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Abstract

This paper considers zero-shot Anomaly Detection (AD),
performing AD without reference images of the test objects.
We propose a framework called CLIP-AD to leverage the
zero-shot capabilities of the large vision-language model
CLIP. Firstly, we reinterpret the text prompts design from
a distributional perspective and propose a Representative
Vector Selection (RVS) paradigm to obtain improved text
features. Secondly, we note opposite predictions and irrel-
evant highlights in the direct computation of the anomaly
maps. To address these issues, we introduce a Staged Dual-
Path model (SDP) that leverages features from various lev-
els and applies architecture and feature surgery. Lastly,
delving deeply into the two phenomena, we point out that
the image and text features are not aligned in the joint em-
bedding space. Thus, we introduce a fine-tuning strategy
by adding linear layers and construct an extended model
SDP+, further enhancing the performance. Abundant ex-
periments demonstrate the effectiveness of our approach,
e.g., on MVTec-AD, SDP outperforms the SOTA WinCLIP
by +4.2↑/+10.7↑ in segmentation metrics F1-max/PRO,
while SDP+ achieves +8.3↑/+20.5↑ improvements.

1. Introduction

Visual Anomaly Detection (AD) [7, 12, 27, 35, 40, 46] com-
prises two sub-tasks: anomaly classification and segmenta-
tion. The former aims to determine if an object has anoma-
lies, while the latter identifies the pixel-level anomaly loca-
tions. This task is highly valuable in industrial defect detec-
tion [3, 5, 33] and medical image analysis [6, 17, 36].

Popular AD methods mostly follow the unsupervised
paradigm, which involves training solely on a large num-
ber of normal images [13, 27, 36, 45, 48]. This is because
the objects and their anomalies exhibit extensive variations
in shape, color, texture, and size, making it highly challeng-
ing to collect samples that encompass all types of anomalies
comprehensively. In addition, previous methods typically
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Figure 1. Visualization of the two unexpected phenomena, oppo-
site predictions and irrelevant highlights, generated by directly
computing (Comp. Directly) the anomaly maps.

train a separate model for each object [11, 12, 48], result-
ing in more models with growing categories. In fact, it is
not cost-effective to collect a large training set and deploy a
specific model for each object category in practical applica-
tions. Thus, building cold-start models is an ideal solution
and an open challenge to the community.

In this work, we focus on building a zero-shot model that
can be adapted to numerous categories [1, 20, 21, 51]. As a
pioneering work in zero-shot AD, WinCLIP [21] introduces
an innovative language-guided paradigm by manually de-
signing text prompts to harness the powerful zero-shot ca-
pability of CLIP [34]. Since CLIP is designed for classifi-
cation, WinCLIP further proposes a window-based strategy
for fine-grained segmentation. However, the need for indi-
vidual encoding of each window reduces efficiency. A more
recent work, AnomalyCLIP [54], is also designed based on
CLIP, further improving performance by learning object-
agnostic text prompts. Besides, with the emergence and
popularity of the Segment Anything Model (SAM) [22],
SAA+ [8] introduces a two-step process: initially employ-
ing Grounding DINO [30] to identify the approximate lo-
cation of anomalies, followed by a detailed segmentation
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Figure 2. Mapping the entire image feature maps to the joint em-
bedding space using a linear layer (linear mapping).

using SAM [22]. This method requires highly detailed
text prompts and intricate post-processing. Drawing inspi-
ration from prior works, we introduce a new framework
called CLIP-AD based on CLIP, which demonstrates strong
performance without training and can be further enhanced
through fine-tuning. Crucially, it demands no pre or post-
processing, ensuring simplicity and clarity.

For text prompts design, previous works focus on design-
ing accurate text prompts, but more descriptions are not al-
ways better [10, 14, 21]. This is somewhat counterintuitive.
To explore the reasons and delve deeper, we present a novel
interpretation from a distributional perspective and propose
a Representative Vector Selection (RVS) paradigm. Fol-
lowing RVS, we demonstrate that methods for selecting rep-
resentative vectors can be diverse, broadening research op-
portunities beyond merely crafting adjectives. Based on the
obtained text features, we follow the inherent pipeline of the
CLIP [34] for anomaly classification.

For anomaly segmentation, it is a natural idea to ob-
tain anomaly maps by directly calculating the similarity be-
tween text features and image feature maps (apart from the
class token) [21]. However, we observe that the naive ap-
proach produces two unexpected phenomena, opposite pre-
dictions and irrelevant highlights, as shown in the third row
of Fig. 1. Specifically, the results usually oppose the ground
truth, with abnormal regions scoring the lowest and some
meaningless spots being highlighted. Inspired by [26], a
method that explores the interpretability of CLIP features
and solves the two issues in a general domain, we make AD-
adapted improvements and introduce a novel Staged Dual-
Path (SDP) model for effective anomaly segmentation with-
out fine-tuning (the second row from the bottom in Fig. 1).
Furthermore, looking beyond the phenomena and analyz-
ing the essence, we point out that the unsatisfactory per-
formance of direct computing results from misalignment.
In fact, CLIP does not map the entire image feature maps to
the joint embedding space, leaving them unaligned with text
features. Thus, direct computation is inappropriate. Exper-
imentally, we are delighted to find that simply introducing
a linear layer to map these image features into the joint em-
bedding space effectively addresses this issue, as illustrated

in Fig. 2. The added linear layer requires fine-tuning, and
we refer to the model with fine-tuning as SDP+.

The main contributions of this work are as follows:
• Building on CLIP, we propose for the first time to focus

on the distribution of the text prompts and introduce a
paradigm named RVS, offering new research directions.

• We identify and analyze two unexpected phenomena in
anomaly segmentation and make AD-adapted improve-
ments to [26] (SDP) to tackle these issues.

• We point out that the image feature maps and text features
of CLIP are misaligned, and propose SDP+, a simple yet
effective method, to facilitate alignment via a linear layer.

• Extensive experiments show that our whole framework,
CLIP-AD, surpasses the recent comparative methods,
e.g., especially in terms of pixel-level AUROC, F1-
max, and PRO on MVTec-AD, with improvements of
+2.4↑/+4.2↑/+10.7↑ for SDP and +6.1↑/+8.3↑/+20.5↑ for
SDP+ over the SOTA WinCLIP.

2. Related Works
2.1. Anomaly Detection

Due to limited defect samples, most prior AD methods
employ unsupervised learning [29] with two categories:
embedding-based [11, 12, 35, 43] and reconstruction-
based [27, 38, 48]. Usually, they train a distinct model for
each object type. As performance of various models grad-
ually saturates on the popular MVTec-AD benchmark [3],
many researches shift their focus to more challenging set-
tings. UniAD [45] introduces a multi-class setting, where
a single model is used across all the objects. RegAD [19]
addresses the few-shot setting and trains a single generaliz-
able model that requires only a few normal images and no
fine-tuning for new categories.

