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1. Introduction
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3. Deep Residual Learning

3.1. Residual Learning
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3.2. Identity Mapping by Shortcuts

WAVEHE B R L RBURZ 2 k. — Mg
UNFig. 2178 AR SCH AR IEBUE AT

y = F(x, {W;}) +x. (1)

Hobx My 70 £ 20 N HE . R
BF(x, {W; )IREE R ZWMES . Fig. 27 a5 W
Z, F = Wao(Wix), HHofCEReLU [28], N T
WA TRET . F+ 3Bl - MNMEREEN TR
2 (element-wise) R INVZ R K7 o 7RIV 2 5 AT F A
17— M ELE#REG e, o(y), HWFig. 2).

Eqn.()H HERIE B8 A A MO S BT 52
HBE . XA —AMRAE WG] I, R XS
RN B 22 X 8 HEAT Lt e B B, IXRRRATT AT BA
AP PHI AR E NS IE S8, RE. AT
RATAB RIS R EER S (BR T o] DLZE ARG &R
LI

EEqn.(D)H, xFIFI 4k FE A ZiAR R . W SRAS A [R]
(il an, ke N AN e ) B R A R D, R
ATAT DU S FEAR AT — AL A B W SR UL T 3
(P2

y = F(x,{W;}) + Wsx. 2

FEEqn. (1) R FE ] DAE 77 FEW, o (E 2 FRAT R 8 i 5k
06 FE o 25 i A LR BRI A vk il 8, DR W, R Ok
LR 2 AN DT IE ) 1) R

B2 B F I 0 RIGATAR [ . ARSI h s K
IR B F N Z BE =2 FI(Fig. 5), MARTEL)ZH
RAATH . (HRWRFRER—E, Eqn()st Lt
PR y = Wix + x5 HHA BB

HATERIADGEN T 2ERZ, S TERENRE
FIFEE . B (x, (W ) AT LR 2 N ERUR,
A DAAE P AN AFAIE 1 383 2 () AT TE R N

3.3. Network Architectures
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3.4. Implementation
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layer name | output size 18-layer ‘ 34-layer ‘ 50-layer 101-layer 152-layer
convl 112x112 Tx7, 64, stride 2
3%3 max pool, stride 2
[ 1x1,64 ] [ 1x1,64 ] [ 1x1,64 ]
conv2x | 5656 [ g:z’gj ]xz { gi; gi ]x3 3x3,64 | x3 3x3,64 | x3 3x3,64 | x3
> ’ | 1x1,256 | | 1x1,256 | | 1x1,256 |
[ 1x1,128 ] [ 1x1,128 [ 1x1,128 ]
comv3x | 28x28 [;i; 32 }xz [;iigg ]x4 3x3.128 | x4 | | 3x3.128 | x4 3x3, 128 | x8
’ > | 1x1,512 | | 1x1,512 | | 1x1,512 |
1x1,256 1x1,256 1x1,256
convdx | 14x14 [ ;i; 222 }xz [ ;ii ;zg ]x6 3x3,256 | x6 || 3x3,256 |x23 || 3x3,256 |x36
o > 1x1, 1024 1x1,1024 | 1x1,1024 |
1x1,512 1x1,512 1x1,512
comSx | Tx7 [ gxggg }xz [ gxggg ]xa 3x3,512 [x3| | 3x3,512 |x3 | | 3x3,512 |x3
X x5 11,2048 11,2048 11,2048
1x1 average pool, 1000-d fc, softmax
FLOPs 18x10° | 36x10° [ 38x10° ] 7.6x10° [ n3xie°
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4. Experiments

4.1. ImageNet Classification
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SHAE PRI R R . N THRER AR T
JR IR, {EFig. 4 ()R FRATECE: T AU gt 72 7 1 )]
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JEF, AT CATE R R AR A B BERIE 5 A S AR AR 1R FE T

18 F134)Z [fIResNets. {EIXAMEIH, B ZE 2% AT IS T4 109 26 A EE I A B8 ISR O 24

Al ResNet
18 layers 27.94 27.88
34 layers 28.54 25.03

Table 2. ImageNet: i ££ b [ Top-145 ¥ % (%, 10-crop test-
ing). X B [ResNetsIf &% A FIME M S H . Fig. 4R T
ARt FE

DRE TR o S _E 34 ST 00 2% 4T SR B A AN R I T
i (Table 3), XKW 1 RMpEAE AR Z L2 A2
o FRATHEN, TR TZ 14 0 2% (SO S3 RE 4R B I
(K, XA RE SRR I SRR AR A BRI O PR

(1 Ji PRI AT T A LR B A gt AT WF 7

B Z M 4. BTk KA XTI8E FI34E 1) 5k 2= W
#%ResNetsi#t 17 ¥ {5 . UiFig. 3 (H)FT 2~ , ResNetsf)
FEANEZEFFH MW MELAME, BT ES—
XP3x 3 PEPE A LI T — AR EH: . {ETable 204
JFig. 4CAHRItLE R, AT MR AR E S,
A8 O 388 in () 4 B AT S AR O FA) . R AATT I
WA BN S5

