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BEREOARBERPBEBRLTONS. Z I TAMIETIE, Fa2 VHROHIBZER Y AEOSMHICEHL, Fa Vit
WG DBESEEITS 2T, ZOMBREEZHLICTZ I 2HME 5. BRI, B OMBRZ R
PHIGNTEBY, DHBHENIEFRCEVF avEHO—ETH2X 7FaviniRe 35, 7Y XUVERE XUHRE
MRS 2 X R F— X056, ¥7F a vNEBRIET -2y VEERT 2. AF—ZEy b EAVTIALF TN
V97 ¥H Attention Branch Netowrk 2223 3 % Z & C, HHIGD O EEERBEDEIAIREL k5 LRAIKIC, 77 v
Yaryvy TOMKICE D, EMROMA L FROHIMIRIMIEETE S 2 2RT.
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1. #&

FavHEIAHIZOELTL, ROBEREYO—DOTH
5. Fiz, EROINERNEERZ LS, LRI OMIAE
HRD TEWERETDH D [1], EABO LB PES % 2
L5, BHNOHIRZER (HBWER) AHoh T\ 3ENEZ
V. OISR RICIE, MM, B, SRy ofEiky,
A BRERDPBEGRLTVEEEZLNTVE D, Fa VI
RF—REFART -2 EHEST TN T2 T, Fav
D 2 2R - BROMEIHIRTE 2. ARIFFETIE,
FHCBITR D 5 D NKDBEN T & THMBIHENE WX 7 F a
Y (Luehdorfia japonica) \CEH T 3. ¥7F a vIZHADHKD
MIBZEREN L HISATWS., Fiz, LIZRTLIIE, ¥7
Fa VIR ORETHEMEAIZFE L WA YT A AE (1L [2] DX
MICF7F a vOMIBERSHET 2 EZ6ATVS.

Z ZTARMATIE, ¥7F 2 vOBEAREG e FERMBOR
HOHOERED 2, ¥F7F a3 vEIROHIRER r AF L
MEEEHLICT 2 Z e 2HNE T4, BARCIE, HEK
ZOWAET % TEMARAAREF a vHaL 7Y 2> ) LAY
MOEHD» S X7 F a VHRER T -2y bEERL, F3a
> BERCE (520 & D RF S HE v 7 D HIWHARIL O "l (L % U 725
WOMBEROBENEITS L. T—Xty FOEKTIE, 7Y

[l

FELD @ ARTIE, STk (3], [4] IS THEME L BRSO FHEROFERE D 212,
T =&ty b OFEHERHIICHEM L 2 ERRSRICOWTHRET 5.

RHEREH, ¥7Fav, HEZER

SZOVEREGZRIMIE L, BE{RY Y T RINET 2. ZhrF
RHC, SERY > U LT, RERIERD & %R R
TNZBHEINNVENEGTE. fE LT =22y MIHLT,
RERIPA » R E X 2 7 ORER % B L 2 Attention
Branch Network (ABN) [5] 2 W TH¥E RO HFEEITS.

fERRL7=F— &ty b DY > PUVBIIIRTE T 2RO E
PFEEBFNCKELSKET 2. SREMICERTE2X7Fa v
BOWE X NARBUIREL B 3720, BIEMICY 7 AL
ViR Z 2T — Ry hekoTWa., 75 AR kEiz
7F—&ty FTIE, B IABDOLRNT S RITB TR
RBEMERT 2 2o TV, 22 TAMETE, 75
ARG DRI D 7= D12, 7 7 AR % E R L T-3 225
F=RYP IV IEERTE. ZhUCED, SEBEOWRE
TR, BREINIHRNHAOE (L LTHEL, MR
ORI E BT 2 WY RSO &S HiET.

2. BAEWHE

2.1 OYEa—4RE2 3 REMOEMEADGHA
ayv¥a—REYa YETEISH LAY RTIZ N < o
TR T WA [6]~[11]. Cuthill 5 [6] IZ, Triplet network [12] ¥
Categorical cross-entropy loss 1 & D 815 L /=38 A AZ2E T D
F ¥ IUEEEMEER L, F 2 vEO I 2 7 —FUEHRE (Miillerian
mimicry) % ERHINET LTV 5.

