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Abstract

Few-shot image classification has received considerable at-
tention for addressing the challenge of poor classification per-
formance with limited samples in novel classes. However, nu-
merous studies have employed sophisticated learning strate-
gies and diversified feature extraction methods to address this
issue. In this paper, we propose our method called Proto-
typeFormer, which aims to significantly advance traditional
few-shot image classification approaches by exploring proto-
type relationships. Specifically, we utilize a transformer ar-
chitecture to build a prototype extraction module, aiming to
extract class representations that are more discriminative for
few-shot classification. Additionally, during the model train-
ing process, we propose a contrastive learning-based opti-
mization approach to optimize prototype features in few-shot
learning scenarios. Despite its simplicity, the method per-
forms remarkably well, with no bells and whistles. We have
experimented with our approach on several popular few-shot
image classification benchmark datasets, which shows that
our method outperforms all current state-of-the-art methods.
In particular, our method achieves 97.07% and 90.88% on 5-
way 5-shot and 5-way 1-shot tasks of miniImageNet, which
surpasses the state-of-the-art results with accuracy of 7.27%
and 8.72%, respectively. The code will be released later.

Introduction
Neural networks have been remarkably successful in large-
scale image classification. However, the domain of few-shot
image classification, where models must rapidly adapt to
new data distributions with limited labeled samples (e.g.,
five or one sample for each class), remains a challenge. As
a result of its promising applications in diverse fields such
as medical image analysis and robotics, few-shot learning
(Wang et al. 2020) has captivated the attention of the com-
puter vision and machine learning community.

Recent few-shot learning approaches mainly improve the
generalization by augmenting the samples/features or facil-
itating feature representation with novel neural modules. A
multitude of methods (Zhang et al. 2018, 2017; Chen et al.
2019; Schwartz et al. 2018; Yang, Liu, and Xu 2021; Li,
Zheng, and Su 2022) utilizes generative models to gener-
ate new samples or augment feature space, aiming to ap-
proximate the actual distribution, and thus finally facilitate
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the few-shot learning. Devising sophisticated feature rep-
resentation modules is also a meaningful way to improve
the model performance on low-shot categories. Specifically,
CAN (Hou et al. 2019) leverages cross-attention mech-
anisms to acquire enriched sample embeddings with en-
hanced class-specific features in a transductive way, while
DN4 (Li et al. 2019), DMN4 (Liu et al. 2022b), and
MCL (Liu et al. 2022a) adopt local feature representations
instead of global representations to obtain more discrimi-
native feature representations. Following the line of feature
representation learning approaches, we introduce a proto-
type extraction module to enhance the prototype embed-
dings. Contrary to earlier feature representation methodolo-
gies, our study delves into the intricate interconnections both
within each class and across the entire task to derive more
discriminative prototype representations.

Learning prototype embedding (Snell, Swersky, and
Zemel 2017; Zhang et al. 2021) is useful for few-shot clas-
sification. ProtoNet (Snell, Swersky, and Zemel 2017) in-
troduces a methodology employing prototype points to en-
capsulate the feature embeddings of entire categories, and
(Zhang et al. 2021) proposes to enhance the notion of pro-
totype points. However, they significantly ignore the proto-
type relationships for learning robust class features. In this
paper, we delve into the interconnections between prototype
points, considering both intra-class and inter-class relation-
ships. We first introduce a novel prototype extraction mod-
ule to learn the relationship of intra-class samples through
the self-attention of sub-prototypes, which are obtained by
average subsets of sample features. This module captures
more representative category features through the consider-
ation of feature relationships among sample subsets of the
same class.

To further enhance the robustness of class features in
few-shot scenarios, we introduce the “prototype contrastive
loss”—a novel contrastive loss designed explicitly to capture
interactions among inter-class prototypes. Central to our ap-
proach is the concept of “sub-prototypes,” representing both
positive and negative class embeddings in the few-shot con-
text. By employing these sub-prototypes within a contrastive
learning framework, we aim to cultivate more discriminative
representations. Specifically, the contrastive learning strat-
egy ensures that similar class embeddings are drawn closer
in the feature space, while dissimilar ones are pushed apart,
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Figure 1: Exploring the feature relationships among sam-
ples of the same class and different classes to construct task-
specific feature representations.

thus enhancing the discriminative power of our representa-
tive prototypes.

