98. 400) o [ BE— P2 1 iR o 124 4%
i Bl S 2 JUE AR R 98 T R AE L T H iDIGs, 3¢
FFE 275 % E 5 5 AL B /N SNP T B, I 35 e
IR T i b 8 S A HOR T TR AL AS o Ay Rl R O %2
I9l) At 5 b I SRR R A S 25 PR B R AR
T RFEE YT FE S A TT AT T 228 00l P . 1T 4R R
A AL AT 2 > JEAT $ it ol 58 5 T7 vk B0 10 ke 0 e S
BRGEE LR 2.
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Table 2 Recent methods for pig breed identification
Ay WIRES IR 5 e 25 /e S A B 2% 3k
Year Method Research subject Advantage/Shortcoming Accuracy Reference
2022 LD B§AZ-PCA-RF fii ek P EAILRERAY 18 DA 4% FTAL AR LR PR R e =>99.3% [25]
HE 2 rn A LB R R UL 5 AN A Rl A T O G ST .
The joint framework of LD- 1B 5 Z W T 5B
PCA-RF SN
2021 BLERET-M AR SNP 9ASTE R A AT AR BT MM LR . (HXS SVMAIRFZET [24]
Machine learning-Breed Tag YT M A it e i FP bR % SNP AR PE SR . A s a3
SNPs 43 B X S B U HRIEIT 99 %
(I :DT .KNN)
2023 FRAEEFE(XGBoos) -G % 15BN A IS E A bIS R S 58 95% [29]
> - R (LOF) JEAERE GEVERESE TR L TSRS, 2
Feature selection (XGBoost)-  F IR H 2 39 2 1Y 8 4~ 34 FENT TR A
Ensemble learning-Anomaly ', L $5#3% 7 5% K 5 2
detection (LOF) A AR A
2023 PLSR-PLS-DAKCARER  FIAI3AFIL SNPA A #dli  midsh B SNP A5 B VR & 98% [28]
The PLSR-PLS-DA R —D WS EHi ety dts  FedE FIpTieaE 1. H%
combined model R SHEAREE EFZHOA N PR R MERHE SNP
i i I 1) JE e 22 AR

2.2 HBEIEFRMEEHHN A

LAk, & ok b R BLER 2% 2 % AR AT R
YOE RS T W R R X BRI SNP S
ARV PG R 0 B AR A AR % v 1 . Zhao ZER
FIH 1344 f B i 4 36 DR 4] )7 90 B, Lb 3 T 3 F
SNP & I 757 1% (Delta {8 B 44 8] 53 B B 55 -FST .
Iy BCAE B -In, =& WIAR DFD) A1 5 R ML &S 24 2] )7 ik
(KNN.SVM \RF fpZ DUt N TR 2 p 2%, o
KNN.SVM \RF & Fx KSR) B A Rl 4 & 75 A [/ 2 %
T4 B ASE IO ) SNIP B5CHE T (14 & ol 68 7 of o 2k

S5, KD ik DEURIALE 2% > )7 i KSR %
56 R AUR NS TE R 28U B0 T R 28 99% H
Fafi . BRULZ AN, Zhao S5 VIE K B B AR I P B4 1
PR R 22 8 T i B L B 25 SN TE 2 TR AR 1Y
TEOLT 0 B AN BB . R I g ket
It 7 FST {8 #HF )% i & . & KA ¢ & /b I0 &
(mRMR) | Relief-F 5 & 3 # SNP ¥t £ J57 16 F1 RF |
SVM  #ph % U1 i #r (Naive Bayes, NB) 3 Fft L #% 2% ~J
S X i R A S HE R MR R S e SRR R 1A G b [ 4
AR Kk . R BL3 R SNP kR FST
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755 mRMR ¥ REARAG B UF 19 7 8RR Bl 27 )
B SVM R AL . A5 b e o R 3R
99.47% Wy B H T SVM, 23 B2 1E FST J5
12 0% %6 1 500 4~ A |2 SNPs, 8 mRMR & ¥k 7 %
10004~ A I+ SNPs Hf 52 8, i FH T A 8L 5 R 43
25, B8 B ME 1 M X 3 8t A% A LAY LA Hb 5 AR
P . Kumar 5" fifi F§ Bovine SNP 50K its i, %
Tharparkar 4 K 7 4> Ho Al BV B2 A= T B B 5 P 20 %
o, M OH & B A & K 4r Bt (genome-wide
association study, GWAS) fl PCA i ¥& H 500 4~ 5
Tharparkar i # A 2 % M & ) SNPs. # #] 1
AdaBoost (adaptive boosting, AB) | RF | Bagging #
(BT) . % & # F+ #l (gradient boosting machines,
GBM) 53k , Bk — 20 R 4 SNP 8 £ 23 5 481>,
P SNP A 10 14 T8 A 76 T A A5 AL o # BE IX 43 i ik
98 % MYFEAS , [F] B A SR AR B AR o

