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Assignment

1. Get introduced with the issue of automatic vehicle make and model recognition and
describe the current status of the solution.

2. Prepare a suitable image dataset for training and testing the classifier for the issue.

3. Based on a thorough analysis, choose the appropriate classification method, imple-
ment the method.

4. Find a suitable classifier topology and demonstrate this by experimenting on the
dataset created.

5. Discuss the results and suggest additional extensions.
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Abstrakt

Tato prace se vénuje problematice automatického rozpoznavani vyrobce a modela vozidel.
Detailné popisuje postup vyroby datasetu z verejnych zdrojii. Pro klasifikaci jsou pouzity
konvolu¢ni neuronové sité. Prace srovnava vysledky experimentti provadénych na sitich
ResNet-50 a VGG-16. Experimenty jsou implementovany v jazyce Python s vyuzitim
knihovny Keras/TF. Nejlepsi dosazené vysledky jsou otestovany v redlné situaci. Zavérem
jsou publikovany navrhy na vylepseni.

Abstract

This work describes the problems of vehicle make and model recognition. It presents
in detail the creation of a suitable image dataset from public web resources. Extensive
experiments are conducted to find suitable architecture of convolutional neural network.
Great results were achieved by using CNN models based on ResNet-50 and VGG16. The
work is implemented in Python using Keras/TF. In the conclusion, the actual proposal is
evaluated and compared with real world scenarios. Further improvements are proposed.

Keywords: Vehicle Make and Model Recognition, VMMR, Convolution Neural Network,
CNN, Keras, SVM, Augmentation
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1 Introduction

Vehicle Make and Model Recognition (VMMR) is a part of image classification problem.
The basic idea is to recognize make and model of a vehicle using suitable features extracted
from the images of a vehicle. It is not a new area of interest. It come with the need of
various access control systems for buildings, outdoor sites or traffic control systems.|1]
The first systems provided just a basic detection of a vehicle or were able to identify
whether a vehicle is a bus, truck or car [12]. Modern systems are able to identify make
and model of vehicle with high accuracy. Many of VMMR systems are designed very
specific, analyzing an frontal image of a vehicle from fixed point of view against road
environment background. For example Petrovi¢ [13] states their system is capable of 93%
accuracy tested on 1000 images containing 77 classes. Their algorithm locates a region of
interest (ROI) for feature extraction. Obtained feature vector is classified using a nearest
neighbour algorithm. VMMR is a recognition of very similar objects with relatively small
differences. It makes it more challenging problem compared to other image classification
problems. This type of problem is often referred to as fine-grained classification [8].

The recognition problem considered in this paper is more general. We recognize a car
from any horizontal angle in any background. Our approach is based on deep convolutional
neural networks. We distinguish 40 main manufacturers and their appropriate car models.
In that way it is more challenging problem that can offer improvements in identification of
vehicles. It can be used as an enhancement of License Plate Recognition (LPR) systems.
LPR systems rely on license plates to identify a car. However, they fail in a situation
where two license plates are illegally swapped. Here presented system provides additional
information such as name of manufacturer of car, name of car model and estimated year
of production even in a situation where no license plate is visible.



This work is structured as follows:

e Analysis
We describe what kind of problem we are facing to and propose solutions.

o Theory This section is a short recap of important terms and algorithms in machine
learning field.

o Current state
A large dataset is required for training a CNN for an image classification task. Here
we walk through the most interesting public datasets discussing their pros and cons.

e Building a Dataset
In this section we show how to compile own dataset from public web resources. We
cover web scraping, data cleaning and balancing of dataset.

o Experiments We describe many experiments we conducted in order to find best
topology of neural network. We cover two commonly used CNN: VGGI16 and
ResNet50. Both bring great results.

e Results And finally we present our results and discussing conditions. We also
discuss testing in real world situation and proposing further improvements.



2 Analysis

To recognize a car make or a car model is a classification task. It is a supervised learning
approach where labeled input data are provided. As there are many categories (car makes
and car models) it implies multi-class classification. Our task is to find a mapping function
from images of cars to discrete output categories - their appropriate car make. In machine
learning, we have many algorithms suitable for classification. To choose right approach
we need to consider what data we have. Approaches like decision tree or random forest
are based on features or attributes. Our data are images. We can think about image
as two dimensional vector of features. It implies a huge number of features. The most
effective tools for image recognition is a deep neural network, especially convolutional
neural network (CNN). They got the best results in international competitions, as stated
bellow in Wikipedia article.

The resulting annual competition is now known as the ImageNet Large Scale Visual
Recognition Challenge (ILSVRC). The ILSVRC uses a "trimmed" list of only 1000 image
categories or "classes”, including 90 of the 120 dog breeds classified by the full ImageNet
schema. The 2010s saw dramatic progress in image processing. Around 2011, a good
ILSVRC classification error rate was 25%. In 2012, a deep convolutional neural net
called AlexNet achieved 16%; in the next couple of years, error rates fell to a few percent.
While the 2012 breakthrough 'combined pieces that were all there before', the dramatic
quantitative improvement marked the start of an industry-wide artificial intelligence boom.
By 2015, researchers at Microsoft reported that their CNNs exceeded human ability at the
narrow ILSVRC tasks. [19]

Generally we can say our output depends on our input. It means to get good results
with CNN we need a great dataset. We will pay high attention to build our dataset.

