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Abstract

Antarctic krill, as the largest biological fishery resource globally, is crucial to the harvesting efficiency
and economic viability of polar fisheries. The harvesting of Antarctic krill is increasingly becoming
akey issue in the development of polar fisheries. Currently, the scientific assessment of Antarctic krill

biomass relies heavily on acoustic data acquired by Simrad EK80 systems. However, in polar environ-

ments, acoustic propagation suffers from significant geometric spreading loss and seawater absorp-

tion. Quantitative analysis performed directly on uncalibrated raw echo signals often leads to weak
biological signals in deep water being masked by background noise, resulting in a severe underestima-

tion of the target Sy and subsequent magnitude deviations in biomass integration. To address these

attenuation mechanisms, this paper proposes a dynamic acoustic compensation and calibration frame-

work based on on-site hydrological characteristics, integrated with an improved lateral median filter-

ing and threshold protection denoising algorithm. Quantitative analysis demonstrates that the dynamic

calibration model effectively eliminates systematic biases introduced by default constant parameters.
Compared to uncompensated raw data, this method reduces absorption attenuation error by approx-

imately 4.8 dB at a typical krill habitat depth of 200 m. In deep-water regions exceeding 300 m, it elim-

inates 20~30 dB of cumulative transmission loss, leading to an average increase of 5~15 dB in global

effective Sy values.
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1. 5|8

PR BN B 2 R B X 2 A AR T M B e R USSR . IR RS 2 AE YRRy, R
AT A, TR I X B Ul TR 1] SR AT T AR Bl TR g AT 4ol 495 %o AR e I 8 IR
RBA R N [2]-[4]. BT RN O A el L s RO AR A T B, ARFE S S e AT I
7 5 B EEAT R AT S EIRT A AR BBl A F) et 23 A 3R AT T 3B S R[S (6], 38 40 A 7 A [ 7 4 5 (1 i
JE L AR SRR, T A T IR A A ) % R T S (8] 0 A CASRAS B FE R BT R S, (H SRR B R 2
BT, AR HER OGRS BB AR ME B[ 7] -

AR “CURIE” S P A E SEPRE L R R, B B IRIETTEHELE Echopype SEHL N LH —
IR R R AE NetCDF # X i 4e, B 7 8RB AW B 5 vheite. R B, AR30gl
NI37i5 5 7R (Conductivity, Temperature, Depth, CTD)SZll%#iE, Jf:3& T Francois-Garrison A i 7213
FEEEAME S I UERE AL, J/D T BRI A T SR R/K X 5IN 1) 20~30 dB RBME I R R 72 . BTl
VENVRHA IBES Ik 518 5T, ASOMGIPERISE 1 SO R ) B I S A OR3P B, B i 3% 9
TR ZGEIE B, AR SRR I F) S5 M S R IR I, ASUHECRER | BRIR AR N B BT . LIS E
SIMTIESE, 2B GG R 75 5 1S L bl 8.2 dB 42 FF % 26.7 dB, {373 S, (M 451k ) 5~15 dB.

DOI: 10.12677/app.2026.165053 579 N e


https://doi.org/10.12677/app.2026.165053
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

(A N

2. FEIREHETACE
2.1. FEHIETLEE N

FER R IR 23R TR, P I 2R 0 A AT G 52 3 2 U0 SR A T, IR SRR BAEAE R L
Tl H BRI B JRAG RS AL, 2 0 A I K R MR I 22 SRR 55 1 R ELK PRl 3 e I PR A X 1 g 25
MR, AMYAREA IR THE 5 (1115 1 L (Signal-to-Noise Ratio, SNR), i BE{H H A 1 75 2R AE 0 A HHRAE,
M5 SERUA HE B R PR it o 15 D9 5 S8 B (9 Sk, 7 2 0l 1A o B L TR 1 R Y (T R A5
LR P EIEE A FRIURGE S 5 RGRE, ik VAR SRS 522k, Rz, A6
Sa oW A8 SR T ™ 2 R (MR A R ) SR RS S ) XS . 2R ETIE, EMBCRKE AL
TR, B PR AR 2R G S P S R RS A P T SRR (0 S0 BE SOAE

