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ConoHN': A Hierarchical Knowledge—Enhanced Framework for Fine—
Grained Conodont Image Classification

XIA Yumeng, FAN Yuanyuan, LIANG Qingzhong, LI Xinchuan, YAO Hong
(School of Computer Science, China University of Geosciences(Wuhan) , Wuhan 430078, China)

Abstract: Conodont identification is a critical task in paleontology, yet current image classification methods remain limited by insufficient fea-
ture learning and difficulties in capturing discriminative multi-region variations across species. To address these challenges, we propose Cono-
HN, a hierarchical multi-label classification framework that incorporates taxonomic knowledge. Our key innovation decomposes the complex
task of locating sub—category discriminative regions into simpler hierarchical subtasks through attention—based feature discretization across tax-
onomic levels (family—genus—species) , and high—level feature erasure to force learning of low—level discriminative patterns. Experiments dem-
onstrate that ConoHN significantly outperforms state—of—the—art methods in multi—level classification accuracy, while providing interpretable
region—focused attention maps.
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Fig.1 Three-view displays of two conodont species from the genus
Clarkina
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Table 1 Conodont species numerical distribution statistics in the dataset
F1 HEEHTHEAESHESITHER
Order Ord_N Family Fam_N Specie Spe_N Train VAL/Test
changxingensis 428 300 64
yini 208 146 31
subcarinata 194 136 29
longicuspidata 141 99 21
Clarkina 2800(1799) meishanensis 208 146 31
orientalis 214 150 32
postbitteri 148 104 22
liangshanensis 113 79 17
Gondolellidae 6 434(3 004) wangi 145 102 22
quadrata 180 126 27
Epigondolella 847(415) rigoi 104 73 16
triangularis 131 92 20
dieneri 336 235 50
Neospathodus 1318(557) pakistanensis 96 67 14
waageni 125 88 19
Quadralella 826(233) polygnathiformis 166 116 25
praecommunisti 67 47 10
changxingensis 110 77 17
eurypyge 106 74 16
latidentatus 93 65 14
Hindeodus 1916(1461)
parvus 621 435 93
Anchignathodontidae praeparvus 332 232 50
3065(1957)
typicalis 199 139 30
isarcica 90 63 14
lobata 90 63 14
Isarcicella 549(496) .
staeschei 188 132 28
turgida 128 90 19
Novispathodontidae abruptus 160 12 24
823(590) Novispathodus 705(590) pingdingshanensis 216 151 32
waageni 214 150 32
Sum 10322 7 8961 30 5551 3885 833
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Erasure Module , FEM) , BEG% 1R BERRAE BT 47 1 SRR 400k
BESRE o i R PR RE R AR A A0 28 3805 I (Class Ac-
tivation Map, CAM ) , 2y 25 i 16 I 410 il e e o7 DX 3, L A4 7
5 SEM 5 B2 i ik KA RERE A R AE 23 A1 A G0 8
X e W 17 DX A T A MR B B3R, DTG 9 2 R o KR J3E 1
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Fig. 3 Hierarchical label tree structure visualization
B3 SEREREERET

TESEHERN b, o 1 S s A IR 4 v 2 2 Rhn 1
BUAFER  ASCEIT T — R E R IR B 2 b5 % o 28
B MR AL RE S 5T 73 R DKL B AR 45 1 4 Jey i SUAS
B REE 8 1 2 G AL AU PR S A AT RCdE 5 AR RE AR Y
o] NG TH o 26 PERE .
32 HEBRIZRY

ConoHN BB 5T M 4% | JZGURFIE BB B (1 (%
BRAGLER |1 ANRAE SR G A B4, &l 4 7R .
028 FH T I A RS SR BBURRAIE , [R5 LA T AR5 5 0%
S (FeaturePyramidNetwork , FPN) L @l A NG NGO
MEST o R R )RR B U A 35 % AR ] 2 R E 42
WRA5 K AN [] J2 9 A A [F] 2540 RRAE SR B B SR G AN W)
JEZGRHFAE i i DL F 2D BRAS 3 B R ik i o0 A e S B
AT

LMnrgin

> > % &
2 E 1 > @ @
Classifier |/ Family ! .1:‘ n |

,,,,,,,,,,

e dl
Species | { {

i
Lcls

o e
L e

Fig.4 ConoHN model architecture
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o BE N GE B L 3d 3 4 R P24 fk (Golbal Average Pooling,
GAP) WA 18 1Y —4E4FAE H x W 450 1, B ARk &
Mfe RO VLS, £ e ROV HARINA (D) R,
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B CA B REAE A B AUS B RRAE A Y, o
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X FYE 9 0.001, HASM Fl SEM B B i) 25 > SR W1 ik Ak Hy
0.01, YL RATTES h,
412 FHRFRHE

