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Revisiting Test Sample Selection for CNN Under Model Calibration

ZHAO Tong and SHA Chaofeng

School of Computer Science, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China

Abstract Deep neural networks are widely used in various tasks,and model testing is crucial to ensure their quality. Test sample
selection can solve the issue of labor-intensive manual labeling by strategically choosing a small set of data to label. However,
existing selection metrics based on predictive uncertainty neglect the accuracy of the estimation of predictive uncertainty. To fill
the gaps of the above studies,we conduct a systematic empirical study on 3 widely used datasets and 4 convolutional neural net-
works(CNN) to reveal the relationship between model calibration and predictive uncertainty metrics used in test sample selec-
tion. We then compare the quality of the test subset selected by calibrated and uncalibrated models. The findings indicate a degree
of correlation between uncertainty metrics and model calibration in CNN models. Moreover, CNN models with better calibration
select higher-quality test subsets than models with poor calibration. Specifically, the calibrated model outperforms the uncalibrated
model in detecting misclassified samples in 70. 57 % of the experiments. Our study emphasizes the importance of considering mo-
del calibration in test selection and highlights the potential benefits of using a calibrated model to improve the adequacy of the tes-
ting process.

Keywords Convolutional neural network testing.Predictive uncertainty, Model calibration, Test sample selection

Ay REXT DNN 347 38 20 0 Bl By MK 4 . oy b T ORA %2

1
5| FR W58 N B LA T B 3 AR A A s i 408 3 100 4 41 v 3

i

VR JE 22 W 4% (Deep Neural Networks, DNN) & # )12
o7 T G 4y 2500 | E 3h 2 3T AR A, OR LS T A AR H Y
B . AR S TN SR B AR S S B R BN 4 23 A S TR 2R
HCHE rh 7 A 7R S DNIN R G 76 A i sl s RS 0 R A R 81
HAIET AT, B, 7E38% DNN B R 5 200, % H ik
1778 53 W i a2 5 A b B0, DL AR IR I 5T i R AT S

T iR DNN #5812 31 DNN BB 45 1247 R, o 22

FH5 H 3 .2023-04-05 iR 1& H I .2023-05-29
WAEVEE W4 (cfsha@fudan. edu. cn)

BB BEAT AR 1 OF e A LN T B TR A R B A T AL A
T AT AT TR 20 1 4 L DL i g 0 1 4R RE 5 15
R FEAF A 1D I T4 S T RE £ M & B DNN A 2 fY
FERAT 5 2O B R I a5 4 b 09 T V) 5 0 AR A5 R i R
FETE o B b IR A 3o 0 3 3 RN 3K 4 e 30 5 Y 0 3K
THISH R IR PIAS B AR 09 AE 55 O IR e . B
FEN RPN T — Z 500 e 1 2 I i 7 vk, o g oo B



A A T LI 1] CNIN AR Y g 00 o 491 3 T . 2% P B A o 35

R G RRREDT DL RTINS H s PR S HO3E T HOR
2 M Y D7 s A R LR 3 ZE R 51 0 i T R I 2 3R B O T Y RE
T T 5o WiEdets.

HREFUASE E i AE FR 4 (A (3 FOT0 ABE %% 158 o A b S5 R HG 0000 AN
Bl 22 Pk L B DNN A 8 AT B w6 205 1 AN T 8 A 3000
B4, 76 PR Y712 W7 L FH o o R 20K AR B 4 HE AR B A R TR £ [
BAC 4 A B, BR (BAS TE 8 1Y 35000 W] 6 <3 4t ok 9 HEME 1
JRSR. IR UFEAN G R T 2R R R B Ry T ks L 0 L
Ja Ak ¥R 5 2R ok YISk 4F Y BE T Y 75 75 Temperature Sca-
ling"™ , LA % 7 b 11 25 A o Pt B3 B 4 9 A58 280 1) 5 ¥ Mixup™™ 11
Label Smoothing™"’,

1E 5L T0I0 A B 22 P AT 0 XA 4] 3 BRSO A3 X
DNN A5 R HE 77 W0 3208 51 258 BRA% AR G T4 £ 11 2200 T T30 AR
B PR A T A MR M o R B B TN i v SRR R HE 2
[ SE R, b, ik 8 T4E 0 A R 53 1 AR R0 2 15 25 % 2
T U AN A 5 e 10 R 081 328 BT 9 1 3R L R T

