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Abstract

Fine-grained open-set recognition (FineOSR) aims to
recognize images belonging to classes with subtle appear-
ance differences while rejecting images of unknown classes.
A recent trend in OSR shows the benefit of generative mod-
els to discriminative unknown detection. As a type of gener-
ative model, energy-based models (EBM) are the potential
for hybrid modeling of generative and discriminative tasks.
However, most existing EBMs suffer from density estima-
tion in high-dimensional space, which is critical to recog-
nizing images from fine-grained classes. In this paper, we
explore the low-dimensional latent space with energy-based
prior distribution for OSR in a fine-grained visual world.
Specifically, based on the latent space EBM, we propose
an attribute-aware information bottleneck (AIB), a resid-
ual attribute feature aggregation (RAFA) module, and an
uncertainty-based virtual outlier synthesis (UVOS) module
to improve the expressivity, granularity, and density of the
samples in fine-grained classes, respectively. Our method is
flexible to take advantage of recent vision transformers for
powerful visual classification and generation. The method
is validated on both fine-grained and general visual classi-
fication datasets while preserving the capability of generat-
ing photo-realistic fake images with high resolution.

1. Introduction
Open-set recognition (OSR) aims to recognize samples

of known classes and reject the unknown in an open-
world [2, 22, 60]. Because of its importance to trustwor-
thy AI applications such as autonomous driving [3, 69] and
medical diagnosis [55], this topic has received increasing
attention in recent years. However, most existing OSR lit-
erature [1, 2, 6, 38, 59–62, 73] ignore the class granularity
of samples in an open-world. For example, identifying a
bird image as unknown by a model trained on multiple bird
species is much more difficult than identifying an elephant
image as unknown by a model trained on cat and dog im-
ages. Thus, to perform well on fine-grained recognition,
class granularity needs to be valued in OSR.

∅

𝛽
𝛼

“albatross”

unknown

𝑥

𝑧

𝑦

Figure 1. Hybrid modeling of discrimination and generation for
open-set recognition. The ϕ, β, and α are deep neural networks.

Existing OSR approaches primarily focus on open-set
classes of coarse granularity, and assume that more unseen
classes indicate higher openness in testing [60]. Recently,
[62] re-defined the openness over the inter-class similarity.
and advocates that OSR models should perform well when
the extremely hard unknowns (i.e. unknown examples are
the most similar to known class samples) exist in testing.
Such a definition of openness implies that fine class granu-
larity poses high openness in an open world. However, to
the best of our knowledge, it has not been studied how to
take the class granularity into account in OSR modeling.

The challenges of fine-grained OSR (FineOSR) lie in
that the visual appearance of images from closed- and open-
set classes are very similar such that the low-level details of
images and class attributes are vital in model design. How-
ever, on one hand, existing fine-grained visual recognition
(FGVR) methods [16, 41, 74, 79] are not applicable to the
open set though effective on a closed set. On the other hand,
to manage the separability between the known and the un-
known, state-of-the-art OSR approaches [6, 21, 38, 53] rely
on deep generative models to generate the unknown, which
requires high dimensionality to represent the fine-grained
classes. Therefore, how to achieve good separability be-
tween fine-grained classes with awareness of class granu-
larity in a low-dimensional space is technically challenging
and under-explored in literature.

To tackle these challenges, we resort to hybrid model-
ing of classification and generation for images from fine-
grained classes in an open world, as shown in Fig. 1. The
intuition behind the auxiliary generation task is that the gen-
erative modeling naturally supplements the discriminative
OSR objective with fine-grained features of low-level image
details. Thanks to the recent advances in the energy-based
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model (EBM) [18, 25], it is promising to formulate the dis-
tinctly different objectives of discriminative and generative
problems in a principled way. Moreover, to mitigate the dif-
ficulty of density estimation in a high dimensional space of
EBMs, recent latent space EBMs [49, 51, 52, 71, 83] intro-
duces the energy prior in a low-dimensional space, which
pushes this line of research towards real-world practice.

Therefore, we propose to formulate the FineOSR task by
a low-dimensional latent space EBM. In a nutshell, we de-
velop the latent space EBM framework, which takes into
account the expressivity, granularity, and density of the
fine-grained classes in an open-world. To improve the ex-
pressivity of EBM latent features, we propose an attribute-
aware information bottleneck (AIB) objective to train the
latent space EBM. To address the fine granularity of class
representation, we explicitly disentangle the holistic latent
feature into attribute-specific features by residual attribute
feature aggregation (RAFA). Lastly, benefiting from the
generative density estimation of EBM, we introduce the
uncertainty-aware virtual outlier synthesis (UVOS) to gen-
erate virtual unknown samples in the latent space, which
could reduce the open space risk of each known class.
The proposed method takes advantage of the principled
Bayesian probabilistic modeling such that both the fine-
grained OSR and photo-realistic visual generation are si-
multaneously learned in an end-to-end manner.

Experimental results on fine-grained visual datasets
CUB [63] and DeepFashion [45], as well as the coarse-
grained visual dataset TinyImageNet [39] dataset, show that
our method is competitive to existing OSR methods while
preserving the capability of generating photo-realistic im-
ages. Our contributions are summarized as three-fold:

• We propose a novel latent space EBM for fine-grained
open-set recognition (FineOSR), which aims to recog-
nize the known and reject the unknown samples from
fine-grained categories in an open world.

• We address the expressivity, granularity, and density of
the latent variables by leveraging attributes and gener-
ative density estimation for the fine-grained OSR.

• Our experimental results show superior recognition
and generation performance to existing EBMs and are
competitive to the discriminative OSR baselines.

