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Abstract

Obtaining large-scale labeled object detection dataset
can be costly and time-consuming, as it involves annotat-
ing images with bounding boxes and class labels. Thus,
some specialized active learning methods have been pro-
posed to reduce the cost by selecting either coarse-grained
samples or fine-grained instances from unlabeled data for
labeling. However, the former approaches suffer from re-
dundant labeling, while the latter methods generally lead
to training instability and sampling bias. To address these
challenges, we propose a novel approach called Multi-
scale Region-based Active Learning (MuRAL) for object de-
tection. MuRAL identifies informative regions of various
scales to reduce annotation costs for well-learned objects
and improve training performance. The informative region
score is designed to consider both the predicted confidence
of instances and the distribution of each object category,
enabling our method to focus more on difficult-to-detect
classes. Moreover, MuRAL employs a scale-aware selection
strategy that ensures diverse regions are selected from dif-
ferent scales for labeling and downstream finetuning, which
enhances training stability. Our proposed method surpasses
all existing coarse-grained and fine-grained baselines on
Cityscapes and MS COCO datasets, and demonstrates sig-
nificant improvement in difficult category performance.

1. Introduction
Object detection [19, 21, 23, 24] is a fundamental com-

puter vision task that involves locating and categorizing
objects in images. However, annotating object detection
data can be costly, as it requires drawing bounding boxes
around objects and labeling each box with its correspond-
ing class. To address these challenges, researchers have
proposed various label-efficient solutions, including weakly
supervised learning [1,2,3,17,29], semi-supervised learning
[12,18,28,30], and active learning [4,6,10,14,16,36,39,40].
Active learning, in particular, is a promising technique that
actively acquires limited labeled data for downstream train-
ing for several rounds. By iteratively prioritizing data points
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Figure 1. Comparison to different active learning selection
strategies. (a) Selecting informative images for annotation us-
ing coarse-grained methods can result in redundant annotations of
well-recognized objects within an image. (b) Choosing bound-
ing boxes to annotate using fine-grained methods often leads to
sampling bias, where similar objects are acquired in a label query
batch, and training instability due to incomplete labeling. (c) Our
MuRAL integrates multi-scale regions into training to enhance
stability and minimize the need for annotations on well-recognized
objects. Furthermore, we select diverse regions categorically and
spatially for labeling to prevent sample bias.

that contribute most to improving model accuracy for la-
beling, active learning can achieve accurate models while
reducing labeling costs.

In the context of object detection, current active learning
methods can be classified into two main categories: coarse-
grained and fine-grained approaches. Coarse-grained meth-
ods [4, 10, 14, 36, 39, 40] pick informative images for la-
bel acquisition based on classification or localization un-
certainty, as illustrated in Fig. 1 (a). However, this strategy
may result in redundant labeling on well-detected instances.
On the other hand, as depicted in Fig. 1 (b), fine-grained
methods [4, 16, 39] acquire bounding boxes annotations for
specific instances or regions within an image and employ
partially labeled images for further fine-tuning. Neverthe-
less, this approach may result in sampling bias and training
instability due to partial labeling on certain classes or scales.
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To address these challenges, we introduce a novel ac-
tive learning framework: Multi-scale Region-based Active
Learning (MuRAL) for object detection to overcome the
limitations of coarse-grained and fine-grained methods. Un-
like prior coarse-grained approaches [4, 10, 14, 36, 39, 40],
MuRAL is able to effectively identify informative regions
in an image, reducing annotation cost for well-learned ob-
jects. Compared to existing fine-grained strategies [4, 16,
39], our framework picks categorically and spatially diverse
regions for labeling to avoid sampling biases. In addition,
as shown in Fig. 1 (c), our proposed method employs multi-
scale regions as queried samples to prevent incomplete label
training issue and improve object detection performance for
objects of various scales.

To elaborate, our active data selection strategy involves
several steps, including multi-scale region candidate gen-
eration, informative score calculation, and scale-aware re-
gion selection. To begin, we consider region candidates as
the fundamental units for labeling. The region candidates
are generated at multiple scales across the image to high-
light objects of varying sizes. Next, we rank these candi-
dates within each scale based on their informative scores,
which take into account the predicted confidence of bound-
ing boxes covered in regions and the distribution of each
object class. This enables us to identify and prioritize re-
gions that are more informative and may contain difficult-
to-detect object classes. Finally, we employ a scale-aware
selection strategy to ensure that we query diverse regions of
various sizes, promoting a stable training process and fur-
ther enhancing the diversity of the sample set.

Extensive experiments demonstrate that our proposed
MuRAL outperforms existing coarse-grained and fine-
grained active learning baseline methods and achieves state-
of-the-art results on the Cityscapes [5] and MS COCO [20]
object detection tasks. Moreover, ablation studies and ad-
ditional analyses further highlight the effectiveness of all
the components, particularly in selecting informative and
diverse regions and improving the detection performance
for difficult-to-detect categories in our proposed method.

