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BAAB=2—F %y b T —2 (CNN) IZ & 2 EER
ETFTNDOEEX, BT~ FHREROER ER/ME
T2 TH3. CNN O2EE IS & 75 R BEEDME H
ENBZ—HT, ZASDRNBICOVWTELIERI LTV
W, F TR TIE, SHEKBEBUCE 2RMMEE, R
MEH, FEHRERD 3 SO S CHME RRINCGAE S 5.
2. 18K EH

ﬁ@;ﬂ%Twwﬁ%%ﬁuf&ﬁ*ﬁkﬂf%%@J
Y OTRMEZERICE T2 D] @ 2 DICKAIT 3 Z 82T
x5.

2. 1. HAZERICN T 218K

Cross Entropy Loss Cross Entropy Loss (CE Loss)
&, B2 5 RfERE 1 1GEOF 28K THS. CE
Loss X, N 2% > FILOE, y RIEMET 251 O
T, § & TR \m LT, R (1) TRBE NS,

- Z y; -log(g (1)

CE Loss i&, Lce(y,9) #Ei/J\E:ttéJiﬁb ¥ET5.
Complement Entropy Loss Complement Entropy
Loss (CoE Loss) &, Complement Objective Training [1]
TREINLEAERY 7 A0ERZ P T 2 BKE-TDH
%. CoE Loss &, g 21IEfRZ S ADA VT v 7R LT,
= (2) ’Ci@ﬁéﬂé

LCoE — - Z Z yi]; log ( gi]; ) (2)
lIJ 1,i#9 1=9ig 1= 9ig
CoE Loss &, Leor(9) DMK 722 L5258 $%. CoE
Loss %3 L 7=E 7LZ CE Loss fi/IMbD#%1Z CoE Loss
BRILETS 72D, 1ODI= ANy FT2HEANRT A —
R HEFT 5.
2.2 5 ZERIIC X 9 2 185 BIEK
R ZeRoon 3 22551581, CE Loss &€ THW

5.
Center Loss Center Loss (&, FHEZEMicBWT, BT
75 ADRHEZEOT 21K TH 5. Center Loss
X, ANEGE TS RVLDORT%E N VY ILECES
D = {(x;,y,) L, WL T, ¥EWEER Y 5 RELE
we, BEEE £, ¥ LT, 3 (3) CREEN.

1 N
LCenter = 5 Z || fl

Center Loss 1¥, WR7 FADRHEL ZD 7 7 REDLE
@EEHE%EWNIZT% ¥T, VIANTHEIAZ S e n
TZ 5.

Prototype Conformity Loss Prototype Conformity
Loss (PC Loss) [2] 1&, FHAZEEIZBWT, R Y 5RO
WMBEZIED, BiRd 7 7 AORME L HETHEAEKTH
%. PCloss X, 77 A% k, L7 7 2% y;, #E06E
77 5 AEDL w LRE f, OBRE o = ||f, — w5, 2,
By = 1, — w2y v = s, —willo & LT, 3% (4) T
Hahs.

N
1
LPCZZ{O“_“ZWH-%)} (4)
i J#Yi

PC Loss %, a; ZHR/MLT 2 e CREERZ 7 7 XED
WED, (Bi+v) EERAET2ZeTr 7 RAEEMET X5
@<
3. il 2 ER

ARFEERTIE, CNN 2 CoE Loss, Center Loss, PC Loss
ZEALTHEHAZHES 5.

Ler(y,9) =

2]3% LTS

3.1.REREIR

ARERTIX, TR C e  RrBZEi & e =R,
R EVERRHE S 2. RHEZEi o mATFHEIC I,
7 5 A O EEERE % FEi$ % Silhouette score (Sil.)
FL2 o ADEHEEEG L RI%D 7 5 ADTEES 27 HES
% Calinski harabasz index (Cal.) % f\2%. FAHAEBIZ,
Grad-CAM Z A L TAIHILS 5.

3.2. RERZ M
v 87 —27FF)UZ ResNet-20, 1EME(LBIENZ ReLU,
BELTIEZE— X &4 SGD, Ny FH A X128, F
0y 77w MRIZ30%, FHOEHEFNE 200 =Ry 7T
H3. £, FBAiFE L LTCE Loss ZWVWT 100 =R v
yEBET 5. FEEF— &ty M CIFAR-10 ZHWV 3.
3.3. RERER
FERBERNC BT B R v R ZER 0 E B IR
J:l:@k’c?ﬁ 1WmR3. £1 &b, Center/PC Loss 8 AT
LIRSS, Bz o a v BREM itk %
ﬁ@pubf_ %72, CoE Loss + PC Loss DEEICRENEE
it ole.
# 1. FRARIERE & R R o E E Y FTif

test acc.[%] Sil. Cal.

