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Abstract

Object detection as a subfield within computer vision has achieved remark-
able progress, which aims to accurately identify and locate a specific object from
images or videos. Such methods rely on large-scale labeled training samples
for each object category to ensure accurate detection, but obtaining extensive
annotated data is a labor-intensive and expensive process in many real-world
scenarios. To tackle this challenge, researchers have explored few-shot object
detection (FSOD) that combines few-shot learning and object detection tech-
niques to rapidly adapt to novel objects with limited annotated samples. This
paper presents a comprehensive survey to review the significant advancements
in the field of FSOD in recent years and summarize the existing challenges and
solutions. Specifically, we first introduce the background and definition of FSOD
to emphasize potential value in advancing the field of computer vision. We then
propose a novel FSOD taxonomy method and survey the plentifully remarkable
FSOD algorithms based on this fact to report a comprehensive overview that
facilitates a deeper understanding of the FSOD problem and the development
of innovative solutions. Finally, we discuss the advantages and limitations of
these algorithms to summarize the challenges, potential research direction, and
development trend of object detection in the data scarcity scenario.
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1. Introduction

In recent years, object detection algorithms have made remarkable progress,
which aims to accurately identify and locate a specific object from an image or
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video [1, 2, 3]. However, generic object detection methods usually require a large
number of annotated samples to train the model, which is often time-consuming,
impractical, or expensive work in practical applications [4, 5]. Therefore, de-
tecting objects in the data-scarcity scenarios is an important way to solve the
above problems [6].

Fortunately, few-shot learning (FSL) researchers [7, 8, 9] found that even the
children who had already learned the knowledge of a dog could learn the concept
of a wolf with only a few samples. It is assumed that the machine model also can
utilize prior knowledge to rapidly learn the few-shot categories in the same way
as humans. Based on extensive experiments, FSL researchers found that training
the model under the premise of a large amount of prior knowledge can adapt
to the data with only a few samples. The machine model can appropriately
migrate and generalize in the data-scarcity and unseen scenarios [10, 11, 12].
Therefore, combining FSL with object detection for few-shot object detection
(FSOD) is a promising research field, which enables the model to quickly adapt
to a few-shot number of annotated objects without weakening the performance
[13, 14].

At present, mainstream FSOD methods borrow ideas from few-shot learning
to train the detection network in the data-scarcity scenarios with the help of the
prior knowledge learned in the well-annotated base class [6, 15]. The processing
of such FSOD concepts is derived from transfer learning that leverages knowl-
edge or experience gained from one task to improve the performance of another
related task. Figure 1 as an example illustrates the processing of most current
FSOD methods that refer to the training of a base class detection model on a
base dataset with a large amount of annotation information, and the detection
of a novel target is realized only by using the novel set with few annotations
and the prior knowledge provided by the base class model. Based on the above
analysis, we consider that all FSOD models that are trained from the base to
the novel stage follow the concept of transfer learning.

Taxonomy. According to the idea of transfer learning, we thus classify the
FSOD methods based on the above two-stage training strategy into two broad
categories, including episode-task-based and single-task-based methods.
Specifically, episode-task-based methods, following the principle of meta-learning
ideas [15, 16, 17], divide the detection task into a series of episode tasks with
few-shot samples in base and novel stages, which assists the model in rapidly
adapting to the detection task in the data-scarcity scenario. Instead of repeated
episode tasks, single-task-based methods directly transfer the original or fine-
tuned parameters of the base model to the novel stage and then fine-tune the
few-shot detection task in the novel stage [18]. By straightforwardly utilizing
the parameters learned from the source domain model, FSOD models of two
classifications can quickly suitable for the unseen objects in the target domain
and improve their performance using the limited annotated samples available.
Based on this proposed method taxonomy, we survey the plentifully remark-
able FSOD algorithms to report a comprehensive overview that facilitates a
deeper understanding of the FSOD problem and the development of innovative
solutions.
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Figure 1: Processing of mainstream FSOD.

Comparison with Related Surveys. There are some related surveys
[19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25] for FSOD. Compared with them, we cover the latest
FSOD research and propose a novel taxonomy to provide a more comprehensive
FSOD survey. The superiorities of our survey can be summarized as follows:
(1) Latest FSOD surveys. These surveys [19, 23, 24] only research the
early FSOD works, the latest FSOD methods, e.g., the FSL combined with
the recently popular transformer-based framework fail to report. [22] is not
a specific FSOD review, which neglects some critical problems. For example,
catastrophic forgetting problems of base classes in generalized FSOD [26] are not
mentioned in [22]. Compared with them, we report the latest FSOD algorithms
and introduce the methods and their results of keeping the performance of base
objects in generalized FSOD. (2) Clear Taxonomy. Recent surveys [20, 21, 25]
consider that the FSOD methods based on two-stage training that adopt meta-
learning to quickly adapt novel tasks are independent of transfer learning, which
may be inaccurate according to the transfer learning concept. We consider that
all FSOD models that are trained from the base to the novel stage follow the idea
of transfer learning. Therefore, in our survey, such meta-learning-based FSOD
algorithms are classified as special transfer learning methods. (3) Exploring
problems and solutions in FSOD. Compared with recent surveys, we also
focus on the important problems found in FSOD by current FSOD methods and
how they propose corresponding solutions based on these problems. We consider
that this can not only let readers understand the development of methods in the
field of FSOD but also understand the major problems that have been solved
in this field, which can assist the follow-up researchers to keep studying the
unsolved problems.
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In view of this, the main contribution of our survey can be summarized as
follows:

• We first formulate a novel taxonomy scheme for the existing FSOD meth-
ods that consist of episode-task-based and single-task-based research ac-
cording to the definition of transfer learning.

• We then survey the plentifully remarkable FSOD algorithms based on
our proposed method classification to report a comprehensive overview
that facilitates a deeper understanding of the FSOD problem and the
development of innovative solutions.

• We finally discuss the advantages and limitations of such FSOD algorithms
to summarize the challenges, potential research direction, and develop-
ment trend of object detection in the data scarcity scenario.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows: Section 2 is the problem
setting and benchmark datasets of FSOD approaches. We then develop a novel
taxonomy of FSOD methods by the definition of transfer learning in Section
3. Furthermore, we comprehensively introduce the motivations and solutions of
the two types of FSOD methods in Sections 4 and 5, respectively, and highlight
the differences as well as similarities in Section 6. Finally, Sections 7 and 8
separately provide the challenges, developing trends, and application fields of
FSOD and the conclusion of our survey.

2. Formulation of FSOD

2.1. Problem Setting

Currently, the training process of most FSOD methods is based on two
stages [4, 13, 27]. First, a base model Mbase is trained on a large-scale dataset
Dbase, where all target classes in Dbase are denoted as Cbase. Then, the prior
knowledge learned in the base model is transferred to a few-shot dataset Dnovel

with few annotations, where all categories in Dnovel are denoted as Cnovel and
Cbase ∩ Cnovel = ∅. Given a sample (x′, y′) ∈ Dbase ∪ Dnovel, in which x′ is
the input image with n objects with its annotation y = {(ci, bi), i = 1, ..., n},
including the classification ci ∈ Cbase ∪ Cnovel and box bi of the ci localization
corresponding to the x′.

On the other hand, when the novel phase trains a balanced novel dataset
Dbalance, the category Cbalance = Cnovel ∪ Cbase, and the number of Cbase is
equal to Cnovel during training. Training a detection network with this balanced
dataset is known as generalized few-shot object detection (G-FSOD) [28, 29].
Compared with only training Cnovel, G-FSOD is a more comprehensive and bal-
anced detection approach by considering both base and novel classes, addressing
the class imbalance, and evaluating the model’s performance on a unified test
set. G-FSOD allows for a more generalized and fair assessment of the model’s
ability to detect objects across different classes, including both known and un-
known categories.
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DenoteMinit as the initialized few-shot detection model, then the final model
of FSOD and G-FSOD can be given by

Minit
Dbase=⇒ Mbase

Dnovel/Dbalance
=⇒ Mnovel, (1)

where =⇒ represents the training process.
On the other hand, Faster R-CNN [30] is a widely used two-stage object de-

tection architecture that combines backbone, region proposal network (RPN),
and region-of-interests (RoI) for accurate and efficient object detection. Mean-
while, this detector is favored by FSOD researchers and has been successfully
applied in detection with few-shot scenarios.

2.2. Benchmark Datasets and Evaluation Protocols

There are two mainly benchmarked datasets, i.e., Pascal VOC [31] and MS
COCO [32] datasets to evaluate the performance of existing FSOD methods. In
addition, some articles [6, 33, 4] have chosen to evaluate their FSOD methods
on FSOD [33], ImageNet-LOC [34], or LVIS [35] datasets.

2.2.1. Pascal VOC Dataset

The Pascal VOC (Visual Object Classes) dataset [31] is a popular benchmark
dataset for object detection and semantic segmentation. This dataset needs to
define specific protocols and procedures for adapted FSOD. However, it is worth
noting that the Pascal VOC dataset does not have explicit annotations or splits
for FSOD. Researchers have developed methodologies to adapt it for few-shot
scenarios [4, 5, 36]. Based on this fact, the categories in this dataset are divided
into a simple division, in which 15 categories are used to train the base model
and 5 categories to train the novel model, i.e., Cbase = 15 and Cnovel = 5.
Finally, the Pascal VOC dataset is split into three sets, where split Set 1 =
(bird, bus, cow, motorbike, sofa), Set 2 = (aeroplane, bottle, cow, horse, sofa),
and Set 3 = (boat, cat, motorbike, sheep, sofa).

2.2.2. Evaluation Protocols on the Pascal VOC Dataset

The average precision (AP) metric [32] evaluation is utilized for the Pascal
VOC dataset [31], which is calculated from the Precision-Recall (PR) curve.
The value of AP is described as follows.

Precision and recall calculate the object localization that is predicted box
by the detector. The quality of the prediction box is determined by Intersection
over Union (IoU) [37]. IoU is calculated by dividing the area of intersection by
the area of union between the predicted and ground truth (GT) bounding boxes
to measure the overlap between predicted bounding boxes (PB) and ground
truth bounding boxes, i.e., IoU = (PB ∩ GT)/( PB ∪ GT).

Precision is the ratio of true positive (TP) detections to the total number
of positive detections (TP + false positive (FP)), i.e., Precision = TP / (TP +
FP). Recall is the ratio of TP detections to the total number of ground truth
positive instances (TP + false negative (FN)), i.e., Recall = TP / (TP + FN).
Different recall and precision values can be obtained by changing the confidence
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threshold or IoU threshold when calculating the PR curve. Each threshold
corresponds to a point and all points are connected to form a curve. Then, AP
is computed by taking the area under the PR curve. In fact, the area under the
PR curve is usually estimated by discretization in the FSOD task and thus AP
can be given by

AP =
1

N

N∑
i=1

Pi ·∆Ri (2)

where, N represents the total number of recall or precision prediction, Pi and Ri

are precision and recall at ith prediction. In the Pascal VOC evaluation, bAP50
(matching threshold is 0.5) evaluates the training effect of the base classes and
nAP50 evaluates the performance of the entire novel objects [4].

2.2.3. MS COCO Dataset

Similar to Pascal VOC, the MS COCO dataset [32] is primarily used for
standard object detection and needs to define specific protocols and procedures
for adapted FSOD. Instead of VOC, COCO is split once for FSOD. Specifically,
there are 80 classes in the MS COCO dataset, of which 20 classes same as
VOC classes are divided into novel classes and the remaining 60 classes are base
classes.

2.2.4. Evaluation Protocols on the MS COCO Dataset

Compared with VOC, COCO adopts more AP metrics [32]. Here, AP uses
10 IoU thresholds of .50:.05:.95 as the primary challenge metric in COCO. AP75
uses an IoU threshold of .75 as a strict metric. APS, APM, and APL verify the
small (area ≤ 32*32), medium (32*32 ≤ area ≤ 96*96), and large (area ≤ 96*96)
objects, respectively, where area represents the object size.

2.2.5. LVIS, FSOD, and ImageNet Datasets

The LVIS dataset [35] is a large-scale dataset for instance segmentation and
object detection tasks. It provides extensive annotations for a wide range of
object categories, allowing for diverse training and evaluation. In [4], authors
define specific protocols for FSODmodel training in this dataset. The evaluation
criteria are the same as COCO [32]. Furthermore, the FSOD dataset [33] is
specifically built to detect few-shot objects. This dataset with 1000 categories
is derived from ImageNet and Open Image. Fan et al. [33] choose 200 classes
to train the novel model and the remaining 800 to the base model. In fact,
training the FSOD model on LVIS or FSOD datasets is challenging due to the
diversity of its categories and the large variance in the aspect ratio of images.
Therefore, rare researchers use them to evaluate their proposed FSOD methods.
In addition, currently, the ImageNet dataset [34] is primarily used to train a pre-
trained model.

6



Large 

amount of

Data/Labels

Small 

amount of

Data/Labels

Source 

Prediction

Source Data Target Data

Target 

Prediction

Source 

Model

Target

Model
Transfer Learned 

Knowledge

Target Data

Source Data

Figure 2: The processing of transfer learning.

3. Taxonomy of FSOD Methods

In this section, we classify the current FSOD methods based on the two-
stage training strategy into episode-task-based and single-task-based methods
by revisiting the definition of transfer learning. We then illustrate the operation
details of the two groups’ methods, respectively.

