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Abstract—Object detection has witnessed remarkable advance-
ments over the past decade, largely driven by breakthroughs
in deep learning and the proliferation of large-scale datasets.
However, the domain of road damage detection remains relatively
underexplored, despite its critical significance for applications
such as infrastructure maintenance and road safety. This paper
addresses this gap by introducing a novel top-down benchmark
that offers a complementary perspective to existing datasets,
specifically tailored for road damage detection. Our proposed
Top-Down Road Damage Detection Dataset (TD-RD) includes
three primary categories of road damage—cracks, potholes, and
patches—captured from an top-down viewpoint. The dataset
consists of 7,088 high-resolution images, encompassing 12,882
annotated instances of road damage. Additionally, we present
a novel real-time object detection framework, TD-YOLOV10,
designed to handle the unique challenges posed by the TD-
RD dataset. Comparative studies with state-of-the-art models
demonstrate competitive baseline results. By releasing TD-RD,
we aim to accelerate research in this crucial area. A sample
of the dataset will be made publicly available upon the paper’s
acceptance.

I. INTRODUCTION

Timely maintenance of road damage can greatly enhance
transportation safety, making the development of advanced
technologies for efficient detection crucial. Thanks to advance-
ments in deep learning and the availability of large-scale
datasets over the past decade, target detection has made re-
markable progress. Several benchmarks have been introduced
to support road damage detection [2], [15], [10], [?], [11].
However, existing benchmarks often lack multi-view informa-
tion. The challenge of detecting and localizing road damage
requires robust approaches that incorporate multi-view data.
To address this gap, we propose the Top-Down Road Damage
Dataset (TD-RD), which offers a supplemental camera angle to
existing benchmarks. TD-RD consists of 7,088 high-resolution
pavement images with clearly identifiable damage instances,
selected from 214,872 self-acquired images through rigorous
filtering and cleaning processes. The damage instances are
classified into three categories: cracks, potholes, and repairs,
ensuring balanced representation across classifications. In ad-
dition to the TD-RD dataset, we introduce a new real-time de-
tection model, TD-YOLOV10, designed to leverage top-down
data for enhanced robustness and accuracy in detection. TD-

YOLOV10 incorporates a self-attention[8] framework and a
Multi-Scale Attention with Positional Squeeze-and-Excitation
(MAPSE) mechanism to enhance the detection and recogni-
tion of road pavement images. MAPSE combines multi-scale
and dual attention mechanisms to effectively fuse features
at different scales[3], [23], [5], addressing the limitations
of traditional convolutional networks by improving complex
feature representation. This architecture captures and fuses
feature representations across various scales, striking a balance
between accuracy and efficiency. We compare TD-YOLOV10
with mainstream detectors using TD-RD and two other pub-
lic road pavement datasets: CNRDD and CRDDC’22. Our
framework demonstrates significant competitiveness in both
detection accuracy and efficiency.

In summary, our contributions are as follows: 1) We present
the first attempt to explore road damage detection from a
top-down perspective, offering a complementary view to ex-
isting datasets. 2) We introduce TD-RD, the first benchmark
specifically designed for detecting road damage from a top-
down perspective. It includes three primary categories of road
damage: cracks, potholes, and patches. 3) We developed TD-
YOLOV10, a real-time framework for detecting road damage
from a top-down perspective. Extensive experiments demon-
strated the competitive performance of TD-YOLOV10 on TD-
RD, CNRDD, and CRDDC’22.

