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ABSTRACT

Human body orientation estimation (HBOE) is widely ap-
plied into various applications, including robotics, surveil-
lance, pedestrian analysis and autonomous driving. Although
many approaches have been addressing the HBOE problem
from specific under-controlled scenes to challenging in-the-
wild environments, they assume human instances are already
detected and take a well cropped sub-image as the input. This
setting is less efficient and prone to errors in real application,
such as crowds of people. In the paper, we propose a single-
stage end-to-end trainable framework for tackling the HBOE
problem with multi-persons. By integrating the prediction of
bounding boxes and direction angles in one embedding, our
method can jointly estimate the location and orientation of all
bodies in one image directly. Our key idea is to integrate the
HBOE task into the multi-scale anchor channel predictions
of persons for concurrently benefiting from engaged interme-
diate features. Therefore, our approach can naturally adapt
to difficult instances involving low resolution and occlusion
as in object detection. We validated the efficiency and effec-
tiveness of our method in the recently presented benchmark
MEBOW with extensive experiments. Besides, we completed
ambiguous instances ignored by the MEBOW dataset, and
provided corresponding weak body-orientation labels to keep
the integrity and consistency of it for supporting studies to-
ward multi-persons. Our work is available at https://
github.com/hnuzhy/JointBDOE.

Index Terms— Body Detection, Body Orientation Esti-
mation, Embedding, Multi-task Learning

1. INTRODUCTION

The human body orientation estimation (HBOE) task is de-
fined as estimating the skeleton orientation of one person at
the orthogonal camera frontal view. It can not only be di-
rectly applied in many industrial applications, e.g., pedestrian
behavior analysis in intelligent vehicles [1, 2] and attention
estimation in classrooms [3], but also serve as a vital auxil-
iary for assisting other closely related upstream vision tasks
[4, 5, 6]. As a standalone problem, HBOE has been stud-
ied for a lone time [7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 2]. Earlier, the widely

Fig. 1. Two examples of reconstructed MEBOW dataset [6].
Top: Original images with crowds. Green boxes are provided
by MEBOW. Red boxes are newly added by us. Middle: Cor-
responding body bounding box and orientation (in cyan ar-
row) labels. Bottom: Cropped human instances for verifica-
tion. They may be truncated, occluded or tiny bodies, which
are challenging for single HBOE methods yet reasonable for
our single-stage HBOE approach regarding multi-persons.

used HBOE dataset TUD [7] is built with eight coarse-grained
orientation classes. Then, Hara et.al. [10] refined orienta-
tion labels of the TUD dataset into continuous angles. Us-
ing RGB-D sensors, the MCG-RGBD dataset [12] can pro-
vide RGB images and depth information for achieving fine-
grained HBOE. Recently, MEBOW [6] created a large-scale,
high-precision, diverse-background dataset based on COCO
[13] with its readily available human instances bounding box
labels. This new benchmark with contextual information and
the variety of background poses many unresolved real-world
challenges for in-the-wild HBOE task.

However, most previous work in HBOE assumes the in-
put is a well cropped human instance. When in real appli-
cation, these single HBOE methods have to firstly obtain hu-
man instances by the pre-trained person detector (e.g., Faster
R-CNN [14]). We argue this setting is defective facing multi-
persons for two reasons. First, two separated stages will take
linearly growing time as the number of people in the image in-
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creases. Second, one cropped instance may be incomplete or
have other persons which will greatly interfere with feature
discrimination. These two drawbacks also have been com-
monly referred and addressed in single-stage object detection
[15] and bottom-up human pose estimation [16].

To alleviate the shortcomings of two-stage multi-person
HBOE methods, we propose a single-stage YOLOv5 [17]
based method for tackling the multi-person HBOE problem.
Inspired by multi-task learning frameworks [18, 19, 20, 21],
our method can jointly detect person and estimate body orien-
tation. Specifically, we design a unified embedding including
information of both bounding box and direction angle suitable
for each anchor channel prediction, and selectively optimize
body orientation using proposals with high probability of
person instances. Benefiting from the single-stage object
detection network, our method has the potential to be much
faster than its two-stage counterparts, and performs better in
crowded scenes. It is most probably preferred in real applica-
tion for its simplicity and efficiency. In experiments, to adapt
training of multi-persons, we reconstructed the annotation of
MEBOW by introducing full body bounding boxes and weak
orientation labels. Some examples are shown in Figure 1.

