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Intuitive Visualization Method for Image Classification
Using Convolutional Neural Networks
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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
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classification result naturally. We empirically indicate effect of our method for existing datasets.
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1. EU®IC

AR, BEBEE (1], 2], [3] DFEIC L b %o TRl
DOHERESEHICI L, TV Y a—~<GH» S EESEIC
L FCTHABRTEHORENEE > TWnhb,

WEZERO T TIE, £S5 MIRRDZEmRO HIET

boten, BHprHhZa—=F Ay FT—2 (CNN) &
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KHETFT =5 1L 2% B2 MAGDE DL Z & TRRMKE
ARELMEL 4], —HEEOSFIZBWTE MR
DFBHIERE B B D L) BERLEONL L) ICh -
72 [6], [7].

CNN 3B AAABEEREED 1 DL LTHWS =2 —
FNAy T =7 ThY, FECHEGERLEGRERKD ST
TIhSHWH N TS, EBRICITERAAARBICINZ, EH
bhg, 77— v 7R, EaRE Lo 7R & B
EA TR TH Y, F v MU= HBICIE L TERED
W LT 2720, BERY A7 ST BE &) K
TLOVBEDOZ W (V) &y b7 — 2350k 5N 51
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bbb, ZOLIBRBBEE SRy b =225 RICL 5T
ERRELTE 5 2 EPRBFEDOMATH L I, 2=k
W ZEEOfELE# L LTwh.

B, e E IO ERICET SN TE LA
HEATVEDS, ZOEICEL TEH5ERIEATY S
VT, WERILT I IR Y I ATHLEVHS>TE
W, I YA TRHEVER I N VN D
LNZ\WAS, ST, FROMERAERIER L &S0t
CEID DI T A BIEH T E 2 VWitEE 2 ) 9 5.

FEREFEFADIBHIZB W TTHLIZIE LV ilikas £ 4 KT
U TEARTST, EOX) RENCRBLEEZT-> 720
2, MHEPOWMWERT LI ITROENLGEVDH L. FF
WHEATINHT L TIRV DA EHTIT 5 L) B miigs4E
DY A TlE, RALBEAEE L7235 LTIEL <47
DNTVENEVYBENORIZH H720, Tr iR
BERTOERICEGE O EOEMICEH L THEMTb
Nzl ) HHRITEZETH 5.

DL ERESTE R, AFTIEZ ONN ZFWTH(Z
W{E% 5T 5720 Tldze <, Bk RICE T 284 2 )
WESERT 5 FRICHESTE LTS,

2. BEME

2.1 BHAKA=Z1—F)xy hT—% (CNN)

CNN X7 4 v ¥ DB HAMEH (convolution) & V724
g7 4 =877 = NRZ2—-F)VAy bT—=0Thb.
B AIAAEE 2 V72 &R D75 13 Fukushima [8] @
Neocognitron |23 53 5. LeCun & [9] 13FFH & 5am
B HEHOMIER L LT, #i{niEl:x v 72 end-to-end 5274
HURETH ) BIFED CNN OJFHI L 72 % LeNet ZFE5 L7z,

LeNet DAERE~ 8N T— 3 3 UAMRE SN THE Y B
HIEHRIED TV TV D5, WG Oy v T —2
B L ClEERM 2 EBEBBbhibEL Tws (F1).
FFA Y b= OFPFEFICEBEES BT A% E ZH
9. 22 TIEEAAMEF L IGHALE T E V72 IR
BHLEHERA S NDAD, Z0&M, 7=y 7L >
TZEMA A XD/ SN B I13h, EBALLIEZ: &5 b
L. BRI AT WG ISR TR A XDNEL, Fr
PVEAKIBIZHINT 2 005 ETH Y, HHE(LREEE L
T ReLU[10] # iV /24 v M7 — 2 TIREAT0 & 7 5 EHE
24 G0 $hbh, BEIHOM L (encode) 23TH i
TWwb, ZLTAy NI =2 OB EZENL Y T
AR EAT) . BRSNS LR EON) TV g
Y1347 <, GAPJE (Global Average Pooling) 44
J& (Full Connect) 7 &% MAEHHE, wHEZIC Softmax [1]
Jit [11] 247 OV EHWTH 5.

2.2 Encoder-Decoder €7/
Encoder-Decoder &7V (X 2) (3% 5 HE#ME
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Fig. 1 Basic structure of convolutional neural network (CNN).

G-+ o} vt o>

2 Encoder-Decoder &7 )V
Fig. 2 Encoder-Decoder model.

B (encode) ¥ % MLF & FEfE A & W% % FHER (de-
code) TAHMIZMAGHLE Ay VT —2 T, WE4E
% (generative model) DMLEEZ: & CIL WS TW
% [12], [13], [14]. —#%Z CNN (ZH#= » B3 2 842
TREMY A X2/ T 50T, BHERLEIZB NIz
B A ZOPEKRPLEIZ R D, PRI IT B2 7 >
T2 7Y v (upsampling) DI, iE Ak A E A
(deconvolution) [15] #3& < W HN 5.

2.3 Attention N—XEFIL

Attention X—ZAETNVIIAN T =7 IZ&ENLTRT
DFEHmE 1EICH) OTIE R, FO—EHOFHIZFEH
(attend) L CHLEAZAT) FETHD. AT OB K
XV, HLVIEREFA XD LD a5 TYH, FEY v—
AR RKELTIMEE S L% HFEDORGILHDSTIRE & 7
L. 12720, 1 EIHEONDERPEHTICRL720, A
NT=FIZEHEENHTRCOEREGS 72O EHHIF %
2D HHERE, RIIMICHEREBUS T 2 LEN D 5.
72, FHHPZ RAIICHIE T 2 A S b THE
TH5b.

