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Abstract: It is still a challenge to detect small-size vehicles from a drone perspective, particularly
under low-brightness conditions. In this context, a YOLOX-IM-DeepSort model was proposed, which
improved the object detection performance in low-brightness conditions accurately and efficiently.
At the stage of object detection, this model incorporates the data enhancement algorithm as well
as an ultra-lightweight subspace attention module, and optimizes the number of detection heads
and the loss function. Then, the ablation experiment was conducted and the analysis results showed
that the YOLOX-IM model has better mAP than the baseline model YOLOX-s for multi-scale object
detection. At the stage of object tracking, the DeepSort object-tracking algorithm is connected to the
YOLOX-IM model, which can extract vehicle classification data, vehicle trajectory, and vehicle speed.
Then, the VisDrone2021 dataset was adopted to verify the object-detection and tracking performance
of the proposed model, and comparison experiment results showed that the average vehicle detection
accuracy is 85.00% and the average vehicle tracking accuracy is 71.30% at various brightness levels,
both of which are better than those of CenterNet, YOLOv3, FasterR-CNN, and CascadeR-CNN. Next,
a field experiment using an in-vehicle global navigation satellite system and a DJI Phantom 4 RTK
drone was conducted in Tianjin, China, and 12 control experimental scenarios with different drone
flight heights and vehicle speeds were designed to analyze the effect of drone flight altitude on speed
extraction accuracy. Finally, the conclusions and discussions were presented.

Keywords: traffic information and control; vehicle detection and tracking; unmanned aerial vehicles;
low brightness images

1. Introduction

Road traffic monitoring is the foundation of intelligent transportation systems (ITS),
which can obtain road operation situations, such as vehicle trajectory, vehicle speed, and
vehicle type. This is crucial for further alleviating traffic congestion and improving traffic
safety. In recent years, unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) loaded with high-resolution cam-
eras have been introduced to collect real-time traffic information [1,2]. UAVs have a greater
flexibility to record real-time traffic data than fixed detectors (LIDAR, millimeter wave
radar, and induction loop detectors, etc.). Moreover, with the development of computer
vision and deep-learning neural networks, UAVs have attracted increasing attention in the
field of vehicle operation parameter extraction. Considering the limited road coverage,
the accuracy of urban road data collection by fixed traffic cameras is only between 50%
and 75% [3]. Due to the unique advantages of their wide field of view and mobility, the
accuracy of the UAV-based urban road data acquisition system exceeds 80% [4,5].

Vehicle detection is one of the most important steps in achieving traffic monitoring.
Appearance-based and motion-based detection models are the two main methods for
vehicle detection. Since the size, shape, and color of vehicles are always different, the
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appearance-based method is often adopted. For example, Tsai et al. [6] fused three features,
such as color, edge, and corner points, to complete vehicle detection. As the number of
scenarios for vehicle detection applications continues to increase and the requirements
for features continue to improve, local feature descriptors enter the thinking of schol-
ars. Among them, the histogram of oriented gradient (HOG), local binary pattern (LBP),
Haar-like, Gabor, and other local feature descriptors are widely used in vehicle detection.
Geng et al. [7] improved HOG features and combined them with LBP features to obtain
the fused features of vehicles. Wen et al. [8] used a Haar-like feature extraction method to
represent the edges and structures of vehicles. Tang et al. [9] used two features, Haar-like
and Gabor, to locate the vehicles in pictures, respectively. However, vehicles on the road
are generally in motion and, in addition to the appearance information that can be used
for vehicle detection, motion-based detection methods have been introduced. Ji et al. [10]
proposed the inter-frame difference method with five adjacent frames. Weng et al. [11]
introduced the three-frame difference method with background subtraction to obtain the
grayscale map, and then the motion objects were effectively extracted by the morphological
algorithm. Liu et al. [12] combined the three-frame difference method with an Adaboost
classifier trained with Haar-like features to detect the moving vehicles. Moreover, de-
tecting small vehicles in aerial imagery presents a significant challenge. Zhang et al. [13]
introduced deformable convolution into the backbone network [14] to help the model
learn geometric transformation capabilities efficiently to improve the performance of small
object detection through data enhancement and improvements. Tian et al. [15] presented a
dual neural network-based approach for detecting small objects. The method employs a
secondary detection mechanism to optimize the detection of objects with low confidence
and missed detection. However, the detection accuracy of these traditional algorithms is
largely affected by the object detection distance as well as the complex background, so
the above algorithms are only suitable for detection scenarios with similar target shapes
and fixed backgrounds. The aerial image background is wider and there are more types of
vehicles, so these traditional algorithms are not suitable for UAV-based traffic monitoring.

In recent years, with the development of deep learning, the innovation of deep neural
network models has opened new ideas for object detection, and greatly improved the accu-
racy of object detection. Among them, the two-stage object detection networks R-CNN [16],
fast-RCNN [17], Faster-RCNN [18], etc. and the one-stage detection networks YOLO, SSD,
etc. have achieved great victories in object detection. R-CNN, as a pioneer of two-stage
detection, uses a selective search algorithm to propose a series of regions of interest (Rol)
that may contain a target at the first stage. In addition, at the second stage, CNN is used to
extract deep features within the regions, classify, and localize them accordingly. Fast-RCNN
puts the position of the convolutional layer in front, and transforms the feature extraction
process of each ROI into the feature vector through the position mapping relationship
between images and features, which reduces the calculation amount and computation time
at the second stage. Fast-RCNN and Faster-RCNN shorten the computation time of the first
and second stages respectively based on R-CNN, but the computation for a large number
of redundant regions will inevitably pull down the detection efficiency, so these algorithms
do not perform well during real-time traffic monitoring scenarios.

The YOLO algorithm [19] is a representative work of one-stage detection algorithms.
It first divides the image into grids of equal size but varying resolutions, and places anchor
frames of different sizes and shapes at their vertices. These anchor frames have a position
mapping relationship with the features extracted by the CNN, allowing for the prediction
and regression of the features to obtain target classes and positions in the anchor frames.
The YOLO algorithm replaces the unquantified and heavily redundant regions in two-stage
algorithms with a fixed number of anchor frames, which significantly improves detection
efficiency and meets real-time detection. Li et al. [20] proposed a multi-object vehicle
detection algorithm based on YOLOvV2 for different roadway scenarios. Lin et al. [21]
proposed the feature pyramid network (FPN), which effectively improves the detection
performance of small objects by fusing high-level semantic information with low-level
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semantic information. Van et al. [22] proposed a method called YOLT for multi-scale object
detection in satellite images by modifying YOLOvV2. Yang et al. [23] proposed SCRDet to
effectively capture small objects in complex backgrounds in UAV aerial images as well
as to address the diversity of object directions. Rajput et al. [24] proposed an improved
YOLOv3-based multi-vehicle detection algorithm for multi-vehicle detection in complex
traffic scenarios such as parking lots, urban roads, and highways. Zhang et al. [25] proposed
an improved method of vehicle detection in different traffic scenarios based on an improved
YOLO v5 network. The proposed method uses the Flip-Mosaic algorithm to enhance the
network’s perception of small targets. These studies have validated the effectiveness of the
YOLO series models for object detection in traffic scenarios, but there is no comprehensive
consideration of how to balance the accuracy and efficiency of object detection, nor is there
any discussion of the special conditions for traffic scenarios.

In summary, different strategies have been adopted to improve vehicle detection
accuracy, however, it is still a challenge to balance the object detection efficiency and
accuracy. In this condition, lightweight models are worth further studying. In addition,
the above studies mainly conduct vehicle detection and tracking under high-brightness
conditions; few low-brightness experiments have been implemented to verify the model
performance. Moreover, with the UAV height increasing, the size of the detected target will
decrease, and the effect of UAV heights on detection accuracy is seldom considered.

