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Survey on Knowledge-based Zero-shot Visual Recognition

FENG Yao-Gong™?, YU lJian?, SANG lJi-Tao>?, YANG Peng-Bo*?

Y(School of Computer and Information Technology, Beijing Jiaotong University, Beijing 100044, China)
%(Institute of artificial intelligence, Beijing Jiaotong University, Beijing 100044, China)

Abstract: Zero-shot learning aims to recognize the unseen classes by using the knowledge of the seen classes that has been learned. In
recent years, ‘knowledge+data driven’ has become a new trend but lacking of unified definition of ‘knowledge’ in the current zero-shot
tasks of computer vision. This study tries to define the ‘knowledge’ in this field and divided it into three categories, which are primary
knowledge, abstract knowledge, and external knowledge. In addition, based on the definition and classification of knowledge, the current
works on zero-shot learning (mainly in image classification task) are sorted out, they are divided into zero-shot models based on primary
knowledge, zero-shot models based on abstract knowledge, and zero-shot models based on external knowledge. This study also introduces
the problems which are domain shift and hubness in this field, and further summarizes existing works based on the problems. Finally, the
paper summarizes the datasets and knowledge bases that commonly used in image classification tasks, the evaluation criteria of image
classification experiment and the experimental results of representative models. The future works are also summarized and prospected.
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R HR 0 A 380 ok Ao R FBE 2 ST BB RE 8 i AR R B R R A ST AR g T AR K B ) A L
FE YN0 R AR AR . S 0 () B3 A A T R ERE B A K N I R g Ak b e 8, A 9
T 2% 33 05 3, B A S 35 AR 0 B DI R A 1) 55 W o > T B ke 2 A e 2 i O R A R SO
T 10 2 AT 55 5 3k R, KRl 5 B0 v 140 s 0 AR g AT TR e 33— v ) 37 R e 32 3K — SRR
1,765 3] (meta learning)!?. ZAf 4<% 3] (zero-shot learning, fii#k ZSL)E S /MR A< 22 =] (few-shot learning, i #)

NATAE A H A& AR RS 1 8 0070 KR 2 805 0T A ATTRT BUZS & O A SR, IR0 B ) 2R an S e AR
SCFARIR A5 B bR A - A0 S R D6 BRI AN — 3 B O AR B KRR R Ak, 2R
BIAESL DI TE AR IEFE B R 122 A IV JASA DL Jo B6F 0 A 8 R S50 HE I LR B 0 F 8 1 X B R AR S i L
WL AR S A 2 2] e 5 LT SCHIR[7], AN A J R 8 S, B SR 48 45 T8 — ST AR iC I IR A, 5 T 31X
L AT AR RE A IR 28 9], B8 A 0] W2 (seen classes), t Rk 4 V5 435 (source domain), 24t o] WS HR0 K X 52590 0
Yor; [F] I B A — BE TR AR i AR AR, B 75 1K B T A 12 FE AR 1R 28, B O AN W] .26 (unseen classes), % 4 H b7 1k (target
domain), R it 8 Xe R0 N Yoo 7 B H KR 7R T HEA 2 2P Y Y o=@ AR B LR YR A b U 25, 78 H BRI il
R AR, R 1 AR AN S ) A A SO PR SE R (1) AKERAE VISR R 2 A T AR IR I X, FHEAZE Y
Ny R A ZRE A 2% S (inductive zero-shot learning) (1 FH T Xeo) P B #E 2 ZAE A 2% 3] (transductive zero-shot
learning) (KA Xee);(2) KA 76 I 20k A2 A R 2 R AL & il WK, BRI N R R EREAR
(zero- shot learning) (AN £ AT W) Az A4 2 FE 4% % 2] (general zero-shot learning) (3 & A WL28). i SR 7R I ok
o A DR WA WBE PR S5 B ZOE R b 84 T REAR S )AL R IR AR 5 o) BB AR 2% ) R/
BEAR 2 5] P AR REA 2 2] (low-shot learning)®L PRl 1t 22 K A 27 57 2 /INRE AR 27 3T 19— o n bl s 14155 100

M E ORI RS 1 e B SR A 2 S A L g HIAT B 2% o (transfer learning) V) J AR Sk fi# v i) 5
19 B — AT 25153 A1 v 2% R — AN BRI RS BY AR 5 T 4% B30 ST 451 40 A1 32 5 308 2 20 A 30 1 ) JELAR
A% 2 2L IR 9T LRI T 2 45 44 1505 ¥ (domain: adaptation)fT- 2% 5 Z2 KA 2% SIAT- 254 L 4 B0 (e ik [12]4%
BT WAL EY. 3 P 2 e K R X AR T R R A Il R ) 2R O AT R I AT A O R AR DR, R R AR
0] AR AR S — AMRRBR (AT A8 2% ST 55 .t T R B8 2 R 2 vy R 09 245 ) 23 3k, 7 A AT A BAR AT A1
# 10 #% (domain - shift)™ ) ji] URTHK 211 15 (hubness) ™) il £31: A7 2 A2 A1 S 55030 4 i 25 17 0 AN () 9 485 Sh FO R 1 2
N P2 R AR A R 1 ) B i A 2 T N e A A 0 78 A T R I R AN DG o RN K 2 BRI B 3 4R
7 T 2 5 M0 AS R D 2 B AT A I ) L T P BRSNS AR B 4 T R T IR

SCHR[3]H 8 H - Z R AR SN 1R DGR 0 AE T S el 4240 0 AN T L2845 mT D028 2 )i S B AH DI I il i A
MAEGT B 18 £ 55 H R, AR AR 2 20 1) B SE A A AE — AN SE 30 40 1R S 302 v WL AS ] WL B4 22 W) 20 A7 A
T T 2D 000 TR G TG T 00 R, 3 G T P B it A TR A LB 2R SR AR e N VR R SR BORITIE 8 2 K
B0 B T IXRE (AR AR SCE 5B X SR IR SR EEAT T 4 TH 1K) R 3, 0 SERE &y s e LT 3ANZ kL. W
P R ECHE B b BB DLERERO A0, LE an @ 4« R4S L AR AR A2, Bl SR B 2 A B A 1R R,
FLn B bR . A3, ANERAR, Ee i AR A @ T AR RS AR R R AESE 1 W iEdnigid.
A K 73 5 R R IR AR SCHE— PR T IR AT B R AR 2 ) AR RV AN R 77 o, BRI R R 5 2 1Y

AR TAE AR AT SCHR[5] 7 U3 40 20 B HE X R R 28 3 2 5 vk LS T AT A8 10 40 28 5 VR R 3 B A AT B
Dty B At > i B + R PR IR B 14 JELRELI L, B I S R AR 2 S AT 45 TR AR T e L, B A H A SRR R (]
R S 0 T 3P 0, A O T M e 1 22 1) MR 42 4 Rohrbach 25 A\ MOV T v g S b A 2 5] A ot
THARMIE R 75 o 3 AT (1) R 2800 S ) 1 D — M B0 Re Bk 1) 2 I A R A 2R 45 48 (1) 4 WordNeet
SRR, (2) TSR E A T 2 1 38 FH 1w A0 S e 4 S ] 28 (R R A MR A A2 e Mk s I AR TR () 2 T 5 AH K
25 1) L HAR L A R K 2 B B IR 43 8 88 AR R TR IR DO R e, 1K 1 43 288 5 R B AN 8 A THT
(10, 97 BN BT _E 3, 3 49,2 TR Sk e ZR R A 2% 20 epr SR AR B (1) 5 SCAS-SE37 I3 1 1. TR 0, A SO 58 1 A5 v i
B SR A5 2 715 T I (0 SR R AR (2 SR 00 T MG 43 AT 25 ) HEAT A L AH LU T SR [3], 4% 3¢ % 4
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TR SO B0 4 17 AR SC A B S iR B 30 2 A, 18 SO W A AR S 19 3R 3R T A ST i SO — 1] AR T
3Csemantic”, FE AR 55 P9 A SN2, FE HAH OG SCHRH- B2 A0 < SO HER 0 SR TR AR Rk AT S S
FE] P A0 STk 28 0 0 SEREAT T — i 2 B R e SUAk o 0 SO SUAK D A [ SCAR (1) 4R AE 2 7 (191 an b5 28 5 )
3K R0 A A R R R BE B Ak 2 S TR R R) AT I SR AR T 4 S A, B o hh %

B T A SC R B S B G 5 28T 25 2 A0, R R % 20 1) SR s 0z H 75 AR 2 LA AT 2% A3, i G R AT
G300 g BT 54 % (image  retrieval)P8 4O, LA FE % (video understanding)t 44, i 4514570
A5 LA KL AT 45 4508 7 A [ 4R 1 5 b B (natural language processing, fiij Bk NLP)B:S214%: 5 A Atk 11 4T 45 AH
NLP 45035 Y (19 AR AR 38 20, 3 HBATTRT LA TA] S5 20 A2 A« 70 B0 A0 i A TR ) A B o) A0 i 590 ) Ak 391 2 ) %) S
A R AL AR U, F AR S 3 IE AR VB 3 SE B N 1 U7 T T

A 1 W TEY IR AE ARG U SS T AR E IR UL LS AMRRIERE 2 WAHETARE
KN VRURE Ja () 25 AR 2% SR TY 585 3 749 D) o o o a7 AR Al — B DR AR 7R B P S 3222 ) domain - shift 1]
IR hubness [A] &, 338 T 0] SO DL TAEBEAT RSG5 09025 4 5 A G A SIS IRl FH Bt 4 . VP A BRvE (90 24T
28 ) RSG5 i 0 AR S Aadb AT — e 1 JE .

1 FERFATDAMNES PR RERTR
FREA A 2] (R ORBEAE T AR AT WL 2R BIANRT WA AT AT B AL U AR TE, AT 25T AR IR A7 7 X

R AT AT BN 4 2 M BER T AR R P BT EA A 4 R SCATE SRy MUSETE . B0 A B A
T T2k PR 2348 B AT A7 B S 7 7T 5 0 R B L B B, 3 1

Table 1 Existence form of different knowledge and its advantages and disadvantages
F 1 ARRARAETE LA Sk

HPAFAETE X s [
A ST WY 10 i Bz LRI TE
L AT ¥ 0 50 1 B WL (1 H ik )
ot 53 A BE 115 507 1) S I K 15 5 A7 A R RAT AFAE S BORL T ™ i R L
15 A = w1 T S i SR Z A B SR R 75 U DA SRR AT 55 M A R 4 6 TE K

FCrp SO 3 AR, T N R s B 04T 110 2 S 3 gk b S E B I, B AR LA AT W i 1)
A (L H T LR R B 1 PR, DR I AR AT B AT T B X AN TR A AL 8 (1) 4 1) 7 SR X AN [ 2K 1) gk
AT DX 53 T AR B A5 A 0 AN [ 24 1) ) B S Jie ke IR) bt L B8 EL A 030 4 AR E AT R AT R AL T T 2 TEVE IR 1
J& (non-robust features)®®, Bl i T 925 45 SC A Hah (1) B Ja8 12k ) — 0 A7 650 WD s ) 3R e B 40 A T 200 R S i
T H A TP SCASRRAE B 4 AE 149 P FE B, B A Bl G R i R AT B Rt 4K 2 B A R A S R i
SRR 2 AN T ASS A5 B 2 TR) R0 I 9 2R, 3 SR Bl St 1 56 2R 1A 92 A TR 1, 256 36 288 W 1y 0 i 3 7 ol 33 xf v
KFR M HE AL, BRI A 515 0 B 4 My A B H bR B0 T 5 (3 MR A X 2R 50 A R B A T ol T s
B, 3] YRR AR 3 P IO A T 4 ) — B A T A S T X B R, R R R AR T e T
ISR 190 T AN TR 2 U L B A 2 T (1 3 3R 5C AR 4 (H R M w8 - 0 R i B B R T B A g R
AT 8 22 Hb O B S0 5650 4 25, B an ) SR IS0 R & BER R B 3K 10 1T 5 YR B W 4% (e 2 32 L) IR 45 558 1) .

TG AR K 20 TE X TC B T ATV S A 2% S AU SR 7% 7 1) R JR D0 R TR bt A S & 0 J LA 1A,
o AE A v 80 B s b 2 B I U SOV AT T R I AR R kR 5 R LR 3 A2
YIRS G AR LA R 30 503K FH IR 16 2028 07 3K, Bl AT 8 g b SRR AE 5 28 AT A o e e P
TR A 22 8 FE 28 5 ARATUIR A7 8 1) Il R SR BR AT EAT 41 R A 2
11 #RHIR

W4 YR, 2 g N TR A B30 B v LR ml BRI A) Bl A U R A T R A AR A, DA R A A B
I 1R AW B E
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o J@ Mk (attribute)

J& Pk (attribute) /& FREA S X pfg ) 2 A I AR 2 — 3RA5 T2 I SRR AE SCIR[4L] P 5 e M 1
Fa R FE AR B P A 10— RAVRE TR B VR — P W LA A R S L R e kL DL SR Sk i kAT 26451
LA Mk 0 DU A (0 B B N 4 807 S R 8 1k vl LU 4 4 e« 1 R S B DRIk, A ARV (1 4
B 1 AR R 8 I I 1R s 2 S DA [4,1,00,[1,1, 10 M L #4901 rb R] DA L R M b B AR T A
AR TR 2R B — TR P A0 T, HLAE 3 0 ZAB(0/2). X 28 i P 4 RS BURIF 50 8 1) i A P o N T S
1) )& PE (user-defined attributes),0/1 ) £0{E 7 A 4k R o — A8 )8 1 17 &

{ELJ2:, AR AT AN W S R I 4, O/ L A S B 3 s 288 D[] — R P PR AR (] 5 3 49 2 S R S 04T 4 5%
(L2 3 P AN W R AR P A R R R s 3O L AHRLSE B 2 S KA U Parikh 25 B T ARG
(relative attributes) Ak, BRI 1) 52 (1 (AN AT RE Pk 1446 8, 6 B B 430 1R K /N IB 3R 7 24 1 19 5 59, AT
DX 43 AN ) 288 3 7 R — R 0 b 1) 2 5 A — S el A O 390y 23 30 6k Y 7 AL P RR 6T J8 0 ) — A H boxt %
HHATHIA.

B T A A ARG 2 A A 1 1 Bl ) B BB F 1 Bl 5 R S e U X R T
N5 SR £ S5 B A ARG 5 2t e R o 5090 3K 3 ) 8 1k (data-diriven attributes)tl.

I 5 AT YA 1 (video attributes) 2262948500 Bl 42 By 3451 e £ R 42 (concept) 11 b #4381

SR AR A R S 38 R 0 0 v 2 0 SRR AE (R FR 7 1 0l P A4 1 3 At 4370 2 28 310 e 25 ) 2 [
0 e TR AR 2 S R R E AT — i R B B g5 R IR T B2 AE BRI BN 2 R 2 SRR IE—FE R R
TR 22 Rl A TR 0, J8 e R VR R I e P O 1 0 — 2D L 4% T AR (g R R A i /E AWA2
FPi A SCI T 85 ANE X 50 AN SIS H A FE R B M U R B S U A bR s A LR R B 2 AR
TN A A0 B B IXAE — e FRE RIS T B S IO . AR BRI A 8% ) AR R A R 2R IZ W
IS FH T P9 4 £ 4 T < B 22 T 0 3 1 0] - Al B o0 AN R 1 5 e 08 5 A A5 i A e e e URA B
T BT

o Hr%(label)

JhR%5 (label) A2 REA 2 3] hge ) 32 A I i 22— LA Mikolov 25 A PSRt 55 fig e f0 AL 28 A e 463 1,
AP It A N A (1 3 38 T 3K 2 R 3532 B T RS T SRR R T A i AR A Word2VecP R
Glovel®8 3 B SR 25 (1437 AN\ 26 7%, K B0RE 3030 AT 4017 (020 38 2 5, A P 3] 0 A0 70 76 8 op B AT DI 45, 1
Wikipedia Text; #& J 15 31 i) [ 2 P 552 J 300 3ok 14 1 0 AR B0 B (11 Hik AN .

