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Abstract. In this paper, we introduce an open-vocabulary panoptic seg-
mentation model that effectively unifies the strengths of the Segment
Anything Model (SAM) with the vision-language CLIP model in an
end-to-end framework. While SAM excels in generating spatially-aware
masks, it’s decoder falls short in recognizing object class information and
tends to oversegment without additional guidance. Existing approaches
address this limitation by using multi-stage techniques and employing
separate models to generate class-aware prompts, such as bounding boxes
or segmentation masks. Our proposed method, PosSAM is an end-to-end
model which leverages SAM’s spatially rich features to produce instance-
aware masks and harnesses CLIP’s semantically discriminative features
for effective instance classification. Specifically, we address the limita-
tions of SAM and propose a novel Local Discriminative Pooling (LDP)
module leveraging class-agnostic SAM and class-aware CLIP features
for unbiased open-vocabulary classification. Furthermore, we introduce
a Mask-Aware Selective Ensembling (MASE) algorithm that adaptively
enhances the quality of generated masks and boosts the performance
of open-vocabulary classification during inference for each image. We
conducted extensive experiments to demonstrate our methods strong
generalization properties across multiple datasets, achieving state-of-
the-art performance with substantial improvements over SOTA open-
vocabulary panoptic segmentation methods. In both COCO to ADE20K
and ADE20K to COCO settings, PosSAM outperforms the previous
state-of-the-art methods by a large margin, 2.4 PQ and 4.6 PQ, respec-
tively. Project Website: https://vibashan.github.io/possam-web/.

1 Introduction

Segment Anything Model (SAM) [34] shows remarkable promptable mask gener-
ation capabilities. While the existing approaches struggle with generalization to
new objects, SAM can effectively generalize to a variety of visual concepts and
image distributions, thanks to its large-scale pretraining using 1 billion masks.
Instead of relying on costly human annotations, SAM plays a dual role as a data
engine to generate and refine its masks during training iteratively.

∗These authors contributed equally to this work.
†Qualcomm AI Research, an initiative of Qualcomm Technologies, Inc.
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Fig. 1: Left: While SAM possesses exceptional spatial awareness and promptable seg-
mentation capabilities, it lacks class/semantic awareness and tends to over-segment
objects into multiple regions. Our proposed PosSAM enhances SAM with instance
and class awareness by efficiently integrating SAM’s representations with semantically
discriminative CLIP embeddings, resulting in robust open-vocabulary panoptic seg-
mentation. Right: As shown, we achieve state-of-the-art performance in both COCO
to ADE20K and ADE20K to COCO settings.

Despite its potential, SAM faces a significant limitation in generating in-
stance and class-aware masks, which are vital for various downstream segmen-
tation tasks. For example, as illustrated in Fig. 1, SAM tends to over-segment
objects, resulting in masks that lack instance-awareness. Further, SAM [34] has
proposed text prompting to predict class-aware masks; however, the paper stated
that the current SAM can work only with simple prompts targeting a single class,
thereby limiting its applicability to only semantic segmentation. To address these
instance and class-aware limitations, existing approaches resort to specialized
networks to obtain more capable prompts. For example, GroundingDINO [46]
initially predicts bounding boxes, while Semantic Segment-Anything (SSA) [8]
concurrently employs a segmentation model. Similarly, the recently introduced
Semantic-SAM [38] relies on a segmentation model i.e. Mask-DINO [37]. Al-
though these methods offer potential, their additional disjoint steps lead to
inefficiency and a lack of end-to-end awareness. Moreover, the bounding box-
based methods can only generate instance masks and lack the ability to perform
panoptic segmentation. Our method addresses these limitations by introducing
a unified end-to-end trainable approach that leverages SAM’s rich spatial fea-
tures for generating class-agnostic panoptic masks in an open-vocabulary setting,
enabling SAM for downstream segmentation tasks.

Most open-vocabulary segmentation methods [17, 41, 44, 50, 73, 86–88] rely
on CLIP [56] for alignment, mask generation or classification. For instance,
MaskCLIP [18] and OVSeg [44] adopt a two-stage approach by adapting frozen
CLIP for alignment and classification. Similarly, FC-CLIP [78] and OMG-Seg
[41] leverage a frozen CLIP backbone for mask-generation as well as classifica-
tion. However, we argue that leveraging SAM for mask generation due to its rich
feature representation. To illustrate this, we compare feature clustering results
from different backbones in Fig. 2. SAM’s cluster map demonstrates more pre-
cise object boundaries compared to CLIP. This motivates us to leverage SAM
as a backbone for class-agnostic mask generation due to its strong spatial and
localization awareness. Additionally, we empirically observed that the SAM de-
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Fig. 2: Visualization of K-means clustering of frozen CLIP [56] and SAM [34] back-
bone features. As illustrated, SAM’s clustering maps show a higher precision in object
localization when compared to the cluster map of CLIP. While SAM lacks instance
awareness, it still produces more defined boundaries between parts of objects, indicat-
ing its enhanced spatial awareness and fine-grained representation learning capabilities.

coder generates poor panoptic masks (see Table.6). Therefore, following prior
OV works [41,44,71,78,88], we employ Mask2former as our mask decoder.

