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Abstract

A major challenge in Fine-Grained Visual Clas-
sification (FGVC) is distinguishing various cate-
gories with high inter-class similarity by learning
the feature that differentiate the details. Conven-
tional cross entropy trained Convolutional Neural
Network (CNN) fails this challenge as it may suf-
fer from producing inter-class invariant features
in FGVC. In this work, we innovatively propose
to regularize the training of CNN by enforcing
the uniqueness of the features to each category
from an information theoretic perspective. To
achieve this goal, we formulate a minimax loss
based on a game theoretic framework, where a
Nash equilibria is proved to be consistent with
this regularization objective. Besides, to prevent
from a feasible solution of minimax loss that may
produce redundant features, we present a Feature
Redundancy Loss (FRL) based on normalized in-
ner product between each selected feature map
pair to complement the proposed minimax loss.
Superior experimental results on several influen-
tial benchmarks along with visualization show
that our method gives full play to the performance
of the baseline model without additional compu-
tation and achieves comparable results with state-
of-the-art models.

Convolutional Neural Networks (CNN) achieves a great suc-
cess in the computer vision domain. The large diversity in
standard visual recognition tasks make it possible for CNN
to well learn discriminative features by minimizing the cross
entropy (CE) loss. When it comes to Fine-Grained Visual
Classification (FGVC), different categories with highly sim-
ilar appearance leads to inter-class invariants and intra-class
variants, which limit the performance of standard CE trained
CNN.
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Figure 1. Three images of similar bird species from CUB-200-
2011 dataset are selected to present the major challenge in FGVC.
The first row presents the original images and the second row
presents the activation maps. The activation maps are obtained
from forward propagating the image of Red Winged Blackbird to
the CE trained CNN and extracting the penultimate layer feature
maps. Then the channel that has the largest mean activation value
is selected. An observation is that the same channel also has high
activation value when we input the other two categories of images
(Brewer Blackbird and Rusty Blackbird).

Over the past few years, FGVC has attracted lots of at-
tention in research community. Early works (Zhang et al.,
2014; Branson et al.; Wei et al., 2016) utilize multi-stage
architecture that consists of a localization network and a
classification network. The localization network is respon-
sible for detecting discriminative regions, which requires
bounding box or part annotations for training. Then the
classification network works on the cropped regions given
by the localization network. However, these approaches
depend on annotations and cannot be trained end-to-end,
thus lead to extra training cost. To solve the above men-
tioned challenges, recent approaches manage to develop
end-to-end networks that only require weak supervision.
Commonly these approaches outperform baseline models
by mimicking human actions like attention mechanism and
part localization (Zheng et al., 2017; Fu et al., 2017; Sun
etal., 2018; Wang et al., 2018; Chen et al., 2019; Ding et al.,
2019; Wang et al., 2020). However, these works focus on
discriminative parts on spatial domain. Even if the regions
of interest are correctly cropped or detected, CNN will in-
evitably encode unnecessary information that may mix up
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with other categories. As shown in Fig. 1, the problem
is, although the model can well localize the discriminative
parts, the channel that responsible for detecting the feature
will also be activated when encounter a similar texture. That
means localization is not sufficient for learning a good fea-
ture if the filters can not precisely encode the unique feature.
It is a challenge to extract the features that contain unique
information about the categories.

In this work, we propose an explicit regularization objective
for encoding unique features with a theoretical guarantee.
Our motivation is based on an assumption that a unique
feature should contain only the information of a specific
category and not any other categories. In other words, for a
given image, we expect the extracted features to be highly
correlated with the target class without extra information
about the non-target classes. We call this kind of features
Class Unique Features (CUFs). To achieve this goal, we
formulate CUF using the Mutual Information (MI), from
which we deduce an explicit regularization objective, i.e.,
Maximum Non-Target distribution Entropy (MaxNTE). To
efficiently optimize the objective, we propose a game theo-
retic framework to simplify the problem formulation. Under
this game theoretic framework, the existence of Nash equi-
libria and the consistency between the outcome and our
objective are proved rigorously.

