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Abstract

Neural network training tends to exploit the simplest fea-
tures as shortcuts to greedily minimize training loss. How-
ever, some of these features might be spuriously correlated
with the target labels, leading to incorrect predictions by
the model. Several methods have been proposed to address
this issue. Focusing on suppressing the spurious correla-
tions with model training, they not only incur additional
training cost, but also have limited practical utility as the
model misbehavior due to spurious relations is usually dis-
covered after its deployment. It is also often overlooked
that spuriousness is a subjective notion. Hence, the precise
questions that must be investigated are; to what degree a
feature is spurious, and how we can proportionally distract
the model’s attention from it for reliable prediction. To this
end, we propose a method that enables post-hoc neutraliza-
tion of spurious feature impact, controllable to an arbitrary
degree. We conceptualize spurious features as fictitious sub-
classes within the original classes, which can be eliminated
by a class removal scheme. We then propose a unique pre-
cise class removal technique that employs a single-weight
modification, which entails negligible performance compro-
mise for the remaining classes. We perform extensive exper-
iments, demonstrating that by editing just a single weight in
a post-hoc manner, our method achieves highly competitive,
or better performance against the state-of-the-art methods.

1. Introduction
Artificial Neural Networks (ANNs) that employ Empirical
Risk Minimization (ERM) [37] are prone to correlating spu-
rious features to target labels [12, 23, 41]. Residing in train-

Figure 1. Illustration of the adopted fictitious class perspective.
Top: A non-robust classifier relies on incorrect set of high-level
features - fictitious sub-classes in a class - to mis-associate male
gender to non-blond hair. Bottom: Removing the undesired ficti-
tious (sub-)class from the set enables robust classification.

ing data, such features often provide shortcuts to minimize
loss, causing over-reliance of the model on them for infer-
ence [43, 46]. This leads to poor model generalization. Cur-
rently, the prevalent paradigm of suppressing learning of
spurious feature-target label correlation - aka spurious cor-
relation - is robust model learning [19, 25, 27, 31], which ei-
ther requires a subsequent model retraining [1, 22], or train-
ing the model robustly right from scratch [9, 40].

In any case, existing techniques deal with spurious cor-
relation suppression in an ante-hoc manner. Leaving alone
the viability and computational overhead of model retrain-
ing at the user’s end; where the model misbehavior due to
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Figure 2. (A) To remove a specific class, we first compute Specific Class Associate (SCA) score - a metric defined in this work jointly
over the activations, gradients and entropy of the neural connections. The SCA score identifies the most important edge (red) for the class
under consideration. We replace the weight of that edge with an analytically computed value such that the resulting decision hyperplane
becomes orthogonal to its original state around the axis defined by the weight. (B) Any arbitrary sub-class for a model M can be removed
by making a copy M′ of the model and let it classify that sub-class as one of its main classes while all its parameters, except the last layer
weights, are frozen. The sub-class can be removed from M with the same editing as that required for removing it from M′. (C) Spurious
features can be treated as fictitious sub-classes and removed using the same process as described in (B).

spurious correlation is often first manifested, ante-hoc ap-
proaches may inadvertently compromise the overall model
performance. Hence, they have limited practical value.
Kirichenko et al. [17] showed that non-robust models also
learn core/robust data features, albeit they lack strong re-
liance on them in decision making. This observation in-
spires us to retain the original learning of the model, thereby
focusing on the possibility of post-hoc spurious correlation
suppression by distracting a pre-trained model from paying
too much attention to the spurious features.

Another intriguing insight in the literature is presented
by Eastwood et al. [10], who argue that spurious features
are not entirely harmful. Aligned with [10], we posit that
some apparent spurious correlations may even help model
generalization, provided the right underlying data distribu-
tion. For instance, (spuriously) correlating a seagull with
the background of sea might help correctly recognizing a
bird over a sea as a seagull in a typical natural image setting.
Clearly, spuriousness is a subjective notion, and techniques
addressing spurious correlation should provide the ability
to control the extent to which it can be neutralized for op-
timal model performance. Unfortunately, existing methods
generally fail to explicitly account for such control.