PosSAM (pronounced possum) addresses the key challenges to enable SAM
for open-vocabulary segmentation by generating instance-aware masks, classi-
fying class-agnostic SAM features, and effectively distinguishing between seen
(in-vocabulary) and unseen (out-of-vocabulary) categories. We leverage a fea-
ture pyramid network to project SAM ViT features into hierarchical multi-scale
feature maps, which are then used by the mask decoder to obtain instance-aware
masks. As our backbone remains fixed during training, we introduce an auxiliary
IoU prediction task to regularize generated masks for instance-awareness. For OV
classification, solely relying on discriminative CLIP features makes the model bi-
ased towards the training set i.e. seen classes. To mitigate this bias, we introduce
a Local Discriminative Pooling (LDP) module (Sec. 3.4) that facilitates the inter-
action between discriminative CLIP features and class-agnostic SAM features,
thereby avoiding overfitting to seen classes during training. During inference,
we propose a novel Mask-Aware Selective Ensemble (MASE) algorithm which
leverages both IoU scores and LDP confidence scores to adaptively distinguish
between in-vocabulary and out-of-vocabulary classes for robust real-world OV
segmentation. Our proposed method demonstrates state-of-the-art performance
across various open-vocabulary segmentation tasks.

Our contributions can be summarized as:

– We introduce PosSAM, an open-vocabulary panoptic segmentation model
that generates class and instance-aware masks with excellent generalization
to a variety of visual concepts by unifying SAM and CLIP in an end-to-end
trainable framework.

– We develop a novel Local Discriminative Pooling (LDP) module to enhance
discriminative CLIP features with class-agnostic SAM features for an unbi-
ased OV classification.

– We introduce the Mask-Aware Selective Ensembling algorithm to adaptively
discern between seen and unseen classes by leveraging IoU and LDP confi-
dence scores for each image.
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– We conduct extensive experiments and demonstrate superior performance
over existing state-of-the-art open-vocabulary panoptic segmentation meth-
ods across multiple benchmark datasets.

2 Related Work

2.1 Vision-Language Models

Vision-Language Models (VLM) have been quite effective in learning a unified
representation space for holistic understanding of both modalities [21, 56, 59].
These models normally consist of an image encoder, a text encoder and fusion
module to combine information from each encoder. The most common approach
for training these models is contrastive learning which uses large-scale datasets
of image and caption pairs to minimize a distance of embedded features between
positive pairs and maximize between negative pairs [21, 30, 42, 56, 59, 65, 66, 81].
Another category of models uses prefix by predicting next text sequence from
given image patch sequence and prefix text sequence [1, 52, 64, 68]. Similarly,
[40,49,61,75] predict masked words based on the corresponding image or predict
whether given text and images are aligned or not.

2.2 Open-vocabulary segmentation

Deep learning has been successfully applied for various dense prediction tasks
such as image segmentation [47], with hierarchical branches [9,10,84], attention
mechanisms [4, 5, 27, 60, 80], and auxiliary losses [2, 3, 6], to point out a few.
Open-vocabulary segmentation is a recent task in image segmentation to gauge
generalization ability to novel visual categories that have not been encountered
during training [17,23,35,50,67,70,73,74,87]. Most works [11,18,41,55,72,76] in
open-vocabulary segmentation use features from large pre-trained multi-modal
foundational models such as CLIP [56] and leverage Mask2former [12] as decoder.
MaskCLIP [17] recently builds upon the CLIP model [56] to open-vocabulary
panoptic segmentation. This is achieved through a two-stage procedure consist-
ing of a mask generator and CLIP encoder for alignment between the two modal-
ities. ODISE [72] uses the representation space of text-image diffusion models to
generalize to novel classes for open-vocabulary segmentation. OPSNet [11] pro-
poses an embedding modulation by merging mask query and CLIP information
by linear fusion using a similarity score obtained between new categories and
known training categories. FreeSeg [55] enforces integration of multiple granular
concepts into a textual description, enabling generalizability to novel categories.
In an alternative work, FCCLIP [78] proposes a single-stage framework by using
a frozen convolution-based CLIP backbone. While existing SOTA approaches
for open vocabulary panoptic segmentation employ the features of contrastively
trained CLIP [56] or generative diffusion models. However, the spatially rich
fine-grained feature space of the SAM model for open-vocabulary panoptic seg-
mentation has not yet been explored. Our paper is an effort in this direction and
learns to equip SAM with instance and class awareness and discussed next.
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2.3 Segment Anything

Multiple works extend SAM [34] to different use cases. These include apply-
ing on medical images [51, 83], camouflaged objects [62] and transparent ob-
jects [26], and make it class aware. A recent approach extends SAM [28], by
combining Grounding DINO [46] with SAM, which allows detection and seg-
mentation of objects using text input. [82] develops a faster version of SAM
for edge devices by replacing the heavyweight Vision Transformer (ViT) [19]
with lightweight ViT [69]. Since SAM does not generate class-label predictions,
other studies [8, 54] integrate SAM with models like BLIP [39] or CLIP [56]
and improve segmentation accuracy. Furthermore, SAM has been used in works
beyond object segmentation such as image editing [57], inpainting [79], video
object tracking [15,77], etc. SAM has also been used to facilitate semantic com-
munication [63] by transmitting only foreground objects. It has also been used
for 3D reconstruction [31, 58] from single images. Extending SAM for the task
of OV panoptic segmentation still remains a challenging problem to solve.

