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Abstract: To saving the driver and pedestrian from vehicle accident, vision based pedestrian detection and
traffic sign recognition are important technology for Advanced Driver Assistance System. Pedestrian detec-
tion and traffic sign recognition based on machine learning and hand-craft feature became common approach.
Deep Learning approaches are applied to challenging tasks and archives the state-of-the-art performance.
However, network structure that becoming more deeper of using other classifier in order to improve the accu-
racy. In this paper, we propose Random Dropout and Ensemble Inference Networks to tackle these problems
with same approach for both tasks. Random Dropout selects units at random with a flexible rate, instead of
the fixed rate used in conventional Dropout. Ensemble Inference Networks generate multiple networks that
have different structures in full connection layers. Our contributions are, 1) obtains better representation
network at training process by Random Dropout, Here, the size of the our network is equivalent to the con-
ventional CNN. 2) achieves the high performance for pedestrian detection and traffic sign recognition with
Ensemble Inference Network. The proposed methods achieves comparable performance to high performance
deep learning methods, even though the structure of the proposed methods are considerably simpler.
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1. FU®IC

Advanced Driver Assistance System (ADAS) 1%, 7Z[H
% EfEE R IR T TO KT A4 N0 % LT 5V AT 4
TH5D[1]. FTANDLM 2 TET R LT, H1TH
R RIS H B TIO ORREEIL, TR X TG
DH—TL—LEHOLHELERT V-2l )5
WO ENL, HETLV—22 WL TEE, 2057 F A
MRF X HEREFHCTE 2720, SHE BRI
BEEb. L2LGAS, a7 F X MRE)EEHRIZ, B
WA MPIEFEITE . ZIUGLT, B—T7 L -2k
LAPRCIL, FERFECTHRIBDSSTTRETH 528, ETRESLK
BEDOZALDE L TH 1 OWL O SRR I, 2
BUENDH L. AFRTIE, A A TI2L 5EIHE Y X
TLADERETHWET 720, H—T L —AI2L 5 HET
B EAT .

H—7 L= A2k 25478 E LT, Dalal 5252%
L 7z Histogram of Oriented Gradients (HOG) #5#& &
Support Vector Machine (SVM) % fla&bE72)7HEH D
% [2]. Dalal 5OFzN—RA L L7727 7u—FiE, £%
RESINTND 3], [4], [5], [6]. ZPRENLFETHS
Deformable Part Model (DPM) [3] i, #1{7&H D45 L TH
KL% EOFNL E FR ISR T A 2 & T, BB TETE
GARITEMIEZFEB L T 5,

TR T BT, FE LR E LA S b E T
T 7= F L CIRESN TS [7], 8], [9]. Zaklouta
5, HOG ¥ & Canny O v VHBICX D67
Iy TR AE DY THEE %5 L, Random Forest T
FETH I ETEHVRERERELFERL TV [12].

PAE, BAAARZ2—F Ay T =2 (CNN) &X—2
& LT, — R AT, Eakalido Ny
FY =7 IZBWTEWEREEFEILL T\ 5 [13], [14], [15].

INODOFREL, BEREEZEIRT L0002, JULHGE
%) k&% Dropout % CNN O HERIZFH L Twab.
Dropout &, —EDEIEGTT vy FAlZ1=y a2 ERL,
IBEMEZ 02T 5. TV FAICEIRT 1=y M, £H
BALBLCR AR 5. F 41X Dropout DLLT D 2 BICEH T
5. 12HIE, FEMFIZBNT, 22 MOIBEfEE 0
T AHEEEFBELTWAE, 20HIE, FEHEAOEA
ICEEE o THBY, BAREICFEBOLIIZITDILTVR W
HThA.
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AT, Dropout #N— A& L722 DDFFEZIRET
4. 12HIE, EIFICHV % Random Dropout, 2 2H
1%, #BUEEIC WA Ensemble Inference Networks (EIN)
T& 4. Random Dropout (&, &HEHAZ CILEEE 012
THEEET Y LIHRET A, JHUICKY, BITEE
O BIHZALIE L CEfER Ay N =7 2 E L,
FALMRE# M ES¥ %, EIN W, #HL72120% b
T=0 5Ty AER L=y FOIREEE 0127
B At ATE R EBUERC L, B 7 TR ORA R
VD Z LTINS S, MEDORL ZEHBOEMETE D
oy MT =2 EHGTRE, Bkt A LT, B LR
Rk A T A, RELKET, SATEMRI & ERRRRE OB
JENFZEIZ DWW TR 721%, HEkE#ETH S CNN & Dropout
#HWAL, |ETHTH 5 Random Dropout & EIN (2D
WCHBIT A, 2L T, SATEMRD LERRRO RN %
T ML B L, IRETLEOFAM 2N 5.

