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Abstract

State-Space Models (SSMs) have recently emerged as a
powerful and efficient alternative to the long-standing
transformer architecture. However, existing SSM concep-
tualizations retain deeply rooted biases from their roots in
natural language processing. This constrains their ability
to appropriately model the spatially-dependent character-
istics of visual inputs. In this paper, we address these lim-
itations by re-deriving modern selective state-space tech-
niques, starting from a natively multidimensional formula-
tion. Currently, prior works attempt to apply natively 1D
SSMs to 2D data (i.e. images) by relying on arbitrary com-
binations of 1D scan directions to capture spatial depen-
dencies. In contrast, Mamba2D improves upon this with
a single 2D scan direction that factors in both dimensions
of the input natively, effectively modelling spatial depen-
dencies when constructing hidden states. Mamba2D shows
comparable performance to prior adaptations of SSMs for
vision tasks, on standard image classification evaluations
with the ImageNet-1K dataset.

1. Introduction
The advent of transformer-based architectures has revolu-
tionised the field of computer vision. Since the introduction
of the Vision Transformer (ViT) [4], countless works have
explored their use across a wide range of visual tasks [34]
[2] [11] [14] [19] [20] [1], fundamentally reshaping how
image data is processed and interpreted. This rapid success
is largely credited to the powerful representational abili-
ties of the attention mechanism, which, unlike traditional
convolutional operations, enables the dynamic integration
of global context within images. By focusing on relation-
ships across non-neighbouring parts of the input, transform-
ers have proven to excel in capturing long-range dependen-
cies that are critical for many complex tasks.

However, transformer attention exhibits a well-
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Figure 1. Illustration of a typical 1D Mamba scan (left) and
our Mamba2D wavefront scan (right). Our reformulation of the
S6/Mamba scan retains the spatial coherency between adjacent
pixels or tokens in 2D. Dashed purple lines indicate each diago-
nal wavefront at which hidden states are computed in parallel.

documented quadratic scaling in complexity relative to
image size. This behaviour leads to substantial computa-
tional overhead which becomes particularly problematic
in high-resolution scenarios or dense-prediction tasks i.e.
semantic segmentation, depth and optical-flow estimation
etc.

In response to these challenges, recent work in language
modelling has introduced State Space Models (SSMs) as
a promising alternative. Preliminary results indicate that
SSMs can provide comparable, if not superior, representa-
tional power relative to transformers, with the added advan-
tage of linear scaling in complexity w.r.t. the number of
input tokens. In particular, the recently proposed Mamba
architecture [6] builds on these advantages by incorporating
a novel selectivity mechanism that replicates the dynamic
global context aggregation of attention, establishing a new
state of the art.

These notable achievements have inspired further explo-
ration of the Mamba paradigm within the vision commu-
nity. Early studies have effectively applied this technique
across a wide range of tasks, advancing the field in terms
of both efficiency and scalability. However, it is known that
the SSM design currently employed in these works carries
inherent biases stemming from its origins in language pro-
cessing. (1) SSMs were proposed for the modelling of 1-
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dimensional signals, and cannot be natively applied to mul-
tidimensional data without reshaping. (2) The causal struc-
ture of the architecture, while suited to language where to-
ken order is essential, does not align with the predominantly
non-causal requirements of vision tasks.

These limitations have been partially addressed in pre-
vious works by applying intricate unrolling strategies on
the 2-dimensional images, effectively re-shaping them into
multiple 1-dimensional sequences. Embeddings are then
generated by scanning each sequence individually and sub-
sequently fusing them to capture broader spatial relation-
ships across pixels. While this approach enables SSMs to
handle multidimensional data to some extent, it introduces
additional complexity and severely disrupts the spatial co-
herence between neighbouring pixels. In particular, it is
also noteworthy that the recurrent memory of SSMs is of
a fixed size. This is traditionally characterised (through
the HiPPO theory) as providing exponentially decaying re-
call accuracy based, on the distance from the current token.
This makes it impossible for any 1-dimensional flattening
of an image to model the correlation patterns within a 2-
dimensional neighbourhood.

