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Abstract

Concept-based models can map black-box representa-
tions to human-understandable concepts, which makes the
decision-making process more transparent and then allows
users to understand the reason behind predictions. How-
ever, domain-specific concepts often impact the final pre-
dictions, which subsequently undermine the model general-
ization capabilities, and prevent the model from being used
in high-stake applications. In this paper, we propose a novel
Language-guided Concept-Erasing (LanCE) framework.
In particular, we empirically demonstrate that pre-trained
vision-language models (VLMs) can approximate distinct
visual domain shifts via domain descriptors while prompt-
ing large Language Models (LLMs) can easily simulate a
wide range of descriptors of unseen visual domains. Then,
we introduce a novel plug-in domain descriptor orthogo-
nality (DDO) regularizer to mitigate the impact of these
domain-specific concepts on the final predictions. Notably,
the DDO regularizer is agnostic to the design of concept-
based models and we integrate it into several prevail-
ing models. Through evaluation of domain generalization
on four standard benchmarks and three newly introduced
benchmarks, we demonstrate that DDO can significantly
improve the out-of-distribution (OOD) generalization over
the previous state-of-the-art concept-based models. Our
code is available at hitps://github.com/joeyz0z/LanCE.

1. Introduction

Concept-based models [11, 27, 42] are prominent ap-
proaches for achieving model interpretability, which lever-
age human-understandable concepts to explain the black-
box image representation. Specifically, these models first

“Equal contribution. FCorresponding authors

bchen@mail.xidian.edu.cn

Photo ( train)

i

Sketch (test)

N

Clipart (test)

Predict: Pear X
Confidence: 37%

Predict: Apple &/
Confidence: 98%
Waxy texture

Red color
Round shape

Predict: Apple
Confidence: 52%

Red color

Round shape Round shape

(a) Concept-based predictions on three domains.
Concept: Red color Concept: Round shape

JS divergence \

[ photo JS divergence /\ [ photo
=0288 /|

3 sketch 8 =0.081 | | = sketch

N z
_/ ‘\\ a
o}

a

%2 o3 0.4 05 0.6 07 %2 03 04 05 06 07
Concept activation value Concept activation value

(b) Distribution shifts of domain-specific and domain-shared concepts.
Figure 1. Domain shifts in concept space. (a) Given the images
of an apple in different visual domains, the prediction confidence
of a concept-based model, trained on the photo domain, degrades
due to the missing of concepts. (b) Distribution comparison of
concept activation value (image-concept similarity computed via
CLIP [26]) between photo domain and sketch domain, for two
concepts, i.e., “red color” and “round shape”, respectively. JS
divergence indicates the distance between two distributions and
tends to be larger for domain-specific concepts (e.g. “red color”).

map the image feature to a concept activation vector in
a concept space (each dimension corresponds to an inter-
pretable concept) and then use the concept activation vector
to predict the final output. Recently, equipped with pre-
trained vision-language models (VLMs) [8, 26], concept-
based models [41, 42] can obtain the concept activation
value by calculating the similarity between image embed-
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dings and textual concept embeddings.

Nevertheless, current concept-based models still strug-
gle to handle domain shifts encountered during inference.
The distinct distribution of visual concepts across differ-
ent domains presents a significant generalization challenge
for these models. As shown in Fig. 1a, the concept-based
models trained on the photographic images usually excel
at associating the discriminative visual clues — such as red
color, waxy texture, and round shape — with specific classes
like “apple”, akin to human beings. However, these models
experience substantial performance degradation when ap-
plied to images in unseen visual domains, such as clipart
or sketches, due to the absence of domain-specific texture
and color concepts. These domain-specific concepts (e.g.
“red color”) generally exhibit a larger distributional differ-
ence between visual domains than domain-shared concepts
(e.g. “round shape”), as illustrated in Fig. 1b. Consequently,
the concept-based models trained on a single domain are
inevitably biased to associate those domain-specific con-
cepts with the final predictions, thereby limiting their out-
of-distribution (OOD) generalization capabilities.

To mitigate the issue of domain shifts in the concept
space, a straightforward solution is to involve human ex-
perts in filtering out the domain-specific concepts and
retaining only domain-shared concepts for classification
tasks, which is nevertheless labor-intensive. Another pos-
sible solution is to diversify the training domain [1, 3] to
mitigate the impact of the domain-specific concepts. How-
ever, it is impractical to cover all possible unseen domains
during training exhaustively. Additionally, current domain
generalization approaches [49] can not be directly applied
to concept-based models due to the lack of interpretability
of semantics of the learned representation [34]. Therefore,
automating the identification and elimination of domain-
specific concepts remains an under-explored area.

In this paper, we propose a Language-guided Concept-
Erasing framework, namely LanCE, to enhance the OOD
generalization capabilities of current concept-based mod-
els. Specifically, we empirically demonstrate that pre-
trained VLMs, such as CLIP, can interpret the domain shifts
through language, i.e., domain shifts can be approximated
by a set of domain descriptors generated by large language
models (LLMs). To alleviate the biased association be-
tween final predictions and domain-specific concepts, we
introduce a plug-in domain descriptor orthogonality (DDO)
loss that reduces the fluctuation of concept activation caused
by these language-guided domain shifts. We evaluate
our method on seven benchmarks, including four com-
mon benchmarks (CUB-Painting [35], PACS [13], Office-
Home [31] and DomainNet [24]), and three new proposed
benchmarks (AwA2-clipart, LADA-Sculpture and LADV-
3D) based on several existing visual classification datasets
with concept annotations [39, 47]. These newly-collected

datasets are gathered from the web and manually filtered.

Extensive experiments demonstrate that the proposed ap-

proach can preserve the In-distribution (ID) classification

capabilities and significantly improve the OOD generaliza-
tion capabilities of prevailing concept-based models. Our
contributions can be summarized as follows:

* We provide a concept-level explanation for the domain
shifts and empirically reveal that VLMs can represent vi-
sual domain shifts into language space.

* Based on this observation, we propose a plug-in domain
descriptor orthogonality regularizer to learn a domain-
shared concept-based model without changing the model
architecture and increasing training data.

