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Abstract Hard negative generation aims to generate

informative negative samples that help to determine

the decision boundaries and thus facilitate advancing

deep metric learning. Current works select pair/triplet

samples, learn their correlations, and fuse them to

generate hard negatives. However, these works merely

consider the local correlations of selected samples, ig-

noring global sample correlations that would provide

more significant information to generate more infor-

mative negatives. In this work, we propose a Globally

Correlation-Aware Hard Negative Generation (GCA-

HNG) framework, which first learns sample correla-

tions from a global perspective and exploits these cor-

relations to guide generating hardness-adaptive and di-

verse negatives. Specifically, this approach begins by

constructing a structured graph to model sample cor-

* Both authors contributed equally to this research.

† Corresponding author.

Wenjie Peng
South China University of Technology, Guangzhou, China

E-mail: eepwj@mail.scut.edu.cn

Hongxiang Huang

South China University of Technology, Guangzhou, China
E-mail: hhx769246124@gmail.com

Tianshui Chen
Guangdong University of Technology, Guangzhou, China

E-mail: tianshuichen@gmail.com

Quhui Ke

South China University of Technology, Guangzhou, China

E-mail: kquhui@gmail.com

Gang Dai
South China University of Technology, Guangzhou, China

E-mail: eedaigang@mail.scut.edu.cn

Shuangping Huang

South China University of Technology, Guangzhou, China
E-mail: eehsp@scut.edu.cn

relations, where each node represents a specific sam-

ple and each edge represents the correlations between

corresponding samples. Then, we introduce an itera-

tive graph message propagation to propagate the mes-

sages of node and edge through the whole graph and

thus learn the sample correlations globally. Finally, with

the guidance of the learned global correlations, we pro-

pose a channel-adaptive manner to combine an anchor

and multiple negatives for HNG. Compared to current

methods, GCA-HNG allows perceiving sample correla-

tions with numerous negatives from a global and com-

prehensive perspective and generates the negatives with

better hardness and diversity. Extensive experiment re-

sults demonstrate that the proposed GCA-HNG is su-

perior to related methods on four image retrieval bench-

mark datasets.

Keywords Hard Negative Generation, Deep Metric

Learning, Representation Learning, Image Retrieval.

1 Introduction

Deep metric learning aims to design a metric for quan-

tifying sample similarity in an embedding space, where

similar samples cluster closely while the others go apart.

This approach finds extensive application in various vi-

sion tasks, including image retrieval [23,27,33,37,62,72],

face recognition [40,48,70], and person re-identification

[32, 34, 81]. One way to improve the performance of

metric learning is to give more informative inputs for

training. Hard negative generation (HNG) is one of the

typical methods, which generates informative negative

samples that help to determine the decision boundaries.

Current works on HNG typically fuse a pair or

triplet of samples to produce a hard negative by GAN
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1.Continental GT(12)
2.Durango(07)
3.Durango(12)
4.Magnum Wagon(08)

Fig. 1 The t-SNE visualization depicts the embedding distribu-

tions of four classes on the Cars196 dataset, with each class rep-

resented by a distinct colored shape. This illustration emphasizes
the importance of considering global correlations with negatives

from diverse classes when analyzing a specific anchor for HNG. It
points out the necessity of perceiving the global geometric distri-

bution to generate harder synthetic negatives for closely related

classes, thereby enhancing class discrimination. In contrast, for
more distantly related negatives, it should control the hardness

of the synthetic negative reasonably to avoid deviating from its

corresponding class distribution.

[12] or auto-encoder [78]. These methods primarily con-

centrate on local correlations within only a few selected

samples, consequently leading to the synthesis of nega-

tives with potentially inaccurate levels of hardness due

to the lack of consideration for the potential influence of

other classes. As illustrated in Fig. 1, consider an anchor

belonging to class 2; selecting negative samples from

closely related classes, such as 3 or 4, can effectively

generate hard negatives to enhance the model discrim-

ination between classes due to their relative proximity.

In contrast, the anchor from class 2 and the samples

from class 1 are significantly more distant. In scenarios

where the HNG process only accounts for local sample

correlations, there is a risk of generating synthetic neg-

atives that inaccurately deviate from the intended em-

bedding space of the corresponding negative class, po-

tentially aligning with the distribution of an unrelated

class, such as class 4. This misalignment underscores

the critical necessity of incorporating the correlations

of a boarder range of negative classes, i.e., global sam-

ple correlations, in the HNG process. By doing so, it

becomes possible to accurately perceive the similarity

among various negative classes, enabling the genera-

tion of informative negatives with appropriate levels of

hardness and relevance.

In this work, we aim to explore sample correlations

globally to help synthesize informative negative repre-

sentations via a novel Globally Correlation-Aware Hard

Negative Generation (GCA-HNG) framework. This

framework perceives sample fine-grained correlations

from a global perspective and subsequently harnesses

these global correlations to guide informative negative

generation. Although previous works [12,22,78,80] have

acknowledged the significance of HNG, they merely

confine their focus to the local correlations within two

or three samples and introduce a generator network to

fuse them for synthesizing hard negatives via repre-

sentation mapping. Instead, our proposed GCA-HNG

framework extends beyond this narrow scope by learn-

ing global correlations across a broader range of nega-

tive classes, enabling it to accurately determine a sam-

ple’s relative position within the global geometric distri-

bution. Based on the learned correlations, GCA-HNG

can synthesize negatives with adaptive hardness and

rich diversity in a reasonable distribution range by a

more flexible interpolation fusion approach.

The GCA-HNG framework consists of two integral

components: the Globally Correlation Learning (GCL)

module and the Correlation-Aware Channel-Adaptive

Interpolation (CACAI) module. Regarding the GCL

module, we utilize a structured graph to model sam-

ple correlations within a mini-batch, where each node

represents a specific sample and each edge represents

the correlation between adjacent samples. To promote

effective information interaction, we introduce an it-

erative graph message propagation mechanism. This

mechanism facilitates a reciprocal exchange of informa-

tion between nodes and edges, ensuring that every node

and edge in the graph captures global context informa-

tion and thus computes pairwise correlations globally.

Moreover, we design the CACAI module to leverage the

learned global correlation representations to produce

channel-adaptive interpolation vectors for HNG. Un-

like conventional methods [17,30,61,78] that uniformly

apply a single coefficient across all channels of the in-

terpolation vector, our module determines each coeffi-

cient individually, based on the channel-level similarity

between an anchor and a negative on a global scale.

By leveraging these interpolation vectors, we perform

interpolation between the designated anchor and multi-

ple negatives from a specific class, yielding informative

negative representations directly applicable in metric

model optimization. This method eliminates the need

for an additional generator network, enhancing both

the efficacy and feature adaptability of the GCA-HNG

framework.

Our contributions are summarized as follows:

– We propose a novel GCA-HNG framework, which

learns sample correlations globally and thus helps

generate hardness-adaptive and diverse samples to

facilitate deep metric learning.

– We introduce a GCL module with perceptual as-

sociations with samples from more negative classes

to determine the appropriate hardness for synthetic
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negatives, which enhances the alignment of syn-

thetic representations with class labels.

– We design a CACAI module to integrate global sam-

ple correlations to generate diverse negatives flexi-

bly, improving the feature adaptability for HNG.

– We conducted extensive experiments across four im-

age retrieval benchmark datasets using various com-

binations of backbone networks and metric losses.

The results show that GCA-HNG is superior to the

current advanced methods. Codes and trained mod-

els are available at https://github.com/PWenJay/

GCA-HNG.

2 Related Works

2.1 Deep Metric Learning

Deep metric learning relies on backbone networks for

feature extraction and employs various losses to learn

the metrics. In this realm, the employment of back-

bones such as Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs)

[20,24,55] and Vision Transformers (ViTs) [3,11,58] are

pivotal for effective feature extraction. These backbones

are instrumental in extracting meaningful features from

input data. Metric losses, mainly including pairwise and

proxy-based losses, are crucial for learning discrimina-

tive metrics, with each type of loss offering respective

characteristics and variants. Pairwise losses, as eluci-

dated by [9, 10, 19, 36, 43, 63, 64, 66, 76], primarily focus

on increasing the distance between negative pairs com-

pared to positive pairs. The triplet loss [66] is a typi-

cal example of pairwise loss. It involves constructing a

triplet consisting of an anchor, a positive, and a nega-

tive, with the objective of ensuring that the distance of

the anchor-negative pair is greater than the distance of

the anchor-positive pair by a predefined margin thresh-

old α. To surmount the limitation of only considering a

single negative class in the triplet loss, Sohn et al. [53]

proposed the N-pair loss, which enables the tuple to in-

teract with multiple negative classes for superior perfor-

mance. Although effective in capturing intricate data-

to-data correlations for similarity measurement, as vi-

sually supported by Zhu et al. [82], these methods still

suffer from high training complexity. In contrast, proxy-

based losses [1, 28, 41, 44, 57, 71] represent each class

with a learnable proxy embedding, hence reducing the

training complexity issues and considerably accelerat-

ing model convergence. The ProxyNCA loss [41] is the

first approach to propose the proxy mechanism, adjust-

ing loss constraints between an anchor sample and prox-

ies. Subsequent iteration ProxyNCA++ [57] further in-

troduces several training strategies to improve model

performance. Nevertheless, in the methods described

above, each sample can only construct a distance mea-

surement with the proxies and cannot take full advan-

tage of the data-to-data correlations. To this end, Kim

et al. [28] proposed Proxy Anchor loss to represent the

anchor with proxies rather than the positive or nega-

tive samples to harness data-to-data relationships more

comprehensively. And it has achieved wide application

in many current advanced works [18,27,46,61,75]. More-

over, some other types of metric losses are evolving si-

multaneously [13,14,35]. As a result, there exist numer-

ous combinations of backbones and metric losses used

in deep metric learning, and we thoroughly evaluate the

performance of GCA-HNG under various settings.

