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Abstract: Object detection has been playing a significant role in computer vision for a long time,
but it is still full of challenges. In this paper, we propose a novel object detection framework based
on relationship among different objects and the scene-level information of the whole image to cope
with the problem that some strongly correlated objects are difficult to be recognized. Our motivation
is to enrich the semantics of object detection feature by a scene-level information branch and a
relationship branch. There are three important changes of our framework over traditional detection
methods: representation of relationship, scene-level information as the prior knowledge and the
fusion of the above two information. Extensive experiments are carried out on PASCAL VOC and MS
COCO databases. The experimental results show that the detection performance can be improved
by introducing relationship and scene-level information, and our proposed model achieve better
performance than several classical and state-of-the-art methods.

Keywords: object relationship; scene-level information; information fusion; object detection

1. Introduction

Object detection is a hot topic in the field of computer vision and machine learning due to their
widely applications in autonomous driving, robots, video surveillance, pedestrian detection, and so on.
The classical object detection techniques are mainly based on the use of manual features, which can be
divided into three steps: (1) target area selection; (2) feature extraction; (3) classification. In the first
step, sliding-window strategy [1] which utilizes the sliding-windows with different dimensions and
length-width ratios is widely adopted to search for candidate regions exhaustively. In the second step,
the candidate regions obtained in the first step are analyzed. Several techniques can be used in this
step for feature extraction, such as scale-invariant feature transform (SIFT) [2], histogram of oriented
gradients (HOG) [3] and speeded-up robust features (SURF) [4]. In the third step, the candidate regions
are classified according to the features extracted in the previous step by using classifiers such as support
vector machine (SVM) [5] and AdaBoost [6]. Although the classical methods have been adopted in
some object detection problems, there are still some limitations that hinder their breakthrough in speed
and accuracy. Firstly, since the sliding-window strategy will capture many candidate regions in the
original image, and the feature of regions needs to be extracted one by one, the classical object detection
approaches are time-consuming. Secondly, the classical object detection methods may lack robustness
because artificially designed features are sensitive to the variance in morphology, illumination and
occlusion of object.
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Recently, some deep learning techniques have been applied to object detection to overcome the
limitations of traditional approaches [7-13]. The current state-of-the-art detector based on the deep
learning can be roughly divided into two categories. One is two-stage methods which first form a series
of candidate object proposals by Selective Search [8], EdgeBoxes [9], DeepMask [12] or region proposal
network (RPN) [7], and then input the proposals into convolutional neural network for classification.
The other is one-stage methods which straightforwardly predict confidences and locations of multiple
objects on the whole feature map without generating candidate object proposals.

Region-based convolutional network (R-CNN) [14], as the beginning of combining object detection
and deep learning, is a representative two-stage based approach. It achieves excellent object detection
accuracy by extracting CNN features from the candidate regions and applies linear SVMs as the classifier.
However, since the ConvNet forward pass is performed for each object proposal independently, the
computational cost of R-CNN is high. Furthermore, the multi-stage training strategy which contains
feature extraction, fine-tuning network, training SVMs, and bounding-box regression also makes
the training of R-CNN be slow. In [15], a spatial pyramid pooling network (SPPNet) was proposed.
Although SPPNet can speed up R-CNN by sharing computation, its training is also a multi-stage
pipeline. Besides, the fine-tuning algorithm proposed in SPPNet cannot update the convolutional
layer, which limits its accuracy when the networks are very deep. For the sake of further decreasing
the computational cost and improving the accuracy of object detection, Ross et al. proposed a fast
region-based convolutional network (Fast R-CNN) [16]. The Fast R-CNN utilizes a novel Rol-pooling
operation to extract feature vectors for each candidate region from shared convolutional feature map,
which greatly improves the processing speed. In Fast R-CNN, the detection accuracy can also be
enhanced by updating all network layers during training. Although SPPNet and Fast R-CNN have
effectively reduced the training time of object detection networks, the region proposal computation is
still considered as a bottleneck in them. To deal with this issue, Ren et al. proposed a Faster R-CNN [7]
which replaces the Selective Search method with RPN to achieve end-to-end training. RPN is a kind
of fully convolutional network (FCN) [17]. By sharing full-image convolutional features with the
detection network, RPN enables nearly cost-free region proposals to solve the time-consuming problem
of Fast R-CNN. However, the multiple scale proposals generated by sliding a fixed set of filters over a
fixed set of convolutional feature maps in RPN may be inconsistent with the sizes of objects. Thus,
Cai et al. proposed a multi-scale CNN (MS-CNN) [18] to match the receptive fields to different scales
of objects and employed a multiple output layer for object detection. Recently, for the purpose of
improving the detection performance, some more state-of-the-art techniques (such as Resnet [19] and
Inception series [20-22]) were employed to replace the standard CNN as the backbone networks of
the two-stage based object detection methods, which can be found in the object detection API from
google [23].

