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Abstract—Automatic modulation recognition (AMR) is a cru-
cial step in wireless communication systems, which identifies
the modulation scheme from detected signals to provide key
information for further processing. However, previous work
has mainly focused on the identification of a single signal,
overlooking the phenomenon of multiple signal superposition
in practical channels and the signal detection procedures that
must be conducted beforehand. Considering the susceptibility of
radio frequency (RF) signals to noise interference and significant
spectral variations, we propose a novel Hierarchical Feature Inte-
gration (HIFI)-YOLO framework for multi-signal joint detection
and modulation recognition. Our HIFI-YOLO framework, with
its unique design of hierarchical feature integration, effectively
enhances the representation capability of features in different
modules, thereby improving detection performance. We construct
a large-scale AMR dataset specifically tailored for scenarios of
the coexistence or overlapping of multiple signals transmitted
through channels with realistic propagation conditions, consisting
of diverse digital and analog modulation schemes. Extensive
experiments on our dataset demonstrate the excellent perfor-
mance of HIFI-YOLO in multi-signal detection and modulation
recognition as a joint approach.

Index Terms—Automatic Modulation Recognition, Multi-signal
Detection, Hierarchical Feature Integration.

I. INTRODUCTION

With the rapid proliferation of mobile devices and ad-
vancements in wireless communication technologies, there is a
growing demand for analyzing and monitoring radio frequency
(RF) signals [1]. The ability to detect and recognize RF signals
is crucial in the field of cognitive radio, providing support in
dynamic spectrum sensing, channel interference monitoring,
spectrum sharing, and various applications [2].

Automatic modulation recognition (AMR) plays a critical
role in wireless signal recognition, with the primary goal of
identifying the modulation scheme of received signals in com-
plex environments [3]. Traditional AMR methods primarily
relied on signal processing and extracting manually designed
features that distinguish signals from noise or signals with
different modulations [4]. However, designing manual features
requires strong prior expert knowledge and lacks generaliza-
tion when communication systems and environments change
[5]. In recent years, deep learning (DL) methods have grad-
ually been introduced into the AMR field and have achieved
results far superior to traditional methods. Structures based on
Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) [6], long short-term
memory (LSTM) [7], and transformer [8], among others, have

shown outstanding performance and strong generalization in
AMR due to their representation power of underlying features.
DL methods have become the mainstream solutions in both
academic research and industry.

Nevertheless, contemporary research paradigms for AMR
are constrained by certain limitations as they tend to ideal-
ize the channel conditions excessively. For instance, existing
methodologies often concentrate on the identification of single
signals [9], neglecting the potential temporal and spectral
overlaps that might manifest in real-world spectrum sensing
environments. Furthermore, current AMR methods typically
emphasize signal classification, omitting the detection process
of locating signals from the spectrum [10], which serves as a
fundamental prerequisite for modulation recognition tasks in
practical communication systems [11].

Establishing a unified DL framework for joint detection
and recognition of multiple signals is an effective solution
to address the requirements of spectrum sensing. To achieve
temporal and spectral localization of RF signals, it is impera-
tive to convert signals into spectrograms as a time-frequency
representation [12], allowing us to reframe the multi-signal
AMR issue as a classical object detection problem. RF signals
possess unique characteristics compared to natural images,
where signals are often subject to significant noise interference
[13], and modulation features may concurrently manifest in
both high-frequency (e.g., transient pulses) and low-frequency
(e.g., continuous waveforms) spectral variations. These at-
tributes render the extraction and comprehensive representa-
tion of modulation-related features arduous, posing challenges
for detection and AMR in complex environments.

To overcome the above limitation, we believe that the hier-
archical integration of features in the time-frequency represen-
tation serves as an effective method, which aids in integrating
details (e.g., spectral discontinuities) and overall patterns to
create a more comprehensive representation and suppress noise
interference. In this paper, we propose a novel HIerarchical
Feature Integration (HIFI)-YOLO framework for multi-signal
joint detection and modulation recognition. Our HIFI-YOLO
framework leverages the classical object detection model
YOLO [14] as its foundation. We specifically design multiple
stages in our framework to integrate hierarchical features.
In the backbone, we propose a low-frequency enhancement
(LFE) module to aid in signal localization and detection.
Additionally, we introduce a content-adaptive (CA)-Resampler
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Fig. 1. Framework diagram of our proposed HIerarchical Feature Integration (HIFI)-YOLO. RF signals are converted into a spectrogram as the input to the
framework, sequentially passing through the backbone, FPN-PAN neck, and finally obtaining the position and modulation through the predictive head.

module in the neck and a recombination head to facilitate the
fusion of multi-scale features. Our contributions are as follows:

1) We propose a novel framework, HIFI-YOLO, to achieve
joint signal detection and AMR for multiple signals.
HIFI-YOLO enhances feature representation through
hierarchical feature integration modules, including a
low-frequency enhanced backbone, CA-Resampler, and
feature recombination head.

