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Abstract—Vehicle-centric perception plays a crucial role in
many intelligent systems, including large-scale surveillance sys-
tems, intelligent transportation, and autonomous driving. Ex-
isting approaches typically employ general pre-trained weights
to initialize backbone networks, followed by task-specific fine-
tuning. However, these models lack effective learning of vehicle-
related knowledge during pre-training, resulting in poor capa-
bility for modeling general vehicle perception representations.
To handle this problem, we propose VehicleMAE-V2, a novel
vehicle-centric pre-trained large model. By exploring and ex-
ploiting vehicle-related multimodal structured priors to guide
the masked token reconstruction process, our approach can
significantly enhance the model’s capability to learn generalizable
representations for vehicle-centric perception. Specifically, we
design the Symmetry-guided Mask Module (SMM), Contour-
guided Representation Module (CRM) and Semantics-guided
Representation Module (SRM) to incorporate three kinds of
structured priors into token reconstruction including symmetry,
contour and semantics of vehicles respectively. SMM utilizes
the vehicle symmetry constraints to avoid retaining symmetric
patches and can thus select high-quality masked image patches
and reduce information redundancy. CRM minimizes the prob-
ability distribution divergence between contour features and
reconstructed features and can thus preserve holistic vehicle
structure information during pixel-level reconstruction. SRM
aligns image-text features through contrastive learning and cross-
modal distillation to address the feature confusion caused by in-
sufficient semantic understanding during masked reconstruction.
To support the pre-training of VehicleMAE-V2, we construct
Autobot4M, a large-scale dataset comprising approximately 4
million vehicle images and 12,693 text descriptions. Extensive
experiments on five downstream tasks demonstrate the superior
performance of VehicleMAE-V2. The source code, dataset, and
pre-trained large models are available on https://github.com/
Vehicle-AHU/VehicleMAE.

Index Terms—Pre-trained Vision Model; Masked Auto-
Encoder; Vehicle-centric Perception; Vision and Language; Self-
Supervised Learning

I. INTRODUCTION

ITH the rapid development of artificial intelligence,
more and more vehicle-centric perception problems
have been widely discussed. For vehicle perception in au-
tonomous driving and smart cities, core computer vision tasks
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Fig. 1. Comparison between existing large models and our newly proposed
VehicleMAE-V2 on five downstream vehicle related tasks.

include vehicle classification [1], detection [2], segmenta-
tion [3], re-identification [4], and attribute recognition [5]. In
real-world scenarios, these tasks face a number of challenges,
including low illumination, motion blur, and occlusion, to
name a few. To address these challenges, current researchers
usually study these research topics in a relatively independent
way in the early stage of the third wave of deep learning
techniques. The popular paradigm is that a small dataset
is collected and annotated for each topic to train a deep
neural network from scratch or based on pre-trained backbone
networks like ResNet [6] or ViT [7]. While this paradigm
has achieved some progress, the intricate nature of real-world
environments means these challenges are yet to be fully
resolved.

Recently, the pre-trained large models [8], [9] have garnered
increasing attention within the computer vision community,
initially making a splash in natural language processing. For
example, the GPT series [10]-[13] and Llama series [14]
demonstrate their powerful performance on different tasks,
e.g., translation, reasoning and representation learning. The
representative vision Transformer networks ViT [7] and Swin-
Transformer [15] achieve compelling results on various vision
tasks, such as object detection and tracking, segmentation and
recognition. Usually, these large models are pre-trained in a
self-supervised learning manner on the large-scale pre-training
corpus. There are also many multi-modal pre-trained large
models [16], [17] which further extend the scope of input


https://github.com/Vehicle-AHU/VehicleMAE
https://github.com/Vehicle-AHU/VehicleMAE
https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.19934v1

IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON CIRCUITS AND SYSTEMS FOR VIDEO TECHNOLOGY, 2025 2

Vehicle Attribute @*—* W - Color: White RG]+ Chevrolet
ecognition Y - Doors:4 . UV
@D . ses s . SUV2012
-
Vehicle Fine-grained (a) Vehicle Attribute Recognition  (b) Vehicle Fine-grained Recognition
Structural Prior Recognition !_
Matched Text N
a picture of a car. the center of the car is Vehicle » (c) VL]‘IIL.|L Reidentification
middle of the picture. the front of this car Reidentification —
is facing clockwise at 0 degrees, the car i
occupies an area of (.55 on the picture. r S
Unmatched Text VAT, (d) Vehicle Part Segmentation
Segmentation L
A picture of a white 2023 Audi Q5L car, \ ‘
it is a medium SUV, it has =+ VMMAE.VZ \ -
— Vehicle Detection - A 3 i . AN
Semantic Prior (e) Vehicle Detection

Fig. 2. An illustration of our newly proposed pre-trained vehicle-centric large model VehicleMAE-V2, which is pre-trained on 4M vehicle images based on
structural and semantic priors. Five downstream tasks are evaluated to validate the effectiveness and generalization of the proposed VehicleMAE-V2.

modalities into language, audio, LiDAR, event/spike stream,
etc.

Among them, the Masked Auto-Encoder (MAE) [18] is
a representative pre-training framework that masks a high
proportion of the input images and reconstructs the masked re-
gions for visual representation learning. Although pre-training
foundational vision models on large-scale vehicle images is
intuitively feasible, the lack of learning mechanisms tailored
to vehicle characteristics can limit the model’s ability to learn
generalizable representations for vehicle perception tasks.
Considering that a vehicle is actually a special target object
with contours consisting of curves or straight lines, unified
colors, and bilateral symmetry. In addition, the manufacturer
provides detailed parameter documentation and other infor-
mation for each vehicle, and we can actually obtain a con-
siderable amount of multimodal data for pre-training vehicle
models. Based on the above observations and reflections, this
paper presents a large vehicle-centric model pre-trained based
on multimodal structured priors enhanced MAE framework,
termed VehicleMAE-V2. As a general pre-trained large model,
it can be adopted in various vehicle-related downstream tasks,
such as attribute recognition, fine-grained recognition, re-
identification, partial segmentation, and vehicle detection, as
shown in Figure | and Figure 2.

Specifically, our framework consists of three main modules:
the Symmetry-guided Mask Module (SMM), the Contour-
guided Representation Module (CRM), and the Semantics-
guided Representation Module (SRM). Given the input vehicle
images, we utilize a vehicle angle detector to pre-acquire the
bounding box and angle information of each vehicle. The
SMM utilizes this information to prioritize the selection of
image patches from target regions for masking, while avoiding
information redundancy caused by symmetrical patches. The
unmasked image patches are fed into an asymmetric Trans-
former encoder-decoder for masked patch reconstruction. In
the CRM, we extract contour maps of the input images using
an edge detector and employ a shared Transformer encoder to
obtain contour features. By minimizing the probability distri-
bution divergence between contour features and reconstructed
features, we supervise the reconstruction of the vehicle’s over-
all structural information at the pixel level. In the SRM, we
design two types of textual descriptions. The first is unpaired

textual descriptions related to vehicle attributes. For this, we
introduce a pre-trained CLIP [19] visual-language encoder to
obtain visual and textual representations. By constructing a
cross-modal distillation loss between CLIP-encoded features
and the reconstructed features output by the decoder, we learn
rich vehicle knowledge from the textual descriptions. The sec-
ond is paired textual descriptions relevant to the image content.
We use the CLIP text encoder to extract text embeddings and
perform contrastive learning with the visual features extracted
by the encoder, thereby enhancing the model’s semantic un-
derstanding capability. These designs collectively contribute to
achieving efficient and high-performance vehicle pre-training.
An overview of the VehicleMAE-V2 can be found in Figure 3.

To pre-train our VehicleMAE-V2 effectively, we collect
a new large-scale dataset, which contains approximately 4
million vehicle images, named Autobot4M. The sources of
these images, including existing datasets, public visual surveil-
lance systems, and vehicle websites, fully reflect the key
challenges in vehicle-centric perception. For example, illumi-
nation variation, motion blur, viewpoints, and occlusions are
all considered. It is worth noting that part of these images
is crawled from the Internet, and the corresponding language
descriptions are also used for multimodal pre-training in our
framework. Please check Section IV for a better understanding
of the pre-training dataset.

