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Abstract

The use of self-supervised pre-training has emerged as a promising approach to en-
hance the performance of visual tasks such as image classification. In this context,
recent approaches have employed the Masked Image Modeling paradigm, which
pre-trains a backbone by reconstructing visual tokens associated with randomly
masked image patches. This masking approach, however, introduces noise into the
input data during pre-training, leading to discrepancies that can impair performance
during the fine-tuning phase. Furthermore, input masking neglects the dependencies
between corrupted patches, increasing the inconsistencies observed in downstream
fine-tuning tasks. To overcome these issues, we propose a new self-supervised
pre-training approach, named Masked and Permuted Vision Transformer (MaPeT),
that employs autoregressive and permuted predictions to capture intra-patch depen-
dencies. In addition, MaPeT employs auxiliary positional information to reduce
the disparity between the pre-training and fine-tuning phases. In our experiments,
we employ a fair setting to ensure reliable and meaningful comparisons and con-
duct investigations on multiple visual tokenizers, including our proposed k-CLIP
which directly employs discretized CLIP features. Our results demonstrate that
MaPeT achieves competitive performance on ImageNet, compared to baselines
and competitors under the same model setting. Source code and trained models are
publicly available at: https://github.com/aimagelab/MaPeT.

1 Introduction

Self-supervised pre-training models have achieved remarkable success in boosting the performance
of Transformer-based architectures in Computer Vision. Inspired by the BERT model [11], the
Masked Image Modeling (MIM) pre-training objective [1] has become widely adopted in literature
as a powerful self-supervision method for vision tasks. In particular, this pre-training objective
involves masking random image patches and reconstructing the corrupted visual input. While
several recent studies have refined the MIM approach [7, 15, 19], there has been little exploration of
alternative pre-training objectives in the visual domain. In contrast, in the field of Natural Language
Processing (NLP), several methods [33, 38] have surmounted the BERT pre-training objective with
the introduction of different paradigms that aim to solve the drawbacks of previous methods.

Drawing inspiration from NLP, we investigate a permutation-based pre-training strategy, which we
term Permuted Image Modeling (PIM). This approach autoregressively predicts permuted image
patches maintaining contextual bi-directionality without corrupting any part of the input. Despite
offering an improvement over the standard MIM-based objective, the autoregressive technique of
PIM reduces the amount of positional information available for each prediction. To tackle this issue,
we propose a Masked and Permuted pre-training solution for Vision Transformers (MaPeT) which

∗Equal contribution. E-mail: lorenzo.baraldi@phd.unipi.it, roberto.amoroso@unimore.it.

ar
X

iv
:2

30
6.

07
34

6v
1 

 [
cs

.C
V

] 
 1

2 
Ju

n 
20

23

https://github.com/aimagelab/MaPeT


leverages auxiliary position information as input during pre-training, thereby allowing the model to
access the positional information of every image patch.

In addition to the pre-training objective, a crucial aspect of self-supervised vision pre-training is the
design of visual targets, used as supervisory signal. While some works have employed low-level
and hand-crafted visual features [22, 25, 35], the dominant approach is to employ discrete visual
tokens to reconstruct the corrupted visual input [1, 7, 15, 30]. In this context, although BEiT [1]
initially employed DALL-E [32] visual tokens, its performance has been surpassed by VQ-KD,
proposed in BEiT v2 [30]. In particular, VQ-KD employs an encoder-decoder architecture that
reconstructs CLIP semantic features and is directly trained on ImageNet-1k [10], requiring retraining
to achieve satisfactory results on other datasets. In contrast to previous works, we propose k-CLIP, a
novel discrete tokenizer for generating visual tokens that can directly employ CLIP features without
requiring training an ad hoc discrete autoencoder.

To evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed pre-training model and tokenizer, we conduct experi-
ments that provide a fair comparison between models, adhering to the same experimental settings.
This approach allows to accurately measure the efficacy of each model under consistent conditions
and effectively compare their relative strengths and weaknesses. Experimental results demonstrate
that our MaPeT model achieves competitive performance and surpasses both mask- and permutation-
based image pre-training. Additionally, we show that the visual tokens extracted by our proposed
k-CLIP tokenizer exhibit richer semantic information than competitors, outperforming both DALL-E
and VQ-KD visual tokens when employed directly for image classification.

2 Related Work

Self-supervised learning. Several solutions have been introduced in the last years to effectively
pre-train vision-based architectures via self-supervised learning, initially based on different pretext
tasks [12, 17, 28, 34, 39] and then exploiting contrastive learning paradigms [6, 8, 18, 20, 29].
The advent of Vision Transformer models (ViT) [14] has pushed towards the introduction of new
increasingly sophisticated self-supervised pre-training strategies [1, 4, 5, 9]. In this context, motivated
by the great success in NLP, some attempts have been made to effectively adapt the Masked Language
Modeling paradigm [11, 24] and its auto-regressive variant [3] in the Computer Vision domain, either
by directly predicting pixels [5], image patches [14], or discrete visual tokens [1]. In particular, the
recently proposed BEiT approach [1] effectively performs pre-training via image patch masking
and predicts the discretized labels [32] of masked patches. Since the introduction of BEiT, many
subsequent methods based on similar pre-training strategies have been presented [7, 13, 15, 19, 35–
37]. Some of these methods [7, 15, 19] have introduced an encoder-decoder architecture to separate
uncorrupted encoded information from masked tokens, which are employed directly as input to the
decoder. Inspired by findings from NLP literature [33, 38], our proposed method aims to overcome
the limitations of Masked Image Modeling in self-supervised pre-training.

