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Abstract
The emergence of similar representations between
independently trained neural models has sparked
significant interest in the representation learning
community, leading to the development of vari-
ous methods to obtain communication between
latent spaces. Latent space communication can be
achieved in two ways: i) by independently map-
ping the original spaces to a shared or relative one
(Moschella et al., 2023); ii) by directly estimating
a transformation from a source latent space to a
target one (Maiorca et al., 2024). In this work,
we combine the two into a novel method to ob-
tain latent space translation through the relative
space. By formalizing the invertibility of angle-
preserving relative representations and assuming
the scale invariance of decoder modules in neural
models, we can effectively use the relative space
as an intermediary, independently projecting onto
and from other semantically similar spaces. Ex-
tensive experiments over various architectures and
datasets validate our scale invariance assumption
and demonstrate the high accuracy of our method
in latent space translation. We also apply our
method to zero-shot stitching between arbitrary
pre-trained text and image encoders and their clas-
sifiers, even across modalities. Our method has
significant potential for facilitating the reuse of
models in a practical manner via compositionality.

1. Introduction
Representation learning (Bengio et al., 2012b) is a funda-
mental paradigm in the field of artificial intelligence, as it
enables us to uncover the underlying structure of complex
data. One of the main goals of representation learning is
to discover a robust representation of the data that should
be insensitive to certain transformations of the input, which
are meaningless in order to solve the tasks of interest. The
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Manifold Hypothesis (Fefferman et al., 2013) posits that
high-dimensional real-world data lies on a low-dimensional
non-linear manifold: we argue that functionally equiva-
lent models should approximate the same latent manifold
(Moschella et al., 2023; Maiorca et al., 2024; Fumero et al.,
2024; Huh et al., 2024). However, neural models typically
recover representations of the same data distribution that
may differ by some transformation (e.g., a rotation), due to
stochasticities in the training dynamics or extrinsic factors
not related to the semantics of the data itself but should
really be the same when projected on the latent manifold.
This also extends to the case of semantically similar data
sampled from different distributions (e.g., multimodal data
representing the same entity). Identifying these transforma-
tions is critical as they hinder knowledge transfer between
semantically similar latent spaces and, consequently, be-
tween neural networks. Recently, it has been observed that
a transformation taking a space to a shared one, common
among semantically similar spaces, can be obtained by lin-
early projecting on randomly selected data points (anchors)
(Moschella et al., 2023). Furthermore, (Maiorca et al., 2024;
Fumero et al., 2024) use the same idea of a small anchor set
to directly learn a mapping between a source space and a
target one.

In this paper, we propose a novel method to translate from
a source space to a target one by inverting the relative rep-
resentation transformation. This inversion is our core con-
tribution since it allows us to independently map back and
forth between the shared relative space. Assuming the trans-
formation needed to perform the translation is orthogonal
(Maiorca et al., 2024), the inverse transformation method
estimates the rescaling, rotation, and reflection separately,
allowing us to reconstruct the absolute latent spaces from
the relative representations. Through experimental evalua-
tion of various architectures and datasets, we demonstrate
the high accuracy of our method in reconstructing the ab-
solute latent spaces. Our method also enables zero-shot
stitching between arbitrary pre-trained encoders and their
own classifiers without the need to concurrently access both
latent spaces to fit a transformation. This makes our method
a valuable tool in representation learning, allowing for the
transfer of knowledge between different neural networks
trained on similar data and a deeper understanding of the
underlying data manifold.
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Figure 1. Zero-shot stitching of X and Y absolute spaces utilizing relative representation, direct latent translation, and our method (IRP).
Relative representation requires decZ to stitch. Direct translation requires the estimation of T between X and Y directly, so both should
be available at the same time. Instead, we first map to the bridge relative space Z and then, using AY , we can independently map to Y.

