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Abstract

We introduce a new setting of Novel Class Discovery in
Semantic Segmentation (NCDSS), which aims at segment-
ing unlabeled images containing new classes given prior
knowledge from a labeled set of disjoint classes. In con-
trast to existing approaches that look at novel class dis-
covery in image classification, we focus on the more chal-
lenging semantic segmentation. In NCDSS, we need to dis-
tinguish the objects and background, and to handle the
existence of multiple classes within an image, which in-
creases the difficulty in using the unlabeled data. To tackle
this new setting, we leverage the labeled base data and a
saliency model to coarsely cluster novel classes for model
training in our basic framework. Additionally, we propose
the Entropy-based Uncertainty Modeling and Self-training
(EUMS) framework to overcome noisy pseudo-labels, fur-
ther improving the model performance on the novel classes.
Our EUMS utilizes an entropy ranking technique and a dy-
namic reassignment to distill clean labels, thereby making
full use of the noisy data via self-supervised learning. We
build the NCDSS benchmark on the PASCAL-5' dataset and
COCO-20¢ dataset. Extensive experiments demonstrate the
feasibility of the basic framework (achieving an average
mloU of 49.81% on PASCAL-5') and the effectiveness of
EUMS framework (outperforming the basic framework by
9.28% mloU on PASCAL-5°).

1. Introduction

Deep Neural Networks (DNNs) have achieved signif-
icant success in semantic segmentation [3, 20] in recent
years. However, the success of DNNs heavily relies on the
large number of annotated data, which incurs high annota-
tion cost, especially for semantic segmentation where pixel-
wise labeling is required. Several settings are proposed to
alleviate the cost, such as semi-supervised learning (SSL),
unsupervised learning (USL), etc. SSL [4, 43] utilizes a
proportion of annotated data, aiming to achieve compara-
ble performance with fully-supervised methods. Generally,
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Figure 1. Illustration of Novel Class Discovery in Semantic Seg-
mentation (NCDSS). Given a labeled set (person, horse, motorbike
and car) and a class disjoint unlabeled set (bike and boat), NCDSS
aims at leveraging all the data to segment novel images.

SSL is based on the assumption that the labeled and un-
labeled data share the same label space. Nevertheless, it
is possible to have data from the unseen novel classes in
real-world semantic segmentation settings. Such data can
be easily collected but difficult to annotate. USL [14,32] is
also introduced to mitigate the annotation cost. Due to the
complexity of unlabeled data, USL cannot achieve satisfac-
tory results without any prior knowledge.

In contrast to machine learning models, humans can eas-
ily discover new categories with prior knowledge. For ex-
ample, a kid can easily discover sheep when he/she knows
how to distinguish between horse and cow. Based on
this observation, a practical setting of Novel Class Dis-
covery (NCD) [10] is introduced in the computer vision
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community. NCD aims at discovering novel classes of the
unlabeled data when given a set of labeled data of base
classes, where the base and novel classes are disjoint. In
view of the practicability of NCD, previous works [8, 10]
explore NCD in the image classification task. In this pa-
per, we further extend NCD to semantic segmentation and
introduce a new setting, called Novel Class Discovery in
Semantic Segmentation (NCDSS), which is illustrated in
Fig. 1. Given a set of labeled data and a set of unla-
beled data, the goal is to segment novel images with the
prior knowledge from base foreground and background
classes. Recently, a similar setting called weak-shot learn-
ing (WSHL) [42] is introduced to semantic segmentation.
However, WSHL requires weak annotations for the novel
data (e.g., image-level labels) and thus limiting its practical-
ity. The comparison of different settings is shown in Tab. 1.

NCDSS is more challenging than NCD in classification.
In comparison with image classification that uses global
information, semantic segmentation requires the model to
classify the pixels of multiple foreground and background
categories within one image based on the local information.
This greatly increases the difficulty in utilizing unlabeled
novel class data. Despite the difficulty, it is worth inves-
tigating NCD in semantic segmentation since it is not al-
ways possible to label all classes of semantic labels. To
address NCDSS, we first propose a basic framework in this
paper. Specifically, we choose to cluster foreground fea-
tures instead of the global features for more accurate clus-
tering results. The foreground and background can be ef-
fectively separated by estimating the saliency map from a
well-trained saliency model. However, directly clustering
the foreground pixels can lead to inaccurate labels due to
the multiple foreground categories within an image. This
problem can be addressed by prior knowledge from the
base data. Concretely, we use the base model to detect
high confidence pixels of the base classes, and ignore them
when clustering. Our basic framework can coarsely seg-
ment novel classes with the guidance of prior knowledge
and therefore leading to a feasible solution for NCDSS.

There are three issues limiting the performance of our
basic framework: 1) the estimated saliency maps are not
sufficiently accurate; 2) unsupervised clustering alone can-
not guarantee precise label assignments even when accurate
saliency maps are given; 3) there are also circumstances that
more than one novel classes may appear in one image (e.g.,
person and horse), and clustering can only assign one label
for the novel salient part of one image. Consequently, the
pseudo-labels generated by clustering are quite noisy (some
pseudo-labels are unclean) and thus inevitably degrading
the model performance [1,36]. Intuitively, the unclean clus-
tering labels can be discarded, and the data can be treated as
additional unlabeled data to boost the performance if using
only the part of clean clustering pseudo-labels can achieve

Setting | Base Classes Novel Classes
SL fully -

SSL semi -

USL unlabeled -
WSHL fully weakly
NCD fully unlabeled

Table 1. Comparison of different semantic segmentation settings.

