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Learning Multi-view Anomaly Detection
Haoyang He, Jiangning Zhang, Guanzhong Tian, Chengjie Wang, Lei Xie

Abstract—This study explores the recently proposed challeng-
ing multi-view Anomaly Detection (AD) task. Single-view tasks
would encounter blind spots from other perspectives, resulting in
inaccuracies in sample-level prediction. Therefore, we introduce
the Multi-View Anomaly Detection (MVAD) framework, which
learns and integrates features from multi-views. Specifically, we
proposed a Multi-View Adaptive Selection (MVAS) algorithm
for feature learning and fusion across multiple views. The
feature maps are divided into neighbourhood attention windows
to calculate a semantic correlation matrix between single-view
windows and all other views, which is a conducted attention
mechanism for each single-view window and the top-K most
correlated multi-view windows. Adjusting the window sizes and
top-K can minimise the computational complexity to linear.
Extensive experiments on the Real-IAD dataset for cross-setting
(multi/single-class) validate the effectiveness of our approach,
achieving state-of-the-art performance among sample 4.1%↑/
image 5.6%↑/pixel 6.7%↑ levels with a total of ten metrics with
only 18M parameters and fewer GPU memory and training time.

Index Terms—Multi-view Learning, Anomaly Detection, At-
tention Mechanism.

I. INTRODUCTION

ANOMALY detection (AD) is a critical application within
computer vision, focusing on identifying anomalies to

ensure quality and mitigate potential risks [1]. This task is
widely applicable in industrial [2], [3], medical [4], and video
surveillance [5]–[10] anomaly detection. Diverse anomaly de-
tection datasets have been curated to cater to various scenarios,
encompassing 2D [11], [12], 2D with depth maps [13], and
3D datasets [14]. Recently, the Real-IAD [15] dataset was
introduced for multi-view anomaly detection. In contrast to
traditional single-view 2D images or 3D point cloud data, the
multi-view images in this dataset offer multiple perspectives
of each object, where anomalies may manifest in one view
while appearing normal in others due to interrelations among
different views. This work addresses the intricate task of multi-
view anomaly detection.

In traditional single-view tasks, as depicted in Fig. 1-(a),
the current single-view is isolated from other views, leading
to predictions of normal in the current view despite the actual
anomaly present in the sample. Therefore, the concept of
multi-view anomaly detection is proposed, as illustrated in
Fig. 1-(b) with a detailed definition in Sec. III-A. Anomaly
scores are computed for each view, and the maximum score
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across all views is selected as the final anomaly score for
this sample. Real-IAD [15] endeavours to employ existing AD
methods to address the task of multi-view anomaly detection.
Although [15] constructs a multi-view anomaly detection
dataset, it only conducts experiments with existing methods
in the multi-view setting of the dataset, without proposing al-
gorithm designs specifically for multi-view anomaly detection
tasks. Current 2D AD methods can be broadly classified into
three categories. 1) Data augmentation-based methods [16]–
[19] enhance anomaly localization performance by introducing
synthetic anomaly data during training. 2) Reconstruction-
based methods, utilizing an encoder-decoder structure, learn
the distribution of normal samples during training, and re-
construct abnormal regions to normal regions during test-
ing,e.g., GANs [20]–[22] and Diffusion models [23], [24] 3)
Embedding-based methods [25]–[27] map features of normal
samples to compact feature space and compare them at the
feature level. Prior research [28] has investigated four bench-
mark frameworks encompassing fusion, alignment, tailored,
and self-supervision methodologies. Nevertheless, no indi-
vidual approach has consistently exhibited effectiveness and
efficiency across diverse datasets. While, multi-view learning
methods are commonly categorized into two groups: CNN-
based fusion techniques [29]–[34] and attention-based fusion
approaches [35]–[39]. However, existing AD methods fail to
integrate information across multiple views and cannot address
the issue of aligning positions across different perspectives.
Furthermore, the majority of existing multi-view fusion meth-
ods are only suitable for integrating two perspectives, which
presents significant limitations.

To address this limitation and learn the correlations between
different views as well as feature fusion across views, we
propose the Multi-View Adaptive Selection (MVAS) attention
mechanism, as shown in Fig. 1-(c). The proposed MVAS
divides the input image features into neighbourhood attention
windows. Then, the multi-view windows adaptive selection
algorithm is implemented to compute the semantic correlation
matrix between each single-view window and the concate-
nated multi-view windows. Multi-view neighbourhood win-
dows with darker colours indicate more substantial semantic
relevance to the corresponding single-view window. The top-
K number of window indexes is obtained with the correlation
matrix, which equals four windows, as shown in this figure.
The top-K most correlated multi-view windows are selected
as keys and values, enabling neighbourhood correlative cross-
attention between the single-view window query and the
corresponding keys and values. By focusing only on the most
correlated windows for attention mechanisms, the computa-
tional complexity is significantly reduced, which is a minimum
linear complexity, by altering the window size and number of
top-K. Based on the MVAS algorithm, we propose a multi-
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Fig. 1. a) Single-view of a sample input. b) Multi-view of a sample input. c) The proposed MVAS for multi-view learning and fusing.

view anomaly detection (MVAD) framework, as illustrated
in Fig. 2. This framework comprises a pre-trained encoder
for extracting features at different scales. Subsequently, three
MVAS blocks of varying scales act on these encoder features
to facilitate multi-view feature fusion, resulting in enhanced
features for each view. The strengthened multi-view features
then pass through an FPN-like framework, where information
of different scales is fused through convolutional downsam-
pling. The fused features are learned and restored by a decoder
with a structure and dimensions number equivalent to the
encoder. Finally, the features corresponding to different scales
from the encoder and decoder are used to calculate MSE
losses, which are summed to form the ultimate training loss.
Our contributions are summarized as follows:

• We propose a novel framework MVAD for multi-view
anomaly detection, which firstly tackles multi-view learn-
ing in anomaly detection.

• We introduce the MVAS algorithm, which adaptively se-
lects the most semantic correlated neighbouring windows
in multi-view for each window in a single-view through
attention operations, enhancing detection performance
with minimum linear computational complexity.

• We conducted experiments on the multi-view Real-IAD
dataset in multi-class, single-class and cross settings.
Abundant experiments demonstrate the superiority of
MVAD over SoTA methods on a total of 10 metrics at
the sample 4.1%↑/image 5.6%↑/pixel 6.7%↑ levels for
cross-setting.

