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Abstract

Treating texts as images, combining prompts with tex-
tual labels for prompt tuning, and leveraging the align-
ment properties of CLIP have been successfully applied in
zero-shot multi-label image recognition. Nonetheless, re-
lying solely on textual labels to store visual information
is insufficient for representing the diversity of visual ob-
jects. In this paper, we propose reversing the training pro-
cess of CLIP and introducing the concept of Pseudo Visual
Prompts. These prompts are initialized for each object cate-
gory and pre-trained on large-scale, low-cost sentence data
generated by large language models. This process mines the
aligned visual information in CLIP and stores it in class-
specific visual prompts. We then employ contrastive learn-
ing to transfer the stored visual information to the textual
labels, enhancing their visual representation capacity. Ad-
ditionally, we introduce a dual-adapter module that simul-
taneously leverages knowledge from the original CLIP and
new learning knowledge derived from downstream datasets.
Benefiting from the pseudo visual prompts, our method sur-
passes the state-of-the-art not only on clean annotated text
data but also on pseudo text data generated by large lan-
guage models.

1. Introduction

Vision and language pre-training models [10, 15, 1, 3,
13, 7], by learning versal knowledge representations from
large-scale image-text pairs, have demonstrated remarkable
generalization capabilities across many downstream tasks.
This is attributed to the contrastive pre-training approach
that aligns images and texts in a shared latent space. How-
ever, when data or labels are hard to collect, continuing
to fine-tune the entire model often becomes challenging.
Therefore, prompt tuning [24, 4, 14, 11] has emerged as
an efficient and intelligent new paradigm for adapting large
models to small-scale tasks. Existing prompt tuning meth-
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Figure 1. (a): NoCaps dataset, which always includes common
objects such as animals, plants and furniture, etc. (b)(c): NICE
Challenge dataset, which includes many novel visual concepts and
various image types, such as famous historic, cultural and graph-
ics, etc.

ods for image recognition mainly focus on entire or partially
labeled image settings. For example, both CoOp [25] and
CoCoOp [24] require annotated images for training learn-
able context, while DualCoOp [12] is trained from par-
tially labeled images for both positive and negative prompts.
When visual or labeled data is limited, TAI-DPT [5] fur-
ther proposes treating texts as images for prompt tuning,
without seeing any image and training double-grained text
prompts, and successfully applied to zero-shot multi-label
image recognition. Nevertheless, learning a wide range
of discriminative visual-level features for each target cate-
gory is crucial for zero-shot image recognition, and relying
solely on text-level labels and corresponding text encoder
to store aligned visual information in text prompts is insuf-
ficient for representing the vast diversity of visual objects.
For instance, categories such as car, plane, or bag encom-
pass a wide range of shapes and attributes. This hetero-
geneity can easily result in text prompts overfitting to local
feature spaces, hindering the ability to generalize and rec-
ognize different instances within the same category.
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Given an image and a corresponding sentence, the image
is processed through an image encoder into a d-dimensional
vector, while the text undergoes a similar process through a
text encoder. These vectors are then aligned via contrastive
learning in a shared latent space. This training process can
be formalized as:

< I, T,EncI,EncT >→< Aligned Shared Latent Space >

where a vision-language alignment latent space is trained
on a large scale of image-text pairs.

Considering a zero-shot scenario without any image
data, this approach leverages the learned aligned latent
space of CLIP [10], and the text modality to reverse recover
the image modality:

< Aligned Shared Latent Space, T, EncI,EncT >→< I >

We refer to the recovered image I as a pseudo-visual
prompt.

For the downstream zero-shot image recognition task, as
referenced by [5], instead of designing text prompts con-
catenated with textual labels before the frozen text encoder,
we randomly initialize an identical visual prompt of size
H × W × C for each category without combining it with
any visual or textual labels before the frozen image encoder.

For each object, similar to [5], we treat texts as images.
Their textual labels are derived from the input texts, con-
structing positive samples with the visual prompts corre-
sponding to the categories and negative samples with other
categories’ prompts. Each pseudo-visual prompt is op-
timized via contrastive learning in CLIP’s aligned latent
space on large-scale sentence data generated by large lan-
guage models.

