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A survey on open set recognition

Gao Fei, Yang Liu', Li Hui
(College of Intelligence and Computing, Tianjin University, Tianjin, 300350, China)

Abstract: Traditional machine learning methods and deep neural networks need a large-scale of labeled samples as support in
the process of training model. However, labeling a large-scale dataset is a time-consuming process, and it is not realistic to
obtain all kinds of labeled samples due to the dynamic real world. Therefore, researchers broke through the limitation of
labeled samples and proposed open set recognition which is more suitable to real scenes. Open set recognition models can not
only classify the categories appearing in the training process, but also deal with the unseen categories effectively. In recent
years, open set recognition has developed rapidly and attracted many researchers to focus on open set problems. This paper
summarizes the existing open set recognition works. First, open set recognition is defined to distinguish from other related
works. Second, the open set recognition algorithms are summarized according to the model building, metric selection and
property of incremental. Furthermore, two theories used in open set recognition are introduced. Finally, this paper looks
forward to the future development issues of open set recognition.
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Fig.1 Comparison of traditional classification and open set recognition: (a) the distribution of original dataset

including KKCs and UUCs, (b) the decision boundary of each KKC obtained by traditional classification methods

with UUCs included in KKCs” spaces, (c) open set recognition which can recognize UUCs as a class
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FFARFNZEAYMEA , 42— Bk T OSR 9 3 B
M 2% 7k . B, 5 A SoftMax )2 I TR
JE P 25 0 245 38 3 e /N Ak A2 U 4 2R R ERCEE AT I
Y5 RE R I EGE JOP s s A R
AN N F B 1) B (MAYV) | B0 1) & 5 2 {E
I E A 7328 BN ZRAEAS ) 5 T 32 0 2% 1 ) 558
B =S /)= 2 = 5 T S B 1 7 e T S| % 2 e NS
N0 MAV /B2, 56 H T 40 & B4 200
SRS R 1 I E (o T N £ T BB (R T VR
A3 BE S ) i TR UUCs W PR 30T |, e
J& A 3 S5 % R 4 T Y OS] B bl
SoftMax )2 15 KKCs # () UUCs fyZEHE 5 .

fit F§ OpenMax A LA [ 3l 46 48 7 2 TF il 36 45
T B UUCs BE A & Fooling #E 4% , {H Rozsa et al'*"
NN OpenMax 5 SoftMax —#H % 7 Z 8| L R &
Fe e O BT AR S PR 3 B R T AR
TWEMN LR . B, R )2 2R 10 S g {2 i
OSR WK . BT IR)Z R 5 EAE T — /Ny ik
TR0 B A

AR, Venkataram"* ¥ OpenMax 5] A SCA 43
KWBETE Tk T IF TR BT 1Y SCAR 53 24T 55
W] BE T A 4325, Shu et al ¥ Ik i OpenMax J&:
3 s R D S SIS B TR A ] 3K B AR 4 R N 2k
9 5 Y3 B 2y AR w5, PR 4t — TR
T3 2645 (DOC) ALY . DOC AL F 1-vsrest J2
(A B X 0 AT DL 2E 9 T A3 sigmod PRI A8 Open-
Max JZ , 3% 45 it A7 HoAtl 28 CHAR AT WS AR W26 )
PR flt T — SR KR R G B
M A JF H S e I R T R B T
DA — 20 B AT 4 4 1 5 ik s ) AU

Yang et al ™ #2 5 45 U5 A W 44 (Convolu-
tional Prototype Network, CPN) , H | & Fl 4 2

W) 4 2k 252 ] R 2 2T (A7 S5 24 2 A R
i, CPN FH Jit #0421 Z 15 1Y SoftMax )2, If
BT 4 0 504 AR AR DT 3 2 1 R
2 [ 5 el /N 2K P B

OSR 77 1 K £ 4 I KKCs (1 1 & %, 78
YIZRFEA 1 ik A 25 1) L LA — R 5 A, I AR
I 33 A B 5 43 AT ARSI S8 . X R 7 X KK Cs
(9 43 25 FL B AT 550, (H 3 UUCs 183 51 3000 — i
Zhang et al ™G] A — AN F I A B Ak T Ok
— R MAEA R AR T UUCs.
2.1.2.2 BEFRFFAENFHER HAH
BT VR BB 1 28 I 4% 1) 43 2 A A LA WG B 2% ) 1 X
X KKCs #7125, 43 25 2 e A 2027 2] KKCs 1Y
FEAR TR A XAE R UUCs AiEH . T fig
WA P b SRR REAS B SE 4R — RPN R
P OSR [ 1) 7w Jy ikt

Cardoso et al'"™ # Hi FE F 2 5 i 48 W) 2% 4 1Y
FARS 40 BB 25 A9 OSR 7 i, 1 G A 60 54 Fn
At 10 S0 TR 22 ] AR PE SR AT 43 S 43 26 4, DA
YRR A T3 0 AR & T AT KKCs (108 i
4 AH LM B A 3 Al A T U8 T KKCs
FIR) L 000 TT B ) S 22 [ A 30 B . 3k e A 4B
PEEH R TE R MER  ERN R T 56 F 21 %
oM 2245 A5 (1Y % % . Yoshihashi et al ™ ¥ A W&
14 43 25 I 2 TG W 8% 17 1R I 4% Bk A O 42 1
CROSR (Classification - Reconstruction ILearning
for OSR) Sk , F F AL 2 A% vh (9 98 72 27 L #h 52
FEAT WGBS 4y 2 A v 5 K 1 — BERRAE L X BERRAE
Al BEXT KKCs (143 28 AN 8 22, {A A] i J2 X 31 KKCs
5 UUCs iy 55, #b 78 50 F7AE AT LU 4f b X 53
KKCs 1 UUCs ¥: 4% . Hassen and Chan"™' 1, £ 4
— B FIR EX A RIR T, Ok B R — 2 R AR B
FEIT LR BN R 28 9 BE A A X B . B TR R IR
JEE A 28 I 2% 1 B i — )2 v 2 ORI 2 1 s AR
9 SoftMax 2 HIH A ) B H = 18 Sk i A BEAR 2,
(B 52 3R, FE e R 2 ), R FH 3 1 BE S 0 461 2k
PRI, 3 KO [ 28R AR 22 ) 4 B, Ui/ ] — 2R
ARZEMEE . BARARENEEIH -1 EIE
() 278 J7 1 2 X 43 KKCs Il UUCs, {H & i T %
AMME % KKCs 5 UUCs H 9I5 B 2 F LK,
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5% 58 &