CE 95.00 0.3773  2666.85
Z;Q; Center | 95.32  0.7896 15588.98
PC 95.21 0.7877  15218.74

CE 95.19 0.4653  3363.28

ﬁ;ﬁa Center | 9526 0.7928 1426911
PC 95.36 07924 14280.56

3.4 FREH DR

HHERBEBICBI3 77y aryvwy TER LIRS,
K1 &b, Center/PC Loss ZEAT 3 MR T 5 ADY)
REEICER T 2 Z e AT E 5. HRAHHEO R L
WO GRS A% Rk 2 Z 525, Center/PC
Loss ZEA U7z 7 UIEIEN O/NE R HiFICE 2 YA
HNLTHEMTHSE W 5.

ANEHR CE Loss Center Loss PC Loss

GT : bird bird (100.00%) bird (99.75%) bird (99.78%)

GT : bird bird (100.00%) bird (99.73%) bird (99.81%)

X 1. RSB 7 T vy a v~y TOfl
4.5HDIC

AWFETI, SHEREBICEIT 285 E, Rk,
HFRMEED 3 DOBURTHEMZHE L. FliEBRTIE,
Center/PC Loss ZHA L7z CNN i3, WW%EﬁﬁE’\N:?}:
AL, /NSREPICE 2N U CTEMR R E T 1ES
TE 3 Z PR TE. 5%I%, Vision Transformer 12
B2 MHEAMREZITS TETDH 5.
BE R
[1] H. Chen, et al., “COMPLEMENT OBJECTIVE

TRAINING”, ICLR, 2019.

[2] A.Mustafa, et al., “Adversarial Defense by Restrict-
ing the Hidden Space of Deep Neural Networks”,
ICCV, 2019.
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1L.IZC®IC

T—=XDRKY 7 M, EHROT —XoM0E T LVEY
RO F— 20 oM r ¥ Ik Ts 22 ThHD, 2
OBENIEBEZHETH L. FUTZ M, AXT7DL VX
DOREFHICEDRETE /4 X0, HRXTDOHUT K-
THRAETIMEILVPRIEREICEIDELS. Z0k5k
RV 7 M, BWAEET VOMRBRKTORRE 5. 20
720, TXAMOELEERT S e NEREL L. A
HTIXETNVOHIMARML O ARETH 5 Attention
Branch Network [1] & 2 BEAMIEIC K2 F VU 7 MMRAIE
PIRET 5.
2.B&EFE

RV 7 MEENZ, =T NVEEREO T — X 2% L EHRED

F—RoHELE TS Z 2 TiThbiLs. Rabanser 5DF
%21 1%, FNEhOT—ZIH U TRITHEE TV, 2 f5%
AREZ IO HELEELTRY 7 2B 5. 2285
BETNAPHNT 227 7 ARSI LT, 2 BARME

D—FT»H % Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) #E % W % #
HMFEDEREETHL ZERLT.
REFZE

AHIZETIE, ABN ZHW R 7 MRAEERIRR T 5.
ABN TliX, Attention branch 268/ 6N57 7> a v
~ v 7% Attention BBIC A1 U, FrEEBORHY & 8
LTHERZITS. Z207k®, RV 7 MIEkB7T7v>ay
< v TOEMIC K 5T, ANBEBROZEIKTT 2 FHED5#
FEN, PV FORAKEERREST2EZS. HIZIE,
K3 WCRTEIICRY 7 M LAEICHT 27T ay
~v A%, FUZbRLEHELTELTS. ZoZeh
5, 77 aryvy TOBEVWEEETLILT, FUY
MEHIDER IR TE 5. ABN WY 7 b
MEIORNER 11RT. F2, BEFREILTOTF—X
£y kORI Y Stepl 225 Step3 DIFAT F Y 7 MEA]
2119.
F—2tv ORI

T—Xty VEFEHT X, MEEHT—%, 7AMH
T—RD3DHETE. REEHT—R3FEEHT—& L
FUTF—X2MHTH2REL, FVZ7MRLDOT—XL
T3, TRAMAF—RIZEFIVEARKRDF — X510 L ARGE
L, NKUZFHDODT—RET 5.
Stepl. ABN O¥H

EERF—XEHWT ABN 2285 3.
Step2. VS AERSHT7ToavyIvIOERH

RUVZ b RLOTF—RE KU TbHHDT—&15, 5
ELIeH Y IVEBERIS L, 8 EA ABN AT 5.
FHNZFEND T — REHINT LT Attention branch O /13
577x%$\ﬁ%uﬂbamm Trvvavwy S
% (DA™ ,Dj7,), Perception branch ®fH/15 22 7 2
We£9Mi% (D™, DY) v L, RET 3.
Step3. KU 7 MM&H

Step2 TRDZEZHIIT LT, X (1) ITRT KS ME
%1TL\’ p{ﬁ (pAb’pAmprb) ’27}2257)5

Pab = KS(DAb Ddrlft)

pam = KS(D*™, Dg7%s,) (1)

pry = KS(DPb Dd'rzft)
p X, 2 00D HORBEFDBFRCTHZ EWVWIRED T
T, KS 2680 2EMitENZNU LDOME L 72 57
BThHb. K2, X (2) IRT XD pHORMEE pmin
35,

Pmin = Min(pap, PAm, DPb) (2)
BRI, Pmin <a THRIZFY 7Y LHETS. Z
T, o 3ERFRELAEOBMETH 5.

