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Research progress on visual image detection based
on convolutional neural network

Lan Jinhui, Wang Di, Shen Xiaopan

(School of Automation and Electrical Engineering, University of Science and Technology Beijing, Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract: Visual image detection has great research significance and application value in the computer vision field. In recent years, the
development of convolutional neural network (CNN) has led to the progress of visual image detection. A large number of new theories
and new methods are applied to convolutional neural network, which improves the network feature expression ability, reduces the network
complexity and improves the network performance. This paper presents the basic structure of Convolutional CNN, summarizes the
improvements of CNN in recent years on different aspects, including convolutional layer, pooling layer, activation function, network
regularization and network optimization, sorts various applications of CNN in visual image detection field and summarizes the advantages
of CNN in visual image detection field, finally, prospects the future research direction.
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Fig.1 Examples of the difficulties in visual image detection
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y=r-a(Wx)

y=a(Wx)

(a) JRIGMI%:

(a) Original network

BT R s Al BEAILR 5 , BERLZE 2R [

Fig.17 The comparison of original network, Dropout
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Fig.18 Residual modules
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Fig.19 A DenseNet consisting of 2 densely connected modules
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Fig.20  Basic procedure of visual detection
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1) ImageNet £(#5 4

ImageNet $CH5 5 02 H FTtH A R BRI B
AL 2 T 2R, i 1400 75K A,

2)PASCAL VOC #fs 4

PASCAL VOC M 2005 ~ 2012 443 4R 4 —Ehr i
ERIEARLE , T 28 I35 7328 KD AN 23 FIAE N Y 3238
Hp,PASCAL VOC2007 il 8435 20 Fp ], I 2Rtk
SRR it 4R i a4y i) 2 2 501,2 510 Fi15 011 5K,
PASCAL VOC2012 i 5 R #4075 20 428501, Hoh il 2k
B BEAE MR 1B 43 )2 5 717,5 82371 10 991 5K

3)MS COCO Fi#idE

MS COCO %#li #4055 91 R, 30 Z 07 5K K o
55 TmageNet % 3% 4 1 PASCAL VOC % 42 4E AH b MS
COCO #2475 1 B F 3CUF B, 2 B ok iy iE Ly
HEE AL o

4) VisDrone2018 % ffi &

VisDrone2018 ##E4£E) THEZN T AL LA
B MG ) 2 J , A1 263 BERAI , 10 209 5K & F .
4.2 HRMEMEEE

Bt X A B 28 0 2% i AR A I, B 58 N D AH
ARPE T — F I H A5 o KAFAE S BCRE ) A W 28 ALY 3
AP M 48 TR R 73 AT 55 vh U BRI 1 G
o g 1 TR, B DEIT N BN S B 2 I 26 i F 5T
TR AR TR 2], 65 TR 28 I 265 1) 1 e A B B e

F1 ILSVRC XEHZH CNN RERE XL
Table 1 The comparison of classical CNN network models
in ILSVRC competition

Ay CNN [ £ A58 75 Top-5 FE 14/ %
2012 AlexNet 15.32
2013 ZFNet 11.20
2014 GoogleNet 3.08
2014 VGG 7.32
2015 ResNet 3.57
2016 Trimps-Soushen 2.99
2017 SENet 2.25

1) AlexNet %%

1989 4£:11 LeNet HARTEFH FAFSUINES LU T
BT A TR s S RN, BN 2 2 AR RE T 55
i A Bt — R, 52, AlexNet £ Ff
ZE AT SR JEB, $E s T 2% 1 PE AR 51 A dropout
BR300 0 255 00 A, FR IS AR 2 i 1) 3 a5 i
Bl HoR kL LA 8 RelU A sigmoid 1
R BRSO PRI 253 B 45 AE ImageNet B8 4E - 52
LT 15.32% 1 top-5 FE IR ¥, Z J5 ILSVRC 35 28 /0 24T

55 PR RE B WAL B R 22 2R T 46 BRI 2 I 28 O 3 26
FEAY

2)ZFNet

ALK Zelier 27 JRH T ZFNet, 55 AlexNet A
L TN BB ME KL K, R TERGREZ
FOHEAE , 76 2013 4F ILSVRC 353840254145 LA 11.20%
H S 3AS T %%, ZFNet T A4 B SUAE T o — Ik o2
TR R A AP 228 0 2% A 3 ) S B 3 S B AR T LA T
FRIEEL, R BLR 25 ) B BE Gh s Bt SU AR
iE 22 2] B W) e — LA 5 BRI R R AE , HFAR B ]
P25 ST 26 1 S B0

3) VGG M 4%

AR WL T UL A Simonyan %' 7 AlexNet %]
KEYEERE L BRI T VGG M, VGG MZEIIER] T 45 Ff
ZE I B RRTA PR REABAT , (EL R T I 4 R B 3 23 R 1|
FRiRZEIGR IR AR, Kt VGG W25 (1) e A TR B
ZBRT 19 2, 1E 2014 4E ILSVRC 3298 LA 7.32% 1
top-5 FE DRI GTMAT 10 AT 55 1A

