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Abstract

Pre-training has emerged as a simple yet powerful methodology for representation
learning across various domains. However, due to the expensive training cost and
limited data, pre-training has not yet been extensively studied in correspondence
pruning. To tackle these challenges, we propose a pre-training method to acquire
a generic inliers-consistent representation by reconstructing masked correspon-
dences, providing a strong initial representation for downstream tasks. Toward
this objective, a modicum of true correspondences naturally serve as input, thus
significantly reducing pre-training overhead. In practice, we introduce CorrMAE,
an extension of the mask autoencoder framework tailored for the pre-training of
correspondence pruning. CorrMAE involves two main phases, i.e., correspondence
learning and matching point reconstruction, guiding the reconstruction of masked
correspondences through learning visible correspondence consistency. Herein,
we employ a dual-branch structure with an ingenious positional encoding to re-
construct unordered and irregular correspondences. Also, a bi-level designed
encoder is proposed for correspondence learning, which offers enhanced consis-
tency learning capability and transferability. Extensive experiments have shown
that the model pre-trained with our CorrMAE outperforms prior work on multiple
challenging benchmarks. Meanwhile, our CorrMAE is primarily a task-driven
pre-training method, and can achieve notable improvements for downstream tasks
by pre-training on the targeted dataset. We hope this work can provide a starting
point for correspondence pruning pre-training.

1 Introduction

Pre-training has achieved remarkable progress on diverse backbones in various downstream tasks [27,
13, 23, 35, 36], as it provides a strong initial representation. The conventional pre-training method,
i.e., fully supervised learning with a classification task [10] is one of the most popular paradigms, and
significantly helps downstream tasks. However, when dealing with tasks involving long sequence data
as input, the expensive overhead of conventional methods poses a significant challenge, especially for
correspondence pruning reliant on the graph neural network [37] (see Fig. 1(a)).

Correspondence pruning is a crucial element in much of computer vision, including simultaneous
localization and mapping [24], structure from motion [30], and visual camera localization [3]. This
task involves accurately identifying true correspondences (inliers) from initial correspondences while
recovering two-view geometry [41]. Unfortunately, thousands of initial correspondences as input and
prevailing graph neural networks [46, 6, 18, 5] greatly escalate the costs of conventional pre-training
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(a) Comparison of learning paradigms (b) Comparison of pre-training costs

Figure 1: (a) Comparison of pre-training costs using the conventional method, i.e., initial correspon-
dence classification task, and our proposed method. Meanwhile, some graph-based correspondence
pruning methods [46, 6, 18, 5] are used as encoders. We report results averaged by batch size for
training, measured on NVIDIA Tesla V100 GPU. (b) Comparing the previous learning paradigm and
our pretraining-finetuning paradigm both for correspondence pruning. The correspondence is drawn
in green if it represents the inlier and red for the outlier.

methods. As dataset scales expand, this issue becomes even more acute, leading to direct training
from scratch on the targeted dataset as the only learning paradigm for correspondence pruning (as
presented in Fig. 1(b)). Besides, without additional data, conventional pre-training methods fail to
yield valuable knowledge for correspondence pruning.

To resolve the aforementioned challenges, we are the first to introduce pre-training for correspondence
pruning via a reconstruction pretext task. As illustrated in Fig. 1(b), the purpose of our method is to
obtain a generic inliers-consistent representation by reconstructing masked correspondences. The
pre-training knowledge is then transferred to correspondence pruning to enhance the performance
of some downstream tasks, such as camera pose estimation. In pursuit of this goal, we naturally
consider leveraging true correspondences from two images as the input for this pretext task. As
shown in Fig. 1(a), this approach seamlessly resolves the issue of pre-training expenses, given that
inliers typically constitute a mere 10% of initial correspondences.