* We introduce three new concept-based OOD gener-
alization benchmarks including more challenging sce-
narios such as natural photos—3D-renders and real
animals—scluptures.  Extensive experiments on four
common and three new benchmarks demonstrate that our
proposed method significantly improves the OOD gener-
alization capabilities of current concept-based models.

2. Related Work

Concept-based models are one of the mainstream inter-
pretable approaches that aim to understand models by asso-
ciating black box features with meaningful concepts. Cur-
rent concept-based models can broadly be divided into two
categories, concept bottleneck models (CBMs) [11] which
map the image features into an intermediate concept bottle-
neck layer whose neurons indicate concept activation val-
ues of pre-defined concepts, and concept activation vectors
(CAVs) [9] which represent concepts as normal vectors of
decision boundaries that distinguish positive and negative
samples of a concept. Vanilla CBM requires fine-grained
and precise concept annotation on the concept bottleneck
layer and CAVs need positive and negative samples of each
concept to learn meaningful concept representations. Many
recent approaches are proposed to tackle the above con-
cerns from two perspectives. On the one hand, many meth-
ods generate the concepts derived from ConceptNet [42],
LLMs [21, 41] or multimodal datasets [28, 43] to automate
the construction of the concept bottleneck layer. On the
other hand, to remove the reliance on human-annotated con-
cept labels, these methods deploy pre-trained VLMs such
as CLIP to map concepts to text embeddings and compute
image-concept similarity to serve as concept activation an-
notations. However, concepts of the above approaches are
typically domain-sensitive and the corresponding concept
activations have large distributional differences across vari-
ous domains. They often fail to handle domain shifts when
applied to unseen domains.

Domain adaptation & generalization aims to handle the
domain shifts between training and test data. In contrast to
traditional deep learning based on in-distribution assump-
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Figure 2. (a) We empirically demonstrate that the visual domain shift can be interpreted in language. For each class, we obtain the caption
from the embedding difference of images from two domains. Then, by aggregating the captions across the classes, the keywords regarding
the domain shift can be highlighted. At the same time, (b) the domain-specific concepts can be discovered from language descriptions of
the different domains. In detail, they have higher similarities with the difference of domain-related class descriptions, i.e., textural domain
shift, in the CLIP embedding space. More analyses are shown in the Appendix B.

tion, domain adaptation methods [4, 20] target to improve
the performance on the target domain when only a few sam-
ples [14] or unlabeled data [40] from target domains are
available. Instead, domain generalization methods [49] fo-
cused on more difficult scenarios in which no target domain
data are available during the training phase. The setting of
this paper belongs to the single domain generalization sce-
nario, i.e. only one single domain is available during train-
ing [19, 36, 48]. While the domain generalization area is
well studied, there is still researcher doubt about the in-
terpretability of domain generalization methods [34]. Al-
though disentanglement-based domain generalization meth-
ods [25, 33] decompose a feature into domain-shared and
domain-specific parts, there is still a lack of deep under-
standing of the semantics of the learned features in domain
generalization models. Our proposed method provides a
concept-level explanation of domain shifts and takes steps
to interpretable domain generation.

Vision-Language Pretraining aims to bridge the gap be-
tween image and text representations. Compared with
vision-only pretraining methods [5, 6, 17], vision-language
pertaining like CLIP [26] achieved remarkable success
and showed superior performance on some high-level vi-
sion understanding tasks [16, 44, 46] and multi-modality
tasks [29, 38, 45]. Our empirical findings further validate
that CLIP can interpret a variety of domain shifts into a set
of domain descriptors.

3. Empirical Observations

This section demonstrates that the pre-trained VLMs can
approximate the visual domain shifts via domain descrip-

tors. Meanwhile, these language-guided domain shifts can
effectively distinguish the domain-specific concepts as il-
lustrated in Fig. 2. It serves as the key insight for our pro-
posed LanCE method.

Image-text alignment. CLIP trained on multi-modal con-
trastive learning, can effectively bridge the gap between
image representation and text representation. The align-
ment facilitates a new approach to manipulate images us-
ing language, applicable for various vision tasks, e.g. im-
age editing [7, 23], style transfer [12, 37], data augmenta-
tion [2, 3, 18]. The CLIP image-text similarity can be com-
puted as:

[-:CLIP(I7 T) = 51m(E1 (I), ET(T)) (1)

where E; and E7 mean the image encoder and text encoder
of CLIP, respectively. sim indicate the cosine similarity.
Interpreting the visual domain shifts. Inspired by previ-
ous works [2, 23], we assume that the visual domain shifts
and descriptions of domain changes are aligned within the
CLIP embedding space. To validate this hypothesis, we em-
ploy a CLIP-based zero-shot captioner [44] to translate the
visual embedding differences into language, as illustrated
in Fig. 2(a). Let {157} and {I'9'} denote the images of the
same class ¢ from the source domain and the target domain,
respectively. The class-level visual domain gap Ad,. and
corresponding description t. can be generated by solving
the following maximization problem:

H}EaXﬁCLIP(Adca te), 2)
Ad. =E(E;(I'9")) — R(E(I5™)), 3)
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Figure 3. Overview of the LanCE. Blue part is the data flow of vanilla CLIP-CBMs (Sec. 4.1). To provide concept-level explanations, we
first construct a human-written or LLMs-generated concept set C and extract the concept embeddings via the frozen CLIP text encoder.
Given an image, we can extract the image embeddings via the frozen CLIP image encoder. The concept activations are the cosine similarity
between image embeddings and concept embeddings. A learnable linear layer W is fitted on top of the concept activation vector and

is responsible for predicting the final class and is optimized via cross-entropy loss.

is the data flow of our proposed DDO

regularizer (Sec. 4.2). Similarly, we first construct a domain descriptor set (Sec. 4.3) to obtain the language-guided domain shifts and then
simulate the domain-specific concept activations. To erase the effect of domain-specific concepts, the DDO regularizer encourages the
orthogonality between the class-concept correlation matrix W (i.e. the final linear weight) and domain-specific concept activation asp.