Moreover, some works (Zhou et al. 2022; Gao et al. 2021)
have demonstrated the impressive feature extraction capabil-
ities of the CLIP pre-trained model in few-shot learning. We
also integrate the image encoder of CLIP into our approach
as the powerful feature extraction module.

We summarize our contributions as follows:
• Prototype Extraction Module. We introduce a novel

and straightforward network architecture for few-shot
learning, employing a learnable prototype extraction
module to extract prototype representations.

• Prototype Contrastive Loss. We form sub-prototypes
by employing linear combinations of the support subsets.
Subsequently, we optimize the model using the prototype
contrastive loss based on these sub-prototypes to obtain
more robust prototype representations.

• Achieving State-of-the-Art Performance. We evaluate
our method on multiple publicly few-shot benchmark
datasets, and the results demonstrate that the proposed
method outperforms state-of-the-art few-shot learning
methods across three popular datasets. It’s worth noting
that we achive a remarkable improvement of up to 8.72%
in miniImageNet dataset.

Related Work
Few-shot Learning
The rapid development of deep neural networks in re-
cent years has primarily benefited from large-scale labeled
datasets. However, the high cost of data collection and man-
ual labeling has brought few-shot learning to the forefront of
widespread interest.

Few-shot learning is usually classified into optimization-
based and metric-based methods. The main idea of metric-
based methods is to define specific metrics to classify sam-
ples in a way similar to the nearest neighbor algorithm. The
Siamese Network(Koch et al. 2015) employs shared feature
extractors to derive feature representations from both sup-
port sets and query sets. Subsequently, it computes classi-
fication similarity individually for each pair of support set

and query set. The Prototypical Network (Snell, Swersky,
and Zemel 2017) computes prototype points for each class
of samples, and the query samples are categorized by calcu-
lating the L2 distance to each prototype point. In Relation
Network (Sung et al. 2018), the incorporation of learnable
nonlinear classifiers for sample classification is done inno-
vatively. CAN (Hou et al. 2019) has improved model perfor-
mance by computing cross-attention on samples to enhance
the network’s focus on classification targets. Also, to reduce
sample background interference, local descriptors that do
not contain classification targets are eliminated in DN4 (Li
et al. 2019) and DMN4 (Liu et al. 2022b) by comparing
the similarity between local descriptors. COSOC (Luo et al.
2021), as a similar endeavor, seeks to enhance classifica-
tion performance by distinguishing between classification
targets and background elements. HCTransformers (He et al.
2022) propose a hierarchical cascading transformer architec-
ture, aiming to address the overfitting challenges faced by
large-scale models in few-shot learning. Meanwhile, Few-
TURE (Hiller et al. 2022) similarly employs transformer
architecture to extract key features from the main subjects
within images. In the realm of generalized few-shot learn-
ing, a substantial body of work (Zhou et al. 2022; Zhang
et al. 2022b) has already leveraged pre-trained models to en-
hance the efficacy of few-shot learning. In our research, we
have also incorporated the pre-trained CLIP (Radford et al.
2021) model to enhance the feature extraction capabilities of
our model. The critical distinction, however, lies in the fact
that our model is trained using a meta-learning approach.

Sample Relation
There exist diverse sample relationships among different
class samples, and currently, most models are built upon the
foundation of establishing these sample relationships. Nu-
merous studies aim for models to achieve strong generaliza-
tion performance across various class sample relationships,
thereby minimizing vicinal risk. CAN (Hou et al. 2019) and
OLTR (Liu et al. 2019) incorporate sample-specific relation-
ships within the shared context by leveraging the correla-
tions among individual samples. IEM (Zhu and Yang 2020)
analyzes local correlations among samples and performs
memory storage updates for these correlations. IRM (Ar-
jovsky et al. 2019) achieves a reduced vicinal risk by ex-
ploring the correlation between sample invariant features
and spurious features. In cross-domain tasks, (Huang et al.
2020) explores the transferability of sample relationships
across different domains by discarding specific sample re-
lationships. Similar to (Huang et al. 2020), (Peng et al.
2019) explores domain-invariant and class-invariant rela-
tionships by employing the deep adversarial disentangled
autoencoder to achieve cross-domain classification tasks.
BatchFormer (Hou, Yu, and Tao 2022) has achieved signifi-
cant improvements across various data scarcity tasks by im-
plicitly exploring the relationships among mini-batch sam-
ples during training. In mixup (Zhang et al. 2017), samples
are linearly interpolated to capture the class-invariant rela-
tionships between samples. In our work, we perform linear
combinations of samples to explore task-relevant relation-
ships among them.
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Figure 2: This figure presents the overall process flowchart of the method proposed in this paper. We linearly combine the
support set and obtain sub-prototypes through the prototype extraction module. The sub-prototypes are utilized for computing
the prototype contrastive loss Lprototype, while the prototype is employed for calculating the classification loss Lclassifier. We
sum the Lprototype and Lclassifier to obtain the final optimization objective.