Based on the above analysis, a naive implementation of this pretext task entails employing a trending
framework, Masked Autoencoder (MAE) [9], to reconstruct masked correspondences directly, which
is similar to Point-MAE [25]. However, unlike point clouds, the correspondences lack a geometric
center or other location information for position encoding. That is, this solution ignores the unordered
and irregular characteristics of correspondence, leading to ineffective reconstruction of masked
correspondence. To this end, we extend MAE and propose a novel framework, named Correspondence
Masked Autoencoder (CorrMAE). A key design element of CorrMAE involves a dual-branch structure
with an ingenious position encoding, which can reconstruct matching points of source and target
images respectively. Also, an alignment loss is proposed for the reconstructed matching points
of source and target images. Interestingly, compared to the conventional pre-training method, our
CorrMAE is a predominantly task-driven pre-training method, which can significantly enhance the
performance of downstream tasks even without any extra data (more discussions see Section 4.4).

Furthermore, correspondence learning is indispensable in our CorrMAE. It is responsible for embed-
ding local and global contexts for visible correspondences, subsequently guiding the reconstruction
of masked correspondences. The correspondence representations produced in this phase will be
transferred to downstream tasks for fine-tuning. Therefore, it necessitates an encoder specifically
designed for the corresponding learning with strong transferability. Instead of roughly stacking vanilla
transformers [34], our proposed encoder adopts a bi-level design for local context representation
and global context acquisition. Meanwhile, linear transformers [38] as the fundamental element,
and the graph neural network (GNN) [37] guides the learning of local context representation. The
considerations behind this are: i) the linear transformer introduces low overhead during the fine-tuning
stage; ii) the GNN brings locality to linear transformers, which is advantageous for the reconstruction
process. That is, our encoder skillfully balances the requirements of both pre-training and fine-tuning.

Our contributions are summarized as follows: (1) To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to
propose a pre-training method for correspondence pruning by a correspondence reconstruction task.
Compared to the conventional pre-training approach, our approach significantly reduces pre-training
costs and, even without additional data, enhances model performance. (2) To implement this recon-
struction task, we present a novel framework named CorrMAE to reconstruct matching points in
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the source and target images respectively. Some key designs include an encoder tailored for corre-
spondence learning, a dual-branch structure with an ingenious position encoding for reconstruction,
and an alignment loss for supervision. (3) Extensive experiments show that the model pre-trained
with our CorrMAE achieves new state-of-the-art performance on several downstream tasks. Our
method achieves a precision increase of 16.37% and 9.30% compared with the state-of-the-art result
on camera pose estimation and visual localization evaluation respectively.

2 Related Work

2.1 Correspondence Pruning

As a pioneering work, PointCN [41] formulates correspondence pruning as both a binary classification
problem and an essential matrix regression problem. It also proposes a context normalization
technique to embed global information into each correspondence. Since this seminal work, there have
been various follow-up studies on correspondence consistency. ACNe [31] employs the attention
mechanism to capture local and global contexts. OANet [43] learns global consistency in latent space
through learnable soft assignment operations. Subsequently, a series of methods [19, 46, 6, 18, 5]
based on the graph neural network, as dynamic graphs offer better exploration of potential correlations
in correspondences. Recently, ConvMatch [44] based on motion vector fields, maps correspondences
into predefined vector fields and mines the consistency of motions through 2D convolutions. In
brief, the architectural design for correspondence pruning is still the mainstream to reach a new
state-of-the-art performance. Nevertheless, from another perspective, we explore an acceptable
pre-training method for correspondence pruning.

2.2 Masked Autoencoder

Figure 2: The overview of our method.

MAE [9] as a representative representation learn-
ing method, randomly masks a high portion of
the image and reconstructs missing pixels, pro-
viding powerful initial representations for down-
stream tasks by the pre-trained ViT [7] encoder.
After that, many studies adopt the framework
of MAE for pre-training across various tasks,
including 3D object classification [25], video
understanding [33], trajectory prediction [4],
and action recognition [40]. However, MAEs
fail to reconstruct correspondences due to their
unordered and irregular characteristics. To
this end, we extend MAE and leverage a dual-
branch structure to reconstruct masked corre-
spondences, providing generic inliers-consistent
representations for downstream tasks.

3 Methodology

3.1 Overview

The pivotal innovation of this paper lies in intro-
ducing an acceptable pre-training method, con-
sidering factors such as training costs and data dependency, thus bridging a gap in the pre-training for
corresponding pruning. To be specific, we perform the masked correspondence reconstruction task
through an autoencoder, aimed at producing representations that can well complement the following
downstream tasks. In contrast to conventional pre-training methods, i.e., initial correspondence
classification task, our approach offers the benefits of lower training costs and independence from
large-scale datasets.

