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Abstract

The prevalence of employing attention mechanisms has brought along concerns on the interpretability of
attention distributions. Although it provides insights about how a model is operating, utilizing attention as the
explanation of model predictions is still highly dubious. The community is still seeking more interpretable
strategies for better identifying local active regions that contribute the most to the final decision. To improve
the interpretability of existing attention models, we propose a novel Bilinear Representative Non-Parametric
Attention (BR-NPA) strategy that captures the task-relevant human-interpretable information. The target model
is first distilled to have higher-resolution intermediate feature maps. From which, representative features
are then grouped based on local pairwise feature similarity, to produce finer-grained, more precise attention
maps highlighting task-relevant parts of the input. The obtained attention maps are ranked according to
the ‘active level’ of the compound feature, which provides information regarding the important level of the
highlighted regions. The proposed model can be easily adapted in a wide variety of modern deep models,
where classification is involved. It is also more accurate, faster, and with a smaller memory footprint than
usual neural attention modules. Extensive experiments showcase more comprehensive visual explanations
compared to the state-of-the-art visualization model across multiple tasks including few-shot classification,
person re-identification, fine-grained image classification. The proposed visualization model sheds imperative
light on how neural networks ‘pay their attention’ differently in different tasks.1

1 Introduction
Thanks to the unprecedented booming of deep learning, many applications enjoyed a big leap in performance
in the last decade. Nevertheless, these deep learning based methods are commonly considered as ‘black box’
approaches, where the internal functioning is unclear [27]. As one of the solutions to remedy this lack of
interpretability, attention mechanism [3] are frequently employed for explaining the deep model. Yet to which
extend those attention models help in interpreting how the model is operating has recently become a novel
debate [4, 24]. An ideal interpretable attention model should not only be able to quantify the important level of a
certain part of the neural network but also be capable of identifying precise local regions of the input to provide

1Source codes are uploaded in supplemental materials and will be made available to the public after acceptance.
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Figure 1: From left to right: original image, Guided Grad-CAM++, Grad-CAM, Grad-CAM++, activation map,
B-CNN, BR-NPA. Our method yields precise attention maps focused on small details and highlights a potential
hierarchy among the object’s parts relevance.

proper visual guidance regarding which key component is playing a greater role in the decision-making of the
corresponding task [4]. To this end, in this study, we propose a novel framework that generates high-resolution
interpretable attention maps without sacrificing the performance of the target model. More specifically, this
framework improves the interpretability of the usual multi-part attention system designed for deep Convolutional
Neural Network models (CNNs) in two ways: (1) we propose to increase the resolution of the output feature
maps of a network and the attention map for finner details ; (2) we propose to replace the common learned
attention layer [3] with a non-parametric layer that groups pixels based on their active level, and similarity with
others. This layer does not require training, which constitutes a simpler function than the standard attention
module made of convolutional layers. It produces comprehensive attention maps focusing on semantic parts of
the input while being faster with a lower memory footprint.

Examples of multi-parts attention maps obtained using our method are shown in Fig. 1. Our algorithm is
designed such that the importance level (in terms of contributions to the final decision-making of the task) of
different salient parts of objects could be also friendly visualized via color. In Fig. 1, the 1st, 2nd, and 3rd
most important attention maps are respectively represented in red, green, and blue. Inspection of the maps
shows, for example, that the head of the bird is generally more important than its body in the task of fine-grained
classification. Our method can be applied to various problems and produces attention maps adapted to the
task at hand. On fine-grained classification and person re-identification, the model precisely highlights small
details and discriminative parts whereas in few-shot classification, the model focus on the global object structure.
Experiments on semantic segmentation show similar results to few-shot classification can also be found in
supplemental materials.

In the spirit of calls for more interpretable attention model, the focal point of this contribution is to develop
a more explainable and interpretable attention model that could be easily plugged into different applications.
Although the proposed attention framework helps to boost the performances of some state-of-the-arts, we do
not focus on making a contribution to improve the state-of-the-art in standard computer vision tasks, which is
beyond the scope of this study.

2 Related works
Generic explanation methods: One of the most straightforward ways to identify which local component of
the input contributes the most to the model decision-making is the Activation Map (AM) that simply outputs a
heatmap showing the average activation across channels. However, not all the activated areas offer necessarily
cues for accomplishing the target task, e.g., classifying a certain category. To overcome this drawback, more
interpretable visualization approaches including the Class-Activation Map (CAM) [42], Grad-CAM [27] or
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Grad-CAM++ [6] were proposed to locate the local task-relevant areas. In [29], the Guided-Backpropagation
(GB) was proposed to visualize the gradients of the input image pixels and maximises the score of the predicted
class, which generates high-resolution saliency maps. Based on these previous studies, it has also been proposed
to combine Grad-CAM with GB to obtain a high-resolution map, i.e., Guided Grad-CAM, that emphasizes the
areas that are related to the prediction [27]. Guided Grad-CAM++ was proposed in [6] to further improve the
interpretability of Grad-CAM.