2. Related Work
Open-set Recognition The goal of open-set recognition
(OSR) is to enable a classification model to be aware of
the samples from unknown classes [22, 60]. The early pi-
oneering work [60] proposed an “one-versus-rest” method
based on the support vector machine (SVM), which in-
spired a line of following-up research [31, 33, 61]. Re-
cent deep learning OSR methods [1, 2, 48, 54, 65] aim to

learn a well-calibrated confidence or uncertainty measure-
ment to identify the unknown. Another line of OSR ap-
proaches [6,19,21,38,46,62,76,87] achieve remarkable per-
formances by leveraging generative adversarial networks
(GANs) [24] or other generative models to synthesize the
unknown in training. However, how to formulate the dis-
tinct objectives of the auxiliary generative and the discrimi-
native tasks for the OSR problem in a principled way is not
fully explored in the existing literature.

Fine-grained Visual Recognition The FGVR task aims
to distinguish between classes by identifying subtle inter-
class differences. Existing FGVR literature can be catego-
rized into methods by localization or segmentation, end-to-
end learning, and using external data [67]. Localization-
based methods leverages object detection [40, 82], deep fil-
ters [84], and attention mechanism [20, 32] to localize the
attribute relevant features. End-to-end approaches learn
the bilinear or deep CNN features and the FGVR objec-
tive through a single loss function [17, 42, 85]. Some re-
cent methods also exploit the external data such as web im-
ages [72], multi-modality data [27, 80], and human knowl-
edge [8]. However, only a few recent works [13, 23] tackle
the FGVR in an open-set scenario. In this paper, we follow
the end-to-end FGVR paradigm under the open-set scenario
such that the openness of class granularity can be handled
in a stand-alone model.

Deep Generative Models Generative models such as the
GANs [24] have achieved remarkable progress in recent
years. GAN primarily focuses on photo-realistic gener-
ation [34, 56, 77]. Other deep generative models such
as variational autoencoder (VAE) [35], normalizing flows
(NF) [37, 58], and diffusion models (DM) [30] are getting
popular but their generation performances are less compet-
itive than large GAN models [34, 77]. Recent advances in
energy-based models (EBM) show that EBM works well
with supervised classification [18,25], and the line of latent
space EBM [49, 51, 52, 71, 83] could further stand on the
power of GAN and VAE to achieve superior generative and
discriminative performance. Moreover, the learned energy
is found effective to detect the unknown samples from out-
of-distribution data [43, 44, 64, 66]. In this paper, we aim
to exploit the latent space EBM for the fine-grained OSR
problem, which has never been explored in the literature.

3. Proposed Method
Overview To achieve the fine-grained open-set recogni-
tion by latent space EBM, we introduce a latent variable z,
and formulate the joint distribution of input image x, class
label y, attribute label a, and z in a full probabilistic model:

p(x, z,a,y) = pα(y|a, z)pω(a|z)pα(z)pβ(x|z) (1)

2



where the class label y ∈ RK is dependent on attribute a ∈
RM given the latent feature z ∈ Rd such that p(y,a|z) =
pα(y|a, z)pω(a|z). The third term pα(z) is an energy prior
distribution of z in the latent space. The last term pβ(x|z)
is the generative model of data x.

Based on the SVEBM [52] (Fig. 2a), Fig. 2b illustrates
the proposed probabilistic formulation, which shows that
the encoder ϕ, the attribute classifier ω, the open-set classi-
fier α, and the generator β are jointly learned in an end-to-
end manner. Our goal is to maximize the log-likelihood of
Eq. (1) so that the discriminative open-set classification can
be achieved by pα(y|a, z) while the image generation can
be fulfilled by pβ(x|z) given the sampled latent z. A com-
plete overview of our model training pipeline is shown in
Fig. 3, which will be introduced in the following sections.

3.1. Preliminary: Latent Space EBM

To maximize the log-likelihood of Eq. (1), we have
log p(x, z,a,y) = log p(x, z,y|a)+log pω(a|z) according
to the implied conditional independency (see Appendix A
for detailed derivation). With the energy prior of the latent
variable z, the first term log p(x, z,y|a) is essentially a la-
tent space EBM [52] conditioned on the predicted attribute
a. Therefore, in this section, we primarily present the pre-
liminary of the latent space EBM, termed as SVEBM.

Formally, SVEBM assumes the generative model to be
p(y, z,x) = pα(y|z)pα(z)pβ(x|z). The first two terms
pα(y|z)pα(z) couple the multi-class label y ∈ RK and
the continuous vector z ∈ Rd in the d-dimensional latent
space, and the EBM prior pα(z) is defined as the correction
of a non-informative Gaussian p0(z):

pα(z) =
1

Zα
exp (−Eα(z)) p0(z), (2)

where Zα is the partition function and Eα(z) is the en-
ergy function computed by LogSumExp, i.e. Eα(z) =

− log
∑K

k=1 exp(fα(z)[k]). Due to the intractability of Zα,
directly maximizing the joint likelihood p(y, z,x) w.r.t. pa-
rameters Θ = (α, β) is infeasible. Instead, following recent
EBMs, SVEBM tackles this problem by Stochastic Gradi-
ent Langevin Dynamics (SGLD) [68], which is a MCMC
sampling technique to approximate pα(z). However, the
sampling procedure needs samples from the posterior dis-
tribution pΘ(z|x), which is still intractable.

Instead of a second SGLD to approximate pΘ(z|x)
in [51], that requires back-propagating through a large gen-
eration model pβ(x|z), SVEBM amortizes the posterior
following the VAE [35] which uses a variational posterior
qϕ(z|x) to approximate the true posterior pΘ(z|x) by max-
imizing the evidence lower bound (ELBO) of log pΘ(x):

ELBO(x|Θ, ϕ) = log pΘ(x)− DKL[qϕ(z|x) ∥ pΘ(z|x)]
(3)
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Figure 2. SVEBM and the proposed model. Compared to
SVEBM, our model introduces attribute prediction to address the
class granularity of the fine-grained OSR problem.

