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Abstract

To address the deployment challenges of existing automatic modulation recognition (AMR) models
in resource-limited scenarios, this paper introduces a lightweight network based on multi-scale fea-
ture fusion. The proposed architecture efficiently integrates multi-scale depthwise separable con-
volution, a channel attention mechanism, and a recurrent neural network. It employs an end-to-end,
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single-input design. This design uses multi-branch depthwise separable convolutions to extract
time-frequency features and LSTM units to capture temporal dependencies. This enables accurate
and lightweight modulation recognition. Experimental results show that our model maintains high
recognition accuracy while significantly reducing computational complexity and memory usage. It
is, therefore, suitable for deployment on edge computing devices.
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1. 51§

BEAE LB SRR N s, B AEERAE ARG VRS OB, ESE I, IARITE
2L DA R AT S AUE E H af MM . ST AR LR R S T XA, EERE
MBS R AR A PR, M UE RLSERR S 7SR [1]. IRES SIEAR SIS T X — R, H
Ui 2135 P 7 ST L BE S BLAE AR AR 15 5 SR BRI MEAFAE, 353 T T IR R I B Ptk S kiR 2

O’Shea £ NT 2016 GG MG B M 28 B T RGIRAAES, BEERET VQ 15 5 1E
AN RE 11 2 77 AT 4028, 76 0 dB 15 e bR IR HER 268 2] 80%, AR B AL 25 5E T Hahith[2].
BEAG DR BE S I H AR MR AN, 90 & B0 B R I SR AR R R TI PERE, 3R T 2P B A IR
FEM % . N, Xu 55N TH 2 18 18 A IR FE #0228 I 26 (MCLDNN) o 22 #% 2 40 A 23 il b 22 1/Q
PER(E S, JRRlG CNN 5 LSTM DABCAFRIUE 5 BI85 25 R fE[3]. 76 RML2016.10a (i 4E b 15k
R, ZEAE 0 dB 2 18 dB ERELLIE RN KIS RAIZRIA R 92%, £ 12 dB B miRmlfg s
92.95%. SNT, XTI SEE G 40.5 75, THEE R 7 HAEREZRIA ST Liu %A
HBE— D4 3 T B IRVE L UHLHI S LSTM 14mhidat - AR a8 85 M(LSTM-AL), 18I = 1AL s A0t 56
I 1) (R EEAR RS /), 7E AM-SSB.BPSK.CPFSK 1 16-QAM 252 fhiffl |26 4 H0/E 748 T46 4 LSTM
BRI PRI ROR, R BHE A A= I 4 TR AR TE SR 7 T )98 Fa (4]

BEAE B TR, DR T i A2 SRR 8 o T KR A B IR T RE I R, R 0 D 24 SR ALY T A A T
FLH R . Zhang 55 A& H 1) PET-CGDNN SR I8 i 5 NAHA Al T 5 AMERLHER T T XA AL RS & 1k
454 CNN 5 GRU SEIE B4 %t . 76 RML2016.10a 3445 b, 12 RZE AR BT RS 100 I-F 23R il v
TR 60.44%, S HEKEEEE 91.36%, MSHENN 7.1 Fi. B IAER, B REEIREF 90% LA
FARAKEE M ER, KBS R ESEE 1.4 Ji[5]. Zhu 2 AT MSGNet KRS AT 73 B 58
THEH P T(GRU R B R L FHER A 2%, MIREE/ARAL. V/Q FEA LA S AT S0/ i i =A™ il i
PEHUAE ], I [ A2 RHE. /£ RML2016.10a #4545 |, MSGNet 7£ 0 dB % 18 dB SNR i [l 4 ()13
WATER RIS F] 92.42%, A IRAFEELE 14 dB N4 93.4%, A SEENN 14.9 T3, FERS RIS
A T RUFFH[6]. Zeng 5 NFRE T 5T k#4245 (SNN)5 Transformer FIVRA1EAS, FIFH SNN
(AR B ICE A B AR, 7E RadioML2018.01a 44 4E FSCHl 115 4 ks FERLAYAR 4 (R AIRS FE, RIS H
FRAY RS 46 28 ARG FER AL 1720, THEERRARHERE 95%, SA7E A i 0 45 (NTIN) &5 % Y5 52 R A 55 v F) 358
FRRAE TRAR R T E 7]
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RE AR ERHEAUERRESLE TG T EE#E, BEfKZMET R KIE: PET-
CGDNN & T B £ R, MSGNet K F 2 K-E Rl &5 A 78 43 F) F I P 824598 77,  SNN-Transformer V& &
FRI I TE G N 25 2 2 AN 2 @RS bk . BTk, ACiRE—FR B L RSB RS % . %
WX 285K FH 22 43 SR FE AT 43 8 G R S5 A PR U [ R B BME SR, 51 N R 48 b AR e 38 553 ) S PR AR A1E 1)
M, FEFIH LSTM HocEEKIKEI O R. SIE FVEMEL, TR R B S IR A E R F
BERRTIHHEXRESNAGA, NRFEZRIZ ST S #HHR IR0 T ol TR AR
2. EEERESREHHMEERE
2.1. (SSHER

