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Abstract: Wildlife is one of the vital biological resources, but the increasing human activities and environmental degra-
dation pose a severe threat to the survival of wild animals. Deep learning has emerged as a prominent research direction
in the field of artificial intelligence and has been widely applied across various disciplines. Its versatility has demonstrat-
ed enormous potential in wildlife conservation, particularly in image recognition, monitoring, and audio recognition.
This article introduces several common deep learning algorithms, provides an overview of the applications of different
deep learning models in wildlife conservation, and analyzes the current issues and challenges, including limited training
data, variability of environmental conditions, and the complexity of wildlife behavior. In the future, to employ deep
learning for wildlife protection, in addition to addressing challenges such as data acquisition and utilization, and robust-
ness in image recognition against various interferences, it is crucial to develop more robust and efficient deep learning
models that cater to the specific requirements of wildlife conservation.
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N2 K s i B R B KRS (You, 2020), 4
i Th 2 A 70% 24 10 N & 2 2 e U5 T AR
%) (Hassell et al. , 2017), 6T FabJRA, Bl#EEK
ITEAESS IR Se ik iR R F-Br, i e R |
LRI Py FR B 2% 2 4 ORI A R B BT
AWy, X EE R B K AT BT R A b T i
BN A AT ORANAT Sy 2 M, DT A B A AR
PIPRIP SR o (RAET . AT 38 R A S LA
Bt e B A sy ) R RO S5 T I, AR
Pedk, Blnir 2B A s e >, BHAT R
Bl . XE LB I H 2 EA B ) IR T A A G b
[X (Weinstein, 2018).

BE & AR AR Bk, IR 2% ) RN 45 2Kt
RO AE LA o PR A S R O, TR
>N RS R . DR 2R S BA RS 1 e AN
AECHE PR IBCRRAE o 3% B R A FRATT R E A UR IR
EEIEEER TR EAERTESNY, IS
R Z P, TREEY A IR R A
FEF- (Christin et al. , 2019), $IRE %> 5T AL .
TR AN AR AR R A LS AR, LA
FF 5 AR S i AR A T 95 00 W T AN A7 Sy A6
% (Mao et al. , 2023), AR TIHE NI W
FUEFTE], nsm AR SRR (B 1), B EE
A R I L TR E, BAnBE s L A
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Fig. 1 Application scenario of deep learning in wildlife conservation

SUAF TR A 2 D0 AT LM HE S oL BT A= g E]
G rb 4 B TN A2 2 ) REAE RS A R0 AR Y B
By o AMERPE V2 00H, Bl 7 x5 3P
T AT LLB RN S AR A e B Ak 2R
B4 . eah, TREE 2] LIS & JC AP T
BRI, LLAMENLSEEOR , B S R4 S
BEMAT R ¥ (Liet al. , 2022) AR T
JiE 2R ) S HC IR B, TR [l B R R 2 S A B AR B
YIRS 44> RN .
1 REFS
L1 BRI MR

BLas 5 ) 248 8 o Sk Al 2, it AL
fiff AL FRS 2 AE L B AR AL R AL DL 58 R H AR A
M 5% 7 2R 15 F B 55 N HHE 55 (Janiesch et al.
2021). HATHIM 7 F 258, ATz K
#% (Artificial Neural Network, ANN) (Schmidhuber,
2015). Bl HL A (Random Forest, RF) (Antoniadis
et al., 2021), %45 [ 14 (Logistic Regression, LR)
(Bonte and Vercauteren, 2018) %5 . 1] & i 2 > JE AL
PRSI — NP3 (Zhu et al. , 2020), BRI O 2
N T 2%, fh 28 ) 2% (1) R T #h & JT ) i2
1, B JRTE 1943 48 iy M 224 L7 58 Warren Mc-
Culloch Fll % 2% % Walter Pitts #2 ), AR 4t
JUAH LI PR RS B, (Piccinini, 2004; Kham-
paria and Singh, 2019). ¥ %%~ (& J2 h Hin-
ton #l Salakhutdinov (2006) 421}, J&f& M Tl it £
J2 AR L M AR 480 X A2 4% v 28 B RRHE A T AR A R
5. WEE SIS ) FE 2 DO
e, BB n] LLUNEUE T B 327 R, T
TN LHERE (Wen et al. , 2020), REE2: ] Tl
PERE R . ZARE o, BT AL . 68 . BHR .
HRTE T AR B Rh e il i 112 (Dar-
gan et al. , 2020),
1.2 B