3% Bl 22 W 2% (Convolutional Neural Networks, CNN) /&
THE ML S U 2 R A 1 — Rl DNN 2249, Pt , %) |
A A S, AR SCHE RG24 45 B4 CONN AR, 2 IR T
P77 T 0 AR « D AIFGUAT 55 ) 2 5% R 5000 AS B 7 1 7 v
B M3 BT AN B 08 M e A RIS TR A ME B 56 3R, Kendall £ 5€
FOBOE B PP AR T 06 R T AN S I S TR B 0 A TR
HEH# ;2) F Temperature Scaling, Mixup, Label Smoothing Il
SRAT B AN [ A5 o R B (0% B R, A 5 A U A oA 4 ] 52 o B TR
By 5 P i A 28 L DU 4 Y BT i

ASCTE 3 A0 G EUR AL A 4 Fh CNN SR A 45 A | it
A7 TSR S0, S B 25 2R R 78 D I X b A5 0 A o R
AN 5 R A B 2 TR B A SR B AR OGP L 7E 3B 43 OOD(Out-of-
Distribution) Wl i 88 b, A5 B AL v FIAS 5 5 1 98 A 2 B 19 56 &
USRI A . 7E I R ) 3 WOAE 55 b 2 RO B A T Y R
Wi o 58 10T DAl S [ A o e o AR A 3 SO 3 4 o & 1Y TR A~
FE R  AE X A 3R AN LA A A 3, S R R AR R AR R
TR AREI A RE Ty L, DA v A B W R R A &, 70. 5T 0 &
T 52 R DI £ I 0 A SR 0T 0 194 S5 6 9 2R I T R RS AR B X 3 149
FeBe 455 1)l Mixup Ml Label Smoothing Il 5 19 £ ik 72 i
T G 1 5 7 35 B4 0 X R B A T R A UE I AR Y 5 2) Tem-
perature Scaling 8 (it $2 5 A5 0 7 I 38 42 - 0 A o R T L 4D
N 2 Ay T TUIN AN 8 5 P 0 0 R £ ORI R B

2 HXTIIE

2.1 s ) 3 B

ZAL G AR IR RS 35 B 00 R R L B AT N LR I A 22 0T
AL AR I KA X B 28 0 a5 AR AL R OR A o KA T 3 17 72
3. Pei %54 T DeepXplore, B %551 A M 4 T0 B 1 %3k
PRGN 4E 78 35 DNN B AP R . Ma S50 48 7 03 7 a5
FAG b1 DeepGauge, HALTETE 1 22 TT 2 01 FJ2 G0 A [m) AL JBE 11
B AR, 1 — 20 R W) DNN B R 25 4 (14 5 = 4 o 26 5 R
AR FE AR, L, Yuan S0V HE T — B0 10 w2 0B B
FIE AR Neural Layer Coverage, % &G DNN F )2 i A& #2800
TERIHR G, Kim ZE HH T Surprise Adequacy, 1% 35 br

A ek A5 TR A T X B A B A B R L AR B — A D
LA 15 T ZREAR 0 B AME L S A D DL S I,

Ma SE07 4 H T — 20 3 F B0 S B0 5 M 1 00 R 41 i A
i » A 355 T ) e KA R (MaxP) . £ WK dropout 5% 59 1 i 4 7
% (Var) (#4547 MaxP Hl Var (L J5 2 (Var, ) A B Kull-
back-Leibler 1843, Feng 2 42 I} T DeepGini, 3£ - #& %I X
AFEA BB 43 A1 7+ 57 Gini REC, EDFIE TAES  ABATE ) ]
T 4375 (9 (Entropy) 1 g H 7 ¥ B B AR 48 A5, Weiss 450
K, H MaxP 5% Entropy VAl 1 DU A 5 72 4 78 34 7]
BT AE A B L BRI DeepGini 4124, Zhang %57 fiff F Margin %
- UM B 28 P IS AR R R O TN AR BE 4 E(PCS)
2 AR 451 18 BT 55 v )i SR T — Rl 28005 1 .