II. RELATED WORK

A. Anomaly Detection

Recently, AD has included the following mainstream set-
tings: zero-/few-shot [27], [40]–[42], noisy learning [43], [44],
and multi-class AD [24], [45]–[48]. The unsupervised anomaly
detection method mainly includes three methodologies:

1) Data augmentation-based methods have shown the po-
tential to enhance the precision of anomaly localization by
incorporating synthetic anomalies during the training phase.
DRAEM [17] generates anomaly samples by utilizing Per-
lin noise. DeSTSeg [18] adopts a comparable approach to
DRAEM for synthesizing anomaly samples but introduces a
multi-level fusion of student-teacher networks to reinforce the
constraints on anomaly data. Additionally, SimpleNet [19]
generates anomaly features by introducing basic Gaussian
noise to normal samples. Despite these advancements, the
inability to anticipate and replicate all potential anomaly
types and categories prevalent in real-world scenarios limits
comprehensive anomaly synthesis.

2) Reconstruction-based methods learn the distribution of
all normal samples during training and reconstruct anomaly
regions as normal during testing. OCR-GAN [20] decou-
ples image features into various frequencies and employs a
GAN network as a reconstruction model. The remarkable
generative capacities demonstrated by recent diffusion models
have prompted certain researchers to engage these models
in anomaly detection tasks. DiffAD [23] employs synthetic
anomalies with the diffusion model as a reconstruction model
alongside an additional Discriminative model. DiAD [24]
introduces a semantically guided network to ensure seman-
tic consistency between the reconstructed and input images.
Nonetheless, reconstruction-based techniques encounter chal-
lenges in effectively reconstructing extensive anomaly areas
and demonstrating precision in anomaly localization.

3) Embedding-based methods can be further classified
into three categories: memory bank [27], [49], knowledge
distillation [25], [26], and normalizing flow [50]. Patch-
Core [27] constructs a memory bank by approximating a
set of features that describe normal sample characteristics
through the collection of a coreset. During testing, anomaly
scores are calculated using the nearest neighbour method.
RD4AD [25] proposes a teacher-student model of reverse
knowledge distillation paradigm, effectively addressing the
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issue of non-distinguishing filters in traditional knowledge
distillation frameworks.

B. Multi-view Learning

Multi-view feature fusion techniques are currently being
applied in diverse scenarios. MVCNN [29] introduces a novel
CNN framework for efficiently compressing multi-view in-
formation. MV3D [30] integrates region-wise features from
each view through deep fusion. ZoomNet [31] combines
features from different scale views and integrates them through
a sequence of convolution operations. CAVER [35] merges
RGB and depth view features using cross-attention. MV-
DREAM [36] proposes 3D Self-Attention for fusing multi-
view feature information. AIDE [37] introduces two multi-
feature fusion methods: cross-attention and adaptive fusion
modules. PPT [38] first extracts feature tokens from each view,
concatenates them, and then utilises Self-Attention for feature
fusion. MVSalNet [32] employs element-wise multiplication
and addition to merge multi-view features. MVSTER [39]
suggests Epipolar Transformer guided aggregation to ef-
fectively capture 2D semantic and 3D spatial correlations.
FLEX [33] integrates multi-view convolution layers to cap-
ture features from multiple perspectives. PatchmatchNet [34]
utilizes Group-wise Correlation to compute matching costs
between each view and other views.

Although many excellent anomaly detection algorithms and
multi-view fusion methods are available now, an effective
multi-view feature fusion algorithm needs to be designed
explicitly for AD tasks. Therefore, we propose a novel
framework MVAD for multi-view anomaly detection tasks,
significantly improving both effectiveness and efficiency.

III. METHOD

A. Preliminaries

Task Definition of multi-view AD. Compared to the tradi-
tional anomaly detection input of n ∈ N batch-size images, the
input for multi-view tasks is based on the number of samples.
Each input consists of p ∈ N samples, where each sample
contains v ∈ N images from different views. Therefore, the
actual input batch size is p × v ∈ N. During training, the
features of each view Xs ∈ Rp×c×h×w need to be fused
with the features of the other views Xm ∈ Rp×(v−1)c×h×w to
obtain the enhanced features Y o

s ∈ Rp×c×h×w of the current
view. During testing, the anomaly map Spx ∈ Rpv×H×W

obtained serves as pixel-level anomaly scores. Taking the
maximum value of the entire anomaly map as the image-level
anomaly score Sim ∈ Rpv . Finally, the maximum image-level
anomaly score Sim of the five views in each sample is taken
as the Ssa ∈ Rp sample-level anomaly score. For sample-
level GroundTruth Gsa ∈ Rp, if any view within a sample
contains an anomaly, then the sample is considered anomalous.
Conversely, the sample is considered normal if no abnormal
regions occur in any view of it.
Attention. For input queries Q ∈ RNq×C , key K ∈ RNk×C ,
and value V ∈ RNv×C , the weights between the queries

and keys are calculated by scaled dot-product attention. The
weighted sum of the value is calculated by:

Attention(Q,K,V) = softmax

(
QKT

√
dk

)
V, (1)

where
√
dk is used to avoid too large of the result of softmax

and gradient vanishing. Cross-attention involves queries from
one input sequence and keys and values from another, making
it conducive to multi-view feature integration.

B. Multi-View Adaptive Selection

To facilitate multi-view anomaly detection and fusion while
minimizing computational complexity and memory usage, we
propose a Multi-View Adaptive Selection (MVAS) attention
mechanism. Detailed explanations will be provided in the
following sections, and the entire algorithm is presented in
the form of PyTorch-like pseudo-code in Algorithm 1.
Neighborhood Attention Window. Given an input multi-
view feature map Xi ∈ Rv×h×w×c, where v denotes the
number of views, the feature map is initially partitioned into
neighbourhood attention windows of size a× a referred to as
Xa ∈ Rv×a2×hw

a2 ×c, each window encompassing hw
a2 feature

vectors. A linear mapping is applied to feature map Xs ∈
Ra2×hw

a2 ×c from a specific view to generate Query, while linear
mappings are conducted on features Xm ∈ R(v−1)×a2×hw

a2 ×c

from other views to produce Key and Value.

