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Abstract—With the recent advance of deep learning, a large
number of methods have been developed for prohibited item
detection in X-ray security images. Generally, these methods
train models on a single X-ray image dataset that may contain
only limited categories of prohibited items. To detect more
prohibited items, it is desirable to train a model on the multi-
dataset that is constructed by combining multiple datasets.
However, directly applying existing methods to the multi-dataset
cannot guarantee good performance because of the large domain
discrepancy between datasets and the occlusion in images. To
address the above problems, we propose a novel Dual-Mode
Learning Network (DML-Net) to effectively detect all the pro-
hibited items in the multi-dataset. In particular, we develop
an enhanced RetinaNet as the architecture of DML-Net, where
we introduce a lattice appearance enhanced sub-net to enhance
appearance representations. Such a way benefits the detection
of occluded prohibited items. Based on the enhanced RetinaNet,
the learning process of DML-Net involves both common mode
learning (detecting the common prohibited items across datasets)
and unique mode learning (detecting the unique prohibited
items in each dataset). For common mode learning, we in-
troduce an adversarial prototype alignment module to align
the feature prototypes from different datasets in the domain-
invariant feature space. For unique mode learning, we take
advantage of feature distillation to enforce the student model
to mimic the features extracted by multiple pre-trained teacher
models. By tightly combining and jointly training the dual
modes, our DML-Net method successfully eliminates the domain
discrepancy and exhibits superior model capacity on the multi-
dataset. Extensive experimental results on several combined X-
ray image datasets demonstrate the effectiveness of our method
against several state-of-the-art methods. Our code is available at
https://github.com/vampirename/dmlnet.

Index Terms—X-ray security image detection, domain discrep-
ancy, occlusion, feature distillation, multi-dataset learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

W ITH the popularity of public transportation, security
inspection plays a critical role in protecting public

safety. Security inspection usually adopts X-ray scanners,
based on which the security inspectors can quickly identify the
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Fig. 1: Samples of the representative categories of prohibited
items in OPIXray [4], SIXray [7], and HiXray [8]. There are
some common prohibited items (such as straight knife and
scissor) across the OPIXray and SIXray datasets and some
unique prohibited items in each dataset. Some datasets (e.g.,
SIXray and HiXray) show large differences in color imaging.

prohibited items in the passenger luggage. However, security
inspectors may struggle to accurately detect all the prohibited
items after long-term observation of extensive X-ray security
images without distraction. Although changing shifts can
alleviate this problem, the high cost of human resources is
still not desirable.

To reduce expensive labor costs, a prevailing strategy in
X-ray security checks is to leverage automatic detection tech-
niques to assist security inspectors. Over the past few years,
automatic prohibited item detection in X-ray security images
(also called X-ray security image detection) has attracted
considerable attention. Recently, much progress has been made
in X-ray security image detection due to the rapid development
of deep learning. Many efforts [1]–[6] have been devoted to
designing dedicated models to boost the performance. Wei et
al. [4] develop a De-Occlusion Attention Module (DOAM),
which applies attention maps generated by the appearance
information of prohibited items to address heavy occlusion in
X-ray images. Zhao et al. [5] propose to identify overlapped
objects in high-level feature maps.

In practical applications, different transportation hubs (such
as airports and subways) often use different types of X-ray
scanners. Moreover, each transportation hub is concerned with
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specific threat profiles. For airports, there is a broad range of
prohibited items, especially considering international flights
for the security threat. For subways, the primary prohibited
items are improvised explosive devices and weapons. There-
fore, the data from different hubs can significantly differ.
Accordingly, many public X-ray image datasets [4], [7]–[11]
are often collected under different conditions and target at
detecting different categories of prohibited items. For exam-
ple, the OPIXray dataset [4] consists of different types of
cutters (e.g., straight knife, scissor, folding knife, and multi-
tool knife). The SIXray dataset [7] contains five classes of
prohibited items (e.g., straight knife, plier, gun, and scissor).
The HiXray dataset [8] includes seven classes of prohibited
items (e.g., mobile phone, water bottle, laptop, and portable
charger). Some samples in these datasets are shown in Fig. 1.

The above X-ray image datasets involve only limited cate-
gories of prohibited items. In real-world X-ray security checks,
it is preferable to detect as many prohibited items as possi-
ble. Notably, considering real-world scenarios such as airport
security checks, where a list of prohibited items is essential,
an ideal X-ray security inspection system should recognize all
the items on this list. Therefore, it is necessary to construct
a multi-dataset by combining multiple X-ray image datasets,
thereby enlarging the categories of prohibited items.

Based on the multi-dataset, we can directly apply existing
X-ray security image detection methods. Unfortunately, the
domain discrepancy between datasets can be large since dif-
ferent datasets are captured by different X-ray scanners (which
have significant differences in color imaging, as illustrated in
Fig. 1). In addition, the occlusion in X-ray security images can
be severe, hindering the extraction of target-specific features.
Note that the above two problems are closely related (i.e.,
alleviating the occlusion problem in X-ray security images
is greatly helpful for addressing the problem of domain
discrepancy between datasets). As a result, existing methods
cannot learn effective models and achieve satisfactory detec-
tion accuracy on the multi-dataset due to the problems of
domain discrepancy and occlusion. Hence, it is important to
develop a universal model that can adapt to multiple datasets
and is robust to occlusion.

Till now, some works investigate the problem of multi-
dataset object detection. For instance, Chen et al. [12] use
variational attention to propagate domain-specific knowledge
for multi-dataset learning in crowd counting. Zhou et al. [13]
propose to train a universal object detector on the multi-dataset
via dataset-specific training protocols and losses based on a
shared backbone.

Generally, conventional multi-dataset object detection meth-
ods mainly work on natural images. X-ray security image
detection is intrinsically different from natural image detection
on the multi-dataset. On the one hand, natural image detection
tries to detect all the potential objects, while X-ray security im-
age detection aims to identify only the prohibited items. As a
result, the background clutters or heavy occlusion may greatly
influence the X-ray security image detection performance. On
the other hand, most multi-dataset object detection methods
focus on addressing the label inconsistency problem [13]. In
contrast, multi-dataset X-ray security image detection intends

to detect the common prohibited items across datasets and
the unique prohibited items in each dataset. These differences
necessitate the development of different learning methods for
multi-dataset X-ray security image detection.

In this paper, we develop a novel Dual-Mode Learning
Network (DML-Net) for multi-dataset X-ray security image
detection. The architecture of DML-Net is based on a novel
enhanced RetinaNet, where we design a Lattice Appearance
Enhanced sub-net (LAE) to enhance appearance representa-
tions. This benefits the detection of occluded prohibited items
that are ubiquitous in X-ray security images.

The learning process of DML-Net involves dual-mode learn-
ing leveraging both common mode learning and unique mode
learning, which are developed to detect the common prohibited
items across datasets and the unique prohibited items in each
dataset, respectively. For common mode learning, we design
an adversarial prototype alignment module to align the feature
prototypes from different datasets in the domain-invariant
feature space. Meanwhile, for unique mode learning, we adopt
feature distillation to enforce the student model to learn from
multiple teachers pre-trained on individual datasets. Based
on the above designs, our method effectively alleviates the
domain discrepancy between datasets while largely reducing
the negative impact of occlusion in X-ray security images.

In summary, our main contributions are given as follows:
• We propose DML-Net to accurately learn a universal

prohibited item detector on the multi-dataset. In DML-
Net, we develop dual-mode learning, consisting of com-
mon mode learning and unique mode learning, to address
the domain discrepancy and category differences between
datasets. To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to
investigate multi-dataset X-ray security image detection.