To sum up, the contributions of this paper are as follows,

• Our proposed multi-scale region-based active learning
approach for object detection effectively tackles the is-
sue of label redundancy in coarse-grained methods, as
well as the problem of sampling bias and training in-
stability in fine-grained methods.

• We employ a re-weighting class informative region
score along with a scale-aware selection strategy to
query informative and diverse multi-scale regions.

• Experimental results indicate that our method outper-
forms existing coarse-grained and fine-grained active
learning methods on two datasets.

2. Related Work
2.1. Object Detection with Label Efficiency

In the recent years, object detection has become a pop-
ular research area, resulting in the development of several
successful models such as Faster R-CNN (FRCNN) [24],
YOLO [23], RetinaNet [19] , SSD [21]. However, object
detection still requires a large amount of time-consuming
and labor-intensive annotation. Therefore, some label-
efficient approaches such as semi-supervised learning and
weakly supervised learning have been proposed to reduce
the annotation cost while improving model performance.

Semi-supervised learning combines both labeled data
and unlabeled data in a data-efficient manner to en-
hance its accuracy. Current research focuses primarily
on two aspects: consistency-based and pseudo-labeling.
Consistency-based semi-supervised methods [12, 30] aim
to leverage unlabeled data by using an original image and
its perturbed image to reduce the discrepancy between their
respective output predictions. Pseudo-labeling approaches
[18,22,28,34,37] use the model’s predictions as temporary
labels for unlabeled data to improve its performance.

Weakly-supervised learning is a label-efficient approach
where the model is trained on only image-level labels, in-
stead of fully annotated data, to minimize the annotation
cost while still improving model performance [1, 2, 17, 29].
WSDDN [3] was the first to employ a CNN-based approach
for selecting positive samples, combining the recognition
and detection scores, which had a significant impact on sub-
sequent works [7, 13, 31].

2.2. Active Learning

Active learning selection strategy is a method used to se-
lect the most informative samples from an unlabeled data
for manual annotation. Two common types of active learn-
ing selection strategies are uncertainty-based and diversity-
based methods.

Uncertainty-based methods select the samples that the
model is most uncertain about, by using criteria such as
softmax entropy, confidence or margin of network out-
puts [33, 35]. [8, 9] proposed Bayesian active learning
with MC-Dropout to estimate model uncertainty. In con-
trast, diversity-based methods aim to select a diverse set
of samples that cover different regions of the feature space
[1, 4, 15]. Both methods have different trade-offs and have
been shown to be effective in different scenarios. [38] pro-
posed a loss prediction module to predict the unlabeled sam-
ple loss as a selection criterion. [27] leveraged variational
autoencoder to learn a latent space and an adversarial net-
work to distinguish between unlabeled and labeled data.

For object detection, coarse-grained active learning
strategies typically select entire images as the unit for an-
notation [4, 10, 14, 32, 36, 39, 40]. Some works use classi-
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Figure 2. Multi-Scale Region-based Active Learning Pipeline. In the proposed framework, the detector model is first trained on the initial
labeled data DL, and make the multi-scale inference on unlabeled data DU in different resolution, (a) Region candidates are generated
from the multi-scale predictions using a greedy approach (Sec. 4.2). (b) Combine uncertainty-based scores and category re-weighting
approach to evaluate the informative region score (Sec. 4.3). (c) Then, a scale-aware selection method is used to select the diverse regions
and allocate labeling budgets for each scale (Sec. 4.4). (d) The selected regions are annotated from a human expert, and subsequently
updated to the labeled set (Sec. 4.5). The process repeats for a specified number of cycles.

fication scores as metrics to measure model uncertainty, as
seen in works such as [10, 40]. [36] proposed an entropy-
based Non-Maximum Suppression method that considers
both instance-level uncertainty and diversity. The work of
[14] introduced two metrics called “localization tightness”
and “localization stability” to measure the informativeness
of object localization. Furthermore, some researchers have
focused on combining the uncertainty of localization with
the uncertainty of classification. For example, [4] proposed
a mixture density network to aggregate these two sources
of uncertainty, and [39] considered the consistency of local-
ization and predicted class distributions in augmented and
unlabeled images.

Fine-grained active learning strategies query partial la-
bels within specific instances or regions, instead of se-
lecting the entire image. For instance, [34] proposed a
self-supervised sample mining technique that uses pseudo-
labeling with high consistency samples and an active learn-
ing strategy to select low consistency samples within cross-
image validation. [6] employed the coreset method [25] and
classification uncertainty to select instance labels. Mean-
while, [16] focused on querying informative bounding
boxes by selecting diverse groups of objects.

In contrast to prior works, our proposed multi-scale
region-based active learning approach can acquire informa-
tive regions that not only reduce label redundancy but also
enable efficient training with multi-scale regions.

