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Abstract

Transductive few-shot learning has recently triggered
wide attention in computer vision. Yet, current methods
introduce key hyper-parameters, which control the pre-
diction statistics of the test batches, such as the level of
class balance, affecting performances significantly. Such
hyper-parameters are empirically grid-searched over val-
idation data, and their configurations may vary substan-
tially with the target dataset and pre-training model, mak-
ing such empirical searches both sub-optimal and compu-
tationally intractable. In this work, we advocate and intro-
duce the unrolling paradigm, also referred to as “learning
to optimize”, in the context of few-shot learning, thereby
learning efficiently and effectively a set of optimized hyper-
parameters. Specifically, we unroll a generalization of the
ubiquitous Expectation-Maximization (EM) optimizer into
a neural network architecture, mapping each of its iterates
to a layer and learning a set of key hyper-parameters over
validation data. Our unrolling approach covers various
statistical feature distributions and pre-training paradigms,
including recent foundational vision-language models and
standard vision-only classifiers. We report comprehensive
experiments, which cover a breadth of fine-grained down-
stream image classification tasks, showing significant gains
brought by the proposed unrolled EM algorithm over itera-
tive variants. The achieved improvements reach up to 10%
and 7.5% on vision-only and vision-language benchmarks,
respectively. The source code and learned parameters are
available at https://github.com/ZhouLong0/
UNEM-Transductive.
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Figure 1. Impact of the class-balance hyperparameter λ on the
accuracy of transductive few-shot classification. The accuracy re-
sults are obtained using the EM-Dirichlet algorithm [33] applied
to vision-language models (with 4-shots). The plot shows that
the choice of λ has a strong impact on the performance, and that
the optimal λ (indicated with the star symbol) might vary by or-
ders of magnitudes, depending on the target downstream dataset
(e.g., the ten very different fine-grained classification datasets).
Further comments on the optimal λ values and the values cho-
sen in [33] are provided in Section 4. The values of the learned
hyper-parameters based on the proposed unrolled algorithm are il-
lustrated and analyzed in Appendix D.

1. Introduction

Deep learning has transfigured computer vision, driving
substantial progress in tasks such as image classification,
captioning, object detection and segmentation. However,
these successes often come with a high cost: the require-
ment for large amounts of labeled data. Additionally, the
generalization of these models is seriously challenged when
evaluated on new classes (concepts), unseen during pre-
training, or when operating under distribution shifts [1, 51].

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

16
73

9v
1 

 [
cs

.C
V

] 
 2

1 
D

ec
 2

02
4

https://github.com/ZhouLong0/UNEM-Transductive
https://github.com/ZhouLong0/UNEM-Transductive


To address these challenges, Few-Shot Learning (FSL)
has recently attracted wide attention within the computer
vision community. In the standard few-shot image classifi-
cation setting, a feature extractor is first pre-trained on a set
of classes, often called the base classes. Then, the model
is adapted and evaluated on new classes and tasks. Each
evaluation task is performed on a set of unlabeled samples
(referred to as the query set), and supervised by a support
set composed of few labeled samples per new class. Ear-
lier FSL methods have relied on various concepts, including
meta-learning [11, 19, 39], transfer learning [13, 37, 41],
and metric learning [20, 26, 49]. However, most of these
works operate within the inductive setting, where, at infer-
ence time, the prediction for each sample is made indepen-
dently from the other samples in the query set.

Recently, significant attention has shifted to the trans-
ductive scheme, in which inference is performed jointly
on a batch of query samples. Transduction leverages the
statistics of the unlabeled query samples, yielding notable
performance gains, and have triggered a large body of re-
cent works in few-shot learning, with various methods and
mechanisms [4, 23–25, 29, 32, 57], as detailed in Section 2.
Generally, transductive methods are built upon optimizing
objective functions that integrate clustering terms, either
discriminative as in information maximization [4, 48] or
generative as in probabilistic K-means [32, 33]. However,
many among these assume a perfectly balanced class distri-
bution within the query set, and incorporate terms in the ob-
jective function or constraints that enforce a class-balance
prior. The latter could limit the applicability of these meth-
ods, whose performances were shown to drop significantly
when dealing with imbalanced query sets [27, 48].

Several recent attempts tackled this limitation, to han-
dle more realistic scenarios [24, 32, 33, 46, 48]. Yet, these
methods introduce key hyper-parameters, which control the
prediction statistics of the unlabeled query set, such as
the level of class balance. Such hyper-parameters are em-
pirically grid-searched over pre-defined sets of values us-
ing validation data, and their optimal configurations may
vary substantially with the target dataset and pre-training
model [17]. To illustrate this, we depict in Fig. 1 the ac-
curacy as a function of a class-balance hyper-parameter for
the recent method in [33]. One may observe that this hyper-
parameter has a crucial effect on the performance, and its
optimal value might vary by orders of magnitude across the
target datasets. The issue is further compounded by addi-
tional hyper-parameters, which makes intensive empirical
grid searches for the hyper-parameters over validation data
and pre-defined intervals of values both sub-optimal and
computationally intractable. Therefore, we advocate and in-
troduce the unrolling paradigm (also called “learning to op-
timize”) in the context of few-shot learning, which enables
to learn efficiently and effectively a set of optimized hyper-

parameters. Specifically, our main contributions could be
summarized as follows:
1. We study a generalization of the ubiquitous Expectation-

Maximization (EM) algorithm, in which we make two
hyper-parameters controlling prediction statistics – class
balance and prediction entropy – explicit1. Our gener-
alization encompasses several existing transductive few-
shot methods as particular cases and, more importantly,
enables to learn these crucial hyper-parameters through
the proposed unrolling strategy.

2. We unroll the generalized EM optimizer into a neural
network architecture, mapping each of its iterates to a
layer and learning the introduced hyper-parameters over
validation data. Our unrolling approach offers greater
flexibility in optimizing the hyper-parameters, allowing
them to vary across the network’s layers. To the best
of our knowledge, this study is the first to investigate
unrolling in transductive few-shot learning.

3. We design our unrolling architecture in way that cov-
ers various statistical assumptions and pre-training
paradigms: (i) Gaussian for vision-only classifiers and
(ii) Dirichlet for vision-language models.