P A1 M Table 2F1Fig. 4 MMBILL S =: 2H—, 5

SIRAE I T 5 2 M 2 AR IR B3 {EA PSR AL 2] T SRAL K
R, KB T R A B3 RV EOE A B R AR DA 1




VGG-19 34-layer plain 34-layer residual

image image image
bt I T T
size: 224 3x3 conv, 64
3x3 conv, 64

pool, /2
output

size: 112 3x3 conv, 128

I 3x3 conv, 128 I

7x7 conv, 64, /2| 7x7 conv, 64, /2|

output pool, /2 pool, /2 pool, /2
size: 56 I 3x3 conv, 256 I I 3x3 conv, 64 I I 3x3 conv, 64
I 3x3 conv, 256 I I 3x3 conv, 64 I I 3x3 conv, 64
| 3x3 conv, 256 | | 3x3 conv, 64 | | 3x3 conv, 64
[ 3x3conv,256 | [ 3x3conv,64 | [ 3x3conv, 64
[ 33conv,64 | [ 3x3conv,64
I 3x3 conv, 64 I I 3x3 conv, 64
output pool, /2 I 3x3 conv, 128, /2 I I 3x3 con: 12&;,‘};“" ------ ‘_.v
size:28 M3 cony,512 | [ 33conv, 128 | [ @comis | .
[ 33conys512 | [ 33conv,128 | [ 33cony, 12-3-
v v v
[ 3x3cony,512 | [ 33conv, 128 | [ 3x3cony, 128
[ 33cony,512 | [ 33conv,128 | [ 3x3cony, 128
I 3x3 conv, 128 I I 3x3 conv, 128
I 3x3 conv, 128 I I 3x3 conv, 128
I 3x3 conv, 128 I I 3x3 conv, 128
:;‘elp;jz pool, /2 I 3x3 cony, 256, /2 I I 3x3 conv, 256,7;"-'- ..... ~
[ 33conys512 | [ 33conv,256 | [ 3256 | . V
I 3x3 conv, 512 I I 3x3 conv, 256 I I 3x3 conv, 25‘;‘
| 3x3 conv, 512 | | 3x3 conv, 256 | | 3x3 conv, 256
I 3x3 conv, 512 I I 3x3 conv, 256 I I 3x3 conv, 256
[ 33 cotv, 25 | [ 33 co:v, 256
[ 33conv, 256 | [ 3x3conv, 256
| 3x3 conv, 256 | | 3x3 conv, 256
[ 3 co:v, 256 | [ 3x3cony, 256
I 3x3 conv, 256 I I 3x3 conv, 256
I 3x3 co:v, 256 I I 3x3 conv, 256
| 3x3 conv, 256 | | 3x3 conv, 256
::‘;tepl;t pool, /2 I 3x3 cony, 512, /2 I I 3x3 conv, 512, };‘“l‘ ...... S
v v Y
[ 33cony,512 | [ 3ecomws | .
I 3x3 conv, 512 I I 3x3 conv, 51-2"
I 3x3 conv, 512 I I 3x3 conv, 512
I 3x3 conv, 512 I I 3x3 conv, 512
I 3x3 conv, 512 I I 3x3 conv, 512
onput e avg*pool avg pool
[ fc 4096 | fc 1000 | fc 1000

fc 1000

Figure 3. %} B T ImageNet/#] 4 4% HE SR 264 . 22 : VGG-194%
H[40] (196{ZNFLOPs) 1EAZ % . H: TFHIMZ, &
H3uNZHE (36 /4 MFLOPs) « H: BREM%, &
H3MNSHZE (36/CAFLOPs) . AR RMFESMT
HEFE . Table 1E/R T AT A B R,

model top-1 err. top-5 err.
VGG-16 [40] 28.07 9.33
GoogLeNet [44] - 9.15
PReLU-net [13] 24.27 7.38
“F4l-34 28.54 10.02
ResNet-34 A 25.03 7.76
ResNet-34 B 24.52 7.46
ResNet-34 C 24.19 7.40
ResNet-50 22.85 6.71
ResNet-101 21.75 6.05
ResNet-152 2143 5.71

Table 3. 7EImageNetds i & & 4 % % (%, 10-crop test-
ing)e VGG-1672 2 T FATM M 4% . ResNet-50/101/1521
FH 7 75 2B — — F FH e 5 Sk T P 438 o %) 4 5

FHE M 4% A0 ), 34)Z HResNettl 18/ZResNetfr) 45 J 5
(2.8%). TEEN &, 34 )2 FIResNet/E Il Zr 5 A1 5K
WEEE EXRELE TR R . XRP T RXMRE
] DUR G B B Ak e 7, 3 HLFRATT AT LA eh 3 i R
5 SR pE m e

B, 5 X MR T E W% M, 342
[fJResNetfEtop-1 % & % I [£ ik T73.5% (Table 2),
X155 TR R PR (Fig. 4 Aivs. o). X HIRIE
T AR T I 286 vk 722 2 ST A 251

BJa, WATEIREERZ S, 182 1T I 45 F1 A% 2 )
2% B HE R R AR BT (Table 2), {H ZResNet HI Uk S B
BB L., (Fig. 4 fivs. £). INERMLE IR ZEERIR”
(W18)2), AT FISGDRE W AR 4 1 X ~F- 4l % 2% 147 3R
fift, T ResNetfe W% A0 A015 2 P8

EE R E s, AR ERE. RINCKLRERTE
SR ESEREEERELE TSN 2T REATH
FOLEH R E B2 (Eqn.(2)). fETable 377, FATHLE T =
FhT%: (A) WIS 4EEEHOE R, Frf iR 2
TS H (5 Table 2 IFig. 4 (4)MHE); (B) X4 hn i) 4
FEAE BT EAE, FUefdE IESERESS: (C) Frl BI#l 2
WA