In this work, we propose a post-hoc technique that en-
ables neutralizing the contribution of a high-level feature
to model prediction by an arbitrary degree. We conceptu-
alize high-level features as fictitious sub-classes within the
original class. Our method withdraws model attention from
a selected fictitious sub-class to control the model behavior
(see Fig. 1). Building on a strong theoretical foundation, we
introduce a single-weight editing method to unlearn a ficti-

tious class such that our post-hoc editing is applied to the
network connection that contributes the most to the original
model behavior for that class. To find that connection, we
analyze class-specific activations and gradients of the model
for the given class. In addition to being a unique post-hoc
method to address spurious correlation, our technique also
does not require group-labeled samples for editing, as often
required by the existing methods [9, 17, 32].

Our main contributions are summarized below.
1. We propose the first-of-its-kind post-hoc model unlearn-

ing technique to address spurious correlations. Our
method edits only a single model weight to break-off
prediction reliance on irrelevant high-level features.

2. We provide theoretical foundations leveraging class ac-
tivations and model gradients to single out the most sig-
nificant model weight contributing to its behavior for a
given (sub-)class. Editing this weight unlearns the tar-
get class with none-to-negligible negative impact on the
model performance for the remaining classes.

3. With extensive experiments, we demonstrate state-of-
the-art or comparable spurious correlation mitigation
performance while being the only post-hoc method. Our
method also does not require group information.

2. Related Work
We discuss the key existing works by organizing them ac-
cording to the aspects in which they relate to our approach.

Spurious Correlation Mitigation: To mitigate spurious
correlation, early methods employed distributionally robust
optimization (DRO) which utilizes group annotations to up-
weight the worst-group loss during optimization [15, 30, 32,
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44]. More recently, along similar lines, Deng et al. [9] pro-
posed robust model learning with progressive data expan-
sion. Though effective in terms of achieved worst-group
performance, its strong dependence on group annotations
limits the practicality of this approach. To mitigate the is-
sue, other works have previously proposed using only lim-
ited amount of group annotated data [27, 34]. An extreme
scenario is where there is no group annotation available at
all. Methods aiming at such scenario [8, 42, 45] try to pre-
dict this information during the training process. Recently,
Chakraborty et al. [4] utilized explainability heatmaps for
clustering the groups. This solves the group information
requirement problem, however; similar to all the methods
mentioned above, [4] remains an ante-hoc technique.
Machine Unlearning: Mainly in response to data pri-
vacy protection regulations, Machine Unlearning [2] has
emerged as a field of study to address unlawful use of data
in machine learning models. Although the task is trivial
in some machine learning approaches like k-NN, merely
requiring data deletion, it is seen as a major challenge in
ANNs [7, 11]. There are two broad approaches to machine
unlearning. The first is Exact Unlearning, which seeks ef-
ficient methods to retrain the model on responsible data to
unlearn undesired concepts [3]. Approximate Unlearning
[11, 14, 28] aims at making the model as indistinguishable
as possible to its counterpart that is trained without the un-
desired data [18]. Although machine unlearning usually
aims to undo the effects of some specific data on the model
for privacy compliance, there are other recent approaches
that also leverage this paradigm for bias mitigation [6] and
eliminating the effect of corrupted data [13].
Finding Significant Connections: The seminal work of
Optimal Brain Damage [20] motivated the exploration to
rank the neural network connections based on their im-
portance in the classification task. This helps in reducing
memory footprint of the model by pruning the unimportant
connections, which also leads to better generalization and
faster inference. This research direction is still active, pur-
suing model efficiency and performance gains by identify-
ing the subsets of most important network connections to
retain [16, 33, 35, 39]. Our work is partially inspired by the
counter-objective of seeking the most significant connection
not to keep, to enable our unique type of unlearning.

