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Abstract

The open-set text recognition task is an emerging chal-
lenge that requires an extra capability to cognize novel
characters during evaluation. We argue that a major cause
of the limited performance for current methods is the con-
founding effect of contextual information over the visual
information of individual characters. Under open-set sce-
narios, the intractable bias in contextual information can
be passed down to visual information, consequently im-
pairing the classification performance. In this paper, a
Character-Context Decoupling framework is proposed to
alleviate this problem by separating contextual informa-
tion and character-visual information. Contextual informa-
tion can be decomposed into temporal information and lin-
guistic information. Here, temporal information that mod-
els character order and word length is isolated with a de-
tached temporal attention module. Linguistic information
that models n-gram and other linguistic statistics is sepa-
rated with a decoupled context anchor mechanism. A va-
riety of quantitative and qualitative experiments show that
our method achieves promising performance on open-set,
zero-shot, and close-set text recognition datasets.

1. Introduction

Text recognition is a well-studied task and has been
widely applied in various applications [7]. Most existing
text recognition methods assume characters in the testing
set are covered by the training set. Moreover, consistency
of contextual information between the training set and the
testing set is also assumed. These methods are not adapt-
able to recognize unseen characters without retraining the
model. However, as the language evolves, novel ligatures
(e.g., rare characters, emoticons, and foreign characters)
can be frequently used in a region during a certain period.
For example, foreign characters can be seen frequently in
scene text images as a result of globalization. Hence, it is
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Figure 1. Illustration of the “salience region” [37] of each times-
tamp, showing where the models look at. Base model (top) tends
to seek the help from the context, while our framework (bottom)
focuses more on local character features.

unfeasible if the model needs to be retrained whenever a
“new character” emerges. This task is defined as the open-
set text recognition task [23], as a specific field of open-set
recognition [33] and a typical case of robust pattern recog-
nition [54]. Currently, a few visual-matching-based text
recognition methods are capable to recognize novel char-
acters in text lines [16,23,52].

However, these open-set text recognition methods tend
to be affected by contextual information captured from the
training set. This phenomenon can be seen in the salience
map (Fig. 1) I and is also observed in [41]. In such cases,
feature representation for each character is always mixed
with linguistic information. This could benefit close-set
scenarios where the contextual information bias between
training and evaluation is negligible, as some characters
(e.g. ‘0’ and ‘O’) are hard to separate only by character vi-
sual information (glyph shapes). However, under open-set
scenarios, contextual information could be severely biased
from the training set. Consequentially, existing models may
mistakenly “correct” a character into a wrong one that fits
“better” in the context according to the training set [41].

To alleviate the impact of contextual information over
open-set text recognition, we propose a character-context
decoupling framework allowing explicit separation of char-
acter visual information and contextual information. Con-
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textual information is further decomposed into temporal in-
formation and linguistic information. In general, temporal
information models the number and order of characters in a
word, while linguistic information models n-gram and other
linguistic statistics. Accordingly, a Detached Temporal At-
tention module (DTA) is introduced to model temporal in-
formation and isolate it from visual features. Also, a Decou-
pled Context Anchor mechanism (DCA) is proposed to “ex-
plain away [47]” the linguistic information from character
visual information. In summary, our framework reduces the
confounding effect of training-set contextual information on
visual features, making it less vulnerable to the intractable
contextual information bias under open-set scenarios.

The main contributions of this paper are summarized as
follows:

(1) Proposing a Character-Context Decoupling Frame-
work that improves word-level open-set text recognition by
reducing the effect of contextual information on the visual
representation of novel characters in word-level samples.

(2) Proposing a Detached Temporal Attention module
that reduces the impact of temporal information over the
visual feature extractor.

(3) Proposing a Decoupled Context Anchor mechanism
that enables the separation of linguistic information from
the visual feature extractor.

2. Related Work

Open-set text recognition, as a specific field of open-set
recognition [13,33], is a task that requires the model to rec-
ognize testing-set words that may contain novel characters
unseen in the training set [23]. A few methods [23,52] have
been proposed to address this task. Wan et al. [52] proposed
to match the visual features of the word image with the
glyph image, and to sample the matching results with a class
aggregator. Their method does not scale well on large-scale
character sets due to the size growth of the glyph images
and the similarity maps. On the other hand, OSOCR [23]
generates class centers from individual glyphs with a Pro-
toCNN and matches the class centers with serialized visual
features of the word image. The character-based proto-
type generating design allows reducing the training cost by
mini-batching the label set, thus can be applied to larger
label-sets. However, these methods [23, 52] do not pro-
vide effective approaches to separate contextual informa-
tion, limiting the performance of open-set word-level recog-
nition. Impacts of contextual information are also studied
in [41], which suggests that RNN-free methods are also
prone to contextual information bias. Hence, we propose a
framework that decouples and isolates contextual informa-
tion from character visual information to improve open-set
visual-matching accuracy.

The conventional close-set text recognition tasks can be
considered as a special case where the testing set has zero

novel characters. In most conventional text recognition
methods [3,20,34,44,48], class centers are mostly modeled
as weights in linear classifiers, while visual information and
contextual information are modeled together without ex-
plicit separation. Recently, more methods opt to adopt ded-
icated post-processing fashioned modules [ 1,49] to model
contextual information.

