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Survey on Concept-based Modeling Methods for Interpretable Deep Learning
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Abstract: In recent years, deep neural networks have achieved significant progress across various domains. However, as typical black-box
models, their internal mechanisms remain difficult for humans to understand, posing serious challenges in high-stakes applications such as
medical diagnosis, financial risk management, and autonomous driving. Enhancing model interpretability has become one of the core issues

in building highly trustworthy machine learning systems. Existing interpretability methods can be broadly classified into two categories:
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information-flow-based explanations, which focus on analyzing the importance of neurons or features, such as locating the pixel regions in
an image that play a decisive role in classification results. Although these methods can reveal what the model has “attended to”, they often
fail to provide cognitively meaningful, human-understandable semantics. In contrast, concept-based explanations construct semantic spaces
to map internal model representations to interpretable concept structures, thus answering what the model has understood. These methods
offer greater semantic depth and cognitive alignment, making them especially effective in improving semantic transparency and user trust.
The fundamental lack of interpretability in deep learning stems from its deficiency in semantic representation. Therefore, constructing
concept spaces and representation mechanisms aligned with human cognition has become a key breakthrough point in the development of
interpretable models. This study presents a comprehensive survey of concept-based modeling methods in interpretable deep learning. Based
on the stage at which interpretability is introduced, existing approaches are categorized into two major paradigms: post-hoc explanations,
which extract semantic representations from trained models through techniques such as neuron dissection and semantic clustering; and
intrinsic explanations, which incorporate structured priors or semantic constraints during training to endow models with built-in
interpretability. Within this classification framework, this study systematically reviews representative modeling strategies and key methods,
compares their performance in terms of semantic transparency and practical applicability, and summarizes current challenges and future
research directions. The goal is to provide a structured reference and methodological guidance for understanding and building semantically
interpretable deep learning models.

Key words: interpretability; deep learning (DL); conceptual representation; post-hoc explanation; intrinsic explanation

UEAESR, T P 1 20 9 248 A A L K IR AE 1 B4R U R 7y, FERMEIR A 1Y, BRIES D, HIER
G, Bah R VS 2 AR T R, BONHER) A T e R (A% O R . SR, TR AR A 5
T v P R I TR IT, A2 I U o P R AN B 4, DG A2 2% (1) PR S L A 3 LA N BT B, e V2 AR B R X Fh A
T AR P 7 RE L3 AT 55 o AT R e PT 1232, (BFE BT I I ™0 S s VO B gl 2 g U2 90 o A M R AT Sk
FORM m st rh, R — B IR B R DR, RT R SR ™ E S AR DA, ey 3 R R FE R Y R AR, TR
RSB AT A LA A o B O BRI  F F U),

H T, AT R A\ T2 e (explainable artificial intelligence, XAI) CEAI & R, F R IR H T 2 Rh5 kI
DA 7N IR FE AR Y (AT a8 4. ARG, BIUA W AR 7V RBP4 NP s 42 T8 BRI ik 5 2 T
R DT . A IR MR Y AR A5 BRI R (B AR R RREMA L R A A, SulE A
TERINBEA S 7 WRESHFAE, 48 7R JL e S His . S AL 5 VL AR AU E /M7 (sensitivity analysis)!'™*"\ 2 A6
AL (layer-wise relevance propagation, LRP)?. 6 B hik 5 BE W5 (Grad-CAM)14E, Afy LA ) 2570 30 B
W 7R AR B A X3, TR I ey VA AE WA AR Y 5 T B — e Se A, (R R A B EE R B R R 5
JRERAEZ T, $h = 5 NN — BURE LTS, HMELARHE R T A (A Ve AR

FHECZ N, FE TS AR R VR R 5l N B N SIE X [ R0R, S5l B B PR i 1 A 47X —H HA
SN 1R 100 . 1228 5 V2l ) R B U SO 2 ), B AT P SRR AE 5 NSRRI AN . R i 44 11 UL AL
WS, AT 58S 20 e S 4 L 48 T 5 P A P AR R AR . 490, MBS 380 ) B K (testing wiith concept activation
vectors, TCAV) ™7 3@ 18 52 S — 4L IE GuRE A AR 7 i [ 58, ARORR A 2R 2 75 70 A PR AN MR A D 2 ) % 403 5o ik
N S5 2R S R B 7R 23 ) T AR Ak T 0 T SR 2 A0 W (i SORE BRI vE T S5 TE s AP ALE 2 8] o R BB E A
5. A G TR ERRAE T AR, A A R AR v B et N N 2R R AR V8 BTG, TEFR B mT ¥t . SCHR R THIB TT R
B K T AR B

MIRB R, TR PE 5 2T I AT AR PEAR IS E 35 Py 30 200 B 2 18 SUTR I PR A i 4 4 20, 78 N 200 e, i
MR SRR B AT, AT 2 FEANHERE (R0 30k R, 25 A8 VR AR B B 2% T AR 1, CRTE
T8 H: YRR AE RE S WS D9 N R T SRR R ). AR RUA R 2 S AR b, MRS R DUl I — 2
MIRFS 58 4% F U By UHEAT /2 3, IXPOUL A AR O 28 i P L PO AR X — H0, AR R E SR TR —
MR, R — AN B B T i) R, R R B0 UF L TR0 e N LT B B 7R 03 2 AR, i, FEAS IEVE R, PRI
b 77T DLd i H TURTTRER A SO N A HEAT R E S FERR 15 5, A8 i 44 Wb AT 6 Re S8 TE A RN, I LU A8 &
BAATEWIL R AZ T X, HE T2 8 R T AR s,
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e DL — A E i U EAT RS A 2 S IR L RO 5 B B e T A S IR B IS AR BRIk, BB AR
R, NTZHTNRE], KB BLSMES EAT & RS . FEGTAR SRR AR DA RIS X thffe (8 N T3 BE T 7T
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SCATFARREE A ML — Bk

A7 T B HIDHAR JBE 2% S AT R VA I S50 AR, A SCIREE T REAR B 2 ST P IR S U, AR A3
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M B ETE, JE LS R R AT 204, 55 3 s g b TR 75 v b O S SR AT RGN, W
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BIE T I8 IX —J I, 25 BE SR AR TR Mo« 53 28R IR A AR R AR 7 50, anxd I BTEAR L B B B R B ) GV
X, T T R I B AR P A V. 177 Explanation S 53 1 (14 /2 X BN FIN e 3 0 B AR i R BEAT AT, BIAESE —
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(forward-perturbation method)®*” 38 izt X 4y N HEAT ML 5 e BRSO 254 42 61 ) T4, 0254t AR A SRRl 4 N 5%
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HE AT AR, TR EEBCOR.
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TREE 5 2T 95 00 B LR, R T MR K VA AR R B AT SO R M . A N SRR 2 10 DR SR I . I s s 2 ) ]
VRS (S AT RS 5 T R B R R 55, JLFOE A T 75 B 5 NS IA S0 57 1w AR 37 5. TR BR b, W& e 2 iy
I AR AT FR R PEATT 90 v e S D AR R B RN 4 ST TRl 2 —

1.2 #HaRTER

TE R R REN LR R, MRS AR AN A IR B AT SCHLAT, TR IR IR E A 2 48 i Ron 5 AN
fife (B B D BRR . O T SEIGT VR FE RS <SR T A4 BAE SUZAERE, mx R AENLAS W] v S 2R R A (A o epE
BAT A R RIA SRR, XM R B B FE SRR B, 7 45 & B AR T I AR sk, i
HAER F RN N 1i&EAe 7y 5 R IR 7).

M 8 ATAE 2 FEVE, Molnar™ B0 01 SURER A A B T3l RSk, Wnigife . 44k, L4 =485 ks
WA KRE, MEERIERE IR =T, AN — KB I FREX R R gh, 2R AR 515 PR 2 8] (1) &
Frp gy, LIRS RS AMER AN ZTH: PR (intension) FEMES A BB RN . SFAEERR AL, & AN BAE O
HHOAZME S NG A, a1 B R MR R SME (extension) T 23X L P VR P IR L AR 54 £
&, IR AR SR B, RS RISt S . 2% E, AR SO I ARk R

C={xeXlp(x) =1},
Horr, X RN (BUR . SUREE), ¢ (x) RS PRI B3 (WHRFIEAE S . M BE ISR, ¢ R
A, RIFLSE tHE FE rbis A2 IR S AR & AR SO PUIER A9y 4 Fil 3 B2 R F5- 54 MER (symbolic concept).
AU 20 f% (similar pattern cluster). J5A! (prototype) LA K& SCAMES: (textual concept). T —FpS R HRAEE T HESAE
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(1) RS AHE&. FF SR /248 f A\ 2B T0%0 5 SOIF B WIS SORR A5 1V e Gt GO, 3 F T B 1 3
AT RBAT RN . X SRRl H DURYE . 1B B M EAR RS K AR A, el 2L (0 [/ B 2045, el
LR e A0 B SURFAE ELHEEXS BL. 72 SERRRL A b, £ 5 A E AT AR T- % S AR . N LR e Bh o s, i
AR R 5 3% BT B S ST R, BT TR (037 B R S AR — BOrE. i, S SR EHR A RS, <l
JB5 B 5 o m] A AR5 AR, T T Ui B AR B e TR 8 SR SR R . 5 AR SR R S AR LG, 7751k
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T, ] AR A b e O R
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T, AATE A JE AT RE R S JE ok ry JRR 0 P4t GO, B T 14 2% S0 B B AR T A7, X S T i T TG M R R
BT IR 28 Hh ) JZ2 AR AIE R R, AT ZEAR T I 2R B B 25 58 R JEAT 4B, [RIe e S 2 B TR @ 5 H s
R RIS 5 AR AR L, ARBUREE AU RR TE S R R & 1 B O 1 S PSR, T TR IORPR AR, 1E A T 40 3K
BRI, 7E B B A ME e 2 S5 AT P9 0 S M B ST 5 v, 2R T & R 36 R, RSelv] o
MSEZUNEZEFR —

