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Abstract: Precision irrigation and fertilization in agriculture are vital for sustainable crop production,
relying on accurate determination of the crop’s nutritional status. However, there are challenges
in optimizing traditional neural networks to achieve this accurately. This paper aims to propose a
rapid identification method for crop water and nitrogen content using optimized neural networks.
This method addresses the difficulty in optimizing the traditional backpropagation neural network
(BPNN) structure. It uses 179 multi−spectral images of crops (such as maize) as samples for the neural
network model. Particle swarm optimization (PSO) is applied to optimize the hidden layer nodes.
Additionally, this paper proposes a double−hidden−layer network structure to improve the model’s
prediction accuracy. The proposed double−hidden−layer PSO−BPNN model showed a 9.87%
improvement in prediction accuracy compared with the traditional BPNN model. The correlation
coefficient R2 for predicted crop nitrogen and water content was 0.9045 and 0.8734, respectively. The
experimental results demonstrate high training efficiency and accuracy. This method lays a strong
foundation for developing precision irrigation and fertilization plans for modern agriculture and
holds promising prospects.

Keywords: nitrogen content; water content; double hidden layer; BP neural network; particle
swarm optimization

1. Introduction

Irrigation and fertilization are essential key factors in the crop growth stage [1] To
improve the current situation of overuse in traditional farmland production, it is necessary
to obtain information on crop water and nitrogen in advance to realize precise irrigation
and fertilization [2,3]. The demand for water and fertilizer of crops is influenced by several
factors, including but not limited to sunshine, air temperature and humidity, soil temper-
ature and humidity, and CO2 concentration. These factors contribute to the complexity
of the crop−growing environment, which can be characterized as a time−delay system
with a multitude of parameters that exhibit nonlinearity and strong interdependence. An
artificial neural network has powerful self−learning, self−organizing, and self−adapting
ability, which makes it possible for the network to deal with uncertain or unknown complex
nonlinear systems, and by optimizing the network structure it can fully approximate any
complex nonlinear relations. In the development history of the artificial neural network,
for a long time there was no effective algorithm to adjust the connection weight of hidden
layers [4–6]. This lasted until the error backpropagation (BP) algorithm was proposed,
the weight adjustment problem of a multilayer feedforward neural network for solving
nonlinear continuous functions was successfully solved, and the BP neural network was
used in many applications [7,8]. For example, the remotely sensed leaf area index (LAI)
and vegetation temperature condition index (VTCI) are closely related to crop growth and
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crop water stress as two key variables for indicating crop growth conditions and estimating
crop yields in the Guanzhong Plain, and the BP neural network and the IPSO−BP neural
network were used to calculate the weight coefficients and thresholds of the VTCI and LAI
at the four growth stages and to establish an integrated index, I, during the main growth
period [9]. Three simulated tidal flow systems and a full system of continuous vertical
flow of synthetic wastewater were treated by effluent removal with the help of a BP neural
network; by comparing the influent and effluent concentrations, the results show that the
ability of the BP artificial neural network model to predict nutrient concentrations in the
effluent was good; there were only small errors when correlating the predicted values
and the actual values [10]. Based on the monitoring data of soil moisture, soil electrical
conductivity, air temperature, and light intensity, a prediction model of crop water demand
based on the 4−8−1−structure BP neural network was established to guide water−saving
irrigation in the crop production process [11]. Many studies have proved that a BPNN has
a good effect on data prediction.

Although BPNNs have been widely used, they have some defects and deficiencies,
including the following: (1) Because the learning rate is fixed, the convergence speed of
the network is slow, and the network requires a long training time [12]. For some complex
problems, the training time of a BP algorithm may be very long, which is mainly due to
the long learning duration [13]. It can be improved by using a variable learning rate or
an adaptive learning rate [14]. (2) A BP algorithm can make the weight converge to a
certain value, but it does not guarantee that the value is the global minimum of the error
plane because the gradient descent method may produce a local minimum value [15]. The
additional momentum method can be used to solve this problem [16]. (3) BPNN learning
and memory are unstable. In other words, if learning samples are added, the trained
network must be trained from the beginning, and there is no memory for the previous
weights and thresholds [17]. However, it can save the better weights of the prediction,
classification, or clustering [18]. (4) There is no theoretical guidance for the selection of the
number of layers and units of the network’s hidden layer; these are generally determined
by experience or by repeated experiments [19]. Motivated by these problems, we focused
on determining the number of hidden layer nodes of a BP neural network based on particle
swarm optimization (PSO).

