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Feature Fusion and Boundary Correction Network for Salient Object Detection

CHEN Hui"* and PENG Li*

1 School of Internet of Things Engineering,Jiangnan University, Wuxi, Jiangsu 214121, China

2 College of Internet of Things of Technology,Wuxi Institute of Technology, Wuxi,Jiangsu 214121, China
Abstract Saliency object detection aims to find visually significant areas in an image. Existing salient object detection methods
have shown strong advantages,but they are still limited by scale perception and boundary prediction. First of all, there are many
scales of salient objects in various scenes,which makes it difficult for the algorithm adapt to different scale changes. Secondly,sa-
lient objects often have complex contours,which makes detection of boundary pixels more difficult. To solve these problems, this
paper proposes a feature fusion and boundary correction network for salient object detection. This network extracts salient fea-
tures at different levels on the feature pyramid. Firstly,a feature fusion decoder composed of multi-scale feature decoding modules
is designed for the scale diversity of the object. By fusing the features of adjacent layer by layer, the network’s ability to perceive
the scale is improved. At the same time,a boundary correction module is designed to learn the contour features of salient objects
to generate high quality salient images with clear boundaries. Experimental results on five commonly used salient object detection
datasets show that the proposed algorithm can achieve better results on the average absolute error,F index and S index.
Keywords Salient object detection,Deep learning, Convolutional neural network, Feature fusion,Boundary correction

lutional Network, FCN)Y FI4: 1iF 4 57 84 W 2% (Feature Pyra-
mid Network, FPN)" 544y , [ i 523 1 45 & A 55 g ok 78 43
A BEEAFEZRTHE R FEE,

1 3l

il

3k B bR A I B 7R T 4R R AR L b e B B ARk

DR, R H ARG I 3 SO B AR H AR R B A AL
AR 55 B R A TR

e G 1 S 25 P B AR T S0 3 o T T R BURR AR, 51 A g
PERE SRRt TR SRR R BRI AR L X 8L T I AR AL LA
ZR B 5 55 0 B AR I A SE 23 42 BORRAE L 46 I &5 R A AR RN
o Ak, BEE G BN 4 M AR R 2 2] R T B
DRB A e, 25 P B A 0 Bk O i I O S T B M 2
IR Tr ik KR Z WM T 285BI 4 (Fully Convo-

Ff H . 2022-11-24  iR1& H#].2023-03-07
SEASVER . 1% 1 (244785662@qq. com)

AL T R 28 I 45 RVRRAIE G 19 4035 1 AR A T 5
EUO RS A AU 2 2 B H AR IR )Z 3 UE B H R KA
TE—Sel i, 0 A B A 2 e g b AR TR RO
A= 1Py AN Y EESS R X EAE
AE % T 47 M 35 R W) B AR I RO AR L. e b, 2% 28 B AR 1E
EEAZIA DT e 2w ry sy MU KT, AR
Hi DX 23 iR OF E 0 AR B AR AR B T — 2 R T
5% B PR RE



Mo OGS4 R T ARRIERLG 5 AUE IE B B ARG

167

Mask

B R JEZ AR ]

Fig.1 Problem of variable scale

Image ‘ RS

Mask

K2 RS g
Fig. 2 Problem of complex boundary

H YA R RUBE 22708 R S R [l B, AR SO R T A
TFRAER & 53 518 1L W 4% (Feature Fusion and Boundary
Correction Network, FFBCN) . [0 £% ik 7 % i fih f9 25 149 . R 1
FRIE 4 = B VR A 2 155 25 o 32 U [ 2 0k i 1 3 e i, Hor
FEXH bR B9 R ZFEVE B3t T RHE LG 7 1 8% (Feature Fu-
sion Decoder, FFD) , HI T 2 K fll &5 A0 48 )2 A7 AE , DL B 4%
25 HAR Y ROBEAR Ak [R] B 1t 20 A 5 2% 1 22 RJEE i B A
Ht (Multi-scale Decoding Module, MDM) 5 3¢ 43 il & #1 45 2
MR S T S O B S =2/ (1B NS S 7 S S A 1
TE A% 3 ( Boundary Correction Module, BCM) , Ho i i3 2t 57 W
B o B e TE A& A B B bR 30 5 A ST A O ok B T 2% X
2 H AR 00 0 i B, DLBE AT b R 4 AR R XM, 3R
MR R M Be . RSO FZE TR -

1) BF X KB B AE Rl G 38 0 38 SCT5 3 ), i it TR
HIE il G i 55 i 2 8 2 Rl 5 AR AR R AL | Bk A T B 2 R AE 22 S i
R X e 2R Y AN RS W0 i e T R 2B [

W T £ R R R, T A RS 2% . 584 Al A A
LRZUCRHAE R BRI R B .

