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Abstract: Unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) are a highly sought-after technology with numerous
applications in both military and non-military uses. The identification of targets is a crucial aspect of
UAV applications, but there are challenges associated with complex detection models and difficulty
in detecting small targets. To address these issues, this study proposes the lightweight L-YOLO
algorithm for target detection tasks from a UAV perspective. The L-YOLO algorithm improves
on YOLOVS by improving the model’s detection performance for small targets while reducing
the number of parameters and computational effort. The GhostNet module replaces the relevant
convolution in the YOLOvV5 model to create a lightweight model. The EloU loss is used as the loss
function of the algorithm to accelerate convergence and improve regression accuracy. Furthermore,
feature-level extensions based on YOLOV5 are implemented, and a new detection head is proposed to
improve the model’s detection accuracy for small targets. The size of the anchor boxes is redesigned
to suit the small targets using the K-means++ clustering algorithm. The experiments were conducted
on the VisDrone-2022 dataset, and the L-YOLO algorithm demonstrated a reduction in computational
effort by 42.42% and number of parameters by 48.6% compared to the original algorithm. Furthermore,
recall and mAP@0.5 improved by 2.1% and 1.4%, respectively. These results demonstrate that the
L-YOLO algorithm not only has better detection performance for small targets but is also a lighter
model, indicating promising prospects for target detection from a UAV perspective.

Keywords: UAV target detection; lightweighting; GhostNet module; EloU loss; K-means++

1. Introduction

Advancements in unmanned aerial vehicle technology have enabled its widespread
use in various industries, such as environmental surveys, forest fire prevention, and
maritime rescue. Hence, target detection, a crucial component of UAV applications, has
become a research hotspot in recent years.

Anchor-based and anchor-free target detection algorithms are currently the two types
of deep-learning-based target detection algorithms. A two-stage anchor-based targeted de-
tection algorithm differs from one-stage anchor-based target detection algorithms. One-stage
target detection algorithms, such as the Single Shot MultiBox Detector (SSD) [1] and the
You Only Look Once (YOLO) series [2-12], are fast but lack accuracy, particularly for small
targets. As a result of its two-stage detection algorithm, the region-based convolutional neu-
ral networks class outperforms single-stage algorithms in terms of target detection accuracy.
This type of algorithm has been represented in various studies, including those referenced
in citations [13-16]. However, this improved accuracy comes at the cost of slower detection
speed. Therefore, depending on the specific needs of the user, it may be necessary to con-
sider both the accuracy and speed when selecting a target detection algorithm. Anchor-free
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target detection algorithms follow a new approach to corner point detection, represented
by CornerNet [17] and CenterNet [18], instead of using pre-defined frames.

Due to the operational environment of UAVs, target objects for detection are often
small, and therefore, target detection algorithms applied to UAVs must be efficient in de-
tecting small targets. However, conventional UAVs have limited processing power, making
it challenging to deploy algorithms with large network sizes and computations. As a result,
the number of parameters and computational power of the target detection algorithms
embedded in UAVs must be considered. Lightweight neural networks optimized for low-
power embedded devices, such as the MobileNet [19-21] and ShuffleNet [22,23] series,
have been developed in recent years, but their detection performance is significantly lower.
Therefore, it is crucial to simplify the algorithm model while ensuring its effectiveness in
detecting small targets.

YOLOVS is a highly popular single-stage target detection algorithm that has been
gaining traction in recent years. It is widely used for target detection tasks, such as object
recognition in images and videos. This algorithm is designed to be fast and efficient,
making it an ideal choice for real-time applications where speed is crucial. In this study,
the YOLOv5 model is combined with the lightweight network module, GhostNet [24], to
reduce the number of parameters and computational effort, and the loss function is also
modified. To improve the model’s detection performance for small objects, a new feature
prediction layer is designed and implemented. The study uses images from the VisDrone-
2022 [25] dataset, obtained entirely by drones, as the detection target. The structure of this
paper includes an introduction to related work, a description of the improvement methods
adopted, a detailed demonstration of the method’s effectiveness through experiments, and
a summary.

