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Abstract

Recent advancements in pre-trained Vision-Language Mod-
els (VLMs) have highlighted the significant potential of
prompt tuning for adapting these models to a wide range of
downstream tasks. However, existing prompt tuning meth-
ods typically map an image to a single representation, lim-
iting the model’s ability to capture the diverse ways an im-
age can be described. To address this limitation, we investi-
gate the impact of visual prompts on the model’s generaliza-
tion capability and introduce a novel method termed Multi-
Representation Guided Prompt Tuning (MePT). Specifically,
MePT employs a three-branch framework that focuses on
diverse salient regions, uncovering the inherent knowledge
within images which is crucial for robust generalization. Fur-
ther, we employ efficient self-ensemble techniques to inte-
grate these versatile image representations, allowing MePT
to learn all conditional, marginal, and fine-grained distri-
butions effectively. We validate the effectiveness of MePT
through extensive experiments, demonstrating significant im-
provements on both base-to-novel class prediction and do-
main generalization tasks.

Introduction
Pre-trained vision-language models (VLMs), such as CLIP
(Radford et al. 2021), have demonstrated remarkable per-
formance across a wide range of downstream tasks in a
zero-shot manner without task-specific fine-tuning. For in-
stance, an image can be classified by using CLIP to mea-
sure the similarities with multiple textual prompts (e.g. “A
photo of a {class}.”). It has been shown that the quality
of text templates significantly impacts the performance of
CLIP (Menon and Vondrick 2023; Radford et al. 2021). To
this end, prompt tuning techniques have been developed,
which not only alleviate the challenge of manually craft-
ing prompts but also enhance the model’s generalization
capabilities with minimal training data, while keeping the
VLM model parameters frozen (Zhou et al. 2022b,a; Shu
et al. 2022; Huang, Chu, and Wei 2022). However, a no-
table limitation of prompt tuning is its tendency to overfit
task-specific data distributions, potentially leading to the for-
getting of valuable knowledge acquired during the extensive
large-scale pretraining phase (Zhou et al. 2022a).

To mitigate the issue of overfitting, existing works con-
centrate on reducing the discrepancy between the text

Figure 1: The illustration of multi-representation prompting.
Given an image, we visualize the attention maps from the
last layer of the vision transformer (Right). After visual-
side prompt tuning (a), CLIP effectively optimizes the rel-
evance signal for foreground objects compared to vanilla
CLIP (b). The visual prompts tokens ([VP]s) further demon-
strate foreground-focused capabilities and naturally attend
to different objects in the scene with diversity (c). We pro-
pose a novel Multi-Representation Guided Prompt Tuning
framework, designed to capture the comprehensive informa-
tion inherent in the image with three branches.

prompts and the general textual knowledge within pre-
trained models. It has been approached with various strate-
gies, including alignment with text templates (Yao, Zhang,
and Xu 2023, 2024; Bulat and Tzimiropoulos 2023), inte-
gration of extra text representations (Khattak et al. 2023b;
Tian et al. 2024; Zhang et al. 2024; Chen et al. 2023) and
gradient-based optimization methods (Zhu et al. 2023). In
addition to these approaches, visual prompt tuning technol-
ogy has been introduced, to enhance synergy between the
vision and language representations (Jia et al. 2022; Khattak
et al. 2023a). However, existing prompt tuning techniques
mainly rely on global image representations (i.e., the em-
bedding derived from the special class token). These ap-
proaches treat the image as one single point, ignoring the
fact that different text prompts may only focus on one or a
subset of visual characteristics (Chen et al. 2023; Guo et al.
2023). As illustrated in Figure 1, relying solely on a global
representation derived from the class token proves inade-
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quate for capturing all the visual information embedded in
images. This limitation constrains both the effectiveness of
image recognition and the robustness of domain generaliza-
tion (Chefer, Schwartz, and Wolf 2022; Paiss, Chefer, and
Wolf 2022; Geirhos et al. 2020).

In efforts to incorporate more visual information, ap-
proaches such as PromptSRC (Khattak et al. 2023b) and
RPO (Lee et al. 2023), despite the adoption of visual
prompts, emphasize the importance of primitive image rep-
resentations generated by vanilla CLIP, particularly in the
category and domain shift tasks. PromptSRC aims to regu-
late prompted image representations by leveraging the foun-
dational vanilla representations, while RPO utilizes multiple
inner-masked visual prompts to address internal representa-
tion shifts. In contrast, our method constructs a more com-
prehensive representation space and leverages the synergy
of diverse image representations to mitigate overfitting.

Our method employs a three-branch framework, with
each branch meticulously designed to capture role-specific
visual representations. The first branch termed the global
branch, is pivotal as it aligns with the foundational design of
the CLIP model, which is trained to match global visual fea-
tures with corresponding language features. This global im-
age representation remains indispensable for a broad range
of tasks, ensuring that the foundational knowledge is re-
tained. The second branch, referred to as the augmented
branch, addresses the diverse attention patterns exhibited
by learnable visual prompts. As illustrated in Figure 1, this
branch utilizes outputs from visual prompts as augmented
image representations, enabling a focus on different salient
regions and tailoring the approach to domain-specific tasks.
Additionally, these visual prompts also optimize the fore-
ground signal for global representations, thereby improving
overall model performance, with further analysis provided
in our experiments. Finally, the vanilla branch is designed
to preserve general visual knowledge, which is particularly
beneficial for achieving generalization in unseen domains.
To integrate the visual information captured by these three
branches, we introduce a parameter-efficient self-ensemble
strategy. Similarly to the model ensemble technique (Kang
et al. 2020; Ilharco et al. 2022; Wortsman et al. 2022), the fi-
nal prediction is derived from the aggregation of predictions
made by each branch. This strategy enhances the model’s
robustness to domain shifts and ensures comprehensive uti-
lization of diverse visual features.