As shown in Fig. 2(a), we produce high-matching (CLIP-
Score > 0.9) descriptions t. that effectively interpret the
class-level visual domain gap Ad,. between sketch images,
sculpture images and photographic images. We observe that
these class-level domain descriptors are typically descrip-
tions of the style difference of the two domains, regarding
class-level domain descriptors. To further get the global dif-
ference between the two domains, we aggregate all class-
level domain descriptors and transfer them into word cloud
format, where the word size is proportional to the word fre-
quency in the generated domain description corpus. As are-
sult, we empirically find that global visual domain descrip-
tors Ad primarily consist of style words such as “sketch and
sculpture” and background words e.g. “white”.

Discover the domain-specific concepts. Since we have re-
vealed that visual domain shifts and descriptions of domain
changes are aligned within the CLIP embedding space, we
can synthesize the visual domain shifts via domain descrip-
tors. Subsequently, we can leverage these language-guided
domain shifts to discover domain-specific concepts. Specif-
ically, we compute the similarity between textual domain
shift embeddings (e.g. “A sketch of an apple” - “A photo
of an apple”) and all candidate concept embeddings ex-
tracted by CLIP text encoder. The results in Fig. 2(b) show
that domain-specific concepts like “shiny, waxy surface tex-
ture” generally exhibit a higher similarity score due to their
substantial distribution shift between those two domains
while those domain-shared concepts such as “Leaf around

the stem” have relatively lower similarity score. Conse-
quently, we can distinguish the domain-specific concepts
via language-guided domain shifts.

4. Method

To improve the generalization capabilities of prevailing
concept-based models, as shown in Fig. 3, we propose a
novel LanCE framework. In this section, we first formu-
late the problem and introduce Concept bottleneck models
(CBMs), which can effectively map the black-box visual
features to human-understandable concept space to interpret
the final outputs (Sec. 4.1). However, domain-specific con-
cepts will undermine the generalization capabilities. Then,
to alleviate the biased association between domain-specific
concepts and class predictions within the learnable linear
classifier, we propose a domain descriptor orthogonality
loss to improve the OOD classification performances of
concept-based models (Sec. 4.2). Furthermore, considering
all possible visual domains, we prompt LLMs to generate a
bunch of domain descriptors to simulate numerous unseen
visual domains (Sec. 4.3).

4.1. Problem Formulation

Given a training domain data Dy,.q;n = {(x;,v;)}, where
x; € X are training images and y; € ) are corresponding
labels, the concept-based models are trained only on Dyy.4in,
however evaluated on both D;,4;n, and k unseen domains



{D:  seen }E_1. To provide a concept-level explanation, we

should construct a concept set C = {¢; }, including M in-
terpretable concepts written by humans or LLMs. To eval-
uate the effectiveness of our method, we choose the well-
studied concept bottleneck models (CBMs) family as the
baselines of our methods. As one of the main branches of
concept-based models, CBMs first project the image feature
to an intermediate concept bottleneck layer to obtain the
concept activation vector. Each activation value indicates
the presence of the corresponding concept in the input. The
forward pipeline of vanilla CBM [11] can be formulated as:

a =fc(fr(x)), 4)
9 =fr(a) =Wr-a, )

where @ € RM is the concept activation vector, f;
RP*w 5 R9 is the image feature extractor maps the input x
into feature space, fo : R — RM is the concept projection
layer that projects the image feature into concept activation
vector, and fr : RM™ — RNy is the final linear classifier
W maps the concept activation into a final prediction.
CLIP-CBM. Vanilla CBM requires labor-intensive concept
activation annotations to supervise the learning of concept
activation. Contrastively, as illustrated in the blue part of
Fig. 3, recent CLIP-based CBMs [21, 41, 42] employ the
pre-trained CLIP model to extract the image embeddings
E;(x) and concept embeddings Er(c), respectively. Sub-
sequently, CLIP-CBM obtains the concept activations a by
computing the similarity between image and concept em-
beddings, formulated as:

a; :Sim(E[(l‘),ET(Ci)), (6)
a:[a17a27"'7akf}7 (7)

where sim indicates the cosine similarity.
The objective of CLIP-CBM is:

»CCE(:Q; y) = E(m,y)wD”am [»C (WF - a, y)] ) (8)
where Lcg(7,y) is the cross-entropy loss.
4.2. Domain Descriptors Orthogonality Loss

As mentioned in Sec. 1, CLIP-CBMs suffer from the
OOD generalization problem due to the negative impact of
domain-specific concepts. To erase the negative influence
of domain-specific concepts, we encourage the learnable
class-concept correlation matrix (i.e. the weight of the final
linear classification layer), to be orthogonal to the language-
guided synthesized domain-specific concept activations.

Following previous works [15, 25], we decompose the
concept activation a into two components, the domain-
specific concept activation vector a,, and the domain-
shared concept vector ay,, represented as:

a = asp + QAgh, (9)

Our goal is to erase the impact of domain-specific con-
cepts to the final predictions, formulated as:

W - ag, = 0. (10)

Based on the observations in Sec. 3, we can simulate the
a,p via computing the similarity between language-guided
domain shifts and the concepts. Specifically, the language-
guided class-level domain shifts A¢,, are the subtraction
between text embeddings of prompts of possible unseen do-
mains and the training domain (e.g. “A sketch of an apple”
- “A photo of an apple”).

At(pi,y) =E1([pi,y]) — Er([Ptrain, Y)) (11)

—

a’sp(piay) = ET(C) : At(pﬂy) (12)

where aspzﬁ\, y) is simulated domain-specific concept ac-
tivation and p;, Pirain, ¥ are the unseen domain descriptor,
training domain descriptor and class, respectively.

