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Abstract

Recent works modify CLIP to perform open-vocabulary se-
mantic segmentation in a training-free manner (TF-OVSS).
In CLIP, patch-wise image representations mainly encode
the homogeneous image-level properties and thus are not
discriminative enough, hindering its application to the
dense prediction task. Previous works make image features
more distinct across patches, through making each patch
mainly attend to itself or the neighboring patches within a
narrow local window. However, with their modifications,
the ability of CLIP to aggregate global context informa-
tion, which is known to be useful for distinguishing con-
fusing categories, is largely weakened. In this paper, we
propose a new method named GCLIP, which mines the ben-
eficial global knowledge of CLIP to facilitate the TF-OVSS
task. Firstly, we aim to equip the last-block attention with
image-level properties while not introducing homogeneous
attention patterns across patches. In GCLIP, we merge the
attention from the global token emerging blocks with the
Query-Query attention to realize this goal. Secondly, we
aim to make the Value embeddings of the last-block atten-
tion module more distinct and semantically correlated. To
realize this, we design a novel channel suppression strat-
egy. As the representation of each patch is finally deter-
mined by the attention weights and the Value embeddings,
our method can generate more discriminative patch-level
image features while absorbing global context information.
Extensive experiments on five standard benchmarks demon-
strate that our method consistently outperforms previous
state-of-the-arts.

1. Introduction
Semantic segmentation aims to assign a semantic label to
each pixel within an image. With the rise of deep learn-
ing [5, 7, 8, 24, 25, 41], semantic segmentation performance
has been dramatically improved, but still relies on close-set
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training covering a limited number of categories. In real
world, there are a large number of open-vocabulary classes
that are not seen during training and the closed-set semantic
segmentation methods may not be able to make predictions
for them. To deal with open-vocabulary semantic segmenta-
tion (OVSS) problem, many methods [3, 9, 14, 18, 23, 37–
40] have been developed and exhibit superior generalization
ability to unseen categories. However, most of OVSS meth-
ods still heavily rely on time-consuming training with large-
scale image-caption pairs or class-agnostic masks, which
hinders the application of OVSS methods in practice.

Recent works modify large-scale visual-language pre-
trained model CLIP [28] to perform OVSS in a training-
free manner. Though CLIP demonstrates superior zero-shot
performance for image classification task, it cannot be di-
rectly applied to OVSS as the patch-wise representation of
CLIP tends to encode the homogeneous image-level prop-
erties and thus is not discriminative enough. Previous meth-
ods for TF-OVSS [17, 22, 31, 33, 43] mainly modify the at-
tention mechanism in the final block of CLIP, which encour-
ages each patch to primarily focus on itself or the neighbor-
ing patches within a narrow local window. Though image
features are more distinct across patches, the CLIP’s abil-
ity to aggregate global context information is significantly
weakened, which is known to be useful in conventional se-
mantic segmentation practice for distinguishing confusing
categories. As a result, the segmentation performance of
those works is largely constrained.

In this paper, we propose GCLIP to mine and empha-
size the beneficial global knowledge of CLIP to facilitate
the TF-OVSS task. Inspired by ClearCLIP [17], our method
enhances the distinctness of patch-wise representations via
altering the last-block Query-Key attention to Query-Query
attention and discarding the last-block FFN and the resid-
ual outputs from other blocks. Beyond the distinctness en-
hancement, we make two simple yet effective modifica-
tions to the last-block attention and Value embeddings re-
spectively to emphasize the beneficial global knowledge of
CLIP. Firstly, we propose an Attention Map Fusion strategy
(AMF) to reshape the last-block attention by emphasizing
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Figure 1. Experiments with CLIP ViT-B/16. (a) Emergence of global tokens. Global tokens (highlight stripes in Line 1) emerge from the
attention map of block 6. Comparing attention maps from block 6 to block 10, we observe the attention pattern of global token aligns well
with that of the [CLS] token (Line 2&3). (b) Visualization. Vanilla CLIP (Column 2) encodes homogeneous image-level properties but
hinders patch-wise discrimination, resulting in smooth attention maps and noisy masks. ClearCLIP (Column 3) extracts distinct features
across patches but weakens the capability of aggregating global context information, resulting in an incomplete mask for the target object.
(c) Channel Suppression. We observe the entropy of weight norms decreases dramatically from block 7 in (3). With channel suppression
in abnormal weight norm of FFN (pink in (4)), (1) we reduce the similarity between value embeddings of the final-attention module, and
(2) enhance the semantic correlation.

