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Abstract

Vision Transformers face a fundamental limitation: stan-
dard self-attention jointly processes spatial and channel di-
mensions, leading to entangled representations that prevent
independent modeling of structural and semantic depen-
dencies. This problem is especially pronounced in hyper-
spectral imaging, from satellite hyperspectral remote sens-
ing to infrared pathology imaging, where channels cap-
ture distinct biophysical or biochemical cues. We pro-
pose DisentangleFormer, an architecture that achieves ro-
bust multi-channel vision representation through principled
spatial–channel decoupling. Motivated by information-
theoretic principles of decorrelated representation learning,
our parallel design enables independent modeling of struc-
tural and semantic cues while minimizing redundancy be-
tween spatial and channel streams. Our design integrates
three core components: (1) Parallel Disentanglement:
Independently processes spatial-token and channel-token
streams, enabling decorrelated feature learning across spa-
tial and spectral dimensions, (2) Squeezed Token En-
hancer: An adaptive calibration module that dynamically
fuses spatial and channel streams, and (3) Multi-Scale
FFN:complementing global attention with multi-scale lo-
cal context to capture fine-grained structural and seman-
tic dependencies. Extensive experiments on hyperspectral
benchmarks demonstrate that DisentangleFormer achieves
state-of-the-art performance, consistently outperforming
existing models on Indian Pine, Pavia University, and Hous-
ton, the large-scale BigEarthNet remote sensing dataset, as
well as an infrared pathology dataset. Moreover, it retains
competitive accuracy on ImageNet while reducing compu-
tational cost by 17.8% in FLOPs. The code will be made
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Figure 1. Visual validation of Parallel vs. Serial design on Pavia
University. Our parallel DisentangleFormer (Full) produces sig-
nificantly cleaner classification maps with sharper boundaries and
less noise compared to the entangled SerialCTST and Serial-
STCT baselines.

publicly available upon acceptance.

1. Introduction

The Vision Transformer has transformed modern computer
vision, establishing self-attention as a core mechanism for
modeling global dependencies. This breakthrough was sub-
sequently advanced by hierarchical Vision Transformers,
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Figure 2. Visual Validation of Information Disentanglement via CCA. This figure compares the first canonical correlation (CCA) scatter
plots for DisentangleFormer against the two serial baselines, SerialSTCT and SerialCTST, across all three HSI datasets.

such as the widely adopted Swin Transformer [21], which
introduced local-window attention to mitigate the quadratic
complexity of global self-attention while maintaining a
multi-scale feature hierarchy. This architectural design has
achieved widespread success across computationally inten-
sive domains such as hyperspectral image (HSI) classifi-
cation [13, 16] and large-scale remote sensing (RS) analy-
sis [4, 24]—both characterized by high-dimensional, multi-
channel data. While existing approaches effectively model
spatial context (e.g., CNNs, WRNs) [19, 24, 28] and spec-
tral sequences (e.g., SpectralFormer, SST) [13, 16], they are
constrained by a fundamental architectural limitation: the
entangled representation of spatial (structural) and channel
(semantic) information within standard attention blocks. By
jointly encoding these two distinct data aspects in a sin-
gle projection space, standard attention forces the model
to learn structural and semantic dependencies simultane-
ously. This entanglement leads to redundant correlations
and suboptimal feature utilization, as neither spatial rela-
tionships nor channel semantics can be independently opti-
mized. This issue is particularly acute in hyperspectral data
domains like satellite or infrared pathology imaging, where
individual channels encode distinct biophysical or biochem-
ical signatures.

We argue that effective feature representation requires
the decoupling of spatial and channel information streams.
Our design framework (Section 3) translates this intu-
ition into concrete architectural principles: representations
should preserve informative content within each stream
while minimizing redundancy between them. This princi-
ple is validated through comprehensive empirical analysis
across multiple domains. Motivated by this insight, we in-
troduce DisentangleFormer, a novel Vision Transformer
architecture for multi-channel vision through principled in-

formation decoupling. Based on this principle, Disentan-
gleFormer instantiates information-theoretic principles via
three core components:
• Parallel Disentanglement Mechanism: We structurally

decouple local window features into two independent
processing streams: a Spatial-Token (ST) path and a
Channel-Token (CT) path. This parallel design imple-
ments our information decoupling principle (Section 3),
enabling decorrelated feature learning validated by our
ablation studies.