3 Method

3.1 Problem Setting

Consider an input image I ∈ RH×W×3 with it’s corresponding binary mask labels
Ymask ∈ MH×W×Nmask and class labels Yclass ∈ Ctrain. Here, M = {0, 1} is
the set of mask labels, Nmask is the number of ground truth masks corresponding
to the image I and Ctrain is set of training categories. Our objective is to train
a network utilizing the images and labels in the training data, and consequently
perform panoptic segmentation on an unseen test image J ∈ RH×W×3 which
may contain objects from both seen and unseen classes i.e. Ctest.

3.2 Panoptic Open-vocabulary Segment Anything (PosSAM)

We illustrate our proposed training pipeline in Fig. 3 and our inference pipeline in
Fig. 4. As shown in Fig. 3, we first pass the input image through the SAM [34]
image encoder to generate features Fsam. We keep the SAM encoder frozen
during training. Following this, Fsam are passed through a multi-scale FPN block
described in Sec. 3.3, generating hierarchical features Fms, which are then fed to
a mask decoder [13] which generates intermediate mask features Fmasked, used
by mask head to get predicted masks Pmask ∈ MH×W×Kmask . Here, Kmask is
the total number of predicted masks. The mask features are also fed into an IoU
head to predict the IoU Piou corresponding to each mask. A detailed explanation
of the IoU head is in Sec. 3.3.

To generate class-aware image features Fclip, we pass the image I through
the CLIP [25] image encoder, which is kept frozen during training. The gener-
ated clip features are then fed along with mask features Fmasked and predicted
masks Pmask to our proposed Local Discriminative Pooling block. This block is
illustrated in Fig. 5 and described in Sec. 3.4 and produces the in-vocabulary
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Fig. 3: Overview of our PosSAM training pipeline. We first encode the input image
using the SAM backbone to extract spatially rich features, which are processed through
a Feature Pyramid Network to obtain hierarchical multi-scale features decoded to form
mask features and predict class-agnostic masks. Concurrently, we train an IoU predictor
for each mask to measure its quality. We obtain CLIP image features and develop our
proposed LDP module to achieve better classification of these masks. We learn to pool
and generate enhanced class-specific features, which are then classified by a process
supervised with ground truth category labels derived from the CLIP text encoder.

pooled embeddings Gldp, illustrated in both Fig. 3 and Fig. 4. In the following,
we describe our mask generation pipeline in detail. Once we generate the masks
and in-vocabulary pooled embeddings, we follow separate protocols for training
and inference, discussed in Sec. 3.4 and Sec. 3.5 respectively.

3.3 Mask Generator

FPN: SAM’s ViT produces single-resolution feature maps, which are sub-optimal
for segmenting objects of varying sizes. To learn a hierarchical representation
[43], we design an FPN network, with a combination of convolutions and de-
convolution layers, and feed Fsam through it to generate feature maps Fms at
different scales of 1

32 , 1
16 , 1

8 , and 1
4 . These hierarchical features preserve ViT’s

robustness while providing the necessary multi-scale representation.
Mask Decoder: Following Mask2Former [13], the mask decoder takes the multi-
scale feature maps Fms and enhances it using the pixel decoder. These enhanced
pixel features, along with object queries [7], undergo a sequence of mask decoding
steps, including masked cross-attention, self-attention, and an FFN and output
region features Fmasked, which are then fed into the mask head to generate
class-agnostic binary masks Pmask. To train mask decoder, we use Hungar-
ian matching [7] to establish one-to-one correspondences between predicted and
ground-truth masks and we supervise the predicted class-agnostic binary masks
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Fig. 4: In the inference pipeline, the LDP embeddings and CLIP embeddings are gener-
ated from the local discriminative pooling module and mask pool module, respectively.
These embeddings are used to classify the mask proposal by performing a product with
pre-computed CLIP text embeddings. Final predictions are processed by our MASE
strategy, where IoU score is utilized to weigh the classification predictions and an adap-
tive geometric ensemble is applied to the outputs of the LDP and CLIP embeddings.

via a pixel-wise binary cross entropy loss as follows:

Lmask(i, j) = BCE(Yi
mask,P

j
mask) (1)

where, i and j are Hungarian [7] matched indices obtained by matching ground-
truth mask Ymask ∈ MH×W×Nmask and predicted masks Pmask ∈ MH×W×Kmask .
Intersection over Union (IoU) Head: In addition to the mask generation
process, we integrate an IoU head into our mask decoder. The IoU head takes
output region features Fmasked as input and estimates the IoU score between
predicted binary masks and their corresponding ground truths. The IoU head is
trained for Hungarian-matched predicted and ground-truth masks as follows:

Liou(i, j) = ∥Yi
mask −Pj

mask∥
2
2 (2)

The IoU head is trained in a category-agnostic manner and can easily gen-
eralize to unseen classes to gauge the quality of the generated masks. Therefore
during inference, the predicted IoU scores are utilized to weigh the logit scores,
giving more importance to the confident masks.

