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Abstract
Knowledge distillation effectively reduces model
complexity while improving performance, yet the
underlying knowledge transfer mechanisms re-
main limited understood. We propose novel spec-
tral analysis methods and guidelines to optimize
distillation, making the knowledge transfer pro-
cess more interpretable. Our analysis reveals that
CaiT models concentrate information in their first
and last few layers, informing optimal layer se-
lection for feature map distillation. Surprisingly,
we discover that Swin Transformer and CaiT ex-
hibit similar spectral encoding patterns despite
their architectural differences, enhancing our un-
derstanding of transformer architectures and lead-
ing to improved feature map alignment strategies.
Based on these insights, we introduce a simple yet
effective spectral alignment method named Spec-
tralKD. Experimental results demonstrate that
following our guidelines enables SpectralKD to
achieve state-of-the-art performance (DeiT-Tiny:
+5.2%, Swin-Tiny: +1.4% in ImageNet-1k Top-1
accuracy). Furthermore, through spectral analy-
sis of student models trained with and without
distillation, we show that distilled models mir-
ror spectral patterns of their teachers, providing
a new lens for interpreting knowledge distillation
dynamics. Our code, pre-trained models, and ex-
perimental logs will be made publicly available.

1. Introduction
Knowledge distillation, first introduced by Hinton et al.
(Hinton, 2015), is an effective model compression technique
that transfers knowledge from a complex teacher model to
a simpler student model. This method has demonstrated
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remarkable success in various domains (Rusu et al., 2015;
Joshi et al., 2024), including but not limited to computer
vision (Wang et al., 2024; Li et al., 2024; Fan et al., 2024),
natural language processing (Sanh, 2019; Sun et al., 2019;
Jiao et al., 2019; Tang et al., 2019; Gu et al., 2024), and
multimodal learning (Wang et al., 2020; Li et al., 2021;
Radevski et al., 2023; Li et al., 2023; Shen et al., 2023).

The field encompasses two primary approaches: logits distil-
lation and feature distillation. Logits distillation, the original
formulation, aims to transfer knowledge by having the stu-
dent model mimic the output probabilities of the teacher.
This was initially proposed using Kullback-Leibler diver-
gence (Hinton, 2015), and has since been expanded to in-
clude label smoothing (Müller et al., 2019), label decoupling
(Zhao et al., 2022), adaptive probability reweighting (Xu
et al., 2020; Zhou et al., 2021; Niu et al., 2022), and logits
standardization (Sun et al., 2024).

Feature distillation, first introduced by FitNets (Romero
et al., 2014), takes a different approach by aligning interme-
diate representations between teacher and student networks.
This has sparked numerous innovations in feature match-
ing strategies: attention transfer (Zagoruyko & Komodakis,
2016; Shu et al., 2021; Fan et al., 2024), contrastive learn-
ing (Tian et al., 2019), and correlation congruence (Chen
et al., 2021). Recent advances include both fixed transfor-
mation operators (Kim et al., 2018; Huang et al., 2020; Hao
et al., 2022; Miles et al., 2024) and learnable projectors
(Jang et al., 2019; Miles & Mikolajczyk, 2024) to bridge the
dimensional gap between teacher and student features.

Understanding the internal mechanisms of knowledge trans-
fer between teacher and student models is essential for de-
veloping trustworthy models with high performance, inter-
pretability, and generalization capabilities. Recent theoret-
ical analyses (Huang et al., 2021; Ji et al., 2021; Beyer
et al., 2022; Chandrasegaran et al., 2022; Allen-Zhu &
Li, 2023; Zeng et al., 2024) have provided valuable in-
sights: information-theoretic perspectives (Phuong & Lam-
pert, 2019; Miles et al., 2021), statistical learning frame-
works (Menon et al., 2021).

In this paper, we propose SpectralKD, a novel framework
that brings theoretical insights and practical improvements
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to vision transformer distillation through spectral analysis.
Our work makes the following key contributions:

First, we introduce a principled spectral analysis methodol-
ogy that reveals how information flows through transformer
networks. By examining the frequency domain characteris-
tics of feature maps, we discover that transformer models
exhibit distinct spectral patterns across different layers, a
finding that provides new insights into their internal repre-
sentations and guides optimal layer selection for distillation.
Our frequency-domain approach offers a unique perspective
on information encoding.