Table 33 W] | =FhJ7 52 (OB AL ER LLxf T 1) P Bl A2 Y
B, BESUFTA, BATANIXE B NAF 1IN E 772
Pt AR B AR ZES ). CISIFTB, FAEX
MNMEGTEZM A3 BRI S . m
TEA. By CEANG RPN Z IR B T B 42
HERERT TR U IR A ) A R L T 1. BT AIRATTIE A
ST RMAET, AT EIREMBR RS, I
AMEH T RO, 1E SR R R T R
TS LR A 2R S g A Loy B2

FEMMMGE . T RBAIN AE XS ImageNetH i 4
TV R SR B . 28 FE 31 2RI ] i R, AT
BRSO RIRI BETH. X F R — AR E R ELF,

A IR AE M SiResNets(e.g., Fig. 5 72)EIREBEE IR G N, HERG R
33 742 B (WICIFAR-10 EAT7R), (HJZHH LT3 U ResNets 3k & I
AR, RIS B sE M E . BA1EE
ME, RS FERE I TR BRI A




method top-1 err. top-5 err.
VGG [40] (ILSVRC’ 14) - 8.431
GooglLeNet [44] (ILSVRC’14) - 7.89
VGG [40] (v5) 24.4 7.1
PReL.U-net [13] 21.59 5.71
BN-inception [16] 21.99 5.81
ResNet-34 B 21.84 5.71
ResNet-34 C 21.53 5.60
ResNet-50 20.74 5.25
ResNet-101 19.87 4.60
ResNet-152 19.38 4.49

Table 4. B — R fF ImageNetd& il 45 I IR (PR T T &
TEIRUFSE LIS,

method top-5 err. (test)
VGG [40] (ILSVRC’14) 7.32
GoogLeNet [44] ILSVRC’ 14) 6.66
VGG [40] (v5) 6.8
PReLU-net [13] 4.94
BN-inception [16] 4.82
ResNet (ILSVRC’15) 3.57

Table 5. 41 &R E ImageNetill i £E L fitop-SH iR % .

64-d

256-d

1x1, 64

1x1, 256

Figure 5. %} TImageNetf] — /> B R i1 5% 2 B F. 7 -
%T TResNet-34 1) iFig. 3fiR M @ . F: X TResNet-
50/101/15215 ST F e Bk o

FAVER T =A3MZE AL WA Fig. 5). X =24
MiElx1. 3x3 FMIx1 FER, Ix1 B2 EE0TTR
DARIEIEIN CIRED 4EFE, T M3 3 JZE R Hi
NFEH I 4E S . Fig. SEER T — M7, IXPAT
HAT A R i 1A B R P

BB ESEFEE T I EE, B E
FH s B4 3 25k B A Fig. 5 ()T TR S48 12 & 7%,
B2 R B (8] &2 2% FE A R ~F R & 18— 4%, Rk
TR T W w4k, B DUIE SR IE R T
BT BEINA 201

50/ZResNet: A1 434)2 W 4% Hh2)Z i B He & e
3 E AR, BN 5 AR B T 50/ ResNet
(Table 1). AT 77 FBK A TH 4k . B A BLA 5
38124 FLOPs.

1012 f1152/ZResNets: FA1MH A £ (32 ok
¥y 381012 f1152)2 (ResNets (Table 1). 18 13 7% & 1
2, BARZEMEEWERIN T, {H=2152/ZResNetl]
i 5 5 4R (11312 DNFLOPs)T) 48 EEVGG-16(153 12

AFLOPs)FIVGG-19(1964Z41~FLOPs) /MR % .
50/101/152)ZResNets 34/ = ResNet ] # i % 5 = 15

% (Table 3 A1 4). T HFATH3EAG WL 2 18 4k, 7 782

JI A B FRARERUESE T IR BT RN EFAL . (Table 3 1 4).

58BMMHEFERLR. 7ETable 4 AT E T B
BB 4 g B T 2k B R AT f34)ZResNetsH 15 T
EFUF 455, 152)2 HIResNetft) 5. 5 Htop-556 1IE £
AN N4.49%, HF LT 2 A R R Y o Sk
Ui (Table 5). AT AFERE IResNets & % — A~ 4H
G 22 25 B H O R12M52) 2 i), iIX 7R
MR LE L [FJtop-54E 1% AL N3.57% (Table 5), iX— i
FEILSVRC 2015 345 T 56— 4 ksi.

4.2. CIFAR-10 and Analysis

AT A ESTT 5k U | A% F g gk ik B
f)1035CIFAR- 1050 48 #2201 L #E4T T 33— 2 I WF 5% .
BAVEN S LTINS, ENER4E LT HIE.
BAVITE R IR R () R, T AR IE SR B U i &5
J, PREBRAT A A ) S RE SR I R

ST 19 245 I 22 X 285 B HE 22 anFig. 3 (R/ AT s »
W 4% I3 N 232 x 2k B R R I E I E G . B — 2
R3BMBRZ . RIGEAVEFH6n 331G H 2 1
B, BREXRLRHE A =M RS {32,16,8),
AN RSB Z R 20 A, X B s B
HR{16,32,64} . fi Fstrde N2HI 5 A2 HEAT N RFE .
16 W 48 i B S 2 — A 42 7 P HBIpooling /2 AT — 4~ 102

AL softmax I 2 EREE . —HFon+2 M HES FIE
Bo BARIE W TR
output map size 32x32 16x16 8x8
# layers 1+2n 2n 2n
# filters 16 32 64

i 2 &2 1 N33 G BUE S GEE3n AN ERIE
). MEXAEHEEE EIRATHTE B AR 4l A fE S 4R
HEHie., TTRA), RIULFRATI 22 B RIS B 1) 4
B B E RS e SR .

