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Abstract: This paper proposes a data anomaly detection and correction algorithm for the tea planta-
tion IoT system based on deep learning, aiming at the multi-cause and multi-feature characteristics
of abnormal data. The algorithm is based on the Z-score standardization of the original data and
the determination of sliding window size according to the sampling frequency. First, we construct a
convolutional neural network (CNN) model to extract abnormal data. Second, based on the support
vector machine (SVM) algorithm, the Gaussian radial basis function (RBF) and one-to-one (OVO)
multiclassification method are used to classify the abnormal data. Then, after extracting the time
points of abnormal data, a long short-term memory network is established for prediction with mul-
tifactor historical data. The predicted values are used to replace and correct the abnormal data.
When multiple consecutive abnormal values are detected, a faulty sensor judgment is given, and the
specific faulty sensor location is output. The results show that the accuracy rate and micro-specificity
of abnormal data detection for the CNN-SVM model are 3–4% and 20–30% higher than those of
the traditional CNN model, respectively. The anomaly detection and correction algorithm for tea
plantation data established in this paper provides accurate performance.

Keywords: tea plantation; deep learning; data feature extraction; data correction

1. Introduction

The application of IoT technology has generated and accumulated a large amount
of data in the field of tea plantations, providing a rich source of data for intelligent man-
agement and decision-making. However, due to the complex tea plantation production
environment and other factors, the data contain many abnormal data, which affects their
availability [1]. Therefore, the detection of abnormal data is the first problem to be solved
in the process of tea plantation data processing [2]. On the one hand, the detection of
abnormal data can improve the quality of the data; on the other hand, the identification of
abnormal data sources can be used to address problems with the IoT system.

There are many reasons for abnormal data, which have the characteristics of transience,
sudden change, asynchronous phenomena and concept drift. However, most detection
algorithms can be applied only to a certain feature in a certain situation and can only detect
abnormal data and discard it without correcting it, causing a significant loss of information
hidden behind the data. Common detection methods for abnormal data include distance-
based methods, statistics-based methods, and machine learning-based methods [3–5].
Distance-based methods are usually used to quantitatively measure the difference between
the data values through the data distance when there is a large difference between the data
value of the abnormal data and the normal data value. The Euclidean distance and Markov
distance are usually used to calculate the data distance. On this basis, Ying Long et al.
introduced a sliding window to judge data anomalies by calculating the distance between
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data instances in the window, which reduced the computational complexity [6]. Oussama
et al. used the distance of sensor node data distance to quickly determine outliers in the
sensor network to find anomalies in the network [7]. Although distance-based methods are
easy to use and versatile, they are not efficient when working with large data segments.

Statistical-based methods generally first construct a normal data distribution model
from a normal dataset and perform fitting judgments based on this model. Samparthi et al.
proposed an anomaly detection method based on a hypothetical mathematical, statistical
model and kernel density function [8]. N Pikolaos et al. proposed a method for classi-
fying time series data using a Bag-of-Features (BoF) model with neural generalization
capabilities [9]. The statistical-based method can quickly detect the anomalies of the dataset
when the mathematical model is by the change law of the dataset. However, for high-
dimensional data-sets, it is difficult to establish a more accurate mathematical model. This
kind of method must combine the feature extraction algorithm with the classifier, which
cannot be recognized automatically, and the emergence of convolutional neural networks
(CNNs) has changed this situation.

Machine learning-based methods mainly include decision trees, clustering algorithms,
genetic algorithms, and neural networks [10–15]. Machine learning methods can fully use
the difference between normal and abnormal datasets for detection. As the amount of data
increases, the detection accuracy of the algorithm gradually increases, so these methods are
suitable for large-scale high-dimensional datasets. Jonathan et al. proposed replacing the
fully connected layers in the CNN model with other machine learning algorithms (logistic
regression, support vector machines (SVM), K-nearest neighbours, etc.) to improve model
classification capabilities [16]. However, these methods do not consider the possibility of
using backpropagation to train subsequent classifiers. Further classifier training is required,
resulting in longer training time for the CNN alone. Anil et al. proposed a new entropy-
based divergence function to avoid redundant activation of CNN hidden layers, reduce
the number of training parameters, ensure sparsity, avoid CNN overfitting problems, and
improve the CNN classification capability [17]. However, the modeling process of the
improved algorithm is complicated, and the accuracy rate is low relative to the CNN model.
Jithin et al. proposed combining the multi-channel and long short-term memory (LSTM)
into the CNN model for prediction. Compared with the SVM model, the performance is
improved by six times [18]. However, the model can be used only for prediction but not
classification, and the model training time is long.