Our contributions are three-folds: (1) We propose a novel
single-stage framework for dealing with the multi-person
HBOE task for the first time. It can realize person detection
and body orientation estimation jointly. (2) We design a new
generic unified embedding which extends the traditional ob-
ject representation and associates the orientation angle into
it. (3) Our method has achieved superior performance in
reconstructed multi-person HBOE dataset MEBOW, which
demonstrates its potential value in real application.

2. RELATED WORK

2.1. Human Body Orientation Estimation

As a precondition step of human body orientation estimation
(HBOE), human body detection is usually accomplished as
a by-product using general object detectors trained on large-
scale benchmarks like COCO [13], or resolved by dedicated
person detectors trained on pedestrian datasets (e.g., TUD
[7] and CityPersons [22]) and human-oriented datasets (e.g.,
CrowdHuman [23]). The detection foundation has also pro-
gressed from the traditional hand-crafted feature-based ap-
proaches to the current deep learning-based methods includ-
ing Faster R-CNN [14], FCOS [15] and YOLOv5 [17].

Similarly, previous studies [7, 8, 12, 10] for HBOE tend to
prefer feature engineering and traditional classifiers when the
datasets having limited scales and coarse orientation labels.
Methods [9, 5] tentatively applied simple multi-layer neu-
ral networks to solve the HBOE as a classification problem.
Hara et.al. [10] re-annotated the TUD dataset with continu-
ous orientation labels for predicting fine-grained orientations.
Recently, MEBOW [6] pushed deep learning-based HBOE

Fig. 2. Our architecture is based on YOLOv5 [17]. The in-
put image is firstly passed through the CSPDarknet53 [24]
backbone which extracts four-scale feature maps {P3, P4, P5,
P6}. PANet [25] is used for feature fusion across multi-scales
at neck part. Outputs are followed by detection heads. Each
final anchor channel prediction is designed as a unified object
representation containing box and orientation results.

methods forward by presenting a new large-scale challeng-
ing benchmark, and established a strong baseline model for
HBOE. PedRecNet [20] was a new multi-task network that
supports various pedestrian-oriented functions including the
HBOE which obtained a comparable result to the state-of-the-
art [6]. However, none of these methods has tried to solve the
HBOE problem under multi-person scenarios. In this paper,
to the best of our knowledge, we are the first to explore this
problem with uncropped original frame as the input.

2.2. Multi-task Learning

Generally, multi-task learning strategies [18, 19] are favored
for their high efficiency and potential of exploiting synergies
among correlated tasks. The HBOE task has also been asso-
ciated with estimations of head pose [5, 21], 3D human pose
[6, 20] and 3D eye gaze [3, 21]. Raza et.al. [5] designed two
parallel trained CNN classifiers for pedestrian head-pose and
body-orientation. MEBOW [6] treated body orientation as a
lower-cost supervision source for assisting better 3D human
pose estimation. PedRecNet [20] proposed a unified multi-
task architecture for full 3D human pose and orientation es-
timation. GAFA [21] introduced a new 3D gaze estimation
method and dataset leveraging the intrinsic gaze, head, and
body coordination of people. Again, the input of all these
multi-task studies is an RGB cropped bounding box image of
a human. Different from them, the approach we proposed for
joint body detection and orientation estimation will remedy
Section 1 mentioned inherent deficiencies of existing HBOE
methods that take cropped single person as the input.



3. OUR APPROACH

We adopt the single-stage YOLOv5 [17], which can simul-
taneously classify objects and regress their locations over a
dense grid, as our basic detector. Figure 2 illustrates the pro-
cess of our proposed joint multi-person body detection and
orientation estimation (JointBDOE) method. Given an input
image, we keep the data augmentation strategy (e.g., Mo-
saic and MixUp), and utilize the CSPDarknet53 [24] back-
bone and PANet [25] neck for efficient feature extraction and
fusion. Then, multi-scale grid heads can predict human in-
stances with various sizes. We have integrated body orienta-
tion into the classical object representation. After applying
non-maximum suppression (NMS) on these predictions, we
finally obtain both location and orientation of all bodies.

3.1. Unified Embedding

Generally, we consider the unified embedding to be an ex-
tension of the conventional object representation that addi-
tionally includes attributes associated with the object. In this
way, we can learn multiple related tasks with minimal com-
putational burden for sharing a single network head.

