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Abstract

Pest detection in traditional Chinese medicinal herbs faces dual challenges of small objects with
high-density distribution and complex background interference. This paper proposes Agri-YOLO, a
lightweight adaptive detection model. The model dynamically integrates local texture and global
semantic features through a Multi-Scale Adaptive Attention (MAA) module, and employs a Ghost-
ECA lightweight backbone network to reduce model complexity while enhancing small object de-
tection capability. Experimental results on our self-built dataset show that Agri-YOLO achieves a
mAP@0.5 of 89.4% (6.2% higher than YOLOv8n), reduces the small object miss rate from 35.7% to
13.1%, and maintains only 1.5 M parameters (52% reduction) with 3.4 GFLOPs computational com-
plexity (61% reduction). This model provides an efficient solution for real-time pest detection in
complex agricultural scenarios.
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1. 5|15

AW FMFE T R R K 2« I R R B AR A R ok 7 BB A I BL IR H (A IR gn 5
2024CXTD20), A5 g DX AR A50I AR 7= Hp (VAR A (e B A S SRR 1] 0S5 v D AR A w0 2 v Hh s
FN LA BERAK[2] (H IR < 3 B). mnfidk XL K I8 1 22 (4K 4500 m DA_E IXR5 k 5%
BRE <12%)F R, PR RE R AT E ARy, 2023 FHEHR O 6.8 Ji A
B3], % R E SEUEBBUREIL 37 1270[4] (ERPEAEFI R ). 5N TR NAKIZ 56 MR
T, TP TR FE A S DR MR AL TE /N H AR IR A 5 10 G B & E B e BTG IR Bk, B Se R/ H bRk
W EBE A RS . MUAC EORR[S]) PR 28 < 28 153, HZAE 1A (92% HARTIAL < 0.1%
BG X IR) (6] HUGREHE R T WA EREC60%BIGAE AR Hbr) . SRR 5 S H 45%)
SEUE SRR R T =[]

TEARON T AT AT, DA BRI B A SR E T &« 223 50 BEAS 2 P A% O Pk
45 ARSI AL U YOLO #4715l it CSPDarknet ‘B T-M%% 5 PANet BHIE 4 7 52 TF T R is [ 8],
B3 3.0 M S LS BRI G %%, B/ H RS 0S08NS 2 (s B 5 e O RS IR A 56 8
25%). NEGEREIIAT, MobileNet FRFIKFHIRE AT 7 BB FUG T = K 40%, (HEFERIARE )12 IR
SRR T (U A SR BN BE) [9]; M #E T Transformer A RT-DETR 57 B 223X F MobileNet
X ResNet, 1HHVER MM O (n?)TH 55 2% B A8 HOGVE AR FE & 25 2 /N HAR[10] (nHh A R ik _F i) A
1 U ).

TERFERALZTH, BUA R LA E S A . JBIEVE R (0 SE LB 4 R ith A R A5 i
WORFR, HZWET R ER N 2 R G S EZME[11] (SE-YOLO 7EM iy &t iRk Fik
29.8%). ZE AR JIHLEI(IT CBAM) il A8 5 25 (R 45 5, 5 3 [ e R 43 Be B sCxE DU B H A RS
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BNAEA[12] (an HUFE 4l d B R TS A . 2 REERFIERRLG 771% ASPP O Tl i IR R I 22 2 40 13],
SHUNH MRS R AL E RN (I EAR < 10 455 W05 BRI R MR N 18%).

IXEEER AR A P B O A4 HSV 60 43 B 5 10252 6 BRI 7™ 55 (I R ARG 0 v A R A
T 60%), 38 FVRE 2% ST AL B Faster R-CNN 7E PlantVillage b ESBURE LRI R 1T, HARE X h256t
FERRF A 1R 52 B /N B bR 23 A (B iy dU5 AOR]IE 2000) #EATARAK .

