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We focus on the challenging problem of learning an unbiased classifier from a large number of potentially
relevant but noisily labeled web images given only a few clean labeled images. This problem is particularly
practical, because it reduces the expensive annotation costs by utilizing freely accessible web images with noisy
labels. Typically, prototypes are representative images or features used to classify or identify other images.
However, in the few clean and many noisy scenarios, the class prototype can be severely biased due to the
presence of irrelevant noisy images. The resulting prototypes are less compact and discriminative, as previous
methods do not take into account the diverse range of images in the noisy web image collections. On the other
hand, the relation modeling between noisy and clean images is not learned for the class prototype generation
in an end-to-end manner, which results in a suboptimal class prototype. In this paper, we introduce a similarity
maximization loss named the SimNoiPro. Our SimNoiPro first generates noise-tolerant hybrid prototypes
composed of clean and noise-tolerant prototypes, and then pulls them closer to each other. Our approach
considers the diversity of noisy images by explicit division and overcomes the optimization discrepancy issue.
This enables better relation modeling between clean and noisy images and helps extract judicious information
from the noisy image set. The evaluation results on two extended few-shot classification benchmarks confirm
that our SimNoiPro outperforms prior methods in measuring image relations and cleaning noisy data.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Deep learning has revolutionized many computer vision tasks such as classification [12, 16, 23, 54],
segmentation [11, 47, 48], image/video understanding [5, 19, 43, 46, 53, 56], object detection [26,
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Few clean image

keyword: “cucumber”

Many relevant and irrelevant noisy web images

Fig. 1. Relevant images exist in web images. Massive freely accessible web images can be obtained by
search engines. These images are easily acquired but can be inevitably annotated with noisy labels.

29, 44], and few-shot learning [3, 6, 7, 9, 10, 13, 25, 31-33, 35, 36, 42, 52]. State-of-the-art visual
system is often exceptionally data-hungry and requires massive well-annotated data. To mitigate
the demand for labeled data, few-shot visual recognition tends to learn a model that can be easily
generalized with only a few labeled examples on the end task. Though the representation is learned
with available many labeled images, the few-shot classifier is easily biased with limited examples.

As computational power continues to develop and web data scales up, some researchers have
proposed to use large-scale external data sources to enhance the few-shot classifier [3, 13]. Often,
there are a few closely related images among a large number of irrelevant noisy images (Figure 1).
Prototypical learning is widely used for classification [17, 36] where the class prototypes are the
representative images or features used to classify or identify other images. However, the presence
of irrelevant noisy images can severely affect the generation of robust class prototypes. To improve
the generalization of such few-shot learners, the existing works have attempted to identify the
relevance between noisy images and the support clean image set and assigned high relevance scores
to those relevant images in the noisy image set. Once relevance is accurately established, those
relevant images in the noisy set could be beneficial for learning the noise-tolerant class prototypes.

Recently, Iscen et al. [13] proposed to use a graph convolutional neural network (GCN) to address
the problem of few clean and many noisy examples. The GCN is optimized using a binary classifier to
discriminate clean from noisy images. By modeling with the graph structure, this method considers
the relationships between clean and noisy examples, generating a relevance score for each noisy
example based on its visual similarity to clean examples. The results of this GCN-based approach
are very promising, demonstrating that noisy examples can benefit few-shot classifier learning.
However, the approach neglects the considerable diversity within the noisy image set. It leverages
only one global noise-tolerant prototype to model the noisy set at a coarse level. This approach
fails to represent the complex noisy collections of diverse web images effectively. Hence, it might
produce unsatisfactory relevance scores. Furthermore, using the binary cross entropy loss as the
training objective results in a discrepancy issue. The binary classifier treats all the web images with
noisy labels as negative instances. It forces the model to produce low relevance scores for those
relevant images in the noisy set, even though those visually similar examples can contribute to the
learning of the few-shot classifier. Also, the relevance scores are not learned for the class prototype
generation in an end-to-end manner, which leads to a suboptimal solution.
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To address the challenges posed by the diverse noisy image set and the optimization discrepancy
issue, we propose a similarity maximization loss named the SimNoiPro, for the few clean and many
noisy problem. Our SimNoiPro involves two steps.

First, we build noise-tolerant hybrid prototypes to model the complex data collections, by
dividing the noisy set into a few groups based on their relevance scores. Typically, noisy and clean
data hold distinct properties. Noisy data points are more widely dispersed in the feature space.
Using one coarse noise-tolerant prototype may significantly bias against the few clean samples
and lead to large intra-class variance. The introduction of multiple noise-tolerant prototypes offers
more refined modeling of the large-scale diverse noisy set.

Second, we propose a similarity maximization loss to generate more compact and discriminative
class prototypes. A good prototype should exhibit the characteristics of compactness and discrimi-
nation. This requires pulling the noise-tolerant prototypes and the clean prototype closer to each
other, which can produce a tighter cluster and diminish intra-class variance. Also, our similarity
maximization loss bridges the optimization between relevance scores and the class prototype
generation in an end-to-end manner. It overcomes the optimization discrepancy issue caused by
the binary classification loss, resulting in a more plausible and effective clean-noisy relation.

Our proposed approach yields promising results on two standard few-shot classification bench-
marks, i.e., Low-shot Places365 and Low-shot ImageNet. Notably, we outperform [13] by 4.4% and
3.5% in the 5-shot setting for Low-shot Places365 and Low-shot ImageNet, respectively.

