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Abstract—Ensuring construction site safety requires accurate
and real-time detection of workers’ safety helmet use, despite
challenges posed by cluttered environments, densely populated
work areas, and hard-to-detect small or overlapping objects
caused by building obstructions. This paper proposes a novel
algorithm for safety helmet wearing detection, incorporating a
dynamic attention within the detection head to enhance multi-
scale perception. The mechanism combines feature-level attention
for scale adaptation, spatial attention for spatial localization,
and channel attention for task-specific insights, improving small
object detection without additional computational overhead.
Furthermore, a two-way fusion strategy enables bidirectional
information flow, refining feature fusion through adaptive multi-
scale weighting, and enhancing recognition of occluded tar-
gets. Experimental results demonstrate a 1.7% improvement in
mAP@][.5:.95] compared to the best baseline while reducing
GFLOPs by 11.9% on larger sizes. The proposed method
surpasses existing models, providing an efficient and practical
solution for real-world construction safety monitoring.

Index Terms—safety helmet wearing detection, occluded target
detection, dynamic attention mechanism, bidirectional feature
fusion

I. INTRODUCTION

With the rapid growth of industry, ensuring worker safety
has become a critical priority. Safety helmets [1]]-[5] have
been shown to significantly reduce injury risks; however,
many workers fail to wear helmets consistently on-site. The
complexity of construction environments renders traditional
manual monitoring methods inefficient and costly. Therefore,
developing efficient and automated helmet-wearing detection
methods tailored to complex construction scenarios is imper-
ative.

Object detection algorithms based on deep learning [6]—
[10] have become the main methods in the current field of
object detection. These algorithms can generally be divided
into two categories: two-stage methods and single-stage meth-
ods. Two-stage algorithms, including the R-CNN series (e.g.,
R-CNN, Fast R-CNN, Faster R-CNN, and Mask R-CNN),
first generate region proposals to determine the locations that

may contain objects, and then classify and further refine
these proposals to improve detection accuracy. Although this
methods can achieve high detection accuracy, it has a high
computational complexity due to the need for additional region
generation steps and multiple stages of calculation, resulting
in relatively slow processing speed, especially in applications
with high real-time requirements.

Compared with the two-stage method, single-stage algo-
rithms such as SSD [11]] and YOLO series combines re-
gion proposal generation and classification operations into
one step, avoiding the complex process of proposal gener-
ation and subsequent processing in the two-stage method,
thereby achieving faster detection speed. Due to this simplified
processing flow, the single-stage algorithm has a significant
advantage in processing speed and is therefore widely used
in real-time detection applications, especially in scenarios that
require rapid response, such as construction sites. For example,
YOLOV2 is optimized based on its original architecture by
introducing dense blocks and lightweight MobileNet structures
to enhance the ability to detect small objects, while minimizing
resource consumption by reducing computational complexity,
thereby achieving faster detection speed and higher detection
accuracy [[12]].

The detection task studied in this paper presents three
primary challenges compared to other object detection tasks.
First, safety helmets are relatively small, resulting in fewer
pixels and smaller feature representations extracted by the
network compared to larger objects like pedestrians or ve-
hicles. Second, in densely populated scenes, safety helmets
often overlap, reducing the effective pixel area available for
detection. Finally, construction sites and factories often feature
background colors similar to those of the helmets, increasing
the likelihood of missing detections.The motivation of this
paper is to address the mentioned three challenges above,
making the algorithm more suitable for the detection task
studied in this paper.

In contrast to general object detection, which typically



involves identifying objects with high variability in appearance
and dynamic, cluttered backgrounds, safety helmet detection
focuses on a specific object with relatively uniform shape and
characteristics in controlled environments [[13]]. The primary
challenge lies in accurately detecting small helmets across
varying scales, angles, and occlusions caused by buildings, all
within noisy construction site backgrounds [14]. To address
these challenges, this paper proposes an enhanced YOLOvS8
model that significantly improves real-time detection perfor-
mance for safety helmet compliance in construction environ-
ments. Through targeted optimizations, our approach meets
the critical requirements for effective deployment on edge
devices in the field. Our contributions are listed as follows:
Our contributions are summarized as follows:

e We introduce the Dynamic Attention Detection Head
(DAHead) into the YOLOV8 model, enhancing its ca-
pability to detect small targets effectively.

e We replace the original Progressive Attention Fea-
ture Pyramid Network (PAFPN) with a Bi-directional
Weighted Feature Pyramid Network (BWPPN), achiev-
ing more comprehensive fusion of input features across
different scales.

o We substitute the CloU loss with the Wise-IoU loss, im-
proving convergence speed and overall model efficiency.