Bahdanau & [16] ZEEAEIRRIZ attention N — A E 7V
TWHTAZLET, AER, BIIFET—-Y L)V REVWAT
T XA M) BE ICEEROREAN Y PV TIZERI I
AT HMELFIT A5 FELREL TS,

Xu & [17] (3F IR W% 2 AT & L TR (caption) %
T 5 5 A 712 attention X—AET IV EEHL TWw5.
Z DT TIE Encoder (CNN) 2E&H L7-EFEHE~ Yy 7%
BATEMELTIVFFA MY PVERERT L. 2>
THFA MR MVIEZEMEREBEEERLTBY, Hk
% B AA TS, EAZRYICHIE T 52 &
TSI WGP 2 K\ L, &b THBECPER S
L. Fl, arFEF AT MVEILRLADEIGICF —
INVAFIRT B Z LT, HER S NSO & HEE 12 B
95 MRS A WAL L T 5,
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2.4 FAIRIEFE

FG 8 A Y N7 — 27 OWNEBIRED 2 I35 FHR R 2 6
HEirZerxHME Lz, BHOTHULTHESINE TS
REINTS, UTIRENZLOEH 1T 5.

241 1=y bORIEY Y TEERT B FiE

Zeiler 5 (18] 1& CNN (2§ @ AJJ L72F%12 max pooling
R ReLU 5AA v FDO L) ICHRAHEH S LICKEHL, #
B HAHIEE (deconvolution) #HWVTHEED= v T
DO THALT 2 FEERFEL TS, ZOFHEETH S
AN &G 27250322y b O RIG % ¥iE ok A
D AN & o TANF N PARE S, iz AT i
MUY A X (ZEMRGE) O~y 7E2AERL, Th
O~y 7 (THfb~y 7) &35, FHL=
FEBEZ OB LT b~y TRAERT A LT,
oy bT =7 2ERT A=y OO ALY
B ENHERIICIEEECTH B

Springenberg & [19] [ZARLFRIFEO LA AL FIHAT 2 2
ETRIBY v T &) fEICERT 5 FE (Guided Back-
propagation) #RELTWA, ZOFFEEFFHOET L7z
A Y NI —=ZIZEE NS TRTO ReLU IZxf LT, il
RFER BT 2 A2 IFAMEIC 7 ) v 79 B Hfl# 2B
5. ZDH) T, ANICET LiEHL= v O ZE
BT LI L TANEBGEFRLYA XD n~ v 7% KD,
Ihxag b~y 7 LTWwa,

INEOFHEE, THILOWNEPHE—~D2=y N Thb
oDty bT— 7 SROBE) L RANICHET 5 2 &A%
U<, I 2 o BAG R & OB % B3 2 O AW T
HHLEVHOMEEH L. 7o, HREINLTHEL~ Y 78
TR DR Z R T 72 OMABLIZC K, ATHIG L oxt
BEHEELICC VO LS TH .

242 FREEOHNZEZDOEEABRILT 52F&

Lin 5 [20] I $WE{E5F A v BT — 7 O#E 26T 5 8
Hhb, SaE e Hue iRz REL TS, 2
BARIARIEDIRAET v ANV " 7 T A ER—ICHiZ, £
D)) % global average pooling # FlWTHEMH L Tr 7 A
TEpRAa7 (VFAAAT) EfAH LD THA. 72 Lin
Hlid, BEAAAENGHTI SN L E~ v 7 (feature
maps) 2% 7 T ADEHEE~ v 7 (categorical confidence
maps) & L TEREETH LI LR TWA,

COFPE ONN AR T 2 FmE~y 722D E
YTVICHH LYy TE LTHIHT 25D TH L. L
L, —f&iy7% CNN CIIfIEAZEEZ®O 5720 IFH S
NLET—=D) TR A NTA FORBETHHE~y 7%
W A XD/ SN D 720, ATTWIE & i L C 22/ f#%
FEORWER L2 EON RV E V) MESH 5.

2.4.3 MAEOBBNEEZRT VY T2ERT B FiE

Zhou b [21] 1, & 5 W4 % S FE A OMGE 5 A v b
T =7 AN LG A 0ERARBOWT) (FE~ v )
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EHZ 7 2RI T 5 &R E OEA L WV TEAT &
mE$2 22T, EHZ I AICHT 2 WKL E 2 )
FTEAY Y 7xER LHALT 5T (Class Activation
Mapping; CAM) #FELTW5,

Selvaraju b [22] 1 Zhou H DFE 2 F % FIE S &7 Fik
(Grad-CAM) ##RELTWE., ThIILS/HEEIZBIT S
FHZ I AWM D2 E~ Yy T CRMST A2 LT, iE
HZ 92§ 2 H5ME~y 78 F ¥ AVOETEZ KO,
COBEEELXBEAIEL LTEAFEMAT S Z LT, CAM
EAMICER 27 7 AT 2 WIROBRIEALE % 7R E A
<~y T ERERLITHALT 25D TH 5.

INSDFHEIZVTN O YROBERELE 2 /R EAT
THRERTELEV) HTHMTH L, 2 OOMEE
MPRATWE, 1 DIEZEMREEORTTH L. =~ v
TIE AT WIS & s U TG, SINEfASG
bETERLAEAY Y 7 FAEICRGEI KNS DL
b, b)) 12 b~y 7OEBEETHL. EH5
DFFEL, ERENTEAY Y TR LD 2 TEUA
F—bL, SHICANHEBEICF =N A ERET L LT
BALZAT> TV B 75, ZOEETIEIZIE,

(1) BEA~ Y TOPLKIMEE

(2) Eh~y TOEPA 7 —A1L

(3) ANMGEDMERAGICE S 4=/ A FR
EV)3DODL =) AT 4y 7 BRMEFEETNS, (1)~
(3) DMILT VTS THALER IS EL 525, K&
E o EIESHEA v N T — 7 O5HERER & LM R
EHRNEETHL. Thbh, FA—O5HERTH-> THE
A X o THRALAERIZEILT 5. Lo T, 20X
e a—1) AT A4 v 7 RGBSR A BFE I
BLLCWd Eidwngszwv, b~y 706 5 R T
EEAICHA S 2 2 L QEBRICHE L Ve nWR B,

D EOBEWRS G5B, TRFETITRESNT
FULTFEICIU T O 2 2OMEDSH Y, EESOMAIRY
NS & R EP L - TRIEEAE L R\,

o WHL~Y Yy TOZRMEEIKT T 5.

o ALK RS FEAE R L EHAID L T,

EESHHD & A 712 BV THHERHBRE &b ITRInERT
7eolZlE, IS OFEE I L 2 AL IEAS LT
H5.