Qs = XsW
q, Km = XmWk, Vm = XmWv, (2)

where Wq,Wk,Wv ∈ Rc×c are linear mapping weights.
Multi-View Windows Adaptive Selection. Subsequently, the
objective is to identify the most correlated windows be-
tween the current view feature window and the multi-view
feature windows to obtain a correlation matrix. Specifically,
based on Xs ∈ Ra2×hw

a2 ×c, the partitioned window features
for a single view As ∈ Ra2×c are further derived, along
with multi-view window features Am ∈ R(v−1)a2×c from
Xm ∈ R(v−1)×a2×hw

a2 ×c. Then, the correlation matrix Ac ∈
Ra2×(v−1)a2

can be computed using the following formula:

Ac = As(Am)K (3)

The correlation matrix Ac unveils the semantic correlation
between single-view window features and multi-view window
features. Once the correlation matrix is obtained, the aim is to
calculate the top-K windows in which each window feature of
the single view has the closest semantic correlation with the
features of the multi-view windows. The ultimate objective
is to derive the index matrix IKm ∈ Ra2×k of the highest
correlation of the multi-view windows:

IKm = TopK Index(Ac). (4)

The features of each window in the current view are adaptively
computed for semantic similarity with all windows from other
views, selecting the top-K most correlative windows to be the
focus of subsequent attention computation.
Neighbourhood Correlative Cross-Attention. To compute
the cross attention of the feature map of a single view
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Fig. 2. Framework of proposed MVAD that consists of a pre-trained teacher encoder E to extract features at different scales, three different dimensional
MVAS Blocks to enhance the single-view features from multi-view, an FPN-like structure to aggregate features from different scales, and a student decoder D
with the same structure with the encoder. The sum of MSE losses of features extracted from different stages of the encoder fj

E and decoder fj
D is used as

the training loss.

toward the most correlated top-K windows of feature maps
from other views, it is necessary to obtain the top-K most
correlated neighbourhood windows Key and Value KK

m,VK
m ∈

Ra2× khw
a2 ×c by applying the most correlative index matrix IKm

to the multi-view feature tensors Km and Vm. The cross-
attention is applied to the input Query to get the enhanced
multi-view feature fusion output Xo

s:

Xo
s = Attention(Qs,K

K
m,VK

m). (5)

Finally, the enhanced single view feature Xo
s should be

transformed to the original input shape to get the un-patched
output single view feature Yo

s ∈ Rh×w×c. Iterate v times,
where v represents the number of views in multi-view sce-
narios, and concatenate the results to obtain the final output
Yo ∈ Rv×h×w×c.

C. Computation Complexity Analysis of MVAS

The complexity Ω of cross-attention for single-view as the
query Q ∈ R(hw)×c input and multi-view as the key/value
K,V ∈ R(vhw)×c input is as follows:

Ω(Cross-Attention) = 2v(hw)2c+ v(hw)2

= (2c+ 1)v(hw)2 ≈ O((hw)2),
(6)

where v is the number of other multi-views except the single-
view and c is the dimension of the features. Cross-attention has
a high computational complexity of O((hw)2) and occupies a
vast number of GPU memory. Therefore, MVAS is proposed
with less computational complexity, which consists of two

parts: the multi-view windows adaptive selection and neigh-

Algorithm 1 Pseudo-code of MVAS
Input:
Xi ∈ Rv×h×w×c is the multi-view input features
a ∈ N is the size of the neighbourhood attention window
k ∈ N is the number of multi-view windows that need to
be attended

Output:
Yo ∈ Rv×h×w×c is the enhanced multi-view output features

1: Yo = []
2: for j in range(Xi.size(0)) do
3: Xs = patch(Xi[j],patchsize = h//a)
4: Xm = cat(Xi[: j], Xi[j + 1 :],dim = 0)
5: Xm = patch(Xm),patchsize = h//a)
6: bs = Xm. shape[0]×Xm. shape[1]
7: Xm = Xm. view(bs,Xm. shape[2 :])
8: Qs = linearq(Xs)
9: Km, Vm = linearkv(Xm). chunk(2,dim = -1)

10: As, Am = Qs.mean(dim = 1),Km.mean(dim = 1)
11: Ac = As · (Am. transpose(-1, -2))
12: IKm = TopK Index(Ac, k)
13: KK

m , V K
m = gather(Km, IKm ), gather(Vm, IKm )

14: Y o
s = Attention(Qs,K

K
m , V K

m )
15: Yo. append(unpatch(Y

o
s , a).unsqueeze(dim = 0))

16: end for
17: Yo = cat(Yo,dim = 0)
18: return Yo
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TABLE I
CROSS-SETTING RESULT FOR THE AVERAGE OF SINGLE-/MULTI-CLASS

RESULTS FOR THE MEAN OF ALL SAMPLE/IMAGE/PIXEL METRICS.

Method UniAD [45] SimpleNet [19] MVAD

Average Metrics 88.8/78.4/57.6 84.2/71.5/44.2 92.9/84.0/64.3

borhood correlative cross-attention. The total computational
complexity is:

Ω(MVAS) = 2v(a2)2c+ v(a2)2c+ 2
hw

a2
khw

a2
c

= 2c(va4 +
k(hw)2

a4
) ≥ 4c(va4 · k(hw)

2

a4
)

1
2

= 4c(vk)
1
2 (hw) ≈ O((hw)),

(7)

where a is the neighbourhood attention window size and k is
the number of the most correlated neighbourhood windows.
The inequality between arithmetic and geometric means is
applied here. The equality in Eq. 7 holds if and only if:

va4 =
k(hw)2

a4
⇒ a = (

k

v
)

1
8 (hw)

1
4 . (8)

Therefore, MVAS could achieve approximately linear compu-
tational complexity O((hw)) by changing the neighbourhood
attention window size.

D. Overall Architecture of MVAD

We propose a multi-view anomaly detection (MVAD)
framework comprising a teacher-student model with a re-
verse knowledge distillation structure [25] and an intermediate
multi-view fusion module at three different scales as shown
in Fig. 2. The intermediate layer performs multi-view feature
fusion on features extracted from the pre-trained teacher model
at different scales. Specifically, for each j-th scale, there are

TABLE II
EFFICIENCY COMPARISON OF DIFFERENT SOTA METHODS.

Method FLOPs Parameters Train Memory Train Time

RD 142.0G 80.6M 6,924M 10h
UniAD 16.8G 24.5M 7,653M 12h

DeSTSeg 153.0G 35.2M 10,176M 14h
SimpleNet 88.6G 72.8M 8,846M 39h

MVAD 49.1G 18.7M 7,354M 8h

several corresponding MVASj blocks with the same number
of dimensions. Each single-view feature, after incorporating
positional encoding P, is fed into the MVAS block, which is
defined as:

Xj
o = LNj

(
MVASj

(
Xj

i + P
))

+Xj
i ,

Xj
o = LNj

(
MLPj

(
Xj

o

))
+Xj

o ,
(9)

where Xj
o is the enhanced multi-view features for j-th scale.

