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Abstract

To address the issues of limited samples and weak features in detecting cracks, bulges, and collapses
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on underground coal mining faces, a dataset of 500 real-scene images is constructed to compare
YOLO11 and Faster R-CNN. Results show that YOLO11 achieves a best mAP50 of 94.80%, precision
96.30%, recall 89.60%, with only 2.59 M parameters and 72 FPS, accurately detecting slender
cracks and small hazards. Faster R-CNN obtains mAP50 of 81.91%, performing well on large col-
lapses but missing small targets. YOLO11 is superior in accuracy and real-time performance, mak-
ing it more suitable for underground deployment.
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H AR S0k R 20 A B S T B 28 . Faster R-CNN fE NPT BUREARER, RO B4,
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Figure 1. Network structure diagram of YOLO11
1. YOLO11 P& &5 &

AT YOLO11n 9 Ultralytics B 7 5E B IEARIF K BT —REE R AL BB BoAS IR AL, FRAEXT
YOLOvSn (& A #EYE keudt. % BILE Cof JEmbi s iH 8, {H YOLO11 584 4 i i
W, ZRIEMA . RN EE AR, RIERCES H R IRFE . A28/ BARE TS, %0
ERCZ AT

(1) C2f B FAEHARALBEE I, OR B8 A0k 55 R AE

FHECTHIAR C3 454, C2f RAIMUY XBFA S0, KB IR AL kiR AT, BRfy e B B A7 S R At R Y
BMNRZINGLEE; IR 590l B BRI L KR S, AR nT B R 2 s B AR R ETE
ZEERPER, WRHEFERUE L 2 AR LA TR 0 R R N B R @ E BRI, TEAIR SR
SR FEABEA SR, ERA FENERMLGEE R,

(2) PAN-FPN WA £ REFHIERS, A2 RTRE

SRR T AETH R AE (2 K A 344 . P AL RIS =B Z R KRR &, YOLOI1 3
# PAN-FPN fil & [ L0 T & 238 URHIE S B i i Z 4, S8R/ B bsR S amit, i v s
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KH C2f 544, AHLERIARHE— DRI T ARV, $2TF THRFIESREN AR . 203B(Neck):K i PAN-FPN, @il
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(region proposals), F0ii%k % 2000 N ETFHEWAHE. 55 BB Rol Ak AR SR USCHE Mt B RR1E I |,
I AR E AT AN A A FAERE R . B BRSBTS S A gy 7 B sReE, HEI ATk
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Figure 2. Network structure diagram of Faster R-CNN
2. Faster R-CNN f4& 2514 &

PREVE R 0 Z FET YOLOLL A AR A Bk RIALT 4%, TR . %% /N ; Faster R-CNN &
KA “PRAER + D27 WD, RS 1 (EARUE ZREAR . A SCIEA IR FEA SRR T AR i
PB4 LT L=, B 7R IR UE S B R AE b S5 RF 0 52 R R SEBRIt #o

2. SCOSET
2.1. BIERENRE
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AR BT R Tk A RS EUE 500 gk, 75 R 4% (crack). Bt (bulge). FHHi(collapse) =2 47
TAEMFEE, RH Labellmg T HB5E MU FHENRE, [FPHitH VOC. YOLO PR ARk 201

R EEGEES . SRERE 204 K. SEAEIE 261 K. SYPHREIE 389 ik HIKEUE T
[ & 2 ARa R, —RBREARTESER Rt 854 . BRBRBIEEX 7 HEENMK MR ELE/NE
br, SRR AR TR B AR, PHEA KA % KR H bR,

RIS TuEg: WKL =8:1:1 BHLBIRENL Z R 5, 732850 DRk = 2B B B AE =14
WA, R BT TR — 8. RIEER: JIZREE 400 5k, I THRRCEIEN; RiUFSE 50
ik, AT UGBS EAN . BRIk, MarilileE 50 5k, £EREASE5II%. B2, AT%
MVFAG AL AV RE, IREESEIR 25 i T 5E

