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Abstract

Classroom learning status discrimination is a key step to understand students’ classroom learning
status and teachers’ teaching status. Lightweight networks can improve the accuracy of learning
status. Lightweight networks are optimized networks based on neural network algorithms. In this
article, the improved lightweight network Mobilnetv2 is used to discriminate the learning status
of classroom students. The experimental results show that the accuracy of class student learning
status discrimination obtained by the proposed method is up to 99.00%.
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A PR SPIRES MR 78 45 2 AR PR 2 2] 3803 S BUM B RS 0 S Bt SRR OG, IR A iR 2 )
RO REITHRIG DLV R bR 2 — o H TR B I 5tdons T2 AR UR B 27 SPIRES IR 78 SR B 2 2) AT
ML) EREIESTIRAS[2] R AT IN B Sy FE W 7T 7 T[], A SCEZN) TAERAE ORI 4
SLER AR b, R A 2 A SRS AT 4 S

TETHE AL S AR, UG oy 20 B T R 4 I 248 1) 7y A B JEA T 9, 1998 4F, LeNet
B4, R B MERMAEMLEE s —, &RNAS MNIST [5]F 5 RAE iRl 88 S50
HEk g —, HAER T2 EIE IS . 2012 48, AlexNet HERI[6]1FE A4 ILSVR 176 ZE 28 47 A1
IR, AU H ReLU [7180GE R, RORIE S TSRS, [FIRAEH 1RSSR, dEf 7 — e e
& A, B S RRIE A S 3R IR G R - GoogLeNet #5784 [8]/& ILSVR2014 (176 M 2%, Hx
KFFSAET 51N Inception fk, iZHA PUAN 733 H o] DL dE UG B, KSR T SEMR HRCE,
BRI g N 7 S E A BT LA . VGGNet £ [9] /2 ILSVR2014 [ITEZE 4%, H AlexNet 57 % J#
Mk, EERZMEHB/NERAZ IR 2 REEIZR5ns, (H 2R B 38 0 5 800 2538 % 2212 .
ILSVR2015 ) 7e % X 4% & ResNet 152 81[10], 1A 5 LE M I 28 A5 Y IOVR T B 1R Ze b i 1) Ir) R, 4 Asi Y
HAUUa, BENUREEE T P (SGD) [ Ak AR 1S S i[RI e, AR AL AS BT (19 2% ST R . Residual Z5 #4011
P, KRR B R A T R L. 2016 4F, ResNeXt [12)ifid # & — M dHok iy 2,
RE T HAAMERIN SRR, ERRFE ARSI FE T, S B R AR b M B = 7 RS FE
SENet #7[13]/& ILSVR2017 [ %4 W45, 1%/ 4% I8 it oM 4 SORMS B MEIE M BE,  HiE R AL
1F J 4% 30 T OB (B I S . 2017 4F Mobilenet B 81[14]142 H:, 1F4 Mobilenet 51 I8 —ANA, %R 3
FURHUAT 3 BRI, BRS R HR PR IR B . 2018 4F Mobilenetv2 15 71[15]7F Mobilenetvl [
fili FONNBITRZE LR, R R Ik 22 65 R R AT [ 4t 3 TH 2 AR O TR BB 4 . PR R TARZE 15 BARE

EUR R ERZ AT, (HRX TAE T H A AE &N, R ET R, DA
KA bR, S Mobilenetv2 FEAR G 2 A2 LR BEAT 73 28, B JiE EAT 5 ST RS B

2. BAKFTE
2.1. Mobilenetv2

MobileNetv2 [15]# 4% Hi google HIBATE 2018 442, 7E MobileNetv2 %t I H fi 2 BTk ZE 454,
1 7R, (a)f2 Resnet L% TR IR 2454, (b)J2 MobileNetv2 i [{f8I5% Z 451 . fERRZEGEM A 1 x 1 45
FRBEAES) 3 x 3 BARFH] 1 x 1 BARTH4E, FEEIRZESS M IEGFAR, & 1x 1 BRTFH4ER] 3 x 3 B H 3 1
x 1 AL RPN R RE T 4515 B0E5T ReLU O B $US ERH0ME BT/, MR4ERiEH RelLU
BOEREUE B AR Z, FTUMERG— 1 x 1 GRS R, SRR BR4E RIS BRI
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Figure 1. Residual block and inverted residual block

ReLU 1x1

1 BRERSEKRER

ReLU 3x3

(b) Inverted residual block

% 1 #& MobileNetv2 IIZ 4543, Hor t ORIKZY R (B E SR EE — A 1 x 1 BRI &
B7), o AFA MARFIEAE PR IEIE, n ACRERESHER MRS, s ARDIER: ZEIPPHERE
B EE n RIS — ZEBRES, JEHNEIIN 1), SEARRKMESHWE 2 s,