In contrast, in this work we fundamentally re-design the
State-Space paradigm to produce a block which is natively
suited to process visual data while preserving the selec-
tivity and global-context characteristics of Mamba. Our
novel M2D-SSM block enables effective information flow
across both dimensions of a spatial neighbourhood when
constructing hidden states. This extension makes it possible
to more effectively capture complex spatial dependencies
without breaking up the connectivity between neighbouring
pixels.

Unfortunately, the inclusion of 2-dimensional dependen-
cies within the layer make it impossible to exploit the tra-
ditional convolutional, or parallel scan approaches to ef-
ficient computation. Instead, we propose a new efficient
wavefront-scan computational model, designed specifically
for 2-dimensional data structures.

With the aforementioned concepts, Mamba2D (M2D)
posts competitive results for ImageNet-1K top-1 accuracy
when compared to recent SSM based models such as VSSD
[26] and MambaVision [13] and other established CNN or
ViT based models, with good accuracy at low parameter
counts.

In summary, to the best of our knowledge, no prior work
has explored a native 2D derivation of Mamba for vision
based tasks, without extensive workarounds that sacrifice
the spatial relationships between pixels. Our primary con-
tributions are as follows: (1) We introduce a novel method
of natively applying SSMs to 2D inputs, for use in vision
tasks where spatial structure is paramount. (2) We imple-
ment a custom M2D-SSM kernel with wavefront-scanning
to avoid intractable sequential computation of hidden states

and enable parallelisable training. (3) We demonstrate the
enhanced capabilities of Mamba2D in building structurally
coherent long range relations within visual data, showing
impressive results on the task of image classification with
our hybrid Mamba2D/Transformer model.

2. Related Work
State Space Models (SSMs) are architectures recently in-
troduced in the context of Natural Language Processing
(NLP), originally inspired by continuous-signal models
from traditional control theory. In the context of deep learn-
ing, LSSL [8] was one of the first SSMs to show state-of-
the-art performance in multiple sequence modelling bench-
marks, by employing the HiPPO theory [7] for its initializa-
tion. However, due to its state representation’s high com-
putation and memory requirements, LSSL was infeasible
to use in practice. To mitigate this, Gu et al. [9] intro-
duced the Structured State Space (S4) model, able to com-
pute this state efficiently via a conditioned parametrization
of the SSM. At this point, the promise of linearly scaling in
sequence length via a recurrent formulation plus excellent
parallelisation capabilities inspired further investigation in
this area. For instance, Gupta et al. [12] simplified the con-
ditional parametrization of the state matrix introduced by
S4. Subsequently, Metha et al. [22] introduced the effi-
cient Gated State Space (GSS) models, increasing speed by
a factor of 3 at train time and a factor of 60 at inference
time. Finally, Fu et al. [5] bridged the performance gap be-
tween Transformers and SSMs in language modelling with
their novel H3 layer.

It is also worth mentioning the work of Smith et al. [27]
which took a different approach by extending the original
single-channel formulation of the SSM to allow for multi-
input multi-output processing in its S5 model. However, the
applicability of the aforementioned “traditional” state-space
models was largely confined to the natural language do-
main. This boundary was redefined by the pioneering work
of Nguyen et al. [23], which expanded their use beyond this
scope. Their proposed S4ND layer generalized the convolu-
tional formulation of traditional linear time-invariant (LTI)
state-space models to process 2D and 3D signals by leverag-
ing the outer product of multiple one-dimensional kernels.

Recently Gu et al. [6] further refined the State Space
paradigm. They successfully addressed one of the key
weaknesses of SSMs w.r.t. transformer architectures: their
inability to perform content-based reasoning. The internal
SSM parameters of previous approaches had been fixed for
all the tokens in a sequence, limiting their modelling capa-
bilities. However, the authors introduce a novel Selective
SSM (Mamba/S6) which is data-dependent i.e. its param-
eters are re-calculated for each individual input, allowing
the model to filter out irrelevant content similarly to atten-
tion mechanisms. Mamba was thus able to outperform its
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transformer counterparts on numerous sequence modelling
tasks at various sizes. Additionally, Mamba maintained
linear scaling with input sequence length (as opposed to
quadratic), allowing for much longer context windows.

