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Abstract: In recent years, Synthetic Aperture Radar (SAR) image target recognition based on the
Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) has attracted a significant amount of attention. Fully CNN (FCNN) is a
structural improvement of the CNN, which features a higher recognition rate than CNN, but it still requires a
large number of labeled data in the training process. This study aims to propose a method of SAR image target
recognition based on FCNN and Improved Convolutional Auto-Encoder (ICAE), where several parameters of
FCNN are initialized by the parameters of the ICAE encoder. These parameters are obtained in the
unsupervised training mode. Then, the FCNN is trained by the labeled training samples. The experimental
results on 10 kinds of target classification based on the MSTAR datasets show that this method cannot only
achieve an average of 98.14% correct recognition rate but also feature a strong anti-noise capability when the

labeled training samples are unexpanded.

WA EH: 2018-08-31; SFIHM: 2018-10-20; MZ5HifR: 2018-10-31

MEEEHE: WRME  lingjuanyusmile@163.com

HEE&UH: BxREARF¥IES (61431018, 61501210, 61571421), VL4 HMREIH#I4(20161BAB202054), LA A E TRETH
(GJJ150684, GJJ170825)

Foundation Items: The National Natural Science Foundation of China (61431018, 61501210, 61571421), The Natural Science Foundation
of Jiangxi Province (20161BAB202054), The Science and Technology Project of Jiangxi Provincial Education Department (GJJ150684,
GJJ170825)


http://radars.ie.ac.cn/CN/10.12000/JR18066
http://radars.ie.ac.cn/CN/10.12000/JR18066
http://radars.ie.ac.cn/CN/10.12000/JR18066

5 1

I IE4E . FETFCNNFMICAEMSAREE B FRiR 5754 623

Key words: Synthetic Aperture Radar (SAR); Automatic target recognition; Fully Convolutional Neural
Network (FCNN); Convolutional Auto-Encoder (CAE); Improved Convolutional Auto-Encoder (ICAE)

1 5|8

& W fL1IEH 18 (Synthetic Aperture Radar,
SAR) H 3l H b7 1R 5] (Automatic Target Recogni-
tion, ATR){EZHM AR BA -+ EENE
Xo sk, HTHBRMEMZ (Convolutional
Neural Network, CNN)ISAR-ATRJ7¥2: C. 15 2%
AT, FEEUR T Br iR g R0 0. kg
SAR-ATRJ7VEAAF, MSTAREKAE 7546 &tk
() R SR — o SCHR[6-8) EL#E A FH CNNSE L
ZHIEERISAR H AR . Chen® AFECNNZ Y
B b, FHSRZESEREERE, JFady mw
MBI ZRFEA, R T ik 99% i R # 2],
Wagner# i 7 — | F CNNHZEUS AR EHGRFAE AL
SVM H 57 EAHLE A 7750, Fd i 1 5 22 i
SRR FRUNGFEAR, dE— P m T BN S
PEM. Furukawasd N i 7T IIZRFEAY 7R/, CNN
HA B FEAZN, FRH18/ZResnet B A5k
37 m1299.6% MR R, Peiti NFIH 2 M 715
P ASAREUR, FEE—Fh IR 7 I HESE, DA
P HARpR 200, ik ar L, s AR il
SRR, BRBEIRTS LY R AT S R .

N TEAY A b BN AR RGO T 3RS
ENER, SCHER[11-14] 3£ H 7 — 2L T CNNY
Bk, Horh, HZAY 3 (Auto-Encoder, AE) A
CNNAHHEE &M ITER NI . 2. Chen® ANf2
AT BEMBARNGERZ, FHHEREN
WAL T BRI ER B — RYIFHEE, &
Jei X S REAE I 25 Softmax /) 8% . 1% 715319
=R EARA43 28 H AR B0 255 791 7990.1% 1
84.7%1 . Housseini% A$& HH—Fp 45 & CNNAIHEF
H 4m i 2% (Convolutional Auto-Encoder, CAE) 77
%, GHIERR H LLCONNE /D G2 R 2
DRIERRZ, 155 CNNAEE PR %, A
TERIE R A ZR T F A 20k ia S ) sl

AVAECNNHMCAEM & & 5k al b, $2 i —
T 2GR E M 2% (Fully Convolutional Neural
Network, FCNN) M i 1945 1 H 2 b5 2% (Im-
proved Convolutional Auto-Encoder, ICAE) i}
Wik, Hd, FONNZCNNEER 1ok,
ICAE/Z % [ FCNN&5 #0 CAE ) 4 1t 2 i k45
F|, HTFCNNREW IR LLCNNE SR Z, 1M
ICAER — M BN, HEA &
FEREST, B, ZITEAMUBELE T AR Y ZRFE A A

