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Abstract Panoptic Scene Graph Generation (PSG) aims
to generate a comprehensive graph-structure representation
based on panoptic segmentation masks. Despite remarkable
progress in PSG, almost all existing methods neglect the
importance of shape-aware features, which inherently focus
on the contours and boundaries of objects. To bridge this
gap, we propose a model-agnostic Curricular shApe-aware
FEature (CAFE) learning strategy for PSG. Specifically, we
incorporate shape-aware features (i.e., mask features and
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boundary features) into PSG, moving beyond reliance solely
on bbox features. Furthermore, drawing inspiration from hu-
man cognition, we propose to integrate shape-aware features
in an easy-to-hard manner. To achieve this, we categorize
the predicates into three groups based on cognition learning
difficulty and correspondingly divide the training process
into three stages. Each stage utilizes a specialized relation
classifier to distinguish specific groups of predicates. As the
learning difficulty of predicates increases, these classifiers
are equipped with features of ascending complexity. We also
incorporate knowledge distillation to retain knowledge ac-
quired in earlier stages. Due to its model-agnostic nature,
CAFE can be seamlessly incorporated into any PSG model.
Extensive experiments and ablations on two PSG tasks un-
der both robust and zero-shot PSG have attested to the supe-
riority and robustness of our proposed CAFE, which outper-
forms existing state-of-the-art methods by a large margin.

Keywords Panoptic Scene Graph Generation · Robust
Learning · Shape-aware Features · Curriculum Learning ·
Novel Class Discovery

1 Introduction

Scene Graph Generation (SGG) [59, 8] is a fundamental
scene understanding task [75, 28, 50, 7] that surpasses mere
object classification and localization by predicting relations
between objects in a scene [73, 68, 30, 65]. However, due to
its reliance on the bounding box-based paradigm, traditional
SGG suffers from inaccurate object localization and lim-
ited background annotation. To address these issues, a novel
variant of SGG called Panoptic Scene Graph Generation
(PSG) [62] has emerged. As shown in Fig. 1, PSG leverages
more fine-grained scene mask representations (i.e., panop-
tic segmentation) and defines relations for background stuff
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Fig. 1: (a) Scene Graph Generation (SGG): It relies on the
bounding box-based paradigm, which can lead to inaccurate
object localization and limited background annotation. (b)
Panoptic Scene Graph Generation (PSG): It presents a more
comprehensive and cleaner scene representation, with more
accurate localization of objects and including relationships
with the background (e.g., fence and playingfield).

(e.g., playingfiled), thus providing a more precise and
comprehensive understanding of the scene [33, 5, 40].

Although PSG has made notable progress [62, 31, 76],
almost all existing approaches draw inspiration from the
strategies established in SGG [74, 6, 29, 38]. Unfortunately,
almost all existing approaches overlook the importance of
Shape-aware Features, which inherently concentrate more
on the contours and boundaries of objects1. To be more spe-
cific, state-of-the-art PSG methods just replace object fea-
tures with better representations from panoptic segmentors,
and they all still utilize spatial features derived from the
minimum bounding boxes (bbox) of these masks, neglect-
ing the critical shape-aware features. This limitation can hin-
der a holistic grasp of the scene, potentially resulting in se-
mantic confusion in fine-grained visual relation prediction.
Take person-playingfiled in Fig. 2(b) as an exam-
ple, the similarity in their bbox-based spatial features can
easily lead to confusion between relations like walking
on and running on.

To this end, we argue that it is essential to incorporate
shape-aware features into PSG rather than relying solely
on spatial features based on bboxes. By “shape-aware fea-
tures”, we mainly mean two types of features: 1) Mask
Features: These features exploit the details encompassed
in fine-grained mask representations, including the shape
and contour of the objects. This inclusion captures a wealth
of visual intricacies that significantly enhance the accu-
racy of relation prediction. As shown in Fig. 2(b), for

1In this paper, we refer to both things and stuff as objects.

predicates representing actions like walking on, there
is a commonality in the shape and contour of the subject
(e.g., person). In such scenarios, by using mask features,
even when faced with identical subject-object pairs (e.g.,
person-playingfiled), the model can still alleviate
semantic confusion and disambiguate relationships (e.g.,
running on and standing on). 2) Boundary Fea-
tures: These features are extracted from the intersection of
subject and object masks, which provide unique advantages
in cases of interaction and contact between subject-object
pairs. When dealing with predicates like enclosing (cf.,
Fig. 2(c)), the mask features of separate subjects (e.g.,
tree) or objects (e.g., horse) display a range of diver-
sity. This diversity can result in semantic confusion, ren-
dering the use of mask features alone inadequate for mak-
ing accurate predictions. However, there is a notable re-
semblance (e.g., encirclement) between tree-horse and
tree-giraffe. Thus, the incorporation of boundary fea-
tures that represent the intersection of subject-object pairs
can aid in enhancing prediction accuracy.

Drawing inspiration from cognitive psychology re-
search [48] that indicates humans tend to learn concepts pro-
gressively, starting from easier concepts and gradually ad-
vancing to comprehend harder ones, we propose to integrate
shape-aware features in an easy-to-hard manner. Specifi-
cally, as the difficulty of learning predicates increases, we
progressively enhance the complexity of features. For ex-
ample, certain simple positional relations like over (cf.,
Fig. 2(a)) can be accurately predicted using traditional bbox
features alone. For more complex relations like walking
on (cf., Fig. 2(b)), relying solely on bbox features can lead
to semantic confusion, while incorporating mask features
can help disambiguate the relationships. When facing more
challenging predicates like enclosing (cf., Fig. 2(c)), ac-
curate predictions heavily rely on the effective utilization
of boundary features, which capture the interaction between
subject-object pairs.

In this paper, we propose a novel Curricular shApe-
aware FEature (CAFE) learning strategy for PSG. CAFE is
a model-agnostic strategy which skillfully weaves into the
training process via a curriculum learning strategy. Specif-
ically, we first categorize the predicates into three groups
based on cognitive difficulty, i.e., predicate distribution and
semantic diversity. Then, we divide the training process into
three stages, with each stage utilizing its own relation clas-
sifier. These classifiers are tailored to handle predicates with
increasing learning difficulties and are equipped with corre-
sponding sets of features of ascending complexity (i.e., bbox
features, mask features, and boundary features). We also in-
corporate knowledge distillation [35, 36] to retain knowl-
edge acquired in earlier stages.

We conducted comprehensive experiments on the chal-
lenging PSG dataset [62], exploring both robust PSG and
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Fig. 2: With the escalation of learning difficulty in predicates, there is a corresponding increase in the complexity of features
necessary for accurately predicting pairwise relations between objects. These features include traditional bbox features and
our proposed shape-aware features (i.e., mask and boundary features).

zero-shot PSG. Since CAFE is model-agnostic, it can be
seamlessly incorporated into any advanced PSG architec-
ture2 and consistently improves its performance. In robust
PSG, our method can obtain a new state-of-the-art perfor-
mance on the trade-off between different metrics. Exten-
sive ablations and results on multiple PSG tasks have shown
the robustness and generalization capabilities of the CAFE.
Moreover, in zero-shot PSG, our CAFE can infer unseen vi-
sual relation triplets by capitalizing on the robust visual re-
lation features learned during training.

In summary, we make three contributions in this paper:

1. We delve deeply into the PSG task and unveil a critical
issue: the exclusive reliance on spatial features based on
bboxes while disregarding shape-aware features.

2. We propose the model-agnostic curricular feature train-
ing with shape-aware feature preparation for PSG, which
allows the model to learn in an easy-to-hard manner.

3. Extensive results show the robustness and effectiveness
of CAFE, i.e., it outperforms existing state-of-the-art
methods by a large margin on the PSG benchmark.

2 Related Work

Panoptic Scene Graph Generation (PSG). PSG aims to
transform an image into a structured graph representation,
formulated as a series of visual relation triplets. Contrary to

2Considering that our shape-aware features originate from masks
generated by the panoptic segmentor and taking into account our lim-
ited computational resource, it is not straightforward to apply CAFE
to one-stage methods. The “PSG architecture” here represents all two-
stage frameworks.

