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Contrast enhancement based dehazing algorithm for offshore
tugboat sailing scene images
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Abstract: This paper presents a contrast-enhancement-based dehazing algorithm to address detail loss, dim brightness, and
color distortion in dehazed images of offshore tugboat sailing scenes with large sea-sky regions. First, atmospheric light
estimation is optimized using quadtree segmentation to locate the light source in regions with minimal local pixel variance.
Then, mean squared error contrast preserves image details, and a contrast overall cost function combined with an
information loss function is used to find optimal transmission, enhancing contrast and making the sky region clearer. A fast
guided filter further refines the transmission map, reducing block artifacts and maintaining real-time performance while
restoring image authenticity. Finally, adaptive histogram equalization preserves contrast information in the sky, avoiding
over-bright or over-dark areas. Experiments show that the image obtained using the proposed algorithm improves structural
similarity, peak signal-to-noise ratio, and mean squared error by 15. 94% , 11. 46% , and 25. 82% , respectively,
compared with the OCE method, while preventing color cast and halo effects, enhancing sea-sky boundary clarity, and
meeting real-time requirements for restoring a realistic maritime environment.
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Fig.3  Quadtree segmentation schematic

T3 PO ORI U o3 L A 3 B R 43
4 AT, TR A T XIS R T 2% var
(B) , WEFE 7 22 fe /N XA Sy i i A0
PP BRE e SRR OB A
A =arg min,(var(B) +
A B - (255,255,255)1,)  (12)
KB R or I X A B R T A
DI A M o B eI Al O FEJE
2.2 EREESEMIT
BHTAOAC TR AR K AN 4 Fos , 125 5 R0



fITZI, 25 TR bE BEI S i BB T R KR R A 181

AR, R T R AOUE S A 5 R R = e L
AT RMUG T, A2 32 5 A 00 A I 5 Bt e i
AL G 75 TR AR LU RE S i S5 B AR B AL AL
FUbR R, 2 2RO IR AR I iR 2 36 2585 foe I
AR 5 | 5308 e BN G i 932 S5 R [ 147 34
GR BT AL B T BR VIR D2 4R T 1 se Bk
IR L 23 B BB A, 1R PRAIE T 1 R 1 )
I DR S A T B TR R S P T, AT O S5 22
KEERVEE 2P TIE RSN

SERTFL T AT RRN Do 3 IR BANTE

FETRAEEHF - CTET0 L 515 B8R - (GHERSCR IV, 327+
BB EPGESN )| | B3 RBRMMENE) | [EHETRESH)

[ mdssE | | s tasEr | [wokees x|
K4 e

Fig.4 Transmittance optimization flowchart

HREZMEF TR, AT LA KB
(32 x32) W A IERYIEST R . 30(1) 38 7R WL E
(1 PR S SR S AR AR AR . i 5t
(1) A (2) 7%

1

I =

Hi b SCRT L, 2 REAS TR A2 S AR AOLIH,
RIVRTAR I SRR A 25 PRIGOR 2555 05 1 T Il [ 442
PR, A SO H AR F B BRAR A B 2, LAdRcOR
FIRRE b 8 e 25 55 DXy S B o D TR R DL, A 3
A ik B — B B )52

A IUR AR LL R T7 3%, I J7 1R 22 X L B
(Mean Squared Error, MSE) | {5 5% /R #b X} LV Fl 55
A FERESET o 3 3 it B IR — 80, AR 30
SR X J7 0% 22 X8 LU JBE O ¥, R A Jaa 3 B o X bE E
(Lysg ) RIL, WSt BERGa e . ORI R

LoU(x) =17

Lysy = ; N, (14)
Afice fr,g, bt FRBUERT ), (2) RN EF G
BUR PR « ISE I ), FR %G P A R R
PR 8 5 N 2 IR P 1 SRR B0 N, R
— R B PR R B . 455 (13) AT AR EK
ERH) 2RI TTIRZER W (Gyse ) L BARYK R 5
REAR TS — Bk, B IR A . KRRl
No(I(x) - 1)°

GMSE = ; t(x)QNB
AT, (o) RRBA LGRS « W], %
NZE BT AR R Ry (15) AT
H, R TR EM W Gysp it — A KT BT R
t(x) 1 I PR RN

(I(x) —-A) +A (13)

(15)

RS A T7 1% B TR SRS LU E A [R] sf ylf
BEK AT — HAR, Bt 17X HE A s %
SIERER A KR R /MK BTN JT I Y
JAS AR SCE Yot TR R B = B T Y 2
7 1R 22 B SR E SO FERE A, T3 A 300N

