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Intuitive Visualization Method for Image Classification
Using Convolutional Neural Networks

SATOSHI ARAI'" TOMOHARU NAGAO™!

Abstract: Deep neural networks show excellent performance in various image recognition field. However, some issues remain
for future industrial applications. For example, in image classification tasks, users might request not only to estimate class label
but also to answer where the system give attention to classify. We propose novel network architecture to solve this issue. Our
method generates 2D maps directly related to classification scores during classification, and generated maps are visually
recognizable and reflected to classification result naturally. We empirically indicate effect of our method for existing datasets.
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1. [FCHIC

AR, EESEENOREIZE 72> TR B O PEFEN
HIZHEL, arvya—~0BnbEELSTHICESLET
SEIEREMOKENEE > TV D

[R5 B T, §E<Eﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂnﬁ®ﬁﬁ
o=, BRHiAH=a2—TF Ky hU—2 (CNN) &K
HT — 2 C X DB A tby D 2 & CRlakRsEE A K
&< L2], —RkmEifg oIS kwft%ﬁ%%@%ﬁ
REZBEZ5 L) RGOS L 5T/ o72[3].
CNN [FEHIARBEBEERDO—> L LTHWD
—TINFy hT—=TTHY, & Lﬁﬁmﬁ%ﬁﬁéﬁ@ﬂ
PTERSHNBR TS, Ry MU —7 BHIE U TREL
NN LT D70, EERY AZISHAT BT L 0 KR
MCTLVEHROZ Y (D) Ry b —7BRO LI HH

FZHD. ZOXIBRRBE LRy N —7 258X -
TeEfRE{LTE 5 Z ENEEFEOMATH D, 4

RN 7CEEOHREAZ L < LT 5
BE, WEFE IO WERICES SN DB TR LN
HEATWDN, ZOEEICE L CEHaBMREAL T D
IV T, REWCT T v IR I ATHD EWVoTHD.
ZhFarva—<aBTiEbE v ERI AL LI

1 BRBRIE LR SRR B R
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RO, PEEST, FRCMERASCENR R EOZ I
DLGBIOSHT DBIIME CERVWREEE 20 155.
PEEEY B~ OIS HICB W TR EICIE LWV EBRR 3 2 K
TRETTEHARTST, EDL D RB A CTRHMLHEZIT > 72
D, AT PORPEZRT L HITROENDIGENRH H.
CHEBATNCK LTIV D0REMITT D XD 22 lEigsy

;*EO)&X&*C‘ , u‘uﬁm@ﬁ‘*a}ﬁbf’ﬁ% IR LTIEL L
TONTVDENENWIRENTICH D720, TNEERT

ZEWRTHEBEICH G O E DL %HLT SENTD
NIlmENHIERITEETH S.

ZOX O RERE X, AR TIL CNN ZHWTHIZ
W% T 2720 Tid/e <, FRME RIS 2 X2 7o)
AR D FIEICESE Y TS,

2. BEEWER

2.1 BHRAA=aA—FNVARY FT—Y (CNN)

CNN (X7 4 V2 DEFHIAHRER (convolution) Z U 7z
ZBD7 4 — K74V —FRl=a—F LKy hU—7Th
. B BOA B R O T R R R O BRI R 4]0
Neocognitron (Z¥i & 33 5. LeCun H[S|IZTE & T HE

SEHOWERR & LT, WEHEIEE H - end-to-end FE
MAHETd Y BIFED CNN DR & 72 % LeNet 225 L 7=,
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M 1 BHAH=a2—F/LFy hU—2 (CNN) O
FEARBY 72 A AR

LeNet DABEfE# 7230 =— 3 3 UMER SN TER Y BIE
HIGF L ERFENTND D, EgREHO Xy hU—7
(B LTI AN 2B I RdE L s (K D). £
Fy U —7 ORPETEICRHEE AR T 5% E A S .
T TR EAGA B E & TR MEALEIE A O T FERR I S
ZRUCHEM SN DD, 2o, F—U Tk o T
WA AW/ SN D1Eh, IEHUBAELZ B T s,
RO I A DRI LR TR A X/, Frox
IV KIBIZEEINT A ONEETH Y, BREO/F 1L

(encode) NN TW5. T LTHy MU —7 D%
FHEEEZENL 7 7 AOHPEAT 5. RRERSICH D &
BNy =— 3 372 <, GAP JE (Global Average
Pooling) °4&#% & )& (Full Connect) 72 & Z#lAabE, &
#%I\Z Softmax FIF AT 5 DR EHRTH 5.

