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DPDETR: Decoupled Position Detection
Transformer for Infrared-Visible Object Detection

Junjie Guo, Chenqiang Gao, Fangcen Liu and Deyu Meng

Abstract—Infrared-visible object detection aims to achieve ro-
bust object detection by leveraging the complementary informa-
tion of infrared and visible image pairs. However, the commonly
existing modality misalignment problem presents two challenges:
fusing misalignment complementary features is difficult, and cur-
rent methods cannot accurately locate objects in both modalities
under misalignment conditions. In this paper, we propose a
Decoupled Position Detection Transformer (DPDETR) to address
these problems. Specifically, we explicitly formulate the object
category, visible modality position, and infrared modality position
to enable the network to learn the intrinsic relationships and
output accurate positions of objects in both modalities. To fuse
misaligned object features accurately, we propose a Decoupled
Position Multispectral Cross-attention module that adaptively
samples and aggregates multispectral complementary features
with the constraint of infrared and visible reference positions.
Additionally, we design a query-decoupled Multispectral Decoder
structure to address the optimization gap among the three kinds
of object information in our task and propose a Decoupled
Position Contrastive DeNosing Training strategy to enhance the
DPDETR’s ability to learn decoupled positions. Experiments
on DroneVehicle and KAIST datasets demonstrate significant
improvements compared to other state-of-the-art methods. The
code will be released at https://github.com/gjj45/DPDETR.

Index Terms—Infrared-visible object detection, DETR, Decou-
pled learning, Feature alignment, Denosing training

I. INTRODUCTION

OBJECT detection is a fundamental task in computer
vision, which has been used in various practical appli-

cations, such as video surveillance, autonomous driving, and
aerial object detection. With the development of deep learning,
the object detection technique has made great progress [1]–[3].
Since these methods are mainly designed for visible images,
they are still challenged by poor imaging conditions, such
as low illumination, smoke, fog, and so on. Thus, infrared
images are introduced into the object detection task [4]–
[6]. Unlike visible imaging, infrared imaging cannot capture
detailed information but is unaffected by illumination, smoke,
and fog occlusion conditions. To achieve robust full-time ob-
ject detection, infrared-visible object detection by integrating
infrared and visible image complementary information has
attracted extensive attention in recent years [7]–[12].
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Fig. 1. Misalignment problem in infrared-visible object detection and the
detection comparison between the common method and our method. (a)
Examples of modality misalignment in infrared and visible image pairs. The
yellow and red boxes represent the position of the same object in the infrared
and visible modalities, respectively. The yellow dashed line represents the
object’s position in the infrared modality. (b) An example of w/o DP (without
Decoupled Position) method where the detection results make it difficult
to distinguish the same object in two modalities due to misalignment. Our
method can accurately locate objects in both modalities and identify the same
object with the same ID.

However, the modality misalignment problem in infrared-
visible object detection is a major challenge. Most feature
fusion methods usually assume that infrared-visible image
pairs are well-aligned. However, as shown in Fig. 1 (a), even
through manual registration, precise registration is difficult
because infrared-visible images often exhibit significant visual
differences and are not always captured at the same timestamp
[13]. As a result, the imaging objects in two modalities for
the same one are usually misaligned. This could disrupt the
consistency of fused feature representation of current methods,
affecting network performance. The modality misalignment
problem is more prominent in aerial object detection because
objects are often labeled with tightly oriented bounding boxes,
requiring more precise alignment of object features in the
detection task.

When infrared and visible image pairs are misaligned,
the performance of most methods usually degrades and it
is hard to obtain accurate object detection results in both
modalities. Even though objects can be correctly located in
one modality (reference modality), this still leads to obvious
misalignment detection errors in the other modality and even
shows confusing duplicate detection results. As shown in Fig.
1 (b), misalignment detection errors and confusing duplicate
detection seriously hinder the recognition of the same object in
two modalities, especially when objects are dense and precise
localization is crucial. This phenomenon also indicates that
these methods potentially select the modality that best matches
the annotated bounding box as the main reference modality,
which could lead to unfair treatment of both modalities during
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feature fusion, resulting in a bias towards the reference modal-
ity. Therefore, it is critical to accurately locate the position of
the same object in both infrared and visible modalities.

Recently, some approaches have tended to address the mis-
alignment problem in infrared-visible object detection. Zhang
et al. [14], Zhou et al. [15] and Yuan et al. [11], [12], [16]
solve the modality misalignment problem by predicting the
proposals’ offset between two modalities in the RoI head
or by predicting the feature points’ offset before feature
fusion. Although these methods address the alignment of
object features to some extent, they cannot guarantee the
perfect alignment of two modality features since these methods
used a main reference modality proposal to predict the object
proposal offset in the other modality directly, without fully
utilizing both infrared and visible image features. Furthermore,
these methods usually output the positions of objects in
the reference modality but cannot simultaneously output the
accurate positions and correspondences of the objects in both
modalities.

