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Abstract—Whether by processing videos with fixed resolution
from start to end or incorporating pooling and down-scaling
strategies, existing video transformers process the whole video
content throughout the network without specially handling the
large portions of redundant information. In this paper, we
present a Supertoken Video Transformer (SVT) that incorpo-
rates a Semantic Pooling Module (SPM) to aggregate latent
representations along the depth of visual transformer based
on their semantics, and thus, reduces redundancy inherent in
video inputs. Qualitative results show that our method can
effectively reduce redundancy by merging latent representations
with similar semantics and thus increase the proportion of salient
information for downstream tasks. Quantitatively, our method
improves the performance of both ViT and MViT while requiring
significantly less computations on the Kinectics and Something-
Something-V2 benchmarks. More specifically, with our SPM, we
improve the accuracy of MAE-pretrained ViT-B and ViT-L by
1.5% with 33% less GFLOPs and by 0.2% with 55% less FLOPs,
respectively, on the Kinectics-400 benchmark, and improve the
accuracy of MViTv2-B by 0.2% and 0.3% with 22% less GFLOPs
on Kinectics-400 and Something-Something-V2, respectively.

Index Terms—Video understanding, vision transformer.

I. INTRODUCTION

Identifying actors or foreground objects in videos is impor-
tant for the video understanding task due to high redundancy
in videos caused by similar backgrounds covering large areas.
Large computation requirement and longer training times also
make the video-related tasks more challenging than images,
especially more so for the computationally expensive vision
transformers [1]–[15]. In this work, considering the redun-
dancy and the large semantic overlap between video frames,
we propose a Supertoken Video Transformer, referred to as
the SVT, which can effectively reduce the redundancy at the
semantic level, and thus, significantly decrease the complexity
and memory requirement of transformer-based models. At the
same time, our module also provides performance improve-
ment over the state-of-the-art (SoTA) models on commonly
used video datasets.

Previous video transformers [3], [16]–[31] process the
whole video content throughout the network without specially
handling the redundant information. For instance, the Video
Vision Transformer (ViViT) [3] primarily focuses on modeling
global attention on the non-overlapping spatial-temporal video
tokens. MViT [16], [32] produces multi-scale feature maps
by creating a hierarchical architecture with multiple stages
from high-resolution to low-resolution. Whether by processing

videos with fixed resolution from start to end or incorpo-
rating pooling and downscaling strategies, mining features
from entire videos, which have highly redundant content,
can result in unnecessary computations. In addition, existing
works on efficient transformers perform latent representation
pooling uniformly according to the fixed space-time shape.
In MViT [16], [32], the qkv tensor is generated by a linear
layer followed by a 3 × 3 kernel group convolution layer
applied on the space-time feature maps, and the size of
the feature map is controlled by adjusting the stride of the
convolution. Swin [33] reduces the size of feature maps by
merging adjacent features based on the space-time location.
Although this type of uniform downscaling strategies, based on
spatio-temporal location, are effective and commonly used to
pool features and build hierarchical architectures, they are not
conducive to exploring various video semantics with uneven
distribution and irregular shapes.

To address the aforementioned limitations of the existing
video transformers, we present a Supertoken Video Trans-
former (SVT), which uses our proposed Semantic Pooling
Module (SPM) to provide adaptability to uneven video in-
formation density or video content distribution and avoid
unnecessary computation by reducing video redundancy. In
the first line of Fig. 4, we visualize the token distributions of
three examples from different classes at the 4th, 8th, 12th,
16th, 20th, and 24th layers of ViT [34]. The red, green and
orange colors represent ‘swing dancing’, ‘baking cookie’ and
‘golf chipping’ classes, respectively. It can be observed that,
in the shallow layers (4th, 8th, 12th), the token distributions
are relatively diffused, compared to deeper layers (16th, 20th,
24th), where the token distribution is more concentrated,
which indicates that the token representation learns connec-
tions from various low-level features to combined high-level
semantics. As the number of tokens representing the similar
high-level semantic meanings increases, many computations
are unnecessarily performed producing repeated or redundant
calculations. Because of such barriers, the three classes cannot
be explicitly separated even in the last layer. Therefore, based
on this observation, we propose to merge features by measur-
ing their distances in multiple semantic spaces as the model
goes deeper. Our goal is to effectively save memory space
and reduce computations, by removing redundant information,
while maintaining semantic diversity.

Contributions. The main contributions of this work include
the following: (i) we present an effective technique, termed
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Fig. 1. An example of the Supertoken Video Transformer architecture (MAE-ViT-L-SPM18). After the proposed Semantic Pooling Module, the number of
tokens is reduced from 1568 to 64.