3.1. Definition of Transfer Learning

Transfer learning [38, 39, 40] as an inspiring technique has been successfully
used on deep models and involves leveraging knowledge gained from one task
or domain to improve performance on another related task or domain. Figure 2
as an example illustrates the processing of transfer learning. It is like a person
can quickly learn to drive a motorcycle when he learns to ride a bicycle or an
electric bike. Denote Ds and Ts as the source domain with its target domain Dt

and learning task with its target task Tt, respectively. The purpose of transfer
learning is to leverage the knowledge learned from a source domain Ds using
a source task Dt, and apply this acquired knowledge to improve the prediction
performance of a target task Tt in a target domain Ts, whereDs ̸= Ts orDt ̸= Tt

[38].
In FSOD, a pre-trained model Dt that has been trained on a large-scale

dataset Ds is used as a starting point for a new task Tt with limited labeled
data Ts, where Ds ̸= Ts and Dt = Tt. Therefore, we consider that all FSOD
methods based on the two-stage training follow transfer learning, and we then
classify them into episode-task-based and single-task-based methods on this
definition. Figure 3 shows the organizational structure of FSOD taxonomy in
our survey. In addition, this figure also illustrates the follow-up organization of
this classification.

3.2. Episode Task Based Approaches

FSOD based on the episode approach draws inspiration from the concept of
meta-learning [16, 17, 41, 42, 43]. In the meta-learning-based approach [7, 8, 9],

7



Single task based methodsEpisode task based approaches

Taxonomy of FSOD methods

• Meta-learning for detection task

• Fusion of episode tasks with RPN

• Fusion of episode tasks with transformer

• Exploring interclass relationships

• Jointly fine-tuning based architecture

• Two-stage fine-tuning approaches

• Knowledge distillation

• Context dependence

• Decoupling detection networks

• Keeping the performance on base categories

All two-stage training based methods following the transfer learning concept

Figure 3: The organizational structure of FSOD taxonomy in this survey.

the task is organized into a series of episodes, where each episode simulates an
FSOD scenario. Each episode consists of the few-shot training (or support) and
test (or query) set, in which, the support set is used for model training on a
limited number of samples, and the query set is used to evaluate the detection
performance of the model on novel objects. Denote S represents the support
set. Each task in the S consists of N classes and K images per class. An episode
task can also be called N-way K-shot detection [44]. The support set can be
represented as a collection of tasks: S = {(Xi, Yi)}, where (Xi, Yi) is the set of
input images and corresponding annotations for ith task. Denote Q = {(Xj)}
as the query set that includes a separate collection of tasks, each with input
images Xj but without annotations.

The reason why S typically contains only a few annotated samples is to
reflect the real-world scenario where only a few samples are used to learn the
features of novel objects [15]. Therefore, by iterative training and evaluating
the model on a series of episodes, the model can learn from limited samples and
quickly adapt to novel objects. We take Figure 4 as an example to show the
training paradigm based on multiple episode tasks. From the figure, the model
needs to be trained on S and learn to infer the positions and categories of the
objects from limited information in the training stage. During the test phase,
the model is tasked with detecting objects from novel classes. Q consists of
target classes that have not appeared in the S. The model needs to leverage
the learned knowledge and feature representations from the training phase to
accurately detect and identify such objects.
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Figure 5: The processing of single-task-based method.

3.3. Single Task based Methods

Figure 5 illustrates the processing of single-task-based FSOD methods. From
the figure, instead of multiple episode tasks, the single-task-based method is
only necessary to train the traditional object detection network [45, 46] in the
base stage without splitting the set into S and Q [4, 27]. Then, the pre-trained
base model is transferred to the novel detector. Meanwhile, the novel detector is
trained on the input novel set without the need for splitting into S and Q subsets
to obtain the novel model by fine-tuning [6], by which the model can adapt its
representations and detection capabilities to the specific object categories with
limited labeled examples.

4. Episode Task Based Approaches

In this section, we divide episode-task-based methods into four different
families that use similar techniques. We then highlight the technical merits and
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demerits of each family. Finally, we summarize the merits and demerits of all
episode-task-based methods according to their inherent characteristics.

4.1. Meta-Learning for Detection Tasks

In [36], the authors found that meta-learning methods are very useful in few-
shot classification due to only a single target needs to be identified. However, if
an image contains multiple objects with complex background information, the
meta-learning classification method is no longer useful because it cannot detect
diverse information [47]. Therefore, a series of early meta-learning-based studies
[36, 48, 49, 50] mainly consider how to apply meta-learning to the detection task.

YOLO [51] as a classical one-stage detection framework is adopted to com-
bine with meta-learning in early research [50, 52]. For example, Meta-YOLO
is proposed to identify few-shot traffic signs [52]. In addition, Kang et al.
[50] proposed FSRW, in which the YOLO head developed form [53] combined
with meta-learning is designed to identify the object with the few-shot scenario.
Specifically, FSRW [50] is a lightweight feature reweighting module that learns
to acquire the global features of support images and embeds such features into
reweighting coefficients to adjust the meta features of the query image. Specif-
ically, given a query image q and some support images s from the novel data,
the feature extractor from YOLOv2 captures the meta-features of q, and the
reweighting module learns to obtain the global features of s. Then, embed global
features into the reweighting coefficient to adjust the meta-features, which as-
sists the query meta-features in receiving support information effectively. The
adaptive meta-features are entered into the detection prediction module, which
is used to predict the class and bounding box of the novel object in q. Dur-
ing the few-shot adaptation phase, FSRW focuses on reweighting the features
based on the given support set, which consists of a small number of labeled
examples for each object class. The reweighting process assigns higher weights
to features that are more relevant for the specific few-shot detection task while
down-weighting less informative or irrelevant features. Therefore, the detec-
tion performance can be improved by reweighting the features based on their
relevance to each specific task or class [50].

However, due to the lack of accuracy and flexibility of YOLO, the framework
has not been widely used in FSOD. Instead, Faster R-CNN as the two-stage
detection network utilizes an RPN to generate potential object proposals, which
allows for more precise localization and better handling of few-shot objects. It
generally achieves higher detection accuracy compared to YOLO, which is a
popular framework in the FSOD field.

Figure 6 as an example illustrates how to combine Faster R-CNN with meta-
learning in Meta R-CNN [36]. From the figure, Meta R-CNN built a meta-
learner, i.e., Predictor-head Remodeling Network (PRN), that shares a common
backbone of Faster R-CNN for extracting features of support images. PRN
receives support images that contain few-shot objects and its bounding box to
infer their class-attentive vectors. These vectors produce channel-wise with all
RoI features, which reshapes the R-CNN based predictor head to detect the
objects in the query image. In addition, from the figure, Meta R-CNN can

10



Figure 2. Our Meta R-CNN consists of 1)
Faster/ Mask R-CNN; 2) Predictor-head Re-
modeling Network (PRN). Faster/ Mask R-
CNN (module) receives an image to produce
RoI features, by taking RoIAlign on the im-
age region proposals extracted by RPN. In
parallel, our PRN receives K-shot-m-class
resized images with their structure labels
(bounding boxes/segmentaion masks) to infer
m class-attentive vectors. Given a class at-
tentive vector representing class c, it takes a
channel-wise soft-attention on each RoI fea-
ture, encouraging the Faster/ Mask R-CNN
predictor heads to detect or segment class-c
objects based on the RoI features in the im-
age. As the class c is dynamically determined
by the inputs of PRN, Meta R-CNN is a meta-
learner.

{(xbase
i , ybasei )}n1

i=1 ∼ Pbase contains sufficient samples in
each base class; Dnovel = {(xnovel

i , ynoveli )}n2
i=1 ∼ Pnovel

contains very few samples in each novel class. h(;θ) aims
to classify test samples drawn from Pnovel. Notably, train-
ing h(;θ) with small dataset Dnovel to identify Cnovel suf-
fers model overfitting, whereas training h(;θ) withDbase∪
Dnovel still fails, due to the extreme data quantity imbalance
between Dbase and Dnovel (n2 << n1).

Recent wisdoms tend to address this problem by recast-
ing it into a meta-learning paradigm [41, 42], thus, encour-
aging a fast model adaptation to novel tasks (task general-
ization), e.g., classifying objects in Cnovel. In each iter, the
meta-learning paradigm draws a subset of classes Cmeta ∼
Cbase ∪Cnovel and thus, use the images belonging to Cmeta

to construct two batches: a training mini-batch Dtrain and a
small-size meta(reference)-set Dmeta (few-shot samples in
each class). Given this, a meta-learner h(xi, Dmeta;θ) si-
multaneously receives an image xi ∼ Dtrain and the entire
Dmeta and then, is trained to classify Dtrain into Cmeta

1.
By replacing Dmeta with Dnovel, recent theories [1, 23]
present generalization bounds to the meta-learner, enabling
h(, Dnovel;θ) to correctly recognize the objects ∼ Pnovel.

3.2. Few-shot object detection / segmentation
From visual recognition to detection /segmentation, few-

shot learning on objects becomes more complex: An image
xi might contain ni objects {zi,j}ni

j=1 in diverse classes, po-
sitions and shapes. Therefore the few-shot learners need to
identify novel-class objects znoveli,j from other objects and
background, and then, predict their classes ynoveli,j and struc-
ture labels snoveli,j (bounding-boxes or masks). Most exist-
ing detection/ segmentation baselines address the problems
by modeling h(xi;θ), performing poorly in a few-shot sce-

1In a normal setup, meta-learning includes two phases, meta-train and
meta-test. The first phase only use a subset of Cbase to train a meta-learner.

nario. However, meta-predictor h(xi, Dmeta;θ) is also un-
suitable, since xi contains multi-object complex informa-
tion merged in diverse backgrounds.

Motivation. The real goal of meta-learning for few-shot
object detection/ segmentation is to model h(zi,j , Dmeta;θ)
rather than h(xi, Dmeta;θ). Since visual objects {zi,j}ni

j=1

are blended with each other and merge with the background
in xi, meta-learning with {zi,j}ni

j=1 is intractable. Howbeit
in two-stage detection models, e.g., Faster/ Mask R-CNNs,
multi-object and their background information can be dis-
entangled into RoI (Region-of-Interest) features {ẑi,j}n̂i

j=1,
which are produced by taking RoIAlign on the image region
proposals extracted by the region proposal network (RPN).
These RoI features are fed into the second-stage predic-
tor head to achieve RoI-based object classification, position
location and silhouette segmentation for {zi,j}ni

j=1. Given
this, it is preferable to remodel the R-CNN predictor head
into h(ẑi,j , Dmeta;θ) to classify, locate and segment the ob-
ject zi,j behind each region of interest (RoI) feature ẑi,j .

4. Meta R-CNN
Aiming at meta-learning over regions of interest (RoIs),

Meta R-CNN is conceptually simple: its pipeline consists of
1). Faster/ Mask R-CNN; 2). Predictor-head Remodeling
Network (PRN). Faster/ Mask R-CNN produces object pro-
posals {ẑi,j}ni

j=1 by their region proposal networks (RPN).
Then each ẑi,j combines with class-attentive vectors in-
ferred by our PRN, which plays the role of h(, Dmeta;θ)
to detect or segment the novel-class objects. The Meta R-
CNN framework is illustrated in Fig 2 and we elaborate it
by starting from Faster/ Mask R-CNN.
4.1. Review the R-CNN family

Faster R-CNN system is known as a two-stage pipeline.
The first stage is a region proposal network (RPN), receiv-
ing an image xi to produce the candidate object bounding-

3

Figure 6: The framework of Meta-RCNN [36].

also handle the few-shot segmentation task by adopting the segmented mask
module [54]. In view of this, Meta R-CNN is an extension of the popular Faster
R-CNN object detection framework. By using meta-learning techniques, the
model becomes better at adapting its detection capabilities to new tasks and
classes, especially in data scarcity scenarios.

Conclusion on meta-learning for detection tasks. Early FSOD re-
search primarily focused on the effective integration of the object detector with
episode tasks. This fusion aims to empower the object detector to leverage the
generic features acquired through FLS. Although only optimizing classification
features by meta-learning limits the improvement of FSOD performance, these
pioneering works laid the groundwork for subsequent developments in episode-
tasks-based methods.

4.2. Fusion of Episode Tasks with RPN

With the increasingly mature application of meta-learning in FSOD, the re-
searchers found that some FSOD problems could be solved by improving the
upstream module of the detector to enhance the final detection accuracy [55, 56].
For example, the potential bounding box can easily miss the novel object in the
detection process, or produce many false detection results in the complex back-
ground [5, 57]. However, the above meta-learning-based FSOD works, such as
FSRW [50] and Meta R-CNN [36], seldom consider that the anchors of the RPN
output have an inappropriate low confidence score, which difficult to identify
the novel objects.

To solve this problem, Fan et al. [33] proposed attention-RPN and a multi-
relation detector. Here, attention-RPN is utilized to enhance the quality of
region proposals. The multi-relation detector calculates the similarity between
the support set and query set to detect novel objects while suppressing false
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detection in the confusing background. In addition, [33] can achieve prominent
performance in FSOD without further fine-tuning. In [33] training strategy, as
for 1-way 1-shot, the query image and support images are shared feature weights
extracted by the backbone. The attention-RPN module filters out proposals
that are not part of the support set and the multi-relation detector matches
the query proposals with the support object. As for N-way K-shot, the train-
ing network has N support branches, i.e., each branch needs to train its own
attention-RPN and multi-relation detector. The feature of each class in the
support set is the mean of K sample features.