Eventually, the prior pα(z), variational posterior qϕ(z|x),
and generator pβ(x|z) are updated by taking the gradients
from the ELBO objective w.r.t. model parameters (α, ϕ, β),
inducing the EBM training loss:

LEBM(α) = Eqϕ(z|x) [∇αEα(z)]−Epα(z) [∇αEα(z)] (4)

and the energy-based VAE loss:

LE-VAE(β, ϕ) = −Eqϕ(z|x) [log pβ(x|z)] + Eqϕ(z|x)[Eα(z)]

+ DKL[qϕ(z|x) ∥ p0(z)],
(5)

where sampling from prior pα(z) and variational posterior
qϕ(z|x) are achieved by the SGLD and the reparametriza-
tion of encoder output fϕ(x), respectively. The rest parts in
Eq. (4) and (5) are all computationally tractable.

For all samples x from data distribution qdata(x), the ex-
pectation Eqdata(x)[ELBO(x|Θ, ϕ)] indicates a mutual infor-
mation I(x, z) to be minimized in the KL divergence term
DKL[qϕ(x, z) ∥ pΘ(x, z)]. Thus, to enable classification,
SVEBM proposes to add a mutual information I(z,y), re-
sulting in an information bottleneck (IB) term in the loss:

LSVEBM(α, β, ϕ) = −H(x)− EQϕ(x,z) [log pβ(x|z)]
+ DKL[qϕ(z) ∥ pα(z)] + IB(x, z,y)

(6)

where the IB(x, z,y) = I(x, z)−λI(z,y) is the IB where
the weight λ controls the compressivity of z over the data x
and the expressivity of z to the label y. H(x) is the constant
data entropy, qϕ(z) = Eqdata(x)[qϕ(z|x)].

In summary, SVEBM aims to optimize the log p(y, z,x)
that consists of the classification loss Lcls and ELBO(x, z),
along with I(z,y). Here, Lcls = −Eqϕ1

(z|x)[log pα(y|z)]
is a multi-class cross-entropy loss, and the ELBO(x, z) is
determined by Eq. (4) and (5).

3.2. Attribute-aware Information Bottleneck

Motivation For the FineOSR problem, the expressivity of
latent variables z w.r.t. target class is even more impor-
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Figure 3. Training Pipeline. Given the training data x, the visual encoder ϕ first extracts features for the proposed RAFA module to
predict the variational posterior N (µ̃, σ̃). Then, the EBM head uses µ̃ for classification and the generator uses the sampled zg (or ze) for
image generation. The model is learned by optimizing the ELBO, Lcls, LAIB, Lattr, and Luvos. Red arrows indicate the training processes.

tant than traditional OSR, when optimizing the information
bottleneck (IB) objective. Motivated by the fact that image
attributes provide expressive features to identify the fine-
grained classes, we propose to condition the IB over the
attributes of each target class.

Specifically, for the second IB term I(z,y), according
to the definition of MI and the introduced attribution condi-
tion, we have the attribute-aware IB (AIB) objective:

I(z,y) = H(y)−H(y|a, z)
= H

(
Eqϕ(z)[pα(y|z,a)]

)
− Eqϕ(z)[H(pα(y|z,a))],

(7)

and the entropy H over p ∈ RK is given by H(p) =

−
∑K

k=1 pk log pk, it is clear that MI measures the model
uncertainty using the predictive distribution pα(y|z,a) over
K classes given the attributes a and sampled z.

Moreover, for supervised classification problems like the
OSR, without explicit class supervision, the expressivity of
z will be limited in training. To this end, we propose to
couple the class label y with the MI by an inner-product be-
tween y and H(p), i.e., CH(p) = ⟨y,−p logp⟩. In this
way, the expressivity of latent z can be enhanced by opti-
mizing the proposed attribute-aware IB objective.

Discussion. Since the class label y is one-hot where we
assume yk = 1, the class-dependent entropy intrinsically
reduces to a weighted cross-entropy given by CH(p) =
−pk log pk where the weight pk is the confidence value on
class k. Thus, the merits of cross-entropy supervision are
taken into account in the training.

3.3. Residual Attribute Feature Aggregation

Motivation For the FineOSR problem, the granularity is
motivated by the fact that more fine-grained features can
better identify different known classes and identify the un-
known, and the fine-grained features can be identified by
finding which attribute feature is important to the category.

Therefore, we propose the Residual Attribute Feature Ag-
gregation (RAFA) module to aggregate attribute-relevant
features for latent variable representation.

Specifically, the RAFA module consists of an attribute
mask prediction (AMP) module ω and a residual feature ag-
gregation (RFA) ϕ2 as shown in Fig. 4.

Attribute Mask Prediction (AMP) Given an image x ∈
R3×H×W , the global image feature z ∈ RD is obtained by
z = fϕ1

(x). The feature extractor fϕ1
is instantiated by

ResNet [26] or ViT [14]. To enhance z with aware of fine-
grained attributes, our AMP module first decomposes z into
M attribute-relevant features {f1, . . . , fM} where fm ∈ Rd

by M MLP layers fi = hi(z). Then, we follow the recent
graph-based multi-label classification (MLC) literature [9,
11,12] and propose to use GCN [36] to predict the multi-hot
attribute mask, since the GCN-based method could handle
the challenges of attribute dependency and incompleteness
from data annotations.

