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Random selection global diversification fine-grained image classification

LIU Guang-huiT, ZHAN Hua, MENG Yue-bo

(College of Information and Control Engineering, Xi’an University of Architecture and Technology, Xi’an 710055,
China)

Abstract: A random selection global diversified classification network model is presented to deal with the difficulty of
capturing the potential distinguishable features in fine-grained image classification and the tendency to ignore the
relationship between different features. Firstly, the ConvNeXt is taken as the backbone to improve classification
performance, and a random elimination boosting selection (REBS) strategy is designed to promote network learning
more image information and capture potential distinguishable features through the enhancement of the interaction
between the feature elimination and feature boosting branches. After that, the global diversification module (GDM) is
proposed focusing on modelling feature maps of different levels interactively to enhance the comparison ability of
network. Meanwhile, the dataset of logo imprint image is established, and the fine-grained algorithm is applied to
conduct authenticity identification, which realizes the practical application of fine-grained image classification task in
natural scenes. This network achieves 91.9 %, 93.8 % and 93.5 % accuracy on three open datasets, CUB-200-2011,
Stanford Cars and FGVC-Aircraft, respectively. Compared with other advanced comparison methods, the presented
method greatly upgrades the comparison performance. The accuracy of 96.8 % is achieved on the self-built dataset,
which indicates the capacity of the network in accurate classification of true and fake images.

Keywords: fine-grained image classification; distinguishable feature; random elimination boosting selection strategy;

global diversification; authenticity identification
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X T F AN 22 AR A R R AR IZ )
% 37 5412,

AR BRI ) SV T 3 g i s B0 55 R
ANT7 Te) o S o i AR B RS SR AR 4S8
BERRVEME, SO AR VE mAE B AR, 99 1 B R AU S
FH bR 2 50 OB B I . FLBA, — 2807 vk 2 R
B B ) o e 7 SOR MR . SCHR [3] 48 tH T B TR
HJR-CNN (part-based R-CNNs) 73 28 512, {8 Bh 4R
R Hh )3 FEHE AN Z2 38 R A5 B R AT I 2045 210
RPAEBAT % 1 R BRARHAE, 4 15 21 IR RFAE 2080 )5 13
1750 FHRAE. SCHR (4188 T — NS5 B0 E AL o 5%
DL 43 28 BV ARORE B 43 SR X 285, 1 T IR 1] 3 42 R 4
(valve linkage function, VLF) KAk 5 57 L J 43 2K 1
I 2 [ PR JEE 2, PR 2 R R S e A g5 R s B 7
AR B 32 FERE AR RS B SR A S M
N THREAS B, X bRy A5 B3R A4 8 5, fi
3K 8 i M 9 S P M 52 3 R A1, R e, 0 4R A
MR T b 25 58 143 S 1 55 M B 7 =R AR FE [
BT — K.

13 8 T IR FE 5 20 (1) R LA BAH GBI TR (IR N,
AN B A AN TARVE (S B RE % 14 3] R 47 1) 7
FVERE. STk (518 H 85 2 RR1E 18] A BAE L E 2
AN JZ R 8] F 377 TR OG 2R K 20 B2 (1)) [X 43K
fIE. SCHR[6] 52 1 DX 431 THD ) 4R A0 1D v 397 V8 5 A 28
(discriminative
model, DF-GMM) LA fift it [X 73 X 38 4 ik i) 8, FF
B B4 I AR BE A0 1. SCHR (711581 T — RO 2k
P2 B R0 48 457 (bilinear CNN, BCNN), 3 i [f1) & 4
FUAE I 77 3 2H & PR AN I 28 e A1, SE BB B IX 4 PR Y
SR LR AIE 7. VR B WL P N, 45 I 2 DG 1
A X P B IR AL, $6 ey AR RS 43 ZRAT 55 I HERf 2. S
R [8] 42 Y 7 — Fhowh G &8 A7 v 7 J1 B A (object-part
attention model, OPAM), it ix X} % 25 A58 £ 7= )
B SR 1 o R RFAE I 27, SCHR (91K A T 2 RJE
EEIEAE BN EIMEERE G R, &G EHHE
Rl 75 2 B vE B BRRE . SCEk[10] 38 T =4k
PEVE R TR 28, B 3GV O T R R AR
PLIRRFIEZE A8, Sk (1] 81h T —FiEE B
XA S, WA S5 A L 2 5l N B RRTHE, IRAE
FHAEAN T 50 1 5 B B RO 5 W rh AR 281 - 5
PRAT, ST EH R 2R A 2 CRFAE 2 2]