In summary, our contribution includes:

1. We innovatively formulate our assumption to an ideal
CUF learner from an information theoretic perspective
and deduce an explicit regularization objective.

2. We construct a game-theoretic framework between the
model and the adversary. On this basis, we arrive at
a simple yet efficient minimax (MM) loss to achieve
the regularization goal. To reduce the feature redun-
dancy brought by the minimax loss, we further propose
a Feature Redundancy Loss (FRL), encouraging the
model to focus on multiple discriminative parts, as a
complement to the minimax loss.

3. Experimental results on influential benchmarks of both
FGVC and standard visual classification show that our
method outperforms the baseline models by a large
margin and achieves state-of-the-art (SOTA) results on
FGVC-Aircraft and Standard Cars dataset.

1. Related Work

1.1. Fine-Grained Visual Classification

Recently, FGVC is a research hotspot in the field of com-
puter vision. We mainly discuss related works according to
the following three research branches.

Attention mechanism and part localization were ex-

plored to settle this problem, as the model is able to learn to
pay attention to the region or features that contain inter-class
variations. Benefited from the interaction of part learning
and feature learning, Multi-Attention CNN (MA-CNN) was
proposed in (Zheng et al., 2017) to extract part-based fine-
grained features. (Fu et al., 2017) utilized recurrent archi-
tecture to repeatedly crop and scale the regions of interest
by attention mechanism. (Sun et al., 2018) proposed One-
Squeeze Multi-Excitation that generate multiple attention
map based on Multi-Attention Multi Class Constraint to ef-
ficiently obtain the highly discriminative part. (Wang et al.,
2018) used 1 x 1 convolution kernel as a discriminative
patch detector and designed an asymmetric, multi-channel
structure to enhance the learning of discriminative mid-level
patches. (Chen et al., 2019) shuffled the local regions to
enforce the network to focus on the most discriminative
patches. (Ding et al., 2019) used sparse attention for feature
sampling to capture detailed visual evidence without losing
the context information.

High-order statistics were explored for aggregating fea-
tures to improve the first-order statistics such as max pool-
ing and average pooling because they were difficult to cap-
ture the diversity of features among different categories.
(Lin et al., 2015) produced an image descriptor via pool-
ing the outer product from two CNN feature extractor sub-
branches, which was able to model local pairwise feature
interactions in a translational invariant manner. (Gao et al.,
2016) approximated bilinear pooling operation by applying
low-dimensional approximation of the polynomial kernel
to speed up the computation. (Wang et al., 2019a) inserted
Matrix Power Normalized COVariance (MPN-COV) block
into the final layer of convolutions to obtain a global repre-
sentation by second order statics.

Regularization based methods usually do not need extra
computation and thus are much light weight compared with
the above mentioned methods. They developed efficient
training manner that can boost the performance of simple
baseline models. (Dubey et al., 2018b) formulated the re-
lation between model selection and feature diversity, and
utilizing the idea of maximum entropy to minimize the
lower bound of Frobenius norm of the weights and thus
improved the performance of models in fine-grained visual
tasks. (Dubey et al., 2018a) minimized the L2 distance be-
tween the prediction probability distribution of the random
sample pairs of the training set to confuse the network and
prevent from overfitting. Our method is also based on reg-
ularization of output distribution, and thus can be a simple
and lightweight tool to be used among similar tasks.

1.2. Label smoothing

Label smoothing (Szegedy et al., 2016) was first proposed
to prevent deep learning model from overconfident in clas-
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sification problem. The characteristic of softmax function
makes it impossible for a model to convergent to the hard 0
and 1 targets (Goodfellow et al., 2016). Thus the model may
keep seeking for extreme prediction and become overfitting.
Label smoothing introduces uniform noise distribution u
to the ground truth labels by replacing 0 and 1 targets with
— and 1 — ¢, where € is a hyperparameter determines the
amount of smoothing. Our method produces uniformly dis-
tributed probabilities on non-target class, which is similar to
the ground truth of label smoothing. However, our method
is different from label smoothing in terms of motivation,
training manner and resulting outputs. More precisely, 1)
our motivation is to achieve an assumption on MI between
extracted features and output distribution, while LS is pro-
posed to inject noise to the labels to prevent from extreme
logits and overfitting. 2) We use a minimax loss to achieve
our objective while LS directly takes the designed target to
supervise the model. 3) In terms of the regularization re-
sults, our method leads to uniform distribution on non-target
classes, but LS can not.

