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Abstract

In general, human pose estimation methods are catego-
rized into two approaches according to their architectures:
regression (i.e., heatmap-free) and heatmap-based methods.
The former one directly estimates precise coordinates of
each keypoint using convolutional and fully-connected lay-
ers. Although this approach is able to detect overlapped
and dense keypoints, unexpected results can be obtained by
non-existent keypoints in a scene. On the other hand, the
latter one is able to filter the non-existent ones out by uti-
lizing predicted heatmaps for each keypoint. Nevertheless,
it suffers from quantization error when obtaining the key-
point coordinates from its heatmaps. In addition, unlike the
regression one, it is difficult to distinguish densely placed
keypoints in an image. To this end, we propose a hybrid
model for single-stage multi-person pose estimation, named
HybridPose, which mutually overcomes each drawback of
both approaches by maximizing their strengths. Further-
more, we introduce self-correlation loss to inject spatial de-
pendencies between keypoint coordinates and their visibil-
ity. Therefore, HybridPose is capable of not only detecting
densely placed keypoints, but also filtering the non-existent
keypoints in an image. Experimental results demonstrate
that proposed HybridPose exhibits the keypoints visibility
without performance degradation in terms of the pose esti-
mation accuracy.

1. Introduction
Multi-Person Pose Estimation (MPPE) aims to not only

detect every person in a scene but also locate skeletal key-
points of each person. It has emerged as a popular research
area in computer vision since the skeletal keypoints help
understanding human activity [9, 8, 6], human-object in-
teraction [32, 33], and so on. Typically, MPPE can be
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summarized into top-down, bottom-up, and single-stage ap-
proaches according to pose estimation procedures. The top-
down approach first detects humans in a scene, and esti-
mates keypoints of each detected human. Oppositely, the
bottom-up method detects all keypoints in the scene at once,
and groups them by individual persons. Finally, the single-
stage approach simultaneously detects humans and their
corresponding keypoints in a single step.

We reorganize MPPE into two categories in terms of its
output to tackle ill-posed problems: i) Regression-based
[4, 34, 29, 20] and ii) Heatmap-based [13, 26, 25, 30, 21,
22, 12, 5, 24, 7]. In the regression-based methods, coor-
dinates of body keypoints are directly estimated as a net-
work output. This property allows that these methods sep-
arately distinguish overlapped and dense keypoints of the
same class. However, these methods yield non-existent key-
points in a scene since their output has a fixed dimension.
Meanwhile, the heatmap-based methods first predict a set of
probability maps for the each keypoint of interest, and then
their locations can be obtained by finding the highest activa-
tion in each heatmap. Thereby, the non-existent keypoints
can be filtered by predicted probability maps. However, un-
desirable effects still appear in the results by converting the
heatmap to keypoint coordinates. When several keypoints
of the same class are densely located, the heatmap-based
methods struggle with distinguishing them since the distri-
butions of their activation are overlapped. Moreover, the
large-sized heatmaps are required to reduce quantization er-
rors.

To solve the aforementioned issues, we propose a hy-
brid model for the MPPE, named HybridPose, which mu-
tually compensates for each weakness adopting strengths
of both regression and heatmap-based methods. To max-
imizing both strengths, HybridPose adopts a single-stage
MPPE architecture to simultaneously predict human bound-
ing boxes, keypoint coordinates, and further visibility maps.
Specifically, HybridPose directly yields keypoint coordi-
nates, and these are identified along with each person. Af-
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ter that, the visibility maps filter non-existent keypoints out
by representing their existence as probability distributions.
In addition, we propose self-correlation loss to align these
distributions with their corresponding keypoint coordinates.
As the independent phase, HybridPose predicts the keypoint
locations and their visibility respectively. To associate both
them with each one, the self-correlation loss injects spa-
tial relationships between keypoint coordinates and visibil-
ity maps. Consequently, HybridPose is capable of estimat-
ing overlapped keypoints of the same class separately while
eliminating non-existent ones.

