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Object Detection with Transformers: A Review
Tahira Shehzadi, Khurram Azeem Hashmi, Didier Stricker and Muhammad Zeshan Afzal

Abstract—The astounding performance of transformers in natural language processing (NLP) has motivated researchers to explore
their applications in computer vision tasks. DEtection TRansformer (DETR) introduces transformers to object detection tasks by
reframing detection as a set prediction problem. Consequently, eliminating the need for proposal generation and post-processing
steps. Initially, despite competitive performance, DETR suffered from slow training convergence and ineffective detection of smaller
objects. However, numerous improvements are proposed to address these issues, leading to substantial improvements in DETR and
enabling it to exhibit state-of-the-art performance. To our knowledge, this is the first paper to provide a comprehensive review of 21
recently proposed advancements in the original DETR model. We dive into both the foundational modules of DETR and its recent
enhancements, such as modifications to the backbone structure, query design strategies, and refinements to attention mechanisms.
Moreover, we conduct a comparative analysis across various detection transformers, evaluating their performance and network
architectures. We hope that this study will ignite further interest among researchers in addressing the existing challenges and
exploring the application of transformers in the object detection domain. Readers interested in the ongoing developments in detection
transformers can refer to our website at https://github.com/mindgarage-shan/transformer_object_detection_survey.

Index Terms—Transformer, Object Detection, DETR, Computer Vision, Deep Neural Networks.

✦

1 INTRODUCTION

Object detection is one of the fundamental tasks in com-
puter vision that involves locating and classifying objects
within an image [1], [2], [3], [4]. Over the years, convo-
lutional neural networks (CNNs) have been the primary
backbone for object detection models [1]. However, the
recent success of transformers in natural language process-
ing (NLP) has led researchers to explore their potential in
computer vision as well [5]. The transformer architecture
[6] has been shown to be effective in capturing long-range
dependencies in sequential data [6], making it an attractive
candidate for object detection tasks.

In 2020, Carion et al. proposed a novel object de-
tection framework called DEtection TRansformer (DETR)
[7], which replaces the traditional region proposal-based
methods with a fully end-to-end trainable architecture that
uses a transformer encoder-decoder network. The DETR
network shows promising results, outperforming conven-
tional CNN-based object detectors [1], [2], [3], [4] while also
eliminating the need for hand-crafted components such as
region proposal networks and post-processing steps such as
non-maximum suppression (NMS) [8].

Since the introduction of DETR, several modifications
and improvements have been proposed to overcome its
limitations, such as slow training convergence and perfor-
mance drops for small objects. Figure 1 shows the literature
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overview on the Detection Transformer and its modifica-
tions to improve performance and training convergence.
Deformable-DETR [9] modifies the attention modules to
process the image feature maps by considering the attention
mechanism as the main reason for slow training conver-
gence. UP-DETR [10] proposes a few modifications to Pre-
train the DETR similar to the pretraining of transformers
in natural language processing. Efficient-DETR [11] based
on original DETR and Deformable-DETR examines the ran-
domly initialized object probabilities, including reference
points and object queries, which is one of the reasons for
multiple training iterations. SMCA-DETR [12] introduces
a Spatially-Modulated Co-attention module that replaces
the existing co-attention mechanism in DETR to overcome
the slow training convergence of DETR. TSP-DETR [13]
deals with the cross-attention and the instability of bipartite
matching to overcome the slow training convergence of
DETR. Conditional-DETR [14] presents a conditional cross-
attention mechanism to solve the training convergence is-
sue of DETR. WB-DETR [15] considers CNN backbone for
feature extraction as an extra component and presents a
transformer encoder-decoder network without a backbone.
PnP-DETR [16] proposes a PnP sampling module to reduce
spatial redundancy and make the transformer network
computationally more efficient. Dynamic-DETR [17] intro-
duces dynamic attention in the encoder-decoder network to
improve training convergence. YOLOS-DETR [18] presents
the transferability and versatility of the Transformer from
image recognition to detection in the sequence aspect using
the least information about the spatial design of the input
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Fig. 1: Statistics overview of the literature on Transformers. (a) Number of citations per year of Transformer papers.
(b) Citations in the last 12 months on Detection Transformer papers. (c) Modification percentage in original DEtection
TRansformer (DETR) to improve performance and training convergence (d) Number of peer-reviewed publications per
year that used DETR as a baseline. (e) A non-exhaustive timeline overview of important developments in DETR for
detection tasks.

and improves performance. Anchor-DETR [19] proposes
object queries as anchor points that are extensively used
in CNN-based object detectors. Sparse-DETR [20] reduces
the computational cost by filtering encoder tokens with
learnable cross-attention maps. D2ETR [21] uses the fine-
fused feature maps in the decoder from the backbone net-
work with a novel cross-scale attention module. FP-DETR
[22] reformulates the pretraining and fine-tuning stages for
detection transformers. CF-DETR [23] refines the predicted
locations by utilizing local information, as incorrect bound-
ing box location reduces performance on small objects. DN-
DETR [24] uses noised object queries as additional decoder
input to reduce the instability of the bipartite-matching
mechanism in DETR, which causes the slow convergence
problem. AdaMixer [25] considers the encoder an extra
network between the backbone and decoder that limits the
performance and slower the training convergence because
of its design complexity. It proposes a 3D sampling process
and a few other modifications in the decoder. REGO-DETR
[26] proposes an RoI-based method for detection refinement
to improve the attention mechanism in the detection trans-
former. DINO [27] considers positive and negative noised
object queries to make training convergence faster and to
enhance the performance on small objects.

Due to the rapid progress of transformer-based de-
tection methods, keeping track of new advancements is
becoming increasingly challenging. Thus, a review of on-

going progress is necessary and would be helpful for the
researchers in the field. This paper provides a detailed
overview of recent advancements in detection transform-
ers. Table 1 shows the overview of Detection Transformer
(DETR) modifications to improve performance and training
convergence.

1.1 Our Contributions
1) Detailed review of transformer-based detection

methods from architectural perspective. We cat-
egorize and summarize improvements in DEtec-
tion TRansformer (DETR) according to Backbone
modifications, pre-training level, attention mech-
anism, query design, etc. The proposed analysis
aims to help researchers to have a more in-depth
understanding of the key components of detection
transformers in terms of performance indicators.

2) A performance evaluation of detection transform-
ers. We evaluate improvements in detection trans-
formers using popular benchmark MS COCO [30].
We also highlight the advantages and limitations of
these approaches.

3) Analysis of accuracy and computational com-
plexity of improved versions of detection trans-
formers. We present an evaluative comparison of
state-of-the-art transformer-based detection meth-
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TABLE 1: Overview of improvements in DEtection Transformer (DETR) to make training convergence faster and improve
performance for small objects. Here, Bk represents the backbone, Pre denotes Pre-training, Attn indicates Attention, and
Qry represents Query of the transformer network. A description of the main contributions is shown here.

Methods Modifications Publication HighlightsBk Pre Attn Qry

DETR [7] - - - - ECCV 2020 Transformer, Set-based prediction, bipartite matching

Deformable-DETR [9] ✔ ICLR 2021 Deformable-attention module

UP-DETR [10] ✔ CVPR 2021 Unsupervised pre-training, random query patch detection

Efficient-DETR [11] ✔ arXiv 2021 Refence point and top-k queries selection module

SMCA-DETR [12] ✔ ICCV 2021 Spatially-Modulated Co-attention module

TSP-DETR [28] ✔ ICCV 2021 TSP-FCOS and TSP-RCNN modules for cross attention

Conditional-DETR [14] ✔ ICCV 2021 Conditional spatial queries

WB-DETR [15] ✔ ICCV 2021 Encoder-decoder network without a backbone, LIE-T2T encoder module

PnP-DETR [16] ✔ ICCV 2021 PnP sampling module including pool sampler and poll sampler

Dynamc-DETR [17] ✔ ICCV 2021 Dynamic attention in the encoder-decoder network

YOLOS-DETR [18] ✔ NeurIPS 2021 Pretraining encoder network

Anchor-DETR [19] ✔ ✔ AAAI 2022 Row and Column decoupled-attention, object queries as anchor points

Sparse-DETR [20] ✔ ICLR 2022 Cross-attention map predictor, deformable-attention module

D2ETR [21] ✔ arXiv 2022 Fine fused features, cross-scale attention module

FP-DETR [22] ✔ ✔ ICLR 2022 Multiscale tokenizer in place of CNN backbone, pretraining encoder network

CF-DETR [23] ✔ AAAI 2022 TEF module to capture spatial relationships, a coarse and a fine layer in the decoder network

DAB-DETR [29] ✔ ICLR 2022 Dynamic anchor boxes as object queries

DN-DETR [24] ✔ CVPR 2022 Positive noised object queries

AdaMixer [25] ✔ CVPR 2022 3D sampling module, Adaptive mixing module in the decoder

REGO [26] ✔ CVPR 2022 A multi-level recurrent mechanism and a glimpse-based decoder

DINO [27] ✔ arXiv 2022 Contrastive denoising module, positive and negative noised object queries

ods w.r.t attention mechanism, backbone modifica-
tion, and query design.

4) Overview of key building blocks of detection
transformers to improve performance further and
future directions. We examine the impact of var-
ious key architectural design modules that impact
network performance and training convergence to
provide possible suggestions for future research.