• We design LAE to enhance the feature representations
of X-ray security images. In particular, LAE explores the
potential of rich combinations of edge and texture feature
maps, enlarging the representation space of the model. In
this way, the occlusion problem can be greatly relieved,
facilitating dual-mode learning.

• We extensively evaluate DML-Net on different combina-
tions of popular X-ray image datasets. Without any whis-
tles and bells, DML-Net consistently outperforms several
state-of-the-art methods. This clearly demonstrates the
superiority of our method on the multi-dataset.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. First,
we briefly review the related work in Sec. II. Then, we present
the details of our proposed DML-Net method in Sec. III. Next,
we evaluate the performance of DML-Net and compare DML-
Net with several state-of-the-art methods in Sec. IV. Finally,
we conclude our work in Sec. V.

II. RELATED WORK

In this section, we briefly review deep learning-based meth-
ods for X-ray security image detection and multi-dataset object
detection, which are closely related to our method.

A. X-Ray Security Image Detection
With the rapid development of deep learning, a large number

of X-ray security image detection methods [4], [5], [14]–[18]
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have been proposed to learn effective feature representations of
prohibited items and improve the detection accuracy. Jaccard et
al. [14] first develop a deep learning scheme for the detection
of small metallic threats in X-ray cargo images and validate
the superior performance of Convolutional Neural Networks
(CNNs) over traditional methods. Later, Akcay et al. [15]
introduce CNN to detect prohibited items in X-ray security
images. They employ a transfer learning paradigm, where the
detector is first pre-trained on the natural image classification
dataset and then fine-tuned on the domain-specific X-ray
image dataset.

Due to the characteristics of security inspection, occlusion,
which is prevalent in X-ray security images, poses a great
challenge for detection. Wei et al. [4] propose DOAM, which
combines different appearance information of prohibited items
to generate an attention map, to address the heavy occlusion
problem. Zhao et al. [5] introduce a label-aware mechanism
to tackle the object overlapping problem. This mechanism
models the relationship between feature channels and labels,
and then refines the features according to the assigned labels.
Wang et al. [16] present a selective dense attention network to
detect the prohibited items hidden in messy objects. A dense
attention module and a dependency refinement module are
introduced to extract discriminative features. Wang et al. [18]
propose a material-aware cross-channel interaction attention
module, which takes advantage of the material information to
handle the inter-class occlusion.

Existing X-ray security image detectors are usually designed
based on the general object detectors (such as YOLO series
[19], RetinaNet [20], and FCOS [21]) on a single X-ray image
dataset. However, many existing X-ray image datasets [4],
[7], [8] involve only limited categories of prohibited items
because of different capturing conditions and objectives. This
heavily prevents these X-ray security image detection methods
from real-world applications, which require to detect various
prohibited items. Moreover, simply applying these methods
to a multi-dataset cannot achieve satisfactory results due to
the significant domain discrepancy between datasets [22], [23]
and the severe occlusion in images. In this paper, we are
concerned with the little-studied but important task of training
a universal detector to effectively identify all the prohibited
items in the multi-dataset. Hence, our method can easily
adapt to the multi-dataset captured from various scenarios in
practical applications.

B. Multi-Dataset Object Detection
Multi-dataset learning, which aims to learn a universal

model from multiple datasets, has received increasing attention
in various computer vision tasks, including depth estimation
[24]–[26], stereo matching [27], [28], pedestrian detection
[29], [30], semantic segmentation [31], [32], and object de-
tection [33]–[37]. In this subsection, we mainly review multi-
dataset object detection.

To perform multi-dataset object detection, it is common
practice to merge different semantic classes across datasets.
Perrett et al. [33] concatenate labels from different datasets.
However, they do not explicitly consider the domain discrep-
ancy and category differences between datasets. Later, Wang et

al. [38] design a universal object detector, which is capable of
operating over multiple domains. They propose a new family
of adaptation layers to compensate for domain shift. However,
such a detector works only on small datasets and does not
fully model the semantic relationship between datasets. Yao
et al. [34] develop the dataset-aware losses for multi-dataset
training. Zhou et al. [13] propose to train a detector on
multiple large-scale datasets. They integrate dataset-specific
outputs into a common semantic taxonomy. But this method
requires dataset-specific training protocols, making it difficult
to apply to the X-ray image datasets. Wang et al. [39] propose
UniDectector to recognize a large number of categories in the
open world without any finetuning. Chen et al. [40] introduce
a scalable multi-dataset detector (ScaleNet) to learn across
multiple datasets in a unified semantic label space.

Generally, the above methods focus on multi-dataset object
detection on natural images. X-ray security images are signif-
icantly different from natural images due to different sensing
techniques. In addition, X-ray image detection targets identi-
fying only the prohibited items while natural image detection
aims to detect all the objects of interest. Therefore, directly
employing existing multi-dataset object detection methods on
X-ray security images cannot guarantee desirable performance.
In particular, the relationship between the common mode
and the unique mode, which is critical for multi-dataset X-
ray security image detection, is not well modeled in existing
methods. In this paper, we develop an effective multi-dataset
object detection method tailored for X-ray security images.

III. METHODOLOGY

In this section, we first give an overview of our proposed
DML-Net in Section III-A. Then, we describe the key compo-
nents of DML-Net from Section III-B to Section III-E. Finally,
we summarize the overall training of our method in Section
III-F.

A. Overview

Suppose that the multi-dataset is represented as D =
{D1,D2, ...,DK}, where Dk denotes the k-th X-ray image
dataset and K is the total number of datasets. In this paper,
we suppose the requisite number of datasets is at least two (i.e.,
K � 2). For the k-th dataset Dk, its label space is represented
as Lk, which consists of the labels for the common prohibited
items across datasets and the labels for the unique prohibited
items in Dk. Given a mini-batch Bk that is randomly selected
from Dk, an input image in Bk is denoted as X 2 RH⇥W⇥C ,
where H , W , and C represent the height, width, and channel
number of the input image, respectively.

Due to the large domain discrepancy between datasets and
the occlusion in images, naively training an existing X-ray
security image detection method on the multi-dataset may
lead to poor performance. To address the problems of domain
discrepancy and occlusion, we develop DML-Net to detect
all the prohibited items in the multi-dataset. The overview of
DML-Net is given in Fig. 2. Specifically, based on RetinaNet
[20], we develop an enhanced RetinaNet as the backbone,
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Fig. 2: Overview of DML-Net for multi-dataset X-ray security image detection. The architecture of DML-Net is based on
a novel enhanced RetinaNet. The learning process of DML-Net leverages dual-mode learning: common mode learning and
unique mode learning. For common mode learning, APA is developed for feature alignment in the domain-invariant feature
space. For unique mode learning, feature distillation is used to enforce the student model to learn from multiple teacher models.

where we design and incorporate a Lattice Appearance En-
hanced sub-net (LAE) into RetinaNet to tackle the occlusion
problem in X-ray security images. Based on the enhanced
RetinaNet, the overall learning process of DML-Net involves
common mode learning and unique mode learning, which
are proposed to detect the common and unique prohibited
items, respectively. For common mode learning, we introduce
an Adversarial Prototype Alignment module (APA) to align
the feature prototypes from different datasets in the domain-
invariant feature space. For unique mode learning, we leverage
feature distillation to enforce the student model to learn from
multiple teacher models. Here, each teacher model is pre-
trained on a single dataset.

