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Key Problems and Progress of Vision Transformers: The State of the Art and Prospects
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Abstract Due to its long-range sequence modeling and parallel computing capability, Transformers have achieved
significant success in natural language processing and are gradually expanding to computer vision area. Starting
from image classification, we introduce the architecture of classic vision Transformer and compare it with convolu-
tional neural networks in connection range, dynamic weights and position representation ability. Then, we summar-
ize existing problems and corresponding solutions in vision Transformers including computational efficiency, per-
formance improvement, optimization and architecture design. Besides, we propose a general architecture of Vision
Transformers. For object detection and image segmentation, we discuss Transformer-based models and their roles
on feature extraction, result generation and ground-truth assignment. Finally, we point out the development trends
of vision Transformers.
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Yk, @R A H 2, 76 11 T NLP /£ %5+
B8 T EMm B, % BERT Ja k&, SCHk [14] Tl 4k
T =% GPT-3 A 1 750 1A ZH 8 K
AL Transformer B4, 7EA 75 LA TR TR (115 &0
T, X B 2R R AT 5 R I 5E K ) e
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NLP #is i & .
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R — B DI, B RS WX N T EAL
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VIiTW [ gfidag i L (ViTW ) L= 6) M E
) EHESM R, BANE XA T R4 . H, 5
— N TERZRBEE IS (Multi-head self-at-
tention, MSA), 3 =12 & Z ZEFHL (Multi-
layer perceptron, MLP). 7E 43 N AT 20T,
#BA%H =3 —4K (Layer normalization, LN)M 34T
H—e b2, RS B4 725, Xk ZEE
BESMANETEERE. ERERNZ, 70
BRIEERLT, VIT bt 4% 1) 55— J2 1 4 Hh 4 B AT
R d 4t wa, & L ZEMS w2 5, 280107
29 BOEN B H MLP # R 73 2k v, AT A5
FIEBIEA y. 31 E R R R A
2l =MSA(LN(z;_1)) + 2.1, 1=1,---,L (2)

21 =MLP(LN(2])) + 2, l=1,---,L (3)

SR T &k B AR A 2R AR N
y = LN(2}) (4)
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Fig.2  Self-attention’and multi-head self-attention”
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KH T Transformer FAr#E R HIRRIEA, FEIT
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BT, v RERE VG EERK,
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ERTMATE S5 R R, AR T A v i) =3
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FH R S 2 — R UG Transformer {FH 1 £
FVER JIHLH] (Dot-product attention), HEAF —
TR BB )RR 23 ) 52 2% B IR AN R T4 3 1 2 %
KRG AL R AL B B SOk 35 M S N R
BT AN M R P Transformer v 7= 7L
AP, R 184 T ZF0 Transformer SR H
ERE NI R R

#£ 1 AE Transformer HiER AL CLR SRR I 8] A
FIERE (N, d, s 3RERTPIKE . FHE4EE R
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The time and space complexity of different

2.1

Table 1
Transformer frameworks (N, d, s denote the length, di-
mension and local window size respectively)

B I [ 52 % B Sl -Fi 3
Convolution O(Nd?s) O(Ns2d? + Nd)
Transformer® O(NZ2d) O(N? 4 Nd)
Sparse Transformers!"! O(NVNd) -
Reformer®™ O(N log Nd) O(Nlog N + Ld)
Linear Transformer O(Nd?) O(Nd + d?)
Performer!™ O(Nd?logd) O(Ndlogd + d*logd)
AFT-simple? O(Nd) O(Nd)
AFT-full O(N2d) O(Nd)
AFT-local (1D)" O(Nsd) O(Nd)
Swin Transformer (2D)®! O(Ns2d) —
211 ZRAMARNK

R PNEEIVE S =) AL S T RN i =
B E T B, I SCER 32 2N R SRR N
Je BB AR N FR BT A = F B R PR ) 2 Z G ),

1) NN RAFE: PVTR Jd i 47 55 20 (1) 4%
BT UG 73 756 2 ORI, Rz A B R
FARKJE . DynamicViTPY i@ i f A\ 27 31 sh & H
7 A0 AL SR DL T A B T S R 1%
KITEAEAE R 2 JR 28 B R EA b, DLk 7 H2R 11)
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TE 2SN T 55 (1 B AR

2) N JRERAL: f N R AL B EBR HE R TR
YERVE I, @I % vk /S & L R R
%40 Swin Transformer™! $2H T 3 F & DO H£ 3k
HFEEANS, BEGERI D REZ A E O, AER AW
AT H.

3) I NGB BB AL I I R B 4\ oK
FRARIE B I BRI R T, #10, CrossFormer™ i H
7O N GEAT TR BR SR A SR A K B v E B T (Long
distance attention). Deformable DETR™ ¥4 n]j&
BERBBE S AN BIE R IR s o R
FE SR B AS B SEIUR 5 22 T ML, TR R
()[R By ZERF 1 30K [ ) J2 52 B
2.1.2 SREEHHNH

1% BR BT 10 R AR 23 ) 2 R B AT =
IR R B EN, R 1R Rgs TARER T
ML OB ) 52 2% P RN 2 (B ST 24 B, RIS JRATIZR HE T
GHHETRIEREERNSTE. T IEX G, 3RA
TEGARN R R B RS KRR AE B K B8 3R A1 45 ()
F Transformer FIHINFHIHK B, ¥ Transformer
()T A AREAIE 1 4 5 AR R 5 AR N S s TE A, R
Jajil Transformer HE K/ s ONERUIZ KA.

1) ¥ K% (Kernelization): #% B4 77208
o A R v E LT — AR O Q 1 K
T E YR e, K FFRARTE R 71T 5 i 8] A0 2 8] B
F N VAt = WAL N IR & oL Tl W

D(Q, K, V)=p(QK")V (11)

Horp o p ROREE R EL, fE4 3 Transformer™ H1,
W& RN Softmax. Efficient attention® A Lin-
ear Transformer™ ¥y & JIHLHI B oF 55 A =
(12) WX, SEER AR R I RIE AL,

EQ, K, V) =¢(Q) (o(K)V) (12)

X A7 S 7 B O (N2) I ) A ) &2
FE R E R E A, e TR I
FRCR. AFTP SR H 136050 (12) it B4
B 70 F M AR 1 A B, AT 3 — 2P BRI
TIHHEE.

2) A% 777 (Low-rank methods): Ak 73 f#fE
SE T VE R TR RARRRE, PR mT DURE 7 210K B
A7 48 LA TH LR, 25 R R R G
NG W N0 5%, TR o 1 44 8 M 1)
BIFP K, AN Z4m A IR PVTR,
ResTP AT CMTE ] HI 2 AR b 1 B8 MR X B )
T FFASE DA BRI S8 SOFTE™ 8 H & Wik ok
e Softmax HABUHLLEE, JFiE & 5t ik (1)

T3 A bR AE, SN SR VA 73570 R PR AR
JEAEL.

