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Polarization Imaging Detection of Individual Camouflage
Based on Two-Stream Fusion Network
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Hefei 230031, Anhui, China;
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Abstract There is a high degree of color similarity between the individual camouflage target and the background,
the target has a highly complex posture, and there are occlusion problems, which make individual camouflage target
detection more challenging than traditional target detection. In order to solve the above problems, a depth learning
algorithm based on polarization information and RGB ( Red, Green, Blue) information is proposed, and the
polarization image dataset CIP3K (Multicam type camouflage dataset and Woodland type camouflage dataset) is
constructed. Based on Faster R-CNN (Faster Region-Convolutional Neural Network), a dual-stream feature fusion
network TSF-Net is proposed, which can integrate target polarization feature information and RGB feature
information. A large number of experiments are carried out on the CIP3K dataset to test the performance of the
TSF-Net model and other detection models. The experimental results show that, compared with Faster R-CNN, the
average detection accuracy of the TSF-Net model on the two datasets is increased by 8.2 percentages and 8. 8
percentages, respectively, and is better than some mainstream object detection models.
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Fig. 1 Schematic of light propagation

HE 1A LLES O E « ek, mAkE E

FEARTR 7 ) b Al %Ry
E,=FE, cos(rt+6,)
E,=E,cos(t +3,)
K E, RRVIBE 2 R0+ R ML,
Hrh r=wt—kz 0 RRAWE b RRERHERER
ANt FRORAGHER] .6 FoRAANR E = .0=0, —7,.

QY]

h T 5 A 0P 3 BB S (D) R 78
NIV EE X
(]flb ) 2 +<§y ) 2 - 2(1_?1») (;y ) cos & =sin’J,
(2)

Me=nnn=0,+1,4+2,- 0. BEBHIES
J7 AR5 18 58 59— AN 5 1) ELAE ] — /4 S 1T P ok 28
PR e, HALHE 0°.45° . 90°F1 135° W HRE % .

0915001-2



FE42E FIH/2022F5 B/REFFR

2.1.2 Henk-FahkrfRE

&l 2 S R (8,53 1 T i 41 45 5T B 3 0 HE A R
P HE A B0 < A% T 4 81 R £ M AR 1% o0 4Lk, A
KRBT H 4 X 4 A FERHR R A B, o i
0°.45°,90°F 1354 i F& 77 ) B AR T 41 W — A~ i

PRAGIT A B IERR E R 4 A i 4 B0 4% IR IR HE A
RN LH 18— AR AR 1R 0T . bl 3 i 4R 1R 2R S 4
ot 01 Ji A P13 ok A A Ak AT AAS ) 4 Al B 7 1)
0, 38 3 SR B PR T A R e e AR
2.

90° 45°

135° 0°

K 2 R oy £ F T IR 15T B 510 09 HE AR 7 2

Fig. 2 Layout diagram of color focal plane polarized pixel array

R 0,73 A5 T i 41 AH BILBIT ) B D 46 1) e i
Hra] LA 2R (0 RGB i 9% 77 17 560 B2 P&, 3153 4 i =
AR R.G A B 3 AN B AR, T i ik
e AW

1
I:?(Io +I45 +190 +1135)
Q:Io _190
U:I4s_1135 (3)
L T
I
A=%arctan<g>

KA. I.Q.U.P MA 4B Fe/s 4 it i B K77 1)
I P 4 et 5 B L 45° 77 [n) i 4R 43 4k 5 2 i I B A
.
2.2 BEMAERDN
2.2.1 HW®E
e P O 26 H AR ARG T A5 S8k e BT Y 2N T B
FEAH M T ILA 1) CAMOMN & — A 32 % O 5 5 i
B 2500 R EME, B P a8 A28, 1 £l
grh &4 CAMO fl MS-COCO WA~ T34 4 . 15
ANFEIEE S E 1250 5k EF1%;2) Fang ey R
T o — Rk O e N DL BCHE 4 AL 26 Fh kR AR
KA 2600 5K EMR (BRI XA 100 5K) 5 3) XB /N
SR ISR BT 7 kR RERNL A 700 SRIE
1§, Stk gt 33 Ak A AT 3300 SREIA.
AR T CIP3K B4i6 42 , 2 5040 4 38 4 £ Ay
A LA 30 i 4 75 ) AR O A e ik 2 6 R8O