Meanwhile, Wang et al. [15] proposed MetaDet [15] that simultaneously
deals with few-shot classification and localization in a unified and coherent man-
ner. Specifically, based on the Faster R-CNN framework, MetaDet [15] adopts
the meta-learning-based strategy in the detection head which is treated as
category-agnostic and category-specific components. Furthermore, the category-
agnostic component includes the backbone, RPN, and underlying layers of detec-
tion networks whose parameters are shared between the base and novel classes.
Then, transfer such shared parameters from the base to the novel detector to
implement category-agnostic meta-learning. The category-specific component
contains two types of detection weights, i.e., classification and bounding box re-
gression weights. MetaDet uses the connection of two types of weights to solve
the unification problem of few-shot samples classification and localization at the
same time and meanwhile extends the few-shot classification.

In addition, Han et al. [58] found that the RPN proposal has only a single
object, which cannot be modeled with other categories. If it can be modeled,
those base class features that are similar to the novel class can be utilized to
enhance the feature representation of the novel class. Furthermore, due to the
few-shot samples, the proposal features may have a huge difference from the class
prototype features or extract uncompleted objects. To solve these problems, [58]
proposed a query adaptive few-shot object detection (QA-FewDet) based on the
graph convolutional networks (GCN) [59, 60, 61] by considering information
match in the context of the image. In QA-FewDet [58], a graph is constructed
to capture the relationships between the classes and proposals based on their
visual features. To be specific, given a graph G = (V,E), where V and E
represent the node and edge of the graph, respectively. Class-specific proposals
and classes become nodes in the graph, i.e., Vp for class-specific proposals of
each novel class and Vc for all base and novel classes. E is created based on
the class-class, proposal-proposal, and class-proposal distances, namely Ec−c,
Ep−p, and Ec−p. By skillfully incorporating the GCN, QA-FewDet can enhance
the discriminative power of the few-shot object detector.

The above FSOD works abandon the negative proposals generated by the
RPN module and only retain the positive proposals for detection, but such neg-
ative proposals may produce final false predictions. Therefore, appropriately
restoring the negative proposal anchors generated in RPN can improve the ro-
bustness of the detectors. Based on this fact, considering the importance of the
negative information in the image, the Negative- and Positive-Representative-
based metric learning framework (NP-RepMet) [62] was proposed to correctly
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recover negative information in FSOD. In the NP-RepMet [62] framework, both
positive and negative proposals are used in the training, in which these propos-
als can learn an embedded space, and metric learning is adopted to measure
the similarity distance of positive and negative proposals. Specifically, negative
samples are chosen to be representative of the hardest negatives, which are in-
stances that are visually similar to the anchor sample but belong to different
classes. This selection process ensures that the model learns to effectively dis-
criminate between visually similar but class-dissimilar samples. On the other
hand, positive samples are selected to be representative of the hardest positives.
These are instances that are visually dissimilar to the anchor sample but be-
long to the same class. By including such positives, the model is encouraged to
learn more fine-grained discriminative features [63, 64] that capture intra-class
variations. Based on this fact, NP-RepMet [62] can enhance the discrimina-
tive power of the learned embeddings by utilizing both negative and positive
proposal samples during training. The learned embedded space can be utilized
in diverse FSOD frameworks to improve the performance of the data-scarcity
scenario.

The aforementioned meta learners designed for FSOD have difficulty inter-
preting what they are actually learning, which limits their detection performance
[65]. To enhance the interpretability of meta based detectors, Demirel et al.[65]
proposed Meta-Tuning loss by adopting reinforcement learning (RL) [66] that
focuses on how a model can learn to make sequential decisions in an environ-
ment to maximize a notion of cumulative reward. Specifically, the reinforcement
branch acts on the classification of the foreground and background of the RNP
and the final object classification. Based on RL, the FSOD model can improve
the interpretability of the object classification through trial and error to boost
the generalization ability.

Conclusion on fusion of episode tasks with RPN. Optimizing both
classification and localization features by meta-learning effectively enhances de-
tection accuracy and addresses challenges such as missed novel objects, false
localization, and interpretability. However, these approaches are limited in the
detection head. Due to support and query images may have diverse visual dif-
ferences, e.g., background, object attitude, scale, illumination, occlusion, etc.
Simply aligning such features in a high-level space may ignore the impact of the
above factors [67].

4.3. Fusion of Episode Tasks with Transformer

As FSOD technology continues to mature, traditional meta-learning strate-
gies relying solely on generic CNNs are no longer sufficient to meet the per-
formance demands. Some researchers have turned their attention to exploring
promising techniques for improving FSOD performance, such as the transformer
[67, 68, 69, 70]. The transformer architecture, originally introduced for natural
language processing tasks, has been adapted and extended for computer vision
tasks [71, 72, 73]. This adaptation allows the transformer to effectively model
spatial relationships and capture the global context in images [74, 75]. In ad-
dition, some fusing episode task with transformer methods [76, 77, 78, 79] have
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been successfully adapted for FSOD tasks. The transformer architecture brings
the benefits of self-attention and global context modeling [80], which can be
advantageous in capturing relationships and dependencies between samples in
the few-shot setting.

CNN-based episode methods improve similarity learning by exploring the
interaction between support and query images. However, the interaction of
support and query features always stays in the detection head with high-level
features, and the feature interaction is ignored in the feature extraction and
proposal anchor stage [81]. Due to support and query images may have diverse
visual differences, e.g., background, object attitude, scale, illumination, occlu-
sion, etc. Simply aligning such features in a high-level space may ignore the
impact of the above factors. If such features can be extracted across all network
layers, the FSOD model can focus on the more common features of each layer
to improve the performance of similarity learning.

To achieve this goal, Han et al. [67] proposed the fully cross-transformer
(FCT) based framework, which effectively models the relationships between
support and query samples by introducing cross transformer in all detection
networks. Specifically, there are three cross-transformer modules in series in the
backbone to extract features of the query and support set. Given an input query
image Iq ∈ R1×HIq×WIq×3 and BS input support images IS ∈ R1×HIS

×WIS
×3.

Here, H and W represent the height and width of the image, respectively. BS is
the number of input classes and BS ≥ 1. The operation in the patch embed part
is to slice the original image into non-overlapping 4×4×3 patches which would be
mapped into C1-dimension. The embedded patch sequence of query and support

images can be given byXq ∈ RNq
1×C1 andXS ∈ RNS

1 ×C1 , whereNq
1 =

HIq

4 ×
WIq

4

and Nq
1 =

HIS

4 × WIS

4 . Denote Epos
q ∈ RNq

1×C1 , Epos
S ∈ RNS

1 ×C1 , and Ebra ∈
R2∗C1 as the position embedding of query patches, the position embedding of
support patches, and branch embedding (query or support branch in meta-based
FSOD), respectively. Therefore, the Xq and XS separately combine with the
position and branch encoding to obtain

X ′
q = Xq +Epos

q +Ebra[0], X ′
s = Xs +Epos

s +Ebra[1]. (3)

X ′
q and X ′

S then input to the operation processing of cross-transformer that
adopts PVTv2 [82] to calculate the self-attention. Furthermore, FCT [67] ref-
erences RoIAlign [54] to generate class-specific proposals of the query image.
Finally, FCT uses the cross-transformer in stage 4 to extract RoI features for
each proposal and the features of support images, respectively for final detection
by pairwise matching network [33].

Unfortunately, the FCT network needs more computation cost than the
Faster-RCNN or YOLO framework. Some researchers only adopt the trans-
former as the feature extractor to improve the performance of episode-based
FSOD tasks. For instance, swin-transformer fused with meta-learning [77] is
proposed to detect smoke objects with data-scarcity scenarios. Zhang et al.
[79] used the transformer after the backbone to extract high-resolution features
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for improving the accuracy of FSOD. Following the meta-learning concept, Li et
al. [78] proposed a hybrid convolutional-transformer framework for drone-based
FSOD.

In addition, some researchers only use the transformer concept in the de-
tection head module [76, 68]. For example, Zhang et al. [68] considered that
Faster RCNN based FSOD may generate incomplete or even false proposals in
RPN due to the data-scarcity scenario. By this, directly aggregated the fea-
tures of query and support images may only predict one class in the support
set, i.e., the target class to be detected. This class is essentially independent
of other classes in the current support training images, which largely ignores
the important inter-class dependencies between the different support classes.
Thus, such FSOD detectors would have difficulty detecting similar classes, e.g.,
identifying cows and sheep. To solve these problems, inspired by DETR [73]
and deformable DETR [83], Meta-DETR [68] is proposed to directly utilize the
inter-class relationship between the different support classes and mitigate the
limitation of anchors. Deformable DETR [73] is a transformer-based model
that performs end-to-end object detection by directly predicting object bound-
ing boxes and classification from an input image, which eliminates the need for
handcrafted components like RPN and anchors. Meta-DETR is an extension
of the deformable DETR model [83] that incorporates meta-learning techniques
to improve FSOD performance. Based on this fact, the DETR-based FSOD
detector can skip proposal generation and directly detect novel objects at the
image level. In addition, instead of repeatedly running meta-learning class by
class, Meta DETR [68] can process the query features of multiple support classes
at once. Thus, inter-class correlation between different classes can be used to
reduce false classification and improve generalization. Following Mate-DETR,
[76] utilized the encoder and decoder to improve RoI features of support and
query classes.

Conclusion on fusion of episode tasks with transformer. Transformer-
based methods effectively capture spatial relationships between support and
query classes and global context in images, making them suitable for FSOD.
However, such methods require more computation cost compared to the Faster-
RCNN or YOLO framework.

4.4. Exploring Interclass Relationships

The episode-task-based methods mentioned above only consider the relation-
ship between the novel set and the detection network, ignoring the interrelation
between base and novel classes in the G-FSOD setting [84]. Class appearance
changes are common in FSOD [85]. Due to the prior knowledge from the base,
the novel model always learns bias toward the base class, resulting in the model
easily confusing the novel object that is similar to the base class, e.g., cow as
novel class is similar to sheep as base class [85, 86, 87].

Han et al. [85] consider that general FSOD approaches treat the support
class as a single point in the feature space and average all features into class
prototypes, which results in the true class center from few-shot samples be-
ing difficulty estimated. Therefore, inspired by the Variational Auto-Encoder
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(VAE) [88], they proposed class-agnostic aggregation (CAA) and variational
feature aggregation (VFA) [85] to weaken category bias and enhance the ro-
bustness of the variances of few-shot samples, respectively, to avoid classifica-
tion confusion between base and novel classes. Specifically, CAA allows feature
aggregation between different categories and assists the FSOD model in learn-
ing class-agnostic representations, which reduces bias toward base classes. VFA
aggregates features while incorporating the principles of variational inference,
which aims to capture uncertainty or variability in the feature representations
and provide more robust and expressive feature aggregation. VFA allows the
FSOD model to capture the intrinsic variations and similarities between differ-
ent instances within and across object classes. The support set is encoded using
a deep neural network to extract discriminative features. These features capture
the visual characteristics of the object classes present in the support set. The
features from the support set are aggregated with the features from the query
set using a variational aggregation mechanism. This aggregation process aims
to capture the relevant information from the support set while considering the
variations present in the query set. The aggregated features are then used for
object detection in the query set. The model predicts the bounding boxes and
class labels of the objects present in the query set based on the aggregated fea-
tures. Based on this fact, the interaction between different categories is modeled
at the same time to avoid confusion between the novel and base class.

Unfortunately, [85] ignores the relationship between the support and query
classes which are treated as independent branches [89]. To address this problem,
Liu et al. [86] proposed a dynamic graph network to fully utilize the relationship
between the above classes. DCNet [90] is proposed to densely match support and
query features. In [91], a dual-contrastive learning (DaCL) module is proposed
to avoid object confusion in support and query sets for FSOD. Furthermore,
Lu et al. [87] proposed Information-Coupled Prototype Elaboration (ICPE)
method to strengthen query-perceptual information in support classes.

On the other hand, metric learning is used to measure the similarity or
dissimilarity between different objects, enabling the model to determine whether
a novel sample belongs to a known object class or not [92, 93, 94]. Therefore,
metric learning plays a crucial role in distinguishing different categories accord-
ing to their interclass relation [95, 96, 97]. For instance, [95] as the earliest
metric learning method proposed a DML sub-net module to improve the clas-
sification performance in detectors. In [95], the DML sub-net is directly added
after RoI module [30] and its output is used for classification and localization.
Similarly, FM-FSOD [97] as a class-agnostic model combines meta-learning and
metric learning to recognize interclass features of support and query classes.
Zhang et al. [94] combined hybrid loss with metric learning (HLML) to score
and filter proposals. In addition, metric learning can also be used to detect spe-
cific objects through interclass relationships. For example, Han et al. [92] built
a metric classifier for multi-modal FSOD to identify different object features.
Zhu et al. [96] developed a meta-metric learning method to detect few-shot weld
seams. Wang et al. [97] proposed diversity measurement-based meta-learning
for optical remote sensing image detection with limited samples.
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Figure 7: Key milestones in the development of episode-task-based methods. Each color
represents the same family. * represents metric learning method.

Conclusion on exploring interclass relationships. Such methods con-
sider the interrelation between different classes to learn more decision features,
which effectively avoids classification confusion for FSOD when there are enough
decision features. However, these methods may not work well when the object
only provides the decision classification features that are similar to another ob-
ject.

4.5. Conclusion on Episode-Task-Based FSOD Methods

Key milestones in the development of episode-task-based meth-
ods. We list the most iconic episode-task-based approaches that evolved within
the same family in Figure 7. From the figure, Meta R-CNN [36] and FSRW
[50] as the early methods that consider combining episode tasks with the clas-
sifier in the detection framework. With the increasingly mature application of
episode tasks in FSOD, some methods, i.e., MetaDet [15], Attention-RPN [33],
QA-FewDet [58], NP-RepMet [62], and Mate-Tuning [65], found that by im-
proving the upstream RPN of the detector can enhance the detection accuracy.
As FSOD technology continues to mature, FCT [67] and Meta-DETR [68] ex-
plore transformer techniques for improving FSOD performance due to generic
episode-task-based strategies relying solely on CNNs are no longer sufficient to
meet the performance demands. Furthermore, exploring interclass relationships
can improve the performance of FSOD. For example, RepMet [95] and HLML
[94] utilize metric learning to measure the similarity or dissimilarity between
different objects, and VFA [85] and ICPE [87] aggregate support and query
object features to explore interclass relationships.

