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Abstract

Current methods for few-shot segmentation (FSSeg) have mainly focused on improving the per-
formance of novel classes while neglecting the performance of base classes. To overcome this
limitation, the task of generalized few-shot semantic segmentation (GFSSeg) has been intro-
duced, aiming to predict segmentation masks for both base and novel classes. However, the
current prototype-based methods do not explicitly consider the relationship between base and
novel classes when updating prototypes, leading to a limited performance in identifying true
categories. To address this challenge, we propose a class contrastive loss and a class relation-
ship loss to regulate prototype updates and encourage a large distance between prototypes from
different classes, thus distinguishing the classes from each other while maintaining the perfor-
mance of the base classes. Our proposed approach achieves new state-of-the-art performance
for the generalized few-shot segmentation task on PASCAL VOC and MS COCO datasets.

1 Introduction

Semantic segmentation is a fundamental task
that assigns a label to each pixel in an image.
With the advent of deep neural networks, the
performance of semantic segmentation has been
significantly improved. However, training a seg-
mentation model typically requires a substantial
amount of labeled data for each class. Conse-
quently, extending such models to new classes
often demands a similar amount of labeled data,
which can be time-consuming and costly.

Few-shot segmentation (FSSeg) has been
introduced as a solution to alleviate the need

for extensive labeling for novel classes. FSSeg
enables the segmentation of categories with only
a few labeled samples available for model train-
ing. Typically, FSSeg methods first train models
with ample training samples from base categories
and subsequently generalize them to recognize
new categories with only a few annotated sam-
ples. Previous FSSeg methods often adopt a
two-branch structure consisting of support and
query branches. The support branch extracts and
transfers information from support images for seg-
mentation in the query branch, while the query
branch takes the output from the support branch
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and query images as input to produce the segmen-
tation mask for new classes.

However, many FSSeg methods have primar-
ily focused on improving the performance of new
classes at the expense of the base classes. Recent
studies have highlighted that emphasizing new
classes from the support set can lead to a drop in
performance for the segmentation of base classes,
particularly when the new classes have similar
appearances to the base classes. For instance,
updating the models to segment a new class such
as a dog may result in the misclassification of base
classes such as a cat.

Experiments have demonstrated that FSSeg
methods struggle to differentiate between certain
base and novel categories. For example, previous
results have shown only 1.89% mean Intersection
over Union (IoU) on novel classes and 8.83% mean
IoU on base classes with a 5-shot setting on the
MS COCO dataset for the state-of-the-art FSSeg
method Tian et al. (2020) (refer to Table 2 for
more details). This performance is dissimilar to
human recognition, as humans can recognize or
segment previously known classes while learning
to recognize new classes.

To overcome this limitation, Tian et al.Tian
et al. (2022) proposed the task of generalized
few-shot semantic segmentation (GFSSeg), which
aims to predict segmentation masks for both base
and novel classes, making it more representa-
tive of real-world scenarios. Generalizing a model
to new classes while preserving its performance
on base classes is significantly more challenging
than the goal of previous FSSeg methods. The
context-aware prototype learning (CAPL)Tian et
al. (2022) method was proposed to exploit co-
occurrence information from support samples and
adapt the model to query samples, which is
currently the state-of-the-art (SOTA). However,
CAPL does not consider the relationship between
novel and base classes, which compromises its per-
formance. Figure 1 illustrates examples of base
class (car) and novel classes (giraffe, chair, and
stop sign). As shown, the CAPL model accurately
locates the boundaries of the base class car but
misclassifies them as trucks, resulting in a drop
in performance for base classes and negatively
impacting the accuracy of some novel classes.
Incorrect object prediction rather than bound-
ary prediction leads to the primary performance
drop. This motivates a focus on the labels of the

masks for generalizing models for novel classes.
CAPL Tian et al. (2022) updates prototypes using
support and query images without considering
their relationship, which may harm prototypes
for some base classes as the learned prototypes
lack sufficient between-class distances. As base
classes may have been well-trained in previous
fully supervised segmentation models, we aim to
discourage large modifications of these prototypes
when adapting models for new classes to main-
tain the segmentation performance of base classes.
Simultaneously, we aim to encourage a large dis-
tance between prototypes from different classes.
To achieve this, we propose a class contrastive
loss and a class relationship loss to regularize the
updating of prototypes.

During the training process, we model class
features into a set of prototypes and update
them using training samples. To prevent signifi-
cant changes from previously obtained prototypes,
we measure the distance between the current pro-
totype and its previous prototype and strive to
keep this distance small. On the other hand, to
improve label accuracy, we aim for a larger dis-
tance between prototypes from different classes.
To achieve this, we propose a novel class con-
trastive loss that minimizes the distance between
prototypes belonging to the same classes and
maximizes the distance between different classes.

Moreover, since the distance between a dog
and a cat should typically be smaller than that
between a dog and a table, simply computing the
Euclidean distance is inadequate. Inspired by such
intuition, we propose to model the relationships
among different classes using a similarity-weighted
heterogeneous graph. As shown in Figure 2, we
also propose to compute a class relationship loss
among different classes based on similarities.

The main contributions of this work are sum-
marized as follows:

• We propose a novel class contrastive loss that
discourages large modifications when updating
prototypes using data from the same classes,
while encouraging prototypes from different cat-
egories to be farther apart.