2. Related Work

The detection of small targets is difficult due to their small size and low pixel density.
Researchers have explored data augmentation techniques, contextual information, and
multi-scale feature learning to enhance the performance of neural networks in detecting
small targets. One proposed data augmentation method for addressing the issue of the
limited number and diversity of small targets in a dataset is copy-pasting [26], which
involves randomly duplicating small targets in the image. However, copy-pasting often
results in issues such as scale and background mismatches, compromising the integrity of
the image. To address these problems, researchers have proposed an adaptive copy-pasting
method called AdaResampling [27]. Scale Match [28] also adjusts the scale of external
datasets based on the scale of small targets in the dataset and integrates them into the
training set to improve the feature representation of small targets.

Contextual information refers to the relationship between the pixels of a specific target
and its neighboring objects, such as the contextual information around a person’s eyes
including their eyebrows and nose. The contextual feature information around a target
can be useful for object recognition during detection. The SODet [29] backbone network
utilizes the global computational properties of the Transformer [30] to establish connections
between objects in an image that is relatively far from a particular target while using
convolutional neural networks (CNN) to extract local information from the image. The
Feature-Fused SSD [31] algorithm reconstructs the image back into pixel space through
deconvolution, thus visualizing and finding the most suitable and effective receptive field
as a small target for feature fusion, thereby enhancing the connection between contexts
and improving the detection accuracy of the algorithm for small targets. Combining FA-
SSD [32] extracts contextual information from the surrounding pixels of a small target and
connects it with contextual features in tandem to enrich the features of small targets, thus
enabling the model to better detect targets.

As a result of developing methods for extracting useful information from images of
various sizes and feature maps of various scales, researchers have been able to improve the
accuracy of detection of small targets by performing feature extraction and predicting fea-
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tures from multiple scaled feature maps. The SSD algorithm detects objects by performing
softmax classification and position regression on multiple feature scales, with each scale
responsible for detecting objects of different sizes. DSSD [33] builds on SSD by replacing its
original VGG16 [34] backbone network with Resnet-101 [35], which has a deeper network
level and stronger feature expression ability, and by adopting a feature fusion method
to fuse the feature information of different layers together. Similarly, FPN [36] adds an
upsampling and side connection structure to SSD, significantly improving target detection
accuracy. PANet [37] shortens the information transfer distance between bottom-level and
top-level features using a bottom-up path augmentation method, while BiFPN [38] applies
a bidirectional path to each feature layer for feature fusion and repeats the fusion process
multiple times to achieve higher-level multi-scale feature enhancement. QueryDet [39] uses
a novel query algorithm to radically speed up the process of object detection based on the
feature pyramid.

Embedded devices often have limited computing power and storage space, making it
difficult to deploy large neural network models. To address this issue, researchers have
focused on developing lightweight neural network designs. The MobileNet series, devel-
oped by Google, uses depthwise separable convolution as the basic unit to create efficient
and lightweight CNN models. The ShuffleNet series, developed by Megvii Technology,
achieves a balance between model performance and computational load with low memory
and computing power. PP-LCNet [40], proposed by the Baidu team, is a lightweight CPU
network that improves the performance of lightweight models on multi-tasking.

3. L-YOLO

Owing to the limitations of a UAV’s own on-board processor and power losses, there
are few parameters for target detection algorithms applied to UAVs. As UAVs often operate
at high altitudes and the scale of target detectors varies highly, algorithms embedded
in UAVs need to consider the detection performance of small targets while ensuring
conventional target detection. Therefore, enhancing the algorithm model to simultaneously
meet the requirements of low power consumption and efficient small target detection is a
problem that must be addressed.

The speed at which YOLOVS5 detects targets is good, but its accuracy is not as
good as for a typical two-stage detection algorithm. Two objectives are achieved in this
study with the L-YOLO algorithm proposed in this study as an improvement to the
YOLOVS5 algorithm:

(1) Make the algorithm model more suitable for embedded devices with limited
hardware conditions by reducing its parameters.

(2) Improve small target detection performance by further optimizing the model.