2) We validate the effectiveness of multi-scale feature
integration for signal detection and recognition, en-
hancing representation range and anti-interference ca-
pability. Furthermore, enhancing low-frequency features
improves the spectral localization of signals.

3) Extensive experiments validate the performance of HIFI-
YOLO, surpassing baseline methods in terms of recog-
nition accuracy. Comprehensive ablation studies confirm
the effectiveness of various components.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Following the typical wireless communication system, a
single received RF signal ri(t) can be represented as follows:

ri(t) = [si(t) ∗ hi(t, τ)]e
−2πfit, (1)

where s(t), h(t, τ), τ , and fi represent the transmitted signal,
the channel impulse response function, channel parameters,
and the carrier frequency, respectively. ”∗” denotes the convo-
lution operation in the delay time domain.

In communication systems, the receiver simultaneously re-
ceives K independent signals existing in the channel, sampled
at a fixed rate fs, and subjected to Hilbert transformation.

r[n] =

K∑
i=1

ri[n] + wn[n], n = 0, 1, ..., N − 1. (2)

where wn(t) represents the Gaussian noise.
Signals are transmitted based on an orthogonal basis, re-

sulting in received signals r[t] having both in-phase and
quadrature (I/Q) components. When locating and detecting
multiple signals, we aim to determine the time and frequency
positions of the RF signals. Therefore, it is necessary to

transform the I/Q signals into the time-frequency domain for
processing. We use the short-time Fourier transform (STFT)
to convert the signal r[n] into a spectrogram X ∈ RNt×Nf :

X[m, k] =

N−1∑
n=0

r[m+ n]w[n]e−j2πmk/N . (3)

where w[n] is the window function. We then take the logarithm
of the spectrum X to calculate the energy gain and perform
peak normalization to obtain X̂ , which can be treated as an
image input for processing with our recognition framework.

III. METHODS

Our framework utilizes YOLO [14] as the foundation, which
is currently one of the most widely used object detection
algorithms, achieving end-to-end learning from pixel values to
bounding box coordinates and modulation class probabilities.
As a one-stage method for detection and classification, it
better aligns with the real-time processing requirements of
spectrum sensing in terms of efficiency. Due to its outstand-
ing performance in various industrial applications and strong
generalization compared to other iterative versions, we have
chosen YOLOv5 [15] as the benchmark architecture.

The overall architecture of HIFI-YOLO, as illustrated in Fig.
1, can be divided into three parts: the backbone network, the
neck network, and the prediction head. These components are
respectively utilized for deep feature extraction, multi-scale
feature fusion, and regression of prediction results. We have
specifically designed each of these stages to promote hier-
archical feature integration, thereby better suppressing noise
interference and enhancing the representation capabilities for
RF-related features. These will be elaborated on in detail in
the following sections.

A. Low-frequency Enhanced Backbone

RF signals are highly susceptible to high noise interference
during transmission. Therefore, effectively distinguishing sig-
nals in the presence of intense noise and accurately locating
them pose significant challenges in signal detection. Due
to noise in the channel often manifesting as high-frequency
components in the spectrogram and appearing as discrete



noise points in the image, we believe that enhancing the low-
frequency features of the spectrogram and suppressing high-
frequency features will help us better locate signals.

Based on the above considerations, we have specifically
introduced a low-frequency enhancement (LFE) module in
the backbone network. By applying low-frequency Gaussian
filtering to the image to suppress noise, we aim to obtain more
robust low-frequency features. Given the spectrum X̂ as the
initial input X0 ∈ R1×H0×W0 where we define H0 = Nt and
W0 = Nf , we apply layer-by-layer Guassian low-pass filtering
to generate the Gussian Pyramid {X(l)}L:

X(l) = Guassian(X(l−1)), l = 1, ..., L. (4)

where X(l) ∈ R1×
Hl−1

2 ×
Wl−1

2 is the l-th level of the pyramid
obtained by Gaussian filtering and downsampling. In the
backbone network of YOLO, the feature maps also gradually
decrease in size through convolutional downsampling, follow-
ing a pyramid structure. Therefore, we set the number of
levels L in the Gaussian pyramid to be equal to the number
of downsampling blocks in YOLO, where the feature map
Xl ∈ RCl×Hl×Wl in the backbone can correspond to the scale
of the spectrum in the Gaussian pyramid.