Visual targets. In the domain of self-supervised learning, visual targets are a set of specific objectives
that are used as the supervisory signal to pre-train visual models. Based on the type of signal, the
targets can be categorized into low-level visual features, hand-crafted features, and visual tokens.
Some recent studies [16, 19, 22, 25, 37] have utilized pixel information as the low-level supervisory
signal for self-supervised pre-training. In contrast, [35] have used HOG hand-crafted features to
reconstruct the masked visual input. More recently, visual targets based on CLIP [31] have been
utilized with remarkable success, either by directly employing CLIP features [21, 36, 40] or training
a discrete tokenizer [30] to reconstruct the semantic features encoded by CLIP. In our method, we
propose a discrete visual tokenizer based on CLIP features which offers a novel approach to visual
pre-training without the need for specific training over a particular dataset.

3 Preliminaries

In this section, we detail two pre-training strategies that are the starting point of our proposal,
i.e., Masked Image Modeling (MIM) and Permuted Image Modeling (PIM), and we introduce the
terminology used in the rest of the paper.

Image patches. In this study, we adopt ViT [14] as the backbone network for our architecture.
ViT splits an image into a sequence of 2D image patches, which are linearly projected to the
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Figure 1: (a) Masked Image Modeling (MIM). (b) Permuted Image Modeling (PIM). (c) Masked and
Permuted pre-training for Vision Transformers (MaPeT). While MIM reconstructs visual tokens from
randomly masked image patches, PIM autoregressively predicts tokens associated with permuted
image patches. MaPeT uses PIM to capture intra-patch dependency and takes auxiliary position
information as input to ensure that the model sees a full sequence of patches at each target position.

model embedding space and elaborated through multiple attention blocks. Given an input image
x ∈ RH×W×C , this is mapped into a sequence of N square patches {xp

i }Ni=1, where xp
i ∈ RP×P×C

is the i-th patch of the input image. Subsequently, a linear layer is applied to each flattened patch
to project it to the input dimensionality of the model D, outputting the patch embeddings {xi}Ni=1,
where xi ∈ RD, which are then added to the learnable 1D positional embeddings Epos ∈ RN×D.

The ViT [14] encoder consists of L identical layers of Transformer blocks, where the output embed-
dings of the last layer represent the encoded representations of the N input image patches. In our
experiments, we consider an image dimension of 224× 224 with a patch dimension P of 16× 16,
constituting an input sequence of 14× 14 = 196 patch embeddings.

Visual tokens. In self-supervised pre-training, learned supervisory signals are typically used to
effectively pre-train the visual backbone. In this work, we employ visual tokens as supervisory
signals during the pre-training phase. Specifically, we represent targets as a discrete token sequence,
accomplished by utilizing a visual tokenizer T (x) on the input image x. The visual tokenizer
maps the image pixels onto a visual codebook (or vocabulary), generating a sequence of tokens
v = [v1, . . . , vN ] ∈ V(H/P )×(W/P ), where V represents the vocabulary containing discrete token
indices. Our approach employs a 14× 14 grid of visual tokens to represent each image, while the
vocabulary size is set to |V| = 8192.

Masked Image Modeling (MIM). Inspired by the Masked Language Modeling strategy utilized
in BERT [11], the MIM paradigm is a pre-training technique for vision tasks that aims to recover
visual information from a corrupted input image. This is achieved by randomly masking a portion of
the image patches and predicting the visual tokens related to the corrupted region of the input, as
depicted in Fig. 1 (a). Like Masked Language Modeling, MIM has some inherent disadvantages.
Firstly, a mask token M is introduced during pre-training and never used during fine-tuning, leading
to a discrepancy in the pre-training and fine-tuning phases. Secondly, given the masked tokens
x̄ and the uncorrupted context x̃, the probability p(x̄ | x̃) is typically factorized, assuming the
independence of reconstructed patches. To address these issues, the NLP literature has investigated
a permutation-based variant [38] that can reduce the disadvantages of standard Masked Language
Modeling. These results motivate us to investigate the application of this strategy to vision tasks.

Permuted Image Modeling (PIM). The PIM self-supervised pre-training objective differs from MIM
in two key components: the use of patch permutations and attention masking to capture bidirectional
contexts. Specifically, PIM permutes patch embeddings, splits them into non-target and target patches,
and predicts the visual tokens associated with the target patches using an auto-regressive approach.
Attention masking is then applied to reduce the visibility of patches in the attention process, allowing
a target patch to not access its contextual information (i.e., its content) during prediction while
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remaining visible to patches that come after it in the permuted order. A visual representation of the
process is shown in Fig. 1 (b).

