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Abstract

To mitigate the adverse effects of hard samples on the training of the Flying
Bird Object Detection (FBOD) model for surveillance videos, we propose a
Co-Paced Learning Based on Confidence (CPL-BC) strategy and apply this
strategy to the training process of the FBOD model. This strategy involves
maintaining two models with identical structures but different initial param-
eter configurations, which collaborate with each other to select easy samples
with prediction confidence exceeding a set threshold for training. As train-
ing progresses, the strategy gradually lowers the threshold, allowing more
samples to participate, enhancing the model’s ability to recognize objects
from easy to hard. Before applying the CPL-BC strategy to train the FBOD
models, we initially trained the two FBOD models to equip them with the
capability to assess the difficulty level of flying bird object samples. Experi-
mental results on two different datasets of flying bird objects in surveillance
videos demonstrate that, compared to other model learning strategies, CPL-
BC significantly improves detection accuracy, verifying the effectiveness and
advancement of this method.

Keywords: Object Detection, Flying Bird Object Detection, Self-Paced
Learning, Co-Paced Learning

1. Introduction

Detection of flying bird objects has essential application value in many
fields [1, 2, 3]. At present, the method of detecting flying bird objects by
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radar is widely used [4, 5], but the radar equipment has some disadvantages,
such as large size, expensive, and poor visual effect. With the development
of computer vision, deep learning, and other technologies, there is increasing
research on using cameras to detect various objects [6, 7, 8.

We are working on how to use surveillance cameras to detect flying bird
objects [9, 10, 11, 12]. However, the flying bird objects captured by surveil-
lance cameras present different identification difficulties due to their different
sizes or different similarities to the background. As shown in Figure 1, these
flying bird objects have various levels of difficulty to identify. In the training
process of the model, if easy samples and hard samples are not distinguished,
the model may be affected by the noise in hard samples, thus reducing the
detection accuracy [12].
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Figure 1: Identifying the flying bird object in the surveillance video has different degrees
of difficulty.

To solve the above problem, an intuitive approach is to train the model
using only easy samples and discard the hard ones (this approach is similar
to filtering out the noisier samples when processing data with noise labels
(13, 14, 15, 16]). In this way, it can avoid the interference of fuzzy, hard
samples with the model training process to a certain extent, thus reducing
the possibility of false detection. However, because hard samples are not
included in the training process, the model may perform poorly when faced
with these hard samples. To solve this contradiction, a new method, Self-
Paced Learning strategy with Easy Sample Prior Based on Confidence (SPL-
ESP-BC), was proposed in the literature [12]. The core idea of this strategy
is to start learning from easy samples and then gradually transition to hard



samples to gradually improve the model’s recognition ability of the object
and effectively reduce the adverse impact of hard samples on model training.
Compared with the loss-based Self-Paced Learning (SPL) strategy [17, 18, 19,
20, 21, 22], the SPL-ESP-BC [12] uses the prediction confidence of samples
to evaluate the difficulty degree of samples. In the One-Category object
detection task (the flying bird object detection belongs to the One-Category
object detection), using confidence as a criterion has greater advantages than
the loss of use. However, it should be noted that in the process of SPL, bias
accumulation may occur in sample selection. Specifically, the model may
mistakenly treat some hard samples as easy samples or the easy samples as
hard samples, resulting in selection bias. Since the SPL strategy relies on the
model itself to evaluate the difficulty of the sample, the sample selection bias
may gradually accumulate with the training process and eventually affect the
model’s performance.

In response to the challenge of noise labeling, literature [23] proposes a
novel and effective learning paradigm called “Co-teaching”. This paradigm
trains two deep neural networks at the same time. After each iteration com-
pletes the forward inference, each network will select a batch of data with
sufficiently small losses according to their calculated loss value and consider
these data to be more accurate (because these data have less loss when pass-
ing through the network, meaning that the network’s prediction results for
these data are more consistent with the given label). These batches of data,
which are considered “clean”, are then passed on to the peer network for it
to update its parameters. Since deep networks tend to preferentially learn
“clean” data and become robust [24], when data containing noise is mis-
takenly considered “clean” and passed to a peer network, the peer network
can screen out these noisy data to some extent by its robustness, effectively
preventing the accumulation of this type of selection bias. In this mutual
screening and transmission mechanism, the two networks can work together
to reduce the errors introduced by noise labels.

