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Abstract: The increasing global population at a rapid pace makes road traffic dense; managing such massive traffic is challenging. In developing countries like Pakistan, road traffic accidents (RTA) have the highest mortality percentage among other Asian countries. The main reasons for RTAs are road cracks and potholes. Understanding the need for an automated system for the detection of cracks and potholes, this study proposes a decision support system (DSS) for an autonomous road information system for smart city development with the use of deep learning. The proposed DSS works in layers where initially the image of roads is captured and coordinates attached to the image with the help of global positioning system (GPS), communicated to the decision layer to find about the cracks and potholes in the roads, and eventually, that information is passed to the road management information system, which gives information to drivers and the maintenance department. For the decision layer, we projected a CNN-based model for pothole crack detection (PCD). Aimed at training, a K-fold cross-validation strategy was used where the value of K was set to 10. The training of PCD was completed with a self-collected dataset consisting of 6000 images from Pakistani roads. The proposed PCD achieved 98% of precision, 97% recall, and accuracy while testing on unseen images. The results produced by our model are higher than the existing model in terms of performance and computational cost, which proves its significance.
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1  Introduction

Cities are becoming densely populated because of the massive migration toward urban areas. With the growth of the population worldwide, many governments face a significant challenge in managing such a population effectively, with most people moving from rural to urban areas. With the rise of this challenge, many countries plan to bring technological advancements, such as deploying intelligent sensors around the cities, automatic water management systems, and automating transportation systems to meet Smart Cities’ requirements [1–4]. A daily rise in road traffic accidents (RTA) made driving around the smart city’s roads a concern.

Pakistan ranks first in Asia in road accident deaths. In Pakistan, only four hundred cases were reported to RTA in Punjab; according to the “World Health Organization” report, 2.9% of deaths are caused by the RTAs [5]. The primary reason for these incidents is the poor conditions of roads and the presence of cracks and potholes. Therefore, there is a need for an automated system that helps detect the road surface’s cracks and potholes [5].

Road cracks and potholes are essential indications of road faults among many types of pavement discomfort, and they should be identified promptly for asphalt-surfaced pavement repair and reconstruction tasks [6]. The explanation is that this type of fault significantly slows traffic and creates an unsafe situation for drivers in smart cities.

A pothole is generally defined as a bowl-shaped depression with a minimum plane diameter of 150 mm on the pavement surface [7]. Cracks created in the direction of the traffic flow are referred to as longitudinal cracks, and transverse cracks are those created perpendicular to the traffic flow. The causes of cracks and potholes can usually be infrastructure aging, intense traffic levels, inadequate drainage, thin pavement surface substructure, and poor substructure [8]. In developing nations, during annual field inspections, pavement potholes are frequently manually identified by inspectors from municipal transport authorities. While this traditional approach can help achieve detailed pothole measurement, data collection and analysis often have poor efficiency. The observation is that less than 10 km a day can only be examined by a pavement inspector [9]. Transport authorities need to automate potholes and crack identification since many road parts need to be inspected periodically. In addition, the effective pavement surveying process contributes dramatically to economic benefits. This is because pavement repair costs can be saved by up to 80 percent if reconstruction is carried out promptly [10].

The use of deep learning (DL) can play a vital role in solving real-life problems after the advancements in computer systems, especially graphical processing units (GPUs). DL automation in areas of various domains is straightforward, such as medical [11,12], agriculture [13–15], proper water resources supply [16], facial expression identification [17] and in cities surveillance [18]. In recent years, the most exciting topic has been damage, cracks, and pothole detection of road surfaces using artificial intelligence. In particular, deep learning provides many research approaches to identify damage to road surfaces.

Many studies have also been carried out with neural networks to solve road-related problems. However, it is concluded that these approaches suffer from three significant shortcomings compared to traditional inspection methods that rely on image processing. Firstly, there is no standard publicly available dataset to analyze results. The authors used their own images to train each presented study’s road damage identification model. Although some object recognition datasets are available, such as PASCAL VOC [19] and ImageNet [20], they are not related to road damage assessment. It is decided that a common dataset on road pavement damage detection is required. Secondly, the state-of-the-art object detection methods exercise deep learning with limited approaches and are used for limited damage issues. Thirdly, road surface damage has varied into various categories; some studies have been contained only in the longitudinal or lateral direction to identify or classify damage [21,22]. To address this dilemma, an automated is needed, with low-cost road inspection system that allows the government to overcome road safety issues.