• Adaptive Calibration Module (STE): To effectively
fuse the decoupled streams, we introduce a STE. Struc-
tured as a lightweight convolutional network with an
adaptive gating mechanism [17, 38], the STE dynamically
recalibrates and merges the ST and CT outputs, enabling
more flexible and effective integration than static aggre-
gation techniques.

• Multi-Scale Contextual Feed-Forward Network (MS-
FFN): We replace the standard position-wise MLP with
a MS-FFN that employs a multi-branch depthwise con-
volution operator. This design injects rich, multi-scale
spatial inductive biases, enhancing token representations
with local contextual information and significantly allevi-
ating the short-range modeling burden on self-attention.

Extensive experiments across a diverse range of multi-
channel domains validate the superiority of our decou-
pled design. DisentangleFormer establishes state-of-the-
art (SOTA) performance on three challenging hyperspectral
imaging (HSI) benchmarks, the large-scale BigEarthNet re-
mote sensing dataset, and an infrared pathology dataset.

2. Related Work

Our work builds on three research streams: advanced Vi-
sion Transformer design, novel attention and fusion mecha-
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Figure 3. The DisentangleFormer Network Architecture. Input features are processed through an Embedding Layer, then split into parallel
Channel Transformer and Spatial Transformer paths. (C, HW) and (HW, C) denote the input dimensions for CT and ST paths respectively.
The parallel outputs are fused via the Squeezed Token Enhancer (STE) and processed by the Multi-Scale FFN (MS-FFN). Both transformers
employ standard encoder layers with multi-head self-attention. Detailed module structures are provided in the supplementary material.

nisms, and inductive biases for multi-channel data.

2.1. Architectural Advances in Vision Transformers
The original Vision Transformer (ViT) introduced self-
attention for image representation learning, marking a fun-
damental shift from convolutional inductive biases to token-
based global context modeling [8]. Due to the com-
putational cost associated with global attention, particu-
larly at high resolutions, subsequent work focused on ef-
ficiency. This led to the development of hierarchical archi-
tectures like the Swin Transformer [21], which employs lo-
cal window-based attention and shift operations for cross-
window connectivity, achieving linear complexity with re-
spect to the image size. While effective, the standard Trans-
former block relies on a monolithic attention operation that
tightly couples spatial and channel information, leading to
representational redundancy; a core limitation our work ad-
dresses. Recent works like Pyramid Vision Transformer
(PVT) [37], CSWin [7], and MaxViT [33] explored vari-
ous attention patterns but continued to process dimensions
jointly. Our approach builds on Swin Transformer’s hierar-
chical and windowed design for efficiency, but replaces its
unified attention block with a disentangled mechanism that
explicitly separates spatial and channel feature extraction.

2.2. Attention Mechanisms and Feature Fusion
Efficient feature modeling has motivated decoupled atten-
tion mechanisms, from channel recalibration (e.g., SE [17])
to sequential application (e.g., CBAM [38]) [2, 20, 25,
36]. In the Transformer domain, DaViT architecture [6]
also combines dual attentions, but sequentially (RC =
Fchannel(Fspatial(X))), creating a deterministic dependency.
Our architecture differs fundamentally by employing par-

allel independent pathways (RS = Fspatial(X), RC =
Fchannel(X)) on the input. This distinction is grounded
in our information-theoretic design principles (Section 3)
and empirically validated by our ablations (Section 5.2, Ta-
ble 3B), which confirm parallel processing is superior to
sequential entanglement. This theory-driven design, com-
bined with our adaptive STE fusion and MS-FFN, distin-
guishes our approach from prior dual-attention models.

2.3. Contextual Modeling through FFNs
Traditional Transformer FFNs [35] are position-wise, lack-
ing inherent local spatial context. Recent works remedy
this by injecting convolutional inductive bias [10, 22, 39].
Building on this, our Multi-Scale FFN (MS-FFN) explicitly
addresses this deficit by integrating multi-branch depthwise
convolutions [3, 29], providing rich localized inductive bias
to complement the global self-attention mechanism. Unlike
hierarchical convolutions (e.g., patch merging) that reduce
resolution, our MS-FFN complements self-attention by in-
jecting multi-scale local context in parallel within a single
stage.