In this study, field crops were taken as the research object. The spectral information of
crop water and nitrogen was extracted by a multi−spectral camera, and the information
of crop leaf water and nitrogen content was measured by a hand−held sensor. Consid-
ering that artificial neural networks can process nonlinear adaptive information well, by
analyzing the correlation between crop spectrum characteristics and moisture nitrogen, an
improved BPNN model using multispectral crop images to rapidly identify crop nitrogen
and water contents was constructed. Finally, this study provides a theoretical basis for
precision irrigation and fertilization of field crops. We also considered the influence of the
number of hidden layers. The main contributions of this study are as follows:

• PSO was used to optimize the number of hidden layer nodes in a BP neural net-
work, which improved the training efficiency and reduced the time and tedium of
determining the number of hidden layer nodes by experience.

• In addition to increasing the number of hidden layer nodes and improving the pre-
diction accuracy of a BP neural network, we found that a double−hidden−layer
structure can effectively reduce the performance errors of the network and improve
its performance.

• A prediction model of crop nitrogen and water contents based on PSO−BPNN with a
double−hidden−layer structure was established. Experiments showed that the model
was highly efficient at predicting the nitrogen and water contents of the crop.

The primary objectives of this study are as follows:
Section 2: to provide a comprehensive description of the data acquisition scheme,

model descriptions, and mathematical preliminaries utilized in the study.
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Section 3: to present and explain the optimization principle and modeling scheme
employed for the model, specifically focusing on the application of particle swarm opti-
mization (PSO) and the proposed double−hidden−layer network structure.

Section 4: to present and discuss the comparative experimental results obtained from
the study, analyzing the performance and accuracy of the PSO−BPNN model in comparison
to the traditional BPNN model.

Section 5: to draw conclusions based on the findings and implications of the study,
summarizing the key outcomes, and discussing the potential prospects and applications of
the proposed method.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Data Acquisition

This study aimed to determine the water and nitrogen content in a crop canopy by
employing a plant nutrient analyzer(device model: YLS−D, Hubei, China) in the field.
The collection methodology involved dividing the field into multiple rectangular grid
areas, from which random samples were extracted. Each sample was meticulously ob-
tained from distinct sections of the plant canopy, namely, the upper, middle, and lower
regions. Subsequently, the measurements of water and nitrogen content at each sampling
location were diligently recorded. To obtain accurate results, the average value of the
three canopy regions was deemed representative of the overall water and nitrogen con-
tent of the crop canopy. Concurrently, a handheld multi−spectral camera(device model:
RedEdge−M, Seattle, Washington, US) was employed to capture vertical images of the
canopy at the sampling positions. The real−time previewing of the multi−spectral image
position was enabled through Wi−Fi connectivity with a mobile phone. By maintaining a
camera−lens−to−canopy distance of approximately 30 cm and ensuring proper alignment
with the sensor’s five channels, images were captured and saved in a 16−bit TIFF format.
Notably, the comprehensive dataset encompassed 179 sets of crop canopy multispectral im-
ages, along with the corresponding water and nitrogen content data. A detailed depiction
of the data acquisition process can be found in Figure 1.
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2.2. BPNN Model Description

A BPNN is a kind of multilayer feedforward network trained by an error backprop-
agation algorithm [20]. It is one of the most widely used neural network models. The
neurons in the input layer are responsible for receiving the input information from the
outside and transmitting it to the neurons in the middle layer. The middle layer is the
internal information processing layer, which is responsible for information transformation.
Depending on the demands of information change, the middle layer can be designed as
a single hidden layer or multiple hidden layers. The output hidden layer transmits the
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information to each neuron in the output layer. After further processing, it completes a
learning forward propagation process and outputs the information processing results to the
outside world from the output layer. A double−hidden−layer neural network structure
was used in this study. Network precision was improved by increasing the number of
hidden layers [21]. The topological structure of a BP neural network is shown in Figure 2.
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The learning process of a BP neural network comprises mainly the following parts:

(i) Setting variables and parameters. Xk = [xk1, xk2, . . ., xkM], (k = 1, 2,. . ., N) is the input
variable, also known as training samples, and N is the number of training samples.

