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ABSTRACT
Roadside billboards and other forms of outdoor advertising play a
crucial role in marketing initiatives; however, they can also distract
drivers, potentially contributing to accidents. This study delves
into the significance of roadside advertising in images captured
from a driver’s perspective. Firstly, it evaluates the effectiveness
of neural networks in detecting advertising along roads, focusing
on the YOLOv5 and Faster R-CNN models. Secondly, the study
addresses the determination of billboard significance using methods
for saliency extraction. The UniSal and SpectralResidual methods
were employed to create saliency maps for each image. The study
establishes a database of eye tracking sessions captured during city
highway driving to assess the saliency models.

CCS CONCEPTS
• Computing methodologies → Object detection; Interest
point and salient region detections.
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1 INTRODUCTION
Outdoor advertising, particularly through roadside billboards, plays
an integral role in contemporary marketing strategies, serving as
a prominent medium for brand promotion. However, the wide-
spread presence of these advertisements along roadways raises
concerns about potential distractions for drivers, which could lead
to safety hazards and accidents. Recognizing the dual impact of
outdoor advertising on marketing effectiveness and road safety, this
study investigates the nuanced significance of roadside advertising
through a driver’s perspective.

This study leverages the capabilities of neural networks. The
YOLOv5 and Faster R-CNN models are evaluated for their effec-
tiveness in detecting advertising spaces along roads. Furthermore,
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the study delves into the determination of billboard significance
through saliency extraction methods. By employing the UniSal and
SpectralResidual techniques, the research aims to create saliency
maps for each image, providing insights into the key features that
capture a driver’s attention.

To ground the findings in real-world driving scenarios, the data-
base of eye tracking sessions conducted during city highway driving
was created within the study. By utilizing eye tracking data, the
research seeks to evaluate the effectiveness of the saliency models
in capturing the attention of drivers.

The paper is organized as follows. The second section provides
an overview of the previous works in the area of billboard/object
detection and saliency extraction as well as the research on the
relevance and viewability of billboards. In the third section datasets
used for training and evaluation of the proposed methods are dis-
cussed. In the fourth section, the proposed method is described.
In the fifth section, the results of the acquired experiments are
presented. Then the Conclusions are given.

2 RELATEDWORK
This section delves into previous research on the relevance and
viewability of billboards, billboard detection, and saliency extrac-
tion methods. In the area of billboard relevance, several factors such
as gaze duration, placement, and content impact on driver atten-
tion and road safety were examined. The placement of advertising
significantly affects its reach. Advertisements on the driver’s side
of the road attract more fixations than those on the opposite side
[Costa et al. 2019]. Contrary to the assumption that the height of
the advertisement placement prolongs fixation duration, studies
reveal that drivers look more at advertisements at road level than
those elevated three or more meters above the ground, except when
drivers intentionally seek out higher-placed advertisements. Ad-
ditionally, factors such as the angle of the advertising surface, the
complexity of the traffic section, and the environment influence the
visibility of advertisements [Costa et al. 2019; Crundall et al. 2006;
Mollu et al. 2018; Zalesinska 2018].

Content is another crucial characteristic. Research shows that
advertisements with longer text, a sexual undertone, or featuring
human beings result in longer fixations [Harasimczuk et al. 2021;
Maliszewski et al. 2019; Meuleners et al. 2020; Tarnowski et al. 2017].
Moreover, more complex advertisements tend to capture the driver’s
gaze for a longer duration [Marciano et al. 2017]. Advertisements
eliciting negative emotions in drivers also lead to longer fixations
and reduced speed, with negative content being more memorable
according to post-drive questionnaires filled out by drivers [Chan
and Singhal 2013]. While our study focuses solely on the saliency
of billboards, it can be extended in the future to analyze other
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important aspects that increase the duration of fixations among
drivers.

2.1 Billboard detection
Since billboard detection is a special case of object detection, we will
discuss it further in the following section. Convolutional Neural
Networks (CNNs) for object detection typically use a universal
backbone for extracting image features, paired with a framework to
recognize object classes and generate bounding boxes. Two primary
categories of object detectors have emerged: single-stage and two-
stage detectors.