ETF AL B AR IR Z R, 4 b Fh 2 8 IE & )
MAL G A5 2F M UR 25 S ST RS AR H . Megel 451
ZEBE A S EO KA ERE RNET
COCO # ¥ 4 (Pl il i & A 43 % 32, 8 o sk &1 B

5 80 /1™ UL A 2 i) 1 R RIS AR i 5 i 4R ) Il
() Mask-RCNN % BUR 28 [6 26 450 R B X6 4 4> ot 7Y
P (R A e AR IR A 2D AR ) R
FHEAS d R 250 5K (R 2E AL Z W f 5 2 1 Ssedn 4
) P AGORT I) 28 A ER 9E A7 B0 L 1l SGD Bk kAT
5 000 A Jiil 91 0% P 1 25, ol HL BRI TIC T 4 ot ol 8 7 1
f£:55 . Mask-RCNN B4 it 76 T RE % [a] 20 5¢ il ]
G A= B A I S 48 43 ) (A TBORS B %6 86 ) LA K 5 R
G328, IF Bk 30 92 % iy U e 38 (EAT SR A7 7 A
st AR I A L5 B0 2 0 )8, Manoj 458 F F L
AL B BE 26 A28 5 A pY 150+ 3k BI% 3 1 B 4
2 3k 1AL B AR R S I — 4k (58— 640480 14
F ), B AR B 25 BR MR 5 1 ) RS 7R R AR 5 4
(scale-invariant feature transform, SIFT) i 17 1% 4¢
RRAE B2 B, 4 4 BB ) B AR AL Jmy R AR AIE i AL CNIN
HEAT 4028 e T W AR A 2R B 25 4 T SR b A 2 )
o ORORAT T R D A2 2 SR T AR B U [) R A )
J2 2 PG (LIt R B 224 el o e o 6 0 7 O
TSR S B 2 3 E4SE T [k Oy e i O sk ol e %
WIS EE

®3 EEFRMEERZE
Table 3 Recent methods for cattle breed identification
Ay WIS HFGE X 4 (UW=Va I YK BT Z:7% Sk
Year Method Research subject Advantage/Shortcoming Accuracy Reference
2020 Mask-RCNN BB E ML Z/RE AR M ZLae 58 2 B 3 92% [34]
(FET COCOFIMAERA) 4 a4 205 fLAERL, (HARRLS R 5 R
Mask-RCNN Convolutional JE A R0 E7 S w5/ 0/ A )
Neural Network (Model HITHFER
based on the COCO dataset )
2021 FOBE AN AR AR 5 4+ K HEDEEANE A AR AR, 1 S ) A Wy [5]
B TR 22 W 2% DI 26 2828 il . EAGE ] T B 4 58 4
SIFT+CNN CREPZ A ]
2023 DFI(Delta JERF BB 1344 @ F (i & I R fe v 4 =>99% [31]
5 AyBME ) FKSR(K- A HEZERRE
SO AR T L SO RE ) BEBL (B & AT 4445 )
HLARBR)
DFI(Delta,FST .In) + KSR
(KNN.SVM RF)
2024 GWAS-PCA-HLE#¥>] BE IR WA 3E P OB Y SNP i 6 B AK 230 SNP I (RF Al [33]
GWAS-PCA-Machine (Tharparkar4) % B SNP Ifi#& (23~48 1 GBM 57 1 i 58 >
learning SNPs) ME# 25 . (A 98%),48 1 SNP itk (RF
WA RS B CF R R AB R A % > 98 0)
2024 FST+SVM 8 AT E T SR R, A ALK A s AL AR >99% [32]
mRMR+SVM 4 AR U 4 SRR, B SNP
FST+SVM or mRMR+ B4 S 455 BOd s U0 0 AF e s
SVM F B
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B it ol 2 5 A1, BIL g 2 2 TE W5 A A AR ]
[F] A MRUAS: 98 W, 32 28 B AN A DR BEARC 7 O 1] K A
b B RE AL PR R A 3 T AR TE A RO R TR
FERCR R RS B MR e R R A, B2
CIE SRR R NS Es 7 N - S N |
{54k B0 F) TR B 22 > WK B Y ik . 2005 4F, Kim 25
BB AP R T —Fh BT B HL 6 A4 i 37 38 7% 4
SRR R G, W TE H RO B AR 4l 5 AR B R R %
U A A (0 R 510 5 2%, e DA R 3 SR A e
2021 4%, 7ic 2 7 4R ek E B YK £ 3 AE A U
(single shot multibox detector, SSD ) %4 ¥ P 52 il &2
AFRTH A BE T WA AR RRE HE R . 2023 4, 5K

