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Abstract The proportional integration differentiation (PID) semantic segmentation architecture mitigates the problem of over-
shooting in the dual-branch architecture, where fine-grained features are easily overwhelmed by surrounding contextual informa-
tion. However, the high-resolution boundary branch in this architecture significantly impacts the inference speed. To address this
issue,an efficient PID architecture based on spatial attention mechanisms and a lightweight auxiliary semantic branch is proposed.
The designed lightweight attention fusion module is used to extract precise contextual information and guide the fusion of various
feature information. Additionally,a fast aggregation pyramid pooling module is introduced to rapidly aggregate semantic informa-
tion across multiple scales. Finally,a deep supervision training strategy.combined with the canny edge detection operator,is de-
signed to enhance the training effectiveness. In comparison to the baseline, the proposed model achieves a 6% increase in accuracy
at the cost of a slightly increased latency. It strikes a good balance between accuracy and speed on the Cityscapes, CamVid, and
KITTI datasets,outperforming existing models in the same speed range. Notably, the model achieves an accuracy of 78. 5% at
120. 9 frames/s on the Cityscapes test set.

Keywords Real-time semantic segmentation, Autonomous driving.Overshoot, Spatial attention mechanism.Edge detection
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Joi o VR B A BRI 22 I 245 3 W TE 1 4 R 4R o 48 32 b L B
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BRG] AT 4 Fi R R LR AT I 5 1 1 X RAE R 1 AN K1Y
JZ B SRR Y 2 Bt A2 % P 1) 89, 5 B8O B 1 4f
R R B X BRI TR AT AR SR i 3 RO R A 3
e gz R A

T R S SR BT R T R ELURY R LA 0 2 i
S EILE L T 2 ORI . il B ILENRE A G
P TV 2 m A TR SCAr RIS 0, Wang S5 i
T T X B BU EE 19 LEDNet, K K FEAR T L8 (1 2 4K
A E R L %7 B H A SFNet SR B G E 1R 5 M 45 R [
MrBR A RFAE LG . S B IS T R IL I T — i W ) E AR
2 R BRI R BRI B Y R AR OR L IF 2 SCEE R I
T & Fh 3 F Wl W 4 (Two-Branch Networks, TBN) 14 52 iy
GBI BLK 38 2 A0 YT 43 S RN A 34 A AR A AE B 1
TS B 7 R M 2 A WO T R A

SR TBN ZE 04 772 7E 240 5 FR AR 25 5 A B Y | °F SCfE B
VG R, T A 5 T, X 26057 )N PID 48 i 2% 1) £A B o
LT XU BEH L 434 T I 18] 88 3 B H: g 9 (Overshoot) . il
T4 =23 309 PID 84, 39 3 oy SC LR SRR Al
R LIRS E N W o SR N N N TRV R oA I
Oy 3 —RETE AR B PR R R AR A R T O R KR
TR

FET RN ARSI T — R TE SRR PID B K,
TR TR 0 Bl Bl i S a3 SRS ] 3 R ) AL T AN 2 e S
MY S5 3, ARSCH L TR T -

D RS 7 78 I 45 (Precisely Se-mantic Network, PS-
Net) , HoATH5 0% B2 175 43 5 5 R AF P b iy 4 39 45 8 19 24075 43 32
(P) 58 A R B A2 JR) 1 bR SCAR B LU 4K I B 65 4
BT o332 (D 5 LA g i S a3 S HR BUAR 0 9 A< R AR P v i 9
T SCIE B4 B3 LA 30 (D), BB DT /b 7 #fi 380 53 B2 AR A0
SR TR BLG, SBTORS R R R 1 SR T A

2) B Hh ik T 23 [) A Ry LR 500 1 A 1 R ) G A
(Lightweight Attention Fusion Module, LAFM) 3 & B T ¥4
By B SO BRI E S ARG B RE .