Recently, WinCLIP [21] introduces a novel language-
guided paradigm for zero-shot AD, based on the large
vision-language model CLIP [34]. It divides the images
into windows of different scales and uses the classification
result for each window as the segmentation prediction for
that location. Despite achieving excellent results without
any fine-tuning, WinCLIP requires multiple encodings of
the same image to obtain the anomaly maps.

2.2. Vision-Language Models

Vision-language pre-training emerges as a promising al-
ternative for visual representation learning. Among them,
CLIP [34], which is pretrained on a billion-scale dataset of
website images, demonstrates surprisingly strong general-
ization capability. The main idea is to align images and
natural languages using two separate encoders, which typi-
cally employs structures such as ResNet [18], ViT [15], or
their improved versions [31, 37, 39, 47, 49, 50, 52]. CLIP
can readily be transferred to any downstream classification
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task through prompting [10, 41, 42].
Although CLIP is designed for classification tasks, there

are numerous efforts to extend its applications to zero-shot
fine-grained segmentation. MaskCLIP [53] proposes to ap-
ply CLIP to generate pseudo annotations on novel classes
for self-training, while ZegCLIP [55] successfully bridges
the performance gap between the seen and unseen classes
by adapting a visual prompt tuning technique. Furthermore,
some methods achieve remarkable visualization and seg-
mentation results by considering the explainability of CLIP.
For example, CLIP Surgery [26] introduces architecture and
feature surgeries to address the issues of opposite visualiza-
tion and noisy activation that arise when directly comparing
image features with text features. Remarkably, it achieves
good segmentation results without fine-tuning.

3. Methodology of CLIP-AD
The overall architecture CLIP-AD is based on CLIP [34].
Firstly, we introduce a paradigm called RVS to deeply in-
vestigate text prompts and follow the inherent pipeline of
CLIP for anomaly classification. Secondly, we discover and
analyze two unexpected phenomena in anomaly segmenta-
tion and propose an SDP model to resolve the issues without
fine-tuning. Lastly, we present SDP+, which greatly boosts
performance with just a few linear layers fine-tuned.

3.1. Text prompts design based on RVS

Well-considered text prompts contribute to fully unleashing
the zero-shot capability of CLIP [34]. As for AD, previous
works generally employ a method called CPE [21] to de-
sign text prompts. Specifically, CPE involves creating mul-
tiple descriptions for normal samples and averaging their
features to obtain the final representation vector Tn of the
normal text. The same process is also applied to abnormal
categories to get the corresponding vector Ta. To generate
diverse descriptions, CPE obtains combinations from prede-
fined lists of states and templates, rather than writing them
freely. More details are included in Sec. A.

It is noteworthy that the performance of CPE heavily de-
pends on the text descriptions, and more or more detailed
descriptions are not always better [8, 10, 14]. This renders
CPE somewhat uncontrollable and random in its applica-
tions. Thus, to explain this problem and propose a promis-
ing countermeasure, we propose to reexamine CPE from a
distributional perspective.

Specifically, we believe that the text features extracted
from various descriptions should belong to two distribu-
tions, normal and abnormal, labeled as µn and µa, respec-
tively. From this perspective, the process of creating multi-
ple text descriptions can be viewed as sampling within the
distributions and the mean vectors Tn and Ta in CPE can
be considered as the representative vectors of the distribu-
tions. Furthermore, the cosine similarity between the two

representative vectors and the image features Fc is used to
determine the distribution to which the image is more in-
clined, indicating whether the object is more likely to be
normal or abnormal,

s = softmax(Fc · [Tn,Ta]
T
). (1)

where s is the relative probabilities. This explains why the
modifications of text descriptions exhibit high randomness,
as the sampling of µn and µa is blind, and the mean vec-
tors may not necessarily represent the corresponding distri-
butions well. As a result, based on the above analysis, we
abstract and propose a more general paradigm RVS for text
prompts design, which comprises the following 3 steps:
1. Distribution Sampling: Sample multiple text features tin

and tia from distributions µn and µa by designing normal
and abnormal text descriptions.

tin ∼ µn, t
i
a ∼ µa, i = 1, 2, 3, ... (2)

2. Representative Vector Selection: Calculate representa-
tive vectors based on the sampled text features,

Tn,Ta = M(tin),M(tia) (3)

where M represents different methods for generating the
representative vectors.

3. Cosine Similarity Calculation: Assess cosine similarity
using Eq. (1) to classify objects as normal or abnormal.
In the RVS paradigm, we do not specify a particular

method for selecting representative vectors, implying that
the approach can be diverse, which opens possibilities for
further research. When obtaining the representative vectors
through direct averaging, RVS degenerates into CPE.

In our experiments, we introduce a representative vec-
tor selection method based on the clustering method DB-
SCAN [16] as an interesting instance. Specifically, we first
cluster the text features within the distribution and take the
mean of the largest cluster as the final representative vec-
tor. This method naturally eliminates outliers obtained from
random sampling (step 1), providing better and more stable
results than direct averaging. Besides, we also explore three
other methods for representative vector selection in Sec. 4.3.

To further enhance the classification accuracy, we com-
pute the anomaly score by summing the probability s asso-
ciated with the anomaly and the maximum value from the
anomaly map obtained during the segmentation process.

3.2. Zero-Shot AD without Fine-tuning

Motivations. To extend the zero-shot classification capa-
bility of CLIP to segmentation, a natural idea is to directly
compute the similarity between the text features and the im-
age feature maps Fs ∈ RL×C , where L is the number of
the patch tokens (apart from the class token). However, this
intuitive approach leads to two unexpected phenomena, as
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Figure 3. Overview of our CLIP-AD framework that contains: 1) the blue arrows in the lower section represent the processing steps of
SDP; 2) the red arrows in the upper section depict the processing steps of SDP+. For the same category, the text prompts are consistent. ⊕
and ⊗ represent pixel-level addition and multiplication, respectively.

depicted in Fig. 1. Firstly, the predicted anomaly map usu-
ally opposes the ground truth, with remarkably low scores
for the anomalous regions and comparatively high scores
for the normal regions and the background. Secondly, the
results contain numerous noisy points, where their scores
are significantly higher than those around them.

These phenomena are consistently observed across var-
ious backbones, and they are not exclusive to the field of
AD [25, 26]. To address these issues, we introduce two
strategies named architecture and feature surgery [26] and
use them to construct a zero-shot anomaly detection model
named SDP, which requires no fine-tuning.

Architecture Surgery aims to address the issue of oppo-
site predictions by making structural modifications to the
CLIP ViT [15] backbone. Specifically, it uses the value V
to compute the attention maps while disregarding the query
and key. Thus, the output of the new multi-head attention
Fattn can be computed as,

Fattn = softmax(V · V T ) · V , (4)

this is referred to as V-V attention, which ensures the high-
est self cosine similarity per token and emphasizes adjacent
ones. In this manner, tokens retain their own features with-
out being overly influenced by others (i.e., abnormal regions
are minimally affected by normal features, and vice versa),
thereby solving the opposite predictions. Besides, the feed-
forward neural network (FFN) is removed [26]. The modi-
fied ViT layer is referred to as the surgery layer.

