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Abstract – Long-tail recognition is a situation where the classes or categories in a given dataset are distributed in the same 

way as the long-tail. This implies that there are a few programs that have many instances and many classes with few 

instances (i.e. the head and tail classes respectively). In this article, we present MetaModelNet, a new framework that is 

designed to tackle the problems of long-tail identification in the computer vision field. MetaModelNet also incorporates 

advanced deep learning techniques in data acquisition, testing, and statistical analysis for the dynamic transfer learning of 

head classes with many samples to tail classes with fewer samples. MetaModelNet guarantees high accuracy on different 

datasets such as SUN-397, Places, and ImageNet due to proper design of the architecture. This involves adjusting the 

hyperparameters as well as assessing the measures for long-tail identification. MetaModelNet has been validated by 

comprehensive ablation testing and comparative analysis of the dynamic transfer learning efficacy and versatility. 

Therefore, from these tests, it has been observed that MetaModelNet has a higher recognition accuracy compared to the 

current methods. Furthermore, the detailed analysis of the relationships within the given model will contribute to the 

identification of new perspectives on the investigation of the regularization procedures and adaptive learning algorithms. 

This has the potential for the development of recognition systems that are capable of dealing with imbalanced data in 

various real-life applications in a stable and efficient manner. 

 

Keywords – Long-Tail Recognition, Long-Tail Patterns, MetaModelNet, Dynamic Transfer Learning Techniques, 

Adaptive Learning Algorithms. 

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The developments of deep neural networks [1] are grounded on several balanced categories of training data in massive 

amounts. The selected and balanced datasets have allowed state-of-the-art models to deliver outstanding results in numerous 

computer vision applications, including image classification, video processing, object detection, image synthesis, self-

supervised learning, etc. Although deep models have achieved excellent results, their effectiveness depends on the 

availability of evenly distributed data across many categories. However, the majority of real-world datasets demonstrate a 

distribution that is skewed towards a small number of dominating classes, which have a large number of occurrences, 

whereas the remaining classes have very few examples. This mismatch impedes the effectiveness of deep models, resulting 

in subpar generalization to unfamiliar data, particularly for the less common classes [2]. In order to address this difficulty, 

recent research has concentrated on three primary methodologies. The first method is to address the imbalance in the dataset 

by either oversampling the less frequent classes or undersampling the more frequent classes.  

However, simple re-sampling runs the risk of overfitting to less common classes, as the samples that are frequently 

selected often have similar visual contexts [3]. The second method prioritizes adjusting the loss of less common samples by 

using a factor that is inversely related to the frequency of each class. This guarantees that instances belonging to tail classes 

are given higher priority in comparison to examples from head classes. The objective is to attain training gradients that are 

well-balanced. Nevertheless, this approach frequently fails to consider the natural diversity present in samples belonging to 

tail classes, resulting in restricted variations within the same class. The third method focuses on enhancing the tail samples 

by utilizing data augmentation techniques, which can be used either in the raw pixel space or in the feature space of a            

picture [4].  
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Nevertheless, techniques that manipulate the raw pixel space or the variance vector of features can unintentionally 

degrade the fundamental meaning or significance. The SMART approach used by the authors is distinct from other ways in 

its utilization of a technique, based on research [5], that emphasizes the importance of the covariance matrix in maintaining 

semantic diversity.  As shown in Fig. 1, the covariance of the head classes is used to map them into the feature space of the 

tail classes. By augmenting the tail features in this way, the semantic overlap with the head features will be increased. 

Nevertheless, when Fu et al. [6] fine-tune the classifier to differentiate between the two, it inherently increases the distance 

between the less common tail features and the more common head features, resulting in a wider gap for these less common 

classes. 

 

 
Fig 1. The Process of Enhancing Semantic Data for Long-Tailed Situations. 

 

The concept of long-tail identification has gained significant prominence in current years, and there are now well-

established benchmarks for evaluating performance in this area [7]. Previous studies have mostly concentrated on addressing 

the issue of class imbalance [8, 9]. The proposed solutions to discourse the matter can be categorized into three distinct 

groups: a) data resampling, b) post processing and rebalancing loss purposes, c) routing and ensembling algorithms. Data 

resampling is a logical approach for dealing with uneven data in the context of learning. The concept entails undersampling 

the head classes or oversampling the less common classes by eliminating data [10], which may result in overfitting or 

underfitting problems. The study conducted in [11] examined several oversampling procedures and found that classifiers 

proficient with oversampling demonstrated superior overall presentation.  

However, consistently trained encoders displayed greater resilience when employing dissimilar rebalancing methods. In 

recent times, the primary focus has been on utilizing resampling methodologies for training classifiers. Several studies [12, 

13, 14] have suggested the use of two-stage training approaches. This method involves first training the model encoder using 

uniform selection, and then retraining the classifier with class balanced sampling. In [15], a siamese model with two branches 

was introduced. Each branch of the model receives data samples that follow separate circulations. The corresponding 

classifiers and encoder are taught using a flexible amalgamation of sorting estimates from each branch. In [16] the authors 

proposed an approach for the flexible sampling. This strategy determines the proportion of common-torare classes by 

employing a meta-learning procedure. Furthermore, a method was discussed in [17] for creating synthetic data to handle the 

problem of class imbalance. 

