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ABSTRACT

Safe knife practices in the kitchen significantly reduce the risk of cuts, injuries, and serious accidents
during food preparation. Using YOLOv7, an advanced object detection model, this study focuses
on identifying safety risks during knife handling, particularly improper finger placement and blade
contact with hand. The model’s performance was evaluated using metrics such as precision, recall,
mAP50, and mAP50-95. The results demonstrate that YOLOv7 achieved its best performance at
epoch 31, with a mAP50-95 score of 0.7879, precision of 0.9063, and recall of 0.7503. These findings
highlight YOLOv7’s potential to accurately detect knife-related hazards, promoting the development
of improved kitchen safety.

Keywords Computer Vision; YOLO; Object Detection; Real-Time Image processing; Convolutional Neural Networks;
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1 Introduction

Knife safety is an important part of food preparation that is often overlooked despite its importance in preventing
accidents and injuries. Improper knife handling can lead to severe cuts, injuries, and even long-term damage, making
it essential for amateur and experienced cooks to understand proper safety practices. The key to maintaining knife
safety involves careful attention to the positioning of hands and fingers and the knife handling: curling the fingers of
the hand to grip items that need to be cut and hand making contact with the blade or tapping on the top of the blade.
Ensuring that knives are used correctly not only improves efficiency but also minimizes the risk of accidents. This
includes practices such as holding the knife securely and positioning fingers away from the blade. With the right safety
measures, knife-related accidents can be significantly reduced, creating a safer kitchen environment.

Detecting hazards associated with safe knife handling presents several challenges. One of the major issues is the
variation in lighting conditions within the kitchen, which can alter how the knife appears in an image, making it
harder to detect accurately. Additionally, kitchens are often filled with appliances, utensils, and ingredients that can
obstruct, either partially or completely, the knife from view. Sometimes poor image quality complicates the detection
process. Furthermore, other kitchen tools may resemble a knife in shape or color, leading to misidentifications. Another
challenge is the interpretation of hazards, such as improper knife handling, fingers extending over the cutting surface, or
tapping on the blade, which can be difficult for models to recognize accurately.

Histogram of oriented gradients (HOG) focused on horizontal and vertical features, and vertical histograms oriented
gradients (VHOG) concentrated vertical features [1]. Support vector machine (SVM) and extreme learning machine
(ELM)classified movements but struggled with accuracy [2, 3, 4]. Due to the time-consuming nature and frequent
need for manual supervision, CNN models were developed. For detecting objects, combining Faster R-CNN and
GoogleNet demonstrated superior performance [5]. Various models, including ResNet [6], Google-Net [7], Region-
based Convolutional Network method (R-CNN) [8], AlexNet [9], Fast-RCNN [10], Faster-RCNN [11], and VGG-Net
[12] were developed to advance object identification techniques [13].
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You Only Look Once (YOLO) models effectively resolve limitations in data processing, speed, and architecture,
issues that relate to detection accuracy in two-stage detection processes. With DarkNet at its core, YOLOv1 includes
24 convolutional layers, while Fast YOLO has 9 [14]. YOLOv2, an enhancement over previous models, relies on
DarkNet-19 and features clustering focused on size, normalizing input batches, referencing through box, depth class
identification, finer details [15]. YOLOv3, built on DarkNet-53, incorporates residual networks for feature extraction
and uses binary cross-entropy as its loss function [16].In YOLOv4, CSPDarkNet53 serves as the backbone architecture,
and PANet with SPP functions as the neck network for improved performance [17].

CSP-PAN as the neck and SPPF as the head contribute to YOLOv5’s exceptional performance speed [18]. YOLOv6 not
only enhances performance speed but also reduces the complexity of computational demands [19]. YOLOv7 achieves
greater accuracy in detecting objects through the integration of a lead head and an auxiliary head [20]. Identification
of objects and segmentation of images are achieved in YOLOv8 through a revamped CSPDarkNet53 backbone and
PAN-FPN neck. Object detection accuracy was improved in YOLOv9 and YOLOv10 through Generalized Efficient
Layer Aggregation Network and Programmable Gradient Information, with YOLOv10 excluding non-maximum
suppression [21, 22].

