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Abstract：This paper Traffic sign recognition plays a crucial role in the development of 

autonomous vehicles and advanced driver-assistance systems (ADAS). Despite significant 

advances in deep learning and object detection, accurately detecting and classifying traffic 

signs remains challenging due to their small sizes, variable environmental conditions, 

occlusion, and class imbalance. This thesis presents an enhanced YOLOv8-based detection 

system that integrates advanced data augmentation techniques, novel architectural 

enhancements including Coordinate Attention (CA), Bidirectional Feature Pyramid Network 

(BiFPN), and dynamic modules such as ODConv and LSKA, along with refined loss functions 

(EIoU and WIoU combined with Focal Loss). Extensive experiments conducted on datasets 

including GTSRB, TT100K, and GTSDB demonstrate marked improvements in detection 

accuracy, robustness under adverse conditions, and real-time inference on edge devices. The 

findings contribute actionable insights for deploying reliable traffic sign recognition systems 

in real-world autonomous driving scenarios. 
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Introduction 

Traffic Sign Recognition (TSR) is a vital technology for contemporary intelligent 

transportation systems, particularly for Advanced Driver-Assistance Systems (ADAS) and 

autonomous cars. It is imperative that vehicles detect and recognize traffic signs accurately in 

order to ensure road safety and optimal traffic control. Even with incredible advancements in 

deep learning and computer vision achieved in the last ten years, TSR systems continue to 

struggle with a plethora of issues in real-world scenarios. Adverse weather, occlusion, and 

lighting variation can have a profound impact on the recognition performance of even the most 

high-ciruit algorithms. In addition, most of the current state-of-the-art models are 

computationally costly, and hence real-time processing on embedded or edge hardware is 

difficult. Considering these limitations, this work proposes the use of YOLOv8—a recent state-

of-the-art, single-shot object detector—to enhance TSR performance. Innovative techniques 

such as anchor-free detection and Mosaic data augmentation are used to develop YOLOv8 that 

is made to provide high accuracy along with inference speeds. The core aim of this research is 

to make a robust TSR system that can function reliably under hostile environments without 

compromising real-time processing. This work will contrast YOLOv8 with traditional methods 

and other deep learning structures on a variety of datasets, providing insight capable of leading 

to safer and more effective transport systems [1,2,3]. 

1.2 Problem Statement 

Modern TSR systems have a problem achieving high recognition accuracy in real life because 

of the weather conditions, occlusion, and lighting levels. Routine techniques relying on deep 

learning are low performing and under resourced while many deep learning approaches are not 

much better as they require a lot of power which cannot be optimally allocated to anything but 

standard edge devices [4],[5]. Further, the generalization of these models is often weak; for 

example, those created using the German Traffic Sign Recognition Benchmark (GTSRB) [6] 

do not function effectively in uncontrolled settings. For this reason, a TSR system is needed 

that is flexible to the changes in an environment and can be deployed in real-life situations 

without relying on high resource availability. 

 

 



1.3 Purpose of the Study 

This study aims to develop and evaluate a robust TSR system using YOLOv8. The system is 

intended to achieve: 

• Obtain high target recognition accuracy (>99% on benchmark datasets) even in the 

most difficult environments. 

• To be ADAS-compliant and perform processing in real time (more than 80 frames per 

second). 

• Possess improved transfer learning capabilities for disparate datasets such as GTSRB, 

BelgiumTSC, and DITS. 

• A comprehensive evaluation against traditional machine learning and modern deep 

learning techniques used. 

1.4 Research Objectives 

The primary objectives of this research are to: 

1. Design a TSR system that uses YOLOv8 as a backbone and supports anchor-free 

detection and Mosaic augmentation. 

2. Assess the precision, speed, and robustness of the YOLOv8 backbone model on 

standard benchmark datasets. 

3. Determine the accuracy of YOLOv8 based classifiers (HOG+SVM, LBP+Random 

Forest) compared to deep learning (AlexNet, ResNet) classifiers. 

4. Examine the model's performance in adverse conditions (fog, rain, occlusion) and 

provide solutions for further improvements. 

1.5 Research Questions 

This study is guided by the following research questions: 

• In terms of accuracy and inference speed, how does the performance of YOLOv8 

compare with that of a conventional TSR approach? 

• Is it possible for the proposed model to perform well in an adverse environment? 



• In the case of TSR implementation, what is the balance between model complexity and 

real-time processing efficiency? 

• How well does the model cross different datasets, and how can its robustness be 

improved? 