F i, WFFE N GOSN T A A 2 1 0 A 2 R i U
AT EEHE T F R FEMEZAEM. Zhao
ST S B RS 4 I 4 AR 481 3 L 9k R R R I A 81 B
HIZREPE, Chen %0 HEH T 36 £ 30 B 5 25 0% M R 1) i
B E B R A RS RN R 2 I R Ao i
B 300 5 DX 8, O 4 B — 5 1 O 5 RO BT A R X I ) b ik
BEREAS, LA AR AE I ZRad B2 b, DNN 22 2] 55 (9 43 25 i1 i
A R AE FIREA . Gao T T —Fp [ 38 R i) K B
B35 BT vk, R R R A L 22 TR 9 22 5 5k A5 1 DNIN i 3 250
i) 2 RE Pk B 76 DR B I0 5080 4 ik R A AN [ AR AE 3
FEAR B T4 . Huo D4R I T Aries, 3 H A U320 B 1)
TEAE 55 AT R 2 T AR I IR T 46, Aries (UMD G DU
R B P 39 B 15 Bk AG T DNIN 76 35 89 R bR ic 5o L iy ik
fit. Arrieta USRI T — A0 5L T oo R 19 £ B AR R R B
VR TT 1 1% 7 1 0] DA T AT U 0 490 B R A 09 1 8, 32
PEAIE 1978 S 0 RE 7 R K DNIN
2.2 HBRE

8 A4S TR 2 S TR A B o 1) T AN e A I B
i L T VA A T G IO AN R P Y R e TR S o B 9 4
By — T F AT 55, Guo 2B #fd i} Temperature Scaling 3
WA I, B — Al B B sk i o 8. Zadrozny ORI T
BT RS FE AR S — B B AR S 8O . Mixup™ il
25 O W IE B AT DL A5 T Y 2 Ak RS T L 7 ke A TR St JE R
3T HEPY, Label Smoothing™™ #k 3iF B 7] 7 232 & A W E
PEA A R BT, Qin SR I T R T XA M AR
AR % -3 CAR-AdaLS) » & H X 70 5 #1141 119 A 5 1k
AR IRENIN o 38 2o Y R A B T T e e 5 R R A
# Label Smoothing 2%, B 75 43 1ii A2 AL 115 8L F » AR-
AdalLS 1 7T LA A5 A 3047 547 p A v . Li AT R T — Fb
FLF e T R ORI A A TR S bR g R 3 S 0 B0 A o AR TR Y O
oo Li GE0 B AT L) ASE A A T fige AR O B T AR AL Y A
MEPERE . Minderer %5007 8 o AL T 5508 A9 AE CNN A 28 79 ¢
R BIRY, 40 ViT, MLP-Mixer 98 #E ¥ B , & Bk JE B0 R
B 7 AE B e R R A O LT CNIN BB Ab 7 B ok P fig
WA RAFR,

3 BE=HIA

3.1 DNN #EI%4g
DNN HZAN AR BrEES 24 ma . B/ 1R



36

Computer Science THEHLEIZ Vol. 51.No. 6,June 2024

DNN 8 K py 8 28 J0 1 — 4> BT B RE i, — 4~ DNN 3l 3
Z2OM=GEEELZ) ZHAM: — MR — A2 —A4
WEANRIRZ . — BTGNS T EEEESIT —ZE b
BRI ZET0 . #2400 & DNN A A3 50000, B e o A
b R SO BRAL o I B AR 1 4R HA I R & T,

Hidden Layer

Input Layer Output Layer

| :Nlllljlclass
confidence
7" value

Input /.
X

Function Modeled by DNN
fx) = J(W(Z) (W x))

Individual neurons in layer k

P 1 DNN BEAL K 34 22 50 75 Bl
Fig.1 DNN model and its inner neuron sample
TS, 1% 182K 0 C Mo AT 55 B &
D={ (e, ) PSR/ N Horp oy — 2 A,y D X i Yy 2
bR&E ., WRBEZE I BIR Sy f, f X o B0 A5 2] Logit [n] & 4
z2(2) %3 Softmax TR FIMRm A p(a) . p, () HXF 2
) ¢ B AR . Softmax B HE AN .

