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Abstract: In the field of computer vision, the detection of infrared small targets (IRSTD) is a crucial
research area that plays an important role in space exploration, infrared warning systems, and other
applications. However, the existing IRSTD methods are prone to generating a higher number of false
alarms and an inability to accurately locate the target, especially in scenarios with low signal-to-noise
ratio or high noise interference. To address this issue, we proposes a fully convolutional-based small
target detection algorithm (FCST). The algorithm builds on the anchor-free detection method FCOS
and adds a focus structure and a single aggregation approach to design a lightweight feature extrac-
tion network that efficiently extracts features for small targets. Furthermore, we propose a feature
refinement mechanism to emphasize the target and suppress conflicting information at multiple
scales, enhancing the detection of infrared small targets. Experimental results demonstrate that the
proposed algorithm achieves a detection rate of 95% and a false alarm rate of 2.32% for IRSTD tasks.
To tackle even more complex scenarios, we propose a temporally-aware fully convolutional infrared
small target detection (TFCST) algorithm that leverages both spatial and temporal information from
sequence images. Building on a single-frame detection network, the algorithm incorporates ConvL-
STM units to extract spatiotemporal contextual information from the sequence images, boosting the
detection of infrared small targets. The proposed algorithm shows fast detection speed and achieves
a 2.73% improvement in detection rate and an 8.13% reduction in false alarm rate relative to the
baseline single-frame detection networks.

Keywords: infrared small target detection; deep learning; time-aware network; fully convolutional
neural network

1. Introduction

Infrared small target detection (IRSTD) has been an important subject and research
focus in the field of computer vision. Infrared detection has a series of advantages, such
as good environmental adaptability, high concealment, and strong anti-interference abil-
ity. With the continuous improvement of the performance of infrared detection systems,
infrared detection technology has been widely used in civilian fields such as medical diag-
nosis of diseased cells and industrial testing, as well as in military fields such as infrared
warning and infrared guidance. In these fields, real-time detection of small infrared targets
with high detection rates and low false alarm rates is an essential requirement. However,
in most infrared imaging systems, the distance between the target to be detected and
the detector is far, the signal is severely attenuated in the atmosphere, and the target has
characteristics such as small imaging area, low signal-to-noise ratio, and unclear shape and
texture features. Furthermore, the complex and changing background in practical scenes
poses a great challenge to the detection of infrared small targets.

Currently, the mainstream infrared small target detection algorithms rely on hand-
crafted features for detection, which suffer from high false alarm rates and poor adaptability
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in complex scenes. In recent years, deep learning-based object detection techniques have
rapidly developed, achieving high levels of both speed and accuracy. Deep learning-based
approaches have made great progress in many areas of computer vision, such as image
segmentation [1,2], action recognition [3,4], and object detection [5,6]. However, research
on applying deep learning techniques to infrared small target detection tasks is relatively
rare. The main challenge lies in the small size and lack of contour information of the targets,
which makes it difficult for the detection network to train and converge on them. Con-
sidering the powerful feature extraction and generalization capabilities of deep learning
methods, adjusting the network structure and designing detection strategies specifically for
small targets could undoubtedly lead to better performance in meeting the requirements of
infrared small target detection tasks.

This study addresses the issue of detecting small infrared objects, where existing deep
learning-based algorithms may lose feature information due to the complex background.
To overcome this, we adjust the structure of the feature extraction network and adopt
feature refinement mechanisms to enhance feature representation and suppress background
interference, resulting in precise detection results generated from both classification and
regression subnets. For more complex scenarios, we introduce a convolutional long short-
term memory network to effectively combine spatio-temporal and feature information for
higher detection performance.

The key contributions of our study are:
(1) We propose a temporally-aware fully convolutional infrared small target detection

(TFCST) algorithm that leverages both spatial and temporal information from sequence
images to address the problem of high false alarm rate in infrared small target detection.

(2) We introduce a fully convolutional-based small target detection algorithm (FCST)
to address the issue of the reduced robustness of existing IRSTD methods in complex
backgrounds. Furthermore, we propose a feature refinement mechanism to emphasize the
target and suppress conflicting information at multiple scales, enhancing the IRSTD.

(3) Based on the single-frame FCST, we incorporate ConvLSTM units to extract spa-
tiotemporal contextual information from the sequence images, boosting the detection of
infrared small targets.

2. Related Work

To overcome these challenges, researchers have conducted research on the detection of
infrared small targets and have achieved some research results. In the process of detecting
small infrared targets, detection algorithms can be divided into two categories based on
the differences in their spatial and temporal handling: algorithms based on single-frame
images and those based on sequence images.

2.1. Single-Frame Image-Based Infrared Small Target Detection

Based on the current state of technology, there exist four categories of infrared small
target detection algorithms for a single frame image. These categories include those based
on filtering, visual contrast mechanisms, image data structures, and deep learning.

Filtering-based methods can be classified into two categories: spatial-domain filtering
and frequency-domain filtering. Spatial-domain filtering methods estimate the background
signal of the infrared image first, then perform differential operations on the original
image and the estimated background image, and finally use threshold segmentation in
the differential image to achieve small infrared target detection. Typical spatial-domain
filtering methods include spatial domain high-pass filtering [7], maximum mean/median
filtering [8], two-dimensional least mean square (TDLMS) filtering [9], bilateral filtering [10],
and top-hat transformation [11], among others.

Frequency-domain filtering methods mainly design appropriate filters in the transform
domain to remove the background and noise. The earliest frequency-domain filtering meth-
ods included ideal high-pass filtering, Gaussian high-pass filtering, and Butterworth filtering.
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Recently, researchers have leveraged the powerful capabilities of the human visual
system (HSV) in detecting small targets in infrared images. One approach that has been
successfully used is the local contrast measure (LCM) proposed by Chen et al. [12], which is
based on the contrast sensitivity mechanism of human vision. Subsequently, Han et al. [13]
proposed an improved version of LCM, called the improved local contrast measure (ILCM),
which employs adaptive processes and attention transfer mechanisms to effectively address
the over-enhancement of noise points in LCM.