Deep learning (DL) is mainly used in image classification [19–23], speech recogni-
tion [24], and natural language processing [25], and its performance is significantly better
than shallow networks. DL is also widely used in the detection of abnormal data. Ma et al.
used an improved RNN to detect anomalous data in cloud computing systems, thus effec-
tively improving the detection success rate [26]. Ji et al. proposed a single classification
SVM model based on a genetic algorithm to detect abnormal data during ship driving,
which can effectively reduce the detection error and be applied to real-time monitoring
of ship anomalies [27]. An improved LeNet-5 and LSTM model was proposed by Zhang
et al. to solve the network intrusion problem, and experiments showed that this obtains
the best performance for anomalous traffic detection [28]. Although all the above methods
are able to solve the problem of anomalous data in different types of IoT well, it is clearly
suboptimal to simply detect and remove the anomalous data, which can cause a partial
loss of information. Therefore, this research adds the correction of anomalous data on top
of that.

Different from other agricultural IoT data, such as rice pest data (rainfall, light, and
average humidity) [29], temperature and humidity data required for the growth of wolf-
berry [30], as well as the more common temperature, humidity, and wind speed data [31],
this research focuses on tea plantation IoT data. In addition to the above types of data, the
data for this experiment also include soil moisture at 20 cm, 40 cm, and 60 cm below the
surface, which plays a vital role in the growth of tea trees. And the above work [29–31]
only predict the data in agricultural IoT and does not detect abnormal data.
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Tea plantation IoT cloud system with the help of PC can easily realize the remote
real-time monitoring of weather, soil and water environment of tea garden production site,
and realize remote automatic control of agricultural facilities of tea garden. This paper
takes the high-dimensional time-series data collected by the tea plantation IoT system as an
object. It uses SVM and CNN technology to construct a tea plantation IoT abnormal data
classification detection CNN-SVM model through the optimization of model parameters,
abnormal detection, and identification of abnormal data sources of high-dimensional time-
series data of the tea plantation IoT system. Aiming at the characteristics of time correlation
and spatial correlation of multi-sensor data, a tea plantation IoT data prediction method
based on the LSTM model is proposed. It uses multi-factor historical data to predict the
data change trend of anomalous data sources and improve the integrity of tea plantation
IoT data and availability.

The main contributions of this work are summarized as follows:

(1) This paper proposes a general tea plantation IoT abnormal data detection model to
detect abnormal data.

(2) This paper proposes a combination algorithm of CNN, SVM, and LSTM for correcting
abnormal data of the tea plantation IoT system and improving the authenticity and
availability of datasets.

(3) This paper uses the dataset of a tea plantation in the Huangshan area of Anhui
Province to verify the algorithm. Compared with the traditional SVM or CNN/RNN
models in other anomaly detection methods, our proposed algorithm can improve
the accuracy by 3–4% and the specificity by 20–30%.

2. Materials and Methods

This section details the dataset, CNN-SVM, and LSTM model, including its composi-
tion and overall architecture. The application and parameter settings in the experiment are
also introduced.

2.1. Dataset

The experimental data were collected in the field with an IoT system at a tea plantation
in Huangshan City, Anhui Province. Notably, data were collected for twelve parameters,
including time, wind direction, light, air temperature, air humidity, atmospheric pressure,
and other environmental information. Additionally, the soil temperature and soil water
content at 20 cm, 40 cm, and 60 cm below the surface of the test area at different locations
were recorded. The soil temperature and moisture content were measured with an inte-
grated sensor, and there were seven sensors in the system. The sensor collects data every
10 min. A total of 50,455 data points were used in the experiment. Seventy percent of the
data were used as the training set, and ten percent of this set consisted of randomly added
abnormal values. The remaining 30% of the data were used for testing, and ten percent of
this set consisted of randomly added abnormal values. Figure 1 shows part of the collection
devices for the data collected in this experiment.

2.2. Data Pre-Processing
2.2.1. Standardization

Different evaluation indexes in a multi-index evaluation system generally have dif-
ferent dimensions and orders of magnitude. If indexes are considerably different and an
original index value is used directly for analysis, the result will be biased toward indexes
with high values over those with low values. Therefore, to ensure the reliability of the
results, it is necessary to standardize index data. This approach can improve the model
convergence speed and the model and classifier accuracies.

The most common data standardization methods are min-max standardization and
Z-score standardization. This article uses the Z-score standardization method, also known
as standard deviation standardization. This method normalizes the data set to the mean
and standard deviation of the original data. The standardized data conform to the standard
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normal distribution; the mean is 0, and the standard deviation is 1. The corresponding
conversion function is:

x∗ = (x− µ)/σ (1)

where µ is the mean of all sample data, and σ is the standard deviation. x is the original
data, and x∗ is the preprocessed data.
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agricultural weather station.