2.4. Applications in Multi-Channel Vision
Our architectural principles are particularly valuable for
multi-channel vision tasks where channels encode distinct
semantic, biophysical or chemical properties, unlike stan-
dard RGB. Such high-dimensional data is common in hy-
perspectral remote sensing (HSI), multi-modal satellite im-
agery, and infrared pathology imaging. Hyperspectral
Imaging and Remote Sensing: HSI’s high spectral reso-
lution requires capturing complex spectral dependencies.
While early methods used 3D CNNs or RNNs [11], re-
cent Transformers like SST [13] and SpectralFormer [16]
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explicitly model spectral sequences. Large-scale bench-
marks like BigEarthNet [24] highlight the need for scal-
able, specialized architectures. Infrared Pathology: In com-
putational pathology, infrared imaging [19, 30] provides
label-free chemical characterization of tissues. Each spec-
tral channel encodes specific molecular vibrations, creat-
ing high-dimensional biochemical fingerprints [27]. This
modality exemplifies our principle: spatial structure (mor-
phology) and spectral signatures (molecular composition)
must be modeled independently yet complementarily.

3. Design Framework and Principles
We establish a design framework grounded in information-
theoretic principles from disentangled representation learn-
ing [14, 23] and mutual information theory [15, 31].

Important Note: The following principles are architec-
tural design guidelines motivated by information theory,
rather than formal mathematical theorems. Their effective-
ness is validated through comprehensive empirical analysis
(Section 5.2, Tables 3-4, Figures 1-2). Our framework fo-
cuses on three key aspects: information decoupling, adap-
tive fusion, and multi-scale contextualization. See Figure 3
for architecture overview. See detailed model figures in the
supplementary material.

3.1. Information Decoupling Framework
The conceptual cornerstone of our approach is information
decoupling, inspired by disentangled representation learn-
ing [14, 23]. We apply principles of decorrelating dis-
tinct information sources to supervised multi-channel fea-
ture extraction, formalizing that maximizing feature util-
ity requires separating spatial and channel streams while
minimizing redundancy. Given a window feature tensor
X ∈ RN×C , where N is the number of spatial tokens and C
is the channel dimension, we define two fundamental infor-
mation views: the spatial view XS = X primarily contains
structural and positional information, while the channel
view XC = XT primarily contains semantic and feature-
correlation information, where the channel view treats spec-
tral bands as ‘tokens’ (C × N) while the spatial view treats
spatial patches as tokens (N × C).

Design Principle 1 (Information-Guided Spatial-Chan-
nel Decoupling). Design Principle: For effective multi-
channel representation, learned spatial and channel fea-
tures should maximize information content from the input
while minimizing redundancy between streams.

Formally, given window features X, the ideal represen-
tations RS (spatial) and RC (channel) should satisfy:

Maximize: I(X;RS) + I(X;RC)

while ensuring: I(RS ;RC) ≤ ϵ
(1)

where I(·; ·) denotes mutual information, and ϵ represents
a small redundancy tolerance. The mutual information de-
composition I(X;RS ,RC) = I(X;RS) + I(X;RC) −
I(RS ;RC) explicitly balances information preservation
with redundancy minimization.

Architectural Implication: This principle moti-
vates our parallel architecture. Serial processing (e.g.,
Y = Fspatial(Fchannel(X))) creates deterministic depen-
dency, making I(RS ;RC) ≤ ϵ unattainable. Our paral-
lel design (RS = Fspatial(X), RC = Fchannel(X)) enables
decorrelated learning by processing both views indepen-
dently.

Empirical Validation: Our ablation study (Table 3B)
demonstrates that parallel heterogeneous processing con-
sistently outperforms serial alternatives across all datasets.
Canonical Correlation Analysis (Table 4, Figure 2) confirms
reduced inter-stream correlation, while Figure 1 shows
qualitative improvements with sharper boundaries.

