2300.14282v1 [cs.CV] 25 Sep 2023

arxXiv

Calibration-based Dual Prototypical Contrastive Learning
Approach for Domain Generalization Semantic Segmentation

Muxin Liao
Guangdong Key Laboratory of
Intelligent Information Processing
College of Electronics and
Information Engineering
Shenzhen University
Shenzhen, China
liaomuxin2020@email.szu.edu.cn

Guoguang Hua
Guangdong Key Laboratory of
Intelligent Information Processing
College of Electronics and
Information Engineering
Shenzhen University
Shenzhen, China
huaguoguang2021@email.szu.edu.cn

ABSTRACT

Prototypical contrastive learning (PCL) has been widely used to
learn class-wise domain-invariant features recently. These methods
are based on the assumption that the prototypes, which are repre-
sented as the central value of the same class in a certain domain,
are domain-invariant. Since the prototypes of different domains
have discrepancies as well, the class-wise domain-invariant fea-
tures learned from the source domain by PCL need to be aligned
with the prototypes of other domains simultaneously. However, the
prototypes of the same class in different domains may be differ-
ent while the prototypes of different classes may be similar, which
may affect the learning of class-wise domain-invariant features.
Based on these observations, a calibration-based dual prototypical
contrastive learning (CDPCL) approach is proposed to reduce the
domain discrepancy between the learned class-wise features and the
prototypes of different domains for domain generalization semantic
segmentation. It contains an uncertainty-guided PCL (UPCL) and
a hard-weighted PCL (HPCL). Since the domain discrepancies of
the prototypes of different classes may be different, we propose an
uncertainty probability matrix to represent the domain discrepan-
cies of the prototypes of all the classes. The UPCL estimates the
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uncertainty probability matrix to calibrate the weights of the pro-
totypes during the PCL. Moreover, considering that the prototypes
of different classes may be similar in some circumstances, which
means these prototypes are hard-aligned, the HPCL is proposed
to generate a hard-weighted matrix to calibrate the weights of the
hard-aligned prototypes during the PCL. Extensive experiments
demonstrate that our approach achieves superior performance over
current approaches on domain generalization semantic segmenta-
tion tasks.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Semantic segmentation plays an important role in multiple real-
world applications, such as autonomous driving [9, 21], environ-
ment understanding [10, 17, 49], and medical diagnosing [42, 48].
With the rapid development of deep neural networks, supervised
semantic segmentation methods [4, 5, 39] have achieved remarkable
progress on the independent and identically distributed assumption.
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Figure 1: The illustration of the domain discrepancy between the learned class-wise features and the prototypes of different
domains. The augmented domain is generated from the source domain by using data augmentation.

However, the performance of these methods dramatically degrades
when they are applied to target domain data, due to the domain dis-
crepancy problem between the training data (source domain) and
the testing data (target domain). Collecting abundant target domain
images and annotating each pixel for images to retrain the model is
one possible solution that is expensive and time-consuming. Thus,
unsupervised domain adaptation semantic segmentation (UDASS)
methods [18, 50, 54] are proposed to address the domain discrep-
ancy problem.

The key to UDASS methods is to learn domain-invariant features
from the labeled source domain and the unlabeled target domain.
Although UDASS methods achieve significant performance, they
still have limitations. First, UDASS methods could perform well on
the target domain but their performances sharply degrade when
evaluating out-of-distribution scenes. Second, collecting sufficiently
various out-of-distribution data that covers all scenes is imprac-
tical and even impossible. To address these limitations, domain
generalization methods [35, 37] are proposed.

Domain generalization is a more practical and challenging set-
ting than domain adaptation since any target domain data is not
accessed during the training process. Thus, the key to domain
generalization is to learn domain-invariant features from single
or multiple labeled source domains. Recent methods [2, 12, 19]
have been proposed to learn class-wise domain-invariant features
from the prototypical contrastive learning (PCL). These methods
are based on the assumption that the prototypes, which are repre-
sented as the central value of the same class from different domains,
are domain-invariant. Since the prototypes of different domains
have discrepancies as well [14], the class-wise domain-invariant
features learned from the source domain by PCL need to align with
the prototypes of the other domains simultaneously. However, the
prototypes of the same class in different domains may be different
while the prototypes of different classes may be similar [38], which
may affect the learning of class-wise domain-invariant features. As
shown in the left of Figure 1, the prototypes of the “vegetation”
class between the source and augmented domains have discrepancy,
where the augmented domain is generated from the source domain
by using data augmentation. Thus, there is still domain discrepancy
between the class-wise domain-invariant features learned from the

source domain by PCL and the prototypes of the augmented do-
main. Moreover, since the prototypes of the “building” class in the
source domain and the prototypes of the “vegetation” class in the
augmented domain may be similar, the domain-invariant features
of the “vegetation” class learned from the source domain may be
close to the “building” class prototypes of the augmented domain.
Based on these observations, a calibration-based dual prototypi-
cal contrastive learning (CDPCL) approach is proposed to reduce
the domain discrepancy between the learned class-wise features
and the prototypes of different domains for domain generalization
semantic segmentation.