The zero-shot character recognition task is another spe-
cial case of open-set text recognition. Many methods [4, 6,

,43,45] propose to encode each character with a unique
structural representation (e.g., radical or stroke sequences)
for prediction. Recently, a few methods demonstrate capa-
bilities for Korean character recognition [6] and whole word
recognition [16]. Despite performing reasonably well with
large label sets, these methods require language-specific
structural representations of characters, thus limit them to
corresponding languages. In contrast, structure-free meth-
ods like [1, 23] only require a template from a font (or a
printed sample) for each character. This approach benefits
scenarios where little prior knowledge of character compo-
sition can be given, for example, ancient writings of the
Oracle characters. Our method follows the structure-free
scheme and further achieves reliable word recognition ca-
pability by introducing character-context decoupling.

3. Proposed Method

In this work, we propose a character-context decoupling
framework (shown in Fig. 2) to reduce the impact of con-
textual information bias under open-set scenarios, by sep-
arating and isolating character visual information and con-
textual information with the Detached Temporal Attention
module and the Decoupled Context Anchor mechanism.
The framework and its optimization are first formulated in
Section 3.1. Then, a detailed explanation of the less intu-
itive Decoupled Context Anchor mechanism is presented in
Section 3.2. Finally, the Open-set Character-Context De-
coupling network (OpenCCD) is given as an example im-
plementation of our framework in Section 3.3.

3.1. Character-Context Decoupling Framework

The framework takes a sample (word-level image) img
and a character set E' as input, and outputs the predicted
word § : (Jo], ---, Ypg) With the maximum probability given
the sample and character set,

§ = argmax P(y|z, E; ), (1)
Yy

where x is the visual feature representation of all characters
in the sample. We omit the ' and 6 in the following part for
writing convenience. In our framework, we expand P(y|x)
with a predicted length [, using the law of total probability,

maxL

P(ylz) = ) P(llz)P(ylz,0), 2

=1
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Figure 2. Our implementation of the proposed Character-Context Decoupling Framework. In the framework, visual representation of
the sample and character templates are first extracted with the DSBN-Res45 Network [5], then the Detached Temporal Attention module
predicts the word length and samples visual features x[;) for each timestamp. The visual prediction is achieved by matching prototypes
(attention-reduced template features) with the Open-set classifier. Finally, the visual prediction is adjusted with the Decoupled Context
Anchor module, and no adjustment is conducted when there is intractable linguistic information under open-set scenarios.

where maz L is the maximum length of a word. Different
from most existing text recognition frameworks using end-
of-speech [35, 44], segmentation [2 1, 40], or blanks [9, 34]
to handle lengths, our framework explicitly predicts the
length. P(y|x,!) can be further decomposed to contextual
prediction and visual prediction via the proposed Decou-
pled Context Anchor mechanism (detailed in Section 3.2),

Pylz,1)
l l

c€Cy 3)
-1 |qﬂ11/' P(yyle) Plcla. 1),

t=1 t=1

Here, c is the common “context” (linguistic information) of
characters, * models the visual information of all charac-
ters in the input image, and ;) corresponds to the char-
acter visual information of the t" character. Hence, the
optimization goal would be maximizing the log-likelihood
logP(y*|x) of the ground truth label sequence y*,

logP(y*|x)

maxL
=log( Y P(llx)P
=1
(a)
=logP(I*|x) + logP(y* |, ")
r “4)

=logP(I*|z) + > (logP(yjylz(y))
t=1

- CECM
+3tg([ Pyl Pl )
t=1

= - (Llen + Lvis + Lcta:)»

(y*|z,1))

where Licp, Lyis, and L.y, are the corresponding cross-
entropy losses of the three loglikelihood terms. Step (a)
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Figure 3. Causal graph of our Decoupled Context Anchor mecha-
nism.

holds because the correct label can only be predicted when
the length is correctly predicted.

3.2. Decoupled Context Anchor Mechanism

In this work, we propose a Decoupled Context Anchor
mechanism to model and separate the effect of linguistic
information c over character yp;) at each timestamp ¢.

Assumption 1 (A1) We assume the linguistic information
functions as a common-cause of the input visual informa-
tion and the prediction outputs at all timestamps (See Fig.
3). We model the sample image as a “rendered” result of
the label y. Also, we assume the label (words) is gener-
ated according to linguistic information ¢, making the label
y a causal result of c¢. Hence, linguistic context ¢ and the
character-level visual information xp; are the only two di-
rect factors affecting the probability of y; at timestamp ¢,

P(ywle, 2, yi—1--yio, 1 ) = P(ygleg,e), ()
Assumption 2 (A2) The shape (character visual informa-

tion) of a character and its context (linguistic information)



are independent given the character Y] i.e.,

Pz |y, ¢) = Pl lyy)

(6)
< Pz, clyy) = Pz lyp) Plelypy)-

This assumption implies that the linguistic information does
not affect the “style” (font face, color, background, etc.) of
the word, which generally holds in most synthetic datasets
where styles and contents are randomly matched.