2. BEEME

ADAS I2B W, SATHEMH & BRI EE 2Bl o
12CH%. Dalal H25E% 72 HOG =, MEMED
HEZHWDEZ LT, BrEOREREDENIZL DR R
DZEACIT L CEfd 2 Fifm 2 5 LT b, HOG Fis
i, % DOBTERIBETHY SN TS [3], [4], [5], [6].
%2 CTh, DPM [3] RGO 7% 5 HOG Fe=» 5,
BATBEDEF L=V % L5 2 TRMTERNT 2720, £
DA LTl 2 AT ERIN 2 EH L T 5. 5k
Rk T, FHTHE L EZ WL T Tu—FL L
T, HOG i L M8 2 A S b - R E S
T3, Zaklouta 5 it HOG 45 &= & Canny DT v ¥
BT A LT, Eilo~v—2%E5223<LT
W5 [12]. IS OEREL, eSO RBRIC KD
WTERF SN TV 5,

—75, — WG B W T, CNN 2tk otits k&
CERlo7-2 & CEH SN TS [13]. CNN IE, 3B
IZBVTRRBIICE L - R & BB IR 35 2 LATT
X, ROTTiak [16], ¥ — 785k [17), Wikkeh (18] e &
et e Xy F3— 7 TEHWHEREZEK L TW5b. Ouyang
5%, CNN % fl\7cFE i 2 Mot i oS T8tk & L
T, Joint Deep Learning #$£55 L T\ 5 [19]. Joint Deep
Learning (&, #47H OB 2 587 5 CNN & T
MEei L, fRTE RV Y < =y SIS L
52 TADPEEPEZHE L TWb. Joint Deep Learning
&, BATHEOHSHE» SR EE BTS2 LT, £
DOEACICTERE R AT BRI 2 FEHR L Twb. F£72, Luo 5
AT EME L TR BT8R 08— i % 5238 |2
& 1) 8R4 % Switchable Deep Network # 2% L, #17%&
BHONRY Fv =27 12BVTRWEREEZEIH L T 5 [15].

FEHRHICB VT, CNN 2 H VTSV E
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FEHLTBY, AMOREEEREL LI 5L EIL T
% [20]. Ciresan 513, AJJHRIZx L THHEEEDZHE R
ar T A MEH, AT LI E R 4 T
ML, &2Ab% 5272 AJE%% 4D CNNIZATT 5
Z & kB9 5 Multi-Column Deep Neural Network % ¢
FLTW5 [14. 20 LEH1Z, CNN w7z FErtia
HTE—=%%ty NCEWHREZER L TWA.

LAaL, INSOBHOA Y T =7 2T 70—
F 7 L1, End-to-End THETE L WEL L >TW 5
720, FEEESEMETH S, L LT, Switchable Deep
Network Tl&, FAITHEMMIHR) 25478 O/ — 7 F15,
FRINTABICHEH L CWAHIBENER VY < v
L, CNN 2l 4# CTEEHT HLEHH 5. Multi-Column
Deep Neural Network (2B W TdH, fMEEDEERERL T K
7 A MEHALZ: kA LR 5 2 7oA ATJ BRI LT
4 @D CNN THEETLULENRDH L. €T, AFFETIE
1) End-to-End TH#H T 58l 4 v b7 — 7 iz M
WAL ZET, FEIZXMEHIL, 2) PR A LS
LIODFEEEEHWDL LT, HEEEV AR Y hT—2
RS A, 3) T LT, EFHE ST ERM & ERLE
B L, ERRMEREOR L a2 FEBI 5.

