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Abstract

To address packaging failures of corrugated boxes caused by scratches, holes, and wet stains in lo-
gistics, we curate a 3-class, 3,800-image dataset from laboratory simulation, web crawling, and field
acquisition at parcel stations. Under a unified training and evaluation protocol, we benchmark six
YOLO variants—YOLOv3-tiny, YOLOv5n, YOLOv8n, YOLO10n, YOLO11n, and YOLO12n. Comprehen-
sive evaluation employing metrics including P, R, F1, mAP50 and GFLOPs, alongside confusion ma-
trix analysis to assess the identification discrepancies among different models regarding fine-grained
damage. Results show that YOLOv8n achieves the best accuracy-recall balance (P = 0.840,R = 0.790,
mAPso = 0.868, F1 = 0.814), making it a strong baseline for accuracy-oriented inspection. YOLO12n
attains the lowest computational cost (GFLOPs = 6.3) while maintaining competitive accuracy
(mAPso = 0.858), thus favoring real-time edge deployment. We also find noticeable confusion be-
tween “wet” and background under weak-texture/reflective conditions, and degraded recall for
“hole” with YOLO10n. Our contributions include: (i) a multi-scenario corrugated-box defect dataset
with a unified evaluation protocol; (ii) a reproducible cross-generation YOLO benchmark; and (iii)
actionable guidance for engineering deployment. Future work will explore standardized severity
grading, small-sample augmentation, and lightweight attention to further improve robustness and
deployability in the wild.
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FUARACELZE AR MRS S B IR T B L BB —, HE MR S e H R
FFeMEE R A SEmERET  ARERE 1], RHEZR A, B PSS, KRR MK
PR ARAR A N AN R AT HERD SR L 16 . BLsdpitrh, FOARRIARAE G0 . WS . K. MERSEIY
WGy = e BRPa . RN A IR SIS, AR & AN IR, I8 AT RERER P 3% 1 S b 25
F, - I FEARRT A O = S I B 4P e e . 2 TR T 5 A SR, BB tioh 42 12 28 PR Y 2 8 W B O
HEINR e b A, BETR R S G ROIRSS LU [2] [3]. AE “SeHrUtt” WIEARRTI R ST, BT
KO I NThEE, 0SB YRR T S S E A ORI R . Rk, B mAL. I, A
EMAFEBGR LS, TR A sk 1RTHE i Aa B R L.

FE SRR ARSI 77 32 22 i T N 1 E AR B T AR B (R s A (Wi s N s 6 2y B0 55 o 7
FHRFRE . BRI AWM T, XA sE— @R LRI RS, BFER A8, IR ROt
WP RAT T EB IR ZE4]. FIWH R SRR R ENL(SVM). Gabor JEJ#5 . SIFT %5F THHES % 2]
A5 TR R T GBI, HHT 3 R AR 5 2 R T A 2 AR A BR[4]-[6]. [RIES, R BOAR I
#5(UN Faster R-CNN) EURS BER iy, HIE W HEBRRS 8 B K, A T i 1 23 PR R 1 SE AT 2 [ 7]

T YOLO (You Only Look Once) 41 (1) BRI B B Ao i 194 28 DA] G ey 280 ) HE B P 5 R I (RS B
Bl N AV R IR I A S T 1. YOLOV3 LUK, AR TAERFESfERRE IR I B2 B it 55
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AL _EiEEE; 11 YOLOv4 5] N CSPDarknet 3= T-5 Mosaic 0 18 5 DL BE & 5005 £ [8], YOLOv7 il
it B-ELAN %55 f it — D FHRFERIABE I [9]: [RIRF, Y& IHLHI(0 CBAM. SE)BEUF AT Bl T34 5 %)
Y/NRLL, B SESS H bR R, AT s /N ERFEAS 28 [10] [11]. 7ESCBRN T, A B 78
VITifa R SR Qe + ZEAFIERS” 1) TPMN 4% LOE T FUAS 4RAH SRS, I kA&
B R TSR AR VI s A AR ARG Ry oA . A, M. TS 2 KT R 5 4
T HTL12] [13]0 BEAh, 25 R0 o 1 PR 52 IR S B e AL A AR I S IR R, R 5 Sem Mol %
TG 8 B AR, AR S TRESE B W] YOLO RANEMRAN Vi 2% & F B A B AT 3 k[ 14)
[15].