Fan & [11] 4, PEEEEERT 2775 NF a2 v 80 &
DF =&ty N OMERYL 78 %21T-THD, Lin 5 [9],[10] 13,

11—



F a v OHiF} (subfamily), J& (genus), HifE (subspecies) % [FE
T 37D DOEEFE CH DV ERSEE TNV EREL TN 5.
WL OWFSE b EEEHGERANIC X 2 F 2 YEOAEYHEN D ED
HETHZ. —F, KA TEF 7Fave i E—0fEicE
BB OHUISZER 2 S Z 2o, JERICEEMI R SRR &
27 %WS. £z, BB YEST, @Al T L OHE
FERE TR INAHEENEHE (F7ry>ar~y ) ZHV
T, BREHENOBGRELIAS 2T 3.

2.2 RILFIRILSEE

KIFF TV F TNV GFHR AT 2R S . <IVF T 7
T, 7723 (7524 RSV R) BERLRYEE
FEPREXINTED [13]1~[15], X7 Fe—Fr LT, #&
AR D TR [16]~[18] REEF DT =X D% 7V v 7)5ik
DTR[19]~[22] BEIET 3. AFETHES 77— &L v M3,
BN 27 5 2AREMRRA TN 2720, 75 AR %% &
L7282, SEBEOUE LT E1T 5.

2.3 HEREHA

TR AR IH IFENEE  7 L OHERRAS IS 2 IR %
BRTB2FETHS. £ 77 —Fr LT, GradCAM[23]
23U L § 5 Post-hoc 7251, EFANEICT TV ay
~ v TERERT HMEEDIAATEETV(5],[18], [24] HTFEE
T 5. KW TIIEERNGEE 7 7 > > a Y X D HEehs
B KM X % Attention Branch Network (ABN) [5] Z7E/H L,
B IATNL (BR) 20T 2BCHER L #EEBE R LD
DNMEL R EATS .

3. 7T—2tvhk

3.1 BRMXBXEFIVEILICaY
FERARAAEF avaLr sy ay FRaLrrzyay)
%, HAERMN CREE T 2 aFEERAROKN 29 THE, B4
FEICLTH 1,750 fie A5 2 AR OEERaL 7> a T
HY, ThEEMAHT 22012, 7—2ZR—2EHEPT 7 —
F X2 =T 7 LOERBITHONRT NS [26],[27]. AaL 2
Y a v T —AN=2AB X CHASCHEYEED GIS EET— 4%
HEHT 222D, Fa vRKOHIBZER OMRIHD ATREIZ /2
2rEZoND. KT, Biav s a vEEHL, £
7 F a vRE G S OB R BRESEEZITS. N TI,
fERL7z¥7F a v DT —&tEy b DFICONWTIENS.
3.2 ¥7F3IoT—42tvkhk

3.2.1 7Y XNERDERR & AL

X 2(a) WO £ DIC, BEAM,»S 1 HITOMDHL, R
FECHEMT NN, RESZRTHE, HEDDOLT—
Fr— b BIMEERITS. OB, EEROWEREET
B To720bIc, WEAKEZITS 22T, 2 TOMEME
BB o HBEERT 5. WMELEFI7FavorIiil
RO % X 2(b) 1RT. 7Y ZNEARDERY A XK
6,500x4,000 [pixels] TH b, IEFICERBMLRERTDH 5.
ZNHDFY ZEARIL, HiROMED, F—&xN— B
Vr—F 3 Ia-—IT7L0EREENE LTIHREINTS
D, BI7—F v — FREOEBGGEICAERENOELET 5.

1 (a) ¥7F a v#il - B OHIRE R ) & B - AR O,
AR OBUIBMEE R L TE D, BTRUZEREHE C B
DEWHFELTWVWS. b)) F7FavrffT2EERSI VT
F A BOEER. FhZ2sk [25] & D KZ.