To sum up, the key contributions of this paper can be
summarized as the following three aspects:

e We propose a novel vehicle-centric perceptual multi-
modal pre-training framework, termed VehicleMAE-V2. By
integrating vehicle-related multimodal structured information
during pre-training, it significantly enhances the performance
of downstream vehicle perception tasks.

e We design a set of prior-guided modules that integrate
symmetry, contour, and semantics priors into the masked token
reconstruction process, thereby enhancing the model’s ability
to learn generalizable representations for vehicle perception.

e We construct a large-scale vehicle pre-training dataset,
termed Autobot4M, which comprises 4 million images and
over 10,000 textual descriptions of various vehicle models,
covering diverse scenarios and challenging conditions.

This paper is an extension of our previous work Vehi-
cleMAE [20], which was published at the international confer-
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ence AAAI 2024. The key improvements can be summarized
as follows: 1) Larger Pre-training Dataset: We significantly
expanded the AutobotlM dataset from the conference version
to Autobot4M, which is four times larger, containing 4 million
samples. This provides substantial support for large-scale
model pre-training. During dataset expansion, we specifically
focused on addressing the lack of in-vehicle perspective im-
ages in Autobot1M, supplementing 1 million such vehicle im-
ages in Autobot4M. Additionally, images of complex scenarios
such as nighttime and rainy conditions were significantly
expanded in Autobot4M. This dataset will serve as a valuable
resource for other researchers in the field of vehicle-centric
studies. 2) Symmetry-guided Mask Module: In the conference
version, we adopted the same random masking strategy as
MAE. However, this approach of randomly selecting masked
patches tends to result in a large number of non-critical
regions being masked. Additionally, since vehicles are rigid
objects with obvious left-right symmetry, symmetric image
patches contain redundant information, leading to inefficiency
when fed into the encoder. To address this, we designed
a Symmetry-guided Mask Module for VehicleMAE-V2. By
leveraging angle and bounding box information from the
detector, we compute the symmetry axis of the target to
avoid retaining symmetric patches in the unmasked regions.
Furthermore, since detectors may occasionally fail, our module
integrates three masking strategies: random masking, box-
guided masking, and symmetry-guided masking. 3) Semantics-
guided Representation Module: In the conference version,
we collected over 10,000 vehicle model description texts.
However, these texts were not strictly paired with images and
lacked descriptive content about the visual features. To address
this, we leveraged the angle and bounding box information
from the angle detector to generate paired descriptive texts
for each image (images without detectable angles or bounding
boxes were discarded). Through vision-language contrastive
learning, we enhanced the model’s ability to perceive semantic
information in images. 4) Diverse Downstream Tasks: In
the conference version, our pre-training dataset consisted of
small-scene images of individual vehicles, which were not
well-suited for large-scene detection tasks. Therefore, the
downstream tasks were only focused on small-scene images.
In subsequent research, we proposed a novel framework
called VFM-Det [21], which applies VehicleMAE to object
detection. As a result, this study expands the validation to
five vehicle-related downstream tasks by adding a vehicle
detection task. Additionally, more comprehensive experiments
were conducted to further verify the effectiveness of the
proposed vehicle pre-training strategy.

II. RELATED WORKS

A. Pre-trained Large Models

In recent years, pre-training models on large-scale datasets
through self-/un-supervised learning have been a hot research
topic. Self-supervised learning typically involves training on
unlabeled data using automatically generated labels or tasks.
Common pre-training models can be categorized into two

types based on different proxy tasks: contrastive learning-
based and reconstruction-based pre-training methods. Specif-
ically, contrastive learning—based methods aim to pull similar
samples closer while pushing dissimilar samples apart, thereby
learning a representation space that facilitates discrimination
among different data categories. In early computer vision
studies, contrastive learning commonly relies on paired sam-
ples constructed through data augmentation. For example,
MoCo [22] introduces momentum encoders to reduce the
computational cost induced by large numbers of negative
samples, while SimCLR [23] enhances contrastive learning
by adopting richer data augmentations and larger batch sizes.
Building upon this paradigm, recent studies further extend con-
trastive learning to multimodal and finer-grained representa-
tion learning scenarios to alleviate representation discrepancies
across different modalities or domains. For instance, CDC [24]
proposes a camera-aware differentiated clustering and focal
contrastive learning method to reduce pseudo-label noise for
unsupervised vehicle re-identification; Wang et al. [25] pro-
pose a contrastive learning framework based on class-level
and cluster-level memory dictionaries, jointly pre-training on
source and target domains to facilitate more accurate pseudo-
label generation during fine-tuning; SDCluster [26] introduces
pixel-level clustering constraints under the contrastive learn-
ing paradigm, removing ineffective prototypes and preserving
critical semantic information through prototype and semantic
consistency constraints.

Another mainstream category comprises reconstruction-
based pre-training methods, which perform self-supervised
learning by reconstructing masked portions of the input within
the model, thereby encouraging the learning of expressive fea-
ture representations. This paradigm is widely adopted in both
natural language processing and computer vision. For example,
BERT [27] conducts pre-training via masked language mod-
eling on large-scale corpora, while MAE [18] and BEiT [28]
learn visual representations by predicting the original pixels of
masked image patches. In recent years, reconstruction strate-
gies further extend to various domain-specific applications. In
the 3D perception domain, Zhu et al. [29] propose a unified
framework that mutually enhances 3D reconstruction and im-
age inpainting for high-quality 3D face reconstruction; Gong et
al. [30] combine contrastive learning with masked reconstruc-
tion to learn more discriminative 3D action representations.
In the autonomous driving domain, Ni et al. [31] propose
MaskGWM, which integrates diffusion-based generation with
MAE-style masked reconstruction to significantly improve the
long-horizon prediction and generalization ability of driving
world models. In the education domain, FMAE [32] proposes
a facial masked autoencoder—based pre-training method that
learns key facial and spatio-temporal features from unlabeled
videos for student engagement recognition.

In addition, several works explore the synergy between
reconstruction and contrastive learning, such as C2MAE [33]
and CM3AE [34], which balance instance discrimination and
local perception by jointly modeling contrastive objectives and
masked image modeling. Other studies focus on pre-training
models tailored to specific targets or scenarios, including
BYOL [35], and PLIP [36] for human-centric perception,
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S3D [37] and HDXrayMAE [38] for medical image percep-
tion, and RoMA [39] and RS-vHeat [40] for remote sensing
applications. Different from prior works, our VehicleMAE [20]
and its enhanced version VehicleMAE-V2 specifically target
vehicle-centric perception by systematically exploiting struc-
tural and semantic priors for pre-training.

B. Vehicle-centric Perceptron

In recent years, many researchers dedicate to studying
vehicle-centric intelligent visual perception problems. Among
them, the most widely researched visual tasks include vehi-
cle detection, vehicle attribute recognition, and vehicle re-
identification. In the domain of vehicle detection, Zhu et
al. [41] introduce a multi-scale deformable attention module,
effectively boosting model inference speed. Li et al. [42]
propose SFP, which constructs a feature pyramid solely from
single-scale feature maps, eliminating hierarchical constraints
on the detector backbone network. Wu et al. [21] propose
the VAtt2Vec module to predict and learn unified attribute
representations, mitigating differences between visual features
and semantic labels.

In the domain of vehicle attribute recognition, Cheng et
al. [43] propose a multimodal framework based on visual-
language fusion, aiming to extract inherent textual information
from attribute annotations. Wu et al. [44] introduce the Selec-
tive Feature Activation Method (SFAM) and the Orthogonal
Feature Activation Loss to alleviate the issue of imbalanced
attribute distributions in attribute recognition tasks. Bui et
al. [45] propose the C2T-Net attribute recognition network,
which effectively integrates SwinT and ViT to better capture
both local and global features of individuals. For vehicle re-
identification, He et al. [46] introduce the first Transformer-
based re-ID framework, which enhances the extraction of
global information and fine-grained features. Li et al. [47]
propose a cross-domain class awareness module to mitigate
domain discrepancies between day and night images, effec-
tively improving vehicle re-identification performance in day-
night alternating traffic scenarios. Shen et al. [48] present a
triplet contrastive representation learning (TCRL) framework
that utilizes cluster features to connect part and global features,
addressing the issue of unreliable pseudo-labels caused by
imbalanced feature information in unsupervised vehicle re-
identification. Different from these works, in this paper, we
propose a vehicle-centric pre-trained large model that supports
multiple downstream vehicle-related tasks and achieves higher
performances.