Feature Surgery aims to address irrelevant highlights. Ex-
perimentally, the prediction results corresponding to differ-
ent text prompts all exhibit highlight points at the same lo-
cation. Thus, we can use this pattern to remove them [26].
Firstly, the highlight points Fh ∈ RL×N×C are computed
by element-wise multiplication ⊙ between text features and
image feature maps, and then scaled by a coefficient w as-

Surgery Layer Surgery Layer

ViT Layer ViT Layer ViT Layer

Surgery Layer

��
�,�−1 ��

�,�

��
�,�

Figure 4. Structure of the dual-path block. “ViT Layer” rep-
resents the original layers in ViT, while “Surgery Layer” refers to
the new layers altered through architecture surgery.

sociated with the classification probabilities s,

w = s
mean(s) , (5)

Fr = mean(w ⊙ Fc ⊙ Ft), (6)

next, the final predictions P ∈ RL×N can be obtained by
subtracting Fh,

P = sum(Fc ⊙ Ft − Fh), (7)

where sum represents the summation along the channel di-
mension. The anomaly maps for segmentation are the pre-
dictions corresponding to the anomalous categories.
SDP. Features at different levels play a crucial role in accu-
rately detecting both simple texture anomalies and complex
object anomalies simultaneously [13, 36, 45]. Thus, to fully
leverage features from various levels, we divide all layers in
ViT into n stages, with each stage containing k layers. We
add surgery layers by constructing an additional symmet-
ric pathway in each stage, as shown by the blue arrows in
Fig. 4. Each stage forms a dual-path block, and the compu-
tational process within the j-th block can be expressed as,

F 0,j
n = arch.(F k,j−1

o ), (8)
F i,j
n = F i−1,j

n + arch.(F i−1,j
o ), i = 1, ..., k, (9)

where F i,j
o and F i,j

n respectively represent the outputs of
the original layers and the surgery layers, while arch. sig-
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nifies the architecture surgery layer. The output of the dual-
path block is subjected to feature surgery guided by the text
prompts, yielding the anomaly map for the current stage.
We sum up all stage anomaly maps to obtain the final seg-
mentation results M ,

M =
∑
j

feat.(F k,k
n ,Ft), (10)

where feat. denotes the feature surgery operation. The com-
plete process is shown as the blue pathway in Fig. 3.

3.3. Zero-Shot AD with Fine-tuning

Misalignment and Solutions. We believe that the two un-
expected phenomena mentioned earlier are caused by the
misalignment of text features and image feature maps (apart
from the class token). Specifically, through the contrastive
language-image pre-training, CLIP establishes a connection
between image and text features in a joint embedding space.
However, only the class token is directly supervised with
the language signal in the training process, leaving the en-
tire image feature maps without such guidance. In other
words, the alignment between the image feature maps and
the text features is absent, rendering a direct comparison for
deriving anomaly maps unfeasible.

As a result, we propose to map the image feature maps
into the joint embedding space by adding a fine-tuned lin-
ear layer. After mapping, the image feature maps can be
directly computed with the text features. As shown by the
red pathway in Fig. 3, we add a linear layer to the output of
each block and the image features to be mapped are from
the ViT layers in Fig. 4. The mapping process is,

F k,j
o

′
= kjF k,j

o + bj , (11)

where kj and bj represent weights and bias of the linear
layer. We make a similarity comparison between mapped
features F k,j

o
′ ∈ RL×C and text features Ft stage by stage.

The result Mft is the sum of anomaly maps from each
stage,

Mft =
∑
j

softmax(F k,j
o

′
Ft

T ). (12)

We also combine the output of SDP to increase accuracy,

M+ = M +Mft. (13)

Losses. We freeze the parameters of CLIP and train the
added linear layers. Focal [28] and dice [32] losses are used,

Lfocal = −α(1−Mft)
γ log(Mft)Mgt

− (1− α)Mγ
ft log(1−Mft)(1−Mgt), (14)

Ldice = 1−
2
∑

(Mft ·Mgt) + ϵ∑
(Mft) +

∑
(Mgt) + ϵ

. (15)

where Mgt is the ground truth anomaly map and the hyper-
parameters α, γ, and ϵ are set to 1, 2, and 1, respectively.
The final loss function is L = Lfocal + Ldice.

4. Experiments

4.1. Experimental Setups

Datasets. We evaluate our model on two popular industrial
datasets (MVTec-AD [2] and VisA [56]) and four common
medical datasets (HeadCT [23], BrainMRI [9], ISIC [17],
and CVC-ClinicDB [6]). Note that, for quantitative com-
parisons, HeadCT and BrainMRI can only be used for clas-
sification, while ISIC and CVC-ClinicDB can only be used
for segmentation. For SDP+, since fine-tuning relies on
both normal and abnormal objects, and the two industrial
datasets only have anomalies present in the test set, to ad-
here to the zero-shot principle, we adopt a cross-training
strategy. Specifically, for MVTec-AD testing, we train on
the test set of VisA; for VisA testing, we train on the test
set of MVTec-AD. To further validate the generalization of
our approach, we directly apply the pre-trained model on
industrial datasets to evaluate medical datasets.
Metrics. Following prior works [19, 20, 44], we use AU-
ROC, AP and F1-max (F1 score at the optimal threshold) as
the evaluation metrics for both anomaly classification and
segmentation. Besides, we also report PRO [4] for segmen-
tation, which treats anomaly regions with any size equally.
We report the model with the highest image-level AUROC.
Implementation Details. By default, we use the CLIP
model with ViT-B/16+ pre-trained on LAION-400M and
the image resolution is 240. It consists of 12 layers, which
we arbitrarily divide into 4 stages, with each stage contain-
ing 3 layers. For training strategies of SDP+, we employ
the Adam optimizer with a fixed learning rate of 1e−4. The
training process is highly efficient, and we only need to
train for 5 epochs with a batch size of 8 on a single GPU
(NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090).