3. BARAAZ1—TIxy bT—7

AREETIX, CNN O & FEH T, B LA EE
] k&85 F3:CTH S Dropout I22WTHHT 5,

3.1 BAAAZ1—TIxy NT—TDIEE

X 1Dk9HIZ, CNNIZEAARE L T = v 7@
ARERoIRICEHERYEE T ARG L - T
Wh, BHRAREE, MO K, x K, DEAZT 1 )VF V
Fl—1Borg~y 7 x Iz L TE AR % 4T
I, HEORE~y TEERT 1V F DFEIRRI %
DELATH 28T, #irnfi~y 752155,

h=¢(V'x'"! +b) (1)

T, bENATAETH L., BAAALILIZ LD
BmoNAE 2 AL ¢ 12525 2 L CIoB 145,
WHHALRE R IE, ¥ 7 F A FBER Rectified Linear Unit
(ReLU), Maxout [22] % EW3H 5. EHAARIEIZ LD Fi
<y TERER, T v ST T ) v R .
T T 7L, RPrEBEORKETY ) v T
LEAET =) v I — I s NS, TFBEOT =)
YRR v T, ROBEOERERIREAN T My
ELTANT S, m#EETHLILTIEE, (2 ITRTY
7 MRy 7 ARBERCTEZ ZAICRHTHA3T O, %
HH$h, BEHLAEZAIT72L LICRRERDLATTDY
T AR E LCHIT 5.
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B 1 fitkod CNN OiE
Fig. 1 Structure of convention CNN.

Ly, L L
0. exp (Whhl +bl) @
3¢ exp (WERL + bL)

32 BAAAZ1—FN2y NT—TDFE

CNN DHEAZ 7 1V & ik G EA DO WEIEILFLE T HE
L, MEiEEIc X VEA T AV R AEATENT
% [21]. REE{nRECiE, R (3) 0L L= E %
BMET B L2, BAT 4V RHEAEAZR (4) O
KRR TEIC L ) HH 5.

1 N

S )
ZZTC, {n|l,..., NYEEFEEF L TN, g 3FERE, WO
GBI+ 1BOHEEAZRLTNES, K TLO
WM B, &, K7 T AT AN E TNV NLHT 5.
RmHEOY &, HERKIC 7 Yy -2 H
Wb,
BEEAOEHE AWO X, X B)DLH)kosrlt
NTEL.

w0 —wh L AWO = w®

AWD = _psy (-1 (5)
60 = ep(AD) (6)
AL =wO . 501 (7)

yOD 1B HERLTEDY, eldz=y Fois
ERLTWS, ADRI-1BEIBOMAEEAL, | -1
f@ofa=y FOIREHEONEMERTH L. R ZRER
SiE, R(6) POBLIENTEL. Ay VT—2DEA
T AN RMEEEAOEFTIL, Ho50 LoieE L HEm
BE GRS Fi - d E TRRYIE LT .
MEEZERTLIOOFEEY Y TVDE2 )78 LT,
Ny FEE I ZNy FEE T4 VP SH D, Ny
FHERL, TRTCOFEEF IV E Ry NT—=2IZAHL,
SME R FRD, NI A= F 1INEHTLFEETHS.
ORI, BREOHBEOEAPREN s, FEY
CTNDEEZ BIIONTHEHOWRSWEEE 2. 2T
4B, 1 ORIV E Ry NI =21 AT,
B E KD, NI A= % 1 REHTLEEETHD.
COFFL, FFEY TN TREOLEE KD THEH &
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LTWah 78, ¥8F Y FIUDHENL 72356 Th Rtz
R LR T WS, /87 X — 7 OBEFEBD AL 20 FHE
TR INPEL D, SNy FEEE, Ny FEEHEF L
SA VEEOMMOT Ta—FThHY), LEOFEEY T
Vaety bIT =21 CANL, i E 2RO, T X—%
Z1AEHFTL¥EETHL. LEOFEHY L FUh 5
FEOHEERD LI ET, /87 A — ¥ OBEFIEZ HIKT
X, SEY L SIUARNL - A T RO LT
V., Z072%, CNN O as8 ke LTRIH S
TW5h,

3.3 Dropout

Dropout |3, &fEGRBOL=y b 28E L5471 5
Y LIGERL, TOIEMHEE 0L THEETAFLETH
5. REB) DL, 2oy L OBEEY 01T 28E1E
ml &0, 1= NOREHEEET A HEEml £ 11T
HET, IBHOLZ Y b j OISEHEHEL T,

b= f (W'x+b') -m} (8)