3.2. Adaptive Calibration for Decoupled Fusion
Fusing decorrelated representations effectively requires
content-aware mechanisms superior to static fusion func-
tions. Let RS ,RC be the outputs from the spatial
and channel pathways. The fused representation Z =
Concat(RS ,RC) is refined via a dynamic calibration func-
tion F : Y = Z+ F(Z), where F generates content-aware
adjustments.

Design Principle 2 (Adaptive Cross-View Fusion). De-
sign Principle: Fusing decorrelated representations re-
quires content-aware calibration rather than static aggre-
gation to preserve complementary information while sup-
pressing noise.

This principle motivates our Squeezed Token Enhancer
(STE) module. The STE (Section 4.1.2) serves as a
lightweight recalibration module that emphasizes salient
cross-view interactions through adaptive gating, enabling
flexible integration of spatial and channel cues. Table 3A
validates its effectiveness.

3.3. Multi-Scale Contextualization in FFNs
Standard Feed-Forward Networks (FFN) in Transformers
are position-wise and lack explicit local context modeling.
A standard FFN applies a position-wise MLP: FFN(y) =
W2ϕ(W1y). Our Multi-Scale FFN (MS-FFN) operates on
the 2D spatial arrangement of tokens Y2D ∈ RH×W×C and
employs a multi-branch depthwise convolution operator:

MS-DWConv(Y′) =
⊕

k∈{1,3,5,7}

DWConvk×k(Y
′
k) (2)

where Y′ is a projected feature map, and ⊕ denotes con-
catenation. The input channels are split evenly across the
parallel branches.
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Design Principle 3 (Multi-Scale Contextualization). De-
sign Principle: Explicit multi-scale local context model-
ing in FFNs reduces the burden on global attention for
short-range dependencies, allowing self-attention to focus
on long-range relationships.

By capturing local spatial correlations at multiple scales,
MS-FFN enriches token representations with diverse con-
textual information. Table 3A demonstrates significant im-
provements over standard MLPs.
These three principles motivate our architecture’s core com-
ponents, validated through comprehensive experiments in
Section 5.2.

4. Method
Our proposed model, which we term DisentangleFormer,
builds upon the robust hierarchical architecture of the Swin
Transformer. The key innovation lies in replacing the stan-
dard self-attention blocks with our newly designed Disen-
tangleFormer blocks, which incorporate a more sophisti-
cated feature extraction and fusion paradigm grounded in
the theoretical principles established in Section 3. The
model is a 4-stage feature pyramid, stacking Disentangle-
Former blocks at each stage and using patch merging layers
for downsampling between stages.

4.1. The DisentangleFormer Block
The DisentangleFormer block is the core of our model. It
processes windowed features Xw ∈ RN×C (where N =
M ×M is the number of tokens in a window) through three
main steps: parallel disentanglement, adaptive fusion, and
multi-scale feed-forward processing.

4.1.1. Parallel Feature Disentanglement
Following Design Principle 1, we decompose the task into
two parallel, structurally independent pathways to model
spatial and channel relationships. This component com-
prises the core of our Disentangled Attention mechanism.
Spatial-Token (ST) Path: A Transformer Encoder pro-
cesses the input Xw directly to capture inter-token spatial
relationships.

RS = TransformerEncoders(Norm(Xw)) ∈ RN×C (3)

Channel-Token (CT) Path: Another Transformer Encoder
processes the transposed input, XT

w ∈ RC×N , to model
inter-channel correlations. The output is transposed back
to align with the spatial path.

RC = TransformerEncoderc(Norm(XT
w))

T ∈ RN×C

(4)
Implementation Details: Our parallel ST and CT paths uti-
lize standard nn.TransformerEncoder layers without
relative position bias, relying on MS-FFN for local spatial
context.

4.1.2. Adaptive Fusion with STE
Following Design Principle 2, the representations from the
two disentangled paths are fused using an efficient, content-
aware calibration module.
1. Feature Concatenation: The spatial and channel repre-

sentations are reshaped into 2D feature maps and con-
catenated along the channel dimension.

MS ,MC = Reshape(RS),Reshape(RC) ∈ RM×M×C

(5)

Mfused = Concat([MS ,MC ]) ∈ RM×M×2C (6)

2. Squeezed Token Enhancer (STE): The fused map is
processed by our STE module, which adaptively re-
calibrates channel-wise feature responses. The STE is
implemented as a lightweight convolutional bottleneck
with residual connection:

Mcalibrated = STE(Mfused) ∈ RM×M×2C (7)

where STE internally uses depthwise convolution fol-
lowed by a channel-wise gating mechanism with reduc-
tion ratio of 8.

