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Abstract

Vision Transformers (ViTs), such as DINOv2, achieve strong performance across
domains but often repurpose low-informative patch tokens in ways that reduce
the interpretability of attention and feature maps. This challenge is especially
evident in medical imaging, where domain shifts can degrade both performance
and transparency. In this paper, we introduce Randomized-MLP (RMLP) regular-
ization, a contrastive learning-based method that encourages more semantically
aligned representations. We use RMLPs when fine-tuning DINOv?2 to both medical
and natural image modalities, showing that it improves or maintains downstream
performance while producing more interpretable attention maps. We also provide
a mathematical analysis of RMLPs, offering insights into its role in enhancing
ViT-based models and advancing our understanding of contrastive learning

1 Introduction

Learning robust visual representations remains a central challenge in computer vision. Transformer-
based models, such as Vision Transformers (ViTs) [11l], have emerged as powerful backbones,
especially when trained with self-supervised methods like contrastive or reconstruction-based learning
[30L 150 1154132} 20]. These approaches yield powerful models, which can be fine-tuned for specialized
tasks, particularly in domains with limited labeled data, like medical and biological imaging [21} 19}
8L 125].

However, despite their empirical success, ViTs exhibit persistent issues in how they encode and
distribute semantic information. Previous studies have observed that large ViTs often store global
context within semantically weak or background regions [41} 38l 9]. These structural artifacts can
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Figure 1: Left: Input image from BSDS300 [27], OCTID and Glaucoma Fundus [2] datasets
from top to bottom. Middle: Second- (BSDS300) and first-order (OCTID/Glaucoma Fundus)
attention maps (see Section[I) over grayscale image. Right: Visualizations of top-3 PCA of patch
tokens using DINOv2-S, DINOV2 fine-tuned on selected modality, and DINOv2 fine-tuned on
selected modality using our regularizer. Colors are assigned in the RGB regime as the norm of the
principal components. More qualitative results are available in Appendix @
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degrade performance on dense prediction tasks and compromise interpretability, a critical concern in
biomedical domains [16] [46]].

Our analysis reveals that these artifacts are not limited to large ViTs. Even though the small variant
of DINOv?2 [30]] performs well on natural image tasks (Table |I|), it still exhibits anomalous attention
behavior. In medical imaging, DINOv2-S struggles to generalize to dense tasks such as segmentation
(Table[2), despite achieving strong performance on classification tasks (Table 3a). This supports the
hypothesis that it sacrifices local detail in favor of encoding global information through uninformative
tokens. By analyzing patch token norms and their principal components, we identify first-order
artifacts—where high-norm tokens align with background regions in ophthalmological images—and
second-order artifacts—where the variance captured by the top three principal components is
misaligned with semantic relevance in natural images (Figure [T). First order artifacts are more
pronounced in medical images, where DINOv2-S statistically attends more to void or anatomically
irrelevant regions than to biologically meaningful tissue (Table fa).

To address these issues, we propose the Randomized Multi-Layer Perceptron (RMLP), a lightweight,
theory-driven regularization module that improves semantic alignment in ViT representations. RMLP
is motivated by the geometry of contrastive learning [3,[35] and enhances interpretability without
requiring retraining or architectural changes. When applied to DINOv2, RMLP yields significant
improvements in both natural and biomedical domains, achieving state-of-the-art classification
and segmentation performance on ophthalmology datasets with minimal computational overhead.
Additionally, we demonstrate that RMLP generalizes beyond DINOv?2 by fine-tuning SwAV [4]—a
model trained under a different self-supervised paradigm— and showing it consistently improves
performance across modalities, indicating the broader applicability of our approach.

2 Related Work

Artifacts in Transformer Representations. Transformers are known to exhibit uneven attention
allocation across input tokens. In NLP, Xiao, et al. [41]] showed that early-position tokens receive
disproportionate attention, regardless of their semantic importance. Sun, et al. [38]] attributed such
behavior to sparse, high-norm activations. Extending these observations to vision, Darcet, et al. [9]
found that ViTs often produce a small set of high-norm patch tokens concentrated in background
regions, which act as “registers” for global context. While these patch repurposing have been mostly
studied in large-scale ViTs, our work shows it also emerge in smaller models like DINOv2-S.



Mitigating Attention Artifacts. Prior attempts to address attention artifacts have focused on
heuristic or architectural solutions. Darcet, et al. [9] proposed adding learnable tokens and retraining
the model on proprietary datasets. Jiang, et al. [18]] showed that even untrained tokens can mitigate
high-norm anomalies by absorbing excess activation. Others introduced auxiliary loss terms [40]]
or attention-smoothing modules [42] to encourage more uniform feature distributions. While these
methods show empirical improvements, they lack theoretical grounding, require expensive retraining,
or cannot be used as domain adaptation techniques. In contrast, our proposed RMLP module is easy
to integrate, requires no retraining, and is grounded in the geometry of contrastive representation
spaces. It also improves both semantic fidelity and interpretability across modalities.

3 Randomized-Multi-Layer Perceptron (RMLP)

Central to our approach is the observation that the structure of the representation heads—namely, the
DINO [5] and iBOT [44]] heads—play a key role in how information is encoded across patch and
class tokens. In DINOv2, the contrastive framework aligns student and teacher global representations
via the DINO head (operating on the class token), while the iBOT head introduces masked image
modeling by aligning patch tokens through a cross-entropy objective. Both heads are implemented as
MLPs.

Building on the findings of Darcet, et al. [9], we hypothesize that the representation heads are
a key enabler of this behavior. To counteract this, we replace the learnable MLP heads with a
randomized, non-trainable operator designed to preserve the topology of the representation space.
This encourages the backbone to learn more robust and interpretable features, while preventing the
heads from exploiting token-level classification shortcuts.

To avoid modifying the architecture, we first express the structure of the DINO and iBOT heads. A
standard MLP [30] can be written as f = ¢, 0 a,.—1 0 --- 0 a1 © ¢b1, wWhere ¢; are linear layers and
«; activations. We replace each ¢; with a randomized map ¢; : R™ — R™ as

cpl-((:cl, - 7I’m)) = (I’l, ey %n) + Fi(lﬂl, - ,l‘m)T, (1)
where (z1,...,2,) can be a truncated or zero-padded version of the input vector, I';€R™*™ is a
Gaussian matrix with i.i.d. entries drawn from A/(0, A/n) and ) is a tunable amplitude. This operator
can also be seen as a residual connection. Thus, we formally define an R\-MLP as

g=@rOQy_10---001 0 Q1. )

RMLPs introduce no trainable parameters, yet remain fully compatible with end-to-end contrastive
training objectives like DINO [5]] and iBOT [44].

4 Theoretical Analysis

We now develop a topological framework to analyze how ViT embeddings evolve while passing
through transformer blocks (Theorem|[T)), the way it generalizes from its training data into a bigger
domain (Theorem 2] and Corollary [3)) and how our RMLP regularizer impacts the contrastive learning
paradigm (Theorem ). This enables the characterization of RMLPs as random operators which turn
point embeddings into probability balls (Corollary [5), improving robustness and promoting sparcity
without altering the topology of learned representations when an adequate amplitude is chosen.
Theorem 1. Let Q2 be an image space and V a latent space. A ViTV : Q0 — U can be decomposed
as a tokenization function C : Q) — WV followed by a sequence of transformer blocks T : ¥ — U,
which are defined by local orthonormal bases generated in the attention heads by the queries, keys,
and values layers along with the input data itself.

Proof. ViTs use the attention mechanism to decompose the data using queries and keys layers,
creating a field that data follows during the representation process. The value layers act as embeddings
within the space defined by queries and keys. For a complete proof, refer to Theorem[IT]in Appendix

Training with the KoLeo regularizer [35] ensures that } remains injective since the loss, namely,

1 n
Lkoteo ({T1,..-,2n}) = o Z; log (I]n;gl |; — Zj |2>



would diverge otherwise. Continuity of C, along with KoLeo and augmentations, guarantees that 7" is
locally injective (see Def. @) on C[2]. These properties allow T to generalize from its training data
into ¥ while preserving its embedding ability as shown in Corollary [3]

Theorem 2. Being an homeomorphism an invertible continuous function with continuous inverse,
assuming T is locally injective and taking V to be a metric space, there exists € > 0 such that T is
an homeomorphism on {x € ¥ : §(z,C[Q]) < €}, where ¢ is the distance on V.

