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Abstract—Although great progress has been made in the
research of unbiased scene graph generation, issues still hin-
der improving the predictive performance of both head and
tail classes. An unbiased scene graph generation (TA-HDG) is
proposed to address these issues. For modeling interactive and
non-interactive relations, the Interactive Graph Construction is
proposed to model the dependence of relations on objects by com-
bining heterogeneous and dual graph, when modeling relations
between multiple objects. It also implements a subject-object
pair selection strategy to reduce meaningless edges. Moreover,
the Type-Aware Message Passing enhances the understanding of
complex interactions by capturing intra- and inter-type context
in the Intra-Type and Inter-Type stages. The Intra-Type stage
captures the semantic context of inter-relaitons and inter-objects.
On this basis, the Inter-Type stage captures the context between
objects and relations for interactive and non-interactive relations,
respectively. Experiments on two datasets show that TA-HDG
achieves improvements in the metrics of R@K and mR@K, which
proves that TA-HDG can accurately predict the tail class while
maintaining the competitive performance of the head class.

Index Terms—Scene graph generation, message passing, graph
construction.

I. INTRODUCTION

SCENE Graph Generation (SGG) aims to identify objects
and their relations in images. Because of its potential

applications in image generation [1], visual question answering
[2], image captioning [3], etc., SGG has become a hot topic in
the field of computer vision. Currently, SGG methods [4], [5]
follow a conventional two-stage strategy [6], which involves
first detecting objects and then predicting the relationships
between them. Although these methods have made some
progress, they tend to favor the head classes owing to the
unbalanced distribution of relations. Therefore, a significant
challenge in SGG is accurately predicting tail classes while
maintaining competitive performance on head classes.

Existing unbiased methods construct graphs to model rela-
tions, then pass messages on the graphs to capture context,
thereby improving the predictive performance on tail classes
[7]. Specifically, in terms of modeling relations, HetSGG [8]
constructs an object-centric heterogeneous graph to model the
dependence of relations on objects. EdgeSGG [9] builds a
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Fig. 1. (a) Input image. (b) Ground true scene graph. (c) Prediction by existing
SGG method. (d) Prediction by proposed SGG method. The round boxes
represent objects, solid lines represent relations, dashed lines represent the
direction of message passing, the red solid lines represent right subject-object
pairs, and red words represent prediction errors.

relation-centric dual graph to model relations between mul-
tiple objects. Some methods [10], [11] select high-confidence
detected objects to construct sparse graphs. However, these
methods ignore the interactions between relations when mod-
eling the interactions between objects, leading to the inabil-
ity to model interactions between multiple relations. Here,
these interactions are categorized as intra-type interactions,
encompassing two types——objects and relations. As shown
in Fig. 1(c), due to the existing methods do not model the
interaction between the relations between hat-man and man-
shirt, the relation between hat and shirt is not predicted. There-
fore, modeling both the interactions between relations and
the interactions between objects enables models to construct
an effective graph structure to comprehensively represent the
relations of objects in the scene.

Common methods aggregate context between objects and
relations by message passing. Specifically, some methods
[12], [13] combine the direction information of relations to
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aggregate direction-aware context via the graph neural net-
work. Some methods [8], [9] use the attention mechanism to
adaptively adjust the aggregation weight and aggregate context
from neighboring objects to refine the features of objects and
relations. However, these methods only focus on the context
between objects and relations (i.e., inter-type context), and
ignore capturing semantic context among different objects
with the same relation and among different relations with the
same object (i.e., intra-type context). The neglect of intra-type
context limits these models to precisely refine the features of
objects and relations, thereby reducing the accuracy in relation
prediction. Fig. 1(c) shows that the existing methods do not
capture the intra-type context of relations-relations, such as the
man riding the horse and the horse behind the tree, leading to
no inference that the man is also behind the tree. Therefore,
capturing intra-type context and refining features helps to fully
understand and represent complex interactions within a scene,
improving the accurate prediction of relations.

To address these issues, an Unbiased Scene Graph Gen-
eration by Type-Aware Message Passing on Heterogeneous
and Dual Graphs (TA-HDG) is designed to improve the
performance of head and tail classes. It categorizes relation
classes into interactive and non-interactive relation types to
adjust the distribution of relations. To model interactions
and capture context for these relation types, Heterogeneous
and Dual Graph Construction (HDGC) is proposed to model
the intra-type interactions by combining heterogeneous and
dual graphs. To reduce meaningless edges in the graphs and
enhance the precision of subject-object pairs, HDGC utilizes
a subject-object pair selection strategy, which introduces extra
information. The information contains distance, confidence,
and existence information. Moreover, Type-Aware Message
Passing (TAMP) is proposed to precisely refine the features
of objects and relations and enhance the understanding of
complex interactions by capturing intra- and inter-type context
in the Intra-Type and Inter-Type stages. In the Intra-Type
stage, messages of interactions between objects and interac-
tions between relations (i.e., intra-type interactions) are passed
on the dual graph to capture the intra-type context. In the
Inter-Type stage, for interactive and non-interactive relations,
messages of interactions between objects and relations (i.e.,
inter-type interactions) are passed on the heterogeneous graph
to capture the inter-type context. Fig. 1(d) shows that TA-HDG
successfully identifies the hat-shirt pair by modeling the intra-
type interactions, and it correctly predicts the relation of man-
tree by capturing the intra- and inter-type context via the inter-
type message passing (relations-objects and objects-relations),
as well as the intra-type message passing (relations-relations
and objects-objects).

The contributions of this study are as follows:
• TA-HDG is an unbiased SGG framework that allevi-

ates the long-tail problem by categorizing the relation
classes into balanced interactive and non-interactive rela-
tion types, and modeling and aggregating their contextual
information. TA-HDG achieves state-of-the-art perfor-
mance on Visual Genome and Open Images datasets.

• The Heterogeneous and Dual Graph Construction models
the interactions between objects and interactions between

relations. It introduces distance, confidence, and existence
information to reduce meaningless edges in the graphs.