The contributions of this study are listed as follows:

(1) Data enhancement. This paper extends the low-brightness aerial image dataset by
using data enhancement strategies, such as the slicing-aided hyper inference (SAHI)
algorithm, coordinate correction matrix, HSV perturbation, and brightness enhance-
ment, which enhance the robustness and generalization ability of the model in detect-
ing small targets with complex backgrounds.

(2) Model optimization. In this paper, an improved YOLOX-IM vehicle detection algo-
rithm is proposed. In order to balance the detection efficiency and accuracy, the model
incorporates the ultra-lightweight subspace attention module (ULSAM) in the path
aggregation network (PAN). In addition, in order to achieve a lightweight model, the
boundary regression loss function is optimized, and the SIoU loss function is used to
optimize the model, making the boundary regression faster and more accurate.

(3) Field experiment verification. The YOLOX-IM object detection model is connected
with the DeepSort target tracking model, and then a vehicle speed estimation algo-
rithm is fused to construct a UAV-based traffic parameter extraction model. In this
study, experimental vehicles equipped with global navigation satellite systems (GNSS)
and on-board diagnostics (OBD) in particular are used, to collect real traffic parame-
ters to verify the accuracy and applicability of the proposed model. In addition, the
effect of UAV flight altitudes on traffic parameter extraction accuracy is analyzed.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows: Section 2 introduces the YOLOX-s
model and the processing strategy for the low-brightness aerial image dataset. In Section 3,
the YOLOX-IM-DeepSort multi-object detection and tracking model is proposed, and the
improvements are specified. Section 4 provides a description of the experimental design
and conducts the experiment verification result. Finally, in Sections 5 and 6, conclusions
and discussions are given, respectively.

2. Baseline Model and Dataset Processing
2.1. YOLOX-s Model

The YOLOX object detection framework was proposed in 2021 [26], and it is a com-
petitive model in object detection competitions. Small objects are difficult to detect due
to their low resolution and small size. The algorithm architecture of YOLOX-s, on the
other hand, improves the number of unanchored points and the Intersection-over-Union
(IOU), which makes the feature map more informative. Not only that, the combination of
downsampling and upsampling used in this architecture improves the sampling resolution
of the feature map, which ultimately leads to the further enhancement of the detection of
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small objects. In order to improve the accuracy and speed of object detection, this paper
adopts the YOLOX-s model as the baseline model.

Cross stage partial darknet (CSPDarknet) is the backbone feature extraction network of
YOLOX-s, which consists of five parts: DARK1, DARK 2, DARK 3, DARK 4, and DARK 5.
The backbone network structure is shown in Figure 1; the size of the feature map is halved
by downsampling between each section, while the number of channels between each
section is doubled. CSPDarknet uses the focus module [27], residual network [28], cross
stage partial network (CSPnet) [29], and spatial pyramid pool (SPP) [30] to extract image
features. Among them, the focus module reduces the number of added parameters and
increases the operational efficiency without losing information. The residual network deals
with the problem of gradient disappearance by increasing the depth of the neural network.
CSPnet enhances the ability of the network to learn features while reducing calculating
workload. The SPP module uses the maximum pooling operation of different pooling
kernels to improve the perceptual field of the network. The object detection process of
YOLOX-S is as follows. Firstly, the images are input to the backbone network for feature
extraction through CSPDarknet. Then, the effective feature maps are passed to the neck
structure, and the features are enhanced by PAN to obtain the three-layer enhanced feature
maps. Here, the feature pyramid networks (FPNs) propagate the top-down high-level
semantic information into the shallow feature maps, enhancing the semantic information
at multiple scales, but with weak localization information of the objects. Therefore, a
bottom-up path is added to PAN, which transfers rich spatial information from shallow to
higher-level feature maps and enhances target localization on multiple scales. Finally, the
decoupled head classifies and regresses the three enhanced feature maps, which improves
the convergence speed and the detection accuracy.
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Figure 1. Backbone network structure of YOLOX-s.
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2.2. Processing Strategy for Aerial Image Dataset

Real-life aerial images include daytime and nighttime images, as well as aerial images
of special weather conditions, such as rain, haze, cloudy skies, etc. The data volume and
distribution will affect the training direction and result of the YOLOX-s model, so it is
necessary to select the appropriate dataset according to the application scenarios. The
Highway Drone Dataset [31] and the Visdrone Dataset [32] have been used to train and
test the object detection model in aerial images, which are multi-angle aerial images, and
therefore are more suitable for traffic object detection and monitoring than other common
available datasets. The impact of different brightnesses on object detection is significant;
only using the base dataset for model training would ignore the effect of low-brightness on
object detection. Data augmentation is a common strategy for training YOLOX-S models
to help extend the data diversity, enhance the generalization of the network, and avoid
training the network to local loss minima [33]. HSV domain perturbation [34] randomly
changes the hue, saturation, contrast, and luminance of the image with 50% probability
during training, expanding the color distribution of the images in the dataset, and making
the model enhance the generalization to image color and luminance changes, as shown in
Figure 2.

original image data-augmented image

Figure 2. HSV random perturbation.

By random perturbation in the HSV domain, multiple changes in the color and bright-
ness of each image are acquired. Although the color and light distribution of the dataset is
expanded, the perturbed images still have a large gap with the aerial images at night. For
this reason, this study analyzes the gap between the brightness of daytime and nighttime
images, and compensates for the gap with the actual detection by adjusting the image
brightness in training, as described in Section 3.

3. Traffic Parameter Extraction Methods and Material

The traffic parameter extraction process is described in Figure 3. The model will first
pre-process the UAV images under different schemes, then output to the optimization
model for object detection and tracking and, finally, extract the traffic operation parameters
of the target vehicles.
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Figure 3. Flow chart of aerial video traffic parameter extraction.

3.1. Image Pre-Processing
3.1.1. HSV Domain Data Enhancement

The most obvious difference between the aerial images at night and daytime is illu-
mination. Comparing the brightness of the training set and the test set images in the HSV
domain in the Visdrone2021 dataset, the mean value of brightness of all the daytime images
in the test set is 112.86, which is equal to the training set, while the mean value of brightness
of the night images is 63.66. A normalized histogram of the mean image brightness in the
test set was compared, as shown in Figure 4.

As shown in Figure 4, the difference between the mean night image brightness and
the mean day image brightness is greatest at 93.75, that is, only 8.05% of the total daytime
images have a mean brightness that is less than 93.75, and 10.38% of the total nighttime
images have a mean brightness greater than 93.75. Adjusting the brightness of all images
to 93.75 during training not only simulates the brightness of dusk, but also enhances the
generalization of object detection in the model at low brightness. Specifically, the brightness
processing is performed to judge the illumination conditions of the image through the
mean brightness before inference, and to adjust its brightness to 93.75 to simulate the image
into a dusk scene. Since adjusting brightness in the RGB color gamut requires calculating
the image brightness before adjusting the values of R, G, and B, the brightness value can
be directly adjusted in the HSV domain. In order to reduce the loss of accuracy in the
calculation process and the additional time needed for brightness calculation, YOLOX-IM
incorporates brightness processing into the HSV domain and performs it together with
HSV disturbances, collectively referred to as HSV domain data enhancement.
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Figure 4. Normalized histogram of the image’s mean brightness in Visdrone2021 dataset.

