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Rail surface defect detection based on improved YOLOv10n

Liu Pei
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Liu Bohong

Abstract: This paper proposes a lightweight object detection model based on YOLOv10n to improve the accuracy of rail
surface defect detection and enhance the recognition of small targets. The model incorporates C2f_CGBlock into the P3
and P4 layers of the backbone network to strengthen local context perception and feature representation. The feature
fusion part uses RepGFPN and integrates SimAM into some feedback paths to emphasize critical features. The training
process adopts Inner-SloU loss function to optimize localization accuracy. Experimental results on a rail surface defect
dataset showed that the improved model outperformed the original one, with improvements of 3. 38%, 3.72%, 3.55%
and 4.01% in Precision, Recall, F1 and mAP@0. 5.

detecting small-size defects and challenging backgrounds. It effectively enhances the performance of rail defect detection

The model demonstrates clear advantages over the baseline in

while maintaining a balance between accuracy and real-time efficiency, and has good potential for engineering

applications.
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YOLOv10n and its structures
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W BE R E R 3 TR .

R3I KBHE

Table 3 Experiment environments

B2%57) WA
BIERS Linux
A E Python 3. 10. 14
wmET G Visual Studio Code
TRIE 2 S HEZR Pytorch 2. 2.2
CUDA 12.1
CPU AMD EPYC 7502
GPU NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090 24 G
cuDNN cuDNN 8. 9. 2

3.3 BSHIZE
IR MR R ~F 100 X500, Bl FiZ R T A4 YOLO
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R L6 (0 25 K BT HBOR 25 3 DL i ATT g 5 3
SRR PR RS S o 3 e A B R P S TR AR, A PR IE T
AT HINGREN  ATFRA YOLO BRIAM 640X
640 ¥ AR, LR 5 3l 58 B letterbox 1 78, IR 5 EIME
LU ] £ [] B 3 T P 6% 25 g, T B SR T R IE 55 58 1Y T & B
PE EEERE LAY 75 42, KA HLEI patience 2y 50, I 4R
SimAM % Z ¥R 0. 3, 7€ Inner-SloU H 3% b 44 A+
0.75, WS EME 4 Fim.

x4 BSEEE

Table 4 Hyperparameter settings
S HfE
UE TR/ 200
Elim =N 16
TAEZ AR 4
AL SGD
Pt 3l = 0. 937
116 2 2 2 0.01
A 5 0.000 5
B R~ 640
Rl LA+ 42
LI 50
ERIE 211 0.3
o A 0.75

3.4 FHriERR

PEY ¥ b1 6L 15 HE B R (precision, P) | 43 7] & (recall,
R).F1 48§ ¥ (Fl-score, F1) . - ¥ ¥5 1 & (mean average
precision, mAP) & FH IR (frames per second, FPS) \ ¥ &%
iz B & (giga floating point operations per second.,
GFLOPs). & ${ & ( parameters, Params). & % /]
(Model Size) %, HH1, P R.F1 fl mAP 4548 b5 1 LU A 5
BV A RIR s FPS.GFLOPs , 2 3 i AR A G/ ] R T of
N B B R AT A

T,
! %100%

P = 27)
T, +F,
Ty
R = % 100" (28)
T, +Fy %
_ 2XPXR .
F1= =5 X 100% (29)
N h
Eﬂpmxm
mAP — X 100% (30)
N

A T, M IEMIRANEREE, Fp amm e
AEH, Fy WRPEFRMAOEEARLH., N MEARZEL
BH AW 58 4 89 B0 3% 1 R FB X 43 O indentation, crack.

scratch, N =3,
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4.1 HRhsEIE

Shy 65 IE 45 245 A8 AT A H 1 A AR e T EL X o A B 1
DUER, A ST T Z AR FEARELT 3 BNE .

1R B 40 k7 B 9 fl . 41 %F C21_CGBlock ., SRepGFPN
H1 Inner-SloU S AZ OB M, i#F — 25 R 5% HAS [R) ficd 5 % A il
P BE Y 5 ) 5

D FEH ALK T YOLOvIOn JBIA 45 H , B4 &
A AR A R 5 A8 7E B & B 1 P R 4R T
#2454 Shapley 1B 4317 . A8 £ 5 25 B P B8 1 B 1Y
AH X 1k 5

3) 2 U AME 23 M - LA indentation 25 XE K ] 28 H1] A%
2, S [R] A R R 2 2 A TN B ) A 4R TR .