Dropout 1%, ZHHMICTRLL 1=y b2 EIRT S
ET, B b —HOREEDEY NG a8 nT bk
MTEDLELITHY NI =T BIRDINT XA —F g H T 5
720, PALHREZ I X385 2 e TE L. B, &
BRICIRE LD 010§ A8 &2 4=y MIxTL
THREL THINT A,

Dropout % % & |2 DropConnect [23], DropAll[24],
Adaptive dropout [25] 232 % & 1L T 5. DropConnect
&, WEEAL T VY LIERL, TOMEEAL 01T
LTHETH L. DropAll 1Z, 2= b A EAT T E
RL, BIRL72L=y MIORPLBEEEAR L BN 724
GEADW % 02T 5FETH L. Adaptive dropout
3, FEBRICBVTLEEE 0123 286 % K0 5 5k
TdH 5. Adaptive dropout 1&, BEE% 0 12T %4 %
KD AHBEINZ, Dropout 2479 Ay NI —27 EiTb vty
NI =2 D2DEFEBRSLLEN DL, ZDIzD, FEa
A b HERD Dropout & T 2 5062k 5.

4. REFE
AFETlX, Dropout #X— A& L7z2 0DOFExRET
5. 12HIE, FEFEFIZH W% Random Dropout TH 1),

2 0HIE, MBBIEICHVS EIN TH 5., LTIZ2 20RE
FHEOFMIZ OV TR,

4.1 Random Dropout

ek Dropout T, Jo&EZX 0125 1= v hDOEE&
X, BEPFWUHET—ETH 5. $#£% T % Random Dropout
i, IBEEE 01T 222y bOEI AT KEFUHETT
CN Y (Ao 2 |2 Random Dropout ® 7 ) T
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1= b ol 60% 30% % 40% 70% % 60% 50% %

O
B M EIE

=51 B8 =i 2 @8

2 Random Dropout ® 7 )V T X 4
Fig. 2 Algorithm of Random Dropout.

A L% 779. Random Dropout (X, BH 1 HEDO L X,
FZREOL=y POHIHREL 60%& 30%E LTWwh., L
T, WH2MHETIE, 40%& 70%& LTHE Y FHEFUET
RpoTwd, TNIZLY, 229 MNEDSRL > THR L
LI BRERAEONDL IS T A= DHFENL T2
O, PULHREZM LS EDTE S, 22T, KX
OFFIE, HOEDPULOIRET ST A—F L, 1=
FOSHIR E NG WL HITT 5.

4.2 Ensemble Inference Networks
EIN X, 8 L1204y b7 =27 ORI RL S
R AR R EBERL, TNO0M I EKET A LT,

8]
R 245, EINICX 2350, 3 0k
I, 1) BHRAAEB LT =) v VB L 2~y 7

DR, 2) BEROEREETEICL 535, 3) BB EOmED
3ONLHREINTNDS,
421 EHFAHRBELVCT-VTE

EIN DB AAEB LT v 7@, £k CNN
CRICMFETH A, EIN I, B 2Bl oeikaiE s E
BERT LY, BAARBE 77— v 7EIIETH 5.
ZLTC, BARAARBE T =) v rBe L RO R b
W7 MVELTHEFET L., IR SEm L ERE 12
ANTHZLT, BRAREBBLYT ) Y TlgoiH %
B R ULAT) BB, FHRIAZHIRST 22 L05T
5.
4.2.2 SEEBOERK

HEFD CNN 12 X Z2#5IH L, X 3(a) D& 9 1A
7 MVEERKEREICANL, %77 AT A3 T R
BTh, ZoLE, ARTLEHEREIE1 >2THS. EIN
i, R3Mb) L) cHFEH LAy VT2 OEEAE
DEIWXTUVFAICHRIRL 2=y FOIREEE 0127 54
AT NHET S, 2L, 97 b a gl L
TEWEABICATILCE I IADRAAT 2RO L, Tk
N9 2 b T, MEnRL &Ry ML TELN
NEOEKE T FADAAT % RKOBLI LN TE 5,
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—@ BHFAHFZ21—F bRy bT—=7 T

BIAIE M T=IVIB Maxout

axout Eaanm - VYUR |EEAY NUICEE

— (b)Ensemble Inference Networks

AN b VICEH

0.23
015 | _PRE EHE 023
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HE PHOE w2 0%
058 T B3E 073