Semantic Pooling Module (SPM), to merge latent visual token
representations, based on their distances in various learned
semantic spaces, into several supertokens; (ii) we show that the
SPM can be easily applied in both local/global, single/multi-
scale video transformers, and achieves great performance-
efficiency trade-off; (iii) we conduct extensive experiments
and prove that by adding SPM to both ViT and MViT,
comparable or even better performance can be achieved with
less computation cost. Specifically, we improve MAE-ViT-
L [34] by 0.2% with 55% less FLOPs and 0.3% with 18%
less GFLOPs on the Kinetics-400 benchmark by applying
SPM in a hierarchical way and single-pool way, respectively.
We improve MViTv2 [16] by 0.2% and 0.3% with 22%
less GFLOPs on Kinetics-400 and Something-Something-V2
datasets, respectively.

II. RELATED WORK

Video Transformers. The transformer proposed by
Vaswani et al. [1] replaces the CNN or RNN layers with
self-attention layers, and has been a big success in natural
language processing. More recently, Dosovitskiy et al. [4]
proposed a pure Vision Transformer (VIT) for the image
classification. Many other works have focused on building
vision transformer models with lower computational cost
by using different strategies, such as using semantic visual
tokens [35], layer-wise token to token transformation [36],
adding distillation losses [37] and building a hierarchical struc-
ture with the shifted windows [33]. Video transformers [3],
[16], [17], [32], [38]–[41] have mirrored the advances in image
understanding and SoTA performance on the major video
recognition benchmarks [42], [43]. To reduce the computation
and memory costs as well as provide locality inductive bias in
the self-attention module, Liu et al. [17] strictly followed the
hierarchy of the original Swin Transformer [33] for the image
domain, and extended the scope of local attention computation
from only the spatial domain to the spatiotemporal domain.

Computation-saving Techniques. Sevaral works have been
presented for saving computations in transformers [44]–[47].
AdaViT [44] is proposed to adaptively prune tokens through-
out the transformer. A-ViT [45] is proposed to adaptively
adjust the amount of token computations based on input com-
plexity. Michael et al. [48] propose the tokenlearner for visual
representation learning. Although it achieves the efficiency

Fig. 2. (a) The architecture for ViT-L-SPM8/14/18. We insert the SPM in
the 8th, 14th, 18th transformer layers to reduce the total number of tokens
from 1568 to 1024, 512, and 128, respectively, with 128 semantic tokens after
each of pooling; (b) the architecture for ViT-L-SPM/16. We insert the SPM
after the 16th layer to reduce the number of tokens from 1568 to 128; (c)
multi-scale attention module with SPM in ours-MViTv2.

goal, pooling tokens globally with the learned weights from the
tokenlearner module, the model cannot avoid redundancy and
background noise when the core object only occupies a very
small area and the obstruction signal is stronger in the video,
like the examples in Fig. 5. In [49], TokenMerger (ToMe)
is proposed to merge similar tokens based on the bipartite
matching algorithm. In the merging process, the number of
tokens in each merging group is added in the softmax of
the proportional attention, which cannot handle the situation
when there is a larger number of background tokens than
the foreground tokens, which more frequently happens in
video datasets. Although they provide efficiency benefits, both
tokenlearner and ToMe cannot surpass the ViT baseline, and
their usage is limited to the ViT-based models.

III. PROPOSED MODEL

In this section, we present the details of our SVT. We first
introduce the preliminaries and main baselines in Sec. III-A.
Then, we present our SPM and the single-scale/multi-scale
building architectures incorporating the SPM in Sec. III-B and
Sec. III-C, respectively.
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A. Preliminaries
We use two latest SoTA models on video task, namely

MAE-ViT [34] and MViTv2 [16], as our single-scale and
multi-scale transformer baselines, respectively. In ViT, a 3D
video input is segmented and flattened as a 1D sequence
tensor of length L and channel C, X ∈ RL×C . The model
is constructed of several transformer blocks to perform self-
attention and MLP on single-scale feature maps in a global
manner without changing its size. In the self-attention module,
LayerNorm is applied to stabilize the hidden state dynamics
of the input tensor. Three linear layers are applied to gener-
ate a query,key,value tensor. Scaled matrix multiplication is
performed between query and key to produce the attention
map, which is normalized by the following SoftMax layer.
Another linear layer is applied on the product of attention
map and value tensor for output projection. Skip connection
is applied to make the information stay local in the transformer
layer stack. The MLP module is composed of an MLP layer,
a LayerNorm layer, and skip connection. The whole process
in a ViT transformer block can be formulated as in Eqs. (1)
and (2):

x1 = x+MHSA(LayerNorm(x))

x2 = x1 +MLP (LayerNorm(x1)),
(1)

MHSA(x) = FCo(Softmax(α · FCq(x)⊗ FCk(x))⊗ FCv(x)).
(2)