Inspired by Co-teaching and combined with the principle of Self-Paced
Learning strategy Based on Confidence (SPL-BC), In this paper, a Co-Paced
Learning stragegy Based on Confidence (CPL-BC) is proposed to optimize
the training process of Flying Bird Object Detection (FBOD) model for
surveillance video. The core of this strategy is to maintain two object detec-
tion models with the same structure but different initial parameter configura-
tions. In each training iteration, the two models independently evaluate the
confidence of the sample set and select those whose confidence exceeds the



currently set threshold as “easy samples”. These selected easy samples are
then passed to each other’s networks for parameter updates. As the training
process progresses and the number of training rounds increases, the confi-
dence threshold is gradually lowered to allow more samples (which gradually
become hard) to participate in the training. This process starts with easy
samples and progressively transitions to hard samples, which can enhance
the model’s ability to recognize object features and reduce the adverse ef-
fects of hard samples on the model training process. By alternately assessing
the difficulty level of samples using two models, this strategy can, to some
extent, prevent the accumulation of sample selection bias.

Before applying the CPL-BC strategy to the training of the FBOD model,
we first independently and randomly initialize two FBOD models with the
same structure to ensure that they have different initial parameter config-
urations. Then, the two models are trained preliminarily so that each can
evaluate the difficulty degree of samples. Then, the CPL-BC strategy is
applied to the subsequent training of the two models.

The main contributions of this paper are as follows.

1. The CPL-BC model training strategy for the One-Category object de-
tection model is proposed by integrating the concept of Co-teaching
into the SPL-BC strategy. The strategy involves training two neural
network models simultaneously, each of which independently evaluates
the confidence of the sample in each training iteration. They select
those samples whose confidence exceeds the currently set threshold as
“easy samples” and pass those samples to the peer network for pa-
rameter updates. With the training process’s deepening and increasing
training rounds, the confidence threshold is gradually lowered to allow
more samples to participate in the training. This strategy is designed
to avoid the accumulation of selection bias when relying on a single
model for evaluation.

2. Applying the CPL-BC strategy to the training process of the FBOD
model. First, two FBOD models with the same structure are initialized
independently and randomly, ensuring they have different initial pa-
rameter configurations to exhibit different initial learning capabilities.
Then, the two models are preliminarily trained to evaluate the diffi-
culty level of the samples. Then, in the subsequent training stage, the
CPL-BC strategy is adopted to improve the detection performance of
the FBOD model further. Specifically, the CPL-BC strategy makes the



model gradually pay attention to the more difficult-to-identify samples
in training by alternately selecting samples and gradually adjusting the
confidence threshold, thus improving its overall detection performance.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows: Section 2 introduces the
work related to this paper. Section 3 describes the CPL-BC in detail. Sec-
tion 4 introduces how to apply the proposed CPL-BC strategy to the training
process of the FBOD model. Section 5 carries out quantitative and qualita-
tive experiments on the proposed method. Section 6 summarizes the work
of this paper.

2. Related Works

The main work of this paper is to combine the Co-teaching method with
the SPL-BC model training strategy innovatively and apply this fusion strat-
egy to the training process of the FBOD model for surveillance video. To
facilitate the introduction of subsequent content, in this section, we briefly
review the SPL-BC method and the surveillance video flying bird object
detection method FBOD-SV [10].

2.1. The SPL-BC Algorithm

Given a training dataset D = {(Xi7yz‘)}7(l¢:1)> where x; and y; denote the
i'" input sample and its label, respectively. When the input is x;, f (x;;w)
represents the prediction result of the model f, whose parameter is w. Then,
the expression of the SPL [17] is as follows,

min B (w,v, ) = 3 (0L (y;. ] (W) + g (01, 1)), 1)
’ i=1
where A is the age parameter that controls the learning speed. L (y;, f (x;; w))
represents the loss between the predicted result and the label. v, € v
(v = [v1,v9, -+ ,v,]) is the sample weight, weighted to the loss of the i
sample, which is used to control whether the sample participates in training
or the degree of participation. g (v;, A) is the Self-Paced Regularizer, and the
determination of the sample weight depends on it.
The process of SPL (to solve Eq. (1)) is as follows: First, determine the
optimal weight v of the samples,

mvinZ(wL (i [ (xi;W)) 4 g (v, A)) (2)



where the model parameter w is fixed. When the optimal weight v of the
samples is determined, it is fixed and weighted to the sample loss. The opti-
mal weight w of the model is obtained by optimizing the following Weighted
Loss Function,

m“llnz vl (y;, [ (x5 w)). (3)

Then, taking a particular strategy, increase the age parameter A and repeat
the process. With the increase of the age parameter, fixing one of w and v
alternately to optimize the other, the samples to be learned can be gradually
included in the training from easy to hard, thus realizing the SPL process.

