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Abstract; Under water environment is complex and dynamic. When light propagates in water, it
undergoes severe attenuation, scattering and color cast, leading to prevalent defects in underwater
images, including low contrast, strong noise and blurred details, which restricted the application of
underwater target detection technology in marine resource exploration, ecological monitoring and
underwater engineering. To tackle the challenges of low localization accuracy and difficulties in detecting
small and overlapping targets in traditional detection algorithms for underwater biological targets, WLDA —
YOLO v8, an improved version of the YOLO v8 algorithm optimized for small-object detection was
proposed. A lightweight multi-scale convolution module (LEM) was designed to replace the original C2f
module in the network, reduce computational complexity and enhance feature extraction in complex
environments. To enable dynamic and adaptive training sample selection, the ATSS sample assignment
strategy and the dynamic detection head ( DyHead) were integrated. Additionally, the incorporation of an
improved WloU v3s bounding box regression loss function improved the model’ s localization accuracy for
small underwater objects. Compared with the original YOLO v8s, some comprehensive tests on the
custom data set showed that mAP50 —95 of WLDA — YOLO v8 was improved by 5.5 percentage points,
while the number of parameters was reduced to 7.9 x 10° and GFLOPs was decreased from 1. 98 x 10" to
1.59 x 10", significantly reducing model complexity. The experimental results verified that the proposed
algorithm significantly elevated the accuracy and efficiency of the model in underwater target detection
tasks, as well as its convergence speed and training stability.

Key words: underwater object detection; small organisms; YOLO v8; LEM; ATSS; WloU v3s

W ks H 397 : 2026 —06 —23 & [al H 4. 2026 — 06 —26

EEWAB: L4 BT E A 4T H (20224ACB204022 ) | [ 5K B R B 2% 5 4 0 H (62063001 ) F1 7 L1 K 2% 61 57 41l 5 4 5 5
( €XX120250206)

EE BN FMAR (1975—) 20, B0, 11, 22N OK T UL AR FH B 4% il B 5% , E-mail : hyzou@ ecut. edu. cn



45 19 1)

SR A R T ICHE YOLO v8 #E R 7K R /N B A Wy B AR A 0 330 W B 5 115

0 3]

WEEEA 25 RGN J A 2 REVE X T b BRI 45
ST LA R A W IR R T R e R B R,
R BT A b ARG U RV K T A 0, o A T U
M AR AE Y 2R R B B E L,
SR, 7K MG 32 316 42 520 L (6 % fnd % (R X
AR BRI S S N T
B A, KT A R B AR T R BN (A S
R4 HAEEG P b7 EEARAIG, 2 — 25 3 i1 G
JoE s el A A5 6 R R I 7 3 A K T ER
Birp R

B 5 U 2 20 R R BT R 4 ) 4%
(CNN) g H AR K I B 2 e K FABE PR T H K
(998 o T B B K I 5 3 40 Faster R — CNNU A
Mask R — CNN"®' U 76 K MDKG & b 2 B0 5, (2 i
FHATEE R, NS T SL i AT 55 . A
2 R, YOLO 45 B[ BoAs i) 44 ik PR G vy 2% L S A 7Y
K BE 77, BLCA KR H A A i B AR BE B . R 2
YOLO v8,fE >l YOLO' £ 51| iy 25 i B AS , 75 M 4% 4%
MR 1A T B ERTE, B8RS TR IS
BEFRIEEE . SR, YOLO v8 FEAL K N & 22 Mk
(/I8 B AR RS H B B A7 88 A7 FE — 22 1 )R BR M
oG, AR i 4 BT B (C21) 76 22 R R AiF 42 i |
FHUR L, M LR 6 52 2% 3 5 i B AR R I R
Song %' Fi| B Mask R — CNN XJ 7K F /& 4 3k 47 1
S, I8 8] T 97.30% (AR %, Mask R — CNN K5 BE#¢
B AEE A T B R IR A R RY . LA ARG BREE S
TE K% W% AR 2 R BT TRD 6T 7K T BR8E s B  AR 2
T ST, TRl T OB R e S5 U 1S K A A
. Guo %[g]ﬁum FasterNet #5 Ht Bt YOLO v8 &
T4 il TR H R R &L 2 LR
AR,