Overall, DML-Net is a simple yet effective method for
multi-dataset X-ray security image detection. On the one hand,
DML-Net introduces LAE to mitigate the occlusion problem
in X-ray security images. Such a way largely facilitates dual-
mode learning and thus benefits the detection task. On the
other hand, DML-Net develops dual-mode learning to explic-
itly consider the domain discrepancy and category differences
between datasets. Thus, our method effectively exploits the
knowledge from different X-ray image datasets to train a
universal detector.

In the following, we introduce the enhanced RetinaNet,
common mode learning, unique mode learning, the total loss,
and the overall training of our method.

B. Enhanced RetinaNet
1) RetinaNet: RetinaNet [20] is a mainstream one-stage

object detection method, which not only shows impressive

Unity_Knife
Unity_Knife

Fig. 3: Two occluded training images in the OPIXray dataset.

performance for general object detection but also maintains
high inference efficiency. Notably, RetinaNet introduces a fo-
cal loss to handle the class imbalance problem by emphasizing
the importance of hard examples.

Generally speaking, RetinaNet involves three components:
a base network and two task-specific subnetworks. The base
network involves a ResNet architecture to extract features at
different stages, and a Feature Pyramid Network (FPN) to
extract a multi-scale convolutional feature pyramid with a top-
down pathway and lateral connections. Specifically, given an
image X 2 Bk, we denote the features extracted by the last
four residual blocks of ResNet as C1(X), C2(X), C3(X),
and C4(X) (corresponding to the outputs of conv2, conv3,
conv4, and conv5 in ResNet, respectively), while we define
the corresponding multi-scale features extracted by FPN as
P = {Pl(X)}M

l=1. Here, M (M=4) is the number of multi-
scale features. Meanwhile, the two task-specific subnetworks
are designed to perform object classification and bounding box
regression in a convolutional fashion.
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Fig. 4: The network architecture of LAE. In the figure, ‘Conv’ and ‘BN’ denote a convolutional layer and a batch normalization
layer, respectively. ‘ReLU’ and ‘Sigmoid’ denote a ReLU activation function and a Sigmoid function, respectively.

2) Lattice Appearance Enhanced Sub-Net (LAE): In real-
world applications, prohibited items are frequently overlapped
by other objects. As a result, the appearance of prohibited
items is not prominent due to occlusion. This results in the
poor detection performance of traditional object detection
methods since the feature representations of prohibited items
are inferior. Some training examples are illustrated in Fig. 3.
We can see that the appearance of prohibited items is greatly
affected due to occlusion. In this paper, inspired by the
lattice filter [41], we develop LAE to effectively enhance the
appearance information of prohibited items, greatly alleviating
the occlusion problem in X-ray security images and thus
promoting dual-mode learning.

The network architecture of LAE is shown in Fig. 4. LAE
mainly consists of an edge-aware module, a texture-aware
module, and a convolutional block to enhance appearance
representations from the perspectives of both edge and texture.

Technically, the input image X is first fed into the edge-
aware module, which contains an edge detection block, a
weight learning block, and a lattice structure. The edge
detection block adopts the Sobel operator to generate two
edge images (Eh and Ev) along the horizontal and vertical
directions, respectively. Then, the edge images Eh and Ev are
combined to obtain the final edge image E. Next, we fuse
the original image X and its corresponding edge image E
via a lattice structure. At the same time, the weight learning
block, which contains a 1 ⇥ 1 convolutional layer followed
by a Sigmoid function, takes the X-ray image as the input
and adaptively generates two weighting tensors (denoted as
W1 2 RH⇥W⇥1 and W2 2 RH⇥W⇥1) for the lattice
structure. Note that the lattice structure allows the potential
of various combinations of inputs [41], greatly enlarging the
representation space of the model in an efficient manner.
Mathematically, the above process can be formulated as

L1 = �(E�X⌦ �(W2)),

L2 = �(X�E⌦ �(W1)),
(1)

where L1 2 RH⇥W⇥C and L2 2 RH⇥W⇥C denote the output

feature maps of the lattice structure in the edge-aware module;
�(·) represents the nonlinear ReLU activation function; ‘⌦’
means the element-wise multiplication operation; ‘�’ indi-
cates the element-wise addition operation; �(·) represents the
broadcast operation, where the weights are broadcast along the
channel dimension.

The output of the edge-aware module is given as

FEAM = L1 � L2, (2)

where FEAM 2 RH⇥W⇥C represents the enhanced edge
feature map.

From the edge-aware module, both FEAM and E pass
through the texture-aware module, which mainly involves a
Region Information Aggregation (RIA) block [42], a weight
learning block, and a lattice structure, to effectively improve
the texture representations. On the one hand, the feature map
FEAM generated from the edge-aware module is first fed
into a RIA block (consisting of an average pooling operation
and an extension operation) to aggregate the local information
and generate a texture feature map FRIA. Meanwhile, FEAM

is also used to generate two weighting tensors (denoted as
W3 2 RH⇥W⇥1 and W4 2 RH⇥W⇥1) by the weight learning
block. On the other hand, the edge image E is fed into a
convolutional block (including a 3⇥3 convolutional layer, a
batch normalization layer, and a ReLU activation function) to
extract the edge feature map FE . Subsequently, the two feature
maps are combined in the lattice structure. The above process
can be given as

L3 = �(FE � FRIA ⌦ �(W4)),

L4 = �(FRIA � FE ⌦ �(W3)),
(3)

where L32 RH⇥W⇥C and L4 2 RH⇥W⇥C denote the output
feature maps of the lattice structure in the texture-aware
module.

The output of the texture-aware module is given as

FTAM = L3 � L4, (4)

where FTAM 2 RH⇥W⇥C represents the enhanced texture
feature map.
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Unlike natural image detection which relies heavily on both
edge and texture cues, X-ray security image detection is more
dependent on the edge than the texture of the X-ray images.
Based on this observation, instead of directly combining the
enhanced edge and texture feature maps, we leverage the
enhanced texture feature map to generate an attention map
and impose the attention map on the enhanced edge feature
map. Therefore, we employ a convolutional block (consisting
of a 1⇥1 convolutional layer, a batch normalization layer, and
a Sigmoid function) on FTAM and obtain an attention map
AT 2 RH⇥W⇥C . That is,

AT = ⌧(BN(Conv(FTAM ))), (5)

where ⌧(·), BN(·), and Conv(·) represent the Sigmoid func-
tion, the batch normalization layer, and the convolutional layer,
respectively.

Finally, the output of LAE is formulated as

FLAE = AT⌦ FEAM , (6)

where FLAE 2 RH⇥W⇥C is the final feature map, which is
used as the input of RetinaNet.

Note that DOAM developed in [42] also leverages an
RIA block and the Sobel edge detector to enhance feature
representations. However, the differences between LAE and
DOAM are significant. We specifically introduce two lattice
structures in LAE to largely enlarge the representation space
of the model, where the feature maps from different branches
can boost the representations of each other in a mutual way.
Moreover, we adaptively fuse the information from the original
image and the edge image (or the texture feature map and
the edge feature map) based on a weight learning block.
Such a way can emphasize relevant information and suppress
irrelevant information in the feature maps. Note that DML-Net
is optimized by minimizing the detection loss, enabling LAE
to enhance the appearance representations of prohibited items.
Therefore, compared with DOAM, LAE has better feature
learning capability. In a word, the design of LAE is beneficial
for addressing the occlusion problem, thus facilitating effective
dual-mode learning on the multi-dataset.