Attention-based architecture for specific task: There are many existing attention-based models that were
developed for fine-grained classification: Lin et al. proposed a bilinear CNN (B-CNN) that employs two distinct
CNNs to obtain the feature maps from the intermediate convolutional layer just before the pooling layer, and
further multiply them with outer product [20] to explore the coefficient between network features. Inspired by
this work, in [16], it was proposed to generate the attention maps by integrating a convolutional module to the
intermediate output feature. Several similar soft attention layer based models were also developed for the same
purpose, including the multi-attention CNN (MA-CNN) [39] that uses a loss term to train an attention layer to
group channels according to their similarity, and the Prototypical Part Network (ProtoPNet) [7] that matches
learned feature vectors against the feature volume in the manner of a convolution. Several methods proposed to
generate part-level crops using reinforcement learning like Fully Convolutional Attention Networks (FCAN)
[22] or weakly-supervised learning like Spatial Transformer Networks (ST-CNN) [17], Multi-Granularity CNN
(MG-CNN) [33] or MA-CNN [39]. There are also various neural attention layers that were designed for
the task of person re-identification [38, 19, 8, 28]. The Relation-aware Global Attention (RGA) module was
proposed in [38] to capture the global structural information. In [19], the authors suggest to jointly learn the
soft and hard attentions along with simultaneous optimisation of feature representations. Some works have
also been introduced to make full use of the particular modalities of the task of person re-identification by
exploiting both spatial and temporal clues [8, 28]. There are also attention mechanisms that are tailored to
few-shot/meta-learning algorithms. Several models were developed to better localize relevant object regions and
improve sample efficiency [35, 15, 11]. Analogously, Zhu et al. propose to learn diverse and informative parts
[43]. Recently, a unique module is presented to find relevant frames in a video [37]. Notwithstanding all the
appalling attention existing task-specific attention models, one common trait of these works is that they yield
attention methods that are tailored for only one typical task.

3 The Proposed Model
The proposed attention model is composed of (1) extracting high-resolution feature maps; (2) generating repre-
sentative feature vectors obtained via grouping similar vectors together, and (3) concatenating the representative
feature vectors and forwarding to the classification layer. In this study, the intermediate output of a convolutional
network (layer), i.e., a tensor with size of C ×H ×W , is defined as the feature volume or feature maps. Once
a spatial position (h,w) is chosen, where h ∈ [1, H], w ∈ [1,W ], a vector of dimension C can be extracted,
namely, the feature vector.

3.1 High-Resolution Feature Maps
Given a standard CNN, commonly, the size of the last feature map is significantly smaller than the one of the
input. For example, after feeding an image of 448 × 448 to a ResNet-50 backbone [13] network, the size of
the output feature map is reduced to 14× 14. This makes it difficult to interpret how the neural network was
activated with respect to the image, as each feature vector covers a large and potentially heterogeneous area of
the image, e.g. both the object and the background. When visualizing (a part of) the network with features maps
of higher-resolution, i.e., with smaller receptive filed, each point within the feature map corresponds to a smaller
area of the original that is more likely to be homogeneous. To increase the attention map resolution, bi-linear or
bi-cubic interpolations are commonly used for visualization. Nonetheless, these operations usually lead to blurry
attention maps with no details [27, 25, 10, 30] Another alternative is to consider larger input images as done in
[12]. Nevertheless, this method inevitably increases the computation cost and also introduces relevant distortions
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into original input images during the up-scaling procedure. Instead, we proposed to re-adapt the architecture of
the CNN backbone used to prevent the reduction of the spatial resolution of feature maps. Concretely, this is
achieved via reducing the stride of the last downsampling layers in the backbone network. By doing so, the
resolution of the feature maps increased from 14× 14 to 56× 56 (cf. section 4.1). This limits the computation
cost increase as only the feature maps of the last layers become larger.

To obtain a higher-resolution model without significant loss of performance, the distillation model proposed
in [14] is employed. More specifically, a student network with increased resolution is trained to imitate the
lower-resolution teacher network. When training the student network, the usual cross-entropy loss was employed
jointly with the KL-divergence between the predictions of the student and teacher network to bridge the gap
between the two models:

L =
1

N

∑
i

αCE(ỹs, y) + (1− α)KL(ỹt||ỹs), (1)

where ỹt, ỹs denote the outputs of the teacher and student models, y is the ground truth and α is a parameter
that balances the cross-entropy term and the KL divergence term.

3.2 Non-Parametric Attention Layer
In most cases, the object of interest is composed of several parts, where each part of the combination of parts
potentially plays different roles in classification. Modern classification deep CNN models proceed original
input and predict corresponding labels in an end-to-end manner, the extraction of important local parts, the
modeling of their pairwise correlations, and their contribution to final classification are learned throughout
the network. It is thus intuitively appealing to explore the pairwise correlations between the local object parts
intermediate feature maps within the network and visualize the part-feature interactions as ‘attention’. In [20],
features corresponding to each object part were aggregated separately to construct a feature matrix, i.e., a list of
feature vectors. The separation of local object parts could be achieved via attention layers composed of multiple
convolutional blocks [16], which is parametric.

With the burgeoning improvement of neural network architectures, state-of-the-art models achieve impressive
performances on multiple large-scale benchmarks. Therefore, the backbone networks utilized in those models
should be equipped with the capabilities in separating the local parts. Grounded by well-performing network
architecture, instead of incorporating the usual attention neural module, a list of refined feature vectors are
formed sequentially by grouping intermediate feature vectors with respect to their activation and their similarity
with each other.

