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Abstract

Detecting obstacles in railway scenarios is both crucial
and challenging due to the wide range of obstacle cate-
gories and varying ambient conditions such as weather and
light. Given the impossibility of encompassing all obstacle
categories during the training stage, we address this out-of-
distribution (OOD) issue with a semi-supervised segmenta-
tion approach guided by optical flow clues. We reformulate
the task as a binary segmentation problem instead of the tra-
ditional object detection approach. To mitigate data short-
ages, we generate highly realistic synthetic images using
Segment Anything (SAM) and YOLO, eliminating the need
for manual annotation to produce abundant pixel-level an-
notations. Additionally, we leverage optical flow as prior
knowledge to train the model effectively. Several experi-
ments are conducted, demonstrating the feasibility and ef-
fectiveness of our approach.

1. Introduction
With the rapid advancement of high-speed trains, ensur-

ing the security of railway systems has emerged as a critical
public concern. One of the primary challenges is obstacle
detection, which plays a crucial role in railway safety. De-
veloping a reliable and scalable obstacle detection system
can empower train operators and dispatchers to take pre-
emptive actions and mitigate potential accidents.

Deep learning techniques have been widely adopted
across various security domains, including mobile pay-
ments [3], disaster detection [9], and fraud detection [6].
This technology exhibits substantial promise in enhancing
railway safety through sophisticated obstacle detection ca-
pabilities. Significant efforts have recently been devoted
to addressing obstacle detection using deep learning meth-
ods. Although these approaches have achieved some suc-
cess, they also exhibit notable disadvantages:

• Fragility to complex ambient conditions

• Requirement for extensive manual annotations

Figure 1: The pipeline for synthetic data generation, utiliz-
ing SAM and YOLO to extract target objects from a gallery
and superimpose them onto a base image (specifically, a
railway image). Notably, this process does not necessitate
annotations.

• Difficulty in extending to different scenarios

Designing an extendable, annotation-free model with strong
generalization ability remains a significant challenge in
both industry and academia.

To address the aforementioned issues, we propose a
semi-supervised approach guided by optical flow. To mit-
igate the data shortage problem, we employ SAM [7] and
YOLO [8] to generate highly realistic pseudo-images for
training. Instead of manually collecting and annotating im-
ages pixel by pixel, we prepare two image sets: base images
(fewer than 100 background images with only railway areas
annotated) and object images. The object images include
categories such as pedestrians, animals, and textures. Using
SAM and YOLO, we obtain masks for the intended objects
in these images. These objects are then pasted onto the base
images according to the masks. The entire process are il-
lustrated as Fig. 1 This process simultaneously generates
image and mask pairs without manual effort.

To address the challenges posed by varying weather
conditions, we implement two complementary strategies.
Firstly, we compile a dataset of base images captured un-
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der diverse weather conditions, including rainy, foggy, and
clear (sunny) environments. Secondly, we utilize optical
flow to provide positional information as prior knowledge.
For optical flow predictions, we generate pseudo sequences
of obstacles. This involves creating an initial pseudo frame
at point Pi(x, y) and subsequently generating a new frame
at Pi+1(x + δ, y + δ) with the same object superimposed.
Experimental results indicate that our approach yields sat-
isfactory performance across different weather scenarios.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:
• We reformulate the obstacle detection task as a binary

segmentation problem, distinguishing between railway
areas and non-railway areas.

• We introduce a simple yet effective data generation
mechanism to synthesize realistic images using SAM
and YOLO.

• Optical flow is leveraged to generate prior knowledge
that guides the segmentation network.

2. Related work

2.1. Obstacle Detection in Railyway

Matthias Brucker et al. [2]propose a a shallow netwrok
to learn railway segmentation from normal railway images.
They explore the controlled inclusion of global informa-
tion by learning to hallucinate obstacle-free images. Zhang
Qiang et al. [12]. conbine segmentation model with the Li-
DAR in their obstacle detection system; Amine Boussik et
al. [1] propose an unsupervised models based on a large set
of generated convolutional auto-encoder models to detect
obstacles on railway’s track level.

