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Review of Visual Representation Learning

WANG Shuaiwei' , LEI Jie! ,FENG Zunlei* and LIANG Ronghua'
1 College of Computer Science and Technology,Zhejiang University of Technology, Hangzhou 310023, China

2 College of Computer Science and Technology,Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310027, China

Abstract Representation learning is an important step of artificial intelligence algorithm, where well designed representation can
boost downstream tasks. With the development of deep learning in computer vision, visual representation learning has become in-
creasingly important,aiming at transforming complex visual information into representation that is easier for artificial intelligence
algorithm to learn. In this paper,we focus on current research works widely used in visual representation learning, which are cate-
gorized as pre-trained visual representation learning, generative visual representation learning, contrastive visual representation
learning , decoupled visual representation learning,and visual representation learning combined with language information accor-
ding to the degrees and types of data dependency. Specifically, pre-trained visual representation learning is the application of su-
pervised pre-training model in visual representation learning; generative visual representation learning uses generative model to
learn visual representations; and contrastive visual representation learning focuses on the various network frameworks which
using contrast learning to learn visual representations. Besides,the paper presents the applications of VAE and GAN in decoupled
visual representation learning,as well as various approaches to improve visual representation learning with language information.
Finally, evaluation metrics in visual representation learning and future perspectives are summarized.

Keywords Visual representation learning, Artificial intelligence algorithm, Decoupled visual representation learning, Language in-

formation
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W R 2 A SRR BRI E BB, B AR T AL B ) 4% R AL
S HUHE LSS T RAES 2T J7 I AR R AR 2] 53R B
BT F RALF BT LRRT A4 (H 4 il = X B R AR
FOIMRGEMERES . AR AN LR WL T E W
JUIz M TN R RE U, R AL AL A S R BE
S0 b B TP SR IO T B RRAE L AT N TR AT g . A
SO A B AL 2 2] BT T BUIR LA KOS I #EAT 1 I3 98 8 45 O
Je BT e A A o) 1 R R

AR SCAR F B A AR 82 A 26 B A O T o A R AE 2 X
73 BN SR 52 RAE 2 > A UL 58 R AE 24 T X HE AR
B FRAE T AR RAE ST LU RS G R E R B a il ig
AL o BT 4 P72 AR L 08 26 Y A B a2 5 R
15 B P08 AL 23 > M Bl & 1 SCA B B 5 2 DL~ R AE
T AR B 2 AE 27 >3 %8 B B MBS e v R T B AR
Al 3 7 vk T 3 I M B 2 o3 HC T B30 B R A A
% 72T B 2 o) o AR IR R ) Jr ik AN [A]  k — 25
73 Az L E R AE 2% 2T % He S E AR 2 > F g RS AL
T RAEE T

LY A L e AE 2 2] T v A AR 3T VR
AT LT OB Gy B R E 2 2 T X S Ty R
A T A R R N O R R R R O R SRR R B E T R
2006 4F , Hinton %0 4 11 T 4 22 90 28 B0 36 B R4 TH T 1 &
W 25 25 ] 58 RAL R RE T . BEA& 155 88 7 4 v IR BE i 22
O 4% 25 48 B4 AN Wi K e R B 2 0 T 5 5 0 R ol 422 T 245 )i
T RSE FAE S 21 op, IR 8240 T 4 2 U 25 N 26 B L,
VGG 1 ResNet 45, 3 {1547 W B B9 L8 R AE % > J7 15 0L
S o ORI 3 S 1] 2 P00 245 5 T O ok P AT A 485 A BB 4 L i PR
il T EANESEBR g St R R At A R R L 2 e
W A8 FRAE 2 20 7 B A AR L X 8 Ty g R A AR 4
Bt T DUTE B 4 L 5T v B R RRAE