SR 2 S IR 2 HES) T ARAR IR A I B S A &, B TRk H—, AP RE
ZREGORGEN . IS AT S TSR R R, MR GRS R, H =, Yl
i Wy S8 2 PR IR E 5 1 e MR A U S5 5k I, BERERE R AL . SEIES 505 2 R US4l
[15]; =, HAM{hs =55 2 M ESeRemE SR, ¥R, BN EREA TS, BimbnxT
FRBEE X EPREEN MR e AR —, XAE—ERRE LIRG] T BE Mz ae 15 TREE SR 4] [12].

HF FRT R, ASCRET AU R b 3 1) = 2845145 . #F (hole)s kYR (scratch). ¥2i5i
(wet), FhRGEARIEIF 5 ELITAG M YOLOV3 ZE o YOLOv12 ZR BRI 4% ()3 gk i f e pe 22 5. 38
MRS —IESVFNRRE, EARBIEEMTERSE T, & YOLO BIBTERE . HE. S48,
HEFR R E 2 Y fabn IR R,  DAIS UEBT— ARG 7 TS AR A0k P22 40 45 VR 0l A 55 v 11 o5k =% () A
SEBRME . Ferh, AHE S A YOLO10n, YOLOI1n. YOLO12n #7515 1 Y5 (X f) e it 55 IR A
J4E Ultralytics ‘B J7 KA o XL T HAE YOLOVS/YOLOVY 28 fy 3L hit EdkAT 7 B4k & ltn. T
SERIARIN . Head A% Rep BLHESE). RIth, ASCEHAERN “HEY YOLO RN LA MHEEJr
FRAS, P TSR UELE [F) R 2 B R A 1 e 22

2. HAXESR

DRI AR R JEE 25 SRR FLSIRU MG 1 0 PUAS ARAE R I R O R R oK, ASCh i 7 — M R 2R
st ZRMIRAL ARIERS A IR SR, a8 KR (seratch) B (hole) 5 5t (wet) = SR IL AL BRI . AKL
P58 BEORIR T ARSI SR HI MR . R AT BB S 5 YOS Bl St n 3 =Rk ie, B1E
RTHEIIZ AL RE S 5 M E Bk

5 18 B FR 7y S RS 16 SE PR Hh M LUR S KB SCER B T AT A ST 36 = P 50 v AR A AR
&, A E TS AR )0 2 BB 5. BUR B N CRIZIHIE 2R BR . L i) AR B
RS RR T RIS FLIR 7K 5508 55 44 34 JR) 0T DR AF 4 o 3% 4R A T-Hl(iPhone 16, 4800 5%
), FEXIE)E ST LED SGIR A T e sRIEHGCR S - I BE 2 M ik Se R, SR s iiE, £
WA BB EM, TR T BB PR SORIEME SRR BN, &R EEIZRT K.

AR RRBAE AT IR T NE, D IR AR SEER B A T A R AL RE T, W T AAE
Google & TR FE . SRR FIT- 2500 U 6 880808, R B (0 “ 4RAT A5
COEEET . CRAAMINRT . CiaWiBR ) RGEEMKEEREM . g BERESIARIZA
The iR Ye, MR (5 EA TR, ARSI ERE, S RETHME R WEME. Bl
DX RTHRRIREA ISR 4R %3000 BB R 1 I SSREE R 2 Rk (0 57 5 37 55t ety JE s 7 s 49405
FIIFALEE L -