ik, ABEFRIRE = ER: © WirshA 2 UZRA BT MAA, 8 FRE IS BCE 7 BC B AL 4t
FPN/ASPP [¥[H & & B, AN HFRFFIE R B 24527 34%: @ ## Ghost-ECA R &EALEN, 1EE44
52%Z H5CHE ) [ I R S S AE S8 VE B U AME S B, ¥ mAP@O.5 & 86.2%: B JTFRTEME
RS B R SR mE , /N H AR SRS 140G 8 B2 A Be ), ER 28T 5 R IR 2 R 11K 21%.
XSO T 5 ARG WA 2 7 R Ml 3 AT ) 8 B R PR

2. R
2.1. IHREPELSH HFHIEENEE

REAREREE T e SR B2 P B SC R AR 5 PlantVillage FFUREE - S HiE KA A4 H
K§H Phantom 4 Pro V2.0 JE AHL(2000 /315 %) 5 H:HE EOS RS B AHAL(4500 /115 %K), T 2023~2025 44
KRR TG R | PUGBAR 255 7 AP b 57 A, 78 55 19 /BH /W9 55 2 PR R AR OB IR R VS 50~120,000
lux), Wi 1 A ISR B . PlantVillage 304 2697 B 22 0 1 A1 B8 15 7 2504993 T S AU REAR (W S

A SR NAAT IR ) . B AR R LA 6,446 5K HER B5.(2560 x 1920 18 %), 4% 9:1 LLplpE
LRI AINZREE(5156 7K) SERUFAE(1290 7K), CRUE&ZEAIFEA > A0 8 CRONHHTE CV M <0.21). ArvE
FI F BUEA 6446 5K, T xml B ERE U 6446 A, IR B 5156 ik, WAFER A A 1290 ik,
FRUENER 23634 A, B9 E L5 5 J& Early Blight (F-HIB629%); Healthy (i H4E4); Late Blight (I
ARG E99); Leaf Miner (M7 H); Leaf Mold (" 2%%); Mosaic_Virus (&M #); Septoria (FA)%);
Spider Mites (£LUI%%); Yellow Leaf Curl Virus GEM-5 HUpEE), /N HAs A E] 92% () <32 % 32),
W > 50%0 EE 5 EIA R 65%.

Figure 1. Real scene of diseases and insect pests in highland greenhouses
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2.2. BREIRERES REES

AW TR AR I B R 2 R AR, RS T T e P Bk S A B 8 5 PlantVillage FFUE
Bell, LS 6446 TR PR EIE (2560 x 1920 14%), ik EHEIIEE XML MR kR CF. Bk
e 9 JSMTRT HUE, S RO . BN . LIRS, JLdh 92% K HAR AN T 32 x 32 BRI/
B, 65%I1 EUEAFAEREIL S0% M IERIE L, 7oL T Hh 25 P00 AT I Pk, AR 1

B REZ G E R BT BOR A B AR . 2 — R LT IE: @it Agisoft Metashape % Jo AHLEE
BT IERALIE, HEREMEAE . SREHTEIA—1tk: KA Retinex-MSR HIEHRIGIEAY, S804
H(c=15,2550;G=128). HJaiTHHNE]: T U-Net LI TR 0E], 5B 80%LA LR 247
s

FEFMEFE S, A LR FRIETE, AN EAbRE: $1<32 x 32 R Bis, KA 4 x SRMERR IO
FriE, PREMEIRZE <2 B3, R 4%n] WELEIARIE occlusion J& P, X H B (>50%) H AR N A2
LRAE G ot o SBIREG: EENLH 3 A4 MR B 2 R AL AR A, S AR AU S (A E R B vs BRI
% W BT AR E A% o R AR A% 1) = R AR R [15]: B el Labellmg T 24T
WP AR, BEEARYE (R2iphm s W i) wRom B S e e[ 16], oAbV ERE R J L& .
Bt /N AR G iAn i ), RA 4 A5 EURTBORbRE SRNE,  FE vl s B AR in el WAEbRic . X TR AL
BRI T (A 73 25 5 B 2 R B, TR L B PR RV EHERA M, BRSNS R EULF] 0.89, TWbx
REEHILE 2.3% LR

