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Abstract

The paper presents a novel semantic segmentation model named Progressive Refining (PR) U-Net,
designed to enhance industrial defect detection. The model builds upon the Swin U-Net architec-
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ture, incorporating PR Decoder Blocks and Focus Modules (FMs) to improve feature refinement
and segmentation accuracy. The PR Decoder Blocks allow for progressive feature refinement,
while FMs aid in distinguishing defects from non-defects by integrating segmentation predictions
and feature fusion mechanisms. Extensive experiments demonstrate that PR U-Net outperforms
existing models in accuracy, robustness, and efficiency in industrial defect detection tasks.

Keywords

Progressive Supervision, Industrial Defect Segmentation, Feature Focus, Swin U-Net

Copyright © 2024 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5]

EUG 5 B BOARSE TS e 5 2 0 EZEER, SR T EGXRI 5 E A E X 3
LR AR T AL RERS SEIE F ik 3R s i BRI, b g 7.

B o B AR T 2 B F TR R [1]-[4]. Bldn, &) 2T TS A &8, e 7L
i NAEB R AE A7 B AR REJI[5]. Ak, B BT Tl B 3h 4 Al 2 47 3K sTik[6] . Jiid 7y
T A S AR SRS B B EG AL BB S I AR = 2 R SE R B R AR AL., AT A B LA fi
POBE I, RSP RCR AR IE R R . HAERNE, HEAMENNHZ —ETEREE 1
FREEARIIB] [7]. R B r BIEAR, Tl A Aeae o . R 5 R H GG . B e A A&
B2 Ak, M SEEL b B B U R A ] X0 TR R S A PR S5 IR 55 AR DL S 24 gt
P CE I,

SR, AT K MG o BB R T I 25 1 2 PR A R Liu [8]55 N, B o IR BUTE L8
3 FAE PR DX d8 B B 7 T T I )Pk Ak . [RIAE, Hesamian [O]45 A Fi t, VR B2 2% >0 73 IR AL AE Tl 40 o i
I AR FREA 2 - AP DL SO LA S o BOREFE TR SE I, ST S, a#I8 R K E
(B BH AR B, DA B a1 300 L 5%

SRRERX BBk R, A SCHE T WOk 484k U-Net (PR U-Net). 7£ Swin U-Net [10]2E#5ERE |, 4%
SCEBTRT TS AL, N T =ANETE SRS AU RIS B (PR ARDEY) . B BRI B B R, I
BRI B R, ACBERE SIS R R, RN R. [, £ PR L,
ARSCHIN T RN, DL BRI 5 AT R0 X 43 i e DX IR IE 5 DX 3, ANk 2185 B 4 AR 9 4 1)
KA.

2. HHXTIE
2.1. &F CNN 5%

B, ARG S B 2 M 45 (CNN) i 5 s — 2 AR ZE B WO GAZ, AL H ARRAE 1
ERBIGER . BRBIAFZ IR Z R AE UG B2, FCN [11]5] N7 FRAEMBRERER:, e
JEHFERERS EEER I BV Z R IE R, VB 7RI & IS A . SR1fT, FCN B % e 4 Rt 2
W& TV M7 5t 90E X ETR[12].
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2.2. BT YRTEEE - BBSR[NAZ*

FEEE 7 EIOUR, i as - ARAD s B R — SRRAT AOIRFE 22 ST . Gl 2 BURI i 4% - T
AL 3% SegNet [13]. HRNet [14]5%. Hrr, Noh [15]8 Nfth 1 —FhdE T B AIE (o FIU5E, A
VGG 16 ZMZ K ERRMEAgmisas, JFE BRI E AR R IERAMR K. SegNet FI I 4% -
T A SR HL A R R 25 v 8 I AL R AT ARk R SCILEIR 20 B AR 52 L U, e 2
I Ab 3R [16]-[18] A0 Tl R [19]-[21] b3, U-Net [22]41 V-Net [23]32 2] 1]z K. U-Net i Ron {1
Sett, BA U AR MRS R AR, RENE A RO M BARE R B P23 U-Net ¥F 2 ARLER
AP U A T BB . V-Net Jlid 5] AL T Dice REIHT H AR, Mk T AT SAE AR
AT 1A

2.3. ETEBRDINBING

R IHURITETH RN AT B 1 RFERIR R, TR R A 3 2 o e % B 1 3 T a0 A\ 5080 RO 5%
Hay. PR, TEUE SCorEIH B R IR —F AR &S . Chen [24]58 N3 H T —FhyE = JubLE],
ARG RN E E 2 RPERHE A E . Huang [25]5 NS H T — Rkl I TAL G iR i, Tt 1
—ANRIAERE JIMZE(RAN), 45 BAR BTG RIIRHE. A 758 RHE, Fu [26]58 N5IN T MEFE
J1M 4, FIH BEBEHEEREERFEE BTN SURBOCR . @ 7EY 7R A5 A W 2% A BRI e b 28 84 1)
B, ZAS Y R RSO R R IE T 4 R (1R O BRI OC R, DB AR MR 5SS A I S B 4 1
IrEIER,