The CDPCL approach contains an uncertainty-guided PCL (UPCL)
and a hard-weighted PCL (HPCL). Since the domain discrepancies
of the prototypes of different classes may be different [14], we pro-
pose an uncertainty probability matrix to represent the domain
discrepancies of the prototypes of all the classes. The UPCL esti-
mates the uncertainty probability matrix to calibrate the weights
of the prototypes during the PCL. In the uncertainty probability
matrix, a small probability means a big difference between the
prototypes of different domains. Thus, the uncertainty probability
matrix can be set as the weight matrix for the calibration of proto-
types. Moreover, considering that the prototypes of different classes
may be similar in some circumstances [38], which means these pro-
totypes are hard-aligned [36], the HPCL is proposed to generate
a hard-weighted matrix by computing the similarity between the
prototypes of different classes for calibrating the weights of the
hard-aligned prototypes during the PCL. As shown in the right of
Figure 1, the class-wise domain-invariant features learned from our
proposed approach are close to the corresponding prototypes of
the source and augmented domains and far from the prototypes of
different classes. Extensive experiments demonstrate that our ap-
proach achieves superior performance over current approaches on
domain generalization semantic segmentation. The contributions
are summarized as follows:

1. This paper proposes a calibration-based dual prototypical
contrastive learning approach to reduce the domain discrep-
ancy between the learned class-wise features and the proto-
types of different domains for domain generalization seman-
tic segmentation.
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2. We propose an uncertainty-guided prototypical contrastive
learning to estimate an uncertainty probability matrix for
calibrating the weights of the source domain prototypes
during the PCL.

3. We propose a hard-weighted prototypical contrastive learn-
ing to generate a hard-weighted matrix for calibrating the
weights of the augmented domain prototypes during the
PCL.

4. The proposed approach achieves superior performance against
the state-of-the-art methods on multiple challenging tasks
for domain generalization semantic segmentation.

2 RELATED WORK

2.1 Domain Generalization Methods for
Semantic Segmentation

Existing domain generalization semantic segmentation (DGSS)
methods are mainly divided into three types: domain randomiza-
tion methods [32, 52], normalization and whitening methods [6, 25],
and meta-learning-based method [13].

Domain randomization methods randomly generate different
styles in the input space [26, 33, 46, 52] or the feature space [11, 15,
32] to train a style-insensitive model. For domain randomization
methods used in the input space, Yue et al. [46] propose to ran-
domize the style of the source domain images by using CycleGAN
[53] to learn style-insensitive features. Different from [46], these
methods [26, 33, 52] propose to use a hallucinatory style strategy
for randomizing the style of the source domain images. For domain
randomization methods used in the feature space, Huang et al. [11]
propose to transform the features from the spatial domain to the
frequency domain and then randomize the style in the frequency
domain. Except for randomizing the style of the source domain
images, Lee et al. [15] propose to randomize the content borrowed
from the ImageNet for learning class-discriminant features. Dif-
ferent from [11, 15] which perform stylization on coarse-grained
image-level features, Su et al. [32] propose a class-aware style vari-
ation method to generate fine-grained class-aware stylized images
for learning class-level domain-invariant features.

Normalization and whitening methods [6, 23, 24, 41] utilize dif-
ferent style normalization strategies, such as instance normaliza-
tion [23] or instance selective whitening [6], for learning domain-
invariant features. However, normalizing or whitening domain-
specific features inevitably remove some task-relevant discrimina-
tive information, which may affect the performance. To address
this issue, Peng et al. [25] propose semantic-aware normalization
and semantic-aware whitening to encourage both intra-category
compactness and inter-category separability for enhancing the dis-
criminability of networks. Moreover, based on the meta-learning
framework, Kim et al. [13] propose to use an externally settled mem-
ory that contains the prototype information of classes for guiding
the learning of domain-invariant features.

2.2 Prototypical Contrastive Learning

Prototypical contrastive learning have been utilized in many do-
main adaptation visual tasks, such as image classification [3], object
detection [44, 51], image semantic segmentation [12, 19], and Li-
DAR point clouds semantic segmentation [45]. These methods claim
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that the prototypes are beneficial for learning class-wise domain-
invariant features since they assume that the prototypes, which are
represented as the central value of the same class from different
domains, are domain-invariant. Since the prototypes of different
domains have discrepancies as well [14], the class-wise domain-
invariant features learned from the source domain by PCL need to
align with the prototypes of the different domains simultaneously.
In the domain adaptation setting, Lee et al. [14] propose a calibra-
tion method to compensate for domain discrepancy of prototypes
by the distance between the prototypes of the source and target do-
mains. However, the target domain data is not accessed during the
training process in the domain generalization setting, which means
the prototypes of the target domain are agnostic. Moreover, the
prototypes of the same class in different domains may be different
while the prototypes of different classes may be similar [38], which
may affect the learning of class-wise domain-invariant features.

To address these issues, a calibration-based dual prototypical
contrastive learning approach is proposed to reduce the domain
discrepancy between the learned class-wise features and the pro-
totypes of different domains for domain generalization semantic
segmentation.

2.3 Uncertainty-guided Methods for Domain
Generalization

In this section, we discuss recent uncertainty-guided methods for
domain generalization. Cai et al. [1] propose a Bayesian CNN-based
framework to estimate the model uncertainty for guiding an itera-
tive self-training method. Qiao et al. [28] propose a Bayesian meta-
learning framework that aims to increase the capacity of input and
label spaces from the source domain by using an uncertainty-guided
augmentation strategy. Peng et al. [27] propose an uncertainty-
guided domain generalization method to quantify the generalization
uncertainty which is used to guide the feature and label augmenta-
tion strategies. Xiao et al. [40] propose a probabilistic framework via
variational Bayesian inference to learn domain-invariant features
by incorporating uncertainty into neural network weights.

