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K1 FHAN7 MVEBLETONTDA X=VK

B 1iEA~AT7TofERLTWS., 2T, RRMAEIIME
T 2N Z K DT A MEHIOFAFEEG L 7o T
5. ZDES5IZ, BEROT R NEHOEFEER L U CGRE
GBI IR TLES ISR OZ e 2T ES. ZhE

TOWETIE, NTBEFALOHAICEY D X5 REEr

RIFTHEHLPICR > TVERY, LEALENSK 1 TH

72 & 51, WHcE { @7 2 MNEHNTH U CR— RIS

Bl FHIRI Y UTHRT 2 2 228, il WS BE T

YD E LB TH 2. 7 I TARMIETIE, SiELH

BT — &% AWM EZR 2TV, ~NTOHBINE

TAOTROFHIANE FHCHAZ L) RIS HEL D

i$2. 2O LT, NTIEHHZ Y2 KRS i8R

S—REe 3 EERMIRT. F£i, BHIFOELE

BEET AN, ZORBART ML v akERET 3

e koTATOREZMFITE, FHHZYEZRDZ

LIZORBB I BRT.

AHRDOEIIIATD 3 HTH 5.

o NTHENHFIN-Z = 2 —FLEFADHIEIEICS
Z 5B EEMNCHE LI HRIOMETH 5.

o SHEYEHBOMT —RITBWT, BEHIROELERE
ELTRBARZ PBIONERITRZITS 22BN T0
HEDO—Rrixb, NTHHHZYYE (Plausibility)
FRELIERS e EHLMIT L.

o BHMBDRHHEARZ FLD /L A DEREH N T DA
MIREFEL, BAZYMEROZLICOREE IR
S LT

2. MERE

2.1 FHIR—IHEHR

AWRTIEZ Y 7 AEMELZRD. =2 —FLETIL
12 & o THERZFRHYANZ PVERICEMSR L, Z0ZEME
THAIR— 2RO —FTH % kEFHEIC & - THER T
5. kEGHETIESAT X PEACH LT, ElEOEV L
Nk EOFIFREF ZEH L, 0o OFEFIHT L Z
NLVDEBRICE > TTRAVEHOZ NV ETHT 5.
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DT EARIICET. n @O HEFI2 S 7% 2 3l
DEEZ Xyain = {71, 22,...,0,} ERT. ZAHHEH
% € Xppain =2 —INVETFNL (Zra—&) fIZASL,
R 2 v h,, (BT 5. h,, = f(x;). ZOMEEF
THEBIES Xain ORHEHNCHLTHIL, R FLE
BHOEE Herain = {hy, hay, ... hy, } 2155, BFRAH
Bl 2iese D FEBRICRBANRZ ML h,,,  IKEHRT 2. 2805
DR 2 PAVRFICIE, EEBEAZ 12— FLETILDR
BEBONZ FARBEEZHVS. ZORET 2 M 2y 1
52 TR AL Grest 1& Dy, 725 BTz Hipain ICBIT 3
kA DEBEIRER D 5~V DEHHIC L > TTHIENS.

2.2 FRIOHANHEIANSHE & T OFHES E

BB T A O TR T 2FHIED LS5 2HDOT
HBHNEEH DD ? FIADT TR EEEREHITED 2
AITHET SN, WD BDREPZENTVS. ZOHT
% Faithfulness [13], [14], [15] & Plausibility [16], [17], [18]
PRHICIEEZHED TV 5.

Faithfulness (FB3M) : FHENCHT 28H2, €710
FEEOFHLEREZ EORERBL TW 302 R TR
Plausibility (ZX1%) : T3 230023, 21— —
28 5> TEDREEMEDONL 3D TH 20 2RTIE

2.2.1 FHIR—XEFILD Faithfulness

Z 2T, HIRL & S REHIR—ZHEER D Faithfulness
WOWTHER L. ZOMOHEMETIE, FIFEGIH T Z
NVDOPREWCEZNCERS 2. Lzdi> T, FHNCHEZE
WCERR U723 R 2 AR & 5 2 3, SEE o FHRLGRE
Z BT KMLTED, WZIZ Faithful A TH 2 &
Z%. PIZIE 17 2 RO 2o DBRELEINRES] 2; D Z
RAD y; 72072DT, ZDT A FEHNHFEIREIC T~ y;
ENE L) BEEEZS. ZOTRORILYE UL
RS 2; ol EWICH L, T2 OFIER 2; 17 2 b
B 2405y DEOLEENIRERITH D, Z DFIFEERIHD <
TV y T A NERNCHNE L) AL R S,
ZHIFEREOTHERDOEERZFHHE LoTWnd., DX
I, kIEFFED X 5 RHEHIR—2HEEmICBWT [Pl
Lz TEH) BRE-FROBRICH 2720, FHfhlickEo
< BFHIX Faithful 723FHE A28 5. BRI, 2O L5 %R
HENFEDS AR D 5 — DO DEETH % Plausibility %
W7z RFREIT5.