2.2.2. Sliding Window

Time series data processing models usually include landmark, snapshot, and sliding
window models. The sliding window model keeps the most recent data in the window, and
this approach is more applicable for sensor data than other data stream processing models.
Therefore, this paper uses the sliding window model to process IoT time series of data
from a tea plantation. The distribution of the collected data may vary over time. Therefore,
the sliding window model is used to place newly collected data and the data collected at
the previous time step in the same window for the CNN-SVM model to perform anomaly
detection. Notably, data detection can be performed online in real-time by moving the
window, and the temporal correlation of the data can be used to improve the accuracy of
anomaly detection.

The sliding window model is shown in Figure 2. For the convenience of description,
it is assumed that the current moment is U, the size of the sliding window is Q, the
data set in sliding window 1 is Du = {xU . . . ,xU+Q}, and the data set in window 2 is
Du+1 = {xU+1 . . . ,xU+1+Q} [32]. In Figure 1, the green dots represent the detected data, and
the red dots represent the data to be detected. When new data are collected at the next time
step, the window slides to the right; some circles are slid into the window, and some circles
are shifted outside the window.
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The data in the new window are input into the CNN-SVM model to determine whether
they are abnormal data. After many tests (as shown in Table 1), a sliding window size of
Q = 7 was established.

Table 1. Determine the sliding window size.

Sliding Window Size Correct Rate for 100 Rounds
of Training (Accuracy)

Correct Rate for 500 Rounds
of Training (Accuracy)

Q = 7 89.350% 96.002%
Q = 8 89.450% 95.996%
Q = 9 89.470% 96.101%

Q = 10 89.330% 95.990%
Q = 11 89.310% 95.938%

2.3. Abnormal Data Detection Model
2.3.1. Convolution and Pooling Layer

The convolution kernel of this layer is used to slide the window in the previous
level of the input layer, add the offset value, obtain each feature extraction layer through
the activation function, and produce the corresponding feature mapping layer [17]. A
convolution kernel of a certain size in the convolution layer traverses the input feature
map to extract features and performs convolution operations within local areas of the
feature map.

The pooling layer, also known as the downsampling layer, uses downsampling to
compress dimensions and reduce parameters without affecting the characteristics of the
data set [33]. The most common pooling methods are average pooling (average pooling)
and maximum pooling (max pooling); this article focuses on max pooling.

2.3.2. Fully Connected Layer and Support Vector Machine

The fully connected layer is connected to the pooling layer, and the pooled feature
map is input into the fully connected layer [34]. An SVM is a machine learning algorithm
based on statistical theory and the principle of structural risk minimization. By defining an
appropriate kernel function, a nonlinear transformation is performed to transform the input
space into a linearly separable high-dimensional space. The optimal linear hyperplane in
the high-dimensional space is identified.

A traditional SVM usually solves a two-class classification problem or multiclass
classification problem in data anomaly detection, and ‘one-to-one’, ‘one-to-many’, and
‘directed acyclic graph’ methods can be used. This paper adopts the one-to-one method, and
a total of N(N-1)/2 subclassifies are constructed for N types of samples. When predicting
the category to which a new sample belongs, each subclassifier assesses the sample and
casts a vote for the corresponding category. In the final decision stage, the category with
the most votes is set as the category of the identified sample [35].

2.3.3. Construction of Exception Data Detection Model

To improve the correlation classification problem involving abnormal data from a
tea plantation, a one-dimensional convolutional neural network was selected, and the
CNN-SVM model consisting of 8 convolutional, pooling, and fully connected layers was
proposed. The model includes three main parts: the input layer, output layer, and hidden
layer, as depicted in Figure 3.

First, the time series data are reprocessed, and the processed data are input into the
model through the input layer [36]. To classify abnormal data, the activation function of
the convolution layer uses the ReLU function, and the scaled exponential linear unit (SeLU)
function with normalization is used in the fully connected layer. This is since SeLU can
solve the problems of gradient disappearance and explosion very well.
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Figure 3. CNN extracted data feature structure map from the CNN-SVM model. The number of
filters in the first two layers is 64, and in the latter two layers is 32. The first two filters have size 4;
the last two have size 2. The window size of the maximum pool layer is 2. The activation function of
the fully connected layer adopts the SeLU function.

Additionally, the alpha dropout algorithm is selected to accelerate the convergence
speed of the model and improve the generalization ability. Alpha dropout is a type of
dropout that keeps the input means and variance unchanged. The role of this layer is to
maintain the self-standardization of data during dropout through scaling and translation.
Additionally, alpha dropout works well with the SeLU activation function. The main
parameter settings in the hidden layer are shown in Table 2.