SGG [23, 46, 66, 45], PSG not only employs a more fine-
grained scene representation but also addresses the chal-
lenge of missing background context. Existing PSG models
can be divided into two groups: 1) Two-stage PSG: They
first utilize a pretrained panoptic segmentation model (e.g.,
Panoptic FPN [24] or Panoptic Segformer [41]) to generate
masks and then predict the classes of objects and their pair-
wise relations [31, 21]. This paradigm allows classic SGG
models [59, 43, 37] to be adapted with minimal modifica-
tions. 2) One-stage PSG: These models construct an end-
to-end model to detect the objects and relations from image
features directly [62, 76, 56]. In this paper, we build upon
two-stage baselines and propose a model-agnostic approach
that can be incorporated into any PSG model.
Shape-Aware Features for Vision Tasks. Shape-aware fea-
tures are a type of visual information representation that
place a stronger emphasis on the shape of objects within an
image, which benefits various vision tasks [53, 2, 13, 22].
Among these features, boundary-aware features play a piv-
otal role in enhancing the understanding of object bound-
aries. For example, in semantic segmentation tasks [72], sev-
eral methods have been proposed to incorporate boundary-
aware information, including feature propagation [10], ge-
ometric encoding [14], and graph convolution [19]. Un-
like these methods, we are the first approach that lever-
ages shape-aware features to represent interaction informa-
tion between objects, enhancing relation prediction.
Curriculum Learning (CL). Curriculum learning [1, 20,
57] is a training strategy that trains the model from eas-
ier data to harder data, which mimics the human recogni-
tion process [49, 15, 67]. It has been demonstrated to sig-
nificantly enhance performance across a variety of machine
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learning tasks [71, 64, 55, 61]. Moreover, when it comes
to imbalanced data, CL is also an effective debiasing strat-
egy. For instance, DCL [58] achieves strong discrimina-
tion through adaptive adjustments of the sampling strategy
and loss weights. Besides, CLDL [39] effectively discerns
easy and hard samples by decomposing the segmentation
task into multiple label distribution estimation tasks. Com-
pared to these applications, PSG is a sophisticated task that
involves predicates of varying learning complexities. Our
CAFE gauges cognitive difficulty using long-tailed predi-
cate distribution and semantic similarity. Inspired by human
cognition, we employ CL to progressively integrate shape-
aware features in an easy-to-hard manner, enhancing feature
complexity with increasing difficulty.

3 Approach

Problem Formulation. PSG task aims to generate a panop-
tic scene graph G for a given image I ∈ RH×W×3. The
scene graph consists of a set of nodes N and a set of edges E ,
denoted as G = {N = {oi;mi}; E = {rij}}. Each object1

is represented by a binary mask mi ∈ M associated with an
object category oi ∈ O. The relation category between the
i-th and j-th objects is denoted by rij ∈ R. M, O, and R
represent the sets of all object masks, object categories, and
relation categories, respectively. Besides, the binary masks
mi ∈ {0, 1}H×W do not overlap, i.e.,

∑n
i=1 mi ≤ 1H×W .

Hence, the PSG task models the following distribution:

P (G|I) = P (M,O,R|I). (1)

3.1 Overview: Two-Stage PSG Approach

Similar to SGG, PSG has two-stage and one-stage baselines.
In this paper, we build upon the two-stage framework and
propose a model-agnostic approach to enhance the perfor-
mance. A typical two-stage PSG model involves three steps:
mask generation, object classification, and relation classifi-
cation. Thus, the PSG task P(G|I) is decomposed into:

P (G|I) = P (M|I) · P (O|M, I) · P (R|O,M, I). (2)

Mask Generation P (M|I). This step aims to segment an
image into a set of masks M with panoptic segmentation.
Object Classification P (O|M, I). This step predicts the
object category of each mi ∈ M. It consists of an object
context encoder Encobj to extract the object feature Fi and
an object classifier Clsobj to predict the object categories ôi.
Relation Classification P (R|O,M, I). This step predicts
the relation of every two masks in M along with their ob-
ject categories in O. It comprises a relation context encoder
Encrel and a relation classifier Clsrel. The former performs
context modeling to extract refined object features F̃i for

object classification using Clsobj , and also conducts rela-
tion feature encoding (cf., Eq. 6) for relation prediction with
Clsrel. The latter takes relation features Fij as input to pre-
dict the relation distribution.

Our proposed CAFE consists of shape-aware feature
preparation (cf., Sec. 3.2) and curricular feature learning (cf.,
Sec. 3.3). The pipeline is illustrated in Fig. 3.

3.2 Shape-aware Feature Preparation

To address the semantic confusion issue arising from rely-
ing solely on bbox features, we propose two types of shape-
aware features, i.e., mask features and boundary features.
Afterward, we propose the stage-wise feature fusion strat-
egy to obtain three stages of features (cf., Fig. 3(a)), which
are used for the relation classification step.

3.2.1 Shape-aware Features Extraction

Shape-aware features extraction is used to extract two types
of shape-aware features: 1) mask features: they focus on the
shape and contour of objects, providing richer visual infor-
mation. 2) boundary features: they are derived from the in-
tersection of subject and object masks, capturing the inter-
actions between object pairs in the scene.

For the mask features, we employ binary erosion opera-
tion to extract the object contour from the binary mask rep-
resentation mi ∈ {0, 1}H×W . Then, to obtain a compact
representation of the shape information, we adopt Zernike
moments [12, 47] to transform the extracted contour into
mask feature fm

i ∈ R256. The calculation process is as fol-
lows:

fm
i = Zk(mi ∩ (¬ero(mi))), (3)

where Zk(·) denotes the computation of Zernike moments,
and ero(·) denotes the binary erosion operation.

For the boundary features, we first calculate the intersec-
tion dij between the subject mask mi and the object mask
mj . Then, similar to the mask features, we calculate bound-
ary features fd

ij ∈ R256 as follows:

dij = mi ∩mj , f
d
ij = Zk(dij ∩ (¬ero(dij))). (4)

Furthermore, in the absence of an interaction area between
the subject and object, signifying no overlap between the
subject mask and the object mask, the vector fd

ij transforms
into a zero vector.

3.2.2 Stage-wise Feature Fusion

This step generates three stages of features with different
complexities, based on the difficulty of learning predicates.
These stages of features are used in the subsequent object
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Fig. 3: The pipeline of our proposed CAFE. (a) Shape-aware Feature Preparation: we generate three types of features,
ranging in complexity from simple to complex. (b) Curricular Feature Learning: we divide the training process into three
stages according to the predicate learning difficulty from easy to hard. Each stage utilizes the corresponding features and has
its own relation classifier. The training objectives include cross-entropy (CE) loss and KL loss.

and relation classification step, and they can be subdivided
into refined object features F̃i and relation features Fij .

First Stage. Since the predicates are relatively straight-
forward to learn, only simple bbox features are needed. To
obtain these features, we calculate the tightest bounding box
bi of the mask mi obtained in the mask generation step. Sub-
sequently, we use the RoIAlign operation [17] to extract the
visual feature vi. With bi and vi as input, we derive the ob-
ject feature F

(1)
i through an object context encoder Enc(1)obj .

Then, we perform context modeling to extract the refined
object feature F̃

(1)
i as follows:

F
(1)
i = Enc

(1)
obj(vi⊕bi), F̃

(1)
i = Enc

(1)
rel(vi⊕F

(1)
i ⊕wi), (5)

where ⊕ denotes concatenation, and wi is the GloVe embed-
ding of object class ôi. Afterwards, we combine the pairwise
refined object features with the union feature to obtain the
relation features F (1)

ij between the i-th and j-th objects:

F
(1)
ij = (F̃

(1)
i ⊕ F̃

(1)
j )⊗ uij , (6)

where ⊗ denotes element-wise multiplication, and uij de-
notes the visual feature of the union box bij .

Second Stage. As the predicates become more complex,
we incorporate mask features to disambiguate the relation-
ships. To achieve this, we combine the original bbox feature
f b
i with the mask feature fm

i , and then utilize a relation en-
coder Enc(2)rel to obtain the object feature F̃

(2)
i :

F̃
(2)
i = Enc

(2)
rel(vi ⊕ F

(1)
i ⊕ wi ⊕ fm

i ). (7)

The way of obtaining relation features F (2)
ij is similar to the

first stage.
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Fig. 4: Different instantiations of feature fusion strategies in
the Transformer-based CAFE.