Proof. T is continuous from Theorem[I] Since images can only take values from a finite set, Q2 is
bounded and by construction, C is continuous. Further, taking the codomain of C as a metric space
and using again that images take discrete values, we can assume C[€] is compact because of being
a finite union of closed sets, namely singletons of images. Thus, for Lemma [I2]in Appendix [A.2]
an £ > 0 exists such that T is injective in {x € ¥ : §(x,C[f2]) < €}, i.e., is invertible in that subset.
Furthermore, since V¥ is metric, the result follows from Lemma [[3]in Appendix [A.2] O

Corollary 3. If A < Q is the training data, and T is locally injective on A, the following holds:

@) There exists € > 0 such that T' is an homeomorphism on an e-cloud containing A (see Def.
.

*) Let P,Q < Q. C[P]uC[Q)] is disconnected in U if and only if V[P] U V[Q)] is disconnected
in U (see Def. [8), which can contribute to the batch effect.

2) If D < W is dense in ¥ (see Def. [9), then V[D] is dense in V[V].

Proof. A complete proof is in Appendix [A.2]in Theorem[I§] O

Theorem 4. Let {p1,...,pn} € R™, & > 0, and \ > 0, with T a matrix of size n x m with

i.i.d. normal entries N'(0, \n=1). Then, for each v € R™, E[|Tz|3] = mAn~!|z|3. Moreover,

I' produces an e-distortion (see Def. on the set £ = { \IZ%:?H 1<i<j< N} with high
i—Pj

probability if

&_2

An! .
" S 3hN

Proof. (Sketch) Using concentration results for Gaussian matrices, we follow [28]. A complete proof
can be found at Appendix [A.2]in Theorem [T9]

Corollary 5. If E = {z1,...,zn} S S™ L, e > 0, and ¢ : R™ — R" is defined as in Eq. with
An~t < e?/(8InN), thenforallie {1,...,N},

[(Ts1,- 0 xin) —@(xi)]2 <€

with high probability.
Proof. This follows directly from the definition of ¢ and Theorem [} O

We now analyze the impact of RMLP heads on image embeddings. Let us take an RMLP g as in
Equation 2| with amplitude A and GELU activation acting on the embedding V() = ((2i,j)j<d)i<v-
Applying Corollary [5] the first random layer ¢4 turns each token z; into a ball of radius e, determined
by the embedding’s dimension, A, and the number of tokens v.

By Theorem the output of ¢y (V(x)) lies on a sphere of radius dAn;* on expectation. The con-
trastive losses encourage similarity between views, while the KoLeo regularizer promotes injectivity.
However, the GELU activation restricts the space to a spherical region with mostly positive coordi-
nates, where dispersion is optimized via approximate orthogonality among embeddings. Successive
layers 2, 3, @4 expand the radius of probability balls further. Thus, g o V(x) becomes a point cloud
creating a probability ball, rather than individual points, regularizing the learning by applying cross-
entropy over neighborhoods. If the RMLP amplitude A is too large, the topology of the embedding
space may be distorted, as shown in Figure|2| Remarkably, the topological properties of ViTs remain
unaffected whether MLPs or RMLPs heads are used during training, as our analysis is independent of
it.
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Figure 2: Visualization of a randomized operator following Equation applied to the unit circle in
R2 (A\/2 = 0) for different values of A. For A\/2 = 0.1, the point cloud retains a circular structure,
preserving the topology of the circle. For A/2 = 0.5, the point cloud no longer exhibits a circular
topology, as it transitions to a disk-like shape.

5 Implementation and Training Details

Model Variants. We use two ViT-based self-supervised models: DINOv2-S [30] and SwAV [4].
Fine-tuned variants include standard MLP heads and our regularized version using 12 y-MLP. Fine-
tuning follows the DINOv2 protocol with the original head architecture retained. Hyperparameters
and external code can be found in Tables[3] [6}

Training Modalities. Each backbone is fine-tuned separately on three modalities: ImageNet-1k
(natural), Colour Fundus Photography (CFP), and Optical Coherence Tomography (OCT) (Table[7a).
Medical datasets are sourced from public subsets aggregated in RetFound [43]], ensuring geographic
diversity (Table[7b).

Hybrid Architecture for Dense Tasks. For pixel-level predictions, we pair the ViT encoder with a
UNet-style decoder [33],[17]. Patch and class tokens are projected and fused with early UNet features,
enabling multi-scale feature integration. This ViT-UNet hybrid is used for segmentation and depth
estimation tasks.

6 Experimental Setting

Evaluation Setup. We fine-tune DINOvV2-S and SWAV with R)-MLP at amplitudes {0.1, 5, 10,
20}, running 10 trials per modality and setting. Baselines use MLP heads. Downstream tasks employ
either linear probes or the hybrid decoder depending on task type. Results are averaged over runs
and tested for significance using the Mann—Whitney U test [26], appropriate under our distributional
assumptions. Qualitative results for both natural and ophthalmological modalities can be found in

Appendix [AT]

Natural Image Tasks. On ImageNet-1k [34], we perform image classification training with cross-
entropy. For semantic segmentation of [45]] and depth estimation of [36]], we apply a linear head
and the ViT-UNet hybrid. Segmentation is trained with a linear combination of focal [23] and dice
loss [29]]. Depth maps are rescaled to [0, 50] and trained with focal loss. Table[T]reports performance
compared to baselines [9} 40, [42].

OCT and CFP Tasks. We assess disease classification and retinal layer segmentation. Segmenta-
tions emphasize the ophthalmologically relevant Outer Nuclear Layer (ONL). UNet output biases are
initialized (-2 for background, 2 for others) for stable training. We benchmark against RetFound [43]
and a domain-specific model [12] (Tables 2] 3).

Cross-Modal Attention Analysis. We visualize attention maps across modalities: second-order for
natural images [27] and first-order for OCT [[14] and CFP [2]]. High vs. low-information patches are
separated using a 2-component Gaussian Mixture Model on smoothed gradient at patch level.
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Figure 3: Semantic segmentation of retinal layers on the dataset from Eckardt, et al. (OCT) using
different backbones (columns) in a ViT-UNet hybrid. Black arrows highlight cases where fine-tuning
DINOvV2-S with R5-MLP outperforms other models.
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Figure 4: Top: OCTID (left) and Glaucoma Fundus (right) images. Middle: First-order
attention maps from model fine-tuned with R5-MLP overlaid on grayscale version of input image.
Bottom: First-order attention maps from DINOv2-S overlaid on grayscale version of input image.
Brighter maps indicate more attention. While DINOv2-S focuses on void regions, DINOv2-S with
R5-MLP attends to key anatomical features in the OCTs—such as the foveal pit, macular hole, and
epithelial detachment—and highlights the rim and blood vessels in Fundus images.

7 Results and Discussion

Effectiveness of RMLP Regularization. Across natural and medical image domains, fine-tuning
with Ry-MLP consistently outperforms MLP baselines. On natural images, it better preserves
performance compared to other regularizers. In the medical domain, despite limited data and
single-GPU training, R\-MLP achieves state-of-the-art OCT segmentation (Figure [3) and improves
classification, especially with 1-NN, indicating enhanced representation quality (Table [3). While
linear-head classification with R)-MLP slightly trails state-of-the-art or DINOv2-S, this reflects
differing latent space structures since RMLPs promote neighborhood-based similarity (Theorem 4}
Corollary [3), whereas MLPs enforce linear separability. Larger A values degrade performance
by altering representation topology (Tables[TH3] Figure[2), while smaller amplitude values do not
consistently improve downstream results, highlighting a tradeoff between retaining information and
preserving topological structure ViTs need to overcome during fine-tuning.

Enhancement on Cross-Paradigm Learning. RMLPs enable effective adaptation of models trained
under different learning paradigms, such as SWAV [4], when combined with DINOv2 learning
algorithm (Tables 2b] [3b]). While applying DINOv2 to standard MLPs also yields gains, RMLPs
consistently deliver superior performance across tasks.



Table 1: Performance across downstream tasks on natural images. Semantic segmentation on ADE20k
[45]], depth estimation on NYU-Depth V2 [36] and image classification on ImageNet-1k [34]. Bold
indicates best mean, T second-best on for each base model (DINOv2-S, DINOv2-G and SWAV).
Underlined values are significantly better than DINOv2-S (p < 0.001); “ and ™ denote significance
over base model fine-tuned with MLP at p < 0.1 and p < 0.001 (Mann—Whitney U test [26]]). Results
show mean=std from ten independently fine-tuned backbones.