comparable or better performance. To this end, we propose
the Entropy-based Uncertainty Modeling and Self-training
(EUMS) framework. EUMS uses entropy values obtained
from the basic model to measure the uncertainty of novel
images [25] and splits them into clean and unclean parts.
Lower entropy values indicate that the training images are
assigned with more accurate pseudo-labels. For the unclean
part, inspired by [28], we use online pseudo-labels from the
teacher model to train the student model in a self-supervised
manner. We observe that the average accuracy of clustering
pseudo-labels in the clean part are higher than that of the
whole novel set. However, hard classes (e.g., potted plant)
are almost completely ignored when only a small ratio of
data is split into clean part (e.g., 0.33), which has a perni-
cious influence on model performance. Consequently, we
start from a relatively high clean part ratio to learn a good
model initialization, and then dynamically re-rank the clean
data and reassign more data into the unclean part. This strat-
egy encourages the model not to ignore any category and
thus obtains further improvement.
Our main contributions can be summarized as follows:

* We introduce a new setting of Novel Class Discovery
in Semantic Segmentation (NCDSS), which is a prac-
tical but underexplored problem. In addition, we pro-
pose a basic framework which utilizes base class prior
knowledge to discover novel categories.

* We propose the EUMS framework that distills accurate
(clean) clustering pseudo-labels with entropy ranking
and utilizing unclean data via self-training, which can
effectively improve the model performance.

* We build the NCDSS benchmark on the PASCAL-5*
dataset and COCO-20" dataset. Extensive experiments
on the two benchmarks verify the effectiveness of our
basic and EUMS frameworks.

2. Related Work

Semantic Segmentation with Incomplete Labels. Such
settings are widely explored to alleviate the annotation cost,
including but not limited to unsupervised domain adap-
tation (UDA), semi-supervised learning (SSL), unsuper-
vised learning (USL) and weak-shot semantic segmentation
(WSHSS). UDA [31, 33, 38] trains a model with labeled
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Figure 2. The overview of Entropy-based Uncertainty Modeling and Self-training framework. 1) The model is first trained on the labeled
base set. 2) For the novel images, the saliency maps are generated from a saliency model and high confidence base pixels are ignored. We
then apply clustering to the novel salient part to obtain clustering pseudo-labels. 3) We apply entropy ranking and dynamic reassignment
to split clean and unclean novel images and utilize them to optimize the model with clustering labels and online labels, respectively.

source data and unlabeled target data, which focuses on
narrowing the domain shift between source and target do-
mains (e.g., synthetic vs. real). SSL [4,43] concentrates on
efficiently utilizing scarce labeled and enormous unlabeled
data of the same label space. USL [5,32] aims to segment
different categories by only the unlabeled data and therefore
getting rid of heavy annotation cost. WSHSS [42] focuses
on recognizing novel classes, training a model with labeled
base data and weakly labeled data (image-level label) of
novel classes. Our NCDSS is more difficult but more prac-
tical than WSHSS, where novel data are fully unlabeled.

Novel Class Discovery (NCD). The concept of clustering
novel categories based on prior knowledge can be traced
back to Hsu et al. [13]. Hse et al. [13] learn the pair-wise
image similarities with labeled data, and use such knowl-
edge as the supervision for unsupervised clustering model.
Recently, Han et al. [10] formalize the setting and address it
in two steps: learning semantic representations from labeled
data and fine-tuning the model with unlabeled data cluster-
ing. Based on the two-stage pipeline, Han et al. [9] intro-
duce self-supervised learning to bootstrap feature represen-
tation and ranking statistics to explore similarities within
unlabeled samples. Zhao et al. [37] further improve the
pipeline by dual ranking statistics and mutual knowledge
distillation. In addition to better transferring knowledge, an-
other mainstream [8,40,41] is to address NCD by exploring
noisy pseudo-labels with contrastive learning and labeled
base data. In contrast to the above-mentioned methods, we

are first to introduce NCD to semantic segmentation. Our
setting is much more complex but practical, where more
than one categories exist in a single image.

Uncertainty Modeling. The effectiveness of uncertainty
modeling has been demonstrated in unsupervised domain
adaptive semantic segmentation [25,33,39]. Entropy mea-
surement is one of the key approaches to address uncer-
tainty, which plays an important role in utilizing unlabeled
target domain in UDA [18,21,33]. Pan et al. [25] further
utilize entropy-based ranking to split unlabeled target data
into different parts and use them to narrow intra-domain
gap. The aim of entropy ranking in Pan ef al. [25] is to
find an intermediate domain (the easy part) within the tar-
get domain and to improve the hard part learning that cannot
be directly learned by inter-domain adaptation. Despite be-
ing inspired by [25], our entropy ranking aims to distill the
more trustworthy clustering pseudo-labels to reduce noisy
data that can impair the novel class representations.

3. Our Methodology

Problem Definition. In NCDSS, we have a labeled base
set D! = {X!, Y'} containing N/, categories C' and an
unlabeled novel set D* = {X"} containing N new cate-
gories C*. C' and C'* satisfy C' N C* = )and C' U C* =
C'. Following [9,40], the number of novel classes N is a
known prior. The background class is viewed as the base
class. The goal of NCDSS is to segment images containing



novel classes C* by leveraging both D! and D*.

Overview. In this section, we first propose a basic frame-
work and then introduce the modifications to better utilize
novel data. The overall framework is shown in Fig. 2,
which contains three stages, including base training, clus-
tering pseudo-labeling and novel fine-tuning stage. In the
base training stage, we first train the model with the la-
beled base data. The base model is then used to filter out
salient base pixels and assign base labels in the novel im-
ages. In the clustering pseudo-labeling stage, novel images
are fed into the saliency model and base model to obtain
novel foreground pixels. Subsequently, the mean features
of novel pixels are used for clustering and assigning novel
labels. For the basic framework, the generated clustering
pseudo-labels are used to train the model with segmenta-
tion loss. To address the noisy clustering pseudo-labels in
the basic framework, we propose the Entropy-based Uncer-
tainty Modeling and Self-training (EUMS) framework to
improve the novel fine-tuning stage. EUMS dynamically
splits and reassigns novel data into clean and unclean parts
based on entropy ranking. We use the clustering pseudo-
labels for the clean part, while online pseudo-labels from a
teacher model are used to supervise the unclean data. The
training procedure is shown in Alg. 1. In the following sub-
sections, we introduce the three stages in detail.