2.2  W{A[$EFH Transformer FIFRIXEE S

AN B ST 32 5 Transformer FEAY (]
KILRe 1M EFF, L0 Transformer B T4 4L T
EAB P B, — 7 H ] DS ONN By ekt B %, it
Ffh 2 REESE R 7 LT YERE 2, B —
i T Transformer 2T 4 /{5 B H, H AR
ANFT CNN BRFHER BGE 30, A5 A CNN
Bk a A R L 7 AT RE. CNN (1) )=
P (Locality) #ityEzUr] A& Transformer /%%
IRFAIE 2 F6 %, [R5 )T 203 Transformer §§
FEMEL B (Over-smoothing) [ 1A @0 ph4b,
X} Transformer A< S AL, 4173 = 77 A7 B g i 5
PIGE A B R FRIARE ). 3R 2 JBZR T AN Trans-
former #M7E ImageNet!! [ H 14 REXT EL.

221 %ZREFIIRZE

Z RERHMIEE CNN HHEE 3-8 TR Z M
RO R 2 REEE B ReUS IR U Hh 4 & = 0 H R
FRAE AN 8 SCRFAE, SEBU AN [FR B B bR A 305
>). fEM 5 Transformer H, CrossViT® fi FH 5
JRBE 43 6 BB AT R o3 FF ST b, %) 24 i 1)
% R RFIE R FH A B33 75 2 S e Fh R 7 41 2 ]
FIME B A2 H.. CrossFormer?™ NI Bl 4 755 B o 4%,
TEA A Z 15 BIA R R BE BIRHIE, 2 J5 G AR Z 1
FRAE, U7 IS RS B2 H.

2.2.2  ERREFES WL

DiversePatch® & 3l T 7E Transformer IR
W% [ J2 G ER RAREAE 22 a] FR AR AL B 2 3K
F+8 HiX Pl §E 5] &2 Transformer 48B4, I
PERETCIZBER B I 4k S22 Tt 26 T1% &, Diverse-
Patch!™ $2H 7 =M 7 JCRIE SRR IER 2. &
g, W28 5 — 2 I EUE BURHAE 2 )T B AR 54 A
LRE, HAERIETT I A B v 5. ok, 2T
X Transformer W 4% 5 J2= BMGHURHIE 2 FE I B 1)
ML, DiversePatch # Hi 8 FXF EE4ii 2% (Contrast-
ive loss) SR /Mb [ — EHUEHAE B 2 AR 2 0 B
AE AR, T e KA AN [R] B G B AE B B A2 E 5T
FRFAE AR, )5, 22T CutMix™ FE48, Di-
versePatch $2 i TR A% (Mixing loss), 18id
K EAFE A P EG TR G, W45 184
BUEELZE 5, DLk SRRk 5] T AL
223 FENABRZHL

DeepViT" W22 3| Transformer H17E = /134
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*£ 2 W Transformer HyETE ImageNet-1k [ [ Top-1 #ERfZ LL#
Table 2 The comparison of Top-1 accuracy of different vision Transformers on ImageNet-1k dataset

- KIINE
TiEAAFR IEARER K HEALFEE KN SRR (x10% i+ & (GFLOPs) ik 315t Top-1 #ERH
W Zk 13
ViT-B/16" 36 743 224 384 77.9
) 300 4096
ViT-L/16" 307 5172 224 384 76.5
DeiT-Tik* 5 1.3 224 224 72.2
DeiT-SP 22 4.6 224 224 79.8
300 1024
DeiT-BFY 86 17.6 224 224 81.8
DeiT-B 1 b9 86 52.8 224 384 83.1
ConViT-Ti® 6 1 224 224 73.1
ConViT-S!* 300 512 27 5.4 224 224 81.3
ConViT-B% 86 17 224 224 82.4
Local ViT-T! 5.9 1.3 224 224 74.8
300 1024
Local ViT-S®! 22.4 4.6 224 224 80.8
CeiT-T0 6.4 1.2 224 224 76.4
CeiT-S™ 300 1024 24.2 4.5 224 224 82.0
CeiT-S 1™ 24.2 12.9 224 384 83.3
ResT-Small®l 13.66 1.9 224 224 79.6
ResT-Base® 300 2 048 30.28 4.3 224 224 81.6
ResT-Large™ 51.63 7.9 224 224 83.6
Swin-T=! 29 4.5 224 224 81.3
Swin-S! 50 8.7 224 224 83.0
300 1024
Swin-B#! 88 15.4 224 224 83.3
Swin-B 1 88 47.0 224 384 84.2
VOLO-D1 27 6.8 224 224 84.2
VOLO-D2% 59 14.1 224 224 85.2
VOLO-D3® 86 20.6 224 224 85.4
! 300 1024
VOLO-D4% 193 43.8 224 224 85.7
VOLO-D5" 296 69.0 224 224 86.1
VOLO-D5 1 1% 296 304 224 448 87.0
PVT-Tinym‘ 13.2 1.9 224 224 75.1
PVT-Small® 24.5 3.8 224 224 79.8
300 128
PVT-Medium® 44.2 6.7 224 224 81.2
PVT-Large® 61.4 9.8 224 224 81.7
DeepViT-S® 27 6.2 224 224 82.3
) 300 256
DeepViT-L 55 12.5 224 224 83.1
Refined-ViT-S"! 25 7.2 224 224 83.6
Refined-ViT-M" 256 55 13.5 224 224 84.6
300
Refined-ViT-L" 81 19.1 224 224 84.9
Refined-ViT-L 1 512 81 69.1 224 384 85.7
CrossViT-9% 8.6 1.8 224 224 73.9
CrossViT-15% 300 4 096 27.4 5.8 224 224 81.5
CrossViT-18!% 43.3 9.0 224 224 82.5

3 (Attention collapse) LS, RIHEEE WX 28 INVR, ¥ HEVIRR, N FE T Transformer 4 58 Bl JZ %
JE B T B A JZ 2 18] B AR AR 328 3 R & Sehnm PR AN, TR R T HRILA, Deep-
), FE48 v = 77 AR ACL A 358 fin AR AIE P AR AL 2 38 ViT $&H 7 30 77 1 i N 4EFE ) A e R
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(Re-attention) HLA. 3 Hia 45 A 48 REA BT
WA I E 25 R, WM EES K2, H
[ 237 R S MR I B35 0. EE A = L T
IFISE S E -l NE 2 S RN WP IURIE SR
VER I UAR] 22 2 07 s AT B S AR R m A 2
VERIM 2R, IR AL R TR A (13) 1
e, Hf e e RM ¥,

R(Q, K, V) =Nom (0" (p (QK")))V  (13)

Refiner™ J&T R BARSEH TEE 15K
(Attention expansion) V¥ /I 4k (Attention
reduction) Bk, 1@t > 2 ik m A A TT
KA ZFA R T, el RiEHREE I
£ [FIBF, Refiner $& HAf F A5RR B 5y = 7
JR AR, T B AR = T eI AR
224 FEHOEAZHK

