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Abstract—Semi-supervised semantic segmentation has at-
tracted considerable attention for its ability to mitigate the
reliance on extensive labeled data. However, existing consistency
regularization methods only utilize high certain pixels with pre-
diction confidence surpassing a fixed threshold for training, fail-
ing to fully leverage the potential supervisory information within
the network. Therefore, this paper proposes the Uncertainty-
participation Context Consistency Learning (UCCL) method to
explore richer supervisory signals. Specifically, we first design
the semantic backpropagation update (SBU) strategy to fully
exploit the knowledge from uncertain pixel regions, enabling the
model to learn consistent pixel-level semantic information from
those areas. Furthermore, we propose the class-aware knowledge
regulation (CKR) module to facilitate the regulation of class-level
semantic features across different augmented views, promoting
consistent learning of class-level semantic information within
the encoder. Experimental results on two public benchmarks
demonstrate that our proposed method achieves state-of-the-
art performance. Our code is available at https://github.com/
YUKEKEJAN/UCCL.

Index Terms—Semi-supervised semantic segmentation,
Uncertainty-participation context consistency learning, Semantic
backpropagation update, Class-aware knowledge regulation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Although deep learning-based semantic segmentation [1]–
[14] for pixel-level classification tasks has made significant
progress in recent years, the performance of current methods
[15]–[19] heavily depends on the quantity and quality of
labeled data, which are time-consuming and labor-intensive to
obtain. Consequently, semi-supervised semantic segmentation
(S4) [4], [20]–[26], which train models using limited labeled
data along with substantial unlabeled data, have been gaining
increasing research interest. A mainstream direction in the
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Fig. 1. Comparison with previous methods. (a) The existing methods
exclusively leverage labels of high certain pixels (non-white regions in pw)
for supervised training to ensure consistency in prediction results (ps and pw).
(b) Our approach focuses more on utilizing information from uncertain pixels
(white regions in pw) in strongly and weakly augmented views (xs and xw)
by semantic backpropagation update (SBU), while also exploring potential
consistent semantic information via class-aware knowledge regulation (CKR).

domain of S4 is consistency regularization [27], with the goal
of encouraging the network to produce equivalent outputs for
different augmented views of the same unlabeled data. Some
methods [23], [28], [29] introduce various perturbations into
the network to achieve prediction consistency. Additionally,
other methods [30]–[32] concentrate on designing diverse data
augmentation strategies to improve the generalization of the
model. While the aforementioned methods exhibit promising
experimental performance, a pivotal question remains: the
insufficient utilization of potential supervisory information
within the network.

As shown in Fig. 1, existing methods concentrate on us-
ing labels of high certainty pixels from weakly augmented
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Fig. 2. Illustration of our UCCL method. The paired encoder and decoder parameters are shared.

view prediction result (pw), where confidence exceeds a fixed
threshold, to supervise predictions (ps) in strongly augmented
view, without considering the potential of uncertain pixel in-
formation. Moreover, intuitively, the process by which a high-
performance network produces consistent prediction results
for different augmented views (xs and xw) can be divided
into two steps: First, the encoder generates highly consistent
contextual (semantic) features for xs and xw. Second, the
decoder produces consistent prediction results based on the
contextual features. This inherent semantic consistency can be
leveraged to improve the robustness of the encoder. However,
current methods [23], [30], [32] neglect these aspects, thereby
restricting further advancements in the S4.

To alleviate the above issue, this paper proposes the
Uncertainty-participation Contextual Consistency Learning
(UCCL) method, aiming to explore the potential of uncertain
pixel regions and the contextual consistency across different
augmented views, enabling the full utilization of potential
supervisory information. The semantic backpropagation up-
date (SBU) strategy, proposed by us, weights the supervisory
loss in a pixel-specific way, it does so by exploiting the
pairwise similarity semantic information between uncertain
region pixels in different augmented views, thus inducing
the network to learn consistent pixel-level semantic infor-
mation from these uncertain regions. Additionally, class-level
semantic information is utilized by our designed class-aware
knowledge regulation (CKR) module, which collaborates with
the SBU module to further enhance the robustness of the
encoder. Our contributions can be summarized as follows: (1)
We propose the UCCL method to fully utilize the potential
supervisory information within the network. (2) The semantic
backpropagation update strategy is proposed to extract pixel-
level semantic consistency information from uncertain pixel
regions. (3) We design the class-aware knowledge regulation

module to learn consistent class-level semantic information
across different augmented views. Extensive experiments on
the Pascal VOC2012 and Cityscapes datasets demonstrate that
our method has achieved state-of-the-art performance.