In this paper, we propose a novel Decoupled Position Detec-
tion Transformer method called DPDETR to achieve instance-
level feature alignment and accurate position output of the
same object in both modalities. Specifically, we decouple the
object position in object detection into infrared and visible
positions and represent an object with category, infrared posi-
tion, and visible position information. We explicitly optimize
these three aspects for each object by making full use of
complementary features. To achieve aligned complementary
feature fusion, we propose Decoupled Position Multispectral
Deformable cross-attention, which performs adaptive sampling
and aggregation at the decoupled reference positions of the
object in infrared and visible features. Since optimizing these
three types of information simultaneously is more complicated
and there is a modality gap between them, we design a
query decoupled structure to achieve decoupled cross-attention
for fine-optimizing each type of information. Furthermore,
we design Decoupled Position Contrastive Denosing Training
to increase the diversity of misalignment situations in the
two modalities, helping the network learn and accelerate this
decoupled position optimization paradigm.

In summary, our contributions are listed as follows:
• We propose a novel method called DPDETR with Decou-

pled Position Multispectral Deformable cross-attention to
solve modality misalignment problems and output accu-
rate positions of each object in both modalities. To the
best of our knowledge, this is the first work to decouple
object positions in infrared and visible modality and
simultaneously optimize them using multimodal features.

• We design a query decoupled structure to achieve de-
coupled cross-attention for fine-optimizing each type of
information and propose Decoupled Position Contrastive
Denosing Training to assist network training. These two
approaches further enhance DPDETR’s ability to decou-
ple learning.

• To evaluate the validity of our methods, we tested
our DPDETR on both oriented and horizontal infrared-
visible object detection tasks. Extensive experiments on
the DroneVehicle dataset and the KAIST dataset show

that the proposed method achieves state-of-the-art per-
formance.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Infrared-visible Object Detection

Previous research in infrared-visible object detection has
mainly relied on one-stage detectors, such as YOLO [3], [17],
[18], and two-stage detectors, such as Faster RCNN [1]. To
utilize the complementary information of infrared and visible
images, Wagner et al. [19] first constructed the early and late
CNN fusion architecture to improve the reliability of object
detection. Konig et al. [20] introduced a fully convolutional fu-
sion RPN network, which fused features by concatenation, and
concluded that halfway fusion can obtain better results [21].
On this foundation, [22]–[24] designed CNN-based attention
modules to better fuse infrared and visible features. [8], [10],
[13], [25] introduced transformer-based fusion modules to fuse
more global complementary information between infrared and
visible images. In addition to directly fusing image features,
[15], [26], [27] adopted the illumination-aware fusion method
to fuse infrared and visible image features or post-fuse the
multibrance detection results. To achieve differential fusion of
different regions, [26], [28]–[31] introduced bounding box-
level semantic segmentation to guide the fusion of seg-
mented regions, and [32] achieved regional-level feature fusion
through regions of interest (ROI) prediction. [9], [33] further
utilized the confidence or uncertainty scores of regions to post-
fuse the predictions of multibranchs. However, these methods
overlook the modality misalignment problem, resulting in their
inability to utilize the misaligned object features. Thus, we
propose the novel DPDETR to solve the misalignment problem
in infrared-visible object detection.

B. Alignment Learning in Infrared-visible Object Detection

Modality misalignment is a key problem in infrared-visible
object detection. Recently, some work has been dedicated to
solving this problem. Zhang et al. [7], [14] first addressed
the alignment problem by predicting the shift offset of the
reference proposal in another modality and fusing aligned
proposal features. [11], [16] further considered the scale
and angle offsets of the reference proposal to realize more
accurate alignment feature fusion in aerial object detection.
[12] calculates the attention value between feature points in the
reference modality and another modality to achieve the fusion
of misaligned object features. However, these methods simply
predict the offset of another modality based on the reference
modality, without fully utilizing infrared and visible features to
learn the intrinsic relationship between the same object in two
modalities. In contrast, our method explicitly formulates the
position of each object in both infrared and visible modalities,
fully utilizes the multispectral features to learn this intrinsic
relationship, and outputs the accurate position of the object in
both modalities.

C. End to End Object Detectors

In recent years, Carion et al. [34] first proposed the end-
to-end object detector based on transformer called DEtection
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Fig. 2. The overall architecture of DPDETR. The framework consists of feature extraction and encoding modules, a Paired IoU-aware Competitive Query
Selection module, a Decoupled Multispectral Decoder, and the Decoupled Position Contrastive Denosing Training strategy. The final output of DPDETR is
the category of each object and its accurate position in both visible and infrared images.

TRansformer (DETR). It views object detection as a set pre-
diction problem and uses binary matching to directly predict
one-to-one object sets during training. However, DETR has
the problem of slow training convergence and many DETR
variants have been proposed to address this issue. Deformable
DETR [35] accelerated training convergence by predicting 2D
reference points and designing a Deformable cross-attention
module to sparsely sample features around reference points.
Conditional DETR [36] decoupled the content and position
information and proposed conditional cross-attention to ac-
celerate training convergence. Efficient DETR [37] built a
more efficient pipeline by combining dense prediction and
sparse prediction. DAB-DETR [38] introduced 4D reference
points to optimize the anchor boxes layer by layer. DN-
DETR [39] accelerated the training process and label-matching
effect by introducing query denoising training group. DINO
[40] integrated the above works to build a powerful DETR
detection pipeline. Considering the computational efficiency
of DETR, RT-DETR [41] achieves real-time object detection
by designing an Efficient Hybrid Encoder.

Some works have also applied DETR to oriented object
detection. O2DETR [42] is the first work to apply DETR to
oriented object detection, and AO2-DETR [43] introduced an
oriented proposal generation mechanism and oriented proposal
refinement module to adopt oriented object detection. ARS-
DETR [44] proposed an angle-embedded Rotaed Deformable
Attention module to incorporate the angle information for
extracting the aligned features in oriented object detection.

