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TCFormer: Visual Recognition via Token
Clustering Transformer
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Ping Luo, Member, IEEE, Xiaogang Wang, Senior Member, IEEE

Abstract—Transformers are widely used in computer vision areas and have achieved remarkable success. Most state-of-the-art
approaches split images into regular grids and represent each grid region with a vision token. However, fixed token distribution
disregards the semantic meaning of different image regions, resulting in sub-optimal performance. To address this issue, we propose
the Token Clustering Transformer (TCFormer), which generates dynamic vision tokens based on semantic meaning. Our dynamic
tokens possess two crucial characteristics: (1) Representing image regions with similar semantic meanings using the same vision
token, even if those regions are not adjacent, and (2) concentrating on regions with valuable details and represent them using fine
tokens. Through extensive experimentation across various applications, including image classification, human pose estimation,
semantic segmentation, and object detection, we demonstrate the effectiveness of our TCFormer. The code and models for this work
are available at https://github.com/zengwang430521/TCFormer.

Index Terms—Vision transformer, dynamic token, image classification, human pose estimation, semantic segmentation, object
detection

✦

1 INTRODUCTION

V ISION transformers have garnered state-of-the-art per-
formance across a broad spectrum of tasks, including

image classification [1], [2], [3], [4], object detection [5], [6],
[7], [8], semantic segmentation [9], [10], [11], [12], pose esti-
mation [13], [14], [15] and so on. The capacity for long-range
attention between image patches affords vision transformers
the ability to more effectively model relationships between
image regions, thereby allowing for the acquisition of more
robust representations in comparison to conventional con-
volutional neural networks.

Vision transformers approach images as sequences of
feature vectors, known as vision tokens, each representing
a specific image region. These tokens are then processed
through transformer blocks. While the architecture [1], [8],
[16], block structure [4], and attention mechanism [8], [16],
[17] of vision transformers have undergone extensive inves-
tigation, the generation of vision tokens remains an under-
explored area. To date, the majority of previous studies
have relied on grid-based vision tokens. As depicted in
Fig. 1, isotropic vision transformers [1, 2] partition images
using a fixed grid and consider each grid patch as a vision
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Fig. 1: Comparisons of different vision token distribution.
Image regions with the same color are represented by the
same vision token. Both prior isotropic(a) and pyramid(b)
vision transformers treat all regions equally and disregard
the differences in semantic meaning. In contrast, our TC-
Former(c) generates dynamic vision tokens with flexible
shapes and sizes based on the semantic meaning. For the
background regions, a single token (in blue) represents a
large region, while for informative regions, more tokens (in
green and red) are assigned. For image details, tokens with
fine spatial sizes are employed (in red).

token. This design is straightforward and efficient, but lacks
the ability to account for image features at varying scales.
To address this issue, vision transformers with pyramid
architectures [4, 8, 16, 18] employ different grid resolutions
across different stages. While grid-based token generation
has demonstrated impressive results across a broad range
of tasks, it disregards the semantic meaning of images and
treats all regions as equivalent, thus yielding sub-optimal
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results.
To tackle this challenge, we introduce a novel vision

transformer, the Token Clustering Transformer (TCFormer),
that dynamically generates vision tokens based on the
semantic meaning of images. TCFormer incorporates a
widely-used pyramid architecture. As illustrated in Fig. 1(c),
we initiate from a high-resolution feature map and con-
sider each pixel in the feature map as a vision token.
Subsequently, we progressively merge these tokens through
token feature clustering to generate dynamic tokens for the
subsequent stage. To avoid too large complexity, we perform
local clustering in early stages and execute global clustering
in the final stage. Unlike previous hierarchical vision trans-
formers, TCFormer integrates tokens based on the similarity
of their features, rather than their spatial positions, during
the down-sampling process.

Our dynamic tokens have three key advantages. Firstly,
they are better aligned with the objects in images, which
enhances the learning of object relationships. Secondly, by
allotting a larger number of tokens to valuable image re-
gions, our dynamic tokens can concentrate on important
regions and learn a more comprehensive representation of
the image. Finally, the dynamic tokens can more effectively
capture detailed information by representing image details
using fine tokens.

Previous studies [6], [18], [19] have demonstrated the
advantages of multi-scale feature aggregation in a variety
of tasks. For conventional grid-based vision tokens, prior
works [8], [20] first transform them into feature maps and
perform feature aggregation using convolutional neural
networks. However, converting our dynamic tokens into
feature maps is not a straightforward task. The detailed
information present in our dynamic tokens would be lost if
transformed into low-resolution feature maps, while trans-
forming them into high-resolution feature maps would re-
sult in an excessive computational burden.

To address this issue, we propose a Multi-stage Token
Aggregation (MTA) module based on transformers. The
MTA module regards the tokens from the last stage as
initial tokens and gradually aggregates features from pre-
vious stages. At each step, the MTA module up-samples the
vision tokens and merges them with token features from
the preceding stage. Finally, the vision tokens at each step
are combined to create a feature pyramid for subsequent
processing. To fully leverage the benefits of our dynamic
token, we propose a new transformer block, that guides
the attention process with clustering results. We incorporate
the new transformer block in the MTA module to form the
novel Clustering Reduction MTA (CR-MTA) module. The
CR-MTA module achieves token feature aggregation in the
form of vision tokens, preserving detailed information while
maintaining an acceptable level of complexity.

The main contributions of this work can be summarized
as follows:

• We introduce a novel vision transformer, named
TCFormer, which employs token feature clustering
to generate dynamic vision tokens.

• We propose a local CTM module that alleviates the
excessive burden of token clustering by clustering
tokens locally in early stages.

• We propose a transformer based multi-scale feature
aggregation module, termed MTA, that effectively
and efficiently fuses multi-scale features in the form
of vision tokens.

• We further improve the MTA module to CR-MTA
module by incorporating a new transformer block
guiding the attention process with clustering results.

• Extensive experiments on various computer vision
tasks, including image classification, human pose
estimation, semantic segmentation, and object de-
tection, demonstrate the superiority of our proposed
TCFormer over its counterparts.

This work builds upon a preliminary version [15] by
incorporating the following enhancements: 1) We propose
a local token clustering method that significantly reduces
computation costs without sacrificing performance. The
local clustering method enables our TCFormer to process
high-resolution images more efficiently. 2) We propose CR-
MTA to improve the original MTA module by guiding the
attention process with clustering results. This enhancement
fully utilizes the advantages of our dynamic vision tokens
and improves the learning of object relationships. 3) We
extend TCFormer to more tasks, such as object detection
and semantic segmentation, to substantiate the versatility of
our TCFormer.

2 RELATED WORK

2.1 Vision Transformer

Inspired by the success of transformers in natural language
processing [22-24], transformers have been extended to the
field of computer vision and have produced state-of-the-art
results across a wide range of tasks [1], [7], [8], [10], [14].
The majority of state-of-the-art vision transformers divide
images into grid-based patches and represent each patch as
a vision token. The vision token sequence is then processed
through multiple stacked transformer blocks. Based on the
scale of the vision tokens, vision transformers can be di-
vided into two categories.

The first type employs an isotropic architecture and uses
vision tokens with uniform scales throughout the whole
process. ViT [1] applies isotropic vision transformers to
image classification, predicting the classification score by
processing the vision tokens along with a classification
token. DeiT [2] further introduces a distillation approach
based on the classification token. MAE [21] expands ViT to a
self-supervised learner by reconstructing randomly masked
image patches. ViTPose [14] leverages the ViT structure for
pose estimation and achieves state-of-the-art performance.