• We employ a graph network and propose a new
class relationship loss to effectively manage the
within-class and between-class relationships for
the novel and base classes.
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Previous GFSSeg Ours Prediction Ground TruthImages

Truck Car Giraffe

FSSeg

Binary Mask

Fig. 1 Illustration of the difference between our method and prior methods. In the FSSeg task, the model predicts only
novel classes provided by support samples in the form of binary masks for query images. However, this approach requires
prior knowledge of the support samples, which can be a challenging and time-consuming task. Additionally, FSSeg only
evaluates novel classes and ignores the segmentation of base classes in the test samples. On the other hand, GFSSeg models
predict both base and novel classes without requiring prior knowledge of the support samples. However, this approach faces
its own challenges due to the imbalance of training samples between base and novel classes, leading to a bias towards base
classes with abundant samples. As shown in the figures, even the previous method CAPL Tian et al. (2022) is able to locate
the objects, but it incorrectly labels the objects as a truck instead of a car. To address these challenges, we propose using
a class contrastive loss and class relationship loss to encourage a large distance between the features from different classes.
With our method, we are able to identify the correct class label, improving upon prior approaches.

• Our proposed method achieved new state-of-
the-art on the PASCAL VOC and MS COCO
dataset for generalized the few shot segmenta-
tion tasks.

2 Related Work

2.1 Semantic segmentation

Fully supervised image semantic segmentation
tasks have been proposed to generate dense pre-
dictions for each pixel. FCN Long, Shelhamer, and
Darrell (2015) is the first fully convolutional net-
work for semantic segmentation. Following this
FCN paradigm, many existing fully supervised
segmentation methods (L.-C. Chen, Yang, Wang,
Xu, & Yuille, 2016; Kirillov, Girshick, He, &
Dollár, 2019; W. Wang et al., 2021; H. Zhao, Shi,
Qi, Wang, & Jia, 2017; X. Zhao et al., 2021; Zhong
et al., 2021) have been proposed to improve per-
formance. However, the extension of these fully
supervised methods for novel classes requires a
decent amount of labelled data for the new classes,

which is often costly. To reduce human labeling
effort, this paper focuses on the generalized few-
shot segmentation tasks, where only a few labelled
images are required to extend the model for novel
classes.

2.2 Few-shot learning

In order to extend fully supervised image classifi-
cation to novel classes without enormous labelled
training data for the new classes, the few-shot clas-
sification tasks have been proposed. During the
model training, only a few labelled images with
novel classes are used together with the abundant
labelled images with base classes. To train the net-
work, most of the existing methods J. Chen et al.
(2021); Fan, Pei, Tai, and Tang (2022); Fan, Tang,
and Tai (2021); Iqbal, Safarov, and Bang (2022);
Kang and Cho (2022); Lang, Cheng, Tu, and
Han (2022) follow the meta-learning framework to
mimic the few-shot learning scenarios. Typically,
there are three different types of few-shot learn-
ing methods: 1) metric-based methods R. Hou,
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Fig. 2 The pipeline of our method. Given a set of support and query images, we extract features from these images and
use them to update the prototypes through prototype learning. The D denotes the dimension of the prototypes, while the
C denotes the number of categories. We propose a class contrastive loss and a relationship loss to increase the distance
between different classes while updating the prototypes in a stable manner. As illustrated in Figure 4, our method is able
to accurately locate objects and assign the correct classes.

Chang, Ma, Shan, and Chen (2019); Koch, Zemel,
and Salakhutdinov (2015); H. Li, Eigen, Dodge,
Zeiler, and Wang (2019); W. Li et al. (2019),
which compare the feature similarity between the
support and query samples; 2) optimization-based
methods Finn, Abbeel, and Levine (2017); Jamal
and Qi (2019); Ravi and Larochelle (2016), which
design a meta-learner optimizer to let models to
be optimized quickly with a few labelled samples;
and 3) augmentation-based methods Z. Chen, Fu,
Chen, and Jiang (2019); Z. Chen, Fu, Wang, et
al. (2019), which generate a large number of aug-
mented samples for the model training. Our work
is closely related to the metric-based approach,
where we propose a contrastive class loss and a
graph network to facilitate metric learning.

2.3 Few-shot segmentation

Few-shot segmentation N. Dong and Xing (2018);
J. Hou, Ding, Lin, Liu, and Fang (2022); J. Hou,
Lin, Yue, Liu, and Zhao (2022); C. Liu et
al. (2021); H. Wang et al. (2020); Xie, Xiong,

Liu, Yao, and Shao (2021a); T. Zhang, Lin,
Liu, Cai, and Kot (2020); ? is a task that
aims to extend few-shot classification to its
segmentation counterpart. Previous works such
as SiamFC Siam, Doraiswamy, Oreshkin, Yao,
and Jagersand (2020), Dynamic Few-Shot Visual
Learning L. Liu et al. (2020), BRIEF X. Yang et
al. (2020), and Self-Supervised Few-Shot Learn-
ing with Meta Heuristic Zhu, Zhai, Zha, and Cao
(2020) have treated few-shot segmentation as a
foreground-background segmentation task. These
methods have utilized various techniques such as
dense comparison modules and iterative optimiza-
tion modules to refine segmentation masks. Some
other methods such as MM-Net Wu, Shi, Lin, and
Cai (2021) and PFENet Tian et al. (2020) have
introduced meta-class memory and prior-guided
feature enrichment network to learn meta-class
information and capture similarity between query
and support features, respectively.