Table 1. MobileNet v2 network structure

5% 1. MobileNet v2 [I4g 4544

Input Operator c S
224* %3 Conv2d 32 2
112°x32 bottleneck 16 1
112°x16 bottleneck 24 2
56° x 24 bottleneck 32 2
28°x32 bottleneck 64 2
14* x 64 bottleneck 96 1
14% x 96 bottleneck 160 2
7% %160 bottleneck 320 1
7% %320 Con2d 1 x1 1280 1
7% %1280 Avgpool 7 x 7 -
1x1x1280 Con2d1x1 k
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Dwise 3x3, Relu6
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Conv 1x1,Relu6
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input input
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Stride=1 block Stride=2 block

Figure 2. Different network structures of Stride

[& 2. Stride 4[]89 L& L5+
2.2. BORRE
2.2.1. ReLU &A%
RelLU B ¥ H AR 2 > P A% B 2 V0B AR BoR 8. £ x> 0 A HAEEmt, 7
x < Ol A 0, K ReLU BEUE XA :
f (x) = max(O, x) (1)
Heggdh 2k anl& 3 prws

10

-10 0 10
Figure 3. ReLU function curve
& 3. ReLU R ¥ #hZk

SRS HHE, RO S RECN:
f'(x)=max(0,1) 3]
H1(2) P %1, ReLU pR ¥ H sz b KB sk %, 5 Sigmoid A% Tanh eRECH L, 4% AN E Y IE£H, ReLU
PRECE F AR A LG, R e TR RV k. A SE N Mg RE . M AN U, RelLU
FESEERWBIE, ReLU ¥k 20 Sigmoid Az Tanh B&EUAFAE—FE 7] @,
2.2.2. Swish & ¥
Swish B ¥UE x 5 sigmoid BREI4E &, AN
f (x) = x* sigmoid ( Bx) (3)
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Figure 4. Swish function curve (8 =1)
[%] 4. Swish F AL (S = 1)
XF(3)K A3
1 ’g =0
f(x)=12’ ) @
2max (0,X), 8 — o

H@) LA, BRANFHH Swish BURRBALA T Pl FRIFEIRE. HhycE e
TN RE S ReLU BR8] (-1 B AL Swish 0 B B7E 1B X 38R LUK BIME v 52, 84 1 #h 13t
T BB LA . X UE IR, 5 ReLU AHEL, ARGIIIBEEER .~ 0SB 8 o vr E4F (015 2
RN RS, IS 2 B 4 R AE R PEATIZ AL o

3. Bk
3.1. HiEtEE

FERBE AT, PEARMCRM S, 2R HOR MR ROR My, SR Rz AL e s . i T B @ M2
WIFEAREARRE, N T IREEREIZARES, ASCRH T =M IR A BB AT 35, B
Pzl R S IR CLROKC R . BN, R RSN A (R E d 1 n meD BE (R 0)
B S B ITE B o o e A R T A IR S A IR . AN R/ AR R Th I A
(v e ORI AR AR AT — iR 22, LB ARG S B AT SLIR . ACTHRIE R BIF h i —H, &
& LAARRR y SR R AT SR AR R R, BRATIAE I B A FH A1 2 T 5 A 5 P a5 A 1) i PRI T 3
T EE BA — B R EERAALE, T HBRATRA A SRR RS 2 B2 A IEF L i %, T ik
s R BA GBI, BAMEM TR . BAERCR I 5.

Hrp@RmEE, (b)Fnzed Behzai B, (o) Rasiminm s 5 i, ()R- r- R s i
K.

3.2. EHRHIRERY

VO B B AE G 2k A F A AR 2 e R B0, Mobilenetv2 B I 1 #8075 B 5CH ReLU6, RelUB
HAIHE ReLU BBV, EHE LI T 5
Re LU6 = min (6, max (0, x)) (5)
Heg £l 6.

ReLU6 pAAsichn Fo2 4 ReLU sAU 1 B, (HAETEXIE, A5 MBIRBURTE R, Frils
JE— P EE LT 0 pR KL Swish SK 54K ReLUS.
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Figure 5. Data enhancement effect diagram
5. BRiERNIRE

10

-0 10

Figure 6. ReLU function curve
6. ReLU & #ahzkE

4. SEWER
4.1, SRR

AT SIS AT Python3.6 i+ LA AEE S, HEZE Tensorflow2.2.0 2 Keras2.2.4 3715, figift Ry 64 fif
Windows #1E & 4t, Intel(R)Core(TM)i7-9700 CPU 1 16GB RAM, J#57 i+ AMD Radeon Pro WX3100.