3.1. Base Training

The model f;, is first trained on the labeled base data D!
with the standard cross-entropy loss:

H W
1
Ebase = _HW E E yéhﬂu) IOg fb('rl)(h,w)a (1
h=1w=1

where yéh w) denotes the ground truth for one pixel and

fb(xl)(hyw) denotes the class-wise probabilities of this
pixel. Note that it is inevitable that there are images contain-
ing both novel and base categories, and we view the novel
categories as the background in this stage.

3.2. Clustering Pseudo-labeling

Directly clustering global features like image classifica-
tion introduces high noise since the background class and
multiple foreground classes exist in one image simultane-
ously. To mitigate this problem, we utilize the base model
fv and a well-trained saliency model g to obtain the salient
novel maps for the unlabeled novel images in D". Both
base and novel classes are unlabeled in D*. Specifically,
the novel images are put into the saliency model to obtain
saliency maps m* = g(z*) and fed into the base model f;,
to obtain high confidence one-hot base pseudo-labels:

gl? = []lmaxfb(w“)(h,,m,c)>7'] argmax fb(xu)(h’wxc)’ 2)
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Figure 3. T—SNE [22] visualization of different number of clusters
on PASCAL-5 Fold3. The exact novel class number N¢ is 5.
Zoom in for details.

where 7 denotes the threshold for selecting high confidence
base pixels. The salient novel maps can then be obtained by
ignoring salient base pixels in the saliency maps:

m =m" ® (Lgp—o), 3)

where 15u—o denotes the inconspicuous base pixels in the
image ", and © denotes the Hadamard product. Subse-
quently, the mean features of the salient novel pixels are
used for K-Means Clustering [23] to obtain image-level
clustering labels. The final clustering segmentation pseudo-
labels ¢* are the fusion of base pseudo-labels and clustering
novel pseudo-labels:

gt =gy " -my, “)

where c" denotes the image-level clustering labels.
Over-Clustering. Since we know the number of novel
classes NG (e.g., 5 for PASCAL-5" dataset), the intuitive
way is to cluster the novel images into N clusters. How-
ever, hard classes can be easily ignored when clustering into
exact clusters due to the inaccurate saliency maps and mul-
tiple novel classes existing in one image. An example is
shown in Fig. 3. The potted plant images are mixed with
other images into the purple cluster when only 5 clusters
exist (Fig. 3(a)). Inspired by [15], we adopt over-clustering
to improve the clustering of hard classes. In Fig. 3(b), the
potted plant images can be well clustered into the blue clus-
ter when double clusters are used.

3.3. Novel Fine-tuning
3.3.1 Basic Framework

We can now train a segmentation model f to discover novel
classes with the labeled base data and pseudo-labeled novel
data. Our basic framework uses the standard segmentation
loss (cross-entropy loss) as supervision:

Lbasic = Eseg(afly yl§ f) + Eseg(xua 9" f)v 5

where y* denotes the final clustering segmentation pseudo-
labels, which can be obtained by either exact-clustering or
over-clustering.



3.3.2 EUMS Framework

Entropy Ranking. Despite over-clustering, the pseudo-
label accuracy is still limited by the saliency maps and
the randomness of clustering. In addition, multiple novel
classes may exist in one novel image while clustering can
only assign one label for one image. Taking all the above
into consideration, clustering pseudo-labels are still noisy
and can impair the model performance [1,36]. Inspired by
[25,33], the uncertainty of novel images can be represented
by the entropy, and the uncertainty of novel foreground pix-
els from basic model reflects the accuracy of pseudo-labels.
Thus, we use entropy-based uncertainty modeling to select
the clean labels and discard the unclean ones. Specifically,
the image entropy is formulated as:

c
1
Ezih,w) = _10g(0) P(T;L,w,c) log P(I;L,w,c)7 (6)
c=1
where P(% we) = f(2")(hw,e) denotes the probability of

pixel at position (h,w) belonging to the c-th class. C =
C' 4 O is the number of all categories. The foreground
entropy is the average entropy of novel salient pixels:

- 1 R
E =5 D MO By, )
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where m;, denotes the novel saliency maps, and 1,,. de-
notes the detected novel pixels. With the foreground en-
tropy of the novel images, we split the lower A ratio of im-
ages as clean data and the others as unclean data.

Dynamic Reassignment. Intuitively, selecting a smaller
ratio A can distill more accurate pseudo-labels and help to
learn a better model with other techniques like self-training.
However, hard classes (e.g., potted plant, sofa and chair)
are almost ignored when A is too small (e.g., 0.33) and this
leads to the model being unable to detect such classes. Arpit
et al. [1] have made the observation that deep neural net-
works can memorize easy instances first, and then gradu-
ally fit hard samples along with training. This observation
means that we can re-rank the entropy of the clean split and
distill cleaner pseudo-labels to further improve the perfor-
mance. Specifically, we reassign half of the clean data to the
unclean split after 5 epochs, and the unclean pseudo-labels
are discarded to avoid degenerating model performance.
Experiments in Sec. 4.2 demonstrate that the model can
achieve comparable performance to the basic model only
with clean images from entropy ranking, and can achieve
further improvement with dynamic reassignment.

