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Abstract

Weakly supervised object detection (WSOD) is a challenging task that requires simul-
taneously learn object classifiers and estimate object locations under the supervision of
image category labels. A major line of WSOD methods roots in multiple instance learn-
ing which regards images as bags of instances and selects positive instances from each bag
to learn the detector. However, a grand challenge emerges when the detector inclines
to converge to discriminative parts of objects rather than the whole objects. In this
paper, under the hypothesis that optimal solutions are included in local minima, we pro-
pose a discovery-and-selection approach fused with multiple instance learning (DS-MIL),
which finds rich local minima and select optimal solution from multiple local minima. To
implement DS-MIL, an attention module is proposed so that more context information
can be captured by feature maps and more valuable proposals can be collected during
training. With proposal candidates, a selection module is proposed to select informative
instances for object detector. Experimental results on commonly used benchmarks show
that our proposed DS-MIL approach can consistently improve the baselines, reporting
state-of-the-art performance.
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1. Introduction

Weakly supervised object detection (WSOD) has been attracted increasing attention,

due to its effortless annotation that only needs indicator vectors to demonstrate the
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Figure 1: Comparison of CMIL based approaches and our DS-MIL. (a) shows that C-MIL introduced
the continuation method into WSOD, but still can not solve the non-convexity problem completely and
localize only part of object (Red box). (b) shows our motivation which introduce a Discovering Module
to find more local-minima and a Selection Module to choose in the found instances. This alleviates the

non-convexity problem and localizes full object extent (Green box).

existence of each class [T}, 12, [3L [, 5 [6, [7]. Compared with fully supervised object detection
which requires labor-intensive bounding-box annotations, WSOD significantly reduces
the workload of data annotation. With WSOD, people can leverage rich images with
tags on the internet to learn object-level models, and thereby convert human-supervised
object detection to Weakly supervised object modeling.

Multiple Instance Learning (MIL) [§] has been the cornerstone of many WSOD meth-
ods, either with hand-crafted features [9] [I0] or deep learning pipelines [T, [ 4l [©, [1T].
With MIL, images are decomposed to bags of proposals (instances). Each image from
the classes of interest has at least one positive instance and images from negative classes
has no positive instance. WSOD is considered as an instance classification problem,
where object detectors are constructed by alternating training the classifier and selecting
positive candidate proposal.

MIL-based WSOD networks usually focus on classifier learning and feature learn-
ing, which roughly choose the high-scored candidate as positive samples for the object
localization. Consequently, the detectors rely on classification score outputted by the
MIL classifier, resulting in noisy proposals of poor localization. The noisy proposals are

typically discriminative object parts instead of whole object extent.
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To alleviate the impact of noisy proposals, one solution is re-training an object detec-
tor with pseudo ground-truths (top-scoring proposals) generated by weakly-supervised
object detectors [12] [3l 4] 6]. However, because the number of the noisy proposals are
usually greater than the optimal solution, the noisy proposal introduced in the training
phase could seriously deteriorate the trained detectors.The other solution is to explore
sophisticated optimization strategies. The C-MIL method [6] recognized this problem by
decomposing the complicated optimization problem to multiple sub-optimization prob-
lems which are easy to be solved. Nevertheless, as shown in Fig. [[(a), C-MIL remains
getting stuck to the local minimum when the continuation parameters are not properly
defined.

In this paper, we introduce a discovery-and-selection training strategy in Fig. (b) to
multiple instance learning network and thereby create DS-MIL. DS-MIL is implemented
by introducing an instance discovery module and an instance selection module to the
multiple instance learning network. It aims to discover multiple local minima and then
select the best sample in these multiple local minima, alleviating the local minimum issue
in WSOD in an simple-yet-effective fashion.