B TIXELTTIEAN, A L TARERR TR AIHUHIELE U B R [27]-[29]. SwinU-Net 254
Swin Transformer A1 U-Net, #&—/NMEZ K B, —J71H, Swin Transformer [30]4& — ik = AL
HIL%, Res AR R B RFIE. 55— 7T, U-Net 45402 — Rl gmit 8 - MAgasatt, A
TOREEFIRL & A [F) 3 MR IOHFE . Swin U-Net 854 T W MRS, 7018 X EMES hRBU (G, Bt #s
X 35 JE A He AN 22 OB ARRAIE il & SIS B0 B8 M AN RS 1 BUR 7

24. HENARET I PN A

MR BARAE IR M A4 R MR . A B R A I BB 3 B e iR R, 2R
Ja A S X L R AT A B AN A, SEEL E AR BRI R ATE AL SE DI RE . AEHIE L,
MBEHARTVZ N T 77 i T2 RIS B .

CAE B 510861, EA DGR TSI SE T 1) SR 7T 05 17, 1 ELAE T AR 4 25 R 55 3 5 b 15
B 7TZ RN Song [BL]AF ASR Y 1 —Fhah & A (AR I MAT TR 22 I 2% (TR A R ZE B (SAFM), B AKX
G i v BT SRR R DASRBCSRFEARR AL, AR T Ml s g G U PR I 07 925 o

SR, LS BORAE Tolk b (0 B A5 R HLE SR B TSI AN TR REROAR A &
MBI Tk A7 (8 RE AR AN B S ER AL 1 osAT I SCRF, #Esh 1 TP 5k R .

3. FHRE

FE TP SR PRI S5 v, AR 5 S A R0 MG R R B X2, (L B T SRR QEAREAR) 5 A BRI A 855 (17
BEA) AR, X —AT55 B —E MM . Swin U-Net /£ y—F1454 T Swin Transformer H1 U-Net (i
Sy EIARY, R HE BTSRRI . SR, FURHESRIGME SRk 5 A 2 DA R0t X 7 1
SR IGH/NERFA X, AT BRI T 78 oMbk P A AT 55 e 80

N T I ) B, AR ST H T #E44E U-Net (PR U-Net). B 1 Bz, PR U-Net {58 T Swin U-Net
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Figure 1. PR-Unet structure
B 1. PR-Unet 451

3.1 FERER

N T S IX Sy SRR R ARG DX, Sk DR AR B R, ARSI T MR R, WA 2
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Figure 2. Focus module
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Figure 3. Progressively refine the decoding block structure
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R L SPRINFHEAT R FRAE, DUREE R 80 )5, Wb ib g B e > 4 SCH R,
A BB — A E SR — RV G TR RAE .

BYR 2. FEH A, AT EIER R WTDERHE ey MIEFHERAE S BT 245 1E e HEA
R EM, , BRIRHE 2, » 25, ¥ 2z, SERYURIES RIS SRHE ef PHE, L MBERIER TR, &
Ja, B RERERE, b AR SRR, BERIERR 2 .

WA (4) (5) (6)Fn:

7, = FM, (F,, CBlock (e )¢5 ) (4)
2, <[ 2,;CBlock (eg ) | (5)
z; « CBlock (CBlock(z,)) (6)

TEZAY 3, ARSCHA T #1485 BA5 B0 T G, S8 BB BOGER 1 X 38, T8 I ¥ 7)1 4 R 5
&8 A AL AR RPAE G A A0 3, A28 BB A% B i 1 2% 5] H bR XIS AR IE R R o 1200 SR T 0 3145 Rk Hw
XIIRFIES 2, 3Tt TR BRIE S5 H AR 2R B 0 Ak i e

FEH AR, MADEIGER F v LRFERIZIGE RN ef MUPTSEH N ef, HENEE B FM,,
REVRHE 2, , SRG, W5 — A0S A RRIE 5 28 = AN SCAE B RRAE AT A, e, did
SUCERRRAE, D RREURIR A GBS PARAE, AR AR 2SI out .

mAR(T) (8) (9)is:

z, = FM, (F,,,,CBlock (e; ), CBlock (e, )) @)
Z= [le; Zz] 8
out = CBlock CBlock (CBlock (z))) )

