
Rethinking Vision Transformer for Object Centric Foundation Models

Manuel Traub 1 Martin V. Butz 1

Abstract
Recent state-of-the-art object segmentation mech-
anisms, such as the Segment Anything Model
(SAM) and FastSAM, first encode the full im-
age over several layers and then focus on gener-
ating the mask for one particular object or area.
We present an off-grid Fovea-Like Input Patch-
ing (FLIP) approach, which selects image input
and encodes it from the beginning in an object-
focused manner. While doing so, it separates lo-
cational encoding from an object-centric percep-
tual code. FLIP is more data-efficient and yields
improved segmentation performance when mask-
ing relatively small objects in high-resolution vi-
sual scenes. On standard benchmarks such as
Hypersim, KITTI-360, and OpenImages, FLIP
achieves Intersection over Union (IoU) scores that
approach the performance of SAM with much less
compute effort. It surpasses FastSAM in all IoU
measurements. We also introduce an additional
semi-natural but highly intuitive dataset where
FLIP outperforms SAM and FastSAM overall and
particularly on relatively small objects. Seeing
that FLIP is an end-to-end object-centric segmen-
tation approach, it has high potential particularly
for applications that benefit from computationally
efficient, spatially highly selective object tracking.

1. Introduction
Object-centric models have emerged as a powerful paradigm
for structured perception in visual tasks. They offer the po-
tential to represent complex scenes in a more interpretable
and compositional manner. While traditional architectures
such as Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) (Liu et al.,
2022) and Vision Transformers (ViTs) (Dosovitskiy et al.,
2020) have demonstrated impressive performance on large-
scale datasets, they often lack the nuanced object-level un-
derstanding required for robust scene parsing. Furthermore,
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these models typically require massive amounts of labeled
data and exhibit vulnerabilities to adversarial perturbations.

Recent advances in object-centric learning, such as Slot
Attention (Locatello et al., 2020), have sought to address
these challenges by enabling the model to discover and rep-
resent objects within a scene as distinct entities. Models like
SAVi++ (Elsayed et al., 2022), VideoSAUR (Zadaianchuk
et al., 2024), and Loci (Traub et al., 2023; 2024a;b) have
advanced the state-of-the-art in unsupervised object-centric
learning. They are able to disentangle objects from complex
backgrounds and track their identities over time. Still, these
approaches struggle to scale effectively to more complex,
real-world data.

In contrast, the Segment Anything (SAM) model (Kirillov
et al., 2023) has introduced a paradigm shift in object-centric
learning. SAM learns from a vast array of diverse data that
is segmented by a two stage segmentation process. First,
a powerful transformer-based foundational model encodes
the complete image. Second, a query-based focusing mech-
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Figure 1. Comparison of segmentation performance (Mean IoU)
on our ObjaScale dataset versus model size (number of parameters,
in millions). FLIP variants achieve superior performance with
significantly fewer parameters compared to SAM variants.
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anism specifies which object to segment. Only this second
mechanism targets one image area or object and leads to
the production of the targeted output mask. SAM marks the
state-of-the-art in object segmentation tasks. However, de-
spite its impressive performance, SAM has its limits. First,
the transformer-based encoder requires very large computa-
tional resources. Second, the encoder backbone encodes the
complete image, potentially wasting processing resources,
particularly when small objects are to be segmented.

The FastSAM model (Zhao et al., 2023) addresses the for-
mer limit. FastSAM replaces the first stage transformer-
based encoder architecture in SAM with a convolutional
ANN approach (CNN), which is pre-trained to segment the
whole image. The query then targets the latent encodings
and produces one area- or object-specific mask selectively.
As a result, FastSAM yields performance close-to SAM, but
is trained on only 2% of the original SAM dataset, has much
fewer parameters, and partially runs an order of magnitude
faster.

The latter limit remains an open challenge. At this point
nearly all segmentation techniques, including SAM and
FastSAM, rely on a full image encoder. This is also the
case for most object centric models, such as SlotAttention,
VideoSAUR, and related work (Locatello et al., 2020; El-
sayed et al., 2022; Singh et al., 2022; Zadaianchuk et al.,
2024), which first encode the entire image before assign-
ing information to slots. The challenge to computationally
efficiently segment and track small but potentially high-
resolution objects across diverse and complex scenes re-
mains.

