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Abstract: The detection of naval targets is a key area of research interest in the field of remote sensing im-
age processing and pattern recognition. Moreover, the automatic detection of naval targets is crucial to
both civil and military applications. In this study, we discuss and analyze the advantages and disadvantages
of typical deep-learning-based target-detection algorithms, compare and summarize them, and summarize
state-of-the-art deep-learning-based ship target detection methods. We also provide a detailed introduction
to five aspects of state-of-the-art ship target detection methods, including multi-scale detection, multi-an-
gle detection, small target detection, model light-weighting, and large-format wide remote sensing imag-
ing. We also introduce the common evaluation criteria of ship target recognition algorithms and existing
ship image datasets, and discuss the current problems faced by ship target detection algorithms using re-
mote sensing images and future development trends in the field.
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Fig.1 Development process of target detection algorithms
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Fig. 19 Large-area remote sensing image segmentation

detection process
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3 886 7k , K K- il FAE AR -
4.1.7 DIOR % # %

DIOR %k #s £ 1 & 23 463 ik & 14 A
192 47245246, 6 5 1 AL L ROBL A R R R B
WaE 20 x5 4. Hrh MUK IEMR 2 7025k, 43
Y 4L 650 5K BGUE4E 652 5K iR 4E 14008k . [
B R SE 2 800X 800, 43 #E=E N 0. 5~30 m, AL H
Fr ok FH K F- 30 FEHERR 1 o
4.1.8 FGSC-23%# %

FGSC-23""" & — > i 4 ¥ RO % 1% K %
PR E ok A R B A L A 4 052 A R A D)
oy RAE 0. 4~2 m, A1 3 23 250 A 5 .
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XAEASY R bR T 2R K TE H DL R IR W, AR B Mo 0. R R4 508 3,

], 4% 1 40K 4% 28 AR B AL ] 43 A ik 42 Al
0% S
4.1.9 SSDD # % %

SSDD %48 1 34 1 160 5k K14, K4
RBOT 3 H AR SEAT bR T L 427 2 456 AR
Mo P ESKRE R Bos s REGE N 2. 128 5 1%
7:2: 157 YNGR AE B E 4R A K 4E 34y . K
& RSE 2 500 X500, 73 BN 1~15 m, LA H 45
K K- 3 FHERR T
4.1.10 SAR-ship-Dataset # 3% %&

SAR-ship-Dataset 4l 42" i 102 5t /5 40 =
TR 108 S ST — S AR AL, A4 43 8194

5,8 110 m,
4.1.11 AIR-SARShipl. 0 % ¥ &
AIR-SARShipl. 0 #4547 Sk I8 F 5 4 =
5T RIATEN 31 5 MR #e IR 22 1R R0 43 U1 2R 4
S 4 . B4R R SF R 3 0003 000, 20 HER N
1 m A3 m, AR H A5 R K 1 FAE AR o
4.1.12 HRSID # 3 %
HRSID £ £ 345 5 604 7K F{% , i 136
5 SAR AR BT 15 2], AL /N RSF H bR 9 242
A AR RSE B BR 7 3884 LR RUSE B AR 3214
650 1 UG Rl 43 R U254 |, 35 % 1 IR K 4 kg i
A B R SF R 800X 800, FIME 43 K 0. 5~

256 X 256 18 K AR U0 Fr L SR FH K SF- 30 5 HE By 3 m, 2K K FAEAR T
K2 MMMEIESEXL
Tab.2 Comparison of ship datasets
e iz 2?; EERF 8E%/m [UNEEDIE SR AU 4 SCik
e T~ seamenne ST
e e o U s e LS
NWPU VHR-10 i — T s, K1 A [431[441[50][94]
17281028
Kaggle it — 768X 768 — (i kYT [27][45][56][71][83]
MASATI ARG 3113 512X512 — K- 341 A [72]196]
HRRSD s 3886 — 0.15~1.2 K- 43 A [55][97]
DIOR AWSE 2702 800X 800 0.5~30 K- FAE [42][98]
FGSC-23 AWE 4052 — 0.4~2 5 L K 5 1) [99]
[29][31][32]
SSDD SAR 1160  500X500 1~15 KT FAE [37]039][40][50]
[81][841[87][100]
SAR-ship-Dataset SAR 43819  256x256  3,5,8,10 KV 31 FAE [37][54][101]
ATR-SARShip SAR 31 3000x 3000 1,3 K- FAE [69][102]
HRSID SAR 5604 800800 0.5~3 IRV 30 FAE [371(53][103]
4.2 FEMHiEtR 4.2.1 10U