TR INUHIRENS 5] AR S A X PR AL,
{2 HE i SR AR T o S 3 A 40, T R T TR

feature-oriented Gaussian mixture

AHFRFAE, A AR A FE A TR R I LE A HE /11
B4, ELANST 6 177 25 2 25 R AIE. A ST 2 3
WER R EE R, IR EE RN FE M, 2R
DR 28 $ 4B BEARFAIE e T B 3T B

T 190 4% 1 4 9t 2 DR B AT 55 1) R B B Y
1T W K 1) transformer ZEA4) 75 AIRL B AT 55 HHUAS T
B U RS SOk [12] 32 T o £ 1 v R AR A B
(selective attention collection module, SACM), F] H
ViTIB)(vision transformer) H IV & U BCEE, #% i i A\
P B 1) AH G B B2 1 1 O N Hb e e AT, B SR 7R
VAT EARL BEAT S5 TR A 2. SCHR[14] 38 H T AH AL
E R IR B AR (mutual attention weight selection,
MAWS), fEA Gl NBA S H IGO0 N A Joth ik 4
DX ) BB B, I DLk BR B A A transformer 2 (1) 5
FhRid, LAME RGO T 445 . SCER[15]4E VIiT |
PR T Xk S, $i5 5 I 28 1k B %50 1 B R
ok 3k B A A0 77 1) BHE X 38, SCHR[16] 32 H 1
I VA7E & £ R E transformer (recurrent attention multi-
scale transformer, RAMS-Trans), #| H] transformer ]
H = ) U2 RFE R J7 3038 9 2 20 7 00 10 X 85
T =L 1 transformer 28 44 45 & 73 & ) AL E
T8 A e AHORL FE AT 55 1) — AN BB B E R X T
transformer, 7. 22 #4) 5 CNNAZ7E — E R R A G 18, 3
ik [17] %2 H T ConvMixer, B A 0 4% 45 44 18 1% 4 11
BRURSEIL, B0 UE 18 VIT 1% Fh 2244 5 K 1) 74 B 9
43K H T transformer, 2 /b ¥ 43 /& oK E patch 1E H
gy N Z2 7~ S DL ST [18] B8 2 DA Al 46 A1 3= M 4%
& 4 ConvNeXt, 1 2 /N T 45 P4 B¢ L B T Swin
transformer!'*), 1X 4 AN AT 5 2% B ARAE 1 SEHLAR 3
HH R EE L

73 Ah, A8 RL FE AT 55 1 B M IS A7 AE T R H O
T, H A 3 5B 5T BT R F AR R R s 2 4
) (stanford dogs)?%). K HL(FGVC aircraft)?!l, 5 %4
(stanford cars)??! fll 2% (CUB200-2011)123, )R 1x b
B A — 2 BB s AR &, 22, LR
IR SR AR s I e R AR 1 U, i AR 4R
L5545 4 T BB A AE IR 22 e, 3 it B P A PR 14U
AR5 IR T I Ba e b, 52 1 4R 3 RAT 5%
IS . AT Ik, G e 4 0 B 23 SR B vk 45 S B
NF, FE 51 R 55 T B0 S AR T, A2z AU (E 75 T 19
TAE.

FRARE 3 73 A, A SCHE H —Fl 55 B A BE WLk
AR 2 A5 2507, 18 FH ConvNeXt B & F
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WA 2%, 75 0 2% 31 S B B AR L AL ok B i i 5% SR
(random elimination boosting selection, REBS), i i ]I
il B S 2 A BN 2R il i A ) A o I w5 3K,
172 JR BT AE W AR E AR R il — Db, Wit & R
Z FEALHR L (global diversification module, GDM), £
SLARFIE RSN S R 4R i AR F 5 1. [RIN, AR 4
FHe A% i 18, A I @ ST TR AR s BT

ConvNeXt

» ConvBlock 1 —1

Conv Block2 |—

HAT B FLOh PG 4R, d I i B R R A S TR R
TERE g — N B RE I 2 SR A, W] KA i 25 AF
7 ity B B TR AT v A
1 BENLIERES R 2 R R 2%

BB 8 42 J5) 2 AR AL 20 R X 2 A 22 B AR 4 1A 1
Fiow, 2 BEALHE £ T 4% ConvNeXt. FEHL T FR 1 55k
FEHEH% REBS #1142 J5) 2 FE AL E GDM.