As X(l) represents the enhanced structures in the denoised
spectrum, we specifically designed the LFE module in each
block of the backbone to incorporate these low-frequency
features that aid in signal localization. LFE connects the
backbone features and low-frequency information in a residual
manner, calculated as follows:

Xl = Conv(Xl−1 + Conv(X(l−1))), l = 1, ..., L. (5)

where the output channels in the two convolutional layer are
Cl and CL−1. Based on the LFE module, the low-frequency
enhanced backbone network gradually integrates multi-scale
Gaussian pyramid information, thereby better suppressing
noise interference and preserving essential information. Our
experiments also verify the advantage of enhancing low-
frequency features over high-frequency features for signal
localization, as noise interference is typically represented as
high-frequency variations in the spectrums.

B. Content-Adaptive Resampler

In the YOLO architecture, the fusion and integration of
multi-scale features are achieved through the Feature Pyramid
Network (FPN) [16] and the Path Aggregation Network (PAN)
[17] as the neck. Multi-scale information is passed through
both top-down and bottom-up pathways to enhance the se-
mantics of shallow features and compensate for the detail
loss in deep features due to downsampling steps, enabling
bidirectional flow of hierarchical features.

In this process, matching features of different resolutions
for scale alignment is crucial, often achieved through sim-
ple nearest-neighbor or bilinear interpolation. However, these
fixed-pattern sampling methods overlook the semantics within
the feature maps and cannot dynamically integrate multi-
scale features. Building on prior work in effective upsampling
modules, including DySample [18], which employs offset
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Fig. 2. Module designs of the Content-Adaptive Resampler. The resampling of
features is guided by upper-level features, obtaining the sample offset through
a cross-attention mechanism and subsequently performing grid sampling.

generation for point sampling on feature maps, and CARAFE
[19], which utilizes content-aware upsampling kernels through
dynamic convolution, we introduce a Content-Adaptive Re-
sampler in HIFI-YOLO. This module leverages content-aware
guidance from upper layers for point sampling and extends its
applicability to both downsampling and upsampling modules.

We believe that the resampling process fundamentally aims
to achieve alignment and reorganization of features at higher
scales. Therefore, the resampling process should be guided
by the content of upper-level features, enabling the adaptive
selection of semantically related information. The proposed
CA-Resampler is shown in its basic form in Fig. 2. Initially, we
calculate the semantic correlations between different patches
of upper-level features Xl−1 ∈ RλHl×λWl×Cl−1 and lower-
level features Xl ∈ RHl×Wl×Cl−1 in a form similar to cross-
attention as the offsets S ∈ RλHl×λHl×2g for the sampling
set, where Xl has already undergone a convolutional layer to
align the number of channels with Xl−1.

Q = Xl−1,K = Xl, V = XlW
v,

S = Softmax(
QKT√
Cl−1

)V,
(6)

where Wv ∈ RCl−1×2g is projection weight, g represents
the number of feature partition groups, and λ indicates the
sampling scale, with options of 2 for upsampling or 0.5 for
downsampling. The sampling set S acts as the sampling offsets
in a manner similar to deformable convolution [20].

Then, we add the content-adaptive offsets S to the fixed grid
points I of bilinear sampling, then generating the resampled
map X

′

l ∈ RλHl×λHl×CL−1 through grid sampling:

X
′

l = GridSample(Xl,S + I), (7)

Our CA-Resampler preserves the resampling spatial structure
by maintaining fixed grid points I and incorporates semantic
guidance from the upper scales through generating content-
aware offsets, enabling adaptive hierarchical feature perception
and integration. Based on the grid sampling of DySample
[18], the lightweight CA-adapter does not introduce excessive
computational complexity and extends to both the upsampling
and downsampling processes of FPN-PAN.
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Fig. 3. Pipeline of RF signal generation.

C. Feature Recombination Head

YOLO uses multiple independent prediction heads to gener-
ate predictions for different scale feature maps Xl in the neck
network, corresponding to varying-sized prediction boxes. We
believe that segregating hierarchical predictions may impede
modulation recognition, as modulation-related features, in-
cluding frequency variations and spectral distribution, are
present in both the high-frequency and low-frequency parts of
the spectrogram, corresponding to features of different scales.