Third Stage. In order to capture interactions between
subject-object pairs, we incorporate boundary features to en-
hance the relation features. The method of obtaining object
features remains the same as in the second stage. However,
for relation features F (3)

ij , we combine the union feature with
the boundary feature fd

ij to better capture the interaction be-
tween object pairs. The calculation is as follows:

F
(3)
ij = (F̃

(2)
i ⊕ F̃

(2)
j )⊗ (uij ⊕ fd

ij). (8)

Furthermore, for the Transformer-based CAFE, we
draw insights from [3, 27] to fully leverage the potential of
the Transformer in enhancing model performance. We delve
deeply into the attention mechanism and devise three addi-
tional feature fusion strategies. These feature fusion strate-
gies are built upon concatenation, differing solely in the in-
tegration of boundary features (i.e., the generation of F (3)

ij ).

Fig. 4 illustrates the process of generating F
(3)
ij with differ-

ent feature fusion strategies.
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Joint Fusion. Before performing attention computation,
it incorporates the boundary feature fd

ij along with the

second-stage relation feature F
(2)
ij . Then, we use the multi-

head attention function MH(·, ·, ·) [54] to generate the third-
stage relation feature:

F
(3)
ij = MH(F

(2)
ij + fd

ij , F̃
(2)
i , F̃

(2)
i ). (9)

Divided Fusion. It decomposes the shape-aware feature
fusion into two parallel branches, with the final results being
summed up. The calculation is as follows:

F
(3)
ij = MH(F

(2)
ij , F̃

(2)
i , F̃

(2)
i ) + MH(fd

ij , F̃
(2)
i , F̃

(2)
i ). (10)

Entangled Attention. It fuses boundary features in an
entangled manner, which can enhance the ability to lever-
age the complementary nature of different features during
attention operations. Specifically, we first feed object fea-
ture F

(2)
i and relation feature F

(2)
ij into a multi-head self-

attention layer to generate the attention map A. This output
A is then integrated into the entangled attention along with
mask and boundary features. The calculation is as follows:

A = MH(F
(2)
ij , F̃

(2)
i , F̃

(2)
i ). (11)

Then, we use the multi-head attention function to gener-
ate preliminary information Im and Id of the mask feature
and boundary feature:

Im = MH(A,F
(2)
ij , F

(2)
ij ), Id = MH(A, fd

ij , f
d
ij). (12)

Finally, we utilize Id and Im as an effective guidance in
the calculation of mask and boundary attention. The relation
feature of the third stage F

(3)
ij is calculated as follows:

F
(3)
ij = MH(Id, F

(2)
ij , F

(2)
ij ) + MH(Im, fd

ij , f
d
ij). (13)

3.3 Curricular Feature Training

Given prepared shape-aware features, our goal is to incorpo-
rate these features into training, enabling the model to learn
in an easy-to-hard manner(cf., Fig. 3(b)). To achieve this, we
introduce a cognition-based predicate grouping strategy to
categorize the predicates into three reasonable groups. Sub-
sequently, we configure the classification space for the rela-
tion classifiers and design a sampling strategy to achieve a
relatively balanced group.

3.3.1 Cognition-based Predicate Grouping

Cognition-based predicate grouping categorizes the predi-
cate set into three mutually exclusive groups based on the
varying levels of learning difficulty. Recognizing that bi-
ased data distribution and semantic similarity can potentially
hinder recognition capability, we aim to ensure each group

𝑐 12 13

w
a

lk
in

g
 o

n
(1

2
)

running on (13)

Fig. 5: A confusion matrix of our Motifs+CAFE model. The
element C[ri][rj ] means the number of samples labeled as
predicate ri but predicted as rj . For instance, C[12][13] cor-
responds to the number of instances where the GT label is
“walking on”, but the prediction was“running on”.

maintains a relative balance and avoids the inclusion of se-
mantically similar predicates.

Our cognition-based predicate grouping strategy com-
prises two steps: 1) Predicate Distribution-based Grouping:
We first obtain a sorted predicate set R by sorting the pred-
icate classes in descending order based on the amount of
training instances. Then, we evenly distribute the predicates
into three distinct groups, denoted as R1,R2,R3. By uni-
formly dividing the sorted predicate set into three groups,
we can reduce the ratio between the most and least annotated
predicates from 6,777 to 28, even for the most imbalanced
group. Besides, it’s worth noting that the learning difficulty
of predicates in these three groups are arranged from easy
to hard. 2) Semantic Similarity-based Adjustment: We first
compute the confusion matrix C (cf., Fig. 5), where each el-
ement C[i][j] means the number of samples labeled as the
i-th relation category but predicted as the j-th one. We also
perform normalization on the values in the confusion matrix,
ensuring that the sum of each row is equal to 1. Then, we as-
sess each group for substantial semantic similarity (i.e., con-
fusion matrix value C[i][j] exceeds the similarity threshold
µ) and make corresponding adjustments. If detected within
the k-th group Rk, we either move the confusing predicate
with lower occurrence to Rk+1 or relocate predicate with
higher occurrence to Rk−1. For instance, following the ini-
tial grouping, riding and driving) remain in the same
group R1. Then, we relocate driving, which has a lower
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Algorithm 1: Cognition-based Predicate Grouping
Input: Sorted predicate setR = {ri}Ni=1, prediction

confusion matrix C ∈ RN×N , predicate number N ,
similarity threshold µ, and predicate group number K.

Output: Three mutually exclusive groups {R1,R2,R3}.
/* Initialize each predicate group as an

empty set */
for i← 1 to K do

Ri = {}
/* Step 1: Predicate Distribution-based

Grouping */
n← N ÷K;
for k ← 1 to K − 1 do

for i← (k − 1) · n to k · n− 1 do
Add ri toRk;

for i← (K − 1) · n to N − 1 do
Add ri toRK ;

/* Step 2: Semantic Similarity-based
Adjustment */

if k = 1 or k = 2 then
for i← 1 to len(Rk)− 1 do

for j ← i+ 1 to len(Rk) do
if C[ri][rj ] ≥ µ then

Move rj fromRk toRk+1;

else
for i← 1 to len(Rk)− 1 do

for j ← i+ 1 to len(Rk) do
if C[ri][rj ] ≥ µ then

Move ri fromRk toRk−1;

frequency, to R2. The specific implementation is displayed
in Algorithm 1.

3.3.2 Classification Space Configuration

Classification space configuration aims to configure the clas-
sification space for the relation classifiers. To be specific, we
employ the curriculum learning strategy and utilize three re-
lation classifiers denoted as Cls(k)rel , where k ∈ 1, 2, 3. These
classifiers are designed to follow a continuously growing
classification space. Each classifier, except for the Cls

(1)
rel,

is designed to recognize predicate classes from both previ-
ous and current groups. The classification space in Cls

(k)
rel is

defined as R̃k = R1 ∪ · · · ∪ Rk.

3.3.3 Predicate Sampling

Due to severe dataset imbalance, the model exhibits a bias
towards head predicates. Correspondingly, it is necessary to
provide each relation classifier with a more balanced train-
ing set. To achieve a decent balance for subsequent opti-
mization, we employ a two-fold approach.

Firstly, for the entire dataset, we conduct oversampling
on images containing tail predicate samples, thereby aug-
menting the abundance of tail predicate samples. Secondly,
to mitigate the significant variance in the number of triplets
among different predicates within the same group, we draw
inspiration from the median resampling strategy [11] and
design a sampling rate ϕk. Specifically, within each clas-
sification space of classifier, we compute the median value
denoted as Med, as well as the maximum value denoted
as Max, across all predicates within R̃k. Subsequently, for
each predicate rk within R̃k, we formulate two sampling
rates: ϕk

1 and ϕk
2 . The former is biased towards the head

predicates, while the latter is skewed towards the tail predi-
cates. The calculation of ϕk

1 and ϕk
2 is as follows:

ϕk
1 =


Cnt(rk)

Med
, if Cnt(rk) ≥ Med,

1 , if Cnt(rk) < Med.

(14)

ϕk
2 =


Max−Cnt(rk)

Max−Med
, if Cnt(rk) ≥ Med,

Max−Cnt(rk)

Max−Med
∗ k2 , if Cnt(rk) < Med.

(15)

In order to strike a trade-off between the two sampling
rates, we introduce a hyperparameter λ to balance ϕk

1 and
ϕk
2 . The final sampling rate ϕk is calculated as follows:

ϕk = λϕk
1 + (1− λ)ϕk

2 . (16)

By employing these two sampling operations, the train-
ing sets within each classifier achieve a relatively balanced
distribution. This facilitates the learning of discriminative
representations towards the designated subsets of predicates.
The results of cognition-based predicate grouping and pred-
icate sampling are illustrated in Fig. 6.