In light of these drawbacks, this stduy developed a new dataset of the road damage caused by road traffic which contains 6000 images. The dataset is developed using multiple devices from the different roads of Lahore district, the capital of Punjab province of Pakistan. Afterward, this paper proposed a new model based on a convolutional neural network (CNN) named the Pothole Crack Detection (PCD) model to aid in building Smart Cities. The proposed technique detects cracks and potholes, the location of damaged areas, etc. It is helpful for the drivers and road management departments to urgently detect and repair the roads.

It consists of sections: the input phase, where data is fed; the pre-processing block, where operations like white balance, image resizing, and data distribution are applied for training, validation, and testing; Data from the pre-processing block is attached to the model for training/validation. Eventually, PCD is accompanied by a decision support system (DSS) to automate the process for crack detection and record the geo-coordinates to locate the damaged area in no time. The result is executed to ensure the concept section and, later, the model hypothesis. Our main contributions are:

1.    This study proposed a decision support system that facilitated the drivers and different road services providers to the various road safety departments in Smart City.

2.    Developed a deep learning-based CNN model named Pothole Detection Crack Detection (PCD) system that can detect cracks, potholes, and normal road patches in Smart City.

3.    The proposed model contained fewer parameters than other state-of-the-art models, which reduces time and computational cost while maintaining competitive performance.

4.    In detecting road damage, no single large-scale dataset is available like other object detection datasets. This study presented the largest self-collected dataset for road cracks, as per our knowledge, consisting of 6000 photographs from the roads in Punjab, Pakistan.

2  Related Work

Road surface potholes and road crack detection became general research areas in pavement crack detection. Several researchers showed keen interest in working in the area of automation of road surfaces in smart cities. In developing countries, automation in construction gets very popular, and many works have been performed on it. Previous research has adopted many techniques and methodologies for smart cities using deep learning. Research conducted by Khan et al. [23] proposed a traffic congestion system using data fusion in smart cities to predict the region-based traffic flow. They trained the CNN and long short-term memory (LSTM) models on CityPulse Pollution and CityPlus Traffic dataset and achieved 92.3% accuracy and an RMSE value of 49. In [24], a cloud-assisted internet of things intelligent transportation system (CIoT-ITS) monitors traffic flow and controls traffic signals. The proposed CIoT-ITS improved smart city transport management and vehicle speed calculation by reducing energy utilization (23.8%), prediction (94.2%), fuel consumption (31.5%), green transportation (93.1%), traffic congestion (27.1%), traffic management (96.4%), cost ratio (28.2%), and high performance (96.7%). Rowe et al. [25] presented a crowd data gathering strategy that used smartphone sensors and 1D-CNN inference to detect road faults like potholes. A car’s dashboard-mounted iOS smartphone ran a specialized program to collect data. The proposed method obtained 98% precision.

Many studies were employed to detect cracks and potholes in deep learning. CrackDN was proposed in a study [26] to see sealed and unsealed cracks on complicated roads. CrackDN was based on Fast-RCNN architecture by inserting a sensitivity detection network parallel to the feature extraction CNN. CrackDN’s detection means average precision (mAP) was over 90%. CrackDN can still identify above 0.85. Sealed and unsealed marking cracks were the hardest to detect. A novel detection approach [27] based on Faster R-CNN was used to autonomously recognize and locate pavement distress. Six thousand four hundred ninety-eight pavement photos trained 20 Faster R-CNNs. Training performance was assessed to choose the best faster R-CNN. In testing, the superior accuracy, recall, and location error rates were 90.4% and 89.1%, comparable to training and validation averages. Dung et al. [28] suggested a fracture detection approach based on fully convolutional network (FCN) for semantic segmentation on concrete crack images. The encoder-decoder FCN network was trained end-to-end on 500 crack-labeled pictures for semantic segmentation. FCN network accuracy was 90%. Three pre-trained network topologies on a public concrete crack dataset serve as the FCN encoder’s backbone. The study [29] used CNN to detect concrete cracks without calculating defect attributes. As CNN’s can automatically learn picture features, the proposed method worked without conjugating image processing techniques (IPTs). The 40 K-image CNN has 98% accuracy. The findings revealed that the proposed method could locate actual concrete cracks.