K2 ERaLv Y a7 Y ZOUEROERY. (a) EOkTB XU (b)
B L 7Y ZOVEIGRT — 2 D—fl.
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0 S S A

3 HTLBEROF 7 5 2 v EB DA

ZORD, ThoERETZIET, ERI Y ILEIEEL
2. B VEBER 3RS, YD o 2Ry FIEET
2,048%2,048 [pixels] 12V ¥4 XL, ERY A X&2H—55. 1
ML7X 7 F a VEHGROMBENL 4434 THYH, ZD5BF



£1 ¥7Favr—&Ey bDOITVGH

TRV (ByTAA)  FERUCHER NI
F 2 X R
HXHRT FHA v 235 45
Y NTAYTHA v 124 29
IR XA THA v 55 10
=D e v 341 99
YA I THA v 54 13
ARXAT YT FA v 91 21
XAV YT AA v 92 24
(2= v 42 10
EXH 7 A4 v 2,075 517
T RN FA 1 0
IFIIFA T 0 1
Ivaritq v 340 148
Iv=TAA 3 1
aAXT=h T4 v 145 30
Z2>avriA4 v 359 74
Multi-task GAP
: gg ﬁ/ %\ Label
.w - E% = 4 : Attention branch
Input image e
o .
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BT IBICER U BEIRE AR $g 74’2

|.— = EREORMER

- T/ | exnorte
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K4 <LFF_RU5HE ABN D% v b7 — G

AD33510 8, AR RAWTH 5B,

3.2.2 BHESNLTF—XDIER

RZEXT7FavP Y TLVERTI2EREIANLVENET 3.
BXT7F a VAL, THE, REEAH, REE 2D
RXARF=RZPFHEEINTWS. 22T, FEMOERE HARD
WA B S BT S N E D YT (1], [2).

E L7z 7 F a v F—Xty hD I ULNRER 1 ITRT.
1 DDY Y FNICEBOBES NABNEXNBGELRH 572
B, FVDEHEDY IR B L BRW I L ITERE
v, £1 &y, BREATETOBOGFEELRV I NLHAHE
BHs., 20D, FHT S5 VE—ERIZRE LEREZITS.

4. F &

4.1 ® 7T I

4N F IS ABN DXy bV — 7 REERRT.
AJI & N7z H{8E Feature extractor 12 & D 5 ~ULHE O R % i
HI L, i L7=455#% Attention branch N¥ A1 3 %. Attention
branch T, % Z ~LIZJG U 7z Global average pooling (GAP) [28]
2T, TRZD I NV GHOMREEET 5. ZheFH
FFiZ, GAP BRiDEAAAEI GG XN IR~y 7 THh

%75 ¥ a Y=y 7% Perception branch N\ ¥ AJJ L, Feature
extractor 2» 5 I XN 2R~ v ST 2EHAMT (77>
Ta V) R LRI, BRNRSERREHIT 5.
ZHUTED, FETIBRICHR L BB AR L oD, 20
FEIROR LB L 2R WTHEEITS 2 L HIATHE
5.

4.2 VARG HEERLILFE
AHFRTHHT 27 —&ty ME, 77 2AREHE2EZTH
5. ZDlD, FA=TREETE, YA BDOE2NIT L
EHONCEEPEA, DERECRIPELZZeREZLN
5. XBIT, AIFETIE, BOWATERERERT 2 Z 2200
BT, EFANHERRCHR L 2o b2 T
7B DN R BRI T 5720, @Y7 0 5H & 22 7 AR AR
DEBPNEL 5. KFETIE, 77 ARGEEERT 2%
BHEZEATLILT, RELERSNWLEZ 7Ty arysy
TOEZ DOV TERINCER 2T S . BERMIX, 77 2F
B EZER U7 () MERBB XU (i) 723 TV v Ik
HICEAT 5.

4.2.1 # =B

ABN OFRZEBR Lypy BRO XS ITERINS.

Labn = Latt + Lper @

< ILF Z L3 FH ABN TlE, Attention branch 2 TF Perception
branch ZNENDWT] ¥ EfE T VDR (Lare, Lper) Rt
L, #8%175.