(1) C2{_CGBlock

HEGAIE C2f_CGBlock #5He x5 1 P BE 19 52 i , A S 3
T YOLOv10n B¢t 5 2 4 38 w3 47 % W S . 2C21
CGBlock : {U# Backbone H P3.P4 Y C2f B3y C2f_
CGBlock;4C2f_CGBlock: ¥ Backbone H1 43 C2f #5 He
#J9 C2f_CGBlock, L HEM P.R.F1.mAP@0.5,mAP
@0.5:0. 95 FEHEARBATIPAL . 0F% 5 PR .

%5 C2f_CGBlock 3Ttk
Table 5 Comparisons of C2f_CGBlock

AFEZHEE T, P.R.mAP Z 8 .0 4545 LT B
RepGFPN, AT He S0 L 5L 56 7R, B30k 0. 0 B A
FEFR o8 bn DB R AE R I, M S HCh 1o WHERER T T
Wik, 22 W1 25 1R 5| 3 DL 1) o BE S RO A7 70— S R i,

% 6 SRepGFPN XLt
Table 6 Comparisons of SRepGFPN

fm p R mAP@ mAP@
0.5 0.5:0.95

YOLOv1On 84.80 84.25 84.51 87.26 47.22

RepGFPN  82.77 88.53 85.41 89.75 47. 34

0.0 88.66 84.45 86.43 91.56 48. 49

0.3 84.12 88.60 85.15 90.57 48. 15

1.0 83.64 86.64 84.97 88.05 46. 82

it — B 2 MO B AR R R AR SCHEAT T 2
BRGS0, HEHRME 7R, SSHR 0.3 I B
BITE F1L.mAP@O. 5 848 bn U fe (R AR PR RE L A0 T A5
WSROI E . ZI G R Y] I B =5 (8] 5] & 5 5 A7
T Z R R AL 3 TR 3z AL RE Ty AR E 1k .

%7 SRepGFPN 5 H i #& 589 1 5 X Lk
Table 7 Comparisons of SRepGFPN collaborations with

other modules

N mAP@ mAP@
LT P R F1

0.5  0.5:0.95

YOLOv1On 84.80 84.25 84.51 87.26  47.22

2C2f CGBlock 86.67 80.30 83.32 88.61  46.43

1C2f CGBlock 86.17 77.78 81.58 85.59  46.63

» mAP@ mAP@
R P R

0.5 0.5:0.95
0.0 82.08  83.43  82.65 86. 18 44, 84
0.3 88.18 87.97 88.06 91.27 47.70
1.0 85. 20 89. 45 87.11 90. 51 49. 06

iG5| A C2f_CGBlock fig i 3 $2 FH R RUK B2, P 4274
1.87% .mAP@O. 5 2T 1. 35% , 3 B % A b A B) T 3% 5
KE PR AER FRILEE 7. ¥ Cof &%l C2f _
CGBlock J5.P % . R H 84.25% M & 77.78% . F1 A
mAP@O0. 5 F I T R, U 3 HE & FTRE B A TUAR R AR
B A 8B ) A R i bR

JR B e TR W e B S A R = e ST BT A A R
JE SR A AR AR T A B B R A T .

(2)SRepGFPN

BEXT 22 ROBE FRAE Rl & B8 07, A BFFE 4 YOLOv1on
Neck 4 h SRepGFPN, 35| A% 3 S H LI HlfF B 1Y
G e, SCEAE R W SRR E T BT L WAL PLOR.
F1.mAP @ 0.5 5 mAP @ 0.5: 0.95 %5 #§ #5, H
SRepGFPN #1124 0.0 /R~ £ Jg Hl SimAM. &4 0.3 &
RLL 30 % MR TE Bl A SimAM 5 JF A HRE , B4 1. 0 R
SE4 KA SImAM, 2k 0.0.0.3.1.0, &5 a3k 6 fin.
TR L5 R W, SRepGFPN REA A H2 THIE AU R 1 8 . #¢