In recent years, deep learning-based target detection technology has rapidly developed,
and relevant research has emerged in the field of infrared small target detection. In 2019,
Wang et al. used adversarial learning to balance missed detection (MD) and false alarm
(FA), using two flow models processed by adversarial training for sub-tasks, with each
flow focusing on reducing missed detection or false alarm, achieving good results in
infrared small target detection [14]. Inspired by the unique distribution features of infrared
small targets, Shi et al. [15] considered infrared small targets as “noise” and transformed
the task of small target detection into a denoising problem. In 2020, Zhao et al. [16]
constructed a generative adversarial network (GAN) model to automatically learn target
features and directly predict target intensity. Overall, deep learning methods can more
effectively extract the features of targets and background and distinguish them, which
has significant advantages over traditional detection algorithms and represents a new
breakthrough direction in IRSTD technology. Deep-IRTarget [17] combines frequency
domain and spatial domain features to form dual-domain features, aiming to improve the
accuracy of target detection. Zhang et al. [18] proposed transforming the features extracted
by a pre-trained self-supervised feature extractor into a Gaussian-like distribution to reduce
feature distribution mismatch.

2.2. Multi-Frame Image-Based Infrared Small Target Detection

In the detection of small infrared moving targets, the shape, grayscale variations,
and motion trajectory of the targets exhibit continuity over time, a crucial characteristic for
effectively distinguishing between targets and noise. Therefore, detection methods based
on sequential images need to consider both spatial and temporal information.

One such method is the pipeline filtering method, which relies on the continuity of
the target’s motion trajectory. The basic idea is to first detect some suspected targets in the
first frame of the image and then establish a temporal pipeline along the time axis, t, in
the image sequence, using these suspected targets as centers. The length of the pipeline
represents the number of consecutive frames for detection, and the radius of the pipeline
corresponds to the target’s neighborhood size. When the suspected target appears in the
pipeline a predetermined number of times, it is judged as a real target; otherwise, it is
considered interference.

When the signal strength of a target is low, direct detection methods can be challenging,
while energy accumulation can effectively enhance the target’s energy and achieve the final
detection. Zhang et al. proposed a representative energy-accumulation-based method for
small target detection. This method first projects consecutive multiple infrared images into
a two-dimensional space and then accumulates the energy of small targets along the four
possible motion directions in that space. Subsequently, there have been some modified
energy-accumulation-based methods [19] which achieved good detection results but with
limited real-time performance.

Furthermore, it is worth noting that most existing infrared small target detection
methods based on deep learning are based on single-frame images. To further improve
detection performance, it is necessary to consider incorporating temporal information of
the target in sequential images into detection networks.

Compared to static image object detection, the focus of research in video object de-
tection is on how to fully utilize temporal information to reduce inter-frame redundant
computation and improve detection quality. Inspired by the recurrent neural network
(RNN) [20], some researchers have proposed utilizing the memory-based learning of the
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RNN structure to learn the spatiotemporal information in videos. Xiao and Lee developed
the spatial-temporal memory network model (STMN) [21], which effectively leverages the
temporal information in videos by preserving long-term appearance and motion informa-
tion. Chen et al. [22] combined ConvLSTM [23] with SSD [24] to construct a correlated loss
function between multiple frames of video images, strengthening the consistency of detec-
tion results across adjacent video frames and effectively improving the robustness of video
object detection. Duran-Vega et al. used a quasi-recurrent neural network (QRNN) [25]
to extract the temporal information in videos on the basis of Yolov5, which significantly
improved the detection performance while maintaining fast detection speed.

3. Method

In this section, we first introduce the overall architecture of our TFCST. Then, we present the
details of the FCST block (Section 3.2) and the temporally-aware block (Section 3.3), followed
by the loss function in Section 3.4.

3.1. Overall Architecture

As shown in Figure 1, the temporally-aware fully convolutional neural network
(TFCST) consists of four main components:

(1) Feature Extraction Network: Firstly, the Focus structure is used to integrate the
width and height information of the single-frame image into the channel space. Then,
the OSA-Block convolutional unit, based on the single aggregation idea, is used to extract
multi-scale features, with a total of four downsampling operations. This produces feature
maps {C1, C2, C3, C4}.

(2) Feature Fusion Network: Firstly, FPN is used to add deep semantic information
to the shallow feature maps with higher resolution, which yields {F1, F2, F3, F4}. Then,
the feature refinement module (FRM) is used on the multi-scale features with semantic
differences to filter out information that is favorable for small target detection, and the
fused features are represented as {P2, P3}.

(3) Recurrent Neural Network: The ConvLSTM units are used to model the appear-
ance and motion information of the targets on two feature layers, P2 and P3, respectively.
The target information in the sequence images is then propagated and fused to produce
{R2, R3}.

(4) Target Prediction Network: The main idea of the FCOS anchor-free detection is
used to predict target class, regression boxes, and centrality for the temporally-enhanced
features R2 and R3.

Figure 1. The overall architecture of temporally-aware fully convolutional neural network. TFCST
consists of four main components: feature extraction network, feature fusion network, recurrent
neural network, and target prediction network.
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3.2. Fully Convolutional Neural Network for Infrared Small Target Detection

The model-driven IRSTD algorithm does not require learning and is easy to compute.
It has achieved satisfactory detection results in some scenarios, but it can be prone to a
large number of false alarms and poor robustness in complex and diverse environments.
In contrast, deep learning methods possess powerful feature extraction and generalization
capabilities and have demonstrated outstanding detection performance in various test
environments. Therefore, deep learning is a new breakthrough direction in the field of
infrared small target detection.