Second, we uncover a surprising architectural insight: de-
spite fundamental differences in design, both hierarchical
(Swin Transformer (Liu et al., 2021)) and uniform (CaiT
(Touvron et al., 2021b)) architectures demonstrate remark-
ably similar spectral encoding patterns. This observation
not only enhances our understanding of transformer archi-
tectures but also leads to more effective feature alignment
strategies during distillation. This unexpected finding sug-
gests fundamental principles in how transformers process
information.

Third, we leverage these insights to develop SpectralKD,
a spectral alignment method that achieves state-of-the-art
performance. Our approach demonstrates significant im-
provements over existing methods: DeiT-Tiny achieves an
improvement of 5.2%, and Swin-Tiny shows a 1.4% gain
in ImageNet-1k Top-1 accuracy compared to their respec-
tive baselines. Through careful analysis of student models
trained with and without distillation, we show that success-
fully distilled models mirror the spectral characteristics of
their teachers, providing a new perspective on knowledge
transfer dynamics.

Our spectral analysis framework opens new avenues for
understanding and optimizing transformer architectures. Be-
yond immediate performance gains, it offers a theoretical
foundation for analyzing knowledge distillation, potentially
influencing the design of more efficient architectures and
training strategies. While previous works have primarily fo-
cused on empirical improvements, our approach bridges the
gap between theoretical understanding and practical perfor-
mance. Extensive experiments demonstrate that our method
not only advances the state-of-the-art in vision transformer
distillation but also provides valuable insights into the nature
of knowledge transfer in deep neural networks.

2. Spectral Analysis for Knowledge Distillation
We introduce a novel spectral analysis method to enhance
the interpretability of knowledge distillation in vision trans-
formers. Our approach provides quantitative insights into
information flow across network layers, offering principled
guidance for knowledge distillation. The analytical frame-
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(a) CaiT-S24 (teacher).
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(b) DeiT-T without distillation.
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(c) DeiT-T by SpectralKD.

Figure 1. Layer-wise frequency intensity analysis (ℓ(X)) across
network depths. Comparison between CaiT-S24 (teacher), vanilla
DeiT-Tiny (baseline), and DeiT-Tiny trained with our SpectralKD
approach. The analysis reveals how SpectralKD helps the student
model better mimic the spectral characteristics of teacher models,
particularly in information-rich layers. Both CaiT-S24 and base-
line DeiT-Tiny checkpoints are from the timm library(Wightman,
2019).

work consists of two key components: (1) a layer-wise
frequency intensity measure that identifies optimal layers
for distillation, and (2) a intra-layer spectral distribution
analysis that guides the feature alignment process. Unlike
previous approaches that rely on empirical selection of distil-
lation layers, our method provides a theoretically grounded
approach for analyzing and optimizing the distillation pro-
cess.

2.1. Analysis Method

Consider a batch of intermediate feature maps X ∈
RB×C×H×W from a given layer, where B is the batch
size, C is the number of channels, and H and W denote
the spatial height and width, respectively. We apply the
one-dimensional Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) along the
channel dimension to map these feature maps from the real
domain R to the complex domain C. The transformation is
mathematically expressed as:

F(X) = FFT(X), (1)

where FFT indicates the FFT applied independently to each
channel. This operation involves performing B ×H ×W

2
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Figure 2. Histogram of layer-wise frequency intensities (ℓ(X)) in
CaiT-S24. The distribution is highly skewed, with a majority of
layers showing low spectral magnitudes and only a few layers
exhibiting significantly higher information content, suggesting
potential critical layers for knowledge distillation.

one-dimensional FFTs on vectors of length C.

After obtaining the frequency domain representation
F(X) ∈ CB×C×H×W of the feature maps, we compute
the magnitude spectrum of each element in the FFT results
as follows:

A(X) =

√
Re2(F(X)) + Im2(F(X)), (2)

where Re(F(X)) and Im(F(X)) represent the real and
imaginary components of F(X), respectively. The resulting
tensor A(X) is a real-valued tensor in RB×C×H×W .