Merit and demerit of episode-task-based FSOD methods. Episode-
task-based FSOD approaches follow the principle of meta-learning [16, 17], in
which the model can learn from limited samples and quickly adapt to novel ob-
jects by iterative training and evaluating the model on a series of episode tasks.
However, such methods involve complex architectures and training procedures
to increase the complexity and computational cost [4]. In addition, they suffer
from poor interpretability of what they learned in the novel stage [65]. Table
1 briefly summarizes the comparison of merit and demerit between the above
FSOD methods.
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Table 1: Comparison of merit and demerit between episode-task-based FSOD methods.

Methods Pertinent Reference Merit Demerit

Meta-learning for detection tasks
[52], [48], [49]
[36], [50],

Rapid adaptation to
new tasks.

Limited to
object classification.

Fusion of episode tasks with RPN
[55], [56], [33], [57],

[15], [58], [62], [65], [5]
Effective distinguishing

foreground and background.
Limited to detection

head features.

Fusion of episode tasks with transformer
[67], [73], [69], [76],
[77], [78], [79], [81]

Satisfying the global
features interaction.

More computational cost.

Exploring interclass relationships
[85], [86], [87], [92], [91],
[93], [95], [97], [96], [94]

Effectively avoiding
classification confusion.

Limited in finite
decision features.

5. Single Task Based Methods

Single-task-based FSOD can quickly adapt to novel classes without consid-
ering the combination of meta-learning and detector, which allows for faster
convergence and enables quick deployment to significantly reduce training time
in real-world scenarios. Furthermore, in this section, we divide single-task-based
methods into five different families that use similar techniques and highlight the
technical merits and demerits of each family. Finally, we summarize the mer-
its and demerits of all single-task-based methods according to their inherent
characteristics.

5.1. Jointly Fine-Tuning Based Architecture

In jointly fine-tuning 1, the entire pre-trained base model, including both
the class-agnostic and the class-specific layers is updated simultaneously during
the training process on the novel task. All parameters of the model, both
from the class-agnostic and the class-specific layers, are subject to optimization.
Jointly fine-tuning allows the model to learn class-specific patterns and features
while also adapting the pre-trained base knowledge to the new task. The early
methods of single-task-based FSOD mainly focus on this strategy to design their
detection frameworks for the few-shot scenario [6, 98].

For example, a low-shot transfer detector (LSTD) [6] adopting this approach
combines the parts from Faster R-CNN [30] and SSD [99] to locate and classify
the objects in data-scarcity scenarios, which also is the first transfer-learning-
based solution for FSOD. Specifically, LSTD replaces the bounding box regres-
sion of the original Faster R-CNN with the multi-scale box regression of SSD.
The feature layer of the RoI layer [30] is replaced by the mid-layer feature of
the SSD convolution. Bounding box regression based on SSD [99] is designed
for few-shot object localization. Each convolutional layer trains box regression
to generate candidate bounding boxes by using smooth L1 [100]. Then, sorted
the scores of the objects from the SSD regression to filter the region proposals
as the result of the RPN. The middle-level convolution layer of the RoI pooling
layer is used to generate a fixed-size convolution feature cube for each proposal.

1 In jointly fine-tuning training, they first train the detector on the base set and then fine-tune
on the balanced dataset Dbalance with the classes Cbalance [4].
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Instead of using the full connection layer of Faster R-CNN, two convolution
layers are used in the RoI pooling layer for K + 1 classification. Finally, LSTD
develops the object classification based on Faster R-CNN.

In addition, Wu et al. proposed MPSR [101] to solve the problem of sparse
scale distribution in FSOD based on the jointly fine-tuning strategy. MPSR as
an auxiliary refinement branch generates multi-scale positive samples to further
refine prediction. Furthermore, Wu et al. [101] also pointed out that anchor
matching on the cropped positive samples would also lead to many inappro-
priate negative samples, which reduces the accuracy of FSOD. To avoid this
phenomenon, MPSR adopts manual selection of the corresponding scale of the
feature map instead of anchor matching and takes the fixed central position as
the positive sample of each object.

As for the MPSR model optimization, denote Nobj , Mobg, L
i
Bcls, and Li

Preg

as the number of chosen anchors, selected positive anchor samples for refinement,
the binary cross-entropy loss over objects and background, and the smooth L1
loss [30, 100], respectively for the ith anchor in a batch image. Therefore, the
model optimization of LRPN in MPSR can be summarized as

LRPN =
1

Nobj +Mobj

Nobj+Mobj∑
i=1

Li
Bcls +

1

Nobj

Nobj∑
i=1

Li
Preg. (4)

Then, denote Li
Kcls, MRoI , and NRoI as the log loss over K classes, the number

of selected RoIs, and the number of ROIs in a batch image. Therefore, the
model optimization of LRoI in MPSR can be given by

LRoI =
1

NRoI

NRoI∑
i=1

Li
Kcls +

λ

MRoI

MRoI∑
i=1

Li
Kcls +

1

NRoI

NRoII∑
i=1

Li
Rreg, (5)

where λ is a weight parameter to adjust the classification loss of the positive
samples due to the fact that the number of positive samples is quite fewer than
NRoI in the RoI head.

Conclusion on jointly fine-tuning based architecture. Such meth-
ods first attempt to associate transfer learning with low-shot object detection,
which sets a precedent for the subsequent FSOD based on the two-stage training
strategy. Unfortunately, they rely particularly on situations where knowledge
of the base model is highly relevant to the novel task. Therefore, jointly fine-
tuning approaches are usually considered as the baseline due to their detection
performance being worse than the episode-task-based methods.

5.2. Two-Stage Fine-Tuning Approach

To overcome the problem of above methods, the two-stage fine-tuning ap-
proach (TFA) [4] illustrates that keeping the feature extraction part of the
model unchanged and only fine-tuning the last layer can improve the detection
accuracy over the episode-task-based approach. This means that the feature
representations learned from base classes can be transferred to novel classes.
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Figure 1. Illustration of our two-stage fine-tuning approach (TFA). In the base training stage, the entire object detector, including both the
feature extractor F and the box predictor, are jointly trained on the base classes. In the few-shot fine-tuning stage, the feature extractor
components are fixed and only the box predictor is fine-tuned on a balanced subset consisting of both the base and novel classes.

learning), our method can achieve twice the accuracy of
prior sophisticated state-of-the-art approaches.

Several issues with the existing evaluation protocols pre-
vent consistent model comparisons. The accuracy measure-
ments have high variance, making published comparisons
unreliable. Also, the previous evaluations only report the
detection accuracy on the novel classes, and fail to evaluate
knowledge retention on the base classes.

To resolve these issues, we build new benchmarks on three
datasets: PASCAL VOC, COCO and LVIS (Gupta et al.,
2019). We sample different groups of few-shot training
examples for multiple runs of the experiments to obtain a
stable accuracy estimation and quantitatively analyze the
variances of different evaluation metrics. The new evalu-
ation reports the average precision (AP) on both the base
classes and novel classes as well as the mean AP on all
classes, referred to as the generalized few-shot learning set-
ting in the few-shot classification literature (Hariharan &
Girshick, 2017; Wang et al., 2019a).

Our fine-tuning approach establishes new states of the art
on the benchmarks. On the challenging LVIS dataset, our
two-stage training scheme improves the average detection
precision of rare classes (<10 images) by ∼4 points and
common classes (10-100 images) by ∼2 points with negligi-
ble precision loss for the frequent classes (>100 images).

2. Related Work
Our work is related to the rich literature on few-shot image
classification, which uses various meta-learning based or
metric-learning based methods. We also draw connections
between our work and the existing meta-learning based few-
shot object detection methods. To the best of our knowledge,
we are the first to conduct a systematic analysis of fine-
tuning based approaches on few-shot object detection.

Meta-learning. The goal of meta-learning is to acquire
task-level meta knowledge that can help the model quickly
adapt to new tasks and environments with very few labeled

examples. Some (Finn et al., 2017; Rusu et al., 2018; Nichol
et al., 2018) learn to fine-tune and aim to obtain a good pa-
rameter initialization that can adapt to new tasks with a
few scholastic gradient updates. Another popular line of
research on meta-learning is to use parameter generation
during adaptation to novel tasks. Gidaris & Komodakis
(2018) propose an attention-based weight generator to gen-
erate the classifier weights for the novel classes. Wang et al.
(2019a) construct task-aware feature embeddings by gener-
ating parameters for the feature layers. These approaches
have only been used for few-shot image classification and
not on more challenging tasks like object detection.

However, some (Chen et al., 2019) raise concerns about
the reliability of the results given that a consistent com-
parison of different approaches is missing. Some simple
fine-tuning based approaches, which draw little attention in
the community, turn out to be more favorable than many
prior works that use meta-learning on few-shot image clas-
sification (Chen et al., 2019; Dhillon et al., 2019). As for
the emerging few-shot object detection task, there is neither
consensus on the evaluation benchmarks nor a consistent
comparison of different approaches due to the increased
network complexity, obscure implementation details, and
variances in evaluation protocols.

Metric-learning. Another line of work (Koch, 2015; Snell
et al., 2017; Vinyals et al., 2016) focuses on learning to
compare or metric-learning. Intuitively, if the model can
construct distance metrics to estimate the similarity between
two input images, it may generalize to novel categories
with few labeled instances. More recently, several (Chen
et al., 2019; Gidaris & Komodakis, 2018; Qi et al., 2018)
adopt a cosine similarity based classifier to reduce the intra-
class variance on the few-shot classification task, which
leads to favorable performance compared to many meta-
learning based approaches. Our method also adopts a cosine
similarity classifier to classify the categories of the region
proposals. However, we focus on the instance-level distance
measurement rather than on the image level.

Figure 8: The framework of TFA [4].

As shown in Figure 8, the TFA typically consists of the following two stages.
Base-training stage: [4] trains the entire Faster R-CNN model on the base

class and adopts the same loss function. Thus, the base training loss can be
given by

Lbase = Lrpn + Lcls + Lreg, (6)

where, Lrpn is the RPN loss to distinguish the background and the proposal
anchor. Lcls and Lreg represent the cross-entropy loss for box classification and
smooth L1 [30, 100] loss for box regression, respectively. This step provides the
model with a strong initial set of learned features and a general understanding
of visual patterns. Then, the last layer of the base model is removed as the
pre-trained model in the novel stage.

Few-shot fine-tuning stage: TFA [4] randomly initializes the weights for
the last layer parameters and freezes the parameters for the feature extraction
module of the model, i.e., TFA only fine-tunes the bounding box classification
and regression network on a class-balanced training set with few-shot samples.
In training, [4] uses a smaller learning rate and the same loss function as in the
base-training stage.

In addition, the updatable weight parameters in the few-shot fine-tuning
stage, i.e., classification and regression network, can introduce other training
strategies to robust the performance of the novel class detection. For example,
TFA [4] adds cosine similarity for box classification in this stage. Denote W =
[w1, w2, ..., wc] as the weight matrix of the box classifier and F(x) as the input
further. The output of the box classifier can be scaled by similarity scores

si,j =
αF(x)⊤i wj

∥F(x)i∥ ∥wj∥
, (7)

where, si,j is the cosine similarity score of ith proposal feature F(x)⊤i and
the jth category weight vector wj and α represents the scaling factor. In [4]
experimental results, cosine similarity [102, 103] can assist FSOD model to
reduce the variance between classes and improve the detection accuracy of novel
classes.

In view of this, TFA [4] achieves competitive performance on FSOD tasks
while maintaining simplicity and ease of implementation. It demonstrates that
with a sample model fine-tuning, impressive few-shot detection results can be
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obtained. Based on this fact, some researchers might introduce variations or en-
hancements to the original TFA approach to further improve FSOD performance
[104, 105, 106, 107, 108]. For example, Sun et al. [104] proposed contrastive
proposal encoding based on TFA, namely FSCE, to improve the performance
of classification for FSOD. Specifically, the authors found that the classification
task is more prone to error than localization in TFA-based FSOD works since
some classes are very similar to easily cause classification confusion. They [104]
considered that contrastive learning [109] is to bring similar instances closer
in the learned representation space while pushing dissimilar instances further
apart, which can learn useful representations from unlabeled data. Because of
this, the contrastive-learning-based FSCE model [104] is trained to discriminate
between positive pairs (similar classes) and negative pairs (dissimilar classes)
from the features of the RoI head by introducing contrastive learning. The loss
function of this framework [104] can be given by

Lfsce = Lrpn + Lcls + Lreg + λLcpe, (8)

where, Lcpe is the loss of contrastive head that is proposed by [104] and λ rep-
resents balance coefficient. Therefore, the model can learn to map similar pairs
closer together and push dissimilar pairs apart in the learned representation
space, which can enhance the feature representations of object proposals and
improve the detection performance in few-shot scenarios.

FSCE only considers the output features of RoI, but the wrong prediction of
RNP leads to the failure of the features of RoI [110]. Suppose that the detector
learns to identify a category from a novel image and RPN has been trained on
base classes and generates a collection of related boxes that are used to train the
classifier. The classifier models have different appearances of a class by reporting
multiple high IoU boxes in RPN. This means that RPN performing well in the
basic category may cause serious problems for the novel class. Avoiding this
effect by simply reporting a large number of boxes will result in the classifier
being very good at accepting false predictions [110]. To solve the problem, Sun et
al. [110] proposed a strategy for learning cooperating RPN’s (CoRPNs). While
this may seem redundant when one RPN fails to predict a high IoU, another
RNP can successfully predict it. This strategy also avoids overpredicting to
some extent.