Different from the aforementioned methods, the one-stage approaches can achieve complete
single network training under the premise of guaranteeing a certain accuracy rate. You only look once
(YOLO) [24], YOLO9000 [25], an iterative grid based object detector (G-CNN) [26], and single shot
multibox detector) [27] are representative techniques in this category. Through treating the object
detection task as a regression problem, YOLO spatially separates bounding boxes and associated
class probabilities. Since the whole detection pipeline of YOLO is a single network, an end-to-end
optimization of the network can be directly performed. SSD combines predictions of multiple
feature maps with different resolutions to detect objects of various sizes. Since the proposal generation,
subsequent pixel and feature resampling stages are eliminated in SSD, it can be easily trained. Although
the running speed of one-stage methods can be significantly improved, their accuracy is always inferior
to the two-stage approaches [27]. To address this issue, the Resnet and Inception have also been
utilized [23]. Furthermore, Lin et al. replaced the standard cross entropy loss with a novel Focal loss
and proposed a RetinaNet to solve the class imbalance problem in one-stage based object detection [28].

No matter the approach belongs to one-stage or two-stage, most the aforementioned algorithms
do not effectively utilize the relationship among objects, but only use the feature associated with the



Appl. Sci. 2020, 10, 418 30f 20

object itself for detection. Recently, some researchers have realized the importance of relation, and
proposed some methods [29-31] to achieve better detection results by exploring the relationships
between objects. In ION [32], Bell et al. proposed a spatial recurrent neural networks (RNNs) for
exploring contextual information across the entire image. Xu et al. put forward a scene graph
generation approach by iterative message passing [33]. The network regards a single object as a point
in topology, and the relationships of objects are considered as edges connecting points. Through
passing information between the edges and points, it is proved that the relationship between objects
has a positive impact on detection. Georgia et al. proposed a human-centric based model called
InteractNet [34], in which human is regarded as the main clue to establish a relationship with other
surrounding objects. The InteractNet indicates that a person’s external behavior can provide powerful
information to locate the objects they are interacting with. Liu et al. proposed a structure inference net
(SIN) [35] which explores the structure relationship between objects for detection. However, SIN only
takes the spatial coordinates of object proposals into account, while the appearance feature of object
proposals is neglect. Han et al. presented a relation network [36], which considers both the appearance
and geometry feature of object proposals for relation construction. Nevertheless, the scene-level feature
which could provide a lot of context information for object detection [37] is ignored in relation Nntwork.

This paper proposes a novel object detection algorithm based on multiple information fusion
net (MIFNet). Compared with the existing techniques, our algorithm not only adaptively establishes
relationships between objects through attention mechanism [38], but also introduces scene-level
information to make the proposed approach richer in semantics. In MIFNet, the relationships
between an object and all other objects are got by relation channel modules. Besides, by introducing
the scene-level context [21,39,40], the proposed network can enrich the object feature with scene
information. The experimental results on PASCAL VOC [41] and MS COCO [42] databases demonstrate
the effectiveness of the proposed algorithm.

The paper is structured as follows. The related work is introduced in Section 2. The proposed
MIFNet is described in Section 3. The experimental results are given in Section 4. The conclusion is
provided in Section 5.

2. Related Work

Context information: In real life, it is unlikely that an object can exist alone. Visual objects occur
in particular environments and usually coexist with other related objects [43]. When the object’s
appearance feature is insufficient because of small object size, object occlusion, or poor image quality,
a proper modeling of context will facilitate object detection and recognition task. Context information
has been applied in many methods to enhance the performance of object detection [44—49], which can
be roughly divided into two categories [49,50]: global information [32,51] (refers to the image level or
scene level information), local information [35,36] (considers the object relationship or the interaction
between the object and its surrounding area). It is proved that both the global and local context
information have a positive impact on the object detection. Our proposed MIFNet has the capability of
utilizing both global context (scene-level information) and local information (object relationship) to
make the object’s appearance feature richer.

Attention mechanism: The attention mechanism in deep learning is inspired by the mode of
human attention thinking and has been widely used in natural language processing [52]. In attention
module, an individual element can be influenced by aggregating information from other elements and
the dependency between elements is modeled without excessive assumptions on their locations and
feature distributions. The aggregation weights can be learned automatically, which is driven by the
task goal. Recently, attention mechanism has been successfully applied in vision problems [37,53].

Attention mechanism can be represented as follows:

T
Attention (Q, K, V) = softmax (% V), (1)
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where Q, K, V are three feature matrices with the same shape. In natural language processing, Q, K,
V represent sets of queries, keys, and values, respectively. In our work, Q denotes the object feature,
K denotes all surrounding object feature, V represents the all image feature (with object feature and
location feature). In Equation (1), given a query g € Q and all keys K, the dot products of g with K will
be calculated to get the similarity between them. Then we divide dot products by a scaling factor
Vd and the softmax function is applied to obtain the weights on all image feature (i.e., it can obtain
the influence of each object on the current object). For more detailed information about the attention
mechanism, the readers can refer to [38]. In our work, the attention mechanism is utilized to get the
relationship between objects.