Next, we compute the average magnitude spectrum by ag-
gregating over the batch size B and the spatial dimensions
H and W . This yields an average frequency spectrum for
each channel:

S(X) =
1

B ×H ×W

B∑
b=1

H∑
h=1

W∑
w=1

A(X). (3)

Each element in the average frequency spectrum S(X) ∈
RC represents the spectral intensity at a specific frequency,
which can be interpreted as the information intensity in the
context of information theory (Ash, 2012). Thus, S(X)
provides insights into the encoding characteristics of neural
networks in the spectral domain.

To quantify the overall frequency intensity of a model, we
further average the spectral magnitudes across the channel
dimension, resulting in a scalar value:

ℓ(X) =
1

C

C∑
c=1

S(X), (4)

where ℓ(X) represents the average frequency intensity for
the feature map of a single layer or stage in the model. The

layer-wise intensity measure ℓ(X) serves as a proxy for
the information complexity at each network depth. Higher
intensity values typically indicate layers that capture more
sophisticated feature representations, making them potential
candidates for focused distillation.

When extended to multiple layers or stages, this provides a
set of frequency intensity values:

L(X) = {ℓ(1)(X), ℓ(2)(X), . . . , ℓ(n)(X)}, (5)

where n denotes the total number of layers or stages in the
model. The set L(X) provides a comprehensive profile of
how information is processed throughout the network, en-
abling systematic identification of critical layers for knowl-
edge transfer.

Our spectral analysis provides a hierarchical view of infor-
mation flow from both layer-wise and channel-wise per-
spectives. This dual perspective enables more precise and
theoretically grounded distillation approaches. Furthermore,
we show how teacher models can be analyzed prior to dis-
tillation to determine optimal knowledge transfer points,
leading to more efficient and effective distillation processes.

2.2. Analysis of Teacher Models

Feature-based knowledge distillation presents two funda-
mental challenges: (1) identifying optimal layers for distilla-
tion from an architectural perspective, and (2) aligning fea-
tures across channel dimensions within feature maps. While
hierarchical architectures like Swin Transformer provide nat-
ural distillation points at their stage boundaries, the selection
of distillation layers for uniform architectures, such as ViT
(Dosovitskiy, 2020), CaiT (Touvron et al., 2021b), and DeiT
(Touvron et al., 2021a), which comprise sequences of nearly
identical Transformer layers, remains an open research ques-
tion. We address these challenges through comprehensive
spectral analysis of representative architectures.

2.2.1. SPECTRAL ANALYSIS OF LAYER SELECTION

To systematically investigate optimal layer selection strate-
gies, we analyze the CaiT-S24 model, which consists of 24
Transformer layers, using our proposed spectral framework.
Figure 1(a) and 2 present the frequency intensity distribution
across layers, computed using Equation 5, through comple-
mentary visualizations.

The analysis reveals two key findings: First, as shown in
Figure 1(a), the layer-wise average frequency intensities
follow a distinctive U-shaped pattern, in which both initial
and final layers demonstrate markedly higher spectral inten-
sities, suggesting these layers encode more information-rich
representations from an information-theoretic perspective.
In contrast, middle layers show notably reduced informa-
tion content, indicating their potential role in feature trans-
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(a) Layer 1.
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(b) Layer 2.
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(c) Layer 12.
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(d) Layer 13.
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(e) Layer 23.
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(f) Layer 24.

Figure 3. Spectral intensity distributions S(X) computed using
Equation (3) for CaiT-S24 feature maps. The visualization reveals
distinct encoding patterns across network depths: uniform distri-
butions in early layers (1-2), exponential decay in middle layers
(12-13), and high-intensity uniform distributions in final layers
(23-24).

formation rather than information encoding. Second, the
histogram in Figure 2 demonstrates a highly skewed distri-
bution of spectral magnitudes, where most layers exhibit
relatively low magnitudes while a select few layers show
significantly higher values.

2.2.2. FEATURE MAP DISTRIBUTION ANALYSIS

We further examine the spectral distribution of information
(computed by Equation 3) within individual feature maps
across different network depths. Figure 3 illustrates the per-
layer frequency distribution patterns in CaiT-S24, revealing
three distinct characteristics across network layers:

1. Initial layers (Figures 3(a), 3(b)) exhibit relatively
uniform distributions across frequency bands but with
moderate intensity, suggesting the preservation of high-
frequency detailed features during input processing.