3) 2 REAS TR 5 2 Fh RUE (B TRE R & & 5 3 b
AL A B (Fast Aggregation Py-ramid Pooling Module, FAP-
PMD 428 F T BT Y 22 RUBE AL AR

O &4 Canny™ LGNSR BT T A #0000 W W I 25
WS
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Emara 551004 5% 22 3% 45 0 T8 BE 7T 43 89 46 BUPE 0 T
it 1 LiteSeg, 51 T 251 25 [ M Ak 4 5% 35 A6 B ofe 1 5t
Z RO RAE, Nirkin S0 4@ 1T —Fb i it B UNetd "™ 4544
ZH 8 B4 B AR 9 4% HyperSeg . T 42 HUE w9 1T SCHRHAT
RS 45 10 QR A5 S0 I P B A ) I SE B T R RS 2. Fan
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— A i SR T A R — AN G — R A AR S RE T A R
FH R JZ 4075 RR AT, 38 o A8 0 DL SR /D ) S A B A A B
M BE
2.2 WiAMELREN

Ay 5 B G B B AR e d B,
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TR HE Bl A BB, IF 51T — Bl BT B IR B M I O
Hong %1742 9 DDRNet 5355 A T 0L @l 4 > 348 5 7 A4
SR Z W BE BT TR BT TR A A T A
Bt (Deep Aggregation Pyramid Pooling Module, DAPPM) 3k
AR BE Y (1Y 4 )R A
2.3 PID ¥R BN

X301 I 445 B HE 43 AT 55 v 0 R IR ik 13 L
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HEge i — T . Xo S5 IR AT T 4047 9
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MR SCOfF BORE AR M T T O & Ak PID 424 G
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G T —Fh G — K 1A BB (Union Attention Fu-
sion Module, UAFM) , & i F 18 3 3 7 J) #l 25 6] 13 3 ) ok 4
FHERL A

25 ] 7 B ML AT DA AR R T OG v T O B Ay DX J, i
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FH 15 B0 5 B 38 4 32 (D) R il AR X AR AR AR B . 1k S,

Network structure of PSNet
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CAF B D A 3 T AT SUAE B InRCK A A
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Fig. 3 Lightweight attention fusion module

3.3 REEASFE MR (FAPPM)

TE H 22 37 5t h, R — 2800 9 H Ar i W <A 280 RUE,
X FE R A AL B MO [R) RO i e U R me 1. /T
LT 45 1) £ ROE R AERE 1, Zhao VB AT & F i1k
#E i (Pyramid Pooling Module, PPM) , i #& B 38 1 X iy A 45
TEBEAT Z2 RO 1 W AL B2 L 35 7 W26 19 1 F SO BT g
Hong 5542 H 89 3 B 58 & & 5 85 it A B e (DAPPMD 3 — 45
P 7 PPM 19 bR SCRENT RE 1 . I EL A B S O0B Y R RE
SR R T HBERRE R T AP, B, A S8 S
4 2% 6] 4x 7 B W 4k (Spatial Pyramid Pooling-Fast, SPPF)!?]
1B AEAR AL T DAPPM 5 B v il £k 43 320 % H2 07 L dn 4
FRR . i ARHE B AT 08 i 3 4> 5 X5 RU/NEY P By AR )2
(Average Pooling Layer, Avg) 4= il 3 Ff ROE W KR1E, B 5 &
SR - 2 Ak 43 S A 1K1 B BT A R R AR AT R R A
XA B9 TR SR HORE el B O B R G 4 B AR R B
(FAPPM) , & T 2RA0 R o . AL v 1) 43> 70 SR AT LA 4K 2]
A [ 852 B 1) g i SR Bl AR AR SR 0 — 2D 4R TS A
B EFSCREBTRE )1 . A L DAPPM #18, A&R SCHE ML 1) FAP-
PM 5 He 7 DR 35 AR (7] J8% 52 BF 04195 0 7 40 A B P ity L T IR
SR G g = o

— 1x1.Conv

1x1,Conv
> A2 > Ry > Cony
v o
]
Avg(52) > LrlConv Conv £ Lo(1x1.Conv
Upsample g
X ! =
s
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1x1.Conv
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Fig. 4 Fast aggregate pyramid pooling module
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DI LR B B i 851 S B 7T LA 5 4 BURR 28 ) 4% (DCNIND FY
#25], Yu S57E BiseNetV2 B T —FbHE 58 Yl 2R 5w, H op
A Bl 43 B Sk R INAE A B Bt i Ay IR L (H Xt 5 Bl
YR IR HE I, 75 18 B Y R 280R 0 BE TR #E » Hong 45 42
9 DDRNet SR I T 78] 80 A 3 52 B N R 0 e, 7R 4075 43
SC LI —A G By 2> H ko S AR AT 47 B9 M BE L 7E DDRNet