the effect of global tokens. As shown in Figure 1 (a), we
observe that global tokens exist in deeper blocks of CLIP.
The term “global token” means a specific patch is impor-
tant (i.e., corresponding Query-Key attention weight is su-
per high) for all the other patches. Interestingly, we find that
the attention pattern of global token aligns well with that
of [CLS] token, which indicates those global tokens may
encode the image-level properties as [CLS] token. Based
on such observations, we propose AMF to fuse the atten-
tion maps from early global-token emerging blocks with the
final-block Query-Query attention.

Secondly, we propose a Channel Suppression (CS) strat-
egy to make last-block Value embeddings more distinct
and semantically correlated. We observe an interesting
phenomenon exists in the weights of the second fully-
connected layer of FFN in a Transformer block (as illus-
trated in Figure 1 (c)). That is, the weight norm correspond-
ing to some specific output channels becomes unexpectedly
larger than the weight norm of other channels. This can be
reflected by the entropy of those weight norms. As shown in
Figure 1 (c)(3), the entropy of weight norms decreases dra-
matically from a certain block. Such an abnormal increase
of specific-channel weight norm may homogeneously yield

large activation of the same channel for different patch rep-
resentations, which may do harm to the distinctness and
semantic correlation among different Value embeddings.
Thus, we propose to suppress abnormal weight norm of
FFN to improve the distinctness and semantically correla-
tion of Value embeddings. After the suppression, we ob-
serve the similarity between Value embeddings of the last-
attention module and global tokens is reduced in (1) of Fig-
ure 1(c). Moreover, according to Figure 1 (c)(2), we ob-
serve the Value embeddings of patches within the same se-
mantic mask become more similar (see “in-in” comparison)
while those from different masks become more dissimilar
(see “in-out” comparison). Since the representation of each
patch is finally determined by the attention weights and
the Value embeddings, we can finally generate more dis-
criminative patch-level image features while also absorbing
global context information.

We conduct extensive experiments on five standard
semantic segmentation benchmarks, including PASCAL
VOC [13], PASCAL Context [26], ADE20K [42],
Cityscapes [10] and COCO Stuff [2]. Experiment results
demonstrate that GCLIP consistently outperforms previous
state-of-the-arts. Notably, on ADE20K, our method outper-
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forms ClearCLIP [17] by 1.6% mIoU. Extensive ablation
studies verify the effectiveness of each design in GCLIP.

In a nutshell, our contributions are summarized as
• We propose an Attention Map Fusion strategy (AMF)

to reshape the last-block attention by emphasizing the
effect of global tokens.

• We propose a Channel Suppression strategy (CS) to
make last-block Value embeddings more distinct and
semantically correlated.

• We conduct extensive experiments on various seg-
mentation benchmarks under the training-free open-
vocabulary setting. Experiment results show that
GCLIP outperforms previous state-of-the-arts.