™ E K% B 80.0001, F) & 09, X H
T31H /) BUAE #1464k L BN [1613K Il 2k 9 4%,
{H /& s f# FiDropout, mini-batchff] K /N Ay128, #5 #l
2 HGPU b #HEAT Il %% . %% X M U6 N0, AE
#532000F1480007/ 1% A I K FBR LA10, & ik AR IR 3L
64000, X S2 H145000/5000 1 I 254/ 11 £ 73 Bic BT
SE 1o FRATTEVIZRBY BUBAE24] (1 £ 55 3 568 Ji ) -
ERG R NERANME R, RIEEERE N EEGE
FERKFEG LRI —132x32 MR G, £
TRABY B, BT R A8 R 4632 x 32 1 MG AT VA

BME®E Tn = {357,901 &%, W
JE20. 32 44LL K562 KM 4% . Fig. 6 (o) o T-°F
TR B SR TR T Y % B S B IR
YIGE R BB KR, XA RS fEImageNet(Fig. 4,
JE)FIMNIST (WL[41]) E 0925 AR AL, KB T840 &
1) R i ST — AR EE B 7] A



error (%)

plain-20
plain-32
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ResNet-20 —residual-110

ResNet-32 —residual-1202

ResNet-44
= ResNet-56

— ResNet-110]
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Figure 6. CIFAR-10 Y10, BRI ZeE R, S For il SR R, Jo. RN, a1 10005 15 % B 1560%
PLE, BHHIFHERERER. B ResNets. 44: 110EF11202)2 ) ResNets.

method error (%)

Maxout [10] 9.38

NIN [25] 8.81

DSN [24] 8.22

# layers | # params

FitNet [33] 19 2.5M 8.39
Highway [41, 42] 19 2.3M 7.54 (7.7240.16)

Highway [41, 42] 32 1.25M | 8.80

ResNet 20 0.27M | 8.75

ResNet 32 046M | 7.51

ResNet 44 0.66M | 7.17

ResNet 56 0.85M | 6.97
ResNet 110 1.7M 6.43 (6.614:0.16)

ResNet 1202 19.4M | 7.93

Table 6. CIFAR-10JUiR4E b 173 a5 . A E s 31T
T TR AN[42]FFiR, X TResNet-110, IATEAT 758, R
JA BN T “(AMEEH )RS R

Fig. 6 ("F)/87~ T ResNetsHI %R . SImageNet(Fig. 4,
Ak, T 1A ResNets AE I8 1R 4 10 v ARG A0 HE
I HFEE R IR, AEFRWES TRt

BT — R Tn =18, HHiZ 1102 ResNet.
TEIXE, BATRIOAMIYIUGE 2 2 R A SR KN A fE
IRUF MG . B LLERATT NI T 46 48 FHO.0111 2% 3] %,
I 2R IR R AE80% LA T (K AJ400ik 5 ) 5,
B2 S R 1014k B2 2. T A3 2 SR 2 R —
. 110/2MResNets/R &I SR 1 (Fig. 6, ). ©5H
fh i R 2 2 R A, UNFitNet [33] FAHighway [41] (Ta-
ble )M L, HAEFE KIS, AmHAER T H&iFm
45 51(6.43%, Table 6).

Analysis of Layer Responses. Fig. 7/ 7~ 1 JZ Wi b [
PR UETT ZE (std)o Wi B B — D3 3B Z BN S5
Ak £k ¥E 2 (ReLLU/addition) 2 Hi [ % i« % T ResNets,
XA Gy B 45 AR B IR TR 22 oR B B 5 B Y R AL
&t . Fig. 73 1 T ResNets M N7 EL & X6 B2 f) T4 1)
2 M B BN X e g B G UE T AT ) B A )
Hl(Sec.3.1), BIFK 2 ok £ bk Ak 5% 22 ok %0 0 #2308 T0.

SPGB 0.0, BRIE JLNepochs Z J& TR S (HY
RHE<I0%), (BATIIRBENS 1L BIRET HHER .

0 2 20 &0 Y 100
layer index (original)

plain-20
---plain-56

ResNet-20
— ResNet-56
— ResNet-110

I L
0 2 40 100

0 | er‘index (sorted é;magnigude @

Figure 7. fECIFAR-10'T- R Wi 0t )RR T0e 07 S (std). WL i 45—
I3 IEBURMIBNL G- &R ARG . TiEs: o
R BT IT R 0N HES .

MFig. 7+ ResNet-20. S6F1110/) 45 F, AT F =
B, BRI ResNet ¥ i 520 Bl /N . M 2 2
i), ResNetsH! AN EXHE 5 A& /b

Exploring Over 1000 layers. K fI&H X T — N
T 1000)Z B HIR AR . AT R BEn = 200, 3L
FE1202Z M M g A A, 3% IR EEAT N SR . FRATHI 7
EXTL03 2 BB AR IEA DAL, I BB 3] 7 <0.1% 1
ZRES R (Fig. 6, 11), B IET R 2t AH 24 11K(7.93 %,
Table 6).