R R TR, AT 1R R R B SR RS [17], e B AR RGN, HE T Copy-Paste
Bk, 1024 SREBIEG HRENLIREUN B bR, kARG EINZREE, SR RIA 3~5 5. BT
FEALL,  BEMLIE R (Random Erasing)Z 514 s1=0.2,sh=0.4,r1 =0.3. 7EGIEHSNJ71H, S H CLAHE (Clip
Limit = 2.0, Tile = 8 x 8) 5kl Gamma Z5#(y € [0.5, 1.5])o LA AR i FR 5 e i f FE+15° . 4R EL41[0.8,
1.2], &b it Fy SO AR

Table 1. Data set division and statistical diagram

1. BRSNS 5FRITE

E{=Lan YIREE(5156 7K) IRAIFAE(1290 3K)
RS H bR 43+18 41+1.6
/NEFR B 93.2% 90.7%
HERFEA S L 63.8% 66.2%
FAIEECV 1H) 0.19 0.21

3. &It RN
RGN

In(%jtoi(rgzgf Feature Multi-scale Detection
3) Map Output Head

Figure 2. Overall architecture design

2. EEURIRAGIRITHE

A AR AR bR - RHAERE3R - % RS - R Rt i 2, %7
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s AF

oy RO EUG AL ER AL . i NI 640 x 640 x 3 ) RGB Efg, & it Ghost-ECA fift{TH &
RFIESEHL: ARG Ghost BRI TUARZSHHIIREE /(18] (B HRPEL 52%) 5 = B0BIE & J1(ECA)
[R5 (S B, FEWIUARY BRI SEETHR 3R S FAE discriminability FSF7. A B ARHE Bl S i\
MAFPN (Multi-scale Adaptive Feature Pyramid Network) i3, 1% 451418 i 2)) & B 43 Bo AL | B AL 4 FPN
10 ] o il 5 WG, 7E P3~P5 22 RUBERHIEJZ (B 257 H & R 1 28 ) - s A2 B, R 3R TR A2 (i 3 x
3BEERGH) S REAHX (50 x 50 BRED)WFERNEE . W&, 42 RENERRHE R 28
Wk, 58 B HUF H AR AL B 8] H 55 2050 T .

AR L2 007 M3, 8IS Ghost-ECA 5 MAFPN bR TE, TELRTFE 3.2 M &N
[FF, T HEHEE FIAF] 86.2%1) mAP@O.5 K5, HAHUL AT RS B A1 SR E LRIk, B
W7 “REIE - 2 RERA - w2kl ” [19] AR

4. kg
4.1. ZREBBEMFEI(MAA)ELR

REMRIREEG T, T ERRRA RS E R REERILA 3 x 3 B3, B2 X 50 x 50 R Z) M4 7
ATBEALIIARS A, A S0 B R G AR B i 5 BOERHIERL & 73500 FPN)RELUE R 2487575 FPN ShiE 245 T
LRSI DR S 2 RBERAE,  RFBFEAF REERHMEN EENE 25 . SE iR Sk TR BIEIE R
F, Bga 2 KGR . ASPP [ISRIETE T 2GRN RURHE, (iR, HBGEMREE.

AP

w, = Softmax(MLP(GAP(F,)))s € {1,3,5} (1)

F, = Es:wlY -DWConv, (F,,) 2

Input Feature
(CxHxW)

Kernel Size
labeled

DWConv1|DWConv3|DWConv5

i

wl w3 w5 [ MLP(GAP(F))
Fusion
Weighted Sum formula
position
Output

Feature

Figure 3. Multi-scale dynamic weight feature fusion architecture
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MAA B R E IR B sh A 2 RERG AR, HAirEREWE 3 4.
1) BHEESE: S AL B FERCEWiHATr Eitik, 3RE4 )R E R
1 H W o
g = WZZ F,(i,))

2) B BEM MLP 2 )2, BRIZ4ERE C/16) A R EREZ 1t K & -
W e Rlcnexc
W e RS(€10)
w, = Soﬁmax(W2 ‘Re LU (W, g))

y\:]:'j W1 ER{C/IéXC}’ erR{SX C/16}, S: 3 %R}Eiﬁlo
3) Zh&BM: FATHAT 3 HIRER 3 EEF(DWCony s), WAZRSTA1x1, 3x3, 5x5,
4) FHERA: IBCRAE RERHE, (R 4IRS0