Model Semantic Segmentation 1 Depth Estimation |, Image Classification 1
ViT-UNet Linear ViT-UNet  Linear 1-Nearest Random Linear
Hybrid Head Hybrid Head Neighbor Forest Head
DINOv2-S
DINOv2-S [30] 0.81-+0.1 f0.76+0.1" 7437 943 0.70"" 0.18" 0.774+0.01""
DINOv2-S + MLP 0.7840.1 0.7540.1 f8+3 1043 0.6410.01 0.1440.01 0.7340.01
DINOV2-S + Rg.1-MLP 0.6140.1 0.6610.1 8+1 9+1 0.6410.01 0.1540.01 0.7440.06

9+3 70.65+0.01 70.16+0.01 70.76+0.01
9+3™"  70.65+0.01™"  0.15+0.01""  0.7740.01"""

DINOV2-S + Rs-MLP  10.80+0.1™"  0.77+0.1 743
DINOV2-S + R1o-MLP  T0.80+0.1""  0.77+0.1"" 743

ook

DINOV2-S + Rgo-MLP f076+02  077+01°7° 7437 943" 0.64+0.017" 01440017  0.754+0.01"
Registers [9] 0.72+0.2 0.6740.1 7+1 9+1 0.28 0.05 0.7440.01""
DVT [42] 0.45+0.2 0.64+0.01 7+1 9+1 0.7 0.11 0.64+0.01
DINOV2-G
Sinder [40] 0.51+0.2 0.5640.1 643 8+1 0.78 0.12 70.7640.01"
SWAV

SwAV [4] 0.37+0.1 - 12+1 - - - 0.69+0.01
SWAV + MLP 0.29+0.08 - 1341 - - - 0.69+0.01
SWAV + R5-MLP 0.3440.09 - 1342 - - - 0.69+0.01
SWAV + Ry-MLP 0.27+0.1 - 1241 - - - 0.69+0.01
SWAV + Rgo-MLP 70.36+0.1 - 1341 - - - 0.69+0.01

Table 2: Performance metrics for semantic segmentation on Eckardt, et al. [[12] dataset using a ViT-
UNet hybrid. Results show mean+std of DICE scores from ten independently fine-tuned backbones
using DINOV2 and SwAV as base models. Bold numbers indicate best performance, * the second-
best, and underlined results outperform RetFound (p < 0.001, Mann-Whitney U test). Statistical
significance vs. base model fine-tuned with MLP is shown by * (p < 0.1).

(a) Base model: DINOv?2. (b) Base model: SWAV.

Model Averaged DICE  DICE on ONL Model Averaged DICE  DICE on ONL
RetFound [43] 0.92+0.06 0.59+0.10 SWAV [ 0.8940.15 0.59+0.14
Registers [9] 0.92+0.1 0.62+0.21 SwAV + MLP 0.88+0.15 0.640.18
Sinder [40] 0.90+£0.21 0.61+0.2 SWAV +Rg.1-MLP  0.92+0.12 0.64-+0.1
DVT [42] 0.78+0.25 0.43+0.22 SWAV + R5-MLP 0.83+0.27 0.58+0.2
DINOV2-S [30] 0.79+40.20 0.5440.20 SWAV + R1o-MLP 0.7140.33 0.4240.23
DINOv2 + MLP 0.8610.20 0.5540.20 SWAV + Rog-MLP 0.8440.26 0.5840.21
DINOV2 +Ro.1-MLP  70.94+0.12 0.6840.21

DINOV2 + R5-MLP 0.97+0.03" 0.7240.09"

DINOV2 + R10-MLP 0.87+0.20 0.6140.20

DINOV2 + Rgo-MLP 0.70+0.30 0.47+0.20

Eckardt, et al. [12] 0.92+40.03 0.44+0.03

Attention Artifacts on Natural Images. Fine-tuning on ImageNet- 1k slightly reduces the CorLoc
score for both MLP and RMLP heads (Table b)), a minor drop consistent with other regularization
methods and attributable to fine-tuning rather than the RMLPs. While regularized models from liter-
ture maintain global context and classification accuracy comparable to DINOv2-S, they degrade patch
token quality in dense prediction tasks (Table[I). Notably, DINOv2-S encodes global information in
patch tokens from low-information regions, a tendency amplified by regularized models. Fine-tuning
with MLPs or RMLPs reduces this artifact, equalizing patch token behavior, with RMLPs better
preserving downstream performance post fine-tuning (Table [)).



Table 3: Performance metrics for pathology classification across OCT and CFP modalities. Results
show mean+std from ten independently fine-tuned backbones. Bold numbers indicate best perfor-
mance, T the second-best, and underlined results outperform RetFound (p < 0.001, Mann-Whitney U
test). Statistical significance vs. base model fine-tuned with MLP is shown by * (p < 0.1), ™ (p <

kot

0.01), and (p <0.001).
(a) Accuracy for pathology classification using DINOv2-S as base model.
Dataset DINOv2-S [30] DINOv2-S DINOv2-S  DINOv2-S DINOV2-S DINOV2-S
+MLP  +Rg.1-MLP  +R5-MLP  +Rjo-MLP  +Ryo-MLP
1-Nearest Neighbor classification
OCTID [14] (0.8) 0.694+0.02  0.684+0.01  0.78+0.01""  0.73+0.01""  0.68+0.01""
Glaucoma Fundus [2] 0.78) 0.6440.01  0.65+0.01  0.714+0.09" 70.69+0.09™"  0.63+0.07
IDRID [31] (0.44) 0.4340.03 0364001  0.474+0.01"" 7044+0.02"" 0.43+0.04"
JSIEC [7] 0.45) 0.514+0.02  0.514+0.01  0.67+0.01"" 70.65+0.07"" 0.59io.08’f**
MESSIDOR-2 [11[10] (0.56) 047+0.01 0434001 0550017 70.53+0.08™" 0.52+0.08"™"
PAPILA [22] (0.63) 0.65+0.03  0.65+0.01  0.744+0.02"" 70.714+0.01""  0.65+0.03"
Retina [6] 0.5) 0.54+0.02  0.39+0.01 0.58+0.01" 0.58+0.01"" 0.57+0.01""
Random Forest classification
OCTID ([14] (0.81) 054+001  0.58+0.01 10.74+0017" 0.73+0.02™"  0.69+0.02""
Glaucoma Fundus 2] (0.73) 0.65+0.08 0674001 0.68+0.08"" 0.67+0.08"  70.68+0.09"
IDRID [31] 0.4) 0.46+0.01 047+0.01 0474+0.01"" 0464001  0.5+0.05""
JSIEC [7) 0.28) 0.26+0.08 0.25+0.01 0.32+0.08"" 70.294+0.06™" 0.28+0.06"""
MESSIDOR-2 [11[10] (0.58) 0.58+0.01 0584001 0.58+0.01"" 0.58+0.01""  0.58:+0.01
PAPILA [22] (0.69) 0.68+0.01  0.68+0.01 T0.714+0.01"" 70.714+0.01™"  0.6940.09™
Retina [6] (0.59) 0.554+0.07  0.554+0.01  0.59+0.07" 70.58+0.06™" 70.58+0.08""
Linear classification
OCTID [T4] (0.93+0.05)  0.88+0.08"  0.76+0.02 0.82+0.01 '0.87+0.01"" T0.87+0.01"" 0.86+0.01""
Glaucoma Fundus [2](0.83+£0.06) 0.79+0.06"  0.71£0.09  0.73£0.02  0.75+0.01™"  0.75£0.01™" 70.76+0.01""
IDRID [31] (0.4440.04)  0.50+0.04"  T044+0.03 048+0.03  0.4240.03 0404003 70.4440.03
JSIEC [7] (0.7240.01)  0.73+0.07""  0.63+0.01  0.68+0.02 0.78+0.01"" 0.76+0.01™" 0.7340.03""
MESSIDOR-2 [1I[10](0.56+0.03) ~ 0.46+0.08 70524003 051+0.04  0.54+0.07°  70.52+0.08  0.49+0.09
PAPILA [22] 0.6740.07)  0.714+0.05  0.66+0.04 0.66+0.03  70.6940.03 0.740.03 70.69+0.03
Retina (6] (0.5140.03) 0524004  0.53+0.02 0514002 70544003 70544003  0.55+0.02"
(b) Accuracy for pathology classification using SWAV as base model.

