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Robust Object Detection of Underwater Robot based on

Domain Generalization

Pinhao Song (Computer Applied Technology)
Directed by Prof. Hong Liu

ABSTRACT

Object detection aims to obtain the location and the category of specific objects in a given
image, which includes two tasks: classification and location. In recent years, researchers tend
to apply object detection to underwater robots equipped with vision systems to complete tasks
including seafood fishing, fish farming, biodiversity monitoring and so on. However, the
diversity and complexity of underwater environments bring new challenges to object detection.
First, aquatic organisms tend to live together, which leads to severe occlusion. Second, the
aquatic organisms are good at hiding themselves, which have the similar color with the
background. Third, the various water quality and changeable and extreme lighting conditions
lead to the distorted, low contrast, blue or green images obtained by the underwater camera,
resulting in domain shift. And the deep model is generally vulnerable facing domain shift.
Fourth, the movement of the underwater robot leads to the blur of the captured image and
make the water muddy, which results in low visibility of the water. This paper investigates the
problems brought by the underwater environment mentioned above, and aims to design a high-
performance and robust underwater object detector. The main research contents are as follows:

Based on the idea of hard example mining, a probabilistic two-stage underwater object
detector Boosting R-CNN is proposed. It builds a powerful one-stage detector as a Regional
Proposal Network (RPN) to give accurate a prior probability. Interpreting the two-stage object
detection from the perspective of Bayes, it restores the margin distribution, modifies the final
classification scores, and effectively improves the accuracy of the model. Finally, a hard
example mining method named Boosting Reweighting is proposed, which can help R-CNN
learn from the error of RPN. When the RPN incorrectly estimates the aprior probability of a
sample, the Boosting Reweighting will amplify its final loss according to the degree of error.
The model who focuses more on training of the hard examples will be more robust.
Experiments show that the Boosting R-CNN can achieve higher detection performance in
underwater datasets.

General Underwater Object Detector (GUOD) is proposed, which means that the detector



ABSTRACT

can process in real time and be used in any water area if it is trained. Currently, because of the
limited underwater dataset and the great difficulty of the data collection, the model can not
obtain enough robustness, which hinders the development of underwater object detection. This
paper uses synthetic data to reveal that the model’s vulnerability caused by the changing of
water qualities is an essential problem. The detector DG-YOLO is proposed, which leverages
data augmentation, adversarial training and Invariant Risk Minimization (IRM) theory, greatly
improving the cross-domain robustness compared with the baseline.

A domain generalization training paradigm is proposed, which uses the style transfer
model and interpolation at the feature level to sample as much domain as possible in the
domain convex hull constructs by the source domain in the domain manifold. Besides, it
selectively regularizes the data from different domains through a siamesed network with
shared parameters to capture domain-invariant features. As a result, a robust underwater
detector is constructed. Experimental results show that the proposed method can achieve the

highest detection robustness on the synthetic underwater domain generalization dataset.

KEY WORDS: Underwater object detection, Probabilistic modeling, Hard example mining,
Domain generalization, Data augmentation
Il
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Figure 1.1 Results of Object Detection
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Figure 1.2 The Application of Object Detection
(a) Smart shop; (b) Temperature detection; (c) Smart surveillance; (d) Underwater robot
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Figure 1.3 The challenges in underwater scene
(a) Various water quality; (b) Unbalanced light condition; (c) Occlusion;
(d) Biological mimicry; (e) Motion blur
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Figure 1.4 Illustration of domain gap of cat
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Figure 1.5 Illustration of domain generalization dataset PACS
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Figure 1.6 Google trend of domain generalization from 2011
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Figure 1.9 Flow chart of one-stage detectors
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D 2 B8 =5 (ARFAE, AT SR FHA AT 55 I 1 BE . 2018 4F, S. Liu 21 7 PANet!", %
TAERFET FPN (G, 4 FPN 159 3 FRFIE R 2L T RFERLA 15 20T 0 RHIE £ 73, @
o HIE RS 2 2 &N BT A . 2019 4, K. Sun 25 A$EH T HRNet!'),
W EAE DY 2 S 0, RAZ M IR NE R, HEMEHES N Z R
A DA i o R AL, R BRI N AR BE 7T . 2019 4, G. Ghaisi % A$gHig
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Figure 1.10 Multi-scale feature fusion

(4) Anchor-free R HVL

Anchor [JJFE AU NFENE, 7 Faster R-CNNPIF) RPN #Ee A 1E 5] Nix— M, 1E
NBEAT RN A T 0 — AN EROARIAE . 7E RPN A (il 1.11) FAEE B —"ME &R
RO N ZFEANRJEAR IR anchore FEREAT [N, A8 40 H 1) 42 anchor A1 SEHE I AH T
ZE, RN, MR B R 7S (A AR, 5T anchor AR EELE [A] )
1155 45 G WS T BEE % T anchor HURIEFE VRN, BT 9838 465 )57 %€ anchor )4 2214 .
YOLOV1!MME H IR FH () 72 anchor-free 11T, F[EIH% H N[, y,w,h]» [x,y] i HHE
SR FLSAR ) oA B ARER KA, IR — AL RI[0,1], [w,h]J& YA i) ve B A i
fE. 7 YOLO Z J5 i &5 2005 513 T anchor IX—ME&. 2018 4F, H. Law &1 1
CornerNet?!, “F HFrta G VE OB mikaill, Al th— SR AV /e b A A T M AT

Fi %}, €95 1 anchor B ¥t .2019 4F, X. Zhou Z5 AHE H! T CenterNet?, %E4E T CornerNet
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Figure 1.11 Anchor design of Region Proposal Network
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Figure 1.12 The pipeline of anchor-free detector FCOS

(5) IEFFEA

PINZE—A Hbrkr 8 B, B 20 75 2 CIEFEARF SRR, SR 5 H IEREA A5 [R5 .
£ Faster R-CNN ™Y, — i E TINHEAT L SEHEAZ I EE (Intersection over Union, IoU)
HEIT 0.5 A BRI IEREAS, (KT 0.5 B TREA . XAV ) 1 TR A I8 6 1) 5 0 R R
AU, FEEEARIZRATI, KRZHTNAER) ToU #RINEEREE, ‘TR
WHIIZRIA M MERTZRE 1, RZHEITIAE loU Rt @EdkS{E, F3BUREN
T 25 5] N7 K F AR R R TRIAE . 2018 4, Z. Cai 28 NP3 50 K& B B4R Tt ToU
BIE FF A Be BRI e, ERLE SR FH 2Bk () 7 208 A0 15 31 ot = A A . 2019 4,
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X. Zhang % \$2 ) FreeAnchor®), ¥4 H A I 25 (1) 73 A0 [a] Yk 72 FH fe AL AR A 13k
1Tk, ¥ anchor )7 BeAE LI B KSR At TH 7 0] ) H AR 483, 2020 4, S. Zhang
G NFRH ATSSP, Hotz O BAERE I SRR BN EE ToU BE : T 5 Ground Truth
FAAE S I TAE R IoU & 3 — i, HEEIE m MisEZE v, 53
WEBEMEAN t=mtv, RIEEYFIGNETE oU BME; K. Kim 5 A$5EH PAARY,
ToU A1 HFrE 15 FE £4RK Anchor BT &, THH H Anchor Score, K EA X5
BB A BAHETH Anchor Score, I8 HI I H A & TW8— ANl s R X 43 IR A AR
2020 4, H.Zhang 2 A#2 HH Dynamic R-CNNP?, @i 78 Il Zricl F2 i 28 ME 3 ) ToU M8
KA FEAINGR, $em VBRSO B. Zhu SEANFEH, —NMFEAE R AT LA
HAIEFEARTGAAEARP AR, HAHEH AutoAssignY, @I [A] UK B AR 4t 1) B
15 B 2 JWBT A BT REA ) IE SRR A B R E . 2021 4, Z. Ge 25 NP H B AL FE 8

(Optimal Transport) it H OTA (Optimal Transport Assignment ), F& W% i R %} 1E 61
FEARBAT I, SR GE .

(6) /KT B wtaril] &3
AR, JKTT B At B R BRI BB 7 B O . HK LS Al Eb 2§ URPC

(Underwater Robot Picking Contest) #57pLIK, FRALL T A2 W7 EA1FE & 18R %
U5, N TWEFEE AT KT BARR I A RS RF . 2019 4, H. Huang S8 A$2H T
=ROAIKTE BRI T SR B SR T DS AR e SR AN R AL,
2020 4, W. Lin & NEFRK T AEPpHE R S E0™ BEIER ) A, 424 7 RoIMIXP, 7£
BBt Faster R-CNN H[1] Rol 2 [H]H#17 Mixup #1E, #E4T 7 Hdinilsm, 27+ A 7E
KN HARRE & #e s L. Chen %8 N H SWIPENETEY, & Bis 2 # A8 L& 1
FROEEISE S/ HARRr il P e, [FIF2 il 1 — M T Adaboost 2R I 775, 1G5k
BRI G B, Fan 25 A$2H T FERNet) (41F 1.13), @& =B HE4EH
B4 BRSBTS SR AR PURURS 4 (Bl AsEE, KORSe T TR RAE /KT H FRAs I i) P e s
Z. Wang %5 N\BUSEH T POISSON GAN, FvAFARLA 175 2ok B Fs M 7E 8 5 B, )5 H
CNN & IE15 2|56 1 I B, RN i AR tH—FrBokK T B ARl 28 UnderwaterNet, 7£
PETF ARG DN L 1 (R 73 21 s P RE IR A &5 5 . 2021 4F, Z. Zhao %5 A& T —FhAIK T
HFR KL & Composited FishNetP™), i I 545 BART 505 B2 724710 J5 5 0 B s
TEFREL, RIS H T 3G SR PR AT AR B X 28 SR T T 2 22 R Aar il i
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Figure 1.13 The pipeline of underwater detector FERNet
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KR H AR BRI o AR

1.2.2  WUZUHEARBIR IR

Wz%ﬁﬁma%% RINVEHRE K A 2RI, A AR RIE s B, A
FE—/N A 8 W E 2 RN RIS 5 1) B An I LA SR 13 B GF I e e . TR P 2 S AR A
E%%;Fﬁﬁfﬁ%ﬁﬁ,&& BEHIEEFEA LS. WRATEHRR
Guits BE M LN, BIAUE R BN O A e, XA IR AR T A
HA R ZE

(1) FET o R om iz AR

RS2 22— MR IR R, TR Z B 5o, ST 80E 2 AR o EL %
B SRR A It RE ) 77 2o ) EAT B AR Tl AR 6 B FH b s R B A, A
FERIIGREE , P DAKORSR T2 (30 A0 RE 7 B, 5 68 R 40 i DR I G436 FH ) o
G R, AREN A B R, S BRAN AT 8 . 2017 4F, T, Tobin &5 ABSIX}
KT R ISR AT P B A BOE 2 BRI 25, Refe A AR TS B 2tk
77, AR H AR AR AE Hoh TAE AR H .

X fe Bk o w] DU T HidE 0 i rh DL ez A PERE . 2018 4F, S. Shankar 55 A\
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P A AR K28 AT R L BGEAR BIHURE AR, DA AR AR HI 85 . 2019 48,
R. Volpi 5 NN 7 — Bk AR 732, 25TV A ple— L8 R A0L I PR A H AR 3808
¥ - 2020 £, K. Zhou 558 NHUHE S —M04 a0 21 132 #9425 LA T %4 1 9% ; Z. Huang
GNP RSCH, il B R A, AR RNAE B /ME B 2R A b 20 HY B A
MIEE R, RTHRRZ A ERE

A RS IR AR g T i S s, B XS IE RS (Style Transfer) X404 A %
/4% (Generative adversarial Network, GAN) F1748 ) H 4ih#% ( Variational AutoEncoder,
VAE). 2019 ££, M. M. Rahman 55 A\ fif ) 17 ComboGANM™I LA BUF #idfe s 2020 £, K.
Zhou 25 N2 H L2A-OTH, {£B) StarGAN Fl i A A% 4 BE 1S A BT 18 804 ; N.Somavarapu
S NUAR T WA I AR AdaIN GEAT 983G 0, (8 n] DAFE 2 80ul 48 EIAS T
SOTA R

AR X XA ST A A2 A 0 22 AR IR R, BT 983 R I XRS5 IR A 2 2 AR 8 i 1Y
PIES . FERREIERE AdaIN I TAED, 458 TRAESETHE (ME. FrdEZE) MIXU
Z I A e . FET IR, 2021 4F, K. Zhou 28 A$2 H MixStylel*), E4FAESiiH1E 2
Il EBEAT I AT B G 0, FRAS W B TE RESET T

(2) FEFRAL: X HEZ AL BOR

02 A I T AR LR R T X 248 S 68 s AR AR U 55, BE 8 Al T it i 1 i
AE DT 25 RV R R I 5, A AT R ] - ] i A S e PR . ik 3R AR 2 S 2 AL
NP BTE R M ARAE 7 S AR AL AR 4

BILRHIFRAEFE ] o R AR B R RHEAIRIC G, TSR IR P B B AN 32 380 AR AL,

JRZIE, BIAT A A 2 B 5 o X THTE R MR AE 7 2 T BAFAE =38 Fe %07

s TP, B EHERT T

&IT e A L A8 5 S J7 R —, JLAOBUT 1% B O R A 30 31— A e 4
) b, A E AR R AR, R ZBo i REEARZ IR A A 2011 4, G.
Blanchard &8 A\ — Ui 88z AR S, JFR 207 VR Tl o iz AL ) L. 2013 4F,
K. Muandet %5 N8 H DICA, S/MURHIEZS (B FAZ 0 5 /A 2 5. 2015 4F, T
Grubinger %5 N*Ud HiER 15> % >] (Transfer Component Analysis, TCA) X4i%EANA
B . 2016 4, C. Gan % APYET DICA, I T HARIENASL, #E—23E7t
PEBE. 2018 4F, MHLLTACPRLZ A DICA, Y. Li 88 AP 22 5] —Fh R %45 5
AHITE RAFE. 2019 4E, S. Hu 5 A& H 24880 70t DL iz ri%.
2020 4, D. Mahajan 55 A\ P24 H 0 A DRI SR DT TC A R 2 2 2 R iR AT
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B HONGREA SIS ) 2 A, HH TR KR E. 2016 4, Y.
Ganin 55 A2 H 1 — P 5 3@ RS Frik 257575 DANNDS (i 1.14), B nI 24
T rERE, B2 N T X5 R B AR 8 G, A 28 2 a8 b — AR
Bz, AEum B ISR B, SO SR K Re ) itk iR, SR B TR R R = AR
T BT AT T R S S A, PRI 2 AR SR BUCRHAE B AR R S S, DUAE
MU T FAFAE IR o 1% 779528 93 B 3 N () @i 42 th i), (HR AR 2 1T T
2 A IR R 2018 4, H. Li R0 S 2R B A H Jnht 85 455 42 tH MMD-AAEPY,
Y.Li§ &€ 7 DANN, Xf T4 — 3G — DR A 3T Tl 255, 2020 46, T.
Matsuura 55 NPT, BB REME, MR EE — RN XS Gf
BARZE), Wl PN ZEERAT, Bt 7 —Ases (] R B 77 0, nT e
TEBA AR S LR BEAT X P ZR; S, Zhao 5 NBTEXS HL Il Rz 451 N T JE 1E 4L
PINER, IR/INERSRAE A 2 T KL 8GR,  DLIE [ A9 B3R TG S HRRE

3 FURFAE NS 552 — AN B B2 AL BOR, 188 A BB SR 8l AR L 2 &b, R
A7 2K BRI BN Ao T I T DAy 3 2% AN (B RRFAIE, 4 dRFIEZE 7. 2017 4, S.
Motiian &5 AB¥IGI N —/ NS EEA 2%, RUEIE BRI S5 BRibz 4h, —253E5I A
— LT B RORNRHIE AT B ZE R, IR, Bl KAEZE R (Maximum Mean
Discrepancy, MMD). iAo RFAEXME A 77 Z . wasserstein FE 245 . & 7 5] AIE
MWL TT, AR — 4 7320 F T ARP A 55 AR IRAE] B . 2019 4, X, Pan 55 A45& IN
(Instance Normalization) 1 BN (Batch Normalization)$2 ! T IBN-Net™! (14 1.15),
TEIR & RAT S FA BAFRIR . 2020 4F, S. Seo 45 A0t B CIN /8% (Conditional
Instance Normalization), $& H 38U € VA — AR, FEAEHERT IS A2 g T 2 8mh& 52 7t
ZAPERE . 2021 5, C. Sungha Z5 A Instance Selective Whitening[®!, it 3R
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IN ZJa R AR o] UGS 70, SR BEATIRFAIE RS 55
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Figure 1.15 Model structure of IBN-Net

RERRGE . R ARG 5 7E15 B — > BR T LUK RE AR 31— AMRFE A B, SRR E )
BT EFAFRRNZD, B— R (EEE 4R F5) #AUT B —FE LA
o FETRMEMR I I3 A BRI 2 R 23 A DR v B A PR IR R AIE 3800 9K )R
AEAIECRT 52 IHRFE . 2012 5, AL Khosla 55 A $ 1 UndoBiasl®, 75120 T SR AL

(Support Vector Machine, SVM), fifiTK SVM HISE KR Aw;, = wy + 4;, 1 NIER
g, BEIZA SVM A LA NS4, WaBERERZSE. 2017 4, D. Li FAH
UndoBias [ EIEFEE] 7 CNN |9 Z, Ding 5 N4y RE— AN s v H 4800 2 11 X 2%,
DA S —MRTC R B 2% LUAL BRI A I8, DAAS BB ZEREE, b, IR E EH T3 55 A
WX 2% B RFAE . 2020 2E, X. Jin £ A& H FARI®, @it S Squeeze-and-Excitement i
P, BEREEIE, AT BB AE AR EE B M. Lse 5 A 42 H DIVALY, &
B BmtEs, 2 EBE R KAE B UULHARE S F Qiao Z NSHSR A T VAE
[F1Z844, $Eth 7 UFDN, IABOGER 1) BB R MEAE N RE = R 3Rk e .