4) GoogLeNet [ 4%

Google /A F] ) Szegedy L2l 4 s GoogleNet {4,
Hl Inception V1, P84 22 JZ2IR , 145 T Incetption F32%
RN, A 42 JRp P B Ak 2 B AR R 5 i A 422 22, 1 n
BB AR 2 L, A LL 6.67% Y top- 5 HEIRFARG T
2014 4 ILSVRC 3E 38 3 KAT 55 I %

5) ResNet %%

ResNet 282 H Facebook 2\ & $#2& H By, fiiole 7 N 4%
TR B HE Ny >fe 1 190 4% 3R A In) L, 3 3 a3 % 5 4,
1) A RRAE S5 1) 55 )25 R P 28 o, I 25 T 152 J2 TR
BRI 2%, 7 2015 4F () TLSVRC 36 28 43 K AT 55 P LA
3. 57% [ top- 5 FEDRF UG T4,

6) SENet 2%

o B} 2 e B9 Hu 255 #2147 SE 45 Y ( squeeze-
and-excitation module ) | JZA B4R AE 18 18 79 AH B4R #fi %
FRAAE, IEHIFH—Fh 4 B RRAE A5 o SR, Bl it 2 >
7 2Ok F B3R HURE A R 38 18 1Y R, SRS AR
SR R T A B RRAE, 0 A OR KB R, DA
2.25% 1] top-5 £ K N Sk 15 2017 42 TLSVRC 35384y
AL
4.3 ETEHERHEMEHNNREGENE X

HY T ARV 28 00 2 7 [RTR 73 R T i) 52 Hh R B, F
S8 N DR FEURH 28 000 268 17 FH 8140 i PTG D 7 rh i B
FRAE, Iz HIZ2 R 07 2 B v o BRI 2 00 2% 1 P E 2 IR
77, AEALSE PGS I ST HRAS T S e vk A i e, — S
TG TR 28 0 2 1 O o UG ASI B3 X6 L T 2 A 3 i
TR FE T A RRUR 22 I 45 R o GRS B3 12 22 3 PR
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F2 —LPRREGKEN T EE VOC2007 i EH LR ER
Table 2 Comparative results of some visual detection methods on VOC 2007 test set

LioRUIDIR7S CNN [ £ 5 e RS mAP/%
R-CNN AlexNet VOC2007 trainval 58.50
R-CNN VGG16 VOC2007 trainval 66. 00
SPPNet ZFNet VOC2007 trainval 60. 90

Fast R-CNN VGG16 VOC2007 trainval 1 VOC2012 trainval 70. 00
Faster R-CNN VGG16 VOC2007 trainval 69. 90
Faster R-CNN VGG16 VOC2007 trainval 1 VOC2012 trainval 73.2
Faster R-CNN ResNet VOC2007 trainval 76. 40
Faster R-CNN ResNet VOC2007 trainval A1 VOC2012 trainval 85. 60

YOLO VGG16 VOC2007 trainval 66. 40
YOLOv2 Darknet VOC2007 trainval 78. 60
SSD300 VGG16 VOC2007 trainval 72.10
SSb512 VGG16 VOC2007 trainval 75.10

F£3 —EWEEGKRNARE VOC2012 I £ LR R
Table 3 Comparative results of some visual detection methods on VOC 2012 test set

ioRUlRPN CNN [ 25 45574 Ul S mAP/%
R-CNN AlexNet VOC2012 trainval 53.30
R-CNN VGG16 VOC2012 trainval 62.40
Fast R-CNN VGG16 VOC2007 trainval, VOC2007 test #1 VOC2012 trainval 68. 40
Faster R-CNN VGG16 VOC2007 trainval, VOC2007 test F1 VOC2012 trainval 70. 40
Faster R-CNN VGG16 COCO trainval35k 75.90
Faster R-CNN ResNet COCO trainval35k 83.30
YOLO VGG16 VOC2007 trainval, VOC2007 test F1 VOC2012 trainval 66. 40
YOLOv2 Darknet COCO trainval35k 78.20
SSD300 VGG16 COCO trainval35k 79.30
SSD512 VGG16 COCO trainval35k 82.20
1) JE T DI U 75 vk

Puiirm

(1)R-CNN

Girshick %42t T R-CNN J7 ik, 245K 5 BUp
LA LT F BRI TR0 7 i

R-CNN (g SEA B 21 % , 2 S8 IR P
FRARBUEE IR AP (0 X 38 SR ik CNN 465 B 21 R-CNN i
BB P HLICRAE , 5 LA AlexNet [, 7535 — 4> Fig:21  Flow chart of R-CNN
4 096 L AYAFAE 17 1 5 275 FUPR IR AP IR 7 2 18 A 532K
REAT 422, 7E PACAL VOC2012 R KM FE k8] /D, SFEURR ST, WA T RS