2012 4F , Bengio 45 B UCHE Y Tk T AR B R AL 2
MBATTIA Sy 7 RAE o 454 2 BE X 1 T — AL T A R
T AR AT A PR R X PR R AL AT FOR U Bl P 2
TURHIE B9 42 A0 2 S S i R R i AR AL SR 1Y 5 H A AR AE
T . i R 2 i 2 > 7050 AT figt o 1 2 A A = 5] 46 ) U 1
HA AR TA Fe, R 1He %o A 8 W 5 R AE 2% 2 f9 BF 8t K ik
B VF 22 WE 5 3 3 et A 295 A R DAL B30 v o0 R T
M B TR TE TR 1 o A R i O B AR A SRR O T T A 55
SEBR A G T AL SR BN AL LR L AT W AR
BOCAFERESE P SR ERFERNERIEE I R RA
REPER AR W0, AN R ZHF S P& 17X
BLGE AT 55 A7 RO AR AL, e $2 HOHE 5 15 20w B9 A RORHAE JF K¢
HoNE R TR SEAT 55 0 R 8 RAE 2 5] B9 R SR A AR R W BY . 7R
PR RAE 2 S B JE A B R BE BT R E X &5 F R R AR
ERAESE S PEAT T ORI GRS T —E MR, AR SCE A
AL GE FRAE 2 > 19 7 U5 AR 5 LA K St A =X 58 R AR 2 2T 71
GRS R BRI RIE ],

A SCE 2 BB T AL RAE 2 > R TR B I Y
Tiks 5 35 EaRINE T R E ¥ IR RIE > K
3 AL, B A B B SR AL A% ST X He SR e 3 AE 4 > A

RN R AL T 52 6 MR TH /I F AR ER
AE24 2 J5 W5 85 7 BN 8 TR T AL E RAL ST WY IT- v
AR R R s fieJm W AR SCHEAT T B4 RS 1 ok R AT 2
STHIITIE R .

2 FlGMRERIEFS

FEML B8 FRAE S > vp T IO A B 0 7 ik E B T
T N TR AE $2 007 25, iR T A58 FRAE 5 ) iy M B 8
Forp B A 4 M 4% (Convolutional Neural Network, CNN) /&
B w R BN ZRBIAL, 1980 4F , Fukushima™ 5 ¥k T
—MEHEEREAALE A Z MK L., HE T Ik, Lecun
FFEOVSRINT LeNet, XM 4 i A2 5 B2 b2 4 i
)2 A s 22, A 0 2 B T T TS BeE R R R AE
Sy TN LA R AE AL 06 R AE % > L o R AL T R AT A I 4R
CNN FE 38 A Ak B 58 R AR 2 21, T 0T DU 2o 45 B J7 0
LB AF B SR IR 43 4 2 10 RAEMR B BAR B LR B
ZSEfE B . 2012 4R, Alex SV T AlexNet, AlexNet
By 5 ANEZE 3 A2 3 A i 2, i T
ZWMBERZEME RN SHA G T I K R
fif . AlexNet 7 ImageNet B AR AL 38 15 5 Bk 1 7 & (Ima-
geNet Large Scale Visual Recognition Challenge, LSVRC) H1
VBRI B A5 T 2 4F 19 5 22, i CNN 78 58 R AR 2%
VS KIS R e o R A

P25 T 28 TE T AT 55 o Y R MR e T AL 0 AL 4 ) 1Y B
IR, PR TP 8 T 2 7 T AT 55 TP R R RE L R TR TR
RAEZ I VERE R OCHE . AR 2097 38 30 3 A i ) 246 A5 TR 11 25 4
S B2 T T FRAR Y 2% ] (56 R AR AE JJ . 2014 4F, Simonyan
SECISTTEBA T 0 T P 28 R E o o I 45 R PR RE R A — E R
Wi, FHAR T VGG M4, VGG 45K S 33 fEH
B AlexNet R K BB, FfL T M4 551 . VGG
RIYE LSVRC14 S8 kA5 T MR 43 38 18 o B " 4 i 2 —
Z0 BCUE I T R BE A A0 22 T % v 1 B S AR o TR R A
AE. (HIZBEE 2 3 B2 /Y IR, VGG N 44 1 2 55t AR Bz 1
s X AHF M, F4FE, Christian' 2 1 T GoogleNet
W4 i M 28 52 T Inception AR, AT LLER A8 i 7 10 A1 188 ik
M 4%, Inception B R AT 45, 2 — T 20 BE W
CNN ZE#, K K3 An T CNN ¥ . GoogleNet X T 3
T A B B AR, KRR T M S8, 2015 4E 1 2016
4, GoogleNet 1 % B 4] BA £ GoogleNet W % i 5 il F ik 47
T, M4k & AT T # MR AR InceptionV3MS I Incep-
tion VAR FHORAHE i3 T 0 45 14 i Afl M L 30 0820 T I 4% B 40
GoogleNet M Z1E LSVRC14 35 38 i 3575 T BIMF /3 F“ 38 2 5L
7S — 44 KRORFE T2 I USE RAE e ) .