Theorem 1: The Anchor Property of Context

Given assumption Al, the probability of a predicted word
y given image x and its length |, P(y|x,l), can be written
as the product of the “anchored predictions” of all times-
tamps, i.e.,

l CEC[t]
P(y|z,l) = H/ P(yplepyg, c)Plcle, 1),  (7)
t=1

and the proof is detailed in Appendix A. Here, the integral
term can be interpreted as an ensemble of “anchored pre-
diction” P(y(y|z}, ) over all possible contexts ¢, which is
similar to the hidden anchor mechanism [15]. Hence, we
call this theorem the anchor property of context.

Theorem 2: The Separable Property of Linguistic Infor-
mation and Character Visual Information

Given Assumption A2, the effect of character visual infor-
mation over the label P(yy|xyy) and the effect of linguistic
information P(yy|c) is separable from contextual predic-
tion P(yp |z, c),

P(ylz) P(yyle)
P(y[t])

Here, P(yp)|z}y) represents the predicted probability of yy
with regard to character visual information xfy, P(yylc)
models the effect caused by linguistic information, and
P(y[) models the character frequency on the training set.
The proof of this theorem is given in Appendix B. This the-
orem suggests that the effect of character visual information
and linguistic information over the prediction can be explic-
itly separated under specific conditions.

Intuitively, P(y}|c) “explains away” [47] the linguistic
information from the visual-based prediction P(yp|xp).
This behavior happens in the backpropagation pass of our
framework during training, where the gradients of L., and
L,;s are accumulated to update the feature extractor. This
is the reason that L.;, needs to be backpropagated, and
also makes L., a regularization term, in terms of enforc-
ing certain properties of the network via backpropagation.
This property differentiates it from the “look-twice” mech-
anisms [ | 1,49] that cut gradients.

Py, ) o< ®)

Theorem 3: Decoupled Context Anchor Mechanism
Combining Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, we have the De-
coupled Context Anchor mechanism,

P(ylz,1)

l l ceCly 9)
“[Ireule) [T/ PaoP.D.
t=1 t=1

Proof of this theorem can be found in Appendix C. The
mechanism further allows explicit separation of linguistic
information and character visual information on the word
level, which provides a way to model and separate linguis-
tic information learned on the training set, resulting in a
feature extractor focusing more on character visual infor-
mation and less affected by the training set linguistic infor-
mation. Considering the anchor property revealed in Theo-
rem 1 and the decoupling nature of Theorem 2, we call this
mechanism the Decoupled Context Anchor mechanism.

3.3. OpenCCD Network

In this section, the Open-set Character-Context Decou-
pling network (OpenCCD, Fig. 2) is given as an example
implementation of our proposed framework. Here, char-
acter set £ : (E,, E.) consists of glyphs from the Noto
font F, and semantic embeddings of the characters E..
The network first extracts visual features of the word im-
ages img and the glyphs F, with the 45-layer ResNet
built with DSBN [5] layers (Res45-DSBN). It shares the
convolutional layers between the glyphs and word images,
while keeping task-specific batch statistics. Three levels of
word features (Fj, F,,,, F},) and the latest feature map F,f
of glyphs are used. The prototypes (class centers) W, are
generated by applying geometric attention to F/. During
training, we mini-batch F, at each iteration to achieve a
reasonable training speed. During the evaluation, the visual
prototypes W, for the whole dataset are cached beforehand,
hence prototype generation yields little extra costs.

Next, the Detached Temporal Attention (DTA) module
is used to predict the length of the word P(l|x), and
the max probable length is detonated as [. Then the DTA
module samples ordered character-level visual features x :
(0], ---» xj)) from the feature map FJ,.

The visual-based prediction P(yy|x;) is then produced
by the open-set classifier. For close-set scenarios, the lin-
guistic information oriented prediction P(y;|c) is pro-
duced via the Decoupled Context Anchor (DCA) mod-
ule. For open-set scenarios where linguistic information
is intractable, P(yp;|c) is treated as a uniform distribution,
which is equivalent to only using the visual prediction.

Detached Temporal Attention In OpenCCD, the de-
tached temporal attention module (Fig. 4) is proposed to
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Figure 4. The proposed detached temporal attention module. We
isolate sequence modeling within the Temporal Attention module,
and zero the gradient of convolution features, w.r.t., the temporal
attention map. Here, GAP indicates a global-average pooling.

predict the sequence length P(I|x). It also sort and sample
character in feature map Fj, via the attention map A. The
module utilizes an FPN to model global temporal informa-
tion from the input feature maps, and decodes them into A
and P(l|z). Since temporal information is not related to in-
dividual character shapes (character visual information), the
module novelly isolates it from input visual feature maps by
cutting the gradients w.r.t. P(I|x) and A. The module then
segments input visual feature map F}, into visual features x
for individual characters according to attention map A and
the most probable length I, allowing only character visual
information backpropagating to Fj, via . In OpenCCD,
P(yy|wpy) is produced by comparing the prototypes with
character-level features Ty,
Oé|3;‘[t]| y[t]is [UNK]

; . (10)
|x[t] |Szm(xm ) y[t]) otherwise,

Py ) o< {

where |z is the L2-Norm of x[;),“[UNK]” indicates un-
known characters, and « is a trainable similarity threshold
for rejection. Sim(w(y, ypy) is defined as

Sim(xpy, ypg) = max  (cos(wy, T)), an

Wy e@b(y[t] )

where 1) returns all prototypes 1(y) C W, associated
with label y;, and each individual prototype w, corre-
sponds to a “case” of character yj).