Contrative Learning

Contrastive learning has achieved significant success in re-
cent years. InstDisc (Wu et al. 2018) proposes the utilization
of instance discrimination tasks as an alternative to class-
based discrimination tasks within the framework of unsu-
pervised learning. MOCO (He et al. 2020) achieves favor-
able transferability to downstream tasks through the strat-
egy of constructing a dynamic dictionary and performing
momentum-based updates. Contrastive learning has exhib-
ited its generality and flexibility in time series tasks, encom-
passing domains like audio and textual data. An abundance
of work (He et al. 2020; Chen et al. 2020; Radford et al.
2021) has demonstrated the positive impact of contrastive
learning in both unsupervised learning and generalization re-
search within the realm of computer vision. The objective of
contrastive learning is to bring together samples of the same
class while separating those from different classes, thus con-
structing suitable patterns for sample feature extraction. In
episodic training, we utilize contrastive learning methods
to extract class relationships within the task, enhancing the
classification performance for few-shot learning.

Method

In this section, we first describe the problem definition re-
lated to few-shot learning. Subsequently, an exposition of
our proposed methodology is presented. Conclusively, we
delve into a comprehensive discussion on the two impor-
tant components of our method: Prototype Extraction Mod-
ule and Prototype Contrastive Loss.

Problem Formulation

Episodic training differs from the deep neural networks
training approach. In the traditional training of deep neural
networks, we usually train the neural network on a sample-
by-sample basis. In episodic training, we typically train the
neural network on a task-by-task basis. The episodic train-
ing mechanism (Vinyals et al. 2016) has been demonstrated
to facilitate the learning of transferable knowledge across
classes.

In few-shot learning, we usually divide the dataset into
training, validation, and test sets. The training set, validation
set, and test set have no overlapping classes. Therefore, we
refer to the classes in the training set as seen classes, while
the classes in the validation set and test set are termed un-
seen classes. During the training phase, we randomly sample
from the training set to create the support set and the query
set. We use S to represent the support set and Q to define the
query set. In the support set S, there are N classes, and each
class contains K samples. We treat the query set Q as un-
labeled samples and perform classification on the unlabeled
samples in Q using the labeled samples in the support set
S, which contains N classes, each with K samples. During
the testing phase, we follow the same procedure and divide
the test set into a support set and a query set, similar to what
we did during the training phase. This allows us to evaluate
the few-shot learning performance of the model on unseen
classes in a manner consistent with the training process. We
typically refer to tasks that satisfy the above settings as N-
way K-shot tasks. In our work, we train and evaluate the
model using the aforementioned problem formulation.
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Figure 3: The prototype extraction module adopts the trans-
former structure (Vaswani et al. 2017), taking the prototype
token and embeddings of same-class images from the sup-
port set as inputs to obtain the prototype and sub-prototype
for that class.

Overview
We linearly combine the support set and apply non-linear
mapping through the prototype extraction module. Further-
more, we optimize the prototype extraction module using
contrastive learning strategies to attain improved prototype
representations. An overview of our approach is depicted in
Figure 2.

As illustrated in Figure 2, we process both the support
set and query samples through a frozen CLIP feature ex-
traction network to obtain image embeddings. Subsequently,
we perform linear combinations on the support set samples
to generate C1

K sub-support sets. Simultaneously, a proto-
type token is added to each support set and sub-support
set, derived by computing the average of the respective em-
bedding collection. Individually, each support set and sub-
support set is fed into the prototype extraction module to
obtain encoded prototypes and sub-prototypes. We retain the
prototypes and sub-prototypes while discarding the sample
embeddings from the support sets. We compute LPrototype

using the retained sub-prototypes through contrastive loss,
while LClassifier is obtained by calculating the embed-
dings of query samples and prototypes. Finally, we sum up
LPrototype and LClassifier to create the ultimate optimiza-
tion objective.