In this study, the activation level a of a feature vector f is quantified by its euclidean norm, i.e., ||f ||2. The
feature vector f , whose norm is one of the highest in the corresponding feature volume, is considered to be
active. Furthermore, a feature vector is considered as singular if the other selected features are not similar to it.

Figure 2: Illustration of the method used to group features without any dedicated module.
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Algorithm 1 Identification of representative vectors {f̂k}
Input : feature vectors {fi}

(1) ai ← ||fi||2
for k = 1 to N do
imax ← argmax

i
ai

for all i do
(2) si ← cos(fi; fimax

)
(3) wi ← si/

∑
i′ s

′
i

(4) f̂k ←
∑
i

wi × fi
(5,6) ai ← (1− wi)× ai

end for
end for
return f̂1, f̂2, ..., f̂N

Alg. 1 and Fig. 2 summarize the proposed feature grouping algorithm. In a nutshell, it selects the top N
active singular (i.e., not similar to each other) feature vectors from the feature volume and further refines them
by aggregating them with similar vectors. This algorithm outputs an N ×M feature matrix, where M is the
dimension of the vectors. For simplicity, the feature vectors are indexed with only i ∈ [0, H ·W − 1], where
H ×W is the resolution of the feature map. The ith vector is denoted as fi. The selection of N is discussed in
the supplemental materials.

During the first interaction, each fi was initialized with an activation score ai equals to its euclidean norm
(corresponds to Step 1 in Alg. 1 and Fig. 2). Afterwards, the vector with the highest norm is selected (Step 2).
The motivation behind this procedure is that among all the feature vectors in the feature volume of a regular
CNN, the ones with higher norms tend to have greater impacts on the final feature vector obtained after the
pooling layer e.g., the average/max pooling. When employing a well-performing network architecture for a
certain task, the high norm features are expected to be more discriminative than the ones with lower norm.
Higher norm features are also supposed to contribute more to the final prediction. Hence, by selecting the high
norm vector, we aim at reproducing this phenomenon in our architecture. This intuition is empirically verified in
section 4.3, where experimental results show that accuracy decreases with random vectors selection or with only
the 2nd, 3rd ranked features.

After obtaining the feature vector with the greatest norm value fimax , it is then refined with other features
that are similar to it (Step 2 to 4). Concretely, the cosine similarity si between each feature fi and fimax is
computed (Step 2). Subsequently, {si} is normalized to yield weights {wi} such that

∑
i wi = 1 (Step 3).

The kth feature vector f̂k is then obtained by computing the weighted average across all the vectors (Step 4).
Afterward, a dissimilarity map 1− wi is computed by reversing the weights (Step 5) and the activation scores
{ai} are updated by multiplying them by 1− wi for all i (Step 6). By doing so, it could be ensured that the new
chosen location imax and its estimation fimax is different from the ones chosen in the previous iterations, while
still extracting high norm vectors. The aforementioned procedure (line 3-8) is repeated for the k + 1th feature
vectors until top-N feature vectors are computed. Lastly, the obtained f̂1, f̂2, ..., f̂N are concatenated and feed
to the final classification layer. The weights {wi} corresponding to the top-N representative features serve as
attention maps for highlighting local parts that contribute the most to the final decision-making of the task, with
the rank of the features indicating the importance level of the respective object parts. It is worth noting that, as
there are no extra attention neural layers integrated, our attention model is non-parametric. This scheme could
be easily plugged into any modern deep neural network framework, where classification is associated.
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4 Experiments
The proposed framework was evaluated on various computer vision tasks on relevant state-of-the-art benchmarks,
including the fine-grained image classification [32, 23, 18], few-shot classification [5] and person re-identification
[40]2. For performance comparison regarding visualization, we compared the proposed BR-NPA attention
model with the bilinear CNN (B-CNN) [21], which is considered as the baseline model and also state-of-the-art
post-hoc algorithms dedicated to model visualization including Grad-CAM [27], Grad-CAM++ [6], Guided
backpropagation [29] and also the baseline activation map (AM) method. These methodologies were selected as
most CNN attention maps in the literature were generated using one of them.

The models which performance is reported from the literature in the fine-grained experiments were not
applied to person re-identification or few-shot classification are they are complex methods specifically tailored
for fine-grained classification. Only the variant of B-CNN proposed by [16] was re-implemented and showed
poor performance on re-identification and few-shot classification. Also, the visualisations produced by these
models come either from AM (MG-CNN) or a neural attention module (B-CNN, FCAN, MA-CNN, ProtoPNet).
ST-CNN and 2-level attention produce no saliency map as the first directly predicts the crop to apply and the
latter uses an object detector on random image patches to filter out the ones showing background. Therefore,
visualisations from AM and neural attention module are provided, along with visualisations obtained from
generic methods like Grad-CAM, Grad-CAM++, and Guided Grad-CAM++, to obtain a comprehensive and
concise representation of the methods in the literature.