4. We report comprehensive experiments, which cover a
breadth of fine-grained downstream image classification
tasks and different pre-training models, showing con-
sistent and substantial gains over recent state-of-the-art
methods.

2. Related works

Few-shot classification with vision-only models: Few-
shot classification using vision models has been widely
explored in the literature, leading to the development of
various methods. The first category, inductive methods,
predicts the class of each test sample (in the query set)
independently from others [16, 30]. In contrast, the second
category, transductive methods, which has gained increas-
ing attention in recent years, involves jointly predicting
classes for a batch of test samples in each few-shot task.
Numerous research efforts in transductive methods have
leveraged concepts like clustering [24, 32], label propaga-
tion [29, 57], information maximization [4, 48], optimal
transport [23, 47], prototype estimation [28, 57], and
variational networks [25, 42], among others. Studies have
shown that transductive methods significantly outperform
inductive approaches, achieving accuracy gains of up to
15% as reported in several evaluations [4, 32].

Few-shot classification with vision-language models:
Contrastive Vision-Language Pre-training (CLIP) has re-
cently emerged as an effective model for enhancing various

1Those hyper-parameters are implicit (hidden) in the standard EM for-
mulation.



vision tasks through visual-text pairs. By learning transfer-
able visual models with natural language supervision, CLIP
demonstrates strong performance in zero-shot classification
by matching the image features to text embeddings of
novel classes [38]. To further enhance its classification
capabilities, several studies have extended CLIP to the
few-shot setting [6, 18, 53, 55, 56]. While the linear probe
model [38] trains a logistic regression classifier using CLIP
image features, the authors of proposed in [18] proposed
a generalization of this baseline, modeling the classifier
weights as learnable functions of the visual prototypes
and text embeddings. Context Optimization (CoOp) [55]
and its extended versions [6, 53, 56] have been developed
based on the concept of prompt learning. While CoOp
[55] aims to model context in prompts using continuous
representations, a knowledge-guided CoOp is proposed in
[53] to enhance the generalization ability by minimizing
the discrepancy between the learnable prompts and the
original ones. In [6], the authors learn multiple prompts,
describing the characteristics of each class, through the
minimization of an optimal-transport distance. Unlike
prompt learning methods, which fine-tune the input text,
another family of methods, referred to as adapters, aims
to transform the visual or text encoders, such as [12, 54].
For instance, TIP-Adapter [54] adds a non-parametric
adapter to the weight-frozen CLIP model, and updates
the prior knowledge encoded in CLIP by feature retrieval.
CLIP-Adapter [12] introduces a multi-layered perceptron
to learn new features, and combine them with the original
CLIP-encoded features via residual connections.
It is worth noting that all the aforementioned methods
belong to the inductive family. However, unlike vision-only
models, the transductive few-shot setting is still not well
investigated in the context of CLIP. To the best of our
knowledge, the only transductive few-shot CLIP method
is the one very recently proposed in [33], which, inspired
by the Expectation Maximization algorithm, relies on the
Dirichlet distribution to model the data. Moreover, as
reported in [33], and unlike the behaviors observed with
vision-only models, recent transductive few-shot methods
do not always outperform their inductive counterparts
with CLIP. This suggests that there is a need to further
investigate transductive methods in the context of vision-
language models, due to their aforementioned advantages
with respect to inductive methods.

Class-balance and hyperparameters setting: Most of the
existing transductive few-shot methods have been designed
for perfectly balanced query sets (i.e., uniform class distri-
bution), and have shown drops in performances under class-
imbalanced settings. To address this flaw, various methods
have been developed in the last years [24, 32, 33, 46, 48].
For instance, In [46], the categorical probability of each

query sample is regularized to quantify the difference be-
tween the class marginal distribution and the uniform one.
The works in [24, 32, 33, 48] explored various weighted
terms, which are added to the objective functions, to miti-
gate the effect of the class-balance bias. To this end, some
hyper-parameters are introduced, to weigh to contributions
of such terms in the objective function. Unlike [32], where
the introduced hyper-parameter has been theoretically cho-
sen in order to compensate for the hidden class-balance bias
in the used clustering objective, the hyper-parameters are
often set in an empirical manner based on the validation
classes of each dataset. Thus, a set of hyperparameter val-
ues (in a given range) are evaluated, and the ones yielding
the highest accuracy are selected.

3. Proposed methodology

3.1. Generalized EM algorithm
Preliminaries: Let us first introduce the notations to formu-
late our transductive few-shot inference. Let {zn}1≤n≤N

denote the set of feature vectors extracted from a pre-
training network, and which are to be classified, with N
the total number of samples within a given task. The whole
dataset contains K distinct classes, whereas the number of
randomly sampled classes present in each mini-batch task
might be much smaller than K. This subset of sampled
classes may also vary across mini-batches, and the method
does not assume any prior knowledge on the specific classes
that may appear in each mini-batch.

Moreover, for a given few-shot task, let us denote by
S ⊂ {1, . . . , N} and Q = {1, . . . , N} \ S the indices
of samples within the support (labeled) and query (unla-
beled) mini-batch sets, respectively. For every n ∈ S,
yn = (yn,k)1≤k≤K ∈ {0, 1}K are the one-hot-encoded
labels, such that, for every k ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, yn,k = 1 if the
n-th sample belongs to class k, and yn,k = 0 otherwise.

Finally, given the extracted feature vectors zn, we as-
sume that the data probability distribution knowing its class
k is modeled by a given law, whose probability density
function (pdf) is denoted by p (zn | θk) and characterized
by a vector of parameters θk. This means that the global
distribution of zn is a mixture of these pdfs.
Problem formulation: Our goal is to identify the classes
of the unlabeled samples in the query set by optimizing a
general clustering objective function, while embedding su-
pervision constraints from the few labeled samples within
the support set. We do so by unrolling iterative block-
coordinate optimizers of the objective functions over two
sets of variables:
• Soft assignment vectors u = (un)1≤n≤N ∈ (∆K)N ,

where ∆K is the probability simplex of RK . For every
n ∈ {1, . . . , N}, un = (un,k)1≤k≤K where, for every
k ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, un,k can be interpreted as the probabil-



ity that the n-th sample belongs to class k. These proba-
bilities have to be determined for the query set samples.

