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1. Additional Curated Examples

In the following, we want to show more curated exam-
ples for varying saliency maps. We randomly choose one
sample per class, plotted in the center of each figure. The
first column of every subfigure shows the mean saliency
map over 30 models, while the second and third columns
display the saliency map of two manually chosen networks.
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Figure 1. Comparison of Saliency Maps for multiple Saliency Methods on differently initialized models. All methods show variability in
the produced results. First column: mean over 30 models, column 2-3: single model with random initialization.
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Figure 2. Comparison of Saliency Maps for multiple Saliency Methods on differently initialized models. All methods show variability in
the produced results. First column: mean over 30 models, column 2-3: single model with random initialization.
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Figure 3. Comparison of Saliency Maps for multiple Saliency Methods on differently initialized models. All methods show variability in
the produced results. First column: mean over 30 models, column 2-3: single model with random initialization.
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Figure 4. Comparison of Saliency Maps for multiple Saliency Methods on differently initialized models. All methods show variability in
the produced results. First column: mean over 30 models, column 2-3: single model with random initialization.
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Figure 5. Comparison of Saliency Maps for multiple Saliency Methods on differently initialized models. All methods show variability in
the produced results. First column: mean over 30 models, column 2-3: single model with random initialization.
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Figure 6. Comparison of Saliency Maps for multiple Saliency Methods on differently initialized models. All methods show variability in
the produced results. First column: mean over 30 models, column 2-3: single model with random initialization.
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Figure 7. Comparison of Saliency Maps for multiple Saliency Methods on differently initialized models. All methods show variability in
the produced results. First column: mean over 30 models, column 2-3: single model with random initialization.

(a) Input Gradients

(d) LIME

(b) DeepLIFT

(f) GradCAM (intermediate)

(g) Integrated Gradients

(c) SHAP

(e) GradCAM (top)

(h) SmoothGrad

Figure 8. Comparison of Saliency Maps for multiple Saliency Methods on differently initialized models. All methods show variability in
the produced results. First column: mean over 30 models, column 2-3: single model with random initialization.
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Figure 9. Comparison of Saliency Maps for multiple Saliency Methods on differently initialized models. All methods show variability in
the produced results. First column: mean over 30 models, column 2-3: single model with random initialization.
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Figure 10. Comparison of Saliency Maps for multiple Saliency Methods on differently initialized models. All methods show variability in
the produced results. First column: mean over 30 models, column 2-3: single model with random initialization.
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