S
F,, =>w,ODWConv,(F)
s=1

% R B EREE T (MAA) AL O RIHE T SIS BCE TS —— R IR E ] 5 55
(DWConv) 53 & MLP (0.2 M ZE0) M S RHE RSN A E A s, ARAEH N FFE B 30 70 Bl & RO E (n
INERREESE, 1 x 1 BB ERTFE 0.62+0.08), SLHUFIERLS SIS NSRS, 15
e ——I81E DWConv FACARHESRRD 70% 115 &, RN RFF 2 RUERHMERL BRE ), 758 &8s
£ BAT/N BRI R 2R PEAIC 22.6% (A 31.4% % 8.8%);: ZFIA] — BB &R A ——R AP RIET TR 1S
JESBNEIEER 71, f# Grad-CAM ] FAL I 7 5 /AR 7R B E SR AR /N A2 DX I (et S T £ 3
x SARZAEBE I B SE ST 4.3 £5).

SEEGR B, MAA BERFESEENUEM 0.15 M BIELL T, BifE4 FPN B mAP@O.5 87 9.7 N E 7
mo ATZIRE R ERISRAL TSR IRDIFE IR A R R T R .

4.2. Ghost-ECA BE N TME

NG RNIEME AR, %% YOLO i) CSPDarknet 5T/ 2% 2% & K (YOLOvV8n 4 3.1 M), #ELA
W2 SERTE TSR : MobileNet i BEAR IR E AT 70 25454, FERHERILRE )] F%; ShuffleNet i R 5
PEREINAER , AR TREAERAL[20]; JE4h Ghost BEHRCIE I B S M3 A TR FFAE, AR5 RS (] AH

Ktk
1M Ghost-ECA #ERIEIL Ghost BV EBIURFFIL MRS B, ECA /1] A 9 ¢ A4S 1L
i, il 4.
X ghost = Concat(Conv3X3 (X),Conv,, (X))(ﬁfﬁfﬁ{ﬁﬁ#) 3
Xpea = G(Conlel (GAP(Xghost ))) © Xg/wst 4)

Ghost-ECA & A T M S HAE T 1T LLE S 3 & KIEFEK, Ghost SRV ARE S S 5 & D>
50%, 4t ECAVERENG, BARETFMESEEN 1.5 M (YOLOV8n 7 3.1 M),

1M EL AT DU SRAFAERRIL, ECA VER /@ PEIlIE=E ., M3 Ghost AR MG BHK . SLIREHE:
A ECA J&G, mAP@O.5 &7+ 2.3%. WHEAFARR A LT, 1 = 1 HBAA 3 x 3 BRI, &R
GPU/NPU [WFFATTHE 284 . SEMZ5 R 7E Jetson Nano FAEFRLHFESET: 15%.
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s AF
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(CxHxW)

Global Average
Pooling

. Conv1D(k=3) Cross-channel
+ Sigmoid interaction

Channel
weight vector

L Channel-wise

M* multiplication

Figure 4. Dynamic channel attention weight generation module

4. EFSBETBENNEE BARRE

1] i)

4.3. MAA 5 Ghost-ECA fyihEIEH

MAA #i8t5 Ghost-ECA ¥ [F] TAENLHET JZ kA v BB UR /- FC RN ,  AETR 251 2 0 45 1) ) 7
ZE SEACFFELALER 42, SEIL T RCR SA MRS FE IR E M . TERZE MBI BL, Ghost-ECA BIHURH 1% 1
TREEW] 73 B A 5 I B TE 1 2 IHLRI(ECA), 8R40 52% M S 8E (M 3.1 M 2 1.5 MR EITR,
[F) Fof AP At v SO0 15 O B 8 J7(83.7% 1) e e B I B 23 VR BT S5 3 R (R AWOWURRAIE , 487 P 50 ) T 22
oy XOGAS TS BT BE RIA S o X PR THE 2] 7RSI S 75 (R 5 XIOBE1E N 1% 47%), Kt B
PRI 215 B (Bdge Gradient Magnitude)f& 2 JRAGRHERT 1.6 fiF, NIEELERILHL 1 {50 L R IER:
J&o