Different from these uncertainty-guided domain generalization
methods, we propose an uncertainty-guided prototypical contrastive
learning to estimate an uncertainty probability matrix for calibrat-
ing the weights of the source domain prototypes during the proto-
typical contrastive learning.

3 APPROACH

3.1 Problem Statement and Overview

Given the labeled dataset as the source domain S = {x*, y°}, the goal
of domain generalization is to train a model on the source domain
which performs well on unseen domains. Recent methods [2, 12, 19]
aim to learn class-wise domain-invariant features for improving
the generalization ability by using prototypical contrastive learning
which is denoted as follows:

C Pi Ci
i exp(Zx ) Zx /T)
Lper == ), yilog :
PO GT TR exp(ZBE - 78 )
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Figure 2: The proposed calibration-based dual prototypical contrastive learning (CDPCL) approach for domain generalization

semantic segmentation.

where Z2" is the prototype of the ith class. Z<' is the features of the
ith class. 7 is the temperature parameter. The class-wise domain-
invariant features are learned by minimizing the contrastive learn-
ing loss L,¢;. The minimized loss means the distance between the

ngi and Zg which represent the same class is decreased and the
distance between the ka and ZJ which represent different classes
is increased.

Since the prototypes of different domains may have discrepan-
cies as well [14], the class-wise domain-invariant features learned
from the source domain by PCL need to align with the prototypes
of the different domains simultaneously. However, the prototypes
of the same class in different domains may be different while the
prototypes of different classes may be similar [38], which may af-
fect the learning of class-wise domain-invariant features. Based
on these observations, a calibration-based dual prototypical con-
trastive learning (CDPCL) approach is proposed to reduce the do-
main discrepancy between the learned class-wise features and the
prototypes of different domains for domain generalization semantic
segmentation. The proposed approach is illustrated in Figure 2.

The approach is divided into three parts: a semantic segmenta-
tion network, an uncertainty-weighted prototypical contrastive
learning (UPCL), and a hard-weighted prototypical contrastive
learning (HPCL). Specifically, the semantic segmentation network
F is utilized to extract the features Z, from the source domain
images X;. For one thing, the cross-entropy loss Lseq between the
predicted segmentation map Py and the ground truth Y; is utilized
to optimize the feature Zy. The cross-entropy loss Lseq is denoted
as follows:

Lseg (Px, Ys) = =Ys - log(Px) (2)
where the predicted segmentation map Py is obtained by upsam-
pling the feature Zy after putting into the Atrous Spatial Pyramid
Pooling module. The Y; is the ground truth.

For another, the features Zy are leveraged to generate the proto-
types Zf: for each class of the source domain. To reduce the domain
discrepancy between the class-wise features Z$ and the prototypes
of the unseen domains, we first construct the augmented proto-
types Zﬁ ) from the augmented domains. The augmented domains
generated from the source domain by using data augmentation are
considered as other unseen domains. Compared with the source
domain images, the augmented domain images A(X;) have the

same content but different styles. Then, the augmented images
A(Xj) are fed into the backbone to extract the augmented features
V4 A(x)> where the weights of the backbone are frozen. Then, the
augmented features Z4 () are utilized to generate the augmented
prototypes Zﬁ ()" Finally, the UPCL and HPCL are utilized to re-
duce the domain discrepancy between the class-wise features Z5
and the two prototypes Zf and fo (x)° In the following subsections,
we sequentially introduce the uncertainty-weighted prototypical
contrastive learning, the hard-weighted prototypical contrastive
learning, and our total training loss.

3.2 The Uncertainty-weighted Prototypical
Contrastive Learning (UPCL)

Since the domain discrepancies of the prototypes of different classes
may be different, we propose an uncertainty probability matrix to
represent the domain discrepancies of the prototypes of all the
classes. The UPCL estimates the uncertainty probability matrix
to calibrate the weights of prototypes during the PCL for better
learning class-wise domain-invariant features.

Specifically, the difference matrix D is first obtained by using the
Manhattan Distance to compute the domain discrepancy between

the prototypes ch) and the augmented prototypes Zz (x)’ which is
denoted as follows:
D(ZZ.Zh ) = W28 = Z} ) Ih (3)

where Zf: and Zg(x) € REXN The C and N respectively denote
the number of classes and the number of features. A big value of
D indicates a big difference between the prototypes of the two
domains. The prototypes Z,I: and the augmented prototypes ZZ x)
are updated in every iteration during the training process, which
are denoted as follows:

Z8 = mpZl + (1 - mp)ZE ()
P — P
ZA(x) = m“ZA(x) +(1- ma)Zg(x) (5)
where m, and mg are the trade-off parameters. Zy and Z§ (x) A€ the

class-wise features respectively obtained from the source domain
images and the augmented domain images.