Self-Training. Although the model can outperform the
basic model only with clean data, the unclean data with-
out clustering pseudo-labels can also further boost the per-
formance. For the unclean data, generated online pseudo-

Algorithm 1 The training procedure of EUMS framework.

Inputs: labeled base set D!, unlabeled novel set D, base
segmentation model f,, novel segmentation model f, and
saliency model g.
Outputs: Optimized model f for segmenting novel classes.
1: // Stage 1: Base Training.
2: for i in BaseEpochs do
3:  Sample mini-batch 2! from base set D';
4:  Optimize the base model f; with Eq. 1;
5: end for
6: // Stage 2: Clustering Pseudo-labeling.
7: for novel images z* in D" do
8:  Obtain saliency maps m" from saliency model g;
9:  Ignore salient base pixels with Eq. 2 and Eq. 3;
10:  Assign clustering labels by K-Means Clustering;
11:  Fuse pseudo-labels with Eq. 4;
12: end for
13: // Stage 3: Novel Fine-tuning.
14: for j in Novel Epochs do
15:  Sample mini-batch 2! from base set D';
16:  Sample mini-batch x* from novel set D*;
17:  Optimize the basic model f with Eq. 5;
18: end for
19: Split clean and unclean data with entropy ranking Eq. 7;
20: for k in Novel Epochs do
21:  if k = 5 then
22: Dynamically reassign clean part with Eq. 7;
23:  endif
24:  Sample mini-batch 2! from base set D!;
25:  Sample mini-batch ¥ from clean part D“;
26:  Sample mini-batch z% from unclean part D';
27:  Generate online pseudo-labels with Eq. 8;
28:  Optimize the basic model f with overall loss Eq. 10;
29: end for
30: Return Novel segmentation model f.

labels can be much more accurate than the clustering la-
bels, which can help the model training. Specifically, fol-
lowing [28], we adopt a teacher model to generate pseudo-
labels 7 for images of weak augmentations.

Q}j = []lmaxf(a(zg))(h,w,c)>’q} arg maX?(O&(wg))(h,w,c)7 (8)

where a(z]) denotes the weakly augmented images of un-
clean split, and 7 denotes the threshold for selecting trust-
worthy pixels. f denotes the teacher model updated by
moving average. The online pseudo-labels are used to su-
pervise the student model with strongly augmented images:

1 H W
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Over- Entropy
Clustering Ranking Reassignment

Dynamic Self-
Training

PASCAL-5¢
Fold0 Foldl Fold2 Fold3 AVG

v/ _ -
v v -
v v v
v v -
v v/ 4

60.83 5890 4253 3696 49.81
6243 57.02 51.53 47.05 5451
63.22 5626 49.82 48.12 54.36
61.36 5790 55.10 46.80 5529
65.12 5749 5746 46.55 56.66
69.79 60.11 5628 50.18 59.09

Table 2. Ablation studies of different components in EUMS framework. The method without any components is our basic framework.

where 3(x%) denotes unclean split images with strong aug-
mentation.

Overall Loss Function. The overall loss function is the
combination of the base data segmentation loss, clean split
segmentation loss and unclean split self-supervised loss:

Loverat = Eseg(xl, yl; f) + Eseg (xgv gg; f)

" (10)
+w(t)Laleg: 4ds ),

where 2!, zy and xj; denote base, clean split and unclean

split images, respectively. ', g% and g% denote ground
truth labels, clustering pseudo-labels and online pseudo-
labels, respectively. Coefficient w(t) is a ramp-up func-
tion. Following [16,29], we use the sigmoid-shaped func-
tion w(t) = 6_5(1_%)2, where t is current epoch and T is
the ramp-up length. We set T" as 5 in all experiments.

4. Experiments
4.1. Experimental Setup

Dataset. We conduct experiments on the PASCAL-5°
dataset [27] and the COCO-20" dataset [24]. PASCAL-5% is
built based on PASCAL VOC 2012 dataset [7], which con-
tains 21 classes, including 20 foreground object classes and
one background class. Following previous works [32, 42],
we use the extended training set [11] (10,582 images) as
our training set and evaluate the model on the validation
set (1,449 images). We split the 20 foreground object cat-
egories into 4 folds. For each fold, the split 5 classes are
viewed as novel classes while the remaining 15 foreground
classes and the background class are viewed as base classes.
COCO-20" is modified from MS COCO 2014 [19], which
contains 82,081 training images and 40,137 validation im-
ages of 80 foreground and one background classes. Fol-
lowing [24], we split the 80 foreground classes into 4 folds,
and thus each fold contains 20 different classes, which are
viewed as novel classes. In the base training stage, all im-
ages containing base classes are used as training samples,
and the novel classes here are viewed as the background
class. In the clustering pseudo-labeling and novel fine-
tuning stage, the full training set is used, where all images
containing novel classes are unlabeled.