Recently, several methods such as
ASGNet G. Li et al. (2021a), RePRI Boudiaf
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et al. (2021), CWT Lu et al. (2021), and ABP-
Net K. Dong, Yang, Xu, Huang, and Yu (2021)
have attempted to reduce model bias by adapting
to the novel classes. ASGNet G. Li et al. (2021a)
adaptively determines the number of prototypes
and their spatial extents, whereas RePRI Boudiaf
et al. (2021) fine-tunes the model over support
images to adapt to novel classes. CWT Lu et
al. (2021) updates the classifier weights of a
self-attention block during both training and
test phases using episodic training, whereas
ABPNet K. Dong et al. (2021) formulates the
background as the complement of the set of inter-
ested classes and uses the attention mechanism
and a meta-training strategy to predict task-
specific background adaptively. However, these
methods do not consider how to harmonize the
distance between novel and base classes to reduce
the model bias.

In contrast to previous works, which focus
on improving the performance of novel classes,
GFSSeg Tian et al. (2022) proposes a new task
that simultaneously validates both base and novel
classes. In this paper, we propose a class con-
trastive loss and a relationship loss to handle
the generalized few-shot segmentation task. Our
method aims to reduce the model bias by har-
monizing the distance between novel and base
classes.

3 Method

3.1 Motivation

Contextual information is crucial for prototype
learning-based segmentation tasks, yet existing
approaches have not fully utilized the available
contextual clues from support and query samples,
leaving room for improvement. In CAPL Tian et
al. (2022), the model updates prototypes using
support and query images without considering the
relationship between them. Figure 1 illustrates
a situation where the CAPL model can locate
the novel class (cars) accurately but fails to cor-
rectly identify its category. This highlights that
the current limitation of current methods lies in
the prototype updating process.

To improve the segmentation performance for
both novel and base classes, we argue that the
distance between prototypes from different classes
should be large, while updates to prototypes from

Update 
The 

Weights

Graph (t-1)

Graph（t）

Fig. 3 The illustration of the between-class subgraph and
the within-class subgraph. Each node denotes a class, and
the edge weight between the two nodes is computed by the
cosine similarity of their prototypes. The solid red lines
denote the between-class edges, and the dotted teal lines
denote the within-class edges. The between-class distance
is computed by prototypes from the tth iteration, while the
within-class distance is computed between tth and (t−1)th

iterations.

samples of the same class should be small. To
achieve this, we propose a class contrastive loss
and a class relationship loss. The class contrastive
loss minimizes the distance between prototypes
belonging to the same class and maximizes the dis-
tance between prototypes from different classes.
Additionally, we construct a heterogeneous graph
to illustrate the relationships among classes and
define a class relationship loss. By minimizing this
loss, we aim to have a high within-class similarity
and a low between-class similarity.

3.2 Prototype learning

Assuming a generalized few-shot segmentation
task with b base classes B = c1, c2, · · · , cb and n
novel classes N = cb+1, cb+2, · · · , cb+n, we follow
the prototype learning approach of CAPL Tian et
al. (2022). For any class c in the support image set
S, the updating prototype ∆pc is computed via
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masked average pooling:

∆pc =

∑
s ∈ S

∑
H,W [F(s)�M(s)]∑

s∈S
∑

H,W M(s)
(1)

Here, F(s) ∈ RH×W×d denotes the features of the
support image s, M(s) denotes the binary mask
of class c for s, and � represents the Hadamard
product. The prototype for class c is then updated
at the tth iteration as follows:

ptc = γ · pt−1c + (1− γ) ·∆pc, (2)

where pyx denotes the prototype of class x at the
yth iteration and γ is a data-dependent param-
eter that controls the balance of the old and
updated prototypes, following the same setting as
CAPL Tian et al. (2022).

In the evaluation phase, a dynamic query
contextual enrichment module is used to mine
each query sample to obtain the essential seman-
tic information and dynamically incorporate the
information to adapt the prototypes to the differ-
ent contexts. Similarly, for any base class e ∈ B
that is contained in the query image set Q, an
updating prototype ∆pe is computed.

∆pe =

∑
q∈Q

∑
H,W [F (q)�M(q)]∑

q∈Q
∑

H,W M(q)
(3)

The dynamically enriched prototype pe is also
updated by a weighted combination of the orig-
inal classifier pt−1e and the query samples fed
prototype.

pte = γ · pt−1e + (1− γ) ·∆pe. (4)

The main difference between Eq.(2) and Eq.(4)
is that only classes contained in the support set
S are updated in Eq.(2) while all base classes are
updated in Eq.(4).

All in all, CAPL Tian et al. (2022) takes
advantage of contextual information of samples
from both base and novel classes to significantly
improve segmentation performance. However, it
does not consider how the update affects the
prototypes and the relationship among various
classes. To improve the performance, we propose
a class contrastive loss to control how the support
images and query images update the prototypes
in the iteration. Moreover, we also use a graph

convolutional network with a novel class rela-
tionship loss to consider the relationship among
various classes for more accurate generalized few-
shot segmentation. Our proposed approach val-
ues the contextual information comprehensively,
including both the prototype updating and the
relationships among classes.