Dataset SwAV [4] SwAV+ SwAV+ SwAV+ SwWAV+ SwAV+

MLP Ro.1-MLP  R5-MLP  Ryg-MLP  Ryo-MLP

OCTID [T4] (0.9340.05) 0.84+0.02 T0.83+0.02 0.84+0.02 0.84+0.02 0.82+0.02 0.84+0.02

Glaucoma Fundus [2] (0.83+0.06) 0.76+0.01 0.76+0.01 0.75+0.01 0.76+0.01 0.76+0.01 0.76+0.02

IDRID [31] (04410.04) 045+0.03 0491002 047+0.02 0.49+0.04 0471002 70484004

JSIEC [7] (0.7240.01) 0.73+£0.01 70.72£0.02 70.72£001 0.73£0.01 0.73+£0.01 70.72+0.01

MESSIDOR-2 [T],[10](0.56£0.03) 0.55+0.04 0.55+0.03 0.55+0.02 0.54+0.02 0.55+0.02 0.55+0.01

PAPILA [22] (0.67+0.07) 0.63+£0.05 70.65+0.04 0.62+0.03 0.66+0.04 70.65+0.04 0.64+0.04

Retina (6] (0.5140.03) 0.52+0.03 70.5340.03 70.5340.02 0.54+0.02 0.52+0.02 0.54+0.02

Attention Artifacts on Ophthalmological Modalities. Both RetFound and DINOv2-S, along with
its regularized variants from literature, achieve strong classification accuracy on ophthalmology
datasets using patch tokens alone (Table [dc), even from void regions, indicating excessive global
information leakage. Moreover, these models exhibit weak or negative correlation with retinal layer
presence (Table [#a] Figure[d). In contrast, models fine-tuned with RMLPs (using suitable \) show
better anatomical alignment and reduced attention artifacts as well as better performance in dense
tasks (Table[2). This is crucial, as interpretable pathology detection relies on attending to anatomically
relevant regions.

ViT-UNet Hybrids. Combining ViT backbones with UNet-style decoders consistently improves
performance on dense prediction tasks (Tables I} [8]), highlighting the benefit of integrating global
context with local spatial detail.



Table 4: Evaluation of patch tokens repurposing.

(a) Pearson correlation between patch
tokens on the top 25% ranked by
norm and presence of retinal layers in
Eckardt, et al. [12]]

(b) CorLoc scores applying LOST [37]] with default parame-
ters on VOCO7 [13] and accuracy on ImageNet-1k using 1-
Nearest Neighbors on class tokens and patch tokens of mini-
mum/maximum norm of second-order attention maps from low
and high information patches respectively (see Section[I). Bold

Model Correlation and underline indicate best and second-best accuracy per model.
RetFound [43] 0.040.01
Registers [9] -0.19£0.13 Model CorLoc 1 Classification accuracy 1
15313%‘3[4[;](” .8 27i f{)lgg Registers [9] 35.20 0.71/0.38/0.34
DINOV2-S [30] 0.1310.14 Sinder [40] 33.97 0.78/0.39/0.37
DINOV2 + MLP 0.19+0.03 DVT [42] 3123 0.71/0.42/0.37
DINOV2 + Rg 1-MLP  0.1540.02 DINOv2-S [30] 34.18 0.71/0.31/0.26

0-1 >T00L DINOV2-S + MLP 31.1840.03  0.63+0.01/0.20+0.01/0.18 +0.01
DINOVZ +R3-MLP  0.21+0.03 DINOV2-S + R 1-MLP  31.2040.04 0.63+0.01/0.20+0.01/0.18 +0.01
DINOVZ +R1o-MLP  0.24£0.04 DINOV2-S + Rs-MLP  31.1740.05 0.6440.01/0.2140.01/0.19+0.01
DINOV2 + Rzo-MLP  0.1640.01 DINOV2-S + R1o-MLP  31.1740.05 0.64+0.01/0.21-£0.01/0.1940.01

DINOV2-S + Roo-MLP  31.1950.07 0.63-£0.01/0.20+0.01/0.18+0.01

(c) Pathology classification accuracy on Eckardt, et al. [12], OCTID [14]], and aggregated CFP datasets
([2L 3147014110, 1224 16]) using Random Forest with class tokens and patch tokens of minimum/maximum
norm from low and high information patches respectively (see Section[T). Bold and underline indicate best
and second-best accuracy per model per dataset.

Model Eckardt, et al. [12] OCTID [14] CFP

RetFound [43] 1.0/0.92 /0.87 0.77/0.45/0.47 0.53+0.17/0.51+0.17/0.514+0.17
Registers [9] 0.83/0.87/0.86 0.67/0.55/0.62 0.5440.15/0.5+0.16/0.54-0.17
Sinder [40] 0.76/0.8/0.67 0.78/0.56/0.55 0.54+0.16/0.5+0.16/0.48+0.17
DVT [42] 0.77/0.7/0.94 0.76/0.61/0.57 0.5540.14/0.51+0.15/0.524-0.15
DINOv2-S [30] 0.74/0.84/0.77 0.73/0.48/0.49 0.55+0.14/0.49+0.17/0.49+0.18

DINOvV2 + MLP

DINOV2-S + Rg.1-MLP
DINOV2-S + R5-MLP
DINOV2-S + R1o-MLP
DINOV2-S + R2o-MLP

0.9440.03/0.67+0.07/0.86+0.02
0.95-0.02/0.68-+0.08/0.87+0.03
0.96+0.02/ 0.67+0.07/0.86+0.02

0.9440.02/0.6940.08/0.85+0.04

0.95+0.02/0.740.07/0.87£0.02

0.55+0.02/0.36+0.01/0.38+0.01
0.5540.02/0.36+0.01/0.38+0.02
0.55+0.02/0.364-0.01/0.3740.01
0.55+0.02/0.36+0.01/0.38+0.01
0.55+0.01/0.361-0.01/0.3740.01

0.53+0.15/0.47+0.17/0.47+0.17
0.53+0.15/0.47+0.17/0.4740.17
0.53+0.15/0.474-0.17/0.48+0.17
0.53+0.15/0.47+0.17/0.48+0.17
0.53+0.15/0.4740.17/0.47£0.17

8 Conclusions

Our work shows that RMLP regularization enhances the interpretability and robustness of ViT
representations across both natural and ophthalmological domains. By inducing sparsity in patch
tokens and mitigating first- and second-order artifacts, fine-tuning using R)-MLPs produces more
structured embeddings. Despite being trained on limited data and using small computational resources,
R)-MLPs help ViTs achieve strong performance in classification and dense prediction tasks both on
natural and ophthalmological images. These results highlight randomized-MLPs as a lightweight and
effective approach for regularizing representation geometry, pointing to a promising direction for
developing more semantically grounded and interpretable vision transformers.

Limitations. The optimal regularization strength may depend on the data modality or the dimension-
ality of the ViT’s latent space. However, this work does not propose a principled method for selecting
it, relying instead on heuristic tuning. Additionally, our experiments are currently limited to small-
and mid-scale datasets. Future work should investigate performance at larger scales and across a
broader range of domains.
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A Technical Appendices and Supplementary Material

A.1 Supplementary Figures

Figure 5| shows fine-tuning with RMLPs create tokens with smaller norm and that it assigns bigger
norms to patch tokens coming from high-information regions unlike when fine-tuning with MLPs.
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(a) Proportion curves of attention maps’ norms.
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(b) Normalized probability density functions of attention maps’ norms for low-
and high-information patches across models (rows) and datasets (columns).
Low- and high-content patches are classified by a two-component Gaussian
Mixture model fitted on smoothed pixel gradients averaged per patch. Dashed
lines stand for expected value.

Figure 5: Visualization of second- (BSDS300 [27]) and first-order (OCTID [14]/Glaucoma Fundus
[2]]) attention maps’ norm statistics. Subfigure (a): Proportion curves. Subfigure (b): Normalized
probability density functions for low- and high-information patches.

The following visualizations for the first- and second-order attention maps as well as the PCA
visualizations were computed following a sliding window approach.