TR W SR W T L A SCHE AT 4> Y Stage-2 Ml Stage-5 Ab
AR A1 B 1 RSk O e BB B PSR 1Y Canny 53 X e 4
AT T 0 FHERB, RJR SR A 3 A R T O I 1) 15 4 L 4
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Horfr, Lo 38 7R Jue Ja W00 4t 09 401 2 » Lep 275 Ji 5 000N 25 SR 31
FUPR IS 40 Lous 275 58 B 43 3035 B9 82K & Lo B s
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JIASCSR R A s 1 R B B 9 B 2R Loss, i % S8 A L AE A L2
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4 LIy
4.1 BIRE

Cityscapes ™ & — AN 712 H T 498011 38 1% 3 5 v il X5y
TR S5 R4 . IZBURAE A AT 5000 5K 430 R 4 AR 1Y
B, b 2975 5k B F U145, 500 3k T 8. 1525 5k A T
WHR . R A 23 BER Iy 20481024, 3% X T 52 B 1 L 431
R BB ARSCSEIR A T H AR 19 S UES
HoA T7 AT A L #K

CamVid™ & 55 — A8 FH T 18 3o #1455 19 S 4 4, B
AL 701 TRIEFK I G R R . RR 2805k —
367 Sk T U %k, 101 5K F T 5840, 233 5K JH T, B R
FRYER 32 A5 Y 11 A, BUR I 53 B 235 R 960X 720,

KITTI® & — A8k B+ A 8h 28 3005 5 %1 i B 46 .
B T H AL LA 55 Ah e I HR AR 200 A B A 40 1 B
B EG ., HERIARE TR 5 Cityscapes 32, L ) 19 Il
GRTAL IT & T KITTI, 8 T % P32 5000 45 mh B A 5
/D R) R, AR SO T RS A% S, BVEE T Cityscapes il illl 2k
AR AT O
4,2 LIWHET
4.2.1 a4k

TEMGE Y 25 2 B . B SE7E ImageNet ™ Bt 4 - #E47 Hi I
Y, LI ARA A f W SO B . Bk B K A b Stage-5 BiY
By FAPPM e, 9 Fl 4328 L B e 5 2 43 ST Rl & )R 19 43 )
S, BETT R A g 2 1 4y AT BERL A B A S B E O 224 X
224 A4 K/ K 256, FE B TK RTX4090 GPU E Il 100 4%
W, [RI I (E FH BE AL BR BB B (SGD) A S 1 Ak 2%, A0 FE 28 0 h
0.0001,Nesterov ZHI ¥ N 0.9, 2 KW ME N 0. 1.4
30 F U R R 1710, IR BE ML BT S i A 23 BESE KON,
- 388 3t 7K B O MEA T R A T R
4.2.2 W%

AR SCRERY R 0 I 25 5 80 58 w0 KR 4 TAES M
[l . fff 2l Ry 0.9 A BEALES B R B& (Stochastic Gradient De-
scent, SGDY B IEAE N AL 2, 30 R ] T 2 T 2% > R K
W o [ el ) 7 B 1) 5040 39 R L A S B AL 2R BY | BE HILAK T R 5%
PAR 0. 5~2.0 U BBl A9 BEHL4E L. = K EUHE % Cityscapes,
CamVid Al KITTI b A9l 25050 00 46 2% > 38 AU 2208 3K
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# 1 HERYI%GSH
Table 1 Model training parameters
Datasets Epoch LR WD CS BS
Cityscapes 500 1x10 2 5x10* 1024X1024 8
CamVid 200 1x10°° 5x10 1 960X 720 8
KITTI 100 1x10°3 5x10 * 1280X384 8
4.2.3

7% SCI A A B %O 5 R B4 RTX3090, PyTorchl.
8,CUDAIL. 7,cuDNN8. 5 Fl Ubantu-22. 04 5T 4 0, B4
STDCSeg, DDRNet, PIDNet H 3% F i 1l 8 B 158, I 53 A7
BatchNorm & 3 2|52 B IRt R /hik &l 1.

