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Abstract—Image understanding is an important research T
domain in the computer vision due to its wide real-world EEEREREERUANNNT
applications. For an image understanding framework that ugs PREEIEIIIRRRINELS

the Bag-of-Words model representation, the visual codebdo A HHHHET

=

is an essential part. Random forest (RF) as a tree-structure  [ssssisiicniinei

discriminative codebook has been a popular choice. However [}iiiiitiatiiniin

the performance of the RF can be degraded if the local patch b L

labels are poorly assigned. In this paper, we tackle this piolem : (0.40,0.6B)
by a novel way to update the RF codebook learning for a more .

discriminative codebook with the introduction of the soft dass (@) Conventional Approach (b) Our Proposed

labels, estimated from the pLSA model based on a feedback

scheme. The feedback scheme is performed on both the image Fig. 1: (a) Weakly supervised learning by local patches. It

and patch levels respectively, which is in contrast to the ate- s clear that not all the local patches (i.e. red region) ia th

of-the-art RF codebook learning that focused on either imag or image are belong to the "Face” class label. (b) Our proposed

patch level only. Experiments on 15-Scene and C-Pascal da&ls — othod with the use of soft assignment where the local patche

had shown the effectiveness of the proposed method in image . d ol label ivelv ind dently. ”

understanding task. are assigned class labels comparatively independently. "O
indicates the object and "B” indicates the background. Best
viewed in color.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent studies on image understanding have shown to
flavour part-based representation such as the Bag—of—word? .
(BoW) model [10], [12]-[T4], [17], [I0], [21]. Each image ©/ass label (e.g. t‘he ba}ckground patches (red reglon) §h_ou|
given as a set of local patches is represented by a histogram Ot Pelong to the ‘Face’ class label). As such, during tragni
codewords. Given the codeword representations, topiodisc "€ RF codebook, the background patches which are wrongly
ery model such as the pLSA modgl[11] has been successfull beled in this case will greatly degrade the discrimiretiv
applied to semantic image clustering and unsupervisedilgar POWer of the RF codebook.
for object categorization and scene understanding. It bas b _ .
shown that the visual codebook, which is typically obtained " this paper, we present a novel way of learning the RF

: by introducing the soft class labels, estimated from theALS
by the k-means clustering of the local patcHes [10]] [141][2 Y 9 * :
isya crucial part to achie\?e good perfo?mance.[ [ [ model based on a feedback scheme. Particularly, we adapt

the RF node split strategy to account for the soft class $abel

On the other hand, discriminative codebooks have clearlybtained from the initial weak pLSA classifier. The feedback
shown advantage compared to its counterpart (e.g. k-meansgheme can be performed on the image and patch levels
when the ground-truth class label of the training image isespectively; and we anticipated that the RF re-learning) an
given. Random Forest (RF)[I13], [17], an ensemble of degisio the pLSA re-training in the close feedback loop will improve
trees with randomization, appears to be a very fast alguarith the discriminative power of the codebooks. Experiments on
compared to the k-means codebook where the clustering5-Scene and C-Pascal datasets have shown that the proposed
and vector quantization process are highly time-demandingodebook outperforms the state-of-the-art methods such as
Besides, the RF also shows its discriminative power as afi3], [17].
effective codebook for object categorization and segntiemta
However, this advantage is heavily relied on the accuracy of This rest of the paper is arranged as follows: Secfidn I
the ground-truth class label. For example, let us assuntéiiha discusses the recent developments in related topics imgjud
ground-truth class label in Figutella is belong to the ‘Facethe visual codebook learning and topic model. Secfioh I
class, and hence all the local patches for the image will beletails the proposed framework. We show the experimental
associated with the ‘Face’ class label. However, we canlglea results in Sectiof IV. Finally, discussions and conclusioa
notice that not all the local patches are belong to the ‘Facedrawn in Sectiol Y-MI, respectively.
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Fig. 2: An overview of the proposed feedback framework. Theslwotted line indicates patch information from the RF and
pLSA, while orange dotted line indicates the image levebinfation from the pLSA. Best viewed in color.