MViTv2 is the latest SoTA video transformer with hier-
archical architecture for modeling both low- and high-level
visual features. The main differences between MViTv2 and
ViT are as follows: (i) In the attention mechanism of MViTv2,
instead of using three separate single linear layers, three sets
of pooling attention (a linear layer followed by a group convo-
lution layer) are used to generate query-key-value tensors and
reduce resolution, by enlarging the stride in group convolution
layer at the first transformer block of each stage; (ii) the
pooling attention allows computing attention on sparse key
and value sequences, which helps reduce the computational
cost; (iii) in contrast to ViT, where the channel dimension and
sequence length remain fixed, MViTv2 progressively increases
the channel dimension and reduces spatio-temporal resolution
via pooling attention mechanism; (iv) MViTv2 incorporates
decomposed relative position embedding and residual pool-
ing connection with the (pooled) query tensor into the self-
attention module to enhance the information flow. The pro-
cedure in a MViTv2 transformer block can be expressed as:

q = GConvq(FCq(x)), k = GConvk(FCk(x)),

v = GConvv(FCv(x))
(3)

attn = Softmax(α · q ⊗ kT + relposk)

ConvAttnPool(x) = FCo(q + attn⊗ v)
x1 =res(x) + ConvAttnPool(LayerNorm(x))

x2 =x1 +MLP (LayerNorm(x1))

(4)

B. Semantic Pooling

Suppose we have N input tokens ~xj ∈ RC , where N is the
combination of the T,H,W spatio-temporal axes of the video

patches. Instead of investigating the pair-wise matching score
among the input tokens, we initialize M trainable embeddings,
~ei ∈ RC , as explicit semantic prototypes to be used for rating
video tokens under different schemes. Then, the semantic
matching degree among the input tokens is estimated by their
dot products to these prototypes. The produced score map
S ∈ RM×N is then sent into an elitism function F(·) to select
and cluster analogous individuals.

si,j = ~xj · ~ei

ŝi,j = F(si,j , ψ, θ) =

{
si,j , if ψ(si,j) > θ

−inf, if ψ(si,j) ≤ θ

Zi,k =Softmax(Ŝi,k)⊗Xi,k ∈ R1×C

(5)

In the elitism procedure, as expressed by Eq. (5), we apply
a non-linear function ψ(·) to compress the affinity score si,j
into the range of 0− 1, where i and j indicate the identity of
the semantic space and input token, respectively. We set a fixed
threshold θ as a filter to limit the interactions between input to-
kens and semantic spaces, i.e., if the compressed score ψ(si,j)
is higher than the threshold θ, then its original value si,j and
the corresponding token xj are preserved in the ith semantic
group, while other tokens and values with compressed scores
lower than the threshold are muted. In our implementation,
we use sigmoid as the compression function. Therefore, each
semantic group can consist of different numbers of active
tokens. Many videos can have explicit bias to some semantic
groups, and have less content belonging to other semantics.
This may lead to semantic groups having no active tokens,
which, in turn, causes the gradient vanishing problem during
training. Considering this, we set all the tokens with their
corresponding semantic scores as active states for such groups.

In order to enable hierarchical structure, we further split
the tokens together with their semantic scores under each
prototype into rough local groups. With window size of
Tw×Hw×Ww, the tokens X ∈ RT×H×W×C and the semantic
scores S ∈ RM×T×H×W are segmented into the shapes of
Nwin×Tw×Hw×Ww×C and M×Nwin×Tw×Hw×Ww,
respectively, where Nwin = Nt×Nh×Nw = T

Tw
× H

Hw
× W

Ww

indicates the number of windows. With various shapes of
active semantic areas, the semantic scores are normalized
by the Softmax function along the window axis. We then
perform the weighted sum over the normalized score and the
tokens window-wise. Hence, under M -many semantics, the
number of tokens with dimension C is reduced to Nwin in each
group, and the total number of output tokens is M×Nwin. We
conduct ablation studies to investigate the trade-off between
the number of semantics M and the number of windows Nwin

in Sec. IV-C.

C. Model Architecture

We design different strategies for incorporating our pro-
posed semantic pooling module (SPM) with single-scale trans-
former ViT and multi-scale transformer MViTv2.
Semantic pooling with ViT. For the combination with ViT, we
directly insert the SPM between transformer layers. We pro-
pose two different ways of integration as shown in Fig. 2(a)(b).
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Model L Tw ×Hw ×Ww Nwin ×M +Nk = Nr

MAE-ViT-B-SPM6 6 2×14×14 4×32+0=128
MAE-ViT-B-SPM8 8 2×14×14 4×32+0=128

MAE-ViT-L-SPM12 12 2×14×14 4×32+0=128
MAE-ViT-L-SPM16 16 2×14×14 4×32+0=128
MAE-ViT-L-SPM18 16 global 1×64+0=64

MAE-ViT-L-SPM8/12/16
8 2×14×14 4×32+896=1024

12 global 1×128+384=512
16 global 1×128+0=128

MAE-ViT-L-SPM8/14/18
8 2×14×14 4×32+896=1024

14 global 1×128+384=512
18 global 1×128+0=128

TABLE I
MODEL VARIANTS OF MAE-VIT-SPM. L INDICATES THE LAYER

WHERE SPM IS INSERTED, Tw ×Hw ×Ww INDICATES THE
WINDOW SIZE IN SPM, AND Nr IS THE TOTAL NUMBER OF

TOKENS AFTER SPM.