XN BIF 5 3 2R AT K 2 — T

A5 4y B Y i £ ( Variational Auto-Encoder,
AEME R — M EE 9 A BOR M UUCs 1 F B ) iz
I EE R BB AT KKCs $2 4 X /9 %67 . Sun
et al ™ — BT 5 1« S0 iR i 40 A5 2% 2] (Con-
ditional Gaussian Distribution Learning, CGDL) ,
16 VAE #REfifi b, B T A 20K UUCs, if i@
St 1] AN ] A 5 A R A R il 3 A [ 1Y v B AR R o
CHIREA AT 5025 . Perera et al ™ i F [ M5B Oy
AR AR R R RRAE A0 aE OS5 R R P X 4
KKCs #l UUCs iUk 78 Z /94 HME R
2.1.2.3 ETERMNIMEZWFRERAN &
R XF BT B 4% (Generative Adversarial Networks,
GANSIME R — A TR BE 0 28 W 45 45 7, 76V 2 [n)
) e o b RIS T B R A B . A o e ) 2% e
AL — A A AR AT A AR A A AR
B A 32 A 40 ) 25 T ¥ RO I AR A R e A
BCAF A R . H T, K B AR 3 T AR O B Y
JAEXE OSR ] @A 1 3k — 20 B 5%

12 LART VR 22 05 36, UUCs J2& AR 41 47 1iF 5
Xt KKCs By ke 56 i 25 2847 H Br , 3% A7 X% UUCs it
TH#EFR . I H, OpenMax 7 32 5 2R R 5
KKCs B9 306 3 Bofli ik 7 UUCs 1 P B4, ik 5]
26 2R (A 52T A % JE UUCs /Y 56 5 Al
W, O T AR A X UUCs #E A7 2 4 F ok
KAy, Ge et al ™42 B 9535 G-OpenMax, Xt
OpenMax J7 & #EAT Y& , FI ] GANs & BB Y 26
SR HHAG T UUCSs R , A BURE A 2 h T 7
23 18] th KKCs IR A 70 A A2 i . 3X R 7 s A e
IR T P EZ AN BN 2 i T A KKCs FE A
FUUCs FEA . B2 E B , G-OpenMax 8 2k 1]
DLTE B R s 45 8 OSR I PERE , B0 7E H AR A
& EAERE VA W AR T

i 2B B 6T 0 S8 AR AT DUAR G M E AT B 4
3%, Neal et al ™ f& B GANs X Il Zr S FE AR JEATH”
Fo L4 T sk S B8 AR i (Open Set Learning
with Counterfactual Images, OSRCI). OSRCI H
— A Gt T~ fit B 19 A B BT 0 4% A BB B ) T T
BEFEAS, X 2 R A AR 422 3 KKCs {H R J& T AT ]
KKC. & M F 8 57 78 19 75 20, ik iF — 20 48
OSR A1 & LA Zn T UUCs — 1Y 43 2 445 7]

LA A BN BT I 2 R AN RE AR B R AR 8 W]
PLA: BUOEREAR HEAT R D 58 . Yu et al ™ 42 X4t
FE A A= il (Adversarial Sample Generation, ASG)
HEZR AN AT DL AR B KKCs 19 5 #E A 4E S8 UUCs
FEAS, A, 2 KKCs FEAS LA 938, o m] DA
774 KKCs BYIEREAS . B3 TAE T LUA Hh, BF
FHEA N TIRZ S SRkl — A e AL 5 B
bR s — A i B . A i i) TAEY, Yang
et al "3 T GANs, I A= 4% A2 5 H AR A 5
FERAL B FEAS T B B AE R T B FE AR | 38 T B i
T T H00 & LU 22 4> 28 5] Fl— 4~ UUCs. Ditria
et al ™ 4 H — B0 JF i £ GAN & & 45 # (Open-
GAN) , B AFEA R A — Aok B B i 25 (6]
P AREAIE . BT FH 288 03] 45 RN AR BE 3 SUAE B i A
HEI B 2 )RR RS AR TR TR X B S 4 E
TR R AR AL A AR A . pl B 2 2 ) R AR B R 1 X
15 B 215310 Z A W B 28, e A RS 7Y AR B
ATEI o3 A Z AP REAS i i 3 F =X, fif e]
Ae T T o 1 RS AR A

2.2 ETEENFAMEIRS 4k OSRM
L, B AE N B B ) Y AR R R R A
O A HEA Z B B e rH R v, IR e AR DL BE (152 25
R R DL SR R A ) T B AR