z; (1)
e

pi ()=~
Ze"(”
=1

Y, RS y T3R5 2] HXT B 19 one-hot 1] & y,
B/ y 0 2% it 22 T R 38 SUAR -

v (p(r),y):—’iily, log(p, (2))
3.2 BTN N 7 E 1 Y i A i) 3% BY

T AR (1) e AL 55 v bR T A A BR A A FE 1
B A 25 5 W AR T AR T AT BE 3t 22 T AT 2R 00 4 45 g )
BOREG] TS T IR A Y 25 1 A5 SR AN A s T 00 9 00 3 AR
S TR A A 2 2 AR 05R A TOT000 DR U, T S 0 R T 2 g
FH 0 208 451 328 AT 55

DeepGini & T #1 % iy A FEAS 1 500 43 A7 358 Gini &
B, X DeepGini 4

DeepGim’(I):lfélp,(x)2

2 DNN LU 2 1 B0 — A~ 285 1] . DeepGini () i £2
I A5 A5 2 B T AR 2 1] 4 A one-hot [a] i i, DeepGini B
3 h/MHE 0.

& XA (Entropy) #7

Enlropy(r):*é)lp,v(x)logp,-(f)

AH — AL 0 pr Co) B B TR 88/ 2 DNN XS
JIt A5 288 ) B 50 A Sy A DU R

Margin 2 DNN T500 A% 3 i & (1) 55 KOHE 5 158 — KA %
Z 7%, Margin (E5/NWEHE AL AR AT BETE #2358 DNN (¥ 432450
St BRI AE X DNN iy A FEAS U/ 19 48 3l . 7T BB e % DNN
R W25, & X Margin 4

Margin(l‘):iméli)f\ b, (r)*’_ max

MaxP H 2% [ 15 0 BE 5 5 K Y 268 501 ok 3 58 A 8 7 1
MaxP # #i5 s 55 04 F50 DU ABE 2R 6 A% A< i A7 HE P, OF 3 B 4 28

b, (2)

B ERAMEEA, & X MaxP W :

MuxP(x):’nil?i; pi ()

3.3 RERKAENFEMEGEZERERR

L TR A o 487 1k U0 R 23 R R 2 ) ) — B &t R
P A HE Y T A% 38 T FRATT IV IR AE £ KRR BE B AR BL T B
THEIRATN G 3 FE AR RCER B Y 7 EE A 1 Rz R AT
A A5 TR A YRR B A FE R
3.3.1

Temperature Scaling ¥ logit M & z () W H 2 (x), H
i T>>0 Sy iS40, DNN HT A9 500028 .

q(x) = Softmax(z(x))

MOT>1 [, B84k Softmax, X4 T—>colt) g (o) 3
I L/C. MM ATEER K, £ T=1 MFLT . WEZ I
M p, ()0 2 T—0 W, T A ME 6 1] &2 5 4 2 — 4> 2650 I
(Blg;(x)=1, T M{ERIESE b Xk SEAT 0B, N
280 T AU Softmax FN 1Y f5 KAE BT LA 2 51 FU £ 15
AN A 43 5 A AT A YR 2R
3.3.2 Mixup

Mixup & — R 7E I ik F2 v T % B0 #4807 =0 R
YINZ5RA ) B B TR A o A B2 A5 A i v O L 190000 AS 2 P 1) A
TR s . ] Mixup YIZRET, 43 28 88 A AUAE I R A
YN T BLAE B AN I 2R AR 104 BT 19 2 () 2, 4B 0T AR
5 20 0 A

=z +(1—Dax,

y=Ay =Dy,

Horbr 2y e, & A BEALRAE B S0 AREAS s 30 By, 2 B AT I
MR .

WE R A L A€ [0, 1] 4 W 25 3% AL B X AR Beta
5345 Beta(asa) FA3 H FL A o S 45 il B A< X 22 0] 04 4 {5 58
YRR % A OG- M S 8. «=0 B E W R I 25 A5 2%
(one-hot % fith , £ X PG 0 B A2 LA RE AR R 2y i, ) B B AR
MO0 o MR AR O, Je 2415 B 1 i A RIAR 8 801 48 . 7RO, 1,
0. 4]/ o (HA T HREFRY T 2RE5 R .