In summary, the main contributions are as follows:

• We note that the visual prompts not only enhance the
model’s generalization capability but also optimize the
foreground signal for global representations. Simultane-
ously, visual prompts themselves reveal versatile atten-
tion patterns, naturally focusing on diverse salient re-
gions of the attention map.

• To enhance synergistic comprehension for images, we
propose Multi-Representation Guided Prompt Tuning,
a three-branch approach that effectively enhances ro-
bustness and generalization by ensembling global, aug-
mented, and vanilla representations, ensuring compre-
hensive visual understanding.

• We conduct extensive experiments across 11 diverse
datasets, collectively validating the effectiveness and ro-
bustness of our method on category shift and domain
shift under few-shot generalization settings.

Related Work
Prompt Tuning in Vision-Language models
Prompt tuning, initially developed for Natural Language
Processing (NLP), allows models to adapt efficiently to
downstream tasks without the need to retrain previously
learned parameters (Shin et al. 2020; Liu et al. 2021; Li and
Liang 2021; Lester, Al-Rfou, and Constant 2021). In recent
years, this technique has gained prominence in fine-tuning
pre-trained VLMs, such as CLIP (Radford et al. 2021).
It involves introducing learnable text and visual prompts
while keeping the pre-trained weights frozen (Khattak et al.
2023a,b; Cho, Kim, and Kim 2023; Lu et al. 2022). CoOp
(Zhou et al. 2022b) first introduces prompt tuning into
open-world visual understanding, enabling the adaptation
of knowledge from large-scale vision-language pre-trained
models. Building on CoOp, its extended version, CoCoOp
(Zhou et al. 2022a), enhances the generalization of learn-
able textual prompts for each image. To ensure that learnable
text prompts retain essential general textual knowledge, ap-
proaches such as KgCoOp (Yao, Zhang, and Xu 2023), Pro-
Grad (Zhu et al. 2023), and TCP (Yao, Zhang, and Xu 2024)
have been developed. These methods constrain the prompts
to align with foundational textual knowledge. Additionally,
visual prompt tuning (Jia et al. 2022; Yoo et al. 2023; Oh
et al. 2023) has been introduced to enhance the synergy be-
tween vision and language representations. MaPLe (Khattak
et al. 2023a), RPO (Lee et al. 2023), DAPT (Cho, Kim, and
Kim 2023), and promptSRC (Khattak et al. 2023b) focus on
tuning both vision and language branches in order to main-
tain cross-modal synergy.

Visual Representation for Image Recognition
Traditionally, CLIP and prompt tuning techniques have pre-
dominantly relied on global image representations gener-
ated by a special class token (Radford et al. 2021). These
tokens act as feature aggregators, providing a global sum-
mary of the input image. Recent studies (Gandelsman, Efros,
and Steinhardt 2024; Darcet et al. 2024; Jia et al. 2022;
Chen et al. 2023; Chowdhury et al. 2023; Sun et al. 2024)
have revealed that significant potential remains for captur-
ing and utilizing the rich information embedded within im-
ages. For instance, (Lu et al. 2024) leverages multiple pre-
trained or fine-tuned VLMs to generate customized ensem-
bles of image and text representations for decision-making.
CLIP-Adapter (Gao et al. 2024) introduces an adapter mech-
anism to adjust visual or text embeddings, aiming to improve
representation alignment. More closely related to our work,
PLOT (Chen et al. 2023) extracts local visual features with
varied semantic cues from feature maps. This method gener-
ates discriminative and visually-aligned local textual prompt
tokens. However, PLOT has also demonstrated that depend-
ing solely on these feature maps without alignment with tex-
tual prompts can lead to a significant drop in performance.



Figure 2: Overview of our proposed MePT framework for multi-modal prompt tuning. CLIP encoders are utilized to generate
image and text representations from the input image-text pairs. We introduce three-branch image presentations: global repre-
sentation xp, augmented representation x̃p, and vanilla representation x to ensure comprehensive visual understanding across
different domains. Additionally, we employ ground truth supervision (LAug) in the augmented branch and constraints (Limg

and Ltext) in the global branch to align with general knowledge. Moreover, the self-masked attention within visual prompts is
employed to restrict the attention flow.

These studies underscore that relying solely on global rep-
resentations derived from the class tokens is insufficient to
capture the full range of information present in images.

Method
Preliminary
Overview. In this section, we provide an overview of the
multi-modal representations in CLIP related to prompt tun-
ing. CLIP aims to explore the semantic correspondence be-
tween the vision and language modalities through large-
scale pre-training, utilizing two encoders, a transformer-
based text encoder Mtext and an image encoder Mimg .