3.4 Mask Classification

We leverage CLIP [56] text encoder ctext to classify each of the predicted bi-
nary masks. For this, we extract class embedding corresponding to each mask
by performing ROI Pool on output region features Fmasked. However, since SAM
features are inherently class-agnostic and the mask generator is also trained in
a class-agnostic manner, we employ the CLIP image encoder to induce semantic
richness. We introduce a novel learnable pooling module termed ‘Local Discrimi-
native Pooling’ to accumulate benefits from both CLIP and SAM representation
spaces for unbiased OV classification.
Local Discriminative Pooling (LDP): As illustrated in Fig. 5, we introduce a
dual-stream architecture that concurrently processes mask and clip features. We
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Fig. 5: Local Discriminative Pooling Module. The LDP module learns to effectively fuse
the class-agnostic SAM features with discriminative CLIP features, thereby avoiding
overfitting to seen classes during training, which is crucial for OV inference.

first apply ROI Pooling (i.e. mask pooling) on both the SAM and CLIP features
and then project them to align with the CLIP [56] and SAM [34] embedding
space. These features are then concatenated and fused using self-attention. Fi-
nally, the refined features are passed through the normalization layer to obtain
the locally discriminative pooled embeddings Gldp, (LDP embeddings) for each
mask. The LDP module generates both semantically rich (attributed to precise
SAM features) as well as class discriminative features (attributed to CLIP).
Classification loss: For each category present in Ctrain, we obtain the cor-
responding CLIP text embedding Gtext. Next, we compute the probability of
LD pooled embedding as Pclass = Softmax(Gldp · Gtext/τ), which is used to
compute cross-entropy loss:

Lclass(i, j) = CE(Yclass
i,Pclass

j), (3)

where τ is a learnable temperature parameter and Pclass are the predicted
class logits. The final loss used for training is a weighted combination the three
proposed loss functions,

Ltotal(i, j) = γaLclass(i, j) + γbLmask(i, j) + γcLiou(i, j), (4)
where the γ values are loss weight and are considered hyperparameters. In

the following section, we provide a detailed description of our inference pipeline.

3.5 Open-Vocabulary Inference

As illustrated in Fig. 4, we adapt our pipeline during inference to accommodate
for the unseen classes. Since our model produces accurate masks, we fix the
mask generation pipeline. However, we adapt the classification branch to better
generalize to previously unseen classes.
LDP and CLIP Classification: As our LDP module is trained on a closed
set of training categories Ctrain, we use the same module to generate pooled



PosSAM 9

embeddings corresponding to categories in the set Ctrain ∩ Ctest which contains
object classes the model has seen before. These embeddings are denoted as LDP
embeddings, Gldp. To allow for precise prediction of the categories which the
model has never seen before i.e. those which fall outside the set Ctest∩Ctrain, we
apply the ROI pooling (mask pooling) operation on the frozen CLIP to generate
the CLIP embeddings Gclip. Both these embeddings along with the CLIP text
embeddings are fed into our proposed Mask-Aware Selective Ensemble (MASE)
strategy to obtain the final predicted class logits.

Algorithm 1 Mask-Aware Selective Ensemble (MASE) for PosSAM
1: Piou: Predicted IoU scores
2: Pclass,ldp: LDP logits
3: Pclass,clip: CLIP logits
4: M: Category Overlapping Mask
5: α, β: Ensemble weighting parameters
6: function MASE
7: Pldp ← Pclass,ldp ·Piou

8: Pclip ← Pclass,clip ·Piou

9: S̃Eldp ← 1−
(

sort(Pldp)[−2]

sort(Pldp)[−1]

)
10: S̃Eclip ← 1−

(
sort(Pclip)[−2]

sort(Pclip)[−1]

)
11: SEconf ←

S̃Eclip

S̃Eclip+S̃Eldp

12: α̂← α · (1 + SEconf )
13: β̂ ← β · (1 + SEconf )
14: Initialize Pclass to an empty structure
15: if IoU score of all masks is valid then
16: Pin−voc ← (Pldp

(1−α̂) ·Pα̂
clip)⊙M

17: Pout−voc ← (Pldp
(1−β̂) ·Pβ̂

clip)⊙ (1−M)
18: Pclass ← Pin−voc +Pout−voc

19: end if
20: return Pclass

21: end function

Mask-aware Selective Ensemble (MASE): As depicted in Algorithm 1,
MASE is a regularized and weighted aggregation strategy to generate class log-
its by differentiating between seen and unseen classes, effectively leveraging IoU
scores, along with the LDP and CLIP embeddings. Both LDP and CLIP em-
beddings denoted as Gldp and Gclip respectively, contain mask encodings which
represent a vector for each mask. These are aggregated with the text embeddings
Gtext to generate LDP logits Pclass,ldp and CLIP logits Pclass,clip respectively,
as described in Sec. 3.4. Essentially, these class logits denote a distribution for
each mask. Since the number of masks generated by our decoder is much higher
than the number of things and stuff in an image, multiple generated masks are
void. Analogous to this observation, our predicted IoU scores is a measure of the



10 V. VS, S.Borse, H. Park, D. Das, V. Patel, M. Hayat and F. Porikli

a) Image c) ODISE d) FCCLIP e) OP-SAMb) GT(unseen classes)a) Input Image b) GT (Unseen) c) ODISE d) FCCLIP d) PosSAM

Fig. 6: Zero-shot panoptic segmentation capability from COCO to ADE20K
on unseen classes. This figure shows comparison with recent SOTA approaches. Only
novel classes are shown. We can observe that PosSAM has the ability to accurately
segment objects that are never seen before such as paintings, dishwashers, exhaust,
showing advantages over ODISE [71] and FCCLIP [78].

presence of valid masks. Hence, we use these IoU scores Piou as a regularizer to
weigh our predicted class logits along the mask dimension.