(3) FT I ZRAE & otk Iz A Ee AR

K& 7 AEEE 2 T AVREE 21 _E AT T, B S A T Ga B 78 fe] o502 I 5 S s LA
Pemiiz RE ). FEAAENIF IR T Bz b @ SEpiE ). o) BlRE S

ETERZEIRRZ AR 527> (Ensemble Learning) B LB £ /%
SIER, IR A ST AR AT RS R TE U 5510 0TIz A R, AR ) AT R
TR 8 R S5 R RN SRER NG, 12908 2 N IRIRI O &R, SEIZ v ERE B9 Tt . 1I2RTT
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ERE A REA R W] LB AR AR RS 2 NI 7, e T00I 45 SR 7] LA A 4 2 Mk 4%
T s R E . 2018 4F, A. D’Innocente 55 AF¢ i D-SAMI®), &5 A [6] i) 5 2 >
AR5y, A HRE B LRE 2 DA R R8T I 2020 4, M. Segu A
POV — A3 5T H 7 — NS ) BN, 7EHERTEFEF ) BN 2802 il 2 i 24
O BN (IS8 MEH -G T K. Zhou 8 AUV H T DAEL, MARMZES T —AME
Z MRS HILE R CNN R 2 AR E 155 2548 t—/l\ﬁj\%'é%"é‘r%‘lz_f UE A — M
[1)& FKIEAL, DAEL 5 1E LIRS SR A B Il 2540 bk, DASE X 6 73 FE 3R A8 A LI
Z A PERE: P. Chattopadhyay 25 AU22 HH DMG, KA )& dropout HELEE, &HXANE Y
TRIRAERFAE ] E 27 2] AR Mask, 78 $ 50 2 Hof 72 AN [ Mask T ()45 A SRRt G

ETuHFIMEZ AR, T3] (Meta-learning) & EMZAMES LA 2]—A4NiE
R R B A, 3X AN RS B AR AT AR A 28802 AL Rl @2 . 2017 4F, C. Finn 88 A2
H MAML, b TAER/MREARZ M T AE. 2018 45, MAML {884 D. Li 26 Nz f 5
TR A, 2T MLDGUY. & 1.16, MLDG Rtk 7y il oo I 2R A0 7ol i
DATE U GRS IER RI B, Jak /s 7ol ik b e iR ZeaX — Ak B Ande SR E 4%, 153
A PERE R BRI RAE; Y. Balaji 85 AN %2 3] — AN Jo IEMAL T (MetaReg) %1, 2019 4F,
Y. Li S8 NS AFFIEAL PP 22T, ikt T — Ao ftds ;s Q. Dou &8 AVOME AIAT MLDG ¢
AR REAR, BARSIN T PSRN 78 400 2% R B0 S OOHE SCRFIEEAT IE 4k . 2020 4, Y.
Du & ANUI5 N 75 BRI A, $2H T MetaVIB, HX [FZRAN AR A X A0
Z A KL B AT IE A o

Source Domains Target Domains
<'>' 'i}&n\'/]éié"{}"l """""""
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i O<%>%§g%@& Test %{:iéﬁ
“'"""""'ZiMét?ﬁitiéisiiii iii 0 -
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Figure 1.16 Illustration of MLDG method

ETEWEEINEZAEAR. BB %) (Self-supervised Learning) 7Ei/T Bk |

TRPFEE kIO, H B AR HEEE N AE A ARYE B IRIRMEFREE, ARBAAT DL g &

HAREHAT KA B & 57 > o R &, 2018 4, F. M. Carlucci 55 A4 i JIGENU]

(W 1.17), KBPEES Jigsaw Puzzles) X — H W BT 55 51 NIz AL B I 43
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Xz, BT THZALRE S, 2020 4, S. Wang 25 NPIER& TN B I EBHEOR: BEE2E
IR HE 2 2] MoCol®Y, 7 JIGEN 2z Bt — 427 T PEfE.

/index: p=1
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Figure 1.17 The pipeline of self-supervised learning method JiIGEN

BEAh, AT — BB BOH W SR TN SRS SOt sz AL BOR, B Epi-FCRIPUEE

g BUINA R B M BRI R RALSE ST VISR =N Sz AR
BEATWTFURN R, 1 7 A B RER, Foh K i) s B A5 H AR R 18 S &1 st a2 =g
7RG NIRRT NSRRI A o 2R, WFFEAE H AeAill b sz A4
ARG TAREN D2 b o RS RIERI IR 2 H Al sz AL 5o, Ay Bl AT
WHFRE AN EX— AT A H .

1.3 FxEBILEH

1.3.1 KTEGRGERIE

KT EHBAEAEA ™ E AR IR A HAY S mT L EARA A . (R, i
TACRHE R K T B BE L RE R 20 oK, TRV R KIS B L BE R BEIA 3 5 K. T AR
— FR 1 fi R JER R 2 R A AR T 6 B R SO B ™ L BR ) 1K R BB RS R I B
[ U 3 AR AR PRI RRA i TR0 TR B AR B BORT B EE 7K rR s AR PR A [R] 4 o R T
VISR 1 BRI AT R . AR, JEAETK iR RIS & K A S, IRl B 1Y
R TR K™ B BRI HE, Weexs, SRR mik
MBI, WL, TERRE RO, KB EAL 3 A RE K Brilie, /K R
78 WNE R GR SN D TR SEARGENI DY I ESL
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Figure 1.18 Underwater Image Formation Model

K 1.19 KT EGRHI

Figure 1.19 Illustration of underwater images

N TR ELF K S G &, FH AR 35 2560 QT 45 21 58 5 5T 2 1 g 45 38
Z MK S G 3T 2 B Jaffe-McGalmery®2$2 HH ] IFM (Image Formation
ModeD) #iRY, K AN EMG B =350 k. EiEAEH (Direct Component). J5 [A]HE
it (Backward Scattering Component )~ Hij [1] §}ff (Forward Scattering Component), 1
1.18. HAKM), KT EUR BB A] AR IR .

LX) = J, ()t (x) + By(1 — t4(x)), A € {R,G, B}, (1.1)

Hrb, x AKTEBAG R AR, ARNLSRE —@IE, [(x) 7K T AL R 2] 1) % s iE
EHR, J2 (o) N & IEE TS TR BE, By A& IBIET 50, th(x) &l TE X B R AL,
LRI [ 2 I S AR SR T A i BCE IR B IA AL 3 50, Bkl

t, (x) = e PN = Nyer(2)4®, (1.2)
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Hrb, BRI AL, d() KT HArSHPLEE R, Nrer(A) NbriEILIK
ARAEE, R K A A B B R L RE R ISR, FME E T

ke 1.19 Fros B0 TR NG, BGEERmEeEE tmis, HKF i
Yt B ARG R SORT S S EUEMR R B 554k, L) DURE A 4 i 7K S DL T

1.3.2 oz R X IR
(1) BE L BRExRR AT AN, gy a3 . — el A FE— 2 A v
KRB A S . &
S= {(XiJ Yi)}?zl'vPXYo (13)
Hrhx e X cRY, y € Y € RETRIRAE, Pyy RS NFEAF $a tH AR5 A 7041 o X
Y IR NNy ) BEALAR .
(2) BEZAHE L FEEGZ R R B E T, 4508 M AN UITZRE QRO

Strain = {S¥|i =1, ..., M}, (1.4)
Hr, St= {(x},y})};‘il RN 1M BT AR I & 2 AT ) AR TR,

Ply #P),1<i#j<M. (1.5)

HZACH) B AR M A INZRtoh 2 5 — NSRRI h: X - Y, PAER WAL #
I S e T S I S /N O TR B R 28 G CIAN AT RAE IR0 B h 3k B, HLOR™t #
Ply, i€{1,..,M}, B

mhln [Ex,yEStest [e(h(x)r Y)]; (16)

HAERE, £, )Rk KE.

(3) BHEEMNARR T A EEN AL NS E AR E IS, X &
JS2FR) 73 AT [R] Bt A R T 802 A B R T o 8 S ISR B & N R 5 S, 6 T — At
IrFARSS, BRI B ESERECE X hS: X - [0,1], BRI B ESEREUE X
h*te hh': X = [0, B A BRI PAME B (03R48, WA R AE PRI H R
Hu] LRI

eS(h,h’) = IEX~P§ [h(x) # h'(x)] = [Ex~p§([|h(x) — h'(x)]]. (1.7)

AL, AT Lg SCHAE A ARSI AR R, RF 2R B x APERAERTA] . [A]
BET PAE X



Bt i

eS(h) = €%(h,h*), (1.8)

e'(h) = €(h,h*Y), (1.9)
eS(h) et (h) 73 A4 FE8% b AEPSIEORT H Apdsl b i U, T B 3 B Az A 1) B Al
i/ Met(h), BESREIMESRELRE, ([FaE HeS(h) LFKRet(h) T FB3;

et(h) < €(h) + 2d,(P§, PY) + ) r?ip Ex-p, [|R*(x) — R*E(0)]], (1.10)

x€{Ps,PL}

dy(Pg, Py) = sup |P§(A) — Px(A)|, (1.11)
AEX

FEM AT ALy, XFE X ) sigma dk. 5 A P AT 2 (B B, B =T IA
TARERBIZES . R, 2SR MRS, XA TAAE RS, Ben-
David % NP T 53505

e'(h) < €(h) + 2dynsr (P5, PE) + gy, (1.12)
Hrr, HAHEERE M-
dyeazc (P3, Pg) == sup |e5(h,h") —€'(h,h')], (1.13)
hh'er

HABHR A XS Ay = Jnffe(h) — ' (h) ] & MR H AL BRI,

(4) PEREEAMTHRZES: 2 H bR S A al AL #TE A Rl REE T E R
B RN 1SR R B P R H AR — BN AP, Py ~P, I8
oAtk B T RS0, BIPYy, ..., PRy ~Po M T—202K8% h, BNERE Bz
AR SH ) SySE

E(h) = ]EPXY“‘SD]E(X'Y)NPXY [‘e(h(Px,x),y], (114)

Horp, eRBURME. BESEI T HX AR AR, EHR] DB RN T PIAE
BRI A, USRS A EA IRIPEA LT X— W, A

8(h) =M, 3 2(h(U ), v)), (1.15)

o, U= | (xdy)) € SRR EE | MBI

(5) BZACEER T It 2el, ., eM TR, €D Hbnigia s, HABE I Al 4F
FEV AT WA GHIAIEERD o 1. Albuquerque!® 4% A FUIE 73 A1 A4 AT ™ AL 25 A0 H A 7 A

A= I mPi\m € Ay}, Ayse M-1 4Efpaify, F— o —AENE RS
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WE. Mg ENEMER, 2 ERTUHKEHEE. & y=
min dye (PE, YN, mPL), Hf/ME S m EPEF M ARIFEES, Py == YM, n; PL M AN

AL, p= sup dy(Py, PY)RMBANMER. T24:

Py Py EA

et(h) < TM miet(h) + B2+ Ay e (1.16)

Px)’

P Ay (pg pyy A F BRI A DR S22 (1) S HET DL P 1 FRARL IR 5 U, o 35X — T SRy

WU R HE T30 R IR AL 22 ST Wz AR, RIVIRJ I e /M — 5 ) DAL
RIS G283, B 7 A H AR 18] 7 A B

1.4 AXARSEMRHE

B A T B IEOR . S ACEOR BB ST AN FEAE L DAY Tz A
KT B ARSI I S o dE ESCr b, H ARSI AR ) A 32 B S0 A 3 A
] HAREEAT, XK IR BRI e b [, 8z (e BOR A 7T 32 2 A
FEIAES L, DAV B AR, HAED IR BB ORI BOR IFARE
R 3 S AEASI AR 5%, HIHPERERBEORIE . PRIMEA SO SR 1)l tH 5, 2K
TR T AR BRI — 5%, WA R AN s R BRETERIK N E
PRALIES, BERSAEANF KB 152 RAFHIRTERE, A SCH)EABARMESR A B 1.20 fir
o

F——————————

|
ElfR | A | Bt
TR RO T || ATRNE
BRI

B ER
EEEGES
HAEZHE

____________

XL >

RS

i |
: |
I I
I I
I I
I I
: I

|
| mE |
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! |
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I I
I I
: I
| EEK |
I I

B 1.20 7K EFE H A I BOR B AHESE

Figure 1.20 Illustration of underwater images

AR E. B-RLER T HA . Bz AR K B AR S
WEFCIR, FFE T PR Iz AL BT BRI — AR 55 . AERE FEBUR A, X T H bk
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M, ASCN FrBoR & —r B A L. 2 RERMERES . Anchor-free R 515
iy IETREARSEC . KN BARR I 7S M REREAT 4 XTIz ER, RSO a1
5 RAEF 2] YIZRSREE = KA HAT A R Bfa— /NIRRT KT BUGBERY F ez 4k
7] 2 R AH DR N R

BomRH T AN EERERIK T B ARSI ES 1207 VAR I (1) B AR S 1 — B B
R W B AT RS, B B R R S o i B A U e, (RTINS 5 —
BRI o RN, AE 51— MR A OR R os W BCH b, AFET A
(A FH 2% A 2 A A EAT T — B B 732, ARG & — M B B mE R, 4
R SE R TN A AT AT I o 346, AR T A L ARISIGE R 0k i
Jei s ARTESEH — T R AR AT ZHE B 53, AT DA 0 I 2R 1) () [R] B B2 = e, 9F
BT AR OMEEEAEET RFRH#HAEN.

5 =B SR TR T IR IR A) R, DAIE B KT ek [ Bt 185 ol 7 78 DL S K R 380z A i
AREPLENE, FFREH T DG-YOLO #EAY, MRAEZ WM MR, AT BHHTIZ%
HTE IR RS e /MU TR ST T, GBS T N 3R IBOE G E B, DR SR AR 5 /K BT R 1Y
B

5500 TR 2 RN A K R S0z Ak i) B . g A7 R SR K R Bz A B 4R S-
UODAC2020, F MEHE S 5mAxT bh 27 =) 1) LB, 78300 v bR A RS 3 7% 14047 £ s 3
5, TERFAES 2R VRS (E IRAF R A IR (], SRR AT IR FEVE IR AL, LAY 245 45
TCRIPRFAE, HE— D m kMY L 85 7K 5T T BAS I & e

5 T EE N ST A A AT SR TR ) AR AT S 4, DASON AR SCHE BB 5207 [ o it
FITEHAT R R R .
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BT ETHRMERZHEASRE MRS

IK R S5 5 Bom R OG R R B RE S LA A S5 I R, 7K BHRAE A A
TEZHN . RERNMEREAS, 8 I H Rl SR 25 22K T RMEREA ER AL N
THRIE AR 2 AE R HMEREAS B R ISR, AT B T IR A2 (1 B B2 1 —
TN R A B Be /K R A5 28 Boosting R-CNN. B4, Boosting R-CNN F|F T4 —
B B A I 28 A R F R 206, K N B B B X 38R I 4% (Region Proposal
Network) |, IG5 —BrBAill G 7y, IF BARTIR M 17— A8 el 5453 2% ek B bRt
ZHF AR (Fast IoU Loss), R ESEmR A M) mIHGE /1. HR, A E DL DU £
JEE R AT B BRI 2%, — B B it e e B A, B B Hh A RO AR AR
IS 3 A R IR 3 B i B 28 A A ASE FH A 58 4 AL SR R 28 gk AT 285 SR T, i A
BB IR, (A & LS AR s R, sete A Rl R . &5,
A TR T — AR DI U 2% B R B CR AR T E SR R E R B (Boosting
Reweighting, BR), XIS Rl T 13— DA, ST HAE
B 2 A M ZRB BOBORIX — AN FEAR A0 2R, [RIRHED f8 RE AR 4 2K, SR TH AR A T
PR AEREA IR S b . AT SR ALK N #dlisE UTDAC2020 1 Brackish FHU(S T
LU Hi 7V 5w B Ve RE (RN FE 8 H ARkl £ 4 48 Pascal VOC Fil COCO EHAA AR
RIVERERIN o

Boosting Reweighting
|

PN N NS
e, IR ] I
5 Pl oo o || o3 oe | om om

|
Reweighted |
SR TTE (] |
I

Rol Features

P 2.1 Boosting R-CNN [ H& 4R 4E )
Figure 2.1 The overall architecture of Boosting R-CNN

2.1 7R 1 Boosting R-CNN 28 454, H FZAFEE T M4 (Backbone). ¥
fE4 73 (Feature Pyramid Network). #P R X I 21 f 2% (Retina Region Proposal
Network, RetinaRPN). Rol Align. #&JFHACEATL, filllsk. AR S, MAKIKT
FG I T M A EBURHE , AR L R R & 75 2 519 3 2 2R R o 6 T8 —
JEFHIEE], RetinaRPN 2324 BT 52 WHE, FHER AR SR 5% . Rol Align 1€
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FEVOHE MAFAE ] A A 21 8 R X 4 (Region of Interest, Rol). TEUIZRETEL, #HETt
A B S B0 R AR R A T B R MERE A I 70 SRR TBOR I 45 Gy FE AR 43 2K 40
BN, AL BN SR AEHERTIN B, AR Bk 4 AL AL, M SE M R A RS
IS A5 380 1) S5 90 MR 2 AH TR 15 31 B 25 (1) 40 28 93 4L

2.1 MR X SR N P 4%

WAER, —Br Bl & i TAER 7 F 8 BRI B pUR AT Loy — B Bk I 25 1
WEHFERHTH, BN B BRI 2 28 — B B, RIIXEF2 i P 4%, ATl oy — A — B Bokar
MIES o AT B LEAE B WA — B Bt il &8 5R 48 5 8ot — N8 i XS U 2%,
NI E RIS (RetinaNet) A7 WAHALZ AL,  RIHAS T RR 2 A A0 0 5 DX 12 140 I 2%

(RetinaRPN),

2.1.1 $HEEFERRX

FHEE T8 (FPND A 7 i Mg hdE— A B s —AMRHER, @l ki
NEREF AR AT E S EA, USRS 2 REFE, 9 7RHER 2 AYE B ATE X
15 B0 5 E I BURSI B8+, FPN 46 Hi 16 5 245 4E B P2-P6 119 K /N4y BN JE IR {1/4,
1/8, 1/16, 1/32, 1/128}. T MK —Fr B, e a1 — R FHEE E T
— R RFE, RIGIEBNIE R {1/8, 1/16, 1/32, 1/128, 1/256} K/NHFIRFIEE P3-P7 it
ATRE . AR B IR SR fE VR ARHE BRI, X — I3l Be KR > T 8 A GPU R A7
A -

2.1.2 MBLENZIT

fE Faster R-CNN 11, RPN R — L ERUZ DL 5 FE T [BUE A 70 SR 9 A
HBRZE . WATHI— I BRI %, L RetinaNet. FCOS. ATSS %%, #{#FH 4 N ERZ,
F H A R A B $E VA — 46 (Batch Normalization, BN) #t % | 2H V4 — 44 (Group Normalization,
GND, AN 32. AT WS RetinaRPN M [FIFEHI B . 32 G ZH B aRFRFIESR
HLRE S, Rens B 5 R ) 2 BUHE

2.1.3  Anchor it K EIE Sa kAR 5B

—Br B g A PR FE T Anchor FIAL IR AT Anchor Rl #% . AR SLEG &K I,
Anchor 7E/K ™ HFrtaAHEL T 6 Anchor RERSHNAS B =i RE . (At RetinaRPN /&2
T Anchor HFE %S . RetinaRPN JEA A T RetinaNet 1) Anchor ¥ it, BI$ A =

KFELL{1:2, 1:1, 2:1}R1{20, 2V/3, 223 (5T MR RHE B 4E BUP KR Rk, 1

YR B —1ME 2, #RES A LS Anchor.
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T Anchor [ IETFEA S BLSEES, 1F Faster R-CNN [ RPN %, 5 Ground Truth
(17 ToU KT 0.7 FIBANIEREA, /NT 0.3 FIBAEREA, ToU 7E[0.3-0.7]1 X ]2
FAE EFT; TfI/E RetinaNet 1, ToU KT 0.5 AN IEREA, /N 0.4 A0
EFREAS, ToU ££[0.4-0.5] 1) X [A] 2 A FE IR H . I3, X 3has ToU BIE KB 7T
13 7 HEHBI AL, Dynamic R-CNN 5 FHERAEHE B~ 3 1977 XA € ToU BB, ATSS %
H @ A sh A AR ToU BIME, 1 PAA NS A = iR &AL T IE FEAR . A
THERH TR BL0.S AR, ToU KT 0.5 FINIEFEA, ToU /M 0.5 K
NBREAS . SIS IE B X P a7 5 1 530 SRR B SR AT 5 AP IR PR R
2,14 IEEESZFRKRHLIT

ASF T WLEI RPN, RetinaRPN A =AFAE%: [IH. 20 J6A1 ToU Fill.