CLIP image and text representation. The image I and
text description t are first divided into m patches and n
word tokens, which are then projected into patch embed-
dings E0 ∈ Rm×dv and word embeddings W0 ∈ Rn×dt .
Additional special tokens, namely the class token c0 and eos
token e0, are included and later used as the output tokens.
These embeddings Ei and Wi are inputted into the (i+1)th
layer of the corresponding encoder, as shown below:

[ci, Ei, P
v
i ] = M i

img

([
ci−1, Ei−1, P

v
i−1

])
,[

ei,Wi, P
t
i

]
= M i

text

([
ei−1,Wi−1, P

t
i−1

]) (1)

Here, P v
i ∈ RV×dv and P t

i ∈ RT×dt , denote learnable
prompt tokens appended after the patch and word embed-
dings respectively. V and T are the number of learnable vi-
sual prompts and text prompts. To obtain the final image rep-
resentation xp and text representation zp, the output embed-
dings of special tokens cK and eK after K-layer encoders,

are projected to a common vision-language latent space:

xp = ImgProj(cK), zp = TextProj(eK) (2)

Prompt Tuning for CLIP. Prompt tuning, or multi-modal
prompt tuning approaches, involve appending learnable
prompts to either the image encoder or text encoder after
original embeddings (Zhou et al. 2022b), as described in
Equation (1). Each vector has the same dimension as the
original word or patch embedding. For image recognition
on a target dataset D, learnable prompts are optimized with
the cross-entropy loss LCE :

LCE = −
∑
D

log
exp

(
sim(xp, z

y
p)/τ

)∑Nc

i=1 exp
(
sim(xp, zip)/τ

) (3)

Here, y represents the ground truth label for the input image.
By leveraging a few labeled samples, the prompts are fine-
tuned specifically for the downstream task.

Multi-Representation branches
As illustrated in Figure 2, we propose a three-branch
approach, with each branch dedicated to capturing role-
specific visual representations. This allows MePT to learn
all conditional, marginal, and fine-grained distributions ef-
fectively and uncovers the inherent knowledge within im-
ages that is essential for robust generalization.

Global branch. Since the original CLIP model is trained
by aligning global visual features with language features, the
global image representation is crucial for a wide range of
tasks. To extend this capability, we introduce deep learnable



visual prompts P v = {P v
0 , P

v
1 , · · · , P v

K−1}. For a given in-
put sample, we obtain the final output embedding cK by in-
serting learnable prompts at each layer:[

ci, Ei, P̃
v
i

]
= M i

img

([
ci−1, Ei−1, P

v
i−1

])
(4)

Here, P̃ v
i refers to the output embedding of previous

prompts P v
i−1 after i-th layer image encoder, while in

deep prompt tuning framework, it will be replaced soon
by human-introduced prompts P v

i . The final prompted im-
age representation is derived using the pre-trained projec-
tion matrix, as described in Equation (2), after the last vision
transformer block. This output of the global branch, denoted
as xp, is referred to as the global representation, acting as a
global feature aggregator.

Augmented branch. Existing prompt-tuning methods
map an image to a single global representation, which lim-
its the model’s ability to capture the diverse ways an im-
age can be described. To uncover the hidden knowledge of
a single representation, we design the augmented branch,
which enriches the image representations and exploits the
foreground-focused ability of visual prompts. Specially, we
obtain the final visual prompts embeddings P̃ v

K through the
image encoder Mimg , following Equation (4). These embed-
dings, typically discarded in previous prompt tuning meth-
ods, are then projected into the vision-language shared space
to derive the corresponding representations x̃p:

x̃p = ImgProj(P̃ v
K) (5)

We refer x̃p as augmented representation. These represen-
tations, associated with visual prompts, are able to focus on
diverse salient regions of the attention map, as shown in Fig-
ure 1, revealing excellent feature aggregation, which we will
make more analysis in the next sections.

While visual prompts naturally develop the ability to fo-
cus on diverse salient regions during training, we find it
beneficial to integrate a masking strategy within the visual
prompts. The visual self-masked attention mechanism en-
sures that additional visual prompts do not interfere with
each other and restricts the flow of attention to other learn-
able prompts (Li et al. 2023). Unlike the read-only prompts
used in RPO (Lee et al. 2023), our approach with the self-
masked attention module imposes no additional restrictions
on image patches, thereby preserving the flow of global at-
tention. The ablation study of the self-masked attention strat-
egy will be provided in the next section.

Vanilla branch. Even though CLIP’s image and text en-
coder weights are kept frozen, learnable prompts can in-
fluence the internal representations within the self-attention
module (Darcet et al. 2024; Touvron et al. 2021; Lee et al.
2023), potentially affecting performance variance and gener-
alization, particularly in data-deficient settings. To this end,
we utilize the vanilla image representation x without extra
learnable visual prompts appended, therefore preserving the
integrity of the original features. We refer to x as vanilla
representation. This vanilla branch preserves general visual
knowledge and proves to be beneficial for generalization to
unseen categories and domains.

Prompt Tuning with multi-representation
Global strategy. Following the prompt tuning process, we
minimize the cross-entropy loss LCE , as described in Equa-
tion (3). However, strong downstream dataset transfer has
been shown to cause prompts to overfit task-specific data,
limiting their ability to effectively utilize the general infor-
mation from the frozen model (Yao, Zhang, and Xu 2023;
Khattak et al. 2023b). To address this, we impose a con-
straint on the prompted visual and text representations to en-
sure their consistency with the vanilla CLIP representations
by using cosine similarity:

Ltext = 1− sim(xp,x), Limg = 1− sim(zp, z) (6)

In summary, we aggregate the introduced components:

LGlobal = LCE + λ1Ltext + λ2Limg (7)

The LGlobal loss guides the global branch to acquire com-
plementary knowledge from both the downstream tasks and
the pre-trained CLIP model, with λ1 and λ2 as the corre-
sponding hyperparameters.