Decoupled Context Anchor Instead of implementing a
Variational Auto Encoder [19] to estimate the distribution of
linguistic information and estimate the integral with Monte-
Carlo, we approximate the integral with predicted con-
text ¢, which is similar to the conventional anchor mecha-
nisms using only the anchor with maximum prediction like-
lihood [30,31],

CGC[t]
/ Plyle)P(cla. 1) ~P(ygle).  (12)

Combined with Eq. 21, the probability of a predicted char-
acter at timestamp ¢ can be approximated as,

P(ylz) = P(ypglzm) P(yple). (13)

As linguistic information is mostly related to labels, we
estimate the linguistic information ¢ from the predicted la-
bel instead of the feature map. More specifically, the mod-
ule reuses the estimated character probability distribution
Y € (0, 1)l><M : (P(Y[O] |x[0}), ey P(Y[l] |I[l])) with re-
gard to character visual information at each timestamp ¢,
and P(Y[t] |'T[t]) : (P(yﬂ] ‘I[t]), ey P(yﬁﬂx[t])) is the prob-
ability distribution of all characters at timestamp ¢. Then ¢
is estimated with a 4-layer transformer encoder [39] applied
on the expectation of character embeddings,

¢ =Trans(YE,), (14)

where £, € RM*C is the semantic embedding of seen
characters in the training set, hence Y E. interprets as ex-
pectation. T'rans indicates the 4-layer transformer encoder.
Finally, P(Y,|¢) is estimated by comparing character em-
bedding E. to ¢,

P(Yylé) = o(eEl)y, (15)

where o is the softmax function.

Optimization With Eq.12 reducing the integral down to
a standard classification problem, L., in Eq. 4 can be
implemented as a cross-entropy loss like Lj., and L,;s.
Hence, OpenCCD can be optimized with the three equally-
weighted cross-entropy losses.

4. Experiments

The work is based on the OSOCR [23], our code” and
datasets® are released. We conduct experiments on bench-
marks for all three scenarios: open-set word-level recogni-
tion, zero-shot character recognition, and the conventional
close-set word-level recognition benchmarks. Moreover,
the ablative studies for open-set word-level recognition are
also performed. We use the AdaDelta optimizer, the learn-
ing rate is set to 1072, and decreases by every 200k iter-
ations. For word recognition tasks, we provide a “large”
network for an alternative speed-performance trade-off pro-
file closer to SOTA methods, where the large network has
more latent channels in the ResNet45-DSBN backbone.

4.1. Open-Set Text Recognition

We use a collection of Chinese text recognition datasets
as the training set and the Japanese subset of MLT as

Zhttps://github.com/lancercat/VSDF
3https://www.kaggle.com/vsdf2898kaggle/osocrtraining



Table 1. Detailed performance analysis on the open-set text
recognition dataset. Performance data listed in Character Accu-
racy (top) / Line Accuracy (bottom) manner.

Method OSOCR | OSOCR Ours Ours
[23] Large [23] Large

Kana - 18.75 43.55 47.35
0.10 7.52 11.17

Shared - 79.86 76.48 76.53
Kanji 73.81 74.15 74.66
Unique - 71.74 77.50 82.20
Kanji 34.08 48.81 58.33
All - 75.33 77.06 79.74
Kanji 51.64 59.81 65.42
Overall 47.89 49.10 62.16 65.34
29.08 30.08 36.57 41.31

the testing set following OSOCR [23], and all models are
trained for 200k iterations. Quantitative performances are
shown in Table 1 along with SOTA methods, and qualita-
tive samples can be found in Fig 5. The results show over-
all significant performance improvement over OSOCR [23].
Details suggest the performance gain comes from recogniz-
ing unseen characters. The model shows some extent of
robustness over novel characters (text with yellow color in
Fig. 5) like unique Kanjis and Kanas.

Results indicate that characters having close shapes are
the most significant source of mistakes. The reason for
this phenomenon could be pushing all negative classes alike
with hard labels (in contrast to soft-label), which is also
mentioned in fine-grain classification [53]. Blur, text art can
be another major cause for the failure cases, which is ex-
pectable as linguistic information is intractable under open-
set scenarios, consequentially cannot be used to recover the
visually indistinguishable characters.

4.2. Ablative Study

We conduct ablative studies on the open-set text recogni-
tion challenge to validate the effect of decoupling character
visual information and contextual information. In this sec-
tion, we train all ablative models on the same server to min-
imize the confounding factors, the results (Fig. 6) show that
isolating temporal information with the Detached Temporal
Attention module can improve the open-set recognition per-
formance. Also, further separating linguistic information
with the Decoupled Context Anchor mechanism is proved
to yield more improvement.