LM RGB EIR $ 4l 48, bn A5 87T LU E ARG
CIP3K ¥4 44 3000 5K J5 4h i P &1, A2 7 2 FE 1
HRE S AE 2 th 3 N LR,
2.2.2 BEMHEXA

BT Ay 2 ISR 2 AL 2K O e | PR IR B
BEURBLAE IR R R e 2R O 2 1 28 A
B2 MG B R FKZE R4 2R — Fif
A AR L 55 43 S PR RS | S TR AN S A
A SCHIBIEFE R G 0 5 T2 AR AL A O 3
2.2.3 B EHEBAFENIZ

BT O % H AR A I 2 5 28 T K AT 55 THL I B
el HARR iy A= 0 H o) T g L, A —iK
BIG % AT 55 5 2 — Tl B I O 2 0 G246 D 5 v ol 1
MER i PN EEE p,€[0,1], Hh p, RoR
B RS, AR TR R MG RS
SR 0L MiAR 58 1 RORAR R 58 24 Bl 45 1R S P 2
X4 AR SCH A G0 G B PR RS AT 55

3 BT RURURF AR AL 0 265 1 B S Dy 2
s P I AG AGE 0 5 325

3.1 HikRid

FF 8 s & 7E Faster R-CNN (Faster Region-
Convolutional Neural Network) £ Il % £% 15 fi%) L il
B AR SCFE AR R AR A5 B RN RGB {7 B I
AU EL AR » DT 2 o5 53 L O 26 AR AG I 7y 1E A %%
A SCRE I SR HEZR N 8] 3 7R, Horp APP-Net 3%
7N H 3B N R PR 2 W 45, FPN &R FRAE 4 5 35 W)

0915001-3



MR

FE42E FIH/2022F5 B/REFFR

2% RPN 7R XA i R 2%, ROT Oy B R X3
FC hy 4 4% 2 © R FRAE il & #:/E . TSF-Net

TSF-Net
\

T 5T AlA IR AR 15 B RGB {5 B J5 £ M 45 6 3 it —
A IR IATE 55

v|classification

RPN

*| regression

ROI

FCX2

&l 3 TSF-Net 454 ]
Fig. 3 Structure diagram of TSF-Net

polarization ~ App-Net  ResNet50
" FPN
RGB ResNet50 /
3.2 TSF-Net

WA 3 s, TSF-Net 4045 i 3% 7 ) 4% (Pol-
Net) Fl RGB i M 4% (RGB-Net) Bi 43 %, Hrp Pol-
Net £t 57 M i B 45 b 32 BURRAE £ B8, RGB-Net i1
7t N RGB &5 b 2 BURRAE A B, 50 B WA 40 S
PE WO FRAE R AT Rl A 454
3.2.1 Pol-Net

Pol-Net f2 # APP-Net fil ResNet-50, H
APP-Net i 57 A= B H 35 N i % 2 it . iX /& Pol-Net
) FEAKH 53 . ResNet-50 1 3¢ %] APP-Net 4= BUAY H
i ] i ik 2 i A TR AR SR B

1) APP-Net %t

HI % €8, 43 45 SF- T i 41 1801 S5 3 AT R, 43 £ OF- T
FEBURY 2 I B I 9% R AE 0°,45° 901 135°4 > i 4R
7 1] B 5 AR RS 3X 4 A IR IR T 1 5 A R AT LA
WO EAR B RIS EEE . i, 2
W LR LUK 4 K fw A T 1) (813 o 5 A s SRR R
R B AR IR E 0 2 5 % R T LU iR

SE = £ A5 d e d G W d ), ()

input layer

hidden layer

A Sy TR EA BN MRAR S & )RR
BRI (s dE v dg d ) FoR
A AT ) i I AR TP A AR Sl (s ) IR R AL TR
2B ANREE £ Ce BIRT A5 2 B A R H A i IR
FEPER R IR S 4t .