Augmented strategy. Visual prompts, as previously dis-
cussed, exhibit versatile attention patterns that enable
them to focus on various objects within a scene. Fol-
lowing Equation (5), by introducing V individual visual
prompt tokens, we obtain augmented representations x̃p =
{x̃1

p, x̃
2
p, · · · , x̃V

p }. These representations are then used to
calculate similarity scores with the corresponding text rep-
resentations. The final logits are obtained by averaging the
similarity scores with the equal weight:

sim(x̃p, zp) =
1

V

V∑
i=1

x̃i
p · zp

∥x̃i
p∥∥zp∥

(8)

Although the augmented branch is designed to capture di-
verse salient regions, it requires additional supervision to
fully leverage its potential for downstream image recogni-
tion tasks, particularly when starting from random initializa-
tion (Wang et al. 2024). To harness the full potential of these
visual prompts, we propose an augmented strategy tailored
specifically for domain-specific image representations:

LAug = −
∑
D

log
exp

(
sim(x̃p, z

y
p)/τ

)∑Nc

i=1 exp
(
sim(x̃p, zip)/τ

) (9)

Here, we incorporate classification supervision using ground
truth labels to enhance the branch’s few-shot visual recogni-
tion. Nc is the number of seen classes. Consequently, our
overall training objective is defined as:

L = LGlobal + LAug (10)

Representations with self-ensemble. Unlike methods
that map an image to a single representation, our MePT
method proposes a three-branch framework for fine-grained
comprehension of each image. We employ a parameter-
efficient self-ensemble strategy that integrates global im-
age representation xp, domain-augmented representation
x̃p, and primitive image representation x to enhance robust-
ness to domain shifts. By computing the similarity between



each image representation and the corresponding text repre-
sentations, we derived predictions for each branch: p(y|xp),
p(y|x̃p), p(y|x). These outputs are then combined using our
logit-level self-ensemble strategy, yielding the final classifi-
cation results. Notably, unlike the traditional ensemble tech-
nique (Kang et al. 2020; Lu et al. 2024), our self-ensemble
strategy is implemented within a single-phase prompt tun-
ing process and does not require a secondary model for
conditioning. A comparative analysis of various ensemble
strategies, such as confidence weighting (Lu et al. 2024) and
thresholding method (Bai et al. 2024), will be discussed in
our ablation experiments.

Experiment
Benchmark Setting
Base-to-novel class generalization. We assess the gener-
alizability of MePT by adopting a benchmark setting where
the datasets are divided into base and novel classes, as out-
lined in (Zhou et al. 2022a). The model is initially trained
solely on the base classes in a few-shot setting and is then
evaluated on both the base and novel classes to measure its
ability to generalize across different categories.

Cross-dataset generalization. To assess the robustness of
our approach in transferring to unseen datasets, we directly
evaluate our ImageNet-trained model on a variety of previ-
ously unseen datasets, without performing any data-specific
fine-tuning. This allows us to validate the model’s ability to
generalize effectively across different domains.

Quantitative segmentation. We follow a standard proto-
col for evaluating heatmap-based methods (Chefer, Gur, and
Wolf 2021a,b) to validate the proposed method. In this pro-
cess, the raw attention map is considered a foreground seg-
mentation of the image and is compared against the ground
truth segmentation of the dataset. The performance of the
method is quantitatively assessed using three key metrics: (i)
pixel accuracy (pixAcc), (ii) mean Intersection over Union
(mIoU), and (iii) mean Average Precision (mAP).

Datasets. To evaluate our method’s generalization capa-
bility from base to novel classes and its performance across
diverse datasets, we conduct experiments on 11 image
recognition datasets: ImageNet (Deng et al. 2009), Cal-
tech101 (Fei-Fei, Fergus, and Perona 2004), OxfordPets
(Parkhi et al. 2012), StanfordCars (Krause et al. 2013),
Flowers102 (Nilsback and Zisserman 2008), Food101
(Bossard, Guillaumin, and Van Gool 2014), FGVCAircraft
(Maji et al. 2013), SUN397 (Xiao et al. 2010), DTD (Cim-
poi et al. 2014), EuroSAT (Helber et al. 2019), and UCF101
(Soomro, Zamir, and Shah 2012). To ensure a fair com-
parison, we adhere to the protocol established by CoCoOp
(Zhou et al. 2022a), randomly sampling 16 images per class
for the training set. Each experiment is repeated three times
with different random seeds, and the average performance
is reported. Additionally, we assess segmentation quality
on ImageNet-Segmentation (Guillaumin, Küttel, and Ferrari
2014), a subset of the ImageNet validation set comprising
4,276 images with annotated segmentations.

Dataset CoOp CoCoOp RPO MaPLe Prompt-
SRC

MePT
(Ours)

Average
Base 82.69 80.47 81.13 82.28 84.26 84.63
Novel 63.22 71.69 75.00 75.14 76.10 76.30
HM 71.66 75.83 77.78 78.55 79.97 80.25

ImageNet
Base 76.47 75.98 76.60 76.66 77.60 77.96
Novel 67.88 70.43 71.57 70.54 70.73 69.88
HM 71.92 73.10 74.00 73.47 74.01 73.70

Caltech101
Base 98.00 97.96 97.97 97.74 98.10 98.47
Novel 89.81 93.81 94.37 94.36 94.03 94.39
HM 93.73 95.84 96.03 96.02 96.02 96.39

OxfordPets
Base 93.67 95.20 94.63 95.43 95.33 96.09
Novel 95.29 97.69 97.50 97.76 97.30 97.45
HM 94.47 96.43 96.05 96.58 96.30 96.77

Cars
Base 78.12 70.49 73.87 72.94 78.27 79.93
Novel 60.40 73.59 75.53 74.00 74.97 73.54
HM 68.13 72.01 74.69 73.47 76.58 76.60

