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Abstract—Power line infrastructure is a key component of
the power system, and it is rapidly expanding to meet growing
energy demands. Vegetation encroachment is a significant threat
to the safe operation of power lines, requiring reliable and
timely management to enhance the resilience and reliability of
the power network. Integrating smart grid technology, especially
Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs), provides substantial potential
to revolutionize the management of extensive power line networks
with advanced imaging techniques. However, processing the vast
quantity of images captured by UAV patrols remains a signif-
icant challenge. This paper introduces an intelligent real-time
monitoring framework for detecting power lines and adjacent
vegetation. It is developed based on the deep-learning Convolu-
tional Neural Network (CNN), You Only Look Once (YOLO),
renowned for its high-speed object detection capabilities. Unlike
existing deep learning-based methods, this framework enhances
accuracy by integrating YOLOv8 with directional filters. They
can extract directional features and textures of power lines
and their vicinity, generating Oriented Bounding Boxes (OBB)
for more precise localization. Additionally, a post-processing
algorithm is developed to create a vegetation encroachment
metric for power lines, allowing for a quantitative assessment
of the surrounding vegetation distribution. The effectiveness of
the proposed framework is demonstrated using a widely used
power line dataset.

Index Terms—Power line detection, monitoring, CNN,
YOLOv8, vegetation management, UAV.

I. INTRODUCTION

POWER lines can produce sparks upon tree contact due to
factors such as line sag, tree growth, and severe weather

conditions during natural hazards. Tree-contacted power line
sparking has been identified as a significant cause of the most
destructive wildfires in California in recent years [1], as well
as the devastating Maui fire in 2023 [2]. The American power
grid has more than 500,000 miles of high-voltage transmission
lines and 5 million miles of distribution lines, and it is still
rapidly growing with decarbonization initiatives [3]. Inspecting
such a large infrastructure is both labor-intensive and time-
consuming, relying on traditional methods like manual patrols
and helicopter surveys that have been in use for decades.
Ground patrols allow thorough evaluations but are slow and
costly, while helicopter surveys cover more areas quickly but
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with lower detection accuracy. Both approaches rely heavily
on human visual observation, increasing the risk of missed or
incorrect assessments [4].

A. Vegetation Monitoring for Power Line Inspections

Satellite imagery has been studied for vegetation monitoring
within power line corridors. Sensors like Synthetic Aperture
Radars (SAR) [5], operating in the microwave region of the
electromagnetic spectrum, and optical sensors [6], capturing
multispectral data in the visible and near-infrared regions, have
been widely explored. Some studies [7]–[9] have used multi-
spectral stereo pairs of satellite images to identify trees with
extracted Normalized Difference Vegetation Index (NDVI)
information to evaluate encroachment to power lines; however,
capturing stereo images is technically challenging and costly
for large-scale monitoring [10]. Recent studies focused on
monocular satellite imagery combined with a machine learning
technique, i.e., Adaboost classifier [11] and Support Vector
Machine (SVM) [12] for extracting, segmenting, and classi-
fying trees. However, these methods are constrained by data
availability in low-light or cloudy conditions. Additionally, in
these studies, the positions of power lines are typically prede-
termined, as they struggle to automatically detect power line
conductors and bundles. Even the highest-resolution imagery
is often too coarse to capture the thin and small features of
power lines, particularly distribution lines, which are smaller,
positioned lower, and frequently obscured by trees, making
them unsuitable for fine-scale detection.

Fixed vision sensors [13] and ground-based vehicles [14]
have been explored for higher-resolution data acquisition,
but their limited view angles present challenges. In con-
trast, airborne Light Detection and Ranging (LiDAR) three-
dimensional (3D) modeling with higher flexibility, has gained
greater attention in the industry, typically employing fixed-
wing aircraft or helicopters. Utilities such as Pacific Gas
and Electric (PG&E) and Duke Energy have utilized LiDAR
to assess risks near power lines [15], [16]. Existing studies
[17]–[20] showed that power line clustering, as well as the
extraction and classification of trees, can be achieved by
analyzing the 3D point cloud data using line detection (e.g.,
Hough transform) [17], intensity analysis [18], and advanced
Deep Neural Networks (DNNs) (e.g., CA-PointNet++ [19],
VEPL-Net [20], and RandLA-Net [21]). Despite its effective-
ness, the broader use of airborne LiDAR is limited by heavy
payloads, high power consumption, and the need for high point
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TABLE I
OVERVIEW OF DIFFERENT DATA RESOURCES AND TECHNIQUES

Data Resource Main Technique Power Line
Detection

Vegetation
Detection

Data Reso-
lution

Computational
Cost

Position
Accuracy

Communication
Load

Satellite SAR/
Optical Imagery

Stereo matching & NDVI [7]–[9] No Yes Low Medium Low High
Adaboost, SVM [11], [12] No Yes Medium High Medium High

Airborne LiDAR
(fixed-wing/
helicopter)

Hough Transform & Intensity anal-
ysis [16], [17] Yes No Medium Medium Medium High

3D point cloud data classification
with DNNs [18]–[20] Yes Yes Medium High High High

UAV-Based
Cameras

Image processing (Canny, Hough
Transform, etc.) [28], [29] Yes No High Low Low High

CNN-based classification [31], [32] Yes No High Medium Low High
UNet-based segmentation [33]–
[35] Yes No High High Medium Medium

Proposed PL-YOLO Yes Yes High Medium High Low

density to map small objects [22]. For instance, high-voltage
transmission lines are easier to map due to elevated positions,
whereas lower voltage distribution lines are often obscured by
dense forests, making detection more challenging [18].

