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Abstract—The impressive advancements in semi-supervised learning have driven researchers to explore its potential in object
detection tasks within the field of computer vision. Semi-Supervised Object Detection (SSOD) leverages a combination of a small
labeled dataset and a larger, unlabeled dataset. This approach effectively reduces the dependence on large labeled datasets, which
are often expensive and time-consuming to obtain. Initially, SSOD models encountered challenges in effectively leveraging unlabeled
data and managing noise in generated pseudo-labels for unlabeled data. However, numerous recent advancements have addressed
these issues, resulting in substantial improvements in SSOD performance. This paper presents a comprehensive review of 27
cutting-edge developments in SSOD methodologies, from Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) to Transformers. We delve into the
core components of semi-supervised learning and its integration into object detection frameworks, covering data augmentation
techniques, pseudo-labeling strategies, consistency regularization, and adversarial training methods. Furthermore, we conduct a
comparative analysis of various SSOD models, evaluating their performance and architectural differences. We aim to ignite further
research interest in overcoming existing challenges and exploring new directions in semi-supervised learning for object detection.

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

1 INTRODUCTION

Deep learning [42], [43], [44], [45] has become an active area
of research with numerous applications in various fields such as
pattern recognition [46], [47], data mining [48], [49], statistical
learning [50], [51], computer vision [52], [53], and natural lan-
guage processing [54], [54], [55]. It has seen significant achieve-
ments particularly in supervised learning contexts, by effectively
utilizing a substantial amount of high-quality labeled data. How-
ever, these supervised learning approaches [56], [57], [58], rely
on labeled data for training that is costly and time-consuming.
Semi-Supervised Object Detection (SSOD) [59] bridges this gap
by incorporating both labeled and unlabeled data [60]. It shows
a significant advancement in the field of computer vision [52],
[53], particularly for industries where obtaining extensive labeled
data [59] is challenging or costly. SSOD is used in various sectors,
including Autonomous vehicles [01], [62] as well as medical
imaging [63], [64]. In industries like agriculture [65] [66] and
manufacturing [67], where there’s lots of data but labeling is time-
consuming, SSOD helps make things more efficient.

Semi-supervised methods [68], [69] enhance model perfor-
mance and reduce labeling needs by employing both unlabeled
and labeled data [70], [71]. Moreover, previous object detec-
tion [72], [73] approaches primarily involved manual feature
engineering [74], [75] and the use of simplistic models. These
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approaches faced difficulties in accurately identifying objects with
different shapes and dimensions [76]. Later, the introduction of
Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) [77], [78] revolutionizes
object detection by directly extracting hierarchical features [79]
from raw data, enabling end-to-end learning [80] and substantially
enhancing accuracy and effectiveness. In recent years, Semi-
Supervised Object Detection has made significant improvement,
driven by advancements in deep learning architectures [81], [82],
optimization techniques [83], and dataset augmentation strate-
gies [84], [85], [86], [87]. Researchers have developed various
semi-supervised learning (SSL) approaches tailored for object
detection, each with distinct strengths and limitations [88], [89],
[90]. These approaches are mainly categorized into pseudo-
labeling [91], [92], [93] and consistency regularization [94], both
of which effectively utilize labeled and unlabeled data during
training. Moreover, the integration of SSL methods with state-of-
the-art object detection architectures such as FCOS [95], Faster
R-CNN [96], and YOLO [97] has significantly enhanced the
performance and scalability of Semi-Supervised Object Detection
systems. This combination not only improves detection accuracy
but also helps models work well with new and unseen datasets.
Object detection has seen remarkable progress with the ad-
vent of the DEtection TRansformer(DETR) [98], [99], [100].
Transformers, originally developed for natural language pro-

cessing [54], [54], [55], excel in capturing long-range depen-
dencies [101] and contextual information [102], [103], making
them ideal for complex spatial arrangements [104], [105] in

object detection. Unlike CNNs [78], [79], [80], which rely on
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Fig. 1: Semi-Supervised Object Detection: A Comprehensive Review and Taxonomy of Techniques.

localized convolutions and require non-maximum suppression
(NMS) [106] to filter out redundant detections, DETR uses self-
attention mechanisms [107], [108] and do not need NMS. It
considers the object detection task as a direct set prediction prob-
lem, eliminating traditional processes like NMS [106] and anchor
generation [109]. Despite its advantages, DETR has limitations,
such as slow convergence during training and challenges with
small object detection. To address these issues, advancements in
DETR enhance performance and efficiency through improved at-
tention mechanisms and optimization techniques [ 1 10]. Following
DETR’s success, researchers are now employing DETR-based
networks in Semi-Supervised Object Detection approaches [!],
[2], [3]. This combines DETR’s strengths with semi-supervised
learning to use unlabeled data [88], [94], reducing the need for
large labeled datasets.

Due to the rapid progress of transformer-based Semi-

Supervised Object Detection (SSOD) [60], [111] approaches,
keeping up with the latest advancements has become increasingly
challenging. Therefore, a review of ongoing developments from
CNN-based to Transformer-based SSOD methods is essential
and would greatly benefit researchers in the field. This paper
presents a comprehensive overview of the transition from CNN-
based to Transformer-based approaches in Semi-Supervised Ob-
ject Detection (SSOD). As shown in Fig. 1, the survey categorizes
SSOD approaches into CNN-based (one-stage and two-stage) [4],
[61, [71, [8], [10], [24]1, [27], [45] and Transformer-based ap-
proaches [ 1], [2], [3], highlighting techniques like pseudo-labeling
and consistency-based labeling. It also provide details about data
augmentation strategies [85], [86], [87], [112], [113], [114], [115],
including strong, weak, and hybrid techniques.

Fig.2 depicts a teacher-student architecture tailored for semi-
supervised object detection. A pretrained teacher model is utilized



Title Year Description

Semi-Supervised Learning Literature Survey [28] 2008 This survey ines the land. of i-supervised learning literature concentrating on diverse methodologies and applications.

A Survey On Semi-Supervised Learning Techniques [29] 2014 An Analysis investigates various techniques in semi-supervised learning, offering insights into their effectiveness and applications.

A Survey and Comparative Study of Tweet Analysis via S pervised Learn- 2016 This study provides a thorough comparison and analysis of tweet sentiment methods employing semi-supervised learning techniques.

ing [30]

Semi-supervised learning for medical application: A survey [31] 2018 This paper delves into the integration of semi-supervised learning within medical contexts, offering insights into its applicability and
potential advancements.

