BEROBCHHDFEETILEZEAVLETREIZAVICE T BHHARICET 3%

TR22007 #K Hite

1L.IEC®IC

HOZEiH D %8 (SSL) 1%, KEDSALELTF—&
25 RIRRZ A7 CHRE Lo S WRMERIR 2 15 3 2 Hai#
BETHD., KELRF—%Xty PRV SSL 1%, #
flido D 2B 2 T 2MREZIENTE 220 EHIhTY
%, HEEFNLED SSL EFUE, BEIEETH Y, &
HaX B Ty V7N ATOHERNRRXEY a2
MO 5. FD72, FE IR MOEVWNEE L E
FADBREY X5, UL, NIRRT T NVITRIEE
IR T B =D IEREDME .

AT, MIELZEFVOLRER L2 LT,
HIFZRE (KD) [1] 12 & 3 SSL EF A% 5 DGR OEMIE
PIRET 5. BEFRIE, PHEBRICIDRERL SSL O
FERIC X DB OEREZ RIS, BB SSLET LR
FAWT, FREAZIZBIT2 KD 2175, Zhuzkh, #£
HREh OB WNRERET VOESZHIET.

2. AT AT D $B (SSL)

SSL &% Hi2ld, Contrastive Learning (CL) & Mas-
ked Image Modeling (MIM) 3% %. CL X[ UE{&E D
FHEIEDY, B 2EEHOMEEILES T2 51
¥ET 5. —7, MIM 3EKEO—#HEz~RI L, YR7
U 7- BT OEIZEE £ 72 3N EEE T 2 X 512883 5.
INHOFERZ, EETIRMRHANKREIERZ
BHISNTWS., 22T, FEHLLTCL & MIM D
RERHOEREHERT 5.

FlwEER SSLEF LD Attention Weight (Self-Attenti-
on IZBIF % query & key BRI 226, Attention dis-
tance ZHH L72MR 2K 1 1Z/RT. Attention distance
1%, JBZ 21T Attention Weight & ¥ 7 -t L[ EERER RE
L7250 TH5. Zhuckh, BOBEIKEHT L, K
T/RY CLII KRR, FERTRT MIM 3R
FRETRLTWB e bh b, ZORES, SSL D
FERIC X o TRBEBUCERD D2 Z e 3bh s, 22
T, ZNZFND Attention Weight /NIRRT 7R
ETSHIeT, MIELRETVCBIIZRHRETORES
5.
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1: SSL £ 7LD Attention distance

.IEEFE

FlEBREEIC, RO SSL EFLEHAVT, FRE A
ZIZBIB KD %75 2T, & HREREH DB/ N
ETNDOEREEIET. KD &, FEFEAET I (Teacher)
DR, RFEEFDETIL (Student) ITIRET 2 FETH
3. M2 ICREFHEICBT S KD 237, BEFIETHE,
Teacher £ LT CL & MIM ZHWT, 2 DDETADH
KD % LT Student 25883 %. 2Ot %, KDICHW?
ke LT, R KD THWSh 3 EFLOHA ik,
EENRIC K BRI D AR 2 RS L 72 Attention Weight
EERBD.

BRI | S SAE

3.1 Teacher OMMXENLEYH
ZEPRBEAETNE RIREZ A2 WHEBA T 3 5EI121X, #
TiHiiy 7 7 4 v F 2 —= v /0b 5. WM, 28
BEAET T 7 ANHED D DLMEEE (Head) ZHEH
L, Head LAAVZRBEIE L TH¥ET B, V7 A Vv Fa—=
X, XHBEAETLHEDTETDNRI R —REEET 3,
REFETIX, BROKBER2BEAE T L% Teacher
ELTHWS 728, XEVHEBRODR OV Z v
5. 2L, MIM 3$IEFHECTHERENMKRL, KDITLD
Student IZHEFBEEE 2 3. 22T, 2R2FIETIX Head
12N % T, Transformer encoder DHKE b HFEE T 5.
% Partial-1 EFER, ZAuc kb, MIM BT 5N
DRV KD OROSGE R ARG T 3.

3.2 HASHZAL KD

1 DHOHERDmEFEL Y LT, Teacher & Student 12
EgE AL, /{onihofmzAvTiEEs 5. EE
BN, —iR17%e KD LRIBIC KL X4 N—Y =2 v 2%
w3, CL & MIM Ol infizEHAWE KD Z2XD & 5
WiERLS 5.

Lxp = MKL("|Ip®) + (1 = M) KLE"™|[p%), (1)

z T, popCt pMM BREFLOHMASTE, A id CL
¥ MIM OEERDOERZFET 2R TH . M 13058
T 5.

3.3 Attention Weight ZH\L\/c KD

TAESEER X D, Attention Weight 158 TEIC & - TH
MBRFUCEREL DL Z e AL (K1) . 22T, Zh
ZHORBERZ /NI E T VIUGET 2 22T, /M
BRETNCBI2RBIGEHIOHEEZEZS. LirL, E
TIVGEIZ & o T Attention Weight DJEIRDIER IR 5728,
Teacher %5 Student IZ Attention Weight 2§z 3 % Z
LIETERV. 200D, 2 OHOHMOIRETE L LT,
EHE R Attention Weight #:EIR L C#ifE 5 5.