[I. RELATED WORK while the other represents the background (e.g. book, sky)

Visual codebook learning is an essential pipeline in theby codewords. Similar to other clustering methods, the pLSA

BoW representation. In order to find the optimal codewordsaISO requires to find the optimal number of topics to represen
UNsu erF\)/ised methods such as the k-mg@ 21] and k& particular image effectively. In this paper, we employ the

P LSA to estimate the soft class label for the training data. |
tree [18] had been employed. However, recent research wo

, . . ! rn, these soft class labels are combined together toare-le
focused on learning the visual codebook using labeled 'mage(enhance) the RF codebook and follow by re-train the pLSA
(i.e. supervised manner), in order to have a better disnemi

tion on the codebook learning. model in a novel feedback scheme.

In summary, our main contribution is the introduction of

a special feedback scheme where the soft class labels
: : . om a topic model are used to update the RF learning for

means is a popular choice. For instance, Moosmann et al. [1? LY
used the image classification results from the RF as a fe&dba more dlscr|m|nat_|ve codebook. The feedback scheme can be
mechanism in the interest point detector to create a saiend €/ formed on the image and patch levels respectively for the
map. The object location from the saliency map was then uSelagzringealrJen(tjoer[igr(]:glr?\?eﬁisokﬁaslLé(c:)rlluf[iiof%?f%gl?i;]s i:;oi;eiﬁgerlor
in re-learning the RF for a better codebook. We denote thi P . ; : . .
approach as the patch-level feedback scheme. Krapac et oth the image-level information, estimated from the topic

[13] proposed another variant of feedback scheme in the RETOde" as well as the patch-level information, estimatednfr

re-learning. They performed codebook learning by alténgat oth the topic model and RF codebook respectively. This is in

the quantizers and classifiers to maximize the classifiluatioContrary to [17] that only employs the patch-level inforioat

performance. In each split node, the data set is separaied inand [I3] that only employs the image-level information.

the training and validating set to evaluate the classifiaalfy,
the results from the classifier are feedback to the nodes for I1l. METHODOLOGY
the optimal node splitting. Similar joint learning apprbas

between the dictionary and the classifier were also studiegi

According to [4], RF which offers discriminative charac-
teristics compared to the generative approaches such &s the

The proposed method is illustrated in Figlile 2. First, we
arn a weak RF using the local patches that are associatied wi
e ground-truth image class label. Treating the RF leagaod
feedback scheme that utilizes both the image and patclh-levglS codewords, we build the_ BoW representation from the RF
is proposed. In particular, we utilize the topic model foe th cogegoot._Sec%ndl}[/, wet'gralrlatvr\]/eak ?tLSIA mtl)dsllfror_lr_] t.risF
soft assignment on image and patch labels to further improv%)e;bscok slrcl,hoermeer V\(/)hgfemt]ﬁeesof(te gl?;\ ssc gsbselg f?osrﬁ tma V\)//eak
the RF learning for a more discriminative codebook. . .

topic model are used to update the RF (re-learning), and

Topic models are widely applied in image classificationfollow by a new (enhanced) pLSA model is trained from the
[20]. The topic models are particularly effective when pajr  refined RF codebook. The feedback scheme will iterate until
with the BoW representation, where the models group ambiguthe convergence criteria is satisfied. Finally, classifcais
ous codewords together and generate a topic distributien ov performed using the converged pLSA model.
a codebook. One of the most popular topic model is the pLSA
[11] which serves as a mid-level clustering method and toes A
find the relationship of codewords. The codewords are grbupe
together for some meaningful representations. For instaac We start with a weak classifier construction by a RF
"Face” class image as illustrated in Figure 1a where ideallicodebook and a pLSA model from a set of labeled training
the pLSA will cluster the image regions into two parts. Oneimages. The RF as an ensemble of the random decision trees
part represents the face by grouping eyes, hairs and mouthisy bagging provides a very fast way of codebook learning and

in [3], [16], [24]) and we denote these approaches as th
image-level feedback scheme. However, in this paper, dapec

Initial RF codebook learning and pLSA model training



guantization. Moreover, when the class labels are availabl

has an advantage as a discriminative codebook. The random — p(w;|z)p(zk|dn) . (6)
decision tree is constructed using a random subset of the Z?le(wﬂzk)p(z”dn)

training data with replacement. The labeled training insage

Iy = {w;,1;} at a specific nod&, wherex;, I; are the feature In here, it is assumed thatz;|d,,) has a close relationship
vectors of the local patches and the corresponding clastslab to the image-level soft class labglc,,|d,,), and so we can
respectively, are recursively splitted into I€ft and right/,  estimatep(c,,|d,,) from the available labeled training images
subsets, according to a set of threshdldand a split function  wherec is the object class, and: is the number of classes.