3. Problem Statement

The problem of active learning on object detection is as-
sociated with two data sets: a labeled set DL and an unla-
beled set DU, where usually |DL| � |DU|. Besides, the
process of a single iteration can be summarized into the fol-
lowing steps: (1) Training the detection model Md with the
current labeled set DL. (2) Using the trained Md to infer
the unlabeled set DU and record the inference results. (3)
Selecting a subset ∆DU ⊂ DU that are most informative
unlabeled samples by designed active learning method. (4)
Requesting a human expert to annotate selected samples in
∆DU. (5) Updating DL as its union with the subset, i.e.,
DL = DL∪∆DU. Then, the entire process would execute
C iterations until the detection performance is converged.

The problem objective is to develop an effective sample-
selecting strategy (i.e., active learning method) to let the
most informative unlabeled samples be chosen and anno-
tated. Then, the training with these newly labeled samples
would assist the detection model in achieving enhanced per-
formance with less annotation cost.

4. Method

Although active learning is a promising solution to ad-
dress the costly annotation burden in object detection, ex-
isting methods still have limitations, as mentioned in Sec.
1. Hence, we propose Multi-scale Region-based Active



Learning (MuRAL), which takes the strengths of both
coarse-grained and fine-grained active learning methods, as
we now present in detail.

4.1. MuRAL Overview

As depicted in Fig. 2, MuRAL consists of three com-
ponents: (1) Multi-scale Region Candidate Generation: re-
gions with distinct perception fields are generated to make
objects of various sizes in the image prominent (Sec. 4.2).
(2) Informative Score Calculation: the informative score of
region is computed by the weighted uncertainty of object
detection results in its field (Sec. 4.3). (3) Scale-aware Re-
gion Selection: Most informative region candidates in each
scale are selected to be labeled (Sec. 4.4). At last, we de-
scribe the details of region label acquisition in Sec. 4.5.

Notably, MuRAL follows the process stated in Sec. 3
with one different operation. Rather than updating the DL

with the selected unlabeled images, MuRAL annotates the
selected region candidates (denoted as DR) and updates
DL by DL = DL ∪DR, enhancing the diversity of DL.

4.2. Multi-scale Region Candidate Generation

One troublesome challenge in object detection is the var-
ious size of objects. Previous fine-grained methods might
still fail due to the fixed scale of perception field. To this
end, we aim to generate region candidates with distinct per-
ception fields, making the size-varied objects prominent.

Let r := (x, y,H,W ) denote a region, where (x, y) is
the image coordinate of top-left corner of the region, and
H , W are the height and width, respectively. As illustrated
in Fig. 2(a), unlabeled images from DU are first trans-
formed to multiple scales inspired by [26]. Then, the ob-
ject detection model Md (trained on current DL) performs
inference on each scaled unlabeled images. Next, a sliding
window approach with a region r that has the same size of
original unlabeled images is applied to generate region can-
didates. We highlight that applying the fixed-size region to
multi-scale images is crucial since the region candidates can
be added as training samples straightforwardly, accelerating
the training process.

The approach is demonstrated in Algorithm 1. After gen-
erating initial region candidates Rinit by applying the slid-
ing window over the image (line 7-11), we apply a greedy
strategy to select the region candidate rg that contains the
maximum number of predicted objects (line 13). Note that
an object is counted only if its bounding box is completely
contained in the region. Next, giving rg , the object in other
region candidates would be removed if it appearing in rg .
By this, we can avoid selecting region candidates that are
too similar (frequently occurring objects) or too adjacent.
At last, the process would repeat until all predicted objects
in the image are enclosed in selected region candidates Rc.

Algorithm 1 Region Candidate Generation
1: Input: image shape: (Hi,Wi)
2: Input: region shape: (Hr,Wr)
3: Return: region candidates: Rc

4:
5: Rinit ← ∅
6: Rc ← ∅
7: for x in (0, Hi −Hr) do
8: for y in (0, Wi −Wr) do
9: Rinit ← Rinit ∪ {(x, y,Hr,Wr)}

10: end for
11: end for
12: while Rinit 6= ∅ do
13: rg ← the region in Rinit that contains most objects
14: Rc ← Rc ∪ {rg}
15: for each r in Rinit do
16: for each predicted object ŷo in rg do
17: remove ŷo in r if it appears in r
18: end for
19: if r contains no object then
20: Rinit ← Rinit \ {r}
21: end if
22: end for
23: end while
24: return Rc

4.3. Informative Score Calculation

After having the region candidates Rc from Sec. 4.2, we
develop the informative score (IS) to assess the annotation
priority of each region candidate. Intuitively, we should an-
notate the regions which cause the detection model Md to
have an inferior detection result. Hence, the informative
score aims to reflect the uncertainty of Md to the predicted
objects in a region. Specifically, a single detection result of
Md on an unlabeled image Iu contains the predicted object
category ŷo (classification) and bounding box ŷb (localiza-
tion). And the object probability ŷp (confidence) is com-
puted by Eq. 1, where o ∈ O is one of the object category,
and O denotes all object categories.