When seeking the optimal sample weight parameter v, since the model
weight w is fixed and the loss of the i** sample is a constant, the optimal
value of the weight v; is uniquely determined by the corresponding Minimizer
Function o (A, L (y;, f (x;;w))), and has

o ()\, l,) l; + g (0' ()\, lz) , )\) < wvl; + g (?JZ', )\) ,V’Ui S [0, 1], (4)

where [; = L (y;, f (x;; w)).

If g (v;, A) has a concrete analytical form, it is called a Self-Paced Explicit
Regularizer. The Minimizer Function can be derived from Eq. (1), which
provides a Self-Paced Explicit Regularizer. Table 1 shows some classical
Self-Paced Explicit Regularizers and their Minimizer Functions (closed-form
solutions for the optimal sample weights).

Table 1: Some classical Self-Paced Explicit Regularizers and their Minimizer Functions.

Names Regularizers Minimizer Functions
n 1, ;< )\,
Hard [17] A v ’ ‘
i=1 0, Otherwise,
L—=0/A, Li<A
Linear [18 INS (02 — 2, il Al <A,
18] 2 z;( ! ) {O, Otherwise,
S o log(l;+¢) I < \
Logarithmic [18] ; (Cvz log¢ > log¢ 7 o
C=1-)M0<\<1 0, Otherwise,

Based on the convex conjugate theory, Fan et al. [25] prove that dur-
ing optimization, the optimal sample weight v* is determined by the Mini-
mizer Function o (A, (), while the analytic form of the Self-Paced Regularizer
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¥ (v;, \) can be unknown. The Self-Paced Regularizer at this time is called
the Self-Paced Implicit Regularizer by them. Fan et al. [25] also proposed a
Self-Paced Learning framework based on Self-Paced Implicit Regularizers,

n

min E (w, v, \) = Z(UiL (vir f (x5 w)) + 1 (v, A)) (5)

w,v A
=1

where ¢ (v, A) is a Self-Paced Implicit Regularizer. Eq. (5) can be solved by
selective optimization algorithm. Unlike the ordinary SPL method, the form
of the Self-Paced Implicit Regularizer in Eq. (5) can be unknown, and the
optimal sample weight v} is determined by the Minimizer Function o (A, [;)
as follows,

U: = J()‘7L(Yivf (Xi;W»)? (6)

where v} represents the optimal weight of the sample i. As can be seen
from Eq. (6), the difficulty of judging samples by SPL is based on the loss
value of the sample, and the judging standard is determined by the SPL age
parameter \. In the SPL-BC strategy [12], this evaluation basis is replaced by
the prediction confidence of the sample. Accordingly, the Minimizer Function
is also modified, and the modified Minimizer Function is as follows,

v =0’ (& Confprea (7)), (7)

where Conf,,eq (7) represents the prediction confidence of the i input sample,
¢ is a parameter inversely related to the age parameter A, and ¢’ represents
the Minimizer Function based on confidence.

With the fixed sample weights, Eq. (3) optimizes the model parameters.
Then, the optimized model parameters are fixed, and Eq. (7) optimizes the
sample weight. After that, adjust the parameter £. This process is iterated
alternately until a set number of times is reached. This iterative optimization
process constitutes the Self-Paced Learning strategy Based on Confidence
(SPL-BC).

In the process of SPL-BC, the parameter ¢ gradually decreases as the
number of training iterations increases. This implies that samples initially
considered hard due to their lower prediction as training progresses confi-
dence will be more easily included in the training process due to the reduc-
tion in the ¢ threshold. Specifically, ¢ can be viewed as a dynamic threshold
parameter closely related to the prediction confidence of samples, determin-
ing which hard samples (i.e., samples with lower prediction confidence) will
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be included in the current training round. This adjustment strategy, where
¢ gradually decreases with increasing training iterations, is referred to as the
Training Schedule strategy.

2.2. The FBOD-SV Method

The FBOD-SV [10] is designed to detect flying birds in surveillance videos.
Its input consists of consecutive frames of video images, and its output is the
position information of flying birds on these video images, represented specif-
ically as bounding boxes. The implementation workflow of FBOD-SV is as
follows: Firstly, a processing unit focused on fusing multi-frame video image
information, known as the Correlation Attention Feature Aggregation unit
(Co-Attention-FA), is utilized to integrate this information, with special at-
tention given to flying bird object in the video. Subsequently, a network
structure that first down-samples and then up-samples is employed to ex-
tract features of the flying bird objects. These features are then passed to
a large feature map, which is used for subsequent flying bird object predic-
tion. Finally, the model outputs two branches: one branch is responsible
for predicting whether feature points (i.e., anchor points) in the feature map
belong to a flying bird object and providing the corresponding confidence
score (the confidence prediction branch); the other branch is responsible for
providing the specific location information of the flying bird object relative
to the feature points, i.e., the regression results of the bounding box (the
bounding box regression branch). The FBOD-SV employs a multi-task loss
function to train the FBOD model. This multi-task loss function consists of
confidence loss and location regression loss. Specifically, during the training
process, the loss value of each anchor point is obtained by calculating the
weighted sum of its confidence loss and location regression loss. The loss
function formula is as follows,