2.2.1 EFHMEMBEME Feiand Lin ™ # BT
FR0 B A Bl EE 2% 2 (Center - Based Similarity,
CBS)"™ 5l A OSR AL, it Ty B AR T4 2 1y JF ik
23 A KUK . BAR Ml fE CBS Bk b 6 — A a2k
() 3C A 43 2 ) B, O SCAS B AR AE 1 i d, =
(a0, by woe VR Ak A 35 T F 0 B4 AR JBE 25 ) 457 T
I i v, = {s’i, Spy e, s}‘sj = Sim (xj, c)} Horr Sim
SEARRLUE BB, e 25 jRHEEARM L. R)F,
OSR [0 23 i — A0 3 T A LB AR AR i ok . A Tt
S SCR A REAE T LR AS [R] A R AE 23 8] 3R s 72
A AN TR R RE AR Al A, 0T AR FHAS [R) %) A B
PRECTHFARMURE . A |, 26T CBS 5k B AU LA
AHABLEE Ry R AR T BUE AR A AL AR A By e R
B B 5 1Y SCRY 25 8] rp DU AR > T8 B — 35 A
B ERIE i S8 IE VISR A I ok . B, 5
AT LATE SVMUE B0 Tk 5 i 5L 00 B iy b i — 20
LYHIEREA B 5 A XL
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2.2.2 EFiIRE G4R, REETHEERRH
Gy G PR SRR R M B 5
BT B 2R 1 4 L (SRC) ™ il AT T R R
5% . 9 T 1E B OSR 0] i, Zhang and Patel ™ 4 1
— 3k T T SO B R R B9 2> 28 5 1% SROSR
(Sparse Representation-based Open Set Recogni-
tion) , M FHZEE AR 22 247502 . 1 T OSR 1Y A
A 50 B g 7 DG C i 958 2 43 A R DG e B
R 22 43 A Z RV AR L VR 5T G A 2RO X
PRI 2 22 1 43 A1 0 R A R AT A8 . BR800 4
Wi 58—, EVT XA o0 At A7 s A,
OSR [a] B4k, 17 oA fB 1 A6 30 ) 5 205 — 20, 110l
TR A I T R 22 0 Al T S B A 0
15 BE 43 0K o 2 DI RE A B 2800 . SE g IR B,
SROSR HA7 R 4 [ fff 2 OSR [ B fiE
2,23 EFHEE HEEfsMEEs - H
BLFR bR AR R AL G 0 3 T R B 0 A R A T A
BT M RCRIFA M . H L, Bendale and
Boult™ i i § ¢ NCM (Nearest Class Mean) 4>
AT B A Al B B U5 (Nearest Non-
Outlier, NNO). NNO 4 Il il B A 5 KKCs H (i
Z ) B BE B AT 4 28 00 B VA Y TR o R AR AT
2 I AR A I MR AR A AR 2 AR
IR B 5 s A TR %) TEA
i R 55 X TR MR AS S 4 i — A R 4R
& (Query Set) F R 25 5% s [ A, 44> © R 26
A AL I W — A~ B8 £E (Gallery Images Set).
Cevikalp and Yavuz ™ 4 Hy — /> e 4 F0 o o 3 11
B Query Set 5 Gallery Set 2 [8] 1 25 iY77 ¥ Poly-
hedral Conic Classifier, 7] L4 i i3 fij 5 ) &5 3 5 %%
it R .

£ F 4B (NN) B 7%, Janior et al ' 2 1 FF
AR e i 4B (OSNN) 7 vk, HARA 48 1 76 #l i iy
FECA S B NN 73 B4R 0097 ' . 25 —FhJ2 OSNN
J5 55 9F (OSNN Class Verification, OSNNcv) , iZ
5 1% 1 JEUAELJE: AE S0 B B 3 DA A s Y T A
BT AR . AN SR AN B A A B AR 2 g, A AR 2
A3 e MAREAS s, 75 A AR 25 9 23 3] UUCs 24
o PRI SR R A B I A AR AR
e, TG 7 9 43 2 UUCs S50, Sk 1 i P ix A4 ]
R A ] A 0 4B PR B 1L 22 55 % (Nearest Neighbor

Distance Ratio, NNDR). iZ 05 S E T A&
R — SR AR S Y AR AL P A 43 1 A T
R X T A S5 R AL 2 1 R R PE A5 A L R R B B
D3R 2 s T A A ) B S5 3 40w F 2, 3H 3 R =
d(s,2)/d (s, u), MR R/NFBAE ¢, s 843 0 A0 A
] A A 25, 75 DUt 25 9k 23 ) UUCs. iz 5 ik AR 7E
— A RS DRy HE R R AN [ 2 0 A
SEMEARSAT IR, I DL S A R AR AR %07
2 AR 25 32 BIAR K52