1.3. Mutual Information

Mutual Information (MI) is a measure of information in
information theory, which indicates the mutual dependen-
cies between two random variables. More specifically, it
quantifies the amount of information about another random
variable when one of the variables is observed. MI has been
used in the field of deep learning. (Tishby & Zaslavsky,
2015) firstly showed that Deep Neural Networks (DNN) can
be quantified by the mutual information between the layers
and the input and output variables. They provide a novel
perspective that the goal of DNN is to optimize Information
Bottleneck (IB) trade off between compression and predic-
tion. (Hjelm et al., 2018) wielded the rich knowledge about
mutual information into the construction of encoder, called
Deep InforMax (DIM), which maximized the mutual infor-
mation between the inputs and the high-level representation.
Belghazi et al. (Belghazi et al., 2018) proposed Mutual
Information Neural Estimator (MINE) and applied it to Gen-
erative Adversarial Networks (GANs) (Goodfellow et al.,
2014) to improve the reconstruction quality and alleviate
mode-drop in GANSs.

1.4. Game Theory

Game Theory provides mathematical models of strategic
interaction among intelligent decision makers (Myerson,
1991). It is a mathematical theory and method to study the
phenomenon of competition, and was studied in (Osborne
et al., 2004) the interaction between the formulaic incentive
structures. With the increasing popularity of Artificial In-
telligent, game theory has been applied to different fields
including Multi-Agent Reinforcement Learning (Bowling
& Veloso, 2000) and GANs (Goodfellow et al., 2014; Good-

fellow, 2016). In this work, we apply the game theory to the
object recognition task.

2. Method

Our goal is to extract features that do not contain informa-
tion from non-target classes, i.e., CUF. This can be formu-
lated by minimizing the MI between extracted feature and
the non-target output distribution. By the formulation, we
further deduce a regularization objective, where a key find-
ing is derived (i.e., all output probabilities over non-target
classes should be uniformly distributed). To efficiently opti-
mize this objective function, we propose a minimax loss to
simplify the reformulated regularization objective.

2.1. Mutual Information based Problem Formulation

We denote the input space by X, the label space by C' =
{1,2,...,n}, where n > 2 is the number of classes. The
training data are all i.i.d sample pairs (z, y), where y is in
the form of a n-dimensional one-hot vector.

Let ® be a parametric function mapping from the input
space to the feature space. Overall parameter set of the
model is 6. Consider one of the fix target categories ¢ € C,
and the corresponding input X* (i.e., images that belong
to the class ?). Yc\t is the predicted output of non-target
classes with distribution go\; = softmax(zc\.), where
Zene = 21,22y, %61, %41, - - -, 2n). Note that all the
random variables y, z, ¢, t are dependent on input x, here
we omit the dependence for brevity.

The problem formulation can be written as minimizing the
MI between predicted output of non-target classes Y ¢ and

extracted features ®(X"), i.e. Ip(Ye; ®(X?)). However,
this MI cannot be computed in practice as the distribution
of ®(X?) is intractable. To resolve the intractability issue,
we apply the data processing inequality (Cover & Thomas,
2012) and use the obtained upper bound, the MI between
input X of class ¢ and predicted output of non-target classes
}A’c\t, as our objective:

Io(Yorsi; X 1), (1)

where [, g(ffc\t; X?) represents the mutual information un-
der model parameter 6.