2.2 Encoder-Decoder E7 )L

Encoder-Decoder &7 /L ([X] 2) XA & R & &

(encode) 7~ % ALEE & e > b 5 % FAE AL (decode) 7
LB AEM A G DY Xy T — 2 T, BBAEKRR

(generative) DML ECES VWL TWS., —fZIZ
CNN 3R A BT AR TRV A X &/ 950
T, AL W TR ZE MY A ROJER D MBI/ 5.
PERAIRZ VL B2 7 > 7 7" ) 7 (upsampling) D IF
m, W AIAIEE (deconvolution) [6]3 L < VBN D.
2.3 EIRIEFE

Zeiler 5[7]1% CNN (ZE[{§ % A7) L 72 B#IZ max pooling <°
ReLU NAA v F DL ITIRDEES ZLICERL, WER
IAZEHE (deconvolution) Z ik VW iK$Z & T = F DK
AN F AT D THEFEIE, ANEBREFE YA X

(FHEEE) DRIG~ v 72 AERL TN,

Zhou O [8)IEL5H A O EFEATE O EH % AV Tk D
BHABTEOM 1 EBEALENEL, g {bHO~ > 7%
T 5 F#E (Class Activation Mapping) Z##HE L TV 5.

Selvaraju 5[9]i% Zhou D& % & E X 1- Tk

(Glad-CAM) ZHEL TV 5. Zhudry hT7—7HHh%
AL DB ASE DT TR L THETF v o RV OEE
AR, ZOEHRELZER L LT CAM & FEERICATHAE
Mo~y THERTDHHEDTHD.

Lin S[10[TEESEER v bV —27 Oilh5H 28T 58l
Bhb, BEEBERVRWVERAREZL T D. Tk
BIAREDEAET ¢ AN E 7 T AR L [ —ITHi Z,
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2 Encoder-Decoder &5 /L

% DH 1% global average pooling # W TEKN LTI T X
HOAATHHDHLDOTHD. ZOHE, BHRALEND
SN D5H~ 7 (feature maps) 2347 7 A DIFHHE
~ w7 (categories confidence maps) & L CARIRAJRECTH D
ZEREINTND.

ZIBEITIE T VWT b ENT-FIETH LD, 67
DMEOFEHBIEINTND., Ry hT—=FTHDO2= K
DB EARBNZ A3 2 FiEE, bR n i —o=
=y NTHhHDHEDFR Y MU — 7 BEROEEEREIICEE
THZENEELL, R FARE R & OB 2 PR
LONRRNEEL NS RENDH L. TRIEOH N EZDEE,
HHVIEAMFEINE L b O~ v T &2k T 5 F
I, B O FRPREBEZ AL THD LS BLET
KOV EEWTH LN, ES o~y TSRS & ILE
Pextin LTS LTRSS, EfEREN L @D D720
ERSND T — ) v TTEORBETY v T OMGERE T
THEWIRENR D D.

ZOX O MEAEEE X, AR TIEREG S EOBRILE
B AT AL T & 287 7 e i % 5y FHF 15 Generative
Contribution Mappings (GCM) %#%R7T 5.

3. Generative Contribution Mappings

AETIHREFEOEARN B2 T2 ETHMAL, i
MOEBEOR Y RU—I k&N =—2 3 VIOV TER
KT 5. I OICHEHRRERIZOWTHFNLT 5.

31 EXRMGEAS

ATHEOBNE, ANEBE 7 7 ANET D L REICE
OFENEG T O EOWAICEH L ThENTZNENH 5
FOWWAE 22— =R T 52 ThD. e BT
L7 DI T O 28R T 5.