Intuitively, test-set accuracy curves show that both pro-
posed approaches introduce a steady performance improve-
ment on most iterations. The instability of the curves is
caused by the Line Accuracy metric where one wrong char-

i m,alz,!zg% e
mﬁﬁ; B T

Figure 5. Sample results from the open-set text recognition
task. The figure shows qualitative performance under the “Kana”,
“Unique Kanji” and “Shared Kanji (close-set)” scenarios. The
results for each group are represented with two rows, where the
top row shows the success cases and the bottom shows failure
cases. Text in white indicates seen characters, yellow indicates
novel characters, red indicates recognition error, green indicates
correct results, and purple block indicates rejected results.
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5 30 / Accuracy @ 200k
2 ’r/’/ Method | DTA | DCA | Accuracy
X | Base 31.43
20 |
’!‘ DTA v 34.05

| Full v v 36.57

0 50k 100k 150k 200k
Iterations

Figure 6. Ablative study on modules proposed. X-axis indi-
cates total iteration and Y-axis indicates test-set accuracy. Steady-
preformance gain can be achieved after applying each module
(Red: base model; green: detaching character visual information;
blue: detaching both).

acter can compromise the whole line. We further perform
paired ¢-tests to quantitatively validate the robustness of the
performance improvements. Separating temporal informa-
tion with the DTA module shows a 2.00 ¢-value and 0.06
p-value, while using DCA to separate linguistic information
gives a 5.87 t-value and 1.54 x 1075 p-value. The p-values
suggest we can reject the “two-sided”’(no improvement) null
hypothesis for both approaches. Hence, there is strong ev-
idence that both DTA and DCA can robustly improve the
open-set recognition performance.

Qualitatively, we show the result comparison between
our model and the base model in Fig. 7. Our framework
demonstrates decent robustness improvement against the
linguist information bias compared to the base model by
separating linguistic information and character visual infor-



Table 2. Zero-shot character recognition accuracy on HWDB and CTW datasets. * indicates “online trajectory” data required.

Accuracy (%)
HWDB CTW
Method Venue # characters in training set # characters in training set
500 1000 | 1500 | 2000 | 500 1000 | 1500 | 2000
CM* [1] ICDAR’19 | 44.68 | 71.01 | 80.49 | 86.73 - - - -
DenseRan [46] | ICFHR’18 | 1.70 | 8.44 | 1471 | 63.8 | 0.12 1.50 | 495 | 10.08
FewRan [43] PRL’19 33.6 | 415 | 63.8 | 70.6 | 2.36 | 1049 | 16.59 | 22.03
HCCR [4] PR’20 33.71 | 5391 | 66.27 | 73.42 | 23.53 | 38.47 | 44.17 | 49.79
OSOCR [23] - 46.67 | 72.19 | 79.82 | 84.31 | 27.94 | 48.23 | 58.56 | 63.77
Ours - 90.93 | 94.10 | 94.58 | 95.55 | 58.22 | 68.56 | 74.45 | 77.18
Ds |
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Figure 7. Comparison between our method and the base method.
Green indicates correct predictions, red indicates wrong predic-
tions. Yellow indicates novel characters and white indicates seen
characters.

mation.

4.3. Conventional Benchmarks

Due to the lack of open-set text recognition benchmarks,
we adopt two well-studied special cases to give referenced
comparisons on generalization capability and word recog-
nition capability. Here, we stick to the most applied pro-
tocols in each corresponding community to train, evaluate,
and measure the performances.

Zero-Shot Character Recognition Following the com-
mon protocol in the community [1,4,23,43], we perform the
zero-shot Chinese character recognition benchmarks on the
HWDB [24] and the CTW [50] dataset following [4,23,43].
The model is trained for 50k iterations due to the small size
of the training set. As shown in Table 2, our method shows
a significant performance advantage over existing methods.
Qualitative samples in Fig. 8 show some robustness over
style diversity, slight blur, and other confounding factors.
This also suggests that some degenerates like blur or low-
contrast do not necessarily yield permanent information

Figure 8. Sample results on the zero-shot Chinese Character
recognition benchmarks. Numbers on the left indicates the num-
ber of different classes used for training. Green indicates correct
recognition results, Red indicates wrong ones, and purple block
indicates rejections. Note white does not indicate seen characters,
all test characters are novel.

loss and could be inverted with sufficient well-distributed
training data. We owe part of the robustness difference be-
tween open-set word recognition and this challenge to the
potential language-specific “image style” bias, caused by
factors including different cameras, picture-taking habits in
different corresponding region.

These experiments demonstrate reasonable generaliza-
tion capability compared to the SOTA zero-shot character
recognition methods. This also justifies the choice of the
data-driven latent representation against model-driven rep-
resentations like the radical sequences [4, 6]. Our method
does not require structural knowledge of characters, which
enables potential use to recognize Oracles and other liga-
tures where such knowledge is unknown or not applicable.

Close-Set Benchmarks Finally, we perform experiments
on the conventional close-set benchmarks, where the
method is compared to SOTA text recognition meth-
ods performance-wise and speed-wise. We report both
dictionary-free performance (Table 3) and dictionary-based



Table 3. Performance on conventional close-set benchmarks. * indicates character-level annotation and * for multi-batch evaluation.