Here, we suppose the output group of one anchor channel
in i-th image gird cell with s ∈ {8, 16, 32, 64} times size re-
duction is Ĥsi . In YOLOv5, the anchor channel number Na
of each head is fixed to 3. For one particular anchor channel
prediction Ĥsi,a, its representation can be written as (p̂, t̂, ĉ).
It includes the objectness p̂ indicating probability of an ob-
ject existence, localization offset t̂ = (x̂, ŷ, ŵ, ĥ) for bound-
ing box, and classification scores ĉ = (ĉ1, · · · , ĉk). For our
HBOE task, the p̂ is typically for the human instance. The ob-
ject class has only one type (k = 1). Furthermore, we extend
Ĥsi,a with one more property ô denoting body orientation.
Now, we obtain a unified embedding ê = (p̂, x̂, ŷ, ŵ, ĥ, ĉ, ô)
containing all properties of body (refer Figure 2). Obviously,
this unified embedding can be easily evolved to other similar
tasks, like encoding Euler angles of eye gaze and head pose.

3.2. Body Orientation Training

Human body orientation is defined as one continuous angle
θ ∈ [0, 360). In our embedding ê, we normalize o into [0, 1)
for fitting the sigmod output after each prediction head. Dur-
ing training, we adopt the MSE for body orientation regres-
sion. Considering the orientation covers full-range view, we
reform a wrapped MSE loss for more reasonable supervision:

Lori = 1/n
∑n

i=1
min(‖ôi − oi‖2, ‖1− |ôi − oi|‖2) (1)

where ôi is the estimated result from i-th multi-scale head,
and oi is the corresponding ground-truth. The n is 4 here.

Although the human body orientation is self-explanatory
from the image, we declare that there are two potential trou-

Fig. 3. The illustration of some anchor channel predictions
for positive, hard and negative body orientation regression.

bles: 1) Some severely occluded, highly truncated, or tiny hu-
man instances are hard to determine. 2) Dense anchor channel
predictions may contain many areas with partial human body
or none. Figure 3 gives an illustration. These special samples
have limited or no effect on the supervised learning of body
orientation. Thus, we utilize a tolerance threshold τ to p̂ for
filtering out unfavorable ôi in each embedding.

L′ori =
∑

s
φ(p̂ > τ)min(‖ô− o‖2, ‖1− |ô− o|‖2) (2)

However, false negative hard samples should not be discarded
and are necessary (refer Bottom of Figure 1). We obtain a
suitable value for the hyper-parameter τ by ablation studies.

3.3. Multi-task Loss Optimization

For body detection training, we follow the original object de-
tection loss design for objectness and localization:

Lobj = 1/n
∑n

i=1
BCE(p̂, p · CIoU(̂ti, ti)) (3)

Lbox = 1/n
∑n

i=1
[1− CIoU(̂ti, ti)] (4)

where BCE is the binary cross-entropy, CIoU means the com-
plete intersection over union. The body objectness p = 1 is
multiplied by the IoU score to promote concentrated anchor
channel predictions. And p = 0 means no target human body.
We do not need the classification loss Lcls for the ĉ is mean-
ingless in our HBOE task. The total loss L is a weighted
summation of all three loss components:

L = αLobj + βLbox + λL′ori (5)

where we set weights α = 0.7 and β = 0.05 as in YOLOv5.
Then, the optimal value of λ for orientation regression loss
weight is explored by ablation studies.

4. EXPERIMENTS

4.1. Implementation Details

Reconstructed MEBOW. The MEBOW dataset has labeled
54,007 images, out of which 51,836 images (127,844 human



Table 1. Influence exploration of two hyperparameters: the
tolerance threshold τ and the loss weight λ for L′ori.
τ λ MAE↓ Acc.-5◦↑ Acc.-15◦↑ Acc.-30◦↑ AP0.5↑ AP.5:.95↑

0.0 0.1 14.031 42.96 78.70 90.35 82.4 58.4
0.1 0.1 13.848 43.60 79.29 90.83 82.9 59.0
0.2 0.1 13.758 43.02 79.02 90.67 82.8 58.7
0.3 0.1 14.493 41.98 77.91 89.68 82.3 58.1
0.4 0.1 15.122 40.66 76.84 89.69 81.7 57.4
0.5 0.1 15.247 41.26 77.02 89.03 81.6 57.2
0.2 0.02 13.738 41.44 79.18 90.88 84.8 62.0
0.2 0.05 13.427 42.88 79.64 91.21 84.1 61.1
0.2 0.10 13.758 43.02 79.02 90.67 82.8 58.7
0.2 0.15 14.715 41.08 77.21 89.96 80.5 55.7

instances) are for training and 2,171 images (5,536 human
instances) are for testing. We keep these images and restore
challenging human instances that originally given by COCO
[13], and the corresponding body orientation is given by the
method in MEBOW as a weak label. Finally, we have 216,853
and 9,059 instances for training and testing, respectively.