FUHE H TLAINS-InceptionV3 8 % , 45 & iF 42
> i e TR Lk A A 0 B0 A TR o R A
I S S ), SR 99. 74 Y6 R R . 2024 48,
Zhang 2% YOLOX-S Lt 74k, 51 AL
5] B B A PR R L DL S 1 YOLOX-S-TKECB
A MAP {H (mean average precision)# & 15. 31%,
B FP Wi g FPS (frames per second) ¥ il 32 i , 37 1k
fE 7 F SRR B A BT o AR A AR BB R Y
KL T 34~ B B, K 2005 4F 1% ¢ 14144 b 24 By
Bt 2015 48 R AE R 5 0088 2 2wl Ay B B
2021 4 J5 iE B 2 2 TR AG B B, 1A B Be 12 B 5
e P AR AR -

CCDRifg+il1%%

> TR AR
T DU+ 7 A +CNN

TLAINS-
InceptionV3

B2 @adSEIR AT % R

Fig.2 Timeline of cow individual identification methods

2.3 MBREIEFMMEEFNNA

BILA5 2 20 00 F 35 5 b %5 2 © S 560 = BiF 92 )
SR A 7= R R, G H AR T bRl
i e T R . R ARG T AR
Fofr S5 S0 Y DG BEAIF 5 A T HER ARG B .
i FH 8 B2 R T vk DA B R AR A A B AN
A TH T2 R S E BT BUIR SR T S
%, 2019 4F, Jwade %/ FH TS AL 56 R AL 25 2
SEAR I ERE R G A DA 2545 5k, R4k
T A A 1 642 5Kk AT ER EMR R VGG-16 45
TR 25 ) 4% i JB2F T 30 R i 22E A7 5 P 5 5, 7 B 0
1 2% 2 95. 8 %0 , HXE 3 M R AR b i) KRR B A3
M, BB R Bh A IR R . 2023 4F, Guo
SV B P SRl 22 i 10 A SRR R 5 200 K 45 S T
Ji 4 RIS, 28 2ok T80 Ak FHRI PR 1 5 A5 3 5 44 747 5K
% 1Y #5342 — “ Sheep Breeds” . 3T AR 25408 #1
A DT-YOLOvVSs 45 3 5 Bl 45 58 B8 20 U ()
2 YOLOvSx 2 > BI| (1 47 %50 F7 AF 55 B 3] 2% 2E W) 4%
YOLOvV5s, M &5 1 A5 8L i o 6 2% (92. 75% ) il
G0 T (12. 63 ms) , 35 F1) 4 1A ) 2% 52 AL 6 A 1Y)