GDM

£ N

1
= iy ——-—--
o

Bl1 FENEFEE RS D EMELSH

1.1 =T

XoF T HURE B AT 55, 5 ARURA) 38 K TR AR AIE R, T
FF WL IR e T AR RHIE I 2
HLAE 7. 405 S 5 H ) Mask-CNNP4ZE (i 1 AH ]
PR A 2 BL L AR [F) 550925 )5 73 U AE Alex-Net. VGG LA
J Resnet 502513 AN 3= - o 8 v 3 47 %6} bl SIZ56, SE 06 45
REW], U ET WL 5r KR8 T R LFI, AR 55
W2 2 B B 1) PR BE, SCHR [12, 14-16] BE 2 BL VIT
VERNETIRG T 3K At fe. IRIE LR b, ik
BEOL 5 10 3 T 0 8%, F4  5i K (R R IE 3R, A& 40 KL P
R Bk —.

ConvNeXt 7& Hi Facebook AITF 7LFE T 2022 FF3&
O, 5 4 B b dHE A BB M) &, K% Swin
transformer LA & ViT W I RFBR B THEE T — B AR I
FRVETE TREE AT 4y BB AR Wi E R KRG
FURZ DA B AR AT H R, T2 T ResNet 2244, 4 LL
Swin transformer 55 £ F HE 2 I 5 RN B 5 A6 O A O,
DA, AR SC % 4% ConvNe Xt VE N 3 4% W& 1 For,
Z M 8L E 5/ stage. HoH: stage 1 45 #4 T) 5L, AT ALK

X N PR 1 T A B stage 2 ~ stage 4 B ConvNeXt
Block H#E & 2H i, &5 # AHABL. 9 2% 1% i [t 5 stage )
B n R, S B 2 BinEE. M A
K8 2231 AN [F] stage Ji= FI 75 2 AN [7] RUBE T B HREAE &
X € FOXWXH o O\ W Al H 43 5 N FFE K 7 I8 iE
e e EA R .
1.2 FEHLIERRIE R I RS

TEARLFEAT 55 b 28 18 55 1R OG T o I 25 () 350 o
T A0 1 A 8 7 1R ] 01 8 43 DR 17k A o 24 1
SRR T B 0 3 I R S AR AL, T 2R R A 1) 4 R REAE,
ASCBARAE Y SR B2 R R AR B ) R, 8 1 4 |
(SIS e TE I SER I LSS e A P S
PERIE B, R 2% D E 4 R s B SR, FE AN 25
TR A 10 R FH AR R, DU 2 s X 248 56 4 AR
3235 [RARFAIE, AT 3 350K 2 PR A1, DRI, 36 75 22— A1
SRR AR 22 f R 0l 77 0008 43 SR e AR 1) P U e
1. BT IR, A SCHE T B ALV R S o R 5K
W, 38 0 R B 3EAT I S V) e, IR R — V)
BEHLIAT LR P AR AR 304 DX 28 2 51 B 4 Tl A
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RACRHIE.

REBS 1 B A& 45 ¥ 40 & 2 B 7, 1 55 B B A\ ]
PUSE T W 4AT B — 2 5 H RRAE B P, A SCHs DA
stage 3 Fll stage 4 14 i AF W REBS [N B 56, I &
B FEAEFE X RHIEE F e FOWXHE P47 n 501 K
PBAERF B Fyy € ROW/mXH (| e [1 n]; SR, A

Y F F gy BEHUIT A 8 W 1 SRR 4 35, B
AR T PR IRIE 532, 50 SRR 4 SR
WEE R BB ST, ANV 57 50 % BES AT A1
4 11 R A 3R 45 F. REBS SR O 1 1 R AE2 44
S, LUBEHLI 7 2 it 4 2 458, AT S0 1
Flpo PiR AR B RL LT

£

] -

"_.é_. H

. 1 threshold //
/// split _£7] T pooling map dropout } /'
1 random o
- ||} selection _’ T' =
I f /] ]
feature map o /}\ , ® ’ result
sigmoid |
| pooling map importance
2 FEALEBRIEIR IR F SRR G54
X TR BR 70 3, RN B ANRHIE AT RFEE F gk important:
ISP AL AR, 13 B Fppy € RW/M*H:
,] /f Tﬁ,ﬁ; ~ J (k) F(k)important = F(k) X P(k)important- (5)

Fp(y = CAP(F(y) € RW/m*H, (1)

H f CAP Jy il i “F 35 Jth 4k (channel-wise average
pooling).