This study evaluates the performance of YOLOv7 in identifying hazards associated with knife safety within a kitchen
environment. Key metrics such as accuracy, recall, mAP50, mAP50-95, F1 score, and the confusion matrix are analyzed
to assess its effectiveness. The findings aim to enhance real-time safety systems by providing alerts when knives are
handled improperly, following established safety guidelines to prevent accidents.

The structure of the paper is outlined as follows: The Literature Review section examines knife handling studies with a
special emphasis on YOLO models. In the Methodology section, a comprehensive explanation of YOLOv7’s workflow
and architectures is provided. The Experimental Results and Discussion sections explore the performance matrices in
detail.

2 Literature Review

Safety in knife handling depends on the ability to recognize threats and take measures to avoid accidents. Although
support vector machines analyzed local visual and motion features for offline classification [2, 3], they were unable to
detect food preparation tasks [4]. To classify actions like slicing into cubes, stripping off the peel, blending thoroughly,
and scooping out, data from sensors were recognized by analyzing metrics such as mean score, power, statistical
variance, randomness factor, and spatial alignment [23]. A different study improved activity recognition by incorporating
Wii controllers and combining their sensor data with an RGBD camera positioned to monitor the kitchen area [24].
Haar filters were used with computer vision to detect knives, processing images based on dimension, arrangement, and
structure, achieving a 45% correct detection rate and 85% misclassification rate [25]. Drawbacks encompass longer
processing times, high-level architectures, and the necessity for constant human supervision. The use of Convolutional
Neural Networks (CNNs) led to substantial improvements in computer vision applications, particularly in image analysis
[6, 26, 8, 10, 11, 12, 27, 28]. Faster R-CNN obtained 46.68% accuracy for knife detection, while SqueezeNet achieved
a higher accuracy of 85.44% for gun detection [5]. Retinex and K-means++ helped Faster R-CNN achieve a mAP of
94.3% in helmet detection, with a speed of 11.62 images per second [29]. Using MobileNet for classification with 95%
accuracy, MaskRCNN for detection and segmentation, and PoseNet for skeletal point positioning, the knife and threat
detectors were improved [30].

YOLO demonstrated 97.4% accuracy for gun detection, and ResNet achieved 73.2% accuracy for knife detection in the
study’s X-ray baggage security framework [31]. YOLOv2 detected objects for visually impaired individuals in cluttered
environments, combining with shape-oriented methods to estimate three-dimensional models in kitchens, offering safety
instructions at 90.45% accuracy and 0.86 frames per second [32]. Using YOLOv3, VGG-16 achieved a higher Average
Precision (AP) of 62.2% for hand detection, outperforming MobileNet-Lite, although dynamic hand movements and
noise were limitations [33]. For real-time safety management in on-site power work, a lightweight YOLOv4 model was
proposed using depthwise separable convolutions, a mobile-inverted bottleneck structure, and an enhanced bidirectional
fusion network, achieving a 93.11% parameter reduction, a 22% detection speed boost, and 84.82% accuracy [34].

SafeCOOK, a system using YOLOv5 and Kernelized Correlation Filter, tracked kitchen appliances to enhance safety
by identifying environment. YOLOv5 struggled with overlapping objects, while combining with Single and Multiple
Object Tracking reduced errors. The model achieved high performance with mAP50 of 97.6%, 89 epochs, and 10 frames
per second [35, 36, 37, 38]. YOLOv6 was utilized for fire detection in smart cities, achieving 98% performance, 96%
recall, and 83% precision, and will be further developed for better handling of difficult scenarios and a three-dimensional
CNN/U-Net approach [39]. Using YOLOv7 and YOLOv8 architectures, weapon detection was performed with accurate
bounding box annotations, where YOLOv7-e6 achieved a 90.3% mAP at a 0.5 IoU threshold, and future developments
will enhance YOLOv8 for real-time object detection[40].

2



A.S.GEETHA.: PERFORMANCE OF YOLOV7 IN KITCHEN SAFETY WHILE HANDLING KNIFE- JANUARY 10, 2025

In a study using YOLOv8, a pre-trained model was tested for knife detection, and a custom model was trained for knives
[41], while another study employed YOLOv8 for detecting violations in hygiene with 89% accuracy for food safety
[42]. The study introduces Ghost Convolution (GC)-YOLOv9 for real-time traffic surveillance, achieving mAP0.5
scores of 77.15 and 74.95 on the BDD100K and Cityscapes datasets, respectively, by enhancing smart city applications
in safety protocols, fire detection, and security networks [43]. In a study by Athulya and Hussain, YOLOv5, YOLOv8,
and YOLOv10 for knife safety detection across five classes were compared, YOLOv5 and YOLOv8 performed well in
identifying hazard 1 and hazard 2, respectively, and all three YOLO models performed equally in detecting cutting
board [44, 45, 46, 47].

