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Ore image segmentation based on improved Unet

Zeng Zhonghua' Cao Dong®
(1. School of Physics and Elcctronic Information, Henan Polytechnic University,Jiaozuo 454000, China;

2. Wuxi Dongru Technology Co. , Ltd. ,Institute of Industrial Intelligence, Wuxi 214000, China)

Abstract; Addressing the challenges of ore recognition in the mining industry and the high cost of recognition
equipment, we propose an improved Unet ore image segmentation algorithm. Firstly, we modify EfficientNetV2 as the
backbone network of the model to extract ore features. Secondly. we introduce the MBconv module as the decoder,
enhancing the feature extraction capability. We then replace the SE attention module with the CA attention module to
retain more spatial position information. Finally, we substitute the commonly used Batch Normalization (BN) layer
with the Filter Response Normalization (FRN) layer to prevent model performance from being affected by batch size.
Experimental results based on FeM and Cu datasets demonstrate that our proposed model achieves a PA of 96. 58% and
95.39%, an MIoU of 92.8% and 90.43%, and an F1 score of 95.15% and 93.47%. Compared to Unet, the
Efficient Unet model parameters are reduced by 60.4% , and the inference speed is improved by 19.23%, reaching
21. 7 [rames per second. Qur proposed model outperforms existing classical segmentation models in terms ol accuracy
and speed, exhibiting strong generalization performance.

Keywords: Unet; EfficientNetV2;ore image segmentation;attention;filter response normalization
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AR R & 32 2 A 4 B F 2 8% (scanning electron
microscope, SEM) 1 X §i 2k 4 B fE 1% (X (energy dispersive
spectrometer, EDS) #4535 4R 51 . #kMi#F SEM W &5
AR X434k 25 Ji 43 H2 30 B9 s 3 200 3R TR A9 A Ak 4 A
AR, SEM R EY H A @ T M4 (back
scattered electron imaging, BSE) F{& # %] 7R £k 8 FO g &k
HEAT 43 I AT BE A o 5 5 AR 0 1Y) GO L B L X BHLAS T X
HAbw f gy . Wit d T SEM R4 EDS # £&3d +
5t A BRI T A R 4. AR TAE M ™, @
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ORGSR B A AT AT . X T RE MLk
W A H e SEM Ml EDS A 0k X 43, {H 7 2 81 5% 8.3
% EA LU e AT EET X . AR BT A 317
KM BFE R AR BBCRBAR, £ 08 BB 50 7 R 4
MR AW BORL S W A SURL A R B, 50K B 32 #30
40 JB0 3 BT 0% PR AT o v A L T R o B A PR R AT
AEL AR AT — N EARNE R,

B B4 N T REH AR 19 & BB TR B 2 ) B 7 7 b
FAEI 7= 5 1. 2019 4F 3 M i % 5k A Inceptionv3 45 71
Xt 16 FhA ) SE AR HEAT IR B S B MR R 86 20, BB
YIZEEE T ResNet18 W4 H BRI 5 7 F W 4, 7+ 250
W% K 89 % , Filippo % #2 i Deeplabv3 + 728 R4 7 4 3F
ARG B A TR AT 4 E, B R MER AR 0% R L.
WEMEREHHBT A M, MAaEEDT A
B LB Ay A SR AR g B T o A B RO 3R, AR AR
AT LK 4045 R A B L (H 24 0 5 OR ¥ I A IC v B R 22
B BR %I Tglesias SR A3 CNN BRI 2 595 & 1048 B 5
B PR IR AT IX AT L MER Rk 95%0. KIS R
H—F B9 Soft-Mask RCNN A2 7 % ik 4F 4 SEM &l 1%
SrE] L A2 H K 90. 6%, Unet A7 B F B2 FL 241
A E SR T G A A R A RS 2R L 1 KA D B U
BT B TARIF 19 70 BRS04 43 30 B 4 4R 1R 0
TR H a0 IR Unet ™' R B2 Hfth I 45 45750 5 58 249 351
B A S M SRR Unet WZGRIR, 5200 T 4 BIRUR LT,
SRR P B S R B RLRL SR S BIRBE A,
o3 F RS BB B sh b4 BT F S S AL T R

1 AXHEZERE

ASCHRTE Unet W4 AR LR T 34T el , =2 TAE
ERBAE LT LA -

D5l AR SRR Jy 5 38 (1 EfficientNetV2 B RUF 1A
Unet BRI BT VGG16 S5 M 1E A4 T TR AR R UM 2%
Pk TR B S i .