Pre-training Stage. As shown in Fig. 2(a), we propose a Correspondence Masked Autoen-
coder framework (CorrMAE) to accomplish this pretext task. Given M true correspondences{
(pre)Ii = (xi,yi)|i = 1, ...,M,xi ∈ R2,yi ∈ R2

}
selected from initial correspondences using an
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Figure 3: The pipeline of our CorrMAE. Given a set of true correspondences selected by an empirical
geometric threshold, CorrMAE aims to obtain inlier representations with strong generalization through
the masked correspondence reconstruction task. The design details of each phase of CorrMAE are
introduced in Section 3.2. Please note that to better distinguish between two branches, we introduce
the concepts of source and target images. In fact, our pipeline does not involve images, but true
correspondences (4D) as input.

empirical geometric threshold, the reconstruction task begins by randomly sampling true correspon-
dences with a masking ratio. Subsequently, these visible correspondences are embedded into both
global and local contexts using an encoder Eθ, specially designed for correspondence learning. At
last, guided by the consistency within visible correspondences, the decoder Dθ well conducts masked
correspondence reconstruction. More details will be described in Section 3.2.

Fine-tuning Stage. In this paper, we perform fine-tuning for the correspondence pruning. As
illustrated in Fig. 2(b), following CLNet [46], we employ an iterative network, where the initial
weights of the encoder are derived from the pre-training stage. Built on the pruning operation, the
encoder iterates K times. The specifics of the fine-tuning stage are introduced in Section 3.3.

3.2 Pre-training with CorrMAE
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Figure 4: Illustration of our proposed CorrFormer
encoder. During fine-tuning, we integrate the Cor-
rFormer encoder into the iterative network and
employ a pruning strategy [46] to maximize its
capabilities.

Inspired by the effective representation learn-
ing via masked autoencoder in image recogni-
tion [9] and 3D object classification [25], we
focus on correspondence pruning and build a
pre-training framework named CorrMAE that
embeds inliers-consistent representations in the
encoder. As depicted in Fig. 3, to perform the
masked correspondence reconstruction task, this
framework consists of four phases, i.e., corre-
spondence masking, correspondence learning,
source/target matching point reconstruction, and
supervision. In the following subsections, we
will elaborate on the design specifics of each
phase. By combining these sophisticated yet
efficient designs, we have been able to achieve
strong inlier representations.

3.2.1 Correspondences Masking

We randomly mask true correspondences with a masking ratio α, the set of masked correspondences
is represented as (pre)Igt =

{
P s

gt,P
t
gt

}
∈ RαM×4, which is used as ground truth in the supervision.

Subsequently, the visible correspondences (pre)Ivis ∈ R(1−α)M×4 are processed by our encoder
(details in Section 3.2.2), and then as guidance for the reconstruction of matching points. As for the
masking technique, we investigate the impact of different masking ratios (40% − 80%) and types
(random masking and block masking [42]) on our method, see Section 4.2.
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3.2.2 Correspondence Learning

The perennial theme of correspondence learning is to embed both local and global contexts for each
correspondence. To this end, as illustrated in Fig. 4, we introduce an encoder for correspondence
learning, which consists of L CorrFormer blocks. Each block adopts a neat bi-level design, dedi-
cated to learning representations of local context and acquiring global context respectively. Then,
local context representations are injected into the correspondence embeddings via an element-wise
summation. Meanwhile, the graph neural network (GNN) [16] guides the learning of local context
representations, and the linear transformer [38] is employed as the fundamental element. This process
(block ℓ) can be described as:

(ℓ+1)Tvis =
(ℓ) Localθ(

(ℓ)GNNθ(
(ℓ)Tvis)) +

(ℓ) Globalθ(
(ℓ)Tvis), (1)

where Tvis ∈ R(1−α)M×C represents high-dimension embeddings of visible correspondences, termed
as visible tokens in this paper; Localθ and Globalθ denote the local context representation level and
the global context acquisition level, respectively.