After training, the learned pseudo visual prompts, which
have a similar size and channels to real images, represent
all shapes and attributes of the object category with a class-
specific visual prompt. We can directly compute the simi-
larity between the class-specific visual prompt and the input
image, thus performing zero-shot multi-label image recog-
nition, which achieves performance comparable to [5].

However, considering the weaker visual representation
capability of text prompts, we further transfer the extensive
visual information contained in the pseudo-visual prompt to
the text prompts to enhance their visual representation capa-
bility and image recognition performance. Specifically, we
perform contrastive learning between the trained pseudo-
visual prompt and the text prompts to enhance the visual
diversity representation capability of the text labels. Addi-
tionally, we introduce a dual-adapter module that simulta-
neously leverages knowledge in the original CLIP and new
learning knowledge derived from downstream datasets.

2. Related Work
Prompt tuning [8, 16, 17, 1, 23] has emerged as a promis-

ing technique in computer vision and natural language
processing, offering a parameter-efficient way to leverage
large pre-trained models. KnowPrompt [2] involved inject-
ing knowledge into a prompt template and encoding rich
semantic knowledge among entities and relations. Pro-
Tuning [9] learned task-specific visual prompt for down-
stream input images while keeping the pre-trained model
frozen.

Amidst the progress in multi-modal pre-training, re-
searchers have explored the application of prompt tuning in
the multi-modal domain[18, 21]. CoOp [25] modified the
pre-trained vision-language models for image recognition
tasks by employing learnable prompt context vectors. Dual-
CoOp++ [6] efficiently adapted a powerful vision-language
model with partial-labeled images by introducing evidence-
guided region feature aggregation and winner-take-all mod-
ules to improve spatial aggregation and inter-class interac-
tion. These methods necessitated visual modality and tex-
tual class labels as default prerequisites in both training and
testing. Consequently, TAI-DPT [5] extended this paradigm
by treating texts as images for zero-shot image recognition,
storing the aligned vision-language information from CLIP
into text prompt without seeing any image during training.

Prompt tuning based methods can boost the performance
of multi-label image classification[19, 20, 22]. However,
these methods either require a large amount of labeled vi-
sual data or fail to learn the diversity of visual knowl-
edge. In this paper, we propose a novel transferable prompt
co-learning method to solve this problem by designing a
pseudo-visual prompt module.

3. Method
We focus on the task of zero-shot multi-label image

recognition. To begin with, we revisit the training process
of TAI-DPT [5] as shown in the black box of Fig and
highlight the disadvantages of the designed text prompts.
Then, we introduce pseudo-visual prompt learning, which
includes the construction of two forms of sentence data and
the training of visual prompts. After learning, we adopt con-
trastive learning to transfer our pseudo-visual prompts to
text prompts. Finally, we discuss the entire model’s training
objectives and inference process.

3.1. Background

Figure 2 illustrates the approach used by TAI-DPT [5],
which treats text as a proxy for images to achieve zero-shot
multi-label image recognition. In this method, global (G)
and local (L) class-specific embeddings are generated by
concatenating double learnable text prompts with each class
embedding. These concatenated embeddings are then pro-
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Figure 2. Learning and transferring process of Pseudo Visual Prompt, where we use human-annotated texts or pseudo texts generated by
LLM to train the prompts. (a) During learning, we design identical class-specific visual prompts for each target category. The global text
feature and object visual features are obtained from the frozen CLIP image and text encoder. The corresponding cosine similarity between
the embeddings is guided by the derived pseudo labels with ranking loss. (b) During transferring, we perform contrastive learning between
the trained pseudo-visual prompt and the text prompts to enhance the visual diversity representation capability of the text labels. The final
classification results are obtained by merging the scores of the two branches.

cessed through the frozen text encoder of the original CLIP
model. The global text feature of the input sentence and the
sequential feature of word tokens, denoted as h and H re-
spectively, are derived using the same frozen text encoder.
It’s important to note that the original TAI-DPT [5] does not
incorporate a text adapter module. The training objectives
are formulated as follows:

Lglobal =
∑

i∈{c+}

∑
j∈{c−}

max(0,m− pi + pj)

Llocal =
∑

i∈{c+}

∑
j∈{c−}

max(0,m− p′i + p′j)

In these equations, c+ and c− refer to the filtered positive
object classes and the remaining negative classes identified
by a noun filter (e.g., car, bicycle). The variable p signifies
the global similarity between the global class embedding
G and the global sentence feature h, whereas p′ denotes the
aggregated local similarities between the local class embed-
ding L and the sequential word feature H . The margin m
ensures that the similarity with positive classes is signifi-
cantly higher than with negative classes. During the testing
phase, images take the place of texts, where h and H repre-
sent the global feature and local patch feature of the image,
respectively. The final classification score is obtained by
combining p and p′.

