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Abstract

Millimeter-wave imaging technology has been widely applied in the security screening field, making
the study of semantic segmentation techniques based on millimeter-wave point cloud images of pa-
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ramount importance. PointNet++ employs a task-agnostic farthest point sampling (FPS) method for
progressively downsampling the point cloud, resulting in the loss of sparse foreground information
in the millimeter-wave point clouds. Consequently, this paper introduces an instance-aware down-
sampling point cloud semantic segmentation network based on the self-attention mechanism.
Specifically, this work integrates the self-attention mechanism to implement a task-oriented down-
sampling strategy to preserve foreground points and prevent the loss of foreground information.
Lastly, due to the significant imbalance between the number of human body points and fore-
ground points in millimeter-wave point cloud images, an improved focal loss is utilized as the se-
mantic segmentation loss function to enhance performance. Experimental results demonstrate
that the semantic segmentation model proposed in this paper achieves a 6.19% improvement in
mean Intersection over Union (mloU) and a 5.57% increase in accuracy compared to the baseline
model PointNet++.
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1. 5|15

KB BL(Millimeter-Wave, MMW) CL) 2 W T AR 22k REE[1] [2] [3], 45ml2fEbls. Grufissn
LI FT,  ane] R L At R U S R AR BRSO T — T B R B

AT 3 TR B A ST H RS AR  B AE K e A S AR TR R, R T [4] 5 N U AE
YOLOV3-Tiny 584 At B AT ek, 51 NFER IHLEER T T 2K G B AR v v . 1 skA%
FE[]5E NI T —FhE T YOLOVS MyZE K IR H bkl 773, il cieif GIOU_Loss 45 2k bR 25URT ) 2%
SERARAL, SCBL 7Ok N 0L By b R R AR A S RGR AR . FRAKAG[6]5E NS T —FhFIH Faster
R-CNIN ¥ B 27 23 J5 R Aar A b B ek 1) S e 20 it (R 2 R o 3 g [X 4 UM 2% (RPN) 5 VG G116 VIl Z5 1)
BRPE W g, FF R AR 2R G238 (OHEM)H AR AL I 2 A Y 36 e By = LA FH 22K 42 R
BIR B 515 20 — 4K FEEE N M Z N, i SRS S0 (0 10 5AE, T e A 22 oK U R IR R BE 4
ais SR KK FE BB AB M L AN e IR T F BUR, e b A SR B A%, 388 AR 5t
PAR s, XA 2 520 H AR IR AR B, AR T 2240 N A A 7]

ITAESR, R B O = 4 25 (R B A B ) — N By 5, AR oK A TSR I T ARR 1)
Wi MR TZKBEKER, A8 EEedt rhm =4=mES, OiFEMErER. RSFRE=
YA A B8], IX PR T AT i = BR e A3 BT 5 2 T LR 25 KA T SR R B T B o I 0%
AERPE. DI, oK R = BUGGEEAT IR S, T DU v e AR EEP h, Jeks > T S5 e 75 R0 A A
HHRMTH, ETRmANREE.

PointNet [OFAYAF g b FE il 2 4 1 SR 0K, Jd I 2% S BN RO 25 (B G RS 060 BT A R R IR R AT 42 JR) 3R
B BRIIHRE IR 2 ST N T S SERE AL EE . SR, PointNet A B FEAS BLIEH RE A 2 A I R as#), X
B T ILAE IR B AR A A B 3 ST I BE 0. 9 T SO RIX — PR, PointNet++45 21 i 42 tH .
PointNet++ [81d 1 7£ ik £ 7 FI N\ s L H R PointNet, SN T —FZ 0ALIIFE M4 254 . 1X
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SRR R B2 B s (] W EE B, T2 2 A AR R I RIARFAE . B4, PointNet++ib %8 | figE 5
WP B (S ) 2 PSR ), S AR RS N R 2 ) B, A A T 2 RS HREIE, RERT T A
T 5 RO R R SRR . SRTTT, R4 PointNet++7E kb B 24 5] AL 25 B 1) S5 AR T RIS T i ke,
{ELE 5378 5N KL (FPS) Bk I A AE — LR . Zhang [10]45 A 42 HY A |A-SSD il di t, FPS 9% E AR
REMETERAE S AR P R AT B 7 25 B mi R, EAESERR A, BT oz SRR I BENLE, 7T B P ECRFE S
T IR UGHHE I ARRIEAR L, FRARTE i = B AR ORRT, TR 2 B R 5 B N T ffix—
i, IA-SSD H 7 —FTHI AT 55 s T ST IR SR R SR SR, DASE BH A 00 OR BE R H A A
FE25 B B AT S . ERKI R BHR R, A st sl (B FE A ) B e e 1K T8 S5 (e A DA S N AR TS
s0O)%E, SR PointNet++R F IR0z /U N RAF SRBS IR ZRHERBGI P S R RITRAGE, S5
FHOrRIMERE NI, WA SCRL PointNet++ 2R A R T —Fhoodt (5T B = ML 0 S48 88 Jin R R
FEZ KPS 18 X BTk . %7V Re A 87 (b BB AR i 5 AT R AR BRI R S B, 1271
PointNet++i# X 43 EIPERE .