2) i F AR #5% 1 22 1 (coordinate attention, CA) i3 & /1
B st %% o B 7% O 91 4% X (mobile inverted bottleneck
convolution, MBconv) #:47 M # . fir 44 & CAMBconv £ 3,
REE LA HEL.

3) K F ik vk g2 m 1 — fb (filter response
normalization, FRN) # {8 % H % #t & 13 — 4k (batch
normalization, BN) IH—1k, , Ja /> %tk B e/ g 4 o
1.1 EfficientNetV2 F F [ 4

EfficientNet V2" J& — f 4 bt — /i I 45 1l 5 o i Bk
ZRBCRE R ML, B AL ER L . EfficientNetV2
FE i MBConv Ffill & # 30 1 %5 i 2 % B (Tused-mobile
inverted bottleneck convolution, Fused-MBConv) 24 & i
B PIASFEARRL YA R T T 81 5% 22 4544 , MBConv H S i
FI 1X1 B pointwise 35 FRUx iy A i 18 4k BE AT R, 25

AT 3X 3 8 depthwise % B, w8 T > I 4 A1 Jib
(squeeze and excitation, SE) & Sy 51, 3 18 1 45 H 41
0. 25, 8K 5T 1 X1 ¥ pointwise AR IR 48 @ iE 4k , 5 &
TR AR R MR SiLy, iRGH 1 X1
pointwise F BTG FE N linear, By 11 {5 B E K, A S 12
EYHK-BR-EAH”. BT depthwise ZHEA GE U EE &
B, R 0 A 48 37 BT A S 0 I LU e 4R
B HAF LR E 2 4FE, MRBFULKE R 1,1
B R R S, S BUE S B, B 1k 48 0 TR 3 A
MBI R

EfficientNetV2 {# F} Fused-MBConv B/t EfficientNet™*
H iy JE b MBConv, % 324 7£ B 1 Biir B i, Fused-MBConv
] DUHR e I R BE IR 5 fE 240 FLOP EJF85AR/N. 3
£ U T BeEl i LA MBConv, R 4B 4 i E H# NS
O FLOP, [A] I 98 18 Y1 25 3 B2, I8 o 78 A 399 48
MBConv, )5 #{# I Fuse-MBConv, ffi 15 ¥ 3 & HI 2 5 &
P S, BARIE N T S8R (R WUR GBS 41 G 4T Fused-
MBConv #1 MBConv. #8 4 H I 45k B S 1 7] LUSR Tt

Fused-MBConv ¥ MBConv #1 #E JF £ 1 Conv3 X 3
Y e Convl X1 Rl & N BN MUY Conv3 X3, [A] I
M AR T E M4 T SE {138 A 8. MBConv #i3k
5 Fused-MBConv #H 5F b 45 & 1 iF s .

—

Conv
Conv
3x3
Conv Conv
11 1x1

(a) MBConv#t (b)) Fused-MBConv

B 1 MBConv 5 Fused-MBConv %5 %} b

H1 T EfficientNetV2 27 BR 53 24T 55 L 3] 9 2% AT
ALY, R X eficientnetv2_base #4T T #40 B 4% S50
M HZEEEARSECS . HERMEEHRINE
R, WA T M MIEE, NS TEERE, £PE4
stage HiR BN 1 AN BE, il 40 Stage=Block4, layer=
ARZ.BR T 12 stride=2 HALMBOARE 1, HEE
4 B,

1.2 CAMBconv &3

SE ¥ B Iy i % 4% 3 18 T [R) By AR R TR R 1 R
J. 00 WP R4 . BT 1A AE N AR
WAL REF B ERER. B 14 c ##E. A Xw BERE
Bl R c il 1 X1, T8 W 4 82 A0 i
GER L 1 AR R R YE 3 Silu S R 2 ek

o 177 -



%46 o F oM F K
x1 HBENELEN fERE . A3 CA R % MBConv H SE JE & 1 ¥ 1T

b B BT £k dEE ik Ry LAy CAMBCony R,

(stage) (op) (stride) (out_c) (expand) (layer) CxH*W (ﬂ:ul )

Stem  Conv3X3 2 32 1 1 ?{7; “’\mvg ‘ ,,

Blockl Fused-MB 2 64 4 2 Crilxl Pool Pool Cxlxw
Block?  Fused-MB 2 128 4 2 o
Block3 MBConv,SEQ. 25 2 192 4 2