The second type adopts pyramid structure and gener-
ates vision tokens with multiple scales. The second type
adopts a pyramid structure and generates vision tokens
with multiple scales. CvT [4] extends ViT by incorporating
convolutional layers into transformer blocks to construct
multi-scale vision tokens. PVT [20] introduces a vision trans-
former with a pyramid structure for dense prediction, using
high-resolution grid-splitting in early stages and reducing
the grid resolution after each stage. Swin [8] has a similar
structure as PVT, but employs shift window-based attention
in its transformer blocks. Both PVT and Swin have achieved
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Fig. 2: Architecture of our Token Clustering Transformer (TCFormer). TCFormer adopts a widely utilized pyramid structure
and consists of four stages. The vision tokens in the initial stage are generated from the pixels in a high-resolution feature
map. Between consecutive stages, the Clustering-based Token Merge (CTM) module merges vision tokens to create dynamic
tokens for the subsequent stage. The Multi-stage Token Aggregation (MTA) module integrates multi-scale token features
in token format and outputs a token pyramid for further processing.

outstanding results in various tasks, such as object detection
[7, 16] and semantic segmentation [10, 26].

Our TCFormer belongs to the second type and generates
vision tokens with multiple scales. Unlike conventional
models, the vision tokens in TCFormer are not restricted by
a fixed grid structure. Instead, TCFormer generates dynamic
tokens with adaptable shapes and sizes through token fea-
ture clustering, reflecting the semantic meaning of images
and focusing on significant regions. TCFormer also captures
image details with fine tokens. The dynamic vision tokens
are beneficial for learning object relationships and capturing
detailed information.

2.2 Dynamic Vision Token

Fixed grid-based vision tokens disregard the semantic
meaning of images and treat all regions equally, which is
sub-optimal. To address this issue, increasing attention is
being paid to dynamic vision tokens. The key to generating
dynamic vision tokens is to differentiate informative and
uninformative image regions and focus on the informative
regions.

Token pruning is a commonly used technique for
generating dynamic tokens, which eliminates uninforma-
tive tokens to decrease computational complexity. Dynam-
icViT [22] and AdaViT [17] predict scores for each vision
token and retain only the informative tokens with high
scores. PnP-DETR [23] also selects informative tokens based
on predicted scores. However, tokens with low scores are
represented by coarse feature vectors. Evo-ViT [24] distin-
guishes informative tokens based on the attention weights
of the classification token and represents uninformative
tokens with a single representative token.

Token pruning methods aim to reduce the computational
cost of background image regions, while other methods
aim to enhance the learning of image features. DVT [25]
determines the token resolution based on the classification
difficulty of the input image, enabling finer tokens to rep-
resent complex images. PS-ViT [26] gradually adjusts the
center of image patches to concentrate the vision tokens on
informative regions and improve image features.

Compared to prior methods, the dynamic token gener-
ation in our TCFormer is more flexible. Previous methods
are still confined to grid-based tokens, with token pruning
adjusting the number of grid patches, DVT adjusting the
grid scale, and PS-ViT adjusting the grid patch centers.
Conversely, our TCFormer is not restricted to grid-based
image patches and is adaptable in both token shape and size.
First, TCFormer generates tokens with flexible shapes. Our
dynamic vision tokens divide images based on semantic
meaning and are not restricted by spatial relationships,
allowing even non-adjacent areas to be represented by
a single token. This flexibility in token shapes enhances
alignment with objects in images, improving the learning
of object relationships. Secondly, TCFormer dynamically
adjusts token density, allocating more tokens to informative
regions to learn more representative image features. Thirdly,
TCFormer employs tokens of varying scales for different re-
gions, enabling the capture of detailed information through
the representation of image details with fine tokens.

Recently, there have also been clustering-based methods
for dynamic token generation. [27] generates dynamic to-
kens by gradually merging the most similar token pairs,
and [28] proposes the use of iterative local clustering for
token merging. These works share the same idea as our
TCFormer, which suggests that image regions should be
divided according to semantic meaning rather than spatial
location. While both [27] and [28] aim to reduce compu-
tational complexity by decreasing the number of tokens,
in contrast, our goal is to enhance image features through
dynamic tokens.

3 TOKEN CLUSTERING TRANSFORMER

The overall architecture of Token Clustering Transformer
(TCFormer) is shown in Fig. 2. TCFormer adopts a pop-
ular pyramid structure, consisting of four stages. Each
stage is composed by several stacked transformer blocks.
A Clustering-based Token Merge (CTM) module is inter-
spersed between adjacent stages to dynamically merge to-
kens and enable each stage to process tokens at varying
scales. The vision tokens in the first stage are initialized from
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(a) Transformer blocks in TCFormer
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(b) Spatial token Reduction (SR) layer 

Fig. 3: (a) Structure of the transformer blocks in TC-
FormerV1. Before the attention module, a token reduction
layer is inserted to reduce the computation complexity. After
the attention module, a depth-wise convolutional layer is
included to extract local information. (b) The Spatial Token
Reduction (SR) layer converts dynamic tokens into a feature
map, which is subsequently compressed and flattened into
key and value tokens.

a high-resolution feature map, with each pixel in the feature
map regarded as a token. After the final stage, a Multi-
stage Token Aggregation (MTA) module integrates multi-
scale features in the form of vision tokens and outputs a
pyramid of image features for task-specific processing. We
will introduce the preliminary version (TCFormerV1) in Sec-
tion 3.1 and the new version (TCFormerV2) in Section 3.2.

3.1 TCFormerV1
3.1.1 Transformer Block
Fig. 3 illustrates the structure of the transformer blocks in
TCFormerV1. Due to the typically large number of tokens
in vision transformers, the global attention processes in
traditional transformer blocks result in an unacceptable
computational cost. To address this issue, we introduce a
token reduction layer before the attention process to reduce
the number of tokens. As depicted in Fig. 3(b), the Spatial
Token Reduction (SR) layer converts vision tokens into a
feature map and then reduces the resolution of the feature
map using a convolutional layer. The down-sampled feature
map is subsequently flattened to form the key and value
tokens, resulting in a reduced number of tokens. Following
the attention process, we incorporate a depth-wise convo-
lutional layer to capture local information, which has been
demonstrated to be beneficial in previous works such as [4],
[13], [29].

3.1.2 Clustering-based Token Merge (CTM) Module
As shown in Fig. 4, the Clustering-based Token Merge
(CTM) module of our TCFormer is comprised of a token
clustering and merging process. Given the vision tokens
from the prior stage, the CTM module first groups the
tokens into clusters through the application of a clustering
algorithm to the token features, and then merges the tokens
within the same cluster to generate new vision tokens for
the subsequent stage.
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Fig. 4: Illustration of the dynamic vision token generation
process. The Clustering-based Token Merge (CTM) module
first groups the input tokens into several clusters and then
merges the tokens in the same cluster into a single token
via weighted feature averaging. After the CTM module,
the merged tokens and the original tokens are input into
a transformer block for better feature aggregation.

Token Clustering. For the token clustering process, we
utilize a variation of the density peaks clustering algorithm
based on k-nearest neighbors (DPC-kNN) [30], due to its
simplicity and parallelization capabilities. Given a set of
vision tokens X , we first calculate the distance between
each token and the other tokens. Then, we estimate the local
density ρ from the distances between the token and its k-
nearest neighbors:

ρi = exp

−1

k

∑
xj∈kNN(xi)

∥xi − xj∥22 ,

 , (1)

where kNN (xi) denotes the k-nearest neighbors of a token
i. xi and xj are their corresponding token features.

Then for each token, we collect the distance between
it and the tokens with higher local density, and use the
minimal distance as the distance indicator. Tokens with
large distance indicator tends to be local density peaks and
are considered suitable candidates of clustering centers. For
the token with highest local density, we set the maximum
distance between it and other tokens as its distance indicator
to make sure that it has the largest distance indicator.

δi =

{
minj:ρj>ρi ∥xi − xj∥2 , if ∃j s.t. ρj > ρi
maxj ∥xi − xj∥2 , otherwise (2)

where δi denotes the distance indicator and ρi denotes the
local density.