For all possible unseen domains P and candidate classes
Y, based on Eq. (10) and Eq. (12), we derive our proposed
domain descriptor orthogonality (DDO) loss:

Lppo = E(p, .y)~pPxy HWF ' a5p(piay)H (13)

The forward process of DDO is illustrated in the yellow part
of Fig. 3. Note that the input to the DDO loss is independent
of the current samples and only acts as a regularization term
applied to the W Therefore, it can be plugged into various
CBMs. The final loss is the combination of classification
loss and DDO loss, stated as:

L = Lcg + Xppo (14)

4.3. Generate Domain Descriptors

To simulate various unseen visual domains as much as pos-
sible, we need to write numerous domain descriptors. How-
ever, hand-writing these domain descriptors can be costly,
and does not scale to large numbers of unseen domains.
We can automatically construct this domain descriptor set
P = {pi}fﬁg by prompting a large language model, such
as GPT-3.5 [22], to list possible unseen visual domains ex-
cepts for the training domain. We prompt the large language
model with the input:

Q: Please list visual domains in short phrases as
much as possible.

A: Here are some visual domains in short
phrases: real-world photography, clipart illustra-
tions, 3D renders...

The generated IV,, domain descriptors comprise the domain
descriptor set P. The full generation list and further imple-
mentation details can be found in the Appendix C.



CUB-Painting | AwA2-clipart | LADA-Sculpture LADV-3D
Model Concept | Method | ID  OOD | ID OOD | ID 00D ID 00D
CLIP ZS [26] P . 6221 5277 | 9570 9026 | 9126  82.05 | 71.82 66.29
CLIP LP [26] 8200 6140 | 97.11 8675 | 96.81 7440 | 93.68 63.81
baseline | 78.51 50.54 | 9569 8191 | 96.66 7044 | 9221 60.64
CLIP-CEM human +DDO | 78.70 55.53 | 9571 83.72 | 9677 7576 | 92.59 63.51
baseline | 75.85 54.41 | 97.17 8477 | 97.60 76.69 | 9471 65.88
)
PCBM [42] | ConceptNet | yryy' | 7648 57.50 | 9719 86.58 | 97.64 79.74 | 94.82 68.33
baseline | 81.91 5624 | 97.14 84.15 | 97.41 7456 | 99.90 63.17
LaBOZ [41] LLM +DDO | 8234 59.60 | 97.26 87.66 | 98.12  80.00 | 99.93 68.01

Table 1. Performance on four single unseen domain benchmarks. For comparison, we list the performance of prevailing CBMs as baselines
and report the results of integrating our proposed DDO regularizer into these baselines. t indicates re-implemented with CLIP backbone.
1 means visual concepts are obtained with our re-implemented LLM prompts. ID is the performance on photo domains, and OOD is the

generalization performance on other domains.

5. Experiments
5.1. Datasets and Baselines

We conduct experiments on seven domain adaptation
benchmarks. Notably, CUB-Painting, PACS, OfficeHome
and DomainNet are the previous common benchmarks,
while AwA2-clipart, LADA-Sculpture, and LADV-3D are
newly proposed in the paper.

Single unseen domain benchmarks. There are some
classical image classification datasets with attribute anno-
tations, which are widely applied for the evaluation of
concept-based models. For instance, CUB-FPainting is a
fine-grained bird classification dataset that consists of two
visual domains, the photo domain [32] and the painting
domain [35]. Each image has an attribute annotation vec-
tor. Following CUB-Painting, we collect images with var-
ious other styles for photographic images from Animals
with Attributes 2 (AwA?2) [39], LAD-animal [47] and LAD-
vehicle [47]. Specifically, we introduce three new bench-
marks, namely AwA2-clipart, LADA-Sculpture and LADV-
3D, which focused on photo—sclipart, real—sculpture and
real—3D model, respectively.

Multiple unseen domain benchmarks. There are also
some classical domain adaptation benchmarks with mul-
tiple visual domains. PACS [13] is a domain adaptation
benchmark with 7 classes and 4 visual styles, including art,
cartoon, photo, and sketch. OfficeHome [31] contains 4 do-
mains, i.e. art, clipart, product, realworld, where each do-
main consists of 65 categories. DomainNet [24] is a domain
adaptation dataset containing 345 common classes from six
visual domains, i.e. real, clipart, infograph, painting, quick-
draw, and sketch. Following previous single domain gen-
eralization approaches [19, 48], we train on one source do-
main and evaluate on the other target domains. For each
source domain, we report the average generalization accu-
racy on all target domains.

Baselines. We compare our proposed method with the fol-
lowing baseline approaches. 1) Black-box classifier: CLIP-
ZS [26] uses cosine similarity between class textual repre-
sentation and image representation in CLIP shared space.
CLIP-LP [26] fits a linear classifier on top of the frozen
CLIP image encoder. 2) CLIP-based CBMs: CLIP-CBM
leverages human-written attributes to serve as a concept
bank and utilizes CLIP to compute concept activation label.
PCBM [42] uses ConceptNet [30] to retrieve concepts rel-
evant to these classes and automatically construct the con-
cept bank. Original PCBM employs different visual back-
bones on different datasets. For a fair comparison, we re-
implement the PCBM with the CLIP backbone. LaBO [41]
applies the LLM to generate abundant visual concepts in
contrast to PCBM, and we employ a two-layer classifier.
For each CBM baseline, we keep their original objectives
to solve the optimization.

5.2. Implementation Details

We prompt GPT3.5-turbo to generate 200 domain descrip-
tors. These domain descriptors are used across all datasets
and A is set as 1. We pre-process the domain descriptors
into text embeddings by CLIP text encoder. The DDO loss
is added at the final classification layer of the CBMs in a
plug-in manner. Following LaBO [41], we utilize the offi-
cial CLIP ViT-L/14' by OpenAl as the default vision back-
bone to extract image embeddings. We train the linear func-
tion W using the Adam [10] optimizer. All experiments
are conducted on a single RTX3090 GPU. More implemen-
tation details and experiments with other vision backbones
are listed in the Appendix C & D.

5.3. Generalization to single unseen domain

We first evaluate our model on single unseen domain bench-
marks which focused on photo — others generalization.

lhttps://qithub.com/openai/CLIP
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Appendix D.