I 2545 PR e 5 AR P i Fe s 1, A S 28 e
SRepGFPNCa = 0. )1k Neck., g i S5 41 sk ik 24 7 SLAit

(3)Inner-SloU 43 #1

JHE R Inner-SloU H LB S 4K ratio XA AL AR 1Y) 5%
M, AR B5HT A B E A 0 RUBE 23 A RRAE RIS H AR 5 b
HRAREATE S B R PeA  B & ratio 7€ [0. 7,0. 81 AT X
56 . AW 5 4 9 W 3L T ratio = 0. 7. ratio = 0. 75 Hl
ratio=0. 8 iX 3 41L& , 7E M FL BB AT AT 55 L dF AT 5055,
iR 8 fron. il M F M AR raio B PLRLUFL A
mAP $EARFHC R

#* 8 Inner-SloU HY ratio XLk

Table 8 Comparisons of Inner-SloU ratio

. mAP©@ mAP@
ratio P R
0.5 0.5:0.95
0.70 85.34 81.15 82.99  88.65 46. 23
0.75 85.17 87.01 86.06 90.16 48.10
0.80 89.51 82.42 85.81  89.55 47.06
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P S 36 B8 T 400, ratio = 0. 75 Bt B R.F1.mAP@
0.5.mAP@0.5:0. 95 #8 4% LRI, B R B B FH
Al AR T A B S R RE T . R ratio =0. 8 1E
P LE&RMEE.H R THESEEEMAK F1 8048+ 0. 75,
ratio=0. 7 KEEHBH 0. 75 B A HERE .

ZE b ratio=0. 75 BEHC I b A5 K6 D0 14 vE 3 22 5 43 [l
BRI A IR L B, R I 3% N Inner-SloU Y e 448
SHEE .

x9

(DA A HERR T

Shy B IE 45 AT B Xof AR R P B G TRk AR ST 0 Bk A
(C2f_CGBlock) . 2 #k B (SRepGFPN, a = 0.3) K ¥ #k
C(Inner-SloU, ratio=0.75) , SLEEFRMFE 9 Prox, M
TG R AHIR AR, OSSR/ PLOR . mAP@O0. 5,
mAP @ 0.5:0.95 FF4 45 4 A A T 3.38%.3.72%.
3.55%.4.01% , H FPS W & SC i fr i 75 oK . S 8t 54
IR /N I 2y 25. 6% .21. 8% ,GFLOPs fX3#4 % 0.1 G,

H A SR

Table 9 Ablation experiments

- PI% RIY%FL% mAP@ mAP@ GFL(‘)Ps/ Params/ fRIIK/N/

0.5/% 0.5:0.95/% G MB M

YOLOv10n(Baseline)  84.80 84.25 84.51  87.26 47.22 6.5 190. 09 8. 64 5.5
YOLOv10n+A 86.87 80.30 83.32  88.61 16. 43 6.1 251. 45 8.11 5.2
YOLOv10n+B 84.12 88.60 86.15  90.57 48.15 7.5 249. 90 11.53 7.0
YOLOv10n+C 85.17 87.01 86.06  90.16 48.10 6.5 237. 65 8. 64 5.5
YOLOvIOn+A+B  85.51 84.66 85.08  88.58 16. 82 6.5 226. 65 10. 36 6.4
YOLOvIOn+A+C  80.48 86.38 82.65  88.34 45. 14 5.6 315. 81 7.97 5.1
YOLOvIOn+B+C  86.82 78.90 82.65  89.67 46. 20 7.5 205. 93 11.53 7.0
YOLOv10n+A+B+C 88.18 87.97 88.06  91.27 47.70 6.6 212. 02 10. 85 6.7

Fe AR R PR B R Ik

YA 4 TR S A A T X G R L R R R A R A B
R EOR L B — P AR HE AR L 4 T R e i AN . AR SCRIA
T Shapley 18 M TTERE 50T, 255 % 18 3 J4545 FL.
mAP@0. 5 5 GFLOPs, Hi 30 48 A7 # Kk 8 , GFLOPs
NG, F1 4B MR R S H M5, 41 R Bk il g ;
mAP@0. 5 2 H b5 il 32 5 6 A, i i U RE T GFLOPs
DO 2R B Y 3 B8 T 4 L 0 T OGP Tk i B % I SRR
Shapley T 41X 3D FrR.