Then, the enhanced features at each scale are integrated using
an FPN-like structure and fed into the decoder model. Finally,
the loss function is computed by summing the MSE loss at
each scale of the encoder f j

E and decoder f j
D:

L =
∑
j∈J

{ 1

H ×W
∥f j

E − f j
D∥

2
2}, (10)

where J is the number of feature stages used in experiments.
During the testing phase, we utilize cosine similarity to

calculate pixel-level anomaly scores for the encoders and
decoders across three different stages. The maximum value
of the anomaly map was directly taken as the image-level
anomaly score. The maximum anomaly score among images
of the same sample from different views is taken as the sample-
level anomaly score.

UniAD

GT

Image

Ours

SimpleNet

]

Fig. 3. Qualitative visualized results for pixel-level anomaly segmentation on two complex examples audiojack (Left) and PCB (Right).
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TABLE III
IMAGE-LEVEL MULTI-CLASS AND SINGLE-CLASS RESULTS FOR MULTI-VIEW AD.

Image-level multi-class AUROC/AP/F1-max Image-level single-class AUROC/AP/F1-max

Method → UniAD [45] SimpleNet [19] MVAD UniAD [45] SimpleNet [19] MVAD

Category ↓ NeurIPS’22 CVPR’23 (Ours) NeurIPS’22 CVPR’23 (Ours)

audiojack 81.4/76.6/64.9 58.4/44.2/50.9 80.3/72.8/62.8 78.7/60.8/64.0 88.4/84.4/74.7 86.9/82.5/70.6
bottle cap 92.5/91.7/81.7 54.1/47.6/60.3 92.4/90.9/81.5 85.6/82.6/74.9 91.1/88.6/83.0 95.6/95.4/87.0

button battery 75.9/81.6/76.3 52.5/60.5/72.4 76.6/83.2/75.6 65.9/71.9/74.6 88.4/89.9/83.5 90.8/92.1/86.8
end cap 80.9/86.1/78.0 51.6/60.8/72.9 79.4/84.6/77.4 80.6/84.4/78.3 83.7/88.4/79.5 85.8/88.8/81.8
eraser 90.3/89.2/80.2 46.4/39.1/55.8 88.6/87.2/77.8 87.9/82.4/75.5 91.6/90.1/80.1 91.2/89.2/79.7

fire hood 80.6/74.8/66.4 58.1/41.9/54.4 78.6/71.8/64.1 79.0/72.3/65.0 81.7/74.1/67.4 84.6/77.2/69.8
mint 67.0/66.6/64.6 52.4/50.3/63.7 68.9/70.2/64.5 64.5/63.8/63.9 77.0/78.5/68.5 79.5/80.7/70.8

mounts 87.6/77.3/77.2 58.7/48.1/52.4 89.5/81.5/76.5 84.1/71.2/71.0 88.2/79.1/76.3 87.9/75.6/77.3
pcb 81.0/88.2/79.1 54.5/66.0/75.5 87.7/92.5/83.1 84.0/89.2/81.9 89.3/93.5/84.4 91.3/94.6/86.2

phone battery 83.6/80.0/71.6 51.6/43.8/58.0 90.6/89.1/81.5 83.7/75.9/73.5 86.8/81.9/76.0 92.5/90.7/82.2
plastic nut 80.0/69.2/63.7 59.2/40.3/51.8 84.9/77.2/69.5 78.7/64.7/62.0 89.8/83.1/76.2 91.3/85.7/77.5

plastic plug 81.4/75.9/67.6 48.2/38.4/54.6 85.2/80.1/71.6 70.7/59.9/61.1 87.5/83.7/74.0 89.7/87.2/76.0
porcelain doll 85.1/75.2/69.3 66.3/54.5/52.1 89.2/83.4/76.4 68.3/53.9/53.6 85.4/76.8/68.9 87.8/81.5/72.9

regulator 56.9/41.5/44.5 50.5/29.0/43.9 66.6/55.4/47.2 46.8/26.4/43.9 81.7/68.3/63.4 85.2/75.4/66.1
rolled strip base 98.7/99.3/96.5 59.0/75.7/79.8 96.9/98.2/94.0 97.3/98.6/94.4 99.5/99.7/97.5 99.4/99.7/97.6

sim card set 89.7/90.3/83.2 63.1/69.7/70.8 94.1/94.9/87.6 91.9/90.3/87.7 95.2/94.8/90.9 96.2/96.7/90.2
switch 85.5/88.6/78.4 62.2/66.8/68.6 89.1/91.6/81.8 89.3/91.3/82.1 95.2/96.2/89.4 93.1/94.8/86.0
tape 97.2/96.2/89.4 49.9/41.1/54.5 96.8/96.1/89.8 95.1/93.2/84.2 96.8/95.2/89.1 98.1/97.4/91.8

terminalblock 87.5/89.1/81.0 59.8/64.7/68.8 93.5/94.4/87.3 84.4/85.8/78.4 94.7/95.1/89.4 97.3/97.6/92.2
toothbrush 78.4/80.1/75.6 65.9/70.0/70.1 84.8/86.7/79.7 84.9/85.4/81.3 85.8/87.1/80.5 85.5/84.2/81.6

toy 68.4/75.1/74.8 57.8/64.4/73.4 79.1/84.2/78.0 79.7/82.3/80.6 83.5/87.6/80.9 86.5/90.2/82.6
toy brick 77.0/71.1/66.2 58.3/49.7/58.2 66.4/58.8/60.6 80.0/73.9/68.6 81.8/78.8/70.5 77.9/73.6/67.0
transistor1 93.7/95.9/88.9 62.2/69.2/72.1 94.3/96.0/89.2 95.8/96.6/91.1 97.4/98.1/93.5 97.9/98.4/93.6
u block 88.8/84.2/75.5 62.4/48.4/51.8 89.1/84.0/74.2 85.4/76.7/69.7 90.2/82.8/76.8 93.1/90.2/81.3

usb 78.7/79.4/69.1 57.0/55.3/62.9 90.1/90.5/81.9 84.5/82.9/75.4 90.3/90.0/83.5 92.8/92.1/83.9
usb adaptor 76.8/71.3/64.9 47.5/38.4/56.5 78.1/72.4/66.1 78.3/70.3/67.2 82.3/78.0/67.9 83.8/78.7/70.8

vcpill 87.1/84.0/74.7 59.0/48.7/56.4 83.7/80.9/70.5 83.7/81.9/70.7 90.3/88.8/79.6 90.8/90.1/80.4
wooden beads 78.4/77.2/67.8 55.1/52.0/60.2 84.3/83.1/73.1 82.8/81.5/71.4 86.1/84.7/75.7 89.5/88.9/79.3

woodstick 80.8/72.6/63.6 58.2/35.6/45.2 78.0/65.3/59.8 79.7/70.4/61.8 78.3/70.3/62.3 85.7/77.9/70.0
zipper 98.2/98.9/95.3 77.2/86.7/77.6 98.9/99.4/95.7 97.5/98.4/94.2 98.7/99.2/95.6 99.4/99.6/97.1