II. METHODOLOGY

A. Overall Framework

The goal of semi-supervised semantic segmentation is to
explore more classification information learned from massive
unlabeled data Su = {(xu

i )}
|Su|
i=1 , based on the knowledge ac-

quired from a small amount of labeled data Sl = {(xl
i, yi)}

|Sl|
i=1.

Labeled data xl is initially processed with weak augmentation
before being fed into the network for prediction ŷ. The
prediction is then supervised with the corresponding ground-
truth y, which directs the learning process on the labeled data:

Ls =
1

Bl

Bl∑
i=1

H×W∑
j=1

ℓce(ŷ(i,j), y(i,j)), (1)

Ls, Bl, and ℓce(·) represent the labeled supervision loss, batch
size, and cross-entropy loss function, respectively. H and W
denote the size of the image. y(i,j) is the label of the j-th pixel
in the i-th image. Unlabeled data xu undergoes strong and
weak augmentations, producing a strongly augmented view xs

and a weakly augmented view xw, respectively. These views
are subsequently fed into the encoder Ψ(·) to generate the
corresponding strongly and weakly augmented view feature
representations (F s and Fw):

F s = Ψ(xs); Fw = Ψ(xw). (2)

Next, Fw is fed into the decoder Θ(·) to obtain the prediction
result pw for the weakly augmented view, and similarly for
prediction result ps for the strongly augmented view:

ps = Θ(F s); pw = Θ(Fw). (3)



Following previous methods [23], [30], we also use the labels
of high certainty regions in pw to supervise ps, generating an
unsupervised loss Lx that facilitates consistency regulariza-
tion:

Lx =
1

Bu

Bu∑
i=1

H×W∑
j=1

(φ(pw(i,j)) > τ) · ℓce(ps(i,j), p
w
(i,j)). (4)

φ(·) is used to select the maximum probability value, and τ
refers to the predefined threshold. The Semantic Backprop-
agation Update section will analyze the use of information
from uncertain pixel regions, while the Class-aware Knowl-
edge Regulation section will explore the inherent semantic
consistency across different augmented views.

B. Semantic Backpropagation Update

Existing methods [23], [30] do not take into account the
potential of uncertain pixels when calculating supervision loss
Lx, which motivated the design of the semantic backpropaga-
tion update (SBU) strategy.

We use Eq. 2 to obtain the feature representations of
the strongly and weakly augmented views. Subsequently, we
calculate the pairwise similarity matrix Sm between features
of different augmented views and the uncertainty pixel region
mask M :

Sm = Ω(F s, Fw), M = ξ((pw) < τ). (5)

Ω(·) is employed to calculate the pairwise similarity between
features. ξ(·) performs conditional judgment and then down-
samples the size to match that of Fw. For class ct in the
uncertain pixel regions of the image, we extract the set of
pixel similarities V ct at the corresponding locations based on
the pairwise similarity matrix Sm:

V ct = {ξ(argmax(pw) = ct) ⊙M ⊙ Sm}. (6)

⊙ is the matrix dot multiplication. Finally, we apply the
softmax function δ(·) to the values in V ct to obtain weights
for the supervision loss of corresponding pixels in the uncer-
tain regions, which are then used to construct the semantic
backpropagation update loss Lsu:

Lsu =
1

Bu

Bu∑
i=1

C∑
t=1

δ(−V ct
i )⊙Mi ⊙ ℓce(p

s
i , p

w
i ). (7)

C denotes the number of classes in the dataset. Eq. 7 can
be understood as follows: the lower the pairwise similarity
of uncertain pixels within the same class across different
augmented views, the higher the corresponding loss weight,
while higher similarity results in lower weight. The semantic
backpropagation update strategy encourages the network to
focus on training uncertain regions in a pixel-specific man-
ner, dynamically updating the loss weight during subsequent
training to learn consistent pixel-level semantic information.

C. Class-aware Knowledge Regulation

Compared to pixel-level semantic information, class-level
semantic information can also assist the model in contextual
semantic perception. Unlike the SBU strategy, which concen-
trates solely on the pixel information of uncertain regions, the

class-aware knowledge regulation module utilizes information
from all pixels in the image to enforce semantic information
consistency at the class level across different augmented views.