3.3.3

Label Smoothing(LS) J& — F 1F W £k 8 A ., o] 22 fi# fif
G 27 SRRV HEAT 73 S AT 55 I 1 B 05 8 4B A 1 1 1)
M, BT R EZALEE J1 41 . Label Smoothing i 42 & T 45 #1 &
WERLERY X 2% s B9 Label Smoothing 77 % Il 2k N
2 Y2 ok A8 s/ N AE RS AR T 3 RO 2 R ps (o) 22
[ A4 28 SUH , He AP A8 S AR A

y =y, (1—5)+sC
3.3.4 Expected Calibration Error(ECE)

A RTE T e S8 oh AT ECE e i 12 450 A 72
A AR ERR . E BRI A 45w SR 4 B ECE, |

it LR B AR TP A B 2 i K2 I R S50 200 1
BFEHET . &G 3RRS r AP 0 B A B A A IR 4G i Y

Temperature Scaling

Label Smoothing

FRMBEEE LR acc(G;,):ﬁ ; 1(§/, =y, Ml conf
k1 t€EGy
(GO=1a7 S b S b Ay 5 3 FR B 5 A 290
k€6,

B, pY FRNE TR, 5 X ECE % -



A A T LI 1] CNIN AR Y g 00 o 491 3 T . 2% P B A o 37

‘(,i} ! lacc(Gy) —conf(Gy) |

K
ECE= X
£=1

3.4 BEARRERERENKFERENER

AHIEFE RN AL BFFE A 5% 78 I R 40 28 B 55 B 4T B BT
FEAFAEAN R - DUAE AT [ 465 280 L 5 A () 00 X4 491 2 BB A
TR B 22 53 o T AR S b 4 S A () A o R R ) A 2R B 4 K
TFHEZ AR DK, f A [l 2 7 A ot I 4R b BT AN T Y
HEA A R I TG vk A0k 40 Aol T 3 R TR SRR B b Y v A ROk
B TS

TR BT AL B O 25 FRATT B R R G o ROk A
I Ta] A58 7 3 g 03 4 Y B i o BB B T et I AR L R
Iy AR A TR T4 LA R R AL E LM

YTHEHIR R A -
R=A,—A,

R {EBR , 2Rm i 7 L B AR X B = s . WL 1L R
R 38 H R IR A B AU BB IR B TR — DR R
50 v BRI B G o A 3 T B A A A T R R AR

RN L I 1 4R b T I R 5 B0 8 e R 0 KA 193
A 55 PSR T 4R B A — DB, 5 AR TR
T b R A RO T S A T 3 4 A B A 2R L A AR A
TR b E I 25 3R BLAY 4R TF R RS BE T T T A6 0 T 4R Y R
i, R TR SR h Ak S AR B I SRR I AR TR AN
74 1) B T A A — D BB M, . RS [ A2 Y
bvir 2 300 BV weu e Sl 1| B2V A ) 1LY Ao e o < [ [ )
4 5 TR AT A 0 48 7 4 AR BT, DT X B A [ AR 3k ) ) 3K
TAR BT R A] LRt T R A M b A 0k
DAY Az SRR AL U 3 JERE 1) 05 TR R RE 0 o R AR B N IRAS A 5
Gy Ry I, e % i BT AR

4 IWiKE

ARSI & T WA LR OF5E R (RQ) .