COL)GHEAET ST 2, AR TIEMmE55EO R
 EEIC T RAL T X B8 72 2 W% 4 58 T 1 Generative
Contribution Mappings (GCM) %$257 5.

3. Generative Contribution Mappings

RETIIREFEIOVWTHIT L. TTERNLRER
HadBL, TNroEROL Y b7 — 7R LN Z—
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Fig. 3 Basic network structure of Generative Contribution Mappings.

T a vl OoOWTERT A, &5 IZHFHN R BERICOW TR
WD,

3.1 EAWMEEZAS
REFEOHMWIE, ANWEE 7 7 A58 5 LFKEC

FOENENE T O EDOEMICED L TR SNzl v

SHEOWME L —FIRRT LI L TH L. INxFERHT

LD TOhEEZRIT 5.

1. WP EOEMAIER L TOEIMThILzh, R
R BIERE ROy TELTRRT S, v 7
AT W% & F UIRERECAR L, R EDICT 5.

2. AT HIEMISFR-EREEHEHE LD ET 5.
TEHE L7z — 92 2 h 508 R % BHIENICHEE
TELLE) RO E L.

3. it 1, 2 BFEBT L7200 DR E A D H 5 Wi {5554
2y T =2 IHAAATEL., ZRICEL L) 2
M — 7 BB O RIIHET 5.

3.2 Xv hT—UHERK
31EO Nt EBRT 2720 II—RETETH W W5
Ay T =7 OEARW LR 3 1TIRT. 204y b
=7, BN BEGSEA Y P =7 LR TKE
CUTFD 3 B\l RGm 5T 5,
1. Encoder D&l & LT decoder A9 5.
2. Decoder D) & AJJWIE & DWEREN 72 FHAEH = H
T 5.
3. SRR, HAPREEHWTY I AA T 25 H
L, &t IEHWE W,
IO O ERDFFOEMIL 3.5 Hi Tl TELET 5.

UF, &y M7 —=7 OEEIZOWTEHICHAT 5.
AT T € REXCXD I Rx C x D DRI, T4%b
LmEWEY R, KFEFERC, FrANVED 2oL
95, JFICRCB WEDOSEII D =3Thh. v bT—

© 2017 Information Processing Society of Japan

71&7 7 A% N OGS EHEIT, WIhhror 727
NV (j=1,2,....,N) 2N TEbDET 5.

I\ > a—% (Encoder) TRICETE D=4
X/ tk, 72—% (Decoder) 12X > T RxC DRIL
Barfio~y FICER SN (1), 2ovy TiEA
DEEDORAMEAITEEH 7 7 AE L TEDREZD Y 5 A
HLWhaRTEMWLEAY Y 7THY, Class Weight
Map (CWM) kIER., CWM BEEOEZ LY, EFE
R bHEEZFD 7 TAL L BWREEELTWS, T
D= FIESHET A&7 T A LT 1o, &5 N H2H
BEEN, LEA>TCWM b7 7 AN & FRBDHER S
ns.

MEsr = Foger Foncoder (1) (1)
7272, M8y, € REXC L FY gy 525 (j =

1,2,...,N) ®CWM &FI3—=5%, Foneoder 13T ¥ 21—
yENENFKT.

RIZRx C DRICH e R>% 7 7 AD CWM % D A2
Y= LCTF v RIVHIANGHERE L, AW T & R
RxCxDIZHET A, ZoOffE% Tile & FiL L, Tile i
HOfRE WO ¢ REXOXD 57 (K (2)).

WO = Tile(M¢yy) (2)

EHIWO EANEE T # BRI LICRATLILT
Wiz~ y 752152 (X 3). 2o~y FIEATEIE ]
POEDEHRE CWM P07 A5 L EDFEHROM S %
HOEHFL, ASMED EOINATER 7 7 A5 Lnh
L) ERE —H CTHBIEICZR > Tnb, 2Lk Class
Contribution Map (CCM) &MU, L—HIHIRT 5 72

Do HALER (b~ 7)) LT 5.
My =W 1 ®)

773l MY, € REXCXD 375 2 j & CCM % £ L,
ANWE T LML Rx Cx DORTEKEFRS. HET @
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EEHT O EFRT.

EHIZCOM 2 Z2MB L F ¥ ANV DT XTOMIZE L
THH (global average) 356 2L TZ T A jICHTHAN
FHED A 2T (Class Score) VS(jC) ceR %15 (X (4)).

V,S(‘jC) = global_average (M g())M )
R C D

1 ;
r=1c=1d=1

72721, MU (rcd) € R & MY, OffE (r,c), F+

PV AIZBITAERERT.

AT 7 T AR T VI O b7 7 2 ] %5350k

ReLTHNTE (K (5)).

j = argmax VS(JC) (5)
J

DEDPREFHEOERYZUEDOHENTH Y, Class
Contribution Map % 4% (generative) 1Z:RKD 2B Z & H
5 Generative Contribution Mappings (GCM) & 5,

3.3 Shared Decoder

GCM BT 5% 7 T A LTI 20OFa— 5%k E|
DT, BEDCNN &L THy M7 — 7 i
PEARL, IR AP L WA ICHMEE 5 5.
COMEEEMT L7200, TaA—-FD—E% 7 5 AMT
H T LM (Shared Decoder) # WA, T4bb, 7
a—-FERECHEPEERFICOEL, i EE—07a—
Fafr 7 ATHBLTHEML, HFEIhETEBY&
7 IR ODT A=Y 5E) B TLHRET 5.

3.4 BMLEAERRY FT—7 &L TOER

GCM 3 W58 Y M T —27 & LTI ER I /R
ZADH LNV, DTFO L IIERT 5 L BRI
BT XD,

FFRB) 2R @) IRAL, BERTLoRBIZLD S
L (6) 215 5.

Véjc) = global_average(W ) & I)
R C D

- RC’% Z Z Z W (r, e, d)I(r, c,d) (6)

r=1 c=1 d=1

72720, WW(r,c,d) eR & I(r,c,d) € RiFZNZNL W)
&I ORLE (re), FyaldIBEHEEET.
EHIEWO L TOEZTEOREMENEEEE L

TE L, EHBE (1/RCD) 327 5 AAIT DRI

B 2 s CHEIET 5 b, B Ao
(7) 2%,
Vi) = (w9, 1) (7)

7751, (a,b) it ak bOWREEET.
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G |
.
! Inner
product | Argmax |- 0ut D

j

4 BWELRER A Y PT—2

Fig. 4 Dynamic weight generation network.