We provide extensive experiments to verify the effec-
tiveness of HybridPose. Moreover, we evaluate the perfor-
mance of the proposed network in terms of various evalua-
tion metrics. Experimental results demonstrate that the pro-
posed HybridPose disposes invisible keypoints effectively
without significant degradation of performance. Compared
with existing methods, our contributions can be summa-
rized as follows:

• We propose a hybrid model for the multi-person pose
estimation, named HybridPose, that maximizes virtues
of both regression and heatmap-based methods to over-
come each drawback.

• We provide self-correlation loss to construct spatial de-
pendencies between keypoint coordinates and visibil-
ity maps.

• HybridPose simultaneously estimates human bound-
ing boxes, keypoint coordinates, and further visibility
maps in a single-stage network.

• With the help of HybridPose, chronic problems of both
regression and heatmap-based methods are mitigated.

2. Related Work
Regression-based methods DeepPose [27] first intro-

duced regression of keypoint coordinates using iterative
deep neural networks. In addition, Joao et al. [4] proposed
a network using Iterative Error Feedback (IEF). The IEF
can improve the pose accuracy by finding inaccurate output
obtained from the previous estimation scheme and correct-
ing it iteratively. CenterNet proposed by Zhou et al. [34]
adopted pose regression in the single-shot object detection
framework. By considering the each keypoint as a offset
from the central point on a detection box, CenterNet can es-
timate the keypoints directly without pre-processing such as
the region proposal. Consequently, CenterNet can achieve
the MPPE, since then most of the single-stage MPPE meth-
ods have adopted regression-based approach. However,
since its image features are human center oriented, these
features have limited information for predicting distant key-
points, due to the variation of the human’s height and their

pose. To resolve this limitation, [29, 20] adopted displace-
ment of the pre-defined pose anchors to estimate each key-
point. Although existing regression-based methods have
been proposed to increase the pose accuracy, it is still re-
mained to estimating keypoints visibility as a ill-pose prob-
lem. Therefore, these regression-based methods can obtain
unexpected results by the non-existent keypoints in a scene.

Heatmap-based methods In [13, 26], the notion of
heatmaps appeared as a spatial model by representing them
with probability distributions. To develop the spatial model,
Tompson et al. [25] utilized a cascade neural network to
obtain refined heatmaps from coarse ones. However, these
methods are able to yield keypoints of an only single per-
son. To estimate joints of multiple persons in a scene, Deep-
Cut [22] adopted two-stage architectures. This method first
detected human bounding boxes in the scene. After that,
heatmaps were estimated per detected boxes. Oppositely,
DeeperCut [12] first estimated all keypoints in the scene,
and aligned them to each person. Although these meth-
ods achieved multi-person keypoint detection, the resolu-
tion of heatmaps is not enough to estimate keypoint coor-
dinates from high-compressed ones. To solve this problem,
CPN [5] combined all levels of feature representations us-
ing a cascaded pyramid network. Similarly, HRNet [24] re-
peated high-to-low and low-to-high feature fusions to main-
tain high-resolution representations. HigherHRNet [7] re-
constructed HRNet with an efficient architecture by reduc-
ing its complexity. Despite of aforementioned progresses, it
is still difficult to handle dense and overlapped keypoints.

3. Proposed Method
We aim to overcome drawbacks of regression and

heatmap-based methods by maximizing their strengths. To
implement this concept, we first introduce an architecture of
HybridPose that simultaneously estimates human bounding
boxes, keypoint coordinates, and visibility maps. Then, we
describe the self-correlation loss to adjust probability dis-
tributions of visibility maps along with their corresponding
regression results.

3.1. Architecture

HybridPose is comprised of three parts in terms of its
output; human bounding boxes, keypoint coordinates, and
visibility maps as illustrated on Fig. 1. To yields these
predictions, HybridPose adopts a YOLO-style deep neu-
ral network which is robust in multi-resolution feature ex-
traction. Specifically, HybridPose analyzes an input image
I ∈ Rh×w×3 using the YOLO-style network, and yields
two kinds of grids sets respectively. One is a set of grids for
the keypoints, and the other is for the visibility maps. The
set of grids for keypoints is Gs ∈ Rh

s ×
w
s ×Na×No , where

Na and No are the number of anchor and output chan-
nels respectively. In addition, a set of the visibility maps