(J(x) =)’

E(‘ontras[ == Z z N
¢ xeB B

(I(x) - 1,)
- Z;; L(x)zNB (16)

X (16) H A EA EHR R AR R S H 5
SEREAE R 22705, I HLAEJ5 — A~ 45 20 oo HofE Ay
AL 3(16) m] LA 3k P R B (% b RE , I 1 e
/MRS FURE A R BRI MR I i o T 2T
A 38 3 de /MK FEJEE AR, REAE PR THE iR 22300
FURE. BEAh, AT 9 5 W08 4 i IX B i 5 22k
JEAS E SRR ELAR P07 A, 35 50

En. =2 ZB%(min%O,Jﬂ(x) )2+

(max{0,J (x) —255})%} (17)
E,. = Z { 2(:(_;; +AL.)2hc(i) +
zﬁ(t(‘/)* wa -5 (o | s)

A imin {0, J, (x) { TR T i, 2590 19 ~F 75 H]
TAHRARLEAR T 0 B 15 2R (X5 B % K B 5T ik
max {0,J, (x) =255 FI A0 F i, %5007 5
TS 255 AR R X E B 25K 1 Tk
B FIREBIHA Y1 KRG R IR A, KRR
SOLEBEM S H 52 B (H b, (1) 278 BT IR,
TEPUOIEIE ¢ b ARRER | BRER SEGE o, F1B,
o3 T oy Bl se RS ) R BR
XFFH B i 3 e/ A B R AR B B0 i A
DB S S TN W
E = E e + A E (19)
A, JE— DA S8, TR0 L BE AR A
HRERBARAR K FR . E(19) H, BRI A,
EHEWPEEER 1L A, =1 BRSO, &l
AR S FAEA N P BUEE B 2K J
min min,_,J (x) =0 (20)
max,max, _,J, (x) < 255 (21)
MR A GE, DL (13) e &R, /]
DA R T B 53 ¢ () RPN ZOE, B

t = mincminxeg{LA_A”} (22)



182 BRSO W

5549 5 11

= maxcmaxxeg{M} (23)
' 255 - A,

eI LRGN I — D — I LR
I(x) - AC}

! = max { mlncmlnxeﬂ{ 1
c

maxcmaxxs,f{]cz(;?i__[;lc}} (24)

R E, D RT 1 () AR R, P,
OB ¢ WO i R AR AR (24) B B/
{H, REh

. L I.(x) - A,

t :max{mlncmlnxeg{‘(_)Ac‘},
I(x) -A

maxcmaxxeg{”zg;_/lp“}} (25)

AT AT S AR A 50 (25) R T A A
2T, NTTORE S 1 Pk S AR 2 AR 114 e ) ) AL
I, AR SC R 75 15 RE B AT S A S R i 6
2.3 REZ|FIKK

AR L3 AR G PR S | S U8 T %, X AR
IR E ST 2 ¢ AT HE— AR

I(x) =a(x)l(x) +b(x) (26)

N T RS B2 S AR AR S BTSN, X

PEFTIH— AL B, B A

N _ H(x) - min(d)
i(x) = max(7) — min(7)

A AR, A A DS [ IR, RERE A A
FABSTR " BEATOUAL, AT 25 J SRR Y ot
o UNES PR, PRI S| T IR LI IE BB T R 4
R 5 | 5 BRSO BRI T4 5 TR
G| U8 P A TR L SRR R, fEfS S A K AT
HEFCORA ISR, DR B 2555 RO AT RIS ELJE o
B A

1y

(27)

<

(b) FEHFFMAMTT

(a) 5
r‘ 0l !
1y
|t -

A
(c) BmHTHMAL
E S5 Pl 5] FuEd I IbiE s R

Fig.5 Fast bootstrap filtering to optimize transmittance

2.4 CLAHE &%

CLAHE 5t R RI1 73y T /NX sk, FF7E T
AN XS A S R T BT IR B AL e R S Y
XEGHAT A I o %07 B i BR AT B B2 ot 3k 3 2%
S, CLAHE 553 BE i 0 g 75 7 1 485 Ak ik 72 vp i
K, T HE TG 8 R RS FE