TR JE 27 2] J& — FIRRIR (04 #2845, 17 MY 1y
PR 25t A2 L A2 DL B A . AR
MMt 5 RS2 M ciiTieis, W
AN Z & e A MG S, 3 IAUE ()5 3
khlEE, WA n 2 A SR . T R
H, BEE EECNIE AN, S5 30 A RN REAE FLAE
B (Zeiler and Fergus, 2014). Hpl, B4 EMT
BRI ) AUREZY, AN R A 22 [ 2% (Convo-
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lutional Neural Network, CNN)., fE¥ #1245 (Re-
current Neural Network, RNN). 4= il Xf $it ® 2%
(Generating Adversarial Network, GAN) % (Mishra
etal.,2022),

CNNJE— B T T4k 2 G B 00 R 2 2
SE, AN ST B T M, E
BENE 2R, A BRI AR
43 12 2 AR (Mittal er al. , 2021), & FZ 2
CNN BRI AZ Ly, A B2 v i A 2 T HE 9 7 S 1
H, B E AR, R TEE A AR 22T
3 2% 2 2 A0 B IE B B9 —#B4 (Liu and Wang,
2021) EREZ B AE GBI B P ISR O I {5
B MR RS 5 B UE e, B
RopiloR, Bz 8o, RPBCRIE w2 . i
MBEFRRSA 1 x 1, 3x3, 5x5, 7xTHI1L x
11 HAREARY, JF BT DA R B 4 (B4
MRAF, 2022)0 BIR R RST B B TERHIE 4 ) 2o
R R 5, (HZ2 S ENn, K n-
ceptionV3 44 5 x 5 BRI WA 3 x 3HIEF,

\FU

WEFRR L T L (Szegedy er al. , 2016), il
)2, WHRN T RAEZE, WAL ERAE A B R R AE 5]
o I A B IR B 4 A (Alzubaidi er al.
2021), 38 F AL A5 AL F R Ak . SRy Ak
Je i 1 R ] JR S DX ) A ok S R AR I B Tk
M4 Al S REAE b g A R AR A A — A b
HAE, ROk ARE ] & K KR (Zafar er al.,
2022), ‘B3 pEHURE A X8k P ) de KAELAE M i
AT R AL, 4 Rt Ak RE R B T 2 R E AR
B B ERR . TEER AL E 25,
G- REEE . 2EERETAER
HEE—R, W24 —4e R e, K5
W RS A2 25 e 2 Tal A 45 43 2 285 U™ A e A 45 2R
(Wang and Su, 2022)., CNN HA Jq 3 BH1 f 2 5t
ELE, A g T R R R R TR R
IR 5 25 IR X 2L 45 BT A5 3] (8118 4 PR AR AR
fFE, MBEILZR A TSR, FRIK T
B 2% (Wang et al. , 2022).
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RNN JE 28 45 1) — FRe a2 424, H B2 X
AR R O 2R 0 B0 E A7 A, d5c - 1 Rumel-
hart (1986) $2Hi . b T AL B F50d , RNN B A
M ITCER VRN Z , W ITI R B % i 45 H]
— 2N — 2 M &0 (Tran et al., 2021), RNN
Tz B T 7 A0 AR S SR 0 B, B SeAR L ¥
BT SE (Yu et al. , 2019), 5 KT RNN 2244
Z — &K J W ic 12 (Long Short-Term Memory,
LSTM), HAR4r#2 B ok 7 BB BEIH AR By In) i, 4
B3PI AT, BSOS TR T, X 3 A

I TR Wb 25 5 7 K I IC A g 12 (Wang et al.
2022). TG 26 B 90 M 4% (Gated Recurrent Unit
networks, GRU) & H LSTM, 7E#ifb. TTHHE AR
52 PE T 2 RNN R JURAS, AR LSTM
HAEL (Alom et al. , 2019).