3.2. Pseudo Visual Prompts Learning

Accurately learning extensive and diverse visual rep-
resentations for each object category is crucial for image
recognition. Traditional text prompts and text encoders
capture visual information aligned solely with specific tex-
tual categories in the CLIP alignment space, limiting their
ability to fully represent the feature space of a category
(e.g., capturing only the visual elements associated with
the label ”car”). To address this limitation, we introduce
pseudo-visual prompts, which construct class-specific vi-
sual prompts for each category. These prompts utilize the
image encoder, text encoder, and shared latent space of
CLIP to optimize and learn the generic visual features of
each category. Additionally, we transfer the visual repre-
sentations from the pseudo visual prompts to text prompts
to enhance their visual representation capabilities and im-
prove image recognition performance.

3.2.1 Construction of Text Training Data and Textual
Labels

Given that CLIP aligns texts and images in a shared latent
space, training image recognition tasks with text data in-
stead of images is feasible. This necessitates that the sen-
tence descriptions used as training data meet the following
criteria:

1. Each sentence should include an appropriate number
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of textual labels, with a balanced distribution to avoid
long-tail issues.

2. The sentence content should richly describe a natural
image scene, akin to real image descriptions.

To obtain such text descriptions, we employ two meth-
ods: human-annotated clean data and pseudo data generated
by large language models. For clean data, we utilize public
image caption datasets such as MS-COCO and object detec-
tion datasets like localized narratives. For pseudo-text data,
we create a text prompt template and use a large language
model to generate descriptions automatically.

For a target category set C = {c1, c2, c3, . . . , cn}, where
n represents the number of categories and ci denotes a spe-
cific class, we design a query template as follows: ”Create a
sentence to describe a photo. Requirements: Each sentence
should be less than 15 words and include keywords: {c1, c2,
. . . , ci},” where {c1, c2, . . . , ci} ⊆ C. This query is then in-
put into ChatGLM to automatically generate pseudo text de-
scriptions. Due to the inherent variability of large language
models, we re-input the generated data into ChatGLM to
verify the reasonableness of the sentences, retaining only
the most reliable training data. For word-level filtered la-
bels in the input sentences, we use NLTK to perform noun
filtering, following the TAI-DPT setup. More details on the
query template and noun filtering process are provided in
the Appendix.

3.2.2 Pseudo Visual Prompts

Unlike CoOp, dualCoOp, and TAI-DPT, which design text
prompts for textual labels, we introduce class-specific vi-
sual prompts without combining them with explicit visual
or textual labels on the image side. For example, text
prompts must explicitly concatenate with textual labels like
”cat” or ”dog.” However, the image modality encompasses
a wide range of diverse shapes and attributes. Therefore,
we design a class-specific visual prompt for each category
to learn and store the unique visual information of that cate-
gory. Specifically, for a batch containing B input sentences,
the pseudo visual prompt is defined as:

PVP = [P1, P2, P3, . . . , Pn]

where Pi ∈ RH×W×3 represents the class-specific
pseudo visual prompt for the i-th class, and N is the number
of categories. The size of PVP is independent of batch size
and depends only on the number of target categories N .