A good source of images can be a local traffic control and surveillance systems. Un-
fortunately, we don’t have access to such a system. So we can scrape images from the
internet. We can use well structured websites like used car sellers. They usually expose a
great number of cars to sell. Every car is accompanied with multiple images and its brief
description. It is important to scrape more information about a car for creating labels.
A disadvantage of web scraping is that we get data dirty. Some images show the interiors
of cars. They are not suitable for our purpose. We need to pull them out. This process
is called data cleaning. The final dataset should be clean distinct classes(car makes) of
labeled images. When we got our dataset we are ready to start to train our neural net-



work. We decided to compare two popular CNN. The first is a simple neural network
called VGG16 and the second one is a deep residual neural network called ResNet-50. We
try to get the best results of both and compare them.

We conduct several experiments. The first is the recognition of car make. Then we pick
a car make and we try to determine the car model and the last experiment is estimating a
year of production. For every task, we need a separate dataset. We will need 3 separated
datasets to conduct our experiments.



3 Theory

This section is a short recap of important terms and algorithms in machine learning field.

3.1 Linear SVM

Support Vector Machine - SVM [6] is a method of machine learning solving a binary clas-
sification problem. It searches an optimal division hyperplane in high dimensional feature
space. Every image is projected as a set of features. In our case, the hyperplane divides
all images into two distinct groups - in-
terior or exterior images. Here is shown
simplified version in 2D space in fig-
ure 3.1. SVM finds an optimal hyper-
plane. It means that the distance of
the two mnearest opposite samples is as
big as possible. That’s why it is some-
times called Large Margin Classifier. 1t is
also why this method is suitable for our

problem. Another good feature is that

it works with a small number of sam-

Figure 3.1: SVM [6] ples.

3.2 Convolution
A convolution [16] is a mathematical operation on two functions (f and ¢) that produces
a third function expressing how the shape of one is modified by the other.

(f+9)@) = | fla)gla—a)da (3.1
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3.3 Neural Network

A neural network (NN) [4] is a computational graph. It is a collection of connected
nodes called neurons. Each neuron can receive an input signal. It combines the input



with its internal state using an activation function and produces output using an output
function. It can pass output to other connected neurons. Neurons are organized in
layers as we can see in Figure 3.2.  For

Hidden neural networks it is essential they are

Input adaptive systems. Neurons are able to
Output change their internal state (weights) depend-

ing on computational process.  They use

backpropagation algorithm [18]. It works

with an error function that is computed

on the output layer and propagated back

to the previous layers to adjust weights

of neurons to minimize the error in the

next round. Modern neural networks are
Figure 3.2: Neural network able to compute very complex hypothe-
5] sis.

3.4 Convolution Neural Network

Convolutional neural networks (CNN) are a special kind of neural networks. They contain
several convolutional layers. A convolutional layer is able to successfully capture the
spatial dependencies in an image through the application of relevant filters. The filters
are composed of weights. A convolution is calculated between the filters and the input data
underneath. It works like a pattern matcher. In lower layers, general edges or patterns are
matched. In deeper layers, more complex shapes are captured. That’s why convolution
takes place in image recognition. Convolutional layers create a map of features.

3.4.1 Convolution Layer

A convolution layer is one type of layers in CNN. It creates a map of features. In lower
layers, general edges or patterns are matched. In deeper layers, more complex shapes are
captured. They are often organized in blocks.

3.4.2 Pooling Layer

A pooling layer reduces dimension. It helps to reduce a noise. There are max pooling and
average pooling depending on reduction.



3.4.3 Fully Connected Layer

A fully connected layer consists of neurons. Every neuron is connected with all neurons
of the previous layer. A block of fully connected layers is called classifier and it is placed
on the top of the network. Count of neurons in the last fully connected layer is equal to
the count of classes for classification problems.

3.4.4 Dropout Layer

A dropout layer is a regularization method. It removes weights of random neurons in a
layer. We lose some random pieces of information to improve independency of particular
neurons that increases generalization.

3.4.5 Batch normalization

Batch normalization normalizes the output of a previous activation layer by subtracting
the batch mean and dividing by the batch standard deviation. It speeds up learning.

3.4.6 Regularization

Regularization increases generalization. It means it can improve the generalization per-
formance on new, unseen data. It prevents from overfitting of a model. It is based on
penalization of complexity.



3.5 VGG-16

VGG-16(Visual Geometry Group) [15] is a convolutional neural network consisted of 12
convolutional layers and 4 fully connected layers. It uses a default 1000 classes softmax
classifier for ImageNet dataset.

Layer Fi:talge Size Kernel Size Stride Activation
Input Image 1 224 x224x3 - - -
1 2 X Convolution 64 224 x 224 x 64 3x3 1 relu
Max Pooling 64 112x 112 x 64 3x3 2 relu
3 2 X Convolution 128 112x112x 128 3x3 1 relu
Max Pooling 128 56 x 56 x 128 3x3 2 relu
5 2 X Convolution 256 56 x 56 x 256 3x3 1 relu
Max Pooling 256 28 x 28 x 256 3x3 2 relu
7 3 X Convolution 512 28x28x512 3x3 1 relu
Max Pooling 512 14 x 14 x 512 3x3 2 relu
10 3 X Convolution 512 14 x 14 x 512 3x3 1 relu
Max Pooling 512 7x7x512 3x3 2 relu
13 FC - 25088 - - relu
14 FC - 4096 - - relu
15 FC - 4096 - - relu
Output FC - 1000 - - Softmax