3)VEF XTI 2% s B H B 340 S 0 T AR ) L B3 T 34
FHEERT Y TE AL 35 M B b Y (R 42 w19 45 3 S
B G T B LU T b DX 43 T Y 5% A DR S A A IR O A=
B Y AT A A ) S R

2 MXTIIE

025 PR B ARG 3 S 4% G 09 T T AR HRURRAE O 3 R B B
FUL R TR L8 197 1% . HorP AL SE Y 35 M E AR A Oy
A o R PR AR LY B SR L Se B L R R I
S a0 R SR B H AR AR SORRAE 10 3 T b 2 I 4%
B 7 1 2R R 25 00 2% O 425 9 E A 09 R U2 1 SCAR BL L R Ab T A%
G877 WL AE S IR URFAE T ORI AT Y B v E AR
R 57 9% 36 T FON Bl B 3% $2 . FPN™ 42 B2 )22 WK R AE LA X
SegNet! ! 4 fift fith 25 4 ,

2.1 fFERE
FRAE L 5 745 4 A A) J2 UK B0 I 35 R AR, 5 B ) 4% B i
RO AN R RUBE Y 2 3% H AR . PoolNet"™ 4 T £ 2 K
FRAE &, JF K R TG B B IR B TR IE A 40 19 15 B
ITSD" 3R T XU Ath 25 1 1 ) 22 22 RS AIE 11 5 2% . EDNH
P T RO 4 5 B O o R R R TR 2 YRR AIE (3 40 A
K. DPNet"™ B¢ it 7 BUn] fif it &% . 8 i HAEREAE RE 5 3045
B () B R RE L R AT ROBE IR X887 ik 2 A
2 9 BE BRI He ok th F 1 BB R IR [ R U HRAL L (H R 2
LT AL B 58 B RN S S AR R SUAR R IR 2 e AR N2 5 3
R SRR R FRE Z R A 22 5 . Wi 3 BTN L F1-F4
PR T AN [ 2 U RRAE P 2 58 e I SE AR AT [ B R 25 4
) T 5 B 2 11 TR0 BT v B 2 Y R L XN AR R T
PR B bk, 3 22 52 TR i 28 IO RS IR B o AR SR FH R 48 )2 4 1R
R R 5 2 S Rl A BT 3 7E 58 A TR R E
25 R AE R B T R0 AN Y R % L B IR 4 A RO O 2
RE.

B3 ST 2 U R 4]

Fig.3 Feature maps from different levels

2.2 BRBEA

BROHIX ST SO HERR SUE B bR R e gt — @ R
LA R, T BN BE BAR LA E R,
BASNet!"" i FiI 45 #4 A o) 4 48 b W B E b it B0 2% 20 1 3
i W 2 B T30 FIRARE F1 . F3Net! ™ 8 1 i AU E R 4L,
o H 5 22 AT LI R 4 & il B T AR R A
BT % B0 . Contour-aware™™ 5 25 15 5 B 20 8 1t 35 9 1k
8RR AR R R R P B R SR L DT A AR A 3 X
WF . S B TR O bR BOR 4 T 9 2% X i B A o) O
P 7 2% A 00 % A2 2% 10 B I B LA B AR AR 2 g )
26 % FL A B 3 RRAR 1Y OC T . BRI AR SO TR T B A A ) 45 A
Heoke W B A [R) 4 b B B R B9 H AR i S B0, DR ke H bR
B 2 2T 0 G T L AR R B T A O I

A SC YRR AR A 5 71 G 1E W 2% BT B2 1) el 22 RO fif A
2R Y FRAE Rl G i B 2 A0 BB IE AL, BEVR AN T A T
BB SR TR MR

3 BIEMAESHFRMEEMS

AR SCHE 1 F T ARRAE LA (0 3 BB IE S E BRI )
K ERGEF IR 4 TR S 4% 0 ResNet-50 R HT 48 2,
A 5 A 4% 2 Bk B IBOAS TR] J2 WY S 3 R AIE 5 i 1 B B R
FHER 6 A 22 FOBE F7AIF fgp A0 ASE B 21 oK 104 g A0 28 388 47 4 4 il 7
3 30K UKl A 408 2 R A R 8 2 E AR R R RUBE . A