3.4 Training Objectives and Inference

Relation Prediction. In this step, the fused features are
transformed into relation distributions (cf., Fig. 3(b)),
and the classifiers are optimized using cross-entropy loss.
Firstly, we input the fused relation features F (k)

ij from the k-

th stage into the corresponding relation classifier Cls(k)rel to
obtain the k-th relation distribution ŷkij :

ŷkij = Cls
(k)
rel(F

(k)
ij ). (17)

Subsequently, we optimize these three relation classi-
fiers simultaneously, and the training objective function is
calculated as follows:

Lce =
∑

k∈{1,2,3}

−ykij log(ŷ
k
ij), (18)
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original

resample

Group 1 Group 2 Group 3

Fig. 6: The final results of our cognition-based predicate grouping and predicate sampling strategy. We categorize the predi-
cates into three mutually exclusive groups R1 (blue), R2 (orange), R3 (yellow), based on the cognition difficulty. For each
predicate, the left bar represents the numbers from the original data annotations, while the right bar represents the numbers
after predicate sampling.

where ykij denotes the ground-truth relation category.

Knowledge Distillation. This step aims to promote the re-
lation prediction capability in a knowledge transfer mech-
anism. As each relation classifier focuses on distinguishing
predicates, especially within the newly added subset, we em-
ploy knowledge distillation techniques to preserve the well-
learned knowledge from previous stages. During training,
we adopt KL-divergence [26] loss to measure the similarity
between two relation distributions, and this training objec-
tive function is defined as:

Lkl =
1

|S|
∑

(k1,k2)∈S

−ŷk1
ij (log(ŷ

k1
ij )− log(ŷk2′

ij )), (19)

where S represents the set of pairwise knowledge matching
from the relation classifier Cls(k1)

rel to Cls
(k2)
rel , with k1<k2.

As shown in Fig. 3(b), ŷk2′
ij represents the sliced relation dis-

tribution, excluding newly added subsets absent in the pre-
vious classification space R̃k1 , to ensure equal dimensions.
Similar to [11], for the knowledge transfer mode, we offer
three options: 1) Neighbor: transfer knowledge between ad-
jacent stages. 2) Top-Down: acquire knowledge from all pre-
ceding stages. 3) Bi-Direction: facilitate mutual exchange of
knowledge among different stages.

Training and Inference. During training, the total loss in-
cludes the cross-entropy loss Lce and KL loss Lkl:

Ltotal = Lce + αLkl, (20)

where α is the balancing factor for each loss. In the eval-
uation stage, we choose the last relation classifier Cls(3)rel to
obtain the final relation distribution.

4 Experiments

4.1 Experimental Settings

Datasets. We conducted experiments on the challenging
Panoptic Scene Graph Generation (PSG) dataset [62], which
contains 48,749 images with 133 object classes (80 thing
and 53 stuff classes) and 56 relation classes. Each image
is annotated with panoptic segmentation and scene graphs.
Our data processing pipelines closely align with [62].
Tasks. Follow [62], we evaluated the model on two tasks: 1)
Predicate Classification (PredCls): Given all ground-truth
object labels and localizations, we need to predict pairwise
predicate categories. 2) Scene Graph Generation (SGDet):
Given an image, we need to detect all objects and predict
both the object categories and their pairwise predicates.
Metrics. For robust PSG, we evaluated the model on three
classic metrics: 1) Recall@K (R@K): It calculates the pro-
portion of ground-truths that appear among the top-K con-
fident predicted relation triplets. Following prior work, we
used K = {20, 50, 100}. 2) mean Recall@K (mR@K): It is
the average of R@K scores that are calculated for each pred-
icate category separately, i.e., it puts relatively more empha-
sis on the tail predicates. 3) Mean: It is the average of all
R@K and mR@K scores. Since R@K favors head predi-
cates and mR@K favors tail predicates, Mean is a compre-
hensive metric that can better evaluate the overall perfor-
mance [29]. For zero-shot PSG, we adopted two metrics: 1)
Zero-Shot Recall@K (zR@K): It only calculates the R@K
for subject-predicate-object triplets that have not occurred in
the training set, offering a focused measure of the general-
ization ability to novel instances [44]. 2) Average: It calcu-
lates the average value of all zR@K scores, which is a com-
prehensive metric to assess the zero-shot learning ability. In
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Models PredCls
R@20 R@50 R@100 mR@20 mR@50 mR@100 Mean

Two-Stage Model-Specific Methods
IMP [59] CVPR’17 31.9 36.8 38.9 9.6 10.9 11.6 23.3
GPSNet [43] CVPR’20 31.5 39.9 44.7 13.2 16.4 18.3 27.3
C-SGG [21] CVPR’23 36.5 - 46.5 32.5 - 36.4 38.0
Two-Stage Model-Agnostic Methods
Motifs [69] CVPR’18 44.9 50.4 52.4 20.2 22.1 22.9 35.5

+BGNN [37] CVPR’21 43.0 48.3 50.3 24.3 26.2 27.0 36.5
+GCL [11] CVPR’22 34.3 39.6 41.6 22.3 24.9 26.1 31.5
+BAI [32] MM’23 39.2 44.2 46.2 31.5 35.2 36.7 38.8
+CAFE (Ours) 39.2 45.3 47.2 33.2 36.2 36.9 39.7

VCTree [51] CVPR’19 45.3 50.8 52.7 20.5 22.6 23.3 35.9
+BGNN [37] CVPR’21 42.0 47.4 49.3 26.8 29.1 30.0 37.4
+GCL [11] CVPR’22 34.8 40.4 42.5 22.9 25.8 26.8 32.2
+BAI [32] MM’23 39.3 44.2 46.1 30.1 35.2 36.7 38.6
+CAFE (Ours) 40.4 46.0 48.1 34.6 36.8 37.6 40.6

Transformer [54] NIPS’17 36.4 42.2 44.5 13.2 15.2 15.9 27.9
+BGNN [37] CVPR’21 42.9 48.5 50.5 22.8 24.7 25.4 35.8
+GCL [11] CVPR’22 38.7 43.6 45.4 24.3 26.4 27.4 34.3
+CAFE (Ours) 43.3 48.8 50.9 30.9 32.8 33.5 40.0

Table 1: Performance (%) of state-of-the-art PSG models on the PSG dataset under the PredCls setting.
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Fig. 7: Recall statistics for each predicate category on the test set of PSG. The baseline model is Motifs [69] under PredCls
setting. The pink area denotes the predicate distribution of training set.

the SGDet task, we use panoptic segmentation evaluation
protocol PQ [24] as an auxiliary metric.

4.2 Implementation Details

Mask Generation Module. We adopted Panoptic FPN [24]
as our panoptic segmentor in the PredCls task and adopted
Panoptic Segformer [41] pretrained on COCO [42] in the
SGDet task. Our choice for the backbone was ResNet-
50-FPN [16], and RoI features were extracted using the
RoIAlign operation [17]. We kept the parameters of the
panoptic segmentor frozen during training to avoid poten-
tial biases introduced by the training data.

Object Classification Module. Our context module aligned
with the baseline (e.g., Motifs [69], using bi-directional
LSTM structures). This classification module was trained on
the standard cross-entropy loss given the object class labels.
Relation Classification Module. Our relation classifica-
tion module employed the CAFE framework, which encom-
passed the shape-aware feature preparation and curricular
feature learning. Regarding hyperparameters, we set α to
1.0, λ to 0.5, and µ to 0.8. As for training, we utilized the
SGD optimizer with a mini-batch size of 16 and an initial
learning rate of 0.002, conducting training for 12 epochs. We
employed a simple concatenation feature fusion strategy for
the Motifs [69] and VCTree [51] baselines, while adopting
an entangled attention approach under the Transformer [54].
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Models SGDet
R@20 R@50 R@100 mR@20 mR@50 mR@100 Mean PQ