WO EAEIZIE TR (1) BLOK (2) 225891
AEREh, TEFRMURTMRxCxD 28>, X (7) &dh
bETEZLE, GCM & 3FMIZER SN 2EA WO
EATBE T ONFEIZ L > TI I ARIT %KD LMY E
AERIIOW GG Ay N T —2 (K 4) THDHEERT
&5.

3.5 v bT7—UHBHRICEET HEE

32HOFHECTHMR/zEBY, GCM DA v b7 — 71
B R 2 WA v T — 7 DR E KRE 3 EA
RpoTwb, UT, ZNENOBEKRIIOWVTEET L.
3.5.1 Decoder DTFTE

AJJE£1Z encoder Z#H L T15 55 1),
encoder IZEENLT—) VY IERANT A NOEECTZE
BB BREIMME T L CWh 72, AJJETEE O] E
L %47 9 B3 & D DI RIS E E 72 B, GCM Tl
encoder (25| &%\ C decoder 95 Z & THREH I
RPARL, AJTEEEFE U A X (G OREAT Y
TTHHCWM 2R L TW5D, R EBoOr 21—
AT A v TR TIART 5 RN EFEZSNDD5, 20
&, BRTEOEIRNAEIZ R 5. GCM Tl decoder %
FRICE o TRBLT A2 LT, TOREE Y v TIVIF
WLTWA.

3.5.2 ANEGREDEENGZEREOEE

GCM T, decoder IZ& o THEREN-EAY Y T T
»H%H CWM & ATJEIE L EHW P OBRRTLISRAEL, T
b~y 7ThHsH CCM ZAEK L TWAE, Thbh, Eh
<y 7L ANEEOFZIRA IS L o TR L~ v 7% ARk
LTWw5,

FHRGICE o TEE SN ZTHIL~Y Yy 73 AEY b5
4 MDLE) LHEMREEREDL, EAO/NS VBN NEGT
FEREND 720, EADK SR EIZ R IR L
RIvEv) o,

fEk O T 21, [22] TIREA~ v TEH LT
LB, EAYy T ANMBEOEIMFSIE, Thb
5, MEREGZHWTWS, MERETIEEAT Y 7L
BHCIRERBEMNEL, ta— AT 4 v 7 LhFERET
T BUENH L, I L TCRERADOEESITEA
~ v TERBICAHEEICE UL L L, BINoREREE
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PEEE L., TR/ XA — 7 Hie & F Ui
UTNIRED T L ICEREL T WA,
3.5.3 FHNBICLZ T XXAT7DEY

21 HiTkR7zEBY, MR EGESEAY YT —7
X GAPRBZ VW Ti#E~Yy 72 EREHL-0b, &
EAEABHL T SARITAERTL I %W, =
MUK LT GCM TE#H L~ v 7 ThH 5 CCM % 22 B
JUOF Y ANDTRTOEICEH L TERYTLETI T X
AATHEEMLTBY, EFEEOIIIINRT A= 5]
TAHMBEFH L2 3T A=% LV A), Ziudwift
<y 7L T AT OMIGERE —Er O EK IR
EOICEETHL., Thbb, b~y 726 [HEMN
GRE| ICLo T/ IARATIT2HET LI L 2TREE L
Twa, K, b~y FicaefisEasEA LT r 7 A
A7 R EINT LU DOYE, SfEEDINT A =5 137
Bk o TEALT 5720, Wbt~y L7 FARAITD
BRI —ETIER LR D, TORE, —FEmHib~
THE T TAAAT BEEMIIEIRET L2 2L R 5.
SR EE T WG58 A v T — 213 Lin 5 [20]
IZ& > TIRES N2, Lin bOHMIZ ST X — 7 FOH|
WEFNIZEDL L) BEBFOWHTH Y, GCM 2B 5
B, $4bt, it~y &7 7 2237 O ER
IR, L3RR L. F72, Lin 53RN %Y
DHREFERLTEY, Z2HBLTF ¥ ALOTTOHfIC
MLTEH2EET A GCM & I3 Eb #2 5.

3.6 ERDAIMILFEE DIEE

24 FiTHR7-EBY, HEROWHALTHIILDTO 2 2
DEEZ 2 TBY, TS ZRFICHIT S THEIRS
NFETIRFESN TRV,

o WL~ v TOEMBEENET T 5.

o THALAE R IHERER L EHHIE L TWw

LA2L, GCM Tld b OREE FIFISHEL Tn 5.
T4, decoder #fAWTHEAY Y 7 (CWM) Z4m L, A
Wi L OFEREIL o T~ v 7 (CCM) %R
52T, H1OMETHLTHIL~ v T OZERRERE
DT ZEFFE, ADEEER UYL Aot~y 7% 4
BLTWwa., 2562, b~y TOHMZLFEICL 5T
JIARATEEML, OV TARATHRRKELRL Y
T ANGPET B 2 LT, WHALER &R R ERNIC
L&, 52 OMELERRL TV,

GCM IZ N5 2 DOMEE RSP 22 &C [
GO A7 IIBNTHERFRE EDITRLERT| &
EERIDVEBOLARVTERTLHDOTH Y, fEkonfiift
FHEIE W LWlifEE R L T 5.

3.7 Attention X—XEF /L& DIEE
W7z WE Ay NI =7 DREL W) AROH &

© 2017 Information Processing Society of Japan

R RS R 2 B 9)%, 2 2T attention N— A EF )L &
DOHIEIZDOW T L7ovy, 2O, attention N— A
FIDERAIZBE T GCM DERAL & —HFIL 5 Hk
PHNL -0, MEDOECEGH LS Z LT GCM DA
RHEDDO DL ) ZTHRTHALERDNENLTH A,
Attention N\ — A EFIVIL 2.3 Hi TR L 12, AN
T IEENL —EHOERICTEH (attend) L TUH%E
1wy, FHEY Y 22 KREHWMESEE LR BEOR
WILFEZ TR L T ATETH L. 72721, EHNEEZEZ
mOSOAERM, RYIWICERE ST 2LERH Y, 2D
7ZODORBMAUETH L &bl DT, BANLRE
SALIC DWW BE A S TR ICHIT 5.