Wi, N TBZEGS R, AR, 78 PR RS8R — 2 HHRAZ I By SRR 8IS R vy, 2
I, BAR A A0) T

[101al = IZ:l:[’(Fseg,l ’ ygt) (10)

XH, L3R PRBIERIZE, R, RonH V ZRAEIER,  y, LI, Z HKRiE
LB R Z ) BIG R Z B B S5 S, A B THREBRBAETE O EUE S h i S 80R, M
HR TR fE % B Ly 1t PR IR P9 5 O A J A ) 7 T2 2R

4. KR
4.1. WIESE

JTA I B/E MVTec AD Al (MVTec AD)EE 4 EdbAT, 1280 A2 A6r il b il it v 28 i sk
B2 A FH I B 48 . MV Tec AD #4 45 B MV Tec Software GmbH @, 8 & Fp Y (¥ 2 HE R 1K
B, REEBE TR, MR, KRB GRS R R . X B T amER, 4K, 5
AN JRAE A I 22 Bl AR

MVTec AD #dfa 5t 5 £ (2 ik Tl 2R sk e fer I Sk ORIT 7T, AR PPl SR AR S B Tk 375 PR REY
k. FREG I NINGEMMRE, IGEOE EFREAMBEREA, MIRENCERFEA.

SHARAR I — SRR R R E R R, BRI MM SRR RRR AR AR .
XAEFF MVTec AD Bdfa 5 SON VTl S5 & MR PEATIZ AL RE 7 OB ARLE 3%
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4.2. BEIRE

FITA SEBATE — A5 I AN RE AR R85 P 0EAT o 4845 R %G00 Ubuntu 20.04, 3 22 E 434 Python 3.9,
CUDA 11.8 1 PyTorch 2.0. t#{}-Hic &y Intel i9 12900KF CPU 1 NVIDIA RTX 3090TI GPU, R4l #% |
32GB 3200MHz HI A7 A<SCH PR U-Net #243)I1%5 1 100 4 epoch, #HtabsK/NJy 32. flifb#s )y Adam,
S 21% 9 0,001, X LUHD E AR SR R A OREE B BRAR T A5 R ATV S

4.3. jHRESELE

T VPR A SR H AT A AR TR, AN SCRL Swin U-Net /B 9 ZEHERE Y 3EAT 1 71 Bt 92

W21 R, THREhSRIG St R, A ST PR U-Net 78T 48 4r_ES0 T JE R Swin U-Net.
HARKUL, PR U-Net 7F Dice %, HIEIZ. K#fE. F1 330 loU S8 kr EARIUH B i 8UE . 51
U1, 7E Dice REJ7TH, PR U-Net 785195 L (13RI N 99.8593, &3 T Swin U-Net 1) 99.6877, TfifEIE
K BRI 96.5790, HHE =T Swin U-Net [ 92.4085. b4k, PR U-Net 76T iEhr L0 B &R,
RPN 98.2192, 1 Swin U-Net A 96.0481.

WL 4 B, A8 TR & AR X8 FAL ) 4 BIAER 12 )7 1T, PR U-Net B8 525 00T Swin U-Net A28,
XA ARSI TR o BT T B bR S KT S, PR U-Net ££ TPk BEAS I AT 55 22 0 LR OBk i)
fE, HE—BIGAE T AR AR SR BRI B A 7 T A Rt Ak o
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Figure 4. Example of comparison of segmentation results in ablation experiments
[ 4. THRRSEIE 53 BN LS R EE R Y

4.4. 5LBERIRLLER

AR SCAEFH oA 22 i 1 B8 4 BB LA MV Tec AD $idis 4 Bt AT 79286 . A T W (7 BRSO ™A e AT 2
S, X AR TE AR [ A AR ] ) 7 R AT T 4R

L7 2 fizn, PR U-Net 75 Tl &g 45 R E LT VIT [23]F1 TransUnet [27]3 P 5 K A 2 IR
XAUERA 1325 A0A0 o E0 48 Tl 5 43 BT 55 R i S8/

45. SRIEREE

FEATIH, ASOR PR U-Net #4784 5 25 i Tl [ 73 51 5080 0 e 97 A58 SAFM Res UNet [31]7E #Eff £
AR A 18] 5 T AT B8
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L7 3 f7R, PR U-Net 753X AN 2 B0 45 b 1 S 2r EIRE 713948 T SAFM Res UNet. X WRE
PR U-Net 5 ge ARt 15 Tl ™= b A R 4R R b A0 S o IX PRI PEREIL AR B, PR U-Net 75 SEBR Tk
FAHR B AT 55, KR T 5 AR v R 5 R 7 A 5 ) b R R S AT . B IR SR T PR U-Net 7EAR A T
BB SR AR TS IZ A RE ) o AR SCIEVTAL 1 A THIH2 200 J UM W5 510775 4N (8] . [F4F, P il
IRILEAH G E N EH MVTec AD BT, MR ZEEREE FSTiE4T 10 Ik, DAAfE P34
PRI IA) . A T AP R I SEIR A5 IR, AR SO (R EAT T — A B