PR AR L b A I 64 R AT f 8 AR A - SOF I

(Intersection Over Union, 10U) ¥ & P (Preci-
sion) . A Bl & R(Recall) . F ¥k B AP i35 {H
PIKS E mAP,

10U J& P A R 22 4 T AL 9 A4S 408 OF 4k
AR Z L, A A 20 B o AR sE AT AR R I AE
B2 F bp ELSEAE )
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10U = areaAﬂB. (1) 1.0 =y
area, g
— 1 T 3 o E TOU 5 {8 3k ) by 9 08
HE J2: 75 A6 21 H AR 44, BRI oo
true, IOU > T &
val = s (2) g
false, IOU << T e
~04
Hod Bl T— 8 0. 5.
021 — 1ou=05
~— IoU=0.6
[oU=0.7 u
2% 02 04 06 0.8 1.0
Recall
K21 PRZ

K20 329 s B A
Fig. 20 Schematic diagram of IOU

4.2.2 WMEARGEE
P 3R Bl 15 18 3 32 ) 16 RE AR B A
Sk IEREAS 1 HE ), R F8 SN AR Hh g O 0 1R 3 1
TEFEAEL G A IE R A KR 1 E ), B
TP

P= e )
R—L (4)
 TP+FN’

Hor e TP(True Positives) 278 Bl Ky 1E , 52 FR
1F ; FP (False Positives) 2 75 T & 1F , 32 Fr N
1 ;FN(False Negatives) F& il k£, S2Fr M 1E
4.2.3 FHIE

PR DN E P Y AR B FRIE RN
AR BR 2 il i i 2, A BT 21 BT o AR ) A B e
L A R R P BB A, PRINER N Y
TG AR R

# PRMZ N 0y BUE L AP

ap={ P(R)dR. (5)

AP A B, 158 B ASE 8 f4 - 24 o 1 e sy
4.2.4  HIELF A E mAP

mAP $5 1 I A 5] 28 501 H b G I ORS 2 A 2
(o 7ERI 238 HARME, T H 48— DR 8 AP,
SRIG BT, mAP XK I # A9 B Ar

Fig.21 PR curves

RN — g R iR AXmT .

>IAP

m

v om FR Bt 46 v FAR I 2 B H <

mAP =

(6)

5 BRI Ae KR A

BT TR BE 2 20 1 B b A I B AR D O R
o AR TE P SR A R R Y I ) 3 U R
G A ARG DU v I BRAS T — o R o (R AR S
B 7 FH R ATE SR AEAE 6 Pk, E B IR IAE

(1) 8 43 B 2 3 B G v A A A 3 Bl ) D
14 [7) B A 25 47 7E Ko 25 25 G 4 S50 O, 3 A J2 AT
WOt TREBEAREG. RGP HEERS
DL o P I A, o] AEAT R s A Y
EG A T 2 25 3 £ T 2 R it A sk, mT DLl
B N TR 26 B A% R A 0 RS BRI = 55 T4k
M 58 B H AR K 00T 55, WA SAR, BL K AT I
32 AR AT A ARSI S 2 R R
A B B AR A0 B T R Y R s, BT T
A SAR S 2o/ 2t Gms SamE/ 5
ik GRG0/ m otk 5O R ER
RlA BT 5 22 U8 RG22 SR T (1) (7]
R — T v A T AR L 22 R ok Y 5
M, W SAR EHMER 5 20638 /4 40 KR il 6 B i 15
7RG G BT TR SRR A AN Rk UE Y
FAE B, I AR Z Gl & 1 R 2 R IE S 18 X
15 B G 0y &

(2) 3 G — R SF B R BUA & ik
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K2R EMGR 3 By 7 X 3HR B A%, — IR
W J7 2 R AR A 75 SRS AR AR AR, IERE AR B i
LA /N TR AR 2R B b & AR 2R
TEAF) F P, 5% e e ) 25 M B L 1 7R AR AN SP- A 1 [7)
AT E— D MY . 2 AR R H AR I
XE 73 FE A 42 i (Hard Example Mining, HEM ) Jj&
fiff 2 TE 57 A AR AN SF- A7 ) A OGS R . HEML 41
1543 %5 w5 19 FP 24 A R E 7 H£ 4% (Hard Negative,
HN) , JF 3082 88 0 HIN 26 A 926 Bl 25— 1k ok
P i G g A i FPOAY RE 1, DA i A I OKG
£ HEM A R 17 AR 3 g Pl 45 A A A6z 0 2L AT £
L=