We optimize the pseudo visual prompts through the
aligned shared space of CLIP, using both the text encoder
and the image encoder, to learn the diverse and comprehen-
sive visual information for each class. The training process
is formalized as follows:

⟨Aligned Space, T,EncT,EncI⟩ → ⟨PVP⟩

where T represents the collected sentence data from pub-
lic datasets or generated automatically. For the input sen-
tence T , we follow CLIP’s method to obtain the global text
feature by projecting the feature of the last <EOS> token,
and the global visual feature for each category of PVP is
obtained by visual attention pooling. Thus, we have:

FT = EncT(T )

FI = EncI(PVP)

Here, EncT and EncI are the text encoder and image en-
coder of the original CLIP, respectively. FT ∈ RB×D rep-
resents the extracted global text features of a batch, while
FI ∈ RN×D represents the global visual features of N
pseudo visual prompts. For a specific sentence t, the simi-
larity between the sentence t and the pseudo visual prompts
is computed by:

sn = ⟨Ft, Fn⟩, n = 1, 2, 3, . . . , N

where Ft and Fn ∈ RD are the global text feature of
sentence t and the global visual feature of the n-th cate-
gory. We then perform noun filtering to obtain the positive
labels contained in the sentence (e.g., car, bicycle), while
other categories are denoted as negative labels. The global
text feature and pseudo visual prompts corresponding to the
positive labels form positive pairs, whereas the global text
feature and the negative labels form negative pairs. Follow-
ing TAI-DPT, we use the ranking loss to measure the dis-
crepancy between similarity scores and text labels instead
of binary cross-entropy loss:

LPVP =
∑

i∈{c+}

∑
j∈{c−}

max(0,m− si + sj)

where c+ and c− are positive and negative labels, si and
sj are the positive and negative pair similarities described
in Eq. (5), and m is the margin that ensures the positive pair
score is at least m higher than the negative pair score. Dur-
ing training, we freeze the text encoder and image encoder
and optimize only the pseudo visual prompt.

3.3. Pseudo Visual Prompts Transferring

Upon completing the pseudo visual prompt learning, the
class-specific visual information for each category is stored
in the corresponding class-specific prompt, enabling zero-
shot multi-label image recognition by replacing Ft in Eq.
(5) with the global image feature. Our results indicate
that the pseudo-visual prompts achieve competitive image
recognition performance compared to TAI-DPT. Moreover,
the text prompts in TAI-DPT are insufficient to capture the
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visual diversity of object categories. Therefore, we pro-
pose transferring the visual information encapsulated in the
pseudo-visual prompts to the global text prompts via con-
trastive learning to enhance their visual representation ca-
pability.

Specifically, the pseudo-visual prompt and the text
global prompt are represented as follows:

PVP = [P1, P2, P3, . . . , Pn]

TGP = [T1, T2, T3, . . . , TM , Gi]

where Gi denotes the word embedding of the i-th class,
and for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . ,M}, Tj is a learnable word embed-
ding. We also introduce a dual adapter consisting of two
MLP layers to leverage both the original CLIP’s knowledge
and the new knowledge from downstream datasets. Thus,
we have:

FT = MLP(ReLU(MLP(EncT(TGP))))

FI = MLP(ReLU(MLP(EncT(PVP))))

where FT , FI ∈ RN×D are the global visual prompt
features and global text prompt features of N categories,
respectively. The similarity matrix can then be obtained
by FTF

T
I , where the diagonal elements are 1 and the off-

diagonal elements are 0. Note that the size of the similarity
matrix is batch-size agnostic and is always N × N . The
contrastive loss is computed as follows:

Ltpc =

N∑
i=1

CE(wi,soft) + CE(wi,tpc)

where wi,soft and wi,tpc denote the softmax-normalized
text-to-visual prompt and visual-to-text prompt similarities
with category size N and temperature scale parameter τ .
CE denotes the cross-entropy loss. The total training loss is
then given by L = Ltpc + Lglobal + Llocal, where Lglobal and
Llocal are the loss terms for global text embedding and local
text tokens described in Section 3.1, respectively.

3.4. Model Inference

The pseudo-visual prompt aims to learn diverse and
comprehensive visual information and transfer it to the text
prompt to enhance visual representation capability. During
testing, we can directly remove the pseudo visual prompt
and maintain the same testing settings as TAI-DPT with-
out adding any extra inference cost. Specifically, we re-
place the input from text descriptions with images, then
compute global and local classification scores using class
embeddings generated by the global and local prompts via
cosine similarity. The final classification result is obtained
by fusing the global and local classification scores.