Inspired by these results, the vision community has
been working extensively to adapt the Mamba framework
to higher-dimensional visual tasks. The pioneering works
of Vision Mamba [37] and VMamba [17] were the first
to extend the S6 architecture to process images. They
use flattened convolutional patch embeddings to encode
the image into a sequence compatible with the original
model. These works further extend Mamba by introduc-
ing bi-directionality in the processing of the input, with for-
ward and backward SSMs, and learned positional encod-
ings. VideoMamba [15] follows the same paradigm, now
adapting Vision Mamba to video understanding by extend-
ing its bi-directional input scan to the temporal domain, sur-
passing the state of the art. Since then multiple studies have
emerged applying S6 variants to many other problems such
as image restoration [10], video-based object segmentation
[33] and point-cloud analysis [16] among others.

Nevertheless, the underlying design of the SSM applied
in the aforementioned works remained grounded in the orig-
inal NLP formulation. Specifically, the model’s causal na-
ture, which aligns well with the sequential and directional
flow in language, imposes an unnecessary constraint on
tasks in vision, where processing is largely non-causal. This
directional dependency can hinder the SSM’s effectiveness
in applications that do not require strict sequence ordering.
MambaVision [13] aimed to address this by modifying the
components around the SSM, where the causal convolution
before the SSM block is replaced with a regular non-causal
convolution. A non-causal convolution is also added onto
the parallel “gate” branch within the S6 block to compen-
sate for the remaining causality of the SSM branch. On the
other hand, the authors of VSSD [26] mitigate this limi-
tation through a reformulation of the model’s linear recur-
rence. In this case, the modified SSM yields a single hidden
state per input image, containing global information gath-
ered in a direction-agnostic manner. While this reformu-
lation is a simple and attractive proposition, and can po-
tentially perform competitively as a vision backbone, the
underlying principles of the SSM are lost and the model
degenerates to a weighted pooling operation, as many ele-
ments of the original methodology are discarded.

Moreover, the inherent causal properties of SSMs, com-
bined with their sequential nature, imposes significant
constraints on the flow of information between adjacent
patches/pixels due to the 1-dimensional unrolling of their
inputs. The recent works of V2M and 2DMamba aim to
address these problems by introducing state transitions that
account for dependencies in both horizontal and vertical di-
rections, rather than adhering to a strictly linear sequence.

Nevertheless, these methods still utilize independent se-
quential scans along each spatial axis. While this design
enhances computational efficiency, it restricts the model’s
capacity to effectively integrate information across neigh-
bouring regions, thereby limiting its ability to fully exploit
the spatial coherence inherent in image data.

To the best of our knowledge, no works have yet pro-
posed a natively 2D SSM that does not sacrifice express-
ibility or input-dependent modelling capabilities.

3. Method
3.1. Preliminaries
State-Space Models. State Space Models describe a 1-
D mapping from the continuous signal x(t) : R → R to
y(t) : R → R through an N-D hidden state h(t) ∈ RN .
Such a model is parametrised by two projection matrices
B ∈ RN×1, C ∈ R1×N and an evolution matrix A ∈
RN×N , formulated as linear ordinary differential equations
(ODEs)

h′(t) = Ah(t) +Bx(t),

y(t) = Ch(t),
(1)

where h′(t) is the derivative of the hidden state at time t.
Technically, this formulation can also include an addi-

tional parameter D which allows the input to directly in-
fluence the output. However, this is often regarded as a
skip connection and omitted for conciseness. As mentioned
above, B and C serve as projection parameters. Their role
is to regulate the extent to which the input influences the
model’s state, and how this state in turn influences the sys-
tem’s output. On the other hand, the state-evolution matrix
A captures how the previous hidden state evolves naturally
over time.

Although the underlying function to be modelled is con-
tinuous, the observation of x(t) and labels of y(t) exist only
at discrete intervals. Therefore, these dynamics need to be
discretised before being incorporated into deep learning al-
gorithms. This discretization process involves transforming
the continuous-time parameters A, B into the discrete-time
parameters A, B. This can be achieved through various
discretization rules. We use the Zero Order Hold (ZOH)
formulation of the SSM’s parameters as described in [9],

A = exp(∆A) B = (∆A)−1(exp(∆A)−I) ·∆B, (2)

where ∆ is introduced as an additional learnable parameter
that controls the step size or sampling interval of the con-
tinuous parameters. The role of ∆ can also be thought of as
an attention mechanism, controlling the degree to which a
particular sample within a sequence is “remembered”.

