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Abstract

Recently, the anchor-free object detection model has
shown great potential for accuracy and speed to exceed
anchor-based object detection. Therefore, two issues are
mainly studied in this article: (1) How to let the backbone
network in the anchor-free object detection model learn fea-
ture extraction? (2) How to make better use of the fea-
ture pyramid network?In order to solve the above problems,
Experiments show that our model has a certain improve-
ment in accuracy compared with the current popular de-
tection models on the COCO dataset, the designed atten-
tion mechanism module can capture contextual information
well, improve detection accuracy, and use sepc network to
help balance abstract and detailed information, and reduce
the problem of semantic gap in the feature pyramid net-
work.Whether it is anchor-based network model YOLOv3,
Faster RCNN, or anchor-free network model Foveabox,
FSAF, FCOS. Our optimal model can get 39.5% COCO AP
under the background of ResNet50.
KEYWORDS:anchor-free, object detection, AGSFCOS,
SEPC, attention

1. Introduction
With the rapid development of deep learning, object de-

tection is a basic computer vision task that com-bines the
two tasks of object location and recognition. On the one
hand, the effect of object detection is re-lated to the re-
search of many high-level tasks such as object tracking
and pedestrian re-recognition, which has strong theoretical
value; on the other hand, ob-ject detection has strong ap-
plication value in the con-text of transportation, security,
medical treatment, etc., so it has always been one of the
important re-search tasks of computer vision. Most of these
algo-rithms use anchors to solve the scale and scale changes
of the target. The main purpose of the an-chor is to deter-
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mine whether there is an object of in-terest in the reference
frame and determine the posi-tion of the object from the
reference frame. First set an area for the anchor, and then
change the aspect ratio of the anchor, the network model
will predict the type and offset of the designed anchor, and
perform regression through the offset to obtain the best pre-
dicted frame, such as Fast RCNN[1], Faster RCNN[2], etc.,
RoI Pooling proposed by Fast RCNN accelerates the en-
tire network process, unifies the category out-put task and
candidate box regression task, and combines the advan-
tages of Faster RCNN and YO-LO[3], SSD[4] can combine
high-level and low-level feature maps, and use multi-scale
ideas to regress the extracted features. Although the anchor-
based model has good detection effect, there are still many
problems: (1) Anchor relies on pre-setting, which gener-
ally needs to be set manually, and then obtain better results
through a large number of experiments. (2) When setting
the anchor, it’s unable to take into account the very large
and very small targets, which easily makes it difficult for
the model to handle objects with large scale changes. (3)
The anchor-based object detection model will generate a
corresponding anchor box on each feature map, the num-
ber of candidate frames generated increases,the problem of
imbalance between positive and negative samples, and the
amount of calculation is also increased. In recent years,
the anchor-free object detection model has also received
a lot of attention. They do not need to design an anchor.
Compared with the traditional anchor-based object detec-
tion model, it has the following advantages: (1) No need
to manually set the anchor, reducing the amount of calcu-
lation. (2) The network structure framework is simpler. (3)
Better feature selection can be achieved. In this article, we
introduce a new anchor-free object detection model AGS-
FCOS. The designed attention mechanism module captures
global information to obtain larger receptive fields and con-
textual information which can help improve detection accu-
racy. The main function is to focus on the object area and
reduce the interference of the image background and neg-
ative sample information, especially when the background
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Figure 1 – AGSFCOS network structure

is complex. The designed scale-balanced pyramid helps to
balance abstract and detailed information, and the stacked
pyramid convolution directly extracts spatial and scale fea-
tures, reducing the problem of large semantic differences in
the feature pyramid network. Our method is improved on
the FCOS model.

2. Related Work

The object detection model based on deep learning has
been developed so far and can be divided into two branches:
anchor-free and anchor-based. Anchor-based detectors.
The current detection models can be divided into two cate-
gories: one-stage and two-stage detection. One-stage de-
tection includes YOLOv2[5], YOLOv3[6], RetinaNet[7],
SSD, DSOD[8], etc. Single-stage object detection is de-
fined as a one-step completion. the algorithm does not
need to generate a candidate frame, only needs to map
the preset candidate frame to the feature map, the cate-
gory probability and position coordinates of the object can
be marked directly to locate the object frame, and trans-
formed the problem into a regression problem. After a sin-
gle test, the final test result can be directly obtained, so the
speed tends to be faster. Two-stage detection includes R-
FCN[9], FPN[10], Cascade R-CNN[11], Libra R-CNN[12],
TridentNet[13], etc. The two-stage object detection algo-
rithm defines the detection frame as a process from coarse
to fine. The candidate frames are obtained through selec-