168

Computer Science THEHLEL2  Vol. 50,No. 12, Dec. 2023

il L FUB IEALH 5] B3 AARRY I FE B R TR X AR R AE A SR TR

Res-Block1

Input (/)

|

Res-Block2

MDM {—» MDM [—» MDM
11 12

Res-Block3

BCM

Res-Block4

Res-Block5

Ey

7}
MDM A,;:M

MDM

D5

Output ()

Boundary Map ($>)

Bl 4 RRAE Al A A B IE N 4

Fig.4 Feature fusion and boundary correction network

TEHFUE IE M 2 45 5 R A TR i s g ad e i 1% AR e 2 ST ) I S NSO ISR (B RV /8 i = B
HEAT B A 0 A B 200 R A A U TR 2 I 45 AR E = TR i B, BT 48 M 4 1 BAA S 8cin 3k 1 B, Hoop
1,2,3,4) RHEF E M ok A2 RIERHEFHE ST . 2 2k Clax 2, ORNERT T o 2 ANEOy c WERE HS P T
e A RIS IS, . BeAh G R IERE R ST E LUE R REEREHR R 1 x 1.8 K 2 B S, Concat 2
NARES, . B mSES 5 RES, FREE G 1X 1 BRERAE, L FE IR b iy LR AR AT P (A 15

*£1 MKSHK

Table 1 Parameters of network

ITH% B % 2 ik
. C(7 % 7,64)
¢ TR#
C2 [C(1%1,64), C(3%3,64), C(1x1,64)]X3 E,
P Cs S
i [C(1%1,64), C(3%3,64), C(1%1.64)]X4 E»
ResNet-50
. T XA
4
[C%1,64), C(3%3,64), C(1%1,64)]X6 E,
. T XA
C5 _ .
[CA%1,512), C(3%3,512), C(1%1,2048)]X3 E,
C(3%3,64),C(3%3,64) H Lo,
MDM1_1 ERA, Concat(Hy Ly 1)
C(3 % 3,64) Dy,
C(3+3,64),C(3%3,64) Hy 5L o
MDMI1_2 ERA#, Concat(Hy 5,Ly 5)
C(3 % 3,64) Dy
C(3%3,64), C(3*3.64) Hy 5.1 3
MDM1_3 bR A#, Concat(Hy 5,Ly 5)
B B A C(3 % 3,64) D 3
A % C(3%3.64), C(3%3.64) Hy 1.1y
MDM2_1 kR # . Concat(H, 1 5Ly 1)
C(3%3,64) D,
C(3%3,64),C(3 % 3,64) Hy 5.Ly 5
MDM2_2 kR # . Concat(Hj 5Ly 5)
C(3%3,64) D, ,
C(3%3,64), C(3%3,64) Hs 1013
MDM3_1 + KA .Concat(Hj 1. L3 1)
C(3%3,64) S,
R By
E;+B,
C(3%3,64) B
. _ ER A
ﬂg%k BCM E,+B,
3 C(3+%3,64) B,
bR
E,+B,
C(3%3,64) S,
Concat(Sy,Sy)
o

C(1*1,1) P




Mo OGS4 R T ARRIERLG 5 AUE IE B B ARG

169

3.1 4SERL S FERDES

FT 22 JURE J JH RS R 2 I 1) A A 9 B A OR B L R T2 Ik
B AL R 5% R 0 A K BRI R ) R R A e bR
LS 1 3 F FON (1 7 1538 5 R FH 22 908 B % 2 L SR T I 452 15
WA ETIRES M RN B E R b IS 25, HE S ER
Y505 2, 5 IR 45 1 A T R L T R 1 3 T 2 R SRR A
BRI fift AT 88 SR ) 22 UK Tl B 405 432 J2 R AIE 14 Ok k4 5 2 A
RS Y A A B E R
3.2 HSfEREA

W 4 FiR  FRAE AL A TS 38 B 6 A 22 R BE fif A0 45 B 21
BN )RR dn B BAE A RRIERE, (=1, 2,3,
DN 3t 3 AN S N A R e o A 48 )2 R A AT A L ok 2k
WS D, (i=1.2,3) , ZJ5 %t 2 A2 ) E A A5 B 2 g
RIS D, (i=1,2)  FeJa B 1 A~ 22 ) A 5 A e A A 28 B0
i S, .

