
CLDA-YOLO: Visual Contrastive Learning Based
Domain Adaptive YOLO Detector

Tianheng Qiu1,2 Ka Lung Law3 Guanghua Pan3 Jufei Wang1,2 Xin Gao4 Xuan Huang‡2 Hu Wei‡2
‡ Coresponding Author

1University of Science and Technology of China
2Hefei Institutes of Physical Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences

3SenseTime Research 4Tsinghua University

Abstract

Unsupervised domain adaptive (UDA) algorithms can
markedly enhance the performance of object detectors un-
der conditions of domain shifts, thereby reducing the neces-
sity for extensive labeling and retraining. Current domain
adaptive object detection algorithms primarily cater to two-
stage detectors, which tend to offer minimal improvements
when directly applied to single-stage detectors such as
YOLO. Intending to benefit the YOLO detector from UDA,
we build a comprehensive domain adaptive architecture us-
ing a teacher-student cooperative system for the YOLO de-
tector. In this process, we propose uncertainty learning to
cope with pseudo-labeling generated by the teacher model
with extreme uncertainty and leverage dynamic data aug-
mentation to asymptotically adapt the teacher-student sys-
tem to the environment. To address the inability of single-
stage object detectors to align at multiple stages, we utilize
a unified visual contrastive learning paradigm that aligns
instance at backbone and head respectively, which steadily
improves the robustness of the detectors in cross-domain
tasks. In summary, we present an unsupervised domain
adaptive YOLO detector based on visual contrastive learn-
ing (CLDA-YOLO), which achieves highly competitive re-
sults across multiple domain adaptive datasets without any
reduction in inference speed.

1. Introduction
Object detection is widely used in the real world, and has
demonstrated its importance in the fields such as automated
driving, industry, and healthcare.

However, before deployment for use, it is often neces-
sary to go through supervised training with accurate and
large amounts of manual labeling. Caused by domain
shift [9], object detection tend to fail when the actual ap-
plication scenarios are vastly different from the training do-

Figure 1. Comparison of mAP@.5 results under two experiment
settings, our proposed method obtains the best performance.

main, e.g., in foggy weather, conventional detection models
tend to suffer from a large number of misdetections.

To address this problem, some works try to cascade one
image restoration or migration model to transform the tar-
get domain without labeled data into the source domain
first [13, 36], which not only slows down the inference
speed dramatically, but sometimes fails to improve the
performance since the images produced by the restoration
model do not have a enough confidence [46]. Some other
solutions are to train the restoration jointly with the object
detection [24, 51], by sharing certain layers of the network
to force the detection model to learn implicit information
of the target domain. However, image restoration and high-
level tasks focus on the low-level features and the deeper ab-
stract features respectively, the performance improvement
brought by joint training is limited. A more widely re-
searched approach is known as domain adaptive object de-
tection [9, 35, 55, 57], which makes use of image-to-image
translation [5, 22], domain alignment [4, 45], adversarial
training [16], and other domain adaptive related solutions
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to greatly improve the performance of detectors at domain
shifts without increasing the inference complexity.

In the last few years, we noticed that the researches
on unsupervised domain adaptive object detection focus on
Faster R-CNN based method [6, 11, 29] or DETR based
method [25, 57, 60]. However, in real-world applications,
single-stage object detectors (esp. YOLO [41]) are more
widely used, so domain adaptive algorithms for single-stage
object detectors are of great research value.

In this work, we first construct an unsupervised domain
adaptive architecture for YOLO, which improves the per-
formance of the detector under domain shift through suf-
ficient cooperative learning between teacher and student
model. In this process, the pseudo-labels from the teacher
model possess strong uncertainty, and the performance of
the teacher-student system is limited by the quality of the
pseudo-labels [3, 37]. To take advantage of this uncertainty
and avoid its shortcomings, we design uncertainty learning
based on pseudo-labels hierarchy. For positive samples, we
employ the standard detection loss [34]. For uncertain sam-
ples, we opt to utilize the classification confidence of the
pseudo-labels as soft labels. As for negative samples, our
focus is solely on learning their bounding box loss, ensuring
that the False Negative detection boxes retain the capacity
to be converted into True Positives during the subsequent
cooperative process. Since teacher-student cooperation is a
gradual process, we design adaptive dynamic data augmen-
tation, which gradually varies the strength of the data ac-
cording to the current degree of stabilization of the teacher-
student system and its adaptive ability to the environment.