Based on the analysis above, we primarily investigate the method of detecting infrared
small targets using deep learning. We propose a fully convolutional neural network for
infrared small target detection (FCST), which is based on the anchor-free mechanism.
The algorithm adopts the idea of pixel-level prediction proposed by fully convolutional
one-stage object detection (FCOS) [26], which directly predicts the target’s category and
regression detection box at each position of the feature map, thus avoiding the complex
calculations and poor generalization caused by anchor box design. In the feature extraction
stage, FCST reduces the number of downsampling operations and combines the idea of
feature aggregation to ensure that the features of small targets are not lost. In the feature
fusion stage, we use the feature refining mechanism to highlight the target’s characteristics
and suppress conflicting information, thereby improving the detection accuracy of infrared
small targets.

Modern object detection methods can be categorized into anchor-based and anchor-
free methods based on whether prior boxes are used. While anchor boxes have long been
considered an essential part of high-precision object detection, their mechanism is not
conducive to detecting small objects. This is mainly due to the following reasons: Firstly,
fixed-size, aspect ratio, and number of anchor boxes make it difficult to cover all types of
objects comprehensively, which can affect the detector’s generalization ability and detection
accuracy. Secondly, to achieve higher recall rates, detectors densely distribute anchor boxes
on the input image, but most of them are on the background region, resulting in a severe
imbalance between positive and negative samples during the training process. Lastly,
the detection accuracy is sensitive to the IOU threshold when assigning training labels
to anchor boxes, particularly for small objects. Therefore, recent research has focused on
developing anchor-free methods that overcome these limitations and offer better perfor-
mance. These methods do not rely on predefined anchor boxes and can handle objects of
various sizes and aspect ratios more effectively. Additionally, they can alleviate the issue of
imbalance in positive and negative samples resulting from anchor boxes’ use.

Target detection algorithms without anchor boxes are mainly based on center-based
and keypoint-based methods. These approaches eliminate the need for generating anchor
boxes, which leads to faster detection speeds and better generalization abilities. In recent
years, one-stage fully convolutional object detection (FCOS) has become a popular anchor-
box-free detection algorithm. Similar to semantic segmentation, FCOS employs pixel-level
prediction to directly predict the class and regression of an object at each position on the
feature map, without the need for predefined anchor boxes or candidate regions. Compared
to anchor-based detection methods, FCOS is simpler and more computationally efficient,
which consumes fewer computational resources.

In this paper, we applied the anchor-box-free detection mechanism of FCOS to design
a fully convolutional neural network (FCST) for detecting small infrared targets. The struc-
ture of FCST is shown in Figure 2, and the model is designed based on two aspects: feature
extraction and feature fusion networks. The target prediction network is based on the
three-branch structure of FCOS.
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Figure 2. The structure of fully convolutional neural network for infrared small target detection
(FCST). The model is designed based on two aspects: feature extraction and feature fusion networks.
The target prediction network is based on the three-branch structure of FCOS.

During the feature extraction stage, in order to prevent the loss of small target feature
information caused by excessive downsampling, the network reduces the downsampling
frequency and enhances the feature expression by aggregating them in a single pass,
resulting in a feature map {C1, C2, C3, C4} after downsampling. In the feature fusion stage,
the deep semantic information is added from top to bottom into the low-level feature
maps with high resolution, generating the fused feature maps {F1, F2, F3, F4}. Furthermore,
to address the issue of semantic conflicts caused by multi-scale feature fusion, a feature
refining mechanism is employed to suppress conflicting information and reduce false
alarms. Additionally, considering the differences in size between infrared small targets and
general targets, FCST focuses on detecting on feature maps {P2, P3} with downsampling
rates of 4× and 8×, which correspond to small point targets and large patch targets with
high pixel occupancy, respectively.

In the context of developing feature extraction networks, the issue of losing important
target information due to downsampling has been identified. As a solution, the Focus
structure has been introduced as the first layer of the feature extraction network. As shown
in Figure 3, this structure slices the input data and samples it at intervals to obtain 4 feature
maps, thus expanding the input channel by a factor of 4. The obtained feature maps are
then subject to convolutional operations to fuse the channel information, resulting in a
downsampling feature map that retains all information, without loss. This approach not
only reduces the model’s parameters and computational complexity but also integrates
the width and height information of the image into the channel space, thereby preserving
more complete image information for subsequent feature extraction. Ultimately, this helps
improve the detection performance of the network model.

Figure 3. The structure of the Focus block. It not only reduces the model’s parameters and com-
putational complexity but also integrates the width and height information of the image into the
channel space.
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ResNet [27] is currently the most commonly used feature extractor in deep learning
object detection models. Its design of residual structures enhances the information exchange
between the front and back layers, which mitigates training difficulties and convergence
issues that occur when the network is deepened. The ResNet structure is shown in Figure 4.

Figure 4. The structure of the Residual block. Its design of residual structures enhances the in-
formation exchange between the front and back layers, which mitigates training difficulties and
convergence issues that occur when the network is deepened.

On the other hand, DenseNet [28] establishes dense connections between all the
previous layers and subsequent layers to maximize the information exchange between
them in the channel dimension. This achieves better performance than ResNet, with fewer
parameters and computations. Although DenseNet is effective in object detection, its speed
is slow due to the high memory access cost and energy consumption caused by its dense
agglomeration method. Furthermore, DenseNet causes feature redundancy because the
subsequent features already learn the crucial information from earlier layers.

To overcome this information redundancy, VoVNet [29] proposed One-Shot Aggre-
gation (OSA), which aggregates only the features from all the previous layers at the final
aggregation step. In brief, OSA enhances the network’s ability to express features while
still achieving higher computational efficiency than dense aggregation. Inspired by the
residual connection and single-stage aggregation, the OSA-Block, which is a convolutional
block, is constructed as depicted in Figure 5.