ŷp = P (ŷo = o | Iu;Md) (1)

Assume a region candidate r contains K objects, and
we collect their confidence scores as {ŷ1p, ..., ŷKp }, where
ŷ1p is the confidence score of the first predicted object in
the region, and so on. We calculate the informative score
(IS) of r by Eq. 2, which is the average uncertainty score
to predicted objects in r. Intuitively, the region with higher
uncertainty is more worth being annotated.

IS(r) =
1

K

K∑

i=1

[
1− ŷip

]
(2)
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Figure 3. Relation between class distribution and category per-
formance on Cityscapes. The findings suggest that the uneven
distribution of classes can have an impact on the effectiveness
of each category. This motivates us to design a class-balanced
weighting module to alleviate this problem.

In addition, we observe that the category distribution
of objects significantly affects the detection performance.
Clearly, detection methods would over-focus on common
objects and get poor performance on detecting rare objects,
as shown in Fig. 3. We should consider this factor when
evaluating the informativeness of region candidates. Thus,
we calculate the category distribution of objects using all
ground-truth labels Yo over images in DL (Eq. 3). Then,
the reciprocals of probabilities are used to re-weight the in-
formative score of a region. To be clear, the original un-
certainty score is multiplied by the ground-truth probability
p(ŷio) of i-th predicted object ŷio, as presented in Eq. 4,

p(o) =
1

|Yo|
∑

yo∈Yo

I(yo = o) (3)

ISfinal(r) =
1

K

K∑

i=1

[
1

p(ŷio)
(1− ŷip)

]
(4)

where I() is the indicator function, and ŷip is the proba-
bility of ŷio. The aim of re-weighting is to encourage anno-
tating region candidates that contain rare objects.

4.4. Scale-aware Region Selection

After assigning the informative score, the annotation
budget is allocated to these region candidates. Recall that
we generate region candidates with multi-scale perception
fields in Sec. 4.2. Let Rs

c denote the region candidates
generated from the image scaled at scale s. Then, we
have a list of multi-scale region candidates across scales
{R1

c , ...,R
s
c, ...,R

T
c }. We emphasize that we have to be

aware of the budget allocated to region candidates of differ-
ent scales rather than directly choosing a region from their
union to annotate (i.e., without the information of scales).

Algorithm 2 elaborates on the progress of scale-aware
region selection. Let B, Bacc, and T denote the annotation
budget in a training iteration, the accumulated annotation
count, and the total scales, respectively. First, we sort all

Algorithm 2 Scale-aware Region Selection
1: Input: annotation budget: B
2: Input: region candidates across scales: {R1

c , ...,R
T
c }

3: Return: selected regions: DR

4:
5: for each Rs

c in {R1
c , ...,R

T
c } do

6: Sort Rs
c by their informative scores (Eq. 4)

7: end for
8: DR ← ∅
9: Bacc ← 0

10: while Bacc < B do
11: for each Rs

c in {R1
c , ...,R

T
c } do

12: r ← pop the first region candidate from Rs
c

13: Annotate all objects in r
14: DR ← DR ∪ {r}
15: no ← the number of annotated objects in r
16: Bacc ← Bacc + no

17: if Bacc ≥ B then
18: break
19: end if
20: end for
21: end while
22: return DR

region candidates at different scales (line 5-7). Second, we
iteratively loop over all Rs

c and annotate the region candi-
date with highest informative score (line 12-13). Third, we
consistently collect newly annotated regions as DR and ter-
minate the process until Bacc reaches B. We have promoted
the diversity of selected samples via class distribution in
Sec. 4.3. From a different aspect, the region selection strat-
egy is from various scales of perception fields, which is not
taken into account in previous active learning studies. We
carefully analyze its effectiveness in the experiment section.
4.5. Region Label Acquisition

After combining the final informative score and scale-
aware region selection method, we obtained all selected
regions DR. We then proceeded to annotate the objects
within these regions DR and update the labeled set DL,
as described in Sec. 4.1. For labeling, we considered all ob-
jects that partially overlapped (IoU > 0.7) with a selected
region, and we cropped all ground-truth boxes that partially
overlapped with the region to use in the labeling process.

Additionally, we allocate the labeling budget as a fixed
number of total ground truth bounding boxes instead of a
fixed number of regions, as used in previous work [6], be-
cause each region may contain a varying number of objects,
and allocating the budget based on the number of regions
could result in an uneven labeling effort during each active
iteration. Therefore, we select bounding boxes in region
candidates for annotation in the label acquisition process
until the budget for the current round is fully utilized.



(a) FRCNN on Cityscapes(b) FRCNN on MS COCO

Figure 4. Comparison with different coarse-grained methods on 2 datasets. We conduct a comprehensive comparison of our region-
based active selection strategy with other existing baselines and AL methods for object detection. For our experimental results on (a)
Cityscapes [5] and (b) MS COCO [20], demonstrate that MuRAL outperforms all existing coarse-grained active selection approaches.