4.2. Comparison with State-of-the-Arts

Comparision Methods. We compare SDP and SDP+ with
existing zero-shot AD methods: WinCLIP [21], SAA+ [8]
and AnomalyCLIP [54]. For segmentation, WinCLIP pro-
poses to divide images into windows and calculate a sepa-
rate class token for each window to represent that position.
In this manner, a feature map composed of class tokens can
be obtained and used to compare with text features to gen-
erate the anomaly map. Hence, the number of times an
image is encoded by the image encoder increases with the
growth of the window count. SAA+ is based on Ground-
ing DINO [30] and SAM [22]. It first uses language guid-
ance to have Grounding DINO roughly locate the anomalies
and then employs SAM for detailed segmentation. It em-
ploys highly detailed anomaly descriptions, such as ”over-
long wick”. Unlike the previous two methods, Anomaly-
CLIP requires training. It enhances model performance by
learning object-agnostic text prompts. In addition, we also
compare our approach with CLIP Surgery [26]. In its con-
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Method Size/Model Train
Segmentation Classification

AUROC F1 AP PRO AUROC F1 AP

M
V

Te
c-

A
D

SAA+ [8] 4002/SAM ✗ 73.2 37.8 28.8 42.8 63.1 87.0 81.4
WinCLIP [21] 2402/B+ ✗ 85.1 31.7 18.2 64.6 91.8 92.9 96.5

CLIP Surgery [26] 2402/B+ ✗ 83.5 29.8 23.2 69.9 90.2 91.3 95.5
SDP (ours) 2402/B+ ✗ 87.5 35.9 30.4 75.3 90.9 91.9 95.8

AnomalyCLIP [54] 2402/L+ ✓ 90.9 37.0 31.7 81.6 91.8 92.4 96.2
SDP+ (ours) 2402/B+ ✓ 91.2 40.0 36.3 85.1 92.2 93.4 96.6

V
is

A

SAA+ [8] 4002/SAM ✗ 74.0 27.1 22.4 36.8 71.1 76.2 77.3
WinCLIP [21] 2402/B+ ✗ 79.6 14.8 5.40 56.8 78.1 79.0 81.2

CLIP Surgery [26] 2402/B+ ✗ 85.0 15.2 10.3 64.7 76.8 78.5 80.2
SDP (ours) 2402/B+ ✗ 88.1 17.0 12.2 68.5 78.6 79.2 81.5

AnomalyCLIP [54] 2402/L+ ✓ 94.2 24.3 16.8 77.3 76.5 77.7 79.6
SDP+ (ours) 2402/B+ ✓ 94.0 24.6 18.1 83.0 78.3 79.0 82.0

Table 1. Quantitative comparisons on MVTec-AD [3] and VisA [56]. “B+” refers to the
CLIP model based on “ViT-B-16-plus-240”, while “L+” refers to the CLIP model based on
“ViT-L-14-336”. Bold and underline represent optimal and sub-optimal results, respectively.

Method AUROC F1 AP

H
ea

dC
T

SAA+ [8] 46.8 68.0 44.8
WinCLIP [21] 81.8 78.9 80.2

CLIP Surgery [26] 87.2 80.8 88.5
SDP (ours) 88.8 80.9 89.0

AnomalyCLIP [54] 87.2 82.4 88.1
SDP+ (ours) 88.8 84.0 89.6

B
ra

in
M

R
I

SAA+ [8] 34.4 76.7 49.7
WinCLIP [21] 86.6 84.1 91.5

CLIP Surgery [26] 92.1 89.5 94.5
SDP (ours) 93.4 90.0 95.7

AnomalyCLIP [54] 91.1 89.6 92.5
SDP+ (ours) 94.8 92.6 95.5

Table 2. Quantitative comparisons of
Anomaly Classification on HeadCT [3]
and BrainMRI [56]. The ground truth
anomaly maps are not available.

figuration, the architecture surgery layers are only added to
the last 6 layers, and it utilizes only the output of the last
layer, not in a staged manner as in our model.

For WinCLIP, we report the quantitative metrics from
their paper, and for experiments not included in the paper,
we use the code reproduced by [54] for evaluation. For
SAA+, we use their official code. For AnomalyCLIP, we
express our gratitude as they provide us with test results at
a resolution of 240 through email.
Quantitative Comparisons. Tab. 1 displays the quanti-
tative results on the two industrial datasets. On MVTec-
AD, in terms of segmentation, SDP outperforms other meth-
ods, showing the best overall performance, although it has
slightly lower F1-max compared to SAA+. It also demon-
strates a highly competitive performance in classification.
With the aid of fine-tuning, SDP+ surpasses the comparative
methods in all metrics for both classification and segmenta-
tion. On VisA, the results of our method remain the best.
Both SDP and SDP+ not only achieve superior results to
WinCLIP by a large margin in segmentation but also emerge
as winners in classification. Note that while SAA+ achieves
great pixel-level F1-max and AP, it performs poorly in other
metrics. Besides, SAA+ employs high image resolutions
and detailed prompts, along with complex post-processing.
In contrast, our method uses general and coarse prompts,
without requiring any post-processing.

Tab. 2 and Tab. 3 display the quantitative results on the
four medical datasets. In this part, we directly apply the
model used for testing in Tab. 1, without reselection or re-
training. Both SDP and SDP+ exhibit significantly supe-
rior performance on these four datasets compared to all the
other methods. Remarkably, on HeadCT, BrainMRI, and
ISIC, the completely untrained SDP even outperforms the
trained AnomalyCLIP. Note that our approach, as well as
WinCLIP, employs ViT-B/16+, while AnomalyCLIP uses a

Table 3. Quantitative comparisons of Anomaly Segmentation on
ISIC [17] and CVC-ClinicDB [6].

Method AUROC F1-max AP PRO
IS

IC

SAA+ [8] 83.8 74.2 70.1 55.9
WinCLIP [21] 83.3 64.1 62.4 55.1

CLIP Surgery [26] 88.9 71.0 73.6 72.7
SDP (ours) 92.2 76.4 80.3 75.1

AnomalyCLIP [54] 90.9 73.5 78.3 81.5
SDP+ (ours) 94.4 79.2 88.1 89.8

C
V

C
-C

lin
ic

D
B

SAA+ [8] 66.2 29.1 13.3 26.8
WinCLIP [21] 51.2 27.2 19.4 13.8

CLIP Surgery [26] 75.0 29.1 19.9 42.6
SDP (ours) 75.9 30.2 20.1 43.5

AnomalyCLIP [54] 80.5 32.2 20.1 45.4
SDP+ (ours) 81.3 35.3 28.3 58.4

more effective pre-trained CLIP model, ViT-L/14-336.
Qualitative Comparisons. We present several represen-
tative visual samples in Fig. 5. It can be observed that
both SDP and SDP+ can accurately locate anomalies, with
predictions of SDP+ being more precise and clean. CLIP
Surgery benefits from our proposed RVS and also achieves
good results. Constrained by the characteristics of SAM,
SAA+ struggles to identify anomalies when there is no clear
boundary between normal and abnormal regions. For in-
stance, objects like bottle, cable, and transistor are challeng-
ing for it to perform anomaly segmentation.