A survey on semi supervised learning [32] 2019 This comprehensive examination explores the domain of semi-supervised learning, shedding light on its practical implementations and
advancements.

Improvability Through Semi-Supervised Learning: A Survey of Theoretical Results [33] 2020 This analysis investigates i facili by pervised learning, exploring avenues for improvement within
machine learning frameworks.

Small Data Challenges in Big Data Era: A Survey of Recent Progress on Unsupervised and 2020 This exploration examines recent progress in unsupervised and semi-supervised methods, addressing challenges posed by small data in the

Semi-Supervised Methods [34] context of the big data era.

A Survey of Un-, Weakly-, and Semi-Supervised Learning Methods for Noisy, Missing and 2021 This survey evaluates unsupervised, weakly-supervised, and semi-supervised learning techniques designed to address problems caused by

Partial Labels in Industrial Vision Applications [35] noisy, incomplete, and missing labels in industrial vision applications.

Semi-Supervised and Unsupervised Deep Visual Learning: A Survey [36] 2022 This study explores the field of deep visual learning, with a particular focus on semi-supervised and unsupervised methods. It aims to
uncover key insights and advancements in these approaches.

A Survey on Semi-, Self- and Unsupervised Learning for Image Classification [37] 2022 This survey examines image classification, focusing on semi-supervised, self-supervised, and unsupervised learning methods to understand
their effectiveness and potential applications.

A survey on semi-supervised learning for delayed partially labelled data streams [38] 2022 This study delves into semi-supervised learning approaches employed for handling delayed data streams with semi labels, focusing on
their effectiveness and challenges.

Semi Supervised deep learning for image classification with distribution mismatch: A survey 2022 This study explores Semi-Supervised Deep Learning for image classification with distribution mismatch, providing insights into its

[39] strategies and challenges.

A Survey on Deep Semi-supervised Learning [40] 2023 This survey examines the field of deep semi-supervised learning techniques, providing insights into their applications and advancements.

Graph-based semi-supervised learning: A comprehensive review [41] 2023 This comprehensive review examines the effectiveness and applications of graph-based semi-supervised learning methods.

TABLE 1: Overview of previous surveys on object detection. For each paper, the publication details are provided.

to generate pseudo-labels for unlabeled data. These pseudo-labels,
along with the labeled data, are then utilized to jointly train the
student model. By incorporating pseudo-labeled data, the student
model learns from a more extensive and diverse dataset, en-
hancing its ability to detect objects accurately. Additionally, data
augmentation methods are applied to both labeled and pseudo-
labeled datasets. This collaborative learning approach effectively
leverages both labeled and unlabeled data to improve the overall
performance of object detection systems.

Data
Augmentation pseudo
Unlabeled Data L] labels
Supervised
Data Augmentation
Student Predictions
Labeled Data

Fig. 2: Teacher-Student Architecture for Semi-Supervised Object
Detection

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2
provides a review of previous surveys on SSOD. Section 3
discusses related work in the field. Section 8 explores the role
of SSODs in various vision tasks. Section 4, the core of this
paper, offers a comprehensive overview of SSOD approaches.
Section 5 examines different loss functions used in SSOD. Sec-
tion 6 presents a comparative analysis of SSOD approaches.
Section 7 addresses open challenges and future directions. Finally,
Section 9 concludes the paper.

2 RELATED PREVIOUS REVIEWS AND
SURVEYS

Table 1 provides an overview of previous surveys on object
detection, highlighting key research in semi-supervised learning.
It covers a range of topics from theoretical advancements [28],
[33] to practical applications [35] across various domains. These
surveys investigate diverse methodologies and their effectiveness,
including specific applications in tweet sentiment analysis [30]
and medical contexts [29]. Recent works explore improvements
within machine learning frameworks [32], addressing challenges
posed by small data and industrial applications with noisy or
incomplete labels [35]. Notably, some surveys focus on deep vi-
sual learning and image classification using semi-supervised [34],
[116], self-supervised [29], [37], and unsupervised methods [36],
providing valuable insights into their effectiveness and challenges.
Collectively, these surveys offer a detailed understanding of
the advancements, challenges, and practical implementations in
the field of Semi-Supervised Object Detection. While previous
surveys have focused on CNN-based SSOD methods, the rise
of Transformer-based Semi-Supervised Object Detection requires
thorough evaluation to understand their effectiveness and trends.

3 RELATED WORK

Semi-Supervised Object Detection (SSOD) [60], [88], [111],
[117], [118] has achieved remarkable progress with diverse
approaches that utilize both labeled data and generate labels
for unlabeled data to improve model performance. This section
provides an overview of key contributions and methodologies in
SSOD.



3.1 Early Semi-Supervised Approaches

Early approaches in semi-supervised learning for object detection
aimed to adapt self-training techniques [119], [120] from image
classification [121], [122] to object detection. STAC [6] (Self-
Training with Consistency), which employs a two-stage process:
first, it generates high-confidence pseudo-labels [123] from unla-
beled images; then, it trains the model using both labeled and
pseudo-labeled data with strong augmentations [86], [112] to
ensure consistency [124], [125].Another example is Unbiased
Teacher [10], which uses a teacher-student framework where the
teacher model generates pseudo-labels for the student model. The
student model is then trained with these pseudo-labels [91], [92],
[93] along with labeled data, while the teacher model is updated
with exponential moving averages of the student’s weights to
improve stability and robustness.

3.2 Teacher-Student Frameworks

Recent advancements have introduced sophisticated teacher-
student frameworks [126], [127], [128] that include additional
mechanisms to enhance SSOD. In these frameworks, a teacher
model generates pseudo-labels [91], [92], [93] from unlabeled
data, which are then used to train a student model, thereby
improving the student’s performance iteratively. For example, the
Consistent-Teacher framework [22] seeks to minimize inconsis-
tent pseudo-targets through adaptive anchor assignment [129],
[130], feature alignment [131]. Similarly, Dense Teacher guidance
frameworks [24] improve the quality of pseudo-labels [91], [92],
[93] by utilizing dense predictions from the teacher model.