In Fig. 2(a), we insert SPM in an hierarchical way to reduce
the number of tokens progressively. As indicated in Sec. III-B,
we extract a total of M × Nwin-many semantic tokens after
SPM. To combine SPM with ViT in an hierarchical way, in
each instance of SPM (except the last one), we keep the top
Nk original tokens based on their average semantic score. This
is done to avoid losing details from the shallow layers of ViT.
Hence, after SPM, the total number of tokens is reduced to
Nr =M×Nwin+Nk. In our ablation studies in Sec.IV-C, we
compare different ways of reducing the number of tokens to
Nr, more specifically, by using (i) only the semantic tokens,
(ii) only the original tokens, and (iii) combination of semantic
and original tokens. We show that the combination approach
provides the best performance. In Fig. 2(b), the SPM is
inserted as a single-pool layer to reduce the number of token to
M ×Nwin without keeping the original tokens. In this paper,
we construct and investigate several variants for ViT-SPM, as
provided in Tab. I, while the effective configurations are not
necessarily limited to the examples shown in the table.
Semantic pooling with MViTv2. We design a semantic
attention module for the multi-scale transformer MViTv2,
as shown in Fig. 2(c). We replace the original multi-scale
attention module with the semantic one for every 4 blocks
in our experiments. For input X , with shape T ×H×W ×C,
we apply SPM with window size of Tw ×Hw ×Ww and M -
many semantic groups to generate semantic tokens Xsem ∈
RNT

win×NH
win×NW

win×M×C . We apply two separate linear layers
on Xsem to generate intermediate tensors for key and value.
Then, each of them is sent into a 3×3 group convolution with
the number of group equal to M ×C and stride equal to 1 to
produce the final key/value tensor as shown in Eq. (6). Hence,
the key-value pairs are focusing on the semantic content, while
the query is based on the spatial-temporal map. Then, each
query will attend to the semantic spaces by computing the pair-
wise attention with Ksem. The whole process of our semantic
attention module can be expressed as follows:

Xsem = SPM(X) ∈ RNT
win×NH

win×NW
win×M×C ,

Q = GConvq(FCq(X)) ∈ RT×H×W×C ,

Ksem = GConvk(FCk(Xsem)) ∈ RNwin×M×C ,

Vsem = GConvv(FCv(Xsem)) ∈ RNwin×M×C ,

Asem = Softmax(α ·Q⊗KT
sem + relposk),

Xout = FCo(Q+Asem ⊗ Vsem),

(6)

where Asem is the attention map between Q and Ksem and
Xout is the final output tensor. Therefore, in the original multi-
scale attention module in MViTv2, the stride in K/V attention
pool can be larger than the kernel size causing middle patches
to be ignored. In contrast, in our semantic attention module,
all patches will contribute to K/V tensor via SPM, avoiding
the risk of losing information. Also, with SPM, the number of
K/V tokens can be reduced to a smaller number, making the
module more efficient.

IV. EXPERIMENTS
We conduct extensive experiments on Kinetics and SSv2

datasets for video recognition to validate our model. We divide
the experiments into two groups, wherein single-scale ViT and
multi-scale MViTv2 are applied as baselines, respectively. In
the first group, both ViT and our models adopt the same pre-
trained weights from the MAE-ViT, while in the second group,
both MViTv2 and our models are trained from scratch. We
show and discuss the results of these two sets of experiments
separately, and further provide the qualitative examples for
comparison.

A. Video Recognition
Kinetics-Settings. Kinetics-400 (K400) is a large-scale video
dataset including 400 human action classes, with at least 400
video clips for each action. We train the models following the
recipes provided in [16], [34]. For ViT-based models, we adopt
the same pre-trained weights from the MAE-ViT [34], while
for MViTv2 based models, we train from scratch.
Kinetics-Results. Table II shows our results on K400. We
show the results of MAE-ViT based models in the first
three groups, and typical multi-scale transformers in the
last two groups. For all the base, large, and huge versions
of MAE-ViT, SPM not only helps improving the perfor-
mance but also reduces the computation and memory require-
ments. The MAE-ViT-B-SPM6/SPM8 provides 0.6%/1.5%
performance improvement, and 50%/33% decrease on the
number of GFLOPs. MAE-ViT-L-SPM18/SPM8/14/18 pro-
vides 0.3%/0.2% performance improvement, and 55%/18%
decrease on the number of GFLOPs. In addition, com-
pared to other computation saving techniques MAE-ViT-
Tokenlearner [48] and ToMe [49], ours-B-SPM6/SPM8 out-
performs the Tokenlearner-B by 1.7%/2.6% accuracy in-
crease with smaller computations; ours-L-SPM18/SPM8/14/18
surpasses the Tokenlearner-L by 0.6%/0.5% accuracy in-
crease with 56%/75% less number of GFLOPs; and ours-L-
SPM8/14/18 surpasses the ToMe-L by 0.6% accuracy with less
computations. While other computation saving techniques can
only be applied in ViT-based model, our SPM can also be
applied in multi-scale transformers. As shown in Tab.II, for
MViTv2-based models, ours-S-SPM can achieve comparable
performance with 5 less GFLOPS than MViTv2-S, and ours-B-
SPM outperforms the MViTv2-B by 0.2% accuracy with 22%
less GFLOPs. Both results based on MAE-ViT and MViTv2
prove the effectiveness and efficiency of our proposed SPM.
SSV2-Settings. Something-Something-v2 (SSV2) is a collec-
tion of 220,847 labeled video clips covering 174 classes of
humans performing actions with everyday objects. We train
the models following the recipes provided in [16], [34]. For
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Fig. 3. Visualization of attention comparison between MAE-ViT-L (baseline) and MAE-ViT-L-SPM16 (ours). Classes from left to right are: ‘sneezing’,
‘massaging person’s head’, ‘riding a bike’, ‘tasting food’, ‘benching pressing’, and ‘swing dancing’, respectively. We show the raw video frames, the averaged
attention score for each patch/token in the 16th layer of the baseline, and the averaged semantic score for each patch/token in the 16th layer of our method
(during the SPM) in the first, second, and third rows of each example, respectively. The redder the token is, the higher attention is placed on it.