3. Problem Definition
Consider a neural model representing a classification func-
tion fθ(.) : X → Y with parameters θ ∈ Θ to be trained
on a dataset Dtr = {(xi, yi)}ni=1, with training samples
xi ∈ X and their corresponding class labels yi ∈ Y . Let
us denote a spurious feature by a ∈ A, where A is the set
of all presumed spurious features existing in Dtr. For our
problem, a group is defined using a ∈ A and y ∈ Y as
g := (a, y) ∈ A × Y s.t. g ∈ G, where G is the set of all

groups in Dtr. To suppress spurious correlation, the com-
monly sought objective [27] is to minimize

Lworst group(θ) = max
g∈G

E(x,y,a)∼Pg
[ℓ(fθ(x), y)], (1)

where Lworst group is known as the worst group loss, Pg is
the group conditioned data distribution and ℓ(.) is the model
prediction loss. Our specific objective can be further de-
fined as follows

argmin
θ∗∈Θ

(Lworst group(θ)) s.t. ||θ∗ − θ||0 ≤ δ. (2)

In Eq. (2), θ∗ constitutes the sought vector of the model
weights, ||.||0 denotes ℓ0-pseudo norm that counts the non-
zero elements of the vector, and δ ∈ Z+ is a pre-defined
positive integer. In this work, we focus on δ = 1 which
enforces changing only a single model weight to suppress
the spurious correlation impact on classification.

4. Methodology
Overview: Our method considers a high-level data feature
as a sub-class within the actual class. Hypothetically, such
features can be classified by another classifier as its targets,
hence their treatment as a class is well-justified. However,
since we do not aim to actually classify them, we see them
as fictitious classes. This simple perspective allows us to
treat spurious features as classes whose information can po-
tentially be removed from the model by machine unlearn-
ing, thereby enabling neutralization of the undesired spuri-
ous correlations previously learned by the model.

For the fictitious class removal, we propose a unique
post-hoc technique that aims at making the hyperplane in-
volved in classifying a fictitious class orthogonal to its orig-
inal state. Considering our objective in Eq. (2), this trans-
formation needs precision to ensure minimal changes to the
original model. To that end, we restrict our class removal
to only a single weight, i.e., δ = 1, that is associated with
the most significant connection in the neural network for the
fictitious class. Such a connection should ideally be as ex-
clusive as possible to the concerned class to minimize prop-
agation of the editing effect to other classes. Hence, we also
theoretically motivate and justify this exclusiveness for the
connection identified in our approach.

A complete overview of the proposed method is given in
Fig. 2

4.1. Association of Neural Connections to Classes
Here, we explore to what degree a connection in the neu-
ral network contributes to the classification process both
generally and class-specifically. The forward and backward
passes in the learning process are analyzed separately. We
show that there are contrastive class associative properties
in ANNs in the forward and backward passes.
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Figure 3. Illustration of contrastive class association properties in
forward and backward passes. Left: The edge receiving high acti-
vations for the samples of the same class (blue class) plays a more
decisive role in discrimination - bold red edge - than the edges
that get high activations for the samples of a higher number of
classes (green, blue, and orange classes) - pale red edges. Right:
The edge with high magnitude gradients from one class samples
(blue class) is less crucial for discrimination - pale red edges -
than those which get higher magnitude gradients from the samples
of several classes (green, blue, and orange classes), displayed as
the bold red edge. Best viewed in digital form.

As formally posited in Theorem 1 part (a), in a forward
pass, the underlying graph edges that receive high activa-
tions from the samples of a small number of classes are
more discriminative compared to those that get similar acti-
vations from a larger number of classes. Based on part (b)
of Theorem 1, in backward pass, the edges with associated
high magnitude gradients for samples from a fewer num-
ber of classes are less significant for classification as com-
pared to those that have similar magnitude gradients from
the samples of a larger number of classes. We provide a
simplified illustration of the phenomenon in Fig. 3 where
an extremal case for a three-class scenario is provided.

Theorem 1. Let e(l)ji and e
(l)
qp be two separate edges con-

necting nodes n
(l)
i and n

(l)
p in layer l to nodes n

(l+1)
j and

n
(l+1)
q in layer l + 1 for a neural network being trained on

datasetDtr, containing samples S = {s1, . . . , sM} to clas-
sify the set into classes C = {c1, . . . , cK}.
(a) If in forward passes e(l)ji receives high activations for the

subset of samples S1 ⊆ S from classes in C1 ⊆ C and e
(l)
qp

receives high activations for samples S2 ⊆ S from classes
in C2 ⊆ C, s.t. |C1| > |C2| while |S1| = |S2|, then the dis-
criminative contribution of edge e

(l)
ji in the induced model

is less than that of the edge e
(l)
qp .