2. Related Work
Pre-trained vision-language models Pre-trained vision-
language models (VLMs) [6, 11, 19–21] have experi-
enced rapid development, thanks to the abundant large-
scale image-text pairs accessible on the Internet. Re-
cently, CLIP [28], ALIGN [16] and Slip [27] have made
great progress on learning visual and textual representa-
tions jointly by using contrastive learning. Among these,
CLIP trained on WIT-400M exhibits robust zero-shot capa-
bility for image classification task, due to its image-level
alignment with text. However, directly applying CLIP to
dense prediction tasks, such as object detection and seman-
tic segmentation, results in suboptimal performance. A se-
ries of methods [3, 12, 34, 35, 38, 43] have successfully
adapted CLIP for various downstream tasks and this paper
specifically addresses the adaptation of CLIP for the task of
training-free open-vocabulary semantic segmentation.
Open-vocabulary semantic segmentation Open-
vocabulary semantic segmentation (OVSS) refers to
segmenting an image with arbitrary categories under the
guidance of a textual description. Among these, fully
supervised OVSS [9, 14, 18, 23, 39] methods still rely on
high-quality pixel-level annotated masks. Usually, they
generate mask proposals by an extra mask generator, e.g.,
Mask2Former [8], and further align the visual embeddings
with the textual features. Most methods extract visual
features by CLIP, while ODISE leverages the internal rep-
resentations of pre-trained Diffusion models [30]. Methods
for fully supervised OVSS usually train on a large-scale
dataset equipped with fully annotated masks, like COCO
Stuff [2], and directly perform zero-shot inference on
other datasets that may contain unseen categories during
the training process. There also exists a set of OVSS
methods [29, 36–38],which mainly exploit large-scale
image-caption pairs, such as CC12M [4] and YFCC [32],
for training. For example, GroupViT [38] introduces
grouping tokens into the vision transformer and conducts
hierarchical clustering for segmentation. It finally obtains
an image-level feature, which is then aligned with textual

features by contrastive learning loss.
Training-free open-vocabulary semantic segmentation
Methods for TF-OVSS [17, 22, 31, 33, 43] adopt CLIP for
OVSS without any training. Existing works explore to en-
hance the distinction across the patch-wise visual features
from CLIP mainly by modifying the attention mechanism
in its final block, which forces each patch to primarily fo-
cus on itself and the neighbors in a narrow local window.
Among these, MaskCLIP [43] directly replace the Query-
Key attention map with an identical matrix, while oth-
ers [17, 22, 31, 33] employ a self-self attention mechanism.
However, with their modifications, the ability of CLIP to
aggregate global context information, which is known to be
useful for distinguishing confusing categories, is weakened.
Our proposed GCLIP in this paper belongs the category of
TF-OVSS methods and we mainly compare with the meth-
ods under the same setting for fairness.

3. Method
Overview In this work, we propose GCLIP, a new frame-
work for Training-Free Open-Vocabulary Semantic Seg-
mentation (TF-OVSS). The general framework of our
method is illustrated in Figure 2. The textual input is a
set of names for target categories with manually designed
prompts, e.g., “a photo of a [CLS]”, where [CLS] denotes
a class name. Passing the textual input into the text en-
coder of CLIP, we obtain the text embeddings Ztext. Previ-
ous work ClearCLIP [17] for TF-OVSS enhances the dis-
tinction across patches but harms the capability of CLIP to
exploit image-level global properties (Sec. 3.1). Based on
ClearCLIP, we propose GCLIP with two simple yet effec-
tive modifications to the last-block attention and Value em-
beddings respectively to mine the beneficial global knowl-
edge of CLIP and facilitate TF-OVSS. Firstly, we propose
an Attention Map Fusion strategy (AMF) to reshape the
last-block attention by emphasizing the effect of global to-
kens (Sec. 3.2). Secondly, we propose a Channel Suppres-
sion strategy (CS) to make last-block Value embeddings
more distinct and semantically correlated (Sec. 3.3). We
forward the visual input I ∈ R3×H×W through the vi-
sual encoder of GCLIP. Since the representation of each
patch is finally determined by the attention weights and the
Value embeddings, we can finally generate more discrimi-
native patch-level image features ZGCLIP while also absorb-
ing global context information. By comparing the similarity
between ZGCLIP and Ztext, we generate a logit map and fur-
ther predict the segmentation mask by argmax operation on
the logit map.

3.1. Baseline
In this paper, we adopt ClearCLIP [17] as our baseline
model. ClearCLIP modifies the final block Lf of CLIP to
enhance the distinctness of patch-wise representations for
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Figure 2. Method Overview. (a) Overview. In this paper, we propose a new framework GCLIP consisting of Attention Map Fusion
(AMF) and Channel Suppression (CS), for Training-Free Open-Vocabulary Semantic Segmentation. (b) Attention Map Fusion. We fuse
the attentions of early global-token emerging blocks (Lg ,Lg+1, · · · ) with the Query-Query attention of the last-block (Lf ) to emphasize
the effect of global knowledge. (c) Channel Suppression. We suppress the weight norm of the specific output channel d̂ of FFN by a
re-nomalizing operation φ as depicted in Eq. (9).