RSB RT DTN A 28 R 4% CANND 2k 3k
mE 4 PR & WIS 8 ANN 55 AZ 4%
TR BRRUE M )R . WOARA 4 AT R
F 4 sk R IR 7 I B B RE ASEREA 2 AT
1R A F 4k 2 5B LR & A RO 2 0 E
F OO MBI L I B AN a5 8 A AL EE RO i
T, AR BRORE S P T B R 2 R TR
ANN 3] DG AT 2 44 0 i8S B L 58 o
A4 AN [ A1 7 Ty R e i 4 2208 T A B A 3R
RIS i,

FRPE ANN J5 B, AR 3Ci 31 7 38 A T 4 2 4 4k
K41 APP-Net, APP-Net 45Kt 5 s, H
HF FRoR o 8 T RRAE A R4S e e e
FRAEE L, BN Rt 0 —1k .

output layer

K4 ANN [ 25 &
Fig. 4 Structure diagram of ANN

0915001-4



FE42E FIH/2022F5 B/REFFR

/“adaptive convolution \

/ adaptive convolution ™\
module 1

adaptive convolution "\
odule module '
o F®

)
do > F 1 T 1
d 1X1 > F’—M1x1 Ik 1X1 » F°
N Conv| | ReLU | [ BN - Conv| | ReLU | | BN . Conv| | ReLU| | BN -
P layer| | layer | (layer(| layer| | layer | (layer N layer| | layer | |layer _
5 > .. i >
d > F’ > > F©

J )

135 Ll v
K J N

K5 APP-Net i #) &
Fig. 5 Structure diagram of APP-Net

APP-Net I 55 A2 4 3838 fi 8% 77 1) &, BHR 2
i oA A IE N A AN B A5 2 o IR E I N R
RS mE, LA SNSRI 2 A
1X1 HF2 BOE 2 (ReLU M R BN R, Horp
T A BRI L kA 10X T KN Y 3 B X
A\ UG P47 R kA8 B T DU — 41 A 3 I AR
S B PRSI RR R

.
F® =ReLU(>)w.f.) (5
i=1

Xpef, FRMAN 0 GEEEELRGH fo=1d,
disdo digs ] AT A DRI T ER s w, G=1,
2500 k) FIRAE— 2 B 0O B B L B — AL
FEHFERLEEYI N n X n . TG —A & N 3 U
ey k' =0 MBUEDE T 4 BRI 4, b
RO S N R S i R B AR 4
S i R 7 1 L A R o R OE R R S R

2) APP-Net 5 ¥ 1% &

APP-Net Hiy 1 3& N 45 BB P 8 1 I 2% 1Y
SERG NS &L L 35 A BRSO W] DL R IR R
T REAE BT M AL A T A S R R S A 0 4% 4
B3 AR SCBE VT 256, 8 3 18 0 AH 5 S 0K 55 1F ) 45 1)
PERE . T S A ST T T 00 B 4 LA 4E 200 4
AN Ta] 1) i 4 P15 ek 2 RIS A 5% 0°.45° .90 135°4
W 41 7 1) R R L AR S A B AT 200 4 AR B
B 1 K .P EIRA B GrldifT gths B AR L
B BMBLE 4 W = R BGE B A BT I ) 4%
ML AR BB R B9 200 4 BB AE MRS . B
J 1B P 45 J2 I ) 2% 25 L BB AIE A 3 I A AR
Bty B i DA R 45 R A I B v I 28 PERE Y S I . 43
B = W 45K 5 — 4 h (8,16,8,3) F (16,
8.8,3) ;55 21 K (96,48,32,3) F1(48,96,32,3) ;55
=2 }(128,96,64,32,3)F1(96,128,64,32,3), H:

H AT RS RO AR A A R BB 5
FHYEACFR A 2 N A B B v 2 BB 0 M 5 ()
A4 A I I A5 RS 1) 28 Bk Ry DU 2 0 245, 6L 5 5
A~ I I A BB B I 45 B T R 4% . 3Lt 6 A
TEE

PR FE 52 SCHYH R BR8N

BN 1 <o :
P =N 2 [ N F =Y L+

IV =y 1V =y o] @

A |« 1, o8 £, WG N KRR BB &
ARG W R H 235 R BRI 5 M 5 Y

Y, FY, 235375 B . P EAA BEESE:Y, .