I A F 7 A 01 SRR 2 S R 1 A B K 58, RN 1 28 7% S A 4 B8 2 1 2L I i N R OR
AR 149 2 1) e A R 2 B B A% o 25 ) 1 AR A b 2 7 AR ) 3 (R AN Bl AR 3R — AN 2030 ) 22 ) (R0 AR AU 2 R 491
T e N 2 D) H e R R 2 T R B B /N e R R 2 T B A B D A S R B L A
“Vec(“[ L7)-Vec(“ T N ”)+Vec(“ L N ")=Vec(* L Jig )7 . 38 3 5 58 288 0] (0 AHADL Itk 2 58, K LAl — o S A o) A
[ 24 565 20 U, A B T 2 AR Il D A e AL DX O3 T T T 4D R 2 e U ] o R IR A — AN 4 P R IR
NI B R TR N 5 IR 28 2 R BT AU P U WA 8 1 43 A O 25 T AR SR R X -
TR ARLEAR Z2AF 7 TAE b (A A 28 ST T %o Ja8 e R S s 28 A0 1D e 2, B V96 2 (1 i N A AR v m UK % 46
B H IR, P T 9 i N 2R 2R A2 T o TR i A ASE LA TR B U ok R i A ek B A v 1) 22 AN Bl DR
H BRI N BTG AL [ T

o SRR R AR IR

77 J P A PR RR 28 AR R 9 B e % [l OG5 (class prototype)” [ i, i 5 R AN IR R T X
AR AE VB S (R v T 2 P — 1R, AR A T R YRR 2R AR A S R A b S AR SO e Fu SR
NDOLYeg T3 — 2 ) v 14 218 J5 70 2 7 S6F 7y Jod V1) B i 1 44 13 o, DR g 8 3 8 il v B P R e
AL TR LA — TN AR 22 BIR 5 1 30 S 46 1R i) i A [ 14:20,28.80-620 g f¢ g 143,27,53.59.62-67 g st oy
f101 288 Ji TR0 2 A 5 ) T 0 8 ) S A 4 3 OB iz e st a5 T o A B R A 17 00 B AT 45 SR
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75K B oL AT LA L) B b 2 A th AT T 90 5 T e A T T AR I R 2 R s 129,3041.42.70.71],

o [EBHHE (image feature)

B RSE (image  feature) th f FEAE A > v 32 AT FH I AR — .1 SORUF, GRS HE F s BE o LU 5 A
LA HRRAE, il SIFT,HOG 45,4 1] LA [R50 2 (450 28 4001 TRV ARR AIE 38 T LR 208 T 5 a8 82 1) 488 S L 11 1
JE A 10 PG AR AE A LA 5 35 3 280 3 3 38 A 28 o0 28 HE 2 (19 4 AlexcNet" VG G145 (it Bl 34, 214 i b A 2 3
I PN I LG R AR 8 3 A FR AR S — .

1.2 KRR

T2 S0 YR A A FE 25 A A AR I 7 55 R 8, 48] a3 1 SO I (4 2 SR R SR o i L — 1 R R AR
T AR RS N 5 22 35 K IR B 21800105 i T4 20 e VR R S ) SR, th 1R 7% & 5 2K Hubnesss (14 1) 8 45 A6 JX P 00 T,
T — D45 B S A 9T B 100 S 0 7 2 D R TR Ak s 0 I TR A A B ) A A AR AT o B AR IR S
I B R 2 4% HOH B R AN O A 10 5 45 0 48 1 U T R A R 0 BRORAE EL AH B T R R X P 2 A
69 56 TRUBE i 2 I HH B0 0 A AR A, R ATTRR g B RO — Y W L S 3 T R AR 2R R T R R . s
(BTG 53 A1 LA KBS 1R 43 A1

o T EMBERHIENRIR R IR

FE T AR AT 1) 258 IR % S 2 T T A5 AR AT P M o S fofr, HL i LA (] 1 2 i 2 10 SO A 1) 28 JR R RO,
B I 7% AT LR AN ME — [ BIF 5 3 o D 2t v 2 I 4% ik PR P £ v R 10, 205 t-SNE B9 g [ i ) gt 47 T
MUAK,, FCAE A 210 B8 7 245 1) e S B AR 0 A DAL Ik A 0F 90 3 L B e 2% B 8 1) 28 AT P 5 w7570
T8 43 45 AR5 A L7V 85 A Sy 2% 2K OO L 2 D R0 2 7S (AT AT LA B AR O 288 10 B0 ) AE A th A T 9 4 1 BB 2
JOR N PR 288 S T R TR I AN i L 2 1) 45 5 1 207 £ S0 50 AT o, A A8 TR L T 3o 2 30 43 1 () 2 J5 7Y 3 s 152 80901 i)
1, Liu 25 A0V o 138 A JROR 2 B SRR 2R 7 8 i AR FH 5k T S48 10 PR 45 288 R 3 iR IEA T S Bk 1) 45
SRAB TF AR AR T 5, BN SIS TR S REAR 1t 2 7 248 P 7 22 B K IR 2 31 IRt AR AT T A B3 35 MRS A1 1
AR R BR IR 24 IR BT R R RS I T A BUR AL, SE 2R 58 AR5 16 TR 28 45 S I AN 11
WEAE A ZIS R R 2 — DU i R 2 7 22 K 2000 0] U HY 26 1 EGRR I 4 28 JR B SRR ik o
KT FE T8 S5 () R 2 R B .

o HHE I T 43 A1 (manifold distribution)

HHE B3R TE 43 Aii (manifold  distribution) & B4 4 5 AT (8 43) 28 (1 38 4k 43 A 45 440, b 1 W0 0 R0 R SCARF
AIE 2 )47 0 A 2% 0 v TR b, 25T A ] 3 7 2 () S BT 500 3 T2 45 ) T e A 2 S — 35008 2k 17 B 5 (3 847 6 TR
IEA% W0 T S — IR R R SR o T Tl 58 D 3R A7 240 T, B DL 2 {1 8 v A 22 T o () 04 T 2 A — 5038
T X0 55 AN [ 23 i) v 1 50 5 ), B (R e B A A v B 0 &5 4k BE A AR % Hubness n) 33317592 1k RE
J3 R U AR A (R 0 8 I R S SR AL (] ) Bk 2 25 (Euclidean distance) ki # 4x 5% 24 (cosine distance)
SR Tt KT ) 4 g i [28:29.58,59,70.88. 91951 33 B4 AR % 1432 IS W Y 9 A4S 31 2 1) 0 R ABUREE J38 (L S0 A8 F7 0 1T 2 1)
TR I Y S ) An AT B 4 F N, — e B2 b WS T B 18 2 A1 T REATAE T = & 1091 45 7 (BR X
2B I) PR T 2% W) IR — AR R A 0 ). 481 n, R 0 6 5 8 0 2 il 28, 1 T AR [R] 1 0%, 2 R b ) T W =X
P B A L B AT R A T B P LT o A 15 v o SR P W B R AT R 4 x R4y
B 7y J5;00 25 REHUE MR T 43 A1 8504, B 4 x ¥4 00 S5 B 2, 288), 18— 20 5% iR A £ 40 1) 1 A 23 28 TR A 1
T 57 & (1314808798 5 - w1 iy 43 A% 1) B4 A T 20 A ik — 0 % i T K J5UR 2 () £ 9 F B 2 (semantic manifold
distance).

o EE ML > A (probability distribution)

AFURE T 50405 () 0T 3 A S 4259 50 48 vh 22 AN S8 199 23 A0 AR, Z8090 1) RUE 28 70 A i 110 2 B> B30 1 A e
A, BV Ik LA PR B AR AE 27 X — SRFAE AZ AT IR A AT 0 2 30 T s 7 A MR 23 3 A 2 ] ) WS, SR A
AL B 5 130 971000 o i 0 A 2 B R R 1 02 A, B 2 (I 9 e A A R TR SR A 9 B 1)
M 2673 0 1R, I ) 750 A Sy o v 4D B B 2 = i 0 R R T A i X U s I R A R T T AR 4y B G B
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2% (variational auto-encoder, fij i VAE)B8O10104T Ak il ik it 9 4% (generative adversarial network, fii i
GAN)[32'40'44'62’83’99’105‘1101,ﬁ%%?ﬁ%éﬁé[m'm].ﬁ ':P ,VAE[114]1')|t’fJG ﬂ@%@l%?ﬁffﬂﬂuﬁdﬂkﬁ ;ﬁﬁ GAN[115—117]
T3 3ot Ao 42 D9 4 588 K () 0L 6 e ) ke B 4 /N O s 5 S0 S0l 2 18] (%) 43 A 22 7 (Jensen-Shannon  divergence, f
FR IS divergence). tH T GAN H 0 Bl 2R I A7 A8, A8 15 H N 20808 PEAH LE VAE 5828 AW I 2t T 0B il Zh ) AR,
GAN $5 4 R D REA R R AR AR T VAE (3R BB IX R T AR S T — AN B 6 A $2 18 3 - 50 il A
EIM 1 i
etoeg
o..... ..'0

o*° ‘o..

-
@ &

® o*®
.".ooco“".

Fig.1 Manifold distance of data in complex manifold distribution**

Bl 1 Kot £ S A% 0 A b AR B g 1)
1.3 SMERFAIR

ARSI 44 S SRR T H AR BR SR 2 A R TR S ATE K A0 U, T LA R T A
286 500 S0P A 8 IR R A 28 I 4 4 2 1 KRS v 5000, 8 06 >0 4599 2001 J2 IR AR E 3 7=, AT A AH DR AT 25 43
3ol UL BB AU AT S 1) 20 R AL A 52 TR T R e i R A A H 2 s, P A4 K 040 1
FREALPE Al £ 28 Al 45 1) R AL AR, A IR 1 S8R0 B, L S R il o MR R Bl « B TR A 5 N5 56 4
VUGS fr o BB 5 5 JUAEAE 5 N (KSR AR b 5% (S = MR8 PR 458 LRT I Hg S0 3 A RN 1) H 7 20 R AS ) 8
(i Pt B o, iy DL — P S T A H bR AT 55 L 1R P B (191 485 20 65 s 14 A 55 A OCHR AR RS ). ST N A8
SV A A R IS SO B PR SR A8 2 A 1) A R 0 IR X — 3 AR AR T4k
P AL B A S mt b 2D i RS R 3L R B R A R B SR, 2 AR A T 3K iR
P 2 N TR RE AT 5 2 IR SRR,

o FISCAHEIR (text-description)

FEHR AR, T BEGT B () SCAR B B bR 8 o e I 5 A A 4 4 R A PR 11, I 7 e P i B 1 PR
T REALLE ZSL AT 55 Lt — DR Tk B Rk, A T I R s A e SO L R U B 38 o 5 ok 1
T BT (R TR A, AT R — 20 B T ASE 2R Kb B AT 45 1) R0 4 S50 SR V5 A AR 22,491, mT LR AN T4 s (491 an
Wikipedia = Wikipedia articles) ] i 4% i s 5 1 4 M AT 90 3, 3 B 10 1% 245 o 22 1y i sk 107 1181200 g
T DA o 98 2% o | A TV L At S5 7E 45 0 B AAM G SCA R 2 5 38 k22 [ SR 15 5 4b PE (natural language
processing, fii F& NLP)+E A, 1] 41 4% 45 (1 48 4571 (bag of words, {7 BOW)Mak & $2 i TF-IDF $34iEM1812% %} ix
S MG A ik N AT A 35 534 T AR ] 4 N+ A TR 45 T 2 6 4 1 A5 L AT o i, I 381 — /MR 4 1 2
7 2 1) v CROTL 5 B Y (1 2, 70 SR TBUA A/ St UL A [ Bt 75 B o gt v 5 (0 M 7 4o A 00 i e 7 O [
PREAAT 25 AR DGR, 2 i bGBT 1) 1) fL

o SR (knowledge graph)

SRR PR T P AR A2 T S 45, A — 7l P 8 ey R 500 < - R L AR R A B S A
L DUARFR P AN R I 1 06 38, R B R IS thE S b (R L S A AZ LA B A AT 2 1) = 8 1 ORI OG- (iR
B % B4R A 2018). 76 F A A 2 3 400, 4 P (%) %0 1R 3% 45 WordNet, ConceptNet!™2 122125 AH i i 0K 3%, 1 4G
SR 1) ) R A et R VR P R R AT A B A R R b T AR S sk . MR DA OGRS TR LT
AR5 AR R, TR A 2 75 T M LA 48 W P T 5 T 328 S 50 R 7 11 4 6 1 28 o BT L0, 25 1) e URS
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A i N SR R AL — AR 1) 22 ) S 2 U S L R T 0 28 I 4 45 G R T 4 PF AR X T T AT WS T
7 3 DA AR g A 2 (1 A 8 0 U 2 O B AR TR, L ] ol 6 1 4% (1) i 25 I 4% (graph neural  network, fi K
GNN)M24UR1 & 5: 37 4 4% (graph convolutional network, fii #k GCN)M2SVE A8 2 P f 9 Fofr) by 482 FROVR JBE SR 6 s 1
AU TG 1 I A 5 0 U PR 1) 6 s 2% ST B N T R BE 2 30 TR AU, K DA A U RS A AR I 735 3 SR LLYR
JE 2 2] A AR 13 e 2 SE b P [R) 30 13 e LR B A Y — AN SR 1 ) AT TR T SORIZE B 2 S
a3 LB 0 N2 S 56 A ORI T 24 I 2R 50 0, B RE 4 B A BT AU TR A AT 45 M 2. L WordNet 411
PR A 4, 3 AL T P 7 T AT P R R 2 R A A o 81 vl L 3 - AR B - 2R G R AT T
GO R — 2 YA 0 S VR R 7 T8 3K 515 40 590 e e A ) 2 0281280 4 — g R [l e 2 il i i Uk &R,
A3 HVRIE S 2 R0 FH 3K Ak K A B Y 1) 1 ez T 2601 R ) T A 131.46:62.129°132) i fig L () S I 5 308 Kb A 2 5 (1
B B, AR 2 A 1 B + R0 R IR sl AR R ) 2 B 2 IR
1.4 Rz ERER

I %, AREIX 3 A E I AR AR ALAELE (1, A Z B A7 E T 22 IR JE T4 1.1 1~
L3NNG, AT RN SR W 2 Fros (g A U 05O o AT B T B0 I TE 4 A R R 4 A).

R T PGS
HIE R EFTR !
MR

Lok o KBS

ETE A |
| iR [TNF

PR AR i ER®R

S P

S

S S A A

Fig.2 Knowledge relation framework

K2 iR R AEH

B 2 R] LU A0 4 TR o 8 SCR AR AE 5 R AR AE A7 R R R DG R RIS S A 2 B 248 o k3 o 1%
8 A A VRG50S W) 1) 208 D 28 3R 7R WU R DU e SC A SR AE A1 A 2 IR B ik — 20 A 2T 40 il
HP ) SCAS R R AR BATT 0T LA AT 4% [ B 22 AN B 502 () R0 3 A, 5l 2 AT B0 5 11 A 260 A1 T
FE T EMBREAE 1 28 SR B4 3R R A ] LU R0 W0 5 AR A 0 M o 5 TR [ 3 — 25 G i, 22 288 i 28 3R 7 A v DL AE — 2 %
FE bR WS Py 5 2 A5 R A8 KN PR R 6 S0 ST AR AR J0) R A 52 2 A B SCAR A, IR R B AR AL BE 245 )
) I, A5 T B 2 (R 7 A A5 25 A DG A5 B 1) A0 BN $2 B AR 45 58 i ) .
iUk 2 20 FRATTAE B ST AN R 2R 2 A R 22 1) 96 R (1 BB B T AN SR &R
(1)  Zhou %5 NUOMR T —AMELBE, R SR PSS MLAE b ARAL S 4 L 43 2 2% 1 2 B th A 8L, DR i B 1T T
DAJE b 3 — 18 152, K5 2 25 4% 25 B0 N B T8 SL 22 ) AR i 2 1) 1R 6 o O 2R A e it it o AR i T i 3
#ik[76,130,131]" (1) ZSL FiFEL,
(2) A SRS 4 E 1 BT 3% 2 1) [ % & Deselaers 25 AL T ImageNetlk Hdi 48 194 #rf5  — 4
SR S G S0 AE AL 55 AR A 1 1 SORE AR AE B b B B (R A B RIVTE N 288w SCYE 0 7 1)
W2 22 TF) FADAEABL A, B 88 e W X AP0 Bk s P9 3 5 1 A 2 ) FF R 5 AR AR A2 SR bR 2 22 ) )
AL 2 4 T 9 % JC BE 2% (Jiang and Conrath semantic distance, f#% JC distance), 5] st 58 i 1) Hb 3¢,
R 2 T FR) R AL R IT 6T 7 1) b 8 A 0 VR PR 33 o g (8 PR B8 7 A b e GE .

© PEBEERKCEIFR  htps/www. jos. org. cn



B F AT 4R 0 RAERAG IR F 4rik 377

2 ETMREBMTHFARNI AR EE

TEIXFR S 2 AT I T AR SCEE 1 719 e SR AN )23 R B U 0 B 2 A 2 ) (A 6 T AR HEAT At
TR R 8T8 B Z 2 ORI A R R ) g 3 AR SCHE A — SR IR A A o ik — 2B R AT TR R BRI 4y TR
BIFRH IR 1K — I TR ) R S AR I, AR R ASE 2 o 8 (0 o v 2 R R AREE AT AR Y R ) A S 28 SR T
IS T T 0 0 il 5 J2 0 P e DR gt o EC 0 9 3800 6 T il 4 0 AR P S 20 s o e TR SR FRATD R AT T 4 1 N
S 2H 0 T 50K 2 o FLAR 3 1 1) MR 40 AT 45 AR ) A 2.