Specifically, the M features are structured as graph
nodes F = [f1, . . . , fM ]T where F ∈ RM×d. Similar
to [11], the adjacent matrix A ∈ RM×M indicating the
correlation between attributes is obtained from closed-set
training data. With the graph data G = (F,A) as the input,
the attribute scores which indicate the presence of attributes
are predicted by â = fω(G) where â ∈ RM . In practice, we
use two GCN layers to instantiate fω . Therefore, the objec-
tive of attribute mask prediction is to minimize the negative
log-likelihood − log pω(a|z):

Lattr(ϕ1, ω) = −Eqϕ1
(z|x)[log pω(a|z)] (8)

Here, we use the binary cross-entropy (BCE) loss, which is
a common practice in MLC literature.

Residual Feature Aggregation (RFA) We treat the pre-
dicted attribute scores â as the soft mask to aggregate the
graph node features F. The aggregation is achieved by
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element-wise multiplication (mul.) and concatenation (cat.)
between F and â, followed by an MLP to map the feature
into the same feature space as z. Before applying MLP lay-
ers to predict the mean µ̃ and the standard deviation σ̃ of the
variational posterior, we introduce a residual connection to
the input feature z to facilitate the training. The following
equations show the above procedure:

µ̃, σ̃ = fϕ2(z+ MLP(cat (â⊙ F)))

z̃ = µ̃+ n⊙ σ̃
(9)

where fϕ2 is typically implemented by MLPs and the sec-
ond equation is the reparametrization of variational poste-
rior sampling similar to VAE [35], i.e., n ∼ N (0,1). The
residual connection in Eq. (9) indicates that the attribute-
dependent features are aggregated to predict the the fine-
grained feature and the global feature z. Note that in train-
ing, the parameters ϕ = {ϕ1, ϕ2} are learned by the ELBO
loss, and the parameters ω are learned by Eq. (8) with at-
tribute labels as supervision.

3.4. Uncertainty-aware Virtual Outlier Synthesis

Motivation To identify the unknown, the open space risk
of FineOSR has to be managed, i.e., the unknown sam-
ples are expected to reside in low-density areas in the la-
tent space. This motivates our emphasis on the probability
density of samples to address the challenge of FineOSR.
Benefited by the generative modeling, the density estima-
tion is feasible since the variational posterior pϕ(z|x) of la-
tent space EBM is naturally Gaussian.

Inspired by the recent virtual outlier synthesis (VOS)
method [15], we propose an effective and efficient VOS
method for regularizing the density estimation by leverag-
ing the variational posterior distribution in the latent space.
The method consists of class-wise density estimation and
virtual outlier regularization as introduced below.

Class-wise Density Estimation Given the training data
{xi}|N

(b)

i=1 where N (b) is the number of samples in the b-

th mini-batch, the variational posterior model qΦ(z̃|x) pro-
duces the sample-wise mean µi and σi for each obser-
vation xi. Consider the i.i.d. property of the multivari-
ate Gaussian posterior [35], we denote the precision ma-
trix Pi = V−1

i where the variance matrix is diagonal,
i.e., Vi = diag(σ2

i1, . . . , σ
2
iD). Then, for a specific class

k ∈ [1, . . . ,K] in the b-th batch, the probability density is

the joint distribution
∏N

(b)
k

i=1 N (µi,Pi) where the class-wise
mean µ

(b)
k and precision P

(b)
k can be estimated by

P̂
(b)
k µ̂

(b)
k =

N
(b)
k∑

i=1

Piµi, P̂
(b)
k =

N
(b)
k∑

i=1

Pi (10)

Here, µ̂(b)
k and P̂

(b)
k are biased estimates for class k because

only a mini-batch of training data are utilized. On the entire
training dataset, we propose an online sequential update:

P̂
(b)
k µ̂

(b)
k = P̂

(b−1)
k µ̂

(b−1)
k +

N
(b)
k∑

i=1

Piµi,

P̂
(b)
k = P̂

(b−1)
k +

N
(b)
k∑

i=1

Pi

(11)

In this way, the estimated class-wise density given by
(µ̂k, P̂k) after iterating over all training samples is equiv-
alent to the unbiased estimate when the scale of training
data is sufficiently large. Moreover, the class-wise precision
matrices maintain the varieties of distributions for different
fine-grained classes, which are adaptive to detecting both
the easy and hard unknown samples.

Virtual Outlier Regularization With the estimated
class-wise Gaussian densityN (µ̂k, P̂k), the virtual outliers
are sampled and normalized from the ϵ-likelihood region:

Vk =

{
(z− µ̂k)

√
P̂k

∣∣∣∣N (z; µ̂k, P̂k) < ϵ

}
(12)

where the ϵ is sufficiently small to ensure that the sampled
virtual outliers are close to the class-wise decision bound-
ary. Note in Eq. (12), we normalize samples within each
class by (µ̂k, P̂k). This is because, for open set recognition,
known classes are distributed far away from each other so
that the sampled virtual outliers are collectively too diverse
to differentiate from known class data.

To regularize the decision boundary of known classes,
we construct the binary dataset, in which the pos-
itive (virtual unknown) data are V+ = ∪Kk=1Vk
while the negative (real known) data are from V− =

∪Kk=1

{
(z̃i − µ̂k)

√
P̂k

} ∣∣N(b)

i=1
. As shown in Fig. 3, we in-

troduce a small subnetwork (OOD Det.) to differentiate be-
tween the positive and negative samples using the binary
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cross-entropy:

Luvos(ϕ, θ) = −Eqϕ(z̃|x)
[
log pθ(s|{z+, z−})

]
, (13)

where z+ ∈ V+ and z− ∈ V−, and s ∈ R2 denotes the
one-hot binary target.