The study [30] tested the accuracy and practicality of thermal imaging for pothole identification. After gathering sufficient data containing photographs of potholes under various conditions and weather and augmenting the data, the convolutional neural networks strategy of deep learning was applied, a new solution in this issue domain employing thermal imaging. The self-built convolutional neural model was compared to pre-trained models. One of the pre-trained convolutional neural networks based residual network models correctly detected photos with 97.08% accuracy. Hoang [31] proposed an automatic asphalt patch recognition method based on image texture analysis and hybrid machine learning methods. The least squares support vector machine (LSSVM) utilized image texture features based on color channel statistics and the gray-scale co-occurrence matrix to distinguish patched from non-patched areas. Differential flower pollination (DFP) was employed to optimize LSSVM training. A dataset of 1000 image samples was used to train and evaluate the integration of LSSVM and DFP. Experimental results showed that the proposed model has a high classification accuracy rate (95.30%), positive predictive value (0.96), and negative predictive value (0.95). Liu et al. [32] developed a U-Net-based model to detect and segment concrete cracks. U-Net was more elegant than deep convolutional neural network (DCNN), with better robustness, effectiveness, and accurate detection. The current U-Net achieved higher accuracy with a smaller training set than prior FCNs.

Ye et al. [33] proposed two CNNs techniques to detect the pavement. The proposed model was trained and tested on a self-created dataset. The main difference between the CNNs was the pre-pooling CNN pre-processed pavement photos before the first convolutional layer. The optimized pre-pooling CNN got 98.95% recognition accuracy. The stability study showed the optimized CNN model’s robustness in real-world scenarios (e.g., light conditions and pavement materials). Research conducted by Naddaf-Sh et al. [34] proposed a CNN model to detect different cracks. The classifier and mapping algorithm is tested using drone-captured photos and videos of damaged pavement. The proposed CNN classified fractures 97% accurately in both cases. In real-time, the mapping technique can map surface fractures at 11.1 km/h. Maeda et al. [35] developed a dataset from seven cities in Japan having eight different classes. The dataset consisted of categories such as wheel mark, joint construction, equal interval, joint construction, alligator crack (Rutting, bump, pothole, separation), white line blur, and crosswalk blur. They employed different deep learning models single-shot detector (SSD), using InceptionV2 and MobileNet. The proposed model achieved 75% precision and inference of 1.5 s. Manalo et al. [36] developed a transfer learning-based model to detect the pothole based on You Only Look Once (Yolov3). The detection model had an average precision of 95.43%, while recognized potholes had accuracies ranging from 33% to 69%, which is expected given the many forms and sizes of potholes. Three models were investigated, such as Yolov3, mask region-based convolutional neural network (Mask RCNN), and CNN, to detect the potholes [37]. Chen et al. [38] proposed a CNN model to identify potholes. They replaced the transfer connection block with a multi-level feature fusion block and a cascading block detector with a multi-step one. The proposed method achieved 75.24% accuracy. Anandhalli et al. [39] developed a pothole dataset from different Indian cities. They trained and tested the dataset on CNN and YOLOv3 deep learning models. The proposed models achieved 83% accuracy on YOLOv3% and 98% on CNN. Kavita [40] detected and segmented the potholes using the transfer learning Mask RCNN model. The proposed method performed well in varying weather and lighting conditions.

The previous approaches had three major flaws: first, there’s no public standard dataset for outcome analysis. In each study, the authors used photos to train the model. PASCAL VOC [19] and ImageNet [20] were objected recognition datasets but not related to road damage assessment. This study agreed a common pavement damage dataset was needed. Third, road surface damage has been categorized in various ways; some researchers focused on longitudinal or lateral damage [21,22]. An automated, low-cost road inspection system to improve traffic safety is needed.