Following the discretization step, the ODE of Eq. (1) can
be rewritten as a recursion,

ht = Aht−1 +Bxt,

yt = Cht,
(3)
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allowing the system’s state to be determined at any given
time t, by integrating the current input xt with its previous
state ht−1. This recursive interpretation enables the SSM to
operate as a stateful recurrent model which scales linearly
in complexity with respect to its input sequence length.

Traditional conceptualizations of State Space Models
yielded low task performance due to poor initialization of
the state-evolution matrix. One explanation found in the lit-
erature is that the ODEs of Eq. (1) solve to an exponential
function, causing its gradients to scale exponentially as the
sequence length increases (similarly to traditional RNNs)
[9]. This highlighted the need for an A matrix capable of
compressing the cumulative history of the input sequence
in an efficient manner, with bounded gradients. In order to
address these limitations, modern SSMs utilise the HiPPO
theory of continuous-time memorization [7] as the initial-
ization mechanism for this parameter,

Ank = −


(2n+ 1)1/2(2k + 1)1/2 if n > k

n+ 1 if n = k

0 if n < k

(4)

allowing the state to integrate (remember) recent inputs with
much higher fidelity than those further in the past. Theoret-
ically, when using the HiPPO matrix, the system decom-
poses the input sequence into a vector of coefficients rep-
resenting Lagrange polynomials, similarly to how a Fourier
transform decomposes a complex signal into its simpler si-
nusoidal components. SSMs initialised in this manner are
referred to as “structured” due to the constraints that the
HiPPO theory imposes in the model’s state-evolution ma-
trix.

However, imposing structure with HiPPO is not enough
to outperform the current state of the art, as traditional
Structured SSMs are unable to perform context-based and
selective reasoning tasks, due to their Linear Time-Invariant
(LTI) nature. Specifically because the model’s parameters
A, B, C, and ∆ are fixed for all input elements in a single
sequence.

S6/Mamba employs an input-dependent parametrization
to address the context-based reasoning challenges encoun-
tered by its predecessors. To do so, the model does not learn
these parameters directly, but rather a set of functions

B = SB(U),

C = SC(U),

∆ = τ∆ (∆ + S∆(U)) ,

(5)

which transform the input elements into said parameters.
Now B ∈ RB×L×N , C ∈ RB×L×N and ∆ ∈ RB×L×D

are dependent on the input sequence U of batch size B and
length L with D channels. This allows the architecture to
ignore certain tokens while paying closer attention to oth-
ers. SB and SC represent linear projections to dimension N

i.e. LinearN (·), whereas S∆ = BroadcastD(Linear1(·))
and τ∆ is softplus.

To process images with S6, the standard approach in
the field is based on that proposed in [37]. In general, a
given input image I ∈ RH×W×C (where H,W represents
the size of the image) is flattened to form a 1D sequence
x ∈ RC×L which is now compatible with the original SSM
design.

3.2. Methodology
Our proposed method to reformulate Mamba for 2D in-
puts closely aligns with S4ND, by initialising two fully
independent sets of data-dependant SSM parameters for
each axis indexed by t, z (i.e. At,Bt,Ct,Dt,∆t and
Az,Bz,Cz,Dz,∆z). However, we contrast with S4ND
by avoiding taking the outer product of the two independent
SSMs (which collapses the parameter space of A to twice
the state size). This results in increased expressibility as A
maintains a full N2 parameter space, while also ensuring
that the selectivity mechanism and non-LTI characteristics
of Mamba are retained.

We begin by redefining Eq. (1) to account for both inputs
and hidden states which are defined across a 2D domain, to
include 2 independent partial derivatives (h′

t and h′
z):

h′
t(t, z) = Ath(t, z) +Btx(t, z). (6)

h′
z(t, z) = Azh(t, z) +Bzx(t, z). (7)

We then form recurrence relationships similar to that of
Eq. (3) by performing first-order Euler discretisations of the
hidden state along 2 dimensions, and re-arranging

h(t+∆t, z) = ∆th
′
t(t, z) + h(t, z), (8)

h(t, z +∆z) = ∆zh
′
z(t, z) + h(t, z). (9)

then substituting Eq. (6) and (7) into Eqns. (8) and (9) as
follows:

h(t+∆t, z) = ∆t(Ath(t, z) +Btx(t, z)) + h(t, z),
(10)

h(t, z +∆z) = ∆z(Azh(t, z) +Bzx(t, z)) + h(t, z).
(11)

We can now re-write these in the form:

h(t+∆t, z) = Ath(t, z) +Btx(t, z), (12)

h(t, z +∆z) = Azh(t, z) +Bzx(t, z), (13)

where At = ∆t(At + I) and Bt = ∆tBt (and similarly
for z).