The performance of the generated proposal also influences TFA. For exam-
ple, Ma et al. [111] found that the deep RoI features may predict too many
redundant background features, which reduces training efficiency and affects
the detection accuracy. To reduce the appearance of redundant features in the
proposal, they proposed CoCo-RCNN which can assist the model to concen-
trate foreground features and degrade the background. In addition, Fan et al.
[107] found except for many redundant features in the proposal, and existing
incomplete objects in the proposal. The presence of abundant such prediction
proposals will confuse the RPN classifier and lead to false positives. Kual et al.
[112] proposed a verification technique to remove the above controversial pro-
posal prediction in RPN by self-supervision training and enhance the quality
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of the bounding box by training a specialized regressor. Unfortunately, RPN
difficulty generates proposal boxes when the number of shots in a class is 3 or
less, which results in objects being unpredictable. To solve the problem, Zhang
et al. [113] proposed a hallucinator network to generate additional and useful
training samples in the feature space of RoI.

Conclusion on two-stage fine-tuning approach. TFA-based methods
are known for their faster convergence and quick deployment to significantly
reduce training time in novel scenarios. However, differences in data distribu-
tion between the base domain and the novel domain may lead to a bias in the
training model using the base domain on the novel domain, which degrades the
performance of the few-shot model. To solve this problem, most of the subse-
quent single-task-based methods combined with knowledge distillation, context
reasoning, or decoupling to improve the detection performance, but still follows
the learning paradigm of TFA. For a clearer overview, we will bring together
the methods using the same techniques in a subsection.

5.3. Knowledge Distillation

A potential assumption of the above TFA-based paradigm is that the prior
knowledge unrelated to the class can be implicitly transferred from the base to
novel classes, which makes it difficult for the FSOD model to use the common
features between the base and novel classes. To solve the problem, Sun et al.
[114] proposed a scheme that can learn the multifaceted commonalities between
base and novel classes by distilling the commonality knowledge [115, 116].

Specifically, knowledge distillation [115] is used to transfer knowledge from
a complex teacher model to a simpler student model. It improves the perfor-
mance of the student model by leveraging the knowledge acquired by the teacher
model during training. In [114], the teacher (base) model is typically trained on
a larger dataset and the student (novel) model is trained on few-shot samples to
mimic the behavior of the teacher model while being computationally efficient.
By distilling knowledge from the base to the novel model, the FSOD model can
benefit from the base’s expertise, generalization capabilities, and learned repre-
sentations. This allows the FSOD model to achieve better performance in novel
classes with limited annotated data, making it more effective in scenarios where
acquiring large amounts of labeled data is challenging or impractical. Therefore,
[114] based on the TFA framework explicitly learns the multifaceted commonal-
ities between the base and novel classes. Meanwhile, Pei et al. [117] also found
potential class-specific overfitting on base and novel classes due to ignoring the
common features between them. They perform knowledge distillation on the
bag of visual words which is used to learn the similarities of objects to teach
the learning of object detectors.

However, [117] and [114] distill the knowledge learned from the teacher (base)
model directly into the student (novel) classes, which may transfer the wrong
prediction from the teacher to the student model. To solve the problem, Li et
al. [118] proposed a structural causal model between the base and novel model
to perform a conditional causal intervention, which can prevent error prediction
from the teacher stage to ensure detection accuracy.
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Furthermore, Jiang et al. [119] found that the performance of the FSOD
framework could be improved by knowledge distillation. They introduced the
mutual distillation layer into the Faster R-CNN detection head to alleviate the
generation of redundant anchors. Based on this fact, Li et al. [120] introduced
the self-knowledge distillation algorithm into the Faster R-CNN framework to
improve the performance of foreground detection. Nguyen et al. [121] adopted
knowledge distillation to fine-tune the DETR framework.

Conclusion on knowledge distillation. During the process of knowledge
distillation, the teacher (base) model’s output can serve as an additional super-
vised signal to guide the training of the student (novel) model. This invaluable
base information aids the novel model in better understanding and capturing
the key features to improve the performance of FSOD. However, it relies on
abundant similarity features between base and novel classes, otherwise, it is
easy to lead to wrong teaching [119]. In addition, learning multifaceted com-
monalities between base and novel classes will add extra computation to cost
more training resources [114].

5.4. Context Reasoning

To mitigate the over-reliance on similar features between the base and novel
classes, context-reasoning-based FSOD methods solely focus on utilizing the
features within an image to deduce target categories based on context [98, 122],
thereby enhancing the robustness of the novel model. Specifically, the auto-
matic exploitation of contextual information from the few images and careful
integration of these different clues can assist the model in clear detection, i.e.,
attempts to explore different clues in the surrounding environment to clarify
category confusion. For example, some images may sufficiently distinguish a
horse from a dog when a person sitting on the animal and the scene is about a
racetrack.

Based on the above motivation, Aditya et al. [98] proposed a context trans-
former to alleviate the categories confusion in the classification task due to the
low data diversity. Context transformer is composed of affinity discovery and
context aggregation as the plug-and-play submodules embed into the SDD-style
detector [99]. Given an input image, affinity discovery first builds a set of con-
text fields based on the default anchor box in the SDD detector and adaptively
exploits the relationship between the anchor box and the context field. Then,
context aggregation takes advantage of these relationships to centralize the key
context into each anchor box. Therefore, the context converter can generate a
context-aware representation for each anchor box, which allows the detector to
distinguish between few-shot obfuscation by discriminating context clues.

On the other hand, the application of knowledge graphs (KG) [59, 123,
124] in the context involves leveraging structured knowledge to improve the
performance of object detection models when dealing with limited training data.
Specifically, KG [122] provides information about the semantic relationships
between object categories. This information guides the model to understand the
associations between different object classes, which can be particularly useful
when dealing with few-shot scenarios. For example, if the KG indicates that

23



”car” and ”road” are often related, this knowledge can help the model when
detecting cars on roads.

As for the KG application, [122] and [125] incorporate semantic relation
reasoning in the image to improve the performance of the model. They leverage
the semantic relations and contextual information between objects to better
understand their connections and dependencies. Zhu et al. [122] proposed SRR-
FSD that utilizes graph modeling techniques [59], attention mechanisms, and
relational reasoning to model the semantic relations between objects. SRR-FSD
can construct a graph of relationships, where nodes represent target instances
and edges represent their associations. The model can then perform inference
and information propagation on the graph to obtain comprehensive contextual
information and achieve more accurate object detection in few-shot scenarios.

With regard to the processing of relation reasoning [122], in the second stage
of Faster R-CNN, the feature vector of the RoI is extracted and transformed into
the D-dimensional vector v ∈ Rd by the fully connected layer in the classification
subnet. Denote W ∈ RN×d and b ∈ RN as learnable weight matrix and
learnable bias vector, respectively, where N represents the number of classes.
Then, the probability distribution [122] in the original classification task can be
given by

p = softmax (Wv + b) . (9)

To learn semantic association, the visual feature v is projected into the se-
mantic space, which adopts de-dimensional word embeddings, referred to as
We ∈ RN×de . The classification subnet of the detector learns a linear pro-
jection matrix P ∈ Rde×d. By aligning the visual feature v with the word
embeddings, the probability [122] of formula (9) becomes

p = softmax (WePv + b) . (10)

When learning a new category, onlyWe needs to be extended and the projection
matrix P remains unchanged. Relational reasoning transfers knowledge between
classes. The relation reasoning graph G is the N ×N adjacency matrix, which
represents the connection strength between each class and the other classes.
Thus, formula (10) in [122] is updated as

p = softmax (GWePv + b) . (11)

By incorporating semantic relation reasoning, the SRR-FSD method [122] en-
ables the utilization of relational information between objects to compensate for
the limited number of samples, thereby improving the robustness and general-
ization ability of the model. This approach allows the model to handle FSOD
tasks more effectively and adapt well to novel and unseen classes.

In addition, Aditya et al. [126] considers that the co-occurrence of objects in
spatial information with base categories, the feature representation of novel cat-
egories can be inferred. By this, they found that the interrelationship between
objects is particularly important and useful for the FSOD model to explicitly
learn the location of several objects in an image. [126] proposed a few-shot ob-

24



ject detector with a spatial reasoning framework (FSOD-SR) that can predict
the novel object in a context. FSOD-SR defines a spatial graph after the Faster
RCNN RoI stage. FSOD-SR uses a spatial graph to enhance the discriminant
ability of foreground information in an image. In this graph, nodes are the train-
ing categories in the base or novel stage and edges represent the relatedness of
each node.

On the other side, the FSOD with context reasoning technique has been
widely used in remote sensing [127, 128] and the combination of text and image
fields [129, 130]. For example, Wang [127] et al. found that the generic FSOD
detector makes it difficult to identify objects in remote sensing images with
diverse backgrounds and different object sizes. To solve the issue, They proposed
a CIR-FSD module based on the context information of such images to capture
the related object features from different receptive fields. This module can
assist RPN in relaxing the constraint of non-maximum suppression (NMS) [131]
in the fine-tuning stage. Furthermore, Yu [130] et al. proposed a knowledge-
augmented technique to boost the generalization ability of the model for few-
shot visual relation detection.

Conclusion on context reasoning. By focusing on the internal features
of the image, the context-based FSOD methods can reduce the impact of simi-
larity between categories, which enables the model to distinguish different object
categories accurately. Unfortunately, such FSOD methods apply to objects with
multiple relationships in an image. It is difficult to build relation reasoning with
semantic relationships on the graph or context when there is only one object in
an image with a popular background.

5.5. Decoupling Detection Networks

Decoupling the detection network can enhance the generalization ability of
the FSOD model independently of the semantic relationship between classes
and backgrounds. This technology refers to separating or reducing the interde-
pendencies between different components or aspects of the model, such as its
architecture, parameters, or input/output mechanisms to increase modularity
and flexibility. It allows for easier modifications, enhancements, or adaptations
to different domains, especially in FSOD tasks [27].

In [27], the authors found the following three problems in FSOD. Since most
parameters are pre-trained on the base set and then frozen on the novel set,
the FSOD model can suffer from a severe shift in data distribution and low
utilization of novel data. Secondly, the class-agnostic RPN and class-specific
RCNN are jointly optimized through a shared backbone, which leads to conflicts
between the three modules. In addition, the features in the box regressor and
box classifier of RCNN are different, which severely limits the performance of
the object classification.

To solve these three problems, [27] proposed decoupled Faster R-CNN (De-
FRCN) to cover the shortage of Faster R-CNN based detectors in FSOD. Specif-
ically, DeFRCN involves a Gradient Decoupled Layers (GDL) module which
adds between backbone, RPN, and RCNN Head, as shown in Figure 9. In
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Figure 3: The architecture of Decoupled Faster R-CNN (DeFRCN) for few-shot object detection. Compared to the
standard Faster R-CNN, there are two Gradient Decoupled Layers (sky-blue) and an offline Prototypical Calibration Block
(red) are inserted into the framework to perform decoupling for multi-stage and multi-task, respectively. The A is the affine
transformation layer in GDL and ⊕ is score fusion operation in PCB. Moreover, yellow and dark-blue indicate that the block
is trainable and frozen during fine-tuning. The orange solid and black dotted lines represent forward flow and gradient flow.

2.2. Few-Shot Learning

Few-shot learning, which aims at learning to learn gen-
eral knowledge slowly from abundant base data and ex-
tracting novel concepts rapidly from extremely few exam-
ples of new-coming classes, has been recently featured into
the meta-learning based [43] and fine-tuning based [27]
paradigms. As a recognition case of few-shot learning,
few-shot classification has been widely investigated until
now. In the literature, a large amount of studies that fol-
low the idea of meta-learning to alleviate severe over-fitting
can be divided into two streams, namely, optimization ap-
proaches [1, 13, 22, 26, 30, 32] and metric approaches
[21, 29, 38, 40, 44]. The former intents to learn efficient
parameter updating rules [32] or good parameters initial-
ization strategies [13], and the latter focuses on obtaining a
generalizable embedding metric space to perform pairwise
similarity of inputs. In addition to meta-based approaches,
some simple fine-tuning based methods [6, 41] are attach-
ing more and more attention in the few-shot community.
These methods show that just fine-tuning a linear classifier
on top of a pre-trained model surprisingly achieves compet-
itive performance with the meta-based approaches. Com-
pared to classification, the solutions for other tasks, such as
object detection and segmentation, are still underdeveloped.

2.3. Few-Shot Object Detection

Since previous detectors usually require a large amount
of annotated data, few-shot detection has attracted more and
more interest recently [2, 10, 12, 28, 31, 45, 47, 52, 54].
Similar to classification task [38, 39], most of the current

few-shot detectors focus on the meta-learning paradigm.
FSRW [19] is a light-weight meta-model based on YOLOv2
[34] to re-weight the importance of features with channel-
wise attention, and then adapt these features to promote
novel detection. Yet, instead of employing attention on the
whole feature map, Meta R-CNN [53] focuses on the atten-
tion of each RoI feature. Furthermore, FSDView [51] puts
forward a novel feature aggregation scheme, which lever-
ages on base classes feature information to improve the per-
formance on novel classes. From the perspective of atten-
tion on RPN, FSOD [11] utilizes support information to fil-
ter out most background boxes and those in non-matching
categories. Although meta-based approaches have been ex-
tensively studied recently, there are still some other meta-
free methods. RepMet [20] incorporates a modified proto-
typical network as classification head into a standard object
detector. And TFA [46] proposes a simple approach based
on transfer learning, that only fine-tunes the last layer of
existing detectors on rare classes, which are comparable to
the previous meta-based methods. Instead, our approach,
which also follows the idea of fine-tuning, jointly trains the
almost entire detector with novel gradient decoupled layer
and prototypical calibration block, outperforming all above
meta-based and finetune-based approaches.