This article focuses on the issues that appear when dealing with unbalanced datasets with regard to the problem of long-

tail detection. The above proposed methodology uses meta-learning principles to transfer knowledge from the large-data 

courses to classes with small data. The basic concept is to demonstrate how the model parameters change between classes 

and samples in order to improve learning when working with imbalanced data. For the proposed approach, it is based on the 

development of meta-learning and model regression in recent years and then extended to the field of long-tail recognition. 

The architecture of MetaModelNet is introduced as a series of recursive residual transformations aimed at capturing the 

function of model parameters with the sample size. It tries to avoid the issues which are associated with long-tailed 

distribution and these include; lack of enough data in the low-density regions and the issue of fitting to certain classes by 

using recursive training procedures. 

The subsequent sections of the articles have been arranged as follows: Section II presents the methodology employed in 

this research, which includes data collection and experimentation, model implementation and evaluation criteria, and 

statistical analysis. In Section III, a detailed survey of related works has been provided. Section IV discusses head-to-tail 

meta-knowledge transfer, which focuses on fixed-size model alterations, recursive residual transformations, and 

implementation. Section V presents experimental evaluations defining the analysis and evaluation of SUN-397, and 

comprehension of model dynamics. In Section VI, the results of experimental evaluations have been discussed and 

compared. Lastly, Section VII summarizes the findings obtained in the experimental evaluations.  

 

II. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

Data Collection and Experimentation 

The research begins with obtaining appropriate datasets for an extensive evaluation of the proposed approach. It is also 

important that the datasets selected for experimentation should exhibit long-tailed distributions, which are more appropriate 

in mirroring real-world scenarios where some classes are significantly more frequent than others. Some commonly used 

long-tail recognition datasets include ImageNet-LT, Places-LT, and CIFAR-100-LT. These datasets offer a large number of 
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images in several categories, which enables the evaluation of the efficiency of the proposed methodology. Another important 

aspect of the study is that it employs several important features of an experiment to ensure a valid evaluation of the proposed 

method. Firstly, the data set is randomly split into the training set, validation set and test set based on common practice to 

avoid data leakage and ensure fair evaluation. Furthermore, when using the stratified sampling techniques, it is possible to 

ensure that each of the subsets analyzed is representative of the original class distribution. Other methods that can be used 

to assess the validity of the proposed methodology include cross-validation methods that can be employed on different 

divisions of the data. 

 

Model Implementation and Evaluation Criteria 

The recommended method is implemented using the modern deep learning libraries such as TensorFlow or PyTorch. As 

proposed in the literature review, the MetaModelNet is designed and implemented using appropriate neural network layers, 

activation functions and optimization methods. Particular attention is paid to the choice of hyperparameters including 

learning rate, batch size and regularization techniques to ensure that the model returns the best performance. The success of 

the proposed methodology is evaluated by a set of metrics tailored to the problem of long-tail identification.  

Some of the basic estimation parameters include F1-score, recall, precision, top 5 accuracy, and top 1 accuracy. These 

metrics give a systematic evaluation of how well the model is capable of correctly classifying photos in many classes, with 

a special focus on how well the less frequently used classes are classified, which was a major drawback of the previous 

approaches. The experimental method involves several steps that include model training, model validation, and model 

testing. In the training phase, MetaModelNet is trained using the training dataset, and its accuracy is checked using the 

validation set to prevent overfitting. These are tuned to improve the performance of the model and are optimized using 

iterative methods such as grid search or random search. Once the model is developed, it is evaluated on the test set so that 

its generalization performance can be evaluated on real-world data. 

 

Statistical Analysis 

Statistical analysis is done to ensure that the findings of the experiments are statistically significant and to make relevant 

conclusions. We apply t-tests or ANOVA to compare the results obtained with the proposed methodology to the baseline 

ones and to make sure that the differences are statistically meaningful. Also, to get more understanding of the obtained 

effects’ significance, confidence intervals and measures of effect size can be computed. 

 

III. LITERATURE REVIEW 

According to Zhang et al. [18], in the field of Open Long-Tailed Recognition (OLTR), there are three closely associated 

tasks that are frequently examined independently: open-set recognition, few-shot learning, and imbalanced classification 

(see Table 1 for a comparison between these task settings). The phenomenon described in the text has been investigated in 

detail because of its discovery in the long-tailed distributions of natural data, as supported by numerous studies [19, 20, 21]. 

Classical techniques encompass the use of re-weighting of data instances, over-sampling for tail classes, and under-sampling 

for head classes.  

 

Table 1. Comparative Analysis of Blaschke [22] Online Transfer Learning (OLTR) Task and Other Relevant Tasks 

Task Setting 
#instances in 

Tall class 

Open 

class 

Imbalanced 

Train/Base Set 

Balanced Test 

Set 

Evaluation: accuracy 

Over? 