Here we present some extra examples on the performance of DINOv2-S, DINOv2-S+MLP and

DINOvV2-S+R-MLP in natural, OCT and CFP modalities, in addition of RetFound [43] for the
ophthalmology modalities mentioned before.
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Figure 6: OCT segmentation on the dataset from Eckardt, et al. using different backbones
(columns) in a ViT-UNet hybrid
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Figure 7: Depth estimation of NYU-Depth V2 [36]] dataset using various backbones (last five columns)
with a linear head or ViT-UNet hybrid.
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Figure 8: Semantic segmentation of ADE20k [43]] dataset using various backbones (last five columns)
with a linear head or ViT-UNet hybrid.
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Figure 9: Second-order attention maps on the BSDS300 [27]] dataset. Patch tokens were extracted
using different backbones (columns).
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Figure 10: PCA visualization of embedding of BSDS300 [27] dataset using different backbones
(columns).
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Figure 11: First-order attention maps on Glaucoma Fundus [2] dataset using different backbones
(columns).
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Figure 12: PCA visualization of embeddings of Glaucoma Fundus [2]] dataset using different back-
bones (columns).
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Figure 13: First-order attention maps on OCTID [[14]] dataset using different backbones (columns).
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Figure 14: PCA visualization of embeddings of OCTID [[14] dataset using different backbones
(columns).



A.2 Mathematical Definitions and Proofs

Given the interdisciplinary of the theoretical analysis in this paper, not only across scientific fields,
but also across mathematical domains, we first provide a list of useful mathematical definitions results
to analytically understand the results in this paper.

A.2.1 General Mathematical Background

We present now a collection of topological definitions and a result.

Definition 6. Given a function f : X — Y, we will say that f is locally injective on a subset A = X
if, Ve € A, U, € X open such that f|y, is injective.

Definition 7. Given a metric space (X,0), a subset A € X and € > 0, we call a e-cloud to the set
{xeX:(x,A) <e}
Definition 8. Given a topological space X, we will say X is disconnected if there are A, B € X

such that they are open and non-empty, An B = J and A v B = X. In addition, we will call
{A, B} a disconnection.

Definition 9. Given a topological space X and D < X, we will say D is dense in X is for whatever
open subsetU € X, UnD # &

Remark 10. If f : X — Y is continuous and Y is disconnected, X is disconnected.

Proof. Let {A, B} be a disconnection for Y. Then f~![A] and f~![B] are open and non-empty
due to f being continuous and a function resp. Furthermore, f~'[A] U f~![B] = X since f is a
function and {A, B} a disconnection. Lastly, using that { A, B} is a disconnection and knowing that
the pre-image opens finite intersections, f~*[A] n f~[B] = fY{An B] = f @] =@. O

A.2.2 Topological Analysis of Vision Transformers

In this subsection, we will present a mathematical model describing ViTs and proving some results
on their topological properties. Notably, the only assumption we are making in this subsection is that
the corresponding ViT was trained using the KoLeo [35]] regularizer.

Theorem 11. ViTs can be decomposed as a tokenization function followed by a composition of
translations. Said translations are defined by local orthonormal bases generated by the modulation
of the data via the queries, keys and values layers.

Proof. Let 2 be an image domain and ¥ := | J R"*9 be the ViT’s latent space and d its token

neN
dimension. Further, let V : Q — W denote the ViT as a learnable function and T : ¥ — W the
transformer encoder, following the structure from Dosovitskiy et al. [11]]. We decompose these maps
asV =ToCandT = N oTy_1o...o Ty, respectively where C is a continuous map from 2 to ¥,
N is a normalization layer and for each [ € {0, ..., L — 1}, we define

T, :9 >V
x>z + s(x)
with s; : ¥ — W described below.

Leaving the normalization N aside, we can see T as a translation defined as a composition of the
residual steps s;. Following Vaswani et al. [39], s; can be further decomposed as

sprx = fy (Nog(x 4+ hi(N1y(2)))

where h; represents the multi-head self-attention mechanism, f; is the MLP block and N/ 1,1 and N 2,1
are layer normalizations.

Assuming linear layers have no bias for simplicity, the attention h; can be expressed as

1
hi:xzw—o (T£Q7l(me)££)l> Ly,x
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where o is the softmax function, r is a scaling factor and Ly, L ;, L, are learnable linear maps
for queries, keys, and values.

T

Since xx* is symmetric, it can be diagonalized, allowing h; to be rewritten as

1
hi:x—o (Tﬁb,lDzﬁlK,z) Lv,x

where D, is diagonal and L"Q and L incorporate the change of basis.

Thus, we can understand 7" as a map creating a field for the embeddings to follow, where the self-
attention layers dynamically generate local orthonormal bases over W that the queries, keys and value
matrices then modulate while the MLPs f; refine the resulting directions. O

Lemma 12. [fa continuous function f : X — 'Y is locally injective on a compact set K < X and
the topology on X is induced by a metric 0, then 3¢ > O such that f is injective on

{re X : 6 K)<e}

Proof. Let U, := {x € X : §(x,K) < €} and let us work by contradiction, i.e. we will assume
Ve > 0, H{x.,y:} € Ue such that z. # y. and f(z:) = f(ye). Given this, we can construct two
sequences such that for n € N*, {z,,yn} S Uy, 2 # yp and f(zn) = f(yn)-

Since K is compact, it is easy to see that for every positive natural number U/, is compact too.
Thus, given X is metric and {x,, },,~0, {¥n}n>0 S Us, We can extract convergent subsequences
{@n,}i>0, {Un, }i>0 to x and y respectively.

Let us notice that K' = () Uy ,. Therefore {z,y} < K = f(x) = f(y) since f is continuous and
n>0

injective in K, having = = y as a consequence. Also, since f is locally injective, 3V, open such that

x € V,, and f is injective on it and since {z, }i=0, {¥n, }:>0 both converge to x, IN € N such that

Vi > N, {@n,,Yn;} < Vo = f(zn,) = f(yn,) Vi > N, reaching this way the contradiction we were

looking for.

O

Lemma 13. If a function f : X — Y is injective and continuous with compact domain and Hausdorff
codomain, f is an homeomorphism on f[X].

Proof. Assuming the hypothesis from the lemma, the only thing remaining to show is that f is open.

Thing being this way, let us take an open set U < X. Then X\U is closed which turns it into a
compact set since X is compact. Thus, by continuity, f[ X\U] is compact, which makes it closed
since Y is Hausdorff, forcing f[U] to be open.

O

A.2.3 RMLPs as Stochastic Regularizer for ViTs

We now introduce some useful definitions and rigorous proofs on the way RMLPs regularize the
representation’s topology by making the ViT perceive points in the representation space as ball of
certain radius with high probability.

Definition 14. [28] Let E < F" a set and ¢ € (0, 1) be a distortion parameter. We say that a linear
map S : F* — F™ produces an e-distortion of E if, Vx € F,

(L =&)lzl2 < [[Szlz < (1 +e)fz]2-
Remark 15. Ifx € R and T is an x d matrix with iid entries and such that T; ; ~ N(0,0?), then
E[|Tz]3] = do?| 3.
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Proof. Computing
2
E[|T]3] = E[: (8;T32;)°] = SiE[(8;T352;)°]-
Since the entries of I are independent and I'; ; ~ N(0, 0?), we then have
E[|Tz|3] = 2:%;27E[T7;] = do® 3.
O

Definition 16. Let S € F"*" be a linear map and E < S"~1(F) a subset of the unit sphere in
F™. Then, Martinsson and Tropp [28] define the minimum and maximum restricted singular values
respectively as

Omin (S, E) := min ||Sz| and Omax (S, F) 1= max | Sz|.
zelE zelE
Lemma 17. [28] Let us consider {a1, ...,ax} € R T' e R"*? and build

E={|ai_aj~1<i<j<N}ch—1.

la; —a;l|

Then we have the following probability bounds:

1+ 2+/log(N /2
P{ omin(T, E) < 1— 1+24/10g(N/2) i\ < emdt?)2
vn
and

Vd

Thus, it is sufficient that n > 8¢ ~2log N for being able to guarantee T has a distortion ofawith
high probability.

2./log(N /2
’ {UmaX(F’E) 514 B 1} < e,

Corollary 18. If A < Q is the training data, and T is locally injective on A, the following holds:

@) There exists € > 0 such that T is an homeomorphism on an e-cloud containing A (see Def.