In addition to reducing the luminance gap between daytime and nighttime images,
HSV domain data enhancement also weakens the overexposure caused by excessive il-
lumination from lights. Figure 5 shows that the brightness average of some nighttime
images is between 105 and 127.5, which is caused by the large amount of vehicle lights and
road illumination at night. The images taken during the daytime have fewer lights visible
and less or no overexposure. Therefore, the features learned by the neural network after
training in a training set containing only daytime images tend to portray complete vehicles
or pedestrians; the brightness of vehicle lights in images taken at night differs greatly from
their surroundings, and the shape of the vehicles is corrupted by the lights and halo effects,
which will make it difficult for the neural network to fit vehicles at night and make the
model poorly generalized. The HSV domain brightness enhancement strategy proposed
in this paper unifies the mean brightness value of images to 93.75, so that the brighter
images at night have lower brightness and the darker images during the day have higher
brightness, thus reducing the interference of brightness on object detection. The specific
effect of HSV domain data enhancement is shown in Figure 5.

Figure 5. Comparison of HSV domain data enhancement effects (Group (a) is to increase the bright-
ness, Group (b) is to decrease the brightness, and Group (c) is to suppress the overexposure).
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3.1.2. Transformation of Target Coordinates in Images

Wind and UAV attitude can lead to coordinate changes and image ghosting of the
target (or road marker points) in UAV aerial video. Therefore, coordinate transformation
for target pre-processing in aerial video is required [35].

(1) Coordinate transformation: This paper performs the necessary transformation of
real-world coordinates and coordinates of video images by using artificial marker points
as a medium. Coordinate transformation can be achieved by establishing an equation
relationship between the marker coordinates in the real world and the artificial marker
coordinates in the image [36], and the coordinate change model is denoted in Equation (1):

u X0 A D G X0
v|=T+|yw | =|B E H|x*x[|yo 1)
p 20 C F 1 20

In Equation (1), [u v p] are the coordinates of the target in the real world. [xo vo zo]
are the coordinates of the target in the video made by using the reference system. T is the
transformation matrix between real-world coordinates and video image coordinates. In the
experiments of this paper, the maximum height of the UAV is less than 120 m, the selected
road length is less than or equal to 150 m, and the ratio of road length and flight height of
the UAV is much larger than the slope difference, so the spatial three-dimensional problem
can be converted into a planar transformation calculation, that is, C, F, and I in matrix T are
equal to 0, 0, and 1 [37], respectively. Therefore, Equation (1) can be written as Equation (2):

u X0 A D G X0
v =T x% yo = B E H * ]/0 (2)
1 1 0 0 1 1

where A, B, D, E, G, and H are the parameters to be determined. At least three correspond-
ing marker points are needed to determine the matrix. The more marker points there are,
the more robust the transformation matrix will be. Ideally, if there are enough marks on
the road, the transformation matrix equation between real coordinates and video image
coordinates can be constructed through the matrix obtained by Equation (2).

(2) Image correction: Due to the change in wind force or the adaptive attitude mode of
the UAV, the UAV will inevitably move slightly and shake when hovering. Therefore, the
transformation relationship needs to be determined to unify the time-varying coordinates
between different video frames and define it as an image correction. Equation (3) can be
used to represent the transformation process:

X X0 ap ax 4as X0
Yn | =Wx |y | =|as as ag|*|yo 3)
1 1 0 0 1 1

where [xo yo} is the coordinate of the reference coordinate system N (initial point) and
[y Yu] is the coordinate of the nth coordinate system. W is the transformation matrix,
which consists of 6 parameters. a; to a¢ need to be determined by the fixed markers in the
different images. Therefore, the aerial video images need to be corrected by the above two
transformation matrices to improve the accuracy of subsequent object detection.

3.1.3. Small Target Data Enhancement Strategy

Traditional detection methods are not effective in detecting small objects, and Aky-
on et al. [38] proposed the Slicing-Aided Hyper Inference (SAHI) method to improve the
ability to detect small objects by segmenting the image into multiple overlapping slices so
that small objects occupy more pixels in these slices. This paper uses SAHI to crop each
image in the training set into 160 sliced images with 640 x 640 overlapping pixels, and
then removes the sliced images that only contain the background.
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Data augmentation can increase the number and diversity of training samples and
improve the robustness of the model. Photometric distortion and geometric distortion
are the two most commonly used data enhancement methods. Photometric distortion
adjusts the brightness, chromaticity, contrast, and saturation of an image. To perform geo-
metric distortion, images can be randomly scaled, cropped, flipped, rotated, or otherwise
transformed.

There are other data enhancement methods, such as Cutout [39], Mixup [40], Cut-
Mix [41], and Mosaic [42]. Cutout randomly crops a square region of the training image
and cuts out the image with zero fill. Mixup randomly selects two samples and their
corresponding labels in the dataset and aggregates them using a certain ratio to generate
new samples and labels. CutMix randomly selects two images from the dataset and then
superimposes the cropped part of one image onto the other. Mosaic randomly crops four
images and then stitches them together into a new image that enriches the background
of the image. This study uses the photometric distortion, geometric distortion, Mixup
algorithm and Mosaic algorithm for small target data enhancement.

3.2. Improvement in Object Detection Model
3.2.1. Improved Attentional Mechanism

The attention mechanism operates similarly to the human visual attention mechanism
by extracting key features from a larger set of features. By selectively focusing on important
features and reducing or ignoring unimportant features, the attention mechanism can
enhance network performance. Although the existing attention mechanism can effectively
improve the performance of the network, it increases the arithmetic power requirement and
is not applicable to lightweight networks. To this end, Saini et al. [43] proposed ULSAM,
which can efficiently learn cross-channel information in feature subspaces with a reduced
number of parameters. The structure of ULSAM is shown in Figure 6. The input feature
mappings are partitioned into G mutually exclusive subspaces on the channel, each with G
feature mappings, and a different attention mapping is derived for each subspace.

Gxhxw Gxhxw Gxhxw Ixhxw Gxhxw Gxhxw Gxhxw

Max
Dw pool Pw Softmax Muld Add
cxhxw —¥ » > Expand T T cxhxw

feature maps

Gxhxw Gxhxw Gxhxw 1xhxw Gxhxw Gxhxw Gxhxw
C:gXG DW . PW Soft Muld Add C:gXG
pool Softmax Muld]
B — — — — — —
Expand

Figure 6. Structure of ULSAM.

In this paper, ULSAM is added to the PAN structure for highlighting the object features
and weakening the background features. Then, the enhanced object features are input
into the decoupled head for classification and regression, which effectively improves the
detection accuracy. The improved neck structure is shown in Figure 7.
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Figure 7. YOLOX-IM backbone network architecture.

3.2.2. Loss Function Selection

YOLOX uses the IoU loss [44] as the boundary regression loss function. The IoU loss
is defined as follows:
|bNbst|
|bU bst|

Liou=1- 4)

Here, b indicates the bounding box, and b3 t indicates the true value. However, the IoU
loss has two drawbacks: firstly, when the bounding box does not intersect the true value,
Loy is a constant value of 1 and the gradient is 0, which can lead to parameters that cannot
be optimized. Secondly, when the intersection of the bounding box and the true value is
fixed, IoU cannot reflect the way the two boxes intersect. Therefore, this paper replaces
SIoU [45] loss with IoU loss to improve the training speed and prediction accuracy of the
network. SloU introduces the vector angle between the true value and the bounding box
and redefines the loss function, which consists of four components: angle loss, distance
loss, shape loss, and IoU loss. The angular loss is defined as follows:

—1_ ) Sy T
A =1—2xsin"(arcsin( - ) 1 ) (5)

2 2
of:¢w§—m»«+w§—MQ ©)
cp = max(bg), be,) — min(b,, b, ) (7)

Here, 0 is the distance between the true value and the boundary centroid, cj, is the

height difference between the true value and the boundary centroid, bfi, bfyt are the center
coordinates of the ground truth, and b, bcy are the center coordinates of the bounding box.
The distance loss is defined as follows, where ¢y, and ¢j, are the minimum outer rectangle
of the ground truth and the width and height of the bounding box, respectively:

A=Y, ., (1~ e P 8)

2
),y =2-A ©)

2

)ny:(

The shape loss is defined as follows:

t
bfx — bcx

Cw

t
b§y — b,

px = ( o

Q=Y,_,,1—e ) (10)

w—ws] e .
Y= nax(w, wsh) " T max(h, het) (1)
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where (w, h) and (w8!, h8') are the width and height of the bounding box and ground truth,
respectively, and 6 controls the degree of attention to shape loss with values ranging from 2 to 6.