1. HEGEPOEOEAICTER L THEN T h, Rl
LRDIERE “RITO~y L LTHIRRTS. v v
IS & R U AR L, 2RI ICT 5

2. AT OERIISERRELEEEE L D LTS,
A Rl — =% 20 b4y RS & BRI
HETEDLLIBRLDOPUMFE L.

3. it 1,2 ZEBT B 2D O E O D B 53FE
v NI —ZIIIAALTELS. 2zt b5 v b
U — 7 B OB KITTFET 5.

32 Ry NI—H R

3.1 Hio i & KIS 272 DICARTIETHW D W5
Xy hU— 7 ORI AR 3R T ATTER 11
RXCXD Ok, MHEEEFL R, AKFEFELC, 7
YRV D B L9 5. FRZ RGB Wi OHA1EL D=3
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3 Generative Contribution Mappings D%~ k7 — 7
FAMERL

ThobH. Ry bU =237 T2 NOEBSEEZITY,
TNPDI TADT NV ERNTHHO LT 5.

Ix=>=2—% (Encoder) TRICEATE DRFHEGEICA
Shizth, 73— (Decoder) 12X > TRXCX1 DRI
RO~y ZICHEMk ENn S (X (). 2o~y TIEAT
EEDOBNENIER 2 T ACE L TEDOREZD 7 T A5

LW &R T2 EATH Y, Class Weight Map (CWM)

LIES. CWM FIEEDEE LV, ERAICRD25E1T%
DI TAL L RWEREZRLCND. T a—Z 0T
287X LT 12, it N EARHEIR, E-T
CWM &7 7 25 N ERIBDEREND.

0 _ g
MCWM =K

Decoder Fencoder (1))
= (1)

e, M9, LFED 3752 (j=1,2,..,N) ® CWM
LFa—H%, Fpogerl 3Ty a3 —FZNENET.
DEICEK T TAD CWM B F ¥ RV FHICaE—L,
NS T &R CIRTTE RXCXDIZPERT 5. Z0iEE %
Tile L RKiLT 5. SOICATER [ & BREEICRF LT
ZETHile vy 7 ERD (K (2). Zovy FIIATE
BIDLOERE CWM DHD 7 7 AL L XOFRO T
EHOEHRD, ATWEBO EOWANEHZ 7 A5 L
EWOIEH A —H CIMERREIC /e > T D, Tk Class
Contribution Map (CCM) & MEQY, Z— W —ZH#RT D720
OREULER T2, BL, ME,X2 T X0 CCM %,
AT QIFEHEFORZ KT .

M, =Tie(M3),,) ®1

A (@2
S HIT CCM % ZEM T E L OF ¥ RV A
52 LT T A jDA=T (Class Score) VS(CD%E?%é (H@3)).

1 R C N
) _ )]
VSC _RCNZZZMCCM
]:

X (3)
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I ! )
! Inner

n Cou>
i Product

| J

4 BEBERR Y U=

BREIIC Y T ARAaT Db BT T A jE SRR L
LCTHhd2 (R @).

j = argmax VS(C])
j

A (4)

PLEBRBFEOERARN LI OFI TH Y, Class
Contribution Map % =Rk (generative) 1Z3RHDH T &b
Generative Contribution Mappings (GCM) & 5.
3.3 Shared Decoder

GCM [FHHT 2% 7 F ALK LT 1 DOT a—X%&H|
DETHEW, WHO CNN L L TRy b T — 7 B
DHER L, ZIUTERHCYZ 7 AN OGEICHEE 72 5.
ZOMBEREMT D720, Ta—Zo0—zr 7 ATk
HI 2% (Shared Decoder) # W%, BIL, Fa—&%
RELHPEEZTHEIL, AR 0T a—X 2427
FATHBLTHEHL, BPEIINETHED LS FRIT 1
DOT A= EED Y TLHER LT 5.
34 BINAGEAERRY FT7—0 L LTOER

GCM (TG FER >y NU— 27 & U TIT MR A
220 LNVRWA, UTO LI ICERT 5 L HMARFIC
FHTX5.