)

*) Let P,Q < Q. C[P]uC[Q)] is disconnected in U if and only if V[P] U V[Q)] is disconnected
in U (see Def. [8), which can contribute to the batch effect.

2) If D < W is dense in ¥ (see Def. [9), then V[D] is dense in V[V] .

Proof. Assuming the corollary hypothesis, let us prove the statements.
@) The existence of the e-cloud is direct result of theorem 2]

-) The result follows directly from Theorem [2| since homeomorphisms preserve connections and
disconnections.

:) Let D be dense in W. We note C is continuous for being defined as a multiplication of matrices and
addition of vectors. Thus C[D] is dense in C[€2]. Therefore, V[D] is dense in V[Q] since T is an
homeomorphism because of theorem [2}

O

Theorem 19. Being {p1,...,pn} S R™, € > 0, A > 0 and T a matrix of size n x m whose entries
are iid and following a normal distribution N'(0, \n=1), T will have an ¢ distortion on the set

E:={M:1<i<j<N}
Ipi — oyl
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with high probability if
2
€

An— .
" S 3mN

In addition,
E[|Tz]3] = mAn~" 3.

Proof. To see E[||Tz|3] = mAn~!|x

g, it is enough to use remark

On the other hand, to compute the distortion of I, let us assume the hypothesis and define the
restricted singular values following Martinsson and Tropp [28]] as

Omin (T, F) := min ||Tz| Omax (L, E) := max |[T'z|,
zelE zeE

let us realize the statement is equivalent to having

1—¢e<omn,E) <|T2| < omae(T,E) <1+e.

Thus, having 4/A/d < //8In N, it follows ¢ > 4/A/n (1 + 2«/ln(N/2)) and then 1 — ¢ <
1—4/A/n (1 + 2«/1n(N/2)). This way, we can take ¢t > 0 and write

P (0mm(D, E) <1—¢— 1) <P(amin(F,E) <1 —\/ATn(1 +2\/W) —t).

Similarly, 1/A\/n < &//8In N implies 1 + ¢ > 1 + 24/ An~1In(N/2). Thus, being ¢t > 0,

P (0max(T, E) > 1+¢c+1t) <P (amax(f‘, E)>1+2/ n-1In(N/2) + t) .

Therefore, using that the Gaussian width of E, w(E), satisfies w(E) < 21n(NN/2) and the theorem
for restricted singular values and a Gaussian matrix from Martinsson and Tropp [28]], for every ¢t > 0
we have L

P(omin(l,E) <1 —e—t) <e ™ /2

and B
P(Umax(F,E) >14e+ t) < e*)\ nt /2'

.. T" has an e-distortion with high probability. O

A.3 Technical Details

Backbone Training. All training was performed on a single GPU (Quadro RTX153 8000 or NVIDIA
A100-SXM4-40GB) and required approximately 15 hours per trained backbone, reflecting the low
computational cost of our approach and its reduced environmental footprint. Models were trained
on randomly sampled mini-batches until validation performance plateaued. For datasets without
predefined splits, we manually partitioned them into 70% training, 15% validation, and 15% testing.

All models were trained using the AdamW optimizer [24]], which we employed consistently across
fine-tuning stages as well as during training of downstream linear heads and UNet decoders.

Table 5| shows the main hyperparameters used when fine-tuning DINOv2-S on natural, OCT and CFP
modalities. Further implementation details can be found in our code.

Downstream Tasks Training. For classification tasks using DINOv2, we constructed the input repre-
sentations for 1-Nearest Neighbor, Random Forest, and linear probing classifiers by concatenating the
class token with the mean of the patch tokens. In contrast, for SWAV, which does not produce patch
tokens, we used its output directly. The linear classifier was trained using the cross-entropy loss.
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Table 5: Hyperparameters used for fine-tuning DINOvV2-S to obtain C-ViT and R)-ViT.

Hyperparameter Value
Optimizer AdamW[24]
Plateau size for early stop 10 epochs
Batch size 32
Token’s dimension 384
DINO coefficient 1
iBOT coefficient 1
KoLeo coefficient 0.5
Initial learning rate le-7
Patience/factor for learning rate scheduler 3/0.4
Minimum learning rate le-8
Hidden/Bottleneck/Output dimensions for MLPs and RMLPs  1536/256/65536
Number of transformer blocks 12
Patch size 14
Crop size 224
Steps per epoch 100
Warm up epochs 10

To integrate the ViT and UNet architectures for dense prediction tasks, we first projected the output
of the ViT through a linear layer and then concatenated it with the features from the encoder branch
of the UNet. This combined representation was subsequently fed into the UNet’s decoder branch.
The ViT outputs were handled differently depending on the task: for segmentation, we concatenated
the class token with the patch tokens, while for depth estimation, only the patch tokens were used.
Segmentation heads were trained using a weighted combination of focal loss and Dice loss, whereas
depth estimation heads were trained using focal loss.

Evaluation of Patch Token Quality. First-order attention maps were computed by evaluating
the norm of the patch token embeddings. For the second-order attention maps, we independently
performed principal component analysis on the patch tokens of each image and calculated the norm of
the top three principal components. To distinguish between low- and high-information patches within
an image, we first computed the image gradient, applied a smoothing operation, and then averaged
the resulting gradient values within each patch. A Gaussian Mixture Model with two components
was subsequently used to classify the patches based on their average gradient magnitudes.

A.4 Information on External Sources

We used two pre-trained models in this work. Their licenses and repositories can be found in Table
[6l A recollection of all the datasets used in this work can be found in Table[7a] both for natural and
medical domains. To show the geographic diversity from our geographical dataset, we show the
country of origin of the medical datasets used in this paper in Table [7b]

Table 6: External code and weights used as baselines.

Name License Repository

DINOv2 [30] Apache-2.0 https://github.com/facebookresearch/dinov2
RetFound [43] CCBY-NC 4.0 https://github.com/rmaphoh/RETFound_MAE
DVT [42] MIT License https://github.com/Jiawei-Yang/Denoising-ViT
Registers [9] Apache-2.0 https://github.com/facebookresearch/dinov2
SwWAV [4] License: CC BY-NC 4.0 https://github.com/facebookresearch/swav
Sinder [40] - https://github.com/haoqiwang/sinder
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Table 7: Used datasets, licenses and country of origin.

(a) Used datasets and their licenses.

(b) Country of creation for medical

dataset.
Name License Repository
ImageNet-1k [34] CCO: Public Domain ImageNet- 1k Dataset Country
NYU-Depth V2 [36] MIT NYU-Depth V2 OCTID [14] India
ADE20k [4.] BSD-3-Clause ADE20K Glaucoma Fundus [2]  South Korea
BSDS300 [27] Non-commercial research BDSD300 IDRID [31] India
VOCO7 [13] Custom PASCAL VOC 2007 JSIEC [7] China
OCTID [14] CC01.0 OCTID MESSIDOR-2 [1l[I0] ~ France
Glaucoma Fundus [2] CC0 1.0 Glaucoma Fundus PAPILA [22]] Spain
IDRID [31] Open Access IDRID Retina [6] Unspecified
JSIEC [7] Open Access JSIEC Eckardt, et al. [12] Germany
MESSIDOR-2 [1}10] Non-commercial research MESSIDOR-2
PAPILA [22] GPL 3.0+ PAPILA
Retina [6] Open Access Retina
Aptos [3] Custom Aptos

Eckardt, et al. [12] Property of LMU University Hospital

A.5 Supplementary Results

Table 8: DICE scores for segmentation on the Eckardt, et al. [[12]] dataset with emphasis on the Outer

Nuclear Layer (ONL).

Model

ViT-UNet hybrid Linear Head

Averaged DICE  DICE on ONL  Averaged DICE DICE on ONL

RetFound [43]
DINOv2-S [30]
DINOv2-S+MLP

DINOvV2-S+Rg.1-MLP
DINOv2-S+R5-MLP
DINOvV2-S+R-MLP
DINOvV2-S+R20-MLP
Eckardt, et al. [12]

0.9240.06
0.79+0.20
0.86+0.20
70.94+40.12
0.9740.03"
0.8740.20
0.70£0.30
0.9240.03

0.5940.10 0.10£0.02 0.0140.02
0.5440.20 70.1640.08  0.12+0.05™
0.5540.20 0.20+0.05 0.03+0.03
0.6840.21 0.20+0.03 0.06+0.04
0.7240.09" 0.1340.01 0.0840.03"
0.6140.20 0.204-0.01 0.0740.05"
0.4740.20 0.1340.02 0.0740.05"
0.4440.03 - -
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NeurlIPS Paper Checklist

1. Claims

Question: Do the main claims made in the abstract and introduction accurately reflect the
paper’s contributions and scope?