L (Ai) = Loont (Ai) + alpeg (Ad) (8)

where A, represents the i** anchor point, Loons (+) denotes the confidence loss,
which employs the L2 loss. Lpe () represents the location regression loss,
utilizing the CIoU loss [26]. The « is a balancing parameter for the two types
of losses. During training, the total loss is equal to the sum of the losses for



all anchor points, formulated as follows,
1
Total Loss = N Z L (A))

= % <Z Lconf (Al) + « Z LReg (Az)>
= % (L¢ + alg), (9)

where N is the normalization parameter when the image contains flying bird
objects, N is defined as the number of positive anchor point samples involved
in training; when the image does not contain flying bird objects, N is defined
as a fixed positive number selected based on actual conditions to ensure the
stability of the loss function. L¢ represents the sum of the confidence losses
for all anchor points involved in training, and Ly represents the sum of the
location regression losses for all positive anchor point samples. In the flying
bird objects detection method for surveillance videos, anchor points can be
classified into negative anchor point samples, positive anchor point samples
for flying bird object 1, positive anchor point samples for flying bird object
2, ..., and positive anchor point samples for flying bird object n. Therefore,
Eq. (9) can also be rewritten as the sum of the losses for each flying bird
object sample,

1
Total Loss = — (L (Aneg) + L (Ag) + .+ L (AR)). (10)

where A, represents the negative anchor sample set, and Ap, (i € (1,...,n))
represents the positive anchor sample set for the flying bird object <.

3. The CPL-BC Method

The CPL-BC strategy involves simultaneously maintaining two models
that work together to pick easy samples for each other whose prediction con-
fidence exceeds a certain threshold and train them. As the training process
deepens, the method adopts certain strategies to gradually reduce this thresh-
old in order to allow more samples to participate in the training. Specifically,
the CPL-BC strategy consists of the following five steps.

Step 1: Initialize Parameters

Firstly, define a confidence-based Minimizer Function ¢, which is used
to determine the optimal weights for training samples. Next, establish a
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Training Schedule method ¥ that will be employed to dynamically adjust the
criteria for evaluating the easiness or hardness of samples during the training
process. Additionally, set an initial confidence threshold-related parameter
¢ as the starting point. Subsequently, initialize two models, f and g, with
identical structures using two different sets of weight parameters,wy and wy,
respectively.

Step 2: Obtain the Optimal Weights of the Samples

Randomly select a batch of data {X,Y} C S, input the samples X into
model f, and obtain the prediction confidence for each sample in this batch
of data, as follows,

Cy = Conf (f (X;wy)), (11)

where X = [x1, -+ ,X,], Y is the label of the corresponding sample, S is the
training set, Conf(-) is a post-processing function to obtain the prediction
confidence, and C; = [cp,, - , ¢y, ] represents the prediction confidence of
the samples X after inference by model f. Then, the prediction confidence
C; is input into the confidence-based Minimizer Function o', resulting in a
set of optimal weights VZ for this batch of samples, as follows,

V=0 (§Cy). (12)

Similarly, the samples X are input into model g to obtain the corresponding
prediction confidences, and these confidences are input into the confidence-
based Minimizer Function ¢’ to get another set of optimal weights V7 for
this batch of samples.

Step 3: Weighted Summation of Sample Losses

Apply the sample weights V and V7 to the loss functions of model
g and model f, respectively, for their corresponding samples, which means
multiplying the loss of each sample by its respective weight and then summing
them up, as follows,

VIL(Y, g (X;w,)) Zv L (v, 9 (xi;w,)) (13)

VIL(Y, f (X;wy)) va (vir f (xi3w5)) . (14)
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In this way, samples with larger weights (relatively easy samples) will con-
tribute more to the loss function, facilitating the prioritization of easy sam-
ples during the training process.

Step 4: Optimize the Model Parameters

Use the backpropagation algorithm to propagate the loss and employ the
Gradient Descent (GD) algorithm to optimize and update the weights w, of
model g and the weights w; of model f.

Step 5: Update Training Schedule Parameter

According to the Training Schedule method determined in Step 1, dy-
namically adjust the Training Schedule parameter £ related to the confidence
threshold as follows,

£ =V (EP), (15)

where EP represents the training progress, ranging from [0%, 100%]. The
update of the Training Schedule parameter gradually lowers the confidence
threshold, allowing more hard samples to participate in training in subse-
quent iterations.

