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Abstract. Given the rising urban population and the consequential rise
in traffic congestion, the implementation of smart parking systems has
emerged as a critical matter of concern. Smart parking solutions use
cameras, sensors, and algorithms like computer vision to find available
parking spaces. This method improves parking place recognition, reduces
traffic and pollution, and optimizes travel time. In recent years, computer
vision-based approaches have been widely used. However, most existing
studies rely on manually labeled parking spots, which has implications
for the cost and practicality of implementation. To solve this problem, we
propose a novel approach PakLoc, which automatically localize parking
spots. Furthermore, we present the PakSke module, which automati-
cally adjust the rotation and the size of detected bounding box. The
efficacy of our proposed methodology on the PKLot dataset results in
a significant reduction in human labor of 94.25%. Another fundamental
aspect of a smart parking system is its capacity to accurately determine
and indicate the state of parking spots within a parking lot. The conven-
tional approach involves employing classification techniques to forecast
the condition of parking spots based on the bounding boxes derived
from manually labeled grids. In this study, we provide a novel approach
called PakSta for identifying the state of parking spots automatically.
Our method utilizes object detector from PakLoc to simultaneously de-
termine the occupancy status of all parking lots within a video frame.
Our proposed method PakSta exhibits a competitive performance on the
PKLot dataset when compared to other classification methods.

1 Introduction

According to the 2018 UN media report [3], 68% of the world population will
move to cities by 2050. The number of cars and other vehicles increases with
urban population density, making parking management capacity and efficiency
difficult. it increases air pollution and wastes drivers’ time and energy. This
causes parking lot vacancies and fluctuating occupancy rates. Thus, operators
struggle to maximize facility revenue. Numerous contemporary studies [50,59,62]
primarily concentrate on traffic simulation as a means to alleviate traffic conges-
tion. However, a recent INRIX survey [2] found that the average American driver
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spends 17 hours per year searching for parking. In densely populated cities such
as New York City, this number can reach 107 hours per year. As the prevalence of
autonomous vehicles rises, accurate and trustworthy information on parking lot
layout and space availability is crucial. A Smart Parking System (SPS) is thus
required for a sustainable urban environment. This platform connects drivers
or autonomous vehicles with parking lot operators to everyone’s benefit. A SPS
should contain up-to-dated parking location data. A text message that suggests
the best parking spaces to drivers not only reduces vehicle emissions, but also
provides operators with consistent customers and increase revenue.

The main limitation on SPS functionality is the precision and efficacy of
parking spot detection. Thus, sensors dominate the current SMS application.
Because each sensor is designed for a single parking space, this strategy is too
costly for future parking lot expansions despite its precision [45]. For example,
the San Francisco’s SF Park system program assists drivers in locating parking
spaces in the city [1]. The program is funded to the tune of 27 million dollars,
19.8 million of which comes from the federal government. This substantial mon-
etary contribution emphasizes the parking shortage in densely populated areas.
Thanks to funding, SF Parking installed sensor technology in 19,250 parking
spaces at an average cost of $1,400 per sensor. The high cost comprises the price
of the sensor in addition to the administration, labor, and logistical operations
required to operate such a large system.

Computer vision (CV) for detecting the status of parking spaces could be
cost-effective. According to [8], a single camera can cover multiple parking spaces,
thereby eliminating the need for separate sensors. According to [33], camera sen-
sors are both cost-effective and unobtrusive. Additionally, the use of parking lot
surveillance cameras has numerous advantages. They reduce installation and
maintenance costs initially. In addition, these cameras detect improper park-
ing, unusual behavior, and larceny, thereby enhancing parking management. In
addressing such challenges, these capabilities outperform sensors. A variety of
superficial to deep learning algorithms have been proposed for locating and cat-
egorizing parking spaces in this environment. [8, 11] are systematic surveys.

As indicated in the survey paper [8], computer vision is a highly promising
methodology. However, it is observed that the majority of existing algorithms
tend to approach the problem of parking lot detection as a binary classification
task, focusing on the bounding boxes derived from manually labeled data. The
parking spaces can be categorized as either occupied or vacant. In terms of per-
formance, these techniques exhibit three primary limitations. First, the process
of manually labelling parking spots is characterized by a significant expendi-
ture of time and a lack of efficiency. Second, in the practical implementation
of these solutions by a parking operator, it becomes necessary to re-annotate
each parking spot to suit the new parking environment. This aspect significantly
impacts the scalability of these systems. As an illustration, consider an operator
responsible for overseeing five parking lots, each containing a minimum of 200
parking spaces. In order to utilize these solutions, it is necessary to carry out
1000 manual annotations. Furthermore, this process will need to be repeated
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whenever there is a change in the camera locations. Third, when the number
of slots increases, the implementation of dependable deep-learning classification
methods [39,55] necessitates the execution of numerous forward passes, resulting
in sluggish real-time input to drivers and limited capacity for new activities.