22 it Transformer H 7 = AL B S A0x 1]
A2 HoRH R R ), FERAE A Sl 3 3
55, BIHf 2 H B AR T At Y 5 B E B R,
Synthesizer®™” $i H X il ik % 42 B4 B 7E =
TG FMEAN A T8 43, I R s X = T RE S ST
%28 H 7 A kb 78

1) JEAXER T (Unpaired attention): Syn-
thesizer™ $&H 1 BT HE RO 2 77 SEELITV,
R 3 T b ST 8] 15 F0 4 JR AT 555 B HE = 1T T
. BT MR RER T, U — AR NI,
TEAG S HAR R L BT, % ) HAdEfF
R T4 0w FF B B 70 B2 T2 R AT 5515 B
BT BT R 58 A R I B TR 2 E N AR
s, @I E UM NSRS BN TS5 B 22 20
B X PR AT AN [F A Bk b e v
JIHUH SEER ISR AT RIIE T A R IR
FCE AR FR. VOLO® [FFESE T 258 T 18] 755 1Y
VER AR v, FER R I R R 1 AE R
TN, TERC T RS SR T %R,

2.2.5 Transformer 5 CNN HI454&

JR & CNN ) — N RYRRAE, & 25 T I
TG R B ORI R B8 1T T B8] — o U 4
& (Inductive bias)® ™. It 2, Transformer [
SRR T ARG B, e 2] )5 A
FREME S 5 CNN 77— € Z 5, ¥ CNN
L Transformer #1745 4 A B T92H Transformer
I 288 X HRFAIE [ 2% ) FH R IR R g 125 0% T R ML
PRRLA S S5 Rl FURFE R A =N M A4 CNN
5 Transformer 454 ) TAE.

1) HLEfh & %07 B AE Transformer %%

I EI N CNN (1) R BB SR B = I 28 R T4 Re

LA Swin Transformer®! JNf8ER 1] Transformer
2@ TR R BRI AE SR R N, R gk AT
JRAE . Ak, CeiT™ 7E FFN Bk, 5] N\
FRES 2], LB R AR,

2) giffib G XMEG 7k B A A Trans-
former M CNN HIJBLHIE 3T P25 2544, Cei T
A VITe #4E BRI N #] Transformer Fi S5
X 2 R B E B E. MobileViT!™ ¥ Trans-
former M ABFZ N BB FIME WLH, S2ELT
JaE B A2 R E B IAS H.

3) FRAERR A %07 SRR IE ) SE P CNN
FEAEAT Transformer FEAEIRLEG . XK E AR
FHAT I 40 S50, ks o (AR AE 34T Rl 48 HL.
MobileFormer™ 1 ConFormer™ X 347 ] CNN
A Transformer 733, FAk By 82 SE I RFAIE AL A
Dei TP 5 Bl AR 26 18 i L, 38 3 51 N 2818 ) 75
(Distillation token) k¥ CNN HJHFE 5] A F
Transformer 15 > IIFEH.

2.2.6 MEITLE YRR

545 Transformer A FH £ %7 B 4 b % N 1]
TR B S, R el i AR o B A5 2.
FEXS AL B 4ihY (Relative position encoding, RPE)
T B0 41 () R B AT R, BRI SN A R
FEWI T A R IE AN, RN AR R B =
WA F T AP R,

R T LA R g i 7 AR B R TR RIA
A, X HE X (6) A= (7) X B ER LS —
UL, S 0 ANITTER 2 € Re WIANTF Yz =

(z1, -+ 2n), BVERSINEIHITIN 2 = (21, -+, 20),
H, =Mt 2 e R Z2FTERMATTERD
HIBUR, TR AR B
zi= Y aij(a; W) (14)
j=1

Hodr, ABE R Qi iHIT Softmax 1521
exp(eij)

Qi = (15)
> exp(ex)
k=1
Hr, e I A USRI LA A TR TR R
@WK
eij = NN (16)

Hr, we, WER WY e Réxd: B Z¥4 %, RPE
TE EVE R JIHLE] I N o6 2 8] A A7 A
B DR EA R L B

Shaw 2532 H 1 RPE™: JET 15 2 1 A xT
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= Eitd 48 %

fr B gm b, R N\ G R AR AT 1) R I AR
RPN 6 AN 1) R 32 DR AT 5 2] R AH O G A )
PV, . AE R TR F1 R A BB, B AR
wr B

zi= Y (WY +p}) (17)
j=1
W) (e, WK 4 k)T
eilj _ (SL’ )(Z'] pz]) (18)

V.
Fort, pf pY € RO 1 D R L T
[PIA E 224
Transformer-XL ] RPE™: it Shaw ]/
%, BINENAN T 2RNENE R EmRE, 515
TERFE K FE T A N GR i ERL s vz A B K 17
Sl b TF RIS AR B
(WO + )z, WE) T+ (2, WO +v) (s, WH)T
ig = NG

(19)

o, v e R%: B 4 J7 46 4 7 B A5 B A 2 )
I, s WE B gt i B B XA B S E.
WH € RE=>d= JE A [HERE, s & IE 52 4utis A .
Huang %542 1 i) RPE®: L Shaw #J RPE
rp AR T BRI A A AR GO B A RS L,
80T KRR A B AT EL ) A, AR

SESRARIBRE . tH R T Pos:
W+ pij) ;WK + pij)" = pijpj;
eij = ( pi;)( ]\/@ Pij) DijDsj (20)

Horp, piy € R 2 ARV = X A G B 2 B

AHEE NLP AT 55 s A 8 — 4518 55 7 21 (03 5
R WAL 55 R N 4 AR DR 7 2 g
AL E(E S

SASA H11] RPEM: ¥ — 4RI x AL B AR B
KPR BN D7 1), AR AN T R AT — 4
FrE Jmtd, FE5RRAE R NAB DN, AEX 7 BAS B
FOEFEW T B s
_ (2, W) (x;WE + concat(pk , pﬁ;))T (21)

Vd,

Hr, 6o =a; —a; Moy =y; —y; 70 N HhiAly
HhEARXT L B, pk, Ak, 70 A KN %dz i
Al 2] AR, concat B 1K A [a] FE P 4 T Sk 4H R A
KK EN d, BIAEX A B s,

Axial-Deeplab Hff] RPE®: L SASA 111
RPE R7es# BN E, 27715 R f gAn
AN TR E DL @Il m v s T, B 4R S

eij

T i i v R B8 B ik 73 R A — AR HE .
iRPE (image RPE)®: DL A XS 07 B Zw i #1
((TUSR PN YN NRT A= E I ENIE PN /PN
AR R, ZITIETR L T PIRRAR oz B 2 A5 2
i B AR AN B R SO i A AR A B e B
AR AN, £ SO 25 RE 1 AR X7 2
Bt 55 i B FIAA [B) ) A2 B, 3 BT LU R i
TIE
(W) (2, WE)T + b,
= A (22)
Forbr, byy € RJETRE S BN R SORCCR) —4EAR X
fr B gt i BT R vt R
bij = 14 (23)