Figure 1. Overall architecture of the proposed HybridPose. The visibility maps facilitate HybridPose to filter non-existent keypoints out
using their visibility scores.

is Vs ∈ Rh
s ×

w
s ×Na×K , where K is the number of key-

points. Then, an image patch Ip = Isi:s(i+1),sj:s(j+1) is
compressed into two kinds of the grid cells both Gs

ij and
Vs

ij , where s ∈ {8, 16, 32, 64} is a set of scale factors. The
scale factor contains diverse receptive fields to detect differ-
ent scales of objects, i.e., detecting small-sized objects with
lower scale factors and vice versa. In addition, HybridPose
is capable of detecting different object shapes by utilizing
multiple anchor boxes As = {(Awa , Aha)}

Na
a=1, where a is

an index of anchors.
Each grid cell Gs

i,j,a contains the probability of object
existence ℘, human bounding boxes t = (tx, ty, tw, th),
keypoint coordinates c = {(cxk, cyk)}Kk=1. Therefore, the
number of the output channels for a grid cell Gs

i,j,a is
5 + 2K. Following previous works [28, 14, 20], coordi-
nates of a human bounding box t are positioned on the grid
space, thus these are relative to the origin of a grid cell (i.j):

t′x, t
′
y = (2σ(tx)− 0.5, 2σ(ty)− 0.5) (1)

t′w, t
′
h = (

Aw

s
(2σ(tw))

2,
Ah

s
(2σ(th))

2), (2)

where σ is the sigmoid function. Similar to the human
bounding box, the keypoint coordinates are positioned on
the grid space:

c′xk, c
′
yk = (

Aw

s
(4σ(cxk)− 2),

Ah

s
(4σ(cyk)− 2)). (3)

As mentioned in Section 2, the conventional regression-
based methods cause undesirable results with invisible key-
points in a scene since it is limited to determine the keypoint

uncertainty in terms of their visibility. To this end, Hybrid-
Pose utilizes visibility maps which are a set of probability
distributions for each keypoint. In detail, shallow convolu-
tional layers analyze feature maps fs

D ∈ Rh
s ×

w
s ×Nc from a

decoder part D of HybridPose:

Vs = ϕ(fs
D), (4)

where ϕ and Nc are the shallow convolutional layers and the
number of feature channels respectively. Then, the visibility
of a specific keypoint can be defined as follows:

vc′xk,c
′
yk,a,k

= Vs(cxk, cyk, a, k), (5)

where vc′xk,c
′
yk,a,k

is the k-th keypoint visibility positioned
(c′xk, c

′
yk) in a scene. If a keypoint visibility value is larger

than a certain threshold, it can be considered as visible in the
scene. In the opposite case, the keypoints can be considered
as invisible. Therefore, HybridPose is capable of covering
the uncertainty of keypoint existence by adopting visibility
maps as shown in Fig. 1.

3.2. Self-Correlation Loss

HybridPose predicts keypoint coordinates and their exis-
tence independently. Thus, the locations of the highest acti-
vation in a visibility map are uncorrelated with coordinates
of its corresponding keypoint. In this case, the visibility
map cannot be ensured the reliability of determining key-
point existence. To tackle these issue, the self-correlation
loss inject spatial relationships between keypoint coordi-
nates and visibility maps.

To compare both them in the spatial domain, the key-
point coordinates ci,j,a in a grid cell Gs

i,j,a are converted



Figure 2. Flow of the proposed self-correlation loss.

into a keypoint distribution map du,v,a ∈ Rh
s ×

w
s ×K as fol-

lows:

du,v,a = Ψ(ci,j,a)

= ℘e−((u−cxk)
2+(v−cyk)

2)/2σ2

s.t. ∥u− cxk∥ ≤ 3σ ∥v − cyk∥ ≤ 3σ,

(6)

where Ψ(·) is a conversion function, and σ denotes the stan-
dard deviation. In addition, the probability of object exis-
tence ℘ is multiplied when obtaining the keypoint distribu-
tion map du,v,a to consider objectness in its corresponding
grid cell. Eq. 6 is repeated in each grid cell i×j to combine
all outputs. Following this step, a set of keypoint distribu-
tion maps Ds ∈ Rh

s ×
w
s ×Na×K are described as follows:

Ds = {max[d0,0,a,d0,1,a, ...,di,j,a]}Na
a=1, (7)

where max is pixel-wisely operated to filter out lower acti-
vations of dense keypoints in the same class.