The IoU loss is defined as follows, where b is the bounding box and b&! is the
ground truth:

I U—Lmbgt| 12
oM T o (12)
The final SIoU is stated as follows:
A+ Q)
Lsiou = 1— IoU + (a+9) (13)

2

SIoU redefines the loss function by introducing the vector angles between regressions,
which effectively speeds up the training and further improves the accuracy of inference.

3.2.3. Improvement in Network Structure

Since the VisDrone2021 dataset [46] has many small objects, the three decoupled heads
of YOLOX-s can lead to a large number of missing and false detections when detecting these
objects. In contrast, the shallow feature map has a smaller field of perception and stronger
spatial information, which is suitable for detecting small objects. The YOLOX-s backbone
network extracts features through CSPDarknet and, after 5 rounds of downsampling to
obtain a 5-layer feature map {Cy, Ca, C3, C4, Cs}, the number of channels is doubled while
the size of the feature map is reduced by half. The feature map C; contains more detailed
information, but also contains high levels of noise and background information. Therefore,
in the proposed method, the low-level high-resolution feature map C; is introduced into
the FPN, and the tertiary effective feature maps {C3, C4, Cs} are fused with top-down
transmitted features, and these methods enhance the semantic representation on multiple
scales by transferring strong semantic features from high-level to shallow levels. These
enhanced feature maps {P,, P3, Py, P5} transfer the strong spatial features of the shallow
feature maps to higher levels in a bottom-up manner, improving the localization capability
at multiple scales. In addition, a decoupling head for small object detection is added, and
the improved network structure is shown in Figure 7.

As shown in Figure 7, the backbone network structure of the YOLOX-IM model uses
CSPDarknet to extract the multiscale feature maps, and uses PAN and ULSAM to enhance
the multiscale feature maps at the neck layer, so that the FPN is fused with C; to obtain
P,, and P, is fused bottom-up to obtain 7; 1y and P, are indicated by red squares. The
ULSAM structure is added after the PAN structure to weaken the complex background
information, as shown in the red box. In the prediction layer, the red dashed boxes indicate
the addition of the decoupled head dedicated to small object detection.

3.3. Target Tracking Algorithm

This study adopts the DeepSort multi-objective tracking algorithm [47], which uses
more reliable metrics than the Sort tracking algorithm, rather than correlation metrics,
thereby increasing the network robustness regarding missing and false objects. The Deep-
Sort algorithm architecture is shown in Figure 8. It is worth noting that the input value of
DeepSort is the output value of the YOLOX-Im model above.

The DeepSort algorithm includes the following steps: input the vehicle fit detection
set and track set to get bbox, then generate Detections dataset, and track dataset; the
second step is the Kalman prediction—according to the vehicle history track set, the vehicle
position set in the nth frame can be predicted; use the Hungarian algorithm to match
the predicted tracks with the detections in the current frame (cascade matching and IOU
matching); the Kalman filter update, which outputs the updated spatio-temporal data of
the vehicle, which consist of time-variant data and vehicle coordinate data.
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Figure 8. DeepSort algorithm architecture.

3.4. Output Data

(1) Vehicle classification data. Detect the vehicle objects in the frame using the YOLOX-
IM model, and output data as the vehicle fit detection set N = {N;, i = 1,2,3}.

(2) Vehicle track data. Combine the dataset output by YOLOX-Im model, use the
DeepSort multi-objective tracking algorithm to track the running vehicles in the video and
the output data as the vehicle trajectory set T = {1},i=1,2,3,... }.

(3) Vehicle speed data. The video frame rate speed estimation method [48] is used
to estimate the speed of the target vehicle. It is important to note that the video frame
rate interval is as small as possible in order to reduce the number of calculations and
speed up the algorithm execution. In practice, the algorithm takes the speed estimation
every 4 frames because of the frequency of in-vehicle data acquisition. The calculation
Equation (14) of the video frame rate speed estimation method is listed as follows:

 Ax

v = AL (14)

In Equation (14), v is in meters/second, and the vehicle position between the selected
frame intervals is subtracted to obtain the moving distance, Ax, corresponding to the
interval, At; At = (number of frames processed in the previous frame—number of frames
processed in the current frame)/frame rate. Ax is the distance of the horizontal line of the
target vehicle coordinates in the video at different frame rates.

4. Experiments and Results
4.1. Experimental Design

To verify the performance of the proposed YOLOX-IM model, an ablation experiment
is conducted. Then, the YOLOX-IM model is compared with a series of commonly used
object detection models using the evaluation metrics. In addition, a practical application is
also carried out. The vehicle speed obtained by processing the actual aerial video through
the model is denoted as the experimental sample value, and the vehicle speed collected
through OBD and GNSS is denoted as the ground sample true value. Then, the error
between the experimental sample value and the ground sample true value is compared,
which is denoted as the control experiment.

The control experiment mainly consists of an aerial UAV part and the on-board
equipment part of the experimental vehicle. For the aerial UAV, a DJI Phantom 4 RTK UAV
was used. The GNSS ensures the accuracy of the positioning data and the OBD can record
the vehicle driving data in real time by reading the vehicle controller area network (CAN).
The experimental system is shown in Figure 9.
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Figure 9. Field experimental equipment.

In order to verify whether the YOLOX-IM model can meet the requirements of traffic
monitoring under various brightnesses, the control experiment was designed with 12 traffic
scenarios each in daytime and nighttime, where the UAV height was set as the three most
commonly used monitoring heights, and the speed of the experimental vehicles was also
classified, as shown in Table 1. In the control experiments, the UAV hovered at a fixed
altitude. The experimental vehicle was driven in a circle along the JinGang Expressway
in Tianjin, China, and its trajectories are shown in Figure 10. It is worth noting that since
the experimental location of this paper is Tianjin, China, the Chinese letters appearing
in Figure 10 only indicate the place name and do not have any other meaning. The line
segment in Figure 10 indicates the vehicle trajectory, and the English information above is
the vehicle operation data.

Table 1. Control experiment with 12 traffic scenarios.

Average I?ecording Time of Drone Speed of the bt of th Length of
Experimental No. Aerial Photography (s) Experimental Hg ght 0( t) € Experimental

Day Night Vehicle (km/h) ronem Road (m)
1 15 18 40 30 50
2 10 15 60 30 50
3 23 25 10~40 30 50
4 18 25 10~60 30 50
5 19 27 40 50 75
6 13 20 60 50 75
7 27 35 10~40 50 75
8 21 30 10~60 50 75
9 27 30 40 100 150
10 24 35 60 100 150
11 33 40 10~40 100 150
12 28 34 10~60 100 150
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Figure 10. The trajectory of the experimental vehicle for the control experiment.

4.2. Comparison Experiments
4.2.1. Dataset Description

The VisDrone2021 dataset was collected by Tianjin University, China, and includes
a variety of scenes from 14 cities under different weather and lighting conditions. The
dataset provides images taken by drones at different heights and locations, with image
resolutions of up to 2000 x 1500 pixels. It includes 10 categories: pedestrians, people,
bicycles, cars, vans, trucks, tricycles, awning-tricycles, buses, and motors. The training
set contains 6471 images, the validation set contains 548 images, and the test set contains
1610 images. In the VisDrone dataset, 902 objects can appear in a single image, and
the distribution of categories and labels is shown in Figure 11. To make the category
distribution more balanced, this study used SAHI to crop each training image into slices
with a 640 x 640 resolution and 160 overlapping pixels, and removed slices that contained
only background. Next, selected slices containing fewer sample categories were used to
form a new training set with the original training images, 548 images were selected as the
validation set, and experimental results were obtained by testing 1610 images.

