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Abstract

In recent years, current mainstream feature masking distillation methods mainly function by reconstructing selectively masked
regions of a student network from the feature maps of a teacher network. In these methods, attention mechanisms can help to
identify spatially important regions and crucial object-aware channel clues, such that the reconstructed features are encoded with
sufficient discriminative and representational power similar to teacher features. However, previous feature-masking distillation
methods mainly address homogeneous knowledge distillation without fully taking into account the heterogeneous knowledge dis-
tillation scenario. In particular, the huge discrepancy between the teacher and the student frameworks within the heterogeneous
distillation paradigm is detrimental to feature masking, leading to deteriorating reconstructed student features. In this study, a novel
dual feature-masking heterogeneous distillation framework termed DFMSD is proposed for object detection. More specifically, a
stage-wise adaptation learning module is incorporated into the dual feature-masking framework, and thus the student model can
be progressively adapted to the teacher models for bridging the gap between heterogeneous networks. Furthermore, a masking
enhancement strategy is combined with stage-wise learning such that object-aware masking regions are adaptively strengthened to
improve feature-masking reconstruction. In addition, semantic alignment is performed at each Feature Pyramid Network (FPN)
layer between the teacher and the student networks for generating consistent feature distributions. Our experiments for the object
detection task demonstrate the promise of our approach, suggesting that DFMSD outperforms both the state-of-the-art heteroge-
neous and homogeneous distillation methods.
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1. Introduction

It is well-known that knowledge distillation (KD) can help
transfer knowledge from a complex model (teacher) to a com-
pact network (student), so that the latter can achieve improved
performance at a much lower cost. It is considered to be an
effective means of model compression for a variety of down-
stream tasks including object detection and semantic segmen-
tation [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6]. Primarily focusing on the output head
of the network, early distillation algorithms aim at transferring
implicit knowledge learned in the complex teacher network to
the lightweight student model. This distillation scheme is also
known as logit-based classification distillation [1, 2, 6, 7]. In
addition, the feature-based distillation approach has received
increasing attention. It helps the student network to mimic fea-
ture maps from the teacher model in the distillation process,
allowing the generated student features to enjoy improved rep-
resentational capability [8, 9]. More recently, a popular dis-
tillation paradigm has emerged as feature-masking distillation.
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In contrast to feature distillation in which the student’s fea-
ture directly mimics the counterpart of the teacher [10, 11],
feature-masking distillation operates by masking selective re-
gions of the student feature map and reconstructing the masked
regions for distillation [12]. In this sense, feature-masking dis-
tillation essentially reconstructs the transferred knowledge from
the teacher instead of transferring knowledge directly. Conse-
quently, it can help the student learn better from the teacher. In
particular, recent efforts are devoted to taking advantage of fea-
ture attention for uncovering object-aware spatially important
regions and channel-wise clues such that the student features
are reconstructed with sufficient descriptive power comparable
to teacher features [13]. As a result, this attention-directed fea-
ture masking strategy enormously contributes to improving the
performance of the student model [14].

Although dramatic progress has been made in recent
years, most feature-masking distillation methods are developed
mainly to address homogeneous distillation, which assumes
that teacher and student models share roughly similar struc-
tures except that the former usually adopts a stronger back-
bone. For example, RetinaNet-ResNet101 [15] and RetinaNet-
ResNet50 [15] are used as the teacher and the student model, re-
spectively, within the homogeneous distillation framework [15,
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(a) Faster R-CNN (b) RetinaNet

(c) FCOS (d) DFMSD (Ours)

Figure 1: Comparison of activation maps of heterogeneous detectors evaluated
on image “hummingbird”. Regarding our proposed DFMSD method, we utilize
one-stage detector RetinaNet as the student and two-stage detector Faster R-
CNN as the teacher. The qualitative results demonstrate significant variances in
object-aware perception capability of different detectors characterized by the
map intensity. More importantly, our method highlights more object-aware
regions with higher intensity and the resulting feature map contains the most
discriminative information.

16]. They fail to fully take into account heterogeneous distil-
lation scenario which is more challenging due to significant di-
versity of the teacher and the student frameworks [17].

In terms of detection task, different heterogeneous detec-
tors exhibit significant variances in object perception capabil-
ity. As can be observed in Fig. 1, different detectors, includ-
ing Faster R-CNN [18], RetinaNet [15], and FCOS [19] with
the same ResNet50 backbone, exhibit substantial differences in
activation maps and variations when transformed into feature
masks [15, 20]. Despite sharing the same backbone architec-
ture, the teacher and student detectors have diverse representa-
tion capabilities due to heterogeneous network structures [21].
Consequently, heterogeneous detector heads encode different
object-aware semantic clues. Directly transferring the knowl-
edge learned from a teacher model to another heterogeneous
student model leads to limited performance improvement, sug-
gesting that a huge gap in semantic-aware capability makes it
difficult for the student to learn the useful knowledge from the
teacher [17]. Thus, the reconstructed student features do not
improve the model performance.

To address the above-mentioned drawbacks [22, 23], we have
proposed a dual feature masking stage-wise distillation frame-
work termed DFMSD for object detection in this study. Follow-
ing an attention-guided dual feature masking framework, we
integrate a stage-wise adaptation learning module into the dual
masking framework for addressing heterogeneous distillation.
Since it is not beneficial to directly transfer knowledge from
the teacher to the student, we perform stage-wise distillation
by firstly allowing the student to learn from a “weaker” teacher
and subsequently adapting the improved student to a “stronger”
teacher for distillation refinement [8, 24]. In this way, the stu-

dent model can be better adapted to teachers through progres-
sive distillation, which is conducive to bridging the gap be-
tween them [17]. Furthermore, we embed the masking en-
hancement strategy into the stage-wise distillation, such that
the “stronger” teacher in latter distillation stage can benefit
from strengthened object-aware masking regions for improved
feature-masking reconstruction [25]. In addition, we further
perform semantic alignment using Pearson correlation coeffi-
cients [26] to generate consistent teacher-student feature dis-
tributions [27, 28]. Through the above improvements, we can
handle heterogeneous networks within a dual feature-masking
distillation framework. Extensive experiments for detection
tasks have demonstrated the superiority of our proposed method
in both heterogeneous and homogeneous distillation scenar-
ios [29]. The contributions of this study can be summarized
as follows:

• We have developed a dual feature-masking stage-wise dis-
tillation framework (DFMSD) by integrating a stage-wise
adaptation learning (SAL) module into the dual masking
network for bridging the semantic gap between heteroge-
neous teacher and student models. It enables the student
to firstly learn from a “weaker” teacher and refines the
adapted student with a “stronger” teacher, such that the
knowledge can be better transferred to the student with im-
proved adaptability.

• We further introduce a masking enhancement module into
our DFMSD, which can adaptively enhance the object-
aware masking regions. In terms of the frequency distri-
bution of the semantic regions, adaptive data enhancement
strategy is adopted such that the corresponding masking
regions can be strengthened for improving masking fea-
ture reconstruction.

• For better aligning the heterogeneous networks, we further
perform semantic alignment between layer-wise features
with Pearson correlation coefficients, yielding consistent
teacher-student feature distributions.

• Extensive experiments for detection tasks demonstrate the
promise of our method in both homogeneous and hetero-
geneous distillation settings.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. After
reviewing related work in Section 2, we will elaborate on our
method in Section 3. In Section 4, we conduct extensive ex-
perimental evaluations before the paper is finally concluded in
Section 5.