Second, to avoid the class-wise features Z< being aligned with
the prototypes with big difference during the PCL, an uncertainty
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Figure 3: The illustration of the proposed uncertainty-weighted prototypical contrastive learning.

probability matrix is generated to calibrate the weights of these
prototypes. The calibration of the prototypes assigns a small weight
to the prototypes which have a big difference. To achieve this goals,
the uncertainty probability matrix U is obtained by subtracting the
probability of the difference matrix D from an all-ones matrix M,
which is denoted as follows:

U =M - Softmax(D) 6)

where Softmax(D) denotes that the probability of the difference
matrix D is computed by using the Softmax in the dimensionality
of class. In the uncertainty probability matrix U, a small probability
means a big difference between the prototypes of the source and
augmented domains. Then, the uncertainty probability matrix U is
leveraged to calibrate the weights of the prototypes Zf by using
element-wise multiplication. Finally, the uncertainty-weighted pro-
totypes are utilized for the UPCL which is denoted as follows by
rewriting Eq. (1):

™

C Pi ci
i Z Ui) - Z
Luper == ) yilog CexP(( > :k )2 /T:)
i=1 Zi#k exp((Z" X Ug) - Z3' [ 7u)

where X means element-wise multiplication. z,, is the temperature
parameter. In particular, the uncertainty probability matrix U is

P . .
updated when the augmented prototypes Z, (x) 18 updated, which
is denoted as follows:

U=myuU+(1-my)U, 8)

where my, is a trade-off parameter. U, is the current uncertainty
probability matrix.

3.3 The Hard-weighted Prototypical
Contrastive Learning (HPCL)

Since the prototypes of different classes may be similar in some
circumstances [38], which means these prototypes are hard-aligned
[36], the HPCL is proposed to generate a hard-weighted matrix to
calibrate the weights of the hard-aligned prototypes during the PCL
for better learning class-wise domain-invariant features.

Specifically, first, the similarity matrix of the prototypes between
the source and augmented domains is obtained by using cosine
similarity, which is denoted as follows:

P P
282
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Figure 4: The illustration of the proposed hard-weighted
prototypical contrastive learning,.

where the similarity matrix S € R*C. In a perfect case, the simi-
larity of the prototypes of the same class between the two domains
is the bigger the better and the similarity of the prototypes of dif-
ferent classes between the two domains is the smaller the better.
The hard-aligned prototypes are in the opposite case. To calibrate
the weights of these prototypes, the hard-weighted matrix H is
generated as follows:

H=abs(M-E-S5) (10)

where M is an all-ones matrix and E is an identity matrix. The abs()
is to compute the absolute value of a number. In the hard-weighted
matrix, a small value means the prototypes of the corresponding
class are hard-aligned. Finally, the hard-weighted matrix is utilized
to calibrate the prototypes of the augmented domains Zi ) during

the PCL. Thus, the HPCL is denoted as follows by rewriting Eq. (1):

, i ‘| exp((Z5 ) ¥ Hig) - Z3) /1)
hpel = — Ys 108 -
P G e (2R [Hi) - 78 )

where 7}, is the temperature parameter. When the prototypes are
_ali P
hard-aligned, the Z, )
numerator and denominator of the Lj,. are respectively decreased
and increased, which means the loss Lj,,; is increased to optimize
the class-wise features for aligning these hard-aligned prototypes.

is weighted with a small value. Thus, the

3.4 The training loss

The overall objective of our approach can be formulated as follows:

L= Lseg + M Lupcl + AZthcl (12)
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Table 1: Performance comparison in terms of mIoU (%) between domain generalization methods in three architectures of the
ResNet-50 [8], the ShuffleNetV2 [20], and MobileNetV2 [31] backbones. The best results are marked in bold and the second best

results are underlined. ¥ denotes that the performance is obtained by our reproduction of the respective method.

