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ABSTRACT

Object detection is a critical field in computer vision focusing on accurately identifying and locating
specific objects in images or videos. Traditional methods for object detection rely on large labeled
training datasets for each object category, which can be time-consuming and expensive to collect
and annotate. To address this issue, researchers have introduced few-shot object detection (FSOD)
approaches that merge few-shot learning and object detection principles. These approaches allow
models to quickly adapt to new object categories with only a few annotated samples. While tradi-
tional FSOD methods have been studied before, this survey paper comprehensively reviews FSOD
research with a specific focus on covering different FSOD settings such as standard FSOD, general-
ized FSOD, incremental FSOD, open-set FSOD, and domain adaptive FSOD. These approaches play a
vital role in reducing the reliance on extensive labeled datasets, particularly as the need for efficient
machine learning models continues to rise. This survey paper aims to provide a comprehensive
understanding of the above-mentioned few-shot settings and explore the methodologies for each
FSOD task. It thoroughly compares state-of-the-art methods across different FSOD settings, ana-
lyzing them in detail based on their evaluation protocols. Additionally, it offers insights into their
applications, challenges, and potential future directions in the evolving field of object detection
with limited data.

1 INTRODUCTION

Object detection has experienced remarkable advancements in recent years due to significant
progress in deep learning techniques, as demonstrated by methods like Faster R-CNN [148],
YOLO [146], and DETR [9]. The primary goal of object detection is to accurately identify and
locate objects within an image while also categorizing these objects into specific predefined classes.
However, traditional deep learning approaches for object detection heavily depend on large-scale
labeled training datasets [84]. This dependence poses significant challenges in real-world scenarios
where collecting large amounts of data is often impractical [156]. Acquiring a sufficient number of
images can be infeasible, and annotating these images for object detection is both expensive and
time-consuming. Additionally, training complex deep learning models with limited data frequently
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Fig. 1. lllustration of traditional few-shot learning setting: pre-trained model adapts to new classes with
minimal data samples.

results in overfitting issues, where the model performs well on the training data but fails to gener-
alize to unseen data. In contrast, humans possess an exceptional ability to learn new concepts with
minimal data, especially during the early stages of development. For example, children can quickly
identify and differentiate new objects after encountering them only a few times. Inspired by this
impressive human capacity, a setting called few-shot learning [156, 180] has emerged, where the
model is trained to learn from a few number of samples.

Fig. 1 illustrates the standard few-shot learning regime, where a model is initially trained on
a large amount of labeled data and adapts to new classes with a significantly smaller number
of samples. In the field of few-shot object detection (FSOD), the objective is to detect certain
objects using only a limited number of annotated instances, thus eliminating the need for extensive
annotated data, which is a primary limitation of state-of-the-art object detection approaches. The
first stage in FSOD is to pre-train the model using a large amount of data from known classes,
called base classes. In the second stage, this knowledge enables the model to recognize new classes,
termed novel classes, with only a few examples.

FSOD is important in various real-world applications where obtaining a large amount of annotated
data is challenging, expensive, or time-consuming. In medical imaging [92], FSOD methods can help
identify rare new diseases from a limited number of labeled examples, enabling quicker diagnosis
and treatment. In wildlife conservation, FSOD methods can help monitor endangered species
with minimal data, supporting conservation efforts. FSOD is also valuable in industrial inspection
[166, 228], where defects or anomalies in manufacturing processes can be detected with limited
training samples, enhancing quality control. In security and surveillance applications, FSOD can
detect suspicious activities or objects with minimal labeled data, improving safety and response
times. FSOD methods also have a vital role to play in other domains such as remote sensing or
multispectral imaging [68, 188], as well as other settings such as cross-domain generalization
[42, 134], further broadening its applicability and impact across diverse fields. Given the increased
significance, newer variants of the traditional FSOD setting have emerged in recent years. Exploring
this expansion of the FSOD setting in recent literature is the key objective of this survey.

Fig. 2 outlines the evolution of the few-shot object detection task in recent years. While the
initial efforts focused on standard FSOD, extensions and variants have emerged as listed below:

e Standard FSOD

e Generalized FSOD (G-FSOD)

e Incremental FSOD (I-FSOD)

e Open-set FSOD (O-FSOD)

e Domain Adaptation based FSOD (FSDAOD)
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Fig. 2. Timeline of FSOD efforts: (i) Standard FSOD works are highlighted in brown color; (ii) Generalized
FSOD (G-FSOD) works are highlighted in red color; (iii) Incremental FSOD (I-FSOD) works are highlighted in
blue color; (iv) Open-set FSOD (O-FSOD) works are highlighted in magenta color; and (v) Domain adaptation
FSOD (FSDAOD) works are highlighted in green color.

Standard FSOD eliminates the dependency on vast amounts of labeled training data, and its
primary focus lies in enhancing performance in novel classes rather than maintaining performance
in base classes. Chen et al. provide the first paper in this direction in their work LSTD [11].
Nevertheless, learning new classes while maintaining performance in base classes is often crucial
in real-world applications. To address this challenge, two other tasks, generalized few-shot object
detection (G-FSOD) and incremental few-shot object detection (I-FSOD), aim to perform strongly
on both base and novel classes. G-FSOD tackles the challenge of proper knowledge retention of the
base classes while learning the new classes. TFA [179] is the first work in the task of G-FSOD that
provides results on both the base and novel classes. Both standard FSOD and G-FSOD rely on the
availability of the base classes while learning the new classes. However, it is not feasible in the
real-world scenario to avail the old classes while learning the new classes. ONCE [140] is the first
to address this issue and introduce the task of I-FSOD. I-FSOD, unlike the previous tasks, does not
require the old classes to adapt to new ones.

Open-set few-shot object detection (O-FSOD) is another FSOD sub-category that focuses on
not only detecting objects of trained classes but also detecting objects of unseen classes. In many
real-world scenarios, it is impractical to pre-define or pre-label all possible object categories, making
it essential for systems to recognize and handle new or rare objects that weren’t part of the initial
training set. FOOD [159] is the first work proposed in this direction by Su et al.. Another sub-
category of FSOD, called Few-shot domain adaptive object detection (FSDAOD), involves adapting
a detector to a new domain. FSDAOD is trained on a source domain with abundant data, which
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is then adapted to a new domain with only a small amount of data. This is particularly useful
in real-world applications where collecting extensive labeled data for every possible domain is
impractical. Wang et al. [178] proposed the first work in this direction, which can generalize to a
target domain given a few samples. All of these different approaches aim to tackle the difficulties
associated with limited data in real-world scenarios, striving to balance the need for recognizing
new classes and maintaining the accuracy of known classes.

The above-mentioned variants of standard FSOD, G-FSOD, I-FSOD, O-FSOD and FSDAOD
tasks differ primarily based on the availability of training data and the classes on which a model is
evaluated. This survey seeks to comprehensively study these variants and analyze the developments
beyond the standard FSOD setting in recent years. We begin with a comparison of existing FSOD-
based survey papers in Section 2, and clarify the need for this survey. We then briefly cover the
background of object detection in Section 3. The problem statement with detailed notations and
differences between few shot tasks are provided in Section 4.1. Then, we comprehensively review
research works related to each few-shot task in Subsections 4.2 to 4.6. This thorough review offers
an overview of the recent state-of-the-art research in all these approaches. Benchmark datasets
and evaluation protocols are discussed in Section 5. The result analysis of all these methods is
discussed in Section 6. Finally, various research directions, applications and challenges in this field
are explored in Section 7.

2 COMPARISON WITH RELATED SURVEY PAPERS

In the field of FSOD learning, several surveys [1, 21, 64, 69, 72, 83, 118, 151, 192] have been conducted
to investigate and analyze various aspects of this domain. a detailed summary of the existing FSOD-
based survey papers papers can be found in Table 1, while a comparison between our survey paper
with the existing FSOD-based survey are depicted in Table 2.

Notably, Huang et al. [64] focused on exploring the fusion of self-supervised representations with
FSOD, emphasizing the importance of self-supervision pre-training in improving object detection
tasks. Additionally, they discussed the challenges associated with integrating self-supervised
representations with detection techniques. Another significant contribution was made by Kohler
et al. [83], who provided a comprehensive overview of the current state-of-the-art (SOTA) in
FSOD methods, categorizing these approaches based on their training schemes and architectural
layouts. Jiaxu et al. [72] presented a data-driven taxonomy of the training data and the type of
corresponding supervision utilized during the training phase. Huang et al. [69] conducted a study
on low-shot object detection, encompassing zero-shot, one-shot, and few-shot object detection.
Antonelli et al. [1] dissected FSOD methods into categories such as data augmentation, transfer
learning, distance metric learning, and meta-learning-based approaches. Zhang et al. [213] delved
into the realm of few-shot class incremental learning and object detection from both anchor-free
and anchor-based perspectives. The authors in [83, 118] also examined the extensive field of FSOD,
with [118] analyzing existing FSOD algorithms from a new viewpoint based on their contributions,
and [83] categorizing approaches based on their training scheme and architectural layout, broadly
classifying them into meta-learning and transfer-learning based methods. Sa et al. [151] reviewed
standard FSOD models focusing on few-shot object detection in a cross-domain setting. Xin et
al. [192] evaluated FSOD from episodic-task and single-task perspectives. However, it is worth
noting that these recent surveys did not delve into the intricacies of the training mechanisms that
distinguish between standard FSOD, G-FSOD, I-FSOD, O-FSOD, and FSDAOD tasks.

Analyzing these distinctions is essential for conducting fair comparisons between works and
fostering a deeper understanding of these research fields. In this paper, we take a unique perspective
by examining few-shot works through the lens of data availability, providing greater clarity for
researchers in this domain. We divide the FSOD task into five different categories: i) standard
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Table 1. Summary of survey papers on few-shot object detection. This highlights the contributions made by
each survey paper.

Survey Paper

Keypoints

Jiaxu et al [72]

(arXiv 2021)

e Focuses on survey of few-shot object detection [16, 34, 53, 55, 74, 75, 94, 98, 104, 106, 107, 113, 162, 182, 189,
200-202, 211, 218, 220, 223, 232] along with few shot learning[15, 82], semi supervised learning [90, 157],
weakly supervised learning [18]. It divides the FSOD work into limited supervised [94, 103, 104, 162, 182],
semi-supervised [94, 107] and weakly supervised [153] based FSOD methods.

o Also discusses some challenges and future trends including domain transfer, mixed supervised learning,
unsupervised learning, data augmentations etc.

Huang et al. [69]
(arXiv 2021)

o Focuses on few-shot object detection [11, 34, 53-55, 57, 62, 65, 74, 91, 95, 104, 107, 113, 120, 126, 138, 141,
142, 162, 173, 179, 182, 190, 191, 211, 219-224, 226, 232], one-shot object localization [10, 97], zero-shot
object detection [175, 235] and extensional zero-shot object detection [109].

o The FSOD methods are divided into meta-learning [55], transfer learning [141] and finetune-free [96]
methods.

o The paper discusses popular benchmarks of fsod, performances of the cited papers and promising future
directions.

Antonelli et al. [1]
(ACM Comput.
Surv. 2022)

o This survey focuses on few-shot object detection. [11, 34, 54, 61, 75, 98, 137,179, 182, 184, 189, 191, 200, 232].
It further divides the FSOD approaches into Data Augmentation [189], Transfer Learning [11, 179, 232],
Distance Metric Learning [75] and Meta Learning [182].

o It also covers zero-shot object detection [2, 215] approaches; discusses open issues and future research
directions of this field.

Zhang et al. [213]

o This paper focuses on few-shot class incremental classification [85, 234] and few-shot class incremental

(arXiv 2023) object detection [19, 28, 37, 40, 135, 140, 204].
o The few-shot class incremental object detection is further divided into anchor-free [140, 204] and anchor-
based approaches [135].
Liu et al [118] e Focuses on few-shot object detection [5, 7, 8, 11, 13, 28, 34, 36, 54, 55, 57, 58, 63, 74-77, 91, 94, 98, 107, 108,
(ACM TIST 2023) 120, 127, 138, 140, 141, 162, 179, 184, 185, 187, 189, 191, 200, 202204, 211, 216, 219, 222, 223, 232] which

are divided into transfer learning [179], meta-learning [74], data oriented [94, 232], model oriented [75],
algorithm oriented [11] methods.
o It also discusses the technical challenges associated with the FSOD task.

Huang et al. [64] (T-
PAMI 2023)

o This survey focuses on few-shot object detection methods [11, 34, 36, 36, 74, 75, 94, 179, 189, 191, 200, 211,

238] and divided these methods into finetuning-only methods [11], prototype based [75] and modulation
based [74, 94] methods.

o It also briefly covers the detection tasks including weakly-supervised object detection [164], self-

supervision using other modalities [88], low-data and semi-supervised object detection [208], few-shot
semantic segmentation [155], and zero-shot object detection [144].

Kohler et al. [83] (T-
NNLS 2023)

o This survey focuses on few-shot object detection [7, 11, 13, 34, 36-38, 49, 53-55, 57, 61, 67, 75, 76, 78, 81,

91, 94, 104, 107, 115, 125, 127, 142, 162, 169, 176, 179, 182, 186, 189, 191, 194, 204, 211, 219, 220, 222-224]
along with related concepts including cross-domain [6, 196], zero shot [2], and weakly supervised [207]
based object detection methods. It divides the FSOD techniques into meta learning and transfer learning
[162, 179].

o It also discusses current trends which also includes the open challenges of this task.

Sa et al. [151] (Ap-
plied Intelligence
2023)

o This paper performs survey of few-shot object detection [31, 34, 62, 74, 98, 129, 141, 162, 179, 189, 191, 200~

202, 211, 223] mainly in cross domain setting.

o It focuses on approaches based on transfer learning, and several datasets including ExDark [124], Clipart1k

[70], NEU-DET [158] and DOTA [27].

Xin et al. [192] (In-
formation Fusion
2024)

o This work focuses on survey of few-shot object detection [11, 20, 24, 26, 33, 34, 36, 37, 50, 54, 57, 59, 71,

74, 76, 79, 96, 101, 128, 139, 141, 162, 179, 182, 189, 190, 193, 198, 200, 202, 211, 232]. It further divides
the work into single task based [11, 50, 76, 128, 162, 179, 189, 190, 202] and episodic task based methods
[24, 54, 57, 59, 74, 182, 200, 211].

e It also compares FSOD methods on various metrics, including generalization ability, adaptive ability,

mitigating domain shift, latency and discusses challenges and applications.

Ours

o This work performs survey on FSOD in different settings: standard FSOD [87, 189, 195, 211], generalized

FSOD [36, 50, 74, 179], incremental FSOD [20, 47], open-set FSOD [14, 116] and domain adaptation based
FSOD [39, 42, 229].

o The standard FSOD works are categorized into meta-learning [87, 211], data sampling [186, 189], metric

learning [75, 125], attention mechanism [162, 194], proposal generation [57, 76] and knowledge transfer
[169, 237] based approaches.

o It also covers comparisons between different FSOD tasks, results discussions of all the tasks, along with

several challenges, applications and future research directions.
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Table 2. Comparison of our survey paper with existing FSOD-based survey papers on the variety of tasks
covered and related analysis in the field.

Few Shot setting-based Analysis-based
Survey Paper Standard Discussion on Benchmark Code Future
-FSOD I-FSOD -FSOD FSDAOD B . . e Applicati hall
FSOD G-FSO 0D O-FSO SDAO different settings | Settings Listing pplication ~ Challenges Research
Jiaxu et al. [72] v X X X X X X X X v v
Huang et al. [69] v X X X X X X 3 X X v
Antonelli et al. [1] v X 3 X X X X X 3 v v
. X
Zhang et al. [213] X X v X X X X X v ) X
Liu et al. [118] v X X X X X X X X v v
Huang et al. [64] v v X X X X X X X X v
Kohler et al. [83] v v X X X X X X X X X .
(uncertain)
Sa et al. [151] v X X X X X X X X X X
. ; v
Xin et al. [192] v v X X X (FSOD & G-FSOD) X X v v v
Ours v v v v v v v v v v v
{ Standard Object Detectors }
I
CNN-Based
Single-Stage I”’Two-Stage \': Transformer-Based
> YOLO Variants § R-CNN (CVPR 2014) i DETR (NeurIPS 2020)
‘ Fast R-CNN (ICCV 2015) i | Deformable DETR (arXiv 2020)
YOLO V1 (CVPR 2016) YOLO V6 (arXiv 2022 i P :
— ( (arXiv2022) Faster R-CNN (NeurlPs 2015) } i UP-DETR (CVPR 2021)
I—>YOLO V2 (CVPR 2017) YOLO V7 (arXiv 2022) i SPPNet (ECCY 2014) DAB DETR (ICLR 2022)
—>YOLO V3 (arXiv 2018) MOBOMNSI(Ultalytics023)i ~~--------ramsadaooolssoo T I g i DN-DETR (CVPR 2022)
YOLO V4 (arXiv 2020) YOL Xiv 2024)
— () LDV R DINO-DETR (ICLR 2023)
'—> YOLO V5 (Ultralytics 2020) YOLO V10 (arXiv 2024)
> SSD (ECCV 2016)
> RetinaNet (ICCV 2017)
—> CornerNet (ECCV 2018)

—> ExtremeNet (CVPR 2019)

i L» DMNet (IEEE Trans. Cybernatics 2023)

Fig. 3. Taxonomy of standard object detection architectures.

FSOD, ii) generalized FSOD, iii) incremental FSOD, iv) open-set FSOD and v) few-shot domain
adaptive object detection (FSDAOD), and extensively cover the works that tackle each of these
objectives. Moreover, we segment the standard FSOD task into six sub-categories based on their
proposed methodologies: i) meta-learning based, ii) data sampling and scale variation based, iii)
class margin and knowledge transfer based, iv) metric learning and classification refinement based,
v) attention mechanism and feature enhancement based, and vi) proposal generation and quality
improvement based approaches. Additionally, we have integrated comprehensive summary tables
for various FSOD approaches, improving the accessibility of this valuable information. Furthermore,
to facilitate a thorough understanding of the training strategies utilized by these approaches, we
have classified them based on their training schemes, providing valuable insights into the tactics
employed to address their FSOD tasks. We also discuss the challenges associated with FSOD tasks
in detail, along with their applications and potential directions for future research in the landscape
of object detection with limited data.
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3 BACKGROUND ON OBJECT DETECTION

In this section, we provide an overview of generic object detection. Object detection involves the
tasks of localizing and recognizing objects within an image. Specifically, an object detector aims to
predict bounding boxes around each object while correctly identifying their respective categories.
For those new to this field, comprehensive survey papers [114, 205, 227] offer valuable insights
into object detection. The selection of model architectures significantly influences the performance
of the object detection task. We categorize SOTA object detection model architectures into two
primary categories:

e Convolution Neural Network (CNN)-based object detectors and
e Transformer-based object detectors.

Fig. 3 shows the taxonomy summarizing standard object detection architectures and we also present
a summary of these standard object detectors in Table 3. In the following subsections, we will
discuss each category in detail.

3.1 CNN-based object detectors

CNN shows impressive performance on image object classification tasks [84] due to its capability of
complex hierarchical features from the images. The research community has subsequently proposed
leveraging these robust feature representations to enhance the performance of object detection
tasks. These CNN-based object detectors can be classified into two categories:

e Two-Stage detectors
e Single-Stage detectors

3.1.1 Two-Stage CNN-based Object Detectors: Faster R-CNN [148], in conjunction with Feature
Pyramid Networks (FPN) [110], is one of the most popular two-stage architectures widely adopted
in object detection. This approach is inspired from the Regions with CNN features (R-CNN) [46]
and Fast R-CNN [45] methods.

Fig. 4 illustrates the network design of Faster R-CNN. In the initial stage, the object detector
extracts features from the input image using a backbone network, resulting in single or multi-scale
feature maps. These features are then input into the Region Proposal Network (RPN) [148], which
generates object proposals as bounding boxes. These proposals are predicted at predefined locations,



8 Vishal et al.

scales, and aspect ratios, refined using regression, and scored for objectness. Following this, Non-
Maximum Suppression (NMS) [45] is applied to eliminate redundant and low-quality proposals.
In the second stage, each object proposal undergoes further processing. A pooled feature map is
extracted by resampling the features within its bounding box to a fixed size using techniques like
RolAlign or RoIPool. This pooled feature is then passed through the Box Head or Region-of-Interest
(Rol) head, which predicts the object’s category and refines the bounding box using regression. NMS
is applied once more to remove redundant and low-confidence predictions. The combination of the
RPN and the box head is referred to as the object detector in two-stage approaches. It is important
to note that two-stage approaches like R-CNN [46], SPPNet [60], Fast R-CNN [45] and Faster R-
CNN [148] require significant computational resources due to the NMS and Rol pooling processing
steps, which increases the inference time and makes them highly sensitive to hyperparameters.

3.1.2  Single-Stage CNN-based Object Detectors: Single-stage approaches were developed to address
the complexity of two-stage detectors and optimize them for real-time applications. However, single-
stage detectors may face challenges when it comes to detect dense and small objects. The pioneering
You Only Look Once (YOLO) [145] is the first single-stage detector for object detection. YOLO splits
images into a 7 X 7 grid, and for each grid cell, it predicts bounding boxes and class probabilities,
resulting in a fixed number of predictions. This process is illustrated in Fig. 5. The approach of the
YOLO model differs inherently from the iterative proposals and classifications of prior methods.
Subsequently, various versions of YOLO [4, 99, 146, 147, 172] have been proposed to improve the
detection performance further.

In order to improve the performance of single-stage detectors for small objects, the Single Shot
MultiBox Detector (SSD) [119] introduced techniques such as multi-resolution and multi-reference.
This involves dividing the input image into an S X S grid, with different S values for different
scales. For each grid cell, a set of anchor boxes with different aspect ratios and scales is considered.
The network is then trained to predict bounding box offsets and confidences for each anchor
box and class. SSD builds upon YOLO by using anchor boxes adjusted to different object shapes.
Subsequently, several single-stage object detectors were introduced. In [111], Lin et al. proposed
RetinaNet, which addresses the class imbalance issue between background and foreground classes
by introducing focal loss. In [89], Law et al. introduced CornerNet, which first identifies critical
points and then uses additional embedding information to decouple and re-group these points,
effectively forming bounding boxes. ExtremeNet [231], on the other hand, addresses the difficulties
of detecting corner points and proposes to detect extreme points, which often lie on an object and
have consistent local appearance features that make them easier to detect. While techniques like
CornerNet [89] and ExtremeNet [231] have introduced valuable approaches, they often involve
costly post-processing steps, such as group-based keypoint assignment. In contrast, Zhou et al.
introduced CenterNet [230], which streamlines the detection pipeline and eliminates the need
for post-processing techniques like NMS, resulting in an efficient end-to-end detection network.
These advancements collectively improve the accuracy and efficiency of single-stage detectors,
particularly when addressing the challenges posed by small and densely packed objects.

3.2 Transformer-based object detectors

Recently, transformer-based architectures have led to significant improvements in solving language
and vision problems. Carion et al. proposed a model called DETR [9], which treats object detection
as a set prediction problem and proposed an end-to-end detection network with transformers.
The architecture of the DETR object detector is shown in Fig. 6. Here, the image is fed to the
backbone, and positional encodings are added to the features before being fed into the transformer
encoder. The decoder takes object query embeddings as input and cross-attends to the encoded
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Table 3. A detailed summary of modern Object detection models.

Model

| Keypoints

| Loss Details

CNN based Single Stage Object Detectors

YOLO V1 o Treats detection as a regression problem from image pixels to box
coordinates and class probabilities.

YOLO V2 Uses anchor boxes with predefined shapes to match prototypical
object shapes.

YOLO V3 Uses binary cross-entropy for training independent logistic classifiers,
treating it as a multilabel classification problem.

YOLO V4 [4] It uses an Enhanced Architecture with Bag-of-Specials (BoS) Integra-

YOLO V5 [167]

tion and integrates bag-of-freebies (BoF) for an Advanced Training
Approach.

Uses several augmentations such as Mosaic, random affine, MixUp,
HSV augmentation, as well as other augmentations.

YOLO V6 [99]
YOLO V7 [172]

Uses a classification VariFocal loss and an SIoU/GIoU regression loss.

Uses (E-ELAN), that allows deep model to converge more efficiently
by controlling the shortest longest gradient path.

YOLO V8 [168]

YOLO V9 [171]

Uses an anchor-free model with a decoupled head to process object-
ness, classification, and regression tasks independently.

Uses programmable gradient information (PGI) which provides com-
plete input information for the target task to calculate objective func-
tion, so that reliable gradient information can be obtained to update
network weights.

YOLO V10 [170]

Uses consistent dual assignments for NMS-free training of YOLOs,
which brings the competitive performance and low inference latency
simultaneously

Lpox: Bounding box loss in center,
height, and width format.
Leonfidence: IOU between predicted
box and any ground truth box.
Lelass probabilities* Conditional
classification loss.

SSD [119]

Produces a fixed-size collection of bounding boxes and scores for the
presence of object class instances in those boxes.

Matches default boxes to any ground truth with jaccard overlap higher
than a threshold (0.5).

Lconfidence: classification loss
Liocalization: bounding box loss between
the predicted box and ground truth box
parameters

RetinaNet [111]

Discovers that the extreme foreground-background class imbalance
is the primary cause of low accuracy.

To solve this, it introduces focal loss, reshaping the standard cross
entropy loss.

Lioear: Focal loss for classification

CornerNet [89]

Detects an object as a pair of keypoints the top-left corner and bottom-
right corner of the bounding box.
Predicts heatmaps and embedding vectors of the detector corners.

Lget: focal loss variant for classifica-
tion.

Log: offset prediction loss of keypoints
in heatmap from ground-truth images.
Lpun: pull loss to group corner embed-
dings.

Lpush: push loss to separate corner em-
beddings.

Continued on next page
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Model Keypoints Loss Details
ExtremeNet [231] ® Most objects are not axis-aligned boxes, and fitting them inside a box |e Same as CornerNet

includes many distracting background pixels.
ExtremeNet detects five keypoints per class (four extreme points, and
one center).

DMNet [127]

It contains two submodules; DRT achieves objectness prediction,
anchor shape prediction, and decoupled feature adaption while IDML
improves the generalization ability of the detector in terms of the
few-shot condition.

® Lgp: objectness prediction loss

® Lgpape: anchor shape prediction loss
e [L: classification loss

® Lj,: localization loss

® L.y triplet loss

CNN based Two-Stage Object Detectors

RCNN [46]

Contains three modules:

Generates category-independent region proposals.
A large CNN that extracts a feature vector from each region.
A set of class specific linear SVMs.

® Ljo: Localization loss using L2 loss
® Lassification: Category specific linear
SVM loss

Fast RCNN [45]

Instead of feeding the region proposals to the CNN, it feeds the input
image to the CNN to generate a convolutional feature map.

Uses the softmax classifier learnt during fine-tuning instead of train-
ing one-vs-rest linear SVMs post-hoc.