We summarize our contributions in the following:

e We propose noise-tolerant hybrid prototypes to handle the diversity of the noisy web data.

e We propose a similarity maximization loss to bridge the optimization between the relevance
scores and class prototype generation in an end-to-end manner, generating compact and
discriminative class prototypes.

e Extensive experiments on Low-shot Places365 and Low-shot ImageNet demonstrate the
effectiveness of our proposed method, which outperforms other baselines consistently.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We first introduce the related works in Section 2.
Section 3 reviews the previous GCN cleaning framework and details our proposed SimNoiPro.
Section 4 presents performance evaluation and visualization, followed by the conclusion in Section 5.

2 RELATED WORK
2.1 Few-shot Learning

In the past few years, there has been a growing interest in few-shot learning, which aims to mitigate
the demand for labeled data by learning from a few labeled training examples. The existing few-shot
learning research [3, 6, 7, 13, 35, 36, 38, 42, 52] can be broadly classified into several categories. One
of the promising directions is based on the meta-learning paradigm, also known as “learn to learn”.
This paradigm focuses on capturing generic knowledge during the meta-training stage and then
adapting to a completely new task rapidly. Specifically, meta-learning based methods follow the
episode paradigm in the few-shot regime. Among these methods, metric-based approaches and
optimization-based approaches are the two main streams in the literature. Metric-based methods
aim to enhance the discriminative features in the embedding space and learn a good distance
function over them. For instance, Matching Network [42] leverages the attention mechanism to
align the query and support examples. Prototypical Network [36] extends this approach to compare
the Euclidean distance between the class representations. Furthermore, RelationNet [38] proposes
to learn a good metric by using deep networks, while DeepEMD [52] employs the Earth Mover’s
distance to compute the structure similarity. In the optimization-based methods, the key idea is to
adjust the optimization algorithm so that the model can learn from few data better. Meta-LSTM[25]
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proposes the LSTM-based meta-learner to optimize the classifier. MAML [6] aims to find good
initial parameters where fast convergence can be achieved given limited training examples.

Another class of few-shot learning approaches is based on transfer learning [3, 7, 8]. These
methods leverage the large amount of data from base classes to learn a robust model, which is then
finetuned on the few labeled training examples from the novel classes, providing the capability to
recognize the novel classes. Hariharan et al. [8] propose a generative method for data augmentation.
Gidaris et al. [7] design an attention-based generator to dynamically predict the weights for the
novel classes. Douze et al. [3] formulate the few-shot problem as a semi-supervised setting by
introducing large-scale collections of unlabeled images.

2.2 Learn from Noisy Data

High-quality human-annotated data are costly and time-consuming to obtain [30, 50]. Recently,
several works have resorted to large-scale web images from social media to facilitate the learning of
the deep neural network. These images are easily acquired by search engines but can be inevitably
annotated with noisy labels. Deep neural networks are prone to overfit on noisy labels [51]. Learning
with too many noisy labels can impair the generalization of deep models. The existing noise-resistant
methods can be primarily divided into three types: 1) label correction by the predictions from
the deep models [20, 24, 27, 39, 49]. 2) sample selection by filtering noisy instances [1, 21, 37]. 3)
sample reweighting by assigning confidence scores for each noisy data [15, 28, 34]. Particularly,
[28] and [34] assume there is a small unbiased and clean validation set. This setting is similar to
our work, but we follow the few-shot learning setting where deep models are pretrained on large
data from base classes and focus more on classifier learning with limited clean and many noisy
data in unseen domains. Both [4] and [14] consider the consistency of the network prediction for
noise-robust learning. GJS [4] encourages consistency around data points. NCR [14] proposes an
additional loss to penalize the divergence of the predictions from the neighbors in the feature space.

2.3 Prototypical Learning

The prototype can be considered as the representation of a cluster of semantically similar instances.
Prototype-based learning has been widely applied in learning from noisy labels [17], unsupervised
learning [2, 18], and especially few-shot learning [36, 40]. Class prototype reflects a simple inductive
bias, which brings about well-generalized performance in the limited-data regime. Considering the
fact that the noisy web image set is diverse, using only one global prototype cannot represent the
whole noisy set well [45].

3 METHOD
3.1 Preliminary

3.1.1 Problem statement. We aim to learn an unbiased few-shot classifier with the aid of additional
large-scale web data with noisy labels. Generally, there are two stages in the few-shot classification.

The first stage is the representation learning phase. In this stage, we are given a large clean
labeled dataset Dygse = {D} D2 , DE 3, where L is the number of categories in the base

base’ ~base’ " ° base
set. DIIJ denotes the set of images for base class I. D! = {(x!,y})|i = 1,...,n}, where n is the
ase base i>Ji

number of training examples. The base set Dy, s, is leveraged to learn a strong feature extractor
@ : x — ®(x) € R Here, d denotes the dimension of the feature.