(b) If in backward passes, e
(l)
ji receives high magnitude

gradients for the set of samples S1 ⊆ S from classes in
C1 ⊆ C and e

(l)
qp receives high magnitude gradients for sam-

ples S2 ⊆ S from classes in C2 ⊆ C, and |C1| > |C2| while
|S1| = |S2|, then the contribution of edge e

(l)
ji is more than

the contribution of edge e
(l)
qp in the classification task.

For conciseness, proofs of both parts of Theorem 1 are
delegated to the supplementary material. Here, we only dis-
cuss an intuitive sketch of those proofs. For proving part (a),

Figure 4. An edge supports up to
(
n+1
2

)
Mutual Discriminations

(MDs) for n classes. Left: When gradient magnitude is large only
for c1. Right: When gradient magnitudes for c1, c2, and c3 are
large. We analyze MD to estimate edge contribution to prediction.

we first model the remaining uncertainty about a class given
the activation of a neuron n as conditional entropy H(c|n).
Then, we estimate the amount of information gain after ob-
serving the activation of the neurons n(l)

i and n
(l)
p . Our an-

alytical expressions show that when |C1| > |C2| the infor-
mation gain for n(l)

p exceeds that of n(l)
i . For part (b), we

first define mutual discrimination (MD) for the concerned
edges e(l)ji and e

(l)
qp - MD is explained below. Analyzing the

MD analytically, the constraint |C1| > |C2| leads to the ex-
pression showing higher values for e(l)ji , which entails larger

contribution of e(l)ji to the classification task.
An edge receiving gradients from multiple classes must

discriminate between them. Hence, considering its mutual
discrimination (MD) ability for the classes is mandatory to
analyze its contribution to decision making. To clarify the
employed MD notion, in Fig. 4, we illustrate the quadratic
relationship between the MD values and classes for which
an edge might receive high magnitude gradients. We em-
ploy MD to prove Theorem 1 part (b).

The apparently contrastive association of neural connec-
tions to classes in forward and backward passes, as identi-
fied above, can be explained intuitively as follows. In the
forward pass, high activations for a large number of classes
means that the neuron is less helpful in discriminating be-
tween those classes. Hence, the associated connections do
not contribute much to the classification. Conversely, high
magnitude gradients in the backward pass emulate high sen-
sitivity of the edges to the associated classes. It helps more
in narrowing down the classification decisions when the
sensitivity remains high for more classes.
Accumulative Class-wise Activations and Gradients: In
what follows, we rely on accumulative values of activation
and gradient signals for the classes to develop our method.
This enables us to sidestep any need to threshold the sig-
nals as high or low, which would be required if individual
sample signals were considered. We compute class-wise
accumulative activation Ac

ac. for the edge e
(l)
ji as

Ac
ac.(e

(l)
ji ) =

∑
s∈Sc

a
(l)
j (s), (3)
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Figure 5. Orthogonal-
ization of the hyperplane
classifying a class w.r.t.
the most significant con-
nection’s weight, i.e., w1 -
the only weight. It results
in canceling the model’s
discriminatory ability.

where a(l)j (s) is the activation of n(l)
j of the model receiving

sample s of class c as the input. Similarly, we define the
class-wise accumulative gradients Gcac. for edge e

(l)
ji as

Gcac.(e
(l)
ji ) =

∑
s∈Sc

∥∥∥∥∥∂L(s)

∂e
(l)
ji

∥∥∥∥∥ , (4)

where ∂L(s)

∂e
(l)
ji

is the gradient of loss function w.r.t. the edge

e
(l)
ji of the model receiving sample s of class c as the input.

Strictly speaking, Gcac. is a scalar value here, we slightly
abuse the term gradient for brevity.
Class Association Score: Considering Theorem 1, we first
define a class association (CA) score. As per part (a) of the
theorem, there is an inverse relationship between the en-
tropy H of the accumulated activations of the classes and
the contribution of the connection to classification. Con-
versely, part (b) of Theorem 1 suggests a direct relation be-
tween the entropy of accumulative gradient signals and their
classification contribution. Hence, for a connection e

(l)
ji , we

define CA-score ΓCA(e
(l)
ji ) as follows

ΓCA(e
(l)
ji ) =

H(
⋃

c∈C GCac.(e
(l)
ji ))

H(
⋃

c∈C AC
ac.(e

(l)
ji ))

. (5)

Specific Class Association Score: We are eventually also
interested in finding which connections are more important
in classifying certain classes. The CA-score in Eq. (5) pro-
vides a measure to associate a connection to the classes. To
define specific class association (SCA) score for an edge,
we use the CA-score to scale the product of the accumula-
tive class-wise activations and gradients with ΓCA.