Therefore, in HIFI-YOLO, we propose a feature recombina-
tion head to enhance hierarchical feature integration, enabling
the utilization of comprehensive information of all the scales
for generating prediction results. Specifically, we uniformly
upsample feature maps to match XL, and concatenate them
to obtain the recombined X . X is processed by independent
prediction heads to integrate multi-scale information for gen-
erating classification results for objects of different sizes.

In addition, the prediction head of YOLOv5 shares pa-
rameters between the classification and localization branches,
which is disadvantageous because they handle different types
of information. Following YOLOX [21], we use decoupled
heads to separately predict the position and class probabilities,
reducing the number of convolutional layers to one and scaling
down the channel size to improve efficiency. In summary, our
feature recombination head is as follows:

X = Concat([upsample(X1), ..., XL]),

xl
reg = Headlreg(X ), xl

cls = Headlcls(X ).
(8)

where Head is a classifier composed of convolutional layers.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Dataset Generation

To reflect a realistic channel environment, we generate an
RF signal dataset with multiple signals coexisting through
simulation, supporting the training and evaluation. The signal
generation process is illustrated in Fig. 3. Several modulated
signals are randomly generated at the transmitter based on pre-
designed hyperparameters, occupying different positions in the
spectrum. After passing through a complex channel and noise
environment, these signals are sampled at the receiver.

Tab. I summarizes the dataset configuration. Our dataset
covers 14 common analog and digital modulation schemes,
allowing 3-5 signals to coexist at the receiver with a maximum
time-frequency overlap range of 0.4 relative to the signal
area. We simulate a Rician fading channel to replicate a real
environment while varying noise levels to assess performance

TABLE I
DATASET CONFIGURATION.

Parameters Configuration

BPSK, QPSK, 8PSK, 16PSK, 16QAM,
Modulation type 64QAM, 2FSK, 4FSK, 8FSK, OOK,

4ASK, 8ASK, AM-DSB, AM-SSB

SNR -10:2.5:10 (dB)
Samples 36000

Signal Length 204800
Sample rate 200kHz

Rician K-factor 4

Number of coexisting signals [3,5]
Maximum overlapping range 0.4

Duration distribution ’log-uniform’, [0.05, 1.0]
Bandwidth distribution ’log-uniform’, [0.05, 0.3]

across different signal-to-noise ratios (SNR). All received
signals are jointly displayed on a wideband spectrum at the
receiver. The dataset comprises a total of 36,000 samples.

B. Experimental Setups

We conduct experiments on HIFI-YOLO using our large-
scale multi-signal dataset. We divide the datasets for training,
validation, and testing by a ratio of 6:2:2. Our HIFI-YOLO
utilizes the lightweight YOLOv5-S as the base model to meet
the deployment requirements on mobile devices. The time-
frequency resolution of the input signal’s spectrogram is set to
640×640, and a 5-level Gaussian pyramid filtering is applied.
The partition groups g in the CA-Resampler are set to 4, while
the feature recombination head uses 1×1 convolutional kernel
to reduce complexity. The training batch size is set to 32, and
the AdamW optimizer is used with a learning rate of 0.002
and weight decay of 0.01. We use pre-trained YOLO models to
accelerate convergence, following other default configurations.

We compare our HIFI-YOLO with several classic object
detection methods, including Faster-RCNN [22], SSD [23],
CenterNet [24], CornetNet [25], DETR [26], and our baseline
YOLOv5-S. In addition, we compare with YOLO-gIoU [10],
which is also proposed for RF signal detection. All experi-
ments are implemented on an NVIDIA GTX 3090 GPU.

C. Comparison with baselines

We use the classic mAP and F1 score metrics from the
object detection domain as evaluation criteria. We compare
our HIFI-YOLO with other state-of-the-art (SOTA) methods,
and the results are illustrated in Tab. II and Fig. 4. HIFI-YOLO
outperforms existing SOTA methods across all SNR levels and
achieves the highest mAP50:95 (abbreviated as mAP) of 68.9%
and the highest F1 score of 0.730. In comparison to the original
baseline YOLOv5, we achieve a performance improvement
of 3% to 5% across three metrics by incorporating enhanced
hierarchical feature integration into the framework. Notably,
due to the improved noise resistance resulting from the hier-
archical feature integration and low-frequency enhancement,
HIFI-YOLO demonstrates a significant advantage in low-SNR



TABLE II
PERFORMANCE COMPARISON OF ALL METHODS

Benchmarks Params (M) Flops (G) mAP50:95 (%) mAP50 (%) F1

Faster-RCNN [22] 41.4 134.3 63.1 73.8 0.702
SSD [23] 26.3 218.2 59.3 71.3 0.673

CenterNet [24] 32.1 123.3 61.3 71.8 0.689
CornetNet [25] 201.0 1016.1 66.2 73.2 0.709