3. Final Projection: The calibrated map is projected back
to the original dimension C and added to the initial input
via a residual connection.

Yw = Xw + Flatten(Proj(Mcalibrated)) (8)

4.1.3. Multi-Scale Feed-Forward Network (MS-FFN)
Following the Disentangled Attention component, we re-
place the standard MLP-based FFN with our Multi-Scale
FFN to enhance local context modeling as specified in De-
sign Principle 3. The process involves:
1. Feature Reshaping and Initial Projection: The output

of the attention block, Yw, is reshaped into a 2D fea-
ture map Y2D ∈ RM×M×C . This map is then projected
inwards and activated.

Zin = ϕ(Projin(Y2D)) (9)

where ϕ represents activation and normalization.
2. Multi-Scale Convolution with Residual: The result-

ing tensor Zin is processed by parallel depthwise con-
volutional paths with kernel sizes k ∈ {1, 3, 5, 7}. This
multi-scale representation is then added back to the input
via a residual connection.

Zout = ϕ(Zin + MS-DWConv(Zin)) (10)

3. Final Projection: The result is projected back outwards
to produce the final FFN output.

MS-FFN(Y2D) = Projout(Zout) (11)

The final output of the DisentangleFormer block is the sum
of the FFN output and its input, Yw.

5



Table 1. Combined performance comparison on all datasets. The arrow (↑) indicates that higher values correspond to better performance.

Model Name Houston Pavia University Indian Pine

OA ↑ AA ↑ Kappa ↑ OA ↑ AA ↑ Kappa ↑ OA ↑ AA ↑ Kappa ↑
SpectraFormer [16] 0.8801 0.8891 0.8699 0.9107 0.9020 0.8805 0.8176 0.8781 0.7919
ViT [8] 0.7186 0.7897 0.6804 0.7699 0.8022 0.7010 0.8041 0.8250 0.7876
SwinT [21] 0.8670 0.8904 0.8557 0.9241 0.9300 0.8975 0.8973 0.9375 0.8827
A-SPN [40] 0.8840 0.8972 0.8700 0.8387 0.7929 0.8000 0.9356 0.8444 0.9300
RPNet-RF [34] - - - 0.9560 0.9496 0.9427 0.9023 0.8712 0.8887
HyperspectralMAE [18] - - - - - - 0.9237 0.9580 0.9100
DisentangleFormer (Ours) 0.9262 0.9369 0.9199 0.9651 0.9581 0.9530 0.9611 0.9829 0.9555

5. Experiments
We validate DisentangleFormer across three demanding do-
mains: HSI classification, large-scale remote sensing, and
infrared pathology.

5.1. Datasets and Evaluation Metrics
High-Spectral Image Classification (HSI): We evalu-
ate DisentangleFormer on three public, widely-used HSI
datasets: Indian Pine (IP)[1], Pavia University (PU)[9],
and Houston[5]. These datasets are essential for bench-
marking spatial–spectral feature extraction given their di-
verse spatial resolutions and spectral complexity. For all
HSI experiments, we report Overall Accuracy (OA), Av-
erage Accuracy (AA), and the Kappa Coefficient (κ). In-
frared Pathology: We evaluate our model on molecular
infrared (IR) spectroscopy tissue characterization task us-
ing the BR20832 breast cancer TMA dataset [30] to differ-
entiate normal and cancerous tissue. We report Accuracy
(ACC) and AUC. Large-Scale Remote Sensing (RS): We
employ the BigEarthNet dataset [4, 24] for multi-label land-
cover classification. This serves as a rigorous test for Dis-
entangleFormer’s scalability. We report Average Precision
(AP), Mean Average Precision (MAP), Micro F1-Measure
(µF MF), and Micro F1-Measure (µ1) [24]. General Vi-
sion Task: We validate on the widely accepted ImageNet-
1K dataset [8] for general image classification using stan-
dard Acc@1 (%) and Acc@5 (%) metrics.