RQL MR (1) 16 BT 55 o 0 JT0 ) A 0 5 48 s AR 28 1)
AR B 22 18] J2 A5 A7 AR OGP 7

RQ2 2Rl A i 0 A58 280, 5 A0 o i 8 1 B ) o 4 b
T RACHEREAL L P H AN 1 5E 18 b 0 23 28 4 191 ) E ) 2
LT AR A AR AL 7

RQ3 223 AL S5 A5 B o Al T 4R 7 4 T DI 2

FERL R I E A RE )2 A5 I T AR B HER B 2
4.1 BUESEWREMTILE

TE 3 A Y R o R A 2 B BEAT T AL R
MNIST™7, CIFAR10%7 I CIFARI00%, # 4% %
MNIST,CIFAR10,CIFARI00 % 57 #4728 e A3 3l e it 0 3 %
#E 4 MNIST-C™, CIFAR10-C™ fI CIFAR100-C™ fE
OOD Mt 4E . X 3 4~ OOD M 4R A8 A5 7] 28 8 (14 4 3l o A%
e (MNIST A 15 #Z$R, CIFAR1I0 A 19 #25H, CIFAR100
17 RSB 0 A AR AR 22 B A R BOR L R R
. X T MNIST, AR 3 A 1 4> FO 3 3 o 2 L 5
0 8 BE % A 2l 58 B X B A I 4 4 S MINIST /) OOD il i
BT 4 P28 B A R E 81 J5 A . Brightness, Fog,,
Blur(Glass) , Shear, % F CIFAR10 #1 CIFAR100, % fj 25 %l
WIPESh#RA 5 A 0 Bt sh o B L 900 v, Bt oh B
SI 8 B 2l 0 S 3 % I g 3 4 4 S CIFAR10 Fi CI-
FAR100 £y OOD Ml 46 . W AR £ 4 Fh 248 HoA LR R 3
2567, Brightness , Fog, Blur(Gaussian) , Noise( Gaussian) ,
4.2 EE%

AR H % DAE AR IS R TAET T 2 R AW 4 Fh
CNN BERIEs Al 2 F 2R 3045 T MR R A 5w 1
CNN BERL % U7 A5 A A R RV 0 45 L I8 0R T 32 0 F i A
1L #s SGD il 2 ) Rl FF #% WarmupCosineScheduler™ , 1
g2 2 3k 0. 15 Momentum! 1] D i 88 A5 A4 Wi 84 Fn 2 Tt
BRIz AL MEfE 1% M 0. 95 Weight Decay™ 0] DL 58 i 45 51 &5 74
BEH g 4 ATz Ak M BE, B 5 X 10" s WarmupCosine-
Scheduler AT 445 3 3kE G0 i1l 2R 450 AU i) 3 BB R 7R 5 IO L4 L I
B ECH 2 4 epoch, ALY TEAE B 9 YN 2 4R 1l 25 2
% B FE BN AR IEZE YN ZR A BB R sk, i T MNIST £di
LR B, D L X MINIST B9 485 B3I 25 50 56 5 AH DL M, X
CIFAR10 Al CIFARI00 A9 A< 7 Il 25 200 %% . S50 i & I 25
b AR rp ) — HE BRI RN 128 SRR

MR 1 ERE YRR AT BB B FE S AR R T
A I, X —ERE LRI T U RIlgGS 80k
B SR AT S A AR R A L A HE AR R AL Y
P4 5] OOD 328 58 A, 45 50 11 o iy 250 0 A of e B 1 B T —
ERREM TR,