NIE IR R P SR ARAIR S, T TT N Gy AR R BRIE SR R #EAT I 5. IR RE S, ik
RYrd SN IRE I ZRRT B R, USRI W B Tl 4 2 (AR e A . MUTE ] L LB SE) . dA stk
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SEPRDEEALY) . MEAR. WRAGLETIRRER, BRI R 1065 S I 2R 26
%, ZREFEFIGHREIRIG G 4000 5k, L yIPER S ELHIRE, R 3800 5K T IR
5K Py BGAE I THE TR Labellmg BEAT FahbriE, ek 2GEE YOLO B RIE, HAEE XA
XK SR, WORRENEE AR E . 0] — 2. FaFEIIIE 1 R,
UEHARRAER DR FGE ., REUS SRR LR mE SR, vy SR RE
WHEZE 750G B R AR R AT RS A 3R AL IR Sl SR Al 5 1 RE S0 UE ST

Figure 1. Representative samples of corrugated carton damage
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3. BT
3.1. &F YOLOv3-Tiny & B3R 4a4#M

YOLOV3-Tiny /& YOLOv3 RFIFIEEMRA, FxtZs & AN g5ttt H&RAN, HEx
PRy FEEEFERI S . HRHIWIML R Darknet-19 & %%, FEERIEAZERDL, (URE 13 2 BN 6 J2 ik
A, FEPIS RO ERmt Fnas R, AU/ HAR ORI K . A IR BEAS & 58 8 YOLOv3, {HAEH
PR E < SERHE ZR i) DA AR h R I R4F TREE N . 45 &R BRIl g il
YOLOv3-Tiny &%) 2 #18 % PyTorch. ONNX. TensorRT %5°F &, (T #E T Jetson Nano 55 B i 52 fiL &
o G TR DR 5T AR R T 450 O DA AT 55
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3.2. EF YOLOvS 188 By RRpekm

YOLOVS5 £ Ultralytics HIBA T~ 2020 4F & A (1) BB B B ARSI , 475 fitk HG 5L 38 0 R U0 AR P52 A0 50 2
fEHEME, 78 TSI S kA T 2N . ZAE AR A CSPDarknets3 1E A8 T4, Jlid 5] NEH B
HEH S5 (CSPYH U B BE LR, RAR1E BIUAR, RFHRHERIB R . & N 2 RE S 4% H AR AT 5,
YOLOVS 5] N T XA HFE 4 7 E5 45 FI(FPN + PAN), 3835 5 218 SURHIE 5 2 8CHE Bah & 68 1 .

NSNS, YOLOVS 32 HF A A HEA . Mosaic Bu¥Esn. £ RIEFNGSR A, Bf RIFHE
FEPER AT 14, AT PROHE FCAS RIS Y SR 2R 4 - 15 55 T R B 45 MR PyTorch SEIUAESE, YOLOVS ]
WET T PC. LMK A6, EEM TR ML B8 S5 SRR 1) SR IAT 25

3.3. EF YOLOvS 155y SRpettn

YOLOV8 # Ultralytics T 2023 fE4EH 28T A, #rdE%E YOLO FA H F# A 440 [m) B Hu A et 3 &
A . HAZ OB E T Backbone 45447 R C2f (Cross-Stage Partial with Fused)fH &A% 5 A 1)
C3 Mk, TELRUE(E B RIAREIIFIR g — D R4 S8, e m R 5 ) 2 BRI & L Iis A7 3% .

RO R 2 . RTINS FERFIE I BURE, YOLOVS Ef T R e )
MU, AL BEEE F SRR TRIVR . BEHISE R 3R XI5, [, YOLOV8 7EYIZRH 5] N T BE A& 4H b
255 B ARG H] Mosaic-9 BUEIG R TV, MITAETS SASARIZ L RS ™ 55 1) TV PR v DR AR 0 A RS
FEANFRE M HBEHULHE O Tt o B P AT e A O SR At T AR R AE R