Compared to domain adaptation for classification tasks,
object detection is concerned with aligning more detailed
information such as morphology and scale of objects, in
addition to the overall domain shift of the image. To ad-
dress this problem, two-stage methods [9] usually perform
multi-level alignment at both RPN and ROI, but the inherent
paradigm of YOLO reduces object detection to a regression
problem, which directly predicts the box information, los-
ing the ability of such multi-level alignment, and is prone
to overly relying on the truth labels of the source domains
during teacher-student confrontation, resulting in extremely
limited performance improvement [20, 59]. From another
perspective, existing domain adaptive networks using do-
main discriminators only for adversarial learning lack theo-
retical guarantee that two different domain distributions are
identical [1, 38], even if the discriminators completely ob-
fuscate the different domains.

For these reasons, we propose to additionally utilize
a unified visual contrastive learning paradigm to enforce
alignment of instances in target and source domains. By
designing a sigmoid based contrastive loss and domain rel-
evant queues, we align instance features both in backbone
and head stage after ROI-Pooling [42]. Specifically, our op-

timization goal is to have as much similarity as possible for
detection boxes of the same category, regardless of whether
they belong to the same domain or not, and conversely,
for detection boxes of different categories, we would like
them to be as far apart as possible, even if they are under
the same domain, which provides the YOLO detector with
multiple stages of alignment and enabling performance im-
provements comparable to other categories of detectors.

Our contributions are set out below:
• We build a comprehensive domain adaptive framework

for the YOLO detector, capable of aligning student mod-
els at multiple stages to achieve stable domain adaptation.

• We propose two effective strategies to improve the perfor-
mance of teacher-student systems. We first propose the
uncertainty learning strategy, which grades the pseudo-
labeling and constructs different losses at different lev-
els to guide the update of system. Then we estimate
the dynamic differences in the teacher-student system
for dynamic data augmentation, gradually increasing the
strength of data augmentation as its stability increases.

• We propose a multi-stage alignment based on contrastive
learning, which utilizes visual contrastive learning to
align both the backbone and the head of algorithm, pre-
venting performance degradation caused by over-reliance
on source domain labels in the student model.

• Without increasing the baseline model complexity, we
demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm
in multiple dataset settings.

2. Related Works
Domain adaptive object detection. Domain Adaptive Ob-
ject Detection (DAOD) is used to solve the domain shift in
object detection. [9] first proposed to additionally train a
domain discriminator in Faster R-CNN for adversarial fea-
ture alignment, and [11, 23, 35, 39] followed this paradigm
to carry out extensive research, and since then the self-
training technique of mutual learning between teacher and
student used in [6, 35], the image-to-image translation tech-
nique in [5, 11, 22] have all been extensively researched.

Numerous DETR-basaed DAOD methods have also
emerged after the rise of DETR [62], among the more ad-
vanced works [18, 25, 57, 60], [25] proposed the use of ad-
versarial tokens to improve the performance of transformer-
based detectors, and [60] introduced Masked Auto-Encoder
into domain adaptation, and utilized techniques such as re-
training to achieve competitive results.

The use of single-stage object detectors in DAOD, rep-
resented by the FCOS detector [48], has also received in-
creasing attention, and [33] introduced Graph Network into
DAOD to achieve alignment between different domains
through Graph Matching. [12] proposed a harmony-based
pseudo-label weighting method to fully utilize the predic-
tion results of teacher networks. However, another popu-
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Figure 2. The overall architecture of the proposed CLDA-YOLO. Following the teacher-student cooperative learning architecture, we
built a domain adaptive architecture for YOLO detector, where the teacher model generates pseudo-labels to compute distillation loss and
uncertainty loss, the student model computes the source-domain supervised loss and distillation loss in addition to the contrastive alignment
loss that we additionally set in order to enable the detector to perform a coherent alignment on the backbone and the head, respectively.