Flowers
Base 97.60 94.87 94.13 95.92 98.07 97.94
Novel 59.67 71.75 76.67 72.46 76.50 76.15
HM 74.06 81.71 84.50 82.56 85.95 85.68

Food101
Base 88.33 90.70 90.33 90.71 90.67 90.58
Novel 82.26 91.29 90.83 92.05 91.53 91.41
HM 85.19 90.99 90.58 91.38 91.10 90.99

Aircraft
Base 40.44 33.41 37.33 37.44 42.73 43.74
Novel 22.30 23.71 34.20 35.61 37.87 36.79
HM 28.75 27.74 35.70 36.50 40.15 39.97

SUN397
Base 80.60 79.74 80.60 80.82 82.67 82.53
Novel 65.89 76.86 77.80 78.70 78.47 77.43
HM 72.51 78.27 79.18 79.75 80.52 79.90

DTD
Base 79.44 77.01 76.70 80.36 83.37 82.64
Novel 41.18 56.00 62.13 59.18 62.97 66.22
HM 54.24 64.85 68.61 68.16 71.75 73.52

EuroSAT
Base 92.19 87.49 86.63 94.07 92.90 94.00
Novel 54.74 60.04 68.97 73.23 73.90 76.85
HM 68.69 71.21 76.79 82.35 82.32 84.56

UCF101
Base 84.69 82.33 83.67 83.00 87.10 87.04
Novel 56.05 73.45 75.43 78.66 78.80 79.14
HM 67.46 77.64 79.34 80.77 82.74 82.90

Table 1: Comparison with state-of-the-art methods on base-
to-novel class prediction. HM represents the harmonic mean
of the test accuracy on base and novel classes.

Implementation details. In all experiments, we employ
a pre-trained CLIP model with a ViT-B/16 vision encoder
backbone (Dosovitskiy et al. 2021) as our foundational ar-
chitecture. For the base-to-novel class generalization setting,
we employ deep visual and text prompt tuning, with prompts
initialized randomly using a normal distribution. The learn-
ing rate is fixed at 0.0016, with a batch size of 32, and train-
ing is conducted over 50 epochs. We assign λ1 = 3 and λ2

= 4 to appropriately weight the text loss Ltext and image
loss Limg , respectively. The length of the text prompts, T ,
is set to 4, while the length of the visual prompts, V , is
set to 32. For cross-dataset generalization, we set the visual
prompt length V to 8, with the learning rate fixed at 0.05
and the number of training epochs at 10. In the segmenta-
tion evaluation, to more clearly demonstrate the impact of
visual prompts on image representation, we exclusively em-
ploy deep visual prompt tuning (Jia et al. 2022) without in-
corporating additional modules. Refer to the Appendix for
additional implementation details.



Source Target

ImageNet Caltech101 OxfordPets Cars Flowers Food101 Aircraft SUN397 DTD EuroSAT UCF101 Average
CLIP 66.72 92.94 89.07 65.29 71.30 86.11 24.87 62.62 44.56 47.69 66.77 65.12
CoOp 71.51 93.70 89.14 64.51 68.71 85.30 18.47 64.15 41.92 46.39 66.55 63.88

CoCoOp 71.02 94.43 90.14 65.32 71.88 86.06 22.94 67.36 45.73 45.37 68.21 65.74
PromptSRC 71.27 93.60 90.25 65.70 70.25 86.15 23.90 67.10 46.87 45.50 68.75 65.81

MePT 72.09 93.54 90.71 65.47 70.93 85.81 23.57 67.70 45.61 48.38 69.38 66.11

Table 2: Comparison of MePT with existing advanced approaches on cross-dataset benchmark evaluation.

Method Base Acc. Novel Acc. HM

Independent V-L prompting (IVLP) 83.65 70.64 76.60

1: Vanilla branch 77.65 75.30 76.46

2: Augmented branch 83.88 71.23 77.04

3: Global branch 84.03 75.17 79.35

Table 3: Effect of our proposed three-branch framework. Re-
sults are presented for each individual branch. Underlined
values indicate sub-optimal performance.

Base-to-Novel Generalization
We compare the performance of our approach with CoOp
(Zhou et al. 2022b), CoCoOp (Zhou et al. 2022a), RPO (Lee
et al. 2023), MaPLe (Khattak et al. 2023a), and PromptSRC
(Khattak et al. 2023b). Table 1 provides a comparative anal-
ysis of our methods against these baseline models for base
and novel class prediction, demonstrating that MePT con-
sistently outperforms previous methods. Specifically, MePT
significantly enhances performance over CoCoOp by 4.16%
for base classes and 4.61% for novel classes, and over the
deep multi-modal prompt tuning method MaPLe by 2.35%
and 1.16%, respectively. We attribute these improvements
to the integration of both vanilla and augmented represen-
tations, which effectively bridge the distributional gap be-
tween the downstream tasks and the pretraining dataset,
thereby enhancing performance. Notably, on datasets with
a larger distributional gap from ImageNet (Khattak et al.
2023a), such as EuroSAT (a satellite imagery dataset) and
DTD (a texture dataset), MePT demonstrates substantial im-
provements. For instance, MePT achieves a 13% perfor-
mance gain over CoCoOp on the EuroSAT dataset. The over-
all trend suggests that MePT’s effectiveness increases with
the diversity of the dataset. However, it is important to note
that we do not employ class-specific context or text-side
augmentation, which results in lower performance on fine-
grained classification datasets. For instance, both CoOp and
MePT, without text-side augmentation, underperform com-
pared to PromptSRC on the Flower dataset.