200,000 187,005

180,000

160,000

140,000

120,000 109,187

100,000

80,000

60,000

4000 38,560 32,702 i

13,069
20,000 6387 4377 9,117

Figure 11. Distribution of labels within the dataset.

4.2.2. Experimental Environment

The deep learning process ran in a server with a relatively powerful GPU and the
server configuration is described as follows: Intel Core I5 12 400F processor, DDR4 32 G
memory, and GeForce RTX 3060 12 G GPU. Software versions were used as follows: Python
version 3.7.7, Pytorch version 1.7.1, and Cuda version 10.1. The training was performed
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using a stochastic gradient descent with a momentum value of 0.937, a weight decay factor
of 5 x 107%, an initial learning rate of 0.01, a batch size setting of 4, and a period setting
of 150. For geometric distortion, a random scaling and flipping method was used. The
random scaling interval is (0.25, 2), and the input image is scaled randomly between 0.25
and 2, while the width and height are distorted between 0.538 and 1.857. In addition, when
the flip ratio is fixed at 0.5, there is a 50% chance of flipping the image to the left or to the
right. For photometric distortion, the distortion factors for hue, saturation, and luminance
are set to 0.1, 0.7, and 0.4, respectively. The gamut of the images is changed after adjusting
the image from RGB to HSV.

4.2.3. Ablation Experiment

The object detection performance of the YOLOX-IM model was evaluated using
mAP50, AP-large, AP-mid, and AP-small [49]. The average accuracy (AP) for each category
of mAP50 is calculated at an IoU of 0.5 and then averaged over all categories. AP-large,
AP-mid, and AP-small are the AP values calculated for three different scales of objects
(large, medium, and small) when the IoU is in the range of 0.5-0.95.

The formula for calculating mAP is stated as follows:

mAP = %Zle AP(i) (15)

where 1 is the total number of categories, i is the current category, and AP(i) is the AP
value of the current category.

The experimental results of ablation model are shown in Table 2. Compared with the
baseline network, the performance enhancement is obvious when the SAHI algorithm and
coordinate correction matrix are used for data augmentation, and the detection accuracy of
large, medium, and small targets is improved by 4.7%, 1.6%, and 1%, respectively. SAHI
makes small objects occupy more pixels in the slices, and the data augmentation increases
the diversity of training samples, which effectively improves the detection accuracy of
small objects. Then, the shallow feature map Cj is introduced into an FPN for feature fusion,
and the small object detection accuracy is further improved by 1.3%. The results show
that the feature map C, obtains rich spatial information on small targets and is suitable
for small object detection in UAV aerial images. Then, ULSAM is added in the PAN stage
to obtain a different attention map, highlighting the object features and weakening the
background information, which improves the detection performance of the model. Finally,
the loss function IoU is replaced by SloU, which enables the bounding box to locate the
target more quickly and accurately, and improves the accuracy of the network in detecting
small targets.

Table 2. Results of ablation experiments with improved modules.

Baseline

Model h?lf::n]f;‘n . C;  ULSAM SloU V(‘;}‘];‘)‘e mAP50  AP-Small AP-Mid  Ap-Large
(YOLOX-s)
v 13.85 36.62% 0.103 0.312 0.422
V v 13.85 38.74% 0.113 0.329 0.476
V v v 6.7 41.98% 0.124 0.341 0.495
Vi v Vi v 8.2 44.13% 0.136 0.364 0.488
v v v v v 455 44.75% 0.142 0.366 0.506

Compared with the base YOLOX-s model, the improved YOLOX-IM is 67.14% less in
volume, mAP50 is 8.13% more, and AP-small, AP-mid, and Ap-large are 3.9%, 5.4%, and
8.4% more, respectively. The results show that the improved model can effectively solve
the problem of many small targets and complex backgrounds in UAV aerial images and
achieve the lightweight requirement.
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4.2.4. Comparison of Object Detection Algorithms

The performance of the YOLOX-IM object detection model was compared with Cen-
terNet [50], YOLOvV3 [51], D-A-FS SSD [52] and RetinalNet [53], and Faster R-CNN and
Cascade R-CNN algorithms. The comparison results are shown in Table 3. The results in
the table clearly show that the accuracy of the proposed YOLOX-IM model is higher than
other detection models, which indicates the superior performance of the YOLOX-IM model
over other detection models.

Table 3. Classification results of different models in the test set (mAP50).

Model Resolution mAP Pedestrian People Bicycle Car Van Truck Tricycle %:;’cnyl?l%- Bus Motor
CenterNet - 26.60% 0.23 0.21 0.15 0.6 0.24 0.21 0.2 0.17 0.38 0.24
YOLOV3 768 x 768 41.35% - - - - - - - - - -
1120 x 1120 45.64% 0.44 0.28 0.23 0.85 0.53 0.54 0.31 0.27 0.65 0.46
D-A-FS SSD - 36.70% - - - - - - - - - -
RetinaNet 35.59% 0.27 0.13 0.14 0.59 0.50 0.54 0.25 0.30 0.59 0.24
YOLOX-s
(Baseline 640 x 640 36.62% 0.31 0.21 0.15 0.78 0.41 0.46 0.22 0.19 0.58 0.36
Model)
Yo(lé?li(s')lM 640 x 640 47.20% 0.45 0.32 0.26 0.85 0.51 0.56 0.32 0.28 0.69 0.48
FasterR-CNN 33.60% - - - - - - - - - -
CaéﬁflﬁfR‘ 43.70% 0.43 0.33 0.21 0.80 0.49 0.44 0.32 0.22 0.62 0.43

It can be seen from Table 3 that the mAP of the YOLOX-IM model proposed in this
paper is 47.20% on the test dataset, which is a 10.58% improvement over the baseline
model and a 5.85% improvement over the common YOLOV3. It is worth mentioning that
the YOLOX-IM model shows higher detection accuracy for the categories of pedestrians,
bicycles, and motor, which also proves the effectiveness of the model improvement in this
paper for small object detection under aerial images.

4.2.5. Comparison of Target-Tracking Algorithms

In the performance evaluation of target tracking, this study used IDSW, MOTA, and
MOTP as evaluation indexes for multi-vehicle tracking results [54]. IDSW indicates the
number of times the target IDs are switched during the tracking process. The multi-object
tracking accuracy MOTA is an important index to measure the ability of the multi-object
tracking algorithm to track vehicles continuously. The larger value denotes the higher
detection accuracy, and the calculation formula is listed as follows:

Y (ENt + FPt + IDSW)

TA=1-
MO y, GTt

(16)

where FNt is the number of vehicles not associated with the object (number of missed
detections). FPt indicates the number of predicted trajectories of other vehicles (number of
false detections). IDSW indicates the number of ID changes of the object.

The multi-object tracking accuracy MOTP represents the overlap between the tracking
frame of all target vehicles and the actual frame of the target vehicle:

Y [OUy
Y Gt

where IOU refers to the average intersection ratio of all target tracking frames to all actual
frames, and Gt refers to the number of successful matches in all frames.

The experiments used YOLOX-IM from Section 3 as a detector, used the Deep-Sort
algorithm as a tracker, and included videos of vehicles in the VisDrone2021 dataset as
tests, which include traffic scenes with different views and intersections, different weather,
and different occlusion conditions. Comparisons of the commonly used target tracking
algorithms were carried out. The specific comparison results are shown in Table 4.