[S|! (n—|S|—D!
b= 2 ,
SCN\{i) n:

[v(S U {i}) —v(S)] (3D
o @ O A AL T R e, FE AR ST R s T
C2f_CGBlock,SRepGFPN, Inner-SloU X 3 Mk, N Jy
FIABERNES. S IR EHE T HE, » HHIE
HOEARFR T M e =3, | S| HETES PR E
i, v(S U (i) BF4E S HEHIL /R BT R B I 09 1 e
TRAREUE , v (S) HAUH T4 S RI 1Y M re 18 45 2L (A,
g — A R I 30 A B0 (E R K M R R AR R U, X
GFLOPs X HIH— b 2= [0, 1], H BOH B 168 1E 1) 58
e, H— kA n=NGE2) IR,
- GFLOPs — min(GFLOPs)
max(GFLOPs) — min(GFLOPs)
(32)
K max(GFLOPs) .min(GFLOPs) 43 34t & 75 1% il 52
I h GFLOPs [ /ME 5 s KA
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GFLOPs,,,, =1

TE Shapley 73 B H . 1 BE 15 #5149 1E {5 2 7% 65 e X 1 fig
PETHAT DU, SRR 7R R 5 B2 7R JEE A A B B (B R R B AR
TR 9 IE 1 5Tik L B 2 . SREEE G Shapley fH
D)X 8 AR HE AT I A AL B X8 1 B AL R ECA 0. 34,0, 33,
0. 33 AT [l Ff SHE B3t e M 52 ARG 3 5 T 9 19 75 oK, =X (33)
Fi7R .

¢ F1 ¢ mAP@0. 5
i

. 0.33X ————F7——
T 3 max(mAP @0. 5)

b = 0 F D

Jr
g
max(GFLOPs)
A H: max(F1)  max(mAP @0. 5) 45 Ky 76 74 filt 52 56

F1 fl mAP@0. 5 M KA.

MG (31, (33) # 47 it &, Shapley 43 #7 4N 3% 10
FT7R 6

MRYE F RS B AT B B AR 3 KM h A i 0 3
H4Ea ikl 0. 670 0,78 F1.mAP@0.5 ¥4 1F ] 5t
Bk, = R R W R TR A Mk B R
ARG AT —E TS A4 B AR LM Re 4R T 2 LUK
THE 22 BERG TNl ke i S s . B C £ GFLOPs JLF
BRI T AR R R T B i PEBE 3 25, £ FL.
mAP@0. 5 ) Shapley {6~ 0. 815 0,1.668 4, ZE-&1E N
0.492 1, 5 SRepGFPN # LA Rk 2. # H A 7
GFLOPs stk N 3, H7E F1 fl mAP@0. 5 # Shapley
B} 0.6600.,0.348 3,3EHA A 1E B I ZSHE b B STk A R,
SEHLZ AT XA N 0. 330 0.

0.33 X (33)



g R T YOLOvIOn 948 $u &k @ 5k F 4h ) 57
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Table 10  Shapley analyze
PO T sEbRt Lo (S UL D —0(S)] - .
*ﬁﬁ% ¥% S ‘S ‘ ' (71 o ‘S ‘ 71) ' Fll- ¢r’/u\f'(@u.o ¢f;1‘1,w« ¢;ﬁ,i£.
nl AF1  AmAP@0.5 AGFLOPs
(%) 0.333 —1.19 +1.35 —0.4
A Bk (B} 0.167 —1.07 —1.99 —1.0
0.660 0 0.3483 —0.750 0 0.3300
(C2f_CGBlock) {C} 0.167 —3.41 —1.82 —0.9
{B.C}) 0. 333 +5.41 +1. 60 —0.9
%) 0.333 +1.64 +3.31 +1.0
B i b {A} 0.167 +1.76 —0.03 +0. 4
2.0750 1.9933 0.9000 0.670 0
(SRepGFPN) {C} 0.167 —3.41 —0. 49 +1.0
{A.C) 0. 333 +5.41 +2.93 +1.0
%) 0. 333 +1.55 +2.90 +0.0
C f {A} 0.167 —0.67 —0.27 —0.5
0.8150 1.6684 —0.0500 0.492 1
(Inner-SloU) (B} 0.167 —3.50 —0.90 +0.0
{A,B} 0. 333 +2.98 +2. 69 +0.1