EI N LR G 5 ORI [P Tl = = R 4]
Pk e /7. MSTARSZESE SLI0IE T %= a
Rtk

2 FCNNHMCAERIEAIEP

2.1 FCNN

A CNN H— RV E GRS,
B E#EFaEREMR. FCNNSCNNALE, 45
MR G 2 b EFE: OB KN s(s KT LI IEREEL)
MERES R Z, BEE it ik is Ak rE
BAR; QBREBREERE, MMUBEN W%
e R, WHREBR A . Fik, FCNN
(25 H) = B ARG RS K N sMBRE.

(1) BRE

BEIRRNBIE, AR RNHHRREE, HA
W3 S 2 s BRAE R B s A B8, N 2 R AE TR A
WIE S, KRRERZ, K x KeRRBRZR
b T H VR W4y ) 2R B 12 B REAE B o A
%, NSRS U245 HRE I AEiE S, K x K
RRFIEBREZRS, Al (v,9) (n=0,1,2,-,
N —1;2=0,1,- H —1;y=0,1,---, W — 1)FR
5512 B ol T8 i AR AR B AEAR R B T, y) AR )
., K., (i,j))(n=0,1,2,---, N1 —1;i=0,1,---,
Kl —1;5=0,1,-, K} — ) RREUZHERFE 1B
TH i N RN n 38 TE S AR A AE (4, ) A BB

55126 U S RRAE B AT B 2 3 N SRR AE B
(BT — 1 2R R E ) 5B S R

NF_1Kl-1Ki-1

Azw,y):f( Yo D> D KlLGig)

=0 =0 j=0
AN+ i y+ ) + b@) (1)

Hop, oLFRRBIZHREnBENRME, f()Fm
TR
A R AR AE ) e H R WL
H =H" K +2p+1 (2)
W= wrt - K4+ 2p+1 (3)
b, p BB AN RRAE BN A
(2) BRNsIERE
E1& LR BIZ B E K AsBERE,
BINAEUZMEREHTAL, 58 UZEBHHEL,
HBERH AL A



624

?-?

B

% i 1

Nl 1Kl+1 1KI+1 1

A’ny <Z Z Z K};Ll
=0 =0 7=0

-A;(zs%i,ys4j)%bﬁl> (4)

o AR AE BT v H PR B WL R

HZ*KHJ +92
MH:{___i_—ﬁ +1 (5)
W — K3 +2
W = { 2 =) (6)
Horr, [ ] R U .
2.2 CAE

5 G5 1 AE AL 355 9 L) 25 1A 6 2% 195 35 4310181,
Gt NETNAS 5 TP FRIURFAE , A 25 )0 1 FH $ He
HIRHIE B JRE S. [EEME S ZINELMAGES
Pt FE R, S g B AN AR DD X 2% 2 B I 2R, [
I, AER—FMER BN, HTAER LA
fif b Y 25 K A 7 X, A INIRAERIIREE ,
BEEMESHEL ., RHETNEERB. CAE
J&— MR FHONN S HE AR /£ 190, {7588 4045 2 i
RO ES P . b, mhdEt AR AL
JER R, RIS AR i Al 2 R B RUE R, 1%
SEMEE S TR MRS EMS. XHTAERES
—ERIPTEE R AE Y, Kk, CAEZwigesnl T4
N 7 (1) PG H AR RS AL .

ZE—ANHHBCAE, Jmidse HE 5145
EANAMALS, ISR 1N I E A
HRE, ME1FR. MAEIE X & w8 5 15
PR Y , B EER ENEEX .
FEAE X 5 X (R 2 RN R, FIHRZE 5 1A
FEREPISE I CAERM S0 2R dmf FIFED 1) VEGH L
FEUWIR:

(1) gmhd
BN EUR I A B8 2 A HA W, SR
RNK, HK/NRK x Ky, ME TS G0515 2 RHIE
K'Y K:
Y = Pooling(f(KX + B)) (7)
H, f()RARBIE KA, Pooling(-) K xithit,
B &R mHE .

Gt es i EE, FRIE B R AT 2 i R X
(2)F=(3) 15
(2) fiFEhg

BERERENK, HINNK] x Kf, W@
EMEERX A
X =f <I} x Unpooling (Y') + C)

Hrr, Unpooling(-) Fmxitifh, CFRnfmE

fiE R 5 Hh S B A S AR IR EORSEI,
2 AR 5 AR B ) v A1 B ATS SR 43l 2 i 2 (2) A X (3)
.