• The Type-Aware Message Passing captures intra- and
inter-type context by achieving the Intra-Type message
passing and the Inter-Type message passing to enhance
the understanding of complex interactions for improving
the accurate prediction of relations.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Unbiased Scene Graph Generation

Although the SGG task has made progress, the long-tail
distribution of relations leads models to favor the general
relations. This limits the application of the SGG task in
other fields. Recent studies [14]–[16] focus on unbiased scene
graph generation. BGNN and PSCV [13], [17] utilize the
re-sampling strategy to enrich the samples. EOA [18] in-
troduces external knowledge for data enhancement. TGDA
TGDA [19] generates relation templates based on knowledge
distillation to provide supplementary training data. The data
enhancement techniques designed by these methods are for
the whole dataset and may not address the issue of long-
tail distribution. Therefore, some methods [20], [21] introduce
the re-weighting strategy to adjust weights for each relation,
making models favor the tail classes. However, these studies
neglect to maintain competitive performance on head classes.

In this work, TA-HDG improves the performance on head
and tail classes by modeling and capturing the interactions for
the interactive and non-interactive relation types, respectively.

B. Graph Construction in Scene Graph Generation

In the SGG task, constructing an effective graph can better
model the relations among objects. IMP [22] models the
relations by constructing a fully connected graph, mistakenly
selecting subject-object pairs. Therefore, some methods [18],
[23], [24] introduce external knowledge to build sparse graphs,
removing some meaningless edges. The mismatch between
external knowledge and SGG datasets still leads to incorrect
selection. To address the limitations of these methods, some
methods [10], [11], [25], [26] filter irrelevant subject-object
pairs by introducing the confidence scores of detected objects
or the structural Bethe approximation. On the other hand,
HetSGG [8] constructs a heterogeneous graph to model the
dependence of relations on objects. EdgeSGG [9] builds a dual
graph to model relations between multiple objects. However,
these methods ignore the interactions between relations when
modeling the interactions between objects, leading to the
inability to model interactions between multiple relations.

In this work, HDGC combines heterogeneous and dual
graphs to model both the interactions between objects and the
interactions between relations. And it designs a subject-object
pair selection strategy to reduce meaningless edges.

C. Massage Passing in Scene Graph Generation

To improve the prediction of objects and relations in SGG,
some studies [22], [27] capture the context around objects
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Fig. 2. The architecture of TA-HDG. First, object proposals are obtained by Faster R-CNN. Second, HDGC introduces object information (distance, confidence,
and existence information) to select subject-object pairs for constructing an initial graph. Then it constructs a heterogeneous graph to model the interactions
between objects and constructs a dual graph to model the interactions between relations. Third, TAMP refines the features of objects and relations via the
Intra-Type Message Passing on the dual graph and the Inter-Type Message Passing on the heterogeneous graph. Finally, a scene graph is generated based on
the features of objects and relations.

through the message passing to refine their features. For exam-
ple, some works [12], [13] combine the direction information
of relations to aggregate direction-aware context via the graph
neural network. Some methods [8], [9], [28] use the atten-
tion mechanism to adaptively adjust the aggregation weight
and aggregate context from neighboring objects to refine the
features of objects and relations. Some studies [29], [30] pass
messages between visual features and textual embedding by
Transformer or LSTM. However, these methods only focus on
the context between objects and relations (that is, inter-type
message passing between objects and relations) and ignore
the semantic context among different objects with the same
relation and among different relations with the same object
(that is, intra-type message passing of objects and intra-type
message passing of relations). This limits these models to fully
understanding and representing complex interactions within a
scene, thereby reducing the accuracy in relation prediction.

Unlike previous methods, TAMP captures the intra-type
context and the inter-type context, thereby enhancing the un-
derstanding of the scene and improving the accurate prediction
of relations.

III. METHOD

Fig. 2 illustrates the architecture of TA-HDG. The sub-
sequent sections describe in detail the model. First, HDGC
introduces object information to select subject-object pairs,
then it not only constructs a heterogeneous graph to model the
interactions between objects but also constructs a dual graph to
model the interactions between relations (Sec. III-A). Second,
TAMP captures the context of intra- and inter-type interactions
via the Intra-Type message passing and the Inter-Type message
passing, respectively (Sec. III-B). Finally, the details of scene
graph prediction and model training are presented (Sec. III-C).

Before presenting the method, the problem definition is
introduced first. For a given image I, the goal is to generate
a scene graph G = ⟨V,E⟩, where V is the set of detected

objects, E is the set of relations of subject-object pairs. Each
object oi ∈ V is composed of the bounding box bi and the
class label ci ∈ C, where C is the set of object classes. Each
relation ri→j ∈ E between subject oi ∈ V and object oj ∈ V
has its corresponding relation label in the set of relation classes
R.

A. Heterogeneous and Dual Graph Construction

Initial Graph Construction. First, the Faster R-CNN [31]
is utilized to obtain the information of proposal objects, which
includes the bounding box bi, the visual feature vi, the class
label ci, and the class distribution pi. Then, these objects are
connected pairwise to construct a fully connected graph Go =
⟨V,E⟩ with detected objects as nodes and relations between
subject-object pairs as edges. For the object oi in Go, its object
feature fi can be represented as:

fi=Wo [Wvvi;Wbbi; ci] (1)

where Wo, Wv, and Wb are linear transformation matrices,
[·; ·; ·] is the concatenation operation. For the relation ri→j

between oi and oj in Go, its relation feature fi→j can be
represented as:

fi→j =Wr [fi; fj ; bi→j ] (2)

where Wr is a linear transformation matrix, bi→j is the union
bounding box of oiand oj .

To reduce meaningless edges, the subject-object pair se-
lection strategy is designed, which utilizes object information
(including distance, confidence, and existence information).
Specifically, the distance matrix of subject-object pairs Mb

calculated based on the bounding boxes measures the spatial
information between subject-object pairs, the confidence ma-
trix of subject-object pairs Mp calculated based on the class
distributions measures the confidence information between
subject-object pairs, the existence matrix of subject-object
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pairs Ml calculated based on the class labels and co-linearities
measures the semantic information between subject-object
pairs. Finally, these matrices filtered by three thresholds are
applied to retain meaningful subject-object pairs: sb, sl, and
sp:

Ê=(Mb < sb) ∩ (Ml > sl) ∩ (Mp > sp) (3)

where sb and sl are hyperparameters, sp is the confidence
score of the top-K-th element from ranked Mp. The initial
graph Ĝo =

〈
V, Ê

〉
can be then obtained. The nodes are

detected objects, and the edges are the retained meaningful
relations.