2. 1RBIEH
2.1 HREAR

2.1.1. PointNet++

Wikl 1 Fr 7, PointNet++% ] Encoder-Decoder 4244, H.4 i )2 (Encoder) il it 5] N4 &3 S AL (SA, Set
Abstraction) AL FE &1 = H i, Z AL SR T SR AFE(FPS, Farthest Point Sampling) 572 M3 1 55 2 R
MEHL— 4 DGR A, X SESCHE N B R 8 R I X A R AR X e OB RO BR A R R S
#H(Grouping), & —ZHALF—N 08 m KL ERIE XIRN B sl X T —2H 55, PointNet++{5 F — 4~/
PointNet P45 KIEHUZALN SR RMEMIE S, S5l SRIERAE, RBEZA N A S IRHIE LR
B 5 2 JR) B ) I S PR RS 1 B AR AR . PointNet++iB it 2k EE R, SZIL T — N2 HIRHE
oI gmANES, (AR e SR R A S B
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Figure 1. PointNet (++) network architecture for semantic segmentation
1. EEIE XS ENESHY PointNet (++)251

PointNet++ [ fi#hi% )= (Decoder) i 5 SA JZAH [FI ZUE I FFIE A% #% /= (FP, Feature Propagation)ZH k. %t
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FEH SETHRRAA (B 5 L) R PR 15 5 TR SR (U ) sl SR sl B B, 265 (8 P 200 B 8 AL 1) 75
PR R = PR ILEAT IO, AR E A 2 R m PR RUIRAE . XA 2438
Wi T KOIDABEERK B L W s E R B PRI R R4k, PointNet++if R iZ 2 2%
FEAS B AL 5 i S )2 H X B = VRHEREAT P, DR E R R E RS . X FPRFIE R 1R
AR AR 20 6 2 2 2] B B JR R W B B i s, AT RS s RS 42 0TE SUE R, b se
L ST HIHESS -

2.1.2. 2R ETXM4&(GCNet)
4 J7 R ST 45 (GCNet, Global Context Network) 5 TEAH#EAIFI F 42 & b R S0 B DASG SRR i 2 S 4
PERE, T Cao [11]55 ATE 2019 FF42H, ZHIAEAERIFIM AR ER, AROMES SR B TFUER.
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Figure 2. Global context network architecture
2. 2/ ETXMELEH

GCNet 454 7 AF /& ¥ (Non-local) 2% [12] 1 Squeeze-and-Excitation (SE) [13]M£% [f14F i, @it %42 )5
ERSE R AR, B5R T W2 T E B RO, R TR EERHMER . W 2 B,
HE M2 RFMACREREE SR E TSR, bR DR AN E gt E 2. 285,
BT — R (W 1 x 1 BB R R AR A2 RE R, DL IRHER B R &R . 5
#, FIH 2RI A )R B SUE BX RAGRE AT B AR € (R 4% o0 R TeiE), AT 3G s s B e ke A, i
IR 28 BE A% B N oGV T R M R AR 55 B N E EHHE B .

2.1.3. SEHIRRA TR

2021 4E Zhang #2H IA-SDD H A4 FH T 3D HAMEI, %7 1EA% o E Tl ad p b o] 2% 31 1)«
T AT 251 SRR T RFE NS, SR2 AL £8 & TSR0 ST e o BB, 851ER K0
SRR 2 SRR S5 038 S, SEBL T B R ORRE . L EARSEEUT SRn & 3 BR, %S E I R B — SA
EIRBUEFIE S IS 2 2 BAIHL(MLP, Multilayer Perceptron)2H % (73 2 W0 2% Sk R F T AE R AE P 1 - 5

HUEE.
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Figure 3. Instance-aware downsapling modle
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FARPIA 150 T B AR INE S A S 2, JCHGZ AT S mix T AR