2.2. FEIREHESRIR

AR ) EK80 B2 Bl B AXHHRHIIE T “IRIE” 5 ratBsIrME#i My, TAEMIZ N 38 kHz. 1ESLFR
PRI AR TP R FEORE, M 045 1 06 r AR R e AL 95 VL L — e 148 S E . B R &R
B 2023 41 H 23 HAE 2023 4 6 H 16 H, SREXIEAL T R IRBEIF 48 MIX . Z R GIRIMIREETEHE
0~1100 m, AU T Fa R BEER ML T B A, 38 nT 3RS /- I I HO TS 2 s R DB B il s e 15
FH, EREHERIR SR, NS SRR H AR R S IR A T SRR AR T RS . ARSCR AW
EK80 £ 4 5. ping 75 2% B3 B 75,765 ARAE M, IRE S PERIE 1.5 %1072 m, 78731 A2 R AR Bl o 3 T
BEAIRE SRR ARG EEER . Ak, % BK80 B A5 GPS Mk, wsuihic s A7 B 5 51T 5
7%, AH-T IG5 85003 oy A S SEIL A (R ORI A AT (8]0 RS20 hs FH 119 [ gk 5 P (AB) 25048 71, EK80 3 3 [
WS 5 RAR S RO SR (S) A B bR (TS) 2 [F) 14, Jig S T AR I L v {58 /K T B A TS
BN IE AT IR AN B HT9]0

2.3. ISR RRAT

1E A BRI 75 S s A B, AR U SR FFIR T B Echopype, HAEN& N 5 FW 1H
Python FFFHESE, CE/KAE(E SARMELAL IR USRI H R B ALRE . & REHEH Simrad EK80. Simrad EK60
SERpE ] A A ) A k] raw A% OO R0 5 O [ BRod F ) NetCDF (ne)#& =30, ne #g2A3C
PEIE AR T A IR aG TO R

A% T Echoview 23k f, Echopype EANPEIRAERIIE A SaLianl P M AR B EMH.
Echoview ¥ F 35} 1 1) %A Bt w6 0O BB AL BRAE ST, 3 DASCRERIBE 3 sh Ak ik Ak 3, B AR B B DL
SE B A I, A LA 2 IARHEIIE R 77 1 n] i 5 45 B AT 8 i i B2 A 75 3K o 11 Echopype PA NetCDF (.nc)
WX OAF TS, M2 xarray 1 Dask &5 m &0RF 2 tH 5L, AT SRB R 2 Bl O RAT N8k, shas T
W5 A 5, A RPN AF I AR R THE FLAR[10].

TESERRM Y, Echopype I R AT (E5 T 6 1& W% SEHUL R TH . Hiz O Dise a5 EK60. EK80.
ES80 /& Kongsberg EA640 S5 5[] raw SCAFHA 4 NetCDF 8% Zarr 4%\, SC#F Dask shas & HIEL R AL
WA, FEm bR B AR AN R R A AN I R 46 J ) 4808 T B4 FH Xarray . Pandas 5%
SciPy 5PE, SEIUMEAEIH]. BUE S E AR THE A TR SRR, AR D S AR R AT AR Rl e o ]

O A e . B0 EE M B TRUAL L T AE 4= FE Echopype 58l {EAHALRAR BT 45 SR FRL e AT v] 5
P, ARSI IR K Echopype i th I #5138 & 54T AR HESCIF Echoview HIALFRSE BEAT 1 1B WO LE BGHIE .
Craliet QNS
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Figure 1. Comparison chart of consistency of analytical results between Echoview and Echopype: (a) Analysis result of Echoview;
(b) Analysis result of Echopype
1. Echoview 5 Echopype 725 R—EUMEITELE : (a) Echoview fBTZER; (b) Echopype ffZE R