Heterogeneous Graph Construction. To adjust the distri-
bution of each relation, the relation super-types in Motifs [27]
are categorized into two relation types: interactive relations
and non-interactive relations. Subsequently, to model the in-
teractions between objects for these relation types, inspired
by HetSGG [8], the initial graph Ĝo =

〈
V, Ê

〉
is converted

into a heterogeneous graph Gh=
〈
V,Eh

〉
. For the acquisition

process of Eh, the relation feature fi→j is pre-classified by
a linear classifier: poi→j=softmax (Wo

relfi→j). Each element
of poi→j represents the probability for a specific relation class.
The relation type ti→j is then inferred via a pre-defined
function γ, which maps the relation classes to the relation
types, γ : C → T. T includes interactive relation type (φ)
and non-interactive relation type (δ). Note that the Mean (·) is
utilized as the pre-defined function γ. Finally, a heterogeneous
graph is constructed with objects as nodes and two types of
relations as edges.

Dual Graph Construction. A dual graph is introduced
to model the interactions between relations. The dual graph
Gd=

〈
V d, Ed

〉
is constructed by exchanging nodes and edges

in the heterogeneous graph Gh=
〈
V,Eh

〉
. For the acquisition

process of V d, first, the instances of visual phrases in the
heterogeneous graph are counted, i.e. ⟨subject-relation-object⟩.
Subsequently, for each visual phrase, the relation is taken
as the node in Gd, i.e. V d =

{
rdi→j | rdi→j ∈ Eh

}
. For the

acquisition process of Ed, for relations in any two visual
phrases, estimate whether they are involved in the same subject
or object. If there is the same subject or object, an edge is
formed by the shared subject or object between relations, i.e.
Ed =

{
odi =

(
rhj→i, r

h
i→k

)
| rhj→i ∩ rhi→k=o

d
i ∈ V

}
. Eventu-

ally, a dual graph is constructed with relations as nodes and
objects as edges.

B. Type-Aware Message Passing

Intra-Type Message Passing (Intra-MP.) As shown in
Fig. 3, Intra-MP refines the object and relation features via
relations-relations and objects-objects on the dual graph to
capture the messages of intra-type interactions. Thus, the
semantic context among different relations with the same
object and among different objects with the same relation is
learned. It consists of the following two steps:

1)update of relations-relations. For the relation rdi→j in
the dual graph, the attention mechanism is utilized to update
the relation feature by passing neighboring information of the

relation to the relation. This process allows the model to learn
the semantic context among different relations with the same
object. Specifically, the neighboring information of the relation
rdi→j refers to the relation features of all other relations rdi→k,
which are directly connected to the relation rdi→j . The formula
for updating relation features is as follows:

_ 3

_1

_ 2

_ 4

_1

_ 2

_ 3

_1

_ 2

_ 4

_1

_ 2

 interactive relation type

 non-interactive relation type relations - relations

objects - objects

Intra-Type Message Passing

Fig. 3. The Intra-Type Message Passing refines features via relations-relations
and objects-objects on the dual graph.

f
d,(l+1)
i→j =f

d,(l)
i→j + ψ

 ∑
rd
i→k

∈N
rd
i→j

α
d,(l)
ij→ikW

d
r f

d,(l)
i→k

 (4)

where fd,(l+1)
i→j is the relation feature of rdi→j at the (l+1)-th

layer. The initial representation of f
d,(l+1)
i→j is the relation

feature in the initial graph Ĝo: fd,(0)i→j =fi→j . ψ is an activation
function (e.g. ReLU). Nrdi→j

is the set of relations, which
are the neighbors of relation rdi→j . Wd

r is the weight matrix.
α
d,(l)
ij→ik is the attention score calculated via the weight matrix

Watt,d as follows:

α
d,(l)
ij→ik=

exp
(
WT

att,d

[
f
d,(l)
i→j ; f

d,(l)
i→k

])
∑

rdi→q∈N
rd
i→j

exp
(
WT

att,d

[
f
d,(l)
i→j ; f

d,(l)
i→q

]) (5)

where [·; ·] is the concatenation operation.
2)update of objects-objects. For the object odi in the

dual graph, the attention mechanism is utilized to update
the object feature by passing neighboring information of the
object to the object. This process allows the model to learn
the semantic context among different objects with the same
relation. Specifically, the neighboring information of the object
odi refers to the object features of all other objects odj , which
are directly connected to the object edij . The formula for
updating object features is as follows:

f
d,(l+1)
i = f

d,(l)
i + ψ

 ∑
odj∈N

od
i

α
d,(l)
i→j W

d
of

d,(l)
j

 (6)
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where fd,(l+1)
i is the object feature of odi at the (l+1)-th layer.

The initial representation of fd,(l+1)
i is the object feature in the

initial graph Ĝo: fd,(0)i =fi. Nodi
is the set of objects, which

are the neighbors of object odi . Wd
o is the weight matrix. αd,(l)

i→j

is the attention score calculated in the same way following
Eq. 6.

interactive relations - objectsobjects - relations

non-interactive relations - objects
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Fig. 4. The process of Inter-Type Message Passing refines features via objects-
relations and relations-objects on the heterogeneous graph.

Inter-Type Message Passing (Inter-MP). As shown in
Fig. 4, Inter-MP refines the object and relation features via
objects-relations and relations-objects on the heterogeneous
graph to capture the messages of inter-type interactions. Thus,
the semantic context between objects and relations is learned.
Here, the messages of inter-type interactions are involved in
the interactive contextual information, as well as the non-
interactive contextual information. It consists of the following
two steps:

1)update of objects-relations. For the relation rhi→j in the
heterogeneous graph with the relation type ti→j , the attention
mechanism is utilized to update the relation feature by passing
neighboring information of the relation to the relation. This
process allows the model to learn the dependence of relations
on objects. Specifically, the neighboring information of the
relation rhi→j refers to the two objects ohi and ohj , which are
directly connected to the relation rhi→j . The ohi and ohj are
served as the subject and object for the relation rhi→j in a
visual phrase, respectively. The formula for updating relation
features is as follows:

f
h,(l+1)
i→j =f

h,(l)
i→j + ψ

[
α
h,(l)
i→j W

i
ti→j

f
h,(l)
i

+
(
1− α

h,(l)
i→j

)
Wj

ti→j
f
h,(l)
j

] (7)

where Wi
ti→j

and Wj
ti→j

are the weight matrices of the
relation type ti→j , representing the messages passed from
object ohi to relation rhi→j and from object ohj to relation
rhi→j , respectively. fh,(l+1)

i→j is the relation feature of rhi→j at
the (l + 1)-th layer, fh,(l)i and f

h,(l)
j are the object features

of ohi and ohj at the (l + 1)-th layer, respectively. The initial
representations of objects and relations are the refined features

in the dual graph Gd: fh,(0)i→j =f
d,(l+1)
i→j ,fh,(0)i =f

d,(l+1)
i . αh,(l)

i→j

is the attention score calculated via the weight matrix Watt,h

as follows:

α
h,(l)
i→j =

exp
(
WT

att,hf
h,(l)
i

)
exp

(
WT

att,hf
h,(l)
i

)
+ exp

(
WT

att,hf
h,(l)
j

) (8)

2)update of relations-objects. According to the relation
feature fh,(l+1)

i→j obtained in the previous step, the object fea-
ture fhi is updated. The main idea is to aggregate information
from neighboring relations with the same relation type. For
the object ohi and the specified relation type ti→j in the
heterogeneous graph, the attention mechanism is utilized to
update the object feature by passing neighboring information
of the object to the object. This process allows the model to
learn the dependence of objects on relations. Specifically, the
neighboring information of the object ohi refers to all relations
rhi→j and rhj→i, which are directly connected to the object ohi ,
and the relation type of these relations is ti→j . The rhi→j and
rhj→i take the object ohi as the subject and object of a visual
phrase, respectively. The formula for updating object features
is as follows:

f
h,(l+1)
i,ti→j

=
∑

rhi→j∈Nti→j

(
α
ti→j ,h,(l)

i→j Wi→j
ti→j

f
h,(l)
i→j

+ α
ti→j ,h,(l)

j→i Wj→i
ti→j

f
h,(l)
j→i

) (9)

where Wi→j
ti→j

and Wj→i
ti→j

are the weight matrices of the
relation type ti→j , representing the messages passed from
relation rhi→j to object ohi and from relation rhi→j to object
ohj , respectively. Nti→j is the set of relations with relation
type ti→j , which are the neighbors of object ohi . αti→j ,h,(l)

i→j is
the attention score calculated via the weight matrix Watt,t as
follows:

α
ti→j ,h,(l)

i→j =
exp

(
WT

att,tf
h,(l)
i→j

)
∑

rh
i→k

∈Nti→j
exp

(
WT

att,tf
h,(l)
i→k

) (10)

Finally, to obtain the final object feature f
h,(l+1)
i , all the

object features based on specific relation types are aggregated:

f
h,(l+1)
i = f

h,(l)
i +

1

|T|

|T|∑
ti→j=1

ψ
(
f
h,(l+1)
i,ti→j

)
(11)

where T is a set of relation types.

C. Scene Graph Prediction

After obtaining the object features and relation features of
the given image I , the class labels of objects and relations
are predicted to generate a scene graph for this image. To be
specific, for the obtained object feature fh,(l+1)

i and relation
feature fh,(l+1)

i→j , two linear classifiers are applied to calculate
the object class distribution pi and the relation class distribu-
tion pi→j , respectively:

pi=softmax
(
Wobjf

h,(l+1)
i

)
(12)
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TABLE I
RESULTS ON VG. THE BEST RESULT IS BOLD. THE SECOND-BEST RESULT IS UNDERLINED.

Model SGDet SGCls PredCls

R@50/100 mR@50/100 R@50/100 mR@50/100 R@50/100 mR@50/100
IMP [22] 3.44 / 4.24 - 21.72 / 24.38 - 44.75 / 53.08 -
Motif [27] 27.30 / 30.40 - 35.50 / 36.20 - 65.10 / 66.90 -
CMAT [33] 27.90 / 31.20 - 39.00 / 39.80 - 66.40 / 68.10 -
VCTree [34] 27.90 / 31.30 -/ 8.00 38.10 / 38.80 -/ 10.80 66.40 / 68.10 -/ 19.40
HOSE-Net [35] 28.90 / 33.30 - 36.30 / 37.40 - 66.70 / 69.20 -
Part-Aware [11] 29.40 / 32.70 7.70 / 8.80 39.40 / 40.20 10.90 / 11.60 67.70 / 69.40 19.20 / 20.90
GPS-Net [12] 28.40 / 31.70 -/ 9.80 39.20 / 40.10 -/ 12.60 66.90 / 68.80 -/ 22.80
BGNN [13] 31.00 / 35.80 10.70 / 12.60 37.40 / 38.50 14.30 / 16.50 59.20 / 61.30 30.40 / 32.90
HL-Net [36] 33.70 / 38.10 -/ 9.20 42.60 / 43.50 -/ 13.50 67.00 / 68.90 -/ 22.80
HetSGG [8] 30.00 / 34.60 12.20 / 14.40 37.60 / 38.70 17.20 / 18.70 57.80 / 59.10 31.60 / 33.50
RU-Net [25] 32.90 / 37.50 -/ 10.80 42.40 / 43.30 -/ 14.60 67.70 / 69.60 -/ 24.20
NBP [26] - 12.90 / 14.70 - 15.10 / 16.50 - 28.50 / 30.60
CSL [21] - 11.90 / 14.30 - 16.70 / 17.90 - 29.50 / 31.60
TA-HDG 33.71 / 38.21 14.85 / 16.66 43.26 / 44.74 22.02 / 23.13 67.78 / 69.98 32.34 / 34.19

pi→j=softmax
(
Wrelf

h,(l+1)
i→j

)
(13)

where Wobj and Wrel represent the weight matrices for the
object and relation classifiers, respectively. Two loss functions
are utilized to train TA-HDG, that is, binary cross entropy
loss (BCE) [32] for the object classification and binary cross
entropy loss (BCE) [32] for the relation classification. The two
losses are added for the total loss:

L=Lobj + Lrel (14)

Minimizing the total loss can improve the performance
of both object classification and relation classification. This
ensures that the generated scene graphs are more accurate.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, a series of experiments are conducted to
demonstrate the effectiveness of TA-HDG. Sec. IV-A gives a
description of the benchmarks, evaluation metrics, and setups.
Sec. IV-B and IV-C analyze the experimental results on the
Visual Genome and Open Images datasets, gradually demon-
strating its capability in predicting scene graphs accurately
and alleviating the long-tail distribution problem. Sec. IV-D
illustrates the prediction results on scene graphs.

A. Dataset, Metric, and Setup

Visual Genome (VG). The VG [37] dataset comprises
108,249 images. The most frequent 150 object classes and 50
relation classes are employed for evaluation. It is the largest
and most widely used dataset for the scene graph generation
task.

