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Abstract. Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) are known for their
ability to learn hierarchical structures, naturally developing detectors
for objects, and semantic concepts within their deeper layers. Activation
maps (AMs) reveal these saliency regions, which are crucial for many
Explainable AI (XAI) methods. However, the direct exploitation of raw
AMs in CNNs for feature attribution remains underexplored in literature.
This work revises Class Activation Map (CAM) methods by introduc-
ing the Label-free Activation Map (LaFAM), a streamlined approach
utilizing raw AMs for feature attribution without reliance on labels.
LaFAM presents an efficient alternative to conventional CAM meth-
ods, demonstrating particular effectiveness in saliency map generation
for self-supervised learning while maintaining applicability in supervised
learning scenarios.

1 Introduction

Self-supervised learning (SSL) has emerged as a flexible approach in computer
vision [6,16], demonstrating the ability to learn the underlying structure from
data without manual annotations. This property enables SSL models to be ap-
plied to a variety of downstream tasks, making them often referred to as general
purpose or foundation models [4]. However, the absence of labels presents a chal-
lenge in evaluating whether these models have learned relevant representations
or if they captured biases and shortcuts [20]. Therefore, it is crucial to identify
and address potential shortcomings, particularly in light of the EU AI Act [19],
which requires transparency in high-risk areas such as healthcare.

While Vision Transformers [10] show impressive results, convolutional neural
networks (CNNs) continue to be extensively used due to their well-established
effectiveness in extracting spatially coherent features and their interpretabil-
ity [26,30,31]. Evidence suggests that CNNs can inherently develop detectors
for semantic objects without explicit supervision [3,15,33], making Activation
Maps (AMs) in deeper layers a key factor in the success of current XAI meth-
ods [5,8,21,23,25,28,31,34].

Surprisingly, while AMs are acknowledged for their ability to capture abstract
concepts the utilization of raw AMs has been largely overlooked in the literature.
Addressing this gap, we propose the Label-free Activation Map (LaFAM) as an
alternative to traditional occlusion and gradient-based techniques. LaFAM does
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Fig. 1: Saliency maps comparison. The contours are overlaid to provide a ref-
erence for the ground truth. The title on the left displays the true labels from
PASCAL VOC 2012 alongside the ImageNet labels predicted by ResNet50. Grad-
CAM utilizes the predicted labels to generate saliency maps. Noticeably, the
LaFAM saliency maps are very similar to those produced by Grad-CAM, while
RELAX produces noisy saliency maps. The first row demonstrates a misclassi-
fication example, showcasing a situation where Grad-CAM fails to highlight the
correct region. A detailed comparison is presented in Section 4.

not require labels, making it ideally suited for SSL models. It may further benefit
supervised learning due to its ability to highlight salient regions that traditional
methods might ignore since they primarily focus on generating class-specific
saliency maps. For reproducibility and further examination, both the source
code1 and a live demonstration2 are made available.

2 Related Work

Early foundational work by Zeiler and Fergus (2014) demonstrates the use of oc-
clusion sensitivity to show how CNN predictions decline when key image features
are masked, thereby localizing critical features for classification [31]. Building
on this concept, the Randomized Input Sampling for Explanation (RISE) [22]
method employs random masks to create occlusions, facilitating the generation
of saliency maps that identify salient regions in image classification tasks.

Zhou et al. (2016) enhanced interpretability by introducing Class Activa-
tion Maps (CAMs) which are a linear combination of AMs in the last convo-
lutional layer, multiplied by the weights of the output layer [34]. Nevertheless,
this method is limited by its architecture-specific requirements, which include a
global average pooling followed by a fully connected output layer. To mitigate
this architectural constraint, various gradient-based [25,8,21] and gradient-free
1 https://github.com/karray/LaFAM
2 https://karay.me/examples/lafam

https://github.com/karray/LaFAM
https://karay.me/examples/lafam
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methods [5,23,28] were proposed that aim to obtain a class-specific score to weigh
the AMs.

However, these methods do not apply to SSL, as they require labels to calcu-
late the class scores. Given the lack of annotations in SSL, there is a requirement
for a label-free scoring function that can measure the output. Representation
learning explainability (RELAX) [29] method addresses this issue by adapting
RISE to SSL models. It utilizes cosine similarity as a replacement for the class
score function. It measures the difference between the embedding of the original
image and the embeddings of the occluded images, which is then used to weigh
the occlusion masks.

Nevertheless, it suffers from several limitations including computational in-
efficiency due to multiple model inference and noisy results. Additionally, using
solid color patches for occlusion may produce out-of-distribution samples, which
can produce misleading explanations that do not reflect the behavior of a model
on typical in-distribution data.

We propose to utilize the raw AMs directly for generating saliency maps with-
out further manipulations, as they already encapsulate essential semantic and
spatial information [15,33]. Given that this approach does not require labeled
data, it is particularly well-suited for SSL. Additionally, this method may signifi-
cantly benefit self-supervised models by revealing all learned concepts, including
those not explicitly labeled as shown in Figure 2.