lar single-stage object detector YOLO, has not been suffi-
ciently emphasized in this task. [59] introduced instance-
level alignment into the YOLO detector to follow the
paradigm proposed by [9], and [20] investigated a stronger
domain discriminator based on the multi-scale behavior of
the YOLO detector, but the performance gains from the ap-
proach they adopted are limited. In this study, we propose
a domain-adaptive architecture for YOLO that enhances its
competitiveness with other DAOD methods.
Visual Contrastive Learning. Contrastive learning en-
ables models to implicitly learn the similarities and dif-
ferences between samples, and many excellent contrastive
learning algorithms have been proposed based on instance
discrimination tasks [7, 8, 52]. To boost the number of
negative samples, [19] generalizes the contrastive learning
method to a dictionary query problem, proposed to main-
tain a dynamic queue to increase the number of negative
samples, and guarantees the consistency of negative sam-
ples by a momentum encoder. Extending self-supervised
contrastive learning to supervised, [30] proposed category-
based contrastive loss, which provides theoretical guaran-
tees for extending contrastive learning to more visual down-
stream tasks. In this work, we utilize contrastive learning
for alignment between different domains, and unlike numer-
ous visual contrastive learning efforts, since the positive and
negative samples are extremely unbalanced in object detec-
tion, the need to compute loss for multiple positive and neg-
ative samples simultaneously shifts it from a multi-category
to a multi-label task, so we use sigmoid-based contrastive
learning loss instead of the InfoNCE [19, 30].

3. Proposed Method

In order to align our proposed domain adaptive algorithm
to the most advanced YOLO object detection algorithm,

we set the detection head as an anchor-free detector to en-
sure that the proposed algorithm can be adapted by simple
changes. Specifically, we use the positive and negative sam-
ple allocation strategy [14] to match the detection boxes,
and utilize the DFL [34] to model the uncertainty of the de-
tection boxes and unify the confidence level of training and
inference, which is the same as the state-of-the-art anchor-
free single-stage object detection algorithms[27, 32, 50].
The overall architecture of the algorithm is shown in Fig. 2.

3.1. Baseline Architecture
Follow [35, 37], we input the strongly augmented source
and target domain images into the student model respec-
tively, and the weakly augmented target domain image
into the teacher model to generate pseudo-labels, then the
teacher model parameters θt integrates the parameters of
the student model θs by means of an exponential moving
average (EMA) as follows:

θt ← αθt + (1− α)θs (1)

where α is the decay controls the update momentum.
Given the labeled source domain dataset Ds =

{Xs;Ys}, and an unlabeled target domain dataset Dt =
{Xt}, where Xs and Xt represent the images of the cor-
responding domains, Ys = {Bs;Cs} denotes the label of
the corresponding image, which contains coordinate boxes
supervised Bs and categories supervised Cs. For labeled
source-domain samples, student model first compute the ob-
ject detection loss Lsup using the conventional:

Lsup(Xs, Ys) = Lcls(Xs, Cs)+Ldfl(Xs, Bs)+Liou(Xs, Bs)
(2)

where Lcls denotes the classification loss of the detection
boxes, the border probability lossLdfl and the IoU lossLiou
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together constitute the regression loss of the detection boxes
(same below).

After that, we will perform uncertainty learning based on
the pseudo labels Ŷt = {B̂t; Ĉt} produced by the teacher
model to compute Ldistill.
Uncertainty learning. For sample of the target domain that
requires pseudo-labeling supervision, we use uncertainty-
based detection loss. Pseudo-label assignment strategies
have been extensively studied in semi-supervised object de-
tection [3, 37, 47, 53, 54], and in order to take advantage
of the uncertainty introduced by pseudo-labels, we lever-
age the simplest label assignment strategy, which divides
the detection frame into three categories by setting hyper-
parameter thresholds pl and ph. Specifically, labels larger
than the preset confidence ph are labeled as positive sam-
ples, those with confidence in the interval [pl, ph] are la-
beled as uncertain samples, and otherwise, they are noted
as negative samples.

