
TagCLIP: Improving Discrimination Ability of
Open-Vocabulary Semantic Segmentation

Jingyao Li1 Pengguang Chen2 Shengju Qian1 Jiaya Jia1,2

The Chinese University of Hong Kong1 SmartMore2
jingyao.li@link.cuhk.edu.hk leojia@cse.cuhk.edu.hk

Abstract

Recent success of Contrastive Language-Image Pre-training (CLIP) has shown
great promise in pixel-level open-vocabulary learning tasks. A general paradigm
utilizes CLIP’s text and patch embeddings to generate semantic masks. However,
existing models easily misidentify input pixels from unseen classes, thus confusing
novel classes with semantically-similar ones. In our work, we disentangle the
ill-posed optimization problem into two parallel processes: one performs semantic
matching individually, and the other judges reliability for improving discrimination
ability. Motivated by special tokens in language modeling that represents sentence-
level embeddings, we design a trusty token that decouples the known and novel
category prediction tendency. With almost no extra overhead, we upgrade the pixel-
level generalization capacity of existing models effectively. Our TagCLIP (CLIP
adapting with Trusty-guidance) boosts the IoU of unseen classes by 7.4% and 1.7%
on PASCAL VOC 2012 and COCO-Stuff 164K.

1 Introduction

The long-term and challenging purpose of deep learning [28, 10] is to approach human-level percep-
tion. Humans understand scenes in an open-vocabulary manner, typically in multiple ways including
vision, language, sound, etc. Following this principle, pioneers proposed open-vocabulary algorithms
in multiple computer vision tasks, including classification [25], semantic segmentation [19, 35, 40],
object detection [11, 13] etc.

Although the literature of works has achieved remarkable results [22, 27, 3, 4], deep learning models
are found easily fail to generalize to novel classes that are unavailable during training. To improve
the generalization ability of vision networks, previous researchers leveraged the recent advance in
vision-language learning models, e.g., CLIP [26], which learns rich multi-media features from a
billion-scale image-text dataset.

With the superior ‘openness’ from web-scale image-text pair, vision-language models have been
utilized in various manners [35, 19, 40]. Pioneers proposed two-stage approaches: first generate
class-agnostic proposals and then leverage pre-trained vision-language models like CLIP [26] to
perform open-vocabulary classification. More recent approaches [40] boost both the performance
and speed of open-vocabulary semantic segmentation by proposing one-stage approaches: they
adopt a post-CLIP lightweight decoder that matches text prompts and image embeddings to generate
segmentation maps.

However, investigating visualization results as shown in Fig. 1, we find that even the current SoTA [40]
struggles with pixels from novel classes and overfits them with seen semantics, like ‘cloud’ with
‘sky-other’, and ‘playingfield’ with ‘dirt’, etc. To address this issue, we propose to disentangle the
ill-posed optimization problem into two processes: one performs semantic matching individually,
and the other determines prediction reliability that discriminates novel classes.
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Figure 1: Visualization of segmentation results on COCO-Stuff 164K. Four columns from left to
right represent (a) Original testing images; (b) Results of current SOTA [40]; (c) Results of TagCLIP;
(d) Ground truth. The tags with borders in black and red denote seen and unseen classes separately.

A straightforward solution is to apply outlier detectors [17] before feeding inputs to the downstream
networks. Nevertheless, an additional serial outlier detection stage inevitably doubles time and
storage costs. In our work, we propose a novel framework, as shown in Fig. 2. Motivated by special
tokens in language modeling that represents sentence-level embeddings [12, 31, 8], we design an
additional trusty token that denotes the prediction tendency that discriminates known and novel
categories.

We concatenate the trusty token with original classes and optimize it with our Trusty Learner on
the inter-category relationship, which performs the trustworthy judgment with semantic matching in
parallel. With almost no extra overhead, our TagCLIP (CLIP adapting with Trusty-guidance) well
discriminates unseen classes from known categories. As shown in Fig. 1, compared with current SoTA,
our proposed approach correctly separates the hard unknown classes, including ‘clouds’,‘playing
field’, ‘grass’, etc. More visualization results are in Sec. 4.2.

