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Abstract: Intelligent perception algorithms for sonar images are vital in ocean exploration and underwater rescue. In recent
years, deep learning has achieved remarkable advancements in intelligent perception tasks related to sonar images. This paper
provided a comprehensive review of the field, focusing on sonar image datasets and data augmentation techniques, classical
sonar image processing algorithms, and deep learning-based sonar image processing methods. By summarizing open-source
datasets and commonly used data augmentation techniques, the paper provided data support for future research efforts.
Additionally, this paper systematically analyzed the application and evolution of both classical and deep learning-based
algorithms across various tasks, offering researchers an overview of the current state of the field. Finally, based on the research
progress, the paper predicted future research directions. It was pointed out that the interpretation ability of sonar images could
be further improved by obtaining larger-scale sonar image data, designing more robust algorithms, and developing task settings
that are more suitable for real-world underwater environments.
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Fig.1 The whole process of sonar image intelligent per-

ception
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Table1 Summary of existing sonar image classification
datasets information
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Table2 Summary of existing sonar image target detection
datasets information
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R, CNN IZ By 75 I B R AE 3 B 290
Heo BUR B T W9 25 356 3t 5 75l RGOS 2 AN 4E
FEETF 4 #T o
311 H TR

TR 2 2B T 28 1 R e D 75 il AR R AT
ZARAE TR ORI R RS I RE J) o — PRAETR BE 5 2
o2 Ad T ) CNN B2 AR 5 )1 AT 4H (visual geo-
metry group, VGG)I® %67 iy 28 4 K 22 9T o, i i
HE 33 BRI A 2x2 g KL 2, s TR
25 UR FEAE SR T BIBGOR A MERE TR I G BEPE T . R
THHEER K, H VGG M 4% (11 VGG-16 #il VGG-19)
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T8 3% 3% 45 W 2% (DenseNet) ) 3 it /2 [7] 2% 4 i 4, 18
0T RFE S AUE B s, RIS T S35 E.
MobileNets'®"! 38 i v & 7] 4) B R, 535 /b
TR T SRR ARG, RS S RS2 BRI 5
T8 % . EfficientNet™ 5% FI & & 40 U 0 1 1
W28 B B IR FE AN 3, i — B4R T TR RS
JERIRE

Ak, T Transformer Y WX 28 45 F4 75 R 5
SFid 175 3] T 3 R . Vision Transformer® &
Y 1 BRI 5 v BB P g\ Transformer [
2% FEB] T A3 Transformer F AT 471 . Swin Trans-
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former'™! @i |2 20 25 My RV B B 1 ek, o Ak B
TG K B RO I R, A ) AR E AR AR
AHE L FE S PRI E . EiRE T P21
BHES) 1R B I AE N B RUR AN AR S R iz
M. o
3.1.2 AWEB T IERRY

B F 7 T AR PR /N AR AR A2, 30 A P R TR
FEIL 78 % ) BN 2505 V6 R 3R 15 BB BT 7 #E 1)
FRIER IR o BARMOE A 18 HURE 1) % 5 UG £ s
A2 BN CNN HEAT M5, B Jo 78 75 il R E s 4R
AR A AT RO, W 2 Bros . 940, SCHER [16]
PRIRCOEEAE)

R
' ¥ | | s
DE
PR
i .
’ PR

& 2

8 FH TN ZR 1K AlexNet /F N RFAE SR IR, I 7E 75 il
EHEEIE A T e — B2 EREE, & ER
RORAOE I B35 I T SRR RS I % . X
R [12] LA T AN [H i) CNIN 25 04 78 75 1 48 1)
Mg 2 57, 55 AlexNet Al VGG-Net & 41, Jf %t
VGG-f 18T 3 N6 FZFE Al EROR A @A,
R [65] 15 B 51l 25 1) ResNet-50 k47 45 £iF $2 BRI
TR o SCHR (1] 15 21 A B 75 B, F e i il
WL VGG-16 F1 VGG-19 VE A4S SR B 3%, 1E
S5 G REE BT ROR, AR T 2K iR
)53 M RE -
HARBRCIVECESE)