Methods Venue Training Set | RNN FPS IITSK  SVT 1IC03 IC13 CUTE
Comb.Best [2] ICCV’19 MIJ+ST Y 36.23 87.9 875 944 923 71.8
SAR [20] AAAT'19 MIJ+ST Y - 91.5 84.5 - - 83.3
ESIR [51] CVPR’19 MIJ+ST Y - 93.3 90.2 - - 83.3
SCATTER [22] CVPR’20 | MJ+ST+Extra Y - 93.7 92.7 963 939 87.5
SEED [29] CVPR’20 MIJ+ST Y - 93.8 89.6 - 92.8 83.6
DAN [44] AAAT20 MIJ+ST Y - 94.3 89.2 950 939 84.4
Rosetta [3] [2] KDD’18 MIJ+ST N 212.76 84.3 84.7 929 89.0 69.2
CA-FCN* [21] AAAT 19 ST N 45 92.0 82.1 - 91.4 78.1
TextScanner*® [40] | AAAT'20 | MJ+ST+Extra N - 93.9 90.1 - 92.9 83.3
Ours-Large - MIJ+ST N 66.91/255% | 91.90 8593 92.38 9221 83.68

c

Table 4. Experiments on lexicon-based close-set benchmarks.
indicates close-set methods and * indicates datasets other than MJ
and ST are used.

Method Venue IIIT5k IC03| SVT
(small/middle) (full)| (50)
AONE€ [9] CVPR’18| 99.6/98.1 96.7 | 96
ESIR® [51] CVPR’19| 99.6/98.8 - 97.4
CA-FCN®* [21] | AAAT’19| 99.8/98.9 - 98.5
Zhangetal.[52] | ECCV’20, 96.2/92.8 9331924
OSOCR-L [23] - 99.5/98.6 | 96.7 | 96.7
Ours-L - 99.8/99.0 | 96.9 | 97.9

performance [52]. More specifically, the model is trained
on MJ [17] and ST [14] following the mainstream technique
of SOTA methods. For evaluation, IIITSk [27], SVT [42],
ICDAR 2003 [25], ICDAR 2013 [18], and CUTE [32] are
used. Our model is trained for 800k iterations due to the
significantly larger training set.

We first compare our method to other open-set text
recognition methods that report their performances on
lexicon-based benchmarks in Table 4, together with some
popular close-set recognition methods. Results show our
method retains reasonable close-set performance compared
to other open-set methods. Our method also reaches
close performance against SOTA close-set methods on this
benchmark. Second, comparisons using the dictionary-free
protocol are shown in Table 3, despite the performances be-
ing slightly lower than the heavy SOTA close-set recogni-
tion methods to trade for faster speed, our method shows
competitive performance against lightweight text recogni-
tion methods. Following community convention [2, 21],
running speed is adopted to measure the cost of the method.
Our method can reach 67 FPS single batched and 255 FPS
multi-batched on a laptop with an RTX 2070 Mobile GPU

(7 TFlops), while only using 2.5 GiB Vram. This justifies
our model as a competitive light-weight method for conven-
tional tasks.

5. Limitations

Despite showing reasonable performances on all
tested scenarios, our method still has some limitations.
Framework-wise, we made a few strong assumptions. First,
we assume the visual feature extractor can be general-
ized to a new language. Despite showing better intra-
language transferring capability than radical-based meth-
ods, it is a little bit too strong to assume robust inter-
language transferring capability. These limitations could be
causing the performance gap between Kanas and Unique
kanjis. Implementation-wise, our method uses a small in-
put (32 * 128 patches) and lacks effective rectification mod-
ules [26,35]. This leads to a very small effective text area,
hence limiting the performance of skewed and curvy sam-
ples. We will discuss how to address these limitations in our
next work.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a Character-Context Decou-
pling Framework for open-set text recognition, which is the-
oretically sound and experimentally feasible. Specifically,
the ablative studies and comparative experiments verify that
our implementation is an effective open-set text recognition
method and a production-ready lightweight text recognition
method under close-set scenarios.
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A. Proof of Theorem 1

Assumption 1 (A1) We assume the linguistic information
functions as a common-cause of the input visual informa-
tion and the prediction outputs at all timestamps (See Fig.
3). We model the sample image as a “rendered” result of
the label y. Also, we assume the label (words) is gener-
ated according to linguistic information ¢, making the label
y a causal result of c¢. Hence, linguistic context ¢ and the
character-level visual information xp; are the only two di-
rect factors affecting the probability of y; at timestamp ¢,

Py |z, , yp—1)--Yjo), L, €)
@

=P(yp |z, z, Prep,,c) (16)
=P(yylz1y, )
where we denote prefix of yj;) as Prey in (a).
Proof.
P(yle,1)
l
= H P(yplz, 1 yp—1)--yjo))
l c€Cly (17)
:H/ P(ypylx, Prey, 1, c)P(clx, 1)
l ceCly
:H/ Plygglagy. o) Plcl. 1),
O

Here, (a) is derived by applying Eq. 16 of Assump-
tion Al. The integral term can be interpreted as an ensem-
ble of “anchored prediction” P(y|xy, c) over all possible
contexts ¢, which is similar to the hidden anchor mecha-
nism [15]. Hence, we call this theorem the anchor property
of context.