. ’ Concat ‘ Cx (H+W) x1
Block4 MBConv,SEO0. 25 2 288 6 4 1
Convlx1 Clrx (HAW) <1
20 5 ORI R H Sigmoid WO 4 L 0~1 1A BT
{8, AR A1 () T B, B 72 48 TE A 3, o B R AT Clr=Hx1 Spiit Sphit  Crrxixl
LT A T R . AR 2 B, Clretw
T3 T A REAE LR P S Al . B T S AME B, W E corpet | [Conv U\ fComvia
FRAEEHIARH Y S 40, AN BEAR I s J5 K8 18 6] 45 8. .
| Sigmoid | | Sigmoid |
CHEAW
Cetpey || Exomd_| | _Expand | et
e

Global Avg
Pool

Cx1x1

Clr=1x1

Sigmoid

Re-weight

Bl 2 SEEREEEM

Cx1x1

CxH*W

CA™ W B AR B B8 E Ry, R RN %
IR T RO BRI B S - R BE R AR08 G = TR AR A e
ARG sy SR ASAL B AR AR AR RO S5 30 2R B LA IR (R UM
FI AR A A SCo% B4 55 AR AR AN 9 it h T4 B 1R
ST S 78 55 B RS A S I e e TN AT 55 IR B A

B IE & )l F avepool 43 6] {5 BN 4 R g
T, F A FAF G B A B 0 BAR B BE S R X T
MRS EE BT mE 2. CA IR xR K 43 5 i
B A R RGN AS B P T i) A A 2 6% 4% B RS A 199 2
fRE . FMZLEmE 3 . WA o XhXw BFREE . 2
SHIAE A A A A AL R WA I 1] fSF 349 A L 2 0 B DR
N e X (htw) X1 WERRIE A Bid 2 IRR . 98 482, 4%
IH—fLZ A Silu ¥ R AR PR ¢ Xa X1 e X
w X 1KLL 20 sigmoid pR % A2 0~ 1 BYAAE, FE 3
J&H ¢ X h X w WRHIE B, 5 5 AR IR T2 B0 T ) B
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Re-weight

B3 CAEEISHE

CxHAW

1.3 FRN EN#E

TER S, R i & 2 B W Rk S () 4325 5 g e Y
WA B (internal covariate shift, ICS) [a] B, )9 —
B ME B TH A& M & IR, BN &% fHN—
4Lz

YN 78— BN 281, Xt batch iy B~ HE A 1 7] —
WIE TR IR TR SE Ry 22 R R B E A
05 2 3B #EA T IH—L 52 A A AR B AR, 0= (D s L A
B —ALE BRI R 0, =R 1, E v M g AT
2 2 S8 P TR A S 806 I3 — 46 19 B8 2 4T 48 TR o7
Fout v LA A B, i (2) iR . B TR R B A D
R A ANy 2 B B E, LIIORME R E R I B b ix

BN 2MB{EM T .
IS AT )
sy = 2 —EleT] D
V' Var(z®)
y(k? — .ylfk):;,(k) _|_ﬁ<b\ (2)

N BN JH— 1k 2 BB % T F B K Y 2% 2 28 T LUAE
& AL B R0 — 4k RS0 B T e sk B L T L BE 65 8 e
b 55 T 2 e PR AR K V) [ L, (S5 DI R IR 2 D 28 AR E

5 T B B R AT 55 6 Sk bk . 2, JL XS T3 4y
HES BRRAEEYEFRFHERZ WM ELHIE. m
BN 2 5% 4 (8] 04 44 380 1 0 A ) . 5 J2 4k & bateh R
/IS B AR [B) A7 7 A OGP S B TR e 2 W i AL .

5 BN K [A] , FRNY'™ 75 i 3 J2 1 #F 47 13— 1k, %) 44
FEBI ) A channel BAHEAT A — 16, #7 P T % Hk 2 KD
FRI AR S ) 2, R PERE R B BN IH— {2 B iF, FRN 2
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A B o, — 4 J& FRN  (filter response
normalization) , — -~ J& TLU (thresholded linear unit) , %%
AP 4 Fisr . FRN B IN(instance normalization) J ¥ #H
o, o2 B T AR A B, BT A IR B2 TN 6 T 3ME .
BUIdruEZE X F N=1 EH 4L &5 £ 2 0,/H FRN
CIRDE 318 gqud P

FRN Layer

v=Ex*/ N

X,
+p

z=max (y],r )

y=r
Vvite

B4 TRNJZEH

ARV R B TR, XA — 1
773U BN AT TR TH B o [R5 A (R BUAI AR e P i)
ok B RBE D, A B PRI, AR 21 MR
AN IEAR , AR IR R AEBR O R iR,