RARORTE B B AR $E T4 DU 1k BE T A 14 BR AR A
IR, AL HE A RN 4 (b )y T B AT R . Bk
C W 7E W & Z 6 A T — s . % r kA R e T
ZARIRE R WAL T B ER VLM T ZME R
— b TR A TR VA L R T T A A5 SR B SR S
BT,

(5 R B X AG I 2 530 1) 1 E 23

indentation 2K il b 6 I00 Xk B2 ] A iy 7 A ke B 2R R0

TE TR H s 5 2 b % 28 B AR L7288 /N B s, HAE
524 S T ME LR HE S L, TR I AR SO HE Rl 4 Sk AR
AT . 2R 11 B T 00 B 48 bR BUEE A AN
A H RO . Bl 5] A iE ALB.C B, indentation
25 F1 ¥4 42 7+ YOLOv1On+ A+ B+ C 7£ F1 1 mAP
@0. 5 FRIFAE, WoR RS T AR B bR 5 g
IRy E , SHAS YOLOvIon+B 7E R Fik® &, A
P B AR R T 2 I AR B AR s

F 11 MM ZES] indentation HI T BE Lk &
Table 11 Performance comparisons for the hard-to-detect category: indentation %
LR p R F1 mAP@0. 5 mAP@0. 5:0. 95

YOLOv10n(baseline) 68. 28 70. 11 69. 18 73.18 31.98
YOLOv1On+A 77.46 67.16 71.94 76. 30 30. 37
YOLOv10n+B 66. 44 79. 63 72.44 79.73 29. 85
YOLOv10n+C 69.52 72.41 70. 94 77.23 29.92
YOLOv1On+A+B 72.35 70.11 71.21 73.85 29.25
YOLOv10n+A+C 59. 00 84. 37 69. 44 75. 86 27.90
YOLOv10n+B+C 77. 83 67.82 72.48 79.35 30.72
YOLOv10n+A+B+C 76.73 79.31 78. 00 80. 07 29.12

25 AP BT 45 A BOHE B MRS (SRl 4 TH AR TR A AR I
BE . TR R MERS DU H 45 indentation 28t B A i 2 19 4 5m /E
ML HAE RUFL L AYSE TN B 8, 560 T B afk 45 44 %o 4K
BB IN R B Y R R 0
4.2 b

AR T B H R IR A 5 M /T A YOLO &
IARRIRAS J2 RTDETR-Resnet50 #1T % 48 HL#%, 45 5 4
F 12 Fin ., IERIATH AR AL SRR AR R .

Py 88.18% ,R 2 87. 97% ,F1 g 88. 06 % , ¥ T 45 K %
B AR D e ARG A A M R AR O 2 RS T R
W5, [EIB , mAP@O. 5k 91. 27 %, 32 B H 5 1) 2% A
K tEfe . ETFRE 4 5, AR GFLOPs 25 6. 6 G,
SR T A KA ALR YOLOVS 18 282. 2 G.RTDETR-
ResNet50 [ 125. 6 G, H# i F & KA YOLOv1On Y
6.5 G. WA, FPSHa4RiE , RIS 2 LAt Rl F ok, =
B B R K /N 1T AR R S R 10. 85 MBL AR K/