XF T4 24155, RetinaRPN §1 57 HIBT 241 Anchor /& 75 N IEREAS, F HL o6 HAH R
H PR USRI (Objectness Likelihood). & WLIKIZ» 288 KA W . 28 U L AT Focal
losso 53 A8 U R FRIE AR -

Lee = i —lyilog(p;) + (1 — yplog(1 —pj)], (2.1)

Hrr, y, € (0,1 ER A i F525 (Label), p; € [0, 9884, HERPEAR i NIE
KD IR,

5
CE(p) = — log(p) —
¥ =
4 FL(p)) = —(1 — p)" log(p) y=1
— =2
3t — L
w
w
k=]
2 L
well-classified
examples
1 - K_H
0 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

probability of ground truth class

K 2.2 38 XIS Focal loss [ bR % h 221
Figure 2.2 The function curve of cross entropy (CE) loss and Focal loss (FL)
Lin 25 APRAS, — B B 45 A0 — B Bk il 1 5E 22 5 10 3 22 J DR A2 A A 55
R IE AR A AP AT R, RS R AR S AR R . BRI T
Focal loss, HJl/b 7 AMEARRIAE . Focal loss IERIE XA :
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O E HET IMEREAR SR OB i Bl &

- 1 — Pi Yl ir = 1,
Ly ={ a(l—p;)"logp y 22)

—(1—a)p/log(1—p), y=0,

o, yARESHE, (1 —p)"Mp! NIRRT, o PESE SRR R R0,
WA FAETBOR, loss fEANZ RN MAEAROER 73 2RI, AT 728l T 0,
HAZFEAR A E R 27 /N . RetinaRPN 1E+ Focal loss 1 JE 52 X401 A R4 401 55 bR
%, FFHM RPN A BRI L4,

YT EIEES, BASEET YETH anchor fih —MHUNAE, HAHETE S HIAHER
AReREE . JUAE W [ E B R A I T

A SHE K (Mean Absolute Error, MAE/L1 loss): /3040 N flfR:

Li(e) = lel, (2.3)

dLq(e) _ 1, lfx 2 0
de _{—1, otherwise’ (24)
HR GO NG,y NS, o MR, Horh e AR :
e=t;—t;, ie€e{xywh}
t M RAE 4 ABARI il , BRI E, s s AP
—xq —Ya h
wmm () () e
* —Aa * = a * . * h*
T Co R N

Hx, y, wlh RIRHER O SRR AR DL KN BE . ABREX, X5 X230 9 TN
HE, anchor, HSCHERJRAALARE (y, w, h[EHD).
W ZEHHR (Mean Square Error, MSE/L2 loss): AU T Fos:

L,(e) = lel?, (2.7)
dLy(e) _
= = 2e (2.8)

L1 Loss HELALT L2 Loss WXSGEEN, 0 sAbToh i HHAd A B 16 B2 4L,
WEAEARAE S IE 25 2 = A iR 35, AH T B i ) Ab B E 2205 T L2 Loss.

F¥E L1 5% (Smooth L1 loss): R. Girshich 25 ABIZE4 T L1 loss F1 L2 loss % H
HI4F s, Wit H T Smooth L1 loss, HAZINT:

0.5e2, if le| <1

Smooth L, (e) = {Iel — 0.5, othjerwise’

(2.9)

Smooth L1 Loss 7F e 3 K, K L1 Loss B, LRI S S HIFm; 7E e

BO/NH GEFI 0 L2 Loss 752, BASRAMECI BRI CHCHGRIED, 7 1A BRI A I 7S
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P4 L1 #25% (Balanced L1 loss) ;1. Pang 28 NN, IIZRFEEA] inliers (47 2k
INF0.1) X FREEMYIGAEE BIFPIRCER, MHRF outliers (AL KTET 0.1) F74E
IR 0.3 %, AL AE Smooth L1 loss fR3EAE FIRUK inliers BIFAE . H AR N:

a .
Ly (e) = {; (blel + 1) In(blel + 1) ~alxl, if x| <1 .10
ylx| + C, otherwise
oLy _ {a(blel +1), if x| <1 e
de y, otherwise ’ :

Hrba, b,y NS, HiE aln(b+1) =vy.

=== Smooth L1 Loss

a=0.1
— a=0.2
— a=0.3
— a=04
— a=0.5

1.0 = 1.0

=== Smooth L1 Loss
a=0.1

—— a=0.2

— a=03

—— a=04

—— a=0.5 0.2
a=0.8

—— a=15

gradient

0. o. e
) 0.2 0.4 06 0.8 10 1.2 1.4 %0 2 04 06 0.8 1.0 12 14
regression error regression error

(a) (b)

2.3 P L1 B AN L1 45025 00 R 50t 2 0t LB )
Figure 2.3 The function curve of balanced L1 loss and Smooth L1 loss

IR (ToU Loss) 861 UL 4 A T FREINAE [5] U PR 453 2% BERAMSL 52 A a5
W2 fE, AR AT IS B H) loss, FH TSRS P BB (4 MED
FEAAEARSLR, MsEbr b, XPYAMERA —EAHRNER . 73— J7 T, SEPRIARE i) PP o
TERREA 2 ToU, 5L EJURHRRHZEAEN T, FAEBRKMFEERL oU Z71R
REVTEBL, N T ARSI, T Yu S NG H BT ToU YRR REL,  fEfS 5%
M AP TR, AT

Intersection(b,b*)

Liogu=1-—
loU Union(b,b*)

: (2.12)

Hr b b* 7R TRINHE 2 H T B () 3L SEAE o 22 9 b 26 (s s £ T, B W Slos BE i,
1M HLI& T2 A BEPAE A S S I Do
=X FFHARK (Generalized IoU loss, GIoU loss) 871: ToU loss £ Tl HE F1 L 52
HER A LN RN 1, BEETERN 0. N T RIX—6 i, H. Rezatofighi 55 A2 H
GloU loss, HFEEAN:
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|C—AUB|

LGIOU(A' B) =1- IOU(A,B) + Icl

, (2.13)

Hr, A BC R" Z2MWMME, C2RetHEE A B K/,

SERRZ IR (Complete IoU loss, CloU loss) B81; CloU loss % 7 = #H %
U e br: EEEAR, POmER, KEL. 2852 — N THEDF—/ H 7 HEb*, CloU
loss A LLRIR A

2 X
Leoy =1 —10U(b,b7) + % + av, (2.14)

* 2
4 w w v
v== (arctan—* — arctan —) , Q= + v, (2.15)
T h h 1-IoU

Hrp(b, b*) ATIIAEFT B FRAE ) H 0 s BREE 2, CloU loss AHEE T ToU loss URSEFE
Ak RS FE H#A T BEOR BT

EEEBAL IR (Focal Efficient IoU loss, F-EloU) ¥ Y. Zhang %5 A\ 5 3 1]
HT CloU loss, #&H 1 —FEE =21 ToU loss, #RHN EloU loss:

Lgiou = Liou + Lais + Lasp

p2(bb9) | p*(wwdt) | p?(nho)
CZ CZ CZ
w h

=1-1IoU+ (2.16)

Forr, €y MICH A2 P M f5e /N FEIRE A AN 98 o A AT 43, EloU loss 73 =3k
SEH AR Loy~ BRI K Lais AR K Lasp - MIXFEE, EloU loss % & £ CloU
loss 72—, KL IRE 1 CloU i i%F . U 1 e b SCHRBIHIHIH] outliers )
[, R Rt—DRH 1 F-EloU loss:

Le—g1ou = 10U Lgjoy, (2.17)

b, Horpys2 AT 45 5 A A 24

AT T — MREA IS (Fast IoU loss, FloU loss), HAZUAIFRIEN:

2

Letoy = IoU(b, b)"(1 — 10U (b, b*) + Yicpeywnyllti — £ B} (2.18)

Hrpn 2 T 25 E 6 S8 FloU loss A2 —> L2 loss (FloU loss HJ#xt
Ja =) E554N IoU loss WS EEIZ ) 1Al @, SR IR0 BT 3R L), L2 loss FEH %
5% 3| outliers IS, %I outliers ¥ [=] 52> 3 F =] AKE BE T R ERDEAY B2 — Tl
I, ElToU(b, b*)", A outliers 5 R A Ie) 1, R LEAT A e [ U451 2K RGBT oA
RIS PERE, TR 2 A A A AR I FEREA . Kk, FloU loss 4ERF 1
TELRFEXT outliers fa &t IR, SEE 1 PRIE ST

XTT ToU TR DS, A 7248 FHAE XORAE ik i, 21 HARSe St 208 H br
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APRME AN ToU FRINME (AR 175 AR, Bl

prior = \/IoUp,.q4 * objectness, (2.19)

FEK RS, B B ARSI E I, NN ToU FRINT AT PAGIN—# 50 ANHf e 1 3 B bR
SRl bRz, gl A KA RE AT E R

2.2 HRERB T ERHONIZE

FbRA I &% 5 AL BE— A B AR 1 f S FEAR (4 DU 2 Frb; € R* PARRILAR 70 Hs; €
RICT, — B BORn By BRI 2% 00 32 2 DO R T e AN BRI 10 5 1

2.2.1  —HrEAeiN 2SR DU g R

— i Bk N s (R T s A B AN SRR B L e = 138 —IMIRILHE 1 73
KA ¢ NIEFEAR, Lic = 0N R KRZHI—BrBA 41 Sigmoid %K
— A RANR D B A ST A B A A, E

si(c) = P(Lie = 1) = a(wlf), (2.20)

Het, f € REZET MK BIIEIE, woi e RIREE, o sigmoid 3.
RIS RE, BB B R I SR MR log (P(Lic) ). — Bk 2 I
AFE T 22 5 SCIESUREAR, (BT () — B BRI B3 4 2 R AL 3 B A R 25

2.2.1 MY ERHE NI ZS A0 DI BR iR %

P B, RPN 5T ge i HAR AL E, )54 H BARISRP(0;), RPN i@
I — NGBR3 AT 558 Anchor 30 A RT S AN 5, B e 20 B0 B 55 FLl
F2 N B ##1 (Object Proposals), {H RPN iy S S AHX AR5, X 23 A [\
Z, HE—MRUGER HARMUARERAER & . 125 BB, — softmax 772K
—MRVHERAT 27028, BATNIX L H PR RS URHIE, Refd 1432808 € AN3A11EL
FHH R, XA N B E AN ZR H b SR ZRad R, X —2K895
i skbr g ket & T —Fr B B EREA R, BIP(C|0; = 1) . EHZARHmH 4,
B Bk g R0 BN I B o AR A AR,

5;(¢) = P(C;|0; = 1). 2.21)

2.2.1  HRERE R E AN AR AY DI H iR A%
FE LR g Bl 2 U FH 28 AN B B R 26 AT RSB EAT e A T » 15 A SN
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RIXF AR TE A HEWT, A — DN B S IO NE SR o FEE A Y BRI A
P8 SE &8 A & o At AT MR T, R

sx(c) =P(C, =c), ceCU{bg}, (2.22)
HAs ()N k KA ¢ ERmERNSE, CHFEME, bg HERFM. RS
P(Cy = bg|Oy = 0) = 1,7AZ43 AiP(C) AT AR R N

P(Cx =¢) =2, P(Cy = c|O)P(O = W)
= P(Cy = ¢|0, = 1)P(0, = 1) + P(Cy = c|0, = 0)P(0; = 0)
= P(Cy = c|0, = 1)P(0, = 1). (2.23)
FESZIR b, Er AR I 23 Bk & RetinaRPN % i 556 HE 2 F1T R-CNN 2K 5190 %1
gs 4, .

sk(c) = \/prior(k) * cls,(c), (2.24)

Horclsy (¢) N5 70 B A8 FIBER AL e B, Aarill &% nT LUK —Bir Be (i e B AR e PE I
P ARIMEIR L, AETDS K S PR BURE L SRS A IS, XA AN
S TR RS M) AR B i A5 215 B R A T 45 2R

2.3 RIFBINERR

R /N5 S AR R 2 B I e A A — A 2 1) i £ iR ) — B BUASLIN 5
T, B A BRI T S AN B . R, Xt iR (RS A
D) BPRBOHE, R E ORI BHE, BIAEIL S SRS 28 M RS R 0 AL, A
SRR A . PRI, PERRR Y R BUG IN AR, 2 RPN B IRMAE R T — AT
RIE I MR AOSRVHE, &2 AR e BRI O — > v BB L RO, PR e 4 )
I 73 B — B BRI AR AN B BRSO A SR . K R, RO H AR
TR AEREA L, RPN HIRIUCHIWT 2 2 LR IR, AT SR B 24 B AL DI 45 2R

N T fRRX AR, 7 B2 RPN B i flivh 152 BCHE ) Je B 24 i), R-CNIN (58
TABIBO WTELRIX —AMEERIEIE IR BRI, AR TN EOREE SRS ST AR
(BAM4ES BR), Hiit323] boosting HIZ B AR, I Hal MRS & NI
“PrBUGIIAESE . HIE A Faster R-CNN 2K T 1R VAR 0 RAEAL R E N 1, AR
T, BRUA T T P AERE A SE R, 3 B RIS RE A e SO SE I M R g R A
THHPRRHE . X F— Ak, HRBE N

. Y
Wy = {(1 — pT‘lOT‘(k)) , k€ T’ (2.25)
prior(k)Y, k € B
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Her, vy > O EEZSH, FERITFEFARNES, BRREREANES . S8
B 7 NMER R AR, HARIGME AR 2R R AN K. BRI, BCEBIR N, SR MER S
FHMETBOR o

BR A WA E— AN MEREAAZ 0 o A TURTAE AL R R AR A2 88 1) A AEZE IR MR
A$Z¥E (Online Hard Example Mining, OHEM) PYF1 Focal loss.

OHEM & H%47% (bootstraping) H—, H Y2 Fast R-CNN Wil . E4eH
B 1) Rol BEAT— IR HT M) A& R AT AEM R AE 41 #5/F (Non-Maximum Suppression),
THEA— Rol HI3Kk, I RlRIEIEFEARMGAIEAR PR R KEA, RiEiE
AT 5 UK I 6 0 e m) A% 6 52 G — IR 1T 25 - OHEM. ik s 78 T JHE 75 29 KT Tl A% 4
THE B A7 W AEAT LUK

Focal loss 7E R 3L &3 f, H N RetinaNet R 11, B MU AT 5T 5 AR
ANPAET,  SEBRaE REREARIZ IR — M7 . @A A S EE RS SR =
FEPRTTALE RN, AETH TS B B SER (RMEREAD, (E SO ATV E ;. 4T
iy T FUSA I (AT REAS ), (B4 /NIFEA 47 R AL . Focal loss H/b # H T =B
B A, JUHGEEE MU Ber R-CNN B, [ A2 RPN R EZ I NMS 2 J5 4
o —FRbE, IEREARR @R A2 1, XM Focal loss HIALHIA S AL E S .

2.1 PAEREATZIR 22 18] (0 5 R

Table 2.1 The differences between hard example mining methods

OHEM Focal loss BR
R e U I E LA
EREARLE 1 (1-p)Y (1 —prior(k))”
TR U 2 : !

AT BR ST E BEA LI b, A AR (nFk 2.1 Fir). 78RR
AR5 S, OHEM F Focal loss #¥ R-CNN 2 HIF2 i AR AME AR AERE A, 1 BR
¥ RPN JUESHEE = KRR A E A I HEREAS, R AHEL T OHEM, BR JC75#EAT W ICHT 7]
FER%, KRR T EE . HIRAERFETT 0, OHEM R e B N HE (R FE A AT R A
1M Focal loss Al BR #Bs24ERF R A FENLRAE . OHEM X I I RAE J5 IRE AR —HIL ]
=, Focal loss A1 BR 2l [a] K5 5K FALEL 43 B B BEMERIFEAS o 5 2R 1 SEie 2 a R
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BR 7EMER I i Bt 4% b At

2.4 LI5S

241 BIEENE

AT A BB H 1 Boosting R-CNN fUMEREREAT I,  FHFIHAA 2 52 H i) 2 AR
IPERE. ANRA T PR T Bl $di4e: UTDAC2020 Al Brackish, ALK #-~il
F E b3As I 5H 22 Pascal VOC Al COCO. LR /& X ix = AN S 42 (1 /24

UTDAC2020 FHEEP 2 5l f/K T Ednte (sl 2.4), HokBE T 2020 42K H
PRkl 59255 %% (Underwater Target Detection Algorithm Competition 2020). ¥JE4EH 4
A HEAH (Echinus). ##% (Holothurian). & (Starfish) A1 U1 (Scallop). il
T 6461 TREME, (HMELRFREIALNTE, BT ERIGE S E N
5168 kB I SR A1 1293 5K I v (e 2odts s B0 B A7 DO A g3
3840x2160. 1920x1028. 720x405 1 586x480.

e

] 2.4 UTDAC2020 ¥4 514
Figure 2.4 The overview of UTDAC2020 dataset

Brackish #E&EP2E — N RE TR SRS EIESE (i 2.5, H 6 N5
Kfa (Big fish). B8 (Crab). /KEF (Jellyfish). #UF (Shrimp). /A (Small fish)
AIfEE (Starfish). HAG 14518 5K 25613 MriE, INGE. BBiF%E. MRER D
W 9967, 1467 Fil 1468 K EIME . BHREEIG 170 HEER N 960x540.

. ¥ &

| ' ' é
A e -,‘I:-.x.m,\., A

€] 2.5 Brackish #5514
Figure 2.5 The overview of Brackish dataset

35



AEHOR A A AR S

Pascal VOC $EL 2 — M@ H B skl s (i 2.6), HERES 20 MF
27 . Pascal VOC2007 55 5000 5Kl Zrdu ik 5 & AT 5000 5K MK KR . Pascal
VOC2012 5 11540 KIIZGRUFEEG . AT AE Pascal VOC2007 Fil Pascal
VOC2012 HIYNZRIGUEE R I FIZE, E Pascal VOC2007 FIMRSE_E#EATIR . B
B #5254 1000%600,

] 2.6 Pascal Voc FE 14144
Figure 2.6 The overview of Pascal Voc dataset

COCO HHEAP 2 — Nl 1) B At il EaR 4 (il 2.7, A5 80 AN A Al
FKl. f£ COCO2017 FHHmAETAH 16 HKEME, Hrh 12 HikEUEAERL. £ ik
Mk, HH trainval 44 (123287 5k BB #E4TUI%%, 1E val B (5000 7K K5O
EESE, FERZBIMNREE test-dev EHEATIINR

242 SLNEE

ATTERAE PyTorch 1.9 Eizfr, JfAET MMDetection V& SEHL. ALK AE—5K
NVIDIA GTX 1080Ti GPU _Li)llZ5 12 4~ epochs, K/ (Batch Size) N 4. 1tikish
SGD, WIUE:21% K 0.005, FHESE 9 FEE 12 /> epoch B ARZE L 0.1 5. AEIFI KA
0.0001, ZhEWAN 0.9, EHEWIERES, RAEHRZE 256 M BHERIIE 22 —Hr B,
R RIRTHERIHEWTE . FESRS, AMEH R 7 KPR DL O 1 5 .

2.43 THIERR

AT SIS FH AL 7 2 Pascal Voc2012 E3E 41K mAP50 ¥l 5 XA COCO
1) AP[0.5:0.05:0.95TVF I /75X o LA VELH R PRI FE AR 0 THE 5 .
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Chair Motorbike

Sofa

°

Bottle

& 2.7 COCO Hudadk i 40
Figure 2.7 The overview of COCO dataset

2.43.1 3ZFHLE
A2 H:EE (Intersection over Union, IoU) FZMIIMER Ground Truth fAZ 2R AN 4R
Z [HIHIEG, 24 ToU=1 B, #IIHE 2 425 T Ground Truth, 24 IoU=0 i, fIHER] Ground

Truth A ES.