NG\
(NI
- N
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0.77

085| BXE, wE oa

BTE $Hi7% 085
Step.1 B v TDER Step.2 BHOLIESBIC L 55! Step 3 IGEEDHE

3 EINO7LVITY XA

Fig. 3 Algorithm of EIN.
4.3 CEEOHE TRUE

Wi CRO 7B EEERBIZBII LK TADAIT Oy, HOG+SVM || mREE | TRUE
ORI GENE DS, £, #EEEEOA 2 e i
FALSE FALSE =

T/ IATEIHMT A, ZOLE, {25 AHT 5 ﬁi # T
IBBEMEDEAE S, £ 35, EIN DK Y T A0 % ik
B 7 ) S, &, Hhyefl SMedian ospdyfg §Mean 5 ) Al
Slliwax ﬁ)%j@b% S ’C“li, EOMIE@%:E'E‘&%)S‘@ Lc — TEEEOBRH —— 2EEEORE  ——

WAL, MEREZS EICHDDL I ENTEL L) I2—HE
{LL T3,

5. MEFZEICLZSTERE

BATERANE, ATTEGEZHENICTI AT ZAFy L,
FEIBAATE DR &) 02 #H T 5. CNN OB4, BAh
ABFEENSERKGFHIA N REST L 20, A7 Ax Yy
ANTE D ATEBE LIPS L OB T 4 v Ry 2xg L
ToHE, FWIEEI A N hnb. FIT, AFETIE,
X 40X 2 BFEOFBILIEZAT .

1 BtREH © HOGHSVM % v THATHE D ER RIS O %
DIAAREATH . ZL T, 2BKRHTRY AAZHIIIT L
TREFEICL ) BEH LR 2179 .

6. FHEEER

A i T, Caltech Pedestrian Dataset [26], Daimler
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4 2 BIRYALELIC X 2 AT ERM
Fig. 4 Pedestrian detection by 2 stage process.

Mono Pedestrian Benchmark Dataset [30], German Traf-
fic Sign Recognition Benchmark (GTSRB) Dataset [31] %
AT, IREFLOMREZFHNT 2. RET O T,
Random Dropout & EIN O&JFIZOWTHEET 5. F 77,
PERE & BEAG 3 5 72O ICBEAF T &L OB 24T .
Random Dropout ® {4 #EFFAMI T (&, Dropout O il
$ & ¥ Random Dropout Ol O il % 22/ S & TH
#3 4. Dropout ¥ 721& Dropout DIEREIE D T D KK
FX, 40%05 90% % TEAL & 4. Random Dropout ®
HIEE L, B0 FRIEZ 0% & L, LBRMEZ 40%7%
5 90%F C&EL S 4. EIN ORI CIX, AEld 5
EiEERBOKE 105 33 T TS THREE BT
b, BB EBEOKFES S, Random Dropout & EIN @
NG X =% g L, 1EROAATERI D & AR R
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X1 £7—5+tv FIBITAH CNN Ok
Table 1 Structure of CNN in each dataset.
F—=Fty b AL 1/EH 2 fEH 3EH 4/EH 5EH 6 & H TG
TR TR TR
HAAIH | Maxout | 7=V 7 | BHirdk | Maxout | 7=V » 7 | &kl | Maxout | 77—V 7 | 2=y Mg | 2=y ML | 2=y ML | V7 bv v 7 R
Caltech 108x36x3 | 40,9x5 2 2x2 64,5x3 2 2x2 32,3x3 2 2x2 1,000 500 100 2
Daimler 96x48x1 100,5x3 2 2x2 80,5x4 2 2x2 70,56x4 2 2x2 1,000 500 100 2
GTSRB 64x64x3 | 60,5x5 2 2x2 80,5x5 2 2x2 120,4x4 2 2x2 2,000 1,000 300 43
m Dropout
m DropConnect
DropAll
Random Dropout
100 100 25
%0 %
_ _ 20
S g0 & &
C”> 70 C”> 70 g 15
= g i
w [ i3
T 60 1 RS
2 i) 3 10
=5 & 1
“ 50 @ 50
= = 5
i ) I I I
3 I II II I 30 I I II I II In [ ] | II I

40% 50%

40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

EEEH I R<EIE %]
(a) Caltech Pedestrian Dataset

60%
EEEH I R<EIE %]
(b) Daimler Mono Pedestrian Benchmark Dataset

90% O aom 50% 60% 70% 80%
SEHEEYBREIE [%]
(c) GTSRB Dataset

70% 80% 90%

5 Dropout &[# 5 %Fif & Random Dropout ORI

Fig. 5 Performance comparison proposed method with various dropout methods.