II. RELATED WORK
A. Object Detection Method

The main goal of object detection is to automatically iden-
tify and locate objects of a specific category from images or
videos. Unlike image classification tasks, object detection not
only needs to determine whether there are objects of a certain
category in the image, but also needs to determine the location
and size of the object to generate a bounding box containing
the object and classify the object. Traditional methods [10],
[15]-[17], such as those by Silva et al. leveraging HOG
features and Fan et al. employing Kalman filters with Cam-
shift algorithms, rely heavily on manual feature engineering
and specific classifiers. While effective in certain scenarios,
these approaches often suffer from limited generalization
and high computational costs. Diffusion models [18|] have
recently emerged as a promising paradigm in object detection,
leveraging iterative denoising processes to refine bounding
box predictions and enhance feature representation. With ad-
vancements in technology, deep learning-based methods have
become dominant, typically categorized into two-stage and
single-stage approaches. Two-stage methods, such as the R-
CNN series, first generate region proposals, followed by clas-
sification and regression. In contrast, single-stage approaches,
like YOLO, SSD, and RetinaNet, directly predict classes and
bounding boxes on feature maps [19]. Although traditionally
less accurate, recent innovations have enabled single-stage
methods to surpass their two-stage counterparts in both speed
and precision [20]. Among these, YOLOvV8 represents the
latest evolution of the YOLO series, incorporating optimized
backbones and multi-scale feature fusion techniques to en-

hance detection accuracy and real-time performance while
maintaining a lightweight and flexible design.

B. Attention Mechanism

The attention mechanism [9]], [21]-[23] has shown great
potential in object detection by enabling models to focus on
relevant areas and optimize computational resource allocation.
Notably, Detection Transformer (DETR), introduced by Carion
et al., enhances object relationship modeling within the global
image context, outperforming traditional two-stage detection
methods. However, DETR’s high computational requirements
present challenges for processing large images and localizing
small objects. More recent feature pyramid attention mecha-
nisms, as proposed by Zhang et al. and Li et al., have advanced
multi-scale feature representation with minimal computational
overhead, driving progress in real-time safety helmet detection.

For example, MFC [23] can enhance dense target features
in the frequency domain by introducing a frequency domain
filtering module, thereby improving the model’s ability to
identify targets in complex backgrounds. PBSL [24] uses a
multimodal alignment method to strengthen the connection be-
tween related features while effectively suppressing irrelevant
information, thereby improving the quality of feature represen-
tation. CFIL [21]] further combines frequency domain feature
extraction and feature interaction modules, which can not
only perform more refined feature extraction in the frequency
domain, but also promote the representation of significant
features through interaction between features. Based on these
technical advances, we integrate the dynamic DAHead module
into our target detection model in this study. This module
uses an adaptive attention mechanism to optimize feature
aggregation between pyramid layers, thereby achieving more
accurate multi-scale feature fusion. The feature aggregation
method can effectively enhance the complementarity of feature
information at different scales, making the model more robust
when dealing with multi-scale targets. In addition, by dynam-
ically adjusting the attention weight, the DAHead module can
adaptively adjust the influence of features at each level, further
enhancing the model’s ability to detect targets. Compared with
the traditional YOLOv8 model, our method shows significant
performance improvement on multiple datasets, especially in
the detection accuracy of small objects and complex scenes.

III. OUR PROPOSED METHOD
A. Improvement Framework Overview

To improve the detection performance of YOLOVS in our
task, we propose the Dynamic Attention and Bi-directional
Fusion Network (DABFNet) for safety helmet wearing detec-
tion in this section. First, the Dynamic Attention Mechanism
Detection Head (DAHead) is introduced into YOLOv8 model
to improve the model’s ability to detect small targets. Sub-
sequently, we replace the original Progressive Attention Fea-
ture Pyramid Network (PAFPN) structure with Bi-directional
Weighted Feature Pyramid Network (BWPPN) to improve the
feature fusion efficiency. Finally, the original CIOU loss is
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DABFNet model framework.The Backbone is responsible for feature extraction through successive convolutional and C2f layers, culminating in

a Spatial Pyramid Pooling Fast (SPPF) module that consolidates multi-scale information. The Neck integrates features using the BWFPN and upsampling
modules. It connects multiple C2f modules and BWFPN layers to enhance feature representation and improve the network’s detection capability. The Head
includes a series of DAHead Blocks that predict bounding boxes and classify objects.

replaced by Wise-IoU to guide the network to train more
efficiently. The framework of DABFNet is shown in Fig. [I]

B. Dynamic Attention Detection Head

DAHead uses an attention to unify different object detection
heads. Given a feature pyramid-shaped feature output Fj,, =
{FZ}lL, L is the number of layers of the pyramid.

Because the features of the three levels come from different
sizes, it has multi-scale detection capabilities. The features of
these three levels are fused to obtain f € RLXHXWXC which
is further transformed into RZ*4*¢ using S = H xW. Then,
by paying attention to L, S and C respectively, we can obtain
three kinds of perception abilities.