4= ¢

N

WA ' S
2005 2018 2023
SURF + SVM BicikAlexNet YOLOX -S -
AR 53 HT+CNN P HESSDAE TKECB

HE. 5 Jwade 55 S A EL , “ Sheep Breeds”
B AR AL T 104 5 Rl Y 4 022 5K JFU 46 47 2 EHE 0
FRvE, Z AL T 64N R JOF HAE BIMECR A 1075 5t
b o5 7 T B N £ ook . [WAF Himel % R H &
1 680 7K 1 ¥ <15 1) B 4R L 45 &5 Xception . VGG16
A5 5 TAL RS R FHAE )2 ) O L 3l A e LA
RF a2 2] 45 1 e S A o JAE 2L, DA B AR
Ay R . R 28 5 6 R AT AL 2 8, DT A A
RUWER R F-1 0 80 e hm , 15 i AR L & eI R
ik 97.92% , BEAA MO A 4 2 5L R . 2024 47, Zhao
ST Y A R AR TR T T vk R BL RS 2 ST o 2k
Ti ARG G % 11 A A [ AR 4 45 2 A R R 2 A Ah [
B 2 2 SR AT RO o LG AN [R) A B i 2 A (R
SNPs.InDels LA Z 3 G ) Hlaw 2 50 2607 B
i 10 B0 6T RS R Y sE . IS A5 DF_union
K J7 % A KSR (KNN-+SVM+RF) 43 26 7 % 45
B I AR D o B R A iy L H STs b ic BE B2 i %8 T
bk, IF B BA T & 9 B 1 000~5 000 4~ F5 i 41 A%
F bR 30 T MR EL 7 b SNP AR B L F b 1

T A0 2 A4 B 9 2 BT RT N B A (RIS
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Table 4 Recent methods for sheep breed identification
A WIRZS [EIPOE 3 M SRR S S0k
Year Method Research subject Advantage Accuracy Reference
2019 FFHEHIE TR -CNN(VGG-16  RFWE ot e R B bSR3 >95% [45]
FEBY) eSS WIEZ 3 HES T 4357050 4
Computer Vision-Transfer Learning-CNN B
(VGG-16 model)
2024 CNN-HE 5 > -BE LA bR FRWE T Z IR R ZEBRREE >97% [44]
CNN-Ensemble Learning-Random Forest L SN E Ny e o K PR A
BB 5 =
2023 CNN-HFHHZE I (DT-YOLOvS5s) BEMRE 2R E R BRI L >92% [43]
CNN-Knowledge Distillation (DT - R ESNGEEE S ITE S SN P RE &
YOLOV5s) E RSN PN R ARG E SN e
FFW RN
2024 @FMEBARIE AL R (DFLL I E SR (BT 42 (AT AR REWER >97% [42]
union+KSR) Variety information FEE RS 2 NEB (Y R 528
marking+Machine Learning classification My ft Fl QBRI SE R E A B B [FI4E 4L

(DFI_union+KSR)

HF)

1Y i B E BOR 7 R W B R L R RS A
90% LA I
2.4 NBEIEHRMETHRAONEA

) b A 22 TR0 A R ARLPE L 22 R A N T )
K 1) b AR AE AEAR A TR o R T AL A 25 S B
R B o B R U A L BE A R R
Borwarnginn 2574 1 T — Fh 3 TR E R
e, A A T AR R ) A G R, BRas T
% CNN 25 & 1T % 2% 2J (transfer learning ) 1 %% 5 3%
iR 7 R (data augmentation) , X} 3 4~ CNN & #l
(MobileNetV2, InceptionV3 Fl NASNet) #f 17 JIl Zk
WAl . 5 LUk R AR 48 F TR S B0 7 kA0 L,
W5 1 AE AR L R B AR T AR T A Y A
FEUMER R, U FIR T A 5 e A TR U1 2R 4 U1 2
(1 NASNet 5235 5| 177 89. 9296 Wy Ay % . ki [] 2%
H Park 100y 5L T CNN AU BE 27 2] Bk X 43
R, XATH A F 1 LIME 643 25 o] 04k A E %
fiff DR TSI SRME LA B TSR 2 2 1 R S E TR
[B] &, TR W) R SFRE MEYIE TR KR
FpESt s BT R R PRI, Lin & T — 14
o CPTHYAZ 2% PSR 45, o 4% 5 550 5k 1%
Y5 A AR 37 A d M2 mil v, JF BRI CPT
KT B 2= 2 N T 3P AN [R] Y State-of-the-Art
(SOTA) #i #1 (ResNet34, DenseNet121 F1 Swin
Transformer) 5 PBI-EdgeNeXt 45 % i g A rpr | i,
w7 A g% AR 43 28 1Y B 0 R TR 0l o A R