The remaining paper is arranged as follows. Section 2
discusses previous related surveys on transformers. Section
3 is related to object detection and transformers in all types
of vision. Section 4 is the main part which explains the
modifications in the detection transformers in detail. Sec-
tion 5 is about evaluation protocol, and Section 6 provides
an evaluative comparison of detection transformers. Section
7 discusses open challenges and future directions. Finally,
Section 8 concludes the paper.

2 RELATED PREVIOUS REVIEWS AND SURVEYS

Many surveys have studied deep learning approaches in
object detection [40], [41], [42], [43], [44], [45]. Table 2 lists
existing object detection surveys. Among these surveys,
many studies comprehensively review approaches that pro-
cess different 2D data types [31], [33], [46], [47]. Other
studies focus on specific 2D applications [34], [48], [49], [50],
[51], [52], [53], [54] and other tasks such as segmentation
[55], [56], [57], image captioning [58], [59], [60], [61] and

object tracking [62]. Furthermore, some surveys examine
deep learning methods and introduce vision transformers
[36], [37], [38], [39]. However, most of the literature re-
search was published before improvements in the detection
transformer network, and a detailed review of transformer-
based object detectors is missing. Thus, a survey of ongoing
progress is necessary and would be helpful for researchers.

3 OBJECT DETECTION AND TRANSFORMERS IN
VISION

3.1 Object Detection
This section explains the key concept of object detection and
previously used object detectors. A more detailed analysis
of object detection concepts can be found in [35], [63], [64].
The object detection task localizes and recognizes objects
in an image by providing a bounding box around each
object and its category. These detectors are usually trained
on datasets like PASCAL VOC [65] or MS COCO [30].
The backbone network extracts the features of the input
image as feature maps [66]. Usually, the backbone network,
such as the ResNet-50 [67], is pre-trained on ImageNet
[68] and then finetuned to downstream tasks [69], [70],
[71], [72], [73], [74]. Moreover, many works have also used
visual transformers [75], [76], [77] as a backbone. Single-
stage object detectors [3], [4], [78], [79], [80], [81], [82], [83],
[84], [85], [86] use only one network having faster speed
but lower performance than two-stage networks. Two-stage
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TABLE 2: Overview of previous surveys on object detection. For each paper, the publication details are provided.

Title Year Venue Description

Advanced Deep-Learning Techniques for Salient and Category-Specific Object Detection: A
Survey [31]

2018 SPM It overviews different domains of object detection, i.e. objectness detection (OD), salient OD and category-
specific OD.

Object Detection in 20 Years: A Survey [32] 2019 TPAMI This work gives an overview of the evolution of object detectors.

Deep Learning for Generic Object Detection: A Survey [33] 2019 IJCV A review on deep learning techniques on generic object detection.

A Survey on Deep Learning-based Architectures for Semantic Segmentation on 2D images [34] 2020 PRJ Deep learning-based methods for Semantic Segmentation are reviewed.

A Survey of Modern Deep Learning based Object Detection Models [35] 2021 ICV It briefly overviews deep learning-based (regression-based single-stage and candidate-based two-stage) object
detectors.

A Survey of Object Detection Based on CNN and Transformer [36] 2021 PRML A review of the benefits and drawbacks of deep learning-based object detectors and introduction of
transformer-based methods.

Transformers in computational visual media: A survey [37] 2021 CVM It focuses on backbone design and low-level vision using vision transformer methods.

A survey: object detection methods from CNN to transformer [38] 2022 MTA Comparison of various CNN-based detection networks and introduction of Transformer-based detection
networks.

A Survey on Vision Transformer [39] 2023 TPAMI This paper provides an overview of vision transformers and focuses on summarizing the state-of-the-art
research in the field of Vision Transformers (ViTs).

object detectors [1], [2], [8], [66], [87], [88], [89], [90], [91], [92]
contain two networks to provide final bounding boxes and
class labels.
Lightweight Detectors: Lightweight detectors are object
detection models designed to be computationally efficient
and require less computational resources than standard
object detection models. These are real-time object detectors
and can be employed on small devices. These networks
include [93], [94], [95], [96], [97], [98], [99], [100], [101].
3D Object Detection: The primary purpose of 3D object
detection is to recognize the objects of interest using a 3D
bounding box and give a class label. 3D approaches are
divided into three categories as image-based [102], [103],
[104], [105], [106], [107], [108], point cloud-based [109], [110],
[111], [112], [113], [114], [115], [116], [117] and multimodal
fusion-based [118], [119], [120], [121], [122].

3.2 Transformer for Segmentation
The self-attention mechanism can be employed for segmen-
tation tasks [123], [124], [125], [126], [127] that provides
pixel-level [128] prediction results. Panoptic segmentation
[129] jointly solves semantic and instance segmentation
tasks by providing per-pixel class and instance labels. Wang
et al. [130] proposes location-sensitive axial attention for
panoptic segmentation task on three benchmarks [131],
[132], [133]. The above segmentation approaches have self-
attention in CNN-based networks. Recently segmentation
transformers [124], [126] containing encoder- decoder mod-
ules give new directions to employ transformers for seg-
mentation tasks.

3.3 Transformers for Scene and Image Generation
Previously, text-to-image generation methods [134], [135],
[136], [137] are based on GANs [138]. Ramesh et al. [139]
introduced a transformer-based model for generating high-
quality images from provided text details. Transformer
networks are also applied for image synthesis [140], [141],

[142], [143], [144], which is important for learning unsu-
pervised and generative models for downstream tasks. The
feature learning with an unsupervised training procedure
[141] achieves state-of-the-art performance on two datasets
[145], [146], while SimCLR [147] provides comparable per-
formance on [148]. The iGPT mage generation network
[141] does not include pre-training procedures similar to
language modeling tasks. However, unsupervised CNN-
based networks [149], [150], [151] consider prior knowledge
as architectural layout, attention mechanism and regular-
ization. Generative Adversarial Networks (GAN) [138] with
CNN-based backbones have been appealing for image syn-
thesis [152], [153], [154]. TransGAN [143] is a strong GAN
network where the generator and discriminator contain
transformer modules. These transformer-based networks
boost performance for scene and image generation tasks.

3.4 Transformers for Low-level Vision
Low-level vision analyses images to identify their basic
components and create an intermediate representation for
further processing and higher-level tasks. After observ-
ing the remarkable performance of attention networks in
high-level vision tasks [7], [124], many attention-based ap-
proaches have been introduced for low-level vision prob-
lems, such as [155], [156], [157], [158], [159].

3.5 Transformers for Multi-Modal Tasks
Multi-Modal Tasks involve processing and combining in-
formation from multiple sources or modalities, such as
text, images, audio, or video. The application of trans-
former networks in vision language tasks has also been
widespread, including visual question-answering [160], vi-
sual commonsense-reasoning [161], cross-modal retrieval
[162], and image captioning [163]. These transformer de-
signs can be classified into single-stream [164], [165], [166],
[167], [168], [169] and dual-stream networks [170], [171],
[172]. The primary distinction between these networks lies
in the choice of loss functions.
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Fig. 2: An overview of the DEtection TRansformer (DETR) and its modifications proposed by recent methods to improve
performance and training convergence. It considers the detection a set prediction task and uses the Transformer to free
the network from post-processing steps such as non-maximal suppression (NMS). Here, each module added to DETR is
represented with different color with its corresponding label (shown on the right side).

4 DETECTION TRANSFORMERS

This section briefly explains DEtection TRansformer (DETR)
and its improvements as shown in Figure 2.

4.1 DETR
DEtection TRansformer (DETR) [7] architecture is much
simpler than CNN-based detectors like Faster R-CNN [173]
as it removes the need for anchors generation process and
post-processing steps such as Non-Maximal Suppression
(NMS) and provides an optimal detection framework. The
DETR network has three main modules: a backbone net-
work with positional encodings, an encoder, and a decoder
network with attention mechanism. The extracted features
from the backbone network as one single vector and their
positional encoding [174], [175] within the input vector
fed to the encoder network. Here, the self-attention is
performed on key, query, and value matrices forwarded to
the multi-head attention and feed-forward network to find
the attention probabilities of the input vector. The DETR
decoder takes object queries in parallel with the encoder
output. It computes predictions by decoding N number
of object queries in parallel. It uses a bipartite-matching
algorithm to label the ground-truth and predicted objects
as given in the following equation:

σ̂ = arg min
σ∈N

N∑
k

Lm(yk, ŷσ(k)), (1)

Here, yk is a set of ground-truth (GT) objects. It provides
boxes for both object and "no object" classes, where N is the
total number of objects to be detected. Here, Lm(yk, ŷσ(k)) is
the matching cost (for direct prediction) without duplicates
between predicted objects with index σ(k) and ground-
truth yk as shown in the following equation:
Lm(yk, ŷσ(k)) = −1{ck ̸=ϕ}p̂σ(k)(ck) + 1{ck ̸=ϕ}Lbbox(bk, b̂σ̂(k)) (2)

The next step is to compute the Hungarian loss by deter-
mining the optimal matching between ground-truth (GT)
and detected boxes regarding bounding-box region and
label. The loss is reduced by Stochastic Gradient Descent
(SGD).
LH(y, ŷ) =

∑N
k=1[−logp̂σ̂(k)(ck) + 1{ck ̸=ϕ}Lbox(bk, b̂σ̂(k))] (3)

Where p̂σ̂(k) and ck are the predicted class and target label,
respectively. The term σ̂ is the optimal-assignment factor, bk
and b̂σ̂(k) are ground-truth and predicted bounding boxes.
The term ŷ and y = {(ck, bk)} are the prediction and
ground-truth of objects, respectively. Here, the bounding
box loss is a linear combination of the generalized IoU
(GIoU) loss [176] and of the L1 loss, as in the following
equation:

Lbbox = λiLiou(bk, b̂σ(k)) + λl1 ∥ bk − b̂σ(k) ∥1 (4)
Where λi and λl1 are the hyperparameters. DETR can
only predict a fixed number of N objects in a single pass.
For the COCO dataset [30], the value of N is set to 100
as this dataset has 80 classes. This network doesn’t need
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NMS to remove redundant predictions as it uses bipartite
matching loss with parallel decoding [177], [178], [179].
In comparison, previous works used RNNs-based autore-
gressive decoding [180], [181], [182], [182], [183], [184]. The
DETR network has several challenges, such as slow training
convergence and performance drops for small objects. To
address these challenges, modifications have been made to
the DETR network.