2. Related Work

In this section, we comprehensively review recent advances
in object detection and knowledge distillation, both of which
are closely related to our approach.
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2.1. Object Detection

It is widely acknowledged that current object detection meth-
ods based on deep models can be roughly classified into three
categories: anchor-based detectors [18, 30], anchor-free detec-
tors [19], and end-to-end detectors [31]. Anchor-based de-
tectors, which consist of two-stage detectors [16, 18, 32, 33]
and one-stage detectors [3, 34, 35], usually rely on predefined
anchor boxes to achieve accurate object detection and local-
ization. In particular, one-stage detectors enjoy a preferable
trade-off between efficiency and accuracy by directly classify-
ing and regressing anchors without generating object propos-
als in advance. Unlike anchor-based detectors, anchor-free ap-
proaches including keypoint-based CornerNet [36] and center-
based CenterNet [37, 38], avoid predefined anchor boxes and
can directly predict the object location with desirable flexibility.
With the boom of Transformer architecture, recent years have
witnessed great success of advanced end-to-end Transformer-
based detectors such as DETR [31, 39]. They enjoy unparal-
leled long-range global modeling capability, whereas expensive
computational resources and costs are inevitable.

In object detection, there is a huge gap between heavyweight
and lightweight detectors. In particular, the heavyweight mod-
els, which are in pursuit of high performance, typically require
complex backbone structures and significant computational re-
sources [39, 40, 41]. Consequently, designing lightweight and
efficient detectors with lower complexity and real-time perfor-
mance is sought-after in practical applications. Since knowl-
edge distillation techniques enable the transfer of stronger rep-
resentation power from large networks to smaller ones, it facil-
itates the design of lightweight backbone networks with perfor-
mance close to that of larger networks [20, 42, 43].

2.2. Knowledge Distillation

Serving as an effective means of model compression, knowl-
edge distillation maintains the compact structure of lightweight
models with significantly improved performance. The earliest
work dates back to [1] where soft labels obtained by a teacher
network are incorporated into the loss of a student network,
allowing the student network to learn probability distribution
consistent with the teacher network for classification. In recent
years, dramatic progress has been made in knowledge distilla-
tion, and we will comprehensively review different approaches
to knowledge distillation.

2.2.1. Feature-based knowledge distillation
Feature-based distillation methods help the student model

mimic the teacher counterpart to generate features with im-
proved representation power. The first feature-based distillation
method is known as FitNets in [2] which demonstrated that se-
mantic information from intermediate layers can also be learned
by the student network as implicit knowledge. Hence, distil-
lation techniques have been widely applied to various down-
stream tasks. Li et al. [44] utilized region proposals from the
larger network to assist the smaller network in learning higher-
level semantic information. Dai et al. [45] developed the GID
framework which selects specific distillation regions based on

differences between student and teacher networks. Yang et
al. [46] proposed FGD, which separates foreground and back-
ground for allowing the student model to learn from regions
of interest and global knowledge distilled from the teacher net-
work through simultaneous local and global distillation.

2.2.2. Masked feature generative distillation
Different from feature distillation techniques, masked fea-

ture distillation approaches enable the student model to recon-
struct features from selectively masked areas instead of directly
learning from the teacher feature. The first masked distilla-
tion framework is MGD [47] which randomly masks the feature
maps of the student model and then reconstructs them from the
teacher network. However, random masking may introduce ad-
ditional noise, leading to biased feature map with impaired rep-
resentation capability. To identify the importance of the masked
areas, attention-driven masked feature distillation methods have
been proposed to improve the object-aware perception of the
student model. Yang et al. [48] proposed an adaptive mask-
ing distillation method, termed AMD, for object detection. On
the one hand, AMD encodes the importance of specific regions
by performing spatially adaptive feature masking, allowing the
student model to learn more significant object-aware features
from the teacher network. On the other hand, to enhance target
perception capabilities, AMD employs a simple yet efficient SE
block to generate helpful channel-adaptive cues for the student
model. Based on AMD, Yang et al. [12] further proposed a dual
masking knowledge distillation method, termed DMKD [12].
Unlike previous masking-based algorithms, DMKD [12] si-
multaneously focuses on both spatial and channel dimensions,
which respectively characterize important spatial regions and
channel-wise semantic information. Therefore, it significantly
benefits student feature reconstruction and helps to improve the
distillation performance, demonstrating superior performance
compared to the previous methods. Compared to the afore-
mentioned methods which are essentially one-stage distillation
methods, our proposed approach performs stage-wise distilla-
tion so that the student can be progressively adapted to multiple
teachers in different stages for bridging the gap between het-
erogeneous networks. To our knowledge, this is the first dual
feature-masking stage-wise learning framework for addressing
heterogeneous distillation.

2.2.3. Heterogeneous Knowledge Distillation
In knowledge distillation, the diversity between the teacher

and the student networks poses a great challenge to knowledge
transfer and is detrimental to distillation performance, espe-
cially when they have heterogeneous network architectures. To
address this challenge, MimicDet [49] introduced a refinement
module that mimics the workflow of two-stage detectors and
performs feature alignment between the heads of the teacher
and student networks for distillation. G-DetKD [50] was the
first work to propose a universal distillation framework appli-
cable to object detection. It performs soft matching at all pyra-
mid levels to provide guidance. However, combining different
levels of student features by learning similarity scores before
feature imitation does not fundamentally bridge the semantic
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Figure 2: Our proposed DFMSD distillation framework. Following the dual-masked knowledge distillation (DMKD) framework where both spatially salient regions
and informative channels are identified, a stage-wise adaptive learning strategy (SAL) is integrated, allowing the student network to progressively learning from
different heterogeneous teacher networks with improved adaptability. Simultaneously, a masking enhancement module is incorporated into the SAL so that the
object-aware masking regions are enhanced for improving masking feature reconstruction. In addition, the semantic feature alignment is performed at each FPN
layer between teacher and student backbones, producing consistent feature distribution for further bridging the teacher-student gap.

gap. In HEAD [51], an assistant network, which has the same
detection head as the teacher detector and learns directly from
the teacher, is introduced into the knowledge distillation frame-
work for connecting the teacher-student detectors. Since the
assistant and teacher share the same detection head, the seman-
tic feature gap in heterogeneous teacher-student detectors is ef-
fectively bridged for better knowledge transfer. Cao et al. [52]
developed a knowledge distillation method PKD based on the
Pearson correlation coefficient [26], which uncovers the linear
correlation between teacher and student features. To eliminate
the negative effects of amplitude differences between different
Feature Pyramid Network (FPN) stages and channels within
and between the teacher-student detectors, the feature maps are
firstly normalized to have zero mean and unit standard devi-
ation before the mean square error (MSE) loss between these
normalized features is minimized. Wang et al. [53] proposed
an innovative cross-head distillation pipeline termed CrossKD
to mitigate the target conflict issue. This method transfers in-
termediate features of the student network to the detection head
of the teacher network, thereby generating cross-head predic-
tions. Then, knowledge distillation is performed between these
newly generated cross-head predictions and the original pre-
dictions generated from the teacher model. It guarantees that
the KD loss does not influence the weight updates in the de-
tection head of the student network, avoiding conflicts between
the original detection loss and the KD loss. In addition, since
both cross-head predictions and teacher predictions are gener-
ated from sharing parts of the detection head in the teacher net-
work, the cross-head predictions are relatively consistent with
the predictions obtained by the teacher. This significantly re-
duces the discrepancies between the teacher and student detec-
tors, enhancing the stability of training during prediction im-
itation [54, 55]. While these methods can achieve successful
heterogeneous distillation, they do not explore feature masking

in an adaptive stage-wise distillation manner, leading to the stu-
dent features with limited boost in representation power. Con-
sequently, the student still far lags behind the teacher and the
large gap still exists between the heterogeneous networks. In
contrast, our method addresses heterogeneous distillation by
performing dual feature-masking stage-wise learning, thereby
steadily improving the student feature and effectively reducing
the gap between heterogeneous networks.