Recently, Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) [26, 29,

60] have gained significant popularity due to their ca-

pacity to model and analyze intricate relationships.

By representing data and their correlations through

nodes and edges and exchanging information with their

neighbors, GNNs can effectively capture contextual in-

formation from the entire graph and improve their

representative ability. Researchers extensively deploy

GNNs in many specific fields, including metric learn-

ing [22, 34, 49, 75, 84], representing learning [4, 6, 73],

and image recognition [5, 7, 8, 65]. Numerous studies

on metric learning employ graph structure to model

data relationships and facilitate models to obtain bet-

ter metrics. These relationships establish within a mini-

batch [49, 75], across classes [22, 34], or between sam-

ple and proxies [84]. Inspired by the existing works in

this field, this paper explores the integration of GNNs

in modeling global sample correlations and assists the

model in synthesizing more informative negatives.

2.2 Informative Input Construction

In the domain of deep metric learning, the construc-

tion of informative inputs is crucial for distinguishing

decision boundaries and acquiring discriminative met-

rics. Both mining-based and generation-based methods

are the prevailing direction. Mining-based approaches,

such as easy positive mining [68], hard negative mining

[2,16,48,51,54,83] and hard example mining [25,50,52],

have been proposed to oversample informative samples

for efficient model convergence. Easy positive mining,

as proposed by Xuan et al. [68], suggests that a query

image need not be proximate to all the examples in

its category but rather to a subset of easy positive ex-

amples within that category. This approach fosters a

loosened learning strategy to obtain better generaliza-

tion. In addition to easy positive mining, hard nega-

tive mining, explored in studies by [2, 16, 48, 51, 54],

aims to select the hard negative examples that exhibit

https://github.com/PWenJay/GCA-HNG
https://github.com/PWenJay/GCA-HNG
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high similarity to positive examples and frequently mis-

classified by the model during training. By emphasiz-

ing these challenging negatives in the training process,

the model can enhance its ability to discriminate be-

tween positive and negative instances. Extending be-

yond these concepts, hard example mining, as proposed

by [25, 45, 50, 52, 56], is a broader concept that encom-

passes the selection of both challenging positive and

negative examples. It aims to identify the most informa-

tive samples, regardless of their class, that can facilitate

the acquisition of discriminative metrics. Despite their

efficacy, these mining-based methods that oversampled

a subset of the training set often suffer from limited

sample diversity, potentially leading to overfitting and

suboptimal generalization.

Lately, recent advancements [12, 21, 78] have pro-

posed the generation-based method to alleviate the

problem of limited informative samples inherent in

mining-based methods. Duan et al. [12] synthesized

easy samples into hard negatives through adversarial

training, thus increasing the utilization of easy samples.

Zheng et al. [78] proposed hardness-aware representa-

tion interpolation between a given anchor and a nega-

tive, followed by an auto-encoder to generate the cor-

responding feature of hard negatives while preserving

its class representation. This approach maximizes the

utilization of information buried in all samples. Addi-

tionally, several studies [77,80] explore hard triplet gen-

eration, which introduces a two-stage synthesis frame-

work to generate hard positives and hard negatives si-

multaneously. However, these approaches focus on local

correlations within a few samples and fail to consider

global sample correlations. This oversight leads to po-

tential misalignment of class labels with the embedding

distributions of synthetic negatives, resulting in infor-

mational deficits.

In contrast to the above works, GCA-HNG intro-

duces a novel approach utilizing a GNN based on the

Transformer architecture to capture global sample cor-

relations effectively. It achieves this via an innovative

iterative graph message propagation mechanism, which

assigns adaptive hardness to synthetic negatives based

on the channel-level global correlations and further en-

hances their diversity. Notably, the representations of

these synthetic negatives can be directly used for met-

ric learning, circumventing the need for an additional

generator network that involves feature alignment op-

timization [12, 22, 78]. In this way, GCA-HNG demon-

strates the ability to process features acquired from var-

ious backbone architectures, irrespective of the feature

variance. We will detail this capability in Section 4.6.

The observation underscores the broader applicability

of the GCA-HNG framework in deep metric learning.

3 Methodology

3.1 Overview

Let {(xi, li)}Bi=1 represent a mini-batch of samples, for-

mulated using a balanced sampling strategy [74]. We

organize each batch to incorporate N distinct classes,

with each class comprisingm samples, thus establishing

a batch size of B = N ×m. Each sample’s label, li, be-

longs to the set of available classes {1, ..., C}, where C
denotes the total number of classes. We arrange the

samples into m groups within the batch, with each

group containing one sample from each of theN classes,

maintaining a consistent order across all groups to en-

sure that the class labels {li+gN }m−1
g=0 stay consistent.

The GCA-HNG framework, depicted in Fig. 2, be-

gins by transforming image data x into embedding rep-

resentations z via a feature extractor F , which consists

of a backbone network with a fully connected layer.

Subsequently, it constructs a structured graph G from

the embeddings z to establish sample connectivity and

introduces a GCL module to learn the correlations be-

tween samples globally. To achieve this, the GCL mod-

ule utilizes a graph neural network G equipped with an

iterative graph message propagation mechanism, sup-

ported by the Transformer architecture, to promote the

mutual exchange and aggregation of information be-

tween nodes and edges. This process allows each an-

chor to comprehensively consider its similarity with

other negative samples within the global context of a

mini-batch. Besides, the GCA-HNG framework incor-

porates a CACAI module, which converts the edge rep-

resentations E into adaptive interpolation vectors λ.

Each channel in these vectors corresponds to an adap-

tive interpolation coefficient, specifically designed to

fuse channel-level information between an anchor and

multiple negatives from a specific class. This module

thus generates negative representations ẑ that are both

hardness-adaptive and diverse, enhancing the flexibil-

ity and effectiveness of the HNG process within metric

learning.

3.2 Globally Correlation Learning

To effectively generate highly informative hard nega-

tives, it is crucial to determine their appropriate hard-

ness. This involves identifying a suitable interpolation

point within each anchor-negative pair by assessing

their similarity relative to other pairs in the global

context of a mini-batch. To achieve this, we introduce

a structured graph G to establish sample connectivity

within a mini-batch, coupled with the employment of
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Fig. 2 Schematic of the GCA-HNG framework. We use an embedding representation z1 as the anchor and the embedding repre-

sentations z3 ∼ z6 as negatives to generate the hard negatives of z1 as an illustrative example for clarity. GCA-HNG consists of a
GCL module and a CACAI module. The former constructs a graph for representations z and introduces an iterative graph message

propagation mechanism, where node message propagation implements node-to-node and edge-to-node interaction to perceive global
correlations, and edge message propagation implements node-to-edge interaction to facilitate the edges to model the correlations be-

tween adjacent samples globally. The nodes and edges are updated iteratively. The latter uses the learned global correlations EK
1· to

produce channel-adaptive interpolation vectors λ1· for each anchor-negative pair and integrates the anchor z1 with multiple negatives
from a specific class (e.g., z3, z4) by random weighting (RW) to generate the corresponding informative negatives (e.g., ẑ12) of the

anchor z1.

the graph network G to enable learning sample corre-

lations globally.

Initially, we utilize a feature extractor F to map a

mini-batch of samples x into embedding representations

z. Using these embeddings, we construct a structured

graph G = (V,E). In this graph, nodes V represent the

sample embeddings, and edges E denote the correla-

tions between corresponding samples. At the initializa-

tion stage, we specify the initial representations of each

node and edge as V k
i |k=0 = zi, and Ek

ij |k=0 = zi ⊙ zj ,

respectively, with k indicating the k-th iteration step.

Subsequently, we introduce the graph network G,

which learns sample correlations globally via a novel it-

erative graph message propagation. Detailed in Fig. 3,

this process sequentially updates node and edge repre-

sentations within each iteration of the graph message

propagation, starting with node message propagation

and then followed by edge message propagation. This

ordered updating ensures that node information effec-

tively informs the subsequent edge updates, optimizing

the network’s ability to capture and utilize global sam-

ple correlations comprehensively.

In terms of node message propagation, we incorpo-

rate a node-to-node interaction that allows the anchor

to exclusively interact with all negative samples in the

mini-batch while excluding interactions with itself and

positive samples. This selective interaction utilizes a

masked multi-head self-attention (MMSA) mechanism

to act on the nodes, which is equivalent to sequentially

treating each sample as an anchor that queries with

the corresponding negatives acting as keys and values.