® Lj,: Localization loss using smooth L1
loss

® L jassification: Classification loss, which
is a log loss for the true class

Faster RCNN [148]

Instead of using selective search algorithm on the feature map to iden-
tify the region proposals, a separate network (called Region Proposal
Network (RPN)) is used to predict the region proposals.

® LRPN Classification: Classification loss
over two classes (object and non-
object) for the RPN.

® LRPN regression: Smooth L1 loss for re-
gression.

® Lioc, Lelassification: Fast RCNN losses

SPPNet [60]

Generates a fixed-length representation regardless of image size/scale.
It extracts the feature maps from the entire image only once, then it
applies the spatial pyramid pooling on each candidate window of the
feature maps.

e Same as RCNN

Transformer based

Object Detectors

DETR [9]

Predicts all objects at once, and is trained end-to-end with a set loss
function.
Performs bipartite matching between predicted and GT objects.

® Liatch: Bipartite matching loss.

® Lijungarian: Hungarian loss: linear com-
bination of a negative log-likelihood
for class prediction and a box loss.

Deformable
[238]

DETR

Proposes a deformable attention module, which attends to a small set
of sampling locations as a pre-filter for prominent key elements out
of all the feature map pixels.

e Same as DETR

UP-DETR [23]

Contains pre-training and fine-tuning procedures:

The transformer is unsupervisedly pre-trained on a large-scale
dataset,
The model is fine-tuned with labeled data similar DETR.

® Liatch, LHungarian: DETR Losses

® Lreconstruction: Reconstruction loss to
preserve classification during localiza-
tion pre-training.

DAB-DETR [117]

Directly uses box coordinates as queries in Transformer decoders and
dynamically updates them layer-by-layer.

e Same as DETR

DN-DETR [100]

Addition to Hungarian loss, it adds denoising loss as easier auxiliary
task.

The denoising task accelerates training and bypasses the problem
faced in bipartite matching and stabilizes it.

® Liatch, LHungarian: DETR Losses

® Lyeconstruction: Denoising loss (L1) to
reconstruct the original ground-truth
bounding box.

DINO-DETR [212]

Improves performance and efficiency by using a contrastive way
for denoising training, a mixed query selection method for anchor
initialization, and a look forward twice scheme for box prediction.

e Same as DN-DETR

representation while performing self-attention on the transformed query embeddings. It then
outputs a fixed number of object detections, which are finally thresholded, without needing NMS.

On top of DETR, various models are been proposed. In [238], Zhu et al. proposed Deformable
DETR to address the long convergence issues in DETR, where attention modules only attend
to a small set of key sampling points around a reference. Dai et al. [23] proposed unsupervised
pre-training DETR, where they took inspiration from natural language pre-trained transformers
and used crop patches from the given image as queries to the decoder. Recently, Liu et al. introduced
Swin Transformer [123], a hierarchical Transformer with shifted windows that enhance efficiency
by limiting self-attention computation to non-overlapping local windows. Swin Transformer




Beyond Few-shot Object Detection: A Detailed Survey 11

V2 [122] builds upon this architecture, further scaling model capacity and window resolution.
DAB-DETR [117] formulates DETR queries as dynamic anchor boxes (DAB), bridging the gap
between anchor-based and DETR-like detectors. DN-DETR [100] addresses bipartite matching
instability by introducing denoising (DN) techniques. Building on these ideas, DINO (DETR with
Improved deNoising anchOr box) [212] proposes contrastive denoising training and mixed query
selection to enhance object detection performance.

4 SURVEY OF FEW SHOT OBJECT DETECTION METHODS

Figure 7 intuitively illustrates the network flow for various FSOD settings, including standard
FSOD, G-FSOD, I-FSOD, O-FSOD, and FSDAOD. These settings are also detailed in Algorithm 1,
which outlines the base training, fine-tuning, and inference steps for each FSOD task. This section
begins with a problem definition, including notations and the differences between FSOD settings.
Following this, we will discuss the taxonomy of methods related to FSOD tasks in detail.

4.1 Problem Definition and Difference Between FSOD Settings

Let (x,y) € D, where D represents the dataset consisting of images x paired with their correspond-
ing labels y. The labels in y contain information about the category class label and bounding box
coordinates. In FSOD research, the dataset D is typically divided into two subsets: the base dataset
Dpase and the novel dataset Dy,pe1, Where Dpase N Diyovel = D. Dipase contains a substantial amount
of data and includes classes represented by labels ;45 € Cp (base classes). On the other hand,
Dhovel contains only a few instances from each category, representing classes denoted by labels
Unovel € CN (novel classes). The standard notation for the few-shot object detection problem is
’K-shot, M-way, where 'K’ signifies the number of labeled instances per category, and ’M’ represents
the total number of distinct classes. For instance, in a ’10-shot, 20-way’ setting, the model learns to
recognize 20 novel categories, each with 10 instances.
Below, we outline various settings for differentiating FSOD tasks.

e Standard FSOD: The training process of standard FSOD methods involves two stages. Initially,
a base model My, is trained on the dataset Dy, which contains the target classes Cp. The
prior knowledge acquired in Mpqs, is subsequently transferred to Dfinerune = Dy 4" |J DIrain,
a dataset comprising both the base classes Cp and few-shot classes Cy. Finally, the evaluation
is carried out on D¢ which includes only the novel classes Cy. For example, detecting rare
wildlife species often involves limited data, which can lead to overfitting and poor performance.
FSOD enhances detection performance on rare objects by pre-training the model on abundant
data from other species.

e G-FSOD: The base training and fine-tuning phases are similar to FSOD. However, the evaluation
is conducted on Dyes, = D% | J DI which contains both the base classes Cp and the novel
classes Cy. For instance, an autonomous vehicle in a dynamic urban environment must recognize
rare objects without forgetting previously learned information. A small amount of data from base
classes can be combined with new class data to ensure high performance across all categories.

e I-FSOD: The base training process is identical to FSOD. However, during the fine-tuning stage,

only the novel classes dataset Z);Z ‘Z’e’} containing Cy, is used, without access to the base dataset

Dppase- The evaluation process is the same as in G-FSOD and is conducted on Dy, which

includes both the sets of base classes Cg and the novel classes Cx. The primary goal of I-FSOD

is to learn the novel classes Cx while avoiding catastrophic forgetting of the base classes Cg.

For instance, consider an Al system designed to recognize new faces with limited data. Due to

privacy regulations, it is not allowed to store images and information of previously recognized
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Fig. 7. Comparative analysis of five key FSOD tasks: standard FSOD, G-FSOD, I-FSOD, O-FSOD and FSDAOD.
The base task training remains consistent across all tasks, leveraging an extensive dataset of samples from
base classes. (i) Standard FSOD: During finetuning, a limited number of samples from both old and new
classes are accessible. However, during inference, the model is tested solely on new classes. (ii) G-FSOD:
Finetuning sample availability is the same as FSOD. However, during inference, the model is evaluated on
all base and new classes. (iii) I-FSOD: This task lacks access to samples from base classes during finetuning,
relying solely on a few samples from new classes. During inference, the model is expected to perform well
on both base and new classes. (iv) O-FSOD: The base training and finetuning scenario is similar to I-FSOD.
Evaluation is performed on unknown/unseen classes along with seen or already trained classes. (v) FSDAOD:
In this task, the base training is performed on the source dataset Dgoyrce, the fine-tuning is performed on
the target dataset Dtt;‘rl;gt. The evaluation is done on the adapted/target dataset D;aef“;et'
faces. In this scenario, I-FSOD ensures that the face recognition system maintains high accuracy
in identifying new and previously encountered individuals while adhering to privacy constraints.
e O-FSOD: The base training is performed on Dg;‘;g’ which contains abundant base classes Cp while
the fine-tuning is performed on Z)fl o ‘:fe’} with scarce novel classes Cy which together forms the
known classes Cx = Cp |J Cn. The final model is tested on Dies; = D, (J DI\ Dynknown
which contains the test classes Cies;, Wwhere Cres; = Ck | Cu, Cu is the unknown class, and
Ck N Cy = 0. The goal is to employ the unbalanced data to train a detector, which can be used to
identify the base classes, the novel classes, and the unknown class. For example, an autonomous
vehicle may encounter an unusual type of construction equipment or a new kind of road obstacle,
like debris or temporary signs. With O-FSOD, the vehicle’s detection system can quickly learn
to recognize these new objects using just a few labeled examples, allowing it to navigate safely
around them.
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Algorithm 1 FSOD (Few-Shot Object Detection): Generalized View

Require: “Wiyii: Initial Model for FSOD
ire: — qtrain test . ini 3 i :

Require: Dy, = Z)base‘ U D, : Base training data with train and test splits

Require: D, e = Z)rtl Y Dfl ‘stte ;: Novel fine-tuning data with train and test splits

Require: D, 1nown: Unknown classes based dataset

Require: Dgoyree: Source/Base training dataset

Require: Diarget = Df;f;’;t U Dttaeﬁget: Target/Fine-tuning dataset

Require: M,,ce. Nyovel: Number of epochs for base and novel task training respectively

1: # Base Training Task

2: if Task == “FSDAOD” then
3 Wsource < TrainTask(Winit, Dsources Npase)
4: else
5: Whase — TrainTask(Wipi;, D;}Z‘;Z’, Npase)
6: end if
7: # Fine-tuning Task
8: if Task == “Standard FSOD” or Task == "G-FSOD" then
9: Wiovel < TrainTask( W), D;;‘;;" U Df,f,‘f,i’},Nnovez)
10: else if Task == “I-FSOD” or Task == “O-FSOD” then
11: Wiovel < TrainTask( W), D;Z?JZ’Nnavel)
12: else if Task == “FSDAOD” then
13: Wtarget — TrainTask(Wsource D%%’;t: Nuovel)
14: end if
15: # Inference Task
16: if Task == “Standard FSOD” then
17: Evaluation « Inference('W,,oper, Z);‘ZZQ )
18: else if Task == “G-FSOD” or Task == "I-FSOD" then
19: Evaluation « Inference('W,,oper, Z)iffste U Z);’f)sute )
20: else if Task == “O-FSOD” then
21: Evaluation « Inference('W,,ypel Z)ézsste U Dflffife 1Y Dunknown)
22: else if Task == "FSDAOD" then
23: Evaluation « Inference('W,,ypel Z)tt;ﬁ;et)
24: end if
25: function TRAINTASK(W, Dyrain, N) > Function for base training / fine-tuning task
26: for epoch from 1 to N do
27: L « LossFunction(Dsrqin)
28: W — W — learning_rate X Vyy L
29: end for
30: return W
31: end function
32: function INFERENCE(W, Dyest) > Function for inference task
33: Predictions « []
34: for image in Dyesr do
35: prediction « ‘W (image)
36: Predictions.append(prediction)
37: end for
38: return Predictions
39: end function

e FSDAOD: The model is initially trained on a source domain dataset Doy rce, Which is sufficiently
large and contains classes Csource- It is then adapted to a target domain dataset D;qrger, which



14

Few-Shot Object Detection

Vishal et al.

Standard Few Shot
Object Detection (FSOD)

|

Meta Learning Approaches

I YOLO-FR (ICCV 2019)

| Meta-DET(ICCV 2019)

Meta R-CNN (ICCV 2019)

Meta RetinaNet (BMVC 2020)
SQMGH (CVPR 2021)

Meta Faster R-CNN (AAAI 2022)
Lee et al. (WACV 2022)

Meta DETR (TPAMI 2022)

Du et al. (ICCV 2023)

AHT (PRCV 2023)

Proposal Generation and
Quality Improvement

E Zhang et al. (CORPN) (arXiv 2020)

| Zhang et al. (Halluc.) (CVPR 2021)

E LVC (CVPR 2022)

| FCT (CVPR 2022)

! MRSN (ECCV 2022)

! CRTED (MDPI Electronics 2024)

! FM-FSOD (CVPR 2024)

|

sification Refinement
| RepMet (CVPR 2019)

| Lietal. (CVPR 2021)

| SRR-FSD (CVPR 2021)

E MEMFRCN (EICE Trans. 2022)
! DMNet (Trans. Cybernatics 2023)
! WFS-DETR (AAAI 2024) :

Attention Mechanism and
Feature Enhancement

b AttFDNet (arXiv 2020) '

FSCE (CVPR 2021) d

FSSP (IEEE Access 2021) i

FADI (NeurlPS 2021) H

Norm-VAE (CVPR 2023) :

DGFIDaCL (Applied Intell. 2023) !

'

'

'

'

'

ARDNet (PRCV 2023)

TIDE (Trans. Cybernatics 2024)
FSNA (TCSVT 2024)
SparseCT (arXiv 2024)

FDP (arXiv 2024)

Data Sampling and Scale
Variation

MPSR (ECCV 2020)
TD-Sampler (ICCCBDA 2021)
Yan et al. (TCSVT 2024)
SNIDA (CVPR 2024)

|

Class Margin and
Knowledge Transfer

FSOD-KT (SMC 2020)
BMM-CME (CVPR 2021)
SVD (NeurlPS 2021)
FORD + BL (IMAVIS 2022)
Li et al. (AAAI 2023)

hu et al. (MVA 2024)
DKT (IVC 2024)

Generalized Few Shot Object
Detection (G-FSOD)

TFA (ICML 2020)

PNPDet (WACV 2021)
Retentive R-CNN (CVPR 2021)
CFA (CVPRW 2022)

NIFF (CVPR 2023)

DiGeo (CVPR 2023)

UPPR (CVPR 2024)

Note:-

Incremental Few Shot
Object Detection (I-FSOD)

ONCE (CVPR 2020)
iMFTA (CVPR 2021)
LEAST (arXiv 2021)

Sylph (CVPR 2022)
iFS-RCNN (CVPR 2022)
Meta-iFSOD (TCSVT 2022)
i-DETR (AAAI 2023)
SC-AWG (CVIU 2023)
iTFA (ICRA 2023)

Tang et al. (ICONIP 2023)
WS-FSD (PMLR 2024)

Open-Set Few Shot
Object Detection (O-FSOD)

Binyi et al. (ICM 2023)

OFDet (ICIC 2023)

FOOD (IEEE TIP 2024)

FOXOD (Neurocomputing 2024)

I

Few Shot Domain Adaptation

Object Detection (FSDAOD)

Wang et al. (CVPR 2019)
PICA (WACV 2022)

AcroFOD (ECCV 2022)
Nakamura et al. (ACCV 2022)
CD-ViTO (arXiv 2022)
AsyFOD (CVPR 2023)

Yan et al. (ICONIP 2023)

Highlighted methods are new ones which are not included in exisitng

survey papers.

Fig. 8. A taxonomy of few-shot approaches for object detection task along with publication timeline. Here
highlighted methods indicate methods which are not included in other existing survey article.

is data-scarce and contains classes Cyarges- This approach addresses transfer scenarios involving
domain discrepancies between the source and target distributions. The label space is identical for
both domains, i.e., Csource = Crarger, but the data distributions differ. During the base training stage,
the source dataset serves as the base dataset. In the fine-tuning/adaptation stage, the target training
dataset D/, is used, and the evaluation is performed on the target testing dataset Djgs7,,. For
instance, training an object detector in autonomous driving typically requires abundant data
across various classes. However, collecting sufficient real-world data for all necessary classes is
challenging. To overcome this, the detector is initially trained on simulated data, which can be
generated in large quantities despite having domain discrepancies with real-world data. After
this, the model is adapted to real-world data using only a few samples for each class.

In Fig. 8, we summarize the taxonomy of the above-mentioned FSOD approaches along with
their publication timeline. Subsequent subsections will discuss these methods in detail.

4.2 Standard Few Shot Object Detection (FSOD)

We classified the standard FSOD approaches into subcategories based on the proposed techniques: 1)
Meta-learning based approaches, 2) Metric learning and classification refinement-based approaches,
3) Data sampling and scale variation-based approaches, 4) Attention mechanism and feature
enhancement-based approaches, 5) Class margin and knowledge transfer based approaches, 6)
Proposal generation and quality improvement based approaches. In the following subsections, we
discuss these different approaches in detail.
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4.2.1 Meta-Learning Approaches: Meta-learning is a widely used approach in few-shot learning
that enables models to acquire the ability to learn. By exposing models to various training scenarios
with limited data, meta-learning allows quick adaptation and generalization to new tasks. The
support set utilized in meta-training includes examples from base tasks, which helps the model grasp
general patterns. On the other hand, the query set used during evaluation consists of examples from
new tasks to evaluate the model’s generalization and prediction capabilities. Mainly meta-learning
approaches adopt either feature reweighting [74, 182] or its variants to aggregate query and support
features [91, 219] to tackle the FSOD problem.

In this category, YOLO-FR [74] addressed the FSOD problem by using a single-stage YOLO-v2
object detection model. This approach utilizes meta-training to extract generalizable meta-features
from fully labeled base classes. A reweighting module is used to assign importance to meta-features
for novel object detection. By taking support images as input, embedding them into class-specific
representations, and using these embeddings to reweigh the meta-features, YOLO-FR produce more
crucial features for detecting new target objects.

Wang et al. [182] introduced a unified meta-learning approach known as Meta-Det for few-
shot classification and localization tasks. This separates the learning process of category-agnostic
and category-specific parameters in CNN-based detectors, specifically Faster-RCNN. Meta-Det is
initially trained with a large dataset to acquire category-agnostic parameters and then fine-tuned
with samples from few-shot tasks to learn category-specific parameters. Despite the challenges
of effectively learning from limited examples, the authors utilize a meta-model trained through a
meta-training procedure to estimate category-agnostic transformations and parametrized weights
for classification based on these transformations. In [200], Yan et al. extended the meta-learning
capabilities to both object detection and segmentation tasks using Faster/Mask R-CNN (referred to
as Meta-RCNN). The meta-predictor head of Meta-RCNN predicts bounding boxes and segmentation
masks based on Rol features generated by Meta-RCNN using the support set.

The above-mentioned meta-learning strategies utilized a single prototype for each category
derived from support samples. Recent advancements aim to enhance the utilization of information
from each support sample. Lee et al. [91] introduced the concept of Attending to Per-Sample-
Prototype (APSP), which treats each support sample as an individual prototype. By employing an
attention mechanism, APSP enhances model feature representations by capturing shared informa-
tion among these individual prototypes. This versatile module can be seamlessly integrated into
existing meta-learning frameworks. In contrast, Support-Query Mutual Guidance (SQMGH) [219]
utilizes a support-query mutual guidance approach to obtain more relevant support proposals.
This method generates the final aggregated support feature using a query guidance strategy and
achieves mutual guidance between support and query features using contrastive loss and focal loss.

Han et al. [55] observed that proposals for few-shot classes tend to be less accurate compared
to those for many-shot classes, resulting in problems like missing boxes due to misclassification
or imprecise spatial locations from noisy RPN proposals. To overcome this limitation, Han et al.
introduced the prototype matching network known as Meta Faster R-CNN. This method replaces the
traditional linear object classifier in RPN with a “Meta-Classifier", showcasing enhanced accuracy of
produced bounding boxes for few-shot classes. Li et al. [104] introduced the Meta RetinaNet method,
incorporating the single-stage RetinaNet architecture. The authors argue that the focal loss function
in RetinaNet helps alleviate bias towards base classes, ultimately improving generalization on new
classes by enhancing proposals. Additionally, they propose a balanced loss to work alongside the
focal loss, boosting performance in the FSOD scenario. Nonetheless, the approach does not address
how RetinaNet handles noisy region proposals.

Within the region-based detection framework, the accuracy of the final predictions relies heavily
on the proposed regions. However, generating high-quality region proposals is challenging in
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the limited supervision of few-shot settings. To address this issue, Zhang et al. [211] introduced
an approach utilizing transformer architectures. Their solution, Meta-DETR, enhances the DETR
architecture by incorporating inter-class correlation training to manage multiple support classes
concurrently. Integrating the transformer architecture into FSOD facilitates the direct generation
of high-quality proposals from queries inputted into the DETR decoder.

In [87], Lai et al. introduced a novel approach called AHT to address the limitations of previous
approaches. ATH incorporates multi-level fine-grained two-branch interactions and dynamically
generates class-specific primary network weights using a feed-forward meta-learning approach.
The proposed method consists of two modules: the Dynamic Aggregation Module (DAM) adap-
tively generates inter-image prominent features into aggregated weights, and the Conditional
Adaptation Hypernetworks (CAH) module uses these aggregated weight vectors as conditions for
the hypernetwork to generate class-specific parameters dynamically.

In their study, Du et al. [29] addressed the drawback of meta-learning-based methods utilizing
a single K-average-pooled prototype in both RPN and detection head for query detection. This
straightforward approach impacts FSOD performance in two key ways: 1) the poor quality of
the prototype and 2) the equivocal guidance due to the contradictions between the RPN and the
detection head. Du et al. prioritize salient representations and de-emphasize trivial variations by
accessing both angle distance and magnitude dispersion (o) across K-support samples to generate
high-quality proposals. It robustly deals with intra-class variations, and a simple K-average pooling
is enough to generate a high-quality prototype for meta-testing.

4.2.2  Metric Learning and Classification Refinement: This section explores two key techniques in
standard FSOD: metric learning and classification refinement. Metric learning focuses on learning
a similarity function that can accurately measure the similarity or dissimilarity between different
objects. By learning an effective metric, the model can better distinguish between similar and
dissimilar objects, even with limited data. Classification refinement, on the other hand, improves a
pre-trained classifier’s decision-making, often tackling specific data challenges with ease.

One notable work is Representative-based metric learning (RepMet) [75], which uses a unique
strategy for FSOD by employing metric learning based on class representatives. Here, each class is
represented by a multi-modal mixture model, with representative vectors as the centers, capturing
intra-class variations and creating a customized embedding space for similarity-based classification.
Instead of using a traditional classifier head, a subnet calculates class posteriors for each region of
interest (ROI) by comparing its embedding vector to the class representatives. This architecture
allows joint training of the embedding space and mixture distributions, enabling few-shot capabili-
ties. Once trained, the distance metric learner classifier can easily accommodate new categories
with minimal supervision, transforming into a powerful few-shot detector.

RepMet has the potential for few-shot detection but is inefficient due to its two-stage approach
with ROI pooling in the distance metric learning (DML) module. Lu et al. [127] proposed DMNet
that improves efficiency with a single-stage FSOD design. DMNet comprises two key components:
Decoupled Representation Transformation (DRT) and Image-Level DML (IDML). DRT focuses on
three areas: 1) extracting foreground representations to filter backgrounds, 2) predicting adaptive
anchor shapes to improve over manually crafted ones, and 3) adjusting features for classification and
localization tasks based on their receptive field needs. This separation optimizes feature learning for
each task. On the other hand, IDML works on the entire feature map, enabling parallel multi-object
inference and boosting efficiency and generalization. This integration fits smoothly into single-stage
detection pipelines, marking DMNet as a significant advancement in FSOD.
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Classifier refinement is crucial in zero-shot recognition and detection, using semantic words for
tasks without prior examples. Zhu et al. [232] introduced a method called Semantic Relation Reason-
ing for Shot-Stable Few-Shot Object Detection (SRR-FSD), which uses semantic embeddings from a
large text dataset to represent categories. The detector maps object images into this embedding
space and employs a dynamic relation graph driven by image data to enhance initial embeddings.
This dynamic process creates a more reliable and consistent few-shot detector, especially with
limited training data for new objects.

Beyond the domain gap between visual and semantic spaces, FSOD methods face two major
challenges: destructive samples and limited inter-class separability [107]. Destructive samples result
from incomplete annotations in base set images, where novel class objects are unlabeled, misleading
the model. Additionally, the scarcity of data for novel classes often leads to poor distinguishability
between categories, causing confusion. These issues partly result from Faster-RCNN-based detectors,
which use a shared feature representation for classification and localization. This is suboptimal, as
localization needs translation-covariant features, while classification requires translation-invariant
features, affecting classifier performance with limited training data.

Li et al. [107] addressed these challenges through two strategies: (i) Confidence-Guided Dataset
Pruning (CGDP) to refine the training dataset by eliminating distractions, and (ii) the Few-Shot
Correction Network (FSCN), an independent classifier that preserves translation-invariant features
for classification by refining region proposals, separating the tasks of classification and localization.

MemeFRCN [125] addressed the destructive samples and inter-class separability issues with three
components: a memory-based classifier (MemCla), a fully connected neural network classifier (FCC),
and an adaptive fusion block (AdFus). MemCla stores embedding vectors to preserve previously
encountered classes and enhance inter-class separability. FCC predicts categories based on current
features. AdFus adjusts the fusion method between MemCla and FCC based on available sam-
ples, ensuring adaptability. However, empirical evidence of this approach preventing catastrophic
forgetting is lacking, which is crucial for improving inter-class separability.

Zhang et al. [206] addressed the limitations of previous FSOD methods that require strong anno-
tations like category labels and bounding boxes. They propose WFS-DETR for weakly supervised
settings. Initially, it develops object localization and integrity judgment on large-scale pretraining
data. Then, it incorporates object integrity into multiple-instance learning, using both semantic
and visual data to address local optima issues. Finally, simple fine-tuning transfers knowledge from
base classes to novel classes, enabling the accurate detection of novel objects.

4.2.3  Proposal Generation and Quality Improvement. This section explores various methods to
improve the quality of proposals in object detection networks to tackle challenges in FSOD. Proposal
generation is a popular step in an object detection task, and therefore optimizing this process is
crucial for enhancing detection accuracy and efficiency in few-shot object detection scenarios.
According to Zhang et al. [224], the absence of just one high-IOU training box during RPN training
can significantly impact the classifier’s ability to capture object appearance variations. To overcome
this issue, they introduced CoRPN (Cooperating RPNs), which involves training multiple redundant
RPNs. These RPNs work independently but collaborate to ensure that if one misses a high-IOU box,
another will likely detect it. This approach enhances the quality of proposals and ultimately aids in
classifier training with limited data.

In a subsequent study, Zhang et al. [223] introduced the Hallucinator Network, which generates
additional training examples in the Region of Interest (Rol) feature space. These examples are then
integrated into the object detection model to select high-IOU boxes. The authors emphasized the
importance of effectively addressing the lack of variation in training data for extremely few-shot
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detection performance. Training the hallucinator and the detector’s classifier using an expectation-
maximization (EM)-like approach is crucial in addressing this issue.

Kaul et al. [76] take a different approach by utilizing unlabeled data and a pseudo-labeling
technique to enhance proposal quality. They generate high-quality pseudo-annotations for novel
categories by leveraging unlabeled images in a few-shot adaptation. This involves building a
classifier for novel categories using features from a self-supervised network to verify candidate
detections and training a specialized box regressor to refine the bounding boxes of verified candi-
dates. Through this two-step verification and refinement process, they can achieve high-precision
pseudo-annotations, effectively balancing the training data and boosting the performance of FSOD.

On the other hand, Han et al. [57] draw inspiration from the transformer architecture to propose
a cross-transformer Rol feature extractor called FCT. This method integrates the transformer archi-
tecture into the backbone network to improve proposal quality. By incorporating self-attention
mechanisms, FCT can capture long-range dependencies and contextual information within the fea-
tures. This can potentially enhance proposal generation and object detection in few-shot scenarios.