3.1. L-YOLO Model

In this study, a small target detection model named L-YOLO is proposed. This model
uses the YOLOVS detection algorithm as its basis. As part of L-YOLO, GhostNet is intro-
duced into the backbone network and neck of the YOLOv5 model, and additionally, loss
function and feature prediction layers are modified. The model of L-YOLO is shown in
Figure 1.
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Figure 1. L-YOLO model structure.

3.2. L-YOLO Model

Given the specific limits of the drone, the computing power of the deep learning
model embedded in it is relatively limited. In the original network structure of YOLOVS5,
a large amount of redundant data is generated when extracting image features, which
occupies hardware storage space, reduces computing speed, and does not meet the re-
quirements of rapid detection. For the algorithm model to adapt to the UAV equipment,
this study introduces the GhostNet network structure, which is specially designed for
mobile equipment.

The majority of convolution operations begin with point convolution for dimension-
ality reduction and end with depth convolution for feature extraction. In addition to
extracting more feature information from an input image, CNN-trained neural networks
also generate more redundant feature maps. In addition to enhancing the performance of a
model, performing numerous convolution operations increases memory and computing
resource consumption. Most lightweight networks today achieve lightweight effects by
removing some redundant features. GhostNet combines standard convolution and linear
operations while maintaining the original network’s output feature map and channel size.
In this way, parameterization and computation are simplified.

The Huawei Noah'’s Ark Laboratory has proposed GhostNet, a lightweight network
for feature extraction. The Ghost module can generate more features with less computation.
Figure 2a is an ordinary convolution structure, and Figure 2b is the convolution structure in
the Ghost module. The Ghost module divides the original convolution into two parts, first
generating a small number of feature maps using fewer convolution kernels, then using
resource-intensive linear operations to produce the remaining feature layers, and finally
stitching all the feature layers together to expand the target feature map.

Ordinary convolution calculations convolve three channels simultaneously and pro-
vide a single value as output. Depthwise separable convolution splits the traditional
convolution into two steps. First, the three channels are convoluted to obtain three separate
values, and then, these three values are passed through a pointwise kernel with a size of
1 x 1 X 3 to obtain the final value. For images of H x W with the same size, when the offset
is not considered, the parameters and calculations are as follows:

Pr=cXLXL+cxX 1)
Fr=HXWxXxcXLXL+cxXxHxW 2)
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(a) Ordinary convolutional layers

Input

(b) The Ghost Module

Figure 2. Illustration of the normal convolution and Ghost convolution modules when the input and
output are the same.

In the above equation, the convolution kernel size is represented by L, the input
channel size is represented by C, the output channel size is indicated by X, and the input
map size is H. The length of the input feature map is W, and the width is H. However, any
convolution kernel can be of any size.

If each basic feature corresponds to S redundant features, then the kernel of a Ghost
convolution is D x D. For a GhostNet convolution, assuming the bias parameter is set to
zero, the following parameters and calculations are generated:

Pohost = X/SxeX LXL+(S=1)/SxXxDxD 3)
Fghost = X/SXHXWXcXLXxL+(S-1)/SxHxWxXxDxD 4)

This gives the ratio of the number of parameters to the amount of computation for
Ghost convolution versus conventional convolution, which can be expressed as:

Popost  X/SxecxLxL+(S—1)/SxXxDxD 1

Rp = ~ = 5

P=pp XxcxLxL S ©)
R _ Fghost ~ X/SXxcxWXHXLXL4(§-1)/SxXXxWxHxDxD 1 ©)
F= " XxcxWxHxXLXL =S

The Ghost bottleneck was constructed based on the strengths and features of the Ghost
module, as shown in Figure 3. It borrows the residual block structure from the ResNet
model, integrating multiple convolutions and shortcuts. As shown in Figure 3a, the step
size is 1, and after the two ghost modules, a batch normalization layer is added, followed
by a Rectified Linear Unit activation function. Figure 3b utilizes a two-step convolution
algorithm to downsample between two Ghost modules.
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Figure 3. Ghost bottleneck structure.