L3 4 Fizr, PR U-Net 7E B3 B 5 RIS AL T SAFM Res UNet, iXf#453 PR U-Net i& F T 75 s
IR Hff A B ) Tl S

Table 1. Comparison of ablation experimental result
= 1. iHRLSLIO 4R Rt

Bl Dice AE R e F1 4340 loU
Swin U-Net (J£#E) EN 99.6877 99.6805 99.6949 99.6877 99.3774
Swin U-Net (F:#) 12 92.4085 92.5712 92.2465 92.4086 85.8885
Swin U-Net (3£ #E) Ty 96.0481 96.1258 95.9707 96.0481 92.6329
PR U-Net ES 99.8593 99.8528 99.8658 99.8593 99.719
PR U-Net EZ 96.5790 96.7325 96.4260 96.5700 93.3843
PR U-Net - 98.2192 98.2926 98.1459 98.2192 96.5517

Table 2. Comparison results of different classical models
= 2. NEIZHIRBILLRGER

ViT TransUnet Swin U-Net PR U-Net
Dice 93.2581 95.3832 96.0481 98.2192
F1 5341 93.2546 95.3217 96.0481 98.2129
loU 90.4587 91.2321 92.6329 96.5517

Table 3. PR U-Net and SAFM Res Unet based on Dice comparison
7% 3. PR U-Net 5 SAFM Res Unet £F Dice RELZ W IEELEE

MVTec AD KolektorSDD
SAFM Res UNet 97.8 95.1
Swin U-Net 96.0 94.5
PR U-Net 98.2 95.3

Table 4. Comparison of normalized inference time between different models

F 4. NENRBUEIRRTE YT — L ERIELEL

Vit TransUnet SAFM Res UNet PR U-Net

REakistlingl 1 0.6 0.09 0
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FEARSCH, ASCHEH T — R 2L 38 S0 B —— iE 44k (PR) U-Net, LASR s Tl B e A i i 14
. PR U-Net 2T Swin U-Net 4244, GBIt 4E MK PR RIDEHOR £ S H (FM) SRk 1T kit . PR fRADER fo 1
B MNRHE, FHAERE MRS B AT B, T A B ORI R AE b S A 2 BT, 365 AR X 4k
RE3 A SR SR B [X 438 1)

AILAE MVTec AD Fl KolektorSDD WA 32 A8 F (1) Tk i Bk Bt 45 B adbAT 19088, S5 3R 0,
PR U-Net 7E A PPl fE bR B35 W20 T I0A BB R Swin U-Net DU HARZ ML) 4 EAL, n ViT
F1 TransUnet. 1t4h, PR U-Net 7EAERAPE. AR, FEHE. F1L 2500 loU S5 HBRIE @, Kl
TEYR/INGRBE X IR o ERE 77 b, BUR T B 13Tt

AR TS, ASCHEEPIRIE T PR ARD R A LA S R R M R T R . X SR
M A = TR IE SR RS B R A HIRE ), A Aot D 7R H R B M & A, AT T 4y
IR S .

ARSCERT T PR U-Net 5508 (0 Tl Bfa R A5 % SAFM Res UNet, 455278 PR U-Net 75 £ M4
& LIPEREIE T SAFM Res UNet, 1UEBH AR SO RILE Tk S A b A B0 A0 iz & . k4t
PR U-Net /EHEFERS ] RO 0, & & 7 EPO A Tk 5.

SR, PR U-Net 78 TV SRS AS AT 55 b 2 0 A st RE A s Rk, UERA 1 LA SE BRI A 1)
B 71. RKHIBFF] LA — DA R 1), FRER R A H A BG A/ BUE S R R, i — B4R i iy
{1 368 P e R o

ARSI RI AR TARGERFE LR JLAN 7 : 55, 2Dk PR U-Net 458, $m H7E 5 M
BER S ERIZRAHEEE AR, Ik, BT ZPRME R, Pl — PR S 8 5 N
EIPERE: 5, ¥4 PR U-Net B T H ARSI EUG 7 BUESS, a2z EE o #IM B E UG 58], LAIRIE
SHL 3 R A A

2% LATR, PR U-Net J&—Fa 20 H = 280 T sk R AL, A E 2N 280 h R I A,
HA 2 B AT s A A e
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