This literature review focuses on the application of object detection, specifically YOLO models. YOLO models show
significant advancements in optimization, acceleration, and scalability, handling blurred images and recognizing small
or hard-to-detect objects efficiently. In this study, securely holding vegetables with curled fingers and tapping the blade
are two hazards that have been considered and analyzed for the performance of YOLOv7.

3 Methodology

3.1 Dataset

The dataset used in this study was captured with an Apple iPhone15 Pro, where the video’s resolution is 1920 × 1080
pixel. The video underwent processing with a Python script, resulting in 6,004 individual frames. Manually processed
in Label Studio, the frames were sorted into six categories: cutting board, hands, vegetable, knife, hazard 1 (curl finger),
and hazard 2 (hand touching blade). The investigation of safe knife use in the kitchen identified hazard 1 as curling
fingers to avoid accidental injuries, and hazard 2 as a hand making contact with the blade to prevent serious harm.
Figures 1A-D show that the hand-holding vegetable is curled (Figure 1A) and fingers are extended (Figure 1B), as well
as safe handling of knife (Figure 1C) and hand touching the blade (Figure 1D).

Figure 1: Knife hazards sample.

3.2 Data Augmentation

Data preprocessing enhances image analysis in machine learning and computer vision by increasing dataset diversity
used in various applications such as pallet racking [48], Medical [49] and emotion detection [50] applications . It
addresses challenges such as class imbalance, overfitting, and varying conditions, like lighting and occlusions, essential
for real-world applications. By introducing transformations like rotations, scaling, and variations in lighting, the model
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becomes robust, adapting to unseen data and diverse scenarios, such as detecting kitchen hazards with dynamic hand
gestures and obstructed views. This improves model accuracy, ensuring safer knife-handling practices in kitchen
environments.

3.2.1 Flip

A model trained on flipped and unflipped images will be more helpful in detecting objects or actions regardless of
positioning. The horizontal flip option flips the image along its vertical axis (left-to-right). The vertical flip option flips
the image along its horizontal axis (top-to-bottom).

Equation 1 given below is for horizontal flipping of the image.

F ′(x, y) = F (W − x− 1, y), (1)

where F ′ is the resulting image; F is the original image; W indicates width; and x and y mean horizontal and vertical
coordinates, respectively.

3.2.2 Crop

Cropping helps in centering the key features of the image, such as objects or actions, which are crucial for model
training. Here, the minimum cropped image is 0%, i.e., original image, and the maximum zoom is 20%, where 20% of
the image’s width and height is removed.

Equation 2 denotes 20% crop at width and height of the images.

F ′ = F [top+ p× height, bottom− p× height, left+ p× width, right− p (2)

p indicates 20% cropping.

3.2.3 Rotation

By generating rotated images at different angles, the model generalizes better to new and unseen data with different
positions. When the image is rotated counterclockwise by 15 degrees (-15 degrees), the subject appears tilted to the left.
When the image is rotated clockwise by 15 degrees (+15 degrees), the subject appears tilted to the right.

Equation 3 shows the mathematical representation for rotation.

F ′ = rotate(F, θ) (3)

3.2.4 Random Grayscale

Processing 15% of colored images in grayscale strengthens the model’s performance by emphasizing textures and
shapes, reducing dependence on colors. The intensity of light (brightness) is preserved, ranging from black to white
(Figure 2).
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Figure 2: Grayscle image

Equation 4 shows the formula for grayscale.

F ′ =

{
0.299×R+ 0.587×G+ 0.114×B, with probability p

F, with probability (1− p)
(4)

R denotes red, G means green, and B indicates blue; p represents the transformation probability.

3.2.5 Shear

Shear preprocessing technique distorts the image along one axis to simulate changes in perspective. The images are
horizontally sheared by +10 degrees and -10 degrees, respectively, creating a slanted or tilted effect along the horizontal
axis, where objects appear to lean left or right. The images are vertically sheared by +10 degrees and -10 degrees,
respectively. This creates distortion along the vertical axis, where objects appear stretched or compressed vertically.