• Feature distribution parameters θ = (θk)1≤k≤K .
Consider the following general probabilistic clustering

problem:

minimize
u,θ

L(u,θ) + λΨ(u) + TΦ(u), (1)

subject to un ∈ ∆K ∀n ∈ Q,

un,k = yn,k ∀n ∈ S, ∀k ∈ {1, . . . ,K}.

where weighing factor λ and temperature scaling T are
learnable optimized hyper-parameters, which we will esti-
mate through the proposed unrolling strategy (Section 3.2),
and terms L, Ψ and Φ are detailed in the following.
• The first term in objective function (1) is the negative log-

likelihood of the feature vectors:

L(u,θ) = −
N∑

n=1

K∑
k=1

un,kln(p(zn|θk)) (2)

This general log-likelihood model fitting term is well
known in the context of clustering methods [5, 21].
In fact, it generalizes the standard K-means clustering
objective to arbitrary distributions2. It is well-known
that minimizing (2) has an inherent bias towards class-
balanced clustering [5, 21, 32, 33].

• The second term in (1) controls the partition complexity
of the model, penalizing the number of non-empty clus-
ters in the solution. It corresponds to the Shannon entropy
of class distribution (πk)1≤k≤K , defined as:

Ψ(u) = −
K∑

k=1

πk lnπk, (3)

where πk = 1
|Q|
∑

n∈Q un,k is the proportion of query
samples within class k, i.e., the empirical estimate of the
marginal probability of class k.
Class-balance hyper-parameter (λ): The marginal en-
tropy in (3) mitigates the class-balance bias of the log-
likelihood clustering term in (2). It reaches its minimum
for the extremely imbalanced solution in which all data
samples are assigned to a single cluster, and its maximum
for a perfectly balanced clustering. Hence, clearly, hyper-
parameter λ controls the level of class balance in the so-
lution. As depicted in Fig. 1, this hyper-parameter has a
crucial effect on the performance, and its optimal value
might vary by orders of magnitude from one dataset to
another. This makes exhaustive grid searches for optimal
λ over validation sets intractable computationally, which
motivates learning this hyper-parameter through our un-
rolling strategy, as described in Section 3.2.
2K-means corresponds to choosing the multivariate Gaussian distribu-

tion, with identity covariance matrix, for parametric density p(zn|θk).

• The third term in (1) is an entropic barrier, enabling to
soften assignments un,k, while imposing a non-negativity
constraint on each of them. It is given by:

Φ(u) =

N∑
n=1

K∑
k=1

un,k lnun,k. (4)

Temperature scaling hyper-parameter (T ): Weighting
factor T in (1) controls the trade-off between the clus-
tering term and the entropic barrier in (4), i.e., the level
of softness of assignments un,k. Therefore, this hyper-
parameter has an important effect on performances and
on the marginal class probabilities appearing in the class-
balance term in (3), which motivates learning it. As de-
scribed in Section 3.2, our unrolling algorithm enables to
cope with this extra parameter.

Link to EM and other transductive few-shot methods:
We examine solving problem (1) with an iterative block-
coordinate descent algorithm (see Algorithm 1), which al-
ternates two steps, one updating distribution parameters
θ
(ℓ)
k and the other optimizing over class assignments u(ℓ)

n , at
each iteration ℓ. For the u-step, and due to the nonconvexity
of Ψ, we proceed with a Majorization-Minimization (MM)
strategy to minimize a surrogate convex function with re-
spect to u at each iteration. In addition, if p(·|θk) is as-
sumed to belong to the exponential family and θk are its
canonical parameters, the estimation w.r.t. θ, with u fixed,
is a convex problem. We provide further details on this
general iterative optimization scheme in Appendix A. It is
worth noting that, when T = 1 and the data is modeled
by the Dirichlet distribution, we recover the recent trans-
ductive few-shot learning algorithm in [33]. Interestingly,
when T = 1 and λ = |Q|, we recover the well-known
Expectation-Maximization (EM) algorithm for estimating
the parameters of mixture of distributions; see Proposition 1
in [33]. Therefore, Algorithm 1 could be viewed as a gen-
eralized EM (GEM), in which hyper-parameters λ and T
control the class balance as well as prediction softness, and
could be made learnable.
Examples of data models: While a broad range of distri-
bution models in the exponential family could be adopted,
we focus in this paper on two popular ones.
• The first one is the Gaussian distribution, which is com-

monly used in standard clustering and transductive few-
shot-methods applied to vision-only models [32, 44, 48].
By assuming a Gaussian distribution with mean θk and
identity covariance matrix, the pdf p(zn|θk) reads as fol-
lows:

p(zn|θk) ∝ exp

(
−1

2
∥zn − θk∥2

)
. (5)

• The second one is the Dirichlet distribution, which has
recently shown good modelling performance in the con-



Algorithm 1 GEM based few-shot classification algorithm

Input: Compute zn for the dataset samples, initialize u
(0)
n and θ

(0)
k , and fix the number of iterations L,

for ℓ = 0, 1, . . . , L− 1 do
// Update Distribution parameters for each class using a given an estimation algorithm (denoted here by “DP est”)
θ
(ℓ+1)
k = DP est(u

(ℓ)
·,k ,θ

(ℓ)
k ), ∀k ∈ {1, . . . ,K},

// Update class proportions

π
(ℓ+1)
k =

1

|Q|
∑
n∈Q

u
(ℓ)
n,k, ∀k ∈ {1, . . . ,K},

// Update assignment vectors for all query samples

u(ℓ+1)
n = softmax

(
1

T

(
ln p

(
zn | θ(ℓ+1)

k

)
+

λ

|Q|
ln(π

(ℓ+1)
k )

)
k

)
, ∀n ∈ Q.

end for

Figure 2. An overview of the unrolled GEM algorithm for a given iteration. Each iteration ℓ corresponds to a network layer L(ℓ). Each
layer depends on the vector of hyperparameters (λ(ℓ), T (ℓ)).

text of transductive few-shot for vision-language mod-
els such as CLIP [33]. For zn = (zn,i)1≤i≤K and
θk = (θk,i)1≤i≤K , the associated pdf is given by:

p (zn | θk) =
1

B(θk)

K∏
i=1

z
θk,i−1
n,i 1zn∈∆K

, (6)

where the normalization factor B(θk) is:

B(θk) =

∏K
i=1 Γ(θk,i)

Γ
(∑K

i=1 θk,i

) , (7)

and Γ denotes the Gamma function.
The necessary details related to feature representations in
the cases of vision-only and vision-language models, dis-
tribution parameter estimation, and the resulting GEM al-
gorithms for Gaussian and Dirichlet laws are provided in
Appendices B and C, respectively.

