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Lightweight small object detection algorithm based on
multi-scale interactive fusion

Hao Jiangpeng Niu Fanglin @ Yu Ling Han Chi

(School of Electronic and Information Engineering, Liaoning University of Technology,Jinzhou 121000, China)

Abstract: To address the challenges of small target sizes, significant scale variations, complex backgrounds and limited
computational resources in UAV aerial images, this paper proposes an improved YOLOvl1-based algorithm, termed
LMH-YOLO. First, we introduce C3k2 _PMDRB to enhance multi-scale semantic features generated by cascade
expansion paths while reducing the model’s parameter count. Second, we design the LCFI_Net architecture to enable
efficient cross-layer information fusion and accurately capture the spatial locations of small targets. Subsequently, a
lightweight detection head, LGDHead, is developed to reduce computational overhead and improve efficiency. Finally,
the W”-MPDIoU loss function is proposed to optimize model convergence and mitigate missed detections.
Experimental results demonstrate that on the VisDrone2019 dataset, LMH-YOLO achieves a 4. 8% improvement in
mAP@50, along with a 42. 3% reduction in parameter count and a 32. 7% decrease in model size. On the TinyPerson
dataset for extremely small targets, mAP@50 increases by 6. 7% , while parameter count and model size decrease by
42.3% and 30.8%, respectively. These results indicate that LMH-YOLO attains an optimal balance between
performance and model compactness, making it particularly well-suited for small target detection in UAV aerial
imagery.
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Table 1 Experimental parameter settings
2R B
2] (1r0) 0.01
El 4 RSF/Pixel(imgsz) 640X 640
#fi i (momentum) 0.937
it Ak %% Coptimizer) SGD
R K/ (batch) 16
2T (workers) 8
I 2% %/ Epochs 200
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Table 2 Ablation experiments on small object detection using the VisDrone2019 dataset
Dk A B C D P/% R/% mAP@50/% mAP@50:95/% Params/(X10°) GFLOPs  Size/MB
(D 43.6  32.5 32.3 18.7 2.6 6.3 5.2
(2) N 42.4  33.0 32.5 18.7 2.5 6.2 5.0
(3 J 44.8  36.7 36.7 21.6 1.9 11.1 4.1
4 J 43.4  31.7 31.9 18. 6 2.3 5.2 4.8
(5) < 45.2 0 34.2 34.1 19. 3 2.6 .3 5.2
(6) NN/ 47.2  35.0 35.8 21.1 1.7 11.0 3.9
SO NN NN 47.4  35.7 36. 4 21.6 1.5 7.0 3.5
8 N NN 485 36.4 37.1 21.9 1.5 7.0 3.5
# 3 ET TinyPerson T A B/NEIRERELE
Table 3 Ablation experiments on UAV tiny object detection using the TinyPerson dataset
DikrS A B C D P/% R/% mAP@50/% mAP@50:95/% Params/(X10°) GFLOPs Size/ MB
QD) 37.8  21.8 19.4 7.4 2.6 6.3 5.2
(2) N 41.1  30.0 26.8 10. 8 1.9 11.1 4.2
(3 NN/ 41.7  29.1 26.8 11.1 1.7 10.9 4.0
€ N NN 42.6 28.5 25.9 10.0 1.5 6.9 3.6
G NN NN 422 287 26.1 10.2 1.5 6.9 3.6

FH 2% 2 A0, Ok () ZERRAR S Bt AR R/ [R] B
Ho I AE B R A4 T, W] C3k2_PMDRB fgfg 7E i 50 2
A T3 T BRI B AR RRAE 2 5 O ¥k (3) 1 SR fe i I K
WL RERR T . mAP@50 M 32. 3% 42715 36. 7% . mAP@50.
95 M 18. 7% #E T2 21. 6% . R GFLOPs #m % 11. 1.0
SRR PR 1.9 M, aXx £ LCFI_Net {35 $2 7 T A< 8045
E 22 R 5 5 ABT BN 3k LGDHead B 4K fii 4 75 4 i g
A AN RFAR T AT B S50 5T B A, AR
Nz ik (5) SEI T mAP B4R T, IF 3 18 4
B4, % W-MPDIoU 45 2 i A 282 FH A AL /N B #5192
DIt Sy 5B B4 L. A+B B mAP@50 FIRA T
R AEASE Y (4 2 50 it RNTEORD B 3 BT B AIR, X R W) C3k2
PMDRB A 844k T 5 2 958 HAR B B IR FF 45 s A+B+C
B mAP @ 50 #F — 25 4 F+ = 36.4%, [F B 3 5 & M
11. 0 GFLOPs [ % 7.0 GFLOPs, I/ /NgEZ 3.5 MB,$i
B AR N AT BRI S RAS O 1 3 S AT R B IR AR
D OFETHEIF A I TR T, 2F— 25 B o T B ) 5
DL SR B, BB mAP@S50 il mAP@50:95 435
PETFE 37. 1% 21. 9% . R S ECR TR /N3 TR T
42. 3% 32. 7%, ST HERE 5RCRIM LR B A .