4.1 Implementation Details
To adapt B-CNN [21] for visualization, the features extracted from the backbone network were fed into a ResNet
basic block [13] followed by a 1× 1 convolution and a ReLU activation which output is used as the attention
maps. The basic Resnet block is composed of 2 sequential convolutional layers (with the batch normalization
and ReLU activation), and the residual connection followed by a final ReLU activation. Once obtained the
attention maps, each map is multiplied with the feature volume before applying the pooling layer. In total C ′

feature vectors could be obtained (same number as attention maps). Finally, the vectors were concatenated
and passed to a softmax layer. For all experiments across all tasks, hyper-parameters were estimated with
a Tree-structured Parzen Estimator (TPE) from the Optuna framework [2], except in section 4.3, where we
used the default hyper-parameter values. Details of how the proposed attention was adjusted and employed for
different tasks are given below, where a similar recipe was applied for B-CNN. The 3 attention maps obtained
with BR-NPA or B-CNN were visualized with an RGB mapping. The red, green, and blue channels of each
pixel are used to represent its contribution w.r.t. the 1st, 2nd and 3rd attention maps. The three channels are also
multiplied by the norm of the corresponding feature vector, to make salient pixels brighter.

Fine-grained image classification: For both BR-NPA and the baseline model B-CNN, the ResNet-50 [13]
pre-trained on the ImageNet dataset [26] was considered as the backbone network since it is one of the most
commonly used network architectures in various domains.3 To obtain higher-resolution feature maps, the stride
of the downsampling blocks in the 3rd and 4th layer of the ResNet-50 backbone network was set to 1 instead of
2, which increased the feature maps from 14× 14 to 56× 56.

Few-shot classification: The MTL model proposed in [31] is one of the state-of-the-art meta/few-shot
classification models. It was thus employed as a backbone with the proposed attention model for more
comprehensive visualization. The average pooling layer in the backbone in MTL was replaced with the proposed
attention layer, where 3 representative vectors were produced. The original classification layer was also extended
to take the concatenation of the 3 representative features as input. To achieve more precise visualisation with
higher-resolution, network distillation was conducted as detailed in section 3.1. The model was then trained as
described in [31] on one of the standard few-shot classification benchmark dataset CIFAR-FS dataset [5]. In
line with MTL, the ResNet-12 was used. The stride of the downsampling blocks in 2nd and 3rd layer of the
ResNet-12 were set to 1 instead of 2. As a result, the resolution of the feature maps was enlarged from 10× 10
to 40× 40.

2More results including more visualisations and more implementation details are available in supplementary material.
3Other adapted network architectures were also tested. More details and results are given in the supplemental materials.
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Person re-identification: Similar to the setup for the few-shot classification task, one of the best-performing
models proposed in [41], i.e., the DG-Net, was adapted with our BR-NPA. Analogously, the average pooling
layer in the identification module used by [41] was removed and replaced with our layer. Then, the model
was trained as elucidated in [41] on the popular Market-1501 dataset [40]. It has to be emphasised that the
DG-Net has a complex architecture that is difficult to train from scratch. Thus, we utilized the pretrained weights
provided by the authors and modified the DG-Net architecture to speed up the training procedure. However,
the proposed method extracts N feature vectors, whereas the original model extracts only one feature vector
for classification. To prevent a size mismatch between the weights for the original dense layer with the feature
vector extraction (512× 2048) and the expanded dense layer (512× 2048 ·N ), we duplicated the weights N
times along the feature axis. This procedure was used to train DG-Net in combination with both BR-NPA and
B-CNN. The ResNet-50 was used as backbone for the task of person re-identification to be consistent with [41].
The strides of the 2nd and 3rd layers of the ResNet-50 were set to 1 instead of 2, knowing that the stride of the
4th layer was already set to 1 by the original authors. This increased the resolution of the feature maps from
16× 8 to 64× 32.

4.2 Experimental Results
Fine-grained image classification: The performances of the proposed model and state-of-the-art visualization
models in terms of accuracy on three fine-grained datasets, including the CUB-200-2011 [32], FGVC-Aircraft
[23] and the Standford cars [18] datasets are depicted in Table 1. It is shown that BR-NPA achieves state-
of-the-art performances, and outperforms most of the other interpretability-oriented methods on the three
datasets.

Dataset
Method CUB FGVC Stanford cars

2-level attn. [34] 77.9 - -
MG-CNN [33] 81.7 - -

FCAN [22] 82.0 - -
ST-CNN [17] 84.1 - -
ProtoPNet [7] 84.8 - -
B-CNN [21] 84.1 84.2 91.3

MA-CNN [39] 85.4 88.4 91.7

B-CNN (our impl.) 84.6 88.9 89.7
BR-NPA 85.5 89.6 91.7

Table 1: Performance for task of fine-grained classification.

Selected visualization of the attention maps are presented in Fig. 3 (a). Among all the images, the attention
maps produced by BR-NPA highlight more precise details of the objects that capture well the inter-class unique
characteristic. For example, in rows 4-6, highlighted finer-grained local regions are most of the time the tails
or wings of the airplanes, which help to differ different airplane models. Similarly, B-CNN is also able to
identify similar local important parts, but they are generally less precise. Conversely, the highlighted regions
from Grad-CAM++ and AM approaches are significantly coarser, which cover the entire objects, while the ones
from Guided Grad-CAM++ and Grad-CAM are sparse and spread out randomly all over the images. None of
those attention regions provide precise information that helps the decision-making of fine-grained classification.