Valarmathi 55" & 76 F| ¥R B 2% ) T 190
SR RO g g o A A AT B S A R S R 4R
$ T & Xception, VGG19 % 7 B 8 1k L K
Inception-v3 Hl Xception 4§ 4 Fl i A 15 1 > 131 0 7
(R & il X 1 400 22 5K B ik 38 120 A4 6 1 b A i
BimE AT AL S RER, AAR%ET
ResNet101 #E8f % 5 5 71. 63 % , T 42 1 (918 &
2, Inception-v3 Fl Xception [ E #fi R 15 92. 4%,
R o Cud 55" [7] B 407 2 AR R 26 Bl Hi 4R 45
4 InceptionV3, InceptionResNet V2, NASNet Fl
PNASNet DU Fift 5 U 25 [0 265 450 R 57707 A S L, 28
PCA FlJE A 4tk 5 2 (grey wolf optimizer, GWO)
HEAT REAE fl G AR, 5 SRR 1 AL (SVMD $1
0024t 55 . I UEN] , & P fE CNNBEAY fy il & L
H—PERE CNN B S BAT m e df vk, JF H PCA A
GWO R4 T+ 43 MR 5, X5 120 A4~ KB 4326 o o %
K 95,2400, % 76 S HE R FRIK 99,3400, FE T
BEARIVE R IR TT & 1 — 3K 44 24 DogV C I 1E 4 M K144
P~ W= IS B o TR (O N ST 2 w5 [ U S B I s
TR TRIRIE G2 2 A X g 5t o 5 Y BF S
2.5 HMBFEIEBRMEEFHEA

XSt B TR e 2 1B S AR e R
ot 60042 5, B AT 2 A 1 600 Al 4% 1Y 1 Jy
Firto e e B N I 22 RE MR B (A 4L
(0 5 551 7 vk T I B R PR AR . XS AR S A Bk
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Table 5 Recent methods for dog breed identification
A WIRES T X 5 DE KL/ B BRI %R
Year Method Research subject Advantage/Shortcoming Accuracy Reference
2021 BRI Z WL -T2 0] B AR ILIE R IEIR A BT TR B iR 89.92% [47]
7# Convolutional Neural BB HER ALK
Network-Transfer Learning-Data DX AT A7 AE Jm R
Augmentation
2022 GBRPHEM G-I fEREN LR R W EE IR SRS R s rT LA B TR 91.01% (48]
Convolutional Neural Network- — F[RIXERL X 23 Al a0 PR S AR . (RBEAE A (KA R/
Explainable Artificial Intelligence A% K (AT R K R G BR,MELL) 12 000 R B9 Fp . 224%224)
LIPNN USSP NN PN
2023 PRELY ] -IFRHLIL R Bk LB ER PN 6/ S TR B W 2 4R T S 92.4% [20]
Deep Learning-Computer Vision B RHER R B A R,
Algorithms XA SR v, AR SR AE B
2024 BFBRZ M 45 - T2 43 43 BT and K i AR R S B A A RRAEAT 5 4 T REAE S O 95.24% [6]
ARAEAL ST TE - S 1) 4L B AR E A (HE R (120 KA
Convolutional Neural Network- ol 3 2 RIHE CAn 9% R AEANR . 99.34%(76
Principal Component Analysis AR SR ATF R ) AR R AP
and Grey Wolf Optimization
Algorithm-Support Vector
Machine
2024 PBI-EdgeNeXt CPIEUEAE 6% 25 M) i, BRI W A =, H K [50]