4.2 Deformable-DETR
The attention module of DETR provides a uniform weight
value to all pixels of the input feature map at the initial-
ization stage. These weights need many epochs for training
convergence to find informative pixel locations. However,
it requires high computation and extensive memory. The
computation complexity of self-attention in the encoder is
O(w2

i h
2
i ci), while the complexity of the cross-attention in

the decoder is O(hiwic
2
i +Nhiwici). Here, hi and wi denote

the height and width of the input feature map, respectively,
and N represents object queries fed as input to the decoder.
Let q ∈ Ωq denotes a query element with feature zq ∈ Rci ,
and k ∈ Ωk represents a key vector with feature xk ∈ Rci ,
where ci is the input features dimension, Ωk and Ωq indicate
the set of key and query vectors, respectively. Then, the
feature of Multi-Head Attention (MHAttn) is computed by:

MHAttn(zq, x) =
∑J

j=1 Wj [
∑

k∈Ωk
Ajqk.W

′
jxk] (5)

where j represents the attention head, W ′j ∈ Rcv×ci and
Wj ∈ Rci×cv are of learnable weights (cv = ci/J by de-

fault). The attention weights Ajqk ∝ exp
zT
q UT

j Vjxk√
cv

are nor-
malized as

∑
k∈Ωk

Ajqk = 1, in which Uj , Vj ∈ Rcv×ciare
also learnable weights. Deformable-DETR [9] modifies the
attention modules inspired by [185], [186] to process the
image feature map by considering the attention network as
the main reason for slow training convergence and confined
feature spatial resolution. This attention module works on
taking a small number of samples nearby the reference
point. Given an input feature map x ∈ Rci×hi×wi , let query
q with content feature zq and a 2d reference point rq , the
deformable attention feature is computed by:
DeformAttn(zq, rq, x) =

∑J
j=1 Wj [

∑K
k=1 Ajqk.Wjx(rq +∆rjqk)] (6)

Where ∆rjqk indexes the sampling offset. It takes ten times
fewer training epochs than a simple DETR network. The
complexity of self-attention becomes O(wihic

2
i ), which is

linear complexity according to spatial size hiwi. The com-
plexity of the cross-attention in decoder becomes O(NKc2i )
which is independent of spatial size hiwi. In Figure 3, the
top right block indicates deformable attention module in
Deformable-DETR.
Multi-Scale Feature Maps: High-resolution input image
features increase the network efficiency, specifically for
small objects. However, this is computationally expensive.

Deformable-DETR provides high-resolution features with-
out affecting the computation. It uses a feature pyramid
containing high and low-resolution features rather than
the original high-resolution input image feature map. This
feature pyramid has an input image resolution of 1/8, 1/16,
and 1/32 and contains its relative positional embeddings.
In short, Deformable-DETR replaces the attention module
in DETR with the multi-scale deformable attention module
to reduce computational complexity and improves perfor-
mance.

4.3 UP-DETR
Dai et al. [10] proposed a few modifications to pre-train
the DETR similar to pre-training transformers in NLP. The
random-sized patches from the input image are used as
object queries to the decoder as input. The pretraining
proposed by UP-DETR helps to detect these random-sized
query patches. In Figure 3, the bottom left block denotes
UP-DETR. Two issues are addressed during pretraining:
multi-task learning and multi-query localization.
Multi-Task Learning: Object detection task combines object
localization and classification, while these tasks always
have distinct features [187], [188], [189]. The patch detection
damages the classification features. Multi-task learning by
patch feature reconstruction and a frozen pretraining back-
bone is proposed to protect the classification features of the
transformer. The feature reconstruction is given as follows:

Lrec(fk, f̂σ̂(k)) =∥ fk
∥ fk ∥2

−
f̂σ̂(k)

∥ f̂σ̂(k) ∥2
∥22 (7)

Here, the feature reconstruction term is Lrec. It is the mean-
squared error between l2 (normalized) features of patches
obtained from the CNN backbone.
Multi-query Localization: The decoder of DETR takes ob-
ject queries as input to focus on different positions and
box sizes. When this object queries number N (typically
N = 100) is high, a single-query group is unsuitable
as it has convergence issues. To solve the multi-query
localization problem between object queries and patches,
UP-DETR proposes an attention mask and query shuffle
mechanism. The number of object queries is divided into
X different groups, where each patch is provided to N/X
object queries. The Softmax layer of the self-attention mod-
ule in the decoder is modified by adding an attention mask
inspired by [190] as follows:

P (qi, ki) = Softmax(
qik

T
i√
d

+ M).vi (8)

Mk,l =

{
0 k, l in the same group

−∞ otherwise
(9)

Where Mk,l is the interaction parameter of object query
qk and ql. Though object queries are divided into groups,
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Fig. 3: The structure of the original DETR after the addition of Deformable-DETR [9], UP-DETR [10] and Efficient-DETR
[11]. Here, the top left network is a simple DETR network, along with improvement indicated with small colored boxes.
Larger boxes with corresponding colored borders are utilized to illustrate the internal mechanisms of these small colored
boxes. The top right block indicates Deformable-DETR, the bottom left block indicates UP-DETR, and the bottom right
box represents Efficient-DETR (images from [9], [10], [11]).

these queries don’t have explicit groups during down-
stream training tasks. Therefore, these queries are randomly
shuffled during pre-training by masking 10% query patches
to zero, similar to dropout [191].

4.4 Efficient-DETR
The performance of DETR also depends on the object
queries as the detection head obtains final predictions from
them. However, these object queries are randomly initial-
ized at the start of training. Efficient-DETR [11] based on
DETR and Deformable-DETR examines the randomly ini-
tialized object blocks, including reference points and object
queries, which is one of the reasons for multiple training
iterations. In Figure 3, the bottom right box shows Efficient-
DETR.

Efficient-DETR has two main modules: a dense module
and a sparse module. These modules have the same final
detection head. The dense module includes the backbone
network, encoder network, and detection head. Following
[192], It generates proposals by a class-specific dense pre-
diction using the sliding window and selects Top-k features
as object queries and reference points. Efficient-DETR uses
4-d boxes as reference points rather than 2d centres. The
sparse network does the same work as the dense network,
except for their output size. The features from the dense
module are taken as the initial state of the sparse module,
which is considered a good initialization of object queries.
Both dense and sparse module use one-to-one assignment
rule as in [193], [194], [195].

4.5 SMCA-DETR
The decoder of the DETR takes object queries as input
that are responsible for object detection in various spatial
locations. These object queries combine with spatial features
from the encoder. The co-attention mechanism in DETR
involves computing a set of attention maps between the
object queries and the image features to provide class labels
and bounding box locations. However, the visual regions
in the decoder of DETR related to object query might be
irrelevant to the predicted bounding boxes. This is one of
the reasons that DETR needs many training epochs to find
suitable visual locations to identify corresponding objects
correctly. Gao et al. [12] introduced a Spatially-Modulated
Co-attention (SMCA) module that replaces the existing
co-attention mechanism in DETR to overcome the slow
training convergence of DETR. In Figure 4, the top right
block represents SMCA-DETR. The object queries estimate
the scale and center of its corresponding object, which are
further used to set up a 2D spatial weight map. The initial
estimate of scale lhi

, lwi
and center ehi

, ewi
of Gaussian-like

distribution for object queries q is given as follows:
enrmhi

, enrmwi
= sigmoid(MLP (q)), (10)

lhi , lwi = FC(q) (11)
Where object query q provides a prediction center in nor-
malized form by sigmoid activation function after two
layers of MLP . These predicted centers are unnormalized
to get the input image’s center coordinates ehi and ewi . The
object query also estimates the object scales as lhi , lwi . After
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Fig. 4: The structure of the original DETR after the addition of SMCA-DETR [12], TSP-DETR [28] and Conditional-DETR
[14]. Here, the top left network is a simple DETR network, along with improvement indicated with small colored boxes.
Larger boxes with corresponding colored borders are utilized to illustrate the internal mechanisms of these small colored
boxes. The top right block indicates SMCA-DETR, the bottom left block indicates TSP-DETR, and the bottom right box
represents Conditional-DETR (images from [12], [14], [28]).

the prediction of the object scale and center, SMCA provides
a Gaussian-like weight map as follows:

W(x, y) = exp

(
− (x− ewi

)2

βl2wi

− (y − ehi
)2

βl2hi

)
(12)

Where β is the hyper-parameter to regulate the bandwidth,
(x, y) is the spatial parameter of weight map W. It provides
high attention to spatial locations closer to the center and
low attention to spatial locations away from the center.