3.2.3 Source Matching Points Reconstruction

Since the unordered and irregular characteristics, correspondences lack effective location information
for position encoding, thereby hindering the reconstruction process. As presented in Fig. 3, we adopt
a dual-branch structure with an ingenious position encoding to separately recover matching points in
both the source and target images, indirectly achieving the reconstruction of masked correspondences.
Specifically, we begin by randomly generating mask keypoints for both the source and target branches
({P s

mask,P
t
mask} ∈ RαM×4). As for the source branch, we use the ground truth of keypoints from

the target image (P t
gt introduced in Section 3.2.1) as our positional prompts. These prompts are then

concatenated with their relative mask keypoints and encoded into mask tokens T s
mask ∈ RαM×C via

an MLP. Such a simple yet crucial positional encoding approach addresses the most fundamental
problem, i.e., how to reconstruct unordered correspondences. Next, following vision MAE [9],
different mask tokens are added to the decoder’s input sequence and later used to reconstruct the
masked keypoints with a simple prediction head. Meanwhile, the decoder simply stacks some linear
transformers [38], but the number is fewer than that of the encoder. The above process can be
described as:

T s
mask = MLPθ

[
P s

mask,P
t
gt

]
, (2)

P̂ s = Headθ(Dθ [T
s
mask,Tvis]), (3)

where P̂ s ∈ RαM×2 denotes the reconstructed source matching points; [·, ·] represents the concate-
nate operation along the first dimension; Headθ is a prediction head, essentially an MLP. Similarly,
the target branch performs the same operations, with shared weights between the positional encoding
and decoder. Finally, reconstructed correspondences (pre)Î =

{
P̂ s, P̂ t

}
∈ RαM×4 are obtained.

3.2.4 Supervision

The overall framework is optimized using a hybrid loss function, which comprises two reconstruction
losses and an alignment loss:

(pre)L = Ls
rec + Lt

rec + λLalign, (4)

where λ denotes the hyper-parameter used to balance between two objectives. As for the recon-
struction objective, we employ the ℓ2-loss between the reconstructed keypoints (P̂ s and P̂ t) and the
masked keypoints (P s

gt and P t
gt):

Lrec = ∥P̂ s − P s
gt∥

2

2
+ ∥P̂ t − P t

gt∥
2

2
. (5)

The proposed alignment loss aims to reduce the overall discrepancy between the reconstructed
keypoints of the two branches. We first construct two undirected complete graphs for the reconstructed
keypoints of both the source and target branches (Ĝs and Ĝt), with Euclidean distances assigned to
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edges. Next, we perform an ℓ1-loss between two undirected complete graphs to align reconstructed
keypoints from two branches. The alignment loss can be defined as:

eξi,j = ∥P̂ ξ
i − P̂ ξ

j ∥2, ξ ∈ {s, t} , (6)

Ĝξ =
{
eξi,j |i = 1, ..., αM, j = 1, ..., αM

}
, (7)

Lalign = ∥Ĝs − Ĝt∥1, (8)

where eξi,j denotes the Euclidean distances between keypoint i and keypoint j; ξ represents the source
and target branches.

3.3 Fine-tuning for Correspondence Pruning

Given N initial correspondences (fine)I ∈ RN×4 generated by the SIFT [22] detector and a nearest
neighbor matching strategy, correspondence pruning involves identifying true correspondences
and recovering camera relative poses. This task is typically formulated as a binary classification
problem (i.e., inlier vs. outlier) and an essential matrix regression problem [41]. However, finding
true correspondences in the initial correspondences dominated by outliers (approximately 90%)
is still challenging. We employ robust inlier-consistent representations to guide the learning of
correspondence pruning methods. As illustrated in Fig. 2(b), the inlier predictor outputs the probability
of each candidate being an inlier, and utilizes a weighted eight-point algorithm [8] h(·, ·) to regress
the essential matrix. The process is presented as:

F = Eθ→ϕ(
(fine)I), F ∈ RN

′
×C

W = Predictorϕ(F ), W ∈ RN
′
×1

Ê = h((fine)Ic,W ), (fine)Ic ∈ RN
′
×4

(9)

where N
′

and C are the number of final candidates and the embedding dimension respectively;
(fine)Ic and F denote candidates and its embeddings respectively; W represents the probabilities of
candidates being inliers; Ê indicates the predicted essential matrix.