FPR Q@ AuUH1HEEWD EBx, X 2) &KX (3)
WCRALTERT L0 (5) &45.

1 R C N
=m0
Ysc' = Ren 'lw' ®1

]:
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Class 1
Decoder
Shared
Decoder

5 EBRIAWIZR Y MU — 7R

EBIWD L [ OERBEOFEEMEENEHEAEL LTEL
W, EREEILY TARADT OI/PNERICEE LN
DHINERGAT L L, HAREOKX (6) #155.
W = (W)

= (6)
ELWOX T LR URTEE/HS, ANERICE U CEY
WAEREND. 1E->TC, GCM 3@ Bk S - B4
WD L ANEE T ODRFEICL > T2 T AR 3T 2R 5HH)
MELEROEB SR Y hT—2 (X 4) ThHD LR
WTx5.

4. EER

RETFIEOHINEZ AT 5 728, CIFAR-10 g7 — ¥
Ty FEHVTEREIT- 1.

4.1 EEBRERTE
AFEOFEBRICHEBB L THOWONAHREICONTETH
5.

1) Y EI—UEk
FEARIHERRIIR 3 IRTIEY THEHEN, xy NU—7
B 7= 5 22— & % Shared Decoder (3.3 i) (TiE &
Wz %, F7-H ORI Softmax [BIF 2%, fEICE%E L
L T Categorical Cross-Entropy (CCE) ZHW\ 2% (IX] 5). =
va—X LT a— ORI E R 1IRT. RT A—
D 3x3,¢16,81 1L 7 4 VZ P A X 3x3, HHF v xv
%16, A NZ7 A4 K1 %%73. BN (I Batch Normalization ®
WHERT. Ta—XEX5ENPLRLD, F/ 116 141
Shared Decoder TH W &7 7 AFLBACTHHINS. k& 151%
7 I ABNCHE SN S.
2 #FEEH

Xy NI =T OFREGMER 2ITRT. 2O OFHESE
413 CIFAR-10 (25 £41 5 50,000 ¥z D2E 57— % % 45,000
*F 5,000 \IZEIL, AIEZTFET -2, BEEBRAET —F
LT D P ER AT - CTHEANIRE L.
(3) REBRE

FEBRIZIE NVIDIA TITAN X % #4# L 72 Windows 10 Pro ~
U RfEH L. BA%EERBEIE Visual Studio 2013, CUDA 8.0,
cuDNN 5.1, Python(Miniconda2) / Theano / Lasagne % F\ 7=,
4.2 CIFAR-10

CIFAR-10 (Zxt L T 41 HiDO EBRFZEEZHNTHFE &7 A
RZ2ATV, T A NERIZKE LT 90.43%0 5y S L 2 45 7.
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# 1 ERICHWEZ v a—X /7 a— X DORERR

JEES | AR NI A—=H

1 Conv 3x3, cl6, s1, BN, ReLU

2~4 Conv 3x3, cl6, s1, BN, ReLU

g 5 Conv | 3x3,¢32, 52, BN, ReLU

é 6,7 Conv 3x3, ¢32, s1, BN, ReLU

8 Conv 3x3, c64, s2, BN, ReLU

9,10 Conv 3x3, ¢64, s1, BN, ReLU

11 Deconv | 3x3, ¢32, s2, BN, ReLU

o 12 Conv 3x3, ¢32, s1, BN, ReLU

g 13 Deconv | 3x3, cl6, s2, BN, ReLU

. 14 Conv | 3x3,¢l6, sl, BN, ReLU
15 Conv 5x5, cl

TRy 7K 180
NyFH A2 | 128
s b Tk SGD

o e

FE AR 0.1 (=Av 27 100 &£ 150 TENE
11012810 T1)

E—AU B 0.9

AT LER 2L

T — LR % D | T /412 4 B3 0 padding.

T4 WEOT X AT MY H
L+KEFmMT o ELTY 7.

