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Abstract—Ultra-fine-grained image recognition (UFGIR) is a
challenging task that involves classifying images within a macro-
category. While traditional FGIR deals with classifying different
species, UFGIR goes beyond by classifying sub-categories within
a species such as cultivars of a plant. In recent times the usage
of Vision Transformer-based backbones has allowed methods to
obtain outstanding recognition performances in this task but this
comes at a significant cost in terms of computation specially
since this task significantly benefits from incorporating higher
resolution images. Therefore, techniques such as token reduction
have emerged to reduce the computational cost. However, drop-
ping tokens leads to loss of essential information for fine-grained
categories, specially as the token keep rate is reduced. Therefore,
to counteract the loss of information brought by the usage of
token reduction we propose a novel Cross-Layer Aggregation
Classification Head and a Cross-Layer Cache mechanism to
recover and access information from previous layers in later
locations. Extensive experiments covering more than 2000 runs
across diverse settings including 5 datasets, 9 backbones, 7 token
reduction methods, 5 keep rates, and 2 image sizes demonstrate
the effectiveness of the proposed plug-and-play modules and
allow us to push the boundaries of accuracy vs cost for UFGIR
by reducing the kept tokens to extremely low ratios of up to
10% while maintaining a competitive accuracy to state-of-the-art
models. Code is available at: https://github.com/arkel23/CLCA

Index Terms—Efficient, Vision Transformer, Fine Grained
Visual Analysis, Model Compression, Image Classification.

I. INTRODUCTION

Fine-grained image recognition (FGIR) involves classifying
images into sub-categories within a larger macro-category [1].
While conventional FGIR [1] classifies objects usually up to
species-level granularity, ultra-FGIR (UFGIR) may categorize
classes at a finer level, such as cultivars of a plant. It has
practical applications in fields such as agriculture [2].

It is challenging due to small inter-class and large intra-
class variations, but in recent years there has been a significant
improvement in performance in terms of accuracy. Previous
work has noted how this may be driven by backbone choices
[3]. In particular, the Vision Transformer (ViT) [4] has brought
a large performance improvement across tasks [5], [6]; the
global receptive field of the ViT’s attention mechanism pro-
vides it an advantage in handling long-range dependencies,
allowing it to effectively discover and learn dependencies
between discriminative features within an image [3].
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However, this accuracy improvement has come at a cost
in terms of computational resources required for training and
inference [3]. ViT-based models have higher FLOPs compared
to equivalent CNN-based models, specially as the image size
is increased. This is due to the quadratic complexity O(N2)
of the self-attention mechanism with respect to the sequence
length N . Specialized FGIR models employing ViT as a
backbone [5] may even exhibit cubic complexity O(N3) due
to their usage of aggregated attention [7].

Employing higher-resolution images in FGIR is common in
order to identify the small differences between classes [8], [9].
In order to effectively make use of current and next-generation
scaled models, specially in low-resource settings, it is crucial
to increase the efficiency of such ViT-based models; token
reduction is a promising direction to increase their efficiency.

Token Reduction (TR) proposes dropping [10], [11] or
combining [12], [13] unimportant tokens from the sequence
in order to reduce the number of tokens to be processed; it is
also known as token or input pruning. In computer vision these
tokens represent image patches. By reducing the number the
tokens the FLOPs, latency, and memory consumption could
be reduced, while throughput can be increased [10], [14].

Different TR methods use different criteria for selecting or
merging tokens; some use attention [11], [15], while others
employ learnable modules [10], [16]. However, regardless of
the TR selection criteria, the process of TR inevitably leads to
the loss of valuable information for discrimination, specially
as the keep ratio (KR) of tokens is reduced.

Therefore, to counteract the loss of information brought
by the TR process we propose two novel mechanisms: 1)
a Cross-Layer Aggregation (CLA) Classification Head which
incorporates skip connections for intermediate features of a
transformer directly into the classification module, and 2) a
Cross-Layer Cache (CLC) structure to store and recover cross-
layer information vital for fine-grained classification.

We refer to our full method method, incorporating both the
CLA Head and the CLC, as Cross-Layer Cache Aggregation
(CLCA). CLCA allows us to push the boundary of TR
methods, by employing extremely low token keep ratios (KR)
of up to 10%, while keeping an accuracy that is on-par with (or
even surpass in certain cases) state-of-the-art (SotA) methods
in UFGIR. We demonstrate the performance improvement
brought by our proposed contributions with different token
KRs, and image sizes for the SoyGene dataset [2] in Fig. 1.