BHIE LTS

Ban | PERF-4

n=T KT EsY

FUZbaELOF—%

EfEas &

S FUTREL |

FUZrBY)OF—% i

kfiﬁk;é%07bﬁﬂ®ﬁh

4%@%%
BRETFEOENEZHAEST 272012, HERkFEL RV 7
MRAEE D L 217 5.
4.1. RERHE

AREEETIX, MNIST 7—&+t v + ¥ CIFAR-10 7—&
Y FEHWTRY 7 MEFIRITS. T —Xty bD5
HHHERT — X OPWNE Rabanser 5 DFE [2] 12ES. K
V7 FOBERIZE, ATy AR, KA, F—&
DAL ER NS, 2, FU 7 MREOD-DIZHE Y
T3 IV EFES 272512, FY 7 MRANCHW?
B IVEE 6 EAET . 22T, FMiifEEIcEsE
RV 7 F OFBRFETOHIMAREHN 5.
4.2. RERER

Rabanser 5 DFIE L BRFIEOEBEREX 2 1ITRT.
K2 Xb, U7 MEENZHWZ Y ZVEICED S
YRR ELTWS, Fi2, 2 P BDRZWIE MK
HEPM EL TV, BRICATS 7Y ) A %G5 LT
Boryrryaryey 7EX3IWRT. M3 &b, oy
T AREIZED KU T b OBIEREREE - T
R hB. ABNE7TFray~y FPRHAWTHE
MEATOD, TNHDEEBFS ZETRY 7 bR
BENMELTWEEEZLNS.
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£2%4 £272

FUZ %L BT/ AR
B 3: 77riarv<y SOOI

5.80DIC
AWETIE, ABN ZHWT RV 7 b 2RHT 3 Tz
;f;%?féb FU 7 MEABEDSM LT 2 Z e 2l L. £
72, RUZPENTET7T7vary=y 7OEESHL
To. S, Zofhio RV T MRAITFE L Ok, 77
Yyarvey ZTERWE R MERE, RV T FOFEERTF
EeBmL, EBRET5 I E2mET 5.
SEH
[1] H.Fukui, et al., “Attention Branch Network: Learn-
ing of Attention Mechanism for Visual Explana-
tion”, CVPR, pp.10705-10714, 2019.

[2] Rabanser, et al., “Failing Loudly: An Empirical
Study of Methods for Detecting Dataset Shift”,
NeurIPS, 2019.
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EH T —XDA%EHWTHE L7z Variational Autoen-
coder (VAE) [1] 1&, AJNIHIG L ZIEHE 7 — & OBEEK
MWARETH 5. BET—XEANLIEEE, EET—X
WA WESEOERR SN, AHTOBEMEI NS Ve i
BELBAITS. 2O %, VAE PEMBICKRT 2 L,
MM EERE T 5. £ 2 TARMIETIEX, AHITOEMER
JTHL, HOIAAZERIZB 2 BREMAFEEZRET 5.
@@J&&""ZFEJ“CMZ FRTF— R ORDI-EBLEHAEY L
THEETFT—RERAT 3. T/, BEMRAONRY I 21
DIABZER DN T D% % Center Loss [2] 12 & o THIHIF
5Z¢T, Eh3RERABEDMN 2K 5.
2.VAE ZHW-EER

VAE ZZ&p#esmzie LzAERET L THD, HRE
TIRONIFHEN ST —XE2ERT 2. 8T —X 0T
EHERNMTRATE 5720, T —XOMENC X > TH¥E
FRIZEENHNT —ZPERTE 2. EWHT— X0
WE FFR A VAE X, EFBFEMOABERK T %7
o, BETF—2E AN LEHETHERT—X L L THWM
KENb. {oT, ANT—20FLUELZRDZ e TH
WT—2ERETE 5.
.REFE

HDAAZEENC BT % BERHZ A T1OELEIC X %
BEBRANHAELE S T, BERIBEDR LK
%, RBEFRCIZ2EBERAMOBRNAEK 1 12RT.

AHRKTE

¥y 1
HUBEOHOTVT
;
;

»fx)

1: /EFHRIC X 2 B

3. 1.I20AAZERICEH T2 EER
HDIABZENZ BT 2 BREMANE, BEhc T AT —
ROFHE 2z L D2—27V v FIEBE d(2,c) &K, HHE
EHASHERREF LTS, EDcld, VAEICANLT
B2 TO¥E T —2ORBEEZ L TKRD 5.
3.2. ERZERH L IBDAAEM Z A SO E - REIRA
PERDEHRZER & 3.1. DM DIAALZEM %2 AW THIES
5. ZOTNELITITRT.
Stepl VAE ~NEi{§ x %2 AJ) U CHEIGZEH & DAL ZERH,
ZFNENTEREBRAZITS.
predg = 1[SSIM(x, &) > T’s]
pred,, = 1[d(z,¢) > Tp]

2T, T FEMRER, Ts \XEHRZEROME, T 138
zsb;&&”“?ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂﬁ, 1A O r—2—BfTH 5.
Step2 BT 2MEREIRET 5720, FEICATIH» LN
J-A4E5R predg, predp %ij‘ﬁ"é
Step3 MHRI—HT 2 HEIXZ OEREHMAT 5. HED
B2 ciiﬁfuﬁ?tl—— Vv FEEERICEBWTREED? 5
BN TV AEREHAT 2. EoT, UTO XS 1TKRD 3.