3.7.1 Attention N— X EFIDERL

Attention X— A EF N TlL, TT ASIT— % 2 encoder
WAL, HEBOBMENRY ML a KT 5. HEEA
7 MVvoRE L, kiikx D cEhehnEkd (L(8)).

{ai,...,ar}, a; € RP (8)

RICTRTORHENR7 PV EHWTHA ¢ 1ZBI %2
VTFAMRT M e RP AKX (9) DL ) ITHMT .

L
Ct = an‘ai (9)
i=1

T I T wy € RIGES ¢ IZBWTHMENY P L2 B
FT27200EOEATH), w2 bva, BLD
AR O IR DO NERIREE hy—y 2 VT (10) © &9 12
FHENG., 22T ¢ 3IFMIEHEE KT,

wy = ¢(ag, hy—1) (10)

B ¢ 2B 2 MEROMT) y, ZETEZH 0N v,
BB ONEBIRE h BEIOI Y TFA MY M ey B
WTH (1) O L) ICHEE SN L. 22T fISIFIERE
T EKY.

Y = [(Yi_1, e, cr) (11)

T 72, WEARONERERRX (12) DL ) IZHHF SN L.
22T g 3 e FET.

hi=9(y;_1,hi-1,¢) (12)

A (10)~3 (12) 2BV 2 ML ¢, f, g iE, B
91213 LSTM [23] % & RNN % W CTHEE SN 5.
Attention X—AETNTIE, FiZL %5 (9)I2LoT
LEOFEENRY MV a; BEAF EINE S, K¢
BUIAHE—0OaVTXFAIMRY Ml ICHEHESND, T
RbOBEMEYRTNT A= S HIL /L ICHR S, R
PN IAEND. ZORDY o [ TRFIMITHEBUER S 1,
FE AT MV OFEOERE RIS T AR L %> Tw
L. FT, e RRVINICAERT 5720, K (10) 125> T
FIEG 2B 2 EA wy ZHIHILTW5,
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® 1 WTEOERIZB U 23ISR

Table 1 Correspondence in formulation of Attention-based

® 2 WTEOMES
Table 2 Differences between Attention-based Model and

Model and GCM. GCM.
Attention X — A £ 5 )L GCM i Ammﬁﬁ~z GeM
ai € ]RD I € ]RRXCXD :‘:—7—/]/
Wy € R W) g RRXCxD HADO LRI RHIH hiZllEs!
ce €ERP vl eR 7O R K ] 1 [l
. A7 SV | 17 T 28K
; ) w
¢( : rht—l) Tile (FDecoder(FEncoder( . ))) i@@%{ v %; L v % L
h, ML PERIRTE &2 W\ 7z
W AN
B DIl

3.7.2 REFZE (GCM) &DLE

Attention N —ZEF NV DERIZBIT LK (9) & GCM
DERICBIT AR (6) FHET 2L, Y5 ANT ¥
VVOBEMFENMEZANTA2ERE L > TS, 3512
K (10) &30 (1) BLOR (2) 1B 2 &, EAEHORE
WCADNT vV Twb ey dhlifirlions, 2
NOEZFTEDDLER1IDLHIIIL .

L7255 T, Attention X"— A EF) & GCM iZERALIC
B THEG USROS, L LED S, GCM
& Attention XN—ZAETF N I TIORTETRELZ->TB
D, WETPHBICRHENERELDTH 5.

¥4 Attention N— A EFNWVIZ BT B EA wy I TEFHA
7 MVEBRAMIENMELTCIYTFFAINNY Ml 28
M3 s720ICHONE,, T T FA MR MVIZEE
N7 MU LEREEBGHICHE L2 D TH L7120,
R MVOROIEREERZ I B3 720123 R
(sequential) (CHEEMAEK S NLLERH L. TD720,
CHUCHWONDEA wy D RVIIZERT 2LE5H D,
EHICINEHIM T AMAE LTHERIREE b, 26T 5
Iy NI = DWETH L. T72, KEZIBWTHERS
NBLEIDBIIATE R DIFHN7 PVORL %L L,
WA XL 3mERTH 5.

—7J7 GCM T, EA WO ZANMEIE T & OWNFEE KD
52Ty IAAAT VI 2HMT A0SR,
AW IIEK 2 T 2§12 L TR 26511 (parallel)
AR EN, 1EOBHTY I X j OSBICLELRERE
FTRTHET 5 &9 IRt e s, 745, Attention
N=ZEFND L) IIEHRZ O 2 25§ 5
R <, PIERIREE 2 FV CEA O R % HIH 3 5
HadBE L, 72, S ATTBEGIC L TERS NS
AW OBIIHHEERE LTHDENE 2 5 AN &
S, MR Y MV ED AT A X L IZERR
TH5b.

PLEOMESEZR 2 12F £ 072, Attention X— AEF
Ve GCM BSHLDRIZRLE D TFETH L 2 LG nbh.

FMER LIS A, GCM 1, % 112 decoder 12 & 5
AN L RRGEEOEA< Yy 7 (CWM) DERK, 42
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12 CWM & ATJWiE L OEEN 2RI L 2T b~ v
7 (CCM) DR, % 312/59 A —% L ADMEREE (22
M- F v AIVFEY) 2V AR TOER, £\vw)
3ODERA N o THIREHIETHFLETH Y, HITHEE
B~y TOELMFENEEH 2720 TEERBEOR R I35
LNV EEmA L TB &2,

4. EE

REFLEOFEIEERGES 5720, XvF3x—rFT A}
HoOWgT—% % v TEREZ T> 72, AREH L7225
%7 — %1% CIFAR-10[24] 3 & OF SVHN Format 2 [25] T
bH5b.

