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RO TETICB VT, BAAA=2—FLFy b
7 —2 (CNN)[1] E@E 0 adi e 2 ZB L Tn 3 —7,
B Ay b =BT H B 2 e h oHERRICBIT S
HIWARIL 2 AARR S 2 Z L IZWEETH 2. Z DREIC
LT, IRl E 7 7> ary~y e LCRIfR{LS
2 HEMEA [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17] O
WEITHIRTWSE., HTH, Class Activation Map-
ping (CAM) [5], Gradient-weighted Class Activation
Mapping (Grad-CAM) [6], Attention Branch Network
(ABN) [2] 3fARABHHOREN ZFETHS. ZhH
DFEIT CNN DHERIFFIZ BT 2 EREERE 7 7 > 3
Yy e LTA#ULT 2 283 CTE 5. ABN X, 7
TyTaryvy Ze LTAES 27213 Tk <, ARl
HICTER T2 Z e CRMBEREIGRER T FEH L. L
PLEDNS, ABND7TFvyar<y AIERHHIRD
AEEHT 230D TIERL, UEMKRLNZEHT
52Z%, bIFPHRYEATOTFHLRWZ DD 5.
DX BAERHEBNEENLE T TV ary~y T
1, ABN O¥Ez2R#IicL, %@%%,m&ﬁﬁ®ﬁ
TEFERT I WV5MEID

Mitsuhara 51X ADFIRIZ J: DBIEL7T > a
Y=y TeHWTABN 2H¥E T I2LoT, &
@%%Kﬂ%bka:@?&mszT%ﬁ&#
RELEBOT7 Ty ay~y T2 NOHIREN
IARTEIEL, *y V=2 Z2HERTID, 77>
Yaryvy 7OBIEIR FHIEFICEV. —H, %@
HEOLSBRYITHT IV TS n$ﬂﬂ (L uE
X, 77 AMDOMENNI WD, X DBANCERR
TR L TS 208 DD 5.

AWFETIE, #INCEMN R Z]Z 27T ay
<y PR HEITESE T 3012, 1. ZECERERD
B, 2. FEzEonsE, 3. MhZERModED 3207
T —FeRET 5. BRINCIE, ABN ICERIRER
THIZ $RZR T % Attention mining branch (AMB), %f
2 % % § % Prototype conformity loss (PC Loss)
¢ 72 % 3% § % Complement objective training
(COT) ZEAT 5. FHEEBRICLD, HEFEITKD
BRLIE7Tryyary~y ZTHBIIREICERT 2 2

&R,

2 BOERZR

AETE, HENHICET 2 FEIIOWTHERS.
2.1 REHERA

REMFHE T UE, v bV =2 OHERIFICB T
ZEMEH R T2 e TE 5. HENHHA
EFNLOREM R THEL LT Class Activation Map-
ping (CAM) [5], Gradient-weighted Class Activation
Mapping (Grad-CAM) [6], Attention Branch Network
(ABN) 2] 23® 5.

CAM 13 BAAABIZEDER LR~y &
F ¥ FUTHIET 2 MG BOMEGEAZ VWS T
TTvvarey IRERT 52 FETHE. CAM IFE
HiIAAJE & 2FEETEDBIZ Global Average Pooling|7]
2110, R~y 7% 1 DOEIHifT 5. 20k, &
HAEIC I DEADTNI LTI F A Z2RD
%. COHAZMEWHORNE~y 7IREL, 2LA
bELZILICEID DB FRAINTETTVaryvy
TEERLTVS.

Grad-CAM 1%, FEZ 7RO NED 2= v 25
HAEEHEHLT, 77ryar~y FREET 3 FIkL
THbd. ANEBIZHL, 5757 RADADERZH
BT 5. 20Kk, WRETIEAAARBIINT 5%
F v VANV DHELD P Z R~ vy TICEADTL, &
LADERZZLWRED 7T yyary~y TREHLT
Wwa.

ABN Z, Feature extractor, Attention branch, Per-
ception branch 2> S5 X 15 . Feature extractor I
ANEHG? BRI~y T2t 3 5. 4% Attention
branch iIZ5-%, 7T ryarv~y TREETE. 7TV
Yav~y TR~ Y FICRE L, Perception branch
W2 Tl R 2 19 5.