Figure 5. The structure of the OSA-Block. OSA enhances the network’s ability to express features
while still achieving higher computational efficiency than dense aggregation.

In the context of detecting small infrared targets, it is important to consider different
factors when designing the feature extraction network. One major concern is the limited
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amount of pixel coverage that these targets occupy in the image, combined with the subtle
features they possess. This means that using overly deep networks can lead to a loss of
important information and increased false negatives. Additionally, large model parameters
can hinder inference speed. Therefore, it is more suitable to use relatively shallow networks
that can be optimized for this specific task.

The shallow feature space contains detailed spatial information, but it lacks sufficient
semantic information and a comprehensive understanding of the overall scene. Therefore,
using only shallow features for detecting small objects results in poor performance. On the
other hand, deep features extract rich semantic information efficiently, but they sacrifice
too much fine-grained information about the target. To make the most of the semantic
information in deep network features, while preserving the spatial information of the
shallow feature map, feature fusion between shallow and deep layers is necessary. Based
on this idea, FPN [30] employs a top-down information propagation approach to fuse
the semantic features in deep layers with the spatial details of shallow features through
addition or concatenation. This method enhances feature representation capability without
significant computational cost, and to some extent improves the detection performance
of small objects. However, since different scales of features contain semantic differences,
direct fusion can lead to redundancy and conflicts and weaken the expression ability of
multi-scale features.

To address the aforementioned issues, a Feature Refinement Module (FRM) is pro-
posed, as illustrated in Figure 6. The FRM generates adaptive weights on both spatial
and channel dimensions in two parallel branches, which filter multiple scale features and
preserve useful information. Before extracting adaptive weights, the feature dimensions of
different scales need to be consistent. Let Xm denote the feature of the m-th layer, and Xm−1

and Xm+1 denote the adjacent layer features. For high-level features with smaller resolu-
tions Xm+1, a 1× 1 convolution is first used to adjust the channels to be consistent with Xm

and then upsampled to the same size as Xm by nearest neighbor interpolation. For shallow
features with larger resolutions Xm−1, a 3× 3 convolution with a stride of 2 is applied to
simultaneously adjust the channels and resolutions.

Figure 6. Illustration of feature refinement module (FRM). The FRM generates adaptive weights on
both spatial and channel dimensions in two parallel branches, which filter multiple scale features
and preserve useful information.

Let Xx,y
n→m be the result of adjusting the feature dimension of layer n to layer m.

Then the process of channel-wise feature refinement is defined as follows:

Km
x,y = am · Xm−1→m

x,y + bm · Xm
x,y + cm · Xm+1→m

x,y (1)

In the above equation, Km
x,y is the feature vector located at (x, y) of layer m, and a, b,

c represent adaptive channel fusion weights with a dimension of 1× 1× 1. The idea of
obtaining these weights is to combine adaptive average pooling and maximum pooling
on the spatial dimension to compress the input features and aggregate spatial information
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that can represent global characteristics of the image. The computation can be expressed
as follows:

[am, bm, cm] = σ[AP(F) + MP(F)] (2)

where F denotes the output of multi-scale features concatenation, as shown in Figure 7,
and σ is the sigmoid operation, while AP and MP represent adaptive average pooling and
maximum pooling, respectively.

Figure 7. Regression diagram of FCOS, where A is the ground-truth target point, B represents the
predicted target box and (l∗, t∗, r∗, b∗) are used for regression calculation. The target prediction
network also outputs a four-dimensional vector, which represent the distances to the four edges of
the detection box.

The process of spatial-wise feature refinement for multi-scale features can be defined
as follows:

Φm
x,y =

3

∑
c=1

∑
k,x,y

(αm
c,x,y · Xm−1→m

k,x,y + βm
c,x,y · Xm

k,x,y + γm
c,x,y · Xm+1→m

k,x,y ) (3)

In the above equation, x and y represent spatial positions in the feature map, and k
represents the channels. Φm

x,y is the output of spatial refinement features at (x, y). The atten-
tion weights for the spatial dimension are denoted as αm

c,x,y, βm
c,x,y and γm

c,x,y, which can be
computed as follows:

[αm, βm, γm] = So f tmax(F) (4)

where so f tmax is used to normalize the features along the channel direction to obtain the
relative weights of different channel directions at the same spatial position.

The overall output of FRM is a combination of refined features along the channel and
spatial dimensions, which is expressed as follows:

pm = Φm + Km (5)

By using this method, multi-scale features are fused under the guidance of adaptive
weights, enhancing the feature representation of small targets and suppressing background
information. Finally, P2 is obtained by fusing F1, F2, and F3, and F2, F3, and F4 are used as
inputs for the target detection network.

In Figure 2, we can see that the structure of the object detection network, which is
based on the anchor box, is similar to that of RetinaNet [30]. The target prediction network
has two branches on each detection layer (which consist of four consecutive convolutional
layers), one for category prediction and the other for detection box regression. However,
unlike traditional anchor-based approaches, the idea of the anchor-free mechanism is to
treat each pixel on the feature map as a sample and directly predict both the class and
detection box regression without relying on fix-sized and fixed-number anchor boxes.
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During the training phase, each position (x, y) on the feature map with a downsam-
pling rate of s is mapped back to the original image through calculations. Only if the
predicted class label is consistent with the true class label and the detection box regression
falls within the range of the true annotation box is it regarded as a positive sample. Other-
wise, it is a negative sample. Compared to the traditional method of IOU threshold-based
division, this positive and negative sample selection method is more conducive to improv-
ing the recall rate for small object detection, which is also one of the significant reasons
why we constructed the network based on FCOS.