3.4. EF YOLO10 1&E8 B Gk

YOLOV10 721 44 th 08— ARSIy B AR R il AR A , FoAZ o0 otk AE T 5530 1 3L 1E & 1Y NMS-free
Uity B A o 2 AR A 1 5] N —E X FE UL 5 #S (consistent dual assignments), 7EIZRHT B [F B He il one-
to-many 5 one-to-one VLIC, i/ FELRFF & MBS S [EINF, HEBEB T BOAS FEAR S St 1) JE RO AR #01]
(NMS)JEAbHE, T 2 PRARHE R AL IR, B2 o )00 8 0% . HUL[ARS, YOLOv10 KH T B4R r) 3
- ¥ FE Pr [F) 3% 3 ¥ 11 (holistic efficiency-accuracy driven design), Z 4t M Backbone. HFE @RS 26 Sk
LA HGI T M EHE S H A, EIRIE COCO Z5FEUEBR RIS AT N, KiRE4E 25
5 FLOPs, #E2) 7 SERMAGIMIERIAEPERE - RORIL A Lt —B3ETt.

FE TV BR AR 7 54, YOLOV10 A58 B 68 78 TR AR5 4 i A AS B2 AR IR, i A B 0 Py o 21 i Fof S8 1
S, B L) B A B AN A Gk & b B, 78 P ARHE K i 454 ke AT 55
YOLOV10 @it 2 R EERFIE SIS i o Sk 5e 11, X288, B IR A5 22 S8 2R def s S P ekt s 7 5 17
gl H NMS-free HEBRALHIEE S 1 /5 AL BER BRI, A =48 b m Uik i AR St 138 0E « IKEIR 1)
SER R AR 7T, FEAF U 2 T AR R X TSI % e IR A RO EE 2

3.5. EF YOLO11 1&EB B Gk

YOLOvVI11 f£ YOLOVS8 & R ELfili EHEAT T RGUIER G5 HE 6] SR AE R 0, 2 — 3T 1) S 8 1 5t
PRAL R 2 ARG I AR TR 5B T 28 5 R E 4 755343, YOLOvV11 5] N T C3k2 #ibk 5 ek i) SPPF (Spatial
Pyramid Pooling-Fast) 514, H-7 =1 2 FF{iE 2 J5 H# Bk C2PSA (Cross-Stage Partial with Spatial Attention) &5,
I EE B B o i S A AN B IR IS &, S 1 s JE AR SC B X I AR BE /T . AHEL YOLOWS,
AR T ) YOLOVL T fEZ 4R 5t & R, FI/E COCO S8t Ei) mAP fRFA Tk
Tb, RIS T + KR TH SRS IS .

fE B C2PSA P fit )2 ()3 5= /3858 ML, YOLOv11 fER 75 S //N H sz st N RIE nfa e,
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AT AR R IR . AN A S SCEE L IO b RESREE RIRTINATE 55 o FEASHIE FE A0 DU A 4R AR 457 £ Aer
R, YOLOVIT RERSFE QR FFECRHERIE FE AT IE T, SRS R AR T e AR I AL 7 W SO T4k
SRR PR A 0 DX, A A T 5T /N RO BRI 5 SR Al T i A el 2. [FIINF, YOLOv11 fRE 1% H Fnks
M el orEl BRI REZARFNISR, NRESY R HFR. skEERR ST EDResefit 7 40—t
RUIEA

3.6. EF YOLO12 1&EB fGRBEH-E M

YOLOVI2 j& YOLO R GH—RHER /1 O (attention-centric) H FREGIN 2244, 7E LR FESEH PR A
PIFEE, BEAGIN T 2R R0ERE I SRHIER A, L Backbone 5 Neck K] T A2/Area Attention &
B, JEId AR R] BRI SRR XS IR AT XN 1) B S A, FERUICTE T4 3RS 3R R sz B
5P KRR EREE J1; R 5] A R-ELAN (Residual-Efficient Layer Aggregation Network)45#), 1@
Tk B A 1) v R B SRS AR THAR J2 0 285 (WS SRR E 1 SRR AR S AR o 0 T R B Y Bl R B )
W24, YOLOVI2 i3 FFr] ik FlashAttention S8/, ELCRFFRG FEMIATHE T i — BB A7 U5 i P4, i
FEAHEBE ZEIR o