Methods Backbone Mean Train on G Train on S Train on C Train on B Train on M
—-C -B -»M -»S —-C -B -M -G —B -»M -G -»S —»G -»S -C -»M —»G —»S —»C —B
Deeplabv3+ [5] 29.9 29.3 25.7 28.3 26.2 23.2 24.5 21.8 26.3 45.2 51.5 42.6 24.3 26.1 21.7 39.0 23.9 25.5 23.4 36.8 26.4
IBN [23] 34.2 33.9 32.3 37.8 27.9 32.0 30.6 32.2 26.9 48.6 57.0 45.1 26.1 29.0 25.4 41.1 26.6 30.7 27.0 42.8 31.0
SW [24] 32.3 29.9 27.5 29.7 27.6 28.2 27.1 26.3 26.5 48.5 55.8 44.9 26.1 27.7 25.4 40.9 25.8 28.5 27.4 40.7 30.5
DRPC [46] 35.8 37.4 32.1 34.1 28.1 35.7 31.5 32.7 28.8 49.9 56.3 45.6 26.6 33.2 29.8 41.3 31.9 33.0 29.6 46.2 32.9
GTR [26] 36.1 37.5 33.8 34.5 28.2 36.8 32.0 32.9 28.0 50.8 57.2 45.8 26.5 33.2 30.6 42.6 30.7 32.9 30.3 45.8 32.6
ISW [6] ResNet-50 36.4 36.6 35.2 40.3 28.3 35.8 31.6 30.8 27.7 50.7 58.6 45.0 26.2 32.7 30.5 43.5 31.6 33.4 30.2 46.4 32.6
SAN [25] 38.5 39.8 37.3 41.9 30.8 38.9 35.2 34.5 29.2 53.0 59.8 47.3 28.3 34.8 31.8 44.9 33.2 34.0 31.6 48.7 34.6
PinMem + [13] 41.0 41.2 35.2 39.4 28.9 38.2 32.3 33.9 32.1 50.6 57.9 45.1 29.4 42.4 29.1 54.8 51.0 44.1 30.8 55.9 47.6
WildNet  [15] 42.6 44.6 38.4 46.1 31.3 38.4 33.5 32.8 34.9 50.9 58.8 47.0 28.0 45.1 30.2 55.7 54.1 46.1 30.2 57.1 49.2
SHADE * [52] 42.5 43.540.3 43.0 31.2 39.6 29.2 34.7 34.8 51.5 58.7 48.2 30.8 43.5 31.1 56.2 53.1 45.3 31.1 56.2 48.5
Ours 45.2 42.2 39.5 42.4 33.0 41.2 35.4 35.5 36.6 52.2 60.7 46.8 31.9 49.6 34.2 58.1 57.3 51.3 36.2 65.0 54.9
Deeplabv3+ [5] 33.1 25.6 22.2 28.6 23.3 31.3 22.2 25.9 28.5 38.1 43.3 36.5 25.3 38.8 25.0 47.3 46.8 40.9 25.1 46.6 39.9
IBN [23] 35.5 27.1 31.8 34.9 25.6 32.7 22.8 26.7 30.4 41.9 46.9 40.9 26.5 40.6 25.9 48.6 48.6 42.3 26.6 47.8 42.1
ISW [6] 35.6 31.0 32.1 35.3 24.3 33.7 22.3 26.3 28.8 41.9 47.1 40.2 27.1 40.7 26.3 48.4 48.7 41.5 25.5 48.7 42.4
SAN f [25] ShuffleNetV2 36.3 31.9 30.2 34.8 26.2 32.1 22.3 26.2 28.6 42.3 49.7 38.8 27.6 40.8 28.1 49.8 50.0 42.8 28.1 51.7 43.9
PinMem + [13] 36.1 29.5 31.3 35.4 29.1 32.5 23.0 27.3 30.5 39.9 48.1 37.4 25.9 39.8 28.5 49.0 48.3 41.5 30.6 51.5 43.7
SHADE f [52] 37.2 35.432.3 36.9 28.7 35.4 23.4 28.4 34.0 44.3 51.5 40.9 26.4 43.0 26.2 50.6 51.0 41.1 26.5 47.2 40.5
Ours 38.9 35.435.9 36.3 30.9 35.424.7 28.0 32.0 43.6 50.8 41.128.1 41.5 28.551.6 50.5 46.131.456.9 48.8
Deeplabv3+ [5] 33.5 25.9 25.7 26.5 24.0 30.1 20.3 22.8 27.5 40.2 44.2 37.8 25.5 40.1 26.6 48.2 48.7 39.1 27.9 47.5 41.6
IBN [23] 35.9 30.1 27.7 27.1 25.0 34.3 20.7 23.6 29.9 45.0 46.9 41.1 27.6 42.7 27.3 52.9 51.3 43.0 29.2 50.7 42.4
ISW [6] 36.4 30.9 30.1 30.7 24.4 34.0 23.5 26.2 29.6 45.2 49.7 41.2 27.2 42.8 28.0 51.5 51.6 39.7 29.3 51.1 41.8
SAN + [25] MobileNetV2 37.2 32.5 27.6 30.8 30.4 32.8 21.9 26.6 32.9 45.8 50.1 41.2 26.7 42.5 27.3 51.9 50.8 43.8 31.1 52.5 45.1
PinMem + [13] 37.6 32.2 29.0 31.5 26.5 34.9 23.7 27.9 32.1 46.2 51.9 40.4 26.8 43.5 31.2 49.8 51.5 43.6 31.1 52.8 44.5
SHADE 7 [52] 38.3 34.4 32.4 32.4 27.1 36.2 23.8 28.2 33.5 46.1 53.2 41.2 27.2 43.8 30.8 52.6 52.0 42.3 31.0 52.0 45.9
Ours 40.8 36.9 33.7 36.7 31.5 35.5 23.9 28.4 34.3 48.4 54.2 43.2 27.3 44.6 30.5 53.7 53.3 50.9 33.3 62.7 53.1

where A; is weights coefficients. In particular, during the training
process, we freeze the weights of the segmentation network to
extract the augmented features Z4 ().

3.5 Behavior in Different Situations

We further discuss the behavior of the proposed approach in dif-
ferent situations. Specifically, we divide the prototype discrepancy
in different domains into the following three situations: i) the pro-
totypes of different domains are similar or even the same; ii) the
prototypes of different domains may have discrepancies; iii) the
prototypes are far away in different domains. In the first situation,
all prototypes are assigned with big weights when the prototypes
of the source and augmented domains are similar. In particular, the
weights approximately equal 1 when the prototypes of different
domains are the same. In this situation, the proposed approach can
be viewed as the conventional prototypical contrastive learning
(PCL). In the second situation, an uncertainty probability matrix
and a hard-weighted matrix are generated to calibrate the weights
of the prototypes which have a big gap in the source and augmented
domains during the prototypical contrastive learning. In the last
situation, there is a big gap between the prototypes in the source
and augmented domains. All prototypes are assigned with small
weights, which means that the class-wise features are pushed away
from the prototypes of the source domain to some extent. We argue

that it can prevent the model from overfitting the prototypes of the
source domain.