Y, FY, o5 X I B0 SR i I 4% 4004 45 . AR
Hb, 2% B LA RE SR 5O BRI, ZERE RN
2.% 2 R J 0. 003 Mk ARG 0 PEERN
1024 pixel X 1024 pixel FJIE L T, U %k 200 % /5 RY
ZERNE 1 PR,

F 1 OREZH I

Table 1 Training results with different structures
GPU memory
Structure Time/min Loss
usage /MB

(8,16,8,3) 1453 225 1.23X107°
(16,8,8,3) 1453 216 9.51x10*
(96,48,32,3) 3817 207 7.48 %10 °
(48,96,32,3) 3817 229 5.79X10°°
(128,96,64,32,3) 6109 255 5.55x10°°
(96,128,64,32,3) 6109 282 4.27X10°

R 1SRRI 22 PR R HIN 48 7 B
BRI 100 268 1k BE T E 400 B8 0 BT o 5 fEL B 3 0 2%
JZ GBI o 0 285 19 52 2% e R L I, AR B35
AWK, R PTG A S R E T
6109 MB, A% T VU 2% W 2% 1 N A7 5 3 m T 1/2

0915001-5



MR

542 % 59 H1/2022 £ 5 A/ RFER

ZEAr. A H NG BUS B (19 6 BUR U B 2 )
WG N A I FEE 2 U SRt ] . DALt AN

AE — Al 15 10 19 246 )= 4

=N

B E T

T 44 2% 12 BR A1) R385 ) At
25 F TR L ZEG % 18 GPU N AE K /NN 2%
fie 45 (] B, A< S0 APP-Net (1) 45 79 1% 8 R (48,96,

32,16,0),00& 6 fr7n . APP-Net 427 5 /> 4 i&

HIHL-

WXHX4

B o R AR AR 2 18 SRR

Conv 1 X1XE'

| -

it 2% R E TS

I A5 BRUVRSE B, HE bR 4 A E 0 A5 B B A3 Bl
H48.96.32 Fl 16, & i 2 52 bR W 5 5 1 & 2%
W KRG 2R E NN S o,
LB E SR v RN R B o A [ S Y e
RS, BIKMGHE A WX H X4 K/ 3E 5
ﬁrﬁl,,lﬁi Jo iy WX H X o KNI A & I s 4R

WXHXv

K6 APP-Net (145 #
Fig. 6 Structure diagram of APP-Net

APP-Net 2% A Pol-Net H1f#% 4 3@ 18 i & 77 M

# % A ResNet-

50 P AT RRAIE £ B, &% S H 8 256,512, 1024 Fll

2048 4 AR EERIERE A .
3.2.2 RGB-Net

RGB-Net £ % RGB K14 i A 3] ResNet-50

3 X3 max pool, s=2

3.2.3 4iraxs

7XT7 Conv, 64, s=2 Y

U AT AR SR, W 7 R VARG E s
it TXT RN FRZ T 3 X 3 KN R R AL 2
RIGHEA 4 DTS RA P, B RA &A1
Ak 25 B P, B IS 43 i i 256.512.,1024 AN
2048 4 AN RPBERRRAER Horp s B K,

—

11,64 1X1,128 1X1,256 1X1,512
3X 3,64 »  3x3128 || 3x3256 L »  3X3512 —>
1X1,256 1X1,512 1X1,1024 1X1,2048 —>
—_—

X3 X4 X6 X3

&l 7 RGB i W 45 ) 45 4 5]
Fig. 7 Structure diagram of RGB-Net

Pol-Net #1 RGB-Net 43 7l M i #% K 14 #1 RGB

P8 v e BUCREAE A7 6+ AR Ji5 >R FH 1 3

PRS2 S B R P AT R A5 BRI
R AIE 2 EORVRR A il 5 9 3 782 0 R 0 4% rh R R LG Y
S Az B SRR A il G 1) 7 2OR il 3 3
R, PR SR OV AR B 5 i B2 A8 8 B,

EP 6[{0ughuess A aTexture *H aMnrgion
SUBLRR AR AN 30 5% 0 IE S O coror

il B 7 2O

AR

3 ) 2% 75 RLAS JEE 5 Ak
Fon H br O ORI,

— — = 2H.
BFusmu _ f (aRnuglme» ’ aTexlure ’ 8Mnrgim\ ’ é\(folnr ) i’%m i gg /T?