1.6 Significance of the Study 

This research covers the design and assessment of a TSR system on YOLOv8. The assessment 

is done on well-known datasets (GTSRB, BelgiumTSC, DITS) with testings in different 

settings. The study prioritizes real-time efficiency and reliability, but it does not consider all 

possible scenarios (e.g., very low-light situations). In addition, the platform-dependent nature 

of the computed benchmarks need to be noted. The findings, however, may be impacted by the 

hardware configurations being used. Regardless of these constraints, it is hoped that the results 

will be beneficial for future studies and practical work in the area of TSR. 

1.7 Scope and Limitations of the Study 

This study focuses on the development and evaluation of a TSR system using YOLOv8. The 

evaluation is conducted on established datasets (GTSRB, BelgiumTSC, DITS) with testing 

under various environmental conditions. While the study emphasizes real-time performance 

and robustness, it does not address every possible real-world scenario (e.g., extreme nighttime 

conditions). Moreover, the computational benchmarks are platform-dependent; results may 

vary on different hardware configurations. Despite these limitations, the findings are expected 

to provide a solid foundation for further research and practical implementations in TSR. 

 

CHAPTER 2: LITERATURE REVIEW 

In the context of modern technological advancement, it is important to conduct comprehensive 

literature analysis to gain better insight into evolution of Traffic Sign Recognition (TSR) 

systems and possible strategies that are used in handling their complexities. This chapter of the 

thesis works to provide a detailed history of TSR, its various classifiers, related works on 

single-frame TSR techniques, whose comparisons focus on the efficiency of each approach. 

2.1 Background on Traffic Sign Recognition 

The methods of recognizing and interpreting traffic signs have transformed significantly from 

basic image processing methods to complex deep learning techniques. The first TSR systems 



used to use features like hand-crafted processes, color histograms, edge detection, and even 

texture descriptors for the classification and recognition of traffic signs [7], [8]. Unlike the rest 

of the world, early benchmarks like the German Traffic Sign Recognition Benchmark (GTSRB) 

sparked research activity and gave Set benchmarks for algorithms where a dataset was easily 

accessible and objective comparisons were possible [6]. However, traditional techniques faced 

serious problems with robustness due to changes in lighting, obstructive vision, and the 

weather. 

 

With the introduction of Convolutional Neural Networks (CNN) where deep learning 

algorithms were used to process large amounts of complex data marked the beginning of a new 

TSR. In combination with the establishment of AlexNet [9] and ResNet [10], There was a leap 

on accuracy and generalization. These models learn hierarchical features automatically which 

minimized the need for feature extraction. The revolution further carried with object detectors 

in the form of the YOLO series that offered functions and accuracy of real-time single shot 

detection and have been vastly successful in TSR [11,12,13]. 

2.2 Classifiers for TSR 

Traditional Classifiers 

Prior to the deep learning era, TSR predominantly relied on classical image processing and 

machine learning techniques. Two of the most common approaches were: 

• HOG + SVM: 

The Histogram of Oriented Gradients (HOG) method, introduced by Dalal and Triggs 

[7], proved effective for human detection and was later adapted for TSR. When coupled 

with Support Vector Machines (SVM), HOG features provided reasonable recognition 

accuracy. However, these methods were sensitive to variations in illumination and 

occlusion, which limited their robustness in uncontrolled environments. 

• LBP + Random Forests: 

Local Binary Patterns (LBP), as described by Ojala et al. [14], offered a robust 

descriptor for texture classification. When combined with ensemble methods like 

Random Forests, LBP-based approaches achieved improved performance in scenarios 



with rich textures. Nevertheless, these methods required extensive parameter tuning and 

did not scale well with increasing dataset sizes. 

Deep Learning Classifiers 

The transition to deep learning introduced models that could automatically extract and learn 

complex features from images: 

• AlexNet: 

AlexNet [9] demonstrated that deep CNNs could significantly outperform traditional 

methods on large-scale image classification tasks, including TSR. However, the high 

computational requirements limited its real-time application. 

• ResNet: 

The residual learning framework of ResNet [10] mitigated the vanishing gradient 

problem and enabled the training of very deep networks. ResNet variants, such as 

ResNet-18, have been applied successfully to TSR, yielding high accuracy on 

benchmark datasets. 

• YOLO Series: 

Recent developments in the YOLO family—specifically YOLOv3 [11], YOLOv5 [12], 

and the latest YOLOv8 [13]—have revolutionized real-time object detection. These 

models eliminate the need for complex anchor-based mechanisms and incorporate 

techniques like Mosaic augmentation to enhance robustness against adverse conditions. 

2.3 Related Works on Single-Frame TSR 

Single-frame TSR methods concern themselves with analyzing a singular traffic sign image, 

without using video footage to extract temporal context. These methods are useful for 

applications that require recognition without delay[15]. In the early days, single-frame TSR 

methods relied on CNNs for quick, accurate results. The OverFeat CNN model is a good 

example. It was capable of capturing images and was able to do real time TSR by combining 

localization, detection, and classification into a single integrated model. Later work attempted 

to modify these models to achieve better recognition accuracy and higher speed [16], [17]. 