2.2 ADOHIRICEDEIELT: ABN OBFEE

ABN ZJGH L72f5t e LT, NOFIHIC XD BIEL
72 ABN OF¥EEN D 5. ABNIC X DR U 7EH
X, BRER T 2MRLUMCHAE T 25685, alaont
ROVRIZRAELZWBEND 5. _@;9&Eﬁ£
B, PSR T IR DHBH. £ 2T, KFET
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X, ABN TR RELBEO7 Ty yavy~y S
PNOHIRZNLTINTEBIETS. 20K, BIEL
27 Trraryyy e ry VU= bHENS
TTvarey 7t OREMK T ABN OFRERBIC
BIML, HEEEZTS X DiliEE LT 5.
¥/, KX TIEZOFELZANOHA L LTHRILT 5.
2.3 7TFoiarvokA1I=>y

TrFvyarvEREEhce4 = 2T 5 F R LT,
Guided Attention Inference Network (GAIN)[4] 23®H
3. GAINIZ, 77vyar<y P2V E5840b D
VT A IR TR T ayFHETHD, BREE
RERUTAv IR IR YT =2 aVyEEHLTWVWS.
GAIN X Grad-CAM THEB L7 T v>ar~y Th
5 Mask ZER L, ANBHRICEH S 2 Z & TR
FRLUEGREERT 2. FRLUZERE Y bV —
AN, B 72 2AOMREHTITE. 20/
EWVIFE Mask IFRFHNMNROVEZREE TS WA
5. £oT, B 5 20 oMz #i-wEke
L, VN ZB &8T5 22T, MRYDOAERE
W2 A VT —T i3,
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AP TIE B K o TG BB R T
HE BB TEE T2 2t 2HNE T 5. IBRFIEE,
ABNIZ3 207 Fu—F%2EAL, FFHEGRIFHICH
MR OKS 2 5. 1 DHIZ, ABNIC Attention
mining branch (AMB) Z8A L, A RNLHEIED A
WKHERT 2 & 558 ¥ 5. 2oHIZ, ABN IZ Prototype
conformity loss (PC Loss) Z& A U THEZEH 2 &
$%. PC Loss 1&, FEZEMICBEVWTHLT Y 7 2D
BEZEDOD, B3I ADRMEELZHT X5 12%E
THIenn, 77 ARHOEHREINOERS % ATRE &
§5. B, EREROEEEICLD, EREOmED

A2 v#E2 3. 32HIZ, AMBIZARIEESZ 5 2%
(k3 % Complement objective training (COT) %
BAL, PEMZ 5 AMHEREZMA 2 22T, BMR
DAHDOTFMRBEIRDIER 2 HI5 7.
3.1 REFEOxRY T—IHEE

1R R FEI1X ABN I Attention mining branch %3 A
T2 Ty T ryyaryey 7R HETRELT . At-
tention mining branch ¥t ~>7 4y 7 LI X F—
YavFETHL GAINODT7A T 72EALTED,
end to-end ICHEHF T B TT7Tvaryvy 70O%

LIHAEE M L2 EB T 5. RRFHEOMEEZX 1
kﬂ?T. K113 & 512, R FEL, Feature extrac-
tor, Attention module, Perception branch, Attention
mining branch T X LT\ 3. Feature extractor i,
ASTHEBICE B DO BEAAAIUIEZ L TR~y 7%
183 5. Attention module |&, B LFH~y 7
BF X AINBH 1T L5BAAL LTI TV a
Vv 7RG T 5. Perception branch (%, Feature
extractor DN %E 77>y a v~y FICEADIF LR
i~y 72T, BERWNR T 5 AMR2HT 5.
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AEAVIRV. UKD, TTvvaryey TREE
ICRMEEF T 5.
3.2 Attention mining branch [CX57 7> 3
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Attention mining branch &, FFKICHERN2MEN T 1
832 L5 %E1TS. £7F, Attention module T
BRLET Ty ay~y 7EHAVT Mask Z1ERT
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£33 THEKTS. 2%, Feature extractor 7
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Step2 : AMB, PC Loss ZE A L /=58
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Step3: COTICL BRIEfR Y 7 X DFIB4L
X 2 REEFEIIBITLIZFEEHOHEN

BRLU-EGEERT 2. A7 LM~y 7 F*
X, B~y 7% F, 77> ar~vy 7% A, Mask
TR (Q)pkrcE£xN 3.

