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Face detection has been well studied for many years. However, the problem of face detection in complex environments is still
being studied. In complex environments, faces is often blocked and blurred. This article proposes applying YOLOv3 to face
detection problems in complex environments. First, we will re-cluster the data set in order to find the most suitable a priori box.
Then we set multiple score values to make it possible to predict the results of multiple sets of images and find the optimal score
value. Experimental results show that after adjustment, the model has more advantages in face detection than the original model
in complex environments. The average accuracy is more than 10% higher than that of aggregate channel feature (ACF), Towstage convolutional neural network (CNN) and multi-scale Cascade CNN in face detection benchmarks WIDER FACE. Our
code is available in: git@github.com:Mrtake/-complex–scenes-faceYOLOv3.git
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1. INTRODUCTION
Face detection is a fundamental and critical task in various face
technical. The early Viola-Jones [1] detector utilizes AdaBoost algorithm and Haar-like features to train. Since that, lots of subsequent
work focuses on improving the performance of the algorithm. Subsequently, deformable part models (DMPs) [2–4] is introduced into
face detection tasks by modeling the relationship of deformable
facial parts. However, these methods rely on the designed features
which are less representable and trained by separated steps.
With the continuous development of the convolutional neural network (CNN), a lot of progress for face detection has been made in
recent years due to utilizing modern CNN-based object detectors,
including R-CNN [5–8], SSD [9], YOLO [10–12], feature pyramid
network (FPN) [13]. Benefiting from the powerful deep learning
approach to extract image features. Compared with designed feature method, the CNN-based face detector achieves better performance, which provides a new foundation for future methods.
Recent, the anchor-based detection framework mainly used to
face in complex environments such as WIDER FACE. Face Faster
R-CNN [14] detected each region by region of interest (ROI), however, although this method has a high precision, it has a large
amount of computation and a slow detection speed. Face R-FCN
[15] combines the full convolution network with the region-based
network module to dectect face and eliminates the effect of nonuniformed contribution in each facial part using a position-sensitive
average pooling, but the detection speed is still not ideal. FacenessNet [16] designed the face features, taking into account hair, eyes,
*
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nose, mouth and beard, but face detection accuracy is not high in
complex environment.
The above work points out that the face detector with better performance is usually very slow, and if the image feature extraction and
generalization are not sufficient, the face cannot be effectively attention when there is blur and occlusion. Considering the above two
problems, the paper proposes to apply YOLOv3 [12] to face detection in complex environments.
Firstly, Darknet-53 network has very good detection speed, which is
significant for face detection. Because the environment is complex
and changeable in the actual application, we need to locate the face
quickly to meet the practical application.
Secondly, the features extracted by Darknet-53 network have strong
generalization ability. This ensures that the detector is adaptable
to different environments. At the same time, the idea of FPN is
adopted in the network, which is effective for face detection at different scales.
For clarity, the main contributions of this work can be summarized
as two fold:
1.

The prior box in our network has been adjusted several times.
Four groups of prior frames were set up for the experiment, and
the prior frame with the best experimental effect was selected.

2.

For face detection in complex environments, it is very difficult to choose the score value setting. But the setting of the
score value will directly affect the final result. Currently, there
is no unified standard for setting this value. Therefore, we add
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a step of detecting multiple values in the final detection process, which can detect the results under multiple score values
at the same time.
3.

We achieved better performance through adjustments to
YOLOv3 on the common face detection benchmarks WIDER
FACE.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2 provides an
overview of the related works. Section 3 introduces the framework
and adjustments of YOLOv3. Section 4 presents the experiments
and Section 5 concludes the paper.

2. RELATED WORK
Anchor-based face detectors. Faster R-CNN [7] was the first algorithm to propose Anchor, and then this idea was widely used in
two-stage and one single shot object detectors. In recent years,
anchor-based detectors [9,10] have made great progress. S3FD
[17] proposed anchor matching strategy, which designs scales of
anchors to ensure that the detector can handle various scales of faces
well. FaceBoxes [18] introduces anchor densification to make different types of anchors on the image have the same density.
Multi-scale detector. To improve the performance of object detector to handle object of different scale, Many state-of-the-art
researches [17,19,20] construct different structures in the same
framework to detect objects of different sizes, design high-level features to detect larger objects and low-level features to detect smaller
objects, FPN [13] proposed a top-down architecture to use highlevel semantic feature maps at all scales. Detectors [21] proposes to
add feedback and recursive repeat stacking to the structure of FPN,
so that it can pay attention to the features that have not been noticed
before. Recently, Tang [20] introduces a low-level feature pyramid
network layer (LFPN), a top-down structure starting from the middle layer instead of the top layer. Because not all high-level features
are necessarily helpful for detecting smaller faces.