We use DisentangleFormer-Tiny for the ImageNet
experiments (Section 5.5). A 2-stage variant is used
for all other experiments (HSI, Pathology, BigEarthNet).
BigEarthNet training follows established protocols [4]. All
other architecture and training hyperparameters are
detailed in the supplementary material.

5.2. Ablation Studies of Architectural Components
We test our architectural design through a comprehensive
ablation study (Table 3), organized into two complementary
analyses:
Part A Core Component Ablation: evaluates each key

module. Replacing our Multi-Scale FFN with a standard
MLP (w/o MS-FFN) causes consistent performance drops
across all benchmarks, validating that offloading local con-
text to FFN improves expressiveness (Design Principle 3).
Removing the channel path (w/o Channel Path (ST-Only))
eliminates inter-channel correlation modeling, particularly
detrimental for HSI tasks where spectral relationships are
critical. Similarly, removing the spatial path (w/o Spatial
Path (CT-Only)) degrades spatial structure understanding,
though less severely than removing the channel path for
spectral imaging.
Part B Architectural Design Comparison: validates De-
sign Principle 1 through controlled experiments. First,
Serial Heterogeneous Baselines (B.1) like SerialCTST
(CT→ST) and SerialSTCT (ST→CT) significantly under-
perform our parallel design across all datasets. This con-
firms that serial architectures create deterministic feature
entanglement (RS = f(RC) or vice versa), making
the redundancy minimization constraint I(RS ;RC) ≤ ϵ
unattainable. Second, Parallel Homogeneous Baselines
(B.2), including ST||ST and CT||CT, underperform our het-
erogeneous design. ST||ST performs worst as identical
spatial paths learn redundant representations. This con-
firms true disentanglement requires processing fundamen-
tally different views (spatial vs channel), not merely parallel
processing of the same view.The ablation study confirms:
(1) all three components are necessary, (2) parallel process-
ing is superior to serial for decorrelated representations, and
(3) heterogeneous paths (ST||CT) are essential and homo-
geneous paths (ST||ST or CT||CT) are insufficient.

5.3. Main Results on HSI Classification

We compare DisentangleFormer against strong baseline
models, including the Vision Transformer (ViT) [8] and
SpectralFormer [16], as well as the published State-of-the-
Art results across the three benchmarks.

Table 1 summarizes the performance results on three
representative HSI benchmarks. DisentangleFormer con-
sistently achieves state-of-the-art performance across all
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Table 2. Image Classification on ImageNet-1K: DisentangleFormer vs. DaViT Baseline. FLOPs measured at 224× 224. Our architecture
is specifically optimized for multi-channel imaging tasks, achieving improved computational efficiency (17.8% FLOPs reduction) while
maintaining competitive performance on general vision tasks. The arrow (↑) indicates that higher values correspond to better performance.
The arrow (↓) indicates that lower values correspond to better efficiency.

Model Acc@1 (%) ↑ Acc@5 (%) ↑ #Params ↓ FLOPs ↓
DaViT-T [6] 82.8 96.2 28.3M 4.5G
DaViT-S [6] 84.2 96.9 49.7M 8.8G
DaViT-B [6] 84.6 96.9 87.9M 15.5G

DisentangleFormer-Tiny (Ours) 80.0 94.8 25.6M 3.7G

Table 3. Ablation studies on our key DisentangleFormer components. Part A evaluates the necessity of each core component. Part B vali-
dates our Design Principle 1 that parallel heterogeneous processing (ST||CT) is superior to both serial designs (SerialCTST, SerialSTCT)
and parallel homogeneous designs (ST||ST, CT||CT). Results consistently demonstrate that our full parallel disentangled model achieves
optimal performance. The arrow (↑) indicates that higher values correspond to better performance.