Discussion. Compared to the VOS [15], our method is
theoretically more accurate in density estimation because
the VOS only uses a queue of samples {zi}|Q|

i=1 with the
size |Q| while our sequential update scheme leverages the
entire training set. Moreover, our method is more suitable
for fine-grained OSR scenarios, because our class-specific
precision P̂k based on sample-wise uncertainty σi main-
tains the varieties of distributions for different fine-grained
classes, which are more adaptive to detecting both the easy
and hard unknown samples, while VOS uses the determin-
istic zi to estimate a shared covariance matrix between all
classes. Lastly, our method is more memory efficient than
VOS, because only the (µ̂k, P̂k) are stored and updated in
the memory without maintaining a queue of samples.

3.5. Inference

Open Set Recognition To identify unknown samples
from an open testing set, an effective out-of-distribution
(OOD) score is critical to the testing performance. Exist-
ing EBM literature [25, 44] advocates using the free energy
given by E(x) = − log

∑K
k=1 exp(f(x)[k]) for OOD de-

tection, i.e., higher E(x) score indicates more likely that
the sample x is unknown. However, we empirically found
that the maximum joint energy E(x, y) = −f(x)[y] over K
classes is a better choice. Note that maxy E(x, y) is equiv-
alent to the maximum logit, which was previously found
effective by [28, 62]. In practice, the logsumexp of E(x)
is a mathematically smoothing form of E(x, y) when x can
be correctly classified as the class y. Thus, the empirically
better performance of maxy E(x, y) indicates that it can
additionally handle the case when x is misclassified. The
misclassification and unknown in open-set recognition are
recently studied in [5] but out of our scope in this paper.

Image Generation To generate photo-realistic images,
our model can achieve this by sampling the features in the
latent space as the input of the trained generator. In prac-
tice, the sampling can be performed in three ways, i.e., 1)
random sampling fromN (0,1), 2) sampling from the vari-
ational posterior distribution qϕ(z|x) by reparametrization
trick given an input image x, and 3) sampling from the
energy-based prior distribution pα(z) by the SGLD sam-
pler. We empirically found that sampling from energy-
based prior produces the most realistic images.

4. Experiments

4.1. Setup
Datasets For the fine-grained visual recognition task,
Caltech-UCSD Birds (CUB) [63] is one of the most widely-
used datasets that contain attribute annotations. We use its
open-set split from [62] that contains 100 closed-set classes
and 100 unknown testing classes. The unknown classes are
divided into Easy, Medium, and Hard according to their at-
tribute similarities to the training dataset. For the general
open set recognition task, our method is implemented with-
out the RAFA module, and compared with existing methods
that are benchmarked on the TinyImageNet [39]. The open-
set split comes from [62], which contains 20 closed-set
training classes and 180 unknown classes. For fine-grained
visual generation task, in addition to the CUB dataset, we
also train our model on a more large-scale cloth image
dataset DeepFashion [45].

Evaluation Protocols Following the most recent OSR lit-
erature [6,46,62], we use the multi-class accuracy (ACC) to
evaluate closed-set performance, the area under the ROC
(AUROC) to evaluate the binary OOD detection perfor-
mance, and the open-set classification rate (OSCR) for
multi-class open-set performance. To evaluate the quality
of generated fake images, we compute the Frechet Incep-
tion Distance (FID) [29] by generating 50, 000 fake images
and compare with real images from datasets. A smaller FID
value indicates more realistic generated images.

Implementation Details Our model is implemented by
PyTorch. The backbone of variational inference model
qΦ(z̃|x) is implemented by ResNet-50 (R50) [26]. We fol-
low the same setting as [62] which uses the pre-trained
weights on Places [86] dataset by the MoCo-v2 [10]. Since
we are the first work to address the FineOSR task, all com-
pared methods are re-implemented with the same R50 as the
backbone. To further study the scalability of our method
to Transformer architectures, we additionally implement
with ViT [14] as the backbone for reference. For the ViT
backbone, we develop a learnable multi-scale feature fusion
based on the pre-trained ViT-B/16 model from ImageNet-
21K. For the generation model pβ(x|z), we finetune the pre-
trained DCGAN [57] and StyleSwin [78] on the training set
for fast convergence. Similar to SVEBM [52], our model
adopts four Adam optimizers to train all learnable modules,
and the learning rate is scheduled by warm-up with cosine
restart as suggested by [62]. We train all models for 600
epochs on CUB and 400 epochs on TinyImageNet. With
one RTX 3090 GPU, our model with the ViT backbone
takes 9 hours for 600 epochs of training and 54 seconds
for testing. More details are in the Appendix B.
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Method ACC AUROC OSCR
JEM-x [25] 34.19 57.94 / 56.85 / 53.65 25.69 / 25.31 / 24.57
JEM-z [25] 86.17 85.59 / 81.82 / 76.69 78.02 / 75.32 / 71.30
SVEBM [52] 83.01 80.64 / 77.56 / 73.75 72.03 / 69.80 / 67.29
OpenGAN [38] 87.31 41.69 / 41.01 / 33.94 35.03 / 34.50 / 28.51
Ours (R50) 84.33 87.28 / 79.40 / 71.96 77.72 / 72.04 / 66.04
Ours (ViT) 93.55 88.49 / 85.58 / 81.10 84.11 / 81.91 / 78.20

Table 1. Fine-grained OSR results (%) on CUB [63] dataset. AU-
ROC and OSCR metrics are shown on Easy / Medium / Hard
splits. Here we denote JEM-x and JEM-z as the JEM versions that
MCMC sampling in data space and feature space, respectively. All
results of compared methods are re-implemented.