Implementation Details. We use DeepLab-v3 [2] with
ResNet-50 backbone [12] as our segmentation model. For
the base training stage, the model is trained for 60 epochs
with a batch size of 16. SGD with momentum 0.9 and
weight decay 0.0001 is used for optimization. The learn-
ing rate is initialized to 0.1 for the decoder and 0.001 for
the layer 3 and 4 of the backbone, and then it is decayed by
0.1 at the 25th epoch. Images are resized to 512x512 and
random flipping, scale and rotation are applied as data aug-
mentation. In the clustering pseudo-labeling stage, follow-
ing [32], we adopt BAS-Net [26] trained on DUTS [34] to
estimate saliency maps of all the novel images. The thresh-
old 7 is set to 0.9 to obtain high confidence base pixels. K-
Means clustering is applied on the features from the layer
4 of ImageNet [6] pre-trained ResNet-50 backbone, and the
cluster number is set to 5 and 10 for exact-clustering and
over-clustering respectively. In the novel fine-tuning stage,
the model is trained for 30 epochs with a batch size of 8
for all of base, clean and unclean parts. We use the same
optimizer and initial learning rate as the base training stage,
and the learning rate is decayed by 0.1 at the 15th epoch.
We set the clean part ratio A as 0.67. For self-supervised
learning, we use the augmentation in base training as the
weak augmentation «, and color jitter is applied as strong
augmentation /3. The threshold of online pseudo-labeling 7
is set to 0. We conduct parameter analysis on the clean part
ratio A and online pseudo-labeling threshold 7 in Sec. 4.3.
All models are trained with one GTX 3090 GPU (24 GB).

Evaluation Metric. Experiments are conducted on all
four folds, and mean Intersection-over-Union (mloU) of
novel classes is adopted as the evaluation metric.

4.2. Ablation Studies

To investigate the effectiveness of the basic framework
and different components of EUMS in the novel fine-tuning
stage, we conduct ablation studies on PASCAL-5% in Tab. 2.

Baseline. The baseline is the basic framework, which uses
clustering pseudo-labels as supervision (Eq. 5). As shown
in Tab. 2, the baseline achieves an average mloU of 49.81%
on the four folds. The performance of Fold2 and Fold3 is
poorer since the saliency maps for hard classes (e.g., dining
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Figure 4. Parameter analysis of easy split ratio A and online
pseudo-label threshold 7.

table, potted plant, and sofa) are not accurate and several
novel classes exist in one image (e.g., horse and person).
The results suggest the feasibility and limitation of the basic
framework.

Effectiveness of Over-Clustering. The second row of
Tab. 2 demonstrates the effectiveness of over-clustering in
generating more accurate pseudo-labels. Over-clustering
obtains 4.7% improvement in average mloU from the
baseline. The improvement of Fold2 (9.00%) and Fold3
(10.09%) is more than that of FoldO (1.6%) and Foldl (-
1.88%). This is because over-clustering is good at discov-
ering hard classes but may introduce unpredictable noise
for some easier classes. For example, the “cat” class in
Fold1 are clustered into several clusters when utilizing over-
clustering, but some of those clusters contain both “cat” and
“cow”. Those confusing clusters degrade the performance
on both of the two categories. Without over-clustering,
“cat” and “cow” are clustered into two clusters, respec-
tively, and no noisy clusters are introduced.

Effectiveness of Entropy Ranking and Dynamic Reas-
signment. Entropy ranking splits the clustering pseudo-
labels into clean and unclean parts, which is the basis of
EUMS. In Tab. 2, applying only entropy ranking (third row)
means training the segmentation model only with the clean
part () ratio of data with lower entropy). Despite using only
a portion of the data, the model can achieve comparable
performance with the basic framework (54.36% vs. 54.51%
average mloU). Additionally, dynamically distilling clean
pseudo-labels can further improve the performance. With-
out other techniques, utilizing entropy ranking and dynamic
reassignment gains 0.78% improvement in average mloU.

Effectiveness of Self-Training. Our method with only
clean data can already achieve competitive results with the
basic framework. In Tab. 2, we show that the performance
of our model can be further improved by self-training. First,
we disentangle the influence of self-training in the fifth row
of Tab. 2. Utilizing the unclean data by self-training yields
2.3% improvement in average mloU when the clean and
hard parts are split at the beginning of training (without
dynamic reassignment). Second, the segmentation model
achieves an average mloU of 59.09%, outperforming the
basic framework by 9.28% when over-clustering is com-
bined with all components in EUMS. All results in Tab. 2

COCO-20¢

Method ‘ Fold) Foldl Fold2 Fold3 AVG
Basic | 24.58 24.14 1536 1557 1991
Basic-OC | 39.39 2501 1795 1553 24.47
EUMS | 4239 2689 1975 18.19 2681

Table 3. Performance on COCO-20° benchmark.

demonstrate that EUMS can make full use of unlabeled data
to achieve better performance by uncertainty modeling and
self-training.

4.3. Parameter Analysis

We further analyze the sensitivity of EUMS to two im-
portant hyper-parameters on PASCAL-5? dataset, i.e., the
easy split ratio A of entropy ranking and the online pseudo-
label threshold 7 of self-training.

Easy split ratio A. )\ plays an important role in learning
a clean but complete initial knowledge in the novel fine-
tuning stage. We compare the results of using different easy
split ratio A in Fig. 4(a). Many pseudo-labels are discarded
when A is set to a small value (0.33 and 0.50), especially
those from the hard classes, which leads the model to learn
incomplete knowledge. The average mloU increases and
peaks when A = 0.67. The performance gradually degrades
when A increases from 0.67 to 1.0. This is because many
inaccurate pseudo-labels are included into the clean part and
thus introducing enormous noise.

Online pseudo-label threshold 5. The quality of online
pseudo-labels is sensitive to the threshold 7. Previous
works [28,35] commonly use fixed weight (e.g., 1) for the
unlabeled loss term and set a high threshold (e.g., > 0.9) to
filter out the low probability labels since the model is less
confident at the beginning epochs. Nevertheless, we use a
ramp-up weight for the unclean data loss to gradually in-
crease the impact of self-training. We investigate the effect
of n in Fig. 4(b) and make distinct observations. The per-
formance is impacted just marginally when 7 is within a
small scale (n < 0.5), but drops by a considerable margin
of 3% when n = 0.9. n = 1.0 denotes removing the self-
training. We conjecture that this is because ramp-up weight
can reduce the impact of noisy labels in the early training
stage and make better use of unlabeled data in the later stage
with relatively small . Additional useful information is lost
when 7 is high. We set 7 = 0 in our framework.