{;nedsifSSINKm,i)——Jb > d(z,¢) —Tp
Output =

pred, otherwise
3.3.Center Loss ZE A L7- VAE
E#HT—XOEMIELLEXE 5729, Center Loss
& o THDAAZEB DN T OS2 M 2. VAE OFHY
B 5 Center Loss #EtHE L, HULFHE T2 5.
REFEOHEKEFBILLTDO L5122 5.

BEHIE L ILTRE

Drilq(z|x)||p(2)]
1 & 2
Vg2 el

ZIZT, AEINAR=NFRX=& m Iy FHA X, y
E7 ATV, ¢y 37 FRABELTH 5.
4. FHEEER

AERTIE, BEMIBELZHES 2 2T, BEFE
DEHMEERT.

4.1.REREMH

AREERTIE, MVTec-AD 7 —Xt v FZHWT VAE &
BEFEZHET 2. MVTec-AD 13, EERMHET —%
ty FTHD, 5FEED Texture ¥ 10 FEEED Object 7 5
AP BRI NSE. REEBRTIX, 5EEHD Texture 7 7 X,
FNFNTER L BREBRAETS. FEROREINNy F
B4 X% 128, FEEEE 300, ¥EERE 1.0x 107, &
EERE 25 0T, BLEE 1, A=127F 5.
4.2. B BB E

£ 1 IRERFIELREFEOMHELEEZRT. 22T,
Oursl [ZHE{RZER L DA AR EHAS Fbt}?’\_;-:-.%’fﬁ
M EAFERTH S, Ours2 tZ Oursl 12 Center Loss %
MHAAATE VAE ICX 2R TH B, £1 &b, HDHIAA
ZEENC & 2 BERAZHAEDE 2 Z e THEXA ELT
W3, Zhuz kb, HOAALBEERLEREFEOS

L = Eq(z|)[log p(z|2)] —

BT e .
£ 1: BEEOHR
Category || #EkFiE  Oursl  Ours2
carpet 0.724 0.698 0.737
grid 0.636 0.621 0.695
leather 0.500 0.527 0.541
tile 0.615 0.698 0.680
wood 0.601 0.664 0.664
ez 0.615 0.641 0.663
4.3.E8

BREFECIDELLEERAILAIZX 2 1TRT. &
T, OO RZBEEERTHS. M2 kb, fix
WEERFTSILEEICOM L TED, 77 AF ¥ B AHEE]
TH>3ZEHHERTE 3. ﬁ%ﬁkﬁ@%@ﬁi# FRIITIEL
{F 7 RF v 2HBERTETVRWED, EEFEIZER
W35, —7F, HOAAZEMIZL 2 ZERMTIXELED
HEREDS K E S 2728, EFICHAITEEZONS.
Center Loss {2 & - THDIAAZER DN T O = 25 3
CREEMNM LT 5 Z 55, Center Loss % VAE IZfHA
;‘&U Z X Giﬁﬁ*ﬁ%ﬂk%hfﬁ?ﬂf% reEZLNS.

] e

BERE
: Tﬁiiﬁki hiEL< ﬁﬁ*ﬁ%ﬂthZ b F—%
5. 3'51’) bic
AL T, HOIAAZERNBIT 2 BEMRHAZ AHTID
B & 2 BRERA CHASDEFEERE L. ##
%??ﬁbiﬁfﬂé?ﬂ%i Db EFERARBEN A LS 22 L 2k
FBL7-. %72, VAE IZ Center Loss ZEAT 23T, &
%*ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ@ﬁiﬁéﬁk%ﬁﬁ IL7-. 5%, VAE %%
B3 2B L7z Center Loss DE/LE A L7 ZAEMK
HMzEts 5.
BE K
[1] D. P. Kingma, et al.,
Bayes 7, ICLR, 2014.

[2] Y. Wen, et al., “ A Discriminative Feature Learning
Approach for Deep Face Recognition”, ECCV, 2016.
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FEERER{L B, VT RXRATZ T DFRTH S il
Ry, TOHKEBIRT 2 LA RKICED, ERZ A%
R Z e TE L. MEmLZEOREFEREL LT, T
R SR % 2 E R C HEIES 3 % Meta Learning Shared
Hierarchies (MLSH) [1] 3% 3. MLSH X T /i RO H
FEAEEHR LTV 5 K, FEIDFEEIL 72 TR
\BEINTLES. 22T, AARTE T REZ 58S
B8 E% JS Divergence Loss DEAZIRET 5. I
W2k b, TOLHRECTHREINREL 2 ROESZET.
2.Meta Learing Shared Hierarchies