W % 2 & TR ZVERE % 8Fii§ % . Caltech Pedes-
trian Dataset Tl, CNN, HOG [2], HogLbp [4], LatSvm-
V23], VJ [32], DBN-Isol [33], ACF [34], ACF-Caltech [34],
Pls[35], FPDW [36], ChuFtrs[37], CrossTalk [38], Ran-
domForest [6], MultiResC [39], Roerei [40], MOCO [41],
Joint Deep [19], Switchable Deep Network [15] & H#5
% . Daimler Mono Pedestrian Benchmark Dataset Tld,
CNN, HOG [2], Shapelet [42], HogLbp [4], LatSvm-V2[3],
VJ[32], RandomForest [6], MultiFtr [43], MLS [5] & i
T 5. F72, BT, Random Forests, Human Per-
formance [20], Multi-Scale CNNs [28], Multi-Column Deep
Neural Network [14] & HHT 5.

BT=5ty ML THET 24 b7 =2 O
R1IRT. FHNTA—=51E, 2y b7 =27 OFEFHN
¥x 50 7, FEEREIL 0.01 £ L, Caltech Pedestrian
Dataset & Daimler Mono Pedestrian Benchmark Dataset
DI=NyIFH A4 RXE 5, GTSRB Dataset @ I =/3y F
YA XX 40 &£95. FFEBE, 5 HEITLTVS

Caltech Pedestrian Dataset OFHlil, &7 -4+t v k

123 LT HOGHSVM THelt L 728347 $a3849 4,000 AL &
AR RIS KON V8 A ) L 72ROV 20

Fikue IR, BRI 8,723 MR 3R L 72, AATH
YTIEEATRE E A —1) 7% T ¥ LA T Data

Augmentation L7z2H > 7IVEF 10 T EHF T e L
TH 4. Daimler Mono Pedestrian Benchmark Dataset
&, BATET 2 TR 3 TR L CATRE E A — 1)
7% T Y AIIMA T Data Augmentation L7z > 7
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WVEF 13 Tk E, 87— % v MZH L THOGHSVM
Thth L2z BR IS5 E L 23R B L 77 » 7 412t)
D L72E SR v 7V 25 TR R FEICH Y, Al (S
21,790 # % FHAM L 72

GTSRB Dataset T,

Wifg e, Rl > 7 i
GTSRB Dataset T, Data Augmentation (2 & %
AT D 7%,

A 7V 39,000 FLORE R
12 12,631 B o RS % H\v 5
[LI§E3D)

6.1 Random Dropout O EEEEF

Random Dropout D%JH1222 T, Dropout, DropCon-
nect, DropAll X It $ 5. £7—% vy MxFLT, &
i CHFE L 72 CNN @ Miss rate 3 & OGRE#HF Z X 5 (a),
(b), (¢) 1Z/R¥. 22T, ¥ 5(a), (b) D Miss rate I,
Receiver Operating Characteristic (ROC) & — 7 %
THHMMi L 72B%12, False Positive per Image (FPPI) #%0.1
D& ZD Miss rate xR L TV 5

5(a) & U, Caltech Pedestrian Dataset |23\ T,
Dropout (ZHIIEEE DS 70% D & & Miss rate ¥ 40.45% T &
%. —7, DropConnect (ZHIJEF2T80% D & 12 Miss rate
H340.52% & %> T Ab, 1-EFHTH % Random Dropout
IR DFEPHAS 0% 4> 5 90% D & Z 12 39.65% D Miss rate
THY, RBEFHO Miss rate 2 K\ 2 L2350 5
5 (b) ® Daimler Mono Pedestrian Benchmark Dataset
T, Dropout (IHIFEFAS70% D & & Miss rate 25 39.81% T
5. —77, DropAll ZHIKEAT 40%D & =12 38.22% &
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Fig. 6 Performance comparison with the number of generated fully-connection networks.
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e S