EANG; S (AT 8- = R R Y= IR T X (I NI RN
LERGIN 5 R . EAERA 3X3 BT — 1L ReLU #:4%
X A A AR 2 KRR 5 8 2 R AR AT 2 ), Z Je it bR
Rf A5 AR {6 9 R AIE BT 43 3 R AR A — B0 B S 1 R O B A R AT
FHERLG  fem it 3 X3 B A — 1L ReLU #:4E2% 2] i
FHRMNZ R ETRE 2 N ERFIEA.

3 X3 | Batch

22 ReLU ()
Conv [N or m|

multi-level
feature map

3 X3 | Batch
O ReLU
Conv [N or m
low-level
feature map

Up-Sample

3X3 [Batch ReLU

Conv N or m

high-level
feature map

K5 2 R R
Fig. 5 Multi-scale decoding module
3.3 MFRIBIERER

W FAEE R B A 8 B X 45 % B8 3E B bR R 2
5 B0k 0 RS R AR AE . RARZS M G & 6 iR o X TR [
FERRAERE (i=1,2,3,4) , AR B IEBR S E M H 1 X1
B AREAT B, RS ) EoR A BRAES — ER R R 2 R
TG AR 7 20 LA AR ) L ) X A 4B 2 R AT BE 1T
BiE . TR S RSB, A 3X3 B H— LA
ReLU #AEK % S Gl & J5 00 3 FRAE . 5 2 a3 o W 3%
Hird i 5 B A K S, . 1 & EB Y E i Canny 5
FERR = | N I ol o S I S v o = [ 1 3
Ji 7R

E
1X1 M 33 |Batch
O—» > > IReL
Conv \“/ Conv|Norm| Sy
Up-Sample
—— 7} Boundary Map (.5>)
E,
R Ya 3 X3 (Batch
O > > ReLU|
Conv \‘ Conv|Norm| ¢
Up-Sample
] A
Es
1X1 3 X3 |Batch|

Conv Conv[Norm|

Up-Sample

— A

O :CP > ReLU|

Ey

1X1
Conv

6 B IERR

Fig. 6

P
48 '

Image Mask Boundary Map

VAN UR S A TN ]

Fig. 7 Examples of boundary labels

Boundary correction module

3.4 BRKEH
7E B Ve BARR I A, i 2 (D 8 058 UM 26 Luce 3
Bl FH T W T 4 A W Rl R B AR R I R R A
S TN VA
Ly (P,G)= —é é (P;log, (G;)+ (1—P; ) log, (1—
Gy ) (D
Ho Gy FP 43 5 0 BLAE R G AT B P AE A Gl ) R .
F 20 (2) 5 SCAY 38 3 b 41 2Kk Loy 45 1k 1 0 {8 P 5 500
2 1] 4 B R 25 L TT LA B 46 T 4 o > B H AR A A 1A
2 1

ERS

H

M=

2 (G; % Py)
L (P,G)=1—— W':“:] (2
EE(G,,ﬁLP,,*GU * Py)
i=1j=1
AU R 5 22T H AR R AR AR B 8] AR T R B



170

Computer Science THEHLEL2  Vol. 50,No. 12, Dec. 2023

H 59 2% 2 E 0, X O PR .
L(P,G)=wX Ly (P, +(1—w) XL,y (P.G)  (3)
How FBSEGH T Lice (PG 5 Ly (PG IIRLE ,
WEAh B G VR MR 5 Wt AR SCIRI AR 43 31 W B T fige 1 1S, N
RS, 12 2 B = (D FE () B R
L(S,,G)=Lycr(S) ,G) + Ly (S, &)
L(S; s E) =Ly (S, , ED+ L1 (S, . ED
Horb E S BARL RAR %
g5 1 8 LM R A BRI 5 R (6) 7 M R A
Hh 3 2 B[R] B R DG T H AR I B S 2T I L
1
5
Hrhi WEBSH N TREZZREBHE.