3.2. UNrolled EM architecture (UNEM)
Overview: As discussed in Section 2, the choice of the op-
timal hyper-parameter, which controls the level of class bal-
ance, is a difficult task, often performed manually in the ex-
isting transductive few-shot classification methods. In addi-
tion to the class-balance parameter λ, Algorithm 1 involves

an additional temperature parameter T , which makes hyper-
parameter setting even more challenging. For this reason,
we propose in this paper to resort to the unrolling (called
also learning to optimize) paradigm [34], which enables to
learn efficiently a set of optimized hyper-parameters. It is
important to note that unrolling iterative optimization algo-
rithms has found successful applications in diverse signal
and image processing tasks [2, 7, 34]. However, to the best
of our knowledge, this work is the first to leverage the un-
rolling paradigm for hyper-parameter optimization in a few-
shot learning context. The main idea behind the learning-
to-optimize paradigm is to map each iteration of a given
optimization algorithm to a network layer, stack all layers
together, and view the hyper-parameters to be optimized as
the network’s learnable parameters. More precisely, to un-
roll our generalized EM algorithm, the number of iterations
L is used as the number of layers for the neural network
architecture. Thus, each iteration ℓ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , L − 1} is
associated with a tailored layer L(ℓ), which performs the
update rules defined in Algorithm 1:(
θ
(ℓ+1)
k , π

(ℓ+1)
k ,u(ℓ+1)

n

)
= L(ℓ)

(
θ
(ℓ)
k , π

(ℓ)
k ,u(ℓ)

n ;λ(ℓ), T (ℓ)
)

(8)
where (λ(ℓ), T (ℓ))0≤ℓ≤L−1 is the vector of hyper-
parameters to be learned. This leads to the UNrolled EM
(UNEM) model shown in Fig. 2. The latter shows the



Figure 3. Overall architecture of the designed UNEM.

inputs and outputs of a given layer L(l) as well as its three
main blocks for the update rules.

Learned hyper-parameters: Instead of a restricted num-
ber of handcrafted hyper-parameters (as often used in iter-
ative algorithms), our unrolled algorithm offers more flex-
ibility, enabling adaptation of the hyper-parameters along
the processing workflow. This means that L vectors of
hyper-parameters (λ(ℓ), T (ℓ))0≤ℓ≤L−1 could be learned and
applied at each layer of the network. During the training of
the unrolled model, we fulfill some design constraints, as
described in more details in the following.
More specifically, to ensure the non-negativity of hyper-
parameter λ(ℓ), we propose to express it as a Softplus func-
tion, which could be seen as a smooth approximation of the
RELU activation function, yielding:

λ(ℓ) = Softplus(a(ℓ)) = log(1 + exp(a(ℓ))) (9)

where a(ℓ) represents a learnable parameter for the unrolled
architecture.

Regarding temperature scaling T (ℓ), we observed in
our experiments that imposing the non-negativity constraint
alone might be a source of instability, resulting in values
very close to zero and vanishing gradient issues during the
training of the unrolled architecture. To circumvent this
problem, we impose a lower bound equal to 1 on the tem-
perature scaling:

T (ℓ) = 1+ Softplus(b(ℓ)) = 1 + log(1 + exp(b(ℓ))) (10)

where b(ℓ) denotes a parameter that needs to be learned
during the training of the unrolled model.

Overall architecture and training approach: Based on
the previous considerations, the overall architecture of
UNEM can be summarized as the composition of the L
layers L(L−1) ◦ . . . ◦ L(0). This architecture, depicted in
Figure 3, illustrates: (i) the required inputs θ

(0)
k and u

(0)
n

as well as the feature vectors zn (which are fed in all lay-
ers), (ii) the cascaded layers with their associated vector of

parameters w = (λ(ℓ), T (ℓ))0≤ℓ≤L−1 satisfying the afore-
mentioned constraints, and (iii) the key output u(L)

n repre-
senting the class assignment vectors.

The resulting neural network architecture is trained by
minimizing a standard cross-entropy loss on a validation
set:

Lc(w) =
∑
n∈Q

K∑
k=1

yn,k log(u
(L)
n,k). (11)

4. Experiments
The effectiveness of the proposed approach is validated in
both vision-only and vision-language transductive few-shot
learning settings. We will designate our proposed unrolled
methods by UNEM-Gaussian and UNEM-Dirichlet, respec-
tively. After describing the experimental settings, this sec-
tion is structured into two main sections discussing our ex-
periments in both evaluation scenarios.

4.1. Experimental settings
Task generation: We adopt a realistic transductive few-
shot evaluation protocol, which is in line with state-of-the-
art evaluation protocols [29, 32, 33, 43, 48]. While K des-
ignates the total number of classes in the labeled support set
S, Keff (with Keff ≪ K) denotes the number of effective
classes present in the unlabeled query set Q. The classes
in the query set remain undisclosed during inference, while
randomly selecting |Q| samples. On the other hand, the sup-
port set is built by uniformly selecting s images from each
of the K classes. In this paper, the few-shot tasks are per-
formed with (i) 5, 10, and 20 shots for vision-only models,
and (ii) 4 shots for vision-language models. Moreover, in
both of our evaluation scenarios, we used Keff = 5 and
|Q| = 75.
Training specifications: For fair comparison and repro-
ducibility purposes, the CLIP’s pre-trained model has been
directly used in the vision-language evaluation scenario,
while for the vision-only scenario, the standard pre-trained
ResNet-18 and WRN28-10 backbones have been fine-



Method Backbone mini-ImageNet (K = 20) tiered-ImageNet (K = 160)

5-shot 10-shot 20-shot 5-shot 10-shot 20-shot
Baseline [8]