For distortion, shearing allows the object or subject to appear to be slanted (Equation 5).

F ′ = F · S (5)

S means shear matrix.

3.2.6 Hue

Hue augmentation adjusts the colors of an image. Shifting the hue by -25 degrees and +25 degrees causes a color
change where the overall tone is shifted to a different part of the color spectrum.

Equation 6 shows the notation for hue.

F ′ = F +H (6)

3.2.7 Saturation

Saturation augmentation randomly adjusts the vibrancy of the colors in an image, either increasing or decreasing it.
This makes the model less sensitive to changes in color intensity, improving its robustness and generalization to various
real-world conditions. The result of reducing the saturation by 25%, making the image less vibrant; colors appear duller
and closer to grayscale but still retain some color information. The result of increasing the saturation by 25%, making
the colors more vibrant and intense.

The saturation formula is given in Equation 7.

F ′ = adjust_saturation(F, α) (7)

5



A.S.GEETHA.: PERFORMANCE OF YOLOV7 IN KITCHEN SAFETY WHILE HANDLING KNIFE- JANUARY 10, 2025

The saturation adjustment factor is identified by α.

3.2.8 Brightness

Brightness adjusts the light intensity of an image, either brightening or darkening it. This helps the model to adapt to
various brightness levels to detect hazards correctly in different environments. The brightness variation is set to 15%,
meaning the images can randomly be brightened or darkened by up to 15% during augmentation.

Equation 8 indicates notation of brightness. An adjusting factor is given as β.

F ′ = clip(F + β × 255, 0, 255) (8)

3.2.9 Exposure

Exposure augmentation adjusts the overall brightness of an image, either darkening or brightening it. The image’s
exposure has been reduced by 10%, making it appear darker. This displays underexposed conditions, such as low light.
The image’s exposure has been increased by 10%, making it appear brighter. This indicates overexposed conditions,
such as direct sunlight.

Equation 9 denotes expression for exposure, with A an exposure adjustment factor.

F ′ = F ×
(
1 +

A

100

)
, (9)

3.2.10 Blur

Blur augmentation involves applying Gaussian blur to an image to reduce sharpness and simulate out-of-focus conditions.
The result shows that when applying a 2.5px Gaussian blur, the image becomes slightly blurred. The sharpness of edges
and fine details in the image is reduced, mimicking a scenario where the subject is slightly out of focus.

σ indicates the standard deviation of the Gaussian blur kernel (Equation 10).

F ′ = Blur(F, σ), (10)

3.2.11 Noise

Noise augmentation simulates real-world imperfections by introducing random noise to an image. The result of applying
1.01% noise indicates that small random speckles are visible throughout the image, simulating common imperfections
like graininess or static caused by low light or sensor errors.

Equation 11 is given below:

F ′ = F +N (11)

3.2.12 Cutout

Cutout augmentation randomly removes sections of an image, simulating object occlusion. This helps train model to be
more resilient to missing or obscured data. About 10% of the image’s area is obscured by three black rectangles. These
rectangles represent regions of the image that have been randomly removed to simulate occlusion.

Equation 12 is given as follows:

F ′(x, y) =

{
0 if (x, y) ∈ cutout regions,
F (x, y) otherwise,

(12)

where F (x, y): the pixel value at coordinates (x, y) in the original image; F ′(x, y): the pixel value at coordinates (x, y)
in the augmented image; and cutout regions: rectangular patches that are randomly placed on the image.
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3.3 Architecture of YOLOv7

YOLOv7’s performance across a broad range of FPS (5-160) highlights its adaptability for both high-speed and high-
resolution requirements. At 56 FPS, YOLOv7-E6 outperforms SWIN-L Cascade-Mask R-CNN (9.2 FPS, 53.9% AP)
and ConvNeXt-XL Cascade-Mask R-CNN (8.6 FPS, 55.2% AP), achieving 509% and 551% faster speeds, respectively,
along with better accuracy. YOLOv7’s approach avoids reliance on pre-trained weights or external datasets, being
trained solely from scratch on the MS COCO dataset. YOLOv7 backbones skip ImageNet pre-trained backbones and
instead utilize Extended Efficient Layer Aggregation Network (E-ELAN) as their computational block. While Network
Architecture Search (NAS) performs independent, parameter-specific scaling, a compound model scaling approach,
scaling width and depth coherently, further optimizes concatenation-based models [51]. By using Bag of Freebies,
models achieve enhanced performance without incurring additional training costs, while re-parameterization improves
inference by replacing the 3×3 convolution layer in E-ELAN with RepConv, alongside experiments adjusting RepConv,
3×3 Conv, and identity connection (a 1×1 convolutional layer) [52, 53, 54].