For the discovery term, inspired by non-local network [13], a self-attention module
is designed so that the feature maps of CNN capture context information of the object
proposals generated by Selective Search. In this manner, we can find rich local min-
ima, which increases the probability to obtain optimal solution during multiple instance
learning. For the selection term, because the label of the image is triggered by the key
instances’ label, we propose selection module to get proposals importance and proposals’
category. Then we combine both of them to predict the category of the image which can
be supervised by the image-level label. In the end, after adequate training, the proposals
importance we got can help us to choose the most important proposal from rich local
minima outputted by dicovery module.

The contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

1. We propose the discovery-and-selection training strategy for WSOD, solving the
local minimum issue of multiple instance learning under the hypothesis that optimal
solution is included in local minima.

2. We design a proposal discovery module which leverages localization information
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from multiple locations and finds more reliable proposals. We propose a novel
proposal selection module to optimize instance proposals.

3. Experimental results on commonly used benchmarks show our proposed DS-MIL
approach can consistently improve the baselines, achieving the state-of-the-art per-

formances.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: In Section II, we review related research.
In Section IIT we describe the proposed approach in details. Experimental results are

shown and discussed in Section IV, and we made a conclusion of our work in Section V.

2. Related Works

WSOD is an attractive computer vision task in which a detector is trained only with
image-level annotations. WSOD is usually solved with MIL based approach, especially

significantly boosted with convolutional neural networks.

2.1. Multiple Instance Learning for WSOD.

MIL is effective to solve weakly supervised problem with coarse labels [8]. Positive
and negative bags are used to train a instance-level classifier in MIL. A positive bag is a
set of instances at least one of which is positive while a negative bag is a set of negative
instances. The WSOD is natural to treat as a MIL problem. Supposing image is a bag
with candidate instances which are generated by object proposal method [14]. The multi-
fold MIL is proposed to solve large-scale training dataset by diving it to several parts [9].
In [10], full annotation of extra data is used to train a instance detector, improving
the performance of MIL by transferring representation. However, the performance gap
between weakly supervised and fully supervised task is insurmountable with traditional

MIL approaches.

2.2. Deep Learning for WSOD

Recently, WSOD largely outperforms the previous State-of-the-arts by combining
deep neural networks and MIL. The Weakly Supervised Deep Detection (WSDDN) [1] is
firstly introduced to deal with WSOD, which is composed of a proposal classifier branch

and a proposal selector branch inspired by MIL. WSDDN selects the positive samples by
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aggregating the score of the two branches and its effectiveness attracts lots of works to
follow its framework. The WSDDN brings the WSOD into a new era.

Feature Learning based WSOD. [15] transfered tracked boxes from weakly-labeled
videos to weakly-labeled images as pseudo ground-truth to train the detector directly
on images. [I6] proposed to fuse and filter object instances from different techniques
and perform pixel labeling with uncertainty and they used the resulting pixel-wise la-
bels to generate bounding boxes for object detection and attention maps for multi-label
classification. Others are attempt to learn feature representation to gain better perfor-
mance. [2] proposed an end-to-end cascaded convolutional network to perform weakly
supervised object detection and segmentation in cascaded manner. [I7] proposed to learn
a context-aware CNN with contrast-based contextual modeling. [I8] uses mask to hide
the most discriminative part of a image to enforce the feature extractor to capture the
integral extent of object. [I9] leverage the complementary effects of WSOD and Weakly
Supervised Semantic Segmentation to build detection-segmentation cyclic collaborative
frameworks. Comprehensive Attention Self-Distillation (CASD) is proposed to balance
feature learning among all object instances[7]. [5] inspired by a classical thermodynamic
principle, proposed a min-entropy latent model (MELM) and recurrent learning algo-
rithm for weakly supervised object detection.