Ai = Softmax(
qik

T
i√
d

+ log W)vi (13)

Here, Ai is the co-attention map. The difference between
the co-attention module in DETR and this co-attention
module is the addition of the logarithm of the spatial-map
W. The decoder attention network has more attention near
predicted box regions, which limits the search locations and
thus converges the network faster.

4.6 TSP-DETR
TSP-DETR [13] deals with the cross-attention and the
instability of bipartite matching to overcome the slow
training convergence of DETR. TSP-DETR proposes two
modules based on an encoder network with feature
pyramid networks (FPN) [66] to accelerate the training
convergence of DETR. In Figure 4, the bottom left
block indicates TSP-DETR. These modules are TSP-
FCOS and TSP-RCNN, which used classical one-stage
detector FCOS [196] and classical two-stage detector
Faster-RCNN [197], respectively. TSP-FCOS used a new

Feature of Interest (FoI) module to handle the multi-level
features in the transformer encoder. Both modules use the
bipartite matching mechanism to accelerate the training
convergence.

TSP-FCOS: The TP-FCOS module follows the FCOS [196]
for designing the backbone and FPN [66]. Firstly, the fea-
tures extracted by the CNN backbone from the input image
are fed to the FPN component to produce multi-level fea-
tures. Two feature extraction heads, the classification head
and the auxiliary head, use four convolutional layers and
group normalization [198], which are shared across the
feature pyramid stages. Then, the FoI classifier filters the
concatenated output of these heads to select top-scored fea-
tures. Finally, the transformer encoder network takes these
FoIs and their positional encodings as input, providing class
labels and bounding boxes as output.
TSP-RCNN: Like TP-FCOS, this module extracts the fea-
tures by the CNN backbone and produces multi-level
features by the FPN component. In place of two feature
extraction heads used in TSP-FCOS, the TSP-RCNN mod-
ule follows the design of Faster R-CNN [197]. It uses
Region Proposal Network (RPN) to find Regions of In-
terest (RoIs) to refine further. Each RoI in this module
has an objectness score as well as a predicted bounding
box. The RoIAlign [89] is applied on multi-level feature
maps to take RoIs information. After passing through a
fully connected network, these extracted features are fed
to the Transformer encoder as input. The positional info
of these RoI proposals is the four values (cnx, cny, wn, hn),



9

where (cnx, cny) ∈ [0, 1]2 represents the normalized value
of center and (wn, hn) ∈ [0, 1]2 represents the normalized
value of height and width. Finally, the transformer encoder
network inputs these RoIs and their positional encoding
for accurate predictions. The FCOS and RCNN modules in
TSP-DETR accelerate the training convergence and improve
the performance of the DETR network.

4.7 Conditional-DETR
The cross-attention module in the DETR network needs
high-quality input embeddings quality to predict accurate
bounding boxes and class labels. The high-quality con-
tent embeddings increase the training convergence diffi-
culty. Conditional-DETR [14] presents a conditional cross-
attention mechanism to solve the training convergence issue
of DETR. It differs from the simple DETR by input keys
ki and input queries qi for cross-attention. In Figure 4,
the bottom right box represents conditional-DETR. The
conditional queries are obtained from 2D coordinates along
with the embedding output of the previous decoder layer.
The predicted candidate box from decoder-embedding is as
follows:

box = sig(FFN(e) + [rT 00]T ) (14)

Here, e is the input embedding that is fed as input to
the decoder. The box is a 4D vector [boxcxboxcyboxwboxh],
having the box center value as (boxcx, boxcy), width value
as boxw and height value as boxh . sig() function normalizes
the predictions varies from 0 to 1. FFN() predicts the un-
normalized box. r is the un-normalized 2D coordinate of the
reference-point, and (0, 0) is the simple DETR. This work
either learns the reference point r for each box or generates
them from the respective object query. It learns queries
for multi-head cross-attention from input embeddings of
the decoder. This spatial query makes the cross-attention
head consider the explicit region, which helps to localize
the different regions for class labels and bounding boxes by
narrowing down the spatial range.

4.8 WB-DETR
DETR extracts local features by CNN backbone and gets
global contexts by an encoder-decoder network of the
transformer. WB-DETR [15] proves that the CNN back-
bone for feature extraction in detection transformers is not
compulsory. It contains a transformer network without a
backbone. It serializes the input image and feeds the local
features directly in each independent token to the encoder
as input. The transformer self-attention network provides
global information, which can accurately get the contexts
between input image tokens. However, the local features of
each token and the information between adjacent tokens
need to be included as the transformer lacks the ability
of local feature modeling. The LIE-T2T (Local Information

Enhancement-T2T) module solves this issue by reorganiz-
ing and unfolding the adjacent patches and focusing on
each patch’s channel dimension after unfolding. In Figure 5,
the top right block denotes the LIE-T2T module of WB-
DETR. The iterative process of the LIE-T2T module is as
follows:

P = stretch(reshape(Pi)) (15)

Q = sig(e2 ·ReLU(e1 · P )) (16)

Pi+1 = e3 · (P ·Q) (17)

Where reshape function reorganizes (l1 × c1) patches into
(hi × wi × ci) feature maps. The term stretch denotes
unfolding (hi × wi × ci) feature maps to (l2 × c2) patches.
Here, the fully connected layer parameters are e1, e2, and
e3. The ReLU activation is its nonlinear map function, and
the sig generates final attention. The channel attention in
this module provides local information as the relationship
between the channels of the patches is the same as the
spatial relation in the pixels of the feature maps.

4.9 PnP-DETR
The transformer processes the image feature maps that
are transformed into a one-dimensional feature vector to
produce the final results. Although effective, using the full
feature map is expensive because of useless computation
on background regions. PnP-DETR [16] proposes a poll and
pool (PnP) sampling module to reduce spatial redundancy
and make the transformer network computationally more
efficient. This module divides the image feature map into
contextual background features and fine foreground object
features. Then, the transformer network uses these updated
feature maps and translates them into the final detection
results. In Figure 5, the bottom left block indicates PnP-
DETR. This PnP Sampling module includes two types of
samplers: a pool sampler and a poll sampler, as explained
below.
Poll Sampler: The poll sampler provides fine feature vec-
tors Vf . A meta-scoring module is used to find the infor-
mational value for every spatial location (x, y):

axy = ScoreNet(vxy, θs) (18)
The score value is directly related to the information of
feature vector vxy . These score values are sorted as follows:

[az, |z = 1, ..., Z],ℵ = Sort(axy) (19)
Where Z = hiwi and ℵ is the sorting order. The top Ns-
scoring vectors are selected to get fine features:

Vf = [vz, |z = 1, ..., Ns] (20)
Here, the predicted informative value is considered as a
modulating factor to sample the fine feature vectors:

Vf = [vz × az, |z = 1, ..., Ns] (21)
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Fig. 5: The structure of the original DETR after the addition of WB-DETR [15], PnP-DETR [16] and Dynamic-DETR [17].
Here, the top left network is a simple DETR network, along with improvement indicated with small colored boxes. Larger
boxes with corresponding colored borders are utilized to illustrate the internal mechanisms of these small colored boxes.
The top right block indicates WB-DETR, the bottom left block indicates PnP-DETR, and the bottom right box represents
Dynamic-DETR (images from [15], [16], [17]).

To make the learning stable, the feature vectors are normal-
ized:

Vf = [Lnorm(vz)× az, |z = 1, ..., Ns] (22)

Here, Lnorm is the layer normalization, Ns = αZ, where α
is the poll ratio factor. This sampling module reduces the
training computation.
Pool Sampler: The poll sampler gets the fine features of
foreground objects. A pool sampler compresses the back-
ground region’s remaining feature vectors that provide
contextual information. It performs weighted pooling to get
a small number of background features Mb motivated by
double attention operation [199] and bilinear pooling [200].
The remaining feature vectors of the background region are:

Vb = V\Vf = {vb, |b = 1, ..., Z −N} (23)
The aggregated weights ab ∈ RMbare obtained by project-
ing the features with weight values ws ∈ Rci×Mb as:

ab = vbws (24)
The projected features with learnable weight wp ∈ Rci×ci

are obtained as follows:
v́b = vbw

p (25)
The aggregated weights are normalized over the non-
sampled regions with Softmax as follows:

abm =
eabm∑N−Z

b́=1
ea b́ m

(26)

By using the normalized aggregation weight, the new fea-
ture vector is obtained that provides information of non-

sampled regions:

vm =
Z−N∑
b=1

v́b × abm (27)

By considering all Z aggregation weights, the coarse back-
ground contextual feature vector is as follows:

Vc = {vm, |b = 1, ...,Mb} (28)
The pool sampler provides context information at different
scales using aggregation weights. Here, some feature vec-
tors may provide local context while others may capture
global context.