22. KWRRESEE

SEISHEFAC E N CPU A Intel Core i7-12700K, GPU A NVIDIA RTX3090, WAF 32 GB, f7fif 512
GB SSD. A EITi1H, #AE RS Windows10 £NVRR, BREEE JHESE )Y PyTorchl.12.1, Python JiRAS
3.8.13, HHBIEALSE OpenCV4.5.5. NumPyl.21.6. Matplotlib3.5.3 %5,

ARIESEIG AT HE 5 AT EePE, YOLO11 5 Faster R-CNN 48 FH B 5 BN ZRb ., K 56 440 5] (15
PEIGTRIRNG . G — AR, FEAR R R IR 58 O SRS FE M. bR T BB B 5 PR i B 2R ) 1Y)
AN PURRE S A VEAAAEAR BT ZE 7, T N B IG B L B D5 i B B S a5 =4, B
TR AL S50 B B AR USIOIRAS 5 RIS SZ AR S A7 7 F 22 S i), SR P B BRI ] A2 2 12 1T 1) Batceh Sizes
YOLOI11 #&f YOLO!1n FEALFAL, 5T M C2f 4544, Neck KA PAN-FPN, #ii A~} 640 x 640; Faster
R-CNN K H [ E TP %A ResNet50 + FPN, Hi AT 600 x 6000 P EEZ OIS HIE 4 1 T
7No

i

Table 1. Model parameter configuration

* 1. RESKRE

HEZH YOLOL11 Faster-RCNN
UIE RV 200 % 200 %
A2 Adam Adam
Gl S le—03 5¢-06
BN le—05 5¢-08
P TR 2 ) FETE I AN + RIS
Batch Size 12 4
PN (box + cls + dfl) (rpn_cls + rpn_loc + roi_cls + roi_loc)

2.3. RN IEER

SR B AR A5 5 B SR Fa bR 2R B 2 (mAPS0). A5 (Precision). 7 A% (Recall). F1 4
B, FIRINARRSHE . 1H5 R GFLOPs. B E FPS 25 5Eif M 58 6hr, ISR E S
SERTERE
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3. LRERENR
3.1. BEEERTEE
T A A TR ARG T BEFR AR TN 2 AT .

Table 2. Overall performance comparison of models

2. BEBRMREXTEE

CRAE L2 YOLOL11 Faster-RCNN P REZE =
AL mAP50 94.80% 81.91% +12.89%
ik 96.30% 52.09% +44.21%
HlE 89.60% 90.26% —0.66%
F1 5334 92.85% 65.72% +27.13%
ZHE 2.59M 41.0M -3841 M
THHEE 6.4 125.3 -118.9
i 22 % % (FPS) 72 15 +57
WS IR 29100 ¥ T FaE 180 #&iB Fm

gE W EI, YOLO11 & Uik OIahs E4 T Faster R-CNN. YOLO11 H 4t mAP50 i& 94.80%,
FEHIR 96.30%, HIEI3 89.60%, F1 43%1 92.85%, ZH&=AN 2.59M, i H &Y 6.4 GFLOPs, HEPFLHFIA

T2 FPS, fEABRAEAEAT T SCBL 1A IRS 5 Semt P B pe 57T

3.2. B AERPEEMERERT L ST D4R

PRSI AN R SRR S R B AP A DI PE RE QIR 3 BT o

Table 3. AP comparison of each type of hidden danger
3. BERBHBLTI AP XFLL

BRI YOLOL11 AP
it (bulge) 94.20%
P15 (collapse) 97.40%
4% (crack) 92.80%
mAP50 94.80%

Faster-RCNN AP

92.19%
93.11%
60.43%
81.91%

PEREZE
+2.01%
+4.29%
+32.37%
+12.89%

PP 0T P S R (RS R AR B, R LSRR AR I 2 . XK, Sy i ifn) s R4k
B3 22 AN KARGT LU PEARRAE, AR B B . YOLOT 1 YEZLE%HRIE AR THIU NI, (A H B B B 7