In two-stage detectors, a network first proposes objects, which
are then verified in a second stage. The initial bounding boxes are
refined in this second stage for greater precision. Faster R-CNN is
a notable example of a two-stage detector, known for its accuracy
[Ren et al. 2015]. Its extension, Mask R-CNN, also detects object
masks [He et al. 2017].

Single-stage detectors refine bounding boxes in one pass through
the network. This is exemplified by anchor-based methods like
RetinaNet [Lin et al. 2017] and anchor-free approaches like YOLO
[Redmon et al. 2016] and FCOS [Tian et al. 2019]. Keypoint-based
methods detect key points at bounding box corners [Law and Deng
2018] or centers [Zhou et al. 2019], with regression outputs to define
the boxes. ATSS offers a unique single-stage approach with adaptive
training sample selection [Zhang et al. 2020].

There were also several studies dealing with the CNN methods
for outdoor advertising detection, usually relying on transfer learn-
ing [Chavan et al. 2021; Hossari et al. 2018; Liu et al. 2018; Rahmat
et al. 2019]. For instance, one approach [Rahmat et al. 2019] used
AlexNet’s Deep Convolutional Neural Network (DCNN) with induc-
tive transfer learning, achieving high training accuracy for adver-
tisement billboard detection. Other methods, such as the attention-
based multi-scale feature fusion region proposal network (AM-RPN)
based on Faster R-CNN [Liu et al. 2018], incorporated advanced
techniques like adaptive non-maximum suppression to enhance
detection performance in challenging conditions.

2.2 Saliency extraction
Much of the existing literature on visual saliency modeling focuses
on predicting human visual attention mechanisms in static scenes.
First models [Hou and Zhang 2007; Itti et al. 1998; Judd et al. 2009;
Sun and Fisher 2003] primarily concentrate on low-level image
features, such as intensity, contrast, color, and edges, referred to as
bottom-up methods. One of them the Spectral Residue [Hou and
Zhang 2007] is considered fast and robust. Recent advancements
leverage deep neural networks, starting with Vig et al. [Vig et al.
2014]. Jiang et al. [Jiang et al. 2015] collected SALICON, a large-
scale saliency dataset, facilitating exploration in deep learning-
based saliency modeling. Other studies center around network
architecture design, and varying model sizes. In [Droste et al. 2020]
Droste et al. proposed UNISAL saliency extraction method achieves
state-of-the-art performance on all video saliency datasets and was
on par with the state-of-the-art for image saliency datasets, despite
faster runtime and a 5 to 20-fold smaller model size compared to
all competing deep methods. For a thorough review of saliency

Figure 1: Image with annotated billboards from our dataset

extraction methods see [Abraham and Kovoor 2023; Ullah et al.
2020].

3 DATASET
This section discuss datasets used and created within this work.

In our solution, we use two datasets. The first dataset is the ex-
isting Mapillary Vistas Dataset [Neuhold et al. 2017], which is ideal
due to its extensive street scenes and diverse object annotations. It
contains 25,000 images with annotations for training and validation
sets, divided into 18,000 training images, 2,000 validation images,
and 5,000 test images.

The second dataset is custom, created using car dashboard im-
agery and an eyetracker. For eyetracking, we used the Tobii Pro
Glasses 3. The roads were chosen to represent various driving sce-
narios, including highways and urban streets, aiming to cover a
wide range of real-world conditions. This dataset has 1580 images,
standardized to 1920 × 1080 pixels. Figure 1 shows an example.

Creating this dataset was challenging and time-consuming, re-
quiring many images. All images were manually annotated, with
each image having one associated file. We used Roboflow to la-
bel the billboards, focusing on large advertisements and excluding
smaller ads, such as store names and distant billboards. This dataset
will be available online (link omitted due to double-blind review). It
was created with images from 3 drivers (2 males, 1 female, ages 22-
26) and divided into training (1350 images), validation (150 images),
and test (80 images) sets for model training and evaluation.

4 PROPOSED METHOD
To address the challenge of determining the saliency of advertise-
ments, we propose the following procedure.

(1) detection of the advertising areas in the input image,
(2) creating a saliency map for the input image,
(3) obtaining the average saliency of the advertisement areas,
(4) checking whether the average significance value of the ad

space is large enough,
(5) classifying the saliency of the advertising spaces.