2. Related Works
Representation similarity Recent years have witnessed a
growing consensus among researchers in the deep learning
community that effective neural networks tend to learn sim-
ilar representations for semantically similar data, regardless
of the architecture, task, or domain in which they are ap-
plied (Huh et al., 2024). This idea is supported by a plethora
of empirical studies (Moschella et al., 2023; Norelli et al.,
2023; Morcos et al., 2018; Li et al., 2016; Kornblith et al.,
2019; Bonheme & Grzes, 2022; Tsitsulin et al., 2020; Baran-
nikov et al., 2022; Vulić et al., 2020; Lample et al., 2018;
Lenc & Vedaldi, 2015; Mikolov et al., 2013; Antonello et al.,
2021; Bengio et al., 2012a; Movshovitz-Attias et al., 2017;
Chang et al., 2022; Cannistraci et al., 2024; Maiorca et al.,
2024), the phenomenon is particularly pronounced for large
and wide models (Somepalli et al., 2022; Mehta et al., 2022).
Nevertheless, despite this intrinsic similarity, latent spaces
can still exhibit extrinsic variations. Our work proposes a
novel zero-shot method for translating these spaces from
one to another, focusing on their intrinsic similarities.

Stitching and zero-shot Model stitching, which involves
the combination of different neural networks to create a new
model, has been a topic of active research in the field of
representation learning. A key concept in this area is that
of relative representations (Moschella et al., 2023; Norelli
et al., 2023) which enables zero-shot stitching between dif-
ferent neural networks trained on semantically similar data.
However, this approach assumes the use of decoders trained
on relative representations. To overcome this limitation and
stitch arbitrary decoders, (Maiorca et al., 2024; Lähner &
Moeller, 2024) directly estimate the transformation between
the spaces, finding that in most cases an orthogonal one
is the best suited. Our work builds upon these concepts
by introducing a zero-shot mechanism for translating one

absolute space to another by first projecting into the rela-
tive space and then back into the target absolute one. This
enables the zero-shot stitching of arbitrarily trained models
without the need for any assumptions about the decoders.
Previously, trainable stitching layers (Lenc & Vedaldi, 2015;
Bansal et al., 2021; Csiszarik et al., 2021) have been in-
troduced to allow for the combination of parts of different
networks or to verify statements regarding latent space simi-
larity. Other works (Gygli et al., 2021; Biondi et al., 2023;
Yaman et al., 2022; Bianchi et al., 2020) have proposed
alternative methods for obtaining compatible and reusable
network components without needing stitching layers.

Scale invariance in neural networks It is well-
established that neural networks exhibit positive scale-
invariance in certain settings, such as when using ReLU
activation functions (Meng et al., 2018). Additionally, sev-
eral studies have analyzed the scale-invariance properties of
the weights of neural networks (Wang et al., 2020; Li et al.,
2018). Our research builds upon this understanding by pro-
viding evidence that positive scale invariance is also present
in pre-trained models that are commonly used in practice.
This foundational property is crucial for enabling the zero-
shot translation of latent spaces, and it paves the way for
efficient model reuse and combination through stitching.

3. Method
3.1. Relative Representations

Relative representation is a framework introduced in
(Moschella et al., 2023), enabling latent spaces of arbitrary
neural models to ”communicate”. The method introduces an
alternative way of representing samples in the latent spaces
of neural networks by shifting the perspective from an abso-
lute coordinate system to one relative to a set of predefined



Latent Space Translation via Inverse Relative Projection

samples, denoted as anchors. Specifically, the representa-
tion is computed by projecting each sample point x in the
latent space X ⊂ Rk, into the set of AX ⊂ X . Formally,
this is represented as

Xrel = Xabs ·AT
X , (1)

where Xabs ∈ Rn×d,AX ∈ Rk×d and Xrel ∈ Rn×k, with
n = |X |, k = |AX |. Samples in X and in A are rescaled to
unit norm, i.e. x = x

∥x∥2
∀x ∈ X and a = a

∥a∥2
∀a ∈ AX .

This projection captures the intrinsic shape of the data by
only considering the relative angles between points, thus
completely losing the scale information.