{5 5B EE RS, SEREEWE ST URRA:

y[1]= 4[] %[+ n[1],1 =1, L (1)

ool x[1] R R SPHL SR R IRIOE 5, n[1] 2R SRR EE 5 (AWGN), A1 RS

i, o &SN, @ AR, y[/]| RSB SINEE (ME, LR —MESHATNRFSE. N TET
FAE AR RS, BRI RS S 0] PLCA R A/ E RS VQ)E AL A -

v=[Re{y[1]},--.Re{y[L]}:m {y[1]}, -, Im{p[L]}] @)
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Figure 1. The structure of the proposed MDSA-Net
1. $RHAY MDSA-Net 4544

W28 32 52— ANEFE N(B, 128, 2) A Nk &, o B OAHEARER K/, 1 Se il it — AN 5 88 2R L e oy
(B, 128, 2, D) PUgEk s, LUERGE:M —gGERIE. ATmRHERBGE 2R — NN 7 < 2 14
BUZ, B 75 NIESES, FTHHE SEERHAA 1/Q 48/ LR REH <. 5t EIH—1LEM ReLU
BOSEREL DU RIS 51 N ARZ .

BT, PIZEFH = A IHAT IR B AR 2 SZ(DWConvl. DWConv2. DWConv3), R33N 5
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x 1y 7 x 19 x 1o XA REBCTHRENS AR SZ TSR BUE S AR, A2 KR AEAE o VE Bl [ I, 3
RGBSR . 2 RIS PR 72 1 5 IR AT Rl & e, 2l —A> 1%
1 {32 B AR(PW Conv) R HIE B & 64, HILSERE RIEERE ] 3B HEMMS 1M1 x 1%
e — PR B BUE AR 2 32, SEHURHERI FRERR AL . FERFIERS IR B 2% SIS 4 BU(SE)E &
g, 4R BIEARBOETER GHE R, HamM AN R R A BGEIE R, O RHIE AT H
7B AGHE,  SESEIHIMERFAE AR S . SE BLEREEH B 2 P

I 7 AR A % (AR AIE S A P B 2, SN AL 64 DRI IT T LSTM 2, #ifR A HIE 5
TR FPARIOR R o B e 1B I AT H2 2 A Softmax WU BT 11 S8 IR A . 4%
RIS R B 2R OBt AECRIEVERE A R I B KR BE A 1SR 2R L

l
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Figure 2. Structural architecture of the SE module network
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3. BIRSR S SLIETS

ASLIGTE Windows 11 #:4E RGN NI RE, i H Python /EAEE I KIESF, HHET TensorFlow 2.5.0
MEZEAE IR JE 5 SRR . R THIIZAR, RGLE T CUDAS.1 LUSH GPU fnig. s36pr FBE &
$5%; Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-14700HX 4bF %% & NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4070 Laptop GPU, A I Zrffit
FERF I SHF .

A SEEHE KA RadioML2016.10a A GG SHHESE, ZEdEEIR S 2 F0E HRHI2EN 1Q &
S, RN GINZAAETE . w0 S SR ke S EEI R R, Aeie A AR B Ss@ S . s
S ILAE 220,000 ZHFEA, R 8 PR IRMI S 3 FIEBUARIL 11 K55 . AL 2 x 128 A&
TEREAM L, Ho 2 FoRFMS ERZ o5, 128 REGETFHIKE. FREEFN-20 dB £ 18 dB )
fEMELLTEE, LA 2dB AL S 20 MAFEERR LS .

