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ABSTRACT

Fine-grained recognition, a pivotal task in visual signal pro-
cessing, aims to distinguish between similar subclasses based
on discriminative information present in samples. However,
prevailing methods often erroneously focus on background
areas, neglecting the capture of genuinely effective discrim-
inative information from the subject, thus impeding practical
application. To facilitate research into the impact of back-
ground noise on models and enhance their ability to concen-
trate on the subject’s discriminative features, we propose an
engineered pipeline that leverages the capabilities of SAM
and Detic to create fine-grained datasets with only foreground
subjects, devoid of background. Extensive cross-experiments
validate this approach as a preprocessing step prior to train-
ing, enhancing algorithmic performance and holding poten-
tial for further modal expansion of the data. The code and
data will be available at:

Index Terms— Computer Vision, Deep Learning, Fine-
grained visual categorization, Segment Anything Model

1. INTRODUCTION

Fine-grained recognition stands as a cornerstone in the field
of computer vision[1]], tasked with the discernment of subtle
differences between closely related subclasses within a cat-
egory. This capability is paramount for applications rang-
ing from biodiversity conservation to medical diagnostics[2],
where the accurate identification of species or conditions can
have profound implications.

Despite certain progress in related research, existing
methods are often hampered by an erroneous focus on back-
ground elements, which detracts from the extraction of key
discriminative cues from the subject itself[3]]. As illustrated
by the Grad-CAM[4] visualisation in Figure[T] there is an un-
desired focus on non-subject content, regardless of whether
CNN-based or Transformer-based backbones are used. This
misfocus limits model accuracy and real-world applicability,
as the discriminative information on the subject is the truly
effective element.

In light of these issues, this study introduces an innovative
engineered pipeline to facilitate further research into the im-
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Fig. 1. Grad-CAM Visualization of Common Backbones in
Fine-Grained Classification: the first two rows for ViT and
the last row for ResNet.

pact of background noise on model performance and enhance
the model’s ability to focus on the subject’s genuine discrimi-
native features. By leveraging the capabilities of SAM[3]] and
Detic[l6], we have constructed a dataset that isolates the fore-
ground subjects, thereby providing a more refined and accu-
rate environment for model training and evaluation. Further,
we combine a variety of different commonly used Backbone
explorations done on the new data obtained.

The contributions of this paper can be summarized as fol-
lows:

* Firstly, we demonstrate through visualization that existing
fine-grained models have a high probability of being in-
fluenced by the background, incorrectly focusing on non-
subject regions at the expense of learning truly valid dis-
criminative information, thereby hindering practical ap-
plicability.

* To address this issue, we propose an engineered pipeline
utilizing Visual Foundation Models to generate foreground-
only data, facilitating research into the impact of back-
ground noise and improving the model’s capacity to cap-
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Fig. 2. Proposed Pipeline for Generating Foreground Images.

ture discriminative subject features.

 Furthermore, this pipeline can be used as a general data
pre-processing procedure in fine-grained tasks, producing
more densely distributed and higher quality training data.
Comprehensive cross-validation experiments confirm the
performance boost from the preprocessing process.

* Additionally, we propose that the generated foreground
data can also serve as the foundation for expanding the
corresponding datasets into more modalities.

2. DATA CONSTRUCTION

2.1. Pipeline

Our goal is to generate foreground data efficiently through
a streamlined and automated pipeline that minimizes manual
effort and ensures high-quality results. The pipeline is de-
signed to be both highly automated and versatile, enabling
dataset creation across different domains without specific an-
notations, training, or fine-tuning.

We utilize the Segment Anything Model (SAM) for metic-
ulous object segmentation[5]. Despite the unavailability of
SAM’s text-based prompting to the public, we adopt alter-
native strategies such as Grounded-Segment-Anything[7] to
achieve comparable outcomes. Our approach involves using
an open-vocabulary object detector (e.g., Detic[6] or Ground-
ing DINOJS8])) to generate bounding box prompts for SAM.
Subsequently, SAM generates masks that enable the precise
extraction of pertinent segments from the source imagery.
The pipeline is illustrated in Fig. 2|

2.2. Error Handling

Despite the high accuracy of Grounding-DINO’s detection
prompts and SAM’s segmentation, minor errors (about 1%-
2%) still occur. These include unrecognized subjects, incor-
rect identifications, unwanted background, or incomplete ob-
jects, as shown in Fig[3] We manually review and correct
these issues to ensure the dataset meets high-quality stan-
dards, guiding future users in constructing datasets with min-
imal manual checks.
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Fig. 3. Error handling.