4.3. Ablation Study

All ablation studies are conducted on the MVTec-AD.
Methods for Calculating Representative Vectors. As
mentioned in Sec. 3.1, within the proposed RVS framework,
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Figure 5. Qualitative comparisons on the two industrial and four medical datasets, with MVTec-AD offering five examples and all others
providing two each. The order from left to right is MVTec-AD, VisA, ISIC, CVC-ClinicDB, HeadCT, and BrainMRI.

there can be various methods for calculating the represen-
tative vectors. As SDP does not require a training pro-
cess, its performance heavily relies on the quality of the
text prompts, i.e., the quality of the representative vectors.
Thus, here we use SDP to evaluate the performance of dif-
ferent calculation methods. We conduct experiments on the
following five methods: 1) Mean vector. 2) Principal Com-
ponent vector. We use the PCA method to retain principal
components for all dimensions to represent the most impor-
tant directions in the data. 3) Kernel Density Estimation
(KDE). It involves using the probability density function
values corresponding to each vector as weights and com-
puting the weighted average as the representative vector. 4)
Mean Shift and 5) DBSCAN are two different clustering
methods; we filter potential outliers by taking the mean of
the largest cluster. Details of the methods can be found in
the supplementary materials.

The results presented in Tab. 4 demonstrate that the
choice of representative vectors can be diverse, and taking
the mean value is not the only, let alone the best, option.
Especially, our chosen DBSCAN method outperforms the
traditional mean across various metrics, with notable im-
provements in anomaly segmentation: AUROC increases
by 0.7, while both AP and PRO see a 0.9 improvement. It is
worth noting that our contribution lies in providing a viable
framework, RVS, from a distributional perspective for the
design of the text prompt, rather than advocating a specific

Table 4. Experiments on different computational methods for rep-
resentative vectors in the proposed RVS Framework.

Method
Segmentation Classification

AUROC F1 AP PRO AUROC F1 AP
Mean 86.8 35.7 29.5 74.4 90.7 92.1 95.7
PCA 86.9 35.8 29.8 74.6 90.8 92.3 95.8
KDE 87.3 36.3 30.3 75.0 90.5 92.0 95.6
Mean Shift 86.7 35.6 29.4 74.2 90.7 92.2 95.7
DBSCAN 87.5 35.9 30.4 75.3 90.9 91.9 95.8

method for representative vector calculation.

Different Combinations of Block Outputs. To study the
effects of image features at different levels, we evaluate the
output of each block and explore various combinations of
blocks within the image encoder for both SDP and SDP+.
The results are presented in Tab. 5, where “l2” represents
the last two blocks, “l3” represents the last three blocks,
and “all” represents all blocks. For SDP, deeper blocks can
lead to better overall performance for various categories,
and the combination of blocks can further enhance perfor-
mance, especially when using all the blocks simultaneously.
We present visual results in Fig. 6 for a more intuitive anal-
ysis. As shown in the first two rows of Fig. 6, for com-
plex object categories like hazelnut, the first three blocks do
not provide meaningful results, and satisfactory outputs are
only obtained from the fourth block. However, for simple
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Table 5. Performance of SDP and SDP+ on the MVTec-AD using
different combinations of block outputs.

Blk Mtd
Segmentation Classification

AUROC F1-max AP PRO AUROC F1-max AP

1
SDP 57.9 13.4 10.9 18.8 55.8 84.8 76.9

SDP+ 81.4 24.6 20.6 61.7 60.7 84.4 81.0

2
SDP 77.4 22.4 17.6 48.5 68.8 85.1 84.7

SDP+ 89.9 35.8 32.5 79.7 82.0 88.6 91.7

3
SDP 79.1 34.1 30.8 63.6 84.1 89.9 92.8

SDP+ 86.5 36.8 30.5 71.3 91.1 92.0 95.8

4
SDP 85.1 29.7 23.1 72.1 90.3 91.3 95.6

SDP+ 85.8 30.3 23.6 68.9 92.8 93.8 96.7

l2
SDP 85.9 33.5 27.5 73.5 90.4 91.6 95.6

SDP+ 88.2 36.4 30.3 75.8 93.0 93.5 96.6

l3
SDP 87.2 35.6 30.0 75.6 90.6 91.9 95.7

SDP+ 89.2 36.4 32.0 77.6 92.4 93.1 96.4

all
SDP 87.5 35.9 30.4 75.3 90.9 91.9 95.8

SDP+ 91.2 40.0 36.3 85.1 92.2 93.4 96.6

Block 1 Block 2 Block 3 Block 4 Block l2 Block l3 Block all GT

Figure 6. Visualization of SDP and SDP+ using different combi-
nations of block outputs.

texture categories like carpet, the results from the second
and third blocks are already good, while the fourth block
performs comparatively worse. Therefore, the combination
of multiple blocks allows them to complement each other’s
strengths, achieving good performance in both simple and
complex anomaly detection. This further demonstrates the
superiority of the proposed staged model, SDP.

For SDP+, the added linear layers enable mapping and
adjustment of image features. As shown in Tab. 5, this can
significantly reduce the disparities among different blocks.
Similar to SDP, achieving the best results also requires us-
ing outputs from all blocks. This is more evident from the
last two rows in Fig. 6, where although individual blocks
and other combinations of blocks can successfully identify
anomalies, satisfactory results in both position and anomaly
coverage are obtained only when using all the blocks.
More complex mappings. For SDP+, in our standard con-
figuration, only one linear layer is added for the output fea-
tures of each block to achieve feature adjustment, mapping
them to the joint embedding space. In this section, we at-
tempt to increase the complexity of this mapping, either by

Table 6. Experiments on more complex mappings in SDP+.

Method
Segmentation Classification

AUROC F1 AP PRO AUROC F1 AP
3L 87.5 35.7 30.1 75.1 90.7 91.9 95.6
3L+ReLU 88.7 36.3 31.1 78.2 90.3 92.3 95.2
5L 87.5 35.9 30.4 75.3 90.9 91.9 95.8
5L+ReLU 87.5 35.9 30.4 75.3 90.9 92.0 95.8
3L* 90.7 39.8 35.8 83.6 91.6 92.8 96.2
3L+ReLU* 90.7 39.0 35.0 82.3 92.2 93.1 96.6
5L* 89.8 35.9 31.7 80.1 91.6 92.9 95.9
5L+ReLU* 91.3 39.1 35.3 81.8 92.3 93.1 96.6
1L (Ours) 91.2 40.0 36.3 85.1 92.2 93.4 96.6