Therefore, by introducing the GhostNet module, the original model has fewer param-
eters and requires less computing effort. In Figure 4, we see the model after GhostNet
is introduced.
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Figure 4. Achieving lightweight models.

3.3. Loss Function

In YOLOVS, the boundary loss is calculated using the Complete-IoU (CIoU) loss in
order to determine the distance between the true bounding box and the predicted bounding
box. This takes into account not only the overlapped area between the predicted and real
frames but also the distance between their central points and their aspect ratios. The
formula for this is as follows:

2 b bgt
Lerou = 1— IoU + "(6’2) +aw @)
4 wst w\?
v = p= <arctan e arctan h) (8)
M S o

(1—1TIoU)+v
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02 (b, b8") is the Euclidean distance between the two frames, IoU is the intersection

ratio between them, c is the diagonal length of the smallest outer rectangle between them, v

w8t

is the positive equilibrium parameter, and

the two frames.

It can be seen from Equation (8) that the penalty for this item in CloU is no longer effec-
tive when the aspect ratio of the predicted frame satisfies { (w = kws', h = kh8") | k € R*},
despite the fact that CloU loss considers the distance between the centroids of the real and
predicted frames, the overlap area, and the aspect ratio. Furthermore, we have

and ¥ is the aspect ratio consistency between

dv 8 wét w h

o 2 arctan T arctan ) w2 (10)

v 8 w8t w w

py arctan e arctan n) w2 (11)

Therefore,

Jdu h dv
- _ _ 277 12
ow w oh 12)

The above equation shows that g—gj and S—Z are inversely related; that is, when the
value of w or & increases during training, the other value is bound to decrease. Efficient-
IoU (EIoU) loss is used as the loss function of the algorithm in this study to solve the
two problems described above. According to CloU loss, EIoU loss introduces information
about the real and predicted frames’ lengths and widths. Its formula is as follows:

P50 | P ()

c? Cw? cp?

Leou =1—1IoU + (13)
In this equation, ¢, and cj, represent the width and height of the smallest bounding
box covering the ground truth and predicted boxes, respectively. By using the EloU loss as
a basis, we can split the aspect ratio loss into the predicted width and height as well as a
minimum bounding box. This results in faster convergence, better regression accuracy, and
a focus on high-quality anchor boxes during regression. In addition, EloU loss introduces
Focal loss into its bounding box regression task, which optimizes sample imbalances.

3.4. Prediction Feature Layer

Small sample sizes and the relatively high downsampling multiplier of the model
contribute to the poor detection of small targets in YOLOv5. Due to the difficulty of
learning features of small targets, shallower feature maps should incorporate a small target
detection layer.

YOLOVS5 originally performed feature prediction only in the last three C3 layers, as
shown in Figure 5a. However, the detection of small targets is inadequate as it loses
feature information during the continuous downsampling process. Hence, this study adds
a feature prediction layer, as shown in Figure 5b. Predictions in the newly added layer
are more precise, and small objects are less likely to be downsampled, which helps the
model to gain insight. Inspired by BiFPN, this study improves the connection method of
the feature fusion layer, as shown in Figure 5c. In the original PANet model, bottom-up
and top-down path aggregation were used to improve multi-scale feature fusion. However,
the input features of the bottom-up feature fusion stage had no original output features
from the backbone network. Using cross-connection, this study removes nodes that do not
contribute to feature fusion and adds skip connections between input and output nodes
of the same scale to fuse more features. We consider each bidirectional path as a layer on
the same feature scale. Higher-level feature fusion is achieved by reusing the same layer
multiple times.
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Figure 5. Implementation process of high-level feature fusion.

For the detection of small targets, the feature fusion network is enhanced with a
second feature layer, as shown in Figure 5b. However, retaining extra shallow semantic
information in the network leads to the loss of deep semantic information. The cross-scale
connectivity approach adopted in this study can fuse more feature information without

increasing the computational cost.
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3.5. Anchor Box

The YOLOVS algorithm obtains the anchor box size through edge clustering with
the K-means [41] algorithm on the MS COCO [42] dataset, which is dominated by large
and medium targets. This study used the VisDrone-2022 dataset, which contains a large
number of small targets, so the anchor box size is not suitable for the dataset, as screening
out inappropriate bounding boxes by the YOLO detection head would severely affect
the model. To address this issue, this study modified the size of the anchor box in the
VisDrone-2022 dataset using the K-means++ [43] clustering algorithm, which improved the
model’s detection accuracy for small targets.