3  Materials and Methods

Several machines and deep learning-based methods have already been proposed for road crack detection. Some of them achieve good results. However, one standard limitation of these models is that they are not trained on an extensive dataset. Moreover, these models’ time and computational costs are also high due to the vast parameters. The menuscript proposed a decision support system for road cracks and pothole detection in this study. For the training, a self-composed dataset of road images through multiple capturing devices is used.

3.1 Dataset

No large-scale public dataset for road damage detection is available for other object detection tasks, such as CIFAR10 [41] and LISA Traffic Sign Detection Dataset [42]. However, a dataset for pothole detection with only 665 images is available, which is insufficient to train a robust model to detect road cracks. In this work, developed a dataset of 6000 images having three classes normal, crack, and pothole, as shown in Fig. 1. These images were acquired from different sources with the help of smart city cameras, using smartphones fixed on the vehicle and drone camera. For this research, images were collected from the different roads of the Lahore district.
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Figure 1: Examples of images in database

These images are captured from different angles, under weather conditions such as overcast, rainy, low light, and few at night. After collecting these images, they are manually labeled into three classes: Pothole, crack, and normal images. The normal class consists of 2000 images, the crack class has 2000 images, and the pothole class consists of 2000 images, as shown in Table 1. This dataset is shared for future research to expand research in this field.
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Our dataset can be found on the google drive link https://bit.ly/3scBvlG (accessed Aug. 24, 2022). The dataset of 6000 images (RGB, Jpeg type) is divided into three parts: training, testing, and validation, with 60%, 20%, and 20% ratios, respectively. Therefore, 3600 images are used to train PCD, 1200 images are used for testing, and the remaining 1200 images are used for validation, as shown in Table 1. The images used in training and validation do not include in testing. In this way, the perforamcne can be determined of the proposed model.

3.2 Data Augmentation

Data augmentation is always recommended to train the deep learning model to achieve better accuracy [43]. The different data augmentation techniques are applied using the Image Data Generator method in Keras [44] to fulfill the need for maximum data for training to avoid overfitting or underfitting. The featurewise_centre, which transforms the images to 0 means for object invariance, is frozen to True in our case. The rotation_range is a value in degrees (0–180) to rotate pictures randomly; and set the rotation range at 20. The contrast enhancement is also primed to True, which adjusts objects’ relative brightness and darkness in the scene to improve their visibility. The horizontal_flip, which randomly flips images horizontally, and the vertical_flip, which randomly flips images vertically, are set to True. The size for each image is set to 256 × 256 dimensions of the pixel.

3.3 The Proposed Network

Classification using Artificial Neural networks is embraced as the best approach to solving pattern recognition problems. Hence, this study used entirely related CNN for the detection of potholes and cracks. PCD persists on multiple blocks; consider these blocks working as sequential from the inside because every block takes the input from the previous block to proceed further. The flow of our proposed PCD model and block definitions are presented in Fig. 2.
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Figure 2: Flow chart of the proposed methodology

The complete architecture for an automated intelligent Pothole Cracks Detection system for smart road condition prediction is shown in Fig. 3; the basic concept is derived from the automobile parking system [4] and focuses on improving road maintenance through viable predictions. It is called the decision support system (DSS) for our proposed model PCD. The PCD encompasses layers; the first layer is for capturing images from the road using multiple recording devices and store on a cloud server using multiple communication channels. At the first layer, a geotagging API is used to hoard the coordinates of captured images and pass them to the cloud server, where information for images and their GPS location are stored. Different transport management systems are already studied for smart cities to predict road conditions, such as road management systems, road supervision services, road location services, etc. Decision-making is the most critical part of these systems; hence, a deep learning-based decision-support system was constructed. PCD model is placed at the decision-making layer in our proposed network and is linked to a road information system that provides data on road conditions in various locations. The road information system is connected to various end-user devices, including smartphones and tablets.
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Figure 3: Decision support system for the proposed PCD

3.3.1 Road Information System (RIS)

The RIS provides drivers and the road maintenance department with information about road conditions. The RIS’s ability to provide reliable information about the road to drivers and the road maintenance department highly depends on the decision support system’s efficiency. Data is collected from various roads using various capturing devices and then transmitted to the processing layer through the communication layer, where it is processed for road condition detection. This decision support system retrieves stored data of different roads from the processing layer in response to a car driver’s question seeking information about a particular road’s condition. Before being sent to RIS to alert the driver to the road situation, the collected data is analyzed by a deep learning algorithm based on a decision support system.