3. YOLOv3
This section introduces the object detector YOLOv3, and how to
adjust it for face detection in complex scenes. We first briefly introduce the network architecture in Section 3.1. Then we perform multiple clustering adjustments on the prior box for the data set, hoping to find the most suitable prior box for this data set in Section
3.2. Finally, Section 3.3 presents to set multiple score values to
prediction.

3.1. Network Architecture
YOLOv3 is an improved version of YOLO and YOLOv2. The main
change in its network structure is the introduction of residual
blocks, which ensures that even if the YOLOv3 network becomes
deeper, the model can still converge quickly. In order to better deal
with the problem of overlap, the loss function uses binary crossentropy loss; The multi-scale fusion method is adopted to merge
the high-level semantics with the low-level, which improves the
sensitivity to small targets. These improvement measures mainly
improve the detection accuracy. In the COCO data set, the AP50
(average precision) standard, and the accuracy reaches 57.9%.

Table 1 Comparison of backbones. Accuracy, billions of operations,
billion floating point operations per second and FPS for various networks.
Backbone

Top-1

Top-5

Billion
Floating-Point
Operations
(BFLOP/s)

Frames Per
Second (FPS)

Darknet-19
[11]
Darknet-53
ResNet-101
[22]
ResNet-152
[22]

74.1

91.8

1246

171

77.2
77.1

93.8
93.7

1457
1039

78
53

77.6

93.8

1090

37

Network architecture is shown in Figure 1. Three feature maps of
different scales in the image are extracted through the convolutional network, and the feature maps is divided into S × S grid;
perform nonmaximum suppression (NMS) processing on the predicted bounding box and the prior box for each grid and calculate
the confidence of the output bounding box, it is effectively filter out
the useless bounding box.
Darknet-53 network. YOLOv3 uses the Darknet-53 network as the
overall framework, with a total of 53 convolutional layers. The residual block structure of the ResNet [22] network is introduced into
the network, and each residual block is composed of two layers of
convolution, and the connection method adopts a jump connection. This reduces the complexity of the model, while the number of required training parameters has not increased significantly.
YOLOv3 proposed a speed comparison experiment on the backbone network in the paper, and the results are quoted in Table 1.
Each network is trained under the same configuration and tested
with 256×256 image to obtain the test accuracy of single-size image.
The running time is measured by processing 256 × 256 image on
Titan X. All tests are performed on ImageNet.
FPN network. Feature Pyramid essentially analyzes image information on multiple scales, because the image includes many object
features of different sizes, any single-scale analysis will cause the
omission of object features. FPNs [13] is developed on the feature
image pyramid. YOLOv3 draws on its ideas, and its architecture is
shown in Figure 2.

3.2. Multiple Clustering Adjustments on the
Prior Box
The YOLOv3 algorithm utilizes K-means to perform dimensional
clustering on the data set COCO, but for the WiderFace data set
used in this article, this priori box is not the best choice. We must
re-cluster the prior boxes based on the data. In YOLOv3, to prevent
the emergence of “big box advantage,” introduce intersection over
union (IOU) to measure the similarity between the candidate box
and the actual box. Thus for our distance metric we use
d (box, centrodi) = 1 − IOU (box, centroid)

(1)

Through the cluster analysis of the data set, the results are shown
in Table 2. With the different K value of the number of clusters,
the average_IOU is also changing, with it continues to rise, which
means that the a priori boxes obtained by our clustering are better
representative of different scales. However, the more a priori boxes
are selected, the better the detection performed will be? This question cannot be answered here. According to the clustering results
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Figure 1 Architecture of YOLOv3. It consists of Residual Network, Feature Pyramid Networks (FPN).