We perform extensive experiments to evaluate our proposed approach. Our method boosts the
Intersection over Union (IoU) of unseen classes by 7.4% on PASCAL VOC 2012 and by 1.7% on
COCO-Stuff 164K, as shown in Tab. 2. In the cross-dataset setting, our method improves the SoTA’s
performance by 1.4% from COCO-Stuff 164K to PASCAL Context, shown in Tab. 3. We also provide
the results trained with full labels in Tab. 5. It illustrates that our method improves the upper bound of
open-vocabulary segmentation results by 1.9% on PASCAL VOC 2012 and by 0.4% on COCO-Stuff
164K.

To sum up, the contributions of our method are as follows:

1. We disentangle the ill-posed optimization into two parallel processes: one judges reliability
to improve discrimination, and another performs semantic matching individually.

2. We design a trusty token and optimize it with Trusty Learner, which extracts the known and
novel category prediction tendency with almost no extra overhead.

3. Our TagCLIP shows competitive performance in extensive open-vocabulary semantic seg-
mentation tasks, including inductive setting, transductive setting, and cross-dataset tasks,
etc.

2 Related Works

Pretrained Vision Language Model Large-scaled pre-trained vision language models [15, 18, 26,
30] combined image representation and text embeddings have achieved impressive performance on
multiple downstream tasks, including image retrieval [21], visual question answering [16], visual
referring expression [32], dense prediction [39], etc. Among them, CLIP [26] is one of the most
widely-used vision-language models. CLIP is trained via contrastive learning on a billion-scale
text-image dataset and shows its powerful generalization ability on various tasks [35, 19, 40].

Zero-shot Semantic Segmentation Semantic segmentation is an essential task in computer vision
[22]. Pioneers directly addressed segmentation with per-pixel classification algorithms [22, 29, 34, 37,
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38]. Followers improved them by decoupling mask generation with semantic classification [5, 6, 36].
When segmenting pre-defined closed categories, both principles have achieved significant progress.
Nevertheless, when inferring novel classes inaccessible from training, normal approaches perform
poorly. Thus, zero-shot semantic segmentation has been a challenging task, whose key is to segment
unseen categories via training on only known classes. Mainstream works [33, 2, 14, 7, 1, 24] focus
on improving the generalization ability from seen to novel categories.

Open-Vocabulary Semantic Segmentation. Inspired by the powerful generalization ability of
CLIP [26], researchers have leveraged it for open-vocabulary semantic segmentation. Early re-
searchers proposed a two-stage paradigm [35, 19]: they first train a proposal generator and then
utilize CLIP for pixel-level classification. The latest works [40] simplify this process by proposing a
one-stage approach that adds a lightweight transformer after CLIP as a decoder for segmentation.
However, existing approaches still struggle with pixels from novel classes and overfit them with seen
semantics. In our work, we proposed a novel framework called TagCLIP to improve discrimination
ability, as shown in Fig. 2.

3 Method

Our method follows the literature of open-vocabulary semantic segmentation [33]. Its task is to train
the model on only part of the classes but learned the capacity of segmenting both known classes and
novel classes. During training, the pixel annotations of unseen classes CU are masked and the seen
part CS remains. During inference, the model is tested on the raw dataset with C = CU ∪ CS .

In this section, we first introduce the framework of our proposed method (Sec. 3.2) and then propose
the included techniques in training (Sec. 3.3) and testing (Sec. 3.4) stages.