Single-frame models are always dwelled down by severe performance impacts caused by fog 

and heavy rain [18]. These limitations have been solved by augmentations like YOLOv8 

Mosaic augmentation for increased TSR system robustness [13]. 



At the moment, different comparative studies are focusing on evaluating single-frame 

techniques and multi-frame approaches, where temporal data is present. It has been found that 

while time information improves outcomes, it is too costly to compute in real time scenarios 

[19]. Ongoing work is concentrated on improving single-frame TSR accuracy while keeping 

the model efficient. 

2.4 Background on Comparative Studies 

Given the multiple disciplines involved in TSR, comparative studies are important in 

determining the accuracy, speed, and robustness of various models usually built using classical 

systems or deep neural networks. 

Comparison Metrics 

Common evaluation metrics include: 

• Accuracy: 

The percentage of correctly classified traffic signs on standard datasets like GTSRB 

[6]. 

• Inference Speed: 

Measured in frames per second (FPS), which is critical for real-time applications in 

autonomous vehicles [20]. 

• Robustness: 

The ability of the model to maintain performance under adverse environmental 

conditions such as fog, rain, and occlusion [18]. 

• Computational Complexity: 

Often assessed by the number of parameters and the required computational resources, 

which directly affect deployment feasibility on embedded systems [5]. 

Notable Comparative Studies 

Several studies have provided comprehensive comparisons of TSR methods: 

• Stallkamp et al. [6]: 

Offered a baseline by comparing traditional machine learning algorithms on the 

GTSRB dataset, illustrating the superior performance of deep learning approaches. 



• Houben et al. [8]: 

Conducted an extensive analysis of traffic sign detection methods, emphasizing the 

limitations of classical approaches in dynamic real-world settings. 

• Redmon and Farhadi [9]: 

Demonstrated the advantages of the YOLO framework in balancing speed and 

accuracy, a finding that has influenced subsequent TSR research. 

• Jocher et al. [12]: 

Provided iterative improvements in the YOLO series, highlighting innovations such as 

automated anchor box learning and enhanced data augmentation strategies. 

• Dosovitskiy et al. [20]: 

Although focusing on Vision Transformers, this work offers insights into alternative 

architectures for image recognition that may be adapted for TSR. 

Synthesis of Findings 

It is clear from the literature that deep learning models perform better when measured against 

traditional approaches in TSR accuracy and robustness. Achieving real-time performance, 

without compromising accuracy, remains a major hurdle. Innovations in model architecture 

pertaining to the YOLO series do provide solutions to these challenges. These Innovations in 

the YOLO series are a valid proof of high accuracy even with lowered computational prestige 

set forth, which promise to lessen the computational burden. These comparative studies 

illustrate the need for a TSR solution that recognizes both speed and robustness at the same 

time. 

 

CHAPTER 3: METHODOLOGY 

This chapter outlines the comprehensive approach to enhance traffic sign recognition using an 

improved YOLOv8 framework. The methodology focuses on advanced data processing, 

innovative network architectural modifications, loss function refinements, and effective 

training strategies. Each component is designed to improve small object detection, robustness 

under adverse conditions, and real-time performance on edge devices. 



3.1 Data Processing and Augmentation 

Robust data processing is critical to train models that can generalize well in complex, real-

world environments. Our approach employs multiple augmentation techniques that simulate 

variations in lighting, weather, and occlusions. 

• Mosaic and MixUp Augmentation: 

• Mosaic Augmentation: 

Four images are stitched together using random scaling, rotation, and 

translation. This process increases the contextual diversity of training images 

and helps the model learn to detect small objects. 

• MixUp Augmentation: 

Two images are blended using a weighted sum, reducing the risk of overfitting 

and improving generalization. 

• Adaptive Image Scaling and Anchor Calculation: 

• Images are resized to a consistent 640×640 pixels. 

• Anchor boxes are recalibrated using the K-means clustering algorithm to better 

match the actual sizes of traffic signs, as shown in Table 1. 

• Photometric Adjustments and Noise Injection: 

• Random brightness, contrast, and saturation adjustments simulate various 

illumination conditions. 

• Gaussian noise is added to mimic sensor imperfections. 