Prototype Extraction Module
In this section, we will provide a comprehensive exposition
of our proposed prototype extraction module. Additionally,
we will conduct a comparative analysis between our method
and existing class feature extraction approaches found in the
paper.

First we introduce the prototype representation, the earli-
est class feature representation to appear in few-shot learn-
ing. In the N-way K-shot task, we assume the existence of
a class C, and in the support set S, there exists a subset
SC = {x1, x2, . . . xK | y = C}. We refer to the feature ex-
traction network as f . In that case, we can express the class

feature representation in the prototypical networks (Snell,
Swersky, and Zemel 2017) as follows:

Prototype (C) =
1

K

K∑
i=1

f (xi) , xi ⊂ SC

The method of prototype points provides a simple and ef-
fective way to express class features. Absolutely, the global
average pooling layer used in the feature extraction network
can introduce noise into the prototype points, causing them
to deviate from their true representation and leading to bias.
To address this issue, DN4 (Li et al. 2019) and DMN4 (Liu
et al. 2022b) remove the global average pooling layer from
the feature extraction network. They employ local descrip-
tors to replace the global feature representation of images
and utilize a discriminative nearest neighbor algorithm to
obtain the most representative local descriptors in the im-
ages as the feature representation for samples.

However, we believe that the image background has a
certain influence on the image classification performance
and also provides some category-related contextual features.
Therefore, we propose a novel class feature extraction mod-
ule referred to as prototype extraction module to replace the
current few-shot class feature representation. In ViT (Doso-
vitskiy et al. 2020), the image is divided into patches, and
transformer (Vaswani et al. 2017) is utilized to compute the
correlations between these patches, resulting in the overall
feature representation of the entire image. Inspired by ViT,
we simply treat the image as a set of patches input to the
transformer, thereby obtaining the feature representation for
the entire class. The fundamental architecture of prototype
extraction module is illustrated in Figure 3. We use ϕ to rep-
resent the prototype extraction module, and we can express
it in the following form:

Prototype (C) =

ϕ (xtoken, f (x1) , f (x2) , . . . f (xK)) , xi ⊂ SC

In the formula, xtoken represents the prototype token for that
class, and it can be expressed as:

xtoken =
1

K

K∑
i=1

f (xi) , xi ⊂ SC

Finally, we use a simple metric learning classification
method to classify the query samples. Specifically, we cal-
culate the distance between the embeddings of the query
samples and the prototype points in the feature space to
measure the similarity between the query samples and each
class. This distance metric is used for classification, where
the query sample is assigned to the class with the closest
feature embedding in the feature space. This classification
approach can be formalized with the following formula:

argminc⊂CL2 (xquery, P rototype (c))

The classification loss is optimized using the cross-entropy
loss, and the formula for the classification loss is as follows:

Lossclassify =



−
N∑
c=1

yclog

(
e−L2(xquery,Prototype(c))∑N
i=1 e

−L2(xquery,Prototype(i))

)
The yc is the one-hot encoding of the true class label for the
sample.

Prototype Contrastive Loss
To enhance the generalization capability of the prototype ex-
traction module, we drew inspiration from contrastive learn-
ing and proposed prototype contrastive loss. The contrastive
loss was first introduced by (Hadsell, Chopra, and LeCun
2006) and laid the foundation for subsequent highly success-
ful contrastive learning (He et al. 2020; Chen et al. 2020).
The main idea of the contrastive loss is to construct positive
and negative sample pairs, where positive pairs are brought
closer together in the feature space, while negative pairs are
pushed further apart.

In few-shot learning, by extracting K-1 samples from
the same class in the support set S, we can ob-
tain K different sub-support set of samples Sci =
{xc1, . . . , xci−1, xci+1 . . . , xcK} , i = 1, 2 . . .K, c ⊂ C.
Then, we pass each of these K sub-support sets constructed
from the same class samples through the prototype extrac-
tion module to obtain K sub-prototypes for that class. We
use the K sub-prototypes obtained from the same-class sup-
port set samples as positive pairs. At the same time, we use
the sub-prototypes obtained from different-class sub-support
sets as negative pairs. We represent the constructed positive
sample pairs as follows:

Posc = {pc1, pc2, . . . pcK} , C = 1, 2 . . . N

Thus, we can obtain the prototype contrastive loss using the
constructed positive and negative pairs as follows:

Lprototype = exp

(
1

N
·

∑K
i,j=1 L2 (pci, pcj) + I∑

m ̸=n

∑K
i,j=1 L2 (pm,i, pn,j) + I

)
Because when K = 1, the support set contains only one
sample per class, leading to

∑K
i,j=1 L2 (pci, pcj) = 0. To

avoid this situation, we add the identity element I to prevent
it from happening. The overall loss of the model during the
training phase is as follows:

Loss = Lossclassifier + Lossprototype

Experiments
In this section, we will evaluate the proposed method on
multiple few-shot benchmark datasets and compare it with
state-of-the-art methods. Additionally, we will conduct ab-
lation experiments and visualization experiments to further
analyze and validate the effectiveness of PrototypeFormer.

Datasets
miniImageNet (Vinyals et al. 2016) is a subset of the larger
ImageNet dataset and is widely used in few-shot learning
research. It consists of 100 classes, with each class con-
taining 600 images, resulting in a total of 60,000 images.

The dataset is divided into 64 classes for the training set, 16
classes for the validation set, and 20 classes for the test set.

tieredImagenet is a larger subset of the ImageNet dataset
compared to miniImagenet. The dataset consists of 608
classes with a total of 779,165 images. For few-shot learn-
ing, it is divided into three subsets, with 351 classes used
for the training set, 97 classes for the validation set, and 160
classes for the testing set.

Caltech-UCSD Birds-200-2011 (Wah et al. 2011), also
known as CUB, is the benchmark image dataset for cur-
rent fine-grained classification and recognition research. The
dataset contains 11,788 bird images, encompassing 200 sub-
classes of bird species. We split it into 100, 50, and 50
classes for training, validation, and testing, respectively.

Experimental Settings
To obtain better image features, we use ViT-Large/14 as the
backbone for image feature extraction and pair it with the
same CLIP pre-trained model used in CoOp (Zhou et al.
2022) and Clip-Adapter (Gao et al. 2021). Due to the lim-
ited data in the context of few-shot learning, prototype ex-
traction module adopts a two-layer transformer architecture
without incorporating positional encoding. During the train-
ing phase, we freeze the feature extraction network and only
train the prototype extraction module proposed in this paper
to preserve the image feature extraction capabilities of the
pre-trained CLIP model and obtain a prototype extraction
module with excellent class feature representations.

During the training phase, we maintain the traditional
episodic training approach and conduct training on 5-way
5-shot and 5-way 1-shot task settings. Additionally, we use
the Adam (Kingma and Ba 2014) optimizer to optimize the
model. We set the initial learning rate of the optimizer to
0.0001. The momentum weight coefficients β1 and β2, as
well as the ϵ parameter of the optimizer, are set to their
default values of 0.9, 0.999, and 1e-8, respectively. In the
gradient updating strategy, we adopt the gradient accumula-
tion algorithm, where we accumulate gradients over every
10 batches before performing a parameter update. We train
the model for 100 epochs, where each epoch consisted of
500 batches, and each batch represented a task. In image
augmentation, we resize the images and then apply center
cropping to obtain 224× 224 pixel image inputs.

In the testing phase, to ensure fairness, we adhere to the
evaluation methodology of few-shot learning without mak-
ing any changes. We randomly sample 2000 tasks from the
test set. For each task, we extract 15 query samples per class
to evaluate our method. We report the average accuracy with
a 95% confidence interval to ensure the reliability of our re-
sults.

Results
Following the few-shot standard experimental settings, we
conduct experiments on both 5-way 1-shot and 5-way 5-shot
tasks to evaluate our method. The experimental results are
presented in Table 1.