RAESR BN, PIEAER PR G BRSO G RHIE L8, FE/MIESE T Echopype
FEMTIRE IR HE R 1 5 T FE Ak

3. FEYEIMESRE

E R W R AR VU 7 A PPl b, AR (0] 75 550 2 40 (Raw Power SR ATHER S) A& it #z S A HEAL R,
A RERAL AT T 58 BT BRI 10U SR L (S) A ARBRIE(TS) o M5 RHE R P 2 B e e 1k R
A mA YR E O, BEIRJUE T RN A L B AR IE SR DL R AR RS B
B[ 11]-[13]0 HAEY Rl R 220 Ok B2 CCAMLR vl e & il Al A 25 R4 BOR I RNEE[14]
ASCR IR E S EK80 1) 38 kHz #dfs, 1ERIBemIA R IR HE0K. RIR. mERE) T, ALk
PR NI, REAMER SRR AL 40 2k IE FfUR 22 ATk 20~30 dB, SHUIRE L IEIRZ (S, <85 dB)
P PRI BUAE R A [15]. BRI, RGO HHARAME ST AL, AU A F AL BRAR 1 E
R, WREREIRANT. M5 S BRI, B B SO TR AME

7S SR K PR SERS, SRR 52 2] A9 #3525 (Geometric Spreading Loss) AR 5 5 (Absorption
Loss)FI52Ma , 2% e [R]#4 B A) £ 46 453 % (Two-way Transmission Loss, TL). HR#EE #5525 F2(3-1), &
FUG AU SR S, TR A O

S =EL—SL+2TL+1010g(!//r2)+1010g%—2ar (-1)

b, EL NHUCHT(dB), SLORIRZL, w NAERCRTER T, r A HAREEE (M), ¢ A HE(m/s), 7 Akt
TELE(s), a AU FRE(dB/m). 3 271 TR AFME I L
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2TL = 20logr +2ar (3-2)

20logr U TAMERRTE B K, 200 T BUAMER ISR o BRI KR E-1.8C~2°C . #hEF

34.0~34.8 psu~ IR 0~1100 m B, W REL o SZH0E L IRPE . EhE . pH FIBIIER/ i R 55 oth 4 5 i\ 2516 o
ASCK ] Francois-Garrison 2256 4 305 a [17]:

a:Aﬂﬁf{p%%ﬁﬁ

A A A o

Hr, AR KHZ), Aiv Ao A3 NMBRRE, Piv Pov Py RIEAAT, fis fpoNSHEAR. A 38kHz

MO E R 3 )2 (0~200 m) VT B2 11 o £9°4 0.008~0.012 dB/m, 37 &5 T iR 18], 5 ANAMK 55k 200 m

TRPEAME SRR 2T 4.8 dB, BB =M ER ST
NAMERE B T, EK80 ZR %A BN A48 K 1% 25 (Time Varied Gain, TVG). TVG 7 AR 19]:
20logr+2ar (3-4)

+ AP f? (3-3)

(AT S, FMEARFRECR)
40logr +2ar (3-5)

(FHT TS it 5, #ME R HF)

T SEBR N FH Y, A SCR ] Echopype T 2L compute S, B8 %, % A B3% CTD it 510 75 3% ¢ (1450~1460
m/s), A T ERINSE(c = 1500 m/s) i KA 0.5~1.0 dB REG % 2Z[20]. FKH] Francois-Garrison A i[5
IR R E, TR TE 5 A8k EK80 $dl it AT 7 #ME S AL HE

EHATAME S ERAE S, SREAMEREASEAALL, 1E 200 m IRFEALIR/D 2 4.8 dB (RIS ik
V. TE/KIR >300m MIAR/KIX, AIFRME 20~30 dB YR FR 2 . X 28 BRITR 220 S HUR S SRR 2 i gk
PR AERATAME SRS, S, (E T8 5~15 dB.

AMERHE 5 1 S, B 15 e bR 25 5 i, 9 Jm 2 1 I T SR P RS L 25 AR P BL K RG-EA-YOLOV8n-
seg Sy FIFEAL TR OR IO, SCHERRAR AR IR B MR S )R FETH RS EE, PRI Al I 22

4. FAtREER A F EERIR AT O

N TR R SRR A N LR, N 2 R A BB R IR R R A R 2 EMR TR
SERIAATIRNHIHT 2170

WA P 255 B AL AR 3RS AR DL AR E B 7 LR, R AR BB 7 2 el o g e A
AT RGEIRN 73 TS R MR L DRI« Kb o DA S IO R 5 [22] 03X DY S E[R]4 F FRO M A A 45 K X0 7l
BT o~ 0 3 SR K3
4.1. HRBEE