We first apply self-attention on a feature layer as follows:

W(F) = n(F) - F. (1)

where 7(-) is an attention mechanism. Divide attention into
three dimensions, and each attention focuses on only one
dimension. The formula obtained is:

W(F) =7c (rs (mp(F) - F) - F) - F. 2)

where C, S, and L represent applying attention on the C,
S, and L dimensions respectively. Scale-awareness attention
gives different weights to feature layers, so that the model can
adaptively fuse features based on the importance of the level:

1
m(F) - F=o|f %SZC:F -F.

3)

where 55 Y g ¢ F is an average pool, f(-) is a convolution
function, and o(x) is a hard-sigmoid activation function.

Spatial-awareness attention focuses on the ability to distin-
guish different spatial locations. Due to the high dimension-
ality of S, deformation convolution is used to sparse the
attention, and then features are integrated across scales:

L K
ms(F)-F = %ZZMW “F (Lipe+Ap50) - A (D)
=1 k=1
where K is the number of sparsely sampled locations, py+A4,,
is a location shifted by the spatial offset A,,, and A,, is a
scalar at location py.
Task-aware attention is designed to promote the general-
ization of joint learning and target expression ability. It can
dynamically switch feature channels to assist different tasks:

mc(F)-F = max (o' (F) - Fo + 8 (F),a*(F) - F. + B*(F)) . (5)

where [al,aQ,Bl,BQ]T = 0(-) is a hyperparameter used to
control the activation threshold, and 6(-) is similar to Dynamic
Rectified Linear Unit (DyReLU).

As shown in Fig. [2] the implementation process of each
attention module is described. We designed three different
types of attention modules to optimize different dimensions
of the feature tensor F. Specifically, the scale-aware attention
(L) focuses on weighting features of different scales, extracts
the global information of features using average pooling
operations, and then further processes the features through
convolutional layers. Next, the ReLU activation function is
used for nonlinear transformation, and finally the hard sigmoid
function is used to generate scale-aware weight values to
select the most representative parts among features of different
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Fig. 2. Dynamic Attention Detection Head Block. The Dynamic Attention
Head Block comprises three components: 7, responsible for local feature
processing; g, which refines spatial features through convolution and offset
adjustments; and 7o focused on channel-wise feature modulation.

scales. The core idea of the spatial-aware attention (7S) is
to focus on spatially important areas by learning the spatial
structure of the feature map. The task-aware attention (7wC)
linearly transforms the features through a fully connected layer
to obtain the weight coefficients of each channel, and enhances
the nonlinear expression through the ReLU activation function.
Finally, the module performs normalization to ensure that the
obtained weights remain stable during training.

C. Bi-directional Weighted Feature Pyramid Network

This section shows the improvement of the feature fusion
method proposed to improve the detection effect for small
targets and occluded targets.

In the traditional feature fusion, suppose there is a column
of multi-scale features

—in ) )

P =(P"Pr. ). (6)
Where P/ represents the feature of level /; The task of
feature fusion is to find a mapping function that satisfies:
Pout f(ﬁm), which fully integrate different features
into new features. The traditional FPN structure is shown
in Fig. 3(a). It uses 3 to 7 levels of input features, and the
resolution is halved as the level increases.

The traditional top-down aggregation method of FPN suffers
from one-way information flow limitations. To address this,
PANet introduced bidirectional feature fusion, incorporating
a bottom-up path for aggregation, as illustrated in Fig. [3(b).
Building on this, NAS-FPN (Fig. [3|c)) leveraged neural struc-
ture search to design a cross-scale feature network topology.
BWFPN further enhances cross-scale connections with three
key optimizations: it removes nodes with a single input edge,
improving network efficiency; it adds an extra path from the
original input to the output node, allowing for better feature
fusion; and it treats each bidirectional fusion network as a
stackable layer for more thorough feature integration. The
BWEFPN structure is depicted in Fig. [3(d). Recognizing that
input features from different scales have varying resolutions

repeated blocks

repeated blocks

Bt

(c) NAS-FPN

- (d) ours :

(a) FPN (b) PANet

Fig. 3. Comparison of different feature fusion methods. (a) FPN, which uses
a simple top-down pathway for multi-scale feature fusion; (b) PANet, which
adds a bottom-up pathway to enhance information flow; (c) NAS-FPN, which
leverages neural architecture search to create an optimized, multi-level feature
fusion structure with repeated blocks; (d) our BWFPN, which incorporates
bidirectional connections and repeated blocks for efficient and adaptive feature
fusion across different scales.

and contributions to the output, BWFPN assigns additional
weights to each input.

w;
O—;mlz. (7

€ is a sufficiently small value to avoid the instability of
numerical calculations, and the final weight is mapped to a
value of [0, 1]. Compared with the original YOLOVS structure,
BWFPN can more fully fuse input features of different scales.