employing multiple linear layers or incorporating activa-
tion functions. As shown in the first four rows of Tab. 6,
the results are clearly much worse compared to using only a
single linear layer. This is because more complex mapping
networks possess greater fitting capabilities, leading them
to quickly overfit the training dataset and resulting in poor
performance on the test dataset. Thus, we reduce the train-
ing speed by decreasing the learning rate by a factor of 10,
as shown in rows 5-8 of Tab. 6, leading to a significant en-
hancement in performance. Additionally, we find that con-
vergence of the loss on the training set does not necessarily
translate to better performance on the test set. In fact, what
we aim for the mapping network to learn is a general ad-
justment strategy rather than an overfitting outcome to a
specific dataset. Therefore, a simple single-layer linear ap-
proach, due to its limited fitting capacity, may actually yield
better results, as evidenced by the last row in Tab. 6.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a simple yet effective zero-shot
AD framework, CLIP-AD. For text prompts design, we as-
sume that the text prompts follow a specific distribution and
propose a Representative Vector Selection (RVS) method
to obtain better text features. For anomaly segmentation,
we find that directly computing anomaly maps results in
opposite predictions and irrelevant highlights. Therefore,
we propose a Staged Dual-Path model (SDP) that employs
surgery strategies and leverages features from different
levels to address these issues. Furthermore, delving
deeper into the essence, we attribute these issues to feature
misalignment. Thus, we introduce SDP+, which involves
fine-tuning a few linear layers to boost performance. Ex-
tensive experiments on 6 real-world datasets demonstrate
that our model can achieve SOTA performance.
Limitation. The potential of RVS method may not be
fully explored, and the selection method for representative
vectors remains relatively simple. Additionally, training
across datasets may introduce overfitting issues, although
this can be mitigated by adding an extra validation set.
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CLIP-AD:
A Language-Guided Staged Dual-Path Model for Zero-shot Anomaly Detection

Supplementary Material

In this supplementary material, we offer more details not
included in the main paper due to space limitations. Firstly,
we provide a more detailed description of RVS, including
five different representative vector selection methods. Sec-
ondly, we analyze the misalignment phenomenon between
image feature maps and text features in the CLIP model,
providing both quantitative and qualitative experimental ev-
idence. Thirdly, we present the results obtained using dif-
ferent CLIP backbones. Fourthly, we discuss the multi-
crop prediction [24] technique employed in WinCLIP [21].
Lastly, we provide quantitative results for each object cate-
gory on the MVTec-AD [2] and VisA [56] datasets.

A. More Details about RVS
Distribution Sampling. As described in Sec. 3.1, the pro-
posed Representative Vector Selection (RVS) paradigm re-
quires first sampling from distributions µn and µa, which in
practice involves designing text descriptions for both nor-
mal and abnormal objects. We adopt the method proposed
by WinCLIP [21] of combining pre-defined states and tem-
plates rather than writing text prompts arbitrarily. Specifi-
cally, a complete prompt can be composed by replacing the
token [c] in a template-level prompt with one of the state-
level prompt. Each of the state-level prompt takes an object
name [o]. We do not make any changes to the list of tem-
plates provided by WinCLIP and the format of templates is
like "a photo of a [c]". The list of states we use for
MVTec-AD [3], VisA [56] and ISIC [17] is shown in Fig. 7.
For HeadCT [23], BrainMRI [9], and CVC-ClinicDB [6],
we adapt to their characteristics by removing “scratch” and
“crack” from the state lists and adding “hemorrhage”, “tu-
mor”, “polypus” and “polyp” respectively.
Compute Representative Vectors. In Sec. 4.3 of the main
paper, we explore five distinct methods for calculating the
representative vectors in RVS. Here, we offer a more in-
depth examination and analysis of each approach.

1) Mean Vector is the most common method, and it is
the approach employed by WinCLIP. After inputting the de-
signed text prompts into the text encoder of CLIP to obtain
normal and abnormal text features tin and tia(i = 1, 2, 3, ...),
the mean values are calculated respectively to yield the rep-
resentative vectors Tn and Ta,

Tn,Ta = Mean(tin),Mean(tia), (16)

where i represents the index of different text prompts.
2) Principal Component Vector. Principal component

analysis (PCA) is typically used for dimensionality reduc-

(a) State-level (normal)
• c := "flawless [o]"
• c := "perfect [o]"
• c := "unblemished [o]"
• c := "[o] without flaw"
• c := "[o] without defect"
• c := "[o] without damage"
• c := "[o] without scratch"
• c := "[o] without crack"
• c := "[o] without contamination"

(b) State-level (abnormal)
• c := "damaged [o]"
• c := "imperfect [o]"
• c := "blemished [o]"
• c := "broken [o]"
• c := "[o] with flaw"
• c := "[o] with defect"
• c := "[o] with damage"
• c := "[o] with scratch"
• c := "[o] with crack"
• c := "[o] with contamination"

Figure 7. Lists of state-level prompts used in the MVTec-AD [3],
VisA [56] and ISIC [17] datasets.

tion, which means reducing the number of features in a vec-
tor. However, in this case, it can be interpreted as a method
to capture the overall structure of the distribution with fewer
directions (vectors). In particular, the first principal compo-
nent captures the most significant direction within the dis-
tribution and can serve as a representative vector.

T̂n, T̂a = PCA(tin),PCA(tia). (17)

It is worth noting that the representative vectors obtained
through this method can be entirely reversed. This is be-
cause in the process of PCA, multiplying the eigenvectors
by any constant still results in an eigenvector. Fortunately,
this can be corrected by taking the inner product of the re-
sults with the mean vector,

Tn = sign(Mean(tin) · T̂n) · T̂n, (18)

Ta = sign(Mean(tia) · T̂a) · T̂a. (19)

3) Kernel Density Estimation (KDE) is a non-parametric
method for estimating the probability density function of a
random variable. It allows inference about the overall dis-
tribution based on a finite data sample. We assume that ar-
tificially designed text prompts may contain inappropriate
outliers. Thus, we use the estimated probability density val-
ues as weights to compute a weighted average for all vectors
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Figure 8. The anomaly maps obtained by calculating the cosine
similarity between the misaligned image feature maps and text
features (Comp. Directly). The images in the upper half are from
MVTec-AD [2], while those in the lower half are from VisA [56].

in the distribution, yielding a representative vector,

Tn,Ta =

∑Nn

i=1 KDE(tin) · tin∑Nn

i=1 KDE(tin)
,

∑Na

i=1 KDE(tia) · tia∑Na

i=1 KDE(tia)
,

(20)
where Nn and Na are the total number of text prompts de-
signed for normal and abnormal objects. This approach
assigns greater weight to samples with higher probability
density, mitigating the impact of outliers. We choose the
Gaussian function as the kernel with a bandwidth of 0.3.

4) Mean Shift and 5) DBSCAN are two distinct cluster-
ing methods. Specifically, mean shift is a centroid-based
algorithm, which operates by updating candidates for cen-
troids to be the mean of the points (vectors) within a given
region. DBSCAN finds core samples of high density and
expands clusters from them. It does not require centroids,
is robust to outliers far from density cores, and can discover
clusters of arbitrary shapes. For these two methods, we ob-
tain a representative vector by calculating the mean of the
largest cluster to mitigate the impact of outliers,

Tn,Ta = Mean(MeanShift(tin)),Mean(MeanShift(tia)),
(21)

Tn,Ta = Mean(DBSCAN(tin)),Mean(DBSCAN(tia)).
(22)

For mean shift, we set the bandwidth to 2. For DBSCAN,
the neighborhood radius (epsilon) and the minimum sam-
ples within the neighborhood are set to 0.5 and 15, respec-
tively. Notably, for VisA, the two parameters for DBSCAN
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Figure 9. The anomaly maps obtained by calculating the co-
sine similarity between the misaligned image feature maps and
text features (Comp. Directly). The first two images are from
HeadCT [23] and BrainMRI [9], the third and fourth images are
from ISIC [17], and the last two are from CVC-ClinicDB [6].