In the second stage, we receive a novel dataset 9,,,,; With few clean labeled examples. The goal
is to adapt the learned feature extractor to the novel dataset and train a robust classifier given
only few clean examples. We define Dyp0e; = {D! . D? .,Z)Sovel} and C is the number

novel’ ~novel’ " °
of classes in the novel set. For each novel class ¢, D¢ = {(x{,y{)|i = 1,...,k}, where k is the
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number of novel examples and k < n, usually called the k-shot setting. Note that the base classes
in Dypgse have no overlaps with the novel classes in D,ppe-

In this paper, we focus on the second stage of few-shot learning and tackle this challenge with
an additional large-scale noisy dataset Dpgisy, particularly from the Internet. The problem is
formulated as learning an unbiased classifier from many freely accessible web images with noisy
labels given only few clean labeled images. Combining both clean labeled data and large amounts
of noisy ones, we obtain the whole dataset ﬁ;ovel = Z)fwvel up for each novel class c. Note
that O . is the image set with few clean labeled examples and Df ;. y consists of a large number
of images with noisy labels. We expect to identify the relevant images from the noisy set. Training
with these relevant images can potentially enhance the generalization of the few-shot classifier.

We extract the features of examples in D7 using the learned feature extractor ®. The clean

and noisy features are represented by the matrix V¢ = [v{, .., Vi, e va] € RPN where =

®(x¢) € R?, x¢ is a training example from D¢ and N is the number of training examples in
e i novel

c
noisy

 ovel- We assume the first k features are from the clean set and the remaining are from the noisy

set. For convenience, we ignore the superscript c if it can be inferred from the context.

3.1.2  Review of GCN cleaning framework. Our work extends the GCN cleaning framework [13]
by directly bridging the optimization between the relevance scores and noise-tolerant hybrid
prototypes generation in an end-to-end manner. Firstly, we review the relation modeling with GCN.

Iscen et al. [13] introduced a noise cleaning framework to tackle the few clean and many noisy
problem. Their approach is divided into two stages: a graph cleaning and a classifier learning stage.

First, they applied a two-layered GCN to perform offline cleaning by predicting a class relevance
score r for each noisy example in the D¢ .. v The class relevance scores r € RV are learned
independently for each novel class c:

r = Fo(A, V) = Sigmoid(©] [0] VA],A), (1)

where © = {©1,0,} is the GCN parameters, -], = ReLU(-) and A is the normalized affinity matrix.
The training process is constrained by a binary classification loss Lg:

1< PR
Lo=—¢ ;logrl- N F Z log(1 - ri), )

i=k+1

where A is a hyperparameter for balancing. This loss aims to classify the clean labeled images as
positive examples and treat all the images with noisy labels as negative examples.
In general, a class prototype p, for category c is defined as below:

N

Pc = - Z rivi, (3

r('Z)rcwvel) i=1

where the normalization term r(D;, |

types, i.e. P = [py, ... pc] € R¥¥C.

In prototypical learning, each class would produce a single prototype to serve as a representative
feature for discriminative classification. In the few clean and many noisy classification, the unified
prototype could be learned from the combination of a clean prototype and a noise-tolerant prototype
based on Eq. 3:

i=1"j

D= N r¢. The prototype classifier P consists of C proto-

Pc = Pclean t Pnoise> (4)
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Fig. 2. Overall framework. First, SimNoiPro divides noisy examples into several groups by class relevance
scores r to produce noise-tolerant prototypes. Then, the similarity maximization loss pulls noise-tolerant
prototypes closer to the clean prototype in order to generate a more discriminative prototype for classification.

where
Ly 5)
Pclean = — = —— Vi,
r(Drcwvel) i=1
1 N
Pnoise = —=—— Z riVi. (6)

r(1~)c

noz)el) i=k+1

Second, a few-shot classifier is learned over the novel classes. Particularly, they used a cosine
classifier to minimize the loss function L(D;pper; W):

C lDrcwuel‘

L(ﬁnoueﬁw) == Z

_— r¢log(o(sW'¥5).). (7)
c=1 r(Dervel) i=1 l l

Herein, o(+) is the softmax function, s is the temperature parameter. Both the feature vectors
v € R4 and the classifier W € R?*€ are transformed into £,-normalized form, denoted as ¥ and w.

Although this approach achieved promising results over those methods that only deal with clean
data, one of the drawbacks is that noisy data are often diverse and one noise-tolerant prototype
cannot represent the whole set. Meanwhile, the binary classification loss introduces a discrepancy
between the graph cleaning process and the subsequent prototype-based classifier learning. There
is no guarantee that the learned p,;s. using the class relevance score r would produce a meaningful
prototype for classification.

3.2 Learning from Noise-tolerant Prototypes

As discussed in Section 3.1.2, using one global noise-tolerant prototype cannot represent the
complex noisy web data, and the binary classification loss (Eq. 2) in [13] introduces a discrepancy
between the training and the inference stage.

We address the obstacles by introducing noise-tolerant hybrid prototypes composed of one
clean and multiple noise-tolerant prototypes, and directly optimizing relevance scores and the
noise-tolerant prototypes generation (ppoise) in an end-to-end manner. First, given the diversity
in the noisy set, we divide the noisy examples into a few groups based on their relevance scores
and obtain multiple noise-tolerant prototypes (Section 3.2.1). Second, we propose a similarity
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maximization loss named the SimNoiPro to pull the noise-tolerant prototypes to be closer to the
clean prototype (Section 3.2.2). The overall framework is presented in Figure 2.