Finally, we determine the score of each token by multi-
plying its local density by its distance indicator, resulting
in ρi × δi. Tokens with higher scores possess a greater
likelihood of being cluster centers. The tokens with the
highest scores are then selected as clustering centers, and
the remaining tokens are allocated to the nearest center.

Token Merging. The token merging process endeavors
to produce a single representative token for each cluster.
A straightforward approach would be to simply average
the token features within the cluster. However, this ignores
the varying significance of each token. Drawing inspiration
from prior works [17], [22], [23], we predict the importance
score P of each token based on its features to reflect its
significance and guide the averaging of token features using
the predicted importance scores:

yi =

∑
j∈Ci

epjxj∑
j∈Ci

epj
, (3)
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

Fig. 5: A typical example of the dynamic tokens produced
by TCFormer. The input image is depicted in (a), and the
dynamic tokens are presented in (b). The dynamic tokens
can be converted into a high-resolution feature map (c),
which retains the details but leads to large computational
complexity, or a low-resolution feature map (d), which
sacrifices the detailed information in the dynamic tokens.

where Ci means the set of the i-th cluster, xj and pj are
the original token feature and the corresponding importance
score respectively. yi is the features of the merged token.

As depicted in Fig. 4, the original tokens and the merged
tokens are input into the subsequent transformer block, with
the merged tokens functioning as queries and the original
tokens serving as keys and values. The transformer block
aims to transfer features from the original tokens to the
merged tokens, with the importance score P incorporated
into the attention mechanism to steer the feature transfer
process.

Attention(Q,K, V ) = softmax

(
QKT

√
dk

+ P

)
V, (4)

where dk is the channel dimension of the queries. For clarity,
we omit the multi-head setting and the spatial reduction
layer. By incorporating the token importance score into both
the feature averaging and attention processes, we ensure
that the crucial visual tokens have a greater impact on the
output dynamic tokens.

3.1.3 Multi-stage Token Aggregation (MTA) Module
The integration of multi-scale features has been demon-
strated to be beneficial for various tasks [6], [18], [19].
Previous vision transformers [8], [13], [20] transform vision
tokens into feature maps and aggregate multi-scale features
using conventional convolutional neural networks.

However, CNN-based feature aggregation modules are
not suitable for our dynamic vision tokens. As illustrated
in Fig. 5, TCFormer generates vision tokens without a grid
structure and assigns fine tokens to image regions contain-
ing intricate details. Transforming our dynamic tokens into
low-resolution feature maps, as done in previous works [6],
[18], [19], results in a loss of detail. On the contrary, trans-
forming the tokens into high-resolution feature maps retains
the details but incurs unacceptable complexity and memory
overhead. To alleviate this problem, we propose a new
transformer-based Multi-stage Token Aggregation (MTA)
module.

Following the popular FPN [19], our MTA module pro-
gressively aggregates features from deeper stages to shal-
lower stages. We initially introduce an upsampling process
for our dynamic vision token. As depicted in Fig. 6(a), in

(b) Multi-stage Token Aggregation (MTA) head

(a) Illustration of token upsampling process

UpsampleToken relationship

Guide





 





 

pyramid feature maps

transformer

upsample

linear

Fig. 6: Illustration of the Multi-Stage Token Aggregation
(MTA) Module. (a) During the token upsampling process,
we use the recorded token relationship to copy the merged
token features to the corresponding upsampled tokens. (b)
The MTA module starts from the final stage and progres-
sively accumulates features through sequential upsampling
procedures and transformer blocks. The tokens at every
stage are transformed to create a feature map pyramid for
further processing.

the CTM modules, we group tokens into multiple clusters
and consolidate the tokens within each cluster into a single
token. The clustering results are recorded for the token
upsampling process, wherein the features from the merged
tokens are replicated to the corresponding upsampled to-
kens based on the recorded clustering results.

With the token upsampling process, we can systemat-
ically aggregate features on a stage-by-stage basis. Rather
than converting vision tokens into feature maps, we intro-
duce a transformer-based Multi-stage Token Aggregation
(MTA) module designed to aggregate features in the token
format. As illustrated in Fig. 6(b), the visual tokens in the
final stage serve as the initial tokens. At each step, the MTA
module initially performs upsampling on the tokens, ensur-
ing that the upsampled tokens share the same distribution
as the tokens in the preceding stage. Subsequently, the MTA
module integrates the token features from the preceding
stage into the upsampled tokens, feeding the results into
a transformer block. This iterative process continues until
features from all stages have been effectively aggregated.
Ultimately, the tokens at each step undergo transformation
into pyramid feature maps for subsequent processing.

Diverging from FPN, which converts vision tokens into
feature maps, our MTA module aggregates features in token
format. This approach preserves details at every stage while
avoiding the processing of high-resolution feature maps,
achieving a harmonious balance between performance and
efficiency.
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Fig. 7: Illustration of the local CTM module. Local CTM
module divides input tokens into several parts based on
their spatial location and apply the clustering algorithm to
each part individually.

3.2 TCFormerV2

TCFormerV1 produces flexible dynamic tokens and
achieves impressive results in human-centric tasks [15].
However, the original CTM module is burdened with sig-
nificant complexity for high-resolution input images. There-
fore, we further enhance TCFormerV1 by introducing a
novel local CTM module (Section 3.2.1). To fully tap the
potential of the dynamic tokens, we further propose a
Clustering Reduction based Multi-stage Token Aggregation
(CR-MTA) module (Section 3.2.2).

3.2.1 Local CTM
As outlined in Section 3.1.2, the DPC-kNN algorithm [30]
employed in the original CTM modules involves computing
distances between every pair of tokens. This process im-
poses a memory cost and computational complexity that are
quadratic in relation to the number of tokens. Consequently,
for high-resolution input images, the original CTM modules
in early stages lead to an unacceptable level of complexity
and memory usage.

As shown in Figure 8, the CTM module exhibits varying
effects in different stages. In the early stages, it tends to
merge vision tokens with their nearby tokens and aligns
dynamic tokens with the edges of objects, for example the
tree branches and the hot air balloon. In deep stages, the
CTM module merges distant tokens based on high-level
semantic meanings, exemplified by the wall and the sky
region. Leveraging this characteristic of the CTM module,
we introduce a new module named the local CTM module,
which reduces complexity without compromising perfor-
mance. For reference, the original CTM module is denoted
as the global CTM module in subsequent sections.

As depicted in Figure 7, the local CTM module divides
the dynamic tokens into multiple parts in early stages and
performs a token clustering process for each part indi-
vidually. This approach allows the output tokens to align
with object edges while requiring computation of distances
only between neighboring token pairs. Assuming that we
partition the input tokens into P parts and the input tokens
have a number of N and a feature channel dimension of C ,
the computation complexity of the global clustering method
is N2C , while the complexity of the local clustering method
is N2C/P . The latter is reduced by a factor of P compared
to the former.

As we progress to deeper stages, we decrease the num-
ber of parts used in the local CTM module to facilitate the
merging of more distant tokens. In the final stage, we reduce

Stage 1 Stage 3Stage 2 Stage 5Input image

Global

CTM

Local 

CTM

Global

CTM

Local 

CTM

Fig. 8: Examples of the dynamic tokens generated by global
CTM modules and local CTM modules. Global and local
CTM modules produce similar dynamic tokens.

the part number to 1, and the original global token cluster-
ing is performed in this module. The gradual reduction in
part number allows image regions that are distant spatially
but similar in semantic meanings to be represented by the
same token. We incorporate local CTM modules into our
TCFormerV2. Specifically, we utilize a part number of 16
and 4 in the first two local CTM modules and employ a part
number of 1 in the last local CTM module.