2.1 EFMERMIANEHARIEER

5 Z2RE AR 2 S AU, G 43 1) AR A T T 250 4 b A & (0 — 2o g il v R4 2. AL AR 1IE
5 AR IX AL e S AR Ry bR 28 R B AR 2 ) D P T IR A SRS R E AR I S 2 AR R A
PR B . DR, 7 A 22 00 9% 8 AR 36 10 490 185 253047 v 2 ST 10 T4 e b Lampert 25 N B3 83148 T AR R M 1Y
JB Tk 2 ) A R T Mk ) BT, S TR 2 TARE Y 208 R T R 2] 2 A WA IWE T 8 SOk
R I 25 )RR B 5 A 205 ) 22 100 B AT e S S A, Sk A B B 30T 28 AR 25 S I A o TR 2 25 ) ) 2% I3 R IR L 5 i
JIRK HAR T T A2 P B, 31X 4 LA 25 WF 90 3 00 P % R A 2 2 o A AP A A S AR T, AT 43 0k 35 T S8 kST
4 [ 5 20 R0 T e B (R 8 K 2R 7 VR AT A 24
2.1.1 AT RN Y

WIS 1.1 99 BT ad, Ja vk AR g — B e (R ok, e A% Ak ] WS AUAS o] W22 ) SE 5 B 3L A%
T RIFHGET AR P N AR 22 W9 6 s P AR g JeS 2 e R s 2 il S A (B bR 280 ) 2 (1) f o ) 8 0k 2 kAT A
A [ 2 3] AR AR 1) 7 2%, K0T LA 3 Sy Ak 5 7 R R P A A

o MEEEA(E )

Lampert 2 A\ B3830p 56 450y 7 pAS LA S0 7 (9 3 1 8 1k (0 MR 5 A5 700 11 992 B 1 900 A 78 (dlirect attribute
prediction model, [ Fx DAP)A ] 42 & ¥ T 4% & (indirect attribute prediction model, f&i#% 1AP).

DAP 8 (i 5K i P 3 P ass.

Fig.3 DAP model
K3 DAP fiZ

[l 3 1 x Bl T LSRR A 1 P 155 25 0 @, . 2677 S0 T 02K 5 R AT 26 2 [RTSE S5 M A B,
TR Yoy Vg v Yo, T Ve Ve, v Vi, 5 SR ZE T WA A5 RAS T WA AR5, K T L 4 34 T WA AR 7T
DK 1024 BB A I e R B 0 T LR 2 1 150 0 (0 o i S o X, R S 1 i
B0 1 5 4558 B3 44 U RE AR ME 2 10105 5 pawlx). 7 DI I 2 o 5 2 2 4 801 24538, 0
NS T 2K R A 1 P92 JE2 A, BT 52 B 22 A 1 IR 9000 % i ) P 5 e 0 e 2K 90 o 2
[0 5 0 150, B 246 5 PR M B 10 432 M e 50 R A 1 0 00, T A 23 L 7 42 50 01
S R AR HTE 12K 0 28 2 A0 S TIN5 B 1T LSRR AR T AN o S K
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_ , _ POe) 17 gave
P(Ye 1) = D P(Yela) plalx)=—=2 ] p(ay |x) 1)
ac{o.gM p(@’) mi
LA p(ye) 9 BEAN AR AN ST BN 2 R e R T 8 KR 30 A8 1E 77 725 (maximum a posterior, & #% MAP), 27l 55
LR KR A X W T
M
f(x)= arg max P(Yee | X) = a[glmaXH p(ay" | %) (2
=. = m=1

,,,,, L el

BHFREFET DAP BRI BAE R AT T 3 — DR NI A B0 Jm A 5 IX ) SCHik[33,63,6413 £ &
FBREE (1 )8 V5 A5 PRI 98 25 1k — 20 gy 7 Ja 4k 10 o 512041 42134135 3ty [y g o 5 L9897 e M) 26 16 17 AR [
ik 1) AR Jayaraman 25 NP8 7 E T A E T A T UL 2N 1) A T S 1R (unreliable) 1 #8, O H B
UMK 20 ILREAT T A B, 3 ik 6 v A — A i 2 7 T00) s 70 4685358 28, AR 8 v MR 2 T 1) 45 4% P4 . Rohrbach 45
OSSN Bl T R SR AR N A v 8 P PR J AR B 5 A B Huang %5 A S4LKE S k2 31 Ak T BT 3 1
9 1) 7L A B T R B AN T R R — AR A 4 T SR R RE AR JL T ) S L SCHR[41,42] 48 ] T R AR AR AR
SVM. Yu 245 A0 T T A 35 - 3 RO AR i R A0 - 40 A1 Wang 25\ A T 48— MR A A s i
BRI 8 VRN L b R 1 2 8] (95 2R A, 78 I A 2 AT 46 v Hariharan 25 N 1420K DAP #5570 3E— 53 g 5
T 2 hR% 5 48 Cheng 25 NP — SRR & 21 T 0 4 VU AT 8, EL A4 A 47 30 41 e A Jad P AR i8R R A
FIEREA MY GR 24 .

IAP H2 (1) 384 18] 4 B,

Fig.4 IAP model
K4 1AP FA

Fh S50 S5 3 — 803 K AN R 2 A 78T LAP AR 4l Y 50 28 b 5, TR 42 b 2 3] BRURE J2 A
2 P AR S AE I R R v, 1 SR RIS A F) 2 R A RO A 28 S i N SR 5 R S Tl L
H R -RF HEASE Y 453 BURE AR A T LA T ) 9% 3R (Yl e AR A 30 - o 1 O 3 R R A J - A 1 A A
TR BT BERY HEAT 5 4T R R U 2R A I el R v B A AN T LA A [ [ AR SR A, S K
TURT A A 1 Jegs A S0, 828 I A0 P 2K 530 - o A I O 6 5 DL ok 0 o AL, S BORE IR AR AR b 28 TR0 AN 2% 2 £ S5
KA AEDAR I, ¥ 56T SEANTT WA A J T AN 7 A1k (e

p(am | X) = Z p(am | ytrk) : p(ytrk | X) (3)
k=1

b, play, |y, ) R B PE-SEBIBE R SR 5 &5 77 8 - SR BEY B — D PR A () AR 253X — I RE R AR R AT T
MAP J5 2, SEFUINA o] WL2RFR 25 2 =R

M
f(x) =argmax p(y, | x) =argmax] | p(a," | x) (4)
k=1, k

,,,,, L =1...L m=1
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FHECT DAP FERL AP B R 7E S o vh A /0 (A 27 5 T LAP BT T VR A HITF 5. Kankuekul 45
N3 pe 5] | AP BB HE T DAP BRI AT B0 () 5 B AR S5 0 440, DR 6 1 | AP B4Rt 1 — ol o 4 044 ko
) B, e B A b2 o T IR JE 1tk DL R BE BT 1 1

o IRJEFIH

753 T J& VE T B 1085 5 (J& 1 2% 21) F Morgado 25 A\ 44Nl Fi] T 3¢ B e 28 M 4% K RIS(recognition using
independent semantics) /% i1 RULE (recognition using semantic embeddings) /7 (1% SCiik 7 (1) 2> 28 52 SO G54
BIR FH 9 2 1) EL A, 4% Deep-RIS(E 1443 2 28) I\ | Deep-RULE Fd B2 o B 5 40 1A 2805 Lu 25 A4S0 oy
BEA TP YN i — A SR ) 3 B i Pk 3 280, ik — 2 0 L A R v ) R Tk 4 1A A T LS ) Dl R AR AT
YNGR B ZSL il LA R T — A W 22 2T 1) ) L

o EPXTEMERR R 2

BT IR 1T 2 A0 AT ST AN T AN 5 1 A R O B e R 1% B A BRI AR I ) LR AT TR
ANFEFTWang 2 AU T AN e 1 DU T HE AR R B AT 3K Object-Dependent(f5i 1 4k 80 fit (4 ¢4,
T By, HF TALAR RE) AN Object Independent(“s# 55 F1“ JINF" 5 1 2 AN ) 1A 19 284 %) I J 1t 00 & 1K 2
DAP 1 IAP 2 [{IA ) i 3543 2% RE 1) il . Jayaraman 25 A W40V ot 22 BB 80 rh £ g 1 0 18 P M0 1 Aff A 5
B SONES 1R[] B4R T — b 24155 2 20 Ui (A JE VR A —/NMT55) % 5 ik 8 K AL R R IR S 2
SCRHIE 1) Ja A o) 55, AN AEABL IR BEUG AR iE 5 5 S0 14D D P 0] 55, o ol 5 A M B, S S b A J 1k 4 A — AN 40 2
B AN G B B T L M A B IR LAV, AR e A I — AN R Pk Liang 25 NP R T 0
P AR AN [R] PR R % ) v A A AR DR 3K — ) i 288 0 AR R4 SR B GRS 31— A L5 7 R R 4%

N8R e g 2 30— A g St PR i A0 4 4y S B L9 A 10 2 DA Je A 0 e — A 2
(I SCHR P REAN B 1 2 — AN v2 4K 1R TR) R, 5 R A 1 43 IS 4 de 23R 77 v I (1 8 kA 28 Jiang 55
NTHRE 7 gz 37 10 77 260 N 58 SUIR @8 YEEAT T AL 43, 2 51 TR B P 7 BN 5 — AN 1 K R W 7
JoE P R A 38 1 8T N T SO & vk W

Btz b, Li 45 NN DAP A1 IAP J5 3L AT T AN 7 3R 1145 4 . Zhu 25 NN 76 e 5 ik 7 r i 4 7
LB F LA X I i S T R 8 4, DR K R B A 8 N 81— 1 4 P MR 0 o v (LA A it v A
J 1 1) HH B R (B SCALAE)), AR BE 2= (8] R (A S22 TR 25 1A 98 S 25 1) -2 [ R 5 T 8 RS A 1 0 R 7
A AT S5 b Kumar 25 A2 T P I (0 L0, L AR T R 2 AR 1) 3 B i Akt 65 AN
TR 1 JE M 43 284 00 N 100 5 8 SO0 AS G 08 N T v e 1T A 5 PR DXk P AR B A R4 G 1 11
212 HEF WU R R

LT B TR AR AL, LR SO A T UG ARRAE - J8 M- 28 PR 273X 3 AN 2 UK B A8 1T 22k ISt PR A5 28 A [
MRS HICHE X 55 00 A0 S5 H R, B ) JE T A R 0 - SRR AIE ™ 199 J2 U 1) 2 ) RV 2 R i 2 (i) A S 2 ) 2 ] )
Wb, B 2SR e S % LA T2 A 1 AU 3T W28 3] B b 3 0 AN R DL 28 ). 3 R e S T 2O ) BB SR
Z R0 2 AR, FRATTHR 3 T R S WS 1) 7 1) 22 S X AR TR 40 Bl DA 4 2880 AL 225 [ 380 S22 ) P e S (L o) R
S)~ AT SCAS ) B B 2 TR 1) S (S I BB ) OB 22 10 RS2 i) F49 0 1) B ST« 4000 2 i) A0 o S [ H )
B e ) bl S 381 15 8 7 2 ) (P [ WS ). T T 4 X e AT TEAT A 4.

o IE WG

R WSt 77 IR AN ), 3 e S5 7 QB v DA A e 1 10, AR T DA AR 4 1 1) LS AT X F s

Min|[f(Xer)=Yell (5)

FLrp () A& Fi I ) WS bR A Fe B AR 1, B AT LR — AN WA 2 WAL G Y T DA AR A B AT LU JE T AT IR
HE— 20 N T % Tl AR A 0 DU I, 81 B DL ) 5 R A I pR K (), AT i E g oL 82 10 g o
I e Wb P R 0 Yu A NTSONE T B G L A N8R T R A i v S ) 2 3D T
5 B8 B A B A (R 5 TR 23 BIURI Y o 25 10 2% K (R 0L 45 B ) SR HEAT WSS A (R0 F 5 2 (85 52 2S4T sk Aol Y 4
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3 A R B A SR ) J T o 0 B ) BB
W< R K min 10975 A4 22 B 1 A 3 05 R 2 I R, A ST 08 D5 22 19 Triplet Losst®%5 78155031
B T & BIA T 2 IR 5 2k 22 A0 35 118 256 1 453 2 (18] 4 3 5 o 428 ) 3 A 28 s DL 1190 A8 ST 483 )t vl DA Ak 2 A
5T 1F 17 e 5 A o 45 2% 77 3. Atzmon 25 A\ P*1IE T 00D (out-of-distribution) fr) SRR £ 7 — /N M 2 A6 700 HE
28, VA 23k A T Al WA o] W85, JF B 1 softgate 1) 7 20K 0] 28 4> 25 %8 (expert model for seen
classes) FlIAS ] L2 43 25 2% (ZSL expert) 45 At ok, UL S iF 1l B 11~ X EFEAMT 45 (GZSL), IAE 48 ] LLFE S AT
i tE A S IR R R Zhu 2% A LB st ) T SCA% R 515 1R 2 0 WL A o A7 P 45 o e L 1 4
JE7E Softmax Loss Al Triplet Loss (I3[R /E R 32900 H 2 (0] 40 B . 8 8 BB AL 0 R 1iE
FEDAR B B, 05 2115 2 1) FR W5 58 S A3 K B4R 2 2 3 o0 o AN o) WL AN R AT A 0 AE LA s Y
4145 71, 3CHK[19,23,45,157 100 43 50465 1 ) i 5 (1) AR e 1) 7 SR 2 1 350 Kk 9w B0 4T 25 (face anti-spoofing). &
FEARM S SR AT 424 b 2 Liu 25 NP5 REIR 0 46 P CNINC 454 SR 24T 2043 AR T 40 S0 B 24
744 (face anti-spoofing);Jain 25 A 3R] F 4o 8 90 2 55 5 P9 A i 5 I ARME %, O R0 FH 3 ik N 5 R Sk st S 7
AR AN B 1E 2 1) R IBE 22 BANSAL 45 N\ U5L{55 A P45 i v 42 B 380 7 P 15 A 380 3o PR AL G A6 1 36 ik 64T 31
FRIA %N
o RInMGt
— MR R A 2 0] 4 P LV S R 4 K BT LASER ST WA i 25 1) 81 8 SC 23 i) f Bl B A 4 4 25 2R il 4k
15 B 77 AR AR AIE 25 TA) 3R 44 DR S AT T L 1l ST, s ) B e 0 £ B8 B 22 [ i A5 UL, A T R % 7 L 45 A1 =5 )
P4 BE T AR ZEREA 2 3] vh 4748 (¥ Hubness (1 8] 8L H RE AT X0 R PR:
min|[Xe—g(Ye)ll (6)
Forp g () A Fi ) WS bR 200, L T8 LT 1 ) WS 11 BR B Y W LU AR AE, R P DU R P BF R A 1R 1 — 20
TN T 45 b 2280 1 1 Ak 300, 481 4 % DL ) e s A min 19 20t 2 22 B 22 BF 140, 0 0 34 % 22 IR T 2R A X 8
Jr i, FRT A 0 g g L 6889158359 T ity Lo e ST b K00 5k 91 G K odlirov 4 T i T st A
R T 27 - A (R AR AL 240 A 75 2 75 1 S 5 LA 32 1Kk ;Changpinyo 45 A B9 43 s 37 R 28 S0 (b
05 T S TR 2 ) (9 J 1) et
TEMR B B, B 78 S [ 384050 25 1) (1) B SR 5 J 5 A0 K 2040 43 S 28 S AN Al L 2R AR R AT DA 0.
o OBl gt
T T R TR A S T AR e I T S S e e A A R L AR A T A G I RO T R B T 2
U VEAT B A0 A I 210 SC25 ) o (R RE A, 77 R [ 400 0 22 T 3R, 2% 20 B (R LS ik R 8 15 B AR B T8 2
s B ILEATE R W N R
Min|Xe=g(Y e+ (Xer) = Yeell (7
FLrh FC)AN o) A2 38 BT R 50, 3K P /S S iR B RO RE W) LA 2 1 48 dn R B R A R W IR S W A v DL R
LEVET T Yy AT DU BRSE, AT U & Pk .min (107 X — % o 38905 3% 22 B 3K
Kodirov® 2 7 5L A (¥ [ 4 il % (auto encoder, fAi R AE) 4k >He S X 16) fy it 55, G b 4 A5 2% (encoder) ¥
R 2 ) e S5 3803 2 1) (8 ), 4R ) 75 7 449 [1] 25 (decoder). T IX B 1) JELAR, VR 22 Ji5 42 IO T 5 61 S5k 00 17 I 5t Ry
HOHAT T et Annadani 25 A PEOTEE e S 2 K1t S Ak b BN T 28 5 22 8 10 96 R Lo, FLI S D)y 1 45 SC iR [66] 41
. Wang 25 N WO AT T A R o R VAR SR F O 1) I 4 T SR A A U CF R A1 A A v 0 20 A B
JoB PR 28 3 A S e P R SS 43 D A BGAIEL R Jy 22) R BB B 4 b 7 BN 110 52 AR 5 ), AT 27 LR ) ) B R I R
fiE 2 7. Zhao 25 NI2VFI P UL e 5 ok A4 Jl AN AR (R AIE e A0 AT I T 57 78 7 i 07 2 0 3 1 Lu 25 ATy
BT T84k 1 XA BRESH (competitive bidirectional projection), 754 X ji) BAURF ) B4l b 6 R R LR S ) IR
222 8] PR AHARL A 9 2R 58 4 B AN mf L2 PR A 1) 26 A, T8 3k Competitive Learning #L I, A8 75 Oh #F A 25 S AHAUAS
AL 02 s (R A0 B0 A 2 T v WS 3 Sk 9 SURFAIE A by 288 JU 0 ) B 30 2 A P o DB, A 449 2 ol 1 A
TG 32 AR £ FE . Chen 25 ATSUE S b sk R (T A4 ) 10 [R) I 465 5 S 235 18] 4 A e 9 A7 242 1 (P A 125 1) 4
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S HEAT 23 R T A AT 45, 0] LA K A2 BN ELAH 0 58 AOAT 45) 30 ok o 3 B AN 724 ) 0E A7 % 0 27 > A 45 27 ) 1 4k
NI B e A B A0 7 SOEAT 0 0 Bin 5 N CRO2 e by g X ) e S 6 [0 B T 45 R e i 4 it g ¥ SL (o k)
REAE T Sl e )RR AIE LA B A S0 ) 1 5 3 5 3k A oA S 5 o LA 0 ) e R A e R A, M T
B TN I (197 Ak g