4 LIS

REEE A BELE RN 5 MRS LRAY . N A
w ATE B E A B AR b I R AR . KR A 5 BB B
Sk A M A R B v A ARG RS B |t R AT R Ak
DL B P-R MR AT 0 L L Sl %) 52 3 4% AT 58 B 5 M0 4
Bt o BBeJm - EAT T Tl S 46 O 36 TIE BT 48 7 6 I A e
4.1 HEBEMIWAT

BT 42 55 ¥ fE ECSSDM, PASCAL-SPY, HKU-1S/,
DUTS™ #1 DUT-OMRON™T 3% 5 4% 4 Lt 47 T 5058,
ECSSD 1 & 1 000 3k & 1%, PASCAL-S @1 & 3% H VOC
201077 4> ] FL 26 (1 850 3K IR, HKU-IS £ & 4 447 K & 5
BHEAZEBFXBHAMBG. DUTS KA T SUNPTAT Ima-
geNet DETY , Horh 4% B A5 10553 K% 89 DUTS-TR #
5019 &4 DUTS-TE, DUT-OMRON 4,{ 5168 5K & 4%
s BB B TR A Pt .

S % DUTS-TR 18 Rl 44k . DUTS-TE 1At 4 4>
BOHE AR g KA o ISR 2K OF BB 2 5 R B B 4T
Pa 183k . ResNet il 2% ImageNet Il Zr A0, 9] 4R % ) K%
0. 05, /NFE T HRA 0.0005, KA SGD 4L %% . Batchsize
5 32, 4L 2k 64 42,

4.2 iRMEIELR

SCHG R P-R ik 46 3 iR 25 (MAE) (F, {5 .S {8 4
T4 46 A SHe 4G 30450 U P R

1P-R il £ B %- 73 123l 46 e R[] BT 1Y o

4)
(5

L=L(P,G)+

(L(S1,G)+L(S;,E))

SRANE W R, T 20 i 5 2R (Precision) 5 73 1] 3 (Recall)
ZRIPSER . Hor  HERRA A F R XX (D Pros,

Procision— TP
recision TP+FP

P 7
Recall=4p T FN

H, TP,FP,FN 43 540 3 &b 3 X3 4 0000 Oy g 38 DX L
35 DI T A G DXL X O R R X
BAR 3 S B

)X xt iR 22 MAE FHF 115 B &R FLE & 2 [ Y
EBG R R R B B o Hl /N BH 00 A% SR g
ﬁé é/)]\P(i,j)—G(i,jH
H PG R GG, 4 SRR E P AME(EE G 70 &
Gy R IR FEE,

3) FpfH 1 22 A1 A 19 3 1 i B A7 2y, ok 5
KD,

Fo— (1+B%) X Precision X Recall
P BE X (Precision+ Recall)

Horb, g AR SCRRC28 IR BF S il 0. 3,
4)'S 48 b F T VAL BN [ 5 R PR ] A AL L T

MAE= (&

9

BT XA SRR S, 5 3T B AR S A RUES, . 35
TP A0 PR . KESCHRI29 ], B « 25 0.5,
S=—a) XS, +aXs$, (10)

B E T
F 2O THE 5 AN HEAE LT HE Bk 5 Y A B ST
TREE " > 1 1 35 M H AR 58 15 19 MAE Fp {8 . S {8 /9 X 1 25
B, XTHGAY 13 g7 kA TDUBPY , AFNet™!, PoolNet™ ,
CPR-R™, GCPAF, GateNet™, ITSD*, MINet"® , MF-
Net®9, DNAP , EANet™*) , ICON-R™ il DCENet™* ,

1535 T W24 0 22 ROBE R AR 14 78 432 3 5 %6 30 FHAE B ¢
TR TR ST R AR T R A R . R S ECSSD
1 MAE H [t ICON-R & 0. 001, [R5 F i1 S $8 AR BL A8 7 8
UFRZE R, 18R & PASCAL-S I, iT$2 55 1: 7 MAE HIF,
ST A B A5 B AUTE S #E4R b Ik DCENet i 0. 002,
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Table 2 Quantitative comparison on five datasets

ECSSD PASCAL-S DUTS-TE HKU-IS DUT-OMRON
Methods MAEv Fs* St  MAEv Fgh St MAEY Fst St  MAEY Fs%  SA MAEy Fs* sS4