PBI-EdgeNeXt Model

Al IR B AR R

Ak HEE 417 0 ) BE 0 AT B

KR AR L

S A %

T30 R R B2 R W S A 1 R A A
TR BRI B 0 R 25, A AT AR b X R B
1EBE 8

Zhang &Y ] AT 21 4b W % i 1R (hyper
spectral image, HSI) 5 & 1k 2% 1 & 2% J5 vk % 0 b ot
WS (BIY) o WFFE LU BIY HUH AL 34> 5 Foft 463 i 43
i 1A, 2R AT HST 43 M 45305 21 40 6 3% RIS , 48 il kb B
FEAE P S, T KNN Fil SVM 557k A, 3 A
B RAOR . BT AREK D2 LS5 3: 14
4, KNN Fl SVM ¢ i 46 5 7l I 4 7 1 2% 53 il ik
100/92/98% #1 91.33/98/98% , H ik & KNN 7£
BYJ %5 bW B J1 . Cheng % [8) K& F) FH 5 6%
B FAG 2 T 2R S T AR XS )P R
VLVE BB 3G At 5Tl g o A5 ICE T 400~900 nm
10 FBlN 4 FP R i O 1S B B i RE GE SRR
1 (successive projections algorithm , SPA ) Hl 3¢ 4+ 4
F 3 I A R A AR 1 i OGO K AR a, E T
SVM . KNN 1 PLS-DA 43 5B, 45 5L & I {H
U — b 390 Ak 3 5 ¥k e A, BT SVML I B A B4R 4y
JE U B % T A S R A 4 ik SVM B A
T3k 96. 25 % , AE S IR i A Y 25 R0 )

Seo 45 IF5E 600K 15 % B SNP s v, 2R F 4 3k
K40 SCHR B 58 (GWAS) & A (LD) L F 14
BT (PCA) FIBLAR 2= Bk i 2 T 96 M4 LD &
BY 1Y SNP 168 fefEbRic 4l &, L & AB \RF FlIER R
B (decision tree, DT) #5743 51| % 1 36 .44 Fl 8 >4
0, T S E T R st TR o AR 0 Gk
#99.6%.98.0% F197.9% . M, Wang 215 fii
FH 34 w2 AL B 9 U 3K TS 1 X (1 o i % Gk )
92% o

SR, 3 LB BF 5 S PR T P50 A% S R OF R
SR AR S8 AR T S — A B
B P HER S E M RS, Zhi UV REN Y
SIHT S ML 2 2 5k L A3 AT 3 798 HR I 42 3 4
I F A 600K Gt i 5t A @ i KRR RE L EW
T BEREAS , THI Fst A i BB 47 & SNP, F-# e (4% 0
SNP %tk . 255 W, & HERY 1) 1 i R Bt 25 SNP
B 3 i AR D 4, O 5 SNP A £ M 100 3
JNENA00 B, HER A T RIS Z ISR RE T
£ NB B R R B 22, B R 2 W (gradient
boosting decision tree, GBDT) A1 DT 45 % v #ffy %K Ik
FHAAR AL i MLR (mixed logistic regression ) #i £
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Table 6 Recent methods for chicken breed identification

chickenbreeds. cn/) .
22 6L B T AT 5 AF AH S B IT A N R A R Y 2 R
It

Ay ik WX 5 P/ S NG B 2 3k
Year Method Research subject Advantage/Shortcoming Accuracy Reference
2020 G LR (HSD) 5 42 1 k2% b mtih g R R (BIY ) 5 i B 2 98% [54]
Hyper-spectral imaging (HSI) and ST R R R (KNN #1
chemometrics M2 SVM)
2021 SNP+HLs 2 ) F ik SR A LG B SR GARICFERS  BRIE 99.6%(AB) . [11]
SNP+Machine learning algorithm ¥ N o 52 2% 1 ) L, 7 35K 8 B 98.0% (RF) .

97.9%(DT)

2022 o S R (HSD) 5 1k 2 i 2 JUARIBIEN )T EA 2 R % 4326 96.25% [55]
Hyper-spectral imaging (HSI) and +FXG IS (&% SVM
chemometrics PR eiib ] Y )
2022 BEHLERAK(RF) I EE R TH(AB) JIE 111 7 X K J1 SNP ARic 5 iR f6 5t 100 [57]
Random forest (RF) and adaptive Fric Ja R
boosting (AB)
2023 AR AT HHLES ) CGLFRFI L) FERINARA A EREEEE T AR 8 92% [56]
Whole genome sequencing+Machine A A R 2R 0 A (B AR
learning (Support vector machine) AL AR AL BT A
2025 MLR %1 A0 ML T 4G, 3 My i ELHE R 9 20 1 4 99.45% [51]
MLR model AR A, 2R RGNS . H (20004
P ARG, 87 AN HoAl R G A IR M AR S SNPs)
=] % b 7 X% 2 B P 1) SO 42 T
L X 2% 22 R i R
A IR
2025 AL S BT AL AR A= T (BEBLAR O KAT G AR 0 1Y 5 VR 100% [21]
Whole genome sequencing+Machine (474~ SNPs)
learning (Random forest)
5 VA S e B A v v R (H G i AR IR
3 B % SRS AN R SR B LA A2 R R i A e