Cross-Dataset Evaluation
We evaluate the cross-dataset generalization capability of
MePT by training multi-modal prompts on all 1000 Ima-
geNet classes and then directly applying them to the re-
maining 10 datasets. Table 2 presents the cross-dataset eval-
uation results, comparing our method with state-of-the-art

Method Base Acc. Novel Acc. HM

1: Global 84.03 75.17 79.35

2: Global + Vanilla 83.30 76.04 79.50

3: Global + Vanilla + Augment 84.57 75.86 79.98

4: Global + Promitive + maskAgument 84.63 76.30 80.25

Table 4: Effect of our proposed multi-representation tech-
niques. Results are averaged over 11 datasets.

Method Base Acc. Novel Acc. HM

1: Confidence weighting 84.04 76.30 79.98

2: Threshold (>0.8) 84.55 76.18 80.15

3: Equal weighting (mean) 84.63 76.30 80.25

Table 5: Comparison of branch ensemble strategies. Equal-
weighted branch ensemble strategy demonstrates superior
performance over others.

approaches. Overall, our tuning method exhibits the best
generalization performance across the target datasets while
maintaining robust classification capabilities on the Ima-
geNet source dataset. Compared to CoOp, our approach
shows competitive results and achieves superior generaliza-
tion on 9 out of 10 datasets.

Segmentation Results
As shown in Figure 3, with the evaluation of attention-based
explainability methods, we analyze the raw attention map
outputs of the images from both the class token and vi-
sual prompts. These outputs are binarized to generate fore-
ground/background segmentation maps. By comparing the
segmentation quality with the zero-shot results produced
by the vanilla CLIP, we observe that, after few-shot visual
prompts tuning, the segmentation accuracy consistently sur-
passed that of zero-shot methods across all metrics. The im-
provements are closely correlated with the number of visual
prompt tokens utilized, suggesting that visual prompt tuning
effectively optimizes the relevance signal for foreground ob-
jects while reducing the model’s reliance on irrelevant back-
ground cues. Further, the visual prompts exhibit foreground
representational capabilities that are comparable to, and in
some cases exceed, those of the special class token. These
visual prompts naturally attend to diverse objects of the at-
tention map, even when initialized randomly.



Figure 3: Comparison of foreground/background segmentation results of the special class token ([CLS]) and visual prompts
tokens ([VP]s) with zero-shot CLIP baseline. The visual prompts are trained on ImageNet with 16-shot per base class.

Ablation Experiments

Effectiveness of three-branch presentations. We em-
ploy a simple baseline method, Independent Vision-
Language Prompting (IVLP) (Khattak et al. 2023a), which
learns deep prompt tokens separately on both the text and
image encoders. To evaluate the individual contributions
of our multi-representation branches, we disentangle them
within our prompting framework, as shown in Table 3 and
Table 4. Incorporating the vanilla branch results in a signif-
icant 4.66% increase in novel class performance, although
it leads to a 6.00% decrease in base class performance.
This indicates that the vanilla branch effectively enforces
prompts to capture generalizable features from the frozen
CLIP model, yet struggles with domain-specific tasks. For
the augmented branch, performance improvements are ob-
served in both base and novel classes, with gains of 0.23%
and 0.59%, respectively. Additionally, in this branch, both
base class and novel class performance surpass the IVLP
baseline, achieving near-optimal results. This suggests that,
with ground truth supervision, the visual prompts are ca-
pable of effectively classifying and recognizing both in-
domain and out-of-domain distributions. As for the global
branch, it leads to significant performance gains, with base
class accuracy increasing by 0.39% and a substantial im-
provement of 4.53% in novel class accuracy.

Moreover, as illustrated in Table 4, by ensembling these
role-specific branches, we note that the vanilla branch sub-
stantially enhances performance on unseen categories, while
the self-masked augmented branch predominantly improves
performance on seen categories.

Comparison on ensemble strategies. Table 5 presents
a comparative study of different prompt ensemble tech-
niques. We evaluate our approach against two baseline meth-
ods. The first baseline utilizes a confidence-aware weight-
ing ensemble (Lu et al. 2024; Liu et al. 2023), which ad-
justs the logits of different branches according to their re-
spective confidence levels. The second baseline utilizes a
logit level thresholding method (Bai et al. 2024; Feng et al.
2021), applying a threshold of 0.8 to the outputs of the three
branches. In contrast, our equal weighting aggregation strat-
egy achieves the highest average performance across both
base and novel classes across 11 datasets.

Figure 4: Ablation study on prompt depth (left) and visual
prompt length (right) over 11 datasets.

Prompt depth. Figure 4 (left) illustrates the impact of
prompt depth on performance. Generally, performance im-
proves as the prompt depth increases. This trend is consistent
with findings reported by (Jia et al. 2022; Yoo et al. 2023),
where employing deep vision-language prompts across all
layers yields the highest harmonic mean.

Prompt length. Figure 4 (right) presents the effect of vi-
sual prompt length on the harmonic mean. Overall, perfor-
mance initially improves as the prompt length increases, but
after reaching an optimal point, it begins to decline. Specifi-
cally, the highest harmonic mean is achieved with a prompt
length of 32 vision prompts.