Area of Overlap

Area of Union

%] 2.8 ToU HTH57 1%
Figure 2.8 The calculation of IoU
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2.432 EMRERMABER

MREIMHER A % S K ToU Y Ground Truth (] IoU ##id— @ BIME, HorZRIEmR,
LA HES 2 — D EIEFEA (True Positive, TP)o 44 MIHER — AN 5 4T A A 5
B, ARTRIAESE & — MRIEAEA (False Positive, FP) 44 HEFI4T-Af—4> Ground
Truth 1) ToU #%A L BME, S0 FMAER Ground Truth 1 IoU L RI{E, (HAZE5K
fix, TR IIHERE & — MRUFEA (False Positive, FND.

AET R IR A X

P=—"" (2.26)
FERCIR: i ha s S/ W

R=—". (2.27)

2433 EWREENE

R S N BIR BE 7 S A 2 v, A5 31— R B IR IIAE, Je H o R a5 R B E R .
R B EEHAT Y, REEGEERE, &N EEERERRS R — H R A =
Ho WREFEBREMN 1] 0 F#D, SN IHER S E EAEAR, D 47T
AETR AN Bl 22 . R fg—HUMER A A BRI A0, SKRIME, WIBRFEIREEE (Average
Precision, AP) . &— MR #1532 — > AP, 1M~F34E B3I H mAP (Mean Average
Precision, mAP) Hit5 AR N:

mAP = Niczfc AP, (2.28)

i, Ne AEPREMIZENE . mAP@S0 {F 2K 1T IERE AR 1) IoU BI{ERE A 0.5,
mAP@[0.5:0.05:0.95] (LL BS54 AP) &% ToU BMEM 0.5 FFaaEXRIG N 0.05 —H
HINE] 0.95, XAEE—A loU BE#THH —IX mAP, )5 THHEIME ML

244 SEIGLERIMSH

2.4.4.1 7€ UTDAC2020 #iE5E FRISCIG4E R

A5 ¥ Boosting R-CNN A1 337 () H FrAs 7775 047 X0 e, Herp B g — fr Bt I 45 «
Faster R-CNNP), OHEMPM", Cascade R-CNNI[?*, Libra R-CNN!®I, Cascade RPN
PAFPNUS), Double-Head®®!, Dynamic R-CNN?’1, FPG7], GRoIEP®!, SABL”!, PISAI'%0),
DetectoRSHM, CenterNet2!'", LA —FrBtkaill#s: SSDU!U, RetinaNet!'’l, FSAFU®I,
FCOS?, RepPoints®*| FreeAnchor?®), NASFPNU'7I, ATSSE7, PAARSL AutoAssignl*®l,
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GFLI', VFNet!'%1, F4b, £ Transformer FJHIM 28 40 Deformable DETR 445 A
TH#E 2 H. CenterNet2*F1 Boosting R-CNN* R /~BA g A T 2 R YIZRA =51l 45
BF[E . B% T CenterNet2, FTA HIX L J772:48 H MMDetection SZH, CenterNet2 [1F /7 5K
-5 4 Detectron2 .

WK 2.2 fiw, fERREEIIZEE R, Boosting R-CNN BEAZIAE] 48.2%AP, L
DetectoRS (47.6%AP). PAA (47.5%AP) 1 CenterNet2 (47.2%AP) #E & . 1E2 R JE
W E T, Boosting R-CNN {35RHjEk CenterNet2 (50.3%AP vs 48.9%AP). [,
ARITIERE I (K B ARSI 2%, JF/E UTDAC2020 # ¥ SOTA. & T-HEWHE
%, Boosting R-CNN SZHL [ 13.5FPS, s BF LUK 22 30— M BOART o Bokar ) 2% 70 22
o 2.9 AT AALEE R, (a) NESHME, (b) 9 DetectoRS ISR, (¢) K
Boosting R-CNN JJf I Z5 5, ¥y (L I 378 1) /2 DetectoRS ZRAIE 7 M EIHA]
% H Boosting R-CNN #H LT DetectoRS RefE A I Hi 5 2 ACHE H bx, M IHD)T BR
1) PR AEREATZ IR AL o

(a) ! v = holothurian
- 7‘ — scallop
= starfish
) ( V
— 5 S8 = - \ B =
"-, bt J ‘/‘ ) \ \
? -

2.9 f£ UTDAC2020 % £ bR mT #iAL 45 R
Figure 2.9 The visualization of detection results in UTDAC2020

Ak, FEFTA R —M BRI ,  nT LRI K N BASMGIESS 1, 3T Anchor
(17715 (SSD. RetinaNet. ATSS. FreeAnchor. PAA. GFL) #HLLFJC Anchor f)J77%
(FSAF. FCOS. RepPoints. VFNet. AutoAssign) ZAHXIF— . X A& BNEMRRT B
FE HRFOK TR H, K NEVNDZZIRER, Anchor AT LUAH BN IR1S H A5 il 2
oA B, I 7 USIGE FE
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% 2.2 1£ UTDAC2020 ##ii 4k 11y sea 45
Table 2.2 Comparisons with other object detection methods on UTDAC2020 dataset

Jiik BT M 2% AP  AP50 AP75 APS APM APL FPS
Faster R-CNN R50+FPN 445 809 441 20.0 39.0 50.8 11.6
Faster R-CNN R50+FPN 451 82.0 451 21.6 39.1 514 11.6
+OHEM

Cascade R-CNN R50+FPN 46.6 81.5 493 21.0 409 533 8.8
Libra R-CNN R50+FPN+BFP 458 82.0 464 20.1 402 523 11.0
Cascade RPN R50+FPN 465 795 412 204 386 47.7 83
PAFPN R50+PAFPN 455 821 459 188 39.7 519 109
Double-Head R50+FPN 453 815 457 202 40.0 514 57
Dynamic R-CNN R50+FPN 456 80.1 473 19.0 39.7 521 121
FPG R50+FPG 454 81.6 460 198 39.7 514 13.
GRoIE R50+FPN 457 824 456 199 40.1 520 6.0
SABL R50+FPN 46.6 81.6 482 19.6 404 534 99
PISA R50+FPN 463 82.1 474 208 40.8 52.6 103
DetectoRS R50+FPN 476 828 499 231 418 542 4.0
CenterNet2 R50+FPN 472 81.6 49.8 182 413 534 142
CenterNet2* R50+FPN 489 83.0 526 21.7 435 552 142
SSD512 VGG16 40.0 775 365 147 36.1 451 250
RetinaNet R50+FPN 439 804 429 181 382 50.1 11.4
FSAF R50+FPN 439 81.0 429 185 389 509 128
FCOS R50+FPN 439 81.1 43.0 199 382 504 12.7
RepPoints R50+FPN 440 80.5 43.0 187 385 503 1.1
FreeAnchor R50+FPN 463 823 469 21.0 405 52.6 11.4
RetinaNet+NASFPN  R50+NASFPN 374 703 358 124 364 404 138
ATSS R50+FPN 462 825 469 197 414 524 11.8
PAA R50+FPN 475 83.1 497 195 424 536 6.6
AutoAssign R50+FPN 463 83.0 47.6 18.0 413 522 123
GFL R50+FPN 464 819 47.8 193 409 525 127
VFNet R50+FPN 440 793 441 188 38.1 504 105
Deformable DETR ~ R50 46.6 84.1 47.0 241 424 519 7.6
Boosting R-CNN R50+FPN 482 827 513 202 41.8 548 135
Boosting R-CNN*  R50+FPN 50.3 84.7 548 251 44.6 56.5 13.5
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Table 2.3 Comparisons with other object detection methods on Brackish dataset

Jiik AP AP50
Baseline 38.9 83.7
Faster R-CNN w/ FPN 79.3 974
Cascade R-CNN w/ FPN 80.7 96.9
RetinaNet w/ FPN 78.0 96.5
DetectoRS 81.6 97.0
CenterNet2 793 974
Boosting R-CNN 82.0 974

% 2.4 1E Pascal VOC #5410 5256 45

Table 2.4 Comparisons with other object detection methods on Pascal VOC dataset

Jii BT M NN mAP
Faster R-CNN VGG16 1000 X600 73.2
Faster R-CNN ResNet101 1000 X 600 76.4
Faster R-CNN ResNet50+FPN 1000 X 600 79.5
MR-CNN VGG16 1000 X 600 78.2
R-FCN ResNet101 1000 X 600 80.5
RON384++ VGG16 384X 384 77.6
Cascade R-CNN ResNet50+FPN 1000 X 600 80.0
CenterNet2 ResNet50+FPN 1000 X 600 76.8
SSD300 VGG16 300300 74.3
SSD512 VGG16 512X512 76.8
YOLO GoogleNet 448 X448 63.4
YOLOV2 DarkNet-19 544 X 544 78.6
RefineDet320 VGG16 320320 80.0
RetinaNet ResNet50+FPN 1000X 600 77.3
DSSD321 ResNet101 321 X321 78.6
DSSD513 ResNet101 513X513 81.5
FERNet VGG16+ResNet50 512X 512 81.0
Boosting R-CNN  ResNet50+FPN 1000 X 600 81.6
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2.4.4.2 7E Brackish 255 ERISCIGZE R

AN AE Brackish £idE £ %} Boosting R-CNN #EAT IR % LL 1 77 1555 Faster
R-CNNPL{ Cascade R-CNNI2], RetinaNet!'3], DetectoRS!'!, CenterNet2[!1921, &5 B insk
2.3 Iz Baseline $5 )72 Brackish 0485 710 30 25 H (1) 5250 245 5 . Boosting R-CNN
ek 3 82.0%AP H1 97.4%AP50, 7EFTA X LU B SR 52 EsEBl T i st ke,
[t Cascade R-CNN & 1.3%AP 1 0.5%AP50, Lt DetectoRS i 0.4%AP 1 0.4%AP50,
tt CenterNet2 15 2.7%AP. P 2.10 & Boosting R-CNN 7E Brackish Z#E £ I F A 45
AT -

:i ;A_n: v :

K] 2.10 7£ Brackish £#lE4E F ] #itb &5 3

Figure 2.10 The visualization of detection results in Brackish dataset

2.4.4.3 7 Pascal VOC #iB&E L YSLIG 4R

ARNFTRGAE FE T Pascal VOC id4E X Boosting R-CNN BFEATIIR . XF LU #7712
ALHE BRI 28 Faster R-CNNPJ, MR-CNNU R-FCNI'7 RONUI'%I, Cascade R-
CNNPL, CenterNet2! 21— B A& I 2§ SSDI, YOLO!?, YOLOV2!'), RefineDet!!%%)
RetineNet!'3l, DSSDI"'%), FERNetPS), Z550 U1K 2.4 Fi7n. Boosting R-CNN HE 1A F]
81.6%mAP [{JPEfE, L Faster R-CNN (ResNet50+FPN) i 2.1%mAP, . Cascade R-CNN
5 1.6%mAP, b CenterNet2 /5 4.8%mAP.
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Table 2.5 Comparisons with other object detection methods on COCO dataset

Jiik BT M 2% AP  AP50 AP75 APS APM APL
Faster R-CNN R101+FPN 362 59.1 39.0 182 39.0 482
Cascade R-CNN R101 42.8 62.1 463 237 455 552
Grid R-CNN R101 415 609 445 233 449 53.1
Libra R-CNN X101-64x4d 43.0 64.0 47.0 253 456 54.6
Dynamic R-CNN R101-DCN 469 659 513 281 49.6 60.0
BorderDet X101-64x4d-DCN 48.0 67.1 521 294 50.7 60.5
Double-Head R101 423 62.8 463 239 449 543
TridentNet R101-DCN 46.8 67.6 51.5 28.0 512 60.5
CPN HG104 470 650 51.0 265 502 60.7
FCOS X101-64x4d-DCN 46.6 659 50.8 28.6 49.1 58.6
CornerNet HG104 40.6 564 432 19.1 42.8 543
CenterNet HG104 42.1 61.1 459 241 455 52.8
CentripetalNet HG104 46.1 63.1 49.7 253 487 592
RetinaNet R101 39.1 59.1 423 21.8 427 502
FSAF X101-64x4d 429 638 463 266 462 527
RepPoint R101-DCN 450 66.1 49.0 26.6 48.6 57.5
RepPointV2 R101-DCN 48.1 67.5 51.8 287 509 60.8
FreeAnchor X101-64x4d 46.0 656 49.8 278 495 577
ATSS X101-64x4d-DCN 477 665 51.9 297 50.8 59.4
PAA X101-64x4d-DCN 49.0 67.8 533 302 52.8 622
TSD X101-64x4d-DCN 494 69.6 544 327 525 61.0
AutoAssign X101-64x4d-DCN 495 68.7 540 299 526 62.0
GFL X101-64x4d-DCN 482 674 526 292 517 602
YOLOv4 CSPDarkNet-53 435 657 473 267 467 53.3
DETR R101 435 63.8 464 219 480 61.8
Sparse R-CNN X101-64x4d-DCN 489 683 534 299 509 624
Deformable DETR ~ X101-64x4d-DCN 50.1 69.7 546 30.6 528 65.6
Boosting R-CNN R50 435 62.8 473 260 464 536
Boosting R-CNN R2-101-DCN 50.6 689 557 31.6 53.9 634
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2.4.44 1£ COCO HIEE LRSS EER

ANTOEBAE FEIA COCO #i 4 b4 Boosting R-CNN #EAT M. % bL 1 77 15 B 55
M BUKE I 2§ Faster R-CNNPL Cascade R-CNN*), Grid R-CNN!'"!)| Libra R-CNNI®#31
Dynamic R-CNN?%), BorderDet!!'?!, Double-Head”!. TridentNet!!'3l, CPNI!4, —[FE
¥l 2§ FCOS!2), CornerNet!?!l, CenterNet[??), CentripetalNet!!!>], RetinaNet! '3, FSAF!!%1,
RepPoint®*), RepPointV2[!'¢], FreeAnchor!?¢), ATSS?71, PAA!M7, TSDI81, AutoAssignl*®!,
GFLU'Y, YOLOv4!"?, DL K FEF153K (Query-based) fIAEMI#S: DETRI?% Sparse R-
CNNU2U{ Deformable DETRU22, Ui At A7 (1) 75 dA 3040 FH kG B2t . 45 5K ansk 2.5
Jfi7~. Boosting R-CNN 7E ResNet50 [)H M2 N OLIEH T 43.5%AP HPERE, 1E
Res2Net+DCN 5 P45 B Rl BB RIA 3] 50.6%AP KITERE, EIE A Ik, H
GFL & 2.4%AP, Lt RepPointV2 & 2.5%AP. tt TSD & 1.2%AP. K 2.11 B/ri)2
Boosting R-CNN £ COCO #4f £& (A I 45 SR T MRAL, B JR IAC 725 e 0% 76 25 AR 14 1)
1B LT SE AR IR A A B S 200

K 2.11 ££ COCO H¥atk LRI AL R
Figure 2.11 The visualization of detection results in COCO dataset
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Table 2.6 A detailed ablation study of Boosting R-CNN

175 RetinaRPN Prob BR AP AP50 AP75
4. NA. [FIE#i%  FL TIoUp
1 3 Ll 445 809  44.1
2 V] 3 Ll 451 81.6 459
3 v 3 L1 J 453 81.6 458
4 v 3 L1 v 454 812 463
5 v 3 GloU 458 805 475
6 v 9 L1 v 46.7  80.0  49.0
7 v 9 GloU J 46.8 822  48.8
8 v 9 L1 v J 472 825 493
9 v 9 L1 v J J 475 83.0 503
10 v 9 GloU J J 47.6 827 504
11 v 9 CloU J J 47.6 828  50.1
12 v 9 F-EloU v J 477  83.0 498
13 v 9 FloU v J 479 828 507
14 v 9 FloU v J J 482 827 513
2.7 AR N MERE A Z A8 AT 55 EAT X b
Table 2.7 Comparisons with other hard example mining methods
e ST RAFE T AP APS50 AP75
CE BEHLRAE 47.9 82.8 50.7
CE BR(1.1) 47.9 82.5 51.1
CE BR(1) 48.2 82.7 51.3
CE BR(0.5) 47.8 82.9 50.3
CE BR(0.25) 47.8 82.6 50.4
CE OHEM 47.5 82.1 49.8
CE PISA 46.9 82.7 48.2
FL (0.25, 2) BENLRAT 44.7 79.7 45.8
FL (0.5, 1) BENLRAT 46.5 81.1 48.8
FL (0.5, 0.1) BEALRAT 47.0 82.0 48.9
FL (0.25, 2) BENLRAFE 46.7 80.2 49.7
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Table 2.8 Different positive and negative assignment methods

VA WARU AP AP50 AP75
(0.5, 0.5) 47.9 82.8 50.7
ATSS 46.5 81.9 48.1
PAA 473 83.1 49.1

2.4.4.5 jHRRSELG

A/NTAE UTDAC2020 $idfi 5 XT Boosting R-CNN 34T — 2241 W Rl S 56 LA
WESMEHR P E . 3R 2.6 /R T Faster R-CNN %] Boosting R-CNN [ i3t it 72,
(1) 2 1ATHAE 2 47X LEnT &, ¥ FPN 2R P2-P6 #5% P3-P7, FHTH 4 E47
GN HERREA ASE R A KRR SR IR 7, W IRTHERE (44.5%AP F| 45.1%AP);
(2) M/ Focal loss (55 4 17) A LKA AEAIMARIZE b, B 1 fe
(45.4%AP) (3) L TR MEEM 3 4 Anchor, 1§/ 9 4~ Anchor HEE 2 #2 T+ At
(3 6 1T, 46.7%AP), XMW FEF I T Anchor X F/K N HFRAG AT 55 1 2, (4)
i1 RetinaRPN 5, XfT HARFE B SCIOMEZe Al TH & S muEnfh, (R oot it e 7Y
T BASI#S T LUK — B B 1 S I AN i PR PR B R LA B, KRB 46.7%AP $2
FHZE 47.2%AP (55 8 47). (5) MMA—A ToU FMIAE 55 fe s $2 4L 5 MR I S 30 A %
BE—DHRF TR R B AR SR (BB IULAT, MEREIRTT & 47.5%AP). (6) AT
PEH) FloU loss (35 13 4T, 47.9%AP) Lt L1loss (3BT, 47.5%AP). GloU loss (55
10 17, 47.6%AP). CloU loss (Z 11 17, 47.6%AP) Fl Focal EloU loss (% 12 17,
47.7%AP) FEMH; (7) HRMAEH BR (3 317, 45.3%AP) BiAEHE LB N AT
PERESRETE, HEE T3 2.2 ) OHEM (45.1%AP). 1fj BR H /& A UK e & MR T 2
48.2%AP (i 1447),

A2 BR AR 2 R YERE A28 1) —Flr,  [RIH A 06 2K BR 5 A R SR AR H 240 11 7732
HEATXEE, Ebfin OHEM. PISA 1 Focal loss. A7 52 % Boosting R-CNN 1] BR #
e AR 77 AR B AT T S5 2R 2 B B I A8 I A A e (g 2.7 P BE—AT