BB RFAE

WK 8 Fr 7, Pol-Net 73 32 52 M i 4 61 1% o 4

BCH Ao iR A5 L B 5 O 3 H AR 55 9 S A B v A A
RLBE AH H SR T A B h AT L 5 A AR R
B & BRI 22 5% . o 9 22 5 B A SR B A HLRE
JE BUBRIA S L X8 2 R S B H AR 5 S AR
PR B E . DR kg DAl I P 5% b 4 IR 1) A
KB RE MRS B REAE L S0 3 RE AR A 2 R A, B
O Roughness ~O Texure A O Margion o

RGB-Net 73 32/ A RGB l’ﬂ{%*%ﬂl HARFEAE 5
S BIRER O HAR A9 (L BIORRAIE . 2BOR2 D 3 LI H AR
E@Eﬁ’é’—ﬁ%‘%ﬂ“ﬁ*ﬁﬁ,fﬂﬁmk ﬁ]%ﬁﬂi%ﬁui
LA H bR B (R B 5 B A 19 57 58 A ] L DR k]
DA 1o 4RI B ) 245 A S I I s (0 BBCRFAIE B 6o o

0915001-6



FE42E FIH/2022F5 B/REFFR

polarization image

RGB-Net

RGB image

8 P AIE B IRV R AIE il 5 Y i AR

Fig. 8 Process of feature extraction and feature fusion

PO PR 2R E Ar R 0 4 3 R 7E R B 6% IX 43
B AR5 7 50 A RUE B 20 A BRI A 0 5 s
B R EE A5 B S AT BR SR ICE £ 19 H AR R AR
5 B, XA & TSF-Net 2R F 843 32 45 14 19 AR A Jir
PR )P 3 T R 1 7 2 RS 20 S AR AR R A T R
BB E 15 B AR IE AT R IR N Broon = S (O roughness »
O Fexture *O Margion *0 Color ) o
3.3 mEKREH

4 0 2 Y 2k, DXk A R 0 26 g 451 K ek KR ER A
0 15 P 8 43 2 B 3RO

. 1 * N s == Y 3 4 — gy
Ay 2 ba(pep i DRBIPIIR  po RN
cls

P HRE 2 BB, po R TN M R,
N1 S Loy Gy vt 0 HOHE JLART A (0 11 051450
et TR TR ALRHAE R 4 AT BB %
SE N 2 0 FH T T 095 25 30 4 1 L

0 R 26 1 VI 255 90036 T B A S o o
AL BR T e 0 32 o VI 26 190 %6 190 %% U1 5 55
SRR AN O PR 6 VI 25 KO0 i A %6 o 2 45 1
T L5 2 MR B R I 502 46 0 B B i A
W2 o AT )45 0 % 26 26 0 A BUD0AE O B 69 T 4

» loss(label)

1 «
Lpetlts) == 20La(prpi) +
cls ¢’
1 . B .
A DL ot ), €
N.. 5
training Er ___________________________
N Pol-Net
i75 JH FPN —» RPN —» ROI
: RGB-Net
test ;

i, [] 5-D datas

K9 Yigh S matn s K

Fig. 9 Schematic of training and test process

4 S A

4.1 HEE
4.1.1 HBHEHES

RT R T EEACRE A, W
K10 fros . SRR & F 2 R B ECRE T MR 4
TR R 0 00 £ 7 IR IR AH ML A . AL R E S
Bin 2 Frs,

TR A] BE M AR B8 A T 2 | T O N T PR
R R R AR M i S B AMI 2537

*2 ®OoEFEAILNSH

Table 2 Parameters of color focal plane camera

Category Parameter
Camera model FLIR BFS-U3-51S5PC-C
Resolution /(pixel X pixel) 2448 X 2048
Frame rate /(frame * s ') 75
Sony IMX250MYR,
Chip model )
Polar-RGB
Data interface USB3. 1 Genl
Size and weight /(mm X mm X mm) 29X 29X 30
Mass /g 36
Lens interface C-Mount
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100 5K AE MK A . S8 F 524 Ubuntul6. 04,8
A~ NVIDIA GeForce GTX 1080TiGPU, 8 4~ Intel
Xeon E5-1660 v4CPU,