W 25 [0 2466 T 8 19 R T 46 7 I 1) A% 5 I, o 5 o ke
NSRBI, Xk, He 57 $2 1 T ResNet
BR2EW 4% BR2ZZME I AT “IREEE T BOR R A B R AR
BT 5 B B S5 AR N B AL R T LBk s BUE L R
B EHGEF T 1000 JZ 0] LL 4k 2 I 25, RS B A B 25 9 I8 IR
JE IR K KA W . ResNet 76 2015 49 LSVRC #1313 T
JEZE . ResNet P25 iyt B0 51 )1 25 852 24 6 6% Il 25 00 3% 1Y
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CNN AR DA T S5 30 v 0 o 32 L 76 4 TH 0L 58 96 fiE 27 T g
Fi R E T B FE B . 76 ResNet F1H il 9 4% 09 5 i T,
Huang %5 ARAE I T, 38 b % R AE 09 Al BOR R 3 8 T
DenseNet B %%, DenseNet 4 T BE % £ I0E /7 15 A9 551 . 59 — 2
W Z 10T A2 B A GEAT DEEE L 205 R R R AR 1 A5 8 4
ZIR WA R NS T AR A% 2 A SO A TR, D)
Hb,DenseNet 3B N JH 700 % 3 S, AR EE ¥ £
A RFAE B RO T 1K) S 5L A G 1 B R 2% b TR S R
A BAR B9 75 5L T, DenseNet (45 € [t ResNet B4,
WL BE AR 2 > AL T S I A S Oy 1

M\ LeNet | DenseNet, #l 5 3R A 2 2w (1 B 1] ZhAs 10 4R
TEM &SR T R, BRIz A, — R £ T
TE AN TR R VRS RORS BE ( RT 4R T e RO BR B M 4 v i8R B
DU %) 2% 2 ) e RAE B RE Ty . X A0 7 i B 7R R AL
GRFII I A T 45 /TR SO RIS SR R TR Y R A
A& %y, Landola %Y%) fE 2016 4F #£ Y T SqueezeNet,
SqueezeNet ffi FH T 3 FlAs 5 6 45 5 0 . i1 % X 4% E % 7E Tma-
geNet B 4E 5% 5 AlexNet IR HES B EH
HA AlexNet 4 1/50. 2017 4, Howard %/ 42 i T Mo-
bileNet, 1% B 28 51 A 1 HH 2 0 45 FRF1 B 4 B i) %
A4y BB R R R b TR AL SR A — e AR R AR
UE TR MR . Zhang S5 F T 4 4 AR BB AL AR
T ShuffleNet, ShuffleNet i 2 K {5 (4 FE AF 8 38 BE4T 43 41
TEA N HATH TR, IR FERE L0 2 b, B K 7] 53 3 15 8 0% ek
S DT 98020 P 26 114 5 B i, 3 88 O 208 DR U /N T R 445 46 7
B HLAE , B ) T AR R ) 5 2 R L G T SR AR 2 ) 7R S
B 2 3 g e

1IN T &R 2 S5 TE TmageNet il 4E 1 Top-1
RIERR R RIS HORE . QA3 0 I 24 1 90 28 A 7R 1l oy L
FAL A7 P S B T P 4%, 38 2 B 0T 4R IO i 4R R AR AR %
T T WAL 55 RS A RIOCR .