3.1 Preliminary

Recent work [40] has proposed an efficient one-stage open-vocabulary semantic segmentation pipeline.
In the one-stage framework, a vanilla light-weight transformer [36] after the CLIP [26] matches class
tokens and image embeddings extracted from pre-trained CLIP. To be more specific, the process of
the one-stage pipeline is as follows:

Firstly, we leverage deep prompt tuning to adapt CLIP [26] to our target dataset. Then, we extract
CLIP’s text tokens as T = [t1, t2, . . . , tC ] ∈ RC×d and class tokens of CLIP’s image encoder as
H = [h1,h2, . . . ,hC ] ∈ RN×d, where C is the number of classes and d is CLIP’s feature dimension.
Next, the inputs for transformer decoder [36] are:

t̂ = concat[t� h, t], (1)

where � is the Hadamard product. Then linear projections φ are applied to generate Q(query),
K(key) and V(value) as:

Q = φq(T̂) ∈ RC×d,K = φk(E) ∈ RN×d,V = φv(E) ∈ RN×d. (2)

where E = [e1, e2, . . . , eN ] ∈ RN×d are the patch embeddings of the image encoder. Finally, the
semantic masks MS are calculated by:

MS = Sigmoid(
QKT

√
d

) ∈ RN×L, (3)

where
√
d is the scaling factor. The shape of the MS is N × L, and it can be further reshaped to

N × H
P ×

W
P , where P is the patch size.

3.2 Our Framework

Learnable Trusty Token. Starting from the investigations in Fig. 1, existing methods [40, 9, 35]
easily misclassify input pixels from unseen classes. To address this issue, we propose to disentangle
the ill-posed baseline into two processes: one performs semantic matching individually, and the other
simultaneously judges prediction reliability to improve discrimination. We denote an additional trusty
token as tA ∈ R1×d to reflect the known and novel category prediction tendency.
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Figure 2: The framework of our TagCLIP. First, we input images and text prompts into CLIP and
concatenate a learnable trusty token with CLIP’s text tokens. Then, we match the concatenated tokens
with image tokens and input the similarity matrix into our proposed Trusty Learner. Next, we perform
a segmentor [36] to generate two maps: the trusty map and the raw segmentation map.

We concatenate tA with the text tokens T = [t1, t2, . . . , tC ] ∈ RC×d to get T′ =
[t1, t2, . . . , tC , tA] ∈ R(C+1)×d, where C is the number of classes and d is the feature dimen-
sion of CLIP.
Trusty Learner. Following [40] on matching the new text tokens T′ with class tokens of CLIP’s
image encoder as H = [h1,h2, . . . ,hC ] ∈ RC×d, we compute their cosine similarity matrix and
concatenate it with T′:

t̂ = concat[t′ � h, t] ∈ R(C+1)×2d, (4)
where � is the Hadamard product. To capture the inter-relationship between CLIP’s text tokens and
inserted trusty tokens, we propose the Trusty Learner module. It constitutes a linear projection, a
multi-head attention block with a shortcut, and a normalization layer, as shown in Fig. 3. The linear
transformation firstly aligns the dimension from 2d to d. Then T̂ is fed into the Trusty Learner and
provides the output formulated by:

T̃ = Norm(Softmax(
T̂T̂T

√
d

)T̂+ T̂) ∈ R(C+1)×d, (5)

where d is the feature dimension of CLIP. Experiments in Sec. 4.1 shows that our proposed Trusty
Learner is effective for instructing the trusty token tA.
Trusty Map Generation. Inspired by the researches of [36, 40], we leverage the Attention-to-Mask
(ATM) block to generate semantic segmentation maps. As the structure shown in Fig. 3, the inputs
are projected by φ to form query (Q), key (K) and values (V) as:

Q = T̃ ∈ R(C+1)×d,K = φk(E) ∈ RN×d,V = φv(E) ∈ RN×d, (6)

where E = [e1, e2, . . . , eN ] ∈ RN×d are the patch embeddings of CLIP’s image encoder. The
semantic masks and predictions are calculated by:

Mask = Sigmoid(
QKT

√
d

) ∈ RN×L,

P = Softmax(
QKT

√
d

)V ∈ RN×(C+1),

(7)

where Mask ∈ RN×L can be reshaped to N × H
P ×

W
P and further to H ×W . By multiplying

Mask and P, we get the concatenated semantic segmentation maps MC :