Average 83.0/80.9/74.3 57.2/53.4/61.5 85.2/83.2/76.0 81.6/77.3/73.4 88.9/87.4/80.4 90.2/88.2/81.0

IV. EXPERIMENTS

A. Datasets and Implementations Details

Real-IAD Dataset. The Real-IAD [15] dataset is a large-scale
multi-view anomaly detection dataset collected from the real
world. Real-IAD contains a total of 30 different classes of
actual industrial components, each of which has five viewing
angles of images. Among them, there are 99,721 normal
samples and 51,329 anomaly samples, with a total of 150K
images for training and testing. In addition, the dataset is
acquired by a professional camera with an ultra-high resolution
of 2K ∼ 5K. Pixel-level segmentation masks and multi-view
image labels are provided for the evaluation of multi-view
anomaly detection.
Task setting. We conducted experiments on both single-class
and multi-class settings in the Real-IAD dataset. Each category
is associated with a unique model in the single-class setting,
whereas in the multi-class setting, all categories are trained
by a single model. To further assess the robustness of the
methods across different settings, we averaged them to obtain
cross-setting results.

Evaluation Metric. The Area Under the Receiver Operating
Characteristic Curve (AUROC), Average Precision (AP), and
F1-score-max (F1-max) are simultaneously used for the pixel-
level, image-level, and sample-level evaluations. Per-Region-
Overlap (PRO) is used for anomaly localization at the pixel-
level. The Average metrics (cf. Tab. I) demonstrate the average
values of all indicators for samples, images, and pixels in var-
ious settings, including single-class and multi-class scenarios,
showing the robustness of the methods.

Implementation Details. All input images are resized to
256 × 256 without additional data augmentation. For multi-
view tasks, training is conducted using all available view
images v = 5, while the input samples are 4, resulting in
a batch size of 20. A pre-trained ResNet34 model serves
as the teacher feature extractor, with a corresponding reverse
distillation Re-ResNet34 model employed as the student model
for training. AdamW optimizer is utilized with a decay rate
of 1e-4 and an initial learning rate of 0.005. The model is
trained for 100 epochs for both single-class and multi-class
settings on a single NVIDIA RTX3090 24GB. For a balance
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TABLE IV
SAMPLE-LEVEL MULTI-CLASS AND SINGLE-CLASS RESULTS FOR MULTI-VIEW AD.

Sample-level multi-class AUROC/AP/F1-max Sample-level single-class AUROC/AP/F1-max

Method → UniAD [45] SimpleNet [19] MVAD UniAD [45] SimpleNet [19] MVAD

Category ↓ NeurIPS’22 CVPR’23 (Ours) NeurIPS’22 CVPR’23 (Ours)

audiojack 90.3/95.2/88.3 68.3/82.4/82.0 91.2/94.9/90.7 88.4/93.4/88.4 93.0/96.5/91.2 93.1/96.3/91.5
bottle cap 97.2/98.7/93.6 51.2/70.4/80.7 97.8/98.9/95.3 90.8/95.2/89.7 99.3/99.7/98.9 98.9/99.5/96.6

button battery 95.5/95.1/95.0 57.2/75.2/81.3 80.0/90.4/83.4 88.3/91.8/87.1 96.1/96.4/95.0 93.4/96.4/93.1
end cap 87.7/94.2/86.4 55.7/73.7/81.2 86.6/93.0/87.4 85.3/92.0/86.7 95.1/97.7/91.8 91.9/96.1/89.8
eraser 90.1/95.3/87.9 35.8/61.6/80.9 87.2/94.3/85.2 93.2/96.8/90.1 94.3/97.5/90.5 91.8/96.3/88.1

fire hood 85.9/92.9/85.5 54.2/69.4/80.6 81.8/90.7/82.1 89.4/94.1/90.5 93.5/96.5/90.9 90.2/95.1/87.2
mint 66.5/89.7/89.7 53.1/84.7/89.7 68.1/91.0/89.7 61.0/88.0/89.7 86.1/96.7/90.3 85.9/96.5/91.3

mounts 98.3/99.2/95.5 64.1/79.7/80.7 98.8/99.5/96.1 93.4/96.9/89.8 99.5/99.7/98.1 99.6/99.8/98.2
pcb 83.8/91.6/85.2 61.2/77.2/81.1 90.0/95.3/87.8 79.4/86.7/86.9 91.5/95.7/89.1 91.1/95.9/88.4

phone battery 85.4/93.1/85.3 62.4/78.4/81.3 92.7/96.7/90.5 91.5/96.1/89.3 96.3/98.1/95.0 94.2/97.2/91.4
plastic nut 84.7/89.5/87.6 48.2/66.3/80.0 90.8/94.7/89.1 86.4/88.8/91.6 96.1/97.5/94.3 97.2/98.5/95.4

plastic plug 80.2/90.3/82.9 50.2/71.0/80.9 89.1/94.6/87.6 65.6/81.2/82.4 96.0/98.2/93.2 94.4/97.3/92.3
porcelain doll 90.1/91.9/90.4 80.2/89.1/84.2 94.9/97.3/93.6 65.9/78.4/81.9 96.6/98.2/96.2 96.2/98.3/93.9

regulator 65.7/80.6/82.1 49.9/68.1/80.7 73.6/86.8/81.2 52.1/69.8/80.9 96.3/98.5/93.9 87.7/93.5/88.8
rolled strip base 98.6/99.3/97.5 65.5/80.8/80.7 97.7/98.7/95.4 97.8/99.0/95.0 99.8/99.9/99.0 99.6/99.8/98.9

sim card set 87.3/90.8/87.0 77.1/86.7/82.9 96.2/97.9/95.0 93.2/93.6/94.1 99.0/99.5/98.6 98.2/99.1/96.6
switch 91.5/96.2/88.7 66.8/82.0/81.6 94.9/97.6/91.4 92.9/96.4/90.7 98.6/99.4/97.0 96.3/98.4/92.9
tape 98.2/99.0/96.0 54.2/73.9/80.7 98.4/99.3/96.0 94.8/97.4/91.7 99.9/100./99.4 100./100./99.5

terminalblock 95.7/98.2/93.1 75.4/87.8/81.4 96.8/98.7/94.2 82.9/92.2/83.4 98.2/99.3/97.0 98.6/99.4/96.5
toothbrush 89.8/92.9/90.0 71.2/83.7/81.2 87.0/93.1/87.5 94.3/96.6/93.2 96.1/98.1/93.3 95.8/97.0/93.4