Method ACC AUROC OSCR
Softmax 72.9 57.7 60.8
C2AE [50] – 74.8 –
OpenHybrid [81] – 79.3
RPL [7] – 68.8 53.2
ARPL [6] 65.9 78.2 65.9
AMPF++ [70] 81.1 79.7 69.0
PMAL [47] 84.7 83.1 –
Ours 90.7 86.2 81.0

Table 2. General OSR results (%) on TinyImageNet dataset. Re-
sults of compared methods are reported from published papers.

Method CUB DeepFashion

SVEBM [52] 155.22 244.60
Ours (DCGAN) 159.04 109.83
Ours (StyleSwin) 26.52 30.54

Table 3. FID results for fine-grained image generation.

4.2. Main Results

Fine-grained Open Set Recognition Table 1 shows that
our method achieves the best performance on the CUB
dataset. When using the ResNet-50 (R50) backbone, our
method achieves better AUROC and OSCR performance on
Easy and Medium OSR splits than the baseline SVEBM,
and outperforms the GAN-based OSR method OpenGAN
by a large margin. Equipped with ViT encoder, the both
closed-set and the open-set results are improved signifi-
cantly. This observation is consistent with the conclusions
from recent discriminative OSR works [4, 62]. Though the
performance of our R50-based model shows some inferior
FineOSR results compared to JEM-z, our method can addi-
tionally work well for image generation.

General Open Set Recognition Though our model is de-
veloped for the fine-grained OSR task, it can be imple-
mented for the general OSR task without using the RAFA

Method AUROC AUPR OSCR

w/o. RAFA 84.23 65.95 80.81
w/o. AIB 85.41 69.98 81.80
w/o. UVOS 84.99 69.96 81.38

Ours (VOS [15]) 85.44 67.69 81.55
Ours (full model) 85.58 70.42 81.91

Table 4. Ablation study. Results (%) of Medium unknown on
CUB dataset are reported. For the ‘Ours (VOS)’, we replace the
proposed UVOS with VOS [15] method.

module. We report the results of our R50-based model on
the widely-used TinyImageNet dataset as shown in Table 2.
We could see the clear advantages of our method over the
existing discriminative OSR models. When the ViT is uti-
lized, both the closed and open set performance are signifi-
cantly improved.

Fine-grained Visual Generation In Table 3, we report
the FID metric for evaluating the quality of generated im-
ages. They show that the quality of generated images by
our model can be improved when utilizing the StylwSwin
generator, which is a state-of-the-art ViT-based generator.
When using the same DCGAN generator, our method is
still better than the baseline SVEBM on the DeepFashion
dataset and comparable FID scores on the CUB dataset.
Besides, part of the generated images by sampling from
the EBM prior pα(z) are visualized in Fig. 5. Our model
could generate photo-realistic images with high resolution
(256× 256), which is practically nontrivial for JEM to per-
form MCMC sampling in such a high-dimensional space.

4.3. Model Analysis

Ablation Study Table 4 shows the results of removing
each individual component of our full model with ViT en-
coder on CUB dataset. We can see that all these components
contribute to the performance of detecting the unknown.
Specifically, we observe the most significant contribution
from RAFA module. When replacing the proposed UVOS
module with the state-of-the-art method VOS [15], we can
see clear performance decreases on all metrics especially
the AUPR. This suggests the superiority of the proposed
UVOS to VOS for fine-grained open-set recognition.

OOD Scores In Table 5, we compare the proposed OOD
score by the maximum joint energy maxy E(x, y) with
other two commonly-used OOD scores, i.e., the maximum
softmax probability (denoted as 1−maxy p(y|x)) and the free
energy E(x) proposed by [44]. The best results achieved by
maxy E(x, y) indicate that the maximum joint energy over
K classes is empirically the best choice. This conclusion is
consistent with the observation in recent literature [62] that
found the maximum logit is a strong OOD score, while our
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(a) Real: x ∼ pdata(x) (b) Fake (random): z∼N (0,1) (c) Fake (posterior): z∼qϕ(z|x) (d) Fake (prior): z∼pα(z)

Figure 5. Image Generation model trained on CUB dataset. All images are with the size 256 × 256. We compare different methods
including the random sampling as input for the pre-trained generator (Fig. 5b), variational posterior sampling (Fig. 5c), and EBM prior
sampling (Fig. 5d). Results show that the prior sampling results are the most photo-realistic.

(a) CUB (b) TinyImageNet

Figure 6. Distributions of OOD score maxy E(x, y).

Method AUROC (%) OSCR (%)

1−maxy p(y|x) 88.25 / 85.32 / 80.99 83.94 / 81.76 / 78.15
E(x) [44] 88.53 / 85.81 / 80.74 84.06 / 81.89 / 77.72
maxy E(x, y) 88.49 / 85.58 / 81.10 84.11 / 81.91 / 78.20

Table 5. Results of using different OOD scores on CUB dataset.
Numbers are reported on Easy / Medium / Hard unknowns.

formulation by maxy E(x, y) provides a theoretical view of
the energy distribution. Besides, Fig. 6 shows a clear sep-
aration between different levels of openness difficulty and
the known test data by maxy E(x, y) on CUB dataset, as
well as clear separation on the TinyImageNet dataset for
identifying coarse-grained unknown samples.

Latent Feature Distributions In Fig. 7, the latent fea-
tures visualized by tSNE show better-bounded closed- and
open-set clusters of our method compared to the SVEBM
baseline, especially the clustering effect on different levels
of openness difficulty for fine-grained classes. More tSNE
visualizations are in Appendix C.