According to the property of MJ, i.e., [(A4; B) = H(A) —
H(A|B), where H is the entropy, and A, B are two random
variables, Eq. 1 can be decomposed into the difference
between entropy and conditional entropy:

Iy(Yori X') = Ho(Yon,) — Ho(Yoy | XY),

where Hy(-) denotes the entropy under model parameter
6. Computing Hy(Y¢\,) involves the marginalization over
X which is computationally intractable in practice. Thus,
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instead of directly optimizing Eq. 1, we consider optimizing
its upper bound. From the fact that entropy reaches its upper
bound when all the probabilities are equal, we have:

1 1 1
0
n—1 &

Hy(Vor) < —(n— 1) ~log (n — 1),

n—1

The following lemma gives a theoretic justification for using
the upper bound to replace Eq. 1.

Lemma 1. When the conditional probability distribution
over non-target classes is uniform, the MI in Eq. 1 is 0, and
hence Iy(Ye,; ®(X')) = 0.

Lemma 1 shows that making the conditional distribution
of the non-target classes uniform is desired. Thus we for-
mulate the problem using the upper bound as maximizing
Hy (Yc\t|X %), which promotes the distribution to be uni-

form. When the mutual information is Iy (Yc\t; O(X1)) =
0, this suggests that the extracted features contains no infor-
mation about the non-target classes.

In practice, we maximize the empirical conditional entropy
for each class ¢:

N,
1 .
ﬁZHe(YC\JIf%

i=1
where IVy is the number of training samples in class ¢.

We use the empirical conditional entropy as a regularization
term with a weight parameter X into the CE objective func-
tion to form the overall objective function (i.e., MaxNTE):

LirtaznTE = Exx[Der(yllg(z;0)) — )\He(?C\t|Xt)]~
2

Here, Hg(f/o\t|X t) has a reachable upper bound. How-
ever, directly taking this as the objective function may
not be the best choice for our goal, since the gradi-
ents become extremely small when closing to the upper
bound. From Lemma 1, we know a sufficient condition for
Iy (Yc\t; ®(X*)) = 0 s to enforce the conditional distribu-
tion of non-target classes to be uniform. In the following,
we propose an efficient minimax loss based on game theory
to achieve this target, which is lightweight and also insen-
sitive to the choice of hyper-parameter. The comparison of
MaxNTE and the new proposed loss will be provided in the
experiments.

2.2. Game Theoretic Framework

In this section, we introduce the game theoretic framework
in detail. The resulting loss function will be shown in Eq. 3,
which is used as the major part of our main method in the
experiments.

2.2.1. PRELIMINARIES

Here we introduce some basic game-theoretic definitions
(Myerson, 1991) that we will use later.

Definition 1. A strategic game is a tuple G =
(I, (Ai)ier, (u;)ier), where I is a nonempty set of play-
ers, A; is the set of actions available to each player i € I,
A = [, Ai is the profiles of actions and u; : A — R
defines the payoff function for each player i € I. A two
player strictly competitive game or zero-sum game is the
strategic game G with I = {1,2} and for all ¢ € A:

u(a) = —uz(a).

Definition 2. A mixed strategy set .S; is the set of all proba-
bility distributions over A;. s; € S; defines a mixed strategy
for each player i € I, and s;(a¥) is the probability that
player i plays a¥ € A;. In a two player game, the expected
payoff of player ¢ playing a mixed strategy against pure
strategy a™ ; can be calculated as:

Ui(s) = > si(af)us(af,a”,).
akeA;

Likewise, the expected payoff of playing a pure strategy a;
against mixed strategy can be calculated as:

Z S—i(alii)ui(a;aalii)v

ak ,eA_;

Ui(s) =

where —i denotes the player other than .

Definition 3. Let G be the strategic game, ¢ € I be a player,
and s_; € S_; be a strategy profile of players other than :.
Then a strategy s} € .S; is a best response of player ¢ to s_;
if:

Vs; € SZ', Ui(S’;, S,i) > UZ(S“ S,i).
Definition 4. A Nash equilibrium of the strategic game G
is a action profile s* € S such that for every player 7, s is
the best response to s* ..