Fpo BAME R S BUE V8 B 4 N\ P AE B A
[, AL 73 AR RIS I R B R AR 0. T 4
IR BE BLE £ 42 R 2 FEAL 0 RN 4% /2 N 0 RAE 5%
M IER, Fp(xy AT, S B 5 B3 1 038 70 19 7 [\) 73
A1, e 70 2 BUE B s, # ) J0 8si. BIX T 23 2R AT 55
M &, Fpuy PEEME R AR AR T H I Re
73,8 T W BR s B 71 B8R o3, MRS Fpoy 18R
98 JEE AR 25 B E B 8 6 A2 U BRI RS Py drop, 1
KT BUE R MG R B A0, )2, 4/ T BME 3
G R E N, BT AR

0, Fp(k) (Z,]) > 6 X max(Fp(k));
P(k)drop = { (2)

1, otherwise.
DS i S (15 7 - 0 £ N W I e L G !
sigmoid V% bR E A G BRAETD Pk yimportant:
Ptyimportant = sigmoid(Fpry) € [0, 1]M/™H (3)
B F ) W FERFET R 70 SO, s i 205
ST BRRFE B F ) arop:
F(k)drop = F(k) X P(k)drop' (4)

X I, 5 308 R I 3 56 73 52, WU Je i A 2 4

B 5, B Fiyarop M F e)important 7 90 JE 4E FEREAT HF 3545
#| Feq€e ROWXH f
Fresut = concat(F{xdrops F (k)important) (6)

Hod concat K 45 1) 43 b 3 5 (1) &R0 R IE B E 58 B
YEFE AT PHEE.
1.3 £REHLIER

g iR REBS 73 2T 7L 1 4 R RHE, 2 BB
HH U PR A1) 7 RS AR AN [RARFAIE o AT Ze RN LI R
ARSI REAIST H O35 1K AN 6] B 4 SR R AL, BE &
TR0 RO AN ] 2 % AR ALE PR 2R AT A8 L 3RS, d e
DR 28 AN [ 2 3 24290 B 1045 2, 15T L EAME B

GDM ) 1 7% 4 181 3 fr 7. & Je, B T W 4%
stage 3 ~ stage 5 4 i ConvBlock 1 ~ ConvBlock 3 /&
FIRFAE B E A — AN G (Fy, By, Fy) € (REOXWr i
ROXWaxHa | ROXWaxHs) M3 3 ANRHIE I B FEE Al 1y
FER W, x Hy Wy x Hy W5 x Hy JE4EN L1 Loy Ls,
23] (F!, Fy, F}) € (RC*Ir ROxL2 ROxLs) R 5 i
I FTRES L FLVRIEY VAR BRI P AT RS SR
URHABAFEEHE B My« Mo MM s, FRALBERE RS P IR M,
AN TRIRFAE G 25 I AHALLEE, 2 N5 25 48 1 A AL B2 Bk
IS, B AT 2 18] B EL R A B 5, BTG, K — M . — M A1
— M3 A28 B PRI R SO0 HAT Z AT 0 — 1k
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ﬁ"%f’ﬁ?%iﬂ W12\ W23\ W131
Wia = softmax(—M7) € [0,1]""" M, = F{"Fy;

7
W = softmax(—MJ) € [0,1]%2*% M, = FiTF};
®)
Wiy = softmax(—MJ) € [0,1]"*", M3 = F{'F.
©)

e, K H R 20 B A — AR 15 2 (1938 BARRE
B Wigy Wass Wiz LR F\ Fy Fy P32 Wg,
Wiy~ Wey, HEH RS Ly Loy Ly 4Bl W, x Hy

Wy x Hyv Wiz x H3, 133 (Wg,Wg,,Wg,) €
(RCXW1><H17RC><W2><H27RC><W3><H3)’ﬁ
Wg, = Fy x Wl + Fy x W, (10)
W, = F| x Wiz + F§ x Was, (11)
Wp, = F] x Wiz + Fj x Wis. (12)

SR I B SRRE R 2 W, AW, Wi, S LA 2
U B AL

PE 4D IR, A SOHF L 2 R R Wy —
e AT B, R 7 B2 27 7R3 3 softman 32 48 ]
SRR A%,

W,

F,e R&™ ™"

Ireshape
H N H B

v i WFz >

|
t

— [TTTTT] ® |
reshape l ‘” reshape J
— .
" - W W]
—_

reshape

F,eRT™"
3

reshape

3 EREHNIERE

2 SEREER S
2.1 SSBIRSE

A7 AE CUB-200-2011. Stanford Cars. FGVC-
Aircraftix 3 /™ F #E 52 DA&K H 2 I F IR AR &
B3 B0 PR B £ B gk 47 X B 5256 sk 6 B BT 4R
HEEREAE. FiR 4N EREM BAAE B R
FR.