tive search and Region Proposal Network algorithms, and
then the images in these candidate frames are used as in-
put to judge the object category, and the positioning of
the bounding box of the object position completed by re-
gression, so the algorithm has better detection accuracy
and precision. Anchor-free detectors. Although anchor-
based detectors currently dominate, anchor-free detectors
are still evolving. Recently, Anchor-free object detection
algorithms have received a lot of attention, and they do not
rely on pre-defined anchor frames. Compared with the tra-
ditional anchor-based method, anchor-free detectors don’t
have artificial hyperparameters for the anchor frame config-
uration. The detection structure is usually simpler and has
the potential to surpass the anchor-based method in terms of
speed and accuracy. The object detection model based on
anchor-free is mainly divided into a object detection model
based on key points and a target detection model based
on the central region. Early work such as DenseBox[14],
and UnitBox[15] explored another direction of region pro-
posal, and was used in scene text detection and pedestrian
detection. Recent work has promoted the performance of
anchor-free detectors, gradually surpass some anchor-based
detectors. Most of these anchor-free detectors are one-
stage. For example, CornerNet[16] ,CornerNet-Lite[17],
ExtremeNet[18] and CenterNet[19] convert object detec-
tion into corner points for detection. FSAF[20], Guided
Anchoring[21], FCOS[22] and FoveaBox[23] encode bbox
into anchor points and decode into distance from point to
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boundary.

3. Our network structure
In this section, we mainly describe the AGSFCOS ob-

ject detection network model in detail. The AGFCOS net-
work model mainly includes extract feature net-work, atten-
tion mechanism GC block, feature pyra-mid network, scale
equalization pyramid network, and classification and re-
gression modules. The basic structure of the network model
is shown in Figure 1.

3.1. Feature extraction network

This paper does not involve the improvement of the fea-
ture extraction network, and chooses a model with a smaller
number of layers can effectively re-duce the training cost
and test time, so the feature ex-traction network in this pa-
per uses ResNet50 uni-formly. The network structure of
ResNet50 is shown in Fig2, but this article only uses the fea-
tures of the C3, C4, and C5 layers in the ResNet50 network
struc-ture, and then performs the features of the C3, C4,
and C5 layers respectively (8, 16, 32) The down-sampling
is shown in Figure 2

Figure 2 – the structure of ResNet50

3.2. Attention mechanism-GC block

The features extracted from the feature extraction net-
work are put into this module, which includes three sub-
modules: context modeling, transformation features, and
feature fusion. The attention mechanism module of GC
block[24] is shown in the Fig4, which is mainly divided
into three steps:

(1) First, input x is convoluted by 1 * 1 to get a value of 1 *
h * W, and then the weight of attention can be obtained
by passing it through the Softmax layer.

(2) Then global attention pooling is used to model the con-
text of the input features. This step allows the entire
input to cover the receptive field to capture the depen-
dency between channels.

(3) Finally, the feature elements obtained from the above
two steps are added element by element to complete
the feature fusion.

Figure 3 – GC block structure

The specific expression is shown in Equation(1):

zi = xi +Wv2ReLU(LN(Wv1

Np∑
j=1

ewkxj∑Np

m=1 e
wkxm

xj))

(1)
Among them, ewkxj∑Np

m=1 e
wkxm

is the weight of global attention

pooling, and Wv2ReLU(LN(Wv1)) represents the trans-
formation of the bottom network structure. i is the in-
dex of the query location, j lists all the locations,Wv1and
Wv2 represent the linear transformation matrix. GC block
models the context of the whole input fea-ture, so the whole
input feature can cover the recep-tive field, which is more
capable of supplementing contextual information than the
local receptive field of the ordinary convolutional layer. In
addition, the network only extracts features through convo-
lutional stacking, which will lead to a lack of diversity in the
network extracted features, and the GC block com-posed of
NLNet [25] and SENet [26] just compensates for the lack
of diversity.