One of the main contributions of relative encoding is that
it shows how the signal encoded in the angles is enough
to represent the information, reaching results on various
benchmarks comparable to those using absolute encodings.
Furthermore, they demonstrate that different latent spaces,
in practice, differ only by an isometry transformation plus
local rescaling if they share the same data semantics. This is
also shown in (Maiorca et al., 2024) where Procrustes anal-
ysis is efficiently used to map with high performance from
space X to Y, The discovery that a rigid transformation is
enough to map between the two is crucial for our work as it
allows us to estimate the translation, rescaling, rotation, and
reflection constituting this isometry separately, enabling the
decoding of a single relative space into different absolute
spaces. While the original relative representations method
assumes that ”NNs commonly employ normalization tech-
niques...to center the latent spaces around zero”, we add a
centering step to enforce it since we do not rely on any train-
ing that could mitigate the impact of not centered spaces.

3.2. Latent Space Translation

The key benefit of the relative projection is its non-injective
nature, as it maps different absolute spaces into a single
relative space. The core of our method lies in the formal-
ization of the inverse process by exploiting the information
contained in the anchor points. At a high level, this means
we can use the relative space as a middle ground to translate
an encoding from an absolute space X to any other seman-
tically similar absolute space Y . This can be formalized
as:

Yabs = Xrel · (AT
Y)

−1 , (2)

under the assumption that Xrel ≈ Yrel. This transforma-
tion of relative to absolute coordinates allows us to transfer
any encoding between absolute spaces using only a subset
of points from both spaces (the anchors). The anchors of
the source space, the encoding space X , are used to project
into the shared relative space, while the anchors of the target
one, the decoding space Y , are used to project back to the
specified absolute one.

As with the other ”latent space communication” methods,
the anchor points must be in semantic correspondence to
effectively translate between the spaces. In fact, they repre-
sent the only bridge, a partial correspondence between them,
much like a “Rosetta stone” (Norelli et al., 2023).

3.3. Stability improvements

In this section, we present techniques for enhancing the
stability of the process for inverting the anchors and then
evaluate their impact. Consider the anchor matrix A ∈
Rn×d, where n is the number of anchors. A condition for
computing its (pseudo) inverse is the linear independence
of its columns. In a synthetic setting, where the vectors
in A can span the whole ambient space Rd, the curse of
dimensionality (Bellman, 1966) makes it highly unlikely
that two vectors in A will be linearly dependent. However,
in practical scenarios, A is composed of only a reduced set
of parallel anchors, and it is difficult to arbitrarily expand it
using the entire training set (Cannistraci et al., 2023; Vedula
et al., 2024). Additionally, the manifold hypothesis restricts
the subspace where the encodings live, which is not the
whole ambient space. This makes it more likely for two
random points to be similar enough to negatively impact the
inverse process’s feasibility. This is the reasoning behind
the following proposed stability improvements.

Anchor Pruning Given a set of anchors, denoted as A,
which are randomly drawn from the training data and have
a number of samples k equal to d itself, our goal is to
refine this set to enhance the stability of the inverse process.
As a subset of the data manifold, the anchors may exhibit
high correlation, leading to many singular values during
the inverse computation. To mitigate this, we introduce a
technique called “anchor pruning”.

We employ the greedy farthest point sampling (FPS) algo-
rithm (Eldar et al., 1997) to select a subset S of A with
maximum orthogonality. The distance metric we use for
FPS is a customized cosine distance, calculated as:

dcos(X) = 1−
∣∣∣∣X ·XT

∥X∥2

∣∣∣∣ , (3)

where | · | denotes the element-wise absolute value to avoid
quasi-colinear points with opposite directions. A stopping
condition (δ) is applied based on the minimum acceptable
distance between points. The subset of anchors selected by
FPS is defined as:

S = FPS(A,dcos, δ) , (4)

where δ is the minimum acceptable distance between points.
The remaining vectors in S span a subspace of the original
anchor set A. This process has the effect of selecting a
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highly informative set of anchors while reducing the cor-
relation between them, which improves the stability of the
inverse process.