WMI(n) =


w11(n) w12(n) · · · w1I(n)
w21(n) w22(n) · · · w2I(n)

...
...

...
...

wM1(n) wM2(n) · · · wMI(n)

 is the weight vector between the input

layer and the hidden layer I in the nth iteration.

WI J(n) =


w11(n) w12(n) · · · w1J(n)
w21(n) w22(n) · · · w2J(n)

...
...

...
...

wI1(n) wI2(n) · · · wI J(n)

 is the weight vector between the hidden

layer I and the hidden layer J in the nth iteration.

WJP(n) =


w11(n) w12(n) · · · w1P(n)
w21(n) w22(n) · · · w2P(n)

...
...

...
...

wJ1(n) wJ2(n) · · · wJP(n)

 is the weight vector between the hidden

layer J and the output layer in the nth iteration.
Yk(n) = [yk1(n), yk2(n), · · · , ykP(n)], (k = 1, 2,. . ., N) is the actual output of the network

in the nth iteration. dk = [dk1, dk2, · · · , dkP], (k = 1, 2,. . ., N) is the desired output.
η is the learning rate, and n is the number of iterations.

(ii) Initialization. Assign a smaller random nonzero value to WMI (0), WIJ (0), WJP (0), and
n = 0.

(iii) Random input sample Xk.
(iv) The input sample Xk, input signal u, and output signal v of each layer of the BPNN

are calculated forward, where vP
p (n) = ykp(n), p = 1, 2,. . ., P.

(v) Calculate the error E(n) from the expected output dk and the actual output Yk(n)
obtained in the previous step to judge whether it meets the requirements. If it meets
the requirements, go to step viii; if not, go to step vi.
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(vi) Determine whether the n + 1 is greater than the maximum number of iterations. If it is
greater, go to step viii. If it is not greater, the local gradient δ of each layer of neurons
is inversely calculated for the input sample Xk. The equations are

δP
p (n) = yp(n)(1− yp(n))(dp(n)− yp(n)), p = 1, 2, . . . P (1)

δJ
j (n) = f ′(uJ

j
(n))

P

∑
p=1

δP
p (n)wjp(n), j = 1, 2, . . . J (2)

δI
i (n) = f ′(uI

i (n))
J

∑
j=1

δJ
j (n)wij(n), i = 1, 2, . . . I (3)

(vii) Calculate the weight correction ∆w and correct the weight; if n = n + 1, go to step iv.

∆wjp(n) = ηδP
p (n)v

J
j (n) wjp(n + 1) = wjp(n) + ∆wjp(n) j = 1, 2, . . . J; p = 1, 2, . . . P (4)

∆wij(n) = ηδJ
j (n)v

I
i (n) wij(n + 1) = wij(n) + ∆wij(n) i = 1, 2, . . . I; j = 1, 2, . . . J (5)

∆wmi(n) = ηδI
i (n)xkm(n) wmi(n + 1) = wmi(n) + ∆wmi(n) m = 1, 2, . . . M; i = 1, 2, . . . I (6)

(viii) Judge whether all the training samples have been learned. If they have, the learning
process is finished. If they have not, go to step iii.

2.3. Application Principle of the Particle Swarm Optimization Algorithm

PSO has the characteristics of evolutionary computation and swarm intelligence.
Similar to other algorithms, PSO can search for the best solution in complex space through
cooperation and competition among individuals [22].

In a PSO algorithm, the solution of each optimization problem is regarded as a “bird”
or “particle” in the search space [23]. At the beginning of the algorithm, the initial solution
is generated; that is, the population composed of m particles is randomly initialized in the
feasible solution space, where the position Zi = {zi1, zi2, · · · zin} of each particle represents
a solution to the problem, and a new solution is searched for according to the objective
function calculation. In each iteration, the particle tracks two extrema to update itself; one
is the best solution pid found by the particle itself, and the other is the best solution pgd
found by the entire population, which is the global extremum. Also, each particle has a
velocity of Vi = {vi1, wi2, · · ·win}. When the two optimal solutions are found, each particle
updates its velocity according to Equation (7):

vid = wvid(t) + η1rand()[pid − zid(t)] + η2rand()[pgd − zid(t)]
zid(t + 1) = zid(t) + vid(t + 1)

(7)

where Zid(t + 1) is the velocity of the ith particle in the d dimension in the t + 1 iteration, w
is the inertia weight, η1 and η2 are acceleration constants, and rand() is a random number
between 0 and 1. Also, the upper limit of the velocity can be set to prevent the particle
velocity from being too great; that is, when vid(t + 1) > vmax, vid(t + 1) = vmax; when
vid(t + 1) < −vmax, vid(t + 1) = −vmax.