R BRI I3 S 2 AN A R
K/NATLABE N M x N HER T A B, iR H
JRIEE I, FRB AN

H,(i) = Count{p € B:I(x) =1} (28)
A Hy () R E T B 58 RS 1 (x) Ry
BER x WIKEEAE . SR 5% B 7 B A 7% L B BR
BOE— MR REURE L, QSR 5EA KB G 1)
BER B L IZ A, W EAT PR & B E A &
E2W|
Hy(i) ifH,(i) <L

Hy(i) = {L iH, (i) > L (29)

B SISO BOME R  LUB AT 4,
Cipea = >, (Hy (i) = Hy(D))  (30)

i

R R Z G RSN KR /Y
KBETTHE €, (1) k5N

Cp(i) = Z)Hé(j) (31)
SR IE bRt R AE DT B 45
C,(1

I PEA TR AR, SRAF T K (R, ik
G(i) = fi,(Cy™ (i) = (L, —1)) (33)
TCH S A2 1] T BURE PRRY; L, 0 K 0 KA 5 15
BRI K AR Z G AT A5 0T, ez [l il vl
DA 5 AU A (R AR RS2
FtXf CLAHE %3075 i 2 8000 & [ 8, 48 56 T
Y st sh BV RS 500t B A d A R ms . 7
TR GE I E Z B b, R R S S 80(M x N)
R R o3 238 S 37 55 02 2% FE AT B 368 W 1B 45« Xof
TR HER A ERE LR T 500 m (i k%5 Y
OB RHR S (32 x32) , KPR K Ik S i
UL A0 ) g S IR 75 %o T S 5 ke B 43 A PR R e i
X TR B UG S A TE A AOERT | 17 hm 55 285 /N
HARAIE 53 5, R AN RS (4 8 x8) L i
T 35 S R A A% 2 X LU R 43 A A R A S0
2l
[FJESE, % b R BR ] (B9 L e 5k 43 Ay R R B B



AL, A TR BE BEIE SR i _ B T R IR s Ak 183

75 75 22 5 B 25 (UK E] 1.5 ~3.0) - 29k
25 0 (B 5 28 P G 3 S RS PRI 1 2
FEAER L AR A AR B DG 2k B R0 ™ AR 19 1 AR 0 e
P AR Ss eI S5 = S ATE Tt st T, W3R
T L AEL A J= 50 X dmlied JBE 39 5 B0 8 BE K L
X ECIRER S R UL 1o Herp Sx H il i ] — 4
120 JkE KB IIIE. R PERKE" Y
SORFIR B RSE (32 x32) 5 i i BE B (L =
2.5) RS BER/NEAR” s R /NS (8 x 8)
SR LB BE (L = 1. 8) o IXBRZIREZM, 7EK)
BER/NEFR SR il e N RE (8 x 8) 153 B2
FEARXT B BE PR (L = 1. 8) , A5 AHBLEE ( Structural
Similarity Index Measure, SSIM ) $# F g & &% K (&
12.3% ), UEWA 2 %5 A 38 0 5 W x4 5 £ B 1A 2
FAEM o BEXE S SR G U A g Sh A8 T, 2T
Xt R B A L =3.0 J5,SSIM |74 10.3% , 34 %%
fift 1 )Rt Ll
1 ETFHTSHE CLAHE HikH R LL
Tab.1 CLAHE performance with dynamic

parameters across scenarios

SSIM SSIM 7
GRK BRAA ol

(JEHE) (k) WREE/ %
VA
'_’ﬁgjfz 32x32,2.5  0.72 0.80 11.1
wess
AN A5
1&&;};91&% 8x8,1.8 0.65 0.73 12.3
/NEFR
WEWAYE 16x16,2.0  0.81 0.87 7.4
Edimiye 32x32,3.0  0.68 0.75 10.3

RA PR 1 RS 5068 L BE 29 SR {i m] fili CLA-
HE AR i 37 50 T 1) SSIM 48 b8 1% 4t [ i 5
BOTERTE 8% ~ 12% , A R T 2239 5 i 72
BRI AT PR B S A SRR

3 RIEIAE

3.1 EEWIE

IR AR SC T 2 AR A RO 8 MAT-
LAB 2022b BfFkAT 1. 8 i T i £k 42 0
ERPNK L NCREITE L S iOE TR P SN Bt
AR I R e R R . R AS UL
4 iy LA T R T L5 b IR
EUR A TAE LSS A BE A 8, oy 1 0 b s e
SR B ROR AT, A SR HT SSIM | 14 {8 {7
. (Peak Signal to Noise Ratio, PSNR) DA N3 iR 2=