3.3 Consistency Regularization

Consistency regularization [124], [125], [132] in SSOD ensures
that the model generates consistent predictions across different
augmented views of the same image, promoting robustness and
generalization. The Mean Teacher [133] framework, utilizing a
teacher-student paradigm, has been adapted for Semi-Supervised
Object Detection (SSOD). Techniques such as Interactive Self-
Training with Mean Teachers [14] build on this approach by
iteratively refining pseudo-labels [91], [92], [93] and enhancing
the performance of the student model. Additionally, employing
consistency regularization [124], [125], [132], where models are
trained to generate consistent predictions under varying augmen-
tations, has proven effective in boosting SSOD performance.

3.4 Pseudo-Labeling Methods

Pseudo-labeling [91], [92], [93], which involves the model gen-
erating labels for unlabeled data, is another fundamental as-
pect of SSOD. Techniques like Rethinking Pseudo [19] Labels
introduce improvements to conventional pseudo-labeling [92],
[93] by tackling challenges such as label noise and confidence
thresholds. Additionally, label matching [17] and dense pseudo-
labeling refine this process further, ensuring the generated labels
are more precise and dependable.

3.5 Self-Training

Self-training [119], [120] in semi-supervised involves iteratively
generating pseudo-labels [91], [92], [93] for unlabeled data and
integrating them into the training process alongside labeled data,
aiding model improvement over iterations. Enhancements to self-
training frameworks [119], [120], such as incorporating active
learning strategies where the model actively selects the most
informative samples for labeling, have shown promise. The Active
Teacher framework [20] is an example where the teacher model
guides the selection of samples that are likely to improve the
student model’s learning.

3.6 Transformer-Based Approaches

Transformer-based approaches [1], [2], [3] utilize transformer
architectures [134], [135], [136], known for their ability to capture
long-range dependencies, to improve detection performance by
effectively modeling spatial relationships and contextual infor-
mation within visual data.With the rise of transformer-based ar-
chitectures [134], [135], [136], researchers have begun integrating
these models into SSOD. Semi-DETR [ ], for example, adapts the
Detection Transformer(DETR) [98], [99], [100] model to a semi-
supervised setting, demonstrating the potential of transformers in
improving detection performance in SSOD tasks.

4 SEMI SUPERVISED STRATEGIES
41 STAC

STAC [6] is a semi-supervised [60], [111] framework designed
to enhance detection models for visual object recognition us-
ing unlabeled data, as shown in Fig. 3. The baseline detector
employed in the proposed architecture is Faster R-CNN [96]. It
follows a two-step procedure where a trained detector is utilized
in the first stage to generate high-confidence pseudo-labels [123]
from unlabeled images. To ensure consistency and robustness, the
model undergoes further training in the second stage using labeled
and pseudo-labeled data along with significant data augmenta-
tions [86], [112]. STAC combines augmentation-driven consis-
tency regularization [132] and self-training [124], [125] to extend
the state-of-the-art SSL from image classification [116] [34] to
object detection.
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Fig. 3: Overview of STAC [6]



4.2 Humble Teacher

Humble Teacher [7] proposes semi-supervised approach for con-
temporary object detectors, utilizing a teacher-student dual model
framework,as illustrated in Fig. 4. The method incorporates dy-
namic updates to the teacher model through exponential moving
averaging (EMA) [137], employs soft pseudo-labels and multiple
region proposals as training targets for the student, and utilizes
a detection-specific data ensemble to generate more dependable
pseudo-labels. Unlike existing approaches such as STAC [6],
which rely on hard labels for sparsely selected pseudo samples,
the method leverages soft-labels on multiple proposals, allowing
the student to distill richer information from the teacher [138].

ENIA Update

Fig. 4: Overview of Humble Teacher [7]

4.3

Instant-Teaching [8] leverages instant pseudo labeling [91], [92],
[93] and extended weak-strong data augmentations [87], [115],
[139] [140] throughout each training iteration to overcome the
limitations of manual annotations in typical supervised object
detection frameworks. The system implements Instant-Teaching,
a co-rectify approach [15], to improve pseudo annotation quality
and reduce confirmation bias [137], as depicted in Fig. 5.
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—— Weak augmentation I Inference
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Fig. 5: Overview of Instant Teaching [S]
4.4 Soft Teacher

In contrast to earlier multi-stage approaches, Soft Teacher [141]
introduces an end-to-end solution for Semi-Supervised Object
Detection. The object detection training efficiency is increased
by this new framework, which progressively enhances pseudo
label [91], [92], [93] attributes during training [6], [142]. As
shown in Fig. 6, this framework proposes two straightforward yet
efficient methods: a box jittering methodology [143] for choosing
robust pseudo boxes for box regression learning [144], and a soft
teacher mechanism involving classification loss is balanced by the
classification score from the teacher network.

™
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Fig. 6: Overview of Soft Teacher [141]

4.5 Unbiased Teacher

Unbiased Teacher [10] framework tackles the bias issue in
pseudo-labeling [91], [92], [93], prevalent in SSOD due to class
imbalances [145], [146], [147], as shown in Fig. 7. By collaborat-
ing to train a student and a teacher, who learns slowly, Unbiased
Teacher leverages Exponential Moving Average (EMA) [148]
and differential data augmentation [113], [1 14], [149] to enhance
pseudo-label quality and mitigate overfitting [150].
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Fig. 7: Overview of Unbiased Teacher [10]

The approach addresses key challenges in SSOD, including
class imbalance and overfitting, leading to notable performance
enhancements in object detection.
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4.6 ACRST

Adaptive class-rebalancing self-training, or ACRST [11], as il-
lustrated in Fig. 8, introduces a new memory module called
CropBank to address the major problem of class imbalance [145],
[146] in SSOD. In SSOD, class imbalance [151], [152], espe-
cially foreground-background and foreground-foreground imbal-
ances—presents serious difficulties that impact the quality of
pseudo-labels [91], [92], [93] and the performance of resulting
models. By incorporating foreground examples from the Crop-
Bank, ACRST dynamically rebalances the training data, thereby
reducing the effects of class imbalance.
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Fig. 8: Framework of ACRST [11]



Additionally, to tackle the issue of noisy pseudo-labels [153],
[154] in SSOD, a two-stage filtering technique [155], [156] is
suggested to produce accurate pseudo-labels.