In Figure 8, we contrast the dynamic tokens generated
by global CTM modules and local CTM modules. In early
stages, even with relatively large part numbers, the local
CTM modules generate dynamic tokens that align well with
object edges. In deep stages, the small part numbers in
our local CTM module enable long-range token merging,
generating dynamic tokens that align well with semantic
meanings. In conclusion, our local CTM modules generate
token distribution similar to the global CTM module but
with significantly less complexity.

3.2.2 Clustering Reduction MTA

As depicted in Section 3.1.3, the MTA module employs
transformer blocks for feature aggregation, ensuring the
effective and efficient preservation of detailed information
within our dynamic tokens. Nevertheless, the ordinary
transformer blocks utilized in the original MTA module fail
to fully leverage the advantages of our dynamic tokens and
warrant further improvements.

As described in Section 3.1.1, our transformer blocks
include a Spatial Token Reduction (SR) layer before the
attention process to reduce the computational complexity.
While the SR layer is simple and effective, it disrupts the
alignment between vision tokens and objects in images.
Specifically, as depicted in Figure 10(b), our dynamic tokens
are well-aligned with the objects in the input image. This
alignment promotes a clearer semantic understanding of
vision tokens and simplifies the learning of object relation-
ships. However, as shown in Figure 9(d), the output tokens
of the SR layers maintain a fixed grid-based distribution,
resulting in the loss of alignment.
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Fig. 9: Illustration of the Spatial token Reduction (SR) layer
(a) and the Clustering token Reduction (CR) layer (b).

CR Transformer Block. To address this concern, we
introduce a novel transformer block specifically tailored for
our MTA module. Our proposal begins with a Clustering
Token Reduction (CR) layer. As depicted in Fig. 9(b), CR
layers reduce the number of tokens by merging them based
on the token clustering results generated by previous CTM
modules. The output of the CR layers shares the same
distribution as the dynamic tokens in the final stage, thereby
preserving the alignment between tokens and objects in
images. By reusing the clustering results from the CTM
modules, CR layers do not impose additional computational
burden and is more efficient than SR layers. As shown
in Fig. 9(a), we build the new CR transformer block by
replacing the SR layer in the ordinary transformer blocks
with the new proposed CR layer.

CR-MTA Module. We introduce a new CR-MTA mod-
ule by replacing ordinary SR transformer blocks with CR
transformer blocks and integrate the CR-MTA module into
TCFormerV2. As the CR block relies on clustering results,
we restrict its application to the MTA module and retain SR
blocks in previous stages. Fig. 10 presents a visual compar-
ison between the attention weights in the CR-MTA module
and the original MTA module, denoted as SR-MTA module
in subsequent sections. As shown in Fig. 10(c), the output
tokens of the CR layer exhibit a commendable alignment
between the person and the airplane in the input image.
Therefore, as shown in Fig. 10(e), the attention weights in the
CR-MTA module align with a sharp outline of the human
body, including detailed parts such as fingers. In contrast, as
shown in Figure 9(f), the attention weights in the SR-MTA
module only correspond to the rough human body outline.

3.3 Comparison of TCFormer Variant

The summary of the difference between TCFormerV1 and
TCFormerV2 is presented below.
TCFormerV1. TCFormerV1 utilizes global CTM modules to
generate dynamic tokens and a SR-MTA module to aggre-
gate token features. This model is used in the preliminary
paper [15].
TCFormerV2. TCFormerV2 is an improved version of TC-
FormerV1, accomplished by introducing local CTM mod-
ules and a CR-MTA module. Compared to TCFormerV1,

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

Fig. 10: Illustration of the attention weight in the MTA
modules for semantic segmentation task. A representative
input image is displayed in (a), while the dynamic token
generated by TCFormer is shown in (b). The output tokens
of the CR module and SR module are visualized in (c) and
(d) respectively. We choose a token on the human body
(highlighted in red) and show its attention weight in the
CR-MTA module (e) and in the SR-MTA module (f). The
attention weight in the CR-MTA module aligns better with
the objects in the image, which is beneficial to the learning
of image features.

TCFormerV2 is more efficient and can learn object relation-
ships more effectively.

4 EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we apply both TCFormerV1 and TC-
FormerV2 to a variety of computer vision tasks, including
image classification, human pose estimation, semantic seg-
mentation, and object detection. Regarding image classifica-
tion, both TCFormerV1 and TCFormerV2 outperforms their
counterparts. However, TCFormerV2 exhibits lower com-
plexity. In terms of human pose estimation, TCFormerV1
achieves impressive performance, and TCFormerV2 further
improves the performance to a new state-of-the-art level. In
semantic segmentation, TCFormerV1 surpasses grid-based
vision transformers, but involves too much complexity.
Conversely, TCFormerV2 achieves better performance with
significantly less complexity. For object detection, we only
apply TCFormerV2, as TCFormerV1 incurs unacceptable
memory costs. TCFormerV2 demonstrates superiority over
its counterparts, particularly for detecting small objects.
Detailed results are presented below.
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TABLE 1: Evaluation on ImageNet-1k val. All results are
obtained using the input size of 224 × 224. Throughput is
measured using the GitHub repository of [31] and a V100
GPU.

Method #Param GFLOPs Throughput
(image/ s) Top-1 Acc

ResNet18 [32] 11.7 1.8 3786.0 69.8
DeiT-Tiny/16 [2] 5.7 1.3 2537.5 72.2
PVTv1-Tiny [20] 13.2 1.9 1410.1 75.1
PVTv2-B1 [16] 13.1 2.1 1179.2 78.7
TCFormerV1-Light 14.2 3.8 185.9 79.6
TCFormerV2-Tiny 14.2 2.5 393.5 79.5
ResNet50 [32] 25.6 4.1 1163.4 76.1
ResNeXt50-32x4d [33] 25.0 4.3 862.9 77.6
RegNetY-4G [34] 21.0 4.0 966.8 80.0
DeiT-Small/16 [2] 22.1 4.6 747.8 79.9
T2T-ViTt-14 [35] 22.0 6.1 − 80.7
PVTv1-Small [20] 24.5 3.8 795.9 79.8
TNT-S [36] 23.8 5.2 410.0 81.3
Swin-T [8] 29.0 4.5 747.8 81.3
CvT-13 [4] 20.0 4.5 − 81.6
CoaT-Lite Small [37] 20.0 4.0 616.5 81.9
Twins-SVT-S [38] 24.0 2.8 1006.21 81.7
iFormer-S [39] 20.0 4.8 − 83.4
PVTv2-B2 [16] 25.4 4.0 674.1 82.0
TCFormerV1 25.6 5.9 120.8 82.4
TCFormerV2-Small 25.6 4.5 237.5 82.4
ResNet101 [32] 44.7 7.9 689.0 77.4
ResNeXt101-32x4d [33] 44.2 8.0 495.9 78.8
RegNetY-8G [34] 39.0 8.0 564.3 81.7
T2T-ViTt-19 [35] 39.0 9.8 − 81.4
PVTv1-Medium [20] 44.2 6.7 516.1 81.2
CvT-21 [4] 32.0 7.1 − 82.5
iFormer-S [39] 48.0 9.4 − 84.6
ResNet152 [32] 60.2 11.6 463.7 78.3
T2T-ViTt-24 [35] 64.0 15.0 − 82.2
PVTv1-Large [20] 61.4 9.8 348.3 81.7
TNT-B [36] 66.0 14.1 246.7 82.8
Swin-S [8] 50.0 8.7 431.7 83.0
Twins-SVT-B [38] 56.0 8.3 466.7 83.2
PVTv2-B4 [16] 62.6 10.1 320.4 83.6
TCFormerV1-Large 62.8 12.2 58.7 83.6
TCFormerV2-Base 62.8 10.8 103.0 83.8

4.1 Image Classification

Settings. We train our TCFormer on the ImageNet-1K
dataset [40], which comprises 1.28 million training images
and 50,000 validation images across 1,000 categories. The
experimental settings are consistent with PVT [20]. We
employ data augmentations of random cropping, random
horizontal flipping [41], label-smoothing [42], Mixup [43],
CutMix [44], and random erasing [45]. All models are
trained from scratch for 300 epochs with a batch size of 128.
The models are optimized with an AdamW [46] optimizer
with a momentum of 0.9 and a weight decay of 5 × 10−2.
The initial learning rate is set to 1 × 10−3 and decreases
following the cosine schedule [47]. We evaluate our models
on the validation set with a center crop of 224× 224 patch.