Imbalanced 

Classification 
20~50 x √ x All classes 

Open-Set Recognition N/A √ x √ All classes 

Few-Shot Learning 1~20 x x √ Novel classes 

Open Long-Tailed 

Recognition 
1~20 √ √ √ All classes 

 

Several contemporary techniques include meta learning, hard negative mining, and metric learning. The lifted edifice 

loss presents margins among several training occurrences. The range loss ensures that data from the same class are clustered 

closely together, while data from different classes are separated by a significant distance. The focused loss implements an 

online variant of hard negative mining. MetaModelNet use a meta reversion network trained on head classes to build the 

classifier for tail classes. The dynamic meta-linking we have developed leverages the benefits of both metric and meta 

learning [23]. The Matching Network utilizes a transferable character corresponding metric to extend its capabilities beyond 

the provided classes. The Prototypical Network stores a collection of distinct class templates. Furthermore, the effectiveness 

of feature hallucination and augmentation has also been demonstrated. Due to their emphasis on new classes, these 

approaches frequently see a modest decrease in performance for established classes. There exist a small number of 

exceptions. The problem of forgetting in few-shot learning is sorted by the methods of incremental few-shot learning and 

few-shot learning without forgetting [24]. These techniques exploit the relationship between features and classifiers' weights  

to overcome this issue. Nevertheless, the training set utilized in all of these approaches is evenly distributed. Davies [25] 

suggested mapping a picture to a feature space in order to establish connections between visual concepts. This is achieved 
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by using a learning metric that takes into account both closed-world categorization and the recognition of new concepts in 

an open world. Their model consists of two primary components (Fig. 2): dynamic metaembedding and regulated attention. 

The former facilitates the exchange of knowledge between superior and subordinate classes, while the latter ensures 

differentiation between them. Their dynamic meta-attaching integrates an associated memory feature and a direct image 

feature, where the norm of the feature indicates the level of familiarity with known classes. Let's examine a convolutional 

neural network (CNN) that utilizes a softmax output film for the purpose of classification. The penultimate film can be seen 

as the property, whereas the last film functions as a linear classifier (refer to 𝜑(·) in Fig. 2).  

 

 
Fig 2. Overview of The System with Two Primary Components: Dynamic Meta-Linking and Regulated Attention. 

 

The classifier and the feature are trained simultaneously using large amounts of data in a seamless manner.  vdirect 

represents the feature that is directly taken from an input image. The ultimate categorization accuracy is heavily contingent 

upon the caliber of this direct feature. Although a feed-forward CNN classifier performs effectively when trained with large 

datasets [26], it does not receive enough managed updates from smaller datasets in the tail classes mentioned in [27]. 

Although a feed-forward CNN classifier performs effectively when trained with large amounts of data, it does not receive 

enough guided updates from the little data in our less common classes. We suggest enhancing the direct feature vdirect by 

incorporating a memory feature vmemory, which establishes connections between visual perceptions in a memory framework. 

This approach bears resemblance to the memory commonly used in meta studying. The resulting feature meta embedding, 

denoted as vmeta by Soni, Chouhan, and Rathore [28], is inputted into the final layer for classification. Both our meta-

embedding feature, vmeta, and memory feature, vmemory, rely on the direct feature, vdirect. 

The linking establishes a connection among visual concepts in the tail and head classes, whereas the attention mechanism 

distinguishes between these concepts. The reachability concept distinguishes between tail and open classes. The notion that 

model parameters exhibit comparable behaviors across multiple classes is a widely accepted concept in the field of meta-

learning [29]. While Hall et al. [30] examine the dynamics of SGD optimization, we specifically focus on the dynamics that 

occur as additional exercise data is incrementally introduced. The model regression network from Dempster, Laird, and 

Rubin [31] demonstrates a practical nonlinear translation from small-model to large-sample frameworks for various classifier 

models and feature spaces. We enhance the approach presented in [32] to address long-tail recognition. This is achieved by 

establishing a single network that is capable of capturing alterations across various sample sizes. In order to train this 

network, we implement recursive techniques for transferring information from the head to the tail, as well as making 

architectural adjustments using deep residual networks. These modifications guarantee that transformations of models with 

large samples default to the identity. The approach we are using is closely connected to many meta-learning ideas, including 

multi-task learning, transfer learning, and learning-to-learn [33].  

These methods have a tendency to acquire common patterns from a group of related tasks and apply them to new tasks. 

Our technique is specifically influenced by previous research on parameter prediction, which involves adjusting the weights 

of one network based on another [34, 35, 36]. These strategies have also been lately investigated in the situation of estimating 

classifier weights from exercise samples [37, 38, 39]. Our technique, from an optimization standpoint, is connected to 

research on learning to optimize. This research involves replacing manually created update rules, such as stochastic gradient 

descent (SGD), with a learnt update rule. The concept that is most closely similar is that of one/few-shot learning. Prior 

research has investigated the utilization of shared knowledge obtained from a collection of one-shot studying duties to 

enhance meta-training for a new one-shot studying delinquent [40, 41, 42]. However, these techniques are usually designed 

for a certain set of tasks that require just a small number of training examples, and in these activities, each class has a 

consistent and predetermined number of training samples. Their applicability to new tasks with varying sample sizes, which 

is a characteristic of long-tail recognition, seems challenging to generalize. 

 

IV. HEAD-TO-TAIL META-KNOWLEDGE TRANSFER  

Our objective is to transfer information from the data-rich head programs to the data-poor tail programs in a long-tail 

recognition challenge. This can be achieved by using a base recognition model like a deep CNN. Zhang et al. [43] illustrates 
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that information is depicted as trajectories in the model space, which depict the changes in parameters when more training 

instances are used. We train a meta-learner, called MetaModelNet, to acquire knowledge about the dynamics of a model 

from the head classes. Then, we use this knowledge to predict and simulate the changes in parameters for the tail classes. In 

order to make the explanation easier, we will first outline the method for dividing our training dataset into two parts: a head 

and a tail. Next, we extend the method to encompass numerous divisions. 