MLSH &, Thi/i%z HEgEs 3 2 g asab 8T
HEThH23. ENARI—ERT Y THIC TN AREERL,
BIRE N T AEIEREICT 21782 h$5%. 2L
TEUAREFERINZ T ARDA, HME D 212225
T2, F/2, ZZTOEMARETNARIER T
WKELT 27280, —EAT vy R TEAZIHHLL, &
LD T D & YR T R OBEIR T B2 R
T3, ZhCkD, BRErDA YR I 7Y avERBELTH
ZRBEIRICHES T e e 5. 2D X 5 ITHES
L= THAREHWT, EUAROAEE (TS 2 TH
MRRZR B Z e DARETH 5.
.EEFHE

AL TIIREI ORI 2 T FEESZHNE L, JS
Divergence Loss Ljsdiv RO TR EEE R RR T
3. K1 ICIEEFEOBEL ~T.

b

THAERAR | |
(81 : 1&8R)

B 1: RETFEOME

THARIIFERSTHDID, R HHOMEEZRT
JS Divergence %\ % Z & T M7 KB OHEEE % &
3 5. JS Divergence & HW=HBKBEE Lisaiv 230 (1) 12
R

Ljsdiv = JSmax — Clip(JS[ﬂ'subh 7Tsubj]7 0, jSmax) (1)

T ZT, Tsubis Tsubj V& i, j HEHODOTOITHE (5 = \i), JS[]
1% JS Divergence, jsmax (& FL/RE D JS Divergence
HED 5 ZRAKMETHS. clip(-, min, max) 135 2 6017z
fE% F K max, /M min QOHEFIZZ Vv 75 2K
T®»%. JS Divergence [FMEE Z/RT 720 TN TRE D
DABEN TV IEEEWMEL 5. ZD7k®, ThHE
AI-CD JS Divergence D3HLD 5 2 I K{H jsmax ZFHIE L,
TH AR D IS Divergence IC X2 HEER 2V v 73
5. ZLUTHRKE jsmax D HEET 3. ZAUT XD T
REDEEN TV 2IFY 013 <, TAAERMELIL T
PIECEWEY 5. £72 Lisaiy ZHARAAT FALFR
DEKEEERX (2) 1R

Lsub = Lsub + @ * Ljsaiv (2)

TZT, Lo EFIAROBEBE, o3 Lisaiv 1HF
LIRBTH L. THHRFEERIC JS Divergence Loss %
MELFEET 22T, ARz HE LRSI ZRR S
T ARERZET.
4. FHEEER

AntBandits ZHWEBRIC X, BREFEOGHME
RS 5.

1RSI LT BE

4.1. 2855

AntBandits (& E/HEH SITERS NS T — A\
F Ant ZHIEHT 2 X 227 TH 5. BHIEHRIZ Ant DEEIE
BAEIAMESE (27 Xo0) TH D, HIEEIX Ant8 FEEiO v
7 TH5. WME, =—Y > ba—atEEcoRE
PEHOMMYE LTE 27 Y — NRTERMAZ, B
2000 X7 v TR L7 BAETH 5. AntRightUp 1&, 4K
AINBT—BHEEE LI — AT Ant ZHIH$ 2 & %
ITHB. WG, T—Vr MBI MIEICERELT
WEHEDA +1 525, BHIER: =Y — MR TEMAF
¥ AntBandits *[FHETH 5.

4.2. REBHE

AntBandits X 2 712T MLSH ¢8R FEE2ZFNFN
AT 240,000 X7 v 7, EAIGHE 400,000 2T v T
BT 3. 1BE UL T ROMEEE O g e v H b E TV,
ZOMEME T 5. 20k, EBELETMHAREHWT
AntRightUp 222 % EfIFTRDA 60,000 27 v 7EE T
3. Z LT, HMED LI Z TV, S L TR ROE R
HEMEES 5. REFTIITAEE 42, JS Divergence
DFEFRE o % 0.5, jsmax & 5.0 L LTHEET 2. ¥H
73 X LIZ2E Proximal Policy Optimization[2] %
w3,

4.3. REBRER

#2112 JS Divergence 12 & % T AROMEEE, K212
ZOuFR{LHER, £ 212 AntRightUp & X 71205 24
BiEZ RS, &1 &b, IBEFIKIE MLSH X b HEE
W10 BEREEEV. 72, K225, MLSH & EIfi<F
DT 2 DB XNTWE e 9h5b. —FTIRET
W, Fik, b A ATeERZTHNARTSHS. Fi
£ 225, #EEFEIZ MLSH £ D & EWIREZ2 5L 7.