As shown in the table 1, our method outperforms the cur-
rent state-of-the-art results on both 5-way 5-shot and 5-way
1-shot tasks in the miniImageNet dataset. Excitingly, our



Model
miniImageNet tieredImagenet CUB-200

5-way 5-shot 5-way 1-shot 5-way 5-shot 5-way 1-shot 5-way 5-shot 5-way 1-shot
MAML (Finn, Abbeel, and Levine 2017) 64.31±1.1% 47.78±1.75% 71.10±1.67% 52.07±0.91% - -
Prototypical Network (Snell, Swersky, and Zemel 2017) 78.44±0.21% 60.76±0.39% 80.11±0.91% 66.25±0.34% - -
HCTransformers (He et al. 2022) 89.19 ± 0.13% 74.62 ± 0.20% 91.72 ± 0.11% 79.57 ± 0.20% - -
DeepEMD (Zhang et al. 2022a) 82.41 ± 0.56% 65.91 ± 0.82% 86.03 ± 0.58% 71.16 ± 0.87% 88.69 ± 0.50% 75.65 ± 0.83%
MCL (Liu et al. 2022a) 83.99% 67.51% 86.02% 72.01% 93.18% 85.63%
POODLE (Le et al. 2021) 85.81% 77.56% 86.96% 79.67% 93.80% 89.88%
FRN (Wertheimer, Tang, and Hariharan 2021) 82.83±0.13% 66.45±0.19% 86.89±0.14% 72.06±0.22% 92.92±0.10% 83.55±0.19%
PTN (Huang et al. 2021) 88.43±0.67% 82.66±0.97% 89.14±0.71% 84.70±1.14% - -
FewTURE (Hiller et al. 2022) 86.38±0.49% 72.40±0.78% 89.96±0.55% 76.32±0.87% - -
EASY (Bendou et al. 2022) 89.14 ± 0.1% 84.04 ± 0.2% 89.76 ± 0.14% 84.29 ± 0.24% 93.79 ± 0.10% 90.56 ± 0.19%
iLPC (Lazarou, Stathaki, and Avrithis 2021) 88.82±0.42% 83.05±0.79% 92.46±0.42% 88.50±0.75% 94.11±0.30 91.03±0.63
Simple CNAPS (Bateni et al. 2020) 89.80% 82.16% 89.01% 78.29% - -
Ours 97.07 ± 0.11% 90.88 ± 0.31% 95.00 ± 0.19% 87.26 ± 0.40% 94.25 ± 0.16% 89.04 ± 0.35%

Table 1: Few-shot learning classification accuracies on miniImageNet, tieredImagenet and CUB-200 under the setting of 5-way
1-shot and 5-way 5-shot with 95% confidence interval. (‘-’ not reported)

Figure 4: We randomly select eight task sets from the test dataset and visualize their feature embeddings using t-SNE (Van der
Maaten and Hinton 2008). In the visualization, circular points represent query samples, triangles represent prototype points
obtained by averaging the support set, and pentagrams represent class feature embeddings obtained through our proposed
method in this paper.

method achieve an accuracy improvement of 7.27% over the
current state-of-the-art method in the 5-way 5-shot task on
this dataset. At the same time, our method also achieve a
6.84% accuracy improvement in the 5-way 1-shot task com-
pared to the current state-of-the-art method. Our method
achieve significant improvements in the 5-way 5-shot task
on both the tieredImagenet dataset and the CUB-200 dataset
compared to the existing methods. Observing the table, we
can notice that compared to the 5-way 5-shot tasks, our
method’s performance is slightly inferior in the 5-way 1-shot
tasks. We believe that this is due to the lack of positive pairs
in the 5-way 1-shot task, which hinders the prototype extrac-
tion module’s ability to represent class features accurately.

Ablation Study

To validate the effectiveness of our method, we conduct ab-
lation experiments from various perspectives on the pro-
posed approach.

To validate the effectiveness of prototype extraction mod-
ule, we conduct ablation experiments under two conditions:
removing the prototype extraction module and retaining the
prototype extraction module as part of our method. The ex-
perimental results are shown in Table 2, where “CLIP” rep-
resents the condition where we remove the prototype ex-
traction module and retain only the CLIP pre-trained model.
From the Table 2, we can observe that the CLIP pre-trained
model itself exhibits good few-shot image classification per-
formance due to its strong zero-shot knowledge transfer abil-
ity in few-shot learning. Furthermore, our proposed method
shows significant performance improvement compared to
the comparative methods in the ablation experiments.

As shown in Table 3, we conduct experiments on the
miniImageNet dataset in both 5-way 5-shot and 5-way 1-
shot settings with and without the inclusion of the prototype
contrastive loss. The experimental results indicate that the
prototype loss has a positive impact on model optimization.