Table 1: Data Augmentation and Adaptive Anchor Settings 

Technique Purpose Parameters 

Mosaic Increase spatial context, simulate 

occlusion 

Random scale: 0.8–1.2; 

Rotation: ±15° 

MixUp Blend images for better 

generalization 

MixUp factor: 0.2–0.4 

Adaptive Scaling Uniform input size for stable 

training 

Target resolution: 640×640 

Anchor Calculation Better match traffic sign sizes K-means clusters: 9–12 

Photometric 

Adjustments 

Simulate varied lighting 

conditions 

Brightness, contrast, saturation 

factors 



Noise Injection Mimic sensor noise Gaussian noise, σ=0.01–0.05 

 

Figure 1: Data Processing & Augmentation pipeline 

3.2 YOLOv8 Architecture Overview 

The enhanced YOLOv8 model follows a three-part structure: Backbone, Neck, and Head. 

• Backbone: 

• Extracts robust features from images using convolutional layers. 

• Pre-trained on ImageNet to capture low-level features. 

• Integrated with Coordinate Attention (CA) to retain spatial detail. 

• Neck: 

• Combines multi-scale features using a Feature Pyramid Network (FPN) 

extended with a Bidirectional Feature Pyramid Network (BiFPN). 

• BiFPN fuses features from both top-down and bottom-up paths using learnable 

weight coefficients, as described in Section 3.3.2. 



• Head: 

• Consists of decoupled branches for classification and bounding box regression. 

• The regression branch outputs four coordinates per bounding box; the 

classification branch outputs class probabilities. 

3.3 Proposed Architectural Enhancements 

To improve detection performance, several enhancements are integrated into YOLOv8: 

Figure 2: YOLOv8 Enhanced Architecture. 

3.3.1 Coordinate Attention (CA) Integration 

• Objective: 

Improve localization accuracy by preserving spatial coordinates. 

• Mechanism: 

CA decomposes global pooling into horizontal and vertical pooling: 

• Horizontal pooling: 𝑧𝑐
ℎ(ℎ) =

1

𝑊
∑ 𝑥𝑐
𝑊−1
𝑗=0 (ℎ, 𝑗) 

• Vertical pooling: 𝑧𝑐
𝑤(𝑤) =

1

𝐻
∑ 𝑥𝑐
𝐻−1
𝑖=0 (𝑖, 𝑤) 

• The pooled features are concatenated, processed by convolution, batch 

normalization, and non-linear activation (ReLU), then split to generate attention 

maps: 𝑔ℎ = 𝜎(𝐹ℎ(𝑓)), 𝑔
𝑤 = 𝜎(𝐹𝑤(𝑓)) 



• Final feature enhancement: 𝑦𝑐(𝑖, 𝑗) = 𝑥𝑐(𝑖, 𝑗) × 𝑔𝑐
ℎ(𝑖) × 𝑔𝑐

𝑤(𝑗) 

• Impact: 

CA improves detection of small and occluded signs with minimal overhead. 

3.3.2 Small Object Detection Enhancements and BiFPN 

• Small Object Detection Layer: 

• A dedicated detection layer processes high-resolution feature maps (e.g., 

160×160) to capture fine details. 

• BiFPN Integration: 

• Enhances multi-scale feature fusion with bidirectional information flow. 

• Fusion is calculated using weighted averaging: 𝑂 =
∑ 𝜔𝑖𝑖 𝐼𝑖

𝜖+∑ 𝜔𝑖𝑖
 For example, at 

layer 4: 

▪ Top-down fusion: 𝑃4
𝑡𝑑 = 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑣 (

𝜔1⋅𝑃4
𝑖𝑛+𝜔2⋅𝑅𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑧𝑒(𝑃5

𝑖𝑛)

𝜔1+𝜔2+𝜖
) 

▪ Bottom-up fusion: 𝑃4
𝑜𝑢𝑡 = 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑣 (

𝜔1
′ ⋅𝑃4

𝑖𝑛+𝜔2
′ ⋅𝑃4

𝑡𝑑+𝜔3
′ ⋅𝑅𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑧𝑒(𝑃3

𝑜𝑢𝑡)

𝜔1
′+𝜔2

′+𝜔3
′+𝜖

) 

• Benefits: 

Enhanced sensitivity to small objects and robust multi-scale detection. 

 

Table 2: summarizes the feature map resolutions at each detection layer: 

Detection Layer Feature Map Size Receptive Field Object Size Detected 

P2 160×160 Very Small Very small objects 

P3 80×80 Small Small objects 

P4 40×40 Medium Medium objects 

P5 20×20 Large Large objects 

 



Figure 3: compares a standard FPN with the proposed BiFPN. 

3.3.3 Advanced Feature Extraction: BoTNet, ODConv, and LSKA 

• BoTNet Integration: 

• Replaces standard convolutions with Multi-Head Self-Attention (MHSA) in 

later layers. 

• Captures global context and improves classification accuracy. 