B. Opportunities in UAV-Based Monitoring

As an alternative, UAVs equipped with lightweight vision
sensors offer a more cost-effective and practical solution.
They can operate closer to the ground and capture high-
resolution images in both the visible red, green, and blue
(RGB) channels and infrared spectrums, providing detailed
views of the environment [23]. This makes it particularly
effective for monitoring both transmission and distribution
lines. However, analyzing these captured images still relies on
human observation, making it prone to errors and oversight.

Utility companies are beginning to pilot advanced wireless
technologies, such as private Long Term Evolution (LTE)
networks, to support intelligent sensors [24]. However, it is
still challenging to manage the communication and control
of many inspection UAVs to support their transmission of
a large volume of streaming image data. In addition, the
critical control and non-payload data, including location and
speed, demand robust communication that can be hindered by
limitations in channel data rates. This can lead to data traffic
congestion, potentially jeopardizing the safe navigation and
operation of UAVs, which in turn poses risks to power line
infrastructure and public safety. Therefore, there is a critical
need to develop automatic and real-time detection methods to
enhance the efficiency and applicability of UAV inspections.

C. Image-Based Detection of Power Lines

Image-based automatic detection of power lines is chal-
lenging due to complex backgrounds and weak features [25].
Prior works have mainly utilized traditional image processing
methods, such as Hough or Radon transforms to detect line
segments [26], [27]. These methods are often complemented
with prior information or clustering algorithms to assemble
the segments into complete power lines. Edge extraction
algorithms, such as Canny, Line Segment Detector (LSD),
and Edge Drawing Lines (EDLines) have also been studied

for power line detection [28], [29]. However, the performance
of these methods heavily depends on carefully calibrated
threshold parameters and handcrafted rules, which often lack
adaptability. Moreover, these techniques have limited robust-
ness for distinguishing power lines from other linear structures
in noisy aerial images.

Deep learning neural networks, especially CNNs, excel
at recognizing and learning features for object detection in
images using extensive parameters and deep layers. Their sig-
nificant successes span various applications, from autonomous
driving to medical imaging [30]. Recent studies have explored
the application of CNNs, for instance, VGG-19 and ResNet-
50 for detecting power lines in aerial images [31], [32].
However, these approaches only classify images containing
power lines rather than for detection and positioning. CNNs for
object detection tasks mostly use Horizontal Bounding Boxes
(HBBs). These boxes encompass a large space compared to the
power lines with thin structures and varying orientations, thus
cannot accurately position power lines [33]. Therefore, some
efforts focus on segmentation solutions that can detect power
lines at the pixel level [34]–[36]. These efforts involve using
UNet [37], a U-shaped CNN architecture specialized in image
segmentation and its variants based on different backbones,
such as VGG-19 [38] or GhostNet [39]. However, pixel-level
line segmentation is inherently complex, time-consuming, and
thus not ideal for real-time application. The YOLO algorithm
is a popular object detection model known for its speed and
accuracy [40]. First introduced in 2016, YOLO has iterated
rapidly, including advancements in feature extraction, data
augmentation, and model optimization. YOLOv8 [41], intro-
duced in 2023, brings enhancements to multiple tasks. Its
Oriented Bounding Box (OBB) task has the potential to solve
the power line detection challenge with its rotatable capability.

This paper proposes an automatic real-time power line
detection framework based on UAV images. It can accurately
detect power lines with tight borders, quantitatively evalu-
ate nearby vegetation encroachment, and send location-based
alerts when risks are detected. The main contributions are
listed as follows.

• We introduce PowerLine-YOLOv8 (PL-YOLOv8), an
enhanced version of the YOLOv8 algorithm, tailored
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Fig. 1. Outline of PL-YOLO based power line detection for vegetation management.

for the specific challenges of power line detection. This
model integrates a novel directional block composed of
convolutional layers initialized with parameters and sizes
derived from a directional filter bank. This bank uses
specialized directional filters that are designed to detect
the orientations and textures of power lines and their
vicinity, enhancing the accuracy of OBBs for precise
localization.

• PL-YOLOv8 represents the first adaptation of YOLOv8’s
OBB capabilities specifically for power line extraction,
resolving the trade-off between real-time detection and
precise, tight bounding. For training, we developed a
dataset with segmented image tiles and custom OBB
annotations, specifically designed for accurate power line
detection tasks. This dataset is customized using the
Transmission Tower and Power Line Aerial (TTPLA) im-
age dataset, which features high-resolution UAV imagery
of power lines [42], [43].

• We also propose a post-processing algorithm that de-
velops a vegetation encroachment metric to evaluate the
proximity of vegetation to power lines in aerial images.
This metric utilizes the OBB detection locations and
image data such as RGB indices, texture analysis, and
brightness measurements. It offers an effective alternative
to the intensive task of employing deep-learning-based
segmentation methods for tree detection.