(a) FRCNN on Cityscapes(b) FRCNN on MS COCO

Figure 5. Comparison with fine-grained methods on 2 datasets.
Our MuRAL surpasses the fine-grained methods with random se-
lection and uncertainty-based methods. It indicates that our ap-
proach is effective in improving training stability and mitigating
the sampling bias described in Sec. 5.2.2.

5. Experiments

5.1. Experimental Settings

Datasets. To evaluate the effectiveness of MuRAL, we con-
duct experiments on two datasets, including Cityscapes [5]
and MS COCO [20]. Cityscapes is a real-world autonomous
driving dataset consisting of 2,975 training images, 500 val-
idation images and 1,225 testing images with 8 categories,
while MS COCO contains 118,287 training images and
5,000 validation images with 80 object categories.

As described in Sec. 4.2, we scale the original unlabeled
image to multiple resolutions (a, b), where a represents the
minimum size of the image and b represents the maximum
size. For instance, in MS COCO, we use the same multiple
resolutions as described in [26], which are (480, 512), (800,
1280), and (1400, 2000). In Cityscapes, they are (2400,
3200), (1024, 2048), and (600, 1200).

Detector. Our experiments used Faster RCNN [24] with a
Resnet50 [11] backbone as the detection model. Further-
more, we train for a total of 20 epochs in the initial training
and each active iteration on 2 datasets.

Implementation Details. As stated before, we have a la-
beled set DL and an unlabeled set DU during training. In
the experiment on Cityscapes, the initial size of DL is only
1% (297 images) of all training images. Moreover, the an-
notation budget is set to 500 object labels(class, bounding
box) in each iteration. Regarding the experiment on MS
COCO, we use 5,000 images for the initial size of DL fol-
lowed by [39] and then set the annotation budget to 6,000
object labels in each iteration. For all experiments, the ac-
tive learning process contains 6 iterations, and the number
of total scales T is set to 3.

5.2. Main Results

We evaluate MuRAL with various active learning meth-
ods. For coarse-grained approaches, we include random
selection, uncertainty-based selection [33], VAAL [27],
CALD [39], LS+C and LT/C [14]. For fine-grained base-
lines, we utilize random selection and uncertainty-based se-
lection, similar to [6]. Unfortunately, we are unable to com-
pare with [16] since their source code is not available. Fig.
4 and Fig. 5 demonstrate that our method surpasses all ex-
isting active learning methods across two datasets.



Components mAP wrt. labels

informative score category weighting scale-aware 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000

CONF coarse-grained baseline 18.4 19.2 20.1 20.7 21.3 21.9

(a) X 16.2 18.2 19.8 21.2 21.6 21.8
(b) X X 16.3 17.8 19.9 20.6 21.3 21.5
(c) X X 17.2 20.8 23.1 26.4 26.7 27.9
(d) X X X 17.6 21.4 23.9 26.8 28.7 29.4

Table 1. Ablation Studies on Cityscapes. We compare the effectiveness of our proposed method, which includes the class re-weighting
informative score and scale-aware selection method, with a coarse-grained uncertainty-based baseline method.

Method mAP wrt. labels

random max mean 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000

(a) X 16.7 18.6 19.9 21.3 22.3 22.5
(b) X 17.7 19.8 21.3 22.6 24.7 25.4
(c) X 17.6 21.4 23.9 26.8 28.7 29.4

Table 2. Comparison with different informative score. Random
refers to random score for candidate regions, Max uses the max-
imum score among each object covered in a region, and our pro-
posed method computes the average confidence score (Eq. 4).

5.2.1 Comparison with Coarse-grained Methods

In the Citycapes dataset, the performance in Fig. 4 (a)
shows that MuRAL outperforms all existing coarse-grained
active learning baselines at each iteration, indicating its ef-
fectiveness in sampling informative and diverse regions.
Moreover, MuRAL consistently outperforms all methods
by more than 1 % mean average precision (mAP) under all
cases and also achieves an improvement of over 18% within
only 3000 newly labeled objects. Remarkably, we are able
to achieve impressive results using annotation costs under
1% of the total images (aroung 297 images) in each active
learning cycle, suggesting that our methods effectively re-
duce the annotation cost. This is considering that an aver-
age image in Cityscapes contains around 18.5 objects, and
annotating 1% of the images is equivalent to labeling ap-
proximately 536 objects.

For MS COCO, our proposed method demonstrates su-
perior performance compared to all other coarse-grained ac-
tive learning methods, with at least a 0.4% mAP improve-
ment in each round and an overall 0.5% mAP improvement
over all methods, as illustrated in Fig. 4 (b). Impressively,
even with just 36,000 annotations, which amounts to anno-
tating only around 4% (4931 images) of the dataset, con-
sidering the average number of objects in an image is ap-
proximately 7.3, our proposed method achieves state-of-
the-art performance. These results demonstrate the effec-
tiveness of our approach in minimizing annotation costs
while achieving significant enhancements in object detec-
tion performance.