FTEAHL /N H bR T ml s 56 25 R R, AR ST Y
LMH-YOLO 2 3%4E VisDrone £ 5 19 %5 5/ H F1 K
155 1 B0 . 3 A B bl [7] 348 25 A0 s Al Pk Rt

e 232 o

Sk — 25 0 UE B0 E R VR AR R B RS A 55 E A AL
P A SCHE#E /N H B 8088 58 TinyPerson b #E4T T 14 Al 52
B, D5k (2) SR TS A /s B AR 1 4 (R B B R
HETFIfFEBMFR N, mAP@50 £ = 26.8%,
mAP@ 50: 95 & FF & 10. 8%, 2 B ¥ 1F 52 B A% e %}
TinyPerson #/N iR L L@ A A5 B A A
PERETS B — 4R TF mAP@50. 95 £ TH = 11. 1%, [F it
SR B B AR X R TR B S 5 52
A ZE B HZ R U R AT 72 A+ B B 3ERE BT AR
KL LGDHead, /R E R M PEGEMS A T . HiT 5B &
M 10. 9 GFLOPs Kl % %= 6.9 GFLOPs, # l k /N &
3.6 MB W Kb 38 T+ T 480 1 30 B 2 2% s e 2 Bk AR AU A
P45 1.5 X10° B > S 4 F0 3. 6 MB iy 52 5 488 7 fA FR
RATHE T, mAP@50 Fl mAP@50:95 4 535 % 26. 1% Al
10. 2% . LI T MR SR K R AP,

TF Visdrone2019 1 TinyPerson $(4% 4 F #F 4769 78 fl
SLERZE LRI, LMH-YOLO 7/ B #5 K 48/ B FR K6 90 AT
55 PRI R S B L IR A DU R AR AR A g b 2 ) ST
BT R,

3.5 X%

1)C3k2_PMDRB #8471 Lb i #8 S 4 r T L5253

T4l C3k2 PMDRB H1#8 43 LB S50 r X SR A 1
BERYRZIR AT - 6T R GO0 LSy LA Rk 4 R,
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Table 4 Comparison experiments of the partial ratio hyperparameter r
r P/% R/% mAP@50/ % mAP@50:95/% Params/(X10°%) GFLOPs Size/ MB
1 42.8 32.7 32.1 18.5 2.68 6.5 5.5
2 42.8 32.9 32.3 18. 6 2.49 6.3 5.1
4 42.4 33.0 32.5 18.7 2.46 6.2 5.0
8 42.7 31.6 31.8 18. 6 2.43 6.2 5.0
16 42.0 32.5 31.5 18.3 2.41 6.1 5.0

Bl (2R BRI S8R S GFLOPs 23542
TRaH ERRENEREAGER. BIXE - SHISSE
SRR AE 8 38 (1) R AEBE 1, T BOBL AL /N B AR i 2 AR AR A
SRR RE S TR, GGG TEMIshR AT W, Y r=
4B AR R DU M B R A BT S B N R 8. 200,
GFLOPs [&1% 4. 6 % BB R /N0 9. 1% mAP@50 ik )
32.5% WM T M SRR ek Z B R AT .

DT HERESE G XS

R T AE RS INORG B N2 o Ak =2 ) B IR A A A SOk
LGDHead 1 HEFB S G #1TH S .G 73 3B A,

8.16.32 il 64 47 %F L3R

SCERZE AN 5 TR, Y G BN (4.8) AL S &
AT T B E R IR 8 i IS T TR LA K T i R
R WS G HRE 16 A1 32, KA B 45 3 7, HARL AL A
BE BN T LB —F G WRE 64, BARK M B
T IR AR H AR R ) S R S R B R R
Rl TR, A% G=16 fil G=32.7F mAP
IERHE T .G=16 1y FLOPs Bk, KM, &4 %R E
R AL SUR BRI G =16 BEAS 16 4 TE 455 70 P B 9 ] Aef 42
il 2 B, SRS B S R e b Z .