2.2.4 REZFIHRMEE AR FEMEELT
LG HLERF 2] B B B OSR 5 vk, HisefE IR 22 )
D5 vt A 3 B )Y OSR B3 . 78 I i
IR 38 A SRR IR BE 2 2] R AR Y R AR R
TR AR R 1 [R]— 28 ) A A A B 1
FEIT ; R IOR B AN [ 28 S A A AS R B L R
T X A E A8 Hassen and Chan™ ' #2 Hf — Fh 3L T
P2 I 25 118 26 78 ) 5 R — o 35 1 38 1) 480 2 pR B
fift P OSR [A]ER . 3% 451 2% o BCAE VI 25 i e vh sl %
TS5 8 (B A5 40 B A FH 5 460 B ot ok 550, #0056 T )
— /™ 2 PR B 1T B & . Mayer and Drummond "
Sif U R B 2R )TV AR OSR W B L IR
A 25 2 RN R T AR 48 0 43 7 R A A Soft-
Max 732 85 1 CNN, TR B B 2 > 533k 2% 2] A
1625 18] B REAE i A 2 18] 9 5 e, He v 38 o B B0 o
FRTE SCAHL B . SCHR[ 68— 741/ TAHE BN T IR ¥
JE a2 S SRR (IR AL BE ) O MR R T REAS FRAE S R
T2, B X B R AE N R FEA I 2 A v
4h, Shu et al ™ $& H — Ffr 5 F J50 789 (1 FF s 20 0% B
W 2 FHF OSRAT: 55, B 3 a3 fiff FH Je 764 A5 e A Ji A1
e A2 A H I S5 2 ) R TR 25 AR 1 DR g R 2
25 A B OSRAT: 55t 4K J5 R F 3 T J5L 700 (1 B 5
JEE B 7 AR AR N S L FE T REAR Y i A 5 A 2 Ja]
MG THE B BIREAS 5 B IR 8 22 8] (9 PR B, —
P2 FATHE T Janior et al®'#) NNDR 83k H ik #%
AR W BRI AN 5 2 B S w [ sg L
TR ik B A SRR A L BT
J& T3k 2 FE AR T 5 0% R R S R RT g S
Chen et al'™ $& H R [R] 19 2802 R R I LAAR 19 28
], I 2 H 52 7] 45 (Reciprocal Points) A HE & 18 3%
FEASBRAN IS 25 18], A8 Bl sk 26 Jz 1] 55, 18] 422 1K R
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5 B3I A BA KKCs 1243, AT 24 ) 31 B0
FLIX ) 22 4F . Chen et al b ik — 4 %F By
AT EGH AT T R SR I E

2.3 ETFHEOFMEIRA  FEIFHCH FR
FE LR e SRy Tl A 5 BR R K A s 2 AR Ak T B A
P30T B S A BE 9 3 3o 39 M 1) 2R G0 R SN
Kl ok H UUCs B FEAS , ] I AN I8 3 5 37 KKCs
AR IRY . G ST A ) 1o R P s B — A B
F18 T 1 g > A T 1) R AR M R A TR gl 3 2 A Sk
W, BOB & — T R TH R Y
B (S, BT UUCs BEA SR /0, 85 I 2
PRI KRR T Sl LA % . 7E 3t
filt b BF ST A B AR 0 HL A B 2 o R D A
2RI H T SRR AR IS R AR R T R
HUT AR ke ) iy b R AT 0 3% 3XRE BB B AR A
BRI 25 A . De Rosa et al ™ 2 H 2Rk FI 78 2k
B2 ) iy O =R AR S BRI T YR O R
il A T E £ A0 I A ) R B (B R AL K
H, B NNOP A7 97 &, JF 47 B {5 B A 14
F18 B

1
Cy(x,,ﬁ’) = exp(* T dw’(x,,lafv)) (10)
a'+1:(1—i)f+izczw'(x ) (11)
! 1 & oby

K (10)H,C, € [0, 1]FRRIEH LA 2,
Sy B0 y 9 EAR B, w SRR B AR, 0 KRR S
He. 1D BT A 267 2 (R BE 25 A4 09 BR (R 47 o
B AR O BIE, 2 C << o I RV R B
AN B 0,y UUCs. Hofr b 03 %5 3 £7
3 TR, BRSO R
0, y,€UUCs

[ R
T —

(1* %)T’Jr %C}‘/(x,,ﬁ’),otherwise (12)
Hor R TM TRREAR Z S IR AR H R
A TR AR SR AT B (E B R TR E &
W& 1R B oA FE SR AT LS HE A o R b 4 R
il 2 A T A

BE T84 AR OSR AR s FH T T 3 ph 28 I 28%
Hi, Venkataram ™ $& 3 T 45 B 28 9 4% (1) 3 =
FEHCAR SR, S g Uk B 5 R B A A 3 UUCs 11
SCASSCHRY . Shu et al ™ BT TR AL AR 3 R B M 4%

2 2 ARG B UUCs BEAR Z )5, T 8l 0 A A
BEATARTE , I FI T IX 2L 4R 1 4 19 UUCs B AR X 9]
S PEATHHT . 25 B0 2 A 2 AR A A A
Z 1) B4 B B O A HE AT W AR AL, BAR B AR L o
VISR AR A A B 2 ) 9 B R 0 A, AR S R 2
(B A — A5 B — S BUE 20 A1, 5 AR AUAE 2 A1
Xt T A U g HEAT AL AT AR AL . B — AR R 2% v
A A BT

wwf:%ngwﬂ (13)
b NSRBI ar, an, - e HIA— 1
ZJE HAE A A, >, = 1.

n=1

2.4 FFHEIRANPWIEIE A NFIBEEE
2 ] YU pR AR AR D SR AR 2 A A A R X
B (0 5 1k Bl = B0 (0 PSS E  OF HoAT SL
AR X I FH T A £ I B LU A 2 A g
2.4.1 FAHERFNFHEVTIEIE RHMESR
219 A gt e OSR W) 5, 3k f 7 28 H B ) 75 22 °
BN 2R A g 2 AR R AT 4 07 ok s e
BAS 2SR SR 0 R 5T A G R

EVTYHLE — A S A T 55 — 28 5 5 4% 17
A3 7 BE SR 1 pR B0 5K, 4 A 0 U, 2 38 2o 16 B e g
WEFE B — 25 09 AR o0 A, BIVAE X A% B de /N ) A
oA A5 2 B — R R i R BB R RN
HRRAE S A B 1] (EV) , B4R — S 6 T Tk
25 (i) AU 7 338 S i 54 380 38 B AT DA A A5 B
FXEEEV, i — 20 KR B — KK