4.2. STIHHE

2SS 3 0 B0E 45 AR Yolov4 5 DropBlock 452 B33 K 21 i 25 A S B 4 B B B, 46k
KSR BB 4%y 1065 3K, Rt 2130 3K, fv444 ClassUD. 50 LG B3R & v 44 N ClassUD-A,
e — PP AR T VR B FIOIRAS (R B AT — A, 10 Sk BACKIRES BEE £ 3] T 4260 5k, Lt
8520 5K . HR AR 20 AR AR B R0 R A AL E S R R, JEEe
—ANHER 3 Z A, H 240 5k 40 SR RRAEL 10 Bb—5K R AU SUSRAS, KRR A
HH IR 2 A S AT BT AN R ) 2 A S AT S 5 M S AR IX A4, Sl E R & a2 N
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ClassTest, (kUL F— GBI A AN 240 3K, FE622 b T 240 3k T 26 508 e S 77
TERGER RO L, BORE A TN 2 3 .

Table 2. Training experiment data distribution

® 2. NGERHIES T

LAETE S sk (YIRS
ClassUD 1065 1065
ClassUD-A 4260 4260

Table 3. Test data distribution
52 3. M LI HIB AT
ClassTest 240 240 219 240 215 240 240 240 226 240 52 240 240 234

4.3, ST XTEE

4.3.1. BWIEHALLE

AR R SEEG 4 AAE FLANRFE S 51 o BB BT, ARIRECH 80 IR, MEFIARTA 32, F—
ANSEEH Vogle BEALEEAT IR SR, 25 = ANSEIH Googlenet A ALEEAT IR AR, 55 = AL TR
Resnet50 f5 7 T #E4T IR K, 45PN S236 7 Mobilenev2 A5 R RE4T YISk Kk . 55 145256
Alexnet BT IR MK, BT s236 35 fE SR 4E ClassUD % ClassUD-A FiEAT o 2% ] B IR 2 2]
M—NEEMNES, WFREY I RRNGH SRR R E R —. TR X R —HdE 4
S XF LA, 75 AR A —SEE0 A5 R R AT S0, Bt DA TS 2 2] 26, IR E 56 73 8 T 0.001
J% 0.0001 PANAN[R] HIAH o

M5 3]0 0.001 B, 7EEHESE ClassUD & ClassUD-A _SEIG 45 a5 4 & 7 Fior.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

Table 4. Experimental results when the learning rate is 0.001
4. FS)EFE A 0.001 FISLINLEER

%{%%ﬁ& Vggl6 Googlenet Resnet50 Mobilenetv2 Alexnet
IR TR (17N 11.50 2.4 1.23 433 0.42

ClassUD SEIYIZRHS BE (%) 49.32 91.88 81.92 98.33 77.65
P BN B (%) 50.03 81.28 77.96 91.33 70.83

IR TR (17N 49.22 10.06 5.29 18.57 1.41

ClassUD-A SEIYIZRHS BE (%) 49.54 96.38 79.05 99.03 96.38
P BN B (%) 50.02 95.85 81.82 98.77 95.72

4 KB T ATHl, H5 2050 0.001 I, 7EEHEEE ClassUD b, IZRFERT /b AL Alexnet,
2974 0.42 /NET, FERT B2 IR AL Vggl6, 2924 11.50 /NS, I 55 56 1E RS FE 5 i A5 2 Mobilenetv2,
5 98.33%5 91.33%, IZ5I0IERE E BARIIMAE Y Vogle, £1°4 49.32%15 50.03%. 1EHHE4E
ClassUD-A I, YIZFER /b KSR & Alexnet £271, 297 1.41 AN/NE, FERT i 2 KSR 2457 Vggl6,
210N 49.22 AN/, IS5 560K FE B e AR A Mobilnetv2, 435124 99.03% 5 98.77%, Il 45 b B IE K
FE BAR AT N Vggl6, #£9°4 49.54% K% 50.02%.
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Figure 7. Training and validation diagrams of five models
E 7. AMREEINGRIEIEE

¥R 5, %HT Alexnet. Mobilenetv2 & Googlenet Bk, I %k A Bl As B #1045 3] 1 A [F) A2 BE
RS AT Vogle BERCR B, BRI sE )L TR A AR X T Resnet50 A, Il 25 B R T4
NEET s AE YIRS 1] [ IR B 1B K . Vggl6 2 Resnet50 B SEAZRATH REMAAL, Hgui i)
SR (R SR U, 1264 Alexnet 1581 5 A&, (H 2 B R T 20 42 1)K/, T XS T~ Googlenet £ Mobilenetv2
FRIZE ClassUD bR TG L4 lT, 7E ClassUD-A L H T, WEZMRFE 2 HAEAK ST .