HREXFE - MRERBES b, RFERZ
) 8 . 12022 88 B I 25 R EE110/2 i 45 SR 2%,
REEMMINGHEREEZASAZ . BATN X Z I
BB X —AN1202)Z ML B T/ B B 4 ok
PERK T (19.4M). FEX DM EHREE BRI T 5871 1
M4t J73%, Wimaxout [10] B # dropout [14], A 3K T
B AFHI 45 R (10, 38, 24, 33]). AL, A EA L
Fmaxout/dropout, ¥ it 1M 5 /2R 1@ i 14 K Bl
b X 2% 45 R B R FE SR 51N IE 4K, 10 HLAS FH 4E AR A
(R X JE o 2 3 3k 5 77 174 1E U AL BV RE 5 2 vy S 6 &6
B, BAVSAES JG AT

4.3. Object Detection on PASCAL and MS COCO

BN aELX e RAES LRI TRIFN
ZALEE J1. Table 7 Al 8 78 T fEPASCAL VOC 2007
12012 [5] LA J&XCOCO [25] b 1) H Frfar il 45 5 . AT
¥ FFaster R-CNN [311/E &M 7. X B, A
bt #5533 HiResNet-101 & #:VGG-16 [40] A iy oK () PE B



training data 07+12 07++12
test data VOC 07 test VOC 12 test
VGG-16 73.2 70.4

ResNet-101 76.4 73.8

Table 7. FEPASCAL VOC 2007/2012i i £ I fd FFaster R-
CNNKJ B ARG M mAP (%). T2 %55 W.Table 10 f111.

metric mAP@.5 mAP@][.5, .95]
VGG-16 41.5 21.2
ResNet-101 48.4 27.2

Table 8. /ECOCO 3 1F4E |- f# F Faster R-CNN H b5 MlmAP
(%). T %458 T Table 9.

FEFF o AN TR W0 285 100 AT ARG DN P S OO B %) & —
), Frolie s RN T HEIFm Mg, HER
HERMEZ, 7ECOCO a4 I, FATIECOCON br i
R FR(mAP@L.5, .95]) bbb G i (0 45 SR 38 0 176.0%, X
M F28% A X $2 T+ . T IX 5E 215 85 T Hr 2= 2RI R
%,
H TR ZE MW 4, FATEILSVRC & COCO
201535 #& [ ImageNetfi Il . ImageNet €7 COCOF M
PLRCOCO%r I L3k 75— % . B ARRI40 15 WL B
o
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A. Object Detection Baselines

X EBr A4 T FoAl13E T Faster R-CNN [31]59 46 01 77
5. FEAE FiImageNet7r A AW 464k, SR 5 78 H b
K HHE B 34T 0 . AEILSVRC & COCO 201546
SEARMANE], FATE L 24K T ResNet-50/101 AL,

H5B311H FIVGG-164 R 1) &, FA1ResNetis A [
TRz . AT KR “Networks on Conv feature maps”
(NoC) [31]1 F8 B R fift W 1X A i) 8, FRATT 58 FH 7F B
b Hstride AN IS 1645 2 1 2 SR S IR B 1 3L =45
FRHFEE(e., convl. conv2_x. conv3_x bl Mconv4_x,
—LHINN B E; Table 1), HATICIX L E FHAE
JEVGG-16 FRLMI3NER)Z, HidiX A, ResNet
AIVGG-16 5t B A M [A Fstride(16 pixels)(#) 3 FH 45 1E
K. X %6 2 B — RPN 300/ proposals)[31]F1 —
AMFast R-CNNPJ £5[7]3: 5 . fEconv5_12 # $4 17Rol
pooling [7]. TERoI pooling/™ 4 IIHFAE I, conv5_x %z LA
LT E R SEEUEEA X RFE, 2] T VGG-
16 fc/ZHI1ER « a1 982 & 3 (A R 2 (4
HRH BT

FBNE M MEH, EWMOINEGZ E, &A
fEImageNetilll Zx £ L X6 — 2115 TBNG it B E
M7 2. RGN B, BNEREE. XFEBNZEH A
BT H A e e A B AR I 2 B, BNGUITHE
TERR M Bt A 58 FAE 2 BN)ZE T Z N Tk
/b Faster R-CNNI| Zk[i BX IR N A TE FE
PASCAL VOC

R #E[7, 31], % SPASCAL VOC 2007 iR £ ,
T ATAE HvOC 2007+ BI5F 5k I 2k 56 uF B A LA
J&VOC 2012+ 1756 T 5K Il 2k 56 GF B R ok Il 25
AL (“07+127). %F AFPASCAL VOC 20123 ik £, &
T4 FHVOC 2007+ #1775 5% Y1l 25 56 ik+il X B F DA
JVOC 2012+ (1756 T 5K II 25 56 30F B A R I 25
RI(“07++127). IllZFaster R-CNN [ S 5[311% —
. Table 79 7~ T SE 56 45 5 . ResNet-101 L VGG-
16FImAPIR 5 >3%. 1X 58415 7 T HResNet 2| ff) &
U BIHRHAIE