2.2. Segmentation with Optical flow

Laura et al. [10]. demonstrate the effectiveness of jointly
optimizing optical flow and video segmentation using an it-
erative scheme; Volodymyr et al [5]. present an architec-
ture for Video Object Segmentation that combines memory-
based matching with motion-guided propagation resulting
in stable long-term modeling and strong temporal consis-
tency.

3. Method

The pipeline of our approach is illustrated in Fig.2.
Given a set of base images B and target images T , our ob-
jective is to identify potential obstacles within specific re-
gions η. Unlike traditional detection methods that categor-
ically detect each obstacle, we reformulate the problem as
a binary segmentation task. Instead of attempting to detect
all potential obstacles, which is impractical, our emphasis is
on segmenting the railway area, a region that remains con-
sistent over time compared to obstacles.

To simulate these scenarios effectively, we generate
highly realistic pseudo-images using a copy-paste ap-
proach. Additionally, to address challenges posed by ex-
treme weather conditions, which can obscure object seg-
mentation, we introduce optical flow to provide prior infor-
mation guiding the segmentation model. Pseudo images It
and It+δ are generated by applying a small shift δ to the tar-
get object, simulating its movement. The output of the op-
tical flow model is incorporated along with pseudo images
as input to facilitate accurate predictions. This section will
delve into the detailed methodology employed throughout
this process.

3.1. Data Acquisition

Base Images are used in our experiments are gathered at our
facility in Chengdu, which features a railway spanning over
60 meters and includes simulators for fog and rain condi-
tions. To ensure diversity in our dataset, we capture images
under different weather scenarios, specifically rainy, foggy,
and sunny conditions Fig. 3. Due to the fixed position of
the camera, only one mask is required for annotation pur-
poses. Importantly, the railway areas in the base images are
devoid of any potential obstacles. Any obstacles present are
generated using a copy-paste method.

Figure 3: Sample base images depicting various weather
conditions. From left to right, the images illustrate scenes
captured under foggy, normal, and rainy conditions.

Object Image dataset comprises three categories: PennFu-
danPed, Obj365 (part) [11], and DTD [4]. To facilitate fully
automated application of our methodology, we proceed un-
der the assumption that no masks are initially available. We
focus on selecting categories likely to occur in our scenario,
such as animals (e.g., deer, horse, cow) and vehicles (e.g.,
truck, cart). This ensures our approach is tailored to handle
relevant objects effectively.
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Figure 2: Pipeline of our proposed method.

Figure 4: Sample of generated image-mask pairs. From left
to right: pedestrian, animal and texture

The entire process can be delineated into sequential
steps: Initially, object images are fed into the YOLO model,
which returns a list of bounding boxes identifying detected
targets. These bounding boxes serve as inputs for SAM,
which generates segmentation masks to outline the object
pixels. Subsequently, these segmented object pixels are in-
tegrated into the base images based on the segmentation
mask guidance. Here, we elaborate on the detailed method-
ology.

• Object Detection with YOLO: Object images are in-
putted into the YOLO model, specifically trained on
Obj365, to detect objects belonging to predefined tar-
get categories fitting our scenario.

• Segmentation with SAM: Bounding boxes from
YOLO are used as prompts for SAM to generate seg-
mentation masks. These masks delineate object pixels,
facilitating their extraction from the object images.

• Integration with Base Images: Extracted object pix-
els are seamlessly integrated into the corresponding re-
gions of base images, aligning with the guidance pro-
vided by the segmentation masks.

During the SAM stage, while not every segmentation mask
achieves perfection, each contributes to the overall objec-
tive of accurately segmenting the railway area rather than
focusing on obstacles. To address challenges related to
out-of-distribution (OOD) scenarios, we introduce random
polygon generation with texture rendering from DTD. Ad-
ditionally, object resizing and rescaling are applied to enrich
image content and bolster model robustness. The rescale
follow the equation below:

h = α ∗ y + β (1)

w =
h

H
∗W (2)

where h,w and H,W are the shapes of the target obj and
original obj, respectively. α and β are hyper-parameters to
adjust the scale. In our project, we set α to 0.6 and β to 30.
The value should be varied by the camera’s position and it’s
parameters. The final generated samples are demonstrated
as Fig .4

3.2. Optical-Flow

Optical flow is based on the assumption that the intensity
of a point in an image remains constant as it moves from one
frame to the next.