Ma et al. in their work MRSN [130], highlight the drawbacks of using meta-learning and transfer
learning-based approaches, where images from the base set containing unlabeled novel-class objects
can easily lead to performance degradation and poor plasticity since those novel objects are served
as the background. In contrast, MRSN uses a semi-supervised framework to identify unlabeled
novel class instances. It includes a mining model to discover these instances and an absorbed model
to learn from them. It designs the Proposal Contrastive Consistency (PCC) module in the absorbed
model to exploit class characteristics and avoid bias from noise labels. It utilizes PCC at the proposal
level to compare the global and local information of the instance simultaneously.

In [12], Chen et al. identified issues with previous methods, such as increased latency from
extensive fine-tuning and subpar performance when adapting to new classes. To address these
shortcomings, they introduced a new FSOD model called CRTED. This model utilizes a correlation-
aware region proposal network (Correlation-RPN) structure to enhance detectors’ object localization
and generalization capabilities. The CRTED model focuses on learning object-specific features
related to inter-class correlation and intra-class compactness while minimizing object-agnostic
background features, even with limited annotated samples. This approach fosters the learning of
correlated features across different categories, which in turn facilitates the transfer of knowledge
from base to novel categories for object detection.

Han et al. [56] studied FSOD using various foundational models for visual feature extraction
and few-shot proposal classification. They proposed a method called FM-FSOD, which is evaluated
on multiple pre-trained vision models [80, 136, 143]. Their findings showed that DINOv2, pre-
trained with both image-level and patch-level self-supervised objectives and equipped with a
Transformer-based detection framework, achieved the best performance. For proposal generation,
FM-FSOD utilizes the in-context learning capabilities of pre-trained Large Language Models (LLMs)
for contextualized few-shot proposal classification in FSOD. The FM-FSOD can automatically
exploit various contextual information between proposals and classes through the LLMs, including
proposal-proposal, proposal-class, and class-class relations. The extracted context information
significantly enhances few-shot proposal classification from the same query image.

4.2.4  Attention Mechanisms and Feature Enhancement: This section explores methods that utilize
attention mechanisms and feature enhancement for FSOD tasks. Attention mechanisms are often
used to direct models towards relevant spatial areas, prioritizing them during parameter updates.
However, training an attention model that can generalize well can be difficult with limited training
data, as it heavily depends on top-down supervision. To address this, Chen et al. [16] introduced
the Attentive Few-Shot Detection Network (AttFDNet) with two key innovations: (i) Bottom-up
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Attention: Instead of just top-down attention [17], AttFDNet uses bottom-up attention to leverage
visual saliency for identifying interesting objects, even from unseen categories, aiding accurate
classification with limited data, and (ii) Enhanced Intra-Class Agreement: AttFDNet uses object and
background concentration loss to improve learning from few samples. These losses help objects of
the same class to cluster together and push background regions apart, addressing issues with “hard
negative anchors" and enhancing intra-class consistency.

To enhance general feature space representations, Cao et al. [7] proposed a model called FADL
This approach involves a two-step strategy. Firstly, in the association step, FADI constructs a compact
feature space for novel classes by explicitly imitating a specific base class that is semantically similar.
This allows the novel class to benefit from the associated base class’s well-trained feature space
instead of implicitly relying on multiple base classes. Secondly, in the discrimination step, FADI
ensures separability between the novel and associated base classes by utilizing separate classification
branches. To further enhance inter-class separability, a set-specialized margin loss is employed.

Sun et al. [162] proposed FSCE (Few-Shot Object Detection via Contrastive Proposals Encoding)
to enhance feature representations in FSOD by using contrastive loss. FSCE introduces a con-
trastive branch to the primary Rol head when transferring the base detector to few-shot novel
data. This branch measures the similarity between object proposal encodings. The supervised
contrastive objective, called Contrastive Proposal Encoding (CPE) loss, reduces the variance of
embeddings from the same category and separates different categories. This multi-task integration
improves the model’s ability to discern object proposal similarities and differences, enhancing
feature representations for FSOD.

Xu et al. [194] introduced a sample processing-based FSOD method, known as FSSP, which
includes Self-Attention Module (SAM) and Positive-Sample Augmentation (PSA) module. The SAM
aims to enhance the extraction of representative features from challenging samples. Meanwhile,
the PSA module increases the number of positive samples and diversifies their scale distribution,
thereby inhibiting the growth of negative samples. The self-attention mechanism in SAM mimics
human vision by identifying valuable features and encouraging heterogeneous objects within the
same category to align with one another.

In [195], Xu et al. proposed Norm-VAE to address the lack of crop-related diversity in training data
for novel classes. Norm-VAE transforms the latent space so that different latent code norms represent
different crop-related variations, allowing the generation of features with varying difficulty levels.
The generative model controls the difficulty of generated samples by ensuring that the latent code’s
magnitude correlates with the feature’s difficulty level.

Huang et al. [66] addressed two major problems in meta-learning-based approaches: how to
interact with information efficiently and how to learn a reasonable decision boundary in the
embedding space. To address these challenges, they integrate dense spatial and global context
attention to capture the correlation across the support and query images using a dense global
feature interaction module (DGFI). The DGFI module then leverages the correlation to yield the
interactive features. They additionally incorporate object-level contrastive learning to endow
learned features with good intra-class similarity and inter-class distinction using a dual-contrastive
learning (DaCL) module. The more discriminative features form a well-separated decision boundary
in the embedding space and alleviate the typical misclassification problem.

Recently, Duan et al. [30] introduced a new FSOD algorithm called Adaptive Relation Distillation-
based Detection Network (ARDNet). This algorithm improves the fusion of query and support
features by utilizing adaptive relation distillation. To extract enough information from the support
features, it uses the Adaptive Relational Distillation Module (ARDM) using a hybrid attention
mechanism. The ARDM enhances previous algorithms by discarding hand-designed and inefficient
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query information utilization strategies. It makes full use of the support set and is not limited to
the global information or local details of the support set.

Li et al. [105] addressed the challenges of parametric readjustments in generalizing to novel
objects, especially in industrial applications. These challenges include limited time for fine-tuning
and the unavailability of model parameters due to privilege protection, making fine-tuning imprac-
tical or impossible. To overcome these issues, they propose TIDE, a novel approach that avoids the
need for model fine-tuning during the configuration process. TIDE uses a dynamic classifier that
adapts based on the support instance, enabling the model to learn and generalize to novel objects
without additional fine-tuning. This approach ensures that the model can be quickly and efficiently
configured for new tasks, making it highly suitable for industrial applications.

Zhu et al. [233] introduced a new FSOD approach called FSNA, which utilizes Neighborhood
Information Adaption (NIA) and an attention mechanism to create informative features that
improve data utilization. The NIA module dynamically uses object-encompassing features to
recognize objects in the FSOD task. Notably, the NIA module is a parameter-free method that
adapts information according to the sizes and positions of the objects. Furthermore, FSNA employs
an attention mechanism to capture the affinity between different pixels within a sample and
assimilate the potential relationships among diverse samples, ultimately obtaining more global and
refined feature representations for few-shot data.

Mei et al. [132] introduced a sparse context transformer (SparseCT) that efficiently uses object
knowledge from the source domain while automatically learning a sparse context from a limited
number of training images in the target domain. This approach integrates various relevant clues to
enhance the discrimination capability of the learned detectors and minimize class confusion. To
efficiently capture task-related context from the limited training data, they designed an attention-
focus layer that amplifies the representation of contextual fields and reduces category confusion.

Wang et al. [183] discovered that in meta-learning approaches, the features of the support
and query branches are fused on top of the framework to make the final prediction. However,
most layers remain separate and do not exchange information, which hinders the model from
learning the correlations among detailed features, especially in data-scarce scenarios. To address
this issue, Wang et al. proposed a feature enhancement module called Fine-Grained Prototypes
Distillation (FPD) for FSOD. In FDP, Wang et al. introduced Fine-Grained Feature Aggregation
(FFA) mechanism to aggregate the mid-level features. This module distills support features into
fine-grained prototypes before integrating them into query feature maps, thereby helping the
model to grasp key information. They also proposed a Balanced Class-Agnostic Sampling (B-CAS)
strategy and a Non-Linear Fusion (NLF) module to fuse high-level features effectively.

4.2.5 Data Sampling and Scale Variation: This section discusses the data sampling and scale
variations-based approaches in the FSOD task. Data sampling enhances the model’s ability to
generalize and perform accurately on new, unseen classes. Proper data sampling ensures diverse
and representative examples.

Scale variations pose a significant challenge in FSOD, as objects can appear at different sizes
within an image. Wu et al. [189] highlighted that object detection, involving both classification
and localization, is inherently more complex than image classification. They introduced the Multi-
scale Positive Sample Refinement (MPSR) approach for FSOD, explicitly targeting the sparse scale
distribution challenge. MPSR builds upon the Faster R-CNN model, incorporating a Feature Pyramid
Network (FPN) in the backbone network to enhance tolerance to scale variations. An auxiliary
refinement branch is employed to generate multi-scale positive samples in the form of object
pyramids, refining predictions. This additional branch shares weights with the original Faster
R-CNN, classifying the extracted object pyramids in the RPN and the detector head during training.
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To maintain scale-consistent predictions without introducing improper negatives, anchor matching
rules are abandoned, and FPN stage and spatial locations are adaptively assigned to object pyramids
as positives. MPSR achieves performance gains without adding extra weights during inference,
making it efficient and deployable on various detectors.

In FSOD, during the fine-tuning process, the typical meta-learning pipeline pre-selects a limited
amount of data (K-shot) for both base and novel classes, which can lead to significant class imbalance,
potentially skewing the learning process towards the dominant class. To address this, Wu et al. [186]
proposed a new model named Training Difficulty Sampler (TD-SAmpler). The TD-Sampler draws
inspiration from curriculum and self-paced learning, gradually increasing training difficulty by
presenting more straightforward base class data. However, unlike traditional fixed-complexity
curriculum learning, the TD-Sampler dynamically adjusts data complexity during training. This
ensures that the model focuses on informative base class examples and mitigates class imbalance,
leading to better performance in FSOD tasks.

Yan et al. [197] highlighted the issue of incomplete annotation while building the instance-level
training benchmark. Missing annotations are regarded as background, resulting in erroneous
training gradients back-propagated through the detector, thereby compromising the detection
performance. Yan et al. introduced UNP [197] consisting Confusing Proposals Separation (CPS) and
Affinity-Driven Gradient Relaxation (ADGR). The CPS isolates confusing negative proposals by
evaluating the IoU between proposals and annotations. After identifying confusing proposals, the
ADGR reweights the gradients based on the affinity between these proposals and class prototypes,
dynamically allocating different optimization coefficients to improve detection performance.

Wang et al. [181] proposed a data augmentation technique known as SNIDA, which separates
the foreground and background in order to enhance their diversity. Unlike earlier augmentation
methods, SNIDA utilizes semantic-guided non-linear transformation spaces to augment training
data, addressing the limitations of previous techniques that often lacked diversity and resulted in
overfitting. SNIDA demonstrates improved adaptability to diverse category shapes and displays
enhanced semantic awareness.

4.2.6 Class Margin and Knowledge Transfer: This section explores approaches that enhance class
boundaries and utilize knowledge transfer mechanisms for better adaptation to new data. Knowledge
transfer allows the model to leverage previously learned information from known classes to
recognize and detect new, unseen classes. This significantly improves the model’s performance and
efficiency by reducing the need for large amounts of labeled data for new classes and enhancing
adaptability in dynamic environments.

Chen et al. [11] is the first to propose a work in the area of few-shot object detection. In their
work, they proposed LSTD [11], a knowledge transfer-based FSOD approach. They use a transfer
knowledge (TK) module that transfers the source object-label knowledge for each target-domain
proposal to generalize low-shot learning in the target domain.

Li et al. [98] propose a Class Margin Equilibrium (CME) approach for the FSOD task, aiming
to optimize feature space partitioning and novel class reconstruction. CME tackles the challenge
of balancing category-agnostic and category-specific components within a CNN-based detection
model.

Kim et al. [78] introduced a new FSOD approach that leverages knowledge transfer from base
classes to detect objects with few training examples for novel classes. Their method utilizes a
prototype matching network and Rol feature alignment to facilitate effective few-shot adaptation,
improving detection performance with limited training examples.
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Wu et al. [185] explored the use of Singular Value Decomposition (SVD) to enhance both the
generalization and discrimination abilities of few-shot object detectors. They proposed the SVD-
Dictionary enhancement method, which refines feature spaces based on sorted singular values,
leading to improved detection accuracy.

Vu et al. [169] proposes a new FSOD framework called FORD+BL, which utilizes a Baby learning
mechanism with multiple receptive fields. This mechanism effectively reuses previous knowledge in
a novel domain by imitating a baby’s learning process through visual cues, enhancing the model’s
adaptability and performance.

Li et al. [101] identified that limited training data hinders the model’s ability to explore semantic
information fully. To address this, they proposed a knowledge distillation-based FSOD approach to
leverage semantic information from large-scale pre-trained models. They developed a Structural
Causal Model (SCM) to understand the learning process of knowledge distillation in FSOD from a
causal perspective. Guided by this SCM, they introduced the “Disentangle and Remerge" method,
implementing knowledge distillation with backdoor adjustment to enhance the acquisition of
semantic information.

Zhu et al. [237] addressed two significant challenges: i) The limited availability of extreme samples
exacerbates bias in proposal distribution, hindering the adaptation of ROI heads to new categories, ii)
The scarcity of samples in novel categories makes the RPN a primary source of classification errors,
leading to a decline in detection performance for these categories. To address these challenges, Zhu
et al. proposed a knowledge transfer method based on distributed calibration and data augmentation.
Their model aligns the skewed distributions of novel categories with the foundational category
distributions. It uses a drift compensation strategy to mitigate the adverse effects of classifying new
categories during the fine-tuning phase. Moreover, the domain-aware data augmentation technique
addresses data scarcity concerns by leveraging inter-image foreground-background blends, thereby
enhancing the diversity and coherence of augmented datasets.

Wang et al. [177] addressed the drawbacks of previous methods that rely on shared parameters
for implicit transfer knowledge without explicit induction. This often leads to novel-class represen-
tations that are easily confused with similar base classes and are poorly suited to diverse patterns of
variation in the truth distribution. To tackle this, Wang et al. proposed an inter-class Correlation and
intra-class Diversity based Knowledge Transfer (CDKT) method for FSOD. They designed a graph
that dynamically captures the relationship between base and novel class representations. Then, they
introduced distillation techniques to overcome the lack of correlation knowledge in few-shot labels.
Additionally, they proposed a diversity knowledge transfer module based on the data hallucination,
which adaptively disentangles class-independent variation patterns from base-class features and
generates additional trainable hallucinated instances for novel classes.

4.2.7 Conclusion: Standard FSOD enables models to generalize using a small amount of training
data, which is particularly valuable when it is difficult or expensive to acquire large annotated
datasets. These methods are categorized based on their techniques, each with its strengths and
weaknesses, as outlined in Table 4. Meta-learning-based approaches offer high generalization in
detecting novel classes but can lead to significant class imbalance. Metric learning-based approaches
emphasize the importance of semantically meaningful class boundaries. Proposal generation-
based approaches achieve high localization accuracy but are vulnerable with few examples, where
missing a single high IoU training box can impact performance. Attention-mechanism-based
approaches benefit from attention formulations in detecting salient objects. Scale variation-based
methods emphasize tolerance to scale variations. Class-margin-based approaches balance novel
class classification and representation in the same feature space. Knowledge transfer-based methods
leverage knowledge from base classes to improve the localization of novel classes.
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Table 4. Comparison between different FSOD approaches. We highlight the merits and demerits of each
FSOD approach

Methods References Merits Demerits
Meta Learning [29,55,74,87,91, o Good generalization to detect novel object e Can lead to significant class imbalance.
104, 182, 200, 211, classes. e Can be computationally intensive and com-
219] o Easier adaptation to novel classes. plex
Metric Learning and Clas-  [75, 107, 125, 127, o Makes the embedding space semantically mean- e Limited to classification head.
sification Refinement 206, 232] ingful, such that objects from the same category
are close.

Classification refinement enhances decision
boundaries, leading to more distinct and accu-
rate classifications.

Proposal Generation and  [7, 12, 56, 57, 76, o Provides high localization accuracy e Region-Proposal-Network is prone to

Quality Improvement 130, 223, 224] o Improved proposal quality can help in detecting ~ classes with few examples, as if it misses
objects even in challenging conditions, such as a even one high IOU training box, it will
occlusion and cluttered scenes drastically affect the classifier.

e Highly sensitive to training data
Attention Mechanismsand ~ [16, 30, 66, 105,

Provides prior knowledge about salient regions. e High computational cost

Feature Enhancement 132,162, 183, 194, o Extracts more informative and discriminative
195, 233] features from the limited training data
Data Sampling and Scale [181, 186, 189, o Ensure tolerance to scale variation e Limited to Feature Pyramidal Networks

Variation 197]

Sampling data from a wide range of scales and (FPN)
variations prevents the model from overfitting
to specific instances or features.

Class Margin and Knowl-  [78, 98, 101, 169, ¢ Addresses the tradeoff between better represen- e Limited to improvement to object classifica-
edge Transfer 177, 185, 237] tation and better classification of novel classes, tion and cannot be extended to localization
and achieves an equilibrium. e Highly sensitive to outliers

Better leveraging of knowledge from the base

classes to detect objects of novel classed with

few examples.

4.3 Generalized Few Shot Object Detection (G-FSOD)

G-FSOD training follows a similar process to standard FSOD, starting with a large dataset from
specific classes and then fine-tuning on a new set with limited samples. However, G-FSOD also
focuses on preserving the object detection model’s performance on previously learned classes while
incorporating new ones. This is essential for practical applications where learning new classes
should not lead to forgetting old ones. This section reviews various approaches to G-FSOD.

Wang et al. [179] introduced TFA, a two-stage fine-tuning approach, as one of the pioneering
methods for G-FSOD. TFA fine-tunes the detector using a balanced base and novel class sample set
while keeping the backbone and RPN frozen. Previous research has highlighted meta-learning as a
promising approach for FSOD, but fine-tuning techniques have received less attention. Wang et al.
found that fine-tuning only the last layer of existing detectors for rare classes is crucial for FSOD.
The TFA approach involves training the entire detector on base classes and then fine-tuning the
last layers on a balanced set of base and novel classes, which outperforms meta-learning methods.

PNPDet or Plug-and-Play Detector [210] is a novel approach for efficient few-shot detection
without forgetting. It introduces a simple yet effective architecture with separate sub-networks for
recognizing base and novel categories, preventing performance degradation on known categories
while learning new concepts. Distance metric learning is further incorporated into sub-networks,
consistently enhancing detection performance for base and novel categories.

In [36], Fan et al. addressed two neglected properties in prior works: 1) the pre-trained base class
detector does not predict many false positives on novel class instances despite their saliency, and 2)
the RPN is biased towards its seen classes instead of being ideally class-agnostic, thus freezing it
without exposure to new classes can be sub-optimal. To tackle this, Fan et al. introduced a Retentive
R-CNN method, which combines base and novel class detectors using a Bias-Balanced RPN and a
Re-detector. The Bias-Balanced RPN adapts better to novel classes while remaining effective on
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base classes, and the Re-detector uses a consistency loss to regularize adaptation during fine-tuning,
allowing incremental detection without forgetting.

Guirguis et al. [49] introduced CFA to alleviate catastrophic forgetting. It adopts a continual
learning method, namely Average Gradient Episodic Memory (A-GEM), to the task of G-FSOD. CFA
introduces a new gradient update rule to address the risk of catastrophic forgetting in A-GEM when
the angle between the loss gradient vectors of previous tasks and the proposed gradient update
for the current tasks is obtuse. Therefore, it tries to minimize the angle rather than projecting the
novel gradient orthogonally in case of violation.

NIFF [50] proposed the first data-free knowledge distillation approach that leverages the statistics
of the Rol features from the base model to forge instance-level features without accessing the base
images. It shows that the statistics of instance-level Rol head features adequately represent the
distribution of base classes. It also shows that a standalone lightweight generator can be trained in
a distillation fashion to match the gathered statistics and synthesize class-wise base features.

Ma et al. [129] introduced a model called DiGeo that learns geometry-aware features of inter-class
separation and intra-class compactness. An offline simplex equiangular tight frame (ETF) classifier
guides the separation of feature clusters, with weights serving as maximally and equally separated
class centers. To tighten clusters for each class, DiGeo incorporates adaptive class-specific margins
into the classification loss, encouraging features to stay close to class centers.

Guirguis et al. [48] also proposed the Uncertainty-based Progressive Proposal Refinement (UPPR)
approach, which leverages uncertainty estimation to enhance object proposals, improving overall
detection performance and reducing forgetting. It focuses explicitly on modeling predictive uncer-
tainties, allowing for the refinement of object proposals, which enhances detection performance
while mitigating the issue of forgetting by explicitly incorporating uncertainty modeling.

4.3.1 Conclusion: G-FSOD is an improvement over standard FSOD in terms of retaining knowledge.
The primary challenge in G-FSOD is knowledge retention. The TFA approach [179] was one of
the first to address G-FSOD, fine-tuning the detector with a balanced set of base and novel class
samples while freezing the backbone and RPN. This method reduces forgetting but significantly
drops performance in novel classes. Retentive R-CNN [36] uses a knowledge distillation approach to
address catastrophic forgetting of base classes. However, these methods assume the availability of
base data when learning new classes. NIFF [50] is the first data-free knowledge distillation method
for G-FSOD, reducing the memory footprint by not storing base data. The most recent work, DiGeo
[129], enhances knowledge retention and generalization to novel classes by learning discriminative
features through inter-class separation and intra-class compactness.

4.4 Incremental Few Shot Object Detection (I-FSOD)

Both standard FSOD and G-FSOD tasks require base class data during fine-tuning on novel classes,
which can be impractical due to the unavailability of base class data. I-FSOD eliminates this
constraint by not requiring base class data during fine-tuning, making it more practical for real-
world applications with its superior knowledge retention. I-FSOD can scale to accommodate more
object classes over time, integrating new classes without compromising performance on existing
ones. Therefore, I-FSOD aims to learn novel classes while avoiding catastrophic forgetting of base
classes. This subsection outlines various approaches for the I-FSOD task.

The I-FSOD task was first introduced by Perez-Rua et al. [140] with the OpeNended CentrenEt
(ONCE) model. ONCE allows the incremental registration of new classes with just a few examples
by adapting the CentreNet detector to few-shot learning and using meta-learning to create class-
specific codes for new class registration. This model demonstrated the ability to incrementally



Beyond Few-shot Object Detection: A Detailed Survey 25

register novel classes with minimal examples in a feed-forward manner without revisiting the
training data for base classes.

In [204], Yin et al. proposed an accurate and flexible framework called SYLPH which decouples
the object classification from localization and leverages base detectors pre-trained for class-agnostic
localization. Yin et al. highlighted the effectiveness of finetune-free I-FOSD, especially when a large
number of base categories with abundant data are available for meta-training.

Ganea et al. [40] introduced iMFTA as an incremental approach to address few-shot object
detection and instance segmentation. It utilizes discriminative embeddings for object instances,
which are then consolidated into class representatives and effectively addresses the issue of memory
overhead. The iMFTA model matches class embeddings at the Rol level using cosine similarity,
allowing to process new classes without additional training or access to prior training data.

LEAST [103], introduced by Li et al, adapts models to novel objects using a few annotated
samples while retaining previously learned information. It achieves this with minimal forgetting,
reduced training resources, and enhanced transfer capability. It incorporates a transfer strategy to
minimize unnecessary weight adjustments, employs knowledge distillation techniques, and utilizes
a clustering-based exemplar selection process.

iFSRCNN [135] extends the Mask-RCNN framework for I-FSOD by introducing a new object
class classifier based on the probit function and an uncertainty-guided bounding-box predictor.
It leverages Bayesian learning to address the scarcity of training examples for new classes and
estimates the uncertainty of predictions for bounding box refinement.

Cheng et al. [19] proposed a CenterNet framework-based model called Meta-iFSOD which
employs meta-learning to adapt the model to new classes while mitigating forgetting. A meta-
learner is trained with base-class samples, providing a good weight initialization for the object
locator. During finetuning with novel-class samples, filters correlated to base classes are preserved.

Dong et al. [28] introduced a new model called Incremental-DETR (iDETR) for I-FSOD task
using finetuning and self-supervised learning on the DETR object detector. It uses finetuning and
self-supervised learning on the DETR object detector to detect novel classes without forgetting
the base classes. The class-specific components of DETR are finetuned with self-supervision, and
knowledge distillation is applied to encourage the network to detect novel classes.

Choi et al. [20] proposed a simple finetuning strategy-based approach called Incremental Two-
stage Finetuning Approach (iTFA). The iTFA model consists of three steps: training the base model
with abundant base classes, separating the Rol feature extractor and classifier into base and novel
class branches, and finetuning the novel branch with only a few novel class examples.

Zhang et al. [217] introduced a model called SC AWG, which tackles I-FSOD by reorganizing
base weights using the responses of novel region features to transfer learned information from base
weights to relevant novel weights. It introduces two strategies, scale-aware and centerness-aware,
to obtain representative region features for generating novel weights. The scale-aware strategy
adapts to objects of different sizes, while the centerness-aware strategy focuses on objects’ central
regions, enhancing the effectiveness of novel class detection.

Tang et al. [165] proposes using novel-registrable weights for Rol classification, which memorizes
class-specific weights to alleviate forgetting old knowledge and registers new weights for novel
classes. They also introduce region-level contrastive learning during the base training stage by
augmenting proposal boxes. This approach enhances the generalizability of feature representations
and the plasticity of the detector, allowing it to better adapt to new classes.

WS-iFSD [47] is introduced as a weakly supervised method that significantly enhances the meta-
training of the hyper-network by augmenting it with many weakly localized objects from a much
larger set of object categories. Employing an off-the-shelf object localization model increases the
number of classes and images used in training. This approach allows the hyper-network to generate
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significantly improved class codes for novel categories, demonstrating that weak supervision can
effectively enhance meta-learning for few-shot detection.

4.4.1  Conclusion: In contrast to standard FSOD and G-FSOD, the I-FSOD does not require old
class data during fine-tuning, making it more practical for real-world scenarios. The I-FSOD offers
better knowledge retention and scalability, seamlessly incorporating new classes without sacrificing
performance on existing ones. The task was first introduced by ONCE [140], which enabled detectors
to incrementally recognize novel categories while still detecting base category objects. Then various
methods have been proposed [19, 20, 28, 40, 103, 135, 165, 204, 217] to enhance the performance
of I-FSOD further. The most recent work WS-iFSD [47] addresses poor generalization to novel
categories and inferior performance on base categories. It also addresses the issue of inferior
detection performance for base categories by freezing the backbone and detection head during
meta-training.

