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Plant disease and pest detection algorithm based on AgriSwin

Liu Wei Zhang Ao
(College of Information Science and Engineering, Shenyang Ligong University,Shenyang 110159, China)

Abstract: To address the challenges of multi-scale features and complex background processing in plant pest and
disease detection in modern agriculture, this paper proposes an efficient and accurate detection model, AgriSwin, to
improve the precision and efficiency of agricultural pest and disease detection. The AgriSwin model is based on the

The

dilated feature aggregation module extracts multi-scale features through convolutional layers with different dilation rates

Swin Transformer and integrates a dilated feature aggregation module and an adaptive spatial convolution module.

and optimizes feature fusion using an adaptive weighting mechanism for global feature information. The adaptive spatial
convolution module generates adaptive weights to dynamically weight the feature maps, enhancing the ability to capture

both local and global information in complex backgrounds. Experimental results show that the AgriSwin model

achieves detection accuracies of 79.65% .99.90% .and 95.08% on the PlantDoc, PlantVillage, and custom datasets,

respectively. Additionally, the model’s parameter count is reduced by 25.63% compared to Swin Transformer-T,

significantly lowering memory and computational resource requirements while maintaining high accuracy,

demonstrating its broad potential for large-scale agricultural applications.
Keywords: plant disease and insect pest detection;deep learning; convolutional neural network; multiscale convolution;

adaptive spatial convolution;feature aggregation;agricultural automation
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Fig. 2 Dilated feature aggregation module diagram
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Table 1 Classification performance comparison on

PlantDoc dataset

Class Precision/ % Recall/ % F1 Score/ %
0 100 90. 00 94.74
1 66. 66 88. 88 76.18
2 81. 81 90. 00 85. 71
3 71.42 62. 50 66. 66
4 77.77 77.77 77.77
B) 55. 955 90. 90 68. 96
6 100 50. 00 66. 67
7 14. 28 25.00 18.18
8 66. 66 50. 00 57. 14
9 90. 00 90. 00 90. 00
10 85. 71 66. 66 74.99
11 54. 54 75.00 63.15
12 60. 00 75.00 66. 67
13 100 57. 14 72.72
14 60. 00 75.00 66. 67
15 100 100 100
16 80. 00 100 88. 89
17 87.50 77.77 82. 35
18 61.11 100 75. 86
19 100 37.50 54.55
20 100 22.22 36. 36
21 85.71 60. 00 70.59
22 100 50. 00 66. 67
23 60. 00 100 75.00
24 71.42 83.33 76.92
25 85. 71 100 92. 31
26 100 87.50 93.33

ALL 79. 65 74.15 76. 80
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Fig. 8 Confusion matrix for PlantDoc dataset
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F EMBEBCNRE LA 0.1 9 B, BRI S
PUANHERG R, F B P AE XA LA X, SR, R eee ),
W5 5 T2 6, M PRI T — 2 MiRE R
ZWREE., F 5 MR ER S, XEHEETRA N E
4 T 45 SR 3 1A 22 A G b 28 S 1 B A2 2RO )RR A E
RERTEDIRE. WH L5 6 198 BIREAL, X KW
R A AR T 1 28 B A7 A — S B0 M L T B T Bt — ik
TREAE £ BRIt S £ U fig

PR 9 B 45 R n] LA H, Bl U 25 56 vk i 34 L A
TR () G TE 41 2 120 T B 2% W R R R 22 24 o) IR RO AIK iR
25 YIZRBIH , B 2% R B A b, T 280 S AT T 48
A SCEERRRAIE . Bl 5 DI 25 0 A SO 56 E B R B T T T AR
B 10 MJER T AgriSwin A5 7 7 Il 2k i A2 P 30 00K A 22 A
ARG B, T LLE B, B8 U0 A B R AE I s ok 1 &
WG G RiEE L LA I TRE . mAsE g
79.65% ., X —Z5RFM B E VIR B A LB AR 12 LR
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2.5 XL

R T A E PR AR SCHR Y AgriSwin B R 7E A 9 9
KEMAT 55 (9 2 B, A SCXF HE T 224> 32 D VR 3 2 S
f1, 5 ResNet % "7, DenseNet™ | ShuffleNet™"” |
MobileNet™ | Swin Transformer, Vision Transformer,
GoogleNet*" | ConvNeXt"** | EfficinetNet ™', MobVit"*",
DA B Al AR 9 9% He AR I SC R T-cnn (ResNet-101)77,
ICVT BRI HE™, % 2 A IR T 4 B8 1) Precision.,
Recall [F1 5-4( DL MR S,