D. Optimization Objectives

This paper studies replacing the CloU loss function with
Wise-loU (WIoU). WIoU dynamically calculates the IoU loss
in the category prediction loss as follows:

Lwiov = Rwiou - Liov

(x — 2gt)” + (Y — ygr) )
(Wy%+ Hy2)" '

Rwrou = exp

The WIoU loss function has the characteristics of dynamic
non-monotonicity, uses outlier points instead of naive IoU to
evaluate the similarity between anchor boxes and annotation
boxes, and provides a wise gradient gain distribution strategy.
The design of this structure can improve the accuracy of model
detection and accelerate the convergence of the model.

IV. EXPERIMENT
A. Dataset And Hyper-parameters

This paper uses the Safety Helmet Wearing Detection
(SHWD) dataset which contains a total of 7584 images,
including 5450 training sets, 606 validation sets, and 1528
test sets. The image categories include people wearing helmets
(hat) and people not wearing helmets (person). The image
scenes are mostly construction sites, and the images are
downloaded from the Internet and annotated. The experimental
setups are shown in Tables [ and [T}

B. Model Evaluation Metrics

This study evaluates model performance using these indi-
cators: precision, recall, mean average precision (mAP) and
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Fig. 4. Dataset label distribution. Fig.(a) shows the instance counts of each
label, with “person” significantly outnumbering “hat”; Fig.(b) presents the
bounding box distribution, revealing the common positions and sizes of
annotated objects; Fig.(c) indicates the spatial distribution of bounding boxes
on the x and y axes; Fig.(d) displays the relationship between bounding box
width and height, suggesting variations in object sizes within the dataset.

TABLE I
TRAINING ENVIRONMENT AND HARDWARE PLATFORM PARAMETERS
TABLE.
Parameters Configuration
CPU 17-8565U
GPU NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4090D
memory size 24G
Operating systems Unbantu20.04
Python 3.8.10
Pytorch 1.9.0
Cuda 11.1
Cudnn 114

GFLOPs. Precision measures the accuracy of positive predic-
tions for each class, while recall assesses the model’s sen-
sitivity to actual positives. Average Precision (AP) evaluates
detection performance across thresholds, and mAP provides
an average performance measure across all classes, using
mAP@0.5 and mAP@[.5:.95] for evaluation.GFLOPs indicate
model size and computational efficiency.

C. Baseline Comparison Experiment

1) Baseline Model: YOLOv3-tiny is a simplified version of
YOLOVv3, which can meet the needs of the detection scenario
in this article. Therefore, YOLOV3-tiny is selected as one of
the baseline models. The network structure of YOLOVS can
be divided into a backbone network, a neck network, and a
head for detection. The neck network uses a combination of
FPN and PA network. The backbone network uses a bottom-
up path to extract features from the original image. In the

TABLE II
SOME KEY PARAMETERS SET DURING MODEL TRAINING.

Parameters Setup
Batch size 16
Epochs 200
Optimizer SGD
Learning rate 0.01
Momentum 0.9

Input image size 640 x 640
Weight decay 0.0005
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Fig. 5. Comparison of models of different sizes. This figure presents a

comparison of models of different sizes based on mAP@0.5 and GFLOPs. The
DABFNet model (in red) consistently outperforms YOLOvV8 (in green) across
all sizes, achieving higher mAP@0.5 values at comparable computational
Costs.

detection stage, shallow feature maps that fuse the semantic
information are used to identify small targets, and then deeper
feature maps are used to identify large targets. YOLOVS has
been widely used in the industry due to its high accuracy and
fast detection speed. YOLOVS5-p6 This is the fifth update of
YOLOVS. Compared with the three output layers of YOLOvS-
P5, namely P3, P4, and P5, the output layer of the YOLOVS5-P6
model has an additional P6, which is mainly used to detect
large targets at high resolution. YOLOv6 focuses on both
detection accuracy and inference efficiency, and absorbs a lot
of ideas from different network designs, training strategies,
testing techniques, quantization, and optimization methods.
Compared with previous versions, YOLOv6 customizes mod-
els of different sizes for different scenarios. Small models
are characterized by ordinary single-path trunks, while large
models are built on efficient multi-branch blocks. A self-
distillation strategy is added to perform classification and
regression tasks at the same time, and various advanced tricks
are integrated, such as label assignment detection technology,
loss function, and data enhancement technology. With the
help of re-optimizers and channel distillation, the quantitative
detection scheme is reformed to obtain a better detector.