1.2.1 BHEEE

Hf ] RUEE N 0,02, 2 2 R R R A
W) R K R {5,50,100) , Ak 55 v 5% BB AL S
FETF R (SGD) %, s 8 0 0. 95 BUHE 32 I R B
0. 0001 ; HLYNZR R Eh 16, e KUk ik AR K ECh
14100, ZHE QR B B 150,
4.2.2 M

AR SR P X 4 A BE 4 (E (mAP) E 2y B A
PERE PP A 48 b LRI T BT A S AR 45 1 7 3RS
F, mAP JE A ZF BRI BE CAP) (19 ¥1H
AP FROKE B 5 R0 A 0] T B A 2, ORg B R AL G [l R
m1 E A A 0 v I 25 SR O B 0 Ok de g L
%23 iR,

#3 IERGIEL

Table 3 Positive and negative cases

Case Prediction (positive) Prediction (negative)
Ture(true) TP TN
Ture(false) FP FN

F2 1 Hp TP 27 9 1F B b 35000 A 1F 41 /9 4 %%
TN 7R Bl 515 s 1500 > 1F 1) 6 4 %0, FP 36 s 9 1E
Tiff s T 3000 Ay 7 451 6% A K BN 2 78 o 4l 4 b 98 0 g

17RO 8
RAE R 3 M8 E P it ARk
X TP
P =mo (8)
AR R R A
X Tp
R R (9
AP #l mAP E’Jﬁr%; NN b
T ap = melerp
e , (10
L mAP — E xap (k™)
h €K
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25 7E A I RAE BT A A (813 b % N A e KORS # % 5 K
FoRLHEL
AN 22 3 He (TOUD S IFEA B R XS H b 1 A3
A HERR R . TOU IR 0 HE 55 B S AR E HE 22 8] /) 3
BB, OB ESCRRTEHE X AL S A R I AE X
BUm AL B W TOU A %R
Lo_sAanB
YT S(A UB)YC

10U fH 82T 1, R B e A BEsf . 43
JE TIAE i) B bR 28 5B, 7% 28 TOU 1 (A,
0 2R FUIAE 5 45 FEAE Z (8] TOU A K Tz B AA R
2R R TOAE S A, ) 22 R ], S L, TOU
B H L 0.5,
4.3 ZWHER
4.3.1 REAR T

B TR AR AL 5 5 B R R N AR R ZE Multicam
Hl Woodland P F S i o8 % O e N U ECHE 4R 1Y
R 0 S AT S 8 X He L, A B SSD (Single Shot
MultiBox Detector )", YOLO" % 31 & 1
YOLOv4™ #l YOLOvV5,RetinaNet"'" Fl Faster R-
CNN 5 Ffe i # 8, 25 SR 3k 4 s, &L
iE, > TSF-Net A1 i S48 v B 109 B, i 42 52
2% ARG B R A

H 2% 4 AT LU Y, Ir 4R A58 A i) G 00 A B W b vy
T340 5 Fks DALY, 76 P Fh RRcHis 4 b 0% e T &5 2R
3N 8.8~15.0 DA AR 8. 2~13. 7 A FF A

an

48Tk, SR H T TSF-Net S8 5 82 50 H b 049 f =
FHAEFR S5 RGB RS B IF RER e 185 . kO
FHS ARE SO ERMELERS . HEA]
R A R 28 5 o b ot b ) 2 S LR SR B 0 R
JE BCPR R 2 25 S 3k ol 22 T LA e e A R R
ok, Ak, TSF-Net 9 6 JU0OKS B2 £ T L RGB
PG AR i A5 A A U A5 B 55 Ab 6 b A 28D A 75
Foft & 7 5k 2 D 28 3l 4 L B ARG RS 5 A I AN [ A
Woodland & 712K R h e K4 H - 00 G 00K J32 2 ek
7 T1E Multicam 28R 2K 2 Ph 4 B4 48 B (9 4G U RS
JE o R R T PRR R R RER O ke H A A B A B S5
FrAE22 5, H Woodland 28 B3 2 O 23 5 15 57 A9 B
0,22 57 KT Multicam 28 BI 2K R £ 3 5 95 5t 19 5
B2,
A4 N [RAEEY A RS EE X L
Table 4 Comparison of detection accuracy of