Recently, a DETR-based infrared-visible object detection
network called DAMSDet [45] was introduced, which fuses
misaligned object features through adaptive sparse sampling.
However, this method lacks explicit constraints and could fail
when the misalignment situation exceeds the reference posi-
tion. In contrast, our DPDETR achieves more precise feature
alignment and is not affected by the degree of misalignment.

III. PROPOSED METHOD

The overall architecture of the proposed DPDETR is shown
in Fig. 2. A pair of matched infrared and visible images are
used as input. The features of each image are first extracted
by the modality-specific backbone network (e.g., ResNet50
[46]), and then two modality-specific Efficient Encoders en-
code these features, respectively. Subsequently, the encoded
features are flattened, concatenated, and input into a paired
IoU-aware competitive query selection module. This module
selects salient modality features that contain more accurate
information on classification, visible modality position, and in-
frared modality position as the initial matching object queries.
Next, we duplicate these matching object queries into three
copies, which serve as the initial class query, initial visible
position query, and initial infrared position query. These copies
are then input into the Decoupled Multispectral Decoder for
decoupled learning and feature alignment fusion to obtain
refined decoupled matching queries. Finally, these refined
matching queries map to each object’s classification, visible
modality position, and infrared modality position.

Additionally, during the training stage, we implement the
Decoupled Position Denosing Training strategy to enhance
the network’s decoupled learning ability and to increase the
diversity of misalignment situations. More details will be
explained in the following subsections.

A. Paired IoU-aware Competitive Query Selection

The object queries in DETR [34] are a set of learnable
embeddings that contain the content and position information
of the objects. In addition to setting object queries as learnable
embeddings, several methods [35], [37], [40] use the confi-
dence scores to select the Top-K features from the encoder to
initialize object queries. The confidence score represents the
likelihood that the feature includes foreground objects. In the
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Fig. 3. The structure of the Decoupled Multispectral Transformer Decoder (DeNoising Training Group is omitted in the figure) and Decoupled Position
Multispectral Deformable cross-attention module.

infrared-visible object detection task, DAMSDet [45] achieves
modality competitive query selection, comprehensively con-
sidering the classification and location confidence of fea-
ture representations to select modality-specific object queries.
However, we explicitly represent the object with category,
visible modality position, and infrared modality position infor-
mation. The detector is required to simultaneously model these
three aspects of the objects, all of which determine the quality
of the features. Hence, the confidence scores of the selected
features should jointly reflect the object classification, visible
modality position, and infrared modality position, rather than
just representing the likelihood of foreground. To implement
this idea, we propose Paired IoU-aware Competitive Query
Selection based on modality competitive query selection [45].
Concretely, we concatenate encoded feature sequences from
the infrared and visible modalities and feed them into a linear
projection layer to obtain classification scores. Then, we select
the Top-K scoring features as the initial object queries. This
approach can be defined as follows:

z = Top-K (Linear(concat(I, V ))), (1)

where z denotes the set of K selected modality-specific
features, I and V represent the flattened encoded infrared
and visible feature sequences, respectively. To ensure that
the selected query z simultaneously reflects a high classifica-
tion score, visible modality position confidence, and infrared
modality position confidence, we reformulate the optimization
objective of the detector with the IoU of the two modality
object positions as follows:

L(ŷ, y) = Lboxvis

(
b̂v, bv

)
+ Lboxir

(
b̂i, bi

)
+ Lcls

(
ĉ, b̂v, b̂i, c, bv, bi

)
= Lboxvis

(
b̂v, bv

)
+ Lboxir

(
b̂i, bi

)
+ Lcls (ĉ, c, IoUvis, IoUir) ,

(2)
where Lboxvis ,Lboxir , and Lcls denote visible modality bound-

ing boxes loss, infrared modality bounding boxes loss, and
classification loss, respectively. Here, ŷ and y denote predic-
tion and ground truth, with ŷ =

{
ĉ, b̂v, b̂i

}
and y = {c, bv, bi}.

In this context, c, bv , and bi represent categories, visible
modality bounding boxes, and infrared modality bounding

boxes, respectively. We introduce the visible and infrared IoU
score into the loss function of the classification branch to
realize the consistency constraint on the classification, visible
modality localization, and infrared modality localization of
selected queries.

B. Decoupled Multispectral Transformer Decoder

After the Paired IoU-aware competitive query selection, we
obtain a set of initialization object queries that effectively
represent the object category, visible modality position, and
infrared modality position. However, there is a gap in the
network optimizes these three types of information. For exam-
ple, category information tends to focus more on the central
features of the object, while position information focuses
more on the edge features [47]. Additionally, in our infrared
and visible modality scenarios, category information tends to
incorporate features from both modalities, whereas modality-
specific position information should focus more on features
specific to each modality. This gap leads to limitations in
the performance of our detectors when using the vanilla
decoder structure, where a single set of queries simultaneously
optimizes all three types of information and shares cross-
attention. Hence, we design a decoupled decoder structure with
decoupled queries and decoupled cross-attention branches for
our optimization tasks to eliminate the gap between these three
types of information.