p(zklev dn)

[, as Concrete_ly, we define a Dominant Topic representai’l,grfpr
I = {a; C I )< T I = I\ I 1 eache,,, i.e. a set ofz, that are representative for_ a part_lculfir
= Ao C Inlf@) <Tih I = I\ Iz @ classe,,. So, we can calculate class-specific topic distribution
At each split node, a random subset of the features ar@<zk|dm) as:
generated and compare fB. The ones that maximize the > p(zk|dn)

. . . . d _ ncm 7
expected information gaif\E are selected. Specifically, at p(zkldm) = W )
each split node: m=1P{Zk|0m

_ Iy | 1 | ' Then, for z;, that satisfy the conditiop(zx|d.,) > 1/K,
AE = EllN) 1§R | Iy |E(Ii)’ @ e assign to7,,, and compute(c,,|d,,):
E(I) = p(l;) (log2 p(li)), (3) ol = et p(zldn) -
where E(I]) is the Shannon Entropy of the probability class PRCm Zn]‘f:lp(cmwn) '

histogramp(l;) of the training imaged. The leafnodes of alll

the trees in the forest will serves as a codebook. Then, the However, every local patch has different probability value
feature vectors; are quantized by the learnt RF codebook tobased on the relationship between the codewargsand
form the BoW representation. Initial pLSA model is trained patch feature vectors;. During the quantization process;
from the BoW whose elemertw;, d, } stores the number of s represented by codewords, wherd = R x S and R is
occurrences of a codeword, in the imaged,,, wherej is  the total number of trees used in codebook learning, whiile
number of codewords and is the number of images. The is the total leafnodes per tree. Conventionally, eaglyives a
image topicsz;, are selected accordingly to the image-specificclass probability based on the local patchész;). However,
topic distributionp(zx |d,, ), wherek is number of topics. These we treat eachw; as an individual ‘class’, and sp(c|z;) can

parameters are estimated by maximizing the log-likelihoothe rewritten as codeword probability of the feature vector,
algorithm as: p(wj|z;):

K
p(dn,w5) = p(dn) Y p(ws|21)p(zk]dn), (4)
k=1

~| =

R S

plwjlz) = =YY plwn|as). )
and we can estimate the image-specific topic distribution r=ls=1
P(zi|dy,) by The image-patch-specific topic distributiop§z|z;, d,,) are

K then determined by summing the correspondifg;|x;):

p(wjldn) = > p(wjlzr)p(zk|dn), ()
=2 vl _ __pladwpdp(uile) g
Sy plzklwy, d)p(w; |2:)
] . ) ] In order to estimate the soft class labels for each localhestc
In this paper, we introduce a soft class label in which the, (., |2, d,), we utilize p(z;|2;,d,,) and 7,,. As before, the
local patches are assigned class labels comparativelpémde 7. 'is a representation that is defined basecpon|d,,) (i.e.
dently. As to one image, the local patches in the object regjio 3 set of2,, that significantly represents,,), hence allz; that

are assigned the labels with respect to the object classe§e|ong to the same,, will share the samd;,. With this, we
while the local patches in the background regions are asdign can computey(c,, |z;, d,,) as:

to background labels. The feedback in the image and patch
level assigns confidences to different class labels to every > plzn|zi, d)
single patch, which produce discriminative label to pasche p(em|zi, dy) = k]\ng k|75, Tn)
in different regions. This is in contrast to the conventiona Yo P(emlxi, dy)
solutions [13], [1¥7] where all the local patches in the same

image are assigned the same image label. The confusions c&€n Feedback mechanism

be caused in the codebook learning when the local patches

: : ; In order to re-learn (enhance) the weak RF codebook, we
gggjiglgdl?n tlgizj)r%(ground are assigned labels of objects &¥se the soft class label estimated from the topic model i@ect