C. Common Mode Learning
As we mentioned previously, there exists large domain

discrepancy between X-ray image datasets. For example, the
color imaging in the SIXray dataset and the OPIXray/HiXray
datasets is substantially different (see Fig. 1). Hence, prohib-
ited items belonging to the same category may have essentially
different feature distributions across different datasets. As a
result, naively training models on the multi-dataset cannot
achieve promising results for these common prohibited items.

In this subsection, we develop APA to align the feature
prototypes from different datasets in the domain-invariant
feature space. To achieve this, we take advantage of adversarial
learning to obtain a domain-invariant feature space, based
on which we can explicitly align the feature prototypes of
common prohibited items across datasets. In this way, the
common prohibited items from different datasets are enforced
to have similar feature distributions. Therefore, we can largely

reduce the domain discrepancy, thus benefiting the detection
of the common prohibited items in multiple datasets.

More specifically, we first play an adversarial game between
a feature extractor f⇥G (i.e., the enhanced RetinaNet) and
a domain discriminator f⇥D . Here, the domain discriminator
f⇥D (consisting of three fully-connected layers and a Sigmoid
function) is designed to estimate the probability of a sample
X coming from the mini-batch Bk. f⇥D takes the feature map
generated by the feature extractor f⇥G as the input and outputs
a probability distribution vector (i.e., f⇥D classifies the input
feature map into one of K classes). By adversarial learning, we
can extract domain-invariant features by confusing the domain
discriminator. The adversarial loss in Bk is defined as

(f⇥D , f⇥G) = min
f⇥D

max
f⇥G

Lk

adv
(f⇥D , f⇥G), (7)

where

Lk

adv
(f⇥D , f⇥G) =

1

B

X

X2Bk

yTlogf⇥D (f⇥G(X)), (8)

and y is a one-hot vector; y[i] = 1 if i = k, and 0 otherwise;
B denotes the size of the mini-batch Bk.

To facilitate model training, a Gradient Reversal Layer
(GRL) [43] is used between the feature extractor and the do-
main discriminator. Note that GRL has no learning parameters,
and can serve as a simple identity function during the forward
propagation while reversing the sign of the passing gradient
in the back-propagation. Therefore, based on GRL, a domain-
invariant feature space can be effectively learned.

Adversarial learning is leveraged to reduce the domain dis-
crepancy. However, the distances between the same-category
samples from different datasets can still be large, increasing
the difficulty of identifying the common prohibited items in the
multi-dataset. Therefore, we further adopt prototype alignment
to explicitly minimize the feature prototype distances between
common prohibited items across different datasets. Mathemat-
ically, for a category of common prohibited item c 2 Lk in
the mini-batch Bk, we iteratively calculate the prototype in an
average-moving manner [44],

pk,c  ↵pk,c + (1� ↵)qX,c, (9)

where pk,c denotes the prototype of the prohibited item from
the c-th category in Bk; qX,c denotes the feature map at the
spatial position indicated by the anchor (which corresponds to
the ground-truth bounding box with the label c in the image
X; ↵ is a momentum coefficient (which is set as 0.999 in all
our experiments).

Based on the above, we define the prototype alignment loss
as

Lpro =
1

K(K � 1)C

KX

k1=1

KX

k2=1,k2 6=k1

X

c2Lk1\Lk2

||pk1,c�pk2,c||F,

(10)
where C is the category number of common prohibited items
and || · ||F represents the Frobenius norm.

By minimizing the prototype alignment loss Lpro, the fea-
ture distributions of prohibited items from the same category
are aligned across datasets. Thus, the domain discrepancy
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between different datasets is further reduced and the discrim-
ination between common prohibited items is enhanced.

The detection loss Lk

det-com for the common prohibited
items in Bk is defined as

Lk

det-com =
1

B|CX|
X

X2Bk

|CX|X

i=1

Lcls(f⇥C (C
i

X), y
i

com
)+

Lreg(f⇥R(C
i

X), b
i

com
),

(11)

where CX denotes the anchor bag (which includes the top few
anchors according to the IoUs between the anchors and the
ground-truth boxes) of common prohibited items in the image
X; Ci

X represents the i-th anchor in CX; |CX| represents the
number of anchors; Lcls and Lreg denote the focal loss and
the smooth L1 loss, respectively; f⇥C (·) and f⇥R(·) denote
the classification subnetwork and the regression subnetwork,
respectively; yi

com
and b

i

com
respectively represent the anchor

label and the ground-truth bounding box w.r.t. Ci

X.

D. Unique Mode Learning

Generally, each X-ray image dataset often involves its
unique prohibited items. To train a universal detector on the
multi-dataset, we also develop unique mode learning to detect
the unique prohibited items in each dataset.

Suppose that we have a set of teacher models
{M(1)

t
,M(2)

t
, ...,M(K)

t
} and a student model Ms. Here,

M(k)
t

represents the k-th teacher model, which is pre-trained
to detect the unique prohibited items in the dataset Dk. Both
the teacher and student models adopt the enhanced RetinaNet
as the network architecture. As indicated in [45], intermediate
feature representations from the teacher models provide rich
information to improve the training of the student model.
Inspired by the above observations, we take advantage of
multi-scale feature distillation to effectively transfer the
knowledge from multiple teachers to the student.

Technically, given an image X 2 Bk, we first feed X
into Ms and M(k)

t
, and obtain a set of multi-scale features

{PMs
l

(X)}M
l=1 and {PM(k)

t
l

(X)}M
l=1 from FPN. Then, we

enforce the student model Ms to mimic the feature maps
obtained by its corresponding teacher model M(k)

t
pre-trained

on Dk. Therefore, the feature distillation loss Lk

uni
in Bk is

defined as

Lk

uni
=

1

BM

X

X2Bk

MX

l=1

||Tl(P
Ms
l

(X))� P
M(k)

t
l

(X)||F,

(12)
where Tl(·) denotes the feature transformation operation (we
use the up-sampling operation) that resizes the feature map of
the student model to that of the teacher model at the l-th layer
and || · ||F denotes the Frobenius norm.

By optimizing Lk

uni
, the rich information in the multi-scale

feature maps can be transferred from the k-th teacher model
to the student model. This is helpful in detecting the unique
prohibited items in the k-th dataset.

The detection loss Lk

det-uni for the unique prohibited items
in Bk is defined as

Lk

det-uni =
1

B|UX|
X

X2Bk

|UX|X

i=1

Lcls(f⇥C (U
i

X), y
i

uni
)+

Lreg(f⇥R(U
i

X), b
i

uni
),

(13)

where UX denotes the anchor bag of unique prohibited items
in the image X; Ui

X represents the i-th anchor in UX; |UX|
represents the number of anchors; yi

uni
and b

i

uni
respectively

represent the anchor label and the ground-truth bounding box
w.r.t. Ui

X.

E. Total Loss

Based on the above formulations, the total loss of DML-Net
is given as

Ljoint = Ldet + �1Lpro + �2Ladv + �3Luni, (14)

where Ldet = Ldet-com + Ldet-uni denotes the joint de-
tection loss, in which Ldet-com = 1/K

P
K

k=1 Lk

det-com and
Ldet-uni = 1/K

P
K

k=1 Lk

det-uni denote the detection losses
for the common prohibited items and the unique prohibited
items, respectively; Ladv = 1/K

P
K

k=1 Lk

adv
and Luni =

1/K
P

K

k=1 Lk

uni
are the joint adversarial loss and the joint

feature distillation loss, respectively; �1, �2, and �3 are the
weighting parameters.