Proposal Refinement based WSOD. Several approaches focus on the refinement of
proposal localization. [I2] introduces domain adaptation into WSOD to fine-tune the
network to collect class specific object proposals. In [3], Online Instance Classifier Re-
finement (OICR) alleviates the part domination problem by knowledge distillation. [4] is
based on OICR, coming up with using proposal clustering to improve proposal generation
and using proposal clusters as supervision. In order to generate more precise proposals
for detection. [20] designed a weakly supervised region proposal network, [2I] proposed a
tight box mining method that leverages surrounding segmentation context derived from
weakly supervised segmentation to suppress low quality distracting candidates and boost
the high-quality ones. [I0] proposed a multi-fold MIL detector by re-labeling proposals
and retraining the object classifier iteratively to prevent the detector from being locked
into inaccurate object locations. [22] proposed a pseudo label excavation algorithm and

a pseudo label adaptation algorithm to refine the pseudo labels obtained by [3]. [23] pro-
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posed a collaborative module to fuse multiple MIL learners outputs to generate precise
object localization. [24] proposed PGE and PGA algorithm to mine and refine pseudo
ground truths. [25] 26] 1] integrate bounding box regressor into weakly-supervised
detector. [27] leverage weakly supervised semantic segmentation to remove unprecise
proposals.

Optimization Strategy for WSOD. [28] observes that the result of MIL based detector
is unstable when different initialization is used and it utilizes the instability to improve
the performance of the detector by fusing the results of differently initialized detectors.
C-MIL [6] is proposed in order to alleviate the non-convexity problem by introducing
continuation learning to WSOD to simplify the original MIL loss function. [29] proposed a
self-taught learning approach to progressively harvest high-quality positive instances. [30]
introduces a generative adversarial segmentation module interacts with the conventional

detection module to avoid being trapped in local-minima.

2.8. Weakly Supervised Video Action Localization

Similar with the setting of WSOD, Weakly Supervised Video Action Localization
aims to localize and classify the activities in an untrimmed video with only action label
to identify the video has what kind of actions. [31] [32] uses attention in their methods
to compute the importance of each clip. In order to localize complete activities, some
adversarial methods[33], [34] mask the most conspicuous part of videos.[35] uses a prior
that motionless video clips are unlikely to be actions to separate action clips from complex
background. [36], 37, B8] try to use other weak labels such as scripts,images from web
or action lists to train their model. [39] adopts Expectation-Maximization to make the
video proposal selection more accuracy. Inspired by [39], we take the same selection

strategy for object proposal selection, which also shows effectiveness for WSOD.

2.4. Attention in Object Detection.

Inspired by the process that humans selectively use an important part of the data
to make a decision, attention mechanism was first proposed to solve natural language
processing problems and then introduced to computer vision areas[40} [41]. For object de-
tection, attention mechanism could be classified into two categories: features re-weighting

[42, [43] [44] and loss regularizing [45] [46]. Attention is called self-attention when query
6
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Figure 2: The Architecture of DS-MIL Network. (1) Discovering Module is composed by Self-attention
branch and classification branch. This module can generate comprehensive features and find more
valuable proposals. (2) Selection Module is composed by detection branch and selection branch. This

module is proposed to make a selection in all of found proposals.

is set as itself. Several previous works, i.e., non-local attention [I3] and relation atten-
tion [47], indicate that self-attention is effective to learn the meaningful representation
for conducting the given task. We attempt to optimizes the location and classification
in WSOD by using both self-attention to explore channel-wise feature re-weighting and
normal attention for proposal-wise loss regularization.

It’s worth exploring how to effectively take the complementary of the feature learn-
ing and proposal selection. By incorporating the attention mechanism, we propose
discovering-and-selection strategy, which towards optimal multiple instance learning for

weakly supervised object detection.



3. Method

We first revisit the most popular method in WSOD, the MIL-based method, which
consists of a classification branch and a detection branch. However, previous MIL-based
WSOD methods also meet some serious challenges, i.e., the classification branch usually
stuck into local minima so that can not generate accurate pseudo labels, and the detection
branch also perform poorly because the noisy proposals. Therefore, we propose the DS-
MIL to solve this problem as far as possible. As shown in Fig. [2, DS-MIL consists of
two parts: Discovery Module and Selection Module. The discovery module plug a self-
attention module before the classification branch in order to discover rich local minima
and generate accurate labels. The selection module add a selection branch to detection
branch so that we can re-rank proposals and select the best sample in local minima

provided by discovery module.