3. The Proposed Method

The framework of proposed multiple information fusion net (MIFNet) is shown in Figure 1. In our
MIFNet, the feature map of an input image is first obtained through a feedforward convolutional
network (VGG or Resnet). In the next stage, the network feature map is divided into two parts. One is
as a part of the input of the first branch and the other is utilized to get the region proposals through
RPN and then served as the input of the second branch. In the first branch network (I), a series of
operations is performed on the feature map of the entire image to get the scene-level information as the
input of scene GRU (Gated Recurrent Unit in III up). In the second branch network (II), the attention
mechanism is utilized to establish object relationships adaptively. For the purpose of classifying and
regressing regions of interest (Rols), the second branch network not only utilizes the appearance feature
extracted by convolutional layers and the coordinate information of the object, but also the information
of all surrounding objects as the input of relation GRU (in III below). In the message passing module
(III), scene GRUs and relation GRUs communicate information to each other in order to keep up with
new information. In the last stage, we concatenate the information obtained by these two GRUs to
refine the position of the corresponding Rol and predict the category of objects.
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Figure 1. The framework of our approach. I: Scene-level information processing module. II: Relationship

module. III: Message passing module.

3.1. Scene-Level Information Processing Module

Contextual information is important for accurate object recognition. To extract the scene-level
information, the image feature is firstly obtained by convolutional network (VGG or Resnet) as the
input of the first branch. Secondly, the image feature obtained by Rol-pooling layer and the feature
obtained by RPN (without scene information) are concatenated as the input of a convolutional layer.
By concatenation, the information of potential object is richer. Besides, the weight of potential object
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can also be increased by training. In the end, the output f; of the first network branch, which called
scene feature, is input to the scene GRU to choose information and update object feature.

3.2. Relationship Module

In most previous object detection methods based on the convolutional neural network [7,16],
each object is identified independently, and the relationship of objects is neglected. To overcome this
limitation, the proposed approach models the relationship of objects by groups. That is, the feature
vector of an object is obtained by fusing the features of itself and other objects to enrich the information,
as shown in Figure 2.

fm
L

+

concat

[cl(”) f(?(”) f(‘v'(")

relation relation relation
channels channels channels

/‘(" f(‘m ’ C”
Figure 2. Object relation module.

In Figure 2, given an input set of N objects {( £ f{‘)}nN: ,» in which f is the original appearance
feature of the nth object extracted by convolutional neural network, f denotes the location feature of
the nth object composed by the 4-dimensional feature of object bounding box. The bounding box feature
comprises width (w), height (1) and the center coordinates (x, i) of the box in our study. The relationship
channel is a module that handles relationships among different objects, N, is the number of channels
(N, = 64). By object relation module, the f! (1), fZ(n)... f-'"(n) which fuse the location information of
all surrounding objects can be gained. For the purpose of obtaining the output ft”' that is finally sent
into the relation GRU, we concatenate the vectors on all channels f} (1), f2(n)... f-'" (n). Because the
processing mechanisms of relation channel modules are the same, we take one relation channel module
as an example to explain how relation channel works.

Figure 3 shows the process of one relation channel module. Firstly, the dot product operation is
applied to obtain the appearance weight w}"" between the mth and nth objects, as shown in Equation (2).

mn (WKﬁm)'(Wthn)
wy = ’ 2)
Vd
where Wy, W are matrices which map the original appearance f/" and f/" into subspaces, - denotes
the operation of dot product to obtain the degree of matching between Wy f/" and Wqf,".
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Figure 3. Relation channel module.

Secondly, the location weight wg™ is calculated by Equation (3).

wy" = Relu(Wg-eg(fg”,ff)), (3)

e =2 )
7

where fI" and f" are geometry features that contain six relative position information (log( o

log(ly’”h—_nM), log(?’u—:‘), log<%), A /x";u—:lx”, y’”h—;y”), in which wy, hy, x, and y, are the width, height and
center coordinates of the nth object, ¢, is a function based on sine and cosine to embed the geometry
features into high-dimensional space [38]. Then we use W, to convert the embedded vector to scalar
weight. The Relu activation function is utilized to ensure that only objects with certain geometric
relationship can participate in this relationship calculation.
Next, the relationship weight is obtained by Equation (4).

w™ = softmax(w?"- exp(wT”)), 4)
where the relationship weight w™" represents the impact of the mth object to the nth object, softmax is
employed for normalization. Finally, Equation (5) can be utilized to get a feature fCN "(n) that has the
influence of surrounding objects on it.

Nr(n) = Y W (Wofl), 5)
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where W, is used to transform the original appearance feature f' linearly. Equation (5) is the
process of integrating the information of the object and other objects into the original appearance
feature. The output fcN "(n) is the weighted sum of the initial appearance features from other objects,
which contains both its original appearance feature and the feature of all objects around it.