H T RIS R SR IF B R TR ECRAL, 2 kR
77 %% BR 45 1) 0, 48 8 K R AR WA AT 55 550% A SC#R
H—FP i #E i) WLDA — YOLO v8 #iA, AHF5¢ 51t
—FP L N B FUB e LEM, DL E: 4% YOLO v8 o [ £
W UL C21, 12 A5 He AT o 485 12 HUASE L R AiF 1Y)
B0 STl ATSS BRZE S BO A I 4 A sh AR
3k DyHead""™' | SCBUSAS [ i B Y 2 RE A 26 4%, LUHR
TG0 KG B 5 348 i B AL AE B Ak b 5 b 9 12 Ak g
78 A5 21 FEAE 18109458 2% v R FH B0 WoU v3s 45
SRR, LR e RS K R /N AR B RS I P B

e S LR B

il

1 YOLO v8 &Eix

YOLO v8 #7281 YOLO R A it it #i &, i &

HREE FNRLCRE 2R A b i o SRR I T A& 28
Gt o RJW YOLO v8 457K T/ F AR U5 A
BAREN

(1) A 4 5 i AE 4 JCRE ) el /3 530 5 45
B, P T 9 2% 2 B T CSPDarknetS3 #3t, 151
AP HE Y C2f BB 26" A He SR B I B 1) WL 1) )
TN 53 3 He L 38 190 2% b 2% b RUEEARFAE Y BE T
AR AR I R R T A R X AT
DEAGAR 3G I 7 45 AF 4 HCAY BR BE AT R [R] N £
S DA DA

(2) BA MR 1y /N B be e I 68 7, 8058 % R
fE 4 IR 2% (FPN) 5 A2 R4 M 45 (PAN) FHZE &
(75 2K, A R 45 A 2R RUBE (R AIE , (5 75 852 70 e 6%
N R AR 3R 2% b 40 A B, RT3 T T %/ H AR
) A6 T BE ) o

(3) BHAKG o 7€ 52 5 AR 4 19 H AR U BE J1, A6
ISR T R 0 it 23 26 A 1A AT 55 () I 4 I
AR IR, DABE TEA A 0 RCRE RS 1 B2 3 b gk 1 1 A6 )
Sk ACVFRE AR U /D 52 e B 1 ) N, S 0O A b o o2
GRS NER TS

(4)YOLO v8 Jy it — b 4 T 41 2% oR B 1 1 fiE
5| AT Varifocal Loss #l1 CIoU Loss, X 6 4G B T
Aab JH A S| AN Y- 4 R O A T S 3 T AR I [, [
IR R 3 37 F5 Mosaic Ml Mixup 16 P 1 22 Fh B35 1
SRAECA A R THI AL R ) M 2R BR AR R AR Y &
BETE

2 WLDA - YOLO v8 #& &I #z

B XoF 22 A I A Y 7 52 K T R R A A Y
A 22 8, /I H AR B T A L A6 55 98 HY 0], 42
T WLDA - YOLO v8,%f YOLO v8 i#47 = K4k . 1%
Th— i 20 B2 i 90 AU B LEM ( Lightweight
efficient multi-scale module ) , {83 YOLO v8 [ 4% 1
JEAT AR T ARG A, DB T AR of /N B0 AR H
T 1) R AE SRR BE 7 5 51 A — i BB YRR AR 3 IE U
##:——Dynamic ATSS ( Adaptive training sample
selection) , DL B 458 A 7 Il 2 ok 72 b 3 25 B 8 6
i BE O SRR A B S B B E 51 Rk Y WieU
v3s 30 FHHE [ 5 451 2% pR B, DL E— 2B AR B BR E AL
PRV T P AR 0 Sk 92 AR BE ) o TR 2% R IR 25 4
K1 TR .
2.1 LEM #&#t

& YOLO v8 g fifi I it 17— 524k H w5 2%
(2 R 4 BB He——LEM,, B AU C2f B3 v 1 b
HEEM . LEM B B3t B 0 2 B IR AL 2 50m
TR AR [R) I 1 SR 4 4K 22 RUBE % [A)RRAIE 19 fiE



116

£k Mo

o

s 2026 4

Input
640%x640x3

LEMCBS

MaxPool2d

LEMCBS

Bobbleneck

LEMCBS-k6 s2 p2 c64 | 320x320x64
LEMCBS-k3 s2 ¢128 |160x160x128

160x160x128

I Bobbleneck

LEMCBS

MaxPool2d

LEMConv2d

LEM
LEMCBS-k6 82 ¢256 | 80x80x256 SPPE
80%x80x256
DyHead
80x80x256
LEMCBS-k3 52 ¢256 | 40x40x256
LEMCBS—-k6 £2 6512 | 40x40x512 0400768
Upeample | 80x80x512
| 40x40x512
40x40x512 DyHead
40x40x512
LEMCBS-k6 s2 ¢1024 [20x20x512
40x40x1024
20x20x512
Upsample 40%x40x512
20x20x512 DyHead