III. METHODOLOGY

In this section, we first outline our proposed VehicleMAE-
V2 framework. Next, we provide a detailed introduction to
the network architecture and loss functions, focusing on the
Symmetry-guided Mask Module, Contour-guided Representa-
tion Module, and Semantics-guided Representation Module.
Finally, we discuss five downstream tasks to validate the
effectiveness and generalization capability of our proposed
VehicleMAE-V2 large model.

A. Overview

In this paper, we propose the vehicle-centric pre-training
framework based on the Masked Auto-Encoder (MAE), termed
VehicleMAE-V2. As shown in Figure 3, given the input ve-
hicle image, we first partition it into non-overlapping patches
and mask them with a high ratio by following MAE. Different
from the widely used random masking strategy, a novel
symmetry-guided mask module is proposed in this paper.
The underlying insight of this mechanism is that vehicles
inherently possess structured information, such as left-right
symmetry. The remaining visible patches are projected into
tokens and position encoding is added to them before feeding
them into the Transformer encoder network. A set of randomly
initialized tokens is incorporated by concatenating them with
the processed visible tokens. Then, a Transformer decoder
is utilized for masked token reconstruction based on the
mean squared error loss function. However, it is evident
that this loss function fails to effectively model the overall
structural information of the vehicle, often resulting in blurry
reconstructed vehicle images and sub-optimal performance on
downstream tasks. In VehicleMAE-V2, considering that vehi-
cle contour lines are predominantly composed of straight lines
or curves, we design a contour-guided representation module.
By minimizing the probability distribution divergence between
contour features and reconstructed features, this module guides
the reconstruction process to preserve the overall structural
information of vehicles.

On the other hand, relying solely on the masked reconstruc-
tion strategy would lead to a lack of semantic understanding in
the model, resulting in part feature confusion issues. Therefore,
we design a semantics-guided representation module. First,
we introduce a pre-trained CLIP model to encode visual and
textual features. We then perform intra-modal and cross-modal
knowledge distillation between these CLIP features and the
decoder’s reconstructed features. This allows our model to
learn CLIP’s robust representation space and acquire rich
vehicle knowledge. Then, we enhance the model’s semantic
perception of image content by aligning visual features with
vehicle-specific textual prompt features. Extensive experiments
on five downstream tasks fully validate the effectiveness of our
proposed VehicleMAE-V2. More details are introduced in the
following sub-sections.

B. Pre-trained Large Model: VehicleMAE-V2

o Symmetry-guided Mask Module. Given the vehicle image
I € R2?%4x224X3_ we follow the standard ViT-Base setting
and partition the image into non-overlapping patches of size
16 x 16. Specifically, the stride is set to 16 along both the
height and width dimensions, resulting in 14 x 14 = 196 image
patches P; € R16X16%3 4 ¢ £1.2 ... 196}. Subsequently, a
high ratio of these patches is masked to facilitate effective self-
supervised learning by following MAE. Unlike conventional
random mask, in this paper, we consider that vehicles are
generally laterally symmetrical, which can be used to guide the
masking procedure. Specifically, for each input image I, we
first use the YAEN [49] vehicle angle detector to obtain both
location and angle information. Note that there are also some
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Fig. 3. An overview of our proposed structured pre-training framework for vehicle perception, termed VehicleMAE-V2. The framework is built upon the
structural and semantic information of vehicle targets and consists of three key modules: a Symmetry-guided Mask Module that exploits vehicle symmetry
priors to guide the masking strategy; a Contour-guided Representation Module that explicitly models and constrains the spatial structural representation of
vehicles; and a Semantics-guided Representation Module that aligns visual features with semantic information to enhance the model’s semantic understanding

capability.

images where the detector is unable to ascertain the vehicle’s
orientation, resulting in outputs that are either blank or include
only the bounding box information. Consequently, the images
are categorized using three types of labels: without any labels,
with only a bounding box label, and with both bounding box
and angle labels.

In our symmetry-guided mask module, three independent
masking strategies are implemented to address different an-
notation scenarios: the random mask, the box-guided mask,
and the symmetry-guided mask, as depicted in Figure 4.
Specifically, we adopt the random mask strategy for the
unlabeled image by following MAE. We select the box-
guided mask strategy for the images with predicted box labels
and set different mask ratios for the vehicle and background
regions. For input images with both box and angle labels,
we use a symmetry-guided mask strategy, which builds on
the box-guided mask strategy by adding constraints related
to symmetric target blocks. Specifically, we first calculate the
symmetric block indices within the target region based on the
angle and box and then traverse the masked status of image
blocks according to these indices. At least one of the two
symmetric blocks is masked. If both symmetric patches are not
masked, we randomly mask one patch from them. To maintain
the overall masking rate, we randomly remove the mask from
one patch selected from a candidate replacement queue.

After masking 75% of the image patches using the
symmetry-guided mask module, the remaining 25% of the

patches are fed into the neural network. A convolutional layer
with a kernel size 16 x 16 is used to map each image patch
P; to a token embedding P’ , € RX78 j ¢ {1,2,...,49},
where 768 denotes the output dimensionality of the convolu-
tional layer and 49 represents the number of unmasked image
patches. By concatenating the CLS-token P., € R!*768
we obtain the input token embeddings P.,,, € R?0x768
where 50 consists of one CLS-token and 49 unmasked image
tokens. At the same time, we introduce the position encoding
Z},s € ROYXT68 to encode the spatial coordinates of input
tokens. Therefore, we have P.,,, € R50%768 — Z s + Pemb
and feed them into the Transformer encoder, which contains
12 Transformer blocks. The output P € R?°X768 from the
encoder has the same dimensions as the input tokens. After
passing the encoder output P through a 512-dimensional
linear projection layer, it is projected into the embedding
P...py € RP0%512 The randomly initialized masked tokens
Prask € R17%512 and the projected visible tokens P.,,; are
first concatenated to form the input Py, € R?7%512 of the
decoder network, where 147 denotes the number of masked
image patches. A new position encoding Z72,, € R'¥7*512
is also incorporated into the input embedding Pie,,p. The
decoder network contains 8 Transformer blocks, which are
used only during the pre-training phase for reconstructing the
masked image patches.

The Mean Squared Error (MSE) over pixel space between
the masked regions in the original image and the predicted
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(a). Original

(b). Random Masked

(c). Box-guide Masked  (d). Symmetry-guide Masked

Fig. 4. Comparison of different masked strategies used in our VehicleMAE-V2 framework, i.e., (b). the random masking, (c). the box-guided masking, and
(d). the symmetry-guided masking. The blue dotted line represents the box of the vehicle target. The red straight line is the axis of symmetry of the vehicle.
The green box and double-headed arrow dashed line indicate the unmasked symmetric patch in the box-guide mask strategy. The yellow box and single-arrow
dashed line indicate the result after eliminating symmetrical blocks in the symmetry-guide mask strategy.

image is adopted as the reconstruction loss to optimize the
symmetry-guided mask module, which can be expressed as:

=N LS V- Ve, (1)

™ teP,

where V' is the RGB pixel value of the input image, and V" is
the predicted pixel value. N, is the number of masked pixels,
P, is the index of the masked pixel, ||*||2 refers to the Lo
loss function.

e Contour-guided Representation Module. In the standard
MAE framework, the pixel-wise Mean Squared Error (MSE)
loss function is adopted to supervise the reconstruction of
masked tokens. Obviously, this loss function can achieve
good results in guiding fine-grained pixel-level prediction, but
it falls short in modeling the structure information of the
overall vehicle. The structure prior information of vehicles
is significant, including lines, curves, etc. In addition to the
significant shape information of different components, there
are also strict positional relationships between the components.
Therefore, we consider utilizing such information to achieve
higher-quality masked token reconstruction.