TF-OVSS. In detail, ClearCLIP alters the last-block Query-
Key attention to Query-Query attention, which enables each
patch to mainly focus on itself. Besides, ClearCLIP dis-
cards the residual outputs from other blocks, as they in-
troduce global characteristics that are homogeneous across
patches and harm the patch-wise distinction. Addition-
ally, since the removal of residual connection significantly
changes the input to the last-block FFN, ClearCLIP further
discards last-block FFN to mitigate the negative effect. As a
result, ClearCLIP simply adopts the output of the last-block
Query-Query attention module for inference:

ZClearCLIP = Proj(Aqq
f · v) (1)

where v refers to Value embeddings and Aqq
f refers to

the Query-Query attention map from the final block Lf .
Proj refers to the output projection in the multi-head self-
attention module.

Although ClearCLIP enhances the distinction of the im-
age features across the patches, it significantly weakens the
capability to aggregate image-level global context informa-
tion which may provide a global view of the image and ben-
efit distinguishing confusing categories in dense prediction
task. For example, in Figure 1(b), due to insufficient global
context information, ClearCLIP (Column 3) classifies some
regions into false categories with similar appearances and
results in incomplete segmentation masks.

3.2. AMF: Exploit Image-Level Global Context
In this section, we propose an Attention Map Fusion strat-
egy (AMF) to reshape the last-block attention by emphasiz-
ing the effect of global tokens.

As shown in Figure 1(a), we visualize the attention maps
between different patches and observe that global tokens ex-
ist in deeper blocks of CLIP. The term “global token” means
a specific patch is important (i.e., corresponding Query-Key
attention weight is super high) for all the other patches.
Such a global token can be reflected by a highlighted ver-
tical line in the attention map. Interestingly, we find that
the attention pattern of global tokens aligns well with that
of the [CLS] token (see the last two rows of Figure 1(a)),
which indicates those global tokens may encode the image-
level properties as the [CLS] token.

Based on such observations, we propose AMF to fuse
the attention maps from early global-token emerging blocks
with the last-block Query-Query attention. Specifically, as
shown in Figure 2(b), given a vanilla CLIP with totally f +
1 blocks, we first introduce G(i) to judge whether global
tokens exist in block Li(0 ≤ i < f):

G(i) =

{
1, if max(

∏
j σ ·Aqk

i,j) > 0

0, otherwise
, (2)

where Aqk
i denotes the Query-Key attention map of the i-
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Figure 3. Weight Norms of the second fully connected layer in
FFNs. Starting from block 5, we observe the weight norm corre-
sponding to a specific output channel becomes unexpectedly larger
than the weight norm of other channels.

th block. The
∏

j A
qk
i,j means the multiplication between

attention vectors for different Queries. The σ = 100 is
set to prevent all the values from exceeding the computa-
tional precision limits. Then we identify the block Lg where
global tokens initially emerge,

g = argmin{i|G(i) = 1, 0 ≤ i < f}. (3)

We further integrate the attention weight maps of emerg-
ing global tokens block Lg and its following l (l < f − g)
blocks into the final Query-Query attention weight map Aqq

f

to form a new attention map Af ,

Af = AMF (Aqk
g , ..., Aqk

g+l, A
qq
f )

=
Aqk

g + ...+Aqk
g+l +Aqq

f

l + 2
. (4)

Consequently, with Af , we not only enable each patch to
interact with itself or the nearby patches for distinction but
also allow it to aggregate image-level global properties from
global tokens. Empirically, we find that fusing with atten-
tions from the first and the second emerging blocks works
the best, i.e., l = 1.