(3) AL JRALR AR I G Bl v B — SR AR B Ry 3 X A e EARER I (W S5, F Tk a2 20 FE 5 S ERARFAE
25 B PR AR DARAE. RS AT DA SE R AR (U — 3K BB, AT AR AR AR P S I J) 30 X3 (22 28 MR o 1) Sk X
1), HAEH AR R YR I AT ALK SR 518 XS % 5, B RRE BB A A K Z N FIN RS, 5T B A&
F RIS SRR AN 7, JE B 5 LA S A A 7 SRR N BIRE AL e, A oy 2 2R AR R 2 1R 4T A%, 9] L0 7E ProtoPNet!™
SRR 2%, A AR NHS E T AT A S R B, AR IR I LB N5 SR R TR R BE B A A SRR X R
AL SLEIL T 3 B i 1) P AR AL, AR A A AR TR Py 3 3 7 B TG B PN N 21 SO S5 KR 7. T SR 2R 7 AR A
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ST IR M HVE R AR IR IR OB S B, TSR RS, SUAMES T LRI — RS B )
/N B B IGANIK B B 7K 4, X SR IRER) B AR AR B TN (0 SRR R AR . SR SO A
T N TAREB KR, WHT 20K, MR ZEE5hrEE RN MiE KIESHE (large
language model, LLM) 5 2 AT ZRA Y ) &k B, TR K WF IR R A H B sh ik 77 N B G 88 2 80s
AR CSCAS R XA AR SRR S AR DART Y R . AR AAS I 7 SR N BB B I SR B AR R AE 28 vp, s B 5
FRRERE 15 ANIAE B, SCAMES 2 T b mT AR B AR Y () A 522, i 35 51 S I =L . R DK 30 (1 28
BEE, UHGEH T 75 EA4 S B8 U i X3z 5, BT s, RlVRIEYE 2P0, AR B TR 4s IR
HARE T v S B RS A Ve, R i AT AR PR T 5 Hh % 2 I R % 7 .

B T AR R MRS i s T ZUEAT R 40 b, 5 TN 10 mT e 1k T 20 v 4 HR A R 254 5 /R FA LA i) 43R 3 Pt
USRI 2R MK R (concept-class, C-C) 14 G- HX (neuron-concept, N-C) FIMEE AT #4L (visualization, V).
X 3 BITEMNA I Z TSR T AR A, DGR 2 R0 B R 75 SR IS B3R i H A,
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1T RPEATE S AT 1.
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2 FEWERERNBRERG A

BT WS I RRE 715 R VFTE A TR P BB 45 W I AT 4R R, PR BV HEAT IR N 204, DRI AP oy 22 T M 1)
J& T @R 770 (post-hoc interpretable method). 122877 ¥ 7 7EAR I 25 58 )l 5 S Bt 5 78 BRI o0 T8 ) 24 =) 31
(IR 3R 7 B FL U SRAR A T 8% AR 2 50 FAME S ARvEAS B, e JE I — 00 NE B ik ST B 7.
For, B BB 7 AR T A MR AR I, 8 51 N IR S RIS SRk 5 S AR BT N I AR R I A 1 e s
BN I BRI EHOR, PR () R 7R E 3R BV TR L& A%, (X LR T4 B & S5 R, TG R T
BB AR, IR R IRAE T — P BB I3 . IRR MR R AL
NERGRIZL T, ACET — N2 4TSS, MRS KB, MRS E., MRTaR . BEka, F
55 3y 55 T I 448 4t ) A6 A ot SR ) UG R i AT T R B S LR (LR 1), ForR, ISR 2RI 5 T B IR A
7% (CNN)!' I F025 462 82 38 6 (Transformer, 455 4 TRANSF)** 126 3= i
£ 1 T FEE R

WESFREE Jiik et fERE 2T fFRR i Bl K W 45257
TCAV#! C-C JAE/ AR Bl CNN
CARs?! c-C,V SRS B4 CNN
IBD™! Cc-C,V SR B4 CNN
31]
il CacE T £ i NN
CPM c-C JR B A TRANSF
Object detector™ N-C, V 2R S CNN
NDP N-C, V el E1& CNN
Net2Vec? N-C, V Eodo] E15 CNN
ACEPY C-C,V JAE/ AR A CNN
Completeness-aware CEP”! c-C oo LIRS CNN
Tl ICE™ LELDY S c-C,V RG] L3 CNN/TRANSF
MCD?! Cc-C,V | B4 CNN
CRAFT™! c-C £ S CNN

JJE AR TT O TN B PR SR AL T — R AR . AT AR VB A A ok T 58, JCHE F T 0 TS
5 ACRE S EOR B R IR S 5. AR AR RE R RO 3R N, X ST7 IR RE S B 2 R R X B W L S P R AR
JE, i AR T B RS, SR T R R R SORE. R Nk, FETE AR AE— e R, i T
CRABINGRTE T A BTN, HARREAT AR A S AR AE I o e v SR RO SCATLA, A1 LT REAE 2N
PR ZUMRRE (0 UL b, 3 ST7 V5 M A g8 i N SR A b e TR, T AR A AL ) ) 5 B0 . 7 A
AP 5 A L S 2 TR A5 148, 4752 12 AU T s £ 2 B2 Bkl —.
21 ETHREMSHNERTERETE

BT B RS IS A AT R T 0@ R R CARE AT 5 AR &, X HEAT 3 SUZ I RTRA T, 122K 75
LA — A E SRS AR R, F T IR SRR I AT i 75 55 3 4 iy J 2 1 OB A7 AE SR I, AT 45 7 A 2
PRI 5 A B G M R IR 5 N SN HIBE &  M8] f0) 2 5k 2%, SR T7 AT Bl T G s A TR AT Dy Fy A 2
e S B, BT P R B T (A5 AR P 12K I A ARG NS T OT 1) — R IR TS 525
Z TRV DR R AL, B s R MR A A AR 0 SRR SR rh s A A €5 53— SR B T8 A 5 M 8 T T S TRV 12
KA, T Ha7s B A B o (3 LA 5.

TERT 5 R, R R 1) R v P B AR M O A, I8 T A A B (K AT 55 ] 3
IR, TCAV $H 1 —Fh Jo 75 A2 CEURE 2 45 g RID AT Ui R 2Rt 75 AR 7 M PR AR S, AR B3R DL L P 3R,

G, X E AR, MER A R REASE: NN IERARE, B8 RS NEE; 5
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RS, AT RR DO EZM ST R, X R AR AL, A S ERHIE R R, Bl S, TEAFE 25 8]
g — AN G 2588, H T X IR R, 18 3% 50 2810 0 ) i, RUREG0s A &2, F T 20 8 B S R R AR
2B T PR R, B R, D PSR TR A I AR AR E, TCAV TR 45 58 SN T IR 50 T
5 CAV Z 81 s, RIS T ) 5 2505 M i o T () SRR P 4 . A U T DU 304kt
S cua(x) = VA (fi (x)) - Vlc,
T, f(x) NEE 1 E B0, v RS C IMREEOE M & i F80R R T RS 7R AR T 1% 288 7 At ) 1 o) 52
FREE. @t — b, TCAV & X T — A5 48 4% (TCAYV score):
l{x € X : S cp(x) >0}
[ X

ZAEA T EEERAY, G 2 /0 B FIFEARST 12 & R B 535 1 a BUB 15 20 8 w5, 0 0 2 2 o A
B 53 845 R MoK, BRI RER. TCAV N EMMRALE T R F B U R M B 451, B &0 i FH 1t 5 1E B
T, IR e % 52 (L 2 S AU TS SR RE, 2 B ITRES -0 8 R AT AR 7 e —. & 3L TCAV i@l
GRENE 7 RARSAFRE 7 W (CAV), FHFIH 77 ) T 088 Sk 8 X A 2R 0l () s, DA ] R PR AT e B 44 1 RE 1Y)
2R HTHELE. SRTAT, TCAV T AR 0R, Z0g T BN 4 X 26 v RRAIE I e 2 25 1) 22 (R 45 404 2, BRI 17 0 3 2%
VB SOBE IR RS 40 %0 1. Rtk J5 SR AR FHBAAR HE T SOBOE Tk 5 7% TSAT!Y, Jld 2 Fesk |l S ik i, (A
TETE N A [ 4 B P A AE B, BRI T BB IAE SORS B SRR E M. ZOTVEAME AR B AT SR G S5 M 4R Nk T
i B AR AR, IE B LT TCAV TE R 818 UL 5 73 3 50 EUR b ) T ek .