Since non-maximum suppression [40] during inference
is now related to classification confidence [34], we set the
classification probability of positive samples to 1.0 to am-
plify their effect as pseudo-labels. The classification scores
of the uncertainty samples are directly replaced with the
original labels as a way of suppressing possible false sam-
ples in the student model, which can be expressed as:

L
′

cls(Xt, Ĉt) =
∑
i,j

I[pl<P̂ ij
t <ph]

BCE(Xij
t , P̂ ij

t )

+ I[P̂ ij
t ≥ph]

BCE(Xij
t , 1)

(3)

where P̂ ij
t is the confidence of the teacher model to generate

the corresponding location detection box, before which Xij
t

and Ŷ ij
t have been matched by the label allocator, I denotes

the indicator function, which outputs a 1 when the condition
is satisfied, and vice versa.

At the same time, not changing the regression loss of
the detection boxes ensures that existing False Negative de-
tection boxes have a chance to be converted to True Posi-
tive in the future. In addition, the module retains a certain
amount of migration performance since the classification
loss is used in almost all object detection algorithms.

For detection boxes with negative sample labeling added,
the classification loss that would compute them as pseudo-
labels was no longer considered due to their extremely low
confidence. Since these detection boxes have low confi-
dence for both classification and border regression, the same
hard loss as for the other types cannot be used to regress the
borders, and we use JS-Divergence to measure the distance
of the distribution of these pseudo-labels with very low con-
fidence from the output of the student model, which can be
expressed as:

Lng(Xt, B̂t) =
∑
ij

I[P̂ ij
t <pl]

JS(Xij
t , B̂ij

t ) (4)

where JS represents the computation of JS-Divergence, so
that the final pseudo-label distillation loss is:

Ldistill(Xt, Ŷt) = L
′

cls(Xt, Ĉt) + Ldfl(Xt, B̂t)

+ Liou(Xt, B̂t) + Lng(Xt, B̂t)
(5)

Dynamic Data Augmentation. In the early stage of train-
ing, the model is poorly adapted to the target domain, we
propose a dynamic data augmentation strategy to make the
teacher-student model dynamically adapt to the environ-
ment. As the model’s adaptability to the target domain
gradually increases, the intensity of data augmentation is
gradually increased. Our proposed dynamic parameter is
composed of the JS-Divergence of the teacher and student
models with respect to the distribution of detection boxes in
the target domain and the entropy weighting of the pseudo-
labeling of the teacher model, as shown in Eq.6.

P k
t =

 1

hw

∑
ij

JS(regstuij , regteaij )

γ

t

P gain
t = αP gain

t−1 + (1− α)
P̄t0

P̄t

(6)

where t denotes the number of update count, P̄t is the aver-
age value of all batches at this update t, γ is control factors,
and reg represents the model prediction at each anchor i, j.
We utilize JS-Divergence again for measuring the adaptabil-
ity of the teacher-student system to the current environment,
when the divergence decreases we consider that it becomes
more adaptable to the current environment.

3.2. Contrastive Learning-based Alignment
To enable the performance of multi-stage alignment in the
YOLO detector, we propose Visual Contrastive Learning-
based Alignment (CA) method that forces instances in tar-
get and source domains to be aligned with conditional prob-
ability distributions, as shown in Fig. 3.

For feature alignment, we retain the same feature-level
Gradient Reverse Layer (GRL) [15] as the advanced domain
adaptive object detection algorithms [9, 35], which is used
to align edge distributions between the different domains.
The domain adversarial loss Ladv is represented as follows:

Ladv = min
E

max
D
Ldis

Ldis = −d logD(E(X))− (1− d) log(1−D(E(X)))
(7)

wherein the domain discriminator D determines the domain
label of features generated by the encoder E.

Since domain alignment is global and limited by the
number of samples generated within a single batch, di-
rect comparison learning within a batch cannot compare to
the global objective, but instead tends to make comparison
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Figure 3. Simple schema of our Contrastive Learning-based
Alignment. For each box, we provide tuple to describe it, which
means (features, confidence, category). The queue update is exe-
cuted after the whole batch has been computed.

learning fall into a local optimum, so we maintain a dy-
namic circular queue to store the detection boxes generated
in multiple batch [19], and when enough samples are stored
in the queue, comparison learning will learn global and uni-
form conditional probability information. Unlike the queue
appearing in [19], we do not maintain a Momentum Up-
dated Encoder additionally, partly because in this task, pos-
itive and negative samples are not absolute in the batch, and
partly because object detection is an intensive output task ,
which means the queue is updated very fast, with high con-
sistency of samples.