(Mean Squared Error, MSE ) {E & RIZ PEAN 45 b1 64T
FER T

L2 SSIM 2 P4k X L B2 4 58 U7 B 7E
P BR G A R 20719 7 T B TSR A, (EDBOR R 25
55 Ja G 5 it P45 A A L2 38 s PSR it
K BT fR AR (R RR £ R R 5 R
P Y (% B — 50 MSE 2 [EZ o &b v 9 — 4
HERR, T G R S R B R Z ) i 2
SRR B INR R R LG 5 It MG B, ]
By, b E RN 6 i, 2% KR
e 7 s

(a) IRAESOREZ &M (b) ER SR SR
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Fig.6  Foggy images

(a) WAELCREZRMEH S (b) BRI R

(d) wH2HEREZ I
(A5

(c) mIEIGAR W
WA 5

K7 kEE‘&
Fig.7 Results of image dehazing
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SIEFHOR . MEIRALIE M IX IR (18] Ta) , J&)
HREITT BRIE X HE BE AN 1 R IR 24 32% ( M\ 45.7
Z31.2) , FRWITEIE X A 1 Y R B RE T AL
XL B (IRAE WL S 5t (18] Te) , &) 3 07 iR ZE X L
JE7 98.4, t CLAHE 535K 15% A D TR =S
DR W I R AZ e B T OGS B, B2 — Bt ff
B, PIRRE TR PR RIOLACIAIE T BRI 7 iR 22X H
JE Lysy T RRIITTIRZER LIE Gy RIS B

* 2 NAF R L% & SSIM, PSNR #iI
MSE #)F-35{E, 1] LA 255 5 R B = A F 1
PRAR LA 55 PR R CR B i o itk — 28 ] T A3
SR R A TR RO K X 3R R 32 S IX i s [
B RAERRE , B RORYT

R2 HERIELR
Tab.2 Algorithm validation results

SRS PSNR SSIM MSE

9.215 0.452 3562.21

RS

EFEEG 20.252 0.875 800. 31

T AR RS B BTSRRI O R B R % T
% RERRINE 4 J MRV 5 (A 8 fy
R, R 200 FK R Hirp, 120 Sk A TT 4%
$di 42 RESIDE ™ |80 ik i 7 Wk W 3 S 41 B 14
BRI RE LI (1 km ~5 km) OB fF
B/ B0) BRG] ~4 G0 W i e S A g
PEFRIE R (92 FL AE 1 15 B 36

F3 R TACEEEARF ST % E
b, AT REA ¢ KRB0 R I, TR % 5 19 PSNR
BERTHES S (p =0.012) , K F i1y SSIM
AR T HoAh 3755 (p =0. 056) , F W H PN S AR R
T R

R H W, ke R 5 p R PR AE (PSNR
=21.53), T AE IR 5 5 5 T A7 B A B0k 6 e 1k
(PSNR =20.12) , £ 3875 35 THe i 5| Sy 3 0 ) 4
PR PR 52 BRI RE 3 5 T2 55 470 e DRV W 15 e
7R EL SSIM i .
3.2 EWEMILE

TR AR SCE R A 2 1819 81 10 18] 11
SRR T B D SR S e
TEAR [0 BE T AR A R L R 4% 0 1 2 Ak
REG . WIE R LU AR SO M LT HE
AHE SID . MDF . DCP ., OCE ., DehazeNet , FFA-Net 4%
i IR T G R KRR S, IR
BT IR B 7 , B VR A0 5

(a) REGHEFMR (b)) MEHREFHCR

(o) REGFEFZCR (1) RHFHFEFICE
K8 At R FEIATEREXT L
Fig.8 Comparison of algorithm performance in

different scenarios
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Tab.3 Performance comparison of algorithms

under different scenarios

i1

e PSNR SSIM MSE

b

21.53 £1.2 0.892+0.03 456.8 £45.6

# [
oW

19.87+£1.5 0.865+0.04 502.3+£52.1

A

18.95+1.8 0.841+0.05 587.4+60.3

e

BIM%ZE 20.12+1.4  0.878+0.03 473.2+48.7

Bl 9a [ 10a A 11a 7352 48 46 W TAE
s SRV R R A A 5 KA
G AL RTHT BRI K X I A7 A6 W5 R 38 S IX R,
BANERRZ, B9~ 11 b Z&5d HE 55U
s M A5 R, fT LI Hh HE Bk REE 4w K
PRGN LR B 23 S HOR 28 X sl B fan iy & 2%
B9 ~11 ¢ B25d AHE Bk b1 25 55 Ah Bl 25
H, UM A BRI TR (HR R A
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BEMIE , SIA TR o B9 ~11 b d J2223d SID B e RZ0d MDF Skt AT L5 AL B 4521, vl LUFE
AT L A B S5, vl LAGE SR o ] kst R MO L R0 58, T AR 58 R RS
TRBOS LERERAR Y J7 A — 5 R B, (R B A B P DI, (R 2 m TR Z 41 {5 5L, B AR 1%