HAER/NE T — AR T 1 AT 5 pREC X I A

JLFR 0, B R AR R Y 2 S5 KA, iR A8 T R
TS MR B S R TR B2 5 ARSI 1 AR R S
B WIRER N 1X10°°,

Al J5 [ R T 2 AT 4 R0 R AR i X B R y
MR HEMZET S, M (D R, FRN b £¥HE
PR, X AT BE A IH — ki &5 AT E MR % 0, Wik FRN
ZJE Ak RelLU 75 2 AT REF= AR £ 0 {H , 3% T4 2 1 45
FIPEREEAFIN . R T XA RS, FRN 2 )5 5% A 3
kA9 ReLU, Bl TLU, = (4) Fi s .

y =vz+p €))

¢ = max(y,z) = ReLU(y —¢) +¢ 4
1.4 H{EIEZ

AR SCEHEZR AN 5 B . W B Unet (4% (1 25 1 25 -
AL AN A R 1 e A A B T ARE SR U 45
RABT ST B 25 B ¥ 5 19 EfficientNetV2 W45, i W B T
REEER T 5 MAE R T KNG FRE F £33 concat #24F
REAE & S5 25 A S0 9 25, BF322 5 1) 4 A 1) 30 0 i A b
BRI, SR N 4 B IR B IAE 0, 2t 5 WO M A
{H b SRR 55 i A ) 2 RT  RR AR IR & 451X
B RUE A B HEAD B

DoubleConv3x3
el CAMBCony
> Bilinear upsample

“2 Conv3x3 + Convlxl

B 5 Ellicient_Unet [ 4% 454

2 XWEHERSM

2.1 BEENR

FeM % 4675 ERR 4 A L TG Bk Bk 0 KG9, 1 2 i
TR AT SELE R A D B R MAE R AT . W AR  T
PR N v 22 5 B L Wl i E AT BRI RO . TR RO i
A SEM E k81 Mgt AT B, UG AT R . 15

P 999X 756 BARME R, A HHRRK 1. 05 ym/BRE, )5,
Xtk FSEM I AT B EAL - LA 2 5 B IR B
AT 0~70 Z IR R 7> HUONBRE R RS T 70 19
BER BB NG £ R

Cu B 4" FRRE ARG A, Ko ¥ E %,
EE BB R A i R KRR AL AR AR
SR VS 222 BE R WHEE MOt . RSB MBI SEM
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5 46 % A N S S
EI& 120 AN, BTG X EMT#EEATECHE, /53] 1 017 X PR B AF R 4 2K rREE

TSI EMEBR, 4PN 0.53 um/BRE, &G, MEKH
SEM [ EUSHE AT BB AL LA B2 2 B 5 K B R A T
0~30 MR R ST EINMIE HE IR T 30 R RERE N
W Bk

Xof B 5 A WA AL AR BT L BERE L 8R4y O AR AT B 1
J~ o FeM. Cu BB S50 519300 486,726 5k E 5 3 R R
S 480X 480, 4 I8 6223 2/ LL ) K1) 23y VI 45 48 56 SIE 4B A
A,
2.2 ZBIHIE

2S5 i IR 45 45 78 3% Ubuntul6. 04 64 £ #:4FE &
%, 5% K % NVIDIA GeForce GTX 1070 8 G, # # i5 —
10400F CPU@ 2. 90 GHz X 12 Ab 3 %8, 7 pytorch fE4L T
SCE, gR ARG F 8 python3. 8. 13, ff F cudall. 3 fm &, Fi
A Adam f {055 2 3R RS B0 Ak . R FH 2% ) S8 TR B
(wramup) Yl Zr B #, 1 4> epoch f5 35 8 4] f 5% 3 & 1 X
107°, 3R A 1& M % > # (Reduce 1r on plateau) H i i 2
PR 9 A8 018 B0 6] 25 ) Sl AT R, MRS 6 A
epoch ANRERTFRAR S 2 2, W LBk 0.6, A L2 IEM
&, B b 3G IEMAE S 80 32X 1077, #5838 SUR L 2R

2.3 FMEER

M 4B bn R IR S5 508 B 48 B 152 3R T 26 (pixel
accuracy s PA) , 3£ 32 3 H, (mean intersection over union,
MIOU) ,F1 43%t(F,_score) , HARHFEARXT .