=1 AMBIERESH

BiR4E  CUB-200-2011 Stanford Cars FGVC-Aircraft A5 /E El
VIR N 5994 8144 6667 5794
WA A & 5794 8041 3333 2483
EHIE 200 196 100 2

22 LEWBY

SEIG A ST L B 40 T 5 4E R 408 Ubuntu 16.04,
GPU %4 5 24 RTX 2 080Ti, 3K H PyTorch i i % > AE
B8NS I KN A 448 < 448, 15 7 5 & ik Ad
HEFEALES E N 475 (SGD), 3 & % B N 0.9, BUE % i

40.000 01, BRIV AL 20 7K 18, BLO.02 I 46 2
> N1 25 200 4~ epoch, H 4 14 ) J7 2 G B B AL
AT B0, R A 5208 K T 8 2 5] Sl iR
I3 R 2 R MR A VPN FEAR, N T T 2 H5ikx)
b, AR SCTR Gt
2.3 HEASCIG

CUB-200-2011 £ 45 4/ 5 P40 A1 HER I bR
HEAS B, B 7K EUE B R Z0 bR 25 (labe 1) & A X R 24
(7 B 38 AR vEHE (BBox) Al 15 AN BB AL kR IE s 45 B
(parts), FHoBLE 7 200 F & 2K BHE, B — 20 40— A
730K A SRR A, AR EE
FRAH 2 DL R 350187 A B, A2 Aiher P B A% r RAT 55 P i
B 4. T I, AR ATIE B AR A 4 Rk AT
TH RS
231 WEBESH

AATIGIR R REBS 1 [ {HL 6 X T~ 2% [y 2 1), 5K
(D) H D) 43 Bn K AR S 22 56 B B 9 7. I 45 A ]
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ERAEREENEE, A5 E T UEENERIE %
T, % DL stage 3 Fl stage 4 % Hi AF 4 REBS HI % .
£ REBS FRHIETH B 23 3, B T 1 B 1 X I 2> B &

K 2%, 250 &8 Gt Rl 67 TH 52 5 0 BU(E R K, A
1590 B DXt /N, IE AN B T A B AR AR, th k2 m)
WL, 24 6 B2 0.85 I, REBS SZHR 1 fe fE g,

F2 HESECUB-200-2011 H3EE FHSIIG4ER

233 AEESREFEERE ST

N T IUEREBS fiIGDM [ 25tk R 444 H T £
T 245 5 A AN R Hx T B 28 o PR g DL SRR R 5T
5 B,

F4 ARSCEEECUB-200-2011 H3EE RSt =R

ik acc/% param/M  FLOPs/G
ConvNeXt 91.2 87.5 61.4
ConvNeXt + REBS 91.6(+04)  87.5(+0)  62.8(+1.4)
ConvNeXt + DM 913(+0.1)  92.5(+5.0)  65.2(+3.8)
ConvNeXt+REBS +DM  91.9(+0.7)  925(+5.0)  66.6(+5.2)

EIRER) acc/%
0.95 91.4
0.9 91.5
0.85 91.6
0.8 91.5
0.75 91.5
0.65 91.4
0.6 91.4
0.55 91.4
0.5 91.3

232 REBSHENILEIERE

7E W 28 Il Sk 78 rh R A4 7R T A B Bk
REBS KA AV I 26 BE 4% 14 B f £E 2508, X T 1kt i) /2,
1 R ¥ B 206 I 520, AR S H R 4 50 R AR
REBS W ££ [ £% ) v 18] J2 5 R A ) 0 2% 4 BE 1)
FTH A T IR X — B AR, AR ST AAE T A
[F] stage K REBS #H47 T 5256, 78 e 72 v (RI{E 6
WEN0.85.