3 Method

LaFAM is a post hoc analytical label and gradient-free method that generates
saliency maps by averaging the activation maps at a selected convolutional layer.
Unlike fully connected layers, convolutional layers preserve spatial information,
which is essential for constructing spatially coherent saliency maps. LaFAM re-
quires a single forward pass during inference to obtain the activation of the target
convolutional layer, which makes it computationally efficient.

Let Al,k
i,j denote the activation at spatial position (i, j) in the k-th channel of

the l-th convolutional layer. The average activation Āl
i,j over channels at position

(i, j) for the l-th convolutional layer is computed as follows:

Āl
i,j =

1

K

K∑
k=1

Al,k
i,j , (1)

where K is the number of channels in the l-th convolutional layer.
The ResNet used in this work incorporates Rectified Linear Units (ReLUs),

which ensures that the AMs contain only non-negative values, representing a
positive contribution to the output. However, these values are unbounded in the
positive direction, requiring normalization. Therefore, the saliency map MLaFAM
is constructed by first applying min-max normalization to the averaged map Āl

scaling the values to the range [0, 1]. The resulting map is then upsampled to
match the input image size:
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MLaFAM = Up
(
N

(
Āl

))
, (2)

where N denotes the min-max normalization function, and Up represents the
operation of upsampling the normalized map to the input image size.

4 Experiment

We systematically evaluate and compare LaFAM with RELAX in SSL settings.
To this end, we employ SimCLR [9] and SwAV [6] models with a ResNet50 [17]
backbone, pretrained3 on ImageNet-1k [24]. Given that the final convolutional
layer produces AMs with a 7x7 spatial dimension and 2048 channels, RELAX
is set to generate an equal number of masks with the same spatial resolutions.
These masks are produced based on a Bernoulli distribution with a p-parameter
of 0.5.

Table 1: Saliency maps performance comparison on ImageNet-S (higher values
are better).

Supervised (ResNet50) SSL (SimCLR) SSL (SwAV)
Metric Grad-CAM LaFAM RELAX LaFAM RELAX LaFAM

Pointing-Game 94.00 90.67 88.29 92.14 85.47 89.90
Sparseness 42.74 34.82 35.26 49.70 31.49 39.92

Relevance Mass Accuracy 50.28 45.89 46.19 53.32 42.96 50.13
Relevance Rank Accuracy 62.22 59.50 58.13 61.44 53.64 64.69

Top-K Intersection 75.07 69.09 71.21 76.59 63.83 71.68
AUC 83.12 80.45 76.49 81.28 70.13 83.03

This evaluation is conducted using segmentation masks derived from the
validation sets of ImageNet-S [14] and the PASCAL VOC 2012 [12,11] datasets.
To ensure a fair and consistent comparison, all methods employ nearest neighbor
interpolation for upscaling the saliency maps.

Furthermore, we isolate pertinent samples by selecting distinct categories and
discarding masks with multiple classes. For the PASCAL VOC 2012 dataset,
the image set was narrowed down to 13 labels. The refined datasets consisted of
11,294 and 753 samples from ImageNet-S and PASCAL VOC 2012, respectively.

We also compare the performance of LaFAM and Grad-CAM in supervised
settings as a baseline for reference using a pretrained ResNet50 classifier4.

Quantitative analysis is performed using the Quantus framework [18], with
a particular focus on saliency map quantification through segmentation masks.
The selected metrics are described in Appendix A.1. Visual examples of the
saliency maps are presented in Figure 1, as well as in Figure 4 in the Appendix.
3 Pretrained models from PyTorch Lightning Bolts
4 Pretrained model from Torchvision
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Table 2: Saliency maps performance comparison on PASCAL VOC 2012 (higher
values are better).

Supervised SimCLR SwAV
Metric Grad-CAM LaFAM RELAX LaFAM RELAX LaFAM

Pointing-Game 90.83 91.23 91.63 94.68 82.73 93.62
Sparseness 44.39 36.20 36.04 51.00 32.36 41.61

Relevance Mass Accuracy 40.44 37.13 38.00 45.67 34.18 42.17
Relevance Rank Accuracy 53.53 53.94 54.55 58.73 46.40 61.05

Top-K Intersection 65.46 63.42 67.82 75.05 56.22 67.63
AUC 82.87 84.00 79.88 85.33 71.24 87.74
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Fig. 2: Saliency maps comparison for scenes with two distinct objects. Left-hand
labels indicate ImageNet labels predicted by ResNet50 classifier.

Table 1 and Table 2 present the results for the ImageNet-1k and PASCAL
VOC 2012 datasets, comparing LaFAM with RELAX for SimCLR and SwAV
in SSL settings, and with Grad-CAM in the supervised setting as a point of
comparison.