In addition to class prediction, the target prediction network also outputs a four-
dimensional vector, v∗ = (l∗, t∗, r∗, b∗), for the regression calculation of the detection
box at that position, where it represent the distances to the four edges of the detection
box, as shown in Figure 7. If the sample at that position is associated with detection
box Bi(Bi = (x(i)0 , y(i)0 , x(i)1 , y(i)1 ∈ R4) , then the regression target trained at that position is
defined as follows: 

l∗ = x− x(i)0

t∗ = y− y(i)0

r∗ = x(i)1 − x
b∗ = y(i)1 − y

(6)

Furthermore, the approach of predicting on multiple feature maps can increase the
recall rate of object detection, but it can also introduce many low-quality prediction boxes
that deviate from the true boxes. To address this issue, FCOS proposes a simple yet effective
strategy without introducing any hyperparameters. Specifically, the network adds an
additional “center-ness” branch in parallel with the classification branch, which measures
the offset of the predicted location relative to the center of the object and adds a new loss
term based on center-ness. The formula for center-ness is as follows:

center-ness∗ =

√
min(l∗, r∗)
max(l∗, r∗)

× min(t∗, b∗)
max(t∗, b∗)

(7)

As can be seen from the formula, the center-ness value ranges from 0 to 1, with a
higher value indicating a prediction closer to the true box center, and vice versa. During the
testing phase, the final score of the detection box is obtained by multiplying the object class
score and the center-ness value. Therefore, center-ness can reduce the score of prediction
boxes that deviate from the true box center and improve the detection accuracy by filtering
them out through a non-maximum suppression (NMS) process.

3.3. Temporally-Aware Fully Convolutional Neural Network

In typical detection systems, video sequences rather than static images are acquired,
and relying solely on spatial information from a single frame may not be sufficient for de-
tecting infrared small targets in scenes with complex backgrounds and weak target signals.
To achieve more robust detection capabilities, it is necessary to consider incorporating both
temporal and spatial information from sequence images. While existing infrared small
target detection methods based on sequence images have demonstrated high detection
accuracy by processing multiple frames simultaneously, they often sacrifice detection speed
and require significant computational resources, making it challenging to apply them in
real-time settings.

We presents a novel approach for detecting infrared small targets by combining a fully
convolutional neural network with a recurrent neural network. Inspired by RNN-based
video object detection methods, we extended a single-stage anchor-free detection network
to create the temporally-aware fully convolutional neural network for infrared small target
(TFCST), which effectively utilizes the ConvLSTM [23] architecture to propagate and refine
features across frames. As a result, TFCST exhibits enhanced detection accuracy in more
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complex scenarios, while also remaining capable of real-time online detection tasks. This
was demonstrated through various experiments conducted on the proposed method.

Sequential image data consists of both temporal and spatial information. To learn
spatiotemporal features in near-term precipitation forecasting, the convolutional long
short-term memory (ConvLSTM) [23] model was proposed based on the long short-term
memory (LSTM) [21] architecture. The basic unit of LSTM is referred to as a memory
block, which consists of three gate units and a memory cell. The three gate units are
the input gate, output gate, and forget gate, which are responsible for controlling the
flow of information. The memory cell is used to store the current state of the network.
During forward propagation, the input gate controls the flow of information into the
memory cell, while the output gate controls the flow of information from the memory cell
to other memory blocks. During backpropagation, the output gate regulates the flow of
error and gradients into the memory cell, whereas the input gate controls the flow of error
and gradients out of the memory cell. The forget gate determines the extent of information
retention and governs the internal recurrent state of the memory cell. The ConvLSTM
takes the input at time t and the memory block output, concatenates them, and performs a
convolution operation to extract spatiotemporal features.

As shown in Figure 8, ConvLSTM has the same structure as the LSTM unit, which
includes input gates, forget gates, output gates, and memory cells. However, what sets
ConvLSTM apart from LSTM is that the input at time t and the output from the memory
block at time t-1 are concatenated and then convolved, which is crucial for extracting
spatiotemporal information. ConvLSTM can be described as follows:

it = σ(Wi ∗ [Xt, Ht−1] + bi) (8)

ft = σ(W f ∗ [Xt, Ht−1] + b f ) (9)

ot = σ(Wo ∗ [Xt, Ht−1] + bo) (10)

Ĉt = tanh(Wc ∗ [Xt, Ht−1] + bc) (11)

Ct = ft ◦ Ct−1 + it ◦ C̄t (12)

Ht = ot ◦ tanh(Ct) (13)

The aim of this study is to detect infrared small targets in sequence images quickly
and robustly. Building upon the single-frame detector FCST, we introduce a novel infrared
small target detection model, TFCST. In the detection process, the main idea is to use a
recurrent neural network structure to propagate and refine features across frames, enabling
the network to have a temporal aware ability. Given the extremely fast detection speed of
the basic network FCST, in order to fully utilize the temporal and spatial information of
sequence images, TFCST performs detection on each frame and uses ConvLSTM to save the
temporal contextual status information of historical frames. Then, based on this temporal
contextual information, the features of the current frame are enhanced to improve the
small target detection performance. It is worth noting that the idea of TFCST is not to post-
process the results of single-frame detection, but to directly propagate temporal contextual
information between feature layers, which can achieve online detection, as illustrated in
Figure 9.
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Figure 8. The architecture of ConvLSTM. The block is utilized to save the temporal contextual
status information of historical frames. ConvLSTM extends LSTM by incorporating convolutional
operations into the LSTM structure. It introduces convolutional layers within the LSTM cells, enabling
the network to process both spatial and temporal dependencies in sequential data simultaneously.

Figure 9. The detection idea of TFCST. TFCST directly propagates temporal contextual information
between feature layers, which can achieve online detection.