K, BT SA N B HAERE R I SO (R T 5, RT BE 2 32 BB AT 0 A R 2

2.2. 1RB5H

ARSOR T BRI ) S AR G5 R RE BN 5] 4 B o BRATTRERR AL T J2 70 P 7y, — 873 (SA0) Tk B
T HUE O mUERFE ) SA JZORFZIHE 5 sl (NAA) LU A S sl (BRBE D Y RFALE S 53— B 20 (SAL) i FH A ]
BRI T GCNet BEHUIK LA T RFEN SA J2 Tk T He HUHT R4 ik BA TR L —4 SA JZIRIN
FFIEH A GCNet Fibk LIRS 40Jm) ERSCE R, it RHIE B 2 280 MLP L) 70 M 2Rl B
R SR, AT SEBLAE B ) R AR B SE 2 (U RT S, SRS SN R FP R _ERAE S AR AL B4
PLSEEL B SCE B A% i
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Figure 4. Instance-aware downsapling modle

[ 4. PointNet++{L A4 T SRAESREE 5 B M 45 254
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NS FREY B R E R, HAEZKRE ARG X E 5, iR A R0 AT, fag
A BT MLP ARSI R SRS 70 S0 LA 1 P BUR R 70 BIPERE T R0 DRIE, JRATIAE SR T SR
PEHLR AR AR T GCNet A ISR R 2, cod Ja AT BLik— D4R i SRR KA AR L 7y 2K v
#atk, DMREEZ ARG R, R, 203 GCNet BUR S S o FHiE s &4 R E TSR, BHHEA
FPJZ, et — D s Rt 37 5t (0 AR RE 1 TSR T+ FIHERE

2.3. mkEH

A X5 K (Cross-Entropy Loss) & 43254145 A — 0 F O 2% B 2. & F T 2 5 T Ak 26 9 A7
SEIFREIMER 2 25, B/ MEX Rz, PS8 f e uEaite, x5 %
1155, Hoe LA FiR:

kh=~%§lmbgWJ+@—mﬂwﬂfﬁﬂ (1)

Her, N EZHASE, yEET MHEANEIARZEO 5 1), J BRI | MEANIERIBTER.

Focal Loss[14] 72—t #£ &b B S AP~ 7 1] il i R ) KI5 2R PR, JEHRAE IE SRR A LB SR A 1l
R OL N, ARG ORI, KE R B AR (BIA 5 70 R AR) o] e & 1 S HURME, B
R D BOEREA) 22 S AN 2 - Focal Loss 3 1 SIS SUR B 2R, I8/ 145 5 70 FEREA AR B 2, A 7Y
SENNSIEASLEAE LG SRAOFEAS, UK R &Izt rh, At i o > T s icE,  prbhizdi
REABEARRIEH T 2K R 8 ST 555 Focal Loss (7€ LHT

Lseg = _at(l_ P )ylog ( pt) (2)
where p, = p for forgounq point
1-p otherwise

Hr,  p AR TR SO AT . WRAEAR R 228, W p OV R Gt R S8 q, 2
PRSP IE SRR TTRR AL A 7,y DN SEL T3 5 70 IR IR Tk B y (19
R, XE G REEAR GG K. gt i, AT o, =0.25 My =2 BB B E .
AR T IR R B T A1 A K@) B, FiHt Focal Loss i B (38 S 45 2k BL et 228 SO %
M Y SRR SRAE P 23 S B A Bl
Liotar = Lieg + Luis ®3)

3. XRERE S
3.1 HiEsk

TEZEK I R s BBAE Sy E AT R > RS A SR SR (A FE N G, BRI RAT S T — A=
K =2 552 BRI AR BREE ) it A S AR £, T 220K i = R = 4015 S5 315 B br e i 7t o
SRk 5, ASCERSETR WS T T R, BFEEIT. IR R, EET. M. BRERLA
HIZET T G 1~4 /NP TRCE T 37 s SRy B AR 1) & AR AL, £877 98 35 GHz 2 K UE R4
It EEEL S A EG . S5 RENS 5 LK, B TARRKE. GE5E,

SCPEAR OIS B IR L) 2000 MRS = EIE, HEES s BEBEDA 1~4 MEAKE, a5 4366
ANFRFEYD . HBREIE S s B A & 5(a) R, BdE AR TP AR A s RS UGS AT M 21,509 JE i
F| 29,418, %] 5(b) A% HE S TR =BG AT S S SR B E A, E 5(c) L, RN
AT s AU BCE A S 5.5%.
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Figure 5. Dataset statistics
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3.2. WNiE#R

RSN T IGUEZAE T T 2 K0 18 U B S HIERE, R 4558 9t (mloU, Mean linteraction
over Union) A4 E R (Acc , Accuracy)fE IR P 4845 o