222 5] %)y 0.0001 i, 7E%dE4E ClassUD M ClassUD-A b (sizie 45 Bt 5 &[4 8.

H% 5 M & 8 I, 4222157 0.0001 i, 7EXHEAE ClassUD L, I ZRFERS & /b (IS Alexnet,
218 0.42 /NI, FEIN 22 BB N Vggl6, £104 11.49 /NI, Y1125 5 56 IEAS B Bt i O B84 Mobilenetv2,
G309 98.92% 5 87.76%, YIZRSIRUENS FERAKIEAY .y Resnet50, 214 82.41%5 79.13%. fEH#E%E
ClassUD-A I, YIZRFERT 5/ b ISR & Alexnet #i7L, 2958 1.47 AN/NEF, FER B2 128 Vggl6, £
N 49.22 AN, YIRS B AIEAS BT B AR AL A Mobilnetv2, 735114 99.37% A% 98.82%, Il kM BR 1IE A FE
R AIAEAL A Resnet50, #4974 81.94% /% 85.61%.
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Table 5. Experimental results when the learning rate is 0.0001
52 5. F 323 0.0001 BFSLIGLER

T .
" R Vggl6 Googlenet Resnet50 Mobilenetv2 Alexnet
Wt — g9 g

YIRS 18] (/7N 11.49 2.6 1.29 4.45 0.42
ClassUD PN ZRHE FE (%) 94.23 93.95 82.41 98.92 95.13
Y EAIENRS FE (%) 83.28 85.91 79.13 87.76 85.76
YIRS TR) (1N 49.22 10.4 5.30 18.72 1.47
ClassUD-A SEIUIZEHE FE (%) 98.16 97.68 81.94 99.37 98.30
PSS IR L K E (%) 98.17 97.07 85.61 98.82 97.72

100 91

0 90 k

> o, 85 \

£ 80 g | ‘ l

<! =i sod VAl

8= <

= 704 >

0.001_alexnet 754 0.001_alexnet
604 — 0.001_googlenet —— 0.001_googlenet
— 0.001_vgg — 0.001_vgg
—— 0.001_mobilenet 704 \ —— 0.001_mobilenet
— 0.001_resnet — 0.001_resnet
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 10 20 30 0 50 60 70 80
epochs epochs
(a) ClassUD Il Z5 #h £k (b) ClassUD 36 iF i £
100 100
954
95
904

g s g %

=1 =

§‘ 80 g

£ _! 854

E 754 g

20 0.001_A_alexnet 80 A 0.001_A_alexnet
1 — 0.001_A_googlenet — 0.001_A_googlenet
— 0.001_A_vgg — 0.001_A vgg
651 —— 0.001_A_mobilenet 75 ] —— 0.001_A_mobilenet

— 0.001_A_resnet

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
epochs

(c) ClassUD-A Il fili 2%

Figure 8. Training and validation diagrams of five models
8. AAMERIRIINIZR I IEE

0.001_A_resnet

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
epochs

(d) ClassUD-A 56 IF i 2k

B sm LS, T Alexnet. MobilenetV2. Googlenet X Vggl6 #7RSkE, IIZ5 K B E K FE 4R 15 21
TAFERREE LRI3FE: XT Resnets0 #5EAY, IZAERE ST N BE T — ms VISR E) 3 5] EE A5 IR 36 K
Resnet50 1 Ja AR AT IS, RN Vggl6 (I ZRmT R, WA RIRAIH B, 1 Alexnet.
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Googlenet & Mobilenetv2 #RUAE R 1E ClassUD B2 7F ClassUD-A _F#SR IS L hr, MWLM Fa e

HAEARBEE]

TIPSR 2 2 R AN RV R RS, 3 H7ESE4E ClassUD-A I S 56 2508 L s 4
ClassUD ZCREELF, FE21%N 0.0001 K LL2A213% A 0.001 HRCREELF, FrbA2 Ja B SEi i e £ a4

ClassUD-A J% 2% =) 5y 0.0001 44 T 4T -
4.3.2. Swish {75 R HsLif

Sy AT =N5286, T Alexnet. Googlenet 22 Mobilenetv2 [% 2545 754 [ 4 B8 B0 ¥ 9 Swish J&, R
XL 2% ) Alexnet_S.Googlenet_S Jz Mobilnetv2_S, J-7E 45 4E ClassUD-A Li#E4T T Alexnet. Alexnet_S.
Googlenet. Googlenet_S. Mobilenetv2 % Mobilenetv2_S SZ36 X L. satat F L% 6 &K 9,