ResNet-18

55.4 62.1 67.9 29.7 36.3 42.2
LR+ICI [50] 55.4 62.1 68.1 – – –
BD-CSPN [28] 49.8 54.6 56.5 11.4 11.0 11.7
PT-MAP [17] 25.7 27.2 28.4 5.2 6.0 6.6
LaplacianShot [58] 57.9 64.2 68.3 29.6 35.4 39.1
TIM [4] 66.8 69.9 70.8 29.3 28.7 27.8
α-TIM [48] 66.7 71.0 73.9 43.8 48.3 51.9
α-AM [24] 64.4 67.8 70.1 - - -
PADDLE [32] 62.9 73.5 79.8 45.4 61.4 70.6
UNEM-Gaussian 66.4 75.6 80.4 52.3 65.7 73.2

Baseline [8]

WRN28-10

59.0 65.7 72.1 31.9 39.0 45.6
LR+ICI [50] 58.8 65.7 72.0 – – –
BD-CSPN [28] 51.1 55.5 58.4 18.0 18.4 18.2
PT-MAP [17] 26.5 28.0 29.3 5.2 6.0 6.6
LaplacianShot [58] 61.0 66.8 71.0 31.4 37.3 41.5
TIM [4] 72.1 74.9 76.2 36.1 39.0 38.5
α-TIM [48] 71.5 75.2 78.3 45.8 51.4 55.2
α-AM [24] 68.2 71.3 73.3 - - -
PADDLE [32] 62.6 73.0 79.2 43.9 59.4 69.9
UNEM-Gaussian 71.6 79.2 83.7 54.1 66.8 74.7

Table 1. Comparison of the proposed UNEM-Gaussian with respect to state-of-the-art methods on mini-Imagenet and tiered-Imagenet.
The metric is accuracy (in percentage). Results are averaged across 1,000 tasks. Results marked with ’-’ were intractable to obtain.

Method CUB (K = 50)

5-shot 10-shot 20-shot
Baseline [8] 58.6 68.8 78.2
LR+ICI [50] 49.9 55.6 58.0
PT-MAP [17] 12.8 14.0 14.9
LaplacianShot [58] 58.8 66.5 71.0
TIM [4] 68.1 68.9 69.3
α-TIM [48] 74.3 79.3 83.6
α-AM [24] 66.2 68.9 69.8
PADDLE [32] 71.2 81.8 86.8
UNEM-Gaussian 78.5 85.3 88.6

Table 2. Comparison of the proposed UNEM-Gaussian with re-
spect to state-of-the-art methods on CUB. The metric is accuracy
(in percentage). Results are averaged across 1,000 tasks.

tuned. Their training is performed on the base classes set
of each vision-only dataset, using cross-entropy loss with
label smoothing set to 0.9 for 90 epochs. The learning rate
is set to 0.1 and then decayed by a factor of 10.
On the other hand, the training of our unrolled architecture,
composed of 10 layers (i.e., L = 10), is performed on sev-
eral tasks sampled from the validation set of each dataset.
This implies that the proposed solution is highly econom-
ical in terms of parameters, typically requiring only a few
tenths, compared to standard neural network architectures.
Let us recall that the validation set is often used to select
the hyperparameters in recent state-of-the-art transductive

methods as mentioned in Section 2. Specifically, for the
vision-only (resp. vision-language) models, the training of
the unrolled architecture is carried out on 1,000 (resp. 100)
tasks, while using an initial learning rate of 0.1 (resp. 0.5)
with a decay factor of 0.5, a number of epochs equals to 80,
and ADAM as optimizer. Our architecture is implemented
in Pytorch (version 2.3.0) and run on NVIDIA QUADRO
RTX8000 (with 48 GB of memory).

4.2. UNEM-Gaussian in vision-only few-shot setting
Let us recall that the Gaussian distribution is commonly
used in standard clustering and transductive few-shot-
methods applied to vision-only models [32, 44, 48]. For
this reason, we will focus here on the proposed UNEM-
Gaussian approach.
Datasets: The first UNEM-Gaussian architecture is eval-
uated on the following standard few-shot benchmark
datasets: mini-ImageNet [49], tiered-ImageNet [40], CUB
[14]. Mini-imagenet has 100 classes split into 64 base
classes, 16 validation classes and 20 test classes. The tiered-
imagenet has 608 classes instead, from which we follow a
standard split with 351 for base training, 97 for validation
and 160 for testing. For CUB, we followed the split pro-
posed by [8] which consists of 100 base classes, 50 val-
idation classes and 50 test classes. For each dataset, the
feature vectors zn are extracted using the fine-tuned back-
bones, while applying a scaling parameter Tz to the model’s
output as described in Appendix B. This parameter has also
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BDSCPN [28] 74.7 46.1 45.2 81.3 74.2 82.0 59.0 18.0 48.1 54.5 58.3
Laplacian Shot [58] 76.6 53.0 52.6 88.4 85.5 86.8 67.0 22.2 60.4 63.8 65.6
α-TIM [48] 66.1 46.1 45.3 87.1 79.1 83.3 59.4 20.4 53.4 53.4 59.4
PADDLE [32] 71.8 45.9 50.0 84.7 82.3 81.9 63.7 21.3 56.1 60.6 61.6
EM-Dirichlet [33] 88.7 50.8 62.6 92.5 91.3 90.1 76.1 24.9 73.5 80.9 73.1
UNEM-Dirichlet 91.4 53.8 65.3 96.0 95.6 93.4 78.5 30.4 80.0 88.5 77.3

Table 3. Comparison of the proposed UNEM-Dirichlet with respect to the state-of-the-art methods on 10 different datasets.
The metric is accuracy (in percentage). Results are averaged across 1,000 tasks.

been learned through the unrolling approach.
Results: The UNEM-Gaussian architecture has been com-
pared to its original version PADDLE [32] as well as several
state-of-the-art methods. Tables 1 and 2 presents the results,
averaged over 1,000 tasks with 5, 10, and 20 shots. Sev-
eral observations can be made. First, the proposed UNEM-
Gaussian outperforms the original PADDLE algorithm [32]
and the other state-of-the-art methods. The achieved gains
are much higher with fewer number of shots and reach 3.5%
with mini-ImageNet, 6.9% with tiered-ImageNet, and 7.3%
with CUB, while using ResNet-18 as backbone. Moreover,
when WRN28-10 is used as backbone, it can be noticed that
the performance of all methods has been improved, except
for PADDLE, which shows results similar to those obtained
with ResNet-18 pre-training. This can be explained by the
fact that the class-balance parameter λ was set in [32] to
|Q| (i.e. 75), which becomes sub-optimal with WRN28-10
features. Most importantly, by learning efficiently the hy-
perparameters, our UNEM-Gaussian achieves higher gain
with respect to its original version, yielding an accuracy
gain reaching up to 10% in 5-shot scenario, when WRN28-
10 is used as backbone.