As for supervision, we employ the widely used binary cross-entropy loss with an adaptive tempera-
ture [46] for the binary classification, and a geometric loss [43] for the essential matrix regression:

(fine)L = Lcls + βLess(Ê,E), (10)

where the hyper-parameter β is used to balance the two loss terms and E is the ground truth of the
essential matrix.

4 Experiments

4.1 Implementation Details

Both our pre-training and fine-tuning models are implemented using PyTorch [26] and trained on
multiple NVIDIA Tesla V100 GPUs.

Pre-training Setting. We use an AdamW optimizer [20] and cosine learning rate decay [21]. The
initial learning rate is set to 0.001, with a weight decay of 0.05. We pre-train our model for 100
epochs, with a batch size of 64. The hyper-parameter λ in Eq. 4 is set as 0.1.

Fine-tuning Setting. The number of initial correspondences, final candidates, and CorrFormer blocks
are N = 2000, N ′ = 500, and L = 2. Network iteration K, channel dimension C, and pruning
ratio are 2, 128, and 0.5. We adopt Adam [12] with a weight decay of 0 as the optimizer to train our
network, and the canonical learning rate (for batch size is 32) is set to 0.001. Following [46], the
weight β in Eq. 10 is set as 0 during the first 20k iterations and 0.5 in the remaining 480k iterations.

4.2 Ablation Studies

Is the bi-level design of CorrFormer encoder helpful? The bi-level structure is the core design
of the CorrFormer encoder. As shown in Table 1, to demonstrate its effectiveness, we conduct
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experiments using both single-level designs (rows 1 and 2) and the bi-level design (row 5) separately.
Experimental results show that compared to the global context acquisition level and the local context
representation level, the bi-level design achieves performance improvements of +3.04 AUC@5°and
+9.04 AUC@5°, respectively.

Table 1: Ablation study for our CorrFormer encoder.
The results of AUC without pre-training knowledge on
YFCC100M [32] are reported. Local and Global respectively
represent the local context representation and the global con-
text acquisition layers. 1x and 2x represent the number of
CorrFormer blocks.

Local Global Injection 1x 2x Pose estimation AUC
Interactive Simple @5° @10° @20°

✓ ✓ 28.65 49.33 67.59
✓ ✓ 34.64 54.79 71.19

✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 33.06 53.28 70.94
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 36.92 57.89 74.46
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 37.69 58.37 74.71

How to inject local context? We ex-
plore both interactive (cross-attention)
and simple (element-wise summation)
manners to inject local context. In
Table 1, we implement complex cross-
attention (row 4) between the local
context representation level and the
global context acquisition level. The
results indicate that this manner is not
as effective as a simple element-wise
summation operation (row 5), which
is both neat and efficient.

How to choose L? As shown in
Table 1, we investigate the effects
of stacking one and two CorrFormer
blocks (rows 3 and 4) on the network. When using two encoder blocks, the performance of net-
work significantly improved (+3.86 AUC@5°). Considering the trade-off between training cost and
performance, we set L to 2.

Table 2: Ablation study for our CorrMAE. We con-
duct experiments using two masking types with different
masking ratios (%), and report pre-train loss (x100) on
MegaDepth [14] as well as fine-tune camera pose estima-
tion on YFCC100M [32].

Random Block Ratio Align Loss Pose estimation AUC
40 60 80 @5° @10° @20°

✓ ✓ 1.774 39.49 59.78 75.42
✓ ✓ 1.900 39.72 60.30 75.99
✓ ✓ 2.198 38.85 59.45 75.52

✓ ✓ 2.073 39.40 59.70 75.39
✓ ✓ ✓ 1.908 40.16 60.78 76.43

How to choose a masking strategy?
To study a masking strategy suitable
for our method, we perform some
ablation experiments on the masking
ratio (40%-80%) and masking types
(random masking and block mask-
ing [42]), see Table 2. The compar-
ison among rows 1, 2, and 3 shows
that our method gains better perfor-
mance improvements for the down-
stream task at a moderate masking ra-
tio of 60%. As presented in rows 2
and 4, we also validate the impact of
block masking on our method, with
experimental results revealing that block masking achieves slightly worse than random masking in
both pre-training observation (loss) and fine-tuning performance. Hence, we adopt a random masking
strategy with a masking ratio of 60% to provide more robust initial representations for downstream
tasks. Additionally, as presented in Appendix B.1, we visualize the reconstruction results under this
masking strategy. From the visualized results, it is evident that our reconstructed correspondences
adhere to the local and global consistency of inliers. In other words, the pre-trained encoder exhibits
excellent inliers-consistent representations.