TERARRI > FTH, 4% 6:2:2 LB Bl AL BENLII 1 IS4 R TFEAE 5 IR4E . BEAYYI R A 4 2528
SRR PR R E, A Adam AL BT SECE R, #OOR/NRE R 128, I B 5l NshA % 21 %
VR RE SRS : A BRSNS 5 NN ZRE A NI, 2 2 FR RO JFE IR 0.5 54 50 /A A N [,
WU HR AT 2 IR FEARAZ IR S K e/ N RS B S
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4. AR
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Figure 3. Comparison chart of accuracy rates of different networks

3. NEI L ERBEITELE

MIE 3 B H A SR ) MDSA-Net Wil 77 sCIR B RURN 55 41 5 Fhif i) 77 =0 R BB AL HE 5 A i)
77 AT 7 AR (v 2R B S e b ) B B, o, FEREME L IX R (K T8 dB), AT AL
Iy AR D 2 B TR R, R (i FLIE KB — 8. 7EMLIX ], CNN 5 IC-AMCNET
BRI o AR AR T AR . 758 dB %2 0 dB {EMEIX (0], B A AL ) 2 Uk i R AR AR KRR R 3 K
W, [EMELLHEIT 4 dB J5, &M RHE B TR HIEREZE RITIR R, AU H A 48 1580 |
MCLDNN. PET-CGDNN #l LSTM fREFIVE m#ER 2, A SCRTHE M 25158 5 MCLDNN Z3 K HE i 2 4
T, S UERRAE 92% /547, LSTM 153 2R UERA % 7E 91% 75 47, PET-CGDNN [ 53 RUER S AE 90% 75 47
1Ml CNN 5 IC-AMCNET 53 K HEMZ KT 90%, 435119 80% 745 Fl 86% /A7

e 1 W T ASCIR R B2 M 2% MDSA-Net 5B AN IANMKISHE . iTHE. HAREA
AR B TE] R A YRR - 280 S WU L (A A T B AN s S 28 i, T 55 S WSk VT Al 3% 1 s B 6 e
BALEAE AT G TR R BB GE IR, AR VR B S e )| 5 ok 2 v 5 ) S T e IR BRI SO AR P o IR DY 5T 4R
PR LR RERS LU EOUL VP A B (R ST A B . U A RIHE B EIR . IR 1 B (ALY 53 P oy #r 5 1
ATLAE H, ASSCHR H 1) MDSA-Net ZERS RS8035 T R I 22 05 T I35 TEREY 5 4% FE 75T, MDSA-Net
S EENN 36,896, REALT HABX LA, SEE XN PET-CGDNN /> T4 48.7%, 1AILT
WIS ECEE .. fEiHEE 2% 7T, MDSA-Net 17 8.37 M it H R FFERIMF, Z(KT MCLDNN K
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97.35M F1 CNN [] 157.73 M, 7 tH A TF 5 B8R A8 7 ThT R 38tk . FEUIIZRALEE J5 T, MIDSA-Net 1Y
5 93 UOEARRI AT, X —HRFRLT CNN [ 106 (XA IC-AMCNET ] 140 X, &I 1 H R IFHIIZREE
o BEIRENNAR 8] 7717, MDSA-Net 1] 6.07 Z&FEAIFAERL, HEJLT MCLDNN [ 8.02 =,
HAETEZ I E N . XA TEFr R, MDSA-Net AERRIE L 15BN ik B 25 5 T B AS 1
RAF P4, R IS A E SRR 52 PR A PR 8 B A

Table 1. Comparison of complexity among different networks

* 1. FEIMBHEREIILE

A 2% 1 7 SHE HE DA 18] (ms/FEA) IEARREL
MDSA-Net 36,896 8.37M 6.07 93
MCLDNN 405,175 97.35M 8.02 91

CNN 858,123 157.73 M 1.61 106
LSTM 200,075 50.83 M 5.64 84
PET-CGDNN 71,871 1639 M 4.95 86
IC-AMCNET 1,264,01 29.60 M 1.55 140

zi EFTA, AR MDSA-Net (UERH R 550 MCLDNN H124, (HEERMSHE. HHHEEMNR
I (A L AE S e v o B 3S, JUHLIE & 5 B Ao AN PR e S N 3 5 . A — MR BRI,
MDSA-Net JCIHIE A E 7E PRS2 PRI & s Gt s b, R TE IR & PRt m i 5 6E
MDSA-Net 7EAEMZEFNTH R 2 [MIE R T RAFIP, & — M ESebr R BA S N LR B HIR
JEE 5 ST HR AL