MOTP = (17)
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Table 4. Tracking performance comparison of four multi-object tracking algorithms.
Tracking Algorithm MOTA MOTP IDSW
SORT 60.9 79.5 164
Deep-Sort 61.2 81.3 99
YOLOV3 + Deep-Sort 65.8 84.4 71
YOLOX-IM + Deep-Sort 71.3 85.9 53

It can be seen that the SORT algorithm using the Faster R-CNN detector appears to
have a higher number of IDSW, and the object tracking performance of the Deep-Sort
algorithm, also using the Faster R-CNN detector, is 0.3% higher in MOTA and 1.8% higher
in MOTP compared to SORT; the number of IDSW is also significantly reduced, which
indicates that the appearance-matching strategy of the Deep-Sort algorithm enhances the
correlation between vehicle detection and tracking. The tracking performance of the Deep-
Sort algorithm is also further improved when the detector is replaced with the YOLOX-IM,
with a 4.6% improvement in MOTA and a 3.1% improvement in MOTP, indicating that the
detection algorithm can also improve the accuracy and precision of multi-object tracking.

4.3. Control Experiments
4.3.1. Field Experiments

This study further verified the practical application results and the accuracy of the
vehicle speed extraction of YOLOX-IM-DeepSort model. Then, the experimental vehicles
set up in the 12 traffic scenarios of Table 1 were detected and tracked, and only the AP
values of the cars in the experimental results were taken as the basis for the object detection
accuracy. In the algorithm processing, the confidence level is taken every two frames since
the experimental vehicle appears, and it is worth noting that the confidence level is used
to represent the AP value of the car for the convenience of describing the accuracy. The
process is shown in Figure 12, and a total of 50 consecutive confidence levels were selected
for comparison, with the relevant results shown in Figures 13-15.

The location of the field experiment was chosen in Tianjin, China, on Jingang Avenue,
which is a four-lane two-direction urban expressway, as shown in Figures 16 and 17. The
field experiment was conducted during the daytime and nighttime on 4 November 2022.

Figure 12. The process of taking confidence level in aerial video detection.
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Figure 13. Vehicle detection accuracy (vehicle at uniform speed).
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Figure 14. Vehicle detection accuracy (vehicle at variable speed).
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Figure 16. Extracted speeds vs. ground-truth speeds (vehicle at uniform speed).
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Figure 17. Extracted speeds vs. ground-truth speeds (vehicle at variable speed).

As shown in Figures 13 and 14, the titles of the pictures refer to the experiment
numbers in Table 1. From these pictures, it can be seen that, when the height of the UAV is
30 m or 50 m, the average vehicle detection accuracy of the YOLOX-IM model is relatively
high regardless of whether the speed of the experimental vehicle is uniform or variable,
and the vehicle detection accuracy at low brightness is only slightly reduced compared
to the vehicle detection accuracy during the daytime. However, when the UAV height is
100 m, the vehicle detection accuracy at this time is significantly reduced compared with
that at other heights, and the vehicle detection accuracy at low brightness will be further
significantly reduced.

From Figures 13-15, it can be seen that the object detection algorithm proposed has
little impact on the accuracy of object detection when processing the video of experimental
vehicles taken by UAV at a constant or variable speed, with a fluctuation range of +1.5%;
the object detection accuracy fluctuates little when the monitoring height setting of UAV
changes from 30 m to 50 m and, with a fluctuation range of 2%, the purpose of traffic
monitoring is still achieved with high accuracy. However, when the monitoring height of
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the UAV continues to increase to 100 m, the object detection accuracy decreases more, and
the average confidence level is only about 80%, which shows that a further reduction in
the size of the object brings a greater challenge to the algorithm. It is worth noting that,
in the nighttime aerial drone video, when the drone height is in the range of 30-50 m, the
average confidence level obtained by the algorithm only decreases by 4.0-5.9% compared
with the average confidence level in the daytime, regardless of whether the target vehicle
is traveling at a uniform speed or at a variable speed. However, when the UAV height is
100 m, the average confidence level at night decreases more compared with the average
confidence level during the day. Therefore, it is concluded that the proposed model can
meet the accuracy requirements of daily traffic monitoring when the UAV is located in the
height range of 30-50 m.

4.3.2. Accuracy Analysis of Vehicle Speed Extraction

Data based on GNSS and OBD acquisitions were chosen to measure the accuracy of
the vehicle speed of the experimental vehicle obtained through the model. As the OBD
data were recorded at a frequency of 5 Hz and the GNSS was generated at 20 Hz, the two
data sources were interpolated. Additionally, similar calculations were carried out for the
velocity data extracted by the model. The error comparison is shown in Figures 16 and 17.

The relative error was used to measure the accuracy of the sample data, and the
goodness-of-fit index of the quoted curve regression [55] was not considered for discussion.
These figures show that the largest relative error between the true ground sample value
and the experimental sample value of the speed of the experimental vehicle occurred in the
nighttime experiment of (2, with a maximum relative error of 10.43%; the smallest relative
error occurred in the daytime experiment of @), with a minimum relative error of 2.68%,
while the relative errors of the other groups of experiments generally ranged from 3% to
6%. It is worth noting that, when the UAV is at 50 and 100 m, the target-tracking algorithm
will incur an IDSW, resulting in a brief loss of the experimental vehicle being tracked,
when the speed estimation algorithm will treat the speed of the experimental vehicle as
0. This is the reason for the abrupt curve change points in Figures 16 and 17, which occur
more frequently in the nighttime experiments. In addition, this experiment found that
the number of IDSWs increased more when the UAV altitude was 100 m than when the
UAV altitude was 50 m. The above accuracy analysis shows that the YOLOX-IM-DeepSort
model proposed is most suitable for traffic monitoring platforms where the UAV height
is set at 50 m, and also for main roads or expressways where the average traffic speed is
around 60 km/h.

5. Conclusions

In this study, a YOLOX-IM-DeepSort model was proposed for the extraction of vehicle
traffic parameters in aerial images with different brightness. The dataset was processed
with HSV domain data enhancement (adjustment of brightness, HSV disturbances), matrix
transformation processing, and the SAHI algorithm for data enhancement, which improved
the quality of the training and validation data. In the model structure, the number of de-
tection heads for detecting small objects after fusion of C, and effective feature maps
was increased, effectively improving the model’s ability to detect small objects. Further-
more, ULSAM was also added to obtain different attention maps to highlight the object
information and weaken the background information. Finally, the loss function of the
boundary regression was optimized to make the boundary regression faster and more
accurate, thus improving the model training speed and detection accuracy. The results
of the ablation experiments on the VisDrone2021 dataset showed that, compared to the
baseline YOLOX-s model, the improved YOLOX-IM showed a 67.14% volume reduction
and an 8.13% increase in mAP50, with 3.9%, 5.4%, and 8.4% increases in AP-small, AP-mid,
and Ap-large, respectively.

In addition, the VisDrone2021 dataset was adopted to verify the object detection and
object tracking performance of YOLOX-IM-DeepSort, and experimental results showed that
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the average vehicle detection accuracy is 85.00% and the average vehicle tracking accuracy
is 71.30% at various brightness levels, both of which are better than the common model.
However, it was argued that the good performance of the traffic parameter extraction
model cannot be demonstrated in common datasets alone, as this would lack a metric
and the model would lack interpretability. A field experiment was conducted using an
experimental vehicle equipped with OBD, GNSS, and a DJI Phantom 4 RTK drone. The
results showed that when the drone height ranges from 30 m to 50 m, the average accuracy
of nighttime vehicle detection is only 4.0-5.9% lower compared to the daytime detection
results, and the average traffic parameter extraction accuracy is 97.32% in daytime and
91.59% in nighttime. In summary, the most applicable traffic-monitoring conditions for the
traffic parameter extraction model proposed in this paper are clear day and night with the
UAV height between 30 and 50 m.