2) Experimental Results And Discussion: To verify the
effectiveness and reliability of the algorithm proposed, we
compare the algorithm proposed with the current baselines
under the same hardware and software environment. For the
fairness of the experiment, the model size is uniformly set
to the default "n”. From the results in Table we can
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Fig. 6. Loss function comparison experiment. This figure displays the
results of a loss function comparison experiment, with recall (in blue)
and mAP@][0.5:0.95] (in orange) metrics across various loss functions. The
comparison includes IoU-based losses (SIoU [25]], CIoU [26], GIoU [27]) and
weighted IoU variants (WIoU-v1 [28], WIoU-v2 [28]], WIoU-v3), as well
as EloU [29]. The WIoU-v3 achieves the highest recall and mAP values,
indicating its effectiveness in optimizing model performance. This suggests
that WIoU-v3 provides a more robust training objective, enhancing both
precision and recall in object detection tasks compared to other loss functions.
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Fig. 7. Detection head comparison experiment.This figure shows the recall
(in blue) and mAP@J0.5:0.95] (in orange) values of models under different
detection heads (MultiSEAM Head [30], LADH [31]], Efficient Head [32]
and DAHead). It is easy to observe from the figure that our model’s
dynamic attention mechanism detection head has the highest recall rate and
mAP@[0.5:0.95] value, making it more suitable as the detection head of our
model.

see that on different categories of data on the safety helmet
wearing dataset, the average precision of DABFNet is on
par with the best performing baseline algorithm YOLOv5-p6,
the average recall is 1.3% higher than the best performing
baseline algorithm YOLOVS, the average mAP@0.5 is 1.2%
higher than the best performing baseline algorithm YOLOVS,
and the average mAP@[0.5:0.95] is 1.7% higher than the
best performing baseline algorithm YOLOVS. In addition, the
Recall and mAP@0.5 of DABFNet on the Hat category data
are 1.3% and 1.1% higher than the best performing baseline
algorithm, respectively, while the Recall and mAP@0.5, on
the Person category data are 1.2% and 1.1% higher than the
best performing baseline algorithm, respectively.

D. Ablation Experiment

To verify the effectiveness of the improvements made and
quantify the degree of improvement of each improvement on
model performance, this paper conducted an ablation exper-
iment, and indicates that this improvement strategy is used.
The experimental results are shown in Table Compared
with the YOLOVS baseline model, adding the DAHead module
alone increased the precision by 0.3%, the recall by 1.0%,
the mAP@0.5 by 0.4%, and the mAP@[.5:.95] by 0.4%,
verifying that the DAHead improves the model’s accuracy and
speed. By improving the feature fusion network, the recall rate
was improved by 0.6%, mAP@0.5 was improved by 0.1%,
and mAP@[.5:.95] was improved by 0.2%, which verified
that the BWFPN feature fusion layer improves the algorithm
performance. By adding the DAHead and the BWFPN at
the same time, the model effect is better than using either
one alone. After using the WIoU-v3 loss function, the recall
rate increased by 1.7%, and the mAP@OQ.5 increased by
0.1%. Compared with before the improvement, the WIoU-
v3 loss function further improved the model performance.
After using the three strategies of DAHead, BWFPN and
WIoU-v3 at the same time, the model’s Recall, mAP@0.5
and mAP@[0.5:0.95] indicators are all improved. Therefore,
this ablation experiment proves the effectiveness of the three
improved methods proposed individually and in relation to
each other.

E. Module Comparison Experiment

To verify the effectiveness of the improved loss func-
tion, this paper compares the impact of several different
loss functions on the model performance. The experimental
results are shown in Fig. [6| Compared with CloU used by
YOLOVS, the effects of EloU and DIoU have obviously
declined. However, after replacing CloU with WIoU-v3, the
recall rate of the model on the validation set increased by
1.4%, mAP@[0.5:0.95] increased by 0.3%, which proves the
rationality and effectiveness of our loss function replacement.
To verify the effectiveness of the DAHead proposed in this
paper, this paper compares the impact of several different
detection heads on model performance. The experimental
results are shown in Fig. [/| For the fairness of the experiment,
the number of detection heads is the same. Comparison shows
that the DAHead has achieved the best results in terms of
recall rate and mAP@[0.5:0.95] compared with others, which
verifies the effectiveness of the attention mechanism.

F. Comparison Experiment of Different Sizes

The main difference between the n, s, m, 1, X versions of
the model size is the size and complexity of the model, which
affects the performance of the model and the use of computing
resources. As shown in Fig. [3] the accuracy, recall, mAP@0.5
and mAP@[0.5:0.95] of the YOLOv8 and DABFNet mod-
els are improved as the models become deeper. In general,
the accuracy, recall, mAP@0.5 and mAP@[0.5:0.95] of the
DABFNet proposed by us are better than those of YOLOvVS
at the same size. In addition, DABFNet has lower GFLOPs



TABLE III
COMPARISON OF THE IMPROVED ALGORITHM WITH FIVE BASELINE ALGORITHMS ON DIFFERENT CATEGORIES OF DATA ON THE SAFETY HELMET
WEARING DATASET.