4.10 Dynamic-DETR
Dynamic-DETR [17] introduces dynamic attention in the
encoder-decoder network of DETR to solve the slow train-
ing convergence issue and detection of small objects. Firstly,
a convolutional dynamic encoder is proposed to have dif-
ferent attention types to the self-attention module of the
encoder network to make the training convergence faster.
The attention of this encoder depends on various factors
such as spatial effect, scale effect and input feature di-
mensions effect. Secondly, ROI-based dynamic attention is
replaced with cross-attention in the decoder network. This
decoder helps to focus on small objects, reduces learning
difficulty and converges the network faster. In Figure 5, the
bottom right box represents Dynamic-DETR. This dynamic
encoder-decoder network is explained in detail as follows.
Dynamic Encoder: The Dynamic-DETR uses a convolu-
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tional approach for the self-attention module. Given the
feature vectors F = {F1, · · ·, Fn}, where n=5 represents
object detectors from the feature pyramid, the multi-scale
self-attention (MSA) is as follows:

Attn = MSA(F ).F (29)
However, it is impossible because of the various scale
feature map from the FPN. The feature maps of different
scales are equalized within neighbours using 2D convo-
lution as in the Pyramid Convolution [201]. It focuses on
spatial locations of the un-resized mid-layer and transfers
information to its scaled neighbours. Moreover, SE [202] is
applied to combine the features to provide scale attention.
Dynamic Decoder: The dynamic decoder uses mixed atten-
tion blocks in place of multi-head layers to ease the learning
in the cross-attention network and improves the detection
of small objects. It also uses dynamic convolution instead
of a cross-attention layer inspired by ConvBERT [203] in
natural language processing (NLP). Firstly, RoI Pooling
[197] is introduced in the decoder network. Then position
embeddings are replaced with box encoding BE ∈ Rp×4 as
the image size. The output from the dynamic encoder, along
with box encoding BE, is fed to the dynamic decoder to
pool image features R ∈ Rp×s×s×ci from feature pyramid
as follows:

R = RoIpool(Fencoder, BE, s) (30)
where s is the size of pooling parameter, ci represents
quantity of channels of Fencoder . To feed this in the cross-
attention module, input embeddings qe ∈ Rp×ci are re-
quired for object queries. These embeddings are passed
through the Multi-Head self Attention (MHSAttn) layer as:

qe∗ = MHSAttn(qe, qe, qe) (31)
Then these query embeddings are passed through fully-
connected layer (dynamic filters) as follows:

Filterqe = FC(qe∗) (32)
Finally, cross-attention between features and object queries
is performed with 1 × 1 convolution using dynamic filters
Filterqe:

qeF = Con1×1(F, F ilterqe) (33)

These features are passed through the FFN layers to provide
various predictions as updated object-embedding, updated
box-encoding, and the object class. This process eases the
learning of the cross-attention module by focusing on
sparse areas and then spreading to global regions.

4.11 YOLOS-DETR
Vision Transformer (ViT) [5] inherited from NLP performs
well on the image recognition task. ViT-FRCNN [204] uses
a pre-trained backbone (ViT) for a CNN-based detector. It
utilizes convolution neural networks and relies on strong
2D inductive biases and region-wise pooling operations for
object-level perception. Other similar works, such as DETR

[7], introduce 2D inductive bias using CNNs and pyramidal
features. YOLOS-DETR [18] presents the transferability and
versatility of the Transformer from image recognition to
detection in the sequence aspect using the least information
about the spatial design of the input. It closely follows
ViT architecture with two simple modifications. Firstly, it
removes the image-classification patches [CLS] and adds
randomly initialized one hundred detection patches [DET]
as [205] along with the input patch embeddings for object
detection. Secondly, similar to DETR, a bipartite matching
loss is used instead of ViT classification loss. The trans-
former encoder takes the generated sequence as input as
follows:

s0 = [I1pL; · · ·; IMp L; I1d; · · ·; I100d ] + PE (34)

Where, I is the input image I ∈ Rhi×wi×ci that is reshaped
into 2D tokens Ip ∈ Rni×(R2·ci). Here, hi represents the
height, and wi indicates the width of the input image. ci is
the total channels. (r, r) is each token resolution, ni =

hiwi

r2

is the total number of tokens. These tokens are mapped
to Di dimensions with linear projection L ∈ R(r2·ci)×Di .
The result of this projection is IpL. The encoder also
takes randomly initialized one hundred learnable tokens
Id ∈ R100×Di . To keep the positional information, po-
sitional embeddings PE ∈ R(ni+100)×Di are also added.
The encoder of the transformer contains a multi-head self-
attention mechanism and one MLP block with GELU [206]
non-linear activation function. The Layer Normalization
(LN) [207] is added between each self-attention and MLP
block as follows:

śn = MHSAttn(LN(sn−1)) + sn−1 (35)
sn = MLP (LN(śn)) + śn (36)

Where sn is the encoder input sequence. In Figure 6, the top
right block indicates YOLOS-DETR.

4.12 Anchor-DETR
DETR uses learnable embeddings as object queries in the
decoder network. These input embeddings do not have
a clear physical meaning and cannot illustrate where to
focus. It is challenging to optimize the network as object
queries concentrate on something other than specific re-
gions. Anchor-DETR [19] solves this issue by proposing
object queries as anchor points that are extensively used in
CNN-based object detectors. This query design can provide
multiple object predictions at one region. Moreover, a few
modifications in the attention are proposed that reduce
the memory cost and improve performance. In Figure 6,
the bottom left block shows Anchor-DETR. The two main
contributions of Anchor-DETR: query and attention variant
design, are explained as follows:
Row and Column Decoupled-Attention: DETR requires
huge GPU memory as in [208], [209] because of the com-
plexity of the cross-attention module. It is more complex
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Fig. 6: The structure of the original DETR after the addition of YOLOS-DETR [18], Anchor-DETR [19] and Sparse-DETR
[20]. Here, the top left network is a simple DETR network, along with improvement indicated with small colored boxes.
Larger boxes with corresponding colored borders are utilized to illustrate the internal mechanisms of these small colored
boxes. The top right block indicates YOLOS-DETR, the bottom left block indicates Anchor-DETR, and the bottom right
box represents Sparse-DETR (images from [18], [19], [20] ).

than the self-attention module in the decoder. Although
Deformable-DETR reduces memory cost, it still causes ran-
dom memory access, making the network slower. Row-
Column Decoupled Attention (RCDA), as shown in the
bottom left block of Figure 6, reduces memory and provides
similar or better efficiency.
Anchor Points as Object Queries: The CNN-based object
detectors consider anchor points as the relative position of
the input feature maps. In contrast, transformer-based de-
tectors take uniform grid locations, hand-craft locations, or
learned locations as anchor points. Anchor-DETR considers
two types of anchor points: learned anchor locations and
grid anchor locations. The gird anchor locations are input
image grid points. The learned anchor locations are uniform
distributions from 0 to 1 (randomly initialized) and updated
using the learned parameters.

4.13 Sparse-DETR
Sparse-DETR [20] filters the encoder tokens by learnable
cross-attention map predictor. After distinguishing these to-
kens in the decoder network, it focuses only on foreground
tokens to reduce computational costs.

Sparse-DETR introduces the scoring module, aux-heads
in the encoder, and the Top-k queries selection module for
the decoder. In Figure 6, the bottom right box represents
Sparse-DETR. Firstly, it determines the saliency of tokens,
fed as input to the encoder, using the scoring network that
selects top ρ% tokens. Secondly, the aux-head takes the top-
k tokens from the output of the encoder network. Finally,
the top-k tokens are used as the decoder object queries. The

salient token prediction module refines encoder tokens that
are taken from the backbone feature map using threshold ρ
and updates the features xl − 1 as:

xm
l =

{
xm
l−1 m /∈ Ωq

r

LN(FFN(yml ) + yml ) m ∈ Ωq
r,

where yml = LN(DeformAttn(xm
l−1, xl−1)+xm

l−1) (37)

Where DeformAttn is the deformable attention, FFN
is the Feed-Forward Network, and LN is the Layer-
Normalization. Then, the Decoder Cross-Attention Map
(DAM) accumulates the attention weights of decoder object
queries, and the network is trained by minimizing loss
between prediction and binarized DAM as follows:

Ldam =
−1

M

M∑
k=1

BCELoss(sn(xf ), DAM b
k) (38)

Where BCELoss is the binary cross-entropy (BCE) loss,
DAM b

k is the k-th binarized DAM value of the encoder
token, and sn is the scoring network. In this way, sparse-
DETR minimizes the computation by significantly eliminat-
ing encoder tokens.

4.14 D2ETR
Much work [9], [11], [12], [13], [14] has been proposed
to make the training convergence faster by modifying the
cross-attention module. Many researchers [9] used multi-
scale feature maps to improve performance for small ob-
jects. However, the solution for high computation complex-
ity has yet to be proposed. D2ETR [21] achieves better per-
formance with low computational cost. Without an encoder
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Fig. 7: The structure of the original DETR after the addition of D2ETR [21], FP-DETR [22] and CF-DETR [23]. Here, the
top left network is a simple DETR network, along with improvement indicated with small colored boxes. Larger boxes
with corresponding colored borders are utilized to illustrate the internal mechanisms of these small colored boxes. The
top right block indicates D2ETR, the bottom left block indicates FP-DETR, and the bottom right box represents CF-DETR
(images from [21], [22], [23]).

module, the decoder directly uses the fine-fused feature
maps provided by the backbone network with a novel
cross-scale attention module. The D2ETR contains two main
modules a backbone and a decoder. The backbone network
based on Pyramid Vision Transformer (PVT) consists of
two parallel layers, one for cross-scale interaction and an-
other for intra-scale interaction. This backbone contains four
transformer levels to provide multi-scale feature maps. All
levels have the same architecture depending on the basic
module of the selected Transformer. The backbone also
contains three fusing levels in parallel with four transformer
levels. These fusing levels provide a cross-scale fusion of
input features. The i-th fusing level is shown in the top right
block of Figure 7. The cross-scale attention is formulated as
follows:

fj = Lj(fj−1) (39)

f∗
j = SA(fq, fk, fv) (40)

fq = fj , fk = fv = [f∗
1 , f

∗
2 , ..., f

∗
j−1, fj ] (41)

where f∗
j the fused form feature map fj . Given that L

is the input of the decoder as the last-level feature map,
the final result of cross-scale attention is f∗

1 , f
∗
2 , ..., f

∗
L. The

output of this backbone is fed to the decoder that takes
object queries in parallel. It provides output embeddings

independently transformed into class labels and box coor-
dinates by a forward feed network. Without an encoder
module, the decoder directly used the fine-fused feature
maps provided by the backbone network with a novel cross-
scale attention module providing better performance with
low computational cost.