3.2.1 Noise-tolerant prototypes generation. The diversity of the noisy images motivates us to treat
the noisy images differently. In the noisy image set, there might be a few closely relevant images
that are visually similar to the clean examples. In the meantime, it is expected that there are a
large number of noisy images that are irrelevant. It can be imagined that the noisy features are
scattered in the embedding space. If we use one noise-tolerant prototype to represent the noisy
set, it can incur a large intra-class variance. Based on this hypothesis, we propose to divide the
noisy images into multiple groups and then generate multiple noise-tolerant prototypes. We define
the noise-tolerant prototypes generation procedure as G. Take the noisy “feature-relevance score”
pairs as input, G produces T noise-tolerant prototypes based on some criteria,

{Phoise o1 = GU (Vi )M, ®)

Each noise-tolerant prototype p’, . is the representative “cluster” or “center” of the corresponding
noise group. Each group also shares similar properties.

Following the above paradigm, we consider two types of noise-tolerant prototypes generation
procedure G.

Feature based clustering. One of the methods to split the noisy images is to perform clustering
on the visual features, e.g. k-means, where the noisy images could be grouped into T clusters
{Ct}thl. The noise-tolerant prototype for each cluster C; can be expressed as:

N
Proise = Z 1(v; € C)riv;. 9)
i=k+1
Since the noisy features are pre-computed in our setting, clustering can be done offline before the
noise cleaning. One of the disadvantages is that the group is fixed and cannot be further adjusted
during the graph cleaning stage.

Relevance score based separation. In this paper, we introduce a general strategy to divide

noisy images into multiple groups. We group the noisy images based on the class relevance scores r
(Eq. 1) generated by the same graph convolutional network Fg (A, V). For each group ¢ € [1,...,T],
its relevance score window w; is denoted as:
"max . rmln( (rmaxT T'min) t),
where 4 and ry,;, denote the maximum relevance score and the minimum relevance score,
respectively. In each noisy window w;, we define the corresponding noise-tolerant prototype as
the weighted average of the features of all noisy images. The noise-tolerant prototype for window
w; (Eq. 10) is denoted as:

{rilrmin + t=1) <1 <Tmin + (10)

N
Plioise = Z 1(r; € we)riv;. (11)
i=k+1
The generated noise-tolerant prototype p’, . . can be regarded as the representative prototype for
all noisy images in window w;. Because the relevance scores are learned from the relations between
the noisy images and clean examples, it takes more factors into consideration to produce better
separation results. Note that the groups are dynamically changed during the training. We adopt
this strategy in most of our experiments.
The introduction of multiple noise-tolerant prototypes provides a separation for different noisy
examples, which enables the modeling of the complex noisy web data in a finer manner.

J. ACM, Vol. 37, No. 4, Article 111. Publication date: August 2018.



111:8 Liang et al.

3.2.2 SimNoiPro Loss. Given noise-tolerant hybrid prototypes consisted of T diverse noise-tolerant
prototypes and one clean prototype {pl ;.. s Phoiser pZme, Pclean}, Our objective is to yield a
compact and discriminative prototype p. for few-shot image classification. The expected prototype
is supposed to be represented as the sum of the noise-tolerant prototypes and the clean prototype.
However, computed from scarce clean examples and large-scale noisy examples, it is nearly hard
to get an unbiased prototype to support the class decision boundary if there are no constraints
between the noise-tolerant prototypes and the clean prototype. A discriminative prototype is
expected to exhibit low intra-class variance in the few clean and many noisy scenarios. Since the
clean examples are more reliable than the noisy ones, it is much more reasonable to require the
expected prototype biased towards the clean prototype.

We introduce a similarity maximization loss to pull the noise-tolerant prototypes to be closer to
the clean prototype. The cosine distance is used to measure the similarity between two prototypes
p1 and p,:

P1 P2
Ipally llpall,”
where ||-||, is £,-norm. Our goal is to minimize the negative similarity between the two prototypes.
The distance minimization enforces the learned noise-tolerant prototype to be relevant to the
specific category. It can overcome the discrepancy between the relevance score generation process
and the prototype-based classification stage, so as to learn a discriminative unified prototype from
the clean prototype and the noise-tolerant prototypes in an end-to-end manner.

It is worth emphasizing that the noise-tolerant prototypes might hold different degrees of bias
against the clean prototype. Specifically, we define the SimNoiPro loss based on Eq. 12 as below:

M(p1,p2) = - (12)

T
1
L= T Z atM(Pcleans p:wise) + ﬁM(pcIeam Pnoise), (13)

t=1

where pcjean is the clean prototype in Eq. 5, pnoise is the global noise-tolerant prototype in Eq. 6,
a is a scaling factor to control the relative weight of the similarity between the clean prototype
and each local noise-tolerant prototype and f is a hyperparameter. In general, a noise-tolerant
prototype that exhibits a higher degree of similarity to the clean prototype should be assigned a
relatively more substantial proportion in the loss function.

Discussion. Iscen et al. [13] used a binary classification loss during training to classify the noisy
examples as negative instances and treat the clean examples as positive instances. It can assign
low relevance scores for those relevant images in the noisy set. The relevance scores and the class
prototype generation are separated into two stages. No constraints are imposed to maintain the
quality of the prototype, which results in a suboptimal class prototype. In contrast, our SimNoiPro is
easy to implement and it directly optimizes the relevance scores and the class prototype generation
in an end-to-end manner, which could potentially produce better relevance scores in a more
plausible way. In the experiments, we find SimNoiPro works better in the low-data regime, but
comparably in the 1-shot setting. The clean prototype formed from one clean image might incur
large intra-class variance, e.g. if the clean image is a photo of cucumbers growing on vines, it might
be difficult to identify noisy images of cucumber slices in salad as relevant ones.