I(x, y, t) = I(x+∆t, y +∆t, t+∆t) (3)
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In our scenario, we employ RAFT (Recurrent All-Pairs
Field Transforms) as our chosen model, which demon-
strates robust performance across a wide range of scales
from tiny to large. The size of obstacles in our dataset
varies, spanning from hundreds of pixels down to less than
50 pixels in size. Utilizing the RAFT model requires two
consecutive frames for optical flow estimation. Accord-
ingly, we generate two pseudo images It and It+1, where
the same target objects are pasted with a slight positional
shift η.

Motion = ϕ(It, It+1) (4)

It+1 = It(objx +∆x, objy +∆y) (5)

We set ∆x and ∆y range between 5-10. The motion pre-
diction will be leveraged as prior information fused with
pseudo image to train the model.

4. Experiments
4.1. Dataset and Evaluation Metrics

Dataset Our training dataset is consist of three parts:
obs person, obs animals and obs textures, namely per-
son obstacles, animal obstacles and obstacles generated
from texture polygons. The details are described as follow:
As for test dataset, we recollect images with various obsta-
cles under different weather conditions in different distance
to the camera.
Metrics mIoU is used to evaluate the performance of our
model. mIoU refers to the Mean Intersection over union,
which is a widely used metric in segmentation task. It can
be calculated as follow:

IoUi =
TPi

TPi + FPi + FNi
(6)

mIoU =
1

n

n∑
i=0

IoUi (7)

pixel accuracy is also a metric to evaluate the segmentation
models.

Pixel accuracy =
N corr

N total
(8)

where N corr is the number of correctly classified pixels,
N total is the number of total pixels.

4.2. Implementation Details

Our method is implemented using the PyTorch frame-
work and the model is trained on an RTX 4070Ti. We select
Jaccard loss as the loss function and AdamW as the opti-
mizer. The batch size is set to 8 and the number of epochs
to 20. Data transformations include horizontal flip, coarse
dropout, and random brightness contrast adjustments.

Name Volume Dis(m) Category

obs person 4000 0-70 person

obs animal 4000 0-70 cow,horse,deer

obs texture 2000 0-70 see DTD

val near 200 0-20 person,rock,board

val middle 200 20-50 person,rock,board

val far 200 50-70 person,rock,board

Table 1: Datasets description.

4.3. Results

To validate the performance of our approach, we conduct
experiments on our three self-collected datasets: val near,
val mid, and val far. The details are described in Ta-
ble 1. The basic training dataset contains 10,000 images
(4,000+4,000+2,000). To fully assess the impact of the
number of generated images, we increase the dataset size
by 10% and 50% in rows 4 and 5.

The results are illustrated in Table2, which show that
both RAFT and segmentation-based approaches can effec-
tively segment obstacles in our railway area experiments.
Combining RAFT and pseudo-images enhances model per-
formance. As more generated images are added to the train-
ing dataset, the model’s performance gradually reaches its
limit.

val near val mid val far

yolov5 0.744 0.623 0.457

Raft 0.717 0.636 0.585

DeepLab 0.825 0.817 0.747

DeepLab+Raft 0.843 0.828 0.709

DeepLab+Raft+10% 0.837 0.843 0.724

DeepLab+Raft+50% 0.863 0.851 0.802

Table 2: Experiments results.

4.4. Ablation Study

We conduct ablation experiment to validate the effect of
different target objects. The results are demonstrated as Ta-
ble 3 Comparing the row 1,2,3 with row 4, we can find
that each obs dataset contributes to improving the robust-
ness and accuracy of the model.
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obs person obs animal obs texture mIoU

1 ✓ ✓ ✗ 0.781

2 ✓ ✗ ✓ 0.817

3 ✗ ✓ ✓ 0.732

4 ✓ ✓ ✓ 0.849

Table 3: Ablation study.

5. Conclusion
This paper introduces a universal segmentation model

based on a semi-supervised approach. To address out-of-
distribution (OOD) challenges, we generate highly realis-
tic pseudo images instead of relying on manual pixel-level
annotations. Additionally, we enhance performance by in-
corporating optical flow techniques. Experimental results
demonstrate satisfactory performance across various poten-
tial objects.
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