In the end, by the relation channel module, the feature ft”' which merges features of multiple
channels can be gained by Equation (6).

= 1o, fN ()], forall n. ©)

where the fusion feature ft”’ includes the extracted original appearance feature f/" (the initial appearance
feature after convolutional layers) and the relationship feature (f2(n),..., " (1)) (fusing the location
information of all surrounding objects under a particular channel). In the relation channel, the feature
of other objects can be mixed together to identify the relationship between the current object and other
objects, and finally merged with the original appearance feature through the fully connected network.
The final output ft”/ is the input of the Relation GRU.

3.3. Message Passing Module

As we have discussed previously, context information is important for accurate object detection.
For example, in Figure 4a, if road is considered as the global or scene-level information, the objects
in this image are hardly to be detected as ships and planes since it is generally impossible for them
to appear in the road scene. Similarly, in Figure 4b, when a dinner table appears, the probability of
detecting chairs increases, because the dinner tables and chairs always appear in pairs. Thus, the Gated
Recurrent Unit (GRU) [54] is utilized in this study. Similar to the long short-term memory (LSTM)
model [55], GRU unit also has the function of adjusting the information flow in the unit, but it is
lightweight and effective [35]. In the message passing module, information is continuously passed
between the scene GRU and the relation GRU so that the useful information can be preserved.

(a) (b)

Figure 4. Some detection results of our model. (a) is a picture of road scene, (b) is a picture of
dining room.

GRU only has two gates. It combines the input gate and the forget gate in the LSTM into one, and
the combined gate is called update gate, which determines how much information from the previous
time and the current time is to be passed on. The other gate in GRU is reset gate, which controls how
much past information is forgotten.

In our work, two parallel GRUs are applied to pass information to each other, one is the scene
GRU and the other is the relation GRU. The scene GRU receives the whole image information f; as the
input. The input of relation GRU is the integrated object information ft”', which includes the object’s
own information and the influence of surrounding objects on it. We represent the initial state /; of the
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network with the original appearance feature (without any scene information or relation information).
Here, since the processing mechanisms of scene GRU and relation GRU are identical, we take the
relation GRU as an example to show how GRU works. Firstly, the reset gate of the tth moment #; is
calculated as follows:

e = oW " 1)), @)

where ¢ is the logistic sigmoid function, [,] denotes the concatenation of vectors, and W, is a weight
matrix learned through the convolutional neural network. The output of reset gate r; determines
whether the previous state is forgotten. When 1; is close to zero, the status information #; of the
previous moment will be forgotten, and the hidden status is reset to the current input. Similarly, the
update gate of the tth moment z; is computed by

2z = o W[, 1i]), ®)

where z; is used to determine how much past information can continue to be passed on, W, is a weight
matrix. If the value of the update gate is larger, the state information introduced at the previous
moment is more, and vice versa. In GRU, the new hidden state /; can be obtained through Equation (9):

= tanh(W[rt « ft”’]), )

where the new hidden state E is determined by the value of the reset gate, W is a weight matrix,
+ denotes the element-wise multiplication. The actual output /1 is then computed by

hiy1 = 1—z¢xhj+ 2z *’I;t/ (10)

where some of the previous state h; will be passed, and the new hidden state Ty will be selectively
updated. Through GRU, the scene module and the relation module can pass information to each other
and constantly update new information. In this way, useful information will continue to be passed, and
useless information will be ignored. Finally, richer information can be obtained through Equation (11).
[,
i+17 741

hi = — (11)
where k7, | represents the information obtained by the scene GRU, and I}, denotes the information
obtained by the relation GRU. The integrated information /i will be sent into the next GRUs as the new
initial state.

4. Experimental Results

4.1. Experimental Settings

Databases and evaluation metrics: Our model was evaluated on two databases: PASCAL
VOC [41] and MS COCO [42]. PASCAL VOC is a widely used image database for object detection
and classification. In our work, VOC 2007 and VOC 2012 subsets were utilized. VOC 2007 data
set contained 9963 annotated images and 24,640 annotated objects, which were composed of three
parts: train, validation (val), and test sets. VOC 2012 is an updated version of VOC 2007 data set,
which included 11,530 pictures with 20 categories including people, animals (such as cats, dogs and
birds), vehicles (such as cars, ships and planes), and furniture (such as chairs, tables, and sofas). Some
examples of PASCAL VOC database can be seen in Figure 5. MS COCO database is built by Microsoft,
which contained 328,000 images with 2000 object labels. Compared with PASCAL VOC, MS COCO
includes natural images and common object images in daily life with more complex background,
larger number of targets and smaller size. Thus, the object detection task on MS COCO database
was more difficult and challenging. The sample images in MS COCO are shown in Figure 6. In this
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study, we followed Ref. [35] to adopt average precision (AP) and mean of average precision (mAP)
as our evaluation metrics to compare the performances of different approaches. AP, which derived
from precision and recall, is one of the popular metrics to measure the accuracy of object detectors.
It computes the average precision value for recall value over 0 to 1. The precision and the recall rates
are defined as follows:

.. TP
precision = TP - ED’ (12)
TP
recall = TP—l——FI\], (13)

where TP represents the number of true positive examples, FP represents the number of fault positive
examples, and FN represents the number of fault negative examples. mAP is the average of AP on
all categories.

aeroplane bicycle bird boat bottle bus car cat chair cow

Figure 5. Some sample images in PASCAL VOC database.

bottle airplane bird cat train cow dog boat

Figure 6. Some sample images in MS COCO database.