Model Average Hat Person
) Precision Recall mAP@0.5 mAP@[0.5:0.95] GFLOPs Recall mAP@0.5 Recall mAP@O0.5
YOLOV3-tiny | 90.0 77.1 85.0 54.4 19.0 87.8 91.4 66.5 78.5
YOLOVS \l 92.4 88.5 93.6 60.4 7.1 88.8 93.8 88.1 93.3
YOLOV5-p6 IEI 93.5 88.1 93.5 60.6 7.2 88.9 93.6 87.4 93.3
YOLOV6 [36] 92.4 86.9 93.0 60.3 11.8 88.0 93.5 85.9 92.4
YOLOVS [17 93.1 87.7 93.7 60.9 8.1 88.4 94.2 87.1 93.1
DABFNet (Ours) 93.5 89.8 94.9 62.6 9.0 90.2 95.3 89.3 94.4

(a) YOLOV3-tiny

(b) YOLOvV8 (c) DABFNet
Fig. 8. Comparison of detection results without heatmaps. YOLOv3-tiny,
YOLOVS8, and DABFNet detection results on different scenes.

TABLE IV
ABLATION EXPERIMENT RESULTS OF THE IMPROVED ALGORITHM. WE
USE MAP@]0.5:0.95] AS THE EVALUATION METRIC.

DAHead BWFPN WIoU Precision Recall nAP@0.5 mAP@[0.5:0.95] GFLOPs

X X X 93.1 877 93.7 60.9 8.1
4 X X 934 883 94.1 61.3 9.6
X v X 927 887 93.8 61.1 7.1
X X v 929 894 93.8 60.8 8.1
4 v X 93.0 880 938 61.3 9.0
4 X v 93.7 89.1 94.1 61.4 9.6
X 4 v 924 893 93.8 61.1 7.1
v v v 935 89.8 94.9 62.6 9.0

under the same size,which has an advantage in the hardware
deployment of the model.

G. Visualization

To demonstrate the accuracy of the improved algorithm
proposed in this paper in different scenarios, we show the
detection effects of YOLOv3-tiny, YOLOvS8 and our DABFNet
in three scenarios. Fig. [§] directly shows the detection effect
of the model, intuitively comparing the performance of each
model in different scenarios; Fig. 9| uses heat maps to show
the degree of attention of the three models on the target area.
From the results, it can be seen that in the first scene, both
YOLOV3-tiny and YOLOvS8 have some misdetection of the
background, while the improved model accurately detects all

(a) YOLOvV3-tiny (b) YOLOV8 (c) DABFNet

Fig. 9. Heatmap comparison of detection results based on Grad-CAM [33].
YOLOV3-tiny, YOLOv8, and DABFNet attention maps on different scenes,
showing model focus areas.

targets. The buildings in the construction scene are complex
and their colors are similar to those of the safety helmets.
It is very easy for the model to mistakenly identify the
background as workers wearing safety helmets. Therefore,
the first scene verifies the good robustness of our model.
In the second scene, there is a row of workers working.
YOLOV3-tiny still misdetects the background as someone
wearing a helmet. Although YOLOv8 does not misdetect the
background, it misses the worker farthest away. The improved
algorithm in this paper achieves a balance between the two.
Not only does it avoid false detections, but it also accurately
detects small targets in the distance. Therefore, the second
scenario verifies the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm
for detecting small targets and occluded targets. In the third
scenario, there are four workers in one picture. YOLOvV3-tiny
obviously mistakenly detects the incomplete portrait on the far
right as wearing a helmet. Compared with the detection result
of YOLOVS, the detection frame of the improved YOLOvVS
algorithm is more reasonable and has a higher confidence
level. This verifies the accuracy of the improved algorithm.



V. CONCLUSION

To address the challenges of detecting safety helmet usage
in complex environments, such as construction sites with
frequent occlusions and small target detection issues, this
paper enhances the YOLOVS baseline model and proposes an
improved algorithm for safety helmet detection. An attention
module is integrated into the convolutional layers to leverage
the attention mechanism for aggregating critical information
from feature maps, thereby enhancing the feature extraction
capabilities of the CNN. The traditional FPN feature fusion
structure is replaced with Balanced Weighted Feature Pyramid
Network, which improves the efficiency of fusing feature maps
across different scales and resolutions. Additionally, the CloU
loss function is replaced with Wise-loUv3 to enable finer
and more effective optimization, further boosting the model’s
detection performance. Future Work. The proposed algorithm
achieves a 94.9% mAP on the test set while maintaining
real-time detection speed, establishing state-of-the-art results
in safety helmet detection. Despite these advancements, the
algorithm faces challenges with false detections. Future work
will focus on reducing the model’s sensitivity to background
features to minimize false positives, making the approach more
robust and applicable to real-world scenarios.