We note that this formulation provides two independent
recurrence relationships for estimating the same thing (i.e.
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Figure 2. Architecture of Mamba2D Block. Two parallel branches
implement our Mamba2D SSM alongside the local processing
path, followed by an FFN in line with traditional transformer-style
blocks.

the hidden state at a pixel can be estimated by applying
Eq. (12) to the pixel above, or by applying Eq. (13) to the
pixel on the left). To resolve this, we take as our final hid-
den state, the point which minimises the distance between
the two estimates. This results in our 2D SSM equations:

h(t, z) =
1

2

([
At

Az

]⊤ [
h(t−∆t, z)
h(t, z −∆z)

]
+

[
x(t, z)
x(t, z)

]⊤ [
Bt

Bz

])
,

(14)

y(t, z) = Ch(t, z) +Dx(t, z). (15)

This provides a system where the influence of each in-
put element on each output element is determined by the
Manhattan distance between those points, rather than the
distance along an arbitrary 1D flattening of the data.

In order to implement Mamba2D effectively, as with
other SSM based methods, the recurrent form must be par-
allelised. The parallel associative scan from the original
Mamba formulation cannot be extended to 2D, due to the
recurrent cumulative multiplication of At and Az . This re-
sults in a computationally intractable number of paths to tra-
verse across a 2D plane. Therefore, we solve this issue by
implementing wavefront parallelism (as depicted in Fig. 1)
which processes each diagonal across the 2D plane in par-

allel through a custom CUDA kernel, for both the forward
and backward passes.

Because of the improved pixel connectivity of
Mamba2D, and the lack of data flattening, we are
able to exploit the findings of [38]. In particular, we use
a single causal 2D scan to aggregate all features across
all spatial neighbourhoods. As a result, the relatively
expensive computation of a “reverse” scan (traditionally
used in 1D Mamba to remove causality) is avoided, leading
to improved efficiency of Mamba2D.

3.3. Mamba2D model
Block Structure. In accordance with the current state
of the art, we employ a MetaFormer-style block struc-
ture for our architectures: Given an input batch x ∈
RB×H×W×C , this is transformed to a tensor of activations
y ∈ RB×H×W×C as follows:

x̂ = Mixer (Norm (x)) + x

y = MLP (Norm (x̂)) + x̂,
(16)

where Norm and Mixer denote our choices of normaliza-
tion layer (i.e. LayerNorm) and token-mixer (discussed be-
low) respectively, while MLP denotes a 2-layer MLP with
a GELU non-linearity.

Mamba2D Mixer. In order to efficiently apply our M2D-
SSM to visual tasks we re-design the token-mixer construct
proposed in [6]. First, we remove the symmetric branch
included in the original Mamba architecture, which served
as an additional gating mechanism. This adjustment was
motivated by the observation that the selective capabilities
of our M2D-SSM already effectively regulate information
flow, rendering it redundant. Instead, we replace it with a
local processing path comprised of a depthwise separable
convolution for the efficient extraction of high-detail local
features. This modification not only enhances the extrac-
tion of fine-grained spatial information but also introduces
valuable local priors into the feature representation, which
contributes to improved model convergence speed.

Overall Architecture. We implement the Mamba2D
mixer described above as a choice of token mixer within
a hierarchical transformer structure, as shown in Figure
3, inspired by the baselines laid out in MetaFormer. As
such, our overall model consists of 4 stages comprising of
a strided convolution-based stem/downsample followed by
N1...4 M2D blocks within each stage.

For the task of classification, we employ Global Average
Pooling (GAP) before feeding the features to an MLP clas-
sification head. Additionally, we propose a hybrid selection
of token mixers at different points of the network, exploit-
ing the strengths of each mechanism. Specifically, for the
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Figure 3. Architecture of our Mamba2D Model. A convolutional stem performs an initial patch embedding of the input image, followed
by 4 stages of further feature extraction. Each stage consists of N1...4 blocks containing a token mixer followed by an FFN. As shown, we
opt to use Mamba2D as the token mixer for the first two stages where spatial relations are more impactful. The final two stages comprise
of vanilla attention for a lossless encoding of the channel-wise relations as the spatial size of the features are diminished.