One-Stage Methods
PSGTR [62] ECCV’22 3.82 4.16 4.27 1.29 1.54 1.57 2.8 13.9
PSGTR† [62] ECCV’22 28.4 34.4 36.3 16.6 20.8 22.1 26.4 13.9
PSGFormer [62] ECCV’22 16.8 19.2 20.2 14.5 17.4 18.7 17.8 36.8
PSGFormer† [62] ECCV’22 18.0 19.6 20.1 14.8 17.0 17.6 17.9 36.8
CATQ [60] MMAsia’23 34.8 29.7 40.3 20.9 24.9 25.2 29.3 35.9
Pair-Net∗ [56] arXiv’23 24.7 28.5 30.6 29.6 35.6 39.6 31.4 40.2
HiLo∗ [76] ICCV’23 34.1 40.7 43.0 23.7 30.3 33.1 34.2 55.4
Two-Stage Model-Specific Methods
IMP [59] CVPR’17 16.5 18.2 18.6 6.5 7.1 7.2 12.4 40.2
GPSNet [43] CVPR’20 17.8 19.6 20.1 7.0 7.5 7.7 13.3 40.2
C-SGG [21] CVPR’23 18.1 - 21.6 16.6 - 17.8 18.5 40.2
Two-Stage Model-Agnostic Methods
Motifs [69] CVPR’18 20.0 21.7 22.0 9.1 9.6 9.7 15.3 40.2

+IETrans [70] ECCV’22 16.7 18.3 18.8 15.3 16.5 16.7 17.1 40.2
+ADTrans [31] arXiv’23 17.1 18.6 19.0 17.1 18.0 18.5 18.1 40.2
+BAI [32] MM’23 17.4 19.0 19.4 16.7 17.6 17.7 18.0 -
+DWIL [34] ICASSP’24 16.5 18.0 18.2 18.4 19.0 19.2 18.2 40.2
+CAFE (Ours) 23.4 25.7 26.4 25.5 26.5 26.8 25.7 54.9

VCTree [51] CVPR’19 20.6 22.1 22.5 9.7 10.2 10.2 15.9 40.2
+IETrans [70] ECCV’22 17.5 18.9 19.3 17.1 18.0 18.1 18.2 40.2
+ADTrans [31] arXiv’23 17.9 19.5 19.9 18.0 18.9 19.0 18.9 40.2
+RCpsg [63] MM’23 22.3 24.2 24.6 11.0 11.5 11.8 17.6 40.7
+BAI [32] MM’23 17.9 19.5 19.9 18.0 18.9 19.0 18.9 -
+DWIL [34] ICASSP’24 17.7 18.1 18.3 18.3 18.9 19.0 18.4 40.2
+CAFE (Ours) 26.9 29.8 30.6 27.8 29.1 29.4 28.9 54.9

Transformer [54] NIPS’17 19.6 21.1 21.6 8.7 9.1 9.2 14.9 40.2
+RCpsg [63] MM’23 22.7 24.3 25.0 10.9 12.0 12.4 17.9 40.8
+CAFE (Ours) 24.6 27.6 28.7 25.0 26.6 26.9 26.6 54.9

Table 2: Performance (%) of state-of-the-art PSG models on the PSG dataset under the SGDet setting. Models are trained
using 12 epochs by default, while † denotes the model is trained using 60 epochs. The detector of one-stage methods is
DETR [4] by default, while ∗ denotes the detector is Mask2Former [9]3.

Models PredCls
Head Body Tail Avg

Motifs [69] 56.3 13.1 0.3 23.2
+BGNN [37] 55.4 25.8 5.7 29.0
+CAFE 50.9 45.7 16.8 37.8

Table 3: Recall@100 of each predicate group under PredCls
setting. Avg is the average of three groups.

We adopted the Top-Down knowledge transfer mode and
the same warm-up and decayed strategy as [62]. All experi-
ments were conducted with NVIDIA 2080ti GPUs.

4.3 Comparison with State-of-the-Arts in Robust PSG

Setting. Due to the model-agnostic nature, we equipped
our CAFE with three popular baselines: Motifs [69], VC-
Tree [51] and Transformer [54]. We compared our meth-

ods with various state-of-the-art PSG models on the PSG
dataset under PredCls setting (Table 1) and SGDet setting
(Table 2). Specifically, these models can be divided into
three groups: 1) One-stage methods: PSGTR [62], PSG-
Former [62], CATQ [21], Pair-Net [56] and HiLo [76]. 2)
Two-stage model-specific methods: IMP [59], GPSNet [43]
and C-SGG [21]. 3) Two-stage model-agnostic methods:
BGNN [37], GCL [11], IETrans [70], ADTrans [31],
BAI [32], DWIL [34] and RCpsg [63]. One-stage meth-
ods generally achieve better performance under the SGDet
setting due to their trainable object detectors and end-to-
end training schemes, but consume more computational re-
sources (e.g., GPU and training time). For a fair compari-
son, we compared with the methods in the last two groups.
To further illustrate the performance of our model, we pre-

3The performance improvement may stem from the superior
panoptic segmentation mask generation capability of Mask2Former,
rather than solely from the model itself.
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Fig. 8: Recall statistics for each predicate category on the test set of PSG. The baseline model is Motifs under SGDet setting.
The pink area denotes the predicate distribution of training set, while the yellow area denotes the predicate distribution of
test set. For better visualization, the logarithm of the predicate distribution is taken for both the training set and the test set.

sented recall statistics for each predicate of CAFE under the
PredCls setting, alongside the baseline [69] and BGNN [37]
in Fig. 7 for comparative analysis. We also presented the
predicate distributions for both the training and test sets in
Fig. 8 using a logarithmic transformation for better visual
clarity, and detail the recall statistics under the SGDet set-
ting. Besides, we reported the Recall@100 metric of each
predicate category group4 under PredCls setting in Table 3.
Quantitative Results in PredCls. From the results under
the PredCls setting in Table 1, we find that: 1) The two
strong baselines (i.e., Motifs and VCTree) achieve the best
R@K due to frequency bias. Nonetheless, as shown in Ta-
ble 3, these baselines suffer severe drops in tail predicates
(e.g., 0.3% in Tail vs. 23.2% in Avg on the R@100 metric).
2) Due to the common label noises in dataset (e.g., head
predicate on and tail predicate lying on are all reason-
able for man-bed, but the only GT is on), the improvement
of mR@K will inevitably drop the scores in R@K. Despite
this minor decrease in R@K, CAFE exhibits a substantial
improvement on mR@K metric compared to the baselines
and outperforms the SOTA model-specific methods (e.g.,
C-SGG). 3) CAFE achieves a better trade-off between the
R@K and mR@K, surpassing the SOTA methods in the
Mean metric (e.g., 38.0% in C-SGG vs. 40.6% in CAFE
based on VCTree). Additionally, as shown in Table 3 and
Fig. 7, CAFE exhibits slight sacrifice on head predicates but
achieves notable improvement for tail predicates, demon-
strating overall superiority across all predicates.
Quantitative Results in SGDet. From the results under the
SGDet setting in Table 2, we can observe that: 1) Our CAFE
outperforms the latest two-stage SOTA methods across all
scene graph evaluation metrics, achieving the best trade-off
between R@K and mR@K metrics (e.g., 18.4% in DWIL

4We divided predicates into Head, Body, and Tail groups based on
the distribution in different GT annotations in PSG dataset.

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14
GPU Consumption (G)

Total Training Cost (d)

Fig. 9: The Statistics of GPU consumption and total training
cost, under the SGDet setting.

vs. 28.9% in CAFE based on VCTree, 17.9% in RCpsg
vs. 26.6% in CAFE based on Transformer). 2) CAFE can
surpass nearly all leading one-stage methods in terms of the
PQ metric (e.g., 36.8% in PSGFormer vs. 54.9% in CAFE).
Furthermore, as depicted in Fig. 8, the predicate distribu-
tions of the training and test sets clearly exhibit a distribu-
tional shift that our model must adapt to. Such shifts are
characteristic challenges in Robust Learning, akin to the ad-
versarial perturbations and corruptions that models may en-
counter in real-world scenarios. Even in these conditions,
CAFE is capable of predicting the vast majority of predi-
cates and exceeds baseline performance in over 95% of the
categories, underscoring its effectiveness and robustness.
Statistics of Computational Cost. To provide an intuitive
representation of the differences in GPU consumption (G)
and total training cost (d) among different PSG models (i.e.,
both one-stage and two-stage models), we visualized the re-
sults under the SGDet setting in Fig. 9. The above results
were obtained using a single 3090Ti GPU in a PyTorch
1.9 and CUDA 11.0 environment, with the batch size set
to 1. As shown in Fig. 9, we can observe that: 1) Com-
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Models PredCls
zR@20 △ zR@50 △ zR@100 △ Average △

Motifs [69] 25.6 - 37.2 - 42.3 - 35.0 -
+CAFE 31.4 5.8 42.2 5.0 44.1 1.8 39.2 4.2

VCTree [51] 28.2 - 33.3 - 39.7 - 33.8 -
+CAFE 30.4 2.2 40.2 6.9 42.2 2.5 37.6 3.8

Transformer [54] 20.5 - 42.3 - 50.0 - 37.6 -
+CAFE 38.9 18.4 47.7 5.4 51.6 1.6 46.1 8.5

Table 4: Performance (%) of CAFE in zero-shot PSG scenarios under the PredCls setting.
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Fig. 10: The visualization results of scene graphs generated
by Motifs (yellow) and Motifs+CAFE (blue). Green predi-
cates are correct (i.e., match GT), brown predicates are ac-
ceptable (i.e., does not match GT but still reasonable), and
purple predicates are more informative (i.e., not the same as
GT but more informative).

pared to one-stage PSG methods (e.g., PSGTR and PSG-
Former), our CAFE can save over 50% of GPU memory
resources and reduce total training time by over 65%. Ad-
ditionally, these one-stage PSG methods require training for
60 epochs, while our CAFE achieves convergence in just
12 epochs or even fewer, and also surpasses them in terms
of performance. 2) Compared to two-stage baselines, while
our CAFE incurs a slight increase in GPU consumption and
total training time, it demonstrates superior model perfor-
mance over the baseline models.