In the SSL scenario, LaFAM outperforms RELAX across all metrics for both
datasets. Specifically, the higher Pointing-Game and Sparseness scores indicate
more precise and focused saliency maps. RELAX shows a low Sparseness score,
indicating that it tends to produce noticeably noisy saliency maps, especially
for small objects. This observation is supported by the qualitative findings, as
depicted in Figure 1 and Figure 4 in the Appendix.

In supervised settings, LaFAM is competitive with Grad-CAM across several
metrics. As expected, Grad-CAM demonstrates superior results in the Sparseness
metric. It implies that Grad-CAM generates less scattered explanations, as its
design inherently highlights discriminative regions associated with specific class
labels. However, CAM methods require labels and it can be a limiting factor since
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class scores are computed with respect to the most probable prediction. This can
lead to wrong or misleading explanations when the prediction is incorrect.

In contrast, a lower Sparseness score for LaFAM suggests that it captures
a broader range of learned features, which can be beneficial compared to CAM
methods, especially when an image contains multiple objects in a scene. It,
therefore, may not be necessarily interpreted as a shortcoming but rather as a
more universal approach as shown in Figure 2.
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Fig. 3: Examples of misclassifications on ImageNet-1k. The left-hand title indi-
cates the method used to generate the saliency maps, while the top title indicates
ImageNet-1k ground truth and labels predicted by ResNet50.

Figure 2 depicts scenes with two distinct objects, demonstrating the ability of
LaFAM to highlight multiple concepts simultaneously. This capability is crucial
not only for SSL but may also benefit supervised models by providing insights
into their behavior when processing complex scenes. Unlike traditional CAM
methods, which focus on a single object due to their class-specific approach,
LaFAM allows for a more comprehensive understanding of learned concepts. This
can be particularly beneficial when predictions are incorrect or when assessing
model robustness in real-world situations, where scenes often contain multiple
classes. By aggregating AMs without relying on specific predictions, LaFAM can
help identify and address model misclassification.

Figure 3 shows examples of misclassifications on ImageNet-1k. It can be
seen that LaFAM accurately highlights the correct object, in contrast to Grad-
CAM. This may indicate that the model has identified the target object, but
the presence of multiple objects in the scene may lead to a higher output for
an incorrect class. Consequently, the saliency maps produced by Grad-CAM are
focused on the wrong object.
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5 Discussion

This study evaluates methods XAI methods in the context of CNNs and com-
pares the performance of LaFAM and RELAX within the SSL scenario and
LaFAM and Grad-CAM under supervised conditions as a reference point.

Our findings reveal that LaFAM consistently outperforms RELAX across all
metrics for SSL models, particularly for scenes with small-sized objects. While
the performance of RELAX is suboptimal, it can be enhanced by decreasing
cell sizes and increasing the number of masks to generate more detailed saliency
maps, although this increment raises computational costs. In contrast, LaFAM
is more computationally efficient and requires no additional hyperparameters,
making it a more practical choice for saliency map generation in SSL scenarios.

A common limitation of traditional CAM methods, including LaFAM, is low
resolution. However, it might be possible to address this limitation by redis-
tributing the AM values to earlier layers through Layer-wise Relevance Prop-
agation (LRP) [2]. This approach could potentially mitigate the issue, but its
effectiveness requires further investigation.

In conclusion, the results highlight that LaFAM emerges as a robust and
flexible method, contributing to the diversification of the XAI toolbox. Its com-
putational efficiency and label-free saliency map generation make it valuable
for understanding model decisions across both supervised and self-supervised
learning paradigms.
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A Appendix

A.1 Metrics

A significant challenge in XAI is the absence of standardized evaluation metrics.
Quantus [18] addresses this challenge by offering a flexible toolkit that gathers
and systematizes a diverse range of evaluation metrics for explanation methods.
Within the framework, we selected the following metrics for evaluation:

– Pointing-Game [32] establishes whether the most salient attribution aligns
with the target object, reflecting the model’s precision in highlighting rele-
vant image areas.

– Top-K Intersection [27] measures the overlap between the binarized expla-
nation and the ground truth mask for the top k features, aiding in assessing
alignment with actual object locations.

– Relevance Rank Accuracy and Relevance Mass Accuracy [1] eval-
uate, respectively, the concentration of high-attribution pixels within the
ground truth mask and the extent to which positive attributions are con-
fined to the ground truth area.

– AUC [13] assesses how well attributions correlate with the ground-truth
mask by analyzing the receiver operating characteristic curve.

– Sparseness [7] measures explanatory complexity. Using the Gini Index,
Sparseness assesses whether the salient features identified are both predictive
and free of excess noise, criteria important for interpretability.
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Fig. 4: Additional results for PASCAL VOC 2012. The title on the left displays
the true labels from PASCAL VOC 2012, alongside ImageNet labels predicted
by ResNet50. Grad-CAM utilizes the predicted labels to generate saliency maps.
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