Hor, gy RIS BObR R, R AL E 0 M 5 A] ) ER
&, B o UM R vt R R A
bi]‘ = (:ElWQ)T;rJ

Hrb, oy e RE 25 EAHINM W 5 20k B 17 & £
ImageNet®! FAfi H DeiT-SP* 58 a4 AT 55 K I,
b OB B i B AR AT S A ) R g

[F IS, 1 BT AEAr B 7 ) 1 S A B T
PLBEAESS, Bt 1 AN [ R A7 B e ik g 2 DA SR 3
TC 77 ) VA B G % A0 7 ) A B . T 1) Y
B S0, 5 B P PR B A AN B AL BR IR R 0 v2:, B
FAXI AL EARRE (27 — 2, yi — ;) IR REE RS THRAS 21
(25)

eij

(24)

iy = P1G, )

i) =a (e —or+-nr)) o
166,90 = g (quant (=7 + = 7))

(27)

/ﬂ\:q:', {EEfEﬁF pz(i,j)%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ"]ﬁ%, J:?IEEE
AFR R g() R L B W5 AL (73 B
B quant F B AT AN R AR A7 A <0 S S o A
I 4.

3 ey A Y e S A7 B i i 0, 5 58 VR AR,
A& XAFEy TR TT W AL B i, AT AN,
HAt B AR a0 T ros:

Tij = D« G,y T p?y(i’j) (28)
I"(i, j) = g(z; — ;) (29)
(i, ) = 9(yi — y5) (30)

e RVE R AT 1 L B AR RS A R 51 R
BET A E G 65 U0 R s
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Tij = Pr=(4,3), IV (3, ) (31>

SEA R I, T AL B g AR PR E
LA BB R R TK fE

2.3  Transformer BYIZFNHLAL 0] 2

Transformer I Zxid F2 7 ZRg LW TH 1 &
DA BUE 3 055 22 US4, FF AR A 88 1 B
BN Z), B HAE SGD ik g ERUR £
iR [35] A1 Cei T 71 EIG G i 57 5 H 45 A1 2 SR
Y Transformer WIEDLAL DL K 2 E U 1), 5
NG HUG, B0 5 =) 28 IR H 52 0055 2 301 B
YR B TR RS, USUR R B MR, R R
SGD Aty ] DU R e 2% 2. R TE R
IR {8 458 20 M R 45 31 263 (1 IR X, Raghu
ST RN AT, AR T 2 AR I 2
M5t Transformer, K IERILE 14 GEHE T (1) [R] I,
TER BB EAL T /RN, RRHRE R AR
A PERESE T AT e B2 2[R B A AR A
RGN B &Rk REBIEE MG Z i
F+ Transformer 1112552 € AU SOH BE I R 42
7 — AR

2.4 LEHIRIHE)RE

I K N A 2 ) R R S 4 R PR AN R RE
Transformer 7572 A} Z Transformer 7775147/
. Hor BeRkah i b FRATCLE G RRAE RS20
BN, S H o v R B A R M 2 RE
1) 4 I T SE MY FE R s m b, 34T B %
Transformer H B ARFEIR R TG M, G
LS MLP JiEAE A B AR 78 4E H LA & i
T AN [F] JR B 45 44 Wi
241 BREMZREZEMEIZIT

R Z RS fa B an B 4 Rt 5
R AR R B R BOEE R G B HE, B
EFRRA AR E BT RS, a5 s E bk
B T2 A AL . 55 RE AR,
Z REE W B RV AEAE T R oREEBL ) 5] N
ViT! 2 5RO B A B 5 M AR 3R, AR X 28 AN [
B B A A A [ S B BRI USRI A 7 4 52
FHXF N A L PVTPY, Swin Transformer®! PA &
CrossFromer™ KN 2 RE & F B4R,
% RUZ 7 0] DA RN 2 S5O &, A
{5 75 A 3 v 7 R A RO RT RE. SCRRSY o B R
2% RE Ty AT 7 kb, sRIe i 2 R T v
b T R AE 2 PSR Fh 3 B & R I M RE AL 25

KA
t
axk |
f
KA |
A2 I
%ﬂfﬁ k|
\ S s
| %f% | BE=TE
| E%/ﬁ{g | R \
| zemmme | - g |
= :
BETE gk |
I f
| BT | et \
R % R HES:

4 BRESZ RIZE M
Fig.4 The comparison of single-scale framework and
multi-scale framework

2.4.2  RERREEMIZIT

WK 1 FR, £ VIiTW fgmis s, 558
A H AR T 2 kiE R S1ZE A MLP JZ 8K,
HEZLEERNEFEERT N ERNEELE,
1M MLP 3 258 B E 200 145 B A2 5L 437K
Z R Transformer B)58 HALH G THIE ARG
TX—E, L EEREIVSAZ L. [F 2 SkiE
EAIMLHIAELE, BARER L MLP 78 5 2 ALE 4T
MU b5 2 25, HEf1FRM R &S ERE
BAZH AR, R £ TEEN 5] AR E MLP
KB e B 5 2 Sk H VR R LI B R T £
FERAZ FAH it 7 3. o o S R 2 DL 4l
MLP B3R AR T B R 17 0, 5 NE
RG0S 7 BB O T iR L, TEAR
SCEEENZH, BATEAEZS R T/E B2 H ) MLP
FRoA=31a] MLP ML (Spatial MLP), K £ 3818 )2 2%
BEATAE B A B MLP HLIFR A E MLP (Chan-
nel MLP). ANFZE ARG 5 Fros.

1) Jo HiER 128 A MLP-Mixer™ 5]\
T 730 MLP k& # 2 3k | vE = L], BoyEE T
4l MLP )25 Transformer Z8#) 1 5 K. 72X
BGHT 51 FRFE SR B, MLP-Mixer 7E4&— )2 1)
FEUE T Sk BUR T 5 B M SEELR ] MLP
AT ARG Z B, 2 JFESREE, FFR
F MLP #4788 E R G B E. M THER
FIHLH], MLP {5 25281 T U Ia] 45 18] 45 8 5%
ARt HFRME R &R HAE ), ok, T MLP
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¥ 3 : I
[ Atfine Channel FC f
| T f | Channel FC
| Channel FC | Channel FC | Channel FC : | Channel FC | BatchNorm Channel FC Channel FC
1 t { WL 1 1 f
| Nom | | LayerNorm Affine (Bias) | Spatial FC | LayerNorm | [Pointwise Cony Norm Norm
— = + = ? ] = + ‘ } - f =+
+ + + LayerNorm ¥ + S Z
. T T *
Affine [ split |
— | Spatial FC | | Spatial FC | Channel FC | CycleFC | BatchNorm Pooling Token mix i | Norm
= 1 — i S — i il ZRE i S i
| Norm LayerNorm | | | Affine (Bias) | | | | | LayerNorm | LayerNorm Depthwise cony Norm | Norm Depthwise cony| Cony
=] ; | g { — 5 1 T 1 1 —
Input embeddi Input embeddi [fuput embeddi Tuput embeddi Input embeddi Input i [fuput embeddingd  [Tnput embeddi Input embeddi fnput embedd
Transformer MLP-Mixer ResMLP gMLP CycleMLP ConvMixer PoolFormer MetaFormer CMT CVX
> -y Ev + 3 ; 85 86 87 88
K 5 2% Transformer 77VE A HALHEE YT L (Transformer®™, MLP-Mixer®™, ResMLP®™, gMLP®, CycleMLP® Conv-