Metrics. Following [6, 20], we report the mean absolute
error (MAE) and Acc.-X◦ (X ∈ {5, 15, 30}) of body orien-
tation estimation results. As for the joint body detection task,
we report the AP0.5 and Recall results as a reference.

Training. We use YOLOv5s, YOLOv5m and YOLOv5l
as our backbones, and follow their basic training settings in
[17]. On our reconstructed MEBOW dataset, the max epoch
is set to 500. The input images are resized and padded to
1024 × 1024, keeping the original aspect ratio. Training pa-
rameters τ and λ are manually tuned by experiments.

4.2. Evaluation on Datasets

Ablation Studies. For simplicity, we used YOLOv5s to train
300 epochs, and the last model to test for finding optimal pa-
rameters. In Table 1, we temporarily set λ to 0.1 and selected
threshold τ from 0.0 to 0.5 with a step 0.1. The lowest MAE
is obtained when τ is 0.2, which indicates an appropriate fil-
tering of hard samples is vital. Then, we fixed τ and chose the
loss weight λ for L′ori from {0.02, 0.05, 0.10, 0.15}. When
λ is 0.05, we got a better trade-off between body detection
and orientation estimation.

Comparison. Finally, we quantitatively and qualitatively
demonstrate the impressive results achieved by our proposed
method. As shown in Table 2, our method trained on recon-
structed MEBOW (no mark†) achieved high AP0.5 and Re-
call of body detection and reasonable body orientation accu-
racy. For a fair comparison, we also evaluated our models on
the original MEBOW discarding many challenging instances
(with mark†). The model using YOLOv5l† obtained approxi-
mative MAE and accuracy results with MEBOW [6] and Pe-
dRecNet [20] which are elaborately designed and firmly ded-
icated to the single HBOE task. Thus, considering that our
method is weakly supervised learning based and trained on
the whole original image toward multi-persons, such results
with relative disparity are comparable.

Table 2. Body orientation performance comparison of our
method with SOTA methods in MEBOW dataset. The ”—”
means not reported. Mark† means that we evaluate our mod-
els on original val-set of MEBOW for a fair consideration.

Methods MAE↓ Accuracy↑ AP0.5 ↑ Recall↑
5◦ 15◦ 22.5◦ 30◦ 45◦

Single-
person

MEBOW [6] 8.393 68.6 90.7 93.9 96.9 98.2 — 100.0
PedRecNet [20] 9.700 — — 92.3 — 97.0 — 100.0

Multi-
person

Ours-YOLOv5s 20.670 37.0 69.7 79.0 83.5 87.9 84.4 97.37
Ours-YOLOv5m 18.763 39.8 73.5 81.4 85.5 89.5 85.8 97.63
Ours-YOLOv5l 17.848 40.8 74.4 82.3 86.5 90.4 86.1 97.57
Ours-YOLOv5s† 13.130 44.1 79.9 88.1 91.8 94.2 — 99.55
Ours-YOLOv5m† 11.907 46.4 83.0 89.7 92.9 95.4 — 99.49
Ours-YOLOv5l† 11.207 47.5 83.4 90.5 93.8 96.0 — 99.46

Fig. 4. Qualitative examples. Top: Images in MEBOW
[13] val-set with HBOE labels (some instances are unlabeled).
Bottom: Images in CrowdHuman [23] without body orienta-
tion labels. Green arrow: labels; Yellow arrow: predictions.

Some qualitative examples of our model using YOLOv5l
are presented in Figure 4. Predictions on labeled MEBOW are
closed to their real orientations. A few unlabeled tiny or oc-
cluded bodies can also be detected and reasonably estimated.
Our method is also quite robust to blurry and crowded scenes
from dataset CrowdHuman. These are largely attributable to
the joint learning advantages of the body detection task.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we propose a novel single-stage joint human
body detection and orientation estimation method for multi-
person scenes. In order to share the features extracted by body
detection, we subtly expand the object representation and de-
sign a unified embedding including the body orientation at-
tribute. Observing that not all anchor channel predictions con-
tribute orientation regression consistently, we filter out unde-
sired samples in its loss. Finally, our method performs well
on the reconstructed MEBOW dataset for the multi-person
HBOE task. Moreover, the near real-time efficiency of our
model is not affected by the number of people in the image.
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