In order to address the initial two challenges, we present a proposed auto-
mated parking space localization technique known as PakLoc. This method
employs an object detection algorithm to accurately identify and locate park-
ing spots. Our assumption is that the parking spots in the camera footage are
likely to be the locations where cars are observed most frequently. It is demon-
strated in figure 1, where the green coordinates (defining parking spots) should
be automatically defined. Furthermore, we have introduced a skewness adjust-
ment module, named PakSke, to address the issue of deep learning detectors
generating bounding boxes that are perpendicular to the image borders. This
problem arises due to the fact that many parking spots have different angles,
as depicted in Figure 1. The purpose of the PakSke module is to facilitate the
automatic rotation of bounding boxes, thereby ensuring their alignment with the
optimal angle of the corresponding labels. By conducting extensive experiments
on PKLot datasets, we present empirical evidence that supports the effective-
ness of the proposed method in detecting parking spaces without the need for
prior knowledge. This approach eliminates the need for time-consuming man-
ual labelling, hence streamlining the process. The results show that the method
achieved an average recall (AR) at an IoU threshold of 0.75 (AR75) up to 94.25%.

Fig. 1. Parking Spots Detection - image from Pklot Dataset [17]

In order to address the third problem, we propose the implementation of the
PakSta framework, which utilizes an object detector in PakLoc to accurately
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determine the state of all parking spots concurrently. Our suggested system
undergoes thorough testing using the widely recognized parking datasets PKLot,
in order to conduct a comprehensive benchmark analysis. The findings obtained
from our experiment demonstrate a superior level of competitive performance
when compared to exhaustive classification approaches.

The primary contributions of this work are:

– We provide the PakLoc algorithm as a means of autonomously identifying
parking spaces. By utilizing camera video frames as input, PakLoc is able to
considerably minimize 94.25% (AR75) of the manual labeling effort required
during the deployment of a SPS in a new parking lot environment.

– We propose the PakSke module, designed to streamline the process of au-
tomating the rotation of result bounding boxes. This procedure guarantees
that the bounding boxes are aligned with the optimal angle of the relevant
labels. Empirical study show that PakSke have postive impact on both Pak-
Loc and PakSta. The potential exists for its use as a plug-in module within
a comparable framework.

– We propose the PakSta framework, which aims to concurrently detect and
monitor the state of all parking lots. PakSta employs the detector utilized
in PakLoc, obviating the necessity for training an additional model.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows: related work is explained in Section
2; Section 3 presents our proposed methodology; Section 4 describes our datasets,
evaluation metrics, experimental setups, and results; and Section 5 presents a
discussion and concluding remarks.

2 Related Work

As discussed in Section 1, we divided our framework into two sub-problems:

– Automatic Parking Spots Localization which tries to localize the park-
ing spots automatically from parking lot video frames.

– Parking Spots Status Identification which predicts the status of each
parking spot as either vacant or occupied.

In this section we will discuss the related works that solve the two problems
mentioned above.

2.1 Automatic Parking Spots Localization

The determination of parking spot locations occurs when a new system is in-
stalled or when there is a change in the camera’s perspective. The position of a
parking spot is determined by four coordinates within a picture of the parking lot.
Considerable efforts have been dedicated to addressing the issue of parking spot
localization. These works can be categorized into three distinct categories: tradi-
tional image processing approaches [13, 60, 61], chess-board approaches [38, 57],
and deep learning approaches [5, 5, 13,15,15,26,27,38,43,44,57,58,61].
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For traditional image processing approaches, in the study [61] a per-
spective transformation was employed, alongside the utilization of standard im-
age processing techniques such as Canny and Gaussian edge detectors, in order
to find parking spots. Similarly, in the work of [13], an application of perspec-
tive transformation is employed in classical image processing techniques, with
the objective of transforming the parking places into rectangular shapes that
are parallel to the axes. The painted lines in parking lots were recognized using
the utilization of Otsu’s binarization technique and morphological processes. In
another work [60], using Canny edge detector and Hough transform, the authors
employ conventional image processing techniques to identify the lines delineat-
ing each parking space. However, images of a vacant parking area with clearly
discernible markings were used exclusively