RS NELENESHY G LXK

Table 5 Comparison experiments of the group convolution hyperparameter G

G P/% R/% mAP@50/ % mAP@50:95/ % Params/(X10%) GFLOPs
YOLO11 43.6 32.5 32.3 18.7 2. 60 6.3

4 42.5 32.1 31.5 18.2 2.25 4.9

8 42.3 32.1 31.8 18.5 2.28 5.0

16 43.4 31.7 31.9 18.6 2.34 5.2

32 43.6 32.2 32.1 18.7 2.47 5.7

64 45.2 32.4 32.6 18.9 2.73 6.5

3D A ARG I K XoF LU S
B FEAN ) 4 A A I Sk X T8 AL/ H s A6 0 8 fiE

WS AR SCFE BEZR B YOLOv11n b #E47 X b 528, 45
RNk 6 i,

R6 ARG KL L

Table 6 Comparison experiments with different detection heads

[ioaIIPS P/% mAP@50:95/% Params/(X10°) GFLOPs Size/ MB
Detect(baseline) 43.6 18.7 2.6 6.3 5.2
Detect_LSCD 42. 4 19.1 2.3 6.0 4.9
Detect_Seam 41.9 18.1 2.5 5.8 5.1
Detect_Efficient 42.2 18. 6 2.3 5.1 4.7
Detect_LADH 41. 8 17.9 2.2 5.0 4.6
LGDHead 43.7 18. 6 2.3 5.2 4.8

Detect _ LLSCD (detect lightweight shared convolutional
detection)™ 1Y #E # % AKX T LGDHead, [7] i 324 FF 85 & T
LGDHead; Detect_Seam(detect seamless attention enhanced)"*”

RIMER R . mAP@50:95 #8458 LK T LGDHead, H it %

JT 45 %5 & s Detect_Efficient™ 5 LGDHead B3 I 54 41
it {8 LGDHead #E #4fi % [ L 7 Efficient; Detect LADH
BT E I T LGDHead. (HHE# E M mAP@50:95
£ F LGDHead, %M LGDHead 7EAf 355 ik AL A6 3 Y 5] )

* 233
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T # K

SEBLT A A R A

SR ARIA L, LGDHead X L) 2. 3X10° 258 5
5.2 GFLOPs By i1 % JF 8, ff mAP @ 50: 95 & J+ &
18. 6%, 34 T A (0 4 B AR R, S T B & e
551 Al 2 1) 9 A A

HW*-MPDIoU %t k52 3%

ARSCBIEPEA W -MPDIoU = A [6] AL 5 8 2 B 7E 3
LR AT o () 5 i) L R S R 05 B TH /N B AR A D 1 e 1Y) B A
SHA G AT L SL B . SCIRZE RN 7 iR

®7 W'-MPDIoU AR EBSH XL LR
Table 7 Comparison experiments with different weight
hyperparameters of W*-MPDIoU

a B P/% mAP@50/% mAP@50:95/%
2.0 2.7 429 31.5 18.3
1.5 2.7  42.9 32.5 18.5
1.5 3.0  44.5 32.6 18.6
1.7 2.0  43.9 32.3 18.7
1.7 2.7 45.2 34.1 19.3

H =0 (26) AT AT, B 2R M TR AE 1Y B BERR B 5 0 o R
WP MRS (H— s W Ry =101 B
e AIFRTBERRAIRE. «=2,0=2.7 A H
o e BT ek AE 1) 0K e R (EL 24 R AR BT Al AE B A
i, 5 SRR GRAR AT T R BN bR R I M B R A s 0 =
1.5,0=2.750=1.5,0=3.0 U M a=1.7,6=2.0 3% 3 4
SR A (B 11 HaESEg) X v 5 HE B B0 B5E 38 25 i R AE
JHEE T 15580 Y i Sk o Bk DL b, PERE Y R B « = 1.7,
0=2.TZHHEG;a=1.7,0=2.7T ZEHEG (K 11 AL
SR S B e JB kSO0 ATE 1) AR B 4 A5 ik O 5 A BT 9 AE
BSF-ZE 30, AE HE B R A mAP | B R AETEGE, S0
FH,a=1.7,6=2.7 1 W*-MPDIoU uJ 744 ¥ +55 JT 44