[M=B]. Since «; labels change from hard assignmeiit;) to

The soft class labels are estimated frpfa.|d,,) (i.e. from  soft assignmenp(c,,|z;, d,), we refine the spliting criterion
the initial pLSA model), and hence we can calculate the image- Shannon EntropyE in Eq.[3 and we compute the new
codeword-specific topic distribution(zx|w;, d,,) as: probability class histogram’(l;) as:

p(zklTi, dy)
B. Soft class labels

(11)



4 - N\ Algorithm 1 Proposed Framework
B = . Require: A set of labeled training image patchés;,;}.
— [gﬁé’u“bh |:> o) Ensure: All parameters are set: total number of tréestotal
[”] m»}, R Codebook | | Toplc Model framework number of leafnode&’ and total number of topicsg
e Initial Joint i-Pat feedback framework 1. Initial |earning of the RF USingI’i, lz}
2. Initial training of the pLSA model using the BoW
il histogram based on the initial RF as in step 1.
t repeat
: T ‘ n a. Infer soft class labelg(c,,|x;,d,) to associate with
= |:> labele(.i fmd'unlabeled | S \" [ €X;.
E fraining images ? ? b. Re-learn RF using; that associated with correspond-
? ing p(cml|xi, dy).
. Classification c. Re-train the pLSA model based on the initial RF as in
step 2b.

Semi-supervised Learning setting . L e
. J until Convergence criteria is satisfied

3. Classification using the final pLSA model.

Fig. 3: Semi-supervised learning for the proposed framkwor

IV. EXPERIMENTS

Y — plem|zi, dn) 12 In the experiment, we employed 15-Scene and C-Pascal
pls) = M p(emlzi,dn) (12)  datasets to test the effectiveness of the proposed frarkewor
m=1 A and as a comparison to the state-of-the-art methods. The 15-

Other settings of the RF codebook is remain the same. Thecene datasef [114] consists of both indoor and outdoor scene
an enhanced pLSA model is trained from the new Bow base#nages. Each class consists of 200-400 images with 300

on the refined RF codebook. 250 pixels respectively. The C-Pascal datakét [5] is cdeate
based on the bounding box annotations for each object class
D. Classification from the PASCAL VOC challenge 2008 dataset [9]. As such,

. . . . ... ... the classification can be evaluated in a multi-classesngetti
Finally, we estimate the image-specific topic distributionTps gataset contains 4450 images from 20 object classés wit

of the test imagep(zx|diesy) as: varying object poses and background clutters.
K For both datasets, we perform dense SIFT on a patch size
Wi ldiacd) = Wiz 022 | drees). 13 = 8 and step size- 4. We choose a small patch size and step
P(w]dres) ;p( il )P (zldresd (13) size as some of the images in the C-Pascal dataset are low

In order to estimate the image-level soft class label of tesﬁesolution. Beside that, for any image with edge00 pixels,

. 9 - will be resized to 300 pixel but the aspect ratio is retdine
imagep(cm|drest), We usep(zi|dies) and similar7,, from the e RE codebook settings, we use 10 random trees with 100
SectiorlTI-B: leafnodes, resulting in 1000 codeword histogram. For legrn

> ke, P(k|diesy) (14) the pLSA, we use 20 topics and 100 training images for the
M (e diesd) 15-Scene dataset, while 30 training images for the C-Pascal

A set of class-specific thresholds,, are identified from the dataset.

soft class labels of a set of training images:,|dyain). For ~ Experimental result: For the 15-Scene dataset results that

images thap(c,, |dies)) > hm, it will be denoted as the correct depicted in Tabldll, it is noticed that our proposed method

classification. Algorithnflll summarizes the proposed methodoutperform the state-of-the-art method ScSRM) [23] with an
improvement of 2.2%. Though the improvement seems narrow,

E. Semi-supervised Learning one must note that the employed ScSPM is in the opti-

mum settings as published in their paper. To have a better

In a real world, however, few data are labeled and Obtainin%nderstanding of the performance of the ScSPM and our
exhaustive annotation is impractically expensive. As such

. . ' roposed solution, we reimplemented the ScSPM into two
the semi-supervised methods have been studied. In order&; P b

p(Cm|dtest) =

i fferent configurations: (ScSPN - a 1024 bases with no
show the capability of the proposed met.h(_)d when confronte patial Pyramid Matching (SPM), and (ScSPM a 64 bases
with with the unlabeled data in the training image set, we,,

how h h h qf K b ded ith 3-level SPM. Both configurations will result in 1000
show here how the proposed framework can be extended {9, qqq/codewords that is similar to our proposed framevark f
the semi-supervised learning paradigm. Conventionalig, t