MC = MS ×P ∈ R(C+1)×H×W , (8)
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Figure 3: The Trusty Learner contains a linear projection, a multi-head attention block with a shortcut,
and a normalization layer. The segmentor contains three layers. Each layer constitutes an Attention-
to-Mask block [36] and a linear projection, both with shortcuts and normalization layers. The output
of the segmentor is MC ∈ R(C+1)×H×W , which can be split into the trusty map MA ∈ RC×H×W

and raw semantic segmentation MR ∈ R1×H×W . During training, we propose a binary mask
GA ∈ R1×H×W for the supervision of MA. During inference, the raw semantic segmentation MR

is weighted by MA to generate the final segmentation map M ∈ RC×H×W .

Note that we utilize Sigmoid as an activation function and the segmentation results of each class
are independently generated. Therefore, MC ∈ R(C+1)×H×W can be split into the trusty map
MA ∈ RC×H×W and raw semantic segmentation MR ∈ R1×H×W . We will introduce how to train
and infer the maps next.

3.3 Training Stage

Pseudo Labels. The training process is illustrated in Fig. 3(a). In order to supervise the learnable
token tA, we create a pseudo map GA ∈ R1×H×W , with each pixel labeled 1 for seen class and 0
for the unseen class as:

GA(i, j) =

{
0, ifGR(:, i, j) ∈ CU

1, ifGR(:, i, j) ∈ CS ,
(9)

where CU and CS are unseen and seen classes. GR ∈ RC×H×W is the ground truth. In this way,
although the model has no idea which unseen category the pixel is from, it discriminates unseen
classes from known contexts. It has been experimentally demonstrated in Tab. 1 that our design
effectively improve the generalization ability to novel domain.

Losses. For training the Trusty Learner, the loss LA is defined as:

LA = Ldice(MA,GA), (10)

where Ldice is the dice loss [23, 40], MR is the trusty map, and γ is the weight of our loss. Integrated
with the parallel branch that conducts semantic matching of open-vocabulary segmentation [40], the
overall loss during training is:

L = Lcls + Lmask + γLA,

= Lcls + αLfocal(MR,GR) + βLdice(MR,GR) + γLdice(MA,GA),
(11)

where {Lcls,Lfocal,Ldice} are the Binary Cross Entropy (BCE) loss, focal loss [20] and dice
loss [23] with Sigmoid as activation function. MA and MR are the trusty map and raw semantic
segmentation map. {α, β, γ} are weights of losses. We denote {α, β, γ} as {20, 1, 10}. More details
are in Sec. 4.1.
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Table 1: Ablation experiment results on PASCAL VOC 2012, including results (a) of one-stage
baseline, (b) with trusty token, (c) with attention block, and (d) with weighted map (TagCLIP). H:
patch embeddings; T: text tokens; T�H: cosine similarity matrix; [T,H]: concatenation along the
dimension. T̂: defined in Eq. (4).

Trusty Trusty Learner Weighted Metrics
token Enabled? Q K V map pAcc mIoU(S) mIoU(U) hIoU

(a) 8 8 - - - 8 94.6 91.9 77.8 84.3

(b) 4 8 - - - 8 90.4 91.6 43.0 58.6

(c)

4 4 H H T 8 87.4 89.9 35.0 50.4
4 4 T H H 8 84.5 85.3 30.3 44.7
4 4 T H T 8 82.8 90.2 13.5 23.4
4 4 T T H 8 84.5 84.3 30.8 45.1
4 4 T T T�H 8 82.0 89.2 14.7 25.2
4 4 [T,H] [T,H] [T,H] 8 88.5 90.1 41.5 56.8
4 4 T�H H H 8 85.4 90.4 23.5 37.3
4 4 T�H T T 8 86.5 90.4 30.0 45.0
4 4 T�H T T�H 8 82.5 89.3 13.3 23.2
4 4 T�H T�H H 8 85.2 90.6 23.6 37.5
4 4 T�H T�H T 8 86.2 86.6 38.0 52.8
4 4 T�H T�H T�H 8 83.3 89.9 25.1 39.2
4 4 T̂ T̂ T̂ 8 96.2 93.6 84.9 89.0