Masking positive pairs is vital to prevent dispropor-

tionately high attention weights, which could reduce

the model’s ability to discern subtle differences between

the anchor and various negative samples. Through this

mechanism, each anchor gains a global perspective of

anchor-negative similarities. Moreover, we augment the

node representations by aggregating neighboring edge

information into nodes through edge-to-node interac-

tions, thus enriching the overall contextual understand-

ing. Using the Transformer architecture [59], we define

the node message propagation mechanism as follows:

V̄ k+1
i ← LN

V k
i +MMSA

(
V k
)
i
+

B∑
j=1

Ek
ij

 , (1)

V k+1
i ← LN

(
FFN

(
V̄ k+1
i

)
+ V̄ k+1

i

)
, (2)

where MMSA
(
V k
)
i

represents the output of the

MMSA module for node i during the k-th graph mes-

sage propagation, FFN refers to the feed-forward net-

work, LN denotes layer normalization.

Regarding edge message propagation, we introduce

a node-to-edge interaction to fuse neighboring node
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Fig. 3 Implementation details diagram of the proposed iterative graph message propagation mechanism, where blue arrows indicate

node message propagation routes and green arrows indicate edge message propagation routes.

representations (i.e., anchor, and negative) into edges

through a cross-attention mechanism. In this setup, the

edge representations serve as queries, while the node

representations act as both keys and values. This pro-

cess facilitates the incorporation of global information

acquired in nodes into the edges, enabling the edges to

capture the correlations of their adjacent nodes from a

global perspective and further adjust attention tenden-

cies between them. As a result, the edges can adaptively

balance the hardness of the synthetic negatives between

the anchor and negative. We also implement this edge

message propagation mechanism using the Transformer

architecture [59], described as follows:

Ēk+1
ij ← LN

(
Ek

ij + CA
(
Ek

ij , V
k+1
i , V k+1

j

))
, (3)

Ek+1
ij ← LN

(
FFN

(
Ēk+1

ij

)
+ Ēk+1

ij

)
, (4)

where CA denotes the cross-attention mechanism.

After executing K iterations of graph message prop-

agation, the edges become thoroughly enriched with

global sample correlations, significantly enhancing the

informativeness of the resultant synthetic negatives.

3.3 Correlation-Aware Channel-Adaptive Interpolation

Based on the above global sample correlations, we fur-

ther design a channel-adaptive interpolation module

that dynamically fuses the representations between an

anchor and multiple negatives to synthesize informative

negatives, which is essential for enhancing class discrim-

ination.

Firstly, we define the interpolation vector λij for

each anchor-negative pair (zi, zj) using their edge rep-

resentation EK
ij , expressed as follows:

λij = Sigmoid
(
FC(EK

ij )
)
. (5)

In this equation, FC denotes a fully connected layer

that transforms edge representation from the graph

learning paradigm into interpolation coefficients, and

the Sigmoid function ensures these coefficients are nor-

malized. The approach allows λij to provide adaptive

weight for channel-level embedding fusion within a spe-

cific anchor-negative pair.

Secondly, our approach differs from the conven-

tional interpolation method [78], which uses a single

interpolation coefficient based on local correlations be-

tween two samples. Instead, we propose a channel-

adaptive interpolation mechanism, which incorporates

global sample correlations to produce adaptive interpo-

lation coefficients for different channels, thus capturing

channel-level similarity correlations between the anchor

and negative more effectively and expanding the search

space of synthetic samples. We formulate this mecha-

nism as follows:

z̃ij =

{
zi + [d+ + λijη(d

− − d+)]
zj−zi

d− , if d− > d+

zj , if d− ≤ d+.

(6)
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Here, zi denotes the anchor and zj the negative. d
− and

d+ are the distances between the anchor-negative and

anchor-positive pairs, respectively, calculated using nor-

malized vectors. To progressively increase the hardness

of synthetic negatives as the network learns, we intro-

duce λijη, a dynamic scaling factor that modulates the

interpolation point location. η is set to e
− α

Javg , where

Javg, indicative of the current model’s metric capabili-

ties, is the average metric loss over the last epoch and

α is a pulling factor [78]. As Javg decreases, η gradu-

ally tightens the upper limit of the interpolation inter-

val, defined as [0, η(d−−d+)
d− ]. Smaller values within this

range indicate higher hardness for the interpolated neg-

atives. The interpolation vector λij produces suitable

and deterministic values within this interval to achieve

informative interpolation based on the learned global

sample correlations. Using this method, we synthesize

each anchor with all its respective negatives in a mini-

batch successively to generate hard negatives.

Furthermore, we diversify the synthetic negatives by

fusing all interpolated representations between an an-

chor and the synthetic samples of a particular negative

class using a random weighting approach:

ẑin = RW ({z̃ij |lj = n}) , (7)

where RW denotes the random weighting operation.

Specifically, we fuse two elements within the set in

Eq.(7) by random weighting to obtain a new interpo-

lated representation and then repeat the above opera-

tion between the interpolated one and the next element

until all elements of the set are traversed. This method

enables the model to explore a wider diversity of po-

tentially hard negative ẑin between each anchor and

negative class within a reasonable range.

Notably, previous interpolation-based HNG meth-

ods [22,78,80] necessitate an additional generator mod-

ule for representation mapping, converting the inter-

polated representations into feature space for metric

learning. However, these methods encounter challenges

when dealing with features that exhibit high variance,

such as those from CNNs with max pooling or Vision

Transformer architectures. In contrast, GCA-HNG di-

rectly uses interpolated representations for optimizing

the metric model. This effectively circumvents the diffi-

culties associated with optimizing the generator module

for high-variance features, thereby broadening the ap-

plicability of GCA-HNG to various feature types. We

will present a detailed proof in Section 4.6.

3.4 Learning Scheme

We divide the optimization objective of the GCA-HNG

framework into two distinct stages, which aim to guide

the generation of hardness-adaptive and diverse nega-

tives and seamlessly integrate them into various met-

ric learning algorithms for end-to-end optimization. We

have provided the detailed algorithmic process in Algo-

rithm 1.

Stage 1: Optimization of Hard Negative Gener-

ation

In the first stage of our GCA-HNG framework, we fo-

cus on guiding the generation of informative negatives

using three distinct losses: classification loss, similarity

loss, and diversity loss. Each targets a specific aspect

of the generation process. These losses collectively en-

hance the model’s ability to generate informative neg-

atives, crucial for effective metric learning.

Classification Loss Jce: This loss employs a classi-

fication head Cz, optimized by real sample representa-

tions z, to ensure that generated negatives accurately

preserve their respective class characteristics. We define

the loss for each synthetic negative as follows:

Jce = CE
(
Cz (ẑin) , l

′

n

)
, (8)

where CE represents the cross-entropy loss, and l
′

n is

the label for class n.

Similarity Loss Jsim: To enhance the challenge pre-

sented by synthetic negatives while maintaining their

class relevance, we propose a similarity loss. This loss

aims to increase the similarity between the anchor zi
and the synthetic negative ẑin, calculated using the co-

sine similarity function:

Jsim = 1− zi · ẑin
∥zi∥ ∥ẑin∥

. (9)

Diversity Loss Jdiv: To broaden the diversity and

expand the search space of synthetic negatives, we in-

troduce a diversity loss based on the standard deviation

of the interpolation vectors λi· associated with each an-

chor zi. This ensures a variety set of negatives for the

model to learn from:

Jdiv = 1− σ (λi·) , (10)

where σ denotes the standard deviation function.

The overall objective for this stage is the simultane-

ous optimization of the graph network G and the clas-

sification head Cz. To refine G, we focus on minimizing

the combined objectives of these three losses, expressed

as:

Jgen = min
G

1

BN

B∑
i=1

lN∑
n=l1, n ̸=li

(Jce + γsJsim + γdJdiv),

(11)
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Algorithm 1 GCA-HNG for Deep Metric Learning
Input: X: training dataset.

Parameter: feature extractor F , graph neural network G, classification heads Cz and Cv .

Note: In this algorithm, sg(·) denotes truncating gradients, thereby stopping the backpropagation to certain model parameters during
specific steps.

Output: The optimized parameters of feature extractor F , i.e., metric model.

1: while not converged do

2: Sample a mini-batch x = {(xi, li)}Bi=1 from X.

3: Map data x to embedding space, i.e., z = F (x).
4: Construct a graph G for embedding representations z and predict the corresponding interpolation vectors based on Eq.(1-5),

i.e., λ = G(sg(z)).

5: Employ λ to generate the representations of informative negative ẑ based on Eq.(6-7).
6: Update G by the gradient on Jgen based on Eq.(11).

7: Employ sg(z) to update Cz by the gradient on Jcz based on Eq.(12).
8: Construct a graph G for embedding representations z and predict the corresponding interpolation vectors based on Eq.(1-5),

i.e., λ = G(z).

9: Employ sg(λ) to generate the representations of informative negative ẑ based on Eq.(6-7).
10: Update F , G, and Cv by the gradient on Jm based on Eq.(17).

11: end while

where γs and γd are weights for the similarity and di-

versity losses, respectively. This formulation illustrates

the strategic supervision of interpolation vectors λ pre-

dicted by the network G in class properties, hardness,

and diversity.

Concurrently, the optimization of the classification

head Cz focuses solely on the real sample representa-

tions z to ensure accurate class prediction:

Jcz = min
Cz

B∑
i=1

CE (Cz (zi) , li) . (12)

Stage 2: Integration of Synthetic Negatives into

Metric Learning

In the second stage of the GCA-HNG framework, the

focus shifts to integrating synthetic hard negatives to
strengthen discriminative training and achieve robust

metric learning. This process also aids the graph net-

work G in learning robust node representations, which

are crucial for generating high-quality hard negatives.