Table 2. Partial parameter setting for the abnormal data detection model.

Title 1 Title 2

Filter 64
Kernel_size 1 4

α 0.6
Filter 2 64

Pool_size 2
Units 128

Learning rate 0.001
Filter 3 32
Filter 4 32

Kernel_size 2 2

In Table 2, Filter 1 is the number of convolution kernels in convolution layer 1, Filter 2
is the number of convolution kernels in convolution layer 2, and Kernel_size is the length
of the convolution window in the convolution layer. Pool_size is the maximum number of
windows merged in the largest pooling layer, α is the drop rate in the alpha dropout layer,
and Units is the dimension of the output of the fully connected layer.

The data extracted by the dense layer are input into the SVM, and the kernel function
of the SVM is the Gaussian radial basis function (RBF). After verification by the K-fold
cross-validation algorithm, the penalty factor C = 5.32, the kernel parameter γ = 2.15, the
OVO classification method, and gamma = 0.1 are selected [37]. The smaller the gamma
value is, the more continuous the classification interface. The larger the gamma value is, the
more scattered the classification interface and the better the classification effect; however,
overfitting may occur in this case. ‘OVO’ is a one-to-one classification problem involving
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division between two categories, and two classification methods are used to simulate the
results of multiple classification steps. An objective function (loss function) is introduced to
assess the degree of difference between the predicted and actual values. This paper selects
the square folded leaf loss function, and regularized penalty terms are added to suppress
numerical weights and improve the model generalization ability. The SVM multiclass
objective function is given as follows:

Loss =
1
N ∑

i
∑

j 6=yi

[max(0, f (xi; W)j − f (xi; W)yi
+4)]2 + λ ∑

k
∑

l

∣∣Wk,l
∣∣ (2)

where xi is the ith sample, which is correctly classified as yi; f (xi; W)yi
is calculated by the

scoring function f for the jth classification;4 is the boundary value; the weight is W; N
is the total number of samples, and λ is the penalty factor. The specific flow chart of the
CNN-SVM abnormal data detection algorithm is shown in Figure 4.
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2.4. Tea Plantation Data Prediction Model
2.4.1. LSTM

To compensate for the shortcoming that ordinary RNNs cannot learn long-distance
information, an LSTM model is proposed to predict tea plantation sensor data. An LSTM
network is a variant of a recurrent neural network that avoids long-term dependence
problems through targeted design. LSTM information is stored in the control unit outside
the normal information flow of an RNN; notably, a new state unit is introduced. As shown
in Figure 5. LSTM effectively mines the time series dependence of information by adding
forget gates, input gates, and output gates to the hidden layer. The core of LSTM design is
the threshold mechanism, which involves the abovementioned gates; the functional design
of this mechanism can be described as follows.
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Figure 5. LSTM network design structure. It introduces the cell state C to store the long-term
information of the sequence, and S is the output of the current storage cell. σ represents the sigmoid
activation function, while × and + represent the matrix multiplication and addition, respectively.

The input gate in controls the input layer information that reaches the hidden layer
and determines what new information is stored in the new unit state. The corresponding
mathematical model is given as follows:{

in = σ(Uixn + Wisn−1 + Vicn−1)

C̃n = tanh(Ucxt + Wcsn−1)
(3)

where in is the input of the input gate at time n, and the information filtered by the input
gate is in ⊗ C̃n. σ is the sigmoid activation function, tanh is the tangent function, Ui, Uc,
Wi, Wc, Vi are the weight matrix, xn is the current input, sn−1 is the output of the previous
storage unit, and cn−1 is the original cell state.

The forget gate fn is used to control the storage of information by the current hid-
den layer node and determine which information is deleted from the memory unit; the
mathematical model is given as follows:

fn = σ
(

U f xn + W f sn−1 + Vf cn−1

)
(4)

where fn is the threshold for the forget gate, and the information that passes through the
forget gate is fn ⊗ cn−1.

The output gate on determines the final output and saves information. The correspond-
ing mathematical model is given as follows:

cn = in ⊗ C̃n + fn ⊗ cn−1
on = σ(Uoxn + Wosn−1 + Vocn−1)

sn = ontanh� (cn)

(5)

where cn is state c after the forget and input gates, on is state O for the output layer at time
n, and sn is state s in the hidden layer.