• The proposed software framework is designed for deploy-
ment on UAV onboard processors. It transmits Global
Positioning System (GPS) locations and essential image
data only when vegetation metrics exceed predefined
thresholds or when real-time viewing is requested. This
location-based alert system minimizes data transmission,
reduces wireless communication loads, and ensures high-
quality image delivery. Its detailed, flexible views and low
communication requirements make it ideal for monitoring
both transmission and distribution lines.

The comparison of our proposed method with the existing
literature is summarized in Table I. The rest of the paper is
organized as follows. Section II outlines the workflow of the
proposed framework. Section III discusses the PL-YOLOv8
network, including the innovative directional block. Section IV

details the vegetation encroachment post-processing algorithm.
Section V shows the experimental results. Section VI provides
the study conclusions.

II. OUTLINE OF PROPOSED FRAMEWORK

Our proposed framework introduces an end-to-end solution
to manage power line inspections and vegetation encroach-
ment, as shown in Fig. 1. Specifically, the software processes
the image data as follows.

Step 1: The UAV acquires images of the power lines while
recording its GPS location. This data (images plus coordinates)
is captured in real-time and can be stored locally on the UAV’s
onboard processor.

Step 2: The onboard PL-YOLOv8 algorithm analyzes these
images to detect power lines, producing OBBs that accurately
outline the detected lines. The PL-YOLOv8 is pretrained on
the proposed dataset or supplemented with additional datasets
as needed.

Step 3: A vegetation encroachment metric module analyzes
nearby pixels around the detected OBBs to evaluate how close
or dense the vegetation is with respect to the power lines. It
then computes an encroachment metric that quantifies potential
risks.

Step 4: The system checks the metrics against predefined
thresholds. If any metric exceeds the acceptable limit, an alarm
event is triggered. Upon an alarm, the UAV relays the relevant
images and corresponding GPS coordinates to the monitoring
center via the base station. Operators can thus access the
critical data in near real-time, determining whether immediate
action is required.

By embedding the PL-YOLOv8 and metric calculation
modules directly on the UAV, this workflow alleviates the
communication load between the UAV, base station, and
monitoring center while preserving image quality. If real-time
viewing is needed, the system can additionally stream selected
frames or sensor data over the wireless link.

III. ADVANCED PL-YOLOV8 FOR POWER LINE
DETECTION

Previous object detection algorithms, such as the original
Region-based CNN (R-CNN) and its successors (Fast R-CNN,
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Fig. 2. Enhanced YOLO structure: PL-YOLOv8 with directional block.

Faster R-CNN), typically employ a two-stage process [44].
The localization stage employs a region proposal mechanism
to pinpoint areas that potentially contain objects. This directs
the subsequent neural network to concentrate on these areas,
where it performs classification and regression tasks. This
method achieves high accuracy through numerous regional
proposals, but it also greatly limits time efficiency. YOLO
revolutionizes real-time applications by employing an end-
to-end neural network that simultaneously predicts bounding
boxes and class probabilities. YOLOv8 builds on this by
optimizing the architecture to improve object detection at
various scales. It uses advanced convolutional layers and
spatial pyramid pooling for better contextualization and spatial
hierarchy preservation.

A. Overall structure

Fig. 2 shows the PL-YOLOv8 network consisting of three
main components: backbone, neck, and head. A directional
block is incorporated at the beginning of the backbone, en-
hancing the standard YOLOv8. Further details on this block
design are provided in section III(C). The backbone extracts
image features using Conv, SPPF (Spatial Pyramid Pooling-
Fast), and C2f modules [45]. The Conv module includes
a two-dimensional (2D) convolutional layer, batch normal-
ization layer, and SiLU activation layer. SPPF can reduce
computational load with three max-pooling layers that reduce
the spatial dimensions of the feature maps. The C2f module
enhances feature extraction using gradient diversion with Conv
and residual modules (i.e., bottleneck). The neck employs
a Feature Pyramid Network + Path Aggregation Network
(FPN+PAN) structure to merge multi-scale features, enhancing
detection accuracy for objects of varying sizes. The head uses a
decoupled structure to optimize tasks of classification and de-
tection separately, ensuring their respective optimal accuracy.
In addition, the head adopts an anchor-free method by directly
predicting bounding box coordinates from key points on the
feature map. This eliminates the need for predefined anchor

(a) (b)
Fig. 3. OBB task: (a) OBB representation. (b) Power line detection example
using the OBB concept.

boxes in coupled heads, making the model more flexible and
adaptive to various object sizes and shapes.

Given an example of a 640 × 640 image, YOLOv8 down-
samples and generates feature maps (P1–P5) at scales of 320
× 320, 160 × 160, 80 × 80, 40 × 40, and 20 × 20 pixels,
respectively. P1 and P2 have larger and shallower feature maps
and retain detailed spatial information crucial for detecting
small objects. P4 and P5, with smaller and deeper feature
maps, capture abstract features necessary for recognizing large
objects. By integrating the P3, P4, and P5 layers, YOLOv8
leverages the strengths of multiple scales to detect objects of
various sizes.