Specifically, in the m-th layer alignment of the backbone
guided by the m-th detector (same for the head), we main-
tain queues Qm

s ∈ (K, lm) and Qm
t ∈ (K, lm) of length

K for the source and target domains, respectively. For the
number of n1 prediction box in the source domain and the
n2 in the target domain, we project them to the correspond-
ing layers of the backbone by ROI-Pooling [42] projected
onto the feature maps fm

s and fm
t of the corresponding

layer of the backbone to get instance feature xm
s ∈ (n1, l

m),
xm
t ∈ (n2, l

m), where lm denotes the tuple shown in Fig. 3.
Then computed with the queue of the cross domain and the
queue of the home domain to get the similarity matrix re-
spectively, and based on the matrix to compute the con-
trastive learning loss bootstrap for cross-domain alignment,
and finally we put the xm

s into Qm
s and xm

t into Qm
t to com-

plete the update of the queue.
In the setting of the object detection task, visual con-

trastive learning will no longer be an instance discrimina-
tion task, and the use of softmax-based InfoNCE for a given
sample xi for which there are multiple positive samples
corresponding to it is underpowered, as it suppresses other
similar or similar categories. In simple terms, we need to
transform a multi-category learning task into a multi-label
learning task. Inspired by [58], we design Sigmoid Con-
tract Align Loss for the object detection task, which inde-
pendently calculates the cosine similarity of each sample
pair and computes the loss, as represented by the following
loss function:

LCA = − 1

K

K∑
i=1

n∑
j=1

(1− p
α
2
i q

β
2
j ) log

1

1 + e−xiyj×maskij×τ

(8)
where maskij is the mask of the equal category of sample
i and j, we set the position to 1 for the same category and
-1 for different categories. Temperature factor τ = lnT ,
where we use a log function to prevent the problem of gra-
dient vanishing caused by the rapid rise in temperature at the
beginning of training. pi,qj denote the classification confi-
dence of detection box i in the queue and detection box j
in the batch, respectively. A succinct and clear pseudo-code
for LCA can be found in the Appendix.

In LCA, we set a confidence weight for each sample pair
because, given that the detection boxes have difficulty and
the distribution of categories is not balanced in the vast ma-
jority of cases, in which direct comparative learning would
bias the overall loss towards the samples with a large num-
ber of appearance, losing the so-called uniformity. In sum-
mary, we obtained the similarity matrices of the regions of
interest of backbone and head with the dynamic queue sepa-
rately on a layer-by-layer basis and calculated their positive
and negative sample losses using LCA so that the single-
stage detectors can also align instances in both parts.

4. Experiments
4.1. Datasets and Evaluation Settings
We used the mean average precision at an IoU threshold
of 0.5 (mAP@.5) as the metric for evaluation. According
to [29, 43, 60, 61], we set up the following sets of domain
shift object detection experiments.
Cityscapes to Foggy Cityscapes. Cityscapes [10] is a ur-
ban street scenes dataset containing 2975 training images
and 500 validation images. Foggy Cityscapes [44] is a
foggy scenes dataset synthesized by Cityscapes. In this set-
ting, we choose Cityscapes as the source domain and Foggy
Cityscapes highest density synthetic haze (0.02) as the tar-
get domain.
Cityscapes to BDD100k(daytime). BDD100k [56] is an
automated driving dataset, we use its daytime portion as the
target domain, which contains a total of 36,728 training im-
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Method Detector person rider car truck bus train mcycle bicycle mAP@.5