3.3 Class contrastive loss

As the prototypes are updated when extending the
models for novel classes, it is important to control
how these prototypes are updated. In this paper,
we follow the framework of CAPL to update the
prototypes, but we propose a novel loss function
to regularize the updating.

Inspired by the work in B. Li et al. (2021)
by Li et al., we propose a new class contrastive
loss Lc to consider the distances among differ-
ent classes during the iterative updating of the
prototypes. Intuitively, we want to discourage a
significant change in the prototypes when updat-
ing them with samples from the same classes as
the original prototypes for the base classes that
have been computed in a fully supervised setting.
In this paper, we propose to minimize a within-
class updating distance dW computed from the
current iteration and previous iteration:

dW =

b∑
i=1

‖pti − pt−1i ‖
2
2, (5)

where b represents the number of base classes.
Meanwhile, we also want to encourage the

model to update the prototypes such that the
between-class distance dB for prototypes from dif-
ferent classes is maximized. This helps to make
the classification more accurate.

dB =

N∑
i=1

N∑
j=1,j 6=i

‖pti − ptj‖22, (6)

where N = b + n represents the number of all
classes.

The proposed class contrastive loss LC is com-
puted as

LC =
dW

dB
. (7)
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Fold 0 Fold 1 Fold 2 Fold 3 Mean

Methods Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average

PFENet Tian et al. (2020) 1.93 8.26 6.75 3.43 9.26 7.87 3.38 3.46 3.44 1.93 12.26 9.81 2.67 8.31 6.97
PANet K. Wang, Liew, Zou, Zhou, and Feng (2019) 7.96 30.50 25.94 11.72 29.72 25.44 13.26 30.08 26.08 8.63 37.21 30.40 10.39 31.88 26.96
CAPL Tian et al. (2022) 11.47 69.71 55.85 25.94 63.02 54.19 20.34 61.41 51.63 12.04 70.19 56.35 17.45 66.08 53.89
ABPNet K. Dong et al. (2021) - - - - - - - - - - - - 22.54 68.53 57.58

Ours 17.98 72.14 59.24 34.05 65.56 58.05 22.83 65.86 55.52 15.45 73.97 59.76 22.58 69.38 58.14

Table 1 Compare with state-of-the-art methods in PASCAL VOC dataset with the 1-shot setting. The results are
reported with mIoU(%).

Fold 0 Fold 1 Fold 2 Fold 3 Mean

Methods Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average

PFENet Tian et al. (2020) 1.71 8.69 7.03 1.92 9.82 7.94 1.93 3.73 3.30 2.00 13.08 10.44 1.89 8.83 7.18
PANet K. Wang et al. (2019) 13.15 32.38 27.89 18.13 30.77 27.77 19.70 30.05 27.60 9.61 38.52 31.69 15.14 32.91 28.73
CAPL Tian et al. (2022) 16.66 68.84 56.41 34.56 63.67 56.74 27.40 63.48 54.89 19.64 71.45 59.11 24.56 66.86 56.79
ABPNet K. Dong et al. (2021) - - - - - - - - - - - - 32.92 69.70 60.71

Ours 27.64 73.19 62.71 45.95 67.56 62.43 30.06 66.64 57.87 24.68 74.75 62.97 32.08 70.54 61.50

Table 2 Compare with state-of-the-art methods in PASCAL VOC dataset with the 5-shot setting. The results are
reported with mIoU(%).

3.4 Graph convolutional network
and class relationship loss

Besides updating the prototypes using the sup-
port and query images, we also propose to use a
graph convolutional network (GCN) to update the
prototypes by considering the relationship among
various prototypes. For this purpose, a graph is
built, including a between-class sub-graph and a
within-class sub-graph. Each prototype of a class
serves as a node in the graph. The edge between
two nodes/prototypes measures the cosine simi-
larity of the two prototypes. For the between-class
sub-graph: the edge is computed with the cosine
similarity of the two classes’ prototypes in the cur-
rent iteration. For the within-class sub-graph, the
edge is computed as the cosine similarity of the
prototypes before and after the GCN update. We
propose to compute class relationship loss from
the prototypes to boost the segmentation accu-
racy, which includes a cross-class similarity loss
and a self-similarity loss.

3.4.1 Cross-class similarity loss

GivenN classes, we construct a between-class sub-
graph GB = (V,EB), where V denotes prototypes
computed from the different classes, EB(pi,pj)
denotes the edge between two prototypes pi and
pj , which is computed as the cosine similarity
between pi and pj , i 6= j:

EB(pi,pj) =
pTi pj

‖pi‖2 · ‖pj‖2
, (8)

where T denotes the transpose.
Then, we then apply the softmax for each pi

to normalize its pairwise correlation with other
prototypes by

SBi =
exp(EB(pi,pj))∑

j∈N,j 6=i exp(EB(pi,pj))
. (9)

After building the graph with the pairwise cor-
relation, we will perform the message passing
among the graph to enhance the prototypes before
obtaining the final segmentation prediction.

p′i = SBi

N∑
j=1,j 6=i

wi,j · pi, (10)

where wi,j denotes the learnable weight for the
edge between pi and pj for the between-class sub-
graph.