toy 75.4/85.7/85.0 59.0/74.3/80.5 86.4/92.3/86.5 86.3/90.9/89.0 93.8/96.9/90.2 93.6/96.8/90.9
toy brick 78.6/84.3/84.2 59.2/73.6/80.6 69.4/81.7/80.8 80.1/85.6/85.1 87.1/92.6/88.1 80.8/89.7/83.5
transistor1 98.4/99.2/95.7 66.8/81.6/80.4 98.8/99.5/96.3 96.1/97.7/94.1 99.8/99.9/98.1 99.8/99.9/98.3
u block 94.8/97.0/91.2 50.5/75.3/80.0 93.0/96.1/90.0 91.2/94.9/90.4 98.7/99.4/96.8 98.4/99.0/96.8

usb 79.7/88.4/82.7 64.1/79.9/81.2 92.1/95.9/89.0 84.0/88.9/86.9 93.9/96.1/92.1 96.3/97.7/94.9
usb adaptor 82.9/90.3/86.3 48.8/70.4/82.5 91.0/95.5/90.4 78.4/87.7/84.4 93.8/97.1/92.6 93.3/96.5/92.2

vcpill 80.7/89.9/83.6 64.5/78.7/81.0 88.2/94.2/85.3 79.8/88.9/83.8 96.8/98.4/93.7 95.9/98.1/91.8
wooden beads 77.3/90.1/86.2 59.5/81.3/83.9 82.2/92.7/86.3 78.5/90.1/86.9 92.1/97.0/91.7 92.7/97.2/90.8

woodstick 84.0/90.7/85.1 58.2/72.7/80.0 76.8/87.5/81.6 81.8/87.3/84.9 80.3/90.5/81.7 85.0/92.5/84.3
zipper 97.8/98.6/96.8 91.9/96.0/88.8 99.9/99.9/98.7 94.6/96.2/93.5 99.8/99.9/98.8 99.6/99.8/98.6

Average 87.1/92.9/88.8 60.8/77.5/81.8 89.0/94.6/89.5 84.6/91.1/88.4 94.6/97.3/93.3 94.3/97.3/92.9

between effectiveness and efficiency, we set a1,2,3 = 8,
k1,2,3 = 16, 32, 64, and N1,2,3 = 1, 2, 4 for the size of the
neighbourhood attention window, the top-K selection, and the
number of MVAS blocks for each stage. The selection of a
and k is further discussed in the ablation study (cf. Sec.IV-C).

B. Comparison with SoTAs on multi-view Real-IAD

Because there is currently no algorithm specifically de-
signed for multi-view AD, we selected the UniAD [45] and
SimpleNet [19] algorithms, which achieve SoTA performance
on both multi-class and single-class tasks, as our comparative
methods. Our method and the SoTA methods both use all view
images for training and testing.
Quantitative Results. Due to space constraints, we present
the quantitative results of UniAD and SimpleNet in the main
text, while the results of other methods will be fully displayed
in the appendix. In Tab. I, we present the results of cross-
setting, averaging all metrics for sample/image/pixel levels,
and further averaging the results obtained from single-class

and multi-class settings. This comprehensive approach inte-
grates all metrics and both settings, emphasizing the model’s
effectiveness and generalization. The table indicates that we
have achieved the State-of-the-Art (SoTA) performance with
sample 4.1%↑/image 5.6%↑/pixel 6.7%↑ in the cross-setting
analysis. In Tab. III, we compare AUROC/ AP/F1-max eval-
uation metrics at the image level, with multi-class on the
left and single-class multi-view anomaly detection on the
right. The results indicate that our method outperforms UniAD
by 2.2%↑/2.3%↑/1.7%↑ in multi-class anomaly detection and
achieves an improvement of 1.3%↑/0.8%↑/0.6%↑ over Sim-
pleNet in the single-class setting. Furthermore, we evaluate
the AUROC/AP/F1-max metrics at the sample level in Tab.
IV. Our method surpasses UniAD by 1.9%↑/1.7%↑/ 0.7%↑
in the multi-class task and is competitive with SimpleNet
in the single-class settings which requires four times the
training time (cf. II). Finally, at the pixel level in Tab. V,
we assess the metrics AUROC/AP/F1-max/PRO, showing that
our method achieves an average improvement of 0.4%↑/
5.9%↑/5.0%↑/2.9%↑ over UniAD in the multi-class settings
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TABLE V
PIXEL-LEVEL MULTI-CLASS AND SINGLE-CLASS RESULTS FOR MULTI-VIEW AD.

Pixel-level multi-class AUROC/AP/F1-max/PRO Pixel-level single-class AUROC/AP/F1-max/PRO

Method → UniAD [45] SimpleNet [19] MVAD UniAD [45] SimpleNet [19] MVAD

Category ↓ NeurIPS’22 CVPR’23 (Ours) NeurIPS’22 CVPR’23 (Ours)

audiojack 97.6/20.0/31.0/83.7 74.4/ 0.9/ 4.8/38.0 97.1/25.9/36.2/81.9 97.2/ 7.8/14.4/83.9 98.2/19.7/28.9/86.9 98.8/36.6/44.4/90.6
bottle cap 99.5/19.4/29.6/96.0 85.3/ 2.3/ 5.7/45.1 99.6/19.5/27.2/96.8 99.2/21.4/30.9/93.8 98.5/14.7/25.7/85.8 99.7/36.2/39.5/97.4

button battery 96.7/28.5/34.4/77.5 75.9/ 3.2/ 6.6/40.5 97.9/44.8/47.8/84.2 93.7/13.6/20.7/70.3 98.0/21.3/37.3/72.5 98.8/46.6/45.7/88.5
end cap 95.8/ 8.8/17.4/85.4 63.1/ 0.5/ 2.8/25.7 96.7/11.9/19.9/89.0 96.7/ 7.6/15.2/88.3 94.2/ 7.2/15.3/80.5 98.1/12.7/21.5/92.6
eraser 99.3/24.4/30.9/94.1 80.6/ 2.7/ 7.1/42.8 99.2/25.3/30.7/93.8 99.0/17.7/24.6/92.5 98.3/16.5/22.0/88.0 99.2/30.7/35.9/92.3

fire hood 98.6/23.4/32.2/85.3 70.5/ 0.3/ 2.2/25.3 98.7/21.3/28.6/84.5 98.5/22.7/31.2/84.6 97.5/10.2/16.7/77.3 99.1/28.5/37.1/90.1
mint 94.4/ 7.7/18.1/62.3 79.9/ 0.9/ 3.6/43.3 95.9/14.4/26.5/71.8 94.3/ 6.1/15.8/59.3 94.1/ 9.9/20.4/59.8 98.5/19.7/27.9/83.1