Table. 1 shows in-distribution (ID) and out-of-distribution
(OOD) accuracy on CUB-Painting, AwA2-clipart, LADA-
Sculpture and LADV-3D. For all benchmarks, DDO loss is
able to preserve or slightly improve the ID accuracy of each
CBM while significantly improving their OOD accuracy
(average 3 points improvements). We attribute the slight im-
provements in ID performance to the minor distribution dif-
ferences between the training and test sets, even in the same
visual domain. Moreover, LaBo with DDO loss can achieve
competitive and superior performance on both ID and OOD
performance with black-box CLIP-LP and narrow the gap
with CLIP-ZS on OOD accuracy. These results demon-
strate that our proposed LanCE design can effectively im-
prove the generalization capabilities without sacrificing in-
terpretability or classification accuracy. Besides, we notice
that all models’ generalization performance to sculpture and
3D model images on the LADA-Sculpture and LADV-3D
benchmark is limited, indicating generalization from 2D to
3D remains challenging.

5.4. Generalization to multiple unseen domains

To assess the ability to generalize to multiple unseen do-
mains and the generalization capability when different do-
mains act as the source domain, we conduct experiments on
PACS, OfficeHome, and DomainNet.

Comparison with only using domain-shared concepts.
In the absence of a pre-defined human-written concept

Model | Method | CUB-P | AwA2-c | LADA-S | LADV-3D
baseline | 56.24 | 84.15 | 74.56 63.17

LanCE | +DDO(IR) | 57.60 | 8550 | 77.70 65.46
+DDO | 59.60 | 87.66 | 80.00 68.01

Table 2. Ablation studies for the effect of relevance of the domain
descriptors. +DDO(IR) only use the domain-irrlevant descriptors
while +DDO use all domain descriptors.

set, we employ LLM to generate a concept set Cgp4y, foOr
each dataset following LaBO [41]. This set contains both
domain-specific concepts and domain-shared concepts. The
main motivation of this paper is to mitigate the negative
impact of domain-specific concepts. A natural question
that arises is why not simply query the LLM to gener-
ate only domain-shared concepts. To explore the differ-
ences between this domain-shared approach and our DDO
loss, we introduce an additional baseline, where the LLM
is queried exclusively to generate a domain-shared concept
set Cqp,. Specifically, we adopt the single-domain general-
ization evaluation setting where one source domain is used
for training, and the OOD performance is averaged across
other domains. As shown in Fig. 4, only using Cy, performs
well only in certain cases, such as when the source domains
in the PACS dataset are photo or sketch. We attribute this
to the fact that the manifestation of domain-shared concepts
varies across different domains. For instance, deer antlers
in photo (realistic) and cartoon (simplified or exaggerated)
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Figure 6. Qualitative examples about the top-5 concepts, ranking by their weights in the final linear layer Wr. Baseline indicates the
results of the original LaBo. Domain-specific concepts are hightlighted in red. More results are listed in Appendix E.

domains differ significantly. Moreover, we empirically ob-
serve that prompt-based methods are highly sensitive to
the wording of human-written prompts. Different prompts
lead to significant performance variations, yet they share
a common limitation: none consistently improve perfor-
mance across diverse source domains. In contrast, DDO is
more flexible. It adaptively erases the influence of domain-
specific concepts while suppressing domain-specific infor-
mation in domain-shared concept activations, leading to sta-
ble improvements across a variety of source domains.

5.5. Ablation Studies

To explore the impact of domain descriptors on final per-
formance, we conduct comprehensive ablation studies, with
LaBO as the baseline. Specifically, we compare results with
different numbers of domain descriptors and investigate the
role of distinct domain descriptors.

The impact of the numbers of domain descriptors. We
evaluate our method with regard to the number of domain
descriptors N, as shown in Fig. 5. The ID accuracy re-
mains almost constant as the number of domain descrip-
tors increases, while the OOD accuracy gradually improves
with an increasing number of domain descriptors, though
with diminishing returns. Specifically, when the number of
domain descriptors is below 20, each additional descriptor
noticeably enhances OOD accuracy. However, as the num-
ber of domain descriptors continues to increase beyond this
point, the improvement in OOD accuracy slows progres-
sively. The results shows that 100 domain descriptors are
enough to achieve decent performance.

The impact of the relevance of domain descriptors. To
investigate which parts of 200 domain descriptors con-
tribute the most to OOD accuracy improvements, we man-
ually split all domain descriptors into two components,
domain-relevant descriptors and domain-irrelevant descrip-
tors based on their relevance with the test unseen domains.
For example, for the LADA-Sculpture dataset, domain-

relevant domain descriptors are “sculpture”, “statue”, and

“furniture”, referring to the generated word cloud men-
tioned in Fig. 2 and domain-irrelevant parts are the remain-
ing ones. Detailed splits for each dataset are listed in the
Appendix D. Results are shown in the Table. 2. DDO(IR)
indicates that we only use the domain-irrelevant domain de-
scriptors to compute the DDO loss. This evaluation shows
that domain-irrelevant domain descriptors can also slightly
prompt the OOD accuracy on the unseen domains, although
relatively fewer than the domain-relevant counterparts. It
indicates those domain descriptors are not fully orthonor-
mal, also demonstrating that the DDO loss has the poten-
tial to generalize to pure unseen visual domains that are not
mentioned in the domain descriptors set P.

5.6. Qualitative Results

To evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed LanCE
method, we further visualize the Top-5 concepts highly re-
lated to randomly selected classes within different unseen
domains as illustrated in Fig. 11. The qualitative results
demonstrate that our proposed method can significantly de-
crease the association between the final prediction and the
domain-specific concepts, in other words, erasing the im-
pact of domain-specific concepts on the final output. More
qualitative results are shown in the Appendix E.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a language-guided concept-
erasing (LanCE) framework that can effectively mitigate
the biased association between domain-specific concepts
and the final output. We first empirically demonstrate that
the pre-trained CLIP can interpret the visual domain shifts
into language. And these language-guided domain shifts
can distinguish the domain-specific concepts via similarity
within the CLIP embedding space. Based on these obser-
vations, we introduce a plug-in domain descriptor orthogo-
nality (DDO) loss to erase the negative impact of domain-
specific concepts, and that can significantly improve the



generalization capabilities of prevailing concept bottleneck
models (CBMs). We prompt the large language models
(LLMs) to generate a bunch of domain descriptors to simu-
late numerous possible unseen domains. Moreover, consid-
ering that the current domain generalization community fo-
cuses more on generalizing to artistic unseen domains, we
collect three new benchmarks that includes more difficult
scenarios, i.e. 2D—3D, real animals—sculptures. Exten-
sive experiments demonstrate the efficacy of our LanCE.
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A. New Datasets

Dataset Statistics. We collect three new domain adaptation datasets, i.e. AwA2-clipart, LADA-Sculpture, and LADV-3D
based on previous attribute-annotated datasets [2, 39] in this paper. Table. 3 are some basic dataset statistics. Fig. 7 has shown
some samples from each dataset. To visualize the domain shifts in these three new datasets, we use CLIP ViT-L/14 to extract
image features for images in these datasets and use the TSNE tools to visualize all image features.