(d) 4 4 T̂ T̂ T̂ 4 96.1 93.5 85.2 89.2

Multi-head Attn

Add & Norm

Linear

�

Multi-head Attn

Add & Norm

Segmentor

��

[� ⊙ �, �]

Linear

�

Segmentor

��

Figure 4: Examples of two Trusty Learner structures.
⊕: dimension concatenation.
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Figure 5: Effect of the weight of trusty loss.

3.4 Inference Stage

The inference process is illustrated in Fig. 3(b). To make further use of the trusty map MA, we
utilize MA to weigh the confidence of the raw segmentation map MR. Each value MA(i, j) in
MA represents the possibility of the pixel (i, j) from seen classes and (1−MA(i, j)) from novel
categories. Consequently, we generate our final segmentation map M by

M(:, i, j) =

{
MA(:, i, j)(1−MR(:, i, j)), ifMA(i, j) ∈ CU ,

MA(:, i, j)MR(:, i, j)), ifMA(i, j) ∈ CS ,
(12)

where CU and CS are unseen and seen classes. Experiments in Sec. 4.1 demonstrate a better
performance of the weighted map M compared with the raw segmentation map MR.

4 Experiment

In this section, extensive experiments are conducted to evaluate our proposed TagCLIP.
Datasets. The experiments are conducted on the following public benchmark datasets: (i) PASCAL
VOC 2012 contains 20 classes with 10,582 augmented training and 1,449 testing images. Ignoring
the “background” category, we divide the dataset into 15 seen classes and 5 unseen classes. (ii)
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Table 2: Inductive task: Comparison with previous methods.

Methods PASCAL VOC 2012 COCO-Stuff 164K
pAcc mIoU(S) mIoU(U) hIoU pAcc mIoU(S) mIoU(U) hIoU

SPNet [33] - 78.0 15.6 26.1 - 35.2 8.7 14.0
ZS3 [2] - 77.3 17.7 28.7 - 34.7 9.5 15.0

GaGNet [14] 80.7 78.4 26.6 39.7 56.6 33.5 12.2 18.2
SIGN [7] - 75.4 28.9 41.7 - 32.3 15.5 20.9
Joint [1] - 77.7 32.5 45.9 - - - -

ZegFormer [9] - 86.4 63.6 73.3 - 36.6 33.2 34.8
zsseg [35] 90.0 83.5 72.5 77.5 60.3 39.3 36.3 37.8

ZegCLIP [40] 94.6 91.9 77.8 84.3 62.0 40.2 41.4 40.8
TagCLIP (Ours) 96.1 93.5 85.2 89.2 63.3 40.7 43.1 41.9

pottedplant sofa tvmonitor sheep train
Classes

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

m
Io

U(
%

)

ZegCLIP (mean)
TagCLIP (mean)
ZegCLIP
TagCLIP

Figure 6: Class-wise performance on unseen classes of
PASCAL VOC 2012.

Method pAcc mIoU mAcc

Zegformer [9] 42.3 29.3 56.6
ZegCLIP [40] 60.9 41.2 68.4

TagCLIP (Ours) 63.5 42.6 70.1

Table 3: Generalization performance from
COCO-Stuff 164K to PASCAL Context.