WRD= IV F Z ~_VTH ABN T, (Larr, Lper) ZHEN
IZ Binary cross-entropy loss (BCE) Z FHl\TW 253, ¥ ¥ 7
DAY 5 A5 RO T R RFEE»TThbh T, Bk
FEOE R ZHE BN D 2. £ I TAIETE, 7721
% H 8L 73R 2B e LT T ORRERKEHH T 3.

Weighted focal loss (WFL) [18] WFL (& Focal Loss [29] IZZ
NVDEFIDMAE D L ICEADT LREEBTHS. 22T,
HBIITRcTNTEIRI Y Mo x, BT 0L%E ¢ 235,
Fh, YOEAFEB o) Ex ZAVT, WX p=0ckx) BE
FITHLE, WFLIZRD XS ITERSNS.

C
Lufi == ) we (y°(1= p)? log(p) + (1 - y)pY log(1 - p))
@

CZT, We=e %% 3T TR cITNTREATHY, 77 R ¢
DFEFD ac POEBINS.

Asymmetric loss (ASL)[16] ASLIZKI T 4 72772 %
AT 4T 7 ADNT VY AeE G LIRAERBTH Y, Focal
loss b LICRD X S ICEREINS.

Lasi == ) (y“(1= p)?* log(p) + (1= y)p}; log(1 = pm))

c
(3)
ZZT, pm=max(p—m,0) ZDHOEHELAT T4 77 TR
DT AT 5 72 D Shifted probability TH D, m IX3R7E%
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T AHEDT -V VBRI RIX—XTHE. T RX—X
(Y4, y-) DNFG U RZHBETH 8T, RIT4 72 HT4
T T ADEDNT Y REBR LB EEITS.

4.2.2 FT=RYTY T

TR T =22 HCTEFR e D EERITOBONT v 2 %2E
B3T2377u—Fe LT, PRI TRADY Y TINE2ZLl Y
TV TFE TF=—nN=H TV T R —7 T RADY
YINESRLB TV TTE [T R=F T YT B
FIET 5. AW T, RIRORERZICIZ T, 7—420%
VIV HEERRET 5 e THAIEER VBRI T T
Yravey 7OEVWEERT L. BERMICIE, R 1LIORLE
ARD G RVEEBEL, BV TITNAHBDE N X AT
FADYF L TINE T R—YF TV T, AFTH T F
AREDY Y TVBODIRNT =R EF—N=H T T
BT, VIARNS Y RBRERLI-EER1TS

5. £ 5%

51 REREH

F—&Rty P2 LT, 3. 28I THRREF 7FavF—&2ty
MEIEHT 5. BHY 2 L, 448x448 [pixels] 12V A X
LTAY b= AANTE. ZOF—Xty FOH, 2D
EH& T — &2 3510 KDOAZERAT 5. ZDOHT &5 KR
TS Z e DIATRERR Y ¥ TR I N TN B BE T X)L 12
TSR FEOEIR T — X 3,503 WEFEEBICHHAT2 (K10 [HE
Bucfif) oFl%5R). 3,503 e 7 X azaElL, 2,799
KE2EE, 704 WEFMIZH WS, X512, /I Fzo
WX, RO 2 @Y Zh 2V TEREITS.

Unbalanced FFEDT > X AICHEILT 2,799 MEZDE E
HAW2¥EHEy b, 732G EEATE TRy b L
TEBEITS.

Balanced 4.2.2 fiilC TN & 512, BYEZ BT
THEY Y TLDREMNET NVBOEIEDFRERRDEFELL &3
X T=RI T T ERTRoTEEHE Y b

BB INONRIE, EBERORKR I ITRT

v bV —2ZFF N L LT, ImageNet[30] THR¥E L7
ResNet18[31] Z Ny 7R —> 2§53 </LF 5548 ABN %
RT3, 2=y FH A4 K& 32, 2F EE0E 1,000 [epochs] &
5. FHECX, £6&KEEP Random crop, I b7 X ME
PR PO T — XILREZEH T 2. 2 TOEFICBVT, &
JE (bt FiEIZ Momentum SGD (22 3 = 0.01, Momentum = 0.9)
2L, 500 3B & 750 [epochs] HTHEELRE 10 7D 1128
BT 5.