Dataset Statistics AwA2-clipart | LADA-Sculpture | LADV-3D
Data field animals animals vehicles

Visual domains photo,clipart | real,sculputre real, 3d renders
Number of images 37328,5319 13240,2162 17080,3587
Number of categories | 50 50 50

Table 3. Some dataset statistics of AwA2-clipart, LADA-Sculpture, LADV-3D.

AwA2-clipart LADA-Sculpture LADV-3D

e,
oy

oy &8
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Figure 7. Some randomly selected samples and CLIP feature TSNE visualization of all samples on our proposed three benchmarks.

B. Empirical studies

This paper’s key insights are derived from our empirical studies that the VLMs can interpret the visual domain shifts into
language, in other words, visual domain shifts and descriptions of different domains are consistent in the VLM embedding
space. The main paper lists the results between two unseen visual domains (i.e. “sketch” and “sculpture”) and the training
domain (“photo”). In this section, we list more results between unseen visual domains like “clipart”, “3d model” and “paint-
ing” in Fig. 8. Similar to the main paper, the class-level descriptors generated by ConZIC [44] describe the visual difference.
The style descriptions for the common photo domain (subtrahend) are generally implicit in the training caption corpus, thus,
the class-level descriptors prominently consist of style descriptions about the unseen visual domains (minuend). To better
visualize the global semantic direction, we aggregate all class-level descriptors into a final word cloud format, where promi-
nent words represent the main visual direction between the two visual domains. For instance, semantical words “cartoon,
view, character, draw, illustration” indicate the main style direction of the “clipart” domain. This demonstrates that the vi-
sual domain shifts can be approximated by some domain-related style descriptors, while these style descriptors can used to
compute class-level textual domain differences.*

Then, we can utilize these textual domain differences to discover the domain-specific concepts. Concretely, we can con-
catenate these domain descriptors with specific classes in a prompt style, such as “A cartoon character of a cow”, denotes as
t4g¢. Similarly, we can construct a prompt for photo domains like “A photo of a cow”, denoted as t,... For each discriminative
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visual concept ¢;, we can compute the similarity s; with this class-level textual domain shifts in the CLIP embedding space,
as:

At :ET(ttgt) - Er (tsrc) (15)
s; =Ep(c;) - At, (16)

where E7 means CLIP text encoder. Finally, we can get all concept activation {s;}£,. We empirically find that those
concepts with higher similarity are often domain-specific concepts that exhibit substantial variation between two domains.
Therefore, S = [sq, ..., spr] can viewed as a domain-specific concept activation a,p. These observations provide the key
insights of this paper.
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(a) Interpret the visual domain shifts into language. (b) Discover the domain-specific concepts.

Figure 8. Empirical studies on more domain shifts.

C. More implementation details of DDO loss
In this section, we will introduce more implementation details about our proposed LanCE framework.
C.1. Generating domain descriptors

Based on the empirical observations in Sec. B, we aim to achieve generalization across a wide range of unseen visual domains
by leveraging a large language model (LLM) to generate domain descriptors P. A detailed list is shown in Fig. 9.

C.2. Textual domain shifts embeddings

After we get all domain descriptors P = {pi}i-v:”l, we can use these domain descriptors to compute textual domain shift
embeddings based on Eq. (15). Specifically, we set the training domain as “photo” and compute the difference between two
domain-related class prompts. Finally, we can get all class-level textual domain shifts [At(p;, )N, x N, -

C.3. Details of DDO loss

DDO aims to encourage the orthogonality between all domain-specific concept activations [as, (ps, ¥)] v, x v, and class pro-
totype concept activations (i.e. linear weight Wr). The computation of a,(p;, y) as:

asp(piyy) = [At(pi,y) - Ex(cr), ..., At(pi,y) - Er(ca)) a7)
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» Concept prompt: What are useful visual features for identifying an {classname}. You can consider visual features from appearance, color,
pattern, shape perspectives. please describe at least 50 visual features without class name in sentence list: [].

» Domain Descriptor Prompt: Generate 200 new domain description prompts modeled on "a photo of a {}