Table 1. Source datasets statistics.

Dataset Num. of Classes Num. of Images
CUB 200-2011 200 11788
Stanford Cars 196 16185

Aircraft 100 10000

2.3. Implementation Details

To achieve high-quality images while balancing hardware
requirements, the pipeline utilizes the ViT-L SAM and De-
tic_LI21k_CLIP_SwinB models, processed on two NVIDIA
3090s at 0.3s per image. The aspect ratio of images is pre-
served for seamless dataset replacement, with some images
displayed as squares for aesthetic purposes in the paper.

3. OVERVIEW OF PROCESSED DATASETS

In this section, we first show examples of foreground datasets
aggregated to subjects obtained through the Pipeline prepro-
cessing process described above, before further eliciting in-
formation on how it can be used to more conveniently extend
and enrich more modalities.

3.1. Source Datasets

To provide a comprehensive demonstration of the generalis-
ability of the proposed pipeline in different situations, we uti-
liz a set of the most commonly used benchmark datasets that
cover a wide range of fine-grained visual application scenar-
ios. Details of the selected source datasets are given below:

1) CUB (Caltech-UCSD Birds-200-2011)[9]:
- Contains 11,788 images covering 200 bird species.
- Renowned for its highly granular categories and superior
image quality.
2) Stanford-Cars[10]:
- Comprises 16,185 images of 196 distinct car categories.
- Challenges models with fine-grained recognition tasks,
testing their ability to discern subtle differences between
car models.
2) Aircraft[I1)]:
- Includes 10,000 images of 100 aircraft models.
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Fig. 4. Example of foreground data, including corresponding
source images.

- Provides a challenging dataset due to diverse aircraft
types and viewpoints.

3.2. Data Examples

As shown in Fig. ] we showcase partial images from our
newly generated foreground-only data for CUB, Standford
Cars, and Aircraft, alongside their corresponding source im-
ages. The resulting images exhibit exceptional quality and
sophisticated segmentation, as evidenced by a) the complete
removal of background (e.g., the second image of CUB_FG,
where the branches obstructing the subject are effectively re-
moved); and b) the preservation of all discriminative features
of the subject (e.g., the last image of CUB_FG,in which the
tiny but discriminative bird claws are preserved).

3.3. Modalities Expansion Potential

Moreover, our newly processed data enables representation
of higher quality samples, facilitating the generation of addi-
tional modalities to expand tasks and datasets.

The illustration in Fig. [5elucidates the advantages of uti-
lizing foreground-only images, which facilitate the acquisi-
tion of: a) Precise shape and contour information intrinsic to
the instance[[12]. b) Enhanced image statistics such as color
histograms and SIFT features, tailored to the instance and
unaffected by background interference. c¢) Improved accu-
racy in the localization of discriminative attributes. d) En-
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Fig. 5. Extending more modalities using foreground images.

hanced input for Large Multimodal Models (e.g., GPT-4EI)
to produce more precise sample descriptions. €) 3D mesh
generation[13] through monocular vision-based reconstruc-
tion techniqueﬂ allowing for the synthesis of images from
various perspectives[14]. f) Effortless background replace-
ment to assess model resilience to background variations. g)
Style transfer of subjects (e.g., watercolor, sketch) to forge
new domains, thereby advancing domain adaptation research.

These streamlined approaches underscores the potential
of foreground data in advancing various applications.

4. EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we present preliminary experiments on the
preprocessing approach, with further explorations reserved
for future studies.