3.3.2 Decision Support System

The decision support method proposed for road condition prediction uses data from collecting photographs to predict the state of various roads. This paper used a CNN to estimate the road situation of a particular road after obtaining the captured image data. Convolution, pooling, and activation layers are convolutional neural networks’ main components and blocks (CNNs). In order to increase the efficiency and generalization of neural networks, the layers mentioned above extract features of images, augment nonlinearity and keep feature dimensionality to a minimum.

The CNNs convolution layer is primarily used to extract image features, but it also keeps the spatial relationship of pixels in the original pictures. The kernel of a CNN Model is only a filter used to find interesting parts of an image. The kernel is a matrix that iteratively does a dot product with a sub-region of the input data and obtains the result as a matrix of dot products. The kernel will move forward on the input data depending on the stride value. After performing the above process, a matrix is obtained, which is called a feature map. A convolution kernel or filter is a series of 2D arrays of weights used in deep learning. Each 2D array of weights is applied to the previous layer’s input channels to build multiple channels, which are then added together to form one output feature map. In order to create several function maps of the output layer, this procedure gets repeated for all two-dimension arrays of weights. As a result, different feature maps are generated using different convolution kernels with varying weights for the same input picture, implying that various convolution kernels extract multiple features. Lower convolution layers extract structural details and position information from a photo, whereas higher convolution layers’ feature maps provide more semantic context and less location information. An error backpropagation algorithm is used to learn and refine convolution kernels with weights during the training phase.

During the convolution stage of neural networks, an activation function introduces nonlinearity. The Rectified Linear Unit (ReLu) is a piecewise linear function that outputs only when it is positive. ReLu is favored in most cases; it trains the neural network even faster than others. All values set to zero in ReLu are also an operation performed elementwise. Since most learning data is nonlinear, the function activation guarantees that the feature map can be used for nonlinear operations after linear convolution.

After convolution and activation, the function of the pooling layer is to reduce the dimensionality of the feature maps by downsampling them; however, important information or background information is preserved. As a consequence, the pooling kernel’s outputs at the feature map are confined to a single value in the upcoming layer, thus expanding each neuron’s receptive field. Each pooling kernel’s maximum value is used in the max-pooling layer, and in the average pooling layer, each pooling kernel’s average value is used. The pooling layer decreases the number of model parameters and overfitting, resulting in improved generalization and resistance to minor transformations, scaling, and distortions.

Fully connected layers in CNNs lack image pixel location information and only have category information. Although CNN’s are effective instruments for producing feature hierarchies for the classification of an image, resulting in reasonably consistent crack and pothole images, the images lack spatial clarity and detailed crack delineation. Overall, using CNNs for image-based fine crack segmentation remains a significant obstacle.

3.3.3 Pothole Cracks Detection (PCD)

As shown in Fig. 4, PCD consists of 4 convolutional and four pooling layers as input layers. Every convolutional layer is attached to the activation function ReLU. In our model, a max pooling was used. Flatten, fully connected, and SoftMax are the three layers for output in our PCD network. In this model, the Adam optimizer is used to optimize our algorithm. The input shape of our images on the x-axis and y-axis is 256 × 256 in this model.
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Figure 4: Architecture diagram of the PCD model

In Table 2, insights for our PCD model and the configuration details are represented to have a better understanding.
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3.4 Evaluation Metrics