4.5 Open-Set Few Shot Object Detection (O-FSOD)

O-FSOD addresses scenarios where objects of unknown classes exist. It extends the capabilities
of traditional FSOD by enabling models to detect and classify objects of unknown categories not
seen during training. This ability is crucial for real-world applications where new object categories
may emerge over time. It has numerous practical applications in areas such as autonomous driving,
surveillance, and robotics, where detecting novel objects in uncontrolled environments is essential.
The primary objective of the O-FSOD task is to train the detector similar to the I-FSOD setting, but
during inference, it detects the known classes (i.e., base classes and novel classes) as well as the
unknown classes. In this subsection, we provide an in-depth survey of the O-FSOD approaches.

Binyi et al. [159] proposed a model called FOOD that incorporates classifier placeholders to
handle novel classes alongside an unknown class and integrates a Class Weight Sparsification
Module (CWSC) to mitigate overfitting. During the training phase, the CWSC reduces the mutual
dependency between individual classes and their neighboring counterparts. This enhances the
model’s ability to generalize, especially in the context of open-set detection within few-shot
scenarios. Additionally, the Unknown Decoupling Learner (UDL) is introduced, which aids the model
in defining a concise decision boundary for unknown instances without relying on pseudo-unknown
samples and addresses the challenge of accurately representing unknown data distributions.

In another work, Binyi et al. [161] proposed a new few-shot open-set object detector using a
HSIC-based moving weight averaging technique. They also employed a novel approach for mining
new unknown samples based on evidential uncertainty estimation to augment the training dataset.
Furthermore, by considering localization quality, they introduced an IoU-aware unknown training
objective to improve the decision boundary between known and pseudo-unknown data.

Liu et al. [116] introduced a model called FOXOD, which typically looks into O-FSOD for X-ray
hazard detection, where extracting weak features from X-ray images is more challenging than
natural scenes. The FOXOD model comprises four novel elements: the Overlapping Object Separator
(O0S), the Unknown Interest Advisor (UIA), Knowledge Augmentation (KA), and the Discriminant
Classifier (DC). To address challenges arising from high object overlap, OOS employs a hierarchical
attention mechanism for sampling local knowledge, thereby disentangling features of overlapping
individual targets. The UIA module helps Region Proposal Networks (RPNs) identify potential
unknown proposals without relying on explicit supervision. While the KA module mitigates
the catastrophic forgetting of known classes by the model, the DC module plays a crucial role in
preventing overfitting and discerning unknown positive objects amidst many background proposals.

Chen et al. [14] introduced a new Open World Few-Shot Object Detection (OFDet) model to
detect unknown objects with only a few examples accurately. It includes three modules: the
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Class-agnostic Localization Module (CALM) for generating class-agnostic proposals and localizing
potential unknown proposals, the Base Classification Module (BCM) for classifying objects from
class features, and the Novel Detection Module (NDM) for detecting novel objects.

4.5.1 Conclusion: O-FSOD extends traditional FSOD by enabling models to detect and classify
novel objects not seen during training. This is crucial for real-world applications where new object
categories can emerge over time, and detecting novel objects in uncontrolled environments is
essential. This task was initially proposed by Binyi et. at. [159, 160] with a method leveraging
decoupling optimization and sparsification for few-shot unknown rejection, though it lacks gener-
alization and poses unsatisfactory performance for real-world applications. Subsequent work by
Binyiet al. [161] addressed the overfitting issue of the previous work and provided a solution in the
weight space using a moving weight averaging method. Recently, OFDet [14] has been built upon a
class-agnostic object detector under the two-stage fine-tuning paradigm, introducing an unknown
proposals selection algorithm to select more accurate unknown objects.

4.6 Few Shot Domain Adaptive Object Detection (FSDAOD)

FSDAOD combines few-shot learning and domain adaptation to detect objects in environments
with domain shifts and limited labeled data. FSDAOD models are designed to be robust across
different domains, which is crucial for real-world applications where training and testing data differ.
This approach is vital in areas like autonomous driving, surveillance, and robotics, where adapting
to new environments and detecting objects with limited labeled data is essential. In FSDAOD, the
model is trained on a source dataset and then fine-tuned on a target dataset with the same classes
but a different distribution. The goal is to adapt the detector’s capability to a new domain. Here, we
will discuss FSDAOD approaches in detail.

Fu et al. [39] introduced CD-ViTO, a model that integrates key elements into the DE-ViT network
[225], focusing on fine-tuning with limited target images. Recognizing the benefits of fine-tuning
when there is a domain gap between source and target datasets, CD-ViTO fine-tunes the detection
and classification heads using a small set of labeled support images. The model also employs
learnable prototypes to enhance generalization and an attention module to allocate weights to
instances, improving overall performance dynamically.

Gao et al. [42] proposed an asymmetric adaptation paradigm called AsyFOD to tackle the issue of
extreme data imbalance between source and target instances. AsyFOD begins by dividing the source
instance set into two parts: target-similar and target-dissimilar instance sets. The target-similar
source instances are identified using a unified discrepancy estimation function, which helps to
augment the limited target instances and reduce data imbalance. The remaining source instances are
classified as target-dissimilar. To further address domain-based data imbalances, AsyFOD employs
asynchronous alignment between the target-dissimilar source instances and the augmented target
instances, ensuring more effective adaptation to the target domain.

In another work, Gao et al. [43] proposed AcroFOD, a model that employs an adaptive distribution
optimization strategy to eliminate unsuitable, low-quality images. This strategy enables the detector
to align more effectively with the feature distribution of the target domain, enhancing both speed
and accuracy. The adaptive optimization strategy emphasizes the importance of augmentation
quality and prevents the model from over-adaptation, akin to overfitting due to insufficient data. Ad-
ditionally, to enrich the diversity of merged images from both source and target domains, AcroFOD
formulates generalized frameworks for multi-level domain-aware augmentation. This approach
ensures that the model can handle a variety of domain shifts and maintain high performance.

Wang et al. [178] addresses the challenges of insufficient target domain data and over-adaptation,
which can lead to instability and degraded detection performance in the target domain. To mitigate



28 Vishal et al.

these issues, they introduce a pairing mechanism that aligns source and target features, helping to
compensate for the lack of target domain samples. They also propose a bi-level adaptation module
for the source-trained detector. The first level is a split pooling-based image-level adaptation module,
which uniformly extracts and aligns paired local patch features across different locations, scales,
and aspect ratios. The second level is an instance-level adaptation module that semantically aligns
paired object features, ensuring accurate detection while avoiding inter-class confusion. This dual
approach helps maintain robust detection performance despite the domain shift.

In [229], Zhong et al. introduced PICA, a model that extends point-wise alignment from clas-
sification to object detection. PICA leverages moving average centroids to address label noise in
background Regions of Interest (ROIs). It computes a moving average centroid for each category
and excludes background ROIs, retaining only the centroid for background instances, effectively
reducing label noise. Additionally, PICA uses point-wise alignment across instances and centroids
to tackle the challenge of limited labeled target instances.

Yan et al. [199] introduced an innovative approach in their work by adding an image domain
classifier to the Meta CNN framework, placed after the backbone’s last layer, to reduce domain
discrepancy. Additionally, to avoid confusion between class features caused by the alignment
of image feature distributions, they incorporated a feature filter module called CAFFM (Class-
Aware Feature Filter Module), which specifically filters out features irrelevant to particular classes,
ensuring that only the most pertinent features are used for classification. This dual approach of
domain classification and targeted feature filtering enhances the model’s ability to adapt to new
domains while maintaining accurate class-specific feature representation.

Nakamura et al. [134] propose a data synthesis technique to address significant domain discrep-
ancies. They leverage data augmentation to mix features from domains with significant gaps by
pasting a part of one domain’s image onto another. Specifically, for object detection tasks, where
detection targets are typically smaller than the background, they cut out the detection objects and
paste them onto images from another domain. This targeted approach to domain adaptation helps
bridge the gap between different data distributions effectively.

4.6.1 Conclusion: FSDAOD merges few-shot learning and domain adaptation to tackle object
detection in environments with domain shifts and limited labeled data. FSDAOD models are robust
to domain shifts, enabling them to generalize well across different domains. This capability is
crucial for applications like autonomous driving, surveillance, and robotics, where training and
testing data differ. In this field, Wang et al. [178] adopted a pairing mechanism that aligns source
and target samples at multiple levels and employs a bi-level module to adapt the source-trained
detector to the target domain. PICA [229], on the other hand, employed point-wise alignment in
the context of FSOD over instances and centroids to address the scarcity of labeled target instances.
Gao et al. [43] addressed insufficient target domain data by selecting augmented data similar to
target samples, demonstrating the effectiveness of domain-mix augmentation to overcome domain
shifts. AsyFOD [42] mitigates data imbalance by using target-similar source instances to augment
limited target instances and aligning target-dissimilar source instances to avoid over-adaptation.
Nakamura et al. [134] used a data synthesis method to solve the large domain gap problem, where
a part of the target image is pasted onto the source image, and the position of the pasted region is
aligned by utilizing the information of the object bounding box.

5 DATASETS, EVALUATION PROTOCOLS

This section provides the details of the dataset being used in different FSOD settings, i.e., standard
FSOD, G-FSOD, I-FSOD, O-FSOD and FSDAOD tasks along with the details of corresponding
evaluation protocols.
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Table 5. Details of the common benchmarks used in FSOD, G-FSOD, I-FSOD, O-FSOD and FSDAOD methods.

PASCAL

- - - COCO LVIS
Split1 Split2 Split3
sclasses Base task 15 15 15 60 776
Novel task 5 5 5 20 454
Base trainin #Images 14,631 14,779 14,318 98,459 68,568
g #bboxs 41,084 40,397 40,511 367,702 688,029

Base classes  1-10/15-150 1-10/15-150 1-10/15-150 1-30/60-1800 8.57 /7,760

N .
Training (#shots / #bboxs) -\ U1 classes  1-10/5-50 1-10/5-50 1-10/5-50 1-30/20-600 8.57 /2786

FSOD
Evaluation (#bboxs) Base classes . . . ) _
Novel classes 1,924 2,088 1,839 20,193 429
Training (#shots / #bboxs) Base classes 1-10/ 15-150 1-10/15-150 1-10/15-150 1-30/60-1800 8.57 /7,760
G-FSOD Novel classes 1-10/5 - 50 1-10/5-50 1-10/5-50 1-30/20-600 8.57/2,786
Evaluation (#bboxs) Base classes 13,052 12,888 13,137 15,318 50,334
Novel classes 1,924 2,088 1,839 20,193 429
. Base classes - - - - -
LESOD Training (#shots / #bboXs)  \(o el clagses  1-10/5-50  1-10/5-50 1-10/5-50 1-30/20-600 8.57 /2,786
Evaluation (#bboxs) Base classes 13,052 12,888 13,137 15,318 50,334
Novel classes 1,924 2,088 1,839 20,193 429
PASCAL VOC-COCO LVIS
Base Known Classes 10 20 315
Training Novel Known Classes 5 20 454
O-FSOD Shots 1,3,5,10 1,3,5,10 <10 (rare classes)
Base Known Classes 10 20 315
Evaluation Novel Known Classes 5 20 454
Unknown Classes 5 40 461
Cityscapes — Foggy Cityscapes KITTI — Cityscapes SIM10k — Cityscapes
Training Source Images/Classes 2975/8 7481/1(car) 10000/1(car)
FSDAOD Target Images/Classes 8/8 8/1(car) 8/1(car)
Evaluation Target Images/Classes 3475/8 /1(car) 3475/1(car)

5.1 Dataset details

The standard FSOD, G-FSOD, I-FSOD and O-FSOD tasks commonly use two main benchmark
datasets, i.e., Pascal VOC [32] and MS COCO [112], for performance evaluation. Additionally, some
studies have chosen to utilize FSOD [34], ImageNet-LOC [149], and LVIS [52] datasets for assessing
their approach. Several O-FSOD methods have used SIXray [133] and PIDray [214] datasets for
evaluation purposes. In the evaluation of FSDAOD methods, researchers have employed Cityscapes
[22], Foggy Cityscapes [152], KITTY [44], and Sim10K [73] datasets. Details of these datasets are
discribed below:

o PASCAL Visual Object Classes (VOC) [32] is a widely recognized benchmark for traditional
object detection. In the context of FSOD, the object categories are divided into 15 base classes
and 5 novel classes, with three different base/novel splits: Split1, Split2, and Split3. During
the base training phase, the model utilizes the training and validation (trainval) images from
VOC2007 and VOC2012. A fixed subset of the VOC2007 and VOC2012 trainval sets is used to
support the few-shot fine-tuning stage. Various few-shot settings, such as 1-shot, 2-shot, 3-shot,
5-shot, and 10-shot, correspond to different numbers of base and novel bounding boxes. The
evaluation is performed on approximately 5,000 images from the VOC2007 test set in terms of
mAP50, mAP75 and mAP50-95.

e Microsoft Common Objects in COntext (MS COCO) [112] is another prominent benchmark
for object detection, which has been adapted for FSOD. Object categories are divided into 20
novel classes in this setting, shared with PASCAL VOC, and 60 base categories. A subset of
5,000 images from the COCO2014 validation dataset, referred to as val5k, is commonly used to
evaluate FSOD models. Base training and few-shot finetuning utilize the remaining COC02014
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training and validation images (trainvalno5k). Evaluation metrics are presented separately for
base and novel categories, including COCO-style mAP, mAP50, mAP75 calculated for small,
medium and large objects.

LVIS [52], a newer dataset in the field of object detection, features a vast array of 1,230 classes
categorized as frequent, common (with 10 or more annotations), and rare (with fewer than 10
annotations). For FSOD, TFA[179] proposed the use of LVIS v0.5, which was divided into 776 base
classes (comprising frequent and common categories) and 454 novel classes. This benchmark
offers significantly more categories than COCO, with 10 times the number of categories and
50 times more than PASCAL VOC dataset. The evaluation metrics include COCO-style mAP,
mAP50, and mAP75, reported separately for frequent, common, and rare objects. Additionally,
aggregated metrics are computed for all three categories combined.

ImageNet-LOC [149] contains 314 classes, mostly of animals and birds. For FSOD, this dataset
has been used by RepMet[75], which is divided into 100 seen classes and 214 unseen classes.
The first 100 categories from this dataset (mostly animals and birds) are used as base classes.
The remaining 214 classes are used as testing classes. The mAP is used as an evaluation metric,
reported for 1, 5, and 10 shots.

FSOD [34] is built from existing large-scale object detection datasets i.e., ImageNet[25] and
Openlmage [86]. It consolidates a label system from these datasets by merging the leaf labels in
their original label trees, grouping those with the same semantics (e.g., ice bear and polar bear)
into one category, and removing semantics that do not belong to any leaf categories. The total
number of classes is 1000, with 531 from ImageNet[25] and 469 from the Openlmage dataset
[86]. There are 800 classes, 52,350 images, and 147,489 boxes for training, while the testing set
includes 200 classes, 14,152 images, and 35,102 boxes.

SIXRAY [133] has been utilized by Liu et al. [116] for the O-FSOD task. The dataset comprises
8,929 images collected from subway stations and includes six categories: gun, knife, wrench,
pliers, scissors, and hammer. These instances vary in proportions, viewpoints, and overlapping
scenarios, contributing significant noise interference to typical visual systems. Liu et al. randomly
divides the dataset into three splits, each containing three base classes, two novel classes, and
one unknown class. Specifically, Split 1 includes guns and knives, Split 2 includes pliers and
wrenches, and Split 3 includes scissors and guns as their novel classes.

PIDRAY [214] has also been used by Liu et al. [116] for the O-FSOD. This dataset encompasses
a variety of scenarios for detecting prohibited items in real-world contexts, focusing on inten-
tionally concealed objects. It includes 12 classes of prohibited items across 47,677 X-ray images:
gun, bullet, knife, wrench, pliers, power bank, baton, lighter, sprayer, hammer, scissors, and
handcuffs. The images are randomly divided into 6 base classes, 3 novel classes, and 3 unknown
classes.

CITYSCAPES [22], introduced by Cordtz et al., is a widely used dataset for the FSDAOD task.
This dataset comprises a vast, diverse collection of stereo video sequences captured from streets
in 50 cities. It includes 5,000 images with high-quality pixel-level annotations and an additional
20,000 images with coarse annotations, facilitating methods that utilize large volumes of weakly
labeled data. Specifically, it contains 3,475 real urban images, with 2,975 images used for training
and 500 images for validation in FSDAOD tasks.

FOGGY CITYSCAPES [152] is also commonly used dataset for the FSDAOD task. Sakaridis et
al. generated the Foggy CityScapes dataset by applying fog synthesis to the Cityscapes [22]
dataset, resulting in 20,550 images. The highest fog intensity of the eight classes is used in the
FSDAOD task. Typically, FSDAOD models are adapted from those trained on the Cityscapes
dataset to perform on the Foggy Cityscapes dataset.
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e KITTI [44], introduced by Geiger et al., is also being used by few FSDAOD approaches [42, 43].
The dataset includes 389 pairs of stereo and optical flow images, stereo visual odometry se-
quences spanning 39.2 km, and over 200,000 3D object annotations from cluttered environments
(with up to 15 cars and 30 pedestrians visible per image). It comprises 7,481 images of the car
class, which are primarily used as the source class.

e SIM10k [73], introduced by Johnson-Roberson et al, is a simulated dataset created from the
video game “Grand Theft Auto V". This dataset comprises 10,000 synthetic images featuring
urban driving scenes. Each image is annotated with bounding boxes, resulting in a total of 58,701
car bounding boxes. By using high-quality synthetic data, SIM10k provides a valuable resource
for training and evaluating object detection models in a controlled and diverse environment.

5.2 Evaluation Protocol

Metrics: An effective evaluation of predicted bounding boxes is essential in object detection (OD)
models. One key metric for this purpose is the Intersection over Union (IoU), which measures the
overlap between predicted bounding boxes and the ground truth bounding boxes. Mathematically,
it is computed as

area of overlap _ birue N bpred

(1)

Given a confidence threshold t., an IoU threshold t;,r7, and a set of ground-truth annotations G,
true positives (TP) are detections that meet three criteria: (i) the confidence score is greater than
t., (ii) the predicted class matches the class of ground truth, and (iii) the predicted bounding box
has an IoU greater than t;oy with the ground truth. Detections that fail to meet either of the last
two criteria are classified as false positives (FP). Conversely, if a valid detection does not meet the
confidence score threshold, it is considered a false negative (FN). Detections with low confidence
scores are flagged as true negatives (TN).

Precision is the ratio of TP detections to the total number of positive detections (TP + FP), i.e.,
precision = TP / (TP + FP). Meanwhile, recall is the ratio of TP detections to the total number of
ground truth positive instances (TP + FN), i.e., recall = TP / (TP + FN). Different pairs of Precision
and Recall values can be obtained by varying the confidence score threshold, which is then used to
plot a Precision-Recall curve, which visualizes how the two metrics are related. Similarly, varying
tiou provides different pairs of IoU and recall values, which can be used to draw an IoU-Recall
curve that helps evaluate the effectiveness of detection proposals. The Precision-Recall curve can
subsequently be used to compute the Average Precision (AP) by averaging the precision across all
recall levels. This can be formulated as

ToU = - =
area of union birue U bpred

N
1
AP = — PlARl 2
NZ )

where N represents the total number of recall or precision predictions, P; and AR; are precision
and change in Recall (R) at i-th prediction. When averaged over all classes, this yields the mean
Average Precision (mAP). Similarly, the Average Recall (AR) is the Recall averaged over all IoU €
[0.5, 1.0] and the mean Average Recall (mAR) is the corresponding averaged version.

Computing AP: The AP is computed differently in the VOC and COCO datasets. Here, we describe
how it is computed for each dataset.
e VOC Dataset: This dataset includes 20 object categories. The steps to compute AP in VOC
are as follows:
(1) For each category, calculate the precision-recall curve by varying the confidence
threshold of the model’s predictions.
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Table 6. Summary of Standard FSOD, G-FSOD, I-FSOD, O-OFSOD and FSDAOD methods in
terms of benchmark settings for training & evaluation. The source code listing provides the link
to the source code repository and the framework used.
Model | Benchmark Settings | Source Code Listing

Few Shot Object Detection Methods

RepMet [75]

ImageNet-LOC: 100 seen classes and 214 unseen classes.
Number of shots are 1, 5, 10.

MXNet: github.com/jshtok/RepMet

Meta R-CNN [200]

VOC: 3 novel/base splits with 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 shots. COCO:
20 VOC-shared novel classes and 60 base classes with 10 and
30 shots.

PyTorch: github.com/yanxp/MetaR-CNN

YOLO-FR [74]

Same as Meta-RCNN

PyTorch: github.com/bingykang/Fewshot_Detec-
tion

MetaDet [182]

Same as Meta-RCNN

Not available

AttFDNet [16]

Same as Meta-RCNN

github.com/chenxy99/AttFDNet

Zhang et al. [224]

Same as Meta-RCNN

Not available

MPSR [189] Same as Meta-RCNN PyTorch: github.com/jiaxi-wu/MPSR
Meta-RetinaNet Same as Meta-RCNN Not available
[104]

SOMGH [219]

Same as Meta-RCNN

Not available

Li et al. [107]

Same as Meta-RCNN

Not available

Zhang et.al. [223]

Same as Meta-RCNN

github.com/pppplin/HallucFsDet

FCT [57]

VOC: Same as Meta-RCNN. COCO: Split same as Meta-
RCNN. Number of shots are 1, 2, 3, 5, 10, 30.

PyTorch: github.com/GuangxingHan/FCT

SRR-FSD [232]

Same as Meta-RCNN

Not available

FADI [7]

Same as Meta-RCNN

PyTorch: github.com/yhcao6/FADI

TD-Sampler [186]

Same as Meta-RCNN

Not available

Meta-Faster-RCNN

Same as Meta-RCNN

PyTorch:  github.com/GuangxingHan/Meta-

[55] Faster-R-CNN
FSCE [162] Same as Meta-RCNN PyTorch: github.com/megvii-research/FSCE
LVC [76] Same as Meta-RCNN PyTorch: github.com/prannaykaul/lvc

Meta-DETR [211]

VOC: Same as Meta RCNN COCO: Split same as Meta-
RCNN. Number of shots are set to 1, 3, 5, 10, and 30.

PyTorch: github.com/ZhangGongjie/Meta-DETR

Lee et al. [91]

Same as Meta-DETR

Not available

MemFRCN [125]

Same as Meta-RCNN

Not available

DMNet [127]

Same as Meta-RCNN

PyTorch: github.com/yrqs/DMNet

Demirel et al. [24]

Same as Meta-RCNN

Not available

Norm-VAE [195]

Same as Meta-RCNN

Not available

Du et al. [29]

Same as Meta-RCNN

Not available

FSSP [194]

Same as Meta-RCNN

Not available

Li et al. [101]

Same as Meta-RCNN

PyTorch: github.com/ZYN-1101/DandR

Lee et al. [93]

Pretraining datasets include ImageNet[25], COCO[112],
FSODD[34], LVIS[52], and Unified. The benchmark con-
tains 10 datasets of 10 different domains: VisDrone[236],
DeepFruits[150], iWildCam[3], Clipart, iMaterialist[51],
Oktoberfest[239], LogoDet-3K[174], CrowdHuman[154],
SIXray[133], KITTI[44]. Number of shots are 1, 3, 5, 10.

PyTorch: github.com/amazon-science/few-shot-
object-detection-benchmark

Fan et al. [33]

Same as Meta-RCNN

PyTorch: github.com/fanq15/FewX

MRSN [130] Same as Meta-RCNN https://github.com/MMatx/MRSN
AHT [87] Same as Meta-RCNN Not available
ARDNet [30] VOC: Same as Meta-RCNN Not available

Zhu et al. [237]

VOC: Same as Meta-RCNN. COCO: 60 basic classes, 20 novel
classes. Number of shots are 1, 2, 3.

Not available

FSOD V2 [35]

ImageNet-LOC: Same as RepMet. COCO: Same as Meta-
RCNN.

Not available

Madan et al. [131]

LVIS: Frequent’ and ‘Common’ classes are used for base
training. ‘Rare’ classes are used for novel finetuning.

Not available

Tide [105]

Trained on COCO 60 base classes, which are disjointed from
VOC and the rest 20 classes are the novel categories. Evalu-
ated both on COCO and on VOC images with 1, 2, 3, and 5
shots.

PyTorch: github.com/deku-0621/TIDE

(Continued on next page)
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Model

Benchmark Settings

Source Code Listing

ST-FSOD [209]

NWPU-VHR10 v2: There are 7 base classes and 3 novel
classes with shots of 3, 5, 10, and 20. DIOR: In the first
setting, there are 15 base classes and 5 novel classes. In the
second setting, there are 4 splits, each with 15 base classes
and 5 novel classes. iSAID: The dataset has 15 categories
with three splits: 1) 5 novel and 10 base classes, 2) 3 novel
and 12 base classes, and 3) 5 novel and 10 base classes. The
number of shots are 10, 50, and 100.

PyTorch: github.com/zhu-xlab/ST-FSOD

Yan et al. [197]

Same as Meta-RCNN

PyTorch: github.com/Ybowei/UNP

DGFIDaCL [66]

VOC: Same as Meta-RCNN. COCO: Same as Meta-RCNN.
Number of shots is fixed to 10. Object365: 15 selected dis-
joint classes from VOC and COCO as base classes. 5 other
disjoint classes are novel classes. Number of shots: 1, 2, 3, 5,
10.

PyTorch: github.com/HuangLian126/DGFIDaC

Sun et al. [163]

Hangzhou traffic dataset: 3 novel classes, the rest 5 classes
make up the base categories. Number of shots are 1, 2, 3, 5,
10. GM traffic dataset: 3 novel classes and the remaining 5
classes are the base classes. Number of shots are 1, 2, 3, 5, 10.
MSCOCO: 9 categories in traffic scenarios. 3 novel classes.
Remaining classes are used as base classes. Number of shots
are 1, 2, 3, 5, 10.

Not available

WFS-DETR[206]

ImageNetLoc-FS: Total 331 classes. 101 base classes, 214
novel classes, 16 classes for validation. CUB-200: Total 200
classes. 100 base classes, 50 novel classes, 50 classes for vali-
dation. VOC: Total 20 classes. 15 base classes, 5 novel classes.

Not available

CKDT [177] Same as Meta-RCNN Not available

FPD [183] Same as Meta-RCNN PyTorch: github.com/wangchen1801/FPD
SparseCT [132] Same as Meta-RCNN Not available

FSNA [233] Same as Meta-RCNN Pytorch: github.com/FSNA2022/FSNA/
CRTED [12] Same as Meta-RCNN Not available

SNIDA [181] Same as Meta-RCNN Not available

FM-FSOD [56]

Same as Meta-RCNN

Not available

Generalized Few Sho

t Object Detection Methods

TFA [179]

Same as Meta-RCNN. LVIS: Training classes include the fre-
quent classes (>100 images), common classes (10-100 images).
Testing classes include the rare classes (<10 images).