Is the alignment loss useful? As shown in Table 2, after introducing the alignment loss (the last row),
our method achieves an improvement of 1.93% in AUC@5° for camera pose estimation. That is, in our
correspondence reconstruction task, the proposed alignment supervision between the reconstructed
keypoints of the source and target branches proves to be effective for inlier representation learning.

4.3 Downstream Evaluation

Since we are the first to propose a pre-training method specifically for correspondence pruning, all
baseline methods are trained from scratch solely on the target dataset (YFCC100M). In contrast, our
proposed method is pre-trained on the MegaDepth dataset [14] (see Appendix A for details) and then
fine-tuned on the YFCC100M dataset [32].

Correspondence Pruning directly impacts downstream geometric estimation tasks, necessitating
methods that can precisely identify true correspondences (inliers). To ensure a fair comparison,
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all methods are evaluated on the correspondence pruning using the full-size verification [46]. Fol-
lowing [43, 46], we report precision, recall, and F1 score on the testing set of YFCC100M. Also,
predicted epipolar distances use a threshold of 3× 10−5 as the criterion for inliers and outliers. As
shown in Table 3, our method pre-trained by CorrMAE outperforms all baseline methods on all
metrics. Specifically, compared to the recent state-of-the-art methods NCMNet [18] and MGNet [5],
we achieve improvements of 3.15% and 2.83% in F1 score, respectively. Additionally, as shown in
Appendix B.2, partial typical visualization results of CLNet [46], NCMNet [18], and our method are
shown from left to right. It can be seen that our method achieves the best performance under various
challenging scenes.

Table 3: Evaluation on YFCC100M for the corre-
spondence pruning.

Method Precision Recall F-score
OANet [43] 68.05 68.41 68.23

MS2DGNet [6] 72.61 73.86 73.23
PGFNet [17] 71.56 72.71 72.13
CLNet [46] 75.05 76.41 75.72

ConvMatch [44] 73.12 74.39 73.75
UMatch [15] 73.97 75.72 74.83
NCMNet [18] 77.24 78.57 77.90

MGNet [5] 76.97 79.35 78.14
Ours 79.27 81.45 80.35

Camera Pose Estimation. The goal of this
task is to estimate the relative position rela-
tionship (rotation and translation) between two-
view images. Following the evaluation protocol
of [46, 44], we report the AUC of pose error
at thresholds (5, 10, and 20 degrees), with a
weighted eight-point algorithm [8] as the estima-
tor. All baselines are evaluated on this task using
the respective official settings and pre-trained
models. Our results, presented in Table 4, show
that our method consistently achieves the best ac-
curacy in all thresholds. Notably, we outperform
the current best graph neural network method
NCMNet [18] with an improvement of +5.65
AUC@5°, and reduce parameters by 0.67M. Fur-
thermore, we significantly outperform the recent light-weight method MGNet [5] with additional
parameters of 2.79M, and gain an impressive improvement of +7.84 AUC@5°.

Table 4: Evaluation on YFCC100M for the
camera pose estimation. The AUC of the
pose error in percentage is reported. Our
method improves the state-of-the-art meth-
ods by a large margin.

Method Params.
Pose estimation AUC
@5° @10° @20°

PointCN [41] 0.39M 10.16 24.43 43.31
OANet [43] 2.47M 15.92 35.93 57.11

MS2DGNet [6] 2.61M 20.61 42.90 64.26
LMCNet [19] 0.93M 22.35 43.57 63.34
PGFNet [17] 3.12M 24.11 45.97 65.08
CLNet [46] 1.27M 25.28 45.82 65.44

ConvMatch [44] 7.49M 26.83 49.14 67.91
UMatch [15] 7.76M 30.84 52.04 69.65
NCMNet [18] 4.77M 34.51 55.34 72.40

MGNet [5] 1.31M 32.32 53.40 71.59
Ours 4.10M 40.16 60.78 76.43

Table 5: Evaluation on Aachen Day-Night bench-
marks [29, 45] for the visual localization evaluation.