For evaluating the model after training and validation, different metrics are used to experience the performance. Our goal is to find out the model prediction. The learning effect of any model can be obtained using accuracy, but this is not enough metric. This is the main reason calculated recall, precision, and f1 score to know how well our model performs. The f1 score is the average of recall of the model and model precision. One is the maximum, and zero is the minimum value. The model is considered to be good if the value is maximum. The performance measures are described as follows:

Accuracy is the proportion of accurately predicted authentic and forged images. Accuracy is computed as:

ACC =((TP+TN))/(TP+TN+FN+FP)×100(1)

True positive (TP) is correctly classified tampered images, and false negative (FN) is the misclassified tampered images. True negative (TN) represents the correctly classified original images, and false positive (FP) represents the misclassified original images. A tampered image is misclassified if it is recognized as authentic, and an authentic image is misclassified if it is recognized as tampered.

The model that makes all the incorrect predictions is called an error. This is used to know about all the wrong predictions.

Error=((TP+FN))/(TP+TN+FN+FP)×100(2)

The total of positive predictions that were accurate; is also known as positive predictive value (PPV).

Precision=(TP)/(TP+FP)×100(3)

A recall is the ratio of a positive sample taken by the model; it is also pronounced as the model’s sensitivity.

Recall=(TP)/(TP+FN)×100(4)

The f1 score is the average of recall of the model and model precision. One is the maximum, and zero is the minimum value. The model is considered to be good if the value is maximum.

F1 Score =2×(Precision×Recall)/(Precision+Recall)×100(5)

Cross-validation (CV) is a resampling technique used to evaluate machine learning models on a limited dataset. Additionally, it protects prediction models from overfitting. K-Fold CV is a technique in which a given data set is spliced into K sections/folds, where each fold serves as a testing set at some point. Consider the 10-fold cross-validation case (K = 10). The data set is divided into ten folds in this case. The first fold tests the model in the first iteration, and the rest are used to train the model. In the second iteration, 2nd fold is used as the testing set while the rest serve as the training set. This process is repeated until each fold of the ten folds has been used as the testing set.

4  Results and Discussion

The proposed model was implemented by using Python language with the Keras library. The training and testing experiments were run using Google Colab [45], commonly available with powerful graphical processing unit (GPU) support. A 10-fold cross-validation technique was employed for the model’s training, which is known for offering better model performance, especially when the datasets are not comparatively enormous. Our model’s performance was evaluated using accuracy, positive predictive value (PPV), sensitivity, and f1 score evaluation matrices. The metric accuracy determines the data correctly classified in the testing set. PPV refers to how close two or more measurements are to each other irrespective those measurements are accurate or not; in short, the quality of being exact. Sensitivity measures the numeral of a category correctly classified from all the corresponding types in the testing set. The f1 score merges the recall and precision score into one metric by taking the harmonic mean.

4.1 Performance of the Proposed Pothole Cracks Detection (PCD)

The projected methodology was tested using a self-created dataset for road cracks and potholes. This study tried to find the other dataset for the specific problem for the comparison, but unfortunately, there is no public data available now; hence sole data samples were used. As mentioned in the previous section, a 10-fold cross-validation was used, which means the value of the K was set to 10 to distribute the validation of the dataset evenly to 20%. The results for each fold are shown in Table 3.
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As seen in Table 3, the accuracy produced in fold one was 90%. The number of images for each fold was even by randomly chosen samples from the dataset. As shown in Table 4, the module gradually improved its performance and grew the highest values of accuracy and f1 score to 98% in the seventh and 10th fold. The values of the seventh fold and last fold were almost identical. The performance drops after the seventh fold due to trying new parameters, but it did inverse. And finally, on the last fold model produces the same highest values, and since the model will produce the same value if trained further, the training process stopped here. 80% of all data was used in training, and the remaining 20% of unseen images were used for testing purposes. The confusion matrix for each iteration is presented in Fig. 5.
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Figure 5: Confusion matrix of the proposed PCD model