4 EXPERIMENTS
4.1 Benchmarks and Evaluation

4.1.1 Datasets. We evaluate our method on two benchmarks: Low-shot Places365 [55] and Low-
shot ImageNet [8].
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Table 1. Comparisons between different methods on Low-shot Places365. Our method outperforms
other baselines consistently. Iscen et al. T [13] is reimplemented by ourselves. Best results are highlighted.

TOP-5 ACCURACY ON NOVEL CLASSES

Method
ethods k=1 k=2 k=5 k=10 k=20
ResNet-10 - Few Clean Data
Class proto. [7] 28.7+1.12 38.0+0.37 50.5+0.51 57.9 £ 0.35 62.3 £ 0.25

ResNet-10 - Few Clean & Many Noisy Data

p-weighting, f=1[13] 44.0+0.34 457 +0.22 484+0.31 50.0+0.12 50.8+0.25

GJS [4] 444+ 040 458 +0.67 49.2+032 558+033 61.6=+0.28
NCR [14] 46.0 £0.40 469 +051 50.7+0.17 56.5+0.18 62.4=+0.30
Label Propagation [13] 39.6 £0.78 465 +0.22 548 +042 59.6 £0.11 62.0 +0.14
MLP [13] 46.9+0.78 50.1+£0.38 554+0.29 592+026 61.5=+0.31
Iscen et al. [13] 48.71 £ 0.53 51.13 +£0.40 54.26 +£0.29 59.92 +£ 0.34 63.84 £ 0.22
Ours 49.20 + 0.27 52.83 +£ 0.40 58.60 + 0.20 61.59 + 0.28 64.33 + 0.28

Low-shot Places365 [55] is divided into 183 test and 182 validation classes by [13]. Note that
we treat all classes in Places365 as novel categories.

Low-shot ImageNet [8] is created from ImageNet. The total 1000 classes from the ImageNet
dataset are divided into 389 base classes and 611 novel classes. For the purpose of cross-validation,
this benchmark is split into two disjoint sets where the test set contains 196 base classes and 311
novel classes and the remaining are in the validation set.

Noisy data statistics. In our experiments, the above two datasets are considered as the clean sets
and are both extended by large-scale noisy images from the YFCC100M dataset [41]. YFCC100M
consists of around 100M images collected from the Flickr where each image is attached to a text
description. Refer to [13], noisy images are selected if their text annotations contain the name of
the novel class. Towards the end, the Low-shot Places365 and the Low-shot ImageNet datasets are
supplied by extra 9,720,957 and 3,744,994 noisy images, respectively.

4.1.2  Evaluation metric. Following the standard evaluation protocol used in the few-shot setting [8,
13], we perform 5 trials under different k € {1, 2, 5, 10, 20} shot setup. For each trial, we sample k
clean images per class from the clean set and combine them with all noisy data as the training
dataset. We report the average top-5 accuracy over 5-trials on the novel class in the test set.

4.1.3 Training details. In our experiments, features are extracted from ResNet-10 and ResNet-
50 by [13]. The feature extractor is trained on the base class from the Low-shot ImageNet. The
dimension d of the input features is 512 for ResNet-10 and 256 for ResNet-50 (after PCA), respectively.
For graph cleaning stage, similar to [13], we use Adam with a weight decay of 0.0005 as our optimizer.
The initial learning rate is set to 0.1 for 100 iterations and decays by 0.1 every 30 iterations. We
divide T = 5 groups for all shot setups. The hyperparameters a and f are tuned on the validation
set. We cross-validate the possible values of @ and f in the interval [0.01, 1.0]. The step is 0.01 for
[0.01,0.1] and 0.1 otherwise. For classifier learning, we initialize the cosine classifier with the class
prototype. The cosine classifier is trained with a batch size of 512 and optimized with Adam for 50
epochs. The learning rate starts from 0.1 and is finally reduced to 0.001 with cosine annealing [22].
We set the temperature s = 15.
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Table 2. Comparisons between different methods on Low-shot ImageNet. Our method outperforms
other baselines consistently. Iscen et al. T[13] is reimplemented by ourselves. Best results are highlighted.

TOP-5 ACCURACY ON NOVEL CLASSES

Meth

ethods k=1 k=2 k=5 k=10 k=20
ResNet-10 - Few Clean Data

ProtoNets [36] 39.3 54.4 66.3 71.2 73.9

Class proto. [7] 45.3 £ 0.65 571 +037 693+032 748 +0.20 77.8+0.24

Class proto. w/Att. [7]  45.8 £0.74 57.4+038 69.6+0.27 750+0.29 782=+0.23

ResNet-10 - Few Clean & Many Noisy Data

Similarity [13] 498 £0.29 563+027 642+032 684+014 71.2+0.12
p-weighting, # =1[13] 56.1+0.06 56.4+0.08 57.1+0.05 57.7+0.08 58.7+0.06
B-weighting, f* [13] 55.6 £0.24 583+0.14 634025 675+034 71.0+0.22