MS COCO

MS COCO dataset [25]F1 % 1780 /™ H 45 2 5 .
FATTEPASCAL VOCHE Fr(mAP @ IoU = 0.5) 5 bx #E
FJICOCO#E FR(mAP @ ToU = .5:.05:.95) & #E 47 P4 .
BTAVE I 4L B8 s sk B R A7 I 45, A 56
WE 4R F 475 5k B R 34T 5 UE . FATTAECOCO L 1)
K6 I 455 7Y PASCAL VOC_F (B R B AR — 3, kAl
1 FI8AMNGPUR I ZRCOCOME AL, [A RPN L B8 ¥ mini-
batch K/ K8(i.e., FAGPU_E15K K ), Fast R-CNN#5
P (¥Jmini-batch’A16., RPNZZ B fllFast R-CNNZ 3% 1)l
GRAEFI24 5 AR 152 2 % 080.001,  $2 R R II8TT
UOEAR 152 21 %.50.0001

Table 8/ 78 TMS COCONGIES I HI45 H . ResNet-
1017EmAP@[.5, .951F& 45 I tbover VGG-163#4 11 T 6%,
XA YT 228% iR F, e T AR
FRIWRHE . EEEENZE, EmAPQ@LS, 951FE br



B2 0 R (6.0%) FT fEmAP @598 b b1 JL T — #F
R(6.9%)o XM T — A IR AR TR 5 A 5E fir
HRREFE R

B. Object Detection Improvements
N CE R RN, FRATHRE B0 T8 XA Y

o XL A TR R AR, D R AT T ik 22
#21s
MS COCO

GG . FRATIY A SRS 40 A K BUE G 6] i 1%
RENL. fEFaster R-CNNH, i £ )%t — N [ H 1
141 F(regressed box), ‘B Mproposalili 72 H X A H
DRI b HE BT, FRATT AT BLA [a] 3 Y 3 7 o At — Bl
(VRFAE, AT e 8 SR AT — AN 37 1 23 2845 40 A0 — AN
IR 3 7. FRATTRE 1X300 Hr 1) T F13004 5 46
TRM2H & o AR A TR0 F i) 46 & A R OB
HHINMS), ToUR) 8 {4 2590.3 [8], 4R J& #E 47 4 4%
Z(box voting) [6]. LT FEAMILEEEMAP L =2 E
43 K (Table 9).

45 FER3C. /A 17EFast R-CNNS B 454 74 b
. AEBEEAERRFERE, RAOEH2R
2% ] 4 - 25 AL (SPP) [1215 AL A5 4E . (ffi FH — AN
W eI, XM T R B A 3 SRR ARo K
HEAT“Rol” pooling. X /Nt A4 15 B 1145 1iE 45 1% Flpost-
RolZ #t 7] AfF 2 — A4 7 b F CRRE . XAN% R -
T SCRFE 5 R GG RS Xk R AR E B R, SRR B
— A RIZU R NAFEIAE . XA HESE 2
ity B v . 4R B XRETEMAP@.5 IR WA EH
Ji(Table 9).

Z RN . Z /4 i g B2 s — REE I
Zr R AT 3RS 31], EXANRET, ERAEL
KAs = 60018 % . 2 RE NN & f i —L
KB, WAE[12, 719 B M RFAE 4 71 iR B —
R DA R AE (31717 [F] B maxout/Z I8« 7B FRATTHO 2
orp, AV T 2 R R4
Ak AT 22 RO I 20 A R O B TR) RO BR 1l o b AR 3R AT R
fEFast R-CNNA B g 47 2 ROBE AT 9 A AERPNAE
BTy XTI a, JATE — B
G b E SRR, o BRI
Jgs € {200,400,600,800,1000}. HIE31], FKATME
FRHRIEFEM AR, HFEXHADAIRER
R AE B i B Rol pooling Pk & 2 fa K1 E[31], AEH
I8 i maxout# 17 & HH[31]. £ N E ML FEEmAP L #2
=127 1 43 i(Table 9).

R SR s . 42 N R IRATE 8 T +4 77 M I 2R 56 IE
AT IR, 25 Hitest-devidk {71, test-devit
WA ATFEAE, sk R e R & s it m. 1
EANKE T, mAP@.51A%] 755.7%, mAP@[.5, 951k
F]734.9% (Table 9), X FHEFRATRABIAI LR,

BiRIZH & . {EFaster R-CNNH, R4 5K % >Jregion
proposal LA K H F5 73 2548%,  DRLE o] DL B (14 20 4 Sk )
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val2 test
GoogLeNet [43] (ILSVRC’14) - 439
our single model (ILSVRC’15) 60.5 58.8
our ensemble (ILSVRC’15) 63.6 62.1

Table 12. fEImageNetfs Ml # 45 £ b (¥ 45 R (mAP, %). A
K R 45 /& Table 97 2 #F [fJFaster R-CNN [31], {# H
T ResNet-101 M %% ,

LOC LOC testing LOC error |classification| top-5 LOC error
method network on GT CLS| network |on predicted CLS

VGG’s [40] | VGG-16 |1-crop| 33.1[40]

RPN ResNet-101 | 1-crop 133

RPN ResNet-101 | dense 11.7

RPN ResNet-101 | dense ResNet-101 14.4
RPN+RCNN |ResNet-101 | dense ResNet-101 10.6
RPN+RCNN| ensemble | dense ensemble 8.9

Table 13. fFImageNetds il £ L (1) & £ £ 1% % (%). fE“LOC
error on GT class” ([40]) %) /b, ffi FI T 289 H .
1E“testing” %l HF, “1-crop”fX. & %224 x 22415 % ] — /| center
crop, “dense” QAR 2 (G2 RN

AT AT PR . BATEH — A4 A R 32 Hlregion
proposal, %A J5 iX £eproposal () 5 & 5 18 1 B3 A X 3553
KR A RALF . Table OfE7R 1 FRATE 3N 45 5k
HAEMEE R, fEtest-dev I FImAPA59.0% F137.4% . iX
ANEERIECOCO 20158 MT 55 L3RG T3 — 4.