Formally, given an input image x, we extract the patch embeddings {xi}Ni=1, and tokenize it into N
visual tokens {vi}Ni=1. We define Zt as the set of all N ! possible permutations of the length-N index
sequence {1, 2, . . . , N}. Given a permutation z, we use zt and z<t to denote the t-th element and the
first t− 1 elements of z, respectively. After applying z, the permuted patch embeddings are fed into
an L-layer ViT backbone to extract the final hidden representations. For each input embedding xzt at
position zt in the considered permutation z, we use a softmax classifier to predict the corresponding
visual token. The goal of PIM is to maximize the following log-likelihood objective:

max
θ

∑
x∈D

Ez∈Zt

[
N∑

t=c+1

log pθ(vzt |xz<t
)

]
, (1)

where θ represents the model parameters, D denotes the training dataset, xz<t
are the only patch

embeddings that are visible at position zt, and c is a cutting point applied to split the permutation z
in a subset of non-target patch embeddings xz≤c

and target patch embeddings xz>c
. The aim of c is

to reduce the number of visual tokens to be predicted, thus mitigating optimization difficulties.

While MIM preserves full positional information of each image patch, during the prediction process,
PIM can access the contextual and positional information only of the t− 1 patches that precede zt, as
shown in Eq. 1. Given this lack of full positional information, PIM introduces an input discrepancy
between pre-training and fine-tuning, underscoring the necessity for a pre-training technique that
combines the advantages of both MIM and PIM while mitigating their respective limitations.

4 Proposed Method

In this section, we present MaPeT, a novel pre-training paradigm that combines masked and permuted
image modeling strategies. In addition, we also introduce the k-CLIP visual tokenizer, which exploits
discretized CLIP features to produce visual tokens.

4.1 Masked and Permuted Pre-Training for Vision Transformers

Drawing inspiration from NLP literature [33, 38], we propose a novel pre-training methodology
called Masked and Permuted Vision Transformer (MaPeT) which builds on the strengths of both
MIM and PIM to enhance performance on vision tasks. In particular, our approach overcomes
the independence assumption of reconstructed patches, thus capturing intra-patch dependencies
more effectively. Moreover, MaPeT incorporates auxiliary position embeddings during pre-training,
enabling the model to access position information for all patches, thereby resolving the pre-training
fine-tuning discrepancy introduced by PIM. Fig. 1 (c) shows an overview of the MaPeT approach.

Given a permutation z and a cutting point c, MaPeT can predict the visual token associated with an
input patch embedding xzt by leveraging the content and position of the preceding xz<t

, as well
as the position of the subsequent target embeddings xz>t

. To this end, we introduce the concept
of learnable masked token M ∈ RD, which is used to express the positional information of xz>c

.
By repeating N − c times the token M , we obtain {Mi}Ni=c+1 identical masked tokens, which
are then summed to the positional embedding {Ei

pos}
zN
i=zc+1

of each target xz>c
. These resulting

position-aware masked tokens Mpos = {Mc+1 + E
zc+1
pos , . . . ,MN + EzN

pos } are concatenated to the
input sequence of patch embeddings H0 thus obtaining the augmented input H0

M = [H0,Mpos].
Note that the positional embeddings are permuted according to the same permutation z applied to
the patches. For convenience, we introduce Mz≥t

which represents the subset {M i
pos}N−c

i=max(1, t−c).
Intuitively, when t ≤ c, we have that Mz≥t

comprises all Mpos. Conversely, when t > c, Mz≥t
only

includes the position-aware masked tokens related to xz≥t
.

The training objective of our MaPeT model is to maximize the log-likelihood of predicting the visual
token vzt associated with the patch embedding xzt given xz<t :

max
θ

∑
x∈D

Ez∈Zt

[
N∑

t=c+1

log pθ(vzt |xz<t ,Mz≥t
)

]
. (2)
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Figure 2: Overview of our MaPeT pre-training (a), with content stream attention (b), which follows
the standard self-attention mechanism, and query stream attention (c), which lacks information about
the content of the patch embedding xzt whose visual token vzt is to be predicted. The blue and green
masks in (a) are the content and query attention masks employed in the two-stream self-attention.

By doing so, MaPeT allows the patch embedding xzt to attend to contextual information of the patch
embeddings xz<t

as well as the positional information of xz>t
. This approach compensates for the

position discrepancy of PIM and provides the model with information about the position of the target
patches whose visual tokens are to be predicted. Fig. 2 shows an illustration of our MaPeT method.

Two-stream self-attention pre-training. Since the target patch embeddings xz>c follow the per-
muted order, the next predicted patch can occur in any position. As a consequence, masking the
attention matrix of a ViT encoder, instead of corrupting the input like in MIM, makes the backbone
architecture non-trivial. To implement PIM on a ViT backbone, we adopt the two-stream self-attention
mechanism introduced by XLNet [38]. Specifically, our model consists of two attention streams: a
query stream and a content stream. The query stream gθ(xz<t

,Mz≥t
) accesses the content of the

previous patches in the permuted sequence at a given position t. However, it does not access the
content of xzt , only viewing the position Mz≥t

of the subsequent patches. In contrast, the content
stream hθ(xz≤t

,Mz>t) encodes the content of both the previous elements in the sequence and the
element in position zt, with positional information Mz>t of the remaining patches. The input of
the first query stream layer g(0) consists of the masked elements Mpos, which encode the position
of the target patch embeddings xz>c

. Instead, the input of the first content stream layer h(0) is
the augmented input sequence H0