AT BRFEAT X S9RFAE K2 2T L5

EHCAEE 4 2 BARERPERERIE TR m & EE G N Bl(a)~(d)), & YOLO11 5 Faster R-
CNN PR ISR AT AT EE, B S I SRR N BRI 5 T ISR braaill 2 5, LI 3. PRl
RF Bl 5 SR an 1] 3 iz, Hodh YOLO11 DA B HEARTE R S% (crack)s [ EUHERRIE B (bulge) 15 (U
FriEYH i (collapse), FbriE H A2 5 BA5 2 Faster R-CNN LASEEHERRE Z44% (crack). T OAMERRIE S
(bulge). ZLEHESRIETT i (collapse), [X 7 =2 Fa B ARG I 45 5 .
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A, it B R (T (a) (d) T I%LEE HFF); Faster R-CNN X REE28 /N H AR AAE I R,
O HAR ISR B FAENS & 2 . EAiEEA R, HHIKEITIRAMAE.

(2) &FxF sl (bulge)s HHH(collapse) AR R HAR: YOLO11 [ [ €/ E kG MIAE & ARG 1, %A%
HIURIERE D, BEESAAESNETEDb). st PR HEFR): Faster R-CNN ] 58 UK RUE
H BRI ARSI, RS /2T AR A E BAS AR AEARITR . @A mEE S R R, Al o] 51k B35 55 T
YOLOI11.

(3) B N R AL FIOFRE AR YOLOL ZEMRGHE sy T Htida st , JhRefas iim =
FKEaE, ZAREJIRH; Faster R-CNN 2 FIAEEREFE 2w (23, oA, RIS, M DUE G SRR
TAETH S A 7 55 o

3 T 45 RIEMT B, YOLO11 ML Faster R-CNN 78 R4 T AF TH 8 4 T PR 85 b 146 I 2%
RIETHRE . ZBERANE RE 1TREES /N B AR 0] R, 38 R B 58 1 G I B B
SSERE B ARIZ AL RE 1 5 SEF T, TR BAE T YOLOL 1 £E KM A i e s R AT 55 v 1R bk 5 40 ik
P

P#99.1T:13.0 §

collopse 0.88

102005 A3 8 4

b A 2 / o8 "
!! | . “ I‘
- A 101 R ESS
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Faster R-CNN far il 45 5t

Figure 3. Comparison of coal mine hidden danger detection results between YOLO11 and Faster R-CNN; Upper part:
YOLOL11 detection results; Lower part: Faster-RCNN detection results

[ 3. YOLOI11 5 Faster R-CNN [E# SRFERMSI R ATECE]; E3EB4r: YOLO #&MZER; THEB4: Faster-RCNN 46
MeER

33. N&ETES

YOLO11 #5288 i AR AL I 28 W& 4. YOLO11 BRI ZRAI(0~25 &)U SOE R, I
GRIR SIAEBUR RGP T B, w3 S SRR RERRAE s TR (25~100 #) B 2k AR N %, ANAE
50 %675 45 Rl Mosaic 3450 5C AT H /MBS B, BRI R s S5 I(100~200 $8)4 2218 T B f#a T
WSk, IR S BV R IG A SRR A B EE, RO B E, EARMEA = RS RN
M5z M.

Faster R-CNN BRI SA M, A7 AAFAIE S > 18 B B35 IK T YOLO1L, 7EAH[FIVIZRSRRS T, 1A
XT B FEARHAE )R A A IR, BRI IE AR 2 A BESS T YOLO11. JR/& Faster R-CNN 7E 1)l Z5%
LS A G, AHAEG REEAFAE TN EHFR SSRHERI TR I A AL, 4 mAPS0 3%
KT YOLOI11, #iJkihd WKl s,

Loss Curve
- train loss
9 ~—— val loss
== smooth train loss
== smooth val loss
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Figure 4. Training and validation loss curve of YOLO11 model

4. YOLOI11 &892 510 R sk ph gk
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Figure 5. Training and validation loss curve of Faster R-CNN model