3.3. Feature Pyramid Network

Put the features obtained after using the GC block in-
to the feature pyramid network. The feature pyramid is not
used alone in the object detection model. It needs to be used
together with the feature extraction backbone network, as
shown in Figure 5. Figure 5 shows the feature pyramid net-
work of FCOS network model, the backbone uses ResNet50
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to ex-tract features. There are many down sampling stages
in this part. Each down sampling operation will dou-ble the
feature map on the original basis, so as to get many feature
maps of different sizes. In AGSFCOS network model, only
1/8, 1/16, and 1/32 feature maps are used. From the left-
most side of the figure, you can see the feature maps of the
input image, which are C3, C4 and C5. After a 1 * 1 con-
volution, the top-level feature map C5 can get P5, and then
C4 and P5 carry out feature fusion. but it can be seen from
the figure that the size of C4 is twice that of P5, so we need
to double P5 to get P4, and then combine with C4.

Figure 4 – The feature pyramid network structure of AGSFCOS

3.4. Scale-Equalizing Pyramid Network-SEPC

If only the feature pyramid network is used to complete
the multi-scale strategy, there will be a large semantic gap
in each layer, so in this paper, the scale-balanced pyramid
network is used to alleviate such a problem [27]. Pyramid
convolution performs 3D convolution in two dimensions of
scale and space, but if each point in the figure is regarded
as a feature point, then pyramid convolution can be consid-
ered as multiple different 2D convolution kernels. However,
in the pyramid network, the scale of each layer is differ-
ent. With the increase of the number of layers in pyramid
network, the scale of the feature map will become smaller.
Pyramid convolution sets different step sizes for multiple
different convolution kernels to solve the problem of scale
mismatch. For pyramid convolution with N = 3, the step
size of the first kernel is 2, and the step size of the last ker-
nel is 0.5. Then the output of pyramid convolution can be
expressed as c (2):

yl = w1 ∗ s0.5xl+1 + w0 ∗ xl + w−1 ∗ s2xl−1 (2)

Among them, represents a certain layer of the pyramid

network, is three independent 2Dl convolution kernels, x is
the input feature map, s2 represents the convolution with a
step size of 2, s0.5 represents the convolution with a step
size of 0.5, and then through an ordinary convolution with a
step size of 1 plus a bilinear up sampling layer, it is realized
as Equation (3):

yl = uspsample(w1 ∗ xl+1) + w0 ∗ xl + w1 ∗ s2xl−1
(3)

Similar to traditional convolution, pyramid convolution
also has zero padding. For the bottom layer ( ) of the pyra-
mid, the last term of Equa-tion (3) is invalid; for the top
layer of the pyramid, the first term of Equation (3) is in-
valid. Although three convolution operations are performed
on each layer of the pyramid, the calculation amount of the
pyramid convolution is only 1.5 times that of the ordinary
convolution. Four consecutive convolutions can be replaced
by pyramid convolutions with three scales. In the deep neu-
ral network, the stacked pyramid convolution corresponds
to the stacked convolution module, so it can bring less cal-
culation. But each pyramid convolution still brings addi-
tional calculations. As an alternative, four pyramid convo-
lution, classification and regression parts form the shared
parameters of the head network. In order to obtain the re-
sults of both classification and regression, only 3*3 convo-
lutions need to be added after four pyramid convolutions.
Figure 5 is the structure diagram of PCONV, Figure 6 is the
head network of the AGSFCOS network model designed
by PCONV. The head network using PCONV only needs to
go through three pyramid convolutions and the structure is
simpler.

Figure 5 – The structure of PCONV

3.5. Classification and regression

Three loss functions were used in training the AGSF-
COS model, including the loss function focal loss for clas-
sification [28], CIOU loss for regression [29] and the binary
cross entropy loss of the center-ness strategy (Binary Cross
Entropy loss, BCE loss).
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Figure 6 – AGSFCOS head work

3.5.1 Classification

The classification part of the AGSFCOS model is mainly di-
vided into classification and center-ness. First, the features
extracted by the multi-scale network are subjected to four
3*3 convolutions, and then the Focal Loss and the binary
cross-entropy loss function are used to Complete classifica-
tion. As shown in Figure 7.

Figure 7 – The image of Classification structure

Using C two classifications to output C predicted values,
C represents the number of categories of the object, classifi-
cation is to make binary classifications of each category, and
the loss function used is Focal Loss, as shown in Equation
(4).

Lfl =

{
−α(1− y′)γ log y′, y = 1

−(1− α)y′γ log(1− y′), y = 0
(4)

y′is the output of the activation function, with a value be-
tween 0 and 1. It can reduce the loss of easy to classify
samples, and focus on more easy to misclassify and diffi-
cult samples. In addition, the balance factor can balance

the positive and negative samples. In this paper, Center-
ness is used to calculate the distance between each pixel
and the object center point, which can be used to reduce
the predicted points that are far away from the object cen-
ter point. Center-ness will add a branch to each prediction
layer, which is parallel to the classification. Center-ness can
ensure that the predicted bounding box is as close to the
center as possible, as shown in Equation (5).

centerness =

√
min(l, r)

max(l, r)

min(t, b)

max(t, b)
(5)

Among them are the four predicted values of each pixel
from the bounding box.