M . Formally, for each Transformer layer l with l = 1, . . . , L, the
attention mechanism of both content and query streams can be defined as follows:

h(l)
zt ←− Attention(Q = h(l−1)

zt ,KV = (h(l−1)
z≤t

,h
(l−1)
Mz>t

); θ),

g(l)zt ←− Attention(Q = g(l−1)
zt ,KV = (h(l−1)

z<t
,h

(l−1)
Mz≥t

); θ),
(3)

where Q, K, and V are respectively queries, keys, and values of the attention operator. Both
query and content streams use separate attention masks to limit the visible contextual and positional
information for each patch. During pre-training, the output of the query stream is used as the model
output. At the fine-tuning step, the query stream is dropped, and only the content stream is used,
returning to the standard ViT backbone. Fig. 2 shows an illustration of the content stream (b), the
query stream (c), and how they are integrated into our MaPeT architecture.

Attention masking. In order to limit the number of visible patches in the content and query attention
operations, as described in Eq. 3, MaPeT leverages attention masking. In particular, the permutation
z influences the creation of two distinct attention masks: one for the content attention stream and
one for the query attention stream. The content mask guarantees that only patch embeddings xz≤t

and positional tokens Mz>t are visible to the patch embedding xzt in the content stream. On the
other hand, the query mask ensures that only patch embeddings xz<t

and positional tokens Mz≥t
are

visible to xzt in the query stream.
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4.2 k-CLIP: Discretized CLIP-based Tokenizer

The role of visual tokenizers in pre-training pipelines is significant, as they provide crucial guidance
for downstream fine-tuning outcomes. To possibly reduce the overhead of tokenizer retraining of
previously proposed approaches [30], we explore the impact of directly utilizing discretized CLIP
features. In particular, we propose a novel visual tokenizer, called k-CLIP, that employs discretized
CLIP features as visual tokens. Our method does not rely on any pre-training or supervised data to
create the visual tokens, thus enabling pre-training without access to large amounts of labeled data or
a particular pre-training dataset. Furthermore, the use of CLIP features enables our method to capture
high-level visual semantics that are more meaningful for downstream tasks, further improving the
performance of the learned representations.

Specifically, we sample visual features from the ImageNet dataset [10] using the CLIP model [31]
and cluster them using k-means to obtain |V| = 8192 centroids. During pre-training, these centroids
are indexed to retrieve the corresponding visual tokens for prediction. Formally, our visual tokenizer
T (x) consists of a ResNet-based CLIP visual encoder and a k-means model. The visual encoder
fv : RH×W×C → RHc×Wc×Dc maps an input image x to a grid of visual features that correspond
to the activations produced by the last convolutional layer of the CLIP backbone. The visual features
are then reshaped to a Nc × Dc matrix, where Nc = Hc ×Wc. In our method, the CLIP visual
encoder generates visual features of shape Nc ×Dc = 196× 4096, which are subsequently indexed
by k-means and mapped to a sequence of 196 discrete visual tokens v = [v1, . . . , vN ] ∈ I. The
set of visual tokens v = {vi}Ni=1 is defined by the k-means centroid indexes I = {1, . . . , |V|}. To
mitigate the computational complexity, we randomly sample 2% of the approximately 250 million
Dc-dimensional CLIP features extracted from ImageNet. The sampled feature collection is then used
to fit the k-means clustering model.

5 Experiments

5.1 Experimental Setup

Self-supervised pre-training literature has introduced several training and fine-tuning procedures
that encompass different tokenizers, hyperparameters, and visual backbones. To ensure a fair and
unbiased comparison among these pre-training algorithms, we opt to evaluate our MaPeT method,
as well as the related approaches in the literature, using identical experimental configurations. This
strategy allows for the isolation of the algorithmic factor in the experiments and promotes unbiased
comparisons of pre-training objectives. In order to assess the effectiveness of the pre-trained objective
under consideration, we fine-tune our models on a downstream classification task.

Pre-training setup. We first investigate the influence of the visual tokenizer, evaluating the proposed
k-CLIP against VQ-KD [30]. To minimize the computational effort, we pre-process the ImageNet-1k
training dataset [10] for both the tokenizers and store the visual tokens associated with each image.
For this reason, our pre-training augmentation policy only includes color jittering to preserve image
patch positions corresponding to the pre-extracted visual tokens.

We compare MaPeT against different pre-training objectives. In particular, we employ a ViT-based
backbone that is pre-trained according to the pure MIM objective formulation. Note that this differs
from the pre-training strategy proposed by the BEiT approach [1] as it lacks the block-wise masking
algorithm, which progressively extracts multiple blocks of patches until 40% of the positions are
masked. In our MIM-based pre-training, we replace the block-wise masking strategy with a random
patch masking approach, thus keeping it similar to a BERT-like solution [11] applied to Computer
Vision tasks. Analogously, we also pre-train a ViT backbone through a double-stream architecture
according to the PIM objective described in Sec. 3. Moreover, we consider the standard BEiT
model [1] (i.e., a MIM-based pre-training with block-wise masking) and CAE [7]. The CAE method
employs an encoder-decoder architecture where the encoder processes only visible image patches
(50% of the entire image), while the remaining 50% is masked. A latent contextual regressor predicts
the masked representation based on the encoder output, and a lightweight decoder processes the
output of the regressor, which is then used to predict the visual token of the related masked patches.