REFERENCES

[1] H. Song, X. Zhang, J. Song, and J. Zhao, “Detection and tracking of
safety helmet based on deepsort and yolovS,” Multimedia Tools and
Applications, vol. 82, no. 7, pp. 10781-10794, 2023.

[2] X. Song, T. Zhang, and W. Yi, “An improved yolov8 safety helmet
wearing detection network,” Scientific reports, vol. 14, no. 1, p. 17550,
2024.

[3] Z. Deng, C. Yao, and Q. Yin, “Safety helmet wearing detection based
on jetson nano and improved yolov5,” Advances in Civil Engineering,
vol. 2023, no. 1, p. 1959962, 2023.

[4] L. Wang, X. Zhang, and H. Yang, “Safety helmet wearing detection
model based on improved yolo-m,” IEEE Access, vol. 11, pp. 26247—
26257, 2023.

[5] H. Li, D. Wu, W. Zhang, and C. Xiao, “Yolo-pl: Helmet wearing detec-
tion algorithm based on improved yolov4,” Digital Signal Processing,
vol. 144, p. 104283, 2024.

[6] H. Song, X. Zhang, J. Song, and J. Zhao, “Detection and tracking of
safety helmet based on deepsort and yolovS,” Multimedia Tools and
Applications, vol. 82, no. 7, pp. 10781-10794, 2023.

[7] X. Chen and Q. Xie, “Safety helmet-wearing detection system for man-
ufacturing workshop based on improved yolov7,” Journal of Sensors,
vol. 2023, no. 1, p. 7230463, 2023.

[8] K. Yan, F. Shen, and Z. Li, “Enhancing landslide segmentation with
guide attention mechanism and fast fourier transformer,” in International
Conference on Intelligent Computing. Springer, 2024, pp. 296-307.

[9] Y. Tang, H. Pan, J. Guo, F. Shen, Z. Zhu, and H. Jia, “Fourier-

fpn: Fourier improves multi-scale feature learning for oriented tiny

object detection,” in International Conference on Intelligent Computing.

Springer, 2024, pp. 450-461.

C. Liu, X. Qi, H. Yin, B. Song, K. Li, and F. Shen, “Feature pyramid full

granularity attention network for object detection in remote sensing im-

agery,” in International Conference on Intelligent Computing. Springer,

2024, pp. 332-353.

W. Liu, D. Anguelov, D. Erhan, C. Szegedy, S. Reed, C.-Y. Fu, and

A. C. Berg, “Ssd: Single shot multibox detector,” in Computer Vision—

ECCV 2016: 14th European Conference, Amsterdam, The Netherlands,

October 11-14, 2016, Proceedings, Part 1 14.  Springer, 2016, pp.

21-37.

M. Fang, T. Sun, and Z. Shao, “Fast helmet-wearing-condition detection

based on improved yolov2,” Optical precision engineering, vol. 27,

no. 5, pp. 1196-1205, 2019.

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

(171

(18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

(23]

(24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

[30]

(31]

(32]

[33]

[34]

X. Chen and Q. Xie, “Safety helmet-wearing detection system for man-
ufacturing workshop based on improved yolov7,” Journal of Sensors,
vol. 2023, no. 1, p. 7230463, 2023.

Z. Deng, C. Yao, and Q. Yin, “Safety helmet wearing detection based
on jetson nano and improved yolov5,” Advances in Civil Engineering,
vol. 2023, no. 1, p. 1959962, 2023.

Y. Qiao, K. Li, J. Lin, R. Wei, C. Jiang, Y. Luo, and H. Yang,
“Robust domain generalization for multi-modal object recognition,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2408.05831, 2024.

K. Li, J. Wang, X. Wu, X. Peng, R. Chang, X. Deng, Y. Kang, Y. Yang,
F. Ni, and B. Hong, “Optimizing automated picking systems in ware-
house robots using machine learning,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2408.16633,
2024.

K. Li, J. Chen, D. Yu, T. Dajun, X. Qiu, L. Jieting, S. Baiwei,
Z. Shengyuan, Z. Wan, R. Ji et al., “Deep reinforcement learning-based
obstacle avoidance for robot movement in warehouse environments,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2409.14972, 2024.

F. Shen, H. Ye, J. Zhang, C. Wang, X. Han, and Y. Wei, “Advancing
pose-guided image synthesis with progressive conditional diffusion
models,” in The Twelfth International Conference on Learning Repre-
sentations, 2023.

C. Jadhav and N. Ansari, “Realtime safety helmet detection using
deep learning,” in 2024 5th International Conference for Emerging
Technology (INCET). 1EEE, 2024, pp. 1-5.

Y. Liu, B. Jiang, H. He, Z. Chen, and Z. Xu, “Helmet wearing detection
algorithm based on improved yolovS,” Scientific reports, vol. 14, no. 1,
p. 8768, 2024.