Limitations and Societal Impact Our method is limited
by the computational cost in training due to the MCMC
sampling for approximating the prior distribution of latent
z. This can be potentially improved by connecting with dif-
fusion models [75]. The potential negative impact is the risk
of abuse for generating fake social-media content. The pro-

(a) SVEBM [52] (b) Ours

Figure 7. Latent feature distributions. We show the distribution
of feature embeddings by tSNE on CUB dataset, from which 5
known classes with 256 images for each are randomly selected.

posed method can also be utilized for many social goods.
For example, the classifier is useful to discover new species
of birds and the generator can be used to augment data for
large-scale fine-grained visual recognition scenarios where
annotations are limited.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we propose to explore the existing la-

tent space EBM for fine-grained open-set recognition (Fi-
neOSR). The main idea is to represent a high-resolution
image by low-dimensional latent features and assume an
energy distribution in the latent space that couples the la-
tent features and class labels. To address the fundamental
challenges of the fine-grained OSR task, we improve the
expressivity and granularity of latent features for discrim-
inative classification and leverages the learned class-wise
density to synthesize the features of unknown class for OSR
purpose. Our method is flexible to take advantage of vision
transformers for both image classification and generation.
It is effective when compared with other methods on both
fine-grained and general visual recognition datasets.
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Appendix

A. Derivations of Attribute Condition
To explain why the proposed probabilistic model can be

decomposed into an attribute-conditioned SVEBM, here we
give the detailed derivation steps as below.

p(x, z,a,y) = p(y|a, z)p(a|z)p(z)p(x|z)
= p(y|a,x, z)p(a|z)p(x, z)
= p(x,y, z|a)p(a|z)

(14)

Here, the 1st row is the proposed model that shows the re-
lationship between x, z,y and attribute a. In the 2nd row,
we have p(y|a, z) = p(y|a,x, z) because y is condition-
ally independent of x given both a and z, and we also have
p(z)p(x|z) = p(x, z). In the 3rd row, p(y|a,x, z)p(x, z) =
p(x,y, z|a) because y and (x, z) are conditionally indepen-
dent given the attribute a.

Eventually, taking the logarithm on both sides, we reach
the following distinctive objectives:

log p(x, z,a,y) = log p(x, z,y|a) + log pω(a|z), (15)

which implies that if p(x, z,y) is assumed to be a SVEBM,
it should be conditioned on attribute a which is determined
by latent feature z.

B. More Implementation Details
B.1. Network Architecture

For our vanilla model, we use pre-trained ResNet-50 as
the encoder qϕ1(z|x). We follow [62] to use the pre-trained
weights on Places [86] dataset by the unsupervised learning
method MoCo-v2 [10] such that no class supervision will
leak into the pre-trained model. For our vision transformer
(ViT) based model variants, since ViT is inevitable to be
pre-trained, we propose to freeze part of the ViT backbone
parameters and learn new learnable branches from scratch
or finetune part of layers. Specifically, for the ViT-based en-
coder, we freeze all the Transformer Blocks in ViT and learn
the newly introduced multi-scale side branches (see Fig. 9).
Similar to [4], the ViT backbone we used is the ViT/B-16
(16 × 16 patches) with input image size of 384 × 384. For
the vanilla generator DCGAN [57], we pre-train it on the
training set for 200 epochs. For the ViT-based generator
StyleSwin [78], we pre-train it on the training set and only
fine-tune the first three EqualLinear layers and one Style-
Block layer. Limited by the GPU resources, we only pre-
train the StyleSwin using images with size 256 × 256 for
500K iterations on CUB and 340K iterations on the Deep-
Fashion dataset, respectively. In Fig. 8, we provide the in-
ference pipeline of our model for fine-grained OSR and im-
age generation.

B.2. Training Algorithm

The training algorithm of the proposed method is sum-
marized in Algorithm 1. Consider that in the early training
stage, the latent features z̃ are not sufficiently discrimina-
tive. Therefore, we apply the UVOS after Tuvos discrim-
inative training iterations such that the class-wise density
estimation is more stable. Similary, we apply the genera-
tive training after Tgen discriminative training iterations. In
practice, we set both Tuvos and Tgen to to 200 epochs on
CUB and TinyImageNet dataset. We note that in SVEBM,
the variational inference model qϕ, the generative model pβ ,
and the prior model pα are learned by three gradient descent
processes GD(η) where η is the initial learning rate. There-
fore, we propose to learn the encoder qϕ(z|x) by GD(η0),
learn the EBM prior model pα(z̃,y) and UVOS model
pθ(s|z̃, z+) by GD(η1), learn the RAFA model pω(a|z) by
GD(η2), and learn the generator pβ(x|z̃) by GD(η3), re-
spectively. For each GD process, we use Adam optimizer
with weight decay. The learning rates are scheduled by one-
time warmup and cosine schedulers with two learning rate
restarts. As suggested by [62], we use 10 epochs of warmup
training and cosine restarts the learning rate at the 200-th
and 400-th epoch within totally 600 training epochs. In the
SGLD sampling procedure, we set the number of sampling
steps TSGLD to 100 and step size 0.4.

C. More Qualitative Results
C.1. Feature Embedding

In Fig. 10 and 11, we show the learned feature embed-
dings of the proposed two model variants by tSNE on CUB
and TinyImageNet datasets. In each figure, we randomly
select five classes with 256 images for each from closed-
set training data as the known data, and we randomly se-
lect 1024 images for each difficulty level of the unknown
classes. As expected, the model variants with ViT encoder
could achieve much better separation between the known
classes and different difficulty levels of the unknown. More-
over, for different difficulty levels of the unknown, the ViT-
based embeddings could form a clustering effect for those
unknown when compared with the R50-based embeddings.
This observation indicates the potential of vision transform-
ers for discovering unknown classes in other related re-
search topics, such as novel class discovery, life-long learn-
ing, and open-world learning. We also notice that for some
known classes, there are several data points of the unknown
that appear at the edge of the class cluster. This could be the
side effect of the UVOS that synthesizes virtual unknowns
by sampling at the low-density area of known class data.