Image classification setup. During the classification fine-tuning stage, the final hidden layer of the
ViT-based backbone extracts features that are then combined via average pooling to generate a global
image representation. This representation is subsequently fed into a softmax classifier. Following
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Table 1: Fine-tuning results of different pre-training objectives in terms of top-1 and linear probe
accuracy on ImageNet-1k. We report the results using both the VQ-KD and k-CLIP tokenizers.

ViT-T ViT-S ViT-B

Top-1 Linear Probe Top-1 Linear Probe Top-1 Linear Probe
Method Tokenizer Acc. (%) Acc. (%) Acc. (%) Acc. (%) Acc. (%) Acc. (%)

MIM VQ-KD 74.6 55.3 82.0 69.9 83.8 72.3
PIM VQ-KD 74.9 56.4 82.1 68.7 83.7 73.3
MaPeT VQ-KD 74.5 59.6 82.2 69.8 84.4 73.8

MIM k-CLIP 74.9 60.4 82.0 71.1 83.3 72.3
PIM k-CLIP 75.3 59.7 81.8 69.5 83.3 73.5
MaPeT k-CLIP 75.5 62.5 82.1 71.6 83.6 73.5

Table 2: Fine-tuning results in comparison with existing self-supervised pre-training approaches, in
terms of top-1 and linear probe accuracy on ImageNet-1k.

ViT-T ViT-S ViT-B

Top-1 Linear Probe Top-1 Linear Probe Top-1 Linear Probe
Method Tokenizer Acc. (%) Acc. (%) Acc. (%) Acc. (%) Acc. (%) Acc. (%)

ViT [14] - 73.7 - 79.8 - 81.8 -

CAE [7] VQ-KD 73.4 52.4 81.6 63.4 83.5 69.4
BEiT [1] VQ-KD 75.0 62.0 82.2 72.6 84.4 75.0
MaPeT VQ-KD 74.5 59.6 82.2 69.8 84.4 73.8

CAE [7] k-CLIP 73.7 53.9 81.5 62.9 82.7 67.6
BEiT [1] k-CLIP 74.8 61.5 81.9 71.1 83.3 73.3
MaPeT k-CLIP 75.5 62.5 82.1 71.6 83.6 73.5

the linear probing experiment reported in [1], we also train a linear classifier head over the output
representation produced by the frozen pre-trained backbone.

We design three different model variants based on Vision Transformer [14], i.e., ViT-Tiny (ViT-T),
ViT-Small (ViT-S), and ViT-Base (ViT-B). Our MaPeT model is trained by setting the cutting point
c to 50, 50, and 60, respectively. We refer the reader to the supplementary material for detailed
pre-training and fine-tuning hyperparameters, and for an ablation analysis on cutting point values.

5.2 Experimental Results

Pre-training objectives comparison. To validate the assumptions made on the pre-training objectives
presented in Section 4, we conduct a comparison of MIM, PIM, and our proposed MaPeT, as shown in
Table 1. This comparison evaluates the top-1 accuracy and linear probe accuracy of these approaches.
The results indicate that MIM pre-training is less effective compared to PIM due to the input noise
introduced by masked tokens and the independent reconstruction of patches. PIM outperforms MIM
in most comparisons. For instance, when employing ViT-T with k-CLIP and ViT-S with VQ-KD,
PIM achieves improvements of 0.4% and 0.1% in classification accuracy, respectively, over MIM.
However, PIM demonstrates comparable performance to MIM when applied to the ViT-B backbone.
Furthermore, our proposed MaPeT consistently outperforms PIM in nearly all cases. It exhibits
accuracy gains of 0.2%, 0.3%, and 0.7% in top-1 accuracy, as well as 2.8%, 2.1%, and 0.5% in linear
probe accuracy respectively on ViT-T and ViT-S when using the k-CLIP tokenizer, and on ViT-B when
employing the VQ-KD tokenizer. These findings underscore the significance of addressing position
inconsistency between pre-training and fine-tuning, particularly in the context of permutation-based
image pre-training.

Comparison with state-of-the-art models. Table 2 presents a comprehensive analysis of the
performance of MaPeT, BEiT, and CAE in terms of top-1 accuracy and linear probe accuracy across
all ViT-based backbones. Firstly, our pre-trained MaPeT model showcases significant performance
improvements across all Tiny, Small, and Base backbones compared to ViT-based models trained
with random initialization, as evidenced in Table 2. Secondly, our results demonstrate that both
BEiT and MaPeT outperform CAE. We hypothesize that the CAE encoder, which only observes
50% of the total sequence during pre-training, may suffer from position discrepancies between the
pre-training and fine-tuning phases. Thirdly, it is noteworthy that BEiT improves overall results

7



Table 3: Comparison with state-of-the-art self-supervised pre-training models in terms of top-1
accuracy on ImageNet-1k. Results of competitors are extracted from the original papers.