FHIfiFERE . L C, Fl-score 3 & OF mean Average Precision (mAP)
ERAT3. %7, BRLEZ TV a2 YEALTZ 22T,
EMRREHEZITV, F 2 VEOEMROHE D O FHEER
BEAC L OBIEMEICOWT HE#REITS.

5.2 SENEOFHE

£ 2 IZEMFEED Fl-score £ mAP 2/R3. 77 ANT VA
ERFAED T —X+ v b+ (Unblanced) LA LT —&X+t v b
(Balanced) % L3 % ¥, Balanced % f\W\ 7235512 Fl-score 23

®2 M RE

Training set: unbalanced Training set: balanced

Fl-score [%0] mAP [%] Fl-score [To] mAP [%]
BCE 74.49 92.26 88.68 92.81
WFL [18] 74.61 93.78 88.79 92.74
ASL[16] 81.74 89.23 80.14 92.91

m_LELTW3. FfZ, BCE ¥ WEL % W 7=3A12 Fl-score 2%
RKELFLELTED, RIT4TEXTT ATV TRADNT >
2ARER LR WVEABETIE, 3 TN Y AR FEER
Rz RELFELTWS.

F7o, MEBROEWIZEHT % &, Unbalanced % 7215
&, ASL iZMiDRRZERE L L LT, &\ Fl-score 2L T
W2%. —J7, Balanced 27— X+t v FTIlX, BCEX WFL & D
3 Fl-score MERLTWS., ZDI s, ¥ TINNT R
HELLEWT—Z -ty FTEEZITIHEIIE, ASL AR
THDIEPHERTES.

I, 312, BESINILED Fl-score &/RT. /2, RIC
WBREBHINVOEERY Y A% 7R L T\Wb. Unblanced
ERWESGEOMERLD, FE IOV nsae Xy
VTAALRYF A YT AL, FIAZF AT UITBWT, ASL
ZHW3 Z & T Fl-score BWEINTWVWAS. ASL IZ¥ > 7
BoVw, ThbbEXRTT 4 7H T2, B IR
DFEERZBICRELFEL TN S.

—77, Balacned W /z#ER T, ASL ORFEIIKERE
A7V b DD, BCE ¥ WFEL IZBWTKERFEERENR S
N, ZoORBER LB YL LT, B8 ULOMMWIHRED
EZEzo0b. BRI, K1b) &b, JvavrtfexA
VY7 FADPHICRY T 4 TR BAREEE L, Iv~7 A
AWK T 4 TTHENR, XDV TAHABRI T4 I THD
REDZNLOHEESPEZ ONDE. ZOREFEHORS T 4
T OLDHEEME, o P -2 Y2y RAIT
H B HATECHEG O B MHEE © LR LT, EF IR E X
BNB. IREDIEHhE, FNADHILEWS > T
728, By IO I O EENRELRELED
DrEZLND. XDEMBRRS T 4 77 VLOMAGDEDN
FET 25EE, ASL R OFEMBUC X 2 EMIHIRFTE S
A, BE S UL OIENER S QMBI IC OV TIESHD
FED—DOTH 5.

5.3 7TriavIyToFHE

KSIKEBESNIVLDFEEHDT Ty ar<y TERT.

5(a-c) \Z7/~”$, Unbalanced # W= ED 77> a v
<y TR, BEEREFRL TV BEEREICRERERIC
BWT TV a v RETLIGEREND . —), YT
NT U ARBROFRTIE, BRAOFERBEERIMH SN TE
D, X752 v OHEBICHEREENEFEELTNWS. ZOZth
B, YU TNV RADTBENRELT=T T a v ORI
HELTEBY, 7—XH VIV RIS THRELET T
Yyary=y TOEENTRETH S.



#3 B ¥ D Fl-score [].

Training set DITIE, FRES LD > IAEEZRLTVS.