Person Id-reidentification: The accuracy of DG-Net equipped with different attention methods on one of
the most common benchmark Market-1501 dataset [40] are illustrated in Table 9. Compared to other attention
schemes, the lower-resolution version of BR-NPA achieves the best performances. Its performance is slightly
poorer compared to the original DG-Net. Yet, as aforementioned, the complex architecture makes it hard to
train from scratch, and we hence employed the pre-trained weights. One of the possible reason for the slight
performance drop could be that the pre-trained network was not well adapted to our attention framework, and
therefore are more prone to local optimum.
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(a) Fine-grained classification (b) Person re-identification (c) Few-shot classification

Figure 3: From left to right : original image, Guided Grad-CAM++, Grad-CAM, Grad-CAM++, AM, B-CNN,
BR-NPA. The first four columns indicate saliency with a yellow color, whereas the last two rows indicate
saliency using brightness and use colors to indicate by which map the pixel was attended. Red, green and blue
represent the 1st, 2nd and 3rd maps respectively.

Comprehensive attention maps are shown in Fig. 3 (b). Similar to fine-grained classification, the attention
maps produced by BR-NPA emphasize local important details of the clothes on the person that are momentous
for the ID re-identification regarding the significant intra-class variations across different cameras. For example,
highlighted regions include shoes (rows 1-4), a logo on the bag (row 3), pockets (row 3), or epaulette (row
2), which help to differentiate different persons. B-CNN is only able to focus on larger parts of the person,
e.g., the upper-body (rows 1-3) or the whole handbag (row 3). In contrast, the highlighted regions indicated by
the AM Grad-CAM++ methods are significantly coarser, which are overlapped with the regions of the entire
body, whereas the ones predicted by Grad-CAM and Guided Grad-CAM++ are again randomly distributed
across the entire image without providing specific interpretable local information. The particular noisy aspect of
Guided Grad-CAM++ on this task could be due to the high level of blur in the input compared to the images
utilized in fine-grained classification. Moreover, the Guided-backpropagation-like methodologies have been
proven to focus on edges[1], which are less robust to blurry, lower-resolution input. Let alone the negligible

Method Attention Resolution Accuracy

DG-Net [41]

7 16× 8 94.8
B-CNN 16× 8 78.4
BR-NPA 16× 8 93.6
BR-NPA 64× 32 88.2

Table 2: Performance for task of person re-identification.

performance drops compared to the original DG-Net, it is showcased that our BR-NPA could be easily plugged
in a complex pre-trained architecture without suffering from a significant loss of accuracy while providing
insightful visualization.

Few-shot classification: The MTL model equipped with B-CNN and BR-NPA module was evaluated in
a 1-shot 5-way few shot setting on the CIFAR-FS dataset [5]. Mean accuracy is summarized in Table 3. As
observed, by integrating the higher-resolution version of BR-NPA, the accuracy of the original MTL model is
improved, which is also superior to the version with B-CNN.

Representative visualized maps are depicted in in Fig. 3 (c). On one hand, as opposed to fine-grained
classification and person re-identification, in the task of few-shot classification, attention maps generated by BR-
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NPA highlight slighter larger areas of the object, while most of the local parts are still well determined and are
distinguishable from each other. For instance, BR-NPA separates the wheels from the car body (rows 1-3) or the
face from the hair (rows 4-6), which are all key relevant components for recognizing the corresponding categories.
These observations demonstrate the feasibility of adapting BR-NPA for few-shot learning classifications.
Interestingly, unlike the visualization maps obtained in the task of fine-grained classification, the model tends to
focus on the entire objects instead of finer regions in a few-shot regime, which also verifies the interpretability
of the proposed models across tasks. On the other hand, B-CNN is not able to differentiate different local parts
as it fails to generate more than one attention map. The regions highlighted by the Grad-CAM++ and AM
approaches also cover the entire object, while the ones obtained through Grad-CAM are sparse and highlight no
particular area (rows 3-6). Furthermore, Again, Guided Grad-CAM++ produces very noisy maps due to blurry
input, which weaken the magnitudes of edge-pixels [1].

Method Attention Resolution Accuracy

MTL [31]

7 10× 10 61.7± 0.9
B-CNN 10× 10 58.1± 1.1
BR-NPA 10× 10 69.9± 0.9
BR-NPA 40× 40 65.7± 0.7

Table 3: Performance for task of few-shot classification.

Comparisons of attention maps obtained from different tasks: Obviously, the attention maps obtained
from different tasks highlight the target object at different granularity-level. For the task of fine-grained
classification and person re-identification, our method yields more precise attention maps that focus on finer
object parts. Differently, for few-shot classification, the proposed model tends to focus on the entire object as
the objective of few-shot is to distinguish between categories instead of sub-categories with only a few samples
per unseen class. It is demonstrated that our model is able to generate interpretable visualized maps according to
the goal of the task, which could provide important insights for the development of different methodologies, i.e.,
different network architectures that pay more attention to a certain type of local areas, regarding the goal of the
target task.

4.3 Ablation study 4

Impact of active feature selection and refinement strategy: Three ablative studies were conducted to explore
the impacts of the proposed strategies of active feature vectors selection and the feature refinement on the
performances, including (1) the ablative model where the feature vectors are uniformly and randomly selected
among all available vectors instead of utilizing the active selection strategy; (2) the ablative model without the
refinement phase, which simply concatenates all the active vectors and passes them directly to the classification
layer; (3) a model with random selection and no refinement phase. During this ablation experiment, the
aforementioned 3 ablative models along with the original model were trained with reduced strides to increase
resolution (cf. section 4.1) without distillation or hyper-parameter optimisation for the sake of efficiency. Results
concluded in Table 7 verifies the validity of both the active feature selection and refinement strategies.