. . . ; . i fair comparison. Again, the proposed method outperforms
RF cannot deal with semi-supervised learning since it need??1e ScSPM and ScSPM with improvement of 19.35% and
image class labels for each features associated with it whejyy 490, respectively. Compare to the ERC-forEt [17] which
training. Inspired by[[15], we d|s_cover a.p053|b|llty to end is a patch-level feedback scheme solution, we also perform
the proposed framework to semi-supervised method. Refer (9o o5 e have 8.64% improvement. This has shown that the
Figurel3, all the operations are similar as to Algorifim 1epic £pc orect is affected by the wrongly labeled local patches.
we will estimate the soft class labels for both the labeled an

unlabeled training images. Although we are slightly weaker (i.e. a very small margin



TABLE I: Accuracy (in terms of %) on the 15-Scene DatasetTABLE Ill: Convergence analysis (accuracy) for 15-Scené an

and comparison to the state-of-the-art methods C-Pascal datasets in different training settings.
ni 1 Numb f Initial 1st Best
Labeled training image 10 [ 100 ‘ Dataset ‘ | Num delg]‘;geSH . Iter:tion‘ Convergence‘ st ‘
Total training image 100 [ 15 Scene]| 10 [ 76.19% | 76.63% | 77.38% | 77-38% |
ERC Forest[[1]7] 4005 | 73.84 | 15 Scene| 100 || 76.10% | 81.45% | 82.48% | 82.48% |
H CPascal 5 72.51% 75.56% 75.81% 75.81%
Tree Quantizer [13] 48.14 | 83.60 I CPascaII 30 H 67.81% I 85.20% I 84.77% I 85.20% I
Proposed method 77.38 | 82.48
KSPM [14] 81.40
KC 76.67 %
ScSPM [[23] 80.28 o
ScSPM, base 1024, no SPM 63.13
ScSPM, base 64, 3 level SPNI 71.99 851
g80*
§ 75F -5 labeled
TABLE II: Accuracy (in terms of %) on the C-Pascal dataset ol o 10 lahered
and comparison to the state-of-the-art methods 20 labeled
65 -+-25 labeled
~4-30 labeled,
Algorithm Accuracy (%) 60 in‘it 151‘ fo co‘nv best
Multiple features + rank [8] 45.50
LP+ITML (best case)[b] (5 training) 36.40 ; . ; _ i
NN with active learning using SpDSIFTI[7 39,80 Fig. 4: Analysis on C-Pascal dataset, specifically the cenve
RALF [6] 37.30 gence analysis in semi-supervised learning. init: Resylt b
GP-OA-Var [1] (area under AUC) 76.26 initial pLSA,; 1st fb: Result for first feedback; conv: Conver
Proposed method (30 training, 5 labeled 75.81 gence result; best: Best result achieved out of all itena3@st
Proposed method (30 training, 30 labeled) 85.29 viewed in color.

of 1.12%) to the Tree Quantizel [13] when labeled trainingg|assification model.

image = 100, in our experiment, we used a simple dense SIFT

feature compared to their work, which sampled features ofsemi-supervised learning: In Table [, for the 15-Scene
the original image scale, as well as at four down-sampledlataset, our SSL settings (i.e. 10% of the total traininggena
versions (i.e. each time, the image is re-scaled by a factods labeled training image) have comparable result to the-sta
of 1.2). Also, in their work, they used 15 (class)10 (trees) of-the-art solutions despite limited labeled training gea are

x 100 (leafnodes) for their codebook representation in the 15available. Note that this amount of labeled training images
Scene dataset experiment, which is a lot larger to ours, angery limited, and very close to unsupervised learning using

thus resulting in much higher computational cost compaved tthe SCSPM. Our proposed method are weaker to both the
our proposed method.. KSPM and ScSPM for 4.02% and 2.90% respectively, but

we have an improvement of 14.25% and 5.39% compare to
For the C-Pascal dataset results show in Table Il, our proScSPN, and ScSPM respectively. This shows the flexibility
posed method yet again outperform the conventional seisitio and effectiveness of our proposed method working in the
[1], [5]-[8l. Even with a lower amount of labeled training SSL environment. In the meantime, the ERC forest and Tree
images (i.e. only 5 labeled in 30 training images), the psego  Quantizer methods degrade drastically to around 50% acgura
method still capable to achieve comparable performanee (i.in this SSL environment, because both methods can only
rank 2 overall) with an accuracy of 75.81%. utilized the labeled training images during the RF learning