GAN 2 f Tan Goodfellow 7E 2014 4F % 45, =&
— O B TR B 2 T Ty i, T A b ) 2%
1 Z R *E 7R A .35 4 (Goodfellow et al. , 2014),
IZ 2% 32 25l AR A S A s, o A A
BRI AL 75 O A Shy A R L TS 0 #%
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T IX o B AL G A A B B R E1HE (Aldausari
etal.,2023). M LI HLAY 7 A2k, Rl
SR SN AR A AR PR R, I ZGR BN
7 (Nash Equilibrium), GAN#%) Z W55, JF2i
TP I RRAS . 48 A T 30 P AR o 4t
2% (BEGAN), I L fiif (5145 2o R Pk R e ot
(Hah et al. , 2018). 1fif Wasserstein GAN (WGAN) 5.
P 5165 GAN ML, FHAT 3= 4 0k s 0 S ARk
i B S FRE A T B AH GG, R TR Ak
ket (BRT5, 2021). T GAN H @5
A RiRE T, HuTC &wk v FEIgEE . ks
BT . B2 s R R AF D7 I (Porkodi et al.
2022).

2 REFIEHEFVRIFPHNA

2.1 EPA A )

H 3l Bt B AR AL 2T SR ML AR K 3 S0 4
A S EE Dy A BRI, FEA R A AR
i B A g W b A B T P Y (M TR R A
2022), fH I A EUL LA T A #H A FEAE A
FLE i AR SRS o R B 2 2T AT D S
XA g R Y B 3R] (Nguyen er al. , 2017),
P A= Sl ) ARG T TT AMESE A 6 A2 B (Li et al.
2020): (1) FHHERA s (2) KU 4 ot ; (3) b
TG (4) R REE 2 > X hp v BG4 T )1 25 5
(5) FEM ST G S0 AR 5 (6) f I 2
A A ARG I LA A AT . Wang 4 (2021) #2H T —A4>
A AN TR 25 P RRAE Al G 45 (FFN-PD), HF
fif Y K BE S (Ailuropoda melanoleuca) 1R 5] R X |
It %z 2R At ) 1 %) R i e i A R RE A U031 v ke
FHEAE] . Schindler Al Steinhage (2021) % T AL
BB, TEA T 2R ) 45 2R TR B 2 S HE SR X g . B
W IR A g R, & B Mask R-CNN 5
ResNet Mi%5 &, 724 TR LSS, sk i Ffrl
591 B4 - 41K 5 K 63. 8% Islam Al Valles (2020)
SE—N R CNN 224, T A BB B &5 b
o | BTG | WE R T MR SRR AR SN . BLAESY
HAL T — A @A IS R g, T DL A s
WA AT ERE . Lei 55 (2022b) M i & 4 F i
W (Nycticebus bengalensis) B9 Wi I A 45 H 42 B
MR T PR 2T YOLOVS AL A A, & 3 YO-
LOV5-CBAM+TC BRI H YOLOVS H A W 4 i A JiE
FUH LR, 2 R 7 0 B A I Ak 1) A RO

A BTS2 I T S AL B e A T A4S R
5. Falzon 4§ (2020) ¥ & T —3K 44 M ClassifyMe [
S AMUTEAR AT, L T TN AEPLBE B b i B AR 3
AE Y 32 ZEAE 42 2 DarkNet 1 YOLOvV2, A T
T I 40 35 GBI R4 B 03X 2L F 5% 5 T AN [+
5, B TE B B A Sl U R ) 2R A
ARG A o X SE R AR 1 IR o 2 HAR K Sk e
5 2 Sl RO RD M ) ), P R AR R
AT R g L OC AR STy T AR . R, R
B EEE T SEPR B A, R DR
FEIFRIREE . AHPLBARIESSE , SR T AR R %

HT T AH ML B LE A0 5 A2 e K A5 H b
TP A S G, X R Tt uE . A W
[ (Delphinapterus leucas) B}, Westphal 55 (2022)
2 T ONN 3 B 4 67. 9% AN 85 14 5 14 25 1 ot
FFLL97. 0% M HER RV 5, Dai 4§ (2021) #2118
T RN TS ME8 B v, T2 %03 SURHET R,
TZ M 2% p SO T B TR 28 R I PR 28 A I, 4
PRAT 30 AR S, SRBIERS R A2 5 T 1. 9%. A
TG N T3, ) LAE B A s S5k
Joi s o I A% DR F R B 2 2] ARG, R
e LT A 0 W) AT R BEOAH N 6 i O A7 DR (AR
wiaE, 2022), BRI RO BR I 2 T AT
PO B AL R BIF O A A, i R 3 o ) R R A
AHAILBEA B R B e A B e A 4B S SR HT, b ik T
He &\l snmi, JFEX BisdEar . 4
7] — L[] A 1 A e, T RS . S5
S, X n) R B AR S ) AR T T Il )k
WA RIWEFETT 1]
2.2 BRI