Results. We present a comparison of our proposed TC-
Former with state-of-the-art approaches on the ImageNet-
1K val set in Table 1. TCFormerV1 exhibits superiority
over traditional convolutional backbones and transformer
backbones. Specifically, TCFormerV1 attains a top-1 accu-
racy of 82.4%, which is 6.3 point higher than ResNet50 [32],
1.1% higher higher than Swin-T [8] and 2.6% higher than
PVT [20]. It proves the effectiveness of our dynamic tokens.
However, due to the global clustering process, despite hav-
ing a parameter number comparable to other state-of-the-
art models, TCFormerV1 exhibits relatively high computa-
tional complexity. Conversely, TCFormerV2 delivers similar

performance to TCFormerV1 but with a significantly lower
computational complexity. For instance, TCFormerV2-Small
achieves the same performance as TCFormerV1 but has
23.7% fewer GFLOPs. Similar trends are observed across
other model scales, highlighting the efficiency and effec-
tiveness of our newly proposed local CTM module in TC-
FormerV2.

In comparison with methods integrating enhanced trans-
former blocks, such as iFormer [39], TCFormer achieves
comparable performance. The combination of our dynamic
tokens with more advanced transformer blocks may present
a promising avenue for achieving superior performance.
Despite the reduction in computational complexity achieved
by the local CTM module, TCFormer still exhibits a lower
throughput than methods with fixed grid structures. This
limitation arises from the inherent incompatibility of our dy-
namic tokens with existing grid-based convolutional layers.
The convolution layers employed in TCFormer results in the
time-consuming transformation between dynamic tokens
and feature maps. Addressing this challenge requires the
development of new transformer modules friendly to dy-
namic tokens or the introduction of new hardware support.

4.2 Human Pose Estimation

Human pose estimation aims to localize predefined key-
points, also known as body joints, in the input images.
Current approaches can be divided into two categories:
heatmap-based methods and regression-based methods.
To thoroughly assess the performance of TCFormer, we
apply TCFormer backbones to both heatmap-based and
regression-based algorithms.

4.2.1 Heatmap Based Method
Settings. We conduct experiments on the COCO-
WholeBody V1.0 dataset [55], [56]. COCO-WholeBody
dataset is a large-scale 2D whole-body pose estimation
benchmark built upon the well-known COCO dataset [57]
and contains over 200K instance annotations for 133 prede-
fined keypoints, including 17 for the body, 6 for the feet,
68 for the face, and 42 for the hands. Following [55], [56],
[57], we evaluate the model performance using OKS-based
Average Precision (AP) and Average Recall (AR). We adopt
the default training and evaluation settings of MMPose [48]
and only replace the Adam optimizer [58] with an AdawW
optimizer [46] with a momentum of 0.9 and a weight decay
of 1× 10−2.

Results. Table 2 presents the results on COCO-
WholeBody V1.0 dataset [56]. We compare TCFormer with
previous state-of-the-art methods, such as HRNet [18] and
ZoomNet [55]. TCFormerV1 surpasses previous state-of-the-
art methods by a large margin, while TCFormerV2 fur-
ther improves the performance and reduces the computa-
tional complexity. With the input resolution of 256 × 192,
TCFormerV2-Small achieves the performance of 57.5% AP
and 68.2% AR, which is 2.2% AP and 5.6% AR higher
than HRNet-w32. With a higher input resolution and larger
model, TCFormerV2-Base achieves new state-of-the-art per-
formance of 65.1% AP and 74.2% AR, surpassing HRNet48
by 2.0% AP and SBL-Res152 [54] by 4.1% AP. The im-
provement in TCFormer is attributed to its superior detail
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Fig. 11: Qualitative results of whole-body pose estimation (heatmap-based) on COCO-WholeBody dataset.

TABLE 2: OKS-based Average Precision (AP) and Average Recall (AR) on the COCO-WholeBody V1.0 dataset. The baseline
results are from MMPose [48]. ‘*’ indicates multi-scale testing. ZoomNet† is trained with the COCO-WholeBody V0.5
training set.

Method Resolution GFLOPs body foot face hand whole-body
AP AR AP AR AP AR AP AR AP AR

SN∗ [49] 480× 480 272.3 0.427 0.583 0.099 0.369 0.649 0.697 0.408 0.580 0.327 0.456
OpenPose [50] 480× 480 451.1 0.563 0.612 0.532 0.645 0.765 0.840 0.386 0.433 0.442 0.523

PAF∗ [51] 480× 480 329.1 0.381 0.526 0.053 0.278 0.655 0.701 0.359 0.528 0.295 0.405
AE [52]+HRNet-w48 [18] 512× 512 212.4 0.592 0.686 0.443 0.595 0.619 0.674 0.347 0.438 0.422 0.532
HigherHRNet-w48 [53] 512× 512 99.7 0.630 0.706 0.440 0.573 0.730 0.777 0.389 0.477 0.487 0.574

SBL-Res50 [54] 256× 192 5.6 0.652 0.739 0.614 0.746 0.608 0.716 0.460 0.584 0.520 0.633
HRNet-w32 [18] 256× 192 7.7 0.700 0.746 0.567 0.645 0.637 0.688 0.473 0.546 0.553 0.626
TCFormerV1 [15] 256× 192 8.7 0.691 0.770 0.698 0.813 0.649 0.746 0.535 0.650 0.572 0.678

TCFormerV2-Small 256× 192 7.3 0.695 0.773 0.694 0.813 0.652 0.748 0.535 0.649 0.575 0.682
ZoomNet† [55] 384× 288 27.4 0.743 0.802 0.798 0.869 0.623 0.701 0.401 0.498 0.541 0.658
SBL-Res152 [54] 384× 288 28.9 0.703 0.780 0.693 0.813 0.751 0.825 0.559 0.667 0.610 0.705
HRNet-w48 [18] 384× 288 35.5 0.722 0.790 0.694 0.799 0.777 0.834 0.587 0.679 0.631 0.716

TCFormerV1-Large [15] 384× 288 38.7 0.731 0.803 0.752 0.855 0.774 0.845 0.607 0.712 0.644 0.735
TCFormerV2-Base 384× 288 31.7 0.727 0.804 0.746 0.856 0.788 0.858 0.626 0.728 0.651 0.742

TABLE 3: Human pose estimation on MS-COCO val set.