4.7 Combating Noise

The proposal outlined in Combating Noise [12] introduces a
method resilient to noise by measuring region uncertainty to
mitigate the negative impacts of noisy pseudo-labels [153], [154].
With this method, the effects of noisy pseudo-labels are care-
fully examined, and a metric for measuring region uncertainty
is ultimately developed. By incorporating this metric into the
learning framework [157],an uncertainty-aware soft target can be
formulated to prevent performance degradation caused by noisy
pseudo-labeling [154], as illustrated in Fig. 9. Additionally, it
mitigates overfitting [150] by allowing multi-peak probability
distributions and removing competition among classes.
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Fig. 9: Framework of Combating Noise [12]

4.8 MUM

MUM [13], a data augmentation approach [113], [114], [149], is
introduced to tackle challenges in effectively utilizing strong data
augmentation strategies in SSOD due to potential adverse effects
on bounding box localization [115].
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Fig. 10: Framework of MUM [13]

As depicted in Fig. 10, MUM facilitates mixing and re-
constructing feature tiles from mixed image tiles, leveraging
interpolation-regularization (IR) [158] for meaningful weak-
strong pair generation [159], [160].Unlike traditional SSL. meth-
ods, MUM allows for the preservation of spatial information
crucial for accurate object localization.

4.9 ISTM

A Semi-Supervised Object Detection technique known as Interac-
tive Self-Training with Mean Teachers (ISTM) [161] introduces
an approach to rectify the oversight of inconsistencies among
detection outcomes in the same image across various training
iterations, as shown in Fig. 11. By utilizing non maximum
suppression [106] to combine detection outcomes from differ-
ent iterations and employing multiple detection heads to offer
complementary information, this approach boosts the stability and
quality of pseudo labels. Moreover, the incorporation of the mean
teacher model [133] prevents overfitting [150] and aids in the
transfer of knowledge between detection heads.
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Fig. 11: Framework of ISTM [161]

410 CrossRectify

CrossRectify [15] is a detection framework designed to enhance
the accuracy of pseudo labels [91], [92], [93], by concurrently
training two detectors with different initial parameters, as depicted
in Fig. 12. By utilizing the disparities between the detectors,
CrossRectify implements a cross-rectifying mechanism [15] to
identify and improve pseudo labels, thereby addressing the inher-
ent constraints of self-labeling [162] techniques. Extensive exper-
iments conducted across 2D [100] and 3D [163] detection datasets
validate the efficacy of CrossRectify in surpassing existing Semi-
Supervised Object Detection methods.
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411 SED

An innovative method called Scale-Equivalent Distillation
(SED) [16] introduces an end-to-end knowledge distillation
framework [164] that is both straightforward and efficient. SED
diminishes noise from erroneous negative data, enhances local-
ization accuracy, and deals with high object size variance by
enforcing scale consistency regularization [165], as represented in
Fig. 13, . Furthermore, a re-weighting technique [166] effectively
minimizes class imbalance [145], [146], [151], [152] by implicitly
identifying potential foreground areas from unlabeled data.
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Fig. 13: Framework of SED [16]

4.12 Label Match

Label mismatch is tackled from both distribution-level and
instance-level perspectives through the Label Match [17] architec-
ture, shown in Fig. 14. A re-distribution mean teacher [133] em-
ploys adaptive label-distribution-aware [167] confidence criteria
for unbiased pseudo-label [168] creation to address distribution-
level incompatibilities [10], [141], [169]. By incorporating stu-
dent suggestions into the teacher’s guidance, a proposal self-
assignment technique resolves instance-level mismatches stem-
ming [170], [171] from label assignment uncertainty. Further-
more, the utilization of a reliable pseudo label mining tech-
nique [172] enhances efficiency by converting ambiguous pseudo-
labels into dependable ones.
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Fig. 14: Framework of Label Match [17]
413 DTG-SSOD

Using the ’dense-to-dense’ methodology, Dense teacher Guidance
for Semi-Supervised Object Detection (DTG-SSOD) [ 18] utilizes
dense teacher predictions directly to guide student training. As

7

represented in Fig. 15, this method is facilitated through tech-
niques such as Inverse NMS Clustering (INC)and Rank Matching
(RM) [18], allows the student model to emulate the teacher’s be-
havior during Non-Maximum Suppression (NMS) [173], thereby
receiving dense supervision without relying on sparse pseudo
labels. INC clusters candidate boxes similar to the teacher’s NMS
process, while RM aligns the score rank of clustered candidates
between the teacher and student.

NMS procedure of the teacher
Reserved Boxes

Candidate Grouping
Weak Aug 0o
ﬂ Teacher o cluster3, cluster 3.

Ranking

Dense
Guidance

Suppressing

EMA cluster 1

dluster 2 cluster2

within each cluster within gach cluster

Strony H-fofe!
T“gs—' Student — ||

The reserved box  Student Samples
Unlabeled Data —

Labeled Data Ground-Truth Labels

* : categorylabel
A : regression label

—— Student —

Teacher Student
Rank Matching

The process of the student training.
(b) Dense Teacher Guidance

g Inverse NM Clustering

(a) The overall framework

Fig. 15: Framework of DTG-SSOD [18]
4.14 Rethinking Pse

Rethinking Pse [19], as shown in Fig.16, introduces certainty
aware pseudo labels [91], [92], [93] that are specifically designed
for object detection. These labels accurately assess the quality
of both classification and localization [174], providing a more
refined method for generating pseudo labels [91], [92], [93],.
By dynamically adjusting thresholds and reweighting loss func-
tions [175] based on these certainty measurements, this mitigates
the challenges posed by class imbalance [145], [146], [147],
[151], [152].
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415 CSD

CSD [5](Consistency-based Semi-supervised learning method for
object Detection), which utilizes consistency constraints [176]
to maximize the use of accessible unlabeled data and improve
detection performance, as illustrated in Fig. 17. This approach
extends beyond object classification to include localization [174],
ensuring comprehensive model training [174]. Additionally, this
introduces Background Elimination(BE) to lessen the adverse
effects of background noise on detection accuracy.
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4.16 PseCo

Two essential strategies, pseudo-labeling and consistency training
(PseCo) [4], in Semi-Supervised Object Detection (SSOD), high-
light the shortcomings of these approaches in terms of efficiently
using unlabeled data for learning.
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Fig. 18: Framework of PseCo [4]

Specifically, while existing pseudo labeling [91], [92], [93]
approaches focus solely on classification scores, neglecting the
precision of pseudo boxes localization, [174], [177] and com-
monly adopted consistency training methods overlook feature-
level consistency crucial for scale invariance. To address these
limitations, Noisy Pseudo box Learning (NPL) [153], [154] is
proposed for robust pseudo label generation and Multi-view
Scale-invariant Learning (MSL) [178] is introduced to ensure both
label consistency and feature-level consistency, shown in Fig. 18.