2. Middle layers (Figures 3(c), 3(d), layers 12-13)
demonstrate substantial decay from low to high fre-
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(a) Stage 1.
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(b) Stage 2.
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(c) Stage 3.
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(d) Stage 4.

Figure 4. Spectral distribution analysis of Swin Transformer Small.
The frequency intensity distributions (S(X)) across stages (a-d)
reveal encoding patterns remarkably similar to CaiT, with progres-
sive evolution from structured patterns in early stages to uniform
distributions in the final stage, despite fundamental architectural
differences between the models.

quencies, indicating the extraction of more abstract
and smooth features. This characteristic may provide
novel insights into generalization capabilities of neural
networks.

3. Final layers (Figures 3(e), 3(f)) show uniform spectral
distributions with high information intensity, suggest-
ing efficient utilization of the channel dimension to
encode both high- and low-frequency information be-
fore classification.

2.2.3. CROSS-ARCHITECTURE ANALYSIS

Extending our analysis to different architectures, we exam-
ine the Swin Transformer Small model, which represents
a fundamentally different architectural design. Figure 4
presents the frequency distribution across its four stages.
Surprisingly, despite significant architectural differences,
Swin Transformer and CaiT exhibit remarkably similar
channel-dimension encoding patterns. A notable observa-
tion is the uniform spectral distribution observed in the final
stage, a phenomenon that is more characteristic of artificial
signals than natural signals, which typically exhibit a decay
from low to high frequencies. This finding suggests that
deep neural networks actively develop specialized encoding
strategies based on abstract features learned in middle layers,
rather than merely preserving natural signal characteristics.
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2.2.4. IMPLICATIONS FOR KNOWLEDGE DISTILLATION

Our spectral analysis yields several important implications
for knowledge distillation: (1) The initial and final layers
of uniform architectures like CaiT should be prioritized
for distillation, as they encode the most information-rich
representations. (2) Feature alignment strategies should ac-
count for the varying spectral distributions across network
depths, particularly the transition from uniform distributions
in early layers to more structured patterns in middle layers.
(3) Effective knowledge transfer should maximize the uti-
lization of all channel dimensions, enabling student models
to acquire the fine-grained encoding capabilities observed
in teacher models.

We validate these findings through empirical experiments
in Section 4. The complete spectral distribution analysis
across all layers is provided in Appendix A.

3. Frequency Alignment Distillation
Our spectral analysis reveals that feature maps in vision
transformers contain significant information in both high-
and low-frequency components. Based on this observa-
tion, we propose a frequency alignment distillation approach
that aligns the spectral characteristics between student and
teacher networks. By leveraging Fourier transformation, our
method captures and aligns both low-frequency components
(global structures) and high-frequency components (fine
details), enabling more effective knowledge transfer in the
feature space.

Method Overview Let Fs ∈ RB×Cs×H×W and Ft ∈
RB×Ct×H×W denote the feature maps from the student
and teacher networks, respectively, where B is the batch
size, Cs and Ct denote the number of channels, and H,W
represent the spatial dimensions. Our method processes
these feature maps through channel alignment and Fourier
transformation before computing the distillation loss.

3.1. Feature Map Processing

Channel Dimension Alignment To ensure compatibility
between student and teacher feature maps with different
channel dimensions, we perform 3-dimensional adaptive
average pooling:

Fs = AdaptiveAvgPool(Fs) if Cs > Ct, (6)
Ft = AdaptiveAvgPool(Ft) if Cs < Ct. (7)

After this operation, both feature maps are in RB×C×H×W ,
where C = min(Cs, Ct). We choose adaptive average pool-
ing over linear projections or attention mechanisms for two
reasons: (1) it preserves the spatial structure of features
while adjusting channel dimensions, and (2) its simplicity
enables clearer analysis of the distillation process. This

design maximizes channel utilization in distillation, follow-
ing our analysis in Section 2.2 showing that transformer
networks encode information across all channels.