II. BENCHMARK

A top-down camera viewpoint is crucial for accurate and
comprehensive modeling of road surface conditions. This
perspective, when combined with information from additional
sources, offers a holistic approach to capturing the intrica-
cies of road damage. To this end, we introduce TD-RD,
the first fully top-down road damage dataset designed for
detection tasks. The dataset was curated using high-speed,
high-definition vehicle-mounted cameras operated by profes-
sionals. From an initial pool of 214,872 images, a rigorous
selection process yielded 7,088 high-quality images, each with
a resolution of 3840 × 2160 pixels, ensuring exceptional clarity
and detail. All images were meticulously labeled according to
a framework co-developed by experts from the geology and
highway engineering sectors. This labeling process identified
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Fig. 1. Annotated Samples from current datasets and TD-RD, which contains
annotation distribution and categories.

critical road damage types, including cracks, potholes, and re-
pairs. TD-RD is balanced across these three major categories,
featuring 10,342 instances of cracks, 8,763 potholes, and
10,457 repairs. This balanced distribution ensures that models
trained on TD-RD achieve robust generalization across diverse
road damage types, enhancing their accuracy and reliability in
real-world detection tasks.

III. METHOD

The proposed TD-YOLOv10 has three core components:
Backbone, Neck, and Detection Head. In the Backbone, we
integrate the Multi-Scale Attention with Positional Squeeze-
and-Excitation (MAPSE) module to capture long-range con-
textual dependencies across multiple scales while preserving
fine-grained feature details. Depthwise Separable Convolu-
tion (DSC) layers, as described by [13], reduce computa-
tional complexity, accelerating inference and enhancing the
model’s generalization and deployment efficiency. The Neck
incorporates a Visual Global Attention Upsampling (VGAU)
module, which facilitates the extraction of global contextual
information, aiding in the refinement of crucial features for
accurate category classification. The synergy between VGAU
and MAPSE enables the model to capture and retain both
global and local information, significantly improving detection
performance. Finally, the Detection Head adopts a multi-scale
prediction strategy, predicting bounding boxes at three distinct
scales, thereby enabling the accurate detection of objects of
varying sizes within pavement damage images.

A. MAPSE-based Feature Extraction

Efficiently capturing global information and long-distance
relationships in road pavement images with complex back-
grounds is crucial for enhancing semantic discriminability and
reducing category confusion. To address this, we introduce the
Multi-Scale Attention with Positional Squeeze-and-Excitation
(MAPSE) module, inspired by Visual Transformers[9]. The
MAPSE module integrates multi-scale feature fusion within
the YOLOv10 architecture. The MAPSE module starts by
dividing the input image into slices, with each slice undergoing

patch and position embedding to retain spatial context. Fea-
ture maps are then processed through a multi-head attention
mechanism with varying dilation rates to capture multi-scale
features. This is represented as:

Dilation(x, r) =
k∑

i=1

wixi·r (1)

where Dilation(x, r) represents the dilation operation on
input x with dilation rate r, wi are the weights, xi·r is the
input feature map at position i dilated by rate r. The dilation
rates are set as r1 = 1, r2 = 2, and r3 = 4 to capture different
scales. After self-attention, global average pooling captures
channel-wise global information, and fully connected layers
learn dependencies:

Frecalibrated = σ(W2 · ReLU(W1 · Fglobal)) (2)

where Frecalibrated is the recalibrated feature map, Fglobal is
the global average pooled feature, W1 and W2 are learnable
weight matrices, ReLU is the Rectified Linear Unit activation
function, and σ is the sigmoid activation function. A skip
connection bypasses the MAPSE module, adding input fea-
tures directly to the recalibrated features to preserve original
information and improve gradient flow during training:

Ffinal = Frecalibrated + Finput (3)

where Ffinal is the final output feature map, Finput is the orig-
inal input feature map, and the addition operation represents
the skip connection.

The structure and flow of the MAPSE module are illustrated
in Fig. 2. The MAPSE module combines Depthwise Con-
volution (DWConv), Multi-scale Sliding Window Expansion
Attention (SWDA), and a Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP),
enabling the detector to retain underlying semantic information
and enrich global feature extraction at the neck layer. By
integrating the MAPSE module, our architecture effectively
captures long-range dependencies and contextual information,
which is crucial for distinguishing complex damage patterns
in road images. The innovative use of multi-scale attention
and positional squeeze-and-excitation mechanisms directly en-
hances the model’s performance in road pavement damage
detection, as demonstrated by our experimental results.