Figure 3.3: VGG-16 Architecture



3.6 Resnet-50

Resnet-50 [10] is a residual convolutional
neural network with a deep of 50 layers.
It is deeper than VGG-16, but still having
lower complexity. It won the 1st place on

the ILSVRC 2015 classification task.
Stage 1
> Stage 2
— — >Stage 3
> Stage 4

cv-tricks.com

Figure 3.4: ResNet-50 Schema
[9]



4 Current State

Based on the previous analysis we choose CNN for recognition in this thesis. A large
dataset is required to utilize CNN with supervised learning. There are many solutions
related to this problem on the internet including interesting datasets. But they usually
have some limits; e.g. the dataset is small or it is too general or cars are from a different
continent etc. Let’s go through some solutions to have a closer look.

4.1 CIFAR-10/100

Dataset CIFAR-10 [1] was created in 2010 and it includes 60.000 of small images 32x32
divided into 10 classes. Every class has 6000 samples. One class is an Automobile. It
covers all type of vehicles. This dataset is too general for VMMR. There is another similar
dataset CIFAR-100, which has 100 classes. Every class has 600 samples. But it has the
same problem. It contains animals, plants, etc. This dataset is very general and it is not

suitable for VMMR.

automobile 52 By o T e il e B =
ird il WELS ¥ BRI
cat el el LA R
deer Ol ol RN el
dog PRI el e SN 5
frog SR DA
horse !.ﬂﬂ-nnm
M
ruck o M s B 0 S o (D S R

Figure 4.1: CIFAR-10
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4.2 ImageNet

ImageNet [7] is a huge and very popular dataset of images categorized into 1000 classes.
It was designed specially to support computer vision and it contains more than 14 million
hand-annotated pictures. Although it was presented for the first time in 2009, it is still
very popular and becomes a referral dataset for CNN. It contains category vehicles, where
we can find cars, but they are not annotated with appropriate makes. This dataset is not
suitable for VMMR task as it is too general.

4.3 CompCars

In 2015 Linjie Yang, Ping Luo, Chen Change Loy, Xiaoou Tang published work A Large-
Scale Car Dataset for Fine-Grained Categorization and Verification [21]. Samples from
this dataset come from two sources: from the web and from surveillance. There are more
than 130 000 the entire images of cars and more than 25 000 images capturing the car
parts. It covers 163 car makes with 1713 car models, mostly from North America. This
dataset is a good choice for a VMMR task.

Suzuki Plough Chevrolet Captiva Benz S-Class

lough i Benz S-Class o
Jeep Patriot Lexus RX hybrid Benz C-Class AMG Mitsubishi Pajero
Benz G-Class AMG Citroén DS3 Benz E-Class Jinbei Sea Lion
Mini Clubman Kia Sorento Dongfeng Succe Changcheng V80
Toyota Prado Ford Mondeo Benz GLK-Class

Volkswagen Phaeton Mazda 6 Audi A6L
Mazda 5 convertible
Jeep Patriot Volkswagen Phaeton Citroén DS3 Audi TT Coupe
Mini Clubman Volkswagen Magotan Mazda 6 Audi A3 hatchback
BWM X3 Volkswagen Passat Lingyu eely Emgrand hatchback Lamborghini Gallardo
BWM X5 Volkswagen Santana Mazda 6 Coupe Audi A5 Coupe

Figure 4.2: CompCar

4.4 VMMRdb

In 2017 F. Tafazzoli, K. Nishiyama and H. Frigui published own work A Large and Diverse
Dataset for Improved Vehicle Make and Model Recognition [17]. This paper is based on av-
dataset created by web crawling from online resources like amazon.com and craigslist.com.

11



It contains more than 290,000 samples of cars divided into 9170 classes. Mostly cars from
the USA. The dataset is well balanced and described. The author used a pre-train neural
network ResNet50. VMMRAD is very good dataset for VMMR task.

Toyota Camry 2009 Toyota Camry 2010 Honda Civic 2009
toyota_camry_2012
toyota_camry_2008 d
toyota_camry_2013 toyota_rav4_2

toyota_camry_2010 i 2 7 oyota_rave_2 volks

toyota_camry_2007 4 ¥ w

lexus_gs300_2006 kia_sorento_2005 toyota_camry 2014 g 2 ¥ oyota,
volkswagen_passat_2013 kia_sorento_2007 toyota_corolla_2013 honda_civic_coupe_2006 toyota_rav4_2007 chevrolet_aveo_2006

toyota_rav4_2

ipe.

Figure 4.3: VMMRdb

4.5 Stanford Car Dataset

Stanford car dataset [11] comes from 2013. It contains more than 16,000 of cars in 196
classes. It needs to mention this dataset was a part of Large Scale Visual Recognition
Challenge 2013 FGComp2013. They reached 75% accuracy, later in 2018 reached 93.9%.
Stanford Car dataset is relatively small but can be sufficient for a simple VMMR task.