RS UE AR SCHE 1 2 RBEIRBEv] 4y BB AR 2 SCBTH G 3, AN 1 d i 2 G % o A2 o5 ) 2%
HEEL, E B AT S AR B A RE I DTk . A SCIEFE S < 1. T x 1. 9 x 1 MBI RS =4
AR, BT EE TN B R ERERRAMES S, AR SR BT A F RS2 5, GE08
PAG T AEA R R E ERREE . BN S < 1 BRUZIE TS 5 15 3 20 775 R0 PR T % A8 R AE (A
RLIRAR ) HAE I 7 x 1 AR A Re % 78 5 00 U201 455 5 T 0, BT B AR SR (%) INF S8R T 4540 s T 0K 1)
9 x 1 AL B T @A B K AR KO &R, UMW SEAE A7 8 H1 b i A a3 . ik =N LB TE
BT 5 2 FEFVRRAE F 5 B 2 (M ISP 23 S/ D Pl Re ek e 0 B s RRAE RBE, 149 3t 2 42 51N
ADBERSETUAR, 530 BT 10 BRI . VAl 22 RO eI A B, 0T DA T AR A
Model-A (Baseline): 5E%81( =432 284, BEA =M AR H DWConv 4732 . Model-B (X4
F): #BR 9x 1 [ DWConv 733, AAREE 5x 1 A1 7x 1 A3, PLIGAIE K2 B 70 S I Tk - Model-
C (HAr30): INAREAH R 7x 1 DWConv 4332, BBRIHAMB N3, WAL 2 RUZ Wi AT R
PR

FETTE RadioML2016.10a £ 45 LI REXT Lban (] 4 BoR, R4 SRR WL 2. WK 4
HT DL R, B 22 KR IR ] ) B R4 I Model-C 7E {5 M LL(SNR KT 0 dB)YE Bl 4 (IR 8L
ST B AT SR Model-B BL A 58 %6 #) MDSA-Net i, L2 R, 8% 1) MDSA-Net M T
W53 S BRI WEAT T, R B K BESZ BT 4 SN v ) 8% 1 e 6 AT — S IR E FH o

3 2 BB U T ORIR Sy AR A RE R RE . AR AT DLE Y, B =R AR SR R
HiE FZERAKR, {H Model-A (MDSA-Net)7E #Eff 26 R I _E B RAR T HAR IR . Model-A 1 5 =
K 92.68%, 5T Model-B ] 92.36%F1 Model-C ] 91.68%. £ 0~18 dB JGFIN, Model-A ] 1
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%A 91.46%, HALT Model-B 1] 91.33%H1 Model-C ] 90.40%, &7 H & AE sl e L 46 1E T AR 35 o
BAMS, “MEEGSHENEEREZERE/N, H Model-A FEMHEHAMERE RS, THAES
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Figure 4. Comparison chart of ablation experiments
4. JHRASCIEXTLEE
Table 2. Comparison of complexity among different networks
2. FRIMBHE RERTEE
oA 2 A 7Y SR THEEFLOPS) s 0~18 dB “PIHEfiR  “FIyER%E
Model-A (MDSA-Net) 36,896 8.37TM 92.68% 91.46% 61.99%
Model-B (W4 3) 35,921 821 M 92.36% 91.33% 61.67%
Model-C (.45 3%) 35,246 .11 M 91.68% 90.40% 61.29%
5. B4

ASCEE XTI B AR H1 R AR AR SR 52 IR s T R ), BR T — R E R KR
Rl A 4% (MDSA-Net). %GNG T 2 RERE RS EHL EEEE IS LSTM K7 s,
TELRIE G FE R R, S PRK TR S E SR E R E ., EE/E AR RadioML2016.10a
RS IGAIE,  FTHRASEAYLE A [FE M L 2 A T R I AR R R P R, DU AR R AR Dy T A R
R SHENH 36,896, HIHEN83ITM, WIKTAEGEIMLS, (RIS H &R RISORE S 52
MIHEREAEIR . MDSA-Net TEHERZR SRR 2 MEUS T RiF-Pd, HEH TG & S5
& S YR 57 PRI ) S A RAMT S o AR L AR — DR R A AL S BT etk DL
B DRI HAE SR R G R 2 B
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