3 %%FCNN%MCAEE’JSAR@REW 5l
ik

ASCEXTMSTARS S, X MFCNNEE
HCAE, #H—F&ETFCNNHMICAERSARKEE
AR i, Fg5 i S fE an 2T 7

LS ) BAR D R

(1) & LFONNEE W BFEANZ B HIB R E R
KsBIERE, PLEIANEIREfSoftmax /) 244 «

(2) #%IBFCNNEE W TCAER dntt 48 4544,
BUH K N2 B HZE B RCAES i3 3 Kb AL =
i, ICAEM4miL 2 BFE4N & G HRERD K
sI2MBERE, ICAERIfEAD & 422 B 1 St
thE R EZ
(3) BHMSTARKIVIZFEAAE NICAE RN K
2 g 215 2P BN FHE EIR, Ha il s

(8)

%,

ik

Sty

1 CAEZ5HR 2
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Fig. 2 The recognition method based on FCNN and ICAE
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Fig. 3 The structure and forward propagation of FCNN

(5) 32M@22 x 22 FHEEIERAT EFAE, &
oA BN ERGE, WRIER2) A (3) (X
p=0)A%0, % N1281ME20 % 20 4FAEIA

(6) 641820 x 20V RHE BB AT e 4h %, &0
64 P KRB B E, ARE R (5)FI(6)
(Xrhp = 1)7 %0, it 64010 x LOFIRHE K .

(7) 55 (5)28 0L, 64ME10x 10FHHE BB A7
AERANE, 2128 ERZMER)E, kA
12818 x SHIHEE K .

(8) S IR (6)2K1L, 128088 x 8 (I HF1E 45 A1
Al Seth %, Zid128 BB ZNER )G,
N 1281 A < AFHRFAE



626 H O

¥k

ENE

(9) 128ME4x ARIRHAE E B AT B R A%, &l
10Mx4ABRZIER G, RIE2)MA(3)
p=0)n%1, ¥t A10MMUE.

(10) #5104 HfH 5 A\ Softmax 732 2545 1) H A
IR JE 2

TS B AR T E S SR8, W
ANWT i B 25 )2 B BUZ AL E AL B S50, I 58 &
FCNNIF) X 28 2501 5.

3.2 ICAE

El2d1, ICAEMI SIS #4514 5SFCNNRET4NAS
BB RIZAEK A2 RZMF, Hik, H&
2 1) A IE R R SE, DA R g N H USRS
W E5FCNN N ZEME. 42045 T &2 N
H G RS ITCAESE AT AT AL i fE, B4R,
o B 45 5 o I B N AR OR S, B3 1T R
FCNNT R JZ 545 A — 2

ICAERI 5 28 B35 4432 B 1 st AL 2 A e 6
BE, Ho, gitiA G FZETE R G AR 70 RRE
Bl AN AN 22, 1705 AN R R 1E AR
T —AE. HAKRIREWT:

(1) &ty 1T 1 284 x A AR AE B4 A s 2%
AN, it )E, it u128MES < SIRHIE.

(2) 128MES x SHIFHIE I TE R BT AN E, &1l
641M3x3RGRZM GG, WP (2) M (3)
(rbp = 2)0 %0, i A640E10 < TOHIRHAE K o

(3) HHIR(1)KML, 641H10x 10HIFFIER, £
oAb JE, i N641ME20 < 20 FIRFE B .

(4) HHIR(2)2K0L, 641820 x 20 (R HFE E7E
LRRTANE, 243213 x3 BRI R ER G,
32122 x 22 (R AE I

(5) HAPR(1)HKML, 3208225 22 RFAER], 22
AL SE, A 321E44 x 44 RFE

(6) 32144 x A4HFFAE FEE B RTHNE, &
H161M3x3REMZM REHE, R (2) M=
(3) (\Hp = 1)n %, Hth 16044 x A4 R K]

(7) H5ABR(1)HML, 1614444 IER], £
oAb )E, N 161ESS x SSHIHFE .