Figure 4.4: Stanford Car Dataset
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4.6 Summary

The biggest problem of above mentioned datasets is their geographical limit. Most of the
car makes comes from the USA or Asia. Each continent has its own specific subgroup
of car makes and car models. Since we want to test our results in real-life scenarios in
central Europe, we definitely need to compile our own dataset.
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5 Building a Dataset

The dataset is the most important part of our effort. Our results are directly depending on
it. That’s why we need to pay attention to build good dataset. We set several conditions
for our dataset:

o dataset should cover most of all local car makes
« every car make should be represented approximately by the same number of samples

« every car make should be exposed from many angles (as long as we want to recognize
a car make from the horizontal angle 360 degrees)

o generally more samples produce better results
« all samples must be labeled

We use the internet as our source of input data. The biggest suppliers of online car
images are big used car dealers. AAAAuto.cz offers thousands of cars and every car has
many high quality photographs with a neutral background on their website. There is
enough information about every car like name of make, model and year of production. It
makes it a good fit for our needs. There is one disadvantage, photographs contain also
images of the interior of cars. Interiors are not good samples for our VMMR task as we
want to recognize the shape of the car. We need to filter car interiors out.

5.1 Web Scraping

Web scraping is a technology helping download a large number of internet resources.
In our case we downloaded images of cars. It is basically a program for downloading
web resources, parsing its content, searching for links to related further resources and
downloading them and the process is repeated. We used a Python library Scrapy [20]
for downloading images of cars. It is important to mention that data is well structured
on website AAAAuto.cz. This allows us download images by manufacturer and save it
to folder with its name and name of its model and even year of production of the car.
That means we scraped labeled data and stored them in hierarchical directory structure
/make/model which is very convenient for next processing.

14
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5.2 Data Cleaning

As mention above there are images of car interiors in the dataset as we can see in Figure
bellow 5.1. We need to separate these interior images from the rest of dataset. This is a
binary classification task.

== . @

0a4783c17032d682ef 0ac43693dbf5ab536 0ad955dbc4ad0e13d 0af0a667ab95d6843  Obcaab230c481c286
f18cbe25...e58862.jpg  3d3cfOa4...ffab79.jpg 03e4845..979b54.jpg 22b12c¢86...145cf2.jpg  8555078a...17fb1b.jpg

OcdOccalad7f17bd26 0d00ded2d2655de37 0d14493a7dde3c009 0d32765c048116e81 0dddf3855c8bcf6abl
f1c0f572e...4c8de.jpg  9413d1a3...c61027jpg  ad7dd91f4...880afjpg 21a77a54...7ab44b.jpg 2b2689db...05d8a.jpg

Figure 5.1: Raw Dataset polluted by car interiors

We used Support Vector Machine (SVM) 3.1 for making a decision whether a sample is
an interior or not. We manually prepared data for two classes. We separated 1000 images
with interior and 1000 images without interior (just a car). Than we used CNN ResNet-50
to process images to create a feature vector. We used output of the last convolutional
layer as our feature vector as shown in Figure 5.2.

Data L Extract Features —- Binary Classification

» Feature vector
(1, 2048)

ResNet-50

without

Labeled classifier
Training
data

output of avg_pool

Figure 5.2: SVM Classifier

We trained SVM classifier with 800 of samples with high accuracy. Than we used this
model to separate the rest of images. The result was perfect. All interiors were removed.

15
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6461951cc94.jpg 36cad53640b.jpg 18ab2b308et.jpg 8c9365d09c7jpg de9428cf83fipg
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02a9fcc2f04c8ef3e919957b26144d  2deaf134a2e34c3: 2eb21b374cf22ddf! Ob  3a3401 210252d546bf207f  3b23614777490253135275420100
1021daad43.jpg 38ch778cbc0.jpg 9b60ee6b785.jpg decaB469cet.jpg 548ff327fed6.jpg

Figure 5.3: Cleaned Dataset

5.3 Raw Data Statistics

Here are some raw numbers describing our dataset:
« downloaded data from aaaauto.cz 7/2018 total 17GB
» downloaded data from aaaauto.cz 12/2018 total 18GB
« downloaded data from aaaauto.sk 3/2019 total 11GB
» downloaded data from aaaauto.pl 3/2019 total 5GB
» downloaded data from aaaauto.hu 3/2019 total 2GB

« downloaded data from aaaauto.cz 3/2019 total 7GB

After cleaning
e cleaned dataset total 18.5GB

e 58 car makes

331,000 labeled images
 size of images: 640x480 and 1024x768 pixels

The biggest problem of our dataset is its unbalanced distribution. As we can see in
Figure 5.4 some car makes have tens of thousands of images, but there are few car makes
with counts under 50 samples. We removed all classes smaller than 50 samples.
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Figure 5.4: Distribution of samples in dataset

Here is a distribution of a year of car production:

W Count by year

uuuuu

uuuuu

aaaaa
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Figure 5.5: Distribution of Year of Production

There is another problem with particular car models. Every manufacturer produces

several models. They are distinguished by their model name. A model name can have
variations. For example cars Volkswagen Golf and Volkswagen Golf Plus and Volkswa-
gen Golf Sportvan They are considered as a single model Volkswagen Golf. A model is

determined by the first word after car make. All variations are merged.

5.4 Dataset for Car Make Recognition

In Figure 5.4 we can see that a cleaned dataset is very unbalanced. There are 17 classes
with a total count under 50 samples. We skipped these "small" classes. We created a
dataset with 41 bigger classes. The smallest class has 55 samples. The average count of
samples in every class in the final dataset is designed to be 5000. There are 18 classes
with a total count over 5000. The rest 23 classes have a total count of less than 5000 and

17
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2

higher than 50. We used augmentation to increase number of samples of these classes up
to 5000.