B. Visual Global Attentional Upsampling

Efficient multi-scale feature representation is crucial for
detecting road damage of varying sizes. Traditional convo-
lutional networks often fail to represent these features effec-
tively. To overcome this limitation, we developed the Visual
Global Attentional Upsampling (VGAU) module, which en-
hances multi-scale feature representation without significantly
increasing computational costs. As shown in Fig. 2, the VGAU
module uses global average pooling to incorporate global
context information for semantic discrimination. A 3×3 convo-
lution compresses the number of channels in low-dimensional



Fig. 2. Visualization of model architecuture, which contains the architecture(A) and workflow(B) of MAPSE module and VGAU module.

features, refining feature representation by integrating high-
dimensional features. The high-dimensional features are fused
with weighted low-dimensional features, followed by an up-
sampling operation to produce the final feature representation.
Unlike GAU[14], VGAU employs the SiLU[4] activation
function and sums high-dimensional and low-dimensional
features, ensuring efficient and accurate multi-scale feature
representation.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Datasets

TD-RD comprises 7,088 images with 3840×2160 pixels
containing 12,882 annotated damage instances. The dataset
offers balanced representation across three key damage cat-
egories: cracks, potholes, and repairs, each accompanied by
meticulously labeled bounding boxes for precise detection
tasks. CRDDC’22 consists of 38,387 images with resolutions
varying from 512×512 to 4040×2035 pixels, capturing a
diverse range of road damage types, including longitudinal,
transverse, and alligator cracks and potholes. CNRDD com-
prises 4,318 images with resolutions up to 1600×1200 pixels,
encompassing a wide variety of road damage types, including
cracks, longitudinal cracks, lateral cracks, subsidence, rutting,
potholes, surface looseness, surface strengthening, and uncer-
tain damage categories.

B. Evaluation Metrics

Following established evaluation protocols [1], [7], we
utilize multiple metrics to assess the performance of our
proposed detector. Key metrics include Mean Average Preci-
sion (mAP%) and Precision (Pre%), which evaluate detection
accuracy. Specifically, mAP is calculated based on Average
Precision (AP) at varying Intersections over Union (IoU)
thresholds, ranging from 0.50 to 0.95. Precision (Pre%) is
measured at a confidence threshold 0.5 and serves as the
primary ranking metric. Additionally, we incorporate Floating
Point Operations (FLOPs) and Frames Per Second (FPS) to
quantify the computational efficiency of the models.

C. Implementation details

All experiments were conducted using the PyTorch frame-
work on an Nvidia A100 GPU. The input images were resized
to 512×512 pixels. The model was trained using the SGD
optimizer with an initial learning rate of 0.01, which was
reduced to 0.002. We used a weight decay factor of 0.0005 and
a momentum parameter of 0.8. The training was performed
over 300 epochs with a batch size of 32.

V. RESULTS

A. Comparison with existing works

1) Results on TD-RD Dataset: Table I presents a com-
parative analysis of TD-YOLOV10 against state-of-the-art
methods on the TD-RD dataset. Our proposed TD-YOLOV10
achieves an impressive mAP of 88.1% and a Precision of
88.5%, significantly surpassing multiple YOLO variants and
other SOTA models. In particular, TD-YOLOV10 outperforms
YOLOv8-s with a notable gain of +3.0% mAP and +2.5%
Precision, and RT-DERT with improvements of +0.4% mAP
and +0.8% Precision. Furthermore, the model sustains a high
frame rate of 200 FPS, ensuring its suitability for real-time
applications.

2) Results on CNRDD Dataset: Evaluating TD-YOLOV10
on the CNRDD dataset further highlights its robustness. As
detailed in Table I, TD-YOLOV10 achieves an mAP of 37.0%
and a Precision of 46.0%, outperforming competing models
such as YOLOS-s (23.6% mAP) and Lite-DERT (26.3%
mAP). The model’s high processing speed, sustaining 200
FPS, underscores its efficiency, making it well-suited for real-
time road damage detection systems.

