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Table 1 Comparison of weld recognition effect
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T 24 BB i ROBE AN I 5], W FEEE /N, R
[Fi) A 0 PO 4 %of T 2 S0 U 3R BAIR. B 2 RUEE RS
DUATL A B4 P 28 R LB e AN ) RS ke, Hev,
YOLO-M P48 X AN [R] S 704 1y ke o 08 EL AT e 6719
Rz A5 R . R B 22 R B E5 R AT 1% YOLO-M W 4%
RS HCEWAR, BRI 3.6 M, BT
A RT3 A58 P B 2 4 ) A T 4% LA A v )
PRRE, PEVHRAL L A e HEEER B A 100 Mi/s, AT

DA S st RS AR A4 e S

T AZCE G B NAR S, R S5
W 2% A BEHEAT I 2B . YOLO-M W 4% 34— L 5 4k Hy
K210 385 H 34351 KModel MIZA% 2, B4k )5 s
BEEACH 3.7 M. B AR, th PGSk AL i (s
SRR R X i B TR AT 55 (R B, i A R
X B B I A B AL ) B e 75 0 e BT M 7 4 )
LPUAIRE S, WK 9 iR, K210 ih &k & B RAf



84 S :

¥k %43 &

FIR AR, Zad i, B Tl ih Sk R
AER BRI, K210 % #% b 1l o0 28 K6 o B A 11 /s,
R HER %A 93. 5%.

(b) L BB 25 SR

B9 #HMARIEEFENLER

(a) K210 FF &AL
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