mounts 99.4/28.0/32.8/95.2 80.5/ 2.2/ 6.8/46.1 99.2/26.3/32.9/91.0 99.4/27.9/35.3/95.4 98.0/13.2/19.7/87.3 99.0/30.2/34.0/90.3
pcb 97.0/18.5/28.1/81.6 78.0/ 1.4/ 4.3/41.3 98.8/34.6/42.1/91.4 96.6/ 4.5/ 9.5/79.6 98.4/27.6/37.0/85.1 99.4/50.4/53.9/94.3

phone battery 85.5/11.2/21.6/88.5 43.4/ 0.1/ 0.9/11.8 80.8/22.0/31.4/93.9 97.9/ 8.0/14.1/87.5 96.5/40.3/41.9/70.6 99.2/38.6/46.1/93.7
plastic nut 98.4/20.6/27.1/88.9 77.4/ 0.6/ 3.6/41.5 99.2/24.6/29.9/94.5 98.6/16.4/23.9/90.1 98.1/15.3/22.7/87.4 99.6/32.5/35.1/96.8

plastic plug 98.6/17.4/26.1/90.3 78.6/ 0.7/ 1.9/38.8 99.1/21.3/28.3/93.5 97.9/10.3/18.2/85.9 96.1/11.1/17.8/79.4 99.0/24.4/29.8/92.0
porcelain doll 98.7/14.1/24.5/93.2 81.8/ 2.0/ 6.4/47.0 99.2/27.9/34.3/95.7 97.3/ 4.4/11.3/87.0 96.6/10.3/19.4/81.1 99.1/25.3/32.5/94.0

regulator 95.5/ 9.1/17.4/76.1 76.6/ 0.1/ 0.6/38.1 97.1/10.2/23.5/85.3 93.7/ 0.8/ 3.4/71.1 97.0/ 9.6/16.6/80.5 99.1/26.1/32.5/93.9
rolled strip base 99.6/20.7/32.2/97.8 80.5/ 1.7/ 5.1/52.1 99.5/20.4/29.4/97.8 98.9/10.8/17.4/95.2 98.8/10.4/17.5/94.5 99.7/37.5/43.7/98.8

sim card set 97.9/31.6/39.8/85.0 71.0/ 6.8/14.3/30.8 98.9/45.5/46.1/89.8 96.7/13.0/20.9/79.4 97.3/14.7/25.0/75.5 98.5/51.8/50.6/87.0
switch 98.1/33.8/40.6/90.7 71.7/ 3.7/ 9.3/44.2 98.7/34.5/41.9/93.2 99.4/55.3/58.8/92.6 99.1/53.2/49.2/92.5 99.5/57.0/59.0/95.5
tape 99.7/29.2/36.9/97.5 77.5/ 1.2/ 3.9/41.4 99.7/35.2/41.8/98.1 99.5/27.8/36.3/96.6 99.2/18.0/26.9/93.4 99.7/36.4/42.8/98.4

terminalblock 99.2/23.1/30.5/94.4 87.0/ 0.8/ 3.6/54.8 99.6/29.7/35.5/97.1 98.9/13.9/25.6/92.1 99.3/16.3/23.5/94.2 99.8/35.1/39.3/98.4
toothbrush 95.7/16.4/25.3/84.3 84.7/ 7.2/14.8/52.6 97.1/27.3/35.1/89.6 96.8/20.8/30.4/87.5 94.3/20.0/29.4/75.9 97.3/24.0/32.8/89.8

toy 93.4/ 4.6/12.4/70.5 67.7/ 0.1/ 0.4/25.0 95.9/12.5/21.8/83.7 96.4/ 7.0/13.4/77.2 91.9/ 7.9/17.5/71.2 97.3/17.0/25.8/89.4
toy brick 97.4/17.1/27.6/81.3 86.5/ 5.2/11.1/56.3 96.0/13.4/21.4/71.7 97.9/17.4/28.2/85.4 94.3/13.5/22.6/69.9 97.6/23.6/30.9/83.8
transistor1 98.9/25.6/33.2/94.3 71.7/ 5.1/11.3/35.3 99.3/37.6/39.6/96.0 98.8/26.2/33.2/93.2 99.1/28.6/31.6/94.3 99.5/41.1/41.7/97.2
u block 99.3/22.3/29.6/94.3 76.2/ 4.8/12.2/34.0 99.5/28.3/37.2/96.5 99.0/19.5/26.2/91.5 98.6/15.8/20.7/90.7 99.6/32.6/40.9/95.7

usb 97.9/20.6/31.7/85.3 81.1/ 1.5/ 4.9/52.4 99.2/33.6/39.9/94.4 98.5/19.5/29.1/88.1 98.9/19.7/29.7/91.4 99.6/41.1/46.8/97.1
usb adaptor 96.6/10.5/19.0/78.4 67.9/ 0.2/ 1.3/28.9 97.1/14.4/22.3/80.9 97.0/ 5.8/12.1/81.9 95.7/ 9.5/18.0/74.8 97.3/19.2/26.5/81.6

vcpill 99.1/40.7/43.0/91.3 68.2/ 1.1/ 3.3/22.0 98.6/40.9/47.4/88.0 99.1/49.1/51.2/91.0 98.6/37.5/43.7/84.7 99.0/51.2/54.5/89.8
wooden beads 97.6/16.5/23.6/84.6 68.1/ 2.4/ 6.0/28.3 98.1/26.5/35.1/86.8 97.5/21.2/28.9/83.9 96.7/14.7/19.7/78.7 98.6/32.2/38.9/89.9

woodstick 94.0/36.2/44.3/77.2 76.1/ 1.4/ 6.0/32.0 97.4/35.0/40.7/81.5 96.6/39.5/45.6/81.3 93.5/30.7/37.7/72.1 98.5/42.8/48.5/89.5
zipper 98.4/32.5/36.1/95.1 89.9/23.3/31.2/55.5 99.1/45.4/51.3/96.6 97.5/21.0/26.1/92.0 98.6/38.6/45.2/90.9 99.2/56.1/59.8/97.2

Average 97.3/21.1/29.2/86.7 75.7/ 2.8/ 6.5/39.0 97.7/27.0/34.2/89.6 97.6/17.9/25.1/85.9 96.8/20.8/28.2/83.3 98.9/34.6/39.9/92.3

TABLE VI
ABLATION STUDIES ON THE WINDOW SIZE a AND TOP K IN MVAS.