In the total loss, we leverage multiple loss items (a joint
detection loss (containing the detection losses for common
prohibited items and unique prohibited items), a prototype
alignment loss, a joint adversarial loss, and a joint feature
distillation loss) to optimize the model. Every loss item is im-
portant to ensure the excellent performance for the challenging
multi-dataset detection task. In particular, the joint detection
loss is optimized to localize both the common and unique
prohibited items. The joint adversarial loss is leveraged to re-
duce the domain discrepancy. The prototype alignment loss is
designed to optimize the distances between the same category
samples from different datasets. Both the joint adversarial loss
and the prototype alignment loss are designed for common
mode learning. Finally, the joint feature distillation loss is em-
ployed to transfer the knowledge from multiple teacher models
to the student model for unique mode learning. By minimizing
the total loss, DML-Net can effectively learn discriminative
feature representations for prohibited item detection on the
multi-dataset.

F. Overall Training

We give the overall training procedure of DML-Net in Algo-
rithm 1. Generally, the learning process of DML-Net contains
both common mode learning and unique mode learning based
on the enhanced RetinaNet. Common mode learning focuses
on the detection of common prohibited items across datasets
while unique mode learning focuses on the detection of unique
prohibited items on each dataset. Finally, a universal detector
can be effectively trained.
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Algorithm 1: Overall Training of DML-Net
Input: An enhanced RetinaNet Ms; a domain discriminator

f⇥D ; multiple training datasets D = {D1,D2,
...,DK}; a set of pre-trained teacher models
{M(1)

t ,M(2)
t , ..., M(K)

t }; total training epochs E.
1 for e 1 to E do
2 Shuffle {Dk}Kk=1 into {Nk}Kk=1 mini-batches;
3 Set N  

PK
k=1 Nk;

4 Set b 1;
5 while b  N do
6 for k  1 to K do
7 Select a mini-batch of images Bk from Dk;
8 Feed Bk into Ms and its corresponding teacher

M(k)
t and obtain a set of multi-scale features;

9 Compute the detection loss for the common
prohibited items according to Eq. (11);

10 Pass the multi-scale features through f⇥D , and
compute the adversarial loss according to
Eq. (8);

11 Update the prototypes of the common
prohibited items according to Eq. (9);

12 Compute the detection loss for the unique
prohibited items according to Eq. (13);

13 Compute the feature distillation loss for the
unique prohibited items according to Eq. (12);

14 end
15 Compute the prototype alignment loss according to

Eq. (10);
16 Compute the total loss according to Eq. (14);
17 Update Ms,f⇥D by stochastic gradient descent;
18 b b+K;
19 end
20 end

Output: A well-trained detector Ms.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we conduct extensive experiments to evaluate
the effectiveness of our proposed DML-Net method. First,
we introduce public X-ray image datasets and implementation
details in Section IV-A. Then, we perform ablation studies in
Section IV-B. Finally, we compare our DML-Net method with
several state-of-the-art methods in Section IV-C.

A. Datasets and Implementation Details
1) Datasets: To demonstrate the effectiveness of our DML-

Net, we use three widely-used X-ray image datasets (including
OPIXray [4], SIXray [7], and HiXray [8]) and perform ex-
periments on the combinations of these datasets. Specifically,
the OPIXray dataset involves a total of 8,885 X-ray images
with five prohibited items (including folding knife, straight
knife, scissor, utility knife, and multi-tool knife). The SIXray
dataset consists of 8,929 X-ray images with five prohibited
items (including gun, straight knife, wrench, plier, and scissor).
Compared with the OPIXray and SIXray datasets, the HiXray
dataset is a larger X-ray image dataset. HiXray contains 45,364
high-quality X-ray images of seven prohibited items (including
portable charger, mobile water bottle, laptop, mobile phone,
tablet, cosmetic, and metallic-lighter). In this paper, we aim
to train a universal detector on the X-ray image multi-dataset.
Therefore, we adopt different combinations of these datasets
to construct the multi-datasets.

TABLE I: Ablation studies for LAE on the OPIXray+SIXray
dataset.

Methods mAP mAP50 mAP75

SSD 37.7 75.7 33.8
SSD+DOAM 40.9 79.9 36.0
SSD+LAE 43.1 82.4 37.3
YOLOv3 42.5 84.2 38.2
YOLOv3+DOAM 43.6 85.2 39.0
YOLOv3+LAE 44.8 86.4 39.9
FCOS 43.6 81.4 40.0
FCOS+DOAM 44.7 82.7 41.0
FCOS+LAE 46.3 84.1 42.3
RetinaNet 46.1 83.5 45.0
RetinaNet+DOAM 47.3 84.6 45.9
RetinaNet+LAE 48.7 86.3 47.0

2) Implementation Details: In our DML-Net, the ResNet-
50 followed by FPN is used in our backbone network. We
implement our method based on PyTorch and conduct all the
experiments on an NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU. We use the
stochastic gradient descent optimizer with a momentum of 0.9.
For unique mode learning, a set of teacher models are pre-
trained on each individual dataset, where the training epochs
are set as 120. The training epochs of the student model are
also set as 120 for all the datasets. The batch size is uniformly
set as 4. The weighting parameters �1, �2, and �3 in Eq. (14)
are set as 0.5, 0.5, and 1.0, respectively.

Following [42], we adopt Average Precision (AP) and mean
Average Precision (mAP) to measure the performance in each
category and all the categories, respectively. We also use
mAP50 and mAP75, which represent the mAP computed at
the IoU thresholds of 0.50 and 0.75, respectively.

B. Ablation Studies

In this section, we perform ablation studies to evaluate
the influence of the key components of DML-Net on the
final performance. The OPIXray+SIXray dataset is used for
evaluation, where the common prohibited items are the scissor
and the straight knife.

1) Influence of LAE: We incorporate LAE into four popular
object detection methods (including SSD [46], YOLOv3 [47],
FCOS [21], and RetinaNet [20]), where we add LAE into the
backbones of these methods. For a fair comparison, we also
evaluate the performance obtained by combining DOAM [4]
with these object detection methods. The comparison results
are given in Table I.

RetinaNet achieves higher accuracy than SSD, YOLOv3,
and FCOS. This shows the superiority of RetinaNet for X-ray
security image detection. Moreover, compared with DOAM-
based methods, LAE-based methods give higher mAP, mAP50,
and mAP75. LAE can greatly enhance appearance representa-
tions and improve the detection performance on X-ray security
images. Among all the variants, RetinaNet+LAE achieves the
best mAP, mAP50, and mAP75. This is mainly due to the fact
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           (a) Input images              (b) Ground-truths                (c) Feature maps

Fig. 5: Visualization of (a) input images, (b) ground-truths, and
(c) the feature maps generated by LAE. The first and second
rows show the results on OPIXray, while the third and fourth
rows show the results on SIXray.

    (a) Input images       (b) Ground-truths         (c) RetinaNet       (d) RetinaNet+DOAM (e) RetinaNet+LAE

Fig. 6: Visualization of (a) input images, (b) ground-truths,
and the detection results obtained by (c) RetinaNet, (d) Reti-
naNet+DOAM, and (e) RetinaNet+LAE. The first and second
rows show the results on OPIXray, while the third row shows
the results on SIXray.

that RetinaNet+LAE effectively relieves both the occlusion
problem (by using LAE) and the class imbalance problem
(by using the focal loss). Note that the above problems are
ubiquitous in the X-ray image datasets.