L L 3. @mﬁvnzsz;:mﬁﬁigﬂmmrs::)z#mh —
(W50) B Al w45 — S Ll .
e = B K" class

Yoo dHo .
2. K (BETh) |
HIES el %

2 s e
Ny Jy W

TCA VC,k,l =

, s R, R S
’ »§’(=> ,f;(@)-f/<‘-f?f(?‘fi<)%> B 1 DR T 0 A0 e
Ji !
e g Sca "Ny )
L ) =7 I )
4. LESVMAF 238, BEA W 1 B TF A2 T-40 260
B3 RS R AR Y

Bk T TCAV S5 771k RVERE G 5 28 ) 2 8] AR AH G Il A, Aot R B 1 — L B L 5 g 44 AR DR SR M i R e
R4 & J7 . o, IBD (interpretable basis decomposition)P 42 B 1 — Pk FIIFHE 20 Al A Fc kb G TE SCAL AR S ms,
P TR 225200 2. IBD 152500 5 HES M X 2 (15058 2 208 AE = 0] P (9 1) &, 0 0 P 120 7E 2 ) P i
— LR A AR AR Uy 10). B, BT ARG — A [, X SR 1) B SRR AR RN 2 R ) A AR T
TS S 1031 28 50 T8 5 AR o SR A 30 TR 183 A D A B R, T ke 7 T U g Pl R R o A A R o P R o 7 i 11
TRIAR 5. Ak, IBD 3 RN Mk A AR Ot B 1) #4577 1, DA 7R W e iy N IX 3 R IR 1 M2, AT 38 SR AR 1Y)
AT R

I AHRMEIRBN T EAR ], 73— B ET 0, T3 T o0 M s e MR e A2 A 1) (R SR s, B ARER
& SR & 208, (causal concept effect, CaCE)™", A% 0 JEAR L VA5 M 76 TN p 2 75 B DR . B AR 2
X SR AR AR AT A GO 0 T T, AR 25 R R S 0 S SR A, T A 1M AR T X AR R A L ) s
ZE . %7 W 8 SOA CaCE H, H T EMZME &R RN, T w8 Bl — i #2, FF i 4 7 Pafh s
— S AE AT R B PO RE AR AT N LT, 2 R DS B I — M, A AR R (A0 AR 2 B RS ) XA B
AN B AR 1 BRI AT A, AT AR B AL R FF SRR AR, X SE SR N T 2 AN AR AR, 5 AR R
TCAV 5 3Elih CaCE #HT LLER, St 4t SRR BH, CaCE A R 1R 1) H 30 1E 55 T e SR A7 76 DR AR o0 R A
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B 1 @SR SRS R RIS RSN, B — R ARETREMN SME SHEM % N A ITIEs)Z
TRV FFIR ST 55 2R, B 7E ARG JCHR A SCZ TR RRE, HR s A5S80S A F) ] AR Bt 761X — D7 1) |, Zhou %5 A\ &)
IR FE o3 M 7 IR BE BB W 2 FE AT 7 50 o3 AR S5 1 RE vh B 15 e 08 B 324 ) Hh R &1 SR SUR Gkl % it
FORI, TR TR, B2 # & TCAAT FRAE SR BT 55, 1B AR % 1 25T RO 5 8 0 GBS 20 A 38 4 ) gy
RL N T BRSBTS 10 42 TC AT SCE S, BIFF0 38 B TR0 N 0SB, 434 GBI SR BRI LG X3, I 285 & A2
AALRRTE, X4 42 T HEAT 1 UL 5 4% BEVPAl . Sae 25 R B, K2 30 48 70 B B AR B S 2 T AR 5l 1 1 SURE
&, TR BEUZE T IS EE I 70%. TEONSCHE A, B W25 2 IR, BT ) I REE S B IR ) it
SO LB W U B T = G (R R A A K, R B RSN BHA GBS R B 7). 5 BL B TTAESRAU, ND
(network dissection)®" R Gt IR T —Fh H TR 2 ST iE SURIARUEAL D5 k. JoAZ 0 H AR A2 42 0 2% T [ 4
AP TOEOE 5 BAR T RS L BRI R, D, AR MR T — ANz B SR R 4 BRODEN, %
HARERS T ZFRIE, WMGEHEG. 808, MR, S L MZERNE AR5 ND J5iEiEid X E &% (inter-
section over union, loU) 3K J& B4 US55 bRy ME & X I8 2 18] [ VL AL, T A AP 2 el T i 2R R 1
T FRZE. ND B%iH 45 RN 1 A0 2 70 B B2 R 25 B, I e 244 42 T 34 [F) 3R A R — 15 SO, AT
T TR LRIE M ZFEE S8 M. SR, 20772 B R M s B T RS br 2 R I 8 2 YU 5 hR v P . SR
L S FRAFAE T IO B b RO S AR B SR AR, DU 8 T AT B DRI B =2 A Z800T I T AR AR A AN T A, 3 T 5% i)
BB R IX IR LG R, IR AE LG I AT ER A B BB IT, A B3R & 215
SURFAE I BE 7. XTI T #0484 58 A BB IR AR ED R, AR A8 G 5 T M2 (0 v R R ML A A0 T B AR 4
AE AR, AF B T & 0 G SO S i AT BB S HAME .
22 ETREEBHSNSRMESE

2.1 WA MBS BT VR T B I BE bR A, SR, BT XTIR BEA A N 45 % J2 1T SCHEAT 1R B
FRiE & — AR i B EL R FB I FROAT 55, M LA B SEBRIz st 248 B R 75 3R AEBLSE R, R — AT
BB S R AT, B, AL EREICHE N LB RS @A, 22T sl B
PR T R FH S 2R R0 A 22 ) 448 o s U] r (R AR ARASE AT 23 AT, Rt — B 0k A = 5 A TR TN 45 SR 22 1) 14 9%
X FINER R AR B N AT 2 B S M PETE RO, IETE— R LR T N AR AR G, 42
T T ERRR I T VA I8 P I S T R A

HEBEWUME S IR TCAV RE, BT (automatic concept-based explanation, ACE)P&—Fh
T 78 N s B B AT 23 B I 2558 1 ) 4 A v B — SR T @ 48 R B R B AT %07 AR DA B LA LAY
B B, WE T BRI UG #AT 2 o e R o #, IRBUR SR S0E . REE LR e BN REEN I 2 JE IR
DI ek, X — I 78 B A A TRV TE O RE 31k, SRJ5, 51X e A X el bk N BT (1) 1 2 AE =5 () b, R
K-means ZEX EATHAT 734, DARBUR U SRR (5 6 NE & Dot Gl 75 F4, ACE 2 HERR AR L] B 380U 1
TR £ PG DX 3, A8 0 25 T O IR S Bk = 10 SCRR A 1) Br. #6, M B — AN SRR B RIS EE R TCAV
HEZE A3 F R S S8 50 T &5 SR T S NE S U AR 23 4990 B s, R i i 200 Tt B A SE A A ik 1)
DUk, B4, ACE ¥t — N T TCAV 5350 H 7 (10 s A SO & 510 3R, T S I TG M B 1 o8 SURB BRI AE. il 4
N, ZITEEE A E BN RBREFHTIX 4 NBL FER T KR IR SR SR BT SRR e B PR R

RGBT EIGE. BB 21 R R %, ACE Al 882 1R B384 To B EA — B =X, (His K
B ARV IR IE R I, ACE Fri@ BRI &R AR 2 i) B v B — St s ] g N 280 8284 A 19 11
ARG SRR, X — KR, ACE TEAKBIN TARERITE LT, 1R800 K 0B & A 506 B MRS 254, A
SR 0 M B A AR Tl R AR M i —

R B SR EUT 2 (ACE) ReB R T TR AR B B2 T, MR X 248 v iR R RS M A 2, (R AR LY
T B A AR 0 B A T AR AL A TUIAT M. e BROX — SR PR, Yeh 26 N BTHRH T —Fhildt 7 ik, BIN T M e %
PEAR I3 IX —Fa bR, F T B — Lo R B T 1) 78 5 BB ). AR A% b s S T
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Accuracy using g (ve(x)) — baseline accuracy

My (Crs-eesCn) = Accuracy of f (x) — baseline accuracy

Ho, f (o) R JBIREERIE AN x BT, ve (x) FARHANLERFE S [0 )RR, g Rt G 7 i (Bl i i Fr) e e
WY, baseline 1 H 18 FENLRE B2 B T, 17 58 BEEAG 50 B, k430 1 RORR M AR 08 500 7 M A R A
T SRARHR. SR, Wt 73 3k — 2D 4a AN E 52 B M T R A A2 DARA S P S R S AR, TR R0k 20 1 MR A Y ]
FRRETE. TH X — 3 DL R S5 N KRB A BRI R, N, R T — PRI & R U, TERAIE R R 58
B 1 [ BT, 18 SN s 00 1 2 () o 5 A X 3 R AR e, AT B 0 B LS SR SRR G, A, B T
W HH (Shapley value) HJEAR, $2 T H T 882 1) B 2T Al $8 bi——ConceptSHAP, F T~ TE RS th i 40 &4
HEE 28 % 20 TR0 1) 321 B DTk, ConceptSHAP 730K /Rl 1

S1-D!S|!
5:9) = me,w [7(S UleH-n ()],

m!
H, CS ={cy,....cn) REETMMELE, B8 m MEE; nS) BRMUEHMETRS MBS D, 0 Ule) B
M S JJDL c; WIS BMEAS 3 I TE & O 55 A SEEIRAIE, 1Z 7 VAR R BL5E 4 HOE SCAE NSS4 51, H
T ACE BRI R E N H, RS Rt 505 W FE SR AL 1R Bk 42,