Repeat Steps 2 to 5, gradually increasing the difficulty of the training
samples so that they participate more actively in the model training process.
Once all training iterations are completed, fix the weight parameters of the
models, thereby completing the CPL-BC training process.

4. Applying the CPL-BC strategy to the training process of the
FBOD model

Figure 2 shows the training process of the FBOD model for surveillance
video by applying the proposed CPL-BC strategy in this paper. The process
consists of two main stages: the Model Prior stage and the CPL-BC training
stage. Specifically, in the Model Prior stage, all samples (without distinguish-
ing the difficulty degree of samples) are used to train two FBOD models (the
weights of both models are randomly initialized) so that they initially can
determine the difficulty degree of samples [as shown in Fig. Figure 2(a)].
In the CPL-BC learning stage, all samples are used again, and the CPL-BC
strategy is adopted for further training of the model (at this time, the model
weights are initialized using the fixed model weights after the Model Prior
stage)[as shown in Fig. Figure 2(b)]. In this stage, the predictive confidence
of one model for a sample is used to determine the optimal sample weight
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of the Weighted Loss Function of the other model when processing the sam-
ple, thus controlling whether the sample participates in the training (or the
degree of participation).
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Figure 2: Block diagram of the CPL-BC training strategy for the flying bird object detec-
tion model for surveillance video.

Next, the Weighted Loss Function, the Minimizer Function, and the
Training Schedule method involved in applying the CPL-BC strategy to the
training of the FBOD model are introduced. Then, the process of applying
the CPL-BC strategy to FBOD model training is explained in detail.

4.1. The Weighted Loss Function

When applying the CPL-BC strategy to the training process of the FBOD
model, the calculated optimal sample weights are directly applied to the
loss of each flying bird object sample to obtain the required Weighted Loss
Function. By substituting the sample weights into Eq. (10), the expression
of this Weighted Loss Function can be derived as follows,

Total Loss = — (L (Aneg) + ;L (Ap) + ... +v,L (AR,))

(L (Aney) + (L (AR) .. L(AR))T) (16)

Zl—Zl =
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where U = [v; ... v,] is the sample weight corresponding to the loss of each
flying bird object sample, which controls which flying bird objects partic-
ipate in training, or the degree of participation in training, and its value
is determined by the Minimizer Function. The form of the Weighted Loss
Function is similar to that of applying the SPL-BC strategy to the training
process of the FBOD model [12]. The difference, however, is that the loss
weight of each flying bird object sample in the Co-Paced Learning process is
determined by another model through inference prediction.

4.2. The Minimizer Function and the Training Schedule method

For subsequent experimental comparison, when applying the CPL-BC
strategy to the training process of the FBOD model, we adopted the same
Minimizer Function and Training Schedule method as those in the literature
[12]. The expression for this Minimizer Function is as follows,

{ /Conforea(F}), Confpea(F}) > &, a7

0, Otherwise,

where m is a positive integer (in the subsequent experiments, m is set to 3),
Confyyeq (F}) represents the prediction confidence of flying bird object 4, and
¢ is the confidence threshold parameter (also known as the Training Schedule
parameter). The Training Schedule method is expressed as follows,

SO) EP < €1,
é-: %7 €1 SEP<€2> (18>
0, ()] S EP.

The relationship between the confidence threshold parameter ¢ and the train-
ing progress EP is shown in Figure 3 (in the subsequent experiment, & is
set to 0.8, e; and ey are set to 10% and 90% respectively), indicating that
with the progress of training, the confidence threshold is gradually reduced
to allow more samples to participate in the training.

4.3. The CPL-BC strategy for the FBOD model training

Algorithm 1 presents the pseudocode for applying the CPL-BC strategy
to the training process of the FBOD model. Initially, two identical-structure
FBOD models are pre-trained using the entire dataset (model priors). During
this pre-training phase, a conventional training strategy is employed, which
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Figure 3: The relationship between ¢ and training process.

does not differentiate between the difficulty levels of samples nor weigh their
losses. Training ceases before the models overfit to hard samples, typically
implying a relatively low number of training iterations, to ensure the models
initially possess the ability to distinguish between easy and hard samples.
Subsequently, the CPL-BC strategy is adopted to train these two models
further. This strategy aims to enable the models to progressively learn fea-
tures of flying bird objects, starting from easy samples and progressing to
hard ones. In the process of CPL-BC, the two models assess the difficulty
level of samples for each other, meaning that one model evaluates the ease or
difficulty of a sample for the other based on its prediction confidence. This
approach can effectively mitigate the issue of cumulative bias that may arise
when a single model selects samples.