+ 199 -
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Table 12 Comparative experiments
» mAP@ mAP@  GFLOPs/ . SR/, A
#a P/%  RI% FI/% 0.5/% 0.5:0.95/% G FPS M KN
YOLOv3™" 82.42  85.63  83.78 89. 05 46. 31 282.2 173. 48 395.46  198.1
YOLOv5n 88.41  84.80  86.43 90. 47 48.51 7.1 274. 48 9.55 5.0
YOLOV5s 84.42  88.83  86.52 90. 07 46. 48 23.8 253. 05 34.76 17. 6
YOLOv6n™" 80.31 84.72  82.18 86. 20 46. 25 11.8 228. 04 16.15 8.3
YOLOv7-tiny"™*” 84.00  74.50  79.00 82. 30 38. 50 13.0 227.78 22. 94 12.2
YOLOv8n 87.72  86.21  86.69 89. 24 46. 29 8.1 276. 38 11.47 5.9
YOLOvSs 87.34  86.20  86.74 89. 56 46. 57 28. 4 254.07 42. 45 21.5
YOLOv9-tiny™* 82.90 82.16  82.44 87.54 46. 47 7.6 203. 57 7.31 4.4
YOLO10n 84.80  84.25  84.51 87. 26 47. 22 6.5 190. 49 8. 64 5.5
YOLOv10s 85.69  85.00  85.34 89. 44 46. 65 24. 5 297.11 30. 66 15.7
YOLOv11n™" 84.46  84.93  84.63 87.62 46. 06 6.3 241. 86 9.85 5.2
YOLOv12n™ 81.41  87.90  84.34 87. 34 45. 87 5.8 203. 81 9.57 5.2
RTDETR-Resnet50™  79.48  79.49  79.08 83.53 39. 70 125. 6 92. 28 159. 99 82.0
AR 88.18 87.97 88.06 91.27 47.70 6.6 212.02 10. 85 6.7

296.7 M, JB TR EQBEALEWE A H T HEERFEZRM
Tl b

GG R AR AR R AR T B U FE A Pt
PR B[R] B, SR TR S A R I M e R R T iR AR R
BE SRR L BT 35 6 R T 90 B0 3R T i B A DU Y
Tkt
4.3 TS

YOLOv10n 5 et J5 155 B A 46 0 45 R X0 e an e 11 B
7~ H EHESS YOLOvIOn 8558, T HE A et i 45 51, A
ZEB AR R crack.indentation. scratch 2%, W T4 3%
HAFAAE TS S S A 5 T2 SRR B A 8 {5 8y T AR R R I —
M, 3 BB T X BAFBE 43 B 0. 74,0, 75,0, 72, &
iR R, B A 3 e A B E AR AR
0. 81.,0. 80.0. 77 , i B U AL AU FE 52 % 5 5t 1 % H A 19 )
SIEMAR T . IR, 33X — B A B R T Al 5 45 S B B A
P.R.F1 %455 I 09 ol 3515 50 — 2. 5 HLAH X R, scratch

4§ E I
(b) Indentation (c) Scratch

11 R BOR X L

Comprisons of detection effects

Fig. 11
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F indentation P 256k [ 1 F1.mAP@ 0.5 ¥4 i 42 I,
scratch 28 F1 M 85. 58042 7+ % 88. 17, mAP@0.5 M
89. 58 % T+ & 94. 38 % sindentation 2% F1 M 69. 18 % #2 7}
% 78.00% ,mAP@0. 5 )\ 73. 18 %2 F+ & 80. 07 % ., R4
indentation 57F mAP@0.5.0. 95 W& A T &, H 3K
FAT I ) OB R A O 2 T TSR Y R ) B

4t

A

AHIEFE AL X Tlk 35 5 T 9 4K 260 2 T Gl 56 R U A 45, 4
T —F 3T YOLOvIOn 15 &8 fh K I AE 28, 38 12 51 A
C2f_CGBlock, SRepGFPN LA & Inner-SloU 25 #i H, 3%
PETFT R R AR AR A 2% B H B T A RS IR L 2 AT Al
U5 2280 L B 51 A CGBlock n 35 4 2 R AF A9 2 53] X 4 fig
77 .SRepGFPN 125 3] Z: 50 i & # i 1H A B F il 2
K. FrEEfiiise POR.F1 LUK mAP %856 E¥ILT
AT F U /N EHARZE B b R B U RE T
Bk THAER S R TS HESSHE. 2S5k
5T — 2 JR PR L J5 S 53 1B 58 LR 7 1) JR

Z R TGRSR W, 5 g2t R4 A Bg A O
B A TS GAND 3 7 /NEARZE S, LR 1 2 1)
AN )R

gl B R LS S 2 RO R AR B dm AT, 42 T
BRI Xof A 2 5 e v A/ Bl o 1 2% R e

PRR BRI AL R TR Tolk 3 5% b (932 6 M R 23 35 1 1k
FEm i — 2B PR T S M SR E
S % ik
(17 ZHAHThE, s, sk, 5. R TRETBE S

BB AR (D], AN ERAN R 2, 2024, 45(12)
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