B 4G, W B Rk AE stage 2 ~ stage 5 1) far i S
X H REBS, H T stage 1 & XJ % A\ EZ (1) 7 Ak 2,
HAEAH S BB, KA JEAE stage 1 5K H
REBS. 1% 3 0] W, 7F stage 4 J5 % Fl REBS #Effi Ny
91.4 %, =T N 7E HoAth stage Ji i1 g S8 5, BEBELLE
ZAANIFN 1) stage i 5 >R A REBS, HH 3% 3 1 45 R mf
KB, REBS W T stage 3 fill stage 4 J5 HU 1§ T e 3
R 3 A[ElstageZ54& REBS#E CUB-200-2011 #iiEe&E ERY

LILER
REBS acc/%
stage 2 91.2
stage 3 913
stage 4 91.4
stage 5 91.2
stage 2 + stage 3 91.3
stage 3 + stage 4 91.6
stage 2 + stage 3 + stage 4 91.4
stage 3 + stage 4 + stage 5 91.4
stage 2 + stage 3 + stage 4 + stage 5 91.2

i 2% 4 7] ;AR FH ConvNeXt 3 T W 2%, vk v
T2 R 91.2 Yo, AR 1 3d8 S50 ¥ 58 1 (B - 7E stage 3
stage 4 J5 K HI REBS i 215 51 91.6 %, 32T+ 1 0.4 %;
N T M %E GDM B IR 1 H, # B REBS J5 S H7E &
T 2% R FH GDM, £H 45 5 0 A, HE 7 2208 91.3 %,
FHAR T 28 AR TE 1 0.1 %; 24 REBS 45 & GDM L [+
KU, ERRZRIE R 1 91.9 %, M ELIELR R TH T 0.7 %.
Hy b ] AL, R ] GDM AT 48 1 REFR T+ 0
B, & FR R 5092 N 2 72 REBS i #1221 78 75 1] [X /3 RRAE
(35 b, I GDM 57 SR )M OC R, FE i
R T B PR R T 48 A ) o 2 1k .

B 5T o FE B T B 5 2% FE RN 2 ) B2 % B, T
53 1) K H 7 38 B IR B (floating point operations,
FLOPs). Z#{ & (parameters, Param) it 17 & &. REBS
T BTN RE R i N R B AT I B 4 G 54 1,
FEMEAEL AT SRS 50, IR I, AN 2 45 R R 5 SR A0 b
()2 H s A (E S TSR R S I AS AT 4, 5] A REBS
Ji, FLOPs Ft 5 1 1.4 G. Hufli5] N GDM fiibl, 25 &
N7 5.0 M,FLOPs 7+ T 3.8 G. REBS. GDM ¥J>k
i, 25210 7 5.0 M, FLOPs & 1 5.2 G.

24 SMBEFHEMELER
2.4.1 CUB-200-2011 HHEE LR 595

4 M T3 1 7 i 4E CUB-200-2011 45 55
{14 I 8% 4170 2R WAL SR 7 i 238 A8 A A7 5. EH P 4 mT I,
Il 25401 K train_loss FEGUIE 41 K test loss #4 [m] T~ F2
5E B, Y R4 2R train_acce FNEG IR #E A % test_acc U
A, test_acciBE]91.9 %.

100f 42998
18
80 7Y\;l .94 train_acc
X 16
< 60 —— test_acc A
o i o
S train_loss {4 =2
< 40 —— test_loss
12
201
F 10
0

0 40 80 120 160 200
epochs

B4 MBS FUERRE WL
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FSNZEIEST SIS, R s al W, Frig o5k
TEZEHR AR BB B T HERIZ91.9 % I bk P Re, i &
F o s B 5 I A PoseNorm« KERL . Mask-CNN, H fig
iy UK AR bR 25 (labe 1) 32 47 59 W BF 1) i 21 i
k. %5 H PMG A FBSD LA 89.6 % F189.8 % HI#E i

AT T H AL T CONN 4244 1) 55 W8 B 07 20, (B 3
5 T BTt 7 k. T transformer 2284 1 772, 40
TPSKG. AFTrans. FFVT. TransFG &) ViT /£ A %
T W 4 BUAS T AR 5 1R HE B S, 1T BT B R 9k A
ConvNeXt{E = M4, B 7 5l 5 v ag.

%5 AREEATECUB-200-2011 #iEE LRVERRUNER S 2 E LN AR

Jiid ETF ML 1 PR 2% acc/% param /M FLOPs/G
PoseNorm!?®! VGG labe 1 + BBox + parts 75.7 — —
KERL™ VGG labe 1 4+ knowledge 87.0 - -

Alex-Net labe 1 + parts 78.6 - -

Mask-CNN24! VGG labe | + parts 85.7 - -

Resnet50 labe | 4 parts 87.3 — —

BCNNU D-Net 4+ M-net labe 1 + BBox 85.1 — —

D-Net + M-net label 84.1 — —

MAMCBY Resnet 50 label 86.2 - -

LIOB! Resnet 50 labe 1 88.0 - -

FDLB Resnet 50 labe 88.6 - -
NTSE! Resnet 50 label 87.5 29.0 83.6
PMGP4 Resnet 50 label 89.6 45.1 37.4