The summary of validation and testing for all three classes of cracks, potholes, and normal are depicted in Table 4. The overall accuracy of our proposed model is 97.47%, which is quite good. The reason for stating good accuracy is that our model has a meager computation cost compared to the state-of-the-art (SOTA) models for the classification problem. Only four layers were used in our method, while the others used dozen and hundreds of layers, increasing time and cost with minor improvements. Other SOTA models used millions of parameters for in training process of similar classification problems, but the proposed method took fewer parameters. The confusion matrix for training and testing of the projected method is presented in Fig. 6. The blue boxes in the matrix represent how many times the model predicted the sample in the correct category. At the same time, the other boxes refer to how many times the category is predicted into the wrong class.
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Figure 6: Confusion matrix or the proposed PCD model

In the given Fig. 7, training losses and accuracy are displayed. As the number of epochs increased, the losses decreased with each iteration while the accuracy increased. The right side of Fig. 7 refers to train and test accuracy, how many times it extracted the right features during training and how many times it predicted the correct category in testing. The other side explained the selection of wrong characteristics in training data and forecasted the wrong classes in testing data.

[image: images]

Figure 7: Cross-validation accuracy and loss of the proposed PCD model

The receiver operating characteristic (ROC) is illustrated by plotting the true positive rate (TPR) against the false positive rate (FPR) at different thresholds. In Fig. 8, the ROC curve is exhibited; it is a performance measurement for classification problems at various threshold settings. According to [46], the value of area under the curve (AUC) between 80:90 in a ROC curve can be interpreted as good, while 90:100 can refer to as excellent in classification problems. The testing ROC curve clearly shows an average AUC of 98%, which is a decent score for the given problem set.
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Figure 8: ROC curve of the proposed model

4.2 Results Comparison with State-of-the-Art Models

The best method to measure the performance of a proposed model is to train other models on the same dataset. In this study, to compare our model with other existing networks, This study devoted three pre-trained models and trained them on our dataset. The models were MobileNetV2 [47], InceptionV3 [48], and NASNet [49]. In most studies, MobileNetV2 is utilized for multiclassification and considered SOTA architecture in the object detection sphere. The results of all models mentioned above are presented in Table 5 to depict their corresponding performances. The first model was MobileNetV2 which produced almost identical results with 97.23% accuracy but embodied thirteen million parameters. The InceptionV3 model achieved a total accuracy of 90.72% with twenty-four million parameters. On the other hand, NASNet could only be offered the accuracy of 32.34% utilizing twenty-seven million parameters, a comparatively huge number of parameters. In contrast to these three models, our proposed model presented an accuracy of 97.47% using only 8.4 million parameters. The MobileNetV2 performance is close to our model, and there is a trade between computing cost and time. Hence, in the comparative analysis, our system is better than other networks in terms of accuracy by taking very few learning parameters. In general, it is a perception that having a greater number of parameters produces good results. Still, the excessive number of learning parameters makes a network slow, especially when powerful GPUs are missing, and increases the time in performing a given task. A large number of parameters could also lead to overfitting with small datasets, which is an even bigger problem in model training to perform classification tasks.
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In the proposed method, the overfitting enigma was not experienced. It is a state in which the model fits too well on the training samples and does not have good generalization ability, producing low accuracy results on new data. To Keep a check on overfitting, a validation process can be conducted on each iteration of a deep learning model. In Fig. 7, graphs for the loss and accuracy during the training process of our model are presented. Overfitting can be noticed by looking at these graphs. An overfitting network’s feature is that it performs well in categorizing the training data samples but poorly in classifying new data, like the validation data. It can be observed from the presented graphs that both training losses and validation losses keep decreasing over iterations of the training process. Hence, a decrease in the number of no-training losses but an increase in validation loss is experienced as the training iteration continues. Consequently, it can be concluded that our proposed model does not overfit and has a good generalization ability.