FENT A — 23K 162,000 fH T > 7z,

K 6(CIELL DEESNEZT A FEBOHEZED CCM %
RT. CCM T IEA DA & 5728, IEORK T EADRIYIC
T TFERLTWD, O FLENFEEE, —&HL
BE2N4 27 T 2T D CCM DIEDRSY Th 5. (1BEE:
R CCM DADKSTERLTWS. 72, Effr 7
AD CCM TR E M Th 5. GCM Tik CCM D ZEfH]
WEREDEE I TARAATIZRDDT, ¥V TADRA
AT VREWE AR TEBBLEmAMD Z LN TS,

M 8 ICEBICEHShDENTHOWTFRES & EfRY 5 %
D CCM ({HLIEDRES Sy DR) &R
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43 CCM OEDOEREI Vv TLI-EE
32HITTHRA_ XL I COM IZ EADEE & W EDLR, B
x(ﬁ@m\%&)/7b 0 FZILEDRAIZIRE LT
HAOFE B L. %@tb%luTTXyF7~7

%m®E15 ReLU ZBAIL, FEHEZRLVE L. ZD &
ET A MEBIT T D 0B EIL 89.91% Th -7 X 71
BB L% 7 7 A0 CCM %717
44 CNN DD EREDLLE

GCM [F@ % D CNN & 372 0 7 a—FIZb T A —4
ZED Y CRITRIERLRVED, R T A =250
CNN & B U COEREE DMK N3 2 alREE S SR S D
ZTORREEMWRT 5720, CNN & DEHERE1T -7z,
el O CNN (332 1 @ Encoder #3512 GAP, &fEATE,
Softmax [EIIF &M Z, B 2755 10 DF v > % 1.16 £%
L7zipk e Ui, /3T 2 — 25 & Ay BE 1S o bl R & 3%
3NTRT. FEEMETE 2 0 LB A, CNN Mo Hafl
L LTHMEEI TS TN 5.

# 3 CNN & DLl 5

Fik IR A—SH BRI SRR
CNN 164K 1 90.39%
GCM 162K 1.15 90.43%

5. £

(1) GCM ZRAWI=ARIEOFHE

B 6 (A) OEBITEBROWIEEZ EZTelos, WH Oy
HOBE, Eb00MIRESHEMRE Lizo b 2 5N
A, LL CCM Z RAIZE 23— MR T, WF0om
WERMRBE LA T OEFRIZL > THELTND Z EN
KA HHIIND.

X 6 (C) TIXLEMETH D truck DIE7D>, automobile (2
%ﬁ%ﬁwﬁmﬁﬁ6hé L o T L 3 L O
JELTWD—J, MEEE truck DB S L, 237

imbﬂé’é“fb‘é Eﬂt) AVEEAMS truck ~& A HE L7729
FIIM B DAETH 122 LMD, CCM & #lgi4
5z &f @;9@ b AR 725,

(2) CCMIZBETHEDFET DR

6 BIOK 7&2IET D&, Efif7 7 AD CCM IZIE
FTNEERERETR LNV, EMUSNO T T A TiE
BEDIVBROISERL, 77 A0HHDOESET ) A XN
ZUVIREE LW 2 B CCM DA D RS T TS # O 5 % [7)
LEE59E B HD LN D.
G)ﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁTtout

£ 3CLhE, D LA RIOERRE TIL GCM I
ti'?f/\ézhtcl:oiﬁ’\* HEOCK IR LT, FREED
NI A—=2ED CNN & RIEOFFEREENSE LTV D
BL, Ta—X&fFOZ &L TRESHENT D700, EERE
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MIXEFHRL TS,
(4) *ER

PboBgiikE x5 &, #EFE (GCM) [ LHEE 55
DR AR T B -0 DAL TFIEE LTETHY, 4y
MR EOBLUE THLIERDO CNN IZH LT R%ETH D &bk
FiFens.

6. FLH

AT TIEEAG Y FE ORI E FIRT 2 720 O 7= 72 Al
(CTFEEFRE L. £, X TF~v—2rF A NHAOEEBT
— B B ANWTEDOEINEA R L.
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X 6 $EZRT{E% CIFAR-10 Hi{&Zi H L7234 @ Class Contribution Map (CCM)
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