1E Intel (R) Core (TM) CPU i7-10700 1 GPU GeForce
RTX 3090(24 GB A7) Yl 55 # 1 % AE-GERL 5 H fth 3
HERIRIHEAT T PFAl . SCES A EE 5L T Ubuntu 18.04 Al CUDA
11.1. fA J7 4B Python 3.11 #l Pytorch 1.7.1 528,
4.2 THEIERR

A SCAd VR ¥ 46 B4 (Confusion Matrix ) FI1EL AR YE By 2
(Overall Accuracy, OA ) LAPEARAEEAIPERE
421 BAREHE

HERG R (Accuracy ) 2 SCIH) SR AR B AR TN 25 2 15 bR s
B —B0PE o AR SORE SR MERR R (OA)VE R EZITARFE4r
FH T Mg 5 I B A AE 20 AT 55 rh i Pk g

SVARHERS 2 (0A) B IE 2 SO - TE B T % 55 451 %5
i (S EOE BB 8) 5 S S 550 i LE . T
Al (12) #EAT I

TP + TN

Aceuracy = 45 P TN + BN (12)

o, TP(True Positive) F& 78 FRic A 1E 28 B o #0000
R AR B G, FP(False Positive ) 78 fric N 71 5 {H 8¢
T A 1E S W RE A KR, TN (True Negative ) 32 /8 bnic b 1E
2B O A 2 I REAS B, FN (False Negative)%@ﬂ?fﬂ?
108 B2 HALF Sy £ S AR A K
422 RAEE

B SR HER 32 (OA) Ab , A8 SCIE R JH TR V8 4 [ (Con-
fusion Matrix) VE k JCEE A PEAL H8 B , LA SE 20 B0 43 A 155 7
TESPRAT S5 PR PERE o TRE A6 MR 2 —Fh ] T4 ik 40 26 5
RIVERERY A T H . BRENS EOWHE e s B A TN 45 2R, 40
5 H 1F 25 (True Positives, TP) . E 11 2% (True Negatives,
TN) | B 1E 2 (False Positives, FP) Fl i it 28 (False Nega-
tives, FN) .

43 ZERI

AR SOR PGS B0 Y BRI RN T

(1)HSE™, M ALRE T 2 2 531 ) 390000 4 50 1) o oy
SER TR LA ] EANRLE A RRAE 7 i i {5 i 9001
14 5T I 53 K5 1] 8 AR S A N 2 01 A AR H B DA R A 2
T

(2) GLM-Loss"™' . M AL ] GLM 4 2% T LAl 45 5
9 DCNN 52 7t 2l 48 2 2000 B PRT5 26 1Y J2 IR 45 4 R A
IPERLEE . GLM 45 56 AN AT LAYl 2 2% 3] 7 A1E 14 288 1) AH B
PERIE N 7 22, 3 T LU ] — LI 288 31 14 1 S A 4R 1k 2 1]
T AR

(3)MGE-CNN"™', Z B BRIK IR 2 2] 3 AL 5 28
49 I 2684 S 3 AR5 R R B 1 5K, 00 KL B3R die KA A
[F] L R SR X1

(4) API-Net"*", JZAEAL I AT — >4 7 [ O 58 1.
D28, LA AR %) G 2 TR) % e 2, I8 3k i) A8 B

LA EA].

(5)PIMMY AU iy A AR 3R (1 53 2 BB 1 O LAt
AR E B 0 4 sk S i 1 v B IBCRRAE 51, e A (R 22
P 24 3R 45 B 2 A R ASORT R EA T 432K

(6) TransFG'*' . ZAB Y 38 33 [ 14 2 AL il 4 12 e L H
S DX, 95 L AR BB R DS 5 A Y X g

N T ARG A SO 2 VERE 4 T 82 05 125 5 2 i
Jeitt 715 (SOTA) AL 4F HMC J5 6 F1 FGVC ik #E 47 L 4%
BN A SCR PEAG 1l HIAS 1] F2 3 A 1 R 4 19 70 2R PERE
K4 2% ResNet—50""  Swin—T ™ FI ViT S WE A /45, I
i FHAE B0 4 ImageNet22k |- TN 25k AO AL & % Hob 45400 46
o SEEARMEK 2 FR .