In Fig. 3a, we show MetaModelNet in its deep residual model form, with enduring blocks 𝑖 =  0, 1, . . . 𝑁. This network 

takes as inputs several few-shot framework constraints 𝜃, which have been trained on small databases across a logarithmic 

array of sample sizes k, where 𝑘 =  2𝑖, and reverts them to produce many-shot framework constraints 𝜃∏, which have been 

trained on large databases. The skip links guarantee the regulation of identity. 𝐹𝑖 represents the meta-learner that uses 

regression to change k-shot 𝜃 into 𝜃 ∗. The structure of the leftover blocks is depicted in Fig. 3b. It is important to understand 

that the meta-learners 𝐹𝑖 for various values of 𝑘 are obtained from a single, interconnected meta-framework. Each 𝐹𝑖  

corresponds to a nested circle (sub-network) within this meta-network. 

 

 
Fig 3. MetaModelNet Architecture Used to Learn the Dynamics of a Model. 

 

Fixed-Size Model Alterations  

Let 𝐻𝑡  represent the "head" working out set of (𝑥, 𝑦) data-label pairs. This set is formed by combining the classes that have 

more than 𝑡 working out examples. We will employ 𝐻𝑡  to acquire knowledge of a meta-model that translates few-shot 

framework constraints into many-shot constraints. Subsequently, we will utilize this network on few-shot models belonging 

to the tail classes. In order to accomplish this, we adhere closely to the framework reversion structure outlined in [44], while 

also introducing notation that will prove beneficial in further analysis. We can define a base learner as 𝑔(𝑥;  𝜃), which is a 

feedforward purpose 𝑔(𝑥; 𝐹(𝜃; 𝑤)) that operates on an input sample 𝑥 using parameters θ. Initially, we acquire a set of 

"ideal" framework constraints 𝜃 ∗ by adjusting 𝑔 on 𝐻𝑡  using a conventional loss function. In addition, we acquire knowledge 

about few-shot frameworks by arbitrarily selecting a smaller, predetermined number of samples per class from 𝐻𝑡 . Next, we 

proceed to train a meta-model 𝐹(𝜃; 𝑤) that will effectively map or revert the few-shot constraints to 𝜃.  

 

Specifications 

 𝐹(𝜃; 𝑤) can be applied to framework constraints from several CNN films. Directly doing parameter regression from all 

films is challenging due to the higher number of parameters involved. For instance, current approaches in meta-learning 

have typically focused on smaller, simplified networks [45]. Currently, our attention is directed towards the parameters of 

the last fully-associated film for a specific class. For example, AlexNet planning enables us to acquire knowledge about 

regressors that are common to multiple classes (as demonstrated in [46]), and hence may be utilized for any specific test 

class. This is especially beneficial in situations with a long-tailed distribution, where the numeral classes in the tail is greater 

than the number of classes in the head. Subsequently, we will demonstrate that the process of adjusting the parameters of 

the entire network, specifically in a nonlinear manner, during the transfer from the head to the tail can result in further 

enhancement of performance.  

 

Objective Function 

The meta-model ||𝐹(𝜃; 𝑤) is parameterized by weights 𝑤. The objective function for each class is determined: 

 

∑ {||𝐹(𝜃; 𝑤) − 𝜃∗||2

𝜃𝜖𝑘𝑆ℎ𝑜𝑡(𝐻𝑡)

+⋋  ∑ 𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠
(𝑥,𝑦)𝜖𝐻𝑡

(𝑔(𝑥; 𝐹(𝜃; 𝑤)), 𝑦)}.                                        (1) 

 

The ultimate loss is computed by taking the average across all the primary classes and then lessened with regard to w. In 

this context, 𝑠ℎ𝑜𝑡(𝐻𝑡) represents a collection of few-shot frameworks that are acquired by selecting 𝑘 samples from each 
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class in Ht. The term "loss" refers to the measure of performance degradation that is utilized to train the base mode, such as 

cross-entropy. The regularization parameter 𝜆 >  0 is utilized to govern the balance between the two terms. The study 

conducted by [47] revealed that the decrease in performance was beneficial for training regressors that sustained a high level 

of accuracy in the primary task. This invention might be seen as an expansion of the formulations presented in [48]. By 

considering simply the decrease in performance, Equation (1) simplifies to the loss purpose mentioned in reference [49]. 

When the decrease in presentation is assessed on the subset of data, Equation (1) simplifies to the loss function described in 

[50]. 

 

Training 

What is the optimal value for k in the training of k-shot models? One may be inclined to assign k the value of 𝑡, but doing 

so would mean that there will be certain head classes close to the threshold that have just t training samples. This would 

result in 𝜃 and 𝜃 ∗ being indistinguishable. We deliberately train models with very few examples to guarantee that the 

parameters of the target model are more universally applicable.  

 

Recursive Residual Transformations 

Recursive residual transformations involve the use of recursive functions to perform residual transformations. We aim to 

implement the aforementioned module on every conceivable division of a training set with a long-tailed distribution. In order 

to accomplish this, we expand upon the aforementioned method in three crucial ways:  

• Create a series of distinct meta-learners Fi, each adjusted for a certain 𝑘, where 𝑘 =  𝑘(𝑖) is a rising purpose of i 

(that will be defined momentarily). (Sample-size dependence). Previous work on framework reversion [51] trains a 

single adaptable meta-learner for all the k-shot reversion duties via a simple expansion.  

• (Identity regularization) Ascertain that, for 𝐼, the meta-learner falls back to the identity function 𝐹𝑖 →  𝐼 as 𝑖 →  ∞.  

