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Fig. 4 The raw image
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Fig. 5 The sub image
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Tab. 2 Number of each dataset( unit: piece)
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FE K 2 604 1116 930 4 650

2.2 Mgk

AL ST 2 R Inception BB F1 5% 25 11 e
PR TRnet XF4N 22448 FU () M RE , AABIF 9T 7R 42
B s PR B AR AT R 5 LLT 4 B
HET CNN WA HEAT X L 565 1 Fl2 RS A In-
ception FEHL AR ZE (Inet) |55 2 F & RS A IR 221K
HLR]2% (Rnet) , 55 3 FhAE O 19 AlexNet'™ | 25 4
PR B VCG167Y  Z I 42 2] R 2
2 REPR MG, WA 2= 2 0k 0.001, &0t 1 48

WGk, 2 2 20 20% , YNGRIHE RS 64, 484K
920, AR ER AL g e R Adam Tk, X Bk Y
AlexNet 5 VGG16 MEZ&HEATYIZRRT , TS HHR
KB R AT R0 46 27 2] A7 iR 5
A fE {4 IC & M Intel (R) Core (TM) i7-12700 H
CPU,16.0 GB £, NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3060,
Windows 11 #:/E &5t .

Shy T 7 A 1 T Ak S 4% 1 N R, B HE
R (Accuracy ) FEHHR (Precision) .3 [F1 % ( Recall )
HF, B RTHAERE bR . 4 T bR AR BE VS 3
R O0~1 BRI 1 AR By Ha AT .

TP + TN . TP
Accuracy = ,Precision =
TP + TN + FP + FN TP + FP
Recall = TP F, - 2 X Prf:c.ision X Recall
TP + FN Precision + Recall

(7)
A H, Accuracy Feam IEHH TN I REAS b RREAS (1) L
Bl , % ; Precision F7n T A i b 24 4% I AHE AR H B
Al R BEE I HUAB], % 5 Recall 327 T 155 Z44ERE
AR, % 5 F, "N Precision Fl Recall A1)
1B, % s TP SNy 52 bR AN T30 34 A 4 5% U FE A B i i
TN Sy SEBR AT A Ry AR 244% iIAEAS RS it MR FN 3R
INSEBR A REE TN A RAE AR I FP R
7N SEB  ARRAE T Sy BEBE R REAS B IR

2.3 JI&ER

Rnet 5 HAh 4 Flf 25 AR G Y1 2525 S an 151 6
Jis , AL 6 (a) AT LA Y, 25 SR ) il R AE |
il R B R R IR LT FES S Bl 4 s
FA i TRUE, I FIR R 90% DL by 11~16
N FE 7T LU Y IRnet B UERR 2R 5 5 , Inet S
K, VGG16 MIUERHZH B3l , AlexNet HERIR AR,
W [Rnet FEVNZRAE AT RAFIMERE . B 6(D)
AN 2B A B A AR U Rt B b SR R IR
R kadh Horr AlexNet i R (=15 B 11~ 16 5l
i FEn] LI i IRnet R (EALT Inet A1 Rnet,
AR 1) 5 2 (L e 2 38 T B, TRnet 14458 28 i i
/N 254 0,005,

5 R ALK AR L A IRAL P8 bR A0 6 3 TR,
ZER 7R, IRnet , Inet , Rnet B SR VEBR R AH 22 A
K, A 7E 4 48 B U0 E B R L, TRnet e, 0
98.8%, H. F, /3y R AH#L T Inet, Rnet 43 5 42 7t
0.7%F1 0. 8% , I H IRnet 1 4 FPIPAEF8FR 9L T
5 1) AlexNet \VGG16 Bi%Y KB IRnet H AT R 4T
4 I RE



5

AT T 25 - B TS0 CNN T (5 A B A 4 2 S R O 1%

15

o 1.4
— IRnet 0 —— IRnet
{{lgtt — Tnet — AlexNet
— Rne 120} _—
— AlexNet 0.06 — Ruet vaate
vGGie | ool :
mogot 0.04
o
F0.60 0.02
040}
11 12 13 14 15 16 0.20¢
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
VlIES %00 YIFEH
(a) HERER LR (b) TRRAE 2R
6 YIZhetRihdk

Fig. 6 Curves of training results
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Tab. 3 Comparison of the evaluation indicators

R WERR/ % TR/ % BIER/% F, 280 %
IRnet 99.2 98.8 98.6 98.7
Inet 98.9 97.7 98.3 98.0
Rnet 98.9 98. 8 97.1 97.9
AlexNet  93.7 75.9 87.8 81.4
VGG16  94.0 76.3 82.2 81.4
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Fig. 7 Visualization of feature map
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Fig. 8 Crack damage location process and visualization
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Fig. 9 Schematic diagram of the crack image annotation
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Tab. 4 Typical image processing process and identification effect of cracks
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Fig. 10 Extraction of the crack mask
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