5.4.1 Data Augmentation

Data augmentation is a method for increasing the count of samples in classes with a
small number of samples. The idea behind augmentation is to take an original picture
and perform small adjustments to create a new image that is slightly different from the
original but still has all features of the original class. These adjustments are i.e.: vertical
or horizontal shifts, rotations, changing light or color, etc. There are two ways how to
implement augmentation. The first is before training. It increases the count of samples
in small classes. The second is during training. It just uses augmented images during
training epochs. The second one is implemented in library Keras [3] in class ImageData-
Generator. Figure fig:augmentation shows examples of random shift and rotation.

250 500 250 500

Figure 5.6: An example of augmentation

We used both ways of augmentation, but we used different methods in every phase.
In Keras we used geometric transformations like shifts, rotations and flips because these
adjustments are suitable for all data. That means all data entering in our network are
augmented data.
For "before training augmentation" we used library OpenC'V[2] to adjust images by script.
We implemented a few filters:

filters = ["lighter", "saturation", "blur", "invert", "contrast",

"affinet", "grayscale", "hist", "foggy", "rainy", "drops"]

18



Here is an example of augmentation using openC'V library. The first picture is an
original.

. s e s s s s sl

TEAGRTo. TISOIT Al SSASICIZITD TSN ARG es0307 ARvs g sosa AR 0 367 ARS8 00 aar w801
277385034780 P — p—— so80ALisn e—— S e— p——

4765451032270 _7365037.C0/pg 756451032270 73650307.CDLIpg  G7S5451d3227D..650347.COIG g 0347.COIGRAlog 0347.COIGRATJpg 475 v 73650347.06 g
DGADg 758451632270, D6AFiog 50347.06AFHipg 0367.06AMB by 347.06AFHER oG 650347.Fiog 3650307 FHiog 3650307, FHeiog

Figure 5.7: Augmentations with OpenCV
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The final dataset is called UWB-VMMR-5000. It contains 41 classes. The dataset
is well balanced as shown in Figure 5.8. The average count of samples in every class is
5000.

DS5000

6000

5000

4000

3000

Count of samples

2000

1000

Classes
B Afa B Audi I BMW M Chevrolet [l Chrysler M Citroen [l DS M Dacia | Daewoo
M Dodge M Ferrari M Fiat M Ford I Honda | Hyundai M Infiniti M Jaguar W Jeep
B Kia [l Lada Lancia M Land M Lexus [ MINI Wl Mazda | Mercedes-Benz Mitsubishi
[l Nissan [l Opel | Peugeot [ Porsche Renault Saab [ Seat [ Skoda Smart
M Subaru

Figure 5.8: The final dataset UWB-VMMR-5000
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5.5 Dataset for Car Model Recognition

For recognition of car models, we chose the manufacturer SKODA, because it is the class
with the highest number of samples in our dataset. They have 10 models referenced in
our dataset with high quantity. The models are: Citigo, Fabia, Favorit, Felicia, Karoq,
Kodiaq, Octavia, Rapid, Roomster, Superb, Yeti. We created dataset SKODA-5000
with 10 classes shown in Figure 5.9. Every class has an average 5000 samples. We used
data augmentation the same way as in the previous dataset UWB-VMMR-5000.

M5000
6000

4500

3000

Count of samples

1500

Classes

M Fabia [ Favorit Felicia [ Karoq [l Kodiag M Octavia [ Rapid [7] Roomster Superb M Yeti

Figure 5.9: The final dataset SKODA-5000
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5.6 Dataset for Year of Production Estimation

In our raw dataset, we have labeled data. Every sample is labeled with car make, car
model and year of production. We chose manufacturer SKODA, model OCTAVIA as
most frequented model and we built a new dataset called OCTAVIA-2000 from it as
shown in Figure 5.10. There are models since 1997 till 2018. These are 22 numeric values
(years) for SKODA OCTAVIA. Because the values are numeric, it is more accurate to use
regression than classification. Every value has an average of 2000 samples. We used the
same data augmentation method as in the previous case to balance the dataset.

Y2000
2400

2000

1600

1200

Count of samples

800

400

Year of Production

M Octavia_1997 [ Octavia_1998 Octavia_1999 M Octavia_ 2000 [l Octavia_2001
M Octavia 2002 [ Octavia 2003 [ Octavia_2004 Octavia_ 2005 [l Octavia_2006
[ Octavia 2007 M Octavia 2008 [ Octavia_2009 Octavia_2010 Octavia_2011

M Octavia_2012 [ Octavia_2013 M Octavia_2014 [ Octavia_2015 Octavia_2016
Octavia_2017 [ Octavia_2018

Figure 5.10: The final dataset OCTAVIA-2000
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6 Experiments

Our goal is to find the NN architecture producing correct predictions. We can measure
correctness of our trained model as a fraction of predictions our model got right divided
by total predictions. We used standard accuracy. For this purpose we started with a
minimal test dataset, named Sampled, because computing with full dataset is very time
consuming task. First we find good performing architecture of CNN and than we use
this architecture for computing model with full dataset. The minimal dataset has just 5
classes reflecting 5 car models: Audi A3, Citroen C3, Ford Focus, Opel Astra, Toyota Raw.
Notice they are car models not car makes. Every class has 2000 samples. Data was split
between training data and validation data with rate 80/20. We proceed several test with
VGG16 and ResNet-50 upon dataset Sampled to find out how they behave depending on
its parameters. Results of experiments are depicted in the table 6.1.