Fourier Transform Application We apply the 2-
dimensional real-valued Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) to
each channel of the aligned feature maps along their spatial
dimensions:

F(Fs) = RFFT2(Fs), (8)
F(Ft) = RFFT2(Ft), (9)

where RFFT2 denotes the real-valued 2D FFT operation.
Due to the conjugate symmetry property of the Fourier trans-
form of real inputs, the resulting outputs are complex-valued
tensors in CB×C×H×(W/2+1), where the width dimension
is reduced to W/2+1 while preserving all unique frequency
components. To facilitate computation, we decompose these
complex-valued results into their real and imaginary com-
ponents and stack them along a new dimension:

Freal(Fs) = Re(F(Fs)), (10)
Fimag(Fs) = Im(F(Fs)), (11)
Fstack(Fs) = Stack(Freal(Fs),Fimag(Fs)), (12)

resulting in tensors of shape B ×C ×H × (W/2 + 1)× 2.
The same operations are applied to the teacher’s feature
maps.

3.2. Loss Function Design

Frequency Alignment Loss We compute the Mean Squared
Error (MSE) loss between the stacked Fourier representa-
tions:

LFFT = MSE(Fstack(Fs)−Fstack(Ft)) (13)

This loss encourages the student to capture both the global
patterns (low frequencies) and local details (high frequen-
cies) present in the teacher’s feature representations.

Combined Training Objective We combine our frequency-
based loss with traditional knowledge distillation to benefit
from both spectral alignment and conventional distillation
approaches. The knowledge distillation loss (Hinton, 2015)
is defined as:

LKD = (1− α)LCE(fs(x), y)

+ αT 2LKL

(
fs(x)

T
,
ft(x)

T

)
,

(14)

where LCE is the cross-entropy loss between the student’s
predictions fs(x) and ground truth labels y, and LKL is the
Kullback-Leibler divergence. The temperature T controls
the softness of probability distributions, and α balances the
cross-entropy and KL-divergence terms.
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The total loss combines both objectives:

LTotal = LKD + βLFFT, (15)

where β is a hyperparameter that controls the contribution of
frequency alignment to the overall training objective. This
combined loss ensures that the student network learns both
the decision boundary and the internal feature representa-
tions of the teacher model.

4. Experiments
We demonstrate the effectiveness of SpectalKD through
comprehensive experiments on image classification tasks.
Our empirical results show that our spectral analysis-based
guidelines lead to state-of-the-art knowledge distillation
performance. This section details our experimental setup,
presents comprehensive results, and validates our approach
through detailed ablation studies.

4.1. Experimental Setup

Dataset and Models. We conduct experiments on the
ImageNet-1k (Deng et al., 2009) comprising 1.28M train-
ing images and 50K validation images across 1,000 classes,
using various vision transformer architectures.

Implementation Details. We conduct all experiments using
2 NVIDIA RTX 4090 GPUs with batch size set to 256.
Training DeiT-Tiny requires approximately 184 GPU hours.
Our implementation uses PyTorch and builds upon the timm
library (Wightman, 2019) for model architectures and pre-
trained weights.

Student Networks. We evaluate multiple vision trans-
former variants as student models, all trained exclusively on
ImageNet-1k:

1. DeiT-Tiny and DeiT-Small, trained from scratch fol-
lowing the DeiT settings (Touvron et al., 2021a).

2. Swin Transformer-Tiny, trained from scratch using the
original Swin Transformer settings (Liu et al., 2021).

Teacher Networks. We employ CaiT and Swin
Transformer-Small architectures as teachers, using models
pretrained solely on ImageNet-1k (without ImageNet-22k
pretraining). We obtain pretrained teacher checkpoints from
the timm library.

Hyperparameters. For all experiments, we maintain consis-
tent hyperparameters: distillation temperature of 1, α = 0.9,
and β = 0.2.

4.2. Results and Analysis

Table 1 presents our ImageNet-1k results for DeiT student
models, comparing SpectalKD with state-of-the-art knowl-

edge distillation methods. All experiments use CaiT-S24
(47M parameters) as the teacher model. Following our spec-
tral analysis insights, we apply distillation to the first two
and final six layers of both networks. We train DeiT-Tiny for
400 epochs and DeiT-Small for 500 epochs, following the
DeiT training protocol (Touvron et al., 2021a) with stochas-
tic depth rate set to 0.