Finally, self-correlation loss is applied to a set of visibil-
ity maps and keypoint distribution maps as follows:

Lcorr = 1− (

∑
((Ds − D̄s) ∗ (V s − V̄ s))√∑

(Ds − D̄s)2 ∗
√∑

(V s − V̄ s)2 + ϵ
)2,

(8)
where (̄·) denotes arithmetic mean.

3.3. Learning Objectives

In addition to the loss functions discussed so far, we ap-
ply a couple of more loss functions as follows:

Objectiveness: Let ℘ and ℘̂ be the predicted probability
of object existence and its ground-truth, then an objective-
ness loss is described as:

Lobj =
∑
s

ωs

n(Gs)

∑
Gs

− (℘ log(℘̂ ∗ IoU(t, t̂))

+ (1− ℘) log(1− ℘̂ ∗ IoU(t, t̂))),
(9)

where ωs denotes a set of grid weight, n(·) is the number of
its instance. Similar to YOLO [23], ground-truth of objec-
tiveness ℘̂ is multiplied with intersection over union (IoU).

Human bounding box and pose estimation: Let Ô and
Ôp denote the target object and its corresponding pose, then
loss functions to estimate human bounding boxes and key-
point coordinates are described as:

Lbox =
∑
s

1

n(Ô ∈ Gs)

∑
Ô∈Gs

(1− IoU(t, t̂)) (10)

Lpose =
∑
s

1

n(Ôp ∈ Gs)

∑
Ôp∈Gs

K∑
k=1

δk ∥ck − ĉk∥2 ,

(11)
where δk is set to 1 if a k-th keypoint exists and otherwise
0.

Visibility map: Let ĉ denotes ground-truth of keypoint
coordinates, then the target visibility map V̂s is generated
using Eq. 6 and 7 without the probability of object existence
℘. After that, a loss function to predict the visibility maps
is described as:

Lvis =
∑
s

1

n(Vs)

∑
Vs

∥∥∥Vs − V̂s
∥∥∥
2

(12)

Total loss: we aggregate all loss functions to train Hy-
bridPose. Thus, the total loss can be defined as:

Ltotal = αLobj+βLbox+γLpose+ζLvis+λLcorr, (13)

where α, β, γ, ζ, and λ are weighting factors for their cor-
responding loss functions.

4. Experimental Results
4.1. Experimental Setting

Dataset. We adopt a COCO [18] keypoints detection
dataset, which is a challenging and widely adopted dataset



Figure 3. Examples of human pose estimation on COCO2017 val. Figures in the first row are estimated by KAPAO-S [20], and second
row ones are HybridPose-S results.

Table 1. Comparisons with existing single-stage methods on COCO2017 val split. Inference time is measured on a single Titan X GPU.
MI and PP denote model inference and post-processing respectively. TTA (Test Time Augmentation) is not applied in this experiment.

Method Speed Accuracy
Input Size MI (ms) PP (ms) AP AP.50 AP.75 APM APL AR

SWAHR-W48 [19] 640 65.9 133.6 67.3 87.1 72.9 62.1 75.0 73.0
DEKR-W32 [10] 640 193.3 4.95 67.2 86.3 73.7 61.7 77.0 73.0
DEKR-W48 [10] 640 381.8 5.07 70.2 87.8 76.8 66.2 77.9 75.9
KAPAO-S [20] 1280 30.8 3.57 63.0 86.3 69.5 58.0 70.8 70.2
KAPAO-M [20] 1280 64.6 3.58 68.5 88.5 75.0 63.8 76.3 75.5
KAPAO-L [20] 1280 110.9 3.87 70.6 89.6 77.1 66.4 77.5 77.4
HybridPose-S 1280 36.1 1.61 63.0 85.9 69.7 59.5 69.7 69.9
HybridPose-M 1280 65.7 1.49 68.7 88.7 75.9 65.2 75.6 75.4
HybridPose-L 1280 112.1 1.54 70.7 89.8 77.6 68.1 76.6 77.4