6. Discussions

The proposed traffic parameter extraction model is promising, however, there are
still some limitations. For example, the increased detection head improves the detection
accuracy but affects the detection efficiency of embeddable applications. Secondly, although
this paper achieves the extraction of traffic parameters under low brightness, it does not take
into account the situation whereby foreign objects might invade the image under extreme
weather, which would affect the accuracy of vehicle detection and tracking. Furthermore,
future work is addressed as follows: (1) In the field of object detection, the attention
mechanism of the model is improved based on the latest YOLO model to improve feature
extraction, the feature pyramid of the model is improved to fully integrate multi-scale
features of the image, and the loss function of the model is optimized to improve the
localization of objects. (2) It is necessary to further explore the effectiveness of the YOLOX-
IM-DeepSort model in extreme weather conditions (such as heavy rain, snow, dust storms,
and haze) and make targeted improvements to enable the model to be used in all weather
conditions. (3) For data validation, in addition to using OBD as well as GNSS, real data
from different sources (millimeter wave radar data, LIDAR point cloud data, etc.) are
combined to further validate the accuracy of the traffic parameter extraction model.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, J.L. and X.L.; data curation, J.L. and X.L.; funding acqui-
sition, X.L. and Q.C.; methodology, J.L. and S.N.; validation, ].L. and X.L.; writing—original draft,
J.L. and X.L.; writing—review and editing, ].L. and X.L. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (No.
51408417) and the Science and Technology Plan Project of Tianjin, China (No. XC202028, 2022ZD016,
22YDTPJC00120).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.
Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.
Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

Liu, X.; Peng, Z.R.; Zhang, L.Y,; Chen, Q. Real-time and coordinated UAV path planning for road traffic surveillance: A
penalty-based boundary intersection approach. Int. J. Control. Autom. Syst. 2022, 20, 2655-2668. [CrossRef]

Liu, X.; Ma, J.; Chen, D.; Zhang, L.Y. Real-time unmanned aerial vehicle cruise route optimization for road segment surveillance
using decomposition algorithm. Robotica 2021, 39, 1007-1022. [CrossRef]

Brooks, R.R.; Ramanathan, P,; Sayeed, A.M. Distributed target classification and 13 tracking in sensor networks. Proc. IEEE 2003,

References
1.
2.
3.
91, 1163-1171. [CrossRef]
4.

Zhang, J.; Tao, C.; Zou, Z.; Pan, H. A vehicle detection method taking shadow 15 areas into account for high resolution aerial
imagery. In Proceedings of the 2016 16 IEEE International Geoscience and Remote Sensing Symposium (IGARSS), Beijing, China,
10-15 July 2016; pp. 669-672.


https://doi.org/10.1007/s12555-020-0565-8
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0263574720000867
https://doi.org/10.1109/JPROC.2003.814923

Sustainability 2023, 15, 8505 22 of 23

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.
16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.
26.
27.
28.

29.

30.
31.
32.
33.

34.

Ke, R; Li, Z,; Kim, S.; Ash, J.; Cui, Z.; Wang, Y. Real-time bidirectional traffic 19 flow parameter estimation from aerial videos.
IEEE Trans. Intell. Transp. Syst. 2016, 18, 890-901. [CrossRef]

Tsai, L.W.; Hsieh, ].W.; Fan, K.C. Vehicle detection using normalized color and edge map. IEEE Trans. Image Process. 2007, 16,
850-864. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Geng, Q.T.; Yu, FH.; Wang, Y.T. A new algorithm for model detection based on feature fusion. J. Jilin Univ. 2018, 48, 929-935.
Wen, X.; Shao, L.; Fang, W. Efficient feature selection and classification for vehicle detection. IEEE Trans. Circuits Syst. Video
Technol. 2015, 25, 508-517.

Tang, Y.; Zhang, C.; Gu, R. Vehicle detection and recognition for intelligent traffic surveillance system. Multimed. Tools Appl. 2015,
76, 5817-5832. [CrossRef]

Ji, W;; Tang, L.; Li, D. Video-based construction vehicles detection and its application in intelligent monitoring system. CAAI
Trans. Intell. Technol. 2016, 1, 162-172. [CrossRef]

Weng, M.; Huang, G.; Da, X. A new interframe difference algorithm for moving target detection. Int. Congr. Image Signal Process.
2010, 1, 285-289.

Liu, Y,; Wang, H.H.; Xiang, Y.L.; Lu, P. A vehicle detection method based on improved Adaboost algorithm and frame difference
method. J. Huazhong Univ. Sci. Technol. (Nat. Sci. Ed.) 2013, 41, 379-382.

Zhang, X.; Izquierdo, E.; Chandramouli, K. Dense and small object detection in uav vision based on cascade network. In
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision Workshops, Seoul, Republic of Korea, 27-28
October 2019.

Dai, J.; Qi, H.; Xiong, Y.; Li, Y.; Zhang, G.; Hu, H.; Wei, Y. Deformable convolutional networks. In Proceedings of the IEEE
International Conference on Computer Vision, Venice, Italy, 22-29 October 2017; pp. 764-773.

Tian, G,; Liu, J.; Yang, W. A dual neural network for object detection in uav images. Neurocomputing 2021, 443, 292-301. [CrossRef]
Girshick, R.; Donahue, J.; Darrell, T.; Malik, J. Rich feature hierarchies for accurate object detection and se-mantic segmentation.
In Proceedings of the Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, Columbus, OH, USA, 23-28 June 2014; pp. 580-587.

Girshick, R. Fast R-CNN. In Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference on Computer Vision, Santiago, Chile, 7-13
December 2015; pp. 1440-1448.

Ren, S.; He, K.; Girshick, R.; Sun, J. Faster R-CNN: To-wards real-time object detection with region proposal networks. In
Proceedings of the International Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems, Montreal, QC, Canada, 7-12 December
2015; pp. 91-99.

Redmon, J.; Divvala, S.; Girshick, R.; Farhadi, A. You only look once: Unified, real-time object detection. In Proceedings of the
2016 IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), Las Vegas, NV, USA, 27-30 June 2016; IEEE: New
York, NY, USA, 2016; pp. 779-788.

Li, X,; Liu, Y; Li, P. A multi-objective vehicle detection method based on YOLO v2 algorithm in Darknet framework. Transp. J.
Transp. Eng. 2018, 18, 146-162.

Lin, T.Y; Dollér, P,; Girshick, R.; He, K.; Hariharan, B.; Belongie, S. Feature pyramid networks for object detection. In Proceedings
of the IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, Honolulu, HI, USA, 21-26 July 2017; pp. 2117-2125.

Van Etten, A. You only look twice: Rapid multi-scale object detection in satellite imagery. arXiv 2018, arXiv:1805.09512.

Yang, X,; Yang, J.; Yan, J.; Zhang, Y.; Zhang, T.; Guo, Z.; Sun, X.; Fu, K. Towards more robust detection for small, cluttered and
rotated objects. In Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference on Computer Vision, Seoul, Republic of Korea, 27 October-2
November 2019; pp. 8232-8241.

Rajput, S.K; Patni, ].C.; Alshamrani, S.S.; Chaudhari, V.; Dumka, A.; Singh, R.; Rashid, M.; Gehlot, A.; AlIGhamdi, A.S. Automatic
Vehicle Identification and Classification Model Using the YOLOv3 Algorithm for a Toll Management System. Sustainability 2022,
14, 9163. [CrossRef]

Zhang, Y.; Guo, Z.; Wu, J; Tian, Y.; Tang, H.; Guo, X. Real-Time Vehicle Detection Based on Improved YOLO v5. Sustainability
2022, 14, 12274. [CrossRef]

Ge, Z.; Liu, S.;; Wang, F,; Li, Z.; Sun, J. Yolox: Exceeding yolo series in 2021. arXiv 2021, arXiv:2107.08430.