C.2. Image Generation

In Fig. 12, we show the generated images by different
latent sampling techniques on the DeepFashion dataset.
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Figure 8. Inference Pipeline. Given a test image, the visual encoder and RAFA module produce the variational posterior distribution of z
which is governed by mean vector µ̃ and variance vector σ̃. The mean vector is used as input of the EBM head for identifying if the image
is known or unknown by energy function and softmax classifier for recognition when it is from known classes. For the image generation
based on the trained generator, we provide three ways to sample the input latent features: 1) sampling from variational posterior distribution
given the image, 2) random sampling from noise N (0,1), and 3) sampling from the EBM prior distribution by SGLD sampler.

Algorithm 1 Training Algorithm.
Input: Observed labeled data {(xi, yi, ai)}Ni=1, learning iterations T , generative learning start Tgen, UVOS learning start
Tuvos, learning rates (η0, η1, η2, η3), loss weights for RAFA, UVOS, and CMI modules (λ0, λ1, λ2), batch size B, number
of UVOS samples H , initial parameters (α0, β0, ϕ0, ω0, θ0), and number of SGLD steps TSGLD.
Output: (αT , βT , ϕT , ωT , θT ).
for t = 0 to T − 1 do

1. mini-batch: Sample a batch of data {xi, yi, ai}Bi=1.
2. update Gaussian densities:

If t ≤ Tuvos, update class-wise density statistics (µ̂k, P̂k)t.
3. learn discriminative models (ϕ, α, ω, θ):

Compute L(ϕ, α, ω) = − 1
B

∑B
i=1 [log pαt(yi|z̃i = µϕt,ωt(xi))− λ0 log pωt(ai|z = µϕt(xi))].

If t > Tuvos, sampling z+ ∈ V+ and compute Luvos(θ) = − λ1

B+H

∑B+H
i=1 log pθ(s|z̃, z+).

Compute joint loss: Ld(α, ϕ, ω, θ) = L(α, ϕ, ω) + Luvos(θ).
Update: ϕt+1 = ϕt − η0∇ϕLd, (α, θ)t+1 = (α, θ)t − η1∇α,θLd, ωt+1 = ωt − η2∇ωLd.

if t ≥ Tgen then
4. prior sampling: Randomly sampling a batch of z0 ∼ N (0,1), and use TSGLD steps to sample from the EBM prior
by SGLD, i.e., z(e) ∼ pα(z̃|z0) .
5. posterior sampling: Use the inference network and reparameterization trick to sample from vatiational posterior,
i.e., z(g) ∼ qϕ,ω(z̃|x).
6. learn prior model:

Compute loss L(α) = 1
B

∑B
i=1[Eαt

(z
(g)
i )− Eαt

(z
(e)
i )] + λ2CIαt

(z(g),y).
Update αt+1 = αt − η0∇αL(α).

7. learn generative models:
Compute loss Lg(ϕ, ω, β) = − 1

B

∑B
i=1[log pβt(xi|z(g)i ) + DKL[(qϕt,ωt(z̃|xi) ∥ p0(z)] + Eαt(z

(g)
i )] +

λ2CIαt
(z(g),y).

Update: ϕt+1 = ϕt − η0∇ϕLg , ωt+1 = ωt − η2∇ωLg , βt+1 = βt − η3∇βLg .
end if
8. update learning rate: (η0, η1, η2, η3)← CosineWarmupRestart(η0, η1, η2, η3)

end for
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Figure 9. Multi-scale Vision Transformer. Based on pre-trained ViT [14], we freeze all Transformer Blocks and introduce multiple
Linear Layer to embed the hierarchical features of ViT into the same embedding space. Followed by a layer normlization (LayerNorm)
and global average pooling (GAP), the hierarchical ViT features are aggregated as the global representation of the input image.

(a) Ours (R50) (b) Ours (ViT)

Figure 10. Feature embedding by tSNE on CUB dataset with per-
plexity of 50. We randomly select 5 known classes with 256 im-
ages for each, and 1024 images for each difficulty level of the un-
known.

(a) Ours (R50) (b) Ours (ViT)

Figure 11. Feature embedding by tSNE on TinyImageNet dataset
with perplexity of 30. We randomly select 5 known classes with
64 images for each, and 256 images for the unknown.
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(a) Real images: x ∼ pdata(x) (b) Fake images (random): x=fβ∗ (z), z∼N (0, 1)

(c) Fake images (posterior): x=fβ(z), z∼qϕ(z|x) (d) Fake images (prior): x=fβ(z), z∼pα(z)

Figure 12. Image Generation on DeepFashion dataset. All images are with the size 256×256. We compare different methods including
the results using only the pre-trained generator (Fig. 12b), results using the features sampled from the variational posterior (Fig. 12c), and
the results using features sampled from EBM prior (Fig. 12d).

15


	. Introduction
	. Related Work
	. Proposed Method
	. Preliminary: Latent Space EBM
	. Attribute-aware Information Bottleneck
	. Residual Attribute Feature Aggregation
	. Uncertainty-aware Virtual Outlier Synthesis
	. Inference

	. Experiments
	. Setup
	. Main Results
	. Model Analysis

	. Conclusion
	. Derivations of Attribute Condition
	. More Implementation Details
	. Network Architecture
	. Training Algorithm

	. More Qualitative Results
	. Feature Embedding
	. Image Generation