TERIZMZSH B, MAA 80 228 B 7 BCH LI (BUE 77 2 o2 = 0.18)%} P3~PS £ REERFIEIHET H
TERNLRA, fRUAE G5 AR T A S BRI A G R TN H AR S g s U S A ), B
B ) Be 24K P32 (R 0 PR B A STHRA F SR TH 22 0.68 £ 0.12, 13 /)N H A 7 1012 M 76.3%8K T+ 22 89.1%.
Ghost-ECA TERZIREHIFEAMSIL S MAA TERZREME UE B RS 2 B AN, FHELE B ER
39%, SIS RN B 4 RE LR E TR RE . ZF B R AT M 8.7 GFLOPs R4 % 3.4
GFLOPs (P48 61%), 7F HerbPest-20 ¥4 E mAP@0.5 %% 89.4%, BIEMERMET: 6.2 NE 5,
E TS A BT A A

5. SIS E4R
5.1. SCIfHAH
S BRAE AT AE o 2456455 R SE A I 55 T (A R0, AR AR TR RS R P B T L 5 9 ) R i ik 23 B 7R
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juf

ANYERE JETT 5200 . SEUGFET HerbPest-20 34E4E, DL mAP@O0.5 (IoU BI{H 0.5 (I TR ) W% O ks, [F
PPN BRI 2R (<32 x 32 5 & B s 5 ) S EM) 5 E(GFLOPs) & s Rl . X LLAgE Y
IEBUBEAE 2 A JFE . Faster R-CNN AR Z M BT BT IIAESS, YOLOvSn 1R NER ALY B2 Btk
EfficientDet-Lite W& 410 #2240 I s 0 Ry, WL 2. THRsEaaid iZ 5 5] N Ghost-ECA & {415
B MAA 32 2 RZRESE /N H R B 9850, 30 S G8 s (OS2 STk 5 PRI RN, LK 3.

5.2. %tEESCLe

Table 2. Detection performance comparison

2. KMMEREXTEE

(e} mAP@0.5 ANER N i ZHEM)  HHE(GFLOPs)
Faster R-CNN 76.3% 52.1% 415 166.3
YOLOvS8n 83.2% 35.7% 3.1 8.7
Agri-YOLO (ours) 89.4% 13.1% 1.5 3.4
EfficientDet-Lite 78.9% 29.8% 4.2 5.1

Table 3. Ablation experiments
= 3. iHRLCIS

HARIAR A mAP@0.5 ZHE(M)
Baseline (YOLOv8n) 83.2% 3.1
+ Ghost-ECA 85.7% 24
+MAA Rk 87.9% 2.6
+/I5 B bR s 1 5 89.4% 1.5

5.3. MRS S3IELIRIE

AR FEMRIEE  THERCE . /N HFRBUBE =N EFEXT Agri-YOLO #EHAT RGMEPA, SR1UFHAEH
29 R E R IAT 55 H SR AR S . 75 B4R |, Agri-YOLO 1] mAP@O.5 155 89.4%, HiHkifE
A YOLOV8n (83.2%) e F 6.2 NE A, RN ZHE L4654 1.5 M ({8 YOLOv8n 1] 48.4%), iHH &
F#AIK %2 3.4 GFLOPs (F£1li 60.9%) . AHE T H A A2 EALBAL, A 775 R I H 123 0% 5 MobileNetv3-YOLO
FHEE, Agri-YOLO fEZ & B /(1.5 M vs 2.4 M)IFHTIE T, mAP@O0.5 1271 10.9% (M 78.5% % 89.4%);
5 BB A Faster R-CNN AH LG, A IGHEFEHETH 48 f%(FPS M 3.2 -7FE 154.7), H/) B AnTRe &%
63.3% (M 35.7%% 13.1%).