5. Experiments

To verify that the CPL-BC strategy proposed in this paper is effective
and advanced in the training process of the FBOD model for surveillance
video, we designed and carried out quantitative and qualitative comparative
experiments. Specifically, we compare four other model training strategies:
All Sample training strategy (AS, All Samples are used, and the model is
trained by general training strategy that do not distinguish the difficulty of
samples), Easy Sample training strategy (ES, Select Easy samples and train
the model with general training strategy), loss-based Self-Paced Learning
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Algorithm 1 The training strategy of the FBOD model based on CPL-BC

Input: Flying birds dataset S, (FBOD) model Nygop, the number of iter-

ations T

Output: The model weight parameters w; = ¢, w, = Oy.

19:
20:
21:
22:

23:

24:

25:

26:

27:
28:

1
2
3
4:
5:
6
7
8
9

Let T:T0+T1;

: Initialize the model weight w with simple gaussian, initialize ¢ = 0;
: while ¢t # T}, do

t=t+1;

Select a batch of images and corresponding labels from S randomly;
Input the images into Nrgop with fixed weight w to get outputs;
Input the outputs and the labels into Eq. (9), update w; by GD;

: end while

. Freeze w; = ©;
10:
11:
12:
13:
14:
15:
16:
17:

18:

Initialize the model weight w, with simple gaussian, initialize ¢ = 0;
while t # T do
t=t+1;
Select a batch of images and corresponding labels from S randomly;
Input the images into Nrgop with fixed weight w, to get outputs;
Input the outputs and the labels into Eq. (9), update w, by GD;
end while
Freeze w, = ©

g?
Initialize the weights of model f and g with w; = ©; and w, =0
sample weights ¥y = 0 and ¥, = 0, parameter { = &, and ¢t = 0;
while ¢ # T do

t=t+1;

Select a batch of images and corresponding labels from S randomly;

Fix wy, input the images into model f, and input the outputs model
f into Eq. (17) to get the sample weight y;

Fix w,, input the images into model g, and input the outputs mode
g into Eq. (17) to get the sample weight ¥';

Input the outputs of model f, labels and ¥ into Eq. (16), update
w; by GD;

Input the outputs of model g, labels and ¥, into Eq. (16), update w,
by GD;

Update ¢ through Eq. (18));// To include more hard samples
end while
Freeze wy = ©Of, wy, = Oy.

;, the
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strategy [17, 18], Self-Paced Learning strategy Based on Confidence (SPL-
BC) [12]. In the loss-based Self-Paced Learning strategy, three regularizers,
Hard [17], Linear [18], and Logarithmic [18], are used in comparison, which
are respectively recorded as SPL-BH, SPL-BLine, and SPL-BLog. For spe-
cific implementation details and parameter settings of all comparison training
strategies, please refer to the relevant part of the literature [12].

Next, we will introduce the dataset used in the experiment (5.1), the
quantitative evaluation metrics (5.2), the details of the experiment’s imple-
mentation (5.3), and the contrastive analysis experiment in detail (5.4).

5.1. Datasets

To comprehensively evaluate the method proposed in this paper, we
conducted experiments on datasets from two different scenarios. The first
dataset is the Flying Bird object detection Dataset collected from Traction
SubStation Surveillance Video (FBD-SV-TSS), which was used in several of
our previous works [9, 10, 11, 12]. The second dataset is the published flying
bird object detection dataset FBD-SV-2024 [27], which was collected from
outdoor surveillance video.

FBD-SV-TSS: This dataset contains 120 videos with flying bird objects,
totaling 28,353 images. Among them, 101 videos (24,898 images) are used
as the training set, and 19 videos (3,455 images) are used as the test set. For
more detailed information about this dataset, please refer to reference [10).

FBD-SV-2024: This dataset contains 483 videos with flying bird objects,
totaling 28,694 images. Among them, 400 videos (23,979 images) are used
as the training set, and 83 videos (4,715 images) are used as the test set. For
more detailed information about this dataset, please refer to reference [27].

5.2. Fvaluation Metrics

This paper evaluates the detection results of the model using the Average
Precision (AP) metric from Pascal VOC 2007 [28], concerning the evaluation
indicators of other object detection algorithms. Additionally, the False De-
tection Rate (FDR, the ratio of the number of falsely detected objects to
the total number of detected objects) is also used to evaluate the model’s
performance.

5.3. Implementation Details

The FBOD model previously designed in [10] will be utilized in this pa-
per. Specifically, the input to the model is five consecutive 3-channel RGB
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images of size 672x384. At the same time, the output includes a confidence
prediction feature map of size 336x192x1 and a bounding box regression
feature map for flying bird objects of size 336x192x4. The output predicts
the position of the flying bird object on the middle frame.