With the updated prototypes p′i, following
Tian et al. (2022); K. Wang et al. (2019), we fur-
ther adopt cosine similarity as the distance metric
φ to yield output O for pixels in query sample q
as:

O = argmax
i

exp(α · φ(F(q),p′
i))∑

j exp(α · φ(F(q),p′
j)
, (11)

where F(q) denotes the feature maps of query
image q, i denotes the class number and α is
empirically set to 10 in all experiments similar to
that in Tian et al. (2022); K. Wang et al. (2019).
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Fold 0 Fold 1 Fold 2 Fold 3 Mean

Methods Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average

CAPL Tian et al. (2022) 5.25 38.93 30.62 9.16 44.56 35.82 6.93 47.88 37.77 9.12 46.27 37.10 7.61 44.41 35.33

Ours 6.64 41.82 33.13 10.00 47.12 37.95 9.28 50.26 40.08 9.40 48.38 38.76 8.83 46.89 37.48

Table 3 Compare with state-of-the-art methods in COCO dataset with the 1-shot setting. The results are reported with
mIoU(%).

Fold 0 Fold 1 Fold 2 Fold 3 Mean

Methods Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average

CAPL Tian et al. (2022) 6.49 39.27 31.18 13.97 44.91 37.27 10.63 48.27 38.97 13.01 47.22 38.78 11.02 44.92 36.31
Ours 9.23 41.83 33.78 15.25 47.66 39.66 12.13 50.11 40.73 14.13 48.82 40.26 12.69 47.11 40.22

Table 4 Compare with state-of-the-art methods in COCO dataset with the 5-shot setting.The results are reported with
mIoU(%).

Hence, we define a cross-class similarity loss
for between-class proximity as:

LB = CE(O, y), (12)

where the CE(·) denotes the cross-entropy loss
and the y denotes the ground truth of the query
image.

3.4.2 Self-similarity loss

Within each class, the update of the prototype
shall be small to make the model stable. Similarly
to that in Eq. (8), we compute the cosine similar-
ity between the current prototype pti and previous
prototype pt−1i as:

EW (pt−1i ,pti) =
(pt−1i )Tpti

‖pt−1i ‖2 · ‖pti‖2
, (13)

where T denotes the transpose.
Then, we apply the softmax for each class pi

to normalize its pairwise correlation by

SW =
exp(EW (pti,p

t−1
i ))∑N

j=1 exp(EW (ptj ,p
t−1
j ))

. (14)

Similar to that in Eq. (10) and Eq. (11), we
also compute O′. We define a self-similarity loss
for the within-class proximity as:

LW = CE(O′, y). (15)

Combining Eq. (15) with Eq. (12), we obtain the
class relationship loss as

LR = LB + LW . (16)

3.5 Overall loss

The overall loss function is computed as

L = Ls + λ1 · LC + λ2 · LR, (17)

where Ls denotes the loss of segmentation task,
same as that in Tian et al. (2022). λ1 and λ2
control the balances of the new proposed losses.
In this paper, we empirically set λ1=λ2=1.

4 Experiments

4.1 Dataset and evaluation metric

We conducted extensive validation experiments
on the PASCAL VOC 2012 dataset Evering-
ham, Van Gool, Williams, Winn, and Zisserman
(2010) and MS COCO dataset Lin et al. (2014).
To validate our method on GFSSeg, following
CAPL Tian et al. (2022), we split the object
categories into 4 folds for cross-validation, with
three for training and one for testing. We use the
standard mean intersection-over-union (mIoU) as
our evaluation metric to validate our methods.
More details about the dataset information and
the evaluation metric can be found in Tian et al.
(2022). To further evaluate our method, follow-
ing previous methods Gairola, Hemani, Chopra,
and Krishnamurthy (2020); G. Li et al. (2021b);
X. Li, Wei, Chen, Tai, and Tang (2020); B. Liu,
Ding, Jiao, Ji, and Ye (2021); W. Liu, Kong, Hung,
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Methods
Fold 0 Fold 1 Fold 2 Fold 3 Mean

1
-sh

o
t

Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average

Baseline 11.46 69.71 55.85 25.94 63.02 54.19 20.34 61.41 51.63 12.04 70.19 56.35 17.45 66.08 53.89
+ LW 15.84+4.38 72.84+3.13 59.27+3.42 33.14+7.20 65.84+2.82 57.96+3.77 22.81+2.47 64.97+3.56 54.93+3.30 16.18+4.14 73.00+2.81 59.02+2.67 21.99+4.54 69.16+3.08 57.79+3.90

+ LB 17.71+6.25 72.08+2.37 59.01+3.16 33.61+7.67 65.58+2.56 58.01+3.82 22.86+2.52 65.32+3.91 55.21+3.58 15.42+3.38 73.22+3.03 59.46+3.11 22.40+4.95 69.05+2.97 57.92+4.03

+ LW + LB 17.80+6.34 72.18+2.47 59.11+3.26 33.34+7.40 65.76+2.74 58.04+3.85 22.97+2.63 65.24+3.83 55.17+3.54 13.63+1.59 73.88+3.69 59.54+3.19 21.94+4.49 69.26+3.18 57.96+4.07