To combine the LDP and CLIP class predictions, we apply a geometric mean
following [71] and [78] with α and β as geometric mean weighting coefficients.
Different from prior works, we do not fix the weights for the geometric mean
and vary them class-wise based on the confidence of each prediction i.e. LDP
prediction receives a higher weight for a particular mask if the confidence of
LDP class prediction is higher than CLIP class prediction and vice-versa for
CLIP class predictions. Therefore, α and β are adaptively adjusted based on the
relative confidence between the LDP and CLIP classification scores to obtain the
updated α̂ and β̂. Once we apply the confidence-weighted and IoU-regularized
geometric mean over both predictions, we attain the final class prediction Pclass

corresponding to each mask Pmask.

4 Experiments

4.1 Implementation Details

Architecture. We use pre-trained SAM [34] ViT as our backbone and project
its features to a hierarchical feature map using our proposed FPN. B,L,H are the
Base, Large, and Huge variants of SAM, respectively. We choose Mask2Former [13]
as our mask decoder, to generate N = 250 class-agnostic mask predictions. We
use CLIP [16] as our image-text discriminative model.
Training Strategy. We trained PosSAM for 250K iterations with image crops
of size 1024×1024, resizing the shorter side to 1024 [71,78]. We trained our using
8 NVIDIA A100 GPUs, processing 2 images per GPU, for an effective batch size
of 16. We use AdamW optimizer [32,48], with a weight decay of 0.05 with initial
learning rate is set to 1 × 10−4, followed by a multi-step decay schedule. The
model is trained with a batch size of 16 for a total of 50 epochs on the COCO
panoptic training dataset [45].
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Inference Strategy. We evaluate PosSAM on the ADE20K dataset [85] for
open-vocabulary panoptic, and semantic segmentation, as well as on the Pascal
datasets [20,53] for semantic segmentation. For panoptic segmentation, the met-
rics used are panoptic quality (PQ), segmentation quality (SQ), recognition qual-
ity (RQ) [33], Average Precision (AP), and mean intersection-over-union (mIoU),
while for semantic segmentation, we use mIoU [20]. In addition, for some experi-
ments, we report on PQstuff and PQthing [33], differentiating between countable
objects (eg: cats, dogs) and uncountable regions (eg: road, sky). All reported
results are evaluated using a single checkpoint trained exclusively on the COCO
panoptic training set [45]. Furthermore, we implement the mask-aware selective
ensembling of LDP and CLIP classification logits. Consistent with previous stud-
ies, our experiments also leverage prompt engineering techniques from [23, 72]
and prompt templates from [24,44], unless otherwise stated. See Appendix A for
additional implementation details along with hyperparameters, and Appendix B
for an analysis of our compute requirements.

COCO → ADE20K ADE20K → COCO
Method PQ SQ RQ mAP mIoU PQ SQ RQ mAP mIoU

MaskCLIP [18] (ICML 2023) 15.1 23.7 - 6.0 23.7 - - - - -
FreeSeg [55] (CVPR 2023) 16.3 71.8 21.6 6.5 24.6 21.7 72.0 21.6 6.6 21.7
ODISE [72] (CVPR 2023) 23.2 74.4 27.9 14.0 28.4 25.0 79.4 30.4 - -
OPSNet [11] (ICCV 2023) 17.7 54.9 21.6 - - - - - - -
MaskQCLIP [76] (ICCV 2023) 23.3 - - - 30.4 - - - - -
FCCLIP [78] (NeurIPS 2023) 26.8 71.5 32.3 16.8 34.1 27.0 78.0 32.9 - -

PosSAM (B) 26.5 74.7 32.0 16.8 32.9 25.1 80.1 30.4 18.7 37.9
PosSAM (L) 28.0 75.5 33.4 18.3 34.2 30.7 81.7 35.9 22.5 41.2
PosSAM (H) 29.2 76.3 34.7 18.3 35.1 31.6 81.5 37.5 25.9 39.9

Table 1: Zero-shot open-vocabulary panoptic segmentation performance for training
on COCO and testing on ADE20K and training on ADE20K and testing on COCO.