B. Proof of Theorem 2

Assumption 2 (A2) The shape (character visual informa-
tion) of a character and its context (linguistic information)
are independent given the character yy, i.e

P(zpylyp, c) = P(xplyy)
(18)
< P(xpy,clyy) = Pleplyp) P((clyp)
Theorem 2: The Separable Property of Linguistic Infor-
mation and Character Visual Information
Given assumption A2 holds, the effect of character vi-
sual information over label P(yy|xpy)) and the effect

of P(yplc) can be separated from contextual prediction
P(yp ey, o):

P(yplzy, c)
P(yp|z) Py c)
P(y[t])
::Pr(y[t], TRy, c)

19)

Proof.

P(ylzpy,c)
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@ Pz ]ye) P(cly) P(y)
N P(zpy,c)

P(y
:ﬂP@;[t]ly[t])P(cly[t])

P(:L'[t],c)
_ Plyy) Plyplep)Plzy) Pygle)Ple)
 P(wy),c) P(ym) P(ym)
P(z)P(c)
1) Py, 0) Plyg)
[t]> Y[e)
_ Py lep) Plygle) Play)
B P(yp) P(zyle)
P(zpy)
=Pr(yu. 21, ) Play|c)
P(zpy)
. Pl ) Plygle)
gPr(y[t},x[t],C) 3y P(m[f]) ;
nyt] P(:(;[t]|y[t])P(y[t]|C)
(i) PT( H x[t],c)
Z PT( > T[t] €)

@
< Pr(ypy, T[4, €).

=P(yple) Py
(20)
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Here, Y is the character set. Step (a) and (b) is derived
using Eq. 18 in assumption A2. Step (c) is derived by apply-
ing Bayesian rule over P(z \y[t]) and canceling ;) . Al-
though Z Pr(
may vary W1th tlmestamp t, but it is the same for all label

Yy at a certain timestamp ¢, hence step (d) holds, despite
the constant factor can change.

1 2[5 € ¢) is not a constant number and



C. Proof of Theorem 3

Combining Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, we have the De-
coupled Context Anchor mechanism,

P(y|z,1)
! c€Cyy 21
“TI Pl [T / Plyple)P(cl, 1),
t=1 t=1
Proof.

l CGC[t]
Plyla,1) = ][ / Plyg e, ) Plcle, 1)
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1 / il ) P (yigle) P(clz, 1)

Pl P(yp)

l l ceC
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O

The visual prediction can be taken out of the integral as
it is not affected by the linguistic information, i.e., c. Here,

-« 23
= P >

and it is a character frequency term related to the word.
During training, 5(y*) only associates with the label, hence
would be constant for a certain label and won’t produce gra-
dient. During the evaluation, as the dictionary and character
frequency are unknown, character frequency would be as-
sumed as uniform, resulting in 3(y) being a constant num-
ber m for all words with length [. Hence, despite vary-
ing from word to word, treating it as a constant does not
affect either training or evaluation. As a result, 5 is omitted
for writing convenience.

D. An Engineering Perspective of OpenCCD

While the main paper puts more stress on the theoret-
ical part of the framework, we present an engineering per-
spective of the OpenCCD framework which focuses on how
things are implemented over what each module does.

Word
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Figure 10. The prototype generation process.

D.1. DSBN-Res45

In this work, the DSBN-Res45 (Fig. 9) is used to encode
word images and glyphs into corresponding visual features.
The DSBN-Res45 backbone is a modified version of the 45-
layer ResNet used in [44]. Here, we replaced all its batch
norm layers with re-implemented DSBN [5] layers. This
adaption is made to alleviate the impact of the bias between
the word image domain and the glyph domain. Specifically,
the network uses the same set of convolution kernels for
both word-level images and glyph images, while using the
domain-specific batch statistics for normalization of each
specific domain. The layout of the regular model is simi-
lar to the original DAN implementation [44], and the large
model simply adds more latent channels to the backbone,
and further details like specific network layout can be found
in the released code. This module is a part of the base model
and is used in all models in ablative studies.

D.2. Prototype Generation

The prototypes generation process is shown in Fig. 10
for each class, the framework first extracts corresponding
visual features of each glyph with the backbone. Then spa-
tial attention is applied to reduce the feature map to a single
feature via the Attn Module. Specifically, the module first
estimates the foreground/background attention mask with a
convolution layer, then reduces and normalizes the feature
map into corresponding prototypes. Same to [23], a la-
bel may possess more than one prototype as each character
can have different “cases”, e.g., ‘N’ and ‘n’.The prototypes
are normalized to alleviate character-frequency related bias.
This module is also a part of the base model and is used in
all models in ablative studies.



Table 5. Important notations in the paper with first occurrence and their brief explanations.