2.2.2. p — q ZERO-SUM STRATEGIC GAME

We define a zero-sum strategic game played between the
model and a designed adversary with loss of the model
defined as Dcg(pl|g). We let p be the ground truth label
vector, normally one-hot encoding, while in our work we
specifically design it for the objective. Here, p is the strategy
of the adversary and g is the strategy of the model. We
assume that the model is a classifier with confidence ¢; on
the target class. The model aims to assign the rest of the
probability 1 — g; to non-target classes to minimize the loss.
The adversary is the controller of the ground truth with fixed
p; for the target class, and it aims to maximize the loss
via adjusting the distribution on non-target class of p. This
is a dynamic game that the two players play in order, in
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Figure 2. (a) During the training phase (before convergence), the model keep promoting the smallest probability in the non-target model
output by assign 1 — p to the index of the minimum value in gc\y, i.€.., g3 in (a). (b) After iterations of training, the model output
distribution will finally be uniformly distributed over non-target classes. When reaching a convergence, a Nash equilibrium exists between

the optimal solution of the model and the adversary.

which the model goes first, and the adversary can adjust

the strategy according to the previous action of the model.

Fig. 2 gives an overview of the proposed game theoretic
framework.

Definition 5. For p;, ¢; € (0, 1), the defined strategic game
isatuple G = ((P,Q), (Ap, Ag), (up, ug)) with:

Ap ={(pi)i<i<n,pi € (0,1), Zpi =1—p}.
i#t

Aq = {(¢i)1<i<n, @i € (0, 1),2% =1—q}.
i#t

up = Dce(plla) = —uq-

By Definition 1, G is a two-player zero-sum game. In the

following, we will prove the existence of Nash equilibrium.

Theorem 1. For p;, ¢; € (0, 1), we have:

Vg€ Aqg, p"=argmaxDcr(pllg),
P
where p* = (p})1<i<n:
Dt» 1= t’
p: = 1 — Pt, Z == k, )
0, otherwise

for any k = argmin_(gc\)--

Note that in the rest of the paper, if there exists more than
one minimum value in go¢, & = arg min_ (g ). refers to
randomly taking one of them.

Theorem 2. For p, ¢; € (0,1), we have:

q" = argmin Dcg(p*||q),
qGAQ

where
1=t
otherwise.

qt
q;,k = {1—q’c

n—17?

Theorem 1 gives the worst case payoff for the model gq.
However, since p* depends on the index of the minimum
value in g, they are not the best responses to each other.
For example, when ¢ = ¢, the adversary chooses one
of the indexes of the minimum values in ¢ to determine
p*. Once p* is fixed, g is no longer the best responses
to p*, since there exist a better g to get a higher payoff
(e.g., change the position of the minimum value). Thus, we
need randomize p to avoid this situation. Specifically, when
q = q*, the model uniformly distributes the probabilities
over non-target classes. The adversary can randomly choose
one of them since they are all the smallest value and the
adversary’s strategy becomes a mixed strategy. In this case,
the two strategies form a Nash equilibrium. To show this
mathematically, we give the following theorem.

Theorem 3. Define an action subset for the adversary:

Dt =1
ap CAp=q @i)lpi=q1—p, i=k ;
0, otherwise

where k = {1,2,...,t —1,t+1,...,n}.
For the model:

* q 9
anﬂmmz{F;

n—1"7

1 =1;
otherwise |
Then we have the following strategies:

1 *
* n—1° peaa
() = { 7] k

0, otherwise.
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Figure 3. The feature redundancy problem in MM trained model.
As shown in the first row, the three channels with the largest
activation values detect the same region of the bird. That means
the model’s prediction is over dependent on the single feature.
Once the region is cropped, as shown in the image below, the
model cannot correctly predict the object category. The introduced
FRL is shown to be able to eliminate this problem.

V Brandt Cormorant

V Brandt Cormorant

X Marsh Wren

V Brandt Cormorant

«on L g€ap;
sola) = {0, otherwise,

such that s* = (s, s¢)) forms a Nash equilibrium.

The detailed proofs of the three theorems are in Appendix.