3. Proposed Method

Since our proposed method essentially falls into the category
of masked feature distillation, we will firstly introduce the for-
mulation of feature distillation. Based on the feature distillation
formulation, we will present an attention-directed dual mask-
ing distillation framework followed by our method. Further-
more, we will elaborate on our proposed dual feature masking
stage-wise distillation (DFMSD) framework with three crucial
components.

3.1. Problem Formulation

Feature distillation allows feature-level knowledge transfer
from the teacher model to the student model to generate suffi-
ciently descriptive features that are competitive with the teacher
counterpart. Mathematically, it can be achieved with the fol-
lowing distillation loss function:

LFea =
∑L

l=1
1
Nl

C∑
c

H∑
h

W∑
w

∥∥∥FT
c,h,w − Φ(FS

c,h,w)
∥∥∥2

2
(1)

where L denotes the number of layers in the FPN after the back-
bone networks, Nl represents the feature size of l-th layer, while
C, H, and W indicate the number of channels, height, and width
of the feature map, respectively. FT and FS denote respective
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features generated from the teacher and the student model. Φ(·)
indicates the linear projection layer, which is capable of align-
ing FS with FT in the feature resolution.

Recent studies have suggested that learning and reconstruct-
ing student features from the teacher model are considered
to be a preferable alternative to feature imitation in the con-
ventional feature distillation paradigm [47, 48]. More specif-
ically, expressive features can be reconstructed from selec-
tively masking regions on the feature maps of the student
network, which is also known as masked feature distillation.
In particular, attention-directed masked feature distillation has
improved the prototype masked generative distillation frame-
work in which masked regions are randomly generated [47].
Recently, a dual masking knowledge distillation framework,
termed DMKD [12], is proposed to comprehensively encode
object-aware semantics into the student network. More specifi-
cally, the dual attention maps derived from the teacher networks
to capture both spatially important and informative channel-
wise clues are formulated as:

Ac = S igmoid

 1
HWτ

H∑
h=1

W∑
w=1

〈
FT

h,w,1, ..., F
T
h,w,C

〉 (2)

As = ϕalign

(
S igmoid

(
1

Cτ

〈∥∥∥FT
1

∥∥∥2
2 , ...,

∥∥∥FT
n

∥∥∥2
2

〉))
(3)

where Ac ∈ RC×1×1 and As ∈ R1×H×W represent the channel and
spatial attention maps, respectively. Then, attention-guided fea-
ture masking is performed before improved masked feature re-
construction is achieved via SE and generation modules [12].

3.2. Our DFMSD Framework

Although the above-mentioned dual-masked feature distilla-
tion scheme is capable of reconstructing student features with
improved representation power, it fails to transfer knowledge
well from a teacher model to a student model when they have
diverse network architectures, thereby achieving deteriorating
performance for the heterogeneous distillation task. To alle-
viate this problem, we propose a dual feature-masking stage-
wise knowledge distillation method for object detection, termed
DFMSD, in this study. Fig. 2 illustrates the framework of our
proposed DFMSD model. Built on DMKD, the stage-wise
adaptive learning strategy is integrated into the dual-masked
distillation framework to progressively adapt the student to the
teacher in separate stages, which contributes to bridging the
gap between heterogeneous networks. Meanwhile, a masking
enhancement module is also introduced to adaptively enhance
object-aware masking regions according to the frequency dis-
tribution characteristics, so that stage-wise distillation is further
improved with enhanced feature masking. In addition, seman-
tic alignment is performed between teacher-student FPNs via
Pearson Correlation Coefficient [26] for generating consistent
feature distributions. Thus, our DFMSD network is capable of
narrowing the teacher-student discrepancy with improved het-
erogeneous distillation performance. Next, we will elaborate
on the three critical components mentioned above within our
DFMSD network.

Student Stage One Stage Two

Teacher1
Teacher2

Teacher2

38.4 42.2 43.1

38.4

42.3

Distillation 
from

Teacher 1

Distillation 
from

Teacher 2

Direct 
Distillation 

from 
Teacher 2

Student Stage one

Student Model: 
Faster R-CNN

“Weaker” Teacher Model:
Swin Transformer-T

“Stronger” Teacher Model:
 Swin Transformer-S

SAL Method 
(Stage=2)

One-Stage

Figure 3: Illustration of our SAL mechanism for adaptively improving the dis-
tillation performance. With Swin Transformer [39] and Faster R-CNN [18]
used as respective teacher and the student networks, two-stage SAL mechanism
firstly improves the Faster R-CNN detector from 38.4% to 42.2% with a Swin-
Transformer-T model [39], and then further boosts the student performance to
42.9% with a more powerful Swin-Transformer-S detector [39]. In contrast, the
conventional one-stage distillation approach only improves the Faster R-CNN
model to 42.3% accuracy which is roughly the first-stage distillation perfor-
mance within SAL.

3.3. Stage-wise Adaptive Learning Module

The conventional masked distillation paradigm adopts a one-
stage knowledge transfer strategy, in which a student model di-
rectly learns from one teacher model via single one-stage learn-
ing. However, this “one-stage learning” usually makes it diffi-
cult for the student model with limited capacity to learn suffi-
ciently from a highly complex teacher model, let alone a het-
erogeneous teacher model with an entirely different network
structure. To narrow the gap between heterogeneous teacher
and student networks, we have integrated the stage-wise adap-
tive learning (SAL) mechanism into the dual masked distilla-
tion framework for improving the adaptability of the student
model. Different from the previous methods in which only one
teacher model is used in the distillation process, our strategy
takes advantage of several advanced detectors and allows the
student network to adaptively learn from the teachers in sepa-
rate stages. More specifically, the student model can initially
learn from relatively weaker teacher networks in the preceding
stages, yielding suboptimal results. Subsequently, the adapted
student is utilized as a new student to learn from a stronger
teacher network in the latter stages, facilitating a more com-
plete knowledge transfer. With the help of this SAL mecha-
nism, the student network can be better adapted to the teacher
model with the progressive distillation stages, and thus the gap
between heterogeneous networks can be dramatically bridged.

The beneficial effects of our SAL module can be illustrated
in Fig. 3. It can be observed that the SAL module significantly
benefits improving the distillation performance when heteroge-
neous Swin Transformer [39] and Faster R-CNN [18] are re-
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(a) Teacher (b) Student (c) After one-stage distillation (d) After two-stage distillation

Figure 4: Comparison of the student feature maps in different distillation stages of our SAL mechanism. (a) and (b) demonstrate two feature maps obtained by
the original teacher and student models, respectively. (c) and (d) illustrate the student feature maps generated after the first-stage and the second-stage distillation
respectively. It can be observed that distinct object-aware regions can be captured after consecutive distillation stages, yielding sufficiently discriminative feature
maps close to the teacher counterparts.

spectively used as the teacher and the student detectors. To
be specific, the two-stage adaptive learning allows the Swin-
Transformer-T [39] to boost the performance of the Faster
R-CNN model from 38.4% to 42.2%, and further improves
0.9% with a stronger Swin-Transformer-S teacher detector [39],
achieving 43.1% mAP accuracy. This surpasses the traditional
one-stage distillation method in which Faster R-CNN directly
learns from the Swin-Transformer-S model and reports subop-
timal 42.3% accuracy, which is only on par with the first-stage
distillation performance within our SAL.

Fig. 4 intuitively compares the feature maps generated from
the student network in different stages using SAL strategy. It
can be clearly observed that the student network can capture
more object-aware semantic regions after consecutive distilla-
tion stages. For example, compared with the original feature
map of the student network, more semantically important re-
gions corresponding to the zebras’ heads and necks can be un-
covered after the first-stage distillation. When the second-stage
distillation is completed, the zebra-specific regions can be com-
prehensively characterized by discriminative feature maps close
to the teacher counterparts and readily distinguished from the
background regions. This fully suggests that our SAL module
not only progressively improves the representation power of the
student model but also significantly bridges the gap between
heterogeneous teacher and student networks.