CINP! Resnet 101 labe 88.1 - -
API-Net3] Resnet 101 labe 1 88.6 46.1 63.0

DTB-Net?*”) Resnet 101 labe | 88.1 - -
FBSDE®! Densenet 161 labe 89.8 46.8 53.1
it ViT-B_16 labe 90.2 86.1 62.0

TPSKG!* ViT-B_16 labe 91.3 - -

AFTrans!'?! ViT-B_16 labe 91.5 - -
FEVT4 ViT-B_16 label 91.6 86.2 62.0
TransFG!'! ViT-B_16 labe 91.7 86.4 62.0
ours ConvNeXt label 91.9 92.5 66.6

TR R =7 FORIFOCHRIERD A Y, TEI e I A 2 B AT RS AT A

6] I, B 32t T v A A S Bk B 92.5 M,
FLOPs y 66.6 G, 78318 3K 5 15 7 S #E i 22 1 o 2 o,
W4k T — 5 BT AT J B M e B Y 5T 2% B SR AE
(FLOPs.param) 3 £ 51 R4 5 A7 5¢, D]k, H A s
B SIIR K DAV B SR A Dy 32 LI R R A HEAT S B0 45
LR
2.4.2 Stanford Cars HIEE LR 54547

Stanford Cars 5045 88 & 196 2575 4%, £ 16 185
sk MR, Ho b S BRI B TS G 1 38 B VR R L
TUSE ZHA R R BUR bR % (labe 1) RER A T ARy AE

& & (BBox). HHE 6 1 I, Fr# th 5 vE AR i B 45 -
A3 7 93.8 % R R 1M RE, T VGG N ET 1
RA-CNN 5 MA-CNN, 73 il &t 1 1.3 % £ 1 %, AH EE
F Resnet 50 9 X F I MAMC. ISQRT-COV. NTS 4>
S T 1.0%- 1.0 % 0.5%- 0.2 %, X EE VIT i H T
0.3 %.

R 6 EEETE Stanford Cars BB &E _FHIERRREITEE
Jiik FETM% {8 bR acc/%
BCNN! D-Net + M-net labe 1 91.3
RA-CNNEO! VGG labe | 92.5
MA-CNNM! VGG labe 92.8
MAMCE Resnet 50 label 92.8
ISQRT-COV!"! Resnet 50 labe 928
NTSE Resnet 50 labe 1 93.3
MGE-CNN# Resnet 101 labe 93.6
Vit VIiT-B_16 labe 93.5
ours ConvNeXt label 93.8

2.43 FGVC-Aircraft SiEE L 5047
FGVC-Aircraft £ #% £ #2 1t 1 10200 7k & Hl
Jr, R E R 20 kR 2 (labe 1) AR VEHE(Z B (BBox),
4 18 variants HE47 R 73, 1 4324 100 /> 2851, 78 4000 FE
55— 2 R X R R 43 7 2. B3R 7 Se 3 4 3 mT



FIH XA AR

& m%

Aok E AR £

G0, BT HE B I B R AR RIS T 93.5 % MR 1Y
75 HERE, B T HAth X by vk,
£7T TREEEFGVC-Aircraft B E FEREITEL

Tk FETF M4 1 FH bR acc/%
LIOB! Resnet 50 label 92.7
FDLB Resnet 50 label 93.4
NTSE! Resnet 50 labe 1 91.4
CINBS! Resnet 101 labe 92.8
API-Net3] Resnet 101 label 93.4
DTB-Net1”! Resnet 101 label 91.6
FBSDP®! Densenet 161 label 93.2
ours ConvNeXt label 93.5