model top-1 top-5 GFLOPs #Params/M

MAE-ViT-B† 79.3 93.2 180×3×7 87
Tokenlearner-B† 78.2 93.2 120×3×7 87
ours-B-SPM6 79.9(+0.6) 94.5 91×3×7(↓50%) 87
ours-B-SPM8 80.8(+1.5) 94.8 120×3×7(↓33%) 87

MAE-ViT-L [34] 84.8 96.2 598×3×7 304
TokenLearner-L [49] 84.5 - 1105×4×3 383
ToMe-MAE-ViT-L [49] 83.2 - 184×1×10 304
ToMe-MAE-ViT-L [49] 84.4 - 281×1×10 304
ours-L-SPM12 84.6 96.2 302×3×7 304
ours-L-SPM16 85.0(+0.2) 96.6 473×3×7(↓21%) 304
ours-L-SPM18 85.1(+0.3) 96.5 490×3×7(↓18%) 304
ours-L-SPM8/12/16 84.8 96.4 254×3×7(↓58%) 304
ours-L-SPM8/14/18 85.0(+0.2) 96.5 275×3×7(↓55%) 304

MAE-ViT-H [34] 85.1 96.6 1193×3×7 632
ours-H-SPM22 85.1 96.7 955×3×7(↓20%) 632

MViTv1, 16x4 [32] 78.4 93.5 70×1×5 37
Swin-S, (IN1K) [17] 80.6 94.5 166×4×3 50
MViTv2-S, 16x4 [16] 81.0 94.6 64×1×5 34
ours-S-SPM, 16x4 80.9 94.6 53×1×5(↓17%) 34

MViTv1, 32x3 [32] 80.2 94.4 170×1×5 37
Swin-B, (IN1K) [17] 80.6 94.6 282×4×3 88
Swin-B, (IN21K) [17] 82.7 95.5 282×4×3 88
MViTv2-B, 32x3 [16] 82.9 95.7 225×1×5 51
ours-B-SPM, 32x3 83.1(+0.2) 95.6 176×1×5(↓22%) 51

TABLE II
VIDEO RECOGNITION RESULTS ON THE K400 DATASET. FOR THE
MAE-VIT-B LABELED WITH †, WE REPORT THE RESULT FROM

OUR OWN REPRODUCTION, WHICH IS LOWER THAN THE NUMBER
STATED IN THE ORIGINAL PAPER. WE ALSO REPORT OUR OWN

REPRODUCTION FOR TOKENLEARNER-B LABELED WITH † USING
THE MAE-PRETRAINED WEIGHTS, SINCE THERE IS NO SUCH

RESULT IN THE ORIGINAL PAPER [48]. WE MARK THE RESULTS
FROM OUR PROPOSED MODEL IN GRAY LINES AND THE BEST

PERFORMANCES IN BLUE LINES. THE FIRST THREE GROUPS OF
THE TABLE PRESENT THE COMPARISONS AMONG THE

SINGLE-SCALE TRANSFORMERS BASED ON MAE-VIT, WHILE
THE LAST TWO GROUPS SHOW THE COMPARISONS AMONG THE

MULTI-SCALE TRANSFORMERS.