—5T, THZITSEFIL (X4 EFL) 2EANC,
TR 23R 52 270 (FiHO LD OHIET
V) ZHWS 7 Fu—FHFEET S [19], 20 ZOT7 TS
a—FTlE, XA YETLVOTFHZATIE LT, flET
AHBTFRNCHT 280HEZ T 5. o077 Fr—FT
X, XA VETFOAREBITU - 7= FHLERE % S K L
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TWARIEIE V. ZOFRFEIE ER L Z2FHIR—2ET
LIEFBITH B, BHIR—ZAETFTVIZZEDETALTHA
> BAE Faithful 2232 AR T2 2> Tn 3.
2.2.2 Plausibility D55 %

Plausibility OFEMli 5 iEEA —F > 7 T AFa > ThHD,
RIZWENL L= FEE RV, 20 X5 BEMROH T, Plau-
sibility IZEEDEHE KR H D ¥ LT Identical Subclass
Test [7] B3d 5.

F I HIHE L LT, Identical Subclass Test Tl &M
DWT XAV I5R 2 THT7F72) 2Wwd 2BED
TIRTNNVERODZ L ERET S, X427 7 RATHE
DY T I APBEREIN, YT 77 RD LT F R
B ons. fle LT, U Mg DRITHE TEEIE) o
ADDY T I IANDBGEEERDL. ZOK, T &
M) @2 200% 777 2& T8 2\WS & EDXA
YU IRARZEL, THRATHE) TEEE) 0 2200% 775 R
X TEDY) LV RXAL VT FRIBT S, ol kd
WERTES., ZDEIBRRXA VIRV T T T ADIF
1£ % Identical Subclass Test TIXMEE T 3.

iz, THASDY 5 R ~L% FAWTHHZ Y M % HIE
T5. BERINCEK, X4 V77 2DBEHRDA (LR L =4
TR TEY & TEOY XAV 275 R) ZHVWTET
AEIRT 2. ZLTT A MR, 72 PEFITHLT
Z OEAFEOFMEZEL T 5. ok, 7R MEFlE
Z OEEBIREGIH R — DY 727 5 2128 L TWIURIE
fRr 3%, EEALLT, ¥727 7 20BHRIIAEEE
L CHER I W, TRbb, XA V75 ADOHFE
WDADS, EFABEYRY 72752 (7 MEEl L FE
—OH 77 7 RAZET HlMER) roRETHITE S
HEMS TNV,

¥V 7Y 7 AD—HFE % Plausibility £ U TFHii$ 3
DOHER 2 EZHAWTHAT 2. AR ENTIRESELH T
ZPEFNTHLTRXA Y2752 T8¥) #IELL THITE
TW5. LLADYS, ZOFRNCHT 2B LTIR
INTV B REFEIREZR LS. EFl (EXK) T,
FRARNEFIEFETL ) ¥ 7275 28T %I
R LTIRRLTWS. —HAf (HX) T, 72X
FEBlE B2 T 0V 727 5 BT 2lEEG %R
fly LTIRLTWS., ZOBAL—F -2t 5T, %¥
Ui O 7 A MEHNTS 2 TR T oFEFNCR 2
DDEERHEL 57255, FiHE LU THERIIZIT AN
{, THhbbB Plausibility (FZZMH - fIFE) 2MEWFIIHIC
oTWs, MEDESiZ, 7RAMNEHlEFA—DY 775
ZWZET BEBDSTH, 75 THROVEFIX D D FHARIL
L T Plausibility D8R THEYITH 2 & 52X 5. Identical
Subclass Test (& Z DEKICEHSINWT, 77 7 2D—HKFEK
% Plausibility R 35 e U TV TV 3.
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RN EEETE %
‘ & @, ©F ‘ & TE#, TF

B> 1) 755 s
B ‘ A TE, B : .tﬁ "8h49,

K 2 Identical Subclass Test DIEF] (f£) & &l (5)

2.3 NTHR%
NTHRDEFERRICBWTERD 7 X +HH oS
Bl UTREE DI BRI B ICER L THE T 285
XL, @MRILEMCBOTALLBHIENATOWEIHRTDH
% [21], [22]. NTIFET BFEKICOWTIE, AHHZE
HZVD, KEpRMEME LTT—XEAOFNIGEVE
PIDNTIZZ DR TN EBHE STV S [21], 23]
JEATHSE [23], [24], [25], [26] TlX zero-shot 23774
MR ERA R R A2 IZBWT ZONTHREDREIZ X 3
FHIMRE DR ELHRE T WD, NTHTRIMEECS X
BB OVTIEZ L DAL BRI TWE—T, N7
WEHIR— ZFEACE 2 2 HEITHA S DI o TV L.
AIHFETlE Identical Subclass Test & HWT, FHH~N— X
HEFMIC B 2 N THRDERIN—ZAFHHICE R 2 8% E
BNCHHT 5.