5.2.2 Comparison with Fine-grained Methods

For fine-grained methods, we employ fine-grained methods
that utilize random and uncertainty-based selection strate-
gies to identify informative instances. Specifically, we
sort the predicted bounding boxes according to either their
random score or confidence score, and select a budget of
bounding boxes for annotation. Moreover, during training,
we ignore unlabeled instances in images that contain both
labeled ground truth boxes and unlabeled bounding boxes.

As shown in Fig. 5, MuRAL outperforms the fine-
grained methods by 8% mAP on Cityscapes and 2.5%
mAP on MS COCO. In addition, the fine-grained methods
demonstrate a marginal improvement in each active learn-
ing iteration, which can be attributed to the training insta-
bility caused by incomplete labels in images and sampling
bias introduced by selecting non-diverse instances.

5.3. Ablation Study

Componet Effectiveness To evaluate the effectiveness of
the proposed components, we conduct a detailed ablation
study on Cityscapes. The results are presented in Tab. 1.
We highlight that the scale-aware region selection strategy
mainly contributes to the performance, with an improve-
ment of more than 8% mAP, which can be observed by com-
paring row (b) and (d). We attribute this phenomenon to the
selected regions by the strategy containing higher diversity.
The category weighting strategy (Eq. 2 to Eq. 4) reveals its
benefit (2% mAP improvement) to the performance when
working with the scale-aware selection, as shown in row (c)
and (d). These findings highlight the importance of con-
sidering different aspects of region diversity when selecting
region candidates. Our components promote the diversity
of selected regions from aspects of class distribution and
multi-scale perception fields.
Distinct Operations in Informative Score. This ablation
aims to verify the influence of applying different operations
in informative score calculation: random, maximum, and
average. The random operation randomly selects an uncer-
tainty score as the informative score, while the maximum
operation chooses the largest one. And the average opera-
tion (ours) computes the mean of all uncertainty scores (Eq.



dataset method mAP toaster
hair
drier

scissors
parking
meter

toothbrush snowboard hotdog refrigerator

(a) MS COCO
RAND 21.7 2.6 0.7 5.3 27.4 2.4 11.2 11 27.3
CALD 21.4 8.4 0 4.4 25.4 3.6 4.9 13.2 29.7

Ours 22.5 5.3 0.3 9.4 30.2 5.5 10 16.9 32.7

dataset method mAP person rider car truck bus train motor bike

(b) Cityscapes
RAND 23.8 49.2 56.6 71.5 24.1 29.1 38.7 40 39.1
CALD 24.6 52 60.3 69.9 26.5 26.2 27.9 42.8 41.5
Ours 29.4 51 67.4 68.8 26.6 35.5 49.3 47.6 46.2

Table 3. Difficult Category Performance on (a) MS COCO and (b) Cityscapes. we conduct a comparative analysis using three distinct
approaches. In MS COCO, we regard performance lower than 30% AP as difficult classes. The results show that our MuRAL are effective
in improving the performance on difficult categories, outperforming other methods by selecting a higher number of challenging classes.

mAP wrt. labels

Scale 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000

(a) single scale 17.5 19.9 21.3 22.6 23.1 23.3
(b) 2 scale 16.9 19.9 21.7 22.2 22.7 23.4
(c) 3 scale 17.6 21.4 23.9 26.8 28.7 29.4

Table 4. The impact of multi-scale approach on Cityscapes. Our
results indicate that using three scales can lead to better perfor-
mance compared to other configurations. Specifically, we found
that using two scales with resolutions of (2400, 3200) and (1024,
2048) did not perform as well as the three-scale approach.

4). As shown in Tab. 2, the average operation achieves the
best performance, improving mAP by over 4%. The result
suggests that the average operation can better represent the
informativeness (uncertainty) of region candidates.

Multiple Scales. As mentioned earlier, we set the number
of total scales as 3 for all experiments, which means the
unlabeled images would be transformed into three differ-
ent scales during the process of multi-scale region gener-
ation. This ablation attempts to verify the relationship be-
tween performance outcomes and different numbers of total
scales, as presented in Table 4. It is evident that the per-
formance consistently enhanced when the number of total
scales increases. Comparing the results in the last column
(newly added 3000 objects), the result of 3-scales outper-
forms the result of 1-scale by 6% mAP. The result under-
scores the importance of utilizing multi-scale samples dur-
ing active learning training, which echoes our motivation.