ViT-S ViT-B

Method # Epochs Top-1 Acc. (%) Top-1 Acc. (%)

BEiT [1] 300 81.7 82.9
CAE [7] 300 82.0 83.6
SplitMask [15] 300 - 83.6
MaskFeat [35] 300 - 83.6
PeCo [13] 300 - 84.1
MVP [36] 300 - 84.4
BEiT v2 [30] 300 - 85.0
MaPeT (k-CLIP) 300 82.1 83.6
MaPeT (VQ-KD) 300 82.2 84.4

ViT-B

Method # Epochs Top-1 Acc. (%)

BEiT [1] 800 83.2
CAE [7] 800 83.8
CAE [7] 1600 83.9
BEiT v2 [30] 1600 85.5

compared to MIM in Table 1. We attribute this improvement to the blockwise masking technique
employed by BEiT. This technique follows the principle of image spatial locality, which posits
that adjacent patches exhibit similarities in terms of visual information. By employing blockwise
masking, the density of uncorrupted visual content is increased, while the noise introduced by masked
tokens is concentrated in fewer locations instead of being sparsely distributed. Furthermore, MaPeT
consistently outperforms all competitors across the three model variants when employing the k-CLIP
tokenizer. Specifically, our model achieves top-1 accuracy margins of 0.7%, 0.2%, and 0.3% against
BEiT on ViT-T, ViT-S, and ViT-B, respectively, while exhibiting margins of 1.8%, 0.6%, and 0.9%
against CAE across the same three backbones. In contrast, MaPeT demonstrates comparable results
to BEiT when employing the VQ-KD tokenizer on the ViT-S and ViT-B backbones.

We also report the comparison of our best variants and other state-of-the-art self-supervised pre-
training models in Table 3. Note that the variability in the experimental settings and the different
supervisory signals used in each approach may affect the fairness of the comparisons. Notably,
although current literature has not extensively explored performance benchmarking on the ViT-S
backbone, the Small version of our MaPeT model outperforms BEiT [1] and CAE [7] by 0.5%
and 0.2% respectively, yielding the best performance for both k-CLIP and VQ-KD. In the case
of the ViT-B backbone, MaPeT surpasses the majority of the considered approaches especially
when using the VQ-KD tokenizer, except for BEiT v2 [30] which gets slightly better results. This
performance gap can be explained by the lack of data augmentation in our model pre-training, which
can significantly increase performance but at a higher computational cost.

All the results presented in Table 3 are obtained after pre-training the models for 300 epochs. For
completeness, on the right side, we report the performance of other methods when pre-trained for a
considerably large number of epochs (i.e., 800 and 1600). While a direct comparison using different
pre-training epochs may not be completely informative, MaPeT still proves to perform better than
other methods pre-trained for a larger number of epochs such as BEiT and CAE.

5.3 Visual Tokenizer Analysis

In this section, we present a comprehensive qualitative and quantitative analysis of our proposed
k-CLIP and compare its performance to the existing DALL-E [32] and VQ-KD [30] tokenizers.

Impact of tokenizer on model performance. Analyzing the results in Table 1, it can be noted
that k-CLIP outperforms VQ-KD across all models evaluated on ViT-T, with improvements in top-1
accuracy of 1.0%, 0.4%, and 0.3% observed on MaPeT, PIM, and MIM, respectively. However,
the results differ when evaluated on ViT-S and ViT-B, where VQ-KD exhibits better classification
performance. We argue that the simpler semantic features of k-CLIP, with their inherent correlation
with the semantic density of the image, can serve as a more effective self-supervisory signal for
smaller models. On the other hand, the VQ-KD codebook is trained specifically to reconstruct CLIP
features, making it a more demanding pre-training signal and thus more suitable for larger models.

Image classification with discrete visual tokens. In this section, we analyze image classification
performance when using discretized visual tokens directly as input to the model. We conduct this
analysis using the previously employed tokenizers (i.e., our k-CLIP and VQ-KD [30]) and also
include the DALL-E visual tokenizer [32], which consists of a discrete variational autoencoder model.
Specifically, we map the sequence of visual tokens to an embedding space of dimension D through
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Figure 3: Visualization of image patches corresponding to the discrete tokens of our k-CLIP codebook,
where semantically similar patches consistently share the same discrete token.

Table 4: Accuracy of image classification when employing visual tokens as model input. Note that
using CLIP features for zero-shot image classification leads to a top-1 accuracy of 73.6%.

MLP ViT-T

Tokenizer Top-1 Acc. (%) Top-5 Acc. (%) Top-1 Acc. (%) Top-5 Acc. (%)

DALL-E 4.1 11.7 9.1 21.9
VQ-KD 68.1 89.8 72.3 92.2
k-CLIP 72.8 93.2 76.2 94.9

learnable embeddings trained in conjunction with two different model backbones: a lightweight MLP
classification head and a ViT-Tiny model. The MLP head comprises an embedding layer, a linear
layer with output dimension D = 192, a ReLU activation, an average pooling operation, and an
additional linear layer that projects the pooled features to the number of classes (i.e., 1000).

The results shown in Table 4 indicate that the use of DALL-E visual tokens yields limited accuracy
in this setting. This can be attributed to the relatively low amount of semantic information derived
from the reconstruction task that DALL-E is trained on. In contrast, k-CLIP demonstrates significant
performance superiority over alternative tokenizers when employed with both the MLP head and
ViT-Tiny backbone. This observed trend can be attributed to the rich semantic information inherent
in CLIP visual features, which is effectively preserved through the process of k-means discretization.
Consequently, a strong correlation between visual tokens and image classes can be established,
leading to favorable performance outcomes even when utilizing small models such as the MLP head.