For chess-board approaches, it is assumed that the parking spaces con-
form to a rectangular shape [38]. Subsequently, a homography matrix transfor-
mation is employed in conjunction with a standard video frame captured by a
parking lot camera to compute the corresponding bird’s-eye view representa-
tion of the parking lot. Ultimately, by considering the arrangement of rows and
columns, as well as the coordinates of the corners of the rectangular shape, it
becomes possible to automatically establish the boundaries of parking spaces.
In another work [57], The authors employed a chess-board strategy to extract
features from Histogram of Oriented Gradients (HOG) in order to distinguish
between automobiles and backgrounds. This was achieved by utilizing a clas-
sification algorithm. During the merging step, the process involves combining
all chess-board squares that have been classified as cars in order to provide a
unified map of parking spots. Nevertheless, a limitation of this study is that the
authors rely on car detection to anticipate available parking places, which may
result in misleading positive predictions if a car is merely passing by the parking
lot. In our proposed methodology, we address the aforementioned issue by effec-
tively monitoring the trajectory of an identified vehicle across a limited number
of sequential frames. Specifically, we observe that a stationary vehicle exhibits a
consistent intersection over union (IOU) value of 100% across successive frames,
but a moving vehicle demonstrates a reduced IOU value.

For deep learning approaches, the CNN based methods are the pri-
mary trend of many studies. In [5, 15], The authors employ the Mask R-CNN
architecture [23] for the purpose of car detection and parking place localization.
Specifically, in [5], the authors employed the identification of observed vehi-
cles to extract parking spaces, making a notable assumption that regions where
vehicles remain stationary for extended durations can be considered potential
parking spaces. In a similar vein, the researchers in [15] employed automobile
bounding boxes to build a heat map for the purpose of localizing parking places.
In another work [26], Satellite photography is employed for the purpose of ex-
tracting parking blocks. A parking block refers to a cohesive arrangement of
parking spaces that can be identified in satellite imagery captured from a per-
pendicular perspective to the parking lot. These photos exhibit clear markings
that delineate the boundaries of each individual parking space. In this particular
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circumstance, it is imperative that the parameters of the parking lot cameras
align with the satellite photos obtained by surveillance cameras. The utilization
of a U-Net network is employed for the purpose of detecting parking places.
In recent studies [27, 44],The authors employ the Faster R-CNN or YOLOv4
models for car detection. To ascertain the stationary status of a vehicle, the
bounding boxes observed in two or three successive frames are compared. A
parking place is defined as the location where a car is parked. The proposed ap-
proach from CNRPark-EXT was assessed by the authors across various weather
conditions during a three-day period characterized by high activity levels. In an-
other work [7], The authors deploy the Cascade Mask R-CNN method proposed
by [23] to carry out car segmentation in their study. Subsequently, they generate
a heat map by aggregating the segmentation outcomes obtained from all video
frames. The parking slots have been accurately identified and delineated using
an overhead heat map with a well defined threshold as a parameter.

In addition to the widely used CNN model employed in deep learning ap-
proaches, it is important to recognize the advent of vision transformers as
a different approach to image-related problems, as proposed by [20]. The input
processing in visual transformers adheres to the methods outlined in the stan-
dard transformer encoder introduced by [56]. The representations are generated
by transformers, which estimate the associations among image portions that are
arranged in a linear sequence. A number of recent studies have employed the
vision transformer model in order to tackle the problem of autonomous parking
lot localization. In the work [43], The authors present a novel transformer-based
detection model that demonstrates the capability to recognize automobiles from
various perspectives. Additionally, they enhance the car detector by introducing
a module designed to improve illumination conditions specifically for low-light
photos. In other study [58], The researchers introduced a novel module named
Global Perceptual Feature Extractor (GPFE) within a transformer framework,
aiming to attain global attention for a convolutional neural network (CNN)
classification task. Recently, [51] proposed a methodology that utilizes a Swing
Transformer for the purpose of semantic segmentation in the context of parking
spot localization. Furthermore, the Canny algorithm is employed to acquire the
vehicle mold and improve the precision of detection. The researchers conducted
computations in order to evaluate the association between the vehicle’s mold
and the manually drawn warning line. The aforementioned association is there-
after evaluated against a pre-established threshold value to determine whether
the vehicle is situated inside the assigned area.

Deep learning-based approaches commonly employ rectangular bounding boxes
that are perpendicular to the borders of the image in order to detect objects.
However, as depicted in Figure 1, numerous parking spots exhibit varying angles
in relation to the image border. All of the aforementioned methods fail to address
this issue. In order to solve this problem, we propose the implementation of a
skewness adjustment module referred to as PakSke. This module is designed to
automatically rotate bounding boxes in order to align them with the optimal an-
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gle of the corresponding labels. Our backbone for detection model is deformable
DETR [63] which exhibits the ability to detect objects across multiple scales.