417 Active Teacher

Iteratively extending the teacher-student structure, the Active
Teacher [20] method is used for Semi-Supervised Object De-
tection (SSOD), as demonstrated in Fig. 19. Active Teacher ad-
dresses the challenge of data initialization in SSOD by gradually
augmenting [85], [86], [87] the label set through an active sam-
pling strategy, considering factors such as difficulty, information,
and diversity of unlabeled examples. Active Teacher significantly
enhances the performance of SSOD by maximizing the utility of
limited label information and improving the accuracy of pseudo-
labels [91], [92], [93].
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Fig. 19: Framework of Active Teacher [20]

4.18 SCMT

The objective of Self-Correction Mean Teacher(SCMT) [21] is to
reduce the negative impact of noise present in pseudo-labels [91],
[92], [93] by dynamically modifying loss weights for box candi-
dates. Depicted in Fig. 20, SCMT effectively prioritizes more reli-
able box candidates during training by utilizing confidence scores
derived from both localization accuracy [174] and classification
scores. This novel approach outperforms existing methods [6],
[71, [179], demonstrating its potential to improve the performance
of object detection models in real-world contexts.
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Fig. 20: Framework of Self-Correction Mean Teacher [21]

4.19 Semi-DETR

Semi-DETR [1] employs a Stage-wise Hybrid Matching strat-
egy [180] to combine one-to-one [2] and one-to-many [181]
assignment strategies, enhancing training efficiency and providing
high-quality pseudo-labels. [91], [92], [93]. As represented in
Fig. 21, a Cross-view Query Consistency method [182] eliminates
the need for deterministic query correspondence, facilitating the
learning of semantic feature invariance. Additionally, the Cost-
based Pseudo Label Mining [172] module dynamically identifies
reliable pseudo boxes for consistency learning.
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Fig. 21: Framework of Semi-Detr [1]



4.20 Sparse Semi-DETR

Sparse Semi-DETR [2], an end-to-end Semi-Supervised Object
Detection system based on transformers. This solution deals with
problems regarding the quality of object queries in particular
and resolves them. Training efficiency is slowed and model
performance is gets worse by inaccurate pseudo-labels [3] and
redundant predictions, especially for tiny or obscured objects.
To improve object query quality and greatly increase detection
capabilities for tiny and partially obscured objects, Sparse Semi-
DETR includes a Query Refinement Module [183], as illustrated
in Fig. 22. Robust pseudo-label filtering modules further improve
detection accuracy and consistency by filtering only high-quality
pseudo-labels [8], [9].
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Fig. 22: Framework of Sparse Semi-Detr [2]
4.21 Omni-DETR

In order to improve detection accuracy while lowering annotation
costs, the Omni-DETR [3] framework is shown in Fig. 23,
incorporates a variety of weak annotations [ | 84], including picture
tags, item counts, and points. By integrating recent developments
in end-to-end transformer-based detection architecture [185],
[186] and student-teacher-based Semi-Supervised Object Detec-
tion [6], [10], Omni-DETR enables the use of unlabeled and
poorly labeled data to produce precise pseudo labels [91], [92],
[93].
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Fig. 23: Framework of Omni-DETR [3]
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4.22 One Teacher

With a focus on the advanced Yolov5 model [187], [188], One
Teacher [27] presents a novel teacher-student learning strategy
designed especially for one stage Semi-Supervised Object De-
tection (SSOD), as illustrated in Fig. 24. By addressing the fun-
damental issues of one-stage SSOD, such as inefficient pseudo-
labeling [91], [92], [93] and conflicts in multi-task optimiza-
tion [189], One Teacher aims to close this gap. OneTeacher opti-
mizes teacher-student learning for one-stage SSOD using creative
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techniques like Multi-view Pseudo-label Refinement (MPR) [190]
and Decoupled Semi-supervised Optimization(DSO) [191].
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Fig. 24: Framework of One Teacher [27]

4.23 DSL

DenSe Learning (DSL) [23] algorithm presents a approach to
anchor-free SSOD. As shown in Fig. 25, is designed for one
stage anchor-free detector like FCOS [192], in contrast to current
approaches that mainly concentrate on two stage anchor-based de-
tectors, which are more practical for real-world applications. DSL
addresses key challenges by introducing innovative techniques
such as Adaptive Filtering (AF) for precise pseudo-label assign-
ment [19], [193], Aggregated Teacher (AT) [194] for enhanced
label stability, and uncertainty consistency regularization [165]
for improved model generalization.

Fig. 25: Framework of DSL [195]

4.24 Dense Teacher

The Dense Teacher [24] framework introduces a innovative ap-
proach to Semi-Supervised Object Detection (SSOD) by replac-
ing sparse pseudo-boxes with dense predictions termed Dense
Pseudo-Labels(DPL) [196], [197], as demonstrated in Fig. 26.
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Fig. 26: Framework of Dense Teacher [198]

Post-processing procedures, such as Non-Maximum Suppres-
sion [106], are not necessary for this unified pseudo-label [91],



[92], [199] structure. Additionally, a region division strategy is
proposed to suppress noise and enhance the focus on key regions,
further improving detection accuracy. Overall, Dense Teacher
represents a significant advancement in SSOD with its streamlined
pipeline and effective utilization of dense pseudo-labels [196],
[197].