T CNN R

TRGRHAE

FPOURHIE

HHTIIZR

| s || (}il

ETRE CNN HREMEBF I FEREE

Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of transfer learning method based on deep CNN model

B T BELHEXT CNN B+ W 2% I 5k, 3820 i 72
TE N S5 77 3 B4 % R B0 kAT T B, L3RS
I F T 7 e AR R AR AE B B 9 . STk [24]
P T 2 OB E A R ML AN 2 38 A R
275, Wil 2 REE B SR IR s &
% OB HRAE, AR B 58 I oGy H br TR AT, A
T E HE R g 75 B[R, B HCRE 2 FH ARRAE, 97
T AW EIR 5 & R LR TRk BR8] AR 4
TEARALE:, DA R 75 i UG 5 0 5 BB 2 1) i) e
FOR AR, S [ 38 58 R B 2 5] R Y 1 AR AIE 42 L
RE 770 SCHR [25] 3 ik — ol 5 B B A 1 1 7 52
Sk B8 v A R 0 R 3 28 A RRAE 4y MR RE D, R
TP A BOE 8 2 2 >R 58 T 4y R FE A R D 7
BEURAE B o SCHR [19] $8H T — M i s 4, 18
i R T IE B 2 50 B Logits A5 I 400 1 48 12 2% 51 1)
Logits {8, M T 47 K 8 79 8] 76 45 ik 25 [a] o 1) 8] B,
B R REAE R R A
32 AWEGSEHEZE
321 Iy RBIRGEH

PAFRER N G, 73 FAT 55 5 BAE F 2K

IKTFERANRG AR

WA NFEARRAE 5 28 A B 2800 o 7B B TR B
5 ) 10 P AR o RAE S5, il A SVM B4
G W AR N KA . SCHk [16] 81 SVM
X AlexNet 3 21 1 B Re AE 24T 3 28, 1IE B
T CNN F1 SVM 204 1 )7 vV Re . T4% 48 AR AIE
HLHL J7 72 (CBP. HOG)F1 SVM [ 4 & . STk [12]
PR T ANF CNN W28 F1 SVM 25 & F 5 V275 75 Il
BIE 3 BAE S IR, K I A AlexNet Al
VGG19 1E R HRHAESE B3 I H SVM 1E 4y K 8
REE HUAS JE % = IR RS FE o SCR [7] A 4 e 4%
T2 24 D 4 S5 2%, B 1T B % ) 0 kAT
OV, D& B2 4 7 e R 0 RE 8 4y RAT 5% .
Wk [2] B T A AR R AR R 4 AR, IEAE I SR
FOINN T H Ar m # & BT 55, CAIZRai i B
FH B & A7 H AR R RE 77, AT SR AT B8 4 (1 43 R 1 R
SCHR [25] 2 A TG ENS T 24 aE s
W2 AE o 2, I8 I BCE P 35 07 VR A LR
&, NI ZEHEFR T B i 7 R B AL 1) 23 2R 1t e
322 sk E

EAREE T IR B CNN 1 75 i 4% B 30 H Ar il
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BT AR T 51 AR R R B BT
KR 3 ST AE KOs 4 oy A~ B A RO R o £
FLL K B H s, P W R B8 T8 A AE
KR R 43 A AT ISR 0] i, AR KA FE B i £
T IR 7 1 R RS S IR TR 4G S A
Iy ) 45 K R R0 ) A0 T i R ) e