4.15 FP-DETR
Modern CNN-based detectors like YOLO [210] and Faster-
RCNN [197] utilize specialized layers on top of backbones
pre-trained on ImageNet to enjoy pre-training benefits such
as improved performance and faster training convergence.
DETR network and its improved version [10] only pre-
train its backbone while training both encoder and de-
coder layers from scratch. Thus, the transformer needs
massive training data for fine-tuning. The main reason for
not pre-training the detection transformer is the difference
between the pre-training and final detection tasks. Firstly,
the decoder module of the transformer takes multiple object
queries as input for detecting objects, while ImageNet clas-
sification takes only a single query (class token). Secondly,
the self-attention module and the projections on input query
embeddings in the cross-attention module easily overfit a
single class query, making the decoder network difficult to
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pre-train. Moreover, the downstream detection task focuses
on classification and localization, while the upstream task
considers only classification for the objects of interest.

FP-DETR [22] reformulates the pre-training and fine-
tuning stages for detection transformers. In Figure 7, the
bottom left block indicates FP-DETR. It takes only the en-
coder network of the detection transformer for pre-training
as it is challenging to pre-train the decoder on the ImageNet
classification task. Moreover, DETR uses both the encoder
and CNN backbone as feature extractors. FP-DETR replaces
the CNN backbone with a multi-scale tokenizer and uses
the encoder network to extract features. It fully pre-trains
the Deformable-DETR on the ImageNet dataset and fine-
tunes it for final detection that achieves competitive perfor-
mance.

4.16 CF-DETR
CF-DETR [23] observes that COCO-style metric Average
Precision (AP) results for small objects on detection trans-
formers at low IoU threshold values are better than CNN-
based detectors. It refines the predicted locations by utiliz-
ing local information, as incorrect bounding box location
reduces performance on small objects. CF-DETR introduces
the Transformer Enhanced FPN (TEF) module, coarse layers
and fine layers in the decoder network of DETR. In Figure 7,
the bottom right box represents CF-DETR. The TEF module
provides the same functionality as FPN, have non-local
features E4 and E4 extracted from the backbone, and E5
features taken from the encoder output. The features of
the TEF module and the encoder network are fed to the
decoder as input. The decoder modules introduce a coarse
block and a fine block. The coarse block selects foreground
features from the global context. The fine block has two
modules, Adaptive Scale-Fusion (ASF) and Local Cross-
Attention (LCA), further refining coarse boxes. In short,
these modules refine and enrich the features by fusing
global and local and global information to improve detec-
tion transformer performance.

4.17 DAB-DETR
DAB-DETR [29] uses the bounding box coordinates as ob-
ject queries in the decoder and gradually updates them in
every layer. In Figure 8, the top right block indicates DAB-
DETR. These box coordinates make training convergence
faster by providing positional information and using the
height and width values to update the positional attention
map. This type of object query provides better spatial prior
for the attention mechanism and provides a simple query
formulation mechanism.

The decoder network contains two main networks a self-
attention network to update queries and a cross-attention
network to find features probing. The difference between
the self-attention of original DETR and DAB-DETR is that

query and key matrices have also position information
taken from bounding-box coordinates. The cross-attention
module concatenates the position and content information
in key and query matrices and determines their correspond-
ing heads. The decoder takes input embeddings as content
queries and anchor boxes as positional queries to find
object probabilities related to anchors and content queries.
This way, dynamic box coordinates used as object queries
provide better prediction, making the training convergence
faster and increasing detection results for small objects.

4.18 DN-DETR
DN-DETR [24] uses noised object queries as an additional
decoder input to reduce the instability of the bipartite-
matching mechanism in DETR, which causes the slow
convergence problem. In Figure 8, the bottom left block
indicates DN-DETR. The decoder queries have two parts:
the denoising part containing noised ground-truth box-
label pairs as input and the matching part containing
learnable anchors as input. The matching part M =
{M0,M1, ...,Ml−1} determines the resemblance between
the ground-truth label pairs and the decoder output, while
the denoising part d = {d0, d1, ..., dk−1} attempts to recon-
struct the ground-truth objects as:

Output = Decoder(d,M, I|A) (42)
Where I is the image features taken as input from the trans-
former encoder, and A is the attention mask that stops the
information transfer between the matching and denoising
parts and among different noised levels of the same ground-
truth objects. The decoder has noised levels of ground-
truth objects where noise is added to bounding boxes and
class labels, such as label flipping. It contains a hyper-
parameter λ for controlling the noise level. The training
architecture of DN-DETR is based on DAB-DETR, as it also
takes bounding box coordinates as object queries. The only
difference between these two architectures is the class label
indicator as an additional input in the decoder to assist label
denoising. The bounding boxes are updated inconsistently
in DAB-DETR, making relative offset learning challenging.
The denoising training mechanism in DN-DETR improves
performance and training convergence.

4.19 AdaMixer
AdaMixer [25] considers the encoder an extra network
between the backbone and decoder that limits the per-
formance and slower the training convergence because
of its design complexity. AdaMixer provides a detection
transformer network without an encoder. In Figure 8, the
bottom right box represents AdaMixer. The main modules
of AdaMixer are explained as follows.
3D feature space: For 3D feature space, the input feature
map from the CNN backbone with the downsampling
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Fig. 8: The structure of the original DETR after the addition of DAB-DETR [29], DN-DETR [24] and AdaMixer [25]. Here,
the top left network is a simple DETR network, along with improvement indicated with small colored boxes. Larger boxes
with corresponding colored borders are utilized to illustrate the internal mechanisms of these small colored boxes. The top
right block indicates DAB-DETR, the bottom left block indicates DN-DETR, and the bottom right box represents AdaMixer
(image from [24], [25], [29]).

stride sfi , is first transformed by a linear-layer to the same
df channel and computed the coordinate of its z-axis as
follows:

zfi = log2(s
f
i /sb). (43)

Where, height hi and width wi of feature maps (different
strides) is rescaled to hi/sb and wi/sb, where sb = 4.
3D feature sampling process: In the sampling process,
the query generates Ip groups of vectors to Ip points,
(∆xj ,∆yj ,∆zj)Ip, where each vector is dependent on its
content-vector qi by a linear-layer Li as follows:

(∆xj ,∆yj ,∆zj)Ip = Li(qi). (44)
These offset values are converted into sampling positions
w.r.t position vector of object query as follows:

x̃j = x+∆xj .2
z−r

ỹj = y +∆yj .2
z+r,

z̃j = z +∆zj ,

(45)

The interpolation over the 3D feature space first samples by
bilinear interpolation in the (xi, yi) space and then interpo-
lates on the z-axis by Gaussian weighting with weight for
the i-th feature map is as follows:

w̃i =
exp(−(z̃ − zfi )

2/Γz)∑
i exp(−(z̃ − zfi )

2/Γz)
(46)

where Γz is the softening coefficient to interpolate values
over the z-axis (Γz = 2 ). This process makes decoder de-

tection learning easier by taking feature samples according
to the query.
AdaMixer Decoder: The decoder module in AdaMixer
takes a content vector qi and positional vector (xi, yi, zi, ri)
as input object queries. The position-aware multi-head self-
attention is applied between these queries as follows.

Attn(qi, ki, vi) = Softmax(
qik

T
i√
d

+ αX).vi (47)

Where Xkl = log(|boxk ∩ boxl/|boxk| + ϵ), ϵ = 10−7. The
Xkl = 0 indicates the boxk is inside the boxl and Xkl = l
represents no overlapping between boxk and boxl. This
position vector is updated at every stage of the decoder
network. The AdaMixer decoder module takes a content
vector and a positional vector as input object queries. For
this, multi-scale features taken from the CNN backbone
are converted into 3D feature space as the decoder should
consider (xi, yi) space as well as adjustable in terms of
scales of detected objects. It takes the sampled features
from this feature space as input. It applies the adaMixer
mechanism to provide final predictions of input queries
without using an encoder network to reduce the compu-
tational complexity of detection transformers.

4.20 REGO-DETR
REGO-DETR [26] proposes an RoI-based method for de-
tection refinement to improve the attention mechanism in
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Fig. 9: The structure of the original DETR after the addition of REGO-DETR [26] and DINO [27]. Here, the top network is
a simple DETR network, along with improvement indicated with small colored boxes. Larger boxes with corresponding
colored borders are utilized to illustrate the internal mechanisms of these small colored boxes. The bottom left block
indicates REGO-DETR and the bottom right box represents DINO (images from [26], [27]).