As shown in Figure 3, we first utilize the edge detector
BDCN [50] to get the contour map of the input vehicle image.
Then, we partition it into non-overlapping patches and project
them into tokens P, € R'97%768 The Transformer network
used for the encoding of raw vehicle image is adopted to
encode the contour map. The output feature vectors serve
as the supervision for vehicle reconstruction. Specifically,
we project the skeleton tokens and reconstructed invisible
tokens into probability distributions with K dimensions (i.e.,
PLM(F5) and PY*“"(F}) in Eq. 2, respectively) using two
separate projection layers,

Lunim = — Z Py (E)Tlog PP (F)), @)

where N, is the number of masked patches in the encoding
phase, ¢ and 6 are the parameters of the two separate
projection layers, F'® is the skeleton feature output by the
contour guided representation module, and F? is the feature
corresponding to the reconstructed invisible token.

In order to obtain better visual semantic information, we
also project the skeleton CLS token and reconstructed CLS
token to derive their respective classification distributions. The
similarity loss function can be formally written as:

Lcls = gc/l S( ;

cls

)TlOgPCls(Fcls) (3)

where F%_ and F,_ are the class-tokens output by the contour
guided representation module and the reconstruction decoder,
respectively.

e Semantics-guided Representation Module. The MAE
framework is trained through original image reconstruction,
and our newly proposed symmetry-guided mask module helps
select the most valuable image patches to be masked. The
contour-guided representation module assists the model in
better reconstructing the spatial layout of the vehicle. Although
this achieves good performance, the model still lacks under-
standing of the image content and vehicle targets. Therefore,
we introduce two types of text modal information to enrich the
model with semantic information, enabling the large model to
better understand the vehicles.

In this work, we collect attribute information for different
vehicles to construct a set of textual descriptions that are not
completely paired with images. We use the pre-trained vision-
language model CLIP [19] to process the vehicle image I and
the textual description T%% = [wy, w3, ..., W,y,]|, Where w; rep-
resents the i textual description. Specifically, the CLIP [19]
language encoder embeds each text w; to obtain the tokens
w; € R1*512 The CLIP text feature W = [w7, Ws, ..., Wyy,).
Meanwhile, the CLIP visual encoder transforms the vehicle
image into visual tokens V¢ € R'*52_ Note that both the
CLIP visual and language encoders have fixed parameters. To
leverage the feature extraction capabilities of the pre-trained
CLIP visual encoder, we introduce a similarity loss between
the CLIP visual features and the MAE Transformer decoded
features. The formula is as follows:

_ VE V2 _ (Ft_ ey
ber = (g ~ ey =50V @

where F'* is decoded features from MAE, and ||| refers to
the Lo norm.

Then, we also consider the consistency constraint between
the similarity distribution of CLIP text-visual features and
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TABLE I
EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS OF OUR MODEL, OTHER PRE-TRAINED MODELS, AND TASK-SPECIFIC MODELS ON VEHICLE ATTRIBUTE RECOGNITION (VAR),
VEHICLE DETECTION (V-DET), VEHICLE RE-IDENTIFICATION (V-REID), VEHICLE FINE-GRAINED RECOGNITION (VFR), AND VEHICLE PART
SEGMENTATION (VPS).

Method Dataset VAR V-Det V-Reid VFR VPS

mA Acc  Prec  Recall I APo.5.0.95 APos  APyrs | mAP Rl Acc | mlou mAcc

PromptPAR [5] - 90.58 94.10 9577 9578  95.58 - - - - - - - -

VFM-Det [21] - - - - - - 46.9 66.5 51.6 - - - - -

KMINet [51] - - - - - - - - - 85.7 97.7 - - -

DIFFUSEMIX [52] - - - - - - - - - - 93.1 - -
GCNet [53] - - - - - - - - - - - - 73.82 7931
Scratch - 84.67 80.86  84.660 85.77 84.90 41.2 59.6 44.5 353 573 | 248 | 4936 5922
MoCov3 [54], ImagNet-1K | 90.38 93.88 9557 9548 9533 45.0 65.6 49.3 75.5 944 | 913 | 7317  78.60
DINO [55] ImagNet-1K | 89.92 91.09 92.84  93.60  93.11 44.1 64.8 48.3 64.3 915 - 6843 7337
IBOT [56] ImagNet-1K | 89.51  90.17 91.95 93.03 9237 41.8 60.8 46.5 68.9 92.6 | 8l1.1 66.03  71.06
MAE [18] ImagNet-1K | 89.69 93.60 94.81 95.54  95.08 42.4 61.8 46.4 76.7 958 | 91.2 | 69.54  75.36
MAE [18] AutobotIM | 90.19 94.06 95.45 95.68 9543 43.7 63.0 47.8 75.5 954 | 913 69.00 7536
VehicleMAE [20] AutobotIM | 9221 9491 96.00  96.50  96.17 46.9 66.5 51.6 85.6 979 | 945 | 7329 80.22
VehicleMAE-V2 AutobotIM | 9243  95.67 96.56  97.00  96.70 47.3 67.2 529 86.6 98.0 | 948 | 7466  80.67
VehicleMAE-V2 Autobot4M | 93.19 9591 96.89  97.28  96.98 48.5 67.4 53.8 873 98.0 | 949 | 7504  81.04

CLIP text-MAE decoded visual features. To be specific, the
similarity between the CLIP text w;, j = {1,2,...,m} and the
visual features is firstly calculated by:

exp((Ve * w;)/7)
> one1 exp((Ve x w,)/7)
where 7 is a temperature hyper-parameter, which is set to 1 in

our experiments. The similarity distribution between the text
and CLIP visual features can be obtained via:

SV, W) = [s1(Ve, w1), oery s (VE, Wi)].

s;(Ve, ;) =

(&)

(6)

Similarly, we can get the similarity distribution between the
text and MAE decoded visual features via:

S(Ft, W) = [s1(Ft,@1), ..., s (F, W) (7)

We realize the consistency constraint by minimizing the cross-
entropy loss between the two similarity distributions.

To enhance our model, we introduce a regularization term
for the similarity distribution between the MAE decoded
features and CLIP text features. Therefore, the regularized sim-
ilarity distribution consistency loss function can be formulated
as:

Les = KL(S(Ve, W), S(Ft,W)) + H(S(F*,W)), (8)

where H denotes the entropy, and K L is the kullback-leibler
divergence.

On the other hand, the YAEN [49] vehicle angle detector
can detect box and angle labels for most images. Thus,
we utilize these two labels to generate textual descriptions
that correspond to each image. Specifically, there are three
scenarios for each input image based on the output of the
YAEN [49], i.e., no label, with box label, and with both box
and angle labels.

For images without predicted labels, we don’t generate tex-
tual descriptions for these images used in contrastive learning.
For images with box labels, we calculate the center position
and the proportion of the vehicle object in the image based
on the box information. The center position c is the center
point of the box, and the proportion r is the ratio of the box
area to the image area. The large language model ChatGPT

is utilized to generate a template (1, and the center position
and proportion information are embedded into the template to
generate a content-relevant textual description w{ = Q1 (c;, ;)
for that image.

For images with both box and angle labels, we introduce the
center position, proportion, and vehicle angle a and generate
a template )2 using the ChatGPT model. Then, a textual
description w§ = Q2(c;,7;,a;) can be generated based on
the template. Thus, we can get the content-relevant textual
descriptions T = [w, wg, ..., w%] for most images. As shown
in Figure 5 (b), we provide examples of the corresponding
generated textual descriptions. In this framework, we em-
ploy a pre-trained CLIP language encoder to process these
content-relevant textual descriptions. Specifically, the textual
description w{ is input into the CLIP text encoder to obtain
text features F¥ € R!'*°!2 It is important to note that the
parameters of both the CLIP visual and language encoders
are fixed. Then we normalize the image features P output
by the encoder in the symmetry-guided mask module and the
text features F'* using the L2 norm and calculate the cosine
embedding loss between the normalized features. The formula
is as follows:

Ny =
1 P; v
Lot= Y CEL(5—, b, 9
=N, & PR TR ©

where C E'L stands for Cosine Embedding Loss, IV, represents
the batch size, and ||||2 refers to the Lo norm.

Finally, the overall loss function of our proposed
VehicleMAE-V2 can be expressed as:

L= )\TLT+>\mimLmim+>\clchls+Achcf+)\cchs+)\vtLvt7
(10)

where A, Apyim, Aciss Acfs Acs, and Ay are hyperparameters

controlling the relative importance of each loss component.