• Omni-dimensional Dynamic Convolution (ODConv): 

• Adjusts convolutional kernels dynamically by learning attention weights across 

spatial, channel, filter, and kernel dimensions: 𝑦 = ∑ 𝑎𝑘
𝐾
𝑘=1 ⋅ 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑣𝑘(𝑥) 

• Enhances feature extraction for diverse traffic sign appearances. 

• Large Separable Kernel Attention (LSKA): 

• Decomposes 2D convolutions into cascaded 1D operations: 𝑂𝑢𝑡𝑝𝑢𝑡 =

𝐷𝑊_𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑣(𝑥)⊙ 𝐷𝑊_𝐷_𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑣(𝑥) 

• Reduces computational load while maintaining a large receptive field. 

 

3.4 Loss Function Improvements 

Robust loss functions are crucial for accurate regression and classification. 

• IoU and Its Variants: 

• Basic IoU: 𝐼𝑜𝑈 =
∣𝑏∩𝑏𝑔𝑡∣

∣𝑏∪𝑏𝑔𝑡∣
 

• CIoU Loss: 𝐿𝐶𝐼𝑜𝑈 = 1 − 𝐼𝑜𝑈 +
𝜌2(𝑏,𝑏𝑔𝑡)

𝑐2
+ 𝛼𝑣 

• Enhanced IoU (EIoU) and Wise IoU (WIoU): 

• EIoU better models width–height differences. 



• WIoU Loss introduces a dynamic focusing coefficient: 𝐿𝑊𝐼𝑜𝑈𝑣1 =
𝐹𝑊𝐼𝑜𝑈

𝐿𝐼𝑜𝑈
 with 

𝑟 =
𝛽

𝛿𝛽−𝛿
 where 𝛽 quantifies anchor box outlierness. 

• Focal Loss for Classification: 

• Balances contributions from hard versus easy samples. 

 

3.5 Training, Hyperparameter Optimization, and Transfer Learning 

A robust training pipeline is essential to realize the potential of architectural enhancements. 

• Transfer Learning: 

• Backbone is initialized with ImageNet pre-trained weights to leverage learned 

low-level features. 

• Hyperparameter Tuning: 

• Grid search and Bayesian optimization are used to determine the optimal 

learning rate, batch size, momentum, weight decay, and anchor settings. 

• Ablation studies validate the contribution of each component. 

• Regularization Techniques: 

• Dropout, L2 regularization, and early stopping prevent overfitting. 

• Training Pipeline Overview: 

Table 3: Hyperparameter Settings 

Hyperparameter Tested Values 

Optimal 

Value Impact on Convergence 

Learning Rate 0.001, 0.0005, 

0.0001 

0.0005 Optimal convergence, stable 

loss 

Batch Size 16, 32, 64 32 Balanced speed and accuracy 

Momentum 0.85, 0.9, 0.95 0.9 Improved gradient flow 

Weight Decay 0.0001, 0.0005 0.0001 Prevents overfitting 

 



3.6 Deployment Considerations for Real-Time Applications 

For the enhanced model to be effective in real-world ADAS, it must be efficient and 

lightweight. 

• Model Efficiency: 

• Using the YOLOv8n variant along with efficient modules (LSKA, selective 

CA) ensures minimal overhead. 

• Inference Speed: 

• Experiments demonstrate an inference time of ~96 ms per image on devices like 

the Jetson Nano. 

• Edge Deployment: 

• The architecture is optimized for low-power environments without sacrificing 

detection accuracy. 

 

3.7 Mathematical Formulations and Algorithms 

3.7.1 IoU and Loss Function Equations 

• IoU: 𝐼𝑜𝑈 =
∣𝑏∩𝑏𝑔𝑡∣

∣𝑏∪𝑏𝑔𝑡∣
 

• CIoU Loss: 𝐿𝐶𝐼𝑜𝑈 = 1 − 𝐼𝑜𝑈 +
𝜌2(𝑏,𝑏𝑔𝑡)

𝑐2
+ 𝛼𝑣 

• WIoU Loss: 𝐿𝑊𝐼𝑜𝑈𝑣1 =
𝐹𝑊𝐼𝑜𝑈

𝐿𝐼𝑜𝑈
, 𝑟 =

𝛽

𝛿𝛽−𝛿
 

3.7.2 Coordinate Attention Equations 

• Pooling: 𝑧𝑐
ℎ(ℎ) =

1

𝑊
∑ 𝑥𝑐
𝑊−1
𝑗=0 (ℎ, 𝑗), 𝑧𝑐

𝑤(𝑤) =
1

𝐻
∑ 𝑥𝑐
𝐻−1
𝑖=0 (𝑖, 𝑤) 