6.2 Ensemble Inference Networks DTEEFTAT
EIN O&#EETE DAk, i) ohag 75k & &Rl
CBWTHET .. ®6(a), (b) ICHEITERIET—5 1y
2B D, kEEREOERBICxTT 5 Miss rate DZEAL,
X 6 (c) ICIE#RMT— %ty MBI E&HAR 04
BT RRgEdR 0L b~ T, =B, K6(a), (b)1F
FPPI70.1 ®& %® Miss rate TH 5. Z 2T, EIN O}
THEDHEE T e Al - SPIE - IR KIED 3785 — T
T 5. &6 OERED 1 DAL, EIN ZHwT
WRWIGEETH Y, H6(a), (b), (c) @ﬁ‘\f/ﬁﬂii@%)ﬁ IZHH
B9 2. HIHTOEBRRR & FRIZ,
O BEWEREEE o T b,
KIZEIN & w734, X 6(a) 205, Caltech Pedes-
trian Dataset Tl Random Dropout #3# A L, EIN O
EHFEEIGE M LT, EEAHY 33 D & & Miss rate
V3T TT% TR BFEINRB W, EIN W TWwhnk 2o
Random Dropout & 1) fizKC Miss Rate %5 1.88%4> L C
Wb IG5, 6 (b) 7*5, Daimler Mono Pedes-
trian Benchmark Dataset C!¥ Random Dropout % & A
L, EIN Ofa HEICHIEZ i LT, £l 330k
& Miss Rate % 31.34% Tz b KM, WL X912
EIN # v T\ v & %@ Random Dropout & 1) it KT
Miss Rate 2% 4.45%WA L TV 2 2 L0 h 5. 6(a),
(b) X1, FITEMHICB VT, EIN Of# o)k
HYMENEIEEZ VWA Z & T, Mgz M ESES5 2

Random Dropout %%
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EWTES.

ROy F~— 27 ThH A, GTSRB Dataset Dk
2K 6(c) IZRT. K 6(c) £, Random Dropout & i
AL, EIN OftaHEICRKNEZEH LT, Afkds 17
D & & Miss Rate 77 0.76% Tl b B\v». 7z, EIN 2 A

T5 2L TO1%RBRMERENM LTS Z L2 MHATE
5. [6(c) &0, 277 ABMTIIRKMEL RBAHTI &

LTHWA DD R,

6.3 TEFEDIERELEE

K7 =5ty MBI BIERE ERETEO K EZAT) .
7 (a) 12 Caltech Pedestrian Dataset, [X 7 (b) |2
ler Mono Pedestrian Benchmark Dataset @ H# 5 F: % /R
9. Caltech Pedestrian Dataset Tl, FPPI#50.1 ® & &
itk > ONN (Zxf L THRZETFH:1E, Miss rate & 8.54%cL
T DHI LD TETCWAD, Deep Learning 12 & A FEICH
VOl b BRI e AT E M T B Switchable Deep
Learning ® Miss rate (£ 37.87%T& V), $RETHED Miss

Daim-

rate 13 37.77%TH 5 Z £ 5, Deep Learning 12 & 5 F
EClROSERP RN &350 5. FERIZ, H 7(b) ©

Daimler Mono Pedestrian Benchmark Dataset (23T
b, FPPI2°0.1 @ & 1k D CNN LR EFLEZ T
Miss rate 2% 1.16%# A L T2 2 EPHERTE 5.

R 2 |2 GTSRB Dataset O LB R 2 R3 . AR OREGE
TEREDS 98.84% T 5 DIt LT, REFLTIL 99.24% T
HY, NHORE#HMEREE LRl Twb 2 EAMHRTE
%. CNN NX—Z2DFTH % Multi-Scale CNN & Multi-
Column Deep Neural Network OREx IL#E L 72 & &, &
NEN9831% L 99.46%TH 5 Z kb, REFHEIII N
LOFELAFEOMRELEB LT3

8 12 Caltech Pedestrian Dataset & Daimler Mono
Pedestrian Benchmark Detection O #4735  % 7R 9.
1, 4 51H OBATEMBENITER DO BT HRIBETH 2
HOG+SVM OB TaH ), 2, 55HOSRATHERMENIE
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Fig. 7 Performance comparison proposed methods with conventional methods.
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Fig. 8 Detection results in each evaluation dataset.
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Table 2 Compare proposed methods and conventional £

methods for GTSRE Dataset. 9 |7, ME#MT— ¥ v MBS Dropout &

Tk AR (7] A L7z CNN L REFLEOBHERELRT. 22T, &7

yﬁﬁme§+§mth - iﬁ T7R LM ECOHRTHD, £/, KT 7W
ulti-Column ee eura. etwor. . N — N — s —