= 1: THTROMEE L

FRAR 1] TSR 2] FAAR 3| TAR 4] FAR
MLSH | 521.362 | 776.375 | 779.551 | 893.275 | 742.641
| FREF1E | 7999.048 | 5261.252 | 7582.035 | 9574.281 | 7604.154

il al ol &

MLSH

B E = =T
E o E! i { E | E |
-  mmEs -

X 2: TOAROAHRIGEER
£ 2: AntRightUp & 2 7 12H3 2 HifE

RAE | &MME | FHE
MLSH 7.0 0.0 0.07
HETFE 11.0 0.0 0.23

INS DR, S, FLLUE T AERESE S % MLSH
OMESERERTZ P TET

5. 8HbDIC
AWFETIE, BeflDF L 2 T RS2 e L, MLSH
12 JS div.Loss ZH#lAADFEELER L. ERHERE L
T, FLZTARAEE SN S Z e 2l TE k. 5%
&, MRS TOEBRRT R 2L 2 7-FC IS div.Loss
WEOREERTH 2 »ilExR1T>.
BE X
[1] K. Frans, et al., “Meta Learning shared hierarchies-
meta”, ICLR, 2018.
[2] J. Schulman, et al., “Proximal Policy Optimiza-
tion Algorithms”, arXiv preprint arXiv:1707.06347,
2017.
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1.IEFC®IC
=TI 7 ERHWEEBGERTE, A7V =27 MED
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&% point-wise conv. THRILHFNCT v FH > TV v 7
35 FP R, 2MEETEADEATYH 1T 5 FC T
MEND., £z, K20 NIZHEEE, N, N2 & SAG D
BV, D,Dy, Dy, D3 3XTTETHB. £F, 1
EBHD SAG IcRfix b RfE F 2 AJIL, FgE Iy %
WHET2. 22T, BER27V-V U I7EEET L2012,
1 BEH® SAG % 3 50 Head IZ#EE L, %% Head TH
FREZEET 2. ZhICX D, % Head WTHEL 2HHY
FRAEBETE S, K2, 2/BHD SAG TR#E [ A
HLUTHRHEE F, 21555, 1 EHD FP THSE F3 %
M, 2 BHO FP THif&E F. 21555, 2L T,
MEE FL " FCANLYT7yyary S EH$5.

" K 2: CAN M

3. FTHER AR

REFEOEMMZ MR X D BEET 5.
3.1 EREM

AREERTIE, ®ELFEE Adam, FIHFEEL 0.01,
IRy 8% 80, NvFHAXE 12T 5. ¥EFT—X
121& KITTI 3D Object Detection Benchmark % 3.
R Z & Car, Pedestrian, Cyclist ThH 3. FHifiT—

BEHE LT BE

£121%, KITTI test 3D Object Detection Benchmark &
KITTI test Bev Object Detection Benchmark % 5.
FHEHEREIC 1 BBox (3d) & BBox D& (Aos) , il
i (Bev) T Average Precision(AP) # W5, ¥£7/z,
CAN @ SAG M ® head $1Z & 2 FiHE & EEEDE W EHiE
RY 27012, 1 BH®D Head % 1 D12 L7z Single CAN
2L, CAN k PointRCNN i35, £/, Zhbic
k375 av0BNEST .
3.2 EERYFH

TERFEEMETFHEOERMRA 2L 1 2RT. 73, &£
1 ® PointRCNN & CAN %2 H#KF % &, Cyclist (Easy)
@ 3d TH 0.5pt, Cyclist (Hard) @ 3d TH 1pt ML L
Jz. %7z, Pedestrian (Moderate) ® Aos TH 6pt [A] I L
72. RIZ, & 1 @D PointRCNN ¥ Single CAN % Lt#3 3
¢, Bev @ Cyclist T 1pt, 3d ® Cyclist THJ 2pt, Aos
@ Cyclist (Easy,Moderate) T#J 1pt, Aos ® Pedestrian
(Easy, Moderate) T#J 5pt [l L7 . CAN ¥ Single
CAN %3 % &, Single CAN B 2EDEENRL.
NREZI7N—E YT 2EE LRI PRERTIERWT
EDH ol

1 REFEREIECRFIRDREEHE

Car Cyelist Pedestrian

methods
Easy Moderate Hard | Easy Moderate Hard | Easy Moderate Hard

PointRCNN | 90.12 87.59 86.23 | 86.99 72.88 66.80 | 68.09 61.48 54.26

Bev CAN 89.58 80.09 79.71 | 88.44 69.14 67.86 | 65.41 57.22 55.62
‘ Single CAN | 89.13 86.34 86.52 | 87.86 74.06 67.97 | 66.19 59.43 52.56
PointRCNN | 88.69 78.59 77.82 | 86.31 70.69 65.28 | 65.01 57.69 51.87

3d CAN 87.63 7737 76.92 | 87.19 68.14 66.85 | 63.13 55.54 47.72
‘ Single CAN | 86.87 77.04 75.70 | 87.83 73.55 67.31 | 60.33 56.52 50.03
PointRCNN | 90.73 89.54 89.05 | 88.89 76.21 73.79 | 67.50 61.28 73.79

Aos CAN 90.56 88.96 80.77 | 89.37 70.90 70.04 | 73.56 65.16 57.30
‘ Single CAN | 90.59 89.09 88.33 | 89.68 77.34 70.30 | 70.19 66.34 59.52