COCO-Stuff 164K includes 171 categories with 118,287 training and 5,000 testing images. We
use 156 and 15 classes as the seen and unseen parts. We also conduct cross-dataset experiments on
(iii) PASCAL Context, which contains 60 classes with 4,996 training and 5,104 testing images. We
follow the same unseen classes with previous works [9, 14, 35, 39, 40], shown in the Appendix.
Evaluation Metrics. Following previous works [35, 40], we evaluate pixel-wise classification
accuracy (pAcc) and mean of class-wise Intersection over Union (mIoU). We denote mIoU on seen
and unseen classes as mIoU(S) and mIoU(U), respectively. We also measure the harmonic mean IoU
(hIoU) among seen and unseen classes, which is defined as

hIoU =
2×mIoU(S)×mIoU(U)

mIoU(S) +mIoU(U)
(13)

Experimental Setting. All experiments are based on a pre-trained CLIP ViT-B/16 model. The
results of previous works are from [40]. We conduct our experiment on 8 GPUs. The input resolution
is set as 512× 512 and the batch size is 16. Following previous works [40] for fair comparisons, for
inductive zero-shot learning, we train the model with 20K iterations for PASCAL VOC 2012 and 80K
for COCO-Stuff 164K. In the transductive setting, we train our proposed model with 10K iterations
for PASCAL VOC 2012 and 40K for COCO-Stuff 164K. Then we apply self-training in the rest of
the training processes. More details are in the Appendix.

4.1 Ablation Analysis

In this section, we conduct ablation studies to show the effectiveness and respective role of each
proposed design.
Ablation of Framework. Our baseline is the current SoTA one-stage framework [40] of open-
vocabulary semantic segmentation, as shown in Tab. 1(a).

Firstly, we directly insert the trusty token into the baseline framework. As shown in Tab. 1(b), the
performance on unseen classes falls dramatically due to the poorly-learned token. This gap motivates
the design of our Trusty Learner module.

A straightforward way to represent the text-image relation is to concatenate text tokens to the image
representation. In our work, we propose two improved variants by respectively concatenating the text

7



Table 4: Transductive task: Comparison with previous methods. ST: Self-Training.

Methods PASCAL VOC 2012 COCO-Stuff 164K
pAcc mIoU(S) mIoU(U) hIoU pAcc mIoU(S) mIoU(U) hIoU

SPNet + ST [33] - 77.8 25.8 38.8 - 34.6 26.9 30.3
ZS5 [2] - 78.0 21.2 33.3 - 34.9 10.6 16.2

GaGNet + ST [14] 81.6 78.6 30.3 43.7 56.8 35.6 13.4 19.5
STRICT [24] - 82.7 35.6 49.8 - 35.3 30.3 34.8

zsseg + ST [35] 88.7 79.2 78.1 79.3 63.8 39.6 43.6 41.5
ZepCLIP + ST [40] 95.1 91.8 82.2 86.7 68.8 40.6 54.8 46.6

DenseCLIP + ST [39] - 88.8 86.1 87.4 - 38.1 54.7 45.0
ZegCLIP + ST [40] 96.2 92.3 89.9 91.1 69.2 40.6 59.9 48.4

TagCLIP (Ours) + ST 97.2 94.3 92.7 93.5 69.4 40.4 60.0 48.3

Table 5: Supervision task: Comparison with previous methods.

Methods PASCAL VOC 2012 COCO-Stuff 164K
pAcc mIoU(S) mIoU(U) hIoU pAcc mIoU(S) mIoU(U) hIoU

ZegCLIP [40] 96.3 92.4 90.9 91.6 69.9 40.7 63.2 49.6
TagCLIP (Ours) 96.8 93.1 92.8 92.9 69.9 41.3 63.6 50.1

tokens T before and after inputting them into a multi-head attention block. Two examples are shown
in Fig. 4. We also experiment with different representations of image features or image-text relation,
including patch embeddings H, concatenation [T,H], similarity matrix T�H, etc. We input them
to the Trusty Learner with different {Q,K,V} combinations,

Among the listed experiments, the most impressive performance is achieved by inputting the concate-
nation (T̂) of the similarity matrix T�H with text tokens T into a self-attention block together, as
shown in Tab. 1(c). This is understandable because the similarity matrix characterizes the text-image
relation and the original text tokens are accessible for the module. With this simple design, the trusty
token benefits discrimination and boosts the IoU(U) of the baseline by 7.1%. Furthermore, we weigh
the raw segmentation map with the trusty map, which provides an additional 0.3% improvement on
novel classes as shown in Tab. 1(d).
Hyper-Parameter γ. We follow the weights of losses {α, β} = {20, 1} as previous researches
[40, 6]. For the weight of our proposed LA in Sec. 3.3, we conduct experiments in Fig. 5. Results
show that γ = 10 reaches the peak of performance, with 93.5% and 85.2% mIoU on seen and unseen
classes on PASCAL VOC 2012. Thus, we set γ = 10 in our experimental setting.