Table 7. Experiments on directly calculating the cosine similarity
between unaligned image feature maps and text features to obtain
the anomaly maps.

Datasets
Segmentation Classification

AUROC F1 AP PRO AUROC F1 AP
MVTec-AD [2] 21.6 6.20 2.10 2.20 86.7 90.8 94.4
VisA [56] 24.0 1.80 0.80 1.80 72.3 76.3 76.1
HeadCT [23] - - - - 79.8 74.7 81.2
BrainMRI [9] - - - - 90.8 86.3 94.6
ISIC [17] 23.9 44.0 18.2 0.90 - - -
CVC-ClinicDB [6] 35.3 16.8 6.50 3.40 - - -

are adjusted to 1.5 and 25.
It is worth noting that our contribution lies in provid-

ing an explanation from a distributional perspective and
introducing the RVS paradigm, rather than proposing a
specific method for computing the representative vectors.
Besides, from the distributional perspective, we can also
consider the average or maximum cosine similarity of each
distribution. However, these considerations are beyond the
scope of the RVS, and we do not delve into specific discus-
sions here. We hope that the explanation and paradigm can
inspire more effective methods in the future.

B. Reasons for the Misalignment

We claim that the image feature maps and the text features
are not aligned, i.e., the image feature maps are not mapped
into the joint embedding space of the CLIP [34] model.
Thus, in the main paper, we propose SDP+ to leverage addi-
tional linear layers to achieve this mapping. In this section,
we provide a detailed analysis, along with quantitative and
qualitative results, to demonstrate the reasons and existence
of the misalignment phenomenon.

This issue is primarily related to the training objective
of the CLIP model. Given a batch of M image-text pairs,
CLIP jointly trains an image encoder and a text encoder to
extract the image and text embeddings Fc ∈ RM×C and
Ft ∈ RM×C , where C represents the number of dimensions
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of the embeddings. The training process aims to maximize
the cosine similarity of the image and text embeddings of
the M real pairs while minimizing the cosine similarity of
the embeddings of the M2 −M incorrect pairs. To do this,
CLIP optimizes a symmetric cross-entropy loss over these
similarity scores,

lossi = cross entropy(Fc · Ft
T ,L), (23)

losst = cross entropy((Fc · Ft
T )T ,L), (24)

loss = (lossi + losst)/2, (25)

where L represents the ground truth (classification target).
For an input image, the output of the image encoder is de-
noted as F ∈ RM×(P+1)×C , which can be divided into
patch tokens Fp ∈ RM×P×C and a class token Fc, where
P represents the number of the patch tokens. As indicated
by the loss functions, it can be observed that only the im-
age embeddings Fc, i.e., the class tokens, are supervised. In
contrast, the other patch tokens, comprising the image fea-
ture maps, undergo an identical calculation process in the
image encoder but lack direct supervision. Therefore, the
image feature maps cannot be mapped to the joint embed-
ding space like the class tokens, and therefore cannot be
aligned with the text features.

In fact, the phenomena of opposite predictions and ir-
relevant highlights mentioned in the main paper stem from
the misalignment issue. The anomaly maps obtained by cal-
culating the cosine similarity between the misaligned image
feature maps and text features are shown in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9.
The quantitative results are presented in Tab. 7. Clearly,
misalignment leads to unreasonable anomaly map predic-
tions, resulting in low segmentation metrics. Besides, since
the anomaly score used for classification in our method is
related to the maximum value in the anomaly maps, there is
a noticeable decrease in classification metrics as well.

In conclusion, the above analysis and experiments
demonstrate the presence and detrimental effects of mis-
alignment, while also illustrating the rationality and effec-
tiveness of our proposed SDP+ model.

C. Using Different CLIP Backbones
In this section, we present the performance of SDP and
SDP+ when using different CLIP models. The results are
shown in Tab. 8. “RN” stands for ResNet, and “ViT-L/14+”
represents the large-scale ViT model with a resolution of
336, which is the same model used by AnomalyCLIP [54].
“ViT-B/16+” is our default choice. When employing SDP
with ResNets, the “surgery strategy” can only be applied to
the final attention pooling layer. When employing SDP+
with ResNets, we add linear layers to fine-tune the outputs
of different blocks, similar to the ViTs. In general, it is evi-
dent that ViTs outperform ResNets in both anomaly classi-
fication and segmentation. We believe that the performance

Table 8. Experiments with different CLIP backbones on the
MVTec-AD [2] dataset.

Models
Segmentation Classification

AUROC F1 AP PRO AUROC F1 AP

SD
P

RN50 61.0 14.4 8.40 24.8 78.1 87.1 89.8
RN101 57.7 15.2 10.9 25.4 74.4 87.3 88.1
ViT-B/16 86.1 32.6 28.8 71.8 87.9 90.8 94.0
ViT-B/16+ 87.5 35.9 30.4 75.3 90.9 91.9 95.8
ViT-L/14 91.1 40.1 34.8 80.8 89.8 91.4 95.1
ViT-L/14+ 88.6 38.3 32.3 81.8 90.6 90.5 95.9

SD
P+

RN50 89.1 33.9 30.0 74.2 82.4 88.9 91.5
RN101 85.9 31.2 26.1 71.7 79.9 88.2 90.6
ViT-B/16 89.2 36.6 32.1 79.9 88.9 91.3 94.1
ViT-B/16+ 91.2 40.0 36.3 85.1 92.2 93.4 96.6
ViT-L/14 91.4 40.2 36.1 84.6 89.5 91.1 94.5
ViT-L/14+ 90.8 44.4 42.5 86.4 92.4 92.4 96.2

gap on SDP is attributed to the limited application of the
surgery strategy, whereas the gap on SDP+ is significantly
reduced due to fine-tuning. For SDP+, it is possible that se-
lecting a different ResNet may surpass the performance of
the ViTs, but this is beyond the scope of this paper.

Additionally, we note that larger models tend to yield
better performance, although this trend is not consistent
across all metrics. As is well known, achieving perfect
predictions is nearly impossible, and each metric carries
its own biases. For instance, in the context of pixel-level
AUROC, a single accurately segmented large region can
compensate for numerous inaccurately segmented small re-
gions [4]. Therefore, blindly pursuing high values across all
metrics may be unnecessary. We believe that it is essential
to consider the genuine requirements of real-world applica-
tions, explore the preferences of different metrics, and con-
struct more rational model evaluation criteria for the future.