HopTY TARZ M B9 ~ 11 AP f R ERT DCP Bk

JEE A 2 A 5, T T DX I B R R 1B 9 ~ 11

(b) HE 53k (¢) AHE 3% (d) SID ik (e) MDF 5%

(f) DCP &% (g) OCE &3 (h) DehazeNet 5.7 (i) FFA-Net &3 (j) LEC &k

K9 Hifed TR R KB MR I

Fig.9 Comparison of dehazing effect of tughoat towing scenarios
(a) A (b) HE &% (c) AHE 5k

(f) DCP &k (g) OCE & (h) DehazeNet B3 (i) FFA-Net B3t (j) LEC &t
B 10 HFMiAT S RO

Fig. 10 Comparison of dehazing effect of tughoat sailing scenarios

(e) MDF 5%

(a) Ja[&l

(f) DCP %4k (g) OCE &1k (h) DehazeNet 3.3 (i) FFA-Net 33: (j) LEC &¥:
BT HaFe %% KA R ROR YT

Fig. 11  Comparison of dehazing effect of tugboat foggy day view scenarios
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P EF AL BRZE R, 0] UG 20 % Bk A it
() UG RT 25 3A5 T 1 23 BRSO BT, (HJR R R %
FEfwlg . B9 ~11 rh g 22850 OCE Hikilk T L%
AEBRAZE R, W DA H 2 58 1 7 1 50T L B2 1 (] B
PRFF 78R B ARB A, F R0 R 28 A o JEAS
B AR, 20 T 1 R A AL 20 5 Ab 3

B9 ~11 /1 h i /R T Gt R EE 2% > Bk b
J A EIAG HEt G 50 S35 0, 2015 {5 8 A5 21 T 3 o,
RN RS, 02485 T BRI 5 B2 AT L
B BEAARSOR AT o R R TR B 2 2] 5 1 Y BR il 4%
2, Qi) A REPE AR AR S T B 5 8, BT
DAASC LEC Bk (B9 ~ 11 o j) HA T 47 i il
Rt
3.3 EIEMITLL

4 NE9 A AR A S 2] EER
TEMFRPRE, 26 5 W& 10 H i AR kAL B S 15
BN EEPE N FabRE , 35 6 Ml 11 gt AR Ak
AR PR 51 B 0 RS F5 AR (. LEC 53k £ W0F
WSR3 TR B 2 2] S CR 76 PSNR A1 SSIM
BT R e S R MSE B LA B s ] A k2
FURBE ) T RS AE B KR 1 4 v RUR i X
LU B2 R BT (] Fof (4R A v 1) 205 A AR AL AR /)
RZE

F4 B9 HHEGITENHER

Tab.4 Image in Fig.9 evaluation metrics

KER7R PSNR/dB SSIM MSE
HE 10.023 1 0.530 2 6 467.94
AHE 11.045 2 0.547 7 5111.89
SID 13.701 6 0.556 0 2772.81
MDF 13.837 1 0.652 0 2 687.64
DCP 13.868 0 0.633 1 2 668. 60
OCE 17.343 7 0.7859 1 198.69
DehazeNet 21.981 2 0.900 1 478.23
FFA-Net 21.784 1 0.897 8 473.21
LEC 21.533 6 0.892 0 456. 80

3.4 BEEREIHUERUESKKEER

e e A 3 A TR ) A 325 S B P s o 19 [ T, A
SR RGP A T 5l R R AL AR
PFFARCE ., B, RABHRG IS 5 e H ik
AT RR B 0 SR 43 8 5 R AOBE A5 I
YRR B TUA R iR R, ik
Ja FAE Intel 9-12900K -4 F A AL FEEFE] A 5. 1
s 2 1.8 (600 x 450 {22 ), PSNR {L F[% 0.3
dB,SSIM {45 0.89 1 I,