Model Variant Houston Pavia Indian Pine

OA ↑ AA ↑ Kappa ↑ OA ↑ AA ↑ Kappa ↑ OA ↑ AA ↑ Kappa ↑
Part A: Core Component Ablation
w/o MS-FFN (use Standard MLP) 0.9043 0.9196 0.8961 0.9460 0.9449 0.9272 0.9397 0.9642 0.9309
w/o Channel Path (ST-Only) 0.9061 0.9202 0.8981 0.9599 0.9632 0.9463 0.9221 0.9686 0.9115
w/o Spatial Path (CT-Only) 0.9115 0.9257 0.9040 0.9489 0.9434 0.9314 0.9447 0.9735 0.9366

Part B: Architectural Design Comparison (Serial vs Parallel, Homogeneous vs Heterogeneous)

B.1: Serial Heterogeneous Baselines
Serial: CT → ST (SerialCTST) 0.9230 0.9345 0.9164 0.9530 0.9440 0.9360 0.9399 0.9487 0.9307
Serial: ST → CT (SerialSTCT) 0.9205 0.9324 0.9137 0.9532 0.9403 0.9370 0.9453 0.9796 0.9376

B.2: Parallel Homogeneous Baselines
Parallel: ST || ST 0.8906 0.9079 0.8812 0.9543 0.9523 0.9499 0.9353 0.9652 0.9260
Parallel: CT || CT 0.9194 0.9315 0.9125 0.9574 0.9536 0.9427 0.9511 0.9715 0.9438

DisentangleFormer (Full: ST||CT + STE + MS-FFN) 0.9262 0.9369 0.9199 0.9651 0.9581 0.9530 0.9611 0.9829 0.9555

datasets and metrics, confirming the effectiveness of our
principled feature disentanglement approach for multi-
channel data. DisentangleFormer achieves OA 0.9262
and Kappa 0.9199, surpassing A-SPN (OA 0.8840, Kappa
0.8700) on Houston. On Pavia University, Disentangle-
Former achieves OA 0.9651, outperforming Hyperspectral-
MAE (OA 0.9560) [18]. On Indian Pine, Disentangle-
Former gets OA 0.9611, showcasing substantial gains over
A-SPN (OA 0.9356) and HyperspectralMAE (OA 0.9237),
confirming the architectural innovations provide necessary
robustness for real-world HSI challenges.

To visually validate our core claim (Design Principle 1)
and the ablation results from Table 3, we present a tar-
geted qualitative comparison in Figure 1 (See more qual-
itative results in the supplementary material). We com-
pare our parallel DisentangleFormer against the two serial
(entangled) baselines on the challenging Pavia University
dataset. The visual results strongly corroborate our quan-
titative findings: our parallel design produces significantly
sharper class boundaries and more accurate spatial details
compared to the serial models, which exhibit more classi-
fication noise. Full qualitative comparisons against repro-

duced baseline models for all three HSI datasets (Indian
Pine, Pavia University, and Houston) are provided in the
supplementary material.

We validate our Design Principle 1 by measuring the
information redundancy between the ST and CT fea-
ture streams using Canonical Correlation Analysis (CCA),
which quantifies the peak linear correlation achievable be-
tween two high-dimensional spaces by finding their most
correlated linear projections (the first canonical variables).
As shown in Table 4, this analysis reveals a fundamen-
tal architectural limitation of serial processing. The Seri-
alCTST architecture inherently suffers from deterministic
feature entanglement. This is visually confirmed in Fig-
ure 2 by its collapsed linear distribution. While the Seri-
alSTCT configuration achieves the lowest CCA on Houston
(0.9302), this corresponds to the worst classification accu-
racy (reported in our ablation, Table 3). This ”ineffective
disentanglement” demonstrates that minimizing correlation
alone is a sub-optimal objective. In contrast, Disentangle-
Former is the only architecture that robustly finds an op-
timal balance, consistently achieving low CCA scores that
correlate with its superior classification performance.
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Table 4. Quantitative Validation of Information Disentanglement. We analyze the first canonical correlation (CCA (1st), ↓ lower means
less correlation) between the ST/CT feature streams of different models on three HSI datasets. DisentangleFormer maintains robustly low
CCA scores. In contrast, serial architectures show mixed results: SerialCTST suffers from catastrophic feature entanglement (CCA ≈ 1.0),
while SerialSTCT achieves the lowest CCA on Houston with the worst performance (see Table 3).

Model Architecture Indian Pines Houston Pavia University
(CCA ↓) (CCA ↓) (CCA ↓)

SerialCTST 0.9776 0.9974 0.9951
SerialSTCT 0.9459 0.9302 0.9587

DisentangleFormer (Ours) 0.9374 0.9325 0.9543

Table 5. BigEarthNet Multi-label Classification Performance [4].
The arrow (↑) indicates that higher values correspond to better per-
formance.