Anchor Subspaces To balance the reduction in the car-
dinality of the anchor set given by the anchor pruning, we
apply the pruning procedure multiple times with a different
random seed by controlling it with the parameter ω. For
each subspace Si, we independently reconstruct the abso-
lute space. Then, we average pool the reconstructed spaces
in a parameter-free ensemble fashion:

Yabs =
1

ω
×

ω∑
i=1

Xrel · (Si T
Y )−1 . (5)

This approach allows us to maximize the coverage of the
original set of anchors while maintaining stability in the
inverse process. It can be seen as an ensembling step, where
the absolute encodings are reconstructed as the mean of the
predictions of different estimators.

Overall, this process increases the method’s robustness to
the stochastic factors introduced by the anchor pruning
while also mitigating information loss.

Anchor Completion The objective of this step is to get
back to a set of d points as anchors, such that the dimension-
ality of the points is not altered when transforming Xabs into
Xrel. To achieve this, we first encode the identity matrix
using any anchor subset Si

x and decode it using the anchor
set Ay. This process reveals how the canonical basis of X
maps to relative space and back to space Y. The canonical
basis in X can now be considered the new set of anchors
for X (denoted as AX ), and the corresponding points as the
new set of anchors for Y (denoted as AY ). Intuitively, this
process: i) stabilizes the computation without altering the
information encoded by the anchors, just better distributing
it across different dimensions; ii) is semantically equivalent
to the estimation of the rotation and reflection matrix that
transforms X into Y since the relative encoding of X with
respect to the new AX is X itself.

With this, we obtain back a number of anchor points equal
to d so that when we project X into the relative space, we
don’t change the dimensionality of the points.

3.4. Scale invariance and temperature

Here, we aim to formally investigate the scale-invariance
properties of neural classifiers that utilize the softmax ac-
tivation function. We focus on the effect of rescaling oper-
ations on the latent input encodings and demonstrate that,
by construction, certain classifiers exhibit scale-invariance
properties without the need for additional priors.

The softmax function, commonly used in neural classifiers,
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Figure 2. Scale invariance of RoBERTa according to the perfor-
mance of a downstream classifier trained on the encodings of the
last attention layer. At each layer (with 0 being the embedding
layer and 12 the output one), one for each run, we rescale the
encodings by the specified α and measure its effect on the final
accuracy. The performance without any rescaling is 0.92.

is known to be a temperature-controlled variant of the maxi-
mum function:

softmax(x)i =
e

yi
T∑N

j e
yj
T

. (6)

This means that the softmax temperature can be used to
control the level of confidence of the classifier’s predictions.
In this study, we show that a similar effect can also be
achieved by rescaling the latent encodings given as input to
a trained (and frozen) classifier.

In order to show this, we first note that the rescaling factor,
α, can be factored out of the matrix multiplication in the
Linear layers of the classifier. This can be represented math-
ematically as: y = αWx + b, where x is the input latent
encoding, W is the weight matrix, b is the bias vector, α is
the rescaling factor, and y is the output of the linear layer.
This implies that the rescaling operation can be “pushed
through” the classifier without affecting its final prediction
as it becomes equivalent to some temperature value applied
at the softmax level.

Furthermore, we investigate the effect of rescaling when
non-linear activation functions are involved and posit that as
long as the function has a monotonic interval, if we rescale
all the dimensions by an amount similar to the mean scale
of the encodings on which the classifier was trained, we
end up in the monotonic interval, without losing the scale-
invariance property. In Section 4.2, we link the monotonic
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interval of activation functions to the scale range of the data
encodings.

In summary, our study provides formal evidence that neural
classifiers that utilize the softmax activation function can,
in practice, maintain their scale-invariance properties when
the input latent encodings are rescaled. This property is
essential to our method, as it allows us to ignore the exact
scale when decoding back to the absolute space.