Γc
SCA(e

(l)
ji ) = ΓCA(e

(l)
ji ) . G

c
ac.(e

(l)
ji ) . A

c
ac.(e

(l)
ji ), (6)

where Γc
SCA(e

(l)
ji ) is the SCA-score for e(l)ji of class c.

4.2. Neutralizing a Specific Class in Classifier
Recall that spurious features are viewed as (sub-)classes in
our method. Hence, we are interested in precisely neutral-
izing specific classes in a classifier without destroying the
classification hyperplanes for the others. To that end, we

Algorithm 1 Class removal

Require: Class index to remove (cr), ModelM
1: for edges e in the last layer L ofM do
2: Compute accumulative activations Ac

ac.(e
(L)) using

Eq. (3) for ∀c ∈ C.
3: Compute accumulative gradients magnitudes

Gcac.(e(L)) using Eq. (4) for ∀c ∈ C.
4: Compute CA score ΓCA(e

(L)) using Eq. (5).
5: Compute SCA score Γcr

SCA(e
(L)) using Eq. (6).

6: end for
7: Select the most significant Connection e∗ s.t.

e∗ = argmaxe Γ
cr
SCA(e

(L)).
8: Orthogonalize the hyperplane associated with cr w.r.t.

e∗ following Eq. (7).

leverage the SCA-score to select the most important con-
nection that contributes to classifying a specific class as ex-
clusively as possible. We then make the classification hy-
perplane orthogonal to its initial state w.r.t. the axis corre-
sponding to that connection. Figure 5 illustrates the notion
of orthogonalization for the simplest case where there is
only one connection, i.e., only one weight involved; and or-
thogonalizing the hyperplane w.r.t. that negates the discrim-
inative ability of the classifier. We leverage this concept in
n-dimensional space in Theorem 2.

Theorem 2. Let yi = w⊺
i x+ bi define the decision hyper-

plane for class i, and wji ∈ wi be the connection weight
with significant impact on the classification outcome. The
discriminatory effect of wji can be nullified by applying the
following transformation to it:

f(wji) = −
∥wi∥22 − w2

ji + 1

wji
. (7)

In the supplementary material, we provide the formal
proof of Theorem 2, where we define normal vectors for
the original hyperplane for yi and the hyperplane resulting
from applying f(wji) in Eq. (7) to the weight wji while
keeping all other weights unchanged. We show that the dot
product of the normal vectors for the two planes is zero, i.e.,
the underlying hyperplanes are orthogonal, while the dif-
ference between the normal vectors only contains non-zero
coefficient for the axis corresponding the identified connec-
tion. In Algorithm 1, we summarize the proposed process
for neutralizing a specific class in the classifier.

4.3. Removing Fictitious Classes
By definition, spurious features are (largely) unrelated to the
causal features, which makes them a relatively high abstrac-
tion level counterpart of interpretable causal features. We
exploit this intrinsic high-level nature of spurious features
to intuitively treat them as (sub-)classes within the origi-
nal classes. In the form of Algorithm 1, we have a tool
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to neutralize specific classes in a classifier. We adapt this
tool further in Algorithm 2 to neutralize the impact of spu-
rious correlations learned by a model by removing fictitious
classes of spurious features.

In Algorithm 2, to remove a fictitious class from the real
classes of a modelM, we create modelM′ that is a copy
ofM. We alter the penultimate layer of the copy such that
it has the spurious feature as one of its predicted classes.
M′ remains frozen, except for the weights of its penulti-
mate layer. We fine-tune those weights on the dataset that
contains the spurious feature and its corresponding label.
The purpose of this fine-tuning is to bottleneck the spurious
correlation learned by M to an identifiable connection in
M′ - our experiments in Sec. 5 show this can be achieved
efficiently. Now thatM′ recognizes the spurious feature as
a class, we can remove it using the method in Sec. 4.2.