2.2.3. MINIMAX LOSS

The Nash equilibrium in a two player zero-sum game is
equivalent to a minimax solution (Ferreira et al., 2012).
Thus, by training with the worst-case payoff Deg(p*||q),
we expect that the model output ultimately converges to the
best response ¢*. Finally our proposed minimax loss (MM)
is defined as:

Lyv = Eenx[Der(p*|lg)]

=Eox[—pilogq(z;0): — (1 — pi) log g 0)1],
3)

where k = arg min, (qc\¢)a. Here, we leave p; as a hyper-
parameter to weight the regularizer of the objective corre-
sponding to the class t. When p; is set to 1 for all classes,
the loss function is equivalent to the standard CE loss. It is
worth noting that, in regularization methods such as label
smoothing and confidence penalty, the number of log opera-
tions increases with the number of categories. MM has only
one more log operation than the cross entropy loss, while
gains more performance in many tasks.

2.3. Feature Redundancy Loss

MM promotes the feature uniqueness of each category.
There may exist more than one solutions that having this

property. In some cases, the obtained features can be redun-
dant, different feature maps of a specific category are almost
the same, as shown in the first row of Fig. 3. We want the
extracted features to be more diverse, because single feature
can be unreliable especially when the training set is small.
Combining multiple features for decision can avoid wrong
prediction under unexpected cases such as occlusion and
make the model more robust. The second row of Fig. 3
shows the case that one of the important regions is blocked,
in which MM trained model that rely on single feature fails
to make a correct prediction. Therefore we add an additional
regularization term to choose more diverse features while
maintaining the class uniqueness.

To enforce the difference of feature maps, we use normal-
ized inner product to measure the similarity among feature
maps of top activation as a loss function, named Feature
Redundancy Loss. Specifically, in each forward sample,
we select the feature maps that has top K activation values
before global average pooling. Let the shape of the selected
feature maps ¢ = ®(x) from a sample x be (K, H, W), we
calculate the normalized inner product between each pairs.

K—-1 K
(Pi0;)
LrrL = \Di®5) 4
e =00 D ool @

i=1 j=i+1

The loss can be calculated parallelly using tensor opera-
tion, thus a simple yet efficient trick. Our final loss is the
weighted sum of MM and FRL:

L=Lym+ I FRL )

3. Experiments
3.1. Experimental Setup

For evaluating our method, we use the following three bench-
marks: CUB-200-2011 (Wah et al., 2011), FGVC-Aircraft
(Maji et al., 2013), Stanford Cars (Krause et al., 2013). Fur-
ther more, we assesses the effect of our method on standard
visual classification benchmarks: CIFAR-10 (Krizhevsky
et al., 2009), CIFAR-100 (Krizhevsky et al., 2009), STL-
10 (Coates et al., 2011). Different methods are compared
using ResNet18 (He et al., 2016), VGGNetl1 (Simonyan
& Zisserman, 2014), DenseNet161 (Huang et al., 2017) as
the backbone models. The statistics of six datasets and the
implementation details are introduced in Appendix.

We first compare our proposed MM with MaxNTE. Then we
quantitatively compare our proposed method with different
methods on FGVC tasks as well as the standard visual clas-
sification tasks. Finally we conduct visualization to further
show the effect of our method.
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(a) (b)

Figure 4. Comparison between MM trained and MaxNTE loss
trained models. Non-target classes entropy (scale using left vertical
axis) and test accuracy (scale using right vertical axis) are shown.
The entropy upper bound 2.197 is shown as the blue dotted line.
We see that MM trained model reaches this upper bound, while
MaxNTE trained model does not.

3.2. Comparison between MaxNTE and MM

We compare MM with the MaxNTE that directly minimize
Eq. 2 on CIFAR-10 dataset. Note that when p; set to 1 for all
classes (i.e. 1 — p; set to 0) and A set to 0, both of the losses
are equal to the cross entropy loss. In MaxNTE, as shown
in Fig. 4, the left figure, the test accuracy is decreasing
when A is increasing, the maximum entropy reaches its
bottleneck at about 2.12. The right figure shows that as
1 — p; (hyperparameter) increases, the entropy gradually
approaches its upper bound (log(n — 1) = log9 =~ 2.19)
with stable test accuracy. The results show that MM can
achieve our goal in a more efficient way, thus we apply it to
the following experiments.