1 BERLTE & K AR B A ERT R A ECE

Table 1  Accuracy and ECE of models on test set
_ - 00D
Dataset Model Metric Original Brightness Fog Blur Noise(Shear)
ACC 99. 27 96. 27 85. 04 94. 64 97.45
LeNet5
ECE 0.17 9.35 37.18 4.78 0.38
MNIST
ACC 96.08 23.75 17.99 75.71 89. 28
MNISTCNN
ECE 0.73 39.05 56. 86 7.31 1.03
ACC 94. 30 93. 14 89. 69 81.04 39.74
VGG16
ECE 3.96 4.97 7.53 14. 65 48.68
CIFARI10
ACC 95.69 94.58 91. 87 82.63 41.45
ResNet50
ECE 3.03 3.86 6.09 13.06 48. 35
ACC 73.96 70.30 62.24 54.24 18. 83
VGG16
CIFAR ECE 12.98 14.79 19.02 23.65 49.16
100 ACC 78.63 74.57 68.61 57.08 20.49
ResNet50
ECE 7.07 8.90 11.96 17.53 41.35
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Table 2 Accuracy and ECE of different calibrated model and baseline models on test set
0OOD
Model Metric Original - -
Brightness Fog Blur Noise(Shear)
ACC 95. 80 94. 35 92.00 84.72 46.95
Densenet]121 .
ECE 3.04 4.18 6.10 11.73 42.96
. ACC 94. 37 93. 36 90. 32 81.97 37.89
VGG16-MX B
ECE 1.95 2.65 4. 36 10. 68 47. 44
ACC 94. 28 93. 20 89.19 81. 20 41.30
VGG16-LS S 7
ECE 2.54 2.45 3.31 9.48 39.24
CIFAR10 =
. ACC 94. 30 93. 14 89. 69 81. 04 39.74
VGG16-TS . .
ECE 1.66 1. 80 3.63 9. 88 39.59
ACC 95. 87 94. 65 92.27 82.78 44,29
ResNet50-MX _
ECE 2.36 3.24 5.03 12.20 41.48
ACC 95.47 94.19 91.25 80. 95 41.15
ResNet50-LS .
ECE 2.54 2.12 2.13 10.09 42.10
ACC 95. 69 94.58 91. 87 82.63 41.45
Densenetl21
ECE 1.16 1.71 3.59 9.26 41.21
ACC 80. 00 76.99 70. 64 60.17 13.94
Densenet121
ECE 12.19 13.94 18. 33 25.08 65.10
ACC 73.90 71.10 63.71 55.8 20.42
VGG16-MX
ECE 8.92 9.91 13.32 17.57 40.50
ACC 73.85 70.33 62.04 53.89 19.93
VGG16-1L.S
ECE 4.58 4.25 4.07 7.67 31.54
CIFAR100
ACC 73.96 70. 30 62.24 54.24 18.83
VGG16-TS
ECE 4.17 4.33 5.75 9.54 32.40
ACC 80. 15 77.00 71.38 59.57 17.35
ResNet50-MX
ECE 3.48 4.67 7.29 12. 34 34.78
ACC 79.11 75.39 68. 20 57.02 16. 62
ResNet50-LS
ECE 4.77 5.43 8.54 14.70 45.15
ACC 78.63 74.57 68.61 57.08 20.49
ResNet50-TS
ECE 2.89 2.82 4.54 8.62 30.91
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Fig. 2 Results of DeepGini indicator on original test set with

different uncertainty levels
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Table 3 Experiment results of revealing misclassification sample on Brightness test set
Model Relative Acc Baseline Acc Relative Acc Baseline Acc
Gini  Margin MaxP Entropy Gini  Margin MaxP Entropy  Gini  Margin MaxP Entropy Gini Margin MaxP Entropy

VGG16-NA  46.80 44.80 45.80 49.30 72.5 76.5 73.0 68.5 43.05 42.05 42.30 43.05 73.50 73.50 73.25 72.50
VGG16-MX  52.28 48.78 48.78 51.28 66.0 71.0 67.0 67.0 44.03 43.53 44.03 44.78 67.25 67.75 67.25 67.25

VGG16-LS  43.66 42.66 43.66 45.16 63.5 64.5 64.5 61.0 44,16 42.66 43.66 45.66 70.25 70.50 69.75 69.25

CIFAR1O VGG16-TS  47.80 45.30 48.80 48.80 70.0 75.0 71.0 69.5 42.80 42.30 42.80 44.05 72.25 73.25 73.5 69.50
ResNet50-NA 42.72 41.72 42,72 43.72 61.0 62.5 61.5 59.0 40.22 39.72 39.97 39.72 62.75 63.50 63.00 62.25
ResNet50-MX 55.25 52.75 54.75 56.25 59.0 59.0 59.0 57.0 46.00 46.00 46.00 45.50 58.75 59.00 59.00 58.75
ResNet50-LS 51.74 50.24 50.24 52.24 55.0 55.5 56.5 56.0 45.49 45.49 45.49 44.74 58.75 59.00 58.75 59.00
ResNet50-TS 42,72 43.22 44.72 45.22 60.5 61.5 59.0 58.5 39.47 40.22 39.22 41.47 63.00 62.50 62.75 62.25
VGG16-NA  57.60 50.60 58.60 57.10 43.5 41.5 43.5 41.5 56.60 50.60 56.60 56.10 43.50 47.75 43.25 45.50
VGG16-MX  62.50 52.50 63.00 61.00 32.5 42.0 33.5 34.5 60.00 52.00 59.50 58.75 39.50 47.00 41.25 42.00