[ 5. Faster R-CNN 12 8Yj)l|2x 518 E iR L phek

Xof EE PR AL 2k T 28 W] % : YOLO11 SR FH BB Bty B VI 5 77 30, SRR 0PI R ERIZIEY
W Siom FE P LA e 5, S IR0 R 5 I IE R S 3 FR 8 7E 0.9~1.0 X [H]; Faster R-CNN 52 i BL Il 25 5k
WEEZIA, HTHHRFIE S I 2618, AFEH K R IR /N T YOLOL, AR ARETE 2.1 724 W iEd
RFGELE 3.0 47, IIZRFaE S5 T YOLO11. R4 Faster R-CNN YIZREEM G FERETE &, HAEAIRFEA
Wy R ERBERFIERZALRE T B AL, % mAPSO N 81.91%, fkT YOLOI1 #i%!f] 94.80%, 7
SIRILT BB BE YOLO A ASTE Tk A BRAE A SRS A I AT 55 Hh () P B

3.4. ERiTi

ARSLIAEG —REFA T AR R BRI SR . gt — UL SRR R M RTIR RIOTRE,  BHXS BB B 5 P
BRI S5 22 52 R BT SR s U 22 i DR R R 88 R B R PR R, SRR BETHAT & H b Al
UL PR EETE . YOLOT1 #EA BRAEASER B A N b R DL A, 2 BAG 28 T PR i B 21 i 45 44
XTFEAS (A RS e, R AT & I 2 3] ST SEEL DR S, WP Ao LR R AR S s
AERIHRERE /T o8, RN SR/ TR AR, HERE R, G RCH T Shrili B @3k . Faster R-CNN
FSIAE FEARG AR, = B2 RIE T P B B RO A A RIS A B 1, A BRAE AR T 3 LA 78 7027 2T BRUBRFALE
HERRRE R, TR, R RS, /D E bR S9RMIE R S AR T SRR AR 5 o

3.5. MM SIZHLIE

Table 4. Model performance indicators on independent test set

4. MR ERB M RESRAR

P FERR YOLO11 (Mik4E) Faster R-CNN (Ji5E)
mAP50 76.85% 73.14%
KEHa 2R (P) 93.35% 40.59%
HEIZER) 67.88% 73.14%
F1 734 78.47% 52.21%
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Nt — PR R B N R iz AR/, R AEMALREE .. K2 5145 ZH0R R
AT EVAL, SEMFEFRA0EE 4 Fios o

SZEREIR, YOLO11 7EMA4E - mAPS0 A 76.85% K& 93.35% . A 015 67.88% F1 4351 78.47%:;
Faster R-CNN 7EJREE |- mAP50 N 73.14%. F&#fi% 40.59%. HIFIZ 73.14%. F1 7340 52.21%. H2
AL R LW, YOLO11 55 Faster R-CNN HIMEREE A SI0UEERFF—5, YOLO11 fEXs iz FREFEMT
Faster R-CNN, B HARK A TR, 7ESLPRH N FUE b ) G 20s b o RS SRR N LT SR
f)52, YOLO11 fEMPRAE F i [ I8 K T Faster R-CNN, 2347 J5 PIAE T 4L b 31 70 24 55 RE A ) L i
AR 5T, YOLO11 R4ERF k%R A 7B M 1 B G FERME, 28008 W AR AR .
JUEI, YOLO11 K44 F1 23505 Faster R-CNN, BRI ] SEME A0 . oot F2448% . s
/NEFRFRER, YOLO11 fR%FE 73 m ks th e B S e i . 28 b, 0 UFER S5 A i X 45 R —
BOFSL: EAPRFEA . 2R SR TAE B BN TS H, YOLO11 b Faster R-CNN E A B R 17Z
fLfe 1A TR BN