B. OBB task head

The OBB task improves traditional HBB detection by con-
sidering the object’s orientation, which is particularly useful
for power line detection, as shown in Fig. 3. An OBB is
defined by its center coordinates (x, y), width w, height h,
and rotation angle θ, allowing for tighter bounds and reducing
background inclusion. The OBB localization loss is computed
using the Probability-based Intersection over Union (ProbIoU)
method [46] instead of the traditional IoU loss for HBBs.
This method encodes the parameters (x, y, w, h, θ) into a
covariance matrix and calculates their various distance metrics,
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Fig. 4. Directional block containing 8 directional high-pass filters in its first stage.

(a) (b)

Fig. 5. 2D filter rotation example when n = 5. (a) Filter fθ=0◦ (i, j). (b)
Filter fθ=25.56◦ (i, j).

ensuring accurate localization loss by considering the object’s
position, size, and rotation.

C. Directional block design

The directional block is designed to comprise two convo-
lutional layers, a leaky ReLU activation layer, and a channel
converter, as illustrated in Fig. 4. The leaky ReLU activation
helps mitigate negative values, preventing inactive neurons
during training. The channel converter consists of a convolu-
tional layer and a batch normalization layer. The convolutional
layer features a 1× 1 kernel that averages directional features
from 8 channels and converts them to 3 RGB channels. This
configuration enables seamless integration into the YOLO
backbone for further processing. The parameters in the con-
volutional layers are initialized using directional filters, as
designed below. In image processing, it is customary to apply
a low-pass filter to remove the noise while detecting the edges
using an edge detection filter, which is essentially a high-pass
filter. This approach generates a wavelet band-pass filter, as
shown in (1).

hbp[n] = (hlp ∗ hhp)[n] (1)

Here, hbp represents the band-pass filter. It is noted that the
frequency response Hbp(e

jω) of this filter is not identically

Fig. 6. 2D Frequency response plots, |Hbp(e
j(ω1,ω2))| for (ω1, ω2) ∈

(−π, π) at θ = {0◦, 26.56◦, 45◦, 63.44◦, 90◦,−63.44◦,−45◦,−26.56◦}.

zero across all frequencies ω because the high- and low-pass
filters are inherently not perfect. This results in a practical
band-pass filter that does not entirely block all frequencies.

We rotate the one-dimensional (1D) prototype filter hbp

through eight directions within the range (ω1, ω2) ∈ (−π, π),
as described in the following paragraph and shown in Fig.
5. This yields a set of directional filters, with their smooth
frequency responses shown in Fig. 6. These filters are designed
to emphasize edges in all eight directions. This feature is
vital for highlighting weak, straight-edge features of power
lines against complex backgrounds, which is crucial for ac-
curate detection and analysis. The designed filter parameters
can initialize directional blocks in deep learning models to
enhance directional feature extraction, allowing deeper layers
in capturing structural details. This approach ensures that the
network efficiently prioritizes essential image attributes from
the start, improving the robustness of power line detection.

As pointed out above, the directional filters are created by
rotating a 1D prototype filter with an impulse response of
fh = {h1, h2, ..., hn} into a 2D space across various angles
parameterized by θ. Illustrated in Fig. 5, we use a n×n grid to
represent the 2D filter fθ(i, j), where i and j are the horizontal
and vertical indices of the grid cells, respectively. A line at
angle θ crosses the grid’s center with coordinates of (n2 ,

n
2 )

and is defined by equation (2):

y = (x− n

2
)× tan θ +

n

2
(2)
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Specifically, the line segments in each grid denote the
weights of the filter parameter. When θ = 0 and n is
odd, f0(i,

n−1
2 ) equals the original filter without rotation.

Otherwise, the values in fθ(i, j) are in proportion to the line
segment length Lθ(i, j), and are normalized by the line length
in the center as Lθ(

n−1
2 , n−1

2 ), as shown in (3).

fθ(i, j) = fh(i)×
Lθ(i, j)

Lθ(
n−1
2 , n−1

2 )
(3)

where Lθ(
n−1
2 , n−1

2 ) = 1
cos θ when θ ≤ 45◦. Lθ(i, j) is

calculated by finding out the entry and exiting points in
cell (i, j), and calculating their Euclidean distances. The
calculation algorithm is developed as follows.

Algorithm 1 Lθ(i, j) Calculation
CALCULATE LINE LENGTHS(n, θ)

center ← n/2
for each cell (i, j) in n× n grid:

determine coordinates of four cell corners:
(Xr,Yr)i,j ← (i+ r, j + r) for r = 0, 1
determine intersection points on cell edges:
Xat Yr ← (y − center)/tan θ + center for y ∈ Yr

Yat Xr ← (x− center)× tan θ+ center for x ∈ Xr

identify two valid intersection points in the cell:
if X0 < XatYr

< X1 OR
Y0 < YatXr

< Y1 for r = 0, 1 is true:
{(x1, y1), (x2, y2)} ← {(XatYr

, Yr), (Xr, YatXr
)}

Length: Lθ(i, j)←
√
(x2 − x1)2 + (y2 − y1)2

return Lθ(i, j)

For angles θ ≥ 45◦, the filter is generated by trans-
posing f(90◦−θ), which is calculated using the Algorithm
1. Within the directional block, the angles are set at θ =
{0◦,±26.56◦,±45◦,±63.44◦, 90◦}. The initial parameters for
the first two convolutional layers are created by rotating a
high-pass filter and a low-pass filter, respectively. We selected
the 1D high-pass prototype filter obtained from a seven-order
half-band Lagrangian maximally flat low-pass filter with the
following transfer function (4).