Mixer™ PoolFormer®™, MetaFormer™, CMT?  CVXFT)

Fig. 5

The comparison of mixing blocks of Transformer-like methods (Transformer®, MLP-Mixer®, ResMLP® ¢MLP®

CycleMLP™, ConvMixer®™ PoolFormer™, MetaFormer™, CMT# CVX®Y)

B3 JZ AR 28 T R U [ 5, ATt 3 B £ Ao B I BN e
73, TS T 75 BE47 B g i 3R 7. MLP-Mixer )i
2B T BHIERE VLS, SR EESE MLP A& 845 T
5 ViTHIEE I MERE. ResMLPM A2 e 45T
MLP 284y, [FINf HA5 128 MLP Wit AHE T2 T
HE & /1) Transformer J7iEfE I ZRta e M F 4%
PLF, FEHE HaE a8 A B 0 47 5 AR i (Affine
transformation) RAUE 2 H — AL &Rk 712
gMLP® 2t —Ffr ik J- 23 (8] MLP #7321 LL &
REERD), IEH 7 liE MLP-75 8 74% MLP-
& MLP RS 7 HEIT. T RS MLP
TeiE AL BEAR Ko N 1), CycleMLPES $E H —F
FETIHIR KAL) MLP AL, HAERRIERZ N E
1P 5, 2% HE A )L SR 2 o B ) —Jd i 1
TG, HAN A A7 B RAF T 2060 M. R 18 T8 AN
[, MRS 7 — FAS S 4 AN R ST B 23 (8158 BT
el il N = R S R

T AR AT DS 3 ()45 B A2 ., AT [R) A
A& HERZE 18] 68, ConvMixer™ ffi ] [ i&
REER (Depthwise convolution) FliZ &4
(Pointwise convolution) AT 7% [B] A iE 5 542
B, NIMATE 7T — AT 4G 2K Transformer
M 2% . PoolFormer® NI 7 5 M {# H.1 Pool-
ing #AERMAT R EME B H, HiE—DRE TH
N— M HIAZ AR EL T % MetaFormer™. ConNeXt*
4 Swin Transformer! 25 (1) 4 L 72 21 45 AL 4
M2 1 T, I I T AN [F S R R Le A
ARAZ KNS B0 bR B0 DA S I U A R R 55, {45 A
Z M S5 HR AT B Swin Transformer, M
TEARITH =T, SEP F#E# Swin Transformer )
PEHE. RepLKNet!" 45 th /&£ BME b #E A, Trans-
former fIOL 35 AT GERIR T HOK S B B Tax A
WAL, RepLKNet 8IS H KGR, A5 EEZ

FEZ B, R oo 26 A7 10 28 W 25 T B T
I8 2E Swin Transformer HIRUR.

SR, o MLP 3825183 Pooling
LR &S RAHAE I T, 78 Transformer 173
ANEZET ) B {EFE BB KA R IL R
Transformer ZSBAIHERE. X BRI, SFHER S
LI F- A & Transformer 04 75 ¥ i1, Transformer
(PR RE P RE B 2ok H TR 44100 DL K 42 ) 22
5 RS BT R B A A,

2) SINGBIRR BESE LB BRI E&
(1) Jr 30 2 B A2 B AE TE A2 B VR RS A A 5 B E
B JIWLEITE B B AN Ji sk 5 AR R 3 5 A B 1Y)
BAHE CMTE PA N CVX Y &5 T AR R I HEAT T 5%
RIFHAT TR Transformer MR, H
CMTF 7E HER 100 51 NG R0 5 ke v i
FEAEMTE MLP 0N 1 6 AR 3 o 2 [A) R 1t i 5L e
J1. CVXPU{FE R T Performer® &2k H iE = J1HL
i, HE BB RUAR B A g B2 Bk T AL B g A A
I FF

3  #5¢ Transformer BY—AZHEEZR

M5 Transformer 4514 (1) BT & —ANE BRI A
FHTIH, o VIiTW b2 fg g elodt 75 i, #R
IR 7 A% Transformer B % B . (HH
BTSSR Bk Z X A5 Transformer 18 ¥ iH77 Z 1)
WL AT DURE 0 7 RAE S NI, 4
Transformer ] —MPEHELE VTA (Vision Trans-
formers architecture), W& 6 Frzx. VTA 45 H AL
Wi Transformer —MXMEHEZL B & CE: MNE T
FIMLE LB gL E LR RFEE KA EULK
f R g A S50 ) 58 O N B
HORIZE B2, T TR T 4 &% 2 AT T ZE A 40,
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Fig.6  Vision Transformers architecture

3.1 FIME

¥ BAJZE B D REAE T4 40 AN KI 53 R 75 7 51 1)
W, HAT A g, Horb, B a0k 5r 77 T Loy
R AR oy 4 R PR AR 43 R AR 3
A i, AT [E] — R R A AT AR JE SRR T AT A
., S BT 8R4 7775 Swin Transformer®™
B s FH 1) J 350 o ORI 4. 4 ) e 40 ) 0 ) B —
MBI F AR 43 0732, X F0 7 3R A A5 3w LA
AT HAAZ B A gmig )y i E, E A KRG
DRIt Rk 7 X, AT 7 &, TR FE Y )
F B 2 5 B 20 BUR BRI 45 5 1 7 31047 A 2
FAR T Transformer FIYIZRAPLALT.

3.2 (uEREE

XA B2 A7 B IR FN BE 1AL Transformer 77
%, MBI E kB AR EEE. B
YR 7 5 o ELALRE 4 B G A AH X A B g Y LA
Jenl 2 ) A B gmbs . daxt A B w5 R R R AE T
FIFR AL B A B, AL B g A ) 25 RE R 15 X 2 ()
IR BAS B, AR T m i A f) R ik 5e ™.
3 N VA 2B e N = N s W D .
SEHE O — M B i E .