Qualitative Analysis. We visualized some qualitative re-
sults generated by Motifs and Motifs+CAFE under PredCls
setting in Fig. 10. The results give the following insights:
1) Motifs-baselines are biased towards coarse-grained pred-
icates (e.g., ⟨giraffe-beside-giraffe⟩) caused by
long-tailed distribution. However, CAFE can make accurate
predictions (e.g., ⟨giraffe-kissing-giraffe⟩) by
leveraging shape-aware features that capture interactions be-
tween object pairs. 2) CAFE can provide more fine-grained
and informative predicates due to the curriculum learn-
ing strategy that learns from easy to hard (e.g., hanging
from vs. beside, and enclosing vs. in front of).

4.4 Comparison in Zero-Shot PSG

Setting. In the PSG dataset, the test set contains a total of
874 visual triplets that never occur within the training set.
Following [52], we selected these unseen relation triplets
of the test set as the evaluated samples. Then, we equipped
our CAFE with three popular baselines: Motifs [69], VC-
Tree [51] and Transformer [54], to individually assess each
model on the task of zero-shot PSG. We reported the com-
parison results for detecting unseen visual triplets in Table 4
under the PredCls setting.
Results. As the results shown in Table 4, we can observe
that our CAFE model exhibits superior performance
across all zero-shot evaluation metrics (e.g., 46.1% in
CAFE vs. 37.6% in Transformer on the Average metric),
demonstrating strong generalizability. This performance
gap stems from two aspects: 1) Baseline models (e.g., Mo-
tifs) heavily rely on statistical prior knowledge regarding
the co-occurrence of subject and object categories [18].
Consequently, they tend to predict high-frequency seen
triplets whose relations are conceptually simple (e.g.,
spatial relations like “over”) due to the skewed predi-
cate distribution. 2) CAFE can learn more robust visual
relationship features by adaptively integrating different
shape-aware features during training. These learned visual
relation features between different subject-object pairs
exhibit significant variations, thus alleviating the bias on
statistics prior. For example, over signifies the subject
being positioned above the object with little to no inter-
action between them, whereas enclosing describes a
partial surrounding boundary. It is the precise capturing of
object shapes and interactions between objects that enables
CAFE to accurately infer unseen visual relation triplets
(e.g., tree-enclosing-zebra).

4.5 Ablation Studies

Effectiveness of Shape-Aware Features. We evaluated the
significance of our proposed shape-aware features in the
CAFE framework based on Motifs [69] under the PredCls
setting. This framework comprises a training process with
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Feature PredCls
bbox mask boundary R@20 R@50 R@100 mR@20 mR@50 mR@100 Mean

! 37.2 42.9 45.0 28.2 30.5 31.5 35.9
! 38.5 44.4 46.8 29.7 32.1 33.0 37.4

! 39.1 44.7 46.7 29.8 31.8 32.5 37.5
! ! 38.9 44.8 47.0 30.4 33.3 34.3 38.1
! ! 39.4 45.0 47.1 31.0 33.0 33.9 38.3

! ! 39.7 45.4 47.5 31.1 33.4 34.0 38.5
! ! ! 39.2 45.3 47.2 33.2 36.2 36.9 39.7

Table 5: Ablation studies on different features of CAFE. The baseline model is Motifs [69] under PredCls setting.

Feature Fusion PredCls
R@20 R@50 R@100 mR@20 mR@50 mR@100 Mean Training Cost Testing Cost

Concatenation 37.9 43.2 45.0 27.0 28.7 29.2 35.2 1.95 0.093
Joint fusion 38.2 43.5 45.4 27.2 28.8 29.3 35.4 2.07 0.093
Divided fusion 42.8 48.0 49.9 27.2 27.8 29.3 37.5 2.18 0.201
Entangled attention 43.3 48.8 50.9 30.9 32.8 33.5 40.0 2.38 0.204

Table 6: Ablation studies on feature fusion strategies. The baseline model is Transformer [54] under PredCls setting.

three stages, each corresponding to a distinct set of features:
represent spatial information (bbox), convey object shapes
(mask), and depict interactions of object pairs (boundary).
As reported in Table 5, we have the following observations:
1) Using solely the bbox feature yields the weakest perfor-
mance, since it ignores the shapes of objects and their inter-
actions. These shape-aware features provide vital guidance
for accurate relation predictions. However, bbox features re-
main essential as they convey spatial information, allowing
accurate predictions of certain simple positional predicates
(cf., Sec. 1). 2) Incrementally increasing the complexity of
features contributes to a gradual enhancement of the over-
all model performance, as indicated by improvements in the
Mean metric. 3) While mask features are a superior choice
over bbox features for single-feature use (#1 vs. #2), achiev-
ing optimal performance requires the combination of fea-
tures (#4). The amalgamation of all features yields the best
mR@K and the highest Mean score.
Different Feature Fusion Strategies in CAFE. We incor-
porated CAFE into the Transformer baseline [54] under the
PredCls setting, employing four feature fusion strategies:
simple concatenation, joint fusion, divided fusion, and en-
tangled attention (cf., Sec. 3.2.2). Additionally, we reported
the expenses associated with different feature fusion strate-
gies during the training and inference phases for each im-
age. As in Table 6, we can observe that: 1) Simple concate-
nation incurs the lowest training cost (1.95s) and inference
cost (0.093s). 2) CAFE is robust and effective for various
feature fusions. The entangled attention strategy yields the
best performance in both mR@K and Mean metrics.
Effectiveness of Curriculum Learning. We evaluated the
significance of curriculum learning in CAFE based on Mo-

CL Feature PredCls
R@20/50/100 mR@20/50/100 Mean

% bbox 38.6 / 44.1 / 46.3 25.6 / 28.1 / 29.0 35.3
% mask 38.9 / 44.9 / 47.0 26.4 / 28.8 / 29.5 35.9
% boundary 39.1 / 45.1 / 47.0 27.3 / 29.5 / 30.4 36.5
! all 39.2 / 45.3 / 47.2 33.2 / 36.2 / 36.9 39.7

Table 7: Ablation studies on curriculum learning of CAFE.

tifs [69] under the PredCls setting. Specifically, during the
training phase, we no longer divided the training process
into three stages. Instead, we retained only one relation clas-
sifier and utilized only one type of feature. Additionally, we
exclusively used the cross-entropy loss function, that is, the
training objective function is Lce (cf., Eq. (16)). As the re-
sults in Table 7, we have the following observations: 1) Our
proposed curriculum learning strategy yields slight improve-
ments in R@K (e.g., 0.2% ∼ 0.9% gains in R@100) and sig-
nificant enhancements in mR@K (e.g., 6.5% ∼ 7.9% gains
in mR@100), as well as notable improvements in the Mean
metric (e.g., 3.2% ∼ 4.6% gains). 2) In scenarios where the
curriculum learning strategy is not employed, shape-aware
features are a superior choice over bbox features for single-
feature use (e.g., 36.5% vs. 35.3% in the Mean metric).
Different Predicate Grouping Modes in CAFE. We in-
vestigated the impact of different predicate grouping modes
within the CAFE framework under the PredCls setting with
baseline model Motifs [69]. We considered three predicate
grouping modes: 1) Random: random division of predicates
into three groups. 2) Average: equal division based on pred-
icate distribution. 3) Cognition-based: initial grouping by
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Group Mode PredCls
R@20/50/100 mR@20/50/100 Mean

Random 39.8 / 45.4 / 47.3 29.2 / 31.8 / 32.4 37.7
Average 40.2 / 45.8 / 47.9 30.9 / 32.8 / 33.7 38.5
Cognition-based 39.2 / 45.3 / 47.2 33.2 / 36.2 / 36.9 39.7

Table 8: Ablation studies on predicate grouping modes.