20x20x512

1 WLDA-YOLO

Fig. 1
by TAL IR ZOoK TR EE () H bR . LEM 55 8 i H]
BA AR KN B )E LB 2 RO REAE, It
A DL R 3R R b 2 A RO E 2, an gl 2 i
/?\‘O

5x5

3x3

o IEEN
1x1

[ 2 LEMConv2d #5325 #4) &
Fig.2 LEMConv2d module structure

LEM & 3 Hf) LEMConv2d #1145 iy A i 18 %)
Oy 0 ARy AR AL B A B B BB, X 4
PR A 2 ARG, R A 1 A ANER 3 A AR
AN E 2 ASFIES 4 A ETE 5 M HEA T 3 x3 FlS x5
R R P A A s B AR R A R Y
i I RRAE M o X R 2 B BB MBS R T2
B, 0 ELHE B 1AL Kb PR B B AR R AE Y BE (8
A A Ak PR AR 2 37 S v (/N TR I SR B 4
2 TEA 7R T LEMConv2d #E Bk v 43 > AR I AR, £
o4 Jm F Brib Al | 40 322 M Sigmoid pR%L. AR

v8 B A 45 Ky K]

Overall structure of WLDA — YOLO v8

JIL 1A T 2R B0 R A 38 3 YRR, LA PR R AL T
DLl 2 b 2 R BREAE (o G B 0 OG 1 FE AR AR OF
WD TR BT

X AN BT, LEM 88 B 7 Uil 20 2 J0850 i R sk
G AFETUR A R B, AR B T G HERR AR S B . F AR
—PREER T BB R RHE AL A, LEM A58 ) £
Y FF A R P BE 1Y TR B AR B E R RRIE SR 35, LEM
B RS 2 Jm 40, I FLIE 2 M 2% (1 iR, i &
L B RN 3 58 AR P A 00 240 Bk IE R SfE B X il
AR A A N RO 4 7 1T B R I R R A )
. LEM f8e iy 8e AR 25 M & 3 fr s it b ik
ek LEM A5 B A5 i /0 9 2% 2 B0OR1 I b A6 ) 53¢ )3 1)
] Il 2K B b 04 22 R 5 AE A R 38 40715, XF YOLO
v8 B A VERE A E& T T i 3 Tk .

split_ || LEMCBS |+ LEMConv2d |o{ LEMConv2d [#{ LEMConv2d

LEMBobbleneck

LEMBobbleneck

> Concat | [ LEMBobblencek |== LEMConv2d |8 LEMConv2d

i

3 LEM Bigesity &
Fig.3 LEM module structure



45 19 1)

SR A R T ICHE YOLO v8 #E R 7K R /N B A Wy B AR A 0 330 W B 5 117

2.2 FHEBEMINZGHEARIERE(Dynamic ATSS)

1% Ge R AE 0 BE J7 5% 3 R T [ E 1Y ToU B {H,
25 YR AE DN 22 4E 5 AR AR 2475 50 ROR RE I8 LR
AR YRR 43 TC 3R, B 5 52 i A5 Y ) A6 0 44 RE
N T DX A T, AR SO T — R R BT B ATSS
Fr28 3 e R mg , 51 A — Fh B e HIL ) O 3l 25 4 8 1 11
FEAHY B 5, PPl A AE 5 B AR 55, I sh 56
JE Gl 1) ToU SR DL A 38 I 4 07 6 fe HAR R M i il
SRFEAS o RSN AN S i vy AR AR ) A RS 2 T
H 3 s A0 5 2 T LI R iz AL BE