Figure 2 Feature pyramid network (FPN). Two feature accumulations were performed on
the last layer of feature maps.
Table 2 Average_intersection over union (IOU) changes.
k

3

5

7

9

11

13

15

17

19

21

24

Avg_IOU

0.602

0.697

0.747

0.784

0.798

0.821

0.821

0.836

0.848

0.847

0.856

given in Table 2, we will select the four sets of values k = 9, 15,
21, 24 for experimental. The selected 4 groups priori box is shown
in Table 3.

3.3. Multiple Score Value Prediction
YOLOv3 introduce the NMS [23] algorithm to extract the most
likely object and its corresponding frame in the result. It is usually

taken IOU ≥ 0.5, however, there is no standard for the choice of
confidence, and it should be adjusted according to the tested data
set. The confidence set in YOLOv3 is usually relatively large; such a
setting is obtained after adjustment on the coco data set. So we cannot use such a high confidence because there are many small faces
in the data set we use. A high confidence will miss a large number of
face, while a low confidence will produce too many negative cases.
In order to find a reasonable score, multiple score values are set in
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Table 3 Clustering results with different k values.
K

Clustering Result

9

(6 × 6), (10 × 13), (15 × 19), (20 × 26), (28 × 35), (39 × 50), (58 × 74), (98 × 131), (228 × 304)

15

(3 × 3), (4 × 5), (5 × 7), (7 × 9), (8 × 13), (10 × 12), (12 × 14), (13 × 18), (14 × 16), (16 × 20), (20 × 26), (28 × 36), (42 × 53),
(73 × 96), (168 × 224)

21

(5 × 5), (6 × 8), (7 × 10), (9 × 11), (11 × 13), (13 × 16), (15 × 21), (16 × 18), (17 × 27), (18 × 23), (18 × 21), (20 × 25), (21 ×
30), (25 × 29), (29 × 36), (34 × 44), (43 × 54), (56 × 72), (79 × 104), (124 × 166), (268 × 355)

24

(5 × 5), (6 × 8), (7 × 9), (8 × 12), (8 × 9), (9 × 10), (10 × 12), (10 × 14), (12 × 15), (13 × 18), (14 × 14), (15 × 19), (16 × 24),
(17 × 17), (17 × 20), (18 × 26), (20 × 22), (23 × 28), (27 × 35), (35 × 44), (47 × 59), (68 × 90), (112 × 150), (250 × 332)

Figure 3 Multi-score value prediction. We set multiple score values. Values from 0.01 to 0.1.
Values above 0.1 are too large and the detection accuracy is too low.

the output layer of the network, and multiple predictions are made
for each detection target. This avoids manually searching for confidence.
(

)
predicted score,image = fij

(2)

i represents the number of image; j represents the number of predicted object in each image; score represents multiple confidence.
fij represents the predicted result under different confidence. The
multi-score value prediction is shown in Figure 3.

4. EXPERIMENTS
In this section, we first train YOLOv3 models under 4 groups of
different k values. The training set is WIDER FACE. Then, the prediction results under the 4 sets of k values are tested on the WIDER
FACE verification set benchmark, and select the most suitable
priori box. Finally, through multiple score predictions under the

Table 4 K value change comparison. The score value is 0.09 and 0.045.
K

Easy

Medium

Hard

Score

9
9
15
15
21
21
24
24

0.797
0.801
0.782
0.787
0.770
0.776
0.719
0.728

0.747
0.758
0.755
0.766
0.706
0.721
0.683
0.700

0.493
0.535
0.481
0.518
0.441
0.486
0.458
0.5

0.09
0.045
0.09
0.045
0.09
0.045
0.09
0.045

appropriate a priori box, find the most suitable score threshold for
this data set.
Sets of model analysis under different k values. To select the
appropriate k value, the paper selects 4 groups of different k values
for control experiments; in the case of the same network settings,
calculate the average accuracy rate (mAP) under three different
difficulties in the WIDER FACE verification set for comparison.
The results are shown in Table 4.
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Table 5 The impact of score changes on accuracy. There are also 3 sets of
intersection over union (IOU) values set in the table. It can be observed
that the change of IOU will indeed affect the accuracy to a certain extent.
But, this effect gradually becomes weaker as the score value continues to
increase. In the following 4 sets of score values, the change of IOU does
not affect the change of accuracy.
Score