3.4. Masking Enhancement module

Prior research explores scale-aware object perception capa-
bility of CNN-based models from a frequency perspective [56].
It demonstrates that the same detector exhibits diverse detec-
tion performance in different frequency domains. More specif-
ically, a CNN-based detector is likely to successfully identify
larger objects while missing smaller ones in the low-frequency
domain of an image, and vice versa in the high-frequency do-
main. Thus, when performing attention-directed feature mask-
ing on both frequency domains, different attention maps are
obtained depending on the variance in object-aware frequency
distribution. To be specific, the masked regions of smaller ob-
jects corresponding to the high-frequency components are en-
dowed with higher attention scores, while the low-frequency
masked regions are usually downplayed in the high-frequency

domain. Conversely, low-frequency masked regions corre-
sponding to larger objects tend to receive more attention and
outweigh high-frequency regions in the low-frequency domain.
However, within our SAL module, a “weaker” teacher with
limited object-aware capability fails to generate accurate atten-
tion maps encoding spatial importance, especially when object-
specific frequency distribution in an image is diverse. For ex-
ample, as shown in Fig. 5, the RetinaNet detector generates a
low attention score in some high-frequency regions correspond-
ing to smaller objects in the high-frequency domain of the im-
age. The low-scored regions are not identifiable for feature
masking, which is detrimental to accurate detection of smaller
objects, including the football and the far-end partially occluded
referee in black.

To further benefit subsequent distillation, we have introduced
a masking enhancement module into our SAL module to im-
prove object-aware perception capability. In terms of our mask-
ing enhancement strategy, data augmentation methods are adap-
tively applied to an image according to its object-specific fre-
quency distribution, generating enhanced masking regions for
feature reconstruction. For example, a proper augmentation
method should strengthen the high-frequency information in
an image dominated by small objects, such that more regions
corresponding to the high-frequency small objects are identi-
fied as semantically important for feature masking. In contrast,
when most objects in an image are medium-size or large-size,
more low-frequency regions should be enhanced by adaptive
data augmentation scheme to identify larger objects in the im-
age.

To investigate the frequency attributes of different data aug-
mentation [57, 58] methods, including random flipping [59],
random cropping [60], and Gaussian noise perturbation [61],
we have performed detailed analyzes to explore the effects
of various augmentation approaches on the original images in
the frequency domain. More specifically, we performed two-
dimensional Discrete Fourier Transform (DFT) [62] on images
including an original unaltered image and its variants processed
with different data augmentation methods, yielding a variety of
Fourier spectrums used to intuitively demonstrate the frequency
characteristics of different augmentation methods. As shown
in Fig. 6, flipping the image produces a Fourier spectrum that
resembles the original one without essentially changing its at-
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(e) Original masking map
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(f) Enhanced masking map

Figure 5: Comparison of object-aware candidate boxes and region-aware atten-
tion score distribution in different frequency domains achieved by RetinaNet
detector. It can be clearly observed that the RetinaNet misses some small ob-
jects including the football and the far-end partially occluded referee in black
even in the high-frequency domain of the image. This can also be demon-
strated in the region-specific attention maps where the corresponding regions
are low-scored. However, with the help of our adaptive augmentation strategy,
the importance of the high-frequency regions corresponding to the small ob-
jects is promoted with increased attention scores highlighted in (f), which is
beneficial for the subsequent feature masking and reconstruction.

tribute characteristics. When adding Gaussian noise to the im-
age, however, it can be observed that close-to-center frequency
amplitude is suppressed in the frequency spectrum, which im-
plies that Gaussian noise perturbation could benefit uncovering
high-frequency small objects in the image. In contrast, images
subjected to random cropping exhibit higher amplitude in the
close-to-center region of the Fourier spectrum, suggesting that
the low-frequency information of the image is strengthened.

Since different augmentation strategies can boost specific fre-
quency information, we attempt to perform an adaptive data
augmentation technique on an image according to its object-
aware frequency characteristics, such that the corresponding
masking regions can be enhanced for feature reconstruction
with improved representation power. On the one hand, we
adopt a cropping augmentation approach to enhance the low-
frequency components in an image hardly containing small ob-
ject. To be specific, a randomly proportional cropping strategy
is employed to adjust the edges of the image, which not only en-
hances the low-frequency clues of the image, thereby allowing
the model to accurately identifying and localizing large-object

(a) Original (b) Flipping

(c) Adding Gaussian noise (d) Cropping

Figure 6: Comparison of two-dimensional Fourier spectrums of the original
image (a), and its variants transformed by flipping (b), adding Gaussian noise
(c), and cropping (d). It demonstrates that different augmentation schemes can
strengthen specific frequency information. In particular, cropping helps to en-
hance the low-frequency information while Gaussian noise perturbation can
suppress it for better identifying high-frequency smaller objects.

regions. On the other hand, we add high-frequency Gaussian
noise to an image predominantly featuring small objects for
enhancing the high-frequency information. Specifically, high-
frequency noise is sampled from a normal distribution with a
mean of 0 and a variance of σ², denoted asN(0, σ²), and added
to the original clean image with a certain probability. In this
way, we can enhance the high-frequency object-aware regions
of the images while maintaining primary feature information,
thereby helping the detector to capture small objects more ac-
curately. The resulting adaptively augmented data are delivered
to the “stronger” teacher detector in the last stage of our SAL
module for generating enhanced attention masks.

Fig. 7 demonstrates our introduced data augmentation strat-
egy. For images with different object-aware distributions used
as input, candidate object regions can be derived from the
“weaker” teacher model in the previous stage. Then, adap-
tive augmentation approaches are employed depending on the
object-specific frequency characteristics.

Mathematically, our proposed feature masking adaptive data
augmentation method can be formulated as:

K size
mask =

kbig(x) if Area(x) ≥ λ
ksmall(x) if Area(x) < λ

(4)

where Area(x) represents the summed area of all the candi-
date bounding boxes in image x derived from the teacher de-
tector in the first distillation stage. λ denotes the predefined
threshold that can help to distinguish whether an image pre-
dominantly contains relatively smaller or larger object-aware
regions. When an image x predominantly constitutes relatively
smaller objects indicated as Area(x) < λ, Gaussian noise is
added to the image for enhancing the high-frequency mask-
ing regions corresponding to smaller objects. In contrast, low-
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Figure 7: The pipeline of our adaptive data augmentation method. For images with various object distributions, our method can adaptively perform data augmentation
to enhance object-aware frequency information. Thus, enhanced object-aware attention masks can be obtained by the “stronger” teacher within our SAL module.

frequency object-aware masking regions can be enhanced via
cropping mechanism such that the larger-object masking re-
gions receive more attention. Thus, adaptive enhanced masking
regions can be obtained for improved feature reconstruction.

Following [63, 64], in addition, adversarial examples are in-
troduced for further mining inconsistent knowledge within the
teacher model, which is conducive to improving the semantic
perception capability of the student network [65, 66].