(47.9%AP) FH4T-3 2.6 MIBIHCE —17. U LESHyEE N 1, BR AT LSRG R AE
tERE, T HARR S E R BRI BEA KK . H OHEM 243 3| — /M XK
FIMERE (47.5%AP), f#F PISA & ik gt —2 I (46.9%AP). Focal loss 114>
RO EITERE N PR, Yy BEAFIR/ANET, X EIRAE Focal loss 2B RS U 2K
DRIV RS A A (R T MOX—SREG AT BA R 4518, BR AT LAGHBIZE BB R-CNN %1&
IE%E— B R RPN (45 1%, BIAHEL T OHEM. PISA. Focal loss &5 XERE A 772 5
HA MR

46



B ST DR Z I ROBER B BURI AR

I EC IR N FH B 1T 594, 413k 2.8 Fis, 41 ATSS AT PAA. 35 2.8 SREGIRA N
A BR. R ATSS Fl PAA fE—FrBRr AL S5 h LS TR RCR, B2 —HHH
TZHr Bkl a5 — AN B, B RPN BB, <& pitERer) TR, H IR sha Ik
FFEAR ST B SEPR b2 A AT H brde s th— M EE R m i dels, XA H
[ 24 7 U 52 . T Boosting R-CNN A F B & Ab 2 1 ToU BIME N 0.5 B 775 &
T RE AT 31 5 1 10 14 e

IESRAEAR e 2 H ARSI ) — AN S BRHR, [R AR 25 Rl HAh 3 245 1E e AR
5
H

2.4.4.6 E#EM4NR

A/NTAE UTDAC2020 $idi 8 % Boosting R-CNN HEAT & HEE IR, Pl
FES R AR N S . ARH KA C. Michaelis 25 AU H ) 15 FhigAs (4l
2.12) W N FHLE UTDAC2020 MRS b, FIHIIZREF s R AR AL AT I, IR A5
R AP BHATICF . LI 45 R ANFR 2.9 FTn, Boosting R-CNN 1E £ Fhia A5 45 8L 2 J5 ik
M AE#S =T OHEM. XL FF&IEE, Boosting R-CNN 7E Gaussian Noise. Shot
Noise. Impluse Noise. Fog. Brightness. Contrast. Pixelate. Jpeg Compression /\Fh=Z
EREIEREKT OHEM, P34 R FEIEE N 16.35% AP, HKT OHEM (16.45% AP). SZ¥EW]
ARITVERE S A A R B ik

Gaussian N Shot Nois: Impulse Noise Defocus Blur Glass Blur

Motion Blur

Brightness Contrast Elastic Transform Pixelate JPEG Compression

Figure 2.12 The visualization of 15 corruption types

47



AEHOR A A AR S

# 2.9 PN
Table 2.9 Robustness test

Boosting R-CNN OHEM
No Curruption 48.2 45.1
Gaussian Noise 17.2 (-31.0) 13.1(-32)
Shot Noise 17.8 (-30.4) 13.5 (-31.6)
Impluse Noise 13.1 (-35.1) 9.9 (-35.2)
Defocus Blur 44.6 (-3.6) 41.9 (-3.2)
Glass Blur 46.7 (-1.5) 439 (-1.2)
Motion Blur 45.2 (-3.0) 42.4 (-2.7)
Zoom Blur 12.2 (-36.0) 11.1 (-34.0)
Snow 11.2 (-37.0) 8.5 (-36.6)
Frost 14.6 (-33.6) 11.7 (-33.4)
Fog 32.6 (-15.6) 28.4 (-16.7)
Brightness 47.3 (-0.9) 44.0 (-1.1)
Contrast 38.7 (-9.5) 34.8 (-10.3)
Elastic Transform 47.6 (-0.6) 44.7 (-0.4)
Pixelate 47.5 (-0.7) 44.3 (-0.8)
Jpeg Compression 41.4 (-6.8) 37.6 (-7.5)
Average 31.85 (-16.35) 28.65 (-16.45)

2.5 AKRENG

RENFRE T —Fh R B A28 Boosting R-CNN, AHEL TSR BB
Faster R-CNN J77% . 07150 = MZ O AIH AR A0 5 DX B I 2% . MR Y HE T
SeTH PR AT o HIL I DX B X 4 — N5 JJ I T Anchor I —Fr B &%,
AR RESEERE ST, RIS PAT = A B AT 5%, AR H B PIE S IF AR A b T3
fs [l YA 453 2 A 78 B AR B A USSR I e o R B HERR A5 & — B BON T H AR S e E 2
THA B B LIR30 3, M e B G A AT HERE,  BR08 78 0 XA B AR
AN EPERAT B . $RTF AL B — MR R ARTZ 0 T, RIS, R
HINZE B BODE IR, EMEZRE R BOG I ESAE L T 4B A, 28 B BemT
DMEIESE — B Be iR . SEER &S SRR, $2 I 7 VA AE & AN R S 1 3 Re I8 SR 11

PERE, B MHRLSEIRIRUE 1§ S A R
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E=F KXTEREMNECZH

KR H AR L R SEH B, — B e I LIRS 2 — AN K B AR
Rl &5, B AR BEIX AN I AR AT LA A TR #E 2, @ —MaEmErRKTHE
Frfill 28 (General Underwater Object Detector, GUOD) s&dE# B, B —
GUOD [ills 5 = K3k -

(1) RBUKT EHRZ L RBGEH H s G NS 2, 1 B IX Lehryd A 5538 % 7
BLGORTERG, ARG . B, KT BARKI bR iC s SEIEH AR, AT b 2>
SRR ERME S EE . BT B AR EEEA B SRR R g 2R
— IS A, BN | TR U AR R AR B TR SR T AR BRI 1) 5, 10 CutMix .
Mixup 555 25 =Pl T KA IR I 7% .

(2) HJE G PEREZ 18] B 77 JE A B SN ™IR . —A> GUOD JWiZ% & B r] LLski TAE
(1), IXLEALE AN SR ER— AR AR EK . HK LSS NMEAEIRAK, HTEK
SRR AR, DA IR HORES o DR E R L ML a8 Nz ahpLae, DRIAE K R HL
A N _EFE AN m P e BT A R IR B v kg B R i — AN RIS R 1

(3) WRFEZ A H 22 BT 520, (H—4 GUOD 20X 7K 5t A2 4k A
(), AMYAN S i F T A, ARV e () 7K ot s m] PARIRRE A o X AT DA R 1R 2
Wz AR, B — R AN IR R Bk, (B —A R IS EE BRI H bx
I AT

AEGEMH N TEIRDEZ RN RS, SCB—4> GUOD MillZk. T
FERPER (1), AR B HY — i () 50080 1 5 07 V2K B % 72 (Water Quality Transfer, WQT)
2 RBAR MG IR 2 s D TRk (20 ABkik (3D, ARFET LN HARE
MEE YOLOvV3 $ig it 7 DG-YOLO BRI At — B 48 m i B IR AN AR 1 . AR T I 714 A
S-URPC2019 ¥tk EREATSES, SRS R 1 AT T 1A 3t

3.1 BUEEEE NEZE) RN & I
3.1.1 URPC2019 #iz&

AR T URPC2019 %4, HokRE T 2019 F/K FHLE AKHELLFE (Underwater
Robot Picking Contest 2019). Z#E4EA 5 >Rl #FHH (Echinus) ##Z (Holothurian)
M2 (Starfish). Fp Ul (Scallop) FliFE (Waterweeds). IZREEFHH 4707 kK&, H
MAREE AR VEFEA LT, B T3h JFE RN 2 E A 3765 5K B v Il ZREkds i
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942 FK & F BB . s B A A VIR 3R 3840X2160. 19201028, 720X
405 F1 586 X480, FEMEREMI Ty, AT KA 2.4.3 frde L) Pascal VOC ) mAP (Bl
COCO VI R 1 AP50) 1ENVEITF B o

3.1.2 KBRIE®

WE 3.1 fos, BT K N BAsta il 3 48 URPC2019, AT TE 7 —Fpgd 158 5
1EK LR (Water Quality Transfer, WQT), FEHIZE | S-URPC2019 PA A% 77 75 dk
TR TSR, B2, ARSI WCT2UERY, T 7 A FEBIK)R,
%} URPC2019 [FI 2R SEBEAT A FEAE il [typel-type7]7 kI II ZR4E , 1 AR VR B e 4E
% URPC2019 ()56 E 8 047 AL R AL fili[vall-val8]8 MR A IIESE, # A HAREdE 4.
B PE PRI EE EUIZR, FESRIEEE BTt BB AR T val8 I EdE, A
AT PUACAITE type8 FIGPEREAREE TR Sz A PERE, 76 val8 LMERERRLT, ViR
BERDGEK FR A E  ,  RIUBEAS 7R R WL R /K 5 A REAS 2R I A R R o 3 e ) R 4%
BAH LI ) B ARSI 55 5 e S g

Content g
Image =

Style
Image

O B b e Dl RS B
l l l l l
WCT2 style transfer |
} } | } } | }
typel type2 typed type3 i type5 typeb type7 type8

K 3.1 KBUER
Figure 3.1 Water Quality Transfer

-

3.1.3 Wz ikie)ER

AN S-URPC2019 04 F1 YOLOV3POE it 175286, PASRRISZ 1b in) @7 /K
TR RAEAE. I 3.1 Fizn, “baseline” 572 YOLOvV3 7EJF URPC2019 HIillZ:
% EiEATINZR, “orittypel ” FEI0E YOLOV3 7E 5 URPC2019 HE4EA typel Hidh4E L
WLk, “Full WQT” $8#I42& YOLOV3 7E typel F type7 B 7 MRS Eib T4, WE
3.1, A LAS 3] — B 0 ) I

(1) #HEL T Baseline, FJPAARH LR 456 & —2H 10 50E 3% s #0G B T 32 7 )5 50
R TERE . WQT ] LU A B £ 4 14 5 — e A5 USRS 58 s itk g (3R 3.1 BUsRe e —
1), RFE—HUEH T EMARNNE. HIR, AE— IR WQT Bl 1 B8 5 47 th 7
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HAbKFZ A . e, orittype7 7E type3 LMRXAIISE] T 39.23%mAP HI14ERE, AHLE
baseline /& | 12.66%.

% 3.1 YOLOV3 E & TR RN ZRIITERE
Table 3.1 The performance of model augmented by different types of water quality

i Evaluation (mAP)
YIAE

val vall val2 val3 val4 val5 val6 val7
baseline 56.45 18.72 16.83 26.57 10.71 23.66 9.38 29.04

ori+typel 56.66 5239  27.66  42.07 14.25 42,79  20.96 41.07

orittype2 56.71 1890 51.86 3944 2489 3451 6.21 45.85
orittype3 57.78 18.01 2996  53.10 15.63  35.07 5.68 41.20
orittype4 58.33 16.80  33.50  41.57 53.85  35.52 3.72 42.30

orittype5 57.63 3535 30.73  42.04 20.04 53.12 19.41 42.28
orittype6 57.19  21.64 3563 42.19 2437 36.04 5122 46.15
orittype7 58.43 7.57 34.81 39.23 15.52  32.77 3.88 52.36
FullWQT 58.56 5593 53.60 5748 5495 56.08 53.51 54.29

Oritrot+lip  62.53 14.81 18.29  31.36 8.89 24.95 5.34 33.18
FullWQT
63.83 60.57 57.71 6038 5896 59.84 5843 60.53
+rot+flip
3.2 K2 IR R B
Table 3.2 Style distance between types of water quality
Typel Type2 Type3 Typed TypeS Type6 Type7
Typel 0 0.6281 0.1105 0.6893  0.0495 0.7239  0.6286
Type2 0.6281 0 0.2860  0.0052  0.3311 0.0077  0.0033
Type3 0.1105 0.2860 0 0.3435  0.0411 0.3575  0.2977
Type4 0.6893 0.0052  0.3435 0 0.3747  0.4024  0.3308
Type5 0.0495 0.3311 0.0411 03747 0 0.4024  0.3308
Type6 0.7239  0.0077  0.3575 0.0074  0.4024 0 0.0094

Type7 0.6286 0.0033 0.2977 0.0037 0.3308 0.0094 0

(2) ANHIE S AT RIVEREAT K i 2 18] AR B PR 2 T A AR DG . B oG, A
RIS 2R 2 R MR BE B o 4 typel B type7 HIZK T BUESIE WCT2 1, MGt &5 F1 g
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25 PEICRF A€ J2 BORFAE I, TH SR P 5 2 8] B8 AR B 8, XU B S R T H S O

dyyie(fi. £2) = [16() — GBI, 3.1)
G(Ocer = ﬁ He1Xw=1frwe f;fW,c,, (3.2)

Forr, £ MEARRPIFIKBUAFER], GO NRHER £ BRI AR . B X5 KB X
M B BSR4 R 2 )5 AT AT B AU BE B R P Hyiee o 25 RN 3.2 f7R. BB, 3R 3.1
R =FN I L (vall 3] val7) FEE AT 2|5 )\1T Corittypel F| orittype7) HJ—>
TXT FERERICH R, B AR PR A AT B 4T (baseline) HIXTRAE, W LA4S 3]
VERE Y 28 FE R Hperpo A0 B2 AR BRAH OC RBUE V5 H gise M Hpere AR K R B, W LAAS 2
0.4634. MX—#r ] LAEERIS 2], WQT Z Ak Re 13 255k B T AR ZK 5 2 8] FAH AL
.

(3) NT =00 (2) DL, K YOLOV3 7E type8 7K i AT (typeS
5 typel # type7 WI/KBIA REZER). MH7E WQT JIZR/EH YOLOV3 thifm—4
A CEFEFEEEE) WA R m . 2R, HARAELE type8 B4 L HUAS 1
A R tERe ORE M R EEYRE g mtts g m B 251 5D . Hit, wWQT
AT DAFR AR Y 7 3 P A 45 B PERE, (EIPAR AR £ —/> GUOD HJE K. WQT 1
TR 28K T s AT AR e S B 58 42 (R AR

3.2 DG-YOLO

3.2.1 DG-YOLO BY#%.52

3.2 €75 T DG-YOLO HIREAL AR . AHEE T YOLOV3, A T I RARBAN T
AR B /MU TE T T . FELEH L, YOLOV3 () T M 4% darknet-53 W] A RAE —NRHIE
SEHUER , darknet-53 FEHUH R IR RFAE L HERR S [ 7% /2 (Gradient Reversal Layer, GRL),
FLAERRFE R AL FR S R B FE U o IX 2 S, 3309 R A8 2 I e f B2 s PRV AE 1)
BEATI 25 . A4 GRL 7SS aS AR, 1 T X 48 5l 2 e o 3 9 5 R A1k B o R 7K
(45 2 DU O ek 73 25 2% « B¢J5, DG-YOLO 1] LA 22 M A8 T 38000 56 i v SUAS BT il
Mo BRibZ 4h, oK I MEEST TR YOLOV3 J5R 45 2 2 [R I T H 5045 21 e 48 1)
PN

Ltotal = Lyoto + A-Lg+ A Pry, (3.3)

Forpr, A FIAQFESEFR B R 1o FEHERTIE RS, PR 98I0 SRR AN T 5 XU, B /N A 185 11
TR AR 41, Kt DG-YOLO 1 YOLOV3 [ HEWrd & 2 — 8. FEmEAN 2,
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F=E KT BRI

AR K E T WQT, It DG-YOLO &A1) BL A Ad FH i)

.= YOLO Loss
L
> "~ IRM Penalty

Detection Result

Domain Label
+
v

Domain classifier Domain Loss

> GRL

Domain Invariant module

Kl 3.2 /KRR DG-YOLO /7 ik 2
Figure 3.2 The pipeline of WQT and DG-YOLO

3.2.2 [ElE YOLOV3

BRNK R AL A B 2R A A MR RE 32 PR, St B AR IS YOLOV3 22— MR
U HiE+E. YOLOV3 s ——Fr B ill#s, {4 DarkNet-53 fENE T M4 . 1 Faster
R-CNN A8, YOLOvV3 ANF5EAH A X33 N 2% o B AT — AN B A 25 B4z [A] A AE
[P FR CA R ZR0ME B o YOLOV3 47 B 53 SX S ARG, f— M RIukEER o — A
Hix (&l 3.3),

% 13x13x[3x(4+1+80)]

)
xllwlh PO[P1
Bounding box Objectness lass

cordinates score scores

Classification : particle
X-axis coordinate : 512
Y-axis coordinate : 670

2x52x[3% (4+1+80)]

P
YOLOV3 detection Output image of YOLOvV3

1 3.3 YOLOV3 #aill & (Il 25 5 X
Figure 3.3 The training paradigm of YOLOV3

YOLOV3 HJNZA K05 73 K81 K Las, W54 K Legorar  H AR K Lop; PA KT H AR
T/'Eigi]-'noobj :
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Lets = 2320 X0 197 Teectasses lew 0i(€), Bi(0)), (3.4)
Leoora = Ziz0 200177 Ticteymmllt: = 11, (3.5)
Lonj = X520 200 197 165(C,, C), (3.6)

Luoobj = Xizo Lo 117" 15 (€, C), (3.7)

Lyolo = Leis + Acoora * Leoora + Lobj + Anoobj * Lnoobjs (3.8)

FH doora M Anoon; 2 IR SHL, 1777 FR U0 A FRMAE / 1 7 TR TTIBEN 1, 1egfR
RN XIS, € € {0,1}, Mt & M 2.1.4 AR 2.5-2.6 Jwtd 77—

3.2.3 B RiER

2014 4, 1. Goodfellow &t 1 5] AL O FL 251120, 28— AR Y 1 XTIl 25
MRS . BRI SR FE PR 43, A a2, T i, L H A2 BE AL A=
T ELTE SCR i M BMR, T TR0 A%, Ay B2 R R 70 % IR — T 70 A Al s A
IR, TR — T 70 e ) o AL R R o T AE RS AE IR AR o, e AR Mk 2 it
Flas, R Red i S Hse BB ER . Bk, PIE Z IAMEE — A g st R AL
Hbr, s A bron:

G* = arg mGin max V(G,D), (3.9)
V(G,D) = Ey_p, _[log(D(x)] + Ey_p,[log(1 — D(x)], (3.10)

Horb G oAt D OvHIHg:, HA i EN[0,1]X a2 H, x NMAEE, KEHE
K3 Pyqea B AR 5041 Pg o

D
ESHE REA
R E R
O
O
O RS PEAR
O
O
RaRE L5 =

K 3.4 AT 2% L 1
Figure 3.4 The pipeline of generative adversarial network
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FEI 3 AT A e, 0 =) 2 ) R AT DUSE R T BSOS 15 B
AR e AT T 28 — A, T RLRE— S F00 g8 IR R 2% 2 rhr, b )1 #88 W DA T34
AIBEE R, ARG B X 28 AT 1S DR ) s 408 2% B 7 I dEAT AR AL, {8 AT DA s B - Y
28R B R BE B, AT AL A3 T A B (Domain Invariant Module, DIM) .
BARME, 48— MEFRE K DMAFER EHR X, Xy, 0 Xnds HXT R IERR A
{dy,dy, ..., dn}, NARHLIKAD . K G RAONRFIEIRIES, K D R iR as, AT
DLRFIEAR R Ly i XA :

Lg =XV iz (D(G (X)), dy). (3.11)

imsihs b, HFRERIR BT WQT AR, Ko 7GR 7 A R AU
Bl o X TIRSNEE, AR ISR . S AL B bs A s b i ok . (254
JRAS DU A AR S ) BTG IRARBRANE H A= jli XS I 45 1) Al AR 31 8 S AN
Zit s 3, iR A S B I RT3 2 g — N S R SR N B3 1) & AN T
2% 2 T], 6 BEAR 2B T IR IR i, B REME S BUOE, B T2 i AL B bnfE
WA T, B RBE A, Bl KA R KT [ it . AERR ARSI ZRad A, 30H) 0l 4%
AT eI A P B ST ISR, IRRE ORGSR T T M4 T
FHFARIG K, AR 20, & R REAERHIE IR RO AR Il s e R 5 B o B
B, SRIE A BRAE S 1 X0 SR AE (1 52 L

3.2.4 RN &R IMEIET]

To X Fe/MEFE S (Invariant Rish Minimization, ITRM) U261a] DL #S B8 21 4E 2>
B — AN TERTIES . ToR K KA B A 250 — I3RS CRl “48” 7] 3O
e € Er HIRA HIRRAF R — D RIER WAEH KR ARWHELE y (Er € Equ) FIRTFELF
FIPERE . SR, ELfEfd L XS H/ME (Emprical Risk Minimization, ERM) #4 S
HAENGIEE EidilG, DL 2 ) 2054 ERERAHOCHE) . N T RS TR 4T
ZALBIAR LIRS, IRM J& — N 3RIG T R ) B A e %

2
min Tece RY(®) + 2+ [[VreasoROG o[, (3.12)

d: X
Hrf, ORBANTKIME, R(P)RANEL e LN ERM IT, r= 1.0 /M EIR,

2
[VepreroRE (- ®)|| RTEHAET, A€ [0,00) R HMH IRM A1 ERM WIS 4.