Method Backbone Input Size #Param GFLOPs AP AP50 AP75 APM APL AR

Heatmap-based
Hourglass [59] 8-stage Hourglass 256× 192 25.1M 14.3 66.9 − − − − −
CPN [60] ResNet50 256× 192 27.0M 6.2 68.6 − − − − −
SimpleBaseline [54] ResNet50 256× 192 34.0M 8.9 70.4 88.6 78.3 67.1 77.2 76.3
SimpleBaseline [54] ResNet152 256× 192 68.6M 15.7 72.0 89.3 79.8 68.7 78.9 77.8
HRNet [18] HRNet-W32 256× 192 28.5M 7.1 74.4 90.5 81.9 70.8 81.0 79.8
HRNet [18] HRNet-W48 256× 192 63.6M 14.6 75.1 90.6 82.2 71.5 81.8 80.4
SimpleBaseline [54] ResNet152 384× 288 68.6M 35.6 74.3 89.6 81.1 70.5 79.7 79.7
HRNet [18] HRNet-W48 384× 288 63.6M 32.9 76.3 90.8 82.9 72.3 83.4 81.2

Regression-based
DeepPose [61] ResNet50 256× 192 − − 52.6 81.6 58.6 50.0 59.1 63.8
TransPose-R-A3 [62] ResNet50 256× 192 − 8.0 71.7 88.9 78.8 68.0 78.6 77.1
TransPose-R-A4 [62] ResNet50 256× 192 − 8.9 72.6 89.1 79.9 68.8 79.8 78.0
RLE [63]+ResNet [32] ResNet50 256× 192 23.7M 4.0 70.4 88.3 77.7 70.9 81.1 75.1
RLE [63]+TCFormer TCFormerV2-Small 256× 192 25.2M 4.4 73.9 89.9 81.0 70.4 80.4 78.6
RLE [63]+ResNet [32] ResNet152 256× 192 58.3M 11.3 73.1 89.7 80.5 73.7 83.6 77.7
RLE [63]+TCFormer TCFormerV2-Base 256× 192 62.4M 10.6 76.0 90.7 82.9 72.4 82.3 80.5
RLE [63]+ResNet [32] ResNet152 384× 288 58.3M 25.5 74.9 90.1 81.5 75.0 85.5 79.3
RLE [63]+TCFormer TCFormerV2-Base 384× 288 62.4M 25.1 77.1 91.0 83.7 73.4 83.7 81.5

capture ability. Human hands have a complex structure but
typically occupy a small area in the input images, presenting
a challenge for models to reconstruct hand keypoints. As
seen in Table 2, most models perform much worse on hand
keypoint estimation than other body parts. In contrast, our
TCFormer can capture image details better, as it repre-
sents details with finer vision tokens, resulting in a signifi-
cant improvement in hand keypoint estimation. Specifically,
TCFormerV2-Small outperforms HRNet-w32 by 6.2% AP,
and TCFormerV2-Base outperforms HRNet-w48 by 3.9%
AP on hand keypoints. We show some qualitative results
of TCFormer in Fig. 11 showcases some qualitative results
of TCFormer-Base.

4.2.2 Regression Based Method
Settings. We choose COCO [57] dataset to evaluate the
performance of TCFormer on regression-based human pose
estimation. COCO is a large-scale human pose estimation
dataset with over 250K instance annotations for 17 prede-
fined human keypoints. We apply TCFormer backbones to
the RLE [63] framework and follow the default training and
evaluation settings of MMPose [48]. All compared methods
use the weights pre-trained on ImageNet-1K [40] dataset.
Since RLE is a regression-based method, it does not require
dense output. Hence, we do not use the MTA module in
the experiments. Instead, we directly regress the keypoint
locations from the mean token features in the last stage,



IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON PATTERN ANALYSIS AND MACHINE INTELLIGENCE 10

Fig. 12: Qualitative results of pose estimation (regression-based) on COCO dataset.

TABLE 4: Human pose estimation on MS-COCO test-dev set.

Method Backbone Input size #Params GFLOPs AP AP50 AP75 APM APL AR
Heatmap-based
OpenPose [50] 3CM-3PAF (102) − − − 61.8 84.9 67.5 57.1 68.2 66.5
Associative Embedding [52] 4-stage Hourglass − − − 65.5 86.8 72.3 60.6 72.6 70.2
HGG [64] 4-stage Hourglass − − − 67.6 85.1 73.7 62.7 74.6 71.3
Mask-RCNN [65] ResNet-50-FPN − − − 63.1 87.3 68.7 57.8 71.4 −
G-RMI [66] ResNet-101 353× 257 42.6M 57.0 64.9 85.5 71.3 62.3 70.0 69.7
Integral Pose [67] ResNet-101 256× 256 45.0M 11.0 67.8 88.2 74.8 63.9 74.0 −
CPN [60] ResNet-Inception 384× 288 58.8M 29.2 72.1 91.4 80.0 68.7 77.2 78.5
SimpleBaseline [54] ResNet-152 384× 288 68.6M 35.6 73.7 91.9 81.1 70.3 80.0 79.0
TransPose [62] TransPose-H-A6 256× 192 17.5M 21.8 75.0 92.2 82.3 71.3 81.1 −
HRNet [18] HRNet-W48 384× 288 63.6M 32.9 75.5 92.5 83.3 71.9 81.5 80.5
TokenPose [68] TokenPose-L/D24 384× 288 29.8M 22.1 75.9 92.3 83.4 72.2 82.1 80.8
Regression-based
CenterNet [69] Hourglass-104 − − − 63.0 86.8 69.6 58.9 70.4 −
PointSet Anchor [70] HRNet-W48 − − − 68.7 89.9 76.3 64.8 75.3 −
PRTR [71] PRTR 512× 384 57.2M 37.8 72.1 90.4 79.6 68.1 79.0 79.4
RLE [63]+ResNet [32] ResNet-152 384× 288 58.3M 25.5 74.2 91.5 81.9 71.2 79.3 −
RLE [63]+HRNet [18] HRNet-W48 384× 288 75.6M 38.3 75.7 92.3 82.9 72.3 81.3 −
RLE [63]+TCFormer TCFormerV2-Base 384× 288 62.4M 25.1 76.1 92.4 83.7 72.7 81.8 86.1

TABLE 5: Comparisons with PVTs on semantic segmenta-
tion on the ADE20K validation set. “GFLOPs” is calculated
under the input scale of 512× 512.

Backbone Semantic FPN
#Param GFLOPs mIoU (%)

ResNet50 [32] 28.5M 45.6 36.7
PVTv1-Small [20] 28.2M 44.5 39.8
PVTv2-B2 [16] 29.1M 45.8 45.2
TCFormerV1 29.4M 92.4 47.1
TCFormerV2-Small 28.4M 44.4 47.8
ResNeXt101-64x4d [33] 86.4M 103.9 40.2
PVTv1-Large [20] 65.1M 79.6 42.1
PVTv2-B4 [16] 66.3M 81.3 47.9
TCFormerV2-Base 66.0M 84.0 50.0

which is similar to the setting of image classification.
Results. We present some qualitative results of TC-

Former in Fig. 12. Table 3 shows the comparisons be-
tween TCFormer and other state-of-the-art methods on the
COCO val set. TCFormer outperforms both convolution-
based models (RLE [63] + ResNet [32]) and transformer-
based models (TransPose [62]) by a large margin. With
similar computational complexity, RLE + TCFormerV2-Base
outperforms RLE + ResNet152 by 2.9% AP and outper-
forms TransPose-R-A4 by 3.4% AP. With higher input res-
olution, RLE + TCFormerV2-Base achieves a new state-
of-the-art performance of 77.1% AP. We also report the
performance of TCFormer on the COCO test set in Table 4.
RLE + TCFormerV2-Base outperforms other state-of-the-art
regression-based methods with 76.1% AP. It is worth noting
that while RLE + HRNet uses a dense feature map and a
more sophisticated prediction head, RLE + TCFormer only
uses a simple regression head.

TABLE 6: Comparisons with Swin Transformers on seman-
tic segmentation on the ADE20K validation set.