GJS [4] 655+033 669+024 693+032 739+0.28 77.9+0.09
NCR [14] 66.7+0.24 67.8+0.12 705+0.20 744+0.26 784+0.22
Label Propagation [13] 62.6 +£0.35 67.0 +0.41 74.6+£030 763 +023 77.7+0.18
MLP [13] 63.6 +041 688+042 737+025 756+0.21 77.6+0.21
Iscen et al. T [13] 72.88 £ 0.44 7494+ 0.20 76.07 £0.21 78.78 +£0.25 81.02 £+ 0.30
Ours 72.92 £0.26 75.60 +0.36 78.83 £0.31 80.71 +£0.21 81.06 + 0.22

ResNet-50 - Few Clean Data

ProtoNets [36] 49.6 64.0 74.4 78.1 80.0
Class proto. [7] 50.1 £0.62 629+043 749+0.10 795+0.25 82.1+0.34

ResNet-50 - Few Clean & Many Noisy Data

GJS [4] 73.0+036 749+035 773+032 814+0.28 84.6+0.15
NCR [14] 74.7+0.21 765+0.14 79.4+0.29 825+0.24 854+0.17
Iscen et al. t [13] 79.57 £ 0.30 81.48 +£0.32 81.64+0.26 84.75+0.18 87.06 = 0.14
Ours 80.30 + 0.43 82.77 £ 0.24 85.17+0.34 86.81+0.10 87.24 + 0.13

4.2 Evaluation Results

4.2.1 Baseline Setups. We compare our method with several baselines. These baselines include:
(1) Class proto. [7]: the class prototype is computed as the mean of the clean feature embeddings.
(2) ProtoNets [36]: a meta-learning approach for few-shot classification. (3) f-weighting [13]: the
relevance score is set as 8. (4) Label Propagation [13]: the relevance scores are obtained by solving
a linear system. (5) MLP [13]: this model learns a nonlinear mapping for assigning relevance scores.
(6) Similarity [13]: the relevance score is calculated as the cosine similarity between the data point
and the class prototype. (7) GJS [4]: a generalized jensen-shannon divergence loss for learning with
noisy labels. (8) NCR [14]: a neighbor consistency loss for combating with noisy labels. (9) Iscen et
al. [13]: a recently proposed method based on the graph convolutional network for learning with
few clean and many noisy labels. Please refer to [13] for more details.

4.2.2 Quantitative analysis. We report the top-5 accuracy performance on Low-shot Places365
in Table 1. f-weighting takes effect when clean images are limited. It performs worse than class
proto if enough clean samples are provided. GJS and NCR get better results by constraining the
network to output consistent predictions for noisy labels, but still lag behind our method by 9.4%
and 7.9%, respectively, in the 5-shot setting. By measuring the relations between noisy and clean
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data, Label Propagation and MLP improve a lot in the low-shot settings. In the 20-shot setting,
the improvement upon the class prototype is marginal. We observe that our method consistently
outperforms other methods, especially in the 2/5/10-shot setup. The performance gaps relative
to the Iscen et al. are +1.7%, +4.3% and +1.6%, respectively. In the 5-shot setting, our SimNoiPro
provides 58.60% accuracy over the Iscen et al. 54.26%. It indicates we can learn a better few-shot
classifier with the relevance scores generated by our consistent learning objective.

Table 2 presents the top-5 accuracy performance of different methods on Low-shot ImageNet.
First, we can find that learning with additional noisy data brings significant improvement in the few-
shot setting, especially 1-shot case, where we can gain more than 20% performance improvement.
Even a simple baseline Similarity can improve 4% accuracy after using noisy data. This confirms
that noisy data are potentially useful to facilitate the learning of the few-shot classifier if we can
mine those relevant images and measure their similarities with clean ones. Second, compared to
other methods that also use additional noisy data to enhance the classifier learning, our method
achieves better performance, mostly in the 5-shot setup, where our model can gain the average
top-5 accuracy up to 78.83% with the backbone of ResNet-10, while the Iscen et al. method [13] can
only reach 76.07%. Our SimNoiPro directly optimizes the class relevance scores for noise-tolerant
prototypes generation so that it can overcome the inconsistent optimization issues in the baseline
method and produce a more discriminative prototype for classification. Note our SimNoiPro can
even offer comparable performance in the 5-shot setting to the Iscen et al. (78.78%) where 10 clean
images are given. This is very beneficial and efficient when deployed to the real-world scenario
because it indicates that few well-annotated clean data are good enough to identify relevant
images from a noisy set and improve the generalization of the few-shot learner. We also notice
that our method achieves comparable results under the k € {1, 20} shot settings. The comparable
performance on the 1-shot setting might be due to the lack of a representative clean prototype.
Given only one clean image, noise cleaning can be much more biased. For the 20-shot setting, the
highly discriminative capacity of the prototype composed of 20 clean images might lead to limited
improvement. Last, if we use a stronger backbone such as ResNet-50 in our experiment, more
discriminative features are extracted, which contributes to better performance. Our approach yields
an enhancement of 3.5% and 2.1% in relative improvement over the strong Iscen et al. baseline
in the 5-shot and 10-shot settings, respectively. These results suggest that our SimNoiPro works
better by introducing multiple noise-tolerant prototypes to model the diversity of the noisy web
image set and incorporating the class prototype generation into the noise cleaning procedure to
produce more plausible relevance scores. The noise-tolerant prototype can be much more compact
and discriminative with lower intra-class variance. Training with the cosine classifier can boost
performance.

4.3 Ablation Study

In this subsection, we conduct several ablation studies: (1) classification accuracy of the class
prototype; (2) different number of noise groups; (3) different types of noise-tolerant prototypes
generation; (4) replace the similarity maximization loss with the similarity minimization loss.