2.2 Parking Spots Status Identification

The parking spot status identification task aims to predict the status of parking
spots as occupied or vacant. The related works can be divided into two catagories:
classification approaches and detection approaches.

2.2.1 Classification Approaches Most of the existing work uses the classi-
fication approaches, where the parking spot status identification is treated as
a classification task and each pre-defined parking spot is classified as occupied
or vacant. The parking spots are defined manually or by a method mentioned in
Section 2.1. Then, the classification problem can be solved by feature extraction
classification methods or a deep learning classification method.

In the feature extraction classification methods, the input image is pre-
processed and extracts one or more feature vectors. The feature vector is fed
into a traditional classification model such as Support Vector Machine (SVM),
k-nearest neighbors (k-NN) or Multilayer Perceptron (MLP). In the work [6],
the authors use Local Phase Quantization (LPQ) [41] and the Local Binary Pat-
terns (LBP) [40] feature vectors and SVMs as classifiers to predict the status
of parking spots. In other work [53], The Quadratic Local Regression Binary
Pattern (QLRBP) [30] method was utilized to extract texture features from the
color images of the parking spaces. The authors employ k-nearest neighbors (k-
NN) and support vector machines (SVMs) as classification algorithms. A total of
6000 parking spaces from the UFPR04 subset were utilized for the tests. In [19],
LBP and Histogram of Oriented Gradients (HOG) [16] were employed as feature
descriptors in the context of a linear Support Vector Machine (SVM) classifier.
The authors also utilized a background subtraction methodology incorporating
the Adaptive Median Filter (AMF). The findings presented in this study demon-
strate that a classifier trained solely using the Histogram of Oriented Gradients
(HOG) method yielded favorable outcomes when applied to the UFPR04 subset
from the PKLot dataset. Other works utilize the feature of pixel values un-
der different color spaces, for example in the work [10], the histograms in the
Hue, Saturation, and Value (HSV) color space are computed directly with smart
cameras. The histograms are transmitted to a central location, where they are
utilized as features for a Support Vector Machine (SVM) classifier. The authors
in [22] offer a methodology that utilizes a bag of features to classify individual
parking spaces. The researchers employ the Scale-Invariant Feature Transform
(SIFT) [36] for feature extraction. Additionally, they utilize a Support Vector
Machine (SVM) with a radial basis kernel as the classification model.

In the deep learning classification methods, the workflow has resemblance
to that of feature-based classification methods, albeit with the integration of
the feature extraction and classifier training components within a representa-
tion learning block. Transfer learning is a common technique, in [39], LeNet [31]
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and AlexNet [29] are first pre-trained in a generic dataset like ImageNet and
then fine-tuned in a parking lot dataset. Several studies [4,9,28,37,46] have put
forth lightweight models that draw inspiration from established convolutional
networks, including LeNet, AlexNet, and VGGNet [52]. These custom models
largely consist of convolutional networks that bear resemblance to the original
networks, however with a reduced number of layers. Typically, these types are
designed specifically for devices with limited processing capability and low-power
requirements, such as smart cameras. The perspective transformation method,
as described in previous works [13,14,38], is employed to convert the representa-
tion of the parking lot into a two-dimensional grid format. Nevertheless, due to
the strong reliance of the perspective projection process on the camera config-
uration in the parking lot, it becomes necessary to retrain classification models
for various camera configurations. This raises concerns over the scalability of
such systems. In order to address this issue, the authors in [32] have proposed
a Generative Adversarial Network (GAN) methodology for generating masks of
parking spaces using a fleet of drones. However, a comprehensive evaluation of
the accuracy of these masks has not been conducted. Furthermore, the imple-
mentation of this approach necessitates the acquisition of a top-view image of
the parking lot, rendering it impractical for interior parking structures.

2.2.2 Detection Approaches In the realm of detection approaches, the model
effectively carries out both detection and classification tasks within a unified pro-
cess, utilizing a deep learning architecture, as opposed to segregating these jobs
into two distinct processes. This approach ensures the preservation of flexibility
and facilitates rapid inference. In this domain, the designing strategy involves
regressessing a parking slot as a background or a regions of interest (ROI), and
subsequently enhancing its classification score. The aforementioned technique
can be categorized into two distinct types: two stage detectors and one stage
detectors.