Faster-RCNN [42] Faster 26.9 38.2 35.6 18.3 32.4 9.6 25.8 28.6 26.9
PT [6] Faster 40.2 48.8 59.7 30.7 51.8 30.6 35.4 44.5 42.7
AT [35] Faster 45.3 55.7 63.6 36.8 64.9 34.9 42.1 51.3 49.3
CMT [2] Faster 45.9 55.7 63.7 39.6 66.0 38.8 41.4 51.2 50.3
MILA [31] Faster 45.6 52.8 64.8 34.7 61.4 54.1 39.7 51.5 50.6
CAT [29] Faster 44.6 57.1 63.7 40.8 66.0 49.7 44.9 53.0 52.5

Def-DETR [62] Def-DETR 37.7 39.1 44.2 17.2 26.8 5.8 21.6 35.5 28.5
MTTrans [57] Def-DETR 47.7 49.9 65.2 25.8 45.9 33.8 32.6 46.5 43.4
AQT [25] Def-DETR 49.3 52.3 64.4 27.7 53.7 46.5 36.0 46.4 47.1
O2net [18] Def-DETR 48.7 51.5 63.6 31.1 47.6 47.8 38.0 45.9 46.8
MRT [60] Def-DETR 52.8 51.7 68.7 35.9 58.1 54.5 41.0 47.1 51.2

FCOS [48] FCOS 36.9 36.3 44.1 18.6 29.3 8.4 20.3 31.9 28.2
SSAL [39] FCOS 45.1 47.4 59.4 24.5 50.0 25.7 26.0 38.7 39.6
SIGMA [33] FCOS 46.9 48.4 63.7 27.1 50.7 35.9 34.7 41.4 43.5
HT [12] FCOS 52.1 55.8 67.5 32.7 55.9 49.1 40.1 50.3 50.4

YOLOv5-L [26] YOLOv5 46.5 49.0 51.9 24.2 37.2 8.5 30.3 39.2 35.9
Zhang et al. [59] YOLOv3 29.5 27.7 46.1 9.1 28.2 4.5 12.7 24.8 35.1
MS-DAYOLO [20] YOLOv4 39.6 46.5 56.5 28.9 51.0 45.9 27.5 36.0 41.5
SSDA-YOLO [61] YOLOv5 60.6 62.1 74.3 37.8 63.0 48.0 47.4 53.6 55.9
CLDA-YOLO∗ YOLOv5 51.7 55.1 67.7 35.0 62.7 56.5 39.4 44.9 51.6
CLDA-YOLO YOLOv5 61.6 64.5 74.1 41.7 66.8 48.4 50.9 53.8 57.7

Table 1. Domain Adaptive Object Detection Results in Cityscapes → Foggy Cityscapes Setting, ∗ indicates that we used input images with
a resolution of 640, otherwise 960. The average precision (AP, %) on all classes is presented.

Method Detector person rider car truck bus mcycle bicycle mAP@.5

Faster-RCNN [42] Faster 28.8 25.4 44.1 17.9 16.1 13.9 22.4 24.1
DA-Faster [9] Faster 28.9 27.4 44.2 19.1 18.0 14.2 22.4 24.9
PT [6] Faster 40.5 39.9 52.7 25.8 33.8 23.0 28.8 34.9
CAT [29] Faster 44.6 41.5 61.2 31.4 34.6 24.4 31.7 38.5
Def DETR [62] Def-DETR 38.9 26.7 55.2 15.7 19.7 10.8 16.2 26.2
MTTrans [57] Def-DETR 44.1 30.1 61.5 25.1 26.9 17.7 23.0 32.6
SIGMA [33] Def-DETR 46.9 29.6 64.1 20.2 23.6 17.9 26.3 32.7
MRT [60] Def-DETR 48.4 30.9 63.7 24.7 25.5 20.2 22.6 33.7
YOLOv5-L [26] YOLOv5 50.7 34.1 66.8 24.9 25.4 24.6 28.7 31.9
CLDA-YOLO (ours) YOLOv5 61.4 48.3 75.1 41.0 41.7 39.3 38.9 43.2

Table 2. Domain Adaptive Object Detection Results in Cityscapes → BDD100k Setting. Following the setup of our previous work, we
ignored the ”train” label, the average precision (AP, %) of the rest categories is presented.

ages and 5,258 validation images. For cross-domain train-
ing, we align categories of BDD100k toward Cityscapes.
Sim10k to Cityscapes. Sim10k [28] is a synthetic urban
street scenes dataset using the game engine of GTA-V. It
contains a total of 10,000 images, and we use it as the source
domain and Cityscapes as the target domain, with only the
detection boxes of the car category.
KITTI to Cityscapes. KITTI [17] is a real-world au-
tonomous driving dataset containing a total of 7,481 train-
ing images, which we use as the source domain and
Cityscapes as the target domain, and use only the detection
boxes of the car category.