4.1. Feature Distribution

To assess the impact of background removal on dataset fea-
ture distribution, we utilized t-SNE[13]] for visualizing high-
level features extracted by a pre-trained DINOv2 [ViT-B/16]
backbone[16]. Note that backbone is not fine-tuned using the
corresponding data, thus ensuring the generality of the fea-
tures.

Fig. [6] contrasts the CUB_FG dataset with the original
CUB, highlighting a tighter intra-subclass clustering and an
expanded inter-subclass separation post-background removal.

https://openai.com/index/gpt—4/
?https://huggingface.co/spaces/Wuvin/Unique3D
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Fig. 6. The t-SNE visualisation of high-level features for the
CUB and CUB_FG datasets.

This suggests that CUB_FG represents an enhanced dataset,
facilitating the investigation of model capabilities in extract-
ing discriminative features without background noise interfer-
ence.

4.2. Cross-validation Experiments

To validate the improvements of the new dataset over the
original and to demonstrate the previously discussed in-
fluence of background elements on model performance in
fine-grained classification tasks, we conducted a compara-
tive analysis. Employing a classic fine-grained classification
task as a reference, we tested common backbone architec-
tures, ViT-Base/16[17], ResNet-50[18], Swin Transformer
v2-Base[19], and ConvNeXt-Base[20], using their standard
configurations and pre-trained weights, devoid of additional
tricks or modules. As an example, we fine-tuned these models
on the CUB_FG training set and evaluated their performance
on the original CUB test set.

The cross-validation outcomes are detailed in Table 2}
with corresponding bar charts for the CUB and CUB_FG
datasets depicted in Fig[7]for clarity. Key findings include:

¢ Across the four backbones and three datasets, a substan-
tial decrease in classification accuracy (over 6% on aver-
age) when models trained on the source data are evaluated
on the foreground data, validating our hypothesis regard-
ing the detrimental impact of background noise on model
focus.

* Models trained on the foreground datasets consistently
outperformed those trained on the source datasets, indi-
cating the higher quality of the foreground datasets for
training and supporting the utility of our preprocessing
pipeline in boosting model performance.

* A modest performance drop (within 2.5% on average in
classification accuracy) when foreground-trained models
are tested on the source datasets, attributed to data format
discrepancies between training and testing phases.

Table 2. Cross-validation experiments on each dataset.

Dataset Backbone Arch. (Acc. %)
Train Test ViT-B/16  ResNet-50 Swinv2-B  ConvNeXt-B
CUB CUB 90.3 86.9 88.7 90.0
CUB CUB_FG 84.0 82.1 81.7 83.2
CUB_FG CUB_FG 91.3 88.8 89.4 90.7
CUB_FG CUB 88.5 86.2 87.5 88.1
Cars Cars 94.4 94.0 91.8 93.6
Cars Cars_FG 88.6 88.5 86.4 89.0
Cars_FG Cars_FG 95.3 95.1 94.1 94.6
Cars_FG Cars 93.2 93.7 91.5 929
Aircraft Aircraft 92.8 92.4 90.4 92.6
Aircraft Aircraft FG 87.3 88.5 87.0 87.6
Aircraft FG | Aircraft FG 93.8 93.1 91.6 93.1
Aircraft FG Aircraft 90.2 89.7 90.0 90.3
e
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Fig. 7. Classification Acc. of cross-validation experiments on
CUB and CUB_FG datasets.

* The performance improvement of models trained on the
foreground datasets using the Transformer-based ViT ar-
chitecture was notably pronounced. Benefiting from its
robust integration of global information, the removal of
background noise further enhanced its performance.

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduced an engineered pipeline to aid in
the fine-grained analysis of how background influences model
performance and to explore the ability of models to iden-
tify truly discriminative features focused on the foreground.
Leveraging the capabilities of the Detic[[6] and SAM[3], we
constructed data that isolate the foreground subjects by re-
moving the background from the original images. Initial ex-
plorations with diverse backbone models on these datasets
have been conducted, providing a solid foundation for fur-
ther research on adaptive feature extraction methods that are
insensitive to background changes.

Moving forward, we plan to expand these datasets across
modalities to bolster foundational research and investigate
adaptive feature extraction methods robust to background
influences.
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