DETR. In Figure 9, the bottom left block denotes REGO-
DETR. It contains two main modules: a multi-level recur-
rent mechanism and a glimpse-based decoder. In the multi-
level recurrent mechanism, bounding boxes detected in the
previous level are considered to get glimpse features. These
are converted into refined attention using earlier attention
in describing objects. The k-th processing level is as follows:{

Oclass(k) = DFclass(Hde(k))

Obbox(k) = DFbbox(Hde(k)) +Obbox(k − 1)
(48)

Where Oclass ∈ RMd×Mc and Obbox ∈ RMd×4. Here, Md

and Mc represent the total number of predicted objects and
classes, respectively. DFclass and DFbbox are functions that
convert the input features into desired outputs. Hde(k) is
the attention of this level after decoding as:

Hde(k) = [Hgm(k), Hde(k − 1)] (49)
Where Hgm(k) is the glimpse features according to Hde(k−
1) and previous levels. These glimpse features are trans-
formed using multi-head cross-attention into refined atten-
tion outputs according to previous attention outputs as:

Hgm(k) = Attn(V (k), Hde(k − 1)), (50)
For extracting the glimpse features V (k), the following
operation is performed:

V (k) = FEext(X,RI(Obbox(k − 1), α(k))), (51)
Where FEext is the feature extraction function, α(k) is
a scalar parameter, and RI is the RoI computation. In
this way, The Region-of-Interest (RoI) based refinement
modules make the training convergence of the detection
transformer faster and provide better performance.

4.21 DINO
DN-DETR adds positive noise to the anchors taken as
object queries to an input of the decoder and provides
labels to only those anchors with ground-truth objects
nearby. Following DAB-DETR and DN-DETR, DINO [27]
proposes a mixed object query selection method for anchor
initialization and a look forward twice mechanism for box
prediction. It provides the Contrastive DeNoising (CDN)
module, which takes positional queries as anchor boxes and
adds additional DN loss. In Figure 9, the bottom right block
indicates DINO. This detector uses λ1 and λ2 hyperparam-
eters where λ1 < λ2. The bounding box b = (xi, yi, wi, hi)
taken as input in the decoder, its corresponding generated
anchor is denoted as a = (xi, yi, wi, hi).

ATD(k) = 1
kΣ{MK({∥ b0 − a0 ∥1, ∥ b1 − a1 ∥1, ..., ∥ bN−1 − aN−1 ∥1}, k)} (52)

Where ∥ (bi − ai) ∥ is the distance between the anchor and
bounding box and MK(x, k) is the function that provides
the top K elements in x. The λ parameter is the threshold
value for generating noise for anchors that are fed as input
object queries to the decoder. It provides two types of
anchor queries: positive with threshold value less than λ1

and negative with noise threshold values greater than λ1

and less than λ2. This way, the anchors with no ground-
truth nearby are labeled as "no object". Thus, DINO makes
the training convergence faster and improves performance
for small objects.

5 DATASETS AND EVALUATION METRICS

It is important to compare modifications in detection trans-
formers to understand their effect on network size, training
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Fig. 10: Comparison of all DETR-based detection transformers on COCO minival set. (a) Performance comparison of
detection transformers using a ResNet-50 [67] backbone w.r.t. training epochs. Networks that are labeled with DC5 take a
dilated feature map. (b) Performance comparison of detection transformers w.r.t. model size (parameters in million).

Fig. 11: Comparison of DETR-based detection transformers on COCO minival set using a ResNet-50 backbone. (a)
Performance comparison of detection transformers on small objects. (b) Performance comparison of detection transformers
on medium objects. (c) Performance comparison of detection transformers on large objects.

convergence, and performance. This section presents quan-
titative comparisons of improvements in DETR on popular
benchmark MS COCO [30]. A mini val set of the COCO2014
is used for detection transformers evaluation. These results
are evaluated using mean Average Precision (mAP) as the
evaluation metric. The mAP is the mean of each object
category’s Average Precision (AP), where AP is the area
under the precision-recall curve [211].

6 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Many advancements are proposed in DETR, such as back-
bone modification, Query design and attention refinement
to improve performance and training convergence. Table 3
shows the performance comparison of all DETR-based de-
tection transformers on the COCO minival set. We can
observe that DETR performs well at 500 training epochs
and has low AP on small objects. The modified versions
improve performance and training convergence like DINO
has mAP of 49.0% at 12 epochs and performs well on small
objects.

The quantitative analysis of DETR and its updated ver-
sions regarding training convergence and model size on the
COCO minival set is performed. Part (a) of Figure 10 shows
the mAP of the detection transformers using a ResNet-50
backbone with training epochs. The original DETR, repre-
sented with a brown line, has low training convergence.
It has an mAP value of 35.3% at 50 training epochs and
44.9 % at 500 training epochs. Here, DINO, represented
with a red line, converges at low training epochs and
gives the highest mAP on all epoch values. The attention
mechanism in DETR involves computing pairwise attention
scores between every pair of feature vectors, which can
be computationally expensive, especially for large input
images. Moreover, the self-attention mechanism in DETR
relies on using fixed positional encodings to encode the
spatial relationships between the different parts of the in-
put image. This can slow down the training process and
increase converging time. In contrast, Deformable-DETR
and DINO have some modifications that can help speed
up the training process. For example, Deformable DETR
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TABLE 3: Performance comparison of all DETR-based detection transformers on COCO minival set. Here, networks
labeled with DC5 take a dilated feature map. The IoU threshold values are set to 0.5 and 0.75 for AP calculation and
also calculate AP for small( APs), medium (APm) and large (APl) objects. + represents bounding-box refinement and ++
denotes Deformable-DETR. ∗∗ indicates Efficient-DETR used 6-encoder layers and 1-decoder layer. S denotes Small, and
B indicates Base. † represents the distillation mechanism by Touvron et al. [212]. ‡ indicates the model is Pre-trained
on ImageNet-21k. All models use 300 queries, while DETR uses 100 object queries to input to the decoder network. The
models with superscript ∗ use three pattern embeddings. The three best results are represented in red, blue, and green,
respectively.

Methods Backbone Publications Epoch GFLOPs Parameters
(M)

AP AP50 AP75 APS APM APL

DC5-ResNet-50 109 320 166 41.1 61.4 44.3 22.9 45.9 55.0
Faster R-CNN [197] ResNet-50-FPN CVPR 2015 109 180 42 42.0 62.1 45.5 26.6 45.4 53.4

ResNet-101-FPN 109 246 60 44.0 63.9 47.8 27.2 48.1 56.0

DC5-ResNet-50 50 187 41 35.3 55.7 36.8 15.2 37.5 53.6
DETR [7] DC5-ResNet-50 ECCV 2020 500 187 41 43.3 63.1 45.9 22.5 47.3 61.1

DC5-ResNet-101 500 253 60 44.9 64.7 47.7 23.7 49.5 62.3

ResNet-50 50 173 40 43.8 62.6 47.7 26.4 47.1 58.0
Deformable-DETR [9] ResNet-50+ ICLR 2021 50 173 40 45.4 64.7 49.0 26.8 48.3 61.7

ResNet-50++ 50 173 40 46.2 65.2 50.0 28.8 49.2 61.7

UP-DETR [10] ResNet-50 CVPR 2021 150 86 41 40.5 60.8 42.6 19.0 44.4 60.0
ResNet-50 300 86 41 42.8 63.0 45.3 20.8 47.1 61.7

ResNet-50 36 159 32 44.2 62.2 48.0 28.4 47.5 56.6
Efficient-DETR [11] ResNet-101 arXiv 2021 36 239 51 45.2 63.7 48.8 28.8 49.1 59.0

ResNet-101 ∗ ∗ 36 289 54 45.7 64.1 49.5 28.2 49.1 60.2

ResNet-50 50 152 40 43.7 63.6 47.2 24.2 47.0 60.4
SMCA-DETR [12] ResNet-50 ICCV 2021 108 152 40 45.6 65.5 49.1 25.9 49.3 62.6

ResNet-101 50 218 58 44.4 65.2 48.0 24.3 48.5 61.0

TSP-DETR [28] FCOS-ResNet-50 ICCV 2021 36 189 51.5 43.1 62.3 47.0 26.6 46.8 55.9
RCNN-ResNet-50 36 188 63.6 43.8 63.3 48.3 28.6 46.9 55.7

Conditional-DETR [14] DC5-ResNet-50 ICCV 2021 50 195 44 43.8 64.4 46.7 24.0 47.6 60.7
DC5-ResNet-101 50 262 63 45.0 65.5 48.4 26.1 48.9 62.8

WB-DETR [15] - ICCV 2021 500 98 24 41.8 63.2 44.8 19.4 45.1 62.4

PnP-DETR [16] DC5-ResNet-50 ICCV 2021 500 145 41 43.1 63.4 45.3 22.7 46.5 61.1

Dynamc-DETR [17] ResNet-50 ICCV 2021 12 - 58 42.9 61.0 46.3 24.6 44.9 54.4

YOLOS-DETR [18] DeiT-S [212] † NeurIPS 2021 150 194 31 36.1 56.5 37.1 15.3 38.5 56.2
DeiT-B [212] † 150 538 127 42.0 62.2 44.5 19.5 45.3 62.1

Anchor-DETR [19] DC5-ResNet-50 ∗ AAAI 2022 50 151 39 44.2 64.7 47.5 24.7 48.2 60.6
DC5-ResNet-101 ∗ 50 237 58 45.1 65.7 48.8 25.8 49.4 61.6

Sparse-DETR [20] ResNet-50-ρ-0.5 ICLR 2022 50 136 41 46.3 66.0 50.1 29.0 49.5 60.8
Swin-T-ρ-0.5 [213] 50 144 41 49.3 69.5 53.3 32.0 52.7 64.9

D2ETR [21] PVT2 arXiv 2022 50 82 35 43.2 62.9 46.2 22.0 48.5 62.4
Def D2ETR [21] PVT2 50 93 40 50.0 67.9 54.1 31.7 53.4 66.7