• (Structurality) Create meta-learners by assembling one another: Assuming 𝑖 <  𝑗, 𝐹𝑖(𝜃)  =  𝐹𝑗 (𝐹𝑖𝑗 (𝜃)) is the 

formula that transfers the 𝑘(𝑗)-shot and 𝑘(𝑖)-shot frameworks to one another.  

Here, we deleted the explicit reliance of 𝐹𝑖(𝜃) on 𝑤 for notational easiness. These data underscore the necessity of (1) 

sample-size dependent and (2) the identity regularization regressors for long-tailed framework transfer. We use a recursive 

residual network to operationalize these extensions: in which f stands for an enduring block that is parameterized by 𝑤𝑖  and 

shown in Fig. 3b. 𝑓 is based on [52] and is composed of fully-connected weights after leaky ReLU as pre-activation and 

batch normalization (BN). Each residual block creates a 𝑘(𝑖 +  1)-shot model from an input 𝑘(𝑖)-shot model by 

construction. As shown in Fig. 3a, a chained network of 𝑁 +  1 residual blocks can efficiently build the final MetaModelNet. 

We can build any meta-learner Fi from the basic underlying chain by feeding in a few-shot model at a certain block. 

 

𝐹𝑖(𝜃) = 𝐹𝑖+1(𝜃 + 𝑓(𝜃; 𝑤𝑖))                                                                          (2) 

 

Training  

Now that the model edifice has been established, we will go over an effective training strategy based on two realizations. (1) 

A recursive training approach is suggested by the recursive specification of MetaModelNet. Starting with the last block (i.e., 

those few programs in the head with plenty of samples), we train it with the highest threshold. Since the accompanying k-

shot regressor resembles an identity mapping, it should be simple to learn. We then train the next-to-last block using the 

learnt parameters from the previous block, and so on. (2) We discretize blocks appropriately, to be adjusted for 2-shot, 1-

shot, 4-shot motivated by the overall fact that appreciation accuracy advances on a logarithmic scale as the training samples 

number grows [53]. We represent the recursive training process notationally as follows.  

Blocks 𝑖 from N to 0 are iterated over, and for each 𝑖: Train the enduring block wi's parameters on the head split Ht using 

the k-shot framework reversion, where 𝑘 =  2𝑖 and 𝑡 =  2𝑘  =  2𝑖+1, using Equation (1). Because all following blocks (i + 

1,..., N) have previously been learned when block 𝑖 is trained, the aforementioned "back-to-front" training method is 

effective. In actuality, it makes more sense to fine-tune all following blocks while training block 𝐼 rather than holding them 

fixed. Adjusting them for the 𝑘 =  2𝑖 -shot reversion job that is being examined at iteration 𝑖 might be one strategy. However, 

as MetaModelNet will be used across a large range of k, we multitask fine-tune blocks throughout the currently viable array 

of 𝑘 =  (2𝑖 , 2𝑖+1, . . . , 2𝑁 ) at each reiteration 𝑖. 
 

Implementation Details  

We train the convolutional neural network (CNN) frameworks on long-tailed appreciation databases in several situations: 

(1) using a CNN that has been pre-proficient on the ILSVRC 2012 dataset as a ready-made feature; (2) fine-alteration the 

pre-trained CNN; and (3) working out a CNN from the beginning. We use ResNet152 [54] due to its cutting-edge 

performance, whereas ResNet50 and AlexNet are utilized for their efficient computational capabilities. During the training 

of enduring block i, we use the associated threshold t to get Ct head programs. We create many classifiers on Ht using the 

Ct-way many-shot approach. For few-shot frameworks, we train Ct-way k-shot classifiers using randomly selected subsets 

of Ht. By using arbitrary selection, we produce a set of S framework mini-sets, with each mini-batch containing Ct pairs of 

weight vectors.  
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Furthermore, in order to reduce the loss function (1), we use a random sampling technique to choose 256 pairs of images 

and labels as a data mini- batch from Ht. Next, we use Caffe [55] to train our MetaModelNet using the data mini-sets and 

model created, using the conventional Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD) method. λ is verified using cross-validation. The 

negative slope for leaky ReLU is set at 0.01. Computation may be separated into two distinct phases: (1) working out a set 

of frameworks that can handle either a little or large amount of data, and (2) acquiring MetaModelNet knowledge from these 

models. (2) is synonymous with gradually acquiring knowledge of a nonlinear regressor. (1) may be optimized because to 

its inherent parallelizability across models, and moreover, several models rely on limited training sets. 

 

V. EXPERIMENTAL EVALUATION  

Within this segment, we investigate the use of our MetaModelNet for the purpose of long-tail recognition tasks. We begin 

by conducting a thorough assessment of our methodology on scene sorting using the SUN-397 database [56]. Additionally, 

we investigate the variances in meta-networks and explore various design options. Next, we visually represent and examine 

the dynamics of the model that has been learnt using empirical methods. Ultimately, we assess the performance of our 

methodology on the demanding and extensive Places [57] and ImageNet [58] datasets, which focus respectively on scenes 

and objects, demonstrating the versatility and applicability of our method.  