3. DD v 3IER

AWFZETIX, N THHEHIR— ZHEFROFAMEICH L TY
DESRFEREZ 20035, —Ric=2—F1F
FNERACEGED LEFERICBWT, NThRET 5%
HiZbhro Tk, 22T, Hieoft GUAZE) %
X ERDS, TPDXIRELETTATBRETZOD
D) IANTOREITEFR—AMROTALEICED LS R
WERMETD) RHET 5.

3.1 EREAZEH

NT DFEEREIAN — AT FHI M O FE UL R &
BiclEb 2. EUERFEF, (1) SEFORH~R 2 b
AEBY (2) TR oD MLV ORELE % £ THEED 5
Wb, 1 OHOERICEHLTE, —a—J1VETL
EHOWTEERZREARY PVICERT 2720, ZOET
IV OFIRERIC W 2 LRI X - T, REINESN2
FHARZ PLVOBENRELEDS. 2 O0HDERIZEALT
X, FONTREARY MUEICE D & S RENREL ERHR
TEI & o THUEDIEN 2D D, B XN 2 Rl
HHvED B, Dbl e iifEds, RFETIEINS 2D
DBEFZEOWMD 5 2HEZELIERDSTHEITS.

(1) $85<FE%:
(2) |LIRE:

{Cross Entropy Loss, Triplet Loss}
{L2 BERE, 291 M, NEE )
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R LT, FHIR—R=2—=FET7 L OFIHICH
WSS IERER 7 2 R OBRBIRCE I RiF 5. BEOR
Er LT, LFidofRE{EWR3EREEED LT, 2hs
DAGDE, DD EFT6EEOETMIIBVT, N
7' Z DFHEN OB R ST 5.

3.2 BREBDOENL

SRS E T HMAIMNICH W 55 Cross Entropy
Loss &, HHIMORLIE Z BRI D A A FZHEKEIET
& % Triplet Loss [27] IZDWTEHT 5.

Cross Entropy Loss I3 T D X 5@ LEn 3.

LrossEntropy () = —tlog(Softmax(Wh, + b)) (1)

ZZT, 2HTHANRZEDIC, Za—FVETFTIL F BV
THBHHEF x % h ZTOFHENZ bV h, € RM 1T
L TW3. 2D h, = f(z) TH3. £z, W RMxd
WBEATH, be RMXI1IANL 72IE, t e R>M Tz D
1Ef# S~V DT 1 53722 1-hot X2 bV, M 327 5 &
Brks.

Triplet Loss Z W23l T, & 2FIEF « icxtL
T, ZheAL 7 7&x (IEHD KBS 2IHEG 2, & D
HLENEL 22 & 512, HcER2 752 (Al )8
TRAIREN 2 2 DL 22 X5 1CHIFRT 2 2
CHNE B,

LTriplet (I) = maX(O, d(hx7 hm+) - d(hw7 hm,) + m)(Q)

22T, B = f(0). By, = f(os) b, = fa0) EL, ()
L2 BERE, a9 1 VEERE, MO W R R T
meRWBv—IUERT.

PEEBEEZ TR TE, &7 —XtEy MizBWT
7 — X EOBELINE (L2 R/ 2 1 > B/ NEE) » €
FTLDFIIFRIZ W 2 18BI%1 (Cross Entropy Loss/Triplet
Loss) 2 ZNZNENZBTGED IHNTOHBEE W]
¢ [Plausibility GiBAZ4M) ) OEBO S ZITS.

4. RE&

4.1 F7—2tvh
FERCTIILENHR AT BLXOEIGDIEI A7 Z V5.
XEGF R ATl 20 Newsgroups 7 — Xt v b [28]
EHAWS. ZoF—xty NI TBIR % TR ko
20 FEBHD = 2 — A HEIL LK I NS 20 7 7 ALEDE
TRty bTHB. ZOT—XDIBEHLPIZT—XN
DHEEBN DR VT =X ERET 2720, 7—XNOMKBH
FERD 30 BEER A e T — 2 DA E AV, JIER O
1% 9937 fH, 7 A PEFIOENZ 1105 HTH 5.