For two stage detector, a detection model such as Faster RCNN [48] is used
in initial stage to propose ROI and the status of parking spots are predicted in
the subsequent stage. In the recent work [27], the researchers exclusively em-
ployed a Faster RCNN model as the detector to identify a stationary vehicle
within the parking lot and ascertain the rate of occupancy based on the pre-
determined capacity and location of a previously owned parking facility. Then
another classification model is need to be implemented to predict the status of
parking spots. This methodology mitigates the challenges by transforming them
into the widely recognized task of car detection. The emergence of novel de-
signs, such as YOLOv4 [12] and RetinaNet [34], has introduced new possibilities
for effectively capturing small objects in a parking lot. The utilization of drone
imagery is employed in [25]. The car identification in top-view perspective is con-
ducted by employing the Faster RCNN and YOLO models, which are afterwards
integrated with the layout proposal.

For one stage detector, the network integrates both tasks together. For ex-
ample, in the work [42], a custom version of RetinaNet [34] is used as a one-stage
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detector. Nevertheless, the findings indicate a significant level of ambiguity in
distinguishing between moving vehicles and parking spots that are currently oc-
cupied. To solve this problem, the authors in [21] proposed an attention mech-
anism on the parking lot region through grid-anchor regressions and use a cus-
tom versiom of MBN-FPN network [49] as the backbone. In the study [18], the
researchers suggest the incorporation of residual blocks into the Yolov3 architec-
ture [47] as a means to enhance the extraction of more detailed characteristics.

Our methodology adheres to the two-stage detector approach. In the subse-
quent phase, rather than employing a classification model to forecast the condi-
tion of a parking spot, we utilize the detector from the initial stage and imple-
ment it on frames that have undergone ROI-filtering (only showing the ROI). In
the end, a straightforward mapping schema is executed in order to generate the
status of all the parking slots simultaneously.

3 Methodology

As describe in Section 1, our proposed method is divided into two modules: (1)
PakLoc for automatic parking spots localization task and (2) PakSta for parking
spots status identification task. The detail architecture is visualized in Figure 2.
The automobile detector plays a vital role in our proposed concept. The com-
ponent in question holds significant importance in both the PakLoc and PakSta
modules, since its performance directly influences the overall consequences of the
architecture. Consequently, we have partitioned this section into three distinct
components, namely the Vehicle Detector, PakLoc, and PakSta.

Fig. 2. Proposed Architecture. It includes two main modules: (1) PakLoc for automatic
parking spots localization task and (2) PakSta for parking spots status identification
task.
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3.1 Vehicle Detector

There exist two methodologies for deep learning detection frameworks: the CNN-
based approach and the Transformer-based model. The efficacy of transformer-
based models in extracting various diversified discriminative parts of informa-
tion and fine-grained features has been demonstrated in [24]. Furthermore, the
PKlot dataset [17] includes variations in car scale and viewpoint. As a result,
in this study, the we employ a transformer-based object detection model known
as deformable DETR [63] that demonstrates effective performance in detecting
objects of varying scales. This detector model has been pre-trained using the
VeRi-776 [35] and CityFlow [54] datasets. The VeRi-776 dataset has a total of
49,357 images depicting 776 distinct vehicles. These images were captured using
20 different cameras. On the other hand, the CityFlow dataset consists of over
229,680 labeled bounding boxes of 666 distinct cars. These bounding boxes were
obtained from 40 cameras positioned at 10 different junctions. The detector was
pre-trained for 70 epochs using the same set of parameters as described in the
original research. The detector model is fine-tuned on the training set of the
PKlot dataset for a total of 40 epochs.

3.2 PakLoc - Automatic Parking Spots Localization

We approach the problem of automatic parking spot localization as a problem of
vehicle movement tracking over a number of consecutive frames. As depicted in
Figure 2, the PakLoc module utilizes successive frames as inputs to execute the
car detection operation, resulting in the generation of bounding boxes for the
discovered cars. Subsequently, the newly identified bounding boxes are compared
to the existing inventory of currently tracked vehicles. The Intersection over
Union (IoU) metric is employed to evaluate the relationship between a pair of
bounding boxes. When two separate boxes do not intersect, their IoU value is 0.
The IoU metric has a positive correlation with the extent of overlap between two
bounding boxes. When a car remains stationary, the IoU value of the bounding
boxes representing this car in consecutive frames will exhibit a high value. If
this IoU value exceeds a predetermined IoU threshold denoted as θ, a counter
associated with that specific bounding box will be increased. If the counter above
a predetermined frame threshold γ, the vehicle will come to a halt for a specified
duration, at which point the corresponding place will be designated as a parking
spot. In the event that a bounding box derived from the present frame fails to
correspond with any existing box within the tracked list, it can be inferred that
a new vehicle has entered the scene. Consequently, this new vehicle is appended
to the list of tracked cars. If a bounding box from the tracked list does not
correspond to any newly discovered car after conducting a thorough comparison,
it can be inferred that the bounding box is not stationary. Consequently, the
bounding box in question will be eliminated from the list of objects being tracked.