4.2 Results

In this section, we compare our proposed TagCLIP with previous approaches.
Inductive Task. First, we evaluate our method for the inductive open-vocabulary segmentation
setting, where both names and images of unseen classes are not accessible during training. Under
this setting, our TagCLIP outperforms the mIoU(U) of previous works with significant margins of
7.4% on PASCAL VOC 2012, and of 1.4% on COCO-Stuff 164K. Detailed results are in Tab. 2. The
better performance in both unseen and seen classes is consistent with our motivation to improve the
model’s discrimination ability.

We illustrate class-wise mIoU in Fig. 6. It shows that TagCLIP beats the current SoTA of every
novel category on PASCAL VOC 2012. The margin is especially larger on hard classes, such as
the tvmonitor, where TagCLIP outperforms the current SoTA ZegCLIP [40] by 30.4% to 86.7%.
The outstanding performance on unseen categories demonstrates the generalization ability of our
TagCLIP.

We also illustrate the segmentation visualization results in Fig. 7. Compared with current SoTA,
TagCLIP correctly separates the hard unknown classes, like ‘cloud’ with ‘sky-other’, and ‘playingfield’
with ‘dirt’, etc. More visualization results are in the Appendix.
Cross-Dataset Task. To further explore the cross-domain generalization ability of our approach,
we conduct extra experiments in Tab. 3. We train the model on seen classes of COCO-Stuff 164K and
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Figure 7: Visualization of segmentation results on COCO-Stuff 164K. Four columns from left to
right represent: (a) Original testing images; (b) Results of current SoTA [40]; (c) Results of TagCLIP;
(d) Ground truth. The tags with borders in black and red denote seen and unseen classes separately.

evaluate it on PASCAL Context. Outperforming the current SoTA by 1.4%, TagCLIP shows better
cross-dataset generalization capability.
Transductive Task. Besides, we evaluate our method for another setting called transductive zero-
shot learning [14, 39]. It allows access to unseen category names during training, but their ground
truth masks remained unavailable. TagCLIP is not designed for transductive setting because self-
supervision training on accessible unseen names [40, 39, 33] serves the same role. Despite it,
TagCLIP still excels the mIoU(U) of current SoTA [40] by 2.8% on PASCAL VOC 2012 and reaches
comparative performance on COCO-Stuff 164K. Results are in Tab. 4. It demonstrates TagCLIP’s
superior generalization ability to different tasks.
Fully Supervised Task. We also provide the results trained with full labels in Tab. 5. It demon-
strates that TagCLIP improves the upper bound of open-vocabulary segmentation results by 1.9% on
PASCAL VOC 2012 and by 0.4% on COCO-Stuff 164K.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we aim to boost open-vocabulary semantic segmentation, particularly toward the
long-standing issue of recognizing unseen classes. We propose a novel framework that disentangles
the ill-posed baseline into two parallel processes: one performs semantic matching individually,
and the other learns to discriminate prediction reliability. Motivated by sentence-level embedding
tokens in language modeling, we design a trusty token that captures the known and novel category
prediction tendency. With almost no extra overhead from the disentangled objectives, we upgrade the
pixel-level generalization capacity of existing models effectively. Our TagCLIP (CLIP adapting with
Trusty-guidance) boosts the IoU of unseen classes by 7.4% and 1.7% on PASCAL VOC 2012 and
COCO-Stuff 164K.
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