To this end, we introduce FLIP: a fovea-like input patching
approach that is integrated in an object-centric, off-grid
vision framework. FLIP dynamically adapts its processing
pipeline to the object’s size and spatial characteristics. It
ignores currently irrelevant image subregions and focusses
on critical regions with a flexible, multi-resolution approach.
Our key contributions are:

• Off-Grid, Scale-Invariant Object Encoding: We in-
troduce a fovea-inspired patch sampling method that
directly encodes image regions off-grid, adaptively fo-
cusing on objects of interest in a multi-resolution fash-
ion. This scale-invariant approach is robust to large
variations in object size and image resolution. It en-
ables the detailed encoding of very small objects even
in high-resolution scenes.

• Interpretable Object-Centric Latent Representa-
tion: Building on insights from cognitive science,
FLIP explicitly segregates perceptual features from
positional cues into distinct latent embeddings. This
structured representation not only boosts segmentation
accuracy but also improves explainability, as it allows
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Figure 2. The multi-resolution patch sampling procedure in FLIP
sequentially samples tiny (blue), small (green), and large (red)
patches given an object-centered 2D Gaussian. Overlapping
patches are prohibited, thus generating a fovea-like distribution of
patches across multiple resolutions.

for a separated assessment of object identity and spatial
placement.

• State-of-the-Art Segmentation Performance with
High Parameter Efficiency: Despite using signifi-
cantly fewer parameters compared to state-of-the-art
models like SAM or FastSAM, FLIP achieves com-
petitive (SAM) or superior (FastSAM) segmentation
accuracy on benchmarks such as Hypersim, KITTI-
360, and OpenImages.

• Superior performance on novel dataset ObjaScale
For further evaluation, we present a segmentation
dataset that contains high-resolution real-world back-
grounds combined with objects of varying scales, ren-
dered in Blender. FLIP outperforms all other methods
on ObjaScale, even with the smallest parameter settings
(Figure 1). Note that ObjaScale is used for evaluation
only, neither FLIP nor SAM or FastSAM were trained
on it.

2. Related Work
Several lines of research contain methods that share themat-
ically similar ideas in handling multi-scale objects, dynamic
sampling, or biologically inspired foveation. Deformable
Convolutional Networks (Dai et al., 2017) and their succes-
sors (Zhu et al., 2019; Xiong et al., 2024) introduce learnable
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Figure 3. Visualization of our FLIP (Fovea-Like Input Patching) approach applied to an image from the KITTI-360 dataset, showcasing
potential applications in autonomous driving. The figure illustrates how our model dynamically focuses on multiple objects within a
complex urban scene by allocating multi-resolution patches centered around estimated object locations. Higher-resolution patches (smaller
sizes) are concentrated on critical areas such as vehicles and road-signs, emulating a foveal vision system, while lower-resolution patches
(larger sizes) cover peripheral regions to enable the consideration of the surrounding context. Patches are color-coded by size: purple for
16× 16 patches, yellow for 8× 8, green for 4× 4, blue for 2× 2, and red for 1× 1.

offsets or selective kernels to better handle varying spatial
structures. Focal Sparse Convolutional Networks (Chen
et al., 2022) focus computation on salient 3D regions in
point clouds. Additionally, biologically inspired foveation
has been explored in works like (Lukanov et al., 2021; Ka-
planyan et al., 2019; Thavamani et al., 2021).

3. Methods
In this section, we present the overall Fovea-Like Input
Patching (FLIP) architecture. Its main processing pipeline
is shown in Figure 4. FLIP is a supervised vision model for
efficient object-centric segmentation. It combines a fovea-
inspired patching mechanism with a Vision Transformer
(ViT)-based encoder. The encoded information is then used
to generate the targeted object’s segmentation mask, loca-
tion, and bounding box, thereby disentangling perceptual
and positional information.

The fovea-like patching mechanism dynamically selects
multi-resolution patches based on a 2D Gaussian distri-
bution, which has an effect similar to the query in SAM
and FastSAM but acts directly on the input image. High-
resolution patches focus on the object center, capturing
fine details, while coarser patches cover peripheral regions,
which inform FLIP about the surrounding context.

The ViT encoder processes the sampled patches and outputs

two representations: a perceptual code (zp), which captures
the object’s appearance and shape, and a positional code
(zpos), which encodes location, orientation, and scale.

The predictor combines zp and zpos to predict the segmenta-
tion mask. The positional code guides dynamic resolution-
dependent decoding, ensuring high-resolution predictions
at the object’s spatial extent, while the perceptual code pro-
vides detailed object-specific information. This design en-
ables FLIP to excel at segmenting small objects in high-
resolution scenes with much lower computational overhead
when compared to SAM and FastSAM.