Answer: [Yes]

Justification: In the abstract, we claim we developed a theoretical grounded regularizer
that improves DINOv2-small’s interpretability, mantains performance when fine-tuning on
natural images and improves performance when trained in medical data. Data backing up
this claims can be found in Figure [5|and Tables [TH3] respectively. In addition, it is discussed
in Section [§]

Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the abstract and introduction do not include the claims
made in the paper.

* The abstract and/or introduction should clearly state the claims made, including the
contributions made in the paper and important assumptions and limitations. A No or
NA answer to this question will not be perceived well by the reviewers.

* The claims made should match theoretical and experimental results, and reflect how
much the results can be expected to generalize to other settings.

* It s fine to include aspirational goals as motivation as long as it is clear that these goals
are not attained by the paper.

2. Limitations
Question: Does the paper discuss the limitations of the work performed by the authors?
Answer: [Yes]
Justification: We discuss the limitations of the paper in Section[7]on a specific subsection.
Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the paper has no limitation while the answer No means that
the paper has limitations, but those are not discussed in the paper.

 The authors are encouraged to create a separate "Limitations" section in their paper.

* The paper should point out any strong assumptions and how robust the results are to
violations of these assumptions (e.g., independence assumptions, noiseless settings,
model well-specification, asymptotic approximations only holding locally). The authors
should reflect on how these assumptions might be violated in practice and what the
implications would be.

* The authors should reflect on the scope of the claims made, e.g., if the approach was
only tested on a few datasets or with a few runs. In general, empirical results often
depend on implicit assumptions, which should be articulated.

* The authors should reflect on the factors that influence the performance of the approach.
For example, a facial recognition algorithm may perform poorly when image resolution
is low or images are taken in low lighting. Or a speech-to-text system might not be
used reliably to provide closed captions for online lectures because it fails to handle
technical jargon.

* The authors should discuss the computational efficiency of the proposed algorithms
and how they scale with dataset size.

If applicable, the authors should discuss possible limitations of their approach to
address problems of privacy and fairness.

* While the authors might fear that complete honesty about limitations might be used by
reviewers as grounds for rejection, a worse outcome might be that reviewers discover
limitations that aren’t acknowledged in the paper. The authors should use their best
judgment and recognize that individual actions in favor of transparency play an impor-
tant role in developing norms that preserve the integrity of the community. Reviewers
will be specifically instructed to not penalize honesty concerning limitations.

3. Theory assumptions and proofs
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Question: For each theoretical result, does the paper provide the full set of assumptions and
a complete (and correct) proof?

Answer: [Yes]

Justification: All our theorems are properly proved in the main paper (Section ) or in
Appendix [A.Z). Same for needed mathematical definitions and related results.

Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the paper does not include theoretical results.

* All the theorems, formulas, and proofs in the paper should be numbered and cross-
referenced.

* All assumptions should be clearly stated or referenced in the statement of any theorems.

* The proofs can either appear in the main paper or the supplemental material, but if
they appear in the supplemental material, the authors are encouraged to provide a short
proof sketch to provide intuition.

* Inversely, any informal proof provided in the core of the paper should be complemented
by formal proofs provided in appendix or supplemental material.

* Theorems and Lemmas that the proof relies upon should be properly referenced.

. Experimental result reproducibility

Question: Does the paper fully disclose all the information needed to reproduce the main ex-
perimental results of the paper to the extent that it affects the main claims and/or conclusions
of the paper (regardless of whether the code and data are provided or not)?

Answer: [Yes]

Justification: We describe in detail the regularization method in Section 3] specifying that
the training algorithm is the same as the one from DINOv2 [30].

Guidelines:

» The answer NA means that the paper does not include experiments.
* If the paper includes experiments, a No answer to this question will not be perceived
well by the reviewers: Making the paper reproducible is important, regardless of
whether the code and data are provided or not.
If the contribution is a dataset and/or model, the authors should describe the steps taken
to make their results reproducible or verifiable.
Depending on the contribution, reproducibility can be accomplished in various ways.
For example, if the contribution is a novel architecture, describing the architecture fully
might suffice, or if the contribution is a specific model and empirical evaluation, it may
be necessary to either make it possible for others to replicate the model with the same
dataset, or provide access to the model. In general. releasing code and data is often
one good way to accomplish this, but reproducibility can also be provided via detailed
instructions for how to replicate the results, access to a hosted model (e.g., in the case
of a large language model), releasing of a model checkpoint, or other means that are
appropriate to the research performed.

While NeurIPS does not require releasing code, the conference does require all submis-

sions to provide some reasonable avenue for reproducibility, which may depend on the

nature of the contribution. For example

(a) If the contribution is primarily a new algorithm, the paper should make it clear how
to reproduce that algorithm.

(b) If the contribution is primarily a new model architecture, the paper should describe
the architecture clearly and fully.

(c) If the contribution is a new model (e.g., a large language model), then there should
either be a way to access this model for reproducing the results or a way to reproduce
the model (e.g., with an open-source dataset or instructions for how to construct
the dataset).

(d) We recognize that reproducibility may be tricky in some cases, in which case
authors are welcome to describe the particular way they provide for reproducibility.
In the case of closed-source models, it may be that access to the model is limited in
some way (e.g., to registered users), but it should be possible for other researchers
to have some path to reproducing or verifying the results.
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5. Open access to data and code

Question: Does the paper provide open access to the data and code, with sufficient instruc-
tions to faithfully reproduce the main experimental results, as described in supplemental
material?

Answer: [Yes]

Justification: The models presented in this paper were trained on public datasets, with the
exception of the dataset presented by Eckardt, et al. [12]. This dataset was used to trained
the OCT segmentation task, but cannot be released due to data privacy laws. Regarding code,
well-documented code for reproducing our experiments will be released after acceptance to
preserve anonymity. Same for the trained weights of the models presented here.

Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that paper does not include experiments requiring code.

* Please see the NeurIPS code and data submission guidelines (https://nips.cc/
public/guides/CodeSubmissionPolicy) for more details.

* While we encourage the release of code and data, we understand that this might not be
possible, so “No” is an acceptable answer. Papers cannot be rejected simply for not
including code, unless this is central to the contribution (e.g., for a new open-source
benchmark).

* The instructions should contain the exact command and environment needed to run to
reproduce the results. See the NeurIPS code and data submission guidelines (https:
//nips.cc/public/guides/CodeSubmissionPolicy) for more details.

* The authors should provide instructions on data access and preparation, including how
to access the raw data, preprocessed data, intermediate data, and generated data, etc.

* The authors should provide scripts to reproduce all experimental results for the new
proposed method and baselines. If only a subset of experiments are reproducible, they
should state which ones are omitted from the script and why.

* At submission time, to preserve anonymity, the authors should release anonymized
versions (if applicable).

* Providing as much information as possible in supplemental material (appended to the
paper) is recommended, but including URLSs to data and code is permitted.

6. Experimental setting/details

Question: Does the paper specify all the training and test details (e.g., data splits, hyper-
parameters, how they were chosen, type of optimizer, etc.) necessary to understand the
results?

Answer: [Yes]

Justification: Experimental settings are described in Section[5] Further, code will be released
after acceptance.

Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the paper does not include experiments.

* The experimental setting should be presented in the core of the paper to a level of detail
that is necessary to appreciate the results and make sense of them.

* The full details can be provided either with the code, in appendix, or as supplemental
material.

7. Experiment statistical significance

Question: Does the paper report error bars suitably and correctly defined or other appropriate
information about the statistical significance of the experiments?

Answer: [Yes]
Justification: Description of significance test and its assumptions are described on Section 6]
Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the paper does not include experiments.
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8.

10.

* The authors should answer "Yes" if the results are accompanied by error bars, confi-
dence intervals, or statistical significance tests, at least for the experiments that support
the main claims of the paper.

* The factors of variability that the error bars are capturing should be clearly stated (for
example, train/test split, initialization, random drawing of some parameter, or overall
run with given experimental conditions).