3.1. Revisiting MIL-based WSOD

MIL-based WSOD model usually follows a two-phase learning procedure, i.e., Clas-
sification branch and Detection branch for refinement and regression. It denotes I =
{I',1?,...,I"} as an dataset with T images and Y = {Y'!, Y2, ..., YT} indicating object
presence or not. Different from fully supervised object annotation with both location and
category, the Y = [y}, 45, ...,y5] € [0,1]¢ is a binary vector where y! = 1 indicates the
presence of at least one object of the c-th category, where C' indicates the total number
of object categories in the dataset.

Suppose R! is the candidate proposals for the t-th image. Each image is pre-computed
by Selective Search[14] to generate N object proposals Rt = {R}, R?, ..., RN} for initial-
ization. The selected proposals r is a latent variable and R! can be regarded as the
solution space. Denoting ¢ as the network parameters, the MIL model with proposal
selection r* and features 6* to be learned, can be defined as

{r*,6"} = argmin L; y)(r,9)
7,0
; (1)
= argmin(Lqs + Laet)
7,0
where the image index t are omitted for short and L. and Lg.; are the loss functions

of instance classification and proposal detection respectively.
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Classification Branch. Initially, for instance classification term, the loss function
is defined as
c
Les ==Y {yelogpe(r;6) + (1= ye)log(1 — pe(r;6))}, (2)
c=1
where p.(r;d) is the joint probability of class ¢ and latent variable r, given learned
network parameter §. It is calculated by a soft-max operation with the prediction score
s(r;0), as
exp(s(r;9))

PO S eap(s(ria)) @

Pseudo label ¢ for each selection branch is selected from the top-scoring proposals in
previous stage.

Detection Branch.Since we get pseudo labels, each proposal now has a bounding-
box regression target and classification target. As a consequence, Detection Loss can be

defined as:
‘Cdet = ['Tefine + A‘CTegression ) (4)
where Lyefine is the refine classification loss; and L,egression is bounding box regression

loss. A is used as a weight to balance the two losses. During the learning, a object

detector is learned to generate instance bags by using the refine loss defined as:
L:refine = - Z IOgP(T*a 5) ’ (5)
o

where p(r*, d) prediction score of the pseudo object with soft-max operation. For bound-

ing box regression loss, smooth-L1 loss is adopted:
1
»Cregression = N zr: Lsmoothm (Target(r), BO.T(?")) ) (6)

where Boxz(r) is the predicted box for proposal r, and Target(r) is the regression target

generated by pseudo label.

3.2. DS-MIL method

Optimizing the non-convex loss function and performing instance selection still remain
to be elaborated in WSOD approaches. In C-MIL [6], a continuation strategy is used
in MIL to alleviate these two problems. However, C-MIL is still easy to be stuck into

local minima because the parameters are hard to choose and the optimization strategy
9



is complex. As a consequence, we decide to propose a novel training strategy to solve
these problems. We recognize WSOD as a Discovering-and-Selection process, and design

the Discovering Module and Selection Module to model this process, as shown in Fig.

3.2.1. Discovey

Dealing with localization ambiguity under only classical convolution layers is difficult,
in which the high responses are focus on the most discriminative part, therefore only a
few instances are mined. As a consequence, we propose to integrate a Discovery module
into the network to capture more context information and enforce the feature learning
to learn complete object feature. That means this module could help us discover more
important instances. Following [I3], v and v denote input and output feature, m and n
are corresponding spatial position index, the general self-attention mechanism is defined

as:

1
Uy = Clu) gn: I (U, un)g(tn) + wm, (7)

The output signal is normalized by C(um,) = ) v, f(tm,u,). Function g(u,) gives
a representation of input signal u, at each position and all of them are aggregated
into position m with the similarity weights given by f(tm,un) = @(um)? v(u,), which
calculates the dot-product pixel affinity in an embedding space. Here, we take the inner-
product to calculate the affinity between channels and integrate the similarity weights

into Eq.13.
1

C(u

Um =

) ZSoftmam(go(um)Tga(un))@n, (8)
M7 n

where 0, is the original feature map. And the similarities are activated by Softmax.
The final feature map is the weighted sum of the original feature map with normalized
similarities. For the final feature map, because each pixel of it is generated by a weighted
sum of all pixels, more areas will be activated, part-domination could be largely improved.
The self-attention module structure is illustrated in Fig. 2 Compared to other self-
attention methods, our proposed self-attention method has two differences: Firstly, we
implement self-attention method on instance-level, which can avoid instance level feature
map mixing other information and save a lot of computation capacity. Secondly, we cancel

the residual connection to avoid changing the activation intensity.
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Baseline

Figure 3: Heatmaps of baseline and our method depict the effectiveness of Discovery Module. The
heatmaps of baselines shows that baseline method only activate discriminative region for classification.

The heatmaps of DS-MIL verify that DS-MIL could activate the full object region.

3.2.2. Selection

Inaccurate classification score for proposals easily cause the localization ambiguity,
e.g., Proposals cover only part of object have higher score. We propose a selection branch
to find the confident proposal from the proposal pool produced by discovery module,
which is inspired by [39).

From the MIL setting, the proposals cover object determine the label of an image,
while the proposals only cover background can not affect the label of an image. The
proposal is regarded as key proposals when it covers the object in the image. A binary
variable h; € {0,1} is used to indicate whether proposal R; is significant for the generation
of the image’s label and one predictor 6 to predict the probability of a proposal belonging

to different categories. Then the image’s category probability can be generated:

po(ye = 1R, h) = max{po(yc,i = 1|R;) - [hs = 1]} )
where pg(y.; = 1|R;) represents the probability that proposal R; is classified to the c-th
category. And pg(y. = 1|R, h) is the probability that the image belongs to c-th category.
After that, We use one estimator ¢ to estimate h:

h=gs(h|R) (10)

Then we can combine Eq[J] and Eq[I0] and form a loss function to select the best

sample among the local minima using cross entropy:

C
Loer ==Y {yelog(pe) + (1 —ye) log(1 — pp)}, (11)
= 11



where p s po(ye = 1|R, h)

3.2.3. Owverall
The discovery module finds multiple local minima and generate accurate pseudo la-
bels, which is plug-and-play and no new loss is added by it. The selection module re-ranks

proposals with confidence and selects the best sample with a new loss Ls.;. Thus, the

final loss of DS-MIL is defined as:

L= £cls + ‘Cdet + V‘csel (12)

where v is a weight to balance the three losses.

4. Experiment

4.1. Datasets and FEvaluation Metrics

Table 1: Ablation study of DS-MIL with Discovering Module (D) and Selection Module (S).

Method Dataset mAP
MIST [I1] VOC2007 51.4
MIST +S VOC2007 53.5
MIST+D VOC2007 53.8
MIST+S+D VOC2007 55.5

Table 2: Ablation study of DS-MIL with different baselines.

Method Dataset mAP
OICR [3] VOC2007 41.2
OICR+S+D VOC2007 46.5
PCL [ VOC2007 43.5
PCL+S+D VOC2007 47.1

In experiment, we evaluate our approach on three popular datasets: PASCAL VOC

2007&2012[48] and MS-COCOJ49]. PASCAL VOC 2007&2012 datasets[48] have 9962
12



Table 3: Ablation study of the Number of detection branches (K).