In the architecture of a YOLO-based object detection framework, the backbone extracts multi-scale features from
the input image through layers. Then, these features are input into the Feature Pyramid Network (FPN), which
integrates multi-resolution data through techniques like upsampling and concatenation for better feature representation.
Multiple detection heads process the resulting feature maps to output object classification, bounding box regression,
and objectness score predictions. The architecture employs Conv Blocks for feature processing, Upsample Blocks for
modifying spatial resolution, and Concatenate operations to combine features. Allow injection points in the architecture
to substitute components like the 3×3 convolution with more efficient or specialized options. This architecture ensures
efficient and accurate object detection across scales over other detection models (Table 1).

Table 1: YOLOv7 Architecture.

Layer Activation Filters Size Repeat Output Size
Image - - - - 640 × 640
Conv0 SiLU 32 3 × 3 / 2 1 320 × 320
Conv1 SiLU 64 3 × 3 / 2 1 160 × 160
Conv2 SiLU 128 3 × 3 / 2 1 80 × 80
Conv3 SiLU 256 3 × 3 / 2 1 40 × 40

ELAN0 SiLU 256 - 1 40 × 40
Conv4 SiLU 512 3 × 3 / 2 1 20 × 20

ELAN1 SiLU 512 - 1 20 × 20
Conv5 SiLU 1024 3 × 3 / 2 1 10 × 10

ELAN2 SiLU 1024 - 1 10 × 10
SPPCSPC SiLU 1024 - 1 10 × 10

Conv6 SiLU 512 1 × 1 1 20 × 20
Upsample - - - 1 20 × 20

C3 SiLU 256 - 1 20 × 20
Upsample - - - 1 40 × 40

C3 SiLU 128 - 1 40 × 40
Head SiLU Varies - - Varies

To detail, the network begins with the input image and applies a series of convolutional layers, which progressively
extract features while reducing spatial resolution and increasing channel depth. These features are further processed
through ELAN blocks, which efficiently aggregate multi-scale features using a combination of convolution, concatena-
tion, and other operations. The Spatial Pyramid Pooling - Cross Stage Partial Connections (SPPCSPC) enhances the
network’s ability to detect objects of varying sizes by pooling multi-scale contextual information and fusing it into the
feature map. he architecture also incorporates upsampling layers to increase spatial resolution, allowing multi-scale
feature fusion through C3 blocks. Finally, the Head layer produces predictions for object detection, including class
probabilities, bounding box coordinates, and confidence scores, ensuring robust detection at multiple scales. YOLOv7’s
modular design, which combines downsampling, upsampling, and multi-scale fusion, enables high efficiency and
accuracy, making it one of the most effective real-time object detection models, which makes YOLOv7 better than
other previous YOLO models.
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4 Experimental Results

The performance of YOLOv7 during training and validation is analyzed and discussed in this section. It achieved
accuracy improvements by training and validating in a PyTorch environment with NVIDIA GPUs, fine-tuning hyperpa-
rameters over 40 epochs. Training employed the AdamW optimizer, set to a learning rate of 0.001 and a momentum
factor of 0.9. Fine-tuning targeted parameter groups by excluding weights from decay adjustments and applying L2
regularization to biases with a decay rate of 0.0005. By mitigating overfitting, this method allowed the model to retain
strong generalization performance.

A precision-confidence curve for an object detection model explains how precision varies across different confidence
thresholds for each class (Figure 3). The x-axis denotes the confidence score thresholds, ranging from 0.0 to 1.0, while
the y-axis indicates precision, the proportion of true positive predictions out of all positive predictions. The combined
performance across all classes, with the note, 1.00 at 0.874, indicated that the model achieves perfect precision (1.00) for
all classes at a confidence threshold of 0.874. Classes like "cutting board" demonstrate consistently high precision even
at lower confidence thresholds, while "hazard 2 - hand touching blade" shows reduced precision at lower thresholds,
indicating a higher occurrence of false positives

Figure 3: Precision-confidence value of YOLOv7 for Kitchen dataset.