3. Methods
In this section, we first introduce the setup of few-shot

object detection in Section 3.1. Then we revisit conven-
tional Faster R-CNN in Section 3.2 and elaborate our De-
coupled Faster R-CNN (DeFRCN) in Section 3.3.
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Figure 9: The framework of DeFRCN [27].

the forward and backward propagation process, GDL performs the affine trans-
formation layer of the forward feature. In the backward, GDL employs the
subsequent gradient to multiply a constant. Based on this fact, the DeFRCN
model achieves decoupling between the multiple stages. Denote F (·) and G as
the function of the FSOD detector and GDL layer, respectively. The optimiza-
tion process based on the decoupling of the above three modules can be given
by the following loss

Ldefrcn =Lrpn (Frpn (Grpn (Fb (x; θb)) ; θrpn) , yrpn) + η·
Lrcnn (Frcnn (Grcnn (Fb (x; θb)) ; θrcnn) , yrcnn)

(12)

where, θb, θRPN and θRCNN represent the learnable parameters of backbone,
RPN, and RCNN, respectively. Furthermore, η is a hyper-parameter to balance
Lrpn and Lrcnn. In addition, DeFRCN adopts the prototypical calibration block
(PCB) [27] block to improve the performance of the object classification.

This work achieved milestone performance in FSOD, and several studies
extended their work follow-up on the decoupled concept. For example, [132]
et al. build PTF+KI upon DeFRCN without the PCB module to improve the
efficiency and accuracy of FSOD. Yan et al. [133] exploited a model decoupling
technique to prevent the phenomenon of proposal estimation bias in FSOD. In
addition, decoupled detection network methods have been utilized in detecting
specific objects. For instance, Zhang et al. [134] decoupled the remote sensing
image detector to keep the performance of the base model and improve the
generation of the novel model. Su et al. [135] decouples the novel detector for
few-shot open-set object detection to avoid overfitting.

On the other hand, adopting the two-stage detection framework by using
RoI to predict the object may only recognize a single object resulting in ineffi-
ciency. To solve the limitation, Lu et al. [136] proposed a decoupling paradigm
to achieve image-level processing and high efficiency based on the one-stage
detector. [136] includes a decoupling representation transform (DRT) mod-
ule. Specifically, DRT first distinguishes the foreground and background to
extract foreground representation. DRT then predicts the shape of the anchor
to solve the problem that due to the handcrafted anchor being far from the
ground truths, the difficulty of regression and the inadequacy of training posi-
tive samples would be increased in one-stage detectors. Furthermore, DRT can
obtain task-related features by adapting features for classification and location.
In view of this, several adaption modes in DRT are designed to decouple the
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Table 2: Comparison of merit and demerit between single-task-based FSOD methods.
Methods Pertinent Reference Merit Demerit

Jointly fine-tuning based architecture [6], [101], [98]
Rapid adaptation to

new tasks.
Low precision and rely on highly

relevant between base and novel classes.

Two-stage fine-tuning approaches
[4], [104], [105], [106], [107],
[108], [110], [111], [112], [113]

Faster training and
easy deployment.

Severe shift in domain target.

Knowledge distillation
[114], [116], [117], [118],

[119], [120], [121]
Providing additional
supervised signals.

Rely on abundant similarity
features between Cbase and Cnovel.

Context reasoning
[98], [122], [125], [126],
[127], [128], [129], [130]

Suitable for complex
relationship modeling.

Limited in the images with
relationship features.

Decoupling detection networks
[27], [132], [28], [116], [137],
[136], [134], [135], [133]

Strong generalization
ability.

Increased model complexity

Keeping the performance on base categories
[28], [26], [29], [116], [138],
[139], [140], [141], [142]

Avoiding catastrophic
forgetting of base classes.

complexity of
implementing deployments.

representation of classification and location features to obtain both appropri-
ate receptive fields. Finally, the DRT is designed on the pipeline of one-stage
detectors [99, 53, 51] to further boost the generalization ability.

Conclusion on decoupling detection networks. By decoupling the de-
tection modules, the model can effectively capture class-specific information for
both base and novel classes, thereby significantly enhancing its generalization
capabilities. While these methods enable the model to achieve impressive perfor-
mance in FSOD, it is important to note that they necessitate the incorporation
of additional mechanisms to facilitate the decoupling process. This, in turn,
leads to increased architectural complexity and training procedures, potentially
resulting in heightened computational requirements and longer training times.

5.6. Keeping the Performance on Base Categories

The above model trained on a novel set of classes may lose its ability or
perform poorly to recognize and detect objects from the base classes. To over-
come this challenge, researchers have proposed G-FSOD techniques to mitigate
catastrophic forgetting in few-shot detection. G-FSOD without forgetting is
an extension of the FSOD task that aims to train a model that can not only
detect objects in novel classes with limited labeled data but also retain its abil-
ity to detect objects in previously seen classes without significant performance
degradation [28, 26].

Motivated by this, Fan et al. [29] proposed Retentive R-CNN to eliminate
the catastrophic forgetting of base classes. Retentive R-CNN includes Bias-
Balanced RPN and Re-detector. To be specific, Bias-Balanced is used to ensure
that the effects of the base class are not catastrophic forgetting by integrating
base pre-trained RPN and novel RPN. Denote Ob and On as the objects of
base RPN prediction and finetuned RPN, respectively. The output of the final
Bias-Balanced RPN in [29] is defined as O = (Ob, On). Furthermore, in the fine-
tuning stage, only the finetuned RPN module is unfrozen. On the other hand,
the Re-detector includes a base RoI detector in the RoI module to predict base
classes and the novel RoI detector to detect base and novel classes. [29] adopts
consistency loss in this module, which can be applied to encourage consistency
between different views of the same input detector. The idea of consistency loss
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Figure 10: Key milestones in the development of single-task-based methods. Each color
represents the same family.

enforces that the model’s predictions remain stable or consistent regardless of
the specific perturbation applied to the input. In addition, in the fine-tuning
stage, the novel RoI detector is unfrozen.

If the fine-tuning stage only provides novel classes without any base class
to train the detection network, how it avoids catastrophic forgetting? For this
problem, Guirguis et al. [116] proposed Neural Instance Feature Forging (NIFF)
to alleviate catastrophic forgetting without storing base data. NIFF trains an
independent lightweight generator by knowledge distillation to synthesize class-
wise base features for G-FSOD training.

On the other side, incremental learning can also address catastrophic forget-
ting by allowing models to learn incrementally, incorporating new data without
discarding previously acquired knowledge. FSOD combined with this technique
can mitigate or minimize catastrophic forgetting of base classes and improve the
performance of novel classes. There are a series of related incremental learning
methods [138, 139, 140, 141, 142] to ensure the model retains knowledge from
base learning. For example, Feng et al. [138] proposed MCH and BPMCH mod-
els based on incremental learning to create connections between base and novel
classes, which maintain the base performance and transfer more knowledge from
base to novel class. Choi et al. [140] proposed an incremental two-stage fine-
tuning approach, in which the incremental module is designed for RoI features
to preserve base regression and classification tasks. In addition, Deng et al.
[142] proposed a class-incremental FSOD framework to continually learn new
samples without forgetting previous training in practical robotics applications.

Conclusion on keeping the performance on base categories. G-
FSOD methods are designed to prevent catastrophic forgetting of the perfor-
mance of base objects during the learning process of a novel model. Such meth-
ods offer the advantage of handling multiple categories in a flexible and scalable
manner, allowing models to adapt to various practical application scenarios.
However, to maintain knowledge of known base objects, additional steps are
required to manage and update the model’s weights. This can lead to increased
computational requirements and complexity when implementing these methods
in real-world deployments.
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Table 3: Comparison of merit and demerit between episode task and single task FSOD meth-
ods.

taxonomy Merit Demerit

Episode Task Methods
Strong adaptive ability without fine-tuning.

Mitigating domain shift.
Poor interpretability of what is learned.

Complexity and more computational cost.

Single Task Methods
Faster training and deployment.
Strong generalization ability.

Severe shift in domain target.
Difficult designing of fine-tuning details.

5.7. Conclusion on Single-Task-Based FSOD Methods

Key milestones in the development of single-task-based methods.
Figure 10 illustrates the most iconic single-task-based approaches that evolved
within the same family. LSTD [6] is the earliest method to propose the two-stage
training strategy for FSOD and with its extending method, MPSR [101] follows
the jointly fine-tuning concept. However, such methods are usually regarded
as the baseline with low performance. Therefore, in 2019, most approaches
began to consider how to integrate them with episode tasks. Until 2020, TFA
[4] broke the stagnation of single-task development with its fast and accurate
training strategy. By this, TFA as the new baseline of single task method
extends FSCE [104], CoRPNs [110], etc. Besides, most of the subsequent TFA-
based methods combined with knowledge distillation, e.g., KD-BVWR [117],
MF-Distillation [114], and KD-DETR [121] context reasoning, e.g., SRR-FSD
[122] and FSOD-SR [126], or decoupling detection networks, DeFRCN [27],
DRT [136], and PTK+KI [132]. Furthermore, Retentive R-CNN [29] with its
extending methods, CFA [28], NIFF [116], and DiGeo [26] considers that keeping
the base performance in the G-FSOD protocol can provide more comprehensive
results reporting.

Merit and demerit of single-task-based FSOD methods. These
single-task-based FSOD approaches with faster training and simple deployment
can quickly adapt to novel classes and achieve strong generalization ability with
the ingenious decoupling technique. Unfortunately, there is no uniform fine-
tuning strategy, in which different FSOD tasks freeze or unfreeze different de-
tection modules [28]. In addition, if the novel domain significantly deviates
from the base domains used during training, the performance may degrade due
to the domain gap [27]. Table 2 briefly summarizes the comparison of merit and
demerit between the above FSOD methods.

6. Comparison of two Taxonomy FSOD Methods

In this section, we analyze the classification schemes through theory and
experiment, respectively, to summarize the corresponding advantages and dis-
advantages.

6.1. Theoretical Analysis

Episode-task-based FSOD methods leverage meta-learning techniques to
quickly adapt the model’s parameters or update its architecture to effectively
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Table 4: Performance of FSOD on three PASCAL VOC novel sets (AP50). Symbol ‘-’ rep-
resents unreported results in the original work. Bold font indicates the best result in the
group. FRCN (R101) and FRCN (R50) are Faster R-CNN with the backbone of ResNet-101
or ResNet-50. DK19 represents Darknet19 from [51] and VGG16 is the visual geometry group
network [143]. D-DETR is deformable DETR [83].

Methods Framework
Novel Split1 Novel Split2 Novel Split3

K=1 2 3 5 10 1 2 3 5 10 1 2 3 5 10

Episode Task
MetaDet [15] FRCN (VGG16) 18.9 20.6 30.2 36.8 49.6 21.8 23.1 27.8 31.7 43.0 20.6 23.9 29.4 43.9 44.1
FSRW [50] YOLOv2 (DK19) 14.8 15.5 26.7 33.9 47.2 15.7 15.3 22.7 30.1 40.5 21.3 25.6 28.4 42.8 45.9
Meta R-CNN [36] FRCN (R101) 19.9 25.5 35.0 45.7 51.5 10.4 19.4 29.6 34.8 45.4 14.3 18.2 27.5 41.2 48.1
FSDetView [144] FRCN (R101) 24.2 35.3 42.2 49.1 57.4 21.6 24.6 31.9 37.0 45.7 21.2 30.0 37.2 43.8 49.6
QA-FewDet [58] FRCN (R101) 42.4 51.9 55.7 62.6 63.4 25.9 37.8 46.6 48.9 51.1 35.2 42.9 47.8 54.8 53.5
Meta FRCN [5] FRCN (R101) 43.0 54.5 60.6 66.1 65.4 27.7 35.5 46.1 47.8 51.4 40.6 46.4 53.4 59.9 58.6
NP-RepMet [62] FRCN (R101) 37.8 40.3 41.7 47.3 49.4 41.6 43.0 43.4 47.4 49.1 33.3 38.0 39.8 41.5 44.8
FCT [67] FRCN (PVTv2) 49.9 57.1 57.9 63.2 67.1 27.6 34.5 43.7 49.2 51.2 39.5 54.7 52.3 57.0 58.7
DCNet [90] FRCN (R101) 33.9 37.4 43.7 51.1 59.6 23.2 24.8 30.6 36.7 46.6 32.3 34.9 39.7 42.6 50.7
CME [84] YOLOv2 (DK19) 17.8 26.1 31.5 44.8 47.5 12.7 17.4 27.1 33.7 40.0 15.7 27.4 30.7 44.9 48.8
CME [84] FRCN (R101) 41.5 47.5 50.4 58.2 60.9 27.2 30.2 41.4 42.5 46.8 34.3 39.6 45.1 48.3 51.5
HLML et al. [94] FRCN (R50) 46.8 49.2 50.2 52.0 52.4 39.4 43.1 43.6 44.1 45.7 44.1 49.8 50.5 52.3 52.8
HLML et al. [94] FRCN (R101) 48.6 51.1 52.0 53.7 54.3 41.6 45.4 45.8 46.3 48.0 46.1 51.7 52.6 54.1 55.0
KFSOD [89] FRCN (R101) 44.6 - 54.4 60.9 65.8 37.8 - 43.1 48.1 50.4 34.8 - 44.1 52.7 53.9
TENET [81] FRCN (R101) 46.7 52.3 55.4 62.3 66.9 40.3 41.2 44.7 49.3 52.1 35.5 41.5 46.0 54.4 54.6
TENET [81] FRCN (R50) 48.5 55.2 58.7 65.8 69.0 42.6 43.4 47.9 52.0 54.2 37.9 43.6 48.8 56.9 57.6
Meta-DETR [68] D-DETR (R101) 35.1 49.0 53.2 57.4 62.0 27.9 32.3 38.4 43.2 51.8 34.9 41.8 47.1 54.1 58.2
VFA [85] FRCN (R101) 57.7 64.6 64.7 67.2 67.4 41.4 46.2 51.1 51.8 51.6 48.9 54.8 56.6 59.0 58.9
Meta-Tuning [65] FRCN (R101) 58.4 62.4 63.2 67.6 67.7 34.0 43.1 51.0 53.6 54.0 55.1 56.6 57.3 62.6 63.7