3) Results on CRDDC’22 Dataset:: On the CRDDC’22
dataset, TD-YOLOV10 achieves an mAP of 48.0% and a
Precision of 54.1%, surpassing state-of-the-art models such
as YOLOv10-s (47.3% mAP) and PP-PicoDet (47.0% mAP).
With a notably lower computational cost of 31.8 GFLOPs
and an impressive inference speed of 200 FPS, TD-YOLOV10
showcases its strong balance between accuracy and efficiency,
making it well-suited for real-time road damage detection. The



TABLE I
COMPARISONS WITH STATE-OF-THE-ARTS ON EFFECTIVENESS. THE BEST RESULTS ARE HIGHLIGHTED IN BOLD. THE SECOND BEST RESULTS ARE

HIGHLIGHTED IN RED, WHILE THE THIRD BEST RESULTS ARE HIGHLIGHTED IN BLUE

Model TD-RD CNRDD CRDDC’22

mAP(%) ↑ Pre(%) ↑ FLOPs(G) FPS mAP(%) ↑ Pre(%) ↑ FLOPs(G) FPS mAP(%) ↑ Pre(%) ↑ FLOPs(G) FPS

YOLOv5-n 81.4 79.8 4.10 139 21.4 33.7 4.10 139 41.4 44.7 4.10 139
YOLOv5-s 85.6 84.6 15.8 111 22.5 30.7 15.8 111 42.1 46.4 15.8 111
YOLOv6-n [12] [arXiv’22] 78.3 76.9 11.4 123 21.4 31.8 11.4 123 42.1 46.4 11.4 123
YOLOv6-s [12] [arXiv’22] 83.0 82.5 45.3 81 24.6 33.8 45.3 81 42.4 46.0 45.3 81
YOLOv7-ti [21] [CVPR’23] 84.5 85.7 13.2 294 25.3 33.5 13.2 294 46.2 49.8 13.2 294
YOLOv8-n [18] [arXiv’24] 82.2 81.9 8.2 385 27.6 38.4 8.2 385 46.0 48.5 8.2 385
YOLOv8-s [18] [arXiv’24] 85.1 86.0 28.4 333 27.6 38.4 28.4 333 46.0 48.5 28.4 333
YOLOv9-s [22] [arXiv’24] 85.2 88.6 30.3 172 29.5 37.4 30.3 172 47.4 49.7 30.3 172
YOLOv10-n [20] [arXiv’24] 82.3 81.4 8.22 357 28.1 35.9 8.22 357 46.5 48.3 8.22 357
YOLOv10-s [20] [arXiv’24] 85.0 82.2 24.5 286 28.8 39.4 24.5 286 47.3 57.3 24.5 286
YOLOS-ti [6] [arXiv’21] 80.8 80.4 21 116 21.3 30.1 21 116 45.3 52.0 24.5 286
YOLOS-s [6] [arXiv’21] 84.7 83.2 179 54 23.6 36.4 179 54 46.8 49.4 179 54

PP-PicoDet [25] [arXiv’21] 85.6 83.4 8.9 196 22.4 31.7 8.9 196 47.0 48.0 8.9 196
RT-DERT [26] [CVPR’23] 87.7 87.7 60 159 29.4 39.5 60 159 48.6 51.7 60 159
Lite-DERT [24] [CVPR’21] 86.1 85.2 151 75 26.3 33.0 151 75 45.3 48.9 151 75

FR-CNN [19] [NIPS’15] 74.6 76.6 94.3 10 20.3 36.3 94.3 10 39.9 46.1 94.3 10
SSD-VGG16 [17] [ECCV’16] 66.5 71.1 60.9 14 18.5 49.9 60.9 14 38.7 46.2 60.9 14