Conclusion
In this paper, we propose Multi-Representation Guided
Prompt Tuning (MePT), a novel approach designed to
enhance robustness and generalization in vision-language
models. Our method employs a three-branch strategy that
ensembles global, augmented, and vanilla image represen-
tations, thereby providing a synergistic and comprehensive
understanding of visual information across a wide range of
domains. The experimental results demonstrate that our ap-
proach significantly improves performance on image recog-
nition tasks across various datasets, validating its effec-
tiveness and robustness. Our method provides a direction
for enriching image representations through visual prompts,
but further research is needed to fully explore the impact
of these visual prompts and the underlying mechanisms
through which they affect the overall image representation.



References
Bai, S.; Zhang, M.; Zhou, W.; Huang, S.; Luan, Z.; Wang,
D.; and Chen, B. 2024. Prompt-based distribution alignment
for unsupervised domain adaptation. In Proceedings of the
AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, volume 38, 729–
737.
Bossard, L.; Guillaumin, M.; and Van Gool, L. 2014.
Food-101–mining discriminative components with random
forests. In European Conference on Computer Vision, 446–
461.
Bulat, A.; and Tzimiropoulos, G. 2023. Lasp: Text-to-text
optimization for language-aware soft prompting of vision &
language models. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF Confer-
ence on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, 23232–
23241.
Chefer, H.; Gur, S.; and Wolf, L. 2021a. Generic attention-
model explainability for interpreting bi-modal and encoder-
decoder transformers. In Proceedings of the IEEE/CVF In-
ternational Conference on Computer Vision, 397–406.
Chefer, H.; Gur, S.; and Wolf, L. 2021b. Transformer inter-
pretability beyond attention visualization. In Proceedings of
the IEEE/CVF conference on computer vision and pattern
recognition, 782–791.
Chefer, H.; Schwartz, I.; and Wolf, L. 2022. Optimizing
relevance maps of vision transformers improves robustness.
Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, 35:
33618–33632.
Chen, G.; Yao, W.; Song, X.; Li, X.; Rao, Y.; and Zhang,
K. 2023. PLOT: Prompt Learning with Optimal Transport
for Vision-Language Models. In The Eleventh International
Conference on Learning Representations.
Cho, E.; Kim, J.; and Kim, H. J. 2023. Distribution-aware
prompt tuning for vision-language models. In Proceedings
of the IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vi-
sion, 22004–22013.
Chowdhury, M. N. R.; Zhang, S.; Wang, M.; Liu, S.; and
Chen, P.-Y. 2023. Patch-level routing in mixture-of-experts
is provably sample-efficient for convolutional neural net-
works. In International Conference on Machine Learning,
6074–6114. PMLR.
Cimpoi, M.; Maji, S.; Kokkinos, I.; Mohamed, S.; and
Vedaldi, A. 2014. Describing textures in the wild. In Pro-
ceedings of the IEEE conference on computer vision and
pattern recognition, 3606–3613.
Darcet, T.; Oquab, M.; Mairal, J.; and Bojanowski, P. 2024.
Vision Transformers Need Registers. In The Twelfth Inter-
national Conference on Learning Representations.
Deng, J.; Dong, W.; Socher, R.; Li, L.-J.; Li, K.; and Fei-
Fei, L. 2009. Imagenet: A large-scale hierarchical image
database. In 2009 IEEE conference on computer vision and
pattern recognition, 248–255. Ieee.
Dosovitskiy, A.; Beyer, L.; Kolesnikov, A.; Weissenborn,
D.; Zhai, X.; Unterthiner, T.; Dehghani, M.; Minderer, M.;
Heigold, G.; Gelly, S.; Uszkoreit, J.; and Houlsby, N. 2021.
An Image is Worth 16x16 Words: Transformers for Image
Recognition at Scale. In International Conference on Learn-
ing Representations.

Fei-Fei, L.; Fergus, R.; and Perona, P. 2004. Learning gen-
erative visual models from few training examples: An incre-
mental bayesian approach tested on 101 object categories. In
2004 conference on computer vision and pattern recognition
workshop, 178–178. IEEE.
Feng, H.; You, Z.; Chen, M.; Zhang, T.; Zhu, M.; Wu, F.;
Wu, C.; and Chen, W. 2021. KD3A: Unsupervised Multi-
Source Decentralized Domain Adaptation via Knowledge
Distillation. In Meila, M.; and Zhang, T., eds., Proceedings
of the 38th International Conference on Machine Learning,
volume 139 of Proceedings of Machine Learning Research,
3274–3283. PMLR.
Gandelsman, Y.; Efros, A. A.; and Steinhardt, J. 2024. In-
terpreting CLIP’s Image Representation via Text-Based De-
composition. In The Twelfth International Conference on
Learning Representations.
Gao, P.; Geng, S.; Zhang, R.; Ma, T.; Fang, R.; Zhang, Y.; Li,
H.; and Qiao, Y. 2024. Clip-adapter: Better vision-language
models with feature adapters. International Journal of Com-
puter Vision, 132(2): 581–595.
Geirhos, R.; Jacobsen, J.-H.; Michaelis, C.; Zemel, R.; Bren-
del, W.; Bethge, M.; and Wichmann, F. A. 2020. Shortcut
learning in deep neural networks. Nature Machine Intelli-
gence, 2(11): 665–673.
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Supplementary Material
The supplementary material contents are organized in the
following order:
• Additional implementation details (Appendix A)
• Domain generalization experiments (Appendix B)
• GradCAM segmentation results (Appendix C)
• Additional loss ablation study (Appendix D)
• Qualitative results of attention map (Appendix E)

A. Additional implementation details
Additional training details. In all experiments, we em-
ploy a pre-trained CLIP model with a ViT-B/16 vision en-
coder backbone (Dosovitskiy et al. 2021). All models are
trained using the SGD optimizer and utilize NVIDIA RTX
4090D GPU. In segmentation evaluation experiments, to
more clearly demonstrate the impact of visual prompts on
image representation, we exclusively employ deep visual
prompt tuning (Jia et al. 2022) without incorporating addi-
tional modules, and the learning rate is fixed at 0.002. We
train on base ImageNet (Deng et al. 2009) classes with 16-
shot to be consistent with the base-to-novel experiments.