R AR P T3 AR AR 2 TC I8 S B [ T 90, FAZ O SRR B4 H 45 P F8 0 g 7
RSB O AR 75, DL SR B K A R Bl N IO A7 2R R 38 50 15 SR [23 ] AR A 248 R, Oy T
HIMEE FE BAEHE 7K T AR B IS BR BT 4 BOR K AR IROACIES BG HA) RE BT8Rk, 205 N PR A2 48 2 bR i (Time Varied Gain,
TVG) R BT Y FLAME[24]. #MERBOEH TR N T

20log,, R+2aR (4-1)

b, ROGRIBEE, o AWRRE. BEEFRIREZ RN, TVG RAMEN a8 2R 5IUICR, XA AT#
Gt FEGK X A RGEA R P R D AR TR . A2 e 2zl A B b, 1 5 A R R I BEIR
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J3E 328 FE I 20T A8 S ) B2 SO B R 2 e
4.2. BREIEE

i 8 e P S R R ) S S A B e o R R PO UMAIR A, BT REE R L RIS TR R L
AR B8 R PR 2R AE[25] . ARG S5 RS DK Y B RE B L MR AT VAR S b i B RN, B SGE 95 0L
TR T A R ZUIR S R 2 A A A R R 4 ] A MR A R BE AR B T [26] o

SR 5 B I HUMRAR B e (e oIS B 5 R, A7 2 UG o BN BT A KR IR 5 (0 J I i [e]
Pkt HRMILAZ v BT ping J7 AU H 5 52 (R BORDH (R 3 B2 S0[27]. BT LRI 7 27 50
(S )M, WRINUEAE S, WTik-30 dB LA L, By SRR Lo 2 Sk i) O s FE I A A, AT 3
BOZ DX I AR A= P AR AR X = L7 B v 6 2%

4.3. BKAIREE

SRR R R AR N R, BT 2 v r B R PO K B R ) 22 45 B (28] BAUK A
AT 478 00 T P o P % 1 e P SR P SR AR R, 045 2 M BhIRE LI I (ADCP) s 22 BOR IR AL
WAL LR AR 1 A AE o 23X A 8 (0 AR B B BT, H ARG AR SEBL™ M 1 A5 )28
I, HLA V8 A5 B A Sk 2 B EK 80 #AE 4R AMEN, S BUK MR F T 1K -

BEAh, FEVKE N J7 B AR XIS, A e 22 AR B S I A IR FIEHRONL, 2T A
BRI IKPE S o FE AN RS B, Bk A SR AL e R ) RE 2T 0. IXSE B R 6 R B
SRBRBEE AN IR SR R, (AL AR B R, P AR TR R AT A AR SR AL
G LTS

4.4. EABEMEFS

HUDE MR 75 R T REAL M 7S, AR TR 7K S (5 TE W B P N 22 S (R B AR B Pl AR K S 2 A A
SR %, APAESRANIR SR SR IR TR A SR B AL [29] 0 KRS KA S0P S B A4 i R
RAERENLBE; IR, WK ORI ()« 3 BARBUNR I S AR, 2R R
2R BIAR U

2R T BRI A 2R IR [l 7S AR S RE s R T B NI, UL 22 57 & S8 5 R I BE AL T
MTTAE P 22 BR TR R BE ML B SCE o T R A AN 2 ) 1 5 B A FBORE M 75 S 15 i AR 7 S P o 92 Y
WREETE P B0 B 1 UREAR R B AR, AR 7 R ALSE i, g 1 5 B3k T SO AL 1 IR
5 2 F AT ISR (e S5 2 (307

4.5. BEMRE

AR A= b P S A ST, ARl s TR SR 0 A A I P U R (S,) 2 AR AE 2 980
60 dB RIS FPRBREE X 1] P o IX— 15 5 9 X (A 4 5 b3k 22 A2 G A (Y e B A1 X [a] 7= 24 17 7™
HPES . XGS5SR AEEREAIREIRS, R T — R4 B,