SinceM′ is the same asM until the last layer, the high-
level features extracted by both the models are the same. We
can apply the same class removal onM not to remove the
complete class, but to remove the impact of the correspond-
ing high-level features. This process can also be interpreted
as removing a sub-class from superclasses or removing a
fictitious class from the real classes. Either way, it is notable
that the method remains post-hoc because it does not require
model retraining. The penultimate layer fine-tuning ofM′

is for weight identification purpose. The weight gets edited
using Eq. (7). It is emphasized that we intentionally present
Algorithm 2 such that a copy ofM gets created. This is to
clearly explain the underlying idea. Directly removing and
replacingM’s penultimate layer is a more memory efficient
alternate to implement the same concept.

In general, removing a sub-class from the main classes
is more challenging than directly removing a main class, as
sub-class features might have much more inter-(sub-)class
overlap. This is the reason that we continually sought a con-
nection that is not only significant in classifying a certain
fictitious class, but also does it as exclusively as possible.
Nonetheless, even if we are able to find such a connection, it
remains possible that the same connection also contributes
to classifying other sub-classes to some extent. To handle
that, we define Partial Feature Neutralization (PFN). Con-
ceptually, PFN enables the hyperplane classifying a class to
make a controllable arbitrary tilt w.r.t. its initial state. Equa-
tion (8) shows the weight update required to comply to PFN
for feature neutralization to an arbitrary extent.

f(wji) = r.(−
∥wi∥22 − w2

ji + 1

wji
) + (1− r).wji, (8)

where r ∈ [0, 1] is the neutralization rate. Using PFN, we
can controllably neutralize features to a level that eliminates
model’s over-reliance on them, without significantly alter-
ing model’s overall performance. This is established quan-
titatively in our experiments in Sec. 5.3.

Algorithm 2 Fictitious class removal

Require: ModelM, fictitious class label c̃
1: InitializeM′ ← Copy(M)
2: Redefine the last FC layer ofM′ to have c̃ as one of its

classes
3: Freeze all parameters of M′ except the last FC layer

weights
4: Fine-tuneM′ to learn classifying c̃
5: Execute Steps 1-7 of Algorithm 1 onM′

6: Apply Step 8 of Algorithm 1 onM

5. Experiments
To evaluate, we first perform experiments on our underly-
ing unlearning method to verify its ability in effective and
precise class removal. This is followed by its application
in neutralizing spurious correlations. We start by testing
the SCA score in Sec. 5.1. In Sec. 5.2, we perform exper-
iments on the more challenging problem of removing sub-
classes classes from classes, and eventually our proposed
method, denoted as Fictitious Class Removal (FCR), is ap-
plied to neutralize spurious correlations in Sec. 5.3. Analy-
sis of CA score effectiveness and ablation study is provided
in the supplementary material.

For our experiments on (sub-)class removal we define a
simple two-layer convolutional model Conv-2Net, and also
use ResNet-18 (Sec. 5.1 and Sec. 5.2). Aligned with the
literature, ResNet-50 is used for experiments on spurious
correlation neutralization (Sec. 5.3).

5.1. Class Removal
We use the SCA-score in Eq. (6) to rank weights according
to their significance in class-specific classification and ap-
ply the transformation in Eq. (7) to unlearn each class sepa-
rately, without compromising the accuracy of the others.

Figure 6 provides the accuracy curves for editing up to
3 weights from the model for removing CIFAR-10 classes
individually. As apparent, class removal for every class
dropped the target class accuracy to almost zero with sin-
gle weight editing. Moreover, removing the class did not
negatively impact the accuracies for other classes. For in-
stance, after removing class 0, the accuracy for classes 1, 3,
5, 6, and 7 remained intact, while there is a slight increase
in the accuracy for classes 2, 4, 8, and 9.

We also apply our class removal technique to remove
multiples classes. Figure 7 summarizes the result for re-
moving up to 8 random classes for CIFAR-10 and 98
classes for CIFAR-100 by editing just one weight. The
average accuracy for the removed classes clearly drops to
around random-guessing while there is no damage to the
un-removed classes. These results clearly establish our ap-
proach as an effective class removal strategy.
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Figure 6. Removal of individual classes of CIFAR-10. In every case, the accuracy for the removed class decreases to almost zero by editing
a single weight without negatively impacting accuracies for the other classes. Class labels are provided in the legend.