VGG16-LS  55.77 55.77 60.77 52.27 41.5 46.0 41.0 43.0 58.52 53.77 58.27 56.52 43.00 48.25 42.00 44.25

s VGG16-TS  57.10 51.10 58.60 54.10 42.0 42.0 42.0 42.5 55.85 52.85 56.10 54.60 45.25 43.25 48.75 46.25
CIFARI00 ResNet50-NA 60.88 53.88 62.38 61.38 33.5 41.5 38.5 34.0 55.63 50.63 57.88 53.88 39.25 45.00 39.00 40.00
ResNet50-MX 58.55 57.05 57.55 61.05 31.5 37.5 33.5 30.0 58.30 56.80 58.55 57.55 31.00 41.00 33.25 30.00
ResNet50-1LS  61.44 52.44 60.94 59.94 31.5 42.5 31.5 33.0 55.44 49.69 55.69 54.94 32.25 45.25 33.00 31.25
ResNet50-TS 61.38 53.38 61.88 60.88 34.5 42.0 36.0 35.0 54.63 50.63 56.88 52.63 39.00 44.00 40.00 40.00
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Table 4 Ratio of calibrated models outperforming uncalibrated models in revealing misclassification sample experiments

Uncertainty Gini Entropy MaxP Margin Gini Entropy MaxP Margin
Brightness 62.50 83.33 66.67 62.50 87.50 66.67 91.67 79.17
Fog 37.50 70. 83 54.17 33.33 83.33 83.33 75.00 70. 83
Blur 54.17 79.17 62.50 41.67 66.67 62.50 75. 00 75.00
Noise 70.83 66.67 75.00 58.33 70. 83 70. 83 75.00 66.67
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Table 5 Experiment results of model retraining on Brightness test set
Retrain Acc(2%) Retrain Acc(4%)
Model
Gini Margin MaxP Entropy Gini Margin MaxP Entropy

VGG16-NA 94, 44 94.15 94. 05 94. 71 95. 32 94. 45 94. 34 94.78

VGG16-MX 94. 38 94. 23 94. 10 94. 75 95.10 95.33 95. 25 94.91

VGG16-LS 94. 60 94. 69 94. 87 94.76 94. 89 94. 67 95. 14 94. 46

CIFARLO VGG16-TS 94.61 94. 33 94. 27 94.99 95.03 94. 48 94. 40 95.39
ResNet50-NA 94. 82 94.51 94.61 94.42 95.27 95.17 95.03 95. 46

ResNet50-MX 94.05 93.93 94. 25 94.03 95. 54 95.21 95. 26 95. 45

ResNet50-LS 94. 28 94.16 93.93 94.43 95.19 95. 21 95.18 94. 64

ResNet50-TS 94. 65 94. 67 94. 69 94. 75 95.29 95.21 95. 25 95. 32

VGG16-NA 72.95 71.86 73.63 73.17 75.25 74.19 74.65 75.41

VGG16-MX 74.12 73.15 73.13 73.51 75.01 74.79 75.17 75.19

VGG16-LS 73.60 73.79 73.22 72.83 76.40 74.65 75.67 75.98

CIFAR100 VGG16-TS 73.36 71.65 73.25 72.45 74.77 74.15 75.30 75.83
ResNet50-NA 74.39 72.77 74.76 72.61 75.73 74.47 75.19 76.33

ResNet50-MX 74.24 74.21 72.85 74.81 75.21 73.92 73.56 75.28

ResNet50-1L.S 73.45 73.29 72.58 74.61 75.58 74.13 75.77 75.96

ResNet50-TS 73.50 72.26 73.74 72.96 75.21 74.50 75.58 75.33

6 HUI SRS 0 v R AR Y S B O Y LR [3] PEI K,CAO Y,YANG J,et al. Deepxplore: Automated white-
Table 6 Ratio of calibrated models outperforming uncalibrated box testing of deep learning systems[ C] // Proceedings of the

models in retraining experiments

Uncertainty Gini Margin MaxP Entropy

Brightness 33.33 70. 83 62.50 54.17
Fog 54.17 58.33 54.17 62.50
Blur 62.50 41.67 45.83 41.67
Noise 54.17 45.83 54.17 33.33
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