2.4.2. Construction of the Tea Plantation Data Prediction Model

Considering the multivariate correlations among tea plantation data types, an im-
proved multivariate LSTM sensor timing prediction model is proposed. The network
structure of this model includes three layers: an input layer, a hidden layer, and an output
layer. Among them, the input layer controls the input data format; the hidden layer con-
tains several LSTM units and iteratively adjusts the model weights to reduce the error until
convergence is reached, and the output layer restores the format of the result to the original
data format. The topological diagram of this model is shown in Figure 6.
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Figure 6 shows that the pre-processed sensor data are first converted from the input
layer format to data that can be used for supervised learning. Q time points are selected as
the interval used in the LSTM model, and the data from T time points are used as the time
inputs. The target output is the true value corresponding to an input data time point. Six
types of sensors are used to obtain integrated 3D data (time, true value, and features), and
time is input as an index in the hidden layer.

The collected tea plantation data sets have strong correlations, so too many hidden
layers will lead to overfitting. Therefore, this test uses a double hidden layer structure.
Equations (1)–(5) indicate that the choice of the threshold activation function is the key
to the success of the experiment because the ReLU function can reduce the problem of
gradient dispersion; therefore, the ReLU function is selected as the activation function. To
alleviate the impact of overfitting, a dropout algorithm is added to the hidden layer, and
the loss function selects the mean absolute error (MAE) function. This function measures
the average error margin and is suitable for comparing the average error levels of most
models. The optimizer used in the hidden layer is the Adam optimizer, and it optimizes
the weights calculated for each loss function until the loss function converges. After model
training is completed, the output layer performs denormalization and other processing
steps to restore the format of the predicted values to the original data format [38]. The main
parameter settings are shown in Table 3.

Among the parameters in Table 3, the number of Units and dropout rate are obtained
through grid search, and the search values are 32, 64, 128, 256, and 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6,
0.7, respectively. Use_bias reflects whether the Boolean layer uses the offset vector, and
Bias_initializer is the initializer of the offset vector. Unit_forget_bias adds 1 to the bias of
the forget gate during initialization. Kernel_initializer is the initializer of the weight matrix
and is used for the linear conversion of inputs.
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Table 3. Partial parameter settings for the Tea Plantation Data Prediction Model.

Parameter Name Value

Unit 1 128
Unit 2 64
Unit 3 8

Bias_initializer zeros
Dropout 0.5
Use_bias True

Unit_forget_bias Ture
Kernel_initializer glorot_unfiprm

Learning rate 0.001

2.5. Evaluation Index of Abnormal Data Detection Algorithm

The traditional indicators of classification algorithm are accuracy, micro-precision,
micro-recall, micro-specificity, and the micro-F1 score [39]. The corresponding formulas
are shown in Table 4. TP represents a normal value that is correctly predicted; FP rep-
resents a normal value that is incorrectly predicted; TN represents an abnormal value
that is correctly predicted; FN represents an abnormal value that is incorrectly predicted.
TP, FP, TN, and FN in Table 4 are the average values of TP, FP, TN, and FN, respectively.
Accuracy (ACC) indicates the proportion of all the results of the classification model that
are correctly predicted to the total number of observations. Micro-precision (Micro-P) is the
proportion of correct normal predictions to the total number of possible normal predictions.
Micro-recall represents the proportion of correct normal predictions to the total number of
predictions. Micro-specificity refers to the proportion of correct abnormal predictions to the
total number of possible abnormal predictions. The micro-F1 score combines the accuracy
rate and the output result of micro-recall and reflects the performance of the model. The
micro-F1 score ranges from 0 to 1, with 1 representing the best and 0 representing the worst
model performance.

Table 4. Classification algorithm performance indicators.

Formula

Accuracy Accuracy = TP+TN
TP+TN+FP+FN × 100%

Micro-precision Micro− P = TP
TP+FP

× 100%

Micro-recall Micro− R = TP
TP+FN

× 100%

Micro-specificity Micro− S = TN
TN+FP

× 100%

Micro-F1 score F1 Score = 2×Micro−P×Micro−R
Micro−P+Micro−R × 100%

2.6. Evaluation Index of Tea Plantation Data Prediction Algorithm

The indicators used to evaluate the prediction performance of the algorithm included
the MAE, root mean square error (RMSE), and R squared value (R2) [39]. The formulas
for these indexes are shown in Table 5. The MAE is the sum of the absolute values of the
deviations of all real values from the corresponding arithmetic averages. MAE can avoid
the problem of error cancellation, so it can accurately reflect the actual prediction error. The
RMSE represents the degree of dispersion of the predicted values, and the best-fit state is
RMSE = 0. R2 reflects the performance of the model, and the value range is [0, 1]. A value
of 0 represents the worst model-fitting ability, and 1 represents the best model-fitting ability.
In Table 5, Yi is the true value, Ŷi is the predicted value, and Yi is the mean value.
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Table 5. Forecasting algorithm performance indexes.