The goal of the network model for infrared sequence V = {I1, I2,. . . In} with n frames
is to output the correct detection results {D1, D2,. . . Dn} for each frame, where Dk is a set of
multiple detection boxes and target class prediction results are obtained on a single frame
Ik, relying only on the image data between Ik frames. The small target detection model
TFCST based on the sequence images can be represented as function F (It, st−1) = (Dt, st),
where sk = {s1

k , s2
k ,. . . , sm

k } represents the state information extracted by the network in
the first k frames. Based on the structure of single-frame image detection model FCST,
TFCST approximates the equation above by adding m ConvLSTM units with memory
characteristics. The ConvLSTM unit takes the previous state vector extracted from the
historical frames as input and outputs the current state vector at the current detection
moment. During the detection process of the infrared sequence images, running the
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TFCST detector on each frame in chronological order will yield the detection results for the
entire sequence.

In consideration of the different sizes of infrared small targets with various shapes,
such as point sources and patchy ones, TFCST still employs a multi-scale detection ap-
proach, mainly conducting the detection on two down-sampled feature layers at 4× and 8×
scales, respectively. Furthermore, to propagate temporal and spatial contextual information
among frames at each scale, TFCST incorporates ConvLSTM on each feature layer after
feature fusion.

3.4. Loss Function

During the training stage of the network, loss functions need to be calculated separately
for the categories, detection boxes, and centrality of the targets to optimize the network
parameters. For the category prediction of infrared small targets, the Focal Loss [31] is used
to calculate the loss, mainly due to the small proportion of target pixels. Focal Loss was
first proposed in RetinaNet to alleviate the problem of imbalanced positive and negative
samples during training. The formula is as follows:

FL(pt) = −αt(1− pt)
γlog(pt) (14)

In the above formula, αt is used to adjust the weight of the positive and negative
sample loss values, γ is used to adjust the proportion of easy-to-classify samples in the
total samples, and pt is the predicted target confidence score.

Regarding regression loss, higher requirements are imposed on the location prediction
in small target detection. Therefore, this study adopts the GIOU Loss [32] to perform
positional regression on the targets, which can reflect the proximity relationship between the
predicted box and the target box and effectively avoid the problem of zero gradients in the
loss function due to the predicted box not intersecting with the actual box. The calculation
formula for GIOU is as follows:

GIOUBGT ,BP =
|BGT ∩ BP|
|BGT ∪ BP|

− B/(BGT ∪ BP)

B
(15)

In the above formula, BGT represents the ground truth box of the target, BP represents
the predicted box, and B represents the minimum bounding rectangle that can surround
BGT and BP. The definition of GIOU Loss is:

LossGIOU = 1− GIOUBGT ,BP (16)

For the calculation of centrality loss, the centrality loss can be calculated using bi-
nary cross-entropy loss. Therefore, the loss function of the target detection model can
be expressed as a joint loss of classification loss Lcls, regression loss Lreg, and centrality
loss Lcen:

L(cx,y, tx,y, ex,y) =
1

Npos
∑
x,y

Lcls(cx,y, c∗x,y) (17)

+
1

Npos
∑
x,y
1{c∗x,y>0}Lreg(tx,y, t∗x,y) (18)

+
1

Npos
∑
x,y

Lcen(ex,y, e∗x,y) (19)

4. Experiments

To validate the effectiveness of the proposed methods, we conducted comprehensive
experiments on both FCST and TFCST. In this section, we first introduce the experimental
data and training parameters. Subsequently, we performed ablation experiments and
comparative experiments. The experiments were conducted on a computer equipped with
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a 2.90-GHz Intel Core i7-10 700 CPU, an RTX 3090 GPU, and 32-GB RAM. Python 3.7 was
utilized as the programming language for all experiments.

4.1. Data Introduction

In order to verify the effectiveness of TFCST, we present a sequential image infrared
small target dataset. The training set consists of 144 infrared sequences, comprising a total of
11,551 frames, while the test set consists of 42 sequences, comprising a total of 3268 frames.
The length of each sequence varies between 50 and 260 frames. In these datasets, some
targets are real, some are simulated, and the simulated targets were generated by our
own target simulation system, in which the three-dimensional motion trajectory of the
targets are projected to obtain its 2D positions in the images. In the target simulation
system, the camera frame rate, the optical system point-spread-function, and the target
signal-to-noise ratio can be set. The different motion rate of the target on the image can be
simulated by setting different frame rates, and the intensity of the target can be calculated
by the set target signal-to-noise ratio.

Additionally, considering the diversity of infrared small targets in practical scenarios,
random rotation and scale adjustments were added during the construction of target images,
making the targets exhibit various shapes such as points, spots, and stripes. The back-
ground samples mainly come from the single-frame infrared small target dataset proposed
before. When constructing infrared sequential data, background images with more clutter
interference were specifically selected. Some of the images are shown in Figure 10.

Figure 10. Illustration of the dataset. When constructing infrared sequential data, background images
with more clutter interference were specifically selected.

4.2. Training Parameter

Considering the poor diversity of sequence image datasets, the TFCST network first
pre-trains the FCST single-frame detector model and then further trains it on the constructed
infrared sequence image dataset. During training, the weights of the feature extraction
network and feature fusion network are frozen, and the ConvLSTM and the remaining
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parts of the network are trained using the Adam optimizer. The learning rate is adaptively
adjusted based on the size of the loss function value, with an initial value of 1× 10−3.
The tolerance for the network performance to remain unchanged is three times, and a total
of 100 rounds of training are performed with a batch size of 4. After training is completed,
the best evaluation result is selected as the final model.

4.3. Ablation Experiment

First, the impact of extracting continuous frame image information of length seq_len
on detection performance during network training was studied, and the experimental
results are shown in Figures 11 and 12.

Figure 11. Illustration of the positive detection (Pd) performance. Pd is the ratio of the number of
positive targets detected to the total number of all positive targets.

Figure 12. Illustration of the false alarm (Fa) performance. Fa is the ratio of the number of false targets
detected to the total number of targets detected.