3.5.2 Regression

In this paper, we used CIOU Loss. CIOU Loss not only con-
siders the overlapping area, but also considers the distance
between the center points and the aspect ratio. Compared
with GIOU Loss and IOU Loss, CIOU Loss can achieve
better convergence and accuracy. CIOU Loss introduces a
penalty term for the aspect ratio of the frame, which takes
into account the aspect ratio of the frame. The definition is
shown in Equation (6):

LIoU = 1− IOU +
ρ2(b, bgt)

c2
+ αυ (6)

Among them,υ = 4
π2 (arctan

ωgt

hgt − arctanωh )
2,α =

υ
(1−IoU)+υ represent the Euclidean distance between two
center points. c represents the diagonal distance of the
smallest closed area that can contain both the prediction box
and the ground truth box.

4. Experiments
AGSFCOS model experiment is completed on the

mmdetection framework of the deep learning object detec-
tion toolbox based on pytorch. We use the COCO dataset
to train the model and compare it with other models, the
validation set has 5k images, and the test set has 123k im-
ages. In order to ensure a fair experimental comparison, all
of our experiments are completed on a NVIDIA GeForce
RTX 2080Ti. Training parameters: We use ResNet50 as
the feature extraction network in this paper, batch size is
set to 4, stochastic gradient descent (SGD) is used to train
12 epochs, the initial learning rate is set to 0.001, and it is
reduced to one tenth of the original after the 8th and 11th
epochs. The weight decay rate is set to 0.0001, and the
momentum is 0.9, the image size is set to (800,1333). Eval-
uation indicators: The main performance evaluation indica-
tors used in this article are average Precision, (AP), average
Recall rate (AR). AP50 and AP75 represent the mAP value
when the IOU threshold is 0.5 and 0.75, respectively. APS,
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Table 1 – Comparative experiment using GIOU LOSS and CIOU LOSS

Method AP AP50 AP75 APS APM APL AR ARS ARM ARL
FCOS 36.4 54.5 38.9 20.2 39.7 47.4 53.2 33.5 57.7 67.8
+GC 37.1 56.0 39.5 21.3 40.5 47.9 53.5 33.7 57.9 68.8

+GC+CIOU 37.5 56.3 39.8 21.8 41.0 49.1 53.7 33.8 58.2 68.8

Table 2 – Comparative experiments using GC BLOCK

Method AP AP50 AP75 APS APM APL AR ARS ARM ARL
FCOS 36.4 54.5 38.9 20.2 39.7 47.4 53.2 33.5 57.7 67.8
+GC 37.1 56.0 39.5 21.3 40.5 47.9 53.5 33.7 57.9 68.8

+GC+CIOU 37.5 56.3 39.8 21.8 41.0 49.1 53.7 33.8 58.2 68.8

Table 3 – Comparative experiments using SEPC

Method AP AP50 AP75 APS APM APL AR ARS ARM ARL
FCOS 36.4 54.5 38.9 20.2 39.7 47.4 53.2 33.5 57.7 67.8
+SEPC 39.5 57.1 42.4 22.3 43.2 52.1 55.5 34.3 60.6 71.3

Table 4 – AGSFOS vs. other state-of-the-art detectors

Method Anchor-free backbone AP AP50 AP75 APS APM APL
Faster RCNN No ResNet50 36.2 59.1 39.0 18.2 39.0 48.2

YOLOv2 No Darknet-19 21.6 44.0 19.2 5.0 22.4 35.5
YOLOv3 No Darknet-53 27.9 49.2 28.3 10.5 30.1 43.8

SSD No ResNet101 31.2 50.4 33.3 10.2 34.5 49.8
Retinanet No ResNet50 36.3 55.3 38.6 19.3 40.0 48.8
Foveabox Yes ResNet50 35.2 54.0 38.4 20.3 39.7 47.5

FSAF Yes ResNet50 36.0 55.5 37.7 19.6 39.6 48.2
FCOS Yes ResNet50 36.4 54.5 38.9 20.2 39.7 47.4

AGSFCOS Yes ResNet50 39.5 57.1 42.4 22.3 43.2 52.1

APM, and APL represent the average accuracy of small ob-
jects, medium objects, and large objects. ARS, ARM, and
ARL respectively represent the average recall rate of small
objects, medium objects, and large objects.