All experiments are implemented under the PyTorch framework. The
models are trained on an NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090 GPU equipped with
24GB of VRAM. All experimental models are trained from scratch without
using any pre-trained models. The trainable parameters of the network are
randomly initialized using a normal distribution with a mean of 0 and a
variance of 0.01. We chose Adam as the optimizer for the model, with an
initial learning rate set to 0.001. During training, the learning rate decays by
multiplying it by 0.95 after each epoch (i.e., one complete pass through all the
training data), and the model undergoes 150 epochs. Among them, the first
50 iterations are the model’s prior stage [All Samples are used, and the model
is trained by general training methods first (All Samples Prior, ASP) Or
select Easy Samples and train the model with general training methods first
(Easy Samples Prior, ESP)], and the last 100 are the specific learning strategy
stage. It is important to note that an iteration here refers to a complete
traversal of the training set. In the particular learning strategy phase, all
samples’ predicted confidence or loss is calculated after each iteration. At
the beginning of the next iteration, the saved prediction confidence or loss
from the previous iteration is read and used to calculate the sample weight
for the current iteration. During model training, the batch size is set to 8.

5.4. Comparative Analysis Experiments
5.4.1. The Auantitative Fxperiment

The quantitative experimental results of the detection performance of the
FBOD models trained with various training strategies on the FBD-SV-TSS
dataset and tested on the test set are shown in Table 2. The experimental
results indicate that the FBOD model trained using the CPL-BC strategy
(ESP) proposed in this paper achieves an APs5q of 79.0% on the FBD-SV-
TSS dataset’s test set. Specifically, this strategy improves the AP5q by 2.8%
compared to the AS strategy, 6.8% compared to the ES strategy, and 0.7%
compared to the SPL-BLine [18] training strategy, which performs relatively
best among the loss-based SPL strategies. Additionally, it improves by 0.8%
compared to the SPL-BC [12] strategy. Furthermore, this strategy’s False
Detection Rate (FDR) is reduced by 6.5% compared to the AS strategy but
is slightly higher than that of the SPL-BC [12] strategy. It is noteworthy that
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training the FBOD model with the CPL-BC strategy using a Prior based on
Easy Samples (ESP) results in an AP5y that is only 0.2% higher than that
of using a Prior based on the All Samples (ASP).

Table 2: The results of various training strategies on FBD-SV-TSS dataset performance.

Training strategy Prior type | APsy AP7;; AP FDR
AS - 0.762 0.371 0.395 0.131

ES - 0.722 0.304 0.345 0.045
SPL-BH [17] ESP 0.771 0.372 0.385 0.063
SPL-BLine [18§] ESP 0.783 0.346 0.389 0.056
SPL-BLog [18] ESP 0.743 0.367 0.379 0.090
SPL-BC [12] ESP 0.782 0.369 0.398 0.053
CPL-BC (this paper) ESP 0.790 0.378 0.397 0.066
CPL-BC (this paper) ASP 0.788 0.370 0.396 0.055

Without differentiating the difficulty of samples and directly using all
samples for model training, the model’s training process is prone to interfer-
ence from hard samples, resulting in a higher false detection rate for FBOD
models trained with the AS strategy. Discarding the more hard samples and
only using easy samples for model training can reduce the false detection rate.
Still, the model’s performance on hard samples will suffer, leading to a decline
in overall detection performance. SPL strategies address this by allowing the
model to start learning from easy samples and gradually transition to hard
ones, progressively enhancing the model’s ability to recognize objects and
effectively mitigating the adverse effects of hard samples on model training.
Therefore, FBOD models trained with SPL strategies typically exhibit high
detection accuracy while maintaining a low false detection rate. The CPL-
BC strategy proposed in this paper further overcomes the potential issue of
cumulative sample selection bias that may arise during the training process
of SPL strategies, further improving the detection performance of FBOD
models. Additionally, it is worth noting that although the performance of
FBOD models trained with the CPL-BC strategy using All Sample Prior is
slightly lower than that of models using Easy Sample Prior, considering the
cumbersome process of manually selecting Easy Samples, the strategy with
All Sample Prior is also a viable option in practical applications.