F*=F — (T(A)® F) (1)

Attention mining branch %, Perception branch & [A]
HROMETHD, SAZWHL K~y 72 AL,
I AMREN TS, ZOE, NEr7 2005
ATERDMERNZ Y, Mask D5F8aT R OYREEZFE L
TWdEWAS. ZIT, MRV FADT 5 AMER%
Lom LT, BMET 2 X5 12EET 22T, il
MROVKDHBEFHT DL 7T vvarey s
EEREET D, Lop &, BRI ZADA VT v 7 X%
g, 7I7AMERE S, Y IABELTELHX(2) D
kricgraINS.

Lam = Sig(F) 2)

%7z, Attention mining branch (&, Perception branch
CEAREET S, Zhuc kb, FBENROWIKD A
T 5 & 512%H L7z Attention mining branch @
HAr REINRERER R % 173 % Perception branch
WRLT 22 NTES.
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U2 5 ANDRBEZIEDY, kb7 7 A OFHEE
PHETHEIBERTHB. PC Loss Lpc &, > 7 L#
N, 72728 E k, YT NViDIEMRT 5% g, &
B 9 2% §, FHE0[ReR 7 7 RE D w® L FHEBE f;,
= |fi— willa, Bi = |fi— will2, vi =

3%k, X (3) TRHTE%.
Z(ﬁz + i)} (3)

LPC = Z{az
3759

hER/MET 58T, o ZRETRIERS Z R
DEMNZED, (Bi+7:) &7 7 AMZHEST K512 <.
T kD, 77 AT IRFE ORI ESSh, £
DR, khRWIFryarvvy TRERTES L
EZ5.

3.4 COT L& BPHAEHDONE

AMB OHHZEE DRE 2 LT, Complement objec-
tive training (COT) Z& AT %. COT {Z Complement
Entropy Loss /M7 25 K5 EAZEH TS Z LT,
TIEfE S 5 A% {3 5. Complement Entropy
Loss Leog W&, § AN 2, ICNT 227 5 AR, ¢ %
EfR7 2 2ADA4 YT 722328, K@) DXIITE

INb.
= yu Yij 4
zzlj ;sﬁg ‘ (1%9) ()
AMBIZ COT ZEAT 2%, 9, =035, T, IE
o 5 AMERDI0, %D ONIEMR Y T AMERDEHITR
58 MENG. Zhuc kD, EHREBICEZEY
MAE TR LAY 5 AMERZHIRT 5.
3.5 FEFIE
RRFRIIBI 2FEOMNZK 2 1ITRT.
FBEDFEFIEZ LTSRN 3.
stepl
ABN ¥ [k #EEDE TV EHWTHEEE 2175,
HEEEIE, BEFRICHVWEF—&ZEy b 2[EkE
DHDEEHT 5.
step2
ABN D{8%:1Z Attention module, Perception branch
2 BEM L% PC Loss Lpe, AMB O8% L, %0
2, BT X5%E T 5. COT Z AMBIZEAT
35650, AMB 0% L, AWV, 85 LI,
Attention module DI IEfE7 S 2D 7 AL b
—i472% L, perception branch O] ¥ IEfES
FADIVALY bR —FRER Ly, £FT2,, R
B)DEHITETbLEINS.

L= Latt + Lpe'r‘ + LPC + Lam (5)
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AMB D /158 Complement Entropy Loss Loog %
HHL, Loop PR/ Z EK5%ET5.
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4 FHESRER

REFIEOE N FHI 3 2 72 DI FEM 5% H &2
AT TR ERZ1TS.

4.1 RERZMH

AEERTIX, Caltech-UCSD Birds 200-2010 (CUB-
200-2010) 7—&t > b+ [8] &, Stanford Dogs 7 — &
ty M9 ZHWS. XR—Z %y 7 —2 ¥ LT ResNet-
50 [10] ZfEFHL, Ny FH A X316 £ 5. Mask D
BMIfEX CUB-200-2010 7 — &+t » hT 0.78, Stanford
Dogs 7—&t v b T0.40 £33, Lgy, DEAIX0.0001
WRUET 5. FEOEHEEIT ABN OHEFTEE, 18R
FEZNFNT 300epoch ¥ T3, /2, IREFELD
gty LT, ABN ZHW, CUB200-2010 ¥— &t v
MZBWTIEADHIR S W3,

4.2 FERYFHE

CUB200-2010 7 — &+t v MBI 3 iS85 % o L
R 1IRT. £1 &b, CUB-200-2010 7— &+t v b
IZBWT, AMBIZ, ABN X b3 5afEEMN L3 528,
ANDHIR X D{EW. PC Loss L 1Z COT 2EA T
2, NOHIR XD dDEREEDL M L5252 & 2R
L7=. %72, PC Loss & COT Difi#E % AMB IZHH A
BB THERENHEICMLLTED, ABN X
D Top-1 DFEREED 14.41 KA ¥ FEWRERE 125
ZeE L EMRLT.