PyTorch(Official): github.com/ucbdrive/few-shot-
object-detection

PNPDet [210]

Same as Meta-RCNN

Not available

Retentive RCNN [36] | Same as Meta-RCNN PyTorch(Official): github.com/Megyvii-
BaseDetection/GFSD

CFA [49] Same as Meta-RCNN Not available

NIFF [50] Same as Meta-RCNN Not available

DiGeo [129] Same as TFA Not available

UPPR [48] Same as Meta-RCNN Not available

Incremental Few Shot Object Detection Methods

ONCE [140]

COCO: Split same as Meta-RCNN. Same Dataset Evalu-
ation: Evaluated on 20 novel classes of COCO. Number of
shots are 1, 5, 10. Cross Dataset Evaluation: Evaluated on
VOC 2007 test set. Number of shots are 5, 10.

Not available

LEAST [103] Same as ONCE Not available

iMFTA [40] Same as ONCE PyTorch(Official): github.com/danganea/iMTFA

Meta-iFSOD [19] Same as ONCE PyTorch(Official): github.com/Tongji-MIC-
Lab/ML-iFSOD

Sylph [204] COCO: Split same as ONCE. Number of shots are 1, 5, 10, | PyTorch(Official):

20, 30. LVIS: Same as TFA

github.com/facebookresearch/sylph-few-
shot-detection

iFS-RCNN [135]

COCO: Split same as ONCE. Number of shots are 1, 2, 3, 5,
10, 30. LVIS: Same as TFA.

PyTorch(Official): github.com/ducminhkhoi/iFS-
RCNN

i-DETR [28] Same as ONCE Official: github.com/dongnana777/Incremental-
DETR (Code not available)

SC AWG [217] Same as ONCE Not available

iTFA [20] Same as TFA Official: github.com/TMIU/iTFA (Code not avail-
able)

Tang et al. [165] Same as ONCE Not available

WS-iFSD [47] Same as ONCE Not available

Open-Set Few Shot Object Detection Methods

(Continued on next page)
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Model

Benchmark Settings

Source Code Listing

FOOD [159, 160]

The benchmarks include single and cross-dataset evalua-
tions. For the single dataset benchmarks, VOC10-5-5 is
divided into 10 base known, 5 novel known, and 5 un-
known classes, while LVIS315-454-461 comprises 315 fre-
quent base known, 454 rare novel known, and 461 common
unknown classes. For the cross-dataset benchmark, VOC-
COCO features 20 VOC base known and 20 non-VOC novel
known classes as closed-set data, with the remaining 40
COCO classes used as unknown classes. The number of
shots evaluated are 1, 2, 3, 5, 10, and 30.

Not available

Binyi et al. [161]

Same as FOOD for VOC10-5-5 and VOC-COCO

PyTorch: github.com/binyisu/food

FOXOD [116]

SIXray: Three splits. Each split has 2 base classes, 2 novel
classes, and 1 unknown class. Number of shots are 10, 30.
PIDray: Total 12 classes out of which 6 are base classes, 3
are novel classes, and 3 unknown classes. Number of shots
are 10, 30. VOC: 10 base classes, 5 novel classes, 5 unknown
classes. Number of shots are 1, 2, 3, 5, 10, 30.

Not available

OFDet [14]

Same as Meta-RCNN

Not available

Few Shot Domain Ad

aptive Object Detection

CD-ViTO [39]

Source Dataset: COCO[112]. Target Datasets: ArTaxOr, Cli-
partlk, DIOR, DeepFish, NEU-DET, UODD.

Not available

AsyFOD [42]

The Source — Target datasets are: CityScapes — Foggy
CityScapes; SIM10K — CityScapes; ViPeD — COCO; KITTI
— CityScapes

PyTorch(Official): github.com/Hlings/AsyFOD

AcroFOD [43]

Same as AsyFOD

PyTorch(Official): github.com/Hlings/AcroFOD

Wang et al. [178]

The Source — Target datasets are: SIM10k — Udacity;
SIM10k — CityScapes; CityScapes — Udacity; Udacity —
CityScapes; CityScapes — Foggy CityScapes.

Not available

PICA [229]

The Source — Target datasets are: CityScapes — Foggy
CityScapes; SIM10k — CityScapes; Udacity — CityScapes.

Not available

Nakamura et al. [134]

The Source — Target datasets are: BDD100K — FLIR; Cal-
tech — KAIST; SIM10K — Cityscapes.

Not available

Yan et al. [199]

The Source — Target datasets are: VOC — Cityscapes;
VOC — Clipart; KITTI — Cityscapes.

Not available

(2) Calculate each category’s average precision (AP) using an interpolated 11-point sam-

pling

of the precision-recall curve.

(3) Compute the final average precision (AP) by taking the mean of the APs across all 20
categories.

e COCO Dataset: This dataset includes 80 object categories and employs a more complex
method for calculating AP. Instead of the 11-point interpolation, it uses a 101-point inter-
polation, computing precision for 101 recall thresholds from 0 to 1 in increments of 0.01.
The AP is obtained by averaging over multiple IoU values instead of just one, except for a
common AP metric called AP50, which is the AP for a single IoU threshold of 0.5. The AP
calculation in COCO follows these steps:

(1)

old of the model’s predictions.

For each category, generate the precision-recall curve by varying the confidence thresh-

Compute each category’s average precision (AP) using 101 recall thresholds.
Calculate AP at different IoU thresholds, typically ranging from 0.5 to 0.95 with a step

size of 0.05. Higher IoU thresholds require more accurate predictions to be classified as
true positives.

threshold.

The differences in AP calculation methods make it difficult to directly compare the performance of
object detection models across the VOC and COCO datasets. The COCO AP has become the current
standard due to its more detailed evaluation of model performance at various IoU thresholds.

For each IoU threshold, compute the mean of the APs across all 80 categories.
Finally, compute the overall AP by averaging the AP values obtained at each IoU
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Table 7. Result Comparison between standard FSOD methods on COCO dataset with shots K=1,10,30 on the
novel classes. The metrics used for comparison are AP50, AP75 and AP50-95

Novel classes performance

Method Publication Model K-1 K-=10 ‘ K =30
AP50 AP75 AP50-95 | AP50 AP75 AP50-95 ‘ AP50 AP75 AP50-95

YOLO-FR [74] ICCV 2019 YOLOv2 = = = 123 4.6 5.6 19.0 7.6 9.1
MetaDet [182] ICCV 2019 Faster R-CNN - - - 14.6 6.1 7.1 \ 21.7 8.1 113
Meta R-CNN [200] ICCV 2019 Mask R-CNN = = = 19.1 6.6 8.7 25.3 10.8 12.4
AttFDNet [16] arXiv 2020 SDD VGG-16 - - - 19.5 139 12.9 ‘ 24.6 17.3 16.3
MPSR [189] ECCV 2020 Faster R-CNN R-101 = - = 17.9 9.7 9.8 25.4 14.1 14.2
Meta-RetinaNet [104] BMVC 2020 RetinaNet R-18 - - - 19.9 7.7 9.7 ‘ 26.7 11.2 13.1
SQMGH [219] CVPR 2021 Faster R-CNN R-101 = = = 29.5 11.7 13.9 = = =
BMM-CME [98] CVPR 2021 YOLOv2 - - - 24.6 16.4 15.1 ‘ 28.0 17.8 16.9
Halluc. + CoRPN [223] CVPR 2021 Faster R-CNN R-101 7.5 49 4.4 = = = = = =
CGDP+FSCN [107] CVPR 2021 Faster R-CNN R-50 - - - 20.3 - 113 ‘ 29.4 - 15.1
SRR-FSD [232] CVPR 2021 Faster R-CNN R-101 = > = 23.0 9.8 113 29.2 J113%5) 14.7
FSCE [162] CVPR 2021 Faster R-CNN R-101 - - - - 10.5 11.9 ‘ - 16.2 16.4
SVD [185] NeurIPS 2021 Faster R-CNN R-101 = = = = 10.4 12.0 = 153 16.0
FADI [7] NeurIPS 2021 Faster R-CNN R-101 - - - - 11.9 12.2 ‘ - 15.8 16.1
Lee et al. (APSP - avg) [91] WACV 2022 Faster R-CNN R-50 - - - 30.6 9.1 13.4 35.2 14.7 17.1
Meta-Faster-RCNN [55] AAAT 2022 Faster R-CNN R-101 10.7 4.3 5.1 25.7 10.8 12.7 31.9 14.7 15.9
TD-sampler [186] ICCCBDA 2022 Faster R-CNN R-101 - - - - 14.8 13.6 - 19.2 19.9
Meta-DETR [211] TPAMI 2022 Def. DETR R-101 12.5 7.7 7.7 30.5 19.7 19.0 ‘ 35.0 22.8 22.2
FCT [57] CVPR 2022 Faster R-CNN PVTv2-B2-Li - - 5.6 - - 17.1 - - 214
LVC [76] CVPR 2022 Faster R-CNN Swin-S - - - 34.1 19.0 19.0 ‘ 45.8 27.5 26.8
FORD+BL [169] IMAVIS 2022 Faster R-CNN R-101 7.1 83 3.6 22.5 10.2 11.2 28.9 13.9 14.8
MEMFRCN [125] IEICE Trans. 2022 Faster R-CNN R-101 - - 5.2 - - 14.0 ‘ - - 17.5
DMNet [127] TCyb. 2023 DMNet R-101 = = = 174 10.0 10.4 29.7 17.7 17.1
DeFRCN [141] ICCV 2021 Faster R-CNN R-101 - - 93 - - 185 | - - 22.6
Norm-VAE [195] CVPR 2023 Faster R-CNN R-101 = 8.8 9.5 = 17.8 18.7 = 22.4 22.5
Du et al. [29] ICCV 2023 Faster R-CNN R-101 - - - - 20.8 - ‘ - 23.6 -
FSSP [194] IEEE Access 2021  YOLOv3-SPP = = = 20.4 9.6 o 25.0 13.9 o
Lietal [101] AAAT 2023 Faster R-CNN - - 6.1 - - 16.4 ‘ - - 20.0
MRSN [130] ECCV 2022 Faster R-CNN R-101 = = = = 14.8 = = 17.9 =
AHT [87] PRCV 2023 Pyramid Vision Transformer - - - 24.7 13.5 - ‘ 29.3 17.9 -
FPD [183] arXiv 2024 Faster R-CNN R-101 - - - - - 15.9 - - 19.3
SparseCT [132] arXiv 2024 SSD - - - 14.3 7.7 7.9 ‘ 20.2 113 11.2
CKDT [177] IMAVIS 2024 Faster R-CNN R-101 = = = 33.0 17.9 18.5 39.2 22.0 22.3
Zhu et al. [237) MVA 2024 Faster R-CNN R-101 12 72 - - - - | - - -
Yan et al. [197] TCSVT 2024 Faster R-CNN R-101 - - - 23.1 11.5 - 28.5 14.8 -
FSNA [233] TCSVT 2024 Faster R-CNN R-101 - - - 25.4 10.3 11.9 ‘ 31.1 15.1 16.1
CRTED [12] MDPI Elec. 2024 Faster R-CNN R-101 = = 6.3 = > 12.8 = = 19.3
SNIDA-MFD [181] CVPR 2024 Faster R-CNN - - 12.0 - - 207 | - - 238
FM-FSOD [56] CVPR 2024 DINOv2 7.8 6.2 5.7 38.6 30.1 27.7 51.3 39.7 37.0

6 RESULT DISCUSSION
6.1 Discussion on results of Standard FSOD methods

Standard FSOD methods have evaluated their performance on the PASCAL-VOC and COCO
benchmarks. The evaluation metric for PASCAL-VOC is mAP, while for COCO, it is AP at various
IOU thresholds (AP50, AP75, AP50-95). For the COCO dataset, as shown in Table 7, FM-FSOD
[56] obtains the best results across all metrics (AP50, AP75, AP50-95), for 10 and 30 shots settings,
gaining 13.2-58.4% and 12-44.4% respectively over previous best-performing LVC model [76].

For the PASCAL-VOC dataset, as detailed in Table 8, CRTED [12] demonstrates the best perfor-
mance across all splits and shot settings. It achieves a gain of 3.3-8.5%, 30.8-60.4%, 13.8-19.8% in
split 1, split 2 and split 3 respectively, compared to SNIDA [181] with the MFD backbone.

6.2 Discussion on results of G-FSOD methods

G-FSOD works, similar to standard FSOD, have been evaluated on the COCO and Pascal VOC
datasets. G-FSOD methods access their works on both novel and base class images. Table 9 presents
the result comparison for the COCO dataset. It can be observed that the UPPR [48] performs best
on novel classes with a gain of 0-3.5% over the second-best CFA [49] on 10 and 30 shot, as well
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Table 8. Result comparison between standard FSOD methods on the 3 splits of PASCAL VOC dataset with

shots K=1, 2, 3, 5, 10 on the novel classes. The metric used for comparison is AP.

Method Model ‘ Novel set1 ‘ Novel set 2 ‘ Novel set 3
[K-=1 2 3 5 10][1 2 3 5 10| 1 2 3 5 10

YOLO-FR [74] YOLOv2 148 155 267 339 472|157 153 227 301 392|192 217 257 406 413
Meta-Det [182] Faster R-CNN R-101 189 206 302 368 49.6 |218 231 27.8 317 430|206 239 201 439 441
Meta R-CNN [200] Mask R-CNN R-101 199 255 350 457 515|104 194 296 348 454 | 143 182 275 412 481
RepMet [75] Faster R-CNN R-101 2.1 329 344 386 413|172 221 234 283 358|275 311 315 344 372
RNI [201] Faster R-CNN R-101 37.8 403 417 473 494 | 416 430 434 474 491|333 380 398 415 448
AttFDNet [16] SSD VGG-16 206 349 351 - - | 160 207 221 - - |226 291 320 - -

Zhang et al. [224] Faster R-CNN R-101 444 385 464 541 557|257 295 373 362 413|358 418 446 516 49.6
Kim et al. [78] Faster R-CNN R-101 278 414 462 552 568|198 27.9 387 389 415|295 306 386 438 457
MPSR [189] Faster R-CNN R-101 417 - 514 552 618|244 - 392 399 478|356 - 423 480 497
Meta-RetinaNet [104]  RetinaNet R-18 383 518 593 653 715|284 368 424 455 509|359 481 532 580 63.6
SQMGH [219] Faster R-CNN R-101 486 511 520 537 543|416 454 458 463 480 | 461 517 526 541 550
BMM-CME (MSPR) [98] Faster R-CNN R-101 415 475 504 582 609|272 302 414 425 468|343 396 451 483 515
Halluc. + CoRPN [223]  Faster R-CNN R-101 470 449 465 547 547|263 318 374 374 412|404 421 433 514 496
CGDP-+FSCN [107] Faster R-CNN R-50 407 451 465 574 624|273 314 408 427 463|312 364 437 501 556
SRR-FSD [232] Faster R-CNN R-101 478 505 513 552 568 | 325 353 301 40.8 438 | 40.1 415 443 469 464
FSCE [162] Faster R-CNN R-101 442 438 514 619 634|273 295 435 442 50.2 | 37.2 419 475 546 585
FADI [7] Faster R-CNN R-101 503 548 542 593 632|306 350 40.3 428 480|457 497 491 550 596
SVD [185] Faster R-CNN R-101 415 474 515 577 612|294 296 398 412 515|360 394 454 504 513
Lee et al. [91] Faster R-CNN R-101 311 361 392 507 594|229 294 321 354 427|243 286 350 500 53.6
Meta-Faster-RCNN [55]  Faster R-CNN R-101 430 546 60.6 661 654|277 355 461 478 514 |40.6 464 534 599 586
FCT [57] Faster R-CNN PVTv2-B2-Li | 49.9 57.1 57.9 632 671 |27.6 345 437 492 512|395 547 523 57.0 587
LVC [76] Faster R-CNN R-101 545 532 588 63.2 657|328 202 507 448 50.6 | 484 527 550 596 59.6
FORD-+BL [169] Faster R-CNN R-101 463 542 49.9 563 618|190 308 384 393 473 | 364 465 454 532 558
TD-sampler [186] Faster R-CNN R-101 371 478 505 562 631|263 350 429 468 520|255 368 435 50.9 582
MEMEFRCN [125] Faster R-CNN R-101 364 374 40.6 455 466|180 268 321 363 324|303 323 373 378 385
Meta-DETR [211] Def. DETR R-101 40.6 514 580 59.2 63.6|37.0 366 437 491 546|416 459 527 589 60.6
DMNet [127] DMNet R-101 390 489 507 586 625|312 324 403 47.6 520 | 417 418 427 503 521
DeFRCN [24] Faster R-CNN 584 624 632 67.6 677|340 431 510 536 540|551 566 57.3 62.6 63.7
Norm-VAE [195] Faster R-CNN R-101 621 649 678 69.2 675|399 468 544 542 536|582 603 610 640 655
Du et al. [29] Faster R-CNN R-101 359 403 498 568 651|256 303 417 41.8 503|339 356 435 47.1 559
FSSP [194] YOLOv3-SPP 416 - 491 542 565|305 - 395 414 451|367 - 453 494 513
Li et al. [101] Faster R-CNN 410 517 557 618 654|307 390 425 466 517|379 471 517 568 59.5
Fan et al. [33] Faster R-CNN R50 401 442 512 620 630|333 331 423 463 523|361 431 435 520 56.0
MRSN [130] Faster R-CNN R-101 47.6 486 578 619 626|312 383 467 471 50.6 | 355 309 456 544 57.4
AHT [87] Pyramid Vision Transformer | 53.9 649 620 682 69.0 | 271 33.9 415 457 514|409 504 533 632 640
ARDNet [30] Faster R-CNN R-101 334 505 57.2 590 654|280 47.6 53.9 564 594 | 27.9 39.6 417 437 49.8
Zhu et al. [237)] Faster R-CNN R-101 481 542 561 621 659|388 409 468 49.2 545|411 472 521 57.8 60.2
Yan et al. [197] Faster R-CNN R-101 437 583 598 637 642|281 428 477 495 50.3 | 384 493 538 57.7 587
CKDT [177] Faster R-CNN R-101 486 606 643 69.0 708|330 421 466 524 533 |40.2 529 552 61.6 637
CRTED [12] Faster R-CNN R-101 69.8 702 720 754 765|677 680 713 718 737|686 704 727 739 751
SNIDA-MFD [181] Faster R-CNN R-101 649 679 697 714 705|422 478 545 566 549|581 613 607 636 66.0
FSNA [233] Faster R-CNN R-101 438 477 508 574 603|239 323 379 40.2 418|340 407 455 523 540
FPD [183] Faster R-CNN R-101 415 528 584 649 67.1|282 387 438 50.3 536|349 486 540 584 615
SparseCT [132] SSD 37.9 408 412 449 455|321 331 327 363 364|337 318 354 391 432
FM-FSOD [56] DINOv2 401 535 57.0 686 72 | 331 363 488 548 647|392 502 557 634 68.1
as on the base classes with a gain of 6.6-6.9% over the second best performing DiGeo [129]. For

the PASCAL VOC benchmark, as shown in Table 10, UPPR [48] and NIFF [50] outperform other
methods in most settings when evaluating novel sets. On the other hand, TFA [179] performs best
on the base class evaluation sets, achieving a gain of 3.8-23.9% across all shot numbers (1, 2, 3, 5,
10). On all classes (i.e., base classes + novel classes) evaluation, UPPR [48] outperforms all other
methods on all shot numbers, gaining 0.1-2.7% over the second-best performing NIFF [50], except
shot 3 of split 2, where NIFF [50] gets the highest AP score of 74.5.

6.3 Discussion on results of I-FSOD methods

[-FSOD methods mainly evaluate their performance on the MSCOCO dataset [112] using AP and
AR metrics. These benchmarks are typically assessed under 1-shot, 5-shot, and 10-shot settings.
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Table 9. Result comparison between G-FSOD methods on the novel and base classes of the COCO dataset

with shots K=1, 10, 30. The metric of comparison is AP.

Method Publication Model Novel classes Base classes
K=1 10 30 1 10 30
FRCN+ft-full [179] ICML 2020 Faster R-CNN R-101 1.8 9.2 125|248 21.0 20.6
FRCN+ft-full avg [179] ICML 2020 Faster R-CNN R-101 1.7 5.5 74 | 21.0 16.1 15.6
TFA [179] ICML 2020 Faster R-CNN R-101 3.4 10.0 13.7 | 341 35.0 358
TFA avg [179] ICML 2020 Faster R-CNN R-101 1.9 9.1 121 | 319 324 34.2
Retentive R-CNN [36] CVPR 2021 Faster R-CNN R-101 - 105 138 | - 392 393
CenterNet-ft-full [210] WACV 2021 DLA34 - 1.4 - - 207 -
PNPDet [210] WACV 2021 DLA34 - 55 - - 258 -
CFA [49] CVPRW 2022 Faster R-CNN R-101 - 19.1 23.0 - 35.5 35.0
NIFF [50] CVPR 2023 Faster R-CNN R-101 - 18.8 20.9 - 39.0 39.0
DiGeo [129] CVPR 2023 Faster R-CNN R-101 - 103 14.2 - 39.2 394
UPPR [48] CVPR 2024 Cascade R-CNN R-101 = 19.1 238 = 419 42.0

Table 10. Result comparison between G-FSOD methods on the 3 splits of the Pascal VOC dataset on novel,
base and all classes with shots K=1, 2, 3, 5, 10. The metric of comparison is AP.

Method Publication Model ‘ Novel set1 ‘ Novel set 2 Novel set 3

[K=1 2 3 5 10| 1 2 3 5 10| 1 2 3 5 10
YOLO-FR [74] ICCV 2019 YOLO v2 148 - 267 - 472[157 - 227 - 405 213 - 284 - 459
FRCN+ft-full [179] ICML2020  Faster RCNNR-101 | 152 203 290 40.1 455|134 206 286 324 388|196 208 287 422 421
FRCN+ft-full avg [179] ICML 2020  Faster R-CNN R-101 99 156 21.6 280 356 | 94 138 174 219 298 81 139 190 239 31.0
TFA [179] ICML2020  Faster RCNNR-101 | 39.8 361 447 557 560|235 269 341 351 391|308 348 428 495 498
TFA- avg [179] ICML 2020  Faster RCNNR-101 | 253 364 42.1 47.9 529|183 27.5 309 341 395 179 27.2 343 408 456
CenterNet-ft-full [210] WACV 2021  DLA34 85 - 144 - 325[90 - 116 - 329|900 - 140 - 264
PNPDet [210] WACV 2021  DLA34 182 - 273 - 410|166 - 265 - 364 189 - 272 - 362
Retentive R-CNN [36] CVPR2021  Faster RCNNR-101 | 424 458 459 537 56.1|217 278 352 37.0 403|302 37.6 430 497 50.1
CFA [49] CVPRW 2022 Faster RCNNR-101 | 59.0 635 66.4 684 683|370 458 500 542 525 548 585 565 613 63.5
NIFF [50] CVPR2023  Faster RCNNR-101 | 635 67.2 683 7L1 69.3|37.8 419 534 560 535|553 60.5 611 637 63.9
DiGeo [129] CVPR2023  Faster RCNNR-101 | 37.9 394 485 586 615|266 289 419 421 491 304 401 469 527 547
UPPR [48] CVPR2024  Cascade R-CNNR-101 | 61.0 645 67.8 69.7 69.0 | 385 469 514 559 536|553 594 575 62.8 641
Method Publication Model ‘ Base set1 ‘ Base set 2 Base set 3

[K=1 2 3 5 1001 2 3 5 101 2 3 5 10
YOLO-FR [74] ICCV 2019 YOLOv2 664 - 648 - 636|682 - 6600 - 647|659 - 650 - 631
FRCN-+ft-full [179] ICML 2020  Faster R-CNN R-101 68.9 694 661 667 660|624 648 620 637 610|714 718 687 683 67.0
FRCN+ft-full avg [179] ICML 2020  Faster R-CNN R-101 626 607 613 60.6 598|632 616 610 604 598|637 624 621 610 60.5
TFA [179] ICML 2020  Faster R-CNN R-101 796 789 791 793 784|795 777 788 789 785|803 799 804 802 79.9
TFA- avg [179] ICML 2020  Faster R-CNN R-101 776 773 773 774 715|738 749 756 762 769|787 784 786 785 786
CenterNet-ft-full [210] WACV 2021 DLA34 682 - 650 - 598|660 - 662 - 610|666 - 629 58.3
PNPDet [210] WACV 2021 DLA34 755 - 755 - 755|731 - 731 - 731|746 - 746 - 746
Method Publication Model ‘ All setl ‘ All set 2 ‘ All set 3

[K=1 2 3 5 10| 1 2 3 5 10| 1 2 3 5 10
Retentive R-CNN [36] CVPR 2021  Faster R-CNN R-101 713 723 721 740 746|668 684 702 707 715 69.0 709 723 739 741
CFA [49] CVPRW 2022 Faster R-CNN R-101 750 760 768 773 773|704 727 737 747 742|747 755 750 762 766
NIFF [50] CVPR 2023  Faster R-CNN R-101 759 769 773 779 775|706 716 745 751 745 747 760 761 768 76.7
DiGeo [129] CVPR2023  Faster R-CNN R-101 679 706 724 754 761|675 684 714 TL6 736|686 709 729 744 750
UPPR [48] CVPR2024  Cascade R-CNNR-101 | 761 77.0 779 782 784|713 735 744 751 752 751 769 762 713 715

Table 11 illustrates the comparative performance of various existing I-FSOD methods on the COCO
dataset. Notably, the SC-AWG [217] method demonstrates superior performance in terms of the AR

metric in most settings. Specifically, in the 1-shot setting, SC-AWG achieves the highest AR scores,
surpassing the previous best results by 5.6% to 60%. Conversely, iFS-RCNN [135] excels in the AP
metric, securing the best scores across all settings except for the novel classes in the 10-shot setting.
In this particular setting, iFS-RCNN achieves the second-best result, following i-DETR [28]. Overall,
iFS-RCNN'’s AP scores surpass the second-best precision scores by a margin of 2.3% to 9.1%.
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Table 11. Result comparison between [-FSOD methods on novel, base & all classes of the COCO dataset with
shots K=1, 5, 10. The metrics of comparison are AP, AR.