Other researchers studied classification problems related to road cracks and potholes using machine learning/deep learning models. The model was compared closely with other existing studies in Table 6. For the comparison, the accuracy metric is chosen and stated the in the table. There are only four studies that cross the accuracy above 90%. The highest accuracy from the existing research is for road crack mapping using optimized convolution neural networks, which is 97% but still not enough to beat the results of our proposed model. In terms of accuracy, our network achieved better value than the compared studies by a much smaller number of parameters. Thus, the proposed model can be significant for cracks and potholes detection from the roads for building smart cities.
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5  Conclusions and Future Work

Our study proposes a deep learning-based novel method called Pothole Crack Detection (PCD) and a decision support system to identify a smart city’s cracks, damages, and potholes in road areas. The proposed system is trained as a generic object identifier to detect and classify road damages from the self-collected 6000 images dataset. The dataset is collected from different regions with different environmental conditions, such as rainy, dusty, sunny, and dry conditions. This study used a deep learning-based technique called Pothole Crack Detection (PCD) based on CNN, composed of 4-layer architecture. In the proposed model, it used convolutional layers to extract the different features from the training images. Our approach performs better than existing methods, with an accuracy of 97.47%. It has a low computation cost as compared to other states of the art models. Finally, the results produced by this model are conclusive enough to be used in smart cities for real-time detection. Eventually, after completing the training process, the PCD model is deployed on a decision support system to automate the procedure for smart city cameras. However, improvements could be made, such as this model uses images of cracks and potholes from empty roads; for the next step, the model could be reused for training with road traffic images of cracks and potholes.
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Table 1: Summary of the dataset

Class labels ~ Training Testing Validation Total
Normal 1200 400 400 2000
Crack 1200 400 400 2000
Pothole 1200 400 400 2000
Total 3600 1200 1200 6000
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Table 3: PCD 10-fold cross-validation results

Measure F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 F10
Crack Images 152 151 151 151 151 151 151 151 151 151
Precision 0.9 096 093 094 092 095 094 097 094 094
Recall 0.86 085 096 09 097 093 1.00 094 095 1.00
F1 Score 0.88 0.9 094 095 094 094 097 096 094 0.97
Normal Images 151 151 151 151 151 151 151 151 151 151
Precision  0.86 0.89 0.0.94 095 097 097 1.00 095 096 1.00
Recall 099 093 1.00 09 098 097 099 09 1.00 0.95
F1 Score 092 091 097 09 097 097 099 09 098 0.98
Pothole Images 454 454 454 453 453 453 453 453 453 453
Precision 097 0.89 1.00 095 098 097 1.00 095 099 1.00
Recall 08 095 091 093 092 097 095 09 097 0.95
F1 Score 091 092 095 094 095 09 097 096 098 0.98
Accuracy 90% 91% 96% 95% 96% 96% 98% 96% 96%  98%
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Table 6: Comparison with existing pre-trained models

No. Author (Year) Title Methodology Accuracy
1 Maeda et al., 2018 [35] Road damage detection Deep neural 75%
networks
2 Zoph et al., 2018 [49] Predicting rut depth of  Gene expression 96%
asphalt mixtures programming
3 Majidifard et al., 2021 [50] Pothole detection for Yolo 97%
Indian road
4 Dharneeshkar et al., 2020 [51] Road cracks mapping Optimized 76%
convolutional
networks
5 Supangkat et al., 2020 [52] Pavement distress Yolov3 with SIFT  88.37%
detection
6 Du et al., 2020 [53] Pavement distress Deep learning 73.64%
detection
7 Ahmadi et al., 2021 [54] Road crack detection Heuristic 93.86%
algorithms
8 Manalo et al., 2022 [36] Pothole detection Transfer learning ~ 95.43%
PCD 97.47%
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Table 4: PCD model precision, recall, f1-score, and accuracy

Classes Precision  Recall F1-Score  Accuracy
Testing Crack 98% 96% 97% 97.47%
Normal 96% 100% 98%

Pothole 99% 97% 98%
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Table 2: PCD model configuration details

Convolutional layers

4 (filters size 3 x 3 each)

Max-Pooling

Input shape
Padding

Epochs

Batch size
Activation function

4 (filters size 3 x 3 each)
(256, 256, 3)
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Table 5: Comparison with MobileNet, InceptionV3 and NASNet

Model Parameters Accuracy  Loss
Mobilenetv2 [47] 13M 97.23% 0.02
InceptionV3 [48] 24M 90.72% 0.10
NASNet [49] 27.6M 32.34% 67.66
PCD 84M 97.47% 0.02
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