Figure 7. Average accuracy change after removing randomly
classes. Left: CIFAR-10 results using a well-trained Conv-2Net.
Right: CIFAR-100 results using ResNet-18. The accuracy for non-
removed classes improves as more classes are removed. The ac-
curacy for the removed classes approaches random guessing.

5.2. Fictitious Class Removal
Following the order of our discussion in Sec. 4, here we
examine the notion of removing fictitious classes from real
classes. To this end, we use ParityMNIST [26] dataset con-
sisting of two classes; namely, ‘Class 0’ and ‘Class 1’ that
respectively contain even and odd digits from 0 to 9. We
assume that classes 0 and 1 are the true classes, i.e., su-
perclasses, while the digits within them are the fictitious
classes, i.e., subclasses. Following our Algorithm 2, a
modelM on ParityMNIST is trained. Then we tune a copy
ofM on MNIST. Since the digits are fictitious classes here,
we can treat this model asM′. We use the information of
activations and gradients of the 10 digit classes to compute
the SCA-Score for each class. To remove a fictitious class,
we perform the class removal as proposed in Sec. 5.1, i.e.,
using the SCA-score obtained from M′ and used for the
modelM trained on ParityMNIST.

The collective results of removing all 10 fictitious classes
are given in Fig. 8 (right) with different neutralization rates
starting from 0 to 100 percent. It can be seen that almost
all subclasses are removed without significant degradation
in the accuracies for the other classes. To emphasize on fur-
ther merits of our SCA metric, especially the components
derived from Theorem 1, we also performed the same ex-
periment directly using accumulative gradient magnitudes
and accumulative activations instead of the SCA score. Re-

Figure 8. Accuracy of removed and retained subclasses on Par-
ityMNIST with different neutralization rate r. Left: Only accu-
mulative gradients and activations are used for selecting the most
significant connections. Right: SCA-score is used for selecting the
connections. Further elaborated in supplementary.

sults of that experiment are given in Fig. 8 (left). From the
plots, it is clear that our proposed metric for selecting the
most significant connections is more effective as it achieves
lower average accuracy for the removed classes while main-
taining slightly better average accuracy for the non-removed
classes. Hence, our metric is utilized for the problem of spu-
rious feature removal as well.
5.3. Removing Spurious Features
Finally, we provide results for removing spurious features.
We treat this as removing fictitious classes from real classes.
However, here we consider spurious high-level features as
the fictitious classes inside the true classes. We present re-
sults on the well-known datasets, commonly used in bench-
marking spurious correlation mitigation methods, i.e., Wa-
terbirds [32], CelebA [24], and Metashift [21].
Datasets: A brief description of the dataset is given below.
Waterbirds [32]: For this standard dataset, a bird type classi-
fier has to recognize waterbirds from landbirds. The dataset
consists of four groups: waterbirds on water background,
waterbirds on land background, landbirds on water back-
ground, and landbirds on land background. The majority
groups are waterbirds on water background and landbirds
on land background which comprise most of the dataset,
while the other two groups where backgrounds and bird
types do not match, are minority groups and consist a small
proportion of the dataset. As a result of this imbalance,
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Figure 9. Feature neutralization by different neutralization rate values (r). The best r is obtained where the gap between average and
worst-group accuracies is minimum, and is shown with a vertical dotted lines for Waterbirds (left), CelebA (middle), and MetaShift (right).

Table 1. Performance comparison of our FCR technique with the state-of-the-art methods, presenting worst-group (Worst) and gap (Gap)
between Worst and average accuracies on Waterbirds, CelebA and MetaShift datasets. The best results are shown in bold. Ours is a unique
post-hoc method, which uses a single weight to remove spurious correlation for a given feature.