4.3 XfLEEW

7R SO 43 S AE Cityscapes, Camvid Fl KITTI ¥ 85 45 1
ST JLEIL T W2 i L or BB B e AT T 2B % b R AR
/) 37 ek i 48 07 ek R AT T AT o AT . AS SO IR 43 ) A P
9732 It H (mean Inter-section over Union,mloU) | 4 Fb &b # fisi %5

(Frames Per Second, FPS) 1 %} & (Parameters, Params) {E
Sk VYA B A 43 FIORS JBE e T R R AR R A 4 A
4.3.1 ok R

mFk 2 o, 5K 280 A, BT #8551 (PSNet) 78
Cityscapes BG4 508 T B 4 (9 4 BUORS B CHLrp i < 24
B IR FORFEAR SCSE 46 &5 AT TR BE AR R D .
PSNet iy mIoU {24 78. 5% , Mg AR T 78. 9 %% ] SFNet, {H #
P T HGE 3 4%, 3K %) 120, 9 FPS, o #f PR B T & . BAR A
LT AN 2 S PR ARATH SR AR TR 24007 1% HESR 3 i L Faste-
rSeg" il Bise-NetV2 Fi 18 , H T ATH9 4> BIRE B - 5K T 7%
M5.9% . 5k 2 W AR B W0 R BT e UF vk (L 45 Hyper-
Seg,STDCSeg il PP-LiteSeg) # Lt , FF #2 8 2 A {L LB T 10
T AR BT L N BRI B A R RE . 5B T
¥ 19 PID 224 DMRNet!™! #l PIDNet A [t , 4 3C 2 9 PID
B WG M S A TR BE ORI R BE L L B HE R B E 9 PIDNet
BkmE 20% Ll E.

Cityscapes 5% ¥

# 2 Cityscapes Xl &5

Table 2 Comparision results on Cityscapes
Model mlol/ % FPS GPU Resolution Params Year
val test
FasterSegl32) 73.1 715 163.9  GTX 1080Ti  2048x1024 4.4 %106 2019
SwiftNetl31) 75.5 75.4 39.9 GTX 1080Ti  2048X1024 11. 8% 106 2019
BiseNetV2 75.8  75.3 17.3 GTX 1080Ti  1024X512 — 2020
DMRNet-33] 78.2 77.6 68.7 RTX 2080Ti  2048X1024 6.9>108 2023
CABiNet[34] 76.6  75.4 76.5 RTX 2080Ti  2048X1024 2.6X105 2021
HyperSeg * 76.2  75.8 59.1 RTX 3090 1024X512 10,1106 2020
SFNet * [7] — 78.9 30. 4 RTX 3090 20481024 12,9105 2020
STDCSeg * 77.0  76.8 58.2 RTX 3090 1536X768 - 2021
PP-LiteSeg * 78.2  77.5 68. 2 RTX 3090 1536 X768 — 2022
DDRNet * 77.8  77.4 140. 4 RTX 3090 20481024 5.7X105 2022
PIDNet * 78.5  78.2 98.7 RTX 3090 20481024 7.6X105 2023
PSNet(Ours) 78.5  78.5 120.9 RTX 3090 20481024 9.9% 108 -
&5 R 1 AN ) 450 R iy i TR Ak &5 R 4 City- N L, BRIEZ A, HX — 26 56 A ST 19 28 51 47 72 R 6]

scapes MK AE b HH B 50 Sk B0 . TR BLOR B R G 4R
*E%%%KI?H‘E*"X#%@%EUE‘JﬁWE’J%% NS
?VJT?E FE BRI, 0 HAR BUAE B4R 1o ™ 1) W 2R A

A TRV [ i T A SCASE R L R AE AR L ) i, HLRAT B
REW0RY BR SCHRIT . S5 R 1 PR SESR B T LUAS i T 4R
AU TR G I BE 22 1) S 120 0 B I P B 2 1

