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e Al-supporting hardware G —_
e Standardised imaging chamber — o
e Immobilises hard-bodied !

specimens without damage o | ~p—
e Use-case: active sampling with |
citizen scientists/non-experts
using mobile phones
e Example: transects paired with
generalist ID platforms such as
Observation.org (Naturalis API)
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and iNaturalist (iNat API) GO

Technical specification

e Price: £8-12/ $11-16 / €9-14

e DIY Construction: high density white foam, cutting
circles, dowel, plastic pot, circular cut aluminium
and white foam lid liner.

e 50ml pot, 56mm diameter, 34mm tall 7 Pocket-sized
and large
enough for

Bumblebees!

Focus

e Target groups: pollinators & other hard-bodied invertebrates
e Target taxonomic range: visually distinct insects but can be
used to test performance on difficult/less-distinct groups.

Advantages

e I[mprove data quality & standardisation of field-based images

e \VVoucher specimen can be retained for morphological ID

e Allows validated comparisons of expert ID vs Al-models

e |mages can be re-annotated at higher taxonomic resolution

e Retrain models? Attempt to discriminate between insects
which are not distinct to the human eye?
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Furrow bee example