Single Task
LSTD [6] FRCN (R101) 8.2 1.0 12.4 29.1 38.5 11.4 3.8 5.0 15.7 31.0 12.6 8.5 15.0 27.3 36.3
MPSR [101] FRCN (R101) 41.7 - 51.4 55.2 61.8 24.4 - 39.2 39.9 47.8 35.6 - 42.3 48.0 49.7
TFA w/ cos [4] FRCN (R101) 39.8 36.1 44.7 55.7 56.0 23.5 26.9 34.1 35.1 39.1 30.8 34.8 42.8 49.5 49.8
FSCE [104] FRCN (R101) 44.2 43.8 51.4 61.9 63.4 27.3 29.5 43.5 44.2 50.2 37.2 41.9 47.5 54.6 58.5
SRR-FSD [122] FRCN (R101) 46.3 51.1 52.6 56.2 57.3 31.0 29.9 34.7 37.3 41.7 39.2 40.5 39.7 42.2 45.2
FSOD-SR [126] FRCN (R50) 50.1 54.4 56.2 60.0 62.4 29.5 39.9 43.5 44.6 48.1 43.6 46.6 53.4 53.4 59.5
Halluc [113] FRCN (R101) 47.0 44.9 46.5 54.7 54.7 26.3 31.8 37.4 37.4 41.2 40.4 42.1 43.3 51.4 49.6
Retentive [29] FRCN (R101) 42.4 45.8 45.9 53.7 56.1 21.7 27.8 35.2 37.0 40.3 30.2 37.6 43.0 49.7 50.1
CGDP [145] FRCN (R101) 40.7 45.1 46.5 57.4 62.4 27.3 31.4 40.8 42.7 46.3 31.2 36.4 43.7 50.1 55.6
DeFRCN [27] FRCN (R101) 40.2 53.6 58.2 63.6 66.5 29.5 39.7 43.4 48.1 52.8 35.0 38.3 52.9 57.7 60.8
FADI [106] FRCN (R101) 50.3 54.8 54.2 59.3 63.2 30.6 35.0 40.3 42.8 48.0 45.7 49.7 49.1 55.0 59.6
Pseudo-Lb [112] FRCN (R50) 50.5 53.1 56.4 61.7 62.7 36.4 33.8 46.1 49.3 48.2 42.4 44.3 49.1 55.2 57.6
Pseudo-Lb [112] FRCN (R101) 54.5 53.2 58.8 63.2 65.7 32.8 29.2 50.7 49.8 50.6 48.4 52.7 55.0 59.6 59.6
CoCo-RCNN [111] FRCN (R101) 33.5 44.2 50.2 57.5 63.3 25.3 31.0 39.6 43.8 50.1 24.8 36.9 42.8 50.8 57.7
MF-Distillation [114] FRCN (R101) 63.4 66.3 67.7 69.4 68.1 42.1 46.5 53.4 55.3 53.8 56.1 58.3 59.0 62.2 63.7
KD-BVWR [117] FRCN (R101) 58.2 62.5 65.1 68.2 67.4 37.6 45.6 52.0 54.6 53.2 53.8 57.7 58.0 62.4 62.2
Calibrations [107] FRCN (R50) 40.1 44.2 51.2 62.0 63.0 33.3 33.1 42.3 46.3 52.3 36.1 43.1 43.5 52.0 56.0
ECEA [137] FRCN (R101) 59.7 60.7 63.3 64.1 64.7 43.1 45.2 49.4 50.2 51.7 52.3 54.7 58.7 59.8 61.5
VAE-CLIP [146] FRCN (R101) 62.1 64.9 67.8 69.2 67.5 39.9 46.8 54.4 54.2 53.6 58.2 60.3 61.0 64.0 65.5

handle unseen object classes. This enables efficient learning from data scarcity
examples and the merit of such methods can be summarized as follows:

Strong adaptive ability without fine-tuning. Episode tasks assist the
FSOD model in learning to learn, which acquires meta-knowledge that enables
them to rapidly adapt to new object classes and makes them suitable for fast de-
ployment in real-world scenarios. For example, Meta-RCNN [36] achieves excel-
lent detection performance by combining the Faster R-CNN with meta-learning
to rapidly adapt to a small number of labeled samples. Sometimes, these meth-
ods have strong adaptive ability without fine-tuning, e.g., attention-RPN [33]
for enhancing the quality of region proposals and AirDet for autonomous explo-
ration of low-power robots [147]. AirDet [147] is constantly learning small but
valuable bits of information about query images in episode tasks to automati-
cally adapt to robots’ exploration tasks without fine-tuning.
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Table 5: G-FSOD performance on three PASCAL VOC all classes (AP50).

Methods Framework
All Split1 All Split2 All Split3

K=1 2 3 5 10 1 2 3 5 10 1 2 3 5 10

Retentive [29] FRCN (R101) 71.3 72.3 72.1 74.0 74.6 66.8 68.4 70.2 70.7 71.5 69.0 70.9 72.3 73.9 74.1
CFA w/ fc [28] FRCN (R101) 70.3 69.5 71.0 74.4 74.9 67.0 68.0 70.2 70.8 71.5 69.1 70.1 71.6 73.3 74.7
CFA w/ cos [28] FRCN (R101) 71.4 71.8 73.3 74.9 75.0 66.8 68.4 70.4 71.1 71.9 69.7 71.2 72.6 74.0 74.7
CFA-DeFRCN [28] FRCN (R101) 75.0 76.0 76.8 77.3 77.3 70.4 72.7 73.7 74.7 74.2 74.7 75.5 75.0 76.2 76.6
DiGeo [26] FRCN (R101) 69.7 70.6 72.4 75.4 76.1 67.5 68.4 71.4 71.6 73.6 68.6 70.9 72.9 74.4 75.0
NIFF-DeFRCN [116] FRCN (R101) 75.9 76.9 77.3 77.9 77.5 70.6 71.6 74.5 75.1 74.5 74.7 76.0 76.1 76.8 76.7

Mitigating domain shift. By simulating multiple different combinations
of support and query domains in the episode-training phase, the model learns
to quickly adapt to new domains. Consequently, when confronted with a new
target domain, the model can effectively capitalize on its pre-existing knowledge
and strategies to rapidly adjust to the new data distribution, thereby diminish-
ing the effects of domain shift [85]. On the other words, the model learns to
identify and utilize features relevant to the novel task, rather than solely relying
on features from the base domain. This enables the model to better adapt to
the data characteristics of the target domain and improve performance in the
new domain.

Nonetheless, episode-task-based FSOD methods undergo poor interpretabil-
ity of what they learned in the novel stage [65]. In addition, meta-training re-
quires additional computational resources and time to learn the meta-knowledge
and adapt the model to new tasks, making them computationally expensive.
Fortunately, single-task-based FSOD can quickly adapt to novel classes with-
out considering the combination of meta-learning and detector. Therefore, the
merits of these FSOD methods can be summarized as follows:

Faster training and deployment. By initializing the model with pre-
trained weights, single-task-based FSOD methods can significantly reduce train-
ing time. The model can start from a good initialization point, allowing for
faster convergence and enabling quick deployment in real-world scenarios. For
example, TFA [4] illustrates that keeping the feature extraction part of the
model unchanged and only fine-tuning the last layer can improve the detection
accuracy over the episode-task-based approach.

Strong generalization ability. Single-task methods can greatly improve
the generalization ability of the FSOD model by fine-tuning two-stage models.
This is because, by leveraging shared patterns and structures in the data, as
well as learning common features and representations from the base stage. The
models become better equipped to adapt to variations in the novel detection
task. DeFRCN as a classical single-task example improves the performance
of FSOD at a new level by decoupling Faster R-CNN. Following this concept,
some researchers [28, 137, 116] borrow the idea of decoupling to improve the
generalization ability of their methods.

Even so, compared with episode-task-based FSOD methods, they are more
likely to suffer sensitivity to domain shifts [27, 85]. Due to the different sources
and imbalance between base and novel samples in single-task-based learned
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Table 6: Performance of FSOD on MS-COCO novel classes.

Methods Framework
10 shots 30 shots

AP AP50 AP75 APS APM APL AP AP50 AP75 APS APM APL

Episode Task
MetaDet [15] FRCN (VGG16) 7.1 14.6 6.1 1.0 4.1 12.2 11.3 21.7 8.1 1.1 6.2 17.3
FSDetView [144] FRCN (R101) 10.3 25.1 6.1 3.5 11.3 14.6 14.2 31.4 10.3 4.7 15.0 21.5
Meta R-CNN [36] FRCN (R101) 8.7 19.1 6.6 2.3 7.7 14.0 12.4 25.3 10.8 2.8 11.6 19.0
DCNet [90] FRCN (R101) 12.8 23.4 11.2 4.3 13.8 21.0 18.6 32.6 17.5 6.9 16.5 27.4
CME [84] FRCN (R101) 15.1 24.6 16.4 4.6 16.6 26.0 16.9 28.0 17.8 4.6 18.0 29.2
HLML et al. [94] FRCN (R101) 13.9 29.5 11.7 - - - 7.6 15.2 19.0 - - -
FCT [67] FRCN (R101) 17.1 - - - - - 21.4 - - - - -
QA-FewDet [58] FRCN (R101) 11.6 23.9 9.8 - - - 16.5 31.9 15.5 - - -
Meta-DETR [68] D-DETR (R101) 19.0 30.5 19.7 - - - 22.2 35.0 22.8 - - -
Meta FRCN [5] FRCN (R101) 9.7 18.5 9.0 - - - 10.7 19.6 10.6 - - -
TENET [81] FRCN (R101) 19.1 27.4 19.6 - - - - - - - - -
VFA [85] FRCN (R101) 16.2 - - - - - 18.9 - - - - -
CKPC [43] FRCN (R101) 16.6 34.4 17.2 5.9 18.3 27.5 19.9 38.1 19.7 7.8 20.9 31.3
Meta-Tuning [65] FRCN (R101) 18.8 - - - - - 23.4 - - - - -

Single Task
FSRW [50] FRCN (R101) 5.6 12.3 4.6 0.9 3.5 10.5 9.1 19.0 7.6 0.8 4.9 16.8
MPSR [101] FRCN (R101) 9.8 17.9 9.7 3.3 11.3 14.6 14.1 25.4 14.2 4.0 12.9 23.0
TFA w/cos [4] FRCN (R101) 9.1 17.1 8.8 3.7 8.0 14.3 12.1 22.0 12.0 4.7 10.8 18.6
FSCE [104] FRCN (R101) 11.4 23.3 10.1 4.5 10.8 18.7 15.8 29.9 14.7 6.1 10.8 18.6
SRR-FSD [122] FRCN (R101) 11.3 23.0 9.8 - - - 14.7 29.2 13.5 - - -
FSOD-SR FRCN (R50) 11.6 21.7 10.4 4.6 10.5 17.2 15.2 27.5 14.6 6.1 14.5 24.7
CGDP[145] FRCN (R101) 11.3 20.3 - - - - 15.1 29.4 - - - -
Retentive [29] FRCN (R101) 10.5 - - - - - 13.8 - - - - -
Pseudo-Lb (R101) [112] FRCN (R101) 17.8 30.9 17.8 - - - 24.5 41.1 25.0 - - -
Pseudo-Lb (Swin-S) [112] FRCN (R101) 19.0 34.1 19.0 - - - 26.8 45.8 27.5 - - -
FADI [106] FRCN (R101) 12.2 - - - - - 16.1 - - - - -
CoCo-RCNN [111] FRCN (R101) 18.1 30.4 18.2 - - - 20.6 33.8 21.4 - - -
KD-BVWR [117] FRCN (R101) 18.9 - 17.8 - - - 22.6 - 22.6 - - -
MF-Distillation [114] FRCN (R101) 19.4 - 20.2 - - - 22.7 - 23.2 - - -
Norm-VAE [146] FRCN (R101) 18.7 - 17.8 - - - 22.5 - 22.4 - - -
PTF [132] FRCN (R101) 11.7 22.6 10.9 5.1 12.2 16.5 15.7 30.4 14.4 7.3 16.3 21.4
PTF+KI [132] FRCN (R101) 13.0 24.0 12.6 6.0 13.1 18.4 16.8 30.9 16.2 8.0 17.1 23.0
ECEA [137] FRCN (R101) 19.6 34.6 19.2 8.6 19.6 29.3 23.1 39.5 23.8 9.7 23.1 34.6

models, the performance may degrade [27]. Furthermore, there is no uniform
fine-tuning strategy, in which different FSOD tasks freeze or unfreeze different
detection modules [28]. For example, TFA fine-tuning strategy [4] is directly
used in DeFRCN [27], and the results can be wildly skewed.