L2 BEEECIRIEEEA N S W EHEBEN SV AR EN LD, 2
B A UL L WRHETREA R EWIHHELED RV & 72 E
N3, 22T, 3y VEMUEABEEIESA TR - 22,
L2 ¥R DN S WITHEELEN BV AR T LHITT B,
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BRSO 7T — %2ty b2 LTI, CIFAR10 [29],
MNIST [30], Fashion MNIST [31] D 3 2D F—&X+t v
FERW%. CIFARIO0 (3% DY) L B, MNIST &
025 9 FTOMTFOME, Fashion MNIST (X 7% AR 12 BE
TAE G HBREN, WIhD 10 7 7 AERSET —
Xty NTH%. CIFARIO D FIFEHF D% 45000 fH,
7 2 FEHOFNZ 5000 HTH 2. MNIST B X Of Fashion
MNIST O FIFHEF D F % 54000 1, 72 b FHHOEIZ
6000 fETH 5.

SENFETOEBICEVT, R#EEtXh T 23T — %
D5 B 9 HEIIHERF, DD 1E%ET 2 MEFE UTE
HEFToTWVW3.

4.2 ETFIERE

NENHETNCBEAAA =2 -T2y P T =2
(CNN) [32] Z Wz, HGEHDIAABICHE VTR, Hifl
ST E N 200 KIED GloVe N2 kb [33] % W, s
ICHFERZ PV OEDEH 1T -7z, CNN iZIdAh — b
YA X% 3, 74 VEDY A X% 3,45 & L7z Max Pooling
2iTo7z. BERORMEIZIE Adam [34] AV, FEERD
HIHAELX p = 0.001 & L 7.

H {57 FE 7 V1% TmageNet [35] THEIFE 21T-o 72
ResNet18 [36] Z W7z, HEIFEEFERADETANT X —
ZIZOWTHFIFRHIMED EH 21T o7z, TR HE
T DIBRDEHLIZIE SGD Z AV, FEEOHIHIEZ
p=0.01&L7%.

AFRIF 1 B 1 2 HBREAEITIE Cross Entropy Loss &
Triplet Loss DWW 2 Wz, 7 A MRIZBT 5578
THNFFREZ DT TN OERAFDRIIR Y bz VT
k=10 @ kEFEEZHWTITo 7. 2 TOFERIS —
FMEDEL 2 5 DDETALEZHNTTY, 206 OMEED
S AR R FEERE . U7,

4.3 FHEISIE

4.3.1 NTOHBRESVOEHA

FEATIRZE [21]) IV, NTOHBESVOFIREIER (3)

Dk, T A NEHIOEG L FH O EINHERD

fAEEENZ 020D 5 N, OFEE Sy, ZHAWTITS.

iy (Vi (i) ~ E[Ni)*/1 )
Var[Ny]3/2

LA EF OB TH D, Sy, MEEDOEREL & 2T

Hb. Sy, DBEDL LVDIEDKRHZ TATHFAEL TV

Y S B FE R IR AEE LS, BRI EE Y LT

DfED 20 ZHZ 2 LHALPICADHDP S BT INTHSR

BHELTWEEEZBZ LD TE S,

4.3.2 FREAZHMDEA

I LS DFHENCIE 2.2 Hi TR 7z Identical Subclass

Test & W2, FEATHSE [7] 16V, BIHEDZ 7 A5 5

SN, =
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VRLIZ AP L TENSRF—DI TR AT
ZE T, 20DRAA VI I REERTS. Filo, LAT —
RIZOWVWT W T ES T 772 LTS, DFD,
NERFEICOWTIE 1 DDA V7 AN 10 HOY T 7
SR, BHBGHEHIZOWTIZ 1 DDRX A 7 5 A5 HDY
TIIAWBIRD. RA VYT TRENRL LIz2 7 TR0
HOTRDEMLTWS TR MEFloRT, Bl LT
REINZBEFEEHIN, TRAINEFEELY T TIATHS
|52 Identical Subclass Test 128 2 HREE L 72 5.

4.4 REBHER

EERFERZR 111”3, Fashion MNIST O EEIZEW
T Cross Entropy Loss/NfE% FWVW7zKE 2 Sy, = 163.92,
Triplet Loss/NfE%Z FIW2IRFIZ Sy, = 164.34 72D,
THOTFT—XIBWTHNEZELRE L LGEICHEE
AT RELTWEZebdd. $2noDEMHT
T Identical Subclass Test DfEAS L2 FHEe a4 4 »E
2 BLRE L LS80 L TR RoTWwb 2
LMD, ZOMEIS, BURE: LTHAEEHW:
AN THRPE[R—ZFAICB 2 TSt
FELIETIRZHRTHEZ e hbdroT:.