4.3.1 Classification accuracy of the class prototype. We directly leverage the class prototype to
perform the classification. The test image is classified by the nearest matching. As seen in Table 3,
our method outperforms the baseline method on both Low-shot Places365 and Low-shot ImageNet.
The improvement is 3.4% and 1.6%, respectively. Our SimNoiPro enables better relevance score
generation, which results in more discriminative and compact prototypes.

4.3.2  Effect of the number of noise-tolerant prototypes. We investigate the influence of the number
of noise groups on the performance in our few-shot setting. Here, we evaluate our method under
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Table 3. Class prototype classification. Our method can generate more discriminative and compact
prototypes for performance improvement. We report average top-5 accuracy under the 5-shot setting. Iscen et
al. T [13] is reimplemented by ourselves.

Methods Low-shot Places365 Low-shot ImageNet

Iscen et al. T [13] 53.80 + 0.26 73.76 + 0.20
Ours 57.16 + 0.45 75.38 + 0.28

the 5-shot setting. We divide the noisy data into T € {1,2,3,4,5,6} groups, and each group is
assigned an equal weight, i.e., a; is set to 1.0 for all groups. The results on Low-shot ImageNet are
shown in Figure 3. We observe that the top-5 classification accuracy improves when we increase
the number of noise groups but reaches saturation when T = 4. This indicates that SimNoiPro
is less sensitive to the number of noise groups when the number of noise groups is larger than
4. Compared to the case when T = 1, more noise-tolerant prototypes bring the improvement of
the performance, showing that the introduction of multiple noise-tolerant prototypes plays an
important role in the modeling of the diverse noisy set.

74

Table 4. Effect of the hyperparameter setting
7 ././'/‘\"’. in our SimNoiPro loss. Both global and local
g terms are important. Increasing a; is preferred.
g 72
z TOP-5 ACCURACY
= Method
a eSS ON NOVEL CLASSES
70H ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ p=0 66.59 + 0.43
1 2 3 4 5 6 B
Number of groups ar =0 72.68 £ 0.31
Decreasing a; 73.86 £ 0.28
Fig. 3. Effect of the number of noise-tolerant Equal a; 7470 + 0.22
prototypes. More noise-tolerant prototypes can Increasing oy 75.38 + 0.28

lead to better performance before saturation.

4.3.3  Effect of the hyperparameter setting in our SimNoiPro loss. We study the effect of the hy-
perparameter by setting «; = 0 or f§ = 0 individually. The results are shown in Table 4. We find
that removing any of them can degrade the performance. The accuracy drops by 8.8% when ff = 0
and 2.7% when a; = 0, respectively. Besides, we perform the ablation analysis on the setup of
the sequence {a;}. We compare three types: (1) Decreasing ;. (2) Equal ;. (3) Increasing «;.
Among them, Increasing a; achieves the best result. It confirms our hypothesis that a noise-tolerant
prototype should be assigned a relatively more substantial proportion if it exhibits a higher degree
of similarity to the clean prototype, as discussed in Section 3.2.2.

4.3.4  Effect of the types of noise-tolerant prototypes generation. In this ablation, we consider two
types of noise-tolerant prototypes generation: feature based clustering and relevance score based
separation. For feature based clustering, k-means is applied to cluster the pre-computed noisy
features into 5 groups. We adopt similar hyperparameter configurations as the relevance score
based method, and ensure that the noise-tolerant prototype closer to the clean prototype is assigned
a higher weight. Table 5 shows the comparison between two ways of noise-tolerant prototypes
generation on Low-shot ImageNet. Clustering based method shows worse performance than the
relevance score based method. When there are more clean images, the gap tends to be smaller.
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Table 5. Effect of noise-tolerant prototypes generation methods. Relevance score based separation
exhibits the advantages of producing customized and robust groups adaptively.

TOP-5 ACCURACY ON NOVEL CLASSES

Method
ernoas k=1 k=2 k=5 k=10 k=20
ResNet-10 - Few Clean & Many Noisy Data
Feature based clustering 58.33 +£0.43 66.27 £0.38 73.32+0.23 75.87 £0.21 78.26 +0.16

Relevance score based separation 67.64 + 0.38 70.98 + 0.25 75.38 + 0.28 76.98 + 0.20 78.39 + 0.14

Table 6. Comparison between similarity minimization and similarity maximization method. Similar-
ity maximization loss learns better clean-noisy relations that help the generation of compact prototypes.

TOP-5 ACCURACY ON NOVEL CLASSES

Methods k=1 k=2 k=5 k=10 k=20

ResNet-10 - Few Clean & Many Noisy Data

Similarity minimization 23.38 £ 0.60 18.91 +£0.44 34.28 +£0.99 44.31+1.04 63.74 +0.65
Similarity maximization 67.64 + 0.38 70.98 + 0.25 75.38 + 0.28 76.98 + 0.20 78.39 + 0.14

As discussed in Section 3.2.1, clustering is performed offline and the resulting noise groups are
fixed in the graph cleaning stage. The separation is determined by the geometry of the feature
space. It cannot embrace the benefit of the learned relations by graph convolutions. This leads
to performance degradation. On the contrary, the relevance score based generation exhibits the
advantages of adaptively producing the customized noise groups, which are much more robust to
the influence of the irrelevant images. Therefore, we apply the relevance score based noise-tolerant
prototypes generation in our experiments.