YT R SArE]L 10U & SUNEEANZERITIN 5 = 5 88 i 38R R/ NG LB T RS RN

TP
- )
TP+FP+FN

oA, TP (True Positive) 3 A T Y SEAN A1) %L, FP (False Positive) 37 5 Tl 34N 250 1)
ML, FN (False Negative) 3 7w 52 br A iZ 38 Sl E A B 1F i T0 ) .
mloU /& AT 2050 I 1oV BISF3ME, F TR BE AT 250 B R M RE . T R R

j Y
loU=—
miou - L3

loU

loU

i=1 i

()
Horp, NGZZEIMEEL  1oU, 25 | AN oU fH.
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3.3. BENIGSHBILE

A SZEGAE Ubuntu 18.04 - & _Eilk{T, GPU #4524 RTX 4090, & 474 24,564 MiB, Python fii4< 4 3.6.13,
IRIE 5 SJHESL N Pytorch, JRASN 1.8.0. ASCIERBAL ULt #Erp, LA 7:3 1 Ll 4 il Il Zr g Ak 4 1)
RN, AR5 P 26 0 B ST R, e Y Adam DA #E I one-cycle B 337 S ot v FHAIL AL D 28 A Kl
Yk, BeRZIEN 0.001, BRVER 7N 10, BUEZENECH 0.01, 35N 0.9, Batchsize 4 4, LRI 4 H
23.6 G A7, F:illZk 40 4 Epoch.

ARSI HIREAR N 16,000 N s, B S a A S S RS E AR R R, BIAER T 4 4 SA JZ
VENFHEGAS)Z, 43 73#H 0.02. 0.04. 0.08. 0.10 fENERE W FAZ(FRAL: K), XTI T RAE 5
BEHMA RS T KRFES] 4096, 1024, 512, 256 M. BIGIRIAER 4 A FP EX &G —4 SA JE %
NHEAT FRAE
34. ZWHER
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Figure 6. Semantic segmentation visualization results
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fizs o 1B 6(a) NEKE R = BB IEBSUAR IR EZ I, 4 6(b) AR SLIPRERSE, K 6(c)y PointNet++
FEALTRIEE SR, P 6(d) A ST T3 R TR 2R

N T RAIERE T B I B SRR T R REA R PR B TSR R, BT RN L T 2 T AR B
KA T AR L 4 SA Z/E AT SR A A BIZ, PointNet++[FAAY 4 A~ SA JZIMTH T 50z fCRFE, 22
BEREARY R SR T RN T 5 PN SA =, BTN SA JRIKERAE T AN BOZ ke, Wk 1 s,
ARIPHRIT B — BRI TR A B2, RS2 R R R D, AR ORE 1R R R

Table 1. System resulting data of standard experiment
# 1. SREREMNAESE SA BRIRm B EE

PR SA SA, SA; SA4

RFE R A 4096 1024 512 256
PointNet ++ 27.46% 26.73% 28.66% 27.97%
PointNet (++) with cls-aware 27.46% 26.73% 87.62% 82.43%
Proposed method 27.46% 26.73% 94.36% 86.43%

RT3 B IR A S AR R KU S S O B RE, SIS TR AR SO EL T PointNet++. FEFsK
BB T REER PointNet++DL & 254 B v = AL S2Fl SN T, SREE PointNet++AR B 7E AN B PN 5 b
TR RELE Rk 2 Fis.

Table 2. System resulting data of standard experiment

2. MK E DT EIENIEIR TRIMRELER

T mloU (%) Acc (%)

PointNet (++) 73.98% 84.66%
PointNet (++) with cls-aware 71.34% 78.98%
Proposed 80.17% 90.23%

X EEEE T LT T SRAE T PointNet++ 5 ZEHERIR AT DUA B, B 5] N SEHIRREN T RFE DN 2 78 1%
155 5 52 2P 0 A AP (RS2 A A9 P BEAR B T 2R R AT T B, AR S5 BRI SR B A
GCNet #HURIRTF 1 £ T 3E S MR, $2T1 1 Sl R EL RV ERE R RIS, AR 7) Sk g
BT HARRAGZR T, PRI LLTT TR T 6.19%, #ERIZRIETT 5.57%.

4, g5ig

ARSI AE SV T KA IR H iR AR, AL TG R SRR R T A 5 K E T
SR EE R, TR T 58 20 SRR LIS O EMESS B RE E MR R AE R, A & AR
TIREGAL i — P 3R e 1 LT RAFREBR (K 70 8k e, 30w 1A 4 )R BT S0/ B 3R e
SR V2R R B EBIE ORI TERE . SRR PointNet++AHEL,  $i Hh AR AL AE 2 A0 JF LA
HER T3 T 72 50527 T 6.19% A1 5.57%, JXUEH] 1R KU i 22 18 X HIE S5 vh OR B A5 5 B H oA
A ER SO B 3R AE ) RE A BRI AR R A T RE
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