• Attention Map: 𝑓 = 𝛿(𝐹1([𝑧
ℎ, 𝑧𝑤])) 𝑔ℎ = 𝜎(𝐹ℎ(𝑓)), 𝑔

𝑤 = 𝜎(𝐹𝑤(𝑓)) 

• Enhanced Output: 𝑦𝑐(𝑖, 𝑗) = 𝑥𝑐(𝑖, 𝑗) × 𝑔𝑐
ℎ(𝑖) × 𝑔𝑐

𝑤(𝑗) 

3.7.3 BiFPN Fusion Equations 

• Weighted Fusion: 𝑂 =
∑ 𝜔𝑖𝑖 𝐼𝑖

𝜖+∑ 𝜔𝑖𝑖
 

• Layer 4 Example: 

𝑃4
𝑡𝑑 = 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑣 (

𝜔1⋅𝑃4
𝑖𝑛+𝜔2⋅𝑅𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑧𝑒(𝑃5

𝑖𝑛)

𝜔1+𝜔2+𝜖
) 𝑃4

𝑜𝑢𝑡 = 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑣 (
𝜔1
′ ⋅𝑃4

𝑖𝑛+𝜔2
′ ⋅𝑃4

𝑡𝑑+𝜔3
′ ⋅𝑅𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑧𝑒(𝑃3

𝑜𝑢𝑡)

𝜔1
′+𝜔2

′+𝜔3
′+𝜖

) 



3.7.4 Dynamic Convolution (ODConv) 

• ODConv Equation: 𝑦 = ∑ 𝑎𝑘
𝐾
𝑘=1 ⋅ 𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑣𝑘(𝑥) where 𝑎𝑘 are dynamically computed 

attention weights. 

3.7.5 LSKA Operation 

• LSKA Decomposition: 𝑂𝑢𝑡𝑝𝑢𝑡 = 𝐷𝑊_𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑣(𝑥) ⊙ 𝐷𝑊_𝐷_𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑣(𝑥) where ⊙ 

denotes element-wise multiplication. 

3.7.6 Overall Training Algorithm 

1. Input Preprocessing: 

Apply Mosaic, MixUp, photometric augmentations, and adaptive scaling. 

2. Feature Extraction: 

Forward pass through the backbone with CA. 

3. Feature Fusion: 

Fuse features using BiFPN. 

4. Detection Head: 

Decouple classification and regression tasks. 

5. Loss Computation: 

Calculate classification (BCE) and regression (EIoU/WIoU + Focal Loss) losses. 

6. Optimization: 

Backpropagate and update model weights using Adam. 

7. Validation and Checkpointing: 

Monitor mAP and save the best model. 

 

Figure 4: Training Pipeline 



CHAPTER 4: IMPLEMENTATION AND EXPERIMENTS 

This chapter details the experimental setup, implementation details, and the extensive 

experiments conducted to evaluate the enhanced YOLOv8 model. 

4.1 Experimental Setup and Hardware Configuration 

Our experiments are performed on a high-performance workstation with the following 

configuration: 

• GPU: NVIDIA RTX 3080 (10 GB VRAM) 

• CPU: Intel Core i9 (8 cores, 16 threads) 

• RAM: 64 GB DDR4 

• Storage: NVMe SSD 

• Software Environment: 

• Ubuntu 20.04 LTS 

• Python 3.8 

• CUDA 11.1, cuDNN 

• PyTorch and TensorFlow (for comparative analysis) 

Table 4 summarizes the hardware specifications. 

Table 4: Hardware and Software Configuration 

Component Specification 

GPU NVIDIA RTX 3080 (10 GB VRAM) 

CPU Intel Core i9 (8 cores, 16 threads) 

RAM 64 GB DDR4 

Storage NVMe SSD 

Operating System Ubuntu 20.04 LTS 

Programming Python 3.8, CUDA 11.1, cuDNN 

Deep Learning Lib PyTorch, TensorFlow 

 



4.2 Dataset Description and Preprocessing 

We use multiple datasets to ensure comprehensive evaluation: 

• GTSRB: Over 50,000 images across 43 classes. 

• TT100K: More than 100,000 images containing Chinese traffic signs. 

• GTSDB: Focused on real-world traffic scenarios. 

Data preprocessing includes normalization, resizing, and extensive augmentation as described 

in Chapter 3. 

Table 5 details the dataset statistics. 

Table 5: Traffic Sign Dataset Statistics 

Dataset Number of Images Number of Classes Typical Conditions 

GTSRB 50,000+ 43 Varied lighting and weather 

TT100K 100,000+ 45 (refined) Urban and adverse weather 

GTSDB 1200+ 43 Real-world driving scenes 

. 