4.3.5 Similarity minimization vs. Similarity maximization. If the noisy set is pretty diverse and
composed of many closely relevant images, pulling the noise-tolerant prototypes closer to the
less representative clean prototype might result in overfitting issues. We investigate the effect of
replacing the similarity maximization by minimization. The similarity minimization loss tries to
push the noise-tolerant prototypes away from the clean prototype. Therefore, the final combined
prototype is prevented from being too close to the clean prototype. We validate the similarity
minimization loss with the prototype classifier under different shot settings. The top-5 accuracy
results on Low-shot ImageNet are presented in Table 6. We observe that the performance drops a
lot for each shot setting. For 2-shot case, the similarity minimization method is 52% behind the
similarity maximization method. When given more and more clean images, the gap narrows. This
suggests that more irrelevant images are in the noisy set and our similarity maximum loss can
well select those relevant images and assign higher relevance scores to build a more discriminative
classifier. Meanwhile, our learned relevance scores can measure the clean-noisy relations better,
which can help the generation of a more compact prototype.

4.4 Visualization and Analysis

In this subsection, we show several qualitative results: (1) visualization of the relevance score
distribution. (2) visualization of the representative noisy images.

4.4.1 Distribution of relevance scores. Instead of using binary classification loss to treat the clean
data as positive instances and noisy data as negative ones [13], our SimNoiPro directly optimizes
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Fig. 4. Class relevance r distribution comparison on Low-shot Places365. (a) is for class 2. (b) is for
class 10. (c) is for class 360. Our SimNoiPro reveals the relative importance of noisy features.
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Fig. 5. Class relevance r distribution comparison on Low-shot ImageNet. (a) is for class 113. (b) is for
class 837. (c) is for class 942. Our SimNoiPro reveals the relative importance of noisy features.

the relevance scores for the noise-tolerant prototypes generation in an end-to-end manner. We
compare the distribution of the class relevance r generated by our SimNoiPro and the baseline
method [13]. In this experiment, we divide the interval rp,5x — rmin into 10 groups equally and then
count the number of noisy data for each group in the first trial under the 5-shot setting.

The visualization results for Low-shot Places365 and Low-shot ImageNet are illustrated in Figure 4
and 5, respectively. In Figure 4, we select three typical classes with higher accuracy obtained by our
method on Low-shot Places365. It can be seen that for the baseline method [13], most noisy data
fall into the 0-10% interval. This indicates that the binary classification loss used in [13] simply
pushes the class relevance scores of the noisy data to be close to 0. There is no guarantee to produce
a discriminative unified prototype for classification. However, our SimNoiPro regards each noisy
data as one of the components of the noise-tolerant prototypes. As a result, the output of our model
reveals the relative importance of noisy features and directly contributes to the unified prototype
used in the following classification stage. Specifically, we observe that the distribution of r produced
by our method is quite different from the baseline in class 2. In Figure 5, more visualization results
on Low-shot ImageNet are presented. We also find that the distribution of the relevance scores for
the baseline model is more centralized while our method produces a more diverse distribution.

4.4.2 Qualitative analysis. We show the representative noisy images with the corresponding class
relevance scores in the different noise groups produced by our SimNoiPro. The results on Low-shot
Places365 and Low-shot ImageNet are presented in Figure 6 and 7. Figure 6 depicts the results for
class “wind farm” on Low-shot Places365. In Figure 7, we present the noise groups for class “afghan
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“wind farm”

e

0.3581 0.3974

Fig. 6. Qualitative results on Low-shot Places365. Left is one of the clean images with its class name
“wind farm" and class id 360. Right is the 5 noise groups generated by our SimNoiPro. We show each noise
group mostly shares similar visual patterns. Each noisy image is annotated with its class relevance score r.

Class 160
“afghan hound”

0.2604 0.2653

Fig. 7. Qualitative results on Low-shot ImageNet. Left is one of the clean images with its class name
“afghan hound" and class id 160. Right is the 5 noise groups generated by our SimNoiPro. We show each noise
group mostly shares similar visual patterns. Each noisy image is annotated with its class relevance score r.

hound”. Here, noise groups are divided by the class relevance scores. Note that our relevance
score can represent the relative importance. For each noise group, we randomly sample several
representative noisy images. We notice that each group mostly shares similar visual semantics
except in noise group 1 which contains many irrelevant images. Our method can assign higher
scores to those that look very similar to the given clean image. These results support our basic
motivation in Section 3.2.1. As the noisy set is pretty diverse, using one coarse noise-tolerant
prototype can fail to represent the complex noisy data collections. Our method can well model the
noise data by introducing multiple prototypes. The generated relevance scores are more plausible.

5 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduce SimNoiPro, a similarity maximization loss, to learn a robust few-shot
classifier by leveraging large-scale noisy web data. Our approach is different from previous methods
that formulate noise data cleaning as a binary classification problem, which ignores the diverse
nature of noisy web images and can lead to a discrepancy issue when applied to prototype-based
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classification. SimNoiPro introduces noise-tolerant hybrid prototypes to provide finer modeling of
the diverse noisy set. It enables end-to-end learning by pulling the noise-tolerant prototypes closer
to the clean prototype. We extensively evaluate SimNoiPro on Low-shot Places365 and Low-shot
ImageNet, and demonstrate that it outperforms other methods, showcasing its effectiveness.
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