3.3 XEE
T H 2 B AR A R AR A TR B

PR 43 N7 (A AC B B IE A AR A28 HAR . 5
UHH] Transformer 77 281 K4 7% 8] 58 T AN 1E 22 H. 55
B, IR ST B EE AL S B S A 22 BT R
FLIE 500 R 2 18] A SR AT I 2R
A T ER I 2 A A B2 B Trans-
former J7 7% M SLRVER SR . (H Bl 2 5 22 AH 5 AR B F
J&, W N R BL, EEE L AR 2 A 5
IHREM— RSBl 7 =0, a7 DA 6 fL el 25 1] MLP
Fr& AR, @IS B A IH R 7 2@ 1E MLP. Wi’
A28 EL AL AT B 1 2 [a) R E 3 Ak ST PR A1
A0 HE G FULE P R B, [R) R 48 S i) 735 7 2 1) A el
l:':] E(Ja‘%/% [73, 89*90]'

34 R¥ERE

KAE R B AE XA S P AT KA BE I, B
b R B PR R A B, T R SR R LR A
J7 NG SRAE W KA DL B KA. L,
HY SRR S i Ak JZ B R A AR 5 AT
I MRBRAER 22 U7 B A v B P REAT A A Y
WP EEIF, AR T IR BT SRR
R PRy — R IR Ty 56, HAEAR IR AT 22 5
LA NS R P 810 o B S N e 45— e e
WIRIAT, E i S 2% R R

3.5 EBREE

X RAESS NS, R )= B 5 O 1A A Rk
ERERNES. 2R, SERZE2HE LK E
s BRE T RAT AR TSR AT E,
HERETT AR AN AR 2. VIT[15]
T 2T BRI A WAL, 8 g O] 5 2 A
BB SR A AR, JF SN A PR A AT TE
BASEDIE BEh SRS,

4 ETF Transformer Y B Frte =Y

FET BRI N 25 (1) B SRk A I 2R fE 32
BLHRHIE RN, DX TR0 AR UG e =35 73 2H Rk

1) FRER N FRAER N 2 T B R0 28 I 45 K 42
A N8 SCRFAED 1,

2) DX Al v DX A v X SRR AR B
T, WIS J Y BOGER X 33t AL (Rol pooling)*”!
BB X 30 55 (Rol align) ' &8 3K15 &) 4
AiE, X s N RS B 4 B T TR L.

3) FLABVTHAD: & TR 48 I 24 1) FL AR VT B AE:
Rt B A BRI I VTR SRS, WE S (ToU).
PEES S, AT Ay b [F) 4l s HE D 100, S A 00 Bl
O 0 S 2AE B B ULEE, B 2%5E RN E
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Eitd 48 %

B, DARAE M 4 27 =) ) I EBHE R

2T Transformer 7 B AR AL T DAL
AN FRERSEELTT R ERHIE S 2] J7 1, BT Tran-
former [PJRFAE A 3 7 00T DUHUAR A BR #4819 245 1)
FA L AE DAL T T, T A AR A A8 1 IX
BT g oK & SIS uEY; 78 B AR VLA 5
i, DETRI #&t 75T = VLA (Bipartite
matching) M EAE S ECT7 X, %7 e AU T
A B /eI AE S, T A T 25 5 7 A= b w48 =)
FCSTAE AT UCHC. A58 N DL b = AN A B 26T
Transformer [ TAESAT 4R, 3% 3 45 T AR &

Jahg=u

T Transformer ) B bk R 7E COCOM i ds
£ FRTEREXT L.

FI A Transformer i# 1T B #R4&M P 48 BO4F1E

¥

{E NFFAESE HLES, Transformer W45 B A L
CNN B R 2 32 B FH B R i i ik 7 =X, PRt
A S U PR RE LA T AT S5 TR A i 2
N. ZERFFEY 2] J& T Transformer WX %5 ) FE At
TiRE, HOAESE 2 TR AT T IEdImi e, kAR
B ZEA B IR, 1 2 M OGRS VA B bR

4.1

# 3 ET Transformer F3ET CNN [ BARKMFIELE COCO 2017 val F¥E4E b rRE RS & Legs. Hop C. Rt T
CNN Fy& %, T. KT Transformer HIHIE
Table 3  The comparison of detection performance of Transformer-based and CNN-based detectors on COCO 2017 val
set. C. denotes CNN-based methods, T. denotes Transformer-based methods

Bt ViR LR THEE (GFLOPs) Z4i& (x 109 W%l (FPS) Z REMAN AP APsy AP;s APs APy APL
FCOSs™ 36 177 — 17 v 41.0 59.8 44.1 26.2 44.6 52.2

Faster R-CNN¥ 36 180 42 26 N, 40.2 61.0 43.8 242 435 52.0

C. Faster R-CNN+" 108 180 42 26 N 42.0 62.1 455 26.6 454 534
Mask R-CNN™ 36 260 44 — N 41.0 61.7 449 — — —

Cascade Mask R-CNN!'"! 36 739 82 18 N, 46.3 64.3 50.5 — — —
ViT-B/16-FRCNN § ' 21 — — — — 36.6 56.3 39.3 174 40.0 55.5
ViT-B/16-FRCNN*!'7 21 — — — — 378 574 40.1 178 414 573
DETR-R50 500 86 41 28 42.0 624 442 205 458 61.1
DETR-DC5-R50!" 500 187 41 12 — 43.3 63.1 459 225 473 61.1
ACT-MTKD (L=16)" — 156 — 14 — 406  — — 18.5 443 59.7
ACT-MTKD (L=32)" — 169 — 16 — 431 — — 22.2 471 614
Deformable DETR™ 50 78 34 27 — 39.7 60.1 424 21.2 443 56.0
Deformable DETR-DC5! 50 128 34 22 — 41.5 61.8 449 24.1 453 56.0
Deformable DETR®" 50 173 40 19 43.8 62.6 477 264 471 58.0
Two-Stage Deformable DETR?! 50 173 40 19 N 46.2 65.2 50.0 288 49.2 61.7
SMCAM 50 152 40 22 — 41.0 — — 219 44.3 59.1

SMCA+M 108 152 40 22 — 427  — — 22.8 46.1 60.0

SMCAM 50 152 40 10 N 43.7 63.6 472 242 470 604

* SMCA+11 108 152 40 10 v 45.6 65.5 49.1 259 493 62.6
Efficient DETR!"” 36 159 32 N, 442 62.2 48.0 284 475 56.6

Efficient DETR*! 36 210 35 — N 45.1 63.1 49.1 283 484 59.0
Conditional DETR™Y 108 90 44 — — 43.0 64.0 457 227 46.7 61.5
Conditional DETR-DC5M" 108 195 44 — — 45.1 654 485 253 49.0 62.2
UP-DETR!"? 150 86 41 28 — 40.5 60.8 42.6 19.0 444 60.0
UP-DETR+" 300 86 41 28 — 428 63.0 453 20.8 47.1 617
TSP-FCOS!"? 36 189 51.5 15 N, 43.1 62.3 47.0 26.6 46.8 559
TSP-RCNN!? 36 188 64 11 N 43.8 63.3 48.3 28.6 46.9 557
TSP-RCNN+4-11 96 188 64 11 v 45.0 64.5 49.6 29.7 47.7 58.0
YOLOS-S" 150 200 30.7 7 36.1 56.4 37.1 153 38.5 56.1

YOLOS-S" 150 179 27.9 5 N 376 57.6 39.2 159 40.2 573
YOLOS-B!" 150 537 127 — — 42.0 622 445 195 453 62.1
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4.2 F|A Transformer #1TBHFRE 2T
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AN, 35T Transformer [ H AR I 25455 FH 7
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Fig.7 The framework of DETR!