H T XA A, Rudd et al ™3 EVM AU |
AR o i B K EVT B 51 A 2K ae
Fa 3 rp AR AT B R4 i G T ALY L A Sy () B 43
M N AN L ALBBHEAANX WY R, EVM
SEAR R AR A S XS T2 2% (B RS 2 IR B 0 A ok
LAY B AL DU B

EEL A A—A 5B E LR 251
HE R AN IEREAR o M B AREAR &, R R
B 1 3 G Ab T my, IR — AN 2 AR R Y
GG R JE FE 5 A0 43 A 18 AT 25 5 2, 320 B d /)
[ELE i

FH 1, B A e AR T DA T E [ O3
X B PR RS 3 A, AT 7 A
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iRl vEESHY MHEH1ISHNEK E—TNREMD,, D, /& KKCs 43 i DA UUCs

P T LI o A o R 30 5P R
b,

(2 k0 A)) = exp
Hoop o — 2 |[J a5 o 2 BB RS ke, A R/
m A5 B Weibull TR A0 R 240

e 55 R — B EVM 91 255 B 58 B, — A
BREAR 28 T G MR A AT Ly 2 (14) 75 5

(14)

BRI 25 7= A2 DL B D3R PR B
o argmax,eu_,,vmﬁ((‘/,‘x*),ifﬁ(c,’x*)26‘ (15)
UUCs, otherwise

BT %A A A S , EVM A5 1R 45 (1) fig
RERE T, v LAEAT AR M JOAZ Al v B 2 ) i
— TR R TF A AR AR R

[, EVT #g s ] 7 HM &kt i T
OSR #4153 {7 15, P et 6 7E VT e = 2 1% 22 43 A Fil
A VT FC 158 25 43 A Z R 2 3, Zhang and Pat-
er ) SROSR L FE I T U Hi i F#m L9l A
EVT F I X 95 F % 22 1 40 A 14 R 3 1k A7 2 A
[ #f , Oza and Pater ™ & t — Fp 37 19 2 TR &
TR 22 I 2 1) OSR B3, 1253075 11 ik 5 245 19X 265 11
AR 2 T IR AR 4, R T R Rk
AE A EVT X T 025 i 15 22 43 A BB S ik
FTEEAL . Mundt et al ™ i EVT B it iz H 25 1i
AN (OOD ) K, 76 BB #E AR AS i s 1 1) R
JER 2 2 1 B hl B L 455 5T OSRIEVT &
T2, BR AR 2 T g s ] JRURS:

BAREVT #He 9 iF 2 w58 3 51 A OSR
) A0, AH 2, 3 KKCs At UUCSs B LA &5 74 R
6], ] B A IR BT S5t SR . N T R —
R, Vignotto and Engelke ™ $& Hi B FBr i B 7% L i
AR B 32 1) JEARU: SR R 2 F & 2R LT R 1)
EVTEI-GPD 432K 25 f1 GEV 70 25 4%

2.4.2 FHERFNFHPACEL 17— I
4 1] R R, AR A A Bk R ORE LA
UUCs [ #E 1. AL, Liu et al™ i 1 5] A PAC F
T, DR 256 (1% g 8 of 4SS 780 I 38y T 7B AT 1K
T XA AR L LR A UUCSs K I 2%, 1 A ik
A 95% ) UUCs. £ — A KKCs 143
i Dy, 7T LA Dy Az gl — AN U 2R 4R S, TR B 3 £F

I3 DR A T A D, A B A B 2E S,
HELED, P BT AL a B8R D, A B
— AN UUCs BdlE , LA 1—a B HEFR N D, b 2R gl — 4
KKCs 804 . 5F DL BB, Bk F 55 0 R 28
1) 189 {25 A UUCs, 28 58 45 4 K F 50 (i 0
FRig FEAN UUCS, 75 WK FE A BR e o KKCs.
I TR) Y G BEE AR T I (E A R HF . 5 E
o 0 2% 55 4 B SRR A R L (CDFs) TR G4
i D, {53 F A3 T LR R N

F,(z) =(1—a)F,(z) + aF,(z) (16)

i =0 (16) AT LA F, 00 5 0 (AT 49

Fole) — 2o (2) — (10( —a)Fy(x)

17

FIEF Sl BB R o BURE o (F,
(19 g 5300 K0 I X5 S 43 O T <, 1 T A IO A
W R, T DL E 4R A 1— g (] & 9500) 1
UUCs fi il 58 B 7E 5 S0 00T AR METT 2 F, A1
Fo, K, vl DL ok S, Fi S HE i
FA‘,,,(I) — (1— a)f‘:o(x)

B, NS AR LA A TN
S RS L BN CH o PR/ ) Y 40 4
FEAE —7E 1 Jm BRAE

3 W

3.1 EWH|MENE KA OSREAE 4
XoF G PR ) 3 1 1, R Ot R B 46 2 OSR
SCH AR R AR . BT 4w T OSR Y L
AR ME IR .

AT L, R 43 1 4[] — A~ s 4R 1 28
%) 4> KKCs fil UUCSs, (B & A — 54> S 56
R T F IR AR AT R A DA TR B 4 R AT
KKCs Fl UUCs %143 . OSR W59 1-vs-set Al
W-SVM Bk 4 Caltech 256 il Image-Net"™ % &
S6 I 7 1) B B 7 B (Histogram of Oriented
Gradient, HOG)" ) K LBP-Like"™" % & 4% 45 fiF
P47 4 38 . Neal et al” $2 i CIFAR+10 #1 CI-
FAR-+50, I )\ CIFARILO " 3 £ 14 2% /£
KKCs, )\ CIFAR100 H 43 5 3% $£ 10 5 1 50 2 1E
3 UUCs.