4.3. UNEM-Dirichlet for few-shot CLIP
Dirichlet distribution has recently demonstrated good mod-
elling performance in the context of transductive few-shot
for vision-language models such as CLIP [33]. Thus, we
will focus in this second round of experiments on UNEM-
Dirichlet approach.
Datasets: The second unrolled architecture, designated by
UNEM-Dirichlet, is assessed on 10 benchmark datasets
that are commonly used for CLIP scenario: Caltech101
[10], OxfordPets [36], StanfordCars [22], Flowers102 [35],
Food101 [3], FGVCAircraft [31], SUN397 [52], DTD [9],
EuroSAT [15], and UCF101 [45]. These datasets cover
diverse classification challenges, from object recognition
(Caltech101, Food101) to fine-grained tasks (StanfordCars,

FGVCAircraft) and scene understanding (SUN397, Eu-
roSAT). For each dataset, the vision-text feature vectors
zn are extracted using the CLIP’s pre-trained model, while
applying a temperature parameter Tz as described in Ap-
pendix C. This temperature parameter has also been learned
through the unrolling approach.
Results: The proposed UNEM-Dirichlet has also been
compared to its original EM-Dirichlet version [33] as well
as different few-shot classification methods. Table 3 de-
picts the accuracy results evaluated over 1,000 tasks with 4-
shots. Thus, it can be noticed that UNEM-Dirichlet outper-
forms state-of-the-art methods for most datasets. In particu-
lar, unrolling the recent EM-Dirichlet algorithm yields fur-
ther improvement of about 4.2% in average. The achieved
gain is more significant (reaching up to 7.5%) with more
challenging datasets having a large number of classes like
FGVC Aircraft, Stanford Cars, and SUN397. This is due
to the inappropriate choice of the hyperparameter λ for
these datasets. Indeed, the selected λ parameter was set
to K

Keff
|Q| in EM-Dirichlet approach [33]. Thus, by com-

puting the numerical values of the hyperparameter for each
of the aforementioned datasets, it can be deduced from Fig-
ure 1 that the difference between the selected value (which
is 3,000 for Stanford Cars) and the optimal one (which is
around 5,500 for Stanford Cars) is more important and im-
pacts significantly the accuracy performance. This prob-
lem is well addressed by resorting to the proposed unrolled
model for hyperparameters optimization.

Appendix D includes additional results to illustrate, in
both scenarios, the effects of the temperature parameter in
this framework, and to show the benefits of learning vari-
able hyper-parameters across the architecture layers.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we focus on transductive few-shot meth-
ods grounded on a generalized form of the EM algorithm.



These methods include a parameter to control class balance.
The proposed GEM algorithm, applicable to any mixture
of distributions, incorporates also a temperature scaling
parameter. The optimization process is then unrolled into a
neural network architecture, enabling efficient learning of
the introduced hyper-parameters. The results demonstrate
the effectiveness of the proposed approach on both vision-
only and vision-language models. In future work, it would
be valuable to explore the potential of unrolling techniques
across a broader range of computer vision tasks, especially
with the recent rise of foundational vision-langauge models.
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UNEM: UNrolled Generalized EM for Transductive Few-Shot Learning

Supplementary Material

A. Details on the minimization steps of the GEM
optimization algorithm

The optimization algorithm alternates between a minimiza-
tion step w.r.t. the distribution parameters and one w.r.t. the
assignment variables. In the following, ℓ designates the cur-
rent iteration.
• Minimization step w.r.t. the distribution parameter
For every k ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, the first estimation step w.r.t.
θk, with un = (u

(ℓ)
n,k)1≤k≤K given, is performed by con-

sidering the following optimization problem:

minimize
θk

−
N∑

n=1

u
(ℓ)
n,k ln p (zn | θk) , (12)

For a pdf belonging to the exponential family, this optimiza-
tion problem is a convex. For instance, in the case of a
Gaussian distribution whose pdf is defined in (5), the nega-
tive log-likelihood term, designated by function F , reduces
to

F (θk) =
1

2

N∑
n=1

u
(ℓ)
n,k∥zn − θk∥2. (13)

The minimization of the above function (13) w.r.t θk results
in an explicit form of the estimated distribution parameter
θ
(ℓ+1)
k given by

θ
(ℓ+1)
k =

∑N
n=1 u

(ℓ)
n,kzn∑N

n=1 u
(ℓ)
n,k

. (14)

In turn, in the case of Dirichlet distribution whose pdf is
defined in (6), the negative log-likelihood term reads

F (θk) =

N∑
n=1

u
(ℓ)
n,k

(
−

K∑
i=1

(θk,i − 1) ln zn,i

+

K∑
i=1

ln Γ(θk,i)− ln Γ

(
K∑
i=1

θk,i

))
. (15)

Unlike the Gaussian model, the minimization of Dirichlet
negative log-likelihood (15) has no closed form solution.
To circumvent this problem, we resort to the Majorization-
Minorization (MM) strategy recently developed in [33].
Thus, the estimated distribution parameter θ(ℓ+1)

k can be ex-
pressed as follows

θ
(ℓ+1)
k = MM(u

(ℓ)
·,k ,θ

(ℓ)
k ). (16)

• Minimization step w.r.t. the assignment variable
For every n ∈ Q, the second estimation step w.r.t. un is
achieved by minimizing the objective function (1), while
keeping the distribution parameter set to the estimated vec-
tor θ

(ℓ+1)
k . However, since the partition complexity term

Ψ is non convex, it is replaced by a linear tangent upper
bound. More specifically, the following tangent inequality
can be used:

πk lnπk ≥ π
(ℓ+1)
k lnπ

(ℓ+1)
k + (1 + lnπ

(ℓ+1)
k )(πk − π

(ℓ+1)
k )
(17)