Hhp(z) = 1 +
9

16

(
(−z)1 + (−z)−1

)
− 1

16

(
(−z)3 + (−z)−3

) (4)

The high-pass filter is obtained using the transformation
Hhp(z) = Hlp(−z), and the corresponding impulse response
of the high-pass filter is given by (5).

hhp[n] = {
1

16
, 0,− 9

16
, 1,− 9

16
, 0,

1

16
} (5)

The low-pass filter used in the directional block is a
wide-band low-pass filter, empirically designed. Its impulse
response is shown in by (6).

hlp[n] = {−
1

4
,−1

2
, 1, 2, 1,−1

2
,−1

4
} (6)

The corresponding frequency responses within (−π, π) are
shown in Fig. 7a and Fig. 7b, respectively. Fig. 7a illustrates

(a) (b)

Fig. 7. Frequency responses of (a) hhp[n] and (b) hlp[n], respectively.

that the high frequencies are preserved while the low fre-
quencies are suppressed, making the filter effective for edge
detection. Fig. 7b illustrates that the low-pass filter, designed
as a wide-band filter, suppresses high-frequency noise while
preserving low frequencies and maintaining essential structural
details. Additionally, neither filter is ideal, allowing nonzero
values within the suppressed frequency bands to ensure that
critical information is retained.

The PL-YOLOv8 model with the initial directional block
achieves a higher accuracy than standard PL-YOLOv8 in
detecting power lines using OBBs.

IV. VEGETATION ENCROACHMENT METRIC
DEVELOPMENT

Using the location results from power line detection with
PL-YOLOv8, we devise a method to measure vegetation en-
croachment that assesses the density and growth of vegetation
near power lines in the images. This approach combines a
Greenness Index (GI) with a Tree-Grass Differentiation Index
(TGDI) to create a comprehensive vegetation encroachment
metric. Deep learning-based segmentation solutions are widely
discussed and utilized for pixel-level vegetation detection [48].
However, they encounter significant computational challenges,
especially for the detection of trees with diverse morphology.
Our method employs RGB indices and image texture and
brightness data, which can tackle the computational challenges
associated with segmentation tasks in neural networks for tree
detection.

A. Greenness index

The GI is derived from the Green Red Vegetation Index
(GRVI), which measures image greenness, complemented by
a Gaussian filter that summarizes spatial information. GRVI is
frequently utilized in image-based vegetation analysis and is
represented in (7).

GRVI =
G−R

G+R
(7)

where G and R are the green and red channel pixel values,
respectively. This index effectively highlights vegetation by
measuring the relative intensity of green compared to red light.

To aggregate the greenness information near power lines,
we use a discrete, normalized Gaussian filter as outlined in
(8).
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Fig. 8. Greenness index generation example.

G(g) =
exp

(
−0.5

(
g
σ

)2)
∑

g exp
(
−0.5

(
g
σ

)2) (8)

Here, g represents the index, represented by the set
{− z−1

2 , . . . , 0, . . . , z−1
2 }, where z is the filter size and σ is

the standard deviation, influencing the filter’s spread.
Fig. 8 illustrates the application of the Gaussian filter near

the power line. The power line’s OBB is highlighted in red and
defined by {(uc, vc), (w, h), θ}. Here, (uc, vc) are the center
coordinates, w and h the width and height, respectively, and
θ the rotation angle. The central line of the OBB is described
by (9).

(u, v) = (uc, vc) + t · (cos θ, sin θ) (9)

where t varies from −w
2 to w

2 . Along this line, m evenly
spaced pixels are sampled and defined in (10).

(uk, vk) = (uc + (−w

2
+ k · w

m
) cos θ,

vc + (−w

2
+ k · w

m
) sin θ)

(10)

where k ranges from 0 to m. The value of m is chosen as 100,
considering the image size in our experiment is 640× 640.

At each pixel sample (uk, vk), the 1D Gaussian filter is
centered and applied perpendicular to the central line. Let p⊥
be the unit vector perpendicular to the line’s direction at the
point (x, y). If the direction vector of the line is d = (dx, dy),
then p⊥ = (−dy, dx). Points along the line perpendicular to
d at (uk, vk) are determined by (11).

(u⊥, v⊥)g = (uk, vk) + g · p⊥ (11)

Here, g represents the index in the Gaussian kernel, and p⊥
is normalized for uniform spacing.

Next, the weighted greenness value W (k) for each position
(uk, vk) along the power line is calculated as a weighted sum
of the GRVI values using Gaussian weights, as shown in (12).

W (k) =

n−1
2∑

g=−n−1
2

I(u⊥, v⊥)g ·G(g) (12)

Here, I(u⊥, v⊥)g denotes the GRVI value at each perpendicu-
lar pixel indexed by g, and G(g) is the corresponding Gaussian
kernel weight. This results in a set of W(k) values for the
power line. Finally, a composite greenness index GI is derived

by considering both the maximum and the average of these
values, as shown in (13).