TD-YOLOV10 [Ours] 88.1 88.5 31.8 200 37.0 46.0 31.8 200 48.0 54.1 31.8 200

TABLE II
ABLATION STUDIES CONDUCTED ON EACH COMPONENT. THE BEST RESULTS ARE HIGHLIGHTED IN BOLD

Module Settings TD-RD CNRDD CRDDC’22

DSC MAPSE VGAU mAP(%) Pre(%) FLOPs(G) FPS mAP(%) Pre(%) FLOPs(G) FPS mAP(%) Pre(%) FLOPs(G) FPS

✓ 86.2 85.2 27.3 260 32.0 41.5 27.3 260 43.0 49.5 27.3 260
✓ ✓ 86.8 86.8 28.5 246 33.8 43.0 28.5 246 44.8 51.0 28.5 246

✓ ✓ 87.5 87.9 30.0 218 35.5 44.5 30.0 218 46.5 52.5 30.0 218
✓ ✓ ✓ 88.1 88.5 31.8 200 37.0 46.0 31.8 200 48.0 54.1 31.8 200

results on the CRDDC’22 dataset, which features a broader
range of crack types and varying image resolutions, underscore
the model’s robustness and adaptability in addressing diverse
and complex road damage scenarios.

B. Ablations

1) Effectiveness of MAPSE: Integrating MAPSE led to sub-
stantial improvements in both mean Average Precision (mAP)
and Precision across all evaluated datasets. The enhanced
performance, attributed to MAPSE, stems from its ability to
effectively capture long-range dependencies and contextual
information. On the TD-RD dataset, the model achieved an
impressive mAP of 86.2% and Precision of 85.2%, with a
computational cost of 27.3 GFLOPs. For the CNRDD dataset,
mAP reached 32.0% with a Precision of 41.5%, while on
the CRDDC’22 dataset, mAP and Precision were 43.0% and
49.5%, respectively.

2) Impact of Combining DSC and MAPSE: The integration
of DSC with MAPSE not only enhances computational effi-
ciency but also sustains high detection accuracy across various
benchmarks. On the TD-RD dataset, this combination resulted
in an improved mAP of 86.8% and Precision of 86.8%, with
a computational overhead of 28.5 GFLOPs. For the CNRDD
dataset, the model achieved a mAP of 33.8% and a Precision of
43.0%. Meanwhile, on the CRDDC’22 dataset, which presents
a variety of complex scenarios, mAP and Precision reached
44.8% and 51.0%, respectively.

3) Contribution of VGAU: The incorporation of VGAU
significantly bolstered the model’s capacity to capture fine-

grained and contextual information, leading to notable perfor-
mance gains. On the TD-RD dataset, mAP increased to 87.5%
and Precision to 87.9%, with a computational complexity of
30.0 GFLOPs. For the CNRDD dataset, mAP improved to
35.5%, with Precision rising to 44.5%. On the challenging
CRDDC’22 dataset, mAP and Precision reached 46.5% and
52.5%, respectively.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduce TD-RD, the first benchmark
designed to advance road damage detection by incorporating
a top-down perspective information. TD-RD spans a diverse
array of road types and damage scenarios, consisting of
7,088 high-resolution images and 12,882 annotated damage
instances, categorized with standard bounding boxes and dam-
age types. Our experimental results highlight the limitations
of existing methods when confronted with the road damage
detection from a top-down view. To this end, we propose
TD-YOLOv10, an efficient detector based on the YOLOv10
framework, enhanced with the Multi-Scale Attention with
Positional Squeeze-and-Excitation (MAPSE) module and the
Vision-based Global Attention Upsampling (VGAU) module.
These improvements substantially bolster the model’s capacity
to capture global context and discern fine-grained damage
features, resulting in superior performance on road pavement
damage detection tasks. By releasing TD-RD, we aim to
promote further research in the field of road disease detection,
emphasizing the key role of top-down view information in
advancing the field of road disease detection.