4. Experiments
4.1. Metric

We use Mean Average Precision (mAP) to evaluate
multi-label classification accuracy. The mAP is calculated
as follows:

mAP =
1

C

C∑
i=1

APi

where C is the total number of classes and APi is the Aver-
age Precision for the i-th class. The Average Precision (AP)
is defined as:

AP =
1

m

m∑
k=1

Positives@k

Total@k

where m is the number of relevant items, Positives@k rep-
resents the number of true positives up to the k-th position,
and Total@k is the total number of items up to the k-th
position.

4.2. Results

Table 1 presents the mean Average Precision (mAP) re-
sults for various methods applied to multi-label classifica-
tion. Below is an in-depth analysis of the performance of
each method.

Method mAP
Baseline 64.68

Data Augmentation 65.35
Reasonableness Check 66.14

Text Noise 67.82
Pseudo Visual Prompt Pre-training 71.31 (+3.49)

Knowledge Transfer 72.39
Dual-Adapter 73.13

TTA 75.07
Table 1. mAP Results of Different Methods for Multi-label Clas-
sification

The baseline method achieves an mAP of 64.68, serving
as the reference point for evaluating subsequent methods.
Data augmentation slightly improves the mAP to 65.35,
demonstrating the benefit of leveraging additional gener-
ated data to enhance model generalization. Reasonableness
checks further enhance the mAP to 66.14 by ensuring the
plausibility and relevance of the training data. Introducing
text noise significantly increases the mAP to 67.82, indicat-
ing that robustness to noisy and imperfect data is beneficial.

The pseudo visual prompt pre-training method markedly
boosts the mAP to 71.31, with an improvement of +3.49
over the baseline. This substantial increase highlights the
efficacy of incorporating pseudo-visual prompts, which en-
hance the model’s ability to capture diverse and extensive
visual information. Knowledge transfer further improves
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the mAP to 72.39, suggesting the advantage of leveraging
additional knowledge from related tasks or datasets to im-
prove generalization to the target task.

The dual-adapter method achieves an mAP of 73.13,
effectively combining knowledge from the original CLIP
model and new downstream datasets. This approach results
in enhanced performance by integrating multiple sources
of knowledge. Test-time augmentation (TTA) provides the
highest mAP of 75.07, likely due to the averaging of pre-
dictions over multiple augmented versions of the test data,
which reduces variance and enhances robustness.

In summary, the results clearly indicate that the pseudo
visual prompt pre-training method significantly improves
model performance in multi-label classification tasks. Fur-
ther enhancements are observed with knowledge transfer,
dual-adapter, and test-time augmentation methods. Each
method contributes to better capturing and utilizing visual
and textual information, leading to higher mAP scores.
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(APT): combining distinct data via composable prompting.
In CVPR, pages 14984–14993, 2023.

[2] X. Chen, N. Zhang, X. Xie, S. Deng, Y. Yao, C. Tan,
F. Huang, L. Si, and H. Chen. Knowprompt: Knowledge-
aware prompt-tuning with synergistic optimization for rela-
tion extraction. In WWW, pages 2778–2788, 2022.

[3] Z. Fu, K. Song, L. Zhou, and Y. Yang. Noise-aware image
captioning with progressively exploring mismatched words.
In M. J. Wooldridge, J. G. Dy, and S. Natarajan, editors,
AAAI, pages 12091–12099. AAAI Press, 2024.

[4] Y. Gu, X. Han, Z. Liu, and M. Huang. PPT: pre-trained
prompt tuning for few-shot learning. In S. Muresan,
P. Nakov, and A. Villavicencio, editors, ACL, pages 8410–
8423, 2022.

[5] Z. Guo, B. Dong, Z. Ji, J. Bai, Y. Guo, and W. Zuo. Texts as
images in prompt tuning for multi-label image recognition.
In CVPR, pages 2808–2817, 2023.

[6] P. Hu, X. Sun, S. Sclaroff, and K. Saenko. Dualcoop++:
Fast and effective adaptation to multi-label recognition with
limited annotations. TPAMI, 2023.

[7] Y. Liu, Z. Gao, X. Liu, P. Luo, Y. Yang, and H. Xiong. Qtiah-
gnn: Quantity and topology imbalance-aware heterogeneous
graph neural network for bankruptcy prediction. In Proceed-
ings of the 29th ACM SIGKDD Conference on Knowledge
Discovery and Data Mining, pages 1572–1582, 2023.