CIFAR10 D EEE#IZB W T Cross Entropy Loss/L2 %
W7z IZ Sy, = 64.02, Fahion MNIST O HEERICB W T
Cross Entropy Loss/L2 & F\W/zIRIZ Sy, = 137.80 £ /-
THEY, L2HEHZHEUREL LIZSEEIBVTH VLD
DD TATVRRELTWB Zebh b, NEDEE
DATLIFRIe Y L2 Bl N7 Tld, CIFARL0 THED
TIFEAE L TR WERHIZEHR T Identical Subclass Test D
EPETLTWS DD, FHMITEANATHFEEL TV
WIGE DM ERTRERZITR SN D o 7.

5. 9O

51 NTEHOBR
SROEBTIE, FLRES L2 Bl X NI L7
BEDZODEETNTHEIERA SN,
5.1.1 RBEICHITZNTER
FTHEUREZNBICLEGACBIT 2 NTICDO0WT
B2, B 312 CIFARI0 IZBWTA TR o - Hh L 7
NEFAFEOEH e L TERLZT7 R FEH| 10 H%EF >
RLZH Y IV L0 REHR L. ZOERTIE
CIFAR10 @ 10fHD S _LD 55 THETHE, TR, Th 5w
71, i, TR D529 7253 2% 1DDRL YT 5 R
LLTe—YLTED, @KL TV 11 HOEBIZVT
NBELAA V7 FRAET 5. HOFEFIIH T IR
LT Ml S _RABHONTED, 5000 ED 25 2 +HH)
DS BRI D T2 % 2526 FIH Z OBIGE R L
TEIRLTWEA DN T IR oTW e B3I2BWTID
R B PFICEATVS 10 o7 R FHEAZVTHD
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K1 BF—XEy MBI —ILEIZIRTO2HPED

FTUERE (Acc), N7 DFAEE W (Sh, ),Identical Subclass
Test(IST)

TRRBEEL Cross Entropy Triplet
LR L2 cos WNiH L2 cos MAH
CIFARI10
Acc 0.90 0.92 0.91 0.89 0.88 0.88
SN, 137.80 877 149.44  3.64 4.41 150.35
IST 0.64 0.69 0.20 0.68 0.69 0.19
MNIST

Acc 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
SN, 4.18 3.38 157.48  3.18 3.16 164.30
IST 0.98 0.99 0.28 0.97 0.96 0.20
FashionMNIST
Acc 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96
SN, 64.02 10.07 163.92 9.01 4.04 164.34
IST 0.89 0.90 0.24 0.85 0.87 0.19
20news

Acc 0.93 0.94 0.92 0.94 0.93 0.91
SN, 5.15 9.91 63.30 16.72 11.77 61.60
IST 0.67 0.67 0.15 0.50 0.59 0.13

I\T DFIRSBH

NTBHIEREBITRAIET X ~BH HI552 35

E 3 CIFARIO iICBIF 2 NIED N THEH L T2k (TR
W) 1HEATE T A NE

=

Y
. Ii"_

lk‘ "l'-b':l .-'.

NT BB AR ECRAL T 2 < BHI INT DL

BITOSR i

4 CIFARI10 28} % L2 o N THF e TR Eobass (FHl
R 1SEAT T R NEH

B 772 Uiy DAAOREFITHD, FRIORILE LT
FREN TV B DOHEF) 21X S L L TR W E R
EROTWVWBZ B3
FIDNTOEHE—IEINTZX AL 7 T ADH
TR /ILDKREZFVIITEGNTH - 72. WEICEBIT
FEOF — 2ty MZBWTS /L ADBKEWEAD R
57,
5.1.2 L2 BE#ICHITENTER
T L2 FEER MR EIC LGS BT 27200
TR 2. B 4 ICHEDHE & Rk CIFAR10 2B W T
N5 TV BHEF e 2N R EEFOEF e U TERL
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x 2 FlEHOKE 1 & E THIF L 7258 O FahionMNIST 128
F5<%—Y L7227 RATO 2 {EREDFHIMERE (Acc), AT D
FLEE AW (S, ),Identical Subclass Test(IST)

TEREEL Cross Entropy Triplet

LR EE L2 cos MR L2 cos PAH
Acc 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96 0.96
S, 27.63 3.91 53.65 16.31 4.23 54.48
IST 0.87 0.88 0.23 0.77 0.84 0.19