DeiT-Tiny Results. Using DeiT-Tiny (5M parameters) as
the student model, our method achieves state-of-the-art per-
formance. Starting from a baseline accuracy of 72.2%,
SpectalKD significantly improves the performance of model
to 77.4% Top-1 accuracy, representing a 5.2% absolute im-
provement. Notably, our method demonstrates stronger
knowledge transfer efficiency compared to the conventional
hard distillation baseline (74.5%).

DeiT-small Results. For the larger DeiT-Small student
(22M parameters), SpectalKD maintains its strong perfor-
mance. From a baseline accuracy of 79.9%, our method
achieves 82.2% Top-1 accuracy, which demonstrates a sig-
nificant improvement over hard distillation (81.3%), with an
absolute gain of 0.9%. This consistent performance across
different model scales demonstrates the effectiveness of
our frequency-based distillation approach in transferring
knowledge from teacher to student networks.

Swin Transformer Results. We further evaluate SpectalKD
on hierarchical architectures, using Swin Transformer-Small
(50M parameters) as teacher and Swin Transformer-Tiny
(29M parameters, 81.3% baseline) as student. Table 2 shows
that SpectalKD achieves 82.7% Top-1 accuracy, demonstrat-
ing a significant 1.4% improvement over baseline model.
This strong performance is particularly noteworthy as it
demonstrates that our SpectalKD effectively transfers knowl-
edge between hierarchical transformer architectures, which
have fundamentally different attention mechanisms and fea-
ture hierarchies compared to DeiT models.

4.3. Ablation Study

To thoroughly evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed
SpectalKD method, we conduct comprehensive ablation
studies on ImageNet-1K using DeiT-Tiny as the student
model.

Table 3 presents the results of different knowledge dis-
tillation configurations. When combining our proposed
SpectalKD with soft knowledge distillation, the student
model achieves the best performance of 77.4%, surpassing
the baseline by 5.2%. This notable improvement validates
our hypothesis that incorporating spectral information dur-
ing knowledge distillation enables more effective transfer
of structural knowledge from the teacher to the student. The
superior performance of our full model demonstrates that
SpectalKD complements traditional knowledge distillation
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Table 1. Classification accuracies on ImageNet-1K for DeiT-Tiny and DeiT-Small.

DISTILLATION METHOD TEACHER PARAMS TOP-1 (%) STUDENT TOP-1 (%)

- - - - DEIT-TINY (5M) 72.2
HARD (TOUVRON ET AL., 2021A) REGNETY-16GF 84M 82.9 DEIT-TINY (5M) 74.5
DEARKD (CHEN ET AL., 2022) REGNETY-16GF 84M 82.9 DEIT-TINY (5M) 74.8
USKD (YANG ET AL., 2023) REGNETY-16GF 84M 82.9 DEIT-TINY (5M) 75.0
SRD (MILES & MIKOLAJCZYK, 2024) REGNETY-16GF 84M 82.9 DEIT-TINY (5M) 77.2
HARD CAIT-S24 47M 83.4 DEIT-TINY (5M) 74.5
MANIFOLD (HAO ET AL., 2022) CAIT-S24 47M 83.4 DEIT-TINY (5M) 76.5
MASKEDKD (SON ET AL., 2025) CAIT-S24 47M 83.4 DEIT-TINY (5M) 75.9
SPECTALKD (OURS) CAIT-S24 47M 83.4 DEIT-TINY (5M) 77.4
- - - - DEIT-SMALL (22M) 79.9
HARD (TOUVRON ET AL., 2021A) REGNETY-16GF 84M 82.9 DEIT-SMALL (22M) 81.2
DEARKD (CHEN ET AL., 2022) REGNETY-16GF 84M 82.9 DEIT-SMALL (22M) 81.5
USKD (YANG ET AL., 2023) REGNETY-16GF 84M 82.9 DEIT-SMALL (22M) 80.8
SRD (MILES & MIKOLAJCZYK, 2024) REGNETY-16GF 84M 82.9 DEIT-SMALL (22M) 82.1
HARD CAIT-S24 47M 83.4 DEIT-SMALL (22M) 81.3
MANIFOLD (HAO ET AL., 2022) CAIT-S24 47M 83.4 DEIT-SMALL (22M) 82.2
SPECTALKD (OURS) CAIT-S24 47M 83.4 DEIT-SMALL (22M) 82.2

Table 2. Classification accuracies on ImageNet-1K for Swin-Tiny. ‡: Pretrained on ImageNet-22K.