W. Weng, M. Wei, J. Ren, and F. Shen, “Enhancing aerial object detec-
tion with selective frequency interaction network,” IEEE Transactions
on Artificial Intelligence, vol. 1, no. 01, pp. 1-12, 2024.

H. Li, R. Zhang, Y. Pan, J. Ren, and F. Shen, “Lr-fpn: Enhancing remote
sensing object detection with location refined feature pyramid network,”
arXiv preprint arXiv:2404.01614, 2024.

C. Qiao, F. Shen, X. Wang, R. Wang, F. Cao, S. Zhao, and C. Li,
“A novel multi-frequency coordinated module for sar ship detection,”
in 2022 IEEE 34th International Conference on Tools with Artificial
Intelligence (ICTAI). 1EEE, 2022, pp. 804-811.

F. Shen, X. Shu, X. Du, and J. Tang, “Pedestrian-specific bipartite-aware
similarity learning for text-based person retrieval,” in Proceedings of the
31th ACM International Conference on Multimedia, 2023.

F. Chen, L. Zhang, S. Kang, L. Chen, H. Dong, D. Li, and X. Wu, “Soft-
nms-enabled yolovS with siou for small water surface floater detection
in uav-captured images,” Sustainability, vol. 15, no. 14, p. 10751, 2023.
S. Du, B. Zhang, P. Zhang, and P. Xiang, “An improved bounding
box regression loss function based on ciou loss for multi-scale object
detection,” in 2021 IEEE 2nd International Conference on Pattern
Recognition and Machine Learning (PRML). 1EEE, 2021, pp. 92-98.
X. Qian, N. Zhang, and W. Wang, “Smooth giou loss for oriented object
detection in remote sensing images,” Remote Sensing, vol. 15, no. 5, p.
1259, 2023.

Z. Tong, Y. Chen, Z. Xu, and R. Yu, “Wise-iou: bounding box
regression loss with dynamic focusing mechanism,” arXiv preprint
arXiv:2301.10051, 2023.

W. Zeng, J. Huang, S. Wen, and Z. Fu, “A masked-face detection
algorithm based on m-eiou loss and improved convnext,” Expert Systems
with Applications, vol. 225, p. 120037, 2023.

K. Zhou, J. Wu, J. Kann, K. Yang, X. Zhao, and Y. Li, “Bolting control
of a coal roadway under multi-seam mining—a case study,” Archives of
Mining Sciences, vol. 69, no. 2, p. 303, 2024.

E. Szab6 and A. Ambrus, “Lipoamide dehydrogenase (ladh) deficiency:
Medical perspectives of the structural and functional characterization of
ladh and its pathogenic variants,” Biologia Futura, vol. 74, no. 1, pp.
109-118, 2023.

M. Tan, R. Pang, and Q. V. Le, “Efficientdet: Scalable and efficient
object detection,” in Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on
computer vision and pattern recognition, 2020, pp. 10781-10790.

R. R. Selvaraju, M. Cogswell, A. Das, R. Vedantam, D. Parikh, and
D. Batra, “Grad-cam: Visual explanations from deep networks via
gradient-based localization,” in Proceedings of the IEEE international
conference on computer vision, 2017, pp. 618-626.

D. Ammous, A. Chabbouh, A. Edhib, A. Chaari, F. Kammoun, and
N. Masmoudi, “Improved yolov3-tiny for silhouette detection using
regularisation techniques.” Int. Arab J. Inf. Technol., vol. 20, no. 2, pp.
270-281, 2023.



[35] L. Ziqiong, L. Wenju, C. Liu, and G. Xiaosong, “A traffic sign recogni-
tion method with bi-level routing attention,” in 2023 8th International
Conference on Intelligent Informatics and Biomedical Sciences (ICI-
IBMS), vol. 8. 1EEE, 2023, pp. 194-199.

[36] S. Norkobil Saydirasulovich, A. Abdusalomov, M. K. Jamil, R. Nasimov,
D. Kozhamzharova, and Y.-I. Cho, “A yolov6-based improved fire
detection approach for smart city environments,” Sensors, vol. 23, no. 6,
p- 3161, 2023.



	Introduction
	RELATED WORK
	Object Detection Method
	Attention Mechanism

	OUR PROPOSED METHOD
	Improvement Framework Overview
	Dynamic Attention Detection Head
	Bi-directional Weighted Feature Pyramid Network
	Optimization Objectives

	EXPERIMENT
	Dataset And Hyper-parameters
	Model Evaluation Metrics
	Baseline Comparison Experiment
	Baseline Model
	Experimental Results And Discussion

	Ablation Experiment
	Module Comparison Experiment
	Comparison Experiment of Different Sizes
	Visualization

	CONCLUSION
	References