AT IRM B N A 2 YOLOV3 1, A58 YOLOV3 Rt it H IRM & i 00T,
HARUTT
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2
, (3.13)

2 bj 2
Vr|r=1.0 Z?:O Z?:O H?,j] Zie{x,y,w,h}l Iti T tz*l 2|

l:)encoord =
. 2
Pencls = ||Vr|r=1.0 Zfio Z?:O Hz?] Zcealasses lCE (pi(c): U(ai(c) ) 7‘)) || ’ (3'14)
. . 2
Penory = || Vrireso Dio 2o 157 1cs (G 0 (S, - 1)) | (3.15)

. bi - 2
PeNoon; = |[Vrireso Zino Xino 175 Les (€1 0 (S, - )| (3.16)

Her = 1L.0RHEHME, o/ sigmoid #1E, @;(c)/&J ¢ MILE sigmoid AT EUE, p; €
REXUEHGIREE, S0 sigmoid R H AR 4. BT HUZIETX P YOLOV3 [ 2k

(A 3.4-3.8) Wit M. BpARRUL, HWE e e b T 8K RE EER S AN, JER
SRAF v RS EAR FESF 7 T, 453 B0 R A 11 T

3.3 W5

3.3.1 SEIGRE

A% YOLOvV3 A DG-YOLO Il%: 300 4™ epochs, J HL7E JR 56 E 52 FN 5 B 56
EESHATINR . MBI A RFA 416 X416, #74E Nvidia GTX 1080Ti GPU _E 47
W%k, {8 PyTorch HEATSEIL, #HER/MEE N 8. BAUEH Adam Hik#ATHAL, 2]
RN T 0.001, By AR, HIHA 0.9 A1 0.999. ToU HIME, BEAF B AN AR R A AE 1
HIERE I8 W9 0.5 A FBAEE BAREAR, BIAER ORI BR FE Ik >k A AT — IR F
Bo Xf YOLOV3 Al DG-YOLO AN FH Al B HcH 1 o U7 i, BRARSC 9 Lo

R RIPPAN FR PR FH AR SC 2.4.3 5 T S IF) Pascal Voc2012 HIPEAS FEH5

3.3.2 DG-YOLO HYsCI&

3.3.2.1 DG-YOLO BB

W 3.3 fran, WQT A LA B YOLOV3 L% R G, 1E type8 I, WQT il
R AI L JE R ) YOLOV3 5 7 23.98%mAP, {HAERLTIAR ™ B U BT £ () 52,
WQT YIZRIALT T type8 14 g Lh IR IS I EPEREM T 28.01%mAP. DG-YOLO Hiff—35
HMEAR 288 THEOERE R, AT RAEA WQT, 1E type8 JiEfE4EF T 3.21mAP
fITERE . A, AHAD B AR I ES A L, DG-YOLO J& 3 H 58 N &% 8z 4k 1k B

3.3.2.2 HEhSCLG

3.4 RN E T R SLIG ) 45 . AHELT WQT-only, WQT+DIM £ type8 #diE £ I
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H 4.52%mAP [FPERE N, WQT+Pry /N #2F (0.08%mAP). %A1, WQT+DG-
YOLO 7J LAFRTE 3.21%mAP [ RESE T, XBER T RA4L5E T DIM FlPgy A fE3k 1S 5
m I PERE .

% 3.3 DG-YOLO ANHAt H brher il 25 £ g L
Table 3.3 Comparison between DG-YOLO and other object detectors

type8 (mAP)
Method
ori echinus  starfish  holothurian  scallop waterweeds ave.
baseline (YOLOv3)  56.45 28.08 4.5 0.26 0 0 6.57
WQT-only 58.56  60.98 17.08 33.29 39.02 2.38 30.55
Faster R-CNN+FPN 5820 29.49 5.91 9.13 1.07 10.40 11.23
SSD300 50.66 27.31 14.57 13.62 3.01 2.98 12.31
SSD512 56.51 26.62 14.44 18.07 1.41 14.51 15.22
WQT+DG-YOLO  54.81 63.84 27.37 35.64 36.88 5.11 33.77
% 3.4 DG-YOLO ¥ i S 56
Table 3.3 Ablation Study of DG-YOLO
type8 (mAP)
Method
ori echinus  starfish  holothurian  scallop waterweeds ave.
WQT-only 58.56 60.98 17.08 33.29 39.02 2.38 30.55
WQT+DIM 58.06 58.78 18.55 26.64 21.82 4.39 26.03
WQT+Prym 57.01 54.99 25.98 32.90 29.25 0 30.63
WQT+DG-YOLO 54.81 63.84 27.37 35.64 36.88 5.11 33.77

3.3.2.3 DG-YOLO AT #i4k

T H ZALHIAE, WQT+DG-YOLO Hi LT WQT-only 7E JFUEGIESE A AL TR (-
3.75%mAP). iXJ&F N WQT-only Fi#eE] T A B — LR iAH e, IR DLk
FHOCHEAE AR BN W AR . 28007, K EAESRE KRB 2 SR AR, (HRAE R
Hh—PoK TR P AR R T B Rk, BARRIBEEAE — ARG R, REF
FH AT BAE — N P B ) i 48 AR 2 BTG 2 9% DG-YOLO 14 e sk mT A
W AR 3 T A OS5 ., HUR AT 8 S BEE AR b 3 e 5615 B . AR i
H SmoothGrad!"7 ¥y A WAL 75 34T AT A4 DLIE AT (19 ESCHsE AR, FRENEEALA
ARG AR 95% 1T BEME R R X 3. ] 3.5 i, baseline GyES] 72—
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TR B A EARS, Sl Al SR E, A FE A AR TEH . WQT-Only i
(15 2= H H A, X Rk AE WQT-only %% > 3| 7 —Se45R {1 4H %2 . T DG-YOLO
FKEMEERAEFE LT, BB ES T AERMAE . XS R 39 DG-YOLO
Lt baseline A1 WQT-only 2% 2] 3| 56 £ 1)1 A5 B .

echinus

Image Baseline WQT-only DG-YOLO

K 3.5 1§ SmoothGrad Xt H3E 47T 7] #H 4k

Figure 3.5 SmoothGrad visualization on “echinus” samples

3.4 AKENGE

ARESRW T FEEE oK IER . B NS DG-YOLO, PAsefik—
> GUOD =Pkl ZIRAE R Seif PEAL P DR ISGE RS . K BUER A WCT2 X
RO, BEM ISP I Z FEE . DG-YOLO /2 YOLOV3 K, & 7
PRI BT s 3G R PR TG % KRS B /IME A 1T, I RO B 7S DG-YOLO I BAidt
— B IRBEEE P IR UEE . (£ URPC2019 HE A& Adm R I fe e L T A
T R Iz A e . SR, PRIJ9 DG-YOLO 7E A K3 1 Be A7) oK B 1k 1A 2 A1
IPERER AR AT, AR —SURIR A V2 TARMERZRR. I Bl HAE
PR ES  FU A, SR AN 25 PRS2 A e AR A ) PR i R o
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VIR TR A AR EE 2 ST B K TRz AL I ZRRE S

FENE ETHEVRSMXTELE SRk TEEZ L IIZES

It B SRR, IR R %K N PR OR (A RN, BAF KR H s
A5 2 B PE BEAEAE 22 ™ 5T P, IX B2 2 AT 7 ZEAA > GUOD i 25 SR s F) sl i
111 AL B S AT BR B (3, R AR 2 R R 1R 28 WA g, i AR X 2
S FE SR 7R SRR PR R RN, X E 4 S BUEIE A (Domain Overfitting)
AR A VERE » X Tz AL R, H A BB PRl 28—, IR RES AR
R REZ A AT 2R, BEARLIRAS I R RF I o 58—, X T B M R)1E LA A )
K B A A PG, AR RS B R A ARFALE B 1% e S o AR SRR Z I A SR
FEPR I — MR AN ZRHESE, FROVIRIE S X EE ISR, B, 2 T/K T G REARR IFM
IFEEE SR, — SRR P 4 B 50 T DA b HAd A 5 FR 7K B i 2 A (475 38
AT S o BRI, AR T — D XRGER A, Hob 2 — S PR AR SRR e i B
i — A E B, IR IR TR K BB R BT (B0 B 21 55 4k — Rk st
(O, MG N K, BE (Mixup) #AER A FISAE R L
BEATEAEINAL, W] PAAEIGRE ERFEB 38 fem, X B R e B A F R B A
RIS RFAE, AR ISTE R I RFAE, (BRI DR 7R AR AIRE 7T A6 1 AT 92m] DA
PR R R 2 AL BERE T SRR SR G SEIR AR 1 A5 12 RE 8 Al AR 7R 22 1 3 %
FRAL, JF H AR I A 5k TR RE -

4.1 WM

HAAS AT 55 15 2 R vh g MUE 5 8 SR R H b o TR E 2 21 9 H A I 7
RO T IHLERNAESS, WK HLa NREEAESS « AOTRIE . A2 AR 5% .
AN AR SR S L, R AR A2 4 H AL I S AR Rk Al DR D3
TR P AR K ALt — R RASEIN A AR AR, AFX
SRR IR 2 il 2UA A, AT (R K B BLEOR AN R o BRIEZ AN, DS ARSI 7K
TEGBRE R AE, 138 E 3 8 KR 2 FEE R ORI T s S 2 — AR I
AERY G o AESLERIRIET, A DA REBIRE RN MRS, & Z AR
KA R RAF, 52— DAKISERIFE, ROVIRE AR S5t T 8iE kA S
Beo DA, SRTHEARGS THGE R & B A T

TRIE 2 SR RLAE B IRZK R 85 (R S B o] AR A S 32 (AR 55 - AR AE — &%
FC R AT INGR, HEAERFEAR AR B T2 M. Z AT R Z B AR R £

WIRERFEBEAT X 55, Bt/ MR I3{E 2 % (Maximum Mean Discrepancy, MMD)
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B BT RoR g (anss =55, BRItz A, BA Bt TAE SR R RRIESS
XA AT 55 (R 38z A TARIR 2

AR R)ITVERE T AR A& (1) 3§ h07E 38075 (8] (1) KA B8 35 B s T A 1 &
BErE. WK 4.1 PR, AR A Z PR TSR A B A DANE XN R4S . D
Mg 7 AR . B A N A RRARR B N IR 450, X T3
BOS A o W BEAE RAT T 2 B IBGEAT ISR, Rl 25 AT LA R DT BRI #% 15 . (2)
—NERAER PR U 20 P KA A [RIRE LS L A5 R B AS [R1800) EUE AR AT 2 S5 A0 1
Ko — AN EEE B RS . IR, RIS TR 2 (A B 22 R AN TTAT IR, X2 3
284 DX 288 A0 1) TS0 AT A A N B AR R B e Ot i), 3045 X 4 B 3 8 70 B T B
Rl, A& R BRI FE (Margin) 1) LG 25 2 15 X 48 J5 K 1 2% 501l

AT ISR A XTI 2% (Domain Mixup and Contrastive Learning, DMC) /57 PL
fi oK T BASS Iz A . B, R T A R RUA AT (Conditional
Bilateral Style Transfer, CBST) RUASITRBAL, AT LUK — 5K 7K T BIG M —Fh 7K Joit % 46 2
A —Hr, o, B TEUES (Domain Mixup, DMX), YEATAFEET, HHAPA
7] A3 A T4 (B A B B3 B B - CBST A DMX &RHG 0N 7 IR sk 2 A6t . 58
=, PeH T AR EE MR BE X Lb 4 2% (Spatial Selective Marginal Contrastive loss, SSMC
loss), 524 2 B B IBURE 8 R AR EAT IE WML . e, ARERH T DR S-
UODAC2020. S-UODAC2020 & —HT7K T BAsfr il itz (b 5, v DAAIL
R 28 TH0 7K R BT R I (R Bl 1t . v 7 X — Bk, ARER V2 ERIEZ R
R BX—HREY, DAARTERH 75T,

BIMEZ, ABENFETTEY: (D & 7 — DRI IEBAET CBST, A LUK EIE
N A 4 B 5 A — A, DA s SR R 2 e s (20 3R T — AN v Ty
7% DMX, BE# 0 I B AT R E X R AT R A (3 F T AN IR kT
SSMC loss, LIXJ 8 2% 43 B I8Rs 8 (5 B AT Ik (4) 3 T — ANk
£ S-UODAC2020, MtE#EERE /K T A ARl Mz AR S5 M it s (5) ZRa k)
SIS AN RN H AT L Re e A5 2 S AR AR B PERE, R 1 4R tH A ER A Rtk o

/\AJ O Couee domaine
— / b @ Data of source domains
SZ@ \ @ Data generate by DMX
A ¥ Domain Mimp
\ " \
I' - S II"._
@ /,-—-,_@ sS4

(a) DUM-Hrps i (b) KA E
B 4.1 R A B DU SR
Figure 4.1 The bayesian interpretation of Domain Mixup

(a) Bayesian model; (b) The latent domain manifold
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42 WURAXTEEIIZ

Az RS N GmEE WK 4.2 Fos, FrRHENES A Faster R-CNN,
FEAQEG A F BB FXUARIE T . BURA A [RGB A Ry ek . B
g6, M— NGRS G ekt CBST Hiifpl 54— P, B2 EE. 5
=, B EGIEES UL E RS TN, SR SO REE, DMX K RO RFE AT
fEL, AT LRI 1 B 48 L R BUE 48, 55 =, SSMC loss 1EFH T- UM RHE |, 7]
DARHEAH SAF 22T IR

Detection head/FPN/RPN
e.g. Faster R-CNN E '

Bickhine l l |

Kl 4.2 SR &0 LI ZRim AR B
Figure 4.2 The overview of DMC

42.1 FHILORNIZITR
MR 1.3.1 T K N EGAE R, KT EGIE AT CLERELA

L) =,(0) - () + (1 = t4(x)) - By, A€ {red, green, blue}, 4.1)

Horb x K TFER B — A ARAR AL L )RR SR BIE b x fiE, [L(x)
AFRATEW BB S x ERE, 6025 x EHOK T 500 2R ZE R = L,
Byl 50t R IR A XTI, /KBNS 1 ] CLgEARAE 2 5 b U T B 7E B 25 [a]
PIZMEAR e, Ha) iUl , PSR BR8] AT DU I 4 E 1 2 AR 46 T ARG 4t
g, $RH T SRR RAS IS LAE oK T EHE, MRS He Xbg Bl & 7 > — AR
BB A e, BT o B NS EUR b CBST BT 5 T S8 I RAS IE A AR Y
BSTU28IE). #HLLT BST, CBST AW FERIMGH. A RAEH 1 243 —1k
(1297 ( Conditional Instance Normalization, CIN) #AX 7 Hid NS4 H—1613% (Adaptive
Instance Normalization, AdaIN). Jii BST B4 F1 i 11 AdaIN ## B # 5% T CIN. CIN
(% Rk AN
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CING's) = Vs (S52) + s, 4.2)

Horb, whlord x 173 (B 4E R A ABRHEZE , v B A s II4E IR~ #2 2480, {4 H
CIN MR & TN S 4k, EFERE DR8], KON RE T — IR VGG TR BURHIE
Fd e . Hik, 22| T Regionloss 520, CBST & J #EMg#i k. Mg Efe ik EE
AR KAg AL, FEUR S H BRI TE LN B A T A A S AE I B XUk AL

o 7 s br WA R EIINGR B 2 3& IOMAREE AN ILES, e 2P fE TR

Full-res Content /..

1_1
H 3
v
9 tyle-base Splatting 5
/’( s

i i
T slice & apply :
1 1
1 |
i ]
ask Lo i |
oss = —————— I i
8 [l |
ion i i !
|
|
/

'
I
\ Output 0

Kl 4.3 %A XL A IE RS BT HE L
Figure 4.3 The framework of Conditional Bilateral Style Transfer

CBST RS 4.3 Fis. B2, — MR HENEERI 0w L CE T
AP VGGL9 U Feonyt 15 Feonve.1r Feonvs. 1 MFeonva 1 = Foonyr 1 BI%iE
SANESEENIEE L (Splatting Block, SB). &— SB & — PR A 2 KIEHHE .
—A CIN M—MEEA 1 WERE. 5715, 4 CIN ZJE8Fonva 10 Feonvs 1 M
Feonva 1 S BINE] =4 SB [ THHEE . /£ =4 SB Z )5, HEWNHIMNIER . HAK
e

Fi=5 (Fconvl_lchonvz_l)r (4.3)
Fp = So(F1, Feonvs.1), (4.4)
F; = 53(F2:Fconv4_1)' 4.5)

F, = C1(C2(F3))' (4.6)

Hrp, S;, S,MIS;ERIR=A SB, C,MIC, R NEINIERE. B=, MW E K
DRGSR EE: — NRige, — N EREE. REEEm e RMmermg, e
G AR e, DL B AR R . SRR S ERNEEREE, BB 7B H

MIRFIE R 22 2] T I i) — DRSS VERURRAE, P DA (A gt AT IE ML -
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A =F(T(LEFHOGC(F)), 4.7)

Hr, LA G 4r a2 R e 4 s st 8 45, @3 IR concatenation 4. FAIT 2
PANGRUZ, A BRI, A e R116X% A W IFAIIE—A 16X 16X 8 XL
Pt AR EITTES 12 NJoE, TSR 3X4 OB e sERE, R
Ali,j, k] € R34,
F, =M HERNNEE R anizdt TS EHBIMZ (Guidance Map
Auxiliary Network, AP ARA#E) LEKBEHRFHE g,
g = P(I,, full), (4.8)

Alx,y] = X j s t(sex = D(syy — j)o(d - glx, y] = KA j, ], (4.9)

Hdt, Iopn € RPWSS, g e RWX, h Flw eI, Alx,y] € R4, [xyl2
P MR HIAR ZR A PR o sy Ry, A& PR 4 P2 AR T4 70 # 2 RMR B 48 152 10 5 LU R A e B R,
() = max(1—1-1,0).

S, KEE AR BN A EHR

O[x,y] = I.[x, yI®A[x, y][:,0: 3] + Alx, y1[:,3]7, (4.10)

Her, 0 e RWSEEIHENR, O[xy] € R, QFBHFEIE.