Knowing that πk = 1
|Q|
∑

n∈Q un,k, the optimization prob-
lem (1) can be rewritten as follows

minimize
un

G(un) (18)

with

G(un) = −
K∑

k=1

un,k ln p
(
zn | θ(ℓ+1)

k

)
− λ

K∑
k=1

(1 + lnπ
(ℓ+1)
k )

|Q|
(un,k − u

(ℓ)
n,k)

+ T

K∑
k=1

un,k lnun,k + γn

(
K∑

k=1

un,k − 1

)
(19)

where γn is a Lagrange multiplier aiming to enforce the
sum-to-one constraint. The nonnegativity constraint can be
dropped since we will show next that it is satisfied by the
minimizer of G subject to the sum-to-one constraint.
The above optimization problem is convex. By cancelling
the derivative of the above objective function (19) w.r.t.
un,k, it can be checked that

lnun,k = −1− γn
T

+
1

T

(
ln p

(
zn | θ(ℓ+1)

k

)
+

λ

|Q|
(1 + lnπ

(ℓ+1)
k )

)
. (20)

By applying the exponential function to (20) and determin-
ing the multiplier γn so that the sum-to-one constraint is sat-
isfied, it can be deduced that the optimal class assignment
vector u(ℓ+1)

n is obtained by applying the softmax function:

u(ℓ+1)
n

= softmax
(
1

T

(
ln p

(
zn | θ(ℓ+1)

k

)
+

λ

|Q|
ln(π

(ℓ+1)
k )

)
k

)
.

(21)



B. Generalized EM algorithm in the case of Gaus-
sian distribution

B.1. Feature representation in vision-only few-shot-
setting

Let us consider a few-shot scenario for vision-only mod-
els. Thus, for all dataset samples xn with n ∈ {1, . . . , N},
the feature vectors zn are generated using a visual feature
extractor f (v) as follows

zn = Tzf
(v)(xn) (22)

where Tz is a positive scaling parameter.

B.2. Optimization algorithm

Using (13), (14), and (21), the proposed GEM algorithm
reduces to Algorithm 2 in the case of a Gaussian distribution
model.

Algorithm 2 GEM-Gaussian based few-shot classification
algorithm

Input: Compute zn for the dataset samples and, for all
k ∈ {1, . . . ,K}, initialize θ

(0)
k as the means computed

on the support set, and π
(0)
k = 1

for ℓ = 0, 1, . . . , L− 1 do
// Update assignment vectors for all query samples
u(ℓ+1)
n

= softmax
(

1
T

(
− 1

2∥zn − θ
(ℓ)
k ∥2 + λ

|Q| ln(π
(ℓ)
k )
)
k

)
// Update the mean parameter for each class

θ
(ℓ+1)
k =

∑N
n=1 u

(ℓ+1)
n,k zn∑N

n=1 u
(ℓ+1)
n,k

, ∀k ∈ {1, . . . ,K},

// Update class proportions

π
(ℓ+1)
k =

1

|Q|
∑
n∈Q

u
(ℓ+1)
n,k , ∀k ∈ {1, . . . ,K},

end for

C. Generalized EM algorithm in the case of Dirich-
let distribution

C.1. Feature representation in few-shot CLIP

Our second few-shot scenario is devoted to vision-language
models such as CLIP. Let us assume f (v) a vision-based
feature extractor, and f (l) a language-based feature extrac-
tor. Thus, for a sample xn with n ∈ {1, . . . , N} and a text
prompt tk of class k ∈ {1, . . . ,K} (for example tk = “a
photo of a {class k}”), the visual and text features are
given by f (v)(xn) and f (l)(tk), respectively. Then, the re-
sulting feature embeddings of the data sample xn is defined
as its probability vector of belonging to class k:

zn = softmax
{
Tz cos

(
f (v)(xn), f

(l)(tk)
)
1≤k≤K

}
,

(23)

where Tz > 0 is a temperature scaling parameter.

C.2. Optimization algorithm
Using (16) and (21), and in the case of a Dirichlet data dis-
tribution model, the proposed GEM algorithm yields Algo-
rithm 3.

Algorithm 3 GEM-Dirichlet based few-shot classification
algorithm

Input: Compute zn for the dataset samples, initialize
u
(0)
n = zn, and θ

(0)
k = 1K

for ℓ = 0, 1, . . . , L− 1 do
// Update the Dirichlet parameter for each class
θ
(ℓ+1)
k = MM(u

(ℓ)
·,k ,θ

(ℓ)
k ), ∀k ∈ {1, . . . ,K},

// Update class proportions

π
(ℓ+1)
k =

1

|Q|
∑
n∈Q

u
(ℓ)
n,k, ∀k ∈ {1, . . . ,K},

// Update assignment vectors for all query samples
L(ℓ)
n,k =

∑K
i=1(θ

(ℓ+1)
k,i − 1) ln zn,i

−
∑K

i=1 ln Γ(θ
(ℓ+1)
k,i ) + lnΓ

(∑K
i=1 θ

(ℓ+1)
k,i

)
u(ℓ+1)
n

= softmax
(

1
T

(
L(ℓ)
n,k + λ

|Q| ln(π
(ℓ+1)
k )

)
k

)
end for

D. Additional results
D.1. Ablation studies
In this part, we perform ablation studies to illustrate the
effects of the introduced temperature scaling parameter and
show the benefits of learning adaptive hyper-parameters
across the unrolled architecture layers.

• Effects of temperature scaling
To perform this study, we compare our unrolled archi-
tectures (UNEM-Gaussian as well as UNEM-Dirichlet)
in both cases: (i) without introducing the temperature
scaling parameter (as considered in the original algorithms
PADDLE [32] and EM-Dirichlet [33]); (ii) while incorpo-
rating the temperature scaling (as proposed in our GEM
algorithm).
Tables 4 and 5 depict the accuracy results in vision-only
few-shot setting. Thus, it can be noticed that including the
temperature scaling yields an accuracy improvement, which
may vary from 1% to 3%. Moreover, in the context of
vision-language models whose accuracy results are shown



in Table 6, similar gains (reaching up to 3%), depending on
the target donwstream dataset, are also achieved. This con-
firms again the advantage of incorporating the temperature
scaling in our generalized algorithm.