1 BB (s=2)

HBR(s=2) btk
8

(8) HLBIR(6)21LL, 16MES8S x SSHIRFIE FI1E )2
BTN, 213 x 3 ERI RER G,
o 28 A R 1TSS < 881 A

RN EEMEGR T REL AN EIE, TFEA
T 1) A g 0 2% AN DD 28 % 2 S U B E R B S
5, I TC W B 52 IRIC AE ) N 48 2 55031 5
4 TLWERES

KSR FHMSTAREE 42 3E 4T + 0 K ie,
1025 H bR 6 G L SAR G W E 5 iR . ¥
SR NLITOR BB NS, AL N5
GAE IR . YIRS %25 B AR
5. HEWMERIR, HLET4TMNGFEAER, 2425
ANMFEAS . SEIGHTJeH BT B AR IS AR EUE A
HA 088 x 88K /NIIIX I3, LA IR A0 ik iy i
RTINS . Ak, W BT R AR AT bR AL T A
H, BEPUR M BRUAREZE .

HTICAEZ CAEZ M i, Hik, ICAE
W EA —ERPIE RS S SZI2 95 FE AN g 7
Anrg s P A oL, o, A s,
ZREBAREAY MY 7L NS I, S
— 352 FE NS [R) LA AN AS [R] Ty 26 F e 7 S . R
WEAR AT iR R B Rk, RHZEFCNNFICAE
FI771E R TFCNNMIAWE, BLRIETONNR G E
AT R . X3P TTVEFT R M FCNN, CNNAI
CAERIZE MR 2[R

W& I ZRaT, HBRAZNEY MG, T
FCNNAICAER 7vEH, HlZrif FIICAE Y &%
ZHAIGHFCNNX B Z IS4 HE T CNNA
CAEMJ7k, NI CAES Y 2% 2 50 6
HLCNNXS N JZ IS4 AR 77 H AR B U AL
HIBRABME N, WHEEN 1/ n(n N2
ANPIEE)IES 2 AWIE . IR, 4FF7
EREAEER K /N (batchsize) 38128, IR H
AdamBFEBIFAT N SE TR, VIS 1R A
0.01, FY4200EAQ P B K BB FEBRAR, 522
HKALL0.1, HEIFR R EGE UL

Ritaf] _

Sttt Sttt

4 TCAER) &5 H R 17 f 7f
Fig. 4 The structure and forward propagation of ICAE
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(6) T-62 (7) T-72

(8) ZSU-234 (9) D7

(10) ZIL-131

5 10 22 B hot - BB XS AR
Fig. 5 Ten types of ground military targets: Optical images versus SAR images
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Tab. 1 The number of training and testing images

RS HilE=ES

LS,
piilia HE fE HE
BMP-2 17° 233 15° 195
BTR-70 17° 233 15° 196
BTR-60 17° 256 15° 195
BRDM-2 17° 298 15° 274
T-72 17° 232 15° 196
T-62 17° 299 15° 273
251 17° 299 15° 274
D7 17° 299 15° 274
ZIL-131 17° 299 15° 274
ZSU-234 17° 299 15° 274

4.1 FhNMEERESLIE

4.1.1 BIWEAYT 7T BIREAY BN, BIE2747
AN UNERFEAFI2425 N MRFEAS o F2 JEER 3797 o) 3k (1)
LR, R TFCNNMICAER /73T
LOZKHARRA], 153 RGP INE3HT R~ #E—
A Hh,  FLAR 3P T VEAR B A5 H AR B IE R R
AP35 BN AR SR AF R . SEIGEE IR, 18

WHERERBEBET ZRHEN T, ETFCNNMICAE
(77 3 IE R ) S RE 6518 $98.14%,  LLIET
CAERMICNN 71325 71.03%, HIETFCNNHA
TriERR S 71.56%, LLIETCNN TR 12.43%.
4.1.2 BIBET 7T KHBEHLRFE 5 X AR 25 1)
WGREARRTEEY 78, BISZI0 R R ZRFE AR %L
N2TATT VAT Fe 1550, 6 N AFN 72 17 15 TE A IR
SR BE LY 7B A G . SEIREE AR,
TFFCNNMICAEM LR NGEARY T, P
IERR A HR N98.14%; 2T CNNACAEM /7 kA
WWERET 7RG, FHEMRIRMNZENIS.08%;
FFCNNW AR INGEY e8ft 5, “FIIERIN
WIZN98.1%; T CNNR T VEAE NG EY 7
10f%)5, ~PIIERENZE R F97.43%. Kk, &1
FCNNFIICAERI 7R/ R EEAT 78 1B I
T IRAF L = I R