Codebook visualization. Fig. 3 presents a collection of examples that showcase the semantic
associations between image patches and visual tokens, extracted using our k-CLIP tokenizer. This
visualization effectively demonstrates the efficacy of our tokenizer in accurately capturing and
representing the semantic content of the images within the considered dataset and shows its ability
to recognize and group image patches that share common visual features and semantic meaning.
As it can be noticed, the visual tokens shown are congruent with specific semantic concepts, albeit
resulting in distinct representations for similar visual elements such as sunglasses and carnival
mask, owl and peacock, or airplane and space shuttle. Furthermore, it is worth noting that
the visual tokens remain resilient to variations in color, style, rotation, and size. This is exemplified by
the middle example, where the image depicts an owl print on a cup, yet it is still accurately identified
using the owl visual token. These observations emphasize the ability of our k-CLIP tokenizer to
effectively identify and classify complex visual concepts.

6 Conclusion

This paper presents MaPeT, a novel self-supervised pre-training approach designed for vision tasks.
Our model effectively tackles the limitations of standard Masked Image Modeling, employing a
permutation-based objective to capture the interdependencies among predicted tokens and auxiliary
position information to enable the model to access a full sequence of image patches. Moreover, we
introduce the k-CLIP tokenizer that can densely capture the semantic information of the visual input
by leveraging discretized CLIP features as visual tokens. Experimental results demonstrate that our
approach achieves improved fine-tuning performance on image classification, outperforming direct
competitors under the same experimental setting.

9
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Supplementary Material

In the following, we explore the adaptability of our model to novel data domains and examine the
influence of varying the reconstruction factor on the performance of the model. Furthermore, we
provide additional qualitative visualizations of the codebook associated with the proposed k-CLIP
tokenizer, supplementary implementation details, and a discussion on the potential limitations and
social implications of the proposed methodology.

A Cross-Domain Transfer Learning Capabilities

In this section, we examine the generalization capabilities of our proposed self-supervised pre-training
technique, in comparison to BEiT [1] and CAE [7]. All the considered architectures employ the
VQ-KD visual tokenizer [30] and undergo pre-training on the extensive ImageNet-1k dataset [10].
Subsequently, they are fine-tuned on three distinct data domains, namely Stanford-Cars [23], Food-
101 [2], and FGVC-Aircraft [27]. These datasets are chosen to represent diverse and real-world
scenarios, ranging from object recognition in the automotive domain to food and aircraft classification.
By employing a linear probe evaluation, we can quantitatively measure the ability of our pre-trained
model to transfer knowledge and adapt to new tasks without fine-tuning.

The results, presented in Table 5, clearly demonstrate the superior performance of our MaPeT
model across all considered datasets. Our model outperforms both BEiT and CAE, highlighting its
robustness and efficacy in capturing meaningful visual representations.

These findings not only underline the potential of MaPeT as a powerful pre-training technique but
also emphasize its cross-domain transfer learning capabilities, which enable practical relevance in
various real-world applications.

B Reconstruction Ratio Analysis

Here we discuss the relationship between the reconstruction ratio employed in the MaPeT model and
its impact on image classification performance. The reconstruction ratio indicates the proportion of
target patches in relation to the entire input sequence.

An advantage of MaPeT is that it attends to the target patch xzt ∈ xz>c
during the prediction of

xzt+1
, allowing for the cutting point c to be positioned at every value in the interval c ∈ [1 . . . N − 1].

This unique feature of MaPeT enables the potential reconstruction of all patches in an incremental
and randomized manner, from the first to the last patch. On the other hand, the BEiT and CAE
models lack the ability to reconstruct all image patches because doing so would lead to a masking
ratio that is too high, resulting in the loss of visual context necessary for the reconstruction of the
masked elements. Table 6 refers to the analysis of the reconstruction ratio on the ViT-B architecture.
It can be noted that MaPeT exhibits a preference for a reconstruction ratio of approximately 70%
of the complete sequence. Indeed, the initial target patches are compelled to establish correlations
with a small portion of visible patches (namely, 30% of the entire sequence) randomly distributed
throughout the image.

The model can acquire long-range spatial dependencies that are contingent on the position of the
target patch in the permuted order. As the final patches attend to the majority of the visual content,
they are likely to concentrate more on neighboring image patches, consistent with the principle of
spatial locality. A reduction in the reconstruction ratio leads to an increase in the number of visible
patches attended by the target patches that occur early in the permuted order. This results in an
increase in the likelihood of having neighboring visible patches, which, in turn, diminishes the learned
long-range spatial dependencies. In contrast, an excessively high reconstruction ratio of 85% makes
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Table 5: Comparison of model performance on cross-domain transfer learning. We measure the linear
probe accuracy of our proposed MaPeT model compared to BEiT and CAE on three distinct data
domains: Stanford-Cars, Food-101, and FGVC-Aircraft.