4.2 Results

Open-Vocabulary Panoptic Segmentation between COCO and ADE20K:
In Table 1, we present the zero-shot open-vocabulary panoptic segmentation re-
sults when trained on COCO and tested on ADE20K, and vice versa. Compared
with existing state-of-the-art methods, our proposed PosSAM demonstrates sig-
nificant improvements across all metrics. For instance, PosSAM (H) achieves
a gain of +2.4 PQ over the second-best approach, FCCLIP [78], under the
COCO → ADE20K setting, and an absolute gain of +4.6 PQ under the ADE20K
→ COCO setting. Compared to CLIP-based methods such as MaskCLIP [18],
FreeSeg [55], and OPSNet [11], our scores for PQ, mAP, and mIOU show a sub-
stantial margin of improvement. This is because our method synergizes SAM for
robust segmentation and CLIP for robust classification. Additionally, compared
to ODISE [71], using the Stable Diffusion UNet encoder, PosSAM outperforms
this method by 20.5% and 21.8% in PQ on COCO → ADE20K and ADE20K →
COCO respectively. Thanks to SAM’s precise localization, PosSAM consistently
exhibits superior segmentation quality (SQ) for Base, Large, and Huge models.
Please see Appendix B for the closed set performance on both ADE20K and
COCO datasets.



12 V. VS, S.Borse, H. Park, D. Das, V. Patel, M. Hayat and F. Porikli

Open-Vocabulary Semantic Segmentation: In Table 2, we evaluate Pos-
SAM for open-vocabulary semantic segmentation task, trained on the COCO
dataset and tested across large-scale ADE20K with 150 classes (A-150) and 847
classes (A-847), as well as PASCAL-Context with 459 classes (PC-459). For all
the datasets, PosSAM achieves the highest mIoU scores, indicating superior seg-
mentation accuracy. Its mIoU scores of 14.9, 18.7, and 35.1 for A-847, PC-459,
and A-150, respectively, are notably higher than those of established methods
like OVSeg [44], SAN [73], ODISE [72] FCCLIP [78] and MaskQCLIP [76]. This
robust performance across varied class sizes and contexts highlights PosSAM’s
effectiveness in adapting to diverse semantic segmentation challenges and its
suitability to other segmentation tasks and generalization to unseen categories,
even though trained with panoptic-segmentation data only.

mIoU
Method A-847 PC-459 A-150
GroupViT [70] (CVPR 2022) 4.3 4.9 10.6
SimBaseline [74] (ECCV 2022) - - 15.3
ZegFormer [17] (CVPR 2022) - - 16.4
LSeg [36] (ICLR 2022) 3.8 7.8 18.0
OVSeg [44] (CVPR 2023) 9.0 12.4 29.6
SAN [73] (CVPR 2023) 13.7 17.1 33.3
OpenSeg [23] (ECCV 2022) 6.3 9.0 21.1
MaskCLIP [18] (ICML 2023) 8.2 10.0 23.7
ODISE [72] (CVPR 2023) 11.0 13.8 28.7
MaskQCLIP [76] (ICCV 2023) 10.7 18.2 30.4
FCCLIP [78] (NeurIPS 2023) 14.8 18.2 34.1

PosSAM 14.9 18.7 35.1

Table 2: Zero-shot open-vocabulary semantic segmentation results. All methods
are trained on COCO and tested on A-150 and A-847, representing ADE20K with
150 classes and 847 classes, respectively. P-459 represents PASCAL-Context with 459
classes. The best results are bolded.

Effect of LDP module on PQseen and PQunseen: Table 3 presents differ-
ent approaches for seen and unseen panoptic segmentation in the COCO →
ADE20K setting. We observe that PosSAM outperforms the others across all
metrics. Specifically, for unseen classes (PQunseen), PosSAM achieves a score of
21.3, an 18.3% improvement over the next best method, FCCLIP [78] (see Fig-
ure 6). Because FCCLIP relies solely on discriminative CLIP features, the model
is biased towards the training set, i.e., seen classes. To mitigate this bias, we effec-
tively integrate class-agnostic features from SAM leveraging the proposed LDP
module. Notably, when comparing PQseen and PQunseen together, PosSAM does
not overfit to training classes and generalizes well to unseen object categories.
Moreover, the more specific quality metrics, PQth and PQst, also achieve the
highest scores with the proposed method, at 28.3 and 30.9, respectively. Overall,
PQ, PQth, and PQst are consistently better across all methods, demonstrating
PosSAM’s LDP effectiveness in not overfitting to training concepts.
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Method PQunseen PQseen PQth PQst PQ

ODISE(Caption) [72] 15.5 33.2 21.8 25.9 23.2
ODISE(Label) [72] 11.5 37.5 21.3 25.7 22.7
FCCLIP [78] 17.3 39.1 25.1 30.1 26.8

PosSAM 21.3 39.5 28.3 30.9 29.2

Table 3: Comparison on Panoptic Quality (PQ) for seen and unseen classes for COCO
→ ADE20K. Note that results of unseen classes show generalization ability of models.