Open Images (OI). The OI [38] dataset comprises 133,503
images, including 301 object classes and 31 relation classes.
It is partitioned into 126,368 images for training, 1,813 for
validation, and 5,322 for testing.

Metric. The proposed model is evaluated on three standard
subtasks: (1) Predicate Classification (PredCls), (2) Scene
Graph Classification (SGCls), (3) Scene Graph Detection
(SGDet). For the VG dataset, the model is evaluated via
Recall (R@K) and mean Recall (mR@K). For the OI
dataset, in addition to R@K and mR@K, the weighted mean
AP of relations (wmAPrel), weighted mean AP of phrase
(wmAPphr), and weighted metric score (scorewtd) of
the model are reported. Here, the scorewtd is calculated as:
scorewtd = 0.2× R@50 + 0.4× wmAPrel + 0.4× wmAPphr.
In addition, to validate the performance of subject-object pair
selection, the pair Recall (pR@K) is also computed by jointly
considering the subject and object, temporarily ignoring the
relation.

Setup. For a fair comparison, the object detector is a pre-
trained Faster RCNN [31] with ResNeXt-101-FPN [39] as the
backbone network. The layers before the ROIAlign layer are
frozen. The total loss described in Sec. III-C is utilized to
optimize the model on a NVIDIA TESLA V100 GPU with
SGD. The initial learning rate, batch size, and weight decay
are set to 0.008, 5, and 1.0e-05, respectively. The top-80 object
proposals in each image are selected based on NSM per class,
with an IoU of 0.5. In all experiments, the sb, sl, and K are
set to 600, 0.00001, and 4096, respectively.

B. Performance on Visual Genome
In this section, the performance of the TA-HDG on VG is

thoroughly evaluated. Sec.IV-B1 demonstrates the superiority
of TA-HDG in all subtasks, particularly in alleviating the
long-tail problem, by comparing it with various state-of-the-
art methods. Sec.IV-B2 adds components incrementally to
verify the importance of each module. Moreover, comparative
experiments with different strategies confirm the superiority of
the subject-object pair selection strategy. Finally, the efficacy
of the relation categorization is evaluated. The experiment
proves that this categorization can significantly adjust the
distribution of relations and alleviate the long-tail problem.
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1) Comparisons with State-of-the-Art Methods: To evaluate
the TA-HDG, it is compared with other state-of-the-art (SoTA)
methods in four metrics (mR@50/100 and R@50/100) for
three subtasks. The evaluative results are shown in Tab. I.
The TA-HDG performs well on three subtasks: SGDet, SGCls,
and PredCls. Particularly, it significantly outperforms HetSGG
on mR@50 and mR@100 for SGCls by 4.82% and 4.43%,
respectively. Specifically, compared with the SoTA method
HL-Net, TA-HDG achieves improvements in mR@100 with
7.46%, 9.63%, and 11.39% for the three tasks, respectively. It
is speculated that HL-Net, which focuses on optimizing object
features in ART, ignores the importance of relation features.
This leads the model to favor head classes by data bias.
Conversely, TA-HDG improves the performance of tail classes
by categorizing relation types and performing message passing
to refine relation features. Similarly, compared with HetSGG, a
SoTA method, TA-HDG improves the performance by 3.61%,
6.04%, and 10.88% on three tasks with R@100, respectively.
It is argued that although HetSGG alleviates the long-tail
problem by treating the scene graph as a heterogeneous
graph, the decrease in R@K suggests that it may sacrifice
the performance of head classes due to the neglect of the
interactions between relations. Conversely, TA-HDG identifies
head classes more accurately by combining heterogeneous
and dual graphs, and selecting subject-object pairs with the
distance, confidence, and existence information. In addition,
although other methods, such as GPS-Net, BGNN, and RU-
Net, improve either R@K or mR@K, they focus on a single
metric. This may be because they ignore the semantic context
among different objects with the same relation and among
different relations with the same object. As a result, the
neglect of intra-type context leads to the inability to fully
understand and represent complex interactions, reducing the
accurate prediction of head classes or tail classes. In contrast,
TA-HDG excels in four metrics, proving its advantage in
dealing with the unbalanced problem.

To verify its ability to handle long-tail relation distribu-
tions, the mR@K of different methods under each relation
distribution are compared. The comparative results in SGDet
are shown in Fig. 5. Experiments indicate that TA-HDG
outperforms the HetSGG by a 1.53% margin in body and NBP
by a 1.37% margin in Tail. The mR@K of TA-HDG on the
body and tail is significantly higher than other methods by
approximately 4%. This is first attributed to the distribution
of tail classes adjusted in TA-HDG by categorizing relation
types. Second, the model facilitates the understanding of tail
classes by capturing intra- and inter-type context for each
relation type. In head, TA-HDG reduces more meaningless
edges in heterogeneous and dual graphs by introducing dis-
tance, confidence, and existence information. Thus, TA-HDG
shows superior performance compared with other methods.
These results confirm that TA-HDG not only optimizes the
performance of tail classes, but also improves the accuracy
of head classes. This further confirms that TA-HDG considers
the performance of each relation.

2) Ablation Studies: Effectiveness of the Proposed Mod-
ules. An ablation study is performed to verify the effectiveness
of HDGC and TAMP. To ensure fairness in comparison,

TABLE II
RESULTS OF DIFFERENT MODULES IN SGDET TASK. THE BEST RESULT IS
BOLD. THE A REPRESENTS THE INITAL GRAPH. THE B REPRESENTS THE
HETEROGENEOUS GRAPH & INTER-TYPE MP. THE C REPRESENTS THE

DUAL GRAPH & INTRA-TYPE MP.