4.1 EERETE
AEROEBRIHE L THOW LN AEEIZOWTETHY
T5.
(1) Fv h7—UHK
TR ZRERIIN 3 IRTEBYTH ALY, £y hT—
7 BEHIH O 72 5 3 — ¥ % Shared Decoder (3.3 i) 2
EEHLZ 5. M ORTIC Softmax [B)F F A, 85k
A% & L T Categorical Cross-Entropy (CCE) % w5
(W 5). Zya—FrrFa—yoFMefEitsE 3 1058
T. 8T X =D 3x3, 16, s1IE7 4V FH 1 X 3x3,
HWHF X AV 16, ANI4 F1%2KT (oE D
£%). BN (& Batch Normalization [26], ReLU I& Rectified
Linear Unit ®#H % 2N ENET. 7a -5 3515
L ADY, 11 205 14 1 Shared Decoder TH Y &7 T &
TSNS, B 15137 7 ARICHESNS.
(2) FBEMG
oy NI =7 DFREEER 4 ITRT. INLOF¥E SR
13 CIFAR-10 (2% 114 50,000 LD 7°— % % 45,000
5,000 ICFEIL, AiFEFET Y, BEEWRIET -5
& D P HIEEE A AT > THENIE L 72,
(3) EERIRIE
EERIZHWAY 7 b2 T BIUON=FY 272K 5 12
RY. EBRTOS 5 LITRTA2 ) 7 F7E Python T
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Class 1

Shared
Decoder

X5 FEERICHWZ4AY N7 — 7 M

Fig. 5 Network structure used in experiments.

%3 ERIAGAETY O— 87— T O

Table 3 Structure of Encoder-Decoder used in experiments.

BES | TR NI A—=X

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

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

g 5 Conv | 3x3,¢32, 52, BN, ReLU

z’; 6,7 Conv 3x3, ¢32, s1, BN, ReLU

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

9,10 Conv 3x3, c64, s1, BN, ReLU

11 Deconv | 3x3, ¢32, s2, BN, ReLU

o 12 Conv 3x3, ¢32, s1, BN, ReLU

§ 13 Deconv | 3x3, cl6, s2, BN, ReLU

2 14 Conv 3x3, cl6, s1, BN, ReLU
15 Conv 5x5, cl, sl

x4 FHEHEN

Table 4 Configurations for training.

TRy 7 180
Ny FH AR 128

Fa b Rk SGD

TR 0.1 (=R vy 7 100 & 150 TENE
A 1/10 12810 Fif)

EF—A B 0.9

AITALER 7L

T — X LR itk FAEAIZ 4 Wi 0 padding.

4 BWEOT X LYT NYIDH
L+KEFAT o E LT v,

FEEL T 5 [27], [28], [29].

4.2 CIFAR-10

CIFAR-10 & 50,000 Bt D48 7 — % & 10,000 FLD 7 A
b= OB SN AL WIGEHESY A7 DT — ¥ X—=AT
HY, BEZIZ10 7 T ZADVTRHID T NP E Eh
TWh, WEIE9_T32x 32 MWFED RGB 3ch 7— 4% T
H5.

4.1 Fi O FERREE & VT A TV, T A b

-

BT A%
%23 LT 90.43% D JEMEE 2 1572, ST 2 —%

4
3
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&5 FEBRICMM L 2B

Table 5 Environments for experiments.

(0N} Windows 10 Pro

CPU Intel Corei7-6700K 4GHz

GPU NVIDIA TITAN X

BHZEPREE | Visual Studio 2013, CUDA 8.0, cuDNN 5.1
Python(Miniconda2) / Theano / Lasagne

M6 RETFEL SVHN BifgI5w M L7255
Fig. 6 Results of proposed method applied to SVHN images.

1349 162,000 8 TH - 7.

X7 ICIELLSpHEENZT A MREIEOH & ZD CCM %
RY. CCM IZIEEDER L 57-0, EORS & EADBS
I TERL TS, HFEEO—FLvEEE, —FH
PIBEDS %27 5 212t L7z CCM DIED T Th 5. 0%
BIEFR L COM OO R L TwAh, MlloKHEix
COM D HBH L2 FTARATTHA, T/, EHEr I
A D CCM IR E 1T 72, GCM Tld CCM D ZE >
BWREDFF TG ARAATICRAEDT, OV TFTADAD
THREWPrEHHTEBBLZFHANL ZENTE D,

X 9 I2E 52V L OB D WTIR M & EFY 5 A
D CCM (722 LIEDRGDR) %R

4.3 CCM OEDEY %7 )y T UGS

32 THRAZEIICCCM IZIEEDEZ LY 9 505, &
ZCEOES% 7)) v 7L, 0 F723IEOBGICRE L7z
WEDEBEBIE L. F0OEIIIRT Ay hT—2
LDk 15 12 ReLU Z3BINL, FEEZRLVELZ. 20
L ET A MR T B 08B 89.91% Th 72, X8
WM B X 0% 27 9 A0 CCM ZRT.
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original  airplane automobile  bird cat

0.024 0.007

0.081 -0.033 -0.011

ship truck

0.010 -0.002

-0.019 -0.018

-0.040 -0.033 -0.029 0.000 0.124

FERTF % CIFAR-10 W28 L7284 @ Class Contribution Map (CCM) i

FNLEEDPEORS, TEFNEORS, BHEN 7 9 AR T 2RKY. ERr 7 A % i

TRT.

Fig. 7 CCMs generated by proposed method applied to CIFAR-10 images.

~“HENEEENES
cuENSSGENEN
2H0ENEEENE

8 FADBSTEZ ) v T LTEHLEEED CCM
Fig. 8 CCMs when training by clipping negative components.

4.4 CNN &DDFEREDLESE

GCM {3 HH D CNN & IER ) 7a—7I12h /87 X —
FRENN)BCHRITNEL S Wiz, RUI/NT A =5 D
CNN & i U COERE N 3 2 e R a s s,
FOMREEERT H720, CNN &L DOIEEREIT - 7.

I L7 CNN Ol xR 6, /87 X — ¥ B L
HREORBHREEAER 7 \ORT. FEEMHFEIE40E B
072755, CNNloAFLE & L CHOMfbEITo T 5.
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4.5 SVHN Format 2

SVHN (X Google Street View 22 5l S N7 KEEH =
DWH{E T — & N— AT, 73,257 LDFEE T — % & 26,032
BOTANT—=% %58, W 32 x 32 B3O RGB 3ch
T, WROBFAWET S 10 7 FTAGHED I A7 TH 5.