X ST AE MR BOGEAS /] W28 9 A A0 AT 1 1) g

o LIRS

BT S [m] st A LT 25 0 22 B, BT TR T 3 HEAT A 2 AT U R B R

sim(f(Xur),9(Y)) (8)

S FC)RT Q)23 4 T S TRD R B 4% ) 281 P 5 4 i) 22 i) ) e S 33K —— e S oy 50 BE T LA 2 0 (1, A T LU Al
LRNEIR; Yy AT LR AR A, m DU J 1T g (Y o) B P LA ISt W LU 918 258 44 0 2 18 16 RN (1 273

SR WS 21 2 REPE R BLAE sim(-) 1 22 RETE b, sim () 5 52 4 77 46 1% 302 36 25 B $i (compatibility function),
T A 1) T2 PO U 3 (F(Xer) -0 (Yur)) OB 38 S o B A 5 [1052:159.163-168] 4t ohy Frome 25 AR Y 1 25 44 19
DeVise FEAL K CNN - $2 I BHG AR AEFIFR 25 1) 0 ik N 7R BEAT A BRI 2K (0 AR T B30, 8% 5 4 P T 2 S 1
Ranking Loss(triplet loss)# &A% > B — A LW 77 R 7 25 4] SCHR[165,166, 1681 2 31X — A5 2 18 He AR 48 48, 3
HR[163,1641 U 7E bt AL Ay 1% f 7 38 U414 ) L. SCHR[20,16 75K T 46 ki % 2] (ensemble  strategy) ) AR JL
HSCHR[10]5 - ML 2 S AR 45 O M T 22 AN 2 M, AT R S8 4 b 75 R4 T D0 288 5 AN ) DL 288 ik 52 1 9 A L
S SCHR (1677 0 388 3ok 5 DK A vT DL 288 A 55 I R AT 3 B P A T 00, 288 o 80 7 A 22 T ) S IBR Ok 7 A 2 AN bR 2
W S AL T, 30 7T e S S 22 A o 2880 R ) I AT I ) R0 5 e O B SRS e Al 7 2 [ S8 500 119 4 S, AR i T A B
B stst IV 43 ST Tk Py BRAR R O 55 (¥ B () 300 Jek 4 R 1 o 285 1000 5 5K A AN ) L 2R 50 AT 4T b i A 1 £
P8, AR Hb I N E VI 2Rl 72

Yazdani %5 A B2 I [ e () ALY £ T Spoken Language Understanding 1145, B M 8 117 5 bx
2 Z T R ARAULEE

XL M e 25 B8 50 (F(Xer) TWG(Y o))t A2 5 — P e 2 o 50 1 3 3 20X — T 30 H AR 2 HE ok | AN 5 )
71 ) B K 75 3 B (maximum  compatibility score)!?95169-2781 Heehr yy 4% ALY T i pe AE et R e & A REA
AL EEVE (TTHR) AN A 119 1) 8 LA & Domain Shift [ @, $2 i T ASTE(adaptive structural embedding)#l SPASS(self-
pased selective strategy) /s 2, 75 A4 T W SR 1) [R) B, Wi 2 18 30 o bt 10 3800 st AR o, DU B )1 5 SE2 481 22 TR AN [) ] 4
P A 7 S S L S e i T e 2 A b T T 1 AN T 2R AR DLZE % Domain Shift il &, 7]
K M 246 T I B ) (P T R B S R R Jiang 25 IR I Rt B PR T E SRR 5 2K, BN AR AT L
(1 S AR B SR G A T L5 N T WL 2 1) 47 45 (¥) Domain Gap 1) 8. Song %5 A T7S17e #y e 3 (] e 5 (1 ik 7 o,
Bk T4 T L2 B 2R AT M 1 B S 24 SR 2 A A R T LK K o o e S A, AT 22 /% T Domain
Shift Ji B 75 oA A (4T 45 1 Wang 25 A PT1KE U2k M e it 7 347 Ji 1) 7 2R AR 2 1 100 530 AT sk, L A6 700 A 2 5%
LT STk [159].

B itk 2 Ab sim(-) 1 AT LA 349 7 15 2 OO a3 S 4% 52 AU E S5 0 3K, thy T LA S 6 33K 4 5 A A 8y o
HE DRI Triplet Loss 38, Tsai 25 A7 R 5 4 S0 R SCA 43 S0 WS 13 RN T AE IR 45 44, 3E 75 B2

o LA LT WS B R (2 B U T VR IR )

X AN IR IR e 5 7 5, A Bl ) ) 5 R (9 softmax loss) S 5 i I 1) (8% S 1) ) e i, I 76 g gk 7
SIS 7 RS (B 16 A HEAT W SR RS2 22 A0 1) 5 — b i T oK) 45 L B 4K 0 A 20 1y g s JELARL T L4y A A%
GBI G 2% SRR,

FEAL G R rp Liu 25 N DOV i ) 6 3k 78 e 3 3k 350 788 4% 1 (temiperature: calibration) ™81k 22 fif ¢y 176 7] 2%
K b Ak ol A B T 0 K O A B 5, e 20 T PR S 1 £ SR IR A ] — ) Jiang. A AN T
Al L2 ) 43 A0 R 5 AN AT 2R T RS 40 R B SRS M RE AT T — e BE R 1 A, A A5 X R A [ B
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A7 U BIE AT B Pk (I 1) Liu 25 A UOV2Z i AR RS0 35 g 24 1) o o] D 3o R AR ] 3 ) B 2 A 70 4 AR 9 3 L
A7 SRR B, AR A DR Liu S5 PR AN TSR AEAE A G0 B AT A e 1T 2005 4155 9031
(1 S0, B, DAAE 55 20 SR A FR A7 R JE AN (7] 205 [ 22 ) (R RS 5 38 (1 55 2 3 68 B0 4R 1) AN ) il ). L AR 33, 0F
A ILSIEAT AN R 23 T N AT 55 98 )5 BN 55 P 28 10 8 M AR e A e i 1 77 B A D 2R U O 15 1% 4T:
55 Hf IR BB AT AR AU JE S (PEC), 32 T SR It A vl LSRR AR v )2 A s o g AR ABLE 2 1) & SR AT 0 —
WEIRZ )5, 5¢ 153 9% (cross-entropy loss, ffij i CEP), J A Jit - i i Y ZR AT AL AF 55 )2 11 R0 5, i 4 DI 2k
B AT B 07 FORE Y R IR PR B 2 (1) JE AR 1] S Bom (AN LT AR 7R — AR, B R AU R s — A 3K).

Sample space Task space
task
A [ ] task v
AEAQ i 48 >
L ré
A B A g v
m A Eap LA A b m A AN A
A A
A ma ® ) Am griQ = A
A @m AR v
amA g e ANTE A
- AN | 4
Training Set Test Set Training Set Test Set

Fig.5 Core idea of CPL (convolutional prototype learning)!’"
K5 CPL(convolutional prototype learning)#% L JE A0

T SRR T Ge IR B AR R 23 Uy X 0 O B A T 0 — 2B (MR 4, BV — B A IR A R 43 D A
a3 (X — X 43 [ b 25 A A5 0, A [ STk o AR 45 AN ) 1) VI 5 2 SR A 346 AN TR IR 2R ); ik Ah, 76 % SJ SR T T Episode-
Based 1) Il 5 55 1, BRIV L 45 3% AR A0 45 B AL At I00IT A7 2 500 06 7 SEAE 0 — NI AT 45, IXFE R B I3 02 00 T Bk
L A3 SR AR ()92 A . Sung 2% N\ P8O Y (1 3 T 76 2% 3 1) F RE AR 2 ST ABS TR0 o A K 4 43 1 0 I R B
SCHFAE (support set) AR, I H.H: 32 4R A RN G AR L S A0 [] R b A8 2B Y 1) A% 0 JELAEURS i 0 LU IR O 2ok
A0 . R K I 2 4 1 B i 0k — 20 BEATL R 43 A9 A AR 4 (sample set) Fl1 £ ) 4 (query  set) (IX A 1 %1l 4
T BB B 1) support set/test set). B AL & A FEASE 43 5 5 A 4R b AR ASTE SURFIEAEDF 4 AR S TN
B> AL P AT YN0 Hu 25 B4R R RLRE I 2R SR BEAT T BEALRI 40, 9 B2 R 9 & A bR S5 4R 2 T 10 %
AR IR 10 A% O JEAEUI: AR 31 25 9 A 2% 30 P AN SR AL 1) 25 2 A R AN TR0 R B 190 48 X DR bk, BT i o 9 5 20,5 o 4
i e——Task Module(learner)#1 Correction Module(meta-learner): B #5515 SCERAE 1 kS N 314 B 40 44 i ¥l
(PR AR 1 JBT00); 5 5 F T — RS (R 0 & 2R mT D02 3di AN o] D208 SCRFAEAE D N B H & 1E ==, H 12
o} Y — R ) 4 TR AT 5 15 5 A7 — SR 0 i H R o, B DAy e A I TN 5 SR

B T R 5 2K (94T 55 2 4k, Shen 25 N\ BBLKE i — RARH] 56 T 40 B0 (1 BB KL RAT 45, B 7 4% RS 508 1) 9
T W25 2 A1 38R T I R 45 A1 Kronecker Filt-Gr >R 19 5 1 it A4S 508 (R P10 2 555 RV 1 — Bk R i 25 H
THTRER NG R RS WEHRR).

SRR, H TR R AR, B A8 F B R AR R & T 2RAR 2 . ALBERFAE . B 3 AL FEIX 3 K
SR AR 2 BAREL 3 HOAR BV B M  (H R LI e NI 2 A1 3R TR 1 (23R s T e B 4% — 5 (2
A8 7,12t 2 S AR 25 1R A ik N 32 s T 3T B 55 1160 260 U0) 0 R 4 4 3 58 B R AN 25 SI4T 45 SCHR[L70]3E 1 T 2%
PR AN I R T A FE PEAE R R A8 D) AR B S5 R (1. TR i, £ 6 WS (9 2 AR 2 ) S 200 o LT S
T 6 JeB AP 260 LT 288 0 A 25 1 U 9 4 B T LA 3k AT L e [ I, A A TR T L e 2 2o o T K £ e s (502820,
ELIEE 5 T I S AR R TR 9 AR 5 I 245 P 7 2 A e 192 5 LR SR ) i 10 5 T PR SR B — R
i A FH i 2 PR 0 50 2 2K 2, AN REAS A AR B GZSL AT 4519,
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22 ETHKIMANTHEARERE

(E F P A 2 5 400 A 0 e AR AU mT DL B AR P 5 5. 1T B BF 5 (R RN R 9 3 20 4 B ) il
P2 T HE T BRFAE I SR SR RO« BT 20 A« WA 0 A1 A5 S I e 2 ) 5 R, X S S RE A B A
M S W 50 B AS STOREAE A T BE 805 27 HH 2 A 1 8 S e PR R DR o 6 I R BT D M T4 B 8 SR TR PO AR
BT AR 70 A R T K A8 2 2 Ao RO 2% 23 ol Jie O e ik
221 FETRURESRE AR

BT LR SR S R (R R S T4 A PR 2R B R R IR AR D — Ao RS R D s i, G A T
AT AR B TR o] L2 NIX Rk i B i Bl T 2 .

Zhao %5 N SM T -2 Py 3800 100 L 288 i 2 3 s o ) LS S Y 3 15 3 £ R AL 248 SR 3 1 8
TUHEAT T %F B Wang 25 AU 96 48 XU (cross-entropy  loss) 45 2k 2 HH A AN 3 218 1) 288 S50 6 s R 2
PR A8 D R AR 52 5 1A RS B R 03RS 1) 5 2 0% 110 40 3 k. Changppiny o 2 A7 8903 - 3 5 It
TUPE T FEAS A R R, AR B A JERLE 23 3,00 1 3RIUCREAS SR IR 2R R D 3R, D ITAT FEAiL PCA SR T
PSR I8 BL (12 SRR A8 D0 ML o AL AR ), AT K L e A AU 4 1) 2% 480 281 S N\ 5 (W) (2% SCRIR P 7 S
TR N3 8] ] LABRAR DA 38 23R8 R ), d i A8 SR 1) R (BT HL SVR (22 % [T AL 7R ) S a3 I iy 3L 1) 1) SCHR
NS TR PR SR I fo 2 5 T XS TR AN (i) (0 B AR B8 Y 17 4 ke 7 O AN T LR PR A 0 T B 1 20 T L IR B 1RO A5
A5 2 F50I Jit 2 (examplars) K 2 755, i SRORE TG () Ji RS A4 I 2k it A 4 LA I R g PR AR 20 G [] i A3 2
T SO N 25 1) BEAT S5 3 408 1) 0 288 T SRR T Jit 2R 400 A 5t I 80 o SR i 38, U vl DA AAE AT 1 ZSL
HE 0 v iy B0y S A A DA e e T 6 A 2R B R T YR R e 2 A B R e, iR st T
He Wan % NI B ARIRE AT 545 205 S 10 S 0, AR (]I 445 /N AN T DL A 5 B2 91 4545 20 1
L RIS AT ) (0 28 o B BT, DR RIS 0 P DG P 0 X — WL AR AT D8 A (P A R 80 6 R 0B AT — 0 — 30 5% (H
BEAT _ETTBVFTE R 55 (K9 15 L) AZASE AL IR S 1) e Spf AL A FL 0 sCRO BIL AR 22949 1) T 22 A% Domain: Shift B 5 (% 3CHk
F2 BT TR TR AR R AR O (H 2 BT Prototype 1X—3RiA).