for human pose estimation. COCO is split into train, val,
and test-dev respectively, and it contains over 200K im-
ages. In addition, each person is labeled with human bound-
ing boxes and their corresponding 17 keypoints. To evaluate
the performance in terms of estimation accuracy, we adopt
the standard average precision (AP) and recall (AR) by uti-
lizing object keypoint similarity (OKS). To be specific, AP
includes AP.50 (AP at OKS = 0.50), AP.75, AP (mean of
AP scores from OKS = 0.50 to OKS = 0.95 with the
increment as 0.05), APM (AP scores for person of medium
sizes), and APL (AP scores for person of large sizes). More-
over, HybridPose is trained and evaluated on CrowdPose
[16] which is split into trainval and test. Each split con-
tains 12K and 8K images respectively. CrowdPose divides

test scenes into three crowding levels; APE (mean of AP
scores from OKS = 0 to OKS = 0.1), APM (mean of AP
scores from OKS = 0.1 to OKS = 0.8), APH (mean of
AP scores from OKS = 0.8 to OKS = 1.0). In addition,
the algorithm performance in terms of execution times has
been reported on both a Titan X GPU and an edge device.

Implementation Details. Following an existing MPPE
method [20], HybridPose adopts both YOLO backbone [14]
and feature pyramid network (FPN) [17]. To train Hybrid-
Pose on COCO and CrowdPose, an initial learning rate is
set to 0.0001, and 0.5 is multiplied if AP is unreached to
the best performance during 20 epochs. In addition, the
both mosaic and flip are adopted as data augmentation [1].
HybridPose is optimized with stochastic gradient descent



Figure 4. Examples of human pose estimation on general DMS (Driver Monitoring System). First two figures are obtained by KAPAO-S
[20], and others are estimated by HybridPose-S

Table 2. Comparisons with state-of-the-art methods on
COCO2017 test-dev split. TTA (Test Time Augmentation)
is applied in this experiment.

Method AP AP.50 AP.75 APM APL AR
Two-stage methods

Mask-RCNN [11] 63.1 87.3 68.7 57.8 71.4 -
CPN [5] 72.1 91.4 80.0 68.7 77.2 78.5
SimpleBaseline [31] 73.7 91.9 81.1 70.3 80.0 79.0
HRNet-W48 [24] 75.5 92.5 83.3 71.9 81.5 80.5
RLE [15] 75.7 92.3 82.9 72.3 81.3 -

Single-stage methods
OpenPose [3] 61.8 84.9 67.5 57.1 68.2 66.5
CenterNet [34] 63.0 86.8 69.6 58.9 70.4 -
HigherHRNet [7] 70.5 89.3 77.2 66.6 75.8 74.9

+SWAHR [19] 72.0 90.7 78.8 67.8 77.7 -
DEKR-W48 [10] 71.0 89.2 78.0 67.1 76.9 76.7
CenterGroup [2] 71.4 90.5 78.1 67.2 77.5 -
KAPAO-S [20] 63.8 88.4 70.4 58.6 71.7 71.2
KAPAO-M [20] 68.8 90.5 76.5 64.3 76.0 76.3
KAPAO-L [20] 70.3 91.2 77.8 66.3 76.8 77.7
HybridPose-S 63.1 87.8 70.2 60.1 69.7 71.1
HybridPose-M 67.4 89.8 75.5 65.0 73.3 75.8
HybridPose-L 69.8 90.7 78.0 68.0 75.1 77.8

Table 3. Comparisons with single-stage state-of-the-art methods
on CrowdPose split. TTA (Test Time Augmentation) is applied in
this experiment.