From Figures 11 and 12, it can be seen that during network training, the more video
frames that the network can utilize, the more sufficient is the spatiotemporal information
extracted by the ConvLSTM, which is more conducive to the detection of infrared small
targets. However, when the selected length of continuous frames reaches a certain value,
the network’s performance also reaches saturation. In the experiment, when seq_len = 14,
the detection rate of the TFCST network in the test set of sequence image infrared small
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targets is 96.13%, and the false alarm rate is 0.51%, which achieves the best detection effect.
When increasing the length of seq_len, the detection performance of the network is difficult
to further improve.

It is worth noting that as the length of seq_len increases, the overall trend of false alarm
rate changes is constantly decreasing, indicating that the combination of the ConvLSTM
based on the single-frame detector can improve the problem of high false alarm rate of
the infrared small target detection algorithm in complex backgrounds. The trend of the
detection rate, however, does not always increase, and fluctuates with the increase of
seq_len. The reason may be related to the random jumping sampling strategy adopted
during network training. In some cases, the samples extracted from the infrared sequence
are more conducive to the ConvLSTM learning, and the feature information extracted from
the historical frames can be more conducive to the detection of targets in the current frame.

Next, the impact of different temporal models on network detection performance was
studied. In the experiment, two RNN variants, ConvGRU [33] and Bottleneck-LSTM [34],
were selected. ConvGRU is a recurrent network model built on the basis of gated recurrent
units (GRU) [35]. Compared with LSTM, GRU optimizes the structure of the memory
cells, reduces parameters, and accelerates the training speed. Bottleneck-LSTM is a more
efficient RNN structure proposed on the basis of ConvLSTM, which uses depth-separable
convolution and reduces the number of related convolution operations in memory cells.

In the experiment, the length of the continuous frame in the sequence image during
the training stage was uniformly set to 14, and multiple sets of experiments were repeated
to obtain more stable results, and the statistical results were averaged. In addition, we
also compared the detection speed of different RNNs with frames per second and model
parameter count. The detection results of the TFCST network on the test set when different
RNN models are used are shown in Table 1, where positive detection (Pd), false alarm (Fa),
frames per second (FPS), and model parameter count are included.

Table 1. The detection performance of TFCST with different RNNs.

RNN Pd Fa FPS #Param(M)

ConvGRU 95.14% 3.56% 63.5 2.50
Bottleneck-LSTM 93.84% 2.52% 65.3 2.37

ConvLSTM 95.25% 0.58% 66.7 2.65

It can be observed that when using ConvGRU and Bottleneck-LSTM, the number of
model parameters is smaller. However, the detection rate, false alarm rate, and even the
detection speed were inferior to the performance when using ConvLSTM. Since TFCST is
built on the basis of the lightweight single-frame detector FCST, if we do not consider the
constraints of computing resources and model weight size, using ConvLSTM is a better
choice as it can more fully extract spatiotemporal information in sequence images compared
to other optimized RNN models.

4.4. Contrast Test

To thoroughly compare the performance of the FCST network with other detection
methods, we compared it with a total of nine different types of detection algorithms.
Among them, in the model-driven methods, we selected the morphological filtering algo-
rithms TopHat [11], MPCM [36], based on visual contrast mechanism, IPI [37], based on
image data structure, NRAM [38], based on matrix optimization, and PSTNN [39], based on
tensor optimization. For data-driven methods, considering detection speed, we primarily
selected one-stage object detection algorithms. Among them, for anchor-based methods,
we chose Retinanet [30] and YOLOv3 [40], while for anchor-free detection methods, we
selected YOLOX [41].

We selected four typical infrared scenes, and the detection results of each algorithm
are shown in Figures 13–16 . In the figures, the red boxes represent correct detections,
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the yellow boxes represent missed detections, and the blue boxes represent false alarms.
From the figure, it can be observed that traditional infrared small object detection algorithms
exhibit significant variations in detection performance across different scenes. Specifically,
the model-driven methods showed excellent detection performance in Scene 2 but exhibited
a higher number of missed detections in Scenes 3 and 4. The TopHat algorithm had a
high number of false alarms in Scene 1 but showed higher detection rates compared to
other model-driven methods in Scenes 3 and 4. The reason for these issues is that model-
driven methods rely on fixed hyperparameters and segmentation thresholds, leading to
poor adaptability across different scenes. On the other hand, data-driven object detection
algorithms, as compared to model-driven methods, generally demonstrated better detection
performance. Among them, Retinanet had false alarms and missed detections in Scenes 1
and 4, YOLOv3 only predicted one false object in Scene 2, while the anchor-free detection
algorithm YOLOX and the proposed FCST achieved accurate detection of small objects
across different scenes.

Figure 13. Illustration of detection results on Scene 1. Boxes in red, yellow, and blue respec-
tively signify true positive targets with corresponding confidence scores, miss detected targets
and, false alarms.

Figure 14. Illustration of detection results on Scene 2. Boxes in red, yellow, and blue respec-
tively signify true positive targets with corresponding confidence scores, miss detected targets,
and false alarms.
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Figure 15. Illustration of detection results on Scene 3. Boxes in red, yellow, and blue respec-
tively signify true positive targets with corresponding confidence scores, miss detected targets,
and false alarms.

Figure 16. Illustration of detection results on Scene 4. Boxes in red, yellow, and blue respec-
tively signify true positive targets with corresponding confidence scores, miss detected targets,
and false alarms.

We conducted experiments on a test set consisting of 600 infrared images to evaluate
the performance of each detection algorithm. Specifically, we compared these methods
based on three metrics, Pd, Fa, and FPS, which are defined as follows:

(1) Detection rate (Pd) and false alarm rate (Fa) are defined as follows:

Pd =
Np

Nt
; Fa =

N f

Nd
(20)

where Np represents the number of detected true targets, Nt represents the total number
of true targets, Np represents the number of false detections, and Nd represents the total
number of detected targets.

(2) Frames per second (FPS) denotes the processing speed of the detection algorithm,
measured in frames processed per second.