Syt —25 4R T+ H A5 A6 U 4 B8 , DyHead ( Dynamic
Head) L8 75 YOLO v8 v J5i 47 119 53 B IE
PLE Z AT 1A o DyHead A5 H i o il 5 ROBE A 25
[F) S R0 1030 T JR% A 3 b AN [ 2 B A T R T PLAl
IS T80 o R A b A= 2 A R AR TR, DT T A% 2 A T
155 IS BB AF A PERE . DyHead #5535 19 4544 €0 45
£~ DyHead 3¢, %51~ DyHead B340 & 3 4% b 3
BT, B da W 5 B T DyHead % A4 45
¥y o LS A C a3 AR R R AIE Y RO | 28 [ £
PG E R, K 4b TR R T DyHead 4511 &
JIRLH Y S IR . o, SEE A R P 2 Ak A
1 15 R AR, 48 BURRAE 18] o AN W] RO 09 42 Ry 15
K, DA 17 i, 180 o A A L % ROBE i 7 5 9K IS
KA T ] A5 I B AL ( Deformable convolution) |, 3
AN )RR (B 25 W) 4 B b %) J 8 DR, DT 52 3 23
EIRES=NANINE i K] S i P = BT A O D )
WAL BR IO AR 4E i TP A 4% 42 )2 M) 25 ReLU
PO PRI 3 N7 b 2 i GE T {F R, O 98 H X 55 1

F ‘
£y
iL,
A

FHIEE] REEBFIER S

RE A H K TR Y 38 T8 R AE . W 25 G ATSS S mE Al
DyHead B, B8R AN HE 55 7 A WK B2, 4 s 1
P 2 s R R TR g
2.3 MBHMBKEE

TEK T HARKIAT 55, o T 40K W Ak 09 T il
B, A PR TR R bR BOGT B R AR TR ) R I g
KHEE, YOLO v8 ffi HH T CloU 11 DFL {f Jy i1 FAE
[l 451 2% 1 22T vk . AR, CloU A b ¥ 52 4%
Yy e W AT A7 AE — 28 J5) IR QD ME 5 B AR 19 - fi
CloU TEAEAS ME B 1) - 5 ThI 2R B0AT B, JC vk A 3
R RE AR 5 5 RE A 22 ] A AL R A T . O R
AT A T ELA AN [ M B () R AR B, 0] R R
AR =2 IR, QKGR RH, CloU
DA 58t 22 AR MRS B F 2 — (H Y O AE 5 5
SEAE K B LA [ 48 6 RSP R Rl BL T, CloU Y 4%
AL T A R I = 5 Z A ) 25 55, ] e 5 B
S B T AE A AN S HE . BT Ak
CloU 328 b & R B0, e T H B B0 U A PR 0 2R
S P N T A AR R AT RE S e R R (4 HE AR

RUE CloU HAT 9R#ME S ToU AN & HI 3, (0 H:
TEAL 315 2% 5 S5 R IR X A AS B AT A — o 1Y 3 8
6] o AT ok BRI, DLtk i) WloU v3s 1 N8
()30 FHE [l A 5 2% oK B, T Uk A WioU v3s 545
T CIoU EloU A1 SToU My 55, 51 A T 2h 2% 4 5. 14
RAENLH, AT A7 R T A Al AE Y BT T R Ak i
gesymisgmg . MBS EE S K 3 I A
JEIESTA F (SIoU) \sh A R B AENLH 5 £ 5
A NP o

|~ ) P
|- e 4 \ﬁamﬁfuw
)4 b

23 [ AR ) R NE=]

(a) DyHead 8 {4544
RETziE @ikitmk: QmikE—it

R B o,
ReL Ui pR %L

BEE—f

5 TV RAIE 25 o,

| 33 TH I—’| Sigmoid }—» é i

ESERR Al

]

(b) DyHead & 7 58 S HL | S B4R T
4  DyHead %5 #4 &
Fig.4 DyHead structure diagram



118 o ML M % iR

2026 4

AR ¥ (SloU) « SloU fE48 2% pR 2L 1 IR
FIAT TUAE 5 FCSHE o0 14 2R 00 A A D 250 A
To i 2l 25 98 R B2, SToU A 151 00 AfE BT P Ml
T H AR ECIEHE B AR o] )90 e 64 1 el B2, DT A B
BRI 85, CloU T3 A U4 T SloU $ii 2k
5 A SCRYTT AR, 2R T A R R R /N A,
HE 2 TR M i) S PRAE RS Bl OF e X 5 1A B, il
1A BEAE S 100, SloU n] A5 2L B& MK H br R 41 [F]
B EARE ST MEAR2E . S ik sk L
LEPSE 3 G NS

plwac)

BS540k BB X S ORI
Fig.5 Schematic of parameters related to loss function

AR B R ML : WIoU v3s fi5 % T Focal —
EToU (0 AR, R I 3h A5 JE S 0 i 6 SR AR A 70k A
T AN [ T A A T 48 R A Tk X T
IR ToU %52 g 5 10 A , K37 550 /0N 90 6 2 096 £
B AR A B A0 G P RO AU 5 X T ToU IR By R M
A B HE , TR 550 DA A s B 3 i, ke A A 28 B G 1
S EEREAR Y WIoU v3s it AR