Table 2 Comparison results of ConoHN against baseline models

%2 ConoHN 5EZLERIITLLLER

Family Genus Specie ACC/
Method Backbone
ACC/% ACC/% OA /%
GLM-Loss VGG 97.29 91.13 70.44
HMC HSE ResNet-50 97.96 91.04 69.04
HRN ResNet=50 98.80 90.72 71.10
MGE-CNN  ResNet-101 - - 62.30
API-Net  DenseNet—161 - - 69.72
FGVC PIM Swin—t - - 67.60
PMG ResNet—101 - - 52.50
TransFG TransFG - - 71.39
ResNet-50 98.82(98.91) 93.76(94.17) 74.13(74.77)
ConoHN (Ours) Swin—t 98.78 93.20 73.35
Vit-B 98.20 92.10 72.76

FE5 HMC J7 36 W b AR SO T AR L2 9 43
R RRERG R, T LUIERE], BB 0 O v TR T R 2 9%
WS T HEARA R AN, S T M4 15 BN ResNet—50
W, AR SOk R T AR . HAR AT - MGE-
CNN Ml B 3 A3 57 (9 B 0 2% 76 4 4 2 G BURFAE 5
HSE 2 FI] FH i 9% 25 5 1000 285 5 A5 | AR 2% 432 s HRN {ifi
JZ MR RAE AR R Z G AR R, X85 1 OA
I 91H 70.44% .69.04% F173.10%., A2 T A5 AE
A 20 53 2 25 S vh S T a8 i, HLmT B Y i I
HETFARCTERSFHTAFZRFEZ R R .
T AR BR 2 T 1R B e R ) X3 3 AR A G v At X
IR, T AEAR 2 2 % B0 ) X, e RS R T SR g M RE

BEA SO 15 FOVC 7 ik AT LU I, A A B 4ok i
JER R T BARRERR AT AR B FGVC ik T i
FRAPR R, BRI T = 2O, B
T, T B H 2 2 B 7, A TransFGH* Al API-
Net' ), B AT i 0 b2 > DL R 4 B 28 i L. 7
] —2s (8], 278 A1 ) J2 R WA, @ T ] — 2 B AR AR
JO7 14 M S T A 11 AN [ 28 500 A A o A i 2 . AR
TREA B P (0 AS 5] 7 X 0T 5 BURFAE 45 ) Hh R 20 A 11
25 HHEFGVC 71 TransFGI ) /0 2 45 4241 TIR G
BRI, QB 5 R o A SC ConoHIN A5 7E T A 4 Fh | 90
SRS A PERE , HIR A 2SN & 8 T HAE W Rl X 43 Jr T
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HA RN . 5 TransFG I L , ConoHN A ALY [A]J& T
LRy e SN =Yy W= = H.parvus I Lstaeschei iX
PR o —> 6 B AR R, X X L 2 2] 7 AN
Y oy B UGR B AEA , RBOLRR B % Lk 7 )
AT, N BT R RERR 25 o eAh A SO R AE HERf ME Ty
T 2 T PMG 5 EE . PMG J7 2 (5 76 fift D 400k 15 AR 5
AR ZRa 2] vh i £ vp ) R G 5 7R A [ 2 U kL
JE Bl A DR B A e o SR, S 0 4 R (R AU o Affy 5
52.50% ) KB, Bk 7 HESRTE I A7 BIE 3 2 vh O R
T34 i R

Confusion Matrix for ConoHN
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.
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(a) ConoHN confusion matrices
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Confusion Matrix for TranFG
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(b)  TransFG confusion matrices
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Fig.5 Performance comparison of misclassified cases
El5 RSERGIMERELLE
44 HEZE
AR ST JRE T Rl S 6, DAAR FE BT 22 1 G SRR B HAML Al
SEM X TR BUACR A0 . Horh , HASM AURZ E R )
FRESR OB, SEM AR K 3E SCIEBRBLER
MR 3 PR, X A SCEAE S , AU AT R 4% (Back-
bone Only) J5 1% , & 7n AU ResNet—50 1 k73 2 [ 45, 4
fdi 1 CE Loss /E M52k rREL UL AL N 45, 352 T 69.26% 1HE A
o TEH T ML Z 5 I N2 900 B )RR £ RO B
HAM, [a] i 1) FH d5c KA )2 Pl G A LA AL 7 2 ad 7, 43
KRBT B T Margin Losso A AL B2 #7285 55080 79 i)