By optimizing the selection of initial points, the K-means++ clustering algorithm
improves the accuracy of classification results compared to K-means. For the VisDrone-
2022 dataset, this study used K-means++ clustering to calculate anchor box sizes. Using this
method, we selected the first cluster center randomly from the dataset and then chose the
remaining cluster centers based on the distance between each sample x; in the dataset and
the initialized cluster centers, indicated by D(x). Once the cluster centers were determined,
we used the following formula for the relationship:

_ D)
VN ()2
YiZ1 D(xi)
The point with the highest probability value was chosen as the next clustering center.
Each clustering center was selected in this manner until K were selected. In the dataset,
each sample was assigned to the class with the smallest distance from the K cluster centers

based on its distance to the K cluster centers. Continuous updates were performed until
the cluster centers were fixed in their positions.

P(x) (14)

4. Experiments

An Intel Xeon Gold 5118 CPU@2.30 GHz CPU and NVIDIA Quadro P5000 16 G GPU
were used in this experiment for model training, and the same platform was used for model
test inference. The software ran on the Windows operating system and included Python
3.8.13, PyTorch 1.9.0, and the Cudall.1 deep learning framework.

For the validation of the proposed method, the following experiments were conducted
on VisDrone-2022:

(1) L-YOLO ablation experiments: L-YOLO, which is proposed in this study, is based
on YOLOVS5, with several improvements. Ablation experiments were conducted on the
VisDrone-2022 dataset to verify the effect of each improvement on the detection process.

(2) Our comparison experiments with the most advanced target detection algorithms
demonstrated L-YOLO'’s effectiveness.

4.1. Dataset

A traditional dataset has a relatively small proportion of small targets and an uneven
distribution of them. As a result of uneven distributions, the model is biased toward
learning large and medium targets during training. The VisDrone-2022 dataset, a profes-
sional dataset with predominantly small objects, was used to address this issue. A random
selection of VisDrone-2022 images is shown in Figure 6.

Figure 6. VisDrone-2022 images selected at random.
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The VisDrone-2022 dataset was collected by the Machine Learning and Data Mining
Laboratory at Tianjin University. Compared to MS COCO, this dataset contains twice as
many small objects, thus making it suitable for detecting small targets. For each scale,
Table 1 displays the percentages of targets based on these data.

Table 1. MS COCO and VisDrone-2022 scale target comparison (%).

Size (%) MS COCO VisDrone-2022
Small 41.43 87.77

Medium 34.33 11.97
Large 24.24 0.26

4.2. Ablation Experiment

As the UAV can only carry target detection algorithms with few parameters and
low power consumption, this study proposes a lightweight L-YOLO model. This model
features the GhostNet module as the neck and backbone networks. Upon incorporating the
lightweight modules, to ensure the algorithm’s detection performance, we also combined
the original model with ShuffleNetV2, MobileNetV3, PP-LCNet, and GhostNet modules
for a comparison experiment. The position and number of lightweight modules inserted
in the model were consistent, and the experiment was conducted on the VisDrone-2022
dataset; the results are shown in Table 2.

Table 2. Experimental comparison of YOLOV5 in combination with different lightweight modules.