* The method for calculating the error bars should be explained (closed form formula,
call to a library function, bootstrap, etc.)

* The assumptions made should be given (e.g., Normally distributed errors).

* It should be clear whether the error bar is the standard deviation or the standard error
of the mean.

e It is OK to report 1-sigma error bars, but one should state it. The authors should
preferably report a 2-sigma error bar than state that they have a 96% CI, if the hypothesis
of Normality of errors is not verified.

* For asymmetric distributions, the authors should be careful not to show in tables or
figures symmetric error bars that would yield results that are out of range (e.g. negative
error rates).

o If error bars are reported in tables or plots, The authors should explain in the text how
they were calculated and reference the corresponding figures or tables in the text.

Experiments compute resources

Question: For each experiment, does the paper provide sufficient information on the com-
puter resources (type of compute workers, memory, time of execution) needed to reproduce
the experiments?

Answer: [Yes]
Justification: It is described in Section[A3]
Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the paper does not include experiments.

 The paper should indicate the type of compute workers CPU or GPU, internal cluster,
or cloud provider, including relevant memory and storage.

* The paper should provide the amount of compute required for each of the individual
experimental runs as well as estimate the total compute.

* The paper should disclose whether the full research project required more compute

than the experiments reported in the paper (e.g., preliminary or failed experiments that
didn’t make it into the paper).

. Code of ethics

Question: Does the research conducted in the paper conform, in every respect, with the
NeurIPS Code of Ethics https://neurips.cc/public/EthicsGuidelines?

Answer: [Yes]
Justification: Authors read NeurIPS Code of Ethics and made sure to adhere to it.
Guidelines:

¢ The answer NA means that the authors have not reviewed the NeurIPS Code of Ethics.

* If the authors answer No, they should explain the special circumstances that require a
deviation from the Code of Ethics.

* The authors should make sure to preserve anonymity (e.g., if there is a special consid-
eration due to laws or regulations in their jurisdiction).

Broader impacts

Question: Does the paper discuss both potential positive societal impacts and negative
societal impacts of the work performed?

Answer: [NA]
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Justification: The work presented in this paper is a general algorithm for optimizing models
trained in a contrastive learning fashion, so there it no direct potential societal impacts. On
top of this, we mention how our method requires relatively small training times, reducing
the environmental impact. We also mention the dataset medical dataset used in this paper is
geographically diverse, but we did not elaborate on that since the model itself is not the main
point of the paper. Nevertheless, information abut the countries of origin of the datasets is
shown in Appendix[A.4]

Guidelines:

» The answer NA means that there is no societal impact of the work performed.

¢ If the authors answer NA or No, they should explain why their work has no societal
impact or why the paper does not address societal impact.

» Examples of negative societal impacts include potential malicious or unintended uses
(e.g., disinformation, generating fake profiles, surveillance), fairness considerations
(e.g., deployment of technologies that could make decisions that unfairly impact specific
groups), privacy considerations, and security considerations.

* The conference expects that many papers will be foundational research and not tied
to particular applications, let alone deployments. However, if there is a direct path to
any negative applications, the authors should point it out. For example, it is legitimate
to point out that an improvement in the quality of generative models could be used to
generate deepfakes for disinformation. On the other hand, it is not needed to point out
that a generic algorithm for optimizing neural networks could enable people to train
models that generate Deepfakes faster.

* The authors should consider possible harms that could arise when the technology is
being used as intended and functioning correctly, harms that could arise when the
technology is being used as intended but gives incorrect results, and harms following
from (intentional or unintentional) misuse of the technology.

* If there are negative societal impacts, the authors could also discuss possible mitigation
strategies (e.g., gated release of models, providing defenses in addition to attacks,
mechanisms for monitoring misuse, mechanisms to monitor how a system learns from
feedback over time, improving the efficiency and accessibility of ML).

Safeguards

Question: Does the paper describe safeguards that have been put in place for responsible
release of data or models that have a high risk for misuse (e.g., pretrained language models,
image generators, or scraped datasets)?

Answer: [NA]

Justification: We are not releasing any dataset and the downstream tasks trained in this paper
does not pose direct risks for misuse.

Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the paper poses no such risks.

* Released models that have a high risk for misuse or dual-use should be released with
necessary safeguards to allow for controlled use of the model, for example by requiring
that users adhere to usage guidelines or restrictions to access the model or implementing
safety filters.

* Datasets that have been scraped from the Internet could pose safety risks. The authors
should describe how they avoided releasing unsafe images.

* We recognize that providing effective safeguards is challenging, and many papers do
not require this, but we encourage authors to take this into account and make a best
faith effort.

Licenses for existing assets

Question: Are the creators or original owners of assets (e.g., code, data, models), used in
the paper, properly credited and are the license and terms of use explicitly mentioned and
properly respected?

Answer: [Yes]

Justification: Citations are clear and correct and licenses can be found in Appendix [A.4
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Guidelines:

» The answer NA means that the paper does not use existing assets.

* The authors should cite the original paper that produced the code package or dataset.

* The authors should state which version of the asset is used and, if possible, include a
URL.

* The name of the license (e.g., CC-BY 4.0) should be included for each asset.

* For scraped data from a particular source (e.g., website), the copyright and terms of
service of that source should be provided.

 If assets are released, the license, copyright information, and terms of use in the
package should be provided. For popular datasets, paperswithcode.com/datasets
has curated licenses for some datasets. Their licensing guide can help determine the
license of a dataset.

* For existing datasets that are re-packaged, both the original license and the license of
the derived asset (if it has changed) should be provided.

« If this information is not available online, the authors are encouraged to reach out to
the asset’s creators.

New assets

Question: Are new assets introduced in the paper well documented and is the documentation
provided alongside the assets?

Answer: [Yes]

Justification: Code and trained models will be released after acceptance with proper docu-
mentation.

Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the paper does not release new assets.

* Researchers should communicate the details of the dataset/code/model as part of their
submissions via structured templates. This includes details about training, license,
limitations, etc.

* The paper should discuss whether and how consent was obtained from people whose
asset is used.

* At submission time, remember to anonymize your assets (if applicable). You can either
create an anonymized URL or include an anonymized zip file.

Crowdsourcing and research with human subjects

Question: For crowdsourcing experiments and research with human subjects, does the paper
include the full text of instructions given to participants and screenshots, if applicable, as
well as details about compensation (if any)?

Answer: [NA]

Justification: This paper does not involve crowd-sourcing nor research with humans since
all used datasets already existed.

Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the paper does not involve crowdsourcing nor research with
human subjects.

* Including this information in the supplemental material is fine, but if the main contribu-
tion of the paper involves human subjects, then as much detail as possible should be
included in the main paper.

* According to the NeurIPS Code of Ethics, workers involved in data collection, curation,
or other labor should be paid at least the minimum wage in the country of the data
collector.

Institutional review board (IRB) approvals or equivalent for research with human
subjects

Question: Does the paper describe potential risks incurred by study participants, whether
such risks were disclosed to the subjects, and whether Institutional Review Board (IRB)
approvals (or an equivalent approval/review based on the requirements of your country or
institution) were obtained?
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Answer: [NA]
Justification: We had no study participants since this was an entirely computational work.
Guidelines:
* The answer NA means that the paper does not involve crowdsourcing nor research with
human subjects.

* Depending on the country in which research is conducted, IRB approval (or equivalent)
may be required for any human subjects research. If you obtained IRB approval, you
should clearly state this in the paper.

* We recognize that the procedures for this may vary significantly between institutions
and locations, and we expect authors to adhere to the NeurIPS Code of Ethics and the
guidelines for their institution.

* For initial submissions, do not include any information that would break anonymity (if
applicable), such as the institution conducting the review.

16. Declaration of LLM usage

Question: Does the paper describe the usage of LLMs if it is an important, original, or
non-standard component of the core methods in this research? Note that if the LLM is used
only for writing, editing, or formatting purposes and does not impact the core methodology,
scientific rigorousness, or originality of the research, declaration is not required.

Answer: [NA]
Justification: No LLM was used beyond rephrasing in the making of this paper.
Guidelines:

* The answer NA means that the core method development in this research does not
involve LLMs as any important, original, or non-standard components.

¢ Please refer to our LLM policy (https://neurips.cc/Conferences/2025/LLM)
for what should or should not be described.
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