(b)Ground Truth

(c)BiseNetV2

5 Cityscapes Tl 4%
Fig. 5

(d)DDRNet (e)Ours (D) Staage-5 i1 FHFFAE A

SR R ACIE SN

Visualization of prediction results on Cityscapes
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4.3.2 CamVid ¥4 R

e 3 FTF . BT A5 25 (PSNet) 4 HE B 5 32 F00KS B 1t 1
Ferh KLHAA , PSNet 19 mloU {5 K 79. 6%, #3d T 2 A i
FE ik 1945 % DDRNet, ALEHEBE AR S 1ms, & 6 R T 483C
BAE CamVid M4 I+ 5 DDRNet B 0] AL XS 1L, 7 LI &
R AR SO AN AN T [ AR R A 2 ) 1 T 2 R
S T ELAE AT 05 A PR M s v R SR A e

%3 CamVid X 1L 45 5

Table 3 Comparision results on CamVid

Model mloU/ % FPS
STDC2Seg 73.9 152.6
PP-LiteSeg 75.0 154. 8

DMRNet 75.8 96.1
BiseNetV2 76.7 124.0
HyperSeg 78.4 38.0
DDRNet 78.6 230.0
PSNet(Ours) 79.6 255.1

Ca) 5 &l

(b)Ground Truth (c)DDRNet (d)Ours

B 6 CamVid b BS54k
Fig. 6  Visualization of prediction results on CamVid

4.3.3 KITTI %% %

MRS T ER T HRESFELNEE S HE,
FMASCE S 2 X, F 4 P AYSER R, U 3K 5
DDRNet W] W 1A 58 PR i) 380 B2, (A B2 40 3 K8 40 & T PID 48
PGSR, A3 RS BEAR LL AR SCOT IR T 5. 62, #H It PIDNet
9 8% A AR A0 7K JiE R SR B T AT A R A 1 e, 0 AR
FE WM 30FPS DL b, B 7 4 T R AE KITTI
B IE4E A A RCR T LUE R I iR B A T R A
L ABAE/N FAR B RS F AR X S8, PSNet B A 1 8L 58 5 4 14
T AR

%4 KITTI X He 4%
Table 4 Comparision results on KITTI

Model mloU/ % FPS
DDRNet * 59.3 436.8
PIDNet * 64.5 290. 2

PSNet(Ours) 64.9 324.2

() J5 &l (b)Ground Truth (¢)PIDNet (d) Ours

& 7 KITTI Ry 3000 25 R 74 Ak
Fig. 7 Visualization of prediction results on KITTI

4.3.4 KRR FIRMEER >

Y2 B IR AR SO R Y Iz AP R S L AL City-
scapes PR EE AN KITTI I3 4E (34 Jo B 3L AR 25) P BE 1 4 %
A 3l 25 BE UL 37 S5 E ) R AT B0 O 20 A L HG b 3 ) A
TH B% 3 S BRI I B 3 e (R X B m e N o

W 8 Ca) BT 7 74 SCASE TR 1 5%k i 18 375 5t 1) 3 B 4 1R 35 3]
TR A5 RIACE X T 5 TR WA S #RN NS A 1T
L BERIRE S A 3 DX 43 IF R 20 th e AR T S () R T
I8 T 37 S5 0 43 R BOR AR SORE RS R A R A LG T M 4y )
HL I B R RS R 2R ) AR S A N G B B R
Wy 5 1 8 () S PR X 3E B 37 544, 38 — AN FF B il T
B 2 503 A UL o IR I 4 A BT L B A R AR X A A
XTI AR 2 v A A7 78 1Y Bk i 25 01 L A5 DK R B 8 T B 6
A A S 2 50 5 1 8 (D Y B8 AN 481 1) T A7 7E AH 7] 1%
B BRSO T AT L BRI BR I B0 2 Sk R B RS T
XA 50 2 B RCR R B B R B 5 . 25 BPrA,
ZKI*%ﬂﬁE@ZﬁTLKﬁ%%7/\ﬁ&ﬁ?ﬂﬁ(z%f$7]‘ﬂg’1‘$f