3.3 BRBOEEEDAHIL

CAN TIE/-&HOBEAR 7T a vy LTAM{EL
FEGER 3IRT. FEOBR T Ty a vy ORNER
L, BoORIPIFCTHEEHENKELS LS. 2, KRENX
VIEDEEREZRT. K3Db) D CANDYF>>ayh
5 Car I3 OB, Cyclist (ZEEREDY FL L h
TIFERLTWAS. L L, Single CAN OBEIFIRVE
PO, EEREFEHNCERLTVWS. ZASORRE
D, CAN OF5h, PikBHIcEEREFRZERLTVWS
e dbholz.

s |

i [_I

(b)CAN (c)Single CAN EEE
“ . o5

AL BDDIC 3 BHEHOEREE DAL

AL CIIRAOEEE ZHINT 572912, PointRCNN
12 CAN, Single CAN ZBA LAy P72 ZIEL
7z. CAN TRD B ROEZEE D Y RIHRHCEE
RABED Dotz LA LENS, MIEFEEIX CAN X
D % Single CAN O AW E» o7z, 514%, Bz 77>
¥ a YHEHOE AT X 2 FERGERHA 2 MHE T 5.
SE X
[1] S.shi et al. “ pointrenn: 3d object proposal gener-

ation and detection from point cloud”. In CVPR,
2019.

(@) AJ1 i

[2] W.Zhang et al. “pcan: 3d attention map learning
using contextual information for point cloud based
retrieval”. In CVPR, 2019.
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3.1 CARLA W CG 7—42t v MEK

kT A I RIR T =2 a v DFEBIZBNT, F—
Xty MAIVNRIETH 2 ¥, @R & D IMLEE IS
MmELiWw. 22T, ERET &ty MEBLT—&
% CG CTIEKT 3. CG 7—&tvy hEHWTEHEIEET
32 THHANRETAVEEE TS, 2L T, ERET—
By NTCI 7 A2 Fa—ov T35 TERED R
A4 HEIE XS, AT, CARLA ZHWTITEHER
LR L~y TERERT 5. (B L2~y FHl%X 2(a)
RS, vy T ETIE, 7YX LIED L0, AZELE
L CHBZIET 5. K 2(a) D~y 7 CTHUR Lzl T —
2% 2(b) 1TRT. AL~y 7BIE 7, 71 —2803
3458 TH 5. 7 7 A& Background, Sandpile, Vehicle,
Human TH 5.

[]: Background [ll: Sandpile [ll: Vehicle [Hll: Human

R e S —
(@) fER L 7o > 7O (b) = » 7 CHLf L 7 210F

X 2: BYSLmBET — X 0fl

3.2 Egi¥y

HArEET AL, KEERT—&ZEy PEHWTYE
BLEEFLTH S, KERTIE, CGF—&ty &
WTHEEEITY, HiEeT v E2ERT 3.

BEHE DU BR

3.3 RRIFET—XTDEE

CG F—&+ty b EAVWTERIZEE TNV EERL 7214,
ERETF— Xty FERAWT T 74 v F 2 —=2 72TV,
HBR T — Xt AREOM RS, FRIET — X3,
THEBREG TR LSBT —XThs. EREF—XEy
FAD 7L —281% 383 TH 3.

4. 5HERER
AFEETIE, FRIFEHETLVOEEIC K ZEE T
T3,

4.1 EEHEE

HEEEETNLOEEIZIECGC F—&Ey FND 5 > —
v (2568 7L —24) WS, FEERUZ 100 TRy 7T
H5. EBEFDOF Y 77— SalsaNext, i b FEIC
Adam, FHIZEERIZ10x 1074 2T 3. HiiEEEFL
DFHIiICIE 2 ¥ —> (890 7L —L4) BHWVWS. 774>
F a2 -V AEERET Xty MND 350 7L — 4%
Ang., ZEEBIE 300 TRy 2 TH 5. HEHKEDF v b
v — 712 SalsaNext, H#E{LFIEIC Adam, FIHAFERIZ
1.0x107* 233, FHlCIZFRD D33 7L —sZ N3,
SHEHEIEICIE IoU Z W3

4.2 REBRER

HAIFEET V2 CG 77— X TiMlli L 72 F5R %K 112
RY. R 1D Vehicle 1&, fli7 7 2 &b HREEMEOFER
TH5. FAIFHEETNVOEEIC X 2 RHllifE R 2 £ 2 1R
3. K2 KD FEAPEEETFT VRS 5 Z & T Background
1 0.4pt, Sandpile t& 4.4pt, Vehicle iX 1.6pt, Human (&
24.6pt, Average l% 7.8pt FEEA M LU, FEiFE €T
NOEIZ X ZMERREM 3 1R T. K3 &b, Hai¥
HETNVEMHT 5 Z 2T, Human OFRFEIM LU L.