TP + TN
PA*TP+TN'FP+FN )
TP 4 TN
1 T
I\/HOU:TPJFFP FN ?TJ\ +FN + FP 6
2+«TP
F,_score = p)

2+« TP+ FP+FN

2.4 TWHERMNW

AL FeM BB E LIRTH Y — RIIWHR L L, &£
2 R T A5 WO A FURS B4 2R 7 3R A ek
T, X" RARARK . OR&FKH T EfficientNet V2 /£ 4
ET W, @7 OEA LM H MBeonv # # f## 15 £ 1
TEAH, OF QHEAM LA CA T ZE %
MBceonv H1 ) SE #i5, @4 QA L5 F FRN JZ B #5
FI) BN JZ . WS B8 45 10 25 SR 7T LUE ) 4% I 0k 45 it 2
HRH .

R2 HEEBHAIBRER

o8Il EfficientNetV2 MBConv CAMB FRN PA/% Miou F, _score/ %
0 N X X X 94. 63 89.13 92.71
® N J X X 96. 18 91.98 94. 56
©) J J J X 96. 24 92.11 94. 66
@ NG J N N 96. 58 92. 8 95.15

ZJEHs DA N i A i B R AL, 5 32 4 Ly )
B RITE PN Bdin 4 B AT 120 SR BE ARG 7 T X
SRS EEERANGR 34 Pian [ 6.7 R T AR 4y Hil 1

R3 SXREasIEIBEEL

o e Y PA/% Miou F,_score/%
FCN-8s 93.96  87.67 91. 45
PSPnet™" 95.91  91.48 94. 24
FeM  Deeplabv3+™7  95.97  91.62 94. 35
SegNet™ 96.12  91.89 94.51
Unet!'" 96.27  92.19 94. 72
Efficient_ Unet 96.58  92.8 95.15
FCN-8s 92.57  85.06 89. 51
PSPNet 93.73  87.08 90. 89
Cu Deeplabv3 + 93.29  86.39 90. 5
Segnet 93.21 86. 1 90.12
Unet 94.49  88.65 92. 15
Efficient_ Unet 95.39  90.43 93.47
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R4 BRBSYBESHRERENL

] SHE/M HERHE FPS/(W/s)
FCN-8s 134. 27 15.6
PSPNet 65. 57 8.1

Deeplabv3+ 54.7 14. 2
SegNet 39.79 11.2
Unet 28.94 18.2
Efficient_Unet 11. 46 21.7

FeM #1 Cu $(#84£ L BI RN H, SR 45 R 8o, X F
FeM ¥ ¥& 4 I, Efficient Unet #f [t Unet # % 7£ PA,
Miou, F1_score F4r#I#F+T 0.31%,0.61%,0.43% , %
T Cu 203 % I, Efficient_Unet #8 tt Unet 7 PA E#FH
0.9%,Miou F#27} 1. 78 %, F1_score F42F 1.32% . M
B s ml LA H Efficient_ Unet 23 & % 0 3238 4 45
Unet RIKZ , FAD IR B - FISOR — M. 72 Cu B0
HEoR PR RIE N B, Efficient_ Unet I H T, AN %
NI A EIE RS A, TEP AN B A SR L R
T REFa fette.
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(f) SegNet

6 FeM ¥fE 4 7 B R 4]

(a) A b) SbRAE
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(h) Efficient Unet

(g) Unet
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(c¢) FCN-8s (d) PSP
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(g) Unet (h) Efficient_Unet

B 7 CuBdRE 5 HORH

M 4 1] DL FE H Efficient Unet #8230 4H It Unet
SHEW T 60,40 HEB M E R TH T 19.23%, Xt Bk
480X 480 [ Fr it 47 FUIM , B4 £ BF ] A9 100 3R =2 R B4 P
¥,45 5) FPS #E 2 5 BE W] 34 21. 7 fps, 7] Bof AR G I 4t 28 M
R NI TS,

3 &% i

Y X AR I A A TR R R R A AR
% o) 1, AR SCAE UL Unet B3 M4, #H T Efficient
Unet $8 F3E4r FIRHIE A 00 47, B B £ 2l 5] A
EfficientNetV2 Jffm LA it 3 /5 S 3 T 47 1 $2 B 4% , 7 3L
Hb R AICAS A 1% R R 5 SR B MBceonw 04k 205 25 45 45 , 14 58 Ry
IEAREEE J s fdf ] CA = 1% ¥ SE {1 8 J1 E 4 MBConv
MR, T AR B H AR AS S MU H FRN ZERRALE R

BN JH—1 2, i DX fib 52 A A /)N B9 4 8 (] 2, 2 v 1 B

HERE . LIS B, AR SCHR Y Efficient_Unet #7Y A

P HE Al 28 i 43 1) 00 2% 43 RS B S, S B0 B D kT R

FETR R, B SEBR L TS RE

S 3wk
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