FLIP is trained end-to-end with supervised losses for mask
prediction, bounding box localization, and positional accu-
racy. In the following subsections, we provide the mathe-
matical details of the fovea-like sampling mechanism, the
ViT encoder, and the ViT predictor.

3.1. Fovea-like Input Patching

We equip our ViT-based model with a multi-resolution,
fovea-inspired patching mechanism that centers around the
object of interest, thereby preserving high-resolution detail
at the object center and coarser coverage in peripheral re-
gions. Specifically, we derive the object center µ = (µx, µy)
and covariance Σ from the ground-truth mask, yielding a
2D Gaussian N (µ,Σ) that approximates the object’s spa-

3



Rethinking Vision Transformer for Object Centric Foundation Models

Foveal

Patching

Encoder module

Er0

.

.

.

ErK

ViT-Encoder

zpos

zp

Predictor module

ViT

Predictor

Dr0

.

.

.

Drk

Figure 4. Overview of the FLIP architecture. The Foveal Patching module dynamically samples multi-resolution patches centered around
objects of interest. These patches are embedded into a unified latent space using resolution-specific Patch Embedding Modules (Er0) to
ErK ). The Vision Transformer Encoder processes the embedded patches, generating separate Perceptual (zp) and Positional Codes (zpos).
The ViT predictor combines these codes to predict the object instance segmentation mask, reconstructing it via Patch De-embedding
Modules (Dr0 to DrK )).

tial extent and orientation in compressed form. From Σ,
we extract rotation (θa, θb) and scale (σx, σy) via a stan-
dard eigenvalue decomposition of the covariance matrix.
For input sampling, the Gaussian serves as a spatial input
query—similar to the prompts in SAM and FastSAM—from
which we then draw patches at multiple scales.

We define K patch sizes p1 < p2 < · · · < pK , from
smallest (highest resolution) to largest. We fix the total
number of patches N and choose Ni patches for patch size
pi as follows. First, we compute default numbers N̂i by
approximating the area covered by the Gaussian’s 99%
inner density mass from Σ and dividing it by p2i . Then,
starting at the coarsest resolution (i.e., pK), we compute
Ni = min(N̂i, N −

∑K
j=i+1 Nj). As a result, all cho-

sen patch sizes are smaller than the Gaussian inner area
and the number of chosen patches per size distributes itself
from coarse to fine until the total number of patches N is
reached(N =

∑K
i Ni).

We sample Ni patches from N (µ,Σ). Higher-resolution
patches (small pi) are drawn first. Next, progressively larger
patches (lower resolution) are sampled from the remaining
density excluding the patches that overlap with patches that
were already chosen (cf. Figure 2). Each sampled patch
is first flattened and then mapped to a common embedding
space via resolution-specific encoders Eri (similarly to Jae-
gle et al., 2021), yielding a set of tokens T = {t1, ..., tN} of
equal tensor size. These embedded tokens are concatenated
and fed to the main ViT layers. Note that because sam-
pling depends on µ and Σ only, the approach is in principle
independent of the full image size.

3.2. Object-Centric Attention

For further encoding, we use modified Transformer blocks
that preserve the “what vs. where” separation. Figure 5

shows the design of one block. Inspired by (Yu et al., 2023),
we inject positional embeddings in every layer, but only
into the queries and keys (never the values), ensuring spatial
cues influence attention without affecting perceptual content.
The first layer l = 1 block receives as input the set of tokens
T , that is, X1 = T . Further, all blocks receive the following
positional encoding PE, in the form of relative positional
embeddings. We compute these embeddings relative to the
2D Gaussian input query, shifting each token coordinate
(xi, yi) by (µx, µy), rotating it by (θa, θb), and scaling it by
(σx, σy). We then generate the embedding PE via an MLP.
This embedding is then added to queries and keys:

PEi = MLPi(x̂i, ŷi), PEj = MLPj(x̂j , ŷj),

Q′
i = Qi + PEi, K′

j = Kj + PEj .