Sampling PredCls
Over Median R@20/50/100 mR@20/50/100 Mean

% % 42.2 / 47.8 / 49.7 26.0 / 28.1 / 28.9 37.1
! % 38.9 / 44.7 / 46.7 31.8 / 33.9 / 34.6 38.4
% ! 41.7 / 47.1 / 49.2 28.6 / 30.4 / 31.2 38.0
! ! 39.2 / 45.3 / 47.2 33.2 / 36.2 / 36.9 39.7

Table 9: Ablation studies on predicate sampling strategies.

predicate distribution, followed by adjustments using se-
mantic similarity. As shown in Table 8, we can observe: 1)
Average group excels in R@K due to frequency bias, but
suffers severe drops in tail predicates. This phenomenon is
attributed to the inherent defects in the PSG dataset, making
it challenging to achieve better results in both mR@K and
R@K. 2) Cognition-based grouping mode exhibits its effec-
tiveness by achieving the highest results in both mR@K and
Mean metrics. This is attributed to the allocation of seman-
tically similar predicates to distinct groups, ensuring that
each relation classifier excels in distinguishing the predi-
cates within its designated group.
Effectiveness of Predicate Sampling Strategy. We pro-
pose a two-fold predicate sampling strategy to obtain a rela-
tively balanced training set: 1) Oversampling on images, and
2) Median resampling on triplets (cf., Sec. 3.3.3). We con-
ducted ablation studies on these strategies within the CAFE
based on Motifs [69] under PredCls. As reported in Table 9,
we can observe that: 1) Without any resampling strategy,
the model tends to bias towards head predicates (e.g., high-
est R@K), but shows a notable drop in performance on tail
predicates (e.g., lowest mR@K). 2) Both oversampling and
median sampling can enhance mR@K (e.g., 2.3% ∼ 5.7%
gains in mR@100) and keep competitive R@K (e.g., 0.5%
∼ 3.0% loss in R@100). These strategies can alleviate data
imbalance to some extent, enhancing the Mean metric (e.g.,
0.9% ∼ 1.3% gains). 3) Combining these two resampling
strategies allows for the best trade-off (e.g., highest Mean),
confirming that balanced data is crucial for preventing bi-
ased predictions and enhancing overall performance.
Hyperparameter λ in Predicate Sampling. As mentioned
in Sec. 3.3.3, λ serves as a balancing factor to regulate
the sampling rates between ϕk

1 and ϕk
2 . We investigated

λ ∈ {0, 0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 1.0} under the PredCls setting with
Motifs [69] in Table 10. From the results in Table 10, it
is evident that when λ is excessively small, the model in-

λ
PredCls

R@20/50/100 mR@20/50/100 Mean
0 28.6 / 34.1 / 36.2 36.2 / 39.2 / 40.5 35.8

0.25 36.9 / 42.3 / 44.6 35.0 / 37.0 / 37.8 38.9
0.5 39.2 / 45.3 / 47.2 33.2 / 36.2 / 36.9 39.7
0.75 39.3 / 45.5 / 47.4 32.5 / 35.2 / 35.9 39.3
1.0 40.0 / 45.5 / 47.6 31.2 / 33.9 / 34.8 38.8

Table 10: Ablation studies on hyperparameter λ.

Transfer Mode PredCls
R@20/50/100 mR@20/50/100 Mean

Neighbor 38.2 / 44.1 / 45.9 32.1 / 34.5 / 35.1 38.3
Top-Down 39.2 / 45.3 / 47.2 33.2 / 36.2 / 36.9 39.7
Bi-Direction 38.0 / 43.8 / 45.8 34.1 / 36.4 / 37.2 39.2

Table 11: Ablation studies on knowledge transfer modes.

clines towards tail predicates, resulting in a high mR@K.
Conversely, when λ is excessively large, the model is biased
towards head predicates, yielding a high R@K. To better
trade-off the performance on different predicates (i.e., the
highest Mean), we set λ to 0.5.
Different Knowledge Transfer Modes in CAFE. We con-
ducted three modes under the PredCls setting with Mo-
tifs [69] to assess the effects of knowledge transfer meth-
ods, as presented in Table 11. We can observe that the Bi-
Direction mode achieves the best mR@K due to its capacity
for mutual exchange and knowledge influence across differ-
ent stages. For a balanced performance trade-off across var-
ious predicates, we adopt the Top-Down strategy as it yields
the highest Mean score.

5 Conclusion and Future Work

In this paper, we revealed the drawbacks of relying solely on
spatial features based on bboxes and discovered that the key
to PSG task lies in the integration of shape-aware features.
Thus, we proposed a model-agnostic CAFE framework that
integrates shape-aware features in an easy-to-hard manner.
Specifically, our approach deployed three classifiers, each
specialized to handle predicates with increasing learning dif-
ficulties and equipped with corresponding sets of features of
ascending complexity. Comprehensive experiments on the
challenging PSG dataset showed that CAFE significantly
improves the performance of both robust PSG and zero-shot
PSG. In the future, we would like to extend CAFE to panop-
tic video scene graph generation task to construct compre-
hensive real-world visual perception systems.

Data Availability All experiments are conducted on publicly available
datasets; see the references cited.
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Appendix

This appendix is organized as follows:

– Detailed performance comparison analyses are presented in
Sec. A.

– Statistics of computation cost and parameters are provided in
Sec. B.

– Limitation is discussed in Sec. C.

A Detailed Performance Comparison Analyses

A.1 Performance of Each Component of CAFE

To better illustrate the reasons behind performance improvements,
we visualized the performance of each component within the CAFE
model, under the Motifs [69] in the PredCls setting in Fig. 11. The met-
rics used for performance comparison are R@50/100 and mR@50/100,
while the orange line represents the Mean metric across different con-
figurations. For conciseness, we denote “CAFE w/o CL” to indicate
the model variant that solely employs the resampling strategy, and
“CAFE w/o Resample” for the variant that exclusively uses curriculum
learning. The features utilized by each CAFE component are specified
within the parentheses.

As shown in Fig. 11, we can have the following observations:

• The significance of predicate resampling strategy. In scenarios
where shape-aware features are absent (i.e., only using bbox fea-
ture), the resampling strategy exhibits performance degradation on
the head predicates (i.e., R@K), while yielding a slight improve-
ment on the tail predicates (i.e., mR@K). This occurs because the re-
sampling strategy aims to mitigate the extreme dataset imbalance by
undersampling the head predicates and oversampling the tail pred-
icates. The bbox feature’s strength in identifying simple positional
relations, primarily in head predicates, results in a marked decline
in the R@K metric. However, the introduction of shape-aware fea-
tures (i.e., mask and boundary features) turns the resampling strat-
egy into a positive force for performance enhancement, achieving a
higher Mean metric than the baseline. Crucially, when these three
features are incorporated into the model training via a curriculum
learning approach, the resampling strategy manifests a significant
advantage. This is attributed to shape-aware features’ ability to cap-
ture the shape of objects and the interaction information between
object pairs, thereby effectively aiding in relation prediction. More-
over, balanced data can effectively prevent biased predictions and
enhance the overall performance. We also conducted ablations on
predicate sampling strategies in Table 9.

• The importance of curricular feature training. Curricular feature
training constitutes a pivotal innovation in CAFE, playing a crucial
role in enhancing model performance (e.g., higher Mean). Taking
the use of a single feature as an example, the integration of the cur-
riculum learning approach significantly improves the model’s ability
to predict tail predicates (e.g., higher mR@K). This improvement
stems from the introduction of cognition-based predicate grouping
and the division of the training process into three distinct stages. The
former segregates predicates with semantic similarity into different
groups, effectively mitigating semantic confusion within the relation
classifier. The latter assigns a dedicated relation classifier to each
stage and configures the classification space, ensuring that each clas-
sifier demonstrates strong discriminative abilities. Moreover, since
our curriculum feature training incorporates knowledge distillation
to preserve knowledge acquired in earlier stages, it can maintain the
performance of head predicates (e.g., competitive R@K). We also
performed detailed analyses through ablation studies on curriculum
learning in Table 7.