Models R (%) mAP@0.5 (%) Parameters GFLOPs
YOLOv5s 34.5 33.9 7.2M 16.5
ShuffleNetV2-YOLOv5s 22.5 19 2.7M 6.5
MobileNetV3-YOLOv5s 26.2 20.5 3.9M 7.3
PP-LCNet-YOLOv5s 27.4 27 3.8M 8.2
GhostNet-YOLOv5s 31.4 30.6 3.6M 8.1

As seen in Table 2, although the ShuffleNetV2, MobileNetV3, and PP-LCNet modules
reduce the number of parameters and the computational complexity of the original model,
the detection performance is also reduced by a large amount. In contrast, the algorithm
model combined with the GhostNet module sacrifices recall and mAP values to a lesser
extent but reduces the number of parameters and computational complexity. ShuffleNetV2
reduces the parameters of the original model to 2.7 M, and the calculation amount is
reduced to 6.5 G, providing the best lightweight effect among the four modules. However,
it also has the greatest impact on the detection of the model, reducing the recall rate by
12% and the mAP value by 14.9%. The introduction of the GhostNet module reduces the
recall rate of the model by 3.1%, the mAP by 3.3%, the number of parameters by 50%,
and the amount of calculations by 50.9%. This enables the model to achieve a lightweight
effect, and the detection performance of the model is only slightly reduced. Therefore,
the GhostNet module was inserted into the backbone network and neck of the algorithm
model, replacing the initial complex convolution structure of the original algorithm.

When the GhostNet module was introduced, the algorithm’s detection performance
slightly degraded. Adding the feature detection layer to the model improved the perfor-
mance of the detection algorithm by modifying the loss function. The ablation experiments
performed on the VisDrone-2022 dataset were used to verify the effectiveness of the im-
provements proposed in this study. As a fair evaluation, this study kept the parameters of
each variable consistent; the experimental results can be found in Table 3.
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Table 3. Comparison of results of ablation experiments.

New Pre-
Methods GhostNet EloU diction New R (%) mA:’ @0.5 mAP@0.5:0.95 (%) Parameters GFLOPs
Loss Anchor (%)
Layer
YOLOvSs 345 339 18.2 72M 16.5
baseline
M1 v 314 30.6 15.6 3.6 M 8.1
M2 v 35.8 35.3 19.2 72M 16.5
M3 v 39.4 39.2 22.3 73 M 19
M4 v 35.6 34.7 18.9 72M 16.5
M5 v v 31.9 31.8 16.3 3.6 M 8.1
Me6 v v v 36.3 35 19.1 3.7M 9.5
M7 v v v v 36.6 35.3 19.2 3.7M 9.5

All the proposed methods in this study were compared against YOLOV5s as the
baseline, and the results showed that they all improved its efficiency. The first method
involved replacing the convolutional blocks in the original model with GhostNet modules;
owing to this, the model achieved the effect of lightweighting, but with a slight reduction
in the detection performance.

The second method was to use EloU loss as the loss function of the model. Model
parameters are usually not changed by changing the loss function. The introduction of
EIoU loss enhanced the detection ability of the model and increased the recall rate and
mAP@0.5 by 1.3% and 1.4%, respectively.

The third method was to add a new feature prediction layer. As this was based on the
original feature layer with an additional small target prediction layer and changes in the
connection method, it led to an increase in the number of parameters and computation of
the original model. The number of parameters of the model increased from 7.2 to 7.3 M,
and the computation volume increased from 16.5 to 19 (Table 3). However, the detection
ability of the model improved significantly, the recall rate increased by 4.9%, and mAP@0.5
increased from 33.9% to 39.2%.

For the VisDrone-2022 dataset, the fourth method involved resizing the anchor box
using the K-means++ algorithm. The comparison results show that this method had no
impact on the number of parameters and calculations of the model, but it did improve the
detection performance of the model. The recall rate increased from 34.5% to 35.6%, and
mAP@O0.5 also increased by 0.8%.

The next three methods focused on developing a lightweight model with higher detec-
tion performance. The methods used in this study improved the efficiency of the model,
and the final model not only reduced the number of parameters from 7.2 to 3.7 M but also
reduced the number of calculations from 16.5 to 9.5 compared to the original YOLOv5s
model (Table 3). Additionally, the detection performance of the model significantly im-
proved, and the recall rate and mAP@0.5 increased by 2.1% and 1.4%, respectively, which
fully proves the effectiveness of the proposed method.

4.3. Comparative Experiment

Experiments were conducted to compare L-YOLO with other state-of-the-art target
detection algorithms to demonstrate the superiority of L-YOLO over other algorithms, and
the results are shown in Table 4.
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Table 4. Comparison with different target detection algorithms.