Xof TR e 7E A A B A 22 [R] 22 S AN W I HL A
KRBT, RS AR AR TR S 25 LB IR A
BRI T T 26 3l ) RGO S MR I B X R 2 — o I
Gb, B ARSI A IR FHORNGE M, TR A Y g
4, d 35 5 i R ME (Venkitasubramanian et al. ,
2016). KimZ§ (2022) 3£ F Faster R-CNN X} 26 F i
b B 1Y (genus Amazona) #47/r2S, 1 Faster R-
CNNH&T; Vs A7 i, F— DA )k 2 4 vy 31
HESEI, AR T ORI b B G 1 B AE Fh i . San-
tangeli 25 (2022) 3£ T YOLOV3 i % & & (Torgos
tracheliotos) FIHAM KA 525 B F B b2
K W AR B AE sh W A 8% . Chen 55 (2020) JF &
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T A AR B, T R BRI T R A
TR Gy 0, O HLHEST T R KR AR R B
Pise, ook [ 218 FlOR A K REA (1) 6 441 5K
KI5 . Xies (2019) 4 TN SE TEF R E %
H AR X B9 AR BE R (Naemorhedus griseus),
& (Cervus canadensis). Ml (Capreolus pygargus) .
FE M (Lynx lynx) FIRE (Meles meles) 5 8l %) % I
BT 2203 SRS RN S U 190 245 114 B A B A At
H 3 EHRRSIEAY , BERAER % 95. 3%, Zhang
5 (2020) MIRIKFINE B A= 22 JH 14 JUAS 1R 52 2 el i
SO A S T R TR e v T T A s s O R B K Al
£, IFET OCNN ARG T 48 B (Macropus) . Tl i
(Dromaius novaehollandiae) %5 ZFh B A= 2h¥) . iAE
57 A= S YRS SR D7 T, AR SR N AR
BUEICAC T R, W E Rl N BB OIS AR R R [R]
A REE HAREF A sh W X 70 TF, FEW AR ) LA 5 )™
IR . Guo A5 (2020a) I 28 M 45 B AU T T
REZYPRB ARG, ARG A0 41 Fh R
s, XFZE0E X1 4 22 4% (Rhinopithecus roxel-
lana) PR EiK 95. 6%, BAIELESE (2018) A Ci-
far-10 %8 2 27 I BERLAUR AR, 48 8k 30 (Cam-
panumoea javanica) {£SLI 25 51 R X 43 4 B A1
A, RIS 33 DI B RSN R PR it . AR A 2R
b g (Panthera tigris altaica) WM 2 20 (5 BN H
A XS FRIE, A CNNBERA BTS2 BUR JE A A
RORGHA E SR CLABRIREE, 2021). XLERFFTIIER
FH G 5535 A BT AR, 40 Faster R-CNN., YO-
LOv3, CNN&§, XSERATE & ARH e, 78
AFM 5 T RERIEMRS . Fit, EHEGE
PR SR 8 T 5 R e ot ) sl AR I AL 55 A OB
BeAh, X SEREFEXS TR AL B BRI
00382 25 T A A T AT T IR ARSY, Zhang 5%
(2020) Jir 37 1) 4 e Vi B A 2 i I TR B 4
AT R 5 S A A v B RO SR, ROk T
DAk 2 TR AR Z X — 40 iy B B AR, Ry
WP A= SR RS HE T AR A0 TR A BTk

T S AER N B A s, B T AR N
AR AR RLFEAT T30S 4. Ueno 5% (2022) fif
F GoogLeNet F1 ResNet-18 -5 it J5# U1 - 17 7% I 75 21
HIRE T X HARME (Macaca fuscata) (5],
DU T e DL v S 8 gl g TT AR v H AR A S AR
SHERTE . HERARSE (2022) e T AR AL E K