• The combination of shape-aware features. The integration of
shape-aware features into PSG marks a notable advancement, as we
not only pinpoint a crucial flaw in current PSG research (i.e., over-
reliance on tight bounding boxes), but also offer a novel perspective
on addressing segmentation challenges. Given that CAFE comprises
a training process with three stages, each tailored to a specific set of
features, the combination of these features is crucial for the model’s
performance. Firstly, the combination of any two features generally
shows superior performance compared to using each feature on its
own, which indicates a synergistic effect between the features. Sec-
ondly, incrementally adding complexity to the features leads to a
gradual improvement in the Mean metric. Lastly, integrating all fea-
tures culminates in achieving the best mR@K and the highest Mean
score. This occurs because CAFE structures its training process in
phases, progressively increasing the complexity of features in ac-
cordance with the rising difficulty of predicates. For instance, the
boundary feature, capable of capturing interactions between object
pairs, is introduced in the third stage to better predict relations of
higher cognitive difficulty. Hence, by amalgamating all features, we
capitalize on the distinct advantages of each to predict predicates ac-
curately within their targeted groups, maximizing the performance
to its fullest potential. Additionally, the ablation studies on different
features can be found in Table 5.

A.2 Performance Comparison over All Predicates

To provide a more comprehensive illustration of model performance
over all predicates, we presented recall statistics for each predicate
using CAFE and Motifs [69] under both the PredCls and SGDet set-
tings, as depicted in Fig. 12 and Fig. 13. We divided predicates into
“Head”, “Body”, and “Tail” groups based on the distribution in differ-
ent ground-truth annotations in the PSG dataset. Notably, our proposed
CAFE model demonstrates a favorable balance across various predi-
cate categories in both task scenarios. To delve into specifics, while a
slight decrease is observed in the head group, CAFE exhibits notewor-
thy enhancements in both the body and tail groups.

A.3 Performance under Different Panoptic Segmentors

To demonstrate the influence of panoptic segmentors with varying
capabilities in generating panoptic segmentation masks, we adopted
Panoptic FPN [24] and Panoptic Segformer [41] as panoptic segmen-
tors. Subsequently, we compared performance of CAFE with VC-
Tree [51] and RCpsg [63] under the SGDet setting. As shown in Ta-
ble 12, we can observe that: 1) The performance of all three models is
influenced by the accuracy of the panoptic segmentation masks. When
the quality of masks improves, the overall performance of the mod-
els also improves. 2) Even when the panoptic segmentation masks are
of low quality (e.g., Panoptic FPN), CAFE consistently produces su-
perior performance compared to the baseline models, which indicates
that CAFE has a relatively low dependency on panoptic segmenta-
tion masks. This is because the performance benefits of CAFE are not
solely derived from shape-aware features but are also influenced by
the resampling strategy and curricular training mode. 3) With the im-
provement in mask accuracy, CAFE demonstrates larger performance
gains. This is attributed to the fact that when the quality of panop-
tic segmentation masks improves, the extracted shape-aware features
achieve higher precision. This enhancement enables the model to more
effectively capture interactions between objects, thereby resulting in
improved performance.

Additionally, we also selected Mask2Former [9], which can gen-
erate higher quality masks, as one of the panoptic segmentors. We
conducted experiments under the SGDet setting across two baselines
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Fig. 11: Performance comparison of each component of CAFE against the baseline. The baseline model is Motifs [69] under
the PredCls setting.

Models Panoptic Segmentor SGDet
R@20 R@50 R@100 mR@20 mR@50 mR@100 Mean PQ

VCTree [51]
Panoptic FPN [24]

20.6 22.1 22.5 9.7 10.2 10.2 15.9 40.2
+RCpsg [63] 22.3 24.2 24.6 11.0 11.5 11.8 17.6 40.7
+CAFE (Ours) 17.6 19.4 19.9 17.6 18.1 18.3 18.5 40.3

VCTree [51]
Panoptic SegFormer [41]

26.4 28.7 29.4 12.3 13.2 13.4 20.6 49.4
+RCpsg [63] 29.1 30.9 31.4 13.8 14.5 14.7 22.4 49.7
+CAFE (Ours) 26.9 29.8 30.6 27.8 29.1 29.4 28.9 54.9

Table 12: Comparison of different models on the PSG dataset using different panoptic segmentors with the ResNet-50
backbone. The baseline model is VCTree [51] under the SGDet setting.

Models Panoptic Segmentor SGDet
R@20 R@50 R@100 mR@20 mR@50 mR@100 Mean PQ

Motifs+CAFE Panoptic SegFormer [41] 23.4 25.7 26.4 25.5 26.5 26.8 25.7 54.9
Mask2Former [9] 24.8 27.2 27.8 28.1 29.2 29.6 27.8 55.4

Transfomrer+CAFE Panoptic SegFormer [41] 24.6 27.6 28.7 25.0 26.6 26.9 26.6 54.9
Mask2Former [9] 26.0 28.0 28.6 28.1 29.0 29.2 28.1 55.4

Table 13: Performance (%) of CAFE on the PSG dataset with different panoptic segmentors under the SGDet setting across
two baselines.

(i.e., Motifs [69] and Transformer [54]). From the results shown in Ta-
ble 13, it is evident that when the panoptic segmentor generates panop-
tic segmentation masks with higher quality or accuracy (i.e., higher
PQ), CAFE exhibits a substantial improvement in model performance
(e.g., 26.8% using Panoptic SegFormer vs.29.6% using Mask2Former
in mR@100 based on Motifs). As computer vision technology con-
tinues to evolve, we believe that more accurate panoptic segmentation
models will emerge, enabling CAFE to have a greater impact on PSG
tasks. In the future, we will explore the combination of CAFE with the
SAM [25] model, thereby enhancing the robustness and generalization
capabilities of CAFE.

B Statistics of Computation Cost and Parameters

To compare CAFE with other PSG methods in terms of computational
cost and parameters, we tested various two-stage models for the ex-
penses (s) during both the training and inference phases per image, as
well as the training parameters (M) in Table 14. From the results in Ta-
ble 14, we can observe that: 1) Compared to two-stage baseline models,
although our proposed CAFE exhibits a slight increase in training and
test costs, these minor increases are justified by the substantial perfor-
mance improvement. 2) Although our CAFE also experiences a slight
increase in model parameters, all experiments can be completed on a
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Models PredCls SGDet
Training Cost (s) Test Cost (s) Params (M) Training Cost (s) Test Cost (s) Params (M)

Motifs [69] 1.28 0.089 104.0 2.08 0.245 103.7
+CAFE 1.68 0.137 167.8 2.34 0.256 167.6

VCTree [51] 2.71 0.167 99.7 4.04 0.236 99.5
+CAFE 3.24 0.303 154.2 5.30 0.213 154.9

Transformer [54] 1.91 0.082 100.2 2.15 0.119 100.2
+CAFE 2.38 0.204 139.7 3.55 0.165 140.4

Table 14: The Statistics of training cost, test cost and parameters of two-stage methods, under both PredCls and SGDet
settings.

Head                          Body Tail 

Fig. 12: R@100 for each predicate category under the Pred-
Cls setting. The baseline model is Motifs [69].

Head                          Body Tail 

Fig. 13: R@100 for each predicate category under the
SGDet setting. The baseline model is Motifs [69].

single NVIDIA 2080Ti GPU, with training time for one epoch being
less than 5 hours. We also visualized the GPU consumption and total
training cost among different PSG models in Fig. 9.

C Limitations

Although CAFE is a model-agnostic approach seamlessly integrable
into any advanced PSG architecture, it is essential to clarify that in
this context, “PSG architecture” refers specifically to all two-stage
frameworks. This distinction arises from our current methodology of
extracting shape-aware features, which derives from masks generated
by the panoptic segmentor. Moreover, currently, we are constrained by
insufficient computational resources to facilitate the training of one-
stage methods (e.g., PSGTR [62]), demanding the utilization of eight
V100 GPUs with a batch size of 1. Given these considerations, it is not
straightforward to apply CAFE to one-stage methods.

Besides, in order to retain the knowledge acquired in earlier
phases, we incorporate knowledge distillation (cf., Sec. 3.3). It’s worth
noting that while knowledge distillation may introduce extra computa-
tional overhead or increased GPU consumption during training, it does
not incur any additional overhead during the test stages. More impor-
tantly, the benefits of knowledge distillation are considered significant
enough to justify the additional cost.