First, we incorporate Jgca, a cross-entropy loss that

enables each node to retain its class semantics while un-

derstanding the global context within the mini-batch,

expressed as:

Jgca =
1

B

B∑
i=1

CE
(
Cv

(
V K
i

)
, li
)
, (13)

where Cv is a classification head that processes the node

outputs from the graph network G.

Next, we introduce Jsyn, a flexible pairwise loss that

sequentially designates each sample within the mini-

batch as an anchor, enabling interactions with corre-

sponding positive and hard negative pairs. Unlike the

N-pair loss, which merely assigns a specific group of

samples as the anchor, Jsyn enhances the utilization of

hard negatives by exploring richer correlations among

them. We formulate this loss as follows:

Jsyn =
1

B

B∑
i=1

log

1 +

lN∑
n=l1, n ̸=li

exp
(
ziẑin − ziz

+
i

) ,

(14)

where z+i represents a positive representation selected

from the same mini-batch. This strategy is crucial for

facilitating the model to distinguish between closely

matched positive and negative pairs.

To verify the efficacy of the GCA-HNG framework,

we utilize two types of metric losses: the N-pair (NP)

loss [53], a classical pairwise loss, and the Proxy Anchor

(PA) loss [28], a widely-used proxy-based loss. These

losses, collectively termed Jr, are applied to real sample

representations z.

The original NP loss limits sampling to just two in-

stances per class, designating the first group of samples

as the anchor and the second as the positive pair. We

have expanded this approach to allow more than two

samples per class, thus enhancing sampling flexibility.

This adjustment supports more extensive exploration

of class perceptual scales and diversity effects for HNG.

Our modification designates the first group of samples

in a mini-batch as the anchor and subsequent m − 1

groups sequentially as corresponding positive pairs. No-

tably, when sampling only two instances per class, our

modified NP loss is equivalent to the original NP loss.

We formulate this modified NP loss as follows:

Jr np(z) =
1

B′

m−1∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

log

(
1+

N∑
q=1, q ̸=j

exp (zjzq+iN − zjzj+iN )

)
, (15)
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where B′
= (m − 1)N . We have described the sample

arrangement order in each mini-batch in Section 3.1.

The formulation for the PA loss is as follows:

Jr pa(z) =
1

|P+|
∑
p∈P+

log

1 +
∑

z+∈X+
p

e−α(s(z+,p)−δ)


+

1

|P |
∑
p∈P

log

1 +
∑

z−∈X−
p

eα(s(z
−,p)+δ)

 ,

(16)

where P denotes all proxy embeddings, with P+ in-

dicating all the positive proxies corresponding to the

N sampling classes. X+
p and X−

p denote sets of repre-

sentations that are, respectively, mutually positive and

negative for the given proxy p. Parameters α and δ are

scaling factor and margin, respectively, with s(·, ·) be-

ing the cosine similarity function.

The overall objective for this stage is to improve

the discriminative capabilities of the graph network G

and the metric model F . We achieve this through a

comprehensive strategy that integrates the above losses

as follows:

Jm = min
F,G,Cv

(Jr(z) + Jgca + (1− γn)Jsyn), (17)

where γn is set to e
− β

Jgen , serving as a balanced factor

with β as a hyper-parameter [79, 80]. As network G

converges, it progressively increases the proportion of

hard negatives to strengthen metric learning.

4 Experiments

4.1 Datasets and Evaluation Metrics

4.1.1 Datasets

To thoroughly evaluate the GCA-HNG framework, we

utilize four image retrieval benchmark datasets, includ-

ing CUB-200-2011 [67], Cars196 [31], Stanford Online

Product (SOP) [43], and InShop Clothes (InShop) [38].

We follow the settings for dataset partitioning as delin-

eated in [28, 49, 79]. Below are detailed descriptions of

these datasets:

– CUB-200-2011 Dataset. Proposed by Welinder

et al. [67], this dataset contains 11,788 images across

200 bird species. The training set comprises the first

100 species with 5,864 images, and the testing set

includes the rest 100 species with 5,924 images.

– Cars196 Dataset. Introduced by Krause et al.

[31], this dataset comprises 16,185 images represent-

ing 196 car models. The division entails a training

set of 98 models with 8,054 images, and a testing

set of 98 models incorporating 8,131 images.

– Stanford Online Products Dataset. Presented

by Oh Song et al. [43], this dataset consists of

120,053 images of 22,634 products from eBay.com.

The training set includes the first 11,318 products

with 59,551 images, while the testing set contains

the rest 11,316 products with 60,502 images.

– InShop Clothes Dataset. Developed by Liu et al.

[38], this dataset comprises 52,712 images of 7,982

clothes items from an online shopping website. The

training set consists of 3,997 categories with 25,882

images. The testing set includes a query subset with

14,218 images of 3,985 clothing items and a gallery

subset with 12,612 images of 3,985 items.

The four benchmark datasets include only training

and testing sets, lacking a validation set. Although Mus-

grave et al. [42] proposed a standard evaluation protocol

for partitioning training data to create a validation set,

most top-tier studies rarely adopt this approach. The

reasons include the scarcity of studies reporting results

under this protocol, hindering direct performance com-

parisons, the reduction in training data often leading

to inferior performance, and the lack of InShop results.

To address this, we follow the common practice in met-

ric learning of treating the testing set as the validation

set. While not the optimal choice, it ensures fair com-

parisons with studies adopting the same protocol.

4.1.2 Evaluation Metrics

Following the setting proposed by Musgrave et al.

[42], we evaluate the retrieval performance of the met-
ric model using three metrics: Recall@Ks (R@K), R-

Precision (RP), and Mean Average Precision at R

(M@R). R@K measures the probability that the cor-

rect class appears within the Top-K retrieved results

for each query. RP evaluates the precision at the rank

R, where R is the total number of references sharing the

same class as the query. M@R calculates the average of

the precision values obtained after each relevant result

is retrieved up to the R-th rank. These metrics collec-

tively offer a comprehensive evaluation of the model’s

retrieval capacity in precision and recall.

4.2 Implementation Details

In our study, we validate the GCA-HNG framework

using prevalent CNN backbones, including GoogLeNet

[55] and ResNet-50 [20], which are widely utilized in

the metric learning field [17, 46, 61, 78]. Following re-

cent advanced studies [15, 27], we also incorporate a
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Table 1 Comparisons of image retrieval performance between our proposed GCA-HNG and current advanced deep metric learning
methods on the CUB-200-2011 and Cars196 datasets. “Arch.” denotes the backbone architecture, “Loss” where “NP” indicates the

original N-pair Loss and “NP+” our modified version, and “PA” for Proxy Anchor Loss. Bold indicates best. #: reproduced by us.

Method Arch. Loss
CUB-200-2011 Cars196

R@1 R@2 RP M@R R@1 R@2 RP M@R

DAMML [12] G512 NP 53.9 66.7 - - 77.8 86.1 - -

HDML-A [79] G512 NP 55.2 68.7 - - 81.1 88.8 - -
Symm [17] G512 NP 55.9 67.6 - - 76.5 84.3 - -

N-pair# [53] G512 NP 61.6±0.2 73.2±0.1 33.5±0.2 22.4±0.1 78.1±0.2 86.5±0.1 34.5±0.1 23.6±0.1

GCA-HNG G512 NP 63.6±0.2 74.7±0.1 34.7±0.1 23.6±0.1 83.5±0.1 90.1±0.1 37.5±0.2 27.1±0.2
N-pair+ [53] G512 NP+ 62.0±0.3 73.2±0.1 33.5±0.3 22.5±0.3 78.1±0.4 86.4±0.3 34.7±0.3 23.8±0.4

GCA-HNG G512 NP+ 63.9±0.1 75.2±0.1 34.9±0.2 23.8±0.2 84.1±0.3 90.4±0.1 37.9±0.1 27.5±0.1

N-pair+ [53] R512 NP+ 66.5±0.1 77.1±0.1 36.5±0.3 25.5±0.3 84.8±0.1 90.7±0.2 39.5±0.1 29.3±0.1

GCA-HNG R512 NP+ 70.3±0.3 80.6±0.3 39.4±0.2 28.4±0.3 88.2±0.3 93.1±0.2 42.3±0.4 32.5±0.4

N-pair+ [53] DN384 NP+ 76.7±0.2 85.2±0.2 43.6±0.2 33.0±0.3 87.6±0.1 92.7±0.1 39.7±0.2 29.7±0.1
GCA-HNG DN384 NP+ 78.5±0.1 86.4±0.1 44.4±0.2 33.9±0.1 90.0±0.1 94.4±0.1 43.6±0.1 34.1±0.1

Proxy Anchor# [28] G512 PA 64.7±0.1 75.2±0.1 35.0±0.1 24.0±0.1 84.8±0.1 90.9±0.1 37.8±0.3 28.0±0.3

GCA-HNG G512 PA 65.7±0.1 76.8±0.2 35.8±0.1 24.8±0.1 86.7±0.2 92.0±0.2 38.2±0.2 28.5±0.2

Intra-Batch [49] R512 PA 70.3 80.3 - - 88.1 93.3 - -

Metrix [61] R512 PA 71.0 81.8 - - 89.1 93.6 - -

NIR [46] R512 PA 70.5 80.6 - - 89.1 93.4 - -
HIER [27] R512 PA 70.1 79.4 - - 88.2 93.0 - -

HSE [69] R512 PA 70.6 80.1 - - 89.6 93.8 - -

Proxy Anchor# [28] R512 PA 68.5±0.3 79.1±0.3 37.9±0.4 27.2±0.4 88.4±0.1 93.4±0.2 40.3±0.2 30.9±0.2
GCA-HNG R512 PA 72.3±0.3 81.4±0.1 40.7±0.3 30.1±0.3 91.1±0.2 94.8±0.1 44.1±0.3 35.4±0.3

HIER [27] DN384 PA 81.1 88.2 - - 91.3 95.2 - -

Proxy Anchor# [28] DN384 PA 79.0±0.3 86.9±0.2 45.0±0.2 35.2±0.2 92.1±0.2 95.7±0.1 44.2±0.1 35.7±0.1
GCA-HNG DN384 PA 80.4±0.1 87.6±0.3 47.2±0.2 37.6±0.3 93.1±0.1 96.3±0.1 44.8±0.2 36.5±0.2

Table 2 Comparisons of image retrieval performance between our proposed GCA-HNG and current advanced deep metric learning
methods on the SOP and InShop datasets. Given the sampling strategy of two samples per class for these datasets, our modified

“NP+” Loss becomes equivalent to the original “NP” Loss.