Then our final attention output is presented as follows:

ZGCLIP = Proj(Af · v), (5)

3.3. CS: Enhance Semantic Correlation
In this section, we propose a Channel Suppression (CS)
strategy to make last-block Value embeddings more distinct
and semantically correlated.

We observe an abnormal phenomenon exists in the
weights of the second fully connected block of FFN in a
Transformer block. As illustrated in Figure 1 (c)(3), the en-
tropy of weight norms decreases dramatically from a cer-
tain block and the weight norm corresponding to a spe-
cific output channel becomes unexpectedly larger than the

weight norm of other channels in Figure 3. Such an ab-
normal increase of specific-channel weight norm may ho-
mogeneously yield large activation of the same channel for
different patch representations, which may do harm to the
distinctness and semantic correlation among different Value
embeddings.

Therefore, we propose a Channel Suppression strategy
(CS) to make the Value embeddings of the last-block at-
tention module more distinct and semantically correlated as
shown in Figure 2(c). Specifically, for the weight W ∈
RDout×Din of the second fully connected layer of FFN in a
Transformer block, we suppress the output channel d̂ which
exhibits an extremely high weight norm.

Specifically, the abnormal channel d̂ can be represented
as

Nd = ||Wd||2, (6)

d̂ = argmaxd∈{0,1,··· ,Dout−1}{Nd}. (7)

where Wd ∈ R1×Din . Then, we average the norms of all
the other channels as N , i.e.,

N =

∑Dout−1

i=0,i̸=d̂
(Ni)

Dout − 1
. (8)

We retain the weights of all the other output channels while
re-normalizing the weight of channel d̂:

Ŵd̂ = φ(Wd̂) =
Wd̂

Nd̂

×N. (9)

Suppose an extreme decrease in the entropy of weight
norms as shown in Figure 3 occurs at block s, we employ
CS for each block Li where s ≤ i ≤ f .

With the suppression, we observe the similarity between
Value embeddings of the last-attention module and global
tokens is reduced in (1) of Figure 1(c). Moreover, accord-
ing to Figure 1 (c)(2), we observe the Value embeddings
of patches within the same semantic mask become more
similar (see “in-in” comparison) while those from differ-
ent masks become more distinct (see “in-out” comparison).
These results verify that CS enhances the patch-wise dis-
tinction and semantic correlation of the final Value embed-
dings.

3.4. GCLIP for training-free OVSS
In GCLIP, both Attention Map Fusion (AMF) and Channel
Suppression (CS) are employed. With AMF, we reshape the
last-block attention by emphasizing the effect of global to-
kens. With CS, we enhance the distinctness and semantic
correlation of last-block Value embeddings. As the patch-
wise visual representation is finally determined by the last-
block attention and the Value embeddings, it is expected
that GCLIP can yield more discriminative patch-wise fea-
tures for semantic segmentation.
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4. Experiments

4.1. Setup
Datasets We conduct experiments mainly on five standard
benchmarks for semantic segmentation, including PASCAL
VOC 2012 [13], PASCAL Context [26], ADE20K [42],
Cityscapes [10] and COCO Stuff [2]. PASCAL VOC 2012
(1,464/1,449 train/validation) contains 20 object classes,
while PASCAL Context (4,998/5,105 train/validation) is
an extension of PASCAL VOC 2010 and we treat 59
most common classes as foreground in our experiments.
ADE20K (20,210/2,000 train/validation) is a segmenta-
tion dataset with various scenes and the 150 most com-
mon categories are considered. Cityscapes (2,975/500
train/validation) consists of various urban scene im-
ages of 19 categories from 50 different cities. COCO
Stuff (118,287/5,000 train/validation) has 171 low-level
thing and stuff categories excluding background class.
Architecture We use the text encoder of pre-trained
CLIP [28] model to generate text embeddings and modify
the image encoder of CLIP to extract visual features. For
the image encoder, following general practice [17, 31, 33],
we adopt ViT-B/16.
Implementation details Following previous works of
training-free OVSS [17, 31, 33], we resize the input image
and employ a sliding window inference strategy. For infer-
ence, we only utilize category names to generate text em-
beddings with the prompt templates provided by CLIP [28]
and do not exploit further text expansions. To make a fair
comparison, we do not apply any post-processing to our
evaluation results. We employ mean intersection over union
(mIoU) as the metric to evaluate our method.