MViTv2-based models, we utilize the pre-trained weights from
K400 task to initialize the corresponding models, while for
ViT-based models, we utilize the same pre-trained weights as
in K400 task.
SSV2-Results. We provide the video classification results
for both MAE-ViT- and MViTv2-based models on SSV2 in
Tab. III. It can be seen that, with fewer computations, each
of our models achieve competitive if not better performance
compared to the corresponding baseline model. Our SPM also
shows superior feature exploring ability than other efficiency-
oriented techniques, which invariably degrade model perfor-
mance. This preeminence can be attributed to the follow-

ing: with much redundancy in videos, while the baselines
uniformly distribute tokens among the whole video content,
our model can adjust the token distribution by increasing
the portion of tokens representing the core object(s) and
decreasing the portion of tokens representing the background
and irrelevant objects (token distribution visualization details
are provided in Sec. IV-B and Fig. 4). Proposed SPM, while
improving the foreground ratio in the token pools, does not
entirely wipe out the background information. This implies
that it does not lose information while removing redundancy.
Furthermore, SPM serves as a flexible aggregator that groups
tokens in a data-driven way without fixing the number of
tokens in each pooling group. Benefiting from the internal
logic of pooling and adjusting the token distribution based on
semantic meaning, our model can boost the performance and
decrease computation and memory requirements at the same
time.
Accuracy-efficiency tradeoff. We compared the accuracy-
efficiency tradeoff of our SVT with other most-recently pub-
lished SOTAs on K400 dataset in the Fig.4. We analyze the
reasons for that our SVT achieves better accuracy-efficiency
trade-off than other computation saving techniques are: (i)
When reducing tokens, the Tokenlearner [48] captures global
information in each token, while ours captures semantic infor-
mation, including both global and local instances, which can
better explore the interrelationship of the core objects in the
video. Tokenlearner focuses on re-weighting the whole scene
to generate tokens, while ours focuses on adjusting the ratio
of foreground to background in the token pool, and gathering
similar semantics to generate supertokens, which is a better
way to explore the intrinsic features of the video as proved in
our experiment results; (ii) In the bipartite matching process of
ToMe [49], the number of foreground and background tokens
is decreased simultaneously with equal proportions, while in
our SPM, we improved the ratio of foreground tokens, as
shown in Fig.3 and our supplement examples.

B. Qualitative Results

In this section, we provide some visualization examples to
better illustrate benefits of our proposed SPM. More visual-
izations are provided in the supplementary material.
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Fig. 4. Left: Visualization of latent token representations after different layers along the depth of MAE-ViT-L and MAE-ViT-L-SPM16 (ours). The token
representations are colored in red, green and yellow to denote swing dancing, baking cookie, golf chipping classes, respectively. Tokens of the same class
are distributed diffusely in the shallow layers (4th, 8th, 12th) while are more concentrated in the deep layers (16th, 20th, 24th). The margins produced
by ViT with SPM among different classes are obviously larger and more explicit than those from the vanilla MAE-ViT-L in deep and shallow layers. Right:
Accuracy-efficiency trade-off on K400 dataset.

model top-1 top-5 GFLOPs #Params/M

MAE-ViT-L [34] 72.1 93.9 598×3×1 304
ours-L-SPM16 71.7 93.8 473×3×1(↓21%) 304
ours-L-SPM18 71.9 94.0 490×3×1(↓18%) 304

MAE-ViT-H [34] 74.1 94.5 1193×3×1 632
ours-H-SPM22 73.6 94.6 955×3×1(↓20%) 632

MViTv1, 16x4 [32] 64.7 89.2 71×1×5 37
MViTv2-S, 16x4 [16] 68.2 91.4 64×1×5 34
ours-S-SPM, 16x4 68.0 91.0 53×1×5(↓17%) 34

MViTv1, 64x3 [32] 67.7 90.9 454×1×5 37
MViTv2-B, 32x3 [16] 70.5 92.7 225×1×5 51
ours-B-SPM, 32x3 70.8(+0.3) 93.0 176×1×5(↓22%) 51

TABLE III
VIDEO RECOGNITION RESULTS ON SSV2 DATASET.

Visualization of Attention. We provide examples for attention
comparison between MAE-ViT-L (baseline) and MAE-ViT-
L-SPM16 (ours) in Fig.3. In each video example, we show
the raw video frames, the averaged attention score for each
patch/token in the 16th layer of the baseline, and the averaged
semantic score for each patch/token in the 16th layer of our
approach (during SPM) in the first, second, and third rows,
respectively. The redder the color, the higher attention is placed
on it. From these examples, it can be clearly observed that
significant attention is placed on the background tokens and
only small parts of the core objects/actors are covered in red
color by the baseline. In contrast, our approach can focus more
on the core objects and properly mute some less important
background patches, indicating that, after our proposed SPM,
the ratio of foreground tokens is successfully improved and
the unnecessary background information is properly deempha-
sized.
Visualization of Semantic Pooling. Fig. 5 provides visual-
ization of semantic pooling in MAE-ViT-L-SPM16. In each
example, the first row shows the raw video and the following
rows show the token content in five different semantic pools
(we provide all the semantic visualizations in the supplemen-
tary material). The tokens located in the white or gray areas
are aggregated together with the assigned weights in each
cluster (the whiter it is the larger attention is given to the
corresponding token), while the tokens located in the black
area are removed from each cluster. For ‘golf chipping’, the
first and third pools collect the human information, the second
pool collects the background tree information, the fourth pool
collects the golf tokens, and the last pool captures the whole
scene for the video and the golf-related parts are emphasized.