H 1D CNN ImageNet Optimizer Classifier Val. Acc. H
s50 VGG16 yes SGD 5 20.3
sH1 VGG16 no SGD 4096 x 4096 x 5 98.7
$52 VGG16 yes SGD 4096 x 4096 x 5 99.1
sh2a  VGGI16 yes Adam 4096 x 4096 x 5 20.9
sb52r VGG16 yes RMS 4096 x 4096 x 5 99.9
sH3 VGG16 yes SGD 4096 x 256 x 5 20.0
sh4 VGG16 yes SGD 4096 x 4096 x 256 x 5 99.7
Ch%) ResNet yes SGD 5 98.0
sH6 ResNet yes SGD 4096 x 4096 x 5 92.7
sbbn  ResNet no SGD 4096 x 4096 x 5 53.6
shba  ResNet yes Adam 4096 x 4096 x 5 97.8
sb6r  ResNet yes RMS 4096 x 4096 x 5 22.5
s57 ResNet yes SGD 4096 x 5 98.7
sH8 ResNet yes SGD 4096 x 4096 x 256 x b 97.9

ID - experiment ID

CNN - type of CNN

ImageNet - classifier pre-trained on ImageNet
Optimizer - method of optimization
Classifier - structure of classifier

Val.Acc. - validation accuracy

Table 6.1: Results of experiments
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The parameters we tuned are:

o number of full-connected layers of classifier

e using a pre-trained weights of ImageNet or not
« changing optimizer (SGD, Adam, RMSprop)

The classifier consists of several full-connected layers and always end up with 5 neurons
in this case. This is because we have just 5 classes reflecting 5 car models in our dataset.

We can see some configurations perform better than others. We can see it is better to
use a pre-trained CNN. SGD optimizer performs well in both networks, furthermore RMS
is even better with VGG in this dataset. It is better to use simple classifier for ResNet
than VGG. All these results were used for final training later.

6.0.1 The Best Topology for VGG16

We conducted several experiments in order to tune parameters of the network as you
can seen in table 6.1. VGG16 pre-trained on ImageNet with RMS optimizer and original
classifier layers brought the outstanding results.

Test 1D: sb2r

model = VGG16(include_top=True, weights="imagenet")

model.layers.pop()

x = model.layers[-1] .output # add last layer

x = Dense(len(classes), activation="softmax") (x)

finetuned_model = Model(model.input, x)

finetuned_model . summary ()

opt = RMSprop(lr=0.001, rho=0.9, epsilon=None, decay=0.0)

finetuned_model.compile(optimizer=opt,
loss="'categorical_crossentropy',

metrics=['accuracy'])

We used the default setting of RMSprop optimizer with lr=0.001. It reached 99.9%
validation accuracy! This is the best result at all.
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Figure 6.1: Accuracy
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—— Validation loss (0.00316329573548304)
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Epochs

Figure 6.2: Loss
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6.0.2 The Best Topology for ResNet-50

Same approach was applied with ResNet-50. Results are also described in table 6.1.
ResNet-50 pre-trained on ImageNet with SGD optimizer and simplified classifier shows
the best results in this case. We added 1 fully connected layer and the final 5-neurons
layer on top of it.

Test 1D: sH7

model = ResNet50(include_top=True, weights="imagenet")
model.layers.pop()

x = model.layers[-1] .output # add last layer
x = Dense(4096, activation="relu") (x)
x = Dense(len(classes), activation="softmax") (x)

finetuned_model = Model (model.input, x)
finetuned_model.summary ()
opt = SGD(1r=0.001, decay=1le-6, momentum=0.9, nesterov=True)

finetuned_model.compile(optimizer=opt, loss='categorical_crossentropy'

-

metrics=['accuracy'])

RESNET

Lo-////,_,

0.8 1

0.6 A
oy
@
5
3
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0.4 A

0.2 1

—— Training accuracy (0.9984909456740444)
Validation accuracy (0.9877551020408164)
00 T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Epochs

Figure 6.3: Accuracy
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RESNET
10

—— Training loss (0.0042401593557426535)
Validation loss (0.032297196424072035)

MSE

O T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Epochs

Figure 6.4: Loss

This is the best accuracy for ResNet-50. It reached 98.7% validation accuracy. But it
is bumpy.

6.1 Final Training

Upon the previous experiments we chose the best training parameters and we will use them
to train on whole dataset. In real world situation we need to do 3 steps of recognition:

1. a recognition of car make
2. a recognition of car model

3. an estimation of year of production

6.1.1 Car Make Recognition

We prepared own dataset UWB-VMMR-5000 in Figure 5.8 for training CNN to recognized
a car make. This dataset is well balanced and contains 41 popular car makes. As both
networks VGG-16 and ResNet-50 performed very well during warm-up tests, we used
both for final training.
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6.1.2 ResNet-50 with the Final Dataset

model = ResNet50(include_top=True, weights="imagenet")
model .layers.pop()
x = model.layers[-1] .output # add last layer

x = Dense(256, activation="relu",

kernel_regularizer=regularizers.12(0.01)) (x)
x = Dense(len(classes), activation="softmax") (x)
finetuned_model = Model(model.input, x)
finetuned_model . summary ()

opt = SGD(1r=0.01, decay=le-6, momentum=0.9, nesterov=True)

finetuned_model.compile(optimizer=opt, loss='categorical_crossentropy'

metrics=['accuracy'])
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0.8 1

0.6 1
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@
5
3
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—— Training accuracy (0.9943938815010616)
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Figure 6.5: Accuracy
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Figure 6.6: Loss