F# 1 HMEKAE ImageNet BHEAE 1= Top-1 B9 MR % S A5 4 2 4L
Table 1  Top-1 accuracy and model parameters of each network

on ImageNet dataset

R 4 Top-1 ## %/ % HHE
AlexNet 62.50 60108
GoogleNet 69. 80 8. 46106

VGG-19 74.00 144 % 106
Inception V3 78. 80 23.8X 106
Inception V4 80. 00 42.6x106
ResNet 152 78. 60 60108

DenseNet-201 77.42 20X 108
SqueezeNet 57.50 4.8%106
MobileNet 74.70 6.9>106
ShuffleNet 75. 40 7.4%108

3 ENAURRIEFES

BoBmABRTRERTHB¥I FAMMERMEES, &
T 76 B S 0 v L 4 ok 35 B AT 55, 0 9k 378 1 S0 A 1 O 3K
P AR X 2 BB 2 S B U R R R e 25, N T E R
A AR B A T A ) B RO RAE I 2R TAERUL T
AR WL BE R AE 2= S, Ho B 4 i3 4% (Autoencoder, AE) |

Az 6 BT W 45525 (Generative Adversarial Network, GAN) Fl
YRR 3 BR[O B A 2
LAY L BE A 2 ] i A BN 1 B3 3 AR L O HL AR P 5 2642 3] Y
AR AR A R B e AR T AR BRI 0 £8% i AR s )
590 85 2E B A A R 0 DA IR 7 AR R 2R T I SO 14 B
B 0 500 PP A OO 5 LSRR 2 g 22 L LA AR
Az U R A B S B . T BIORE B S 1o 1 e R
A BB SRR T S R ) AR T A — 2D AR
Mg S o 2 e M R 0 O 2O B AT B TR S R . A SRS A
FE f% 11 o 2k 19 WL S8 15 B Ak o IRk 7, AT 2 >0 W 5 1% 8
TR FRAE K LT AT b N TR R R AT 55 . AR N e 0 2% )
i3 A RS A BRI RAEE R Ok T W 5 B Py
FAE . A HO B B 2 (A AL Sk i I 5 A% 4 S
BB B i RAE . 3X 3 R AL BE 48 52 4 A0 2 S AL
BEAF B T B TE R AE L AR LR B IE B 0 R R
Fon L TERIEE ] T W AA BFE M.

K12 g B A RO 45 A 18 . B g b s 450 0 2 2 oy Y
AL — A R == £ () F2 8 10 4 A 8% A — AN A
D& x=g (). HEZH IR MNEA o 3 B g
i e= () SRR = WK 2 =g (). 3 LA o D 2%
PRI 2 AFAR TIPS TR AR L B ZE I 2R 4R 1 3R AR
BN EMBIL Lo, 0 g0k g8 2% > 2 5 5056 5 AR
HIRAE ¥ T NI 55 .

4 f#
> %@ —> —> 7 —>
g >
f 4
z —~
% 67

GNP T P
Fig. 1 Structure of autoencoder

P 2 S A O B 0 2% B 25 K I . GAN Hlt 1A T8 2% 2
s RV g 20 B . Az A RS BE B MR 7S A R R 1 Az
8 FRRE AR RO B A B 0 % o R AT 0 ) A R SRR
BOMEA . 2 b5 2% 71 GAN i 2 A AR 2 ok =7 ) 5 R AE
TEIN RNy 25 i AL 52 20808 ol W] AT A9 SR AR 2% T . X b
T W 2 T 1 O AL AT A g B 8% A1 GAN 938 F 115 3 K iR
$ETT, g 0 W B Y WL 8 SR AR 24 > 4R 4 T AR B 00T 15

EEHE

BE Lo A E R

Bl 2 A O BT I 2% i 25

Fig. 2 Structure of generative adversarial network
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UnIEL 3 R, 9 ORE AY 32 TR OO T A5 B - P i AR A
WY HOS R . X T RO AR P R AR A g () YT
R g | AR AR ] 55— 20 X R o, 800 iy 7 M
3 o, EEAG R — A SRS A R, Y O AR ROk
A7 ¢ I 20 BRPRAS R TT ORI T 0 918003 80, 1 30 e AR
B H A 2 BEATL MR A 00 Al 2 i 2 R L BB AR B B S IR AR
BRI Bl B g S . SO A 4R H SRR A% L GAN Ry B R
TE LG8 R AL 27 > Y B