We adopt a pre-layer normalization scheme (Xiong et al.,
2020), such that LayerNorm precedes both the self-attention
and FFN blocks. Consequently, the Transformer layer com-
putations for input Xl proceed as:

X̂ = LN(Xl),

Q = X̂WQ, K = X̂WK , V = X̂WV ,

Q′ = Q+ PE, K ′ = K + PE,

Y = Xl + softmax

(
Q′K ′T
√
dk

)
V,

Xl+1 = Y + FFN(LN(Y )),

where dk is the key dimension. By avoiding positional
biases in V , the model attends spatially via PE without
affecting the perceptual content. This design aligns with our
object-centric principle: positional information modulates
attention weights (queries, keys), and perceptual informa-
tion flows through V . Depending on the chosen network
sizes, we use three, six, or seven of these encoding blocks.
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Figure 5. Architecture of the Object-Centric Attention block in
FLIP. Positional embeddings influence only the queries and keys,
maintaining separation of spatial and perceptual information for
efficient object-centric processing.

3.3. Learning What and Where

Following the Loci family of models (Traub et al., 2023;
2024a;b), which draw inspiration from the dorsal-ventral
visual pathway separation in the brain, FLIP finally enforces
a strict separation between perceptual and positional infor-
mation at the end of the encoding pipeline. This separation
ensures that the model independently processes “what” an
object is and “where” it is located, encouraging a more in-
terpretable object segmentation. The input to this separation
comes from the output of the last object-centric attention
block, which can be interpreted as consisting of N encoded
tokens ti and associated image coordinates (xi, yi).

Perception Code zp. To generate the final perception code
zp, we combine all tokens by average pooling them and
refining them via a cross-attention-layer, using the average
pooled value as the query:

zavg = 1
N

N∑
i=1

ti

zp = zavg + CrossAttentionLayer(zavg, T ).

This yields a compact representation of the object’s appear-
ance.

Positional Code zpos. To infer zpos, cross-attention mod-
ules on token coordinates obtain object-focused mean posi-
tion, scale, and orientation estimates. First, we compute the
object center:

qµ = Wµ
q 1, kµ,i = Wµ

k ti, aµ,i = softmax
(
qµ·k⊤

µ,i

)
,

µx =

N∑
i=1

aµ,i xi, µy =

N∑
i=1

aµ,i yi.

Similarly, additional cross-attention heads estimate σx, σy

(spread) and θa, θb (rotation). Concatenating these yields:

zpos = [µx, µy, σx, σy, θa, θb],

which enables us in principle to use this positional output
also as an input query. This option is however not further
explored in this paper.

3.4. Mask Prediction

To generate mask predictions, we first choose the region of
the image that is expected to contain the object. FLIP then
generates output patches that cover this region, predicting
the mask via the patches. To determine the output region
we take the positional code zpos and compute the rotated
coordinates via:

xrot = θa (x− µx)− θb (y − µy)

yrot = θb (x− µx) + θa (y − µy),

with
√
θ2a + θ2b = 1 and σx, σy clipped to ≥ ϵ. The Gaus-

sian map is

G(x, y) = exp
(
−1

2

[(xrot

σx

)2
+

(yrot

σy

)2])
,

thresholded at 0.01 (its 99% confidence region).

We fully cover this region, by selecting Nout patches using
two resolutions. The patch ratio for these resolutions is
chosen adaptively from σx, σy to guarantee that exactly
Nout patches are needed to cover the determined output
region. For each patch (xi, yi) we form an output token:

tout,i = zp + PE(xi, yi),

where zp is the perception code. These tokens are then pro-
cessed through two Transformer blocks, whose block struc-
ture is identical to the encoder blocks. Finally, a resolution-
specific de-embedding module Dri reconstructs each patch
P̂i:

P̂i = Dri

(
tout,i

)
.

By placing each patch P̂i at its respective position (xi, yi)
we cover the output region with patch-respective mask pre-
dictions and set the remaining area to zero (i.e., not part of
the mask). This concludes the mask prediction process.
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Figure 6. Examples of multi-resolution patch inputs (top row) and corresponding mask predictions (bottom row) from FLIP. Input patches
are color-coded by size: purple (16× 16), yellow (8× 8), green (4× 4), blue (2× 2), and red (1× 1). Higher-resolution patches focus
on object centers for detail, while lower-resolution patches cover peripheral regions for efficiency. Mask predictions show accurate
segmentation with optimized resource allocation.

3.5. Training

We train FLIP only on the Segment Anything Dataset, per-
forming approximately 1.5 M updates at a batch size of 256,
covering about 35.84 % of the dataset. Each training exam-
ple has an associated object mask, from which we compute
a 2D Gaussian distribution capturing the object’s center,
scale, and orientation. To improve generalization, we apply
random perturbations to this Gaussian by slightly shifting x
and y, stretching or compressing σx and σy, and introduc-
ing small rotations. Tokens are sampled directly from this
perturbed 2D Gaussian, with the total number of tokens, N ,
varied around a predefined mean µ during training to further
improve generalization.