A scheme of the process can be seen in Figure 2 and detailed expla-
nation of steps is provided in the subsequent text.

To detect billboard areas, we opted to test the YOLO[Redmon
et al. 2016] and Faster R-CNNmodels[Ren et al. 2015]. These models
achieve very good results in terms of speed while maintaining
sufficient detection accuracy. During the evaluation, we use models
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Figure 2: The scheme of the process of classification of the significance of billboards on the images

pretrained on the MS COCO dataset [Lin et al. 2014]. We evaluate
the models and use the better model to detect the billboard areas
for the following saliency detection.

4.1 Saliency extraction methods
After identifying regions of interest using object detection models,
the next step involves generating a saliency map from the original
image. To achieve this, we explored two distinct methods designed
for saliency extraction: spectral residue[Hou and Zhang 2007] and
UniSal [Droste et al. 2020]. The Spectral Residue method oper-
ates by breaking down the image into its phase and amplitude
components using Fourier transform. By smoothing the amplitude
component, we emphasize outliers, which are areas significantly
different from the average. Subtracting this smoothed amplitude
from the original component reveals regions that stand out the
most, highlighting salient areas effectively [Hou and Zhang 2007].
In contrast, theUniSalmodel [Droste et al. 2020] offers a more com-
prehensive approach. It is specifically engineered to handle saliency
modeling in both images and videos. The architecture utilizes an
encoder - RNN - decoder design tailored for salience modeling. The
model first encodes the input image using MobileNet-V2 [Sandler
et al. 2018], capturing its essential features. Then, a convolutional
Gated Recurrent Unit (GRU) RNN processes this information to
capture temporal dependencies, if applicable. This sophisticated
design allows UniSal to effectively identify salient regions in diverse
visual content

4.2 Billboard Significance Assessment
After obtaining the saliency maps, we determine the significance
of billboards by assessing the average saliency value within the
bounding box of each billboard area. Using the Spectral residual and
UniSal methods, we generate saliency maps, focusing specifically
on regions corresponding to advertising areas. In these areas, we
normalized the saliency values of all pixels to an interval from 0 to 1.
The average saliency value in each area is obtained by summing and
dividing these normalized values by the number of pixels in the area.
Similarly, we compute the average saliency value for all advertising
areas using the same methodology. To classify the significance of
an advertisement, we compared the average salience value of the

advertising space and the average salience value of all advertising
spaces. If the average salience value is greater, the advertising space
is classified as salient. Subsequently, we validate the significance
of billboards based on eyetracker data. A billboard is classified as
significant if corresponding eye fixations are observed within the
billboard area in the eyetracker image. This serves as a crucial
validation step in confirming the impact and visibility of billboards.

5 RESULTS
The evaluation was performed in two phases. At first, we focused
on the evaluation and comparison of the YOLOv5 and Faster R-
CNN models, which are used to detect advertising areas. Then, we
evaluated the methods for extracting saliency in the image and the
method for classifying the significance of advertising spaces.

For testing purposes, we used the test dataset that consists of
80 images containing a total of 210 billboard areas. The dataset
contains images with a resolution of 1920 × 1080, featuring bill-
board areas from both highways and cities. These images include
diverse lighting conditions, weather scenarios, and instances where
billboard areas may be occluded with other objects.

For the evaluation of the model, we have employed standard
metrics used to determine the accuracy of a detector, the Intersec-
tion over Union (IoU). It expresses how much the bounding box of
the predicted object overlaps with the actual bounding box of the
object. Another widely used metric for evaluating object detectors
is average precision (AP). It is used e.g. in COCO challenges. The
average precision is evaluated over several IoU values ranging from
0.5 to 0.95 with a step of 0.05.

Table 1: Results of models for detecting billboards after fine-
tuning on Mapillary Vistas dataset.

Model AP@0.5 AP@0.5:0.95
YOLOv5 63.2% 48.1%
Faster R-CNN 55.8% 40.2%
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In Table 1 we can see the results of the models after fine-tuning
on Mapillary Vistas dataset. We experimented with various com-
binations of data augmentation techniques, and the most favor-
able outcomes were achieved when incorporating random rotation
(ranging from −10◦ to 10◦), random brightness adjustment (ranging
from −10% to 10%), random Gaussian noise insertion, and random
clipping.