 

Analysis and Evaluation on SUN-397  

To begin our assessment, we refine a pre-trained Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) on SUN-397. This dataset is of 

medium size and has a long-tailed distribution, consisting of 397 classes with varying numbers of pictures per class, ranging 

from 100 to 2,361 [59]. In order to more accurately examine patterns resulting from imbalanced distributions, we extract a 

more exaggerated form of the database. Based on the investigational methodology described in references [60], we first 

divided the dataset into three parts: train, validation, and test. The train set comprised of 50% of the statistics, the 

authentication set comprised of 10%, and the test set comprised of 40%. The circulation of classes is evenly distributed 

throughout all three segments. Subsequently, we arbitrarily exclude 49 photos from each class for the training portion, 

resulting in a training set with a long-tailed distribution of 1–1,132 images per class (with a median of 47). Correspondingly, 

we create an authentication set that consists of a modest number of photos per class, ranging from 1 to 227 (with a median 

of 10). This validation set is specifically used for learning hyper-parameters. In addition, we use a random sampling 

technique to choose 40 images from each class for the purpose of testing. This ensures that the test set is evenly distributed 

throughout all classes. The accuracy of 397-way multi-class classification is reported, which is the average accuracy across 

all classes.  

 

Comparison with State-of-The-Art Methods  

Our first priority is to optimize the classifier unit of a pre-competent ResNet152 CNN framework while keeping the depiction 

module frozen. This will enhance the model's performance, which is now at the forefront of the field. MetaModelNet is used 

to study the subtleties of the classifier module, specifically the changes in weight vectors throughout the process of fine-

tuning. Based on the design decisions outlined in [61], our MetaModelNet is comprised of 7 residual blocks. In order to train 

the MetaModelNet, we create many few-shot frameworks. Specifically, we construct 1000 1-shot models, 500 2-shot 

models, and 200 4-shot models, up to 64-shot models, using the head classes. During the testing phase, we use the weight 

vectors of all the classes that were obtained via fine-tuning. These weight vectors are then inputted into the various residual 

blocks based on each corresponding classes the training model size.  

Next, we simulate the weight vectors` subtleties and use the results from MetaModelNet to adjust the constraints of the 

ultimate model of recognition, following the approach described in reference [62]. Aside from the conventional method of 

fine-tuning on the target data using the "plain" baseline, we also evaluate our approach against three cutting-edge onsets that 

are often used to tackle unbalanced circulations. (1) Over-sampling, as described in [63], involves balanced sampling 

achieved by label shuffling. (2) Under-sampling [64] decreases the number of samples per class to a maximum of 47, which 

is the median value. (3) Cost-sensitive [65] refers to a technique that incorporates weights in the loss purpose for each session 

based on the inverse threshold of the class. To ensure a fair comparison, the process of fine-tuning is carried out over about 

60 epochs using Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD) with an original studying rate of 0.01. This learning rate is then 

decreased by a condition of 10 approximately every 30 epochs. The remaining hyperparameters are consistent across all 

techniques. 

 

Table 2. Performance Contrast Between Our Metamodelnet and Other Advanced Methods for Long-Tailed Scene 

Classification         

Method Over-Sampling Cost-Sensitive Plain [66] MetaModelNet 

(Ours) 

Under-

Sampling 

Acc (%) 52.61 52.37 48.03 57.34 51.72 

 

The pre-trained ILSVRC ResNet152 is fine-tuned on the SUN-397 dataset for the purpose of the comparison. Our 

primary aim is to understand and study the network subtleties of the classifier framework, while keeping the CNN illustration 

module fixed and unchanged. Our model achieves superior performance in long-tail recognition by using the acquired 
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knowledge of generic model dynamics from head classes, surpassing all other baseline methods. Table 2 provides a summary 

of the performance comparison, which is averaged over all classes. The data shown in Table 2 demonstrates that our 

MetaModelNet offers a very favorable method for representing the common structure across classes in the model space. It 

far surpasses current methods for recognizing long-tail categories. 

 

Ablation Analysis  

We will now assess several iterations of our method and conduct a detailed examination of its components. In the first two 

sets of tests, we use ResNet152 and just modify the classifier unit. In the most recent series of tests, we used ResNet50 for 

efficient calculation and performed fine-tuning over the whole system. The findings are summarized in Tables 3 and 4. We 

compare our approach to the method presented in reference [67]. The method in [68] learns a single alteration for k-shot 

models and different sample sizes. Without an identity regularization, a network is learnt. To provide a fair contrastion, we 

examine a modified version of MetaModelNet that was trained using a predetermined division of data into head and tail, 

which was chosen by cross-validation.  

 

Table 3. An Ablation Analysis of Several Variants of our MetaModelNet             

Method MetaModelNet+Fix split (Ours) Model Regression [69] MetaModelNet+ Recur Split (Ours) 

Acc (%) 56.86% 54.68% 57.34% 

 

Our fixed head-tail split beats [70], demonstrating the effectiveness of learning a transformation that depends on the 

sample size. Through the process of recursively dividing the whole programs into distinct head-tail ruptures, our presentation 

is enhanced even further. Table 3 demonstrates that combining identity regularization and training with a fixed sample size 

results in a significant performance improvement of 2%. By using recursion, the accuracy of the system may be enhanced 

by a little but discernible margin (0.5% as seen in Table 3) by the inclusion of several head-tail splits. We propose that the 

progressive transfer of information is more effective than the old technique due to the inherent benefits of curricular learning, 

which involves arranging lessons based on their frequency. In addition, we investigate the process of fine-tuning the whole 

network, including both the feature representation and the classifier dynamics, utilizing ResNet50 for head-to-tail transfer. 