S YOLOV10 YOLOv11 YOLOv12
TRRLH B YOLOv8 (NMS-free 3 513) (IR i+ 19 85 ) (LRI LA
Process Stage Baseline Ref. NMS-free End-to-End g/ ture Simplified + Spatial Attention Attention-Centric Arch.
WESMEZTE | fet5 One-to-many SRR [ wrezie | e |
Corgjiraining | [N ! One-to-many + One-to-one) i
Strategy Diff. T \ J J
Backbone  { seycorpusnizs | (%MX?&%—%E{W@& P LT
et CNlem i+%m$ﬂfﬁ%’dm{ RS cimﬁm ez St
SR il = ; = ( D ) i@"";‘%jj 3
Neck | panefits | SRR AR DUk SPPF [ A2 KBUES
oty ; e, ! : peed )2 FIK C2PSA iR R-ELAN %t
FFERE E%ﬁ%%f@fﬁf?? ) HERERHAEER . m("fl‘sﬂ ERAHED Al 3% FlashAttention £E5%)

Head O Rk B AR BB A S B (R o IS
s || S8, | [ ] [ wesmwmenns) [ memmmns. |

———— v v !
JEAL SR BE  wgifkENms | [ NMS-free J [ P ] [ — ]

(Post-processing | LR K{EAIH | F AL

BRTARE | gmemen | l%ﬂi&ﬂ»ﬂi, %ﬂ;uﬁ]

Inference)

%ﬁﬁﬁ%‘(ﬁ/ﬁﬁthfﬁ] [&iﬂﬁ%&%ﬂ/%#ﬂ%ﬁ]

e 900 37 Pt 34 SR (AN AR IR PRI (R T AR5 157)

Figure 2. Comparison of different model architectures

[ 2. NEMRBIEEHITTEE

32T Area Attention fll R-ELAN ¥ # 1, YOLOvI2 7fEANFRAFEE 4. SRIEEAZ RN TkA
B BAT BRI B . E B ARAE IR A AT 55, RIETBRRET . AR R AR IR S5 BRI AT AT
B RE WSO S RAE, SOt 5. BN R % T4 YOLOvI2 @id i & IR RFE S L,
RES B0 A 0 5o b 0 Bt S8R AR DRI X 8, IR AE 2 ROBERFIE IR EORFERT /N RBERIR . FLIR S5 4L
FEGR I A BRI o 456 HAERS BE SHEFE R EIERE LS, YOLOVI2 JUHIE &S T H4 Ll N E )
RS Ao A ENLES N & AT FE I ARAABRA R B At T PR Re R BE i — PR AL 5. 7 B
BIVLRA R, A SCHE K “YOLO10n” “YOLO11n” “YOLOI2n” 33F Ultralytics & J5 & Aifft] YOLO
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FRIHA, TARMKIEELE YOLOVSn FEL M 28 5Lal A i) =R ol R e Rl 5 . Har S
x T E TR IRAS S KA, AT XOARSE# T %, MRS ETRBGAE WK R =Fh2Ek
HLL YOLOvSn Jydkiitt, {EORFFET ML LSRN —EAIRTSR T, 227E Backbone 55 Neck H15| ANEE
Tt BEACEREE Y LR SO FHE RN AR SE S B SR T YOLOVSn R RZE
- LR BB AE T SO 48 S5 R0 LE B (LA 2) 2

4. SKREGEREMREST T

AT 5T S G AE AL B 3800 5K PLERARAE H 1 G A Hi 5 gk AT , Bdin 4578 55 1 (hole) « Xl R (scratch)
1B (wet) =K WA RHE, B SEbRAE =2 EA R A SIS R THM IR 2R 15 0L, LA
SIS 2 A e 1 S B . BUIRETEIR 80%/20% M LL IR Il 2 SI0 RS, MR fE R
5358 2 I PPAS R R WA A E R PERE .