*5 E10 FEGITEMNIERR

Tab.5 Image in Fig. 10 evaluation metrics

=R PSNR/dB SSIM MSE
HE 11.900 9 0.453'5 4197.47
AHE 12.237 8 0.494 8 3 884. 16
SID 13.290 6 0.426 1 3 048.05
MDF 17.657 7 0.597 2 1115.09
DCP 17.919 1 0.694 2 1049.96
OCE 18.512 7 0.714 8 915.82
DehazeNet 19.878 9 0.862 2 897.12
FFA-Net 19.982 1 0.892 1 889.24
LEC 19.651 8 0.859 0 886.94

&6 [E 11 mEKITMISIR

Tab.6 Image in Fig. 11 evaluation metrics

(=R PSNR/dB SSIM MSE
HE 10.102 1 0.5321 4 000.21
AHE 12.220 3 0.541 0 3 665.52
SID 13.655 4 0.556 3 3 056.25
MDF 15.025 4 0.6120 2 320.52
DCP 17.325 8 0.685 2 1 005.32
OCE 18.552 3 0.765 4 896.32
DehazeNet 19.563 1 0.879 3 798.36
FFA-Net 19.974 5 0.8779 800.23
LEC 19.302 2 0.873 6 785.39

Bk AERE A5 N , A CUDA HEZE X
VO SURS 73 G 5 AR A4 S PR 5] 5 I8 AR R I A7
fEiit. NVIDIA RTX 3090 “F- 5 (945 R B R,
600 x 450 153 (1 P {5 Ak B [A] [ 2 0. 08 s (£ 45
12.5 i) ,PSNR {#£F 21.50 dB,

IR A R RN AR5k PSNR 5 SSIM 45
PR RE<3% , EVBE TSRS, WA 12 FioR.
i IR, AR ik it L5 P 15 2 55 S
PEXMERTERAE T OISl AT IR B A

45 05

(a) HfeH R AR (b) HifeZ KM
Bl12 2ad Sem PO Ay P15 i

Fig. 12 Real-time optimized image quality
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BEAN, 9 T PRUESE RS AUA T P 2555 A i S
XA RIS AL B R AT T RBIT FOAE, 25 SR N3k
7R AR, A SCRIEAE AL B (8] AL T HA &
F R PR A S PR I 5 AR R (ANt e R
AT JHE AR A B AR SR ), AT I A2 46 48 T
VERGE R SEH R EOR o B IR BIAR SO A AT 24
AR A B, T R ORIk /b 1 46 e SRR 55 R B 85 i
7 AT E]

x7 EHEHFELR

Tab.7 Comparison of time consumption

ST b PSNR/
R &‘g i ﬁ‘?’ SSIM  MSE
[A]/s ik dB

HE 0.89 1.12 17.315 0.531 6455.1
AHE 0.27 3.70  17.215 0.654 5631.1
SID 0.35 2.86 18.632 0.642 4584.2
MDF 0.57 1.75 18.215 0.754 2013.2
DCP 0.74 1.35 19.221 0.756 1013.4
OCE 0.25 4 19.521 0.814 500. 45
DehazeNet  1.24 0.81 21.054 0.89%4 489.89
FFA-Net 0.92 1.09 21.112 0.887 486.12
LEC 0.08 12.5 20.95 0.878 456. 82

4 %

o1 T8 e LA T3 5 BUS A AE R AR R X
SR R A S DI, R A 1Y 2 25 T A S
FIGEa8 0 255 5 VS SR T IG 20 95 B2k S
KRR EERE PR, R T X
SEla) AR SRR T —FP LEC 583% . B R
JUANFA X A7 B 2 R AR - DU ok RSB i
FEIE SR A TE (P 5| 3 U8 A CLAHE 335358
FEDU A3 KA CAE A T S8 A DY vk 3 A AP
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HWAE T BRI B 52 . 78 CLAHE B3k, 4k
AR 28 I T R A2 IR T2 R4y,
T T R AR . R LEC Bk
RUCARR T U 50 A PG b DRI B R X ) 2
S|, LEC 8k 2255 5 i UG e 45 A6 AR RLBE | i

{EAG MR LE I T7 IR ZE R bR 18 OCE J03K 73 5P 44 12
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g AR AT 5 R G S22 55, XA AR A7 2R
SRR AR R B

X IRTR AN T IR L5, A
WFgE s 2 T 3h A2 K A 30 5 SR, A 3R T
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FRAH 22 M 2% (CNN, 4l MobileNet) 553 Bt % 5 2 )5 i
256 28 il i A o ) BB R AR 5 S 1 2
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