The graph depicts the precision of the YOLOv7 model across training epochs (Figure 4). The x-axis represents the
number of epochs, ranging from 0 to 40, while the y-axis indicates precision as a percentage, from 0 to 100. The
precision value fluctuates throughout the training process, starting at a low level during the initial epochs and rapidly
increasing as the model learns. As training progresses, the precision stabilizes around the middle epochs, with occasional
dips and peaks reflecting the model’s adaptation to the dataset. Toward the later epochs, the precision consistently
raises near higher values, indicating that the model has improved its ability to make accurate predictions. However, a
slight decline at the end suggests either overfitting or the need for further fine-tuning. Overall, the graph highlights the
training dynamics and the model’s gradual improvement in precision over time.
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Figure 4: Precision of YOLOv7.

In Figure 5, the x-axis represents the confidence score thresholds, ranging from 0.0 to 1.0, while the y-axis displays
recall, which measures the proportion of correctly detected objects. The combined recall performance across all classes,
with a maximum recall of 0.94, achieved a confidence threshold of 0.000. Certain classes, such as "cutting board" and
"hand," maintain high recall even at higher confidence thresholds, indicating the model’s strong detection ability for
these categories.

Figure 5: Recall-confidence value of YOLOv7.

The graph depicts the recall of the YOLOv7 model across training epochs (Figure 6). The curve starts at a low value in
the initial epochs, reflecting the model’s limited ability to detect positive instances early in training. As the training
progresses, recall increases steadily, with significant improvements observed during the early to mid-epochs. There
is some fluctuation in the recall values, particularly around the middle epochs, as the model adjusts its parameters
and learns the underlying patterns in the dataset. Toward the later epochs, the recall stabilizes at higher levels, with a
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noticeable upward trend near the end, indicating the model’s increasing capability to detect positive instances accurately.
The overall trend highlights the gradual improvement in the model’s recall performance as training advances. This
graph provides insights into how the YOLOv7 model’s ability to detect objects evolves and improves with each epoch.

Figure 6: Recall of YOLOv7.

In precision-recall curve, the x-axis represents recall, which measures the proportion of true positive detections out
of all actual positives, while the y-axis shows precision, the proportion of true positives out of all predicted positives
(Figure 7). The "cutting board" class achieves the highest AP of 0.995, while "hazard 2 - hand touching blade" has
a significantly lower AP of 0.290. A mean average precision (mAP) of 0.821 at an Intersection over Union (IoU)
threshold of 0.5 was achieved in the overall model performance across all classes. Classes like "hand" (0.971 AP) and
"vegetable" (0.978 AP) demonstrate excellent detection performance, while "hazard 2 - hand touching blade" struggles,
reflecting challenges in detecting certain object categories.

Figure 7: Precision versus recall of YOLOv7.
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The mean Average Precision (mAP) at an IoU threshold of 0.5 (mAP0.5) for the YOLOv7 model over 40 epochs is
shown in Figure 8. Initially, the mAP0.5 starts at a very low value, reflecting the model’s limited detection capabilities
in the early stages of training. As training progresses, the mAP0.5 increases steadily, with fluctuations in the middle
epochs as the model fine-tunes its ability to localize and classify objects. The upward trend toward the later epochs
demonstrates the model’s improvement in performance, with the mAP0.5 stabilizing and reaching higher levels by
the end of training. Overall, this graph highlights the YOLOv7 model’s gradual learning and improvement in object
detection accuracy, achieving a solid performance by the end of the training process.

Figure 8: mAP50 of YOLOv7.

In F1 curve, the value "0.75 at 0.102" in the legend indicates that the overall maximum F1 score is 0.75, achieved
at a confidence threshold of 0.102. The curves show that most classes achieve their peak F1 scores at relatively low
confidence thresholds before declining as the threshold increases. For example, classes like "cutting board" and "hand"
maintain high F1 scores across a wide range of thresholds, reflecting strong precision and recall. In contrast, "hazard 2 -
hand touching blade" struggles, with a much lower F1 score, indicating difficulties in accurately detecting this class.
Overall, the F1-Confidence curve provides a clear visualization of how the model’s performance varies across classes
and confidence thresholds, helping to identify an optimal threshold for achieving balanced precision and recall while
highlighting classes that may require further optimization (Figure 9).