C. Downstream Tasks

In this paper, we validate the effectiveness and general-
ization capability of our proposed large model VehicleMAE-
V2 across five vehicle perception tasks. These tasks include
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(a). Images example

Fig. 5. Representative samples of our proposed Autobot4M dataset.

object detection, part segmentation, attribute recognition, re-
identification, and fine-grained recognition. A brief intro-
duction to these tasks can be found in our supplementary
materials.

IV. PRE-TRAINING DATASET: AUTOBOT4M

In this work, we collect a large-scale pre-training dataset
for vehicle-centric perception, called Autobot4M, to support
the training of our proposed VehicleMAE-V2. The dataset
contains 4,020,368 vehicle images from various scenes and
12,693 textual descriptions of different vehicle models.

The images in this dataset are sourced from our constructed
vehicle pre-training dataset AutobotlM, as well as two pub-
licly available vehicle datasets: the PKU-VD [57] dataset and
the SODA10M [58] dataset. Specifically, Autobot1M includes
1,026,394 vehicle images from different scenes, including
732,112 surveillance images and 294,282 network images. The
training set of the PKU-VD dataset contains 1,886,682 indi-
vidual vehicle images from surveillance scenes, all of which
are added to our dataset. The SODA10M dataset consists
of 10 million road scene images, from which we select a
subset and use the YOLOvS5 ! detection algorithm to crop out
1,107,292 individual vehicle images. As shown in Figure 5 (a),
the images in our dataset fully consider various challenging
factors in vehicle perception tasks, such as low light, motion
blur, occlusion, and multi-view angles. It also covers a range
of capture tools, including surveillance cameras, in-vehicle
cameras, handheld cameras, and web-rendered images.

At the same time as crawling vehicle images from the Inter-
net, we also collect eleven attribute information corresponding
to the vehicle models, including brand, color, energy type,
level, length, width, height, doors, seats, wheelbase, and years.

Thttps://github.com/ultralytics/yolov3

Box: [105,169,813,522]
Angle: 305°

Box: [189,175,701,592] greq of 0.38 on the picture.
Angle: 5°

A picture of a car, the center
of the car is middle of the
picture, the front of this car is
facing anticlockwise at 305
degrees, the car occupies an
area of (.44 on the picture.

A picture of a white 2023 Audi
OS5L car, it is a medium SUV, it
has a length of 4770, a width of
1893, a height of 1667, a
wheelbase of 2907, it has 5 doors
and 5 seats.

A picture of a car, the center
of the car is middle of the
picture, the front of this car is
facing a n t i clockwise at 5
degrees, the car occupies an

A picture of a golden 2022 Lumin
. car, it is a motor home, it has a
- length of 5995, a width of 2170, a
height of 3040, a wheelbase of
unknown it has 3 doors and 6
seats.
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(d). Tag clouds of textual descriptions

Based on these attributes, we generate corresponding textual
descriptions for each vehicle model. As shown in Figure 5
(c) and Figure 5 (d), we provide examples of the textual
descriptions and the frequency of word occurrences in these
textual descriptions.

V. EXPERIMENTS
A. Datasets and Evaluation Metric

In our five different downstream tasks, four datasets are
adopted for the downstream validation, including the VeRi
dataset [59], Stanford Cars dataset [60], and PartImageNet
dataset [61], Cityscapes dataset [62]. Multiple evaluation
metrics are used for different downstream tasks, including
mA, Ace, Prec, Recall, F1, mAP, R1, mIoU, mAcc,
APy .5:0.95, APo.5, and APy 75. More details can be found
in our supplementary materials.

B. Implementation Details

In our pre-training phase, the learning rate is set as 0.0002,
and the weight decay is 0.04. The AdamW [63] is selected
as the optimizer to train our model. The batch size is 512
and trains for a total of 100 epochs on our AutobotIM or
Autobot4M dataset. Additional training details are provided
in the supplementary materials.

C. Comparison with State-of-the-art Algorithms

In this experiment, we systematically validate the effec-
tiveness of the VehicleMAE-V2 large-scale pre-trained model
across five downstream tasks, and further analyze the impact
of fine-tuning with different amounts of training data on model
performance. For each downstream task, we conduct com-
prehensive comparisons between our proposed method and
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TABLE II
ABLATION STUDY ON SYMMETRY-GUIDED MASK MODULE (SMM) AND LOSS FUNCTIONS IN CONTOUR-GUIDED REPRESENTATION MODULE (CRM)
AND SEMANTICS-GUIDED REPRESENTATION MODULE (SRM).

MR MAE Loss CRM SRM SMM VAR VPS
. L, Lnim  Leis | Les Loy Lot mA Acc Prec Recall F1 mlou mAcc
v 90.19  94.06 9545 95.68 95.43 69.00 75.36
v v 91.27 9411 9529 95.82 95.50 70.34 75.70
v v v 91.71 94.54  95.65 96.28 95.88 70.65 76.04
v v 92.12 9428 9542 96.23 95.71 71.90 76.47
75% v v v 92.15 9458 95.69 96.36 95.92 71.87 77.93
v v v v v 92.21 9491  96.00 96.50 96.17 73.29 80.22
v v v v v v 92.66 9523 96.26 96.72 96.42 74.32 80.41
v v v v v v 9237 9546 96.40 96.89 96.58 74.13 80.21
v v v v v v v 9243  95.67 96.56 97.00 96.70 74.66 80.67
v v v v v 90.73  94.18 95.32 95.97 95.55 70.91 77.12
85% v v v v v v 91.50 9455 95.76 96.20 95.88 71.24 77.67
v v v v v v v 93.01 9547 96.40 96.97 96.59 71.86 78.14
V-RelD VFR V-Det
mAP R1 Acc AP[0'5:0'95] APys APy7s
v 75.5 95.4 91.3 43.7 63.0 47.8
v v 79.7 96.1 93.2 443 62.7 49.5
v v v 83.4 96.6 93.7 45.0 63.3 50.6
v v 84.1 97.1 94.1 45.6 64.7 49.9
75% v v v 85.2 97.1 94.3 46.3 65.3 51.6
v v v v v 85.6 97.9 94.5 46.9 66.5 51.6
v v v v v v 86.1 97.9 94.7 47.1 66.9 52.2
v v v v v v 86.0 97.9 94.7 47.2 66.3 52.0
v v v v v v v 86.6 98.0 94.8 47.3 67.2 52.9
v v v v v 82.1 96.3 93.5 449 64.1 50.5
85% v v v v v v 83.1 97.1 93.8 452 63.4 50.8
v v v v v v v 83.6 97.3 94.3 46.3 64.6 52.3
TABLE III
ABLATION STUDY ON LOSS WEIGHT SETTINGS.
Loss Weight Settings VAR V-Det V-RelD VFR VPS
Ly, Linim, Leis; Les, Leg, Lot | mA Acc  Prec  Recall Fy APo.5:0.95) APvs  APors | mAP Rl Acc | mlou mAcc
(1,1,1,1,1,1) 91.67 94.63 95.85 96.30 95.97 44.5 63.7 49.3 82.4 97.1 93.7 70.73 77.01
(1,0.02,0.02,1,1,1) 91.82 9532 96.52 96.58 96.45 46.4 65.9 51.7 85.9 97.9 94.7 73.54 79.32
(4,0.02,0.02,1,1,1) 92.43 95.67 96.56 97.00 96.70 47.3 67.2 529 86.6 98.0 94.8 74.66 80.67

baseline models, task-specific models, as well as state-of-the-
art pre-trained models, with the results summarized in Table 1.
Specifically, the compared approaches include models trained
from scratch without pre-training; MoCov3 [54], DINO [55],
IBOT [56], and MAE [18] pre-trained on the ImageNet-1K
dataset; MAE and VehicleMAE pre-trained on the AutobotIM
dataset; and VehicleMAE-V2 pre-trained on the AutobotlM
and AutobotdM datasets. In addition, we include several
task-specific vehicle models for comparison, including the
vehicle attribute recognition model PromptPAR [5], the vehicle
detection model VFM-Det [21], the vehicle re-identification
model KMINet [51], the fine-grained vehicle recognition
model DIFFUSEMIX [52], and the vehicle part segmentation
model GCNet [53].