~ ~ N
) * X ~ A ~
~ N N w ~ * ~ N ~ N ~
~ A A N ~ N * ~ ~ x A ~
N R R A N A N £ N ® R N
x Ex = R N R N N N N i D
R -~ A ~N < R = il R n N m
£ N o N N ~ ~ D X ¥ & N g
R R N i ES X ® - i 1% b N 2
Training set: unbalanced 188 99 44 272 43 72 73 33 1659 272 115 287 -
BCE 100.00 91.30 5333 66.66 30.76 41.66 97.29 87.50 85.30 88.37 5238 99.30 74.49
WFL[18] 100.00 95.83 30.76 7596 30.76 53.84 9444 87.50 80.00 89.70 57.14 99.30 74.60
ASL[16] 9894 9361 77.77 67.82 77777 57.14 9729 94.11 7428 85.00 58.53 9859 81.74
Training set: Balanced = 282 294 418 408 408 223 365 330 610 408 436 576 -
BCE 100.00 97.95 73.68 80.85 9523 6341 9743 100.00 96.17 84.76 74.57 100.00 88.67
WFL[18] 100.00 100.00 77.77 76.11 73.68 80.00 100.00 100.00 96.60 88.23 73.07 100.00 88.79
ASL[16] 100.00 100.00 72.72 71.42 80.00 68.57 8837 56.25 9357 7135 67.69 9171 80.14

RIZ, K 5(e-f) 1IZ7RT, Balanced # W=7 Ty av~ey S
IZBWT, EEBMEEE LGE0E VRIS 5. Fl-score
DiEW BCE KO WEL TlE, BRFDADHRNT T a »p
B AYRLNT, RR#E EIEHRLTWS, —77, ASL
X Unbalanced 25 & L LT 2 & 7 4 RIXEBEI O TW3 D
DD, BCE X WFL & B3 2 ¢ 3B RN & TR VWEE 2
LTWw3. DlE&ED, @AEOEWT 7Yy ary~vy 7OMSE
WKIEH Y TG ZOPFBNRELFELTBY, RERK

DEFETIIHBERIXET I OD, 77 ary~<y 7OHMHA
HiEHF D eE L RWEAEDSIHS 2 272 o 7z,

5.3.1 HEHMFRHRZHE X 2EE
Rz, FRROERIVBRIBEENEL, ¥7F a2 vtk
ELTEHRLTW RS Y IL#ERD WEL Z WG E50 7

TryvarvwyZ (K56) 2Fa VHEOEMFIIRL, #
18 U 7= AR A & B 2 O BRI IC O W THER 1T 5.

SRR EMITT 2EE e LT, #ifllo#o oMt
(AR R~FE) 7TV a v 2 e BEW.
CHUIEMRPREM EHEE T 2 IR T 5, RRRED
THBIEDBHLEATVS[32]. 2D, <LF I ILHHE
ABN 215 U 7= AR e FFRO— BRI R, —3 L T
BY, 77vvavey IHERT AHAMNELTH LI LS
Z5.

F7z, K5 DX = T7FAINTET T ay
v 7T, BiflloBOTEOBRME REANBTE) &7 7
YyavPEFL TS, ZOEMIFEMROMA L IZRLS
ECHD, SHROFMREN (TS 22T, 1ERETHREIN

TWRD o 77 R OB EF AT 2AMREMSH D, 5
BOFED—DOTH 3.

6. %

ARTE, YU F TG ABN VT, ¥7F a3 UK
Hi{§ 2 & OBESHEE X U2 05 MR 2 HIBTRILZ 7]
bz T o7, 7 7 AT ER L LRERBB X U7 -4
BTV Y IRBEAUEE LR, SWAERE R ER L.
/e, TTrvvaryyy TEAVWERESEE F a9 IR OME

=

Mrickb, #HCIDER LY Ty ary~y THEMRD

HR Y —HIT2EHEERL TN ZehHLLE Ko7

SHOTEL LT, & HFEMLMEREES X CEMROH FZL

NOF T R HIBERDOEMEHLPICT 2 2 R ENETF LN

5. ¥, KRF—=REy bADXTI7F avH Y IILOEMB X
7 — X N— 2D HIERITS .

R AR REMERES R E N R T3 7921
— 2 [FEHH - FHFEFIZE IDEAS202006 + IDEAS202105 B X
UF JSPS BHiFE: 21H02215 OBIR#Z T -3 DTH 5.
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