GI = max(W(k)) + mean(W(k)) (13)

The GI is specifically designed to provide a comprehensive
evaluation of vegetation and its proximity to power lines. This
index effectively captures both extreme and typical greenness
scenarios near the power lines, facilitating a robust assess-
ment of vegetation encroachment. Additionally, it employs a
Gaussian filter to process spatial information, prioritizing areas
closer to the power line with higher weights while assigning
lower weights to farther regions. As a result, the GI provides a
reliable measure for monitoring vegetation health and density
around power lines.

B. Vegetation encroachment metric

The GI provides color-based information from images,
which can make it challenging to distinguish between highly
green grasslands and trees. To address this issue, we incor-
porate the TGDI [49], which utilizes the visual distinctions
between grasslands and tree crowns; grass typically appears
brighter and smoother, while tree crowns are characterized
by their darker and more textured appearance. The TGDI is
defined as follows in (14).

TGDI = log10(T )×B (14)

Here, T denotes the proportion of pixels identified as edges
by the Canny algorithm, reflecting the image’s texture. B
represents the average grayscale values of the pixels, indicating
the image’s brightness. Since brightness is a more significant
factor than texture in differentiating grasslands from tree
crowns, the texture component T is adjusted by applying a
logarithmic transformation, serving as an adjustment coeffi-
cient in the index. In this formulation, a higher TGDI value
indicates the presence of grass, while a lower value suggests
the presence of trees.

Combining this with the GI, we derive a final metric for
vegetation encroachment, as represented in (15).

M = α ·GI + β · TGDI (15)

Here, α and β are coefficients that calibrate the contribution of
each index to the overall metric, ensuring a balanced assess-
ment of vegetation presence. Notably, β is set to a negative
value to ensure that a higher M indicates a higher likelihood
of tree presence, aligning with the intended interpretation of
the metric.

V. EXPERIMENT RESULTS

The proposed framework was developed and demonstrated
using Python 3.10, leveraging its library support for deep
learning and computer vision applications. Model design and
implementation were carried out using PyTorch, with Spyder
as the development environment and Anaconda for environ-
ment management. The effectiveness of the proposed PL-
YOLOv8 and vegetation encroachment metric is demonstrated
using a comprehensive public power infrastructure dataset,
TTPLA [42], [43]. This dataset comprises UAV low-altitude
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TABLE II
COMPARISON OF OBJECT DETECTION MODELS

Model Image Size Dataset Task AP50 AP50−90 FPS

Yolact++ (ResNet50) 700× 700 Original TTPLA Mask 5.11% 1.64% 9.04HBB 41.45% 22.29%

Yolact++ (ResNet101) 700× 700 Original TTPLA Mask 5.38% 1.92% 9.72HBB 42.32% 22.37%
YOLOv8(n)

640× 640 TTPLA-Tile-OBB OBB

69.00% 36.02% 345
PL-YOLOv8(n) 78.24% 43.50% 97

YOLOv8(s) 76.33% 41.14% 151.51
PL-YOLOv8(s) 78.14% 44.32% 49.50

YOLOv8(m) 70.70% 40.50% 60.24
PL-YOLOv8(m) 71.94% 41.14% 20.37

YOLOv8(l) 73.22% 41.39% 35.08
PL-YOLOv8(l) 74.60% 43.38% 16.47

Fig. 9. OBB annotation generation in an original image.

Fig. 10. Image tiles containing OBB annotations.

aerial images of transmission towers and power lines collected
from two states in the U.S. We preprocessed the dataset
into appropriate image sizes and generated corresponding
OBB annotations. The dataset preprocessing, detection results,
evaluation, and assessment are discussed as follows.

A. Data preprocessing

The TTPLA dataset consists of 1,242 images with a res-
olution of 3, 840 × 2, 160 pixels and includes manually la-
beled 10,075 instances of power lines. It can be utilized for
the detection and segmentation tasks. For our purposes, we
used only the power line data. We developed an automatic
labeling method that converts segmentation annotations to
OBB annotations. The segmentation annotations are polygons
formed by a set of points along the instance edges. We used
the convexHull and minAreaRect functions in OpenCV to

TABLE III
YOLOV8 OBB MODEL SIZES

Model Size Depth Factor d Width Factor w Params (M)
n 0.33 0.25 3.1
s 0.33 0.50 11.4
m 0.67 0.75 26.4
l 1 1 44.5

generate OBBs that enclose the polygons. Fig. 9 illustrates the
original polygon annotations (in blue) and the newly generated
OBB annotations (in red). These OBB annotations efficiently
enclose the power line within the minimal rectangular area,
showcasing their effectiveness.

Furthermore, we divided the original images into 640×640
tiles/sub-images. This ensures that the power lines in images
are processed thoroughly, preserving important details without
substantial loss during resizing. The OBB annotations were
generated for each tile by adjusting and aligning with the
boundaries. Fig. 10 highlights tiles containing power lines,
which are preserved in the curated dataset. This dataset,
named TTPLA-Tile-OBB, now comprises 17,178 images of
size 640 × 640 pixels, with accurate OBB annotations for
power lines. It was then divided into training, validation, and
test sets with an 8:1:1 ratio.

B. Power line detection results

We conducted various training scenarios using different
datasets and models to evaluate performance. The original and
preprocessed TTPLA dataset are used to train both the stan-
dard YOLOv8 model and the proposed PL-YOLOv8 across
four different model sizes: nano (n), small (s), medium (m),
and large (l), respectively. They are scaled by the depth and
width factors (d and w), which determine the number of layers
(depth) and the number of channels per layer (width) in the
network, thereby resulting in different numbers of parameters,
as shown in TABLE III.