SEEG S5 R R AR SR T B AgriSwin #BEEITE 3 AERE
ehr LB B B AL F, Precision 15 %] 79. 65% , Recall
N 74.15% . F1 4380k 76. 84 %, JF HAL AL 24y 21. 04 M,
T TEMRRMITENEZ M R, MILZ T,
ResNet & 1] (ResNet-34 1 ResNet-50) 1) Precision 43 1)
N 67.35% M 71.08%, F1 4% % 4 il b 66.33% Al
68. 7500 MARKELIY S BB/ L T A TR BT IRAA BR 19 7 5
(R f P RE I AR T AgriSwin, GoogleNet [y F1 434K
7060 % SRR S Ky 1004 ML IR RUCRE S
{B ¥ fiE K fi # # AgriSwin, ConvNeXt [ Precision N
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Table 2 Comparison of model performance results

. Precision/ Recall/ F1/ i
% % % Zi/M
ResNet-34 67.35 65.32 66.33 21.30
ResNet-50 71.08 66.52 68.75 25.60
GoogleNet 73.12 68.24 70.60 10.04
ConvNeXt 70.41  70.52 70.46 28.59
EfficinetNet 73.25 69.81 71.49  5.30
DenseNet-161 74.51  71.63 73.03 29.00
ShuffleNetV2-X1. 5 72.61 70.34 71.46  4.40
MobileNetV3-L 73.24 70.35 71.77 5.40
Swin Transformer-T 75.15 68.61 71.80 28.29
Swin Transformer-B 74.16  69.91 72.98 86.77
Vision Transformer-B 54.35  56.77 55.54 85.83
MobVit-M 74. 36 69.92 72.09 23.00
T-cnn(ResNet-101) 74. 44 — — —
ICVT 77.23 - — —
AR SR 79.65  74.15 76.80 21.04

70. 41% sRecall i 70. 52% ,F1 4340 R 70. 46 % . H KL 7 5
B Ry 28. 59 ML R L IS F AgriSwin,

EfficinetNet i) F1 43500 71. 49 % HRAIS 4R 5.3 M,
PEfE B H AN M AgriSwin, DenseNet-161 9 F1 /3% M
73.03% , PEREREE AR S 40 29 ML T AR A
ShuffleNetV2-X1. 5 Fil MobileNetV3-L A1 %1 2 % & 73 51
4.4 M54 MLFL 4380k 71046 %/ 71. 77 %, fE1H5
BOR LRI B BRI A K AgriSwin, MobVit-M Y
F1 4380k 72.09% A8 S50 o 23 M, M RE 323 (H % fIX
T AgriSwin,

Swin Transformer £ %) #1, Swin Transformer-T
Precision & 75.15%, Swin Transformer-B # F1 4%t M
72.98%, AR £ w B B & F AgriSwin, JL H & Swin
Transformer-B [ 5 S ik 8] 86. 77 M, i BRI,
Vision Transformer 3 fifi #5751 () 3¢ $1 #¢ hy ##b {4, Precision
LR 54.35% ., F1 43 50 55.54 %, A5 HE 1 2 R K
(85. 83 M) , {H HA R I AR T I A ALY,

T-cnn (ResNet-101) #il ICVT #E A %) Precision 4351~
74,44 %8 77. 23 % AR R IR ML Recall A1 F1 534, R
SR AT AR L T R B A {H R R 4 T RE AR SCHR e Y
R

LG gk BRI, AR SCHE Y AgriSwin TE Precision,
Recall A1 F1 438045 BB 16 b B Y900 T Ho A X te g Ay, 5 5
TEAE R S Ty 1A R B O AT AR N AE TR

95 FE A IAT 55,
2.6 HBhIRIE

N T VAL AgriSwin FEIY AN R ALH X R R 2 S fE
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BRI A BE SR BT T 7 AR b S G a2 AP B R B
00 AL Y ) O SH AL T, SF 06 IE A% A A B X 48 AU 3R LAY BT R
TR AR R R T AR Y 2 B sl e % 4 2 S 4
KRB UL N F1 A3 5O 52

501 HA0 06 R Swin Transformer-T AE hy 3k 2 45 AU |
B A RAT I 2 R AR AE SR IEE ), Bl T E et
FAEM . S HCR B e (28.29 M), IF R E S E R 4.5
GMACs, SCH45 R WoR (i 3 frs)  EL B F1 43
BN 72.76 %, BSRILL AT RRAL B 2 4 R RRAE , [H AE AL
V22 ROBE 9 3 R A I 3 B0 A, 0 G 2 7 ThT X 2 2% 5 o
B, A (1Y 2 BAFTE — 2 1 JRy PR