Specifically, the detailed structure of the Decoupled mul-
tispectral decoder is shown in Fig. 3 (a). Before inputting
into the decoder, we obtain decoupled matching queries by
duplicating the initial object queries into three sets: initial
classification queries, visible modality position queries, and
infrared modality position queries. In the decoupled multi-
spectral decoder layer, we first concatenate the three types of
matching queries together to apply self-attention, which can
be formulated as follows:

[q̂cls, q̂visp, q̂irp] = self-attn (cat (qcls, qvisp + Evisp, qirp + Eirp)) ,
(3)
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represent the infrared GT box, positive infrared denoising box, and negative
infrared denoising box, respectively. Blue, light purple, and dark purple boxes
represent the visible GT box, positive visible denoising box, and negative
visible denoising box, respectively.

where qcls, qvisp, and qirp represent the classification queries,
visible modality position queries, and infrared modality po-
sition queries, respectively. Evisp and Eirp represent the
object visible and infrared reference position embeddings,
respectively. Through this self-attention approach, the network
learns intra-class and global relationships across the three
types of object information. Then, we feed the three types
of self-attention queries, along with two modality object
reference position embeddings, into three separate position
decoupled cross-attention branches. Each branch searches for
its matching interest modality and feature area, distilling
relevant features and avoiding the impact of the optimization
gap among the three types of information.

Fig. 3 (b) shows the detailed structure of the Decoupled
Position Multispectral Cross-attention. We add the query fea-
tures with the visible modality reference position embeddings
and use a linear layer to predict the sampling position offsets
on the multi-scale visible feature maps. Similarly, we add the
infrared modality reference position embeddings to predict the
sampling position offsets on the multi-scale infrared feature
maps. Then, we explicitly constrain the sampling range of both
modalities using their respective reference positions to achieve
aligned object feature sampling. Finally, we combine the query
features with the two modality reference position embeddings
to assign aggregation weights to the sampled feature points,
aggregating them to obtain the output queries. Specifically,
given the input multi-semantic infrared and visible feature
maps

{
xl
vis, x

l
ir

}L

l=1
, we use the q-th normalized centerpoint

of visible and infrared reference positions bq−vis and bq−ir

as the 2D visible reference point p̂q−vis and the infrared
reference point p̂q−ir, respectively. We define the Position
Decoupled Multispectral Deformable Cross-attention module
F as follows:

F
(
zq, p̂q−vis, p̂q−ir,

{
xl
vis, x

l
ir

}L

l=1

)
=

H∑
h

Wh[∑
m

L∑
l=1

K∑
k=1

Amhlqk ·W ′
hx

l
m (Φl (p̂q−m) + Ψl (∆pmhlqk))

]
,

(4)
where zq denotes the q-th query feature, m ∈ {vis, ir}
denotes the visible and infrared modalities, h indexes the
attention head, l indexes the input feature semantic level,

Decoupled Multispectral Decoder Layers ×L

DPCDN group0
Positive Negative

DPCDN group1
Positive Negative

Cls,VIS Posit ion,IR 
Pos ition 

Recons truction
loss

No
object

No
object

Cls,VIS Posit ion,IR 
Pos ition 

Recons truction
loss

Cls Denosing Queries

Train stage only

VIS position Denosing 
Queries

IR position Denosing 
Queries

Fig. 5. The structure of DPCDN group and the useage of positive and negative
denosing queries.

and k indexes the sampling point. Amhlqk and ∆pmhlqk

denote the k-th attention weight and sampling point in the
l-th feature semantic level and the h-th attention head within
the m modality, respectively. The attention weight Amhlqk is
normalized by

∑
m

∑L
l=1

∑K
k=1 Amhlqk = 1. The function

Φl (p̂q−m) scales p̂q−vis and p̂q−ir to the l-th semantic level
feature map, while the function Ψl (∆pmhlqk) constrains the
predicted offset within the range of bq−vis and bq−ir, thereby
achieving object feature alignment.

For optimizing the object visible and infrared bounding
boxes, we employ a cascaded optimization approach. Con-
cretely, in the Decoupled Multispectral Decoder with D layers,
we map from the q-th modality position query zdq−visp and
zdq−irp in the d-th layer to obtain the refined infrared and
visible reference bounding box bdq−vis = [x, y, w, h] and
bdq−ir = [x, y, w, h]. The process can be described as follows:

bdq−m{x,y,w,h} = σ(MLP d
(
zdq−m

)
+ σ−1(bd−1

q−m)), (5)

where d ∈ {2, 3, ..., D}, MLP consists of two linear projec-
tion layers, σ represents the sigmoid function, σ−1 represents
the inverse sigmoid function, and b1q−m is the initialized
bounding boxes from the Paired IoU-aware Competitive Query
Selection stage. For the angles θvis and θir of the bounding
boxes in oriented object detection, we independently predict
them by mapping visible position query features zdq−visp and
infrared position query features zdq−irp at each layer.

C. Decoupled Position Contrastive DeNosing Training

In our network, simultaneously optimizing the three types
of object information is more complex and largely depends
on the accuracy of query-to-ground-truth matching. There-
fore, inspired by DN-DETR [39], we design the Decoupled
Position Contrastive DeNosing (DPCDN) training strategy.
This approach bypasses the matching process and directly
generates denoising queries by adding noise to the ground truth
category, paired bounding box positions, sizes, and angles in
both modalities.