3.5. Semantic Feature Alignment Module

Due to the teacher-student gap, there is also a significant vari-
ance in the feature semantic awareness at each FPN level be-
tween heterogeneous networks. As shown in Fig. 8, there is a
significant disparity between the feature distributions of the stu-
dent and teacher models, and, more specifically, the features in
the second layer (P2) of the FPN in both the teacher and student
networks exhibit different object perception capabilities. To
further bridge this gap, we propose performing semantic align-
ment at each FPN level between the teacher and the student so
that the heterogeneous models generate a consistent feature dis-
tribution. More specifically, the features of both networks are
firstly standardized to have zero mean and unit variance. Mean-
while, the mean squared error between the standardized fea-
tures is minimized to better uncover the teacher-student corre-
lation. In addition, this standardization strategy can somewhat
reduce the cross-layer difference, allowing both teacher and stu-
dent networks to comprehensively characterize high-level se-
mantics with consistent representation power. Mathematically,
our semantic alignment can be achieved by calculating Pearson
Correlation coefficients formulated as follows:

P(s, t) =
∑n

i=1(si − µt)(ti − µt)√∑n
i=1(si − µs)2

√∑n
i=1(ti − µt)2

(5)

where P is calculated to quantify the degree of correlation be-
tween the teacher and student models. s and t represent the
teacher and the student feature at each level, respectively, while
µ denotes the mean of a normal distribution. In addition, n

denotes the number of FPN levels. Through the feature stan-
dardization formulated as above, the teacher and the student
features are well aligned to maximize the similarity between
pre-standardized features of students and teachers.

3.6. Loss Function

The overall loss function for training our DFMSD can be for-
mulated as:

L = LGT + αLdistill (6)

where LGT is the original detection loss whilst Ldistill denotes
the stage-wise distillation loss as follows:

Ldistill =

S−1∑
i=1

C∑
c=1

H∑
h=1

W∑
w=1

(FT
c,h,w − φ

S (FS
Mask))2 + βLME (7)

where S is the number of distillation stages while C, H, and
W represent the channel number, height, width of the feature
maps. FS

Mask denotes the masked student feature map. In addi-
tion, LME stands for the distillation loss imposed on adaptively
augmented data in the last distillation stage:

LME(x̂) =
1
Nl

C∑
c

H∑
h

W∑
w

∥∥∥FT
c,h,w(x̂) − Φ(FS

Mask(x̂))
∥∥∥2

2 (8)

where FT
c,h.w(x̂) and FS

Mask(x̂) represent the enhanced masking
features generated from the teacher and the student model, re-
spectively. Nl is the total number of elements in the feature map
at layer l used for normalization. With the help of Eq. (8), our
distillation is refined for further improving the performance of
the student model. In the above equations, α and β are trade-off
hyperparameters balancing different terms.

4. Experiments

In this section, we will present comprehensive experiments
to evaluate our proposed DFMSD framework after briefly in-
troducing the dataset and experimental setup.
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(a) Teacher-student feature distribution (before alignment) (b) Teacher-student feature distribution (after alignment)

(c) Student feature map (d) Teacher feature map (e) Student feature map (after alignment)

Figure 8: By aligning the teacher and student models to the same dimensionality, we computed the mean feature values for each channel, grouped all channels into
several channel groups, computed the mean again for each channel group, and finally plotted the bar charts showing the feature distribution of both the teacher and
the student models before alignment (a) and after alignment (b). The feature maps of the student, the teacher, and the aligned student at the second layer of the FPN
(P2) are displayed from (c) to (e). It can be observed that the object perception capability of the aligned student network is significantly enhanced after alignment.

4.1. Dataset and experimental setup

Our proposed DFMSD method is evaluated in the popular
COCO dataset [67] which comprises over 320k images of 80
different object categories with abundant annotations. It is
extensively applied to various tasks, including object detec-
tion, image segmentation, and scene understanding. In prac-
tice, we use 120k training images for training and 5k valida-
tion images for testing. Within our distillation framework, a
variety of detectors are involved in our experiments, includ-
ing RetinaNet [15], FCOS [19], Cascade Mask R-CNN [16],
Faster R-CNN [68], GFL [69], RepPoints [70], and Swin-
Transformer [39], are involved in our experiments. In partic-
ular, we have evaluated our method for heterogeneous distil-
lation in two cases, namely distillation between ViT and CNN
architectures and distillation among different CNN detectors. In
terms of our SAL strategy, the number of stages are set as S = 2
for efficiency, which suggests two teacher models are involved
for respective distillation stages. For performance measure, we
follow [71] to adopt Average Precision (AP) and Average Re-
call (AR) as metrics. All the experiments are conducted on a
desktop with an Intel(R) Core(TM) i9-10900K CPU and a 3090
GPU under the PyTorch framework. During the training pro-
cess, SGD optimizer is used for training all the detectors within
24 epochs. Meanwhile, momentum is set as 0.9 whilst weight
decay is set to 0.0001. In addition, a single-scale training strat-

egy is utilized in our experiments. To demonstrate the superi-
ority of our DFMSD model, numerous state-of-the-art (SOTA)
masked feature distillation methods are involved in our com-
parative studies, including FKD [72], FGD [46], MGD [47],
AMD [48], DMKD [12], PKD [52] and crossKD [53].

4.2. Heterogeneous distillation between ViT and CNN Models

In this study, we have conducted extensive experiments in
which the advanced Swin-Transformer (ST) model and differ-
ent categories of CNN detectors are involved. More specifi-
cally, ST is used as the teacher framework, while a CNN student
model is progressively adapted to the “weaker” ST-T model and
“stronger” ST-S model via our SAL module. All student CNN
detectors utilize ResNet50 as the backbone network. Accord-
ing to the CNN detector categories, our experiments for het-
erogeneous distillation between ViT and CNN models can be
categorized into the following three groups.

4.2.1. Distillation between ST and two-stage CNN detector
In this group of experiments, the Faster R-CNN detector

with ResNet50 backbone serves as the student model. As
demonstrated in Table 1, our DFMSD method significantly im-
proves baseline by 4.7% mAP, reporting the highest precision
at 43.1%. Moreover, it surpasses the SOTA methods MGD and
DMKD by 1.2% and 0.8%, respectively. Similar performance
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Table 1: Results of heterogeneous distillation between the ViT and different CNN detectors in the COCO dataset. ST-T and ST-S denote Swin-Transformer-T
and Swin-Transformer-S models, respectively. Notably, more powerful ST-S is directly used as the teacher model for MGD and DMKD which are essentially
single-stage distillation methods. The best results are highlighted in bold.

Teacher Student mAP APs APm APl mAR ARs ARm ARl

Faster R-CNN (baseline) 38.4 21.5 42.1 50.3 52.0 32.6 55.8 66.1
MGD 41.9 (+3.5) 23.9 45.8 55.7 55.5 35.4 60.1 70.7

DMKD 42.3 (+3.9) 25.2 46.0 55.6 55.6 35.9 59.3 70.4
DFMSD (ours) 43.1 (+4.7) 25.0 46.8 56.8 56.5 36.6 60.2 71.2

RetinaNet (baseline) 37.4 20.6 40.7 49.7 53.9 33.1 57.7 70.2
MGD 39.7 (+2.3) 22.5 43.4 52.8 57.0 36.5 61.5 73.3

DMKD 40.3 (+2.9) 23.3 44.0 53.5 57.5 38.2 61.8 72.5
DFMSD (ours) 41.2 (+3.8) 24.3 45.2 54.4 57.9 39.4 62.0 73.6
FCOS (baseline) 35.3 20.1 38.3 46.2 53.0 32.3 57.4 69.4

MGD 37.2 (+1.9) 21.2 40.0 49.4 54.3 33.2 58.8 71.1
DMKD 37.3 (+2.0) 20.8 40.3 49.3 54.5 34.2 58.7 70.8

ST-T→ST-S

DFMSD (ours) 37.5 (+2.2) 21.3 40.4 49.1 54.7 34.3 58.9 71.1

improvements are also observed in the mAR metric. These re-
sults fully demonstrate that our method can take advantage of
stage-wise distillation to achieve more performance gains for
the student model compared to the single-stage distillation ap-
proaches like MGD and DMKD.