e Vehicle Attribute Recognition. For the vehicle attribute
recognition task, we incorporate different pre-trained models
into the baseline VTB [64] framework to evaluate the effec-
tiveness of the proposed approach. As shown in Table I, when
initializing VTB with the VehicleMAE model pre-trained on
the Autobot1M dataset, the model achieves 92.21%, 94.91%,
96.00%, 96.50%, and 96.17% on the mA, Acc, Prec, Recall,
and F} metrics, respectively. Replacing the pre-training strat-
egy with the proposed VehicleMAE-V?2 consistently improves
all evaluation metrics to 92.43%, 95.67%, 96.56%, 97.00%,

and 96.70%. When further scaling the pre-training data to Au-
tobot4M, the model achieves the best performance, obtaining
93.19%, 95.91%, 96.89%, 97.28%, and 96.98% on the five
metrics, significantly outperforming other general-purpose pre-
trained models as well as the task-specific PromptPAR [5]
model. It is worth noting that the performance gaps among
different methods on this task are relatively small, which may
be attributed to the relatively low difficulty of the dataset,
where overall performance is close to saturation.

e Vehicle Detection. For the vehicle detection task, we fine-
tune different pre-trained models within the VFM-Det [21]
framework to assess the effectiveness of the proposed method
in object localization and recognition. As reported in Ta-
ble I, the VehicleMAE model pre-trained on AutobotlM
achieves 46.9%, 66.5%, and 51.6% on AP 5.0.95, APy 5, and
APy 75, respectively. By adopting the VehicleMAE-V2 pre-
training strategy, detection performance is further improved,
with APy 5.0.95 increasing to 47.3% and APy 75 to 52.9%.
When the pre-training data scale is expanded to Autobot4M,
the model attains the best detection performance, achiev-
ing 47.5%, 67.4%, and 53.1% on the three metrics. These
results clearly surpass those of general-purpose pre-trained
models and other vehicle detection methods, demonstrating
that VehicleMAE-V2 provides more robust representations for
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Fig. 6. The impact of pre-training epochs on experimental results across different downstream tasks.
TABLE IV
ABLATION STUDY ON THE RATIO OF MASKED TOKENS.
VAR V-Det V-RelD VFR VPS
Method M.R. mA Acc Prec  Recall F AP[0.5:0.95] APys APy75 | mAP R1 Acc | mIou mAcc
0.25 90.48 9434 95.63 96.02 95.72 46.3 66.0 514 84.9 97.0 94.0 72.31 78.20
VehicleMAE 0.50 91.88 9435 9555 96.11 95.72 46.9 66.8 52.1 85.2 97.3 94.3 71.90 77.66
0.75 9221 9491  96.00 96.50 96.17 46.9 66.5 51.6 85.6 97.9 94.5 73.29 80.22
0.85 90.73 94.18 95.32 95.97 95.55 449 64.1 50.5 82.1 96.3 93.5 7091 77.12
VehicleMAE-V2 0.75 9243  95.67 96.56 97.00 96.70 47.3 67.2 529 86.6 98.0 94.8 74.66 80.67
g 0.85 93.01 9547 96.40 96.97 96.59 46.3 64.6 52.3 83.6 97.2 94.3 71.86 78.14
TABLE V
COMPARATIVE EXPERIMENTS WITH DIFFERENT BACKBONE NETWORKS.
Backbone VAR V-Det V-RelD VFR VPS
mA Acc Prec  Recall F AP[0A5:0_95] APys APy75 | mAP R1 Acc mlou mAcc
ViTB/16 | 9243 95.67 9656  97.00  96.70 473 672 529 866 980 | 948 | 7466  80.67
ViT-L/16 9345 9591 96.99 97.23 96.98 47.6 67.5 53.2 89.5 98.3 95.1 75.11 81.06
AutobotIM Autobot4M same pre-training data setting, increasing mAP and R1 by
- /‘\/\ o ——FOserae T 11.1% and 2.6% points, respectively. Further enlarging the
Y e pre-training dataset to Autobot4M leads to the best per-
E — lososn 8 ey e formance, with VehicleMAE-V2 significantly outperforming
‘555 AP_0.75: 52.90 — AP0T5 =] 55 AP_0.75:53.80 ____ AP 0.75 . . .
= 2 - general pre-trained models as well as other vehicle-domain
50 50 AP_[0.5:0,95]: 48.50 . . . . . .
i i methods, thereby validating its effectiveness for vehicle iden-
as 45

W 2 % 4 0 e 7 s % 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

Epoch Epoch

(i)Vehicle Object Detection (i)Vehicle Object Detection

Fig. 7. The impact of pre-training epochs on experimental results across
detection tasks.

detection tasks.

o Vehicle Re-identification. For the vehicle re-identification
task, we conduct evaluations using the TransREID [46] frame-
work, with a focus on the impact of pre-training models on
fine-grained discriminative feature learning. As shown in Ta-
ble I, when employing the general-purpose MAE pre-training
on the AutobotlM dataset, the model achieves 75.5% mAP
and 95.4% Rank-1 (R1) accuracy. In contrast, the proposed
VehicleMAE-V2 yields substantial improvements under the

tity discrimination.

e Vehicle Fine-grained Recognition. For the vehicle fine-
grained recognition task, we fine-tune models based on the
Transfg [65] framework to evaluate the capability of the
proposed method in modeling subtle inter-class differences.
As indicated in Table I, general-purpose pre-trained models
exhibit limited adaptability to this task; for instance, fine-
tuning DINO results in unstable training behavior. In con-
trast, the vehicle-domain pre-trained models VehicleMAE and
VehicleMAE-V2 consistently outperform task-specific mod-
els, which may be attributed to the image—text alignment
performed by the Semantics-guided Representation Module
during the pre-training stage. Among them, VehicleMAE-V2
pre-trained on the Autobot4M dataset achieves the best per-
formance, with classification accuracy (Acc) reaching 94.9%.
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Fig. 8. Visualization of attention maps on different downstream tasks.

It should be noted that the overall performance on this dataset
is already close to saturation, leading to relatively marginal
performance gains across different methods.

e Vehicle Part Segmentation. For the vehicle part segmenta-
tion task, we further evaluate the effectiveness of the proposed
pre-training strategy in enhancing pixel-level semantic under-
standing. Fine-tuning is conducted using the SETR [66] seg-
mentation framework. As shown in Table I, the VehicleMAE
model pre-trained on AutobotlM achieves 73.29% mloU and
80.22% mAcc. With the adoption of the VehicleMAE-V2 pre-
training strategy, these metrics are improved to 74.66% and
80.67%, respectively. When further scaling the pre-training
dataset to Autobot4M, the model attains the best segmentation
performance, achieving 75.04% mloU and 81.04% mAcc, sig-
nificantly outperforming general-purpose pre-trained models
and other vehicle part segmentation approaches.

Overall, the experimental results across five representative
downstream tasks demonstrate that VehicleMAE-V2 consis-
tently delivers stable and notable performance improvements,
spanning classification, detection, re-identification, and pixel-
level segmentation tasks. These results convincingly validate
the generality and effectiveness of the proposed vehicle-centric
pre-training strategy across diverse application scenarios.