Loz = YLwipun (2)
__B
;H\:EP Y _50/3_5 (3)
Ll:u
B=T"cl0, +e) 4)
L,

ou

Aorf y——HE R T4 SRR Ly,

B— 1 8 S AE ST £ 1) F8 b

Lo, —— YA 200 1, B R S

Ly, —— VI 245 2] 1 5L B ToU $12 {E
Horb oo HAI S E, B 5T g A iy AR
REWF vy IFH LI HT WiloU v3s, 8 g 5 & °F
A e AV T kA A 1 8 2R AN i ——— U8 /)N e O
REAS R0 B T4, [ B 3 S 42 T IR BT d R AR 9 O 1

L35 503 B WloU v3s 78 /N9 1R K6 I Fn & 2y

R TR A, s ST R R R
PR AL, WIoU v3s BE % f 25 1% 5 45 0 X ik 2
Yy s aE R RE ) o FEAH/IN B AR A 2 5 H AR5 T
DL A3 A8 B0, 322 480 2% R B30A Bl 450 20 8 4 b i
ST M. A X F KT 4 M R AT 55

WloU v3s Jr 5| A B Ffy BE A8 571 A1 8y 25 5 f pL ot vl LA
5 figk € (VMR BE 4R TR I A VAE B A

3 XWRITEERSW

3.1 HIEEMESIRIME

Ikt 1Y K & 4w 44 S UMDD ( Underwater
multi-target detection dataset) , F 3= 2 %0 5 > YR 6 45
RUOD %44k 2021 45K T Bl A&l 52 38 1 7 £&
P4 (URPC2021) , DL Jz BB IR 28 27 N T 1 Brackish
Underwater $4i% 4 (BUD) ™', JAix 3 A~ %4 4 h
UG T 11 741 MR R TR RDN 25 5 0 Al o 1%
HR LA 7+ 1 24 B 40 4 4] 20 D I 5 4 56k 4
A, 2L 8 221 R Y LR 1#1 4% .1 173 W 56 3k 14 5 A 2
345 fEi AR, A E KT B AR A & 4R /TR AR
5o Tt oy O T RS RL I Gh Y HE R M, T TR SR
TEFNHRIABT B fit 1 T SE i PR RE A o B B i
TP oA 1Ok B R K R B8 () fn vk v R T
WITEAE ) AR AS o FE ALY Zhoid 72 b, ZE 4 batch
size N 8, IF1547 T 200 4> epoch, WIUh % > i Ny
0. 01, ff AL HE =9 0. 0005, s E B & M 0. 827, X
SEE S R E R T A A iU R B RN B Ak
PGS TR R . TR R AR T O E AR P T T
Labelme T H.XJ it 47 R 47 7 @ 8br i, AE T
AR B XML S, 3 86 S0, 4 4 1 PRI 0 RS
o TC A F) o7 A 2 LA BORT IO ) Vg A ) 20 o

6 JE;R T UM EEALE WS 712K
S AIAEAS R L B AR HE RS | H AR G R 0 A DL
HAR = 9 e o BT AT 5 Bl 4 vh AN ) 2800 /9 H AR K
INEA R IR /N HAR B b e B o AR BT
I Zhad 72 P 75 AL 3 F b 22 5 KA 55 2% n) AL, 1
Iy RN M L P 2 e B ik R B, /N F bR A I 2
b b4 7RI L, U R I N RTERSE B
T B RS A8 70N 300 A% 8 14 G N 32 44 0 B i B
Ko AL, HARRY O S A R X 2 H BRIE AN
SO TP R b G, T B AL 234 TR BRI 25
vk X WG In T B bR E AL MERE . BRI i
PR rps LN H AR /N AL 3 BN B AR K
I AR Bl AL 73 A1 7 A0 X 25 22 o 0k, DA T 22 v A U0 7Y
ZALTE T3 FURT EE
3.2 REGEfEIERR

i 22 VARG 48 bR X 2 R YOLO v8 A5 A HE
137 VRAIPPAR A5 RS 0 3 18 S S5 4G 0 i )
F BRI E (mAP) SHCEANE SIs B, X
SR bR A TS e TR AL AR H AR A AT 55 b B PR RE S