4.2. Comparison with previous state-of-the-arts
Baseline We mainly compare our method with three types
of semantic segmentation methods: (1) Trainable methods
for OVSS (T-OVSS), including GroupViT [38], CoCu [37],
and TCL [3]; (2) Unsupervised CLIP-based methods for
semantic segmentation (USS), including MaskCLIP+ [43],
CLIP-S4 [15] and ReCLIP [34]; and (3) CLIP-based
methods for training-free OVSS (TF-OVSS), including
CLIP [28], MaskCLIP [43], CLIPSurgery [22], SCLIP [33],
GEM [1], CLIPtrase [31] and ClearCLIP [17]. We directly
cite the corresponding results from the original papers, ex-
cept that † means the results are obtained by running the
officially released source code and ‡ means the results are
cited from ClearCLIP [17]. All the numbers reported are
presented as percentages. Among these, T-OVSS methods
rely on weak annotations like image-caption pairs to train
the model, while USS methods rely on unlabeled images
to train the model and cannot generalize to unseen classes.
Instead, GCLIP can directly perform open-vocabulary seg-
mentation without any training, which falls into the cate-

gory of TF-OVSS. All the TF-OVSS methods are based on
pre-trained CLIP with ViT-B/16 visual backbone.
Comparison The comparisons with previous state-of-the-
art methods on five benchmarks are demonstrated in Ta-
ble 1. From Table 1, we have three observations: (1) With-
out training or fine-tuning CLIP, TF-OVSS methods, e.g.,
ClearCLIP, our GCLIP, etc., outperforms vanilla CLIP [28]
remarkably, which demonstrates CLIP does encode bene-
ficial knowledge for complex visual understanding tasks.
(2) Our GCLIP even outperforms some typical T-OVSS
and USS methods, showing that CLIP itself is potentially
a good OVSS segmentor and our way of modifying CLIP
to mine useful knowledge for segmentation is effective.
(3) Our GCLIP outperforms previous state-of-the-art TF-
OVSS methods obviously, achieving new state-of-the-arts
on all the five benchmarks. For example, on PASCAL Con-
text dataset, GCLIP outperforms SCLIP, GEM, CLIPtrase
and ClearCLIP by 2.8%, 1.1%, 2.1% and 1.1% mIoU re-
spectively; on ADE20K, GCLIP outperforms SCLIP, GEM,
CLIPtrase and ClearCLIP by 2.2%, 2.6%, 1.3% and 1.6%
mIoU. All these results verify the effectiveness of our
method of introducing beneficial global knowledge to assist
segmentation.

4.3. Qualitative Results
We visualize the segmentation results of GCLIP on PAS-
CAL VOC and PASCAL Context in Figure 4. We ob-
serve that both ClearCLIP and our GCLIP yield much
better masks than vanilla CLIP. But the masks generated
by ClearCLIP are still incomplete. For example, when
segmenting a cow (Green Mask), ClearCLIP misclassi-
fies some regions of cow as horse (Pink Mask). Since
ClearCLIP does not fully utilize the global knowledge of
CLIP, it may fail to distinguish similar yet different cate-
gories. GCLIP avoids such confusion and yields more in-
tegral and accurate masks, through absorbing image-level
global knowledge and enhancing the semantic correlation
of Value embeddings.