4.25 Unbiased Teacher v2

Unbiased Teacher v2 [26] introduces an innovative method that
extends the scope of SSOD techniques [6], [7], [15], [141]
to anchor-free detectors, alongside the introduction of the Lis-
ten2Student mechanism to unsupervised regression loss [6], [8]
is depicted in Fig. 27.Key contributions include expanding the
applicability of SSOD to both anchor-based and anchor-free
detectors [200], developing a mechanism to address misleading
instances in regression pseudo-labels [91], [92], [199], and re-
ducing performance differences between anchor-free and anchor-
based detectors [200] in the semi-supervised domain.
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Fig. 27: Framework of Dense Teacher [198]

4.26 S40D

S40D [25], a semi-supervised methodology tailored for one
stage detectors, addresses the challenge of extreme class im-
balance [147] inherent in these detectors compared to their two
stage SSOD [6], [7], [141]. Shown in Fig. 28, S40D introduces
the Dynamic Self-Adaptive Threshold (DSAT) strategy [201].
S40D dynamically determines pseudo-label selection [91], [92],
[93], balancing label quality and quantity in the classification
branch. Additionally, the NMS-UNC module evaluates regression
label quality by computing box uncertainties via Non-Maximum
Suppression [106], enhancing regression targets. [9], [179]
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Fig. 28: Framework of S40D [25]

4.27 Consistent-Teacher

Inconsistent pseudo labels [91], [92], [93] in Semi-Supervised
Object Detection (SSOD) pose a challenge that Consistent-
Teacher [22] addresses. These pseudo labels introduce noise
into the student’s training process, which causes serious over-
fitting [150] problems and compromises the construction of ac-
curate detectors. As represented in Fig. 29, Consistent-Teacher
introduces a 3D feature alignment module (FAM- 3D) [131],
the Gaussian Mixture Model (GMM), and adaptive anchor as-
signment (ASA) [129], [130] as a strategy to minimize this
issue. These components enhance the quality of the pseudo-
boxes, dynamically modify the threshold values, and stabilize the
pseudo-box matching with anchors.
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Fig. 29: Framework of Consistent-Teacher [22]

5 Loss FUNCTION
5.1 Smooth L1 Loss

Smooth L1 loss [17], [202], [203], often used in object detection
tasks, offers a gentle penalty for model errors, making it effective
in scenarios with noisy or sparse data. It reduces sensitivity to
outliers, contributing to more stable training and improved model
performance [204].

5.2 Focal Loss

Focal loss [205], [206] addresses class imbalance [145], [146],
[147], [151] by dynamically adjusting the importance of different
examples based on their classification [63], [64] difficulty. This
loss function is often integrated into strategies focusing on lever-
aging unlabeled data to enhance model robustness.

5.3 Distillation Loss

Knowledge transfer [207] from a teacher model based on labeled
data to a student model with utilization of unlabeled samples is fa-
cilitated by distillation loss [7], [208]. It is frequently incorporated
into semi-supervised frameworks [60], [68], [111] to enhance the
capacity of smaller student models to generalize.

5.4 KL Divergence

Employed in semi-supervised scenarios [00], [68], [111] to align
predictions made on labeled and unlabeled data, KL divergence
loss [7], [12], [209], [210] minimizes the difference between
probability distributions. It is commonly used in strategies aiming
to leverage unlabeled data to improve model consistency and
performance.



5.5 Quality Focal Loss

Quality Focal Loss [24], [211] assigns varying weights to exam-
ples based on their difficulty levels, prioritizing the learning from
challenging instances. This loss function is often used in strategies
focusing on maximizing the use of labeled and unlabeled insight.

5.6 Consistency Regularization Loss

Consistency regularization loss [5], [16] ensures consistency in
predictions across different views of the same input data, en-
hancing model robustness and generalization in SSOD. It pe-
nalizes inconsistencies, prompting the model to learn invariant
features [178], thereby improving performance across varied
datasets.

5.7 Jensen-Shannon Divergence

Jensen-Shannon divergence [212], [213] regularizes ensembles
by aligning predictive distributions with ground truth labels,
improving prediction consistency.

5.8 Pseudo-Labeling Loss

Pseudo-Labeling Loss [214] is a technique that facilitates semi-
supervised approaches [60], [68], [1 1 1] by labeling unlabeled data
based on model predictions and penalizing differences between
expected and actual labels. It makes use of unlabeled data to
boost model performance by encouraging confident predictions
on samples without labels.

5.9 Cross-Entropy Loss

The difference between the estimated probability distribution and
actual distribution of labels is measured by the Cross-Entropy
Loss [6], [10], [215]. By encouraging the model to reduce the
gap between the ground truth and predicted probabilities, this loss
increases classification [] accuracy.

6 DATASETS AND COMPARISON

In the object detection, having challenging datasets is crucial for
ensuring fair and accurate evaluations of different algorithms.

6.1 Datasets

Microsoft created the MS-COCO (Microsoft Common Objects
in COntext) dataset [216], that includes a wide range of images
labeled with several labeling tasks, for instance segmentation and
key point recognition. Counting approximately 328,000 photos
and 2.5 million classified object instances over 91 categories, MS-
COCO is one of the most extensive and large-scale datasets avail-
able. Semi-supervised object detection techniques can enhance
model performance and generalization by combining labeled
examples from COCO with unlabeled data, which eliminates the
need for laborious manual annotation work.

Originating from the PASCAL Visual Object Classes Chal-
lenge, the PASCAL VOC (Visual Object Classes) dataset [217]
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comprises a varied collection of photos labeled with bound-
ing boxes and object labels spanning many categories such as
household goods, cars, and animals. Each annual release from
2005 to 2012 consists of about 11,000 images for training and
validation, along with an additional 10,000 images for testing.
With annotations for over 27,000 object instances across 20
categories, PASCAL VOC serves as a comprehensive benchmark
for evaluating object detection algorithms.

6.2 Comparison

The performance of object detection methods has been extensively
evaluated on benchmark datasets such as COCO and PASCAL.
These evaluations show the progress and effectiveness of both
one-stage and two-stage detection approaches, as well as end-
to-end methods, in improving detection accuracy over various
training epochs.

Table 2 offers the performance comparison of various methods
on COCO dataset [216]. One stage methods, including One
Teacher [27], DSL [220], Dense Teacher [24], demonstrate incre-
mental improvements with increasing training epochs. Two stage
methods, such as Rethinking pse [19], STAC [6], and Combat-
ing Noise [12], exhibit consistent enhancement in performance
metrics over epochs. Notably, DETR-based models like Omni-
DETR [3] and Semi-DETR [1] showcase significant performance
gains, highlighting the effectiveness of Semi-Supervised Object
Detection strategies, as shown in Fig. 30.
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Fig. 31: Comparison of CNN-based (one-stage, two-stage) and
transformer-based (end-to-end) SSOD strategies on VOC pascal
dataset.