From the updated equation of particles, we can see that the moving direction of
particles is determined by three parts: their original velocity vid; the distance pid − zid(t + 1)
from their best experience; and the distance pgd − zid(t) from the best experience of the
group, and their relative importance is determined by the weight coefficients w, η1, and η2.
When the end condition of the algorithm is reached, that is, a sufficiently optimal solution
is found or the maximum number of iterations is reached, the algorithm ends. The basic
flow of PSO is shown in Figure 3.
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To solve the defects of a BPNN, we combined a PSO algorithm with a BPNN algorithm
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the neural network. The overall algorithm flow is shown in Figure 4.
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The implementation steps of the PSO–BP algorithm are
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Step 1. The structure and parameters of the BP neural network are initialized.
Step 2. Combined with the connection weights of the BP neural network, the network

structure of the PSO is initialized. First, the weight vector W = {w1, w2, . . ., wn} of the BP
network is constructed as the space particle in the PSO optimization algorithm, and then
the parameters of the PSO network are set, namely, inertia weight, the acceleration constant,
particle speed, and position in Equations (8) and (9).

Step 3. The speed and position of the weighted particles are updated. The particles
start from an initial position Xid in space with a certain initial velocity Vid, where i is the
number and d is the dimension. In the process of particle motion, the velocity and position
will change constantly, and the update formulas are Equations (8) and (9), respectively:

Vk+1
id = ωVk

id + c1r1(Pk
id − Xk

id) + c2r2(Pk
gd − Xk

gd) (8)

Xk+1
id = Xk

id + Vk+1
id (9)

where Equation (8) is the velocity of the particle and Equation (9) is the position of
the particle.

Step 4. Find the global optimal extremum. First, the fitness function value of each
particle in the space is calculated. When the particle is iterated many times, a new fitness
function value is calculated. If the fitness function value of the new particle is better than
the current value, the individual extreme value pbest and the population extreme value gbest
are updated until the best extreme value is found. The mean square error of the BP neural
network on the training set is taken as the fitness function, and the calculation method is
Equation (10).

E(xp) =
1
N

n

∑
p=1

m

∑
k=0

(ypk(xp)− tpk)
2

(10)

where xp is the input sample of group p, p = 1, 2, . . ., n; ypk is the kth output of input xp
sample; and tpk is the expected value of the kth output of input xp sample, k = 1, 2, . . ., m.

Step 5. Weight optimization is achieved. Compare the best fitness function value
obtained in Step 4 with the preset objective, or judge whether the maximum iteration times
have been reached. If the requirements are met, it indicates that the global best weight has
been found and the operation is finished.

Step 6. In the PSO–−BP network, the outputs of the hidden and output layers are
calculated as follows:

x′ = f (
2

∑
i=0

wij − θ1)d = f (
2

∑
j=0

wjkx′ − θ2) (11)

f (u) =
1

1 + e−uj
=

1

1 + e−(∑ wjxj−θj)
(12)

Step 7. Error judgment. Calculate whether the error function meets the expectation. If
so, the network training ends and retains the trained weight; otherwise, the error of each
layer is calculated layer by layer. The calculation of expectation and error is as follows:

ep =
1
2∑

k

(
yk −

∧
yk

)2
(13)

δ
p1
jk =

(
tp1
k − dp1

k

)
dp1

k

(
1− dp1

k

)
δ

p1
ij =

p1

∑
k=0

δ
p1
jk wjkx′p1(1− x′p1) (14)
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Step 8. Adjust the weight of each layer of the network; the specific calculation is

wjk(n0 + 1) = wjk(n0) + η
p

∑
p1=1

δ
p1
jk x′p1wij(n0 + 1) = wij(n0) + η

p

∑
p1=1

δ
p1
ij x′p1 (15)

Step 9. After the adjustment, continue to input the sample and repeat the calcula-
tion process in Step 6 with the new weight. Once the error meets the requirements of
Equation (14), the training is stopped.