[8] S. Min, M. Lewis, H. Hajishirzi, and L. Zettlemoyer. Noisy
channel language model prompting for few-shot text classi-
fication. In ACL, 2022.

[9] X. Nie, B. Ni, J. Chang, G. Meng, C. Huo, Z. Zhang, S. Xi-
ang, Q. Tian, and C. Pan. Pro-tuning: Unified prompt tuning
for vision tasks. CoRR, 2022.

[10] A. Radford, J. W. Kim, C. Hallacy, A. Ramesh, G. Goh,
S. Agarwal, G. Sastry, A. Askell, P. Mishkin, J. Clark,
G. Krueger, and I. Sutskever. Learning transferable visual

models from natural language supervision. In M. Meila and
T. Zhang, editors, ICML, volume 139, pages 8748–8763,
2021.

[11] R. Sun, N. Luo, Y. Pan, H. Mai, T. Zhang, Z. Xiong, and
F. Wu. Appearance prompt vision transformer for connec-
tome reconstruction. In IJCAI, pages 1423–1431, 2023.

[12] X. Sun, P. Hu, and K. Saenko. Dualcoop: Fast adaptation to
multi-label recognition with limited annotations. In NeurIPS,
2022.

[13] F. Wan, W. Xiangyu, Z. Guan, and Y. Yang. Covlr: Coordi-
nating cross-modal consistency and intra-modal relations for
vision-language retrieval. ICME, 2024.

[14] H. Wang, M. Yang, K. Wei, and C. Deng. Hierarchical
prompt learning for compositional zero-shot recognition. In
IJCAI, pages 1470–1478, 2023.

[15] X. Xu, C. Wu, S. Rosenman, V. Lal, W. Che, and N. Duan.
Bridgetower: Building bridges between encoders in vision-
language representation learning. In AAAI, pages 10637–
10647, 2023.

[16] L. Yan, C. Han, Z. Xu, D. Liu, and Q. Wang. Prompt learns
prompt: Exploring knowledge-aware generative prompt col-
laboration for video captioning. In IJCAI, pages 1622–1630,
2023.

[17] Y. Yang, R. Bao, W. Guo, D. Zhan, Y. Yin, and J. Yang. Scis.
Sci. China Inf. Sci., 66(12), 2023.

[18] Y. Yang, K.-T. Wang, D.-C. Zhan, H. Xiong, and Y. Jiang.
Comprehensive semi-supervised multi-modal learning. In
IJCAI, pages 4092–4098, 2019.

[19] Y. Yang, Y.-F. Wu, D.-C. Zhan, Z.-B. Liu, and Y. Jiang.
Complex object classification: A multi-modal multi-instance
multi-label deep network with optimal transport. In Proceed-
ings of the 24th ACM SIGKDD International Conference on
Knowledge Discovery & Data Mining, pages 2594–2603,
2018.

[20] Y. Yang, D.-C. Zhan, Y.-F. Wu, Z.-B. Liu, H. Xiong, and
Y. Jiang. Semi-supervised multi-modal clustering and clas-
sification with incomplete modalities. IEEE Transactions on
Knowledge and Data Engineering, 33(2):682–695, 2019.

[21] Y. Yang, J. Zhang, F. Gao, X. Gao, and H. Zhu. Domfn:
A divergence-orientated multi-modal fusion network for re-
sume assessment. In Proceedings of the 30th ACM Interna-
tional Conference on Multimedia, pages 1612–1620, 2022.

[22] Y. Yang, D.-W. Zhou, D.-C. Zhan, H. Xiong, Y. Jiang, and
J. Yang. Cost-effective incremental deep model: Match-
ing model capacity with the least sampling. IEEE Trans-
actions on Knowledge and Data Engineering, 35(4):3575–
3588, 2021.

[23] L. Yu, Q. Chen, J. Lin, and L. He. Black-box prompt tun-
ing for vision-language model as a service. In IJCAI, pages
1686–1694, 2023.

[24] K. Zhou, J. Yang, C. C. Loy, and Z. Liu. Conditional
prompt learning for vision-language models. In CVPR, pages
16795–16804, 2022.

[25] K. Zhou, J. Yang, C. C. Loy, and Z. Liu. Learning to prompt
for vision-language models. IJCV, 130(9):2337–2348, 2022.

4326