Table 3 shows the performance metrics of various ob-
ject detection methods across different stages on the PASCAL
dataset [217]. In the One stage, methods like S40D [25], Dense
Teacher [24], DSL [220] exhibit competitive performance in terms
of AP50, AP50.95, and AP75 scores. Two-stage methods like Soft
Teacher [141], Combating Noise [12], and Instant-Teaching [8]
display significant variations in performance across different met-
rics. Finally, end-to-end methods like Semi-DETR [!] and Sparse
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Semi-DETR [2] showcase significant performance, indicating the
efficacy of SSOD approaches, as illustrated in 31.

7 OPEN CHALLENGES & FUTURE DIRECTIONS

Semi-Supervised Object Detection (SSOD) has shown remark-
able progress, transitioning from traditional Convolutional Neural
Networks (CNNs) to advanced Transformer-based models. This
survey presents a comprehensive overview of SSOD methods,
highlighting their advantages and addressing the challenges they
face. The area of Semi-Supervised Object Detection (SSOD) has
drawn proposals for numerous methods to leverage unlabeled data

and enhance detection performance. These methods have certain
benefits and drawbacks. Table 4 provides a detailed summary of
their benefits and drawbacks. Despite its thorough examination
of Semi-Supervised Object Detection methodologies, the survey’s
broad focus might result in overlooking some specific approaches
or recent advancements in the field. The scope of the survey may
limit the depth of analysis for each semi-supervised approach,
potentially sacrificing detailed insights into their underlying prin-
ciples, advantages, and limitations.

Given the diverse range of semi-supervised algorithms tai-
lored for object detection tasks, a more in-depth examination
of each methodology could provide a richer understanding of



TABLE 4: A brief description of Advantages and limitations of Semi Supervised Strategies

Methods

Advantages

Li

Stac [6]

Improves detection performance with minimal complexity.

Low performance with frameworks employing intense hard negative mining, leading to over
dependence on noisy pseudo-labels.

Humble Teacher [7]

Improves performance significantly with dynamic teacher model updates and soft pseudo-
labels.

More computational resources due to the dynamic updating of the teacher model and the
ensemble of numerous teacher models, potentially increasing training time and complexity.

Instant Teaching [¢]

Improving model learning with extended weak-strong data augmentation as well as instant
pseudo labeling .

Dependency on Extensive weak-strong data augmentation and instant pseudo labeling
introduce computational overhead, increase training complexity and time.

Soft Teacher [141]

Enhances detector performance and pseudo label quality simultancously.

Depending on ive data ion and the soft teacher approach potentially increase

training complexity and computational overhead.

Unbiased Teacher [179]

Effectively mitigates pseudo-labeling bias and overfitting in Semi-Supervised Object Detec-
tion.

Relies on the balance between the student and teacher models, which require careful tuning
and additional computational resources.

ACRST [11]

Improves performance by addressing class imbalance.

Effectiveness relies on the precision of pseudo-labels, which are impacted by noise due to
the complexity of detection tasks, requiring robust filtering mechanism.

Combating Noise [12]

Effectively combating noise associated with pseudo labels enhances the robustness of the
SSOD Tasks.

D d on accurately quantifying region uncertainty is challenging in complex scenes
or datasets with diverse object characteristics.

MUM [13] Effectively augments data for Semi-Supervised Object Detection, enhancing model robust- Encounter difficulties in accurately locating object boundaries due to the mixing process,
ness without significant computational overhead. potentially affecting localization precision.
ISTM [161] Effectively leveraging ensemble learning to enhance the usefulness of pseudo labels and due to the approach and the use of

stabilize Semi-Supervised Object Detection training.

multiple ROI heads, potentially increasing training time and resource requirements.

Cross Rectify [15]

Enhances pseudo label quality and detection performance by rectifying misclassified
bounding boxes using detector disagreements.

Simultaneous training of two detectors increase
longing training time and resource usage.

overhead, p i pro-

SED [16]

Improves Semi-Supervised Object Detection by enforcing scale consistency and self-
distillation.

Reliance on regularization and self-distillation may pose challenges for parameter tuning
and scalability.

Label Match [17]

Improves Semi-Supervised Object Detection by addressing label mismatch through
distribution-level and instance-level methods.

Assumes Both unlabeled as well as labeled data have the same distribution, potentially
restricting its applicability in diver enarios.

DTG-SSOD [15]

Leverages Dense Teacher Guidance for more accurate supervision, enhancing Semi-
Supervised Object Detection performance.

ion complexity, especially with Inverse NMS Clustering and Rank Matching,
increase computational resources during training.

Rethinking Pse [19]

Certainty-aware pseudo labels improve performance by addressing localization precision
and class imbalance issues

Implementing certainty-aware pseudo labeling may i
complexity during training.

CSD [5] Leverages i ints for both cl and localizati hancing object Performance of CSD may be sensitive to the effectiveness of background elimination
detection performance using unlabeled data. method, impacting its generalizability.
PseCo [] Enhances SSOD by integrating object detection attributes into pseudo labeling along with Techniques may add complexity and computational overhead, posing challenges in resource-

consistency training, leading to superior performance and faster convergence.

constrained environments.

Active Teacher [20]

Maximizes limited label information through active sampling, enhancing pseudo-label
quality and improving SSOD performance.

Require more training steps compared to other methods, potentially increasing computa-
tional overhead.

Semi-DETR [I]

Combines C iew query consi: and stage-wise hybrid matching to improve training
efficiency.

Encounter challenges due to the absence of deterministic connection between the predictions
and the input queries.

Sparse Semi-DETR [?]

Introduces a Query Refinement Module to improve object query functionality, enhancing
detection performance for small and obscured objects.

Require iti C i due to the integration of novel modules,
potentially increasing training time and complexity.

Omi-DETR [3]

utilize diverse weak annotations to enhance performance and annotation efficiency.

effectiveness on larger datasets is uncertain, and its simplified annotation process may raise
concerns about potential misuse.

One Teacher [27]

Improves SSOD on YOLOVS5, tackling issues like low-quality pseudo-labeling.

Effectiveness might be impacted by the complexity of implementing YOLOVS5 and its
training techniques.

Dense Teacher [24]

Simplifies the SSOD pipeline by using Dense Pseudo-Labels, improving efficiency and
performance.