5.4. Case Study on Object Categories

We develop MuRAL with multiple novel components
and claim that MuRAL can detect those difficult-to-detect
objects. This case study aims to validate the question, i.e., is
MuRAL getting enhanced performance on object categories
that are difficult to detect? To this end, we compare the per-
formance of MuRAL with random selection and CALD (the
state-of-the-art coarse-grained method) on the level of ob-
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Figure 6. Selected category distribution on Cityscapes. We
compare categorical distribution of selected data under different
active selection strategies. The result indicate MuRAL is effective
in addressing sampling bias by selecting more difficult categories
and fewer instances from well-learned classes.

ject category, as illustrated in Tab. 3. Since MS COCO
has many object categories, we treat and list categories with
an AP lower than 30% as difficult classes. From the result
in Tab. 3(a), MuRAL outperforms baselines by over 4%
mAP on difficult categories such as refrigerators and scis-
sors. Similarly, from the results on Cityscapes (Tab. 3(b)),
MuRAL demonstrates improvements of 10% and 7% mAP
on trains and bicycles (difficult categories), respectively.

Furthermore, Fig. 6 highlights that MuRAL is particu-
larly effective in selecting objects with lower performance
while reducing the selection of easy-to-detect objects, re-
sulting in a more balanced distribution of object categories.

6. Conclusion
We introduce a new approach for object detection called

Multi-scale Region-based Active Learning (MuRAL),
which addresses the issue of redundant labeling of well-
learned objects and enhances training stability by selecting
informative regions of multiple scales. Our approach con-
siders informative scores based on class weighting to priori-
tize difficult-to-detect classes and employs a scale-aware se-
lection strategy for sampling diverse regions. Experimental
results demonstrate the effectiveness of our approach in out-
performing existing active learning methods and improving
the performance of difficult classes in object detection tasks.
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In this supplementary material, we introduce more de-
tails on our implementation and existing active learning
baseline methods. Moreover, we provide additional ex-
perimental results and visualization on MS COCO [4] and
Cityscapes [1] with existing active learning methods.

1. Implementation Details
The overview of our MuRAL approach is presented

in Sec. 4.1 of the main paper. For all experiments on
Cityscapes and MS COCO, we train the model using a sin-
gle 2080Ti GPU and set the batch size to 4. We employ
Faster RCNN [5] with Resnet50 backbone [2] as the detec-
tion model. Furthermore, we utilize the SGD optimizer with
an initial learning rate of 2.5e-3 and a decay rate of 0.1.

2. Active Learning Baselines
In this section, we provide more information about the

baselines discussed in Sec. 5 of the main paper.

2.1. Coarse-grained Methods

For all experiments, we select all the informative sam-
ples from the unlabeled images based on the budget allo-
cated for bounding boxes, following the settings explained
in Sec. 4.5 of the main paper.
RAND: This method randomly selects images from the
pool of unlabeled data for annotation.
CONF: Wang et al. [7] proposed an uncertain-based
method for selecting unlabeled samples with the least con-
fidence in their predictions. The confidence score of an un-
labeled image is evaluated by averaging the softmax confi-
dence values of all predicted objects as shown in Eq. 1.

S =
1

N

N∑

i=1

P (ŷo = o | Iu;Md) (1)

where the total number of instances and the detection model
and unlabeled image are represented by N, Md, and Iu, re-
spectively.

VAAL: Sinha et al. [6] utilized a variational autoencoder
to learn a latent space and an adversarial network to differ-
entiate between unlabeled and labeled data. The approach
selects unlabeled samples with uncertain representations.
LS+C: Kao et al. [3] proposed the localization stability met-
ric, which evaluates the stability of each bounding boxes by
unlabeled samples with noise.
LT/C: Kao et al. [3] introduced the localization tightness
metric to evaluate unlabeled images with the consistency
between the region proposal and the prediction. This met-
ric measures the localization informativeness between true
instances and detected bounding boxes.
CALD: Yu et al. [8] evaluated the localization and classi-
fication informative score, which considers the consistency
between augmented and unlabeled images. They then uti-
lized mutual information selection method to evaluate con-
sistency of class distributions between labeled image and
unlabeled image.

2.2. Fine-grained Methods

In fine-grained selection methods, we select informative
instances from unlabeled data and annotate them based on
the closest ground-truth object in the queried image. To
avoid incomplete label training, we ignore all unlabeled in-
stances in the queried image during the training process, as
described in Sec. 5.2.2 of the main paper.
RAND: From all predicted instances in unlabeled images,
we randomly select instances for annotation.
CONF: Following by [7], we select the least confident in-
stances from the predicted unlabeled images.

3. Extensive Analyses and Results
3.1. Experimental Results

Due to space limitations, we include the original exper-
imental results of Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 in the main paper in
the Tab. 2 and 3. Furthermore, we present category per-
formance comparisons with fine-grained methods in Tab. 1,
and coarse-grained comparison results are provided in Sec.
5.4 of the main paper. The results show that our method

1



dataset method mAP toaster hair drier scissors parking meter toothbrush snowboard hotdog refrigerator

MS COCO
RAND 19.9 0 0 10.8 26.8 4.5 8.5 14.4 24.1
CONF 19.6 0 0 8.2 24.7 3.6 8.5 15.4 22.2

MuRAL 22.5 5.3 0.3 9.4 30.2 5.5 10 16.9 32.7

dataset method mAP person rider car truck bus train motor bike

Cityscapes
RAND 20.4 43.3 46.3 64 14 21.6 43.8 32.9 34.1
CONF 21.2 44 47.1 63.5 15 21.3 41.8 34.6 35.3