Fig. 5. Semantic pooling visualization of MAE-ViT-L-SPM/16 for ‘golf
chipping’ and ’sanding floor’ classes. The rows below the raw videos show the
token content under one semantic prototype. We demonstrate 5 semantic pools
from the total of 32 pools (remaining 27 pools are shown in the supplementary
material.)

For ‘Sanding floor’ class, the first three pools mainly collect
the tokens representing the sander, which is the core active ob-
ject, while the last two pools collect the background features.
It is obvious that, before SPM, the core object occupies only
a small portion of the whole video content, while after SPM,
there are more semantic tokens describing the core objects
and few representing the less important background. There-
fore, these examples clearly illustrate that our proposed SPM
properly mitigates the issues stated in Sec. ??, that is it can
improve the token proportion of the core object and guide the
model to focus more on the foreground part, which is helpful
for understanding the video content. It also demonstrates that
in our SPM, both foreground and background information are
retained, meaning that it can adjust the token ratio without
losing information.
Visualization of Token Distribution. We demonstrate the
latent token representation distribution from the 4th, 8th, 12th,
16th, 20th, and 24th layers of the baseline (single-scale MAE-
ViT-L) and our MAE-ViT-L-SPM16 in Fig. 4. The red, green
and orange colors represent ‘swing dancing’, ‘baking cookie’
and ‘golf chipping’ classes, respectively. While the baseline
processes a total of 1568 tokens throughout the entire network,
we apply the SPM at the 16th layer in our model to reduce
the number of tokens to 128 for all subsequent layers. With
less color mixing area and larger margins between clusters
with different classes in the shallow and deep layers, our



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL., NO., 2022 7

model-dataset 0.3 0.5 0.7

MAE-ViT-L 84.6 84.9 85.1
MViTv2-S 79.3 80.9 80.8

TABLE IV
ABLATION STUDIES FOR DIFFERENT THRESHOLD CHOICES IN SPM.

MAE-VIT-L INDICATES THE MAE-VIT-L-SPM16 WITH WINDOW SIZE
OF 2× 14× 14, AND MVITV2-S INDICATES MVITV2-S-SPM WITH

WINDOW SIZE OF 4× 7× 7.

model shows better representation ability than the baseline.
In addition, such superiority is achieved with much less
number of tokens, which implies that our model can effectively
represent the video content in a more memory-efficient way.

C. Ablation Studies
In this section, we present part of our ablation studies on dif-

ferent configurations for integrating proposed SPM with MAE-
ViT and MViTv2 in video recognition. For video recognition,
we conduct all experiments with input size of 16×224×224×3
and 32×224×224×3 for MAE-ViT/MViTv2-S and MViT-B
respectively.
Threshold. We investigate the thresholds in SPM, when
integrated with MAE-ViT and MViTv2 on Kinetics-400. As
shown in Tab. IV, 0.7 is the best value for MAE-ViT-L and
0.5 is the best value for MViTv2-S.
Window size. We investigated four window sizes while
maintaining a constant 128 semantic tokens for SPM, when
integrated with MAE-ViT-L and MViT-v2, on Kinetics-400
dataset. The results are shown in Tab. VI. For MAE-ViT-L,
we incorporate SPM in a single-pool way, where the SPM is
inserted at the 16th layer. As can be seen, window sizes of
2× 14× 14 and 4× 7× 7 perform best for MAE-ViT-L and
MViTv2-S, respectively.
Methods of building MAE-ViT-SPM in a hierarchical way.
We progressively reduce the total number of tokens from
1568 to 1024, 512, 128 when incorporating SPM with MAE-
ViT in a hierarchical way. To compare with the incorpora-
tion approach described in Sec. III-C and further prove the
effectiveness of our module, we conduct experiments to pro-
gressively reduce the number of tokens with other strategies:
(i) applying average/max pooling to keep only the original
tokens; (ii) using SPM to keep only the semantic tokens; (iii)
the combination method described in Sec. III-C. As shown
in Tab. V, only the combination approach (Tokenori+sem)
can surpass (85%) the MAE-ViT-L baseline (84.8%) on K400
dataset, illustrating the effectiveness of our strategy.
Additional ablations. To fully investigate the Semantic Pool-
ing Module (SPM), we have conducted additional ablation
studies on the following aspects with MAE-ViT-B on the
K400 dataset: (i) We study two methods for grouping tokens
representing similar semantics. The first one is grouping
neighbouring tokens based on the semantic distances. We sort
the tokens within each window based on the semantic scores
under each prototype. Then, we split them into K groups
based on the sorting order, and apply softmax on the semantic
scores within each group. The module will finally generate
Nr = M × K × Nwin semantic tokens after performing
weighted sum between the tokens and normalized scores in

model top1 top5

AvgPool 83.7 96.0
MaxPool 84.4 96.2
Tokensem 84.6 96.4
Tokenori+sem 85.0 96.5

TABLE V
ABLATION STUDIES FOR DIFFERENT APPROACHES TO PROGRESSIVELY
REDUCE THE NUMBER OF TOKENS FROM 1568 TO 1024, 512, 128 IN