BUP ZOPEREGAE B2 BRI Y EERE e M nE
A&

EEE gy
: s R

B uu ; =
% 5 - DD o4 (I

4 HEMESHREUE: (ACE)™

7E ACE HEZE 3T . ICE (invertible concept-based explanations)®* 3t — 32 7 7 HE-& R i) 5 2 B ML P4 11
. ZOT AR R R B R T K-means 25, B EAERHIE B SR EUF BRI 2 A 7T 0 HE S ) &2, I 58
B R PR RTE R B TE MRS A 5108 TCAV 1543 A [F), ICE W4 M-S 1 28 M0 A5 0 1 1) 28 ol
U, 3/ T T ARR SR T R — k. SEI6R I, 5 PCA F1 K-means Z54£ 4 J7 v Eb, ICE 7R S ALR 22 f A\ 2K
AT fRREVEVEAT L3RI AR,

L3RS, MCD (multidimensional concept discovery)t” H H 38 15 1R 5 1 5 /0 4% B ik 25 18] v () 2 e it 18
B (RURE T 25 18)) RS2 B 4 Je) J2 T PR ASE B AR AR . 122 7 V2 1 e A A B 7 25 (8] 58 2K (sparse subspace clustering,
SSC) KIETEM S, T PCA $REVG ALK £ 77 W, M@ — A Sk B E s 4 medy, | Ti-E e
A543, MR AE 25 00 AR i R e . A, CRAFT (concept recursive activation factorization for explaina-
bility)“"3E— 9 T ACE Fl ICE $2H 10 TC I B ML &2 IR HE L. CRAFT ¥ SGilat BEHLE B 7 202 s G A B, id
S IK 7 PR A Hp B 2 R0 e B, S NMF #-47 8ES 700 7, SR8 R E 2 R, CRAFT [—K
Rt R RS I Z R, RSB IA AR S 5 TS, 456 B3 1 ELS BURPE A ATl AT nI AL S
PERE &, 3R TR 2 JEIE AR R R RE .

2R ATk, TS ) AT AR U7 v R TG 7 T SO B AR, ELREAE DR FFTIUI 14 BE BT T SR AR ST
(AR, DU HOE H TR 25 40 A W] TE B B R B F TR0 AR B 3 st IS8 7RI J o A AR S a4t 1 7y
M CHE, A BT ] ER LS 22 e, IR A P A AR, SR, IX RO VE G — kAR S R R,
Je, TG R T SN ZRe e n Ry, G0 oVl 454 T T — P SR R R, 5 32 B R AR M B I 20,
R, TR R ME 2 HF AR fe 5 AN 810 L — 5L, 1T Re 3 BUGRE BB PR B . &), )5 U7 VETE G i1 Uy T
LS, 25 5 52 BRI AT, 72 00 Bods i 7] e s iR S AR RE.

BT i L, R 22 B T AR £ AU ) R TR Y. Rudin 25 N PHR T — ARSI 10
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1601

DRASTRL ) IE W 55 ] B X ST IR AR TR BT BOBURE ML & 1N 15 45 4 T fORE PEAE D9 S AR, e 5
TRPEAE I SR R 3L R AL, MARA E3RTHER BB B RE . Rafi ik 598 3 — ik

3 FhHERRBSERGE

AT R J7 1 (intrinsically interpretable method) ¥ 12 E ISR AR o 51 S E R 2% 32 3% 2] 5T UMt
TR ER R, AN TS [P 45 45 1 A< B 2% P AR 19 v AR R . AR A1 AR 2 A B X R B AR 2R 7Y, X 2R VR IR 4
N 43K O F BETNENET WSR2 IR LI G5 T, @ Jo B 75 VI8t I 48 P R S5 44 B S TE B & R0
@ WA JETEMIEAL LRG> B AR 5 T B L, DL v S 8 R @ A o il B AR T R A
RN, 51 AR 2 =) B B SR FERRFAE. ASCER 2 g T — AN ZUEER O HTHESE, R T F bl il 7
IRTEMES AL, RN VSR BRI AT 55 P 48 S5 46 55 5 THI 1) 2 57, IR e AR e I 4% e B8 I 4% |

H gD 3% (AE)), A8 A4t 2% (VAE)*LL K R HNE SR (LLM) %5 3 484,

R2 T REE K AR R T

W& bRiE J7ik eyt fRREZ T fF R Rl K2 527
CBM™! N-C, C-C JR s/ )Ry E % CNN
ProbCBM!*! N-C, C-C EEES ] B CNN
[47]
i CW . o N-C 4 )Ry E& CNN
CEM N-C, C-C Eo] El& CNN
PCBM™ N-C, C-C RS El& CNN
CcTi" N-C, C-C SR/ AR B TRANSF
Interpretable CNNP! N-C,V A )R E& CNN
SENN[:] - N-C, C-C F}—ELB 1%! CNN+AE
BotCL N-C, C-C Ja il K14 CNN+AE
SelfExplain®™ C-C,V JR /4 )Ry B&N CNN+AE
ProtoPNet"*" N-C,C-C,V  R#/A2R E& CNN
B ProtoTree™ N-C, C-C,V AR/ R El& CNN
HPNet™ N-C,C-C,V  JRil/4R E& CNN
TesNet"””*" E N-C,C-C,V  Jaih/4)H E15 CNN/TRANSF
ProtoPShare!™ . N-C,C-C,V  Ja#b/4fE [1E CNN
ProtoPFormer™” N-C, C-C,V JRHBI4E )R BB TRANSF
Deformable ProtoPNet®"! N-C,C-C,V  JAi#f/4R LA CNN
MCPNet!* N-C,C-C,V  Ril/aR K14 CNN
CBM-AUC™! N N-C, C-C 2R K15, W4 CNN
RE Ante-hoc!®¥ :Eg‘ﬁg% N-C JR R4 R K% CNN+AE
GlanceNets'®! N-C, C-C S E& CNN+VAE
LaBo!*! Cc-C RS B CNN+LLM
Es0s Label-free CBM” SRS c-C JR 4R K% CNN+LLM
Align2Concept'® N-C,C-C,V  Jafl/4fR E15 CNN+LLM

31 ETHNEMSHEFAIEETE

545 TSN, S A B RS B A AR T AR A 1 S AR S R B SR (RS RSUE e oA
R MIE SR M), DUR 5] SRR v ] J2 22 20 0k AR AT B L& ) 30k . M AR R S SUBEY (concept
bottleneck model, CBM)™*, Ui [&l 5 Bz, 2 ALZE RN 15 T H R 2 18] 51N —A Hh 5 SN 4 28 04 PR 1 351
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J&7, I — SRR A S IR R P B SR TN TE SRS AR R, R T IR M A R A . 1% AR
ik R r:
¢=f(%),3=1@
{ﬁ =fiofe ()= f(f(0)’

Forb, B8 1 AT O3 sORME & TN oR 50 7 ANAi N 810 MR & T R b 5 GBS A 2 I 56 ); B8 2 4708 s AN N 21 HE
I PR H CEHE ORI ZR), A CBM A LARIE N — AN 4 B3 544 Geom 2 im0 B ARG H N (fn ]
BBZR) SIS R (g™ EREE) AR, CBM SCRAEMS )2 JOAT R TR S, IIZRbr Bomd jihn
IR B Ak, SRR B 22 705 NSRRI B xT 555 i B U S 4R P T4 S 0 A 7R N0 14 (0 48 1
S A iR 2 . X WL ARG 5 T AHLS ELRE ), FoVETe SANTA Aok R T B B2 1A TR ) S 5 4 1 R B
fige (M0, K IE W LR D ), DA o0 S A .

TEAAE

il HFRIE%
K Y AL
Gk
(O) mrmie

RIS AT

LRSS

O ) i s

5 MESIRAE B LK (CBM)H)

A CBM SEHL T T ) AR A P e S % A2, L JFCfff o 1A MR TN 7 T o 80 AR Ak BT S b S T e 1) 55 A
B A R s k5 A {5 T . R MR — i), Kim 25 A VOB T R S SR A (probabilistic concept bottleneck
model, ProbCBM), 833 % BANE & 2% 3] — AN IER /- A BN, 51N TIAN € P AR, #4480 CBM 87 F #ff e A Y
TS C = g(x), T ProbCBM A I3 1k A Fe k45
pzlx) ~ N (., diag (o)),
b, u, Ao, AR R ZS TR, n B R I3 E AR 8 M. BRI 5, AR BRI FH S84 R I KA M 2 A7
HAG AR EREEE, IR i X S S R N\ — P HEWT iR 2 . RS R DA E R T T

Ny

plc=1x) = ]% Z s(a(llz(c") -z - | —ZZ||2))7

S n=1

Horp, 20 iz, 4y RS AAAE SRR 5, s () AR Sigmoid BREL, a FRoR ] 2 ) 46 iR 0. fE I ZRd FE v,
ProbCBM A& H — 7o 28 X 5 KL #IUSE AR 450 5% ok 2 HHE BRI B 0wl e o SR A SR (At ok S . AH B R 3R
CBM, ProbCBM #24it | —Fh B Infadfgt . mI{5 v AgRe 77 =X

SR, A GRS, 7 BT H AR M A (RO, 5 Bk TR B2 . A A P X — A8 ) 75, Zarlenga 25 N 95 HH
TRESHR ALY (concept embedding model, CEM), &AM 2% 2] AN B &8 U U &, 2 HARER H M
WS AEBOEIRAS. B X R A RTR G, CEM M8 H B 3 5 M-SR R, FR08 BIFR & T 2% 58 BT I#AT 25 Tl
. CEM [FIFESZHEMA Y B MR 70, (403 5% e 21 A 28 3o 45 5 R A 1 i 1), AT TR B A 2 . ah,
FHILFEW T AP TR AR MESX 571500 F T & 2515 B R R 5 B ShR 28 1) — 8Ok, 45 R34 # I FH T3
TR & R AE R 48 5 A TR (RBUAE. SEERAEM, CEM fE 2 /Ml % (45 CUB 5 CelebA) B T-BLA CBM,
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FEMERRTE . ATARREIE 55 HAE 1 T TR LR .