Step 10. Save the trained neural network models and predict the crop nitrogen and
moisture contents of the trained neural network.

3.2. Construction of Prediction Model of Crop Water and Nitrogen Contents Based on BPNN with
Double Hidden Layers

The performance of the PSO algorithm is affected by various interaction parameters,
such as group size N, inertia factor ω, learning factors c1 and c2, maximum speed vmax, and
maximum iteration number Gk. The range of the population size is generally from 20 to 50.
If ω = 0, then the adjustment of particle velocity is related only to the current position and
the historical best position, and the change in velocity size has nothing to do with it [24].
When the inertia factor ω is added, particles can effectively explore other parts of space,
not only in the vicinity of the individual and global best positions but also in the function
of global and local exploration. When ω is large, the global search ability is strong; when ω
is small, the local search ability is strong [25]. Generally, c1 = c2 = 2. Ambroziak’s research
shows that if we want to obtain good results and simplify the operation, c1 and c1 are better
as constants [26]. These parameters must be given artificially at the beginning of training.
The specific parameter values of this study are shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Parameter selection of PSO algorithm.

N ω c1 c2 vmax Gk

50 0.1 2 2 0.5 200

In this study, 179 sets of multispectral images of crop leaves were collected to extract
the reflectance value, and the nitrogen and water contents of the leaves were measured
by a plant nutrient analyzer. Finally, the reflectance of the blue, green, red, near−infrared
(NIR), and RedEdge bands, as well as crop nitrogen and water contents, were obtained—a
total of seven variables. A correlation analysis of the seven variables is shown in Figure 5.
The correlation between the reflectance of each spectral band and the nitrogen and water
contents of the crops was not strong, showing a nonlinear mapping relation. It is therefore
more suitable to use a neural network to build a prediction model.

Five neurons were in the input layer of the BPNN—that is, the reflectance of five
spectral bands—and two neurons were in the output layer; namely, the nitrogen and water
contents of the crops. Because the units of input data and output data were different, to
facilitate data training the data had to be normalized into a dimensionless form before
modeling. The training data in this study were normalized to between 0.001 and 0.999. The
naturalization equation is given by Equation (16).

P =
p− pmin

pmax − pmin

× 0.998 + 0.001 (16)

where p is the original data, pmin is the minimum value of the data with the same di-
mension, pmax is the maximum value of the data with the same dimension, and P is the
normalized data.
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In the process of modeling with the BPNN, the number of hidden layer neurons in the
network structure could not be determined. Generally, the greater the number of hidden
layers in a neural network, the stronger its nonlinear mapping capability. Upon reaching
an appropriate number of neurons, further increasing the number would not help much to
improve the accuracy of the network but would increase the amount of calculation [27].
Currently, the number of neurons is determined mainly by trial calculation via an empirical
equation; the general empirical formulas are given by Equations (17) and (18).

l <
√
(m + n) + a (17)

l < 2m + 1 (18)

l is the number of hidden neurons, m is the number of neurons in the input layer, n is
the number of neurons in the output layer, and a is a constant from 0 to 10 [28].

According to the empirical formulas of Equations (17) and (18), it was determined
that the number of neurons in the first hidden layer ranged from 2 to 13. The networks
with different hidden layers were trained 10 times, and the numbers of epochs and mean
squared error (MSE) values were recorded. The recorded results are shown in Figure 6. In
Figure 6, the color of the 3D sphere represents the number of neurons in the hidden layer,
and the size of the sphere represents the MSE. After the trial calculation, when the number
of neurons in the hidden layer was 12, the correlation coefficient R−value of the trained
BPNN was the largest, while the number of iterations and the MSE value were low.

This study aimed to establish a BPNN with double hidden layers. Through trial
calculation, we determined the number of nodes in the first hidden layer to be 12. It was
found that the best ratio of the number of nodes in the first hidden layer and the second
hidden layer was 3:1 in the case of high−dimensional input [29]. Therefore, the number of
nodes in the second hidden layer of the neural network was determined to be 4. Finally,
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a BPNN with a 5−12−4−2 structure was established. The structure diagram is shown in
Figure 7.
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Below is the pseudo−code for optimizing a BP neural network using PSO:

1. Initialization:

• Define the population size and the maximum number of iterations.
• Randomly initialize the position and velocity of particles in the search space.
• Initialize the global best position and fitness value.