Next, testing of the models fine-tuned on our dataset was per-
formed. The results are shown in the Table 2.

Table 2: Results of models for detecting billboards after fine-
tuning on our dataset.

Model AP@0.5 AP@0.5:0.95
YOLOv5 96.6% 69.5%
Faster R-CNN 89.6% 58.4%

In Tables 1 and 2, we can notice that significantly better results
were obtained on our dataset than on the Mapillary Vistas dataset.
The reason for these differences is that in the Mapillary Vistas
dataset, the images are of a much higher resolution (at most up to
5248 × 3936 pixels), where even very small and distant advertising
areas are annotated. When training the models for object detection,
the size of the images is reduced to a smaller size (1920×1080 pixels
in our case) on input, and thus the very small advertising areas
annotated on the high-resolution images are "faded out".

5.1 Comparing Saliency Maps to Fixation Maps
We analyzed the saliency maps generated by our models against
the ground truth fixation maps gathered using the eyetracker. To
evaluate the consistency between the saliency and fixation maps,
we utilized two evaluation metrics: Area Under ROC Curve (AUC)
and Normalized Scanpath Saliency (NSS) [Riche et al. 2013]. These
metrics quantify the agreement between the predicted saliency and
actual fixation points, providing complementary insights into the
effectiveness of our saliency extraction methods.

The ideal value of the AUC-Judd metric is 1, which means that
it represents a 100% detection accuracy. The random saliency map
has a resulting value of 0.5, which means that using our methods,
we should obtain a value greater than 0.5.

A positive NSS score indicates that the saliency value at a fixation
point is above the mean saliency value, while a negative score
indicates a saliency value below the mean. The mean used here is
the average of all standardized saliency values at fixation points.
For instance, an NSS score of 1 means that the saliency values at
fixation points were 1 standard deviation above the mean saliency
value. Unlike AUC, NSS works with actual saliency values and is
more sensitive to false positives, providing a nuanced assessment
of how well a saliency model aligns with human eye fixations.

Table 3: Results of saliency models.

Method AUC NSS
Unisal 0,926 2,287
SpectralResidual 0,915 2,921

In Table 3 we can see that both used methods performed well
and achieved good results on the test dataset.

5.2 Significance of the billboards
In assessing the significance of billboards, we computed the average
saliency values for all advertising spaces in the training set. The
resulting average significance value, normalized to the interval
from 0 to 1, was determined to be 0.416.

Table 4: The billboards’ significance results.

Method Accuracy Sensitivity
Unisal 82,6% 74,0%
SpectralResidual 69,2% 78,3%

In Table 4, we can observe that our method for detecting the
significance of billboard areas achieved an accuracy of 82.6% and
a sensitivity of 74.0% when generating saliency maps using the
UniSal method. When employing the SpectralResidual method, the
accuracy was 69.2%, and the sensitivity was 78.3%. This implies that
when using the UniSal method, there is a higher likelihood that
predicted positive detections were indeed correct.

6 CONCLUSION AND DISCUSION
In this study, we introduced amethod for classifying the significance
of billboards. Our evaluation indicates that YOLOv5 outperforms
Faster R-CNN in the task of detecting billboard areas, demonstrating
higher accuracy and speed. The best results were achieved after
fine-tuning both YOLOv5 and Faster R-CNN on our custom dataset.
However, Faster R-CNN struggled with small and medium-sized
objects even after fine-tuning.

For saliency extraction, we explored the UniSal and Spectral-
Residual methods, generating saliency maps for each image us-
ing ground truth fixation maps from an eyetracker. Both methods
yielded satisfactory results, with UniSal showing potential for im-
provement through training on eyetracker-acquired data in diverse
traffic scenarios.

Our proposedmethod for billboard significance classificationwas
evaluated, revealing better performance on saliency maps gener-
ated using the UniSal method. The method has delivered promising
and satisfactory results in the classification of billboard significance.
The proposed method achieved an accuracy of 82.6% and a sensi-
tivity of 74.0%. This affirms the effectiveness of our approach in
addressing the task at hand, marking a significant step forward in
the field of billboard detection and saliency analysis. These find-
ings contribute valuable insights to the ongoing development of
methods for accurate and efficient billboard classification in various
real-world scenarios.
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