Domain generalization settings. Additionally, we eval-
uate the robustness of our method on out-of-distribution
datasets. The domain generalization capability of MePT is
assessed by training multi-modal prompts on all 1000 Ima-
geNet classes and then directly applying them to four other
ImageNet variants that contain various types of domain
shifts. The four ImageNet variants include ImageNetV2
(Recht et al. 2019), ImageNet-Sketch (Wang et al. 2019),
ImageNet-A (Hendrycks et al. 2021b) and ImageNet-R
(Hendrycks et al. 2021a). In these domain generalization
experiments, all hyperparameters are kept the same as in
the cross-dataset settings. We employ deep visual and text
prompt tuning, with prompts initialized randomly using a
normal distribution. The learning rate is fixed at 0.05, with a
batch size of 32, and training is conducted over 10 epochs.
We assign λ1 = 3 and λ2 = 4 to appropriately weight the
text loss Ltext and image loss Limg , respectively. The vi-
sual prompt length V is set to 8 and the text prompt length
T is set to 4.

B. Domain generalization
Table 6 presents the domain generalization results, compar-
ing our method with state-of-the-art approaches. Overall,
our tuning method exhibits favorable generalization perfor-
mance across the four ImageNet variants while maintain-
ing robust classification capabilities on the ImageNet source
dataset. Specifically, MePT significantly improves perfor-
mance on ImageNetV2 by 0.92% compared to the previous
state-of-the-art method, promptSRC. Compared to CoCoOp
and MaPLe, our approach achieves superior generalization
on 3 out of 4 datasets and shows excellent overall results.

C. GradCAM segmentation results
We also evaluate segmentation performance with GradCAM
(Selvaraju et al. 2017). GradCAM is a class-specific visual-
ization technique that combines the input features with the

Source Target

ImageNet -V2 -S -A -R Avg.
CLIP 66.73 60.83 46.15 47.77 73.96 57.18
CoOp 71.51 64.20 47.99 49.71 75.21 59.28

CoCoOp 71.02 64.07 48.75 50.63 76.18 59.91
MaPLe 70.72 64.07 49.15 50.90 76.98 60.27

PromptSRC 71.27 64.35 49.55 50.90 77.80 60.65
MePT 72.09 65.27 49.39 49.56 77.21 60.36

Table 6: Comparison of MePT with existing advanced ap-
proaches on domain generalization benchmark evaluation.

gradients of the network’s final layer to highlight salient re-
gions in the input image. The GradCAM segmentation eval-
uation settings are identical to those used for the raw at-
tention map analysis mentioned earlier. For GradCAM, we
use the textual category that obtains the highest similarity
score with the image to compute the gradient that is propa-
gated. As illustrated in Figure 5, with few-shot visual prompt
tuning and using the output embeddings derived from the
special class token ([CLS]), both the class-agnostic behav-
ior of the raw attention map and the class-specific behavior
of GradCAM demonstrate significant improvement in high-
lighting foreground objects.

D. Additional loss ablation study

Table 7 presents ablation studies of losses employed in the
MePT framework, namely LAug , Limg and Ltext. The loss
LAug provides additional supervision, fully leveraging the
potential of visual prompts for downstream image recogni-
tion tasks and domain-specific image representation. The ab-
lation study shows that removing LAug results in a signifi-
cant performance drop of 2.46% on base classes, with only
a minimal impact on novel classes, causing the 0.13% drop.
This indicates that LAug is crucial to improve performance
on base classes. Conversely, Limg and Ltext are employed
to constrain the prompted visual and text representations,
ensuring consistency with the vanilla CLIP representation.
The ablation experiment results show that removing Limg

and Ltext leads to a continuous performance drop of 2.93%
on novel classes, while there is a performance gain of 0.61%
on base classes. This suggests that Limg and Ltext are cru-
cial for maintaining performance on novel classes, but their
presence may limit the model’s ability to effectively recog-
nize images in seen classes.

Method Base Acc. Novel Acc. HM

w/o LAug , Ltext, Limg 82.78 73.24 77.72

w/o LAug 82.17 76.17 79.06

MePT 84.63 76.30 80.25

Table 7: Effect of losses employed in MePT framework.



Figure 5: Comparison of foreground/background segmentation results between the GradCAM and raw attention map using the
output embeddings derived from the special class token ([CLS]), relative to the zero-shot CLIP baseline. The visual prompts
are trained on ImageNet with 16-shot per base class.

E. Qualitative results of attention map
In Figure 6, we visualize the attention maps from the
last layer of the Vision Transformer, using visual prompts
trained on ImageNet with 16 shots per category. Our ap-
proach generates diverse attention maps that highlight more
salient regions on foreground objects while reducing re-
liance on irrelevant background cues. This enhanced focus
on foreground areas explains the observed improvements in
downstream image recognition tasks, particularly in cate-
gory and domain shift scenarios under few-shot generaliza-
tion settings.



Figure 6: Attention maps of the class token ([CLS]) and the first four visual prompt tokens ([VP]s) to the patch tokens. The
visual prompts are trained on ImageNet with 16-shot per category.