Backbone Mask2Former
Input size #Param GFLOPs mIoU (%)

ResNet50 [32] 512× 512 44.0M 70.8 47.2
Swin-T [8] 512× 512 47.4M 73.6 47.7
TCFormerV2-Small 512× 512 42.4M 56.8 49.1
ResNet101 [32] 512× 512 63.0M 90.2 47.8
Swin-S [8] 512× 512 68.8M 97.4 51.3
TCFormerV2-Base 512× 512 79.5M 93.7 52.8
Swin-B [8] 640× 640 86.9M 223.3 52.4
TCFormerV2-Base 640× 640 79.5M 155.4 53.8

4.3 Semantic Segmentation

Settings. We perform our experiments on the ADE20K
dataset [72], a large-scale benchmark for semantic segmen-
tation. ADE20K consists of 25K images annotated with
150 categories, and is split into 20K, 2K, and 3K im-
ages for training, validation, and testing, respectively. Our
approach, TCFormer, is applied to two different frame-
works: the classic convolution-based framework Semantic
FPN [73], and the more recent transformer-based framework
Mask2Former [10]. In all cases, we utilize backbones initial-
ized with weights pre-trained on ImageNet-1K For Semantic
FPN framework, we use TCFormer as the backbone and re-
place the FPN [19] module with our proposed MTA module.
We follow the experimental settings of PVT [16]. During
training, images are are randomly resized and cropped to
512× 512. While in evaluation, images are resized such that
the shorter side has 512 pixels. We train our models for 40k
iterations with a batch size of 16 and utilize an AdamW
optimizer for model optimization. The initial learning rate
is set to 1 × 10−4 and decays following a polynomial
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Fig. 13: Qualitative results of semantic segmentation (TCFormer + Semantic FPN) on ADE20K dataset.

decay schedule with a power of 0.9. For Mask2Former
framework, we implement TCFormer as the backbone and
replace the pixel decoder with our MTA module. We follow
the experiment setting of [10]. All models are optimized for
160k iterations using an AdamW optimizer with an initial
learning rate of 1× 10( − 4) and a weight decay of 0.05. We
utilize the poly schedule to decay the learning rate.

Results. Qualitative results of TCFormer with Semantic
FPN framework are shown in Fig. 13. In Table 5, we present
a comparison of TCFormer with other state-of-the-art meth-
ods based on the Semantic FPN framework. Our approach,
TCFormer, outperforms both CNN models (ResNet [32])
and transformer models (PVT [20]) by a significant margin.
Specifically, the mIoU of TCFormerV2-Small is 11.1 points
higher than ResNet50 and 2.6 points higher than PVTv2-
B2 [16]. However, the global token clustering approach used
in TCFormerV1 results in unacceptable computational com-
plexity when the input resolution is 512×512, as reflected in
the huge GFLOPs of TCFormerV1 models in Table 5. With
the use of the local CTM modules, TCFormerV2 achieves
better performance while saving on large computational
complexity in all model scales. Compared to TCFormerV1,
TCFormerV2-Small achieves a performance gain of 0.7%
mIoU while using only 48.1% GFLOPs.

In Table 6, we show the results of TCFormer based on the
Mask2Former framework. TCFormer outperforms ResNet
and Swin models by a large margin in all model scales. The
dynamic vision tokens used in TCFormer enable the model
to allocate computation cost according to image semantic
meaning, making TCFormer more efficient than traditional
vision transformers. Specifically, with the resolution of 640×
640, TCFormerV2-Base outperforms Swin-B by 1.4% mIoU
while using 30.4% less GFLOPs.

4.4 Object Detection
Settings. We conduct object detection experiments on the
well-known COCO 2017 benchmark [57]. COCO 2017
dataset consists of 118K images for training and 5K im-
ages for validation, with annotations provided for 80 ob-
ject categories. To evaluate the effectiveness of TCFormer,
we utilize it as the backbone of both RetinaNet [77] and
Mask-RCNN [65]. Additionally, we replace the FPN module
in both RetinaNet and Mask-RCNN frameworks with our
MTA module to fully utilize the advantages of our dynamic
tokens. We follow most of the default settings of MMDetec-
tion [78], with the exception that we optimize the models
using an AdamW optimizer with an initial learning rate of
1× 10−4. We adopt the common 1× and 3× setting for fair
comparisons.

Results. Qualitative results of TCFormer with Mask R-
CNN are given in Fig. 14. We provide qualitative results
of TCFormer with Mask R-CNN in Fig. 14. As shown in

TABLE 7: Object detection and instance segmentation results
on COCO val2017. TCFormer is compared with other back-
bones on RetinaNet and Mask R-CNN frameworks.

Backbone RetinaNet 1×
#Param mAP AP50 AP75 APS APM APL

ResNet18 [32] 21.3M 31.8 49.6 33.6 16.3 34.3 43.2
PVT-Tiny [20] 23.0M 36.7 56.9 38.9 22.6 38.8 50.0
PVTv2-B1 [16] 23.8M 41.2 61.9 43.9 25.4 44.5 54.3
TCFormerV2-Tiny 23.1M 41.7 62.4 44.3 25.4 45.1 54.4

ResNet50 [32] 37.7M 36.3 55.3 38.6 19.3 40.0 48.8
PVT-Small [20] 34.2M 40.4 61.3 44.2 25.0 42.9 55.7
PVTv2-B2 [16] 35.1M 44.6 65.6 47.6 27.4 48.8 58.6
CycleMLP-B2 [74] 36.5M 40.6 61.4 43.2 22.9 44.4 54.5
Swin-T [8] 38.5M 41.5 62.1 44.2 25.1 44.9 55.5
Pyramid ViG-S [75] 36.2M 41.8 63.1 44.7 28.5 45.4 53.4
TCFormerV2-Small 34.5M 45.0 66.2 48.1 28.8 48.2 60.0

PVT-Large [20] 71.1M 42.6 63.7 45.4 25.8 46.0 58.4
PVTv2-B4 [16] 72.3M 46.1 66.9 49.2 28.4 50.0 62.2
TCFormerV2-Base 72.4M 46.6 67.6 50.0 29.7 50.5 61.9

Backbone Mask R-CNN 1×
#Param APb APb

50 APb
75 APm APm

50 APm
75

ResNet18 [32] 31.2M 34.0 54.0 36.7 31.2 51.0 32.7
PVT-Tiny [20] 32.9M 36.7 59.2 39.3 35.1 56.7 37.3
PVTv2-B1 [20] 33.7M 41.8 64.3 45.9 38.8 61.2 41.6
TCFormerV2-Tiny 34.1M 42.6 65.1 46.8 39.2 62.1 42.0

ResNet50 [32] 44.2M 38.0 58.6 41.4 34.4 55.1 36.7
PVT-Small [20] 44.1M 40.4 62.9 43.8 37.8 60.1 40.3
PVTv2-B2 [16] 45.0M 45.3 67.1 49.6 41.2 64.2 44.4
CycleMLP-B2 [74] 46.5M 42.1 64.0 45.7 38.9 61.2 41.8
PoolFormer-S24 [76] 41.0M 40.1 62.2 43.4 37.0 59.1 39.6
Swin-T [8] 47.8M 42.2 64.6 46.2 39.1 61.6 42.0
Pyramid ViG-S [75] 45.8M 42.6 65.2 46.0 39.4 62.4 41.6
TCFormerV2-Small 46.5M 46.1 68.4 50.5 41.9 65.4 45.1

Backbone Mask R-CNN 3×
#Param APb APb

50 APb
75 APm APm

50 APm
75

PVT-Small [20] 44.1M 43.0 65.3 46.9 39.9 62.5 42.8
Swin-T [8] 47.8M 46.0 68.1 50.3 41.6 65.1 44.9
TCFormerV2-Small 46.5M 48.2 70.1 53.4 43.4 67.2 46.9

PVT-Large [20] 81.0M 44.5 66.0 48.3 40.7 63.4 43.7
Swin-S [8] 69.0M 48.5 70.2 53.5 43.3 67.3 46.6
TCFormerV2-Base 83.7M 49.8 71.0 54.7 44.4 68.2 48.0

Table 7, TCFormer outperforms its counterparts on the Reti-
naNet framework. Specifically, the mAP of TCFormerV2-
Small is 3.5 points higher than Swin-T [8] and 4.6 points
higher than PVT-Small [20]. Compared with the vision
transformers generating grid-base vision tokens, the advan-
tage of TCFormer is particularly significant in the detection
of small objects. For example, TCFormerV2-Small surpasses
PVTv2-B2 [16] by 1.4% AP on the metric for small object
detection (APS), while the improvement on the overall met-
ric is 0.4% AP. This demonstrates that the dynamic vision
tokens used in TCFormer are effective in capturing image
details of small size, in line with our goals.