mAP 2 PPAG AR R AR 22 28 5] K T Y R A M g
A SCHESE AR , 47 0l 72 mAPS0 - 95, Je e 1A Y AR A



%19 JAMAR 4. FEF et YOLO v8 AL () /K R /INBL A ) H A4S I B 32 1 5% 119
7000 101
8000}
il 6000 E osl
6000} 5000 =
¢ 50001 = 4000 f 0.6 .
= 4000¢ R 3000} pin n
# 3000( 1 04r
2000 B i
2000} A ool |
1000L 1000 ’
0= " y 0 0
WHEE fa KEE AR JME g 0 0.5 1.0
ES TIFAHE o A A
14000 0.61 061
30000
12000 L L
19000 03 0.3 25000
r 8 2
35 N 041 i 04r 20000
= 8000r = P =
- B o03r il 03F o B 15000
6000+ o o . g
4000+ e R 02r 10000
20001 0.1 5000
0 05 1.0 o 05 10 06 05 10 0% 0.2 04 0.6
RO Ry TLFAE O AL T TLGHE ATy HRHETEFw
0.81 081 081
30000
< 0.6 _ 06f < 06 25000
i i i 20000
furd Big g =
04t T 0.4l M 04F 15000 -
B " E 1 Bs K
2 ) 1 A, 10000
: 1 ‘| 5000
, L :
0.5 1.0 0 0.5 1.0 0 02 04 06 0 025 050 075
TP O A e HLFHE AR ATy P FHETE Fw HRHERER
Bl 6 YIgdeia(z B

Fig. 6 Basic information diagram of training set

Al ToU BN BRI . TH3 7 ik a3 4 2R 1 1Y
AP EAIN, SR J5 B LA 53 B 5

K7 A Bt 9 YOLO v8 AR gE AT T 1 40 Y 4]
FEXTLE 0T o VAR 46 bR L4 41 0] 5 S 20K o R 2y
{H 4 FHE 18] U 45 5% (box _Loss) \ 73 JE it 2K (els_
Loss) (28 SUAH 51 2% PR A (dfl _Loss) By 284k, LA K Il 2k

o AR HHORE B SR A (] 8 0 il 4 R B, X B4R A AT LA
AT S WA AL AR HARK AT 55 rh i PERE R B,

M 7 1 mAP50 Fl mAP50 — 95 i £k T LI B
i, WLDA — YOLO v8 #4%# # & 43 Il 25 [ B 4T B
13 7R ARE BE o U HOURTE MRS 1) mAPS0 - 95 45
FrF,WLDA — YOLO v8 B g fIt F X Hu A% % WSSOD —

~- WSSOD-YOLO v8

- WSSOD-YOLO +8

~ WSSOD-YOLO v8

~-WSSOD-YOLO v8

- WSSOD=YOLO +8

6r 40 40r 1001 60
~ WLDA-YOLO 8 ~ WLDA-YOLO v8 ~ WLDA-YOLO v8 ~~ WLDA-YOLO v8 ~ WLDA-YOLO v8
g Sp TPCC-YOLOW  35|}=2PCC-YOLOVS 35 |~ 2PCC-YOLO v8 L - 2PCC-YOLO v8
o
= £ E30
B4 %0 I
B ' 2.5
= 3t i’; 25 >
8 & 820
2 =20 =
= = o5t
= =
1 L5F
1 1 n 1 1 h 1.0 0
0 100 200 0 100 200 0 100 200 0 100 200 0 100 200
ZREER ZREEIR lIE R 38 ZREER LRI
~ WSSOD-YOLO v8 ~-WSSOD-YOLO v8 ~-WSSOD-YOLO v8 ~- WSSOD-YOLO v8 ~WSSOD-YOLO v8
~ WLDA-YOLO v8 ~ WLDA-YOLO v8 ~ WLDA-YOLO v8 ~ WLDA-YOLO v8 ~ WLDA-YOLO v8
~-2PCC-YOLO v8 ~-2PCC-YOLO v8 ~-2PCC-YOLO v8 ~-2PCC-YOLO v8 ~-2PCC-YOLO v8
50 40, 40r 60
@ 50
35k {35 50
Bar « E L 40
= B4l 3.0 & 40 g
H o A v
& 3} B & s §30
£25 7 30 &
=) L5} = g
5 @2 & < & 20
) ) #20 E 20 Z2
g & 201 B = "
& &5 10
1+ L
L I L L I 1.0 0 0
0 100 200 0 100 200 0 100 200 0 100 200 0 100 200
LIE RN B/ LER 7 LERRIN PIE RN
7 WLDA - YOLO v8 R34k xI 1t [&]
Fig.7 WLDA — YOLO v8 performance evaluation comparison charts