WASCH; 1.4 PR, 7 K8 2 Heth v LI 2 IR BT 2R R R A 30, DR AR 22 BE R Al I B 00 SRR AT
HE— D4R A Misra 25 NPSSRIF T 43 2 3 445 10 SR DAk S A0 BE M 2 T PR M AT AL 1 46 SR 9 Lk
— B B A % T PR AL 2 S s A H AR E 73 28 s 4L 15 2R K R AL 0E 23 2 s, ) o 20 € (s )+ 98 (H

2.2.2 TR RIE oA R A
WS 2 ZR s e Sk T EIABIHANH 1Y
(1) FH AL BT WS (AR v 85 24 ) 0 50 e S oAy A T 58 22 /I e, DA T 1) 2% ) A 225 1) 508 2
) F k3 2% S BB s 0 0 00 2k AN S T I OPI R O, A IR S K U T I T A T N RS T
SR AR ) I TR v ORRE B 1) 45 K, DA T 386 I S P vz A
(2)  ANFIZE (A1 HEAT (R g T 7= 2E 1) Domain: Shift i 8, A 5 ] DU FE AR 15 74 (media gap) 1] il 81, A
KR 2 A (¥ £11 BE H AN ) 2 D0 (0 B0 3204 T R0 X0 55 B A, S g 2 B Ak — ) A (SC R [80,94] WA
e EX — £).
T FRATHR B 503 A5 R (0 5 A% B 20 A1 0 AH 5% TAE 4 B3R AT PR AN 1 A48,
TERFEA 2 S B R 32 AP B8 S8 15 0 Ok T B AR e MR B 25 ) R 3G i Gl JE O W) 4k 35t (manifold
regularizer), G % 359 011X 8 $0 1192 4k g P89 LA T Rt R R
er
I__|Wi,- I (Xe) - FOXD 1B 9
ij
o, X R X S AR TR OB F(-) A2 4 0 B 2 TR R S ) 2z o) 5 A 1 XA IS w4 A3 05 AR B A
T BRI Ui T A DU A TOUAS A AT LA 28003 S 1) AU i s (1) 3 T DL — 20 MoK i B el vl 28 il
Hyad & 2A T W TR il E s .
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o R AE

A3 H R f7 0 K308 TV 45 W) (pair-wise: 28 59 ) BN, AS [R] (R IF 97 85 36 AN [0 £ 1 D00 4 350k 7 5 20 X 5 A T281 0
SRS (¥ Aty 30 3o A5 P N S R 5 L R R KNI SR 8 0 9 T 1 U 50 24 B S ik [88, 93] WUl iak
) J 5 A 2 1) ) PR T T TR A 4 MR 1 AT 285 ) T 5 50 K DAP 52 (14 BEIAG AR ik J2 R 8 1 S AT T A e Al
PRI B 05 7 B SN T LIS R A I 2 A A A B A R T LK 1 20 B4 45 X 2 APV g AN i 1F
A, T 5K 3 53 A 5 00 ol S s 5 v 7 0 A 2 1) R 4k 5% 1) v 1 L AR 5 7 LAt 28 AT 45 v, Qin 2 A
X — HARZE H B 7 AR A (10 3 VB U4, A T MR s IR 45 1T SRR 7R 1 =l T8 AR A1 ke 0 3 5
AR BE IR B R S5 ¢, I 70 e 2 v A 28 200 P 15 SCARBL I R R A DR 50 i 45 g T 4 5 4 o) .

B T 38 00090 T8 A U IR A 5 o S ok 2 v 50 70 0 3k 2 b, Zhang 45 N PR R T 45 R4k 0 1 8k,
B3 3 KA i 56 A7 SR SRR A Ak AR (4 43 A A58 45 9 7 245 0] o o) A o] L HAs (b 25 4 TG 2 139 1) . Waing
28 NI AL T SCHR[91] 42 2% 1R 4 Mg F 00 3o 2, 167 5 Ja 3 AR 4% i) 80 905 A 225 1) 160 10 5 AR () — b 3800 7 v 1
Fe o 7% ) IR 45 1 75 2 5 JEE 1 S T v ) 485 ) R 358 — 30, AT A5 3 AN W 0 2R 70 98 A0 R 7 28 ) o (19799 fl 3R
7. Jiang 2 N\ SR T lon s i 2 3]y vk, U I VL A% 1R S TA] PR Ji R0k 5% o A 43 4w 1 485 ) %) 5%
19 2 ) R i 225 ) (1 1) 3 2 A 4 T 8 S T o 40 S 3 .

A3 (RIF 50 2 W) L 132 I AT AR B £ 3 L 0%, 25 2% 16 Q] 0 b (R 0 2 1) PR 5 0 L1 2 D981 e 3 4
A REAEAE B 7 22 /I LIS N 5 26 K AR 300, 386 T PRI AR iF 485 ) 240 SRESKE JH — I8 Py R 288 i) A9 A 1) 8 A
13 BB B AR AE Rt R 35 25 () 25 43X — LA R 25 L8 3 T I SR BURR AR 1 7% 1) 45 74 1 DR (U2 IR R 731
BRI 10 e 1 Waing. 25 A TEOLKE 45 K R 45 R A4 B3 R M 45 4 A0 2 R SR RO B TR R T IR AN R
B (0] 552 A1, [ Bl A1 B8 D 25 1) o (30 400 00 AR 0E R R 3 7 B A 1) 5 ) A 1 10 i 4k B

o  HIMURRE

T T B 77 VE A 2 FE T BN (1 187 SR U T 45 4, B 52 b B R A AR 26 B R B 2 IR T 5 4 AN R IR F 590
o8 HHAR ) £ et 7 2K Fu 2 A E8TAR 5 L 22 i 4 B by e 0 7 B AT 10— 25 3 T RO A i R M e T
8 1], B 2% 7 R T b R AT R T R ATL U0 S 1) b A R O R (R Sk b, 22 W IR ) U X T L A 4 e R R
Domain Shift fii ). Fu %5 A M800% 18 fig X 2 18] fr 47 78 B84 =5 5 ROUR T 454, 18 28 280 B0 0 ik N 23 I v 4 3 T
AT GRS 2 ) P B 20 88 e R T R JR AT R % 5 2 (absorbing Markov chain process, i #8 AMP) i F
FE 4 10 42 5% 81 WR 2 25 . Changpinyo %5 A7 SCHR 7 [87,96] 48 Y T 43 8% A B 20 A% 0 2% i 17 456280 2 ) (43
KIS E s ()RS SC5 8] (1) 5 22 0 8 40 A, FEAE v SC 25 Ta) FHASE 28 4% i) 43 3 5 TN — 41 T P 2 25 (phantom class)
(1% 260k LIS R AL B & Pl BC ), 5 BUSE 28— A T RS 5l T 5 PG B 2 v S ] v A T AR
2B 1R 4 A RE 26 B e A S B AR 24 ) v = et A I PR A N SRR AT 56 55 A A 3 R 3 3 1 e 1
FSE IR 2 Ay B4 2 A R BEAT AR T UL A L) Yanan 25 AT 1 — Fob 2 BRSO 0 R 0 5 10 1 e R, R
B T REAEAE I B AT 8500, K H FR 1 R0 K 4875 s BB AR b R R AL R,
2.2.3 BT HUE MR A R LY

BE T B0H WS o3 A AR LA T B R AL B v SRR IR I AR A, R USRS H b S Al
PR AT LI I 3 — R SR AR B ) A 28 1) B R AR DA T 85 22 A5 AR Il A A, g A A (1 M 2 o Il R 3L ]
DAL A 20 1 A R A 1) J2 R b AT S RIS S B8 10050 5 48 A1 2 b A ot i ) R0, 8 74 B I 65 4. T FRATTAR 408
A A TR 5 A ) AR [R] A 26 A 4 g Al 2B i A 20 0 A il AR 2 o S HEAT 1A 1) A 4.

o ARl aUBE R

B T Uy, — SEAIF 5 38 0 a Al A i A 20 Sk st A AR s 0 A T X 28 VR TR R RIIF S A 1 SR T 2 T .
Mukherjee 25 A7V e 307 3 ik N 7 3 PRSI AN [ A5 285 1) 000 A 04 e O 40 A1, 8 I 3 ST AR [ g 39 90 A 2 i e
S 96 2R SCHK [30,100] 7 K B A v 307 3 A1 Micaelli 25 A W88V b 4/ 2 Bl 42 3RS 2 TR 4% 10, B JH 4%
B i 7 A R I LR 7 ok AR Bl B, I i A TR AR A B KR Rl N 2 A2 I 2% (student network) T2 Ui 1)
%% (teacher network) T2 1) fK) KL %, d 48145 Student Network 78 AN 55 AT B4 28 7o Bl (s vl K 5
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Teacher Network [f) 7 A VT Fic. 1% SCRRIE$ HY T8 10 5 b i K 2 A 800 I 4% 5 2 A X 4 A e SR a0 5 RS 1)
A VLR . Guo 25 N BMEHR Tl L2 15 AN T LA 27 i f) 6 3R, A P 28 P e S5 P 0 925 R A T4 AN AS 1T LK £ 4
Ak % 308 1 2 J AN T LK R RE A Bucher 25 A P9 BRI [ 4 i 4% (denoising autoencoder) R 4t [ 4 i 4%
(adversarial autoencoder) [F5E 7 {5 5 AR HE 15 2 1 45 1) DX 46 F AR N2 1900 7 M 75 i N 6 R 38 n 1 28591
RN AN 5 A TR S, BN B I 5 X ot S22 s A R U 1) A BBE AT 240 S A S ) 43 A1 5 [ 5 1 S 5
G AT ARG A5 3 P AR ey 6322 28 ol ) 98 A 200 4 e A R0 AR A 2 B 10 40 A1 15 B A8 S A 28 AR AT 45 o,
SCHR[22,300 53 BIH I — BAR FHAE TG s UM ATR . ZRE AR B SR ATUAT 45 v v Antol 25 A P22 doc # A A
T8 FIAE T35 80 1R 0 A0k, 5 4 AL A B 1) 1 AT VI 5, A i A B S 1 G b AT R, U1 ek R v £ 5 1 T AR
BN U B R AL PR A 5 40 A Mishra. 245 A BOLRE —F- 300 1) i S F) SEVARR B T — AN A s PR HE 4 385
S i) B SR A B 22 1) AR P A (] 2 (O — S T DA ek i A 1 1), U 24 i) 1 A 2R o e
HR v 4 o0 A

o AEpUBER

SE WU A A AR AR S 58 B R AN A AT 45 L 4R A W T T I GAN SRAULA B (1 RRAE
S I A REA Tong 2 A TOSIA kg 7 i 55 3o mF ol N S0 T8 (160 2600 VR 5 8% T LA 45 8 W 5 e L2 0
TEAS 5 0] REATAE A5 (1 5 4% 45 W (D40 A 3 ) & M K HU S I Hinge Loss 54 [R1A 453 2% 1A I 25 1 . X1 1t Tong
At N A 3 V7 3 [ SR AR TR (0 STk A8 T A RO B I 4% R 2 R i 2R TR B AR, 43 i PR R [ — 2R R AR 1
2 FEVE RN TH A7 A 8 40 A1 2 2 )R 40 590 P Xian 25 AN TOPE T WG AN (Wasserstein GAN) R4 gt #5571, fit %
A A3 I o B2 5 Bk it BLZE GMMN(generative moment matching network) i 288 OOy S iy |- 38 i 7 2E s A
A B 53 RATUR X SE 285 AT B T B TH T A B D B AR R A 1) 0 1k AR R B T 2 JE 4K 2 5 T GAN R
F0) L At A T SRR b A T B R A A B T T 1) B L 2 A 0BV — 2B b i T R SR A (soul sample) [ 1F 1)
AT LA St S5 O R AR R A 4 P8 1) o B B v R BRFEAZ FR A T % 2 AN S AL, AR B B R A U i
Herp oz — 27 BV AT IXRE B 10 A= e Db REAE ) 28 BEPE Liu 25 O B A28 500 HEAT 45 1E R AR T BT A J )
AT P REA 2 1A 1 X 43 P Paul 2 NI T GAN 21 7 — A B4 (0 ZREARE, L AE H ARt 25 7 —
AN B RN 53 i, OB 0 B AR SR A A R AR B 2 O AL I 240 3, AT 22 % ZSL v 1Y) Domain Shift i)
Bk b 22 A D o I T e T S A5 R R SOOI R A 45 A TN ZR T — AN HE B2 N 4%, 20 0k 0% 199 4 4 L)
PG 5 AR A CR R IS P AU G 3R 1 T B A e A R L 580 33 AT 9% ZSL 1% Hubness i) 850 75 248 H 14 2, B8
hAE F AR R AR 1T L2 AT AT I (1 P A5 - SCA K, DR T K 0 i N (0 B 2 AN A7 A X 5 FR ), X
P 1 A0 21 7 2 S 7 VR SBOR HBR 3 7 B0 AN [ — A KB 6 4 A1 73K — I R 1) i 2 M1 152 . SC ik [109,110] 1)
¥ GAN 550 R AT (¥ AR 45 5 T ok A8 LA IS AT 45 b, SCHR[32,37,441 43 Al K GAN 7 JE 3 T B FEA )
VERG . BREATE o BRI AL AP AT 55 L Mandal 2 ABAZE 4 F WGAN H A 7 8ot 4 A b
2% (out-of-distribution detector) >k 4| Wl Y5 5 F B A7 4k ¥ 3 /25 5] Bucher 28 A\ B T REATE 4 ST 45 th 12
T R A A 2% S5 K 2 A B AT T GCN ke Rl A Pl A %A 1 SRR A5 R, e 28 AR il & bR SOfR R
For;Zhang 2 N\ I 08 0 2 2 VAR R HE DR 451 2R R T A SRR e 240 SR it A Bm KA M A AN DB S A R i —
S, AT H T A2 B I D R A I i

AW EIET VAE KRBT VAE HIH T GAN, LIRS & Pk 3 4 3L, 32k [86,101-104]F1) ] A
VAE K2 > 500 (0 k26 4> A, SCHR[102, 104144 1 T CVAE A5 %0 Yu 2 A\ 0T R ) O 2 f) B0 MR AR ] 2% > ) A%
S, I BT EM BVE IR AR A X S, R A AR R B A 1 ok RN S 0 3] 1 R SR e 8 5 SRS AR 1 DI
E 2 SCHR 4 3 T A 0 O FE AR AE A R 1) R CRAL R 49538 4T SCIRR[83]), I3 ik dropout 48 /E K AT B AH
J3£ {19 )3 .5 Schonfeld 25 A MOShysq 220 A fi) R0 A1 22 A8 2 2 S il 780, 30 3o /N F 3 i 25 1) P 45 11 VAE U2
SR I Wasserstein 2 25, 38 1148 SO 55451 2k 24 50, 5K S IAN (7] 245 o) BI040 A %6 2 A 1) — B0 A S AT 55 v,
Yelamarthi 25 A\ PR c— K8 35 1 50 35 110 1 450 2R AR, L A0 J2 5 28 350 G 1) 22 i PR 220 S Rl 3 A A 2 P
fELE R BB N ) F G i 385 45 R 10 199 4 v JLvh 1 g i 38 0 45 1] LU VAE B2 6 Bt 19 S i 2.
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A %K VAE M GAN HI 454k Ab B ZSL 4T 45 Huang 25 NP 5 - SCAS T SUWet . SCARTE SC-H1
B WL LA K 2% 2] (metric learning) 75 il 7R 48— IAEZE TR, 43 5ol okt 12 380 i 488 H RS AR (30 2R s B b L [l A 2
FS BRI ) S5 s e vl ) ) 45 2 32 SCA A il PR TR DTN i e, 300 ek SCA T SR B R A 1 4 A e T
2 % 2 I O B30 60 5 0 A S5 P AR A o T8 6 2R Xiian 25 A\ T2 b VAE A Rl GAN ZE il 2
SRS T K WIS RLIEAT T 454 xR 25 45 J7 X AR 6 GAN [ 2E e (i A B8 I T VAE 1920 3 B
T BREAREE AT 55 2 A0 1% TAEIE AT WAL 1 i B 22 2000 ZSL (A o Rt 0 A7 AR, BV AR FH Sk [188]
Image Caption 1145 (] /¥ 48 i N\ D47 IE, 268 3o S 45 B A 1l 1) Pl 45 SR A SCAS W85 S P 2542 75 5 B8 R Y
AR Ay R NI R BT 5 SCHR (1120 2L, H Oy AR B AR AE L.