PAFE: 323 3 AHESRE 4. XIaE

53. 3% mAP , UG R-CNN 1 35 B 28 [0 265 46 il 47 A1 4 (2) 75 [8] 4 7 35 1t Ak M 2% ( Spatial Pyramid Pooling
BUSCR I VGG 16, A IS B 2 = 31 62. 40% Network , SPPNet)
{H R-CNN A7 7E — 2e e . DOk X Sl £, A He 2! &1 %} R-CNN AU BIFG , B H T 25 0] 4 1o

TR I T, AR T ARG S0 5 (D i IX ol I 4 s 32 1 Ak (spatial pyramid pooling, SPP)#i& HzE¥UnE 22 fir
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/Ro SPPNet il 5l A& FHEMALZ , 24 RUE b1k
KA JEOR B — B AL, SRR 5 B (] ) 282 g e
T8 1 i A 25 ] RS TR R B R T L
SPPNet J2 X R i A AT — IR B ARS8 5, AN 2 %
BEAMRE XA T BRSSO T R R
TIHRECR,

R

A
— —~

.../+///

7 [0 4 PR
:
)
BMAER

& 22 SPPNet HEZE
Fig.22  Frame architecture of SPPNet

{H SPPNet /7 7€ 1 T ik &5 : DSPPNet i i il i 72
SR BB TR BURAIE 5 AH ] SVM 4r 2K 8802, 205
BT AHE RN, X @5 Zrad 72 42 2%, @ CNN $2 HUAY
FEOEAEAE 5 AR R A T3 B U

(3)Fast R-CNN

Girshick /224 T R-CNN FI SPPNet (i i 42 1 T
Fast R-CNN , SE30 1 25 G AR 4R R L DX 3 23 2 R i A [m] 15
A 2l i B9 . Fast R-CNN FEAR AR AN 23 Fiow, Fast
R-CNN 5 e 75 K5 Hh 3 USSR [X 35, ( region of interest
Rol) ; 8K J5 X K] | e FRis 3, fE i e — MRk T L
FRFNEEA Rol X 7 A4 DX, Ff Rol HFAIE I 125 A Rol jt1 1k
2 0% 2 B AS R RST R AE B e — B TR ) K
/s EeJE Gt A R AR B WA B b ) i, — A R AT
Softmax 4328, 73— HATIHE RS

Softmax432&  HHESF 2K
| ]

| \

1 RoWBWE
BBUFER RolRHAE 1)
23 Fast R-CNN HEZR
Fig.23  Frame architecture of Fast R-CNN

s

EERE

(4)Faster R-CNN
1 Fast R-CNN {4 3&AH |-, Ren /é‘?[ﬁﬁ] P Xk 2 L R
#% (region proposal network, RPN) , 345 RPN #1 Fast R-

CNN fl A 2] —A 80— M 2%, #2224 Faster R-CNN,

Faster R-CNN AUHEZRUNIE] 24 Ff 7%, 1 406 2 05 | A
1A CNN 945 75 B 5 A P41, 4R 5 76 45 4 Pl _L ) RPN
53 HFr pl e gk DX I8, 42 T 2 A 0k IX 388 _E A 2y 2K 48
U 62 3, 55 X 6 A B 56 90 B
Fast R-CNN | f] RPN fC& gl 20k, ki T2
FRCR, FFEIESEH T v 56 A0 B FRFG , Faster R-CNN
AR B R

X It 8 2

BHE

) V4

a7
L PNC

[ 24 Faster R-CNN {EZ%
Fig.24  Frame architecture of Faster R-CNN

2) FoIX Sl U 1 ik

(1)“#REF—¥” vl (you only look once version 1,
YOLOv1)

Redmon Z£" $H1 T —FhFk YOLO [y H AR K I HE
20 K EE AT LGSR 45 fps, YOLO Hl—A> i — 141
P22 X 24 X R M 1] T A 467 B K 2R A, YOLO
HORLI R AR AN 25 Bz o B S — 1 &1 23 1L S%S A4~
KBS ROAE TIN B A HE, A D AE 7 58 H AR AL
(%, ¥), BF KA (w, ), BARETE EAGE B € A2 5
PR AR R 23 %) TN , 147 33 8 T 00 235 2 4 B ol — 4> S S %
(BX5+C) 45k, B4R YOLO FAG I AR P, 345 5
T SEI YRR {H U YOLO X AH4E B AR /N RSE H bR i
Ko D3R AN

(2) B H Z A TR %S (single shot multibox detector,
SSD)

Ext YOLO R /2, Liu 267 4R 1T 35 2 8 T
T AR, 7 S JB5T SI B Y [ B B R T ARG B . SSD
iz AR 55 00 AR 7E AN W B I R AE T8 b A7 4G
I, RHRE = 1 RIS B, JEHE XN B AR A TR 1Y
RO

(3)YOLOv2 F1 YOLO9000

YOLOv2 & Redmon 257 7E YOLO (¥ JERl IR £
REEYIZR SIEAL 70 B R 2R ARG L2/ oriE, #1271
T YOLO [y 46 04 32 55 k) 3 2, - L8 w8 1 A 78 1 ik
Ak, YOLO9000 A5 AT LA 4k 9 000 25 H s
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Fig.25 Frame architecture of YOLO
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