£ 1 FEEE T OERIGHE
Background | Sandpile | Vehicle | Human | Average
96.7 59.5 31.8 61.4 62.3

K 2 BEIFEEETNVOEMIC X 2 E R IFHE D L
HA%#% | Background | Sandpile | Vehicle | Human | Average
93.9 52.1 34.3 0.0 45.0
v 94.3 56.5 35.9 24.6 52.8

[]: Background [Jl): sandpile [Jl]: Vehicle Human

(a) 1Ef# 7~ (b) FHiEHETARL (o) BHFEHETADY

X 3 : HEIFEEET VORI X BRI O

5. 850DIC

AT, A7 -2t~y 4v 787Xy
T—>aviiBiFd CG F—RIC X 2HMFEEH ORI
MEE L7z, FMEERICEL D, CG 7F—XZHVWH/¥E
FEMTHE e BHER L. 5%, 77 ABD SRR
DAEHEREICONTHET 2 HEL T 5.
BE R
[1] Tiago Cortinhal, et al, “SalsaNext: Fast, Uncertainty-

aware Semantic Segmentation of LiDAR Point Clouds
for Autonomous Driving”, ISVC2020
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[1] Z W7 Single-cell RNA-seq @M1 FiEHH 5. L
L, BETHERT - X GMOBENIATH L. 20
728, GMVAE ICED 2 5 Z X 5% AT 3 Z & H3IARH]
RETH D, WYIRBEEBOEBRINETHS. 22T,
AWFIETIX, Star clustering I2& D 7 7 2 X %EFHIL,
GMVAE ZANT 3. ZHick b, GMVAE AW Ti#
BFRRET — X ORERBIEERATEETE 5.
2. 1TSS

Single-cell RNA-seq f#fT & 1%, 1 ooMifldicExhn s
FHEETORIRZ NS 2FiETH 5. Grenbech 5 [2]
3, £OBETFHRBET — 4% GMVAE TUHT 3z
T, BMEOBTENLZRBZESARTH LI 2R L .
GMVAE 12i&, 7 SR04y V7 —IHEFEN, T—X
DEDY FARKEANT BREDDHZ. LHrL, T—X
KBTI 2EDT 7 ARUIANT2T2, FBol72IEEZER O
BEPREE R 25505 5.
3REFIE

AR TIE, BEDY 5 AXEHIRAL T — LI LT
W0 5 AZBERR L, GMVAE ICHW 2 FEZRES
5. BEFHEICE 27 7 AXBOBERFIEEZ L TIRT.

1. Star clustering Z FHHWTT =X D7 7 2 2% FHI
R

2. FHIL=Z 528 %X 112773 GMVAE IZAH
A

3. GMVAE 228 L, F—XD 7 5 AXEETHT 2

4. GMVAE IZAN L7 9 22 ¥y GMVAE TTH#l
L7227 5 ZARZEHN—T 285E, GMVAEICALL
720 T RRBE R T AR TS

5. GMVAE ICA N L7227 5 2 &% GMVAE T¥#l
L7220 5 AZEBA—BURGE, GMVAE TFHIL
7227 5 AXE%E GMVAE AT 3. 2LT, 3»,
5 5 OFNEx R 7 5 A2 BETHlT 2 2 THED
e

Star clusteringX>°GMVAE T
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Predict
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1: GMVAE €7V

REFETHER U iR Y 7 A2 BT Xk 5 GMVAE %
W2 Z 2T, 7—XORBERIBEEMIESTREE &k 5.
4. Ml ER

ARERTIE, BEFEZAVWTED Y 7 2 XFHBAFII
T = RDIER T T AR RN BED R BT .
4.1. REREIE

AERE, REMEZHRT—% (77 22%09) Zxt
Kr35. GMVAE ORLEREE, B0 2 HAMZEHT
5. 2LT, 200 =Ky Z® Warm up #EMEL, 500 =
Ry 728383, §Miilclx, Accuracy, Normalization
Mutual Information score(NMI) & Entropy Z i3 5.
NMI &2 5220 v 7 OWRERFHEL, fEIX 11580

BEHIE L ILTRE

Y752 IHRENRE W £ E/RT. Entropy (& Tl
I 5ARIBT BT —RDED S VDR D EEWEFH
L, D 0ICHEWIEE 7 SRR VW TETWDLI LR
N

4.2 RBRER
ERFEL OHBREREZER 1 1 RT. MERFERZED Y
FRARBTH 3 9% AN LIEROFHEERTHS. 75
AZE101%, REFRCLORD R R 7 7 AZET
H2 102 AN LEROFHEERTHZ. K105, 7
Z ZAXZEL10 D Accuracy & NMIDZ 7 2RI XD b &
{, 7 AR 10 @ Entropy 237 7 AZXE 9 X h H{EW
I mB. Iohs, REFETRDZI 7 AL
TH5 100 GMVAE TTFHl T 25827 FAXTH 5
*EZ5.
1 FHiEE R

722X | 9 GERTER) | 10 GRETHR)
Accuracy 0.537 0.661
NMI 0.607 0.683
Entropy 1.150 1.076
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FAZBITGEDOT 2 ZEDARETH B Z L BRm L. 5
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Mzt s 5 2T, REFEROMEE REE LTS
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[1] N. Dilokthanakul, et al., “Deep unsupervised clus-

tering with gaussian mixture variational autoen-

coders”, arXiv, 2016.

[2] C. Grgnbech, et al., “scVAE: variational auto-
encoders for single-cell gene expression data”, Bioin-
formatics, 2020.