SCHR [25] 38 SRR AR B, TR A8 A 7S
B, 28500 B SPA J7 R AR E T ROR A O MR,
HA F AL 7T % S AR KA
o AL, ¥ P B AR I 250732 51 N A I R 53
RAES, K FH RN G Sk R et 0 & Bk
) 25 V- 17 SR A S W R 2 A ST B SR AE DT VR AR AE I
A2, HETT 42 - 17 5 JIE # %% =] (balanced ense-
mble transfer learning, BETL) Jy 7%: & 5675 KA %L
P B TP RN SR A Y, A0 B 35 5 SRR 28 0 R oR 2%
BEAT RO SR J5 A F 25~ 41 SR A 2% FERT I R 40 2R
2, I S B ST IR 2 A4 4 5 2% AT
4R BB R 77 2 R R SR R 42 e B 1 e, D
PN A AN ]V 6 5 il AR S50 56IE | BETL
JiE R R AT RS o SCHR [19] M 2 1 7 il EHROT
T4 K & IR 3l (sonar open-set long-tail recognition,
Sonar-OLTR) AT 55 J vtk 4 th 1 2 B B I Jic Bk
K2 U PP A FE A, 8 I AR U G A b AR 2R
REAIE >R 1 AR 2R I R B 2R R M B 77, IR TR
SEGESTEAE SN S By IR I EY S 1 o) |:ipu]
PR ZT7VERE RS AE M B BORAR E R X 2
I AR FNRRRAE, AT HE T Sonar-OLTR 455 1)
PERE.
3.3 EWEGBRENEZE
3.3.1 A4

FETR P2 140k, H bRA il 3203 253 CNN
FI Transformer 2 2% . CNN J& il & Wl 77 v2: 08 i 5
MR B BRRAE, T3z N T H b5k A 55
Transformer |38 i<t &b B8 ST 51, AAS[R] 1% 4t
CNN [ 77 A7 EBHR B AR AN 73 i o X 2 P78 %
FRE A, HES) 1 HPRAS I A R R

£ T CNN 1) H #5535 73 9 5 B BRI XL
BT . BB Bk b, YOLO™ 24144 H bRk
DU A [e] )3 ] g, e ek 48 A () I F0 22 A 34 S HE
RS, LA % v 1 Ak B R RS P e BRI
HE K I 2% (single shot multibox detector, SSD)*"! Fll
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RetinaNet' ™) 25 o i3 85055 38 1 %2 P A HE A4 2 453
FBGE T /N B bR A DA K Kl A P i )
B B B3 | 4 Faster R-CNNV ) 55 0 v 6 #
TP, Sfer e X S 1IN 46 AR Rl A 32 [X 3k, 73R AT
R i o R AN B, S T 2 48 s AN B AR A
1 %% ; Mask R-CNNU 3t — 35 8 i sz 451 43 %1 2 g,
SEIL T SEREAE 0 H AR .

# F Transformer i) B #r £ U & 75 #, DETR
(detection transformer)""! 38 1 {5 v 7 1 WL A1 2h B
A - E 4, AL T AR B AR A B AR, Bk
5 AHHE AN JE M K {8 #0141 ; Sparse R-CNNU? 8] A\ #3
BRVE S N, G5 HARAH G R AE X 8, $2 T
T K& 2% % FIVkS 2 ; Deformable DETRY?) 3@ isf Ay A5
TE AN B I HLH, &8 H AR T A M RS2,
FE/N B ARl R IIC R .

332 FHEINEHE U

15 75 W S B b ks 0 R FE 5 2 B A3,
CNN [FIFERE T2 A%, 7 A Ak B A 1) 5 Y
BB R 1 AP A I 1 BRI 77 SR [74] XK
7 PR R i [ R S L AT E AR
X A8 3R LG B S BAR 0 7 3R A 5 WL 1)
W T — M AN 2 RFFE RS W % (multi-layer
feature fusion module, MLFFNet)f 7 M4 4% H bR
DEE o 2 I 283 I AN [R5 B 1 B8 5 W A, A sk
BT RS KN B ARkl o £ 31 S 37 55 7 i R
i A Byl ik 45 538 B, MLFFNet 7 14 68 F 48
FHAWB A 77k SCHR [75] 1 F CNN X A A% 75 i
B4t 47 B bR iR A, 32 CNN 7EZ 2K EE B 1
PEREEE I 1 4% G AR DT C J7 3%, 2o th S SR
ZALREJT . SCHR [76] XFEE T CNN FifE Geibipi LT
TIEAEK S B AR AT 55 o it 55 B AT 2% ) 2 5080
&, JFUESE T CNN 7E -5 58 71 F13Z Ak 6e 77 77 T 1)
PR o X — KRB 7K T B FRAS AR 1 0 3 1)
BB IR AR AL 1 AT T I BEAR AR SRR .