No. Method R@50 R@100 mR@50 mR@100A B C
1 ✕ ✕ ✕ 29.27 33.83 11.18 12.87
2 ✕ ✕ ✓ 31.22 35.91 11.87 13.91
3 ✕ ✓ ✕ 30.95 34.89 13.29 15.31
4 ✕ ✓ ✓ 32.45 36.59 14.16 15.82
5 ✓ ✕ ✕ 30.58 35.64 11.48 13.49
6 ✓ ✕ ✓ 32.54 37.69 12.27 14.27
7 ✓ ✓ ✕ 32.21 36.84 13.64 15.83
8 ✓ ✓ ✓ 33.71 38.21 14.85 16.66

components are added progressively to the baseline and all
experimental settings remain the same as TA-HDG. Tab. II
shows the evaluative results under different combinations of
components on R@K and mR@K for SGDet. From No.1
to No.8, the performance shows continuous improvement as
more components are integrated. Specifically, according to
the comparison between No.1 and No.4, TAMP improves
the four metrics by approximately 3 percent. This proves
that the TAMP makes a significant contribution to improving
the overall performance and alleviating the long-tail problem.
This is because the TAMP synthesizes the intra- and inter-
type context to understand the complex interactions within a
scene. Comparing No.4 with No.8, the removal of the Initial
Graph, i.e., the subject-object pair selection strategy, results
in a 1% decrease in four metrics. This suggests that selecting
meaningful subject-object pairs utilizing rich information of
objects is important for modeling the interactions. Comparing
No.6 with No.8, the removal of the Heterogeneous Graph &
Inter-Type MP decreases by at least 2% in mR@K. This proves
the key role of two components in alleviating the long-tail
problem, that is, adjusting unbalanced distribution by relations
categorization and understanding inter-type interactions by
inter-type context aggregation. By comparing No.7 with No.8,
removing the Dual Graph & Intra-Type MP results in a 1.5%
significant decrease of R@K. This proves the importance of
modeling and capturing the intra-type interactions in refine
features to improve the accurate prediction of relations. In
summary, each component plays a pivotal role in improving
the performance, and TA-HDG utilizes the synergy among
them to achieve significant performance improvement.

To further investigate the impact of different components
in the long-tail problem, the mR@K of components under
long-tail distribution conditions are evaluated, as shown in
Fig. 6. The trends of No.1-4 and No.5-8 in the line graph
indicate that the performance of each distribution condition
increases linearly, as the number of modules in TA-HDG
increases linearly. Specifically, comparing No.1 with No.5
reveals that introducing the subject-object pair selection strat-
egy achieves performance improvement for three different
distributions. This indicates that the combination of distance,
confidence, and existence information in selecting subject-
object pairs causes a positive impact on the long-tail problem.
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Fig. 5. Results of mR@100 on the head, body, and tail classes in SGDet task. The x-axis is various methods, the y-axis is mR@100. The left is the head
performance, the middle is the body performance, the right is the tail performance.

Fig. 6. Results of each long-tail group under different modules in SGDet
with mR@100. The model numbers correspond to Table II.

Further comparing No.6 with No.8 shows that after removing
the Heterogeneous Graph & Inter-Type MP, the decrease of
performance in No.6 on body and tail significantly exceeds
that on head. Specifically, when it is difficult to distinguish
between interactive and non-interactive relation types, and it is
difficult to model and capture the interactions between objects
and relations, the performance of No.6 decreases by 1.98% on
head, 2.63% on body, and 2.28% on tail compared with that
of No.8. This finding proves that modeling the interactions be-
tween objects and performing inter-type message passing, not
only maintains the performance of head, but also optimizes the
performance of body and tail. Similarly, No.7 and No.8 also
show the same variation trend, which indicates that modeling
the interactions between relations, as well as capturing the
intra-type context, can also effectively improve the prediction
performance of relations. Moreover, the trend of No.1-8 shows
that although the influence of TA-HDG on head is not as
significant as on body or tail, the performance of head still
maintains a steady upward trend. This proves the critical role
of each module in improving the recognition of head and tail
classes.

Design Choices in Subject-Object Pair Selection Strat-
egy. Ablation studies are conducted on different strategies
to determine an effective strategy for subject-object pair se-
lection. Tab. III summarizes the results of these strategies.
Among them in selecting pairs, the TA-HDGcon bases on

TABLE III
RESULTS OF DIFFERENT SUBJECT-OBJECT PAIR SELECTION STRATEGY IN

SGDET TASK. THE BEST RESULT IS BOLD.

Method Visual Phrases Object-Pair Proposals

R@50 R@100 pR@50 pR@100
TA-HDGcon 32.28 36.01 43.70 50.35
TA-HDGIoU 33.04 35.94 43.25 49.75
TA-HDG+

IoU 32.92 36.70 44.68 51.59
TA-HDGsim 32.16 36.15 43.99 51.09
TA-HDGdis 32.31 36.29 45.02 52.34
TA-HDGlin 33.11 38.14 45.18 52.46
TA-HDGdis+sim 32.95 37.94 45.13 52.42
TA-HDGcon+lin 33.43 38.19 45.35 52.61
TA-HDGdis+lin 33.38 38.11 45.30 52.53
TA-HDG 33.71 38.21 45.36 52.62

confidence alone, the TA-HDGIoU calculates the IoU of
subject-object pairs, the IoU in TA-HDG+

IoU is divided by
the area of the smaller bounding box between the sub-
ject and the object, the TA-HDGsim measures the seman-
tic similarity of subject-object pairs by the cosine simi-
larity, the TA-HDGdis calculates the center distance be-
tween subject-object pairs, the TA-HDGlin looks up the
existence probability of subject-object pairs based on the
co-linearity, the TA-HDGdis+sim combines the TA-HDGdis

and the TA-HDGsim, the TA-HDGcon+lin combines the
TA-HDGcon and the TA-HDGlin, the TA-HDGdis+lin com-
bines the TA-HDGdis and the TA-HDGlin.

These results show that TA-HDG performs best in terms
of visual phrases (R@K) and subject-object pair propos-
als (pR@K). Specifically, by comparing with the traditional
method TA-HDGcon, TA-HDG achieves an improvement
of about 2% in R@100 and pR@100. This indicates that
the method effectively reduces the incorrect selection of
subject-object pairs by introducing distance, confidence, and
existence information. Further observing TA-HDGIoU and
TA-HDG+

IoU, TA-HDGIoU is lower than TA-HDG+
IoU by

1.84% on pR@100. This may be because TA-HDG+
IoU in-

creases the sensitivity to small objects by normalizing the IoU
by the area of the smaller object. This helps to improve the ac-
curate recognition of the relation between small and large ob-
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Fig. 7. Comparison of distribution ratios before and after relation catego-
rization on VG. The x-axis represents the distribution ratios of relations, the
y-axis represents the relation types.

jects. In addition, TA-HDGsim is lower than TA-HDGdis+sim

by 1.79% on R@100. Similarly, TA-HDGsim is lower than
TA-HDGdis+sim by 1.65%. These indicate that selecting
subject-object pairs only based on semantic or spatial informa-
tion will bring error propagation. Therefore, a combination of
both is needed. In summary, these results confirm the effective-
ness of TA-HDG, which significantly improves the accuracy of
subject-object pair proposals and reduces meaningless edges
through rich information of objects.