F(2)= (18)
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F1 FHERANNBEXEEE
Table 1 Related datasets of OSR
Number of feature Number of Number of Number of
Dataset Abstract . .
Instances dimension classes KKCs UUCs
MNIST!®! Handwritten Digits Tmages 60000 28X 28 10 6 4
SVHN Color House-Number Images 630420 32X 32 10 6 4
PENDIGITS! Processed image features 10992 17 10 5 5
LETTER™® letters of an alphabet 20000 16 26 10 16
CIFAR10™ Color Images 60000 32X 32 10 6 4
COIL20"Y Grayscale Images 1440 16X 16 20 10 10
YALEB" Face Images 2414 32X 32 38 10 28
Tiny-TmageNet* Subset of Imagenet 100000 32X 32 200 20 180

3.2 FEMERE AT ANH OSRIIEM AR AE . A
DA 3F A A 58 R A R0 [ A L 0 4 b B
T UUCs BFEAS, PRI R 226 LU 09 PF4 s o 2
FTVREE R SC— S8 10 & B AN Bk oA

e, g — SR Y T i S KKC
Feit(ie{1,2,-,C}, CJE KKCs B2 9] B %50 ,
TP,, TN,, FP,, FN, 43 5 4% 3% 4 25 1E #f 1) 1E K¢ A
B oy 2 E 1 FURE AR B o 2R R 1 IE RE AR B L
Koy Je R B TURE AR B R B TU, FU 43 34C %
PUINIE B B UUCs HEAECRT U 85 15% 1) UUCs A
ARH. TG IR R AR X

(1) OSR 11 B 5 . X F — M 19 B A R B R
(4 o3 2% S U, B R0 — A8 F 0 oy 248 4w, —
T AR h

SY(TP, + TN,)

i=1

A=

c (19)
SY(TP,+ TN, + FP,+ FN))

i=1

2 & OSR [ #4 H1 ¥ UUCs, W % UUCs
K R X, U 2 )R HE R A R A
KR

E(I‘P, +TN,) + TU
i=1

Ap=

E(TPI + TN,+FP,+ FN,) + TU 4+ FU

(20)

AR S OSR M fff 258 B 2 AR 40 A AR £ i
HEAT H W 0, 3XRE B TEH 48 Am T Ik R 4 2R 88 X
F KKCs fl UUCs [ 43 28508 I Zr— Ao 2K 88
BF, or 88 Sl TREA R i 2 W28 . 7E OSR
W IR UUCs B8R FL e 22, 4 2R 28 X% UUCs

B 28 B8 7 Fb 5wk (G P 100 J2 il ST Y, B G PR 5
FEHCHERE R UUCS J& AR FY ), bl 04 i o 4
L AHX A AL, 43 28 AR X KKCs 19 43 28 4] Wy
AR BEANE B, A KKCs A G 0T fE AR 1K
I, Janior et al"™ [7] I % & KKCs #9 #i i 5 1
UUCs 1Y HERA 2, 25 X A 46 11 A 1 £k %) o
Eﬁ%:

NA=2,AKS+ (1—2,)AUS (21)
E(TP,. + TN,
AKS = —— -1 (22)
S(TP,+ TN, + FP,+ FN))
i=1
. TU
AUS=T0 5 Fu (23)

£2DH,0<<A, < 1TZIENL 5.
(2) F-measure: K Z 8% OSR & 1L # H F-
measure E R FEN AR UE , B 45 A T8 B P A [ %

R, BN ER R .
PXR
F:2><P+R (24)

F-measure Xf OSR i —/>/NY™ J@ 2% i f
UUCs M 1E— /] 510 21 DL 5 3 b 20 55 4 [ 1)
75 2R HAH , 33 Ah G X T OSR MR A9 9F i 2
SRORIE . 2% B8R 1 M5 00, T UUCs 1Y 1E
A3 JEHEBN N I IE 4 1) KKCs 1E FEAR 4338, (H X
Tt 43 28 25 S A AT ] 28 ), B R A I o AR o
UUCs A3 H T IIZ5r 2548 . Janior et al 7 H
& KKCs 1y Al b XK B2 A3 0] 238 A 11 530 R A7 i
E DTS- B R OT- 34 1) B AT T

1< TP
P,.=—
= 7P

.+ FP, (25)
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r L& TP gy ARSI
" C 4 TP,+FN, . ..
, (3) AUROC (Area Under the ROC Curve) :
Py T e R B 0 T M R o 1, DR e 1
PW'ZTTP e D g R K B REIF IR (945 4 AUROCT | & 41
3t o 0 3 R i T A M L RE R ML UUCs
TP, SR F) UUCs 2391 ki Kk 2 500 4 W5 . H
R, =—(—"—"—— (28)  §i, AUROC & OSR T #E 5% % Fl B PE 35 45 .
SY(TP,+ FN,)

i=1

It 4h , Sokolova and Lapalme ™ 4& Hi %f F F-
measure >€ Wi, To i TN /8 4 B A8 HAG A A 2 48
6 B7EOSR N TN 2 — Ak E 2 1y 28 & .
It , Scherreik and Rigling"*" 5] A 2% 45 # J 3k %R
— AN B R B O R BE S T R AR R X A

3.3 BEURIBERST AW OSREE
DL R 5200 25 S AT LU Ao B, 43 R 4 T AR TR B e
fIE B OSR 538 (AN 46 2 iy 7 ) ML F 3 BE R AE (1)
OSR BB M4 (A3 38 ). 51 Geng et al'™
[ S 5 45 R, 3R 2 B s AR BT B F -measure
(%), 3 3%45 A AUROC.