4. Relative Inversion
In this section, we evaluate the capabilities and effectiveness
of our proposed method. We first demonstrate the results
of inverting a relative space by decoding it back into the
original absolute space on which it was computed. We’ll
refer to this as intra-space inversion. This is a valuable
illustration of the method’s effectiveness and components.
Building upon this, we leverage the property that the relative
representations of semantically similar spaces are relatively
consistent, generalizing to inter-space inversion. This en-
ables decoding into an absolute space that is different from
the one used for the relative encoding, effectively enabling
latent translation.

Experimental setting All the performed experiments con-
tain a relative inversion pattern: given a dataset D and a set
of encoders Ei, where i = 1, 2, ..., n, our experiments aim
to translate a sample x from the latent space produced by Ei

to the latent space produced by Ej . The translation consists
of the following steps: (1) centering and L2 normalization;
(2) relative encoding with the anchors embedded by Ei; (3)
relative decoding with the anchors embedded by Ej ; (4)
de-normalization and de-centering according to the anchor
statistics. The dimensionality of Ei and Ej is arbitrary and
in general, it may differ, i.e. we can zero-shot translate
latent space of different dimensionalities.

4.1. Space Inversion

We evaluate the performance of our proposed method by
analyzing its sensitivity to its two hyperparameters: ω (num-
ber of subspaces) and δ (pruning threshold). Specifically,
we aim to understand how the choice of these parameters
affects the overall performance of the method and identify
the optimal values for each.

Vision We consider CIFAR-100, an image classification
dataset, and embed each contained image with 5 different
encoders: 3 vision transformers (Dosovitskiy et al., 2020),
RexNet (Han et al., 2020), and the visual encoder of CLIP
(Radford et al., 2021). For each sample and for each encoder,
we then apply the relative encoding followed by the relative
inversion with different values for ω and δ. We are interested
in: i) measuring the reconstruction similarity in terms of
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Figure 3. On the top row, reconstruction similarity sensitivity at
different number of subspaces and pruning threshold (δ) of intra-
space inversion (left) and inter-space inversion between different
encoders (right) on the coarse-grained Cifar100. On the bottom
row, the corresponding condition number average over the sub-
spaces. Higher pruning thresholds lower the condition number,
stabilizing the matrix inverse, thus increasing the reconstruction
similarity.

cosine similarity (since we can ignore the scale) between
the original encoding and the reconstructed one; ii) whether
ω and δ affect the performance in the same way for both the
intra-space and inter-space settings. We use 768 anchors
and group by all the results by ω and δ.

The results in Figure 3 show that: i) the inverse is working
since we obtain medium to high similarity between the
original encoding and the reconstructed one; ii) ω has little
to no impact in the intra space setting when the number
of anchors pruned is low (low δ), but is really helpful in
compensating the effects of the aggressive pruning (high δ);
iii) the inter-space setting highlights the synergy between the
two, where the balance is found in a medium-high pruning
but with high resampling (high ω).

Language We consider WikiMatrix (Schwenk et al.,
2021) as a source for parallel multi-lingual data. It con-
sists of translations of the same sentence in different lan-
guages automatically extracted from Wikipedia. We select
4000 samples with a high probability of being different
translations of the same sentence in 4 languages. For each
language, we select a language-specific RoBERTa-based
encoder: English (Liu et al., 2019), Spanish (Fandiño et al.,
2022), French, and Japanese. We encode each sentence
in a sample using its corresponding language-specific en-
coder and a language-agnostic one, specifically XLM-R
(Conneau et al., 2020). We frame our task as translating a
mono-lingual encoding in language x to its corresponding



Latent Space Translation via Inverse Relative Projection

Table 1. Reconstruction similarities between parallel encodings
across languages. Absolute refers to the original encodings, XLM-R
to the encodings of a multilingual LLM, IRP to our Inverse Relative
Projection, where we compare the translated source embeddings
with the target ones.