MuRAL 29.4 51 67.4 68.8 26.6 35.5 49.3 47.6 46.2

Table 1. Category Performance Comparison with fine-grained methods on MS COCO and Cityscapes. Experimental result shows
that our method outperforms fine-grained methods on each category performance. Note that we list difficult categories with an AP lower
than 30% in MS COCO as described in Sec. 5.4 of main paper.

mAP wrt. labels

method init. 0.5k 1k 1.5k 2k 2.5k 3k

Coarse-grained

CALD 11.8 16 17.8 19.4 21.5 22.8 24.4
LS+C 11.8 16.8 19.6 21.9 23.9 25.7 27.2
LT/C 11.8 16.7 18.2 20.9 21.7 22.8 23.1

VAAL 11.8 16.4 19.1 20.3 21.5 22.9 23.5
RAND 11.8 16.3 18.6 20 21.4 22.9 24.1
CONF 11.8 17.3 20 22.3 24.8 26.8 28.5

Fine-grained
RAND 11.8 16.7 17.8 19.7 20.5 20.5 20.4
CONF 11.8 16.4 19.5 19.9 20.5 20.8 21.2

MuRAL 11.8 17.6 21.4 23.9 26.8 28.7 29.4

Table 2. Detailed performance of all methods evaluated on
Cityscape. Mean Average Precision (mAP) is reported. The pro-
posed MuRAL demonstrates the superior performance in each ac-
tive learning iteration.

mAP wrt. labels

method init. 6k 12k 18k 24k 30k 36k

Coarse-grained

CALD 17.4 18.4 19.2 19.8 20.1 21.1 21.4
LS+C 17.4 18.4 18.8 19.7 19.9 20.6 21.1
LT/C 17.4 18 18.7 19.3 19.6 20.2 20.8

VAAL 17.4 18.2 19.1 19.6 20.4 21.1 21.6
RAND 17.4 18.4 19.1 19.8 20.7 21.2 21.7
CONF 17.4 18.4 19.2 20.1 20.7 21.3 21.9

Fine-grained
RAND 17.4 17.5 18.3 18.7 19.1 19.4 19.9
CONF 17.4 17.8 18.4 18.7 18.9 19.4 19.6

MuRAL 17.4 19.3 20.2 21 21.4 22 22.5

Table 3. Detailed performance of all methods evaluated on MS
COCO. Mean Average Precision (mAP) is reported. The pro-
posed MuRAL demonstrates the superior performance in each ac-
tive learning iteration.

outperforms both coarse-grained and fine-grained methods,
especially in difficult category performance. It is worth not-
ing that some difficult-to-detect classes, such as toaster and
hair drier, have relatively low proportions within the dataset,

which may have impacted their performance in MS COCO.

3.2. Visualization

Multi-scale Regions. Fig. 1 illustrates the visualization
process of generating multi-scale regions. Initially, region
candidates are generated using the greedy method outlined
in Section 4.2 of the main paper (Fig. 1(a)). Next, we select
informative and diverse regions based on their informative
score and scale-aware selection, as depicted in the Fig. 1(b).
Visualization Results. Fig. 2 presents additional results
for qualitative comparisons with ground truth and coarse-
grained methods (RAND and CALD [8]). The results, par-
ticularly the area circled in red in Figure 2, demonstrate that
our proposed MuRAL performs well on challenging cate-
gories such as bus and motor.

4. Limitations and Future Work
In this paper, we propose a multi-scale region-based ac-

tive learning method to address the issue of label redun-
dancy in coarse-grained methods and the problems of train-
ing instability and sampling bias in fine-grained methods.
Our proposed approach effectively reduces the annotation
cost and ensures the sampling of diverse regions to enhance
object detection performance. However, there are still some
areas that require further investigation. For example, gen-
erating region candidates may take more time for using
more scales. The effectiveness of class re-weighting infor-
mative scores may still be restricted by the limited dataset
size, particularly for some categories with few examples in
MS COCO. Additionally, the class re-weighting approach
may result in a trade-off between the performance of well-
learned categories and difficult classes.

In light of the aforementioned areas for improvement, fu-
ture research could explore ways to enhance the efficiency
of generating region candidates. Additionally, it may be
worthwhile to investigate the development of informative
scores that consider both classification and localization as-
pects in region-based active learning for object detection.
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Figure 1. Visualization of multi-scale region candidate generation and selected informative regions on Cityscapes.
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Figure 2. Visualization results compared with ground truth and coarse-grained methods (RAND & CALD) on Cityscapes. The
highlighted areas in the figure, as indicated by the red arrows and circles, demonstrate that our proposed MuRAL performs well on
challenging objects and achieves accurate predictions.
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