. e . ” o
i S N R R G P RE
BRI HE T A 2500 o A A G S5 T 4 A AR 4G ) e
e =20,8=27

14 i a=156=27

Ll P o a=156=30

: 4 ~ -—a=17,6=20

= 17,9=27

BEREEp
W¥-MPDIoU A [a] 25041 & % kb

Comparison of different parameter combinations

K11
Fig. 11
of W*-MPDIoU

59 % PR BN L S B
ABIEFEAS [8) E A37 [ UA 453 2% o KO0k I8 A HIL/ H A A

* 234 o

HIPERE S I, A SC L) YOLOv1T SR B4R B8, 6 CloU™ |
SIoU™ | Inner-loU"" .  Focaler-loU"™ . Wise-IoU,
MPDIoU LI K& W*-MPDIoU 4 1k 5| 28 3t £ #5 B o it 47 56
IE. HRHER 8 FAl 12 9230 45 3, AT 46 1 CloU,
W¥-MPDIoU 7 #i % . mAP@50 Fl mAP@50:95 |43
BT T 1.6% 1. 8% M1 0. 6 % . £ T AML/N HARKE AT 5
R IS e A ARG T R

8 MKEHTLL LI

Table 8 Comparison experiments of different loss functions

WK R RK P/% mAP@50/% mAP@50:95/%
CloU 43.6 32.3 18.7
SloU 43.9 32.8 18.8

Inner-IoU 42.4 31.6 18.2

Focaler-IoU 42.6 32.5 18.7
Wise-ToU 43.7 32.1 18.2
MPDIoU 41.7 31.5 18.2

W"-MPDIoU 45.2 34.1 19.3
035F
030r
025¢
o020t
g

015} F
o10H
0.05

— - MPDIol(mAP50)

— MPDIoU(mAP@50:95)
W3-MPDIoU(Z 3 N(mAP@S0)
Wy3-MPDIoU(E S )(mAP@50:95)

50
Focaler-loU(mAP@S50:95)

0 25 50 75 100 125 150 175 200
Epoch

Bl 12 2% R A mAP X)L

Fig. 12 mAP comparison of different loss functions

6) 28 LR X L ST 4R

9T B UE M E S LMH-YOLO 7E VisDrone {4 4
PR DU i R AR B AR Sk Y T E A A 5 K
PR AR R M Y 3 R R T R R ) X L S, Ik 9
FT7R

A4 PE A LMH-YOLO A9 1 BE , A% SC 32k B 22 i 46
#% FasterrRCNN, SSD } YOLO % %) £ 5 3 47 X 1L 52 8,
S Be# 3 1 Faster-RCNN 7E mAP@50 545 [ BUS %
T A TS B ELH: 41, 7 X 10° S48 F1 215. 6 GFLOPs 1Y
TR TT 4 BR i T 7E % IR 2 B 45 B R E . SSD m
SRR AR AN % E 25, 7X10° 1 88. 8 GFLOPs. {H
HCRG INKS 32 5 25 R e U LA 2 /D H bR 5 4 3 s i R T
K. YOLO F 5 Hfif 455 80 78 1 A 5 450 AU 53 7% B 2 () &2 3
MR ik, LT EFW A YOLOvSn A
YOLOv12n, LMH-YOLO ¥Z 5 R MK E 1. 5X10°, 580
R 1) 4% Ak, R B FE HE 2R H R . mAP @50 . mAP@
50:95 SEPH HR AR LIS R . SRMERIA! YOLOv1In
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Table 9 Comparison experiments with classical algorithms
Model P/% R/ % mAP@50/%  mAP@50:95/% Params/( X10°) GFLOPs

Faster-RCNN — — 35.8 20.8 41.7 215.6
SSD — — 25.2 12.7 25.7 88.8
Yolov5n 42.7 31.2 31.2 17.7 2.2 5.8
Yolov6n 41.3 29. 4 29. 2 16. 8 4.2 11.5
Yolov8n 43.6 32.6 31.9 18.3 2.7 6.8
Yolov9t 43.8 33.1 33.2 19.1 2.0 7.6
YolovlOn 42.9 32.4 32.7 18.9 2.3 6.5
Yolovlln 43.6 32.5 32.3 18.7 2.6 6.3
Yolovl2n 43.9 33.2 32.6 18.7 2.6 6.3
LMH-YOLO(ZA&S0) 48.5 36. 4 37.1 21.9 1.5 7.0