4 EXPERIMENTS

4.1 Datasets and Implementation Details

Five datasets are tested on the proposed approach, including GTA5
(G) [29], SYNTHIA (S) [30], Cityscapes (C) [7], BDD (B) [43], and
Mapillary (M) [22]. Our approach is trained on single or several
datasets and evaluated on other datasets. In experiments, the ISW
[6] is adopted as baseline. The ResNet-50 [8], ShuffleNetV2 [20],
and MobileNetV2 [31] are utilized in DeepLabV3+ [5] as the seg-
mentation network. We follow the data augmentations of ISW [6].
Moreover, the weight coefficients My, Ma, My, Ty, T, A1, and Ay are
set as 0.9, 0.9, 0.9, 0.8, 0.8, 0.1, and 0.01 for all experiments. More
implementation details and the weight coefficient experiments are
introduced in the Appendix A.2 and Appendix B.

4.2 Comparison with Single-source Domain
Generalization Methods

We compare the performance of our approach with several recent

approaches [6, 13, 15, 23-26, 46, 52]. Our approach achieves supe-

rior average performance than these methods in five single-source

generalization settings on three backbones, which are shown in
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Figure 5: Visualization comparison between recent methods and our proposed approach in the G—{C, B, M, S} task. The
visualization results from four datasets (including Cityscapes, BDD, Mapillary, and SYNTHIA) are respectively shown in four

TOwS.

Table 1. For the ResNet-50 backbone, compared with the SOTA
methods SAN [25], PinMem [13], SHADE [52], and WildNet [15],
our approach respectively achieves the significant average improve-
ment of 6.7%, 4.2%, 2.7%, and 2.6%. For the ShuffleNetV2 backbone,
compared with the SOTA methods SHADE [52] and PinMem [13],
our approach achieves an average improvement of 1.7% and 2.8%.
For the MobileNetV2 backbone, compared with the SOTA methods
SHADE [52] and PinMem [13], our approach achieves an average
improvement of 2.5% and 3.2%. In addition, the visualization com-
parisons of segmentation maps between our proposed approach
and recent methods are shown in Figure 5. It shows that the classes
of “road”, “sidewalk”, and “car” are segmented more accurately than
recent methods.

Table 2: Performance comparison in terms of mIoU (%) be-
tween domain generalization methods in the architecture of
the ResNet-50 [8]. The best results are marked in bold and
the second-best results are underlined.

Train on G and S

Methods Backbone Mean SC 5B SM
Deeplabv3+ [5] 308 355 251 319
ISW [6] 368 377 341 385
MLDG [16 355 388 320 356
PinMerr[1 [1]3] ResNet-50 418 445 381 427
SHADE [52] 451 474 403 476
Ours 467 481 425 494

4.3 Comparison with Multi-source Domain
Generalization Methods

To further verify the effectiveness of our proposed approach, we
compare our proposed approach with recent approaches [6, 13,
16, 52] under the multi-source domain generalization setting. The
experimental results are shown in Table 2. As shown in Table 2,
our proposed approach respectively achieves the improvement of

4.9% and 1.6% in average mloU over the SOTA methods PinMem
[13] and SHADE [52]. In conclusion, with richer source domains
during the training process, our proposed approach can generate
more prototypes of different domains and better learn class-wise
domain-invariant features from the prototypes of different domains
to improve the generalization ability for semantic segmentation.
More experiments of multi-source domain generalization settings
are shown in the Appendix A.3.

4.4 Ablation Study

In this section, four group experiments are conducted on the “G—{C,
B, M, S}” generalization setting to analyze the contributions of each
component, including the prototypical contrastive learning (PCL),
the uncertainty-weighted prototypical contrastive learning (UPCL),
and the hard-weighted prototypical contrastive learning (HPCL),
to the final performance and verify our motivation.

The results are given in Table 3. We observe that the perfor-
mance of the UPCL and HPCL respectively achieve an average im-
provement of 1.5% and 1.3% than the performance of the PCL. The
performance of our proposed approach using the UPCL and HPCL
simultaneously is superior to the performance of the PCL, UPCL,
and HPCL. It demonstrates that the UPCL and HPCL can both boost
the learning of class-wise domain-invariant features. Moreover, we
visualize the weight matrix of the learned class-wise features on the
source domain and the unseen domain. From Figure 6, we can see
that regions are activated by a weight matrix slot corresponding
to each class. For the visualization of the PCL, some other classes
are activated in the unseen domain (Cityscapes). For example, the
class of “sidewalk” is activated in the activation maps of the “road”
and “car”. the classes of “vegetation” and “sky” are activated in the
activation maps of the “building”. These results demonstrate that
there is still domain discrepancy between the learned class-wise fea-
tures and the prototypes of the unseen domain. Compared with the
visualization of the PCL, the visualization of our proposed approach
(CDPCL) achieves a significant improvement. More qualitative and
quantitative experiments about the discrepancy change between
the learned class-wise features and the different domains before
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Table 3: Ablation experiments in the “G—{C, B, M, S}” generalization setting based on the ShuffleNetV2 backbone. The “PCL”
indicates the prototypical contrastive learning. The “UPCL” and “HPCL” mean the uncertainty-weighted and the hard-weighted

prototypical contrastive learning,.