DETR [26] 41.6 60.5 61.4 70.8 0.691
YOLOv5 [15] 7.2 16.5 65.8 74.8 0.709

YOLO-gIoU [10] 61.5 154.7 65.5 75.1 0.707

HIFI-YOLO (Ours) 7.7 19.1 68.9 76.8 0.730

Improvement to baseline YOLOv5 +6.9% +15.7% +4.7% +2.7% +3.0%

Fig. 4. Comparison with other methods under different SNR levels.

scenarios. For instance, at -2.5dB, mAP of HIFI-YOLO in-
creases from the original YOLOv5’s 55.2% to 59.1% (+7.0%).

Visualization in Fig. 5 demonstrates the ability of HIFI-
YOLO to detect, locate, and classify multiple signals that
coexist or overlap simultaneously. HIFI-YOLO can effectively
recognize signals in complex scenarios with low SNR (-2.5dB,
bottom left) or small signals with short bandwidth. Even in
scenarios where multiple signals overlap complexly in the
time-frequency domain, HIFI-YOLO is still able to distinguish
and recognize modulation schemes effectively.

We utilize widely-used metrics such as the number of pa-
rameters and floating-point operations (FLOPs) to compare the
complexity. Although HIFI-YOLO introduces a slight increase
in computational complexity compared to baseline YOLOv5
(mainly coming from the prediction head while other modules
are lightweight), it is still much lower than other methods.
Moreover, it significantly outperforms in recognition accuracy,
showcasing its potential for deployment on mobile devices.

D. Ablation on the LFE module

We validate the effectiveness of low-frequency feature en-
hancement. We compare two other scenarios: (1) without using
the LFE module and (2) using high-pass filtering instead of
our low-pass filtering to generate the Laplacian pyramid.

Fig. 5. Visualization of the detection and modulation recognition results.

TABLE III
ABLATION ON THE LOW-FREQUENCY ENHANCED BACKBONE

Methods Filtering mAP50:95(%) mAP50(%) F1

w/o LFE NA 67.8 75.4 0.721
w LFE Laplacian 67.3 76.3 0.718
w LFE Guassian 68.9 76.8 0.730

In Tab. III, Low-frequency enhancement significantly im-
proves performance compared to not using the LFE module.
Conversely, high-frequency enhancement with the Laplacian
pyramid leads to a decrease in accuracy, supporting our view
that enhancing low-frequency information helps suppress noise
and accurately locate signals.

E. Ablation on the CA-Resampler

We apply our CA-Resampler for upsampling and down-
sampling in the Neck stage, and the results are shown in
Tab. IV. It is evident that applying the CA-Resampler for
both upsampler and downsampler improved performance, with
a 3.5% increase in mAP compared to the original sampling



TABLE IV
ABLATION ON THE CONTENT-ADAPTIVE RESAMPLER

Upsampler Downsampler mAP50:95(%) mAP50(%) F1

% % 66.6 75.2 0.712
! % 67.4 75.4 0.716
% ! 67.8 76.3 0.726
! ! 68.9 76.8 0.730

TABLE V
ABLATION ON THE FEATURE RECOMBINATION HEAD

Methods mAP50:95(%) mAP50(%) F1

Original 67.8 76.3 0.719
Recombination Head 68.9 76.8 0.730

module. This demonstrates that our CA-Resampler, guided by
upper-level features, effectively integrates multi-scale features
to enhance representational capacity. It shows effectiveness
in both top-down and bottom-up information propagation, as
upper-level features can adaptively perform semantic selection.

F. Ablation on the Recombination Head

We validate the role of the proposed feature recombination
head, which is also the main source of increased computational
complexity in HIFI-YOLO (2GFlops increase). In Tab. V, after
applying the recombination head, mAP and F1 scores im-
proved by 1.6% and 1.5%. This validates the effectiveness of
hierarchical feature recombination and decoupled predictions
for detection and classification, as modulated-related features
often manifest at different scales in feature maps.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed HIFI-YOLO, a joint framework
integrating signal detection and multi-signal AMR for time-
frequency coexisting signals. HIFI-YOLO was designed for
hierarchical feature integration, enhancing the representation
capability of multi-scale features. We built a large-scale
dataset with multiple signals coexisting, reflecting real-world
conditions. Experiments showed that HIFI-YOLO achieves
outstanding accuracy in identifying overlapping signals.
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