TWBTAMEF10EE > ELH TV LD
DEFTLEH Lz, ZDEBTIX CIFARI0 @ 10 fHD Z 1D
55 IR, TRy, Th> w27, D, TR @5 o%
TR 1DDRAAL Y7 IR LTe—=YLTED, &
HLTVS 1L EOEHBITVWINDBRCAL V7 7 RITE
T35, AOHEHNE 263 DT 2 MEHIC X o TERENT
BOANTIWZHoTOW, ZONTOHEFNIY T2 L
T M PEIDHToNERTH 572, Z DEIGE R
B LTGERLTWS T A VEIERTAZ L, 7275
ZH THETHE S Tif) THAMEIBRDEENTED, Z0D
AT OEERTHORM Y UTHIHZL LI T0E T
EDHh 5.

DT TORT A FEFITO Identical Subclass Test
DFERNZ 0.642 TH o720, TONTEERLZTANE
fiilod AT Identical Subclass Test 21T o 7235& DEIZ 0.13
ThHhH, ERMTH L2 FFHRCEB T 2 N TR EFR—
AFHICERE R 52 TV Z e hbhb.

FRIDONTOHREHIF~—I I N X4 V75 ZADH
TROB/IVLHBNEVIIRERNTH - 7. oT—%1
MZBT B L2 Bl T DN T OHEFNIZ VT FIEE
EEDOHT 7 N LH/NZIVHBIH IR D LT W EHAH S
7.

5.2 FIEEGHKZERS LIBE0aH

kEBEEZ BWEHERIC BV TIE T 2 FHEEIOB L Ik
HHOMOBOFHARIIEHRRICHEICIR o TL b7
», FEISHZE R % LiBERERICHV 2 ER 0%z v
YTV LUTHIBT 2 Z L 3BBICEZONS. ZIT
Fad O LEESHEREL, JIMEGOREY > T
VI LTEBEDANT DMEIICOWT D 21T - 7z,

R 2 1CHIREHIOREH 1 B E THIR L 72858 OfiHR %
Y. R 1 ORGSR IR OFNEFI DR FL % 72
¥, HHHET 2 Z 2 X TERWD, 2 ToOFIHEE%H
WA Triplet loss & L2 BilE%E FIW2RED T DFE
SV 1631 L RKELBoTWB I bbb,
HH R ZE S U7=BIZ Triplet Loss & L2 ffEE w7z
BEDNTOREEEVHRKELRIBRE, ~—V T3
A7 Fashion MNIST % CIFAR10 IZBWTHEHI X T
W3,

B 5 Al EG % 18 F THIR L 7238 @ Fashion
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R 5 FHE[EZ 1EETHIRL 725 E D Fashion MNIST @

Triplet/L2 KB B3ETALDT VX LY—FITLDNTD
HEEEW (Sy,) TR (Aco)

MNIST O Triplet/L2 IZBIF 2 ET VDT VXL —RTD
L DOREFFITBI AT OHBEESG Y (Sy,) & FHItERE
(Acc) ZFE#EM L. ZO#ER%E A & Triplet/L2 IZB W
TATOHREEVWAEFILDOS — FIZXkoTRELEN
TWBZehbhd., —ITATOHBEEE VD RN
6T, EFTLOTHMREES — FICkoTELAYE
ftLTwinwZ edbnrsd. ZhE IhToE) »EF
N DFREREDEL 721 TIEHIWT Lo 2 HERTH 2 AHE
HERELTNS. TROLETFADOTRINER-RNIBFET —
R ETENZETATH o TONTBREL, kEFED
TR F 2 BN — ZFA D FIAZ SRR 5TV
THHAELIDHS. ZD X512 L2 HEfcBIF 2 NTH
FUFHEERCBERPBH N TED, 5% X D EHIcH
BELTWFETH 3.

6. FEOEHARE

6.1 EFIN—IHRICEIT S

B ZDX5%FE L0 2WIHHEEET
AOFHRRIOITRIZ, 2 —F L EWEEEF L DHFEI
BOWTIMDTEETH 3 [37). FHIRILEZITRT 3 Fik
FZIGICE D, TDOHTSH, 7R MEFOTFRANCHFS L
7IAEM T R 3 Z 8 T2 —FIT L - THEB LY
TS 2 HHIN— ZRFBIAEH E DTV 5.