An effective boundary condition for distinguishing between a moving car and
a parked car can be achieved by carefully selecting the IoU threshold θ and frame
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threshold γ. When a car is in motion, the IoU value between its current bound-
ing box and the preceding one will gradually drop. Consequently, the car will
eventually fail to meet the frame threshold. When the IoU threshold is set to
a higher value, the algorithm’s sensitivity to minor variations in the bounding
box’s position increases. This may lead to the identification of duplicate bound-
ing boxes for a particular parking spot. Additionally, it is important to set the
IoU threshold value at a sufficiently high level in order to disregard the junction
of neighboring parking spots. Based on empirical findings, it has been determined
that utilizing an IoU threshold θ within the range of 0.4 to 0.9 yields optimal
outcomes. Our work undertakes an ablation investigation to determine the ideal
IoU threshold θ. The findings presented in Section 4.4 indicate that the ideal
value for θ is judged to be 0.75. Given that the PKLot dataset comprises photos
that are recorded at a minimum interval of 5 minutes, a vehicle that remains
stationary for a duration beyond 20 minutes would be considered classified as
parked. Consequently, the value for γ is set at 4. It is worth mentioning that
the parameters θ and γ need to be changed when applying our model to various
datasets.

In the end, the PakSke layers are incorporated prior to generating the final
outcome. The main goal of PakSke is to accurately align the detected park-
ing spots with the actual angle of corresponding ground true parking spots,
as parking spots often deviate from being perpendicular to the frame bound-
ary (Figure 1). The PakSke layers consist of two distinct branches: training
branch and inference branch. Within the training branch, the PakSke Rotater
layer is utilized to determine the optimal triplet hyperparameters, namely [angle,
width scaling, height scaling] where angle denotes the degree of rotation applied
to the box and width scaling, height scaling determine the proportional adjust-
ment of the box’s width and height, respectively. In other terms, a particular
triplet propose and adjustment for a detected parking spot. The determination
of the optimal triplet involves identifying the maximum IoU score between the
generated parking spot and the matching ground truth label. The procedure is
visually represented in Figure 3. In this study, the parameter angle is defined
within the interval [0, 180] with an increment of 15 degrees, while the variables
width scaling and height scaling are defined within the interval [0.5, 1.5] with
an increment of 0.1.

While the PakSke Rotater layer may readily generate modified parking places,
it is not feasible to employ this layer during the inference stage or deployment
on fresh datasets due to the absence of ground truth labels. In order to ad-
dress this issue, we suggest employing the PakSke classifier during the inference
stage. The PakSke classifier is a simple CNN classifier that receives the bound-
ing box picture of the identified parking spot as input and predicts the triplet
[angle, width scaling, height scaling]. The PakSke classifier is learned during
the training phase using the output produced by the PakSke Rotater layer. In
this research endeavor, the implementation of PakSke classifier is executed uti-
lizing the CmAlexnet architecture, as proposed in [46] . A minor modification is
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Fig. 3. PakSke Rotater. Detected parking place and ground truth are input. By finding
the greatest IoU value, it automatically adjusts parking slot angle, width, and height.

made to the last layer of the network to generate a triplet [angle, width scaling,
height scaling].

The ultimate outcome of the PakLoc module is the generation of Parking
Spots metadata, which consists of a list of [CameraId,x,y,w,h,angle, width scaling,
height scaling]. The CameraId represents the unique identifier assigned to each
camera. The notation [x, y, w, h] denotes the standard coordinate system used
to describe the position and dimensions of a parking spot. Similarly, the triplet
[angle, width scaling, height scaling] represents the set of PakSke parameters
corresponding to the current parking spot.

3.3 PakSta - Parking Spots Status Identification

The objective of PakSta is to forecast the state of parking spaces identified from
the PakLoc. The PakSta system receives camera video input in a sequential
manner, processing each frame individually. These frames are then sent via a
region of interest (ROI) filtering layer. The ROI in question corresponds to the
coordinates of parking spots, which are obtained from the parking spot meta-
data extracted in PakLoc. Subsequently, the filtered image is inputted into the
detector in order to identify the presence of a car within the image. In the park-
ing slots status generator layer, every identified vehicle is assigned a parking
spot in the parking spot metadata and its bounding box is adjusted using the
appropriate triplet parameter [angle, width scaling, height scaling]. Ultimately,
the parking spaces that are mapped to any identified vehicle are categorized as
occupied, whereas the remaining spaces are categorized as vacant.