D. Ablation Study

e Component Analysis. This paper systematically analyzes
the effectiveness of the proposed Contour-guided Repre-
sentation Module (CRM), Semantics-guided Representation
Module (SRM), and Symmetry-guided Mask Module (SMM)
across five vehicle perception downstream tasks. As shown
in Table II, the baseline MAE model achieves 75.5% mAP
and 95.4% R1 on the vehicle re-identification task. After

Vehicle Re-ID

Part Segmentation

VehicleMAE  VehicleMAE-V2 MAE
=3

Vehicle Detection

Fine-grained Recognition

Fig. 9. Visualization of attention maps on different downstream tasks.

introducing CRM to guide the reconstruction of spatial image
structures, the mAP and R1 improve by 7.9% and 1.2%,
respectively. Further incorporating SRM leads to additional
gains of 2.7% and 1.3% in these two metrics. When the
proposed SMM replaces the random masking strategy in MAE,
the performance on the vehicle re-identification task further
improves to 86.6% mAP and 98.0% R1. From the ablation
results across the five downstream tasks, it is observed that
SRM consistently brings larger performance gains than CRM,
which is likely because SRM introduces the CLIP model
during pre-training, enabling the model to learn richer and
more discriminative semantic knowledge. In addition, under
a high masking ratio (85%), SMM yields more significant
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TABLE VI
RESULTS OF TRAINING WITH ONLY 20% DATA IN DOWNSTREAM TASKS.
Method Dataset VAR V-Det V-ReID VFR VPS
mA Acc  Prec  Recall Py APj.5.0.05) APos  APyrs | mAP Rl Acc | mlou mAcc
Scratch - 80.94 71.33 76.18 79.64 77.27 27.7 44.6 31.6 25.2 349 7.1 39.87 49.50
MAE ImageNet-1K | 89.32  92.65 94.35 94.87 94.41 344 55.3 37.7 64.8 89.7 425 64.86 72.20
MAE Autobot1M 89.58 92.36 94.09 95.06 94.29 34.5 54.6 38.0 60.0 85.5 66.5 65.04 70.81
VehicleMAE Autobot M 91.50 9453 95.74 96.33 9591 36.3 55.7 394 80.9 95.2 83.6 68.72 76.02
VehicleMAE-V2 AutobotlM 92.03 95.10 96.27 96.64 96.32 38.1 57.3 40.8 82.1 95.8 84.7 70.30 76.30
TABLE VII
ABLATION STUDY ON THE SCALE OF PRE-TRAINING DATA.
VAR V-Det V-RelD VFR VPS
M.R. Dataset
mA Acc  Prec  Recall I3 APo.s:0.95) APos  APy7s | mAP Rl Acc | mlIou mAce
85% AutobotIM | 92.21 9491  96.00 96.50 96.17 46.3 64.6 52.3 83.6 972 | 94.3 71.86 78.14
AutobotdM | 92.88 9593  96.89 97.14 96.94 46.6 65.4 52.6 85.3 974 | 94.5 72.95 80.13
5% AutobotIM | 9243  95.67 96.56 97.00 96.70 473 67.2 52.9 86.6 98.0 | 94.8 74.66 80.67
AutobotdM | 93.19 9591 96.89 97.28 96.98 48.5 67.4 53.8 87.3 98.0 | 94.9 75.04 81.04
TABLE VIII
ABLATION STUDY ON PROMPT FORMULATIONS IN THE SEMANTICS-GUIDED REPRESENTATION MODULE.
Method VAR V-Det V-ReID VFR VPS
mA Acc  Prec  Recall Fy APo.5:0.05) APys  APy7s | mAP Rl Acc | mlou mAcc
Template-free Prompt 91.98 9490 95.96 96.49 96.14 45.8 64.9 51.2 85.0 975 | 945 73.19 79.02
Randomized-template Prompt | 92.58 9551  96.38 96.93 96.59 47.3 67.5 534 86.5 97.9 94.8 74.81 80.47
Fixed-template Prompt 9243  95.67 96.56 97.00 96.70 47.3 67.2 529 86.6 98.0 94.8 74.66 80.67

improvements than under a low masking ratio (75%). We
attribute this to the fact that, at higher masking ratios, the
selection of unmasked image patches becomes more critical
for representation learning, thereby highlighting the advantage
of the symmetry-guided masking strategy.

e Loss Analysis. To investigate the impact of different loss
functions within each module on performance, we conducted
ablation studies on the five loss functions in the Contour-
guided Representation Module and Semantics-guided Repre-
sentation Module, as shown in Table II. Taking the vehicle re-
identification task as an example, when introducing the L.,
loss to baseline model, the results were 79.7% and 96.1%.
After adding the L;s loss, the performance improved to 83.4%
and 96.6%. Building upon this, we further incorporated the
consistency losses L., and L.; from the Semantics-guided
Representation Module, which boosted the results to 85.6%
and 97.9%. Finally, with the introduction of the vision-text
contrastive loss L,; , the performance reached 86.1% and
97.9%. Similar conclusions were observed in other tasks,
with experimental results fully demonstrating the effective-
ness of our proposed loss functions. In addition, we assign
appropriate weighting coefficients to different loss terms in
order to balance their numerical scales and ensure the stability
of the pre-training process. As shown in the table V, we
systematically analyze the impact of different loss weight
configurations on downstream task performance. When all
loss weights are set to 1, the model exhibits a significant
performance degradation across all downstream tasks. Through
further analysis of the training logs, we observe that this
degradation is caused by the excessively large values of Ly,
and L5, which dominate the optimization process and hinder
effective representation learning. To address this issue, we
set both Apim and A to 0.02, which effectively suppresses

their influence, achieves a more balanced contribution among
different loss terms, and leads to substantial performance
improvements on all downstream tasks. However, under this
configuration, we further observe that the relative weight of
the main loss term (L) becomes insufficient, causing auxiliary
losses to dominate the later stages of training and potentially
limiting continuous optimization toward the core reconstruc-
tion objective. Therefore, we further increase the weight of
the reconstruction loss to A, = 4, thereby reinforcing the
dominant role of the main loss in the overall optimization.
This adjustment results in additional performance gains across
multiple downstream tasks. It is worth noting that, due to the
high computational cost of the pre-training process, we do
not conduct a more extensive or fine-grained search over loss
weight configurations.

e Impact of masked token ratio on downstream tasks. We
test four different masked ratios of 0.25, 0.50, 0.75, and 0.85
on VehicleMAE, respectively. As shown in Table VIII, among
the five downstream tasks, the best performance is achieved
when the masked ratio is set to (.75, and its computational
efficiency outperforms that of 0.25 and 0.50. With the increas-
ing size of the pre-training dataset, computational efficiency
becomes particularly important. Therefore, for VehicleMAE-
V2, we train with two masked ratios: 0.75 and 0.85. Notably,
in VehicleMAE-V2, while the 0.75 masked ratio still yields
the best results, it achieves significant improvements over
VehicleMAE at higher masked ratios. For example, in the
attribute recognition task, the mA metric is 92.43% when the
masked ratio is 0.75, and it increases to 93.01% when the
masked ratio is changed to 0.85. For other tasks, the results
with a masked ratio of 0.85 are also comparable to those with
0.75. These experimental results and comparisons verify that
VehicleMAE-V2 can adapt to higher masked ratios.
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MAE VehicleMAE  VehicleMAE-V2

Input Image

Masked Image

Fig. 10. Visualization of reconstructed vehicle images using MAE, Vehi-
cleMAE, and our newly proposed VehicleMAE-V2.

TABLE IX
COMPARISON OF FLOPS, MACS, AND PARAMETERS OF OURS AND
OTHER PRE-TRAINED BIG MODELS.

Model FLOPs (G) | MACs (OPs) | Params (M)
MoCov3 18.00 17.58 86.57
DINO 16.89 16.88 108.87
IBOT 18.52 18.51 96.29
MAE 9.43 9.43 111.65
VehicleMAE 10.98 10.98 121.62
VehicleMAE-V2 10.98 10.98 122.41

o Comparative experiments with different backbone net-
works. In this paper, we further train a pre-trained model
with a larger backbone network, namely the ViT-Large/16
version, on the AutobotlM dataset, and replace the origi-
nal CLIP model with the more powerful ViT-Large/14. As
shown in Table V, the ViT-Large version of the pre-trained
model achieves stable and consistent performance improve-
ments across multiple vehicle downstream tasks. Taking the
vehicle re-identification task as an example, the mAP metric
increases from 86.6% with the ViT-Base version to 89.2%,
demonstrating a clear performance gain. Similar improvement
trends are also observed for the other downstream tasks and
evaluation metrics.

o Impact of training data volume on downstream tasks. To
verify the robustness of our pre-trained model, we test it with
few samples in downstream tasks. Specifically, we randomly
select 20% of the data from the original training sets of the
five downstream tasks to construct a new training set while
the test set remains unchanged. As shown in Table VI, we
observe that when using only 20% of the data for training, the
fine-grained vehicle recognition task shows an initial result
of 7.1% without the pre-trained model. Using the MAE pre-
trained model trained on ImageNet-1K improves the result to
42.5%, but compared to the result under the complete training
set, it decreases by 48.7%. When using the Autobot1M dataset
with the MAE pre-trained model, the result improves to
66.5%. With the VehicleMAE framework and the AutobotlM
dataset, the result further increases to 83.6%. Finally, using the
VehicleMAE-V2 framework proposed in this paper, the result
is further improved to 84.7%. These experiments fully verify
that our model can effectively improve the performance of the
few-shot vehicle task.