4.4. Performance on COCO-20¢ Benchmark

Compared with PASCAL-5% [27], COCO-20! [24] is a
much more challenging benchmark with more novel classes
and more data. We compare the basic framework (Basic),
basic framework with over-clustering (Basic-OC), and the
EUMS framework (EUMS) in Tab. 3. We make two obser-
vations. First, applying over-clustering can yield significant
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Flgure 5. Visualization of entropy maps and pseudo labels in PASCAL-5? dataset. “Entropy”, “Clustering PL”, and “Online PL” denote the
entropy maps of the salient novel pixels, clustering pseudo-labels and online pseudo-labels. The four images (left to right, top to bottom)

contain novel classes of FoldO to Fold3, respectively.
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Flgure 6 Qualitative comparison of segmentation results in PASCAL VOC 2012 validation set. “Basic (5)” and “Basic (10)” denote the
basic framework with 5 and 10 clusters. The four images (left to right, top to bottom) contain novel classes of Fold0 to Fold3, respectively.

improvement on Fold0 (14.81%) and Fold2 (2.59%) while
making little progress on Fold1 and Fold3. This mainly lies
in that there exist many similar and correlated object classes
in FoldO and Fold2 (e.g., bicycle, motorcycle and person),
which can be better separated by over-clustering. Second,
the proposed EUMS framework consistently improves the
performance on all of the four folds, which outperforms the
baseline by 6.9% in average mloU.

4.5. Visualization

Visualization of Pseudo-labels. We illustrate the entropy
maps and pseudo-labels of unclean data in Fig. 5 to demon-
strate the effectiveness of EUMS in addressing noisy clus-
tering pseudo-labels. As shown in Fig. 5, the entropy values
of salient novel pixels in unclean data are high. In addi-
tion, the clustering pseudo-labels of high entropy data tend
to be noisy due to imprecise clustering (first image), inac-
curate saliency maps (second and fourth images), and the
simultaneous existence of multiple novel categories (third
image). Our EUMS discards the noisy clustering pseudo-
labels of unclean data and utilizes those data in a self-
supervised manner by online pseudo-labels. The generated
online pseudo-labels are much better than those from clus-
tering, which can further improve the performance.

Visualization of Segmentation Results. We compare the
segmentation results of EUMS with those of the basic
framework in Fig. 6. “Basic (5)” and “Basic (10)” de-
note the basic framework with exact-clustering and over-
clustering respectively. As shown in Fig. 6, over-clustering

can significantly boost the performance in some folds
(Fold2 and Fold3), but achieves similar or even worse re-
sults in the others (Fold0 and Foldl). Our EUMS can con-
sistently outperform the baseline on all of the four folds,
no matter on easy categories (e.g., bird and train) or hard
categories (e.g., dining table).

5. Conclusion

In this work, we introduce a new setting of Novel Class
Discovery in Semantic Segmentation (NCDSS). The pro-
posed setting aims at segmenting unlabeled novel classes
with prior knowledge from labeled data of disjoint cate-
gories. To address this problem, we propose a basic frame-
work, leveraging labeled base data and a saliency model to
discover novel classes in unlabeled images by clustering. In
addition, we propose the Entropy-based Uncertainty Mod-
eling and Self-training (EUMS) framework to overcome the
noisy labels in the basic framework for further improve-
ments. Extensive experiments on the built benchmark of
PASCAL-5° and COCO-20° demonstrate the feasibility of
the basic framework and the effectiveness of EUMS.

Acknowledgements

This research is supported in part by the National Re-
search Foundation, Singapore under its Al Singapore Pro-
gram (AISG Award No: AISG2-RP-2020-016), the Tier 2
grant MOE-T2EP20120-0011 from the Singapore Ministry
of Education, the EU H2020 projects SPRING No. 871245,
and Al4Media No. 951911.



References

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

[10]

(1]

(12]

(13]

(14]

[15]

[16]

(17]

Devansh Arpit, Stanistaw Jastrzebski, Nicolas Ballas, David
Krueger, Emmanuel Bengio, Maxinder S Kanwal, Tegan
Mabharaj, Asja Fischer, Aaron Courville, Yoshua Bengio,
et al. A closer look at memorization in deep networks. In
ICML,2017. 2,5

Liang-Chieh Chen, George Papandreou, Florian Schroff, and
Hartwig Adam. Rethinking atrous convolution for seman-
tic image segmentation. arXiv preprint arXiv:1706.05587,
2017. 6

Liang-Chieh Chen, Yukun Zhu, George Papandreou, Florian
Schroff, and Hartwig Adam. Encoder-decoder with atrous
separable convolution for semantic image segmentation. In
ECCV,2018. 1

Xiaokang Chen, Yuhui Yuan, Gang Zeng, and Jingdong
Wang. Semi-supervised semantic segmentation with cross
pseudo supervision. In CVPR, 2021. 1,3

Jang Hyun Cho, Utkarsh Mall, Kavita Bala, and Bharath
Hariharan. Picie: Unsupervised semantic segmentation us-
ing invariance and equivariance in clustering. In CVPR,
2021. 3

Jia Deng, Wei Dong, Richard Socher, Li-Jia Li, Kai Li,
and Fei-Fei Li. Imagenet: A large-scale hierarchical image
database. In CVPR, 2009. 6

Mark Everingham, Luc Van Gool, Christopher KI Williams,
John Winn, and Andrew Zisserman. The pascal visual object
classes (voc) challenge. IJCV, 2010. 6