®2 ETERESFENARMERNEEZER
Table 2 Results of OSR based the non-depth feature

Method LETTER(O'=0%) LETTER(0'=25.46%)  YALEB (0O*=0%) YALEB (0'=23.30%) EVT (y/n)
T-vsset™ 81.51+3. 94 42.08+2.63 87.99-2.42 49.36-41.96 n
W-svMH 95. 6474-0. 25 85.72+0. 85 86.0142.42 84.5642.19 y
PI-SVM™ 96.9240. 36 84.16+1.01 93.4742.74 88.96+1.16 y
SROSR™! 84.214-2.49 66. 508, 22 88.09+3.41 83.99+4.19 y
OSNN™I 83.12417.41 64.97413.75 81.81%8.40 72.9049. 41 y
EVM™ 96.59-+0. 50 82.8142.42 68.9446.47 54.4045.77 y
CD-OSR™ 96.944-1. 36 86.21+1.46 89.75+1.15 88.0042.19 n
=3 ETREBFTENFARERNEEZER
Table 3 Results of OSR based the depth feature
Method MNIST , SVHN CIFARI10 Tiny-ImageNet EVT (y/n) GAN (y/n)
(O'=13.40%) (O'=13.40%) (O'=24.41%) (O'=57.36%)
OpenMax™"! 98.1 89.4 81.7 57.6 n n
CROSR"™ 99.8 95.5 — 67.0 y n
G-OpenMax'*®! 98.4 89.6 82.7 58.0 n y
OSRCI™ 98.8 91.0 83.8 58. 6 n y

3.3.1 ETHERESENFARERIEE K
TR VR B AR AE 1 OSR 535 R AL WL &8 24 > 7
B MR HE R AR FEAT S BB . A 1-vsoset, W-
SVM,PI-SVM,SROSR,0OSNN,EVM, CD-OSR
HEAT F A . 3k SE B VL B T T AR R B AR AR 1Y 5
T TR A R R R IR B O B AR MR R
HEAT B 8 B H . 38 ok 905 g5 A AT DL R B,
CD-OSR B LM ECR B4 , AMUAE LET TER #0458
£R YALEB 8048 48 1 915 43 & , i EL Bl & T i

YRR N U E Y EPO I QTR & =i =S
AESEBR T CD-OSR By HApR B #0256 T KKCs Al
UUCs 1 TR 5 B (B B , 78 55 5 15 8 1 i 72 AR
MEFRAT UUCs 195 50 %0 10, AR A KKCs # &
B {H , M CD-OSR 5 % % F HDP (Hierarchical
Dirichlet Process) it B2 I T 3 F B, 5532 P
B (E R R R R FRAEE . BhT
HDP A3 T 5 4 B 208, CD-OSR M RICR A7 28
VF TR . RIEPIREEE] BR T 1-vs—set Ml CD-OSR Z
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SMRYBIEARSI AT EVT, 38 i X ki 26 83 il 1-
vs-set B 45, Al W5 A EV T 8 52 T AR A it 4
15 B P TT TGRS 7] 785 {H 5 CD-OSR X o ik 7]
LIRS, 7E OSR A 2 L IR EE A IR % .
3.3.2 ETREFUENAMERINEE HT
TR FRAE 1 OSR B3 3k 2 3 2o R B2 1 28 I 246 44 it
BEARFEAE i 0 5 . %6 8 OpenMax, CROSR, G-
OpenMax, OSRCI # 17 %}t , AT A & # CROSR
OB b, Hok & OSRCLL IF H, AR B 5 76 T 8 ol
25 0 2 g | A O B R 4 A TR EN SR B T L
R PHAR AR . Bk CROSR BEA 5 AE AT
Mg N R HEMSRPNBEERRE-E TS
KN YA O F R

4 FHERANRKNARTRSRE

P Ry BIL A 2 20 40808 2% 19 #4538 L AR,

OSR iV & J& |, 7 BRI SCAR 43 28 L 1L )
AU T E KA R . OSR J2 Xt % 45 5t 1 36
355 R 1) A 2, R, OSR ik fir A= T &
VA AR UM B 5 4% e HL i 2 o B IR A &
W £ %85 7 0 R O L X T RS S S 4 Y B 6
(5 5%, AT LLGE 1 OSR vk 503 TRt S U 3
T BT 2 A AR 4 s N, R ZE T DUk A TR
S AR SR RO T R EEAR 2 2] HE O OSR
&N B LA, LA Y OSR B3k iR 77 7 — BB R
i, BT LAZS 1B AR I8 OSR BV IA 1A L, 1Fi
OSR Ak By #F 5% J7 )
4.1 BIIERFAMERANER HFERETFHH
OSR TAE Y 4% G5 B P IR 55 T 43 2 28 97 1 Ifs 11
i Kk RS KKCs i B2 7 46 25 1) . PR o 7 i R
UUCs B}, UUCs #: A 23 9 1] 73 3| KKCs 1Y =5 1]
Hr AR X I R BE A FKE UUCs 4 B 5k — 26 b
B E . NXAME &, 0T AR = A0
T A P OSR i) £«

55— 3H i — R 5 5 g il KKCs JE B i %
7S (] AE B P R Y 70 AT 55 B 8 TAE
e By R e 2% o s K I 20 SR8 ) oy HARISIE B %
7 P R Vet B2 g 51 -7 S A (E P
X TAER A H T OSSR, I 224 2] 5
OSR TAEZS & ikt & — AR HEFE W . 5
T3 R 2 LA B R i UUCs HR TE R