FPN LDP IoU MASE PQ PQth PQst mAP mIoU

✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ 21.3 22.6 23.2 12.8 29.5
✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ 24.5 24.3 24.7 14.7 32.0
✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ 25.7 25.0 27.6 15.7 32.5
✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ 25.9 25.2 27.9 16.0 33.0
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 26.5 25.5 28.6 16.8 32.9

Table 4: Ablation study on the proposed components for PosSAM (L), performed by
training on COCO and validating on ADE20K. FPN: Feature Pyramid Network, LDP:
Local Discriminative Pooling, IoU: IoU Loss, MASE - Mask-aware Selective Ensemble

Individual Contributions of Different Components: In Table 4, we present
study to investigate how much different components of the proposed method
contribute towards its overall performance. The study begins with a baseline
model, with following components progressively introduced: Feature Pyramid
Network (FPN), Local Discriminative Pooling (LDP), Intersection over Union
(IoU) head, and Mask-aware Selective Ensemble (MASE). Integrating FPN alone
significantly boosts different performance metrics, suggesting its effectiveness in
improving multi-scale feature representations. Adding LDP to FPN led to 3.4%
improvements in panoptic segmentation quality due to better modeling of clas-
sification features. The integration of the IoU head, resulted in improved PQ,
mAP and mIOU, since IoU helps achieve stable mask generation. Finally, all
the components of our model complement each other and achieve the highest
scores across all different metrics enhancing the model’s ability to generate ro-
bust panoptic mask in an open-vocabulary setting.
Effect of Varying the Pooling Strategy: Table 5 compares different pool-
ing mechanisms and impact on PQ, mIoU, and mAP when employing SAM [34]
and CLIP [56] features in the COCO → ADE20K setting. We observe that Mask
Pooling with SAM features establishes a baseline PQ of 28.0, a marginal improve-
ment over CLIP features, indicating the discriminative advantage of CLIP. In
the Cross-Attention (Cross-Attn) approach, we treat SAM features as the query
and CLIP features as the key and value. For Cross-Attn, the incremental im-
provements in PQ and mIoU suggest that using both features results in enhanced
classification. Finally, Local Discriminative Pooling (LDP) better combines SAM
and CLIP features, leading to more robust classification and achieving the high-
est scores across all metrics. Notably, the increase in PQ to 29.2, demonstrating
its effectiveness in the aggregation of SAM and CLIP embeddings. This suggests
that our proposed LDP module leverages complementary strengths of SAM and
CLIP for improved open-vocabulary segmentation.
Comparison of SAM and Mask2former Decoders: The ablation study
presented in the Table 6 focuses on evaluating the performance of different de-
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Pooling Features PQ mIoU mAP

Mask Pooling SAM Feat 28.0 33.7 17.7
Mask Pooling CLIP Feat 26.4 33.3 16.8
Cross-Attn SAM Feat, CLIP Feat 28.3 34.0 17.5
Local Disc Pooling SAM Feat, CLIP Feat 29.2 35.1 18.3

Table 5: Studying the performance obtained by varying our pooling approach for
PosSAM (H) variants trained on COCO and inference on ADE20K.

Pooling No. of. Heads PQ PQth PQst

Two-way Decoder 1 12.0 5.0 28.6
Two-way Decoder 9 14.2 5.8 28.7
Mask2Former 9 26.5 16.8 32.9

Table 6: Ablation analysis on the SAM (L) Two-way decoder and Mask2former de-
coder for panoptic mask generation, trained on COCO and inference on ADE20K.

coder variations on panoptic mask generation for COCO → ADE20K setting.
The study compares a SAM’s two-way decoder with a single head against the
same decoder with nine heads, and also contrasts these with the Mask2Former
decoder [14]. The single head two-way decoder demonstrates the lowest perfor-
mance across all metrics and increasing the number of heads to nine shows a
reasonable improvement. However, the Mask2Former decoder exhibits a signif-
icant performance boost, achieving the highest scores (PQ : 26.5, PQth : 16.8,
PQst : 32.9), indicating that the Mask2Former architecture with multi-resolution
setup and deformable attention is more effective for panoptic mask generation.
Furthermore, the SAM decoder is designed to be lightweight with weaker atten-
tion, so that the encoder is forced to do most of the segmentation in its feature
space itself (see Appendix B for more details).
Effect of Varying the Ensembling Strategy during inference: Table 7
compares different ensembling methods during inference. By varying α and β
to vary reliance on the individual encodings, we demonstrate the effect of each
component. Geometric ensembling, as proposed by [71], is an effective way to
combine the two embeddings. However, we observe that using our MASE strategy
boosts the PQ by 2.8%.

α β Seen Class Unseen Class Ensembling PQ

0.0 0.0 Gldp Gldp None 23.4
1.0 1.0 Gclip Gclip None 25.6
0.4 0.8 Ensemble Ensemble Geometric 28.4
0.4 0.8 Ensemble Ensemble MASE 29.2

Table 7: Effect of varying the ensembling strategy for seen and unseen classes during
inference, for a PosSAM (H) variant trained on COCO and inference on ADE20K.
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5 Conclusion

In conclusion, this work introduces PosSAM, an open-vocabulary panoptic seg-
mentation framework that leverages SAM by addressing its limitations to gen-
erate class and instance-aware masks. Through comprehensive experiments, we
demonstrate how the novel Local Discriminative Pooling (LDP) module signifi-
cantly reduces bias towards seen classes, thereby significantly improving unseen
open-vocabulary classification. Moreover, our Mask-Aware Selective Ensembling
(MASE) algorithm employs an adaptive strategy to accurately differentiate be-
tween seen and unseen classes by leveraging both IoU and LDP confidence scores
during inference. Our model achieves state-of-the-art performance across various
OV benchmark datasets, highlighting PosSAM’s effectiveness and efficiency.
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Appendices

Overview
As part of the supplementary materials, we present our additional
Implementation Details (Section. A), Experiments and Analysis (Sec-
tion. B) and Open-Vocabulary Visualization (Section. C), and Limi-
tations (Section. D) as an extension to the ones shown in the paper.