4.2.2. Distillation between ST and one-stage CNN detector
Different from the first-group experimental setup, the stu-

dent Faster R-CNN framework is replaced by the RetinaNet
framework. Similar to the results of the first group, our method
provides a significant improvement over baseline in mAP per-
formance by 3.8% and mAR performance by 4.0%. Further-
more, the proposed DFMSD consistently outperforms the other
two competitors and particularly beats its predecessor DMKD
by 0.9% mAP, which suggests considerable advantages of our
model.

4.2.3. Distillation between ST and anchor-free CNN detector
To further assess the generalizability of our proposed

method, the anchor-free FCOS detector is used as the student
network. Although our model reports less performance im-
provements compared with the previous two groups, it still ex-
hibits consistent performance advantages.

4.3. Heterogeneous distillation among CNN models

In addition to the distillation between the ViT and CNN ar-
chitectures, we have carried out additional heterogeneous dis-
tillation experiments among different categories of CNN detec-
tors, namely two-stage models, one-stage models, and anchor-
free models. The experiments are presented as the following
three groups. Consistent with the above experiments, all the
student CNN detectors adopt ResNet-50 as the backbone net-
work.

4.3.1. Distillation using two-stage detectors as the teachers
In this group of experiment, two-stage Cascade Mask R-

CNN is used for the teacher framework while the other CNN
models for the students. In particular, the “weaker” and the

“stronger” teacher models are Cascade Mask R-CNN with
backbone networks used as respective ResNet-50 and ResNext-
101. As revealed in Table 2, our distillation method signifi-
cantly improves the one-stage student detector RetinaNet by
2.7%, reporting highest 40.1% mAP. Meanwhile, our method
outperforms MGD and DMKD by 1% and 0.4% mAP respec-
tively, which demonstrates our distillation scheme is more help-
ful for improving the student model. When the anchor-free
FCOS detector is used for the student model while the Cas-
cade Mask R-CNN remains the teacher network, the proposed
DFMSD improves the baseline by 1.5% mAP with fewer per-
formance gains compared to the above experiments, whereas
the best results are still achieved by our method.

4.3.2. Distillation using one-stage detectors as the teachers
When using a one-stage detector as the teacher model, the

RetinaNet frameworks with a “weaker” backbone ResNet-101
and a “stronger” backbone ResNeXt-101 are firstly used for the
successive distillation stages. As demonstrated in Table. 3, our
proposed DFMSD achieves respective performance boosts of
2.8% and 1.5% over the baseline student models of Faster R-
CNN and FCOS, and outperforms the other two single-stage
distillation approaches with consistent performance advantages
in mAP and mAR. When the teacher framework is replaced by
a more powerful GFL detector [73] while the student network
is used as the FCOS [19], similar improvements can also be ob-
served over both the baseline and the other competitors, which
implies that the student models can benefit from our distillation
scheme with effective knowledge transfer.

4.3.3. Distillation using anchor-free detectors as the teachers
When adopting the anchor-free detector as the teacher net-

work, FCOS is used as the teacher model, while three different
types of detectors are used as the student models, namely two-
stage Faster R-CNN, as well as one-stage GFL and RetinaNet.
With Faster R-CNN as the student model, it is shown in Ta-
ble 4 that the performance boosts over the baseline achieved by
our method reach 2.4% mAP and 1.9% mAR, which consis-
tently beats the other distillation approaches. When one-stage
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Table 2: Results of heterogeneous distillation in the COCO dataset when the two-stage Cascade Mask R-CNN is used as the teacher framework and other types of
CNN detectors are employed for the student models. Notably, Cascade Mask R-CNN with a “stronger” backbone ResNeXt101 is directly used as the teacher model
for MGD and DMKD which are essentially single-stage distillation methods. The best results are highlighted in bold.

Teacher Student mAP APs APm APl mAR ARs ARm ARl

RetinaNet (baseline) 37.4 20.6 40.7 49.7 53.9 33.1 57.7 70.2
MGD 39.1 (+1.7) 21.6 42.7 52.2 56.4 36.7 60.6 72.6

DMKD 39.7 (+2.3) 21.2 43.5 52.8 56.5 36.6 60.6 73.3
DFMSD(ours) 40.1 (+2.7) 22.1 43.4 54.0 56.9 35.5 60.6 73.5

FCOS (baseline) 35.3 20.1 38.3 46.2 53.0 32.3 57.4 69.4
MGD 35.4 (+0.1) 20.8 38.7 45.7 53.3 32.7 58.0 69.0

DMKD 36.2 (+0.9) 20.5 39.5 47.2 53.8 32.9 58.0 70.3

Cascade
Mask R-CNN
ResNet101→
ResNeXt101

DFMSD(ours) 36.8 (+1.5) 21.1 39.7 47.6 54.5 34.1 58.7 70.9

Table 3: Results of heterogeneous distillation in the COCO dataset when one-stage CNN models are used as the teacher detectors and other types of CNN detectors
are employed for the student models. The best results are highlighted in bold.

Teacher Student mAP APs APm APl mAR ARs ARm ARl

Faster R-CNN (baseline) 38.4 21.5 42.1 50.3 52.0 32.6 55.8 66.1
MGD 40.9 (+2.5) 23.5 44.8 541 54.0 33.9 58.2 69.1

DMKD 40.8 (+2.4) 22.9 44.7 54.2 53.9 33.6 57.6 68.9
DFMSD(ours) 41.2 (+2.8) 23.5 45.2 54.4 54.1 34.2 58.2 68.7

FCOS (baseline) 35.3 20.1 38.3 46.2 53.0 32.3 57.4 69.4
MGD 35.4 (+0.1) 20.7 38.7 45.6 53.2 32.8 58.0 68.9

DMKD 36.5 (+1.2) 20.8 39.5 47.6 53.9 33.1 58.3 70.0

RetinaNet
ResNet101→
ResNeXt101

DFMSD(ours) 36.8 (+1.5) 21.0 39.5 48.1 54.1 34.1 58.3 70.1
FCOS (baseline) 35.3 20.1 38.3 46.2 53.0 32.3 57.4 69.4

MGD 35.9 (+0.6) 20.4 38.9 46.6 53.4 32.8 57.7 69.5
DMKD 36.7 (+1.4) 20.9 39.9 47.3 53.9 33.3 58.3 69.9

GFL
ResNet101→
ResNeXt101 DFMSD(ours) 36.9 (+1.6) 21.2 39.9 48.1 54.2 33.8 58.7 70.3

student detectors are involved, including GFL and RetinaNet,
our distillation method still achieves the best results. In partic-
ular, the proposed DFMSD elevates the mAP accuracy of Reti-
naNet from 37. 4% to 40. 2% and the mAR accuracies from 53.
9% to 56. 9%, demonstrating significant performance improve-
ments. In addition, our DFMSD is also superior to MGD and
DMKD with consistent improvements exceeding 0.5%. The
results unanimously showcase the framework-independent ad-
vantages of our method in various cases, suggesting that more
crucial information can be learned from diverse heterogeneous
teacher models with the help of our distillation paradigm for
improving the student performance.

4.4. Comparison with SOTA Heterogeneous Knowledge Distil-
lation Methods

To further demonstrate the superiority of our method, we
compare the proposed DFMSD with the other heterogeneous
distillation approaches including PKD and crossKD. In partic-
ular, crossKD adopts a similar adaptive cross-head approach
which aims at facilitating the prediction imitation to bridge the
gap between teachers and students. In practice, our DFMSD
performs stage-wise distillation such that the RetinaNet student
detector with ResNet50 backbone network can adaptively learn
from the original “weaker” Swin-Transformer-T (ST-T) to the
“stronger” Swin-Transformer-S (ST-S). In contrast, PKD and
crossKD, which are single-distillation methods without feature

masking, function by directly transferring knowledge from Cas-
cade Mask R-CNN to ST-T. As revealed in Table 5, our method
outperforms both PKD and crossKD by respective 1.3% and
0.6% mAP accuracies, which indicates that a simple cross-head
strategy is insufficient to reduce the difference between hetero-
geneous teacher and student models, and thus exhibits subopti-
mal performance.