The training consists of three phases:

• Phase 1: Training begins with a mean token count
µ = 128 and half-resolution inputs for 800k steps.

• Phase 2: The token count increases to µ = 512 with
full-resolution inputs for the next 600k steps.

• Phase 3: A final fine-tuning phase uses µ = 4096
tokens for 100k steps, matching the number of patches
used by SAM.

We train three model sizes FLIP-S (2.6M parameters), FLIP-
M (6.5M parameters), and FLIP-L (26.5M parameters). No-
tably, these models are significantly smaller in parameter
count than SAM variants (up to 641.1M) and FastSAM-x
(72.2M), with only FastSAM-s falling in a similar range
(11.8M).

We optimize three losses to predict accurate masks, bound-
ing boxes, and positional (zpos) codes.

• Mask Loss: Binary cross-entropy loss between pre-
dicted mask logits M̂ and ground truth M :

smask,i =
1∑Ni

j=1 Mij

Lmask =
1

B

B∑
i=1

smask,i

Ni∑
j=1

ℓBCE(M̂ij ,Mij),

where B is the batch size.

• Position Loss: Penalizes deviations in mean position
(µ), scale (σ), and rotation (θ):

Lpos =
1

B

B∑
i=1

( 1

σi
|µ̂i−µi∥2+∥σ̂i−σi∥2+∥θ̂i−θi∥2

)
.

• Bounding Box Loss: Matches predicted bounding
boxes B̂i to ground truth Bi:

Lbbox =
1

B

B∑
i=1

1

σi
∥B̂i −Bi∥2.

Total Loss The overall loss combines mask, position, and
bounding box losses:

Lstage1 = Lmask + λposLpos + λbboxLbbox,

where λpos and λbbox control weightings.

4. Results
We evaluate FLIP on our newly constructed synthetic dataset
ObjaScale, which we designed to stress-test scale invariance,
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(c) FLIP-L

Figure 7. IoU (ObjaScale) heatmaps illustrating relative vs. absolute mask size. FLIP-L retains strong accuracy even for small objects,
provided there are enough pixels (e.g., ≥ 10× 10).

Table 1. Comparison of Mean IoU (%) and Std IoU (%) across different datasets.
Model Size (M) Time (ms) Hypersim KITTI-360 OpenImage ObjaScale (ours)

Pre/Pos Model Total Mean ± Std IoU (%) Mean ± Std IoU (%) Mean ± Std IoU (%) Mean ± Std IoU (%)

FastSAM-s 11.8 4.56 4.84 9.40 36.80 ± 34.62 37.71 ± 32.76 61.14 ± 32.10 48.20 ± 35.69
FastSAM-x 72.2 4.54 18.46 23.00 43.39 ± 35.95 38.92 ± 34.06 69.31 ± 29.25 47.11 ± 36.41

FLIP-S (ours) 2.1 22.58 9.63 32.21 61.51 ± 27.16 59.30 ± 19.58 70.75 ± 23.51 77.69 ± 19.83
FLIP-M (ours) 6.5 23.84 15.04 38.88 64.36 ± 28.32 61.45 ± 19.64 76.76 ± 21.73 82.71 ± 18.24
FLIP-L (ours) 26.5 22.54 18.09 40.63 66.83 ± 27.74 61.85 ± 19.56 78.37 ± 21.77 84.94 ± 17.16

SAM-B 93.7 11.06 63.40 74.46 71.46 ± 20.88 62.38 ± 21.41 84.72 ± 15.38 71.38 ± 25.36
SAM-L 312.3 11.07 139.17 150.24 72.13 ± 21.21 62.73 ± 20.31 86.94 ± 13.41 72.68 ± 25.22
SAM-H 641.1 10.96 222.00 232.96 72.37 ± 21.65 62.47 ± 20.52 87.06 ± 13.53 73.76 ± 24.59

and on three standard benchmarks: Hypersim, KITTI-360,
and OpenImages (Roberts et al., 2021; Liao et al., 2022;
Kuznetsova et al., 2020). Notably, FLIP was neither trained
nor fine-tuned on the ObjaScale dataset. Our experiments
compare FLIP against two state-of-the-art segmentation
methods, SAM (Kirillov et al., 2023) and FastSAM (Zhao
et al., 2023), focusing on handling small objects, achieving
high IoU, and balancing parameter/runtime trade-offs.