Index a1−3 K1−3 Sample/Image/Pixel FLOPs Train Time Train Memory

① 16,8,4 256,64,16 88.7/85.0/89.6 58.5G 17h 11,528M
② 16,8,4 256,256,64 89.0/85.1/89.2 68.5G 25h 16,998M
③ 16,8,4+ 256,64,16 88.1/84.0/88.3 59.1G 28h 18,802M
④ 8,4,2 64,16,4 89.0/84.9/89.4 58.4G 12h 11,016M
⑤ 8,4,2 64,64,16 88.8/85.1/89.4 68.4G 15h 13,478M
⑥ 8,4,2+ 64,16,4 87.8/84.1/88.5 59.0G 23h 13,628M
⑦ 8,8,8 16,32,64 89.1/85.2/89.6 49.1G 8h 7,354M

and 2.1%↑/13.8%↑/ 11.7%↑/9.0%↑ over SimpleNet in the
single-class task. The results show that UniAD performs
better in multi-class settings but decreases in single-class
settings. SimpleNet excels in single-class tasks but performs
relatively poorly in multi-class settings. Our method demon-
strates strong performance in both multi-class and single-
class settings (cross-setting). More results will be presented
in the appendix. Qualitative Results. To further visually
demonstrate the effectiveness of our approach, we conducted
qualitative experiments to showcase the results of anomaly
localization compared with SimpleNet and UniAD. The com-
parison focused on two classes of complex industrial compo-
nents from five perspectives of the same sample, as illustrated
in Fig. 3. SimpleNet fails to recognize tiny anomalies, which
are depicted in red on the anomaly maps, in the audiojack
category. UniAD contains more false positives in the PCB cat-
egory. Our approach demonstrates high accuracy and low false

TABLE VII
ABLATION STUDIES ON DIFFERENT BACKBONES.

Backbone FLOPs Parameters Sample/Image/Pixel

ResNet18 32.5G 10.4M 77.5/80.0/86.8
ResNet34 49.1G 18.7M 89.1/85.2/89.6
ResNet50 115.6G 54.5M 64.0/78.4/88.3

WideResNet50 185.3G 79.9M 86.3/83.4/88.4

alarm rate, showcasing strong multi-view anomaly localization
capabilities. Contrasts between all other category samples and
methods will be presented in the appendix.

C. Ablation Study

Efficiency Comparison. Tab. II shows that our approach not
only has the fewest parameters with only 18.7M and the short-
est training time of 8 hours but also requires minimal FLOPs
and GPU utilization, while achieving the best performance (cf.
Sec.IV-B) compare with other SoTA methods. UniAD boasts
minimal computational complexity, but its effectiveness falls
far short of ours. Although SimpleNet performs on par with
our method in certain metrics, it requires nearly 4 times the
training time. RD4AD and DeSTSeg perform well on some
metrics, but their FLOPs are three times higher.
The Effectiveness of Difference Window Size and Top-
K. In this section, we investigate the impact of the size of
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Fig. 4. Ablation studies on window size with k = 4

the neighbouring attention window and the number of top-K
most relevant windows in MVAS. As shown in Tab. VI, we
first analyze the effects of different window sizes and top-
K values on evaluation metrics (e.g., S-AUROC/I-AUROC/P-
AUPRO), FLOPs, training time, and training GPU memory
usage. Considering that the pre-trained encoder extracts fea-
tures of different scales, it is intuitive to use different sizes
of neighbouring attention windows for different scale feature
maps. Therefore, based on feature maps of sizes 64, 32, and
16 extracted by the pre-trained encoder from input images
of size 256 × 256, we determined two sets of window sizes:
a1,2,3 = 16, 8, 4 and a1,2,3 = 8, 4, 2. With these window sizes,
we vary the top-K values, simply setting it as the square of
each window size to select the top-K most relevant windows
from all other views for the current scale. We also increase the
number of top-K values to assess their impact, as ② and ⑤.
Additionally, we introduce additional linear layers before the
windows’ adaptive selection as ③ and ⑥. Results from ① and
④ indicate that using smaller window size combinations and
fewer top-K values can reduce training time while maintaining
consistency in evaluation metrics, FLOPs, and GPU memory.
Increasing the number of K as in ② and ⑤ leads to higher
FLOPs, training time, and memory usage without significant
performance improvement. The additional linear layers in ③
and ⑥ not only consume computational resources but also
result in performance degradation. Considering training time,
FLOPs, and memory usage, we adopt the approach with a
top-K value of ⑦, which yields the best overall performance.

The Efficiency of Difference Window Size and Top-K. In
Fig. 4, we fix K = 4 to investigate the impact of window size
on FLOPs and training memory. It reveals that computational
complexity and training memory decrease as the window size
increases. Subsequently, in Fig. 5, with a fixed window size
of 8, an increase in top-k values leads to a significant rise in
computational complexity and training memory.
The Effectiveness of Difference Pre-trained Backbone.
We investigate the impact of different pre-trained backbones,
ResNet18, ResNet34, ResNet50, and WideResNet50, with the

Fig. 5. Ablation studies on top-K with a = 8

results presented in Tab. VII. ResNet50 and WideResNet50,
due to their high dimensions at each scale, resulted in in-
creased complexity for attention computation and convergence
challenges. Conversely, ResNet18’s low dimensions led to
poor anomaly localization performance during testing. Con-
sidering these factors, we adopt ResNet34 as the backbone.

V. CONCLUSION

The paper introduces the MVAD framework, the first to
solve the challenging task of multi-view anomaly detection.
To address the fusion and learning of multi-view features, we
propose the MVAS algorithm. Specifically, the feature maps
are divided into neighbourhood attention windows, and then
the semantic correlated matrix between each window within
single-view and all windows across multi-views is calculated.
Cross-attention operations are conducted between each win-
dow in a single-view and the top-K most correlated windows in
the multi-view context. The MVAS can be minimized to linear
computational complexity with proper window size. The entire
MVAD framework employs an encoder-decoder architecture,
utilizing MVAS blocks with varying dimensions at each fea-
ture scale and an FPN-like architecture for fusion. Extensive
experiments on the Real-IAD dataset for multi/single-class
settings demonstrate the effectiveness of our approach in
achieving SoTA performance.
Broader Impact. We conducted a systematic investigation into
the task of multi-view anomaly detection, providing a com-
prehensive definition for multi-view tasks and proposing an
attention-based research methodology for future studies. The
diffusion model demonstrates robust generative and learning
capabilities, and we intend to explore its application in multi-
view anomaly detection tasks in future research.
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