Method Arch. Loss
SOP InShop

R@1 R@10 RP M@R R@1 R@10 RP M@R

DAMML [12] G512 NP 70.4 84.6 - - 80.8 94.6 - -

HDML-A [79] G512 NP 70.7 85.0 - - 83.6 95.5 - -
Symm [17] G512 NP 73.2 86.7 - - - - - -

N-pair# [53] G512 NP/NP+ 73.6±0.2 88.0±0.1 48.5±0.1 45.0±0.1 86.1±0.1 97.0±0.1 62.5±0.2 59.3±0.2

GCA-HNG G512 NP/NP+ 75.8±0.1 89.6±0.1 50.8±0.2 47.4±0.2 88.6±0.1 97.7±0.1 66.6±0.2 63.5±0.2

N-pair+ [53] R512 NP+ 78.1±0.1 90.4±0.1 53.8±0.2 50.8±0.2 89.6±0.1 97.9±0.1 67.6±0.2 64.7±0.2

GCA-HNG R512 NP+ 80.5±0.1 91.9±0.1 56.8±0.1 53.9±0.1 91.7±0.1 98.4±0.1 71.2±0.4 68.5±0.3

N-pair+ [53] DN384 NP+ 84.6±0.1 94.4±0.1 63.5±0.2 60.8±0.2 92.1±0.1 98.5±0.1 71.4±0.2 68.8±0.2
GCA-HNG DN384 NP+ 85.5±0.1 95.0±0.1 65.2±0.1 62.6±0.1 92.9±0.1 98.8±0.1 72.6±0.1 70.1±0.1

Proxy Anchor# [28] G512 PA 77.8±0.2 90.4±0.2 53.3±0.3 50.2±0.4 90.3±0.1 97.8±0.1 66.1±0.2 63.3±0.2

GCA-HNG G512 PA 78.8±0.1 91.0±0.1 54.5±0.1 51.4±0.1 91.1±0.1 98.1±0.1 68.0±0.1 65.3±0.1

Intra-Batch [49] R512 PA 81.4 91.3 - - 92.8 98.5 - -

Metrix [61] R512 PA 81.3 91.7 - - 91.9 98.2 - -
NIR [46] R512 PA 80.4 91.4 - - - - - -
HIER [27] R512 PA 80.2 91.5 - - 92.4 98.2 - -

HSE [69] R512 PA 80.0 91.4 - - - - - -
Proxy Anchor# [28] R512 PA 80.6±0.1 92.0±0.1 57.1±0.1 54.2±0.1 92.2±0.1 98.3±0.1 69.8±0.1 67.2±0.1

GCA-HNG R512 PA 81.8±0.1 92.4±0.1 58.5±0.1 55.7±0.1 93.6±0.1 98.5±0.1 71.9±0.2 69.5±0.2

HIER [27] DN384 PA 85.7 94.6 - - 92.5 98.6 - -
Proxy Anchor# [28] DN384 PA 85.2±0.2 94.4±0.2 64.5±0.3 62.0±0.2 92.0±0.2 98.3±0.1 67.0±0.3 64.4±0.3

GCA-HNG DN384 PA 85.9±0.1 94.8±0.1 65.6±0.1 63.1±0.1 93.3±0.1 98.7±0.1 70.8±0.2 68.3±0.2



11

ViT backbone, i.e., DINO-Small [3], to demonstrate the

framework’s broad applicability. All these backbones

are pre-trained on the ImageNet ILSVRC dataset [47].

For CNNs, we apply specific pooling operations to re-

duce spatial dimensions to a single vector: ResNet-50

utilizes adaptive average pooling combined with max

pooling, while GoogLeNet employs average pooling. For

ViTs, we use the CLS token’s embedding as the output.

Subsequently, to ensure a fair comparison with current

research [27, 46, 79], we add a fully connected layer to

each backbone, mapping the output dimensions to 512,

512, and 384 for GoogLeNet, ResNet-50, and DINO,

respectively, denoted as G512, R512, and DN384 in Ta-

bles 1 and 2.

We ensure uniform image preprocessing across all

experiments: during training, we randomly crop and

resize input images to 224×224 and apply a random

horizontal flipping augmentation. For testing, we resize

images to 256×256 and center crop them to 224×224.
We construct mini-batches using a balanced sampling

strategy with a batch size of approximately 80, pro-

cessed on an NVIDIA RTX 3090 GPU. Specifically, for

CUB-200-2011 and Cars196 datasets, we employ a 27×3
sampling strategy detailed in Section 4.5.3. For SOP

and InShop datasets, we adopt a 40×2 strategy due to

many classes having fewer than three samples.

We optimize the network using the AdamW op-

timizer [39] with a weight decay of 10−4. Hyper-

parameter settings include: α = 5, β = 2, γd = 0.01 for

PA loss and 0.03 for NP loss, and γs = 1. The graph

network G applies a cosine decay strategy during op-

timization. Learning rates for the feature extractor F ,

graph network G, and classification heads Cz and Cv

are set to 1.5 · 10−4, 3 · 10−4, 10−3, and 3 · 10−4, respec-

tively. We unify the graph message propagation stepsK

and the number of heads H in the MMSA module to 2

and 4 for the CUB-200-2011 and Cars196 datasets, and

1 and 2 for the SOP and InShop datasets, respectively.

Section 4.5.6 provides the rationale for these choices.

4.3 Quantitative Results

Based on our implementation settings, we provide

quantitative results from deploying the GCA-HNG

framework with PA and our modified NP losses, using

GoogLeNet, ResNet-50, and DINO as backbones. As

shown in Tables 1 and 2, we present the performance

of GCA-HNG across the CUB-200-2011, Cars196, SOP,

and InShop datasets. We compare GCA-HNG with cur-

rent advanced deep metric learning methods, including

DAMML [12], HDML-A [79], Symm [17], Intra-Batch

[49], Metrix [61], NIR [46], HSE [69], and HIER [27]. In

particular, for a fair comparison with prior studies un-

der the G512 architecture, we validated our framework

using both the original and our modified NP losses.

The results demonstrate that GCA-HNG comprehen-

sively exceeds all baseline configurations and outper-

forms most current leading competitors across these

benchmarks. For instance, using ResNet-50 with the

modified N-pair loss, GCA-HNG achieves 70.3% in Re-

call@1, 39.4% in RP, and 28.4% in M@R on the CUB-

200-2011 dataset, marking improvements of 3.8% in Re-

call@1 and 2.9% in both RP and M@R compared to

the baseline. Further experiments across other config-

urations substantiate the robust performance of GCA-

HNG in diverse scenarios. This success primarily stems

from its global correlation perception with various nega-

tive classes for synthesizing informative negatives, thus

boosting the metric model’s retrieval performance and

confirming its efficacy in metric learning.

4.4 Qualitative Results

To thoroughly analyze GCA-HNG performance, we fur-

ther qualitatively compare it with a current typical

HNG methodology and a baseline approach, examin-

ing the performance from two distinct perspectives.

Firstly, current leading HNG methods [12,17,77,78,

80] such as HDML [78] typically overlook global sam-

ple correlations. This oversight results in the generation

of less informative synthetic negatives, leading to in-

efficient network convergence. Instead, our GCA-HNG

framework learns sample correlations globally and gen-

erates more informative negatives by channel-adaptive

interpolation based on these correlations. For a clear

comparison, we use t-SNE visualizations to showcase

the differences in embedding representation distribu-

tions between HDML and our proposed GCA-HNG

framework, employing ResNet-50 as the backbone and

our modified NP loss for metric loss. The datasets in

focus are CUB-200-2011 and Cars196. As illustrated in

Fig. 4, under the same training iterations, the embed-

ding representations derived from HDML reveal that

the metric model shows poor class distinction. Notably,

certain class pairs (class 3 and class 2/4 on CUB-200-

2011, and class 1 and class 2 on Cars196) appear dis-

tant in the distribution. Despite this, HDML still gen-

erates hard negatives that are considered outliers be-

tween these classes, marked by red circles. Conversely,

GCA-HNG leverages global similarity correlations with

other negative classes to generate hard negatives with

appropriate hardness. This approach facilitates a more

effective convergence effect and fosters more discrimi-

native metric learning, as evidenced by the t-SNE plots.
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HDML GCA-HNG

(a) CUB-200-2011

HDML GCA-HNG

(b) Cars196

Fig. 4 Comparison of embedding representation distributions using t-SNE visualization for the CUB-200-2011 and Cars196 datasets

after the same training iterations for HDML and our proposed GCA-HNG. The red circles present numerous noisy samples generated
by HDML that disturb embedding space optimization. Our proposed GCA-HNG adaptively adjusts the hardness of the synthetic

negatives to enhance their informativeness, significantly improving the convergence effect in the metric learning process.
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Fig. 5 Comparison of retrieval results between the Baseline and GCA-HNG for four images on the CUB-200-2011, Cars196, SOP,

and InShop datasets. The image to the left of the dashed line is the query, while the images to the right are Top-4 retrieval results,
respectively. The green box indicates that the retrieved result belongs to the same category as the query, and the red box vice versa.