6.1.1 AFESEMAZEAVESEHIR—IFE

Papernot & [2] (JEREEFRD 712, kEFEE L e
X2 TFHEMAGDELFEREREL VS, /4R
W5 BHEEIE R R D DD, Z—F— 1ot L CERN R T
DO FHDHEEEZITRTEZ 2 ER L. ZOF
FRELENFICBOTCHOENTH 2 Z b, BEOMEIC
Ko THESRTWS [38].

KIS [5] EEEDRINS Y ¥ 7R 227 Db D HEf
NR=—ZREFLERRELTVWS. ZOETFTILTIE, FE~RT
MVZER ETH % 7 A - B & SRS O RELUE 2 5
L, TOHEMERESHTFUINVERET S, FER
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FHHZIITHE T2 3D0ORININRNY VIR T DFHEER
PHELT, EENR= 2 —FILET L RFEOWREEZ RS
RS, FRHIORHE U THRIRED S WEHIN— REA %
R TEBZ LT

Khandelwal & [4] 1&, BHERYR= 2 — 7 UEEEHERIC &
IEFEEHAGDE S 2 THERERESM LT 2 2 2B IC
EWAREDRBETE2 2 2R L.

IS DFEIET NVORHEIC kEFEZEREEH L
TFHZET> TV B DI TIERVA, FRICHS LI
HHE TRORIE UTIR/RTE 2 I CARMSE TRV k
IHEEIC K 2 HEAIR—2HEm e H@E L T 5.

6.1.2 FFEFOF AT ZHEEEDER

Koh & [39] &I HEH B ET N OFHRERICEZ 3
WEOREZIZFT 2REBR VWS FEr e HIg, £
DEPKEVHEAFZ TR T 23 LTIRRT S 2 L
REL.

Pruthi & [40] IZFIMERFDET N DT X — X E{RIE
L, 2o z2AWTIIMEGLE TV ORKICE 2 258
ZEHAIT 2 2 2T, AT R LU CRtEEZMZ 0D
HEEOHHNSTELZ R LT,

Elnaz & [41] 3 FHIORILE LT X D EE7ZZH & 72
D 5 2ilREG 2 RE § 2 BRI R L7z RelatlF &
WO FEERREL, EWNMCENTZEHIN— ZFART =
5Z %L

Zhang 5 [42] 13 FFENI I IC BV THIFREE O TR~
DB DI EZJIHEFICOVTXRIETIE R L, AN
VOHATITY 2 THEEOHEMRESM LTS E
e L.

5 LB BE e W72 AR — ZFBH O FIEITEA
WIEDTONT WA D, THRIORILE LTHRRE 57
HEHNT, HEFMEBREZEREKML TV2EDbIFTIERY. £
D7z, S LDV kEFRIC X 2 HHIN— 2w
L HB U TR E N B RILHEF O Faissfulness DEIRICH
WTHERDRHIA D 5 .

6.1.3 HHIN—ZFREAD T

FHHIR— RIS 2 DRI E W, TRl
THHATED X SITFHETRE D 20D REERED
HEMHDEE > TW5. Hooker & [43] 135#E DI HA
D RO FHIIZ 1T - HiROE T L O TFHIERED L
BUZ & o TIIRER o FHNN T 2 228 2 51§ 2 FiE
ZHRELL.

S [7 1%, Plausibility OFHiifEEE e LTT7 A bHfl &
ARERN D 7 XNV D—HEZ HWIEEZIEE L, #H-D
FIAEFIR IS O W TN T 21T o 72, ARFZEIZB W
TiE, NTHRRVTHOFHHDZ Y5 2 2 728 D7
BIEY LT, EODHEEL TV Identical Subclass Test
ZHAWTCEHEIZIT o 7.
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6.2 NTHRICET BHE

NTHEORR DA (6.2.1 ) <, NTEHRODOM
B BHE (6.2.2 Hi) 1T K DRITHIZEATEE L T
Wwa3.

6.2.1 NTOEEFRHA

EERBICBII A NATHEHRIE, 7—XD KX A4 V&R
HITELDF—&ty b, XZAZIZBVWTHAIZATY
% (21], [22]. ANTDHEBLT 2 FEIZOWTIEW L D2 O
%e53% % . Radovanovié & [21] IZERITZEM T L2 FERE%
WG E A THAHBE T 2 8RNEREZRLTVS. &
LB BN TIE T =2 EG0HFD (F—=&FE) 12k
DZ L DF —XHBEFH LT\ spatial centrality & 5
SBIRBEEICHKAEL, 7 —XEADOFHINTNFIFREH]
PNATWZIHEDRTVEREINATWS. ZOBISHMERE,
T—2oPbe UTHERZEE L 5E1TE, L2 BEtics
WT/ VAN E VT = EPATIZRDR TNV A
DBIERERE & —8T 5.