o Impact of pre-training data volume on downstream tasks.
In this paper, to further enhance the model’s performance and
robustness, we expand the original AutobotlM vehicle pre-

training dataset, increasing the data volume to 4 million. As
shown in Table VII, we compare the performance of pre-
trained models with different data volumes on five downstream
tasks under two masked ratios of 75% and 85%. The results
indicate that pre-training on a richer pre-training dataset can
effectively improve the performance on downstream tasks.
Among the evaluated tasks, vehicle re-identification, attribute
recognition, and part segmentation exhibit more pronounced
improvements. Taking the vehicle re-identification task as an
example, under the 75% masking ratio, the model pre-trained
on Autobot4M improves the mAP from 86.6% to 87.3%, while
under the 85% masking ratio, the mAP further increases from
83.6% to 85.3%.

e Impact of prompt formulations in the Semantics-
guided Representation Module on downstream tasks. In the
Semantics-guided Representation Module (SRM), we generate
prompt texts using the Bounding Box and Angle information
of targets predicted by the YAEN model, thereby introducing
explicit semantic priors to enhance the model’s semantic
representation capability. As shown in the table VIII, we
systematically analyze the impact of different prompt formu-
lations on the performance of multiple vehicle downstream
tasks, including Template-free Prompt, Randomized-template
Prompt, and Fixed-template Prompt. The experimental results
show that Template-free Prompt yields relatively inferior per-
formance across all tasks, indicating that constructing prompt
texts solely based on raw predicted parameters is insuffi-
cient to fully exploit the potential of the semantic guidance
module. When template-based prompts are introduced, the
model achieves significant performance improvements on all
downstream tasks, which clearly demonstrates the positive role
of structured semantic information in facilitating cross-modal
alignment and discriminative representation learning. On this
basis, we further explore Randomized-template Prompt by
incorporating a template pool generated by a large language
model to increase the diversity of prompt texts, aiming to
further enhance the generalization ability of SRM. However,
the experimental results indicate that Randomized-template
Prompt exhibits performance comparable to, and in some
metrics slightly inferior to, the Fixed-template Prompt. We at-
tribute this to the semantic perturbations introduced by random
templates, which may partially weaken semantic consistency
across samples and consequently affect the modeling of stable
semantic structures. Based on the above analysis, we finally
adopt Fixed-template Prompt as the default configuration
of SRM, as it achieves a better balance between semantic
consistency and overall performance.

e Impact of pre-training epochs on downstream tasks. We
plot the performance variation curves of five downstream tasks
under different pre-training epochs. Specifically, we select one
model every 10 epochs, resulting in 10 pre-trained models
from 10 to 100 epochs for evaluation. All models are based
on the VehicleMAE-V2 framework and are pre-trained on the
Autobot1M and Autobot4M datasets. As shown in Fig. 6 and
Fig. 7, the optimal pre-training epochs vary significantly across
different types of downstream tasks. For example, in classi-
fication tasks such as vehicle attribute recognition and fine-
grained recognition, the performance consistently improves
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as the number of pre-training epochs increases; in contrast,
for vehicle detection tasks, the best performance typically
emerges at the middle stage of pre-training, around 60 epochs
on AutobotlM and 50 epochs on Autobot4M.

E. Efficiency Analysis

As shown in Table IX, we compare the FLOPs?, MACs?,
and Parameters of the VehicleMAE-V2 model with other
pre-trained large models. Notably, the FLOPs and MACs of
VehicleMAE-V2 are both 10.98G, which is the same as those
of VehicleMAE. In terms of the number of parameters, Vehi-
cleMAE has 121.62M, while VehicleMAE-V2 has 122.41M.
From the comparison of these efficiency metrics, we find that
VehicleMAE-V2 increases only slightly in the number of pa-
rameters compared to VehicleMAE. Meanwhile, VehicleMAE-
V2 outperforms VehicleMAE across five downstream vehicle
tasks.

E. Visualization

In this section, we visualize the reconstructions of feature
maps, masked images, and experimental results for down-
stream tasks on MAE, VehicleMAE, and our newly proposed
large model, VehicleMAE-V2. As shown in Figure 8 and
Figure 9, we provide feature maps of vehicle images for
five downstream tasks, with the visualized feature maps for
proposals in the vehicle detection task. Specifically, we utilize
GradCAM* to visualize the feature maps from the 11th Trans-
former block. Compared to MAE and VehicleMAE, our newly
proposed VehicleMAE-V2 exhibits higher responses in critical
areas. Consequently, our model performs better in multiple
vehicle perception tasks. As shown in Figure 10, we present
the reconstruction results of masked image patches by the
three models. Compared to MAE, VehicleMAE reconstructs
the overall structure of vehicles better, but the reconstruction in
some detailed areas is not clear. From the reconstructed results,
our newly proposed VehicleMAE-V2 is capable of clearly and
accurately reconstructing detailed areas of vehicles, such as
headlights and roofs. In the images, we annotate these areas
with red bounding boxes.

VI. LIMITATIONS AND FUTURE WORK

Although the proposed VehicleMAE achieves notable per-
formance improvements across multiple vehicle perception
tasks, several aspects still merit further investigation and
refinement. The current pre-training model adopts a vehicle-
centric design, focusing primarily on the structural and seman-
tic representations of individual vehicle instances. As a result,
by simply loading the pre-trained parameters, the model trans-
fers effectively to vehicle-oriented tasks such as recognition
and segmentation. However, in large-scale scene perception
tasks such as vehicle detection, where vehicles typically appear
as local targets embedded in complex backgrounds, directly

Zhttps://pypi.org/project/ptflops/

3https://pypi.org/project/thop/

“#https://mmpretrain.readthedocs.io/en/latest/useful_tools/cam_
visualization.html

applying the pre-trained model often yields sub-optimal per-
formance and requires additional task-specific detection frame-
works for effective adaptation. Future research explores more
unified and detection-friendly pre-training strategies, enabling
the learned representations to generalize more naturally to
complex scene perception tasks such as detection. Further-
more, during the pre-training stage, VehicleMAE relies solely
on RGB images and textual information for visual-language
joint modeling, without fully considering the diverse and
heterogeneous modalities commonly present in intelligent
transportation scenarios. Future work further extends the
multimodal pre-training paradigm by incorporating additional
modalities, such as infrared images, depth information, LIDAR
point clouds, and event-based sensors, to construct a more
general and robust multimodal vehicle foundation model.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this study, we propose a novel vehicle-centric multimodal
structured pre-training framework. For each input image, we
first segment it into disjoint patches. Using a symmetry-guided
mask module, we selectively mask the top 75% of the most
salient image patches. The remaining unmasked patches are
transformed into feature embeddings, which are fed into a
Vision Transformer (ViT) backbone. A Transformer decoder
is then employed to reconstruct the masked patches. Subse-
quently, we design a contour-guided representation module
that obtains contour maps of the input images via an edge de-
tector and extracts contour features using a shared Transformer
encoder. By minimizing the probability distribution divergence
between contour features and reconstructed features, this mod-
ule guides the reconstruction of the vehicle’s spatial structure
at the pixel level. Finally, we develop a semantics-guided
representation module that enhances the model’s semantic
understanding through image-text contrastive learning, while
also leveraging cross-modal knowledge distillation based on
the pre-trained CLIP model to learn rich vehicle-related knowl-
edge. This approach mitigates feature confusion caused by
insufficient semantic understanding during masked reconstruc-
tion. To address the data disparity, we have developed a large-
scale vehicle pre-training dataset named Autobot4M, which
comprises approximately 4 million vehicle images and 12,693
textual descriptions. The pre-trained model is assessed on
five vehicle perception downstream tasks, including vehicle
attribute recognition, re-identification, fine-grained recogni-
tion, object detection, and part segmentation. Comprehensive
experiments thoroughly demonstrate the efficacy and benefits
of our proposed VehicleMAE-V2 framework.
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