(b) Bk i (O RBIX

[ 8 7K [ b7 5% T 25 5L W] Ak

Fig. 8 Visualization of prediction results in different scenarios

Cd) 2 i

(a) B3

4.4 SHELIRIS
S UG AIE AR SC 5 1 B A R L 36T Cityscapes B 30 3iE 48 Xf
LA AU AT T I Al S
4.4.1 45 A 3E LA % (PSNet) v 82 &
(LAFM) # A 2t
T S5 E BT B Y PSNet ZRH4 FT LAFM B4 300, i %6
A2 CRRT SR A XG0 R 4%, U — AN Al 1T 43 32 (P) Al — A1 L
S (DO TR AR B I . 2 5 51 T % B i 5
YR, ISR L. PID MM DA RAL RS
2 1 S UM B JE W IRAE 30 FPS. A 0. 9% A K B 2
{EIJ_E%TE—A&%H’J?%’ T A% 3C 75 15 R g 4 09 3l
B A SRR D 433 0 B AR LI 5 0 T 3 R B 4R
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L 10FPS. 78 BE LAl A AR SCH A 2 8 0 i il A A
P (LAFM) SR E#RI T 1.7% . HSmas R o imsg,

ImageNet 1 Yl &k (IM) 1R B &, XA A A 1. 1% 09 K &

P
H

°

x5 BTIHMIE

Table 5 Backbone ablation experiment
™ Pl % R E ffﬁi’f{bi%}( WorHE-moHhiasts ] ol % FPS
(D) 2 (D) A A LAFM(rate=1) LAFM(rate=0.5)
NG 69.6 135.1
NG N 70.5 106. 4
NG N 70. 3 117.1
NG N NG 70. 8 112.2
NG NG N 71.0 106. 3
NG N NG 71.3 106. 3
J J 72. 4 106. 3

4.4.2 ek B A A FHLALK S (FAPPM) 8 A 20 1

TS E SCAY HURE R 4R R SCfE R B N i TE
5 v VR M Y [ B A B PR A SO SR ) FAPPM
£ T DAPPM S8 T RS B A M S HCR R AL, X — /T
B SEER LA TE 2 ROBE A L) PSNet 1E 4R, IRIGE 6
BG5S A LA L im A FAPPM Al LU mloU {4271 4. 3% .
5 DAPPM Af Lt . FAPPM A LEAE B J7 T & 3 S 4, i) Lk
FEER ST,

%6 FAPPM 1Yl 5253

Table 6 FAPPM ablation experiment
Module mloU/ % FPS Params
None 72.4 106. 3 7.9%106
DAPPM 76.0 99. 1 10.0X 106
FAPPM 76.7 99.9 9.9x106

4.4.3 HEBHF K B0 H AOM

AN T R % . OHEM (Online Hard Example
Mining) 38 SURE 45 26 507 A0 4l Bl 451 2 o 55 A A 52 e, Bk 2 2
A A =06 38 SO 8 % o Bk AT 4R Y PSNet, & 7 1,
M OHEM 5 Bl 8 2k 45 & fff T 0, 28 25 35 B % K, mIoU
Haom 1%L . i BB R AR A A, B AR Y mloU fH
kF78.5% .

Fe T RO S

Table 7 Auxiliary loss function ablation experiment

OHEM LR BN LU RN mloU/ %
76.7
N 77.5
NG 76. 2
N/ N/ 77.9
N N Nj 78.5
HERIE  FXTIA PID 224y rhoil B 4 325 i o 2 R B

B TR]EE , AR SCHR R T — Fi ik T 28 (A1 7 8 0 AL ) 0 428 o B 18
o3 3T R AL PID 2244, 3% 480 e 4 T #f B 3 ¥ 9T 2 i TBN
A AR TE R I A . IR, AR SCHR L Y B A T 3R 0 b
B B 23 18] 2 ML e 384 58 08 AT R ) 0T e S AN T
M REERL G . MGAh, AR OB R FAPPM B & 46 T %
G F RO BB T L R E T BT SRS
[ 372 WG 4 Cityscapes.CamVid #1 KITTI | ) SE 56 2%
AR T PIREIRL A . BARPTIREALZE GPU L
fiE LA BRI 0 380 B 92 9 v R R o L H Y B B GPU B T

s G ml PR RETT RE 2 22 am AN B, P L BR R 8 2l o i R
JEE T S5 FRE R 22 R M BT Oy Tl 2 —

2 % X #f
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