The quantitative experimental results for the detection performance of
the FBOD model trained on the FBD-SV-2024 dataset and evaluated on
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the test set using various training strategies are presented in Table 3. The
experimental results demonstrate that the FBOD model trained using the
CPL-BC strategy (ESP) proposed in this paper achieves an AP35 of 73.2% on
the test set of the FBD-SV-2024 dataset. Specifically, this strategy improves
the AP5o by 1.3% compared to the AS strategy and by 0.3% compared to
the SPL-BC [12] strategy. Additionally, the FDR of this strategy is reduced
by 2.7% compared to the AS strategy and by 1% compared to the SPL-
BC strategy. The trends in various performance indicators are generally
consistent with the previous results obtained on the FBD-SV-TSS dataset,
and therefore, a detailed analysis is omitted here.

Table 3: The results of various training strategies on FBD-SV-2024 dataset performance.

Training strategy Prior type | APsy AP7;; AP FDR
AS - 0.719 0.341 0.371 0.150

ES - 0.682 0.310 0.340 0.108
SPL-BH [17] ESP | 0.711 0.329 0.363 0.114
SPL-BLine [18§] ESP 0.718 0.341 0.373 0.119
SPL-BLog [18] ESP 0.713 0.349 0.372 0.108
SPL-BC [12] ESP 0.729 0.346 0.377 0.133
CPL-BC (this paper) ESP 0.732 0.355 0.377 0.123
CPL-BC (this paper) ASP 0.730 0.347 0.372 0.126

5.4.2. The Qualitative Experiment

Situatio

Situation 4

B
w

Situation 1 Situation 2

Figure 4: Four typical Situations.

In the substation scenario, we selected four typical situations for a com-
parative qualitative experimental analysis of strategies such as AS, ES, SPL-
BC, and CPL-BC. The images of these four situations are shown in Figure 4.
Specifically, Situation 1 contains two flying bird objects with relatively clear
appearance features; Situations 2 and 3 each contain one flying bird object
with prominent features but relatively complex backgrounds; and Situation
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4 includes two flying bird objects that are not prominent and are relatively
small in size within a single frame image.

The qualitative experimental comparison results are shown in Figure 5
(this figure displays enlarged images of three consecutive frames from the
yellow dashed region in Figure 4). In Situation 1 (Figure 5(a)), the FBOD
models trained using all strategies successfully detected the flying bird ob-
jects. However, in Situation 2 (Figure 5(b)), although all models trained
with different strategies detected the flying bird objects, the FBOD model
trained with the AS strategy exhibited false detections. In Situation 3 (Fig-
ure 5(c)), except for the CPL-BC strategy, all other FBOD models trained
with different strategies experienced missed detections. As for Situation 4
(Figure 5(d)), only the FBOD model trained with the ES strategy had missed
detections.

151:

2nd

AS ES SPL-BC  CPL-BC AS ES SPL-BC  CPL-BC
(a) Situation 1 (b) Situation 2

AS ES SPL-BC CPL-BC AS ES SPL-BC
(c) Situation 3 (d) Situation 4

Figure 5: Comparison results of qualitative experiments.

The qualitative experimental results further validate the following points:
Firstly, when training the FBOD model using the AS strategy, it is prone
to false detections due to being easily influenced by hard samples. Secondly,
when comparing the AS strategy with the ES strategy, we found that simply
filtering out hard samples can address some false detection issues. Still, it
more easily leads to missed detections. Furthermore, the SPL-BC [12] strat-
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egy employs a gradual process, enabling the model to transition from easy
samples to hard samples, thereby reducing false detections without increas-
ing missed detections. Lastly, the CPL-BC strategy further optimizes the
mechanism for selecting easy samples in the SPL-BC [12] strategy, resulting
in an even better detection performance.

6. Conclusion

The paper introduces a novel model training strategy, termed Co-Paced
Learning strategy Based on Confidence (CPL-BC). This strategy involves
maintaining and training two models concurrently. These models indepen-
dently select easy samples with prediction confidences exceeding a prede-
termined threshold for the other model to train on, thereby mitigating the
accumulation of selection bias from a single model. As the training pro-
gresses, a specific strategy is employed to gradually reduce this threshold,
enabling more samples to participate in the training process.

When applying the CPL-BC strategy to the training of the FBOD model,
we devised a two-phase training approach. Initially, two FBOD models are
pre-trained using a general training strategy to equip them with the capa-
bility to differentiate between easy and hard samples. Subsequently, the
CPL-BC strategy is utilized to further train the FBOD models, enabling
them to transition smoothly from easy to hard samples, thereby enhancing
their ability to learn the characteristics of flying bird objects. Ultimately,
the experimental results validate that the CPL-BC strategy can substan-
tially improve the detection performance of the flying bird object detection
models in surveillance videos.

However, it is important to note that although the models trained using
the CPL-BC strategy exhibit superior detection performance compared to
other strategies, the concurrent maintenance of two models during the im-
plementation of the CPL-BC strategy results in a significantly slower training
speed.
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