A Implementation Details

For a fair-comparison with recent works, we follow ODISE [1] and
FCCLIP [2] and trained PosSAM for 250K iterations with image
crops of size 1024 × 1024, resizing the shorter side to 1024. We ap-
plied data augmentation techniques as proposed by [22], which in-
cluded random scaling between 0.1 and 2.0. We trained our using 8
NVIDIA A100 GPUs, processing 2 images per GPU, for an effective
batch size of 16. We employed the AdamW optimizer [48] with a
learning rate of 1 × 10−4 and a weight decay of 0.05. The learning
rate was scheduled to reduce by a factor of 10 at the 150,000th and
200,000th iterations. We utilized a ConvNext-L backbone for the
CLIP architecture [29]. Following [13] and [7], Hungarian matching
was used to match the predicted masks with ground truth masks, and
training losses were computed based on these pairs. Following [13],
classification loss weight (γa) and mask loss weight (γb) were set to
2.0 and 5.0, respectively, with the IoU loss weight (γc) at 1.0. We set
α = 0.8 and β = 0.4 across all datasets.

B Additional Experiments

SAM Encoder vs Decoder: As shown in Fig. B.1, we present
a comparison between the SAM encoder features clustering mask
and SAM decoder mask to verify the effectiveness of both compo-
nents. Specifically, we argue that the SAM decoder is designed to
be lightweight and incorporates less complex attention mechanisms,
enabling the SAM encoder to undertake the majority of the segmen-
tation task. To verify this, we feed an image and perform k-means
clustering on the features from the frozen SAM encoder. For the de-
coder, we employ an automatic point generator that samples points
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uniformly across the image, with each point acting as a prompt to
SAM decoder for generating masks. The clustering maps obtained
from the SAM encoder features demonstrate that the majority of ob-
ject segmentation has already occurred at the encoder stage, and the
SAM decoder subsequently refines these features to produce a finer
segmentation mask. Thus, our experiments have effectively verified
that the encoder primarily learns to perform segmentation, while the
decoder refines these features to achieve more detailed masks.

A) Input Image B) SAM Decoder (Auto) C) SAM Encoder (K-means) D) K-means Overlay

Fig. B.1: SAM decoder vs SAM encoder K-means Clustering

Model FPS Train Param Frozen Param Total Param PQ mAP mIOU
ODISE [72] 1.26 28.1M 1493.8M 1521.9M 23.2 14.0 28.4
PosSAM (B) 1.72 51.5M 441.4M 493.0M 26.5 16.8 32.9
PosSAM (L) 1.48 51.5M 660.0M 711.6M 28.0 18.3 34.2
PosSAM (H) 1.30 51.5M 988.7M 1040.3M 29.2 18.3 35.1

Table B.1: Parameter and Speed Analysis for the proposed method includes metrics
such as FPS (Frames Per Second), Train Params (Total parameters trained during
training), Frozen Params (Total parameters which are frozen during training), and
Total Params (Total parameters of the model).

Comparison of parameters: The Table B.1 compares FPS, train-
able and total parameters for various models, including ODISE [72],
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PosSAM (B), PosSAM (L), and PosSAM (H). As shown in Table B.1,
the trainable learnable parameters for PosSAM Base, Large, and
Huge models are fixed, as all models produce 256 output channels,
and the learnable parameters are FPN, mask decoder, and LDP
module, which together comprise just 51.5 million parameters. As
a result, the total parameters increase as the SAM backbone size
increases, suggesting that less than 10% of the model weights are
being trained. Compared to ODISE, which has 1521.9 million pa-
rameters, all our model sizes are smaller but offer higher FPS and
a significant boost in performance across all metrics. In summary,
while ODISE is slower with many frozen parameters, PosSAM mod-
els balance FPS and parameter counts, with PosSAM (B) being the
fastest and PosSAM (H) having the most parameters with overall
better performance for all PosSAM variations.

C Open-Vocabulary Visualization

To demonstrate the open-vocabulary recognition capabilities of Pos-
SAM, we present extensive visualization for open-vocabulary panop-
tic segmentation predictions on ADE20K in Figure B.2 and Figure
B.3.

D Limitations and Future Work

In our current work, we aim to enhance instance-aware masks by
leveraging SAM and the proposed LDP and MASE modules to ro-
bustly perform real-world open-vocabulary segmentation. However,
like prior OV methods [41,44,71,78,88], we still rely on CLIP back-
bone. Ideally, a single backbone that embodies both spatial and se-
mantic awareness would be optimal. Such an integration could not
only reduce the number of parameters but also potentially enhance
performance significantly, presenting a promising direction for future
research.



24

Fig. B.2: PosSAM visualization of open-vocabulary panoptic segmentation predictions
on ADE20K
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Fig. B.3: PosSAM visualization of open-vocabulary panoptic segmentation predictions
on ADE20K
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