Effectiveness of the relation categorization. To analyze
the effectiveness of the relation categorization, Fig. 7 shows
the changes in the distribution ratios of relations before and
after the categorization. After the categorization, there is
a significant increase in the distribution ratios of relations,
particularly in the interactive relation type. For instance, the
relation hanging from is only 0.0023 for the distribution ratio
in the entire dataset, but after the categorization, its ratio in the
interactive relation type increases to 0.0272. This significant
increase proves the effectiveness of the relation categoriza-
tion. Furthermore, improving the distribution of each relation
reduces the impact of data bias on the model. This allows
the model to better learn from less frequent but important tail
classes, helping alleviate the long-tail problem.

C. Performance on Open Images

This section systematically evaluated the performance on
OI to verify its generalization and effectiveness. Sec.IV-C1
shows that TA-HDG significantly advantages over the SoTA
methods on all evaluation metrics through detailed compara-
tive analyses. This further proves that TA-HDG is effective and
generalizable when dealing with different datasets. Sec.IV-C2
also employs an incremental method to prove the key role of
each module in improving model performance. Furthermore,
the subject-object pair selection strategy applied on VG is
transferred to OI, thereby verifying its generalization. Finally,
the effect of relation categorization is evaluated and its results
is in line with the results on VG.

1) Comparisons with State-of-the-Art Methods: To verify
the effectiveness and generalization of TA-HDG in dealing
with various datasets, it is evaluated on OI for SGDet. Tab. IV
shows the comparative results. All methods utilize a uniform

TABLE IV
RESULTS ON OI. THE BEST RESULT IS BOLD. THE SECOND-BEST RESULT

IS UNDERLINED.

Model mR@50 R@50 wmAPrel wmAPphr scorewtd

GPS-Net [12] 38.90 74.70 32.80 33.90 41.60
BGNN [13] 40.45 74.95 33.51 34.15 42.06
HL-Net [36] - 76.50 35.10 34.70 43.20
HetSGG [8] 42.70 76.80 34.60 35.50 43.30
RU-Net [25] - 76.90 35.40 34.90 43.50
NBP [26] 41.97 75.54 34.44 35.66 43.08
CSL [21] 41.72 75.44 34.30 35.38 42.86
TA-HDG 43.28 81.71 35.67 36.46 45.19

object detector to ensure a fair comparison. On this basis,
TA-HDG achieves significant improvements in all metrics.
This proves the generalization of TA-HDG. Specifically, ow-
ing to the utilization of the ℓp-based graph regularization
to filter subject-object pairs, the performance of RU-Net in
wmAPrel, which is 35.40%, is comparable to TA-HDG with
35.67%. However, RU-Net is weaker than TA-HDG in terms of
R@50 and wmAPphr, with 76.9% and 34.9%, respectively. In
contrast, TA-HDG maintains high performance in these met-
rics, especially on the comprehensive metric scorewtd, which
achieves 45.19%. These data prove that selecting meaningful
subject-object pairs by introducing distance, confidence, and
existence information improves the quality of scene graphs.
Furthermore, compared with HetSGG, which performs best
in mR@50, TA-HDG achieves an improvement in R@50
with 4.91%. This result further indicates that HetSGG only
improves the performance of tail classes, while TA-HDG
simultaneously improves the performance of head classes
and tail classes by modeling and capturing the intra- and
inter-type context for interactive and non-interactive relation
types. In conclusion, TA-HDG maintains stable performance in
dealing with both common relations and rare relations through
subject-object pair selection strategy and Type-Aware message
passing.

2) Ablation Studies: Effectiveness of the Proposed Mod-
ules. To verify the effectiveness of each component on OI,
the components are progressively added to the general base-
line model. The strategy and settings are the same as VG.
The results are summarized in Tab. V. Experiments No.1
to No.8 demonstrate the significant role of each module in
enhancing model performance. Specifically, by comparing the
traditional message passing in No.1 and the intra-type message
passing in No.2, TA-HDG shows the significant performance
improvement in all metrics by adding the Dual Graph &
Intra-Type MP, especially in R@50 with at least 1%. This
suggests that capturing the inter-type context and modeling
the interactions between objects, without considering the intra-
type context and the interactions between relations, may limit
the understanding of complex interactions, reducing predictive
accuracy for relations. Further comparing No.1 with No.3,
when the Heterogeneous Graph & Inter-Type MP is added, the
improvement on mR@50 exceeds other metrics. This proves
the importance of categorizing relation types and employing
inter-type message passing for these relations types in alle-
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TABLE V
RESULTS OF DIFFERENT MODULES IN SGDET TASK. THE BEST RESULT IS
BOLD. THE A REPRESENTS THE INITAL GRAPH. THE B REPRESENTS THE
HETEROGENEOUS GRAPH & INTER-TYPE MP. THE C REPRESENTS THE

DUAL GRAPH & INTRA-TYPE MP.

No. Method mR@50 R@50 wmAPrel wmAPpht scorewtdA B C
1 ✕ ✕ ✕ 41.95 78.62 33.95 35.19 43.38
2 ✕ ✕ ✓ 42.17 79.98 34.53 35.50 44.01
3 ✕ ✓ ✕ 42.76 79.33 34.47 35.68 43.93
4 ✕ ✓ ✓ 42.98 80.46 35.04 35.97 44.50
5 ✓ ✕ ✕ 42.04 79.19 34.32 35.43 43.74
6 ✓ ✕ ✓ 42.26 80.55 34.90 35.74 44.37
7 ✓ ✓ ✕ 42.85 79.90 34.84 35.92 44.28
8 ✓ ✓ ✓ 43.28 81.71 35.67 36.46 45.19

TABLE VI
RESULTS OF DIFFERENT SUBJECT-OBJECT PAIR SELECTION STRATEGY IN

SGDET TASK. THE BEST RESULT IS BOLD.