Contain_ high-level noise, potentially impacting detection performance if not properly
addressed.

Unbiased Teacher v2 [179]

Expands the applicability of SSOD to anchor-free detectors, improving performance across
various benchmarks.

Challenges remain in scaling the method to large datasets and addressing domain shift
issues.

S40D [25]

Dynamically adjusts pseudo-label selection to balance quality and quantity, enhancing
single-stage detector performance

Lack of empirical comparison with existing pseudo-label selection methods may limit the
assessment of the proposed DSAT strategy’s superiority.

Consistent-Teacher [22]

Improves SSOD performance by addressing inconsistent pseudo-targets with feature align-
ment, adaptive anchor assignment, and dynamic threshold adjustment.

Performance is validated mainly on single-stage detectors, with effectiveness on stage-two
detectors and DETR-based models yet to be confirmed.

their efficacy and applicability across different domains. While
these methods represent some of the most intuitive approaches to
SSOD, they still have many obstacles. Looking ahead, there are
some potential possibilities for future improvements.

Domain Adaptation and Transfer Learning: Enhancing
the generalizability of Semi-Supervised Object Detection models
requires exploring domain adaptation as well as transfer learning
techniques. Adapting models trained on synthetic or labeled
datasets to real-world domains with limited labeled data is es-
sential for practical deployment.

Hybrid Approaches and Model Compression: Investigating
hybrid approaches that integrate semi-supervised object detec-
tion with transfer learning, self-supervised learning, or model
compression can improve the efficiency and effectiveness of
object detection systems. Novel hybrid architectures and training

strategies can lead to resource-efficient and scalable solutions.

8 APPLICATIONS
8.1 Image Classification

Semi-supervised learning has significantly advanced image clas-
sification [63], [64], especially in fields with limited labeled
data [221]. In medical imaging [222], [223], it enables precise
disease classification from X-rays and MRIs with few labeled
samples. Remote sensing [224], [225] benefits by improving
land cover and environmental change classification from satel-
lite images, aiding urban planning and disaster management.
For autonomous vehicles [226], [227], semi-supervised learning
enhances the classification of objects and pedestrians, promot-
ing safer navigation. Techniques such as consistency regulariza-



tion [165] and pseudo-labeling [91], [92], [93] have been crucial
in refining these models, increasing their robustness and accuracy.

8.2 Document Analysis

Semi-Supervised Object Detection is increasingly applied in
document analysis [228], [229] to efficiently identify and clas-
sify elements such as text blocks, tables, and images within
documents. [230], [231], [232], [233], [234]. This approach is
particularly valuable in legal, financial, and academic fields,
where large volumes of documents need to be processed [235],
[236], [237]. By leveraging both labeled and unlabeled data, semi-
supervised methods [238], [239], [240] improve the accuracy and
efficiency of detecting critical information like clauses, dates,
amounts, and references. [241], [242], [243]. Techniques such as
consistency regularization [165] and self-training [244] enhance
model robustness, making document analysis more automated and
reliable despite limited labeled data.

8.3 3D Object Detection

Semi-Supervised Object Detection significantly enhances 3D
detection [245], [246] applications by leveraging both labeled
and unlabeled data to improve accuracy and robustness. In au-
tonomous driving [61], [62], it allows vehicles to better identify
and classify objects like pedestrians and obstacles using LI-
DAR [247], [248] and camera data [249] [250], enhancing safety
and navigation. In robotics [251], [252], it aids in precise object
manipulation and obstacle avoidance. Additionally, in augmented
and virtual reality [253], it enables more immersive experiences
by accurately integrating digital elements with the real world.
These advancements make Semi-Supervised Object Detection a
crucial technology for various 3D detection tasks.

8.4 Network traffic Classification

Semi-Supervised Object Detection is also effectively applied in
network traffic classification [254], [255], [256] , where it helps
identify and categorize various types of network traffic [257] with
limited labeled data. By leveraging both labeled and unlabeled
traffic data, these models can more accurately detect patterns,
anomalies, and potential security threats in network activity. This
approach enhances the ability to manage and secure networks,
improving the detection of malicious activities [258] such as in-
trusions [259] and data breaches while ensuring efficient network
performance. Semi-supervised learning thus plays a crucial role
in maintaining robust and secure network infrastructures.

8.5 Speech Recognition

In speech recognition [260], [261], [262], [263] , SSOD aids in
identifying and classifying speech patterns and phonetic elements
within audio data, even with limited labeled samples. By leverag-
ing both labeled and unlabeled speech data, these models can bet-
ter discern speech signals from background noise and accurately
transcribe spoken words into text. This approach enhances the
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performance and efficiency of speech recognition systems [264],
[265], enabling more accurate and reliable transcription in various
applications [206], [267] such as virtual assistants, dictation
software, and voice-controlled devices. Additionally, SSOD tech-
niques contribute to the scalability and adaptability of speech
recognition systems, allowing them to handle diverse linguistic
contexts and acoustic environments with improved accuracy.

8.6 Drug Discovery and Bioinformatics

In drug discovery [268], [269] and bioinformatics [270], [271],
Semi-Supervised Object Detection (SSOD) optimizes the iden-
tification and classification of molecular structures [272], [273]
and biological entities [274], [275]. By leveraging both labeled
and unlabeled data, SSOD accelerates the screening process for
potential drug candidates and aids in target validation. This ap-
proach enhances efficiency in molecular analysis, enabling deeper
insights into disease mechanisms and facilitating the development
of precision medicine strategies for improved patient outcomes.

9 CONCLUSION

Semi-Supervised Object Detection (SSOD) has drawn numerous
methods for leveraging unlabeled data to enhance detection per-
formance, evolving from traditional Convolutional Neural Net-
works (CNNs) to modern Transformer-based models. We have an-
alyzed the performance of these strategies on benchmark datasets
such as COCO and VOC, highlighting significant improvements
in detection accuracy and efficiency. This review provides a
comprehensive overview of SSOD methods, highlighting their ad-
vantages, while addressing common challenges. The transition to
Transformer-based models represents a substantial leap in SSOD
capabilities, providing new insights and approaches for tackling
complex detection scenarios. This survey aims to inspire ongoing
research and innovation in SSOD, encouraging researchers to
develop and refine strategies that will further contribute to the
field of computer vision and its applications.
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