244 P EEBEESRS ST

X T dn o] 8 57 T TR AL B O RS I BE 4R,
AR SCARHEAIF TN T 5 7 ili 1) 45 5 7 92 mT R, 8  DAT]
A T b TR 28 36 6] it A e X 3adb AT PE A 52,
R 75 s R 2 07 () P BRI A SO L e BN R IR
£ 45 o 1t ) H 2 S O R E T . DU 5 S
(LOUIS VUITTON) & 3y T $& 0 A 1], Ll 45 o i 2=
HRE P9 bR B 1 S AA 38 logo b 0 f 4 B 4
SRR b AT E Oy 5. el I 5 mT I, B 5 8 A A
LB “Louis Vuitton” R AR K ED, XFF A
P s BB A, JHE b AR A NSO FVR JE e B 5 |
st — R, XA AL S 5 B B R S LA 2
SENTAITH T iEZ — AR SENEEFBZ
—. [RII S AL AT J O 3 28, T o R A RS o
FAES RAEERI RN 22 57 K, R [B] 22 /NG R AL B
T, AR SCE ST T A AR R BV AR, L A R SR
Sl 12 AR GO P s R LR S LR 1R
K, T WA B S A P, AR A B
SE T4 H L 2R SOK R0RL B SR00E N T 8ais 45, i i
FERELAN 73 FRIT K —FhAE R NN T &, %

T3 ST IR IX 43 )3 7 A 7 1 SR 4 7 i S AR E 4
.

XF T bR T B s B, AR S AR T 8277 K ik
BB D B R o 41395k N E MR, 4 138 3K
9 JER it AR AE N AR e B 3R £ b S LA 4E
B FEAT 55 0 32T 48 34T T 5250, R 8 1T UL,
Resnet 50 ViT. ConvNeXt 7E 5 [T FI #5545 _F vk
43 AIEF] T 90.4 %+95.2 % F195.6 %, 7E P b EPELHE
£ I ConvNeXt HU#5 1 S i 1) 14 e R ¥ Bk 34~
FH AR EE PG s 5 F I S8, AR SC AR B T LA
PERER 3 1 7 iR A B £ b AT X L 526, BAR
A5 FBSD. PMG. AFTrans PA % TransFG. filf#2

e e R e
¢
[OUIS VUITTON

.OU!S VUITTON
PARIS

made in Fran

(e) Moih (f) JHE&h
El5 HBIABESHFREAREBMLENEE
JIVEAE H AR A b s BN £ EIRE T 96.8 % (1
B, A T H A ARy TR sd o AR i B 4R B SR,
BAIE 1 A0 B B S T A RN T TR R H Al
e TR,
®8 TREAENIREENBIRSE LA ERE L

WiRER FETM% 18 bR acc/%
Resnet 501! Resnet 50 label 1 90.4
Vi ViT-B_16 label 1 95.2
ConvNeXt!!®! ConvNeXt-B label 1 95.6
FBSDP®! Densenet 161 label 1 95.2
PMGBY Resnet 50 label 1 95.4
AFTrans!'?! ViT-B_16 label 1 96.4
TransFG!'! ViT-B_16 label 1 96.1
ours ConvNeXt label 1 96.8

2.4.5 ALY

T B UE BT R B R, AR A
CUB-200-2011 4 £ 70 H 22 1 4 A R ED &P 42 13k
A7 AT AAL SZ 6 20 Hr. AR 6 BT 7, o B TR i 3 2R AR 7R
BT th 7 ik T Re s 2R A 3 i 0 3 X3k, i R 65 D07
B HoAth B 20 (1) G B £, IX 45 25 T REBS A GDM [
LRI, 38 A 2 4 T 2 48 22 A 5] 1 0T 33 1 4
{E.

ours E

E6

AT SR E



2630

*

F %£38%

3 4 ®

ASCHE T — FOET I A0 FE 4y S 45, 7E 1)1 Sk
IEFR AR T BEATL B 5 4 SR K REBS, 3 i 4
LI B 43 S5 R AE 38 5 23 SCAR BLAE FH, DA 32 1Y)
45 S 2 MM RIE S, RIES Dy 7 3 — 20 1 9 s
NHAME B, 2 T &R 2 FEA B GDM, 1§ 15 M
2N )2 L 248 B 115 2, AN [FRFAE A 547 06
bl ke (g a3k I 4% 1) 2 R M g, BT d HE VA T B aA 5t
HE B ALARVEAS S, AT EAT 55 W B 1 vy 380 0 Il 5. S
I8 4 R B, Fr i M 4% 7E CUB-200-2011+ Stanford
Cars f1FGVC-Aircraft = ™A HHHEE L4 His 5 T
91.9%- 93.8 % F193.5 % HE A 2 (1) A8 5 M RE, 0 T 3L
Aty 533 5, R i aok i A s 56 ik — D R W T AR MR
B 2. 51— 07 ], A SCE R 4 4 72 i) 4 g L
P, & T A AR s B0 3808 B, T8 A SC4BRL S5 N
FA 7 LD 3 AT 55, AR FE AT 55 AR 55 T SRR i
R T —AN8r 8.
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