The models are compared with the Yolact++ models with
backbones of ResNet50 and ResNet101 [50]. Yolact++ is
an upgraded variation of Yolact, a member of the YOLO
family that enhances the YOLO architecture by adding a mask
branch to perform instance segmentation tasks. The training
cases and evaluation results are presented in Table II. Their
detection results of power lines are showcased in Fig. 11. The
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(a)

(b) (c)

(d) (e)
Fig. 11. Examples of detection results using various models and datasets. (a) HBB and mask detection with the Yoloct++(ResNet101) model on TTPLA
dataset. (b) OBB detection with YOLOv8(l) model on TTPLA-Tile-OBB dataset. (c) OBB detection with PL-YOLOv8(l) model on TTPLA-Tile-OBB dataset.
(d) Exceptional OBB detection with PL-YOLOv8(l) model. (e) Power lines that are not detected by either YOLOv8 (l) or PL-YOLOv8 (l) models.

TABLE IV
COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT TRAINING MODE FOR DIRECTIONAL BLOCK

Models Directional block AP50 AP50−95

PL-YOLOv8(s) Frozen 76.30% 40.83%
PL-YOLOv8(s) Trainable 78.14% 44.32%
PL-YOLOv8(s) Mixed 77.26% 43.67%

performance metrics used across the models include AP 50 and
AP 50−95. The AP 50 represents average precision at an IoU
(intersection over union) threshold of 50%, while AP 50−95

computes the average precision at IoU thresholds ranging from
50% to 95%, in 5% increments.

The Yolact++ model can detect both traditional HBB and
masks, providing a baseline for UAV aerial image-based
power line detection [43], [50]. While masks allow pixel-
level detection of power lines, their accuracy is relatively low,
as shown in TABLE II. The quality of masks is not high
with discontinuous pixels and missing detections, as shown
in Fig. 11a. Comparatively, the HBB tasks have a relatively
higher accuracy, achieving an AP 50 of 42.32% by Yolact++
(ResNet101). However, it fails to frame power lines with
constrained bounds.

OBB tasks were anticipated to resolve the limitations ob-
served in mask and HBB tasks. When employing the modified
dataset (TTPLA-Tile-OBB) which comprises tiles to train
the model, there is a significant improvement in accuracy
across all sizes of YOLOv8 (n, s, m, l). The AP 50 increases
to 69.00%, 76.33%, 70.70%, and 73.22%, respectively. Fig.
11b shows that the YOLOv8 model, using YOLOv8(l) as an
example, effectively detects power lines with OBBs. However,
a missing detection is evident in the second image of Fig.

Fig. 12. Edge enhancement with directional filtering at angles 0°, 45°, 90°.

11b when compared to Fig. 11c. The proposed advanced PL-
YOLOv8(n) model improves AP 50 by 9.24% and AP 50−95

by 7.48%, while PL-YOLOv8(s, m, l) models improve AP 50

and AP 50−95 by 1% to 2%. Fig. 11c illustrates the enhanced
detection capabilities of these models, as shown by the results
using PL-YOLOv8(l). These models generally achieve higher
confidence scores compared to the standard YOLOv8 and
excel at detecting power lines with weak features.

Additionally, we investigated the impact of directional
block enhancement on PL-YOLOv8(s) using different training
modes. Table IV presents the results. While freezing the
directional filter layers ensures consistent directional feature
extraction for the deep layers, it results in performance similar
to the original YOLO models due to less flexibility. In the
mixed training mode, the directional layers are frozen for the
initial 1800 epochs and trained for the final 200 epochs. This
strategy enables the network to stabilize feature extraction in
the early stages, allowing it to later adapt to more complex
patterns to enhance model performance. PL-YOLOv8(s) in the
mixed training mode has a 0.96% improvement in AP 50 and
a 2.84% increase in AP 50−95 compared to the frozen mode.
Making the directional filter layers fully trainable provides
greater adaptability, enabling the initial layers to extract mean-
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Fig. 13. Vegetation encroachment metrics: sorted image examples.

TABLE V
EVALUATION METRICS AT OPTIMAL THRESHOLD

Optimal Threshold Accuracy Precision Recall F1 Score
0.81 0.71 0.37 0.89 0.52

ingful directional features from the start and resulting in the
best performance gains.

Fig. 11d showcases additional power lines that were not
detected by YOLOv8(l). These lines exhibit either non-typical
features like those connected to insulators or weak features
against a complex or confusing background. The superior
performance of the enhanced PL-YOLOv8 models is attributed
to directional filters that excel in extracting features from
various orientations and complicated textures. Fig. 12 visually
displays the binarized textures extracted by these directional
filters at 0◦, 45◦, and 90◦, showcasing their effectiveness in
feature detection. Fig. 11e illustrates power line cases that
were not detected by either the YOLOv8 (l) or PL-YOLOv8
(l) models. These cases have weak line characteristics that are
either too distant to be detected or are obscured by complex
transmission tower structures or tree branches, making detec-
tion challenging.