Method K mAP
DS-MIL 1 51.1
DS-MIL 2 54.2
DS-MIL 3 55.5
DS-MIL 4 53.5

and 22531 images of 20 object classes respectively. Only image-level annotations are
used as supervision in all experiments. For PASCALC VOC, we use the trainval set(5011
images for 2007 and 11540 for 2012) for training and test set for testing. For evaluation
on PASCAL VOC, two metrics are used to evaluate our model. First, we evaluate de-
tection performance using mean Average Precision (mAP) on the PASCAL VOC 2007
and 2012 test set. Second, we evaluate the localization accuracy using Correct Local-
ization (CorLoc) on PASCAL VOC 2007 and 2012 trainval set. Based on the PASCAL
criterion, a predicted box is considered positive if it has an IoU > 0.5 with a ground-
truth bounding box. MS-COCO[49] contains 80 categories. We train on train2017 split
and evaluate on val2017 split, which consists of 118287 and 5000 images, respectively.
mAP, 5 (IoU threshold at 0.5) and mAP (averaged over IoU thresholds in [0.5 : 0.05 :
0.95]) on val2017 are reported.

4.2. Implementation Details

VGG16 [50] pre-trained on ImageNet [51I] is used as the backbone in experiment.
Selective Search[I4] is used to generate about 2,000 proposals per-image for PASCAL
VOC and MCG is used for MS-COCO. The maximum iteration numbers are set to be
150k, 160k and 300k for VOC 2007, VOC 2012 and MS-COCO respectively. The whole
WSOD network is by stochastic gradient descent (SGD) with a momentum of 0.9, an
initial learning rate of 0.001 and a weight decay of 0.0005. The learning rate will decay
with a factor of 10 at the 75kth, 80kth and 150kth iterations for VOC 2007, VOC 2012
and MS-COCO, respectively. The total number of refinement branches is set to be 3.
For data augmentation, we use six image scales {480,576, 688, 864,1000,1200} (resize

the shortest side to one of these scales) and cap the longest image side to less than 2000
13



Table 4: The object detection performance comparison with state-of-the-art on PASCAL VOC 2007
TEST SET (VGG16 backbone, mAP, 5).

Method areo  bike bird boat bottle bus car cat chair cow table dog horse motor person plant sheep sofa train tv = mAP

WSDDNIIJ 464 581 355 259 140 667 53.0 392 89 418 266 386 447 590 108 173 40.7 496 569 50.8 348

OICR[3] 585 630 351 169 174 632 608 344 82 497 41.0 313 519 648 136 231 416 484 589 587 412
DSTL[Z]) 522 471 350 267 154 613 66.0 543 3.0 536 247 436 484 658 6.6 188 519 436 53.6 624 417
WCCN[Z) 495 60.6 386 292 162 708 569 425 109 441 299 422 479 641 138 235 459 541 608 545 428
PCL{] 571 67.1 409 169 188 651 63.7 453 17.0 56.7 489 332 544 683 168 25,7 458 522 591 620 435
ZLDN[5Z] 55.4 685 50.1 168 208 627 668 565 21 578 475 401 69.7 682 21.6 272 534 561 525 582 476
MELM[) 55.6 669 342 291 164 688 681 43.0 250 656 453 532 496 68.6 2.0 254 525 568 621 571 473

C-WSL[Z6) 62.7 637 40.0 255 177 701 683 389 254 545 41.6 299 379 642 1.3 274 493 547 614 674 456
WSPRN[20] 57.9 705 378 57 210 661 692 594 34 571 573 352 642 686 328 286 508 495 411 300 453
C-MIL[G] 62.5 584 495 321 198 705 661 634 200 60.5 529 535 574 689 84 246 518 587 66.7 636 50.5
WSOD2[25] 65.1 648 572 392 243 698 662 61.0 298 646 425 601 712 70.7 219 281 586 59.7 522 648 53.6
C-MIDN[Z7] 533 715 498 261 203 703 69.9 683 287 653 451 646 580 712 20.0 275 549 549 694 635 526

DS-MIL(ours) 66.9 78.2 525 29.0 27.0 686 77.0 71.9 295 719 468 619 583 756 32.8 267 629 531 504 69.6 55.5

with horizontal flips for both training and testing. The balance weights A and v is 0.05
and 0.1.