/INE BRI BE S ) R DR 2 — o EEXT 2 Bl AR b B L 92% /N HFR(<32 x 32 &%),
Agri-YOLO J8id 7 2 REERG (MAA)S /N BAREOE S48 50 0 W E A, e 2 HIrE 13.1%, %2
fE48 FPN J73%(35.7%) A% 22.6 DNE TRl AT TR, MAA B 25 8] - @ E Bea i = Al
Hl, HRENHE AT ST IR RN 28 4%MFE 6.1%), FFIRTHEUN BAr BASE: £ A
W% 5 x5 BRI Z G H, HARXEBTEEM 0.17 #2742 0.53 (BEFEIRFA 3.1 %), HRER
HH R SR R R . 58 B PR AR 72%

T Rk SEZ 6 0 3R BB AT R — D B AR A H B T 045 R, Ghost-ECA . @ e b R4 5iMia &
JIAME, FESEEW D 22.6% (M 3.1 M £ 2.4 M)IFIERS, mAP@O.5 #&7F 2.5 1~ FH 47 £1(83.2%—85.7%),
E B FLAE S P 1 R B 5 T SR (] ISP AT R

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2025.156167 175 TFEARY 5N H


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2025.156167

s AF

MAA BB ANBESAE S EG, AN H PR A EZM 76.3%5E 2 87.1%, Hig RERHEE(E
BB 39%, B % RS SR E PR 8ER

/N B AR ECE R o GBI S - RGN SRR R AL, (N H AR R R — D PR A 13.1%, RIS
Xof L FE PSR A GRERY T > 50%) (IR RS FE $2 T 18.7%.

PR T R XS LB 7R, Agri-YOLO 711412515 %5 (Jetson Nano) FHEFEEEEIA S| 37.2 FPS, #
YOLOVS8n (28.9 FPS)$E Tt 28.7%, H. A7 5 H KA 216 MB (YOLOVSn 4 398 MB). 1X— M REM AR T
Ghost-ECA HJURE 73 BB TH S MAA BERIIHATIHE AR AL, AEREETE B2 U6 52 BRIF5E N 7 R O i
BPRTIGE 7). SEURRIA, 7675 M J5 et iR M, Agri-YOLO X /& %5 B2 /I H b5 3 st (B e
H>200) IR FERN 75 67 ms, T A2 FH 18] Sk 0 75 5K

JR BRAEAE T 24 iR 2R ) B it R 22 53 H AR (N 3 x 3425t 5 200 x 200 153 5538 X AL 77 oA )
K EEAAAEL 9.2% ), FEIE TN B ARS8 K H bR BIRHIE 734 22 5748 H 2 A BCE 73 B 28 i 1 1578
il AR oy 2 AU 7 e SR 13— ARk 2 RO e 1

6. &t

AT FE A X0 v 2R 9 R ARSI AR IR /N BRI R A AT S T DA R R 4% U 52 PR S A
O, $EH T Agri-YOLO # B Ak FUE NAS AL o 38 Ik 0 1 2 RUBE S R R I (MAA)YBEER A
Ghost-ECA &AL FTM4s, FERARR SRR B R S 7 S04, JuaRolldgy st R i) s s 35 A
bR s 7 NS

MAA 5 Ghost-ECA {1 FIHE Sy & A RS Y S AL 13 L, ARk TR 2 AR BRI 7 S8 A (/)
ey SR/ l) NI IR AiE ol R ab v o R b | D E X B i e A4S IS

KA TT 7] FBRAE B IE RS . ARSI RS, D BRI G 8 HUR T AE .
ZHEBEIEME . AEEasMnk S WG, AR TR SR, MEEIRT): #X)
WA FE R POEE T R, BOHEZAE I, B S A RIS

Agri-YOLO #id MAA it Ghost-ECA =T M2 B H R GIHT, 75 2458495 B A AT 55 A S 1
“CONTER” T B bR, R B RRAE T R RIS ROR TR . AR AR R TR (e )R
THEMERERA, HNBREURMEEARLEE 12 50RO N o

SE 0w
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