Enrico Fini, Enver Sangineto, Stéphane Lathuiliere, Zhun
Zhong, Moin Nabi, and Elisa Ricci. A unified objective for
novel class discovery. In ICCV, 2021. 2, 3

Kai Han, Sylvestre-Alvise Rebuffi, Sebastien Ehrhardt, An-
drea Vedaldi, and Andrew Zisserman. Automatically discov-
ering and learning new visual categories with ranking statis-
tics. In ICLR, 2020. 3, 11

Kai Han, Andrea Vedaldi, and Andrew Zisserman. Learning
to discover novel visual categories via deep transfer cluster-
ing. InICCV, 2019. 1,2,3

Bharath Hariharan, Pablo Arbeldez, Lubomir Bourdev,
Subhransu Maji, and Jitendra Malik. Semantic contours from
inverse detectors. In ICCV, 2011. 6

Kaiming He, Xiangyu Zhang, Shaoqing Ren, and Jian Sun.

Deep residual learning for image recognition. In CVPR,
2016. 6
Yen-Chang Hsu, Zhaoyang Lv, and Zsolt Kira. Learning

to cluster in order to transfer across domains and tasks. In
ICLR, 2018. 3

Jyh-Jing Hwang, Stella X Yu, Jianbo Shi, Maxwell D
Collins, Tien-Ju Yang, Xiao Zhang, and Liang-Chieh Chen.
Segsort: Segmentation by discriminative sorting of seg-
ments. In ICCV, 2019. 1

Xu Ji, Jodao F Henriques, and Andrea Vedaldi. Invariant
information clustering for unsupervised image classification
and segmentation. In /ICCV, 2019. 4

Samuli Laine and Timo Aila. Temporal ensembling for semi-
supervised learning. In ICLR, 2017. 6

Gen Li, Varun Jampani, Laura Sevilla-Lara, Deqing Sun,
Jonghyun Kim, and Joongkyu Kim. Adaptive prototype

(18]

(19]

(20]

(21]

(22]

(23]

(24]

[25]

(26]

(27]

(28]

[29]

(30]

(31]

(32]

(33]

learning and allocation for few-shot segmentation. In CVPR,
2021. 11

Jian Liang, Dapeng Hu, and Jiashi Feng. Do we really need
to access the source data? source hypothesis transfer for un-
supervised domain adaptation. In /CML, 2020. 3

Tsung-Yi Lin, Michael Maire, Serge Belongie, James Hays,
Pietro Perona, Deva Ramanan, Piotr Dollar, and C Lawrence
Zitnick. Microsoft coco: Common objects in context. In
ECCV,2014. 6

Jonathan Long, Evan Shelhamer, and Trevor Darrell. Fully
convolutional networks for semantic segmentation. In
CVPR, 2015. 1

Mingsheng Long, Han Zhu, Jianmin Wang, and Michael I
Jordan. Unsupervised domain adaptation with residual trans-
fer networks. In NeurIPS, 2016. 3

Laurens van der Maaten and Geoffrey Hinton. Visualizing
data using t-sne. JMLR, 2008. 4

James MacQueen. Some methods for classification and anal-
ysis of multivariate observations. In Proceedings of the Fifth
Berkeley Symposium on Mathematical Statistics and Proba-
bility, 1967. 4

Khoi Nguyen and Sinisa Todorovic. Feature weighting and
boosting for few-shot segmentation. In ICCV, 2019. 6,7, 11
Fei Pan, Inkyu Shin, Francois Rameau, Seokju Lee, and
In So Kweon. Unsupervised intra-domain adaptation for
semantic segmentation through self-supervision. In CVPR,
2020. 2,3,5

Xuebin Qin, Zichen Zhang, Chenyang Huang, Chao Gao,
Masood Dehghan, and Martin Jagersand. Basnet: Boundary-
aware salient object detection. In CVPR, 2019. 6

Amirreza Shaban, Shray Bansal, Zhen Liu, Irfan Essa, and
Byron Boots. One-shot learning for semantic segmentation.
In BMVC, 2017. 6,7

Kihyuk Sohn, David Berthelot, Chun-Liang Li, Zizhao
Zhang, Nicholas Carlini, Ekin D Cubuk, Alex Kurakin, Han
Zhang, and Colin Raffel. Fixmatch: Simplifying semi-
supervised learning with consistency and confidence. In
NeurlPS, 2020. 2, 5,7

Antti Tarvainen and Harri Valpola. Mean teachers are better
role models: Weight-averaged consistency targets improve
semi-supervised deep learning results. In NeurIPS, 2017. 6

Zhuotao Tian, Hengshuang Zhao, Michelle Shu, Zhicheng
Yang, Ruiyu Li, and Jiaya Jia. Prior guided feature en-
richment network for few-shot segmentation. /EEE TPAMI,
2020. 11

Yi-Hsuan Tsai, Wei-Chih Hung, Samuel Schulter, Ki-
hyuk Sohn, Ming-Hsuan Yang, and Manmohan Chandraker.
Learning to adapt structured output space for semantic seg-
mentation. In CVPR, 2018. 2

Wouter Van Gansbeke, Simon Vandenhende, Stamatios
Georgoulis, and Luc Van Gool. Unsupervised semantic seg-
mentation by contrasting object mask proposals. In ICCV,
2021. 1,3,6, 11

Tuan-Hung Vu, Himalaya Jain, Maxime Bucher, Matthieu
Cord, and Patrick Pérez. Advent: Adversarial entropy mini-
mization for domain adaptation in semantic segmentation. In
CVPR, 2019. 2,3,5



[34]

(35]

(36]

(37]

(38]

(39]

(40]

[41]

(42]

[43]

Lijun Wang, Huchuan Lu, Yifan Wang, Mengyang Feng,
Dong Wang, Baocai Yin, and Xiang Ruan. Learning to de-
tect salient objects with image-level supervision. In CVPR,
2017. 6