120 & AL

A S

2026 4

YOLO v8 il 2PCC — YOLO v8, | A £ RN ¥ fH
Py WLDA — YOLO v8 5 W& A %0 5 1 AL XS/ H
BRI R B 77 o mAP50 — 95 fil £ th {2 7w AR AR
J B A I 25k AR R T T e Ak T AR E .
3.3 ATSS IRZENERBEYE

T HUE ATSS 3 WS 1A R0H:, X TR bR
5] A ATSS 4 W A58 fE UMDD $0Hi 4 1 1 6
MR, ATSS 3@ o 2 A B e A, (45 25 73 fic
RO v, DA R G R AR X AS [ 2 ) A 4 1R 1 R
Jro U LESRANZE 1 T, N B ATSS 5 R A E fA

i Pk REAS IR T BR 2 AP BEA T REAN, AR K
BAP YRR . SRR T BRA R BRI
stl/NERREI G ST BAEERE L, K 8a Ak
LR TR VB SR, I8 8b S fin A ATSS 3K W% 5 1 1R
W, XAl W, 51 A ATSS 5 5, B B> 1
&0 1) g i PRI B0, 055 A T AR AR SIS il i TR
HERR PR 2 4R, D0 R T AL S I A i TR ) A
WD, X ULHT ATSS HEmg A 24 T+ 1T AR 3 28
KB B0 T BB AE 52 2% K R PR B v i B A
Z1LEE

R1 SO ATSS $R% 9 BRI R

Tab.1 Effect of adding ATSS label allocation strategy %
AP
B - mAP50 mAP50 - 95
I 1 i1 KBk IF I s
UMDD 69.7 90. 6 82. 4 63. 4 69. 4 83.6 76. 5 39.9
UMDD + ATSS 70.6 89.9 83.2 65. 1 70.5 85.1 77.7 42.9
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Fig. 8 Confusion matrix of detection results
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Tab.2 Comparison of detection results of different detection heads improved by YOLO v8s

) BUD UMDD
ik o ey Bk
mAP50/% TR IE R mAP50/ % FoEs R

AsDDet 65.3 3.28 x10'° 53.6 3.42 x 10" 8. 050 x 10’
LADH 58.8 1.98 x 10" 66.9 4.24 x 10" 2.970 x 107
TransHead 61.1 4.56 x10" 77.0 1.67 x10" 3.550 x 107
Detect_FRM 60. 8 2.21 x10" 81.8 1.65x10" 2.293 x 10®
DyHead 70. 6 8. 60 x 10° 82.2 6.20 x 10’ 2. 640 x 107
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¥, DyHead 7 mAPS0 155 52 7 i ML B 2 By & 3 oo WloU v3s FLA Il 3 4l 2 0 G2 ECSE 0 B OF:
T A B R R B GE SR I M RE M B AR BRI s B AT S5 R R ZE M RE ST o AETTR

HBEL R 5 B N 5o G2 B )7 T, WloU v3s [ V% 5 15 2 & 7F BUD #i
3.5 MEKEBAITELELE UMDD ¥4 LK F CIoU Fi1 GIoU, WIoU v3s Y

3 XA B BUR BRBCHEAT T IR SE R XS 4R TRRIIDRG B s oA TS IR A AR BT T
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Tab.3 Comparison of detection results of YOLO v8s introducing different loss functions

BUD UMDD
2% R B - - N
mAP50/ % TR R K2R/ % mAP50/ % AR K2/ %
+ CloU 68.9 3.28 x10" 70.5 85.7 3.92x10" 60. 5
+ EloU 69.2 3.98 x10" 69. 1 85.8 3.36 x 10" 59. 1
+ GloU 70.3 3.56 x10'"° 70.9 85.8 3.21 x10" 61.6
+ WioU vl 71.6 2.21 x10'" 73.1 86. 1 2.57 x10" 65. 1
+ WIoU v2 71.9 2.86 x10" 75.6 86. 4 2.46 x 10" 68.9
+ WIoU v3 72.2 2.61 x10" 75.9 86. 6 2.06 x 10" 69.7
+ WIoU v3s 72. 4 2.06 x 10" 76. 1 86.7 1.98 x10" 70. 1

BRI B AR BK0C%, FEAG B R 8 05 b, WloU v3s 78 BIRUMEREY BTk, 78 UMDD %4 4 I DL YOLO v8s
BUD F1 UMDD % 4 £ I 4 5 ik 8] T 76.1% A Sy HEAEEAT T AL, A5 AR M Y 1 e R T AR
70.1% , x4 PR,