Stanford Dogs 7' — &t v MIBT 238G 4 D LR
ZR2ITRT. £2 XD, Stanford Dogs 7—X v b
WKBWTH, BEFHRIABN &b, FBilEE A ET
B EDHERTE S, 22T, PCLoss DA% AMB IZ
HAGDES Z e THERBEIRDMLELTED, ABN
& D Top-1 DFEREED 1.96 KA ¥ FEWEER L 22
R EME LS. /2, PC Loss & COT D
FH% AMB IZHABDHE S Z & T Top-5 DLEFEEIC
BOTHEHALELTED, ABN XD Top-5 DIFEMREE
M1LA4RA VP EWEERE R 2 B 2 e BRER L 7=
oDz ehn, IBEFEDL ABN OMREZ KIEICH
EXB2 DR TET .

F 1 ARG O HLER (CUB-200-2010) [%)]

‘ AMB ‘ PC Loss ‘ CcoT ‘ Top-1 acc. ‘ Top-5 acc.

ABN R R B 31.68 57.01
ANDFIH - - - 37.42 62.08
v R B 33.33 58.56
v v - 45.10 71.68

g2y
RRFE v - v 39.76 66.57
v v v 46.09 69.24

#* 2 FREFERE DL (Stanford Dogs) (%)

‘ AMB ‘ PC Loss ‘ CcOoT ‘ Top-1 acc. ‘ Top-5 acc.

ABN - R R 71.81 93.02
v R 71.99 92.80
v v R 73.95 94.37

% ¥
REFE — - v 73.59 93.89
v v v 73.46 94.46

4.3 TTroarIv7oOaHftER
CUB-200-2010 =&ty MIBIF2&FIEDT T
Y¥avyvy 7OHEERS (a) ITRT. TTvvaY
<Y TDRIZ, FETADPERK LI IR ZD T T R
RoRd. K3 (a) ITRFT LI, BEFEICID ABN
THES L TR RO O, §72b b ANERTE
MBI ER I N TNDE Z e 0h 5. £z, PC Loss
PEAT ST, ABN X bR EBICER LT
Wb ZEeMNShB. —HT, AMB, COT X85
ZINBICR R DD, RELTFEMRERZERL WS Z
Wb B, £z, COTIXPC Loss & b EWr 7 A
REBELTWEZe»5, PC Loss TIXEZ 5T
WRWEEREHZERTETWIEEILNS.
Stanford Dogs 7 — Xt v MZBI} 3 EFEDT T
Y¥ar<y 7OHERKN 3 (b) IR, K3 (b) IR
3 &£ 951Z, Stanford Dogs 77—t v MIBWTD, &
FFHEITE D ABN THEF L TO R AZE R EED
BRI TWBEZ e nhd. ¥z, PCLoss & COT
DWE % AMB IZHlAEHES Z & T, PC Loss DA
% AMB ICHHA G DB 1B JR T 2 i 15 Lo
D, COT DA% AMB IZHAE O TR D [NI872 s
BERLTNDE Z b5
4.4 TT>arIyvIOBMEOTE
TRRFIEIC & D181 L 7= Attention DEIMEZ EED
WCEHi$ 5. FHifi/7i5E LT Insertion, Deletion % [11]
%17 5. Insertion, Deletion %X 4 \ZRS. 7T
V¥avORMEZ LIRS E L RS L, Area under
carve (AUC) I X %5HHifliZ1T 5. Insertion &7 7> a
ORI & b SV E W CEHE (TS, 2079,
Insertion 1¥ 1 IZITWIE Y BEWEMRER Y WR 5. —7,
Deletion (&7 7 > > a Y 23EIE & D RWREEZ FHWCEE
lizfT>5. ZD7=, Deletion i 0 1ZITWE ¥ RWEMR
FE Y W2 B, F72, Insertion fEHR D> S Deletion F&5R
ZELIINWED DR RENZ A7 UTHHEZ1T 5.
£ 312 CUB200-2010 7 — &t v MZEIT 3 Insertion,
Deletion f&R %R, X3 IWIRIT L1, RBEFEICK
D, ABNRADHIR kX2 a7pEELTEY, 3R
WICHN R BIRERZ 2 Z e TE . ¥, PC Loss
& COT % AMB ICHAEDLELEI, Ra7hRb
EWREE R 7.
% 412 Stanford Dogs 7 — &t v MZBIF % Inser-