The relevance of the representative vectors extracted via the proposed model: For this purpose, 5
classification layers were added to the network and were fed with a different set of representative vectors as
input. Precisely, instead of receiving the 3 representative vectors, i.e., {f̂1, f̂2, f̂3}, the 5 layers only receive
the following vector or combination of vectors: {f̂1, f̂2}, {f̂2, f̂3}, {f̂1},{f̂2} and {f̂3}. Each additional layer
was trained by adding a cross-entropy term to the loss function. By doing so, the final new loss function is
an accumulation of the 6 cross-entropy terms. To prevent the supplementary layers from adjusting the feature
vectors for their needs, we prevent their gradients from back-propagating to the features.

Similar to the previous ablation studies, the model with additional layers was trained in high-resolution
without distillation. The accuracy of each of the supplementary layers (and the main layer) is summarized in
Table 5. As shown, when using only one vector, performance decreases along with the ranking of the feature

4Due to limited space, only results for ablation study of fine-grained classification are presented, others are in the supplemental materials.
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Raw vector selection method Refining Accuracy
Random No 0.21
Random Yes 0.53
Active No 0.73
Active Yes 0.81

Table 4: Results of ablation study.

vectors (from 1 to 3). Similarly, when removing one of the vectors from the full set, the accuracy also drops.
This observation proves indirectly that the contribution of each attention map to the task is relevant to the ranking
of the feature.

Vector(s) {f̂1, f̂2, f̂3} {f̂1, f̂2} {f̂2, f̂3} {f̂1} {f̂2} {f̂3}
Acc. 79.5 79.1 77.9 77.3 73.2 56.8

Table 5: Impact of number & rank of features on accuracy.

Increasing the resolution of feature map: The effects of using larger feature maps resolution on both the
performances of B-CNN [20] and a BR-NPA were explored. They were both trained on the CUB-200-2011
dataset. We compared two resolutions including 14× 14 and 56× 56. The first is the default output resolution
and the second one was obtained by reducing the strides of layers 3 and 4 to 1. To train higher-resolution models,
we employed distillation, as detailed in section 3.1.

Ideally, the attention map is expected to be sparse, i.e., focusing on a small local area of the image. To quantify
this, we introduce a new metric, namely, the sparsity. First, we averaged the multiple attention maps produced
by the model. Then, to take the feature vector norm into account, each element of the map was multiplied by
the corresponding feature vector euclidean norm. Finally, the sparsity is defined as s = amax/amean, where
amax is the maximum of the resulting map and amean is its mean value. An attention map focusing on a small
part of the image is supposed to have a low mean value which ends out with a high sparsity value. Conversely,
a map covering all the input uniformly is supposed to have a maximum value that is close to its mean value.
Therefore its sparsity is close to the minimum value, i.e., 1. We are therefore looking for models with a high
sparsity value. Distilling the higher-resolution model obtained via reducing strides helps to improve the sparsity
of the student network with respect to the teacher network (11.2 → 19.6 for B-CNN, and 7.46 → 21.3 for
BR-NPA). This shows that distillation combined with reduction of striding helps to generate more precise,
interpretable attentions map and improve the accuracy of the model. Results depicted in Table 6 shows that
the higher-resolution models outperform their corresponding teacher network (+1.7 and +0.3 respectively for
B-CNN and BR-NPA). For comparison, a CNN with default resolution (14× 14) obtains an accuracy of 84.2%.

Model Map size Distillation Accuracy Sparsity

B-CNN
14× 14 - 82.9 11.2
56× 56 3 84.6 19.6

BR-NPA
14× 14 - 85.2 7.46
56× 56 3 85.5 21.3

Table 6: Impact of resolution on performance.

Additionally, we also evaluated the impact of increasing the resolution of the feature maps on the inter-
pretability of the attention map qualitatively. We trained a student CNN to imitate a lower-resolution teacher
CNN with distillation and visualize the activation maps for both the teacher and student CNN in Fig. 4. It could
be observed that the attention maps from the higher-resolution CNN are more interpretable as they sparser and
the activated areas are located on the sub-parts of the object instead of the whole object.
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Figure 4: From left to right: original image, attention maps of CNN with lower and then higher-resolution
feature maps.

4.4 Part discriminability hierarchy
Fig 5 shows visually whether there is a hierarchy i.e., ranking of importance level among the parts’ relevance
that contributes to the decision-making of the task. For example, on the bird dataset, the first map (in red)
focuses more on the head and the second map (green) focuses more on the body, indicating that the head is more
discriminative than the body for the identification of the bird species.

Furthermore, the blue map is not visible on the bird dataset because it has focused on vectors with very
low norms compared to ones selected by the red or green map. Low euclidean norm feature vectors have an
ignorable impact on the final prediction of the task. In other words, these low-norm features are not relevant for
the decision. The visualisation on the aircraft dataset shows that the three maps are often visible and each can
focus on various parts like tails, wheels, engines, etc. This indicates that, according to the model, it is necessary
to focus on three parts as they are of equivalent importance level. Similarly, on the cars dataset, the first and
second maps focus on the front air inlet and the lights, whereas the blue maps tend to target more other details
like the flasher (column 2) or the car body details (column 1). It is shown that the two most important parts are
the front air inlet and the lights and that some details like the body details are also but less discriminative. It is
showcased that BR-NPA facilitates the discovery of the importance-level hierarchy among the object’s parts
according to their relevance.