4.5. Experiments of homogeneous distillation

In addition to the aforementioned heterogeneous distillation
experiments, we have also evaluated our method in the case
of homogeneous distillation for detection and compared it with
the other SOTA schemes in the COCO, including FKD, FGD,
MGD, AMD, and DMKD. In homogeneous distillation, the
teacher and student models share the same detection frame-
work, whereas the former has a more powerful backbone net-
work than the latter. As shown in Table 6, four different detec-
tors, including RetinaNet, RepPoints, GFL and FCOS are in-
volved in our comparative studies. In addition, the backbone
networks of the teacher and student frameworks are used as
ResNeXt101 and ResNet50, respectively. The only exception is
our DFMSD framework which incorporates two teacher mod-
els with respective ResNet101 and ResNeXt101 backbones in
the process of stage-wise adaptive learning. The pre-trained
models for the teacher are directly borrowed from the MMDe-
tection toolbox [74]. It can be observed from the results that
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Table 4: Results of heterogeneous distillation in the COCO dataset when anchor-free FCOS is used as the teacher model and other types of CNN detectors are
employed for the student models. The best results are highlighted in bold.

Teacher Student mAP APs APm APl mAR ARs ARm ARl

Faster R-CNN (baseline) 38.4 21.5 42.1 50.3 52.0 32.6 55.8 66.1
MGD 40.1 (+1.7) 23.1 44.1 52.2 53.6 34.5 57.3 67.9

DMKD 40.5 (+2.1) 22.7 44.6 52.7 53.7 33.8 57.9 67.7
DFMSD(ours) 40.8 (+2.4) 22.9 44.5 54.0 53.9 33.6 57.5 68.9
GFL (baseline) 39.6 22.3 43.6 52.2 58.2 35.8 63.1 75.2

MGD 40.1 (+0.5) 22.8 43.8 52.9 58.8 36.8 63.5 75.8
DMKD 40.4 (+0.8) 22.4 44.3 53.8 59.1 37.8 63.8 75.6

DFMSD(ours) 40.7 (+1.1) 22.8 44.5 53.1 59.6 38.3 64.6 76.1
RetinaNet (baseline) 37.4 20.6 40.7 49.7 53.9 33.1 57.7 70.2

MGD 39.5 (+2.1) 22.1 43.0 52.2 56.5 37.6 60.4 72.0
DMKD 39.7 (+2.3) 22.4 42.9 52.2 56.9 36.7 60.8 72.6

FCOS
ResNet101→
ResNeXt101

DFMSD(ours) 40.2 (+2.8) 22.5 44.0 53.3 56.9 37.4 60.8 72.6

Table 5: Comparison of our method and the SOTA heterogeneous knowledge distillation methods in COCO dataset. The best results are highlighted in bold.
Teacher Student mAP APs APm APl

RetinaNet (baseline) 37.4 20.6 40.7 49.7
PKD 38.6 (+1.2) 22.2 42.1 49.9

DMKD 38.7 (+1.3) 22.5 42.3 50.6
CrossKD 39.4 (+2.0) 22.6 43.3 51.3

Cascade Mask R-CNN (ResNet101)
→ST-T

DFMSD(ours) 40.0 (+2.6) 22.7 43.9 52.4

our DFMSD achieves consistent superiority to all the compet-
ing methods. For example, when the RetinaNet is used as the
detection framework, our approach outperforms its predeces-
sor DMKD by 0.5% mAP and beats the other signle-distillation
methods. When using a more advanced GFL detector, the
performance advantage against DMKD reaches 1.4%, which
demonstrates the substantial benefits of integrating the stage-
wise distillation mechanism into the feature masking frame-
work.

4.6. Ablation Studies

In this section, extensive ablation experiments are conducted
to gain a deeper insight into different module and configura-
tions on the performance of our proposed distillation frame-
work. Similar to the settings in the above-mentioned experi-
ments, various ViT and CNN detectors are involved in our ab-
lation studies.

4.6.1. SAL module
We have carried out different groups of experiments to ex-

plore the effect of distillation stages and different teacher detec-
tion frameworks on the model performance. More specifically,
the teacher detectors include Cascade Mask R-CNN, FCOS,
RetinaNet, and ST-T while RetinaNet with ResNet50 is used
as the student model. As illustrated in Table 7, the highest
40.1% mAP accuracy is reported when the student successively
learns from the Cascade mask R-CNN with ResNet101 and
ResNext101 backbones. Interestingly, this result is even identi-
cal to the case when three teachers with successive ResNet50,

ResNet101, and ResNeXt101 backbone networks are incorpo-
rated into our SAL module, which suggests that excessive dis-
tillation stages may not benefit improving the student perfor-
mance due to the limitation of the representation power of sim-
ilar teacher models. In addition, it is shown that deteriorating
performance is reported when the teacher and the student de-
tectors have diverse network architectures. For example, when
the Cascade Mask R-CNN remains the “weaker” teacher frame-
work and the “stronger” counterpart is used as an even more ad-
vanced ST-T framework, a slightly lower 40.0% mAP score is
achieved, which lags behind the case when both teacher models
simultaneously utilize the Cascade Mask R-CNN framework.
This implies that the gap among multiple teacher models may
be detrimental to the distillation performance.

4.6.2. Masking enhancement module
To explore the effect of the masking enhancement (ME) mod-

ule on different distillation stages within our SAL module, we
conduct a series of experiments in which the module is intro-
duced into the first stage, the second stage, and both stages si-
multaneously. Specifically, the teacher Cascade Mask R-CNN
detector successively leverages ResNet101 and ResNeXt101
for backbone networks and the RetinaNet-ResNet50 is used as
the student model. As revealed in Table 8, integrating the mask-
ing enhancement module in both stages can not bring further
performance improvement, since extra enhancement may gen-
erate repeatedly identified object-aware regions, and thus pro-
duce biased detection results. In contrast, our method achieves
slightly superior performance of 40.1% mAP by only intro-
ducing masking enhancement into the second distillation stage.
This suggests that “stronger” teacher with more powerful repre-
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Table 6: Comparison of different methods for homogeneous knowledge distillation in the COCO dataset. Different from the other distillation methods in which a
single teacher with ResNeXt101 backbone is used, our approach leverages dual teachers with both “weaker” ResNet101 and “stronger” ResNeXt101 backbones for
our SAL module.

Teacher Student mAP APs APm APl mAR ARs ARm ARl

RetinaNet (baseline) 37.4 20.6 40.7 49.7 53.9 33.1 57.7 70.2
FKD 39.6 (+2.2) 22.7 43.4 52.5 56.1 36.8 60.0 72.1
FGD 40.7 (+3.3) 22.9 45.0 54.7 56.8 36.5 61.4 72.8
MGD 41.0 (+3.6) 23.4 45.3 55.7 57.0 37.2 61.7 72.8
AMD 41.3 (+3.9) 23.9 45.4 55.7 57.4 38.2 61.7 73.5

DMKD 41.5 (+4.1) 24.0 45.8 55.8 57.8 38.5 62.3 73.2

RetinaNet
ResNet101→
ResNeXt101

DFMSD(ours) 42.0 (+4.6) 24.1 46.3 56.5 58.2 38.9 62.9 75.2
RepPoints (baseline) 38.6 22.5 42.2 50.4 55.1 34.9 59.4 70.3

FKD 40.6 (+2.0) 23.4 44.6 53.0 56.9 37.3 60.9 71.4
FGD 42.0 (+3.4) 24.0 45.7 55.6 58.2 37.8 62.2 73.3
MGD 42.3 (+3.7) 24.4 46.2 55.9 58.4 40.4 62.3 73.9
AMD 42.7 (+4.1) 24.8 46.5 56.3 58.8 40.6 62.4 74.1