Answered Domain descriptors (processed): [painting, clipart, infographic, quickdraw, sketch, cartoon character, advertising posters, sculpture,
watercolor, 3D model, blueprint, silhouette, vintage photo, digital art, pencil drawing, technical illustration, doodle, woodcut, lithograph, oil
painting, gouache painting, embroidery, charcoal sketch, etching, tattoo design, comic strip, collage, pop art, manga style drawing, minimalist
drawing, pixel art, sepia photo, retro style, low-poly model, fantasy art, surrealist painting, futuristic concept art, impressionist painting,
hyperrealistic drawing, chalkboard sketch, photo collage, CGI render, stained glass, anime style, Renaissance painting, Victorian engraving,
children’s book illustration, pen and ink drawing, crayon drawing, blueprint diagram, steampunk version, street art mural, pastel drawing,
scientific diagram, psychedelic art, editorial cartoon, pointillism painting, decorative ornament, folk art version, holographic image, VR model,
bronze statue, ancient cave painting, sci-fi style, children coloring book, mixed media art, conceptual sketch, steampunk mechanical drawing,
hand-painted mural, pastel artwork, illustrated diagram, vector graphic, medieval manuscript, baroque painting, Cubist painting, Art Deco version,
Art Nouveau illustration, acrylic painting, neon sign, icon design, shadow silhouette, cut-paper art, tapestry, cross-stitch pattern, visual novel
character, emoji, logo, banner, motion graphic, kinetic sculpture, vintage postcard, LED display, glass sculpture, sand art representation, flower
arrangement, fabric pattern, Egyptian hieroglyph, 16-bit video game character, pottery design, metal engraving, origami model, cyberpunk
illustration, graffiti stencil, stained glass panel, Rorschach inkblot, Gothic architecture detail, postage stamp, wireframe model, LEGO model,
hologram, paper doll, bubble letter graffiti, cookie cutter shape, emoji sticker, flipbook animation, crystal carving, sand sculpture, totem pole,
Moai statue, scientific model, photo negative, pop-up book, clay sculpture, fabric print, kinetic art piece, chalk pavement art, scrimshaw,
augmented reality filter, laser-cut wood model, beadwork pattern, lenticular print, tarot card, astrological chart, glass mosaic, domino tile, rubber
stamp, fashion illustration, tattoo flash, 2D animation cell, comic book panel, topographic map, ASCII art, street photography shot, stone carving,
bookplate illustration, linocut, album cover, silhouette photo, flipbook, watercolor wash, 4-bit pixel icon, map illustration, animated GIF, 3D
hologram, typography art, paper cutout, retrowave poster, constellation, steampunk icon, painted ceramic tile, abstract representation, shadow
puppet, cave engraving, dot matrix print, Rube Goldberg machine, aerial view photo, album art design, topographic elevation map, needlepoint
design, quilling art piece, badge design, marble statue, glass etching, logo badge, postage stamp illustration, embossed print, neon artwork, street
poster, ancient rune, steampunk watch gear, environmental infographic, safety sign, blueprint schematic, wire sculpture, papercraft model,
photorealistic painting, vintage label, linocut print, painting on driftwood, cave wall painting, tribal tattoo, doodle sticker, video game cover,
emoji art, lava lamp pattern, comic character, floral arrangement shaped, retro poster, minimalist icon, classic movie poster, botanical illustration,
cross-sectional diagram, video game avatar, medieval tapestry, carved pumpkin in the shape]

Figure 9. LLM prompts to generate visual concepts and domain descriptors and detailed generated domain descriptor list.

Model | FLOPs (in billions) | Parameters | Memory Usage (in MB)
baseline 13285.1 ‘ 63224 918.0

LanCE 13287.7 63224 1038.1

Table 4. Comparison of computation complexity, including FLOPs, trainable parameters, and estimated memory usage.

Notably, the DDO loss is independent of specific input samples, as all [as,(p;, y)| N, x N, are processed by W collectively
with each batch of image samples.

D. More ablation studies

Effect of CLIP backbone. Table. 5 and Table. 6 have shown the detailed results with CLIP ViT-B/32 and CLIP ViT-L/14,
demonstrating that our proposed DDO regularizer can improve the OOD accuracy across different CLIP image backbones.

Effect of the numbers of domain descriptors. Fig. 10 provides the ablation studies on DomainNet. Similar to other results
on other datasets, the OOD accuracy gradually improves with an increasing number of domain descriptors.

Effect of relevance of domain descriptors. Table. 7 has shown some relevant keywords about each benchmark. We re-
move domain descriptors containing these keywords and investigate the contribution of remaining domain-irrelevant domain
descriptors to improving OOD accuracy. Fig. 8 shows the results on DomainNet.

Computation complexity. To evaluate the gained computation complexity brought by DDO loss, we list the comparison
results of FLOPs, trainable parameters, and estimated memory usage. Results are shown in Table. 4, as we can see, the
gained computation complexity is minor and almost negligible. It demonstrates that our proposed DDO loss is a plug-in loss
that can be applied to many concept-based models without changing model architecture and increasing too much computation
cost.
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CUB-Painting | AwA2-clipart | LADA-Sculpture LADV-3D

Model Concept Method ID 00D ID 00D ID 00D ID 00D
CLIP ViT-B/32

CLIP ZS [26] X X 65.27 40.14 | 91.50 67.44 | 87.17 48.98 84.36  50.07

CLIP LP [26] 51.59 4457 | 91.72  79.32 | 89.46 65.12 68.28 60.49

CLIP-CBM human baseline | 61.05 35.08 | 92.38 62.14 | 94.52 48.89 87.85 53.25

+DDO | 62.88 39.51 | 90.95 66.29 | 95.05 53.70 | 87.29 55.42

baseline | 58.31 38.83 | 93.41 71.78 | 95.31 55.64 90.11 56.87
+DDO | 58.81 3991 | 92.58 69.11 | 95.76  57.96 90.03 57.18

baseline | 67.57 35.35 | 93.90 62.60 | 96.70 77.63 99.44  56.00

PCBM7 [42] | ConceptNet

LaBO [41] LM +DDO | 67.83 37.28 | 94.50 71.70 | 98.27 79.69 99.13 58.88
CLIP ViT-L/14

CLIP ZS [26] X X 62.21 52.77 | 95.70  90.26 | 91.26 82.05 71.82  66.29

CLIP LP [26] 82.00 6140 | 97.11 86.75 | 96.81 74.40 93.68 63.81

CLIP-CBM human baseline | 78.51 50.54 | 95.69 81.91 | 96.66 70.44 9221 60.64

+DDO | 78.70 55.53 | 95.71 83.72 | 96.77 75.76 | 92.59 63.51

baseline | 75.85 54.41 | 97.17 84.77 | 97.60  76.69 9471 65.88
+DDO | 76.48 57.50 | 97.19 86.58 | 97.64 79.74 | 94.82 68.33

baseline | 81.91 56.24 | 97.14 84.15 | 97.41 74.56 99.90 63.17
+DDO | 82.34 59.60 | 97.26 87.66 | 98.12  80.00 | 99.93 68.01

PCBMf [42] | ConceptNet

LaBO [41] LLM

Table 5. Detailed accuracy performance comparison on single unseen domain benchmarks, including CUB-Painting, AwA2-clipart, LADA-
Sculpture, and LADV-3D.