REFERENCES

[1] Amr Abdelraouf, Mohamed Abdel-Aty, and Yina Wu. Using vision
transformers for spatial-context-aware rain and road surface condition
detection on freeways. IEEE Transactions on Intelligent Transportation
Systems, 23(10):18546–18556, 2022.

[2] Deeksha Arya, Hiroya Maeda, Sanjay Kumar Ghosh, Durga Toshni-
wal, Hiroshi Omata, Takehiro Kashiyama, and Yoshihide Sekimoto.
Crowdsensing-based road damage detection challenge (crddc-2022),
2022.

[3] Zhihao Chen, Yiyuan Ge, and Qing Yue. Features reconstruction
disentanglement cloth-changing person re-identification. In International
Conference on Intelligent Computing, pages 390–403. Springer, 2024.

[4] Stefan Elfwing, Eiji Uchibe, and Kenji Doya. Sigmoid-weighted
linear units for neural network function approximation in reinforcement
learning. Neural Networks, 107:3–11, 2018.

[5] Mengchen Fan, Baocheng Geng, Keren Li, Xueqian Wang, and
Pramod K. Varshney. Interpretable data fusion for distributed learn-
ing: A representative approach via gradient matching. In 2024 27th
International Conference on Information Fusion (FUSION), pages 1–8,
2024.

[6] Yuxin Fang, Bencheng Liao, Xinggang Wang, Jiemin Fang, Jiyang Qi,
Rui Wu, Jianwei Niu, and Wenyu Liu. You only look at one sequence:
Rethinking transformer in vision through object detection, 2021.

[7] Munkhjargal Gochoo, Munkh-Erdene Otgonbold, Erkhembayar Gan-
bold, Jun-Wei Hsieh, Ming-Ching Chang, Ping-Yang Chen, Byambaa
Dorj, Hamad Al Jassmi, Ganzorig Batnasan, Fady Alnajjar, Mohammed
Abduljabbar, and Fang-Pang Lin. Fisheye8k: A benchmark and dataset
for fisheye camera object detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR) Work-
shops, pages 5305–5313, June 2023.

[8] Kai Han, Yunhe Wang, Hanting Chen, Xinghao Chen, Jianyuan Guo,
Zhenhua Liu, Yehui Tang, An Xiao, Chunjing Xu, Yixing Xu, et al. A
survey on vision transformer. IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and
machine intelligence, 45(1):87–110, 2022.

[9] Kai Han, Yunhe Wang, Hanting Chen, Xinghao Chen, Jianyuan Guo,
Zhenhua Liu, Yehui Tang, An Xiao, Chunjing Xu, Yixing Xu, Zhaohui
Yang, Yiman Zhang, and Dacheng Tao. A survey on vision transformer.
IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence,
45(1):87–110, 2023.

[10] Enbo Huang, Zhuo Su, Fan Zhou, and Ruomei Wang. Learning
rebalanced human parsing model from imbalanced datasets. Image and
Vision Computing, 2020.

[11] Yingrui Ji, Yao Zhu, Zhigang Li, Jiansheng Chen, Yunlong Kong, and
Jingbo Chen. Advancing out-of-distribution detection through data
purification and dynamic activation function design, 2024.

[12] Chuyi Li, Lulu Li, Hongliang Jiang, Kaiheng Weng, Yifei Geng, Liang
Li, Zaidan Ke, Qingyuan Li, Meng Cheng, Weiqiang Nie, Yiduo Li,
Bo Zhang, Yufei Liang, Linyuan Zhou, Xiaoming Xu, Xiangxiang Chu,
Xiaoming Wei, and Xiaolin Wei. Yolov6: A single-stage object detection
framework for industrial applications, 2022.

[13] Guoqing Li, Jingwei Zhang, Meng Zhang, Ruixia Wu, Xinye Cao, and
Wenzhao Liu. Efficient depthwise separable convolution accelerator
for classification and uav object detection. Neurocomputing, 490:1–16,
2022.