Figure 9: F1 curve of YOLOv7.
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Confusion matrix for the YOLOv7 model shows the model’s performance in predicting object classes (Figure 10).
The model achieves perfect accuracy (1.00) for predicting "cutting board" and "hand," while other classes like "knife"
(0.85) and "vegetable" (0.99) show high but not best performance. "Knife" is sometimes misclassified as "vegetable"
with a value of 0.32, and "hazard 1 - curl fingers" shows significant misclassification as "hand" with a value of 0.12.
Background false negatives (FN) and background false positives (FP) cells highlight the model’s errors in detecting or
misinterpreting objects in the background. The intensity of the blue shading visually represents the magnitude of the
values, with darker shades indicating higher accuracy or higher misclassification rates. Overall, this confusion matrix
provides insights into the model’s strengths and weaknesses, highlighting areas where the model is best (e.g., "cutting
board") and where it is not (e.g., distinguishing "knife" from "vegetable").

Figure 10: Confusion matrix of YOLOv7.

To conclude, the precision graph shows steady growth over training, stabilizing at higher levels in later epochs. The
recall graph similarly indicates consistent improvement, with high levels achieved by the end of training. The mAP@0.5
graph demonstrates a steady increase in overall detection performance, with the model effectively balancing precision
and recall by the final epochs. The F1 curve highlights YOLOv7’s strong overall performance with a peak F1 score of
0.75 at a 0.102 confidence threshold. The confusion matrix reveals excellent performance for certain classes, such as
"cutting board" and "hand," with the best accuracy, but misclassifications for challenging categories like "hazard 1 - curl
fingers" and "hazard 2 - hand touching blade." There is also some confusion between "knife" and "vegetable" and issues
with background false positives and negatives, suggesting room for improvement. Overall, YOLOv7 demonstrates
strong performance, achieving high accuracy and generalization for most classes.
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5 Discussion

The evaluation of YOLOv7 using various performance metrics and visualization tools provides valuable insights into the
strengths and limitations of the model. The precision and recall graphs show an improvement during training, indicating
that the model effectively learns to balance the trade-offs between correctly identifying objects and minimizing false
positives. The stabilization of both precision and recall in the later epochs suggests that the model achieves a level of
understanding of the dataset. Fluctuations observed in the middle epochs reflect the challenges the model faces when
learning complex patterns.

The mAP@0.5 metric further reinforces the model’s strong performance, with a steady increase throughout the training
process. This metric, which balances localization and classification accuracy, highlights the model’s effectiveness in
detecting objects across a range of confidence thresholds. The F1-Confidence curve further supports these findings by
illustrating the model’s ability to balance precision and recall across confidence thresholds. The peak F1 score of 0.75
at a 0.102 confidence threshold highlights the model’s overall effectiveness.

The confusion matrix provides a better view of the model’s behavior, revealing areas where it excels and struggles.
Classes such as "cutting board" and "hand" achieve near-perfect accuracy, demonstrating the model’s capability to
handle well-defined objects. However, misclassifications of classes, such as confusion between "knife" and "vegetable"
or difficulties in detecting "hazard 1 - curl fingers" and "hazard 2 - hand touching blade," indicate that the model
struggles with visually similar or complex classes.

6 Conclusions

This study evaluates the performance of YOLOv7 across multiple metrics, including precision, recall, mAP, F1 score,
and confusion matrix analysis, providing a comprehensive understanding of the model’s strengths and limitations.
YOLOv7 demonstrates robust object detection capabilities, with high precision and recall achieved during training and
a peak mAP@0.5 indicating strong overall accuracy in detecting and localizing objects. The model excels in identifying
well-defined classes such as "cutting board" and "hand," but exhibits challenges in distinguishing visually similar or
complex classes, such as "knife" and "vegetable," or hazardous scenarios like "hand touching blade." The F1 curve
further emphasizes the model’s ability to balance precision and recall, with a peak F1 score of 0.75 at a confidence
threshold of 0.102.

Research could be extended to analyze the model’s adaptability to different types of knife shapes and food substances,
where kitchen tools or equipment obstruct visibility. The dataset can also be enlarged to cover additional hazards and
new classes. This investigation could be extended to other sectors, such as renewable energy [55, 56], healthcare [57]
and wireless sensor networks for wide scale edge based deployments [58]
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