6.2. Experimental Analysis

In this subsection, we summarize the results of FSOD evaluation on COCO
and VOC. Although the LVIS and FSOD datasets are more numerous than
the COCO and VOC categories, they need more GPU resources and training
times. This is not friendly to researchers with limited budgets and the latter
two datasets are just right. Therefore, COCO and VOC are the most popular
validated datasets for FSOD.

Results on PASCAL VOC. Table 4 lists the benchmark results for the
FSOD methods on the PASCAL VOC dataset. From the table, we report the
results of the episode-task-based and single-task-based methods, respectively,
and give the results of shots K = 1, 2, 3, 5, and 10. Meanwhile, we report the

32



Table 7: Performance of G-FSOD on MS-COCO all classes.

Methods Framework
5 shots 10 shots 30 shots

AP bAP nAP AP bAP nAP AP bAP nAP

Retentive [29] FRCN (R101) 31.5 39.2 8.3 32.1 39.2 10.5 32.9 39.3 13.8
CFA w/ fc [28] FRCN (R101) 31.8 39.5 8.8 32.2 39.5 10.4 33.2 39.5 14.3
CFA w/ cos [28] FRCN (R101) 32.0 39.5 9.6 32.4 39.4 11.3 33.4 39.5 15.1
CFA-DeFRCN [28] FRCN (R101) 33.0 38.9 15.6 34.0 39.0 18.9 34.9 39.0 22.6
DiGeo [26] FRCN (R101) - - - 32.0 39.2 10.3 33.1 39.4 14.2
NIFF-DeFRCN [116] FRCN (R101) 33.1 38.9 15.9 34.0 39.0 18.8 34.5 39.0 20.9

average results of each method across multiple seed training detection networks
due to the average results are more convincing [4].

From the final experimental results of each method, the most recent single-
task-based VAE-CLIP [146] has obtained the best detection results, and 8 groups
have obtained the best results among the 15 results. The 13 groups achieved
the highest results of VAE-CLIP compared with the latest episode-task-based
Meta-Tuning [65] among the 15 groups. This result fully demonstrates the
merit of single-task-based methods with a simple but effective performance on
VOC. However, this does not mean that the former is better than the latter.
VAE-CLIP and Meta-Tuning solve different problems, respectively. The VOC
dataset is more inclined to the phenomenon that different proposal boxes in the
same class are classified into other classes as VAE proposed. In addition, the
results of the two categories of VFA [85] and ECEA [137] methods proposed
in the same year are similar. Therefore, in general, both single-task-based and
episode-task-based methods are promising research for FSOD.

Furthermore, in Table 5, we give the all set results (both of base and novel
classes AP50) to report the tolerance of the few-shot model for catastrophic
forgetting of base classes with G-FSOD setting. The listed methods in the ta-
ble follow the single-task-based training strategy to keep the accuracy of base
classes. From the table, NIFF-DeFRCN [116] based on the research of decou-
pling detection network [27] achieves the best performance. These results can
fully verify that such single-task-based models have strong generalization abil-
ity. In particular, NIFF [116] can train a few-shot detector without using the
base class during the novel phase, and still ensure that the characteristics of the
base class are not forgotten.

Results on MS COCO. The COCO dataset contains 20 novel categories
and is more convincing in FSOD model testing than the VOC. Table 6 shows
the results of the COCO dataset for the number of categories K = 10 and
30. As can be seen from the table, the test results of Norm-VAE [146] and
Meta-Tuning [65] are similar, and even Meta-Tuning’s AP results are higher
than the former. Therefore, a single dataset cannot evaluate the performance of
models. Furthermore, the results of Table 6 show that ECEA [137] and Pseudo-
Lb (Swin-S) [112] achieved the best results at 10 and 30 shots, respectively.
Both methods consider the accuracy of object localization. ECEA considers
extending the obscured features of the object to ensure that the object can
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be fully predicted, while the latter considers improving the detection quality
by introducing a large number of high-quality pseudo-annotations. From these
results, there is still a certain development space for improving localization
quality to improve the performance of FSOD.

In addition, Table 7 lists the all set results to report the tolerance of the
few-shot model for catastrophic forgetting of base classes with the G-FSOD
setting on the COCO dataset, which is the same as Table 5. From the table,
We report AP of all classes, bAP50 of base classes, and nAP75 of novel classes
of K = 5, 10, and 30 shots.

7. Challenges, Developing Trends, and Application Scenarios

In this section, according to the above theoretical and experimental anal-
ysis, we summarize the challenges still existing at current, provide potential
research direction and development trends, and briefly introduce the important
application fields in FSOD.

7.1. Challenges

Although FSOD studies have achieved many remarkable results, its detec-
tion performance is still far from generic object detection. Furthermore, some
challenging tasks need to be further solved. These challenges can be summarized
as follows.

Limited labeled data. The primary challenge in FSOD is the scarcity
of labeled data for novel or unseen object classes, which constraints make it
difficult for models to generalize well to unseen classes. This primary concern
in FSOD is the first problem that has been extended frustrating problems, e.g.,
the similarity of the object is difficult to distinguish [104, 85], the object has too
few utilized features to recognize [67, 68], etc. When all the extended problems
can be solved, i.e., the detection model is trained in large-scale labeled datasets,
the few-shot challenge of object detection is no longer a problem.

Similar semantic classes. FSOD models need to understand and gen-
eralize visual concepts across different object categories to distinguish subtle
differences between similar object classes. However, there can be tiny variations
in appearance, shape, and context between the different closely related object
categories. The complexity of capturing intricate visual features and limited
training examples may confusingly classify the objects with the fine-grained se-
mantic gap. For instance, current researchers [104] have suggested a solution
to try to solve this question, i.e., the contrastive learning-based approach, but
this method does not work in the number of categories of K = 1 or 2 or even
harms the final prediction. In addition, KG-based methods utilize the semantic
relation [122, 126] of different objects, but it is difficult to build relation rea-
soning with semantic relationships on the graph when there is only one object
in an image with a popular background. Therefore, bridging this semantic gap
between the different classes is still a challenge that affects the model’s ability
to recognize and detect novel objects accurately.
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Overfitting and poor generalization. Overfitting is yet a common issue
in few-shot detectors, where models tend to perform well on the base training
set but fail to generalize to novel examples. Decoupling the classic object detec-
tors can effectively assist the base models to generalize few-shot detectors and
prevent the novel model from overfitting. In recent, both episode-task-based
[85] and single-task-based [28] methods have borrowed the decoupling-based
FSOD detector to avoid overfitting and enhance prediction accuracy. Accord-
ing to recent studies [65, 146], achieving good generalization from base to novel
in FSOD is still a challenge due to the lack of training data and the need to
extract meaningful and transferable representations from limited examples.

Class imbalance and domain shift. In FSOD, the number of training
examples per class in the novel stage is extremely limited compared to the
base. This class imbalance problem can lead to biased model training, i.e. if
classification decision features of the novel object are similar to the base object,
the model may be inclined to recognize the novel class as the base one according
to prior knowledge. Furthermore, in real-world scenarios, the distribution of
base and novel data varies across different domains, making it challenging for
FSOD models to generalize well. [85] found this problem and proposed VFA to
solve this problem. VFA assumes that the distribution of features within a class
can be effectively captured by a parametric probabilistic model like a VAE [88].
However, this assumption may not always hold, especially for complex or highly
varied class distributions. If the learned distribution is not expressive enough,
it may lead to suboptimal feature aggregation and hinder the performance of
the few-shot learning or object detection system. Adapting models to handle
domain shifts and transfer knowledge from base to novel is a significant challenge
in FSOD.

Large-scale data. The utilization of large models, such as the ImageNet
pre-trained model (ResNet-101) [148], DALL-E model [149], CLIP model [150],
etc., has shown the potential to enhance the performance of few-shot object de-
tection (FSOD). These large models, with their extensive parameters and deep
network structures, can learn more expressive and discriminative feature rep-
resentations. Consequently, FSOD models can extract more accurate features
from limited samples. For instance, in [146], CLIP features are employed in the
VAE model to improve FSOD performance. Furthermore, [151] utilizes novel
features from the base set to augment the novel detector. However, in prac-
tical applications, if the base data contains novel categories that are known,
we label such novel objects to directly train a general object detection detector
[152, 153, 154] can achieve better results than [151]. According to the definition
of FSOD and practical considerations, the base set should not include novel
categories, but some features of base classes that are similar to novel classes
can be used to generalize the novel model to enhance novel object representa-
tion. Therefore, how to properly use the features provided by large-scale data
in unseen classes is still a challenge.

Addressing these challenges requires innovations in algorithms, dataset cre-
ation, and training strategies to improve the performance and robustness of
FSOD models. Researchers are actively exploring these areas to advance the
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state-of-the-art in few-shot object detection and make it more applicable in
real-world scenarios.

7.2. Potential Research Direction and Development Trend

The future of FSOD holds several potential areas of research and devel-
opment. As the field progresses, advancements in algorithms, models, and
techniques will continue to address the challenges of FSOD, enabling models
to learn and adapt effectively with limited labeled data and achieve improved
performance.

Hybrid approaches. Hybrid approaches leverage knowledge from related
tasks or domains [155, 156, 157] to enhance FSOD performance, e.g., fine-
grained learning for FSOD [158, 159, 160]. Fine-grained objects often con-
tain subcategories with subtle differences, such as different breeds of animals,
various plants, specific models of products, etc., which cannot be accurately
distinguished by traditional classification methods [161, 162]. With the contin-
uous development of fine-grained learning, models have been able to accurately
identify objects with tiny differences between these sub-categories. [163] shows
that the fine-grained classification head can assist the object detection task to
achieve exciting results. However, few studies adopt fine-grained learning in the
two-stage training paradigm of FSOD. Thus, the application prospect of fine-
grained learning in FSOD is very potential. Developing a combination scheme
of fine-grained and FSOD models can effectively solve the challenge brought by
different classes with similar semantic features in FSOD. In addition, [20] con-
siders that the weakly supervised setting [164, 165, 166, 167] and self-supervised
learning [168, 169] can also be used as technical extensions of FSOD in the fu-
ture.

The quality of localization. Due to the powerful generation of candi-
date boxes in the two-stage Faster RCNN detector, the regression task often
performs better than the classification task in FSOD. Therefore, most of the
FSOD methods mainly focus on object classification and less work has been
considered on localization. However, the performance of object localization is
still a topic worthy of attention. For example, the RPN module generates sev-
eral candidate boxes with high confidence in the same object, but one of the
candidate boxes of the object could be classified as another category due to the
localization quality of the prediction box [146]. Candidate boxes of different
qualities from the same object may contain different scales, object features, and
backgrounds, which could confuse the final classifier. In addition, [137] finds
that due to the few-shot samples, the novel set may miss part features of the
object, resulting in the novel model cannot completely predict the whole object
localization. Potential problems based on localization seriously harm the detec-
tion accuracy of the FSOD model. Therefore, it is necessary to further explore
the FSOD positioning problem in the future for the long-term development of
FSOD.
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7.3. The Application of FSOD Scenarios

There are many significant importance and practical application values in
several fields that require FSOD algorithms, which can be introduced as follows.

Traffic safety and accident prevention. Traffic safety systems need to
identify potential hazards on the road, such as wrong-way driving or objects
obstructing traffic. It is not practical to label a large number of obstacles that
may randomly appear on the road [170]. With limited labeled data, the FSOD-
based model can aid traffic safety systems to accurately identify and monitor
different objects in real-time, thereby enabling effective traffic surveillance and
management [52, 171].

Medical detection. Some medical conditions or rare diseases may have
limited available data for training specific detection models. FSOD algorithms
enable medical models that can identify and detect these rare conditions with
only a few labeled examples, aiding in early diagnosis and appropriate treat-
ment planning. For example, [172] and [173] adopted the episode-task-based
algorithm to accurately recognize the few-shot object in medical images. Indus-
trial defect detection.

Industrial defect detection. In industrial settings, the need for quality
control and defect detection is paramount [174]. However, new types of defects
or anomalies may emerge as manufacturing processes evolve or new products
are introduced. Annotated them for training defect detection models in indus-
trial settings is often scarce and time-consuming to collect. Therefore, FSOD
methods can be employed to quickly train industrial defect detection models
for identifying specific defects or anomalies in products, minimizing production
errors, and ensuring product quality [175].

Earth Surface Detection. Identifying earth surface objects in satellite
remote sensing imagery is important for urban planning and infrastructure de-
velopment, disaster management, environmental monitoring, etc [176]. Earth
surface conditions can change rapidly due to various factors, e.g., natural dis-
asters, urban development, or environmental changes [177]. In such scenarios,
traditional detection methods that rely on extensive pre-training or re-training
may not be feasible. FSOD as a reasonable method can effectively solve such
problems [178].

These research domains are only a part of FSOD which has potential appli-
cation value in various fields and provides a solution to quickly adapt to unseen
object categories and reduce labeling costs [21]. With the development of FSOD
technology and the deepening of application research [174, 179], FSOD will play
a greater role in more fields.
8. Conclusion

In this survey, we have provided an overview of the current state-of-the-art
approaches and techniques in FSOD. We have categorized the approaches into
episode-task-based and single-task-based methods according to the definition of
transfer learning. Based on this taxonomy, we then surveyed the latest FSOD
algorithms to facilitate a deeper understanding of the FSOD problem and the
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development of innovative solutions. Finally, we discussed the advantages and
limitations of these FSOD methods to overview challenges and future research
directions for further advanced FSOD.
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