AR PR FE T3 G AR AR AR AR TR AR R F 32 0y D R L o B e S ) o R v LR RE B
T 45 g, LA T a1 S0 S0 D R AR 22 U SRR B Atk o) 22 WA B 2 ) AT 6 5 A AR 10— L T R
S BE00 TAE. R T 5 S0 R Ll A R U S B 30 R 1 AR T, DRI A A S A (R O A T AR R L
BT IS AL
2.3 SINSMRHMIRA EH AR

B T A2 B0 S A 5 BT EL IR AR 2 A0 AT ISR 2 B G I AE ARk 1k — 20 95 B T A A 1 1 e L =
TIALE T BRI 2 00 A S A A R A S R TR AT 43 AT 4.
231 EFHINAERI A p A

FERE AL N 5] NAT G T2 I A 3408, 2 BT WA B 108 58 A 0 iE A R T E 2 0T 5%
AR B IF FLAT IS8 AT LA 2 N RS 1R 84 30 U0, 038 5 LN 1 B0 762 2 Jin W 52 o, 36 v 5 (1 g
N EES RS Rt IRy

Lei % A8 ] T Wikipedia Article 1 i X% 1] 42 BUSCAHIA (1) TF-1DF 45 4E R E S 9 CNN RFAE, I8
o 17 L PO RO 20K 5 2 3 B AN I R R s A ). Qo 2 ANTMVAE & T SCHR[154] v 1 e A S AR, S A
FH I ASBEAL b - Wikipedia Article, FH 5 ARE W 2 5] 1) Ja M 7R IX R RE 8 e N A AR T SRR F 47 4. X
BT SCHR[154], % F& B 51N IR A #4858 0 5 T B K (R 6e 75 Qiao 2% A TUSLBL i b 2 K000 iRt i (10 45 kAT 7 W 3k

S0 TR 0 188, AR I TR VA LA 43 A Ay PR 1) 4 6 38 TR 2 50R0 -1 0 1) A0 350 5 1N R O ) e g s

Elhoseiny % A 200 AR BN HSCAS (K] TF-IDF REAIE, I f50 28 P T 40007 B 1 14540 64T 45 Zhu 2 A0 ) 5
GAN B K (R ME R4 i 7, R B H 74882 59 1) Wikipedia Articles $ii ok 42 ji o 8 25 5] 1 905 45 40, 3 5 4 3%
B2 2 oK 3o e SC AR N T (1 M 7 A AU D AT 45 v Xu 5 A TP g e AL - S e S 4 () T 388 38 348
BN SR R s 4 ARG 5 b 300 A S AT IR, AT 4 TR AL vz A e R R T M IR BITE
55 Xu 2 N\ VBURI Y A0 s P 5 ok 45 B Jain] A DA S 00 v ) b 4 55 AT SO 2 B, B R0 B A% MHILAE b 2
(DR PSR AIE, o 26 T T IR AU IR AT 45
2.3.2 LT RIS A A

AN A TR AR 22 SO BT BT AR S TR B SO AR A Y I B 5 N A K R R A R AT 45 I SR 50
5 R B 3A H IR — 2 AT Bl 248 0 43 b 3L T T B AL S M G P REAE s = A 2 i A
UK ) P RS A 8 3 R 2 R R RS i R o 1 8 aOR R R AR TH AT B8 KT Ty s A 45 1 P e B DR R A
RUSOH B0 1 A, P ALE — s AR b 8 DR () W R A T AT 4 S AT A 2.
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H BT B 1 AT R, S0 B R TR A i e R PR AN T AR S k£ 5 SO T 1k (BT 43 2Kk
JE R B AEAE T 43 S BRI J5 3 VR B IA B T N T B (R AT L S 56 th 2% W £ 3 SOHTBLYE & & (SR
measures) 7 [fii , AN [7] ) %0 TR PR 1 4 S5 850K 7] 1) 45 5 Yahoo image search 1 Wikipedia #8145 4,1 Yahoo Web
search Il WordNet 2 JL/x f:. Zeynep %5 A\ 825 1 Jg 1 40 LRI A 85 K, 1463 77 Xk A/ 30 J 2 0 A R R AR 2 8 41
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B I ARABLBE (OC B 89), T~ 28 42 1A 1 N 2 TR) 4% 52 AR AL JSE A S (9 v) L2 5 A8 vy L2 2 [R) 1) O &R e 8 B e
i BEAT 0 U B T R (1A PR T 3 4 R 59 435%) . Kordumova 25 A\ P8V st 7 | N A 55 JEL LA A% %0 11 % (WordNet) 2
WU G b B35 5 FEAS A R AT A 3 s BB AE D IR i, D36 S 40 A7 43 3 ok 1 0 R v ) J2 9K 1) B box
T3 55 I VRS A R TR, 10T 23 0K T2 RN 2 1Y General H kR Fine-Grained H br I 1 35 PR 51 o ik A7 P

A R FUE 52 BT B SR SR T R AT 45 11 Jm) PR RR 4 A5 2 AT 45 ek 1) o SO TR e, N T B 4 b 5
BT AT 55 .Deng 2 N B4 % 1 20 43 2 i 150 v A 28 A T Ak S (0 BB O AS IR IR )L B EE X T A HEX
(hierarchy and exclusion) B, v ()38 X 9% & AI LL43 4 Mutual Exclusion. Overlap F1 Subsumption, X 5 PLi% B 1
NI RS W T — AT BRI 0 R e 4y AR AL,

o LA MAEFTRE SIS R B RS 00 BT 2 R AR R s g 2K

Al-Halah 25 NP2 Fi] 7 40382 2 WAk R 2 A0 8 A0 AN TR IR B AT 8 Mk 2% 33, 98647 )2 AL I Ja 1k 5
F.Li 25 NP2TIY ] T SCiR[163] 0 27 =1 i 1) R AR, £5% B WordNet ZI1RPZEREAT T 2 R AK IR SCATE U, HFBE
A FRZETE WordNet H 34047 368 W15 £, AR Y A B 8 799 A R T 4R 49 s 1971 A, L DT B R e 5 X — T
RS LS bl 25 N D2BNRI R T S 28 o 2 AR 1) 43 8 A5 IR, PR BB o LA S0 30 1) PR 1,
AR i S R A Y50 P A A AT S IR A 26 A S 45 11, i AT AL (0 2 3 IA . DUTTA. 25 A0 1
it 25 A GAN &5-45 R FH SR P (WordNet) 2 R A6 I 3R 7R 9 45 S 1 1N 2R 5 15 18 4 5 25 A8 8 B8 o 5 50 3 2k
R AR 7, A TT B e b 6 By GAN EAT L (9 11 25, e 4 AT 26 T4 3R 1 LR R R AT 45

o A AWTRE KT S 1 ME S, 3 SR R IR R S A R T R L

A SO W 455 R IR 7V N, S5 R A 49 777 ORI TR B 2 =) (Cn 181 9 8% ) 1) 7 2

FWEFEE N 50 PR B AL 8 1R A TR SR IR 7 25 (L R PR B B ) R AT SRR X — SR B T 22 b tH 7R AL 1 1 5 0y
AT S5 2 Ah. L 25 N VO 44 G5 1 0 R s 5 S R A RILBE 5 ZRA0 I AT 25 A1 45 & T Ay 2t (RS 780y /BB 41

1)  Visual Appearance Module: |2k VGG ¥ 2% H] T $2 B & 4% 4 1) Object A1 Predicate.

2) Language Module:t4F5~ Object 42 b7 i ) i Sk R 7n ML ¢ FR = o 41, 4R ) i i Wi ek B0k A8 15

ZICHZ AR R IE T E AT 16 Predicate X ] 18 A\ 2 17 ) 4% 5% 2 B, HAR R, 26 7R %5 B 1)
PR = JC 21 BT (1) A8 2 il ek vy

558 Triplet Loss(rank loss), I H.DK 3 3~ 2 i i £t 48 R SR MR C R B8 Lu SE QIR T — 4
Wi EdE4E VRD, S T80Tk R .Cuil 25 N2 A% G 40 s F T BHEAR R0 2 52500 284F 45 0 T 4R
H BT K J1iH (ConceptNet 1R EE) R 78 5 2 b 45 10 MG SR 7 45 6 10—, 9 8 AT e [ B0 )1 25, BV 4 90 26
I NN 53 FEAEBE SRS FR R R 43 3175 s S AT T 3 55 70 58 R 205 2 43 S 10 R, e 018 s 3
HPREE A D% & 071 RN R T] BRI e 28 FEAR B TMAT 5%« A A FR B HEMIAT 55 LA S BE T 9 25 1 UG A
FATSHUE T BRI A R0PE I B 9250 3 W i AR I w] DUAE SERP AR B b R AR R SR Aok B 5, A8 H 4 i 4k
Frad sk asid B4,

A RIFS K B A AT 5 B R 5 P X 4% A 4 4 Wang 25 A TH300 i o P I 4 15 G R 2 45 5 9 T R RE A 1%
A3 AT 55 v R A) S T AN Bh ST 4> :CNIN 4332 1 GCN 4332 .CNIN 43 3¢ 8 5648 FH T 2R 2 (¥ CNIN I 45 4 Ji
i R G 4t s R AL L IR GCN 43 S (W 81 6 Fr s T 77 119 GCINL W) 28 A5 70 s 738 [ R U5 https://github.com/Judy Ye/
zero-shot-gen) K Fts 48 v A REAN 2 5 4 by SR B mh i) — AN T, 0T 3R] B N 3 7 A b 71 SR 4 e N R R
YGRS, i) WA AR & GCN WL IK M5 B ml-&, BN T 8 B9 s SS9 8 BB M 2R 7 2R 5 iR
Pl AT L2 s e P R SR 11 CNIN 8 0 1 A SIS St I 1 23 2 38 B0 S 8501 b I B R (1 6 BT Rty
R)RINZE GCN B 1) 2 B IR I 44 50 PR B b B AN ] LSS4T 5 PR 0 A T 2 258 31 1) 73 28 2R A EE S 400 7R 82
6 L2 SRR A P 1 T P 0 T NELL PSR NE LIy 385 4 97 S 1 ) 3% Kampffmeyeer 25 A L340 o) iy
T (58 R SOV AT T 30— 25 5k, A5 1 (L) A 1 5 2D £ V1 3 L ) 44 2 5ot e 1) ol Rt o 0 05 s e )
(2) P Hb A IAE WordNet J1R A8 2L 2 TR PR 3% 422 T o 4 AL 15 s TR) O BRI N T 9 =ML
il (attention mechanism, & #8 AM);(3) 7F Yl Zx i F2 H SR A 8 WA A0 SR 1] 52 GCN 13 40, 56 T 2k 4719 CNIN
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Fig.6 Architecture of GCNZ (GCN for zero-shot learning)™*!
6 GCNZ(GCN for zero-shot learning)#E 42130

Zhang 25 N2H5 T 22 i 56 T P 199 4 A5 700 DO ISU A L o e AT TN I T LR A s 3 2R HEAT VI 5, T AN
W BB AT WL B el A A ) AT SR A AT IR 2 R R ANAE 00 J= I, 2 T S 2 Ok R B )
ST RE I A A2 5 85 S 3% 7 3% 6 AR AR FH AT AR 2 B 2K (PR S & B 42 R FH G R IEAT AR B A5 4 2 A B 6 R
P SRR AR 2 RS E), X 5 B 5 2 5 SR I R o e R At R ) i DR e AR A SR i THT 3K 246 ]
Zhang 2 A4 T TGG(transferable graph generation) i 4,
TGG P M P40 % ——GraphGeneration I RelationPropagation.
e 7F GraphGeneration By B, E /G #4187 Class-Level Prototype [¥],i% % & £ B) ConceptNet %1iH 2 £ ()
B AR AT M, &AW SR R IR O A AE, AN ] 2R s GAN AR I O AR AAE N
16 L FERl_E 34T Multi-Head Attention+Multi-Level Attention HL i R 25,16 1F 15 55 28 7 A 45 5088 55
HAT P B 22 203 5% R K% (relation kernel) 3 2k (BT A= B0 357 B 50 R0 ) I D Ji V] 4 ) i 45— 550, B
1E5 1B BONZRid Bl &) 4% T Instance-Level 8,3k X 3] RelationPropagation ¥ EX.
e 7F RelationPropagation B B, Al F #5 254% 1 5320 (AH L K RN 7 3k 3R REAS 01 TR IR 4% 3% B0 A7 280 %), OF
e St 0 1) A 7 AL (53 ) B ) R DL A 3508 4 R AN ] DL 288558 90 4 by 00 ks s 2 6 B ), 3 288 o6 2% >3 1l
RGN R,
TR H 0T R TP R bR B AR 1 LA B TG =) BN GRS A FH ke 22 A7 4al s A Il A8 T 12 A58 B4
AL T 58 ZSL,GZSL BA K FSL AT 55, HAE AL/ K Ui 1] 7 FT 7 (G 47 RGN ) 11, Gy s REA ) 1 141).
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Fig.7 Architecture of TGG®?
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bR TSI B ) HAT 55 2 5h, Lee %5 U204 J] 1o it 477 Ji 3 R A 22 b 268 [ 3 2 49088, Rl WordNet 11

S B PG R AR FH b 25 3R R AR 046 1T RUIRES A BT A 2R I 4% (graph gated neural  networks, & #R
GSNN)MM 9250 30147 1118 . Zhang 25 APY3E— 25244 ConceptNet 5.5 %12 5 21 41 U3 AUk, B it 17— A
I S B A TR 48— Aoy SR T AR U KA S8, 50— A 0 SR T HE RS 9, AT A 3 vt 3 - J v 8
- A DL B B A - B VR 2 TR 1) 0% R R AT At

BT BN A U AR A, A FH S 22 AR IO A T 3 484 T N 28 ) e R B ok i3k — 25 /N BB 6 2 i
Pt BB, I B THRR 28 AT 55 1 Pk AR RS X [R] ) R B WA 75 ZERE A0 5 e R AT W 75 A 2, DU W] BBV BR A 45 A
FI 5.

3 TFIERVEIRRANEER B 45

3.1 HFERE

1R AT IR 2 R A2 U550 A 3 DASI A A P A% G 11 I e 8 v 2 i) UMK 21 o 1) R85, 7 4 ol E AT
PEGH 21,

o A I R

Bl Domain Shift 1l 8, % i 5 Fu 25 A PB1 Y 2% Sk bore i) e S ol T D 55000 S R H bl 3
ot AR A0 5 AN [ 19 288, DR bk A 288 B, 55 5 4 At R 8 A () Rl e £ 2 o 8 AR 2 1) 380 iR N 2% T )
LT B K, Tt SR AT ot L b SRS S AT AT ART A R 8, 3 £ 7 A R S O RS R 22 AE Fu 5 B9 A vp
X ) AT TR, i B e Uk E) H Ardk (projection domain shift) ISR 0 A% (1 i 0 F AN [ B A% 1k 5 A B
(visual-semantic domain shift) i [ &5 N AS 5t & 75, 15 3 o] DA ] B B A O el 3 I ) 8L, i 5 AT DA fRy B B AR A AR AR
898 (LA AR R 1 ST ) i L.

ot 575 L Tl S TR PR O B 10 A8, Longy 25 A P88V ik DAy 33 A i A0 & K1 DAy 35 ] 0 A o 20 Ik R B L%
[ 517 ) JLART 445 460, A3 AN BB A7 912 21 P DL 2 B0 A o] L2 22 1) 1R O 2277 IR WM B o 3 A Tl i, e 2 F i o 7 =Kl e A
PRI T P BN AN AT L2 (F FRI80) 1945 5 R HIAS AT 28 B T A5 6L ), A A9 A5 28 B 4 M 3l Sk U 4 55 L A s 1)
105G 28, AT 14 INASE B8 7 H s P i S . e o — SRR A T P R R (R AR 50 1 oot o7 1 X A
ﬁ![10713'25’28'30'31'42'43'53'59'77'79'85'93'94'100'101'108'112'153'1737175'177],ED?:EU”?}J?ﬁ}%LPbﬂ)\z:ﬁfljll_;%ﬂgﬁézl—i;ﬁ 2 ﬂ]%‘:@l‘i
/j:ﬂzﬁbﬁc_j((%;]: GAN[32,40,44,83,90,99,105—113]\ 4'5 GAN[67'88'98'102’104’145'1511),4%;;1%7'(rﬂ@%fftlj */]?Yﬁf H@Hﬁi@‘%ﬁﬂ IEJ
R X AR LS B O T — AN TSR B4 R H b Y1) e o A AE R ARG B — B0 Liu 25 AT
YU I 3 SRR AR 00 10— SOVE e 110 3SR AT 45 0 b Py — S0k Wan 25 N T7D000 1 B2 R P I b g AR T LR A
HEAT k-means &SRR I H b 5 ¥ B4 73 A

SEAR B T AEINZRIE R o N H RIS B 1007 22 Ah, A 5 3 i £ U A5 2 2 K45 Sk 2 A
Projection Domain Shift i 1. 55 A7 ¥ A J7 2 — ol 2 gt 7 X0 ) g s 000 67101109, 1601621 s 5 e 24 v () 5 A4 WA i
A 5 IR S R 5 5 — e S 8 9 T I DU TR (R B £ 4 g 128:29.88.9293.060 g5 5= SR AT Zhang
i NIO2ULE S T A e O S50 (0 Sl 38 3o 51 N 762 23 RN 2R WL 36 K9l Projection Domain Shift ] 5.