+ LC 17.43+5.97 70.07+0.36 57.78+1.93 29.53+3.59 65.17+2.15 56.69+2.50 20.20−0.14 63.61+2.20 53.27+1.64 14.23+2.19 73.04+2.85 59.04+2.69 20.35+2.90 67.97+1.89 56.69+2.80

+ LC + LB 15.66+4.20 72.28+2.57 58.80+2.95 32.31+6.37 65.60+2.58 57.68+3.49 21.73+1.39 64.16+2.75 54.06+2.43 14.21+2.17 73.15+2.96 59.12+2.77 20.98+3.53 68.80+2.72 57.41+3.52

+ LC + LW 17.76+6.30 72.18+2.47 59.14+3.29 33.82+7.88 64.63+1.61 57.29+3.10 21.48+1.14 64.81+3.40 54.49+2.86 14.05+2.01 73.91+3.72 59.66+3.31 21.78+4.33 68.88+2.80 57.64+3.75

+ LC + LW + LB 17.98+6.52 72.13+2.42 59.24+3.39 34.05+8.11 65.55+2.53 58.05+3.86 22.83+2.49 65.87+4.46 55.52+3.89 15.45+3.41 73.97+3.78 59.76+3.41 22.58+5.13 69.38+3.30 58.14+4.25

5
-sh

o
ts

Baseline 16.66 68.84 56.41 34.56 63.67 56.74 27.40 63.48 54.89 19.64 71.45 59.11 24.56 66.86 56.79
+ LW 26.93+10.27 72.54+3.70 61.68+5.27 43.64+9.08 67.05+3.38 61.47+4.73 30.03+2.63 66.22+2.74 57.60+2.71 22.89+3.25 73.51+2.06 61.46+2.35 30.87+6.31 69.83+2.97 60.55+3.76

+ LB 26.87+10.21 72.60+3.76 61.71+5.30 44.25+9.69 66.93+3.26 61.53+4.79 32.18+4.78 66.63+3.15 58.43+3.54 22.89+3.25 73.51+2.06 61.46+2.35 31.55+6.99 69.92+3.06 60.78+3.99

+ LB + LW 27.53+10.87 72.24+3.40 61.60+5.19 46.01+11.45 66.73+3.06 61.80+5.06 30.87+3.47 66.61+3.13 58.10+3.21 24.27+4.63 74.00+2.55 62.16+3.05 32.17+7.61 69.90+3.04 60.91+4.12

+ LC 23.84+7.18 71.70+2.86 60.30+3.89 42.25+7.69 65.76+2.09 60.17+3.43 27.46+0.06 64.83+1.35 55.93+1.04 22.16+2.52 73.40+1.95 61.20+2.09 28.93+4.37 68.92+2.06 59.40+2.61

+ LC + LW 26.12+9.46 72.68+3.84 61.60+5.19 45.16+10.60 67.52+3.85 62.20+5.46 29.18+1.78 65.60+2.12 57.08+2.19 22.42+2.78 74.04+2.59 61.75+2.64 30.72+6.16 69.96+3.10 60.66+3.87

+ LC + LB 22.90+6.24 73.51+4.67 61.46+5.05 46.38+11.82 66.44+2.77 61.67+4.93 29.58+2.18 65.66+2.18 57.12+2.23 24.85+5.21 73.66+2.21 62.04+2.93 30.93+6.37 69.82+2.96 60.57+3.78

+ LC + LB + LW 27.64+10.98 73.19+4.35 62.71+6.30 45.95+11.39 67.56+3.89 62.43+5.69 30.06+2.66 66.64+3.16 57.87+2.98 24.68+5.04 74.75+3.30 62.97+3.86 32.08+7.52 70.54+3.68 61.50+4.71

Table 5 Ablation study for the effectiveness of proposed losses (LC , LW , and LB) using the PASCAL VOC dataset. The
baseline is the CAPL Tian et al. (2022). The results are reported under both 1-shot and 5-shot settings with mIoU(%).

[1.5pt]
Methods

Fold 0 Fold 1 Fold 2 Fold 3 Mean

1
-sh

o
t

Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average Novel Base Average

Baseline 11.46 69.71 55.85 25.94 63.02 54.19 20.34 61.41 51.63 12.04 70.19 56.35 17.45 66.08 53.89
+ Lh 17.22+5.76 72.32+2.61 59.24+3.39 33.04+7.10 65.87+2.85 58.03+3.84 24.14+3.80 64.90+3.49 55.20+3.57 14.24+2.20 72.97+2.78 58.98+2.63 22.16+4.71 69.01+2.93 57.86+3.97

+ LB + LW 17.80+6.34 72.18+2.47 59.11+3.26 33.34+7.40 65.76+2.74 58.04+3.85 22.97+2.63 65.24+3.83 55.17+3.54 13.63+1.59 73.88+3.69 59.54+3.19 21.94+4.49 69.26+3.18 57.96+4.07

+ LC + Lh 17.61+6.15 70.82+1.11 58.04+2.19 34.10+8.16 65.54+2.52 58.00+3.81 21.17+0.83 64.17+2.76 53.80+2.17 12.73+0.69 73.34+3.15 58.91+2.56 21.40+3.95 68.47+2.39 57.19+3.30