Specifically, we introduce category noise by randomly flip-
ping ground truth labels to other labels, similar to DN-DETR
[39]. For paired visible and infrared bounding box noise,
as illustrated in Fig. 4, we apply random shift, scale, and
angle noise to the visible and infrared bounding boxes of an
object to generate paired positive and negative two-modality
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Fig. 6. Visualization of infrared and visible feature points sampling of
the three Decoupled Position Multispectral Cross-attention branches in the
Decoupled Multispectral decoder. Different colors of points represent the
results of sampling in different semantic layers, whereas blue, green, and red
represent sampling points on low-level, middle-level, and high-level semantic
feature maps, respectively. Dark colored and large points indicate relatively
high aggregate weights.

denoising queries. The intensity of the noise is controlled by
hyperparameters, with the noise for negative queries being
larger than for positive queries. Random noise applied to the
bounding boxes of both modalities also enhances the diversity
of object misalignment situations between the two modalities.

As shown in Fig. 5, we maintain consistency with the
structure of the Decoupled Multispectral Decoder, decoupling
positive and negative denoising queries into class, visible
modality position, and infrared modality position denoising
queries. If a pair of infrared and visible images has n paired
GT boxes, a DPCDN group will have 6 × n queries with each
paired GT box generating three decoupled positive queries
and three decoupled negative queries. We also use multiple
DPCDN groups to improve the effectiveness of our method.
These denoising queries undergo self-attention and cross-
attention operations in the decoder with matching queries. To
prevent information leakage during self-attention, we intro-
duce the attention mask [39] to ensure that matching queries
cannot see denoising queries, and denoising groups cannot see
each other. Finally, these positive queries are responsible for
reconstructing the corresponding object GT category, visible
modality, and infrared modality boxes, while negative queries
are expected to predict the background. The reconstruction
losses are L1 and PIOU (GIOU for horizontal object detection)
losses for box regression and focal loss [48] for classification.

D. Matching Cost and Loss Function

Consistent with the DETR-like approach, we calculate a
bipartite matching between the ground truth set of objects y

Cls branch Vis position branch IR position branch

Infrared Infrared Infrared

Visible Visible Visible

Fig. 7. Visualization of infrared and visible feature points sampling of
the three Decoupled Position Multispectral Cross-attention branches in the
misalignment scene. The yellow and red boxes represent the position of the
same object in the infrared and visible modalities, respectively.

and the set of N predictions ŷ for a permutation of N elements
σ ∈ SN with the lowest cost:

σ̂ = argmin
σ∈SN

N∑
i

Lmatch(yi, ŷσ(i)), (6)

where Lmatch(yi, ŷσ(i)) is the matching cost between ground
truth yi and a prediction with index σ(i). This pro-
cess is computed with the Hungarian algorithm. Since
we explicitly optimize the object category, visible modal-
ity position and infrared modality position, we define
yi = (ci, bvis−i, bir−i) where ci is the object class label,
bvis−i and bir−i are the 5D vectors that represent vis-
ible and infrared ground truth oriented box, respectively.
Thus we define Lmatch(yi, ŷσ(i)) as −1{ci ̸=∅}p̂σ(i)(ci) +

1{ci ̸=∅}Lbox

(
bνis−i, b̂νis−σ(i)

)
+1{ci ̸=∅}Lbox(bir−i, b̂ir−σ(i))

to ensure that the matched queries can accurately locate the
objects in both the visible and infrared modalities. Where Lbox

is composed of L1 cost and PIoU [49] cost for oriented box
matching cost calculation.

For the total loss function of DPDETR, we define it as
follows:

L = Lcls + Lbox−vis + Lbox−ir + Ldn + LAux, (7)

where Lcls is the Paired IoU-aware classification loss,
Lbox−vis and Lbox−ir are composed of L1 loss and PIoU
loss for visible and infrared oriented box regression, Ldn is
Decoupled Position Contrastive Denosing Training loss, and
LAux is the auxiliary loss computed at the output of each
decoder layer.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we first introduce the datasets and eval-
uation metrics used in our experiments. We then provide
comparisons with several state-of-the-art methods. Next, we
conduct ablation studies and perform a detailed analysis of the
effectiveness of our methods. Finally, we analyze and compare
the computational cost of our method.
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TABLE I
DETECTION RESULTS (mAP, IN %) ON DRONEVEHICLE DATASET. THE BEST RESULTS ARE HIGHLIGHTED IN BOLD.

Model Car Truck Bus Van Freight-car mAP Modality

Faster R-CNN (OBB) [1] 79.69 41.99 76.94 37.68 33.99 54.06

RGB

RetinaNet (OBB) [48] 78.45 34.39 69.75 28.82 24.14 47.11
S2ANet [50] 79.86 50.02 82.77 37.52 36.21 57.28
Oriented R-CNN [51] 80.26 55.39 86.84 46.92 42.12 62.30
ROI Transformer [52] 61.55 55.05 85.48 44.84 42.26 61.55
Oriented RepPoints [53] 84.40 55.00 85.80 46.60 39.50 62.30

Faster R-CNN (OBB) [1] 89.68 40.95 86.32 41.21 43.10 60.27

IR

RetinaNet (OBB) [48] 88.81 35.43 76.45 32.12 39.47 54.45
S2ANet [50] 89.71 51.03 88.97 44.03 50.27 64.80
Oriented R-CNN [51] 89.63 53.92 89.15 40.95 53.86 65.50
ROI Transformer [52] 89.65 50.98 88.86 44.47 53.42 65.47
Oriented RepPoints [53] 89.90 55.60 89.10 48.10 57.60 68.00