The validation accuracy on the final dataset reached 98.6%. We used ResNet-50 with
a simple classifier 256 x 41 and SGD optimizer.
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6.1.3 VGG-16 with the Final Dataset

model = VGG16(include_top=True, weights="imagenet")
model.layers.pop()

x = model.layers[-1] .output # add last layer

x = Dropout (0.1) (x)

x = Dense(256, activation="relu",

kernel_regularizer=regularizers.12(0.01)) (x)

x = Dense(len(classes), activation="softmax") (x)
finetuned_model = Model(model.input, x)

finetuned_model .summary ()

10

11

12

opt = SGD(1r=0.001, decay=1le-6, momentum=0.9, nesterov=True)

finetuned_model.compile(optimizer=opt, loss='categorical_crossentropy'

-

metrics=['accuracy'])

VGG16
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©
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Figure 6.7: Accuracy
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VGG16

—— Training loss (0.03667939928965097)
Validation loss (0.062490662868500975)

O T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Epochs

Figure 6.8: Loss

The validation accuracy on the final dataset reached 98.5% in the eleventh epoch.
Then it started slowly decrease, so we stopped the learning process. We used VGG-16
with extended classifier 4096 x 4096 x 256 x 41 and SGD optimizer.
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6.1.4 Car Model Recognition

We prepared own dataset SKODA-5000 in Figure 5.9 for training CNN to recognized a car
model. This dataset is well balanced and contains 10 popular car models of manufacturer
SKODA. We used ResNet-50 for final training with the same architecture as previous.

model = ResNet50(include_top=True, weights="imagenet")
model.layers.pop()

x = model.layers([-1] .output # add last layer

x = Dense(256, activation="relu",
kernel_regularizer=regularizers.12(0.01)) (x)

x = Dense(len(classes), activation="softmax") (x)

finetuned_model = Model (model.input, x)

finetuned_model.summary ()

opt = SGD(1r=0.01, decay=le-6, momentum=0.9, nesterov=True)
finetuned_model.compile(optimizer=opt, loss='categorical_crossentropy',

metrics=['accuracy'])

RESNET
1.0
—— Training accuracy (0.997724132310915)
—— Validation accuracy (0.9937454008985916)
0.8 1
0.6 1
>
®
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<
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Epochs

Figure 6.9: Accuracy
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RESNET

—— Training loss (0.01600685733570555)
Validation loss (0.028222636399876988)

0 - T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Epochs

Figure 6.10: Loss

The validation accuracy on the final dataset reached 99.3%. We used ResNet-50 with
simple classifier 256 x 41 and SGD optimizer.

6.1.5 Estimation of a Year of Production

For estimation of a year of production of a car we used own dataset OCTAVIA-2000.
There are 22 classes with a numeric value. We used regression for estimation of a year of
production with just one neuron on the top. The loss function is mean square error.

model = ResNet50(include_top=True, weights="imagenet")
model .layers.pop()

x = model.layers[-1] .output # add last layer

x = Dropout (0.1) (x)

x = Dense(256, activation="relu", kernel_regularizer=12(0.01)) (x)
x = Dense(l, activation="relu") (x)

finetuned_model = Model(model.input, x)
finetuned_model . summary ()
opt = Adadelta(lr=0.001)

finetuned_model.compile(optimizer=opt, loss='mean_squeared_error', metrics=['mse'])
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REGRESSION

—— Training MSE (0.7296154125981087)
Validation MSE (5.09475429173296)

0.0

0 5 10 15 20 25 30
Epochs

Figure 6.11: MSE

We can see that validation error is rather high, but we can explain it. Sometimes
there is not any visual difference between the same car models with a different year of
production. Car models can be just the same across a few years.
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6.2 Testing with Online Images

We got amazing results during validation. Then we performed tests on photos from
another website autoesa.cz. This is another used car dealer.

Input Label | ResNet-50 | VGG-16 |

Subaru

Skoda Citigo

Skoda Fabia

Skoda Fabia

Skoda Fabia

Skoda Felicia

Figure 6.12: Testing with web images
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| Label

ResNet-50

| VGG-16

Ford

Skoda Octavia
2012

Skoda Octavia
2013

Opel Astra

Skoda Roomster

Skoda Superb

Toyota Yaris

Volkswagen
Passat

Skoda Yeti

Figure 6.13: Testing with web images
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Results of testing with web images are amazing. We tested all car makes, when it
was SKODA, we tested a car model and when it was OCTAVIA, we tested its year of
production. Almost all estimates were correct. Our CNN had not seen these pictures
before as they come from a different website. But the composition of photographs is very
similar to our training dataset: same point of view, very clean neutral background etc.