• Fixed vs adaptive hyper-parameters across layers
One of the key advantages of unrolling algorithms is their
flexibility in optimizing hyper-parameters, while allowing
them to vary across the architecture layers. To show the
potential of such hyper-parameter optimization approach,
we propose to compare the proposed unrolled architectures
(UNEM-Gaussian and UNEM-Dirichlet) in the following
two cases: (i) the hyper-parameters are set fixed across the
layers (as it is generally considered in original iterative
algorithms), (ii) a set of hyper-parameters, adapted to the
different layers, is learned.
Tables 7 and 8 provide the accuracy results for fixed
and adaptive hyper-parameters optimization with vision-
only models. It can be seen that learning adaptive
hyper-parameters yields an accuracy gain of about 2-4%
compared to the case when the hyper-parameters are kept
fixed across layers. Similar comparisons are also performed
with vision-language models as shown in Table 9. In this
context, the improvement achieved by learning adaptive
hyper-parameters often ranges from 1 to 2%.

D.2. Illustration and analysis of the learned hyperparam-
eters

In this part, we propose to illustrate the variations of the
learned hyper-parameters and analyze their orders-of-
magnitude.

Illustration of the learned hyper-parameters
The evolutions of the learned hyper-parameters λ(ℓ)

and T (ℓ) with respect to the layer index are illustrated
in Figures 4 and 5 for some downstream image classi-
fication tasks. While Figure 4 shows that the learned
hyper-parameters with CUB (ResNet18), mini-ImageNet
(ResNet18), and mini-ImageNet (WRN28-10) have similar
amplitudes, much different orders-of-magnitude are ob-
served with vision-language models as shown in Figure 5
for some test datasets. Let us recall that the different
learned hyper-parameters, for all datasets, are available at
https://anonymous.4open.science/r/UNEM.

Analysis of the learned hyper-parameters
Different observations could be made from the previous il-
lustrations. On the one hand, in the case of vision-only
models, it can be seen that the learned hyper-parameters
λ(ℓ) appear quite similar. However, the evolution of T (ℓ)

values shows different behaviors. Moreover, it is impor-
tant to note that the optimal hyper-parameters also depend
on the pre-training model as observed with mini-ImageNet

(ResNet18) and mini-ImageNet (WRN28-10). On the other
hand, with vision-language models, it can be observed that
both hyper-parameter values λ(ℓ) and T (ℓ) strongly depend
on the target dataset. Indeed, unlike the vision-only models
where the feature vectors have a fixed size (which is equal
to the dimension of the pre-trained model’s output), the fea-
ture vectors zn in the context of few-shot CLIP have differ-
ent sizes, depending on the number of classes of each target
dataset. For instance, knowing that EuroSAT, Flowers102
and Stanford Cars have 10, 102, and 196 classes, respec-
tively; it can be observed that the smallest (resp. largest)
values of λ(ℓ) are obtained with EuroSAT (resp. Stanford
Cars). These results are expected since, by increasing the
dimension of zn, the magnitude of the log-likelihood term
may increase, and so, a higher value of λ(ℓ) is needed to
mitigate the class-balance bias.
This study shows the dependence of the introduced hyper-
parameters on the target downstream dataset as well as the
pre-training model, and confirms the importance of optimiz-
ing hyper-parameters in both evaluation scenarios.

https://anonymous.4open.science/r/UNEM


Temperature scaling Backbone mini-ImageNet (K = 20) tiered-ImageNet (K = 160)

5-shot 10-shot 20-shot 5-shot 10-shot 20-shot
× ResNet-18 66.1 75.4 80.3 49.7 63.2 70.0
✓ 66.4 75.6 80.4 52.3 65.7 73.2

× WRN28-10 71.9 78.9 82.8 52.0 65.8 73.0
✓ 71.6 79.2 83.7 54.1 66.8 74.7

Table 4. Effects of the temperature scaling on the accuracy performance of UNEM-Gaussian approach applied to mini-ImageNet and
tiered-ImageNet datasets.

Temperature scaling CUB (K = 50)

5-shot 10-shot 20-shot
× 78.1 85.2 88.6
✓ 78.5 85.3 88.6

Table 5. Effects of the temperature scaling on the accuracy performance of UNEM-Gaussian approach applied to CUB dataset.
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× 90.6 51.9 65.4 95.4 92.0 92.4 79.1 27.5 78.2 88.4
✓ 91.4 53.8 65.3 96.0 95.6 93.4 78.5 30.4 80.0 88.5

Table 6. Effects of the temperature scaling on the accuracy performance of UNEM-Dirichlet approach applied to the vision-language
models.

Params across the layers Backbone mini-ImageNet (K = 20) tiered-ImageNet (K = 160)

5-shot 10-shot 20-shot 5-shot 10-shot 20-shot
Fixed ResNet-18 62.5 72.5 78.0 49.8 63.6 70.4
Adaptive 66.4 75.6 80.4 52.3 65.7 73.2

Fixed WRN28-10 68.7 77.0 82.0 51.6 64.6 72.1
Adaptive 71.6 79.2 83.7 54.1 66.8 74.7

Table 7. Fixed vs adaptive hyper-parameters setting in the UNEM-Gaussian approach, using mini-ImageNet and tiered-ImageNet datasets.

Params across layers CUB (K = 50)

5-shot 10-shot 20-shot
Fixed 75.2 82.9 87.1
Adaptive 78.5 85.3 88.6

Table 8. Fixed vs adaptive hyper-parameters setting in the UNEM-Gaussian approach, using CUB dataset.
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Fixed 89.6 52.2 64.8 95.3 95.3 92.3 79.2 31.6 78.0 87.6
Adaptive 91.4 53.8 65.3 96.0 95.6 93.4 78.5 30.4 80.0 88.5

Table 9. Fixed vs adaptive hyper-parameters setting in the UNEM-Dirichlet approach, using the vision-language models.



Figure 4. Illustration of the learned hyper-parameters λ(ℓ) and T (ℓ) across layers for CUB (with ResNet18 model), mini-ImageNet (with
ResNet18 model) and mini-ImageNet (with WRN28-10 model).

Figure 5. Illustration of the learned hyper-parameters λ(ℓ) and T (ℓ) across layers for some datasets with vision-language models.
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