 

4.3 Detailed Training Pipeline and Model Implementation 

The training pipeline includes: 

1. Data Loading: 

Custom scripts load images and labels, applying augmentations in real time. 

2. Model Initialization: 

The enhanced YOLOv8 model is initialized with pre-trained weights. 

3. Forward Pass: 

Input images pass through the backbone with CA, feature maps are fused via BiFPN, 

and detection is performed. 

4. Loss Calculation: 

• Classification loss using BCE-With-Logits. 

• Regression loss using a combination of EIoU/WIoU and Focal Loss. 



5. Optimization: 

Adam optimizer is used with a warm-up phase and learning rate decay. 

6. Checkpointing and Validation: 

The model is evaluated on a validation set after each epoch, with the best model saved. 

4.4 Hyperparameter Tuning and Ablation Studies 

We conducted thorough hyperparameter tuning to find optimal settings: 

• Tuning Parameters: 

Learning rate, batch size, momentum, weight decay, and anchor dimensions. 

• Ablation Studies: 

We systematically removed each enhancement (e.g., CA, BiFPN, ODConv, LSKA) to 

measure its impact on performance. 

Table 6: Hyperparameter Tuning Results 

Hyperparameter Tested Values 

Optimal 

Value Observed Impact 

Learning Rate 0.001, 0.0005, 

0.0001 

0.0005 Stable convergence, lower loss 

Batch Size 16, 32, 64 32 Best trade-off between speed and 

accuracy 

Momentum 0.85, 0.9, 0.95 0.9 Smooth training dynamics 

Weight Decay 0.0001, 0.0005 0.0001 Reduced overfitting 

Table 7 summarizes the ablation study results, indicating the mAP drop when each module is 

removed. 

Table 7: Ablation Study Summary 

Module Removed 

mAP Drop 

(%) Key Observations 

Data Augmentation 4 Reduced robustness in adverse conditions 

Coordinate Attention 3 Lower localization accuracy 



Module Removed 

mAP Drop 

(%) Key Observations 

BiFPN and Small Object 

Layer 

5 Significant reduction in small object 

detection 

ODConv and LSKA 4 Decreased feature extraction efficiency 

Loss Function Modification 5 Slower convergence and lower mAP 

 

4.5 Comparative Experiments and Performance Analysis 

We compared the enhanced YOLOv8 model with other state-of-the-art methods (YOLOv5, 

Faster R-CNN, SSD): 

• Evaluation Metrics: 

mAP, Precision, Recall, and Frames Per Second (FPS). 

• Results: 

The enhanced model achieves an mAP of 91.5% on GTSRB, compared to 87.3% for 

YOLOv5. 

• Real-Time Performance: 

The model runs at 45 FPS, making it suitable for deployment on edge devices. 

Table 8: Comparative Performance Metrics 

Model mAP (%) Precision (%) Recall (%) FPS 

Faster R-CNN 88.0 90 87 20 

SSD 86.5 88 84 35 

YOLOv5 87.3 89 85 42 

Enhanced YOLOv8 91.5 93 90 45 

 

CHAPTER 5: RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

This chapter presents a detailed analysis of the experimental results, discussing quantitative 

metrics, qualitative assessments, and insights derived from ablation studies. 



5.1 Quantitative Evaluation 

The enhanced YOLOv8 model demonstrates superior performance across several key metrics: 

• Mean Average Precision (mAP): 

Improved from 87.3% (YOLOv5 baseline) to 91.5%. 

• Precision and Recall: 

Precision increased from 89% to 93% and recall from 85% to 90%. 

• Inference Speed: 

Real-time performance is achieved at 45 FPS on high-resolution images. 

Table 9 summarizes the quantitative evaluation results. 

Table 9: Quantitative Evaluation Metrics 

Metric YOLOv5 Baseline Enhanced YOLOv8 

mAP (%) 87.3 91.5 

Precision (%) 89 93 

Recall (%) 85 90 

FPS 42 45 

 

Figure 5: presents side-by-side comparisons of detection outputs from the enhanced model 

versus YOLOv5 on sample images captured in challenging conditions. 



5.2 Qualitative Analysis 

Visual inspection of detection outputs reveals the following: 

• Robust Detection Under Adverse Conditions: 

The enhanced model accurately detects traffic signs even under low-light, foggy, or 

occluded scenarios. 

• Improved Small Object Detection: 

The integration of a dedicated small object layer and BiFPN significantly improves 

detection of distant and small traffic signs. 

• Reduction of False Positives/Negatives: 

Compared to baseline models, the enhanced model shows fewer missed detections and 

incorrect classifications. 