In Table 7, we report the results of object detection and
instance segmentation on the Mask R-CNN framework. The
results indicate that TCFormer achieves superior perfor-
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Fig. 14: Qualitative results of object detection (left) and instance segmentation (right) on COCO dataset.

mance to its counterparts. For instance, under 1× setting,
TCFormerV2-Small outperforms Swin-T by 3.9% AP on
object detection and 2.8% AP on instance segmentation.
Similarly, when compared to PVTv2-B2, TCFormerV2-Small
achieves an improvement of 0.8% AP on object detection
and 0.7% AP on instance segmentation. The consistent
improvements observed in both the RetinaNet and Mask R-
CNN frameworks serve as evidence of the general strength
and effectiveness of our TCFormer.

5 ANALYSIS

5.1 Ablation Study

Model Components. We conduct ablative analysis on the
semantic segmentation task using the ADE20K benchmark.
We incorporate the TCFormerV2-Small into the Semantic
FPN framework and present the results in Table 8. The
experimental setup remains consistent with that outlined in
Section 4.3.

The notable improvement of both the global CTM mod-
ule (0.9% increase in mIoU) and the local CTM module
(0.5% increase in mIoU) confirms the benefits of our dy-
namic vision tokens in image feature learning. However, the
high complexity involved by the global CTM module (42.1
GFLOPs) makes it impractical. In contrast, the local CTM
module is considerably more efficient and only involves
only 5.6 GFLOPs, which is 86.7% less than the global CTM
module.

As previously discussed in Section 3.1.3, traditional
CNN-based feature aggregation modules fail to fully exploit
the details captured by our dynamic vision tokens. As an
evidence of our opinion, replacing the FPN module with
our MTA module results in further enhancements, which
demonstrates the effectiveness of our MTA module design.
Compared to the original SR-MTA module, the CR-MTA
module is both more effective and more efficient. CR-MTA
module brings less parameters and complexity, but presents
a significant performance gain over the SR-MTA module:
0.5% mIoU when using global CTM modules and 0.7%
mIoU when using local CTM modules. The experimental
results prove that the CR-MTA module can fully leverage
the benefits of our dynamic tokens, as illustrated in Sec-
tion 3.2.2.

Clustering Methods. We assess the impact of dif-
ferent clustering methods by integrating them into the
TCFormerV2-Small model and evaluating their perfor-
mance on the ImageNet validation set. The results are
detailed in Table 9. For the K-means algorithm, we follow
[28] to initialize the cluster centers using adaptive average
pooling on the feature map and then update the clustering
results through 10 iterations. The Bipartite Soft Matching
(BSF) method [27] divides tokens into two sets and merges

TABLE 8: Components ablation study on semantic seg-
mentation on the ADE20K validation set. “GFLOPs” is
calculated under the input scale of 512× 512.

Token Merge
Module

Feature Aggregation
Module #Param GFLOPs mIoU%

CNN FPN 29.1M 45.8 45.2
Global CTM FPN 29.4M 87.9 46.1
Global CTM SR-MTA 33.7M 85.1 46.5
Global CTM CR-MTA 28.4M 80.9 47.0
Local CTM FPN 29.4M 51.4 45.7
Local CTM SR-MTA 33.7M 48.6 47.1
Local CTM CR-MTA 28.4M 44.4 47.8

TABLE 9: Comparisons between clustering methods on
image classification on ImageNet validation set. Various
clustering methods are applied to the TCFormerV2-Small
model, which is trained using the local DPC-kNN algorithm
without additional fine-tuning. “GFLOPs” is calculated un-
der the input scale of 224 × 224. Throughput is measured
using the GitHub repository of [31] and a V100 GPU.

Clustering Method GFLOPs Throughput
(images/s) Top-1 Acc

K-means 11.7 114.7 82.39
Bipartite Soft Matching [27] 6.0 207.5 82.31

DPC-kNN 5.9 120.8 82.44
Local DPC-kNN 4.5 237.5 82.40

token pairs with the highest similarity between these sets.
Since a single BSF step cannot reduce the token number to
a quarter of the original, we employ 5 BSF steps at the end
of each stage to achieve the same token reduction as other
methods. It is important to note that we do not fine-tune the
models further after changing the clustering method.

As demonstrated in Table 9, our model exhibits robust-
ness to different clustering methods. Without additional
fine-tuning, the model trained with the local DPC-kNN
algorithm adapts well to other clustering methods, showing
negligible performance drops. Ultimately, we select the local
DPC-kNN algorithm for its efficiency.

5.2 Token Distribution
Fig. 15 shows some examples of the dynamic vision tokens
generated by TCFormer across various tasks, including im-
age classification, human pose estimation, semantic segmen-
tation, and object detection. The advantages of our dynamic
vision tokens are demonstrated in the examples.

Firstly, as shown in Fig. 15, the dynamic tokens gener-
ated by TCFormer are well-aligned with the objects in the
input images. Such alignment provides a clearer semantic
meaning compared to traditional fixed grid-based tokens,
which facilitates the learning of both token features and ob-
ject relationships. Secondly, TCFormer utilizes fine tokens to
represent intricate details in small sizes, such as the human
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Input image Token distribution Token density

Fig. 15: Examples of the dynamic vision tokens generated by
TCFormer on (a) image classification, (b) human pose esti-
mation, (c) semantic segmentation and (d) object detection.

hands in Fig. 15(b) and the kite in Fig. 15(d). Representing
such details with fine tokens allows TCFormer to capture
detailed information more effectively.

Thirdly, TCFormer adjusts the token distribution in ac-
cordance with the task at hand and allocates more tokens
to the crucial regions, thus enabling the model to focus on
these regions and learn a better representation of the image.
For image classification and human pose estimation tasks,
there is typically a distinct subject in the input image. As
shown in Fig. 15(a) and Fig. 15(b), TCFormer distinguishes
the background regions from the regions belonging to the
subject and allocates most of the tokens to the latter. Con-
versely, the background regions are represented by only a
few vision tokens. In the case of semantic segmentation
and object detection tasks, where there is usually no clear
subject, TCFormer adjusts the token distribution based on
the amount of information present in the image regions.
As demonstrated in in Fig. 15(c) and Fig. 15(d), TCFormer
represents simple regions with fewer tokens and allocates
more tokens to the complex regions. It is worth noting that
even complex backgrounds do not consume more tokens
in image classification and human pose estimation tasks,
such as the example in Fig. 15(b), as the information of the
background is not valuable to these tasks. To further support
our conclusion, we train two models to estimate human
hand and face keypoints, respectively. The dynamic tokens
generated by these two models are displayed in Fig. 16. The
task-specific dynamic tokens demonstrate that TCFormer
can automatically adjust the token distribution for different
tasks and focus on the crucial regions.

Input image Token (hand) Token (face)

Fig. 16: Examples of the dynamic tokens for different tasks.
We show the input image and the dynamic tokens for
hand keypoint estimation (Token (hand)) and face keypoint
estimation (Token (face)). TCFormer adjusts the dynamic
token according to the task.

6 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present the Token Clustering Transformer
(TCFormer), a novel transformer-based architecture suitable
for a wide spectrum of vision tasks. TCFormer generates
dynamic tokens that enhance the model’s ability to focus
on crucial regions and preserve intricate details while dis-
regarding unnecessary background information. Our ex-
tensive experiments across multiple vision tasks, includ-
ing image classification, human pose estimation, semantic
segmentation, and object detection, show that TCFormer
outperforms state-of-the-art transformer-based backbones
while maintaining comparable parameter numbers. We be-
lieve that TCFormer has the potential to be utilized in a
multitude of applications. We hope our research can inspire
further exploration in the realm of dynamic vision tokens,
leading to the development of more advanced architectures.
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