Table 6. Experimental results of different models
2 6. TEMREWIIER

—
. -
i "\"\”\"\"\”\" ClassU
VI 11 (/M) TSR TE %) TR C6)
Alexnet
1.47 98.30 o
DGR (AN AU 1 (%) T RN (%)
Alexnet_S
1.65 97.86 o
VLRI ) (/i) AN (%) IRIERTEC6)
Googlenet
10.4 97.68 o
DGR (AN AU FE (%) TARALRE (%)
Googlenet_S
11.12 96.55 o
VI 11 (/M) TSR TE %) TR C6)
Mobilenetv2
18.72 99.37 o
DGR (AN TR (%) e
Mobilenetv2_S
18.83 99.55 -

100 A i s e e 100 «(}W‘ 6‘0‘;
95 954
90
901
g gsd Y
5 £ 851
8 3
S 80 g
= [
‘s Tg 801
=754
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Figure 9. Training and verification diagrams of the three models
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M 6 f & 9 mIAn, EXREEE ClassUD-A b, FRATTSE OB Y (0 ek ECh Swish J5, 7EIZRI A |,
Alexnet_S Lt Alexnet Z1£ T 0.18 h.Googlenet_S tt Googlenet Z1¢ T 0.72 h.Mobilenetv2_S tt. Mobilenetv2
ZA6 17 0.11 h; 7E-PIIIZRREE L, Alexnet_S Lk Alexnet ##/> T 0.44%, Googlenet_S Lt Googlenet 9/
7 1.13%, Mobilenetv2_S Lt Mobilenetv2 #2751 0.18%; £ T-¥KIERSE -, Alexnet_S Lt Alexnet 0
7 0.01%, Googlenet_S Et Googlenet Ji/b 7 1.47%, Mobilenetv2_S Et Mobilenetv2 #2751 0.18%. %i4 L
&4, 7E Alexnet_S. Googlenet_S 2 Mobilenetv2_S #i#4rf, Mobilenetv2_S J2& I Zi} (A IS fe />,
Je T BIRS BE SN B %, T YIRS FE BB R RS B e v AR Y o I DA T 2 A S AR A 1 0 i) e
Mobilenetv2 S FERYFEAT SELG .

4.3.3. LERRAS 5 IHIRISLLE

HEBHAT B Z 0T, WA LB R S HdE 4 ClassTest #H/T 7 N TS, WL W& 7, Bk H
Mobilenetv2_S 7Y% 22 A8 SRS S 48 ClassTest #EAT 43283050, 45503 8. 1 N T & 55 L5k
FI B R MER S LI E 90 FEIR RS LFIEE] 60% 5 LL_ERI22A NN B 2E SPIRES, (kIR
AL E] 60% L E R A NN SPIRES, AR LeIA L HANE T B E,  FIW A v
BAAEFRE.

Table 7. Manual observation results
F7.ANIMNBLER

T~ T s . .
" ~__ et \\\J\'“ffi R ClassTest 16k (%) &3k (%)
! S i

1 240 85.83 14.17
2 240 80.83 19.17
3 219 33.33 66.67
4 240 62.92 37.08
5 215 40.93 59.07
6 240 28.75 71.25
7 240 67.50 32.50
8 240 72.92 27.08
9 226 73.45 26.55
10 240 94.58 5.42
11 52 80.77 19.23
12 240 68.33 31.67
13 240 71.67 28.33
14 234 84.19 15.81

Table 8. Test data experimental results

8. MABIELWLEER

N \\\\\ ﬁjﬁé*?ﬂg Y BE (0, 1. (0, NG

s EE\\\ e ClassTest K BE (%) k(%) %3k (%)
1 240 97.50 86.67 13.33
2 240 97.92 83.75 16.25
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Continued
3 219 87.67 26.48 73.52
4 240 96.67 65.42 34.58
5 215 95.81 45.12 54.89
6 240 89.58 32.08 67.92
7 240 95.83 70.83 29.17
8 240 96.25 69.58 30.42
9 226 88.94 60.17 39.82
10 240 88.75 84.17 15.83
11 52 92.31 73.08 26.92
12 240 95.42 71.67 28.33
13 240 100 71.67 28.33
14 234 99.14 83.33 16.67

Table 9. Comparison of the results of the student’s head state error of the two different methods
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