Method
Day Night

(0.25m, 2°) / (0.5m, 5°) / (1m, 10°)

Visual Localization of Aachen v1.0
- 82.3/88.2/92.7 38.8/45.9/57.1

OANet [43] 85.4/92.4/96.6 63.3/74.5/83.7
CLNet [46] 85.0/93.0/97.7 67.3/81.6/88.8

ConvMatch [44] 85.2/91.9/96.1 58.2/63.3/75.5
NCMNet [18] 85.2/92.7/98.1 68.4/81.6/90.8

Ours 86.8/93.9/98.2 73.5/84.7/93.9
Visual Localization of Aachen v1.1

- 85.4/91.1/94.5 35.6/42.4/55.0
OANet [43] 87.7/94.8/98.2 58.6/69.1/83.8
CLNet [46] 86.7/94.1/98.1 61.3/78.0/89.0

ConvMatch [44] 87.3/93.8/97.5 51.8/60.2/73.3
NCMNet [18] 86.7/94.1/98.4 61.3/77.5/90.1

Ours 88.8/94.9/98.7 67.0/82.2/94.2

Visual Localization. This task aims to recover 6-DoF poses of query images with respect to
the corresponding 3D scene model. We integrate correspondence pruning methods in the official
HLoc [28] pipeline and use two popular benchmarks, i.e., Aachen Day-Night (v1.0 and v1.1) [29, 45],
to validate performance on the visual localization task. Aachen v1.0 dataset contains 4328 reference
and 922 query (824 day, 98 night) images. Aachen v1.1 extends v1.0 with the additional 2369
reference and 93 night query images. Following [15, 5], we report the accuracy at error thresholds of
0.25m/2°, 0.5m/5°, and 5m/10°. The baselines comprise a simple matcher mutual nearest neighbor
(MNN) and some state-of-the-art correspondence pruning methods such as OANet [43], CLNet [46],
ConMatch [44], and NCMNet [18]. Also, SIFT (with 4096 keypoints) and MNN are used as the pre-
processing step for correspondence pruning methods. As shown in Table 5, our method outperforms
all baselines on two benchmarks, showing its robustness under day-night changes. In specific, our
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Table 6: Evaluation on HPatches [1] for
the homography estimation. The AUC
of the corner error in percentage is re-
ported.

Method
Homography est. AUC
@3px @5px @10px

MAGSAC++ [2] 47.79 56.27 64.68
OANet [43] 50.71 62.40 75.23
CLNet [46] 51.24 63.11 76.76

ConvMatch [44] 51.38 62.94 75.77
NCMNet [18] 51.34 63.16 76.96

Ours 52.78 65.04 78.42

Table 7: Our CorrMAE serves as a plug-and-play and
task-driven pre-training method. The camera pose esti-
mation results without/with CorrMAE are reported, and
those with CorrMAE are achieved through pre-training
and fine-tuning both on the target dataset (YFCC100M),
without utilizing any additional data for pre-training.

Encoder
AUC@5° AUC@20°

- CorrMAE - CorrMAE

OANet [43] 15.92 17.40 57.11 58.34
CLNet [46] 25.28 28.56 65.44 67.31

NCMNet [18] 34.51 35.35 72.40 73.36
CorrFormer (Ours) 37.69 39.54 74.71 75.69

method exhibits strong generalization ability, especially in night scenes (68.4 vs. our 73.5 and 61.3
vs. our 67.0 in the first metric). This should be attributed to the powerful inlier representation learned
through our pre-training method.

Homography Estimation. Homography is defined as a planar projection between two images
captured from different perspectives. The testing set provides the pair of one source and five target
images captured from various viewing angles and lighting conditions, along with ground-truth
homography transformations. Following [15, 5], we test baselines and our method on HPatches [1]
with RANSAC as a robust estimator. We report the AUC percentage of estimated homography whose
average corner error distance is below 3/5/10 pixels. Since the intrinsic matrices are not provided in
HPatches, we normalize keypoints by the image scale. To ensure fairness, we retrain all methods on
the YFCC100M using a new normalization manner. As shown in Table 6, our model generalizes best
among all baselines.