4.2. Implementation Details
We first perform burn-in training for 150 epochs, and then
perform teacher-student adversarial training, with a total of
400 epochs for training process. We utilize SGD optimizer
with a learning rate of 0.01, and the detailed training hyper-
participation [27] is kept consistent. We performed all ex-
periments under NVIDIA V100 GPUs with batch-size 64.

4.3. Comparison with State-of-the-Art Methods
Weather Adaptation. We first validate the performance
of the algorithm on the most widely used dataset setup
Cityscapes to Foggy Cityscapes in Tab. 1. Our proposed
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Figure 4. Comparison of CLDA-YOLO’s prediction visualization, with images of normal weather, rainy day, and foggy day, from left to
right, with Source-Only model’s detection results in the first row, and CLDA-YOLO in the second row.

Method carAP@.5
k→ c s→ c

DA-Faster [9] 41.9 -
EPM [21] 45.0 51.2
SSAL [39] 45.6 51.8
PT [6] 60.2 55.1
Zhang et al. [59] 54.0 50.9
MTTrans [57] - 57.0
MRT [60] - 62.0
MS-DAYOLO [20] 47.6 -
CLDA-YOLO(ours) 57.2 66.5

Table 3. Comparison of experimental results between KITTI →
Cityscapes and SIM10k → Cityscapes, only the average precision
(AP, %) of ”car” is reported in the table.

CLDA-YOLO improves the mAP by 5.2% over the pre-
vious state-of-the-art model CAT, obtaining very compet-
itive results even for small sizes of the model. Compared
to competitive SSDA-YOLO, our proposed algorithm no
longer needs to pre-train a domain translator, but gains
higher mAP, representing a wider range of applications.
This shows that CLDA-YOLO has a good adaptability to
domain shifts under severe weather conditions.
Scene Adaptation. Tab.2 shows the performance of the do-
main adaptive algorithm across different scenarios, where
CLDA-YOLO beats the previous highest mAP of 38.5 with
43.2 and outperforms the average precision in all categories.
Single-Class Adaptation. In the single-domain adaptation
with only the automobile category, CLDA-YOLO achieved
66.5 AP in the Sim10k to Cityscapes domain adaptation,
which is 4.5% higher than the previous sota.

4.4. Ablation Study
Quantitative Ablation. We have conducted sufficient abla-
tion experiments using the model with 640×640 resolution
to prove the effectiveness of the proposed individual com-

ponents. First, as can be seen from the table, the domain
adaptive framework we constructed for the YOLO detec-
tor is effective and can greatly improve the performance of
the detector migration. In addition, the domain alignment
based on contrastive learning can significantly improve the
accuracy of the student-teacher system, which proves that
the alignment we adopt is reasonable.
Domain Adversarial vs. Contrastive Learning. From
the values in Table reftab:4, the accuracy gain obtained
by adding the domain confrontation used for feature align-
ment is slightly less than that obtained by our proposed
CA method used for instance alignment. However, in mul-
tiple training sessions, we found that the model with the
added domain adversarial loss was able to bring the teacher-
student model into stable learning faster, suggesting that
the domain discriminator obfuscates the input features to
a certain degree and is able to assist the contrastive learning
for efficient domain alignment. The final result also shows
that GRL and CA can work together for better performance
(with mAP of 51.6).
Loss function Compared with [30]. For a fair comparison,
we only replace the contrastive loss of CLDA-YOLO with
SupCon [30]. As previously analyzed, the softmax-based
contrastive loss does not work well under domain adaptive
object detection, giving only a small gain (+1.1% mAP).
More analysis can be found in the Appendix.
Result on YOLOv8 [27]. In view of the fact that our pro-
posed framework uses anchor-free detector, it can be eas-
ily combined with the state-of-the-art YOLO. In order to
verify the generalizability of the proposed algorithm, we
performed two sets of experimental validation in YOLOv8.
From the table 4, it can be seen that even for the state-of-
the-art YOLO detector, our proposed framework can well
improve its performance under domain shift.
Qualitative visualization analysis. Fig. 4 shows a visu-
alization of CLDA-YOLO (below) compared to the model
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Figure 5. Feature visualization of Cityscapes → Foggy Cityscapes by T-SNE, which generated by each detector head. Categories and
domains are distinguish by marker and color respectively. Zoom in for more detailed view.