Implementation details: In our experiments, the proposed model was implemented based on
Faster R-CNN [7], an open-source framework for object detection built on Tensorflow [56] platform.
The VGG-16 [57] and Resnet-101 [19] pre-trained on ImageNet [58] were adopted as backbone networks
in our model to extract image feature. When adding the newly fully connected and convolutional layers,
they were randomly initialized with a zero-mean Gaussian distribution with standard deviations of
0.01 and 0.001. The message passing module contained two parallel GRU units with shared parameters.
All the parameters of the GRU units were initialized based on SIN [35]. Non-maximum suppression
(NMS) with intersection over union (IOU) were used for duplicate removal in all experiments.

Stochastic gradient descent (SGD) was applied to fine tune our network. Each SGD mini batch
was composed of 256 randomly sampled object proposals from two randomly chosen images. In each
mini-batch, 25% of the Rols were selected as foreground from object proposals, which had IOU
overlapped with a ground-truth bounding box of at least 0.5. We sampled the remaining Rols from
object proposals which had a maximum IOU with ground truth in the interval [0:1; 0:5]. We trained
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our model on a single NVIDIA GeForce GTX TITAN X GPU with 12 GB memory. The experimental
parameters, training and test time of our MIFNet can be seen in Table 1.

Table 1. Experimental parameter setting.

Train Test Backbone Iterations Learning Run Time Test Time
Database Database Setting Rate (Sec/Img) (Sec/Img)
first 80k
VGG16 iterations 0.0005 0.35 0.17
VOC 2007 last 50k
trainval + VOC 2007 iterations 0.00005
VOC 2012 test
trainval first 80k 0.001
Resnet-101 iterations ’ 0.46 0.19
last 30k 0.0001
iterations
first 100k
VO.C 2007 VGG16 iterations 0.0005 0.35 0.15
trainval + last 70k
VOC 2012 VOC 2012 . . 0.00005
A iterations
trainval + test
VOC 2007 first 100k 0.001
test Resnet-101 iterations ’ 0.46 0.18
last 50k 0.0001
iterations
first 350k
VGG16 iterations 0.0005 0.32 0.16
MS COCO last 200k
2014 train + MS COCO iterations 0.00005
MS COCO 2014 minival
2014 val first 350k 0.001
Resnet-101 iterations ’ 0.46 0.19
last 150k 0.0001
iterations

4.2. Performance Comparisons

PASCAL VOC Database: The performance of our MIFNet was compared with some classical
and state-of-the-art object detection methods, including Fast R-CNN [16], Faster R-CNN [7], SIN [35],
ION [32], CPF [40], and so on. The experimental results on data set VOC 2007 test and VOC 2012 test
are shown in Tables 2 and 3 respectively. All the experimental results of comparison approaches are
quoted from their corresponding literatures. From these tables, the following points can be observed.
Firstly, Fast R-CNN and Faster R-CNN are classical two-stage approaches, while SSD is a classical
one-stage approach. Since the relationship between objects and context information were neglected in
them, their performances were inferior to other approaches. Secondly, by utilizing the spatial recurrent
neural networks and semantic segmentation, ION and CPF took global contextual information into
account. Therefore, they outperformed the classical approaches such as Fast R-CNN, Faster R-CNN,
and SSD. Thirdly, SIN considered both the scene context information and object relationships. However,
the relationship in SIN was established only by geometric structure of the objects, which neglected
the objects” appearance information. As a result, its performance was still worse than the proposed
MIFNet. At last, the proposed approach leveraged the attention mechanism to adaptively establish the
relationship between objects, which considered both geometric and appearance information. Besides,
the scene-level information was also introduced into the model. Thus, our MIFNet greatly improved
the detection accuracy of some small and highly correlated objects (such as chair, boat, plant, tv) and
achieved the best performance on PASCAL VOC database.



Appl. Sci. 2020, 10, 418 110f20

Table 2. Detection results on PASCAL VOC 2007 test. Train set: 07 trainval + 12 trainval. “V” and “R”
denote the model uses VGG-16 and Resnet-101 as backbone networks, respectively. The bold characters
represent the best result for each column.