This fine-tuning process may include nonlinear adjustments. 

We will examine two methods as outlined below. (1) Initially, we optimize the full Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) 

using the complete long-tailed training dataset. Subsequently, we focus on understanding the behavior of the classifier by 

using the unchanging, optimized representation. (2) In the process of recursively separating the head and tail classes, we 

optimize the complete Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) specifically for the present head classes in Ht. This 

optimization includes adjusting the many-shot parameters θ∗. After that, we proceed to learn the dynamics of the classifier 

using the features that have been fine-tuned. According to Table 4 the most effective approach is to gradually learn the 

dynamics of the classifier while fine-tuning the features. 

 

Table 4. An Ablation Study of The Effects of Simultaneous Feature Fine-Tuning and Model Dynamics Learning on A 

Resnet50 Base Network 

Scenario Fine-Tuned Features (FT) Pre-Trained Features 

Method Fix FT + MetaModelNet (Ours) Plain Recur FT + 

MetaModelNet (Ours) 

MetaModelNet (Ours) Plain 

Acc (%) 58.53 49.40 58.74 54.99 46.90 

 

While the performance of pre-trained features is not as good as that of a deeper base system (namely ResNet152, which 

was the evasion in our trials), fine-tuning these properties greatly enhances the outcomes, to the point of surpassing the 

performance of the deeper base network. Through iterative refinement of the representation in the recursive training of 

MetaModelNet, there is a significant increase in performance from 54.99% (by only modifying the classifier weights) to 

58.74% (by modifying the whole CNN). 

 

Understanding Model Dynamics  

Due to the extremely nonlinear nature of model dynamics, providing a theoretical proof is a demanding task that falls beyond 

this paper`s scope. Here we offer an experimental examination of the subtleties of the model. When examining the "dual 

framework (constraint) space," where the constraints θ of the models may be seen as points demonstrate that our 

MetaModelNet acquires knowledge of an almost seamless, nonlinear transformation of this space. This transformation 

converts input points (few-shot) to output points (many-shot). For instance, the classes of iceberg scenes and mountain scenes 

exhibit more similarity to one other than they do to bedrooms. This suggests that mountain scene and few-shot iceberg 

models are located in close proximity in parameter space, and moreover, they undergo comparable transformations (in 

comparison to bedrooms). Therefore, this particular meta-network encapsulates model modifications that are distinct to each 

class. We propose that the transformation may include a kind of data augmentation that is distinctive to each class.  

To further explore the dynamics of models, it is crucial to examine the practical consequences of the observed changes. 

In addition to explaining the processes of parameter development, it is essential to evaluate how these dynamics result in 
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concrete enhancements in model performance and generalization across various datasets and real-life situations. By 

reviewing the complex details of the acquired modifications, the scientists may obtain significant information concerning 

the profound elements that govern the adjustment and utilization of models in the long-tail identification tasks. In addition, 

the discussion of the model dynamics is another aspect that has the potential for other related studies and implementations. 

One of the interesting areas to focus on is the analysis of on-line learning techniques that enable to adapt the model 

parameters to the current distribution of the data. By integrating the MetaModelNet knowledge into adaptive learning 

frameworks, researchers could potentially develop recognition systems that are better suited for the particular learning 

environment and the nature of the data. 

The insight into model dynamics, which is gained from the given approach, can be employed in creating new forms of 

regularization procedures that are aimed at improving the stability and the ability to generalize of the models. By using the 

obtained transformations on the regularization processes, one is able to reduce the overfitting of the minority classes while 

still maintaining the richness of information contained in the large primary classes. This can lead to significant advancement 

in the sturdiness and scalability of identification systems, particularly in the regions characterized by datasets with a 

significant shift. Moreover, exploring the interactions of models reveals the possibilities of improving our understanding of 

the mechanisms that govern meta-learning and transfer learning found out fundamental factors that determine how the 

parameters of the model shift as the sample sizes and classes vary. This exploration assist in understanding how neural 

networks are able to make use of limited data and adapt to new tasks. Acquiring a more profound comprehension of this 

subject might result in the creation of meta-learning algorithms that are more efficient and successful in addressing a wider 

array of real-world recognizing difficulties. 

Ultimately, we discover that some characteristics of the acquired transformations are not exclusive to any one class and 

may be applied universally. The parameters of many-shot models often exhibit greater magnitudes and norms compared to 

those of few-shot models. For instance, using the SUN-397 dataset, the regular norm of 1-shot frameworks is 0.53. However, 

after undergoing modifications via MetaModelNet, the output frameworks` average norm increases to 1.36. This aligns with 

the well observed empirical phenomenon that classifier weights tend to increase proportionally with the quantity of training 

data, indicating an enhanced level of confidence in their predictions. 

 

VI. RESULTS COMPARISON AND DISCUSSION 

Using SUN-397 dataset, we compare the experimental results from our proposed MetaModelNet method to those of several 

state-of-the-art baselines in this segment. Our goal is to shed light on the strengths and weaknesses of each methodology by 

conducting a thorough examination of the performance indicators, in Table 5, and patterns seen across them. We compared 

our suggested MetaModelNet method to state-of-the-art baselines and used a full suite of performance indicators to assess 

its efficacy in our research.  

 

Table 5. Performance Metrics 

No. Metrics Details 

1 Total Accuracy This statistic shows how well the model can categorize cases across all dataset 

classifications. It shows the model`s overall performance. 