K-1 [ K-5 [ K=-10
Method Publication Model Novel Classes Base Classes All Classes | Novel Classes Base Classes All Classes | Novel Classes Base Classes All Classes
AP AR AP AR AP AR |[AP AR AP AR AP AR|[AP AR AP AR AP AR

Finetuning - 00 00 11 18 08 14 |02 35 26 74 20 6406 42 28 80 23 7.0
ONCE [140] CVPR 2020 CenterNet R-50 07 63 179 195 136 162 | 1.0 74 179 195 137 164 | 12 76 179 195 137 165
LEAST [103] Arxiv 2021 Faster RCNN R-101 44 216 246 358 75 - |94 276 252 364 1370 - |125 303 231 342 162 —
iMFTA [40] CVPR 2021 Mask RCNN R-50 + FPN | 3.2 - 278 - 217 - 6.1 - 24.1 - 19.6 - 6.9 - 234 - 19.3 -
Sylph [204] CVPR 2022 Faster RONNR-50 + FPN | 0.9 - 179 - - - |14 - 355 - - - |1 - 358 - - -
iFS-RCNN [135] CVPR 2022 Mask RONNR-50 + FPN | 45 - 401 - 312 - |99 - 401 - 325 - [125 - 400 - 330 -
Meta-iFSOD [19] TCSVT 2022 CenterNet R-50 15 55 307 276 234 22 |25 91 333 290 256 241 26 9.6 314 278 242 233
i-DETR [28] AAAI2023 DETR 1.9 - 294 - 25 - |83 - 305 - 249 - | 144 - 273 - 241 -
SC-AWG [217] CVIU 2023 FCOS 13 228 322 393 244 352 | 18 255 343 46 262 409 | 20 256 347 464 265 412

Faster RONN R-50 + FPN | 3.8 - 357 - - - |83 - 355 - - - |02 - 355 - - -
TTEA [20] ICRA 2023 o tex RONN R-101 + FPN | 43 - 374 - - - |99 - 372 - - - |18 - 372 - -
Tang et al. [165]  ICONIP 2023 Faster R-CNN R50 2.8 - 373 - 287 - |71 - 373 - 298 - |91 - 373 - 303
WS-FSD [47) PMLR 2024 Base-iFSD 23 - 384 - - - |38 - 384 - - - 40 - 384 -

Table 12. Result comparison between O-FSOD methods on the VOC-10-5-5 and VOC-COCO benchmarks
with shots K=1, 3, 5, 10. The metrics for comparison are mAPy, mAPy, R, & ARy, for mean average precision
of known classes, mean average precision of novel classes, recall of unknown classes and average recall of
unknown classes, respectively.

mAP_k/mAP_n R_u AR_u
Meth"d}k:l\ 3 [ 5 | 10 \Mean}I\S\S\IO\Mean}I\S\S\
VOC-10-5-5 dataset setting
FOOD [159, 160]| 43.97/8.95 48.48/16.83 50.18/23.10 53.23/28.60 48.97/19.37|43.72 44.52 45.65 45.84 44.93 23.51 23.58 23.61 23.86 23.64
Binyi et al. [161] |45.12/11.56 48.90/18.96 52.55/27.31 57.24/32.63 5095/22‘62‘60.03 61.21 62.02 62.14 61.35 ‘3119 32.03 32.79 32.80 32.20
VOC-COCO dataset setting
FOOD [159, 160]| 15.83/2.26 18.08/6.69 20.17/9.35 23.9/14.47 19.5/8.19 [15.76 20.02 21.48 23.17 20.11 7.20 9.45 9.56 11.45 9.42
Binyi et al. [161] | 18.54/4.33 19.88/11.95 22.64/13.82 23.71/17.67 21A19/11A94‘30.87 32.53 32.78 35.74 32.98 ‘1413 15.74 16.52 17.26 15.91

Table 13. Result comparison between FSDAOD methods on three benchmarks: Cityscapes — Foggy
Cityscapes, Sim10K — Cityscapes, and KITTI — Cityscapes. The metric of comparison is AP.

Method Publication Model ‘ Cityscapes — Foggy Cityscapes ‘ Sim10K — Cityscapes ‘ KITTI — Cityscapes
Wang et al. [178] CVPR 2019 Faster R-CNN 31.3 41.2 £ 0.6 -
Nakamura et al. [134] ACCV 2022  Faster R-CNN VGG16 - 63.6 -

PICA [229] WACV 2022 Faster R-CNN VGG16 322+038 42.1+0.7 =
AcroFOD [43] ECCV 2022 YOLOv5 41.1+£0.8 62.5 + 1.6 62.6 + 2.1
AsyFOD [42] CVPR 2023 YOLOv5 443 £1.0 65.4+£0.9 64.1+1.1

6.4 Discussion on results of O-FSOD methods

O-FSOD methods evaluate their models on various datasets, including VOC (single dataset bench-
mark) and VOC-COCO (cross-dataset benchmark). The chosen metric for assessing the known/closed-
set object detection performance is the mAP of known base and novel classes. Recall and average
recall values are reported to evaluate the unknown/open-set detection performance. The single
dataset benchmark, VOC, is divided into groups of 10, 5, and 5 classes for known base, known
novel, and unknown sets, respectively. The results of this single dataset benchmark, referred to
as VOC-10-5-5, are shown in Table 12. For the cross-dataset benchmark, VOC-COCO, 20 classes
from PASCAL VOC and 20 non-VOC classes from COCO are used as the closed-set training data,
while the remaining 40 classes from COCO are assigned as unknown classes. The results for this
cross-dataset benchmark, i.e., VOC-COCO, are also presented in Table 12. In both benchmarks, Binyi
et al. [161] outperforms FOOD [159] across all metrics. Specifically, in the VOC-10-5-5 benchmark,
they achieve a gain of 2.1-7.5% in mAP for known base classes, 14.1-31.2% in mAP for novel base
classes, 35.6-37.5% in recall for unknown classes, and 32.7-38.9% in average recall for unknown
classes. In the VOC-COCO benchmark, the gains are 9.9-17.1% in mAP for known base classes,
22.1-91.6% in mAP for novel base classes, 52.6-95.9% in recall for unknown classes, and 50.7-96.3%
in average recall for unknown classes.
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6.5 Discussion on results of FSDAOD methods

FSDAOD methods have been evaluated on multiple source — target pairs, including Cityscapes —
Foggy Cityscapes, Sim10k — Cityscapes and KITTI — Cityscapes, using the mAP metric. Table
13 presents a comparison of results from different FSDAOD approaches. It demonstrates that
AsyFOD [42] outperforms other methods across all benchmarks. Specifically, it achieves a 7.8%
improvement on Cityscapes — Foggy Cityscapes benchmark, a 4.6% improvement on Sim10K —
Cityscapes benchmark and a 2.4% improvement on KITTI — Cityscapes benchmark over AcroFOD
[43] method. Nakamura et al. [134] achieve the second best results in the Sim10k — Cityscapes
benchmark behind AsyFOD [42] with a mAP score of 63.6. This represents a 1.8% gain over the
62.5 mAP score achieved by AcroFOD [43].

7 CHALLENGES, APPLICATIONS AND FUTURE RESEARCH DIRECTIONS
7.1 Challenges

Few-shot object detection (FSOD) faces numerous challenges. One primary issue is the scarcity
of labeled data, which makes it difficult for models to learn effectively. Additionally, retaining
knowledge of old classes while learning new ones without forgetting is a significant hurdle. FSOD
must also manage domain shifts and environmental variations, which can affect model performance
across different contexts. Another challenge is distinguishing between known and unknown classes,
ensuring accurate detection without confusion. Moreover, ensuring model scalability and efficiency
is crucial for practical applications. Finally, dealing with incomplete annotations adds another layer
of complexity to training effective FSOD models. This section will delve into these challenges in
detail.

e Scarcity of Labeled Data: Due to limited labeled data, efficiently utilizing available examples
while mitigating the risk of overfitting or poor generalization is a primary challenge in FSOD
tasks. Given the few annotated instances per class, models can quickly memorize the few
training examples, leading to overfitting. This results in poor performance when the model
encounters new instances that slightly differ from the training examples. Strategies such as data
augmentation, transfer learning, and leveraging synthetic data generation can help create a
more diverse training set, improving the model’s generalization ability. Additionally, techniques
like meta-learning train models to learn from limited data by focusing on learning how to learn,
which enhances their performance on few-shot tasks.

e Retaining Knowledge of Old Classes: Balancing the ability to learn new classes while
not forgetting previously learned ones is a key challenge in FSOD methods. This dilemma,
known as the stability-plasticity dilemma, highlights the need for models to adapt to new
information (plasticity) while retaining old knowledge (stability). Strategies such as incremental
learning, rehearsal techniques (where a portion of old class data is retained and replayed),
and regularization terms can assist in achieving this balance. Nonetheless, ongoing research
continues to focus on determining the most effective approach to minimize interference between
old and new knowledge.

¢ Handling Domain Shifts and Environmental Variations: Handling domain shifts and
variations in environmental conditions poses a significant challenge for FSOD. These shifts and
variations demand robustness and adaptability to diverse domains and scenarios for effective
FSOD. For instance, a model trained to detect objects in sunny, outdoor scenes may struggle to
perform well in indoor or rainy environments. Domain adaptation techniques, such as unsuper-
vised domain adaptation, can help by aligning feature distributions between the source and
target domains. Additionally, data augmentation strategies, such as altering lighting conditions,
backgrounds, and object appearances during training, can improve robustness. Transfer learning
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from pre-trained models on large, diverse datasets can also provide more generalized features
that better handle domain shifts.

Class Imbalance and Semantic Gap: The class imbalance and semantic gaps are common
challenges in object detection tasks. Class imbalance can significantly affect the performance of
FSOD models, as they might become biased towards the more common classes, resulting in poor
detection performance for the less common ones. Techniques such as re-sampling, synthetic
data generation, and specialized loss functions targeting minority classes can help address
class imbalances. On the other hand, the semantic gap refers to the difference in understanding
between the training data and the target classes the model needs to generalize. This gap can
impede the model’s ability to correctly identify and categorize objects not well-represented in
the training data. To bridge semantic gaps, leveraging external knowledge sources or pre-trained
models can provide a richer semantic understanding, facilitating better generalization to new
classes.

Model Scalability and Efficiency: One of the significant challenges in FSOD is ensuring
model scalability and efficiency, particularly when dealing with a large number of classes.
As the number of classes increases, the model must maintain high performance without a
corresponding increase in computational resources. This scalability issue becomes especially
pronounced in real-world applications where new object classes are frequently introduced.
Efficiently managing this dynamic growth requires innovative approaches, such as hierarchical
classification, feature reuse, and modular network designs that can adapt to an expanding set of
classes without extensive retraining.

7.2 Applications

This section outlines the diverse applications of few-shot object detection methods, showcasing
their versatility and utility in addressing real-world challenges across various domains.

e Adaptability to Novel Environments: FSOD methods excel in adapting to novel environments

or scenarios where labeled data is scarce or unavailable. This adaptability is particularly valuable
in applications such as autonomous vehicles, environmental monitoring, and border security,
where detecting unseen or unexpected objects is critical for safe and effective operation. For
instance, in autonomous driving, FSOD systems can quickly learn to recognize new obstacles or
traffic signs not present in the training data, enhancing the vehicle’s ability to navigate safely.
Similarly, in environmental monitoring, FSOD can detect rare wildlife species or emerging
environmental threats with minimal labeled data, facilitating timely and informed decision-
making. In border security, FSOD enables the detection of unconventional or novel contraband
items, enhancing security measures by identifying potential threats that traditional systems
might miss.

Efficient Resource Utilization: FSOD techniques optimize resource utilization by requiring
only a limited amount of labeled data for training. This efficiency is advantageous in resource-
constrained environments such as medical imaging facilities, where acquiring large amounts of
labeled data may be impractical or costly. In medical imaging, FSOD can assist in diagnosing
rare diseases by learning from a small number of annotated cases, thus reducing the burden
on medical professionals and speeding up the diagnostic process. Similarly, in remote sensing
applications, where collecting labeled data can be expensive and time-consuming, FSOD can
help identify new land cover types or detect changes in the environment with minimal data.
Real-time Object Recognition: The speed and accuracy of FSOD methods make them suitable
for real-time object recognition tasks in applications such as augmented reality (AR), robotics,
and surveillance. Their ability to quickly adapt to new objects or environments enables seamless
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integration into dynamic systems requiring rapid decision-making and response. In AR, FSOD
can enhance the user experience by recognizing and interacting with new objects in the user’s
environment in real-time. In robotics, FSOD allows robots to operate in unstructured environ-
ments, identifying and manipulating new objects without extensive retraining. For surveillance,
FSOD provides the capability to detect suspicious activities or objects that were not previously
known, thereby improving security and situational awareness in real-time.

e Cross-Domain Generalization: FSOD methods, especially FSDAOD-based methods, demon-
strate strong generalization capabilities across different domains, enabling their deployment
in diverse real-world scenarios. This cross-domain generalization is essential for applications
spanning multiple industries, such as agriculture, retail, and logistics, where objects of interest
vary widely in appearance and context. In agriculture, FSOD can be used to identify different
types of crops, pests, or diseases with minimal labeled examples, improving crop management
and yield. In retail, FSOD enables the detection of various products on shelves, even those not
seen during training, facilitating inventory management and enhancing customer experience.
In logistics, FSOD can help in sorting and recognizing packages or items that change frequently,
improving efficiency and accuracy in supply chain operations.

¢ Rare Disease Detection: FSOD is particularly valuable in medical applications, especially
for detecting rare diseases and conditions. In many cases, obtaining a large dataset of labeled
medical images for rare diseases is challenging due to the infrequency of these conditions.
FSOD can train models with only a few annotated examples, enabling the detection of rare
abnormalities in medical imaging, such as unusual tumors, rare genetic conditions, or atypical
presentations of common diseases. This capability can enhance diagnostic accuracy, aid in early
detection, and improve patient outcomes by ensuring that even rare conditions are considered
during medical examinations.

e Industry Quality Control: FSOD can significantly enhance industrial quality control processes.
In manufacturing, products often need to be inspected for defects, which can vary widely
and occur infrequently. FSOD allows for the detection of these rare defects with minimal
labeled examples, improving the efficiency and accuracy of quality control systems. By quickly
identifying defects such as cracks, deformations, or misalignments, FSOD helps maintain high
product standards and reduces waste, ensuring that only high-quality products reach the market.

e Traffic Monitoring and Accident Prevention: FSOD can greatly enhance traffic safety by
enabling the rapid detection of unexpected hazards on the road with minimal labeled data. This
includes identifying debris, stray animals, or stalled vehicles that pose risks to drivers. FSOD’s
ability to quickly learn from a few examples allows traffic monitoring systems to adapt swiftly
to new threats, improving real-time responses and accident prevention. Integrating FSOD into
traffic surveillance infrastructure can thus significantly reduce accidents and enhance overall
traffic management efficiency.

e Cyber-security: FSOD can be effectively applied in cyber-security, particularly in detecting
novel malware or phishing attempts. Traditional cyber-security systems often rely on extensive
databases of known threats to identify and mitigate risks. However, FSOD can enhance these
systems by enabling the rapid identification of new and emerging threats with minimal labeled
examples. For instance, an FSOD model could be trained to recognize subtle variations in
phishing emails or new malware signatures after encountering only a few instances. This
capability allows for quicker responses to evolving cyber threats, improving overall security
posture by identifying and neutralizing attacks that traditional systems might miss.

e Remote Sensing: Few-shot object detection (FSOD) has significant applications in remote
sensing [41, 121, 188], particularly in addressing the challenges of limited labeled data for training
robust models. In the realm of environmental monitoring, FSOD identifies rare and endangered
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species and detects changes in small-scale ecosystems, even with minimal annotated examples.
In agriculture, FSOD can be used to monitor crop health, detect pest infestations, and assess
soil conditions using only a limited number of labeled samples, thereby enhancing precision
agriculture practices. For disaster management, FSOD can rapidly detect and map affected areas
during events like floods, earthquakes, or wildfires, even with scarce pre-labeled disaster imagery.
In urban planning and development, FSOD enables the detection of new constructions, illegal
developments, and changes in infrastructure using minimal labeled satellite or aerial images.
Furthermore, in military and defense applications, FSOD can identify and track rare or newly
emerged threats with limited prior data, thereby enhancing surveillance and reconnaissance
operations. Overall, FSOD’s ability to learn and generalize from few examples makes it a potent
tool in the dynamic, data-scarce field of remote sensing.

7.3 Future Research Directions

Several promising research directions emerge in FSOD, each offering unique opportunities to
advance the field. In this subsection, we outline potential avenues for future investigations.

o Leveraging State-of-The-Art (SOTA) Object Detector Models: One promising direction is

the integration of integrating SOTA object detection models, such as DINO [212] into few-shot
learning frameworks. DINO and similar models have demonstrated exceptional performance
in conventional object detection tasks, achieving high accuracy and robustness. By leveraging
these models’ advanced feature extraction and object recognition capabilities, researchers may
gain valuable insights into enhancing the effectiveness and efficiency of few-shot detection. This
integration could potentially address the challenges of limited data availability and improve the
generalization ability of few-shot learning models in detecting novel objects.

Unsupervised Incremental Object Detection: Inspired by unsupervised learning paradigms,
researchers can delve into developing unsupervised FSOD techniques. Such methods could aim
to discover and classify objects in an entirely data-driven manner without relying on explicit
class annotations. Utilizing self-supervised or clustering-based strategies, these approaches may
alleviate the need for extensive labeled datasets, making them highly applicable in real-world
settings.

Improving Localization Quality: In FSOD, improving object localization is essential but
frequently neglected. Methods like Faster R-CNN [148] produce strong candidate boxes, but
misclassifications can arise from inadequate localization. Variations in the scale and features of
candidate boxes can confuse the classifier. Furthermore, the limited samples in FSOD might miss
parts of objects, resulting in incomplete localization. These localization challenges substantially
affect detection accuracy. Therefore, future research should prioritize enhancing the precision
and reliability of object localization to boost FSOD performance.

Leveraging Multimodal Data: Integrating multimodal data, such as combining visual infor-
mation with text, audio, or other sensor inputs, offers a promising approach to enhancing FSOD.
Incorporating additional data types provides models with a more comprehensive understanding
of the context and environment, leading to more accurate and robust object detection. For
example, pairing images with descriptive text can help models distinguish between visually
similar but semantically different objects. Future research should focus on effectively combining
and leveraging these diverse data sources. This involves developing fusion techniques and
architectures capable of handling and integrating multimodal information seamlessly, thereby
improving the overall performance and applicability of FSOD systems.

Continuous Learning and Adaptation: Continuous learning and adaptation in an open-
world setting is a significant challenge and a promising research direction for FSOD. New
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object classes continuously emerge in real-world scenarios, and the environment can change
dynamically. Developing FSOD models that can incrementally learn and adapt to these new
classes without forgetting previously learned ones (known as catastrophic forgetting) is es-
sential. This involves creating algorithms to efficiently update the model with new data while
maintaining its performance on existing classes. Techniques such as lifelong learning, continual
learning frameworks, and efficient memory management strategies can be explored to address
this challenge, ensuring that FSOD systems remain effective over time as new data becomes
available.

e Harnessing Foundational Model Feature Extractors: Building upon foundational models
like CLIP (Contrastive Language-Image Pretraining) [143] and GLIP (Grounded Language-Image
Pretraining) [102], researchers can explore novel techniques to leverage the feature extractors of
these models for improved FSOD. These models have demonstrated their efficacy in cross-modal
tasks and could potentially enhance feature representations for object recognition.

o Fusion of Large Language Models (LLMs): Integrating LLMs like GPT-4 and BERT with
FSOD frameworks represents a promising research direction. LLMs have shown remarkable
capabilities in understanding and generating human language, which can be leveraged to
enhance object detection tasks. For example, LLMs can generate informative descriptions or
contextual information that aids in detecting and classifying objects, particularly in scenarios
with limited labeled data. This integration could also lead to the creation of multimodal systems
that utilize visual and textual data, thereby improving the overall performance and robustness
of FSOD systems.

o Exploring Self-Supervised Learning Techniques: Self-supervised learning (SSL) has become
a potent technique across various machine learning fields, utilizing unlabeled data to acquire
valuable representations. In the context of FSOD, SSL can address the issue of limited labeled
data by extracting robust feature representations from extensive unlabeled datasets. Future
research could explore SSL methods designed explicitly for FSOD, including pretext tasks that
are highly effective for object detection. Leveraging the abundance of unlabeled images can
enhance the performance and generalization of FSOD models, making them more practical and
efficient in real-world applications with limited labeled data.

8 CONCLUSION

FSOD is a significant breakthrough in computer vision, tackling the challenge of identifying objects
with minimal labeled data. This ability is crucial for applications where collecting large annotated
datasets is impractical or impossible. Despite progress, FSOD faces several ongoing challenges,
including the scarcity of labeled data, retaining knowledge of old classes while learning new ones,
handling domain shifts and environmental variations, distinguishing between known and unknown
classes, and addressing incomplete annotations and data augmentation issues. Overcoming these
challenges is essential for improving the robustness and accuracy of FSOD models.

In this survey, we have conducted a comprehensive exploration of the rapidly evolving land-
scape of FSOD tasks. Our analysis has provided an in-depth understanding of different few-shot
approaches: standard FSOD, generalized FSOD (G-FSOD), incremental FSOD (I-FSOD), open-set
FSOD (O-FSOD), and few-shot domain adaptive object detection (FSDAOD). As object detection
continues to evolve and faces challenges related to limited data availability, it is crucial to un-
derstand the nuances of these different approaches to effectively assess and contrast them with
existing methods. Our goal with this survey is to empower researchers with a deep understanding
of the state-of-the-art solutions, thereby advancing progress in the dynamic field of FSOD.



44

Vishal et al.

REFERENCES

(1]

(14]
(15]
(16]

(17]

Simone Antonelli, Danilo Avola, Luigi Cinque, Donato Crisostomi, Gian Luca Foresti, Fabio Galasso, Marco Raoul
Marini, Alessio Mecca, and Daniele Pannone. 2022. Few-shot object detection: A survey. ACM Computing Surveys
(CSUR) 54, 115 (2022), 1-37.

Ankan Bansal, Karan Sikka, Gaurav Sharma, Rama Chellappa, and Ajay Divakaran. 2018. Zero-shot object detection.
In Proceedings of the European conference on computer vision (ECCV). 384-400.

Sara Beery, Arushi Agarwal, Elijah Cole, and Vighnesh Birodkar. 2021. The iwildcam 2021 competition dataset. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2105.03494 (2021).

Alexey Bochkovskiy, Chien-Yao Wang, and Hong-Yuan Mark Liao. 2020. Yolov4: Optimal speed and accuracy of
object detection. arXiv preprint arXiv:2004.10934 (2020).

Adrian Bulat, Ricardo Guerrero, Brais Martinez, and Georgios Tzimiropoulos. 2023. FS-DETR: Few-Shot DEtection
TRansformer with prompting and without re-training. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on
Computer Vision. 11793-11802.

Qi Cai, Yingwei Pan, Chong-Wah Ngo, Xinmei Tian, Lingyu Duan, and Ting Yao. 2019. Exploring object relation in
mean teacher for cross-domain detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition. 11457-11466.

Yuhang Cao, Jiaqi Wang, Ying Jin, Tong Wu, Kai Chen, Ziwei Liu, and Dahua Lin. 2021. Few-shot object detection
via association and discrimination. Advances in neural information processing systems 34 (2021), 16570-16581.
Yuhang Cao, Jiaqi Wang, Yiqi Lin, and Dahua Lin. 2022. Mini: Mining implicit novel instances for few-shot object
detection. arXiv preprint arXiv:2205.03381 (2022).

Nicolas Carion, Francisco Massa, Gabriel Synnaeve, Nicolas Usunier, Alexander Kirillov, and Sergey Zagoruyko. 2020.
End-to-end object detection with transformers. In European conference on computer vision. Springer, 213-229.
Miaobin Cen and Cheolkon Jung. 2018. Fully convolutional siamese fusion networks for object tracking. In 2018 25Th
IEEE international conference on image processing (ICIP). IEEE, 3718-3722.

Hao Chen, Yali Wang, Guoyou Wang, and Yu Qiao. 2018. Lstd: A low-shot transfer detector for object detection. In
Proceedings of the AAAI conference on artificial intelligence, Vol. 32.

Jinlong Chen, Kejian Xu, Yi Ning, Lianyuan Jiang, and Zhi Xu. 2024. CRTED: Few-Shot Object Detection via
Correlation-RPN and Transformer Encoder-Decoder. Electronics 13, 10 (2024), 1856.

Tung-1 Chen, Yueh-Cheng Liu, Hung-Ting Su, Yu-Cheng Chang, Yu-Hsiang Lin, Jia-Fong Yeh, Wen-Chin Chen, and
Winston H Hsu. 2021. Dual-awareness attention for few-shot object detection. IEEE Transactions on Multimedia 25
(2021), 291-301.

Wei Chen and Shengchuan Zhang. 2023. Open-World Few-Shot Object Detection. In International Conference on
Intelligent Computing. Springer, 556-567.

Wei-Yu Chen, Yen-Cheng Liu, Zsolt Kira, Yu-Chiang Frank Wang, and Jia-Bin Huang. 2019. A closer look at few-shot
classification. arXiv preprint arXiv:1904.04232 (2019).

Xianyu Chen, Ming Jiang, and Qi Zhao. 2020. Leveraging bottom-up and top-down attention for few-shot object
detection. arXiv preprint arXiv:2007.12104 (2020).

Bowen Cheng, Yunchao Wei, Honghui Shi, Rogerio Feris, Jinjun Xiong, and Thomas Huang. 2018. Revisiting rcnn:
On awakening the classification power of faster rcnn. In Proceedings of the European conference on computer vision
(ECCV). 453-468.

Gong Cheng, Junyu Yang, Decheng Gao, Lei Guo, and Junwei Han. 2020. High-quality proposals for weakly supervised
object detection. IEEE Transactions on Image Processing 29 (2020), 5794-5804.

Meng Cheng, Hanli Wang, and Yu Long. 2021. Meta-learning-based incremental few-shot object detection. IEEE
Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology 32, 4 (2021), 2158-2169.

Tae-Min Choi and Jong-Hwan Kim. 2023. Incremental few-shot object detection via simple fine-tuning approach. In
2023 IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation (ICRA). IEEE, 9289-9295.

LIU Chunlei, CHEN Tian, WANG Cong, JIANG Shuwen, and CHEN Dong. 2023. Survey of Few-Shot Object Detection.
Journal of Frontiers of Computer Science & Technology 17, 1 (2023).

Marius Cordts, Mohamed Omran, Sebastian Ramos, Timo Rehfeld, Markus Enzweiler, Rodrigo Benenson, Uwe Franke,
Stefan Roth, and Bernt Schiele. 2016. The cityscapes dataset for semantic urban scene understanding. In Proceedings
of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 3213-3223.

Zhigang Dai, Bolun Cai, Yugeng Lin, and Junying Chen. 2021. Up-detr: Unsupervised pre-training for object detection
with transformers. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 1601-1610.
Berkan Demirel, Orhun Bugra Baran, and Ramazan Gokberk Cinbis. 2023. Meta-tuning loss functions and data
augmentation for few-shot object detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern
Recognition. 7339-7349.



Beyond Few-shot Object Detection: A Detailed Survey 45

[25]
[26]
[27]
(28]

[29]

(30]

Jia Deng, Wei Dong, Richard Socher, Li-Jia Li, Kai Li, and Li Fei-Fei. 2009. Imagenet: A large-scale hierarchical image
database. In 2009 IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. leee, 248-255.