3.3. Quantitative results

Fine-Grained Visual Classification From Table 1, our
proposed method improves the performance of three base-
line models (i.e., ResNet-18, VGGNet-11 and DenseNet-
161) across all three datasets (i.e., CUB-200-2011, FGVC-
Aircraft and Stanford Cars). For example, training VGGNet-
11 with MM obtained significant improvements of 2.50%
on average across three datasets compared with CE. LS per-
forms better than CE since it also encourages the model to
produce an output close to our objective. Besides, DenseNet-
161 with MM achieves best results compared with other
baselines.

The overall experimental results compared with recent
works including SOTA are shown in Table 2. Our meth-
ods outperforms regularization-based methods (e.g. Max-
Ent and PC) across all three datasets. While SOTA models
achieve excellent results, they rely on extra structure or com-
putational cost. Our proposed methods can fully bring out
the potential of the baseline models and achieve SOTA in

FGVC-Aircraft and Stanford Cars by only regularization.

Standard Visual Classification We compare our method
with two output regularization based methods: Confidence
Penalty (CP)(Pereyra et al., 2017) and Label Smoothing
(LS)(Szegedy et al., 2016). As shown in Table 3. our method
outperforms several output regularization based methods
across almost all the datasets and architectures. In CIFAR-
10 and CIFAR-100, the improvements are not significant,
and the test accuracy of VGGNet-11 with confidence penalty
is slightly higher than that of our method in CIFAR-10. In
STL-10, our method outperforms three baselines by a large
margin.

Ablation Study We perform ablation experiments to show
how different parts of our method work. As shown in Table
4, both MM and FRL greatly improves the performance
of the baseline model. MM brings greater improvement
overall, because CE can not precisely encode the unique
feature even with FRL. Moreover, as FRL works by reducing
the similarity of different feature maps, the effect of FRL
on baseline model shows that feature redundancy also exists
in regular training using CE. It is worth noting that hyper-
parameters A, K and p; have little affect on the proposed
MM and FRL.

3.4. Qualitative Result

To show in detail how our approach works, we visualize the
penultimate layer feature maps with top activation values.
We up-sample the feature maps to match the original image
by bi-linear interpolation. As shown in Fig. 5, CE trained
model (in the first row, column 2, 3) correctly localize the
important parts of the bird, but it will cover irrelevant areas,
which may lead to false triggering of other features (see the
second and the third row). The filters trained by MM that
responsible for detecting the unique features of Red Winged
Blackbird do not response to other species as CE trained
filters do.

Fig. 6 shows the second row demonstrate the different ef-
fects of our proposed MM and FRL. With our regularization,
the model become more concentration so as to avoid intro-
ducing information about irrelevant categories. However,

Table 1. Comparison with three baseline models.

Backbone | Method | CUB [ Aircraft [ Cars
CE 81.32 + 0.31 89.89 + 0.14 88.50 + 0.21
ResNet-18 LS 81.83 +0.22 89.77 + 0.27 91.06 £ 0.18
MM 83.14 £+ 0.18 90.37 + 0.14 91.74 £+ 0.11
CE 77.76 £ 0.28 85.38 s+ 0.66 87.32 + 0.47
VGGNet-11 LS 77.94 £ 0.23 87.57 £ 0.19 89.46 + 0.32
MM 80.41 £ 0.15 87.72 £ 0.22 89.83 £+ 0.28
DenseNet- CE 86.69 + 0.32 90.94 £ 0.15 9421 £0.12
161 LS 87.63 £ 0.15 92.65 £ 0.21 94.27 £ 0.16
MM 87.98 + 0.14 93.34 + 0.19 94.72 + 0.11
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Table 2. Comparison with SOTA methods. * means the best per-
formance among regularization-based methods.