Our contributions are as follows:
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Fig. 1. Accuracy vs FLOPs for DeiT3 [17] with EViT [15] token reduction
method with (CLCA) and without (Base) our proposed modules on the
SoyGene dataset [2] as a function of different keep rates (10, 25, 50, 70
and 100%) and image sizes (in parenthesis).

1) We propose a novel Cross-Layer Aggregation Clas-
sification (CLA) Head to expedite information from
intermediate layers of a transformer directly into the
classification module.

2) We propose the Cross-Layer Cache (CLC) structure to
counteract the loss of information brought by token
reduction. The CLC allows us to access features from
previous layer at deeper layers in order to facilitate fine-
grained classification.

3) We conduct extensive experiments on 5 UFGIR datasets
with a variety of TR schemes, token keep rates, and
pretrained backbones. Across more than 2000 runs, the
proposed model, CLCA, combining the CLA and CLC
plug-and-play modules, significantly and consistently
improves the accuracy across diverse settings, while in-
curring minimal increase in cost. Furthermore, it enables
us to reduce the TR KR up to 10%, drastically reducing
computational costs, while maintaining an accuracy that
is on par with models with much higher cost as measured
by the number of floating-point-operations (FLOPs).

II. RELATED WORK

A. Ultra-Fine-Grained Image Recognition

UFGIR methods make use of generic image recognition
backbones and equip them with modules to select and aggre-
gate discriminative features [5], [6] or employ loss functions
and tasks [18] to guide models to more effectively make use
of fine-grained features.

However, many of these methods employ transformer-based
backbones with a large computational cost, specially as the
image size increases due to the quadratic complexity of the
self-attention operator.

B. Token Reduction

Token reduction methods can be broadly categorized into
token pruning and token merging. Token pruning involves the
dropping of a number of uninformative tokens at certain layers.

For instance, DynamicViT [10] drops tokens with a static keep
rate based on decisions predicted by a learnable MLP module,
while ATS [11] drops tokens with a dynamic keep rate based
on attention scores. Conversely, token merging reduces the
total number of tokens by combining multiple tokens into one.
Zeng et al. [19] implement this via the DPC-KNN clustering
algorithm, while Zong et al. [16] adopt a learnable weight
approach, resulting in slimmed rather than dropped tokens.

III. PROPOSED METHOD: CLCA

The overview of our proposed method is shown in Fig. 2.
Our method is based on a generic Vision Transformer with
token reduction. The transformer encoder blocks are divided
into four groups based on the token reduction locations and
the last layer. Features in each group are processed using
a series of encoder blocks followed by a token reduction
and cache recovery operations. We aggregate intermediate
features corresponding to the outputs of the CLS token of each
group. These features are first normalized, then cross-layer
channel-wise information is aggregated through a depth-wise
convolution. We incorporate a non-linear activation function
to model complex relations between features. Finally, a point-
wise convolution projects the aggregated features into a vector
of classification predictions.

A. Vision Transformer Encoder Group with Token Reduction

Images are patchified using a convolution with kernel size
P and flattened into a 1D sequence of D channels with length
N = (S1/P )× (S2/P ), where S1 and S2 represent the image
width and height. A learnable CLS token is appended at the
start of the sequence. Learnable positional embeddings are
added to incorporate spatial information.

This sequence is then processed through a series of L trans-
former encoder blocks, divided into g groups, each consisting
of multi-head self-attention (MHSA) and position-wise feed-
forward networks (PWFFN).

At the last encoder block of each group we reduce tokens
according to each TR scheme. Our method can be combined
with most token reduction methodologies but we focus on
EViT [15]. EViT selects tokens to keep based on the average
attention-score of the CLS token with respect to the other
tokens as computed in the MHSA block.

Specifically, the top-k tokens with highest attention based
on the CLS token attention A0 are kept and the remaining
tokens are merged using a weighted average operation. Then
the kept tokens and the fused token will be concatenated and
forwarded to the PWFFN block as normally.