Halfway Fusion (OBB) [19] 89.85 60.34 88.97 46.28 55.51 68.19

RGB+IR

CIAN (OBB) [54] 89.98 62.47 88.90 49.59 60.22 70.23
AR-CNN (OBB) [7] 90.08 64.82 89.38 51.51 62.12 71.58
TSFADet [16] 89.88 67.87 89.81 53.99 63.74 73.06
C2Former [12] 90.20 68.30 89.80 58.50 64.40 74.20
GAGTDet [11] 90.82 69.65 90.46 55.62 66.28 74.57
DPDETR (Ours) 90.30 78.20 90.10 64.90 75.70 79.81

TABLE II
ABLATION EXPERIMENTS FOR DECOUPLED POSITION CONSTRUCTIVE

DENOISING TRAINING AND QUERY DECOUPLED STRUCTURE ON
DRONEVEHICLE DATASET.

Model DPCDN QDS mAP Modality

1 Our Base Detector - - 70.40 RGB
2 Our Base Detector - - 76.06 IR

3 DPDETR - - 77.40

RGB+IR4 DPDETR ✓ - 78.03
5 DPDETR - ✓ 78.92
6 DPDETR ✓ ✓ 79.81

A. Datasets and Evaluation Metric

We conduct experiments on two public infrared-visible
object detection datasets: the DroneVehicle Dataset [55] and
the KAIST Multispectral Pedestrian Detection Dataset [56].
Both datasets include pairs of RGB-IR images and annotations
for performing experiments.

DroneVehicle dataset. The DroneVehicle dataset is a large-
scale drone-based infrared-visible oriented object detection
dataset. It contains 28,439 pairs of RGB-IR images, cover-
ing various scenarios such as urban roads, residential areas,
parking lots, and different times from day to night. The
dataset provides independently annotated oriented bounding
box labels for infrared and visible modalities, covering five
categories: car, bus, truck, van, and freight car. To validate
the efficacy of our method, we refer to [11] and make some
adjustments to the original annotations:

• Objects annotated in only one modality will be inserted
into the same positions in the other modality.

• Objects for infrared and visible modalities are sorted to
ensure they are indexed identically.

The revised dataset consists of 17,990 pairs of images for
training and 1,469 pairs for testing.

TABLE III
ABLATION EXPERIMENTS FOR QUERY INITIALIZATION STRATEGIES ON

DRONEVEHICLE DATASET.

Learnable Queries PICQS mAP

✓ - 77.48
- ✓ 79.81

KAIST dataset. The KAIST dataset is a large-scale
infrared-visible pedestrian object detection dataset. It contains
95,328 pairs of images captured in driving environments with
traffic scenes including streets, campuses, and countryside.
Since the original dataset had annotation issues, we use new
annotations provided by [14] and inferred using the improved
annotations [21]. The training set consists of 7,601 pairs of
images, while the test set includes 2,252 frames sampled every
20th frame from videos, among which 1,455 frames are from
daytime scenes and 797 frames are from nighttime scenes.

Evaluation metric. For DroneVehicle Dataset, we evaluate
detection performance using mean average precision (mAP).
Specifically, we calculate mAP using True Positive (TP) and
False Positive (FP) at the Intersection over Union (IoU)
threshold of 0.5. For KAIST Dataset, we adopt log average
miss rate MR−2 over the false positive per image (FPPI)
with a range of [10−2, 100] to evaluate the pedestrian detection
performance. A lower value is better. To further evaluate the
performance of the method, we assess its effectiveness under
the ‘All’ condition [56] and across six all-day subsets from
the test set, which include variations in pedestrian distances
and occlusion levels.

B. Implementation Details

For the DroneVehicle Dataset, we employ our oriented
object detection version, while for the KAIST Dataset, we
remove the angle prediction components to achieve horizontal
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TABLE IV
DETECTION RESULTS (MR, IN%) UNDER THE IOU THRESHOLD (0.5) OF DIFFERENT PEDESTRIAN DISTANCES, OCCLUSION LEVELS AND LIGHT

CONDITIONS (DAY AND NIGHT) ON KAIST DATASET. THE PEDESTRIAN DISTANCES CONSIST OF ‘NEAR’ (115 ≤ height), ‘MEDIUM’ (45 ≤ height
<115) AND ‘FAR’ (1 ≤ height <45), WITH OCCLUSION LEVELS CONSIST OF ‘NONE’ (NEVER OCCLUDED), ‘PARTIAL’ (OCCLUDED TO SOME EXTENT UP

TO ONE HALF) AND ‘HEAVY’ (MOSTLY OCCLUDED). THE BEST RESULTS ARE HIGHLIGHTED IN BOLD. A LOWER VALUE IS BETTER.