Train on GTA5 (G)

Backbone Methods PCL UPCL HPCL c B M S Mean
Baseline [6] - - - 31.0 321 353 243 30.7
\/ - - 339 325 355 281 32.5
ShuffleNetV2 - \/ - 348 353 359 299 34.0

Ours

R

v 350 341 362 298 338
vV 354 359 363 309 34.6

_Building

GTAS

Cityscapes

— Input — — —

Building
e

P

Figure 6: Activation maps visualization comparison of the weight matrix of the learned class-wise features between the PCL
and our proposed approach (CDPCL) in the GTA5 to Cityscapes task.

and after applying the proposed approach are analyzed which are
shown in the Appendix A.4. In addition, the weights of the activated
region corresponding to each class in our proposed approach is
higher than the PCL. It demonstrates that our proposed approach
can better learn class-wise domain-invariant features. More acti-
vation maps visualization and some visualization of the ablation
study are shown in the Appendix B.

Table 4: Computational complexity experiments based on the
ResNet-50 backbone. Params denotes the number of parame-
ters. FLOPs denotes the number of floating point operations.

Method  FLOPs (G) Params (M) Inference time (ms)
baseline [6] 155.92 45.08 131.22
Ours 160.75 47.18 132.80

4.5 Model complexity analysis

We analyze the computational cost of our proposed approach. The
input size is set as 1024 X 512 X 3. The experiments are conducted
on a single GTX 3090 GPU. As shown in Table 4, for DeepLabV3+
with the ResNet-50 backbone, our proposed approach increases less
than 5% on parameters, floating point operations, and inference
time. This shows that our proposed approach achieves a significant
improvement in performance with very limited extra computational
cost.

5 CONCLUSION

In this paper, a calibration-based dual prototypical contrastive learn-
ing (CDPCL) approach is proposed to reduce the domain discrep-
ancy between the learned class-wise features and the prototypes
of different domains for domain generalization semantic segmen-
tation. The CDPCL approach contains an uncertainty-guided pro-
totypical contrastive learning (UPCL) and a hard-weighted pro-
totypical contrastive learning (HPCL). The proposed UPCL and
HPCL respectively generate an uncertainty probability matrix and
a hard-weighted matrix to calibrate the weights of the prototypes
during the prototypical contrastive learning. Extensive experiments
demonstrate that our approach achieves superior performance over
current approaches on domain generalization semantic segmenta-
tion tasks.
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Table 5: Performance comparison in terms of mIoU (%) be-
tween domain generalization methods in the architecture of
the ResNet-50 [8]. The best results are marked in bold and
the second-best results are underlined.

Trainon G, S, and I

Methods Backbone Mean SC 5B oM
IBN [23] 53.1 54.4 489 56.1
MLDG [16] 53.1 54.8 485 55.9
ISW [6 53.5 54.7 49.0 56.9
TSMIED]G [a7] RESNEUS0 o0 530 464 5238
PinMem [13] 55.0 56.6 50.2 583
Ours 59.5 61.1 54.8 62.5

A EXPERIMENTS
A.1 Datasets

Our approach is evaluated on five standard single-source bench-
marks and a standard multi-source benchmark. Five standard single-
source benchmarks contain “G—{S, C, M, B}”, “S—{G, C, M, B},
“C—{G, S, M, B, “B—I{G, S, C, MY, and “M—IG, S, C, BY”. The two
standard multi-source benchmarks are “{G, S}—{C, B, M}” and “{G,
S, }—{C, B, M}". The “G” and “S” mean GTA5 [29] and SYNTHIA
[30] datasets which are two synthetic datasets. The “C”, “B”, “M”,
and “T” mean the Cityscapes [7], BDD [43], Mapillary [22], and IDD
[34] datasets which are three real-world datasets.

A.2 Implementation Details

In our experiments, the ISW [6] is adopted as baseline. The ResNet-
50 [8], ShuffleNetV2 [20], and MobileNetV2 [31] are utilized in
DeepLabV3+ [5] as the segmentation network. We follow the data
augmentations of previous works, including ISW [6], SAN [25],
WildNet [15], PinMemory [13], and SHADE [52]. Specifically, color
jittering (brightness of 0.4, contrast of 0.4, saturation of 0.4, and
hue of 0.1), Gaussian blur, random cropping, random horizontal
flipping, and random scaling with the range of [0.5, 2.0] are used in
our approach. The input images of five datasets are cropped to the
resolution of 768 x 768. The mean Intersection-Over-Union value
(mlIoU = %) is utilized as the metric of evaluation, where
TP, FP, and FN are denoted as the predicted pixels numbers of true
positive, false positive, and false negative. The Stochastic Gradient
Decent (SGD) optimizer with an initial learning rate of 1e — 2 and a
momentum of 0.9 is leveraged to optimize our backbone network.
In the training stages, the learning rate is adjusted by the power
of 0.9 according to the polynomial learning rate scheduler and the
maximum number of iterations is set to 40k steps. Moreover, the
weight coefficients Mp, Ma, My, Ty, Th, A1, and Ay are set as 0.9, 0.9,
0.9, 0.8, 0.8, 0.1, and 0.01 for all experiments.

A.3 Comparison with Multi-source Domain
Generalization Methods

Our proposed approach is trained on three source domains to com-

pare with recent methods, including IBN [23], MLDG [16], ISW

[6], TSMLDG [47], and PinMem [13], for further verifying the ef-

fectiveness of our proposed approach. As shown in Table 5, our

proposed approach respectively achieves an improvement of 4.5%
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in average mloU over the PinMem [13]. Thus, with richer source
domains during the training process, our proposed approach can
better learn class-wise domain-invariant features from the proto-
types of different domains to improve the generalization ability for
semantic segmentation.