Enc. Dec. Absolute XLM-R IRP

en en 1.00 1.00 0.97
es en 0.00 0.99 0.97
fr en -0.02 0.99 0.97
ja en 0.03 0.99 0.97

A
cc

ur
ac

y

Rescale Factor

Figure 4. Performance comparison of three Multilayer Perceptrons
(MLPs) with different activation functions, namely cosine (blue),
ReLU (orange), and tanh (green) at different rescaling factors
α. The ReLU and tanh MLPs exhibit scale invariance, while the
cosine activation function is only invariant on the mean data scale
and its periodic cycles.

mono-lingual encoding in language y. We select the cosine
similarity between the two as a score metric and apply it
to compare: i) the decoded representation of our method,
Inverse Relative Projection (IRP); ii) the multi-lingual rep-
resentations of XLM-R; iii) the original mono-lingual en-
codings of the two languages.

The results in Table 1 show that our latent translation method
works across languages. Interestingly, the mean en simi-
larity between all possible different pairs of different em-
beddings in the absolute and XLM-R space are respectively
0.93± 0.05 and 0.98± 0.03.

These experiments demonstrate that the reconstruction is
effective across various domains (including different lan-
guages) and with different encoders. Additionally, it high-
lights that using a smaller number of anchor sets is often the
optimal choice for capturing the nuances of the target space.

4.2. Scale invariance

In this section, we delve into the concept of scale invariance
in neural networks and its implications for model compo-
sitionality. By examining the behavior of networks when
subjected to a specific type of input manipulation, rescaling
injection, we aim to demonstrate the robustness and versatil-
ity of neural networks in handling different scales of input
data, a property that enhances the applicability of our IRP.

Rescale Injection We define the rescaling injection as
the operation of artificially altering the scale of the features
produced at a specific layer of the network. We achieve this
by normalizing the embeddings to the unit norm and then
rescaling them by a factor of α. By varying the value of α,
we can observe how the network’s performance is affected
at different scales. Through this empirical analysis, we
aim to provide insight into the scale invariance properties
of neural networks and their potential for use in model
compositionality.

In Figure 4, we present experimental results regarding this
investigation. We trained simple multi-layer perceptrons
(MLPs) composed of two hidden layers, with no normal-
ization layers, using encodings produced by the Clip Vi-
sion transformer (clip-vit-base-patch32) on the
CIFAR-100 (fine) dataset. The MLPs were evaluated us-
ing different activation functions: cosine (blue), tanh (or-
ange), and ReLU (green). The rescaling injection technique
was applied directly to the input embeddings, setting their
norm to α.

We can observe that the scale of the embeddings does not
significantly impact the MLPs’ performance when using
monotone activation functions that do not flip signs. This
is a non-trivial result, as the nonlinearity of the activation
function, the presence of bias terms b, and the absence of nor-
malization layers make it difficult to predict the performance
impact of rescale injection. It is particularly interesting to
see that the cosine activation function shows an oscillatory
performance comparable to the original embeddings when
rescaled by the mean embeddings scale (vertical red line) or
its opposite since it is symmetric.

Our findings indicate that, surprisingly, even the internal
layers of large deep learning models exhibit a positive scale
invariance, as illustrated in Figure 2. The underlying mecha-
nism for this behavior is not straightforward, but we hypoth-
esize that it may result from the interplay between various
factors, such as the choice of activation function, the use of
normalization layers, the optimization objective and regu-
larization techniques employed during the training phase.
Even though further research is needed to fully understand
and explain this phenomenon, we can exploit it for our in-
verse projection purposes since it allows us to ignore the
encoding scale.

Scale distributions In Figure 5, we present the scale dis-
tribution of the embeddings produced by several encoders
on the CIFAR-100 (fine) dataset. This empirical analy-
sis shows a consistent pattern among encoders, in that the
scale distribution of their embeddings follows a Gaussian
one with a single mode and a well-defined mean, with min-
imal presence of outliers. This consistent behavior across
encoders is likely attributed to their architectural choices,
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Figure 5. Distribution of the embedding scales in different pre-
trained encoders on the Cifar100 dataset. Well-behaved Gaussian
distributions with a single mode and well-defined mean are crucial
for our method, as they support the ability to rescale the embed-
dings to a mean scale.

such as the normalization techniques, regularizations and
the optimization problems they are designed to solve.