Easy

Medium

Hard

IOU

0.01
0.01
0.01
0.02
0.02
0.02
0.03
0.03
0.03
0.045
0.045
0.045
0.06
0.06
0.06
0.075
0.075
0.09
0.09
0.1
0.1

0.804
0.790
0.805
0.803
0.804
0.804
0.803
0.803
0.803
0.801
0.802
0.802
0.800
0.800
0.800
0.799
0.799
0.797
0.797
0.797
0.796

0.764
0.769
0.762
0.762
0.769
0.761
0.760
0.760
0.759
0.758
0.758
0.756
0.754
0.754
0.753
0.751
0.751
0.747
0.747
0.744
0.744

0.558
0.550
0.552
0.552
0.550
0.546
0.546
0.544
0.540
0.535
0.533
0.529
0.522
0.522
0.516
0.507
0.507
0.493
0.493
0.484
0.484

0.45
0.50
0.55
0.45
0.50
0.55
0.45
0.50
0.55
0.45
0.50
0.55
0.45
0.50
0.55
0.40
0.45
0.40
0.45
0.40
0.45

Table 6 Comparison of the two models in WIDER FACE validation sets.
Model

Easy

Medium

Hard

Adj_YOLOV3
Orig_YOLOV3

0.805
0.601

0.762
0.509

0.552
0.238

According to Table 4, it can be seen that the increase of the a priori frame does not improve the accuracy, but has decreased. The
reason for the drop caused by label rewriting; in the training set,
the face distribution is very dense and the length and width of the
face are very close, so there is more serious label rewriting [24]. At
the same time, the a priori box is a group of 3, which are used to
detect large-scale faces, medium-scale faces and small-scale faces.
However, in the WIDER FACE data set, not all faces of all scales
exist; in the training set, there are a large number of small-scale
and medium-scale faces. If we continue to train, small-scale and
medium-scale faces are forced to be assigned to different layers for
prediction, which is very unreasonable.
Multi-score value prediction. In the previous section, we decided
to introduce 9 prior boxes after experimentation to alleviate the
impact of label rewriting. But, the choice of score value still needs
to be adjusted. Set multiple sets of score values to make multiple
predictions for multiple pictures at the same time. The results are
shown in Table 5.
According to the table, we can know that as the score continues to
increase, the accuracy is constantly decreasing, and the overall trend
is downward. You can choose score = 0.01 or 0.02 as the confidence
threshold.
Finally, we compare the adjusted model with the unadjusted model.
The results are shown in Table 6.
In order to show the effect of the picture, we selected the detection
results in 20 scenes. The test results are shown in Figure A1 in the
Appendix.
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4.1. Evaluation on Benchmark
We evaluate our YOLOv3 on the most popular face detection
benchmarks, including Face Detection Data Set and WIDER FACE
[25].
WIDER FACE Dataset. It contains 32203 images and 393703 annotated faces with a high degree of variability in scale, pose and occlusion. The database is split into training (40%), validation (10%) and
testing (50%) set, where both validation and test set are divided
into “easy,” “medium” and “hard” subsets, regarding the difficulties of the detection. Our model is trained only on the training set
and evaluated on both validation set with the state-of-the-art face
detectors, such as []. Figure 4 presents the precision-recall curves
and mAP values. Our detector is not perform good on three subsets, i.e., 0.805 (easy), 0.762 (medium), 0.552 (hard) for validation
set.

5. CONCLUSION
Through the adjustment of YOLOv3, it is applied to the problem
of face detection in complex environments. But according to the
experimental results, the performance is not optimal. The main reason is that YOLOv3 has label rewriting in the face-intensive data set.
Since small-sized faces and medium-sized faces are the majority in
the data set, it is very unreasonable to simply allocate them to three
layers for training. Therefore, YOLOv3 needs to make reasonable
improvements to specific data sets to further improve the accuracy
of face detection in complex environments. However, the constant
adjustment of the parameters in this paper has greatly improved its
detection accuracy compared with the original network, so it has
certain application value.
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Figure 4 Precision-recall curves on WIDER FACE validation sets.
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APPENDIX

Figure A1 Part of test on validation sets. Only 20 differnent scenarios in here.