Formula

Mean absolute error (MAE) MAE = 1
n ∑n

i−1 | (Yi − Ŷi) |

Root mean square error (RMSE) RMSE =
√

1
n ∑n

i−1(Yi − Ŷi)2

R squared value (R2) R2 = 1− ∑i(Yi−Ŷi)
2

∑i(Yi−Yi)2

2.7. Correction Model of Abnormal Data in Tea Plantations

Based on the abnormal data detection and prediction methods proposed in Sections 2.2
and 2.3, a model for correcting abnormal data with predicted values is designed. The model
is divided into three parts. The first part is the abnormal data detection stage. The CNN-
SVM model is obtained by training the data collected at the tea plantation, which are used
to detect abnormal data. The second part is the data prediction stage. It includes model
training with historical tea plantation data to obtain an LSTM model that can accurately
predict future tea plantation data. The third part is the correction stage. If the CNN-
SVM model detects abnormal data, the data predicted by the LSTM model are used to
correct the abnormal data. This paper addresses the detection, prediction, and correction
of IoT anomalous data in tea plantations, which helps in the intelligent management
of tea plantations, scientific irrigation, and other efforts. Thus, only the data accuracy
of the IoT system was improved in this research, but the tea yield and other issues are
affected indirectly.

Figure 7 shows the overall structure of the abnormal data correction model. The
historical tea plantation data are pre-processed by normalization and time slicing into the
CNN-SVM model and the LSTM model for data detection and prediction. If the detected
data are normal, they are output to the tea plantation data set. If the detected data are
abnormal, these data are retained, and the time points T of the abnormal data are extracted.
Then, the LSTM model predicts the data at time T and corrects the abnormal data. The
result is input into the tea plantation data set.
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3. Results and Discussion

This section introduces the anomaly data detection model is compared and analyzed
by the CNN-SVM and CNN models. The results of the tea plantation data prediction model
and abnormal data model correction are analyzed.

3.1. Results
3.1.1. Results of the Abnormal Data Detection Algorithm

The curve in Figure 8 shows the variation in the training data’s loss values and the
CNN-SVM model’s testing data. Figure 8 indicates that when the number of iterations
reaches 700, the training and testing data loss function values are close to 0.2386. Subse-
quently, the value of the loss function decreases. When the number of iterations reaches
800, the value of the loss function stabilizes at 0.1987. In the interval of [0, 700] iterations,
the value of the loss function also decreases rapidly. The loss value decreases slowly in the
interval of (700, 900) iterations. In the interval of (900, 1000) iterations, the loss function
fluctuates near approximately 0.188 8 and tends to be stable.
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Figure 9 gives a comparison of the performance of the classification results for the
CNN and CNN-SVM models for the studied dataset. Figure 9a compares the changes
in the accuracy of the two models for the same ratio dimension and the same data set.
Notably, as the number of iterations increases, the accuracy of the model improves. In the
process, the highest accuracies of the CNN and CNN-SVM models are 92.55% and 96.02%,
respectively. Compared with the CNN model, the detection accuracy of the CNN-SVM
model is approximately 3.5% higher. Figure 9b shows the Micro-P of the two models at
different iteration times. Notably, the Micro-P values of the CNN-SVM model are better
than those of the CNN model, and the two result sets are similar only in the interval
of [0, 100] iterations. The gap is largest at the 700th iteration and then tends to stabilize.

Figure 9 gives a comparison of the performance of the classification results for the
CNN and CNN-SVM models for the studied data set. Figure 9a compares the changes in
the accuracy of the two models for the same ratio dimension and data set. Notably, as the
number of iterations increases, the accuracy of the model improves. In the process, the
highest accuracies of the CNN and CNN-SVM models are 92.55% and 96.02%, respectively.
Compared with the CNN model, the detection accuracy of the CNN-SVM model is approx-
imately 3.5% higher. Figure 9b shows the Micro-P of the two models at different iteration
times. Notably, the Micro-P values of the CNN-SVM model are better than those of the
CNN model, and the two result sets are similar only in the interval of [0, 100] iterations.
The gap is largest at the 700th iteration and then tends to stabilize.
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comparison. (b) CNN and CNN-SVM micro-precision comparison. (c) CNN and CNN-SVM micro-
recall comparison. (d) CNN and CNN-SVM micro-specificity comparison. (e) CNN and CNN-SVM
micro-F1 scores comparison.