Overall, the scale invariance property and the encoders’ well-
behaved scale distribution enable the zero-shot translation
between arbitrary latent spaces via our IRP method.

5. Relative space as a bridge
In this section, we combine the inter-space translation capa-
bilities (Section 4) of our method and the scale-invariance
of neural classifiers (Sections 3.4 and 4) to obtain zero-shot
stitching of independently pre-trained models and classifi-
cation heads. It should be noted that this method is distinct
from previous approaches that rely on relative representa-
tions, as our method does not assume that the decoders
have been independently trained on relative representations.
Additionally, since the relative space itself is the bridge be-
tween absolute ones, the transformation is still independent
and not conditioned on the target space as in (Maiorca et al.,
2024). In fact, each absolute space gets independently en-
coded to the relative one, and each absolute space can be
independently decoded just by selecting appropriate anchors.
This makes our approach more versatile and applicable to a
wider range of scenarios, especially when the target space
is unknown beforehand.

Experimental setting We consider a variety of Computer
Vision (MNIST (Lecun et al., 1998), Fashion MNIST
(Xiao et al., 2017), CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100 (Krizhevsky,
2009)) and Natural Language Processing (TREC (Hovy
et al., 2001) and N24News (Wang et al., 2022)) datasets.
For the text domain, we consider 4 different language mod-
els as encoders, and for the image domain, 5 encoders, all
pre-trained and frozen. For each dataset and encoder, we
train a classification head on top of their specific encod-
ings. We then measure the mean performance over all the
combinations of (encoder, classification head) for each test
set in different settings: i) zero-shot, this is the result of
the application of our inter-space translation, for which we

also report ω and δ; ii) absolute, this is the result of using
the encodings without any transformation, we consider this
as a probe for any pre-existing compatibility of encodings;
iii) non-stitch, the performance of the classification head
applied to the original space it was trained on. We consider
this as an upper bound.

Lastly, we select one dataset, TREC, to zoom into the sen-
sibility to our hyperparameters ω and δ, considering their
impact over: i) the reconstruction similarity; ii) the accuracy
on the downstream task; iii) the mean condition number
across the subspaces; iv) the mean number of anchors after
pruning across subspaces.

Result analysis The complete stitching results are in Ta-
ble 2. As expected, the absolute encodings achieve a score
comparable to random guessing while also considering
fewer encoder combinations out of the possible total due to
the dimensionality discrepancy between some of them.
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Figure 6. On the top row, the reconstruction similarity (left) and
accuracy (right) sensitivity analysis on the number of subspaces
(ω) and pruning threshold (δ) on the TREC dataset. On the bottom
row, the corresponding condition number (left) and the number of
anchors after pruning (right) averaged across subspaces. We report
the average metrics from stitching between all possible pairs of
language encoders across 3 seeds.

Additionally, as expected, Figure 6 shows a high correlation
between the reconstruction similarity and the classification
accuracy: their Pearson correlation is 0.7. Interestingly,
performance-wise, having a stable inverse (i.e., a low condi-
tion number) is more important than many anchors, which
intuitively should better represent the data. Indeed, the best
performance is obtained with few anchors and a low con-
dition number. Moreover, our anchor pruning technique
successfully stabilizes the inverse, as demonstrated by the
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Table 2. Zero-shot stitching for classification. Comparison between stitching and non-stitching accuracies. Stitching includes our
translation method (zero-shot) with its hyperparameters and the stitching of absolute spaces. The achievable rows show the number of
possible combinations the stitching methods can tackle among the available ones. Our method works between encoders of arbitrary
embedding dimensionality thus it can always stitch together all the available pairs. The results are averaged over 5 different random seeds.
The (non-stitch) column reports the performance of models trained end-to-end for reference.