DISTILLATION METHOD TEACHER PARAMS (M) TOP-1 (%) STUDENT TOP-1 (%)

- - - - SWIN-TINY (29M) 81.3
KD SWIN-LARGE ‡ 197M 86.3 SWIN-TINY (29M) 81.5
RKD (PARK ET AL., 2019) SWIN-LARGE ‡ 197M 86.3 SWIN-TINY (29M) 81.2
SRRL (YANG ET AL., 2021) SWIN-LARGE ‡ 197M 86.3 SWIN-TINY (29M) 81.5
DIST (HUANG ET AL., 2022) SWIN-LARGE ‡ 197M 86.3 SWIN-TINY (29M) 82.3
SCALEKD (FAN ET AL., 2024) SWIN-LARGE ‡ 197M 86.3 SWIN-TINY (29M) 83.8
MANIFOLD (HAO ET AL., 2022) SWIN-SMALL 50M 83.2 SWIN-TINY (29M) 82.2
SPECTALKD (OURS) SWIN-SMALL 50M 83.2 SWIN-TINY (29M) 82.7

Table 3. Ablation study results on ImageNet-1K. DeiT-Tiny serves
as the student model.

METHOD TOP-1 (%) ∆ (%)

W/O KD 72.2 -
HARD KD 74.5 +2.3
SOFT KD 76.2 +4.0
SOFT KD + SPECTALKD 77.4 +5.2

methods by capturing additional valuable information that is
not explicitly represented in either hard or soft predictions.

Table 4 presents the results of different layer matching strate-
gies between CaiT-S24 (teacher) and DeiT-Tiny (student).
Three layer matching strategies are investigated: Early-Late
matching (combining initial and final teacher layers), Mid-
dle matching (using intermediate layers), and our proposed
Spectral matching. The Spectral matching strategy, which
aligns teacher layers T = {1, 2, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24} with
student layers S = {1, 2, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12}, achieves the
best performance of 77.4% Top-1 accuracy. This result
demonstrates that combining early-layer features with high-

level semantic information selected through spectral analy-
sis leads to optimal knowledge transfer.

5. Distillation Dynamics
We analyze the knowledge transfer dynamics between
teacher and student models through spectral analysis, reveal-
ing the underlying mechanisms of information transmission
during the distillation process. Our investigation provides
novel insights into how the teacher model’s information
processing patterns influence student learning.

The spectral intensity of each transformer layer, calculated
using Equation (5), serves as a quantitative measure of infor-
mation processing capacity grounded in information theory.
We conduct a comparative analysis across three model con-
figurations: a teacher model (CaiT-S24) achieving 83.4%
accuracy, a baseline student model (DeiT-Tiny) without dis-
tillation achieving 72.2% accuracy, and our distilled student
model achieving 77.4% accuracy. Figure 1 illustrates the
layer-wise spectral intensity distributions across these mod-
els.
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Table 4. Layer matching strategies and corresponding performance on ImageNet-1K between CaiT-S24 (teacher) and DeiT-Tiny (student).
†: Spectral analysis-based layer selection as described in Section 2.

MATCHING STRATEGY TEACHER LAYERS T STUDENT LAYERS S TOP-1 (%)

EARLY-LATE {1, 2, 3, 4, 21, 22, 23, 24} {1, 2, 3, 4, 9, 10, 11, 12 } 77.2
MIDDLE {4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11} {10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17} 77.0
SPECTRAL † {1, 2, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24} {1, 2, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 } 77.4

The teacher model (Figure 1(a)) exhibits characteristic pat-
terns with high intensity in initial feature extraction lay-
ers, reduced intensity in middle processing layers, and el-
evated intensity in final encoding layers. In contrast, the
non-distilled student (Figure 1(b)) shows a similar but less
pronounced pattern, with weaker differentiation between
middle and final encoding layers and fluctuations in the final
three layers, indicating less efficient information processing.