4 Experiments and Results

4.1 Dataset

PKlot Dataset [17]: PKlot is our primary dataset for method testing. The
PKlot Dataset consists of 12,417 images captured from three angles in two park-
ing lots. UFPR04 and UFPR05 subsets were captured by a camera on the fourth
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and fifth floors of the UFPR building.The cameras on the 10th floor of the Pontif-
ical Catholic University of Parana acquired the third parking lot subset, specif-
ically (PUCPR). The dataset consists of 695,851 manually identified parking
spaces, of which 337,780 are occupied (48.6%) and 358,071 are vacant (51.4%).
The standard image dimension is 1280 720 pixels. Each image is accompanied by
an XML file containing four points representing the polygons of the monitored
parking spots. The XML files also display the occupancy status of each park-
ing space. The majority of UFPR04 and UFPR05 parking locations are labeled.
On the contrary, the PUCPR manually identified 100 parking spaces, while the
images estimate 300 parking spaces perceptible to the human eye. Each image
was classified as sunny, rainy, or cloudy and was captured at 5-minute intervals
during daytime hours. Figure 4 displays images of parking lots and weather con-
ditions from the PKLot dataset. In compliance with the original publication [17],
in this study, the PKLot dataset was divided into a training and testing set for
this investigation . Details are available in Table 1.

Training sets Testing sets
Occupied Empty Total Occupied Empty Total

UFPRO4 Sunny 16,524 14,327 30,851 15,642 12,007 27,649
Overcast 6989 15,076 22,065 4619 12,703 17,322
Rainy 1041 2553 3594 1310 3054 4364
Total 24,554 31,956 56,510 21,571 27,764 49,335

UFPROS, Sunny 28,822 21,657 50,479 28,762 20,649 49,411
Overcast 15,421 12,985 28,406 18,343 10,217 28,560
Rainy 2751 1633 4384 3327 1218 4545
Total 46,994 36,275 83,269 50,432 32,084 82,516

PUCPR Sunny 47,490 59,731 107,221 49,271 51,941 101,212
Overcast 26,774 42,933 69,707 15,589 47,484 63,073
Rainy 19,540 16,025 35,565 35,565 11,926 47,491
Total 93,804 118,689 212,493 100,425 111,351 211,776

Total of samples 165,352 186,920 352,272 172,428 171,199 343,627
Table 1. Training and Testing sets in PKLot dataset

CityFlow Dataset [54]: The detector is pre-trained using CityFlow [54].
CityFlow contains 229,680 labeled bounding boxes for 666 automobiles from 40
cameras at 10 intersections. 3.25 hours of traffic were logged for the training and
validation datasets. Test data contain twenty minutes of traffic video.

Veri-776 Dataset [35]: Similar to CityFlow, the Veri-776 dataset is utilized
for the detector’s initial training. VeRi-776 contains 49,357 images of 776 auto-
mobiles. The photos are obtained from unrestricted real-world traffic scenarios
and tagged with bounding boxes, categories, colors, and brands. Each vehicle is
observed by two to eighteen cameras. These cameras are strategically situated
to capture vehicles from various angles, lighting conditions, and occlusions.
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Fig. 4. Parking lot images captured under different weather and light conditions from
Pklot Dataset [17] - (a) sunny (b) overcast, and (c) rainy from UFPR04; (d) sunny (e)
overcast, and (f) rainy from UFPR05; and (g) sunny (h) overcast, and (i) rainy from
PUCPR
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4.2 Evaluation Metrics

For the automatic parking spots localization problem (PakLoc), the objective
is to accurately identify the maximum number of parking spots. As the result,
the most suitable metric for evaluating the performance of the detection sys-
tem is recall. In this study, we present the average recall at an IoU threshold
of 0.75, denoted as AR75. Additionally, we report the mean average recall for
IoU thresholds ranging from 0.4 to 0.9, with a step size of 0.05, referred to as
mAR40 90. Furthermore, for the purpose of comparing the performance of our
proposed method to that of related work, we present the average precision at an
IoU threshold of 0.5 (AP50).

Similarly, as we wish to maximize the accuracy of the model when identifying
the status of parking spaces, precision becomes the appropriate metric. Specif-
ically, we select the metric as average precision at the IoU threshold θ of 0.75
(AP75).

4.3 Baselines

As discussed in Section 2, there is no default benchmark setting for the problem
of automatic parking spots localization. The existing work shows their perfor-
mance in different datasets with different metrics. We then select some typical
work [7,27,42,44] that show their performance with a appropriate metric for the
evaluation.