BT %t CBM AR 5t K 52 M b v A R 32 B B9 1] 731, Yuksekgonul 48 A U132 7 355 HES TR RS (post-hoc
concept bottleneck model, PCBM), 1% J7 V2 Rl KGAT = PRI AR L i Ab oy B A& nT B ME 19 CBM 284, TG /R Xl 4554
BEAT AR, I REEVER ST YL PCBM A WM& SR SR & E B, BlE & 2 SR\ B RIE
TR PR BGE SRR, HA IR A IR ME S OIS W 2 SIS T R RS M B SR S AR S
T W 2 R SR ON 23 (05 B JiE R P T AR OO 8 (A i 208 P A TR B SRR ) 4 MR LA 2 A 6 T s R AR
B, PCBM 7E 2 A4l 48 15 SRR B M R AH 24, 17 H i 20844 PCBM-h BB 2 78 BTG DI A 5% Hh D e L 22 5
BLRY, FA A T HAE T RARE A0 T B m AT M S5 A Rk

AEF CA_EME SIS LE 14, Chen 25 A YR H T #8146 (concept whitening, CW) $ A, HIE X} (4% ik i J2
) 40, ST L 2 1) 5 T SO 5% 5%, DA T B 375 A b 1 7 A R i ] i 0 4RV SO 1. CW BB R N7
e 2 P 8% P9 30, Sl A AN R AR VR S R HEAT BG4, A8 TE 25 [ il 5 N SR S R A& 5 Tl — B B —
VGV 7 22 HE B AR R BT R B R e M AR e, ARG AAE 1) TU AR M, TG R 4 Bk — 20 SO SR i o] 5. ZE 3
R AR, CW AR AL AR HR (058 M) SRS Fr 4 2k, Jo 38 il i s R AR T )b B0 SR S BT 5
B AR, XFHLHIA SRR T IR UGAT 55 P fe, 7 525 3G 50 1 B2 & IR AE 8 71 5 AR R

DA b7V S B R AN 4 R BR T ISR A &, ] >k B AN IR, EFE AL LS BE 4R (0 CUB-
CW. CUB-CT). FHiEArIEE (i CEM), Big5 4 AN R (1 PCBM). SX Ry J& 75V — 77 BT B 14 o 1)
Ui YN ZR MR UE SR RE, 53— D7 TEEARE 8 J2 51 N1E LAY, (AR 45 48 5 SR KON P AR N 2, DAL ) 2 S 1
Ae 5 AT R A B AE 4.

32 ETEREEBHMANEPRIBELE

TG W B R S B T 22 P 4% 1 R 25 S0 USSR I RE D, T E Tl s 15 Tl AT 0] L. Sl iR ) A
A7 [A) v AR AR R 2, G SR AR Y R B ) I B0 v VS A 45 4 5 15 SOV, AT ZE AN L FR v I 1D
F T SR TR AT fR R

— ARGy i i X A L RAE A 2R AT RS, DA KB AR HE 2 (] () fR 4. Zhang %5 A PSR T —Fhoy
%, B G R M 4% (CNN) B4k R 451 3 BT BRI X 28, A% O AE T8 7R 1 2 5 AR T 2 2 B DA 4
FoR. LR, FA S E BRI T T 1T SR — R e A X, B HAIMISREE B, AEE e L —
ZRAS ] 7 78 DX A PR RREAR, I DUMBEAR 5 3 FUAZ L 1A] () BLAS B AR N 2k R 8, SR AN SRR 2 = Feg T s g 15 X
X35, T8 o AN [E] A AZ O AR [ X3 TO AR B0 . SRER 45 R M, 7B E 24 CNN BRI a4 B3 B RF T
WA 53 B 8 A R T 5 AT AR R

T —ANT i) 3 5 A TR SR Y SE I A AR BE /7. Alvarez-Melis 25 A PR T E ARFRAHZ M2 (self-explaining
neural network, SENN), 1ZAHE 42 AL A2 47 J 28 B 55 28 VR FE 45 4. SENN 38 — /MR &x g A 2 S BT N\ R
TEFEHEAT R AR5 8 S B YO S\ A2 R A8 R DG PER e 2% DL 5 OB M A 1t 2H & i
TH &5 L. N 3R T B FR B S ME S AT HE I, (RS 5 NFR B E AL, iR N DU D BN S
SENN k&6 45 BRI, 1ZARRYLE ORI 40 S PE B 1 (RN, RESR LSS MITE T . MR B IRk, AN id, SENN [k
T i ) 2 31 7 o A SR MO A, B JR I ARRE AU S RE. AL, bottleneck concept learner (BotCL)™ ik — 25
G NFEVER T (slot attention), PA I BRI G H 11 = 38 ME & 3K 7R . BotCL 7E B @ 42k 1 284t b 51 AT ELHi ok,
5 S FME R B D0, ARG ORI BV, SEIRUE A, 75 2 AN BB 5 24T %5 1, BotCL 1 Al 1t Fl AR e 14
IR T HE SENN FE N I 2 Pk 2o 5 B i BN Re 8 1 SR DGR 5 S e 4, 38 Rl ok Ry 2= LAk R
HEAT AR, 9 WIT7E ImageNet 1= 1R 1) % £ P 1 FRRN 5350, AT A4 2 285 R AL IR RO SUROR.

1E HARIE 5 R AT, BF 70 AE IR R TR B R (1 M 2. Rajagopal 25 A P ) SelfExplain #E7, 4 42 J&)
55 R B0 AT AL b A i3k SCA 3 R A8 vh, DAATAE GO & B AL S i JURA AR AR o e By . A 8 — Ty T i ok
WARHE A R 2R & b S AT N\ i AR 2 RS, 53— 77 TG X 2 R 5 B AR 28 18] (1 AH 55
T, Nt HE BN 7F 5 AR A REIEE L, SelfExplain I H 7E A I MG FE LT, B2 R iR
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RCORHIRE ). SEUE LA LY, FAE R AL A B AT (S, AN T AFA A R B e v i — S5O 5 T A

TE TG W B T R 5 10, ) — EE R ) R R 2 A AR 1238 VA G VI R AR 1) R X 3,
A 3h % ) B RE MRS, HE T HSMAREARAEBE TR K. 5 RANFF SRR, FEEE ) 7k
Tt T 85 B MR AIE 2 [ w2 R4 (R B8 7, S RTS8 % B Bt N 1 22 B IR 4 A 20 SR 505 S 1, AT Z 3L H
B 5 1T AR AL

Chen 25 A\ PU7E 2019 4E42 R B 3044 R 2% (ProtoPNet) F&1% /7 il TG TA4F, HE22 B0 6 Fiaw. 1% 51
T IR G MR A R G TR TR AT 4 2, AL T NI R Ll 3 B YRR IS AR ProtoPNet F 45
FURHE z e RV 5FR p, e RUP 2 AR ALLEE 2B BB B, R BT F A a0 T,

o o[BI
gl’/(z) Zepatches(z) ”2 - pjl |§ +& :

G Bl , AQR MR S e i SR Y s T PR 4 R B KA SRAG A S UL RE A5 7, B & LA
PEIB S TR 45 . 2 3811 ProtoPNet M IIZRd #2504 3 MY E.

o BB 1, RIS ] IRALERML f FRLR P, [8 € RIEREE w,. ZH BAE S ORI KA
SREEBUR MR T B R e, Horh PSS, P=(p)T,
min %Z;l CrossEntropy (ho g, o f(x;),y;) + A, Clst + A,Sep

P.weony

n n

1 . . 1 . . )
Clst==>» min min |z—-pl3; Sep=—= > min min |z—p|l
n < : J:pj€Py; z€patches(f(x;)) n 4 : J:pj#Py,; zepatches(f(x;))
= i=

o BT ER 2, IR ARUR R AN R p, B 5 HRE (I ZRAEAS latent patch b, T4k
pis argrzleliznllz—pjllz
Z,=(5:2 € patches (f (x)), Vi, st.y, =k}
o Bt 3, FT R A 25 A A 1 IR ITR R %8 EAE w,, SRR T B 52800 JFE AT 40 25

min 1 z": CrossEntropy (hog,o f(x;),y:) + A3 ZK: Z |w;lk,ﬂ )
o k=1 jip;Py
/B

A

Max pool —
ol
»3.954

» 5.030| Black footed albatross

q

Indigo bunting
4.738 | Cardinal
p== . 7 . . ‘ 27.895| Clay colored sparrow

L . 1 il . A - | SR
Convolutional layers f° Prototype layer g, Fully connected layer #  Output logits
6 ProtoPNet [ 2% HE 4 ] 124

Kl 7 H1JE7R5 T ProtoPNet R 7E EHR 73 2 vh BOHERE I 2, 1280 Js 2 bEoxt ) 07 s SEal m] et a0 25, A
AT 5, 0\ B 2 200 A B P R ICR A, 735 91202 1 00 2 SR HEAT UL, A SR A 2 362K TR
RFAE (U0 PRk P B 0B, TR A Ay N P o 2 7 55 4% IR R i AL ) DX, I T 550068 12 AR A ABLRE 738, B e KX
SE IS RN A L 1, 15 BRI 20 I SR FE . AT SR B P ST FEAR IR G2 2 R 8 7, B2
I3 B e S E R R g
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‘Why is this bird classfied as a red-bellied woodpecker?