Figure 5: Attention maps produced by BR-NPA.
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4.5 Memory footprint and efficiency
Last but not least, BR-NPA has a smaller memory footprint and requires less inference time compared to B-CNN
for various backbones, while obtaining better accuracy. Relevant results and analysis are in the supplemental
materials.

5 Conclusion
In this work, we proposed a non-parametric attention that can be easily integrated into an existing architecture to
significantly improve its interpretability while maintaining its accuracy. Specifically, this method improves the
usual neural attention mechanism in two ways. First, the feature maps resolution was increased using distillation
to highlight finer details. Second, the neural layer was replaced by a well-designed non-parametric module such
that the importance level of the parts composing the object can be visualised using color. Furthermore, it is
an easy plugin that could be applied to various problems like fine-grained classification, re-identification, and
few-shot classification and produces saliency maps matching the task objective. Contrarily to the usual attention,
it is easy to integrate it in a complex pretrained architecture without significant accuracy loss. In the future, we
will run a subjective study to investigate the use of BR-NPA in understanding computer-assisted decisions.
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A Introduction
This supplementary material provides more contents including: (1) an extended characterization of BR-NPA
with an extended ablation study. This study further shows the impact of the proposed feature selection and
refinement strategies on visualizations for tasks of person re-identification and fine-grained classification; (2)
results that showcase the advantages of the proposed BR-NPA in terms of efficiency and memory footprint; (3)
extensive experimental results of BR-NPA on semantic segmentation, which demonstrate again the feasibility
of plugging the proposed framework into complex pretrained network architecture; (4) more experimental
results compared to state-of-the-art attention model designed for person re-identification; (5) extra visualization
results for the considered tasks mentioned in the paper along with novel visualized results for task of semantic
segmentation.

B BR-NPA characterization

B.1 Visualization of the Ablative Models
In this section more visual friendly results of the ablation studies regarding the proposed active feature selection
and refinement strategy are provided. Table 7 recalls the performance of the 3 variants: (1) the ablative model,
where the feature vectors are uniformly and randomly selected among all available vectors; (2) the ablative
model without the refinement phase; (3) the ablative model with random selection and no refinement phase.
Attention maps obtained with the 3 ablative models are depiected in Fig. 6. As shown, selecting random vectors,
instead of the high norm ones, ends out into highlighting parts that are not contributing to decision makings (i.e.,
parts that are not imperative for classification). Moreover, without feature refinement, it is difficult to interpret
which of the model is contributing.

Raw vector selection method Refining Accuracy
Random No 0.21
Random Yes 0.53
Active No 0.73
Active Yes 0.81

Table 7: Results of ablation study.

B.2 Impact of the number of attention map accuracy
To improve the visualization and interpretabilityof the attention maps, we chose N = 3. However, the selection
of N may have an influence on performances. To verify this, we further examined different N values and
checked the corresponding accuracy of both B-CNN and BR-NPA for the task of fine-grained classification.
Results are shown in Fig. 7. It is observed that by varying N the performances do not change significantly for
both models. Furthermore, also that BR-NPA consistently yields better accuracy than B-CNN.

B.3 Training Stability
To evaluate the impact of the non-parametric attention layer on gradient properties, we propose to visualise the
gradient euclidean norm of the 3 last convolutional layers of the ResNet-50 backbone before the attention layer.
Fig. 8 shows that, during training, the non-parametric layer produces gradient with much smaller norm variance,
yielding smoother training.
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Figure 6: From left to right : the original image, a BR-NPA selecting random vectors without refinement, a
BR-NPA selecting random vectors, a BR-NPA without refinement and a BR-NPA selecting high norm vectors
and refining them. Selecting random vectors leads to focus on irrelevant parts of the input and not refining them
makes it difficult to understand on which part the model has focused.

Figure 7: Impact of the attention map number N on the test accuracy.
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Figure 8: Gradient norm of the three last convolution layers with the non-parametric attention layer (BR-NPA)
and with the usual neural layer (B-CNN). BR-NPA yields gradient with much smaller norm variance, yielding
smoother training.
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Figure 9: Comparison of B-CNN and BR-NPA efficiency during training. Left: training latency for higher and
lower-resolution. Right: maximum batch size for higher and lower-resolution. Measures are done on two GPUs
with a total memory of 32GB. Latency includes both the forward and the backward pass. Our attention layer is
consistently more efficient than B-CNN both in terms of latency and memory footprint.