421 DETR $#)BiREIGHLE
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a2 R E, FIH2EREENGA Birtif
RN E bR S S T8RRI 25

Hbr & m = a5 7 IAE B bR A BAS B AR
TR B, HE EBRERAT 2 B A B S Bl 1 4
JaAS BV ALE H ARRHE I, [RS8 R 1 X T
WA B, Z2ERERESEE T — PR
Cascade RCNNU (iR 251 DUEE 37 H bR 2 if)
1977 LB AL B ARFES B LA, 1
A4 Transformer [ THHLE], AW H bR B
TR NS PR 73, — TR & SHRHIE N B %
1, I NN AR (Content embedding), — #8747 &
5 BA XM, IeEA Bk (Positional embed-
ding).

IXFH AR 177 L T RO RO H bR

M ge, 5 [F] BFA7 A A W SOE FE i fg 2 o1 (DE-
TR 752 500 AN R I ZRA GRS /N B Fris
RORAERY DL R B WA TR MY i . o, 4
XoF /0N A AT DN AR5 SR 222 1 Il L, BLA SCR 17 3 Al
SEFIH 2 ROEHRRAERY, I8 7EAS [F) 2 MR AR 1 |
HEAT B AR S, 3%t B AR S BR AR, DA
FEF/N BRI 2. EE X H bR B A TT AR L
., ACTM 52 Hf H )= & 1 85U 5 A (Locality
sensitivity hashing, LSH) HyZS2H FH 1& M 5K, DA
JE48 H AR AN, AN SEELEE e ) H AR
WL AN E AT L DETR!Y AR AR 4510
SRCTHPEE 1 1D [ L, S A G DR R e & B T I R
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4.2.2  WELRERA

K 8 E/n T DETR! LA H gt ik 53T
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Fig.8 The comparison of converge speed among object
detectors based on Transformer and CNN (DETR-DC5!!,
TSP-FCOS! TSP-RCNN!M? SMCAMY| Deformable DE-

TR™, Conditional DETR-DC5-R50"", RetinaNet!"",

Faster R-CNN™ Sparse R-CNN!™))

1) SR B AR A W4 DETRM X H
PR B T BRI T7 v, B I 2RI R
SRR SEIUN H AR B A A A, B S
Hlla B YA B G o A . XM T 20 AL
KA 2 A e SEBR A4 A7 B 4 AT 22 20, HmT L
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G T TR B I IR A BRMSL S (] 9 B
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DETR [P a8 o i A7 B kA BT R HE AR AR N,

Deformable DETR?, SMCA!” F1 Condition-
al DETRMY S5 7AW 2 S A A5 B b 2 S AL & ik
NE B Hr, geig itz 4 DETR Bt A &
AN EALBE JIA R BIERFE. oA, Deformable DE-
TR FI SMCAM T I H b iy il 7 &4 2 )
XL 2 2% f AL bR, KAE = E A7 AE 7T; Conditional
DETR!M! FIFH B #5200 F0il — 4E AL brfE 5., FHF1H
P RN 2 SR AR B RN SR AR 3 467 B RN
FTN BARNAE G — 25 (0], i 45 H br 2 v A g
TESE— 0], W B AR ALk 14 340 531 A0 7 e

3) B HIRH A ER: DETR" 4§ [ 715 B
ARLE B ke S I 4 ey 3 R P9 B E AR RN 1945 B R
&, XF O R E TR E RrEE, H
() B AR 1] B8 5 N 22 B S Y, DT 52 1) 25 2
oA, T H, A RS B AU S ENETE H AR 1) )55
73 (A 75 R I 2R 2.

FRNTOPTEAE H b oy A 25 () ) s AL A BT
T H bR AR, 9D ISR TR ] A gD g RS
GINEL IO G IR A Al R A 3 T CNN ) B FrA il
2RI E %2 — 00 FE T Transformer [ H
FrAs il & v, AR BLP 31 G 77 AT G b A A
i, ABATY AT DA B3 e 51 A0 3R B — 4 1) 1] S5 A 1)
Bl . AR LA b SIS CNIN [ 26 H ) Jk Y
o X St A S R, DA SEE XS H bR 2 TR) e A
WA XF Transformer H bR A0 34T & AL J7 vk
F G P B AT R 4 A L

HS 43 AT Deformable DETR2 F)H 1 B CR
FESZINT B AR 25 18] 0 A0 AL, X — > BEin s
#, Deformable DETR E e\ H 5> B 1S %
RUAAFR SRFE R BR AR AR AL E, SR G R4 K
FE A A5 R Va3 2 77, T B
. XM AR K> Tk EE, R ] DL RS
AR H RS 18] o0 A, SEBLN T 5 B AR A A K
R s IR, AT 1 99 28 U SO FE .

T AT SMCAMY 2 T —Fh R & 17 ek 44
AL H bR (Ao, SRS R G 1% SMCA
R N =R il =2 - B N R DA AN R =
B, 2 Ja, RTINS 2] AL A YA RS B
SF A AT BR A, SR I BE B R AE IR T AL
B ONHzE R S R R T R

ET Transformer §9 B R NIRE A E{EITAD
DETR! 44 H Ao 22 45 g 8 15 00 11 i) 2,
A 7 4 VLS (Bipartite Matching) K4 H #x

AW T 0T B ELAE. 4 DL RCR) A ) o R ok
BEATPRIE S € X o FORILEHME, v = (i, b)

4.3



4 1

FH 7K PREE: A5 Transformer B 78 19 < B 1) A BOIR & f 2

971

FORATE, o RAREEEN, b ZoRriEHERE,
Yo (i) = (Do(i)s Eg(i)) FKonHo() NTIAE. Wy, 5
() FIVLECA 2R A

Linateh (Yi> Jo(i))

— Lie,201Po(s) (i) +

1¢c,201 Loox (bia I;a(i)) (32)
S ER UMW Bk
N
o= arg mlnz Lmmatch (yh ya(z)) (33)
oceGN

ANTET ONN A i i HE BB A (1 LA L
Fe s 3, o UGHC R LA BTN &5 R Ja 2047, B A
bR RN E RS, B 5 2 ISR T,
HET T BON SR R CHE R g R 5 8) sl
RGBT IZA ) TSP T FCOS $i th
T M VL FE SRS, OO A8 I SERRTEME P )
DA BG5S FREMER — 8 H A H HIME 5 1% S et
ATULHE, Mg i SE

5 #T Transformer FIE{& 5 iR H!