Model Near Medium Far None Partial Heavy Day Night All

ACF [56] 28.74 53.67 88.20 62.94 81.40 88.08 64.31 75.06 67.74
Halfway Fusion [19] 8.13 30.34 75.70 43.13 65.21 74.36 47.58 52.35 49.18
FusionRPN+BF [20] 0.04 30.87 88.86 47.45 56.10 72.20 52.33 51.09 51.70
IAF R-CNN [26] 0.96 25.54 77.84 40.17 48.40 69.76 42.46 47.70 44.23
IATDNN+IASS [57] 0.04 28.55 83.42 45.43 46.25 64.57 49.02 49.37 48.96
CIAN [54] 3.71 19.04 55.82 30.31 41.57 62.48 36.02 32.38 35.53
MSDS-RCNN [28] 1.29 16.19 63.73 29.86 38.71 63.37 32.06 38.83 34.15
AR-CNN [14] 0.00 16.08 69.00 31.40 38.63 55.73 34.36 36.12 34.95
MBNet [15] 0.00 16.07 55.99 27.74 35.43 59.14 32.37 30.95 31.87
TSFADet [16] 0.00 15.99 50.71 25.63 37.29 65.67 31.76 27.44 30.74
CMPD [33] 0.00 12.99 51.22 24.04 33.88 59.37 28.30 30.56 28.98
GAGTDet [11] 0.00 14.00 49.40 24.48 33.20 59.35 28.79 27.73 28.96
C2Former [12] 0.00 13.71 48.14 23.91 32.84 57.81 28.48 26.67 28.39

DPDETR (ours) 0.00 15.54 36.84 21.09 26.61 57.05 26.75 21.01 25.04

TABLE V
ABLATION EXPERIMENTS FOR THE NUMBER OF DECODER LAYERS ON

DRONEVEHICLE DATASET.

Decoder layers num mAP Params

4 77.38 84.1M
5 78.47 87.1M
6 79.81 90.1M
7 78.94 93.1M

object detection. We select ResNet50 [46] as the backbone
of both the infrared and visible branches, with a feature map
semantic level of L=3. The Decoupled Multispectral Decoder
contains six layers and we set the number of attention heads,
sampling points, and selected queries as H=8, K=4, and
N=300, respectively. During training, we employ basic data
augmentations, including random rotation, and flipping, with
both training and testing image sizes set to 640 × 640. For the
DroneVehicle dataset, we load ResNet50 pre-trained weights
and train it for 42 epochs. For the KAIST dataset, we load
our base detector pre-trained on the COCO dataset and train
it for 24 epochs. The optimizer used is Adam, configured with
a learning rate of 0.0001 and a weight decay of 0.0001. All
experiments are conducted on an NVIDIA A100 GPU.

C. Evaluation on DroneVehicle Dataset

As for infrared and visible oriented object detection,
we compare our method with six state-of-the-art single-
modality detectors, including Faster R-CNN [1], RetinaNet
[48], S2ANet [50], Oriented R-CNN [51], ROI Transformer
[52], and Oriented RepPoints [53]. We also make a com-
parison with 6 infrared-visible multispectral object detection
methods, including Halfway Fusion [21], CIAN [54], AR-
CNN [14], TSFADet [16], C2Former [12], and GAGTDet
[11]. Among them, Halfway Fusion (OBB) is a multispectral
oriented object detection method constructed by adding the
features of a dual-branch S2ANet. AR-CNN [7], TSFADet

[16], and GAGTDet [11] all use both infrared and visible
object annotations for constraint. Table I shows the comparison
results of these methods. For single-modality detection results,
the infrared modality significantly outperforms the visible
modality because objects in nighttime scenes are difficult to
distinguish from the visible modality. Obviously, infrared-
visible multispectral object detection methods are superior to
single-modality methods. Our method approaches the SOTA
method in the ‘Car’ and ‘Bus’ categories, where the metrics are
relatively saturated. It shows significant improvements in the
‘Truck,’ ‘Van,’ and ‘Freight-car’ categories, which are more
difficult to distinguish, ultimately surpassing the best method,
GAGTDet, by 5.24 mAP.

We also provide some detection visualization results on
the DroneVehicle Datasets. As shown in Figure 8, C2Former
[12] and w/o DP can only output the locations of objects
in one modality under misalignment conditions, failing to
locate objects in the other modality accurately. The w/o DP
even encounters duplicate detection problems due to obvi-
ous misalignment situations. In contrast, our DPDETR can
accurately locate objects in both modalities and establish
the correspondence of the same object in complex misalign-
ment scenarios caused by imaging and motion displacement.
DPDETR also achieves better classification and localization
by fully leveraging the misaligned object features.

D. Ablation Studies

We conduct detailed ablation experiments on the DroneVe-
hicle dataset to demonstrate the effectiveness of our method.

Ablations on Decoupled Position Contrastive DeNoising
(DPCDN) training and Query Decoupled Structure (QDS).
In Table II, the 1st and 2nd rows display the detection perfor-
mance of our single modality base detector for infrared and
visible modalities, respectively. The 3rd row shows the perfor-
mance of our base DPDETR on the RGB-IR dual modality.
Our base DPDETR outperforms each single modality perfor-
mance, but it only shows a 1.34 mAP improvement over the
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C2Former w/o DP(Ours) DPDETR(Ours) Ground Truth

Infrared Infrared Infrared Infrared

Infrared Infrared Infrared Infrared

Infrared Infrared Infrared Infrared

Visible Visible Visible Visible

Visible Visible Visible Visible

Visible Visible Visible Visible

Fig. 8. Detection Results on the DroneVehicle Dataset. The w/o DP method represents without decoupled position and only uses infrared modality annotations
to constrain. The confidence threshold is set to 0.5 when visualizing these results.

IR modality due to the challenges in optimizing the decoupled
position and correspondence between the two modalities. As
shown in the 4th and 5th rows of Table II, we add DPCDN and
DQS to achieve an additional improvement of 0.63 mAP and
1.52 mAP, respectively. Finally, by combining DPCDN and
DQS, our method reaches 79.81 mAP, representing a 3.75
mAP improvement over the IR modality.