Linear Probe Acc. (%)

Method Tokenizer Stanford-Cars [23] Food-101 [2] FGVC-Aircraft [27]

CAE [7] VQ-KD 53.6 81.4 40.5
BEiT [1] VQ-KD 64.5 86.9 44.9
MaPeT VQ-KD 68.5 86.9 46.8

Table 6: Ablation study on the impact of the reconstruction factor (%) on the top-1 fine-tuning
accuracy of pre-trained ViT-B under the VQ-KD setting.

Cutting point c Reconstruction ratio Tokenizer Top-1 Accuracy (%)

30 85% VQ-KD 84.2
40 80% VQ-KD 84.3
50 75% VQ-KD 84.3
60 70% VQ-KD 84.4
98 50% VQ-KD 84.1

the pre-training objective of MaPeT excessively difficult, as early predictions are likely to be arbitrary,
having access to only 15% of the overall visual information. Consequently, excessively high or low
reconstruction ratios impair the performance, as evidenced by Table 6.

These observations shed light on the interplay between the reconstruction ratio and the capacity of
the model to capture spatial relationships. The optimal reconstruction ratio, as evidenced by our
findings, strikes a balance between capturing long-range dependencies and leveraging the spatial
locality inherent in the visual data.

C Additional Codebook Visualization

In Figure 4 we report a supplementary compilation of examples previously introduced in Subsec-
tion 5.3. Within this collection, distinct visual tokens successfully represent semantic concepts.
Notably, the pairs of Clownfish and Lionfish, Leopard snout and Cougar snout, Yellow
butterfly and Yellow flower, as well as Bicycle and Unicycle, further validate the discrimi-
native nature of visual tokens, even for highly similar categories.

In Figure 5, we also show some examples of image patches that mismatch the semantic concepts
associated with the discrete tokens of the codebook. Indeed, we observe some incongruities that may
be linked to the resemblance of patches to other semantic concepts. For instance, in the first row of
the figure, some image patches are identified with the Peacock visual tokens while the bird species
are different. The sumptuous tails of these birds can be visually associated with the characteristic
features of a peacock. Similarly, in the second row of the image, the silver and gold perforations,
which are associated with medieval headgear or adornments, may be perceived as comparable to the
reflective surface of a carnival mask. Furthermore, within the third row of the figure, it is worth noting
that several images do not precisely match the semantically correct concept of Space Shuttle.
Nevertheless, these images demonstrate a semantic affinity with the broader, higher-level concept
of “Space”. The images contain a variety of visual elements, including the NASA logo, astronauts,
planets, and even aliens. While the specific content of these images may diverge from the targeted
concept, the overall semantic theme they evoke can be seen as related to the broader concept of space
exploration and travel. These observations highlight our k-CLIP tokenizer enables the identification
and classification of complex visual concepts.

D Additional Implementation Details

Hyperparameters for Pre-Training. In In Table 7, we schematize the experimental settings adopted
during the pre-training phase.
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Hyperparameters for Fine-Tuning. The complete experimental configuration for fine-tuning our
classification models is outlined in Table 8.

Hyperparameters for Linear Probe. Linear probing has been a widely considered proxy for
assessing the effectiveness of self-supervised pre-training models. In accordance with the approach
outlined in [1], we train a linear classifier head over the image-level representation output produced
by the frozen pre-trained backbone. We use the class labels of the images to train the aforementioned
classifier head. We train for 50 epochs using a batch size of 1024, AdamW [26] as optimizer, and
a learning rate of 4e−3 with cosine decay. The weight decay is set to 1e−4. Our pre-training
augmentation strategy incorporates random resizing of crops, horizontal flipping during training, and
central crops during evaluation.

Computational Requirements. The pre-training experiments conducted with our MaPeT model
involved the utilization of different GPU configurations. Specifically, the ViT-T, ViT-S, and ViT-B
models required the deployment of 16, 32, and 64 GPUs, respectively. The pre-training process
for each model took approximately one day to complete. In contrast, during the fine-tuning phase,
we employed 4 GPUs for the ViT-T and ViT-S models, and 16 GPUs for the ViT-B model. The
fine-tuning duration for each model was 48 hours, 36 hours, and 12 hours, respectively. For all
experiments, we utilized the NVIDIA V100 GPU architecture, which was equipped with 16GB of
memory and ran on IBM POWER9 AC922 CPUs operating at 3.1 GHz.

E Limitations and Societal Impact

The findings presented in Sec. A highlight the potential of MaPeT as a powerful pre-training technique
for various real-world applications. The ability of MaPeT to effectively transfer knowledge across
different domains opens up opportunities for more efficient and accurate visual recognition systems.
By reducing the reliance on domain-specific labeled data, MaPeT offers a promising avenue for
addressing the data scarcity challenge in various domains. However, it is important to acknowledge
certain limitations and challenges associated with our study. MaPeT necessitates significant computa-
tional resources at training time, which can be demanding in terms of both hardware and time. These
computational requirements of MaPeT can pose challenges for its widespread adoption and practical
implementation, particularly in settings with limited access to high-end computing resources. While
the performance benefits of MaPeT have been demonstrated in the evaluated datasets, it is important
to consider the scalability and adaptability of the proposed method to even more diverse and complex
domains.
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Figure 4: Visualization of image patches corresponding to the discrete tokens contained within our
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