B8 o 1) 32 BALFETE o F, S o R A st
gyl g iesE Pl FCNUY, DeepLab®l, Mask
RONNUEE 77 N AR B BR 43 3107 1 © & IS
TR R, AR IX PP IR T A A 2 N 4% 1) S
BN IEAE RSB AENO FAR IBAEEA L. HELZ T,
Transformer W% fr B 4 14 {5 B A HAE J1RENS
5 BORRAIE $E HUAS DU 2 37 4 Ry B2 BT, T S BN B
HER )37 s BRI, 3% 40 3R 5 FIER 6 ol o 1 2%
T Transformer 5 L5 F S 7 FIF0 4 5t 7 )
FERSE R AL S 2 M CNN AR, Ay
32 B RRAE $& B 43 80 5 S AR G AN T TR 43
Transformer 7E EUZ 73 #|H 1IN H .

EF Transformer i#1T5 E| M LERV4FIEF S

Transformer %% DL — & )RS 1 EMGEAE N
INFRE R TT, Hogmil J5 R E St FoR A E i n]
DASE BB 1 BB 2 BIHEZE . Transformer BA

5.1

#* 4 T Transformer FE X7 #IHEAE ADE20K val #0448 1 TE o HIREFEELEL. Horhr, 1k 38R ImageNet-1k, 22k %
7~ ImageNet-1k F1 ImageNet-21k I 4h &
Table 4 The comparison of semantic segmentation performance of Transformer-based methods on ADE20K val set. 1k
denotes ImageNet-1k dataset, 22k denotes the combination of ImageNet-1k and ImageNet-21k

TVEBR HTME  WgEdEE KBRS S3E (x10°  IHHE (GFLOPs)  Mift (FPS) L REMA  mloU
R-50 1k 512 — — 234 N 42.8
R-101 1k 512 86 1029 20.3 N 44.9
UperNet!™ Swin-T 1k 512 60 236 18.5 N 46.1
Swin-S 1k 512 81 259 15.2 N 49.3
Swin-B 22k 640 121 471 8.7 N 51.6
Swin-L 22k 640 234 647 6.2 N 53.5
MiT-B3 1k 512 47.3 79 — N 50.0
Segformer®’ MiT-B4 1k 512 64.1 95.7 15.4 J 51.1
MiT-B5 1k 512 84.7 183.3 9.8 N 51.8
ViT-S/16 1k 512 37.0 — 34.8 N 46.9
Segmenter!*! ViT-B/16 1k 512 106 — 24.1 J 50.0
ViT-L/16 22k 640 334 — — N 53.6
R-50 1k 512 41 53 24.5 N 46.7
R-101 1k 512 60 73 19.5 N 47.2
MaskFormer!™ Swin-T 1k 512 42 55 22.1 N 48.8
Swin-S 1k 512 63 79 19.6 N 51.0
Swin-B 22k 640 102 195 12.6 N 53.9
Swin-L 22k 640 212 375 7.9 N 55.6
R-50 1k 512 — — — N 49.2
R-101 1k 512 — — — N 50.1
Mask2Former™ Swin-S 1k 512 — — — J 52.4
Swin-B 22k 640 — N 55.1
Swin-L 22k 640 — — — N 57.3
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Table 5 The comparison of instance segmentation performance of Transformer-based and typical CNN-based methods
on COCO test-dev dataset

THELTR ERELES EAF IR Wi% (FPS) Ap™ Apg Aphy ApT’ Ap®
R-50-FPN 36 15.3 37.5 21.1 39.6 48.3 41.3
Mask R-CNN
R-101-FPN 36 11.8 38.8 21.8 41.4 50.5 43.1
R-50-FPN 36 15.0 37.8 18.8 40.9 53.6 43.0
Blend Mask
R-101-FPN 36 11.5 39.6 224 42.2 514 44.7
~ R-50-FPN 36 10.5 38.2 16.0 41.2 55.4 40.7
SOLO v2!"
R-101-FPN 36 9.0 39.7 17.3 42.9 57.4 42.6
R-50-FPN 36 13.8 38.6 22.1 40.4 50.6 46.8
ISTR!"™
R-101-FPN 36 11.0 39.9 22.8 41.9 52.3 48.1
R-50 50 39.7 21.5 42.5 53.1 47.8
SOLQ R-101 50 40.9 22.5 43.8 54.6 48.7
Swin-L 50 — 45.9 27.8 49.3 60.5 55.4
R-50-FPN 36 7.0 40.6 23.4 42.5 52.8 45.6
Querylnst!'* R-101-FPN 36 6.1 41.7 24.2 43.9 53.9 47.0
Swin-L 50 3.3 49.1 31.5 51.8 63.2 56.1
R-50 50 43.7 30.6
) R-101 50 44.2 31.1
Mask2Former™
Swin-T 50 — 45.0 — — — 31.8
Swin-L 50 50.1 36.2
#£ 6 JT Transformer 45t 4% 5%7E COCO panoptic minval HEEE L[4 5 0S8 & Lk
Table 6 The comparison of panoptic segmentation performance of Transformer-based methods on COCO panoptic
minival dataset
JiiEA T AT AKX ZHE (x10°) i+ & (GFLOPs) PQ PQT" PQSt
R-50 42.8 137 43.4 48.2 36.3
DETR!"! 150425
R-101 61.8 157 45.1 50.5 37
Max-S 61.9 162 484 53.0 41.5
MaxDeepLab!'%l 54
Max-L 451 1 846 51.1 57.0 42.2
R-50 45 181 46.5 51.0 39.8
R-101 64 248 47.6 52.5 40.3
i Swin-T 42 179 47.7 51.7 41.7
MaskFormer!'* 300
Swin-S 63 259 49.7 54.4 42.6
Swin-B 102 411 51.1 56.3 43.2
Swin-L 212 792 52.7 58.5 44.0
R-50 12 51.0 214 48.0 52.3 41.5
R-50 51.0 214 49.6 54.4 424
Panoptic SegFormer!'*!
R-101 24 69.9 286 50.6 55.5 43.2
Swin-L 2214 816 55.8 61.7 46.9

HAe R MENEZ AT, 15 EE oE#5
REf 5 BRI bR SCOR R AT 78 2 RO TR ARE,
}\Aﬁﬁm?@%ﬁ% E(J &?&%[22*23, 34, 52-53, 72, 76].

k% T ¥t Transformer 48 p% 2 A 73 EIHELE UL &
¥ CNN Z4F, IR — 2 T AEL & X Transformer
BT 138 B9 FIAESE LA 78 73 ) FH HAE A RSz BY 45

7 TH B AR AR 20 Horh ) SETRIMY BLFE #1) 2 > (R4
MR T RT VITU (58 4 B E EE TP R R
IRFIE G P 2%, e B FE Al B3R T =R ARAg
Z& (A7 B R PR AL 2% 7t S A 2% A 22 RS ik
AR Ee) PR A B R FT T8 X BT 5%
T 2s— R 2s i FCN o, HeM & 10 pr
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Fig.10  The framework of SETR"!
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MAE AR 5 A0 5 B bR A7 B AR A 212 X 5
T Transformer [] B AR X 25 H (1) 2 HI ML ik
TNHE B IEA— . ARYE H R S T AR AR
BRI | A /354 35 T H A 2 1) 1 S 451 / 4 5 40
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