To further illustrate the advantage of LAE, we show some
visualization results in Fig. 5. Specifically, we visualize the
feature maps obtained by LAE. LAE effectively enhances
the appearance of prohibited items, especially the occluded
ones. Therefore, the heavy occlusion problem can be greatly
alleviated, thus improving the detection performance.

Fig. 6 shows the detection results obtained by RetinaNet,
RetinaNet+DOAM, and RetinaNet+LAE. RetinaNet fails to
detect some occluded pliers and straight knives, while Reti-
naNet+DOAM cannot detect some prohibited items in the
complex background. In contrast, most prohibited items can
be correctly identified by RetinaNet+LAE. The above results

𝐦𝐀𝐏𝟓𝟎𝐦𝐀𝐏𝟕𝟓 𝐦𝐀𝐏

Fig. 7: Performance comparisons between different variants of
DML-Net on the OPIXray+SIXray dataset.

TABLE II: Ablation studies for the common mode learning
on the OPIXray+SIXray dataset.

Methods mAP mAP50 mAP75

RetinaNet+LAE 48.7 86.3 47.0
Unique+LAE 49.4 87.0 47.3
DML-Net Adv 50.3 88.2 48.8
DML-Net Pro 50.2 88.0 48.7
DML-Net 51.4 89.2 49.3

validate the effectiveness of LAE, which enhances the appear-
ance information by two lattice structures.

2) Influence of Unique Mode Learning: We evaluate the
variant (denoted as Common+LAE) of DML-Net, which is
trained by removing the feature distillation loss and keeping
only the detection loss for unique mode learning. The results
are given in Fig. 7.

We can observe that the Common+LAE method results in
1.9%, 2.0%, and 1.9% drops (in terms of mAP, mAP50, and
mAP75, respectively) from DML-Net. This is mainly because
the performance of Common+LAE greatly drops for detecting
the unique prohibited items.

Moreover, we evaluate another variant (denoted as
Unique+LAE) of DML-Net, which is trained by mainly using
unique mode learning and removing common mode learning
(except for the detection loss for the common prohibited
items). The Unique+LAE method obtains 0.7% higher mAP
than RetinaNet+LAE. This further demonstrates the effective-
ness of unique mode learning.

3) Influence of Common Mode Learning: We evaluate some
variants of our method: 1) enhanced RetinaNet (denoted as
RetinaNet+LAE); 2) Unique+LAE; 3) DML-Net with only
adversarial learning in common mode learning (denoted as
DML-Net Adv); 4) DML-Net with only prototype alignment
in common mode learning (denoted as DML-Net Pro); 5)
DML-Net which is based on LAE and dual-mode learning.
The evaluated results are given in Table II.

Among all the variants, RetinaNet+LAE gets the worst per-
formance. This is because it ignores the domain discrepancy
between datasets. DML-Net Adv performs slightly better than
DML-Net Pro. This can be ascribed to the fact that adversarial
learning is helpful in obtaining a domain-invariant feature
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TABLE III: Ablation studies for the different weighting parameters on the OPIXray+SIXray dataset.

(a) Influence of �1.

�1 mAP mAP50 mAP75

0.0 50.3 88.2 48.8
0.5 51.4 89.2 49.3
1.0 51.0 88.7 49.0
1.5 50.8 88.5 48.9
2.0 50.6 88.4 48.8

(b) Influence of �2.

�2 mAP mAP50 mAP75

0.0 50.2 88.0 48.7
0.5 51.4 89.2 49.3
1.0 50.9 88.7 49.1
1.5 50.6 88.4 48.9
2.0 50.4 88.1 48.7

(c) Influence of �3.

�3 mAP mAP50 mAP75

0.0 49.5 87.2 47.4
0.5 50.6 88.5 48.3
1.0 51.4 89.2 49.3
1.5 51.2 88.9 49.1
2.0 50.9 88.5 48.7

TABLE IV: Detection performance comparisons in terms of mAP (%) and AP (%) on the OPIXray+SIXray dataset.

Methods mAP
Prohibited Items

Common Classes Unique Classes on
OPIXray

Unique Classes on
SIXray

SK
ni

fe

sc
is

so
r

FK
ni

fe

U
K

ni
fe

M
TK

ni
fe

gu
n

w
re

nc
h

pl
ie

r

RetinaNet 46.1 37.6 46.7 34.1 33.7 32.7 66.4 57.3 60.8
RetinaNet+DOAM 47.3 38.7 47.9 34.7 34.9 33.7 67.5 58.9 62.2
SSD 37.7 27.5 38.5 30.4 29.9 32.1 61.3 36.7 45.3
SSD+DOAM 40.9 32.3 44.6 34.0 31.6 36.0 63.2 38.6 47.1
YOLOv3 42.5 31.4 45.7 31.5 32.8 32.1 63.4 48.4 54.8
YOLOv3+DOAM 43.6 31.2 47.9 33.9 33.5 34.7 62.7 50.3 54.6
FCOS 43.6 30.1 49.6 27.9 29.1 29.2 65.8 55.5 62.3
FCOS+DOAM 44.7 31.1 50.7 28.7 29.6 30.4 67.1 56.8 63.6
YOLOv7 45.1 33.2 47.9 32.6 34.3 33.7 64.1 50.3 57.2
YOLOv7+DOAM 47.3 34.1 49.0 33.8 35.6 35.1 65.4 52.8 57.4
LA 48.0 35.8 49.2 36.5 36.6 33.7 69.9 59.2 63.4
Unified 35.3 32.9 41.3 34.3 37.6 33.5 33.7 36.5 32.4
UniDet 35.9 33.2 42.9 35.2 35.0 34.0 35.8 37.4 34.0
Unidetector 40.7 29.9 45.2 21.3 39.9 34.6 56.3 47.3 51.0
DML-Net (ours) 51.4 46.5 55.7 37.3 37.5 35.5 70.9 61.7 65.9

1 ‘SKnife’, ‘FKnife’, ‘UKnife’, and ‘MTKnife’ represent ‘straight knife’, ‘folding knife’, ‘utility knife’, and ‘multi-tool knife’, respectively.

space. DML-Net outperforms both DML-Net Adv and DML-
Net Pro, validating the importance of APA. Moreover, DML-
Net obtains better performance than Unique+LAE. These
results show the effectiveness of common mode learning for
handling the domain discrepancy problem on the multi-dataset.

4) Influence of Different Weighting Parameters: In this
subsection, we illustrate the influence of different weighting
parameters in Eq. (14) on the final performance.

We first fix �2 = 0.5 and �3 = 1.0 and vary the value of
�1 from 0.0 to 2.0. The results are shown in Table III. From
Table III(a), we can observe that when �1 is set to 0.0 (which
indicates that the prototype alignment loss is not used during
model training), DML-Net gets the lowest mAP. Moreover,
DML-Net gives the best performance when �1 = 0.5. Next,
we fix �1 = 0.5 and �3 = 1.0 and change the value of �2

from 0.0 to 2.0. As shown in Table III(b), DML-Net achieves
the best results when �2 = 0.5 while obtaining the worst
performance when �2 = 0.0. This verifies the effectiveness of
adversarial learning used in DML-Net. Finally, we fix �1 =

0.5 and �2 = 0.5 and vary the value of �3 from 0.0 to 2.0.
The results are given in Table III(c). From Table III(c), DML-
Net gives the best results when �3 = 1.0. When �3 = 0.0, the
joint feature distillation loss is not used and DML-Net gets
the worst results in terms of mAP, mAP50, and mAP75 among
all the variants.