B. Cross-Layer Aggregation (CLA) Head

To prevent information loss we fast-forward intermediate
features of the network directly into the classification layer.
Specifically, we forward the CLS token output of each encoder
group (after each reduction location and the last layer) into the
proposed CLA Head, shown in the right block of Fig. 2.

In the CLA Head we concatenate and reshape the tokens
into a sequence of size g, denoted as CLS ∈ RD×g , before



Fig. 2. From top to bottom, on the left is the overview for a ViT with the proposed Cross-Layer Cache Aggregation (CLCA). A learnable CLS and Cross-
Layer Register (CLR) tokens are attached to a sequence of local features corresponding to image patches. This sequence is passed through a series of ViT
Encoder Groups equipped with the proposed Cross-Layer Cache (CLC). Each Encoder Group is composed of a series of transformer encoder blocks followed
by a reduction block that drops tokens at the end. After each encoder block we cache the spatial Global Average Pooling (GAP) of the local features, the
tokens surrounded by the green dashed box, and the last token in the sequence (the CLR). After the reduction block we recover intermediate features from
previous layers from the CLC, empty it, and then cache the current layer outputs. We repeat the process for each encoder group. Thereafter, the CLS token
outputs of each Encoder Group are processed by the Cross-Layer Aggregation (CLA) Classification Head. These CLS tokens are first normalized using a
BatchNorm layer, then forwarded through a Depth-Wise Convolution layer that combines cross-layer features for each channel separately. A second BatchNorm
and activation function are employed for learning non-linear interactions between intermediate features. Finally, the vector of features is passed through a
Point-Wise Convolution that outputs the classification predictions.

normalizing the features using a BatchNorm layer. Then, a
Depth-Wise Convolution is employed to aggregate channel-
wise interactions across layers.

Agg = DWConv(BN([CLSG1;CLSG2; . . . ;CLSGg])) (1)

The output is an aggregated token Agg ∈ RD·DWG where
DWG = 2 is the number of groups dedicated to each channel
in the depth-wise convolution. This aggregated token is passed
through a BatchNorm and GELU activation function in order
to model complex non-linear relationships between features.
Finally, a Point-Wise Convolution projects the aggregated fea-
tures into a vector of class probabilities used for classification.

preds = PWConv(GELU(BN(Agg))) (2)

C. Cross-Layer Cache (CLC)

Regardless of the TR scheme, the information encoded in
the original tokens is lost. Since reduction is applied from
early layers that process low-level features, it is unavoidable
to lose information that deeper layers may require to make
a distinction between fine-grained categories. Therefore, in-
spired by FFVT, [6] which aggregated low-level and middle-
level features from the network in the last encoder layer of a
ViT for improved classification performance, we incorporate a
Cross-Layer Cache (CLC) structure to store local and discrim-
inative features from intermediate layers for future usage. An
overview of the CLC is shown in the middle block of Fig. 2.

Specifically, after each transformer encoder block in an
encoder group, we store the Global-Average-Pooling (GAP)

pooled local features of the model. Furthermore, inspired
by previous work which suggested that transformers need
registers [20] we append a learnable Cross-Layer Register
(CLR) at the end of the sequence. After each encoder block we
also store this CLR that aggregates discriminative information
across layers for future use.

After the reduction location or before the last layer, we
access the CLC to recover the lost information tokens by
appending the tokens stored in it to the original sequence.
This allows our model to counteract the information loss that
comes with token reduction and make usage of relevant cross-
layer information for discrimination of fine-grained categories.
Finally, the CLC is emptied so as to not repeat tokens in future
recovery operations.

IV. EXPERIMENT METHODOLOGY

TABLE I
TOP-1 ACCURACIES (%) AND FLOPS FOR SOTA METHODS IN UFGIR.

FOR CLCA WE INCLUDE THE TOKEN KEEP RATE IN PARENTHESIS.

Method Cotton SoyAgeing SoyGlobal FLOPs (109)

ViT [4] 52.5 67.0 40.6 78.5
DeiT [17] 54.2 69.5 45.3 78.5
TransFG [5] 54.6 72.2 21.2 447.9
SIM-Tr [21] 54.6 34.8 70.7 81.8
CSDNet [18] 57.9 75.4 56.3 78.5
CLCA (10%) 55.6 87.4 61.1 25.2
CLCA (70%) 67.8 88.3 58.2 50.9

Our experiments use 5 ultra-fine-grained leaves datasets
collected by Yu et al. [2] where each category represents a



confirmed cultivar name attached to the seed obtained from
the genetic resource bank. Top-1 accuracies are averaged
across three seeds [22]. When applicable, the best values are
highlighted in bold and the second best are underlined.

