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Figure 1. Illustration of our two-stage fine-tuning approach (TFA). In the base training stage, the entire object detector, including both the
feature extractor F and the box predictor, are jointly trained on the base classes. In the few-shot fine-tuning stage, the feature extractor
components are fixed and only the box predictor is fine-tuned on a balanced subset consisting of both the base and novel classes.

learning), our method can achieve twice the accuracy of
prior sophisticated state-of-the-art approaches.

Several issues with the existing evaluation protocols pre-
vent consistent model comparisons. The accuracy measure-
ments have high variance, making published comparisons
unreliable. Also, the previous evaluations only report the
detection accuracy on the novel classes, and fail to evaluate
knowledge retention on the base classes.

To resolve these issues, we build new benchmarks on three
datasets: PASCAL VOC, COCO and LVIS (Gupta et al.,
2019). We sample different groups of few-shot training
examples for multiple runs of the experiments to obtain a
stable accuracy estimation and quantitatively analyze the
variances of different evaluation metrics. The new evalu-
ation reports the average precision (AP) on both the base
classes and novel classes as well as the mean AP on all
classes, referred to as the generalized few-shot learning set-
ting in the few-shot classification literature (Hariharan &
Girshick, 2017; Wang et al., 2019a).

Our fine-tuning approach establishes new states of the art
on the benchmarks. On the challenging LVIS dataset, our
two-stage training scheme improves the average detection
precision of rare classes (<10 images) by ∼4 points and
common classes (10-100 images) by ∼2 points with negligi-
ble precision loss for the frequent classes (>100 images).

2. Related Work
Our work is related to the rich literature on few-shot image
classification, which uses various meta-learning based or
metric-learning based methods. We also draw connections
between our work and the existing meta-learning based few-
shot object detection methods. To the best of our knowledge,
we are the first to conduct a systematic analysis of fine-
tuning based approaches on few-shot object detection.

Meta-learning. The goal of meta-learning is to acquire
task-level meta knowledge that can help the model quickly
adapt to new tasks and environments with very few labeled

examples. Some (Finn et al., 2017; Rusu et al., 2018; Nichol
et al., 2018) learn to fine-tune and aim to obtain a good pa-
rameter initialization that can adapt to new tasks with a
few scholastic gradient updates. Another popular line of
research on meta-learning is to use parameter generation
during adaptation to novel tasks. Gidaris & Komodakis
(2018) propose an attention-based weight generator to gen-
erate the classifier weights for the novel classes. Wang et al.
(2019a) construct task-aware feature embeddings by gener-
ating parameters for the feature layers. These approaches
have only been used for few-shot image classification and
not on more challenging tasks like object detection.

However, some (Chen et al., 2019) raise concerns about
the reliability of the results given that a consistent com-
parison of different approaches is missing. Some simple
fine-tuning based approaches, which draw little attention in
the community, turn out to be more favorable than many
prior works that use meta-learning on few-shot image clas-
sification (Chen et al., 2019; Dhillon et al., 2019). As for
the emerging few-shot object detection task, there is neither
consensus on the evaluation benchmarks nor a consistent
comparison of different approaches due to the increased
network complexity, obscure implementation details, and
variances in evaluation protocols.

Metric-learning. Another line of work (Koch, 2015; Snell
et al., 2017; Vinyals et al., 2016) focuses on learning to
compare or metric-learning. Intuitively, if the model can
construct distance metrics to estimate the similarity between
two input images, it may generalize to novel categories
with few labeled instances. More recently, several (Chen
et al., 2019; Gidaris & Komodakis, 2018; Qi et al., 2018)
adopt a cosine similarity based classifier to reduce the intra-
class variance on the few-shot classification task, which
leads to favorable performance compared to many meta-
learning based approaches. Our method also adopts a cosine
similarity classifier to classify the categories of the region
proposals. However, we focus on the instance-level distance
measurement rather than on the image level.