41 HOEREEEZHCTFE LT A M E2ITW, T AL
IR LT 96.19% D734 & % 1572

6 ICIELLSEENT A FEGEOR & ZFD CCM
(22 LIEDORGDOR) ZRT.



BIRNIBR ARG FEEEFIEESE Vol.10 No.2 1-13 (July 2017)

Il
E ‘

B9 JEili{gs X IEH s 9 2D CCM

Fig. 9 Original images and CCMs of correct classes.

F 6 EFEBRICMHE L7 CNN O
Table 6 Structure of CNN used for comparison.

I=Ei=y fe ] NI A—H
1 Conv 3x3, cl6, s1, BN, ReLU
2~4 Conv 3x3, cl8, s1, BN, ReLU
5 Conv 3x3, c37, s2, BN, ReLU
6,7 Conv 3x3, ¢37, s1, BN, ReLU
8 Conv 3x3, c74, s2, BN, ReLU
9,10 Conv 3x3, ¢74, s1, BN, ReLU
11 GAP
12 FC+Softmax

F 7 CNN & DIEHE R
Table 7 Comparison result between CNN and GCM.

Tk NT AT JLEREFRIEE BN E
CNN 164K 1 90.39%
GCM 162K 1.15 90.43%

4.6 ERODOAIRILFEE DL

CIFAR-10 DfUEM 2 W ICBI LT, GCM B X OfER
DAL TFEE HwCdifb~y 72 Bl L, ZONE
I L7z, B L 28513, Guided Backprop-
agation (GB) [19], Guided Grad-CAM (GGCAM) [22],
CAM [21], Grad-CAM[22], BL U GCM D 5 2TH 5.
GCM 428 CHE LAYy V=22 ZF0F FMHAL,
ZNLDHOTFET 4.4 B CTHHE L72 ONN 22512 LTl
b=y 72l L 7.

GB B L U GGCAM TILIEME 7 7 A KB T 5 & &
@o1=y MIFTLHRIB~Y Yy TEAERL, ChaxZoF
T ML~y 7L LT L.

CAM B X OF Grad-CAM TIXIEf# 27 5 Z12B L TR
L7zEAY v 7% bicubic filfiZ & o TAJJHE & [ U4
A XNZHR (Merk 4 15) L, SHIC8BA 7 —1k (jet)
L729 2 CAAWGEEMERE L b~y 72 AL
7o MEREOEGIEA~ Y 7 ANEED0.7:02 T
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H5. ZO—EDOTHALFNEIE Zhou 5 [21] 238 L Tw»
5 CAM OFEFET— N [30] ICEEFNLHDOTHY, CAM
B LV Grad-CAM (2 BT B EHEN 2o H L~ v THRH
vz, B 10 TR 24T o TW e WEIREED
BAY Y 7L FRFMETER L2~y T2 5R L 7.
GCM CIEIE 7 7 AL TAEK SN CWM B LU
CCM #ZDF FiR L7z,

RSN b~y 7R 10 1ISRT. d, KRHER
WAL= FIETRTEZELDE S OBEYHWTE
L.

4.7 TeBEEER% BV /-ESFM

24 HiTHRR72E B, WGEFEHERE EHIZZOM
PWrIRT720120E, AR & o ERE R S E L LT
WL ZEARkOENS.

L7255 T, WHULHER & B ROFME SV Z 5
Z LT, SEHOBIE IR L) Bl TOMBULFRLEOBE
BrEmLHIENReLEZbNA, FZTUTOLH %
S SEER 2 17 - 7.

1. WA Y VT =2 2T o I AGEE 4T - 728
EOGEREE BT 5.

2. 1. THWw/Zmga5EA v b7 — 27 %2302, wTHfLFE
Tt~y TERERT 5.

3. 2. THERLAZTE b~y 72 HE8 L, Thx s I AA
A7 ELTr IAGHELT>C, pHEBELELT5.
EHFEE L Cdm b Bz gt~y 7OLERD
MEEZ RV,

4. 1. BXU3 THHEIN/0HEEE HV IR (12
k) EET 5.

5. B SNZREERE AW CEBO AL T G
fifis 5.

AREBRTRTHRZR (13) D L) ITEHT .

(4) - (B)

Tt =

10
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BE“H

(a) (b) (©) (d)

10 GEROTHILTEDS L URETHEILB T 2 WHAL~ v 7O (a) Flig

-|-|

-

e oY
L

M | (] |

® (& (h)
(b) Guided

Backpropagation (c) Guided Grad-CAM (d) CAM OEAY v 7 (e) CAM D
AL~ v 7 (f) Grad-CAM OEAY v 7 (g) Grad-CAM Ot~y 7 (h) 2
FTFEOEAT Y 7 (CWM) (i) RZFEOTHIL~ v 7 (CCM)

Fig. 10 Visual maps generated by prior art and proposed method.

x®8 WL~y THSHEM LA T 2 HWTY 7 A5EZ14T o 7286 O/ HHEFE & el

Table 8 Accuracy and decline ratio in classification using class score calculated from

visual maps.

] o (mEA YT ONATNEGED (=) AJEBE D
i ot M) EHL~ T o ) .
"L Rk i e i MERA FRIRA
SREREE TEBEE SRRBE Wi OFRBE TR SFEE TREEE
Guided Backprop ~ 90.39%  84.76%  6.23%  84.85%  6.13%  84.76%  6.23%  23.98%  73.47%
Guided Grad-CAM  90.39%  88.33%  2.28%  88.18%  2.44%  88.33% 2.28% 8791%  2.74%
CAM 90.39%  89.80%  0.65%  87.11%  3.63%  87.39%  3.32%  30.64%  66.10%
Grad-CAM 90.39%  8821%  2.41%  86.74%  4.04%  86.37%  4.45%  33.00%  63.49%
REFEGCM)  9043%  90.13%  0.33%  88.52%  2.11%  88.14%  2.53%  90.43%  0.00%
> SEREREERAREWVIEERL, EEERIIEEA N EWIFER.
> KFIEASI TR D BWSEEE S 2 WV X Rl 4R T
> THRUIE FEOEEN AL~ v 7% TG 6 OB E 2 £
ZZT(A)BLIU(B) I b~y 7HERTFIEE 5
(A) Bf§EGHEA v N7 — 272 X 20 (FHERSE) ()§&7/7tkﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁ%n IZ& > T b~ v

(B) Wb~y 72 L Tr FARAIAT L LIGEDS
FERG R
EENENERT .