. . Therefore, the number of images used during the RF learning
Convergence (comparison to conventional pLSA)Based g very limited, and results in poor performance. Bear in

onhTabIeEI]], we t[jeat e"é‘:h stage of Ithe.fproposzd feedbacking that our classifier is based on the pLSA topic model,
scheme as an independent pLSA classifier, and report thgyich js o generative approach. Therefore, we believe Heat t

results in iteration basis. Results of the first feedbackofith | ssification result can be better if a hybrid approach 4gJin
methods tend to be very close to the final converged resultg, applied.

This is expected because the first feedback and the following
feedbacks (iteration) have the same amount of features and The C-Pascal dataset result is explained in Figlire 4, where
soft class labels to learn the RF codebook, comparing to weatke experiments are conducted with the amount of labeled
pLSA model which is build based on a limited number of training images increase gradually by 5. The experiments
labeled training images. Therefore the improvement on thelearly show the improvement from the feedback mechanism
initial learning and after the first feedback is more sigaific ~ for various settings. Also, fully labeled settings doesgtes-
Also, the final convergence result doesn’t necessary to e thsary provide the best result because there will be more local
best classification model, e.g. in Figure 4, the final converpatches that are wrongly labeled in the initial learningjolih
gence models in the C-Pascal dataset that employed 10, 2@eaken the initial RF. With considerable amount of unlathele
and 30 labeled training images respectively, are not thé besraining images (i.e. in the experiment, roughly half ofnfro
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(a) CALsuburb

(b) Inside city  (c) MIT tall building

(d) MIT street (e) Industrial (f) Living room

(d) Cat (e) Potted plant (f) Sofa

Fig. 5: p(c|x, d) visualization (right column) on selected im- Fig. 6: p(c|z,d) visualization (right column) on selected im-

ages (left column) in the 15-Scene dataset. Best viewed iages (left column) in the C-Pascal dataset. Best viewed in
color.

color.

the total training images), the RF have high chances to b&13110 and the Bright Sparks Programme (BSP) from the

enhanced by the unlabeled training images with the feedbaddniversity of Malaya.

mechanism, and able to achieve better results.

V. DISCUSSION (1]

For the proposed method to work effectively, the soft class
labels play a major role. In here, we visualize the imagetpat |
specific class distributiop(c|x, d) to review the effects of soft
class labels during the codebook updating process. Visali  [3]
tion of p(c|z,d) for the 15-Scene and C-Pascal datasets arey,
illustrated in Figurd 346 respectively. We show thdt|x, d) [5]
represents a rough silhouette to the original image. Besite
high probability area (white area) normally reflects thee=tg (6]
of the image, that is reflects the characteristic of the image
especially objects in the imagg(c|x, d) can be considered as [7]
an error reduction in the RF learning. By assigning backgdou
patches as low probability area, we reduce the probabiiay t (8]
the background patches are employed in the RF node splitting|o
and hence improve the RF discriminative power. 110]

On another aspect, the computational cost of the proposed
method depends on the number of iterations as one iterati
consists of RF codebook learning and pLSA learning. How-1z)
ever, subsequent iterations get accelerated as we justtribge
learning process by using soft class labels instead of argdin [13]
class labels. [14]

VI. CONCLUSION
[15]

In this paper, we proposed a novel feedback framework
which utilizes the discriminative RF codebook learning and!*6!
generative classifier learning in image understanding. thsk [17]
achieve that, we estimate soft class labels from the ipti®A
model and RF codebook to update the RF codebook iterativeIE}B]
until convergence is reached. We show that this frameworlg;
can be applied in SSL paradigm as well. The future work
is to investigate different feature extraction parametdfect  [20]
(e.g. patch size and step size) on the soft class labeldgrigarn [21]
Besides, we are also interested to find a more robust way for

the convergence decision. [22]
[23]
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