Method AP AP.50 AP.75 APE APM APH

OpenPose [3] - - - 62.7 48.7 32.3
HigherHRNet [7] 67.6 87.4 72.6 75.8 68.1 58.9
DEKR-W48 [10] 68.0 85.5 73.4 76.6 68.8 58.4
CenterGroup [2] 70.0 88.9 75.7 77.7 70.8 63.2
KAPAO-S [20] 63.8 87.7 69.4 72.1 64.8 53.2
KAPAO-M [20] 67.1 88.8 73.4 75.2 68.1 56.9
KAPAO-L [20] 68.9 89.4 75.6 76.6 69.9 59.5
HybridPose-S 63.9 88.4 71.2 73.5 65.1 52.0
HybridPose-M 67.4 89.6 75.0 76.2 68.6 55.5
HybridPose-L 70.3 90.3 78.6 78.5 71.7 58.8

(SGD) over 8 NVIDIA V100 GPUs, and the batch sizes
of HybridPose-L/M/S are 48/72/128. On COCO2017 val,
test-dev splits, and CrowdPose, the proposed HybridPose
is performed both subjective and objective quality evalua-
tions.

4.2. Analysis for Subjective and Objective Quality

We analysis HybridPose in terms of both subjective and
objective qualities to validate our contributions. Further-
more, we provide qualitative and quantitative comparisons

with state-of-the-art methods on COCO and CrowdPose.
For evaluating subjective quality, we provide visual ex-

amples of human pose estimation on COCO. As shown in
the first row of Fig. 3, KAPAO [20], which is the state-of-
the-art method among existing single-stage methods, yields
wrong placed keypoints in ankles. On the other hand, Hy-
bridPose display only valid keypoints by filtering invisible
keypoints with lower visibility scores as described in the
second row of Fig. 3. Furthermore, HybridPose is capable
of detecting keypoints of multi-person in a single step while
considering their visibility.

For objective quality, Table 1 summarizes perfor-
mance comparisons between HybridPose and state-of-the-
art methods in terms of the pose estimation accuracy on a
COCO2017 val split. In this comparison, test time augmen-
tation is not applied. As described in Table 1, HybridPose
slightly outperforms existing single-stage pose estimation
algorithms on COCO2017 val. Moreover, inference time
of HybridPose is faster than KAPAO [20] although both
methods share similar network architectures. To be spe-
cific, HybridPose adopts additional shallow convolutional
layers to predict visibility maps. Thus, these layers cause
increase in model inference time. On the other hand, post-
processing time is declined in HybridPose compared with
KAPAO since post-processing is much simplified by elimi-
nating keypoint refinement. In addition, we provide Table 2
to compare HybridPose on a COCO2017 test-dev split with
existing two-stage and single-stage methods. HybridPose
achieves the best performance on AR with 77.8 while AP is
2.2 lower than SWAHR [19]. However, inference speed of
HybridPose is around 1.8 times faster than SWAHR as de-
scribed in Table 1. Moreover, HybridPose shows state-of-
the-art AP in detecting medium-sized persons. We further
provide comparisons of body pose estimation performance
on CrowdPose with existing single-stage methods. As de-
scribed in Table 3, HybridPose achieves the state-of-the-art
performance on AP with 70.3. To be specific, HybridPose
outperforms existing methods in AP of two crowding levels
by showing 78.5 and 71.7 in APE and APM respectively.
Those experimental results indicate that HybridPose is more
robust in detecting keypoints than state-of-the-art methods.



Figure 5. Effects of self-correlation loss on visual quality of visibility maps.

Figure 6. Ablation study of self-correlation loss on the distance of
peak values.

Consequently, visibility maps facilitate HybridPose to
eliminate invisible keypoints in a scene while achieving
single-stage pose estimation without significant degradation
of performance.

4.3. Generalizability

For generalizability experiment, we adopt example im-
ages taken from the driver monitoring system (DMS),
which is widely adopted general experimental scenario and
required the MPPE algorithms. In the DMS scenario, some
keypoints are not only occluded by wheel but also located
on the out of the images. It can be observed from the Fig.
4 that KAPAO [20] cannot handle invisible keypoints ef-
fectively and produce incorrect pose estimations. However,
HybridPose is capable of estimating only visible keypoints
accurately while filtering out invisible ones. This exper-

Figure 7. Ablation study of self-correlation loss on visibility
scores.

imental result demonstrates that the proposed HybridPose
can achieve the effective estimation for both human pose
and its visibility in any arbitrary scene.