Table 6: The discrepancy between the learned class-wise fea-
tures and the prototypes of the source domain.

Class PCL CDPCL
Road  0.0406 0.0337
Sidewalk 0.0489 0.0504
Building 0.0516 0.0493
Car  0.0331 0.0289

Table 7: The discrepancy between the learned class-wise fea-
tures and the prototypes of the augmented domain.

Class PCL CDPCL
Road 0.0571 0.0458
Sidewalk 0.0494 0.0383
Building 0.0508 0.0462
Car  0.0414 0.0364

A.4 The Analysis of The Distribution
Discrepancy Change

We analyze the distribution discrepancy change between the learned
class-wise features and the different domains before and after apply-
ing the proposed approach from two aspects, including qualitative
and quantitative experiments.

Qualitative Results. We visualize activation maps of the weight
matrix of the learned class-wise features between the conventional
prototypical contrastive learning (PCL) and the proposed approach
(CDPCL), which are shown in Figure 6. In the visualization of
the PCL, some other classes are activated in the unseen domain
(Cityscapes). For example, the classes of "vegetation” and sky” are
activated in the activation maps of the "building”. These results
demonstrate that there is still domain discrepancy between the
learned class-wise features and the prototypes of the unseen do-
main (Cityscapes). Compared with the visualization of the PCL, the
visualization of our proposed approach (CDPCL) achieves a signif-
icant improvement. It demonstrates that the difference between
the learned class-wise features and the prototypes of the unseen
domain (Cityscapes) is reduced.

Quantitative Results. We respectively use the cosine similarity
and the Manhattan distance to measure the discrepancy changes
between the learned class-wise features and the different domains
before and after applying the proposed approach. The discrepancy
changes of the “road”, “sidewalk”, “building”, and “car” classes are
shown in Table 6, Table 7, Table 8, and Table 9.

First, we compare the discrepancy measured by the Manhattan
distance. The discrepancy between the learned class-wise features
and the source domains is shown in Table 6. The discrepancy be-
tween the learned class-wise features and the augmented domains
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Table 8: The similarity of different classes between the learned class-wise features and the source domain prototypes. The first
row represents the learned class-wise features and the first column represents the source domain prototypes.

PCL CDPCL
Class Road Sidewalk Building Car Class Road Sidewalk Building Car
Road 0.8598 0.5131  0.4979 0.5368 Road 0.9182 0.4531  0.4157 0.3148
Sidewalk 0.5990 0.8502  0.5972 0.4974 |Sidewalk 0.5130 0.8904  0.4691 0.4211
Building 0.5011 0.3995 0.8511 0.3019 |Building 0.4853 0.3154  0.9003 0.2117
Car 04996 05018 0.5810 0.9051 Car 03548 0.4183  0.4519 0.9331

Table 9: The similarity of different classes between the learned class-wise features and the augmented domain prototypes. The
first row represents the learned class-wise features and the first column represents the augmented domain prototypes.

PCL CDPCL
Class Road Sidewalk Building Car Class Road Sidewalk Building Car
Road 0.7998 0.6131  0.3377 0.4957 Road 0.8512 0.4937  0.2903 0.3304
Sidewalk 0.6982 0.7573  0.3984 0.5965 |Sidewalk 0.5701 0.8210  0.2965 0.3899
Building 0.4005 0.3002  0.8007 0.3012 |Building 0.2418 0.2419  0.8411 0.1944
Car 05190 04921 0.2910 0.8793 Car 03941 0.3823  0.2740 0.8999

is shown in Table 7. From Table 6, compared with the conven-
tional PCL, the discrepancy between the learned class-wise features
and the prototypes of the source domain is reduced in the classes
of “road”, “building”, and “car” by using the proposed approach
(CDPCL). From Table 7, compared with the conventional PCL, the
discrepancy between the learned class-wise features and the proto-
types of the augmented domain is reduced in the classes of “road”,
“sidewalk”, “building”, and “car” by using the CDPCL. In addition, al-
though the discrepancy of the “sidewalk” class between the learned
class-wise features and the prototypes of the source domain is in-
creased, the discrepancy of the “sidewalk” class between the learned
class-wise features and the prototypes of the augmented domain is
significantly decreased. We argue that this phenomenon is caused
by the big gap between the “sidewalk” class prototypes of the source
and augmented domains, which means the “sidewalk” class proto-
types of the source domain are uncertain. Thus, a small weight is
assigned to the “sidewalk” class prototypes of the source domain.

Second, we compare the discrepancy measured by the cosine
similarity. The discrepancy between the learned class-wise features
and the source domains is shown in Table 8. The discrepancy be-
tween the learned class-wise features and the augmented domains
is shown in Table 9. From Table 8 and Table 9, compared with
the conventional PCL, the similarity of different classes is reduced
while the similarity of the same class is significantly increased by
using the proposed approach (CDPCL).

In conclusion, from these qualitative and quantitative experi-
ments, the proposed approach can reduce the discrepancy between
the learned class-wise features and the prototypes of different do-
mains.

B SUPPLEMENT MATERIAL

The supplement material will be released at https://github.com/se-
abearlmx/CDPCL.
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