TDUB(CVPR 19) 0.042 0.908 0.913 0.071 0.779 0. 844 0.048 0. 767 0. 865 0.038 0.878 0.907 0.061 0.739 0.837
AFNet(CVPR 19) 0.042 0.908 0.913 0.070 0.821 0. 844 0.046 0.792 0.867 0.036 0. 888 0.905 0.057 0.738 0. 826
PoolNet(CVPR 19)  0.039 0.915 0.921 0.074 0.822 0. 845 0. 040 0. 809 0.883 0.032 0.899 0.916 0.055 0.747 0. 835
CPR-R(CVPR 19) 0.037 0.917 0.918 0.072 0.824 0.842 0.043 0. 805 0. 869 0.034 0.891 0.905 0.056 0. 747 0.825
GCPACAAAI 20) 0.035 0.926 0.926 0.062 0. 850 0.863 0.037 0. 860 0.883 0.029 0.916 0.918 0.055 0.789 0.831
GateNet(ECCV 20) 0. 040 0.925 0.919 0.068 0.851 0. 856 0.039 0. 855 0.883 0.033 0.909 0.914 0.055 0.791 0. 836
ITSD(CVPR 20) 0.035 0.928 0.924 0.066 0.851 0. 858 0. 040 0. 855 0.884 0.031 0.911 0.916 0. 060 0.793 0. 839
MINet(CVPR 20) 0.034 0.930 0.925 0.064 0.852 0. 855 0.037 0. 860 0.883 0.029 0.916 0.918 0.055 0.789 0.831
MFENet(ICCV 21) 0.084 0. 854 0. 834 0.115 0.751 0.770 0.076 0.710 0.775 0.059 0.851 0. 846 0.087 0.646 0.742
DNACTIP 21) 0.042 0.897 0.915 0.079 0.852 0.837 0. 046 0. 794 0. 856 0.035 0.876 0.905 0.063 0.722 0.818
EANet(IVC 21) 0.037 0. 900 0.916 0.068 0.795 0. 849 0.041 0. 807 0.863 0.031 0. 890 0.909 0.055 0. 747 0. 836
ICON-R(TPAMI 22) 0.032 0.918 0.929 0.064 0.818 0.861 0.037 0. 836 0. 888 0.029 0.902 0. 920 0.057 0.761 0. 844
DCENet(TCSVT 22) 0.035 0.924 0.921 0.061 0. 845 0.862 0.038 0.852 0.877 0.029 0.910 0.924 0.055 0.770 0. 839
Ours(FFBCN) 0.033 0.934 0.925 0.059 0. 860 0. 860 0.035 0. 869 0. 888 0.027 0.923 0. 920 0.055 0.788 0. 830
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Fig. 8 Comparison of P-R curve
4.5 TIHALITLE B AN TR RS () 2 3 H bR IR B T 76 22 RS ff i B e iy
&9 5t T SR R S — Se i 55 W PR E AR A A s Y T, B P Bk RE 8 T AT 0 3 N AN [R) H AR REE R AR AR, i
] AL X L 4 B 9Ce) — B 9(h) AT LU 145 25 T3 B IR Y A0 T
b A S 2 M E AR DU Ak RO R 2 E AR BLA A AR A T iR
[. SRV AL R A BV A Y A
® 46 WHZB
o T B v I A RE L 7E B4 48 DUTS #1 DUT-OMRON
LXK R R B S w 0 TS SR, g R
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Table 3 Parameter tuning experiment of hyperparameter w
DUTS DUT-OMRON
(d) “ MAE Fg S MAE Fp S
0.1 0.041 0. 848 0.872 0.064 0.770 0.821
0.2 0.037 0. 856 0.877 0.059 0.778 0.827
0.3 0.036 0. 860 0. 881 0.056 0.785 0.828
(e) 0.4 0.037 0.867 0. 887 0.056 0.788 0. 830
0.5 0.035 0.869 0.888 0.055 0.788 0.830
@ 0.6 0.036 0.862 0. 885 0.057 0.782 0. 827
0.7 0.038 0. 859 0. 884 0.057 0.780 0. 826
0.8 0. 040 0. 855 0.876 0.059 0.777 0.824
® 0.9 0.042 0.871 0.873 0. 060 0.770 0.819
1.0 0.042 0. 866 0.874 0.063 0.766 0.815
. R4 MR HEKR
Table 4 Parameter tuning experiment of hyperparameter 7
Image Mask FFBCN GateNet BASNet R3Net X DUTS DUT-OMRON
MAE Fs S MAE Fs S
9 T B A ) Al S i 5k 1 T AR X e 1 0.035 0.869 0.888 0.055 0.788 0.830
Fig. 9 Visual comparison between the proposed algorithm and other 2 0.036 0. 865 0.883 0.058 0.783 0.824
. 3 0.038 0. 859 0.875 0.059 0.779 0. 820
advanced algorithms
4 0.040 0. 860 0.875 0.062 0.772 0. 820
BB 9 Ca) — & 9Cd) T LU H 7 40 55 v R A 40K T oy 5 0.041 0.856  0.870  0.062  0.769  0.819
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4.7 HELIRLS