Accuracy

ω δ zero-shot absolute non-stitch available

V
is

io
n

MNIST 8 0.65 0.88± 0.03 0.10± 0.03 0.97± 0.01 20
Fashion MNIST 8 0.65 0.82± 0.03 0.10± 0.02 0.91± 0.01 20
CIFAR-10 8 0.75 0.92± 0.05 0.11± 0.04 0.95± 0.03 20
CIFAR-100 (coarse) 8 0.70 0.72± 0.10 0.05± 0.01 0.88± 0.05 20
CIFAR-100 (fine) 8 0.75 0.62± 0.09 0.01± 0.00 0.82± 0.07 20

achievable 20 6

N
L

P TREC 8 0.70 0.73± 0.09 0.22± 0.06 0.87± 0.04 20
N24News 8 0.65 0.55± 0.10 0.05± 0.01 0.70± 0.07 20

achievable 20 20

high Pearson correlation between the condition number and
the number of anchors (0.93).

This result shows the effectiveness and stability of our inver-
sion method in zero-shot classification scenarios, as well as
its ability to maximize the information extracted from the
starting anchor set.

5.1. Cross-domain stitching

As a last experiment, we test the capabilities of our inver-
sion method to translate representations between distinct
domains in a zero-shot fashion.

Experimental setting We select N24News as in
(Maiorca et al., 2024), since it is a multimodal news classifi-
cation dataset that contains both text and associated pictures.
We use different pre-trained uni-modal encoders to apply
the standard encoding procedure to these two features sepa-
rately. Then, we train a classification head on top of each
one. Lastly, we stitch each encoder with a classification
head different from its corresponding one, measuring its
classification accuracy.

Result analysis The results are in Section 5.1. The dis-
crepancy in the mean accuracy represented by the marginal
bar plots is a signal that can be used to identify spaces more
suited to be decoded into and the ones that are stronger
in encoding from. In fact, the language models as source
space for the translation exhibit stronger performance than
the vision encoders, as observed by (Maiorca et al., 2024).
We relate this behavior to the higher generality of the text
domain data used during pre-training with respect to the
image domain one (Zhai et al., 2022).

Overall, these results show that our method can effectively
zero-shot translate across different domains.

6. Conclusion
In this work, we have proposed a new method for perform-
ing zero-shot latent space translation. At the heart of our
proposed method is the synergy between three key elements:
the formalization of an inverse transformation from the rela-
tive space to an absolute one, the scale-invariant properties
of deep neural networks, and the Gaussian distribution of
the embedding scales. Together, these elements form the
foundation of our approach and enable the zero-shot trans-
lation between different spaces in the latent space of deep
neural networks. This inverse transformation opens up many
applications, and we chose to focus on the stitching of ar-
bitrarily trained models on semantically similar data for
classification purposes. To this end, we show how it can be
used to zero-shot re-use neural network modules in different
pipelines, even when they have been trained independently.

Our results not only address the zero-shot stitching problem
for classification but also showcase the potential of this
method for a wide range of applications in the deep learning
field. We believe this work has the potential to become
a step forward in the ability to re-use pre-trained models
and is a strong contribution to the research area of model
compositionality.

Future works and limitations As with any new approach,
there are limitations that warrant further exploration of our
proposed method. For example, the optimal number of an-
chor points required for different tasks and datasets to boost
performances, investigating the factors that could be linked
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Figure 7. Performance comparison between different encoders and data modalities on the N24News multimodal dataset. On the right the
performance of models trained end-to-end on a single data modality. On the left the stitching performance between pairs of encoders and
decoder. The stitching achieves satisfactory results even when translating across modalities. Results obtained with 1000 anchors, ω = 16
and δ = 0.8.

to latent space compatibility (e.g., their intrinsic dimension),
trade-offs between the granularity of the anchor set and its
condition number, alternative methods for computing rela-
tive representations when parallel anchors are not available.

These are exciting research directions that we believe hold
great potential for advancing the field and improving the
effectiveness and robustness of our proposed method.
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