DMKD 42.9 (+4.3) 25.1 46.9 56.4 60.1 40.9 62.9 74.4

RepPoints
ResNet101→
ResNeXt101

DFMSD(ours) 43.2 (+4.6) 25.3 47.4 57.5 60.2 41.0 63.4 74.8
GFL (baseline) 39.6 22.3 43.6 52.2 58.2 35.8 63.1 75.2

MGD 40.4 (+0.8) 22.8 44.1 53.7 59.0 37.0 63.7 76.3
AMD 40.5 (+0.9) 23.3 44.2 53.5 59.0 37.3 63.6 75.8

DMKD 40.8 (+1.2) 23.3 44.6 53.7 59.3 37.9 64.1 76.4

GFL
ResNet101→
ResNeXt101

DFMSD(ours) 42.2 (+2.6) 23.6 46.2 55.3 60.2 39.4 64.9 76.5
FCOS (baseline) 35.3 20.1 38.3 46.2 53.0 32.3 57.4 69.4

MGD 36.3 (+1.0) 20.3 39.2 48.0 53.7 32.8 58.0 70.3
AMD 36.6 (+1.3) 20.5 39.6 48.5 54.0 33.1 58.4 70.9

DMKD 36.9 (+1.6) 20.8 40.0 48.8 54.2 33.3 58.8 71.1

FCOS
ResNet101→
ResNeXt101

DFMSD(ours) 37.2 (+1.9) 20.6 40.2 49.0 54.8 34.7 58.7 71.2

sentation capability can benefit from the masking enhancement
for better identifying the enhanced object-aware regions.

4.6.3. Semantic Feature Alignment module
To investigate the effect of Semantic Feature Alignment

(SFA) module on the model performance, we perform seman-
tic alignment at different feature layers between the teacher
and the student backbone networks within our DFMSD model
using different configurations. Consistent with the aforemen-
tioned setup, the Cascade Mask R-CNN with ResNet101 and
ResNeXt101 backbones are used as the dual teachers and the
student detector is RetinaNet-ResNet50. As shown in Table 9,
performing semantic alignment at each FPN layer from P1 to
P3 between the teacher and the student helps to generate consis-
tent feature distribution and thus achieves the best result. This
also indicates that the teacher-student gap is manifested in the
variance in feature distribution at each feature layer.

4.6.4. Ablating each module within our DFMSD framework
In this section, we have comprehensively explored the three

modules mentioned above by ablating each one in our exper-
iments. The ablation studies fall into two groups according
to the distillation setting, namely heterogeneous and homoge-
neous distillation. For heterogeneous distillation, the teachers
are Transformer-based ST-T and ST-S models with the student
detector used as RetinaNet-ResNet50. As demonstrated in Ta-

ble 10, suboptimal result is reported when any one module oper-
ates independently. In particular, when a single SAL produces
promising 40.8% mAP, combining it with ME and SFA mod-
ules further improves from 40.8% to 41.2%, substantially sug-
gesting the benefits of integrating the complementary modules
into the dual masking feature distillation framework. Similar
results are also obtained in the ablation studies for homoge-
neous distillation where RetinaNet-ResNet101 and RetinaNet-
ResNeXt101 are teacher models, while RetinaNet-ResNet50 is
the student counterpart, demonstrating that the highest result of
42.0% mAP is obtained when all three modules are integrated
as shown in Table 11.

4.7. Parameter Analysis

In this section, we discuss the setup of the hyperparameters
involved in our DFMSD model. Firstly, various experimen-
tal evaluations are carried out using different threshold values
λ, which indicates the scale distribution characteristics of the
object-aware regions in Eq. (4). As shown in Fig. 9, the best
result is achieved when λ = 0.5. This is reasonable since it is
very likely that an image contains smaller objects when object-
aware region areas account for less than half of the image size.
In contrast, an image may constitute larger objects if λ > 0.5.
In addition, we explore the impact of the hyperparameters α
and β in Eqs. (6) and (7) on the model performance. As shown
in Fig. 10, it is shown that the highest 42.9% mAP accuracy
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Table 7: Ablating studies of SAL module within our proposed framework. The models in brackets indicate the backbone networks of the teacher detectors. The
student framework is RetinaNet with ResNet50 backbone. The best result is achieved when the stage-wise Cascade Mask R-CNN teacher detectors successively
utilize ResNet101 and ResNeXt101 as the backbones.

Teacher Student mAP
Cascade Mask R-CNN (ResNet50→ ResNet101→ ResNeXt101)

RetinaNet-ResNet50
(mAP: 37.4)

40.1
Cascade Mask R-CNN (ResNet50→ ResNet101) 39.8

Cascade Mask R-CNN (ResNet101→ ResNeXt101) 40.1
Cascade Mask R-CNN (ResNet101)→ FCOS (ResNeXt101) 37.6

Cascade Mask R-CNN (ResNet101)→ RetinaNet (ResNeXt101) 38.6
Cascade Mask R-CNN (ResNet101)→ ST-T 40.0

Table 8: Ablation studies of our masking enhancement module during differ-
ent distillation stages within our framework. The best result is achieved when
imposing masking enhancement on the “stronger” teacher for the second distil-
lation phase.

Student:
RetinaNet-ResNet50

Cascade
Mask R-CNN
(ResNet101)

Cascade
Mask R-CNN
(ResNeXt101) mAP

✓ ✓ 40.0
✓ 39.6

✓ 40.1

Table 9: Ablation studies of semantic alignment modules within our model.
P1, P2 and P3 denote the respective FPN layers of the teacher and the student
models.

Teacher: Cascade Mask R-CNN (ResNet101→ResNeXt101)
Student: RetinaNet-ResNet50

P1 P2 P3 mAP
✓ 39.8

✓ ✓ 40.0
✓ ✓ ✓ 40.1

is achieved when α and β are respectively set to 5.0×10−7 and
2.5×10−7, suggesting that different terms are balanced for de-
sirable tradeoff.

5. Conclusion

In this study, we have proposed a dual feature masking stage-
wise distillation paradigm termed DFMSD to address hetero-
geneous distillation. More specifically, we propose integrating
stage-wise learning into the dual feature masking framework
such that the student can be progressively adapted to differ-
ent teachers in various distillation stages. Meanwhile, mask-
ing enhancement is also introduced into the stage-wise learning
such that the object-aware masking regions are enhanced for
improved masking feature reconstruction. In addition, seman-
tic alignment is also performed at different FPN layers between
the teacher and the student network to generate consistent fea-
ture distributions. With all the above-mentioned modules in-
corporated, the gap between the teacher and the student models
can be bridged for boosted distillation performance. Extensive
experiments in the COCO dataset for object detection with dif-
ferent setups demonstrate the promise of our proposed method

Table 10: Comprehensive ablation studies for heterogeneous teacher and stu-
dent detectors.

Teacher: ST-T→ST-S
Student: RetinaNet-ResNet50

SAL ME SFA mAP
✓ 40.8

✓ 40.5
✓ 40.2

✓ ✓ 41.1
✓ ✓ 40.9

✓ ✓ 40.7
✓ ✓ ✓ 41.2

Table 11: Comprehensive ablation studies for homogeneous teacher and student
detectors.

Teacher: RetinaNet (ResNet101→ResNeXt101)
Student: RetinaNet-ResNet50

SAL ME SFA mAP
✓ 41.7

✓ 41.4
✓ 41.1

✓ ✓ 41.9
✓ ✓ 41.8

✓ ✓ 41.6
✓ ✓ ✓ 42.0

and the superiority to the SOTA, particularly in the heteroge-
neous distillation scenario.
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