ST B UE BT B 5 0 A R 4 Bl 42 DUTS il DUT-
OMRON [T — RS A S5, 525 R A ResNet-50 Fi
RS A 3 A~ VGG B B 5 8% 4% FAE o R M 4% . 2 )5
W VGG Y o 22 R iR BB He MDM, 15 i B 2% 2 36 4
FEAE BlA D 2 FED, 5 i A 3L & 1E 5 8t BBM >k i 17
P, SERSE RN 5 A, M LG IERE 4, 78N A £ I
i MDM J5 . 15 36 T %48 2 R AE 14 185 2Rl A, A 7 45 T
febs LA — 4T, Hob FEHE L DUTS |, MAE H
0.040 F&H 0. 039, FpfHE&F+ T 0. 002, SEHEF+ T 0. 002, T
% DUT-OMRON F,MAE i 0. 062 F&{% 4 0. 060, F,
EHETH T 0.003, ST T 0,002, & {45 AF @l 75 i 13 2%
FFD J& 8% 2 RO H bR B A 013 09 )25 0 6 ) . 1 45 T4
bRl B F R . RS DUTS [, MAE # 0. 039
M9 0. 037, F {42 FF 7 0. 010, 76 Z 4% 42 DUT-OMRON
L MAE 1 0. 060 & 9 0. 058, Fo{t#£ 7 T 0. 008, S {H #2
FET 0,007, SR TG ERH BCM, #2843 DL A 2%
2 BARA PR B MR B T i — B 4R T, KRR R
7E DUTS 4 4 1+, MAE F&AR T 0. 002, Fp 42+ T 0. 007, S
AT T 0. 005, WifEEHEE DUT-OMRON L, MAE &1
T 0.003,F 425 T 0. 005,3X 78401 B 1 32 J7 i X6 o ff 4
W VEH .

#5 HELE

Table 5 Ablation experiment
DUTS DUT-OMRON
MDM FFD BCM
MAE Fg S MAE Fg S

f f

0.040 0.850 0.878 0.062 0.772 0.821
N 0.039 0.852 0.880 0.060 0.775 0.823
N N 0.037 0.862 0.883 0.058 0.783 0.830
N/ NG < 0.035 0.869 0.888 0.055 0.788 0.830

T2 B A% T B ASE B B AT B0 L A T 0 T S
AR R AT T AT RAL . 18 10 45 i T 2 RUB i T A B
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FrAE /Y A B A &Liﬁiﬁ’ﬁﬁfﬂumﬁﬁﬂ/ﬁ%ﬁ
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Image Mask

10 2 R e T A He ) W A £ 3 il 52 6
Fig. 10 Visual ablation experiment of multi-scale decoding

module
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Fig. 11 Visual ablation experiment of feature fusion decoder
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Fig. 12 Visual ablation experiment of boundary correction

module
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F 6 G T A SOy vk HAb S #E U7 B 7E PASCAL-S Al
DUTS WA~ 4c s 5 b OC T i 0] 52 2% BE By % b 45 2R, 45 R
IS TEAR R B8 28 b A SOy ¥R B R0 A% B 0 RO T GC-
PA, AR, 762 B 45 b8 MAE, F,, S 4T PoolNet, ITSD 5
MINet 5577 3% o 3X e /s T 2 3C 7 3 48 11 ORS B2 b iy L .
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# 6 A L4 RN L

Table 6 Comparison of time complexity
PASCAL-S DUTS
S TVAE Fe s MAE s

PoolNet 40.5 0.074 0.822 0.845 0.040 0.809 0.883
MINet 31.1 0.064 0.852 0.855 0.037 0.860 0.883
ITSD 47.3 0.066 0.851 0.858 0.040 0.855 0.884
GCPA 51.7 0.062 0.850 0.863 0.037 0.860 0.883
Ours(FFBCN)  48.7 0.059 0.860 0.860 0.035 0.869 0.888

5 HREESHT

P13 45 T A SO W R BB R B X T R T AR A
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SR IR ) DX 1 e
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AKX Tk GateNet
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Fig. 13 Defect samples
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