FiAR S 23] IZFELIREANEOHEITB W T AR,
T =X DOHFLE ONFEIREVEFHBANTIZHRDRTVE
LERLIz. BADBIETE, WEICBIT2NTH /L4
BREVEAIDLZDRL T 2T, LITMIRICX2H
FRERE B 5.

6.2.2 NTOERICEY B3
6.2.2.1 T—AVEUREORUBIZLZINTREOERE

Schnitzer & [44] 1%, NTZERL TV L2 HEHDZ 1,
NTH BRI ZDEFEEHNCIEZR DI WE T S EFERM
FROIEAEICEH L. 7 — X MOEMEGRE, 251
TR ERAR O IENFIED B 2 A ITARNERELE D B TS
% Mutual Proximity & WHEIZER L, 2% EHE8
RIZHWSE Z TAHATOERESB LU katHED keSS
METhZEERLE.

#R 5 (23] I spatial centrality DHHEZFAL, 7—%
RT3 282X o THREICBIT 2 TR T
X3Zr%®RLT.
6.2.2.2 Shrinkage ZHF A L7\ TRROEH

HE S [24] 1% zero-shot ZEE D XRT, L2 FREEHICH W
THRRDZEMANT =22 EHR U, GBREDZERTO
T=ZDBE D TF—=2DOFLDE L IZEBE NS Shrinkage
LESBRICEHL, @ETON S EHIZER (X) »6IR
NVZER (V) OES (X - Y) 2id#AZo5H (Y — X)
215 22T, MBERRDO T —2EEG X 7 — XL
IESL ZEBE, NTOMBENCKIILTWDE. 20
Shrinkage % FIfH L7 7 OWIflFEOBEMEF=2—F 1
F v b % W7z zero-shot 23 [25] il D o FEME [26]
WKBWTHMEZINTWVS.
6.2.2.3 FIFFEFFOIRICEB/NTRKROER

Lample & [45], Smith & [46], Joulin & [47] IXHFERY
MLORERRE OB, NTRER L 56 0BEEEKST
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HIERICE RO KO KR E%Z T 5 Z & THFENRY bL
ZHWEEHEAR 7 ToMREA EZ/R L. Liu b 48] %
IR, EfRE SFEO~ Y F 7R A712o0WT, Fls
DEKDEHEF I T OB LTERIZMZ 2 Z 2T
NT DRI U Tz,

6.2.2.4 N7 DBFRFICET IAR AT DEE
6.2.2.1-6.2.2.3 HITE R LK T, NT ORI L -
TEEFRICE 2 TS LD X 5 ICZ{L Lz icown
TEIGHEML TS, 25 LEHFOFITHATHFHIO
PICERE R NIE T 2 e 2R, B X OEEMTRN
TSI WL OPTFELTWS. L L, kiEfFEE AW
FEFIR— 2= 2 —FVEFTNIZBNWT, FTHIMERER T T
AW, TERBHZZ S ICBHL TP TR M52 5 %
ZERINTHIE L2334 DHIZR D, AEFFELISMC
BIEE LRV,

7. BHOHIC

AWFE T kEfEE A WEHEN—2 =2 —F LT
IZDWNWT, kEFRERICEIT 2N TBRIFEHIR— ZFHE
W52 28R SiE0 T — X 2 W TERNICHHT
L7z, WHEZELRE Y LGS ICEREIT- 225002
BOWTATOREDBHNA X4, Identical Subclass Test %
FW2EHANC & > THEIR— ZFHORREZE L < 1872
5 Z DL ITR 5Tz,

L2 EREZ IR E & LS8 ERDOEMFITB VT,
NTOFENBR XNz, L2 IHEC BT 2N 7B
DEELHB L TRMTHE ZeBZ20DHDD, "NTER
ISR AT T R FEHNZBITF S Identical Subclass Test
DIEF KL o TH D, L2 eV T NS
HARDPEFIR—ZAFIHICEEEL2EZ 2 2 b o7z,
F L2 BB A2 NTHREET LD VX LY —F
WEoTKREL ZOREDEAVWDENT 2HRTH >
Jz. ZFAUTMA T, NTOREELEWE FHIMEREDRIZIX
BATE MBS BERIZ R S NS, THIERED BRI~ — 2
EFLOFFRMEDHT LS EWDIT T3 WAl BEMEAURIE
TN

IS DEREED kEFEE AV EHR—-XET L
KB ZNTHRIIZE LRI TOROVET B Z W
B, NTBRPEHR— RGN G 2 2 528 % B A I
HEDTHALPICT 2 2 25RO REL Lz,
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