4.8. Ablation Study

We conduct ablation experiments on PASCAL VOC 2007 to prove the effectiveness
of our proposed DS-MIL approach from 4 perspectives.

For discovery module, we adopt MIST without Concrete DropBlock(CDB) [I1] as our
baseline to verify its effectiveness. We add a single discovering module on the baseline, as
shown in Table|l} the performance is improved to 53.8%, which indicates one discovering
module is effective. To verify the effect of our newly proposed selection module, we use
the same baseline with discovery module. As Table [1| depicted, the selection module
improves the performance of baseline by 2.1%. As bounding box regressor is plugged
into several WSOD approach and illustrated that it’s effective for performance gain [26].
Following [26], we also add the regressor to the proposed approach, and we achieves
55.5% on PASCAL VOC 2007 by adding a discovery module and a selection module.

As the discovery module and selection module are plug and play, we conduct experi-
ments with other two baselines, i.e., OICR [3] and PCL [4]. The results verify that our
method gain improvements in all of three baselines. For each baseline, a selection module
and a discovery module are added. In Table [2, the m AP performance increases 5.3% for

OICR and 3.6% for PCL.
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Table 5: The Object Localization performance comparison with state-of-the-art on the PASCAL VOC
2007 TRAINVAL SET (VGG16 backbone, Corloc).

Method areo  bike bird boat bottle bus car cat chair cow table dog horse motor person plant sheep sofa train tv  mAP

WSDDNI[I] 65.1 588 585 331 398 683 602 59.6 348 645 305 430 568 824 255 416 615 559 659 63.7 535
OICR[3] 817 804 487 495 328 817 8.4 401 406 795 357 337 60.5 888 218 579 763 599 753 814 60.6
DSTL[Z9] 72.7 553 530 278 352 686 819 60.7 116 716 29.7 543 643 882 222 53T 722 526 689 755 56.1
WCCNEJ 839 728 645 441 401 657 825 589 337 725 256 537 674 774 268 491 681 279 645 557 56.7

PCLE] 796 85 622 479 370 838 834 430 383 80.1 506 30.9 578 908 200 82 753 685 75T 789 627
ZIDNBZ 740 778 652 37.0 467 758 837 588 175 731 490 513 T67 874 306 478 750 625 648 688 612
MELM[] e - S - - - - - - - 6l4

C-WSL[Z6) 86.3 80.4 583 500 366 858 862 471 427 815 422 426 50.7  90.0 143 619 856 642 772 824 633
WSRPN20] 775 812 553 197 443 802 866 695 101 87.7 684 521 844 916 574 634 773 581 570 538 638

C-MIL[G) - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 650
WSOD2[25] 87.1 80.0 748 60.1 366 792 8.8 70.6 435 8.4 460 747 874 908 4.2 524 814 618 67.7 799 69.5
C-MIDN[Z7] - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . 68T

DS-MIL(ours) 853 84.5 781 515 48.4 83.6 88.1 72.7 50.1 808 485 521 720 924 437 552 805 543 77.8 79.7 69.0

Table 6: The Object detection performance on the PASCAL VOC 2012 TEST SET (VGG16 backbone,
mAP0'5).

Method mAP
OICR[3] 37.9
PCL[4] 40.6
C-MIL6] 46.7
WSOD2[25] 47.2
C-MIDN[27] 50.2
DS-MIL(ours) 50.4

Table 7: The Object Localization performance on the PASCAL VOC 2012 TRAINVAL SET (VGG16
backbone, Corloc) .

Method mAP
OICR[3] 62.1
PCL[] 63.2
C-MIL6] 67.4
WSOD2[25] 71.9
C-MIDN[27] 71.2
DS-MIL(ours) 70.6
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Figure 4: Visualization of DS-MIL results and the baseline. In upper part, the results of DS-MIL are
shown in green boxes and the results of the baseline are shown in red boxes. In bottom part, some of

failure cases of DS-MIL are shown.