PASCAL VOC

FF L EAEAL, AT BIPASCAL VOCK 5. &
fITTEPASCAL VOCH 5 % I il IACOCO% 4 45 I i) #
—F 7 (55.7% mAP@.5 HiTable 9fT7R). [RIFEHEAT LA
FEanit . B L R 2 RN ootk , 28 5 3]
EPASCAL VOC 2007F1PASCAL VOC 2012_F 4351l #|
7 85.6%(Table 10)H183.8%(Table 11)[fimAPS. PASCAL
VOC 2012 L &5 Rtk 2 B s dr g s 710N E 4
R[6].

ImageNet Detection

ImageNetf Jl(DET){T: 45 B & 172004 H #5251 .
HE i 22 8 ¥5 EmAP@.5. X} TImageNet DET, 1]
() B k5 &6 I 5 3% fiTable 9+F [IMS COCO— 3 . ¥
2% 7E10002% [fJTmageNet/r FE B4 4 LUl 4k, R )5
TEDETHL 4 48 b 30 o M HR[8],  FR AT K 46 1k 45 &
N R 4 (vall/val2). AT E FHDETI 2k 4 Arvall K
Tl AR R, val2F R I AE . BRI AMEHHE
FIILSVRC 2015% 4% . 7EDETHl ik & F, A5 —
fJResNet-1013% F| T 58.8%MImAP, = N 1) 4 &
i5 3] 762.1%KImAP(Table 12). X 4> 45 B fEILSVRC
2015/ ImageNetfr AT 55 L3RI T3 — 4, Ml 758
85N B A



training data COCO train COCO trainval
test data COCO val COCO test-dev
mAP @.5 @[.5, .95] @.5 @].5, .95]
baseline Faster R-CNN (VGG-16) 41.5 21.2

baseline Faster R-CNN (ResNet-101) 48.4 27.2

+box refinement 49.9 29.9

+context 51.1 30.0 53.3 32.2
+multi-scale testing 53.8 32.5 55.7 34.9
ensemble 59.0 374

Table 9. 7EMS COCO |1 Fi Faster R-CNN FllResNet-101# it »

system net data mAP | arco bike bird boat bottle bus car cat  chair cow table dog horse mbike person plant sheep sofa train  tv
baseline VGG-16 07+12 732 |76.5 79.0 70.9 65.5 52.1 83.1 84.7 86.4 52.0 81.9 65.7 84.8 84.6 77.5 76.7 38.8 73.6 73.9 83.0 72.6
baseline ResNet-101 07+12 76.4 | 79.8 80.7 76.2 68.3 559 85.1 85.3 89.8 56.7 87.8 69.4 88.3 88.9 809 784 41.7 78.6 79.8 85.3 72.0
baseline+++| ResNet-101 | COCO+07+12 | 85.6 [90.0 89.6 87.8 80.8 76.1 89.9 89.9 89.6 75.5 90.0 80.7 89.6 90.3 89.1 88.7 65.4 88.1 85.6 89.0 86.8

Table 10. ZEPASCAL VOC 20074 b (1A 485 5
gife. R SCRIZ RN

H.Hhbaseline/&Faster R-CNN & 4t

“baseline+++"{L3% T Table 9+ {114 S #&

system net data mMAP | areo bike bird boat bottle bus car cat  chair cow table dog horse mbike person plant sheep sofa train  tv
baseline VGG-16 07++12 70.4 | 849 79.8 74.3 539 49.8 77.5 759 88.5 45.6 77.1 553 86.9 81.7 80.9 79.6 40.1 72.6 60.9 81.2 61.5
baseline ResNet-101 07++12 73.8 |86.5 81.6 77.2 58.0 51.0 78.6 76.6 93.2 48.6 80.4 59.0 92.1 85.3 84.8 80.7 48.1 77.3 66.5 84.7 65.6
baseline+++| ResNet-101 | COCO+07++12 | 83.8 | 92.1 88.4 84.8 75.9 71.4 86.3 87.8 94.2 66.8 89.4 69.2 93.9 91.9 90.9 89.6 67.9 88.2 76.8 90.3 80.0

Table 11. PASCAL VOC 2012134 - A I 45 B(http://host . robots.ox.ac.uk:8080/leaderboard/displaylb.
php?challengeid=11scompid=4). H:Hbaseline/&Faster R-CNN £%i. “baseline+++” f1#% | Table 9 AL x4k, T

SR REZDR

C. ImageNet Localization

ImageNet & {7 (LOCT 55 [341 75 E X} H AxHEAT 43 FS AN
SERL. MRAE[39, 401, FAMEBL e fd FH BB o S 48k
ToOI G 2000, SR FE AR AR B FRUIN ) 28 S A e A B
VERTML FHE . FATRIN “per-class regression” (PCR)
[39, 4011 SR mE KX B — K2 2] — AN FAME . AV
X TmageNet 7 X1 7 3E 47 Tl 5, SR J5 b Xt e 4 %
BRI HEAT R0 . FRATAE 100035 i TmageNet i)l Z: 4 )l
SRIRATIREAY