Secondly, to intuitively illustrate how GCA-HNG

enhances metric model performance, we present qual-

itative comparison retrieval results between the Base-

line and GCA-HNG using four query images commonly

misidentified by the Baseline from the CUB-200-2011,

Cars196, SOP, and InShop datasets. This experiment,

conducted using ResNet-50 combined with PA loss and

illustrated in Fig. 5, shows that on the CUB-200-2011

dataset, the Baseline’s first retrieved bird has a torso

color similar to the query image, and its second re-

trieved bird has a head highly akin to the query, rep-

resenting a typical hard negative. GCA-HNG, however,

does not include these images in the Top-4 results, indi-

cating its improved ability to discern subtle differences

in local features. On the Cars196 dataset, the Base-

line retrieves cars that closely match the query in ap-

pearance and geometry as the second and third results,

yet our model effectively distinguishes these challeng-

ing samples despite their similar global visual features.

Observations from the SOP and InShop datasets fur-

ther confirm its robustness in handling variations in

attributes such as color, scale, and viewpoint, signifi-

cantly enhancing overall performance.

4.5 Ablation Studies

In this section, we conducted extensive ablation studies

on the widely used CUB-200-2011, Cars196, and InShop
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datasets with the setting of ResNet-50 combined with

PA and our modified NP losses to verify the robustness

of GCA-HNG in various aspects comprehensively.

4.5.1 Impact of Global Sample Correlations

To quantitatively assess the effectiveness of global sam-

ple correlations in the GCA-HNG framework, we con-

ducted a comparative analysis between the complete

GCA-HNG implementation and a variant lacking these

correlations, termed as “w/o global correlations”. This

version omits the node message propagation in GCA-

HNG, retaining solely the edge message propagation,

which restricts each edge to information from just its

two adjacent samples, thereby precluding access to

the broader global information within the entire graph

structure. The experiment results, presented in Table 3,

demonstrate that under both PA and our modified NP

loss settings on the CUB-200-2011, Cars196, and In-

Shop datasets, the GCA-HNG with global sample cor-

relations yields a significant enhancement across all re-

trieval metrics. These results substantiate the pivotal

role of node message propagation in modeling global

sample correlations and effectively guiding the genera-

tion of hard negatives.

Further analysis delved into the influence of edge-to-

node information fusion within the node message prop-

agation. Specifically, we examined a scenario wherein

omits the Hadamard product addition Eij from the

model, designated as “w/o Hadamard product add.”.

In this setup, each node interacts only with its neigh-

boring nodes, neglecting the edge information. Table

3 indicates that GCA-HNG presents moderate per-

formance enhancements for both loss functions across

three datasets. This observation confirms the efficacy

of incorporating the Hadamard product addition Eij in

the node message propagation mechanism for learning

global sample correlations.

4.5.2 Analysis of CACAI Module

To evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed CACAI

approach in utilizing correlation information for gen-

erating hard negatives, we conducted ablation experi-

ments comparing three interpolation methods, detailed

in Table 3. The “single coefficient interp.” method uti-

lizes a uniform interpolation coefficient across all chan-

nels, derived from local correlations between two sam-

ples, similar to the approach in HDML [78] with λ

set to 1. While the “w/o global correlations” variant

emphasizes learning channel-specific local correlation

representations between sample pairs, assigning adap-

tive coefficients to each channel without incorporating

global correlations. The third method, “w/o random

weighting”, involves the arbitrary selection of an inter-

polated representation from the set {z̃ij |lj = n} rather
than combining them to form a synthetic negative,

maintaining a consistent count of synthetic negatives

for Jsyn. Experiment results across various loss func-

tions and datasets demonstrate that “w/o global cor-

relations” exceeds “single coefficient interp.” in perfor-

mance, and GCA-HNG outperforms the “w/o random

weighting” method. These findings affirm the effective-

ness of correlation-aware channel-level embedding in-

terpolation and random weighting fusion, respectively.

4.5.3 Impact of Class Perceptual Scales on Global Sam-

ple Correlations

To investigate the impact of class perceptual scales on

global sample correlations, we conducted targeted ex-

periments focusing on how varying the number of sam-

pled classes within the mini-batch affects the perfor-

mance of GCA-HNG. Employing a balanced sampling

strategy denoted as N × m, we sampled N distinct

classes, each with m instances, maintaining a batch size

of about 80. We tested configurations including 10× 8,

16× 5, 20× 4, 27× 3, and 40× 2. To mitigate potential

biases introduced by the balanced sampling strategy

on the PA and our modified NP losses, we incorporated

baseline settings with an identical sampling strategy for

a fair comparison. This study focused on the CUB-200-

2011 and Cars196 datasets, excluding InShop due to its

many classes with fewer than three samples. As shown

in Fig. 6, GCA-HNG exceeds the baseline remarkably

across all configurations, demonstrating strong robust-

ness against variation in sampling strategies. Particu-

larly with the Cars196 dataset using a 10 × 8 strat-

egy under the our modified NP loss setting, GCA-HNG

demonstrates an impressive enhancement, surpassing

the baseline by over 12% on Recall@1. The trend de-

lineated by the GCA-HNG’s performance, depicted as

a folded line, indicates a trade-off between the quantity

of sampled classes and model performance. Based on

these results, we adopt a 27×3 sampling strategy for

both datasets, as it offers competitive performance.

4.5.4 Impact of Losses for GCA-HNG

During the first stage of optimization, the loss Jgen, as

described in Eq.(11), plays a crucial role in guiding the

generation of informative negatives. To evaluate the in-

dividual contributions of each component within this

loss function, we take turns omitting one loss compo-

nent at a time and analyze its impact on model per-

formance. Table 4 indicates that each loss component
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Table 3 Comparison of various interpolation manners for HNG with the setting of ResNet-50 combined with PA and our modified
NP losses on the CUB-200-2011, Cars196, and InShop datasets.

Method Loss
CUB-200-2011 Cars196 InShop

R@1 RP M@R R@1 RP M@R R@1 RP M@R

single coefficient interp. NP+ 68.0±0.2 37.4±0.2 26.4±0.2 86.6±0.2 40.9±0.3 30.9±0.3 91.1±0.2 70.1±0.2 67.4±0.2

w/o global correlations NP+ 69.1±0.3 38.0±0.4 27.0±0.4 87.1±0.2 41.2±0.2 31.3±0.2 91.3±0.1 70.4±0.2 67.7±0.2

w/o Hadamard product add. NP+ 69.7±0.1 39.0±0.3 28.0±0.3 87.4±0.1 41.5±0.2 31.6±0.2 91.4±0.1 70.4±0.1 67.7±0.1
w/o random weighting NP+ 69.9±0.2 39.2±0.1 28.2±0.1 87.4±0.3 41.9±0.4 31.9±0.4 91.4±0.1 70.7±0.1 68.1±0.1

GCA-HNG NP+ 70.3±0.3 39.4±0.2 28.4±0.3 88.2±0.3 42.3±0.4 32.5±0.4 91.7±0.1 71.2±0.4 68.5±0.3

single coefficient interp. PA 68.8±0.3 38.5±0.3 27.7±0.3 90.2±0.1 43.3±0.3 34.5±0.4 93.0±0.1 71.3±0.1 68.8±0.1
w/o global correlations PA 69.3±0.3 39.0±0.2 28.1±0.2 90.5±0.1 43.6±0.3 34.8±0.4 93.2±0.1 71.4±0.2 69.0±0.2

w/o Hadamard product add. PA 71.7±0.2 40.3±0.3 29.7±0.3 90.7±0.1 44.0±0.1 35.1±0.1 93.2±0.2 71.5±0.2 69.1±0.1

w/o random weighting PA 71.3±0.2 40.2±0.3 29.4±0.4 90.7±0.1 43.8±0.1 35.0±0.1 93.3±0.1 71.5±0.2 69.0±0.1

GCA-HNG PA 72.3±0.3 40.7±0.3 30.1±0.3 91.1±0.2 44.1±0.3 35.4±0.3 93.6±0.1 71.9±0.2 69.5±0.2
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Fig. 6 Comparison of Recall@1 results versus different class per-

ceptual scales with the setting of ResNet-50 combined with PA

and our modified NP losses on the CUB-200-2011 and Cars196
datasets.

distinctly influences the outcomes. In the PA loss set-

ting, Jce exhibits a remarkable effect, while in our modi-

fied NP loss setting, all three losses: Jce, Jsim, and Jdiv,

prove essential. Jce ensures synthetic negatives preserve

their class representations, aiding the model in learn-

ing accurate class boundaries. Jsim and Jdiv improve

model performance by reasonably enhancing the hard-

ness and diversity of synthetic negatives, respectively.