HT, Pl 22 > S H A 2 BB o B i M
TZ AR BE T3 UF 0 A5 3 R A R R A B Y R A
W AR 28 M . 456 SCER T, RS R BL A% 2
2 B AEE A b AR R X T 2 5 R s A 4
KAL S5 RF R, 78 2R B 52 9 s of
432 5 1 6 R BCE Ab B, CNIN R S48 5303k 5 T 7
GBI 5 R L SVM 1Y AR 43 285 E i vE T
KNN,

& 58 43 - % 5 J7 5 3 B2 A5 I (microsatellite,
MS) , B T % 4 Rt & ah il A MS Fric B
MURERRAE , H R 0 BB 4 1 R B AN SER A L kS,
HR Ay AR 1 2 A8 e A, B g RS m 2T %
Gr R Ay RVBOR AR T 22 28 B A1 A L Uk SR 0

(55K 0 ML 2 20 T ik AT L SE 3 ) R
GEUR PR | e Ak I A R A Rl PLaR e
BB TR E TR AAEZ A DR T
L Wiy R 1 5 22 i O A 4 R A o o LK A AT
A METT 5 2) U 1 O B 0 SNP RO | H IR R
SNP i Az, 52 B e 2038 A% 7 B Al 3%, LU TR 5 Ak
S TE 1Y 23 FE R0 3) WU e B b e R
FROU R B S ) AR R AR 5 IR ML AR AE
%, WE R T BURAL BRI T
A AR A B 5 T 2 AT 1 220 AR R R R
Gy pAe e B DT A E A D FOR TRl 7 L AR L
N B35 2) B PR EESR  AS i A 5 3) PG B R 4
IS S PN S N ER (i S E R A S
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TR AR B JZ A 7 B TR A S0 S O HESh AL
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PR T AT A IR A B AR A

BB RN S 1 7 NI A 15 8 2 1 7
V5 R 2 R R B BILAS o7 > Bk, Uk 7 0t
WA SN A & AL SRR TR SR LB K
4 R B L R AR T 9 38 08 00 Tt 1A ™ il £ AT i £ 22
HoAR . SNP.ERAHARMEGR I ARRE HiTEHE &
st A E B BT R AT B WL K E AR E T A
LV T H . % A4 XX LG & B Rl X T
SNP o7 s BB 58 B 58 35 , 3= B2 H 4> 7 Fnic ot
7 dl P2 E s M R BB ZAEVE BB T AL
BT A Y PSRl 0 2 T B A5 O i 38R 5 T 8 95 TR A
TR IR BRI S 00400 T R A XS o
RO, BT X B Y it b S O B AR T UL R AR R
R E 275 FRE 0 B A, R AR 829 58 T
A B9 2 25 B0 P Ry B A e 0 E R S
BT AR A e R E AR E R R T
PR B, 0 Y AR b A7 7 2 AR TR AE I, 4
A 52 BN W 73 75 5 > A ot R A o A ) E e R A A
BR R O B ) AL 5 3%k T 00 1) bk o E 4 I I I X
PR — 5 T, 2l RS 201 A R B R T s 05—
T3, 2% S A HE AN W b T ok 1 PRl 5 TR ) e
T, 5 56 A 3 DR RSP Bl b 48 E B 5T, LR T A E
RS VB 5 00 X8 1 ity ol S, O D7) S e 9 2%
R, B K e R W o i 1) 5 8 4k DR BE AL 5y 8 A4F
(977 1), 1k % %E T BH B LR % T 3 09 il M 2K E
FIHIT AT A7 72 8RB Tk 1], JEHOR S 15 1 & 58 3%
AR LA E I IR ERARRR . BARTE R
KA AR EACH R AE T 5 G R 0 5 SRS
RERLA , DR THE AR BRI T 19 RN JEE 5 B 0 45
P 3 Bl BRI R B 0l 807 A e R A A0 R
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