Attention Weight DEIRAE Attention Weight
DFERFE L LT, Attention Confidence (AC) [3] % H
W3, ZZT, AC X Multi-head attention O EEE % H
I TH 5. ACIT K 2FHIifEZ XD & 5 1@ LT 5.

1
Ch = @l %I}ggﬂgflh(q,k), (2)

ZZT, hidHead DA T v 7 X, QlE query DEAR, K
¥ key DS, Al Attention Weight TH 3. Teacher
@ Attention Weight % AC ZHWTEHE L, &b &<
fifi& 417z Attention Weight 25 R X X Z1ICB W TEE
¥ Z T Student ICHEFS T 5.

8RB Attention Weight 2= KD TiZ, KL &
AN=Y 2 ¥ A% H\WT Student @ Attention Weight 73
Teacher @ Attention Weight 1229 K5 I2¥E T 5.
Attention Weight % Fl\/z KD #XD & 5 28T 3.

Latin = MKLAAT) + (1 — X2) KL(AM™||AS),
(3)

T 2T, A 13 Student @ 1 ZFHD Attention Weight, A5
i Student @ 2 FHH D Attention Weight, AT ¥ AMM
& AC ZEUMEIGEIRI N CL ¥ MIM ZH2h0 Atten-
tion Weight TH 5. A2 1% CL & MIM DEXRDOLLEREZHH
BT 2R THD, IF0rT 5.



\4’" > Lxp  Ltn
- = =
Teacher 1 (CL) 5 5 5 5 2
188 v BRI e
" L] CL
) & oty :‘CCE ACL
VKL %) -
—— LA HAS
L] L]
13 1 M o
5 b 5 B K Ll )
Student & D & D B s !
— P A '
Input image ' ,
e /-/\ KL
ﬁKL(p Mp~)
B = o . LM
= = = = g '
o o ) o S .
— 2 = F ® x| *---=- -
‘Frozen  Teacher2 (MIM) | = = = "'] )
Y : Trainable n pMIM AMIM

2: MEFEROFEEE

3.4 Teacher DFHZEHE & KD DER&EL

TERTFIETIE, SSL T NVEREAHGI Y 7 4 »F 2 —
Z V7 ULRICKD 21795728, 2KEO¥E RS, 1R
ZEFWETIX, SSL ETNOMEIHT e KD ZFRIFHCITS Z
T, 1BEOEEICT 3. SE0BKER L 2RO LS
WERLT 3.

L= /:?}E + ﬂ + l: M4 Lxp + L Attn, (4)

TTC, L2g, LER, LM ZEMS L MO iD 2 o
XI/FUE @%T%é
4. FHMEHEER

REITE, REFROEIMEWGES 272014 %R
MR 7B BFMEFRZITS. 7—&XEy b2 LT,
ImageNet-1k 5 CIFAR-10/100 72 ¥ D% 7 5 253 FHH D
T—=&%ty bZHW%. Student I& ViT-Ti, Teacher |
CL ¥ LTDINO [4] ¥ MIM ¥ LT MAE [5] 2%,

4.1 Teacher DEBHEDBE

F£ 112 SSL EFLD RIiX A7 NDHATiEE L7
MERERT. ZORR, REFIRITEAT S Partial-1 13,
RKEEHYET2DATI 74 v Fa—= v T
ZHEREEZER L TWVWA.

#£ 1: ImageNet-1k Z AWV FIRZ X 7 ADHEH (%)

Method Trainable Params (M) CL MIM
T774vFa—=v 86.57 81.92 81.70
FRIE AT 0.77 76.31  54.02
Partial-1 7.86 80.26  79.30

4.2 RFEL DL

ImageNet-1k % W CEHi L 72453 2 % 2 1IIRT. Base-
line 1¥ KD %{7HFIC Student BSHATHE LIzET L,
KDZ7 74 vF2—=>2L7 Teacher ZHWTHHL
7= & 5L, Ours 3D SSL EF L% HWT KD %#17-
72T TH%. Ours i Baseline 205 2.2 pt, KD 225
1.3 pt M EL7.

7 2: ImageNet-1k 12 & 2 #HilifER (%)

Method Teacher Top-1 Accuracy

Baseline (DeiT [2]) - 72.2
DINO 73.1

KD MAE 73.1

Ours DINO, MAE 74.4

WAL TNRE A7 T L7=6R 2K 3 12RT. Ours
¥, DTD ¥ VOC2007 ZfW\W/i=7—&ty hTKD &b
HEWIEE L ER L 7.

Baseline
Ours
—— KD (Fine tuned DINO)

Accuracy difference from baseline (%)

CIFAR10

Cars KD (Fine tuned MAE)
CIFAR100
Caltech101
DTD Y
Aircraft
Flowers
VOC2007
Food
SUN397
Pets
3: BR& R RIRA R 712 BT 2 FHilifE R
5.50DIC
AHIZETE, NMNEEREFLOBER EEZHBE LT,

BROBECHMD D FEEFT N ERAWEARBAREZIRRL
7z, FHMEERBRIC XD, BARTRRAZ R 7 ICBWTIRETE
DNRE R ETAORER EICETHE 2R L.
Sk, XoABERLEEZBELT, REHEOZRIL

P —
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