0
Evidence for this bird being a red-bellied woodpecker: 19 Evidence for this bird being a red-cockaded woodpecker:

Original image Prototype  Training image Activation map Similarity Class Points Original image Prototype  Training image ~ Activation Similarity Class Points
(box showing part that where prototype score connection contributed (box showing part that where prototype map score connection contributed

looks like prototype) comes from looks like prototype)
. 2.452 x 1.046 = 2.565

% % -
6.499 x 1.180 = 7.669
)
S ﬁ - 4392 x 1.127 = 4.950 -. 2.125 x 1.091 = 2.318
R . 1.945 x 1.069 = 2.079

Total points to red-bellied woodpecker: 32.736 Total points to red-cockaded woodpecker: 16.886
B 7 ProtoPNet #: 2 it ¢ 4

A8 SRR 4 ) (4 2 T, Nauta 25 A BIRH T JEURUA N2 (ProtoTree), o J5 2R B Ay — SO 257, #4078 AR
FrH i 2 0o AR, B PR s AT ) SR A, HAFTE M Y BRI B AR 8 4, T AU 7 B ST o A
ProtoTree 5| N BB AR AL af WALALH, A ROH58 T 423 ik, Hase 25 A\ POt — D32 50 2 JFUR 4% (HPNet),
SN BN A 22 G R 4 2H 2R 2854, AR A e P T Z GO ] )BT 522800, B Re B LR E R Kk R p
(1)) 8 5% Z. HPNet BELEALER AR DL (neTFA) B 4 H & ERHERT (W20, 387+ T8z thie

FE %} ProtoPNet HEZR (3t — b0 @ o, AKHIPAIE Y T TesNet (transparent embedding space network)™"*", i@ i
R 378 W R N 25 8] 2 SO R0, 0 0 1 R R ] ) E i S AR e 0. TesNet K AN R BUAR R 2 8] P )
e B, ANE ISP R A 725 (B 7E Grassmann i (Grassmann manifold) b HE4T 352, 16752 1a) 79 A 58 I &5 fe]
53, ZITEIR G N R B AT ARAGATL R, K B B 55 PG b 1) DG B DX AT S P 7, BT SRR RE IR B A AT 45 B
TesNet 1£ 2 MHRLEE EIE or A S BT 7 o MR SRR L. Ihah, HG ST G — 27 R &
Transformer 2844, JE5IN T T MM TR W BB, ST BES R 40 28 51F U B 1. AR AZE# ProtoPNet
o JEL R TC 4% 55 2 500 B 6 1) B, Rymarezyk 28 A P74 Y ProtoPShare 777, 7E3& BT Vision Transformer 22K, Xue
2 N1 i ProtoPFormer 45 &4 J5) 5 Jay s I 20 AR AR L AR, 4 o) R R BRI Xt R O AR SRR, Jo B S 20 6 A i B IX I,
PRI PRI IR, S Ak T RS2 o ) ) 1 DX 3 1 DV

BeAh, T AR B PU IR AE JLA AR e T B G55 78, Donnelly 26 A 63+ T AT 48 % JR 28 f % (deformable Proto-
PNet), K i B 7m hyv] BE R 25 (A7 B R4 &, AT 38 5 7 AR B0 H A5 RS 5 R8BI E M RE T, TEZ A
FF CNN L3R5 B AR T % I8 B HE& 1K E Vi, MCPNet (multi-level concept prototype network) i 3 —
I JZUAE R BIHUH, i 2 W2 R 2z 2] il R S AR R A, JER ARG o0 A7 4 2 A2 0t 5
LYRGET T IR AT X 431 5 — B, MCPNet AMEFRAMER IR, A T4 420, I SCRPEE T IR Y BR AR (1 AT 41
L fEFE, 1E few-shot 755 2 4 S 5050 P 35 R B HA SRR AAERE B ) 5 HERF 2.
33 ETRAGSHENIMRES X

Rl A BB S TE B 2 3 W R & B TR R AR R T, 7R MBS B BRI 4 A, KSR BB A R BT
fERERE /T BVR BERSE Y 183 SR G PR 27 ST LI AR 3, 3X S8 iR T T B LE AR AR 5 T WA R R P AR 12k,
TR T X RLRYAT 9 B AR R .

AR CBM 1E L& 50 BRI 12 BE T M4 1] B, Sawada 25 A\ 2 11 T CBM-AUC, 454 1154 CBM 511
b J5 1) SENN 2E44), DA TR 22 5] W B 5 0 IR £1 00 5 4h SENN 4 i 25— il 10 2% 45 F 75 Ab B R HUBE R i)
THESCERAG I 1), AEF T T M-SENN 2844 g5, F 5 2% B AAMRRB AR, YIZk B bri i R N EdE 5 i a)

comes from

© PEBEERKEFIFEU  hapy/ www. jos. org. cn
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REAEI EAS B, 0 ok Gt B R 22 E bRt 2% S AR5 Lok, 5N HR ] 28 3L AL, 12wt 28 5 S50k 23 3t
FRFEAR BB, T A 2B 4 R S 5O T 302 . CBM-AUC fE£2/MES EEILHIAL T 5 44 CBM Al SENN
R, HBIT Grad-CAM AL AT, S6AIE 7 A7 Bl v ff 3 4 13 SO X3, TR 2 I B & T I B A .

14t Sarkar 25 A\ CUHR T —FhidE FIHERE, PR BRI T AN AT SR A4 I 4 AR L % T
=GR A, 5157 ARRIE AR 2 >3 FH T A R A 20 T000) ()38 SOMSE, R & B B R AR L B A R SR AR,
DL S AR 115 B 3 1 5 i sz k. #E CIFAR-10. ImageNet. AwA2 F1 CUB-200 SR 4 b, %7 AU+
T S ERESY FEBRLR S R HERA R, RN AR 7B 8 B TRZ IR, A BTN B 55 R i
ZAIE BELR, RoR T R e

SRR 7T S A TR 1 B B4R ik 7 20K [, Marconato 25 A 2 H ¥ GlanceNets M 5 742 THHE & %7 1 5
B G ZER A AR S RE S A RIDE, FINBRRIR Y ) 5P IR RIS, SRR = 2
VB SN IR AR AR RE 7. O SR M LIRS i) R (B2 2% ) 31 54T 5% 6 R M P A 4%), GlanceNets 7EMRBT Bt 15 B
FEIE BN WG, 8005 B AN FF B YIS 2 A0 VRN, ST+ T A a] S 0. A, 7 vE SR 2 JUR BRI, BEIE
T35 B E 2 T0 M B ER R, SOrT a2 O M B 3 s s S — SO AR B v R 1.
34 ETERBSHEPARERSE

Bt 8 S A (LLM) IBGE R R, 35 108 5 U S S22 48 T 3T e tE. Yang 25 A 1%
$2H 1) LaBo (label bottleneck) 184 {5 73X — J5 [ AR M TAE. W&l 8 Fiow, LaBo F A GPT-3 Az Bifig ik 17 S
&, R TR R HOEAT IR R AL, M B B RIS SR . B RR A RE: w e B AT S U
8, IR TR 10 2 BEAS B (0 CLIP™) o PG AN SCA LB 28 S 2238 S ), AR5 36 T P s BN GPT-3 $2
AL R A 3 S N R A B 1 ARG R AE BUME A5 20 I i S 5 5 3 2R M o B M 15 0 e 4
NEASRER. EESE R MREYER. SifE. S8, RHERHER T ERGSET 11 AN EERE -,
LaBo 4 7R H7E/INEEAR 5 1E AR T4 Go e 2 i AW 200 (10 1k B, A8 KREAS I B A 1 AR B R AT 384 0, B T L AE 42
T RT PR 1 1 [ i e e ik P P 98 .