A7 — % & LC CIFAR-10 Z i L, 4.6 &i & kR,
GB, GGCAM, CAM, Grad-CAM, GCM @ 5 2D u[#f
(E TN T BaME 24T > 72, 7272 LAREER T, £
L FEOBEEN 2L~ v THEBRTFEISNZ, o
fLFETHW O N LML~ v THEETFE S 2hEhElE
L, EacMEFE BARMICIE, STHAILTFECAER
ENFEHAY Y TEHATUTO 4 o0 FkETERZEN
AL~y TEER L.

(M) EAYY T2 Z0FEIH L~y 7L LTHWS

(0)EA~Yy TOMEZ L~ v 7L LTH %

(N EATy T EANEGEOMEREGIC L o TR~ v
TERERT A, 4.6 BTk 7: CAM OREHER) 7 ]
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TRERT .
7272 GB BX U GGCAM T, Klo~wy 7220 % F
EHRYy TLeABLTHNDS
FE G RAT D NSRS & TedR 23R 8 ITRT. T
BESR AN/ S ETHRA LA B3 A R A L) S
LTWwa EWwz 5, TEAERDRE WIS, WHALRRICE
FEHREREDOF Y v THRHDH L EEIERT S,

5. E

m GCM % B =AJ#R{ED %R

B 7 (A) OBEIEHEBOWERE EL 720, @E OG5
HOWE, Eb 00U RESEMEE Lz i v Bl
4. LHL CCM % BIXE 2 IT—HERKT, Wi
EWNEELEATTOEEICL > THHELTWSZ LS
B G ARNS .

11
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7(C) TIXIEMTH 5 truck D12, automobile 12 %
LB U AS L H 04 . BT i T 3 2 3l LT
oL TWwWa—J7, fiEHEsaid truck D&E R L, A3
TREINEETWS, Thbb, WHRAD truck ~ & 54
L 72RO PG OEHTH - 722 £ 0% 0 5. CCM
FBBTLILETIDL) oL WREE 2 5.

F72, K6 I2BWTHEICEENLEROBTOFHS
P RAAHE ORFAIE L R &, SIS ST
W5 ZEDHERTE S,

(2) CCM IZHITZEDEDDINR

M7BLOKS LT L L, EfE7 9 A0 CCM I2iE
FRTEREREIR SN WS, EfDILO 7 5 2Tl
BEDVPL VBB ERL, 7T ATHOBNET /) 4 XN
ZWIREEL W2 4. CCM DED ST HRALITE RO Y %
MESELEPHLE N D,

(3) PEREEMETICOWVWT

i, 2L b AROEREETIE GCM 12
FRESN L) RS EBEORTIERSN Y, FAfEED
INT A =D CNN L RIFEOHERBEIBELNLTNS
7272L, Fa—FEEOZLTRBEISENT A0, W
BRI E TR AL TWVA,

(4) HERDOTREFE & OEMEAFTHE

10 # W TEFEoTH b~y 72 KT 5 &, (b)
D GB B LU () Hlo GGCAM Tl (a) FIOJF % & [7]
LHA XDy THELNTWE DD, FONEIZHEE
LRFTVdolidwnizzwv, (d) 5o CAM B & U8 (f) 4l
® Grad-CAM TR EEOVw<y T LPERENTH
5%, THODBERIN (o) HIB LU (g) FIOTHAL
<Xy TEEREPKREL R LD g 0h. Thib
L, ZONRIETHALTIEICE S & 2 AR E V. GCM
T (h) IO & IZEBIEE R LI A XD~y THER S
M, S5 30)FID L) ICFEEIEE OELHA LR TV
AL~y THEREN TS, L7225 DOF:rm,
GCM THER L2 #Ak~ v 7 (CCM) YR EiE DN %
b R ICHREETTRECH 5. FOKER, Wb~y 7 LR
E{E e OB LT kD720, THLFH:E LT
FFE LW WZ 5.

(5) Btz - ERFHE

F QI N, ARIMKEH L7420t~ v FHER
FHEDOH B, 350 FFEIZBWT GCM OTRHEED RS B
WV (EAVRE W) FERE o720 GOMIE (=) EEIRAIC
Lo Tt~y T AT iR CRELL AT 720
FEREIIBOTRERIENDIIBIRTH 555, EE
3ENLACE (1) BAY Y 72 20T FHWEER
(1) EBAY Y 7O EE B 725 boFi: Ly B
VB (TEEERAVN S V) 2R L7z, 21U COM D
LB L THLNE CWM b 72 CCM & [k 7 T A5
HICHE L Mg 2SS0 Ez N, —T, ()
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IMERA TIE GGCAM 25k d BWiER L o 72. 40
WMERAIZ46HCRLZE)ICa - AT 1 v 7
LEFEREGD, RELIC X o TESLEHE L I3EE
Loz oNs,

GCM & W TA R L7z #i b~ v 7 (CCM) 1ZhoF
& L TR R & RS R OTREEAVN S <,
ORI % RT 720 OTHAL T L LT GCM 25E#TH %
eV B.

(6) &

DboESZx5F 25 L, REFE (GCM) FHI{E5H
DWPAEFERT 57200 HALFHRE LTHEHTH Y, &
B OBAE TOHERD CNN 1245 FRS%TH 2 & it
SFo5NA.

6. F&&b

AEEGTIEEGE T EORM 2 IR T 5 720 DFr 72 2 v gL
FHERE L2, T2, XUFv—2 T A MNOEIERT —
¥ &AW TEORMMEZ iR L7,

47%1% ImageNet 72 EDO KB 77— & R—= 2 & T
IREE % A 2132, FEREOILHMIEISEA L %285 G 3 1E
EMERL TV ZEDPUETH 5.
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