An integration of these three losses yields a better per-

formance.

Furthermore, we conducted an exhaustive analy-

sis by varying the weights of each loss component

within Jgen. Table 5 presents the ablation results of

hyper-parameters γs and γd, under the configuration

of ResNet-50 combined with PA and our modified

NP losses on the CUB-200-2011, Cars196, and InShop

datasets. In this experiment, we varied the values of γs
or γd by increasing them tenfold or reducing them to

a tenth to verify their impact on performance. Results

from three datasets confirm that the existing hyper-

parameters are optimal, exhibiting superior model ro-

bustness over a wide range of parameter variations, es-

pecially in the PA loss setting.

4.5.5 Impact of GNN on Metric Model

The graph network G is the core module of the GCA-

HNG framework, and we conducted two sets of targeted

experiments focusing on its impact on the metric model.

Firstly, we conducted ablation studies to ascertain

whether integrating a GNN offers additional enhance-

ments to the metric model. The “Baseline” method uti-

lized only the metric loss Jr(z) to optimize the metric

model without other modules introduced. The “Base-

line+GNN” method applied both Jr(z) and Jgca losses

from Eq.(17) to optimize the metric model, incorpo-

rating the proposed GNN but omitting the HNG pro-

cess. Results in Table 6 reflect that merely introducing

a GNN alone does not significantly alter retrieval per-

formance on the CUB-200-2011 and Cars196 datasets,

yet a slight improvement on the InShop dataset. These

results illustrate the substantial improvements derived

from synthetic hard negatives.

Secondly, we executed a comparative analysis to dis-

cern the effects of the GNN on the training and infer-

ence durations per iteration under PA and our modified

NP loss settings. Table 7 shows that while introducing

the GNN module to model the correlations does extend

the training time per iteration, it is imperative to note

that the inference time remains unaffected. The GNN
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Table 4 Ablation results of each loss component for the loss Jgen with the setting of ResNet-50 combined with PA and our modified
NP losses on the CUB-200-2011, Cars196, and InShop datasets.

Jce Jsim Jdiv Loss
CUB-200-2011 Cars196 InShop

R@1 RP M@R R@1 RP M@R R@1 RP M@R

✓ ✓ NP+ 67.7±0.3 36.8±0.4 25.9±0.4 86.7±0.2 41.4±0.1 31.4±0.2 91.3±0.1 70.7±0.1 68.1±0.2

✓ ✓ NP+ 67.8±0.2 37.4±0.1 26.4±0.2 87.0±0.2 41.3±0.2 31.3±0.2 91.4±0.1 70.3±0.2 67.6±0.1

✓ ✓ NP+ 67.8±0.3 37.4±0.3 26.4±0.3 86.8±0.2 41.1±0.1 31.2±0.2 91.1±0.1 70.2±0.1 67.5±0.1
✓ ✓ ✓ NP+ 70.3±0.3 39.4±0.2 28.4±0.3 88.2±0.3 42.3±0.4 32.5±0.4 91.7±0.1 71.2±0.4 68.5±0.3

✓ ✓ PA 70.1±0.1 39.3±0.1 28.6±0.1 90.5±0.1 43.4±0.1 34.5±0.1 93.1±0.1 71.7±0.1 69.3±0.1

✓ ✓ PA 71.3±0.1 40.1±0.2 29.3±0.2 90.6±0.1 43.7±0.1 34.7±0.1 93.0±0.1 71.5±0.2 69.1±0.1
✓ ✓ PA 71.4±0.3 40.0±0.2 29.3±0.2 90.8±0.1 43.8±0.1 35.0±0.1 93.2±0.1 71.6±0.1 69.2±0.1

✓ ✓ ✓ PA 72.3±0.3 40.7±0.3 30.1±0.3 91.1±0.2 44.1±0.3 35.4±0.3 93.6±0.1 71.9±0.2 69.5±0.2

Table 5 Ablation results of the hyper-parameters γs and γd for the loss Jgen with the setting of ResNet-50 combined with PA and

our modified NP losses on the CUB-200-2011, Cars196, and InShop datasets.

γs γd Loss
CUB-200-2011 Cars196 InShop

R@1 RP M@R R@1 RP M@R R@1 RP M@R

0.1 0.03 NP+ 68.4±0.2 37.7±0.3 26.8±0.4 87.2±0.3 41.6±0.2 31.5±0.1 91.3±0.1 70.3±0.2 67.7±0.2

10.0 0.03 NP+ 67.8±0.2 37.1±0.2 26.1±0.2 87.3±0.3 41.3±0.4 31.4±0.3 91.4±0.1 70.4±0.1 67.7±0.1
1.0 0.003 NP+ 68.7±0.3 37.9±0.4 27.0±0.4 87.1±0.2 41.3±0.2 31.4±0.3 91.2±0.1 70.2±0.1 67.5±0.1

1.0 0.3 NP+ 68.6±0.3 37.9±0.4 26.9±0.4 87.2±0.2 41.7±0.4 31.5±0.2 91.3±0.1 70.4±0.2 67.7±0.1

1.0 0.03 NP+ 70.3±0.3 39.4±0.2 28.4±0.3 88.2±0.3 42.3±0.4 32.5±0.4 91.7±0.1 71.2±0.4 68.5±0.3

0.1 0.01 PA 71.6±0.1 40.2±0.1 29.5±0.1 90.7±0.2 44.1±0.3 35.3±0.3 93.1±0.1 71.6±0.2 69.2±0.2

10.0 0.01 PA 71.6±0.3 40.4±0.3 29.7±0.3 90.4±0.1 43.4±0.3 34.4±0.3 93.0±0.1 71.4±0.2 68.9±0.1

1.0 0.001 PA 71.8±0.2 39.9±0.2 29.1±0.2 90.9±0.1 43.5±0.1 34.7±0.1 93.3±0.1 71.6±0.2 69.2±0.2
1.0 0.1 PA 70.9±0.2 40.0±0.4 29.2±0.4 90.7±0.2 43.9±0.2 35.2±0.2 93.0±0.1 71.4±0.1 68.9±0.1

1.0 0.01 PA 72.3±0.3 40.7±0.3 30.1±0.3 91.1±0.2 44.1±0.3 35.4±0.3 93.6±0.1 71.9±0.2 69.5±0.2

Table 6 Ablation results of the proposed GNN on the performance of the metric model with the setting of ResNet-50 combined with

PA and our modified NP losses on the CUB-200-2011, Cars196, and InShop datasets.

Model Loss
CUB-200-2011 Cars196 InShop

R@1 RP M@R R@1 RP M@R R@1 RP M@R

Baseline NP+ 66.5±0.1 36.5±0.3 25.5±0.3 84.8±0.1 39.5±0.1 29.3±0.1 89.6±0.1 67.6±0.2 64.7±0.2

Baseline + GNN NP+ 66.8±0.1 36.8±0.4 25.9±0.4 84.7±0.3 39.9±0.3 29.2±0.2 90.3±0.1 68.6±0.2 65.8±0.2
GCA-HNG NP+ 70.3±0.3 39.4±0.2 28.4±0.3 88.2±0.3 42.3±0.4 32.5±0.4 91.7±0.1 71.2±0.4 68.5±0.3

Baseline PA 68.5±0.3 37.9±0.4 27.2±0.4 88.4±0.1 40.3±0.2 30.9±0.2 92.2±0.1 69.8±0.1 67.2±0.1

Baseline + GNN PA 68.5±0.2 38.5±0.2 27.7±0.2 88.3±0.1 40.6±0.1 31.0±0.1 92.6±0.1 69.9±0.2 67.4±0.2
GCA-HNG PA 72.3±0.3 40.7±0.3 30.1±0.3 91.1±0.2 44.1±0.3 35.4±0.3 93.6±0.1 71.6±0.2 69.2±0.2

Table 7 Comparisons of the training and inference time per it-
eration between the Baseline and GCA-HNG with the setting of
a mini-batch of 80 and a ResNet-50 backbone network.

Mode Loss Baseline GCA-HNG

Training NP+ 0.22 sec/iter 0.29 sec/iter

Inference NP+ 0.09 sec/iter 0.09 sec/iter

Training PA 0.21 sec/iter 0.29 sec/iter

Inference PA 0.09 sec/iter 0.09 sec/iter

module assists the metric model in learning a robust

embedding space in the training phase, whereas during

inference, the metric model alone is utilized to obtain

sample representations for similarity measurement. In

practical applications, the training process is typically

a one-time process, after which the trained model is

deployed for extended periods of inference. Thus, the

increased training time is generally not a significant

concern in most applications.

4.5.6 GNN Structure Exploration

To determine the optimal GNN configuration within

our GCA-HNG framework, we analyzed the impact of

varying structural parameters, focusing on the num-

ber of attention heads H in the MMSA module and
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Fig. 7 Comparison of Recall@1 results versus the number of heads H in the MMSA module and the iteration steps K of graph

message propagation with the setting of ResNet-50 combined with PA and our modified NP losses on the CUB-200-2011, Cars196,
and InShop datasets.

the iteration steps K of graph message propagation.