Method
Group Info

Post-hoc
Waterbirds CelebA MetaShift (Cat vs. Dog)

Train Val. Worst (%) ↑ Gap (%) ↓ Worst (%) ↑ Gap (%) ↓ Worst (%) ↑ Gap (%) ↓
Group DRO (ICLR ’20) [32] Yes Yes ✗ 91.4 ±1.1 2.1 88.9 ±2.3 4.0 66.0 ±3.8 7.6

PDE (ICML ’23) [9] Yes Yes ✗ 90.3±0.3 2.1 91.0±0.4 1.0 - -

JTT (ICML ’21) [22] No Yes ✗ 86.7±N/A 6.6 88.0±N/A 6.9 64.6 ±2.3 9.8

DFR (ICLR ’23) [17] No Yes ✗ 92.9±0.2 1.3 88.3±1.1 3.0 72.8 ±3.8 4.7

LBC (IJCAI ’24) [47] No Yes ✗ 88.1±1.4 6.0 87.4±1.8 5.0 - -

DaC (CVPR ’24) [29] No Yes ✗ 92.3± 0.4 3.0 81.9 ± 0.7 9.5 78.3 ± 1.6 1.0

Base (ERM) No No ✗ 75.3± 0.6 24.4 48.8 ± 1.1 47.1 62.1 ± 4.8 10.8

MaskTune (NeurIPS ’22) [1] No No ✗ 86.4± 1.9 6.6 78.0± 1.2 13.3 66.3 ± 6.3 6.8

LC (ICLR ’23) [23] No No ✗ 90.5± 1.1 N/A 88.1± 0.8 N/A - -

DISC (ICML ’23) [38] No No ✗ 88.7± 0.4 5.1 - - 73.5± 1.4 2.0

DFR+ExMap (CVPR ’24) [4] No No ✗ 92.5±N/A 3.5 84.4±N/A 7.4 - -

FCR - Ours No No ✓ 93.2 ± 0.3 1.9 84.9± 0.7 5.4 78.3 ± 0.4 0.1

background is spuriously correlated to the bird types.
CelebA [24]: In CelebA, the gender feature has a spurious
correlation to hair-color. The minority group in the dataset
consists of samples of blond male individuals. So, the hair-
color classifier tends to misclassify the hair-color of male
and blond samples more than other groups.
MetaShift [21]: We employ Cat vs. Dog test from MetaShift
dataset, where the Dog class is trained on bench and bike in
the background, while the Cat class contains sofa and bed,
and both classes are tested on samples having shelf in the
background. In this standard setting, the challenge comes in
the difference between the test and train data distributions.
Results: We compare our method with the state-of-the-
art methods of this direction, namely Group DRO [32],
PDE [9], JTT [22], DFR [17], LBC [47], DaC [29], Mask-
Tune [1], LC [23], DISC [38], and DFR+ExMAP [4].
The comparison results are given in Tab. 1. Our method
achieves the highest worst-group result for the Waterbirds
and MetaShift datasets among all categories, as specified by
the use of Group Information requirement by the methods.
On CelebA, our method has a low gap between average and

worst-group accuracies. As indicated, our method is the
only technique that can be applied post-hoc and it manip-
ulates only one weight per class. Hence, it can be applied
to already well-optimized models without requiring updates
for excessive number of weights.

Figure 9 comprehensively presents the worst group and
average accuracies using different neutralization rates r for
all the three datasets. We choose r when the gap between
average and worst group accuracies is the least and consider
it as the most fair point. As can be seen in Fig. 9, the lowest
gap between the accuracies for Waterbirds occurs at r = 13
(left) and the lowest gap for CelebA is at r = 65 (mid-
dle). The lowest gap for MetaShift takes place at 0.0199,
which is as low as 0.1%. Please note the worst group ac-
curacy declines after these points because further neutral-
ization changes the worst group to another group that had
relied more on the removed feature. Please refer to supple-
mentary material for more results and visualizations. Our
implementation will be made public after acceptance.
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6. Conclusion
This work established an effective connection between the
directions of post-hoc “Machine Unlearning” and “Spuri-
ous Correlation Mitigation”. We proposed a framework that
considers spurious features as fictitious classes inside real
classes so that they can be mitigated using machine unlearn-
ing. Our unlearning technique modifies only a single weight
of the original model for removing any subclass (fictitious
class) from its superclass (real class). We also accounted
for the level of spuriousness of features, and enabled con-
trollably neutralizing the impact of features that are likely
spurious to a fair level. Our method figures out the most
significant connections in classifying fictitious classes using
a proposed metric relying on activations, gradients and en-
tropy of the neural connections. Our theoretical insights are
corroborated with empirical results, which also show com-
petitive performance for mitigating spurious correlation on
three standard datasets.
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