5.3 Insights from Ablation Studies 

Ablation experiments highlight the contributions of individual enhancements: 

• Data Augmentation: 

Removing advanced augmentation techniques leads to a 4% drop in mAP, emphasizing 

its role in generalization. 

• Coordinate Attention: 

Its removal decreases localization accuracy, particularly impacting the detection of 

small objects. 

• BiFPN and Small Object Detection Layer: 

Their absence causes a significant drop (5% mAP loss), underscoring the importance 

of multi-scale feature fusion. 

• Advanced Modules (ODConv, LSKA): 

Eliminating these modules reduces feature extraction quality, resulting in a 4% decline 

in performance. 

• Loss Function Refinements: 

Reverting to standard IoU losses leads to slower convergence and a lower overall mAP. 

 

 



Table 10: Ablation Study Impact on mAP 

Component Removed mAP Drop (%) 

Data Augmentation 4 

Coordinate Attention 3 

BiFPN + Small Object Layer 5 

ODConv + LSKA 4 

Loss Function Refinement 5 

 

5.4 Comparison with State-of-the-Art Methods 

The enhanced YOLOv8 model is compared with mainstream detectors: 

• Faster R-CNN and SSD: 

While these models perform well in controlled settings, their computational overhead 

and lower FPS make them less ideal for real-time applications. 

• YOLOv5: 

The enhanced model outperforms YOLOv5 in both detection accuracy and speed. 

Figure 6: presents a comparative performance chart, highlighting the trade-offs between 

accuracy and speed across different models. 



5.5 Discussion on Real-Time Performance and Robustness 

Real-time detection is crucial for deployment in autonomous driving systems. Our enhanced 

model: 

• Achieves a steady inference rate of 45 FPS. 

• Maintains high accuracy under diverse and adverse environmental conditions. 

• Is lightweight enough for deployment on embedded platforms (e.g., Jetson Nano). 

These findings suggest that the model is well-suited for practical applications in intelligent 

transportation systems. 

 

CHAPTER 6: CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK 

6.1 Summary of Findings 

This research presents an enhanced YOLOv8 model for traffic sign detection that significantly 

improves accuracy, robustness, and real-time performance. Key findings include: 

• Enhanced Accuracy: 

Achieving an mAP of 91.5%, with noticeable improvements in precision and recall 

compared to YOLOv5. 

• Robustness: 

The model reliably detects small and occluded traffic signs under challenging 

conditions. 

• Real-Time Capability: 

The inference speed of 45 FPS on high-resolution images confirms its suitability for 

edge deployment. 

6.2 Contributions and Impact 

The thesis contributes the following: 

• Innovative Integration: 

Incorporates Coordinate Attention, BiFPN, and advanced dynamic convolution 

modules (ODConv, LSKA) into the YOLOv8 framework. 

• Improved Loss Functions: 



Introduces EIoU and WIoU loss functions combined with Focal Loss to enhance 

regression accuracy and balance sample difficulty. 

• Comprehensive Evaluation: 

Extensive experiments and ablation studies provide clear evidence of the model's 

superiority over existing methods. 

• Practical Deployment Insights: 

Strategies for training, hyperparameter tuning, and edge device optimization make the 

model applicable in real-world autonomous systems. 

6.3 Limitations 

Despite the promising results, some limitations remain: 

• Dataset Diversity: 

More globally diverse datasets are needed to further generalize the model. 

• Edge Device Constraints: 

While effective on high-end devices, additional model compression and quantization 

may be required for ultra-low-power environments. 

• Dynamic Adaptation: 

The model currently operates in a static manner. Incorporating continual learning could 

improve performance in rapidly changing conditions. 

6.4 Directions for Future Research 

Future research should explore: 

• Multi-Modal Sensor Fusion: 

Integrating visual data with LiDAR, radar, or thermal sensors to enhance detection 

robustness. 

• Online and Continual Learning: 

Developing adaptive learning algorithms that allow the model to update in real time 

with new data. 

• Model Compression Techniques: 

Implementing pruning, quantization, or knowledge distillation to further reduce model 

size for deployment on constrained devices. 



• Transformer Integration: 

Investigating the integration of transformer-based modules to further improve global 

feature extraction. 

• Extended Benchmarking: 

Validating the model on additional datasets from diverse geographic regions and under 

more varied environmental conditions. 

6.5 Conclusion 

This thesis provides a comprehensive study on enhancing traffic sign recognition using an 

improved YOLOv8 model. The extensive methodological innovations, detailed experiments, 

and thorough evaluations demonstrate the model’s superior performance and real-world 

applicability. The work offers actionable insights for researchers and practitioners in the field 

of autonomous driving and intelligent transportation systems. Future research can build upon 

this foundation to further improve robustness, efficiency, and adaptability in dynamic 

environments. 
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