C. Real-time detection capability evaluation
The real-time detection capability of the proposed models

was evaluated by testing their frame rates on an NVIDIA
GeForce RTX 4060 Laptop GPU (8188 MiB), as shown
in TABLE II. While PL-YOLOv8 models generally produce
lower FPS than standard YOLOv8, the PL-YOLOv8(n) model
maintains a high performance of 97 FPS, which far exceeds
the typical real-time threshold of 15–30 FPS. While UAV pro-
cessors (e.g., Jetson modules) have stricter power and thermal
constraints, this performance margin allows effective down-
scaling. Further optimizations, such as TensorRT deployment,
can enhance FPS performance on embedded platforms (e.g.,
Nvidia Jetson Xavier NX). This evaluation demonstrates the
proposed model’s capability for accurate and real-time power
line detection, showing its potential for UAV field applications.

D. Evaluation of vegetation encroachment metric method
The vegetation encroachment metric method was evaluated

using 1,000 images from the test dataset. Vegetation encroach-
ment metrics were calculated for each image by evaluating

(a)

(b)
Fig. 14. Evaluation of the vegetation metric method: (a) Precision, recall,
and F1 scores over different thresholds. (b) ROC curve and AUC.

the proximity of vegetation to power lines, using power line
detections from PL-YOLOv8. Examples of vegetation en-
croachment metrics are shown in Fig. 13, demonstrating how
these values can indicate trends in vegetation encroachment.
For evaluation, the continuous metric was converted into a
binary classification problem using a threshold. If the metric
value was greater than or equal to the threshold, the image was
classified as alarming for vegetation encroachment; otherwise,
it was not. The ground truth for the images was generated
by manually labeling them into two classes: alarm and non-
alarm. Based on the ground truth and prediction results,
the performance was then evaluated using metrics such as
accuracy, precision, recall, and F1 score.

Precision is the ratio of true positives to the total positive
detections (both true positives and false positives), reflecting
the model’s accuracy in identifying actual alarms. Recall, or
sensitivity, is the ratio of true positives to all actual positives
(true positives and false negatives), showing the model’s ability
to identify all potential hazards. The F1 score reflects the
balance between precision and recall, showing the model’s ef-
fectiveness in accurately identifying trees at risk of vegetation
encroachment while maintaining high sensitivity and precision
to minimize false alarms.

To find the optimal threshold, we plotted the precision,
recall, and F1 scores as shown in Fig. 14a. The optimal
threshold was determined to be 0.81, where the F1 score is
highest. The evaluation metrics at this threshold are presented
in Table V. With this threshold, the higher recall is prioritized
over precision, aligning with the goal that false negatives are
more critical than false positives in vegetation management
since false negatives (missed encroachments) could result
in severe consequences such as power outages, fires, or
safety hazards. This ensures that most encroachment cases
are identified, reducing the risk of missing high-priority areas
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Fig. 15. Severity levels based on metric percentiles.

requiring immediate attention. Fig. 14b illustrates the Receiver
Operating Characteristic (ROC) curve, which displays the
performance of the classification model across all thresholds.
This curve plots the true positive rate against the false pos-
itive rate. The Area Under ROC Curve (AUC) indicates the
model’s ability to distinguish between positive (alarm) and
negative (non-alarm) classes across different thresholds. An
AUC of 0.83 demonstrates the model’s high discrimination
capability, effectively distinguishing between images with and
without alarms. This result demonstrates the effectiveness of
the proposed vegetation encroachment metric in effectively
identifying potential risks.

The evaluation demonstrates that the proposed metric effec-
tively captures the severity of vegetation encroachment. There-
fore, in addition to relying on a hard predefined threshold, we
also propose a level-based method to indicate severity and
prioritize risk areas. Fig. 15 illustrates the distribution of the
metric data and provides an example of the severity table,
which is based on the metric percentiles:

• Critical: greater than the 90th percentile (> 0.8791).
• Severe: between the 75th and 90th percentiles (0.8450−
0.8791).

• Moderate: between the 50th and 75th percentiles
(0.7961− 0.8450).

• Low: below the 50th percentile (< 0.7961).
This approach avoids using a hard threshold and is partic-

ularly useful for datasets lacking ground truth for vegetation
encroachment. It can provide utilities with severity levels to
prioritize maintenance schedules, optimize resource allocation,
and identify high-risk areas for proactive intervention.

VI. CONCLUSION

We proposed an advanced YOLO-based deep learning
framework for effectively detecting power lines and evaluating
vegetation encroachment using UAV aerial images. The frame-
work offers a PL-YOLOv8 neural network, which enhances
the traditional YOLOv8 with an innovative directional block
for efficiently extracting weak features of thin and long power
lines and their vicinity in complex backgrounds. Additionally,
it is the first to use OBBs to detect power lines, providing pre-
cise localization with high accuracy. The comparative analysis
indicates that the proposed PL-YOLOv8(n) model achieves an
AP 50 of 78.24%, and a frame rate of 97 FPS.

In addition, a vegetation encroachment metric method is
introduced to assess the proximity of nearby vegetation to
power lines based on the OBB location. This approach offers a
straightforward and effective alternative to complex segmenta-
tion tasks for tree detection by leveraging image RGB indices,
textures, and brightness to assess vegetation encroachment.
The results demonstrate promising effectiveness, with an ac-
curacy of 0.71 and an F1 score of 0.52 in our dataset.
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