Method Setting person rider car truck bus train mcycle bicycle mAP@.5

YOLOv8-L c→ f 55.6 60.4 67.9 33.2 50.2 19.4 34.8 51.6 46.6
CLDA-YOLOv8-L c→ f 61.8 65.9 76.2 37.1 66.1 55.8 50.3 55.8 58.6

YOLOv8-L c→ b 49.9 37.5 68.5 22.2 23.9 - 21.9 32.3 32.0
CLDA-YOLOv8-L c→ b 61.1 52.0 75.3 39.4 40.5 - 40.5 40.2 43.7

Table 4. Our proposed framework is applied to YOLOv8 and yields substantial gains in both Cityscapes → Foggy Cityscapes and
Cityscapes → BDD100k experimental settings, the average precision (AP, %) of the rest categories is presented.

YOLOv5-L† ST UC DP GRL CA mAP@.5

✓ 32.5(+0.0)
✓ ✓ 44.3(+11.8)
✓ ✓ ✓ 46.9(+14.4)
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 47.6(+15.1)

✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 48.8(+16.3)
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 49.9(+17.4)
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 51.6(+19.1)

Table 5. Quantitative ablation study. We report mAP@.5 of each
experimental setting and its gains are shown in parentheses. † indi-
cates the use of anchor-free head. ST, UC, DP, and CA denote the
teacher-student architecture, uncertainty learning, dynamic data
augmentation, and contrastive learning-based alignment proposed
above, respectively.

Methods mAP@.5

SupContrast [30] 49.9
LCA (ours) 51.6

Table 6. Softmax-based supervised contrastive learning loss com-
pared to our proposed sigmoid-based contrastive learning loss.

trained with the source domain only (above), where we have
chosen three sets of images from left to right: a regular
street scene, a rainy scene, and a dense fog scene. It can
be seen that in the leftmost, even with less domain shift,
CLDA-YOLO still improves the detection performance of
the target domain and provides more accurate detection
boxes. In the middle scene, the detection model of the
source domain has a large number of errors occur, while
CLDA-YOLO basically correctly recognizes the cars ap-

pearing in the scene. In the rightmost foggy scene, the
source-domain detector has failed to recognize objects on
the left side due to occlusion factors, while our proposed al-
gorithm still performs well. More experimental results will
be shown in the Appendix. We further validate the effec-
tiveness of CA by visualizing the feature distribution of the
detection boxes on each of the three detection heads using
t-SNE [49]. As shown in Fig. 5, the CA strategy makes the
object features in two domains forcibly aligned, which mit-
igates the phenomenon of domain shift. Since CA performs
instance-level contrastive learning, dissimilar category dis-
tances are pushed farther apart (e.g., car and persion), indi-
cating the applicability of CA for the object detection task.

5. Conclusion

In this work, we first construct a domain adaptive architec-
ture for a single-stage YOLO detector and propose to utilize
uncertainty learning, dynamic data augmentation, etc. to
improve the performance of the algorithm. To achieve do-
main alignment across multiple sections, we propose Con-
trastive Align(CA) method that obtains a global represen-
tation by maintaining a dynamic queue and performs con-
trastive learning using Sigmoid-based loss. Our proposed
algorithm achieves state-of-the-art performance in multiple
dataset settings. Since the alignment approach we employ
can step outside the binary domain adversarial paradigm,
I hope our work can be extended to Multi-target Domain
Adaptive tasks to provide more efficient and robust object
detection algorithms for the real world in the future.
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