Bowen Zhang, Yidong Wang, Wenxin Hou, Hao Wu, Jin-
dong Wang, Manabu Okumura, and Takahiro Shinozaki.
Flexmatch: Boosting semi-supervised learning with curricu-
lum pseudo labeling. In NeurIPS, 2021. 7

Chiyuan Zhang, Samy Bengio, Moritz Hardt, Benjamin
Recht, and Oriol Vinyals. Understanding deep learning re-
quires rethinking generalization. In /CLR, 2017. 2, 5
Bingchen Zhao and Kai Han. Novel visual category discov-
ery with dual ranking statistics and mutual knowledge distil-
lation. In NeurIPS, 2021. 3

Yuyang Zhao, Zhun Zhong, Zhiming Luo, Gim Hee Lee, and
Nicu Sebe. Source-free open compound domain adaptation
in semantic segmentation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2106.03422,
2021. 2

Zhedong Zheng and Yi Yang. Rectifying pseudo label learn-
ing via uncertainty estimation for domain adaptive semantic
segmentation. IJCV, 2021. 3

Zhun Zhong, Enrico Fini, Subhankar Roy, Zhiming Luo,
Elisa Ricci, and Nicu Sebe. Neighborhood contrastive learn-
ing for novel class discovery. In CVPR, 2021. 3, 11

Zhun Zhong, Linchao Zhu, Zhiming Luo, Shaozi Li, Yi
Yang, and Nicu Sebe. Openmix: Reviving known knowledge
for discovering novel visual categories in an open world. In
CVPR, 2021. 3

Siyuan Zhou, Li Niu, Jianlou Si, Chen Qian, and Liqing
Zhang.  Weak-shot semantic segmentation by transfer-
ring semantic affinity and boundary. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2110.01519,2021. 2, 3,6, 11

Yuliang Zou, Zizhao Zhang, Han Zhang, Chun-Liang Li,
Xiao Bian, Jia-Bin Huang, and Tomas Pfister. Pseudoseg:
Designing pseudo labels for semantic segmentation. In
ICLR, 2021. 1,3

10



A. Performance of All Classes

Despite the focus on novel classes as previous works [9,
40], our NCDSS setting still maintains the ability of seg-
menting base classes. As shown in Tab. 4, our EUMS
achieves nearly 70% base mloU on Fold0 and Fold3, and
more than 60% base mloU on Foldl and Fold2. However,
our performance is not as competitive as the base model
of stage one despite the use of fully-annotated base data.
There are two reasons for this limitation. First, the model is
required to segment all of base and novel classes together,
increasing the task difficulty. Second, there exist unlabeled
base classes in the novel images and the generated pseudo-
labels of the base classes are also not completely accurate.
Thus, bad cases are introduced into the base classes. The
above two factors limit the base class performance. How
to maintain the high base performance while discovering
novel classes in semantic segmentation deserves further ex-
plorations in the future.

mloU
Fold Base Novel  All
PASCAL-3° | 69.28 69.79  69.40
PASCAL-5' | 6695 60.11 65.32
PASCAL-5% | 62.87 5628 61.30
PASCAL-5% | 69.83 50.18 65.15

Table 4. Performance of all classes.

B. Comparison with Related Settings

We further compare several methods under related set-
tings in Tab. 5 on PASCAL-5°. Our method clearly out-
performs the unsupervised learning method on all the folds.
Interestingly, our method performs higher on FoldO when
compared with the methods using image/pixel-level labels.
However, these weak&few-shot methods generally give
better results on the other folds. Please note that directly
comparing our method with these weak&few-shot methods
is not exactly fair.

Method ‘ Setting ‘ Fold0 Foldl Fold2 Fold3
PFENet [30] 1-Shot 61.7 695 554 563
ASGNet [17] 588 679 568 537
PFENet [30] 5-Shot 63.1 707 558 579
ASGNet [17] 63.7 70.6 64.2 574
CAM+RETAB [42] 69.2 76.1 72.0 58.5
SEAM+RETAB [42] ‘ Weak-Shot ‘ 654 745 730 589
MaskContrast [32] ‘ Unsupervised ‘ 55.3 38.9 35.6 37.0
EUMS | NCDSS | 69.8 60.1 563 502

Table 5. Comparison with peer methods.
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Figure 7. Accuracy (mloU) of clustering pseudo-labels with dif-
ferent easy split ratio A in Fold2.

C. Further Explanation on Easy Split Ratio

In our method, we set the easy split ratio A as a hyper-
parameter. We study its impact on PASCAL-5% and observe
two phenomena. First, more incorrect labels are included
when A is too large. Second, hard classes will be largely
ignored when A is too small. We show the accuracy of
pseudo-labels with different A in Fig. 7. The average ac-
curacy is poor when A is 0.90, while the dinning table is
almost ignored when A is 0.33. This motivates us to select
the easy split ratio and A = 0.67 is the best choice.

D. Limitation

Semantic-relevant knowledge between base and novel
classes is required for novel class discovery. For exam-
ple, “potted plant” in Fold3 is a semantically different class
from the base classes. The mlIoU of this class is only 34.5%,
which is much less than the other novel classes in Fold3.

E. Visualization

We provide the qualitative comparison on COCO-
20° [24] in Fig. 8. Our EUMS can well handle the circum-
stances that multiple classes exist in one image (the first and
third examples) and the cases that the object is tiny and hard
to segment (the second and fourth examples).
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Figure 8. Qualitative comparison of segmentation results in MS COCO 2014 validation set. “Basic (20)” and “Basic (40)” denote the basic
framework with 20 and 40 clusters.