A L LMH-YOLO MIHERS R 4 113 .mAP@50 Fl mAP@50. 7B SR S

95 AFBIHEE T 4.9%6.3. 9% .4 8% Fl 3. 2%, Al B S 40 ik 1%
T A2.3% . #% FE A A Y 52 g 45 2R R U], LMH-YOLO 7
1.5X10° s/ NSECR A 7. 0 GFLOPs B3 i35 -4 T L o
1R A B mAP ) BUS A 8 e R e i S R ROR
Z B USSR A A, 0 UE T A R AT 5 2 R IRRE
Tl SRME A R 1E— 2B 4R T T /I B AR e

St — A LMH-YOLO WA 801 . 24 SCEe B T 3
&R X T AL HA B B bR A 5 O 5 7 VisDrone £
£ B TR LS B G 2 T Transformer 2844 1) MGEF-
DETR™ L K £ # 5 T YOLOv11 B By 58 e 85 5 (3
fik[34]. RSC-YOLO™ F1 PC-YOLO™), 5 & 45 5
7 10 FiR,

F10 KBTI VisDrone H3E & F rI X EL 056

Table 10 Comparative experiments of the improved model on the VisDrone dataset

LAY P/% R/% mAP@50/ % mAP@50:95/%  Params/(X10°)  GFLOPs
MGEF-DETR™ 63.6 49.8 51.3 31.9 17. 20 68. 2
CHk[34] 45.1 34.8 34.5 — 3.18 —
RSC-YOLO"™ 47. 4 — 37.7 — 2.70 8.7
PC-YOLO™ 46. 8 35.4 36. 1 21.5 1. 90 —
LMH-YOLO 48.5 36. 4 37.1 21.9 1.50 7.0

S22 AT LI Y, MGEF-DETR 76 46 S 1 [ %
AR mAP@50 ik 51. 3% ,mAP@50:95 ik 31. 9%, {H
LT85 = 5 M LA 2 JC A BS54 218 & 1 S 1 B T
K. RSC-YOLO ) 8 ¥ )2 4715 5 5 REE Rl & . 7 mAP@50
IRF 37, 7% A0 HAE ST % BE RO BE AU 7 T AP A7 TE A Ak 2
M) ; SCHk[34 15 PC-YOLO il a3 51 A 7= 5 77 B ok 0 22 46
W2 25 K A2 A RS T 5 S SO 2 (8] A% — 58 -1 (5
AR AR A SR T 25 W],

2 T . LMH-YOLO 7E - Fr 58 2 B & it 87
B A RV TR AE R A mAP 35 b5 BRI — e T
A 5 A 10 A % B 2 e) ST BT R R A 25 A, T A
& HFRANMAA G 57T 828/ BRI,

3.6 SEIGTFHL4L

T EH WL GE LMH-YOLO 7E 8 2437 5 i i
W R ASCAE VisDrone $H 4 o 38 B LR & 2% 37 57 F
A7) BRI AR AR A 0 X LE L An 1B 13 BT

/N B Ar % W3S W % s, YOLOV8 Hl
YOLOv10 #1475 380 43 B 5 AR () Rz, X B34~ B AR Y
PO R AR ; LMH-YOLO W {5 435 45 25 i 4 A g2 v
BT R A T AR /N AR R A AT A
RN BARREAE SR BRI BT THERE 7. EHMREERE
FEG b, YOLOVS 783 i /N H b5 04 #4781 58 B 1,
VL2 T8 43/ B A5 oA 8 B E 8 180 s LMH-YOLO 7£ 3 53¢
K H ARG /N B bR G R 35 I o R 3R A B Rk
SR 22 RUBE R AIE il 45 R I S 2578 28, RE B 4R TH S TR R
HARMRIEE 1. R AR R 7 50h, LMH-YOLO fEfg
o T L DX 5k ST BORE o IR A5 L I BE X B G B o R AT A SO
T, 2 1 e 39 B0 3 398 iR T AE TR XSS B AR R AE B
EEBEMZSE T, LMH-YOLO Xf & X} I B i B bR B
AR A ROH 5 R B . 7E OB s, LMH-YOLO
BRI 5 2% L T R 1) SO RS A B AR ) L B A S B
P L1 58 B O R T /s B AR IR L
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