TAT Y 58 A B AE 31 RPNAE 42 () B it | 3k 47
T BN 5319 K25 JE % (category-agnostic) AN
A A, AT H ok % 47 FIRPN /& Dlper-class i 2 20 1%
T [31]% FIRPNGR & 3% 82 7 P AN R 1 x 135 FR
=, —ASH kM= Fels), B —AF Sk fgih Foe
He SBUHFAFKZ, AT F Fcls|Z FregZ #B
seper-classf) T . B ARKUL, cls/Z H A 10004 1) 4
o, B —4EER R R BN R 5 8 T8 = oniZ i [nl
H: reglz HAT1000x44E 1) 4 th, & 11000 2K 130 5
FHZH . EW31], FATARE G H G — MM E R
Z PR AR B “anchor” K HEAT 1 FAHE [E] VA

5 AT EF X ImageNet 7 25 #1)Il Zk(Sec. 3.4)—F£,
FATTBE B IR M3 5 1) 5 R 52224 < 2241 crops
7E ff i i F2 Fmini-batch B K /N 8256, RN T i R B
FEATE FEA S L 3 K, AR S Bl LR

()http: //host .robots.ox.ac.uk:8080/anonymous/30J40J.html,
submitted on 2015-11-26.
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method top-5 localization err
val test
OverFeat [39] ILSVRC’13) 30.0 29.9
GooglLeNet [44] (ILSVRC’14) - 26.7
VGG [40] (ILSVRC’14) 26.9 25.3
ours (ILSVRC’15) 8.9 9.0

Table 14. fEImageNet¥ 45 5 b5 Flf /7 VE 1 58 L B 1R 2 (%) 1Y)
LA

8/ anchors, Jf ¥ IE fianchorsff EL 1 A 1:1 [31].
WX 2% 7 G A A AR AT IR .

Table 13LL5R T — 27 vE M @ A 45 B . AR #5[40],
AT K EAEAE R I &5 R ok a3t AT oracle”
WAk . VGG 3C 5 H[40]3% & 1 24 ff FH 25 = M 1wt
i 411 F)center-cropf %% % N33.1% (Table 13). 7E #H
F B % & F, {# FResNet-101fJRPNJT % F¥center-
cropfti % K B B T713.3%. X R T RATHE 3 1)
it B RE . 78 B % (& B BOM 2 R L,
{25 A {H A, ResNet-1011 5 3% R N11.7%.
M {8 FResNet-1011¥] 28 131 Il &5 H(top-573 2K Hf & %
N4.6%, Table 4)i, top-5HIEMERFT N14.4%.

LB g A AL & B T XFaster R-CNN
[31]H RPN itk , FATIE v LA F Faster R-CNNHH [
6 W Y 2 detection network (Fast R-CNN [7])3 o5 4 4
R HERIMESED, EXNMPEEL, BxEGE
W HAAE =N R FHAL EFR, iproposal regionsZ.


http://host.robots.ox.ac.uk:8080/leaderboard/displaylb.php?challengeid=11&compid=4
http://host.robots.ox.ac.uk:8080/leaderboard/displaylb.php?challengeid=11&compid=4
http://host.robots.ox.ac.uk:8080/anonymous/3OJ4OJ.html

PR AR ESE, KIS ERol-pooled 141k
RAL. & HEFast R-CNN [7]ffimage-centrici/ll 25 4= %
TENANKIFEA, R RZBAEEENLINZR. #
AT sz, f# ] T Rol-centricfJR-CNN [8]K #
AFast R-CNN,

R-CNNPJSEIL 1R o FRATLE I 25 B AR LIl Zrper-
class[FIRPNR 7l 28 30 AH 1 3100 FAE o I &6 5000 HE
F-class-dependentf#]proposalsi 2] T 1R B EHI/EH . X
TRk INGEE, 35 5200 proposals# 2 B
H R AE AR-CNNZ K 8 I ZhFE A . A — 4 proposal
ook BT AR X I, Jfwarpi224x 22413 B, ARG
f£ NR-CNN [8]/) 43 2 W 4% o 0 4% (1) i HE A 5
A E efc/Z, — A HNels, 15— A Nreg, [F K /Zper-
classfITER.. R-CNNM & LARoI-centric7E Yl ZrEE b 111
W, mini-batchff] K/ H256. MR B, RPNX 4 —
AT 0 28 A2 18 T 45 43 B e Fiproposals, 28 J5 A FHR-
CNNXJIX 6 proposals ()15 53 Fli FAL B AT HH

X AN T5 15 Witop-5 1 52 AL 55 1% 2K % ) 1710.6% (Ta-
ble 13). X ERATHEANERLEIGUELE FIIEE R . /25
KN L _EAE AR, JRATTE R 4E B 1 (K top-
5TE PR FAUNG.0% . IXANZE J B . LLILSVRC 141
45 F AP IR £ (Table 14), XA 2T 9800 T 64% 1A X5
PR, XA BRIEILSVRC 2015 HImageNet g HiAT 55
RIS T RIS

HEEIL

ARV SIS e I RAR ST T 64, H2wt
FRASME L. BEDLECY. NLPZ:., ZiFRIiE, wil
IANFRATT, FERE: @B July

B i Sy & B N &
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