We employ AdamW optimizer, 50 epochs, weight decay
of 0.05, batch size of 32, two image sizes (224, 448), nine
backbones (ViT [4], DeiT [23], DeiT3 IN1k & IN21k [17],
MIIL [24], MoCov3 [25], DINO [26], MAE [27], CLIP
LAION [28]) five different keep rates (100, 70, 50, 25, and
10%). The token reduction operations are done on the 4th, 7th,
and 10th of a ViT B-16 model with 12 layers, therefore we
recover tokens from the CLC after these same locations and
also after layer 11.

The proposed CLCA is agnostic to the TR method. We
mainly apply it with EViT [15], but we also apply it to methods
from all four different TR paradigms: DynamicViT [10] for
static pruning, ATS for dynamic pruning [11], SiT [16] and
PatchMerger [12] for soft merging, and DPCKNN [19] and
ToMe [13] for hard merging.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Comparison of CLCA with Different TR Schemes

Fig. 3. Distribution of accuracies for multiple keep rates (25, 50, and 70%)
on 9 different pretrained backbones as a function of the TR selection scheme
(and the baseline without TR) on SoyLocal and SoyGene datasets with and
without proposed CLCA.

We plot the accuracy vs FLOPs as a function of image
size (IS) and keep rate (KR) for the SoyGene dataset with
EViT in Fig. 1. By incorporating CLCA the lower bound of
the accuracy is raised to 61% and to a maximum of 81%
compared to the original design which ranged from 30% to
67%. Models with CLCA are more robust to the TR KR and
the IS compared to the original while incurring a negligible
increase in cost as measured by the FLOPs.

These results are further validated by plotting the accuracies
distribution (across 9 backbones, 3 keep rates, 3 random seeds,
on 2 datasets) for different TR schemes with and without
CLCA, as shown in Fig. 3. Our method consistently improves
the performance across a wide variety of settings.

B. Comparison with State-of-the-Art in UFGIR

We compare our method against state-of-the-art (SotA)
methods using ViTs in the Cotton, SoyAgeing, and SoyGlobal
datasets in Table I. When compared to these we observe that
our method obtains superior performance in terms of accuracy
in the Cotton and SoyAgeing datasets. For the SoyGlobal
dataset our method obtains the second best accuracy but the
computational cost in terms of FLOPs is much lower.

C. Discussion on Why CLCA Works

Fig. 4. Ablation showing max magnitude of gradient across all layers of
the model during training for DeiT3 B-16 [17] on SoyLocal dataset with our
proposed modules and the corresponding top-1 accuracy.

In Fig. 4 we plot the gradients during training for our model.
Our analysis reveals that, prior to incorporating the proposed
components, the gradients exhibit significant instability.

Therefore, inspired by previous which suggests that skip
connections can smooth out the optimization landscape [29]
we incorporate information transfer in between 1) intermediate
layers of the network to the (CLA) classification head, and 2)
intermediate layers of an encoder group and the subsequent
block through the usage of the Cross-Layer Cache (CLC).
These proposed modules function as skip connections which
have been shown to ease the training by avoiding spurious
local optimum [30] and encouraging feature reuse [31].

Furthermore, in UFGIR the usage of low-, middle-, and
high-level features has been shown to be beneficial to dis-
tinguish between classes [6]. Our proposed modules provide
shorter connections to these features, which has been shown
to provide implicit deep supervision [32].

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper we propose Cross-Layer Cache Aggregation
(CLCA), a method to improve the performance of token
reduction in ultra-fine-grained image recognition tasks. The
proposed method integrates intermediate features from the net-
work through a Cross-Layer Aggregation (CLA) classification
head for robust predictions, and Cross-Layer Cache (CLC) to
recover and integrate lost information from previous layers
that is lost under the token reduction paradigm. The proposed
methodology can be combined with a variety of mechanisms
to reduce tokens, massively reducing the computational cost
while consistently boosting the performance across different
UFGIR datasets under a variety of settings.
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