FH R XN AEE (Cervus nippon). T i
(Elaphodus cephalophus). B ¥ (Aepyceros melam-
pus petersi), WP 5& (Sus scrofa). ZM fiiHE (Trago-
pan temminckii) ) E15, W T YOLOvSs. YO-
LOvSm. YOLOVSIFI'YOLOvSx PR 1 5 51K
B, 1A~ YOLOvSm % & 1 BE 8 I . Guo %%
(2020b) FER ] R 4E T + I8 (Proteles cristatus). JE
(Cervidae). 11§ (Didelphinae). 15t 8& (Procyon lo-
tor) FI LRl (Mephitis mephitis) B KM%, X 26 K%
Hh R S AR 22155 10 T A e SRS A S 5 AG T 1
K EPREE, AT T — b 22 0 XY
42545 (VCRPCN), 5 R-CNN AH L B T e
HER AR T 21. 0% o de SilvaZF (2022) R SFh
AFZEAIE) CNNELAY (VGG16. ResNet50. Incep-
tionV3, Xception fil Alexnet) 1R 5| WY % (Elephas
maximus), K3 Xception I VEREFe AL, WIS
H 2R OCHERFIE . Shi 5§ (2020) R4 T 40 HARIL
2 8 277 5K K 1% , Al L T LeNet. ResNet34 fil
ZF Net B vk, A ATH 2 09 U8 B2 45 PLp 28 9 2%
(Deep Convolutional Neural Network, DCNN) *F J&
e, B TEH R, Shi% (2022) Wtk T 47 HAR
JL12 12 244 R IFMRIF 3T CNNIF & 1 A gl il A
PUNTE, KRG RA . A SRS A G 0
T B ER R, XL T TR SE 0 3
Y, JHEEH] TR E B R TR E 2 2 AL, Al Incep-
tionV3. ResNet34, YOLOvS %, Jf HEF X AN [ i)
ISRV O, F0 Ak 3ELUFN 3G 5 T DAAT S8 = s iR
AN AT 55 W MERR VE o FRAEZE$E I 52w s iR
BIVFN Gy AT S5 MERAVEM R R 2 —, RS2
B T B A S A UG AR , UE HTAYRR AR
AP . ROURS . TEAFE . BHARHE
% (Petso et al. , 2022), {HZFPHE N EA R AL,
R A A A TE ) ok IR, S BT AR Sh Wk
RPN R R Rk — o eAh, HIFSE
KU, BB P A RRU R R K A R L AR AL
3 1 B 22 R IR B DG 2R e 9 A6 PR 3R s 23 [ IR A
BAR B AR B, DR RS R 5 3 A TR B 2
FE TR A PRI L[] B (Hou et al. , 2020).,
2.3 BpAgh¥y A i

PR BE 27 2] 3% — T H X B 2 s Wy itk A7 22 4
WM, AT DASR e M SR B AR Sh ) — B2 B
Joy L M D 2R G RE S AR LR PR A )Y . Surya 55 (2022)
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fifi FH DCNN #4720 4 46 0 1 DX 43 (%) SRR Ak 3
I3 3= K o e B A sl L DA N5 B AR )
YRy rhse, — BRI R B A Zh Y, H GPS A B4
PIREIE ik 2P bR 5L .

T RArny B bRk Ao 2 vhne, IRES )
J IR AR S AR R TR S, KR
WY RO AE BRI J) . Eikelboom %5 (2019)
PEAY T 22 28 5 B 28 W 2% RetinaNet 7¢ it 47 &5
Krill K% . KEE (Giraffa camelopardalis) F1EHE
(Equus bruchelli) 0 H iO1ERE, A BLATHATTHECA] LA
W N T B R 25 . R TR OB, (&
i I, TR 55 AR T AR R R ME L T Hayes 45
(2021) F I TEAHLA CNN T ECRJE (5 K5 (Thal-
assarche melanophrys) 1 Fd Bk 7 4> & (Eudyptes
crestatus), EWIREIL 7. 7% 187, 2%,