Figures 9c,d show the changes in the micro-recall and micro-specificity of the two
models, respectively. Specifically, as the number of iterations increases, the micro-recall
rate of the CNN model tends to be stable at 96.63%, and that of the CNN-SVM model tends
to be stable at 97.72%. The final micro-recall rate of the CNN-SVM model is 97.93%, and
the micro-specificity is 78.78%. The final micro-recall rate of the CNN model is 96.63%,
and the micro-specificity is 56.71%. Compared with that of the CNN model, the micro-
recall rate of the CNN-SVM model is approximately 1.3% higher, and the micro-specificity
is approximately 22.2% higher. Figure 9e shows the change in Micro-F1 as the number
of iterations increases in the two models. After the 800th iteration, the Micro-F1 results
gradually stabilize. The final Micro-F1 value of the CNN-SVM model is 97.79%, and that
for the CNN model is 96.03%.
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In summary, based on evaluations of ACC, Micro-P, micro-recall, micro-specificity, and
the micro-F1 score, the detection results of the CNN-SVM model are significantly better
than those of the CNN model.

3.1.2. Results of Data Prediction Algorithm of Tea Plantations

The prediction results are shown in Figures 10 and 11. Twelve-hour data are selected
as the observation data set, and 1-h data forecasts are produced. Because the data are
collected every 10 min, 72 data points are needed as observations, and 6 data points are
predicted. Figure 10 shows the change in the obtained loss function value, and Figure 11
shows a comparison between the predicted and real values.
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Figure 10 shows that the LSTM model training and prediction results are good. Except
for the air humidity loss, which converges at approximately 800 iterations, the remaining
three sets of variables all begin to converge around the 400th iteration, and the final loss
is in the [0, 0.1] interval. To verify the prediction results, Figure 11 intuitively shows the
prediction effect, where the red dots are the true values, the blue dots are the predicted
values, and the broken blue line is the observation data. In hour-ahead forecasting, the air
humidity and soil moisture 20 cm below the experimental area’s surface best fit the actual
data. Additionally, the soil temperature 20 cm below the experimental area’s surface needs
to be a better fit for the actual data, and the air temperature prediction performance could
be better.

Table 6 shows the changes in MAE, RMSE, and R2 of the LSTM model as the number
of iterations increases. As can be seen from the table, when iterating 1000 times, MAE,
RMSE, and R2 perform best at 0.0022, 0.0148 and 0.9669, respectively. Additionally, the
correction results are shown in Figure 12.
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Figure 11. Comparison of LSTM Model Forecast and Real Value. (a) Comparison of predicted and real
air temperatures over the next hour. (b) Comparison of predicted and true air humidity values over
the next hour. (c) Comparison of predicted and true soil temperatures of 20 cm in the experimental
area over the next hour. (d) Comparison of predicted and true soil moisture values for 20 cm in the
experimental area over the next hour.

Table 6. LSTM model performance evaluation results.

Iterations MAE RMSE R2

200 0.3442 0.5867 0.7562
400 0.0973 0.0386 0.8614
600 0.0061 0.0200 0.9090
800 0.0039 0.0198 0.9413

1000 0.0022 0.0148 0.9669

3.1.3. Results of Abnormal Data Correction

As shown in Figure 12, Data_time is the data collection time, and Tw and Ts represent
the air temperature and air humidity, respectively. Kw120, Kw140, and Kw160 are the
soil temperatures 20 cm, 40 cm, and 60 cm below the experimental area, respectively, and
Ks120, Ks140, and Ks160 are the soil moisture contents 20 cm, 40 cm, and 60 cm below the
experimental area, respectively. In Figure 12, the light blue box represents the abnormal
data detected by the CNN-SVM model, the green box represents the predicted data of the
LSTM network, and the orange box is the corrected dataset. Red, yellow and blue boxes
are abnormal data time points. Figure 12 indicates that when abnormal data are detected,
the system extracts the time points of the abnormal data and simultaneously extracts the
corresponding predicted data according to these time points for correction. The system will
automatically store abnormal data.
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Figure 12. Results of abnormal data correction.