BEXTER 2 Bl AR a7 ] 5, b5 s 20 ) Ak By RS 3 T B Rl 5 R 2 R Y I AE R BRIk
AT AN R RS B0 1) 5 S5 3 VR A8 LUR (P Rp 7 20038 1 o2 ) A 5 55 1000 JEL 5, D500 0 A1 V0 A AR 11 A T
R, 2 HEAT 4 RS 245 W) f 370 T ) 5% 15379 8087.94.961 iy it \Waing 48 A TSM st AN [ 4% i) o £ 040 2 A — B0 — 1 %
LT A K ) B HEAT T AR BEER 2 Al AECH M O3 A 1 AR BRE K 2 R A N R R A R A AT
%[30,86,97,100,101,103].

o XA I

R Hubness ] &, 3R] DA 3 S “TE AR AIE 225 () v S A2 A DK 22 0TS A el &0 s (R e A1 2 TR TE X)),
I 2 3 BORHRE 2 2 C 50k, 0 3L 2 5 i B 35 300 A0 1) B AR 0 07 2 ) dee A R Dinu. 25 TPl s 86 ke
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LT Hubness 1) 877 AE, 35K Hubness 1) 5 1) 3y Hubness i) 751 v 4 2 0] R [ 4 i F307, 4 B K 3t s g 2 -1
(] ) e S5 £ 75722 Lazaridou 25 ALK Hubness il 3 A4 I 348 i 4k 45 () 28 5 5% %) b0 ' (hubness) 4 5% 1, 12
T, AT T T 2 (B D ), X T 3 A SR IR R ) (2 LA AL A S F AR AL X iR A
14 W], Hubness i {8 75 1o 4 4 ) o it — AN [ 4 B0 % e 45 £ Shigeto %5 N S8 T 7F v 3l ik 9256 () ) T & 13-
Hubness 1) /8 ) H BRASAY AN 2 R Ay v 4 25 0], 1 _ELAT Ridge Regression U4 [w] - 5 276 228 A [ w1 i A 7 5
H e MEF B — 4118 T 5T Ridge Regression #4571 52 31 ] Hubness 7] &5 ) 52914,
Xt F Hubness il 8,4 3 Fl 3 i A ok 7 50
1) o M 0y 2 BE T SCER[L55] (K18 A AR 2 i g (108 TT 8958 i e T i g 1y Uy X T T R
T 1R e S (AN S A B 5, AL 4 3 s 45 ) SR R % Hubiness il J0%T &5 SR 1) 5% 10 (HL 78 SCRR[193]HE B T,
Hubness i) 77 4 7% ) w48 23 4778, B8 — i o 7 SR AR,
2)  MRERT R R AR IO 1E WA I A ETH i 3R aT LA Y Hubness i) 5 22 2 T[] )9
S OSSR T A7 10 A 5% 1 AL, B0 S5 5 SSOKCHE 10 30 530 AT DR b R 2 T o 128.29,88.92.93. 160 g 5o
TR 1 D) TR A R B3 1 8 T 5 Ay 3 1 £ 45 5 40 1) 0 3 1
3) LR e AT A T SR AN A T (B e S AR 2R T O A PR A R AR
TN R A R — Ao vl 0 2 S0 ) B, T 38 S T Hubiness 1) 804 45 SR (0 5% i) AL D REAS
5 BT 07 18 LLORIE P
PRANEAT — L T3 0 5 2,61 2, Dinu- 25 A PSIR Y — Pl T4 JR 8 1F (T A0 48 28 05 32 M0 R S AR 44 R 1Y
FHREANENTE 2 75 SCHR[155] 1, Lazaridou 55 N\ CRF U (0] 45 2 55 # 4 Max-Margin Ranking Loss RZEf# Hubness
i .
32 AL

AT AR S 2 H A, A0 R R DR ) A g A DR 16 SCRI 20 b W SR s il G A R A R,
I IR 04 23 5 2R BUAT AH QA 20 O 2 A0S DR KA R L b B S U O TR DL 5 I N AR ALK
R AEARE R 53 N A o, FRA T TR 2% 2 IR A A 75 3, 23l HE AT T AT E A 9 S T A
TXRE ) 280 AT Bl T BATTBR AR B IR s i ZSL Hh A7 A ) 48l ) ) el R B T ACSCER 3.1 1 B il R 8
B FAT 3 FMERBEAT T RS IR EA LS ARBLI I PE B i R BAERR 2 v, U S A Y ZSL R K FR K
ik 4 F .

Table 2 Comparison of advantages and disadvantages in different zero-shot learning methods

T2 ERARY S ITHEM B T

RLA 32K s Bl 25
1. AT XrEtt A manm e meeet | 1. JBHERskBUin g R
T 2. NTLSE SRR M A AN, LA A o S R
% PN 2% 2 IR A 2 58 A L (1
i 3. AN XIWEMERIR SRR Z A
- T YA (RS V4 )
4. [ 3025 AR J Ik R R VA AR AT R
T 5. AMELAYTEFIHE R ) v
EIE C SET U ROBIEA ) E A TR | L T WO AR JC IR AR B M S SR T 2%
FRY ) 5 7 SO 1) 8] () DG TR W ) T B A bt 20
ki) FET I ) WS R4S R B 2% fi% Hubness [1] TN RS AR T N o S e v, S A
T JBOGS LR &5 Ly Sk F) 5% TR 2 ) A 5 ) A VA )
e St 1) FHE TR0 i) WS PR ASE TR R B T 22 (R B 2R 2 BRI LT kT4 4> R a8 T iR
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S [o0] U1 Bl T 00 A IR L 5 2% 5 5% %1 Hubiness
[EFAip AR
LAY % 52 30 &5 L R PR A 59
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Table 2 Comparison of advantages and disadvantages in different zero-shot learning methods (Continued)
F 2 BREAN ) KRR B U0 B (2E)

S

Pr

HRAEL T o SO ) () 2R T 7, 1 A 4 T
I¥) 2 5 J5 AU SRR BERS AE — 52 P S L S et 2

O B AT A B S B PR TR 2 BUR T
I3t B 5 A B

HETH W7 75
JR AL FERLE S R TR LRl b A (R T e S (R A L),
il AHAE T2 T E A4 S, LU B 200 %6 B vy
TR 2 [0 10 288 i 20 2 7S mT LA T 4 b S 1 )
WG K25 S B E
T T LTV 1E WAL I BB A R DR B8 1 45 1 DR 87 HHE T (8 A7 A5 5 2% IR TR 3 A1 M LA IE
e L€ B % (R0 A S, AT 28 A1 Domain shift ) @5 BLLL N N (T
IR W F1 Hubness 7] PRI b B Y v REAE AEAN
)rﬁ/’ﬂ S3Aii (1) HET AT 5310 R 1 2 485 B 2 1] B0 0 A DL B HEAT A
TR X 55, B % T U Hh 2% fi% Domain shift i i
A R AR E 4 A1 1) J2 T HEAT 22 B A X 55, A A RE A 1 5 e H 2 R R
T fiE % 5 4 Hh 2% f% Domain Shift i i3 FEuf LAk — 259 i 2K R S 4 B Ot
e A RSP R AR () I AR A AR 2 o ) A Ak A HJEHET GAN [ ),
[VES P of (0 B 2% 20 1) 7, 38 % T Hubness i) {31, 1 GAN 19 Y1 i i 1k il 5L
I3 A fefE— e R L 22 f% Domain shift ] @ VEERT E A sl 0 B0 R 4 AT AT REAFAE
A AN B 0 A CAEAT £ 2 1 A
REAY ) s 30 45 R AR RE MRS
IS 7 T B R AR AR AL B IR R R IR % 58 A T BB AR
N A 1 R85 VI Zx T 45 s 1 RS A AT 25 A (e 75 T B A B
e iR REAY ) 30 45 R RE MRS
iR | 31 ashm %?&b%ﬂmﬂ}i@ﬁw}iﬂ(jﬁﬁ%iﬁ@m Pl 20 T 285 B N 2t B il R (o
Bow | UG %Hﬁirﬁﬂ),'#ﬁéiﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁéﬁ%ﬁ%@‘%‘rﬁk mﬁ)ﬁqu?; A
: yom AR T B 1A TR 5 I 4% S 4T AR RS TE AT AR AN 8 & B (22 1)

AENS LA ) oy e B AR a4 |

4 BURE. WFEFREMXE

EH T 7E SR AN 252 ) AU, B 53 S AT 25 5 T2, TR 0b A 1 5 A 2 SRR A G 00 AT 45 Hp 1 T BH 4
HE T A B + AR R ) 0 e, 3 — 20 A H T T AN A R AR Y ol A I A R e SR R T
ZSL H1 GZSL PN AL I VEAL AR v
41 ERHEEE

YR 2 BT R A BG4 JORA T 0 B0 454040 7 AWA(animal with attribute) % 42%1. AWA2(animal
with attribute 2)%#i 4, CUB(Caltech-UCSD Birds-200-2011) %4 #1141, SUN(SUN attributes) % #ii #212%) . FLO
(Oxford 102 flowers) %% 421611 aPY (aPascal-aYahoo) ¥ 424 F ik 6 AN Bt 48 J& 1 W% 3.

Table 3 Introduction of datasets (image classification) properties
T3 HUEE (BG4 AT S B M 4
AWA AWA?2 CUB FLO aPY
BHRFEA S 30 475 37322 11 788 14 340 8189 12695+2644
I (AR IR AE) 40/10 40/10 150/50 645/72 82/20 20/12
iR P 4 i 85 85 312 64
Ja P AR (532 0 A JR M) A A AeH A

T B FE 2 AWA2 B0 25 2 AWA B0 4 RS 112 5 1% 308 4 19 784X CUB i 4 Hh ¥ 455 145 30
Bounding Boxes #1 Part Locations #47 T Axid, F- 4 F T~ 4R EE 1) R 43 24T 55, SUN BH 82 2 T4 b B 37 55
2500 SUN Hedls FEO g — AN 148,48 FLO Sis 4 v R R ORI 9% 8 4 T A9 AN AR [ £ 5% 17 SC AR St
ROl apy K #4975 0k [T PASCAL VOC 2008 ¥4 45 1) 20 N2 51 LL KoK [ T Yahoo ) 12 4S5

B ik 6 NI FH 10 B8 45 41, ImageNet % 2t S 1 A7 5B A 45 40 24T 45 A0kt kbl 32 A8 P 169 K
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AR A A2 B SEARHE WordNet 11 )2 R 45 1 EAT 2H 23, R kG ImageNet %4 45 b 1) i3 25 &R BE7E WordNet H

s Mechanical Turk (AMT)Ax L T H AT HR 0, MK A ImageNet 21K Bl 45 2% 5t A2 17 70 40 R 1R 28 ) A 24466 1)
F, DAL T 2 244 7 1) A 45 v e L Bk e P 1 e 2 Xian . 28 W00 T4 v B 8 17 i i B AT AR ML IR 7 VR AR 1% B
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43 & F57E WordNet 5 35 ImageNet 1k 2855 B 35 45 2-hop/3-hop #3515 55 5T X6 97 248 Sy ik 2 all 4t 2=
T HIA 10 20K 950 B b 2 Ab 38 AT B R4l FI R ImageNet 1k 2 Ah (1 58] 43 2 51l v 55 52 W3l 1) 500/1k/5k 2525 531,
LA K Je AN 5% 3R A0 500/ 1K/5K F 288 1) AT W 5 £ 51 A il aUBE 2L (9 77 vk P UL FR 25T GAN AR AL, i -
LA B O AR AS BT AN BE A3 2 78 40 IO R4, BRI 16) ImageNet 21k 33 i R SRS 1K) B 547 ATy B AT 480 K TR M
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J& WordNet ZTREE Hb 1) 45 381550 43 7R3 43 P9 25 v A8 000 T 55 S B )52 3L, Word Net 1R PR 48 1] 4% 11 358 3
I 45— B A R IR 4 A0 R — A Synset([R] iRl 4E 4r),WordNet S 45— Synset 424 T ] 4 «
ML 1) 2 S, IR L S AN A Synset 2 [0 (135 X6 R IXHE K Rl — AN 2 RARDIR 85 21 gk ok, o B Ry
P2 TR BE S (IC B 8) AT LA S e LS 1 P+ Bk A2 930y WordNet 5 ImageNet 3 4 1) 5% % %
7, WordNet &R 2 A A3 AT 45, JUIL % BEIG 43 AT 25 AT 100 6 T 2k UL

e ConceptNet?1122]

ConceptNet J& 7 AR, 2 HLA AR M R I 45 AR 3R IR 1) CAR e V8 T MIT 84K S238 = 1% Open
Mind CommonSense(OMCS)Jii H.ConceptNet 1R FE DL = 5o 41 7% 3K 19 56 5 B4 S0 U i, b 28l 7 T 1) 5 1] 22 1)
106 3. XA 1 75 ConceptNe B N4 15 WordNet, {H i 3 L WordNet JiT 6 25 [#) ¢ & 257 2 .ConceptNet5 1) 411
L RHESE T 34540 R 222 8% Concepts. 17 Words. %518 Phrases. Wi = Assertions. %% Relations. i
Edges.Concepts H1 Words 5% Phrases 21 i, 42 1 T B 3% A 19715 5. 5 LA A R I 1% 1 45 RS [R], iX 4% Concepts il
B AN B AR E T SO BRI SR 1Y, BN T B ARE SRR i A 2 TE Ak 1 iy 44 . Assertions #ii& T Concepts
Z B R FR, BT RDF H1(1) Statements.Edges 251Ll-F- RDF 1] Property.ConceptNet5.5 H L&A1 TRt
2 100 7N AR 800 5 AN A (BTG I/ AL S T K4 150 740 2 P s T 20 AN XM 26
WAMCR@ IsA, UsedFor Z8)FIA B ARTE T SCA TSI B8 Ind il 1+ B ARG 5 iR 10 3R A0 I 26 & (1
on top of,caused by %5).7E SC#R[31,129] 1 iff 51 3 126 B L 0 SC SRR (-2, 9% H NUSWIDE %4l 42 Fil ConceptNet
Z JRAEAE 92 595 A3 5 AR%% (B words F phrases 75 ), 5 b8 BB 46 7 {8 #b F T MRS AE 45

e NeLLD®

AN R P A I K2 T R A AR 3R Mk 09 DA 194 4 A HUSR HX ) T 4E R ConceptNet 25481, 18 )& i
1ifi RDF i 578 1 B 50 3L C e E T K2 170 J7 FhA A 52 4 L 240 J5 4120 SCRR[130]H K1 LA NEILEO (4o 75
I 1700 4508 RANKEIE 40 J5 IRESE AN K) A2 A2 T B I AN R B B R EAT |AE A AN AE 55,

A A 48 1) VR PR 5 T 1R A5 R N IS B R AR X TR AT 45 1T B AT 4 AN S BE T s [
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S B 5 T 35K 2K TV P TR B 300 8 75 AR LA 45 K 08 ) TS P AT 3 24 ) 0 1 g i
43 BRESITERE

T SRR 10 T P A% P19 43 2T 46 v 3B 36 P Top-1 ¥ B 25 3K b 47 A0 Mk 1 1 it Top-1 Y 2 1 32 U
A 2 B K PO 2 5 L S5 b M4 1 2 (B U 28 o T BB A 0 5291 £ L 4. o1 -9 B 3 % A
K119 Top-1 iR 28, M B 30— 56 A (10 0 28R S M R (0. 6 4 2 5 St

1 DU IR R A

YIS BT IREARK
JUHR |2 KR A AR ZSL B IS W L6 2 LR S0 2K ) (L 72 GZSL IO 5E Iy stk — 45
LA T U A 91 DR A S50 Pl 5 4 T UL - B KA A 10 Top-1 A3 1 0 0T 0 (i 4
R B AN P 7 T R S R B 5 VA D K5 8 G 00 D) K AT AR W o )
BHARERWTF:

acc

(10)

2acc ,, -acc ,
=— Y ¥ (12)
acc , +acc

i, ace , FRTEBRIG P4 Top-1 Keffy {f, acc . o H BRI Top-1 K #i{H.