+ LC + LB + LW 17.98+6.52 72.13+2.42 59.24+3.39 34.05+8.11 65.55+2.53 58.05+3.86 22.83+2.49 65.87+4.46 55.52+3.89 15.45+3.41 73.97+3.78 59.76+3.41 22.58+5.13 69.38+3.30 58.14+4.25

5
-sh

o
ts

Baseline 16.66 68.84 56.41 34.56 63.67 56.74 27.40 63.48 54.89 19.64 71.45 59.11 24.56 66.86 56.79
+ Lh 25.30+8.64 72.83+3.99 61.52+5.11 43.21+8.65 67.03+3.36 61.36+4.62 27.79+0.39 66.12+2.64 56.99+2.10 24.48+4.84 74.27+2.82 62.41+3.30 30.20+5.64 70.06+3.20 60.57+3.78

+ LW + LB 27.53+10.87 72.24+3.40 61.60+5.19 46.01+11.45 66.73+3.06 61.80+5.06 30.87+3.47 66.61+3.13 58.10+3.21 24.27+4.63 74.00+2.55 62.16+3.05 32.17+7.61 69.90+3.04 60.91+4.12

+ LC + Lh 22.83+6.17 74.10+5.26 61.90+5.49 44.01+9.45 65.96+2.29 60.74+4.00 27.79+0.39 66.15+2.67 57.02+2.13 24.00+4.36 73.74+2.29 61.90+2.79 29.66+5.10 69.99+3.13 60.39+3.60

+ LC + LB + LW 27.64+10.98 73.19+4.35 62.71+6.30 45.95+11.39 67.56+3.89 62.43+5.69 30.06+2.66 66.64+3.16 57.87+2.98 24.68+5.04 74.75+3.30 62.97+3.86 32.08+7.52 70.54+3.68 61.50+4.71

Table 6 Ablation study for the Learnable-edge (LW , and LB) and Fixed-edge (Lh) for our proposed class relationship
loss. All results are reported with the PASCAL VOC dataset under both 1-shot and 5-shot settings with mIoU(%).

and Lin (2021); W. Liu, Lin, Zhang, and Liu
(2020); W. Liu, Wu, et al. (2021); W. Liu, Zhang,
Ding, Hung, and Lin (2021); W. Liu, Zhang, Lin,
Hung, and Miao (2020); W. Liu, Zhang, Lin, and
Liu (2020, 2022); Y. Liu, Zhang, Zhang, and He
(2020); Min, Kang, and Cho (2021a); Ouyang
et al. (2020); L. Yang, Zhuo, Qi, Shi, and Gao
(2021a); B. Zhang, Xiao, and Qin (2021a); Zhuge
and Shen (2021), we also evaluate our method on
FSSeg task with standard mean intersection-over-
union (mIoU) as our evaluation metric.

4.2 Comparison with generalized
few-shot segmentation methods

To evaluate our method against other GFSSeg
methods, we first compare it with the cur-
rent state-of-the-art method CAPL Tian et al.
(2022). We apply four-fold cross-validation and
compute the accuracy for both novel and base
classes for each fold. Additionally, we adapt the
FSSeg methods PFENet Tian et al. (2020) and
PANet K. Wang et al. (2019) to the GFSSeg
task and validate them on the PASCAL VOC
dataset for a better understanding of the perfor-
mance of previous FSSeg methods in this new
task (GFSSeg). If not explicitly stated otherwise,
we utilize the ResNet50 as the backbone for all
experiments.

PASCAL VOC. Table 1 and Table 2 show the
comparison results between our method and other
methods under the 1-shot and 5-shot settings on
the PASCAL VOC dataset, respectively. We can
see that our method outperforms the state-of-the-
art CAPL by an average of 4.25% and 4.71%
in the 1-shot and 5-shot settings, respectively.
Additionally, it is also observed that previous
methods, such as PFENetTian et al. (2020) and
PANetK. Wang et al. (2019) work poorly when
extended for GFSSeg tasks.
MS COCO. Table 3 and Table 4 show the com-
parison between the proposed method and CAPL
in the 1-shot and 5-shot settings on the MS COCO
dataset. Our method outperforms CAPL by 2.15%
and 3.90% in the two different settings. It is worth
noting that all the results are obtained using the
original publicly available codes from the authors
with default training configurations.
The qualitative comparison examples.
Figure 4 provides a qualitative comparison
between our method and the state-of-the-art
CAPL Tian et al. (2022). We can see that, in
most cases, both the CAPL and our proposed
method are able to locate the object well. How-
ever, the CAPL often predicts a wrong class label
of the objects. With our proposed method using
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Methods Venue Backbone
PASCAL COCO