4.1. Comparison of different regression loss

As we mentioned before, when the model is regressing,
we use CIOU LOSS instead of GIOU LOSS, which can
achieve better convergence and accuracy. As can be seen
from Table 1, FCOS model using CIOU LOSS can Increase
the AP value from 36.4% to 36.7%.

4.2. Comparison with attention mecha-nism GC
block

After the feature extraction network ResNet50, we use
the attention mechanism module GC block, as can be seen
from Table 2, After adding the GC block, the AP value in-
creased by 0.7%, and the values of AR, ARS, ARM and
ARL added to the CIOU LOSS model increased by 0.5%,
0.3%, 0.5%, and 1% re-spectively. From the perspective of

the improvement effect, the average recall rate of the im-
proved model is still significantly improved, indicating that
the im-provement of the loss function and the addition of the
attention mechanism module can effectively increase the re-
call rate.

4.3. With or without SEPC

The deformable convolution is used to adapt to the cor-
responding irregularities between the actual fea-tures, and
to maintain a balanced scale. The adapta-bility of the de-
formable convolution can handle the large inter-layer blur-
ring of the feature pyramid. It can be seen from Table 3
that the AGSFCOS model using the SEPC module has a
significant improve-ment in AP regardless of whether it is
a middle, large or small target. ARS, ARM, and ARL have
also in-creased by 1.2%, 0.9%, and 3.5%. The overall de-
scription of the effectiveness of the AGSFCOS model.
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4.4. Comparison with State-of-the-art Detectors

We compared FCOS with other latest object detectors
in the MS-COCO benchmark. For these experiments. As
shown in Table 4, with ResNet50-GC-SEPC, the perfor-
mance of our FCOS on RetinaNet with the same back-
bone network is 3.2% higher than in AP. Whether compared
with anchor-based network mod-els such as the one-stage
model YOLO series or the two-stage model Faster RCNN,
the detection results are still improved by 13% and 3.3%.
Under the same backbone, compared with anchor-free ob-
ject detec-tion algorithms such as FSAF and Foveabox, the
AP value of AGSFCOS still exceeds them. From the ex-
perimental results, it can be seen that the improve-ment ef-
fect of AGSFCOS on the average accuracy of large, medium
and small targets is very obvious.

Figure 8 – Loss function of AGSFCOS model training

4.5. The Loss and AP for AGSFCOS

In Figure8, the horizontal axis represents the number
of iterations of AGSFCOS network model training, and
the vertical axis represents the change in the loss value in
the training process. The green line is the loss function
change curve of Center-ness in the training of the AGSF-
COS model, and the orange line is the regression. CIOU
Loss function change curve, the blue line is the loss func-
tion change curve of Focal Loss. It can be seen from the fig-
ure that the regression loss function and classification loss
function of the FCOS network model have a higher loss at
the beginning, but after training 250,000 times, the curve
stabilizes, and then the learning rate is reduced, and you
can see that the loss curve has dropped significantly and
then further tends to be smooth, and finally stop training at

350000 times. In Figure 9, the horizontal axis represents
the training epoch, the vertical axis represents the change
in the mAP value of the network model at epoch[0,12] at
the end of each training, and the blue is the mAP value of
the FCOS network model at epoch[0 ,12], the orange line is
the change of the mAP value of the FCOS CIOU network
model on epoch[0,12], and the green line is the change of
the mAP value of the FCOS CIOU GC network model on
epoch[0,12]. The red line is the change of the AGSFCOS
model on epoch[0,12]. It can be seen from Figure 9 that
after epoch is 4, AGSFCOS far exceeds the mAP value of
other models.

Figure 9 – Comparison of AP value in AGSFCOS,
FCOS,FCOS CIOU, FCOS CIOU GC

5. Conclusion

We propose an object detection model AGSFCOS based
on anchor-free. As shown in the experiment, this model
not only has advantages over anchor-based target detec-
tion models RetinaNet, Faster RCNN, YOLO and SSD, but
also has advantages over anchor-free target detection mod-
els FSAF and Foveabox. In comparison, the AP values has
also been improved. In view of its effectiveness and ac-
curacy, we hope that the AGSFCOS model can effectively
solve the alternative of anchor-based object detection. We
also believe that the AGSFCOS model can be extended to
solve other tasks.
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