3.2. Discussion

In this subsection, the method proposed in this study is compared with other methods
for anomalous data detection, such as support vector machine (SVM) [40], local anomaly
factor (LOF) [41], and isolated forest (IForest) [42]. As observed in Table 7, the CNN-SVM
model proposed in this research can be optimal in most categories of data detection but
only in some categories of anomalous data detection in IoT of tea plantations. This may
be due to the fact that CNN-SVM extracts features from the data better than traditional
machine algorithms and performs well with multi-dimensional data. Although SVM and
Iforest achieve optimal results under a certain measure, our proposed method is more
widely applicable. Therefore, in future work, this study can go more deeply into the
model research for a certain class of anomalous data detection, and combine CNN with
more machine algorithms to obtain further results. Table 8 shows the comparison of the
prediction performance of LSTM and RNN [26]. It can be seen that LSTM has a higher
performance. Since LSTM can better handle long-term information and avoid the gradient
disappearance that often occurs in RNNs, LSTM achieves optimality in every measure.
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Table 7. The detailed performance indicators of each model. Class 0 indicates normal data, Class 1~5
indicate the anomaly categories of air temperature, air humidity, and soil humidity of 20 cm, 40 cm,
and 60 cm under the experimental area, respectively.

Model ACC Class Microprecision Microrecall Micro-F1 Score

CNN-SVM 93.35%

Class 0 99.02% 92.48% 95.64%
Class 1 99.34% 97.43% 98.38%
Class 2 48.69% 78.15% 59.99%
Class 3 74.15% 90.83% 81.65%
Class 4 92.11% 87.50% 89.75%
Class 5 73.76% 86.67% 79.70%

SVM 86.42%

Class 0 93.06% 91.38% 92.21%
Class 1 35.53% 68.07% 46.69%
Class 2 45.78% 63.87% 53.33%
Class 3 98.46% 53.33% 69.19%
Class 4 62.73% 57.50% 60.00%
Class 5 71.08% 49.17% 63.86%

Iforest 92.51%

Class 0 98.55% 94.03% 96.24%
Class 1 61.67% 93.28% 74.25%
Class 2 74.31% 89.92% 81.37%
Class 3 59.39% 81.67% 68.77%
Class 4 84.07% 79.17% 81.55%
Class 5 66.23% 83.33% 73.80%

LOF 82.34%

Class 0 93.25% 85.60% 89.26%
Class 1 55.08% 53.33% 54.19%
Class 2 58.00% 48.74% 52.97%
Class 3 58.67% 73.33% 65.19%
Class 4 70.25% 70.83% 70.54%
Class 5 64.46% 65.00% 64.73%

Table 8. Comparison of prediction performance between LSTM and RNN models.

Model Prediction Category 2 MAE MSE R2

LSTM

air temperature 0.4859 0.9499 0.9639
air humidity 0.6386 1.0828 0.9680

soil temperature
(20 cm) 0.3347 0.3030 0.9695

soil temperature
(40 cm) 0.3625 0.3070 0.9681

soil temperature
(60 cm) 0.3557 0.3049 0.9680

RNN

air temperature 1.0539 1.0741 0.9284
air humidity 1.6497 2.2547 0.9259

soil temperature
(20 cm) 0.7149 0.6231 0.9467

soil temperature
(40 cm) 0.6941 0.6150 0.9461

soil temperature
(60 cm) 0.6807 0.7098 0.9462

In the actual conditions, the real data obtained will be interfered with by kinds of
conditions (such as wind speed, wind direction, sudden changes, etc.) then our predicted
values will be biased. However, replacing the anomalous values with our predicted values
is more scientific and effective than removing them directly. The model proposed in this
study performs detection and prediction once every 60 min, as a shorter detection period
is better for the timely detection of anomalous data. In our future work, we will select
appropriate time intervals for detection and prediction and further consider potential
factors such as prediction accuracy and robustness.
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4. Conclusions and Future Work

To address issues associated with abnormal data collected by tea plantation sensors,
this paper proposes a high-dimensional time series correction algorithm for abnormal data
based on deep learning. This approach has the following advantages:

1. Based on standardized data processing, the algorithm uses a CNN-SVM model with a
sliding window to monitor the processed data online. The results show that compared
with the traditional CNN model for anomaly detection algorithm, the proposed
algorithm can obtain better detection results, with accuracy and micro-specificity
improvements of 3–4% and 20–30%, respectively.

2. An abnormal data correction method based on an LSTM model is proposed. This
algorithm predicts the trends in abnormal data based on multifactor historical data,
which effectively improves the detection accuracy of the model for time series of data.
When the anomaly detection algorithm detects abnormal data, the time points of the
anomalous data are extracted, normal data are predicted with the LSTM model, and
the abnormal data are corrected and added to the tea plantation data set.

3. This paper’s CNN-SVM model and LSTM model are versatile and easy to com-
bine with other algorithms. Although this research focuses on a tea plantation,
the proposed method provides an important reference for detecting and process-
ing sensor data.

In future research, the simultaneous failure of multiple sensors will be considered to
improve the versatility of the model. Additionally, the improved LSTM model or other
machine learning algorithms will be used to correct abnormal data to improve the accuracy
of data correction.
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