CBST W KR VUES 7 AR . WA e R0 2 [ R B H IE ) TR0
N CE PN ESS P RN S PN UE SR WAE

L = 205 |IF[0] - FILIIL, (4.11)

Lea = 22 010D — w(R DI + 205 |lo(Fl0D — o (FIDIL,  (4.12)

Horf, NoAINgZ MTUIZE VGG19 e H ok DLACER B 5 A MR 1) mh ) JZ R AR
X = T R A% B H I 30T ) 2R T8 O«

Le(4) = X Seens|1ALs] - AL, (4.13)

Forr, A[sPe XA MR — AN ook, AR B — TR XGL 2 Rt B H Ik
WU THAE ST 0O RS 6 DN ILATHIANE . FEAG 4R 2% B A2 1 E H 2 SUE 2 AR

1
Lmaskc = —— (0 = Iegun) - M| (4.14)
- 1, if (i,j) is in bboxes of objects
= A
MG )) { 0.01, otherwise ’ (4.15)
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Hr, M e RPWXIHRIR HFRERE IS . CBST AR A
L= 7\CLC + AsaLsa + ArLr + AmaskLmaskJ (416)

EXBH, BEMA Aoy Ao DAY 0.5, 1, 0.015 A 1

422 WIRE

CBST W] LASEH MG Z X B 18 o, 5 5080 4 rh i 3 B A 4 2 BEPE TS SRR A TR
N T E B TR R, AT DAERHE R T FRAEEE 2 3. il CBST,
A LA 2 S5 R AR L DUSCER S ) AR R L, o FE B RIZg b, 1 A R HREAE B35 P T
SHME R S BANE SUE R BN AL, FFRERE R —FER), BT Ly S UE
Be—FEr, TSGR ARR . WAL AL, B R R SR T R 1, 15 X
FEASHA, MiEE) lﬁﬁﬁ@ BRIt A K 2 2 1) S22, 24 {E w] LA
BN EAERE ZH i K = [k, ky, ., by JRoREH T Mg Pk TR ENE. K
I AT, [l I :F‘I_JQ%EP(I/}[Lﬁ]i/}[L W 4.2 FizR). S ERRFERT LA T3 58
F ERRE. EFERE, 2Bk ERRERET IRR N

hlk_{ﬂk fie(hy, hy—q) + (1 — Ag) - fk(th 1) kEK 4.17)
fr (h1 K 1) otherwise
b, FRERHER] LR R N
hax = fi(h2e-1), (4.18)

Hrp, hy Aihg 70 a2 20 k 2 FERASREHEE], A~Beta(a, o) 25 k ZHRA
2, a€ (0,0), AJLMEHFERPBIREATHRAE CE Kk JZ B (hy g 1)) HEREEM
FHIE 6 k JZ8hy ) BRI Sk o J0A MR BE R InE R B B4, 58— Pl R
TR B S A AR, B8 R (R IO T2 AN SR ARORE B S ) A . 8 DMIX 5 BIRRE
SRABUASE I A KR 3 A0 ST [R] IR A8 [7a) A% 496 o A B 3 S ey vb e R IR SR, BT 1)
ARAR IR SR I ATY IR 2 A2 T Fb SR 56 R AT

B, ARTRREITBARN DMX A AE . HZRAER A EREARHE. AL
BB 73 A1 2 B S AL R SR 5o At - I ATDANTE XN B34S - DIEE T — ek
BRI, MU R R0, AT A4S 3

p(512) = f p(S,D|2)dD

dD

_ fp(ZID,S) -p(D) - p(S)
p(2)
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p(Z|D, 5)-p(5)]

= E, [ o (4.19)

K25 7T LAR R R q(S|2,0), 02 AT S 8. Rl 3R R AL B A5 2 b p(S12) F
q(S|2,0). EHRT (4.19), 4k BARAT L RRA:

argmin KL(p($|2)1|q(512,6))

. S|1Z
= argmin fp(glz) ’ longg‘lzl)" ;) ds

= argmin Ep[Es[p(Z]D, ) - logq(S|Z,0)]]. (4.20)

ERHOEA, TLLK (21D, S AL KA 5 AT — 5005 67, (2) (Np s DR

n=1

RS N B R, SR A AT A A A A (BRI LT (4.200 fLfb H AR
FHIHRAE . Bl P AR, RA 6 M, HAEE D BN EREK 6 4
N AR RS, B SCIR BRI B R AR R . PRI, REAURATRE R A2 “id
7 7 IR, IXAN L AR T 52 R RE 2 2RI CBST Al A ]
FEE AR IR, XA ARG €S 2R MDD . BRI RY B T —4
e, DMX AJ DU {E ARSI R B 2 3

DMX i Ff A RFAE 2 ] _E 47 R 10 AR BR R T B E 0 B R A R = £ Mixup 9 J5L3C
TR T Mixup Z T PARESEEL R 4RIV AR AE T HLAa A A AT 22k 1 i AR Ak 70 A
FERAES T, AmdErEEMA R G T, £ lineisS e —> C M (C
FONEED . SRR B GREATIRE, JHERRE PR EREAT ISR, SR Rg 2
P PEPERR o RIVAT DMEBOR L2 ST R s B 2% s e I A s 1) e 1 i RE 0 (i
K 4.4). BROAFERFALIE T A B LRV EE B N R, R AR R AL /2 T 4 A LU 1
BG R EAEEE G2, e SRS tUoR it — DR X — W

backbone 1

"X
! -J-';%’:’ﬁv _0 ¥ s 25—
Image level (shallow) Feature level (deep)

'3
0 1 2

Kl 4.4 EHGZS [ FIHRFAE 2 8] ) 2
Figure 4.4 The manifold of images and features

4.2.3 FENEEFMERRITEE %k

20 7€ PHIRAT 3 R SR B AN RIS AR R BUBE HOdE i i T R 44 H et
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FRIE A AR R o AR R 16 bl 2 S 0 LB e vt 1 2 (R 32 M TR] BE v LE 4 2 (SSMIC
loss) o AR F , o T J5 B L A1HS6 B BRI, , 25 (816 B 451 2K (Spatial Contrastive loss,
SC loss) HyiH&E 70T

Lsc = [IF() = FA)I[., @21)

Hrf, FRIRNETME, F(),FU) € RPWXC, H, W, C7ralRfe it & . 58AE
RN |- (17 L2 1Ak SRTM, 3132 BR A 1 A 2 e Aer I 5 1) 2 31 e 70 Bt
SN o N T R X T, AR TR R TR B, ATRLE RIS AL
WAE PR AT IEML . BRI A SC loss Btk 9 78 (A IE B EXT Lb 45 2% (Spatial

Selective Contrastive loss, SSC loss):

2
v =(F(,) —F())", (4.22)
= inag (X3¢ V.
Lssc = kMaxpooling Y V), (4.23)

Horr, VRRTTERER, Ve VRIS jANETE, kMaxpooling FJ LAE X Y-
kMaxpooling(H) = iZf topk(H), (4.24)

Hrf, topk(H)2 H F im0 k FIfE, He RPW, k= (HxW/16). K, F¥iHkE#E

29I ANE| SSCloss 1, ik A 4% 8 7 ZHRIR G —E MR N, mAEE#EEIL = 0,

A PATS 31 25 [a) i PEVE TR BE X6 Eb i 2 (Spatial Selective Marginal Contrastive loss, SSMC

loss):
Lssmc = kMaxpooling (max (%Z]C v, -6, 0)) (4.25)

FEH) SSMC loss ] PLIE WAL AR SEIgAH Se 15 25, IF H 0 — 25 8] DLYE R I 25 1)
AL F1. SSMC loss B FEE W& 4.5 Fios.

I ] __;>
1 Margin | -- | -.
Variance i in = -
'_ 55 i
&

\

I
N

Sum for regularization
backbone 9

K 4.5 Al a] RS EEd 2R R &
Figure 4.5 The pipeline of Spatial Selective Marginal Contrastive loss
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BRI X 2 (1) A R
Ltotal = LSSMC + Lrpn_cls + Lrpn_reg + Lcls + Lreg: (4-26)

68, Lypn s Lrpn_reg#7% RPN HI48 350K AR ) Logg FLyog %75 R-CNN 3K
S CLICISEE

43 S5

43.1 BUEENA

AFIAFELR Y DMC BPERERHAT IR,  FFIHAAS & 52 i f — A AT 1 e
AR S A R AT 25 B 4, BRI A T 48 7 — AN T a2 (/K R B sk
M HRE: S-UTDAC2020 44, JF HAE FI AN 73 RAE S5 3802 (L 85 5. PACS
AR VLCS Hdhi 4 .

S-UTDAC2020 $3F4 25 T UTDAC2020 $didE (W 2.4.1) AR . HA S
il 3.1.2 AT AR R, HANERUE T JRIRR T A BE a0 A & MoK BT, T A2 Sk 258
YT By B 791 KB . AT 7 0l WCT2 BB 7 AN

(typel Z| type7), HH typel 2| type6 ;EIFHIAS, type7 s& HbrikT (Wil 4.6 Frm).
SR E R, € S, AR HFRHED = [x,y, w, h]AEARAE T AN R o AR N 2% A PRI b
Wk, MAEHFRR AT BRI BRI Zhrb 58 2 ok el

UTDAC2020

. - -
5
P . 3

S UTDAC2020

—_—_-
---------------------------

| e ’;-.d
| typel type2 type3 type4 types 'pe6 type7
! Source I‘ Target

\— —————————————————————————— - —4

& 4.6 S-UTDAC2020 #4141 24
Figure 4.6 The overview of UTDAC2020 dataset

PACS BABEP . KJyiscA HAATTHITH ) H ARk I p 8z (e 8 e, A1 A%
25 AT 1) H AR R Rz AL B £ . PACS Je — M Bz (B4R (anf&l 4.7), 5k
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BN U e A7

ZIEERE RNZER. LS 7 DM 4 k. B (Photo). ZAREE (Art
Paintings). i (Cartoon) FIELIE (Sketches). BNk B4 #H 70 NIIZRdE
BRSNS o WA, e E =AM E I gRie, T I — AR i, AR ISR
RN GREE TP BEAT ISR, IR 90 UE 2 b e BB i 25 SR, P X G A 000 a0 0 4k

EMERE

T e \W\] === N
‘ fr Sy |! H : Il :
1 ST 1 I | I 1
: @ i 1 I/ =
18 : i | B

= | a ¥
:5 : uu : : :
15 = = !
1S 1 :  Sav— i
S Pl
: § X L :
1 : i : : x'é“:
1 H e, | V — [
10 |% ' 1 g
[ : .
i> : 1R i

; 1

! R ]| )
| : s
] ' B i
53 Cnd \ /
(\ \ s~ " "Do

%] 4.7 PACS #ili R 7 211
Figure 4.7 The overview of PACS dataset

VLCS HiEE 2 — NS MRz e 8im % (WE 4.8), HIAILLrRERE, R
FEk BRI B 4E (Pascal VOC 2007, LabelMe, Caltech A1 Sun), Kl [a]
M2 AR /N o BB LA 0 IR B AR, A5 S SREE 4k 22 1))
75 10% M eI E IR UESE o MK, B E = AMEAE R UIZRIE, R B — N8 E Ik
B, AR GREE T AT ISR, ISR SRR AR TR e U I 45 3R, P LA Ik
BRI YERE .

Caltech101 LabelMe SUN09 VOC2007
Kl 4.8 VLCS &£/ 4H

Figure 4.8 The overview of VLCS dataset
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43.2 7E SSUTDAC2020 #iB&ESTIG R

4321 LHNEE

AF7K DMC B FE YOLOV3 Fl Faster R-CNN+FPN |, X AN 20 1l 2 )32 1
) — i BASE I 2 A B BEAS I 2%« P93 #0/E Nvidia GTX 1080Ti GPU Al PyTorch ¥1%
AT IR
X F YOLOV3, A2 DIt K/ 8 KiIZk 100 4 epochs. il Adam 1 NfLiLgs, 2%
SIEEEN 0.001, BB, BN 0.9 F10.999, HHZ REUIZ. ToU. BFEAM
M RAEFNHE 25N 0.5, 0.02 F1 0.5, i REBEEE AR, FMHIIENA T —
VB FE R % . DMX {E DarkNet fJ%5 36, 46. 55 1 71 J2#ET. SSMC loss N £ %5 71
=8

Xt F Faster R-CNN, A2 DIHEAR/N 4 K2k 24 4> epochs. 14 SGD 1E A1tk
B, 2O FEMBUE R BN 0.02, 0.9 F10.0001. ToU. BASE. IR KAEH
il BRI 53 0 4 12N 0.5.0.05 F11 0.5, DMX 7E ResNet50 Hsfa =AM Bz J5 347 . SSMC
loss M. FH7E ResNet50 &6 — )= -

XL EPRAMERL, BRAEZIRE S, ARABR 7 7KF- Bl UM s 1 8

4322 7 S-UTDAC2020 #iR5E _FRYMEELL 45

PRI R A THI R) H ARAS I )38z A 0575, A B e 33— 2 1 o) H AR iR i) B4 o
N7 Bz AT, AT — S S B TRe B N T Ak I b APk
PERINT LT

DeepAll /2 mALGENZRIET, A A2 o] 53 AE BT e I ZRA ) 25 .

DANNIE — ANl B33 B 73, HAS AN 3003 2888 DL IX 73 Hfs 2 ok 1 RIS 8 2
K E EHARE, AR5 BT XU ZR LR AOTE R IR . AR A5, T ik e s Jy Ay
DLHE R B B 2 oK B WE— NS 7F Faster R-CNN H, 28 [ BEURFIEBE R A T Xt
gk, X YOLOV3 M58 36 2 HIRFERL H T X il k.

CCSABIE T T — AN LUl A 55452k (Contrastive Semantic Alignment loss, CSA
loss) DI FFUEIR A RFTE . CSA JR AR RN /- AR S ikt 19 CHLRR ZERAIFRE),
{H AT LR 2 ) # B T Faster R-CNN f R-CNN _|E, [K>4 RPN #1 Rol Align #4251
[FIH PR EZE 1, R-CNN _EEAT 1 8 70 284155 HHIFAE T YOLOV3.
IR CEFFEAR) A5 CSAloss WiHH, FAHSFEIEIEL

CrossGrad "M 5 1 X Hr Bk e i) BLEG , A FHRAS 73 2848, A SR 3 X ok
AR EPRR,  HER R S HO FOREAS I ZRifir 288, AT AR il — el LA ) £
o AR FRG I AR M A A5 2K o 403 2R B DANN ZE[F] — M b7
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MMD-AAESME X HI1 2580 MMD loss X 5¢ B AHFAE . HAVAY R Faster R-
CNN _Esz3l CF1 CCSA FFRERIFEHD . R-CNN 3L 43E 8 2 0] LIEF B % 1024
A TTI DA, RIS ERZXT M R-CNN [ 3588 . MRfD2s 2 E 2
(1R 88 it 7 R-CNN Z H1,

CIDDGP M S A RIS S50 10— A 380 28 2% LA T O Fi il 2 e HAN R 2
Faster R-CNN 528 (F1 CCSA FRIFEIIEH ) . AT A 35 2848 B TE R-CNN 3= 4
HERZE . REAAZS X IR

JIGENSI 1+ 7 — /Nl ) (1) 9F AT 25 25 38 sz AL IR 4 B8« 7E Faster R-CNN H1,
ResNet fi¢ J& — /= FIRHIERE FH T 34T HF B 43 284555, 7€ YOLOV3 1, DarkNet 2 36 =)
FRAEH THHE 2035, YOLOV3 H Faster R-CNN AR 235 513 X513 A 768 X
768, fHETHE7>H,

DG-YOLO & b—F sz 4777, A 70 Huill 2 IRM 31 150 25 X0 555
WRHIE . AT H B AT S-UODAC2020 4TIl %5

CCSA, MMD-AAE #1 CIDDG #B R 7 Faster R-CNN f#] R-CNN _FSzHl, ix B
MRS RI R T K55 . ER 4.1 1, WS HZER, JiRs27E Faster R-CNN _Hid
JEfE YOLOV3 b, ATjiEAH T HAR TR 15 20 0 m e e . [FIIS, AT DUBLER 21
&, AT RGER LR 5L (DANN. CrossGrad. JIGEN) #iEUAE S 2 1 b Y )5 i

(CCSA. MMD-AAE. CIDDG) AHXJ 25— . W LAHEWTH, &M T2 8z s
EIFA— & TR

4323 jHRRSEIG

HALSLIR A R IR 4.2 From. W RAE AR CBST 77 A8 I 3504 1447 )11 25
(“Only CBST”), ThfeHFs M 48.86%mAP S RIFE T2 58.17%mAP. F4b, H T DMX
Mkiuzl (“CBST+DMX”) H it — L Nt aE 2 60.32%mAP. {Han e R7efm N BB
R A (“CBST+Input Mixup”) R4 EREFFAKE] 54.23%mAP . X UERH T Fa AURHIE
AR S ANS3E, DR IE AR AR J2 1 BT AR S T — AN A B R T K T
BENLIERE— AN ZHATIR A (“CBST+DMX* ") e 3K18 59.30%mAP, #HLt“Only CBST”
BT, HEM L CBST+HDMX "I & B o 8 F I8R5 5 IRFE MU I (“ Output Before
Mixup”) FHILT “CBST+DMX” %A VERESE S A0S ROk 2 it A7 86 B = 1) 4% #k
(“Detach Mixup™), FHEAE (60.26%mAP) F1 “CBST+DMX” AR X Ao
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% 4.1 {F S-UTDAC2020 $i#i4E L (1S 4
Table 4.1 Comparisons with other object detection methods on S-UTDAC2020 dataset

il 2% 7k WMARN WwH AR Wz B
DeepAll 416 X416 70.28 31.83 27.67 41.74 42.88
DANN 416 X416 63.67 24.01 25.78 30.28 37.32
CrossGrad 416 X416 71.21 31.41 32.17 32.46 41.81
YOLOvV3
JiGEN 513 X513 73.15 38.56 34.57 35.06 45.34
DG-YOLO 416 X416 62.74 26.83 32.84 34.54 39.24
DMC (Ours) 416X416 73.26 36.69 43.79 59.61 53.34
DeepAll 1333 X800  74.79 36.59 43.12 40.94 48.86
DANN 1333 X800  78.62 42.76 50.60 43.48 53.87
CCSA 1333 X800 76.71 36.85 40.58 37.46 47.90
CrossGrad 1333 X800 77.67 45.43 49.80 42.40 53.83
MMD-AAE 1333 X800 75.73 35.00 43.31 44.86 49.73
CIDDG 1333 X800 76.37 39.89 42.27 43.65 50.55
JiGEN 768 X768 76.15 39.06 50.27 41.44 51.73
DMC (Ours) 512X512 78.44 54.62 53.15 59.23 61.36

F 4.2 JHRRELLG
Table 4.2 Ablation Studies

T s i A2 2 ROl P
DeepAll 74.79 36.59 43.12 40.94 48.86

Only CBST 76.88 49.09 50.49 56.23  58.17
CBST+Input Mixup 75.56 47.72 46.43 47.19 54.23
CBST+DMX* 76.79 51.96 51.26 57.20 59.30
CBST+DMX 77.11 54.73 51.70 57.74 60.32
Output Before Mixup 76.24 50.37 51.31 56.74 58.67
Detach Mixup 76.49 55.10 51.70 57.74 60.26
DMC w. SC loss 78.85 47.53 54.83 56.66 5947
DMC w. SSC loss 78.18 54.53 51.74 5943 60.97
DMC (Ours) 78.44 54.62 53.15 59.23  61.36

1§ F 78 ¥ () DMC fE83K15 61.36%mAP. W1 SSMC loss F#ifk SC loss, PERE
2 NER] 59.47%mAP, KON H R &L T ™44 . LT SCloss, SSCloss A T — AR
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Hl, RIEtEREEIE E] 60.97%. SR, E)G4RIIGRERE, Sk AARNFEBREE 240
FEL, PAZ T topk T ZEHICE R/, BB iR — BRI S PGS . SSMC
loss it FH 1] BE 152 45 1 SRR AR ], ZERE T REIN S0 0 11, 3w T R,

% 43 RIRALESHILL . SSMC loss KA SFEIX A il 8 o G S adgile
1, Beta 23 it AL T804 . Yo = 2i5F, A UL BB AENEAE 60.32%mAP, 4
o = 0.580F a = 1I), HUF—MHXHMEHITERE, 735004 59.20%mAP Al 59.41%mAP,
NHBEE TS 04T . Rk, 7TCAHERTY S0 AR FANE T DMX.