Prompt: Describe what the axolotl looks like: Concept space E.€R"* Testimage
LLM: The axolotl’s limbs are delicate, and the tail is long and thin. 4 g
Extract concept using LM and delete class names: l &
Candidate concepts: limbs are delicate; tail is long and thin Text encoder
Class 1: axolotl t ' v
S, F C1, 1 Limbs are delicate Image encoder
k concept A4 i
LLM Candidate Sul?mf)dll.lar pt | C 1 ,2 Tailis 101:1g and thin
optimization : :
Cl1, k Gills are bright pink x eR?
Class 2: red panda
S, F €2, 1) Thick, soft fur Concept scores: g(x, C)=x-E}. € R
k concept n N @ N ] (1,Npo)
LLM Canibahie Submodular C2', 2 Reddlsh.bmwn fur C
optimization 2 R
C2,k Ears are also red W e RVNe
Class N: tree frog : E : 5 Class-concept Dot
weight matrix |[Softmax] product
Sy F CN, 1 Toes are long
k concept
LiM — [ . SR 0D (@D Green body O aam
optimization 3 R R
38, CN, k Smooth bumpy skin y =argmax(g(x, C)-o(W)")
N classes Generate concepts Select concepts Bottleneck-C (N, concepts) Predict the label with concepts

&8 LaBo HE7H 4k 4 60

5 LaBo 244l Label-free CBM™" K] GPT-3 H &2E AIENE &4, H7vE e S i TR B0 44 7%, il R4
FRAR 3 M SCAS ISR U E R BRI — R 5 e B AT R &, BB T KA S . R 5T
I BN B A OMES . TR I ZREE TR R H LR e RO & 5. (b E A& 42 &85 CLIP-Dissect YII 25315 &
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TRETZ (VWA 2R, Rl i A B A i ) 2 58 R R 2893 28, Z TV RR T T AL TR, RN CR AR S B S A
B VERE, BE— DU TR SRR TG R s M B b R A S s T R T AT

5 LaBo %54 #i 2 W B R AL FE 1) SCA MR A 2 U7 VAR [R], AT AR Hi ¥) ProCoNet'™ 75 SCA A AT 5IN T
#T in-context learning FI$27R NS, 5 8h GPT-3 BLHAR s 5 58 A T 008 S8 M 1) SCAE & 1 SR T 7R A4 M I 3%
5 I PR IB IR, B RARFE T AR B AR S 5 R IX e [ By AR 00 SCA M R AN B RS TSk A R SR 3 (R AR
b JE, AR BE G [F) N4 it R AR AT A (LB ) 5Bt (I8 5 2 1) BIRCE AR A2 DA RO BLA XY
EAGIIL I JE K T, ProCoNet 51y — Fl Rl & A0 00 S5 7 518 5 MRS 55 1 22 BEAS W] R BB RUNAR 2L, 1
TR 3 AL R IR A3 ] A0 23 6] T SRR R 8 S5 U RFAE, 35T ProtoPNet 243K MU, 2 X I AL 3 i
B SCARES 2 6] I GPT-3 H BB BURA WL v R VE A H R R R, I 5d CLIP (SO 4 A 5% S 28 iR\
78]y 2RSS E): ISR CLIP A AR (LB S YT 55 BE 77, VB SE 5 SCA 2 (B AR 2. el T A3 SR A 55 3
AN K H B 518 S A, IR0 70 A1 AL T AN F B93RUE (manifolds) L. ProCoNet £ Stiefel Ji /i ARG
SEHRE, I Cayley ARl 40 JF B4R 5 28 20 1S 7 ) b 5 SR8 0] 55, [ A O 4o FE J0 350 L AT & g P s S .
X — B ASRTE T 38 SO 55 11— 80HE, B T 6 A T AwiE sl st i B UG 8T 1A, A48 o T R84 1) w]
filE Rt 52 fh e

AR, FE PSR T A X 2% 45 ) o S AR OB S 2R, T T AR B sy 2 G AT AR . XA AR R AR
HABUIVESR . AIAC HAELF . 5 SORE B S 0, A5 P ANBU AT LR A5 28 () Tt 25 SR, 3 e /E M )2 T gk
AT TR Js S SR, UL T BT . R G LS PR M SR AR I . AR, RO A R Tk
MR S, T ORUE AT R, LA MIAEAE 2 BRI, W] BRI — E ROTERE, JUHAE RIS E A 2 IR Hok, 56
JE R DT AR L, FErh 7 A A T M S A A L, B0 T S R S X AR AR TR, R
T 0 RN T A B, e DA o 1 SR A T A Bl R S5 A I V2 AL 75 5K A1, R e rp M S B A 4R T SO
B T A W R, MR E . PRS2 MR 70 2 ) SE IR SE AP 4, 42 AR SR 0 10 S 2 )5 1),

4 FARBRMERMREITAE

9T B PP B TR 00 T AR N T BE R A AU S S A M, DR AL AR T 2R BE VT A SRR ax g
T T R AR (R AN T A5 B, O B T RS S AT N Z M Bk R BERRE, LA AT R
PRI T BT RIS e M ds . B2 PEA.

4.1 EMIFEIERR

SE MEVEAS U 28 T8 T AL 5 N T b (0 5 30, R S0 R R 2 75 B SOV T . RN — B 5 A B
AT PR AR 3R ST Y AR B P B R R, T S R R A B TR S48 SR, AT
FRREVERIE 5 AN BT B 1 2 AT

(1) JE T RIAL P45 78 R RY R 4% (40 ProtoPNet. ProtoTree) F, HF 97 3 38 i i 38507 B 8 R A B114 patch TTH1
AR 5 S B AL, B R R R E B T A2 48 oAl o T30, 3 BT 20 Wi A i 2R 75 L 4% — B A B A
AIE. A5, T 5 22 A BEG A i S B 43 3850 B2 S R, U5t Bt A B — B A AT AR i i i R Oy X
AR %o T ) BT R X 35, A B TR A S S BRI 2 1 — B

(2) N TP B2 3 F A0 3 A0, 8 AN KPR P B A 0 T 70 A o P MR A 2 5 L #6375 AT 10098 S
ORI B AT AR, W LA g N T4 — 8ok . WTERME IS . B SORSSAEGME. N A4 — o
Z ALV E 5 H RIS T 2, Giih iy 4 10— SO R AR AP R K8 SUE W, W BT 4 181E
F A G A AR I TR P A PR AN S AT 43, IR NS A R B 1B SRS T R A
I BTAS [FIRE A T2 A — WS i (0 20— Bk, R R B A RE T2,

4.2 EEFEIERR
S8 VAR 10N B T DABSUE 5 U B T AR R PR B AR R R B WIS B ST 45 3R TN, Sy VR I AR Y
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HE R BRVEAS BB AR, AT A B L, X287 R B AT S LA L, B BL T L
A RHEYE
(1) BESHER B ) 75 CBM %5 2 xR SRR (AR b, RO v 0 P P T 7 B AR o () 22 4 SO 1 7
DAL, 2 VAR ML & P AR () B BRI R AR . IR AR O B A B LS hR 25 M it 4R, S A o) s SO
R S RRIERE R B R D7 sURTARIE A & iR B AS [, 6 T2 MM, HR A 0-1 R B F1 7040
SRV RIAO B HOE B (B, TEAREE) R R, % T SR BN, W3R 8 T3 7 1% 22 (MSE) 8
Ji R ZE (RMSE) St & AR R 7R A3 58 T o 1) s 22
(2) AR 7 L2 B P %4 b F T AR rp 2 o B M 1 L A A O RS X R, R T HE B s A B
B H K38 ST, ProtoPNet 45 JFU 7 [0 2 v m] LAz I, et ot e o e R i) [ A7 . K(b;") R T e A
) landmark £i7. & Is(b(f)), 15 5 52 landmark 2 (8] 79 V3 — AL BRK B FE 29
P(B) = k(55 Gjump + Ocener
1B —P(5)IF -
(3) MR TUARE B W& TUAR i B BT 2 M 2 IR AR (ol e B B R, FH LUK S0 A 2 A5 77 4E 2 A AL RIA A
[ 15 S I R Ayl e AT 2 0t 2B S B I, SINTUARFRIBHF pl© KL BN FINE & (8] L. 45 %
AR 7 BiC 2[Rl — landmark, WHIAHAFETUR. TURZF E LW T:
59 = 1— #unique predicted landmark

d. (P, P(5]))

#prototypes
o, o0 MR, F M 2 ) [ TOA R 8, U I S A% PR,

(4) AT 55 K TR 2 T XA i 88 S 0 81, VAR 5 A 75 L LE X MR B 26 T 7
B, A B AR R T B U0 R SR BT L0 TCAV 4080, I T BB e T
R CaCEP I Mt RS AR, 2 A0 T M 7 €215 75 X0 T 519 DR B0 ConceptSHAPE, %77 14
T SHAP HEHE, VAR A& 26 T H et 1930 B SR, 308735 MR A0 BE AR 7 T R E et P e 2 76 LI
TN AT BRI S B ANEA — SR o] LR R T B TR TR 1 4 o B R A2
TLREST. 6 JURIPRA 7 SR ELH6: M58 46 100 P T 0 M 72 I E 2 KRR b RS R JSL A L 0 e o MR
SR HE T 1 T 7 A s 2 75 A A 5SS B

(5) M L5 P TERI 2 e FER I 2 TR, 08 38 3 4 S L (R R T SRV HO B 4 O, D
L5 2 e AN T 5 FLAAHE SUBE 2 IV K6 55 5 3. 3 OV 9 o, FR T B3 — 28 E I X3 5
SN bR DX 2 1) B, AT 5 A4 1200 2 T 0 S AR ) B L S5 i e 9. ARk
D IM)N L)

D IM(OU L)

Forr, My (x) FORFERIE x B35 k ADMPPZ TSR IT I TEBOE X L (0 R BHR x R TS ¢ BB R PEE s
AERD.

(6) ML AR SRk LGP TaAR, WRESHERRE . ToU 55, R s iR S5 FAE Z (B IEESYI A B, HJ0%:
ERBRERSEZ KRB B R—8UE. 85 2, REIRIREIE R B 2k, A T MRS
A SRR Gt ER R ETREALS (BEE. MOME. HEASME) EE MR HA
UL B B AR AR I (R R e . AT

Robust (x,x") = sim(e(x),e(x")),
Horr, JRIGHN x IMERE ) & (R E) N e (x), BN x BRI e (v), BH sim 5 EURTZAHBUE.