F 3 RW, WioU v3s H A 58 K (14 o A H A5 (1) 51 A WloU v3 5 J5 , 45 A 1) 31 S AEE v 19
YA BE 71, HTAE & % 7 5 h R B B 43 B K REAS 3 R TE . WioU v3 % i T4k AR 1
WIoU v3s i@ it fJt £k i1 SEHE (4 Il U9 453 2k ok 85, 9k AR T ML, 0 T 25 4 2% sl i SRR 1) B s 28 0
U TR AR 7 AL /N A R 3 4 ) R ) SR PR o 3 3 ZEH o B, A XE LAAS I /N £ SN B BRI R
F R T AR B & 15 AR A &2 2% 1 3 5 PR Sy B &, mAPS0 - 95 #7131 AN 4 A

T3 BE PR A5 i AR A9 R I BE ) o BRI mAP50 — 95 2 T4 T 2.4 AN 43 550, 3355 Wi 4
3.6 HELRIG F W] WloU v3 53Xt K5 7 (o 1 SHAE 5 42 71/ H

N T RARVH A B BB WLDA - YOLO v8  Ar il o HAT 2R A

X4 WLDA-YOLO v8 HyBHRISCIG R
Tab.4 Results of ablation test

- mAP50 - 95/% | mAP50 -95  AFE S - -

ek 1 i KBk L1y /N R Y18/ % #/MB
YOLO v8s 61.9 71.5 47.7 72.6 45.7 75.6 65.7 21.46 111 x107  2.84x10"
+ WloU v3s 64.0 78.8 51.8 79.7 58.8 76.7 68. 1 21.68 1.12x107  3.00x10"
+ Dynamic ATSS  55.2 79. 1 52.5 73.3 56.5 77.3 68.6 14.51 7.40 x 10°  2.74 x10'°
+LEM 56.3 79.1 53. 4 79.8 59. 4 77.8 69.2 15. 56 7.90 x 10°  2.84 x10'

(2)i@ 3 A Dynamic ATSS Bk BEAIZEA T FEFIURIEHN A9 L B dAE % @, mAP50 - 95 435Il 4%
BOME e A A L FEHLH . Dynamic ATSS i i 3 % 53.4% 1 79. 8% .
BIRBEADBAE, A3 B R 24 5 5 H s WLDA — YOLO v8 f5#7E B 5L /K M 37 5% v H b
AR Z R, AR ARG 2 X PIAZON LR A ERE R 9 TR, i A 200 B bR AR BT LA B
B MERE 4R T, mAPS0 - 95 43 il 4 = #] 79. 1% PUIN R BIRAE 2 22 M AT 5ef B AR 40 T,

M77.3% JEE B AR RE o A% B G BE 1o P 10 I 2 i il 5
(3)3E 51 A LEM A5, #5530 i) 48 AF $2 M g T FL 3B 2k A7 (] AR 2, A% SRR I A K

MR FE— e, AN BAR I T R B R . BRI PR REA AR AR, WioU v3 Bk 3% $2
fhn, /128 5 ) mAPS0 - 95 ) 56. 5% $i Tt 5 T FL 3B AR B ORG HEE LAY HE 3 . Dynamic ATSS
59.4% MRBLH LEM BEHAERT /N FARAE 1Y AT 5 L R B4R o 7 B LA R B A R DX P RS R
R M. AN, LEM BiHe e oM 28 ), sk LEM B B i e TR B0 R X A el R K
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Fig.9 WLDA — YOLO v8 target category detection
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Fig. 10 Fl-score curves and recall curves
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Tab.5 Comparison of detection results of different methods on UMDD dataset

AlEE:S FT W% mAP50 -95/% Sk I 518 i
Faster R — CNN ResNet50 — FPN 62.3 4.14 x10° 8.85 x 10"
YOLO v5s CSPDarkNet 65.1 9.1 x10° 1.38 x 10"
YOLO v6 CSPDarkNet 64.8 1.72 x 107 2.41 x10"
YOLO v7 CSPDarkNet 75.2 1.15 x 107 3.10 x 10"
YOLO v8s CSPDarkNet 72.4 1.03 x 107 1.98 x 10"
Boosting R — CNN ResNet50 62.0 — 8.23 x 10"
EFP - YOLO CSPDarkNet 57.7 — 3.30 x 10"
WLDA - YOLO v8 CSPDarkNet 75 {& 77.9 7.9 x10° 1.59 x 10"
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