4.4. Ablation study
Effectiveness of each component in GCLIP As shown
in Table 2, we verify the effectiveness of each component
in GCLIP. Compared with our baseline ClearCLIP [17],
the attention map fusion strategy (numbers with only
“AMF”) brings obvious performance improvement, e.g.,
1.4% mIoU on ADE20K, verifying the importance of in-
troducing image-level global knowledge. While introduc-
ing the channel suppression strategy (numbers with only
“CS”) to enhance patch-wise semantic correlation globally,
we also achieve obvious performance gain, i.e., around 1%
mIoU on ADE20K. Combining both components in GCLIP
yields the best results.
Effect of l in attention map fusion (AMF) In AMF, we

6



Methods Pub. & Year Setting PASCAL VOC Context ADE20K Cityscapes COCO Stuff

GroupViT‡ [38] CVPR’22
T-OVSS

79.7 23.4 9.2 11.1 15.3
CoCu [37] NeurIPS’24 - - 11.1 15.0 13.6
TCL [3] CVPR’23 77.5 30.3 14.9 23.1 19.6

MaskCLIP+† [43] ECCV’22
USS

70.0 31.1 12.2 25.2 19.5
CLIP-S4 [15] CVPR’23 72.0 33.6 - - -
ReCLIP [34] CVPR’24 75.8 33.8 14.3 19.9 20.3

CLIP‡ [28] ICML’21

TF-OVSS

41.8 9.2 2.1 5.5 4.4
MaskCLIP† [43] ECCV’22 49.5 21.7 9.5 19.8 13.6
CLIPSurgery [22] Arxiv’23 - - - 31.4 21.9
GEM‡ [1] CVPR’24 79.9 35.9 15.7 30.8 23.7
SCLIP [33] ECCV’24 80.4 34.2 16.1 32.2 22.4
CLIPtrase [31] ECCV’24 81.2 34.9 17.0 - 24.1
ClearCLIP [17] ECCV’24 80.9 35.9 16.7 30.0 23.9
GCLIP Ours 81.3 37.0 18.3 32.8 24.7

Table 1. Comparison with trainable open-vocabulary semantic segmentation methods (T-OVSS), unsupervised CLIP-based seman-
tic segmentation methods (USS), and training-free open-vocabulary semantic segmentation methods (TF-OVSS). Among these, †

means the results are obtained by running the officially released source code and ‡ means the results are cited from ClearCLIP [17].

GTVanilla CLIP ClearCLIP GCLIP(Ours) GTVanilla CLIP ClearCLIP GCLIP(Ours)

tv monitorcow horse chair sofa sheep dog bird boat cat

cow sidewalk road tree sheep dog

Figure 4. Qualitative Results. We visualize the segmentation results of GCLIP on PASCAL VOC and PASCAL Context. We observe that
the masks generated by ClearCLIP usually fails to segment the integral target object because it may confuse without sufficient global con-
text. GCLIP extracts discriminative patch-level image features through enhancing global context information and obviously outperforms
both vanilla CLIP and ClearCLIP.

set l = 1 in our solution, which means we fuse the Query-
Key attention map of the first and the second global-token
emerging blocks with the final Query-Query attention. In
order to validate the effect of l, we perform an ablation of
the effect of l in AMF in Table 3. In this ablation, we do
not include the CS strategy but simply test with AMF. The
results show that l = 1 yields the best results on average.
Comparison with fusing [CLS] attention in AMF In
GCLIP, we integrate the attention from the global tokens

emerging blocks into the Query-Query attention to equip
the last-block attention with image-level global properties.
There exists an alternative way to duplicate the attention
map of the [CLS] token and combine it with the Query-
Query attention. We then compare them in Table 5 and the
results in this table is combined with CS strategy. We ob-
serve that our fusion way outperforms fusing [CLS] token.
This may be because patch-wise attention in global token
emerging blocks contain more diverse global attention pat-
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Baseline AMF CS VOC Context ADE Stuff

✓ 80.9 35.9 16.7 23.9
✓ ✓ 81.2 36.7 18.1 24.6
✓ ✓ 80.5 36.1 17.6 24.1
✓ ✓ ✓ 81.3 37.0 18.3 24.7

Table 2. Effectiveness of each component in GCLIP. Our base-
line is ClearCLIP [17]. We use “AMF” and “CS” to represent at-
tention map fusion in Sec. 3.2 and channel suppression in Sec. 3.3,
respectively.

l VOC Context ADE Cityscapes Stuff

0 80.9 36.3 18.0 32.0 24.4
1 81.2 36.7 18.1 32.9 24.6
2 81.5 36.7 17.9 32.0 24.6
3 81.2 36.4 17.7 30.5 24.5
4 81.3 36.5 17.7 30.4 24.5

Table 3. Effect of block selection for attention map fusion. Ac-
cording to the results on all benchmarks, we finally fuse the atten-
tion maps of the first and the second global-token emerging blocks
with the final Query-Query attention map in GCLIP.