Remarkably, the student model trained with our proposed
SpectralKD (Figure 1(c)) demonstrates spectral patterns
highly similar to the teacher, despite distillation being ap-
plied only to the first two and last six layers. This suggests
that selective layer distillation influences global model be-
havior, as intermediate layers naturally adopt teacher-like
information processing patterns. The distilled model ex-
hibits enhanced information intensity in encoding layers
and reduced redundancy in middle layers compared to the
non-distilled baseline, contributing to its 5.2% accuracy
improvement.

These findings reveal that larger teacher models may serve
as implicit data cleaners during distillation, with students
benefiting from the teacher’s superior noise tolerance and ro-
bust information processing. The strong correlation between
spectral pattern alignment and performance improvement
suggests that effective knowledge transfer manifests as the
adoption of teacher-like information processing characteris-
tics throughout the network. This understanding has broader
implications for unsupervised and self-supervised learning
approaches, potentially opening new avenues for automated
image information cleaning and efficient model training
strategies.

Our analysis provides empirical evidence that successful
knowledge distillation involves more than just matching
output distributions. It requires the student to develop inter-
nal representations that mirror the information processing
hierarchy of teacher.

6. Conclusion
In this paper, we introduce SpectralKD, a novel framework
for understanding and optimizing vision transformer dis-
tillation through spectral analysis. Our work makes sev-
eral key contributions to the field of knowledge distillation.

First, we develop a principled spectral analysis methodol-
ogy that reveals how information flows through transformer
networks, providing theoretical insights into layer selection
for distillation. Second, we discover unexpected similarities
in spectral encoding patterns between architecturally dis-
tinct models. Third, we demonstrate that these theoretical
insights translate into practical improvements, with our ap-
proach achieving state-of-the-art performance on standard
benchmarks.

Our analysis reveal several important findings that extend
beyond immediate performance gains. The discovery that
successfully distilled students mirror the spectral charac-
teristics of their teachers suggests that effective knowledge
transfer involves more than matching output distributions. It
requires the development of similar information processing
patterns throughout the network. Moreover, the observa-
tion of shared spectral patterns across different transformer
architectures hints at fundamental principles in how these
models process visual information.

Impact Statement
Looking forward, our work opens several promising direc-
tions for future research. The spectral analysis framework
could be extended to other network architectures and tasks
beyond vision transformers. The observed relationship be-
tween spectral patterns and model performance suggests
potential applications in neural architecture search and auto-
mated model compression. Additionally, our findings about
information flow in transformers may inform the design of
more efficient architectures that maintain high performance
with reduced computational requirements.

The broader impact of this work extends beyond knowledge
distillation. Our spectral analysis framework provides a new
lens for understanding deep neural networks, potentially
influencing how we approach model design, optimization,
and analysis. We believe these insights will contribute to
the development of more efficient and interpretable deep
learning systems.
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A. Complete Spectral Distribution Analysis Across All Layers
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(e) Layer 5.
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(f) Layer 6.

Figure 5. Spectral intensity distributions S(X) computed using Equation (3) for layers (1-6) of CaiT-S24 feature maps.
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(f) Layer 12.

Figure 6. Spectral intensity distributions S(X) computed using Equation (3) for layers (7-12) of CaiT-S24 feature maps.
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(b) Layer 14.
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(c) Layer 15.
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(d) Layer 16.
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(e) Layer 17.
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(f) Layer 18.

Figure 7. Spectral intensity distributions S(X) computed using Equation (3) for layers (13-18) of CaiT-S24 feature maps.

14



SpectralKD: Understanding and Optimizing Vision Transformer Distillation through Spectral Analysis

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Normalized Frequency

0.05

0.06

0.07

0.08

Fr
eq

ue
nc

y 
In

te
ns

ity
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(b) Layer 20.
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(c) Layer 21.
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(d) Layer 22.

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Normalized Frequency

0.10

0.12

0.14

0.16

0.18

Fr
eq

ue
nc

y 
In

te
ns

ity

(e) Layer 23.
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(f) Layer 24.

Figure 8. Spectral intensity distributions S(X) computed using Equation (3) for layers (19-24) of CaiT-S24 feature maps.

15