LAYERS 8, 14, AND 18 RESPECTIVELY. TOKENsem AND TOKENori+sem

INDICATE THE METHOD OF APPLYING SPM TO KEEP ONLY SEMANTIC
TOKENS AND THE COMBINATION METHOD DESCRIBED IN SEC. III-C,

RESPECTIVELY.

model 4×7×7 1×14×14 2×14×14 8×14×14

MAE-ViT-L 84.7 84.8 85.1 84.8
MViTv2-S 80.9 80.6 80.0 80.5

TABLE VI
ABLATION STUDIES FOR DIFFERENT WINDOW SIZE CHOICES WHILE

MAINTAINING A TOTAL NUMBER OF 128 SEMANTIC TOKENS IN SPM ON
K400 DATASET. MAE-VIT-L INDICATES THE MAE-VIT-L-SPM16 WITH
WINDOW SIZE OF 2× 14× 14 AND THRESHOLD OF 0.7, AND MVITV2-S

INDICATES MVITV2-S-SPM WITH WINDOW SIZE OF 4× 7× 7 AND
THRESHOLD OF 0.5.

each group. The second one is the elitism filtering as described
in Sec.3.2. (ii) We study the multi-head semantic pooling.
When it is applied, we perform semantic pooling in parallel
with multiple heads. (iii) We compare the performances of
applying output project layer and not using output project layer
in SPM. As can be seen from Tab. VII, the performances
of elitism approach are better and more stable than the
neighboring approach.

V. CONCLUSION
In this paper, we have presented a Supertoken Video Trans-

former, SVT, which employs our proposed semantic pooling
module (SPM). SPM can be used with both single-scale and
multi-scale transformers to reduce memory and computation

model top1 top5 #head M K Tw ×Hw ×Ww Nwin L O

neighbor 80.38 94.39 12M 16S 8K 8,14,14 1W 8l N
neighbor 80.16 94.42 12M 8S 8K 4,14,14 2W 8l N
neighbor 79.73 94.22 12M 8S 4K 2,14,14 4W 8l N
neighbor 79.66 94.27 12M 4S 4K 1,14,14 8W 8l N
neighbor 80.11 94.22 12M 32S 4K 8,14,14 1W 8l N
neighbor 79.66 93.87 12M 8S 2K 1,14,14 8W 8l N
neighbor 80.08 94.31 16M 16S 8K 8,14,14 1W 8l N
neighbor 80.54 94.32 8M 16S 8K 8,14,14 1W 8l N
neighbor 80.00 94.27 1M 16S 8K 8,14,14 1W 8l N
neighbor 77.10 92.8 12M 16S 8K 8,14,14 1W 6l N
neighbor 72.25 89.9 12M 16S 8K 8,14,14 1W 4l N
neighbor 79.50 94.00 12M 16S 8K 8,14,14 1W 8l N

model top1 top5 #head M th Tw ×Hw ×Ww Nwin L O

elitism 80.80 94.82 1M 128S 0.7 8,14,14 1W 8l N
elitism 80.77 94.52 1M 64S 0.7 4,14,14 2W 8l N
elitism 80.85 94.84 1M 32S 0.7 2,14,14 4W 8l N
elitism 80.27 94.48 1M 16S 0.7 1,14,14 8W 8l N
elitism 80.65 94.62 1M 128S 0.5 8,14,14 1W 8l N
elitism 80.70 94.59 1M 128S 0.6 8,14,14 1W 8l N
elitism 80.57 94.74 1M 128S 0.9 8,14,14 1W 8l N
elitism 79.94 94.48 1M 128S 0.7 8,14,14 1W 6l N
elitism 78.10 93.37 1M 128S 0.7 8,14,14 1W 4l N
elitism 79.36 93.73 12M 128S 0.7 8,14,14 1W 8l N
elitism 80.54 94.57 1M 128S 0.7 8,14,14 1W 8l Y
elitism 80.73 94.74 1M 128S 0.7 8,14,14 1W 8l N

TABLE VII
ABLATION STUDIES FOR MAE-VIT-B-SPM ON K400. O INDICATES THE
OUTPUT PROJECT LAYER. ALL EXPERIMENTS ARE BASED ON A TOTAL OF

128 SUPERTOKENS.
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requirements as well as improve the performance for video
understanding. Thanks to adjusting the token proportion in
the video pool and aggregating tokens based on semantics,
our proposed module can reduce the video input redundancy
without losing information, which has also been demonstrated
via extensive experiments. With less computation and larger
throughput, our model surpasses or provides comparable per-
formance to both baselines and previous efficiency-oriented
techniques on several datasets and vision tasks. In contrast
to other computation/memory saving techniques, which can
only be used by ViT and sacrifice performance, our module is
applicable for both single-scale and multi-scale transformers
without sacrificing performance, which also proves the supe-
riority of our SPM. Since, in this work, our main target was
video understanding, we will further investigate the SPM on
images in our future work.
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