D. Multi-crop Prediction

WinCLIP employs multi-crop prediction [24] in anomaly
classification. It can significantly enhance the performance,
but the implementation details are not included in the pa-
per. We also try the same method. Specifically, for anomaly
classification, we extract five 240 x 240 patches (the four
corner patches and the center patch) as well as their hori-
zontal reflections (ten patches in all), and average the pre-
dictions on the ten patches. The image is initially resized
to 270 x 270. Finally, we take the mean of this value and
the original anomaly score to obtain the ultimate result. Af-
ter employing the multi-crop prediction method, the image-
level AUROC, F1-max, and AP are 92.8, 93.1, and 96.6, re-
spectively, which are 1.0↑, 0.2↑, and 0.1↑ higher than Win-
CLIP. For a fair comparison, we do not include the maxi-
mum value of the anomaly maps here. As a result, the im-
provement is attributed to the RVS paradigm. Evidently,
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Table 9. The performance of the SDP model across different cate-
gories in the MVTec-AD [2] dataset.

Objects
Segmentation Classification

AUROC F1 AP PRO AUROC F1 AP
bottle 92.3 57.6 60.7 81.3 96.8 95.2 99.1
cable 61.3 22.7 14.3 60.4 84.9 82.1 90.4
capsule 89.2 17.1 10.0 71.6 76.4 91.2 94.0
carpet 97.8 46.4 42.9 92.8 99.2 98.9 99.7
grid 97.1 33.9 24.0 90.7 99.6 98.2 99.9
hazelnut 95.4 40.8 33.6 84.2 89.1 86.1 94.5
leather 98.3 44.4 40.2 95.2 100 99.5 100
metal nut 82.2 39.7 33.8 61.7 93.9 94.7 98.5
pill 81.4 22.9 18.1 81.2 83.1 92.3 96.4
screw 78.5 12.8 5.3 46.7 79.7 87.1 91.8
tile 93.9 61.8 55.8 83.7 99.1 97.6 99.7
toothbrush 93.7 30.0 18.5 83.4 91.7 93.3 96.7
transistor 65.9 20.8 14.8 42.1 82.5 75.3 79.5
wood 95.2 51.1 56.3 76.8 97.4 95.9 99.2
zipper 90.9 36.3 27.9 77.0 89.6 91.1 97.2
mean 87.5 35.9 30.4 75.3 90.9 91.9 95.8

Table 10. The performance of the SDP model across different cat-
egories in the VisA [56] dataset.

Objects
Segmentation Classification

AUROC F1 AP PRO AUROC F1 AP
candle 95.0 18.4 8.30 87.3 94.5 89.0 95.4
capsules 82.8 8.10 2.40 39.2 80.0 81.4 88.5
cashew 90.0 14.2 10.4 86.4 89.6 87.9 94.8
chewinggum 98.0 54.9 52.0 79.8 94.7 92.1 97.8
fryum 94.2 35.7 29.3 81.0 88.4 86.6 94.7
macaroni1 85.6 2.60 0.30 55.7 75.9 73.7 74.0
macaroni2 78.3 0.30 0.10 37.6 57.0 67.6 57.1
pcb1 84.1 8.00 3.40 71.5 79.1 75.5 78.5
pcb2 85.7 5.40 1.60 61.4 60.3 69.4 58.6
pcb3 85.6 3.50 1.20 53.3 62.5 68.3 64.2
pcb4 93.2 36.0 28.9 82.3 79.5 74.9 83.6
pipe fryum 84.1 17.4 8.10 86.9 82.2 84.4 90.5
mean 88.1 17.0 12.2 68.5 78.6 79.2 81.5

employing multi-crop prediction leads to a substantial en-
hancement in the model’s classification performance. How-
ever, we do not employ this trick in the final SDP/SDP+
model as it requires encoding the image multiple times, re-
sulting in a tenfold increase in the runtime.

E. Detailed Quantitative Results
In this section, We provide detailed evaluation metrics for
each object category in the MVTec-AD [2] and VisA [56]
datasets, corresponding to Tab. 1 in the main text. Specif-
ically, we report MVTec-AD results in Tab. 9-11 and VisA
results in Tab. 10-12.

Table 11. The performance of the SDP+ model across different
categories in the MVTec-AD [2] dataset.

Objects
Segmentation Classification

AUROC F1 AP PRO AUROC F1 AP
bottle 95.1 59.7 62.9 87.8 97.5 95.0 99.2
cable 74.5 26.8 19.3 67.9 89.4 87.5 93.5
capsule 93.5 28.5 20.3 85.9 86.1 92.8 97.0
carpet 99.3 67.2 74.5 95.9 100 100 100
grid 97.6 36.9 28.9 94.1 100 100 100
hazelnut 96.7 50.3 49.5 94.0 98.1 95.0 98.9
leather 99.2 45.5 41.8 98.4 100 100 100
metal nut 80.1 38.0 31.6 76.9 92.5 95.3 97.8
pill 86.2 28.4 24.1 87.2 77.2 91.6 94.8
screw 96.6 18.8 11.1 85.1 77.9 87.3 90.8
tile 91.9 61.6 63.3 81.9 96.4 95.3 98.6
toothbrush 91.1 20.2 12.6 84.2 86.9 92.1 93.7
transistor 72.3 18.0 12.3 55.2 85.9 76.7 86.1
wood 95.8 52.3 53.3 92.1 98.3 96.7 99.5
zipper 97.2 47.5 39.2 90.1 96.6 95.9 99.1
mean 91.2 40.0 36.3 85.1 92.2 93.4 96.6

Table 12. The performance of the SDP+ model across different
categories in the VisA [56] dataset.

Objects
Segmentation Classification

AUROC F1 AP PRO AUROC F1 AP
candle 96.9 31.8 21.0 88.0 90.4 84.1 92.5
capsules 93.9 31.7 21.8 74.4 63.6 76.9 80.6
cashew 91.6 20.0 14.2 92.7 91.5 88.9 96.1
chewinggum 99.2 65.1 70.2 86.9 93.9 92.6 97.4
fryum 93.2 27.5 20.3 83.9 76.1 81.4 88.0
macaroni1 97.5 17.5 9.10 88.7 83.8 79.8 82.6
macaroni2 96.7 9.40 2.60 90.1 67.6 69.0 65.6
pcb1 92.7 18.4 11.2 82.4 73.3 70.8 75.5
pcb2 88.9 11.6 4.60 70.9 58.1 67.4 57.2
pcb3 88.6 12.0 6.40 62.1 63.7 68.3 66.8
pcb4 94.0 27.7 20.5 80.1 82.6 76.4 85.2
pipe fryum 94.9 22.3 14.8 96.1 94.6 92.2 96.7
mean 94.0 24.6 18.1 83.0 78.3 79.0 82.0

As can be seen, compared to SDP, SDP+ can further en-
hance performance across various categories.
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