C. Comparisons with State-of-the-Art Methods
In this section, we evaluate our proposed DML-Net on

different multi-datasets. We compare our proposed DML-Net
with several state-of-the-art object detection methods (SSD
[46], YOLOv3 [47], FCOS [21], and YOLOv7 [48]), X-ray
security image detection methods (LA [5] and DOAM-based
methods [4], including SSD+DOAM, YOLOv3+DOAM,
FCOS+DOAM, YOLOv7+DOAM) and representative multi-
dataset object detection methods (Unified [49], UniDet [13],
and Unidector [39]) on several combinations of X-ray image
datasets. For all the competing methods, we report their results
by running the source codes provided by their original papers.
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TABLE V: Detection performance comparisons in terms of mAP (%) and AP (%) on the SIXray+HiXray dataset.

Methods mAP
Prohibited Items

Unique Classes on SIXray Unique Classes on HiXray

SK
ni

fe

sc
is

so
rs

gu
n

w
re

nc
h

pl
ie

r

ch
ar

ge
r

bo
ttl

e

la
pt

op

ph
on

e

ta
bl

et

co
sm

et
ic

lig
ht

er

RetinaNet 53.2 51.7 57.7 68.3 60.1 62.9 53.4 52.9 70.5 62.5 66.2 26.2 5.9
RetinaNet+DOAM 54.1 52.9 59.3 69.9 61.4 63.9 54.3 53.6 71.4 62.9 66.8 26.6 6.4
SSD 44.1 42.0 43.2 62.9 38.5 46.8 48.4 45.6 64.3 56.2 61.0 17.6 2.6
SSD+DOAM 45.4 44.2 44.5 64.1 39.5 48.3 49.5 46.6 65.8 57.4 62.6 18.9 3.9
YOLOv3 45.0 41.4 48.4 61.8 50.0 54.3 44.1 45.5 63.9 54.2 59.1 15.0 2.7
YOLOv3+DOAM 46.2 42.9 49.5 63.3 51.2 55.4 45.3 46.2 64.8 55.4 59.9 16.5 3.8
FCOS 52.1 52.8 60.0 67.2 56.9 64.1 54.3 53.1 63.2 60.9 65.1 24.5 3.0
FCOS+DOAM 53.7 54.1 61.4 68.5 58.3 65.4 55.9 54.7 64.9 62.8 67.5 26.2 4.2
YOLOv7 47.2 45.6 50.1 64.8 52.4 57.1 46.5 48.0 65.1 55.4 61.2 18.1 3.2
YOLOv7+DOAM 48.6 46.9 52.3 65.7 53.5 57.9 47.3 48.7 66.2 56.2 62.0 19.9 5.1
LA 54.4 54.3 60.7 70.8 59.7 63.9 55.9 56.3 71.9 62.3 66.4 25.2 5.9
Unified 37.1 32.2 43.0 35.1 35.8 32.4 41.9 40.8 54.5 54.2 50.1 19.6 5.7
UniDet 38.6 35.2 43.2 36.0 37.1 33.9 43.4 41.0 58.9 54.3 51.7 20.7 7.2
Unidetector 45.2 42.3 55.3 56.0 48.2 48.9 55.2 53.3 58.7 48.5 48.9 20.5 7.0
DML-Net (ours) 60.6 61.7 67.9 74.2 64.5 68.0 62.9 64.6 79.7 68.9 72.4 28.4 13.4

1 ‘SKnife’, ‘charger’, ‘bottle’, ‘phone’, and ‘lighter’ represent ‘straight knife’, ‘portable charger’, ‘mobile water bottle’, ‘mobile phone’, and ‘metallic-
lighter’, respectively.

TABLE VI: Detection performance comparisons in terms of mAP (%) and AP (%) on the OPIXray+SIXray+HiXray dataset.

Methods mAP
Prohibited Items

Common Classes on
OPIXray and SIXray

Unique Classes on
OPIXray

Unique Classes on
SIXray

Unique Classes on
HiXray
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RetinaNet 46.2 36.4 45.2 33.2 32.6 31.9 65.2 56.3 60.1 52.7 51.9 69.8 61.6 65.4 25.6 4.8
RetinaNet+DOAM 47.0 37.5 46.2 34.6 34.2 32.8 66.2 57.8 61.3 53.4 52.2 70.3 61.6 65.2 26.1 5.5
SSD 40.3 41.8 42.4 29.7 29.2 31.2 60.1 35.8 44.7 47.5 44.5 63.8 55.3 60.1 16.9 2.0
SSD+DOAM 42.0 43.3 43.2 33.2 30.4 35.1 62.1 38.1 46.3 48.6 45.3 64.6 56.6 61.7 18.1 3.2
YOLOv3 41.0 37.3 44.8 30.7 31.6 31.4 61.2 47.6 53.1 43.0 44.4 63.1 53.1 57.8 14.2 2.3
YOLOv3+DOAM 42.7 42.0 48.8 32.8 32.8 33.9 61.7 49.4 53.8 44.7 45.4 64.0 54.1 58.8 15.7 3.2
FCOS 46.2 51.9 59.1 27.1 27.9 28.3 64.5 54.7 61.4 53.2 52.2 62.4 59.5 64.3 23.8 2.4
FCOS+DOAM 47.7 53.3 60.3 27.9 28.5 29.5 66.6 56.0 62.8 54.8 53.8 64.1 62.2 66.8 25.6 3.7
YOLOv7 43.1 38.9 46.2 33.8 34.6 33.8 63.0 38.5 46.2 45.1 46.3 65.7 56.9 58.1 17.4 4.1
YOLOv7+DOAM 45.2 41.4 50.7 36.1 35.2 35.4 63.8 40.3 46.9 46.9 47.4 66.6 57.8 59.0 19.2 5.9
LA 47.4 34.6 48.1 35.2 35.1 32.4 70.3 58.1 62.3 54.7 55.3 70.7 61.4 63.2 23.9 5.1
Unified 35.9 32.6 40.7 34.0 36.1 32.6 33.5 35.4 31.7 41.3 39.9 54.2 53.1 49.8 18.8 5.5
UniDet 37.8 33.7 43.9 34.6 38.5 33.3 37.0 35.2 34.3 42.9 40.3 59.6 53.3 53.0 19.9 7.1
Unidetector 40.2 28.8 44.3 21.9 37.2 32.8 55.2 47.2 49.4 54.7 52.0 57.8 48.1 48.2 19.9 6.1
DML-Net (ours) 52.7 42.7 54.7 38.1 38.9 35.9 72.4 62.7 67.2 61.2 62.9 77.6 67.2 71.1 26.6 11.4

1 ‘SKnife’, ‘FKnife’, ‘UKnife’, ‘MTKnife’, ‘charger’, ‘bottle’, ‘phone’, and ‘lighter’ represent ‘straight knife’, ‘folding knife’, ‘utility knife’, ‘multi-tool
knife’, ‘portable charger’, ‘mobile water bottle’, ‘mobile phone’, and ‘metallic-lighter’, respectively.
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1) Results on OPIXray+SIXray: Table IV shows the com-
parison results on the OPIXray+SIXray dataset. We can
observe that conventional object detection methods with
DOAM achieve higher mAP than those without DOAM.
This validates the effectiveness of DOAM for detecting X-
ray security images. Our proposed DML-Net outperforms the
RetinaNet-based, SSD-based, YOLOv3-based, FCOS-based,
and YOLOv7-based methods. This is because DML-Net is
designed for multi-dataset X-ray security image detection by
explicitly modeling the intrinsic relationship between differ-
ent datasets. In contrast, the RetinaNet-based, SSD-based,
YOLOv3-based, FCOS-based, and YOLOv7-based methods
do not fully consider the large domain discrepancy between
datasets, leading to a performance drop. Moreover, our DML-
Net outperforms the Unified, UniDet, Unidetector methods
(which are designed for multi-dataset object detection in nat-
ural images). In particular, DML-Net achieves 10.7% higher
mAP than the Unidector method. For common prohibited
items (such as straight knife and scissor), our DML-Net
increases the AP by 16.6% and 10.5%, respectively. For unique
prohibited items (such as gun), DML-Net improves the AP
by 14.6%. These results show the superiority of dual-mode
learning and LAE.