DomainNet.
1D OOD
Model Method | real | clipart infograph painting quickdraw Sketch  Avg
CLIP ViT-B/32
LaBO [41] baseline | 86.11 | 60.60 35.00 54.64 8.40 49.7  41.67
+DDO | 86.33 | 64.00 39.66 58.90 8.57 529 4481
CLIP ViT-L/14
LaBO [41] baseline | 91.20 | 76.04 48.41 66.16 16.58 66.35 55.63
+DDO | 91.29 | 77.37 53.00 68.91 17.27 69.04 56.20

Table 6. Detailed accuracy performance comparison on multiple unseen domain benchmarks, i.e. DomainNet.

E. More qualitative results

Fig. 11 has shown more qualitative results about the top-5 visual concepts, ranked by the weights in W, demonstrating that
our proposed DDO regularizer can reduce the correlation between domain-specific concepts and final predictions.

F. Human evaluation

To validate the efficacy of our proposed method, we conduct a human evaluation on the top 10 visual concepts that exhibit
a high correlation with the final class, ranked by the weights W trained on DomainNet. The evaluation considers two key
aspects: Discriminability and Generalizability. For each concept, we present several images from all visual domains and
invite three human experts to assign a score ranging from O to 4. Specifically, for Discriminability, a score of 0 indicates
the concept is unrelated to the corresponding category, while a score of 4 signifies the concept is a salient visual feature for
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Figure 10. Ablation studies about the numbers of the domain descriptors on DomainNet.

Dataset

Relevant descriptors (keywords)

CUB-Painting

painting, sketch, watercolor, drawing,
doodle, art

AwA2-clipart

clipart, cartoon, emoji, comic, anime,
avatar, animated

sculpture, 3D, statue

|
LADA-Sculpture |
|

LADV-3D 3D, CGI, VR, low-poly
DomainNet painting, clipart, infographic, quickdraw,
sketch, watercolor, cartoon, collage, art,
drawing, sketch, illustration, doodle, poster
emoji, comic, anime
Table 7. Relevant descriptors for each benchmark.
| | real | clipart | painting | infograph | sketch | quickdraw
baseline 91.20 | 76.04 66.16 48.41 66.35 16.58
LanCE | +DDO(R) | 91.20 | 76.60 67.80 50.00 67.74 16.30
+DDO 91.29 | 77.37 68.91 53.0 69.04 17.27

Table 8. Ablation studies on DomainNet for the effect of relevance of the domain descriptors. +DDO(IR) only use the domain-irrlevant
descriptors while +DDO use all domain descriptors.

the category. For Generalizability, a score of 0 indicates the concept exists only in a single domain, whereas a score of 4
represents a domain-invariant concept. The scores from the three annotators are averaged, and concepts with an average score
greater than 2 are classified as either discriminative or domain-invariant concepts. For each concept, we generate a binary
label based on these classifications. Finally, we analyze the percentage of discriminative and domain-invariant concepts to
report the final results. To evaluate these two metrics, we select top-10 concepts for each class ranking by their weights in the
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Model | Discriminability(%) | Generalizability(%)
baseline 75 64
LanCE 79 82

Table 9. Human evaluation about the percentage of distinguishing concepts and percentage of domain-invariant concepts.

final layer W, and ask annotators to judge whether each concept meets the demands above. The ratio of accurate concepts
are shown in the Table. 9 where our proposed LanCE achieves better results than the baseline LaBO, demonstrating the
effectiveness of languid-guided concept erasing design can significantly decrease the association between domain-specific
concepts and the final output.

G. Limitations

Our method highly depends on pre-trained VLMs like CLIP and LLMs like GPT-3.5. However, these models are limited in
application to some professional fields like medical treatments. We think further integration of an extra knowledge base and
task-specific fine-tuning of these pre-trained models is a potential solution to solve these limitations. We hope this work can

prompt the development of robust interpretable models.

] bat LaBO LanCE Baird Sparrow LaBO LanCE
% ® Glossy shine on wing ® Clawed feet for hanging % ® Billis short and pink ® small, brown and white
i membranes ® Forearm proportion f ® clump of grass sparrow
® Forearm proportion compared to wingspan ® found in open areas with ® brown streaked head
compared to wingspan ® Membrane texture on wings g’ some trees or shrubs ® tail is long and brown with
E ® Membrane texture on wingq | ® Long fingers within wings *‘7:' ® nests in sagebrush white stripes
é‘ ® \Wing translucency ® Small, rodent-like body ‘s @ songbird with a clear, ® nests in grasses or shrubs
v ® Long fingers within wings shape & whistled song ® back that is brownish
N rhinoceros LaBO LanCE airliner LaBO LanCE
'6' ® Bushy tail ® Bushy tail 2 ® Antennas on the fuselage ® Antennas on the fuselage
'& ® Darker to lighter gradient ® Ears have tips _2 top or bottom top or bottom
d across the leg fur ® Front paws more moved a M ® Airline-specific patterns ® Straight-aligned windows
g : ® Ears have tips forward when standing / ® Multiple emergency exit ® Vortex generators on wings
‘E_ —__H ® Smooth, flowing fur texture| | ® Fur displays a reddish hue . | d‘ 4 doors ® Straight-aligned windows
_3 A ® small stature compared to || ® Lower jaw often prominently| a y/{ ® Painted stripes or bands ® Seamless wing root
“ other wild canids displays canines ® Straight-aligned windows integration
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et
E LaBO LanCE = LaBO LanCE
= ® Graphic or logo decals ® Boxy, angular design g ® Distinctive rustling sound from the canopy ® Arching, fan-like fronds
® Heavy-duty tires ® Massive rectangular front grille 8 ® Fan palm leaves radiate from a central point ® Cluster of large, radiating leaves
® Rooftop air hornsThick, wrinkled skin ® Wheel arches outlining the tires ® Glistening foliage under strong sunlight ® Crown-shaped foliage atop a singular trunk
® Textured bed liner ® Fenders with auxiliary lights ® Coconuts or fruits may be present at crown @ Island or waterfront proximity
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Figure 11. More qualitative results. top-5 concepts, ranking by their weights in the final linear layer WF . Baseline indicates the results of

the original LaBo. Domain-specific concepts are hightlighted in red.
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