LSRRV K BRI R AE 5 309 python, A HIFUR IR FE 2% I HESE PyTorch 1ENINZSHESE, FFHT
#r CUDA 11.8 sl . HARMEASHREWE 1 .

Table 1. Experimental environment and configuration parameters

F 1. MREEMSY

IR I ZHIE
oS Windows10
GPU RTX 4090
CUDA 11.8
Python 3.10
PyTorch 231

S AR I 2RI v B BAR SRR 2 R .

Table 2. Training parameter settings

%= 2. NEHBHIRE

¥ iVg[:N
Batch Size 32

Lr 0.012
Mixup 0.1
Mosaic 1.0
Copy_Paste 0.1
Epoch 100

Momentum 0.937
Iou 0.5

WhieHR

N7 AT VAN B A A M BE, AR SCIREL 7 2N M B E AR PR EEAT X Lh i, ELAE e
(Precision, P). A A3 (Recall, R). F1 43T 4 £ )18 (mean Average Precision, mAP)., i, WA=
ST R RAE BT I 2R IO 45 S R IR AR RO b, B DAVEAS B B AR RORS BERE ) B R E A T2
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HoE AR A 4 F L SR PR AS P RSl R H R BB, REILEL H R H e

5 H I U, 120K BE (AP R S A 7 Sk BE A% Lo 48, o€ SO Precision-Recall i
LN HITAR, BEA R 7 YR REAE AN R BRAE T IR G R 1 mAP WGRAEFTA I T ) AP B2,
PR BEARAS I 66 77 BT B b o o =5 R8BS T 55 06 S B P R e R IR BE DI ZER, AL UL Py R TR
PRAE ARG HRGE, JFSIN F1 0805 mAP 1EO8 1 EVEREVP A PR,  DASKIURE 5 3 8] [ fr) 14 2k
Mo EIRVPO FEAR BB E LT

P=—"2 . 100% (1)
TP+ FP

R=—10  100% )
TP+FN

Her, pRRHERME, RFBRDEE, TP XK RARC AR, FP R SRR N IERE
A, FN BB FHEREARFRIC A HEREA, TN KB AR R IC A UFEAR .
AP = I;P(R)dRXIOO% 3)

1& 1 1
mAP_Z;API_ _EJOP(R)dR Q)
c RIGNMEE, AP RTIIHEFIZ, mAP 2 FHIREIME.

Precision x Recall
Q)

Fl-score = 2 x —
Precision + Recall

Fl-score 575 FERG A BE AN A [0 28, B vy s S e 1 Y 2% (RO R AR 1R g
X LB 2 AR AR A 08T, AT AR AR AR AN RIR AL BRI H AR B BE ST, [ B REDE
i AR SEBR B Bz AL SRR E T RE -

HE = vs MHRE

®
0.81 .
O

0.80 ® | @ YOLOv3-tiny
o © YOLOvVSn
=
S ® YOLOv8n
2 079 @® YOLOIOn
= ® YOLOlIn

@® YOLOI2n
0.78
0771 o
6 8 10 12 14 16 18

45 & (GFLOPs)

Figure 3. Comparison of computational cost vs. detection performance for different models
& 3. ItE=Z vs MEREFTLLE
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Algorithm Algorithm

(c) ~FEIRS I ME mAPSO FEAR AR AT LE &

Figure 4. Bar chart of evaluation metrics for different model series

4. BRIURBEIFM BRI L E]

EH 35 Rl fEoR T ANFRRCA YOLO R AR PLAs ARFE B DA AT 55 P K 2 5 1k

(d) Fl-score FaAntE R xT LE &
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Figure 5. Comparison of confusion matrices for different model series
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Figure 6. Grad-CAM-based visualization of corrugated carton damage detection for different model series
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Figure 7. Detection results of corrugated carton damage for different model series
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