In Fig. [3] we provide some comparisons between the heatmaps of baseline and our
approach. Obviously, the baseline activated the discriminated regions but ignore full
object extent. Compared to the baseline, DS-MIL shows great performance by activating
more regions to cover the whole object. The main reason accounts for this result is our
discovery module could capture more object extent and provide more accurate object
localization information for detectors. On the contrary, baseline method only considers
object classification and hardly optimizes object localization.

The number of detection branches determines how many times we refine the detection
results. We also conduct some experiments on it. The number of branches is set to be
K, and four different Ks: 1,2,3,4 are adopted. While we change the value of K, the rest
of the hyper-parameters are fixed. Table [3] shows the influence of K. We can find that
when K is set to be 1, the mAP is only 51.1%. Then, the performance becomes better
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with the increasing of K. When K is set to be 3, it achieves the best performance which
is 55.5%. And the result decreases when the K is equal to 4. The reason is those chosen

proposals are too scattered for the 4th branch.

4.4. Comparison with Other Methods

VOC dataset In this comparison, we adopt MIST as our baseline, and add one
discovery module and one selection module to the baseline network. Besides, we use
bounding box regressor to revise the location of the predicted boxes. In order to verify
the effectiveness of DS-MIL, 12 state-of-the-art WSOD methods are compared with our
method and most of the chosen methods are published in the last two years. To fully
compare with these methods, we report both mAP results and Corloc results on VOC
2007 and VOC 2012 datasets are shown in Table ] Table [5} Table [6] and Table [7} From
the Table [l we can see that our method outperforms all methods on VOC2007 dataset
and achieves the highest mAP performance on 10 out of 20 categories. From Tabldh] the
result is little lower than state-of-the-art methods, but our method also achieves best
performance on 8 classes. Table [6] and Table [7] shows the competitive results achieved
by our method on VOC2012, it is noteworthy that our proposed method outperforms 5
previous methods.

MS-COCO dataset MS-COCO is larger dataset compared to PASCAL VOC, and
only few previous approaches report results on it for the difficulty of obtaining good
results on it. We report our results in Table[§] We can find that our proposed approach
achieves 12.3% for mAP and 24.5% for m AP, 5 which significantly outperforms previous

works.

4.5. Visualization

In Fig. [4 we visualize some detection results of our proposed method and the baseline
approach. The green boxes represent DS-MIL results and the red boxes represent the
baseline, respectively. The first two rows of Fig. 4] proves that our proposed approach
largely improves the part-dominant problem and the third row of Fig. [ shows DS-MIL
has the better capability to detect multiple objects. As a consequence, we can conclude
that DS-MIL performs much better than the baseline. Moreover, the visualization results

also shows that our approach tends to cover more extent of objects and avoid selecting
17



Table 8: Comparison with SOTA WSOD results on MS-COCO (VGG16 backbone, AveragePrecision).

Method mAP mAP 5
WSDDN[I] - 11.5
MELM[5] - 18.8
PCL[] 8.5 19.4
PG-PS[53] - 20.7
C-MIDNI27] 9.4 21.4
WSOD2[25] 10.8 22.7
DS-MIL(ours) 12.3 24.5

incomplete proposals. And these are the effects of Selection Module and Discovering
Module. In the last row of Fig. we also show some failure cases of our method. As
we can see, our detector will recognize multiple objects as single object or miss some
objects. These failures are come from two factors: (1) The occlusion of objects. (2)The
Selective Search algorithm[14] may not generate good proposal. And we believe these
problems could be improved by applying network with stronger representation ability

(e.g. transformer based network) or combining with Class Activation Map.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, We proposed an effective and novel method, referred to as DS-MIL, for
weakly supervised object detection. DS-MIL targets alleviating the part-dominant prob-
lem of multiple instance learning using a new training strategy: discovering-and-selection.
This strategy is achieved by introducing a Discovering Module and a Selection Module.
DS-MIL significantly improved performance of weakly supervised object detection on

PASCAL VOC 2007, PASCAL VOC 2012 and MS-COCO datasets.
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