Human Performanfe 98.84 F=7 v b IADREERLTED ’ AN

MultiSeale ONN 08.31 77 ADRELZRL TS, 9 X, {EkD CNN Tid

Random Forests 96.14 WRAEECEROME, REEORT, A7 V-3 0

LDA on HOG 95.68 ST L CRERERE DS E L T A T g b, Ul

LT, MEFETREPLHCEROME, BEEOK
DPM O, 3, 6 5IHOBITHEMILBNIIIRFEFILEOM T, A7 NV—T a3 yORENELGEIIBW T D
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® 3 FEY YT VEIIKT S Miss rate DIER

Table 3 Compare of Miss rate for number of training samples.

YT IVE | Dropout | ERFH:
3 JIRL 47.73% | 46.17%
6 X 43.13% 43.12%
10 Jift 40.45% | 37.77%

4. F72, EIN 2 X AEH8EOERBIS AFHH I X
k% I 4. AFERTIE Caltech Pedestrian Dataset %
fEH L, Random Dropout D#ipH% 0%7>5 90%, EIN 12
LA 33 295, T, IWBMEOMETTEICEY
fEZ Y 5.

+ 3 IZFHY U T T BIEFETFIED Miss rate &7
TR TV, 3T S 10 TTRE TS ET W
Lo INEY, FEHY T VEEHER T I LT Miss rate
PMETFLTEY, Data Augmentation (2 & ) &= > 7
AR s I EETHL I EDG05. T, %8
I TIVEIZBWT, Dropout & HWTHE LA LY
3 Miss rate ZIEL F &AL ENTETV DS,

KIS, Ay MU= 7RI X BB EREIT) . N—
AEb Aty NI —7FEIL, 21 CRLEBERTH D,
Random Dropout & EIN OULHZEE$ 2 &4k ATE OfE ¥k
Lazy MEEZALSETHET 5. T4 1F, &H6RED
BRIz & BMREILEE, | 51312y MERIZ X B MERELLER
DIERTH L. £4 &0, ScREOREEE 3BLE LY
BB MRV RBWZ LG 05. —F, £ Lha=y
MaaL T HEUREMUT T LG 0s. 22y
N A KR 22 1,000, 500, 100 & L7288 0% b %
REDSE .

R 6 |IHRFOMMIFH 2R3, #E X, GPU: GeForce
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r® 4 EHEREOBEIITT S Miss rate DHERE

Table 4 Compare of Miss rate for number of fully-connection

layers.
J&%: | Dropout | $2Z&Fk
1 /& 45.47% 51.05%
2 g 37.96% 45.52%
3 )& 40.45% | 37.77%

£ 5 aEaEOLI= Y MU % Miss rate DIfER
Table 5 Compare of Miss rate for number of units in fully-

connection layers.

#Eoa=y N | Dropout | $£ZEF:

500, 250, 50 40.45% 42.66%
1,000, 500, 100 | 40.49% | 37.77%
1,500, 750, 150 | 40.12% | 38.33%

F 6 FEEROMLILEE
Table 6 Training processing time.
PERTFE
3 IRER 9 73

Dropout
2 W] 53 5

&

FHE

ik

GTX 980 TIToTwW5, £ 6 LV, RETEOFEHEIC
iz 4ty b — 7 #Ei&EX Dropout & 1ZIZFE L TH 572
B, FEHOMBEFFICKERES VI LDFERTE S,
F72, K10 ICEREERE ORI X B Rk LB
Y. FRPVLELE, CPU: Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-4790K
CPU @ 4.00 GHz T47T»> T\ 5, 10 £ 9, EIN =i
WA (N=1), MEERIE 11ms, EIN 12 & 5 E8EK
% 33 LA OMBEIL 37Tms TH 5. EfEaE o
R 33 /ISR o TV DD, BARAAEE T—1) v 7
BoIGIE A=Y FNOHIRIZL ) 3BEIREE L o
TWah, Sy, 8y IVBLI Ry T — 7R
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Fig. 10 Evaluation processing time with the number of fully-

connection networks.
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