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Detectors´ performance and conclusion 
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* Relative percentage where 100% = 635 true upcall detections 

Manual method:  73%  --> missed mostly masked calls 
 
 

Automated NARW detector: 61%(386) --> missed call within sequence and faint calls. False 
positives (119) mostly noise. 

 
 

Combined method:  most effective. Should be used when the aim is to detected as much 
calls as possible. 



Contact information: dombroski.julia@gmail.com  

THANK YOU 

An evaluation of automated and manual methods for detecting 
 Southern right whale (Eubalaena australis) contact calls 

Acknowledgements & Funding 