Method Net mAP Aero Bike Bird Boat Bottle Bus Car Cat Chair Cow Table Dog Horse Mbike Person PLANT Sheep Sofa Train Tv

Fast R-CNN
[16]

Faster R-CNN

<

700 770 781 693 594 383 816 786 867 428 788 689 847 820 76.6 69.9 318 70.1 748 804 704

% V. 732 765 790 709 655 521 831 847 864 520 819 657 848 84.6 775 76.7 38.8 736 739 830 726
SSD500 [24] vV 751 798 795 745 634 519 849 856 872 566 801 70.0 854 849 80.9 78.2 49.0 784 724 846 755
TON [32] VvV 756 792 831 776 656 549 854 851 870 544 806 738 853 822 822 744 471 758 727 842 804
SIN [35] vV 760 775 801 750 671 622 832 869 886 577 845 705 86.6 856 77.7 78.3 46.6 776 747 823 771
Fastel['lI;iCNN R 764 798 807 762 683 559 851 853 898 567 87.8 694 883 889 80.9 78.4 41.7 786 798 853 720
SSD321 [24] R 771 763 846 793 646 472 854 840 888 601 826 769 867 872 85.4 79.1 50.8 772 826 873 766

MIFNet(ours) V776 792 798 774 714 633 863 871 894 631 851 724 867 868 782 79.0 50.7 779 754 848 776
MIFNet(ours) R 80.6 81.6 86.4 809 726 702 877 885 8385 668 871 738 89.0 875 83.8 82.5 55.2 831 79.6 855 816

Table 3. Detection results on PASCAL VOC 2012 test. Train set: 07trainval + 12trainval + 07test. “V”
and “R” denote the model uses VGG-16 and Resnet-101 as backbone networks, respectively. The bold
characters represent the best result for each column.

Method Net Map Aero Bike Bird Boat Bottle Bus Car Cat Chair Cow Table Dog Horse Mbike Person Plant Sheep Sofa Train Tv
Fast[I;?NN V 684 823 784 708 523 387 778 716 893 442 730 550 875 805 80.8 72.0 35.1 683 657 804 642

SSD300 [24] V 703 842 763 69.6 532 408 785 736 880 505 735 617 858 80.6 81.2 77.5 443 732 667 811 658
Faster R-CNN

71 V. 704 849 798 743 539 498 775 759 885 456 771 553 869 817 80.9 79.6 40.1 726 609 812 615

CPF [40] V. 726 840 812 759 604 518 812 774 909 502 776 587 884 83.6 82.0 80.4 41.5 750 642 829 651
SIN [35] V. 731 848 795 745 597 557 795 788 899 519 768 582 878 829 81.8 81.6 51.2 752 639 818 678
SSD321 [24] R 754 879 829 737 615 453 814 756 926 574 783 650 908 86.8 85.8 81.5 50.3 78.1 753 852 725
R-FCN [17] R 776 869 834 815 638 624 816 811 931 580 838 608 927 86.0 84.6 84.4 59.0 80.8 68.6 861 729
MIFNet(ours) V 744 862 819 764 603 580 802 784 904 538 785 583 883 83.0 83.7 827 53.0 763 665 826 705
MIFNet(ours) R 784 87.7 843 828 66,5 604 860 822 937 59.0 765 622 913 876 84.8 85.9 58.3 813 721 864 792

MS COCO database: In order to further verify the effectiveness of our proposed method, MS
COCO database was utilized. The object detection results of different methods on this database
are tabulated in Table 4. In this table, AP was averaged precision across all object categories and
multiple intersection over union (IOU) values from 0.5 to 0.95, AP denotes the mAP at IOU = 0.50,
AP”? denotes the mAP at IOU = 0.70, average recall (AR) represents the average recall rate averaged
over all categories and IOU thresholds. AR!, AR'? and AR'™ denote the maximum recall rate of the
fixed number (1, 10, 100) of objects detected in each image, ARS, ARM and ARL represent the recall
rate of small (area smaller than 322), medium (area between 322 and 962) and large (area bigger than
962) objects respectively. From Table 4, we can get the following observations. Firstly, since ION takes
global context information into consideration, its performance is better than the classical approaches
such as Fast R-CNN, Faster R-CNN and YOLOV2. Secondly, SIN outperforms ION, which indicates
the object relationship is important for object detection. Finally, the proposed MIFNet performs best
on MS COCO database because it establishes the relationship between objects by both geometric and
appearance information adaptively and takes the scene-level information into account. In summary,
these observations are consistent with the experimental results of PASCAL VOC database.
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Table 4. Detection results on MS COCO 2014 minival. Train set: trainval35k: MS COCO train +
35k val. “V” and “R” denote the model uses VGG-16 and Resnet-101 as backbone networks, respectively.
The bold characters represent the best result for each column.