4.1. Experimental Setup and Dataset Creation

We selected 68 diverse categories from Objaverse (Deitke
et al., 2023) and combined each with high-resolution HDRI
Haven (Zaal, Greg) backgrounds in Blender, yielding 10,200
synthetic images, which form our ObjaScale dataset. Ob-
ject scale and image resolution (ranging from 512 to 8192)
were randomized, producing masks spanning minuscule
(< 0.0001%) to large fractions of the image (Fig. 8). For
SAM and FastSAM, bounding-box prompts computed from
ground-truth masks were used; FLIP employed 2D Gaussian
prompts by design.

4.2. Performance vs. Relative Mask Size

On the ObjaScale dataset, Figure 10 plots IoU against rel-
ative mask size. FLIP-L consistently surpasses the other
models for small objects (< 0.1% of the image). FastSAM-

x drops steeply, while SAM-H tapers more moderately. By
adaptively sampling around the actual pixel area, FLIP-L
retains strong IoU scores even when objects occupy a tiny
fraction of the scene.

4.3. Heatmap Analysis and Small-Object Segmentation

Figure 7 highlights segmentation performance with respect
to both relative and absolute mask size on ObjaScale. SAM-
H struggles when the mask ratio diminishes, and FastSAM-x
fails below a mask to image ratio of 0.01%. FLIP-L, by con-
trast, primarily depends on whether the object covers enough
pixels to support a sufficiently detailed patch representation.

4.4. Evaluation on Benchmark Datasets

Table 1 compares Mean and Std IoU across Hypersim,
KITTI-360, OpenImages and ObjaScale. FLIP exceeds
the best FastSAM variant and remains close to SAM, while
requiring substantially fewer parameters and competitive
inference time. Notably, this is despite its input patch sam-
pling and output patch selection (pre-/pos-processing times)
are not yet optimized for inference time.
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(a) Fire Hydrant (b) Apple (c) Truck (d) Airplane

Figure 8. Examples from our synthetic dataset. Objects from various categories—(a) Fire Hydrant, (b) Apple, (c) Truck, and (d)
Airplane—are rendered with high-resolution HDRI Haven backgrounds. The dataset includes diverse objects and scene compositions,
with varying object scales, resolutions, and viewing angles to challenge segmentation models. Best viewed zoomed in.
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Figure 9. FLIP-L performance on OpenImages under different
numbers of sampled patches.

4.5. Varying the Patch Token Budget

Lastly, we evaluated how limiting FLIP’s patch sampling
impacts performance. Figure 9 shows FLIP-L on OpenIm-
ages for different token counts; even with only 100 patches,
IoU remains near its peak, underscoring robust efficiency
under constrained computational budgets.

Overall, these results highlight FLIP’s ability to accurately
segment objects across scales, remain parameter-efficient,
and adapt to variable computational budgets while matching
or exceeding competing methods.
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Figure 10. Intersection over Union (IoU) vs. relative mask size.
FLIP maintains high segmentation accuracy even at extreme scales.
Shaded regions show 95% confidence intervals.

5. Conclusion
We have introduced FLIP, a novel object-centric fovea-like
input patching-based vision model that enhances scalable
and data-efficient learning in complex visual scenes. FLIP
implements a scale-invariant multi-resolution patch sam-
pling mechanism, focusing high-resolution sampling around
object centers using Gaussian distributions. As a result,
FLIP effectively concentrates on critical regions while main-
taining computational efficiency.

Our dynamic resolution mask prediction module and ded-
icated spatial attention mechanism, which separates per-
ceptual and positional codes by applying positional em-
beddings exclusively to queries and keys, further improves
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segmentation accuracy. This approach aligns with princi-
ples well-known in cognitive modeling and enhances spatial
selectivity without compromising perceptual content.

Experimental results on our newly introduced ObjaScale
dataset reveal that current state-of-the-art segmentation mod-
els lack a critical feature: effectively segmenting very small
objects. FLIP fills this gap by maintaining strong accu-
racy for tiny objects through its fovea-like, scale-invariant
patch sampling. Across synthetic datasets and standard
benchmarks such as Hypersim, KITTI-360, and OpenIm-
ages, FLIP achieves competitive Intersection over Union
(IoU) scores with higher efficiency. These findings highlight
FLIP’s potential for significant impact in computer vision ap-
plications that require both robust and highly data-efficient,
generalizable, fine-grained object segmentations.
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