y#aE. —
#HAE:

g(x1]xo) q(xalx1) q(eixer)
_ _— — _—
q(xolx1) q(x1fx2) q(xerlx)
Xo 571 X &

IR 1 & ke o

Fig. 3 Network structure of diffusion model

3.1 ENBE4HE

PN G55 2 35 A A R B8 A A A — el 9 2 R ) i o 2
W2 Mg /NTHA o LR, P gm s 4k /N T A4k B
B 2 8 0 BR AR 58 £ AR B L AT L o BN O3 A
2 AR L EL 204 0 A 0 2 0 i A R 4 B R R
B AEROR T4 AR, B AL 0 58 25 A9 16 DL BT 1 2 5 4 4 40
T8 WAE 55, ok~ ) RF AT A SC B0 4 A6 19 A FIAR 2, i
To B OB B8 R AE . IE W B g A e i A 5 O pR AR,
Bl 1 4 25 A R 22 o 1) At R BE R AF L TG 7 AR R R 1 e
Tt R g8 R 28 LA B /IS ) i B A 4 b ol PR AR T i 2 6, Pl
R 25 R B AR DA o — A 0 R S e pR R, AR R bk L
5 £ 14 T JU) 25 A5 255471 % R 05 B v 2 > 30 56 B8 43 A 9 A
BERAE . BB S 2 25 M 11 40 B9 2% R 48 1 4 1 25 2
3 FhieE A IE W] B i 2% . XS N [ e ds 2% W T B 7
B 1 G s T B0 50 dh G A 0 8Os 2 R T fil
HE 0% 7 B0 e AE 2 ) T B HE T LI AE .
3.1.1 HHA%BDE

o i E gn it o e i Net™ F 2011 4E4R Y. B i H %
T /E A% S5 Y B 4 10 2 0 L b X B 4 15 48 4 B2 it 28 G 189
N2 TR AL O T = e ST BB Y =R U 2SIt xR ]
S A0 (8 #E AT 29 3, R Kullback-Leibler (K L) # B fiff H
55— A 4y 52 B B A AR AT AT S BT R R . AR DI S R
10 22 (A B AE 51 5 50 2 bR BOHH 45 6 A9 30 0 K R B
B

1,:1,(1,})+@i|K1,(p | 0,0 @)
o, B R T 42 A A T A AR BRUEYE R 0~1.

2016 4F, Lin ST 0RE 0 51 G 1 25 R B2 Bl 26 000 26 A &5
B B I = A (o A A TR T A = A OGRS, AR A
G T 25 PR IR 2 U 25 ] v = 4k A% B AL 1) S 5 B & R 5
B A ERES 1, I g LR o R 2 AR L A BERE RS [ 53 4h

M ATE ] 3 A H i [ 2 A 45 R 2 78 TR B B 2 I8 4% 114 G it
2 RIE IR A Z R A BLEE 3 TR B B b 2% ™ 4
B SRR o SRR R X T A = A O R AR R T B
BT Y ET R SE M T . TR H g 0 8% 72 A e 48 00 v B
F M G R AR J7 TS T B R S AH B B SRR FE A
Z IR B SE R X £ 5 W JE UG RIHT RRAE RO SE B 45 R, LT,
2018 4F, Meng S48 T — Fi [ B 25 i 00 R AR B H G R
B9 CFR A G e B B, JF K Y R B TR s F AR . TR
SEWERR AL h R B IR TR IR . SRS A S
T ERAH 1L, DG R B 4 B 25 A58 7R 2o dme /N Ak BHE R B O & ok
A, How Xanh .
L:(l—a)m/)in L(z,x)+ta mﬁin L(R(x),R(z))+