Model
miniImageNet tieredImagenet CUB-200

5-way 5-shot 5-way 1-shot 5-way 5-shot 5-way 1-shot 5-way 5-shot 5-way 1-shot
CLIP 95.13 ± 0.14% 83.86 ± 0.40% 92.25 ± 0.24% 79.24 ± 0.46% 89.20 ± 0.24% 72.51 ± 0.51%
Ours 97.07 ± 0.11% 90.88 ± 0.31% 95.00 ± 0.19% 87.26 ± 0.40% 94.25 ± 0.16% 89.04 ± 0.35%

Table 2: This ablation experiment aims to validate the effectiveness of the prototype extraction module.

Model
miniImageNet

5-Way 5-Shot 5-Way 1-Shot
L classifier 96.24 ± 0.11% 89.13 ± 0.32%

L classifier+L prototype 97.07 ± 0.11% 90.88 ± 0.31%

Table 3: The table presents a comparative experiment on
whether to include the prototype contrastive loss in the
model.

（a) miniImageNet (b) tieredImagenet (c) CUB-200

CLIP

Ours

Figure 5: We randomly select eight task sets from the
test dataset and visualize their feature embeddings using t-
SNE (Van der Maaten and Hinton 2008). In the visualiza-
tion, circular points represent query samples, triangles rep-
resent prototypes obtained by averaging the support sets, and
pentagrams represent prototypes obtained through our pro-
posed method in this paper.

Additionally,in Table 4, we conducte ablation experiments
on prototype extraction modules with 2, 4 and 6 layers of
transformer blocks.

Visualization
In this section, we conduct visualization analysis using the
model trained on the 5-way 5-shot task of the miniImageNet
dataset. As shown in Figure 4, we randomly extract samples
from 8 tasks in the test set and visualize them using t-SNE.
In the visualization, we only show the 15 query set samples
using circular symbols. We use triangular symbols to repre-
sent the prototype points obtained by averaging the embed-
dings of support set samples. Additionally, we use penta-
gram symbols to represent the prototype obtained using the
prototype extraction module proposed in this paper.

By observing Figure 4, we can notice that the class
embeddings obtained using the prototype point calculation
method in the prototypical network (Snell, Swersky, and
Zemel 2017) are relatively positioned closer to the center
of the respective classes. On the other hand, the class em-
beddings obtained using the method proposed in this paper
are positioned toward the edges of the respective classes. We

L×block miniImageNet
5-way 5-shot 5-way 1-shot

2 97.07 ± 0.11% 90.88 ± 0.31%
4 95.96 ± 0.13% 90.03 ± 0.33%
6 94.44 ± 0.17% 88.33 ± 0.35%

Table 4: Ablation experiments of prototype extraction mod-
ule with 2, 4 and 6 transformer blocks on miniImageNet
dataset.

believe that the class embeddings obtained through the pro-
totype point calculation method are driven by representing
the characteristics of that class. The class embeddings ob-
tained using the method proposed in this paper are driven
by classification purposes. As a result, the prototype points
are always positioned at the center of the class to describe
the distribution of that class in the feature space. On the
contrary, the class embeddings obtained through our method
are positioned towards the edges of the class, aiming to be
far away from other class samples and closer to samples of
their own class for effective classification.

Finally, we conduct a matrix similarity visualization com-
paring our method with the prototype point approach. As il-
lustrated in Figure 5, where “CLIP” denotes the traditional
prototype point representation using the CLIP pre-trained
model as the backbone. We conduct experiments separately
on miniImageNet, tieredImagenet, and CUB-200 datasets.
The results depicted in Figure 5 clearly demonstrate a signif-
icant enhancement achieved by our method in the few-shot
classification.

Conclusions

We propose a transformer-based module for extracting class
feature embeddings, which is applied to traditional few-
shot learning tasks to achieve improved classification per-
formance. Moreover, inspired by contrastive learning, we
introduce an optimization strategy that relies on this mod-
ule, aiming to obtain prototype representations that are more
finely adapted to the classification task. By capitalizing on
the inherent structure and interconnections among the data
instances, our approach reinforces the discriminative ca-
pacity of the acquired embeddings, consequently yielding
superior effectiveness and precision in few-shot classifica-
tion tasks. We evaluated our proposed method on several
popular few-shot image classification benchmark datasets
and conduct comprehensive analyses through ablation ex-
periments and visualization techniques. The experimental
results demonstrate that our approach significantly outper-
forms the current state-of-the-art methods.
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