SIATEFAE S AT S, AN A L dEPE DL M
AT R, AT IR R, St A B A
PSR, BRSO B B 4R
M. Swarup % (2021) U4 T ok A BT 218 H K AE
B 10 000 £ 5K K18, I 45 & Faster R-CNN Al
ResNet Pl T KAES 0 SFPAT R : 473 . AL K
B BRI DL 2 MR s AR . R e IR
R L, X Sty Ry AT LR B ] K BB A P RN B
KHES . Lei % (2022a) 3T YOLOvVS iR T %
[ ATy, AT R . B, (KRB
Fatzg, A B F48 HE B 22 3004 0 110 i e ] 8t
Jeantet 5§ (2022) Y2k T — 1> 58 446 B P 22 I 4%
V-net F TR 5| &% 165 f6, (Chelonia mydas) #5817
Ry AR, A B T PE AR Sk U A REIR O
Maekawa %5 (2020) #4241 £ R 43 )2 1 & A Al
(DeepHL-Net), % BUMENEIE 1 (/) EHLE B 8 LY e
PR S TP S, S b R B b A R A M
SB 2 XoF A bR 23 5 e VR 55 (AT, DRy T S W
TR AEEH . Roy 45 (2022) 1l FH GAN BEADU A4
MG S AL, $8 GAN 7R A 3 Wiz o)) AR
TR AE IR . Sun % (2020) 42 1T TR 2 it
FEH ) VGG I i 258, TR M 1 R
RS RS VRN, FESk A 4R H E AT
Ry, R TN T W B g AR R B 7 A SRR N Y
[, AN S R S R B 2™ A 5w RO, A
R [l 3 DA K S i A, T Yuan 5§ (2021) $211
RIS i RS AR R Trans Anomaly 1] DA £ 2 1)

SEEAT AT AN, XL R R, R
AR AT LAFS B FRATT S 4 bb 1 i s AR AR )
R RRARDL , 72 8F A= Zh W4T R R 4325 07 T Y
DAL 115 o I P 1 B0 N 2 X /W = 7 D1 i B
DRI A T AL B | BRI IR 3R D R R 4 A B 45 ]
R, AT LAk AR Sl OR P R A BT AR AR TR
DIk, BT A Z B F . BYEZ
DRl 28 A S ), AT O TR A1) 3 5 2 5 B ] X 3
SR AT AR X o T B AR S AT 2
WAV RS R, FOErA TR . RS
PETHL A O PR D GhERiE, 2021), R
TR B 2 > 55 U HE B 0 A R0 i B8 B8 A= sh ) AT ok 02
—ANEZEGE T ] . B T S R
NABYIEAE, B A s AT U fn o 250 R
594 g R A B T ARESS Aok, SEEUE bF
PRI RO

2.4 WA BhE R )

YRR YRR A, REYE
FEPE NN 2R G0 () BB LR 5, FEORIP A 5 K 4
() ) Fh 5 TS T R E . B AR S Y AR
5 AR S O AR SEL, E e
AR RERWEE S5, AL ne . MBS
I URAE AL BRI, 8 R R A S A Ak P A A
PEPRHURRAE R IR . Ruff%F (2021) F1 H CNN R
) 14 Fh SR L S A i T B T —
AN BT, (B2 RS 24 sh Y 5 r
ATREPERAR . YE W B A E 2 A SR, B
AMSRAY BN RGESBAREE. T 5
fRix s Pkl , Shrestha % (2021) #&H T 3T Faster
R-CNN & Mo HI R G, T IX 3 A5 0 B
A SRR, A RIRRFE N 21,81, B2EHE
B AT AR B AR KR L, Permana 5§ (2022) i
1F CNN, T IEH LT RS2 mUBME LT 5 Y
My, A HER R 15 96. 5%, R ARAK KK 1) 1
LA B, Zhao % (2022) BT T —Fh R THE
F 2 2% (SENet) RUBERL, MK BESS 1Y & 75 H
SR AR AU ], AT R T R ok B AR K RE A A
2. Al Bashit #l Valles (2019) i 1+ gk i F AL (5 5
AEFRH A, T T I K 248 18 AR S st s e 1)
ZE B IR FE 7, DARS R 2 B i e
Ao MATTE o 8 Y% I A% R R /N I 4 A 2R i
K f#| % Z B (Mel-scale frequency cepstral coeffi-
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cients, MFCC) I LSTM 3¢ 15 Fft £ o £ 3E 47 1 7 43
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