Method mR@50 R@50 wmAPrel wmAPphr scorewtd

TA-HDGcon 42.94 80.31 34.27 36.28 44.28
TA-HDGIoU 41.91 80.16 33.61 34.93 43.45
TA-HDG+

IoU 42.6 80.92 34.16 35.43 44.02
TA-HDGsim 41.17 81.04 33.40 33.59 43.00
TA-HDGdis 41.62 80.28 33.47 34.19 43.12
TA-HDGlin 43.1 81.11 35.60 36.30 44.98
TA-HDGdis+sim 42.46 81.29 34.06 34.25 43.58
TA-HDGcon+lin 43.22 81.38 35.57 36.37 45.05
TA-HDGdis+lin 43.27 81.43 35.65 36.45 45.13
TA-HDG 43.28 81.71 35.67 36.46 45.19

viating the long-tail problem. By comparing No.1 and No.5,
the composite metric, scorewtd, rises by 0.4% after introducing
the Initial Graph. Here, No.1 selects subject-object pairs based
on confidence, while No.5 employs spatial, semantic, and co-
linearity information. This result proves that the traditional
subject-object pair selection method leads to more meaningless
edges an d incorrect subject-object pairs, affecting the overall
performance of the model. By comparing No.5 with No.8,
the model degenerates to an early method that relies on local
information for predicting relations if removing the TAMP.
Meanwhile, the performance on each metric drops by more
than 1%. This change confirms that context significantly
improves the performance of relation prediction.

Design Choices in Subject-Object Pair Selection Strat-
egy. A series of different subject-object pair selection strategies
are compared to verify the generalization of the subject-
object pair selection strategy applied by TA-HDG. These
strategies remain the same as those of VG. Tab. VI shows
the comparison results of various strategies. Although the
performance of various schemes varies in two datasets, TA-
HDG shows the best performance on both datasets. Specif-
ically, regarding the scorewtd on OI, the second-performing
method is TA-HDGdis+lin, and the worst-performing method
is TA-HDGsim. For R@100 on VG, TA-HDGcon+lin and
TA-HDGIoU rank as the second-performing and worst-
performing, respectively. Other metrics can draw similar con-
clusions. These discrepancies may be because of the differ-
ences between the two datasets. Nonetheless, TA-HDG, which
performs best on VG, maintains its best performance on OI.
In summary, the subject-object pair selection strategy applied
on VG can be effectively transferred to OI, while maintaining

its superior performance. This proves the generalization of this
strategy.

Fig. 8. Comparison of distribution before and after relation categorization on
OI. The x-axis represents the distribution of relations, the y-axis represents
the relation types.

Effectiveness of the relation categorization. To analyze
the applicability of the categorization of interactive and non-
interactive relations on OI, Fig. 8 shows the distribution
ratios of relations before and after the categorization. From
this figure, a similar conclusion for OI can be drawn by
observation, that is, the distribution ratio of each relation is
significantly improved after the categorization. This proves
the effectiveness and generalization of this categorization. In
the case of the relation contain, its distribution ratio is only
5.40% in the entire dataset, but after the categorization, the
distribution ratio increases to 19.40% in the interactive type.
This change indicates that categorizing relation classes into
interactive and non-interactive relation types can significantly
improve the distribution of various relations. This increases
the diversity of tail classes, thereby alleviating the long-tail
problem.

D. Qualitative Analysis

To better understand the abilities of TA-HDG in accurately
predicting scene graphs as well as alleviating the long-tail
distribution problem, the predicted scene graphs by HetSGG
and TA-HDG are compared. Among them, HetSGG employs
traditional methods to select subject-object pairs and pass
messages. Specifically, it selects subject-object pairs based on
confidence while only focusing on the inter-type messages.

The visualizations of VG are shown in Fig. 9. In Fig. 9 (a),
HetSGG fails to identify the elephant-trunk pair. However,
owing to combining distance, confidence, and existence infor-
mation, TA-HDG detects the relation between elephant and
trunk, thus enhancing the precision in subject-object pair se-
lection. In Fig. 9 (b), HetSGG incorrectly selects the man-wave
pair. However, owing to the comprehensive information being
utilized to reduce meaningless edges and retain meaningful
subject-object pairs, TA-HDG identifies them as meaningless,
thus alleviating the error propagation. In addition, the statis-
tical analysis on HetSGG reveals that such errors constitute
up to 30%. This confirms the limitation of the dependence on
confidence alone for selecting subject-object pairs. In contrast,
TA-HDG effectively enhances the precision in subject-object
pair selection by considering distance, confidence, and exis-
tence information.
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Fig. 9. Scene graphs of TA-HDG and HetSGG on VG. (Red: incorrect
predictions by HetSGG. Green: correct predictions by TA-HDG, but incorrect
predictions by HetSGG. Blue: incorrect predictions by TA-HDG. The relations
in the Body and Tail classes are underlined.)
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Fig. 10. Scene graphs of TA-HDG and HetSGG on OI. (Red: incorrect
predictions by HetSGG. Green: correct predictions by TA-HDG, but incorrect
predictions by HetSGG. Blue: incorrect predictions by TA-HDG. The relations
in the Body and Tail classes are underlined.)

The visualizations of OI are shown in Fig. 10. In Fig. 10 (a),
the relation between man and coffee cup in HetSGG, which
is influenced by data bias, is incorrect (holds). However, TA-
HDG accurately predicts the rare relation (catch) by adjusting
the distribution of relations, as well as modeling and captur-
ing the intra- and inter-type context of interactive and non-
interactive relation types. Similarly, in Fig. 10 (b), HetSGG
predicts the relation between man and microphone as the head
relation (holds), whereas TA-HDG predicts the tail relation
(interacts with). Consequently, compared with HetSGG, TA-
HDG exhibits significant improvement on body and tail classes
(relations underlined). This indicates that categorizing the
relation types and modeling and capturing the intra- and inter-
type context can reduce the mispredictions caused by the long-
tail data distribution.

V. CONCLUSION

This study proposes an unbiased SGG framework, called
TA-HDG, that can address several challenges in SGG. The
combination of heterogeneous and dual graphs overcoming
the issue of simultaneously modeling the interactions between
objects and the interactions between relations. The subject-
object pair selection strategy reduces meaningless edges in
heterogeneous and dual graphs, improving the accuracy of
subject-object pairs. In addition, the TAMP addresses the
limitation of capturing the semantic context among different
objects with the same relations and among different relations
with the same object, improving the accurate prediction of
relations. The experimental results demonstrate the superiority
of TA-HDG. However, owing to the fluctuating performance
of pre-trained object detectors, which serve detected objects as

nodes in scene graphs, TA-HDG struggles with generalization
for various datasets. Meanwhile, the high computational cost
caused by constructing dual graphs affects the efficiency. In
the future, we will focus on Panoptic Scene Graph Generation,
which is a method independent of object detectors to improve
the independence of the model. In addition, we will explore
efficient algorithms to construct dual graphs to reduce the
computational cost.
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