Method Net AP AP® AP0 APS APM APL  AR! AR ARI0 ARS ARM ARL
Fast R-CNN [16] A2 205 399 194 41 200 358 213 295 301 73 321 520
Faster R-CNN[7] V 211 409 199 67 225 323 215 304 308 99 334 494

YOLOV2 [27] \Y 216 440 192 50 224 355 207 316 333 98 365 544
ION [32] v 230 420 230 60 238 373 230 324 330 97 370 535
SIN [35] A 232 445 220 73 245 363 226 316 320 105 347 513

SSD321 [24] R 280 454 293 62 283 493 259 378 399 115 433 649
DSSD321 [24] R 280 461 292 74 281 476 - - - - - -
R-FCN [17] R 299 519 - 108 328 450 - - - - - -

SSD513 [24] R 312 504 333 102 345 498 283 421 444 176 492 658

MIFNet(ours) \ 293 536 292 103 347 466 263 369 375 135 437 593

MIFNet(ours) R 321 553 335 158 368 477 284 424 434 242 490 6l6

Effectiveness of scene-level information: For the purpose of verifying the effectiveness of each
part in our proposed method, some ablation experiments are carried out. Here, we employ the VGG-16
as the backbone of our MIFNet. In the first experiment, only the scene-level information is considered
to update the object feature. As shown in Tables 5 and 6, applying scene-level information achieves
a better mAP of 75.8% compared with the baseline (Faster R-CNN without scene-level information
and object relationships) on PASCAL VOC 2007. On the bigger database MS COCO, a better mAP of
23.5% can be obtained. We find that introducing the scene-level information can improve the detection
performances in certain categories, including bike, bottle, chair, plant, TV, and so on. Especially, the
average accuracy of plant has increased by more than 10%. These results are not surprising since these
categories are usually highly relevant to the context of scene. From Figure 7, we can clearly see that the
detection result in (b) with scene-level information is more accurate than the detection result in (a)
without scene-information. This may because the probability of plant appearing increases with the
introducing of balcony information.

(a) (b)

Figure 7. The detection results with scene-level information or without scene-level information.

(a): without scene-level information. (b): with scene-level information.

Table 5. Ablation study on PASCAL VOC 2007 test. All methods are trained on PASCAL VOC
2007trainval+2012trainval. Baseline: faster region-based convolutional network (faster R-CNN). Scene:
only using scene information. The bold characters represent the best result for each column.

Method Map Aero Bike Bird Boat Bottle Bus Car Cat Chair Cow Table Dog Horse Mbike Person Plant Sheep Sofa Train Tv
Baseline 732 765 79.0 709 655 521 831 847 864 520 819 657 848 846 775 767 388 736 739 83.0 726
scene 758 759 798 768 618 632 849 871 872 598 813 734 863 8.9 786 779 479 758 759 823 751
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Table 6. Ablation study on MS COCO 2014 minival. All methods are trained on MS COCO train set.
Baseline: Faster R-CNN trained. Scene: only using scene information. The bold characters represent
the best result for each column.

Method AP AP0 AP0 APS APM  APL  AR! AR AR ARS ARM AR

Baseline 21.1 40.9 19.9 6.7 22.5 32.3 21.5 30.4 30.8 9.9 33.4 494
scene 23.5 46.0 22.1 8.2 28.1 37.5 22.7 32.5 33.1 11.8 38.0 52.2

Effectiveness of Relation and Relation Settings: In the second ablation experiment, the validity of
relationship information is evaluated. Here, the scene-level information is ignored in our model and
we only use a set of Relation GRUs for object detection. Experiments are performed on the PASCAL
VOC and MS COCO databases, respectively. From the experimental results shown in Tables 7 and 8,
we can see that the performance of our model with only relationship information is still superior to
the baseline (Faster R-CNN), especially for highly correlated objects. Taking the detection results in
Figure 8 as an example. It is clear that due to the introduction of relation information, the tables and
chairs which are strongly correlated with each other can be more accurately detected. This indicates
the object relationship is very important for detection.

Table 7. Ablation study on PASCAL VOC 2007 test. All methods are trained on PASCAL VOC
2007trainval + 2012trainval. Baseline: Faster R-CNN. Relation: only using object-object relationships.
The bold characters represent the best result for each column.

Method Map Aero Bike Bird Boat Bottle Bus Car Cat Chair Cow Table Dog Horse Mbike Person Plant Sheep Sofa Train Tv

Baseline 732 765 79.0 709 655 521 831 847 864 520 819 657 848 846 775 767 388 736 739 830 726
Relation 764 779 800 751 672 625 860 864 886 610 847 729 868 873 774 787 466 763 729 822 767

Table 8. Ablation study on MS COCO 2014 minival. All methods are trained on MS COCO train
set. Baseline: Faster R-CNN our trained. Relation: only using object-object relationships. The bold
characters represent the best result for each column.

Method AP AP0 AP0 APS APM  APL  AR! AR AR ARS ARM AR

Baseline 21.1 40.9 19.9 6.7 225 323 21.5 30.4 30.8 9.9 334 494
Relation 24.5 47.4 23.1 8.7 29.7 38.5 23.1 33.3 33.9 12.6 39.5 52.5

Nehair 09940 %
chair0.977 §

chair 0.985 |
6
dining table 0,745 chair 0.992

s0fa 0.973

s0fa 0.949

(@) (b)

Figure 8. The detection results with relation information or without relation information. (a): without
relation information. (b): with relation information.