FEA W E, EBMEENR S SBOR Y RGRHA, R DI 75 26T BB 2 5 ik v 15 131
NI BN, BT T B S AR S O SR AU AR ORI R AR S0 BH X 5 B AR T HIESE 13X — IR B
MRe FEARZE ™A% 25 M 10 SR A WL DN B, A7 A8 TR 5 M 5 TR TEI I TR B 2 ST (A 22 BB o B ik 15%.
HLAREE (5 e LE B ) J5 A PR DAL @R %2, ST YOLOVS SESGHEREEMZ M 2% i) H AR 1A% F1
PBCEILUT . I, B BB R B R AL IR SR AL PR, R R AR 7 2 A
AL PR 2% Hh AN AT BRI AT B TAF
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5. BEEGERLEHG
5.1. EMpEE

5.1.1. MEXREZEERMN BRI ERYE

Bt b vl P 2 s A R 1) R, A A S R T R R AT TOREAR R . B, A7k
TR IR A Echoview 8% PN & 1 B [A] 28 44 B8 {572 (Time-Varied Threshold, TVT)LA K& L] 7 x 7
FRE SRR RSN 8 M S (31]. SR, TVT Bk BEIRREAE — @ FERE b e il Bl R B2 38 hn e g /s,
AT b — PR AN IR 4 )R B B BB DI BRSNS, R AR UK & 51 IR g N 1 7 A BRSO IR HE, TEiE A R
HIFRER W e T4 . I HEpalifty 7 < 7 K& O AR E I AR TR M, (A7E b3 B v FE 2 B R AR MR
BEUR RIS IS, R o B P n), 3 EORRAR = RS 4 2 EDE SRR, E R IR AR S L
GR AR .

AT 900 75 2 25 e B AE A SEAR g R AR AR AR T I 2 R . i, ARG S e gt =
R E &N, Wiener JEUR) BARREAE — €A EANRIME RS, (B RE T 2 AT R B E 2. (32], H
Ty 2 BUM S VR R TA R AR I B~ HE DA A2 A kb S 28K 2R 90 0 i 0 ARSI P 7 28 40 3L ) 25K
PSR RAEZER . LA, HATVFZ 28 5T A BREA (AN2E T AS, 1) 2 022 {8 53 281K ) e FE MO 22 i B
PEAE XI5 3P (33]. SR, FEAR VAR, /NS v A A (4% A 38 kHz) ] EK80 5
Gt, ZAEAF IR 2 TS AR HE DAAE SEBRAE 72 A B T2 4 BT L T IA R B 2 R T K
(1) R P T (34, B ) o 25 Bk e A T T Ak R 2, (LA TN B DR 52 % 22 AR R i S R U
v FOBATE R AT Bt B 25 M AN A8 JE ) i) R

HF L LTI, ACIRH—MEERE RS EKS0 PR 25 (B 4 Ay o5, REFEMH R ik
SR TR 1 G R 1) TP B DE D S RMEL AR Bk o 2 RHE S 1 S, FERE R (3, 9)AEXT RR R L AT
EIEE, IFE 10dB b2 BIME, (B HE] R SR E, A M sk b P00 [ Of B B 2 BL454 .

5.1.2. BuHEEPERERESRERFEZE

AR FMEFEIE T A 3 B RGAME SR UEALBEIRAF I S, FE AT Ab B, Bt AeHE, Fa AR
0N 7 2RO TR B B 5 (RS S e P SO T . I e S 3 R YR T WA S KA . R e s
1 P B AN LRGBS, E RIS [ R A 2 B B 2 K IR RN e 2k 8L 5 AN EAT BT X 1t e, ekt
Ja G SR OGS BRI, BE4E S L RG-EA-YOLOvSn-seg 1 H bR iR filid i)™ & T4 .