(3) TS 55 >0 [ bp A I A5 1Y 4 I 2 22 Kk
FEAS, 5 AR RSB A 5 T 07 FEA 1 Bods 48
AH L B XA H bR A4 v o Bl SR b D
IFEAR Y AR LS by i Bk UG o —J7 |, ] R
FHIE I 2R 19 7 1k 18 e 7 R MR E s 46 b x4
B EAT I Sk, P 3020 1) B fl A DI R A5 2 ik A7
WA 5 53 —J7 T, T DO $is 4R dEAT 97 58, AR A
NG TR S YN N R 1515 W N S B
B )] DL AR T T AR B IR AR T
P T 3 b 2 o b 1 RS b R A AL H AR X
G AR bR A B 2 A AE B HE LAY H
PRIEAT A o XS I IR B, Yang %558 i 43 B
KEE SO EE R Z A EAER 38 T —Fh
55 W B LAY H AR K I 45 Piston-Net, Ho A& IR &
KE) T A WE A 2] B ARER DN &% 9 K P SR Pis-
ton-Net H BEH I 5028 H A5 , anfaf & e 21 £ 0 2
K HbR S G A5 5 W .

(4) G i7 e T 3 B2 2 ) 19 AR B ARG ok 22
JEAG DU PRTAG rb R A A AE A AR T 25 Hh AL
R R 1 A A A 00 7 A A Ak, A HE E AL
FORAF %) 07 ", s RS v TR H R A G BA Y TC
2 TR0 A 1 80 H A5 3k 0 00 A P i A H
bR AT 3 A B bR iE . FGSC-23 & 3LAT 1Yt 2
T8 R LRI A E Ao 20 BSHE L ER AR AR
B AT SR AT T A P TR A TR0 I
/T

(5) B AL T B B2 27 > 19 B A A ) 452 80 B
A AR g ARG IORS BE  HE S o R, SRR T
TR I P 22 ) S I A 0 R A O
AR B R AY . B 7 A T R T 4

R s s S (1 e 7 iU
e R E T LAE R B R H R R 2T HA
1550 T ATORG AT, AR R T LA TH 3 AR 9 455 8 3 B
W, ) M2 4R R 48 K (Neural Architecture
Search, NAS) AJ DL M\ 45 7 114 15 35 it 28 [ 2% 45 1)
A A v 4 L O 48 R R B IR I A A
A I ST AT LA B8 T NAS F 3l 48 2 547 1 )
A

(6) i€ % 371 S HE R 0% A1 4 b 00 5 A0 A, X H
B AT SO 20 19 5 A, (H 2 5 K P 30 FEAE A T
HORG B2 25 PR 00 5400 2R A1 9 28 ) BTG R AR o 24T
H AR EAGRE nA TU rb S 30 5Pk T Y fie ke s
T — 7 T B e 5 i A AR Ay v 3T A A, O AR
BT 10U Ay 38 28 AU RHE TOU i 2% ok B 46 31
BAL R AR R A R AT 5 55— O T A AR R T
R o3 28, Bt TR R 2, sl A 3 AN B B[R]
R U 2R 0 B S PRI A A T
A it v T e i S HE 0% R DRSBTS R AT TR ABE
G, F T A5 TG B ) TG A B A
— AN N FH R 5 5 1] o

(7)) ALAR E A A I o e 1Y & Je Ao 17 >4 A1 45 11
AL ML A 0 A5 00358 5 B () BF 9 B AR L An 3 F Trans-
former %) H 45 K P A5 Y DETR (Detection Trans-
former) ,DETR & 56 /H—1> CNN [ 45 $2 URIE
SR T T RRAE L, AR P 5 i A 45 Transformer,
Z A S IR T A R DETR %25 17X T
B HE B b 2R [R] BF S 25 T ONMS 5 b B fH
S WS 18 R K AR B S B IKDETR
NoE T A DUAE 55 i PERE . O A 22 8 K
T Transformer A 52 8 3 47 2i 35 0 HT T A0 A A6
W, 40 Zhang 5548 1T R B AR A T2 ESDT
(Efficient Ship Detection Transformer) . ‘& 1 M
K ResNet50 i HOB B2 4R AE s SR 5, FF 4R AE B A
i 2 RO A d & S B0 s 2% 5 5, 34 0
4 5 IE A 22 ) A A gk R AT SR AR AG I 5 ST AR AE
ZE 18 PR i S5 B, DA I 2R 9 KA DETR
2 A Chen S8 T — fp L T PET
(Perceptually Enhanced Transformer) fJ JG 4
SAR FEG MM A I 75 32, PET 0 i) 55 e s, 3
SR AR H AR TE B 2 R T I W E R AR JF 4R
— ol R i T R R D SR A A R R AR Y
15 B bR o 2 0 SRR BE . K Ok, B T Trans-
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