1T Lo SE P BF 50 R, 3£ T Transformer HE 22 ) 7
W MR B bRk 7 IS T — RV,
M AR H BRI AT T R TR R R . SR [77]
R T M EE AEZE, H T2 TR A Transfor-
mer M 2% (1K N /N HARR I . IX Fhi B R IR &
Transformer W 2% & 1F 1] A AFE A/ N UE R,
Fenli&E & T A BK R A IE S . [, A
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TR S5 15E 5 7R AL 3 AR RT RR R AR RV Ok 1)
R AR FEIE 5O\ T ARG B SRR AE 4 I 4% . Utk
Ah, R T R IRCR, IR A T IR 3 58 7 7%,
HETBINAEATEIN S H . SERUER] T %77
FE v Bk K R /N B bR 7 TH ) RE T, £ S B E
FF 350K BE (mAP) 7 T, 1% 5 5 A0 T A il
Sk SCHR [78] T vE T A B LB TS, 1R
7 — P % T Transformer [ 25 % 6T Bt 9 4% (gene-
rative adversarial network, GANE 22, 44 2y 7= i [
14 2+ (sonar image denoising, SID)-TGAN. ZAHEZE
454 1 Transformer FIAEFABR, DL B WY R )
2 Jay AR AR AR, X SRR AIE B S A RN B AR R A
R o) 25 D 2 b, DA S BURRAE 1) 5 AN G 5 o S i
TP I 2R, SID-TGAN Be 8 2% ) 2| 5 A= 1 (1) 75 i)
BIME R 7R, FEAE 2 BRBE 207 TH J B0 AR S i e .
ZITVEIE GIN T — Hf 8 S50 0 701 4 2K bR 2, 1%
PR EHEE T EUR N /g, Kig 4R
AEACLEE , AT ik 20 Il 255 7 v ) T AR % L AAE L
E R SCHR [79] @i 45 & 2 2 2 YOLO M 2% Al
Swin Transformer, Xt 5. [ BRI 5% YOLO #t 47
R 7R 7=t/ N = 7 ok 1 o B G O R
TR R 7K T 858 2 A1 T A5 FH 7S I R 3R AT 75 2 Aan il
IR FE 2 2] #2228 5 ARAE G kar T 7 v o 45 R
Z W, YOLO 5 Swin Transformer [ 45 & Y RE 5L
TS v (RS A B T LI A2 T S A g A
PRESR, R 7 AR KR A N R A 3 b
HEWAP

3.4 FEMEGEXSREE

3.4.1 A4

VAR, FHE TR B2 2 2 1 RS L3 E1 771 L
3 7 PRE KRR, JFT 2 N T H S E R AR
7K 75 R o3 i S5 4. 28 3 1) 1 S0 1 1
2% 40 15 4= 5 L W 4% (fully convolutional networks,
FCN). SegNet. U-Net F 1] & 755 3 5 it i I 4%
(pyramid scene parseing network, PSPNet) LA & Deep-
Lab #7515 .

FON' 238 SC7) #1450 480 1) T 6 1k T 18, S
A ERE BRAE S R &2,
Uity 2 i U S 73 Y 4% o kb SR A K R R
a4 N BRI RST, I 456 12 AR 2R3 4E & A
5 B3 B Z R F (5 E . SegNet® ™ #E FCN 1) £ fil
IKNTBNRG

b, SR FH G b 25 - S 28 45 4, JF R H SRl Ak J= R
FERHE AL B AT B LA 5 R 46 BIHR RS AR R 43
E 2

U-Net™ 5] Fl T 2 2 G 20 30, i T HL BBk
RN B 0% T4 Hh Gl S TR Z R R Z R AR R,
DRI WG 7E 22 S Sk A5 21 32 N o 5 8 1Y) et 45 4
£, 45 Attention U-Net™™, UNet++ fil UNet 3+,
Bt m 7RIk RE .