4 — 2 BV R T SRR BT T N T e M, RO OIS s T B s S BN RS R 350 [FIR
B BB AEL 8 7 v 2 AN T Tk G I R R AR B I 3 ELIA Y, 85 82 H AR R R R 2 R R B A 2
ARSCEIENER AR LM B2 BRI, FE5INTRZE BUE RS L], DO e 75 15 34T B 4,
T E AT 0025 B Mok v 75 P (DA, e A B2 4 i A 2 T A i 2 48k A0 JE [ 75 1003 B R

Nk, AR SCAEALGE— ki T A B8 i B SE A0 L, SR 00 T — P edh A e rP (B 8 0 5 R 25 R AR
LI R A A PP (S SRR T S 2 R A 28, TE R A IS R A R 438 kHz) EK80
Kl i S AbEE . R SRR LA 2.

5.1.3. Z#ERTRE O#E

TE BK80 Fh% bl 5 A M E R A o, 75 2% BRI 25 1] o) e S IHE S0 35 10 &% o) R PEARRAIE, X0
T VBT PR AL T BB AR . NI o HEER R BE AR SRR MIBR UE , AR SCR I 38 kHz iR
FERHERN 1.5 x 102 m, AEBETEH 4> HEBein HEE A 6 B AT A0 5 TR i 43 256 DU L e O P A 5 fk
TR SR ARG SR AR, B ERCK B TR, AR B AER R . XA A R 2
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‘ ZSEFAME: NaN 3EFEH -999 dB’

15— HIEMFRIBEEO (3 x 9) ’

‘ i e———

‘i‘l’%&i%ﬁﬂﬁi 10 = S mea]

o (GERW)

?Fﬁufé)::g g?&j}*{ﬁ Su_med &% >10dB ?

EXRS: RERGEEK S

—/ B SREER S, denoised FEFE /—

Figure 2. Denoising algorithm flowchart
2. RIREEREE

L T 7 R AR R ELAKCT 7 1R R AN R BRI R BRI AR 2 RPN TR BRI R, 1T
REAAIRD I DK ARE S 32 8 24 7 A S e 75 ) 3= St [ T2 R B3 5 1 ) 2 e IR

FEGEXIFRITTE (W1 7 = 7 889 x O)EAL B SRAEX R A N AFAE W AN 25 T R, IR EETT 1A
(T BRI 2 1) 2 ELBE FEAE B B DI/, STV 2007 a1 I M S KT, R B AR
B XoF B AT e 2 R (13X — MhRR A TR A R, A SCR R 7 4R AR RRAE I S 1, B AE [F I S
HE L 45 M DR 5 1 1) M 5 A0

W TVG FME SR HE S 1 [31 75 5 FE AR R

S, e RV (5-1)

Horb, MONTRIERHRE B, N VAN ping #0000 THEFEMER M E R P OEER (1, /) (1Si<M, 1<j<N),
HWH ., TIRN:

(5-2)

. . -1<m<1
Ww = Sv(1+m,]+n)|

—4<n<4
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RIVRFE 7 MR 3 AR R & LR RZT 4.5 em JKIR), ping J7 FIRHT 9 AR 3K & 106 BRI M 4T BE
B X ARN AR T BA IR R B L IREETT RIS 3 AR L, P OR B O B i R S T 10
FLESVERL FBERE, 8 RS T B R B2 T ping J7 [A1H9 9 53R 908 W & DA s il Al
LR [ MR 7 2T S SRR R AR Sl A I 2 Tk (A A

5.1.4. PETER SERERT S

PEREE AR RRYED B U SRR O S5 B B 1 IR R G T & SR B . 525
BT LT 7 12 R A ST, ELSL A e R M 9IS s (M AR 1 LR 7 M 75 25 B
Ak 5 U BRSO 25 K o P R FE 3430 dB B, 3/ BB B T 5 i
WK, B0 AT . MR — B, O3 AN G A T 7, DA
Y7 S ST R B T

VLR 0 S B T (E R0 R 2R (4, ) WL R0 11 w7, 1A AT 75 S (T, 7
BTSRRI S, (1)< 8, (2) << S, (K) » H K = w, <w, =27 « 6 FUR{EE SCR A 9 e
B

i

2

N (i,j) = median(W ; ) = SVVHJ (5-3)
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Table 1. Evaluation of the effect of before-and-after denoising on indicators
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ek P 5 4 LE A5 (%) 0% 9.8% +9.8%
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Figure 3. Comparison chart before and after denoising at low seabed depth
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