In addition, we optimize HybridPose-S to conduct hu-
man pose estimation on a low-power device. To implement
it, we resize input resolution for HybridPose-S as 320×320,
and adopt width multiplier in every convolutional layer to
reduce their channels. Moreover, python-based codes are
converted into C++ to conduct HybridPose-S on the low-
power device. Therefore, HybridPose-S achieves the real-
time inference, over 27 FPS, on the Ambarella CV25A chip
of 1.6GHz ARM Cortex-A53 CPU with computer vision
engine.



Figure 8. Visualization of visibility maps with different scales. A lower scale factor s indicate higher resolution in visibility maps.

Figure 9. Comparisons of pose estimation and invisible keypoint filtering with HybridPose-S/M/L. To filter out invisible keypoints in
scenes, visibility scores are utilized adopting Eq. 5 with pose information.

4.4. Ablation studies

Self-Correlation Loss. To validate the effectiveness of
the self-correlation, we visualize visibility maps with key-
point coordinates according to adopting the self-correlation
loss. As shown in left figures of Fig. 5, keypoint coordinates
are uncorrelated with their corresponding visibility maps. It
indicates that visible keypoints can be eliminated since their
coordinates are positioned on out of visibility distributions.
With the help of the self-correlation loss, the highest activa-
tions of visibility distributions are matched with their key-
point coordinates as shown in right figures of Fig. 5. Self-
correlation loss quantitatively shows a similar tendency. To
validate it, we measure the distance in the featuremap space
between peak values of visibility distributions and their re-
gression results. Self-correlation loss reduces the average
distance across all keypoint labels between them from 5.7
to 4.9. To be specific, the distance is drastically reduced
in the lower part of the body as shown in Fig. 6. It indi-

cates that the highest activations of visibility distributions
are center-oriented with their corresponding regression re-
sults. In addition, we measure visibility scores of predicted
keypoint coordinates according to self-correlation loss. As
described in Fig. 7, visibility scores of each visible key-
point are inclined. Overall, average visibility scores of all
keypoint labels increase from 0.4332 to 0.7289. Thus, Hy-
bridPose is capable of estimating valid visibility scores of
each keypoint. Moreover, visibility values are narrowly
distributed while being clustered in corresponding keypoint
coordinates.

Visibility Map. HybridPose yields visibility maps in
multiple resolutions. It indicates that each scale of the vis-
ibility maps contains different sizes of objects. As shown
in Fig. 8, visibility distributions of small-sized objects ap-
pear in relatively high-resolution visibility maps and vice
versa. Thereby, multi-scale predictions alleviate overlaps
of visibility distributions. In addition, the model size af-



fects visibility predictions similar to the pose estimation
performance. Fig. 9 shows qualitative comparisons of
pose estimation and invisible keypoint elimination against
the model size of HybridPose. HybridPose-L is capable of
detecting occluded person and filtering out invisible key-
points. Moreover, HybridPose-S shows the competitive per-
formance compared with larger models while the perfor-
mance degradation is discovered in terms of invisible key-
point elimination.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we propose a HybridPose for the MPPE

to mutually overcome each drawback of both regression-
based and heatmap-based approaches by maximizing their
strengths. To be specific, HybridPose simultaneously yields
human bounding boxes, keypoint coordinates, and visibil-
ity maps in a single step. The human bounding boxes and
keypoint coordinates are identified along with each person
by sharing the same grid cell. Furthermore, the visibility
maps facilitate HybridPose to handle invisible keypoints in
a scene. In addition, we introduce the self-correlation loss
to inject spatial dependencies between the keypoint coor-
dinates and visibility maps since these are estimated in a
independent phase. Consequently, HybridPose achieves a
single-stage multi-person pose estimation while handling
invisible keypoints. Moreover, we provide extensive exper-
iments on the driver monitoring system and the edge device
to demonstrate generalizability.
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