Table 1. Top-1 classification accuracy across numerous vision backbones on ImageNet-1K.

Model Type #Param. Top-1 acc. (%)
RegNetY-4G [25] Conv 21 M 80.0
ConvNeXt-T [21] Conv 26 M 80.1
RegNetY-8G [25] Conv 39 M 81.7

DeiT-S [29] Attn 22 M 79.8
Swin-T [19] Attn 29 M 81.3

SwinV2-T [20] Attn 29 M 81.8
PVT-M [32] Attn 44 M 81.2

ViM-S [37] SSM 26 M 80.1
VMamba-T [17] SSM 30 M 82.6

MambaVision-T [13] SSM 32 M 82.3
EfficientVMamba-B [24] SSM 33 M 81.8

VSSD-T [26] 2D-SSM 24 M 83.7
V2M-S [31] 2D-SSM 26 M 80.5

2DVMamba-T [35] 2D-SSM 31 M 82.8
S4ND-ViT-B [23] 2D-SSM 89 M 80.4

M2D-T 2D-SSM 27 M 81.1

first two stages, our Mamba2D token mixer effectively cap-
tures long-range spatial dependencies whereas we opt for an
attention-based token mixer in the latter two stages given
the significantly reduced spatial dimensions of the feature
maps.

4. Experiments

In this section, we present an experimental evaluation of
the proposed framework. Firstly, we construct our M2D-
T model with [3,3,9,3] blocks and [64,128,320,512] chan-
nels in each stage respectively, leading to a total model
size of 26.7M parameters. Our model was trained on the
ImageNet-1K dataset following the typical practices estab-
lished in prior works [17, 18, 30]. Specifically, we em-
ploy a range of data augmentation schemes including: ran-
dom cropping (to 2242), random horizontal flipping, auto
random augmentation, MixUp and random erasing [36].

Whilst we also train for 300 epochs, we adopt the schedule
free AdamW optimiser [3] with an effective batch size of
4096, a learning rate of 0.004, weight decay set to 0.05 and
a 5% warmup w.r.t optimisation steps. Contrary to some
contemporary works, we do not make use of EMA [28] as
the schedule free optimiser acts as a more advanced form of
weight averaging.

4.1. Image Classification on ImageNet-1K

Table 1 presents the results for Imagenet-1K classification.
We compare against a range of model types, from Conv-
based, Transformer, Mamba and hybrids of all three mech-
anisms. As can be seen, our model performance is well in
line with the current state-of-the-art SSM techniques. M2D
generally outperforms all techniques with lower parameter
counts, and remains more compact and efficient than mod-
els with higher accuracy.
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5. Conclusion
This paper presents Mamba2D (M2D), a novel reformula-
tion of the S6/Mamba State Space Model (SSM) method-
ology to natively process 2D visual data. M2D does not
rely on simplifications or abstractions of the S6 scan and
instead incorporates information from both image dimen-
sions simultaneously while constructing a unified hidden
state within the SSM model.

Critically, we retain the full expressibility of the original
S6 scan along with the input-dependent selectivity mecha-
nism that originally brought Mamba to the forefront of the
SSM field. To maintain efficiency, we utilise a 2D wave-
front scan computation paradigm, in place of the 1D parallel
scan employed by traditional SSM models.

Evaluations of the model on the task of classification
demonstrate the competitive performance of M2D, surpass-
ing a range of well-established Convolution, Attention and
SSM based models at similar parameter counts.

6. Future Work
Although this preliminary experimentation shows the
promise of the proposed M2D model, we also aim to eval-
uate the application of M2D as a generic vision backbone
for use in varied downstream tasks. Additionally, if larger
model sizes are practical, it would be interesting to scale
up the model sizes and perform a more detailed hyper-
parameter search to fully explore the upper-bound of model
performance. Finally, implementing further hardware-
aware optimisations for the custom M2D-SSM wavefront
kernel could significantly enhance the efficiency of M2D,
providing a more favourable balance between compute and
performance.
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