Jieren Deng, Haojian Zhang, Jianhua Hu, Xingxuan Zhang, and Yunkuan Wang. 2023. Class incremental robotic
pick-and-place via incremental few-shot object detection. IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters (2023).

J Ding, N Xue, GS Xia, X Bai, W Yang, MY Yang, S Belongie, ] Luo, M Datcu, M Pelillo, et al. [n. d.]. Object detection
in aerial images: A large-scale benchmark and challenges. arXiv 2021. arXiv preprint arXiv:2102.12219 ([n. d.]).

Na Dong, Yonggiang Zhang, Mingli Ding, and Gim Hee Lee. 2023. Incremental-detr: Incremental few-shot object
detection via self-supervised learning. In Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, Vol. 37. 543-551.
Jinhao Du, Shan Zhang, Qiang Chen, Haifeng Le, Yanpeng Sun, Yao Ni, Jian Wang, Bin He, and Jingdong Wang.
2023. o-Adaptive Decoupled Prototype for Few-Shot Object Detection. In 2023 IEEE/CVF International Conference on
Computer Vision (ICCV). IEEE, 18904-18914.

Danting Duan, Wei Zhong, Liang Peng, Shuang Ran, and Fei Hu. 2023. Few-Shot Object Detection Algorithm Based
on Adaptive Relation Distillation. In Chinese Conference on Pattern Recognition and Computer Vision (PRCV). Springer,
328-339.

Antonio D’'Innocente, Francesco Cappio Borlino, Silvia Bucci, Barbara Caputo, and Tatiana Tommasi. 2020. One-shot
unsupervised cross-domain detection. In Computer Vision—ECCV 2020: 16th European Conference, Glasgow, UK, August
23-28, 2020, Proceedings, Part XVI 16. Springer, 732-748.

Mark Everingham, Luc Van Gool, Christopher KI Williams, John Winn, and Andrew Zisserman. 2010. The pascal
visual object classes (voc) challenge. International journal of computer vision 88 (2010), 303-338.

Qi Fan, Chi-Keung Tang, and Yu-Wing Tai. 2022. Few-shot object detection with model calibration. In European
Conference on Computer Vision. Springer, 720-739.

Qi Fan, Wei Zhuo, Chi-Keung Tang, and Yu-Wing Tai. 2020. Few-shot object detection with attention-RPN and multi-
relation detector. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 4013-4022.
Qi Fan, Wei Zhuo, Chi-Keung Tang, and Yu-Wing Tai. 2024. FSODv2: A Deep Calibrated Few-Shot Object Detection
Network. International Journal of Computer Vision (2024), 1-20.

Zhibo Fan, Yuchen Ma, Zeming Li, and Jian Sun. 2021. Generalized few-shot object detection without forgetting. In
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition. 4527-4536.

Hangtao Feng, Lu Zhang, Xu Yang, and Zhiyong Liu. 2022. Incremental few-shot object detection via knowledge
transfer. Pattern Recognition Letters 156 (2022), 67-73.

Kun Fu, Tengfei Zhang, Yue Zhang, Menglong Yan, Zhonghan Chang, Zhengyuan Zhang, and Xian Sun. 2019. Meta-
SSD: Towards fast adaptation for few-shot object detection with meta-learning. leee Access 7 (2019), 77597-77606.
Yugqian Fu, Yu Wang, Yixuan Pan, Lian Huai, Xingyu Qiu, Zeyu Shangguan, Tong Liu, Lingjie Kong, Yanwei Fu, Luc
Van Gool, et al. 2024. Cross-Domain Few-Shot Object Detection via Enhanced Open-Set Object Detector. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2402.03094 (2024).

Dan Andrei Ganea, Bas Boom, and Ronald Poppe. 2021. Incremental few-shot instance segmentation. In Proceedings
of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition. 1185-1194.

Honghao Gao, Shuping Wu, Ye Wang, Jung Yoon Kim, and Yueshen Xu. 2024. FSOD4RSI: Few-Shot Object Detection
for Remote Sensing Images Via Features Aggregation and Scale Attention. IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in Applied
Earth Observations and Remote Sensing (2024).

Yipeng Gao, Kun-Yu Lin, Junkai Yan, Yaowei Wang, and Wei-Shi Zheng. 2023. AsyFOD: An asymmetric adaptation
paradigm for few-shot domain adaptive object detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer
Vision and Pattern Recognition. 3261-3271.

Yipeng Gao, Lingxiao Yang, Yunmu Huang, Song Xie, Shiyong Li, and Wei-Shi Zheng. 2022. Acrofod: An adaptive
method for cross-domain few-shot object detection. In European Conference on Computer Vision. Springer, 673-690.
Andreas Geiger, Philip Lenz, and Raquel Urtasun. 2012. Are we ready for autonomous driving? the kitti vision
benchmark suite. In 2012 IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. IEEE, 3354-3361.

Ross Girshick. 2015. Fast r-cnn. In Proceedings of the IEEE international conference on computer vision. 1440-1448.
Ross Girshick, Jeff Donahue, Trevor Darrell, and Jitendra Malik. 2014. Rich feature hierarchies for accurate object
detection and semantic segmentation. In Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition.
580-587.

Xinyu Gong, Li Yin, Juan-Manuel Perez-Rua, Zhangyang Wang, and Zhicheng Yan. 2023. WS-iFSD: Weakly Supervised
Incremental Few-shot Object Detection Without Forgetting. In Conference on Parsimony and Learning (Proceedings
Track).

Karim Guirguis, George Eskandar, Mingyang Wang, Matthias Kayser, Eduardo Monari, Bin Yang, and Jirgen Beyerer.
2024. Uncertainty-based Forgetting Mitigation for Generalized Few-Shot Object Detection. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition. 2586—-2595.



46

(49]

(50]

[51]

(52]

(53]

[54]

(56]

(57]

(58]

(59]
[60]
[61]

[62]

(63]

[64]

[65]
[66]
(67]
[68]
[69]

[70]

(71]

Vishal et al.

Karim Guirguis, Ahmed Hendawy, George Eskandar, Mohamed Abdelsamad, Matthias Kayser, and Jirgen Beyerer.
2022. Cfa: Constraint-based finetuning approach for generalized few-shot object detection. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 4039-4049.

Karim Guirguis, Johannes Meier, George Eskandar, Matthias Kayser, Bin Yang, and Jirgen Beyerer. 2023. Niff:
Alleviating forgetting in generalized few-shot object detection via neural instance feature forging. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition. 24193-24202.

Sheng Guo, Weilin Huang, Xiao Zhang, Prasanna Srikhanta, Yin Cui, Yuan Li, Hartwig Adam, Matthew R Scott,
and Serge Belongie. 2019. The imaterialist fashion attribute dataset. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International
Conference on Computer Vision Workshops. 0-0.

Agrim Gupta, Piotr Dollar, and Ross Girshick. 2019. Lvis: A dataset for large vocabulary instance segmentation. In
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 5356—5364.

Guangxing Han, Long Chen, Jiawei Ma, Shiyuan Huang, Rama Chellappa, and Shih-Fu Chang. 2022. Multi-Modal
Few-Shot Object Detection with Meta-Learning-Based Cross-Modal Prompting. arXiv preprint arXiv:2204.07841
(2022).

Guangxing Han, Yicheng He, Shiyuan Huang, Jiawei Ma, and Shih-Fu Chang. 2021. Query adaptive few-shot object
detection with heterogeneous graph convolutional networks. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference
on Computer Vision. 3263-3272.

Guangxing Han, Shiyuan Huang, Jiawei Ma, Yicheng He, and Shih-Fu Chang. 2022. Meta faster r-cnn: Towards
accurate few-shot object detection with attentive feature alignment. In Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial
Intelligence, Vol. 36. 780-789.

Guangxing Han and Ser-Nam Lim. 2024. Few-Shot Object Detection with Foundation Models. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition. 28608-28618.

Guangxing Han, Jiawei Ma, Shiyuan Huang, Long Chen, and Shih-Fu Chang. 2022. Few-shot object detection
with fully cross-transformer. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition.
5321-5330.

Jian Han, Yali Li, and Shengjin Wang. 2022. Few-shot object detection with local correspondence rpn and attentive
head. In ICASSP 2022-2022 IEEE International Conference on Acoustics, Speech and Signal Processing (ICASSP). IEEE,
3718-3722.

Jiaming Han, Yuqiang Ren, Jian Ding, Ke Yan, and Gui-Song Xia. 2023. Few-shot object detection via variational
feature aggregation. In Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, Vol. 37. 755-763.

Kaiming He, Xiangyu Zhang, Shaoqing Ren, and Jian Sun. 2015. Spatial pyramid pooling in deep convolutional
networks for visual recognition. IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and machine intelligence 37,9 (2015), 1904-1916.
Ting-I Hsieh, Yi-Chen Lo, Hwann-Tzong Chen, and Tyng-Luh Liu. 2019. One-shot object detection with co-attention
and co-excitation. Advances in neural information processing systems 32 (2019).

Hanzhe Hu, Shuai Bai, Aoxue Li, Jinshi Cui, and Liwei Wang. 2021. Dense relation distillation with context-aware
aggregation for few-shot object detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern
recognition. 10185-10194.

Tao Hu, Pascal Mettes, Jia-Hong Huang, and Cees GM Snoek. 2019. Silco: Show a few images, localize the common
object. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision. 5067-5076.

Gabriel Huang, Issam Laradji, David Vazquez, Simon Lacoste-Julien, and Pau Rodriguez. 2022. A survey of self-
supervised and few-shot object detection. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence 45, 4 (2022),
4071-4089.

Junying Huang, Fan Chen, Sibo Huang, and Dongyu Zhang. 2021. Instant response few-shot object detection with
meta strategy and explicit localization inference. arXiv preprint arXiv:2110.13377 (2021).

Lian Huang, Shaosheng Dai, and Zigiang He. 2023. Few-shot object detection with dense-global feature interaction
and dual-contrastive learning. Applied Intelligence 53, 11 (2023), 14547-14564.

Lian Huang, Zigiang He, and Xiao Feng. 2022. Few-shot object detection with affinity relation reasoning. Journal of
Electronic Imaging 31, 3 (2022), 033016-033016.

Lian Huang, Zongju Peng, Fen Chen, Shaosheng Dai, Zigiang He, and Kesheng Liu. 2024. Cross-modality interaction
for few-shot multispectral object detection with semantic knowledge. Neural Networks (2024), 106156.

Qihan Huang, Haofei Zhang, Menggqi Xue, Jie Song, and Mingli Song. 2023. A survey of deep learning for low-shot
object detection. Comput. Surveys 56, 5 (2023), 1-37.

Naoto Inoue, Ryosuke Furuta, Toshihiko Yamasaki, and Kiyoharu Aizawa. 2018. Cross-domain weakly-supervised
object detection through progressive domain adaptation. In Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and
pattern recognition. 5001-5009.

Xiangtao Jiang, Hancheng Yu, Yuhao Lv, and Xin Zhu. 2022. Mutually Distilled Sparse RCNN for Few-Shot Object
Detection. In 2022 4th International Conference on Frontiers Technology of Information and Computer (ICFTIC). IEEE,



Beyond Few-shot Object Detection: A Detailed Survey 47

[72

—

(73

=

[74

flan)

(75

=

[76

[}

(77

[

(78]
(79]

(80

=

(81

—

82

—

(83

—_

(84]

(85

—

(86]

(87

—

(88]

(89

[

[90]
[91]

[92

—

[93

-

963-967.

Leng Jiaxu, Chen Taiyue, Gao Xinbo, Yu Yongtao, Wang Ye, Gao Feng, and Wang Yue. 2021. A comparative review of
recent few-shot object detection algorithms. arXiv preprint arXiv:2111.00201 (2021).

Matthew Johnson-Roberson, Charles Barto, Rounak Mehta, Sharath Nittur Sridhar, Karl Rosaen, and Ram Vasudevan.
2016. Driving in the matrix: Can virtual worlds replace human-generated annotations for real world tasks? arXiv
preprint arXiv:1610.01983 (2016).

Bingyi Kang, Zhuang Liu, Xin Wang, Fisher Yu, Jiashi Feng, and Trevor Darrell. 2019. Few-shot object detection via
feature reweighting. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF international conference on computer vision. 8420-8429.

Leonid Karlinsky, Joseph Shtok, Sivan Harary, Eli Schwartz, Amit Aides, Rogerio Feris, Raja Giryes, and Alex M
Bronstein. 2019. Repmet: Representative-based metric learning for classification and few-shot object detection. In
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 5197-5206.

Prannay Kaul, Weidi Xie, and Andrew Zisserman. 2022. Label, verify, correct: A simple few shot object detection
method. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 14237-14247.
Siddhesh Khandelwal, Raghav Goyal, and Leonid Sigal. 2021. Unit: Unified knowledge transfer for any-shot object
detection and segmentation. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition.
5951-5961.

Geonuk Kim, Hong-Gyu Jung, and Seong-Whan Lee. 2020. Few-shot object detection via knowledge transfer. In 2020
IEEE International Conference on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics (SMC). IEEE, 3564-3569.

Geonuk Kim, Hong-Gyu Jung, and Seong-Whan Lee. 2021. Spatial reasoning for few-shot object detection. Pattern
Recognition 120 (2021), 108118.

Alexander Kirillov, Eric Mintun, Nikhila Ravi, Hanzi Mao, Chloe Rolland, Laura Gustafson, Tete Xiao, Spencer
Whitehead, Alexander C Berg, Wan-Yen Lo, et al. 2023. Segment anything. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International
Conference on Computer Vision. 4015-4026.

Daisuke Kobayashi. 2022. Self-supervised prototype conditional few-shot object detection. In International Conference
on Image Analysis and Processing. Springer, 681-692.

Gregory Koch, Richard Zemel, Ruslan Salakhutdinov, et al. 2015. Siamese neural networks for one-shot image
recognition. In ICML deep learning workshop, Vol. 2. Lille.

Mona Kohler, Markus Eisenbach, and Horst-Michael Gross. 2023. Few-shot object detection: A comprehensive survey.
IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning Systems (2023).

Alex Krizhevsky, Ilya Sutskever, and Geoffrey E Hinton. 2012. Imagenet classification with deep convolutional neural
networks. Advances in neural information processing systems 25 (2012).

Anna Kukleva, Hilde Kuehne, and Bernt Schiele. 2021. Generalized and incremental few-shot learning by explicit
learning and calibration without forgetting. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF international conference on computer vision.
9020-9029.

Alina Kuznetsova, Hassan Rom, Neil Alldrin, Jasper Uijlings, Ivan Krasin, Jordi Pont-Tuset, Shahab Kamali, Stefan
Popov, Matteo Malloci, Alexander Kolesnikov, et al. 2020. The open images dataset v4: Unified image classification,
object detection, and visual relationship detection at scale. International journal of computer vision 128, 7 (2020),
1956-1981.

Langing Lai, Yale Yu, Wei Suo, and Peng Wang. 2023. AHT: A Novel Aggregation Hyper-transformer for Few-Shot
Object Detection. In Chinese Conference on Pattern Recognition and Computer Vision (PRCV). Springer, 43-55.

Issam Laradji, Pau Rodriguez, Oscar Manas, Keegan Lensink, Marco Law, Lironne Kurzman, William Parker, David
Vazquez, and Derek Nowrouzezahrai. 2021. A weakly supervised consistency-based learning method for covid-19
segmentation in ct images. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Winter Conference on Applications of Computer Vision.
2453-2462.

Hei Law and Jia Deng. 2018. Cornernet: Detecting objects as paired keypoints. In Proceedings of the European
conference on computer vision (ECCV). 734-750.

Dong-Hyun Lee et al. 2013. Pseudo-label: The simple and efficient semi-supervised learning method for deep neural
networks. In Workshop on challenges in representation learning, ICML, Vol. 3. Atlanta, 896.

Hojun Lee, Myunggi Lee, and Nojun Kwak. 2022. Few-shot object detection by attending to per-sample-prototype. In
Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Winter Conference on Applications of Computer Vision. 2445-2454.

Kyungeun Lee, Jihoon Cho, Jiye Lee, Fangxu Xing, Xiaofeng Liu, Hyungjoon Bae, Kyungsu Lee, Jae Youn Hwang,
Jinah Park, Georges El Fakhri, et al. 2024. Evaluation of few-shot detection of head and neck anatomy in CT. In
Medical Imaging 2024: Computer-Aided Diagnosis, Vol. 12927. SPIE, 276-282.

Kibok Lee, Hao Yang, Satyaki Chakraborty, Zhaowei Cai, Gurumurthy Swaminathan, Avinash Ravichandran, and
Onkar Dabeer. 2022. Rethinking few-shot object detection on a multi-domain benchmark. In European Conference on
Computer Vision. Springer, 366—382.



48

[94]
[95]
[96]
[97]

(98]

[99]

[100]

[101]

[102]

[103]
[104]
[105]
[106]

[107]

[108]
[109]

[110]

[111]

[112]

[113]
[114]

[115]

[116]

[117]

Vishal et al.

Aoxue Li and Zhenguo Li. 2021. Transformation invariant few-shot object detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition. 3094-3102.

Bohao Li, Chang Liu, Mengnan Shi, Xiaozhong Chen, Xiangyang Ji, and Qixiang Ye. 2023. Proposal distribution
calibration for few-shot object detection. IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning Systems (2023).
Bowen Li, Chen Wang, Pranay Reddy, Seungchan Kim, and Sebastian Scherer. 2022. Airdet: Few-shot detection
without fine-tuning for autonomous exploration. In European Conference on Computer Vision. Springer, 427-444.
Bo Li, Junjie Yan, Wei Wu, Zheng Zhu, and Xiaolin Hu. 2018. High performance visual tracking with siamese region
proposal network. In Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 8971-8980.
Bohao Li, Boyu Yang, Chang Liu, Feng Liu, Rongrong Ji, and Qixiang Ye. 2021. Beyond max-margin: Class margin
equilibrium for few-shot object detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern
recognition. 7363-7372.

Chuyi Li, Lulu Li, Hongliang Jiang, Kaiheng Weng, Yifei Geng, Liang Li, Zaidan Ke, Qingyuan Li, Meng Cheng,
Weiqiang Nie, et al. 2022. YOLOvV6: A single-stage object detection framework for industrial applications. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2209.02976 (2022).

Feng Li, Hao Zhang, Shilong Liu, Jian Guo, Lionel M Ni, and Lei Zhang. 2022. Dn-detr: Accelerate detr training by
introducing query denoising. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition.
13619-13627.

Jiangmeng Li, Yanan Zhang, Wenwen Qiang, Lingyu Si, Chengbo Jiao, Xiachui Hu, Changwen Zheng, and Fuchun
Sun. 2023. Disentangle and remerge: interventional knowledge distillation for few-shot object detection from a
conditional causal perspective. In Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, Vol. 37. 1323-1333.
Liunian Harold Li, Pengchuan Zhang, Haotian Zhang, Jianwei Yang, Chunyuan Li, Yiwu Zhong, Lijuan Wang,
Lu Yuan, Lei Zhang, Jenq-Neng Hwang, et al. 2022. Grounded language-image pre-training. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition. 10965-10975.

Pengyang Li, Yanan Li, Han Cui, and Donghui Wang. 2021. Class-incremental few-shot object detection. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2105.07637 (2021).

Shaoqi Li, Wenfeng Song, Shuai Li, Aimin Hao, and Hong Qin. 2020. Meta-RetinaNet for Few-shot Object Detection..
In BMVC.

Weikai Li, Hongfeng Wei, Yanlai Wu, Jie Yang, Yudi Ruan, Yuan Li, and Ying Tang. 2024. TIDE: Test-Time Few-Shot
Object Detection. IEEE Transactions on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics: Systems (2024).

Xiang Li, Jingyu Deng, and Yi Fang. 2021. Few-shot object detection on remote sensing images. IEEE Transactions on
Geoscience and Remote Sensing 60 (2021), 1-14.

Yiting Li, Haiyue Zhu, Yu Cheng, Wenxin Wang, Chek Sing Teo, Cheng Xiang, Prahlad Vadakkepat, and Tong Heng
Lee. 2021. Few-shot object detection via classification refinement and distractor retreatment. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 15395-15403.

Yiting Li, Haiyue Zhu, Jun Ma, Chek Sing Teo, Cheng Xiang, Prahlad Vadakkepat, and Tong Heng Lee. 2021. Towards
generalized and incremental few-shot object detection. arXiv preprint arXiv:2109.11336 (2021).

Zhihui Li, Lina Yao, Xiaoqin Zhang, Xianzhi Wang, Salil Kanhere, and Huaxiang Zhang. 2019. Zero-shot object
detection with textual descriptions. In Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, Vol. 33. 8690-8697.
Tsung-Yi Lin, Piotr Dollar, Ross Girshick, Kaiming He, Bharath Hariharan, and Serge Belongie. 2017. Feature pyramid
networks for object detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition.
2117-2125.

Tsung-Yi Lin, Priya Goyal, Ross Girshick, Kaiming He, and Piotr Dollar. 2017. Focal loss for dense object detection. In
Proceedings of the IEEE international conference on computer vision. 2980-2988.

Tsung-Yi Lin, Michael Maire, Serge Belongie, James Hays, Pietro Perona, Deva Ramanan, Piotr Dollar, and C Lawrence
Zitnick. 2014. Microsoft coco: Common objects in context. In Computer Vision—-ECCV 2014: 13th European Conference,
Zurich, Switzerland, September 6-12, 2014, Proceedings, Part V 13. Springer, 740-755.

Longyao Liu, Bo Ma, Yulin Zhang, Xin Yi, and Haozhi Li. 2021. Afd-net: Adaptive fully-dual network for few-shot
object detection. In Proceedings of the 29th ACM International Conference on Multimedia. 2549-2557.

Li Liu, Wanli Ouyang, Xiaogang Wang, Paul Fieguth, Jie Chen, Xinwang Liu, and Matti Pietikdinen. 2020. Deep
learning for generic object detection: A survey. International journal of computer vision 128 (2020), 261-318.

Liyang Liu, Bochao Wang, Zhanghui Kuang, Jing-Hao Xue, Yimin Chen, Wenming Yang, Qingmin Liao, and Wayne
Zhang. 2021. Gendet: Meta learning to generate detectors from few shots. IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and
Learning Systems 33, 8 (2021), 3448-3460.

Maozhen Liu, Xiaoguang Di, Teng Lv, Ming Liao, and Xiaofei Zhang. 2024. Towards to Human Intention: A few-shot
open-set object detection for X-ray hazard inspection. Neurocomputing (2024), 127388.

Shilong Liu, Feng Li, Hao Zhang, Xiao Yang, Xianbiao Qi, Hang Su, Jun Zhu, and Lei Zhang. 2022. Dab-detr: Dynamic
anchor boxes are better queries for detr. arXiv preprint arXiv:2201.12329 (2022).



Beyond Few-shot Object Detection: A Detailed Survey 49

[118]

[119]

[120]

[121]

[122]

[123]

[124]
[125]

[126]

[127]

[128]

[129]

[130]

[131]
[132]

[133]

[134]
[135]

[136]

[137]

[138]

[139]

Tianying Liu, Lu Zhang, Yang Wang, Jihong Guan, Yanwei Fu, Jiajia Zhao, and Shuigeng Zhou. 2023. Recent few-shot
object detection algorithms: A survey with performance comparison. ACM Transactions on Intelligent Systems and
Technology 14, 4 (2023), 1-36.

Wei Liu, Dragomir Anguelov, Dumitru Erhan, Christian Szegedy, Scott Reed, Cheng-Yang Fu, and Alexander C Berg.
2016. Ssd: Single shot multibox detector. In Computer Vision—ECCV 2016: 14th European Conference, Amsterdam, The
Netherlands, October 11-14, 2016, Proceedings, Part I 14. Springer, 21-37.

Weijie Liu, Chong Wang, Haohe Li, Shenghao Yu, and Jiafei Wu. 2021. Dynamic relevance learning for few-shot
object detection. arXiv preprint arXiv:2108.02235 (2021).

Yanxing Liu, Zongxu Pan, Jianwei Yang, Bingchen Zhang, Guangyao Zhou, Yuxin Hu, and Qixiang Ye. 2024. Few-Shot
Object Detection in Remote Sensing Images via Label-Consistent Classifier and Gradual Regression. IEEE Transactions
on Geoscience and Remote Sensing (2024).

Ze Liu, Han Hu, Yutong Lin, Zhuliang Yao, Zhenda Xie, Yixuan Wei, Jia Ning, Yue Cao, Zheng Zhang, Li Dong, et al.
2022. Swin transformer v2: Scaling up capacity and resolution. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer
vision and pattern recognition. 12009-12019.

Ze Liu, Yutong Lin, Yue Cao, Han Hu, Yixuan Wei, Zheng Zhang, Stephen Lin, and Baining Guo. 2021. Swin
transformer: Hierarchical vision transformer using shifted windows. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF international
conference on computer vision. 10012—-10022.

Yuen Peng Loh and Chee Seng Chan. 2019. Getting to know low-light images with the exclusively dark dataset.
Computer Vision and Image Understanding 178 (2019), 30-42.

TongWei Lu, ShiHai Jia, and Hao Zhang. 2022. MemFRCN: Few shot object detection with Memorable Faster-RCNN.
IEICE Transactions on Fundamentals of Electronics, Communications and Computer Sciences 105, 12 (2022), 1626—1630.
Xiaonan Lu, Wenhui Diao, Yonggiang Mao, Junxi Li, Peijin Wang, Xian Sun, and Kun Fu. 2023. Breaking immutable:
Information-coupled prototype elaboration for few-shot object detection. In Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on
Artificial Intelligence, Vol. 37. 1844-1852.

Yue Lu, Xingyu Chen, Zhengxing Wu, and Junzhi Yu. 2022. Decoupled metric network for single-stage few-shot
object detection. IEEE Transactions on Cybernetics 53, 1 (2022), 514-525.

Jiawei Ma, Guangxing Han, Shiyuan Huang, Yuncong Yang, and Shih-Fu Chang. 2022. Few-shot end-to-end object
detection via constantly concentrated encoding across heads. In European Conference on Computer Vision. Springer,
57-73.

Jiawei Ma, Yulei Niu, Jincheng Xu, Shiyuan Huang, Guangxing Han, and Shih-Fu Chang. 2023. Digeo: Discriminative
geometry-aware learning for generalized few-shot object detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on
Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition. 3208-3218.

TianXue Ma, Mingwei Bi, Jian Zhang, Wang Yuan, Zhizhong Zhang, Yuan Xie, Shouhong Ding, and Lizhuang Ma.
2022. Mutually reinforcing structure with proposal contrastive consistency for few-shot object detection. In European
Conference on Computer Vision. Springer, 400-416.

Anish Madan, Neehar Peri, Shu Kong, and Deva Ramanan. 2023. Revisiting Few-Shot Object Detection with Vision-
Language Models. arXiv preprint arXiv:2312.14494 (2023).

Jie Mei, Mingyuan Jiu, Hichem Sahbi, Xiaoheng Jiang, and Mingliang Xu. 2024. Few-Shot Object Detection with
Sparse Context Transformers. arXiv preprint arXiv:2402.09315 (2024).