,BéJIKL(pH ) 2)
Hi  R(OFFR o WEIRHEAZ A ER RGO FR 2 PR
PEREAR Z 8] (1 OC TR oo S HL A 2 500, T 4 o 5000 T 2 46 2k
KREHEBKMIE. 0= AN GBI LG S5, B
PR A 2 JA] 9 0C Z B A AR R 3B BI R() Ry o 5 27 1
PR, FEBE2EY AT 55 1, An 20T 2019 4E AN B 1A S
T RS 4R HT — BB A TR R R ST HESE b3 FHAR 5T A S
T 25 Bl G 22 YR A50HR L B AIR T L B e A1 22 IR B4 A DG, DA 2% >
LB AF B i RAE T B 3 AR AR 43 ), IR OR [|] (9 2% 5 33
TR AE 2 (R A B T T 4325 28, 76 0 JR 5 3R 43 25 A9 AT
S HEUS T RAFAIROCR . X R T H A b B0 2 RO Al
FRE R 7R 7 T
3.1.2 kRAamms
2475 3003 43 w0 P AR IR A R B N AT T L v A
ARG P i, Vincent 25597 525X — M4 19 )5 & L 48
T £ A 45 2% (Denoising Autoender, DAE) ., DAE 7E1% 4t
A2 3ml B Bl AT — MR CG o) XA 54
SHRRAEBIREA « AR 2 R, FERA
Bdi o hEA TR R o BT o8 A R D R
PR B A 3 C R AT U 2 o Ok TR I R oA k400 3K 14 B8 G T 4
JiR . BT TS ORI WLSEAE B b i R AR, o,
£ RS ES TR R L (2, ) Y =g (f ().

M — REE — — BEE —
S g
5 X z x

P4 M g 6 AR A 254
Fig. 4 Structure of denoising autoender
2019 4F , Gidaris %01 3 6l T 25 e B 4 B 5% Ok fiff e 2>
FEAAG AT 55 (T T 25 M8 1 4 i s M 25 ok F e i Y, 7
YNGR 39 10, 32 100 2% LA — 28 49 e 0 TR 75 5 19 20 2 B A O i
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Sy SR I MR R R BT OE D) Ak AN AR R T AR AL A AL A
T 3 e U 2 B0 o P 1 A I, 4R T T A A A 3T A B SR AE Y
Re 1. MbAh,Bo ZEUH SE LM M B A AR LU BRI &
PLAR T HES AR M A A . IZ M 4 4 2 N 407
ORISR e — )2 K T R ARRE 5 L [ 4T 2%
2301 6 B IEAT 45 B AR v M R AE P NI SE AR R AT
T bR 2505 B 00 F 2 ST W38 RAE . 2021 4F, He Y 8 &
W i B4 Y B AL R T AR 4 Y 2% (Masked Autoen-
coderss MAE) . MAE R FH T HE % B ) 40 1 25 - 10 #4528 4
i & SN AT DL AR T 4 RO R g e R B 1. TR
FH— A~ 5% 50 G0 109 i 2 255 DA 76 227 R B A 1 o 3 A Ji 4 [
&, B — A R (B 75 %0 /Y ER . BE R L R D
2 LA B /NS 4 0 R T, DA 6K 20 P A7 T AR L 4 e I 2
NHEIEAL B ARE B . MAE 0] L2 3J k45 B84 R0 9F: i o 4
Hi 7z Ak L 33k S8 T ST DI Gk A9 2 AE 1T DL 4 32 Ak £ 45 Bl R AT
%th, 7E MAE (56l F , Chen 285§ 1y T —Ff =) 3 38 ik =
SRR ZAE R U — R R B DR E E RN
B MAE iy B e iy — MR RN £ 2
SRR Sk s AT A AL T ) S 4 i o A AR A P
3.1.3 KEAHME

Wi B g AR T S B E g0 A8 250U Oy 2L 7
45 BRBCR TR I — AN RS IR 0 (o) L B A8 5 35 59 9 3R R L

A GBI FTR.
L=L(z,x)+Q(2) (3)
dJ 2 4
St 0o =2 | LU R T 0 0 S

BOATRESE 0~1 Z AL BAH . B0 Q) R TR AR
e )2 3R IK MY Jacobian %5 MY F 5 £, 35 A 18 511 200 5% )il 25
I35 B RE (o AR AR 23 [ A I 2 A B ST 0 B S 3k 30k 4
ORI LE B G B4 25 2~ B AT RS2 e I R 8 4 A AF B
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Table 2 Performance statistics of each generative model in different downstream tasks
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