Through the above experiments, we can clearly know that both the scene-level information
and object relationship are beneficial for detection, and they are indispensable. Figure 9 shows the
detection results of some algorithms and our model. It can be seen that our model performs better
when detecting small and highly correlated objects (such as driver, table, chair) due to the message
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passing between scene-level information and object relationship. At the same time, for some objects
with strong correlation with the scene, the detection result is also well (such as the boats in the sea
scene and aeroplanes in the sky scene).

Faster

RCNN

SSD

Figure 9. Cont.
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MIFNet

Figure 9. Comparison of detection results.

In order to test whether the number of relation modules will influence the detection result of
our MIFNet, we also conduct an experiment to compare the performances of the proposed model
with different numbers of relation modules. As shown in Table 9, we find that with the increase of the
number of relation modules, the detection accuracy of our model will gradually decrease. This may
because too many relation modules will make the network over-associate two objects. For example,
once an object appears near the table, it will be detected as a chair regardless its feature. Therefore,
we choose one module in the experiment.

Table 9. Comparison of different relation module settings. K x Relation denotes with K connected
relation modules. The bold characters represent the best result for each column.

Database GRU Settings mAP

1 X Relation 77.6

PASCAL VOC 2 X Relation 75.2
3 X Relation 74.7

1 X Relation 29.3

MS COCO 2 X Relation 24.0

3 X Relation 24.0

Effectiveness of GRU Settings and the inputs of GRU: In our network, multiple parallel GRU
units are used to fuse the information of scene-level context and object relationship. In order to study
the effectiveness of different GRU settings, several experiments are conducted. Firstly, we build the
message passing module with different numbers (1 to 3) of GRU units and test their performances.
From the experimental results in Table 10, it can be found that when the number of stacked GRU units
increases from 1 to 2, the mAP decreases. In addition, when the number of stacked GRU units increases
from 2 to 3, no significant performance change can be observed. This indicates that one stacked GRU is
enough for our proposed MIFNet.
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Table 10. Comparison of different GRU settings utilized in the attention-based global context
sub-module. The experiments are conducted on PASCAL VOC 2007. (K x GRU) denotes that
there are K stacked GRU units. The bold characters represent the best result for each column.

S?tlt{illfgs mAP Aero Bike Bird Boat Bottle Bus Car Cat Chair Cow Table Dog Horse Mbike Person Plant Sheep Sofa Train Tv
G1R>;J 776 792 798 774 714 633 863 871 894 631 8.1 724 867 868 782 790 507 779 754 848 776
GZR?J 769 774 798 768 685 637 856 872 871 604 8.0 708 863 862 793 793 483 764 767 853 772
G3R>§J 769 765 801 772 679 628 867 865 872 631 840 719 870 8.1 778 787 478 768 77.6 841 761

Then, for the purpose of verifying the effectiveness of the message passing module in our MIFNet,
we compare the experimental performances of two methods. The first method uses the scene-level
information and the object relationship information as inputs to the different GRUs, which is the
strategy employed in our approach. The second method is to concatenate the scene-level information
and the object relationship information as one vector and then input this vector to only one GRU.
From the experimental results in Table 11, the detection performances of two different methods are
77.6% and 76.2%, respectively. It is clear that the first method obtains better detection results since
different information can be effectively transmit to each other through the two groups of GRUs in it.
Nevertheless, the second method which directly concatenates different information cannot accomplish
information transmission.

Table 11. Comparison of different inputs of GRU. The experiments are conducted on PASCAL VOC
2007. All methods are trained on PASCAL VOC 2007 trainval + 2012 trainval. GRU1 represents the
inputs are the scene-level information and relationship with objects. GRU2 represents the mixed
information. The bold characters represent the best result for each column.

Settings mAP Aero Bike Bird Boat Bottle Bus Car Cat Chair Cow Table Dog Horse Mbike Person Plant Sheep Sofa Train Tv
GRU1 776 79.2 798 774 714 633 863 871 894 631 851 724 867 868 782 79.0 507 779 754 848 77.6
GRU2 762 764 807 749 659 621 837 873 878 616 824 677 872 847 787 784 499 776 772 816 771

5. Conclusions

This paper proposed a network that fuses both the scene-level and relationship information for
object detection in images. Compared with other methods, the most important advantage of our
approach is that we leverage the attention mechanism to model the relationship between objects
adaptively. Besides, the relationship weights are obtained using not only the geometric structure, but
also the appearance feature of the objects. At last, the scene-level information is also considered in our
model. Two widely used databases are employed in our experiment. From the experimental results,
we can see that through fusing the scene-level and object relationship information, our proposed
MIFNet outperforms some classical and state-of-the-art approaches. Furthermore, some ablation
experiments are also carried out to test the effectiveness of our MIFNet.
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