R3 HEXEARM

Table 3 Ablation experiment results comparison

¥t Precision/ Recall/ F1/ FEE Y

Sk % v u smm CMAC
1 75.55 68. 61 72.76 28.29 4.5
2 73.53 69. 49 71.45 12. 16 2.6
3 76.78 70.76 73.64 15.75 3. 37
4 74. 10 69.91 71.94 15.75 3. 37
5 75.02 69. 49 72.14 14. 99 3.15
6 75.51 69. 91 72.60 20.59 3. 67
7 79. 65 74. 15 76. 80 21.04 4.23

6 I P, B BR T A B 2 B AR e, (U fR
YORAH T B AR, BIEIR F1 %00 72.83% . 555 5 4
LHA A T TR, X R, BARY IRAFIE R AL
FOBERHAE Rl 7 T AR 0 3 (HL B2 3 I 45 [A] 4 B B
B4 JE S A L iR ML sk L A R AR A0 B R AT H2 By T A B
A,

B S T A S AR SCER I Y AgriSwin BUAY AR
RIS A T 9 ik RRAF R A BEYUR [ 38 R 25 (8] 4 BB e,
ST X RS RAIE A R, SRR R B
RITE 2 RO B A AT 45 P i R 4E L FL A8k 8 7
76. 84 %%, [ S HE 5 & (21,04 M), IR B J N
4.23 GMACs, X —5 R 83E T 4 S0 BB A
B .

2.7 IEML T & B AL RO 2200

TE R BE 2 2 BARL AR TE Ak D ke 1 oo LA
FHERIZ AR BE F1 . I T WF5E IE WAL X AgriSwin 45 A1 78
A5 5 K AT 55 HR B PR RE S i, AR SO EE T L1 IR L L2
TE D L K AN i T D)k B i A5 7 3 B, L PR S 0 25 R 4
F 4 PR,

F4 ENLTEIT AgriSwin B B8 B2 0
Table 4 Impact of regularization methods on

AgriSwin model performance

T 2 L R T Swin Transformer-T
BYHT 3 DB BL. FSBR T 4 BB BUR R Y 4 R R
AESRBURE T T K A T AT BT R 1H F1 4 Bl B
ZFEE. RAREURER . SR = 2103 MLF1 0%
J969.45% . X LR 4 BrETHRE RN Z R
EEERE T OCHEEM.

55 3 I S N AT ) A RS B 4 D b fE 1 £
SLUEEMLR . 2P e ol B Y A A 38R SRR AL B B = R
PE O AR R AE R BE ) N . SEER AR WK,
F1 43808 71.32% 3% 3R WY 38 W 25 (6] 45 R B A2 A5 10 vh
X JR AR SRS R A PR B A S STk, im0 2 3k T ROALHI R
REA SO 1R T .

FEH 4 g BB Y R S ) A B Hep B i
BHLHEA, X — LW BEAR T B AL E X5 547 e 52
Bz, RE HERILHEK 2R E SR, HAER R
Sy ARHL G FL 480 700 11%, HiT 3 LA 805
XFHT, 3 S () B HAE Ak P00 7 5T 1 40 R
ERSE A=Y N

S HTRP BB T IRSIERGE URE A
TS ) A AR, ST AE R OR G EBL Y F1 Ar BT B
F 73.45% , RYIY IR FFAE R G AP A G TR 2 RUE FRAE 3R
By R F) T OBV AT, JU R X R e R AE 1Y
e,

o Precision/ Recall/ F1/

1E Ak 77 v y y %
L1 79. 65 74.15 76. 80
L2 78.03 72.44 75.10
None 76.65 72.34 74.43

i L1 1E W AL 5, #5980 ¥E Precision, Recall DA & F1
Ay 07 T 359 R M 4, Precision 35 8] T 79.65% ,F1 4373k
N 76.77% . L1 IE W i 7E 5 2k R AT R 5 | AR 4 (B
FAAE 7 IO, R AT 0 A A EE 2R, AT S R T KR AR 3k £ 1
AR . XA B TR E R WA S M R LR
B A PR THE AL 2 AL RE Ty, IR B A 8l B T A

L2 IEMfb S R RE R T L1 I 4k, L2 1 W fk i
b AEH R BR B P S L AR P I 2 ST 0 A5 AN R R TR
N BHETEE S, R L2 ENTE— SR Fimdk T
BA ) 3 LG, (0 AR A8 F L1 IE WAk g R,
Precision 2 78. 032, F1 4340 75. 102 . XAEHL R,
S TAE M AR AE 45, L2 1E W) B AR AR T 38 20 A 110 %
18, 15 K Al 52 B0 A 000 FR AR e 3, 5 OB AL 1Y 25 5 P ik
WA T .