[14] Hanchao Li, Pengfei Xiong, Jie An, and Lingxue Wang. Pyramid
attention network for semantic segmentation, 2018.

[15] Zhengji Li, Xi Xiao, Jiacheng Xie, Yuxiao Fan, Wentao Wang, Gang
Chen, Liqiang Zhang, and Tianyang Wang. Cycle-yolo: A efficient and
robust framework for pavement damage detection, 2024.

[16] Zhengji Li, Yuhong Xie, Xi Xiao, Lanju Tao, Jinyuan Liu, and Ke
Wang. An image data augmentation algorithm based on yolov5s-da for
pavement distress detection. In 2022 5th International Conference on
Pattern Recognition and Artificial Intelligence (PRAI), pages 891–895,
2022.

[17] Wei Liu, Dragomir Anguelov, Dumitru Erhan, Christian Szegedy, Scott
Reed, Cheng-Yang Fu, and Alexander C. Berg. SSD: Single Shot
MultiBox Detector, page 21–37. Springer International Publishing, 2016.

[18] Dillon Reis, Jordan Kupec, Jacqueline Hong, and Ahmad Daoudi. Real-
time flying object detection with yolov8, 2024.

[19] Shaoqing Ren, Kaiming He, Ross Girshick, and Jian Sun. Faster r-cnn:
Towards real-time object detection with region proposal networks. In
C. Cortes, N. Lawrence, D. Lee, M. Sugiyama, and R. Garnett, editors,
Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, volume 28. Curran
Associates, Inc., 2015.

[20] Ao Wang, Hui Chen, Lihao Liu, Kai Chen, Zijia Lin, Jungong Han, and
Guiguang Ding. Yolov10: Real-time end-to-end object detection, 2024.

[21] Chien-Yao Wang, Alexey Bochkovskiy, and Hong-Yuan Mark Liao.
Yolov7: Trainable bag-of-freebies sets new state-of-the-art for real-time
object detectors. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), pages 7464–7475,
June 2023.

[22] Chien-Yao Wang, I-Hau Yeh, and Hong-Yuan Mark Liao. Yolov9:
Learning what you want to learn using programmable gradient infor-
mation, 2024.

[23] Xi Xiao, Wentao Wang, Jiacheng Xie, Lijing Zhu, Gaofei Chen, Zhengji
Li, Tianyang Wang, and Min Xu. Hgtdp-dta: Hybrid graph-transformer
with dynamic prompt for drug-target binding affinity prediction, 2024.

[24] Changqian Yu, Bin Xiao, Changxin Gao, Lu Yuan, Lei Zhang, Nong
Sang, and Jingdong Wang. Lite-hrnet: A lightweight high-resolution
network. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), pages 10440–10450, June 2021.

[25] Guanghua Yu, Qinyao Chang, Wenyu Lv, Chang Xu, Cheng Cui, Wei Ji,
Qingqing Dang, Kaipeng Deng, Guanzhong Wang, Yuning Du, Baohua
Lai, Qiwen Liu, Xiaoguang Hu, Dianhai Yu, and Yanjun Ma. Pp-picodet:
A better real-time object detector on mobile devices, 2021.

[26] Yian Zhao, Wenyu Lv, Shangliang Xu, Jinman Wei, Guanzhong Wang,
Qingqing Dang, Yi Liu, and Jie Chen. Detrs beat yolos on real-time
object detection, 2024.


	Introduction
	Benchmark
	Method
	MAPSE-based Feature Extraction
	Visual Global Attentional Upsampling

	Experiments
	Datasets
	Evaluation Metrics
	Implementation details

	Results
	Comparison with existing works
	Results on TD-RD Dataset
	Results on CNRDD Dataset
	Results on CRDDC’22 Dataset:

	Ablations
	Effectiveness of MAPSE
	Impact of Combining DSC and MAPSE
	Contribution of VGAU


	Conclusion
	References