PSPNet™™ 3@ 1 5 A\ %% i) 4> 7 35 M AL AL B, B8
i 52 I 1) 2 RBEFRRAE, A JUR R T REA—
HAAE BA B B 8, 7E ImageNet 3% 5 1 R I
B Uf . DeepLab & 41| WU £ FCN J&fifh |- A Wi A 4k -
DeepLabV 1™ 5] X 4 i 25 A5 UL 4 b &k 52 BF, 9F:
FH A V4 25 AR BE AL 17 K 40 4 Ak R 30 2545 B, Deep-
LabV2"™ ji i 2% i 4% 1] 4 5 B e Ak b gt — 5 41
T+ T 53 BIERE; DeepLabV3U M3 i 2 43 1k % Hemg
Al TRHERL G, BN TE S E1 U8 ) HT VA AR
342 FEINERGUR

E T AP W RS o BT 55 i, 75 6 A
B i) H AR AT AR R IO 1) 53 2K, HL L oA 1
Moy BRSSP, EERIMAELLTL
ANTTTH -

1) H i # > T KR BB 5 2% A T
ToUI 1, AR R AR A B b A A AR RHE BE A XURS:, £
HHREEH A B &, B ZE LA AT 1
PE AL BRANFRVE o HE b, AT AL P WA 3E S T i
B R AN BRI A5 A, ) Bl 7 AR AL, A
PALAFFFILEE . PR b, 75 S0 2 mT FH s 4 9k
B I R HR 51 SRR, AT B TH X 45 1 R

2) SRR B AR R, RRE. R
SR DS R (S HE AN I PR IR S
6 BAG 23 AR, o AR At H AR B SR,
DALk, 5 2 50T T8 1R 465 1) 32 T I 4% 1) AR A 32 R
HE 7

3) AR S % 2R A Y R, A (8] ot
H[E— B AR RAEFERAAE R 2 57 o I6Ah, 52
B 55 T ) 52 e, B e B H bR AT RE AR
FNZAFEM LB, 43 H AR RS 70 FI 5N
NHE. DRI, 75 2T & 1 45 1) LU TH I 25 (1) 2
R R

4) HIRMEE T KA BIEN R R 2R E
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TEAE A5 ) A 38R 1 2 2 )RR 7S I R 4 1 AR
MVE B, BARRBUNIE 5 5. & AR S5,
DRI Ik, >4 75 A 15 6 36 e 42 AT #8845 ik B 422 U H A
() Sz 5 1Bl 3 a3k A7 BRI IS, B0 345 5 A A KR
H bR 1 32 BLRRAEAS 2., (R B 060 7 K R R 2% 11
BT, FECE AR LR 2 GBI 5 5 R Ak
W P SRR S R R, 4518 U R SS T ORVE S
PRl o DAL, ot v v i e A5 IR R B B 2 B
FRARS, N S B 55 1) S B