UUCs 25 8] , OSR 78 Il %5 3 #2 v 2 UUCs 1)
B, L, SCHR (56— 58 I Bl A Bt 4t 4 A A Bl
UUCs iy SZ 5 A UUCs #8431 5 56 1 3480, {5 2 i o]
Az 5T e B 4 B L SRR 1 S A T A A
HARSCPRUEATIFSE . 40 =, 5 1 S HL O
BN F 23 0] AR IR KKCs 5 UUCs Z ]
B 22 S .l TR AL LA IR G TR R AR
0 2Z B) B A ) A, TR B G ik A 25 1], (45
KKCs BFEZAR 5 UUCs By RE A AH BE H 45T
4.2 UUCsZE BRI 4E 7P A M OSR
H, UUCs 8 S E R — BB T4 4 . {22,
TER Z M2 5, xF UUCs i Fr 2B B A R K
B T SC . 8 T A R 2 DB K, R AR B B
HB I T LART R G AT B s O, B R R A
1) fiff ke i 22 U0 T 2R G FELVR T KB B )
5 3 FEL I EL YR, T SR L R A ORE B Y AR
— 2 SR VI ZR GE YR 1 3K 3 Ak 2
AR KB R G2k . CD-OSR i ff HDP /Y )2 ¥k it
PR ZE UUCs KZ A& & . Btk 783X 75 1 1Y
5% AT A2 5 B0 10 2 U 45 4 1 sl 3 5 0 1) J2 IR
S5 R i 2 R 1 O o UUCs dE A7 il —
A A B DL TE N LR ) R
4.3 FHEIRNEEMITUEHART OSRIEHEN
0 TS 50— A0, AT LK OSR 5
W R o 2 ok AR U AR 25 A . i, sk A
T HE 2 S B Ak R ) B B AR LA B B A
25 R A A BRI, X OSR 10 58 7 1)
HEAT E— 4R

SR [ & N TR 2E O — A R
J7 1], A G0 A 8 1 0 ] R I 2 4 ik 4 R
A A A AT R B A AR Rl (I FE5 57
B R4 ) U A 35 I RE K ZE I 2R AR Rl
SRR T IR 42 . Busto and Gall ™ 5@ 1
FEVNZRAE o A T G 28, 2 I il 4 40050 P 35 3
(OSDA) I HE 4 . Saito et al 45 T 5 EL8k &% 1
TR 5, BNE DI SR A8 1% AT TG 1 O F 5K
B R A UUCs U . Bk BARCR T T A m ot
P L5, AU T A 400580 1) KKCs 25 5 45 /N iR A
FORA T UUCs. X e AT A 6] 2 ) — Fl o F
€Y iKTE A E BT AG RTN yvsli Bu 2 N E RN
SRR AR 1) BB SR JE B R R R AR S e g
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M2 A A 7] — 25 [8] T SE 30 HAR sl ny 025 .
Tk — 25 43 B KKCs Al UUCs, X1 5 Je Al T - [+
AR AT SC R SR b OCR N H AR B B
KKCs 5 PR A #E 4700 551

FE IO SRR B 1 127 ) 5] A OSR e,
FE T PR AR AN SR UUCs 1 R
i BRI N TARTE S5 F B UUCs ImA KKCs
R UUCs 78 R OB A9 I 25 b 24 i KKCs i
PR AL BT . by 20 R A AT AT AT A Y
P2 ARG 0T, 3 2k 2% P b A — 2647 D A5 3
FATE AN W b 8 2 1T 04T R, & e sk T LLRIE £
LT WAT N R R AR A5 R . FEs Ak > v O
PR SR HARRAE PR R 3R Ak 5 ] 5 OSR 45 & i ok
LA AR ) B AR HE . X BB A B ) 2 e D
X AR By PO N X A S AR 1R
% %% . Shao et al'""'2 B IF R 5E B9 X Bt B £
[ 2, 4 i FF 7805 Bt B 48 B (Open-Set Adver-
sarial Defense, OSAD). A E FH OSR ZHE A
by % B\ %P B L BRIR A SR A P B A
(9 #71 BE L AR U B 1 2 ) U, AR e 2 ) R
& KKCs i J& UUCs, # {5 152 AL A] DL 42 4%
A5 33 S E A HE AT AL B (R AE SEBRAE B, PO Ay
AR AT B C R EURE , HIOR OSR 5 153
2 ) 28 G R R AR R I H A e S T AR K

5 @

15y Z[A

FE AR AR I JLAF S BL 8 2% > 40UB0HT 24 1
POS BRI T B PR EE T U AR 5 I AR AR
28 I — By BRI, BT 4 O T B0 S R B A O
OSR & % 76 FF A B 47, BI04 o 2 11 B
R IRCA R S X A Ge i oy R IR I
Pl ok TE Rk .

FEFIFAEE , OSR AT 55 7] DL AL & W5 K56
g3 WERA R KKCs R 46 UUCs, 33t mT DL
R Sy [ Aot ik /> 2 6 X A B XURS: . AR SC i 2
T I AR 2 2T 1 R R D R D ROAH 5 S IE X
5 IR AR OC B TR AR 2 2] | — 2843 2 [m] R T
JCHE B0 B AT T R A RS A
BT 3 4E 5 6 T OSR A0 1 M1 ¢ T4, I Mt S7
RO YR PR AR L HEAT 0 28 W AR L T

7£ OSR 1 Y 15 4~ B¢ . EVT Ml PAC. OSRAE N
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