Model AP ↑ MAP ↑ µF MF ↑ µ1 ↑
ResNet-50 [12] 70.72 85.86 64.74 76.34
ResNet-101 [12] 70.63 85.92 64.19 76.13
MLP-Mixer-Base [32] 67.77 84.32 62.49 74.59
MobileViT-S [26] 69.84 86.2 62.1 75.99
DisentangleFormer 71.51 87.25 65.73 77.64

Table 6. Infrared Pathology (BR20832 [30]) Performance. The
arrow (↑) indicates that higher values correspond to better perfor-
mance.

Model Name ACC (%) ↑ AUC ↑
ResNet18 88.25 0.9520
SwinT [21] 90.75 0.9686
DisentangleFormer (Ours) 94.94 0.9865

5.4. Remote Sensing and Infrared Pathology

BigEarthNet Scalability: Table 5 demonstrates Disentan-
gleFormer’s robustness in the large-scale, multi-label do-
main. The DisentangleFormer model achieves a MAP of
87.25 and a µ1 of 77.64, surpassing optimized ResNet-101
(MAP: 85.92, µ1: 76.13) [12]. These results establish Dis-
entangleFormer as a new SOTA solution for this large-scale,
multi-label benchmark.
Infrared Pathology: (Table 6) shows the effectiveness
of our principle on molecular IR spectroscopy (BR20832)
[30]. DisentangleFormer achieves state-of-the-art results
with ACC 94.94% and AUC 0.9865. DisentangleFormer
significantly outperforms SwinT (ACC: 90.75%) [21]. This
validates that spatial-channel disentanglement captures sub-
tle molecular signatures in infrared pathology imaging.
Ethics Statement: The BR20832 dataset used in our
pathology experiments is publicly available and has been
ethically approved by the original study.

5.5. General Vision Domain and Potential Limita-
tions

We analyze the efficiency and generalization capability of
the DisentangleFormer architecture as a vision backbone
using the ImageNet-1K benchmark (Table 2). While our
architecture is primarily optimized for multi-channel, high-
dimensional imaging tasks (HSI, remote sensing, infrared
pathology), this evaluation serves to validate its computa-
tional efficiency and general-purpose capability.

As shown in Table 2, DisentangleFormer-Tiny achieves
80.0% Acc@1 and 94.8% Acc@5. While the Acc@1 is
lower than the DaViT-T baseline (82.8%), it is important
to note that our result was obtained from a single train-
ing run without hyperparameter tuning due to computa-
tional limitations. Nonetheless, our model attains this com-
petitive accuracy with dramatically reduced computational
cost: it uses only 3.7G FLOPs, representing a 17.8% re-
duction in computational overhead compared to DaViT-
Tiny (4.5G FLOPs), and decreases the parameter count to
25.6M (vs. 28.3M). This result validates that our architec-
tural design is highly efficient and capable of generalizing
beyond its primary specialization. This deliberate focus on
multi-channel data yields state-of-the-art benefits in our tar-
get domains, while its full potential on general vision tasks
remains a promising area for future exploration.

6. Conclusion

We proposed DisentangleFormer, which adopts principled
spatial-channel decoupling guided by information-theoretic
design principles. The architecture aims to preserve infor-
mation content within each stream while minimizing re-
dundancy through parallel independent pathways. Disen-
tangleFormer demonstrated consistent improvements across
a wide spectrum of multi-channel vision tasks. It estab-
lished new state-of-the-art results across all targeted do-
mains: on key HSI classification benchmarks, on the large-
scale BigEarthNet remote sensing dataset, and on the spe-
cialized BR20832 infrared pathology task. These results
demonstrate that this principle-guided design yields robust
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and efficient models for multi-channel vision tasks. This
efficiency was confirmed on ImageNet, where the model
reduced FLOPs by 17.8% compared to DaViT-Tiny while
maintaining competitive accuracy. As the design is highly
tailored for multi-channel data, its broader performance on
general vision tasks remains underexplored, marking a clear
avenue for future investigation.
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