6.3 Testing with Real Photos

We got great results during validation and testing with online images. We wanted to
verify these results in a real life scenario. Here are some photos from the streets of Pilsen
taken by a mobile phone camera.

| Label | ResNet-50 | VGG-16 |
Dacia Dacia (100) | Dacia (100)
Ford Ka Peugeot (0.39) =

Figure 6.14: Testing with street images
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Label

ResNet-50

| VGG-16

Nissan

Opel

Renault

Skoda Fabia

Skoda Fabia

Skoda Fabia

Skoda Fabia

Skoda Felicia

Skoda Octavia

38

Figure 6.15: Testing with street images




| Input | Label | ResNet-50 | VGG-16 |

Skoda Octavia

Subaru Forester _ -

Ford

Figure 6.16: Testing with street images

The results of testing with real street photos are far from perfection. Accuracy of
VGG16 is 0.64 and accuracy of Resnet-50 is 0.58. We can say VGG-16 performed slightly
better than ResNet-50, but that is not the point. There are some serious issues when
CNN was not able to recognized a make of car even from the front of the car. It means
that CNN is not able to recognize a logo as a feature of a particular class.
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6.4 Analysis of Results

Testing of street images was really interesting. Why some images were not recognized?
To understand what’s happened we used visualisation library keras-vis. It uses Gradient-
weighted Class Activation Mapping (Grad-CAM) [14] and it can visualize regions of input
that were 'important’ for the prediction.

(a) Input Image (b) Guided Backprop. (c¢) Grad-CAM

Figure 6.17: Failed estimation Skoda(0.24) Superb(0.29)

We can see Ford Ka in Figure 6.17. It was not recognized by CNN. In Figure 6.17 (b)
we can see what regions of the input image was considered as 'important’ by the network.
We can see the most of activation came from the background above the car. In Figure 6.17
(c) we can see color visualization of ’attention’ of the network. The network didn’t pay
attention to a shape of the car, but it was catching a noise from the background. That’s
why the network failed to recognized the car. Here are another two examples where the

network failed.
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(a) Input Image
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(b) Guided Backprop. (c¢) Grad-CAM

Figure 6.18: Failed estimation Mercedes (0.61)

(a) Input Image
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(b) Guided Backprop.

Figure 6.19: Failed estimation Opel (0.25)
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Now let’s have a look to successful recognition. Here are two examples where the
network succeeded. We can compare them with negative ones.

(a) Input Image (b) Guided Backprop. (c) Grad-CAM

Figure 6.20: Correct estimation Renault (1.00)

(a) Input Image (b) Guided Backprop. (c¢) Grad-CAM

Figure 6.21: Correct estimation Skoda(0.99), Fabia(1.00)

We can see clearly that the network did not recognize a logo on the front of a car on
negative tests, on the other hand when the network did recognize a logo of the manufac-
turer on positive tests then it determined its class confidently. The logo is an essential
feature of a car make class. We used standard input size of image. It is (244 x 244) pixels.
The area with a logo is very small. It is too small that the network doesn’t recognize it

In some cases.
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Let’s have a look at a visualization of an activation function at the last fully connected
layer for several classes. We can see something like a logo on visualizations bellow 6.22.

150 200

Figure 6.22: Audi, BMW, Ciroen, Opel, Skoda, Toyota
(from top left to right)
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6.5 Conclusion

We compiled own dataset for VMMR based on online public resources. We set up two
common CNN architectures VGG-16 and ResNet-50 using Python and Keras/TF' [3] back-
end. We conducted experiments to find out what topology of CNN performs best. We
realized both networks work great and we can not say one is better over another - we
confirmed that more important is a dataset. We trained CNN models for a car make,
a car model and a year of production on our dataset. Despite we reached great results
during validation (more than 98% accuracy), results of real life scenario tests performed
not so well. We realized that our CNN models are sensitive to image background and
sometimes they do not recognize a logo of the manufacturer. We also verified that if
the network is able to recognize a logo, then it determines a car make confidently. That
confirms hypothesis that a logo is the most important visual feature common for every
car make. The reason why a logo is not always recognized is the small size of input image.

Upon this research we suggest the following improvements:

1. Improve dataset
Existing dataset UWB-VMMR-5000 can be extended by images with various back-
grounds. These can be personal photos of car from internet such as photos of cars
from a street or individual selling ads. Adding these kind of images with different
backgrounds can make final model more robust against the noise from the back-
ground in real life scenario.

2. Enlarge input image size
As it was mention before the size of input images is fairly small and the area of
manufacturer logo is too small to catch all details of it. But the logo is a dominant
feature of every car make class. That is way increasing of input size can improve
performance of our model significantly. Of course it increases computational com-
plexity of final model too. We need to find a compromise between computational
complexity and size of input image.

3. Optionally use a front car mask for input
We can build a pipeline for the recognition process consisting of several steps. In the
first step we detect car lights. Than we crop region of interest (ROI) with lights and
process only this area. It contains most of car make features including an enlarged
logo, lights and shape of frontal /rear mask. Disadvantage of this method is that if
there are no lights in the input image, we can not use it. This approach is more
advanced.
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Appendices
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A Content of DVD

There are saved all artefacts created during experiments.

Folders:
o datasets - contains collections of images
o experiments - various python scripts for training
« models - saved final models in .h5 format
o results - result files with progress of accuracy
e scripts - utility python scripts
o tasks - bash and python scripts used in computing grid environment
e doc - pdf version of this document

« predict - source of the final VMMR classifier
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B User Manual

B.1 Installation

e Insert DVD disk into PC

Copy folder /predict/ to your hard drive

e CD to the destination folder predict/

install python3 (apt install python3-pip)

install dependencies (pip3 install -r requirements.txt)

Installation is complete.

B.2 Run Program

$ python3 predict_car.py

The program will start classification of images from the folder predict/street/. Results are
displayed on screen in format: name of image, name of class(car make) and appropriate
accuracy.
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