Given the significant disparities in data distributions of

distinct datasets, selecting different hyper-parameters

for network training is a common and effective strat-

egy [13,49,69]. While for datasets with similar distribu-

tions, we should maintain parameter consistency to en-

hance the model’s generalization across them. Based on

the collective results in Fig. 7, we derived our configu-

ration choices to balance model performance and struc-

tural generalization effectively. For the CUB-200-2011

and Cars196 datasets, which contain fewer classes but

numerous samples per class and exhibit similar inter-

class characteristics with substantial intra-class varia-

tion, we adopt a configuration with K = 2 and H = 4.

This deeper graph structure enhances the model’s abil-

ity to capture these complex patterns, which is cru-

cial for datasets with closely related samples. In con-

trast, the InShop dataset includes many classes but

fewer samples per class and tends to show lower inter-

class similarity within the sampled batch. Therefore,

we select a more streamlined configuration with K = 1

and H = 2 to efficiently handle this data distribu-

tion with higher discrimination and mitigate overfit-

ting risks. We also apply this setup to the SOP dataset

as they share similar class distributions, ensuring effec-

tive handling of datasets with numerous but sparsely

distributed classes. These settings enable GCA-HNG

to consistently achieve competitive performance across

these diverse datasets.

4.6 Analysis on the Robustness of GCA-HNG and

Generator-based HNG Algorithms

As deep learning evolves, a growing diversity of network

architectures emerges. Given this variation, it is imper-

ative for a HNG approach to demonstrate robust com-

patibility across these different backbones. In this sec-

tion, we provide an in-depth analysis of the adaptability

of our GCA-HNG framework, comparing it with exist-

ing Generator-based HNG algorithms across a range of

backbone architectures.

In the context of HNG in deep metric learning,

conventional methods typically incorporate a genera-

tor module that implements representation mapping to

synthesize hard negatives [12,22,78]. Such methods pri-

marily focus on the representations derived from CNNs

with average pooling, optimizing using pairwise loss.

However, we observe that applying Generator-based

HNG methods across varied network architectures and

output layer designs poses significant challenges. To

thoroughly investigate this aspect, we compared our

GCA-HNG with conventional Generator-based HNG

methods, which typically use a generator network to
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Table 8 Comparisons of image retrieval performance across the combinations of five network architectures with our modified N-pair
loss on the CUB-200-2011 and Cars196 datasets.

Method Backbone
CUB-200-2011 Cars196

R@1 RP M@R R@1 RP M@R

Baseline G AVG 62.0±0.3 33.5±0.3 22.5±0.3 78.1±0.4 34.7±0.3 23.8±0.4
Generator-based G AVG 63.5±0.1 33.5±0.2 22.4±0.1 82.9±0.1 35.1±0.1 24.6±0.1

GCA-HNG G AVG 63.9±0.1 34.9±0.2 23.8±0.2 84.1±0.3 37.9±0.1 27.5±0.1

Baseline G MAX 63.4±0.1 34.3±0.2 23.4±0.1 78.7±0.2 34.7±0.3 23.8±0.2
Generator-based G MAX 63.9±0.1 34.9±0.2 23.9±0.2 80.6±0.1 34.5±0.1 23.8±0.1

GCA-HNG G MAX 64.3±0.1 35.0±0.3 24.0±0.2 83.8±0.1 37.2±0.3 26.8±0.2

Baseline R50 AVG 64.5±0.1 36.1±0.1 25.0±0.2 80.8±0.2 37.3±0.1 26.4±0.1

Generator-based R50 AVG 65.4±0.1 35.8±0.1 24.6±0.1 83.1±0.1 38.3±0.2 27.8±0.1

GCA-HNG R50 AVG 66.7±0.1 36.8±0.2 25.7±0.2 85.4±0.2 40.1±0.1 29.8±0.1

Baseline R50 MAX 66.5±0.1 36.5±0.3 25.5±0.3 84.8±0.1 39.5±0.1 29.3±0.1

Generator-based R50 MAX 66.9±0.1 37.4±0.1 26.3±0.1 84.9±0.1 38.3±0.3 27.8±0.3

GCA-HNG R50 MAX 70.3±0.3 39.4±0.2 28.4±0.3 88.2±0.3 42.3±0.4 32.5±0.4

Baseline DINO 76.7±0.2 43.6±0.2 33.0±0.3 87.6±0.1 39.7±0.2 29.7±0.1

Generator-based DINO 77.1±0.1 43.9±0.2 33.2±0.2 86.9±0.1 38.9±0.1 28.7±0.1

GCA-HNG DINO 78.5±0.1 44.4±0.2 33.9±0.1 90.0±0.1 43.6±0.1 34.1±0.1

synthesize hard negatives from fused sample represen-

tations. In this comparison, we utilize the “single coef-

ficient interp.” method as a representative example of

sample fusion techniques prevalent in Generator-based

HNG approaches, detailed in Table 3. Subsequently, we

evaluated performance using our modified NP loss com-

bined with five distinct backbone and output layer con-

figurations on the CUB-200-2011 and Cars196 datasets.

These configurations expand beyond typical CNNs with

average pooling used in Generator-based HNG meth-

ods, introducing both max pooling variants and a ViT

architecture, including GoogLeNet with average pool-

ing (G AVG), GoogLeNet with max pooling (G MAX),

ResNet-50 with average pooling (R50 AVG), ResNet-

50 with max pooling (R50 MAX), and DINO without

any output processing (DINO). As illustrated in Ta-

ble 8, the Generator-based method exhibits improve-

ments in configurations with average pooling, whereas

enhancements are negligible or absent in max pooling

variants and DINO architectures. In contrast, GCA-

HNG exhibits consistent robustness across all settings,

highlighting its adaptability and efficacy.

To delve deeply into the performance disparities in-

duced by different architectural backbones on the above

two comparison methods, we analyzed feature distri-

butions across the aforementioned five combinations

of backbone networks and output layer designs, utiliz-

ing the testing sets of the CUB-200-2011 and Cars196

datasets. As depicted in Fig. 8, within an identical CNN

backbone, max pooling leads to larger variances in fea-

ture distribution compared to average pooling. Further-

more, the DINO architecture demonstrates substan-

tially larger feature variance than the other four CNN

CUB-200-2011 Cars196

(a) Comparison between GoogLeNet and DINO

CUB-200-2011 Cars196

(b) Comparison between ResNet-50 and DINO

Fig. 8 Feature distribution analysis across five backbone ar-

chitectures on the CUB-200-2011 and Cars196 datasets, explic-
itly comparing GoogLeNet (with max and average pooling) and
DINO, as well as ResNet-50 (with max and average pooling) and

DINO for clarity.

configurations. In conjunction with the retrieval per-

formance presented in Table 8, a notable observation

emerges: an increase in feature variance tends to corre-

late with a reduced improvement for Generator-based

HNG methods, whereas the GCA-HNG approach re-

mains unaffected, indicative of its robustness against di-

verse feature variances. This divergence in performance

stems from the inherent properties of the Generator-

based methods, which typically utilize MSE loss for fea-
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ture alignment optimization within the generator mod-

ule. This optimization strategy tends to be more effec-

tive with values close to the standard normal distribu-

tion but struggles across broader ranges marked by high

uncertainty. As a result, this limitation restricts the ap-

plicability of these Generator-based HNG methods to

various complex and diverse backbone structures.

In summary, our approach shifts the focus from tra-

ditional generator networks to a learnable interpola-

tion vector, thereby circumventing the need for an ad-

ditional generator for feature alignment optimization.

This endeavor seeks to demonstrate the wide applicabil-

ity of GCA-HNG and its potential as a flexible solution

in the evolving realm of metric learning.

5 Limitation

While the GCA-HNG framework effectively utilizes

global sample correlations to generate informative neg-

atives, it primarily captures these correlations within

the confines of a mini-batch. Due to hardware con-

straints, this limitation means it fails to consider the

broader context of correlations across all classes simul-

taneously. Consequently, the framework may struggle to

synthesize hard negatives between the categories most

requiring differentiation, as they are often not sampled

together within a batch. This issue becomes particu-

larly significant in datasets with a large number of cat-

egories. Future work could explore methods to incorpo-

rate sample correlations on a larger scale to facilitate

HNG. By considering correlations across all classes, we

may better perceive nearby similar classes and synthe-

size informative negatives to help push class boundaries

apart, thus learning more discriminative metrics.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a Globally Correlation-Aware

Hard Negative Generation (GCA-HNG) framework,

which designs a GCL module to learn sample corre-

lations from a global perspective and introduces a CA-

CAI module to generate hardness-adaptive and diverse

negatives. The proposed GCA-HNG constructs a struc-

tured graph to model sample correlations and employs a

GNN combined with the iterative graph message propa-

gation mechanism to learn sample correlations globally.

Leveraging the learned global sample correlations, we

further propose a channel-adaptive interpolation man-

ner to integrate an anchor with multiple negatives from

a specific class for HNG. These synthetic hard negatives

are crucial for facilitating the model to learn more dis-

criminative metrics. We have validated the adaptability

and efficacy of GCA-HNG by integrating numerous typ-

ical backbone architectures and metric losses, testing

it across four widely used image retrieval benchmark

datasets, and conducting comprehensive ablation stud-

ies on its core components.

Code availability. The codes and trained models are

publicly available on GitHub: https://github.com/

PWenJay/GCA-HNG.
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cuhk.edu.hk/projects/DeepFashion.html.
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