Caijing Miao, Lingxi Xie, Fang Wan, Chi Su, Hongye Liu, Jianbin Jiao, and Qixiang Ye. 2019. Sixray: A large-scale
security inspection x-ray benchmark for prohibited item discovery in overlapping images. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 2119-2128.

Yuzuru Nakamura, Yasunori Ishii, Yuki Maruyama, and Takayoshi Yamashita. 2022. Few-shot adaptive object detection
with cross-domain cutmix. In Proceedings of the Asian Conference on Computer Vision. 1350-1367.

Khoi Nguyen and Sinisa Todorovic. 2022. ifs-renn: An incremental few-shot instance segmenter. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 7010-7019.

Maxime Oquab, Timothée Darcet, Théo Moutakanni, Huy Vo, Marc Szafraniec, Vasil Khalidov, Pierre Fernandez,
Daniel Haziza, Francisco Massa, Alaaeldin El-Nouby, et al. 2023. Dinov2: Learning robust visual features without
supervision. arXiv preprint arXiv:2304.07193 (2023).

Anton Osokin, Denis Sumin, and Vasily Lomakin. 2020. Os2d: One-stage one-shot object detection by matching anchor
features. In Computer Vision—-ECCV 2020: 16th European Conference, Glasgow, UK, August 23-28, 2020, Proceedings,
Part XV 16. Springer, 635-652.

Dongwoo Park and Jong-Min Lee. 2022. Hierarchical attention network for few-shot object detection via meta-
contrastive learning. arXiv preprint arXiv:2208.07039 (2022).

Wenjie Pei, Shuang Wu, Dianwen Mei, Fanglin Chen, Jiandong Tian, and Guangming Lu. 2022. Few-shot object
detection by knowledge distillation using bag-of-visual-words representations. In European Conference on Computer
Vision. Springer, 283-299.



50

[140]
[141]

[142

—

[143

—_

[144]

[145

=

[146

=

[147
[148

[t

[149]

[150]

[151

—

[152

—

[153

—_

[154]

[155

=

[156

—

[157

—

[158

=

[159]

[160

—

[161

—

[162]
[163]

[164]

[165

[}

Vishal et al.

Juan-Manuel Perez-Rua, Xiatian Zhu, Timothy M Hospedales, and Tao Xiang. 2020. Incremental few-shot object
detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition. 13846-13855.
Limeng Qiao, Yuxuan Zhao, Zhiyuan Li, Xi Qiu, Jianan Wu, and Chi Zhang. 2021. Defrcn: Decoupled faster r-cnn for
few-shot object detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision. 8681-8690.
Jianing Quan, Baozhen Ge, and Lei Chen. 2022. Cross attention redistribution with contrastive learning for few shot
object detection. Displays 72 (2022), 102162.

Alec Radford, Jong Wook Kim, Chris Hallacy, Aditya Ramesh, Gabriel Goh, Sandhini Agarwal, Girish Sastry, Amanda
Askell, Pamela Mishkin, Jack Clark, et al. 2021. Learning transferable visual models from natural language supervision.
In International conference on machine learning. PMLR, 8748-8763.

Shafin Rahman, Salman Khan, and Nick Barnes. 2020. Improved visual-semantic alignment for zero-shot object
detection. In Proceedings of the AAAI conference on artificial intelligence, Vol. 34. 11932-11939.

Joseph Redmon, Santosh Divvala, Ross Girshick, and Ali Farhadi. 2016. You only look once: Unified, real-time object
detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 779-788.

Joseph Redmon and Ali Farhadi. 2017. YOLO9000: better, faster, stronger. In Proceedings of the IEEE conference on
computer vision and pattern recognition. 7263-7271.

Joseph Redmon and Ali Farhadi. 2018. Yolov3: An incremental improvement. arXiv preprint arXiv:1804.02767 (2018).
Shaoging Ren, Kaiming He, Ross Girshick, and Jian Sun. 2016. Faster R-CNN: Towards real-time object detection
with region proposal networks. IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and machine intelligence 39, 6 (2016), 1137-1149.
Olga Russakovsky, Jia Deng, Hao Su, Jonathan Krause, Sanjeev Satheesh, Sean Ma, Zhiheng Huang, Andrej Karpathy,
Aditya Khosla, Michael Bernstein, et al. 2015. Imagenet large scale visual recognition challenge. International journal
of computer vision 115 (2015), 211-252.

Inkyu Sa, Zongyuan Ge, Feras Dayoub, Ben Upcroft, Tristan Perez, and Chris McCool. 2016. Deepfruits: A fruit
detection system using deep neural networks. sensors 16, 8 (2016), 1222.

Liangbing Sa, Chongchong Yu, Zhaorui Hong, Tong Zheng, and Sihan Liu. 2023. A broader study of cross-domain
few-shot object detection. Applied Intelligence 53, 23 (2023), 29465-29485.

Christos Sakaridis, Dengxin Dai, and Luc Van Gool. 2018. Semantic foggy scene understanding with synthetic data.
International Journal of Computer Vision 126 (2018), 973-992.

Amirreza Shaban, Amir Rahimi, Thalaiyasingam Ajanthan, Byron Boots, and Richard Hartley. 2022. Few-shot
weakly-supervised object detection via directional statistics. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Winter Conference on
Applications of Computer Vision. 3920-3929.

Shuai Shao, Zijian Zhao, Boxun Li, Tete Xiao, Gang Yu, Xiangyu Zhang, and Jian Sun. 2018. Crowdhuman: A
benchmark for detecting human in a crowd. arXiv preprint arXiv:1805.00123 (2018).

Mennatullah Siam, Naren Doraiswamy, Boris N Oreshkin, Hengshuai Yao, and Martin Jagersand. 2020. Weakly
supervised few-shot object segmentation using co-attention with visual and semantic embeddings. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2001.09540 (2020).

Jake Snell, Kevin Swersky, and Richard Zemel. 2017. Prototypical networks for few-shot learning. Advances in neural
information processing systems 30 (2017).

Kihyuk Sohn, Zizhao Zhang, Chun-Liang Li, Han Zhang, Chen-Yu Lee, and Tomas Pfister. 2020. A simple semi-
supervised learning framework for object detection. arXiv preprint arXiv:2005.04757 (2020).

Kechen Song and Yunhui Yan. 2013. A noise robust method based on completed local binary patterns for hot-rolled
steel strip surface defects. Applied Surface Science 285 (2013), 858-864.

Binyi Su, Hua Zhang, Jingzhi Li, and Zhong Zhou. 2022. Towards few-shot open-set object detection. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2210.15996 (2022).

Binyi Su, Hua Zhang, Jingzhi Li, and Zhong Zhou. 2024. Toward Generalized Few-Shot Open-Set Object Detection.
IEEE Transactions on Image Processing 33 (2024), 1389-1402.

Binyi Su, Hua Zhang, and Zhong Zhou. 2023. HSIC-based Moving Weight Averaging for Few-Shot Open-Set Object
Detection. In Proceedings of the 31st ACM International Conference on Multimedia. 5358-5369.

Bo Sun, Banghuai Li, Shengcai Cai, Ye Yuan, and Chi Zhang. 2021. Fsce: Few-shot object detection via contrastive
proposal encoding. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 7352-7362.
Erjun Sun, Di Zhou, Yan Tian, Zhaocheng Xu, and Xun Wang. 2024. Transformer-based few-shot object detection in
traffic scenarios. Applied Intelligence 54, 1 (2024), 947-958.

Peng Tang, Xinggang Wang, Xiang Bai, and Wenyu Liu. 2017. Multiple instance detection network with online
instance classifier refinement. In Proceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition.
2843-2851.

Shiyuan Tang, Hefei Mei, Hegian Qiu, Xinpeng Hao, Taijin Zhao, Benliu Qiu, Haoyang Cheng, Jian Jiao, Chuanyang
Gong, and Hongliang Li. 2023. Novel-Registrable Weights and Region-Level Contrastive Learning for Incremental
Few-shot Object Detection. In International Conference on Neural Information Processing. Springer, 400-412.



Beyond Few-shot Object Detection: A Detailed Survey 51

[166]

[167]
[168]
[169]
[170]

[171]

[172]

[173]

[174]

[175]

[176]
[177]
[178]
[179]
[180]

[181]

[182]
[183]
[184]
[185]

[186]

[187]

[188]

[189]

[190]

Renshuai Tao, Tianbo Wang, Ziyang Wu, Cong Liu, Aishan Liu, and Xianglong Liu. 2022. Few-shot x-ray prohibited
item detection: A benchmark and weak-feature enhancement network. In Proceedings of the 30th ACM International
Conference on Multimedia. 2012-2020.

Ultralytics. 2020. YOLOVS5. https://github.com/ultralytics/yolov5.

Ultralytics. 2023. YOLOv8. https://github.com/ultralytics/ultralytics.

Anh-Khoa Nguyen Vu, Nhat-Duy Nguyen, Khanh-Duy Nguyen, Vinh-Tiep Nguyen, Thanh Duc Ngo, Thanh-Toan
Do, and Tam V Nguyen. 2022. Few-shot object detection via baby learning. Image and Vision Computing 120 (2022),
104398.

Ao Wang, Hui Chen, Lihao Liu, Kai Chen, Zijia Lin, Jungong Han, and Guiguang Ding. 2024. Yolov10: Real-time
end-to-end object detection. arXiv preprint arXiv:2405.14458 (2024).

CY Wang, IH Yeh, and HYM Liao. [n. d.]. YOLOvV9: Learning what you want to learn using programmable gradient
information. arXiv 2024. arXiv preprint arXiv:2402.13616 ([n. d.]).

Chien-Yao Wang, Alexey Bochkovskiy, and Hong-Yuan Mark Liao. 2023. YOLOv7: Trainable bag-of-freebies sets
new state-of-the-art for real-time object detectors. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and
pattern recognition. 7464-7475.

Jianwei Wang and Deyun Chen. 2022. Few-shot object detection method based on knowledge reasoning. Electronics
11, 9 (2022), 1327.

Jing Wang, Weiqing Min, Sujuan Hou, Shengnan Ma, Yuanjie Zheng, and Shugiang Jiang. 2022. Logodet-3k: A
large-scale image dataset for logo detection. ACM Transactions on Multimedia Computing, Communications, and
Applications (TOMM) 18, 1 (2022), 1-19.

Kang Wang, Lu Zhang, Yifan Tan, Jiajia Zhao, and Shuigeng Zhou. 2020. Learning latent semantic attributes for
zero-shot object detection. In 2020 IEEE 32nd International Conference on Tools with Artificial Intelligence (ICTAI).
IEEE, 230-237.

Meng Wang, Hongwei Ning, and Haipeng Liu. 2023. Object detection based on few-shot learning via instance-level
feature correlation and aggregation. Applied Intelligence 53, 1 (2023), 351-368.

Meng Wang, Yang Wang, and Haipeng Liu. 2024. Explicit knowledge transfer of graph-based correlation distillation
and diversity data hallucination for few-shot object detection. Image and Vision Computing (2024), 104958.

Tao Wang, Xiaopeng Zhang, Li Yuan, and Jiashi Feng. 2019. Few-shot adaptive faster r-cnn. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 7173-7182.

Xin Wang, Thomas E Huang, Trevor Darrell, Joseph E Gonzalez, and Fisher Yu. 2020. Frustratingly simple few-shot
object detection. arXiv preprint arXiv:2003.06957 (2020).

Yaqing Wang, Quanming Yao, James T Kwok, and Lionel M Ni. 2020. Generalizing from a few examples: A survey on
few-shot learning. ACM computing surveys (csur) 53, 3 (2020), 1-34.

Yanjie Wang, Xu Zou, Luxin Yan, Sheng Zhong, and Jiahuan Zhou. 2024. SNIDA: Unlocking Few-Shot Object Detection
with Non-linear Semantic Decoupling Augmentation. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision
and Pattern Recognition. 12544-12553.

Yu-Xiong Wang, Deva Ramanan, and Martial Hebert. 2019. Meta-learning to detect rare objects. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision. 9925-9934.

Zichen Wang, Bo Yang, Haonan Yue, and Zhenghao Ma. 2024. Fine-Grained Prototypes Distillation for Few-Shot
Object Detection. arXiv preprint arXiv:2401.07629 (2024).

Aming Wu, Yahong Han, Linchao Zhu, and Yi Yang. 2021. Universal-prototype enhancing for few-shot object
detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF international conference on computer vision. 9567-9576.

Aming Wu, Suqi Zhao, Cheng Deng, and Wei Liu. 2021. Generalized and discriminative few-shot object detection via
svd-dictionary enhancement. Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems 34 (2021), 6353-6364.

Chunpeng Wu, Bo Wang, Siyan Liu, Xin Liu, and Peng Wu. 2022. TD-sampler: learning a training difficulty based
sampling strategy for few-shot object detection. In 2022 7th International Conference on Cloud Computing and Big
Data Analytics (ICCCBDA). IEEE, 275-279.

Faming Wu, Yanxu Hu, Jinpeng Wang, and Andy J Ma. 2022. Learning to mitigate extreme distribution bias for
few-shot object detection. In 2022 IEEE International Conference on Multimedia and Expo (ICME). IEEE, 1-6.
Jiashan Wu, Chunbo Lang, Gong Cheng, Xingxing Xie, and Junwei Han. 2024. Retentive Compensation and
Personality Filtering for Few-Shot Remote Sensing Object Detection. IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems for
Video Technology (2024).

Jiaxi Wu, Songtao Liu, Di Huang, and Yunhong Wang. 2020. Multi-scale positive sample refinement for few-shot object
detection. In Computer Vision—-ECCV 2020: 16th European Conference, Glasgow, UK, August 23-28, 2020, Proceedings,
Part XVI 16. Springer, 456—472.

Shuang Wu, Wenjie Pei, Dianwen Mei, Fanglin Chen, Jiandong Tian, and Guangming Lu. 2022. Multi-faceted
distillation of base-novel commonality for few-shot object detection. In European Conference on Computer Vision.


https://github.com/ultralytics/yolov5
https://github.com/ultralytics/ultralytics

52

[191]

[192

—

[193

=

[194]

[195

=

[196]

[197]

[198

=

[199]

[200

=

[201]

[202

—

[203

—_

[204]

[205

—

[206

—

[207

—

[208]

[209]

[210

—

[211

—

[212]

[213

—_

[214]

[215

=

Vishal et al.

Springer, 578-594.

Yang Xiao, Vincent Lepetit, and Renaud Marlet. 2022. Few-shot object detection and viewpoint estimation for objects
in the wild. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence 45, 3 (2022), 3090-3106.

Zhimeng Xin, Shiming Chen, Tianxu Wu, Yuanjie Shao, Weiping Ding, and Xinge You. 2024. Few-shot object
detection: Research advances and challenges. Information Fusion (2024), 102307.

Zhimeng Xin, Tianxu Wu, Shiming Chen, Yixiong Zou, Ling Shao, and Xinge You. 2023. ECEA: Extensible Co-Existing
Attention for Few-Shot Object Detection. arXiv preprint arXiv:2309.08196 (2023).

Honghui Xu, Xinqing Wang, Faming Shao, Baoguo Duan, and Peng Zhang. 2021. Few-shot object detection via
sample processing. IEEE Access 9 (2021), 29207-29221.

Jingyi Xu, Hieu Le, and Dimitris Samaras. 2023. Generating features with increased crop-related diversity for few-shot
object detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition. 19713-19722.
Minghao Xu, Hang Wang, Bingbing Ni, Qi Tian, and Wenjun Zhang. 2020. Cross-domain detection via graph-
induced prototype alignment. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition.
12355-12364.

Bowei Yan, Chunbo Lang, Gong Cheng, and Junwei Han. 2024. Understanding Negative Proposals in Generic
Few-Shot Object Detection. IEEE Transactions on Circuits and Systems for Video Technology (2024).

Dingtian Yan, Jitao Huang, Hai Sun, and Fugiang Ding. 2023. Few-shot object detection with weight imprinting.
Cognitive Computation 15, 5 (2023), 1725-1735.

Jiming Yan, Hongbo Wang, and Xinchen Liu. 2023. An Adaptive Detector for Few Shot Object Detection. In
International Conference on Neural Information Processing. Springer, 578-591.

Xiaopeng Yan, Ziliang Chen, Anni Xu, Xiaoxi Wang, Xiaodan Liang, and Liang Lin. 2019. Meta r-cnn: Towards general
solver for instance-level low-shot learning. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer
Vision. 9577-9586.

Yukuan Yang, Fangyun Wei, Miaojing Shi, and Guoqi Li. 2020. Restoring negative information in few-shot object
detection. Advances in neural information processing systems 33 (2020), 3521-3532.

Ze Yang, Yali Wang, Xianyu Chen, Jianzhuang Liu, and Yu Qiao. 2020. Context-transformer: Tackling object confusion
for few-shot detection. In Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, Vol. 34. 12653-12660.

Ze Yang, Chi Zhang, Ruibo Li, Yi Xu, and Guosheng Lin. 2022. Efficient few-shot object detection via knowledge
inheritance. IEEE Transactions on Image Processing 32 (2022), 321-334.

Li Yin, Juan M Perez-Rua, and Kevin J Liang. 2022. Sylph: A hypernetwork framework for incremental few-shot
object detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition. 9035-9045.
Syed Sahil Abbas Zaidi, Mohammad Samar Ansari, Asra Aslam, Nadia Kanwal, Mamoona Asghar, and Brian Lee.
2022. A survey of modern deep learning based object detection models. Digital Signal Processing 126 (2022), 103514.
Chenbo Zhang, Yinglu Zhang, Lu Zhang, Jiajia Zhao, Jihong Guan, and Shuigeng Zhou. 2024. Weakly Supervised
Few-Shot Object Detection with DETR. In Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, Vol. 38.
7015-7023.

Dingwen Zhang, Junwei Han, Gong Cheng, and Ming-Hsuan Yang. 2021. Weakly supervised object localization and
detection: A survey. IEEE transactions on pattern analysis and machine intelligence 44, 9 (2021), 5866—5885.
Fangyuan Zhang, Tianxiang Pan, and Bin Wang. 2022. Semi-supervised object detection with adaptive class-
rebalancing self-training. In Proceedings of the AAAI conference on artificial intelligence, Vol. 36. 3252-3261.

Fahong Zhang, Yilei Shi, Zhitong Xiong, and Xiao Xiang Zhu. 2024. Few-shot Object Detection in Remote Sensing:
Lifting the Curse of Incompletely Annotated Novel Objects. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing
(2024).

Gongjie Zhang, Kaiwen Cui, Rongliang Wu, Shijian Lu, and Yonghong Tian. 2021. PNPDet: Efficient few-shot
detection without forgetting via plug-and-play sub-networks. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Winter Conference on
Applications of Computer Vision. 3823-3832.

Gongjie Zhang, Zhipeng Luo, Kaiwen Cui, Shijian Lu, and Eric P Xing. 2022. Meta-DETR: Image-level few-shot
detection with inter-class correlation exploitation. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence
(2022).

Hao Zhang, Feng Li, Shilong Liu, Lei Zhang, Hang Su, Jun Zhu, Lionel M Ni, and Heung-Yeung Shum. 2022. Dino:
Detr with improved denoising anchor boxes for end-to-end object detection. arXiv preprint arXiv:2203.03605 (2022).
Jinghua Zhang, Li Liu, Olli Silven, Matti Pietikdinen, and Dewen Hu. 2023. Few-shot Class-incremental Learning: A
Survey. arXiv preprint arXiv:2308.06764 (2023).

Libo Zhang, Lutao Jiang, Ruyi Ji, and Heng Fan. 2023. Pidray: A large-scale x-ray benchmark for real-world prohibited
item detection. International Journal of Computer Vision 131, 12 (2023), 3170-3192.

Licheng Zhang, Xianzhi Wang, Lina Yao, Lin Wu, and Feng Zheng. 2020. Zero-shot object detection via learning an
embedding from semantic space to visual space. In Twenty-Ninth International Joint Conference on Artificial Intelligence



Beyond Few-shot Object Detection: A Detailed Survey 53

[216]

[217]

[218]

[219]

[220]
[221]

[222]

[223]
[224]
[225]
[226]
[227]
[228]
[229]
[230]
[231]

[232]

[233]

[234]

[235]

[236]

[237]

[238]

and Seventeenth Pacific Rim International Conference on Artificial Intelligence { IJCAI-PRICAI-20}. International Joint
Conferences on Artificial Intelligence Organization.

Lu Zhang, Yang Wang, Jiaogen Zhou, Chenbo Zhang, Yinglu Zhang, Jihong Guan, Yatao Bian, and Shuigeng Zhou.
2022. Hierarchical few-shot object detection: Problem, benchmark and method. In Proceedings of the 30th ACM
International Conference on Multimedia. 2002-2011.

Lu Zhang, Xu Yang, Lu Qi, Shaofeng Zeng, and Zhiyong Liu. 2023. Incremental Few-Shot Object Detection with
scale-and centerness-aware weight generation. Computer Vision and Image Understanding 235 (2023), 103774.

Lu Zhang, Shuigeng Zhou, Jihong Guan, and Ji Zhang. 2021. Accurate few-shot object detection with support-query
mutual guidance and hybrid loss. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition.
14424-14432.

Lu Zhang, Shuigeng Zhou, Jihong Guan, and Ji Zhang. 2021. Accurate few-shot object detection with support-query
mutual guidance and hybrid loss. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition.
14424-14432.

Shan Zhang, Dawei Luo, Lei Wang, and Piotr Koniusz. 2020. Few-shot object detection by second-order pooling. In
Proceedings of the Asian conference on computer vision.

Shan Zhang, Naila Murray, Lei Wang, and Piotr Koniusz. 2022. Time-reversed diffusion tensor transformer: A new
tenet of few-shot object detection. In European Conference on Computer Vision. Springer, 310-328.

Shan Zhang, Lei Wang, Naila Murray, and Piotr Koniusz. 2022. Kernelized few-shot object detection with efficient
integral aggregation. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition. 19207—
19216.

Weilin Zhang and Yu-Xiong Wang. 2021. Hallucination improves few-shot object detection. In Proceedings of the
IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition. 13008-13017.

Weilin Zhang, Yu-Xiong Wang, and David A Forsyth. 2020. Cooperating RPN’s improve few-shot object detection.
arXiv preprint arXiv:2011.10142 (2020).

Xinyu Zhang, Yuting Wang, and Abdeslam Boularias. 2023. Detect every thing with few examples. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2309.12969 (2023).

Zhiyuan Zhao, Qingjie Liu, and Yunhong Wang. 2022. Exploring effective knowledge transfer for few-shot object
detection. In Proceedings of the 30th ACM International Conference on Multimedia. 6831-6839.

Zhong-Qiu Zhao, Peng Zheng, Shou-tao Xu, and Xindong Wu. 2019. Object detection with deep learning: A review.
IEEE transactions on neural networks and learning systems 30, 11 (2019), 3212-3232.

Tong Zheng, Liangbing Sa, Chongchong Yu, and Aibin Song. 2024. DeFRCN-MAM: DeFRCN and multi-scale attention
mechanism-based industrial defect detection method. Applied Artificial Intelligence 38, 1 (2024), 2349981.
Chaoliang Zhong, Jie Wang, Cheng Feng, Ying Zhang, Jun Sun, and Yasuto Yokota. 2022. Pica: Point-wise instance
and centroid alignment based few-shot domain adaptive object detection with loose annotations. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF Winter Conference on Applications of Computer Vision. 2329-2338.

Xingyi Zhou, Dequan Wang, and Philipp Krahenbiihl. 2019. Objects as points. arXiv preprint arXiv:1904.07850 (2019).
Xingyi Zhou, Jiacheng Zhuo, and Philipp Krahenbuhl. 2019. Bottom-up object detection by grouping extreme and
center points. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern recognition. 850—-859.
Chenchen Zhu, Fangyi Chen, Uzair Ahmed, Zhiqiang Shen, and Marios Savvides. 2021. Semantic relation reasoning
for shot-stable few-shot object detection. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern
recognition. 8782—8791.

Jinxiang Zhu, Qi Wang, Xinyu Dong, Weijian Ruan, Haolin Chen, Liang Lei, and Gefei Hao. 2024. FSNA: Few-Shot
Object Detection via Neighborhood Information Adaption and All Attention. IEEE Transactions on Circuits and
Systems for Video Technology (2024).

Juntao Zhu, Guangle Yao, Wenlong Zhou, Guiyu Zhang, Wang Ping, and Wei Zhang. 2022. Feature distribution
distillation-based few shot class incremental learning. In 2022 5th International Conference on Pattern Recognition and
Artificial Intelligence (PRAI). IEEE, 108-113.

Pengkai Zhu, Hanxiao Wang, and Venkatesh Saligrama. 2019. Zero shot detection. IEEE Transactions on Circuits and
Systems for Video Technology 30, 4 (2019), 998-1010.

Pengfei Zhu, Longyin Wen, Dawei Du, Xiao Bian, Heng Fan, Qinghua Hu, and Haibin Ling. 2021. Detection
and tracking meet drones challenge. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence 44, 11 (2021),
7380-7399.

Songhao Zhu and Kai Zhang. 2024. Few-shot object detection via data augmentation and distribution calibration.
Machine Vision and Applications 35, 1 (2024), 11.

Xizhou Zhu, Weijie Su, Lewei Lu, Bin Li, Xiaogang Wang, and Jifeng Dai. 2020. Deformable detr: Deformable
transformers for end-to-end object detection. arXiv preprint arXiv:2010.04159 (2020).



54 Vishal et al.

[239] Alexander Ziller, Julius Hansjakob, Vitalii Rusinov, Daniel Ziigner, Peter Vogel, and Stephan Giinnemann. 2019.
Oktoberfest food dataset. arXiv preprint arXiv:1912.05007 (2019).



	1 Introduction
	2 Comparison with related survey papers
	3 Background on Object detection
	3.1 CNN-based object detectors
	3.2 Transformer-based object detectors

	4 Survey of Few Shot Object Detection Methods
	4.1 Problem Definition and Difference Between FSOD Settings
	4.2 Standard Few Shot Object Detection (FSOD)
	4.3 Generalized Few Shot Object Detection (G-FSOD)
	4.4 Incremental Few Shot Object Detection (I-FSOD)
	4.5 Open-Set Few Shot Object Detection (O-FSOD)
	4.6 Few Shot Domain Adaptive Object Detection (FSDAOD)

	5 Datasets, Evaluation Protocols
	5.1 Dataset details
	5.2 Evaluation Protocol

	6 Result Discussion
	6.1 Discussion on results of Standard FSOD methods
	6.2 Discussion on results of G-FSOD methods
	6.3 Discussion on results of I-FSOD methods
	6.4 Discussion on results of O-FSOD methods
	6.5 Discussion on results of FSDAOD methods

	7 Challenges, Applications and Future Research Directions
	7.1 Challenges
	7.2 Applications
	7.3 Future Research Directions

	8 Conclusion
	References