Methods R (%) mAP@0.5 (%) Parameters GFLOPs
SSD 35.5 239 24 5M 87.9
RetinaNet (ResNet-18) 37.9 21.2 19.8 M 93.7
YOLOvV3 34.8 32.3 63 M 157.3
YOLOvV5s 34.5 33.9 72M 16.5
YOLOvV5m 37.9 37.8 21.2M 49
YOLOX-s 39.6 33.8 9.0 M 26.8
YOLOv7 39 34.5 369M 104.7
YOLOvS8s 39.8 39 11.2M 28.5
L-YOLO (ours) 36.6 35.3 3.7M 9.5

The results from Table 4 show that L-YOLO not only surpasses YOLOv5s in detection
performance but also reduces the amount of parameters and calculations by a significant
amount. The performance of L-YOLO compared with the early detection algorithms such
as SSD and RetinaNet is high in all aspects. Although the recall of L-YOLO is slightly
lower compared to YOLOX-s and YOLOV7, its mAP value is higher, and the number of
parameters and computation is much lower. Compared to the latest YOLOv8s, L-YOLO has
a slightly weaker detection performance, but the number of parameters and the number of
computations are only about one-third of that of YOLOvS8s. In summary, L-YOLO not only
meets the lightweight requirement; it also has a strong detection performance.

Visual comparisons were made between images captured from different scenes in
the VisDrone-2022 test set to determine L-YOLO’s detection performance. The results are
shown in Figure 7, where group (a) is a graph of detection results of YOLOv5s, group (b) is
a graph of the detection results after changing the feature prediction layer, and group (c)
is the detection result of the proposed L-YOLO model. We marked the main differences
of the images with positive red boxes and used numbers to label them. Plot (d) shows
randomly selected images from the results of a comparison of visualizations, with areas
enlarged to facilitate visual comparison. Graphs comparing the detection effects of the
groups show that group (b) shows the most effective detection effect, proving that the
small target detection layer proposed in this study improves detection on small targets and
reduces missed detections. The detection effect of L-YOLO, although inferior to that of
group (b), is better than that of YOLOv5s. The same number in the diagram represents the
same area. This shows that this study does reduce the detection effect of the model after the
model is lightened, but by modifying the loss function and other aspects of optimization,
the detection effect of L-YOLO exceeds that of the original YOLOv5s, which fully proves
the effectiveness of the proposed method.

Figure 8 shows the experimental performance of different models, where YOLOv5s+P
represents the model after adding the new detection layer proposed in this study. The
results show that the detection performance of L-YOLO exceeds that of YOLOV5, proving
that the proposed method reduces the computational and parametric quantities of the
model and improves the detection performance of the model for small targets.
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(a) YOLOvS5s (b) YOLOv5s+P (c) L-yOLO

(d) Visualization versus zoom-in

Figure 7. Comparison of algorithm visualization effects.
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(a) mAP@0.5 for the experiment.
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(b) mAP@0.5:0.95 for the experiment.

Figure 8. mAP0.5, mAP0.5:0.95 for the experiment.

5. Conclusions

The small internal storage capacity and limited computing power of embedded de-
vices make them difficult to use for large-scale data storage. Therefore, the target detection
algorithms applied to embedded devices must be lightweight while demonstrating high
detection performance. To address the above issues, this study proposes the L-YOLO
algorithm using YOLOV5 as a baseline. In this study, the GhostNet module is introduced
into the algorithm model, the loss function of the original model is modified, a new predic-
tive feature layer is proposed, and an anchor box suitable for small targets is redesigned
using the K-means++ clustering algorithm. This study tests the proposed algorithm on
the VisDrone-2022 dataset. The experimental data show that, compared to the YOLOVS5,
the number of calculations of L-YOLO was reduced by 42.42%; this resulted in a 48.6%
reduction in parameters. Simultaneously, the recall rate increased from 34.5% to 36.6%, and
the mAP@0.5 also increased by 1.4%, proving that the proposed method not only reduces
the number of parameters and number of calculations but also improves the detection
performance of the model.
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