FEASGE F I 0 Ak 0 1% 50 R, B R Y 2 Ak RE ) B2
Precision 24 76. 65% ,F1 43 4(h 74.43% . A ENLHY
WA 7S 5 A LA B4, BRI R4 - R R 4f, (R A
RSE FPEREA BT T R, X2 ol T A 78 DI 2 7 v ol
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PRATSETFEIE
2.8 ZSHBEENRFMERIIE

J T B E AgriSwin A5 B (172 46 fig 7 F1 AR 8 ML AR S
3 E T PlantVillage %4 46 F1 A A £odi 48 R 47 1 52
B, A AR 5 M E A R AT T X LA A . SRR AR
BUE T AgriSwin B R 7E Ky IR B2 F0 8% % 5 1Y R L, 18
T8 AT 22 A B A B SRR SR AR TR Y S PR I AN .

M 5 v IFE H, AgriSwin £ & fE PlantVillage 045
B LW T 99.90% 1 ORE B %, 99. 9020 ) A [ A
99. 90 %0 By F1 43, HoAs I A8 7 W 25 00 T H AR AR 7, ix 3%
W] AgriSwin BB B A SR IR B RE T, R RE B 7 £
AR AR E AR R R RE .

£ 5 PlantVillage B &£ LR E R
Table 5 Generalization experiment results for

AgriSwin model

Precision/ Recall/ F1-Score/

PRl
- % % %
Machine learning model
. , 94.75 94. 76 94.72
using LGBM model*"!
CNN™ 96. 46 96.25  96.25
Attention and the
_ ) 96.20  95.60  95.89
residual network™”
Pre-trained MobileNet-V2
, Ly 97.49  95.83  96.64
and attention mechanism"
AR SRR 99.90  99.90  99.90

1A BG4 b AgriSwin A5 0 [a] £ 2 B H 58 K A ER
FEMERNZALRETT . N3k 6 PR, SR K F T 95.08%,
A W2 94. 95% , F1 43808 95. 01% . [FEF, 15 H AL Al
MIHE » AgriSwin (92 80 I B8 IK. (00 21. 04 ML IZ AR T
Vision Transformer [ 85. 83 M, X B AgriSwin fE 115
gk A E I s = R T

WL PL EgE R A LI, AgriSwin B EIZERS 1R L A
B4 F1Ap 8% E s bn g0 T b AL, U R 1E A
HEEE LRI EME Y . FF, AgriSwin R ) 251
BN TR GRS R, R T R T A S B R A R
BRI, GHAL GBI L, AgriSwin 75 {7 457 5 45
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Table 6 Generalization experiment results for AgriSwin

model on custom Dataset

Precision/ Recall/ F1-Score/ %I

e % % % BE/M
Swin Transformer-T ~ 93.36  92.61 92.98  28.29
Vision Transformer-B 90. 91 89. 34 90.12  85.83
RSB 95.08  94.95 95.01  21.04

F14 [v) B L AR T 5 B DRI R S P T A i R
NIE75

3 4 i

ASCHEH T AgriSwin SR, DL R X AE 95 B R
T Y 22 ROBE e A £ JBOR A2 4% 5 S5t Ak BN AT, 3 o 5 4
TR 5 I 3 0 2 18] 46 RSB, 80 T K 4 FR i 28
2% (CNND 7 Jey FR ¢ AE 48 £ J7 180 19 3 K TJBE 5 Transformer
BMTE S R E BALHL E R4 Gk 7E 2 RO W &R
SMES R T mA B AET R, WKL R BoR,
AgriSwin 7£ PlantDoc. PlantVillage 1 [ 2 #4203
DA T A W B AR IEN] T B R R M AL
FARAG DU b i s o R R
Bt 2 Al I 375 55 10 18 L K H o il 2 R B A%
PRI, X TR RS (37 Ak . D7 4R 8 T TE @ Y R R
M, AgriSwin A W 1 W T 5 0 1z (AR W B ROIAE
S, BAh IR ZAR AL G H AL de o R A ST HOR Y
G BRI — 25 R AL I 2H 4 LA 44 i JFE 2 15 BB 7 N3
P 355 2 R T 18] . AgriSwin B9 I % AR #H ) 95
A I B T —Rb G B 5k o A S ROl F 31k
T A Y & R TTRE T 58T I RIF Y U
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