FP-DETR-S [22] - 50 102 24 42.5 62.6 45.9 25.3 45.5 56.9
FP-DETR-B [22] - ICLR 2022 50 121 36 43.3 63.9 47.7 27.5 46.1 57.0
FP-DETR-B ‡ [22] - 50 121 36 43.7 64.1 47.8 26.5 46.7 58.2

CF-DETR [23] ResNet-50 AAAI 2022 36 - - 47.8 66.5 52.4 31.2 50.6 62.8
ResNet-101 36 - - 49.0 68.1 53.4 31.4 52.2 64.3

DAB-DETR [29] DC5-ResNet-50 ∗ ICLR 2022 50 216 44 45.7 66.2 49.0 26.1 49.4 63.1
DC5-ResNet-101 ∗ 50 296 63 46.6 67.0 50.2 28.1 50.5 64.1

DN-DETR [24]
ResNet-50

CVPR 2022
50 94 44 44.1 64.4 46.7 22.9 48.0 63.4

DC5-ResNet-50 50 202 44 46.3 66.4 49.7 26.7 50.0 64.3
ResNet-101 50 174 63 45.2 65.5 48.3 24.1 49.1 65.1
DC5-ResNet-101 50 282 63 47.3 67.5 50.8 28.6 51.5 65.0

AdaMixer [25]
ResNet-50

CVPR 2022
36 132 139 47.0 66.0 51.1 30.1 50.2 61.8

ResNeXt-101-DCN 36 214 160 49.5 68.9 53.9 31.3 52.3 66.3
Swin-s [213] 36 234 164 51.3 71.2 55.7 34.2 54.6 67.3

REGO [26]
ResNet-50++

CVPR 2022
50 190 54 47.6 66.8 51.6 29.6 50.6 62.3

ResNet-101++ 50 257 73 48.5 67.0 52.4 29.5 52.0 64.4
ReNeXt-101++ 50 434 119 49.1 67.5 53.1 30.0 52.6 65.0

DINO [27]
ReNet-50-4scale ∗

arXiv 2022
12 279 47 49.0 66.6 53.5 32.0 52.3 63.0

ResNet-50-5scale ∗ 12 860 47 49.4 66.9 53.8 32.3 52.5 63.9
ReNet-50-5scale ∗ 24 860 47 51.3 69.1 56.0 34.5 54.2 65.8
ResNet-50-5scale ∗ 36 860 47 51.2 69.0 55.8 35.0 54.3 65.3
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TABLE 4: Overview of Advantages and limitations of Detection Transformers.

Methods Publications Advantages Limitations

DETR [7] ECCV 2020 Removes the need for hand-designed components like NMS or anchor generation. Low performance on small objects and slow training convergence.

Deformable-DETR [9] ICLR 2021 Deformable attention network, which makes training convergence faster. Number of encoder tokens increases by 20 times compared to DETR.

UP-DETR [10] CVPR 2021 Pre-training for Multi-tasks learning and Multi-queries localization. Pre-training for patch localization, CNN and transformers pre-training needs to
integrate.

Efficient-DETR [11] arXiv 2021 Reduces decoder layers by employing dense and sparse set based network Increase in GFLOPs twice compared to original DETR.

SMCA-DETR [12] ICCV 2021 Regression-aware mechanism to increase convergence speed Low performance in detecting small objects.

TSP-DETR [28] ICCV 2021 Deals with issues of Hungarian loss and the cross-attention mechanism of Trans-
former.

Uses proposals in TSP-FCOS and feature points in TSP-RCNN as in CNN-based
detectors.

Conditional-DETR [14] ICCV 2021 Conditional queries remove dependency on content embeddings and ease the
training.

Performs better than DETR and deformable-DETR for stronger backbones.

WB-DETR [15] ICCV 2021 Pure transformer network without backbone. Low performance on small objects.

PnP-DETR [16] ICCV 2021 Sampling module provides foreground and a small quantity of background fea-
tures.

Breaks 2d spatial structure by taking foreground tokens and reducing background
tokens.

Dynamic-DETR [17] ICCV 2021 Dynamic attention provides small feature resolution and improves training conver-
gence.

Still dependent on CNN networks as convolution-based encoder and an ROI-based
decoder.

YOLOS-DETR [18] NeurIPS 2021 Convert ViT pre-trained on ImageNet-1k dataset into Object detector. Pre-trained ViT still needs improvements as it requires long training epochs.

Anchor-DETR [19] AAAI 2022 Object queries as anchor points that predict multiple objects at one position. Consider queries as 2D anchor points which ignore object scale.

Spare-DETR [20] ICLR 2022 Improve performance by updating tokens referenced by the decoder. Performance is strongly dependent on the backbone specifically for large objects.

D2ETR [21] arXiv 2022 Decoder-only transformer network to reduce computational cost. Decreases computation comlexity significantly but has low performance on small
objects.

FP-DETR [22] ICLR 2022 Pre-Training of the encoder-only transformer. Low performance on large objects.

CF-DETR [23] AAAI 2022 Refine coarse features to improve localization accuracy of small objects. Addition of three new modules increase network size.

DAB-DETR [29] ICLR 2022 Anchor-boxes as queries, attention for different scale objects. Positional prior for only foreground objects.

DN-DETR [24] CVPR 2022 Denoising training for positional-prior for foreground and background regions. Denoising training by adding positive noise to object queries ignoring background
regions.

AdaMixer [25] CVPR 2022 Faster Convergence, Improves the adaptability of query-based decoding mecha-
nism.

Large number of parameters.

REGO [26] CVPR 2022 Attention mechanism gradually focus on foreground regions more accurately. Multi-stage RoI-based attention modeling increases the number of parameters.

DINO [27] arXiv 2022 impressive results on small and medium-sized datasets Performance drops for large size objects

introduces deformable attention layers, which can better
capture spatial context information and improve object de-
tection accuracy. Similarly, DINO uses a denoising learning
approach to train the network to learn more generalized
features useful for object detection, making the training
process faster and more effective.

Part (b) of Figure 10 compares all detection transformers
regarding the model size. Here, YOLOS-DETR uses DeiT-
small as the backbone instead of DeiT-Ti, but it also in-
creases model size by 20x times. DINO and REGO-DETR
have comparable mAP, but REGO-DETR is nearly double in
model size than DINO. These networks use more complex
architectures than the original DETR architecture, which
increase the total parameters and the overall network size.

We also provide a qualitative analysis of DETR and
its updated versions on all-sized objects in Figure 11. For
small objects, the mAP for the original DETR is 15.2%
at 50 epochs, while Deformable-DETR has an mAP value
of 26.4% at 50 epochs. The self-attention mechanism in
Deformable-DETR allows it to interpolate features from
neighboring pixels, which is particularly useful for small
objects that may only occupy a few pixels in an image. This
mechanism in Deformable-DETR captures more precise and
detailed information about small objects, which can lead to
better performance than DETR.

7 OPEN CHALLENGES & FUTURE DIRECTIONS

Detection Transformers have shown promising results on
various object detection benchmarks. There are still some
open challenges and future directions for improving it.
Table 4 provides the advantages and limitations of all
proposed improved versions of DETR. Here are some
open challenges and future directions for improvements in
DETR:
Improve attention mechanisms: The performance of detec-
tion transformers depends on the attention mechanism for
capturing dependencies between various spatial locations
in an image. Till now, 60% of modifications have been done
in the attention mechanism of the detection transformer
to improve performance and training convergence. Future
research could focus on designing more refined attention
mechanisms to capture spatial information or incorporate
task-specific constraints
Adaptive and dynamic backbones: Backbone also affects
the network performance and size. Current detection trans-
formers remove the backbone or use fixed backbone archi-
tectures across all images. Only 10% of backbone modifica-
tions are done in DETR to improve performance and reduce
network size. Future research could explore dynamic back-
bone architectures that can adjust their complexity based on
the input image’s characteristics. Researchers can improve
detection transformers by modifying the backbone, likely
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leading to even more impressive results.
Improve quantity and quality of object queries: The
quantity object queries fed to the decoder as input in DETR
is typically fixed during training and inference. However,
the size or number of objects in an image can differ. Later
on, it is observed in some networks such as DAB-DETR,
DN-DETR and DINO that modifying the quantity or qual-
ity of object queries can significantly affect the detection
transformer performance. DAB-DETR uses dynamic anchor
boxes as object queries, DN-DETR adds positive noise to the
object queries for denoising training, and DINO adds pos-
itive and negative noise to the object queries for improved
denoising training. Future models can adjust the number
of object queries based on the image’s content to improve
the quantity of object queries. Furthermore, researchers
can include more dynamic and adaptive mechanisms to
improve the quality of object queries.

8 CONCLUSION

Detection transformers have provided efficient and precise
object detection networks and delivered insights into the
operation of deep neural networks. This review gives a
detailed overview of the Detection Transformers. Specifi-
cally, it focuses on the latest advancements in DETR to im-
prove performance and training convergence. The attention
module of the detection transformer in the encoder-decoder
network is modified to improve training convergence, and
object queries as input to the decoder are updated to en-
hance the performance of small objects. We provide the
latest improvements in detection transformers, including
backbone modification, query design, and attention refine-
ment. We also compare the advantages and limitations of
detection transformers in terms of performance and archi-
tectural design. With its focus on object detection tasks, this
review provides a unique view of the recent advancement
in DETR. We hope this study will increase the researcher’s
interest in solving existing challenges towards applying
transformers models in the object detection domain.
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