4. HEREEW

KT AR P B B ARz 5o, MRz WIRIE, YOLO11 Bk MZE & fe T Faster R-
CNN; YOLO11 7EMHA£E F¥) mAP50 24 76.85%. Hiffi% 93.35%. H % 67.88%. F1 734 78.47%, 1
IGAESE B mAPS0 ik 94.80%- K5 96.30%- 71K 89.60%- F1 /3% 92.85%, M SR AL 2.59
M. 1% & 6.4 GFLOPs. #EFLAESE 72 FPS, WS itk oo ey, Sembieng, EAERRZ YOLO11
AEMREE 7 B R BE K T Faster R-CNN, {HIEKERRITmE TRE, ESCbrdt T 0% dhnl B2 L
B, g5 FL o 80EAR, PREEERLH N TR Faster R-CNN £ 200 3¢9 455 5AE4E mAPSO
81.91%- JMIKXEE mAPS0 Ny 73.14%, FISCELE A BRBAGIN, (HAFFE SR B AR R B R, S
8. /N AR B RS 8, EH RS TEHAEAR. SAKE, ENEAREIR. HEE R
I R, YOLON FERTINRS 5 Semt M7 TR A 9ty RTAE SRR A T e A S b A I P R i 7
s BETARGNR, EUCRE TSR EIEH YOLO11 RABAL, 15 OR R IR FE 1 [F i) F
RINGEHZRA, BARy 7 s SRR N B AR DL — DI TR ALE N R ), #57KFH Faster R-
CNN A 45 &R RBUSUE 51T % JIRTHBAEOR, G845 A RN CF B I ARSI BT T
B M0 2 % R b S

E&WmE

JER 55 R BRI 7T 5 kSR B4 200 H (2026011037); 1 e i e e AR RV 4% 9% 5 100 5 4 %
BhIi H (3142024039).

SE K

[11 Ren, S., He, K., Girshick, R. and Sun, J. (2017) Faster R-CNN: Towards Real-Time Object Detection with Region Pro-
posal Networks. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence, 39, 1137-1149.

https://doi.org/10.1109/tpami.2016.2577031

[2] Redmon,J., Divvala, S., Girshick, R. and Farhadi, A. (2016) You Only Look Once: Unified, Real-Time Object Detection.
2016 IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), Las Vegas, 27-30 June 2016, 779-788.
https://doi.org/10.1109/cvpr.2016.91

[3] FRflam, BRgAd, FREM, MM, RGN, BE, &, B&Ft. B ad i AL R SRR U 4R
W] BEREHERIR, 2023, 51(2): 349-365.

[4] ZFEE, B, 2RE, £ 77, ET YOLOVS S HIAN 2 48 5 Al S0k 0], BT &R, 2024, 47(9):
120-128.

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2026.168269 147 TFEARY 5N H


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2026.168269
https://doi.org/10.1109/tpami.2016.2577031
https://doi.org/10.1109/cvpr.2016.91

(7]
(8]

(9]

R, i, MR, BE R 2T oudt YOLOVS BN HF AR []. BT51E B2, 2023, 45(7):
2642-2649.

THRG, SERRIE, fTHE, BE. @l R g A RN R AU SR I T VA T E B, 2021, 47(12):
75-80.

A0, FZEny, kL, M. IR AR BUR R M EERT 5E[T]. LT H 304k, 2026, 52(5): 128-136.

W, BTR, EAE, FER, HO9, KU, AFE. E TR YOLOVIT BB A B2 4 ig il ik
WIFEEI]. L A shik, 2026, 52(5): 119-127.

sk B, BN, D, EE . BR Ra 4R UEORTE S AR S MR R T UAD]. YRR R R,
2026, 46(4): 804-816.

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2026.168269 148 TFEARY 5N H


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2026.168269

	采煤工作面隐患目标检测中YOLO11与Faster R-CNN的对比研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	Comparative Study of YOLO11 and Faster R-CNN for Hidden Danger Detection in Coal Mining Face
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	1.1. 研究背景与意义
	1.2. 相关工作
	1.3. 模型结构概述

	2. 实验设计
	2.1. 数据集构建
	2.2. 实验环境与配置
	2.3. 评价指标

	3. 实验结果与分析
	3.1. 总体性能对比
	3.2. 各类缺陷检测性能对比与可视化分析
	3.3. 训练过程分析
	3.4. 结果讨论
	3.5. 独立测试集泛化验证

	4. 结论与建议
	基金项目
	参考文献