We obtained the experimental results, which are summarized in Table 2. These results
provide insights into the performance of each algorithm in terms of detection accuracy
(Pd), false alarm rate (Fa), and processing speed (FPS). It is evident that the FCST algorithm
achieved the highest Pd and lowest Fa among the tested methods, demonstrating its
effectiveness in accurately detecting targets in the infrared images. Moreover, it maintained
a competitive processing speed of 66.4 FPS, ensuring real-time performance.
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Table 2. The detection performance of FCST with different methods.

RNN Pd Fa FPS

MPCM 79.23% 26.74% 16.2
TopHat 87.36% 57.45% 82.9

IPI 84.81% 18.57% 0.21
NRAM 80.62% 24.27% 0.47
PSTNN 82.60% 26.31% 5.3

Retinanet 87.85% 9.1% 38.9
YOLOv3 92.35% 7.65% 54.2
YOLOX 91.99% 5.43% 48.6
FCOS 91.62% 4.80% 68.3
FCST 94.85% 2.32% 66.4

To analyze and demonstrate the advantages of TFCST over FCST, we selected four
complex infrared image sequences from the test set for experimental comparison, and their
descriptions are shown in Table 3.

Table 3. Description of image sequences. We selected a change of images to conduct the experiment.

Input Frame Image Size Target Size Background Description

Sequence_1 80 202× 202 11× 6 Less cluster of Building
Sequence_2 60 256× 256 8× 7 Heavy cluster of Ground and Building
Sequence_3 260 288× 288 3× 3 Heavy cluster of Cloud
Sequence_4 125 256× 256 11× 5 Heavy cluster of Ground

In the experiment, FCST was also trained on the constructed sequence infrared image
dataset based on pre-trained weights. The visual detection results of the two detection
networks on four sequences are shown in Figures 17–20, where the red box represents
correct detection, the yellow box represents missed detection, and the blue box represents
false alarm.

Figure 17. Illustration of detection results on Sequence 1. Boxes in red, yellow, and blue respec-
tively signify true positive targets with corresponding confidence scores, miss detected targets, and
false alarms.

It is observed that in Infrared Image Sequence 1, the artificial structure (crane) in the
background has a high-intensity interference section, which is very similar to the small
infrared target, making it difficult for the detection algorithm to distinguish effectively.
The single-frame image-based detection algorithm FCST showed false alarms in frames 50
and 65 of sequence 1. However, the TFCST based on the sequence images utilized the state
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information extracted from historical frames by the detector, thus enhancing the robustness
of the detection during the current frame, and hence no occasional false detections occurred
during the detection process. In the Infrared Image Sequence 2, the target passes through
a region with severe clutter interference during its motion. The detection method FCST,
which only uses spatial information in the infrared image, cannot detect the target correctly
in this situation. A missed detection occurred in frame 38 of sequence 2, and the clutter
interference in the image was misjudged as a target, indicating comparatively poor robust-
ness. In contrast, TFCST correctly detected the targets in all consecutive frames, with stable
output of detection results, exhibiting better detection performance.

Furthermore, it is worth noting that even with the utilization of temporal information
in the detection algorithm, TFCST, when the target is heavily mixed in the background
clutter region, there may still be missed detections due to low target confidence, as shown
in frame 25 of Infrared Image Sequence 3 and frame 61 of Infrared Image Sequence 4.
To comprehensively compare the performance of the two detection methods tested, we
further calculated the detection results for 60 infrared sequences (3050 frames in total) in
the test dataset, as presented in Table 4.

Figure 18. Illustration of detection results on Sequence 2. Boxes in red, yellow, and blue respec-
tively signify true positive targets with corresponding confidence scores, miss detected targets, and
false alarms.

Figure 19. Illustration of detection results on Sequence 3. Boxes in red, yellow, and blue respec-
tively signify true positive targets with corresponding confidence scores, miss detected targets, and
false alarms.
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Figure 20. Illustration of detection results on Sequence 4. Boxes in red, yellow, and blue respec-
tively signify true positive targets with corresponding confidence scores, miss detected targets, and
false alarms.

Table 4. Detection results of FCST compared with TFCST. The table compares positive detection (Pd),
false alarm (Fa), and frames per second (FPS).

Model Pd Fa FPS

FCST 93.40% 8.64% 66.4
TFCST 96.13% 0.51% 65.5

From Table 4, it is evident that TFCST, with a slightly lower inference speed, achieved
a 2.73% increase in detection rate compared to the FCST network, significantly reducing
the number of false target predictions, with a false alarm rate of only 0.51%. This result
confirms that by combining the extraction of spatiotemporal domain information using
ConvLSTM, the performance of a single-frame detector can be effectively enhanced. More-
over, TFCST also has extremely fast detection speed and hence meets the requirements for
real-time detection.

5. Conclusions

To address the problems of high false alarm rates and poor robustness of existing
infrared small target detection algorithms, a fully convolutional-based approach is pro-
posed. Built upon a mechanism without anchor boxes, the algorithm avoids issues related
to anchor box design and unfavorable effects on small target detection by pixel-level predic-
tion. To address the issue of losing small target feature information with a deep network,
a lightweight feature extraction network is designed, incorporating reduced downsampling
and single-stage aggregation that efficiently extract small target features. Additionally,
a feature refinement mechanism is proposed to deal with semantic conflicts when fus-
ing features of different scales. By learning adaptive fusion weights in both spatial and
channel dimensions, this mechanism enhances small target feature representation while
suppressing background information. To cope with the infrared small target detection
task in more complicated backgrounds with weaker target signals, a time-series-aware
fully convolutional-based infrared small target detection approach is proposed. Built upon
the mechanism without anchor boxes, the algorithm combines ConvLSTM to model the
target’s appearance and movement information in sequential images, thus propagating
and fusing temporal and spatial contextual information. This mechanism enhances the
detection accuracy of infrared small targets in more complex scenarios.
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