B0 bk 75 i AR AE S AT 55 P T I 1k
%, VTSR A TR0 T . SCHR [93] 3 TR TR
7 2 BRI SR IS Bl & 5 X B 7 . R
PR I B8 52 A e Pk, 78 U-Net (286 BT IF4
2 0EE 52 RE T IRE U BN 4 (multi-
level attention and atrous pyramid nested U-shaped
network, MAANU-Net), S 5L 5 41 75 W P45 100 65 v
W El B, Wk ik 2 U BURRE 52 B (residual
U-shaped feature extraction, RSU)%: #4) 1 A 1% WX 4%
F T i B 5 R A R 2% 45 4, DARRE B R SCRRAE(E
B SR WihEE 15 2 & 7 B R AE LA (att-
ention and atrous pyramid feature fusion, AA)%ZE 1,
51 NF & 77 1714% (attention gate, AG)FR HL 01 il 4 A\
A 75 T P A5 e g 7 DX ) R A AR, R SR
Je R 3 X IR REAEAS S o RIS, BT S T 4 o 0
b4k (atrous pyramid, AP)REHR A4 2 B A AR 7K %
G RRZ A, 3 — B8 KIEAZEY, R R HRHE
15 8, A UK 70 7% 28 10 A0 75 T SRR SR I R
A5 B 25 R 0] o SR [23] Skl 4 25 B b 28 1 45
T S5 B0 77 VEAE LA g B AROE X BT SS E
R BRAE, BEh IE 2 fil A Transformer #1345 FA#f 4
W 2% f) U A4 P 2% (mix transformer and convolution
layer U-shaped network, MiTU-Net), SZ 8l v i 175 X
Sy N [RIN B T T HEIFE . 5%, MR G Trans-
former ik A % 15 45 ¥ (mix transformer embedding
encoder block, MiT Block)f17E & Transformer § 5k
fi#t it 45 #2) (mix transformer expanding decoder block,
MiTD Block), &3t J5 45 Transformer 137 & 2 5 J7 7\,
DY PN IEA X (R PSS BUR = U= PE- WAL E-
E 4 J Y0 R B0 70 7 2 S5 A 20 H 2R R A0 TR 2
FTRHIEAR B HR, R RS 3 I\ 2 2 BRI
(multi-layer perceptron, MLP))Z, $#¢ IR &R H £
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AR FRAE(E B B, K FOHE 9] 3 5% (online
hard example mining, OHEM) % i o5 2 53 2% 2R 44,
B St e 3 ) 4 ) 2 ) AR

4 REMRREE

KRB RERN HIRAE LB K T LR 213
BT RN, HEETRNH R FEE S
AR, TEERE R TENIK T RHUT A MRS TR . L5
K, TSI B 1R 2 K th g A e B R
RE SRR 55 417 5K 18T (19 /8 K, 30 A B 2 1) R
H LR B R B ) P R R S B K TR DR N Y
AR5 75K 3 2 TN TFx AR oK 7 i P 5 e g
FAEI R RSE T LUR 3 MBERT AT 7

1) KA v o7 B il B M 3 o KSR oy i
Kot 2 7 N B8R R SR T B T Sk . R
O AT H8 20 I IR B R i 32t fE 5 08 ) AR A
HEE, X LSRR A OB A 2 BRI AR T AN
PRI, R SR WF 70 ok 75 3k — 2D SRS A 2 BN =
{7 R B SR . B S, BRI RN WELA 1
BT kY BV 9K, A REFE 0 KA IR L 5 2]
SLE RO T, SRTH IR P22 3 ROR s Hdk, H AT
7 A5 B0l A7 A B v ) B A, R R ) i R
B BYE FAH 3R HARAE AR TSR T2
FEVERBL, AR Bm SR i e, AT LLER XS
AT 55 3 5 R S R R B 2, i Btoxt /s H AR
KM TFTBOAF R Bl 2 B R 445

2) TR SIEMERE o AR KL T 75 W 145 S
RN BRI e ) D% B A A D I AL 1) R, T
K 2o B g P A5 R 3 T D' = TR s B 3 AT T
IR, SR 6 27 G M 75 I [R5 2 ) A7 A 1 25 40
sl fi 22, PR 7 AT A 7 4R B R B . AR
FU AT LA 1 ATUOE B 1 4 R A 5 AT X BT
SR i, WD IR 2, S e AR R A A I 1 4R
Rz A RE 7, A B8 0 b i N A2 2% 22 AR IR I VR A
855 FeIR, Hds bRy R A A2 B AL R I R S0
55 B, 18 3R bR IERE B K& N T A 1],
PRl ik, R OR AT DA o 8 28 59 B B A
SRR OR, BRI RS B AR 25 (K R, R D AR 2
A B R R 48 T R R AR TE B B oK, A
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