4.4 Discussion

Analysis of task-driven and data-driven within our CorrMAE. Through several experiments, we
demonstrate that our pre-training method exhibits lower data dependency. As seen in the last row of
Table 7, without introducing additional data, our method leads to a 4.91% performance improvement
(39.54 vs. 37.69 in AUC@5°). In contrast, pre-training on a larger dataset (Megadepth [14])
only yields a 1.57% performance improvement (40.16 vs. 39.54 in AUC@5°), see the last row of
Table 4. While additional data can provide stronger representational capabilities, our CorrMAE is
predominantly task-driven in nature. This characteristic is essential for a method designed to be
plug-and-play.

Does CorrMAE serve as a plug-and-play method? We replace the encoder within our pretraining-
finetuning paradigm with other state-of-the-art methods such as OANet [43], CLNet [46], and
NCMNet [18], to validate this problem. In Table 7, after pre-training with our CorrMAE, these
methods all achieve significant performance improvements even without extra data. Specifically, for
the methods based on GNN, CLNet achieves a performance improvement of 12.97% in AUC@5°,
whereas the recent state-of-the-art method NCMNet achieves a 2.43% performance boost. With the
help of our pre-training method, the CLNet, which exhibits inferior consistency learning capability,
shows a remarkably pronounced improvement. In addition, compared to NCMNet, our CorrFormer
demonstrates stronger consistency learning ability (34.51 vs. our 37.69 in AUC@5°) and superior
transferability (+0.84 vs. our +1.85 in AUC@5°). These experiments further validate that our
CorrMAE can serve as a powerful tool seamlessly assisting various correspondence pruning methods.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, with another perspective, we explore an acceptable pre-training method for correspon-
dence pruning. A masked correspondence reconstruction pipeline is proposed toward the ultimate
pursuit of inlier representation learning, namely CorrMAE. Meanwhile, we specially design an
encoder, a dual-branch structure, and an alignment loss for this reconstruction task. Extensive experi-
ments verify the proposed method in some downstream tasks. We also provide detailed analyses to
evaluate the effectiveness and impact of our method.
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A Datasets

YFCC100M [32] is collected by Yahoo and made up of 100 million photos from the Internet.
The author of [11] split the YFCC100M into 72 sequences from different tourist landmarks, and
provided camera poses and sparse models for generating ground-truth. Following [43], we selected
68 sequences as the training set and the remaining 4 sequences as the testing set. As for Table 7, the
pre-training inputs (true correspondences/inliers) are selected by an empirical threshold of 10−4 for
epipolar distance.

MegaDepth [14] is a larger dataset comprising 196 scene sequences, whose camera poses and depth
maps are produced from COLMAP [30]. Following [39], we employ SIFT [22] and a nearest neighbor
matching strategy to generate initial correspondences for two-view images, and refine them into true
correspondences using geometric thresholds. These true correspondences constitute our pre-training
dataset from MegaDepth. It is worth noting that the MegaDepth pre-training dataset consists of true
correspondences from 780k image pairs, with an average of only 50 true correspondences per image
pair used for pre-training.

Figure 5: The examples of reconstruction results for masked correspondences. The left column
represents the original correspondences, the middle column means the remaining correspondences,
and the right column denotes the reconstruction results for masked correspondences.
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B Visualization Results

B.1 Visualization Results of Correspondence Reconstruction

In this section, we show some correspondence reconstruction results to illustrate the effectiveness of
our method. As shown in Fig. 5, in various scenarios, the reconstruction results of our method are
largely subject to global and local consistency. This also further demonstrate that our pre-training
method CorrMAE can provide powerful inlier representations for downstream tasks.

B.2 Visualization Results of Correspondence Pruning

We present visualization results of correspondence pruning to validate the superiority of our method.
As shown in Fig. 6, our method outperforms the current state-of-the-art method NCMNet [18] in
various challenging scenarios.

Figure 6: Partial typical visualization results of the correspondence pruning on YFCC100M. The
correspondence is drawn in green if it represents the inlier and red for the outlier.
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