We first use the prediction results pw to filter the class ct
features in both Fw and F s:

Sct = {ξ(argmax(pw) = ct)⊙ F s} ;
W ct = {ξ(argmax(pw) = ct)⊙ Fw} . (8)

Sct and W ct correspond to the sets of features for class
ct. Next, we obtain the probability value for each pixel of
class ct in pw, and perform softmax operation δ(·) to get the
corresponding weight set Hct . The class-level semantic feature
Rct for category ct in the current weakly augmented view are
obtained using the following formula:

Rct =

k=E∑
k=1

Hct
k ·W ct

k , Dct =

k=E∑
k=1

Hct
k · Sct

k . (9)

Similarly, Dct represents the class-level feature of category
ct for the corresponding strongly augmented view. E is the
total number of pixels for class ct. The class-level semantic
features of each class {cz}Cz=1 are also obtained using Eqs.
8 and 9. Next, we construct the class-level semantic feature
representations (F̂w and F̂ s) based on the prediction results
pw and the class-level features for each class:

F̂ s
(i,j) = Dcz , F̂w

(i,j) = Rcz if argmax(pw(i,j) = cz).
(10)

Finally, we compute the class-aware knowledge regulation loss
Lcr as given by the formula below:

Lcr = 1− 1

Bu

1

N

Bu∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

Ω(F̂ s
(i,j)), F̂

w
(i,j)). (11)

N is the number of features. The class-aware knowledge
regulation module uses the class-level semantic feature rep-
resentations of weakly augmented views to regulate those
of strongly augmented views, allowing the model to learn
potential class-level consistent semantic information.

The total loss function L used for network training is as
follows:

L = Ls + Lx + αLsu + βLcr. (12)

α and β are empirically set to 0.015 and 0.02, respectively.

III. EXPERIMENT
A. Experiment Setup

whlDatasets. We evaluate the performance of our method
on two standard semantic segmentation datasets: Pascal
VOC2012 [33] and Cityscapes [34]. The Pascal VOC2012
dataset comprises 21 classes, with 1,464 precisely annotated
images for training and 1,449 images for validation. Subse-
quently, it was augmented by the SBD [35] dataset to include
10,582 images. For model training, labeled data is selected
from the 1,464 high-quality images, with the remaining images
used as unlabeled data. Therefore, the Full (1464) setting in
Table I includes 1,464 labeled and 9,118 unlabeled images.
The Cityscapes dataset contains 19 classes, comprising 2,975
images for training and 500 images for validation.



TABLE I
COMPARISON OF THE PERFORMANCE WITH OTHER METHODS ON

THE PASCAL VOC2012 DATASET. 1/N REPRESENTS THE RATIO OF
LABELED DATA, WITH THE REST BEING UNLABELED. † REPRESENTS

THE RESULTS REPRODUCED UNDER THE SAME SETTINGS.

Methods 1/8 (183) 1/4 (366) 1/2 (732) Full (1464)

SupOnly 52.26 61.65 66.72 72.94

CPS [22] [CVPR 21] 67.42 71.71 75.88 -
ELN [21] [CVPR 22] 73.20 74.63 - -
CPCL [31] [TIP 23] 67.02 72.14 74.25 -

MKD [23] [ACMMM 23] 66.74 71.01 72.73 78.14
UniMatch [30] [CVPR 23] 72.48 75.96 77.39 78.70

ESL [38] [ICCV 23] 69.50 72.63 74.69 77.11
RankMatch† [39] [CVPR 24] 73.11 76.33 77.51 78.99

Ours 74.09 77.08 78.18 79.43

TABLE II
COMPARISON OF THE PERFORMANCE WITH OTHER METHODS ON

THE CITYSCAPES DATASET. 1/N REPRESENTS THE RATIO OF
LABELED DATA, WITH THE REST BEING UNLABELED. † REPRESENTS

THE RESULTS REPRODUCED UNDER THE SAME SETTINGS.