2) Results on SIXray+HiXray: The comparison results on
the SIXray+HiXray dataset are given in Table V. Note that
there are no common prohibited items between SIXray and
HiXray. Thus, only unique mode learning is employed in
DML-Net. Our DML-Net outperforms the second-best de-
tector LA by a moderate margin (about 6.2% higher mAP).
This can be ascribed to the effectiveness of unique mode
learning and LAE. YOLOv3 has three detection layers, making
it good at detecting natural objects of various sizes. However,
it may struggle with very small or overlapping X-ray items.
YOLOv7 offers better accuracy and speed than YOLOv3.
Note that the RetinaNet method achieves 8.2% and 6.0%
higher mAP than YOLOv3 and YOLOv7, respectively. This is
because YOLOv3 and YOLOv7 do not address the heavy class
imbalance problem in the X-ray image datasets. In a word,
our DML-Net excels in X-ray prohibited item detection, while
YOLO models are more suited for general object detection.

3) Results on OPIXray+SIXray+HiXray: We further eval-
uate the performance of our method on the OPIXray+SIXray+
HiXray dataset, which is a more challenging multi-dataset than
the previous two multi-datasets. The comparison results are
given in Table VI. Our DML-Net achieves better performance
on the common prohibited items (such as straight knife and
scissor) than the other competing methods. Moreover, DML-
Net also outperforms the other competing methods on all
the unique prohibited items. Hence, our method can improve
the performance of detecting both the common and unique
prohibited items on the multi-dataset.

Some detection results obtained by RetinaNet, Reti-
naNet+DOAM, Unified, and our developed DML-Net are
illustrated in Fig. 8. We can observe that RetinaNet and the
Unified method may fail to detect some occluded prohibited
items. RetinaNet+DOAM gives more accurate detection results
than RetinaNet since DOAM is specifically designed for X-
ray security images. Our DML-Net is capable of detecting

TABLE VII: The number of parameters (Params), Giga
floating-point operations per second (GFLOPs), training time
(hour), and inference latency (frame per second) obtained
by different methods on the OPIXray+SIXray dataset. All
experiments are conducted on a single NVIDIA RTX 3090
GPU.

Method Params (M) GFLOPs Training Time Latency
RetinaNet 36.19 18.79 1.16 0.0169

RetinaNet+DOAM 36.21 20.94 1.33 0.0182
SSD 24.28 30.69 1.10 0.0120

SSD+DOAM 24.30 32.84 1.16 0.0132
YOLOv3 61.55 19.39 1.35 0.0137

YOLOv3+DOAM 61.57 21.84 1.53 0.0156
FCOS 32.02 18.29 1.22 0.0186

FCOS+DOAM 32.04 20.44 1.42 0.0196
YOLOv7 42.56 18.96 1.30 0.0130

YOLOv7+DOAM 42.58 21.11 1.50 0.0140
LA 37.03 23.54 1.69 0.0212

Unified 40.20 35.67 1.45 0.0235
UniDet 45.49 40.32 2.34 0.0439

Unidetector 46.87 42.58 2.55 0.0526
DML-Net (ours) 36.20 20.65 1.28 0.0177

more prohibited items than other competing methods. By
introducing LAE into RetinaNet, the appearance information
of prohibited items can be enhanced while the negative effect
of background clutters is suppressed, facilitating dual-mode
learning. Meanwhile, dual-mode learning effectively alleviates
the large domain discrepancy and category differences between
datasets, improving the final detection performance on X-ray
security images.

4) Computational Complexity Analysis: We report the num-
ber of parameters, Giga floating-point operations per second,
training time, and inference latency obtained by different
competing methods on the OPIXray+SIXray dataset, as shown
in Table VII. Compared with RetinaNet, the number of
parameters of DML-Net slightly increases, but the perfor-
mance gains are more significant (see Table IV). Besides,
our DML-Net outperforms RetinaNet+DOAM with fewer pa-
rameters (36.20M vs. 36.21M). This demonstrates the effi-
ciency of LAE. Additionally, the training time of DML-Net
is remarkably lower than Unified, UniDet, and Unidetector.
For the inference latency, compared with RetinaNet+DOAM,
SSD+DOAM, YOLOv3+DOAM, YOLOv7+DOAM, and
FCOS+DOAM, our DML-Net achieves similar results. This
can be ascribed to the fact that DML-Net adopts a lightweight
lattice-structure based appearance enhancement module.

5) Failure Case Analysis: Fig. 9 presents some failure
cases of our DML-Net on the OPIXray+SIXray dataset. The
failure cases can be roughly summarized into two aspects:
1) Small item size: For prohibited items with small image
sizes, our method sometimes struggles to detect them. Some
false negative examples are given in the first three columns
of Fig. 9. This is because of the limited information on
small prohibited items, increasing the difficulty of extracting
discriminative features for detection. Hence, DML-Net cannot
accurately detect the small prohibited items. To address this
issue, we can incorporate contextual information (such as local
pixel context or semantic context) in the detection network. 2)
Data limitations: Our method may fail to detect the prohibited
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   (a) Input images          (b) Ground-truths            (c) RetinaNet           (d) RetinaNet+DOAM            (e) Unified                   (f) DML-Net

Fig. 8: Visualization of (a) input images, (b) ground-truths, and the detection results obtained by (c) RetinaNet, (d)
RetinaNet+DOAM, (e) Unified, and (f) our DML-Net. The first, second, and third rows show the results on SIXray, HiXray,
and OPIXray, respectively.

Straigt_Knife Straigt_Knife
Multi-tool_Knife

Folding_Knife

Unity_Knife

Unity_Knife

Fig. 9: Examples of failure cases on the OPIXray+SIXray dataset. The first row shows the original image and the corresponding
ground-truths. The second row gives the detection results obtained by our method.

items when the training data of one prohibited item category
are limited. Some false positive examples are given in the
last two columns of Fig. 9. In such cases, there exists the
severe class imbalance between classes. As a result, the trained
detector tends to focus on the detection of majority classes
while ignoring minority classes. To tackle the issue posed by
data limitations, we can either balance the data distribution
during training or employ more advanced loss functions.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigate an under-explored but important
task, which targets training a universal X-ray image detector
on the multi-dataset. To address this task, we propose a
novel DML-Net based on an enhanced RetinaNet. Specifically,
we introduce an enhanced RetinaNet by designing LAE to
enhance appearance representations of prohibited items, miti-
gating the occlusion problem in X-ray security images. Based
on the enhanced RetinaNet, the learning process of DML-
Net involves both common mode learning and unique mode

learning to detect the common and unique prohibited items,
respectively. By tightly combining the dual modes, we signifi-
cantly eliminate the domain discrepancy between datasets and
are able to effectively detect all the prohibited items across
datasets. Extensive experimental results on combined X-ray
image datasets show the superiority of our DML-Net method
in comparison with several state-of-the-art methods.
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