different models

mAP /%
Model
Multicam dateset Woodland dataset

SSD 70.9 73.5
YOLOv4 71.5 73.4
YOLOvV5 73.1 74.6
RetinaNet 75.2 77.5
Faster R-CNN 77.1 78.9
TSF-Net 85.9 87.1

FETRORXE LU 6 o A (1 S B S I AR L 181 12 R
PR R O e H AR DA 6 13 FTTEL 14 O P b
R D BRI 45 2R

B 12 PR TR 2K O HARIHE &, (a) Multicam B3 % ; (b) Woodland % 3% %

Fig. 12 Two types of camouflage target test diagram. (a) Multicam type camouflage; (b) Woodland type camouflage

M 13 FE 14 7 LA Hi . 8K 6 452 78 4R g
CECR I O A B B B L {HBR T TSF-Net 451
PIAN X B Y 5 ook 00 A5S 76 359 47 7 1R A A A7 50, i EL
ARG 00 1) B S 0K RS O 2k N BT T E B A 45 0 B AR T
TSF-Net i) 1 U #E & 515 58 . B LR W], TSF-Net
F18 A A B g EL 4 RO 1Y) bR O B R E A B AE
R AT 55 i 3 T EEAEH .

4.3.2 AAAE T HIE

ST UE S PR N B O [ B A X A A
KK B 19 5% 0, AN Multicam U 2% % O 5 %5 48 4k
rh ok A 2 TR T RAR AR S IR AR L I AR A ol =
Ffr I 400« 55 — b o 5 1 1D RS AR SR 4 L il
& SF(Sanding Front) ; 5% ZFfJ& 44 “ i 2l T &4
YE g i3 4 , 32 8 SS(Sanding Side) 5 &5 = il 2 ¥
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13 AEAE A LE Multicam B0 8 P IR IRCR . (2) SSD BERY; (b) YOLOvA #51; (¢) YOLOVS B2 ;
(d) RetinaNet % ; (e) Faster R-CNN #£# ; (f) TSF-Net 5 7l
Fig. 13 Detection effects of different models in Multicam dataset. (a) SSD model; (b) YOLOv4 model;
(¢) YOLOvV5 model; (d) RetinaNet model; (e) Faster R-CNN model; (f) TSF-Net model

Bl 14 RIFBEAE Woodland $di 4t R AR . (2) SSD BLAL; (b) YOLOvA #8L 5 (o) YOLOVS 4
(d) RetinaNet f8 ; (e) Faster R-CNN £ ; () TSF-Net £ 81
Fig. 14 Detection effects of different models in Woodland dataset. (a) SSD model; (b) YOLOv4 model;
(¢) YOLOvV5 model; (d) RetinaNet model; (e) Faster R-CNN model; (f) TSF-Net model

“ul A AR AE K 4, id S SB (Sanding 5 AR B S A IR 4% Xt 1L
Back) , Z5 4038 5 Fias, SCU ok FR rp L I S 810 Table 5 Comparison of posture test results of different
PRy camouflage personnel
e 5 T LAAR i Y R s S I R Model mAP /%
A S T T P 3 0 T PSR 3 4 St > L
TSF-Net 84.9 84.3 84.6

B E G, TSF-Net 455 75 6 A6 100K 2 34 1 I T
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& Multicam BB 4 FrylliXgh R, 2K 4%
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2 A2 W0 /IS A INORS BE B AT T 1 AT 20 s 24K
BE N Uk M T S I, TSF-Net A5 7R {6 K6 0 K FiE
32 B 052 0 e KL R IR AR T 1.6 A A R
S R - Py O E S NI I R L) AN B A S =2/ T