B.4 Efficiency of BR-NPA
We also compared the training execution time and memory footprint of BR-NPA with B-CNN. Both of them
were set to produce 14× 14 feature mapsFirst, we computed the times required to process a batch of 10 images
at resolution 448× 448 during training for several backbones including the ResNet-18, ResNet-34, ResNet-50,
ResNet-101 and the ResNet-152. Fig. 9 reports the execution time in seconds observed over 100 batches. The
results demonstrate that BR-NPA is faster than B-CNN on average. When training for a certain backbone
network, we also computed the size of the biggest batch that can fit on 2 GPU. Each with a memory of 16G.
Fig. 9 shows that BR-NPA consumes less GPU memory than B-CNN. One of the main reasons why BR-NPA
has better memory footprint and efficiency is that the outer product computed by B-CNN between the attention
and the features maps results in a larger tensor with size of (N × C × C ′ ×H ×W ) 5. In addition, BR-NPA
computes the attention maps and the corresponding feature vectors one after another, instead of all at once,
without producing such a large tensor.

C Semantic segmentation
Implementation details: The proposed method was also incorporated in one of the state-of-the-art semantic
segmentation models, i.e., the OCR-net [36], and was evaluated on the the Cityscapes dataset [9]. In [36], object

5N ,C,C′,H and W are the batch size, the feature number, the attention maps number and the height and width of the features
respectively.
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Method Attention Resolution Mean IoU

OCR [36] 7 256× 512 81.1
BR-NPA 256× 512 80.8

Table 8: Performance of OCR with our method compared with the default attention layer on the Cityscapes
dataset.

region representations vectors were computed by multiplying each initial probability map by the feature volume,
followed by a global average pooling. This was replaced with the following procedure. First, the feature vector
with the highest initial probability was selected for each class. By such, L vectors could be obtained, where
L is the number of classes in the dataset. Akin to the aforementioned tasks, these vectors were then refined
with similar vectors. Afterwards, each vector f was replaced by the weighted mean of all vectors, where the
weights are the normalized similarities regarding f . After generating L refined vectors, they were then used for
representing object regions. Apart from aforementioned procedure, the model was trained as in [36]. Similarly
to DG-Net, OCR-net is an architecture that is difficult to train from scratch therefore we used pretrained weights
provided by the authors to speed training up. By combining OCR-net and BR-NPA, no layer had its size
modified which is why, contrarily to DG-Net, the pre-existing weights did not have to be adapted. We did not
use distillation to obtain higher resolution attention maps on this task as the feature maps resolution is by default
(256× 512) which is already sufficient for visualisation.

During the refinement phase, to make full use of the OCR architecture and reduce the amount of noise in the
final representative vectors, the cosine similarities were multiplied by the probability map of the corresponding
class produced by the auxiliary layer. This allows to use the knowledge embedded in the pretrained weights to
focus on the relevant vectors of the feature maps.

Results: Attention maps of the semantic segmentation task are shown in Fig. 10 and the mean IoUs are
reported in Table 8. As mentioned before, the OCR-Net is also an architecture that is difficult to train from
scratch. Hence, we used pretrained weights to speed the training up. Again, the pretrained weights may not
be adapted to our architecture and the model is prone to convergence at local optima, which explains the
slight accuracy loss observed by integrating BR-NPA. However, this demonstrate again that our method can be
plug in a pretrained architecture without suffering from significant accuracy loss and provide comprehensive
visualization.

D More Visualisation Results
Supplementary visualization of the attention maps are presented in Figs. 11,12 and 13.

D.1 Stability Across View Points
Fig. 14 shows that BR-NPA is able to identify key parts of the target object and is robust to the change of view
point.

D.2 Comparison with RGA [38]
We also compared BR-NPA with the RGA module [38]. For fair comparison, the RGA modules were integrated
in the DG-Net backbone and trained as elucidated in [41]. Concretely, [38] proposes to add one spatial attention
and one channel attention module after each ResNet-50 layer (which is also the backbone used by DG-Net).
Therefore, the ResNet-50 weights pretrained on person re-identification can be loaded and the attention layers
are randomly initialised. The fourth spatial attention layer is followed by the average pooling layer. Therefore,
similarly to the procedure conducted for BR-NPA and B-CNN visualisations, each pixel on the map is multiplied
by the norm of the corresponding feature vector.
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Figure 10: Attention maps obtained with our method applied to the OCR net on the Cityscapes dataset. Color
indicates the predicted class and pixel intensity indicates the contribution to the corresponding object region
representation vector. The darker the color, the more contributions to the decision making. One can see
that, contrarily to fine-grained classification, the attention maps focus less on details but more on the whole
segment/region uniformly.
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Figure 11: Visual comparison on the fine-grained tasks.

Table 9 summarizes the results. It can be seen that RGA achieves similar accuracy to BR-NPA. Nevertheless,
as shown in Fig. 15, it is worth emphasizing that the attention maps generated by RGA are significantly less
interpretable, where the first and second maps do not even seem to focus on the object of interest.

Method Attention Resolution(s) Accuracy

DG-Net [41]

7 16× 8 94.8
B-CNN 16× 8 78.4
BR-NPA 16× 8 93.6
BR-NPA 64× 32 88.2

RGA [38]

16× 8

93.0
32× 16
64× 32
128× 64

Harm. att. [19] Harmonious
160× 64

91.240× 16
10× 4

Dual att. [28] Dual 8× 4 91.42

Table 9: Performance for task of person re-identification.
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Figure 12: Visual comparison on the person re-identification task.
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Figure 13: Visual comparison on the few-shot classification task.

Figure 14: The parts focused on by BR-NPA are robust across view points.
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Figure 15: From left to right: original image, the four spatial attention maps produced by RGA and the attentions
maps produced by BR-NPA.
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