Ablations on query initialization. We conduct ablation
experiments on query initialization strategies. Specifically, we
set three types of decoupled queries as three groups of learn-
able embeddings for comparison with our Paired IoU-aware
Competitive Query Selection (PICQS) initialization method.
As shown in Table III, our PICQS method outperforms the
learnable queries by 2.33 mAP. We attribute this to the
complex and varied complementary characteristics of infrared
and visible images, thus making our approach of competitively

selecting object queries based on image pair characteristics
more effective than using pre-learned fixed object queries.

Ablations on the number of decoder layers. We also
conduct ablation experiments on the number of Decoupled
Multispectral Decoder layers. As shown in Table V, we find
that the best results are achieved when the number of layers
is set to 6.

E. Effectiveness Analysis of Our Method

To illustrate the effectiveness of our method, we first visu-
alize the adaptive infrared and visible feature point sampling
of the three Decoupled Position Multispectral Cross-attention
branches in the Decoupled Multispectral decoder for both
daytime and nighttime scenes in Figure 6. In daytime scenar-
ios, the classification branch focuses more on the high-level
semantic internal features of the object, primarily attending
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Fig. 9. Detection Results on the KAIST Dataset. The confidence threshold
is set to 0.5 when visualizing these results.

to the high-level semantic features of the visible modality.
This is because visible features contain richer abstract high-
level semantic information, which is crucial for classification.
In contrast, both the visible and infrared position branches
focus more on the low-level semantic contour features of
the object, which are more important for object localization.
Specifically, the visible position branch mainly focuses on the
visible features, while the infrared position branch primarily
focuses on the infrared features. In nighttime scenes, the
classification branch adaptively increases its focus on the
infrared modality features to ensure correct classification since
the object features in the visible modality are very weak. In
the Visible Position branch, the network optimizes the visible
position by focusing on the contour features of the infrared
modality objects, reflecting the effectiveness of our method
in adaptive complementary feature fusion. In the infrared
Position branch, the network also correctly focuses on the
object contour features of the infrared modality.

Additionally, in Figure 7, we visualize the effectiveness
of our Decoupled Position Multispectral Cross-attention in
achieving aligned feature fusion under a misalignment scene.
In all three decoupled branches, our network correctly focuses
on the accurate positions of the same object in both modalities.

F. Evaluation on KAIST Dataset

As for infrared and visible pedestrian detection, we remove
the angle prediction components of our DPDETR to achieve
horizontal object detection. In the experiments, we compare
our method with several state-of-the-art multispectral pedes-
trian detection methods, including ACF [19], Halfway Fusion
[21], FusionRPN+BF [20], IAF R-CNN [26], IATDNN+IASS
[57], CIAN [54], MSDS-RCNN [28], AR-CNN [14], MB-
Net [15], TSFADet [16], CMPD [33], GAGTDet [11], and
C2Former [12]. As shown in Table IV, our method obtains
26.75 MR, 21.01 MR, and 25.04 MR on the ‘Day,’ ‘Night,’
and ‘All’ conditions under the IoU threshold of 0.5, respec-
tively. Specifically, Our method outperforms the previous best

TABLE VI
COMPUTATIONAL COST COMPARISON FOR DPDETR WITH SOTA

METHODS.

Methods mAP FLOPs Params

TSFADet [16] 73.06 109.8G 104.7M
GAGTDet [11] 74.57 120.6G -
C2Former [12] 74.20 177.7G 120.8M

DPDETR (Ours) 79.81 208.0G 90.1M

method C2Former [12] by 1.73 MR, 5.66 MR, and 3.35
MR in the ‘Day,’ ‘Night,’ and ‘All’ conditions. Especially,
the significant 5.66MR improvement under ‘Night’ conditions
indicates that our method is effective in adaptively fusing
complementary features and avoiding interference from visible
modality features at nighttime.

We also provide some detection visualization results on
the KAIST Dataset. As shown in Figure 9, our DPDETR
can accurately locate the pedestrians in both modalities and
achieve higher detection confidence even in the case of obvious
misalignment scenarios.

G. Computational Cost Comparison

Our method is based on Transformers, which typically
have a large number of parameters and computational over-
head. However, we keep the model’s parameter count and
computational cost within a reasonable range by using one-
layer Efficient Encoders. As shown in Table VI, compared
to other SOTA multispectral object detection methods, our
DPDETR does not significantly increase the computational
cost (GFLOPs) and even has fewer parameters than these
methods.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose DPDETR to address the modality
misalignment problem by explicitly decoupling and optimizing
the object’s position and correspondence in infrared-visible
object detection. Through the query decoupled structure,
DPDETR effectively focuses on different multispectral com-
plementary features for the object category, visible position,
and infrared position, eliminating the optimization gap. In the
Position Decoupled Multispectral Deformable Cross-attention
module, we achieve accurate adaptive multi-sematic fusion
of misaligned features with the constraint of objects’ visible
and infrared reference positions. Additionally, our Decoupled
Position Contrastive DeNoising Training further enhances
DPDETR’s decoupled learning capability. Experiments on
drone-vehicle detection and pedestrian detection demonstrate
that the proposed method achieves significant improvements
compared to other state-of-the-art methods.
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