155 FE L Resnet—50 38/ T 3.34% , LB T E ARSI A
X T4 R 3 R E B EOR BTk . 7E HASM Z J5 3 I id X
PEERALER SEM , #E— 03 B A7 fre 47 B2 L X 0[] s 1
R AP IERTIE N TAN3% o AR ST AR BE 1l A Al 1)
FZE A TS B (CAM) AR 6 frzs o Hovb, 76 12 B8
PLIE B I A REAR R B, 26 2 SR HEAR B 2 RN T E )
IR A S5 2R, 26 3 R AE 4 43 5 S 1 AN RN JH AR Ak
PEERAE R B AT LA XS LSS 2R . AT DU L INA SEM 5 AR AL
S IO ) R RFAE DRS4S IR D g v .
TR Rl S 0 R AT A AL 45 R AR AR R T BT 4R B B ) A
Rk
Table 3 The results of ConoHN ablation experiment
%3 ConoHNHRIXIGLER

Component w/o coarse data/% with coarse data/%
Backbone only 67.26 -
+HASM 73.10(+3.34) 73.68(+0.58)
+SEM 74.13(+1.03) 74.77(+0.57)
Raw Genus Species(w/o SEM) Species(with SEM)

Fig. 6 Class activation map at the genus and species levels

Ele6 REiMERMEHEE

4.5 FEOITFR

FIE AT 53 28 1Y B S 4% 2 40 B i) 400 ¢ iE , 1T Cono-
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TEZGUR EAR BA A 2 55 ), SRS T8ROk
ARG T PR IR AN W R A ar 28 ROR | ISk 4 fir
7 RT3 R S5 0 WAL SE BRI AT T o S

C.changxingensis #5152 73 254 C.yini, [A] i} C.yini 41 8%
5E1R 4325 K C.changxingensis, MWIESAFIERE , B &AL 2
Clarkina J& , 7TEIE A EA — & WAHRLEE , o rh C.changxingen-
sis Y S ARVRFAE J& 75 I 5 AR o A — 1 B i LR Bt ) 32
%o C.changxingensis Fi C.yini #E46 113K , B 2 FR1E A X BH
WAL

TR R 1 8 M BTk . Blan, H.
praeparvus {55 1% 5328 4 H.parvus , & 48 4 Hindeodus J& ,
EEEA — AN, [ H.praeparvus P H.parvus F 4
9K, H.parvus B )5 #AR b I A 4k 7K T H.praeparvus. P
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Table 4 Dataset classification results achieved by ConoHN

&4 ConoHNZEHIEE LHSLER

Number/
Family Genus Specie Number OA/%
O0A/%
changxingensis 428  76.9
yini 208  51.6
subcarinata 194 66.6
1799/ longicuspidata 141 90.9
Clarkina meishanensis 208 714
996 orientalis 214 64.6
postbitteri 148 955
liangshanensis 113 64.7
Gondolellidae wangi 145 81.8
quadrata 180 64.2
Epigondolella 415/98.4 rigoi 104 68.7
triangularis 131 655
dieneri 336 88.0
Neospathodus 557/93.9  pakistanensis 9%  64.0
waageni 125 789
polygnathiformis 166 97.8
Quadralella  233/99
praecommunisti 67  88.0

changxingensis 110 88.2

eurypyge 106 75.0
1461/ latidentatus 93 57.1
Hindeodus
91.3 parvus 621  86.0
praeparvus 332 50.0
Anchignathodontidae Lo
typicalis 199  65.5
isarcica 90  64.2
lobata 90  68.0
Isarcicella  496/81.8
staeschei 188  78.6
turgida 128  75.0
abruptus 160  79.1
Novispathodontidae Novispathodus 590/87.2 pingdingshanensis 216  81.8
waageni 214 689
) 5551/
Overall - - 5551 74.1
93.7

BRI 22 9 L BUAE « Hopraeparvus B 43 F 3R R SF 4014
BB R T Hoparvas, BV A1 Z KN EF/NT
H.parvus, H -, 55 B8 1) %ﬁ%%k/l\f@fﬁia‘#x%

BRI AT — 6 [ 254k T Rl 2 B M 0 20 2 37 3
S AU I A A R SE R | S EOR T EURSAT F 2k

o H RN TR 2% 3] T O BB ARAE . A, ANFERLA T
i) B & ] ﬁﬁiﬁﬁr@%#u MR B ER, A ARG EE S
L R A, 38 R DR sl A LS B i 2, Y
FU 2 A0 B 2 B 11 RS R B o B TR 3R

5 4iE

ASCHH T —Fh 45 B 2R RN Z PR ¥ E&
I3 EHEHE (ConoHN) |, 38 3xF 78 43 1 FHRHLAE B A V8 FE A FL 4
LA Z [ 2 9006 R DAL AL AR B 40 R4 55 . SE e
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