Ultralytics: Yolov5. [EB/OL]. Available online: https://github.com /ultralytics/yolov5 (accessed on 1 November 2021).

He, K.; Zhang, X.; Ren, S.; Sun, ]J. Deep residual learning for image recognition. In Proceedings of the IEEE Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, Las Vegas, NV, USA, 27-30 June 2016; pp. 770-778.

Wang, C.Y.; Liao HY, M.; Wu, Y.H.; Chen, P.Y; Hsieh, ].W.; Yeh, LH. Cspnet: A new backbone that can enhance learning capability
of cnn. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition Workshops, Seattle, WA, USA,
13-19 June 2020; pp. 390-391.

He, K.; Zhang, X.; Ren, S.; Sun, J. Spatial pyramid pooling in deep convolutional networks for visual recognition. IEEE Trans.
Pattern Anal. Mach. Intell. 2015, 37, 1904-1916. [CrossRef]

Drone Dataset. [EB/OL]. Available online: http://dronedataset.icg.tugraz.at/ (accessed on 25 January 2019).

Visdrone Dataset. [EB/OL]. Available online: https://github.com/VisDrone (accessed on 13 January 2021).

Yao, Y.; Zheng, L.; Yang, X.; Naphade, M.; Gedeon, T. Simulating Content Consistent Vehicle Datasets with Attribute Descent; Springer:
Cham, Switzerland, 2020.

Qi, C.Y. Research on Vehicle Detection and Distance at Night Based on Monocular Vision; Jilin University: Changchun, China, 2021.


https://doi.org/10.1109/TITS.2016.2595526
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIP.2007.891147
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17357742
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11042-015-2520-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trit.2016.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neucom.2021.03.016
https://doi.org/10.3390/su14159163
https://doi.org/10.3390/su141912274
https://github.com/ultralytics/yolov5
https://doi.org/10.1109/TPAMI.2015.2389824
http://dronedataset.icg.tugraz.at/
https://github.com/VisDrone

Sustainability 2023, 15, 8505 23 of 23

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.
41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.
49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

Liu, ].P; Shan, D.E; Guo, Z.Y.; Luo, Z.B.; Zhang, Z.W. Traffic parameter extraction method and validation of UAV video. Highw.
Traffic Technol. 2021, 38, 149-158.

Umbaugh, S.E. Digital Image Processing and Analysis: Human and Computer Vision Applications with CVIP Tools; CRC Press:
BocaRaton, FL, USA, 2010.

Babenko, B.; Yang, M.H.; Belongie, S. Robust object tracking with online multiple instance learning. IEEE Trans. Pattern Anal.
Mach. Intell. 2010, 33, 1619-1632. [CrossRef]

Akyon, F.C.; Altinuc, S.O.; Temizel, A. Slicing Aided Hyper Inference and Fine-tuning for Small Object Detection. arXiv 2022,
arXiv:2202.06934.

DeVries, T.; Taylor, G.W. Improved regularization of convolutional neural networks with cutout. arXiv 2017, arXiv:1708.04552.
Zhang, H.; Cisse, M.; Dauphin, Y.N.; Lopez-Paz, D. Mixup: Beyond empirical risk minimization. arXiv 2017, arXiv:1710.09412.
Yun, S;; Han, D.; Oh, S.J.; Chun, S.; Choe, ].; Yoo, Y. Cutmix: Regularization strategy to train strong classifiers with localizable
features. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision, Seoul, Republic of Korea, 27 October—
2 November 2019; pp. 6023-6032.

Bochkovskiy, A.; Wang, C.Y.; Liao, H.Y.M. Yolov4: Optimal speed and accuracy of object detection. arXiv 2020, arXiv:2004.10934.
Saini, R.; Jha, N.K,; Das, B.; Mittal, S.; Mohan, C.K. Ulsam: Ultra-lightweight subspace attention module for compact convolutional
neural networks. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Winter Conference on Applications of Computer Vision, Snowmass Village,
CO, USA, 1-5 March 2020; pp. 1627-1636.

Yu, J.; Jiang, Y.; Wang, Z.; Cao, Z.; Huang, T. Unitbox: An advanced object detection network. In Proceedings of the 24th ACM
International Conference on Multimedia, Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 15-19 October 2016; pp. 516-520.

Gevorgyan, Z. Siou loss: More powerful learning for bounding box regression. arXiv 2022, arXiv:2205.12740.

Du, D.; Zhu, P; Wen, L; Bian, X.; Lin, H.; Hu, Q.; Peng, T.; Zheng, ].; Wang, X.; Zhang, Y.; et al. VisDrone-DET2019: The vision
meets drone object detection in image challenge results. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer
Vision Workshops, Seoul, Republic of Korea, 27 October—2 November 2019.

Dong, M.L.; Ren, A.H. Research on highway traffic event detection based on deep learning. Foreign Electron. Meas. Technol. 2021,
40, 108-116. [CrossRef]

Jia, CM. Rearch on vehicle speed measurement using cameras above lane. Opt. Tech. 2021, 47, 608-612. [CrossRef]

Zheng, L.; Shen, L.; Tian, L.; Wang, S.; Wang, J.; Tian, Q. Scalable Person Re-Identification: A Benchmark. In Proceedings of the
IEEE International Conference on Computer Vision (ICCV), Santiago, Chile, 7-13 December 2015; pp. 1116-1124.

Albaba, B.M.; Ozer, S. Synet: An ensemble network for object detection in uav images. In Proceedings of the 2020 25th
International Conference on Pattern Recognition (ICPR), Milan, Italy, 10-15 January 2021; IEEE: New York, NY, USA, 2021;
pp. 10227-10234.

Redmon, J.; Farhadi, A. Yolov3: An incremental improvement. Science 2018, 18, 67-74.

Liu, Y;; Ding, Z.; Cao, Y.; Chang, M. Multi-scale feature fusion uav image object detection method based on dilated convolution
and attention mechanism. In Proceedings of the 2020 the 8th International Conference on Information Technology: IoT and Smart
City, Xi’an, China, 25-27 December 2020; pp. 125-132.

Lin, TY,; Goyal, P; Girshick, R.; He, K.; Dollar, P. Focal loss for dense object detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE Internation al
Conference on Computer Vision, Venice, Italy, 22-29 October 2017; pp. 2980-2988.

Rahman, M.A.; Wang, Y. Optimizing intersection-over-union in deep neural networks for image segmentation. In Proceedings of
the International Symposium on Visual Computing, Las Vegas, NV, USA, 12-14 December 2016; pp. 234-244.

Zhang, J. Resolution of Parameter Estimation Methods for Linear Regression Models; Wuhan University of Technology: Wuhan,
China, 2020.

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.1109/TPAMI.2010.226
https://doi.org/10.19652/j.cnki.femt.2102883
https://doi.org/10.13741/j.cnki.11-1879/o4.2021.05.017

	Introduction 
	Baseline Model and Dataset Processing 
	YOLOX-s Model 
	Processing Strategy for Aerial Image Dataset 

	Traffic Parameter Extraction Methods and Material 
	Image Pre-Processing 
	HSV Domain Data Enhancement 
	Transformation of Target Coordinates in Images 
	Small Target Data Enhancement Strategy 

	Improvement in Object Detection Model 
	Improved Attentional Mechanism 
	Loss Function Selection 
	Improvement in Network Structure 

	Target Tracking Algorithm 
	Output Data 

	Experiments and Results 
	Experimental Design 
	Comparison Experiments 
	Dataset Description 
	Experimental Environment 
	Ablation Experiment 
	Comparison of Object Detection Algorithms 
	Comparison of Target-Tracking Algorithms 

	Control Experiments 
	Field Experiments 
	Accuracy Analysis of Vehicle Speed Extraction 


	Conclusions 
	Discussions 
	References