® 4.3 BE RS oL
Table 4.3 Ablation study of the choice of o

a 0.1 0.5 1 2
mAP (%) 60.15 59.20 59.41 60.32

4.3.2.4 ResNet50 FIHE & ERISELG

WK 4.4 R, SRERI T A FOR G 2 RS FET T S 2 MPERE s, ARSEEG
WA SSMC loss . SEHG7E L ResNet50 A'E T W 4% 1] Faster R-CNN _F 47 . ResNet50
AU B, DMX A AEEAE R — B AT . ATRLNER 4.4 WEEEI R, i HE
B i =N BHAT DMX, AT DL B 5 s P R 60.32%mAP. SR1T, 3501 DMX 2409+
AREARIETERE IR T o EBDUAT BIEE/NAT AT AAS 2500, HPIR)R BE 1 2 A DMIX 13K
REWAERENEERZLEL . REFE AN BJEM DMX 233 —ANFHE T 78 HoAt
BB SEAR I PERE (58.45%mAP), X FEIER T 7E Z MRS HAE— NGB RE R . JH
R0 R (1) IREBY I RE T2 K 450 5 3 GRS BAERE 2 e, TRTE T
2, SIRIEIERA BT, RIUR M R MR LA R ik (20 R E, RIEE
SIS, K2 HOT0 RIS B TIH T, B2 B KD, HE IS5
W ICIE IR E A 1Y 5 A I 2R LA o

43.2.5 fFEBEDCHE E#FITIIZ

AT Z AT 1 PSS DASSIEA T iR A RIS DL R Gz A vERE . Wik 4.5
FoR, ARSCHTTIERESAE & A€ il DeepAll, 1 DANN £E X A7 MR 0 T
T 1 DeepAll. #A15, DMC KITERENI ARG P55 B3 N i K mgdsib, K08 DMX
7 EE T fa N B A I AR IR R
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K44 HIREE SR
Table 4.4 Ablation study of Mixup stage

T BBl B2 BB B4 | IR BE Bz Bl T

1 v v ~ ~ 77.06 54.16 52.08 57.85 60.29
2 v v ~ 7738 5045 52.82 5476  58.85
3 v ~ ~ 77.11 5473 5170  57.74  60.32
4 ~ ~ 76.66  52.62 51.59 58.73  59.90
5 ~ ~ 77.69 5549 5037 5726 60.20
6 ~ J 76.20 5253 5141 5859  59.68
7 ~ 7575  53.52  49.60 5493  58.45
8 ~ 76.74 5450 49.03 57.40 59.42
9 ~ 76.17  52.57 50.74 56.60 59.02
10 J 76.52 5475 51.18 57.04 59.87

4.3.2.6 LBTXISIT AL

AFTKE CBST A 55 4b = Fh Sy RS IE A AR AL LU L : AdaINIPOl MSTH2T BSTI!81,
CBST 7£ Nvidia GTX 1080Ti GPU Al PyTorch ¥ 35 F 47 Il %k . Hl 4395 2
UODAC2020 HIll x5 . I\ S-UODAC2020 f4E— AN BEALIE B —Fi B A1 XUk
B, X2 RSN E E AR B 2R AR AL /E UODAC2020 HISGIEAE ik
ITHE. EVNGRBY BAHERR R Be, BB AN RS 3908 512X5120 4% Adam b 2%
VEIRERIARAL 2%, 2] Y E 59 0.001, By = 0.9H1B, = 0.999. CBST 7EH /) 8 1%
R IIZR 10 4 epochs. X T MST, YIZRIAHTIA CBST 2EA—# . KN AdaIN C.&
FHET, AN PuE BRI S 4. T BST, FIHEAIE, A0
FEFI CBST WIFFERI ISRk e b B F s, (HIL XS B A ZBEPLA S-UODAC2020
HEHL .

4.9 TR 2 B B L se i . AdaIN i T XUk Ak, FIESZEEAHEL. MST
20 HFRI, AR FRAM IS, BST AMNKRGOEHNE T B GEET, X
FES RN GRP= RN FIREm . T FTHE A CBST REfS = E B SL . IS g, R
UE T E B HERAE UE B BRI A, R 4.6 AT 2 200 01X 28 XU T L 1578 B F 2
Faster R-CNN fJll gk FH i (P RE R IUAIHEEE T E (34T Nvidia 1080Ti GPU, #EFE 100
sk G IS 2P I8 ). CBST AH b T A XU T AR AL R 8 3R 45 f = I M RE, X AN
PG 5 2 L s B R 45 18 A — B, T HL CBST o n] DA 21 i i AR B
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Table 4.5 The experiments on fewer domains

T3k J7i%: type8 L[] mAP
1-6 DeepAll 48.86
1-6 DANN 53.87
1-6 Ours 61.36
1-4 DeepAll 49.54
1-4 DANN 49.67
1-4 Ours 52.95
1-2 DeepAll 42.58
1-2 DANN 41.26
1-2 Ours 43.25

B 4.9 ANHAb RS IEAS J5 v 0 b B L

Figure 4.9 The qualitative comparison of our method against three state-of-the-art baselines on some

challenging examples

R 4.6 A RIS IERL I TEREXS L

Table 4.6 The comparison of different style transfer models

WARrA MST AdaIN BST CBST
FPS 39.98 15.63 78.62 105.71
mAP 55.71 51.91 56.00 58.17

74



VIR TR A AR EE 2 ST B K TRz AL I ZRRE S

43.2.7 {£H t-SNE #{T4SE AT 44K

AHTKH t+-SNE R AT AT Ak . BENLAIRIERT B AR I840 AE BL 300 kA0
100 5KEMG, BT ABIER 7 & R8T E R Faster R-CNN 2 /1, FF%
ResNet50 [1fR)a — A BURRAESEICE RE 21 2 4P £ (Al 4.10 Fros). Bt
(1) AR A o, 20 0 1) RARER H AR o an R AT 1) ORI €0 ) R B TR &
ek, AT DAl B AY B 22 (R B 1 IO S IREIE . AAE] 4.10 FTED, DeepAll,
CCSA. CrossGrad. CIDDG AT B ARBUIRHIE 2 [A] 584253 85, DANN. MMD-AAE
PRI B AR RIE D BN, 11 DMC BRI B bRk 2 se R & 78—
&, BRI R IR B T EOT R R, THAR T EA R IR B T R R A
KAk o

1]
'l
&
}.‘

s

SENL et
ROt

-8 6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8

DeepAll CrossGrad

® (typel-6 data
® type7 data

CIDDG Ours

4 4.10 t-SNE 1A BiAL 45
Figure 4.10 t-SNE visualization of different methods

4.3.2.8 $HEGIHEN T

KE R R A E N TAEE S~ 7 IEMZS38(y, B)FIRME Z B, X
WRE PO ) G THE A 2 TR A A R TR . AR BAER — Mk 10 RE 7, A Z
YOLOV3 i, #HU 12 23] 60 ZZ A FIFFEEAT St 40 . AT B 4.11 (a-b), X
MR E NS, MR ET Y MR RE EE RN, A & K
Y HIRRFHEE T Z KN (@), BAE 7 AN ERUIZR, RS BIEA R
B EFATSIHE M. ()RR N H iR tH VR T ISR, AR &N EREAT A )
iR WA R BAS B EOEE M STHE GOME. 772 ML, IR AT T3
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RGN LR — R MBMEMT ZEE - ZNER GrilEE) aRECe)T, s
ez, BRIz A TR e . ()BT B2, th B D7 iU R A
A, AR Z AR A f /N, gt — 2B UER 1 T U iR RE R B 2 3] 5
I RIIE R
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(c)  FHESITHERIbREZ
K 4.11 RFEgeTHE B AT AL
Figure 4.11 Visualization of the feature statistics
(@) DeepAll; (b) DMC (Ours); (¢) Standard deviation of features statistics

433 7f PACS #iEEMSLINER

4331 LEEE

N PACS HIEHE - 4E 4 2 e A, NS BUE RS IE % H i CBST A& T
IEEREAE, KE CBST B#pll T AdaIN, 2RJE NI EEBENL kL — AN AF
VRS UG T A e . AR AE ImageNet YIIZRH) ResNet18 L MRA 1A Rt -
DMX M HTER G =AM BIRHIEZ F . BEALDIE R/ 64 IIZ% 100 1 epochs, {3
Adam AL 2%, #>JFN 0.0005, HPB, = 0.9K1B, = 0.999. 1 4542 > RE kAT
k. SSMC loss 7E ResNet18 Hifgfa — BT . By EdE 5= — o RAE5,

PRI R e (A0 2.260 1EVERESRPR, AR — A Hdh 4R Az AL HERA 26 1 - 1
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Iz A HERA 2

4.3.3.2 7£ PACS #E&R LAV REELAR

4.7 Fos iR T HAb IRz 4k 55 E PACS B4 ERxT thgs iR . 5% e ig:
H MASFU®1, Epi-FCRBU, D-SAM!®1, JiGENU8], MetaReg!*!. EISNet!7'f1 L2A-OTH4,
KITHEAE Pz A Re EHUS T S 45 R 85.14%MEM R, BARATTIEER A FIZAR
AR B IR A AR s A P Re, HAE RIEAIELE] FEUS T s TR (78.37% 1
85.21%), JLHEAFE L, W D-SAM @i T 7.38% %K.

43.4 £ VLCS HIBEMSLIGEER

43.4.1 SLENEE

A VLCS —#E, ¥ CBST ##tf T AdaIN, RGNk BUGREHLEkE — A
)5 I ) G AT A8 e . AR AE TmageNet YIZET AlexNet b IR A 77 1A Rt
DMX ¥ 5 = Relu #/E 5 — 2 ) MaxPooling 2 J&5 . F7 LAHER /N 64 145 10
A~ epochs, A Adam ALEY, 2%>TFN 0.0005, HPB, = 0.9F1B, = 0.999, f#HHR%
) BT I SR . FEABHRAE R HBENIEET (PREFELZN 0.8-1.0 FEEHLRAL) AN
K- B0 H G 158 0577 . SSMIC loss 7E AlexNet 55— N4 22 B . Bt
Bl — DTS, IR AHER R (A3 2.26) 1EAMERER bR, M — ANl
BRI A 22 S P 3 I3z A R 26

4.3.4.2 f£ VLCS BiR&E EHIMEREELE

% 4.8 Prn i T HARIEZ AL 5948 VLCS R4 ERxT b4 3. 2 50 ek
4 CIDDGP™, CCSAP®, MMD-AAEPY, D-SAMIIF1 JiGEN8!, E7E PACS L1531
mtEREANE], AT7VEAE VLCS EIFRAERIRIERE, HIERAE T AT A ENR
FEAH T I SRR IR 2 e 1, HCRIZIR R X385 2. SR, VLCS Hdl 45 EiL
PEA R SR e 11, FLZE ok TR AR B M ORI [R] (AN ], DRI A T IR AN R
FEI A (8] _F 78 70 Kk, BRI PE RE T AN 5
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Table 4.7 Domain generalization results on PACS dataset

Jiik Al ZARmAE ~iE L] 35
MASF 94.99 80.29 77.17 71.69 81.03
Epi-FCR 93.90 82.10 77.00 73.00 81.50
D-SAM 95.30 77.33 72.43 77.83 80.72
JiGEN 96.03 79.42 75.25 71.35 80.51
MetaReg 95.50 83.70 77.20 70.30 80.51
EISNet 95.93 81.89 76.44 74.33 82.15
L2A-OT 96.20 83.30 78.20 73.60 82.80
DMC (Ours) 95.08 81.93 78.37 85.21 85.14

*® 4.8 {£ VLCS Hiflade LRz AR RELL AL

Table 4.8 Domain generalization results on VLCS dataset

7714 Pascal LabelMe Caltech Sun P
CIDDG 64.38 63.06 88.83 62.10 69.59
CCSA 67.10 62.10 77.00 59.10 70.15
MMD-AAE 67.70 62.60 94.40 64.40 72.28
D-SAM 58.59 56.95 91.75 60.84 67.03
JIGEN 70.62 60.90 96.93 64.30 73.19
DMC (Ours) | 67.52 63.49 95.52 65.78 73.08

4.4 KENG

ATE SR KN H ARSI 802 A0 m T, 3% — AN DA T AR A D B R Il
AT 2 AN 2758 DMC 25T PN FEAS L% B0 RAEFIRT b 2% 2] o A8 XU
TR AR & T DAE IR A AT SR, S0 2R84 (33 2 FE 4%, T SSMC loss
AT DA A5 BT IEMAG . 3 AR VAT IS, A28 T DA 3R 213800 % 145
B FELLAE A TIARAE . BEAh, N T IEARTT AR B, ARERH T — AN IERM A
FIKF HARAI 802 A P 4 S-UODAC2020, Ff HoE 2 /> ik 34 T o0 K8z Ak 7
EIEH 2 —Hr B S YOLOv3 AR Bokailll #% Faster R-CNN Hr, 57 1 IR K]
HifE SIS R, AR T7VEAE S-UODAC2020 F1 53 A1 P8 AN 82 Ak 73 2404 48 PACS H1 VLCS
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Ha 5 RSB A TERE . AR AN 7 iE AT ASESH Ho Al 82 A0 B 38 3l N VA T 7T
WINER AR TN BB (ZREE R R AFEDEIRFAE N T NEIRG (AR
g b 4.
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FHLE FRE5RE

TP A B AR T AR B BRI, R B IR AT R AR AT
AW EERE o RIEIA A EE L, SR B, X AR A X T
He A= MR J B A S PR RO o RIE B A =107 Lok, sk R EALEE ROt
PO B R RS PR S, FRSEH 1 R A RELE . B TIRIE IR R R
P, AR HLES A THEEmt 7 A R B R R S, 35 8 7E R SRR P HLES A RE
g KA BERFERT FURI AR, e rf H ARSI B AR At He i — S RBEBOR . H Al
FE R I A H TN O 2 R 22 SRR —, H HAE T4 B B 5 P K
PRI BRI B, IR AT 7328 SRS Tl H AR IAE ST, K T 2 4
PERIE ML, 45 HARREIAE S5 ok 1R BBki: /KB tl . SEIRAAL I YIS
o AR SCAT XS EIRRIBkAL, WZASTTTHR I 1 RBPEISOR, BRI H AR IIAE ST
TEZA WA 5N S EE, SEl—MrsvEaer . YRR SR BAskiligs. DL
FE A TAR AR AT 2

51 %5

A EZE TR LSS BN = 5

(D BRSNS GIE . O B SRS A O il AU Sk 1) DK B T i
FEAS, AR SO IHEREASTZ IR (1 BB SR Y 1 — R A B BOK N H sl % Boosting
R-CNN, HAG@ 1 A S — B BUS I 85 AF o9 X 48, KORERTT 1 i BUis
IR SR — B BORO IR A e B B B v 2, R DI M Bt e, 256 — BB
(5B I0 M AAN Br BL RIS BIALIR M, 3 S5l G o A, A R RLHE PR IARE , B I
R, A RERTAERUER R  fRJm, PR T X U 25 AR AR (1 CRAE T
RTHEAE, [ IR T 7R MEA N e RR, RIHENERR
ARAEFH IR R RE P OR AR S A0 R I R, SRR 1 KT IO R SERE A, (2 B A
B

(2) BFXS K NI AEA R B G R, R 7 — i mRTEmKT
HbR il a5, HEWRE H AR — BUIZRES A W] LAC SR A AT A K8k T SE A3t
. JFHARW 1A A I AV R KT B At & R ARG K H Bl de 1 52 BR 350
TRBTCIEFAG R B REIE . ASEH 1 & 7S 1 /KA 3 B R 2 55
VEFFAR A AT R E MR, JF HAFE 7 B sm . il 2R o MR B M B
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WHE 7% DG-YOLO, ML FEELL AL K IE DLk TR K& FEIESETT

(3) EF E—mIR A vtik, A2l v th B 2K T B R EGER
ML, T8 AR IRACE IR LT, RS S U ZEE 1 I I
S, i AR N IX SR SRR R ZE R PR RIIR, XA T S S R R DA
ARSCH T PR T B S BRI e AR LU A2 3], SR T Az AN ZRE e AR
A8 E A% MR ARG AL S22 T b (Y 370 58 1 A SR 1S 22 18] AR5 R ol ) 3™y P R AT fiE 20 3t
KA, JF il — NS HOLE R, A R Bl A 0 1 i AT 1R
WAL, PRI R AFAE, A — S om B P K R 4% .

52 RBE

JEARSCHEET /KN AR AT K T 38z AL ) AT F S 1 — et g, (H R4
daf PR A B S R AR IS T R IO RS, T TN LS st R RE LA BE &
PR AN 5, A SCANAFAE — E KR PR o BT AW IT AR T BEAAAE BRI BR S BEXEK TR
F s I F iz AR 78 A T RASCGE AR LA 5 i e T

(1) KN H et s et B . T8 M B AR BT TS A2, DRl K B ARk
FUH DAL S5 R T T R S RE S AR AEIE ] A AR B4R THERE, 17K N HARS
M) TAER 2 Hob 2 HEMEEN HbsRlsoR 2 b, FFARMRE QB 8
AR AL . 81, KT B A RIATE A B AR S A AR E i ER 25, BWE
A 2 I8 A A AR R R AN o D573 ZEAR SRR AN R R ARl 50K,
I HAUK T 3 s g Gk ok, 1K 355 B e XE UK e th 48 3 1S A I 2 6t
T .

(2) HSEGs5 K Tz A o A SORT 7K 538 A IR AR AU T 1o = A TR X
RER AR P & KA 5 LSRR M Bl 2 18 AT 2200 MR EAT 1) o R 1T & R R
HE AN LS T REVI A EAN /NI 2200, A5 FH A S R P R S35 R 382 A a4
SRFEART L) — AN TAE,  BEME AR RAE K Nz AT 55 _ERIHIE e B e 2 kAt

(3) Bl iz A AR H AR 2286z 4 TARE IS5 H AR E 55 it
17, AT TARBAEH 7 T IRAME S5 R A BRI R AR e g H TRl 55 2 |,
R oRe A AR MR BIERS AT, FFREE — R PRAlARitE & 2 A 2 R
ot AN EEN TAF HEIN A, FZ T i@ YRR, BEAESIMESS E GRA
Rl &l AL ARRE NS AT A RO E VRIS A 5 1 B iR A T AT

i BEIE I A SCRIBE T, BE S SN AT T8 RO T KT B AR 2 A4 17 i ) AL,
[7] IR 5455 B2 BE % A1 S AUk AR AT 038 S B B T 7 S8 B AN IR T 5 98
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