Block Entropy VOC Context ADE Cityscapes Stuff

L5 0.96 80.4 36.5 17.9 32.2 24.4
L6 0.93 80.6 36.5 18.0 32.3 24.4
L7 0.53 81.3 37.0 18.3 32.8 24.7
L8 0.28 80.9 37.0 18.3 33.0 24.7
L9 0.09 81.2 36.7 18.2 32.9 24.7
L10 0.12 81.3 36.7 18.1 32.8 24.6

Table 4. Effect of different blocks to perform channel suppres-
sion. The block ID means we perform CS from this block to the
last block. Considering average performance on all benchmarks,
we choose to perform CS from block 7 to last block in GCLIP.

Fusion VOC Context ADE Cityscapes Stuff

[CLS] Atten. 80.3 35.4 16.6 27.0 24.2
Ours 81.3 37.0 18.3 32.8 24.7

Table 5. Comparison with fusing [CLS] attention in AMF.
The “[CLS] Atten.” means we replace the patch-wise attention
of global-token emerging blocks in AF module with the attention
of [CLS]. We duplicate [CLS] attention for each patch to fuse with
last-block attention.

terns than duplicating [CLS] attention across patches, which
may avoid homogeneous visual representations while ab-
sorbing global context information.
Effect of different blocks to perform channel suppres-
sion (CS) We employ CS from block 7 to the last block of
CLIP in our solution, as we observe a noticeable decrease
of the entropy of weight norms at block 7 (shown in Fig-

Tokens VOC Context ADE Cityscapes Stuff

Random 44.3 36.5 29.6 53.1 23.1
Global 75.0 71.4 66.9 97.9 66.4

Table 6. Global tokens encode image-level global knowledge.
We conduct an image classification experiments. We exploit the
classification results with [CLS] token as ground truth to evaluate
the classification accuracy of global tokens. We further provide
classification accuracy with randomly-selected non-global tokens
to make a comparison. Results indicate that global tokens align
well with [CLS] token in terms of encoding image-level global
knowledge.

ure 1(c)). To validate the effect of this choice, we perform
an ablation to test the effect of different blocks to perform
CS in Table 4. The results are combined with the AMF strat-
egy and show that suppressing from block 7 yields the best
result on average, which is consistent with the decreasing
trend of entropy of weights norms from block 7.
Global tokens encode image-level global knowledge. We
assert that the global tokens contain rich image-level global
context. Such global context information may benefit
image-level classification, similar to the effect of [CLS] to-
ken. In this ablation, we verify such claim by conduct-
ing image-level classification experiments. First, we utilize
[CLS] token embedding as visual feature to perform zero-
shot classification and obtain the predicted labels for each
image. Then we use the labels predicted with [CLS] to-
ken as ground truth to evaluate the zero-shot classification
results with global tokens. To make a comparison, we ran-
domly select other tokens as visual feature to conduct the
same empirical evaluation. As shown in Table 6, we ob-
serve that the prediction result of global tokens is highly
consistent with that of the [CLS] token, which further vali-
dates global tokens encode rich image-level global context.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we propose GCLIP for training-free open-
vocabulary semantic segmentation. We aim to mine and
utilize the global knowledge of CLIP beneficial for seman-
tic segmentation. We propose AMF to equip the last-block
attention with image-level properties while not introducing
homogeneous attention patterns across patches and Channel
Suppression to make the Value embeddings of the last-block
attention module more distinct and semantically correlated.
Therefore, GCLIP can generate more discriminative patch-
level image features for TF-OVSS. Extensive experiments
demonstrate that our method achieves superior segmenta-
tion performance compared with previous state-of-the-arts.
We hope our work may inspire future research to investigate
how to better utilize CLIP’s knowledge for complex visual
understanding tasks.
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