TEZFR I B REA MG 53 254145 1132 4 ] Precision(P),Recall(R)FI F1-measure it 47 B4 1 i () i .
Bkl — AN R B 3 AN R B AR AE 15 S A A TR A I, 45 T AN B G I e 2 T b 2
&4, g TP(true positive) ™ iffi 52 by B B AR 25 4 IE A 4 52 ;76 FN(false negative)IMiffi 52 G AR 25,10
WA W TE A B AE U4 & T A B FP(false positive) N A& T B4 I bR 258 A8 1 4 358 31 5 b FLAR 2%,
R IRAE T A & b B G TN(true negative) Ak AN J& T BUR I FR2E, A1 8A H ILAE AR 2S8R A b 6 T
R S vk, I 5K GO I TR H 1 < (precision) A1 44 [ # (recall) (1 11 5575 5C i

_ TP (12)
TP +FP

Ro_1P (13)
TP +FN

AN THT 8 9 A TS 45 SR b BATT AT DA H RS 0 4 5 0 PR 4 H PR AR B8 TR0 b A7 22 /2 A 10, 4 [P
(RSB IEAf 1 0] T 2 AN IR 3RO, BT GZSL AT 5% Hh il A0V 25 IOk ] 11 5% 18, v S50 if 4 0 4 [l 2 1
PR B HOR AT R Y FL 3R, I A SRR R

F1=2RP (14)
R+P
X EI N 2 B 28 BB 7 AT 55 IR VP A AR .
44 £ I

ARATLERTTEES 2 17 (B B T AR SERN I, 5 &5 A SURR[4] 0 S5 56350 43 (0 T A%, A A 2800 1) 77 9070 43 31 el
BT 1~2 AVEOH (AR K F o 52 50 45 L IR E 0 430 5T 411 24 A1 (1 954K 3 (COSMO™® https://github.com/
yuvalatzmon/COSMO;RK T https://github.com/LiangjunFeng/Implement-of-ZSL-algorithms; 3 ik [68],https://
github.com/Izrobots/DeepEmbeddingModel_ZSL;EXEM https://github.com/pujols/Zero-shot-learning-journal;
BMVScl’™ https://github.com/raywzy/VSC;ListGANES https://github.com/lijin118/LisGAN; ADGPM! https://
github.com/cyvius96/DGP;CADA-VAER® https://github.com/edgarschnfld/CADA-VAE-Py Torch; GCNZ!H https:
/1github.com/JudyYe/zero-shot-gen) FEfidi b X AH AR Y BEAT T 3630 (R 2 A7 J5 AT AR 20 350 KR 408 4 3 S ik kAT
SCBL), 4T 6 4 GPU TITAN Xpx2, 47 4 12x2GB. 763K 4 h A L3I R (KR S AR v ok 31 8 P72
BTN N3 1 N 18 AN S i 11 75 K13 A I € 2 o TR 3 2 S/ (TR T /N
AMIHEIE . SIS AU R AR RO Y. T3 4 58 1. 2-3, 4-5. 6. 7. 8-10. 11, 12, 13-18. 19, 20
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AT 5 WX AR RLAE GZSL b I S 45 A 75 T4 th K2, R v i 5 1R 2 B HE X A 28, = R I AH 1)
FETR NST BB T REA R0 sk A 3 30 2 A — B R K.
SCHR[ATPR A — B0, 23 0 3 7 AT 8 1 B8 B2 23 bR AR £ L PR B0k 4R 20 TUARHE. J5 & A0 — e AR B BB b T Fi01
Y335 TG AE AR UE T 1 SEI0 45 5 LR PE MR 5 P ts. tro H 2 BIEROR AL E GZSL AT 45+, B AR A
RIS ) 1R S 38 2R DA B T 3 1R R T- 2

Table 4 Traditional ZSL experiments of different models on various datasets,
measuring top-1 accuracy (%)

T4 EAFEBEES SR EALG ZSL T4 1 Top-1 HER 2 (%)

T

E-S

. AWA AWA2 CUB SUN FLO aPY
o~ SS PS SS  PS SS PS [ SS PS [SSs Ps | sS Ps
DAPE 57.1 441 | 587 461 | 375 400 | 389 399 | — _ | 352 338
Ccosmol®! - 55.9 - - - /6| - 210 | - 581 | - -
RKTISY 81.31 - - - | 4624 - - = - - - -
SCHR[68] 88.1 - - . 59.0 - - - - - - _
EXEM!! 76.5 - - - 58.5 4 673 * _ - - - -
DLFZRL!% - 66.3 ~ 637 - 578 | - 593 | - - - 445
PRENEY . - 95.7 741 | 669 664 | 63.3 629 | — - . -
TCNE™ - 70.3 - 712 — 595 | - 615 | - - - 389
DCNI! 823 652 - - 55.6 56.2 | 67.4 61.8 | — - ~ 436
cpLl™ - - - 727 - 564 | - 622 | - - - 453
BMVSc*L"! 95.9 - 96.8 817 | 736 71.0 | 66.2 622 | - - - -
cpLB - 69.9 ! £ - 545 | - 636 | — - — 430
CVAE® - 71.4 ~ 658 - 521 | -  6L7 | - - -
ListGAN!5] . 70.6 b _ - 588 | - 617 | — 696 | — 431
SABR-|[1%¢] - . - 652 - 639 | - 628 | — - - -
SABR-T*[108] - z — 889 - 740 | - 675 | - - - -
f-VAEGAN-D2112 = 70.3 - - - 729 | - 656 | — 704 | - -
f-VAEGAN-D2*[*2 | 89.3 - . - 826 | - 726 | - 954 | - -
SCHR[119] - 66.46 | — - - 29 . - . - . -
ADGPMY 3 _ _ 746 _ - _ - _ - _ _

Table 5 GZSL experiments of different models on various datasets,

measuring top-1 accuracy (%)

R5 AEAFBILE B EAE GZSL 55 ) Top-1 M % (%)

i AWA AWA2 CUB
ts tr H ts tr H ts tr H
DAPE] 00 887 00 | 00 847 00 | 1.7 679 33
cosmol®! 64.8 517 575 | - . — | 410 605 489
EXEMZ - - 583 | - - - = L. 886
DLFZRL!1%2 - - 405 | - - 451 | - - 371
PRENIY . - — | 324 886 474|352 558 431
TCNU™! 494 765 600 | 61.2 658 634 | 526 520 523
DCN!® 255 842 391 | - A _ | 284 607 387
cpL™ - - ~ | 510 831 632|280 586 379
BMVSc*"! - - - | 719 882 792|331 861 479
cpLB 28.1 735 406 | - L _ | 235 552 329
CVAE™® - - 472 | - - 512 | - ~ 345
CADA-VAE 1% 728 573 641 | 750 558 639 | 535 516 52.4
ListGANI®] 526 763 623 | - - ~ | 465 579 516
SABR-|11%8] - s _ | 303 933 469 | 550 587 56.8
SABR-T*108] = = ~ | 797 910 850|672 737 703
f-VAEGAN-D2"? | 571 761 652 | — - - | 632 756 689
f-VAEGAN-D2*12 | 863 887 875 | - - ~ | 738 814 7713
DAPL! 42 251 72 48 783 9.0
cosmol® 353 402 376 | 596 814 688 | - - -
EXEM . - . - . . - . -
DLFZRL1%2 - - 246 | - - - - - 310
PRENM! 354 272 308 | - - - - - -
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Table 5 GZSL experiments of different models on various datasets,
measuring top-1 accuracy (%) (Continued)

x5 (EAFEE D B AAAE GZSL AE 55K Top-1 A (%) (£E)

, SUN FLO aPY
B ts tr H ts tr H ts tr H
TCNE™ 312 373 340 | - - ~- | 241 640 351
DCN!® 255 370 302 | - - ~ | 142 750 239
cpL™ 291 324 261 | - - - | 196 732 309
BMVSc*"! 29.9 629 406 | - - - - - -
cpL® 215 347 265 | - - ~ | 198 486 281
CVAE® - - 267 | - - - - - -
CADA-VAE!%! 357 472 406 | - . . . . -
ListGAN!3! 429 378 402 | 577 838 683 | 343 682 457
SABR-|1%8] 50.7 351 415 | -— . . 3 = -
SABR-T*[108 588 415 486 | - - - - r -
f-VAEGAN-D2!"*? | 50.1 37.8 431 | 633 924 751 | - - -
f-VAEGAN-D2*M2 | 542 418 472 | 91.0 974 941 | — _ _

SV R A RN B B S0 AR IR R I AR e, A5 R AR f U A A R AN b X R A %
YRR SRR EG 400 G 0 VRS oz 30 s o A1 1) A JE. LS ) AWA Sl 42 4 9] i el 43 A7 3 4 sk 5, 3k AT
EDUEA SCHS 3 545t ) — L 5 it
(1) ANAEAY A B 45 K 1) £ BE KA, 76 3 T 0 4 0 VR R RS AR e 5 1 e S () A 78 A 7 V2 1) 2 9 X 40
358 Py i) SN T ot Bt S T ) eSO A A A A SO AR E AN TR TE AR 4 h BRI R DU S
SF R 1] TR S R [ e S A B Atk T 2P e S SIS i ot A AR 25 SR B T A SRR R AR R L DAL A A AT
R T X [ e S 58 X7 7 S A R B O R X IR TR 4 1 ZSL AT (N 2 K7 L34 6
J&75102) T LABH 5t A K T I 1 S S BB TR AR 20.39%. 11 1 5 T4 5 A IR KRR AR TR
il xR (1 it KA R 0, B 808 42 9 L 50008 19 P 7 2 A A, DAL, 5 1 000 Ok 236 4 A 10 A5 25 3K 3
157 ST (10 52 56 0 R A 36 WS (AR Y SP IR TR 17.0%. 03K 4 ik 5 Pl LLE L3R
GAN A RURE Lb T2 1 VAE [ 45 20 35 3 2 SR SE 47 (61 4 ListGAN Rl CVAE # Lt 327201 31.9%)).
X2 A A BT GAN [ I 2F f O A A 1) 16 0 S8 883X 85 1K 1k 4 JE 1R R 3L

(2)  ANESCHE U 1) £ R A I G R v R N AN v AL 2K ) Al R SR el 1 4 X o ok B K A
J2 A6 0% B2 TR R 00 AR ] 2R R 1) J5 fRT BAAT R i X R 4 Rl AN BB (1 SABR R f-
VAEGAN-D2) )% Lt ARl LU . LL f-VAEGAN-D2 4,132 TH 3 27.0%. th F B HEA B (1) 2
HOE HLZ A X IRIE GZSL AT 45 R AT T ANES IR0 33X AR 6 6 I AR AR [ 35 8w DA e AT
LA f-VAEGAN-D2 4 il P34 38 T3 IR 34.2%.

(3)  MITWIBE AR A1 S SR A IR AL (A v AR A I A5 8 RKT,CPL F1 BMVSc*) KEURFF T
B TAESZIG AR (H BB A 751 (¥ 3 T 47 55 B I 30 52 .

FEBINAR AR B 3% 4 o SCHER[119] A AR 2R S0 3R 3R I T 3248 A0 18 3 R AR T i L1
R 28 3ok M 0 ) 5 it 11 Ak 2 [0 A5 A i ST LA e 10 280 SRS T 5 ) N A 38 i R PR PR R A8 B ILAT 1) 2k U L
IR R I ARFALE T 0T LA 0 A i 1) A 1) 040 4 oy, S0 3R LK 6.

Table 6 Experiments of different models on ImageNet21k, measuring top-1 accuracy (%)
F6 KA ImageNet21k Fodi £4E ¥ Top-1 HEH % (%)

i ZSL GZSL
- 2H 3H All 2H+1K 3H+1K All+1K
EXEMIESZ 125 3.6 1.8 4.3 1.3 0.7
GCNzL=! 19.9 4.1 1.8 9.7 2.2 1.0
ADGPM3H 26.6 6.3 3.0 10.3 2.9 1.4

6 I 1K, 2H. 3H Fl ALL 43 B R R IR S 1000 2550 LLIIZREE %006 2-hop BE & 2K
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MESEMK KG B RIER). LAINZEAE N0 0 3-hop BHE 250, Bl ZRdE 2 A1 28 5 b AT ]
PIFE #):GCNZ 1 ADGPM XF 5| N T KG fBEAY AU AR T 2 5 AL 48 7 1L (EXEM BRI 4 3 K IR Tt
BRI P T 84.4%, 78 40 UL T 51 NAMEB KU HI A ROPE R0 b B E,

5 HkERE

o THYIZRME A

It 555 TR 52 A 4% 2 1R 588 AR 22 A58 R B B2 R0 P TIOR8 (1) CNINC R 48 R BEAT L A 00 4 i R AS L i e L 1)
FEHCAL L R TIN5 CNN (08 28500 5 H bR Bt 5 i AN AT WRHE A7 T8 IS4 2 47 T RE AR X AN AT LK
SO 1) U3 280 SR SR BE SR T (389 25), PRI 7 Xian 2 AWV A h Stk BRA 1 B0 AT T 2RI 43 (PS 11 4%
J7A), R G TP 0 10 A A AR AT DU 1L AP 1 A K 4 v 00 T LSO P 2R B ) CNING 3 A e DR 3 3 T3
IR 217 0 1 A2 AL ) S 0 9 138 25 280 SR 52 5K 4 SR 1 55 0 3 A R 7 e 75 820 558 11 1) L

o RAFHLEII PR

ImageNet 21k Ko &, K g K 10 Bodls AR b A7 76 35 0K 10 00 AN Jg 10 ) 7L, 2 244 i R A P 5 0 2R A 55 v
e LB (1 B 4 SCHR [41 0 2 BT AR 1 75 AT T 4R IS0 R, 3 ) T AR A D R B AR i R 4R
AT T B UE P03 112-130-031.2000 s e st T v, 35 B I A BRI VR Db 1 B P A PG 2 SR M i g S

o PAREARI A

AR A b R R S A T Y — S A A5 AR S L 1) A R A AT R T A P B 2 £ e of B B b s o YR
(13 4 2320 5 AL G ] A FS S5k 8 7 D R AR, TR A e o A 7 ¥ THT W 19 288 o 12 — T+ Wang % AT T4
HI IR DV REAS IR R BN AZAT 3 AR B SR AT RV AN 2 PR Erh BCSE PR R 4R 26 B IR D AR A FE AL 3 2
JRT B MBI LS AR A AT R 2 8 A ) A 28 D FE A 1 284 R H AR 70 R85 (K I 5 22 R R 9 75 A
IR SR DA R AR, S A T 22 B AT REMLOK — 28 B B AT P o T AE ZSL 4, A i U 2 3 T FEAR I
T R E SRR AT 450 00 1, DR A 1 Dy R A PR B S5 4 DO o 365 45 SO A il AR U STV AT 95T Oy AR A e ek i
B S HEAT 5 18 3 A R BB T 5N Pk SR REAT DR AR 845 R 0 e PO 4 A D RE A I A R A
T BRI TE A SRRl b 884 00 74 1500 FE A K 22 BEAE, DUSE B b il 5 20 R0 S, i 21 T 2% SRR R 1 s )k il SC
ik [83, 907 H47 it ek 248 Jit Y 45 1 SR 48 T I A4 1l Py A AR [0 20 A 80 DX 20 P [ e, A e OB 2 7 i D AR A D i 0 2 A7
B Py, e 2 Pl XA AR 28 7 Jo 3 KOS K0 4R (i ImageNet21k), th e — AME 15 18 2% (1) 1) il

o R AR

TR JSE 100 255 (10 A g A1 1 ST LU A A T R i, (LK L BT i £ T PR 2 i AN B A B8 HE A, 25 I IR A R
HEAT ZRE AT ST B0 R 4 0, A2 — o 59 ] A8 . Xian 25 T2 T4 L0 bl AT 7 253 A ROk 1 T v
AT 204 AL T A A £ 2y B, 2 ) PO 2 T £ 92 128 R s Al B A 2R PO 1 R, AR oK o 4y B k.

o Xk

X A U i A ] B N R T A A PR TR A R N R A D S N6 22 A A4 ] 2 R IR
G TBAE AR RV A DA — AN TRl I AR R 22 4 P 39 4 K 475 £ WordNet SR 2 H A7 £ K BRI AL 4 (11
bR SCR] LA RN R 71R), 3K R T VR R (R R B AR ] R N 3R 73S PR B8 A6 45 3 B (. TRt 3 — ) B %2
5 FRER S R 15 A BEAT 910 22 SUPE A7 AE 2 157 23 55 0 LN A S VR e 1) A A B 2R P g, 0Kt 5 BB AT R
UNIE7 S8

6 LHRIE

FEVE SR L AU, Hy T Bl 1 5 s K SR AR BB AR 1 &3 (1) [ 3, S AR 2 2 OB 32 1) AT () 2
T < B+ e RO 0 3K PR RN B R JBE 2 o0 1R 48 A AU, S A A 27 S 0k N 10 10 5 Je B B A SCRE
X R B I TR AR I 1R, 0 R A 2 5T U T A B R EAT T A R A, A
JITAE L R AN [ 2 R R BR R B2 A B T AT BB AT O (0 R AR 22 3] T4 (R AR T R A R KA
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55 ) R W IR T A ST B BLAE B b, O 2 T AEAE B on O TARSEAT T ALk SR R85 A 41 T AU A H
FEAE . PPAARAE S SEI BT di JE o AROR TARHEAT 1 B A SCI A AT B T AT B FEA 2 2 P K 3 K
R T L o B G b SR PR U o B A MR R R VR T AR AN S K A LR £ B AR
JH S5 .
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