In the context of identifying the status of parking spots, the performance of
PakSta is compared to that of other relevant studies [21,42,47]. The specifics of
these baseline models were discussed in Section 2.

4.4 Experimental Results

This section is divided into two subsection to evaluate the performance of PakLoc
and PakSta.

PakLoc Performance The evaluation of PakLoc is conducted using the test
set of the PKLot dataset. Firstly, as discussed in Section 3.2, an ablation study
is conducted to determine the best parameter IoU threshold θ. In this ablation
study, we assess the results (AR) of PakLoc by varying the parameter θ through-
out the range of 0.4 to 0.9, with a step size of 0.05. The outcome presented in
Table 2 indicates that the ideal value of θ is determined to be 0.75. Then, we se-
lect the θ as 0.75 for all next experiment. It is worth noting that in this ablation
investigation, we adjusted the frame threshold γ to 4.

As mentioned in Section 4.2, three metrics are employed in this study, namely
AR75, mAR40 90, and AP50. Then, to demonstrate the impact of the PakSke
layer, we present outcomes obtained from both scenarios: one with the inclusion
of the PakSke layer and the other without it using these three metrics. The
results in Table 3 demonstrates the efficiency of our proposed PakSke layers.
Using PakSke layers increases all three metrics by at least 6%.
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IoU Threshold θ AR

0.4 59.88

0.45 61.77

0.5 70.55

0.55 77.88

0.6 84.14

0.65 89.05

0.7 92.53

0.75 94.25

0.8 93.98

0.85 91.72

0.9 87.46
Table 2. PakLoc result on testset of PKLot with different IoU threshold θ

AR75 mAR40 90 AP50

Without PakSke 88.31 74.38 80.23

With PakSke 94.25 82.11 86.37
Table 3. PakLoc result on testset of PKLot with and without PakSke layer

Lastly, we compare PakLoc’s performance to other baselines described in
Section 4.3. The results presented in Table 4 indicate that our proposed method
outperforms all prior work using the same dataset with 86.4% AP50. It even
achieve a better result with 92.7% AP75.

Method/Ref Backbone Test Set Metric Result

Faster PSP [27] Faster-RCNN CNRPark-EXT AP50 83.1

Auto PSP [44] Yolo4 CNRPark-EXT AP50 97.6

Realtime PSP [42] Resnet and faster RCNN PKLot AP50 63.6

Cascade PSP [7] Cascade Mask R-CNN PKLot AP50 59.1

PakLoc (ours) Deformable DETR PKLot AP50 86.4

PakLoc (ours) Deformable DETR PKLot AP75 92.7
Table 4. PakLoc result on testset of PKLot and other baselines method

PakSta Performance As outlined in Section 4.3, a comparison is made be-
tween the results of PakStat and three additional baseline models [21, 42, 47].
The findings are presented in table 5. The approach presented in [21] achieved
the highest AP75 score of 98%. However, it should be noted that this system re-
lied on the manual annotation of parking places during the training phase. This
factor restricts the practical implementation of the paradigm in real-world sce-
narios. In contrast, our suggested solution, PakSta, does not necessitate human
labeling of parking slots for implementation in a fresh dataset or a real parking
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lot environment. Furthermore, PakSta was able to obtain a notable outcome of
93.6% AP75, positioning it as the second best performer. This even surpasses the
strategy employed in the study [47], where manually labeled parking spaces data
was utilized. In addition, the results table further demonstrates the effectiveness
of PakSke layers by indicating that they contribute a positive impact (improve
6%) on the ultimate outcome of PakSta.

Method/Ref Backbone Data
Use Manually Label
Of Parking Spots

AP75

POD [42] RetinaNet PKLot No 61.8

Yolo SPS [47] Yolo3 PKLot Yes 93.3

OcpDept [21] MBN-FPN PKLot Yes 98.0

PakSta without PakSke (ours) Deformable DETR PKLot No 87.3

PakSta with PakSke (ours) Deformable DETR PKLot No 93.6
Table 5. PakSta result on testset of PKLot and other baselines method

5 Conclusion

In this paper, two new approaches, PakLoc and PakSta, are proposed to address
the problems of automatic parking spot localization and parking spot status
identification, respectively. Both of these methods demonstrate superior perfor-
mance compared to the existing approaches in the given context. Additionally,
we propose the incorporation of PakSke layers as a means to enhance the per-
formance of these methods. The utilization of PakSke layers as a plug-in module
is applicable in a comparable manner. In the forthcoming period, our objective
is to construct a comprehensive smart parking system utilizing the way we have
put forth.
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