(7) VAN O DR AR RE SR AT AR e AR B b — T30 AT A5 (RS . G T 2% (meeta-predictor)!” HEZRHE A
B TP ARz O—— 8 & PSR ASOREJS, B AR A T AR A 1) J5 B2 47 v ok HLER R AL AR SE D A

IOU,“. =
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B, ATTTHEEE 1 i L35 10 L. B At 33t DL 23 sCORIE R N A B AL — A Utility-K 1A
Py® (x) = f(x)
PO ) =f(x)’
Hrp, 7R K AW RREREAUIZRG, NAEBTREAR L RESE o B R 45 R IR, 2 BEROR SE AR IR 1)
e, NS BB LA >1 iU DAARRERA SE TS BN =1 B, <1 i B 2. SKBRiy K M M, 1 Utility-K
2k, FE L TR (AUC) 15 2528 Utility 703 fE#3T 1150 452103 i OB B B2 S0, 45 3 N
LI Fh ARG T ERABITEM AR, 45 5R —EOR U GBS R AR AR SE PRl < A LT
ANAEAEA BRI

FUE O ZRR A PR FF T2 A, (R AR OR G 2 i) AR P DR A R R U0 AT B B, PR AR HL
& XAGE—, HRZ MM e MR AT 55 AROR B T M AR AEAL B IP A SR HE 5 48— BTN (A R, DLSCRFAS AR
M) F L W] BRI BE o0 b, TR R AT {5 . Wl R RE R GEHT T e Skl

5 RERRESHEK

S T MRS A AT ARER L 2 2] TR AE SR T M (48 S AN ST B Atk 75 T A 1 1 2 0t g, (ELiZ 40
SEATI AL T PRI R B, T 22 77 T Bk, AT ) R KT 7 4 R MR AR AR R, B TR E . R ST
BRI T B U WO 5 77 1 73 22 AN L. 9 1 HESTRT ARSI U AR B SR 6 E ) R G AR, AR LT
[E AT E AR A AR R SRR ) S SR A2

(1) ¥ RS B W (0 SR A k. AE B SR BRI S op, AR 55 I 5T 277 ), B 2 (MR 2 22 i R
IT AR T AR IR I S B S I SRR ZURFAIL ;1 20 2 Tl U 2 [ I e A £35S AT R -7 N e - A )
ZEMEIE L. CHAMSRE ., tERERE TR PR EOR H AT R R AR T R ER 2, K
HTE SO R AT i Bxs, — HLER 1R 2% 3 5, i MR SR B X DL 95 R e B X, SOT0 ik R b dis Js 4 (T
COVID-19 SUARRIERFEEAR 57), S EURE B DA, DRI, i 75 440 S 106 M A A ML A1, AR BTG M B B A
B 2], WEIGEE o B s A S 2 T, RO N T R, St — 20, AT IE A A KIS FiE—K)Z
FH 508k SR B A5 AL 2 JER 2R, T2 e K1 5 AR SN S O N SR AT R )i AR A4S, T R0 2 o 5 R A 3 Ry
J S5 M R, 2B o0 A AR BB SR ST, RS E S TR RO . AT R, S A R aG 2%
5B S R AL

(2) ML AR OO T PR T 70 AR ARr SR 224 T ) AR N R B v RO B e 0T e T i BEAR RS, 5, #h
o 296 £ ol ) 32 452 i B 2 )5 N K00 B LIS AR (0 8 BAOPRT 5 1 8 2 IR A7 XE DA SR 5 RO A RN 87— Rl 2 1w 4
HUE A, B RBEHICRT S HERE, PIEAEZOR LA EAE A BT 22 5. HR, BLA I TSk Z 0B A
JoT R 2 PR, KR A 15 B AE I 58 ProtoPNet. CBM 545 Y ) T REAL chridk, 20 /D36 i) Mg 28 2 DA 12 1T B B IE
WL B, SR Z 48— A BB HE SR E LTt ML S AR, BN [F) 753 1B M LA LU A, ke St PP A Bk = %5
RBRE. B AZR K — A0 75 2 MDA 55 PR R B2 ST o MM A A Tl L, o BB R S M 2275 5 B R, AR SEA
SR A o g J5 R T <M TR B, e N S R O S R 5 R B AR S S — . BT
AR AN 3 JE G E R HE S, MR RN 2, Z TR 9 268 (1 oA sURRAE 28 7R, 88 Ik o 4 ) 2 1) G il i N\ )
EARAER; M B2, EELE B R R R R SRS I T B 5, SRS 2 IR ER e U S U A R R
AN R RS FR DX, R v SRS I X3k, 3 S R TR PR ASOR A1 A BE URE DA RN BR AR R, XN SR

INFNGEA, B DR S S 5 NSRBI L SRR R K — B AEHORSERL B, (5 B R B B AL A F R (M (5
S BRI B A R, 18 FIF0 A0 ) o] o i W A 1 e 2 s 8] P 4R34 L B PR R AT 04k, S5 S AR L B 2
SIS IR UEME & 70 S A A R, AT A PR AL s R B e P I, SR NN R,

(3) RSB R S X T R 75 e . 2B S @ i I 2 kAR e, B R IE S B R R .
SR B DMEE A i, 55 5 2 UAAE 5 7 AR, W ot s B USSR AE 23, KRB LA (F R
LA 2R e B AR AR A 22 5, M DA EL R ST 00 AR IR, 1 SOREBE ) 22 RUBEANDLIE. AL 5 & w] BEXT R AR

Utility-K =
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FRAT (BERBERN) . KIBGRHE (BN B RTE S TR, TiE S RS E R
SRR 0 75 [ ROBEAS — 2%, 38 iR 1 . i), ShZ G — I SRS bR e, IA 7 2 R AR S R 1)
WS R, BZ ERASMES T E SR — B EHELE, 5 EUN RIS ME & 1A) I — S5 DLORAIE. fif 1 2 BEZS R X 55
%0 BB A A BN B R I G — 18 S [A], o] DUE S N R 2 B BEE BB, SR 2 B BOR S SR, H5e R
BLAS MR HR 4L, 75 B A Py i B B 5 ) SR R A D A B (R S 28, LIRS LA TR A €, R 4t
ERVN IS (R 2 ) AV ol A, BESIARAS T B SON R R R e G — 2 A, WA RIS A&
FORBOE BIFLE W T UAE S A R, DREFRE S A A S M RTE SO R, IRAAT ABI N ANLAE B 5 %, T2t it
TEANFIREZS AR, 1k NS st M oA ML & 10 7, B — RS T SO, A RS RIS R R TE N
AT BT HEAT X 57

(4) KBTS AQTR AT AR M F S0 R BB T AR M T T BT R I BRAR. B 2, SO S 45 i B 2R
MFRHIG K. I\ GPT-3 1 1750 {45403 GPT-4 WL S0, BB N IBAE TR 2B 1 AT iR E, H ki
72U S AR AN 2 2 FARBRHE, 15 5 I TG R AT 7R T ST 2% B R R R 5L T T I . Lk,
FUT PR R S BAXTAR. Rl A KA @ 7 R 320 AP B2 10, B 7838 JEv 3R BOh 2 s B BaiE
JIBLE, XG5 T RS T AL SRR TR R R0 )5, AR R AE S 2500 M 36 IE TR e A 28 (1 B o L
B = FEREALE AT G5 1, [R5\ P RE = AR SRS [F (10t S A1 AR (0 — 350t .m0 A A R SR A 801 o A
PRAE. 5 AR B R, T AR 7V ] L R A A B AR A e PR AN B AR AR P 5 A P T W AN T 3
Fa 2 JEME S Ak, R TR ERE (CoT) VR % i TR U4 4 e o 2 g 42 B A A SO R R 85 7 471, A v i
D AR 15 0] B A B6AIE. LN B B P s . R FE S T R & BB R 7k 7 R Gt AR R AR
(AR AR SN HE B A 20 A — Mt TS B R B AR 18 S A (W1 GPT-4) % H bRt B AT “ME & brid, 14
SRR DAY S MR 2 T TH L . Mleta S BT 4R ) large concept model (LCM)!® 38 K& W 78 SR A) T 2045 LB TT,
BEGT — token” TR N —ANA) 7T 38 sk 78 A 7N 23 (8] 3 58 A 3R, LCM KRR 318 —
MR A5 1 B SRR, BT CoT 1Rk BE B Bk k& E T AR RE, I G 2k i) =B 4 v i L 4D
B 25 b, KB AT AR ERIE ST AT AL T W 25 B, AL R PR B KB S 8. S AUy il BIR 1) 5 26 RS A o 14 55 1)
FOBETH 174 TR 2 280, 0 i S A T DRSS 28 1 3 28 e e v =K.

6 ZERIE

Wi R L 2 SR QB AT 35 b H 28 ) 2 OB, e R MR i SR (K 2 2tk . Wl stk SRRl H 28 .
BET WL I R RE T3 025, AR R R 5 N IR B MR, T RO 24 i Al AR N T8 RERIT 7T I #4 s 5 i
W7 A S BRI 20, RGBT IR R S @ ) 1 EE A LR S R R A,
205 5 A L BN B SR ) 75 SRR B AR AR AT TR S B, #8781 ANFIJEAE TR L3R
i HEHLE B S O A — S DT T AR R BR.

R E, B AN DERTE T MR 038 SGARBE, SR T M RRALRTE T AT 2 B BB AR 1A A28, AR,
BEE AR KBRS PR @ R R SR 6, 25 T 1T R Wt 72 A R30I S v JR K S &
S KRR AR BE /7 5 AL ABL O R PR RE. 53X — W T 7 1A AR BEAR TR AL 5 SE PRk st b RRER SR, B ok 5
IEWT. TS 5B RERITR L 2] R 4L
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