1-Shot 5-Shot 1-Shot 5-Shot

PANet K. Wang et al. (2019) ICCV-19 Res-50 48.1 55.7 20.9 29.7
PFENet Tian et al. (2020) TPAMI-20 Res-50 60.8 61.9 32.1 37.5
ASGNet G. Li et al. (2021a) CVPR-21 Res-50 59.3 63.9 34.5 42.5
SCL B. Zhang, Xiao, and Qin (2021b) CVPR-21 Res-50 61.8 62.9 - -
SAGNN Xie, Liu, Xiong, and Shao (2021) CVPR-21 Res-50 62.1 62.8 - -
RePri Boudiaf et al. (2021) CVPR-21 Res-50 59.1 66.8 34.0 42.1
CWT Lu et al. (2021) ICCV-21 Res-50 56.4 63.7 32.9 41.3
MMNet Wu et al. (2021) ICCV-21 Res-50 61.8 63.4 37.5 38.2
CMN Xie, Xiong, Liu, Yao, and Shao (2021b) ICCV-21 Res-50 62.8 63.7 39.3 43.1
Mining L. Yang, Zhuo, Qi, Shi, and Gao (2021b) ICCV-21 Res-50 62.1 66.1 33.9 40.6
HSNet Min, Kang, and Cho (2021b) ICCV-21 Res-50 64.0 69.5 39.2 46.9
CAPL Tian et al. (2020) CVPR-22 Res-50 62.2 67.1 39.8 48.3

Ours Res-50 63.4 67.6 40.3 48.9

PFENet Tian et al. (2020) TPAMI-20 Res-101 60.1 61.4 32.4 37.4
SAGNN Xie, Liu, et al. (2021) CVPR-21 Res-101 - - 37.2 42.7
ASGNet G. Li et al. (2021a) CVPR-21 Res-101 59.3 64.4 - -
CWTLu et al. (2021) ICCV-21 Res-101 58.0 64.7 32.4 42.0
MiningL. Yang et al. (2021b) ICCV-21 Res-101 62.6 68.8 36.4 44.4
HSNet Min et al. (2021b) ICCV-21 Res-101 66.2 70.4 41.2 49.5
CAPL Tian et al. (2020) CVPR-22 Res-101 63.6 68.9 42.8 50.4

Ours Res-101 64.1 69.4 43.0 50.6

Table 7 Comparison with FS-Seg methods where only the novel classes are required to be identified in PASCAL VOC
and MS COCO datasets. The bold font shows the best, and the underline shows the second. The results are reported
with mIoU(%).

Images CAPL Ours Ground Truth Images CAPL Ours Ground Truth

Fig. 4 Our qualitative examples on the PASCAL VOC and the MS COCO dataset. The first two rows are the results from
PASCAL VOC, and the last two rows are the results from the MS COCO dataset. The qualitative examples are obtained
under the 1-shot setting. Most of the time, the prediction of the previous method CAPL Tian et al. (2022) is able to locate
the objects. However, the prediction is not able to identify the class of the objects. Our prediction is able to locate the
objects and identify the corresponding classes accurately.

both class contrastive loss and class relationship
loss, we are able to obtain more accurate results.

4.3 Ablation study

Effectiveness of the class contrastive loss.
We conduct ablation experiments to show the
effectiveness of our proposed class contrastive loss.
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Table 5 shows the mIoU results in the 1-shot
and 5-shot settings. With class contrastive loss
(denoted as “+LC”), we can see that ours can out-
perform the baseline by 2.80% under the 1-shot
setting and 2.61% under the 5-shot setting, which
suggests that class contrastive loss is able to help
the model to obtain better feature representations
and facilitate the model training. We use the pro-
totype learning from CAPL Tian et al. (2022) as
our baseline.
Effectiveness of the class relationship loss.
We also conducted experiments to demonstrate
the effectiveness of our proposed class relationship
loss. The results are summarized in Table 5. We
can see that the self-similarity loss LW improves
performance by 3.90% and 3.76% compared to
the baseline in the 1-shot and 5-shot settings,
respectively. Notably, for the novel class of fold
0, our self-similarity loss brings a 10.27% mIoU
improvement over the baseline in the 5-shot set-
ting. The cross-class similarity loss LB improves
performance by 4.03% and 3.99% in the two dif-
ferent settings. Notably, for the novel class of
fold 0, our cross-similarity loss brings a 10.21%
mIoU improvement over the baseline in the 5-shot
setting.

By combining these three losses (LC , LW , and
LB), our proposed method improves performance
by 4.25% and 4.71% compared to the baseline in
the two settings.
Learnable-edge vs. Fixed-edge In addition,
we also evaluated a variant of the class relation-
ship loss. In Section 3.4, the edges are obtained
in a learnable way, but the edges can also be pre-
defined with fixed weights. We refer to this type
of class relationship loss as “Lh”. In this imple-
mentation, we set all weights to 1. As shown in
Table 6, we can see that the class relationship
loss with fixed edges also improves performance
over the baseline. Furthermore, our method with
learnable edges is able to outperform the fixed-
edge style, further validating the effectiveness of
the proposed losses.

4.4 Comparison with few-shot
segmentation

In addition to GFSSeg, we also evaluated our
method on the FSSeg task, which is a specific case
of the GFSSeg task. Specifically, only one class is
designated as the target class for model prediction.

As shown in Table 7, our method outperforms
all previous few-shot segmentation methods on
the MS COCO dataset in both 1-shot and 5-shot
settings.

5 Conclusion

In conclusion, we propose a novel approach for
generalized few-shot semantic segmentation tasks
by introducing a class contrastive loss and a class
relationship loss. The class relationship loss is
designed to handle the within-class and between-
class relationships among base and novel classes
using a graph network. Our proposed class con-
trastive loss enables the network to push away
the prototypes of different categories and maintain
the stability of prototypes. Our proposed method
achieves new state-of-the-art results in generalized
few-shot segmentation on the PASCAL VOC and
MS COCO datasets.
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