4.2 hNIRESLIE

4.2.1 MAEILLGIRIERE  HREAT 780, 72
REEA DN, AR TV K B35 50 3 A 1)
gt 75 B AL AR R AR (A R s e . TR D
ANFEI LI S FISARENE,  El7(a)— K7 (e) 7S L
W53 5 1%, 5%, 10%, 15%, 20%. K& N4FhJ7i%k
(491 25 TE AR R 501 2 i e 75 LU A9 AR AL RIS I o S 45
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Tab. 2 The network structures of FCNN, ICAE, CNN and CAE
FCNN ICAE CNN CAE
Conv.16@3x3 Conv.16@3x3 Conv.16@3x3 Conv.16@3x3
Conv.16@3x 3 /stride=2 Conv.16@3x 3 /stride=2 Maxpooling@2x 2 Maxpooling@2x 2
Conv.32@3x3 Conv.32@3x3 Conv.32@3x3 Conv.32@3x3
Conv.32@3x 3 /stride=2 Conv.32@3x 3 /stride=2 Maxpooling@2 x 2 Maxpooling@2 x 2
Conv.64@3x3 Conv.64@3x3 Conv.64@3x3 Conv.64@3x3
Conv.64@3x 3 /stride=2 Conv.64@3 x 3 /stride=2 Maxpooling@2 x 2 Maxpooling@2 x 2
Conv.128@3x 3 Conv.128@3x3 Conv.128@3x 3 Conv.128@3x3
Conv.128@3 x 3 /stride=2 Conv.128@3x 3 /stride=2 Maxpooling@2 x 2 Maxpooling@2x 2
Conv.10@4 x4 Unpooling@2x 2 Conv.10@4 x4 Unpooling@2x2
Softmax Deconv.64@3x3 Softmax Deconv.64@3x3
Unpooling@2 x 2 Unpooling@2x2
Deconv.32@3x3 Deconv.32@3x3
Unpooling@2 x 2 Unpooling@2x 2
Deconv.16@3x3 Deconv.16@3x3
Deconv.1@3x3 Deconv.1@3x3
% 3 £ TFCNNMICAERTIRFIZR
Tab. 3 The recognition results based on FCNN and ICAE
i} IR A%
Hirfd s
251 BMP-2 BRDM-2 BTR-60 BTR-70 D7 T-62 T-72 ZIL-131 ZSU-234 (%)
251 265 0 1 0 2 0 0 6 0 0 96.72
BMP-2 1 191 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 98.45
BRDM-2 0 0 270 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 98.54
BTR-60 0 0 2 186 0 0 1 0 2 4 95.38
BTR-70 3 0 0 0 193 0 0 0 0 0 98.47
D7 0 0 2 0 0 272 0 0 0 0 99.27
T-62 0 0 0 0 0 0 270 0 0 3 98.90
T-72 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 194 0 0 98.98
ZIL-131 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 270 1 98.54
7ZSU-234 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 1 0 269 98.18
SR IERR 2 (%) 98.14
R 4 BT ARG AL ERIEL
Tab. 4 The comparison of experimental results
based on different methods 100.0 —= FCNNLICAE
- ] 99.5 | -+ CNN+CAE
PUIZE (%) _ 990 | - FONN
HAREL S S CNN )
FCNN+ICAE CNN+CAE FCNN CNN 5 98.5 . -4
= Pt
251 96.72 95.99 9416  96.72 = 980 e
= [ LT
BMP-2 97.95 97.44 96.41 94.36 i 975 e -
BRDM-2 98.54 95.99 96.35  95.26 5 70 ,/r— T
96.5 ¢ -
BTR-60 95.38 91.79 95.38  96.41 96; P
BTR-70 98.47 99.49 98.98  93.88 9,', 7
.90
D7 99.27 96.35 98.564  97.81 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 10
T-62 98.90 97.07 90.84  93.41 TR GREEAS I 71550
T-72 98.98 98.98 98.47  97.96 L 1 ] 2 1 s 1
6 A7 IR~ 2 IR VU 2 B T bR 2 (1)
ZI1-131 98.54 98.91 97.81 96.35 PIZRE A 78 (55025 4k,
VZASUV_234 98.18 9891 99.64 94.89 Fig. 6 The average correct recognition rate of the four methods
S IR IR 2 (%) 98.14 97.11 96.58  95.71

varies with the multiples of labeled training samples
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8 AN 7 T 24 IE R R AR B e 7 T o BG4S AR AR A

Fig. 8

(a) M LA 1% b) B LN 5% c) MEFE LA 10% (d) MR LA 15% ”:T—?SIZKWUJ 20%
(a) 1% noise (b) 5% noise (¢) 10% noise (d) 15% noise e) 20% noise

P 7 A ET LRI S IS AR B
Fig. 7 SAR images with noise of different proportions
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