ABN ABN + PC Loss AMB + COT AMB + PC Loss + COT

GT : Rusty Blackbird White breasted Kingfisher Rusty Blackbird
(0.36) (0.92)
—

O

Rusty Blackbird Rusty Blackbird
(0.19) (0.92)

Rusty Blackbird
(0.63

Rusty Blackbird

Blue Grosbeak Blue Jay Bue Jay Blue Jay Blue Jay Blue Jay
(0.79) 0.77) (0.68) (0.84) (0.88) (0.55)

GT : Vermilion Flycatcher Vermilion Flycatcher Vermilion Flycatcher Vermilion Flycatcher Vermilion Flycatcher Vermilion Flycatcher

(0.79) (0.55) (0.81)

GT : Yellow bellied Flycatcher Yellow bellied Flycatcher  Yellow bellied Flycatcher Yellow bellied Flycatcher  Yellow bellied Flycatcher ~ Yellow bellied Flycatcher  Yellow bellied Flycatcher
(1.00)

Vermilion Flycatcher

(a) CUB200-2010

ABN AMB AMB + PC Loss AMB + COT AMB + PC Loss + COT

Pomeranian Pekinese Pekinese Pekinese Pekinese
(0.39) (0.51) (0.49) (0.74)

Japanese spaniel Japanese spaniel Japanese spaniel Japanese spaniel Japanese spaniel
(0.94) (0.95) (0.86) (0.99) (0.67)

GT : Doberman Doberman Doberman Doberman Doberman Doberman
(1.00) (1.00) (0.85) (0.97) (0.57)

7

:

"o Q

GT : German shepherd

German shepherd German shepherd German shepherd German shepherd German shepherd
(0.99) (0.98) (0.74) (0.99) (0.39)

(b) Stanford Dogs

X3 TI5yiarwy 7OuHALH
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Input Frvvaveyd BAfE : 0.2 BfE: 04
Insertion

BifE : 0.6 BifE : 0.8

FifE : 0.6

;2 vid
Input FFvvavvd FAfE : 0.2 RAfE: 04
Deletion

PfE - 0.8

4 Insertion, Deletion Dl

tion, Deletion f§R%Z/RT. R4I1TRT X512, Stan-
ford Dogs 7— &t v MZBWTH, PC Loss & COT
% AMB IKilAEDOE S Z e TRaA7AmdbEN.
N5z ens, AMBIZPC Loss & COT %ffﬁ&/‘\#’)
H23 LT, RMBICHWREBZEETE 2D
WA DM LICEHFEGT 5 VWA 5.

5 u:u

# 3 Insertion, Deletion #&5% (CUB-200-2010)

‘ AMB ‘ PC Loss ‘ CcoT ‘ Insertion? ‘ Deletion| ‘ Scoret

ABN - - - 0.21 0.09 0.12
ANDHIR - - - 0.17 0.16 0.01
v 0.22 0.08 0.14

e v v - 0.29 0.13 0.17.
v ' 0.28 0.12 0.16

v v v 0.33 0.13 0.21

% 4 Insertion, Deletion #553R (Stanford Dogs)

‘ AMB ‘ PC Loss ‘ CcoT ‘ Insertion? ‘ Deletion| ‘ Scoret

ABN - - - 0.42 0.28 0.14
v - 0.41 0.28 0.13

N v v - 0.44 0.30 0.14
VERTIk v v 0.46 0.29 0.17
v v ' 0.58 0.22 0.36

5 &HOHIC

AWFZETIE, ABN TR RIS H DB & L
RPSEET 5 AMB, FHHZEMZ8E T % PC Loss,
HOZERZHRET S COT D3 D207 7r—FI&D
ABN OIFEMEE R RET 2 FIEEIRE L. iHiisEER
T, IBEFEEHVS Z 22X D, RELRTHER
PRBL, REBEIMELZEEEREL. 5K
&, FEAHERE T UEOMENC & 2 F iz 2 1EHH
Bo®EZITS.

6 HIEF

ARG, FTT 2L X — - FEERINIR G B AR
(NEDO) 75 & N7 ay =7 b JPNP20006 5>
LIFONTAERTDH 5.
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