TSF-Net #5254 B8 8 {f 57 8 Fa 8 0 R I &%CR . X2
i T TSF-Net *ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁmmu@ﬂlﬁﬂéh{mu1791%
NG R IR 5 15 5 b T 22 S 4K, B e e
LA E AMEA 2 WAR A - 52 i 0 3% 187 A Jot 'ﬁ%"%
A0 PR R AR 25 5, IR TSF-Net #5270 58 0% 45 457 5% U
9 Fe R M .
4.3.3 k5 IEIES AT

D S5k

TSFE-Net £5 5 [ fi 9% i 5 3 W25 h i) S50 o
HLE T 45 [ IE AR ] R AR S a8, o o
Jei I 32 AR B P RE L 8 B Multicam B 3K 2 £ 25 50 s
AT IR BRI 15 R,

W 15 iR o 1T AME L, P o 1Y
B, TSF-Net 85 AU (14 & 000K B2 2 85 5 0 s Y oA

@ —=— Pol-Net

! RGB-Net
82 [ 81.5

S x(_,/\QA

2 80 799 297

é 78.6 -)/7)/ \-Niq
(L ‘/7 - 77.1
76

29 39 49 59 69 79 89 99109 119 129
v

P16 AN [ 7 32 A £

S8t ‘
%82’ 819 82 *'/

813 m——m—"

76
29 39 4|9 5|9 6IQ 7IQ 8|9 9|9 169 119 1|29
v
K15 SERIESS
Fig. 15 Parameter verification result

109 HF, TSF-Net £5 5 (4 46 00 KE BF 35 #1) 0 {i
85. 9 % o 4l e Al A 37 24 TSF-Net #5151 v 4 g 3% 0 43
SRR L5 (48,96,32, 16, 109) f A6 I A B e 1

2) A4y 3 B uE

¥ Pol-Net fil RGB-Net B4 32 43 JF #4714
AEM , Pol-Net [FIFE AR 280 o B BUE J5 L 3%
B Multicam B 38 % B %< 8008 5 #F 47 52 50, 45 31 /Y
SERANE 16 () Tz, B 16 (b) A Pol-Net 45 RGB-
Net ) IOU-mAP £k [,

100
90
80
70
K60

Q—450>
Eaof
30

20  —=—Pol-Net(v=99)
10+ —=—RGB-Net

(b)

O0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.70.8 0.9 1.0
I0U

o OANIE o [EIRIAE B ; (b)) IOU-mAP ik

Fig. 16 Verification results for different branches. (a) Detection accuracy of different v values; (b) IOU-mAP curves

Bl 16 (a) H Y B 4610 % RGB-Net 5 A (14 4 U]
K B2 L Hh 2610 3% Pol-Net 254 o BUAS [a] BUMH (14 K6
MASEE . B 16 AT LLE 3. e v BT, Pol-
Net 558U (1) 46 0K B2 16 ¢ K F RGB-Net £ A, I
AR EROMRER K THOAES, Bir S
R MR IR AR B 22 5% KT RGB FHEMF B v
{E N 29 B}, RGB-Net #5754 {4 & 1l 4% & $% 38 Pol-Net
B, F2 Y [ 35 0 4 2 6 45D L Pol-Net 45 Y
AN BRI b B e bR A FEPE . NI 16 (b)) W] LR
.24 10U 7E 0. 3~0. 7 Z [A] i}, Pol-Net 45 £
WA B e RGB-Net #78k
4.3.4 R XUIENH

Xof A b S Y 1 i als SR AT S R UE S R, 0 N

PR OL . B— A 0L (M/ W)« 2R Hl Multicam
PR 2 B s AR R 1400 9K S A DI 2k 4R
Woodland £ 2k % O 2 Ho i 4 b /9 100 5K KR AE N
@Jﬁ% B M S (W/MD R ] Woodland #Y 3£

T bl e B B AR b B 1400 K ER VR R I 4 A
Multicam # 2% F 00 25 B0 4 1 B9 100 5k EEAE A
MHASE ., LT AN SHEEANE, X
IS E XS g Rk 6 s .

#6 A LHFR L

Table 6 Cross-validation comparison

mAP /%
Model
M/W W/M
Faster R-CNN 23.5 15.7
TSF-Net 48. 8 35.5
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