2. Particle Movement and Update:

• For each iteration, update the velocity and position of each particle using the
PSO equations.

• Apply velocity and position limits if necessary.
• Evaluate the fitness of each particle using the BP neural network with the current

position as the weights.
• Update the personal and global best positions if a particle finds better solutions.

3. Termination Condition:

• Stop the process when either the maximum number of iterations is reached, or a
desired fitness value is achieved.

4. Return the Best Solution:

• After the termination condition is met, return the position of the particle with the
best fitness value as the optimized weights for the BP neural network.
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4. Comparative Experimental Results and Analysis

Next, we trained 150 groups of samples, and the remaining 29 groups were used
for verification. We compared and analyzed the performances of a traditional BPNN, a
single−hidden−layer BP neural network optimized by PSO (PSO−1H−BPNN), and a
double−hidden−layer BP neural network optimized by PSO (PSO−2H−BPNN), and also
determined the prediction accuracies of the three neural networks.

4.1. Performance Analysis of the Neural Networks

Three kinds of neural networks were trained by 150 groups of samples. The conver-
gence and network performances of the training are shown in Figures 8 and 9. In Figure 8,
we can see that the MSE of the BPNN was the largest and that of PSO−2H−BPNN was
the smallest. This shows that a BP neural network with a double−hidden−layer structure
optimized by PSO can effectively reduce the number of training errors. Also, increasing the
number of hidden layers increases the number of iterations, but the increase is not obvious.
This also confirms the results of a previous study that increasing the number of hidden
layers will increase the training time [30].
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Figure 8. Convergence process of neural network training.

In Figure 9, we can see that the decision coefficient R of the three neural networks
gradually increased after training, and the decision coefficient R of PSO−2H−BPNN
reached 0.92978. Compared with a conventional BPNN, the network performances of
PSO−1H−BPNN and PSO−2H−BPNN improved by 3.97% and 9.87%, respectively, which
indicates that PSO–2H–BPNN had the best performance of the three kinds of neural networks.
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4.2. Prediction Accuracy Analysis of Three Kinds of Neural Networks

We used three kinds of neural networks to simulate the remaining 29 groups of samples.
The results of the predicted and expected outputs are shown in Figure 10. From Figure 10, it
can be seen that in the simulation of either nitrogen content or water content, the predicted
output and the expected output had the strongest consistency in PSO−2H−BPNN. Also,
the deviation degree of the PSO−2H−BPNN prediction error was the smallest of the three
kinds of neural networks.

Finally, a linear correlation analysis was performed between the predicted output and
the expected output of the sample, as shown in Figure 11. From Figure 11, it can be seen
that for the predicted nitrogen content of the crop the correlation coefficient R2 of the BPNN,
PSO−1H−BPNN, and PSO−2H−BPNN reached 0.7995, 0.8352, and 0.9045, respectively,
and the correlation coefficient R2 of PSO−2H−BPNN was the highest. On the predicted
water content of the crop, the correlation coefficient R2 of the BPNN, PSO−1H−BPNN,
and PSO−2H−BPNN reached 0.7533, 0.88099, and 0.8734, respectively, and the correla-
tion coefficient R2 of PSO−2H−BPNN was also the highest. In the same kind of neural
network prediction, the accuracy of predicting crop nitrogen content was higher than that
of predicting crop water content.
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5. Conclusions

In this study, we designed a double−hidden−layer BP neural network optimized
by a PSO algorithm. Compared with a conventional BPNN, the network performance of
PSO−2H−BPNN was improved by 9.87%. On the predicted nitrogen content of the crop,
the correlation coefficient R2 of PSO−2H−BPNN reached 0.9045, and on the predicted
water content of the crop, the correlation coefficient R2 of PSO−2H−BPNN reached 0.8734.
Both had the highest determination coefficient. For the same kind of neural network
prediction, the accuracy of predicting the crop nitrogen content was higher than that of the
crop water content.

Although the network can quickly identify crop moisture and nitrogen content, it
has a high requirement for collecting multi−spectral images of crop canopy. For canopy
multispectral image data collected under sufficient lighting conditions, high accuracy can
be easily achieved, but canopy multispectral image data collected under cloudy or evening
conditions may reduce recognition accuracy. In future studies, we will try using a different
algorithm to replace PSO, continue to optimize BP neural networks, and continually
improve the prediction accuracy of the network.
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