Methods 1/16 (186) 1/8 (372) 1/4 (744) 1/2 (1488)

SupOnly 63.30 70.20 73.10 76.60

CPS [22] [CVPR 21] 69.79 74.39 76.85 78.64
ELN [21] [CVPR 22] - 70.33 73.52 75.33
CPCL [31] [TIP 23] 69.92 74.60 76.98 78.17

CCVC [29] [CVPR 23] 74.90 76.40 77.30 -
UniMatch [30] [CVPR 23] 75.03 76.77 77.49 78.60

ESL [38] [ICCV 23] 71.07 76.25 77.58 78.92
CorrMatch† [40] [CVPR 24] 75.29 76.85 77.91 78.65

Ours 75.76 77.21 78.22 79.54

TABLE III
COMPONENT ANALYSIS OF SEMANTIC BACKPROPAGATION UPDATE (SBU)

AND CLASS-AWARE KNOWLEDGE REGULATION (CKR) UNDER THE 1/2
(732) SETTING ON THE PASCAL VOC2012 DATASET. ”TIME” SHOWS THE

DURATION TO PROCESS A BATCH OF DATA UNDER THE SAME SETTING.

Baseline SBU CKR mIoU ↑ Params ↓ Time ↓

✓ 77.39 40.48M 0.199s
✓ ✓ 77.80 40.48M 0.207s
✓ ✓ 77.84 40.48M 0.234s
✓ ✓ ✓ 78.18 40.48M 0.257s

Implementation Details. Our model is implemented using
the Pytorch framework. For the Pascal VOC2012 / Cityscapes
datasets, the initial learning rates are set to 0.001 / 0.005, and
the number of training epochs is 80 / 240, respectively. The
input image sizes are 321×321 / 801×801, with a batch size
of 8 for all experiments. We use ResNet-50 [36] as the encoder
and DeepLabv3+ [37] as the decoder for all experiments.
All experiments are conducted on four NVIDIA RTX A6000
GPUs. Weak augmentation includes horizontal and vertical
flipping, while strong augmentation not only incorporates
the operations of weak augmentation but also includes color
jittering, graying, and Gaussian blur. Following other state-of-
the-art methods (UniMatch [30] and MKD [23]), we use mean
Intersection over Union (mIoU) as the evaluation metric.

B. Comparison with State-of-the-Art Methods

Tables I and II show the comparison of experimental perfor-
mance between our proposed UCCL method and other state-
of-the-art methods on different datasets. ’SupOnly’ means
training only with labeled data, without using unlabeled data.
For the Pascal VOC2012 dataset, our method outperforms
RankMatch [39] by 0.98%, 0.75%, 0.67%, and 0.44% mIoU in
the 1/8, 1/4, 1/2, and Full settings, respectively. Similarly, the
results also highlight the superiority of our method compared
to ESL [38]. For the Cityscapes dataset, our method achieves
mIoU improvements of 4.69%, 0.96%, 0.64%, and 0.62% over
ESL [38] in the 1/16, 1/8, 1/4, and 1/2 settings, respectively.
Additionally, the segmentation results in Fig. 3 demonstrate
that our method places a greater emphasis on context con-
sistency information. The state-of-the-art performance across
all settings on Pascal VOC2012 and Cityscapes datasets is

(a) Images (b) UniMatch (c) RankMatch (d) Ours (f) Ground-truth

Fig. 3. Comparison of visualization results with state-of-the-art methods under
the Full (1464) setting on the Pascal VOC2012 dataset.

attributed to the effective utilization of potential supervisory
information within the network.

C. Ablation Studies
We conduct detailed ablation experiments on semantic back-

propagation update (SBU) strategy and class-aware knowledge
regulation (CKR) module, as shown in Table III. We use
UniMatch [30] as the baseline. When used alone, the SBU
strategy improves the performance of the model by 0.41%
mIoU, highlighting the benefits of fully leveraging the pixel-
level semantic consistency information from uncertain regions.
Integrating the CKR module into the model alone results in a
0.45% mIoU performance improvement, which demonstrates
the effectiveness of class-level semantic consistency informa-
tion. Simultaneously incorporating SBU and CKR improves
the performance of the model by 0.79% mIoU without in-
troducing significant computational overhead, indicating that
SBU and CKR can complement each other and facilitate robust
context consistency learning of the model.

IV. CONCLUSION

This paper proposes the Uncertainty-participation
Contextual Consistency Learning (UCCL) method, which
fully leverages potential supervisory information to facilitate
contextual consistency learning within the network. Initially,
we design the semantic backpropagation update strategy
to explore consistent pixel-level semantic information in
uncertain regions. Furthermore, we propose the class-aware
knowledge regulation module to extract class-level consistent
semantic information across different augmented views.
Extensive comparative experiments on two datasets show that
our method achieves state-of-the-art performance.
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