Method | CUB [ Aircraft | Cars

B-CNN ((Lin et al., 2015)) 84.1 84.1 91.3
CBP ((Gao et al., 2016)) 84.3 84.1 91.2

KP ((Cui et al., 2017)) 86.2 86.9 92.4
iSQRT-COV ((Li et al., 2018)) 88.7 91.4 933
MA-CNN ((Zheng et al., 2017)) 86.5 91.8 92.8
RA-CNN ((Fu et al., 2017)) 85.3 92.5 93.0
MAMC ((Sun et al., 2018)) 86.5 — 93.0
DFL-CNN ((Wang et al., 2018)) 87.4 — 93.8
NTS-Net ((Yang et al., 2018)) 87.5 91.4 93.9
MaxEnt ((Dubey et al., 2018b)) 86.5 89.2 92.9
PC ((Dubey et al., 2018a)) 86.9 89.8 93.0
DCL ((Chen et al., 2019)) 87.8 93.0 94.5
S3N ((Ding et al., 2019) 88.5 92.8 94.7
DF-GMM ((Wang et al., 2019b) 88.8 93.8 94.8
MGE-CNN ((Zhang et al., 2019) 89.4 — 93.9
GCL ((Wang et al., 2020) 88.3 93.2 94.0
API-Net ((Zhuang et al., 2020)) 90.0 93.9 95.3
ELoPE ((Hanselmann & Ney, 2020) 88.5 93.5 95.0
DFL ((Liu et al., 2020) 89.1 93.4 94.3
CIN ((Gao et al., 2020)) 88.1 92.8 94.5
ACNet ((Ji et al., 2020) 88.1 92.4 94.6
DenseNet161+MM(Ours) 88.0 93.3 94.7
DenseNet161+MM+FRL(Ours) 88.5% 94.0 95.2%

the regularization objective will lead to redundancy features,
i.e. all the feature maps point on the same area, which means
that the model become overdependent on single feature, and
may be harmful for generalization. FRL well eliminates
this problem by forcing the model to distract its attention.
The final results are shown in the last row of Fig. 6, the
model attention become both focused and diversified. With
a clearer activation maps, we can better see how the model
works.

4. Conclusion

In this work, we provide an information theoretic point of
view, to address the major challenge in FGVC, i.e., learn-
ing the features unique to categories. We formulate the
aim to minimizing the MI between the learned features and
non-target classes, based on which we deduce an explicit
regularization objective. To efficiently achieve our objective,
we construct a game-theory based framework to derive a
stable minimax loss, which is proved to converge to a Nash
equilibrium. Furthermore, FRL is proposed to avoid over
depending on single feature as a complement of MM. As a

Table 3. Comparison with three baseline models on standard visual
classification tasks.

Backbone | Method | CIFAR-10 | CIFAR-100 [  STL-10
CE 92.261+0.08 70.374+0.33 79.8040.31
VGGNet-11 Cp 92.6210.05 70.3040.19 80.1740.14
LS 92.284+0.06 71.3440.07 80.4140.08
MM 92.434+0.06 71.621+0.18 82.261+0.09
CE 94.944-0.12 75.7940.03 83.4440.23
ResNet-18 CP 95.1140.01 76.01+0.31 83.7540.02
LS 95.0840.11 76.244+0.21 84.03+0.01
MM 95.33+0.12 | 76.64+0.07 | 85.42+0.04

MM: channel 1 |

CE: channel 1

Original Image CE: channel 2 MM: channel 2

Activation Value:

Activation Value:

r

Activation Value:

Figure 5. The comparison of the learned filters of models trained
with CE and our MM. We select the three images of similar bird
species to demonstrate the effect of our method. The two chan-
nels with the largest activation values according to the forward
pass of Red Winged Blackbird (the images in the first row) are
presented. Although CE trained filters are able to capture the im-
portant features, they are confused with other categories. MM
trained filters can extract precisely the unique features which will
not be activated when encounter similar objects.

result, the model is able to extract the most distinctive parts
of the object and reduce the influence of background noise.
By only regularization, our proposed methods bring the po-
tential of the baseline models into full play and achieves
competitive results with SOTA models without extra com-
putational cost.
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