Notation | Occurrence | Explanation
N - Number of glyphs (‘N” and ‘n’ has the same label)
M - Number of characters (labels)
E Fig.2 The collection of the glyph (E,) and semantic embedding (F.)
E. Fig.2 The collection of the glyph (F,) for characters. Each character can have several glyphs
according to how many cases it has.
E, Fig.2 The semantic embedding (E.) for characters. Each character only has one embedding in our
framework.
W, Fig.2 Prototypes generated from E,. W, : R¥V*P N = |E,| and D = 512
1] Eq. 1 Predicted word label, consisted of a ordered sequence of predicted character labels gy
Y Eq. 1 Any word label, consisted of a ordered sequence of character labels yjy.
U1 Eq. 1 ' predicted character.
0 Eq. 1 The trainable parameters of the framework.
T Eq. 1 character visual information of all characters in a word
l Eq. 2 Length of a sequence.
Ty Eq. 3 character visual information of the #*" character in the word
c Eq. 3 Linguistic information.
y* Eq. 4 Ground truth word label, consisted of a ordered sequence of ground truth character labels y["t].
I Eq. 4 Length of the ground truth word.
Ciy Eq. 4 All possible Linguistic information.
Lien Eq. 4 Minus likelihood of the correct length being predicted: —logP(I*|x)
Lyis Eq. 4 Minus likel*ihood of the correct word being predicted according to character visual informa-
tion: — 37, (log P (=)
Lyis Eq. 4 Minus likelihood of the correct word being predicted according to linguistic information:
— Yt log(J <" P(ygylo)P(cla, 1))
Yle] Eq. 5 Any t*" character, applies to any possible character in the character set (means it applies to
predicted and ground truth as well.)
P Ch3.3.3 Function indexes all corresponding prototypes of the input label y;).
Wy Ch3.3.3 A row in W,,.
¢ Ch3.34 Context predicted via transformer. ¢ € R P
Yy Ch3.3.4 | The probability distribution at time stamp t: P(Yg]z() : (P(yfyla)s - Pyl 121))
Y Ch3.34 The probability distribution at all time stamps:
Y € (0, 1)l><]\/[ : (P(Y[O] |x[0])7 ey P(Y[l] |$[l]))

D.3. Data, Training, and Evaluation

The training and evaluation and models for most ex-
periments (all except dictionary-based close-set experi-
ments) are now released to Kaggle*. For the open-set task,
the training dataset is built by aggregating the following
datasets: RCTW [36], Chinese and Latin subset of the MLT-
2019 dataset [28], LSVT [38], ART [10], and CTW [50].
The training character set contains 3755 Tire-1 Simplified
Chinese characters, 52 Latin characters, and 10 digits. Ver-
tical Samples and samples containing characters outside of
the training character set are removed from the training set

“https://www.kaggle.com/vsdf2898kaggle/osocrtraining

(samples with Tradition Chinese Characters are removed as
well). The evaluation dataset contains 4009 horizontal im-
ages from the Japanese subset of the MLT-2019 dataset and
the testing character set includes 1460 characters appearing
in the evaluation set, making a total of 1461 different classes
adding the “unknown” class. For the close-set model, we
use exactly the same datasets as DAN [44], which adopts the
most used MJ [17]-ST [14] combo as the training set. For
the zero-shot Character recognition tasks, we reuse the split
from OSOCR [23], which follows HCCR’s protocol [4].
Note that like HCCR [4], few methods made the exact split
of seen and novel characters public.

During training, a label sampler is used to sample a sub-



set of characters during each iteration like OSOCR. For
word-level tasks, the model processes data is similar to
DAN [44]. Specifically, the model takes 32*128 RGB
clips, where the images are resized keeping aspect ratio and
center-padded into 32*128 with zeros for both training and
testing. The common dictionary-free protocols are used for
all word-level evaluations. For character recognition tasks,
the model treats character images like word images, despite
the clip size being set as 32*%64 to speed up. For all three
tasks, we use Notofont as the glyph provider, where each
character is rendered and centered to 32*32 binary patches.
The training processes are mostly the same with DAN [44]
except for adding a prototype generation process.

For evaluation, the most popular evaluation protocol, the
Line Accuracy is used to measure word recognition perfor-
mance following the community. The Character Accuracy
(1-NED) is also used as compensation for open-set word
recognition tasks to give an intuitive insight on the recogni-
tion quality per character. For the zero-shot Chinese Char-
acter recognition task, Character Accuracy and Line Accu-
racy is the same number, simply called Accuracy by the
community.

E. Extra Details
E.1. Notations

We made a notation table (Table 5) to include all used no-
tations in this paper. In most cases, hat (7) indicate the max
probable prediction, and asterisk (.*) indicates the ground
truth. Bold notations indicate vectors and capital alphabets
indicate matrices, sets, or distributions.

E.2. About Related Work

Despite the proposed Decoupled Context Anchor mech-
anism (DCA) uses a transformer to model contextual infor-
mation, this work is not directly related to the transformer-
based methods [8, 12,55]. Structure-wise, the transformer
in our method is a BERT-style transformer encoder, also
used in [11,49], while [8, 12, 55] uses GPT-style trans-
former decoders.  Purpose-wise, the transformer in this
work is used as a regularization term (which is the direct
reason we backpropagate to the feature encoder). Instead,
[11,49] use the transformer as a post-process module by
cutting the gradient flow (Note [49] did not clarify this in
their paper, but you can see it from their officially released
code). Conventional transformer-based methods directly
decode the CNN features into prediction sequences. There-
fore, the DCA module is different in terms of structure and
motivation.
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