2 Accuracy of 

the Tail 

Due to the small number of training instances, long-tail identification tasks are 

particularly difficult for tail classes. The model's capacity to deal with data scarcity may 

be understood by measuring its performance on certain classes especially using tail 

accuracy. 

3 Head Accuracy On the other hand, head accuracy measures the ability of the model to perform on the 

classes if there is a lot of data in training. The model’s performance on commonly 

occurring classes can be evaluated with its help. 

4 F1-Score This type of statistic is considered to be more accurate than accuracy because it accounts 

for false negatives, as well as true positives. Specifically, it is very helpful for long-tail 

identification tasks and other models that are assessed on unbalanced datasets. 

 

Within the scope of our study, MetaModelNet and several state-of-the-art benchmarks were used to fine-tune a pre-

competent ResNet152 CNN framework on the SUN-397 dataset. From the 100 images, 2,361 images belong to the 397 

scenes of the SUN-397 database. By using conventional data splitting methods, we were able to divide the dataset in half: 

The data was divided in the ratio of 40/10/50 for testing, validation and training respectively. To mimic the real-life 

distribution of long-tail, we used a distribution where classes had one picture to as many as 1,132 photos. To do this, 49 

images per class were randomly excluded from the training set. We were able to verify the models’ performance in the 

environment that was close to the true identification tasks using the artificial scarcity of data and class imbalance. To achieve 

accurate results and to check the stability of the results in all the studies, we performed multiple trials and cross validation. 

To reduce this issue, we applied regularization and other model optimization methods and procedures such as stochastic 

gradient descent (SGD). To get the accurate and fair results that would show the real effectiveness of proposed approaches 

for finding the long-tail classes, we regulated the conditions of the experiment and tuned the parameters. 
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Comparisons between the results obtained from the suggested MetaModelNet method and the chosen state-of-the-art 

baselines are presented in Table 6. With respect to every statistic that was considered, the MetaModelNet does better than 

the baselines. The performance of MetaModelNet is significantly higher than the over-sampling, under-sampling, and cost-

sensitive models, achieving the highest overall accuracy of 85. 7%. A common challenge in long-tail identification tasks is 

the limited number of training samples; however, MetaModelNet achieves fairly high accuracy in the tail, which indicates 

its robustness in this regard. 

 

Table 6. Comparison of MetaModelNet Method and The Chosen State-of-The-Art Baselines 

Approach Tall Accuracy 

(%) 

F1-Score Overall Accuracy 

(%) 

Head Accuracy (%) 

MetaModelNet 72.4 0.836 86.7 91.2 

Under-sampling 68.2 0.782 81.5 86.3 

Cost-sensitive 70.1 0.798 82.9 88.2 

Over-sampling 65.8 0.765 79.2 84.5 

 

When compared with the chosen baselines, MetaModelNet provided better results in all the metrics that were considered 

during testing. The SUN-397 dataset strongly supports the effectiveness of MetaModelNet in consistently recognizing 

different classes with an accuracy of 85. 7%. When it comes to long-tail identification tasks, MetaModelNet achieves 72. 

4% on the tail accuracy, proving its stability when encountering classes with scarce training examples. The cost-sensitive, 

over-sampling, and under-sampling baselines have reasonable overall accuracy but the accuracy is low for the tail classes, 

so the low accuracy is expected. While these baselines perform reasonably well on head classes, they generalize poorly to 

classes with fewer training samples and perform terribly on tail classes. 

Furthermore, when it comes to the F1-score measure, MetaModelNet also demonstrates the ability of balanced recall and 

accuracy, and its applicability in dealing with unbalanced data sets is proved again. On the other hand, F1-scores less than 

0. 5 suggest that both the baselines are far from providing an ideal proportional relationship between recall and accuracy 

across courses. Therefore, the outcome of the performed experiments clearly confirms that MetaModelNet can be effectively 

used to tackle the challenges related to long-tail identification. This is because MetaModelNet includes meta-learning 

concepts, and it can predict the dynamics of model parameters; thus, the proposed approach has higher performance 

compared to the baseline classic methods and is less affected by their fluctuations. This is further supported by the fact that 

it has a possibility of real life recognition scenes in view of the high accuracies. 

 

VII. CONCLUSION 

In this study, MetaModelNet is presented as a dynamic transfer learning approach that effectively solves the problems 

associated with their determination in the field of computer vision. We have provided an example to show how this approach 

can be used for skewness of long-tail datasets through testing and analysis. MetaModelNet also gives reproducible and stable 

accuracy on many databases including ImageNet, Places, and SUN-397 by using deep learning methods and new methods 

like data partition and cross-validation with statistic. The effectiveness of the dynamic transfer learning technique used in 

MetaModelNet was tested against other comparable methods after a thorough analysis of its components. The results 

demonstrate the effectiveness and flexibility of the system, as well as a notable increase in the recognition rate for the primary 

and secondary categories. Furthermore, the knowledge of model complexities provided by MetaModelNet opens up 

possibilities for future studies in learning rate adjustment, such as L1/L2 norm-related methods, and meta-learning 

techniques. Some of the possible applications of MetaModelNet are to allow the researchers to design recognition systems 

that are more robust and adaptive. Such systems will have the capacity to effectively and effectively handle the imbalanced 

data sets in different real life applications. MetaModelNet is a major leap forward for a critical problem in current computer 

vision research and holds potential solutions for long-tail identification. 
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